E337E F17H @K IR
2016 £ 9 A PACKAGING ENGINEERING 1

BRESK., RAFNZRHETHEE T

EZERF, RN EE?, SINEY
(LEZBESEDNR-RRAELEERE PO , M 231400 ;
QEREDFMERERERE DL, HHE 231400 ; 3. REWARF , & 230601 )

BWE: BN MRSSEAERESE. KPBANNERENRMUKE  BUBHARBENEERNTH
EEFESREER, B Ll GB/T 10004—2008 (BEHBRELE, 8 TZES, HEES)
PAFZENRMN G EZAEM  SERXNAENXBMRAEIMZENEL RN THEEXRR , X
THEESN N?EHTIENEHK. 4R FRTPBANERBEENNELRTRTN(22.40+1.421)
mg/m® k=2 ,P=95%. B & K R ¥ 7% & B #9 N E 45 B 7 KRN (1.748+0.090 06)mg/m® k=2 ,P=95%,
BN ZREABINLARETIEHEERNERBERNETHEENETERR. &8 BAFEZN
EERNTHEETEARENELEREBENERZ —®

XEH SERABRERE. &, BNRERE , THEE ; UEREIFHL

FEDES  TB487 ; TB484.4  XERFRIREE : A XEHHS : 1001-3563(2016)17-0001-06

Evaluation on Uncertainty of Determination of Solvent Residues in Plastic Laminated
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ABSTRACT: The aim of this work was to study the model of the uncertainty evaluation method of solvent residues in
laminated films and pouches in order to raise the level of solvent residues test. Solvent residues were tested according to
the standard GB/T 10004—2008 "Plastic laminated films and pouches for packaging-dry lamination and extrusion lami-
nation", The sources of uncertainty of the test result were evaluated and quantified according to some relevant standard
and document. The result of the total solvent residues of sample in laminated films and pouches was expressed as:
(22.40+1.421)mg/m?, k=2, P=95%.The result of the benzene series solvent residues of sample in laminated films and
pouches was expressed as: (1.748+0.090 06)mg/m?, k=2, P=95%.The result showed that the uncertainty by fitting regres-
sion calibration line had the largest affect to the determination result. The evaluation results not only can be used to be the
indicator of test result in accuracy.

KEY WORDS: plastic laminated films and pouches for packaging; solvent residues; uncertainty; fitting regression cali-
bration line
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FEERETHREANBENESEANKRR
P AEMEEERERPAREBSAREANE
EEf, cERMRPREREBRTNERINKREMS
R0, RE(AERABHEE, AB. I8Z
FlREFTFAREAN) BRAREERESE. &
RiEIRBAMXBEHRLBIE. IEFTHEERT
ENBAFHER  EEEENIZ LY, &3
AEMBNTHEETERREIRE , AT
THEBLAESIANTHEEEPEZETHEE+RE
EEERALH , FAZKE, EANFXTE
B, KPAEFERENEBERHTBEE DI
BRONBENRETERESEENNTHEES £
HITTEDIN. XHMNEHFZESE GBT
10004—2008" R AFIER BN E S % (MESHEE
5% ), HEEAXRAM TN E  XBENES
NEZRNTHREERHTRES M. TENEL
REEFMUELERTHEENEMERE | dHmx
IANIEENELROERMUZG  EEERE
BE. {KAFNKREZHNRMAKFE,

K0

1.1 NUBEMHE

UEE : KRB , RE 7890A(FID) , E
MZEExHHEE ; 814 , vocoL #(0.32
mmx0.25 pmx60 m) ; 20 mL TNZM ( TREEAZ
HEEREZHE ), MER ,0~300mm. Hm :

R RELNEm MBA OPP/CPP. IR AR :

7R, CRZE. CRIETE. BF  HAE f

2517 99.7% , 99.8% , 99% , 99.5%,
1.2 FREBRBE S

EEVNFAE. 2BZE. CBRETE. B
REIRHEBRRE L mL A 25 mL BEMS , A
DMF ABRBFERE 25 mL , EHRABTHFRE
JRE % %7 0.7855 , 0.8971 , 0.8799 , 0.8670 g , /T
BiRE 250 3.133x107 ,3.581x107 ,3.484x107 ,

3.451x10° mg/uL. BIRA B EIEARTINFRE
RE :
C =mxf/25
)
XA mABRAEBTNHEREQ) ; f AR

EBFNEE %) ; C, NERERTNRTERE
(mg/pL)o

1.3 XEHRH4

SHEeESWEG HBR 40 C FEFL1min,
L2 C/min WERHZ 170 C , ®R¥F 10 min;
WA 51 HESEEEN 220 C;RMUFEER
250 Co

MZ 3 HEM : FBR 80 C , HEHBRER
110 C , EEAXNAEER , HHEEN 1 mL, T
EEHMBRFERE N 120 C FEaTEF 40 min,

1.4 WAIE

1) &S, BL 2,4,6,8, 10 uL
BIRBARDBIDENEETRAMERAF HIURZE
ANBIRABRNASER BT 80 CINZ=SHEH T 40
min BRI HMNE , IMREBRERER |, FRAEHL
F47iHE 3 K.

2)EBNHBHERNE. REERN 0.04 m
RENHER , FHEERIUERK 10 mmx20 mm #Y
BRE, RABEETROERA 20mL HTRZHES
B F 80 CINZEE5H F# 40 min BaIHBENE H\
WRAEBRERER , ¥mETUE 3 Ko

2 NETHEESEMNIRA., 2MME

21 HEERE

R GB/T 10004—2008 & & EAHRKTFE |
BUS—HNBFER .
W= A xmx f xV,

A xV, xS
X W RBFIEEZE(mg/m?) ; A, ARERE

(2)
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E(pAs) ; A, RFRERAVIEEFR (pAs) ;S Rid
BEEIR(M?) ; Vo AR AR E & ERER ML) ; Vv,
NHEE (L)

22 THEESENTERR

THEESENXR FREBT4ESENT
WEE  MEBFKBRRES ANTHEE | BE
REBRTEHINFTAER AR MEHERERE AW
REMBERESIANGCRTHEE XAGER
FIE THEHEREBNAZESI ANTHEE ;
ERERNESANTHEE EEEEE M
ANTHEE  Htt A ENTHEE , METR
EFHMANEEEEEMSIANTHREES R
NBRBEFTROTHEERD , WRBERITM,
221 FREBNSEE

GETSLRENEVRNEREE Sl
BREPRUNEEAE TR EAEENRE it
REFES AL BRENEESI ANREREE

u(f)=_— , M BHRMEBF 45 E 5| AKX PR
J3

BEE :
1-f
(”_If
MBRFEXQ)RBBIREBRTNAEESI AWHEXT
WRABERE : ul(f)=1.737x107 ,
u/(f.)=5.832x10° , u,(f)=2.901x103, He f, § &K
BHEE  fL, I CBRIENAEE ;. NZBIETRE
NAEE ; f AR ENAEE,
HEBRGAESI ANEMENIRETBREER
u (F) =Ju (f) +u () +u(f) +u’(fy) =
6.840x10°
222 EBRFNMERE
MESIANTHEESRS 2 MKRE  BXERE
MHEBEEEHC  HNERBEF I RAEREIEBH
BRAAZEN0Smg REFS HERRENIFET
WEE H(0.5x10°)/3 , WA 2 — KPR , #
BEEEMMNRETHEREAN 0.05 mg™® | SihR

(3)

ur(f)=1.157x107 ,

EBRFRHESIANANITETBEER
05x10°
\/( )
V8 4)
m

BEXG)RESHAEBTEKRES ANEX R
HEREERE :u(m,)=3.730%x10" ,u(m,)=3.266x10° ,
uy(me)=3.330x10° |, u,(mg)=3.380x10°, EHH m, A
RABNRE ;M AZBRZENRE ; m. A 2B
ETHEANRE  myIBRENRE,

REAFNRKESANEARNRETREE
i

u, (m) =\/ur2(ma) +u(my) +u,’(m,) +u,’(my) =

6.862x10™

+(0.05x10°)?
u,(m) =

223 BHBLDERARRIMEE

BREIANTREEZEZR 2AHEN A
HRBEFRE,

1) BEBEEIANTREE, BEFERR
MBHAAANBSEEEARNIRE x L, HERIR
ETMANEZAKSHE BLTR=ZASHLE
B k=+/6 , MARETREEER /6.

2) BETHEIANTEEE, BETLLE
BOR AR B 5T UR AR SR BK | R L SRR FA R 1
WARBEE. SRS MO RKK R MERL K

1x10° 071 mAN TR R 8 ( BHBET
1x10% 0 ) M mik— RN EREE AR E

SIANTHEE, XRFAEHRCET 20 CRIE ,
ﬁ&%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?%ﬁ?ﬁ&@Zﬁﬁﬁ,
ABHBT MK RIKE 1x10° 0 ) MERTLR
2x10°V  REFAHER k=3 , WRBEENR
(2x10°%V)//3 o

HERREMBRETLSI ANMBENIRERE
EEALRRA

\/( , 2><10 ><V)
u (V)= v (5)

XN VARERERIERFE(ML) ; x K
BREFEFNRE(ML),
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BBRG), RE25 ML BER (AR, BE
RER0.03mL ' REBBKEFNEETLEIAN
B9 A 3 B3 A B E B u,(Ve)=1.254%107%,

10 L MEH#HERN REKRPZERN 02 1L,
KRB RIREBL 0.02 pL itP%, BBK(4) , W
ENAXNRETEEER : u(V.)=4.243x107,
Uy (Vp)=2.345%x10" | u,(V,)=1.785%10 , u,(V4)=1.541
x107 | u/(Ve)=1.414%x107°, EHF V,H 2 uL B##
B,V R4uLWHHEE V. houL HEHE | V,
HSuL WHHEE , V. W 10 uL B E,

) B2 41 78 ) 5% BE R AR A R R A B 5| A Y 4
HRTBEE -

U, (V) = U, (M) +u,” () +u, (W) +U, () +u, (W) +U, (W) =

5.713x10°

224 BRNZRFIABEAIEHZITETHE
E
SHGEAZSEZINARETHEHLNT

BEBTEENINE THEHENTFREZEWS

WERWEBRENTREYE Rt WERNTHEE

ERSETERKEMENEN,

HENZREMNEGTEIEBRLS ANETR
BB S BN AT ER

(ms)zwzi i+l+w

n —
"SR, -Pv)’
i=1
(6)
K Py=CyVy (Mg) , B Vi WA RS
BB, UL ; Py= Cox(VatVotVetVetVe)/5 (mg) ; E

NFERBREEREZZIERE( ANFEETE
WEBEK ); m AP NAFNFERE
(mg) ; a NEIAFEFRR (HMNFEETHELED
AR ) N AFEmEFTUNERE (&ZRK N=3);
n APREBR RN ERBOIZAZR n=18 ), FRHERL
RAFPANERETESERLE 1,

®1 FHEHEREFEPBENABUTESR

Tab.1 The result of fitting regression calibration curve and solvent residues of the sample

% PR AR a ) R R? BEFEREE PJ/mg
2RE 41 569.24109 0.999 90 67.547 48 0.1406
Bz 35 807.85141 0.999 34 223.634 82 0.4688
CHBIETRE 49 070.64908 0.999 4 71.403 63 0.2165
253 88 560.72075 0.999 89 165.592 67 0.069 93

BERXG)REK 1 TEBISUEIRE I
L5 AN FETEEE u(me)=7.072x10",
Uy(Mgp)=1.533%107 Ur(Me)=4.304x107

Ur(Msg)=1.919x10%, HA mg, , My , Mse , Mgy 75
NERPRRAE., CBRIE. 2RETE. FEHN

RE,
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FETE BRESHE.

BRREEBTHEE T ‘5

WANEEENWENTHREE !

u, (M) =Ju,” (Mg, ) +u,* (Mg ) +u, (M) +u,” (M) =
2592x10°

225 HmERMNE

BREEGER. F—MBAKFEREFFE , #m
HRBEVNEKNT 2 MEENRYT EREENE
MR 0.04m” , MERFAAFIRERN 05mm , &
Vst (ERSH ) ZER , k=V3 , IBRHER
HRSIANEXNFETREE

\/ (0.0005)2 .\ (0.0005
NRE J3
u,(Ss) = 004

)2

=1.021x107

EEESHM

RIE 7890A REIEHHATFHRNUBHNES
MRERRKREN 15% , BEIZHER, #1T B X
WE, NEERNENTHREESERN : u(A)=
Ure(Ap) =8.660x107° 3F F B 3 48 B R E A tE AJA,
i, HEAXNRETEER -

u (A1 A) =Ju(A)+u(A) =1225x10°

226

23 ARTHEENTRIBEE

RAHFEEKXO)PHEITERF 2N RER
KRR ABEANAETHEESE R
BRAEEENERYNEERNEANERTHE
EEADBERTA :

U, =Ju2(F)+u2(m)+u2(V)+u(m)+u(S;) +u2(A | A) =3172x10?

u :\/urz(fd)+ur2(md) +ur2(v)+ur2(msd) +ur2(ss)+ur2(& / Ab) :2576X102

7

BRPANEREEERERYATEREE
BI% 22.40 K 1.748 mg/m® , WAFBEEERE
RYEBRETHEES BN 0.7105 mg/m?, 0.045
03 mg/m?, EXEBEKF P=95% , BE R F k=2, M
BRBREELERERYENTETHEET 3
RRA U p=1.421 mg/m® , U %=0.090 06 mg/m?,
BERPAFNBREEENNELERTRTN
(22.40+1.421)mg/m* , k=2 , P=95%, BB ERY
BRAREBENNELERTRRN : (1.748+0.090
06)mg/m? , k=2 , P=95%,

3 e

BY EXAURABEKEN ZREANSIHRET
ML ANTHEERBNEBNESE RTH
EENEFEREF , Lo BHENRD. MRET
AT ENRRERENTHREENXRRT
A, 80 fr U BOX B AR A RN BOR B, FEES
FWREBRFNRERETREZRITHRRE
RE |, S8R TR & A9BSR | R AT BUR/N
RinfE THEHERAS AN THEEE . R
BRAR AERE EAREEESHMNRRER

Wi BRSO EINTHEEE, BIBNASE
EENERYABENTHREE DM ALULI B
MBERNREELERNTHEEEL K,

4 4EiE

BRPAHNEEEENNEERTRRR
(22.40+1.421)mg/m’ , k=2, HRBPERYERZEN
MNELRARRNA :(1.748+0.090 06)mg/m? k=2,
BARERBERTENHEZHBREAENKE.
HNEBLRYETRANEIEER DN -RENEH
EHE FREEEEMURARNES ANT
BEE, XPHENTREETEEE X2y
RNELERNTHREETERHTSE,
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