ERVECIN A 7N = Vol. 32, No. 6
2013 4 6 A ENVIRONMENTAL CHEMISTRY June 2013

DOI:10.7524/j. issn. 0254-6108. 2013. 06. 016

M i# B9 QuEChERS-5 & tH it £
MEXKZRBP 16 FTHESIAET R

SR E «%5‘{” Booput REENT O Sk EHAE

(1. AR 7= 5 B 22 AR D 5 17 ¢ A S 38, TP DK PR 2= 5 e B0 K =58 r, 5 5%, 266071 5
2. EZK i”*%‘ S, B, 2660715 3. KEEMERY:, KiE, 116023)

\= 4

 E RN QUEChERS, XK= FE S A TSR B 15 ik, F S OB G i (-2 6/ SR SN 25 £ A
LT RIS A 7= P16 P 2 5 SR I R AR (35 4 BT 0 . BE S 2 CIE R B, Florisil + C g /MEHHE,
Waters PAH (835 FE 4389, DL ZNE-7K 0 T sh AR T06 BEVRIBE , S bmidi g & A5 i, 16 Fh 2 A5 I8 AE 45 1 AH
LR T BRI N R SE R B M OC R BRI T 0. 999, K6 HHBR R 0. 1—3. 6 pg-kg ™' RATIZ Iy BEAE 10 XPoF AN
HEE h SEAT AR PN SEES , MR FE 75. 0% —118. 2% Yo N, *EXT*?YEWH?E(RSD)%]l 6% —13. 7% . %
AT RTINS (K PR AT T VRS 08T, R BLER - FE S P & PAHs, i 2. 11—147 pegekg ™' AT
— T A DG IBG DAl TAEFT R T R AF TAEIEAE.
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(Quick) \ff# ( Easy) BEM ( Cheap) .3 4L ( Effective) Mt FH ( Rugged ) % 4= ( Safe ) B9 5% B4 K6 I Aip 4b R 7
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UF B ICRICRE A RO, B 5 1 07 VR 1 SR SR AR B2 . R FH I S i 7 ik AT 18R 53k L T3 )
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L1 e R S5 Ak

Waters 2695 15 RGRUH (L5 AL (5E [ Waters A ), BL 2996 — W AE 51 S HMG N5 A1 2475 Z P75
TR s XW-80A BUERR IR A v ( LI EERAX A7) ) s Himac CR 22G I B &3 B .0HL ( H 7S Hitachi 23
F) ; N-EVAPTM112 VRS ML (£ E Organomation 23 7] ) 3 Milli-Q A4l /KA ( 32 F Millipore 23 7] ) .

16 i PAHs 1 S AR METR I 25 M e . 20 FE VB S RO (a) B R IF (b) KL
I ()P I (a) BT (1, 2, 3-cd) BB, 2K FF [a, h] B 2K FF [, h,i] 46, WEH N
200 pg-mL ™" (3E[HE Accustandard 23 7)) ; ZHE (HPLC 2%, Merk A ) 5 TC/K B R B ( Adamas iR A F]) |
ToK LR (Alfa Aesar KL A RA ) s 6% BLAE 1 (60—100 H, Bk RS RA ) 5
Cs R (70—230 B, B RHASS A BR A ] ) 5 #4lik (18.2 MQ-cm).

FEGh A0 $5 K 41 WG ( Crassostrea gigas ) 486 U1 ( Mytilus edulis ) | Jik 21 ¥2 ( Rapana venosa ) 1 H| =
(Stichopus japonicus) , T 2012 4 4 H R ARG, -20 CRIRIRAE.
1.2 FEdhAb
1.2.1 21

FRELS.0 ¢ IR AT AL ZURE T 50 mL HIEEZ LA, MA 10 mL L5 .6 ¢ Jo/K B R B Al
1.5 g oK LTRAN, 4 1 min, 8000 r+min ™' &0 2 min, BBH L IEWR T 25 mL BEEGRAE 5k H
5 mLOSFE IR, BIFRIR, T 40 CASRRZEL 5 mL, FFHL.
1.2.2 ¥k

BANRBRELZ 1 em WEVSBORENAE, BN 2 FRUOH 1 g B2 Bk + 1 g C B8/ IME, Hil 5L Florisil/
Coo/DE/NER S mL ZRE B PEG EAE, H S mL SHEVEME, WA 30 i il T A, AR EY
0.5 mL, ZHEEZRZE | mL,id 0.2 wm JEBJS AL 08 AR 3 47
1.3 SRR AR GE A

WA AT S50 . Waters PAH 4354 (4.6 mm x250 mm,5 pm) ;K030 °C ;7 1.2 mL-min ' ;3
BEE.20 L A A WK | B H I ; EIBLBEIE :0—15. 0 min,60% —100% B;15.1—25.0 min,
100% B ;25.1—27.0 min,100% —60% B; 27.1—30.0 min,60% B.

GG 25 « SR AR PP 5 I 428 ) 2 6 A M gl 4 A8 Ak, BAR S B L3R 1. 58 ARG I 45 - 4G I I I
229 nm, 5HICHI A R R

F1  PAHs BTG K RRTF

Table 1  Fluorescence detection wavelength program of PAHs

t/min Ay /nm Ag,,/nm t/min Ap,/nm A/ NM
0 275 325 13.6 320 380
8.8 252 370 15.5 270 390
10.2 250 390 18.2 290 410
12.1 280 460 22.6 305 480

2 ER51HE

2.1 EEFNTk
2.1.1 FhHRL e tie

S 2T IR ETE TR B OG- R SR FR | IR AR MO R TR T i sh
AHEC LE , XIAE i 20 50O B B ) 55 BR e 1 43 2 EA TR AL, 205 SR & B0 sl AH A R 38 LUK L 9] (60% %
70% ) () G AT 55 BEWRPR B A4 T 1Y PAHs 20 B 3007, T 55 43 F 5 19 PAHs £ B4 B[R] HLIG Y 25
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A 7 VR R TR BE VR, 28 22 R S286 B 7 AN 1. 37 Bt/ B0 sh A BRI AR 0T 31045 1 81 19 43 B U1
I TEIEIE.
2.1.2 R mIeie

I SIS K, 16 i PAHs 78 52 /MG g A w0 BRI A OB R N AL S A, e 15 A H bR
SRR I 55 28 MRS I EL AT AR AL 53 B 43 AT oA, (9 SRS D ) 5% B RE 3 v T R MR I 3—4 N 4K
w2, v AR TR R B A X IX 15 i PAHSs, AR HEAS [ 21 43 1) H 08 ek ] £ Ak 45 20 43 1
KWK K il K AR R (L3R 1) 20 T 15 R PAHs (1975 S MU RGN ) B 3 4 48 4 ik
Xof T M AT I R ) S v AR A A A R MG T B AT SR A A R T s SR AR R A D
K 229 nm IR HAGMPAS . 2R DA I 25 1 A% A B 51 S A I 25 5 3 1 16 B B AR 2 43
PIRE S R AOE AT (B 1) TR SO I 25 i 7 FH A B FHERR T4, JRASH A i Bk

60000 sty il 0.0201  sesh Il
550.00 - 12 0.01sL
500.00 0016k
450.00F 13 0ol
400.00 T
i 35000 w 00120
B 30000 B 0010}
250.00 . 0.008}
200.00 9 14 0.006 5 3 1112
150.00 F 9
10 0.0041
10000 Y | |1s 0002 ;8 ‘10 1314516 \
3 002k
50.00 1 le s )7 LHJ 16 1 ‘4 56 | M leML-"—-”\
0 J U 0 bnt
..............................
000 400 800 1200 1600 20.00 2400 28.00 200 600 1000 14.00 1800 22.00 26.00 30.00

t/min t/min

1 16 i PAHs 3BT €35 1& (100 ng-mL ")
125, 20080, 308 4. %55 5. 9F; 6. B, 7.9 8. B8 9. I (a) B 100 i 11 ZEFE(b) PEH; 12, EFF (k) W,
13. 589 (a) B 14. ZHIF[a,h] R 15 A0F [ g,h,i]dE; 16. B (1,2,3-cd) B
Fig.1 The chromatogram of 16 PAHs (100 ng-mL™")

2.2 FESNHTALFETT ¥ RS
2.2.1 $RPUTEM R

FES T PAHs M3 IO 5 2 R ARG 8 75 I B2 I A i 375 50 A6 U 5 | 1 B8 7 vk AR A7
FEAC BRI AR G2 FE ORI I A 2 B e . A LU DL b0 % 3 JUAR & B R 1 QUEChERS i
b PR LA R B PRl | 2% B A 1% 0 i L B 0 T ML B A B BRI i AR 5 50 ) 43
AR AE O AL A 20 B8 ARSI 5 25 S0k [ 19 ] BT 2%, % QuEChERS AR HIF /K 7= i PAHs 942
B, 33t C VIR R L, oK CRREN AN TE/K B RREEIEA T SR AT B /K, I FH o o 12 o AR 8 sy i v ) iR 8 42
B ARAE T RE S SR BGR R A9 8404 A0S 10 min BIARAS T B UF AR BOURCR (FES TP RN 5 pg-kg ™!
) PAHs, 16 Ff HFRZL 519 ISR I8 909% LA 1) |, 5 3CHkH 80% LA L 1 [T AH L, A 5 36 1 T i %
Ly
2.2.2 LTI RE

R ST A ) 0 v 5 e o T ) R BT 2R B 25 v 8 J A 31 A 1 398 2 7 i AR AR L
OYHER PR AR 5 P40 SCHR [ 19 ] A JE R 38 I S0 i A R R 25 %, AR T4 s 12 %) 2 A% 4
KAATER A F . 6T PAHSs 4387 (% SCHk 3 2R FH 2 A0 R 0 25 BB & b I IR U , B8 52 2 RE T AE
TR 5 BEH B 38 (R B R AR R I 5 B4 AR B8 17, W IR )2 5 QUEChERS J7ik FR7E A AL
IR EE BRI PSA 3 BOFCRNAHE , AT B , F ik B3 K™ S PAHs AL, ks 1)
FE&FPATEIE SAFAERG T , EL H AR5 R CR IR AR, Pensado 452 84 254X Florisil A1l C s TR A 2 BRI X B
17 B4R B IE 45 Florisil/ C . BEAT RL 22 BRI 7 O Z516 , A 7 8252 M SCHRAEE B Florisil/ C,, (i HE L
1:1) MIRA ARG PSA 47708 AHAE BUAL.

SR, S0 2 IR Florisil/C g (15 1) Y231 AH A8 B Ak Jr =2 50 J0 72 1 P BERARL A4 [T 0B T Ak vk
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25

FI 1 g Florisil |1 g C, BIEDBUZ/INEHEAT AR ZE AL, 1R F 5 3R 08 0] — 2500 B — 5500 G e, A
AL T AR T, R ERAS T 847 A IRTISCROR | H AR 2 73 9 SR (G RIS 38 F R 1Y) 70% 224 4 73
85% VL. &1 2 A3 Floxisil// C g RUZE [ AHAE BURE AN STk ob 8 G R v Tk /N 712 SR o A TR PP 4 B A R
[ AE B , U BHASHIE G T FH R e A T 2%, T A B R R i g 7 L (.28 S5 D TR 24

Extracted
acetonitrile

a. Florisil+Cg(1:1) 3 75FE

2.3 Mk AR PR

W £ 1Y PAHs RS ARERT L, O — ZR 9V BEAS FE AUPR MRV, 72 1. 37 Z: A TR | DA 4%
HAFHITIAR L (Y) ABER | £ 25 B BT VR B (X)) B AR Rt AT 4P [m1H 23 By 7225 VAR P s i —
FEMRPBE PR METS W, LUFE IR L (S/N) =3 B &4 ik i BR (LOD ) &5 R WK 2.t 2 "I 0L 16

PAHs FANE R AT, REUEE R, UlWIA T k38 1T PAHs B 70T

2 TS a] A AR TR 1) i fh s R
a. Florisil + Cyg (1:1) I ;b KA

Fig.2 Purification efficiency of two different SPEs

2 16 Tt PAHs MM Ltk R RH ¢ R BORAS: i PR
Table 2 The linear range, linear equation, correlation coefficient and determination limits of 16 PAHs
PAHs AL ST HHERR Kl
(ng-mL™") (pg-kg™)
%= 1—1000 Y=2.00 x10*X +1.65 x 10° 0.9991 0.36
T 5—1000 Y =3.73 x 102X +4.26 x 10 0.9999 3.60
& 1—1000 Y=5.05x10*X +1.89 x 10* 0.9992 0.88
il 0.5—1000 Y=1.06 x10°X +1.62 x 10* 0.9997 0.36
3E 1—1000 Y=3.22x10*X +5.63 x 103 0.9999 0.92
h3 0.5—1000 Y =8.56 x 10*X +2.36 x 10* 0.9999 0.84
P 1—1000 Y=4.22x10°X +1.18 x 10° 0.9993 0.76
S 0.2—1000 Y=2.22 x10°X +5.03 x 10* 0.9999 0.12
HIF(a) B 0.2—1000 Y=1.00 x10°X +7.53 x 10* 0.9995 0.24
Jifl 0.5—1000 Y=6.72x10*X +1.21 x 10° 0.9999 0.28
HIF(b) 0.5—1000 Y=4.47 x10*X +1.87 x10° 0.9996 0.36
I (k) D 0.1—1000 Y=3.97x10°X +1.61 x 10° 0.9999 0.10
HIH-(a) Tt 0. 1—1000 Y=3.30 x10°X +1.14 x 10° 0.9999 0.10
TG [a,h] 0.2—1000 Y=1.34x10°X +3.58 x 10* 0.9993 0.36
It g,h,i] d6 0.5—1000 Y=7.50 x10*X +1.69 x 10* 0.9999 0.60
Bigf(1,2,3-cd) 1—1000 Y=3.31 x10*X +1.61 x 103 0.9999 1.96

2.4 WMERGREE ARG S
TEEUE A X AR RS DL IR IE R, A3 R INAE 24 T 5 pg-ke ™' AT 15 pg-kg ' WA PAHs IR & 45
VEVE W, FEA T - A AN, AU B 6 A TRE S RIS (S8, 3930 BRAS B S 31380 Rl ik



6 1] FRATHT A : Y QuEChERS- i BB (35 25 I 5 7K it v 16 T 23805 48 1029

FHAIXS bR AE IR 2. 25 3 R , PAHs 7E8R£a v (AR DGR AE 80. 5% —102. 3% Z (8], AH XS A i 25 4
2.6% —11. 8% ; PAHs 7£ Xt R 7 59 I b |1 R AE 75, 0% —99. 1% 22 [8], A0 X b5 e 22 4 5. 3% —
13. 7% ; PAHs 7£ 3 U1 i R [l SR AE 79. 4% —118. 2% Z 18], AH SR EDR 258 3. 9% —10. 2% . )5k
B VS 50 % B R Tl A2 7K i P s Y e A 2K

R FHA T RS AT 2806 D1 KT S8R 2 1) SE B BH AR St A T30 e, 285 SRR W AR 5 1k 5 5k K
FEATEFRUE SC/T 3042—2008 [ R 25 A o — 25, 25 5 0L 3% 3.

3 LR

Table 3 Comparison of the results from two analysis methods

FE i 2R TSY oy SC/T3042—2008 5 2559/ (pg-kg™") ARJFHEMELE R (pg-kg™")
KA W5 % 45 AE B T [a,h B 17.3.0.57.5.3.1.91, 2.27 18.2.0.50.5.88.1.75 2.51
£IE 5 E 15.7.8.12.8.23 16.3.8.30.8.01

Jk 218 Nl 24.5.1.77 23.6.1.58

2 N 1.93.8.95 1.82.9.10

2.5 KRR TG ROR DL A

NEFHAS T XF 2012 4 4 F 2k B T IS 1Y 49 DK R (19 ARG & 9 A 2206 DA
a1 BRELIRAE B 10 DA SR ) EAT 2087, & B 0 A b TP AFAE PAHs T5 3¢, BN 2. 11—
147 pg-kg ™' H 3R = IR PAHs A RS St g B WA AL 15 B T E (LR 4) . T as R
W A7 Bl TSPt ah I E , BTN O T — 2 2355 R i BB HEA RS 04T T R
Ly LA

T4 PAPERESH T PAHs KR BB (pgrkg ™)
Table 4 Content of PAHs in some polluted samples( pg-kg™")

AL L =50 it 42, GilE

% 14/19 5.88—26. 1 5/9 16.3—50.6 9/11 1.49—37.1 6/10 1.75—24.1
Jo M 0/19 — 0/9 — 0/11 — 0/10 —

& 2/19 0.90—14.8 0/9 — 0/11 — 3/10 9.10—14.3
% 12/19 0.50—8.71 3/9 0.40—1.22 4/11 0.65—2.65 4/10 0.87—6.30
E[d 10/19 1.84—29.4 5/9 2.99—22.7 0/11 — 0/10 —

L8 4/19 2.14—4.30 0/9 — 0/11 — 1/10 7.34
T 10/19 1.75—29.5 3/9 0.98—8.05 0/11 — 0/10 —

B 6/19 3.65—28.3 1/9 0.84 0/11 — 0/10 —
KIF(a) B 6/19 0.93—2.83 0/9 — 0/11 — 0/10 —

il 7/19 2.81—8.94 0/9 — 0/11 — 0/10 —
HIH(b) B 2/19 10.6—28.3 0/9 — 0/11 — 0/10 —
I (k) D 9/19 0.21—1.40 0/9 — 1/1 12.75 0/10 —
HIf(a) it 0/19 — 0/9 — 1/1 11.32 0/10 —
ZIf[a,h] 2/19 2.18—2.51 0/9 — 0/11 — 0/10 —
H3f g h,ildE 0/19 — 0/9 — 0/11 — 0/10 —
Bidf(1,2,3-cd) 0/19 — 0/9 — 0/11 — 0/10 —

T =" FARIE .

3 e

ARSI — RIS QuEChERS FE AR RTAL BTS2 , 455 8 OB (352t 52 MG 45 55 G I 2
A HESE T Kl 16 il PAHSs F [R5 T 1. SRS 0 25 B4 1o FH RIS 030 1< i oAk 4 v 17 H AR 4y
9 RBUE ; SR QuECHERS 2 BRARAT RLAF SE USRI LR A R I 5 1 B P4 0 A9 IR %057
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LT E S AT , R R A, AT 2 N Ah PAHSs FR AR E RO BORZR 8 T 7K™ i b 2 3855 J2 19 23 B il
SE. FI T EESL B T3 0 5Re B BR R R K™ Ao 2R A T 1 300 20 B8 B4 R0 A | 205 58 AR 23 A it v
A PAHs XA 7 A T5 1 A R, T ELOA T — 25 2 B8 55 KR A e R HE A RXUR: 70 A 9T F 1 R4
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Determination of 16 polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in fishery products
by improved QuEChERS-high performance liquid chromatography

GUO Mengmeng'”* WU Haiyan'” YANG Fan'?’ TAN Zhijun'*"
LI Zhaoxin'* ZHAI Yuxiu'*
(1. Key Laboratory of Testing and Evaluation for Aquatic Product Safety and Quality, Ministry of Agriculture, China;
Yellow Sea Fisheries Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Fishery Sciences, Qingdao, 266071, China;
2. National Center for Quality Supervision and Test of Aquatic Products, Qingdao, 266071, China;
3. Dalian Ocean University, Dalian, 116023, China)

ABSTRACT

A method was developed for the simultaneous determination of 16 polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAHs) in fishery products by improved QuEChERS and high performance liquid chromatography with
fluorescence and ultraviolet detection. After extraction with acetonitrile, the extract was purified by a Florisil +
C,s column, then separated by HPLC on Waters PAH column (4.6 mm x 250 mm,5 pm) by gradient elution
using a mixture of acetonitrile and water as mobile phase. The external standard method was used to determine
the content of 16 PAHs. The calibration curves were linear with correlation coefficients over 0.999. The limits
of detection ranged from 0. 1 pg-kg ™' to 3.6 pg-kg™'. The average spiked recoveries for 16 PAHs were
between 75. 0% and 118.2% , with relative standard derivations( RSDs) from 2. 6% to 13.7% . The PAHs in
some fishery products from circum-bohai sea region were found to be present at levels ranging from
2.11 wg-kg ™' to 147 pg-kg'.

Keywords: QuEChERS, high performance liquid chromatography ( HPLC ), polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons ( PAHs) , fishery products.



