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Introduction 

The oil refining process was introduced to improve quality and safety. The process was optimized 
to reduce not only free fatty acids, natural flavor and color present in the crude oil but also the levels 
of minor contaminants such as poly aromatic hydrocarbons and pesticide residues [1-3]. In the 
process of refining, oil can be hydrolyzed and chlorinated to form chloropropanol esters under 
certain conditions [4]. The food contaminants chloropropanol and fatty acid esters have attracted 
considerable attention in the past few years due to their toxic properties and their occurrence in 
numerous foods [5-11]. In general, the chloropropanol includes of 3-monochloropropane-1,2-diol 
(3-chloropropane-1,2-diol, 3-MCPD), 2-monochloropropane-1,3-diol (2-MCPD), 1,3-dichloro-
2-propanol (1,3-DCP) and 2,3-dichloro-1-propanol (2,3-DCP) [12]. The chemical structures 
of chlorpropanol are shown in Figure 1. 3-MCPD is an organic chemical compound which is 
carcinogenic [13-16], as the most commonly found member of chemical contaminants first found 
in hydrolyzed vegetable protein since 1978 [17,18]. 3- and 2- MCPD and their esters are formed 
during the hydrochloric acid hydrolysis of cereal materials, by reaction of the acid with lipids [19]. 
They are also formed during high temperature food processing operations such as the baking of 
low-moisture cereal based foods [20,21]. Further reaction of 3-MCPD with acetic acid can produce 
1,3-DCP [22,23]. According to the WHO assessment report, the maximum temporary maximum 
daily tolerable intake (PMTDI) of 3-MCPD was 2µg/kg BW. The European Union (EU) has set a 
maximum concentration of 0.02 mg/kg of 3-MCPD in Acid Hydrolyzed Vegetable Protein (aHVP), 
and the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) sets a guidance limit of 1mg/kg of 3-MCPD in aHVP 
[17,24,25]. 1,3-DCP is not an approved food additive and the Joint FAO/WHO Expert Committee 
on Food Additives (JEFCA) has set a limit at 0.005mg/kg (Figure 1).

Chloropropanols have highly polar and small relatively molecular weight. After derivatization, 
it can improve the volatility and detection sensitivity, and increase the relative molecular mass 
of analyte, which is very important for mass spectrometry analysis. This article explains the 
N-heptafluorobutyrylimidazole as derivatization reagent to determination of chloropropanol 
fatty acid esters. The relative molecular mass of chloropropanols has been improved greatly after 
derivatization, the GC-MS analysis can obtain higher mass to charge ratio of characteristic ion, the 
specificity is improved, and the sensitivity is obviously improved. N-hexane is generally used in the 
derived medium. Due to the rapid response of N-heptafluorobutyrylimidazole to water, the water 
will affect the derivatization. In order to reduce the influence of moisture during derivatization, the 
extract must be dehydrated with sodium sulfate anhydrous. In addition, sodium chloride solution 
was added to eliminate excessive derivatization reagents. N-heptafluorobutylyl diester derived from 
chloropropanol was used to GC-MS analysis.

In conclusion, a further sample purification procedure was introduced in this article to obtain 
sufficient removal of co-existing interferences that might disturb the quantitative and stable 
detection by GC-MS. A reliable GC-MS method for the quantification of chloropropanol esters in 
refined corn oil is described in this research.
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Abstract

A Gas Chromatography Mass Spectrometry (GC-MS) method was developed for the simultaneous 
determination of 3-chloropropane-1,2-diol fatty acid esters (3-MCPDEs), 2-chloropropane-1,3-diol fatty acid 
esters (2-MCPDEs), 1,3-dichloro-2-propanol fatty acid esters (1,3-DCPEs) and 2,3-dichloro-1-propanol fatty acid 
esters (2,3-DCPEs) in refined corn oil. The analytes were extracted by solid-phase extraction and were eluted 
with ethyl acetate. The detection was performed by selected ion monitoring mode for the target compounds. The 
procedure showed good linearity and precision. The limit of detection and quantification were 2ng/ml and 5ng/ml, 
respectively. The recoveries of chloropropanol fatty acid esters were in the range of 98.6 ~ 108.3 %. The method 
has been successfully applied to determine these compounds in refined corn oil.
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Experimental
Reagents and chemicals

3-MCPD, 2-MCPD, 1,3-DCP, 2,3-DCP and 
N-heptafluorobutyrylimidazole were purchased from ANPEL 
laboratory technologies (Shanghai) Inc. Cnw-bond macro porous 
diatomite cartridge (5g, 60ml) was also purchased from CNW 
technologies (Lot: F5790040). All chemicals were commercially 
available and analytical grade. Milli-Q water (18.2MΩcm-1) was 
applied for preparation of all aqueous solutions. Sample of refined 
corn oil comes from pharmaceutical excipient factory.

Instruments and measurements

The GC-MS experiment was carried out on Agilent GC-MS 5975. 
Advanced multi-tube vortexer was from Talboys (USA). The Agilent 
7890A gas chromatography system was used. A 60m long, 0.32mm 
ID GC column with 0.5μm particle size stationary phase (DB-5) was 
used. High purity helium with was carrier gas with constant flow of 
1ml/min. The oven temperature was held constant at 60°C for 1 min 
and then ramped to 90°C at 2°C/min, and then ramped to 270°C 
at 40°C/min to keep 10 min. The injector temperature was 250°C, 
and mode was split less. The transfer line temperature between gas 
chromatograph and mass spectrometer was set to 280°C. Electron 
Impact ion source (EI) was chosen as the ionization method. EI-MS 
analysis was performed in the positive ion mode. Electron impact 
ionization at 70eV was applied maintaining ion source temperature 
at 230°C. MS scan mode is Selected Ion Monitor (SIM) i.e. single 
ion monitor. The quantitative and qualitative ions are as follows        
(Table 1).

Sample extraction and purification

About 0.1g of refined corn oil sample was weighed accurately into 
a screw-capped 10ml glass tube wherein 0.5ml of methyl tert-butyl 
ether- ethyl acetate (8:2) and 1ml of 0.5mol/L sodium methoxide 
methanol solution were added. The mixture was shaken for 30s and 
incubated for 4min. And 100μL of acetic acid was added to stop 
reaction. Then 3ml of 20% sodium bromide and 3 ml of n-hexane were 
added and then shaken for 30s. Allow to stand for 1min. Discard the 
upper n-hexane, extract with 3ml of n-hexane again. Take lower layer 
solution into Cnw-bond cartridge, balance for 10min. 20ml of ethyl 
acetate was then applied to the cartridge, and the eluent was collected. 
Then 4g of sodium sulfate anhydrous was added into the eluent, stand 
for 30min, then filter. The filtrate was evaporated to dryness using a 
nitrogen stream. The dried residues were carefully dissolved in 2ml of 
n-hexane for derivatization. 0.04ml of n-heptafluorobutyrylimidazole 
was added, then vortexed for 20min at 70°C. Allow to stand at room 
temperature. Add 2ml of 20% sodium chloride solution, vortexed 

for 1min. Take upper-layer; add 0.3g sodium sulfate anhydrous to 
remove water. Prior to GC-MS, the hexane phase was filtered through 
a 0.45μm filter. The blank solution was prepared as the same way of 
derivatization. Inject 1μl of above solution into GC-MS, measure the 
corresponding peak area, and calculate the quality of chloropropanols 
according to the standard curve.

Calibration curve

Precisely weigh proper 3-MCPD, 2-MCPD, 1,3-DCP and 2,3-
DCP to prepare 1 mg/L mixed standard stock solution. Take the 
standard stock solution of MCPDs (0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.2ml, 0.4ml, 
and 0.8ml) into 10ml colorimetric tube, add 2 ml of n-hexane and 
mix. Series of standard solutions were prepared as the same way of 
sample derivatization. The series of solutions are used to construct 
calibration plots (5, 25, 50, 100, 200, and 400ng/ml). The calibration 
curve was generated from plots using the chromatographic peak area 
for each analyte in the extracted ion chromatogram.

Recovery tests

The recovery tests were performed by spiking known amounts of 
chloropropanols into refined corn oil. As chloropropanols of sample 
were below the detection limits, standard solution was mixed with 
sample. Weigh 3 oil samples about 0.1g, add 0.16, 0.2, and 0.24 ml 
of 1mg/ml chloropropanol mixed standard solution, respectively. 
The extraction and purification were carried out as described in the 
previous section (See part 3.3).

Results and Discussions
Linearity, LOD and LOQ

The linearity of chloropropanols was performed with six different 
concentrations of 1,3-DCP, 2,3-DCP, 3-MCPD, and 2-MCPD 
under the optimal separation conditions and MS detection. Each 
concentration was analyzed in triplicate. Calibration curves were 
constructed by plotting the integrated peak areas (Y) versus the 
corresponding concentrations of the injected standard solutions (X) 
in the range of 5 ~ 400 ng/ml. The calculated results are summarized 
in Table 2. Good linear calibrations (r2 > 0.998) for all the analytes 
were achieved in a relatively wide concentration range. The Limits 
of Detection (LOD) and Quantification (LOQ) were determined at a 
signal-to-noise ratio (S/N) of 3 and 10, respectively (Table 2). 

Figure 1: Chemical structures of chloropropanols.

Table 1: The qualitative and quantitative ions of chloropropanol derivative.

Compound Quantitative ions (m/z) Qualitative ions (m/z)

3-MCPD derivative 253 275,289,291

2-MCPD derivative 253 75,289,291

1,3-DCP derivative 75 77,275,277

2,3-DCP derivative 75 77,111,253

Table 2: Calibration curves, LOD and LOQ for chloropropanols derivative.

Compound Calibration 
curve

Correlation 
coefficient (r2) LOD (ng/ml) LOQ (ng/ml)

1,3-DCP y = 59.15x-311.6 1.000

2 5
2,3-DCP y = 66.15x-311.8 1.000

3-MCPD y = 66.95x-1176 0.998

2-MCPD y = 63.07x-1132 0.999
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Precision

 The precision of the method was determined by analysis of 
sample for chloropropanols. The intra-day assay variation was 
evaluated by analyzing the known concentrations of chloropropanols 
in five replicates during a single day, while inter-day variation was 
evaluated in duplicated on three consecutive days, respectively. To 
confirm the repeatability, six independently prepared solutions were 
analyzed. The results of precision and repeatability are summarized 
in Table 3. The intra- and inter-day variations were less than 5.3%, 
indicating that satisfactory precision and stability of the samples 
were achieved. Furthermore, the analytical method developed a good 
repeatability with RSD less than 2.5% (n = 6) for chloropropanols in 
refined corn oil (Table 3).

Recovery

Accuracy of the method was determined by performing the 
recovery experiments. Known amount of the standard at 80%, 100%, 
and 120% levels were added to the samples. 160ng, 200ng, and 240ng 
standard chloropropanols were added into the sample, respectively, 
to evaluate the accuracy of the developed analytical method. The 
mixtures were extracted and quantified as above method. Then the 
quantity of each component was subsequently calculated from the 
corresponding calibration curves. Three replicate samples of each 
concentration level were prepared. The results are summarized in 
Table 4. The method had a satisfactory accuracy with the overall 
recovery from 98.6 to 108.3 % for the chloropropanols.

Sample Analysis
The proposed GC-MS method was applied to simultaneously 

determine of four major MCPDs in refined corn oil. Each sample was 
determined in triplicate. The results show that 3-MCPD, 2-MCPD, 
1,3-DCP and 2,3-DCP haven’t been detected.

Acknowledgements this work was financially supported by 
the 2016 National Drug Evaluation Special Foundation of China, 
Traditional Chinese Medicine Bureau of Guangdong Province 
Foundation (20162032) and Health and Family Planning Commission 
of Guangdong Province Foundation (A2016363).

References

1. Van Duijn G. Industrial experiences with pesticide removal during edible 
oil refining. European Journal of Lipid Science and Technology. 2008; 110:    
982-989.

2. Katsuhito H, Natsuko K, Hitomi O, Masamitsu K, Toshiharu A, KazunobuT. 
Simultaneous determination of 3-MCPD fatty acid esters and glycidol fatty 
acid esters in edible oils using liquid chromatography time-of-flight mass 
spectrometry. Food Science and Technology. 2012; 48: 204-208.

3. Ramli MR, Siew WL, Ibrahim NA, Hussein R, Kuntom A, Razak RAA, et al. 
Effects of degumming and bleaching on 3-MCPD esters formation during 
physical refining. Journal of the American Oil Chemists Society. 2011; 88: 
1839-1844.

4. Jan Š, Markéta T, Iveta H, Berčíková M, Adamčíková A, Filip V. Mechanism 
of formation of 3-chloropropan-1,2-diol (3-MCPD) esters under conditions of 
the vegetable oil refining. Food Chemistry. 2016; 211: 124-129. 

5. Schilter B, Scholz G, Seefelder W. Fatty acid esters of chloropropanols and 
related compounds in food: toxicological aspects. European Journal of Lipid 
Science and Technology. 2011; 113: 309-313.

6. Sun J, Bai S, Bai W, Zou F, Zhang L, Su Z, et al. Toxic mechanisms of 
3-monochloropropane-1,2-diol on progesterone production in R2C rat leydig 
cells. J Agric Food Chem. 2013; 61: 9955-9960.

7. Abraham K, Appel KE, Berger-Preiss E, Apel E, Gerling S, Mielke H, et al. 
Relative oral bioavailability of 3-MCPD from 3-MCPD fatty acid esters in rats. 
Arch Toxicol. 2013; 87: 649-659.

8. Raznim AAR, Ainie K, Wai LS, Nuzul AI, Ramli MR, Hussein R, et al. 
Detection and monitoring of 3-monochloropropane-1,2-diol (3-MCPD) esters 
in cooking oils. Food Control. 2012; 25: 355-360.

9. Andres S, Appel KE, Lampen A. Toxicology, occurrence and risk 
characterisation of the chloropropanols in food: 2-monochloro-1,3-
propanediol, 1,3-dichloro-2-propanol and 2,3-dichloro-1-propanol. Food 
Chem Toxicol. 2013; 58: 467-478.

10. Braeuning A, Sawada S, Oberemm A, Lampen A. Analysis of 3-MCPD- and 
3-MCPD dipalmitate-induced proteomic changes in rat liver. Food Chem 
Toxicol. 2015; 86: 374-384.

11. Buhrke T, Frenzel F, Kuhlmann J, Lampen A. 2-Chloro-1,3-propanediol        
(2-MCPD) and its fatty acid esters: cytotoxicity, metabolism, and transport by 
human intestinal Caco-2 cells. Arch Toxicol. 2015; 89: 2243-2251.

12. Kim w, Jeong YA, On J, Choi A, Lee JY, Lee JG, et al. Analysis of 3-MCPD 
and 1,3-DCP in various foodstuffs using GC-MS. Toxicol Res. 2015; 31:       
313-319.

13. Robjohns S, Marshall R, Fellows M, Kowalczyk G. In vivo genotoxicity studies 
with 3-monochloropropan-1,2-diol. Mutagenesis. 2003; 18: 401-404.

14. Zelinkova Z, Novotny O, Schurek J, Velísek J, Hajslová J, Dolezal M. 
Occurrence of 3-MCPD fatty acid esters in human breast milk. Food Addit 
Contam Part A Chem Anal Control Expo Risk Assess. 2008; 25: 669-676.

15. Byoung-Seok L, Sang-Jin P, Yong-Bum K, Han JS, Jeong EJ, Moon KS, 
et al. A 28-day oral gavage toxicity study of 3-monochloropropane-1,2-diol                

Table 3: Precision and repeatability of the chloropropanols.

Compound Concentration
(μg/ml)

Precision RSD (%) (n=5) Repeatability (n=6)

Intra-day Inter-day RSD (%)

1,3-DCP

0.4

1.1 2.1 1.8

2,3-DCP 2.1 1.0 2.5

3-MCPD 0.1 1.5 2.1

2-MCPD 0.4 5.3 1.4

Table 4: Recoveries of the chloropropanols.

Compound
Level of 
standard 
added (%)

Added 
amount (ng)

Detected 
amount (ng)

Recovery 
(%)

RSD 
(%)

1,3-DCP

80 160 167.36 104.6 1.2

100 200 201.04 100.5 1.0

120 240 241.35 100.6 1.4

2,3-DCP

80 160 173.30 108.3 1.5

100 200 203.84 101.9 1.2

120 240 241.11 100.5 1.7

3-MCPD

80 160 173.04 108.2 1.9

100 200 215.39 107.7 0.8

120 240 236.52 98.6 0.4

2-MCPD

80 160 158.50 99.1 1.7

100 200 197.43 98.7 1.3

120 240 241.61 100.7 2.1

http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.200890038/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.200890038/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.200890038/abstract
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0023643812001375
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0023643812001375
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0023643812001375
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0023643812001375
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11746-011-1858-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11746-011-1858-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11746-011-1858-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11746-011-1858-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27283615
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27283615
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27283615
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.201000311/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.201000311/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.201000311/abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24040863
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24040863
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24040863
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23229518
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23229518
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23229518
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956713511004798
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956713511004798
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0956713511004798
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23712097
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23712097
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23712097
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23712097
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26597043
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26597043
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26597043
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25354796
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25354796
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25354796
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26483891
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26483891
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26483891
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12960406
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12960406
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18484295
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18484295
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18484295
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26434797
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26434797


Citation: Jin G, Wang C, Mo Q, Wu W and Wang M. Simultaneous Determination of 
Chloropropanol Fatty Acid Esters in Refined Corn Oil Using GC-MS. SM Anal Bioanal Technique. 
2018; 3(1): 1016. Page 4/4

Gr   upSM Copyright  Jin G

(3-MCPD) in CB6F1-non-Tg rasH2 mice. Food Chem Toxicol. 2015; 86:      
95-103.

16. Cho WS, Han BS, Nam KT, Park K, Choi M, Kim SH, et al. Carcinogenicity 
study of 3-monochloropropane-1,2-diol in Sprague-Dawley rats. Food  
Chemical Toxicol. 2008; 46: 3172-3177.

17. Rüdiger Weiβhaar. Fatty acid esters of 3-MCPD: Overview of occurrence 
and exposure estimates. European Journal of Lipid Science and Technology. 
2011; 113: 304-308.

18. Rüdiger Weiβhaar. 3-MCPD-esters in edible fats and oils - a new and 
worldwide problem. European Journal of Lipid Science and Technology. 
2008; 110: 671-672.

19. Crewsa C, Chiodinib A, Granvoglc M, Hamlet C, Hrnčiřík K, Kuhlmann J, et 
al. Analytical approaches for MCPD esters and glycidyl esters in food and 
biological samples: A review and future perspectives. Food Addit Contam 
Part A Chem Anal Control Expo Risk Assess. 2013; 30: 11-45.

20. Ji J, Zhu P, Sun C, Sun J, An L, Zhang Y, et al. Pathway of 3-MCPD-induced 
apoptosis in human embryonic kidney cells. J Toxicol Sci. 2017; 42: 43-52.

21. Li C, Zhou YQ, Zhu Jp, Wang S, Nie S, Xie M. Formation of 3-chloropropane-
1,2-diol esters in model systems simulating thermal processing of edible oil. 
Food Science and Technology. 2016; 69: 586-592.

22. Hamlety CG, Saddy PA, Crews C, Velísek J, Baxter DE. Occurrence of 
3-chloro-propane-1,2-diol (3-MCPD) and related compounds in foods:             
a review. Food Addit Contam. 2002; 19: 619-631.

23. Genualdi S, Nyman PJ, Dejager LS. Simultaneous analysis of 3-MCPD 
and 1,3-DCP in asian style sauces using QuEChERS Extraction and gas 
chromatography - triple quadrupole mass spectrometry. J Agric Food Chem. 
2017; 65: 981.

24. European Commission, Commission Regulation No 466/2001, Setting 
maximum levels for certain contaminants in foodstuffs. Off. Journal of 
European Communities. 2001; 364: 5-24.

25. Crews C, Hasnip S, Chapman S, Hough P, Potter N, Todd J, et al. Survey of 
chloropropanols in soy sauces and related products purchased in the UK in 
2000 and 2002. Food Additives and Contaminants. 2003; 20: 916-922.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26434797
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26434797
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18680782
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18680782
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18680782
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.201000312/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.201000312/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.201000312/abstract
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.200800154/pdf
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.200800154/pdf
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/ejlt.200800154/pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23020628
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23020628
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23020628
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23020628
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28070108
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28070108
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0023643816300925
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0023643816300925
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0023643816300925
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12113657
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12113657
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12113657
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/acs.jafc.6b05051
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/acs.jafc.6b05051
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/acs.jafc.6b05051
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/abs/10.1021/acs.jafc.6b05051
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14594676
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14594676
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14594676

	Title
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Experimental
	Reagents and chemicals
	Instruments and measurements
	Sample extraction and purification
	Calibration curve
	Recovery tests

	Results and Discussions
	Linearity, LOD and LOQ
	Precision
	Recovery

	Sample Analysis
	References
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4
	Figure 1

