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Determination of Acrylic Acid in Drinking Water by Ion Chromatography and Uncertainty
Analysis

ZHU Liangqi, WU Jingjing, MA Wenshuang
( China Academy of Urban Planning and Design, Beijing 100037, China)

Abstract Detection method standard and uncertainty evaluation method for acrylic acid in drinking water have not been established yet
at home and abroad. This paper established the ion chromatography detection method for acrylic acid and proposed an uncertainty
evaluation method according to experimental principle and process. Besides, the uncertainty evaluation and influencing factors of the
detection of acrylic acid in drinking water were analyzed. The uncertainty component of this method mainly came from six aspects:
standard solution preparation, calibration curve fitting, sample detection, injection volume, temperature changes and sample dilution.
Among these aspects, standard solution preparation brought the biggest impact on the total uncertainty. Countermeasures and
suggestions to reduce the uncertainty of acrylic acid detection in drinking water to improve the scientificity and accuracy of the test
results were also introduced.
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1 ReEpsy
1.1 F5iXH

P IRFREY) 5t (C,H,COOH , 2l ¥ =99% ) , &
Rt 2 TR R 2 Y ke ( TV R 200 mg/LL) 1A
Sigma 23 F) . i FH 405 K B i 9 I R B 1 6 4 1 W
[p(C,H,COOH)= 1000 mg/L] A4 i b 1 £ 3%
W[ p(C,H,COOH) = 2.00 mg/L ] FIHE v th £k 251,
IR (% 2l 7K A o P Al K BL A (18,2
MQ - cm, Millipore ) .
1.2 (UEBSHEH

i AL e R e, S B I VR W 7T R

SR TR IRV & A 8 P RE A A Ik Dk W & R
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VR BEREFE AN 1 iR,
1.3 2B ED FI
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Tab.1 Concentration Gradient of Eluent

I ff1]/min SAALHIBE /R YR/ (mmol - L)
0.00 3
12. 00 3
12. 10 50
20. 00 50
20. 10 3
25.00 3

0.125.0.250,0.500. 1.000 2. 000 3. 000 4. 000
5.000 mL PR IR bs o (58 A, 4tk e 2, Be il i
SR o B 43 5] 4 0.,0. 005.,0. 010.,0. 020,0. 040,
0.080.0. 120.,0. 160 0. 200 mg/L MM i RINVEW, I
BLIE . DAPRIIR (W AR AL | PR R 1) JoT Tt
WREE AR ARAR 2RI HERR 2., &l 1 s

0.09001 R=0.999 8, R*=0.999 6
0.080 0} 1=0.000 187 5x-0.000 3
= 0.0600}
g
2]
& 0.0400f
=t
by
0.020 0}

0.000 0

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
0 0.020 0.040 0.060 0.080 0.100 0.120 0.140 0.160 0.180 0.200
BB/ (mg- L)

1 PRERAYEHEIN LA
Fig. 1 Standard Curve of Acrylic Acid

1.4 K HRANE TR
MR 43 B J7 i bm e S AT B R S 000) (HI
168—2020) , 1 17 M Ho Al 38 %) A6 I BR & B2 1) 3 ~ 5
FEBC AR AERE b, BL I BT ER 0. 010 0 mg/L, #
A AT E 7 W, 7 RN E S5 4 0.011 1
0.010 7.0.010 7.0.010 9.0. 010 8.0. 009 5.0. 010 1
mg/ L, JrRn B BRANI e R R (1) ~20(2)
W TR, 7 DO T AE 554 S A 0..000 553, MDL A
0.001 74 mg/L,LOQ >4 0. 006 96 mg/L.
MDL =1, 009 XS (1)
LOQ =4 x MDL (2)
Horp  MDL—— 7 A H R, me/ L
LOQ— & F IR, mg/L;
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1.5 AERZE
S aioK AR K T K K IEK AR
JF R e (0. 020 mg/L) PSR BE (0. 100 mg/L)
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Tab.2 Precision of Acrylic Acid in Different Types of Water Samples
e f]ﬂ’rﬁ)ﬁiﬁéﬁg M/ (mg-17") RSD
/(mg-L"7) 1 2 3 4 5 6
4lizk 0. 020 0.020 0 0.019 9 0.019 8 0.020 4 0.020 6 0.019 8 0.40% ~ 1. 68%
0. 100 0.097 2 0.098 3 0.097 4 0.097 9 0.097 8 0.097 9
0.180 0.179 0 0.1810 0.179 0 0.1790 0.179 0 0.178 0
IKIEIK 0. 020 0.018 1 0.018 6 0.018 5 0.018 6 0.018 0 0.018 2 0.58% ~1.45%
0. 100 0.098 7 0.098 7 0.098 7 0.097 7 0.097 7 0.097 6
0.180 0.178 0 0.177 0 0.176 0 0.177 0 0.174 0 0.173 0
K 0. 020 0.022 2 0.022 3 0.021 8 0.022 2 0.021 9 0.022 1 0.00~0. 88%
0. 100 0.103 0 0.102 0 0.102 0 0.103 0 0.103 0 0.102 0
0.180 0.1820 0.1820 0.1820 0.1820 0.1820 0.1820
B MK 0. 020 0.022 5 0.022 1 0.021 8 0.021 2 0.021 6 0.0217 0.29% ~2. 04%
0. 100 0.095 3 0.095 9 0.094 9 0.095 3 0.095 4 0.095 8
0.180 0.178 0 0.177 0 0.177 0 0.177 0 0.178 0 0.177 0

1.6 HEHERE
Ayl gk R K K KR K R bR
IG5 2 Mk 3 (0. 020 me/L) v BT & ¥k E (0. 100

*3

AN R B KRE H A FR R I [l i

mg/L) Fl g B i B (0. 180 mg/L) 3 FiAS [R] Jit 1=
W, AT 2 6 W, oF 5 Aw B % an & 3

Bz

Tab.3 Standard Recovery Rate of Acrylic Acid in Different Types of Water Samples

KRR tuﬁ)ﬁ%i(/f%fﬁ W/ (mg-1.7") RSD
/(mg-L™") 1 2 3 4 5 6

alizk 0. 020 0.020 0 0.019 9 0.019 8 0.020 4 0.020 6 0.019 8 89. 0% ~103. 0%
0. 100 0.097 2 0.098 3 0.097 4 0.097 9 0.097 8 0.097 9
0. 180 0.179 0 0.181 0 0.179 0 0.179 0 0.179 0 0.178 0

KUK 0. 020 0.018 1 0.018 6 0.018 5 0.018 6 0.018 0 0.018 2 86. 5% ~98. 7%
0. 100 0.098 7 0.098 7 0.098 7 0.097 7 0.097 7 0.097 6
0. 180 0.178 0 0.177 0 0.176 0 0.177 0 0.174 0 0.173 0

)k 0. 020 0.022 2 0.022 3 0.0218 0.022 2 0.0219 0.022 1 91.0% ~112. 0%
0. 100 0.103 0 0.102 0 0.102 0 0.103 0 0.103 0 0.102 0
0. 180 0.1820 0.182 0 0.1820 0.182 0 0.1820 0.182 0

BRIK 0. 020 0.022 5 0.022 1 0.021 8 0.021 2 0.021 6 0.0217 88. 5% ~103. 0%
0. 100 0.095 3 0.095 9 0.094 9 0.095 3 0.095 4 0.095 8
0. 180 0.178 0 0.177 0 0.177 0 0.177 0 0.178 0 0.177 0
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AR FH K s B fe R B 0. 100 mg/L IR % 4 R,

R4 NIRIRFATINE S,
Tab.4 Parallel Detection Results of Acrylic Acid

WH 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
KD PR e/ (mg-1L7") 0.1029 0.102 2 0.102 4 0.102 5 0.102 5 0.102 4 0.103 0
VTR (S - min) 0.018 1 0.018 3 0.018 2 0.018 3 0.0183 0.018 3 0.018 1
[— N — N
2 AWEETE A (3)
2.1 FE[RE y-—a

PR TR — R A FDR IR, SR T B T (33
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Fig.2 Diagram of Uncertainty Component and Causal Correlation
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2.3.1 PRI S BC AR G RS E B

(1) FRuEd 2l B 5 | AR AN o S

PSS FRBRUEY) A0 B 99% +1% , #1 IR ¥4 5] 43
ST k= V3 IR 21 R i AH X b i N

. 1%
B u,, (IRIR) = fo ~ 0.005 77,

(2) £ b 5 | AR A B 2

AR R IR, ORI R A A
U HE AR5 R AR A 5 Al iR 22 T = AR 1Y
AN B R 2 AT RS RS I AR A |
AP E BE YR B 2EPEE , I 7 s S 56 25 11 1L
22 R £1 C KR BIEIK RECh 2. 1x107 % AN
REEROTEANR

OFR LGB A E

M HEHE 77 53 2 — R FKEUE,0.01 g<sm <5
g, /NHIRZE R £0. 01 mg, FREBRIEFRES 1010 mg, —
fiei BRI 5) oA B k= /3 R B 2EVERE , AU AR
MR B 0, (Bl = 0L

J3x1 010

@100 L BT A BHIAH 2

R HES AR AN € B AR 46 (B W R T i
K sE MR (JJG 646—2006) ,100 L B & fo 4%
22N £2. 0% I 5) A5 1 R B 280 E , A

. 0.02 x 100
TEJE u, (F8100) = —————

~(. 000 005 77,

~ 1.15 pL,

I PR e HE A2 A 5 T AN 2 2 < 100 L
PR E R RS IUPRE T YR, A2 T BE 52 W 1T 5 | A AN

. 2x2.1%x10™* x 100
W2 B u,( % 100) == ~
A

0.0242 uL,
100 pl B W #% 51 A B9 AH X A5 1 R B 2 B

5 (%% 100 » (% 100
wa B 100) = VP >1ot)u S -

0.011 5,
350 mL 2G| AT A R BT
R R HE B A AN 2 B AR 5

DY ES B AR A E ML FE Y (JJG 196—2006) , 50 mL ( A

%) FEIA IR 2 N +0.050 mL, R H B EIEE,

AT RSB E g, (7 50) = Of;’” ~

0.020 4 mL.

S IR AR AL GBI AR E B L K AR R

IRRECH 2. 1x107* #3540 A 2% i R B 269F

2><2.1><10'4><100z

FE ,AHE T uy, (9 50) =
/3

0.012 1 mL,

50 mL ZE RIS A A FEXS Bp AT E B w,,, (3

uy, (W 50) + ul, (¥ 50)
50

[, AT 4R YK 158 FH 100, 200, 1 000,
5000 pL FEIR &% 51 A B AH X AS B 22 B2 A1 50,100
1 000 mL 2555 AR FIRTASHA 22 B, an e 5 fnk
6 7N,

50) = ~ (. 000 475,

RE5  PARZA A AN

Tab.5 Uncertainty of Volumetric Flask

bRk Bl BRI R E REE B B A E BT A AN
A Y Fe2/mL u( fe2)/mL w( M) /mL u(V) Uy

1000 +0.40 0. 163 0.024 2 0.292 0. 000 292

100 +0.10 0.040 8 0.024 2 0.047 5 0.004 75

50 +0.05 0. 020 4 0.012 1 0.023 7 0. 004 75

x6 BT E
Tab. 6  Uncertainty of Pipettes
WRRAR/WL Bl R AWEE u( fe22) /L AGEE wGREE) /ml GRATEE w(V)  HXREER u,

5000 +0. 006 17.3 1.21 17.4 0. 002 90

1 000 +0.010 5.77 0.242 5.78 0. 005 78
200 +0.015 1.73 0.048 5 1.73 0. 008 66

100 +0. 020 1.16 0.024 2 1.16 0.0115
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Tab.7 Uncertainty Introduced from Preparation Process of Standard Series Solution

F A FH R FERRR FEHUAR AT A e B FRGN bR Vs T
Ve
WEHE/ (mg-L7) /ml. /pl /pL YRHE/ (mg-L7)
125 200 1 0.005 0
250 100/200 /1 0.010 0
500 1 000 1 0.020 0
1 000 1 000 1 0.040 0
2.000 50. 00
2 000 1 000 2 0.080 0
3 000 5 000 1 0.120 0
4 000 5 000 1 0.160 0
5 000 5 000 1 0.200 0
FEXT R AEAN B S u, (FF)= /3x0.003 472+4x0. 005 782 +2x0. 008 667 +0. 011 52+9x0. 000 4757 ~0. 021 1

PR AE RO R R AT 1 R TR ] A% PR R R A AR AR B RS |
MR WA BB S E R AL ARSI E L, (FRRE) , 36 8 PR,

R 8 ARIELFHMRBCH] 1AM E B

Tab. 8 Uncertainty Introduced from Preparation of Standard Solution

— YRR 1 000 100. 0 50. 00 5 000 5 000 1
YR 100. 0 2.00 50. 00 1 000 1 000 1
ARXTHR AN 2E u, (FEBE) = +/0.000 057 2%+0. 000 290> +0. 002 90> +0. 005 78> +3x0. 000 475 =~0. 006 52
(3) brifE R 5 EL 5 A B R X AR A E S wl (IR + u’,(FRE) + o>, (Z41) =0.02238,
bl AR S G2 5 0 ME B BEAL 050,100 5 3 0 kg LA S | A BRI BRUEAS B
200,500.,1 0001 5002 000 L P44 2 b5 HE 7 SPRRAER TV TINGE I N~ Tkt & bt

W, 100 mbL A HER R AZEACE 2, ORISR EAR g, B 1109 )7 5= 0. 187 5x-0.000 3, £
G0, 51 AN WA X bR ME N B2 E u,(A) = 28 2R S S SR 2 O T

RO ARERIIMELR

Tab.9 Diagram of Detection Results of Standard Series

SR xi/(mg'L7l ) 0 0.005 0 0.0100 0.0200 0.040 0 0.080 0 0.1200 0.160 0 0.200 0
TR AR y,»/( WS +min) 0 0.000 8 0.001 6 0.003 4 0.007 0 0.014 4 0.0217 0.0300 0.037 4
y FRZEMIFRER 22 S, N (4) AR IES 728 U Hh 2k BLE 51 A1 A 6 b5 HE S 1 52
feJ A %,u(y)= S, =0.000 300, #(5).
S0y (bx,a) P _Su 11 (C-0)°
S, = [ZEln AT ~0.000300 (4 g (Ay)= — -
v J n—2 ( ) b pom 2?:1((];'_(:)2
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~0. 000 842 (5)

Horp e m—— M BR AR 25, m =9

p— I ERE S IR, p=T7;

b—RHEM LA b=0. 187 5;
T v 2% B8R, a=-0. 000 3;
C — e W BE S E A ME, C =
0.070 6 mg/L;
C" —— 00 2 7K DA A7 T S A )
P, €’ =0.103 mg/L;
C,—SE B A5 o 1l 28 45 A0 B i VR
mg/L;
Yi

WS- min;

{6
P 5 T PN TR 114 TR R

a

b fE R0 T B I

’

X;
mg/ L,
2.3.3 BRI G AR E
PR PN ER AT 7 YA E , I 25 53 n
%2 R SEYIMEA 0. 103 mg/L, REMSIESI AL
AAXS R IEAN G BE A=K (6) .

z4:=1(Y" _?) ’
n(n—-1)
Y

urel( A3) =

~0.001 06 (6)

Horr o n——FATIE R E, n=7;
Y, — I B R AL me/ L
Y ——7 UPAT I R S e -
0.103 mg/L,
2.3.4  FEREIARFRI AN E R
HEFERH 100 wL 928 fE 30 i 25 F+1 L, 4%
W=, W k=V6 , A EARTHEE u=1//6 =

o 0. 408 3
0. 408 3, H % 7 v A 0 2 BF w,(A,) = 00 "

0. 004 08,
2.3.5 ARG IR E

JRRE X B 1 (O R R | HL R AR BRI R
MEERETHR 1 C, AL ARG 2%, 1R DN BRI
I AR E Y26 PF R IR TR A+ 1 °C L # IR IE
o)A AT LA B A PR EA T E B u,,(As) =
2%

=2 ~0.0115,
/3

2.3.6 FEMAREGI AN E BE

WAE S TR R, W k=1, [R5 AATfaT
AN A BEAZ A I 7 1 TO R Sl A R R, TN o B
gIA.
2.3.7 G MBREATE B

AN E B Ay A B ST R, A BRI AN
%Eure](A):

urel(A4>2+urel(A5>2+urel(A6>2 X ;zo' 002 660

2.3.8 Y BIRHEARHEE SRR

BEMEREN 95% B k=2, ¥ bR ifE A2
JE U=u,,(A)x k=0.005 32 mg/L,

FESIZE R €= (0.103+0. 005 32) mg/L, A
B8 A B RN 2R 10 B,

F10 AW E IR

Tab. 10 Summary of Uncertainty Components

ure]< Al ) 2+ure]< A2 ) 2+ure]( A3 ) 2+=}

K BE AN 7 AR AR AR HEAS ) 5
u(Ap) R VA VR 0.022 8
u(Ay) Bt &34 0. 000 842
u(Az) A2 M 0. 001 06
u(Ay) HERERER 0. 004 08
u(As) TR 0.0115
u(Ag) 0 /

e (A) £ BUbR HEA B 5 B 0. 002 66
U YR 0. 005 32

3 AWEETERIERS

B I K R R R ™ A AN E
J3E SE B DR M T 8 A A T T 2 DL R i U
E AR R 5 AT, Horh AR
TR ) SR B AR TR B

PRAETRC R A b A I B3 AR
MEZR B MR B2 ) R A A S R s S B
HTIAARASER, BHEMZIETIARA
i R BRI It £ 2 91 A R A i £k R A
AR RE R i 4 R AR 5 U8, e e T 2k Pk
RIS D45 2 ) A P A AR R Wi o ol 2
X TRHE SR O, RV BE R Bl o B 22 IE
TR , (R BERE i i/ N DA, 155 00 B
Y PE AL 23 Xl 2 H2E 5 | A AR X B HE AN E
FEEE RO A it PR JRE i v e AR, AR AR i A
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SR M 2 R 50 Tk B2 V-2 1 25 5 RO, AN
W ESBRAR, PRIG, AE AT S s U s, 7 700 4 1
e BE A HE 2R 1) B, Rl X 0 A R
ST B R R B ARG B, YRR AR Y
N5 V(55 e v il 2 2R 90 %) 350 B R A st AN T
FETET/N,

— PR B A IR O T VAR 1 R R
%, s A B AL R A i R R TR AR
A AR, R 1 C, R TS R A
680~1 100 kPa 17424k, Hrb, H Jy 2240 I 25 5 4
TEAN 23 BROAR R 04 i T H 0 O B I () K A —
AR, S e . BT O IR AR B ac
VEIIEAT 43 B, A PR 258 7 A i) 7 A5 5 17 A D
ek o R R TR R - SR R R
BT HSRED R R 2w R R
BT 1, B R A R 3 2% 22 4T
U, 0 X S i i e M I AR K, PRI 34
S5 T R R AR ARG T 5 RS W o B %) T B i

ST R YRR, A 5 5 T AN s L
P B A TR K PR R B ek R, T
11 22 0D P Y18, REA R I E B2

PEREARRR R 25 5 | AR ASH 2 B i T4 [ AT
SRR TG, RS BRA NG Sl rh B 26 £ 1IE R
IR A B 5 AR, e e 2R G0 1 25 15 K
VNN EN e
4 FREEIW

AN A SR DN o 5 S O A (R b, AN
/N BRI o o v ZE AR R KA o A v S sk
REARCAN I A 3 T A D0 245 2 1) i, 2 22 AR T
TRTC A Ao i 2R UL o A R S IR R
Pl 3 AT G

B g A AR FH K PR R, 320 VR JC T
Sb TR A A T ) VR A R R T TR I 3 IR ) v
B, T T BR VG 28 R s 0 PV S A o £ 2R )
Nl A B HEAT, A B ] A, R A, Hie R
Gr— L BRBCH AR E R AW BE A R s/ AR
HZGIA A ESE

O3 O R HE R A DT 6 AR S
(LB RN TEAR T vk v, e il 26 i 2R PRV
0. 005 00~0. 200 mg/L, M & He £ AT LA, A BRI
T i e )k B a2 AR o B T O, —
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