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Abstract

As an efficient analytical technique, ion chromatography plays an important role in determining the
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content of water-soluble anions in steel corrosion products. However, in daily testing processes,
less attention is paid to the influence of factors such as sample pretreatment on the determination
results. Traditional sample pretreatment only uses heating and dissolution. However, during the
testing process, it is found that for some samples, only relying on heating and dissolution, their dis-
persibility and solubility are not good, affecting the determination of results. Therefore, on the basis
of traditional heating and dissolution, this paper focuses on studying the influence of ultrasonic
methods and high-speed centrifuges. Experiments show that ultrasonic treatment of samples is
beneficial to improving the solubility of samples. And when the ultrasonic time is (1~3 minutes),
the determination results are relatively stable. At the same time, using a centrifuge for treatment is
beneficial for us to extract the supernatant, thereby protecting the chromatographic column from
being damaged and ensuring the accuracy of the determination results.
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1. 518

PABRE T2 B SR A 5%, Rl iR BRI IR, SRR, WM BREh A B K
B, BT OESOREON - MEAL MER S AT EOR, RAEGR I R BUZRRE N, RE P
HERfAS I ACHE A B[] Rt iErh, B il 5 EUE M P A A LB, AR5 [ A 2 1]
FRELAE P PR S B TR 0 28 o AR BRI AR AR P W] LAY, DASBUR AR dh AN [0 5 8] £ 7 1 A
B HT[2]. FEABTACHE EEALARRE RO IR T pH B FERARRESE, DAORIERE S B T RERE A XU
PG FE T B AR . R B B T BRI COD IR, JE I A o (AR S A [ 1 O IR B
ANHEFAERT, SEBURS 7020 880 AS D2 RGN0 30 SR P PR A I 2% AR 8 7 10 3 P 22 S AT A 3]

B B TIAL B 2 - Ea il o AT B JEA, A% GE RO DN A B DT S BE T A2 SEIR IR 22, A RO il SR 4
VIR, TR e A, RMRIE S RAHERR . A B AERT SR M ke i BvE L TR DAL T
T RE AR B Tt R R IR PR B 8 - B AT s DR D0 R 8 R (I HE B 28
2. SKHERS
21, SRS

B ) 2 AR PRV RUR  2EN DL TS e i D/ T 7 1 10 28 7 S i il A, PO 24 PR R v
11 A M PR A2 P 5 P ) R 1 A B R R e T R R S T SR . B
WIS, W A ES T SRS A Sk A AN it A RS - R - A - R, BB E
PREFAE AL LR B E A RIS B, e R BRI 28 TR il s 7 0 A Y il o, AE—
SE K C T 2 25 2L 20 e P B L ) (B OR B IS TR]) 5 - CAEARE N AL 20 8 1 (R PR AR AR o — S IR BV TRl Y
2173 1A Ve TR (B e e ) L B AL IRRE 0 AOUERAE S, S WAL i b

2.2. EENEH
1) BFEEA: B SAM RS HES 2T MR 8 24 . w&SHEREE TFE)ADMT
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0.002 mg/L. &5 1(CI)A/hT 0.002 mg/L. MEASERAR B F A/ T-(NO;)0.003 mg/L. RES T (Br)A/IhT
0.003 mg/L. HWHERAREF(NO;)A/MTF 0.003 mg/L. FEERIR B F(POY )A/NF 0.008 mg/L. HiERIR =T
(SO% )A/IF 0.003 mg/L

2) SHT R FEE 0.1 mg.

3) TRAHE: Em TR EAMET 110°C;

4) LR s

5) MR PIELHL: ThEA/NT 150 W, i 40 kHz;

6) mE B OHL: AMIKT 5000 r/min;

7) KB AMET 80°C;

2.3. EEXF#

A T7EFT T R Ui, 3 A o A B e i, 37 /KATF & GBIT 6682 FILE i — 2K .
A RHELFE LR 25

1) FRESTHRAEVA (1000 mg/L, ZKIEAR). GBS FARTEA (1000 mg/L, 7KFEAR). TEAHRRAR 55+ br itk
VTR (1000 mg/L, 7KFEAR). B THRUEVAI(1000 mg/L, 7KEAA). TEERHE B T FRE VA (1000 mg/L, 7K4E
1K) BRERAR B T AR AEVA R (1000 mo/L, ZKFEAK). BERRHR & TARAEVE MR (1000 mo/L, ZKFEAR) B U T
T WIS T AT IR 27 TR AR 257 BEROAR B TR S ARV (1000 mg/L, 7KE:AA);

2) JEME: FLAEAKT 0.22 um, 7KAH;

3) FEMHBEBKIER N DRI

3. AR 77 3E
3.1. HRmKAMA SR

AT IR BTSRRI A 4 R R PR AT W e R S B e 3 A
VE YRR L . B R TV 7 SR (LB PE ) M U B VT i, F 2 B Tk Fa 0 BEik.

311 HEA

FREXZE 1. WFEE . JRAIAE =4 0.10~0.50 g (FE#4 % 0.1 mg) T 100 mL &=, fn 60 mL %
BT, FHEBEOINAEN R, R 5~10 min. MHEHIRECT, WHIEEE, B 1~3min, IKEZR,
.

3.12. 5%B

JE AR, ANRER T A R b 4 5 RS PREAE B SR A I ANk R
CEFRRAE), T JEHRE, BN 500 mL |~ U RHIE - Oin 25 38 F/KIR 8, a6 J5 78 80°C /K i Hh nk 30 min,
BUR, @A 1~3 min, BRI E] 500 mL HEH, E©F. fFE.

PRI G, 105°CTE. FRE, LArh RIS I AR Bl 7% (0 5 =) i &

3.2. BEFRU

P LV HU BLAC B IR0 20~40mL,  EESOHLIE O AR B, BB ZIEBA NS T . T
TR FLAEA KT 0.22 pm JEAGESE, FRAFMHRT -

3.3. (UB_TITFRMAMIL
WRIGAAE L, BAEDWTARAFRTBEAF,  B0E S BN PRAUEEIN 47375 2043 2800 AT E -

DOI: 10.12677/aac.2024.144025 213 AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aac.2024.144025

FhRE 4

3.4. ¥R LSH
SRR IR, AN Ak B R AR A RO 0T, B S FH S ) HE DG A5 58 R 0 T A (e g
&), b TR 2R .
TAEMRZR 20T AR AMRYE, ARNAFEAR P IS FERE T ST THRIRE T RE T
IR T MR EF. BERR B A MEE, o LHIRFEREITE S 2 0T S B A B AR 7 3545
TREPRAE TAEVETR, AR SLFr e B Ik VO, B B T A v R B TR & bR v 43 N
—HREER, HEBEFAKHREZEZIE, FCHIK 5 MRS LB
35. BERIKE
SRR oA e = R o
3.6. XA E
BRI, RN B IE(E R, FIPRUE il 28 BEE SRR A & & ik E
3.7. £ERitE

ZRQ) U EER P SRS TSR, RERFHRTAE:
e

X:n(c—co)x% (1)

X —— ik FE 00 71 & &, mo/kg:

n——MoRELL, M (3.2) BB i G R RE A5 4, BB A IO AR I TE AR R I, JHCAE
N 1.0;

¢ ——UFRIAE (3.6) I 73 M R AT AR 4 L AE th St v 5 45 R 1 B8 IR FE, mg/Ls

c, —— S FIRIELS H IS TR, mgl/L;

V ——%75&{2’2 /[:1’ mL;

m —— @A R, g.

M5 285 R F AT E AR ARSEIE R R, R 2B, e 45 R EUEB LRI GBIT 8170 A5 CHE
AT o
4. GRS
4.1. HmBRRREE

IR = e K R — 8 VR IR RS, A WIFE IS AR TR ZE o 7E DLIT1151 (K77 L) 35 R0 il =
VI A 750 A RS A e A IR RE B B I, SR IR R & D TR B T
IR, SRR TR R BT I FE R, B RS AR EAS AR . BT CAIRANI/E B3 mti b 360 7 8 75
EVEHL. FATE T 3 FAFME MY, €K 3.0.2 7k AR, Rl Somigs sl 5, XHRE Sk s
AR AL HE, e &5 3 1,

MIE 1~3 BFCUE H, B P 5 IR i 4 SR LU AR P A it 5 S v, B DU it ol A 30 F 398 o 8 75 U ¥ ok
MU BT 20 BOK I PR S R (O J0RE,  (E CE s 1 A (TR, SRR s s — 4, TR AT AR
IKIEVEDD AL A AR, 4R SRR
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Figure 1. Sample 1 ultrasound and non-ultrasound results
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Figure 2. Sample 2 ultrasound and non-ultrasound results
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Figure 3. Sample 3 ultrasound and non-ultrasound results
3. ¥ 3 BEMARBERLE
4.2. ¥ miBAERERE
BT AN F BRI = MR BAS R BE AN — B0, FATHRR — 8 = Y AEAS Rk P I TR) R 3R 4T 17 ARG
SAG . WA A FATATLAE I TR T 1 min BI05E KT8 FIRBEARRE, 17 1~3 min W€ 45 R A
SENTERYS, BT,

DOI: 10.12677/aac.2024.144025 215 M AR 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/aac.2024.144025

750
700 | _» > >
>
— —m— S T BB — BRI
60 —o— WETF—v— HETF L
g3 —A— WL REIR T
300 | G S *
~ %t A
% 250 |
N 200
g o—"o—® ° o
150
'/= 1 " 4
100 *
50 |-
0 Al I 1 < 1 <
0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

I} ] (min)

Figure 4. The relation curve between the concentration of anions
and samples at different ultrasonic times

4. TNEIBAEREHE G SRR TR A X Rk

4.3. EiLHLRIALE

IR SR AR K 2 B, U ST VIR A LR A & BT BN, T 25
SRIGIE,  BOHLAT BLE0 7 B A5 [ AOROR A, TR T A TR B E R TE (4 5).

Figure 5. Contrast diagram of centrifuged and uncentrifuged samples

5. BIOARE DR ELE

4.4, WF73E 3.1.2 th53% B B9 ER

Xt 3.1.2 751k B GRS TN 500mL [T ¥ERME R, BRI SRR ARSI, Bk
FF it A P A R R

X 3.1.2 vk B APIRF “INgESETE 80°C/AKIG N 30 min” , DIRULHT: BRMRAE ARE N AL BEZE
2%, WA 80°C Nk, A SCAEAH I TUAN B B 1B ik e W VA A P AR LL e v, R e
FA AT BT I 7 22
45 LIS ER[EIEE 4L R

NG BT R — iR S AE AR 0 SR S 8 T EEx S a6 . AR BIRARW A, A MR 7 AR
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TSR R RSD B/ T 10%, R W IZARHETT IR A A L6 2 I 52 O AN R )Rt A IE T i 1 5 R A
AR IR (R 1),

Table 1. Inter-laboratory comparison of data
2 1. LI EE) A BIELE XY

o Fas Clr&sE NO, & & Br i NO, & POy && SOy &k
(mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)  (mg/kg)
491.93 13344.61 1738.68 1348.26 5814.68 4750.13  11699.64
2 543.99 15067.67 2001.56 1309.21 5840.71 436752 11150.44
3 567.41 14216.55 2053.62 1566.89 5838.11 414107 10788.65
RSD 7.23% 6.06% 8.74% 9.86% 0.25% 6.97% 4.09%
46. FEERM

Table 2. 12 times for the same sample
2. B—MEm 12 R4

e o Cl& & NO; & fit Brf NO, &f POy & SOy &ik
(mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)  (mglkg)
1 576.32 5573.73 955.35 1043.61 3203.53 214174 12448.08
2 568.54 5558.15 957.94 1046.21 3229.49 2019.73 1241952
3 591.90 5719.11 960.54 1059.19 3226.90 2053.48  12318.28
4 550.36 5737.28 963.14 1069.57 3239.88 2037.90  12339.04
5 555.56 5739.88 960.54 1064.38 3237.28 188214 1234164
6 521.81 5534.79 955.35 1069.57 3239.88 191589  12333.85
7 514.02 5685.36 968.33 1079.96 3213.91 1869.16  12357.22
8 578.92 5674.97 939.77 1059.19 3193.15 204569  12320.87
9 542.58 5617.86 934.58 1074.77 3198.34 198339 12440.29
10 524.40 5732.09 981.31 1085.15 3245.07 204050 1223261
1 516.61 5623.05 939.77 1095.53 3187.95 2053.48  12359.81
12 539.98 5651.61 937.18 1079.96 3265.84 196262  12336.45
RSD 4.81% 1.29% 1.48% 1.44% 0.74% 4.02% 0.48%

N IRYELR 2 SRR, A MRS 7 R TSR A5 R RSD ¥/ T 5%, REIIZITIEE R
Bt

47. ¥R
471 BFEIEMEHIR

BATECE 7 A FMRIAR FE B B bR v, ER RS 1 (F ) B 0.01 mg/L. SE 1(CH)k A 0.01
mg/L. EAHERHR BT N(NO;,) 0.01mg/L. HEST(Br )ik N 0.01 mg/L. fSERIREF(NO, )ik H
0.01 mg/L. BHERIRES T (POY )ik A 0.05 mg/L. FRERIR B 1-(SO; )N 0.01 mg/L i, M e s
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Table 3. Detection limit of ion chromatograph
3. BT ®IEUSHR

o F&E ClIr&& NO; % & Br &t NO; % & POy & SO O

(mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

1 0.010 0.008 0.011 0.011 0.010 0.051 0.011
2 0.009 0.009 0.011 0.009 0.011 0.048 0.009
3 0.009 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.011 0.048 0.010
4 0.008 0.010 0.010 0.009 0.009 0.050 0.009
5 0.008 0.009 0.011 0.009 0.010 0.054 0.011
6 0.009 0.010 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.051 0.011
7 0.010 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.009 0.048 0.009
8 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.046 0.009
9 0.009 0.009 0.009 0.010 0.009 0.049 0.009
10 0.009 0.009 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.053 0.009
1 0.008 0.009 0.009 0.011 0.011 0.054 0.010
12 0.010 0.011 0.010 0.011 0.011 0.053 0.009
SD 0.07% 0.08% 0.09% 0.09% 0.09% 0.27% 0.09%
RSD 8.21% 8.42% 9.08% 9.08% 8.93% 5.31% 9.18%
K PR 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.008 0.003

1) RSD < 10%, HERMELF. MR FEH7E L PRk B s e R R 22, BT T EIR BRI
WSRO AT PR . EEEN 12 4, 15 3 IR Z B & IR HBR, it BB 7 (F)
AT 0.002mg/l. & F(CH)A/NTF 0.002 mg/L WRSERHR &7 A~/ F(NO; ) 0.003 mg/L. %% F(Br)
AR/NF0.003mg/L. FEERARES T (NO; ) A/hT 0.003 mg/L. BERRIR 251 (POY ) A/ 0.008 mg/L. Bl
27 (S0% ) AR/TF 0.003 mg/L (3 3).

4.7.2. FEBHR

Table 4. Method detection limit
F A4 FERHR

o FoE CI&at NO, & & Br & NO, & i POY & SO &&
(mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)
1 0.027 0.101 / / 0.051 / 0.078
2 0.031 0.087 / / 0.041 / 0.085
3 0.03 0.089 / / 0.045 / 0.075
4 0.031 0.096 / / 0.049 / 0.079
5 0.032 0.106 / / 0.054 / 0.091
6 0.032 0.102 / / 0.051 / 0.096
7 0.029 0.114 / / 0.042 / 0.092
8 0.029 0.101 / / 0.051 / 0.091
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9 0.028 0.113 / / 0.042 / 0.088
10 0.027 0.101 / / 0.046 / 0.092
11 0.03 0.112 / / 0.052 / 0.070
12 0.029 0.117 / / 0.045 / 0.084
SD 0.17% 0.96% / / 0.45% / 0.80%
RSD 5.85% 9.33% / / 9.41% / 9.45%
Ko R 0.005 0.029 / / 0.013 / 0.024

BATH 35 TS AMRIREEREEN T 12 41, R EEAN: 8E T (F) AT 0.005 mg/L.
AET(CNHANT 0.029 mg/L. FEEARE 7(NO;)A/NTF 0.013 mg/L. FRERIRE 7(SO2 ) A/hT 0.024
mo/L, N2 AIRFE T RER 2 F(NO, ). IREF(Br). BEMRINE (PO )RG5, FrLUR A
A HBR R AR B 74/ T (NO;) 0.003 mg/L 8BS (Br) A/ 0.003 mg/L. WEEARES T
(POY )A/INT 0.008 mg/L (% 4).

4.8. FHEEITE
48.1. FREBESINFBERNTHEE w

LRI A B AR UHE AR BRI FE Y0 1000 mo/L, ARMEARAEEIRGE TS, HANKHY RAHE AN pY,

FIEB DA (k= 2) 15, BRI SN B bR AN 22 FE N -

u=—0"
17 2x100

4.82. FRERBRBRERLREPSIANNBNTHEE U
R AE TR VBN S AN 58 B 1A T ORI T B A S AN E L u (VAR . BCI R A 1 10 mL
B . 100mL &, HEKARVFHREN BN el e2, =M HRE, k=6, SHBIESHMH

X AN 5 FE N«
U = u (VI&T«%MES) _ [ el T _1{ e2 T
i Vs 10x+/6 100x+/6

4.83. BIETIEMZEK Cores P SINFHEMNTHEE uc
AR IS (b th 2R P R Ve T AR, (8 I Ze b/ —SRib LG b TARIZR, BRI e y =
axC+b, MKRARKRE dIbniE TAEMHZR Coreg N7 A2 UARIEAH E FL 4% T 2T H5E:

\/Z":[m%ﬁ@q, ~(axCAb)[

i=1
n-2

" $e-0)

i=1

uz[C(pred)]g\/£+l+(nCsz

A Ua(Coreq): LRTIBRHERTZER Corea I 7 L IR HEANH RE JEE 5
St MIRAE AR il 2 RIS IR U [ AR 55 SEPRIG AR 2 22, 42 D138 IR 24 2SR HH PR Am v O 22 5
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a. b: A RIFRARME TAE LRI R, B,

p: FEMESZIERIRE, p=2;

n: AR IR B KFE &, n=5;

Corea:  AmifE TAF M 223K M R B B8 7 1R B2, pg/mLs

Ci, VETIR i+ 73R RBIFRE TAETE O . 1 28 7 (no/mL) FHUE AR . SR AN 22 B2 11 6 RO X A

T € A :
U, :\/uf+u22—|—

484, HRMESINWENAHEE un
T2 — R PR R ESR 50 mg, KFPREN en. KAWL, HREII ARSI AHEERN

Umo

u,[ C(pred )]}2

C(pred)

__ &

u
" J3x50

4.8.5. #RECHISINFENFHERE u
FESMEE )G 100 mL AMEA R, B KRVFZEN A 2, MmN %K, k=6, L&
FHFE VA TR ] R A0S AN 78 2R U

u = e2
' 10x+/6
4.8.6. EEMSIANMENTHERE U
¥% 2 IRE RN E T
> (X, -X)
e
x(n-1
urep: ; )

Xj: WEMMIE &8, mokg:s X PIRIERPME, mokg: n: JEREL n=2;

4.8.7. I RATHERE
Db %oy O3S, & BN E BN :

2
rep

uc(w):\/uf+u§+uf+u

T IERSSAG, BIE/KT 95%0, XN k=2, MEERMT RAMEEN:
U=XxU, (W)x2
5. #ig
A TAEERGE T FE 5 0L 36 55 7~ 0 il A3 200 5 AN Bk 8 b = vh /K Vs 1 B B & B s, R i e
IO H TR AE: 1) RIS R G &5 68 5 A B A R T3 R e i I 3 — MRS s 2) RS R

[AIFE 1~3 min, BARECRIAEENE: 3) BOHUCBE MRS il FE AR, iR AR ETE. %07
IRIRL PR AEBAEE . KSR REAF, WO N AN RS p e M KR R R T S = A b . AT
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S 1B TR OURAT I SEVEAUERA R, DU A RS BOR R . R RSl R R T Rl 52
ARWETE, AL HERE AR BRAT b 2 R I BARED Fg REA 7 A e
E&UH

A TARAR R T VLI5 48 R B o 20 4 I B S B0k FE e Rk 00T H (KI(Y)2023010) 1 50 F -

SE ik

[1] 5B, AR, BT EISERIE KSR R B[] R SR REH, 2024, 5(1): 26-28

[2] SeAEAE. BSFOABEIRLEHL N /KI5 QR B ) S A ). Sege = Aa i, 2024, 2(1): 5-9.

[3] i, WR¥%. BT ES iR 1A HUBEAE 3 I P B SR N [J]. A6 E 30k &AL 3R, 2023, 50(6): 786-790.
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