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unin

anulsiwiuaureInIsin (Measurement
Uncertainty) umsimadiinesasiunamsio
FaUauananBmeNINsE BT M US I aYaEa]
ania TaadlumsuaasdanmasmniuBinadiaais
og o svduAMMEaRusry 11 uasmaUszanae
anulduiuewrasmsiafunisludamvuac
@531 ISO/IEC 17025:2017? Fammuali
wavUfuanisaasianuainisolunisseued
anubiwiuaudsenaunansnagaulunsaiae g
wu afluanudasnszasgna wialunadii
anuldwuauiinadanmsiasananudanaasinu
tnamimvuansanainesgiu Wudu wazluly

Nenuwamsseuiisudasiimanuliuiuoudiag
Tumhednfuiuisiiassylunsaudisae
Tagtudivumemsdssanamanuliuiveuuss
msUszmnaardiwdsluiinagaunareds g
damuue ISO/IEC 17025:2017 ilaszyneasly
wwanele waveslfudnisaesidanlduuinig
mqaaaﬁ'gﬂﬁm (valid approaches) wuIn g
ffinsuszannaaianuliuivauadisauing
FUNALALYNABIAINTANIZINIT® AIBENUUINN
G199 WY weImMensUseanae ey liwluay
N ISO GUM™ w38 Bottom-up Approach
%#38 Uncertainty Budget %38 Deconstructive
Approach waznmamsyszanaemenyliwivay
mﬂﬁmgaﬁlﬁmnﬁﬁwﬂaau (Analytical Method
Approach) %58 Top-down Approach (2 UWWINN
msdszinamenubiwiveunndayalunszuiums
a519dUANTFLalud5Ims1ew (Method
Validation Data Approach)®® wwinmamsuszana
amenuliuiveunnismanasauiiiiuiifiniud
(well recognized test method)™ (¥ueu
mseneimueiisnsazmmzagianil
fo Warmmsdeneddeiaderfurmarsns

Tagtanien15ItA51LiNIEaUaINIn (0.001-10

Haansuaanlaniy) ANIAile luuaazasa
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%38 Between-laboratories Aonu wazluunasenn
YAIMSNAFDUTRA NN ULAN TN NMSNAFDY
maaiiay milaannmsienzimenauaneaiy
gefaannnisasar 50 uananazdumsiwenzd
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anulduiuauvarsiads demsUszanaeang
ThusduaumuuuInauasineInewand a1
Timansaihindszgndldlunsdlilld Thisfidanada
eanulaiwiveumanil laud anufluiia@ensy
2a9faen® Mmsldiadasiiadenziuaiiienzyd
AUAnEIAU® anuasiassnsie Tz (analyte)
UAaBlATEUINMSIASENGIBE M5 lEaMazae
Tumsadafiiaaautiauandresdy anuudanizes
maafitlfanuazaavasgunsninaziniosudn
emuilunse-1waues analyte idawanaUszansmm
Moz tadefissuammsaunau (Recovery)
aiilarhudunaude g wu ﬁy'umauﬁﬂﬁ'u%qm%(
MssEmBmnazans JunsumsinnzimaLniasiia
fiusm injection port ¥3auSLIa4 analytical
column NansznuN Matrix Effect ‘ﬁtﬁﬂf\nﬂmi
anarnuazualyl fidamansznudaUinaiiezst
waziiaiithseiishanathes fa Anamnuasinesyas
Tndteszinaslilanansitenzinuaneiy
M smamnasinenmeildndaralsiaunsasiusu
Hasananned tiohanyszanamenybiwiuauled
asudhu Seflanusifluiidasinrsanaanauilads
flannmsneaaslimaaios 2 taseusn laud
aNuLNY (Bias) LLa?.:ﬂ’J’INL‘ﬁIEI\‘l (Precision) ﬁgﬁ':
wisjuamsazaansoandnswarasuntadale
Wy nslEsuasgulumsiessd msldas
nassuBiaTagendiuses ashalsiomudiafing
Ae5zuuy Multi-residue Method ‘?%W‘ﬂums
Ienedansuanesiio mlimenuliuiueuding
imsnsznaimge® lumedjiduainsauimuan
anulduiusuresamseiudazsiia tiaUsznau
'5’1Emul,wiazﬂ%gqaﬂ“z?naﬂuﬂﬁsmimﬁaQaﬁyugm
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mnmBenziiwaneetuRdaa s
fneilaguden
Turasiivsanalnglifitamuuamanguane
Tunmssrenuaanulivivaurasnsiaszy
aseiilesiumaadagizluaims ualussduaina
Weslfuianmseradeawatananglsu (The European
Union Reference Laboratory for Pesticide
Residues, EURL) wuzihl%lgnssneauamany
liwivauraamsiwnziaseiilasiumiadagiiy
Toeld Default Value #3088z 50 2aemititaz
160 Tagfidaulad Recovery azdasiienlaiiv
Zauaz 20 §MSUNSAIN Recovery Aentiuniien
apananlveuialas Recovery Correct (100%/
%Recovery) laa@a1 Recovery ﬁﬁwmﬁwmmﬁ
snsadenldnnmaagauanuldlavedis G
nauisluldnu (initital validation) 7aya
211N199 on-going validation W3aa1aNIAIN
Recovery Lﬂ'aLamﬁmmigmaﬂuﬁaa'&m (spiked/
fortified sample) Iu?g(ﬂ‘lfu 9 Ala Mslden Default
Value #furamn 2 whuase Relative Standard
Deviation (RSD) ﬁlﬁ%ﬂﬂ Horwitz’s equation ‘ﬁ'
Teszwin 20-309% malagmsiwnziund®
wazm RSD laanmssiusinwansitasiziain
Wavlfudanisia3adnevasanninglsl™® anne
fsmnsndanldailldwneiidayaiieinnms
advayuuasiiudannasiiniusznilemiiey
MuANmMenguIglFnsumMsdaduaNNEanaded
fuamnuanenguineidulvadaduaine
Maximum Residue Limit (MRL) %386
Default Limit 7} 0.01 faansuaanlansy Tunsdl
lifidn MRL seyld wdnsdifiasiawuliuna
figanhil danuliuivaufiazosnuanaddunn
dulluaslimnzaainzshli1Fnu madadliHsms
Uszanaiisuilanmgaunanhuazazdesiingon
Wunsdlg T
Joguasasduasnasnideiiiiadssifiui’
Uszanadanuliwiveuiininzaiige dmdu
MINBNURIMNATEFN AN INUMInFAngiNY

Tudnuazualyd Taeduddivesufidmsanse
lddszgndlalunudszald madunauazms
Uszanaaanuliuiuauaasiie d201n570157
Tinanfesuddindidaanugndaaddinms i
wildsumssaniuluszdumnauazliaiiaumg
auraaglunadizansu lagvnisuwseuliiay
mstszanaenenyliwiusu 335 laun msmuuus
MALLUNINNYN ISO GUM Fahuwnms Bottom-up
Approach 1az35mMuuuIN N Top-down Approach
235 laun m3lddaya Quality Control Tagldanu
wuLarANNLTiEean Spiked Sample Tunudsea
nnmaAudayainevil warisgarhe da msld
FayaHaM U HUNNMSATINMINAFTBUAIN
#nay (Proficiency Testing, PT) filaannmsighdan
U 3 50U

msmﬁuazmimmg"m

#15L@d: acetonitrile, HPLC grade (Merck,
USA), acetone, AR grade (RCI Labscan, USA)
n-hexane, Pesticide grade (Burdick & Jackson,
USA), ethyl acetate, HPLC grade (Burdick &
Jackson, Korea), QUEChERS Extraction Packet,
EN Method Part No: 5982-7650 (Usznaumig
MgSO, 4 n54, NaCl 1 n3u, sodium citrate
dehydrate 1 n5% waz disodium hydrogen citrate
sesquihydrate 0.5 N3%) waz Dispersive SPE EN
method (Usznauaie MgSO, 900 Haansy, PSA
50 §8aN3Y, Wae graphite carbon black (GCB) 50
198an35u) (Agilent Technologies, USA), DI water
(Type I, resistivity > 18 m{2.cm, D-sorbitol AR,
purity > 98%

931953 Ta0819895UTee (Certified
Reference Material: CRM) (CPAChem, France)
ANNENTY 100 lulAsnSuAaiiadans (with trace-
ability) Wedu 132 #ile Usznauds

msmmgmﬁ?smiwzﬂmﬂLﬂ%}aq GC-MS/MS
106 %ia lown 4,4'-DDD (p,p'-TDE), 4,4'-DDE
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(p,p'-DDE), 4,4'-DDT (p,p’-DDT), acephate,
alachlor, aldrin, ametryn, azinphos-ethyl,
azinphos-methyl, BHC-alpha (alpha-HCH),
BHC-beta (beta-HCH), BHC-delta (delta-
HCH), BHC-gamma (gamma-HCH), bifenazate,
bifenthrin, bromophos-ethyl, bromopropylate,
buprofezin, butachlor, cadusafos, chlordane-
alpha, chlordane-oxy, chlordane-gamma,
chlorfenapyr, chlorfenvinphos, chlorobenzilate,
chloroneb, chlorothalonil, chlorpropham,
chlorpyrifos, chlorpyrifosmethyl, cyanophos,
cyfluthrin, cypermethrin, DCPA (Dacthal),
DEET, deltamethrin, demeton-s-methyl,
diazinon, dichlorvos, dicofol, dicrotophos, dieldrin,
dimethoate, dioxathion, disulfoton, ditalimfos,
endosulfan sulfate, endosulfan-alpha,
endosulfan-beta, endrin, EPN, ethion, ethoprofos,
etrimfos, fenchlorphos, fenitrothion, fenpropathrin,
fenthion, fenvalerate, fipronil, folpet, fosthiazate,
heptachlor, heptachlor epoxide-cis, heptachlor
epoxide-trans, heptenophos, hexachloroben-
zene, isofenphos, isoxathion, lambda-cyhalo-
thrin, malathion, methacrifos, methamidophos,
methidathion, methoxychlor, metribuzin,
mevinphos, naled, parathion, parathion-methyl,
permethrin, phorate, phosalone, phosmet,
phosphamidon, picoxystrobin, pirimiphos-ethyl,
pirimiphos-methyl, profenofos, propachlor,
propargite, propetamphos, prothiofos, quinal-
phos, quintozene, tecnazene, terbacil, terbufos,
tetrachlorvinphos, tetradifon, thiometon, tolyl-
fluanid, triadimefon, triazophos a2 trifluralin

msmmgmﬁ’imswﬂﬂﬂLﬂ'%lm LC-MS/
MS 26 #Hie lown aldicarb, atrazine, bendiocarb,
bromacil, carbary, carbendazim, carbofuran-
3-hydroxy, carbofuran, carboxin, fenobucarb,
hexazinone, isoprocarb, metalaxyl, methiocarb,

methomyl, metolachlor, monocrotophos,

. NIasnsInenamaasasuwng
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omethoate, oxamyl, phenthoate, pyrimethanil,
simazine, tebufenpyrad, thiabendazole,
thiophanate-methyl 8¢ tolclofos-methyl
MIOIENTITAZLNINTFIU: HFNEITaza
M35 U stock standard solution ANNLANAU 100
TulasnSudaiianans Tu acetone tivalile inter-
mediate standard solution ANNNZY 10 IulATATN
falaaans 1 volumetric flask 2110 10 J8330T
fudnmiigamgiionni -18°C Aeunsldnu
1399 intermediate standard solution #78
acetone M3083ERANNGIBEN (e working
standard solution %WNANNINTY 0.005, 0.01,
0.02, 0.05, 0.1, 0.25 WAz 0.5 LWIASASNADNAAANT
uasazane D-sorbitol 3% Usine 3 lulasans
Tuansazae 1 Tadans hlAwnsinuivseanse
fudnmniigamgiionnd -18°C laidu 1 o

m’%mﬁauazqﬂniiﬁ
winenaluiiaanazidee 0.001 n3w
(LC 6208, Sartorius, Germany) Waz 0.01 aan3u
(MC 2108, Sartorius, Germany) Lﬂ%}a\‘iizmﬂ
dsazarauuy Heating Box wazlduddlulasiau
Tunissevadrsana (REACTI-THERM III
#TS-18824, Thermo scientific, USA) Lﬂ%ﬂ\‘m@‘lﬁu
27%135 (RONIC, Poland) Lﬂ%‘awquﬁuwau
dsacang (Vortex-2 Genie, Scientific Industries,
USA) micropipette 2U16 2-20 lulasans 21
20-200 lWlA5AAT WL 100-1,000 LulAANT
(Eppendorf, Germany) amber vial 2116 4 838613
centrifuge tube 2UIA 50 NaFANT LAZ 15 NOAANT
Jurudagaumgiienndt -18°C certified volumetric
flask \A3asuiamnafiada@s acetone 2 A3Y WAy
n-hexane 2 a34 waiel¥uiedaurian1dnu
Lvﬁ'm GC-MS/MS: (7890B, TQ7000C Triple
Quadrupole MS/MS, Agilent Technology, USA)
Lﬂém LC-MS/MS (1260 Series, AB Sciex API
5500 QTRAP Sciex, Agilent Technology, USA)
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MadEnuLazHa sl

fhatheinuazwalsl Wahuimhsnimneians
SANTE /1131272021 wvailu 2 Uszan laun
1) High water content 8z 2) High acid and
high-water content wazldmageannanulsean
ifigiiadageiivanvasasauaqunnngueos
NEazBaeai

High water content,; ﬂEj:NNalﬁ’mﬂgﬂuim
aan (pome fruit) 14 apple, ﬂ&jNNaLﬁ'm (stone
fruit) 14 cherry, ﬂ&j:N walsiau 1 mango, ﬂziuﬁﬁ
Tuideaien (allium) 19 garlic, naNENUsELANNG
wazNa9Aues (fruiting vegetables/cucurbit) 1%
tomato, ﬂic‘juﬁmﬁ dnzvanta (brassica) 1% cabbage,
nauinluuazayulnsluga (leafy vegetable and
fresh herb) 14 lettuce, ﬂéNﬁﬂﬁWﬁu (stem and
stalk vegetable) 1# celery, nguitsasznamiuan
(fresh legume) 1% bean, nq’mﬁma @ (fresh fungi)
l4#e champignon u,azna:u NN (root and tuber)
1% carrot {Wudunu

High acid and high-water content; ﬂéju
citrus 1% lemon nguwalinadnuaziuass (small
fruit and berry) 1o strawberry wae grape (Elu
Ny

msienziasaiidesnumindasiia

1435 Modified QUEChERS In-house
Method Based on BS EN 15662:2018 1JJums
PNLAUUU Multi-residue Method Tm%’qﬁaashq
fnuazwalinuaazidon 10.0 N3y asly centrifuge
tube 2110 50 NadaN3 LGN acetonitrile 10 Nadans
weneeia 1 Wi WNESHEN extraction Packet,
EN Method (EN 15662) ualenlviidnnumeiia
an 1w ﬁWIﬂWHuLW‘%ﬂQ‘?{ﬂ’DNL‘%’J‘EBU 4,000 RPM
fluna 5 1 Grethaaziiamsiendu wisansana
slamuuuiledifly 2 du dmSuasadensy
siouazUsnaasaidaanumindagiganmeee
weiln GC-MS/MS waz LC-MS/MS

mﬁLﬂﬂsﬁmimﬁi’]aaﬁuﬁ15’mﬁmgﬁwﬁmLﬂ‘%im
GC-MS/MS

ssanadud 1 Jwemsazans 3 Hadans
i Iusqnsaae Dispersive SPE fimanzan
maﬁquum’%mﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁmmL‘%Tiau 4,000 RPM
Wuns 5 i Jwessesareauuu 2 Jadans
suiaunamanialulasau warlsuusinasdu
1 199903 MIEFITILENENILWIN n-hexane:
ethyl acetate 3:1 t@na15azaIe 3% D-sorbitol
Us1as 3 lalasdes ildasiadesnzivuiia
warUSanaisietedasiio GC-MS/MS shemaila
Matrix-Matched Calibration Curve log/l% column:
DB-5MS 30 m, 0.25 mm id, 0.25 um film thickness
(Agilent Technology, USA) flanmeinseedail du
injector {lu ALS, pulsed splitless mode, initial
temperature 80°C hold 0.1 min, 300°C to 300°C
cryogenic temperature 50°C § injection volume
Hlu 4 lulasdas oven temperature program (Hlu
initial 70°C hold 1 min, rate 50°C/min to 150°C,
rate 6°C/min to 200°C, rate 16°C/min to 280°C
hold 8.5 min, rate 50°C/min to final 300°C
hold 0.5 min wag post-run at 70 °C TFna lums
Ieeviuszana 30 ¥ 14 ion source temperature
280°C, quadrupole temperature MS1 ez MS2
tflu 180°C, mode constant pressure il 15.8 psi
Ltaﬂﬁ‘[ﬂsuniumuqmﬂ%mﬁﬂﬁms chlorpyrifos
fi RT aefi 12.020.1 Wil ssaulailadhgiaios
GC-MS/MS azgnmiuanaaiiulszqloslduna
He {u quench gas waz N, (U collision gas ‘ﬁ 1
NaddnI6aINT WargnNATIV NG multiple reaction
monitoring, MRM mode TaansitasIeinne
\adasila 5 LOD = 0.005 fiaansudanlaniy uas

LOQ = 0.01 fadnsuaanlansy

a o ~NY v o o w A v =
MLANHa ANl UNINARINTAI81AIBY
LC-MS/MS

(-7 | d' a\ |
darsanadiun 2 Waarsazaradiula 1

108805 ldlu Dispersive SPE e 1 w¥i 11y
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mgumfjm*?immlf%aiau 4,000 RPM {luna 5 il
ustwaasazaadiulaadly micro-spin filters
0.2 um %i® nylon mnﬁy'umgum%mﬁﬂﬂ%?\a Wy
ssavneaiuld inluiwnevisiiauasuSinaansiai
Yasnumiadangiizananmemaiin LC-MS/MS
nseviaremnaiia Procedural Calibration
Curve LA3 89 LC-MS/MS 14 column: Synergi
TM 2.5 um Fusion-PR 100 °A, 50x 2.0 mm
(Phenomesex, USA), mobile phase: 1M
NH,HCO,:MeOH:H,0, A 087U 5:95:900
oz B §0du 5:900:5 Nanzia3aedail flow rate:

@1919% 1 Gradient profile: Agilent 1260 Series

0.4 ml/min, injection volume: 2 pl, column
temperature: 40°C msusnansiluuuy gradient
ﬁﬂLLHﬂQIHﬂWiWQﬁ 1 LLasﬁamazwmm%aq mass
spectrometer tiu ionization mode: ESI (turbo
spray), polarity: negative & positive, ion
spray voltage 5,000 Wwag -4,200 eV, scan type
MRM, temperature TEM 400°C, collision
gas, CAD: nitrogen; medium, curtain gas
(CUR): 30 psi, ion source gas (GS1): 60 psi,
ion source gas (GS2): 60 psi lagMsIATIEH
fenaeaiia § LOD = 0.005 fiaansudanlansy
waz LOQ = 0.01 Hadnsuaanlansy

Time (min) flow rate (ml/min)

Mobile phase A Mobile phase B

0.0 0.4
1.0 0.4
12.0 0.4
16.0 0.4
16.1 0.4
25.0 0.4

100 0
100 0
0 100
0 100
100 0
100 0

mMsdszanadenaliwivausainsia
BnsUszinadenuliuiueuaeinsie
amsumsienziasiaiilasnumiadagizlucn
wazna laild 2 wwamevan wiseaniiiu 3 des
w1IN9 Bottom-up lagdd ISO GUM
3% 1S0 GUM #iiliizilasuanuiienaths
nfers figduuumsdnadanubivivaui
Famuduaduiunau Gwudaslummd 1 Tamanzau
fAsenelmindlifidayennmatssiugamn
WAENITMIVANAMAIWDENINEIWBUALLW NI TN
wnsilgnwannananmaiameilang udhin
Ussgndldluanans EURACHEM #aiasuflians
figasmswannisnagaviului Wesujidnis
sansalduuamaiilunisinsanuazasivdey
wImemMswannUSnamenulaniueuuas
uaazuvasla logludagiudaslfudnsitaszi
maefitlastumiadasiadndvalldismsd
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WNiieasee 9 MAsTestulSinaiideensie
ey aamgdl Usines meil @euges
MNIDFUMIMIAUIUHANMIUATIEA DHUMNWUETA
Fuaaunsitaazd sudessyiaiasiionas
19810351 Fuasud 2 531,!LLW§1'Q“7;3J’1°ZIQQ
annliutduay SIusINUaTinfiinadansia

NNTNNBNAIN Y TuauMINMSAUIN LA

v
~

e Uadea1nymaing anuuanaINgsnig
Hnagau anuawdslumssiud anwiedau
NMMInaday MIFuAIBEN MITIUazMTana
et anutlutiiadeniy anuaefiasiag
FANIEMSAUSHEIMBEN ATsUMUNNLLBAIBEN
= [~ vV
M3LAIBNNNNINATFU ANNAUUFUNTUDINTIN
=~ v
sz matdanlaluealunmsasananvanesgu
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matlaaunaion anuulslsuainmsmen
audigauu danduuaziinsanssdisznousas
anlaiwduey Munugimelailsznau (Cause
and Effect Analysis by Fishbone Diagram)
dumauil 3 srysaudazasdisznau Tasanaan
NNUNANE Y Wy Mndayaiiiiag Specification/
Certification :MNM NN 13U Method validation
NINNIATFIU daNaNITUTEAUANAINUALIIN
Uszaumanl laszymedne 1dudr Faudaud

yosuaazasalsznauliiluarianulivivay
116033 (Standard Uncertainty) Lﬂﬁ'ﬂu@hm’m
Tdwduaumassruiuaanulivivaumnasgiu
duWns (Relative Standard Uncertainty)
sunaui 4 imenuliwiuesuildmnanudas
avdUsznauINeINaANY LU UINATTIUTIN
(Combined Standard Uncertainty) Wa@ I
manuliniuauiasgu (Expanded Standard

Uncertainty)"® t{a51891UHa ALFAd UMW 1

s N
Step 1 : Specification
\ l J
' N
Step 2 : Identify Uncertainty Sources
\ l J
s N
»  Step 3a : Quantify Uncertainty Component
\ l J
f
Re-evaluate o
Step 3b : Convert to Standard Deviation
the significant \
components - l
Step 4 : Combine the Uncertainties
\
Yes Do the significant No

components

A

»  Report

need re-evaluating?

2NN 1 AszuUMIUszInaem NN LR UMNLINNIBNS ISO GUM

uuIn14 Top-down lasid Intra-
laboratory QC Data

msuszanamenuliwitaurasnsIaau
wnmsiitlumslddayannnszuiumsasiaday
A NLEULaEAINLNE920935T LA 1eia B
v 1_]“ va (17) ] acda o I'd VL 4
Woulfuanis"” enuudureisitezvarala

PNNANIINATDUNNYHANUJUANITNENNAUNTD

nnmeluissdfudmsiden msannuuaINgeg
aeAUsznavzasmaNulainiuaunndayans
Usziuaaumwyaaieljuanisnienisaivau
aammmely da ddnideuunasspuanms
NaadU Intermediate Precision @1 Bias 284
N3ANUMSI0 uazdayadu 1 Mifedas iy msdnmn

Ruggedness/Robustness WM UM
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Estimation of Measurement Uncertainty in Pesticide Residues in Vegetables and Fruits

Weerawut Wittayanan

Ufudladhe eldneligs uasdszandlaazann wiie
wWisuisunuds IS0 GUM lumsdnwiilddaya
msmuaNaamMuMeluraial judnmsiwsnzi
= Y -7 o -7 -7 =y 1]
aseiilasiumandagiis Tumsnagauanuusiy
UAZAMNLNENBNISLAEM AN TN ITIUNTZAU
0.05 NaansNeanlanin Tuknuazualyaagiany
' a 20 ¥ . s v
luusiazgansiazy 1 data point 28 90 tudaya
TurNna@aue Yuh 3 FIVNAN W.A. 2565 D9 IUN 11
SUNAN W.A. 2567 uadayamUszinana lagade

wanm3s SANTE /1131272021 (V2) Appendix C.

uIn Top-down 1ns3d Proficiency
Testing Data

Sgifuuuanaiildnndayanisdisw
managauaMNEny Faianuliuiveuiisnnsn
gNBIINNaNY U JUaNT"® Taansihaiany
HOWAALEITTUU Ad Bias uazAanuiawanaiegs
fo adndssuuinasguilldnnmmaaoy
Repeatability waz Reproducibility anansanven
ANy liwiupusIn ue ithneazdaeuairaeny
hiwiuaudesnda asmniimssyinuhlddasy
Bud Faazdniumslamniunumsnasauany
neemINzay l0edInTaUARNENMTIOUE
ilontindaa (Matrix) %mmumaaummﬁmm
mAenzdaseiitlesnumiadagiinludnuazualad
fhuusuiiinsiaegeaniaue asasuaquaiiouas
Usinamsifiaaniavanvneludladoseiiiu
Funuzasngusageld vananniiaraiimsldaums
2949 Horwitz’s equation év5umstszanaanany
Tiwdueulumsnagauiiianuvannvaisyasany
wndumnnidumslddayannvaraieslfudions
dwmsumsmmaluaillidayamadhsumaday

ANNTINQBIBNUH TR Nurieu FAPAS®
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3 58U laun FAPAS® 19366 beetroot puree,
FAPAS® 19341 peas with pods puree taz FAPAS®
19313 cucumber puree lagldnansIaNLivae
vioa§UAms (), mnue (assigned value, Xpp),
Standard Deviation for Proficiency Assessment
(Opt)s snumamenzinehanluudaznems
(No.) & data points SIMNaEY 33 daya umsuszanm
aranuliniuauiaieiennunainnatsuag

analyte luntinalae9Nuanaeny

We

M5UsEINaAIAN LN LK UYBINITIAUUINI
Bottom-up m#3is ISO GUM
UszanaanulaiwiusulasEaaniarsen
FJunaunsNAEaU Tﬂaﬂ°wwuﬂLquQﬁ§umau3§
AA5Ed MseseuaRgNEINsUIRERasIal
Yasiumiadagizludnuazuall 6835 QUECh-
ERS ES BN 15662:2018 tnatia GC-MS/MS uaz
LC-MS/MS dauaaslumwii 2 mnsumnuaseiag
757200 (measurand) WudSnaansaiilaanuman
Angily (pesticides) tdana1s chlorpyrifos Aoy
Tudheteinuazualsl drate3ns GC-MS/MS
wiheflu Jadnsudanlansy (mg/kg) AU
Usanasnsiinsiada Tagldeanudusu (C,) ey
1#an Calibration Curve %iia Matrix matched
ﬁa%wmnmmé’uﬁuéswiw Concentration U
Peak area W@az#umauraInsIATENFINT50
syunasiiinzasaanuliuivey ihanasuiiy
Cause and Effect Diagram ﬁquamﬂumwﬁ' 3
mmsmnamanyliuiveuraiudazasdlsznau
MBENMTIUATIEVaNS chlorpyrifos Turnuasma Lyl

NSLAUANNENTU 0.05 mg/kg AILTA LUMTINT 2



mstszanamanyliwiyeswasmsliensiansandluinuasua i AT Inentiun
79AIDEN 10.0 £ 0.1 g
aNmAI8 acetonitrile 10 mL
J solution of 122 pesticides 100 pg/mL in
(i3 QUEChERS Extract Pouch acetone (ampoule No. 1-6), Stock 1
EN Method 2287 1 min, Centrifuge d
\lx Pipette 1 mL of ampoule No. 1-6 in 10 mL
Uue sample solutionm ~3 mL volumetric flask, 10 ug/mL, Stock 2

\ \

Cleanup @ Dispersive solid phase

Pipette 0.1 mL of Stock 2 + 0.9 mL

extraction (21 1 min, Centrifuge of matrix, 1 pg/mL, Stock 3

Ute sample solution 2 mL Pipette Stock 3: 5, 10, 20, 50, 100, 250,

0 500 uL + 995, 990, 980, 950, 900, 750,

500 uL of matrix solution, + 3 pL. d-sorbitol

J
n-hexane:ethyl acetate 3:1 1 mL
\L GC-MS/MS calibration curve

(0.005, 0.010, 0.020, 0.050, 0.100, 0.250,
0.500 ug/mL)

v QJ a v
szvgui Usudsues ey

Ieeviale GC-MS/MS

ENUND (mg/kg)

Muil 2 Flow diagram udasduaaunisitassiasiaiilasnumiadagigludnuazualiaisis
QuEChERS
Standard concentration
Bias Co Temperature
Purity
Dilution
Recovery Calculation curve

N \ Calibration : \
" " Mass Calibration
p Pesticide (Cs) mg/kg

Calibration
—> Repeatability
_—>
Temperature
_—

Sample weight Final volume Method precision

Uncertainty mass-method

X

Calibration

Mass (gross+tare)

M 3 unugiinnelal Cause and Effect Diagram uaosunasfisnzasanalaiuivaumsitanzd srsiad
Yasfiumiadagiigludnuasnalidieis QUEChERS
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Estimation of Measurement Uncertainty in Pesticide Residues in Vegetables and Fruits Weerawut Wittayanan

Mad 2 wanIseuIamIAIN laduiuaunIasgIusIn (Calculation of Combined Standard
Uncertainty) msdeansviaseiiasnumiadagialuinuazualisheid QuEChERS

Standard Relative Standard

Component Value, x Uncertainty Divisor Uncertainty, Uncertainty,
U u(x) u(x)/x

Sample weight
- weight variation 10g 0.l1g V3 0.05774 g 0.005770
- tare 10g 0.003 g 2 0.00150 g 0.000150
- gross 10g 0.003 g 2 0.00150 g 0.000150
Combined Standard 0.005777
Uncertainty
Sample taken
- calibration (pipette) 10 ml 0.0015 ml 2 0.00075 ml 0.000075
- temperature (pipette) 10 ml 0.04 ml V3 0.02309 ml 0.002309
- calibration (pipette) 2 ml 0.001 ml 2 0.00050 ml 0.000250
- temperature (pipette) 2 ml 0.04 ml V3 0.02309 ml 0.011545
Combined Standard 0.011777
Uncertainty
Final volume
- calibration (pipette) 1 ml 0.001 ml 2 0.00050 ml 0.000500
- temperature (pipette) 1 ml 0.004 ml V3 0.00231 ml 0.002309
Combined Standard 0.002363
Uncertainty
C, 100 pg/ml 0.0072 pug/ml 1 0.0072 pg/ml 0.000072
Conc. of standard
1. Stock standard
purity 100.32 pg/ml 1.14 pg/ml V3 0.65818 pug/ml 0.00656
2. Working standard
Dilution
-calibration (pipette) 1ml 0.005 ml 2 0.00250 ml 0.00250
-temperature (pipette) 1 ml 0.005 ml V3 0.00289 ml 0.00289
-calibration (flask) 10 ml 0.04 ml Ve 0.01633 ml 0.00163
-temperature (flask) 10 ml 0.05 ml V3 0.02887 ml 0.00289
-calibration (pipette) 0.1 ml 0.000425 ml 2 0.00021 ml 0.00213
-temperature (pipette) 0.1 ml 0.0005 ml V3 0.00029 ml 0.00289
-calibration (pipette) 0.9 ml 0.005 ml 2 0.00250 ml 0.00278
-temperature (pipette 0.9 ml 0.0045 ml V3 0.00260 ml 0.00297
Combined Standard 0.00988
Uncertainty
Method precision
- Repeatability 0.1 mg/kg 0.00320 mg/kg 1 0.00320 mg/kg 0.032000
Bias 119.6% 2.65% V24 0.54093% 0.004523
- Recovery

Combined Relative Standard Uncertainty u (X)/X 0.036328

MNsasnsnintengasmsunne
7 U9 67 atiud 2 ey - Inuau 2568




msusznamanyliwiyauasnsiwnzvssanmalurnuasua b

5@l neniun

A15AIUIUNIAIAIIN LN LU uB U
(Expanded Uncertainty) 9ne5197 2 wueh
Combined Relative Standard Uncertainty
(0,(X)/X) fiendlu 0.036 lunsdifratansranuans
chlorpyrifos U31nat 0.05 mg/kg laa u(x) =
0.036 X 0.05 = 0.002 mg/kg INUUALHANN
Tiwduauanasgiudranisgualaa Coverage
factor, k ﬁssé’umwmﬁ'aﬁu 95% Expanded
Uncertainty at Confidence Interval (C.I.) 95%
(k=2) azle U(x) = 2x0.002 = 0.004 mg/kg
dFmSurunaumsnenumeanyliuivey Mot
MINENUHIMIATINIATIZA 18U WU chlorpyrifos
0.0540.004 mg/kg (AszduanNBaiulszInm
95%, k = 2) Tagmenulduiveuiinanuiimandiu
Sagay 8

mMsuszanaaaNulaiuiuauYaInsInms
Ju@3Eas chlorpyrifos ludnuaznalsl muuund]
289 ISO GUM nudadiuamanyliuivaunnunad
anwliuiveuiidaadausinaas chlorpyrifos 7

Wupedusznauvan 3 aedUsznau Seannannly
1pe loun Method precision (48.2%) Sample
taken (17.7%) waz Standard concentration
(14.9%) dusdlsznausy °) 1% Sample weight
(8.7%) Bias (6.8%) Final volume (3.6%) was
C, (0.1%) dadludadiuisennioeas 10 AILFAY
Tuswil 4 TastnasianuaumaanHaEaIdIA Ny
Talwduaussnsonasanls 2 nsd leun nsdin 1
faalimiiasnin 2 X SD lag Predicted SD laan
Horwitz Equation Modified by Thompson"?
Lﬁ'a Concentration Ratio<120 ug/kg Iﬁléj(ﬂi
SD = 0.22XC ija C @@ Concentration Ratio
FADIMININU NIBINAU 2 X 22 = 449% SaN5EH
2 l9@ Default Expanded Measurement Uncer-
tainty 289 SANTE/11312/2021 (V2) fitwual3h
Wi 509 dainsanwuheenyliuiveusens
Aszauanudanui 959 fidniaaninamisensun
2 A58l uameNMsUszanamanu liuivauaenan
PR HE IR HIAE

Final volume,

3.6%

Bias, 6.8%

Sample weight,
8.7%

Standard conc.,
14.9%

Sample taken,
17.7%

€0, 0.1%

Method
recision, 48.2%

d' [ 1 o U ] 1 a '3 . L% v
MW 4 dediupsdUsenauunasn NNl uduauuBInITIAILWa1s chlorpyrifos Tusinuazealsl

TaeAs ISO GUM

nsuszanaaInalaiuiuausaInISILKINIG
Top-down la#l% Intra-laboratory QC data

msUszanamanyliuiuaureimsiaisi
ANsanNndaygamienzimeludaslfudions
Tuduwas Bias uas Precision #dafudadiud

o o o <& Vo v

aannge leamluwunieannnnn 1 u 3 vas

ANV NLUUBUNING e LSAMNNINYBIANY
[ [ d' 1 4' ] [~

Tawdusunoranannurasdu g wu anyludly

WIBLAENNUYBIAIDEN WazANN INLUYPUIINENS

waspunldiensiasgniiansaninuvaemanil
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Estimation of Measurement Uncertainty in Pesticide Residues in Vegetables and Fruits

Weerawut Wittayanan

Tagnmulilumsiensiiua Tunasinsanmm:
@ Bias w8z Precision (i aanuluwivaun
mmald annmseenganlduiveuinasgiu

MM IAMIBAIAIN Coverage Factor, k Niszau

U’

=k Xu’

ANNENU 95% Expanded Uncertainty at C.I.
95% (k = 2) a9aumsn 1 lesdanwal () vanais
\J v n dl % v =~ \l d‘ =

aanuliuiuaungnaauladlivaauvasianiies

= . . . 7
2 LN A Bias ez Precision (MUY

duNsN 1

u’ = \/u'(bias)2 + u’ (precision)’

- ,
N u =

Py
JuNIIN 2

measurement uncertainty

u’ (bias) = Uncertainty Component a1n Bias

u’ (precision) = Uncertainty Component 270 Precision

Togmiluty u” (bias) azeurnlagly
Uncertainty 31n389819893U589 (Certified
Reference Material; CRM) wa luvnaufiaiaah
tflu CRM ## Analyte was Matrix @59nu2aUne
NA9nsUsEN A AN LN LUUDUYAINITIA /
mstenziaseiiasnumiadagisludnuas

9/3: v a Ya ] o v l!ll
waldy Wesdjudamslasansodamla issain
& ¥ o w ¥ a ¥ A
Wudannezesgndnlumslianuaiussasiom

L [ .:1' < ) =1 J o Ty
anueczaviaafiilurasaanindsds mlnlid

Y v a

Fagandesusasimheluviasemenasaunguas

naulanavinela detiumsdszanaeanyliuiuay

(measured concentration-spiked concentration

raamsia/madensviaseiiasnumindagiy
asannsomlalaelddaya Bias uaz Precision
nnmanadauanulilavesisuazdayamsnuan
aamwely

mMsuszanaeanaliwivausaInsInan
Bias, u”(bias)

nsein 1 lfinmsuSuud Recovery (Estimation
of the u’(bias) component without correction
for recovery) a:1#lunsaid Expanded Uncer-
tainty 1a8n71 50% Relative Bias minalaan

4 . . > o
duMsh 3 waz u’ (bias) MaleNNaNMN 4

Relative Bias (%) =

(spiked concentration)

X 100% NN 3

u’ (bias)

ia  RMS’ (bias)

 RMS'(bias)*+u’ (Cref)’

gumsh 4

root mean square of the relative bias

\/ Y bias’ = V mean?,_+ SD.P},_

Population SD of the Relative Bias (§645 stdev.p Tu Excel)
Uncertainty of the Spiked Concentration ti{afiantipemnu/3auiiiau

fiu Bias way Precision 3&N15011000INTNNTN 4 16 INLHED

- gumsi 5

n
mean,;,, = Mean of the Relative Bias
SD.Py,, =
u’ (Cref) =
ﬂ&lﬂ'ﬁ‘ﬁ 5
u, (blas) = \/ meanﬁias + SD'Pbias
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%

5@l neniun

nsain 2 §mM3USuun Recovery (Estimation of the u’(bias) component with correction for

recovery) n3al Expanded Uncertainty 81031 50%

dNNISN 6

u’ (bias) = \/(L\/]IJTW) +u’ (Cref)’

o  RSDwR

n = Number of recovery tests

u’ (Cref)

Within-laboratory reproducibility of the recovery

Uncertainty of the spiked concentration tNaimuaavnulIauiaunu
y P

Bias 18z Precision &IX15011000NNTNNITN 6 Lo ANVdaaNmsh 7

u’ (bias) = RSDrw dumMsh 7
it

msUszanaeanuliuiuaureInsInan Precision, u’ (precison)
Amnalennaumsn 8

u’ (precision) = RSD,w dunsh 8
(e RSD,w = Within-laboratory reproducibility

M5UsEIN UM ANN LN BIMTINTIN AMUINNFNMTN 9
dunsh 9

u’ = /mean?, + SD.P’

asUszanaaauliuiuauzeeinisia
MIIAEN chlorpyrifos Tunuaznalsi Tag Intra-
laboratory QC data laganéiatndayamsmuan
Aamwmely (Internal Quality Control, IQC)
TaamMINATaUAMNLIULEZANNREINMINATDU
spiked sample N5zAUANNENTY 0.05 mg/kg
Wi Recovery lumiingragainuazwalai

NANUNAINYAIBATBUAIUYN commodity AN

+ RSD?,

bias

ANLLE TUN 3 TIWIAN W.A. 2565 D9 IUN 11 FUNAN
W.A. 2567 luudazgamsnaaay (batch) Uszairiu
S @ v A v v a va a ¢ a

uthudayanlanndasdjuianmslumsianeias
ANNLINIUBY chlorpyrifos MATIEYladmAILe

a [d

0.041-0.058 mg/kg AnLu Recovery 82.0-116.0%
NMUIUKINTHANEH (n) TNEU 28 Faya 1daya

WAL AUIUKD HILFAI LU 3
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Estimation of Measurement Uncertainty in Pesticide Residues in Vegetables and Fruits

Weerawut Wittayanan

m399 3 dayanisauquaamwaaly (Intra-laboratory QC data) &1%35unisaIuIne)

anubiuiuauraINTIA5ILH chlorpyrifos HnuazualiimeIs QueChERS (¢d)

Spiked at 0.05 mg/kg

Relative bias

n Date Vegetables and Measured (%)
fruits (mg/kg)

1 3 Aug 2022 Orange 0.046 -8
2 7 Sep 2022 Peas 0.053 6
3 4 Oct 2022 Garlic 0.050 0
4 23 Dec 2022 Cherry 0.056 12
5 20 Feb 2023 Mango 0.047 -6
6 5 May 2023 Beetroot 0.045 -10
7 19 Feb 2023 Water melon 0.058 16
8 7 Nov 2023 Broccoli 0.044 -12
9 13 Nov 2023 Chinese broccoli 0.047 -6
10 16 Nov 2023 Mushroom 0.046 -8
11 1 Dec 2023 Banana 0.048 -4
12 5 Jan 2024 Cabbage 0.045 -10
13 18 Jan 2024 Agasta 0.055 10
14 29 Jan 2024 Stawberry 0.049 -2
15 6 Mar 2024 Potato 0.042 -16
16 29 ApI‘ 2024 Lettuce 0.042 -16
17 29 Apr 2024 Rose apple 0.052 4
18 25 Jun 2024 Spring onion 0.044 -12
19 15 Jul 2024 Shallot 0.046 -8
20 5 Aug 2024 Apple 0.050 0
21 11 Sep 2024 Durian 0.046 -8
22 22 Oct 2024 Peach 0.064 28
23 6 Nov 2024 Spinach 0.051 2
24 8 Nov 2024 Grapes 0.049 -2
25 26 Nov 2024 Apple 0.041 -18
26 11 Dec 2024 Celery 0.049 -2
27 11 Dec 2024 Grapes 0.041 -18
28 11 Dec 2024 Green pea 0.044 -12

n 28

mean 0.048 -3.57

SD Pbias (stdev.p) (%) 10.574

SD measured (mg/kg) (stdev.s) 0.005

RSDwR (%) 11.167

nsaif 1 u’ (bias) (%) (Without correction recovery) 11.161

u’ (precision) = RSDwR (%) 11.167

u’ combined (%) 15.789

U’ (Expanded MU) (%) (k = 2) 31.577

nsai 2 u’ (bias) (%) (With correction recovery) 2.110

u’ (precision) = RSDwR (%) 11.167

u’combined (%) 11.365

U’ (Expanded MU) (%) (k = 2) 22.730
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%

5@l neniun

Tumsmenuamenslduiusy dasniinms
NIENUMVNINAINMINAFIU QC 1u°&aqssmnamﬁ@
MW Expanded Standard Uncertainty ﬁﬂlﬂi;jﬁ
uagamniideaas 50 lunsdin 1 Jewaz 31.6 lu
ﬂiiﬁ‘flllﬁfl Recovery correct ‘mﬂﬁmﬁmﬁﬂitﬁﬁ 2
AmMuIulaedinis Recovery correct azvlv
Expanded Standard Uncertainty fenenaflu
Za8az 22.7 isarsanlden Default Uncertainty
Value Muualag SANTE/11312/2021 ﬁ%’aﬂa: 50
via 2 st aglunaianuaumaauEe Gagems
FENUNINTATIVILATIEA 1TU WU chlorpyrifos
0.05 mg/kg Expanded Uncertainty 31.6%
= 0.05 X 31.6/100 = 0.016 mg/kg F991891U

WU chlorpyrifos 0.05+0.016 mg/kg (N52AUANN
@WanuUseann 95%, k = 2)

asuszanaaIanlaiuiuauaInIsIAUKINIG
Top-down Tagld PT Data
mMseNziasaiasnumiadagizuuy
Multi-residue Method fl#futiiadathadinuas
ualsl (Matrix) fivannwane msenan MU 2assnsle
ssniinaazdululilevdadululamn isen
nadays Bias Ainseiu Matrix 19 mamume
anuliwluaurenadnnsald Within-laboratory
Reproducibility Iﬂﬂﬁﬁaga Relative Standard
Deviation ¥1#Wa1saNsINfvdaya PT Faifly

Laboratory Bias Wa1sananaunIsn 10

u’ = v u (bias)*+ u' (RSDyr)*

=]
(¥\1D)] u

’

A
dunI1In 10

= Combined Standard Uncertainty

u” (RSDwR) = Within-laboratory Reproducibility

u’(bias) = Uncertainty Component Nananidlduazanudeauuaasiaslfuanns

Tumswehdin PT

nMsauIn u (RSD,g) aansnlddaya
Recovery ﬁlé'mﬂmsmuQuqmmwiuswwn
Lﬁ'aax‘ﬁaquaniiuﬁsiumawmmﬁmiwﬁ
uanmﬂﬁuﬁ'gﬁqmmsaﬁwﬁagamﬂmsmaaumm
1l dwarisnimnsoniinldudazlddayaiiiany
isafaeduly Tosdasldinudayasthaias 31
iquJJa 1“8"‘179336 Relative Standard Deviation ¥
dsznaumsiansan lunsdiiesdjudnsased
Yasnumandagiiy dinaamwiazanulasans
219115 ATWINENENFATNMTUNNE INMINAFDUANIN
UNUIN Recovery waziansin PT aaungduiuans
250 %ile IeNlos GC-MS/MS 106 %ia waz
LC-MS/MS 144 wiia lagd5ideniu dmsudays
QC #ifuanluszazen mwuanamizansuiisasas
70-120% 31@NeARAEEU 0.05 me/kg NaFaU

lu Matrix ivennnagmuziadiagaiinnzy
Tunuszan

u’ (bias) AIUIUIINAIINFINITOVUD
wavdjuanslumsiznsiumanadauanudium
Taglddayainnulivaani 31 daya® mnldlums
M Tadayansinsiunadauanuinyny
FAPAS® 3 s8u laun FAPAS® 19366 beetroot
puree, FAPAS® 19341 peas with pods puree, (g
FAPAS® 19313 cucumber puree i data point I
A 33 daya uannnUSna@sinenuuddd
Foyafiniihudedlddmumsdunn Idun Assigned
Value %38 Median m3anssanaauaidays lugluag
Robust Standard Deviation %38 Qn wazauIu
waslflidmsfinsnulinumsiug dayauans

Tuensan 3
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Estimation of Measurement Uncertainty in Pesticide Residues in Vegetables and Fruits Weerawut Wittayanan

u’ (bias) Malannaumsin 11

\/ u’ (bias) = RMS; +u'(C.p)") guMIN 11

RMS’,.. = Root Mean Square of the Relative Bias, mwalannaumsi 12 ihdays QC

PAMSNA 3 AN 1es m = 33 Azle

RMS bias = _ /s (bias’)” =/ 3406.61 = 10.16% AR 12
m 33

, o v v v ° a P v a va
u’ (C..p) Mnalannmsitnsin PTvaigsay  wMsaganunamsie et juanisies
vy v A ° o o o ' v
Iﬂ‘c’lﬂ']il?fﬂ'] sum YN Qn $¥IINWEYINNN 2 YNNI UIU WIUIUMNNENINIAUAIY factor 1.25 ey ISO

v

HanFIeNsEnNenulesiaslfuamsndnsin 13528:2022% a9aNNIsN 13 UNUNEIEYDNEIIN

MIND 4
5 Qn
, 1/ 155.65 J
u (Cp) = %x 1.25 ==~ X 1.25 = 5.90% dNN19n 13

u’ (bias) = \/RMS’iias + 1 (C,p)’ =\/10.162+ 5.90° = 11.75%

Relative Standard Deviation (RSD) 284  annans14i 4 fiendlu 11.17% ey u” (RSDwR)
% Recovery sasvasljuamsloalddaye QC 28 e Jslgen 10.77%

u’'= \/u'(bias)2+u'(RSDwR)2 = \/11.752+ 11.17° = 16.2%
U =kxu’
U =2x16.2 =32.4%

MINN 4 M ey lwdvaurasmIalagly PT Data

PT m Pesticides xi Xpt  Bias (Bias')® @n @n No- VNo. 2o
Round (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (%) ¢ O-p t) (ratio) Results VNo.
FAPAS 1 azinphos- 0.0756 0.0630  20.00  400.00 0.01390  22.06 10 3.162  6.977
19366 methyl
beetroot 2 azoxystrobin 0.0627 0.0630 -0.48 0.23 0.01390 22.06 12 3.464 6.369
puree 3 boscalid 0.0433 0.0360  20.28  411.19 0.00792  22.00 10 3.162 6.957

4 carbofuran 0.0248 0.0300 -17.33 300.44 0.00660 22.00 11 3.317 6.633
5 epoxiconazole 0.0915 0.0790  15.82  250.36 0.01740  22.03 11 3.317 6.641
6 ﬁpronil 0.0403 0.0411 -1.95 3.79 0.00904 22.00 11 3.317 6.632
7 phosphamidon  0.0393 0.0460 -14.57 212.15 0.01010 21.96 9 3.000 7.319
8 propoxur 0.0779 0.0754 3.32 10.99 0.01660 22.02 11 3.317 6.638
9 pyridaben 0.0623 0.0655  -4.89  23.87 0.01440 21.98 12 3.464 6.346
10 triﬂoxystrobin 0.1175 0.1100 6.82 46.49 0.02430 22.09 10 3.162 6.986
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msUszanamanuyliniuauasmsiengiasanma luanuazua la 5@l neniun
M51N 4 Msenameny liwivauresmsialeals PT Data (da)

PT m Pesticides Xi Xpt Bias', (Bias')’ Qn Qn No. /No. Qn
Round (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (%) Yo O-p t) (ratio) Results VNo.
FAPAS 11 cypermethrin 0.1200 0.1250 -4.00 16.00  0.02740  21.92 20 4.472 4.901
19341 12 diazion 0.0317 0.0344  -7.85  61.60 0.00756  21.98 22 4.690 4.685

peas with 13 etofenprox 0.0646 0.0744 -13.17 173.50 0.01640 22.04 21 4.583 4.810
pods puree 14 fenitrothion 0.0513 0.0506 1.38 1.91  0.01110 21.94 16 4.000 5.484
15 fenvalerate 0.1160 0.1120 3.57 12.76  0.02470  22.05 18 4.243 5.198
16 heptachlor 0.0603 0.0519 16.18 261.95 0.01160 22.35 16 4.000 5.588
17 methidathion 0.0577 0.0603 -4.31 18.59  0.01330 22.06 17 4.123 5.349
18 monocrotophos  0.0308 0.0273  12.82  164.37 0.00601  22.01 19 4.359 5.051
19 pyrimethanil 0.0481 0.0430  11.86  140.67 0.00945 21.98 22 4.690 4.685
20 triadimenol 0.1036 0.0951 8.94 79.89  0.02090  21.98 21 4.583 4.796
21 trifloxystrobin  0.0472 0.0420  12.38 153.29 0.00925  22.02 21 4.583 4.806
FAPAS 22 boscalid 0.1194 0.1190 0.34 0.11 0.02620  22.02 69 8.307 2.651
19313 23 buprofezin 0.1100 0.1260 -12.70 161.25 0.02740 21.75 69 8.307 2.618
cucumber 24 chlorpyrifos 0.0322 0.0309 4.21 17.70  0.00679  21.97 70 8.367 2.626
puree 25 endosulfan- 0.0171 0.0186  -8.06  65.04 0.00408 21.94 62 7.874 2.786
sulfate
26 fenhexamid 0.0735 0.0679 8.25 68.02  0.01490 21.94 64 8.000 2.743
27 fludloxonil 0.0718 0.0680 5.59 31.23  0.01500 22.06 65 8.062 2.736
28 flusilazole 0.0706 0.0662 6.65 44.18 0.01460  22.05 68 8.246 2.674
29 imazalil 0.0234 0.0220 6.36 40.50  0.00485  22.05 65 8.062 2.734
30 methamidophos 0.0632 0.0692 -8.67 75.18  0.01520  21.97 52 7.211 3.046
31 oxamyl 0.1222 0.1200 1.83 3.36  0.02630 21.92 64 8.000 2.740
32 profenofos 0.0378 0.0344 9.88 97.69  0.00757  22.01 68 8.246 2.669
33 quinalphos 0.0451 0.0419 7.64 58.33  0.00922  22.00 63 7.937 2.772
Y(bias ") = 3406.16 n
No of Resuits (m) = 33 2%_ B 195:65
\/ DI - 10.16 ZJQ_i
m % x1.25 = 5.90

Tumssenumenulaiwiuey Wasnniims
NIZNYHIYDIHANMTITINMINATDUANINTIUIQY
Tuzrieszeziiamilniaige vl Expanded
Uncertainty {fge (U~ = 32.4%) ¥aa1ne Default
Uncertainty Value mMyiualag SANTE/11312/2021
d‘ |} \ 1 d‘ k4
7 50% lian wazgeninarilannnisuszana
meanuliuiueuraimsianis ISO GUM ann ua

s Y o o Adlﬁ' Yo o 1
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NANIATIVILATIEN (FU WU chlorpyrifos 0.05 mg/
kg Expanded Uncertainty 32.4% = 0.05x32.4/
= J .
100 =0.016 mg/kg WNENIUN WU chlorpyrifos
4 o 4 9
0.05+0.016 mg/kg (NszauaNuzaNulIzIIN
95%, k = 2)

WiammuaUSnaenugusuwasans chlor-
pyrifos anmsludnuazralsiflufidasnaaudiy
0.05 mg/kg Aanulai wiveudiennaldannuuama
69 9 sanaaslumsd 5 Tasuwnmamsiszanae
anwlaiwiuaulumsinmnesaiing s uwama laud
1) W N Bottom-up %38 ISO GUM, 2) uuIni
Top-down lagl# QC data uaz 3) uan Top-down
logld PT data 1vi@1 Expanded Uncertainty (U)
fennalaiandu 8.0, 31.7 sz 32.4% MUTGU
athUSinaenudaduiitivue (0.05 mg/ke)
Tuemnalasld Horwitz’s equation Mnaamsn 14
2zl@ Expanded Uncertainty (U) gﬂqmlﬁtﬁu
RSD (%) i 33.29% wazynn 1% Horwitz’s equation
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modified Thompson @9a1N5N 15 WAL 16 d1H5U
ANUENTUBEA T 0.12 mg/kg ¢le Expanded
Uncertainty (U) gagalaitiu RDS (%) 9 44.0%

agnalsponu Expanded Uncertainty (U) 9149 5 N5t
NeU EapaiiaTpenT default value savavmwelsy
e L3y 509

RSD (%) = 207051 ) duNn 14
RSD (%) = 0.02¢”** ({8 ¢ > 0.12 mg/kg gumsfi 15
RSD (%) = 0.22¢ i@ ¢ < 0.12 mg/kg FUMIT 16

5191 5 wamsUszanamanuldniueaurasmsiaas chlorpyrifos Tusinuaznalsiaasuaaziuuams

25 u(%) U(w) mmeuua (mg/kg)
Bottom-up approach, ISO GUM™ 4.0 8.0 0.05+0.004
Top-down approach, QC data”" 15.8 31.7 0.05+0.016
Top-down approach, PT data®" 16.2 32.4 0.05+0.016
Horwitz’s equation 16.6 33.2 0.05+0.017
Horwitz’s equation modified Thompson"? 22.0 44.0 0.05+0.022
SANTE/11312/2021 (V2) 25.0 50.0 0.05%+0.025
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Uncertainty) i “Nonnegative parameters”
fudasdeamsnszaadizasdUsiaiiald Tas
lnasatiuusniissyunmMamalszanamdinan
@8 Guide to the Expression of Uncertainty in
Measurement 58 GUM @aiifinsiiila w.q. 2536
enansisarhiulasenusiniasznineeasyn
NNUANEVUIENIU 15U The Bureau International des
Poids et Mesures (BIPM), International
Organization of Legal Metrology (OIML),
International Electrotechnical Commission
(IEC) uae International Organization for

ais g

Standardization (ISO) amfiumslegtinilanduas
TAuwrnaumasinermanand Huaianis

u

T
o Y

MmNy laiwiyauraImMIandunsanuas

u

i lUszgndldagaunsnanaannige (Uuignish

[
= 1

HuTINuraInnzasenuldwivaunnuranse

MNsasnsnintengasmsunne
U 67 atun 2 Wy - Tgunau 2568

nsznudsUSnaeiiale e liuivauineny
mudfulinaiiialdasdasiinssyssduana
Fasulsznaumeiana issnnanyliuivaudl
argmhlUlFnulunsdidasiimsdadunumnamion 9
WU ANNFDAARBINUAININUA WIUnIa il
sansuniaUfias Fazdaeinsruiumsdadulama
Decision Rules fmvualigaminugs e
Tawduowaeng (U) dugrildlsznaumsaasula
laanmsgaensliwiuauinesgiu (u) dum
AaeIAnile (k) %ﬁLﬂu@hﬁgnﬁmummm:é’umm
oty Taemluazi@anldszduanudoiuil 95%
@ k = 1.96 Wiatiaanuazmnin 1y k = 2 lums
e aaxnlull w.d. 2550 il Eurolab
l@pantanans Technical Report 1/2007 52y
Jamslunsuszanaanulduiuawdinidyan
wmain laun Single Laboratory Validation
(including quality control), Interlaboratory

Comparisons ttaz External Quality Assessment



msusznamanyliwiyauasnsiwnzvssanmalurnuasua b

%

5@l neniun

(EQA) %38 Proficiency Testing (PT) a9 2 "3%‘5!’
Wuwwameiiuandisan GUM Tag Dybkaer®
S'z‘;qLﬂuQ”Gfﬁq@hLmﬁmizﬁwﬂmzﬂssumsu%ms
284 The International Federation of Clinical
Chemistry and Laboratory Medicine (IFCC)
Tugaztiulglianudiulih wwnmwes Eurolab 4
Humeihliismanes GUM figeenniudau founou
sl usnnuarldnawu aaelduisnms
Aoty sansenlulFnuldasdumsimsnzd
maaiilaslidasliniwennsiaunldas uanani
n1sUszgndlai5eas GUM araldtvanzan
AUMIINATLAMUAT Eurachem™ Jaduauuins
fumnzdmdumsiensimaaiiaeiinisiiansen
wasmilidatadedne g ludeslfuamsiivinliia
anuliuivauiy uumwﬁﬁ'ﬁagaﬂizﬂaums
fmnaidnhuszasaunguilasada g nnniisiau

wuInensuszanaea N liuluaures
nwsi’mﬁlﬁ'ﬁaagam‘smuquqmmwmﬂalu (IQC)
Hhuwnmeisjaniuiladevaniicdniige de anu
issunanaas (Bias) WaTANNLTIEN (Precision)
1un15ﬁnmﬂ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ'agamnmsmuquqmmw
ML lagmMsAne Recovery a1 Spiked
samples Tufagheiifianuvarnvans (Hudodad
Hudunufmatheeseiinasl§iamslasu mssu
sdayalutessaznmmil mvlddayailndides
fumahanuludiessanniige Meilinsinsen

. R o v v a wa a 4
10 Bias wotlunnsunvanljuanisiesizy

[
=

= Y -7 o -7 %4 = 1 = L% 1]
asedilasnumiadagiglianinsodnmaiagian
lu CRM #ilmaseusznaunumenabiwduaule
RUSudsuldldavsunandulumaee (Spiked
concentration) UNUAMBNDI LANDINTLHUNIING

VYV 49, Y n n d‘ v \J
Hioya QC # mmazlamenuliwiusuidasni

& a & v P v A o
AnuUuasednia Laandaya Recovery NN
AUIURIUUBILANAINHI UL T B NS UNSDERY
70-120 ANLBNEITDNDINIEYU WINHNISNAFBU

vV Y d‘ ] k4 L d v U
Recovery wamldadliaannasanuinamininan
wosljuamsliaansansnunamaienzla uas
v o o~ 1 %’ ﬁ' v 1
M IIeNeiluig Walowamsnaaaulv

ﬁﬁmamiﬂssﬁuqmmwwamﬁmswﬁﬁmummsﬁ
gansudazasnsminldlumsannale Tuwensal
waslfudnislaainsatviaiideys QC lugn
szaznanimanzananlFlumseun sansold
ﬁagamimﬂaaummLLaJuLLa::mmLﬁmmﬂms
nagauanulilauadisneumsitlalvusnmsle ua
managaudnunzildunmdunhdaye QC was
analiasauaguaiiadaanlumsiessd manu
Tawduaufivszanaldazimsnsznsiuaunhens
Wuasele
wuInensuszanaaa N liuluaur e
msiailddayamathiiunagauanuding
Faflumsuidsuidisunanisitasieidungy
wosUfuanisnileq WHudnuuamanilalui’
Top-down (Humsammayuasdennunumsly
7aya QC logWnsananiz Bias uas Precision §3u
fiuaneennuuuusndamsldeansdenn assigned
value (Xp¢) Uoe standard deviation for proficiency
assessment (Opt) Meananaa by lgamasiony
LWIMWaRNAFINe wazueadaliamnsodaunau
Ui ST unit 16 uaduiifimssansuiuhaanse
1 dumnedale wu msld Concensus value %38
Avpafisnnnangn wu Algorithm A, Median
yEnanmaannaiaanou | asasaifTauw
PT lumgmsmanagauasaiiilasniumiadagiiy
Tunnuazwaliazld Reference value a1n
wosufidnmaden dazdalunsdiinguszacd
sy wmediifiumsisuanieiineaau
laanvasufudnsinisnszanearsauaInleds
nnaeLieale KansUszanamenyliuivauaas
WM Top-down 114 2 35 ldun Fayn QC uas
Foya PT Iiuafiaanndaslndifiesiu U = 31.79 uaz
32.4% MUMOU LaNIMIUszanaenany ey
fanmgauwauazazauanyliuiuauiiuiais
2N NUHUAMS
diafsandanaliuduaudldannuums
@199 eaudaaluarsed 5 winediladana
anuaNvaaNHaiivaslfiam T nsiansiad

MssnsinanengasnIsunng
U 67 auiun 2 wwney - Tgunau 2568




Estimation of Measurement Uncertainty in Pesticide Residues in Vegetables and Fruits

Weerawut Wittayanan

lasfurdadagitgldlaamly fa Jasas 50.0 au
SANTE Guideline ehiidnunaldfianuaning
FUHALALTANINTO LEFNUSUMSNEN UK LG Luruae
@enfuiielFinamiann Horwitz’s equation way
Horwitz’s Equation Modified Thompson #fims
suaunmslildnudeduldend 33.2 uaz 44.09%
MUY AN TAIUIUENAINAN NN ATURND
wudniu lagiidadanaiheiladannds ISO GUM
fieniazann uazanaiasnhenuiluadudlaiansan
mﬂwq&nssuﬁsimnamﬁmeﬁﬁ‘szé’uﬁﬂuﬁﬁﬂ
fhathafimnuang wazanalimanzanaamsinll
Tidaguna msinai ieenulaiwiuauipefionn
mM31he Method Precision slagUndugaazily
Fodwinniigadlaieuiuiadsdu miinnnms
msnagauenulFldvadisluinadu  luriie
fraghafissriiaden mnldmuadaisaiuly
uazealaimanzay
nanIsaneIassiuaaliifiuind iy
maienzvanaeiiesiumiadagigandsludn
wazsalsl winmailduszanameanyliwivauan
M3Iauuy ISO GUM #3auuIny Bottom-up
mInzanf AR e iwanulnd wazums
3ms1xv‘funumm€{ﬂ's (Single-residue Analysis)
whitu welsimsnzanfianianldamiumsianesd
UU Multi-residue Analysis (Hasnniiaa
deenndudau Heldhege ldnsweinsainn uas
fgalunifunumeiiasmlinsussanasany
Taiwduauiianuiowaraliaznauanuuass
szl unaafisnanuesniasen AIBLNAKHA
GananmMsliionedenludmuuuIne Top-down
wilaamsld QC data uay 19 PT data 3aiflu
Bimmnzandamninlllszandld Tasdidays
Fanmsatuayuiisanauazliailndidaeiy
anatuasaennni agalsimuiinmemsyszana

ArenulindusuiudaziasUjuanisidanlyd

= ]

FupgnuingUszandmslinuuazdaine

MNsasnsnintengasmsunne
7 U9 67 atiud 2 ey - Inuau 2568

wWIMEMSLEaan 1835 lumsussanamany
Taiwvuou daugaslumui 5 lnefianathi@adavas
HamsUszInameanyliwiueuuanannumudaya
franusznaumsanna madhisafinamnzuan i
wazdalifuamsmuanqanwmely wiauams
whsammagauanasnngludnssesnaiiiieame
vaalBesziansiaen Single-residue Analysis
msasnsaiisniudadddituas 1SO GUM dums
Uszanaaranaliuiusuiissduudazazviay

a

mmtﬂm‘%qﬁ'aﬂﬁqﬂ ({033 dnanisnagauaN
1 1awa3alugr9szeznaniiesnansafidonin
On-going Validation mmsaﬁwﬁmwmﬁﬂwﬁm
Intermediate Precision snaninaaanyldutivay
a35 Top-down la waziialdialumsdiaesd
Tunudszalasiinsiiudayanmsaiuauqaunin
meluluhadaiivarnvans azldmanalduivau
fannnsresedariiafuiaay mliienmhdete
Wnaude dmdumsuszanadianyliwivay
ﬁiammﬁ'agalﬁ'mamaqunﬂﬂﬁﬂu,a:mmi"au
aNfiga #a wIM Top-down Wilddayaninms
dhhiumadauamiing mszuennndayaild
nnmeluiaslfuamsiesua eaiimsilsauiieuns
msnesauuiasUfiansauasiou Reproduci-
bility 2098la8na8 FdaTEuaTAIMEan
M 2 ?Eﬁﬂiaumummlﬂuﬁuauﬁq 2 Useam
nenwliuiuau Type A fisusauszanaen
TaTag3ameadansansie wazanaliuiuoy
Type B #ingaeaemsasunaulgmeniasinen
umsldiaqgaedesuses adilsnaralunis
Anmeasaiililadasinamanulaiuiveuiianain
M9ENA198N (Sampling) ﬁauﬁ&hashwxgnéq
dhesUfams ethwamsienzdiisana
Tawdwaululglunmsanduanuaannaoenuinawd
NNTFIUAN ] AN TUDENTTNATEI LWL

= v Vet Y1 = nﬂ' nﬂ' v v
mf-\mmaniz‘mmagumulmmmaamnmmﬂa



mstszanamanyliwiyeswasmsliensiansandluinuasua i AT Inentiun

A v '
[ madenlFuuimuemsiszanauniMuU ]

dhidti
e Ay
Wannvulnily
A v
vsola

i single
residue analysis

19v5e'li

TiaunsadszmnunimMu 18

L ISO GUM approach

Realistic
a 9
VHANTIVITIN Top-down approach
PR S .99
PT w50l Tag14 PT data
& J
fl'lfayﬁ Internal (
& ; Top-down approach
quality contro
a v, Taul¥ QC data
szuzen wioli L )
ﬁ‘ﬁlﬂyﬁ method Top-down approach
. ¥
validation #3013 Tauld MV data

Underestimated

Mud 5 wuundl (Flow chart) dmsumsidanlduuamslumsuszanaeanuliuiueuidens g

a§ﬂ

mMsAnwmMsUszanamanulsiuiuauzas
m3ia/maenzdaseiidlasnumiadagialun
wazsa sl wumanyliwiuausenadunns (Relative
Expanded Uncertainty) fildanmséon s 3a
loun 1)55 ISO GUM 2) 35 Top-down A QC data
waz 3) 35 Top-down ﬁiﬁﬁaga PT data fanilu
SP88T 8.0, 31.7 LAY 32.4 MUNOU dianSeuiisu
Fuagnedauuzihauinihsnusenielssine
mnuadilitiudesas 50 wuhmsamwan 3 53

v
P~1

TH AN INUaLdaNARBINUAINIVUA N1
5

a

35 IS0 GUM TWanfasiigauazuanedieainis
Top-down 13 2 33 Fefleriilndidaeiusnn wn
WAITUIANVFNHATNHALAINITINENIUAIANN
Taiudusuiiaaniidesa: 10 Wuiivasiuly
GO E R ENFINTUNISII B UAIAIY
liwduswrasmsienzvdmsiaiiilasiumiadagivy
Tuiinuazualsd #9 F5a3uIme Top-down Faflu
amadenlminiaedd uazaansetnaaedialy

Uszandldluiaaljiamsle

Aeeanssndsenma

2DYDUAN WWING WANFU Faniams

singumuuazaNNlasafeas Nsnenmans
rd o 7 Y o =1 < LAl
Msuwng @vsunsiiendsnulunisidanladen

64 9 UsenaumsmuauLazmMIInmaualu

UG ARGANED

1. Codex Alimentarius Commission Guideline
CAC/GL 59-2006, Guidelines on estimation
of uncertainty of results. [online]. 2006; [cited
2025 Jan 2]; [16 screens]. Available from: URL:
https://www.fao.org/fao-who-codexalimen-
tarius/sh-proxy/en/?Ink=18url=https®»253A
%252F%252Fworkspace.fao.orgs252Fsites%25
2F xX%252F ndards%»252FCXG%2B59-

2006%252Fcxg_059e.pdf.
2. ISO/IEC 17025:2017. General requirements

for the competence of testing and calibration
laboratories. Geneva, Switzerland: Interna-

tional Organization for Standardization; 2017.

MssnsinanengasnIsunng
U 67 auiun 2 wwney - Tgunau 2568




Estimation of Measurement Uncertainty in Pesticide Residues in Vegetables and Fruits

Weerawut Wittayanan

10.

. Alder L, Korth W, Patey AL, van der Schee HA,

Schoeneweiss S. Estimation of measurement
uncertainty in pesticide residue analysis. J
AOAC Int 2001; 84(5): 1569-78.
Ellison SLR, Williams A, editors. Eurachem/
CITAC guide CG 4: Quantifying uncertainty
in analytical measurement. 3rd ed. United
Kingdom: Eurachem; 2012.
Handbook for calculation of measurement
uncertainty in environmental laboratories,
Nordtest NT TR 537 edition 4. [online]. 2017,
[cited 2025 Jan 2]; [56 screens]. Available
from: URL: https://nordtest.info/images/
documents/nt-technical-reports/NT_TR_537
ition4_English_Han k_for_calcula-
tion_of_measurement_uncertainty_in_envi-

ronmental_laboratories.pdf.
EUROLAB Technical Report 1/2007.

Measurement uncertainty revised: alternative
approaches to uncertainty evaluation. Paris,
France: European Federation of National
Associations of Measurement, Testing and

Analytical Laboratories; 2007.

. Kilic M. Validation and measurement uncer-

tainty of the determination of 24 elements in
drinking water using ICP-MS. Water Pract
Technol 2023; 18(12): 3299-314.

Valverde A, Aguilera A, Valverde-Monterreal
A. Practical and valid guidelines for realistic
estimation of measurement uncertainty in
multi-residue analysis of pesticides. Food
Control 2017; 71: 1-9.

Veiga-del-Bano JM, Cuenca-Martinez JJ,
Andreo-Martinez P, Camara MA, Oliva J,
Motas M. Uncertainty and associated risks
in the analysis of pesticides in homogeneous
paprika samples. Food Chem 2023; 429: 136963.
(7 pages).

Ambrus A, Zentai A, Sali J, Ficzere I. Hidden
contributors to uncertainty and accuracy of
results of residue analysis. Accredit Qual Assur
2011; 16(1): 3-11.

MNsasnsnintengasmsunne
U 67 atun 2 Wy - Tgunau 2568

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

SANTE 1131272021 V2. Analytical quality
control and method validation procedures for
pesticide residues analysis in food and feed.
[online]. 2024; [cited 2024 Nov 4]; [55 screens].
Available from: URL: https://food.ec.europa.

eu/system/files/2023-11/pesticides_mrl

guidelines_wrkdoc_2021-11312.pdf.
Kim SH, Cho H, Heo SW, Hwang E. APMP-

APLAC joint proficiency testing programs for
elemental analysis in food with metrological
reference values: assessment of participants’
performance considering measurement uncer-
tainties. Talanta 2023; 255: 124184. (13 pages).
Hakme E, Herrmann SS, Poulsen ME. European
Union Proficiency Tests for pesticide residues in
cereals and feedstuff, from 2007 to 2022- Data
collection experience. Food Control 2023; 152:
109867. (11 pages).

BS EN 15662:2018. Foods of plant origin -
determination of pesticide residues using
GC-MS and/or LC-MS/MS following aceto-
nitrile extraction/ partitioning and cleanup by
dispersive SPE QuEChERS-method. [online].
2018; [cited 2024 Nov 4]; [84 screens].
Available from: URL: https://www.doc88.

com/p-9039138664942.html?r=1.
Kanrar B, Mandal S, Bhattacharyya A. Valida-

tion and uncertainty analysis of a multiresidue

method for 67 pesticides inm tea, tea infusion,
and spent leaves using ethyl acetate extraction
and gas chromatography/mass spectrometry.
J AOAC Int 2010; 93(2): 411-24.

Banerjee K, Oulkar DP, Patil SB, Patil SH,
Dasgupta S, Savant R, et al. Single-laboratory
validation and uncertainty analysis of 82
pesticides determined in pomegranate,
apple, and orange by ethyl acetate extraction
and liquid chromatography/tandem mass
spectrometry. J AOAC Int 2008; 91(6): 1435-45.
Kilincer M, Ozyurek M. Comparison between
top-down and bottom-up approaches in the

estimation of measurement uncertainty in



msusznamanyliwiyauasnsiwnzvssanmalurnuasua b

%

5@l neniun

18.

19.

Bisphenol A analysis by HPLC-FLD. J Chem
Metrol 2023; 17(2): 225-37.

Barwick VJ, Ellison SLR. VAM Project 3.2.1
Development and harmonisation of measure-
ment uncertainty principles Part (d): Protocol
for uncertainty evaluation from validation data.
Report no. LGC/VAM/1998/088. Middlesex,
UK: LGC (Teddington) Limited; 2000.
Thompson M. Recent trends in inter-laboratory
precision at ppb and sub-ppb concentrations
in relation to fitness for purpose criteria in

proficiency testing. Analyst 2000; 125: 385-6.

20.

21.

22.

ISO 13528:2022. Statistical methods for use
in proficiency testing by interlaboratory com-
parison. Geneva, Switzerland: International
Organization for Standardization; 2022.
Dybkaer R. From total allowable error via
metrological traceability to uncertainty of
measurement of the unbiased result. Accred
Qual Assur 1999; 4(9): 401-5.

ISO 5725-2. Accuracy (trueness and precision)
of measurement methods and results - Part
2: Basic Method for the determination of
repeatability and reproducibility of a standard
measurement method. Geneva, Switzerland:
International Organization for Standardization;

1994.

MssnsinanengasnIsunng
U 67 auiun 2 wwney - Tgunau 2568




Estimation of Measurement Uncertainty in Pesticide Residues in Vegetables and Fruits Weerawut Wittayanan

Alternatives in Estimation of Measurement
Uncertainty in Analysis of Pesticide

Residues in Vegetables and Fruits

Weerawut Wittayanan

Bureau of Quality and Safety of Food, Department of Medical Sciences, Nonthaburi 11000, Thailand

ABSTRACT Itis arequirement under ISO/IEC 17025:2017 that laboratories can assess the measurement
uncertainty associated with analytical results. Estimating measurement uncertainty (MU) is necessary
in pesticide residue analysis to comply with relevant regulations. In this study, three calculation methods
in MU estimation were examined. The conventional bottom-up method for MU estimation using the ISO
GUM approach was compared with two alternative top-down methods, including the estimation of MU
based on intra-laboratory quality control (QC) data and proficiency testing (PT) data. The aim was to
determine the method of choice for the estimation of MU in routine reports. The first typical method of
MU by the ISO GUM was the conventional method. On the other hand, two alternative top-down methods
were used: one using the QC data of 28 spiked samples collected for two years, and the other using
the 3-round PT data collected from 33 data points. The results showed the relative expanded uncertainty
of the conventional ISO-GUM method and two alternative methods based on QC data and PT data
were 8.0, 31.7, and 32.4%, respectively. By comparing with the 50% default value used by international
regulatory authorities, all approaches met the requirements to demonstrate that the laboratory’s MU
did not exceed this value. However, the minimum value obtained from the ISO GUM was different
from the two alternative top-down methods, which were comparable. The top-down methods were more

appropriate and suitable alternatives for estimating measurement uncertainties.
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