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Abstract

Users will choose different brands, models and configuration of the instrument of ion chromato-
graph which have various brand models with their own characteristics. According to the Water
Quality Determination of the Inorganic Anion Ion Chromatography (HJ84-2016), the eluent concen-

tration, flow rate and suppressor current were adjusted to determine the F-, CI, NO,, NOj,

SO2™ of water by ion chromatography of Dionex (ICS-2100). Through optimizing the chromato-

graphic peak type, peak width and analysis time of the methods, a fast and efficient optimization
method for chromatographic conditions was established, and the standard methods were con-
firmed to meet the monitoring requirements. Our study could improve the separation, sensitivity,
accuracy and monitoring efficiency of detection items.
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1. 5l

Kiedar P, KPEHRAETFEEAS F. CI. NO,. NO;. SOF %, /KIAEAILZHHEFER
B, o 2RI R AR S B T O BRI AL B A E S, KA B S TS R IRAE, Skt AR AR
e, 7R A B AT M 02 ORAIE 7K A 5 B B e /K B B A SR B AR 1] [2] [3]

BT EREE Tz N T K A B R AR T, ORI TEHLH S 7 RIlE 257 i) (HI84-2016)
[A1%H K HURIK. TR FAE S K P ENBTE F(F . CI'v NO,. NO,. SO )4t T hrifty
FERMSHFAM, X TAR S 1B A s E S5, ST ailiom 2R FE &S
JRT S, BB 22 ICS (2100, 90. 900. 1100). Ffi—t:J5i 930 A1 CIC300 &, AN [ 7 S A% 2% I 4 i
A BEAEE A AR, XA E S HE PR AE T R AT RN, IR BIIE S R RHAE . HER
PEFI—EHE5] [6].

AL FH 22 (1CS-2100) & 1 (iAo KT EHLI RS FIIMGE 251 tiik) (HI84-2016) [4155 1
G AT E S HOEAT IR 25, S — B A S A R R T, KRR AE T IR AT I .

2. MNESHNILSLE 54
2.1 MEFRM

AR AT A BbrdE KT TS FRINE &7 (i) (HI84-2016), 1 FH #%2(1CS-2100) 5 1 (4
WA E KR FL CEL NO,+ NO;. SO% .

2.2. MES¥HEIE
HE KR TEHLBAE T IIE B ailkik) (HI84-2016) 22 5 T (oA TAF IR IR, b /KR W i 43

il
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PO AR A B S B RO B« S $RI 28 PR BEAT AN 2] [3]. ELCRMESHI %M, &
FA AR 5 925 A b o i 2 B i ot 2 T H (F CIP NOS « NO; « SO )HEATIE I . W B S 5 4 s in R -

ZE 1 TR 20 MM, FE 1.0 mL/min,  F0]#$ HLI 55 mA;

202 WVETRKEE 18 mM, I 1.0 mL/min, 0] HLI 55 mA;

At 3 WRBEBIREE 22 mM, i 1.0 mL/min,  #H]28 LI 55 mA;

FAF 4 WD E 22 mM,  HE 1.2 mL/min, 40528 B 55 mA;

%05 WRVERKEE 22 mM, I 0.8 mL/min, 0% HLI 55 mA;

At 6 WRBEBIREE 22 mM, i 1.0 mL/min, #0528 LI 50 mA;

AT OWRBEIREE 22 MM, E 1.0 mL/min, I ES FLIA 60 mA.

TR SRR UETVEFESPERE AT IR T, 280 LBk 228 20 mM, idE A 1.0 mL/min, ]
PEHIN 55 mA BEATIIE s 45F 2 Al 3 TR 1 OFERE - SRRk B, 2% 1F 4 A&t 5 B3R
B, AT 6 AR 7 R ESCR NGRS A, Gl SO AES S HOA S HON B WAL, W AR A (1 R
1L

2.3. MESHMRUSES R

BT iR e K EH S T E SRR (R 1. % 2 A 1), TR X 22 DA 2k 3
NFERETT

A 1 VETAUAE R 25 -0.78%~1.01%, W ARARX i 22 BN B, WK R A — 5L A
] 6] 14 43%f, HATE T EK:, 5 IR AR SE FIHEE,  NO; Fl SOZ I[N K .

A 20 VETHIRURH AT 25 -1.84%~1.93%, U HIAUAR XS s 22 B0 AN B, WA AR AL AN I s 4y
M) 16 38k, 43T () B R AE K . 5 H G A B AR e A 4G, NO; AT SO~ U] FEFE K

A 3: S HTIFIE] 12 Sr Bl ST RIEAE A, RIS, FHIEERALRHER, NO; flSO; i
[ EE AT

A A: VETRIARAE N 25 -17.28%~—8.43%, U [ A AEDN fi 72 A8 A0 B i, W TR AR FE B S AR /) 7K AR
VESERET, - HTETIE 10 23 8h, A ATET ARG, WA AT, KRR K.

ZAF 5. VEIAARMWZ 13.67%~33.66%, W THIAAH Xl 22 8 40 B ., W T AR FE B AR K 7K AR
VEIEJS, ZrHTETIA] 15 Zrh, A bTES AR AR E R, WERVR SR, S UG R R, R IRAR N

FAF 6: UETHAUAX R 2 -1.37%~1.68%, VI BN 2R WA I, IR RIBURE ARG o
W] 12 Z%h, AT AR ARG &, WA RIS G, (R RUR BOn TR .

Table 1. Relative deviation of peak area under different conditions in water environment monitoring

1 KRR AT & S AHE R A R E

e T LA X i 22 (%) &1 12 & 1F 4 e %16 KT
F 043 1.93 -8.43 27.96 1.68 -1.01
cr -0.02 0.09 -17.10 26.84 -0.27 0.14
NO, 1.01 ~1.40 ~16.35 33.66 -0.34 0.58
NO, 0.82 0.82 ~17.09 25.26 -0.38 -2.30
Slojy -0.78 -1.84 -17.28 13.67 -1.37 -1.43

Ve TR 22 AR A 3 9Bk TT 5.
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Table 2. Condition analysis of measurement parameters in water environment monitoring

%2 KEBUSIS RIS S RIS
TR -
SR (mM) (mL/min) (mA) (min) -
VTR IAE R, J5 H U A 0 R, i 3 M ]
U 20 L0 5 14 BEASK, TR AL,
SR A . IR A e
12 18 10 55 16 R A K, TR AR ]
SSAI I EAE 2 BT A I AR,
A 22 L0 5 R R mi A B G A VB A 5,
KSR, SR IR i, WeRAS S WK
A4 22 12 5 10 R, Koth A
KIS AT R AE K, WA, I ]
xS 22 08 55 15 AR, WERRE B, KA.
SRR I AE 2 We RIS 2 (LU T R A0 10
e 2 10 50 12 B, VBRI A 5L,
SRR I EAE 2, WIS £, (LU TR B 4L
AR 22 L0 60 12 oY, WKL ILA 5L,
60"@
381 g ?-c1-5.731
257 % /\ 5-1/?101-9.564;/‘6\-804- 10.527
3‘ -F-3.907 ( \\ \\
13 g -FL \‘ \ 4-NO,-6.914 ‘/ ‘\‘ / ““\
§ ’ \ 2-4.541 I N\ s / \ /“ \\‘
of S e )
.13 ( i\ “}’
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Figure 1. Optimization experiment of measurement parameters in water environment monitoring
bRy b i b2 -y R ASM

B 1. KR

SEAF 7 VTR (2 -2.30%~0.58%, IR i Z AU ANT &, I T BIR EHEA — B0 i
1A 12 73%h, AT A EAOE &, VR REE G, (HIR TR R R e R .

MR E SRR T EE R, 560 3 WREEIRIREE 22 MM JIE 1.0 mL/min., 0] 38 HLUIA 55 mA i
HMESH, R BT

MAAE 1. 20 3 ATHL, WRBRBOREE TR, 0 BEAS M I TR 3R R, O O B /) (U S 5 /)N
X R B I (8] K PRI SEMA K, R i R B I () DK PR PR 7 B 2 . W TR, DRI, T AR FPoRR A e 1
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BLHEAT R

WA 3y 4y 5 FIAL BUESCE, XA DM RSB, R D R, S AR
KA, AR A A U0 5% 11 57 8058 s P 0 0 R (14 ot 2 90 A RS O

WA 3y 6 7 T, A AR AR, 2 R U WA TR A, e A e s P O

1
= o

.
3. BRE5VE

Wt OKBR TEHLUBE FIIE B 7 ilhik) (HI84-2016) NSt ol i, ki LI & 2 B (P ok
FE 22 mM, 3 1.0 mL/min, #2855 mXIIHE F . CI'v NO,+ NO;. SO [brifEihZk. &t
BRI A% A HEAT U 5E

3.1. ¥REHZLNE

A2 THE T 288 2 3 AR5 W 420 T A 5 0 (S e e DAL 2 [ o B O AR IR 2, A M &6 SR B ) et 4
[7][8]. AR M Y R GER 2 RIS R AT . E B AR 5 X 45 I3 H Ao o il 28 447 0
TE o MESEF (R 3) AT LAE H, DURBIIS (e, WEIiAR e &, I8 I 2 1 (|l A 95 2145 T H Fr itk it 2640 ¢
ZHBI(r) > 0.9999, FFA (KIFEZWMINTEY (SL219-2013) [9]%sK. MREEARLG A4, FEEEA FAE /N,
TR RS, BN A AT DR, ARIR B AN

=

Table 3. Determination results of standard curve under the best measurement parameters
3. REMNESHTIVERZNESR

) HiH 3 it 1A (min) Bl 5 R K (%) e CRES
1 F 3.90 7 99.99 ~0.0060 0.4591
2 cr 5.73 7 99.99 -0.0215 0.2932
3 NO, 6.92 7 99.99 -0.0119 0.5366
4 NO; 9.58 7 99.99 ~0.0430 0.6451
5 Sloj 1057 7 99.99 ~0.0365 0.2121

3.2. BPRMIE

RPUERAR TS SN e 0 & BTSSR /1, B 5 HREIMHEX, REEEE, &
HHBRARAR[10] [11]. AR HE R VAR — AN 20T 75 72 B M A 28 1 BB 1 B B AR [12] . TE S LR S50 R 5 4%
T H S PRIEAT I E o ARURSEIRAE A — 2 iR 2 AE TR R, 34T 6 RPATINE IR T S bR 2=
s H PR

2 X2

AR FRAEZE Swh: %; FIRBERRHEZE: J2xSwb; KIBR: 2t xv/2xSwb (1)

WA x—— R R EE; X——FHALEA; m——/EG n—— e )G f 2 E R,
f=m(n-1); &&E 1k, EBFMKFH0.05MH, t6(1)=1.943.

MIE G5 R GE A)FTLVE H, BRI/ T OKBL EHLE FRIME 87 (k) (HI84-2016)f
PR o A H BRAS /N, IR B2 e BE AR, B R (R R
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Table 4. The results of detection limit under the best measurement parameters
4. BHENELHTHLRVELER

FEM WE THE
TiH = HME WHRE Koth et
z R OR

F~0.0185 0.0180 0.0195 0.0177 0.0191 0.0180 0.0201 0.0196 0.0198 0.0186 0.0190 0.0175 0.001 0.005 0.006
CI” 0.0970 0.0959 0.0957 0.0951 0.0968 0.0949 0.0974 0.0954 0.0976 0.0967 0.0928 0.0950 0.001 0.006 0.007
NO, 0.0276 0.0269 0.0286 0.0261 0.0280 0.0273 0.0270 0.0286 0.0267 0.0286 0.0272 0.0262 0.001 0.006 0.016

NO; 0.0720 0.0726 0.0769 0.0731 0.0723 0.0730 0.0763 0.0788 0.0733 0.0734 0.0723 0.0748 0.002 0.008 0.016

SO; 0.1857 0.1888 0.1901 0.1862 0.1917 0.1907 0.1908 0.1913 0.1892 0.1907 0.1861 0.1926 0.002 0.013 0.018

3.3. BReZHNE

AR 22 e WA N 25 SRR AR FE o 7R e CE I 2 S 300 N0 % 0 B B e Tl e o M e 25 R (<
S5YRTLLE H, &I H BRI i 25 RAE FAETE B N, IR . TTEE, MR ZER S OKMEER
THTE) (SL219-2013) [9]F R,

Table 5. Determination results of quality control samples under the best measurement parameters
F 5 REMNESHTRITHMNESER

. Rt LA SR A (mg/L) HRHR 2
(mg/L) @D ) Bl (%)

F pu=357+0.20 3.55 3.62 3.58 —0.56~1.40
Cr n=304+7 297 297 297 -2.30
NO, p=1.66+0.06 161 1.66 1.64 —3.01~0.00
NO; n=151+005 1.56 1.56 1.56 3.31

SOZ n=111+%5 108.2 108. 4 108.3 —2.52~-2.34

3.4. VHgo#r

AR 5 7 520 5 /K T LI B -0 2 S B ARG 5 43 B 7 B S5, 78 S Bk B i I A
H, PO USSR a2 %(13] [14] [15]:

1) K3 KR BN FRIE B aikik) (HI84-2016), {#fH#2 1CS-2100 &1 (it A il &
KAEFEFL CI'y NO,+ NO;. SOi , TEHEZRMHAZMIENT, RIMFMAMIERIKE N 22 mMm,
WE N 1.0 mL/min, H0H]ES RN 55 m,  WEI S B RAT .

2) MEZHERANANFAT, S 00H PR 2 ¢ R E03(r) > 0.9999. #IEA I G, HEFEA L
ANy B IUE AT H RN T 7 ik PR, R R AR /N, ARV FE I S fff s o 2 B P B 0 225 SR A VS T 4
PEmE T SERR IS RE R Ay B R . R R RIS AR, FE D R v 5 A K ) [ 16] [17]
[18].

3) IRBRIIAR BE - B 3 M [R) L 43 S RE AN R o IRV FE R, AR AT TR B B4, FLg AR
Uf, HEl—EREREWMESES. KRBERIREER/N, /eI, 5 H g R B AR 55 H
AR . WRBEIRIR B R A B A R N R], TSRS MR K GO 7 B, IR R, K SRR
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4) VI B AT R MR TIRURURS HE PR . RS R, AT TR AR R AR R, W AR AR, UETH
FUREER AR/, R IRAR K . RN, 2B T B AR e, VRV SR, S I RARRE, W
R R R AR K, A H BRAR /I

5) i 2% FELAL 32 B 0 T A BT R o 2 PR AR R e A I (Y, T AN s e K A R A
H[19] [20]. XFUEETRIRRIR BE 2 P sh, (HARSNANE .

6) 7SRRI TAE A, 8BS 7 kA0 TTH ST, anfRteb 5 iRy F3ir i [a] A0 4 25
B, T ARBEMR SR B SR B R A R A e U ] W AR AN R, T DLR R S R AR
PRI RL, AT DL B0 ) 2% A ST B [21]

4. b EEBENX

WA KB TN 0 E B 1 (1925 ) (HI84-2016), i 1 322 1CS-2100 B (it A i <& 7K 44k,
FEHEZEAZIES T, WESHA S50 HA DU R 2R R S0 & X

1) RIGHACAEAF M RIRE N 22 mM, JEAN 1.0 mL/min, 028 BA 55 m, &R
PRI T BRI, 4 b A)BE 2 46

2) MEFAMASAF B w0 R BUE AR H IR AL s o K BRAR /N, AR IR FE I 5 S v by, B ST

For R o
3) WIE AR SFAT I B e IS BRAC T SAkeE, SN AN A, I R e U B
o
E&WMAE
rh R KT = AR A PR A = 350 H 53 183(201903144)
S E 3k

[11 ZEfRK, VEiE s, BEWIRE, &5 WAL RGERVFIERIR[0]. MBLIRY AT, 2022, 12(1): 10-20.
[21 S0/, EREE, AfE, & BVEERH R OK RGPS R RE AL [I]. s AR, 2022, 96(2):

656-672.
[38]1 fBHEE, skfe, BXFH, & RiELEBEMKASEAES L EEEFREDITD]. AR, 2021, 42(2):
776-785.

[41 P NRILHNE E KB RY bRtk HI84-2016 /KB LHLBIE F(F - CI'. NO, . Br. NO, . PO} . SO . SO%)
BRI E B Tk [S]. dbat: v EBREERL At R AL, 2016.

[5] ™, mF. (ELREEIE-B T A e K 4 M O] AT, 2019, 28(2): 99-101.

[6] &R, WHRREE, M & BT IR e i E R K RS A S BRIR R[], K EIR, 2014, 33(2): 61-64.

[71 &8, APEH. (s ha il i 2ot B kR ik th e As g v T 0], 15 B ShRuEfL, 2018(12): 41-44.

[8] FMNEME, SZHE. B AUNEER AR B SR R N [I]. P EES KR, 2019, 31(4): 124-125.

[O] e NRALFNE KFIES. SL219-2013 /K IR M MIARTE[S]. dbnt: wh EZKH]ZK H kit 2013.

[10] 3K'K, ZR4EFs, AR, 5 E T ERNERN N EENT K RER. & REBRIRFEERRG]. FKEA, 2015,
34(3): 26-29.
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[12]  ARWEAI. 27 Cr vt e O 7K b SRR E6 A0 M SR #1 K AN 52 FE VP2 [J]. /K B0R, 2020, 39(S2): 12-15.

[13] FFHua. BT nkik KB B AR THUB & il e i 7 a5 5 R D] [0S0, F 8 H SRR
2, 2021,
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[17]
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