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Determination of trace total mercury in seawater by oxidation/purge
and trap-cold atomic fluorescence spectrometry

WANG Sainan LIU Xuesong HE Guangkai WANG Zhen LIU Liang *
(State Environmental Protection Key Laboratory of Coastal Ecosystem, National Marine Environmental Monitoring Center,

Dalian, 116023, China)

Abstract Based on the oxidation/purge and trap-cold atomic fluorescence spectrometry, a method
for the accurate determination of trace total mercury in seawater was developed in this paper. The
seawater sample was oxidized by sulfuric acid and potassium persulfate system, pre-reduced by
hydroxylamine hydrochloride, and then reduced to elemental mercury by stannous chloride. The
mercury ion was purged in the same position and trapped by gold amalgam. It was analyzed and
determined by atomic fluorescence spectrometry at the wavelength of 253.7 nm. The results showed
that the recovery was 94%—104%, the relative standard deviation of precision was 2.1%—3.6%, the
detection limit was 0.1 ng-L™", and the lower limit of determination was 0.4 ng-L™'. Compared with
the current national standard method, the developed method has higher sensitivity, lower detection
limit, and better stability. The method was validated by actual seawater samples from different sea
areas, and the results showed that the method meets the analysis requirements of actual samples.
Therefore, it is expected that the method can be widely used in the mercury determination of sea
water.
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mercury, trace total mercury analyzer.
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ASEI R R RGR W E R OUR 2~ B RA AN REE TR Y &R0, £ AR
R REFE AL SR B A Sk, I8 B e B s SR RO, AN A= 2R E 237 A T T 6 3, 3 ) 22
o NIARHER . 2017 4F- 8 A, B 1 4 BRE il A i A9 20 SR HE T ) O TR AR R A 29 ) IE AR AL,
PRARFE RERIE T Rk 5 YL T R — 20 F I DR B A 2ok A 7™ 8 R i K [
%, DRI TR ek P53 R 14 JEE 240 s 0. 42 a4 5 5 e RR R, AN SUCEEAT 5835 A0 i BE YL L, 6 75 B VER 1ok
R o A BB, g K b Rk S B D R A 5 5SS e B s #h SR AT R BOLIE T,
A S IR it 0 7 A 7K PP IR e R — TR B3 M 0 o 5 figp R ) e i 2 — 17,

F I 2 7K R R A [ ST AR E T T F2 2 Ve IR IRk | 20 G BETE N (V) IR 20k,
Y IOk B FBLE L | RO R A0, R T T WSO TS B BRI, 1205 IE RIS R B, X
TR K IR EOR BN E , Kt BRIFASBEAE) 735656 BE VL — RBOR BOSUBR I 0 YeOL BE 1%, 177 1k RABUE
%, Az Hh BR L JF B R A, B E Bl ™) S5 O I E oK, P e T R AR vy | RV Rl i,
(ELOT 3R B R 7 U2 2 S SO ot Rt 75 L A SR RS EOR B TR0 B 2 | T EL TG 12 B4
0 T K PR R

AHTFEHESL W7 RS TR T PO OLTE I, RS WA A e B, i A A ST s R O
IR A TSR A, SRR ARG 15, RIS BOR h S ARG 705 5 0] FH X o TG IR B B0 5 e A 4
e, AR R BOTCAZ 80N 5 188 ik P 2 < Al AR AR BEAT B R 5 S, S BOR ) B A, DA TR S 35 R AR 7 i A6
PR, $2TH R AWTFITIE T AU, B 5E T AR fe i ELARAE TR BT AR R | S EERYib
Jir 3R P R S P R A T 2R A 3R TAR R AR b, X OUAR S B 5 A2 T IRIE, 2R15 1 7 B A
BRI T BRE L R L MR A, ) M AN [ T DX ) 22 b T /KR X322 75706 )38 P PR AT 3R,
5 BT E AR T L AT LU, AR 3] — B A3 5E | KA IE 1K IR R AT A,

1 #MRLE5 )7 (Materials and methods)

11 AXESEH

IR LR IR AT (A 6 5 i 22 A8 TR IR 2O OB kA R 45, SE D) sl oAl BAT [R5 2 fig
AL AR B, TR 2 BT (R SA-10, HED), LT AL (MARS 240/50, SEIE) | /KI5 (T HAY
#y HH-ZK4, 1) | w5 ds (g Rebr 85-1A, hE).

KEITCE AR HEY) BT (GBWO08617, H El T B 58 Be, W B 1000 mg L', AHiE R 1 mg L), 5K
FRUERE i (BY400030, 42 88 ik, WM 16.6 ng L, AfEE 1.2 ug' L.

FoAd R AN R | AR PR R . SAA ) . R PR L SR . ERER . VRLALER L IR PR . SRR N
T2, i iR Re A = 2l
1.2 {XEF)R

IR A SR AT AL AR F BhERE R G0 . WA AR D0 FEE R 48 RN 4 BT R 48 B 15.0 mL il 85 47 A A i
A B 1) AT T DU A B 00 3% 38 A4 SRR o0 AR o, 3 2ot 0 R e 18 47 0040 AL, P ok 4k W7 425
HEATIR R, 7 B 55 SO R, E A BT, R B B RE S AR R R S IR AR ZE R e
TR T, Z R A — R R B E AR RN, — A AR A P T I, o 5K 1ok ot Bf
HEAGI BT A AR AR AT 4 0R 55 L, 43 AT A A AR A PR T, SR PR B 1 A8 TR T 5 D Uk
AR AT A, A I R XA RS S E Ry, IR TR SR & i i R R,
1.3 AR5t

IR ROR T PMT A& 00 R 540 V, 203 (S0 Wi 4 45 mL-min™', WES(E ) >
55 mL-min"". ¥ 2RI N 253.7 nm, WETRTARER 4. B A 1] A 2.5 min, WXFH B TE] 6.0 min, 8
(F ] 3.0 min, P45 B[R] S 2.5 min. J5 9000 6 RE Tt 17 He: 260 V, IR0 FE : 8 mm, KT HL UL
30 mA, S E () : 300 mL-min™, B & : 800 mL-min™', 528U BT[R]: 12 s, ZERBFIAE]: 0.5 s, W
(gAY AT
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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of the trace total mercury analyzer
1.4 prEdhZeme i

R E 10.0 mL B9 1000 mg L™ (SR FLIC R AR HED T, FHERIR (1+199) ¥ W E 25 W B 2 100.0 mL,
il 45 1% 100.0 mg L™ A R ARERE 25 9. LAERIR (14199) 38 944 B R A i did 459, 0 1 Al 1.00 pg L™ Al 9K
AT R . B — 2 i SR A AT I T AR S A BT D, 2 45 2 15 mL, Bl ok & 52k 0. 50, 100,
500, 1000 pg HIbRIE Z G .

1.5 FESCREE

e B VR W I TS 565 3 8B40 KRN RAE . W AE 5185 ) (GB 17378—2007) LA K (T 5 T du B4 45 W
DR ) (HY 442—2020) BYFE SHEATAE SR AR, SRAEUF UK I ABR IR (R A7, (AR & pH< 2, 26 T3 i
(2% B4 b R SC I8 AR 4 R R TR CLRE ) L R0 (2#KF ) L 30T (3#RE ) L 35 K B A (4#
FE&).

1.6 AN [ R 2% 1 Ak 28

TR - 4 TR K 2R (SAPPS) : B E B B2 R AL A% 15.0 mL KRN %) 50 mL H 28 e a8, IR A
0.37 mL (YR AR F1 0.60 mL 1Y & 55 BRSTVA TR (50 g L), R4 K RE I 8 45, N ZE474), 11 15 min N 258
I, AN R A A TR A R A BERE ) 4.5 mL), i /AKREZER: 265 2 Tk, T 105 °C 4k
1 h, B E0 Z 20 I 3000 52 s, 3204 100 755 6 2 P2 e v W (200 g- L"), B 28 v IR 6 W a8 €2 1k,
EALET IS B %5 (200 g L)

FATRIAZR (BCS): HL 2.5 L #h R TR, sl ik, FimA 27 g RIS 20 1 h. 18 A
38 g IRMRE G, KA RN ™= A Ui B8 1 10 2R, A V€0 B A8 21 A0 A7 €51, 68 XA T R 2 i b 1 h, 3Rk
X, BE G F]. B B R LIS 17K RE 15.0 mL, IMA 0.75 mL SRR, %8 T HCE 10 min,
R it BT €2k B £ EL TR 0 300 R LA AR AR, S R BLAb B AR Sy 5, 5 ULy A S AR TR (R
AL 2.4 mL), H IR T TH AR 24 o D05 Ik R 5 e VA S R TR, AR AR TE (R,
EHLET I A AL B T

b R A 1 L A TH R IR R (HANAEDS) : 2 B E 5 R 2 £k (1) /K BE 25.0 mL Ji B 2% U 36T A 4
H AR 2.5 mL MR ERFR AN 2.5 mL AOMRAK AR, INZEHE2S], IR E 60 min. SR 5 HCE T H HOH X
H, T 180 C IHMF 2 he WU S 0% B &R, B TH ML 2 100 mL 78 50, ] 5% 1R Bt R V45 W
(B2 0.2 g FAKFRANIA T 900 mL 7K, FEMI 27.8 mL AR, FH /KM R 22 48 & 1000 mL) 22 %%, LHLAETIA
A BRI

1o B R A - R K 2R (PPSAS) : T HUE B R R £k 1 K B 25.0 mL JilCE T 125 mL #£ 5, FEmA
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1.25 mL i B R BRI (50 g L7, AW 1 min Ji5, & 202 =00, TR 5. AT I #h iR 2 e i, b
BLAT A AL 3 7

2 25 5978 (Results and discussion)

2.1 SEE AL
211 AN[FETH AR FR A ABOR LR

I 5 1A 7 P SR SR 1 D R AR R A [T A R 2R, 4T P S TR0 285 1 0 1 TR 4 e A S A X R 1Y
TR, FHER IR R A D i 8 ) AR, B A K M SR SRR BT R . N TR T AR R A
HOAR TR 25 B SR B AR AN ], 50 B8 fie 0 1 5 A AR 2 2 5 R A S B SR 1T 1. 225 [ I A Z il
FE BRI TR, SR AR BE R 4 FIH AR AR R T 528 . SR FH R AR AR, INBR v B 53
ik . w4, 4390 10, 30, 50 ng- L, FR0T I MR AR R 19 SE AR5 25 R W (1] 2), (IRvk R, [mlife
AT EIRAR YR A « 2o R 0 - R AR R > A R - 1o o R A 2R > 5 - T v R A AR R > S A TR
Fs TP R, 110 A BRARIR Ay - b T2 - 1 Pl AT (SR 2R > o ok T B - TR A 2R > Bt PR -1 i TR
PR R > AL IRAR R vk BE 2R, [0 A g BIARARUA - R 2 - 12 H PR i (SR R > o 0 R 0 -
TR > B2 -2 i PR PP A R > AL IRR &

050 ng-L™" 030 ng-L™! B10 ng-L!
]

|
SAPPS

BCS

HANAEDS

PPSAS =

0 50.0 100.0
Recovery rate of different digestion systems/%

B2 [T A A R A [T 36 e A
(SAPPS REEBMR - AR, BCS RFAILIA R, HANAEDS {3 Ehme-iH e s A TH AU R, PPSAS AR BRI - TR A R )
Fig.2 Comparison diagram of the recovery rates of different digestion systems

SRRT , BRI - Bl PR PP 2 . Sl TR A 28 D R - T A 28 0 A [ i B2 8 T b e o LA AR
SE B AR, AIA] 22 S /. SRR -H TR F BT AR 20 TR b L i AN [R) R B A AR AR i, A1k
HORZESFU I, Jr kR E YA R L X 0] BE SR R AR I EARRE A ¢, —J7 T i S AL BE ) AT B
JRA i 3t e v o AR O 5 55— D T, R PRI I 4B, — B R R IR MR R, Bl B KA L R s AR
MR A BT B 38 L BURRY) | T Ul LA KA ) 45 B A Lo e 52 J 1) B 25 ) S AT 0 A, [l lsg % T 5k 3]
91.1%—111.6% Z a1, 58 32 A 22 X (A 5 25 1% 1] AR i A5 AR08 9 20 VR . o T 9 2K o
IR A 73 BT SR B S B X7, g oK I AN X8 5 1) S 7 UL ) 7 58 T R AR 3V P T e A, A5 1T i o6
A RE BB Bl 33X IF AR AR i 2B P T I R RO RCR, AR S256 10 b 2 R PR AR 249 2 i J0RE ) 1)
S, RIHOZIE A 2RI E 5

X HHCA 3 2H 8 i TR AR A B, SR AR PR R AR SR LRI AR IR, (DR AE 65.3%—80.2% Z[H]. Sk
TSR GO, 5 HAB T AR R LUEL, IF A s BORILS, Iz el i fAL R a0 g e, &
PR A R A TR AU, TS 2 de I B 9. BRR - 3 B R PRI R AR A IR B L T, [ WA S AR i
PR B R 1A 25 . L Ab, B TR - e il TR A 2% v ) o i R 0 T o o 2 L B il 3K, Ak B SR AN 2
A, WCRANHERE N T R 715 28 5 I8, i R PR R AR b | e BE ALY DR S B, ELid i
WRERARE Sy BE . D R, A 5 AT, I e KRR I B B T AR R
2.1.2 FhERFR N TAL SN 8] 5

AR B e 1) T A 2 30 i i A S A R, 9 A 7e S A VR AR 2y, SRR R I O A i I A



990 B78 5% 1t 2 42 %

IR, BRI, AN — 0K B b J5 R R B T B AT Y 38 R A%, IR BB BT 1k & A AR A PR 1
T (0 5 R B -G R A 2R i AR IR 8 i I %)t 2 30 i aed i %) vo R R A1, 5 DU ok i 1) o A PR 0 R & T4
SR 5E . DRI, R 2 M A P e 200t e, AN 55 B X R R TR i 1) FH e T R O 2 A AR5 . (H S5 v
TCIE A R AR R ¥ i J T B 2 A A B AR BRI, B0t T 1. 3. 5. 30, 60, 120, 180 min [
7 AEFRL L, R SRV A IAR G R S OINAR VR BE A 30 ng L") 2k 25 8 3 1R ¥ e 1) J52 7 s 1) %of [T AC %6 g
ML 3). 8] 3 455 R, N A SRER B2 e 5 min J5, [SCR BIARE A 2 91.8%, T Y 4% /> i 7] 4,
HE ISR I AT B ARk, HURTE 91.8%—88.6% Bl N I 511, HAT A HI 442 XHZ G0 [MTIBCR ELR,
AN & EI R B @A P Ny N el o g AR I R = S I T b < 1 NG =N L 2 219 = VA
JCE 2/ 5 min A TR — 2B EAE.

120.0
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100.0 -
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60.0 ! L 1 1 Il ! 1 1 1 L ! 1 J
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3 ERRIR I E I 18] Y5
Fig.3 Effect of the placement time of hydroxylamine hydrochloride

2.1.3 A A S5 (] 5 1 e ) 52

A B 2 AT SRR Y 2 SCH B — 3R, AR TR R bl TR AR B8 ok SRS R A # 41E
BRSOk B HE A, AR BRI IR T A e B2 HERE B b S8 1 AT oR B B 4R
AT 85 114 30 i [) % S A0 3 EL AT A R i), SR T 30 5L i ) P 532 00 i R AT R GE IS, 3 o 4 J2: Eie
J5E, B G3 7. AR T A1 AR I it A AR i, 38 T SR I A SRR By, PRl (AR TC 45 19 ) Sl gE A gtk
PEWRA, IH AR i i D P 1] DA 3k 39 B8 g )30 JEURBOCR i Ty T B8 AR SE e BT 6 SIS T A, 23310 5
30, 60, 90, 120, 300 min, X [i] — KR E K AFRAE i (B2 30 ng L) BERE 73 A7, 5 2 A [R] ik Ji i 1)
T, IARAE S R 25 R (&) 4), B F A TR S min, IR 101%, 387 30 min, H 15k
3] 98.3%, {H &l it 30 min &, e EIICRIF0n 22 B0 28 T FE A E, 2 60 min i, [B1CRAN 79.1%,
#) 120 min Wi, MIAREIT 40%, ZJ5 RFFRE . 45 B IE, FEMINA SAL IS )5 55 4 7E 30 min N 58
S 7E .
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Fig.4 Effect of the placement time of stannous chloride
AN TRIARHETT 10 7 7K FP R R I SR P ) ST S 8 AN T, g D S A . 8 o X B 45 2R 4
SO, A SCLIREE Ry 55 ng Lt B ANBRAE S -FAT I A2 6 W, 75 58 A0 T 895 4 o) 0 7 G o 1) 52 1 1575 140
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53R (5), 3 PG AL 25 i 25 1 B RT3 BRI AE 95.2%—103% Z (8], AR A & M 22 5, 1]
AL W & & T 020 mL 5 X A2 B OR 1 5w O S B3 R AE RS 2 R B9 A X bR oE e 22 7
1.3%—2.1% Z [1], 0.35 mL G Ak 085 FH 5 04 A X b v O 25 e /N, BRLEKE 0.35 mL &30 200 g L' 4R
A A5 VE A 0 T 7] FH o 1 e A 2% A1

110
100
90
80

70

Recovery/%

60

50 F

40 +

30

0.20 0.35
Addition amount/mL

B 5 A R
Fig.5 Effect of the amount of stannous chloride
2.2 JyERAE
2.2.1 YR JREFIORG 5
T IO PR R KRR i, T B IR YR BE 43 591 15.0. 35.0. 55.0 ng- L' A AF v, HEAT J7 12 v B2 110
TIE. b 3 I R T B W v T R T R Y SR K B SE PR B, DRI S 5 R T A S L %k T
il 4 ASPATHE, RAUALS B9 T5 85, $epe S e A 4D BRBEAT DU, IR HR DR, 25 R Bon (58 1), Ry
-8 BRI 7E 94%—104%, BIRTA HI 442 X izcim Z¢ IR G 2R
R1MEESLS
Table 1 Results of the accuracy
R IR B/ (ng- L")

bR/ (ng L) Detection concentration A/ (ng L) IS /%
Spiked concentration 1 N 3 4 Average value Recovery
15.0 20.6 20.4 21.2 213 20.9 104
35.0 41.1 39.7 42.8 393 40.7 101
55.0 54.0 572 55.9 60.4 56.9 94

e AR EE45.30 ng L

FE 15 mL AR S A3 BT, 23 50 A SRR A5 P, (5 75 5 L v %) R 48 X 2 4331 >4 100, 500,
1000 pg, X1 H MR A 6.67., 33.3. 66.7 ng-L™". ik 3 Fp & O FE 5, ¥ BEOE AL IS 09 5 ik, $BE i 40
Mré 20 B8, HESe I 7 Uk, Bk Jr i BORS  BE. 25 R R (38 2), AIRIR BERE 7 (100 pg 71 ) AH X A7 A 22
H 3.6%, TR EEAE AL (500 pg 7R ) A 2.6%, R BEERE &L (1000 pg K ) A 2.1%. A8 T 36X TR MR BE A 5 (4 4
X B EIR ZE 4 HIFE 5% LAY, 78245 A HI 442 X% 2K

x2 KEEL
Table 2 Results of the precision

- {H/pg
A& /pg Detection value F-HfE/pg HEXT AR HEN 22/ %
Amount added 1 5 3 4 5 6 7 Average value RSD
100 93.2 98.4 102 101 104 97.5 104 99.9 3.6
500 485 477 491 488 498 519 501 494 2.6

1000 965 924 930 956 906 944 914 935 2.1
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1t 42 %

3

992 678

222 H FBRATI E R RR
Jid B oR 4a X5 &4 0, 50, 100, 500, 1000 pg HIARHEFR 1, $2 AL G 09718, IR VERE, IR 4a % &
SR AR AR, 2GR B S AL bR, ST EOR N A2 bR TR ph 26, 753 2Lk 1Ry R RN o AE, 255 ANE 6 T
N EERR, HETTFER y=15599x+169134, Lt AH I R AL » KT 0.995. 2 I8 CERBE W 7347 J7 v b o
T TH AR G (HI 168—2020) YFfFS% A Jri, LRSS FK A2 A, #2000 IS I ik, S22 1111k,
AR MR 224 0.035, HE— R B 0.1 ng L', LIKS ) FR 9 4 A5 46 il T R, M T R
0.4 ng-L™".
18000000 —
16000000
14000000
12000000

10000000 [
8000000

Relative fluorescence response value

6000000
4000000
2000000

y=15599x+169134
#=0.9998

J5 ¥R H BR(MDL): 0.1 ng-L ™!

Ji 805 F BR(MQDL): 0.4 ng-L™!

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
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B 6 oRbrifh £ IEl
Fig.6 Mercury standard curve

e 5 BT A BT R EAT . B AR Sy T THAS [ AR G - F AR 2 2 D IR OGS
T 5E AR R, R K R R TR ARG S BR R 30 ng Lt A T 1 AR R0 A FH I 2 i R B K R
7K, SR T FL FATE B iy I MG ik 0 1 P e AR AR, AR BR D 0.3 g L5 A5 5 AF Y SR T A A
T A E R P 1ok R T X BTSSR EE ST A, A RO 4 g L 0 R SRR AT
e 5 A A B R H - BT S G EE I S R ARG R RO 7.5 nge L5 X /N AEAE R ST T L R A A B T
MR- A I A K P R R, R BRJE IR : 1.15—31.1 ng- L™ 5 iR B A AR FT R AR HE, AR 7 3 ARG
HBRAE T 5B K-
2.2.3  SEBREER T

FETOACSE BT, X R T . AR i LA SRR R IR 4 2K S, JEAT R & R A, BT
VE O SEBRARE h . EAR PAT 0T 6 UK, TSR i 22 R A v A 22 . S5 R R (3R 3), 5K
BRAE i 43 BT 485 SR B4R Kot s 1 Al 2 98 TR R 2.5%—10%, Xt T BEAUA 3 ng- L Ze A7 AR, ARG o o
ZEAE 10%, 776 HI 442 X124 K2 T I AR 00 o o8 i 2 B 225K

R3O A R XS BRAE il A 45 2R
Table 3 Results of determination of actual samples from different sea areas
Ry £/ (ng L)

Detection concentration FME/ (ng L) BRAEMRZE/(ng L) ARXTRRAE
| 5 3 4 5 6 Average value  Standard deviation  fi2£/%RSD
1#FE 6.01 6.61 6.80 7.09 7.47 7.14 6.85 0.51 7.4
2#kE b 3.88 3.85 3.95 3.16 3.57 3.10 3.59 0.38 10
3#EE 18.7 21.2 20.9 20.0 20.7 20.6 20.4 0.90 4.4
AHFE S 10.6 10.5 10.7 10.1 10.9 10.5 10.6 0.27 2.5

23 H5IATEAR R A

FHARIEAC G BT 8200 1#RE S, 315 2007 R (2L W ERTE ) (GB 17378—2007) 1 5.1 2
IR G E M KR 9 BRAT AR 7 v AT R i R O ik, A R 7 ng L, ME T
PRk 28 ng L' EAEME 6 IR, G55 Won, EIAR T AT 1R S B ARKT Y, WA 58 O v 8 TR A 1Y)
U A 6.85 ng- L', RSD A 0.51%( UL3% 4) . 1#FE S AR T AR 732 (R HE B, 5 148 & A O
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TR AR, R 3 HFORMER R R | I ARG A 0 B4 U 2SI KR i S8 AR Ty ik )
SE TR, U6 ARAIF T 5 B B RA T B bR 2 AR I 2 R R B e R ) ) KR i T LA B B
[Fi] — B R A, 20 S PR R O o J 00 R 6 R, A5 31 AR 7 v R AR AR Y B (16.0—17.4) pg L,
RSD Jy 3.6% ; A WF 5% 7 B A0 BN (16.4—17.2) pg-L™, RSD N 1.7%, Wi J5 1 2 76 bn 118 (16.6+
1.2)pg L JEEN, £F6 20K, IR0l F 122 5.

T4 TBRRE L SARERE R I S X

Table 4 Comparison of determination results between actual samples and standard samples

SERAE I E /(ng L) B il e (ug L)

T Determination of actual samples Determination of standard samples

Number EN Y IWIRFS FEbRTT % AWFFETT % 2} 797 R7S
The present method The national standard method The present method The national standard method

1 6.01 ND 16.6 17.4

2 6.61 ND 16.7 16.9

3 6.80 ND 17.2 17.5

4 7.09 ND 16.7 16.0

5 7.47 ND 16.4 16.7

6 7.14 ND 16.4 16.4

FHE 6.85 — 16.7 16.8

X 22 /% 0.51 — 1.7 3.6

TE: NDRARAG T AR50 07 2 A AR B -2 TR 2O BIFR ik QR IR ) (GB17378.4—2007) R F 5t
EE KRR BT i

Note: ND represents No Detection; the present method is the optimized purge and trap-cold atomic fluorescence spectrometry; the national
standard method is the atomic fluorescence spectrometry used to determine the mercury in sea water prescribed by “the Specification for
Marine Monitoring” (GB17378.4-2007).

3 %512 (Conclusion)

AT T — Pl T WA AR 18 S O G A I R K IR B R A 515, JE A KRR T
i 7518« ERRER I F8 38 DA 18] | Sl IV 895 04 30 s [ R P 2 25 T Ak R B R AT T — R4, i R
BT T iR AR 2R 08 [mDSCRANAS T ELARRE , 9 firp aod A 22 4 B9 2990500, R B R T AR R ISR R
e g L R R 0 25 SRS R /N, 25 TR B TARRCR, IR MR )38 S5 18] 5 miin. 5046 085 )38 5t
IS [ 6 45 A AR W2 35 AOSE R, O T 3R T A O, R A @A B3 )5 30 min AR 258 BN 7E .
BT RACR T %, X — RPN SEAEAT R, 732007k LAy 0.99995, K FROy 0.1 ng- L™, J5E
PR 0.4 ng- L | [MICRAE 94%—104%. 55 FE bR 5k (PR 2 A HEAR, [ bR 7 vk 0 2 52 P it 2K R i
AN, AT 7 vk ol LUK . AT 07 i B A6t BRARG | B B e . 22 B il 20 i A 1 i 25 0
e, BEME T K h R R A 23 AT.
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