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Table 1 Determination results
F5 HmRElg v/mL  vymL

25 % /(g/100g)

1 22616 1548 027
2 22552 1470 027

3 2.2898 1571 027

4 23618 1556 027

5 22654 15150 027 0.1687

6 23167 1543 027 0.1681
HHEA RN 0.1689.¢/100g, FAVRSEZIGEEF IR

HEZ S(X;)=0.0035g/100 NEEFARIE, RItbR

1l J
1 %ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂ%jﬁﬁﬁﬁ% (MPE) F W

WERL 25 mL A e, BOKRVFRZER
0.04 mL, 1BELISINAT. 2R A I FER
NaS,0; FIARIZE v=v vy, IR v Fll vy FH A — 3030 2
B B vy R vy AHZEAROR, R P AMA R 2 AN ARG
KEE, TRMEENNRRARVFRZETRR v A
Bl 5 B A A 2 %0.04/ /3 mL=0.033 mL.

WAV N(20+4)°C, BRIEIIAK R $u L
IKEIREAK 2R ECA/INT 208 o iR T 5 S Bl 2 o
a=15mLx2.1x10%°C"'x4°C; 2 15 mL Jy v A LM,
2.1x10%°CT K HIIK R 3. FIRI S A 15 BIiE

SEHIAERE a/4/3 mL=0.0073mL.

8 MPE R FE 51 2 bR AE AN 8 FE & RS 2
u(v)=0.033mL.
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0.1 mol/L BRARHRFRENFR I I 2 1A VBN K AR
HE, FOAR 2 0.1012 mol/L, XS AN E [E 2 0.2%

(K=2, P=95%), WIZARIK B XS BRI A E FE A2
Urei(0.1mol/L)=0.2%-2=0.001

SCIG T E VIR R R 5 mL RBRFREE RS
B 5 mL 0.1012 mol/L BtA IR ERAMbREER ey i T~ 250
mL AEMHZARKR B, 192 IR 2
0.002024 mol/L.

5 mL ¥ ELFRZR
Z0yHHE+0.015 mL
FRAER 2 A 0,0087 mL
(20£4)°C, X5 L PFIBRARZRHR A A 250 mL 25 =M
oIS | e S N S G R I R | S B
mlkx2.1x10%C"x4 CF1 250 mLx2.1x10%°C'x4 °C, #%

mL f10.12 mL. XJF 5 mL [{JEFRZEIAT RN 250 mL
i, 4t FIELFE 5 RS (PR RTEEAR 5 B s
SIASENFRRAEAT E 224 0.009 mL F1 0.15 mL. T
S R bR AE S T BN we(Vsm)=0.0018 Al
Uret(V250m1 )=0.0006
u(c) =0.002024x \/ufe,(O. Imol/L) +u2, (Ve ) + U2 (Vasome ) =4.3%x10mol/L
34 FEMIIPREATERE

LT RSP IR RE 4 FE AR 0.001 g, RBEHIEI 504 ]
u(m)=0.001/+/3 =0.00058g
3.5 B SEEIAHEE udx)

MRAEA STz FERN, RE (D RS
3 X % nT LA A BT 7N IR s S5ME 2
0.1689 g/100g. {HAZARHMEICHR 1 45 R T R PIAIA 2K
¥, 1B218 017 g100g. HABZIARE 6x & 0.01
g/100g, ARYESTHR 2 HH 5.9 15, BLBHERARER
s FE4 T 0.298x=0.0029 g/100g.
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Table 2 Summary of standard uncertainty components

<:'-i’3 &1 731 3 B FEUK AT E 7 308 0.0024

LG xi u(xi) ci ui(y)
C(mol/L)  0.002024 43E-06 82.15  0.00036
m(g) 23618  0.00058 -0.0704 -4.1E-05
v(mL) 15.29 0.033  0.0109  0.00025
1445(2/100g) 0.0029
& 4. H(g/100g) 0.0014
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Table 3 The effect of different rounding.intervalon uncertainty
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Fig. 2'Ratio of ui(y) at rounding interval of 0.001 g/100g
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