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Systems using ICP-MS
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Department of Environmental Engineering, Sangji University
*Department of Chemistry, Sangji University
“Analytical Center for Science Research, Sangji University
Wonju-si Woosan-dong 660, Kangwon-do 220-702, Korea

Trace metal concentrations of water samples collected from the Han-river, the Sum-river
and the east coastal lagoons were determined. EPA method 200.8 was used for the analyses of
trace metals in aquatic system. Duplicate experiments showed good precision for the
measurements of Y and Ir with 0.89 - 585 9% of relative percent difference (RPD), but poor
precision for some elements whose concentrations were around the method detection level
(MDL). Analyses of Al, As, Be, Cd, Ge and Hf showed good spike recovery between 88.3 and
1103 9%, however, showed poor recovery for Ca, Mg, Na and K because of high
concentrations in original samples. Few samples (30 out of 732 samples in total) exceeded
accuracy acceptance limit (80 - 120 96 recovery). Specially, brackish lagoon samples showed
relatively poor recoveries. Totally 96.7 % completeness that meets the QC goal of Air Force
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Center of Environmental Excellence (USA) for water sample analysis (95 %) was achieved

throughout this study.

Key word : ICP-MS, trace metal, QA/QC, precision, accuracy, acceptance limit
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Fig. 1. Definition of precision and accuracy
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X : observed value

x : average or mean of values
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g, Adg, zad T FAd FHsel
9li= WA F Ag, Al As, Ba, Be, Cd, Ce, Co,
Cr, Cs, Cu, Dy, Er, Eu, Fe, Ga, Gd, Ge, Hf, Ir,
La, Lu, Mn, Mo, Nb, Nd, Ni, Pb, Pd, Pr, Pt, Bb,
Re, Rh, Ru, Sb, Se, Sm, Sn, Sr, Ta, Te, Th, Ti,
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Table 1. Instrument conditions for ICP-MS

measurement.

Dl o
Pla Povaratoe

140 ~ 16.0 L/min
125 ~ 1.35 L/min
086 ~ 0.90 IL/min
5.0 mm

Plasma Flow

Auxiliary Flow
Nebulizer Flow
Sampling Depth

Power . 120 Kw
Pump Rate 25 rpom
Ton Optics
Extraction Lens -400 ~ -300 V
First Lens =250 ~ 200 V
Second Lens -1200 ~ 1400 V
Third Lens 000 V
Fourth Lens 05 ~ 50V
Photon Stop - -12.80 ~ -1380 V
Entrance Plate 00V
Exit Plate -600 V
3. 2z ¢ 22

31 &g o FE% FJ(QA/QC)

nEdh F4E Q] HFA FAE F FUA
B8 &A%l Z &< (calibration check)S A A
st W 10 A AlEE FAT Fo TINEE
Al EAst 7719 MRS FrIHeR HE
3% th Fig. 28 Red A% &< Algd did

control charte]™, Table 2% Z} ¥4 HZE
ANgEe Az HEIFTFHA(Standard Deviation,
SD)E el A2 2 waming level25 +28 &
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Fig. 2. Control chart for calibration check sample.

control level 25 38 & AFE-3+9 32 control level
S 2% AL FPAE AR T AlgE2 B
Aakich Adleds 7t dadEE AL 0.005%
(Co), & 3.036%(Th), H 0.973%= "} U43
s A E VelYou ERAXE v Yol AW
ol F& A2 #Ad 54214 Er, Eu, Tm, Mg,
Na2] CRMeol tigl FFHAE 0.008~0.0485 v}
=Ll E/H, Il ol 23 pl
b Bt hut - Tl R | n
Mo, Nb, Se, Zn< 1.308~2.207%2 ThE 4o H]
# tha ®e @S Bt olze —Er“ ol
WA= B3] 7]9 dnft 3] Akl 91,‘14,

OS2 drift 48 &

Table 2. Precision calculation using calibration check sample.

(Unit : pg/L otherwise stated)

Flarmant True Measured Standard  Relative [ . True Measured Standard  Relative
T Value Average Deviation Error(%) Value Average Deviation FError(%)
Ag 3.000 2.988 0.09 0.34 Mo 30.000 29.613 1.31 1.30
Al 30.000 29.806 0.72 0.65 Na(mg/L) 1.000 0.986 0.03 141
As 30.000 30.307 1.13 1.02 Nb 30.000 30.230 2.21 0.77
Ba 30.000 30.210 0.89 0.70 Nd 3.000 2.995 0.08 0.16
Be 3.000 2.954 0.13 154 Ni 30.000 29931 1.15 0.23
B1 30.000 30.211 0.86 0.70 Pb 3.000 2.955 0.06 151
Ca(mg/L) 3.000 2.964 0.12 1.22 Pr 3.000 2977 0.06 0.78
Cd 3.000 3.012 011 0.40 Pt 3.000 2838 0.11 2.08
Ce 3.000 2986 0.08 048 Rb 3.000 3.010 0.08 0.32
Co 30.000 30.039 1.06 0.13 Re 3.000 2.960 0.08 1.34
Cr 3.000 3.041 0.13 1.37 Rh 3.000 3.008 0.07 0.27
Cs 3.000 3.000 0.10 0.01 R 3.000 3001 0.10 0.05
Cu 30.000 30.123 1.11 0.41 Sb 3.000 2967 0.09 1.11
Dy 3.000 2.99%0 0.06 033 Sc 30.000 29.759 0.75 0.81
Er 3.000 2.996 0.04 0.15 Se 30.000 30.287 1.72 0.95
Eu 3.000 3.004 0.05 0.15 Sm 3.000 2978 0.08 0.74
Fe 30.000 29.630 1.26 1.24 Sn 3.000 3.022 0.09 0.75
Ga 30.000 30.008 0.48 0.03 Sr 30.000 30.054 0.19 0.18
Gd 3.000 3.008 0.06 0.27 Th 30.000 30.134 0.75 045
Ge 30.000 30.047 0.69 0.16 Te 3.000 2994 0.18 0.19
Hf 30.000 29.286 0.98 241 Th 3.000 2.910 0.10 3.04
Hg 3.000 2.988 0.21 0.40 Ti 3.000 3.024 0.12 0.81
Ho 30.000 ] 30172 0.73 0.57 Tl 3.000 2.949 0.09 172
In 30.000 20.862 0.79 0.46 Tm 3.000 2.982 0.04 0.59
Ir 3.000 2.940 0.08 2.01 U 30.000 29.793 1.03 0.69
K(mg/L) 2.000 1.989 0.06 0.53 Vv 3.000 3.014 0.12 0.45
La 3.000 2.988 0.07 0.39 Y 30.000 29.901 0.65 0.33
Li 30.000 29532 0.89 1.57 Yb 3.000 2.988 0.07 041
Lu 30.000 20972 0.43 0.08 7n 30.000 - 30,730 1.37 2.40
Mg (mg/L) 0.300 0.299 0.01 0.32 Zr 30.000 29475 0.52 1.77
Mn 30.000 30.054 121 0.18
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Fig. 3. Calibration cruve and method detection
level Calculation for lead.
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Table 3. Method detection levels obtained from this study and other regulatory agency.

(Unit : pg/L)
Element This study 2%1(;‘;‘3 I\C/[)Il\s/rfb Element This study Element This study

Ag 0.008 0.10 30 Er 0.002 Rb 0.006

Eu 0.002 Re 0.004
Be 0.036 0.30 10 Fe 2.063 Rh 0.001
Cd 0.006 0.50 2 Ga 0.014 Ru 0.006
Co 0.003 0.09 20 Gd 0.005 Sh 0.004
Cr 0.085 0.90 20 Ge 0.014 Sc 0.147
Cu 0.136 0.50 10 Hf 0.011 Se 1.295
Mo 0.183 0.30 20 Hg 0.006 Sm 0.007
Ni 0.038 . 20 Ho 0.006 Sn 0.316
Pb 0.009 I 0.016 Sr 0.027
Tl 0.011 Ir 0.002 10 0.004

La 0.002 Te 0.062
7n 0.085 1.80 10 Li 0603 Th 0.002
As 0.015 Lu 0.087 Ti 0.024
Ba 0.010 Mn 0.026 Tm 0.001
Bi 0.050 Nb 0.102 U 0.002
Ce 0.003 Nd 0.006 Y 0.007
Cs 0.003 Pr 0.001 Yb 0.002
Dy 0.008 Pt 0:.003 Zr 0.010

* EPA 200.8, detection levels for total recoverable elements-in ‘waters by proposed Method 200.8.
> OME MISA, detection levels required by the Ontario A Ministry of the Environment for monitoring of waste waters
under the Municipal/Industrial Strategy for Abatement Program.
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@%@’ﬁ]% 7128} eH(Table 3).

MDL : Method Detection Level (ug/L)
.SD : Standard Deviation for 7 Blank Replicates

(c/s)
STD(Conc.) : Concentration for Standard solution
(ug/L)
STD(c/s) Count for Standard solution
(count/sec)
Blank(c/s) : Count for Lab. Blank (count/sec)
AAg Fol EAete F&HY AGFHE %—“a;%‘r

= Zﬂb‘i’“ A8 7
3 FAE BHE BT A
22534 AFS BIyste] AASHAT YA
AdgATe] Ao AME-EHE  relative percent
difference(RPD)= B4 xe] AAAZE el
Aolth, 28y AFE Az Ag A2 BA=
2 RPD #g uUshdi= —,-xﬂz%o] Rom olF
By 95l A YE HA2AETAMDL)
o] 20uy o]ate] Algol i) E 25% o el At
Welg QlAsE 20u) ojde] Algel tisiMe 10 %
oz elAsly ek’ AR d@dan 732 el Al
2 F 18 M ANEJF LAFAE =T 97.54%
94 E(completeness)E R I 53 AT
Aete A8 A9 366 7l AlE F 5 AR
] exsAE 2=t B63%e] fHEE B
o AmAge HHAut A8 o] =2 A
66 71 AlE F 13 N A8 23
AE zIete] S, Aty Al vl A4
g4 molxe Moz LEREoL} 06.45%°)
AHEE e 433 ALAES =2
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Table 4. Completeness calculation using samples
within the acceptance limit of precision
and accuracy.

Completeness
lagoon others total

Precision (353/366) (361/366) (714/732)

96.45% 98.63% 97.54%

Accurac (345/366) (357/366) (702/732)

Y 0426% 97.54% 95.90%
Spike B5¢e ARYE WA AR T3
Sol A9 80~120% oo} FEE HEVAR
olAst 1o spike FEE YAIE FEo 54
alAFL g1l o & o) 1 As
ivE Ui/ © R CT. r AL AS,

L

HU I
e
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N AEZE AHEHA 3
T2 Jeyed sy, Aste A Ee A
66 7H A® F 97 AETe] 2AFAE =
54%9 SAEE JElE 435e JFE
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Table 5. Precision calculation using duplicates.
Lagoon-1 Lagoon-2 Lagoon-3 Lagoon-4
1st 2nd 1st 2nd N 1st 2nd . Ist 2nd -
Result Result Iz\;? Result Result ?;2) Result Result r((;x)) Result Result k({i/:))
(ug/l) (/L) (wg/L)  (ug/L) (wg/L)  (ug/L) (we/l)  (ug/L)
Ag 0.287 0.306 6.41 0.359 0.422 16.13 < 0076 < 0.076 - <0076 <0076 -
Al 3286.363  3353.074 201 178124 174870 179 6555 6.148 6.41;
As 20055 18929 57 18204 19905 893
Be 0.751 0773 289 <0359 <0359 - <0359 <0359 - <0359  <0.359
Calmg/L) 92.200 91.200 109 48680 48970 059 55500 55.390 020 17.200 17.140 0.35
Cd <0.063  <0.063 - 0175 0.195 1081  0.107 0.102 478 <0.063 <0.063 -
Co 0.192 0.160 1818 0.081 0.094 14.86 <0.034 <0.034 -
Ge 1.329 1.309 152 <0136 <0.136 0.553 0629 128 0.215 0.196 9.25
Hf < 0107 <0107 - <0107 <0107 - <0107 <0107 - <0107 <0107 -
Ir <0025 <0025 - <0025  <0.025 - 1.337 1.261 58 <0025 <0025 -
K(mg/L) 116600 117.100 043 74250 73.900 047 115200 115800 052  27.020 27.000 0.07
Mg(mg/L)  260.000  262.000 0.77 174500 174000 0.29 250.000 248.000 0.80 56.000 56.000 0.00
Na(mg/L) 2648.000 2630.000 0.68 1513.000 1518500 0.36 1196.000  1226.000 248 317500 316.000 047
Nb <1.022 <1022 - <1022 <1022 - 15.222 172 < 1.022 < 1.022 -
Pb 3478 9911 10.102 1.91 3.38
Th & 0401 0.455 12.56 -
Ti . 117539 855 11720 11.120 525 18.206 17578
Y 1.003 1.012 089 0126 0.131 389 <0.068 <0.068 - <0068 <0068
Han River-1 Han River-2 Sum-~River Drinkingwater
Ag 0.397 0414 419 0817 0.808 1.11 <0076 < 0076 - <0008 <0008 -
Al 651.139  657.567 098 335156 323972 339 65927 67.650 - 1318 13195 0.08
As 2.580 2.644 2.45 0.980 0.822 1754 0.639 0.512 2207 <0.015 <0.015 -
Be <0.359 <0359 - <0359  <0.3%9 - <0359 <0359 - <0036 <0036 -
Ca(mg/L) 34.460 24.770 24.600 069 16.580 16,530 0.30 - - -
Cd 0.345 0.764 0.859 1171 <0.063  <0.063 - <0006  <0.006 -
Co ; 0.462 0.542 15.94 0.100 0.086 15.05 0.038 0.044 14.63
Ge 0.345 0.278 2151 0.186 0.203 874 <0.136 - <0014 <0014 -
Hf <0107 <0107 - <0107 <0107 - < 0107 - <0011 <0011 -
Ir <0025 <005 - <002 <0025 - 1.364 366 <0002 <0002 -
K(mg/L) 14.250 14.790 372 10830 10.850 0.00 2410 1.67 - - -
Mg(mg/L) 7.850 7.950 127~ 5300 2400 -
Na(mg/L) 56.900 57.200 053  46.300 46.500
" Nb <1022 < 1022 - < L0222 <1022 2.76
Ph 26.815 26.179 240 14.221 15.020 0.87




38 AEZ A% - w8
Table 6. Precision and recovery data in matrix spikes.
(Unit : %)
Spike Lagoon-1 Lagoon~2 Lagoon-3 Lagoon—4
Conc. Is 2nd Is 2nd 1s ond Ist
(ug/L) ReSLtllt Result 0D Rcsxtllt Result oD Resxtﬂt Result © 0 Result Rirslglt RPD
Ag 10.00 0.93 91.05 81.73 10.79 9161 9161 0.00 90.80 9810 773
Al 100.00 98.4¢ 84.8 514 9939 9882 057 9345 9530 196 919 P34 116
As 10000 10570 10479 086 10208 10290 080 10431 10386 043 10723 10621 0.96
Be 10.00 §2.03 91.88 005 11655 107.22 834 10083 10019 064 11064 10827 217
Ca 2500.00 96.80 96.28 0.54 90.84 90.28 0.62 94.20 9347 078 87.10 85.83 1.47
Cd 10.00 90.51 8977 082 10524 10369 149 9218 9384 178 10400 10046 346
Co 100.00 - 102.07 9944 261 10103 10178 0.74 91.67 9455 309 10160 10155 005
Ge 10000 10541 10342 191 98.87 98.19 0.69 94.66 94.71 0.05 98.14 9740 0.76
Hf 10000 10281 10145 133 10165 10127 037 10317 10317 000 10149 10262 1.11
Ir 1000 11602 - 11342 : 9.10 9320 10377 1073 87.00 9310 677
K 2000.00 94.86 94.30 1.46 0.17 91.50 92.50 1.09
Mg - 10780 10780 0.00 98.80 9840 041
Na ) 399 291
100.00 . 214 274
Pb 1000 11092 10838 232 10322 1068 350 10174 10443 261 179
Th I . . 9757 067 213 1.42
Ti 10.00 90.49 9005 051 10838 11016 162 1027 1577 290 2.80
Y 100.00 86.30 85.68 0.72 99.05 98.44 062 10456 10196 252 0.29
Han River-2 Sum-River
Ag 86.43 8794 1.73 83.80 8342 045 . 2.86
Al ; 08. 9. 2.25 84.42 88.50 472 99.66 %99 272 89.04 9440 584
As 100.00 10344 10238 1.03 10517 103.17 192 10634 10327 292 - 10472 10002 = 459
Be 1000 10646 1054 0.87 1138 12197 680 1433 10510 074 11063 1164 512
Ca 2500.00 84.11 8199 255 93.73 979 217 99.78 PN63 015 - - -
Cd 10.00 88681 1020 026 10271 10685 399 10407 10158 242 10110 2951 1.59
Co 100.00 9773 95.46 235 10393 10234 154 10119 10133 014 10419 10290 1.25
Ge 1000 9898 9827 072 10559 10562 003  96.02 9522 084 10076 10071 006
Hf 100.00 96.75 97.56 0.83 0512 10737 1210 10181 10280 09 84.18 8743 379
Ir 10.00 84.16 8348 6.13 79.89 82.67 342 857 9263 792 10650 10534 1.10
K 200000 9480  93.00 192 9453 9468 016 957 9563 167 - - -
Mg 0250 100.00 100.00 0.00 107.00 107.00 0.00 10000 10800 7.69 - - -
Na 2.000 93.63 93.13 054 89.00 89.00 0.00 93.40 9384 047 - - -
Nb . 11020 11020 0.00 9960 10018 058 11354 11565 1.34
Pb 10.00 89.30 89.06 027 10483 10967 447 9454 9816 376 11236 11217 017
Th 10.00 96.09 97.% 193 11157 11821 578 91.25 9538 443 9863  100.05 143
Ti 1000 9704 9279 448 10186 %627 564 9331 9197 145 10098 11543 1335
Y . 100.00 95.89 .70 1.25 90.40 95.19 5.16 99.62 9964 0.02 97.04 9279 448
- Not determined
* Spike Concentration < 10% of sample background concentration
D Relative percent difference between duplicate determinations
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