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Abstract

To select a suitable pretreatment method for the determination of total arsenic in Pine Pollen
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products by comparing the effects of different pretreatment, the samples Pine Pollen products
were pretreated by wet digestion and dry ashing respectively, and the total arsenic content was
determined by hydride generation atomic fluorescence spectrometry. The results of 2 pretreat-
ment methods all met the requirements of methodology. The recoveries of wet digestion and dry
ashing were 91.3%~102.8%, 80.2%~88.9%; and the precision were 2.06%~2.86% and 8.82%~8.92%
respectively. The detection limits were 0.0068 and 0.0046 mg/kg. The wet digestion method is
simple, accurate, and suitable for batch product testing of Pine Pollen.
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1. 5|15

FAERELR 22 XA kate, WA REYIR AL, R E LS 2 ek dh Rl 5T 2014 SE5IN
H K P MR AE[1]. BT FUR IR & TR MAEIEYE O £ 5, B2 MEaR. 2R, M. 44
U IR IR SN BRI A, BHER. R ESEESE 200 RAMAR[2] [3], HAERC A E,
SRRl N TP NN T

Ak P AU E A KRBT TR, DR NRRES . R, 8555, JF RN ES RS TR
A€ M BHERE[4] [S]. FafEly s & BESE . 2R, gEAEZSRYI, RATTER A di2E . ST
R R TR 6]. FAER TR RS BN, THRARRE, WIENRMEMLEEL R TA4EKY)
B, AR TR 6], FAfER Al A LA B MR ML AR . b O B, SRR SRR
(7] FATERD () 2 A 68 i 2490 S T LA 4% I S A (8] FAAEn 5 A7 AR AR T L AT 10— D& R il o0 A
AiEVEYIR, FL O REE . SRR, R I g2 R I [9]

fift e — Moy N E ISR, Bl I IpIRIE T AIE AN B Rt A, g\ S HE
i, S AE NS BT ER, Im st EE. e A BUEEN, RESHREE. A amine
WHIREIRER SRR, REMEIE IR YOK. BWSEIREEANUET A FFEE B EAE HI[10] [11].

EARRATER — T A SR TS VIR R . X TAAER SRR 20K, GB 2762-2017 ik % 4x[H
FARER SIS YA IRE) [12]H BIRE 1BV S = 0.5 ma/kg,  HARMEH ZLRIGEINFRHE D GB
5009.11-2014 (Fr 24 B btk b b Uil B TOH U E ) [138], ATAREE I AT IR AR AL .

H A B R AN R BT AL B 7 8 Bt R AR SCIT U0, (R O T T Z RO = ah . AR
A, O RAER R R I E BT FUARIE IR B

ASHITFEANR PRV RN V5 AR AT Rh 7795 73 I R RA e R HEAT R AR 2R, IS IR 5l
IR ity RS 5, T AR AN (R BT AL B 0l B I S5 R RS S R MERR ARG B, AT A Y 3
B RA AN R RS K i AR EE TT

2. M5 %
2.1. MRS5S
FATERY A H SR ; ifi: 1000 mg/L, %S GSB04-1714-2004, [EH %A 04 )@ M o AR BTl ot
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SLESFK Milli-Q ZE517K, & Millipore 2 w15 FrA i b # AT A ML R B =40 Al

SAT10 JET TG ALt ENHE A IRTUEAR 0.1 mg MR-, H AR A A
Research® plus 20~200 pL 1 10~1000 pL ##ift, #&[E Eppendorf A F; BGG-X8 nJ i HL AL, Kbk
W) s Skt SEE CEM A,

2.2. SKBTE

2.2.1. R R RTBRBCH

EJRF: BRI 10.0 g, AN 259, FHLIKEM, 2% % 500 mL.

W YRR -

BRlR + PUORIMAERIE: FREX 10.0 g Bk, 10.0 g FLIRMLER, FHEBAUKIEM, E2AZE 100 mL.

PRAEV I . 8 B R FR R AR AL S VA, O 1 mo/L AR bR R . B 50 mL 25 &0,
IIN—E & 1 mo/L HRkRUER B, SRS I 2.5 mL 2588 & 4 mL BIR+PUR M BRIA W, 4iKEZR, 1’
5], BCHIRIKEE N 0. 1.0. 2.0, 4.0. 8.0, 16.0. 20.0 pg/L (HIbRUE R TAEHE -

2.2.2. BERBILE

1) ¥BiEHER

AR AN GRS A 1. 24 35, FREX 0.5 g KA (R AE 0.0001 g) T 100 mL =i AR IR
%+ FERG+1)5mL M 1mL R, IessRmlfES %, wH, EHEPaR EE e, AHE
IR, N 20 mL KRR Z 3 0.5 mL, A ESHE AN 25 mL L@t , IABIR+HIR MBI 2 mL, F 5%
HRERZEZE, A, FNHORFE A

2) FRALE

FREX 0.5 g A5 (F5 i 2 0.0001 g) T 50 mL A, HIA 150 g/L FIRSER B 2 mL % 1 g A AL BT
Bk, THBE R, ®ALSE4AE B 500°C R KIL 5 h, BWEIE S, /Y 5% ERIE
BAKSy, a4 mL hER RIS EE, BRI, N 25 mL LLEE T, IR IR+PUIR I R T
2mL, H5%LMEFZRZIE, #£5, FREFI= .
223 {USBTIEFH

fith 2= O BAARAT 3 HLIA 30 mAL, Bl FELIR 15 mA; 75 & 265 V; J5 AL 28R 5 200°C ; 4% <3/ &= 300 mL/min;
B E 600 mL/min; AR 1.0 mL; P77k AnE 2Rk, 80y . WA, SEIRITE] 1s;
RS E] 15's,
3. LRENH
3.1 A EHBRERNIERE

VR FHRSTR . &R BRIR 3 PR A MERIEATH A, BE3E Ml IR RVE AR RCR, AR SLIGAE
180°C. 200°C. 250°C. 300°C. 350°C ML FXTALERyHEATIEAL, I 300°C fefs A ML) 7 ff A TG
WU, FZIE R TR BRI ERT ,  InAs Bl IR AE 91.8%~97.3% .
3.2, SEEHBILERFINHE

TEHUAH F 25 LRI (V) AR (HDAECE , TR (V) A 5 T B3 & L e, BRI S R A 2 4,

TN E A R A 77 BN L B TIOAJEGH A RER TR As (V)ZE &b As (1) HORE w20 J5 oy
A RSN ], P ) UL SR AN, e S B e A5 R A A SEI6 R H B

DOI: 10.12677/hjfns.2021.102011 82 5 E R


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjfns.2021.102011

WR-PUR MR VE AU R, BEPEm TR R IR R RE /7, WK T FOE E A FIPRAFIS [A] . SEEGRIE, =R
AR 100 g/L BRfK - UIAIER, CE 30 min UL LS TR E .

33. TRUWEBERSNWRABNIERE

SAABETT DLYS D R X RE S W B, FERR AL I 2 BRI B i R i SR AR AR B 15 2 IR,
SECRES IR, LR R . ARSI 05, 1.0. 2.0, 3.0 g EILEE, SR EY. MEILEIRE
76 1.0g W, FESCPATHERGE, MOARSEIGIEF I N A BRI R =N 1.0 go

3.4. BBEERENHE

SEVRAEFE—E RSN, BRIRERR, SOt BN R, HERIREE AR 5858 A
ST IR SRR SRS AR . TR IR &= RS IR, 18 SR
FRA R, WOR MR IE N . ASZIR AL 1%, 5%. 10%MIRSIRIE AEM .. 45 REW: MR
WEEMN 1% T2 5%, R 2OEIRAE R m, MR m 2 100%0F, Al 58 6o A Bk s .
DRI AR S50 164 5% HNOg fE VB, TEMLAAPE T, BRREAS BIEG R R BUS, b TR &, FH3RE
TR E 25 R

3.5. MHSILHHARENTHE

EANYRA SRS, AR R BRI 5 vk r R B . R R AR e A IR K. A
Bk B &, R REMESR, RAMBIER, OIS, JNERBERG: WEIK,
WJFERES 7, REWHELLTE R, REEEIC. ALk T 5. 10, 20, 30. 40 g/L A4 42k
ITSENG, SEREW: MIEIEIRETE 20 g/L B, WORIREE TRE, AR ST kB AL AR A Tk
8 20 g/L.

3.6. Z&4H1E

P8 2.2.3 VOB AN RS S, A BsikBIFaE G4t 0. 1.00 2.0, 4.0, 8.0. 16.0. 20.0 pg/L fIHHAR AR
HEATIE, DAREIREIE AR TR N bR, Zehilbrdidizk, 259K, BI7E 0~20 pg/L
K EVEE N LS R R, LMERIAJ RN 1f = 119.0676 * C — 9.8838, HHI< R %A r = 0.99986.
A I ATOREREE, CAREIRE: pg/L.

3.7. AEKRHR

I3 X K S R . T RAEAL B R 2 S TOIAT 11 YOESEE, RIE 3 fbritm 2z 5% N
TR T AR i 2R R 2 A SR VR R THE AL AR HEFR 2 0.0068+ 0.0046 mg/kg, i a2 Bl bRk
GB 5009.11-2014 & A H PR (0.010 mg/kg) K .
38. HBEHE

3Rt 3 AMAERSRE SR PR . TRALIER) 6 AN TATHE TG, SR E 1. & 1AW,
TRV 8 VR BT T AR s B 2 BB R, A B v A 22 EL 2 K (8.85%~9.04%) , i 25 VH fift 1 88 42 P
FLase i, AHRRRUE IR 2 V5l 2.06%~2.86%, 1% 2 & .
3.9. B

3 MMIATERFE TR EL 6 AN PAT 2 BN SR i I e (B O s e VA TR, SRR — RV . T
AL, EALINE - 25 5 WA 2. B3 2 ] WL, by A 7 v A0 B 3 VH A RN UACRAIR, Yu A 82.3%~86.0%,
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TRV AR RS B e, [N 91.8%~97.3%,
rh A ) S PR AT AL

Table 1. Method precision experiment

® 1 AERERERR

S5 R TR TR AR A LB T2 AR S D T R K

W5E 45 3 (mg/kg)

FEfh TR T X 18 (mg/kg) RSD(%)
2 3 4 5
FafEk-1 0.133 0.125 0.136 0.130 0.129 0.131 0.131 2.86
FA1ER-2 BIEM R 0.178 0.188 0.179 0.184 0.183 0.185 0.183 2.06
A TE#-3 0.201 0.198 0.194 0.190 0.197 0.189 0.195 2.42
FaEHn-1 0.117 0.129 0.110 0.130 0.127 0.105 0.120 8.85
FATENE-2 TR 0.150 0.156 0.160 0.189 0.180 0.163 0.166 9.04
FAFEH-3 0.162 0.166 0.199 0.175 0.160 0.188 0.175 8.92
Table 2. Standard recovery experiment
2 2. MAREILER LI
FEi s WfET7 AJEft(mg/kg)  InkRE(mg/kg) W52 {H (mg/kg) FCE %) PR (%)
0.289 105.3
FatEd-1 0.131 0.15 0.269 92.0 97.3
0.273 94.7
0.365 91.0
FAZERD-2 TR % 0.183 0.20 0.364 90.5 91.8
0.371 24.0
0.395 100.0
FALERD-3 0.195 0.20 0.378 915 94.0
0.376 90.5
0.253 88.7
FALERD-1 0.120 0.15 0.245 83.3 86.0
0.249 86.0
0.333 83.5
FAZERD-2 F A 0.166 0.20 0.340 87.0 82.3
0.319 76.5
0.341 83.0
FATEH:-3 0.175 0.20 0.323 74.0 83.8
0.364 245

3.10. e EMESENE

W ERENLREE 20 M FE S, SR (L) AR T AT AL, S5 TR E S ES
EiE 4 0.195 mg/kg, AR 0.092mg/kg, AT GB 2762-2017 (£ %4 [H

I FATERIAF i Jed Ff B

=N
B. 4
m]

FARAE R S5 R IR Hh S PR BB (0.5 mg/kg),  Ti AR LR H 1 S L K

DOI: 10.12677/hjfns.2021.102011

84

i SR


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjfns.2021.102011

4. #hig

TR MR ELE B A RRA MR RIR SR IR 50y 86°C, s A 200°C i, BRI
RN 338C A, MRS AR FWHUS, SRIRM BRI RS, A RER A A, ICGEER,  InokiE
B2, SN AR RR A &, Sema g 45 2R [14]

ZLMEIEEME, Rl e, RAHET, FRLRISHIR M S NS, BB R, J7iB
#l Lo SRR RKENAT B, WOIHARREOR, B AE R

TERAL, BRI ED, MBI R, B OER. SRR AN R TR, SR ]
RERANAER 7 Sh e, SR, FERRALIERE 2 PR b i i R SOR A o SR A B 2 J2 (R, S BURE
KUk BRI, AR AL A R RO E R, R 5 T SO E A RN R R R
HI T IR B FIA Ry, AT BRI AN EAR, NI BV AR AE R R A

TAEMMAEG RARZE K, X FrAERZ (RSDYE K, RHEEZE, [PCRAR. MR RE AT AT AL L)
FESCPATREGE RAR /N, R LT, IRy, MERRRLGS s 10 ELRR I T A A A Ot B I 45 A 4 o
B, G SRR S I AT A2 .

B PR B RIS R S 1 AU FE SR I ATAC B DTG, IR T S R R — AT,
W RS AR, FRP IR sk, r el R BTG SR EZOR, FrdEiiioe S 7 W
BT Hs, E B PR RS A e MR, AR T ORI, BT S
B s s . A BATVISEM & DI EAE S, A BEORIE B i P Bl e 45 R i wf
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