IMSC 2026, POB 1030

A Rapid Screening Method for PFAS Analysis (EPA 1633a)
Using DART-MS
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outside the acceptable range. The results indicate that, for the 31 " Athigher concentrations of PFAS,
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(<30%) (Fig. 2). All concentrations are reported in ng/mL. Calibration ranges
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temperature was maintained at 300°C,
and the grid voltage was set to 50 V.

EVOQ® DART-TQ?

= Acceptable matrix effect was
Summary observed for certain PFAS

DART/MS was implemented as a rapid screening method for samples
with elevated PFAS concentrations minimizing carryover issues in LC-
Plating the Sample DART-MS Analysis MS/MS, system maintenance, and cleaning. The second phase of this EVOQ® DART-TQ*
study is to optimize the method by using different sample types (This
IS an ongoing project).

compounds

Figure 1. Spotting the samples
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