FOOD & MACHINERY

DOI1:10.13652/.spjx.1003.5788.2023.81288

FAOBEIH BE 2698 | 2024 FE3 B | ARREVM

[X# %5 ] 1003-5788(2024)03-0075-07

TR 8 i — o IR A T TR M B T 4 PR K
25 7% B BB O R B

Uncertainty evaluation for the determination of four quinolone residues

in honey by liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry
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Abstract: Objective: This study aimed to evaluate the
determination uncertainty of four quinolones residues in honey by
liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS).
Methods: Based on GB 31657.2-—2021, a mathematical model for
sources of uncertainty evaluation was established. The
uncertainty of each wvariable which affect the result were
calculated and the weight of each uncertainty component was
assessed. Results: The uncertainties in the determination of
enrofloxacin, sarafloxacin, ofloxacin and ciprofloxacin in honey
were (4,97+0.81), (10.1341.58), (7.67+£1.23), (14.97 %

2.25) pg/kg (P =95%.k = 2) respectively. Conclusion: The
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main influencing factors of the determination uncertainty were
preparation and dilution process of standard solution and fitting of
standard curve, which should be controlled in practical work.
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AN A2 B SR LA i 45 SR AR B SR RS & TR AL
R T 2R G R W B AF R O W B 25 SRR BE R R
ST i B0 IS AS T 3k M A7 S W B K OLAE
TE 11 5% ) G 0 2 SR o i 0 R DO L S ORI K T 45 SR
P M AT DU S AN E B Y DE R ok ) IR IR A R
S B, IR AN T B 2 ) R 0 — 3 43 TR SR PR A
W2 355 20 [0 it 1) R AR AR L R A R I 4 S o o A T
FEWHWEESHE Y, R BRI GB 31657.2—2021
X W B AT R, I 2 RO AT A 280 09 A DG R E B ds e ke
e 8 v s i TR S 2 ) R R A AR T &5 IR S AT O i B T
FENTY Sy T ARG I A AR v A T R S B A e R 2 R Y
R $ H T T S O A PR, O S5 5 P S T A o
PREHEAR AR
1 MR STk
1.1 #H5RH

U L el R

7K :GB/T 6682 #LE 1 — 2K 5

B O - 0354l , 75 E MERCK 2 #l

R « (03 20 100 B L T AR AR B R0 A BR A

B 7 B (CAS No: 93106-60-6) , £ B2 ¥ Hi ¥ &
(CAS No:91296-87-6) A J ¥ & (CAS No:82419-36-1) .
NV A (CAS No:85721-33-1) . b 50 & i A% L= W RE £ A
FR 2 ] 5

H At 500 35 S [ 77 o A A
1.2 UsE5i&E

TROAH €2 1% 5 TE = B DU AR A 3% A : Triple Quad 5500+
%, 25 E AB SCIEX Al ;

[ A 7€ B < Oasis PRIME HLB %, 200 mg/6 mL,
K E Waters A # ;

3T KA. XS205DU B, fE [ Mettler toledo 23 A

T A BB D L XAR B, 3R R R R B A IR
NEIE

AMAL :N-EVAP45 B, 3 [ Organomation 24 7],
1.3 Ak
13,1 by fE il 2k /Y i &
0.010 08 g, h B V> HL V> & 0. 011 26 g, AWMU 2
0.010 13 g N & 0.010 35 g. ] 0.5 mL &K E i, I
P B E 4 10 mL % & . B fl AL R & W B R
1 mg/ m LAY AR HE i 2 00 S WO MER 5 B 0.1 mL £ 45
AR AW T 100 mL 25 45, FHFH S 25, TG ) B o &
WREHR 1 pg/mL AR A B AE AW 5 43 3 HEBR R I 0.10,
0.20,0.50,1.00,2.00,5.00 mL i&-& krfE P E T 100 mL
AT, 20% O — KW (20 mL I Him A
80 mlL 0.1% F RV IR 22 25 , 6T il B I3 &2 Vi B2 43 39 4 1,
2,5,10,20,50 ng/mL AR #E RS TAEW .4 B 1.00 mL,

gr R PR BB e U R
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A A 2 BB G Al Ab B 25 R P B R AR A
VW AL e TR g S, AL R
1.3.2 A &b 3

(1) B PRI 2.024 3 g B FES T 50 mL RN
BOAE A B R 22 h R 20 mL, W HE 1 min, R
10 min,10 000 r/min &> 5 min, B _FIH RS .

(2) Hedl  BAHZE IO 4350 10 mL B B2, 10 mL K
WAk K A5 B WG AE L 5 mL Kk BE B S AR K OH
4 mL 5% B FR— BRI 4 mL Z 7R Z WSS 4 T )5
EVEMR .40 CHAMR T, M 1.00 mL 20% &5 — W &
KRR FR A B 1 min 5 R IEIR A, L WL e
Jo vk R, R
1.3.3 WM 5 3% & 3% H R Agilent SB-Cis,
2.1 mm>x100 mm,1.8 pm; AR 35 Ci#EFER 10 pL; 3
0.3 mL/min; Jsh A A b 0.1% W R K% W sh Al B
S HBE 4 1 R AT R R

x1 BEERER
Table 1  Gradient eluted program
i8] /min WHM A/ FBIAA B/ %
0.0 95 5
1.5 80 20
4.5 60 40
6.5 5 95
7.5 5 95
7.6 95 5
10.0 95 5

1.3.4 FRRELME WIS B TR I B T 2 R
P CMRMD 5 B 525 L R (1S) 5 000 V3 B 1 IE R JE (TEMD
500 °C s 2 4k S JE /1 (GS1) 379 kPa; & LS JE #1 (GS2)
379 kPa; K 75 A JE )1 (CUR) 207 kPa; filf $# 2% (CDA)
62 kPa, iHE S K B WL 3K 2,

1.3.5 Brepmimig sy deal D gear Feap i,

XﬁC,XAXV D
A Xm

K.

X 5 R L A s A T DS 2 ) 8% B L g/ ke

C—— FE B bR o 0 Vi A L ) v o ) 25 245 ) o ok
B ,ng/mL;

AT bR e B W A R R v R 2 25 ) ik
A

A iV VR R I ) 1 A T S 24 ) 0 T AR

V—V SR R I MR mL s
B g,

m
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Table 2 MS parameters of 6 kinds of target compounds for MRM mode

e REWE/min - CAS%S EMEBE T Gn/2) EREFXOn/z)  RERIE/V  HfERE/ eV
(R RAL 3.45 98105-99-8  386.09>>299.02 386.09™>299.02 28 24
386.09>>342.06 16
RV E 2.73 82419-36-1 362.11>>261.07 362.11>>261.07 4 24
362.11>>318.08 18
Bkt & 3.00 93106-60-6 360.13>>316.10 360.13>>316.10 38 16
360.13>>245.06 24
BN RO 2.97 85721-33-1 332.10>231.01 332.10>231.01 2 30
332.10>>288.08 16
1.3.6  AHRE R i BRI AR D BRI R 0.010 13 g 0] urel(cwwzo.oco 029:0.002 56,
O BRI AT 5207 » 56 0 R o1 e 85 6 25 24 0 5% B 0 0-010°13
WA EE F LA AR R SR E R AR BRERHEFDE 0.010 35 g, U uml<(:“%)=%=
ASH 8 FE s bR A 51 BB 8 B 5 A S PR AR A 5 0.002 80.
ABRGEI PR SRS ABRGE R BRE ) g g 5  5F231 A0 A X005 0 B 5
FESIAHO A B IR A B0 A B I W (Cod BERCRVIE Y 1 me/mlL (0 R K 45 W75 5

2 giR50hr

21 AREBREHSHBELIRINOTBEE «.(C)

210 BRUEY IS HE 5 A BRI RE AR MR 52 JE w0 (C,)
A FBRUE D1 B R 0 5 2 2,09 U

. . 29 .
ﬁ%k:mﬁwxﬁmgu«gﬁ>§:w@m@mw5

FRUEY) BT (BE B R 99.420) 51 A R AR X AR R i 2 B

1Y s .
U (Cpp ) = Aﬂ =0.010 06; [a] ¥, V> F7 ¥> B 45 4 i
99.4%
. 1%
(4hifEHR 97.7%[89.3% DY um(Cp:/»):89 3% =0.011 20,
. 0

ARV R AR EY R AN 99.0%) B ww (Coy ) =

19 o ..
9&@:&mm&%ﬁ@i%@%ﬁ@%&%%A%m@
. 0
1%
u,cl(C,,%):m:0.0IO 16,

2.1.2 ARUEW BTAR I AR AR A E B w0 (Cu)

R T1 53 2 — KRS B R dE AR AL 0.010 00 g, 4%
IR 46 2 3E 45 R JJG 1036—2022, 1% Bk it 70 Bl & K A2
224 £0.000 05 g, WIE I3 Hi k=3, M u(C,) =
0.000 05

=0.000 029 g, MEEE VA 0.010 08 g, Il

J3
0.000 029 Wi 4 Y
um((fw,@):m =0.002 88; FRELh g V> fr Vb 2
0.000 029 .
Il 0y 0000029 F T
0.011 26 g+ w,q (C ) 0011 26 0.002 58; FRIL4A

BT A 10 mL 19 A RAAFRL A I R IR JJG 196—
2006 BIHLAE ,AEARMELE 20 CHY 10 mL A R
AR 2N £0.020 mL, B 514315, W2 A 51 A K
FRtEA W E BE u<cm>:%§20:o.on 55 mL, 4 Fhgsi
i s 74 5 45 TR0 Y I A 25 200 °C I R R A A ARURE i 2R B
90,001 19 °C 1L FE(25+5) °CSL B = M8 45 1 T #:4F
BUE 5] 4 A IR BE BN I B E R B 58w (Co) =
100.001 19 X5
B
o BN WM X AR ME R B € R ww (Ch) =
0.011 557 +0.034 357
10

2.1.4 R bR b RDR R A a5 AR A X AR S 5
B ouw(Co LMK E N 1 pg/mL IR A 5 i A
WHEMAN 1 X1 mL ARSEREE.1 A 100 mL A
AR AR, WIS oA, & B R E KT AW
N LR 3,

B, R TR A o T8V A A AR T A 8 AH X AR
AT 0 E R

. (C) = +/0.046 32740.003 487 =0.046 45,
2.1.5 AR R TAE B A 2 BR B A AR X AR S B
B oua(Cy)  FHIARMERS THERFTEMAS 4 X1 mL
AP ERRE, 1 X2 mL ARPIRLWEE,1X
5 mL A BAFRLE IR .6 4~ 100 mL A G bRk 4 it

=0.034 35 mL, PRI Aok v il 45 0D 45

=0.003 62,
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. 100 mL A H4 BRKE KA & 228 £0.10 mL, B 3 RAEMERERHNEIEINNTHEE
A 4545 T 0 (C o) = 0.10 _ 0.057 74 mLs: il 20% 2. Table 3 Uncertainty from the preparation procedure of
< mix standard intermediate solution
V3 i dard i di luti
W — B RK %W 2. UL 20 C T K E/Jﬁxf & ik & % ‘ . 1 mL 4 100 mL Mfffse
0.000 21 °C R HB L IE(2545) Coutm HE & R KW T WAk A R
e u(Coy = 20X OO0 2D 60 62 1, mges B FRAE/mL 0008 H0.10
/3 w2z HE R 0.008/4/3 0.10/4/3
oSl A M X BR MR B E wa (Cu ) = W 52 /ml 0.004 62 0.057 74
DR bk R 5 g ik 001 1 001 1
u(Cp)? +ul(Cyu) 0,000 84, W BT R [F AR W OH OB R K 0.001 19 0.001 19
100 W% R¥/C
Vo VBT 5 RS P R R AS T E B LR 4, N 0.1X0.001 19X5 100X 0.001 19X 5
T l
.. 0.000 21V X5 /3 /3
u(Cyo) = J3 ° S R 5E B/ mL 0.000 34 0.343 52
G5 BE R A TR W 6 R A B0 X B A AT 0004 63 0518 34
W N AN 1 5 B2 0.046 32 0.003 48
x4 BEESIANNIHEE
Table 4 Uncertainty from pipette
PREE RO R/ R AR WA, A2/ u(Cg2)/ u(Cgi2)/ o
u el CC i
(ng*mL™1) ml mL ml mL ml B
1 0.10 1.00 +0.008 0.004 62 0.000 06 0.046 19
2 0.20 1.00 +0.008 0.004 62 0.000 12 0.023 10
5 0.50 1.00 +0.008 0.004 62 0.000 30 0.009 26
10 1.00 1.00 +0.008 0.004 62 0.000 61 0.004 66
20 2.00 2.00 +0.010 0.005 77 0.001 21 0.002 95
50 5.00 5.00 +0.015 0.008 66 0.003 03 0.001 84
U (O) = Bt (Coti)* + D e (C)’ -
6>X0.000 84*+0.046 19*40.023 10*+0.009 26°+0.004 66*+40.002 95 +0.001 84* =0.052 83,
T o4 V5 YT ) 5 R A R B OA Y A X AR MO B . e
S 1 1 (cy —C)
J—,;y‘j um(F):‘ 7"’7‘#77
N co Xa P mn Z,ZI(CO*C)Z

U rel ( C ) =

U (C)? F 1t (Co)? F 1t (Co)? F 1t (COP Fua (C?
(2)
S 0 (Cg) =0.071 215u, (Cy ) =0.071 37;
U (Cyg ) =0.071 2250, (C5)=0.071 22,
2.2 HRAEMEZUASINKNAIBEE u.u(F)

b 5 TAEWL 6 ANV B2 ANk B 5 3 vk, B
AR LA b o AR B A VA DR v B 0 T AR L
J S A JBE Sy B A b W VT B 0 A B A5 A R D 1T D
UL 5, HOMARE G B E 6 U, 43 3 A o il £ 1 4
G B AR S 2 W) AR A ILER 6

F2 30 (3) (3O T3 A7 v il 248G 51 A A AR X A 3
S

/]

P2

3

Elnn o aC o /))2
S = s (4)
mn — 2

WA TG AR HL B 9% ) b v 22 5

B B E’J?l’fﬂﬂiaﬂ?rmg/mlq

TOEE S

BB BAE P VTR 2R 25 )

Piﬁﬂxiﬁiﬂﬂﬁiﬁ(ﬁ,P:G;

s e

A~

LI BEANELm=6;
R RE T W B R on =35
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x5 WMAEMZE
Table 5 Standard curve
JoT £ e/ U6 Thi AR
T 0 4 2k B E 5 AR LIPE e
(ng* mL™ 1) 1 2 3

Bt & 1 19 990 19 640 19880  Ap =050 442.92c —52 147.23 0.998 8
2 27 160 27 780 29 430
5 182 600 186 500 192 700
10 485 000 503 800 507 200
20 922 500 933 500 879 600
50 2428 000 2501 000 2512 000

YR 1 21 000 21 130 21 440 Aw =25 523.63c—6 369.41 0.998 9
2 30 250 32 540 32 830
5 101 800 103 300 106 600
10 266 100 269 300 276 500
20 514 000 518 900 521 900
50 1251000 1256000 1279 000

AR 1 45 770 46 210 46 600 Ag =103 695.51¢ —150 485.26 0.998 2
2 80 960 84 590 89 450
5 320 000 330 700 346 800
10 876 900 887 800 892 100
20 1712000 1761000 1870 000
50 4923 000 5045 000 5 308 000

WA 1 41 110 42 990 43 860 A =131 053.84c¢+24 708.10 0.998 5
2 263 400 278 300 278 500
5 650 700 708 500 719 600
10 1499 000 1501000 1526 000
20 2 585 000 2 604 000 2 615 000
50 6 494 000 6 570 000 6 622 000

"o M .
C— $ﬁrﬁﬁhé£ﬁq¥i@@aﬁ;qﬁimfg,6:L _ EARWIER um(m):27?;24)3:702.000204239:0.000 14,

14.67 ng/mL;
55 0 A~ b v YR AL 0 A T I T R

Ci
ng/mL;

A5 j AN BRI U5 TET AR

¢ 555 A T VA VA TR 1 B YR B, ng/mL;

b2 Il U3 Jr B A AR

BRI (4) 78Sy =37 163.680 38, S, =
16 132.613 53,Sx =110 103.370 46, S5 =96 300.170 38;
Ut (Fig )=10.034 86, 1,y (Fyp) =0.014 74, u,y (Fy) =
0.032 26 1,0 (Fy)=0.012 58,
2.3 HRWHEESINNTHBEE u.u(M)

i E T R FR B 2.024 3 g, RIS K B E 50
PR ] B K AL 25 O 0,000 5 g, WYY A) 43 A,

0.000 5

ulm)=

=0.000 29 g, FEdh AREE = 51 A B9 A X AR

24 HREBSEBRINNTIHBEE u.a(V)

W& JJG 196—2006 , 7EARMEIRLE 20 ‘CHF 1 mL A 2%
A3V W A B K fe 25 00 £0.008 mL, BUH )40 A L AR TEAR
W5 u(V):%;S:O.OOKL 62 mL, NI FE 5 25 R B 5]

u (V)

A HAE X B AN R e (V) = =0.004 62,

25 WEEEMSINKMAHEE v.(R)
823 11 B RE P 23 00 O I BT B EE Sl 5, 10,8,
15 pg/keW BV B W B VAR BN £,
MAE BRI AR B E 6 IR (n=106) , M5 R WK 6.,
FOUZE 7R 24 30 (5) ~ 37 T3 Ik 5 52 1R 51 A B9 A 6 o
HEAR I

DX, X0

R = |
S(R) —
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R6 HREENEHE

Table 6 Repeated determination results of sample

s TP, PR X/ S(R)/
0 4
(ng *+ mL™ Y (pg+ kg™ (pg kg
R 2 10.052 9 4.97 0.168 4
b TAUD 20.507 9 10.13 0.643 6
ARDE 15.519 0 7.67 0.330 8
WN A 30.301 5 14.97 0.756 8
S(R)
u(R)= s (6)
n
u(R)
U (R)= o 7)
X

HE A u(Ry)=0.012 38, uq (Ry)=0.023 12,
e (Rg)=0.015 76 ,u,q (R ) =0.018 39,
2.6 MARESINKARBERE u.a(A)
6 xRN EREYE 5 pg/kg IV A
10 pg/kg AR 2 8 pg/kg AN A 15 pg/kg i@
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JE R AT bR [, A TR L 7
R7T HERmEKE

Table 7 The recovery ratio of sample

K RURW R/ W E/ % ARV E/ % RN E/ Y

1 86.74 92.46 88.07 90.58

2 85.39 87.35 89.94 91.34

3 85.01 91.52 90.76 92.45

4 90.57 83.43 86.13 92.96

5 88.36 90.70 91.64 93.27

6 89.05 88.89 87.20 89.50
S(A) 21815 83151 21578 14722
u(A) 0.890 6 1.353 4 0.880 9 0.601 0

S um (Ag)=0.010 18, u,q (Ap)=0.015 20,
uml(/\;q):0.009 90,24,@(/\}4;):0.006 56,

3 OB UEANTRE BE S Y WAL
R0 45 52 I 43 A8 L 4 M 90 2 0

U relld, -

- um(C;@)z+u,C|(F;§,)2+u,c1(M;¢|,)Z—Q—u,d(V,@)z+u,c1(R,»§.)2+uml(/\wm)z =

0.071 217 40.034 86*+0.000 14*+0.004 62*+0.012 38°+0.010 18" =0.081 02;

Urty =0.078 09514 g =0.080 5032 ,45 =0.075 05,

R4 RB/T 030—2020, DL B0 2 R 1, 24 B v
BEi o 4.97 pg/kg W, H A BUbR A € B up =
4.97>0.081 02=0.403 pg/kg . P BN EE Uy =uy X
k=0.403X2=0.81 pg/kg. M uy =0.791 pg/kg,Uy =
1.58 pg/kgsug =0.617 pg/kg, Ug =1.23 pg/kgsuxs =
1.123 pg/kg.Ug =2.25 pg/kg(WAL & KT k=2, 815K
FP=95%),
4 R B AN

SR YRR 03— B I OO ok T A e v s TR 2 2
YIFE L BIEY B DR B AR YR RN Y R A
A E AR M RR N Xy = (4.9720.81) pg/kg;
Xy =0(10.13+1.58) pg/kg; X =(7.67+1.23) pg/kg;
X5 =(14.97£2.25) pg/kg,
5 H5

T 9 R PR VROAR €6 33— 3 10K J5i0 33 2k of e % v s i3 ) 258
2 5% B AT T 5 S A N7 B A A e A o
PEI AN E B A S AT T IR . A5 R R L AR i
VAS VR TE ) 55 0 B ek R A A R LA X R i A A
S5 BTk I K B 28 20 FE R R R A M D s R
i T, DRIk, 7 00 S 04 S s o I 245 ) A BR R Y SR
TAE R B AR oA 1 D RO U e PR RS
4 R VL 8 R 25 S B 0 b v A R R A T R R B &
ABOF- A7 00 5, B oo G 6 B 4 B R, o 3 A o R R T a4

A s DT R AT A5 A A R v 45 AN 0 8 B o Sk G U 45 2 1)
S, 4 R A 00 45 SR A o

Jrk GB 31657.2—2021 A% T 14 Fh s i 245 497 » i
B N T o 4 BRI SR B — e R
258y, o, 2021 A A 2 A R i A T DK A R
BB Ry 0 7 i ) AU W I H (ORI 5 R B R T
HoAy 10 FhE Wy 09 AN E BE L N AR vk BE AR X BE AL, HoK %
R W S o) 1k 6 445 2R A ok B 5 Al X S B AR R 4R S
PHRAFTE—E W R BR M . BRIk, 78 B 3 K U T AE R i
DU 45 5 F AR 286 2T 25 T8 OR i o B2 SR IR, A e
G0 8 5T o i RE 2 R

5 2% 3k
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