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Application of control chart and multi-control methods in soybean powder
proficiency testing
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LIU Peng-Zhan, CHEN Zun-Jun, LUO Xiao-Min

(Guangdong Institute of Food Inspection, Guangzhou 510435, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To verify the accuracy and reliability of proficiency testing results of aluminum, total

arsenic, cadmium, lead and total mercury in FAPAS 07322 soybean powder. Methods Quality control was carried

out by method comparison, instrument comparison, spiked recovery and control chart. Results The relative

standard deviation(RSD) of the method comparison was 0.9%-2.4%, the RSD of the instrument comparison was

0.9%-2.3%, and the recovery rate was 98.9%—107.4%. The results were within the warning limit, and the control

chart was reliable. The ability verification result |Z] was in the range of 0.2-0.4. Conclusion The combination of

multiple quality control methods can provide technical references and methodological applications for peer inspection

and testing institutions to carry out capability verification.
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DIHLFA EE F1 KB UL AR o LA AT 38 e 5250 2% [ He ot
T RE TS ORI RE T, A UE A 5646 I 35 S0 A A Rk A2
TR . AT

Fa il B — P PP A 1 AR S B 4k B Bk HR S AL T 40
PP RS A 05 200, o] FH T W RN B v R R L RS R
DA B B 00 8 R A s a4 ) PR A
MR T HZ —, S s Al AR ] B R BUAEAE 0 I s 1
BLFE AT, HAA SEREE R AR A 2R AR
AT SRS I S AR, A SRR s ] R by B — A B
X, SEGHBGIT SR gl RAS B0 ik, &
R HLFY AT 45 & Z2 R0 T il ik, T 24 E L RS
PR A HT, T EE HEAE AFRR T 0e) 7 AG: B Ao R LR B R R I L
FE I IE, SEBUX &5 SR A sk o AN IR W 5T
s il PR A A AT L £ A A R S B R R
455 A

AHFFEIE i B9 E FAPAS 4HE71Y 07322 KTk
BR LRV R L ERLROR DN E M RE 1SR E, A ik ek
ACES EET L b [ SR IE D % 22 il s o 1 468 e 4 3, &
g LA HE T R AT SRV SRS T IR UE, DA A IR A 7RG 56 A
MU SR LRI 22 T 7 B AR W, R B o S 284l 4
BT D530 14D JB ks o) Rt T A 52 30 5 o o 4 P KO SRt
AR

2 MBRERE
21 MRIEERF

2.1.1  SEKA

HMR . EFR(EGR L, g 25 SR AT PR A
Al); 10%BE e — S VAT . TR AR VE M (P ali, £
PerkinElmer 24H]); AL . BB . WA LH T
afi, ], FENDC AR HERE A R B 4R
B RPRUEVSIE . NARICRRUER S BT, BARIERR IR
(1000 mg/L, %[H Inorganic Ventures 2\ H)); 4% . #EFRVER
(1000 mg/L, [EZA 48 X BT ARG .
212 Rz

T B A3 AT AR e 5 AR AR AT 5 A B 40 T 3
WEEE T, MR DL ZUR T bR e BT 38 B 1 RAbs i S5 H AR
ek, BARSEILE 1.
2,13 MK R

K EHRE ST IRIEAE NN (07322), H1 FAPAS 214,

214 BELHEE

Agilent 7800 HLBAH A % B FRF %L . ICP-OES
5110 HLBGE & 55 B IR B S5 (8 I LR RHE AT B
25 7)); NexION 300Q HJEAH 445 55 K B35 . PinAAcle
900T JFFWR U /36t EEiH(ZEE PerkinElmer 23 #); ICE
3500 JRFIR SO EETH(GERE Thermo 24 H]); AFS-8230
JEF S EATEAL (I RALER A B2 H); DMA-80 42
FRAL (&R FI AR 28 5 A7 BN 1]); Multiwave PRO FRiipk 1 i
AL 2 AR 1)), LE104E T3 43 2 —H K F- (B 1
Mettler Toledo /A 7l); Milli-Q Advantage A10 BlR 4l /K RS
(#815 Merck 22 A)).

22 EWHE
221 HRwEaE

L RS A 55 B F MR 5% 42 2% (inductively  coupled
plasma-mass spectrometry, ICP-MS). HLJEM & & FIK KL
B 9% 3% ¥ (inductively coupled plasma optical emission
spectrometry, ICP-OES) Fll f1 8 4 it F W W 43 >t % B 3
(graphite furnace atomic absorption spectrometry, GFAAS)F:
A RTALER: FRICHE SN2 0.4 gCKEHA 2 0.001 @), TR
PIE, A 5~10 mL AHER, i REIGH I AR A 40 20 BRI
fift o Ko A A L P AR R, 100 °CAInEA 30 min, K
SEAE S0 mL, TR,

JELF ¢ 56 6 1% ¥ (atomic  fluorescence spectrometry,
AFS)IE SORRTAEL: FREUHE T2 0.4 g(FsTf % 0.001 g),
BT HOOERNEE, A 6 mL RERE, INEEACER . KH
HEATIOB T AR, TR ARV J S 202 £ 1T, BT 90 °CF L
TR EAFELLNRE A, ARBAKERZE 25mL, IRSSH.

ELE IR 2 % T [l A4 A Sl b A s BB ERE, JOHT ik
Fikt ST Ab
222 AFEBRELH

(1) ICP-MS #:

SRAECER B SR HOCERARMERE R, T 5%
PR (VN Vs L TAC ) SR o o A 8 Y, 028 20 R A 11 1
0.0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0, 2.0 pug/mL 4AFrAET/ERE
#; 0.0, 2.0, 4.0, 8.0, 16.0, 24.0, 40.0 pg/L S AHRHE
TAEHEW; 0.0, 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0 pg/L bR
TAEVE®G 0. 1.0, 2.0, 4.0, 8.0, 12.0, 20.0 pg/L #45
WE ARV . 205 2% AR IC T B . B8 B9, B . %
ARV -

*1 FIEHSHE
Table 1 Quality control sample parameters
JLHE R &9 PR A S AfHIE
ST GBW(E)100348 KK 0.23 mg/kg 0.23+0.03
5 GBW(E)100348 FAKH 0.24 mg/kg 0.21£0.01
it GBW(E)100348 Tk H 0.12 mg/kg 0.12+0.02
R NIST2976 T D1 21 21 61.0 ug/kg 61.0+3.6
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(2) GFAAS ¥

Oy A 2% R TR K 5 B s Y £ 45 YR B8 T 1 e
3.0 pg/L BUEBFRIE T AR R 25.0 pg/L AETRRIE T AR,
1% IR — S (VI R A A BRI E R, GFAAS 4351 A
R 0.0, 0.6, 1.2, 1.8, 2.4, 3.0 ug/L [RRFRIE L
M2k 5 F0 0.0, 5.0, 10.0, 15.0, 20.0. 25.0 pg/L AYHFR1E
TAEMZR S

(3) FRARER W A T il

AFS oW BGRAREIR M 100 uL, i 5%ERER R
10 mL, Ll AL 10 pg/mL Hh Il &0, T S il ek i &
WRFRMIE ] 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5, 3.0 pg/L MIbRHE
TAER W -

T DN oK 1 W IBOR AR MEVE W 100 pL, F ] 2 W
(0.5 g/mL B 5% R B — 5 %o il PR V45 VR 2 45 28 10 mL, L kil 1
10 pg/mL f A A0 4 VR, T P T 7 V055 6 YR B G
0. 5. 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 100, 200, 300 ng/mL [
PRI R YR -
223 MBI EME

ICP-MS F1l AAS {8845, 43503 2. 3. ICP-OES
5110 88 TSR 12.0 L/min, S 0.7 L/min,
PR E 1.0 Limin, W2EJ5: &1; AFS-8230 JtGH
FEREAE R E 270 V, KT HLIE 30 mA, #0300 mL/min,
b #emE 8 mm, AR 0.5 mL, ZEFR] 20 s;
DMA-80 T3 4 200 °C, BE] 60 s, FFALIEIE 850 °C,
JnFAETE] 125, AR 100 mL/min,
224 REHEHFTE

(1) ARy Xt

EFH 2 RS I B Re e 2R, DAVEM vk 1 vl 5
PEFIRRE M . A —4EABL, ¥4 ICP-MS L. ICP-OES

. GFAAS . AFS kDL ELEEFRANTE 43 30 4
BhLOEY. BORMEE, HWEAITCEEMEY | MXTERIE
1l 2% (relative standard deviation, RSD)LL & AHXFAHZE .

(2) AUASPERE HEXS

[ —#AE DL, 435I 7800 F1 300Q ANIA|H 51y
ICP-MS, PEFIFGERIRAS, Rllgn . S, SRR 0 & i,
HEAITEREHMEY | RSD LR AXAH2E

(3) i I S 56

FE SO TR SE 56 A5 B0 4 o0 R B R E BRI T,
B IBRAE i o 8 ICP-MS BE 47 . B 5 IS, AFS
PR E R, AR SR IDARAE S EE A E 10 K, ATt
3 RSD Finbr E e

(4) TR r 2

Fie B IR bR EICSEg Jr, AR 10 RER IR I
R, 2mlECR X-E, WA MR EN. &
G 22 B AL

MY R A A AR AR, 22 ek X-FE X3t st
TR B . P57 ICP-MS Hl AFS fefE LAESAE, 439
W B e P Bl . &, STRESRM G, BIHE 10
U, TR A A RO X R ENR 2 S,

DA B3 8 2 (kP 02 (center line, CL), X£2S
FEE BT, X3S HATh ETFBR, 432 il m e i
PRI s ] LR 43 A 3 s R 4 o) A A
NG NSRS . RIFEM BOREE 40, Te it R BAEAE)
(]2 IE
2.2.5 FAPAS #& ) e R0 o ik

WA Z WA BOR PPN SE 8 % 40 AR T, Z 22
HHER G 2 5 B I bR 22 0 Ee )

*2 HBRBAFEFERRIENELEY
Table 2 Inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometer instrument conditions
St S e 02e L b S 92 L s {2 B A B e e S e e g
iy ST =W wv“%%ﬁijﬁimi/ —lﬁaﬂ(}l.hi/ L) WM.;/)ILE/ ﬁkim.ui/ AR BMIEE NAILE
(L/min) (L/min) (L/min) (L/min)
==
Z\ Jasl e
Agilent 7800 1550 15.0 1.02 0.9 5.0 %j.' i i
st fi i
Y ki) {24
NexION 300Q 1200 16.0 0.95 1.2 0.0 ik i Bk
#3 FETFRESEREIHU SRR
Table 3 Atomic absorption spectrophotometer instrument conditions
e K /mm He4E/mm AL /°C SR EE/°C
PinAAcle 900T %(228.8) 0.7 850 1800
ICE 3500 #1(283.3) 0.5 300 1150
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31 ZMXREREREXEREHY

PEFR VS R A ANES, LAREIN TC 2 e B o A AL b,
FrIITC R 5 BTk bR 0 R ma b A5 -5 (8 1 U SO B
bR, S alesdilbruE ek, R 40 5 AT, RS SR AEAR
i BESE IR, ZRMEOC R AT, r* £ 0.9958~1.0000 Z[A], i i
HISERBOAMET 0.99 (yZRM, FFEI0RMMHINAIE.
32 FHAEHWER

MR 4 WAL, ANFEIJ7E ST E SR RSD 7
0.9%~2.4%, FFMICE RSD ¥I/NTF 10%, 1R TR =N
FRBUNT 15%MER, RUAIRFEDIEGEE . e

MECRI SR, FREHREREAR, B4,
33 (USSR

f 2 5 AT, 4 A 7800 1 300Q MIELS . Hd
AR B, RSD 78 0.9%~2.3%. 1l E 45 5 RSD ¥/hT
10%, FHMAARFESH ICP-MS X ICE & &M A
K, (R RAT
34 [EIERZER

BRLORER L B Y. BOREIEERZE RSN 105.2% .
98.9%. 107.4%. 102.6%F1 100.7%., FMILE RSD fE
0.8%~3.7%, [BISCRTE 98.9%~107.4%, L5 WL 6, 2
el 2 45 B 0.1~100 mg/kg, [BIRTE FBI7E 80%~110%
MR o

R4 FELETER(N=6)
Table 4 Results of method comparison (n=6)

(SRUIBT%: S J5 i HexT LN P E TEEY LA RSD/%
e ICP-MS i Y =0.7491X+0.0167 0.9996 49.4 mg/kg 0.9
ICP-OES Y=2237.72X+532.39 0.9998 48.8 mg/kg 1.2
) GFAAS Y=0.14329%X+0.0178 0.9951 426 ng/kg 2.1
b ICP-MS 7% Y=0.0863X+0.0000 0.9998 437 ng/kg 1.7
GFAAS Y=0.00206X+0.0025 0.9998 518 ng/kg 2.3
i ICP-MS ¥ Y=0.0730X+0.0029 1.0000 507 ng/kg 1.8
e AFS ¥ Y=1556.8153X+110.6775 0.9958 309 ng/kg 2.4
B SR Y=0.0008147464X+0.0025 0.9996 318 ng/kg 1.6
F5 (UHEEXLER(n=6)
Table 5 Results of instrument comparison(n=6)
(SRUIBT%:S S HE X MR P d TEEY Bf RSD%
. 7800 Y =0.7491X+0.0167 0.9996 49.4 mg/kg 0.9
300Q Y=0.00165X+0.0000 0.9999 49.0 mg/kg 1.3
i 7800 Y =0.0485X+0.0000 0.9999 936 ng/kg 2.3
300Q Y =0.1844X+0.0000 0.9995 948 ng/kg 1.9
. 7800 Y=0.5424X+0.0011 0.9992 431 ng/kg 1.3
i 300Q Y=0.0863X+0.0000 0.9998 437 ng/kg 1.7
) 7800 Y=0.0730X+0.0029 1.0000 507 ng/kg 1.8
i 300Q Y=0.000684X+0.0000 0.9999 513 ng/kg 22
R 6 FMTRENERLER(n=6)
Table 6 Results of element recovery rate (N=6)
(GRUPTES AR A E Pz TARAEE - 4 E By RSD/% 3R /%
s 49.4 49.5 101.7 mg/kg 1.1 105.2
oyt 948 619.0 1560.1 ng/kg 3.7 98.9
i) 436 400.0 865.7 ng/kg 0.8 107.4
i 507 485.8 1005.3 ng/kg 2.6 102.6
Bk 309 308.8 620.1 ng/kg 2.1 100.7
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3.5 REHRMNESERE X-E PP S RGN, A5 o il TR, P B e
S BITE FpsRe fh el . MRl 5 RS SRR RS R RUE MR, R
HLLFE 7, MR, 2R, AWRESTIUESE | B 5 L B ALEGR I E T2 A, Sk

M 1~ 5 a4, 8RBV, 6. BYRLEOR A E 25 2R B F R A T 1

Fz7 ENEREREHRZIESER0N=10)

Table 7 Results of recovery rate and quality control samples testing (n=10)

FEMICR FHME E = Hf Pt 25 AL R TR 158 FBR 178l FRR
G2 105.2 / % 1.1 107.4 103.0 108.5 101.9
S 235.3 230.0 ng/kg 9.0 248.0 212.0 257.0 203.0
i) 240.6 240.0 ng/kg 6.4 252.8 227.2 259.2 220.8
i 123.7 120.0 ng/kg 3.6 127.2 112.8 130.8 109.2
Bk 60.4 61.0 ng/kg 1.0 63.4 59.1 63.9 58.1

108
107
\o 106 | —— SZIGVREL
% 105 - SR
%‘ e P
— . TR
103 | e 478 ERR
- 178 PR
L S
101 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
I IREL
B 1 Rl
Fig.1 Aluminum control chart
270
260 |
250 |
o
B MWL —~— UK
=~ 24 Ty A
B 0 | —o— BT R
X — Z%EM
% 220 L %/1[{‘J:BE
) - EETHR
210 | e 13 ERR
- FTETIR
200 |
190 L L L L L L L L L L

B2 gl

Fig.2 Total arsenic control chart
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it/ (ug/kg)

HrEra/ (ng/kg)

BRE B (ng/kg)

260.0 b ol L e L e e e s e e e e . e e A s o .
250.0 |
——
240.0
— - 2%l
— g R
2300 | - EETHR
e e — e = BIER
Se s ATE R
220.0 - Sessnse LR LR Pravene LR Poavavesn Pessnne Presvanve P esses -~
210.0 1 1 1 1 | | | | | 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
K3 gl
Fig.3 Cadmium control chart
140.0 ~
135.0 |
130.0 GSesssmoecsseBecssssfocssseBecsss@ecssssfossossBosssciescscce
1250 |- —— i
120.0 |~ — B%M
— . LR
115.0 |
- = e r = — e s = — . EHTR
110.0 — e ont os ot on ter o o» G onCos o o G e oo ??dJJ:FE
w050 L - ATEIFKR
100.0 | | 1 | 1 | | 1 | 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
K4 sl
Fig.4 Lead control chart
65
64 F ....... ®cecos wmeeses @cesces ecesces ececces - cseces @reeses @cecces .
P
o FE AL
i BoRER
oL r BH{HCL
60 T ik R
59 | ELETRIR
58 | 158 1R
57 F -  frE IR
56
55 1 1 ] 1 1 ] 1 ] ] 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
B s BaRpEE

Fig.5 Total mercury control chart
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3.6 BEAWIELER D

WY RE T3 B A% 1 9 B 4 U AR B S T A 7K 5
SROIHT T3 AT R A AR AN e, FLR A A DL AT
BRI 2 50 R RLAF R BOAR AR HAh 111 K%
ST ASRBES I, ATH =AU 89, RIKAIRILK 8.
FAPAS Fl Z HLOr AT REIITAE, |Z] < 1 Fm i T, [2]<2
FORME, 2< |2 <3 FORA R, (223 R A
BOUS, RS Z15-0.2~0.4, RYIREBUEL I MR
75 o ML S5 | Z) < 2 ISR, S I0RHTRE T KF A
VRS A R R L EORAR, AR
AETKF R BRGS0, #Y . BR . RAEE, %
ISR RIS TR AT KPR 58

4 &

AR5 R ) 1 A58 22 T Jo 4 1 D i I T R R
BRI BE ST UL, 4R A BN E 25 R i FRYE ], ik
W7 i A AT &, 0 B4 ) P 45 2 b 4 D5 iR AR S 45 10
T AR T RE S IRl R i LA, R LA (R AG SR G AL
FRRPEE AR S I I ik Rk s o

JT Ji& E 7 56 Tk 5 SR G 96 HIL A 7 ML I Ji) 1 58 45

AL, SCHAER R EGE, FEhEAZ . BIE S K
UL, S 0 2 o D AL 58 0 B VE AT TR 42 9 D5
oI R AR A T, AR AR DTk
AT RE S A Al B AR B A, R I [ i B
AR PR b o ARUED) O TR, 25 -5 42 P A BRI HERS
B 3 T 2o R b B S, B AT O ) A R E S
Z B4 T BOM 25 G AT 52 ARG 38 B0 95 1 1 PR A2 o, sk
DS PR A FR e R 22 1T, ARG A 45 AR A Y
PEFATSEE

RE ik 2 H W RS A I AR B4R, U T
YCHEATIN E BORE A B I SR AN M TR R i 52 S B
VUL S AR S e, SRR A B Al
R, JTIEBIERRE R . SCIRIREE AR P LA A B i
B A S B Iy RN DR, SRR XA . R
PERE A R [ s LR 2 ) o 47 141 4 2 o A D IR R
B T7 3, SEBL T R ER Y 14 i A ], h A 6 A
BURTT I B3 W . R SR A o PP R i 2%
PO ] et Ay S G R R ) 6 UE A R A T
60 2% 1] LG 25 A I LA e S o A B AL 1 i
MRAGFN ARSI

RS RNWIELRKE ZLEDH

Table 8 Results of proficiency test and Z ratio score

JLR A E LR BEH Hpy ZWas SEREZ<2EEA SRERGEA [Z<2%
iz} 49.4 49.0 mg/kg 0.1 47 55 85
S 948 885 ng/kg 0.4 94 97 97
] 437 411 ng/kg 0.3 103 104 99
it 506 489 ng/kg 0.2 99 102 97
JBIR 309 323 ng/kg -0.2 78 81 96
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