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QuEChERS-7 H & 1 &5 BX Jiz i 46 iUl 770 #2441 A0
SRR EHEYARESE
EXH REHB WEE BEE BN REFE M om*

T ZRARABEMIR AT RS 0T (P M), 7 AR R B 1 4 0 5 U STl AR BAR DS L, TR
A A I 5 N S IR TR SRS, T, 510070)

& E ORUSES T IR FS U6 T 1S B BORE S % 24 5 9 QUECHERS ( quick, easy, cheap,
effective, rugged and safe ) ¥ BUF A =5 WO AH €6 1 - = 5 UM AT B 3% ( UPLC-MS/MS ) JE #4387 5 k. R
TE PR S Je st FoR & 1% SRR CNETEREZI, A TC/KBR BREE A 2 RN HF B2 U T 43
2, BEBORGE 1 TOOK B ER BE/PSA/CL8 TR G /- U B AHAE B (d-SPE ) M #EA T Ak, Uk 4 J5 ik UPLC-
MS/MS Kl 38 a3 7 IR AT, 1S B B AR E 2 B AR DT T A B BR (MDLs ) FE &
FR (MQLs) 43514 0.01—0.24 ng-g™ #10.04—0.80 ng-g™", 4MARUEEE R 5. 20, 50 ng-g' B, [
H56%—121%. 57%—116% Fl 58%—115%, AHXTARMEMm 2 /N T 15%; FEi5 e B4R (MDLs ) #1
EEIR (MQLs) 43514 0.06—0.83 ng-g' A1 0.22—2.78 ng-g™!, M hNkr¥k EJy 20, 80, 200 ng-g' A,
RN 55%—117% . 64%—132% Fl 74%—135%, MM RAERZE/NT 12%. R AHZ T, EHRETUR
Yy RIS R R o i ke R 8 R 4 DS fR S MR 2 L, VR B B 43 0 Ch 0.051—1.395 ngrg! T EH Al
<MQLs—45.119 ng-g™' TH. iZF M. 6. REUES, ATEELITHRBURA, &4 R
R A5 U8 T PRSP P2 A, ISR KR PR SRS PR A 24 A A S R DR A
7k

X#ER  QuEChERS, MR i -— M DU AT B, AEHs ey, DR, T5ik.
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Abstract The present study developed analytical method based on QUEChERS (quick, easy, cheap,
effective, rugged and safe) extraction and ultrahigh performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass
spectrometry (UPLC-MS/MS) determination, to simultaneously analyze 15 typical psychoactive
drugs in sediment and sludge. The frozen dried sediment or sludge sample was extracted with
acetonitrile (containing 1% acetic acid), meanwhile, the anhydrous magnesium sulfate and sodium
acetate were added to accelerate extraction and solvent layering. Then, the extraction solution was
cleaned-up by dispersive solid-phase extraction (SPE) using anhydrous magnesium sulfate/PSA/C18
sorbents. Finally, the extract was concentrated with nitrogen and detected by UPLC-MS/MS. Using
the proposed analytical method, the method detection limits (MDLs) and method quantification limits
(MQLs) of 15 target psychoactive drugs in sediment were ranged at 0.01 —0.24 ng-g' and
0.04 —0.80 ng-g”, respectively. The recoveries of 15 target psychoactive drugs at the range of
56%—121%, 57%—116% and 58%—115% with the relative standard deviation (RSD) lower than
15%, in the sediment samples with spiked levels of 5 ng-g™', 20 ng-g ' and 50 ng-g"', respectively.
The method detection limits (MDLs) and method quantification limits (MQLs) of 15 target
psychoactive drugs in sludge were ranged at 0.06—0.83 ng-g™' and 0.22—2.78 ng-g ™', respectively.
The recoveries of 15 target psychoactive drugs at the range of 55% —117%, 64% —132% and
74%—135% with the RSD lower than 12%, in the sludge samples with spiked levels of 20 ng-g™',
80 ng'g”' and 200 ng-g', respectively. There were 8 and 4 target psychoactive drugs detected in the
environmental sediment and sludge samples, respectively, with the concentrations at the range of
0.051—1.395 ng'g™ and <MQLs—45.119 ng-g™' dry weight. The developed analytical method is
rapid, accurate and sensitive, and with no need for special extraction equipment, which can be
applied to simultaneously and rapidly detect various psychoactive drugs in sediment and sludge. The
proposed analytical method supply method support for the tracking and risk assessment of trace
psychoactive drugs in sediment and sludge of aquatic environment.

Keywords QuEChERS,  ultrahigh performance liquid chromatography-tandem mass

spectrometry, psychoactive drugs, sediment, sludge.

FE AT 1 25 ok AR AR 28 3R G 2R s 2 SO ey /R, 3800 B s B sia vk, 2 dEdt
FEIEZGY) . R AR 25 DL SR 3 AR 2, AR R s 25 A DY RS A T 2 i R A
A TR EE. 5 HAL YA, VSRR 24 O S RE S A A, T BE R A A
WG KA ER R ST, ASREBE IR T 5 K A B T3 bR 58 4 A BB A B LBl TE KT K HEA SZ 9K R 5 L R
S HE ARG B P 24 0 X 2% GOK AR A R 2R S R R B A AR AR RE R N B AT R T, S T
(948 ug' L") i B0H 8 4 6. ( Oryzias latipes) 17 2% , 15 S H AR N IS0, I HI L < 19 AR Al 9
IR AR FR W BT, G E(0.07 ng g ™) BEMEREAIRIR /K I DL ( Elliptio complanata) 41 23 Il 1 25 7KF-
T Tk JIEL i P T 5 P, T PG 2 (100 g L) BRAE 4 i K AL & ( Daphnia magna) 0¥ 64T R 31755 H:
YRt

H2FE R E AL BTV, 45 G WO G5 -0, |32 A T PRI KRR Z2 Foks #h s 2 24 5 s e
K G5 RN, RN SR . nT R R BT | S R G T L M R R A A T A 24
VR 0 Yo A V5 K AR BT 17K L H K DA R b 3R K rp i Az o 12 Jerp ) B R SR Je  H V e b
M PR A V5 7K A B 27K R H R BE T K5 2000, 1180, 120000 ng =L 10131 G e il 78 15 e 15 7K A At vk B
=35 10000 ng- L. HiT, A MRS M 24 & 28 TR As U v 0 3 U TR T 7R 50/, R 7 A
L R R A e /f%ﬁl*ﬁa’iﬁi{%ﬂ: PEICo BT H LR T Rl . ST TR R, M P PR AR D4R
JURORS #6245 b e DR s e v ) 5 1. S5 5 b, DR RIS eV A W0 5 B9 A A7 12 2 A B 7K AR 1)
LY N U, B RO L e Tfl%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ{ﬁ P 24 i 38 o BRAT 15 K AR B T 200 e 4
it TR T Ve W B I 457 22 02 12 b o] P8 T R T80, 18Ry B8 7K A el o i 1 245 o ) 0 L Y00 200, ik
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A, H T B B TS S AR AT A AE — A0 BS80S (] R B O AR A v Y RO PR e | i 4
PLEE S A, AT DA UEE B R A AR R i, D B R S A, 2 T R R SR R

T O iR IE A P2 O AR FOCTE A BU LM #H TG P25 5, O HLAR BGS #2 2B, FERTHS, F 24 Bl
RAERHOR A, A — & n R BRE. B, AR T A& T — ol (] B P s 5 S0ker I 0 AR ) AT g rh 2 Rl
% M 24 5 1) QUEChERS( quick, easy, cheap, effective, rugged, and safe) $#& U 7 . L8 T & 1
QuEChERS $& H 5 12 F1 8 1 18 1) 0 75 2 BB sk 325 500 2 By V6 280, O35 28 B8 b [mDise % | A &
P 1 it 222 R0 53 o e BIR X 7 v AR MM 32 L R % B R SR BURE HHEAT T Sk AR R T e 4R BB T R g
% FH T FREE TR W AT YRR i BRI, A PR KA HhoRS G 1 24 R TR L B i A T RN AR T S 4R
(YRS ES

1 igﬁ%ﬁﬁj\(]ﬂxperimental section)

L1 XSS S5 4R

W AR B 35 - = D B A AR R 3 B ] AX ( UPLC-MS/MSS, 1290-6470, 3% [E Agilent
Technologies /A 7l ) ; J1 57 Z — K (BSA224S, f5[F Sartorius 23 A ) ; T #H1L(DGJ-25C, H [E #8554 Y F}
HA R W) ; VORTEX IR A 1 (XK80-A, VLI 5T B B I7 a A FRA W) ) 5 8501 (L550, /e AL
T AT R A FRA ] ) 5 875 /K8 25 B (PS-50T, YR T 1% FEAILFEL IR 45 A8 BR N 1 ) 5 m 3 v 51 2 B
1L (E-916, %t Buchi 23] ); A AU B (SBEQ-CG 1824, | il LRI A #S A BR A F) ) 5 24 FLEATAR
WAL (EFAA-DC24-RT, [ 2SRl AU Z A BR A F]).

o it FH LR DI e . SRR bl T AREERL L TR R BRGA IR | R PE PR L S5 RIPT R L B | SR
B VEPE . =W PP SR 35 U A RN R A DA e A 24 R R T Y B A S5 Vi B
100 mg-L™" A9 [RI 37 28 AR i Am o i HH JE 2R T e -Ds . ML -Dy. FAIE 8B -Ds. il P4 PF:-Ds. 2Vl -Dy 1
M Cerilliant 2 & (35 [ ) W 3% ; M ME-Dy 1] 737 K -D; N CNW 23 5] (8 ) W 3K . i AG bn o i 2 5 34 v T
95%, 15 it H FRAf A 1 4 24 i 10 JE AR W AL 2 R AN 6 1 s

R HARKEHE LS fh S A Y A A 1R

Table 1 Basic information and physicochemical properties of target psychoactive drugs

A yA >
lengotf?nd CAS Molec)jljignnula g Kow le Ko P
R T 537-46-2 CoH 5N 2.07 321 9.87
AN 6740-88-1 C,3H;4CINO 2.18 3.22 7.5
ng 57-27-2 C,7H,sNO; 0.89 3.47 9.12
LIRS 76-57-3 CysH,y NO; 1.19 3.12 9.19
CIRNCS| 50-36-2 C,7H,NO, 2.30 3.28 8.85
Dk komi 1622-61-3 C,sH;CIFN; 433 5.59 5.5
ETEpAS 146-22-5 CisH N;O, 225 3.79 2.61;11.9
FFPIE 846-49-1 Cy5H,oCLN,0, 3.98 3.30 13.0
o e £ 28981-97-7 C,7H,5CIN, 3.87 6.33 5.08; 18.3
SNEVEPE 1622-61-3 C;sH,,CIN;0;4 2.53 4.02 1.86; 11.89
=g 28911-01-5 C,7H,CLN, 2.42 6.55 4.32;10.08
HPG 439-14-5 C,6H,5CIN,O 2.82 4.05 3.4
AR 58-25-3 Cy6H,4CIN;O -1.57 5.79 438
ESUL 76-99-3 C,H,NO 3.93 4.86 8.94
ISR 58-08-2 CgH;oN,O, -0.07 1.00 -0.92

TE: Koy IEAFBEIRIPIL R Koo A LRI Z K pK,: BRI A HAL
Note: K, N-octanol-water partition coefficient; K .: organic carbon adsorption coefficient; pK,: logarithm value of acid dissociation
constant.
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OISAi R N5, AP b ZBR R . IR Merk 23 ] (F5 [ ) ) 32 5 5256 FH R 4l 7K Ry i R EG
R AR ai P R . LR R B N CNW A R SE (75 ) ; QUEChERS #h M7 (7% 6 g LK B i 8k
1.5 g Tk ZBRN) 143 B [ AR A5 BUR ] (75 900 mg To/K BREREE . 150 mg PSA F1 150 mg &3 C18)
M\ Agilent 23w WSK ().

1.2 D

FR VAt A5 TRV 2 I HE R AR B 10.0 mg AR &b, I €853 40 s e, 76 100 mL 25 i Hh ]
FEZY, 245 100 mg- L BYFRHERE AL, & T-20 C UKAE e IR AT

FRuE TAEIE W : 43 9B 100 pl ¥ B4 100 mg L™ AYFR HEAE & 1A I 2 10 mL 2500, B s E 25,
RAA], RAG 15 Bl B ARKE G20 SR EE N 1 mg L AR A B AR IR 4351 B 100 pl #k &
100 mg- L™ AR AR ICARE S 2 10 mL 250, A EEE 2, IR G35, A ES I 1mg L' 1Y
1R AL NARPR I TAER W, B T°-20 °C UKAR ThalE IR

PR R TAEV WG 0 BB BURE N 1 mg L' BIR S4RiE TAEW W S, 10, 20, 50, 100, 200 uL F
RN, B 100 uL ¥ BE R Img L™ (IR & R R INAsbrifE TR, A B E A 2 1 mL, 3k
PR AEY) TR BE 23 58 5. 10, 20, 50, 100, 200 pug-L™", [Al457 2 P bRAn ) Bk B 250 100 pg L™ AR
WY TR
1.3 AEAhAT A3

DU IRE RN AR S 2 BN I T T BRI AN e VD 15 K AR B 3Rk A%, #E SR G, R T, BERE, i
200 Hifi, BT 4 C BRAAE. 2 RIEFFREL 2 g T IR TS 0.5 g T J5 5 ke, JiA 100 ng
RATFNZEMNFR(100 uL, mg- L™ ), LA 5 mL B4k, WHE 1 min {5342, A 10 mL ZiE (% 1% &
i2), i A QUEChERS #hHriki (6 g To/KBRRREE/1.5 g LK ZTR4M) , AR5 S BH TR 2% % 1 min 4T
PRI, K O B T 3040 g 550 10 min, FEGH 7 mL VS T 15 mL B0 B 048, A B & AR 2E
B 71 (900 mg T/K B R EE/150 mg PSA/150 mg £ C18), FFE4R 30 s, 1 3040 g 44 F 5.0 10 min,
HUS mL EIF WA A SRR EE T, SR)5 K 500 uL H 8 a0 i, SR B0 0.22 um A HLAHIE K,
BT 20 C UKAR RGO BE S TR, R H B E AL VY =37 G K (7 5 mmol- L &R R
0.2% W) .

1.4 @ik

{34 Agilent ZORBAX Eclipse Plus C18 #1:(50 mm x 2.1 mm, 1.8 pm), (03T N 0.22 ym
PITELR AT IR A%, T T B o I Sl A W T A B0 NSORE A5 AR R 40 °C5 SEREIRBCH 5 uL; T sl
E MKW ACE 5 mmol- L™ ZTREF 0.2% HR) F1 B I, Wi s AR # 4 0.3 mL-min™', S8 17 W [H]
6 min, it 30 AH R 0 R B6 Ve B AR RS BTG 24 4 - 0 min, 30% B; 1.5 min, 30% B; 3 min, 55% B;
4 min, 70% B; 4.5 min, 70% B; 5 min, 90% B; 6 min, 90% B, &1L 50 M 4h o 5, 3% & 4 min 5 iz {7}
V) P YA €0 1A
1.5 B IR i A

ISR S B JE LR P25 B IR (ESD) 1F B PR, oF A BT A DU 2%, 28 IR TR Rk
5 L-min'; THESREE 300 °C; S5k A% 77 35 psis 85 300 C; HiEE 12 L-min™'; Wi HL . 500 V;
EME R 3500 V. A i 48 ESI 55 bk A BT, i i) 2 8 W A (MRM) #4740 47, 15 B 5 ok o
T R T TR R R RIEE AR AE TS A M S AN 55 2 TR

R 2 HBRRGEHEEZY bl BT 2 EOR R B I 1]
Table 2 UPLC-MS/MS mass transitions and retention times of the target psychoactive drugs

ey BB T FET fiFERE/eV  BERHE/V PSRBT (E]/min MR
Compound Parent ion(m/z) Daughter ion (m/z) CE Fragmentor RT Interior label
FH LR 150.1 91.1* 29 o5 5005 FH B P - d s
Methamphetamine ’ 119.1 10 : Methamphetamine-ds
o 125.0% 39 S Me-d
I 238.1 110 2226 ATy

Ketamine 207.1 15 Ketamine
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2k 2
aEw BT FET WiERR/eV  BEREE/NV SREETE]/min R
Compound Parent ion(m/z)  Daughter ion (m/z) CE Fragmentor RT Interior label
N 152.1%* 76 njnfk-d,
Morphine 286.1 165.1 50 175 1.028 Morphine-d;
] 5 A 165.1 58 Al -d
M5 300.2 170 1760 T
Codeine 215.1% 30 Codeine-d;
i 82.1 35 ] H-d
IR 304.2 140 2.606 S
Cocaine 182.1% 23 Codeine-d;
I e 291.2% 33 IR ]
ik 326.1 195 3.057 o E
Midazolam 2492 46 Alprazolam-ds
M 236.1%* 28 MG
v 282.0 155 3.567 HPEHE-ds
Nitrazepam 180.1 48 Nitrazepam
Bl T 275.1% 28 oy e -d
I 321.0 145 3.618 - :
Lorazepam 2291 38 Alprazolam-ds
RIS 205.1 48 o] 3t > -d.
P S 309.1 200 3.635 o
Alprazolam 281.2% 29 Alprazolam-ds
SRS PE L 241.1 43 k-4
AP 316.0 155 3.672 2
Clonazepam 270.1% 30 Morphine-d;
e 308.1% 30 Bt s £ -dl
. 343.1 205 3.688
Triazolam 315.1 35 Alprazolam-ds
PR 154.1 32 A fk-d
e 285.1 175 4.252 F-dy
Diazepam 193.1% 38 Morphine-d;
v 282.1% 29 SWET-d
i 300.1 165 2811 AIH-d,
Chlordiazepoxide 227.1 29 Ketamine
=V 105.0 35 EVDER-d
IV 310.2 125 3.549 Methadoned.
Methadone 265.3% 15 ethadone-dy
o B 15.0 138.1 23 120 1924 SR HR-d
Caffeine ’ 110.1 28 ' Ketamine
A PR 121.1 10
Methamphetamine-d; 155.1 92.1* 23 % 2.000 o
A-d, 129.0* 35
. 242.1 110 2.220 —
Ketamine-d, 211.1 14
nhE-d, 152.0%* 77
. 289.2 175 1.022 —
Morphine-d; 165.1 49
[EC TSR 215.1% 28
- 303.2 170 1.754 —
Codeme-d3 165.1 55
TP PE-ds 241.2% 29
Di 287.1 175 3.545 —
iazepam-ds 185.1 41
BaT e £ -ds 210.1 46
Alprazolam-ds 314.1 5862 - 170 3.624 —
FUPHi-dy 268.2* 15
Methadone-d, 3193 105.0 30 135 3.543 —

TE: B A B T E RS T
Note: The * refers to the quatification ion.
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1.6 HdEsrir
1.6.1  finprlalfie
FEBURT, 2> DIFRBUA T 5 89 2 g DU A 0.5 g 15 PR RE S, 1) DCRR A AT P RE 5 23 S AL 10,
40, 100 pL H bR s 4 25 S BE 4 1 mg L 9IRGB AR TAEESE, 1 15 Bl B BRAS R 6 1 24 0t e
OB R B N BRI BE 4350 R 5 L 20 L 50 ng-g ' 5 7675 IR HF AY bR vk B 43 1A 20, 80, 200 ng-g ! 5 R A,
BEAFES I 100 uL ¥R 1 mg L' (TR & R0 38 INARbrifE TR W, B ISR S i 3 A4 F
FTRE. MAREE T B 4 X DR R g FIAEX ISR R AR 220 (1) F1(2) #7155,
Ruvs (%) = (A, — Ay)/A, X 100% ¢))
Rea (%) = (Cy, — Cy)/Cy X 100% ©))
Horfr, Ao F1 Ay 53900k H BRSSP 24 S AR RS AR S (OTRRA 38005 U8 ) A A T ) 25 FORE i (TR 4 5%
15 U8 ) I WA, A oA B RTORS R 1 24 i A X g R A T AR T AR DA 7 {5 Co AN Cy 2350
Sk B ATORS Bl 24 S E INBR AR S (TR B35 U8 ) AR AR 1 25 FLRE S (UL BT 08 ) rh s i vk
C 2 B RrORS PTG P 2 5 0 X IO VA s o T AR T I A P e
1.6.2  FEFRN
Sy MIFRICR T I 19 2 g VIR 0.5 g V5 e ke S EA T H 0, R OB SE M b 20 5 mA 1 mg L (9R
B fE TAER I 5. 10, 20, 50, 100, 200 pL, [AHFEIHIA 1 mg-L™ AR & 1R A 28 A B s o T 1 5 Wk
100 pL, FRAGAE b FE U IC £ 73 . L R0 ME AR A R (3) #- AT
ME (%) = (S matrix = S sotvent) /S sotvent X 100% (3
1, Satix T Sotvent 737990 R ELBRoRG B 6 1 245 5 £ A 0 5 0 TR A B8 75 10 ) WG I 1 488 37 Y0 RS R A
TAER R R ME > 0 678 3L B8 38 8500 , ME = 0 278 A AR R BTSN, ME < 0 2871 58 5 1 1 34
N7, ME [ 248 5% (BRI, 2871 BR800 i 55

2 5 5418 (Resulis and discussion)

2.1 BT

AWFFE 58 T SR BUOE I O R o & . BT IR0 20 A B 43 5 T AH A B ) 4 o AR 4 b
15 A H bRk #3625 & RO SR BOECR (B 1) AR LR & s 200 R 1S R B AR #0124 0 0 [T i 3 5
WA 1a iR, 76 LHE T HMA 0% CRRER . 1% LRGN 5% LRV, B 1 7] A PR b PG
P, RER A H AR A I P 24 5 00 [RDSCR T B BRI, SRS WK TR B0h 0% T 1% B, KK
g3 BARAE A PR 24 o i RSO LA, Y SRR ISR AR TR B 5% BsF, 15 ok A i 1 245 o 7y I il
FREAR; 5 BB IAE FE TR TR 4%, TINAGE it 22 P LABR = PR MRS b M 24 i RS 1k, S T R
PRI AR R RT3 P, S B ERBOA FIN 1 % W IR- NG

PR AS (R 28 vh 3R PR R T 15 v E AR AR B 24 25 9 [mDISCR 25 B A1 16 i, W SRR DS B . S
] | o A U P P RN = TE SR BN R ph AR R T 0 RS AR A s WA R RN 55 B P PR AT R IR
IR PR AR R TR B IR AR, Ay HARRS MG PR 25 S FE AT FR BN 2% 0 R N TR BN R mh R AR R R By Il
WO LR, %5 B BRI RR AN 22 vh b Ak 8 , IR e R 1 R M IR o £ R A R

ANEF AR AT, 15 B B bk s 3G 2 25 & 19 mDIBCR 25 B 1 iR, SRR R EE/PSA 1E A
AR, R | AT LRI S5 R0 P A RISCR B SR PR ER BE/C18 A S e Al s, Bof -5 w4 il =
A P [l ISR A1 5 A LR FH B — B i 6 Ak a7, R FH L TR 86 /PS A/C 18 A Sy ¥ Ak ) B, B < s
A MR I T P A RIS I 4R s TOOK B R BE/PSA/C 18 TR 40 15 & AH 5 B (d-SPE ) &7 i 4714
&, 15 FORE RIS 14 24 00 1] SR B AR L Bt i iF QUEChERS $2 O i Ak 45 R A5t il e A R
1% LRI LG AR EL, I A TC/K B REE AN £ TR A U 4R BRURNV Y 00 2, $ BRUIRGH 3 TG /K i B B/
PSA/C18 {4/ B [ A A5 B (d-SPE ) 3 77 kA7 ¥4 Ak iy Ack RS 5



8 4 S 3CINAE: QUEChER S-RURH (4% A3 56 5 1% ARG AR AT e PR i T35 1 24 i 3k B 2665

100 - 0% Z (0% acetic acid)
- B 5% ZR(5% acetic acid) T
o 192, 8:(1% acetic acid) 5

Absolute recovery/%

TENg 4 £k Sodium citrate salts
B4l ERSodium acetate salts

100 j

N

23
<
T

r o ek i ER 85/PSA Anhydrous magnesium sulfate/PSA
120 |- B ok wilg:/C 18 Anhydrous magnesium sulfate/C18
r Te K HiBE 42 Anhydrous magnesium sulfate
o 100 - I /< 5543 4%/PSA/C18 Anhydrous magnesium sulfate/PSA/C18
5 L
2 80
3 L
2
2 60
E
2 40
20
0

1 R[FIER IR PR A P L 25 S AR DTAR ) b A [T

Fig.1 The recoveries of psychoactive drugs in sediment under different extraction conditions

2 JEF 15 PRGOS PR B R F IE B R A I, 7R S AR oA — 2 R i R AT DAl
BAH pH &b T — N FaE WPIRAS, Wb RN B FIE A 5 43 78 8 L A7 0 3k i ) 22 98 F0 4324, 3 m H bg
Yy BT AR, DT HG i R U ORR Y A5 e A i L B &2 2%, QUEChERS 28 FH A W B 774 C 18,
PSA 4. Hrh I /KB R BEAE A BR /KR SR B 2 A i B T R 7K 43, C18 F B2 J B i 1D ANl 28 A5 A il M
T4V, PSA 7] X PSA & W Fff 5 i b i i K A6 &4 . BRI IR . A ALIR . My 2 /b iy (B R, BiiR Bk
PSA. C18; RHHRALEE/PSA/C18 HEAT LI RAT LA AR B AL RICR , HXT RISCR A 52 i 45 /).

22 JrikEE
2.2.1  JinkrEleR

ANFE bR BE 4544 T, QUEChERS $EHR 7 v X TR M A 5 e 15 F H ArokS A3 336 14 245 it 22 3R LA
KA AR BRI, HEAFGH [RNSCR R, 45 R AN 3 s, bRy R 5. 20, 50 ng-g ' i, 15 Flt H ARAS #iG
P 25 5 AE TR b B I [l S R340 9 R 56%—121%., 57%—116% F1 58%—115%, RSD < 15%;
JnAR v B2 Sy 20, 80, 200 ng-g ' BF, 15 Fh H A5 A #IE P 24 a6 78 T U8 0 AR 18] SR o
55%—117%. 64%—132% Fll 74%—135%, RSD < 12%, 0% J7 B B B U i v 8 FORS 25 58 . 15 b
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EI bR 475 4 25 S e s 2248 100 ng (100 L. 1 mg-L™" ) A9 AR HE TR . OB bR AR & A
V5 Ue bR A ) 22 RN W I ES AN ] 2 TR, QUEChERS $EIUE 15 ok i 16 14 25 1 H A 25
U O R B, BE i SO A T T T
R3 HARRHIEVELY SAETIRY TP A DR | Ok R | J7 kg iR
Table 3 Recoveries (n=3, %=relative standard deviation), method detection limits (MDLs) and method quantitation limits
(MQLs) of the target psychoactive drugs from sediment

LR 15k
Sediment Sludge
EY i I3 % T IR /%
Compound Recovery MDLs/ MQLs/ Recovery MDLs/ MQLs/
S5ng'g’ 20ng-g' 50ng-g’ (ng-g™) (ng.g™) 20ng-g" 80ng-g" 200ng-g" (ng-g™) (ng-g™)

HEZRNRE 10743 9542 9742 0.02 0.07 10121 12041 115+1 0.06 0.22
ST 116£2 1014 1032 0.03 0.08 107£1  124£1  121%3 0.14 0.48
ALy 1215 116£3 1151 0.24 0.80 11349 13242 1354 0.83 2.78
AR 118+5 1051  107+1 0.06 0.21 105£2 12941 128+3 0.28 0.94
CIRNS| 68+14  57+7 60+9 0.01 0.04 55+9 64+6 606 0.45 1.51
/SN S 77+9 65+3 68+3 0.02 0.08 65£6  79+10 8945 0.10 0.35
HPGRE 97+6 88+2 961 0.12 0.40 96+2  108+2 11442 0.51 1.70
FFRIE 839 8346 85+3 0.11 0.36 109+3 1312 129+4 0.64 2.12
Ui 109£1  104£6  110+1 0.07 0.22 117£1  127+1  129+2 0.16 0.52
SARH PGP 75+14 8343 99+7 0.12 0.39 105£12 1137 12044 0.32 1.07
=g 97+2 903 901 0.01 0.04 11555 1312 1304 0.07 0.25
HiP 6615 619 71£7 0.07 0.24 9946 113£7 13246 0.21 0.71
A 5610  61%5 58+6 0.06 0.20 58+9 70+1 74+1 0.15 0.50
ESUL 1091 95+4 96+2 0.03 0.09 102+2  118+2 111+l 0.23 0.76
WA 87+4 66+3 60+3 0.14 0.46 9245 86+3 76+1 0.13 0.44

1 MR RE A W) IR 1 70%—130%3E . Note: Bold type refers the recovery value out of the range of 70%—130%.

Morphine VY 77777777 Triazolam 1578 HXXXXXX
Triazolam Sediment 277 Morphine Sludge PXXKXA
Alprazolam vz Lorazepam PXXXX]
Lorazepam vz Alprazolam XXXA
Codeine |77 Codeine X1
Ketamine 7 Ketamine M
Nitrazepam [ Nitrazepam i
Methamphetamine 2 Methamphetamine X
Methadone 7 Methadone X3
Cocaine [724%| Cocaine e
Caffeine Diazepam XX
Chlordiazepoxide Caffeine XXX
Midazolam Chlordiazepoxide e
Clonazepam Clonazepam RXXXA
Diazepam | [ Z Z / . . , Midazolam, . DOOOIKXXK ) ) !
~50 —40 -30 20 -10 0 10 20 30 40 -30 20 -10 0 10 20 30
Matrix effect/% Matrix effect/%

& 2

TURR AN e HFORS #1424 i )k B0,

Fig.2 The matrix effects of psychoactive drugs in sediment and sludge samples

222 Jrikg R A E R

H A7 o 1 25 0 ) 5 1 4 BR (MIDLs ) 15 2 2 et B (MIQLs ) 38 5 e IR Wk B A9 AR B8 A A o i
F1115., MDLs H1 MQLs 433l k7 3 £ {5 8 H (S/N) Al 10 %5 S/N, Frm J7 ik BE 5 IR SR 56 o a6l 21 19 B
B Pl P24 S I S/N M o (Y 28 [ 417 A9 Masshunter S0P 3075. 406 3 Fras, 15 F H bRk bl
PR 25 i ZE DU P vh 9 MDLs #1 MQLs 3 [ 735124 0.01—0.24 ng-g™ #10.04—0.8 ng g™ ; 7TE{5 I
f) MDLs 1 MQLs 7t FEl 4331 4 0.06 —0.83 ng-g ™' A1 0.22—2.78 ng-g ' . KA QUEChERS J7 2 1
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ATHRI, F ORI | A AN o] R R AR DR A U6 P Y MQLs AR T 2 i3 0 78 7 AR L/ R A5 BRORT
JI TP ) A /) AR A By 3800 A FE U AR W, 5 e H BRORS B IE 4 25 & 1) MDLs A1 MDLs 3 /5 .
15 B 5 Bk #0225 S ZE TR RS e v i 5 A R BIR T 1 ngrg ™!, ik BRI T 3 ng g,
Ui B QUEChERS J7 ¥ RE% F T PREETTRU 5 U6 Aok i 0 4 24 b 1) v R Ao
223 RN

FE b PRI TP A A AR RE S 11 B H AR ot — A2 PR M 9 35 T AL A2, 1 A i UPLC-MS/MS 15 %
3G R MR, P BCEBUEON . A& 2 B, B BB S v 2 G R TR A e T B — e 7R
R PR 5 JE R 7 . HG R TR A0 L 40 ) R —41.24%—18.54% FI1—26.45%—19.05%. BRIBKIKMEC | SRS 7
PERUHB TG PR, FCER 5 B ARG o1 e 24 i 1 35 800 7E £20% i Bl 2 . 15 i B AR A T 1 24 S 7R DR
YRS Ve b B AR R A B TR : M ME L RTREER L S5 RIPEPE L BT | e R S B AE TR
WA U b 32 252 0 i 1 SO0 A sE e s BRI i L RTR AL DRGA IS | RS PE PR . SRS PR . HL P
T S SEUDER A B AR DR AN TS U6 Hp T2 A7 2 L A AN Y RZ . A B TS Ue, Ky B AR
e A0 P 25t AR DR W v 32 380 1 5 S R BE R
224 JrkhiH

1 I % 19 QUEChERS J5 4k W FH T3R5 AL i 40 B, 26 RAE T M BRSNS A DT ks s 8 il B A
FEAIE P24 i B DR N e . U BRER , BRIA IS | SAE VT PE . =G HPE P . SEVD R e ], R
JEIE A 0.051—1.395 ng.g™' T H; 75 R4 T V5 KA B A I /K ¥ e Hp RS 4 F B Aok #3624
rme DR DY i . WRIA M | AR PG 2 AT B, Hok B2 31 [l <MQLs—45.119 ng.g ™' T 1.

3 4518 (Conclusion)

(DATT R | HER, XU ATE TE R 15 FfE AR 05 1L 25 6 B IAR DR 55%—135%,
FHRSBR DR 22 /N T 15%, AT Ta] RGN PR3 22 FioRS 1 355 14 245

() AT7 XS DU ANT5 P b 15 M AR #1525 5 B9 7 364G HBRISMR T 1 ng-g', Al 3085
Ao it PR AR PR 1 24 o ) e R .

(3) R AT IEAE IR B ORI AN TS DERE i b 23 At 8 Aol A 4 b FBromss o 135 4 24 &, DA RS ok
2 i A L IR B R PR AR 2R KU AN 4R T 0k S E
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