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Abstract

In this paper, nitrogen purging continuous flow analyzer is used to determine sulfide in ground-
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water, and the results are compared with methylene blue spectrophotometry. According to the
two methods of determination of blank sample quality control sample, the sample data, and com-
pare their standard curve, detection limit, determination of the lower limit, precision, accuracy
and other indicators, to verify the nitrogen purging method of continuous flow analyzer is an ef-
fective and efficient, stable and reliable, satisfy the relevant quality control requirements of in-
strument analysis method for determination of sulfide of groundwater.
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MR KRR IR SR Il E S E A, RS EAEMIEN HS. HS . S, AT EFEMH K
IVEPERACY) . BRVE T S B L SR B A ML TR . RN, SRR
A, HEERR ., SR, 5 ANEAABEE. S OZ8Y b i —ms /e, snd s
eI, &R A, T EN G R AN, AR, S SRR e)R, A5 R K R
R AR B R SAE FSRR 3 T e R K S (1]

w5 LI R BRACA B 08 W Ay Y B E . TERSE, W LRSS TR S TRk B
FEGEL . ESRENGESE . XA IR H PR T R K R AR AE(GB/T 14848-2017)H EitAb 4 1 2Kh5
ERRAA 2], NG BET A ER R BRI T FIRARERRMA 1 R A B X ARSI ST 2022 453 H 1 HSLjtaf
KT BAL P I 5 W R W 20 6 BEVE) (HT 1226-2021) [31E bR . (H A 1Z%A8 5 00 5 bR 7K RE
MIHTALFR T2 “BRAK - 2808 - RSV, R ERE S, FE, BRAEEREA G #H. AR AR
FE SRR A A AN E FRE R HL N K BRI e, R ERIWRIE SR S GEN E N K R R A 1R
PEV FRE TR ATEEVE, I E R K BR A SR — Rl R AR o A

2. SCROERSy
2.1, BB

2.1.1. BERPAEERI D HICEM]

fEEMES IR, ERRAAENEI T, AR RS RS EH > 1) BRI RRET
WEIFTE 95 CEAE FHATINA, ARV RN B8, 2005 B AR AL S bk S5 Al
TR, W ISR 8 V4 1 I BB BT IR AL, S N — FR S 2R — e — b RN A B3k AT S R R T FE 3
E 660 nm Ab Lt B E . (EBANEST S A Hr R b, R Z SRR SR R E R ok, 3 BARYR
FIH R B AL S S AR AN 2 <AL
2.1.2. WEHEIESIEHEEMT 1226-2021) [3]

PSRRI Z AL 2805, PRAENB S S SN TR, A R IR B TR R Rk b iR
PR S NN- SR v, AR RS, T 665 nm KA ELIOLE, kSRS

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2022.123081 626 IR AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2022.123081
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

A

W e BB B T
2.2, IRAFIFNILER

2.2.1. EAAYRF

IR, SEM. =SB, TOKEE. =R TR OR TR TR AL . il . IRk
PURILIR « 2 —fe VY LR AN 6 E AR AE R 73 A 2Bl SRALIAR HE I (CE SIS A B e v
OIBEARAERE BT TR ROMEE, B R B 1) o

2.2.2. FRAMMNEE®E

FrifEA K (B >18.2 MQ-cm); RAKIESR BN T {%: 42E SEAL Analytical 2 7] 47 (1]
AA3 BUESRAN A W IEEE 0 OB EEIE(HT 1226-2021): SP-723 BUa] WM GG . B Atk 7%
/[j%&o

2.2.3. (SR &4

fFH#EE SEAL Analytical A R4/ AA3 LR BN HTACEWGERACIBLER, SO G 8 H g
FPK 660 nm; ZUE ST 0.6 bar; BE/NEAE L EL 30, BRSPS 3:1, BEEERFE] 90 s pRERSTE] 30 s,
AT ZEIR I [E] 5.0 min, 34325 230, AUFS 4 0.04.

2.3. SEIREH

2.3.1. HmRE

PRR T IE ) — A SEBRRE A, SR DS T FE X 9" M N MR Wi, A 500 mL A€ HL J€
VB DTGB  . SRAERS, SRERA NN 1 mL ZBREFER(1 mol/L), FI/KFE TN, SRIEHKIX
TN 0.5 mL S AN T(10 g/L) M2 | mL FUEAR T, S sk, InZE s AN Easra), iRt
TRAT -

2.3.2. FoERZURAR

PR THE T VA FH A 2 S5 R B 8 P O B SR R S A 78 P A6 77 BB AL PR VT £ MR (5 104431)
BHFRE, FEH 0.1 mol/L MEALMANGRE B TIHREAEMA, FBIKEN 2.00 mg/L BRI

BAWADEGREN TGS B8 /> 100 ml AR E R, JeimA 50 mL SEAMARER, AR5 Hkym
N 2.00 mg/L itk ¥k dEfdE I 0.00. 0.20. 0.50. 1.00. 2.50. 5.00. 7.50. 10.00 ml, FFH 0.1 mol/L [¥]
[EMINERE R, A B IREGIRAE .

VAR 23 66 BE R (HT 1226-2021): BL 6 37 100 ml B ZELL (A4, &N 20 ml EEALENAER, ARG
W VREL 2.00 mg/L BRALYIAREESE I 0.00. 1.00. 2.50. 5.00. 7.50. 10.00 ml, 7 AIIABAEE 17K
%60 mL, WIRWCEEEZZIZ NN 10 mL NN-ZHUIEX R Z s, LRI & ZE IR AR A — ik, hIE, IR
W BEGEAR NN | mL SRPREVAW, SLRIFR ZEIF PR 5], IE 10 min J5, HBREEE F/KER B,
Ao 30 nm GREEL AL, DABRAEBS FKIES L, fEHK 665 nm AL & PO FE .

3. IWERSR
3.1. BOEZRYLEE]

3.1.1. ARSERAEERFIFFECERNFRERLZ
PABR AL (10K EE A8 (mg/L) AR AR, DA R (5 T B NN As bR, Sr bk, 25 IL%E 1.
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Table 1. Standard curve for the nitrogen purged continuous flow analyzer method

= 1. REREEER ST ECERIIRERL

e 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
PR IR E{E (mg/L) 0.000 0.004 0.010 0.020 0.050 0.100 0.150 0.200
Ui (5 51H) 10020 11032 11890 13477 19189 28376 36059 45136
EVEWE y=5.714803 * 10 — 5.838919 * 107>
IR 0.9997

3.1.2. TRAEESNNEZRNIRERZ
CABRAL A )5 B B (ng) AR AR AR, DAATIBR % U OO LA N A A AR, AR E 2k . SR LA 2.

Table 2. Standard curve for methylene blue spectrophotometry

2. WEREES A ERRRER L

5 1 2 3 4 5 6
A & E(ug) 0.00 2.00 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00
W 0.019 0.089 0.196 0.340 0.498 0.648
W RO 0.000 0.070 0.177 0.321 0.479 0.629
EVEpy y=0.0312x + 0.009
R FREL 0.9995

M T L2 A, BT ELLR S T BGERIAHIE R E r = 0.9997, I H IR 7 bR ik
MR R EL r=0.9995, HARWE R >0.999 BT RUEZR, (HE WK ESRE) /0L gt
DL H L e i

3.2. FEARHRANHE

TR CRBEWEI M 5 AR HEHRT HoR S ) (HT 168-2020) [S1HIMLE,  FH WA 79500 B S 2 I5E 7
WA AR, FTFEA N bR 2, %A RO THEAZ IR H R -
MDL =¢(n-1,0.99)xS (D)

Hori MDL R VER R n ROREENE REG  RONBHBEE N0 - 1), BASBEN 9% ¢ 40 S
Lo n UCPATINGE BIARAEM 72 . T8I v B0 H AR IE SRR B /A2 . 0 AR R 85 23 o BEVE BOAS Y
FRA¥IA 0.002 mg/L, M5 FERYIAN 0.008 mg/L. HF 7 iESEBr AR H FRIA5 2 ORI &
T H RS A O EVEY (HD 1226-2021) [3]A0KT HHBREER, /T 1R /K B AR E(GB/T 14848-2017)H i
e T bR HE R E.(<0.005 mg/L) [2].

33. FERBEESIERE

3.3.1. FEEEENRR R

FH T b 773925 4 ) 0ok A 2 B 858 30 B 58 R Je v oo B B s 1 A o A9F 9 P 26 P I R ) R 45 FE (S 5
205544, 205547 205545)E4T 7 €, THEARHEARFIME . PR ZE . AEX PR 22, IR A5 R
W 3. M 3 HRBLAN T ARG bR R ZE1E 0.59%~4.0% 2 18], (HAERIEZ, BAARIESRE
SIBTAGE I 72 285 S B RE o A v s 22 R8N, U B Z A S R T i S AR -
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Table 3. Precision data sheet

R3O BEERER

o WP R R WS 43 6 P VR T E B (mg/L) BARIELL R B 7 HTAGE N 7 EH (mg/L)
205544 205547 205545 205544 205547 205545
1 2.28 2.97 3.44 227 2.83 3.43
2 2.20 3.00 3.44 227 2.78 3.43
3 2.15 2.79 3.37 2.25 2.77 3.42
4 2.19 3.12 3.36 2.26 2.78 3.45
5 222 3.00 3.55 2.28 2.83 3.45
6 2.20 2.81 3.52 2.29 2.86 3.44
7 2.23 2.87 3.47 2.26 2.82 3.45
SEHIE 221 2.94 3.45 2.27 2.81 3.44
JREFERAEE 228+0.13 290+024 338+025 228+0.13  2.90+0.24 3.38+£0.25
AN % Z RE (%) -3.1 1.4 2.1 -0.4 -3.1 1.8
PR Z S 0.04 0.12 0.07 0.013 0.034 0.012
HXARAE R ZE RSD (%) 1.8 4.0 2.0 0.59 1.2 0.35

3.3.2. FEIEHREMNREE

N Y BGAIE 7RI S S bR A T AT, SRR I Tl E X 9" T W I S KRR AT KRR K R K
BEAT 7 YRS, RIS K 4. (4 ATASE TR X 9% R MK RE T AR AR, B
FHEE LI BN T AE 5 45 AR FRUEIR 22 1.8%, MARIEINCE Sy 98.0%~102%, ¥ FHREHE 7366 8 2
g TR BRI 224 4.0%, INFREIULEE 64.0%~72% BRI SR 5 43 W A2:0% 77 ks 25 B RN b 1=
R TF0 F 3 0 66 R, U R Bh 70 A i2s AE % 35 S SR ELAAR PR W 30 40 R0k 06 R o

Table 4. Real sample and standard test results of 9* underground monitoring well in Matang industrial park

4. DETFEIRX 9" TS H SRR RN 45 R

J5ik W H A R WEMmgL)  HfE@mgL) RSD% Ibr E YR %
N.D. 0.032 64
N.D. 0.034 68
N.D. 0.035 70
1A Y0 i) i1- 27~ N.D. 0.036 0.034 4.0 72
N.D. 0.033 66
N.D. 0.034 68
N.D. 0.033 66
N.D. 0.049 98.0
N.D. 0.051 102
N.D. 0.051 102
BIESR N.D. 0.049 0.050 1.8 98.0
N.D. 0.050 100
N.D. 0.051 102
N.D. 0.050 100

£vE: ND.ERKRKE.
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4. g

TR SEEG, FAREESER BN S T OGN E R K BRI AR HE 2 AH DG R EL > 0.999, AHXS AR AE
ZIE 30%LLA, KB 0.002 me/L, %k R EL A 75 A IR E A, R (T KRR 5
&) (GB/T 14848-2017) Wity 1 AR . bR EIWCERAE 98%~102%, [HIZ4E LT Tk E &,
SRR . TRERGKNEARLER -8, B00E T B SREE SN 71 OGE N 2 1R /KB AL
PR eTAT M TSR KRR E .

b, GWH IR B, BRIWIE SRS T AR S T R, AR R AE
B, ARG R R bR R, &SR, HXTHEEE YN, IR RN E S,
o bR K5 A YRR R, R RATE R AR AT M T K K R R A A 4
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