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Performance evaluation methods and criteria for trans-fatty acids analysis using GC-FID were
examined. The measurement method constructed in this study was based on the American Oil
Chemists’ Society (AOCS) official standard methods Celh-05. The method for fat extraction from
general foods was based on the methods for nutrition labeling notified by the Ministry of Health,

Labour and Welfare of Japan and AOAC 996.06. To estimate trueness and precision, fortified sam-

ples were analyzed following the established experimental design. Five molecular species of trans-
fatty acids that are rarely contained in foods were used for preparing the fortified samples. To esti-
mate precision, more than four degrees of freedom of variance are required. Based on the results,
within-laboratory trueness and reproducibility will be set at 90-110% and 10% (RSD%), respec-
tively.
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Table 1. List of molecular species of fatty acids used as
standard in this study

Analyte Fatty acid Analyte Fatty acid
No. No.
1 C4:0 31 C18:3 (9t, 12t, 15t)
2 C6:0 32 C18:3 (9t, 12t, 15¢)
3 C8:0 33 (C18:3 (9t, 12c, 15t)
4 C10:0 34 (C18:3 (6c, 9c, 12¢)
5 Cl1:0 35 C18:3 (9, 12c, 15t)
6 C12:0 36 C18:3 (9c, 12t, 15t)
7 C13:0 37 C18:3 (9¢, 12t, 15¢)
8 C14:0 38 C18:3 (9t, 12¢, 15¢)
9 Cl4:1 (9t) 39 C18:3 (9¢, 12, 15¢)
10 Cl4:1 (9¢) 40 C19:1 (1)
11 C15:0 41 C19:1 (100
12 C15:1 (10t) 42 (€20:0
13 C15:1 (10c) 43 C20:1 (11t)
14 C16:0 44 €20:1 (1lc)
15 C16:1 (9t) 45 (€20:2 (1lc, 14c)
16 C16:1 (9c) 46 (C20:3 (8, 11, 14c)
17 C17:0 47  C20:3 (11, 14¢c, 17¢)
18 C17:1 (101) 48  (20:4 (5c, 8¢, 11c, 14c)
19 C17:1 (10c) 49  ©20:5 (5c, 8¢, 11c, 14c, 17¢)
20 C18:0 50 (21:0
21 C18:1 (6t) 51 (C22:0
22 C18:1 (9t) 52  (22:1 (18t)
23 C18:1 (11t) 53 (22:1 (18c)
24 C18:1 (6c) 54 C22:2 (13¢, 16c)
25 Ci18:1 (9¢) 55  C22:4 (7c, 10c, 13¢c, 16¢)
26  Ci18:1 (i1¢) 56 C22:5 (4c, Tc, 10c, 18c, 16c)
27  C18:2 (ot 12t) 57 (C22:5 (7c, 10¢, 13¢, 16¢, 19¢)
28 C18:2 (9c, 12t) 58 (C22:86 (4c, 7c, 10c, 13¢, 16¢, 19¢)
29 C18:2 (9t, 12¢) 59 (C23:0

30  C18:2 (9¢ 12¢) 60 C24:0
61 C24:1 (15¢)

Ty (BEOVE), KB MU YA W), HEi
FrUT LA (REEE - -PCBREE), BEF LU YL
() (DAL, foyerigEstsy), B8 URT RS H),
Bl —7 v (%) (UE, BEAZEEOEE), 14%=
TR TEAY ) —VEERIA Y ) — VB (V=T
NEY v FHE), K (MILQAK). 8.3molLIEEIZ,
W ek#E25:11 (viv) OLETRELAREL:.

3. EERK

NEMZERR: EHMEOSHTICIE, 4O TAG:HE
FREYVIRY ZFNEN5mgmLOEECEZL L) san
AVAIZBRLTHVE., Fouy Y aRA M) =08
i3, C11:0, C13:0, C17T:0DTAGEHEEZEICEYELY,
FNEFEN20 mgmL DB D XD 2 0ab AR
LTHW. C21:0MDTAGI, BEOMBEEICHERL
Bholld, Fou Y anRA M) —SRORINEREY L
THEATE o7

EHEBAFIVIATIVEESER: BALLRELROSE
BEBEREOITICE WBEELLE, T8 VICERE
LTHW/:.

AR S ABERRESER: EAMEICEmT 5%
A 1 &, Ci5:1 (10t), C16:1 (9t), C17:1 (10t),
C20:1 (11t), C22:1 (13t) ZHWHEICEVWRY, s on
BNV AIZER L T0.15 mg/mL, 0.3 mg/mL, 0.6 mg/mL®
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BEICZDEIICHE L. Fov o)X MY — I3
TAHEAIE, 1.2mgmL, 2.4mg/mL, 6.0 mg/mL DEE
WERE L 7z,

4. FEROFES

BILEOTRMBELE N 5 v AIRHREAR 1 mL % &R
BB LT ICRE L2E, BREPKREOULILICE
DraadAZBRNT, RNEEEZHEE L

5. SHTEOMEREEHE

GC-FIDIZ X 2l T, T304 8E L2 ORIFEE A
FZELTWZTNE, &5 v ABFEsFEZ2RAELE
BT5ZLETa R, ABRTE, HERNRIZEYI A
b o v AR ST RO L RISER O L 0WED
HRENT A —% & UCIEME S, HEREEFM LRI AR T
NEFRE L. SMECEITNL ST ITRERICLY,
FEBEIEE»STTHEL, TLEHTLIUREND SIS
FORESVOWHREOREERTELELSD. 22T, E
EBIURBE BHTHEELZLTRENEE 2#EL, &
WEOMREE UCEME L. HREEHED 20 0ERIE, &
BHEHOEHE 4 EE 2B X IFHE L.

6. 1% g8 :

GC-FID (Agilent 6890: 7 ¥ L >~ MEHE), $EE 5 #Hh
D XBEHE (SH124F X Personal H10: # 4 5 v 735,
ELEOHMBE (VYA A h— AXT s i)
2RV . '

7. DHTEDBEE

JEEH B ER, ACACA ¥ % —F ¥ aF VOoAE]
(AOAC 996.06)7 IR SN HES X1, EAESHEH
BT ARBERSIROIDOONNE (EXE)* % Fik
& L7z, GC-FID# X, AOCS DAL (Celh-05) % &
FEE L7z IhLEEETICHESEL-SIEE, SRMWE
BIU—BERTEANSEL TS, T MENRIEIRE
HAt14~22 TH DV IZEAEFAFTR CH o210 +
S Y ARBSFRICRESNS., SEOFNZUTIC
N

1) EEERLE ,

20gDTFT =y YaRA M) —REFEFIFIARZED
B, AMEEREL0mLEERICMLE Shitey
J—=N10mLZMA TR LEBE €%, 8.3mol/LiE
BosmLEMZ7:. B2 LTS0C T4 HBEBR»ITIKRE
I L, AL ReHE SEBRETowEcE L.
SRICEVT S ARELS J—v20mL THEL, &%
B ESBEICEbER SBRICIIFNVI—-FV
60mLZMZ50MEELD L. LB, ABT—TIV
60mLEMABMULIRE YMMB LA, BER SEELAL
ERAERZHMABEE L. KBZooHRECBL
JIFNI-FABLUAMBI—FVER (1:1) 60mL
A, |EDHMBE L. KE»SOHBE2EIT 2.

2 EAREEHERBEEBFBRARBESREREN KE
FREEICBIT ARBERSEOSTHEECOWT (FH
114E4 A 26 BV, HEF£13%)

HHEHZEDLYE, ROmLZMA10EEE IBEL, &
BaETh, HREBEL4EBYRELALE HEEICEK
BREEF MY o A MATHRALAB LA 40CHTT
BEERELL BEWELTEONLIBEOEE LS
KHELLRE F0100mg 2B AFVIZAFVOH
I L

2) GC-FID%
HHLZEES 5 VIERFME1I00mg 2 BHICED,
AHAMBOSEAIINEERAR2.0mL % EMICNZ 7.
0.5 moVLAKEMEF U D A/A S/ — VBRI mL %22,
BRAZEECTERLAZBIIERL, 100T T74HHEME
L7z, W&EH, 14%=Z7 v {bFvEAS ) — VA ¥
J = VE#E2nLZMA, 100C TEoEMBALE. K
B, nNT U 1mLEMALISEEL{EEI L &
WCEAEAT U ABE 5mLEMZ L {IEY R
%, 600XgTILONHELGEEL, -7 VEZE.
KB n-~"T% 1mLEMMA, MEBLUPEEEDYE
L, Bohizn~rs UBirabd THEERE L.
3) FERM

GC-FID

#15 A SP™.2560 (P9#80.25 mm, K& 100m, BE
0.20 ym, Supelcoft#)

A7 ARE: 180T

EAOS L URBEERE: 250T
FRYY—HA: AT A

F Y YX—HARE: 1mL/min

EAR: 1L

A7y M 10001

4) EE
HEBWIpLEGCFIDIKEALTELNE, &I
BAFNVIATVOY =2 EHE (AB X UAng) 25,
ToEER GLQ)~3) iy, BR100gh/=ho b
7y ARBREEERD .

Wens, () = 22 Wme XOPmo XTCE (3
TAG

FAME,: } 7 v ABBBSFEAF VAT VA
WFAME,: FAMEX @i% (g)
A,: FAME, ® ¥'— 7 %

Wiag: TAG OFIIE (g)

CFrac: TAGR BB A F NI AFNVICHRET 2720048
"

TCF: R FID BREHERE

Aqpe: TAGHRDEHBA FVIAF VO -7 Tl

WA (@) =2, (Weang, * Fea,) (2)
Wipa: 100 mg JEEF O M5 Y ABHEOE
Fra; Weam, 203035 M7 VREBESFEOEE ISR
BT 570 0B
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BERFO NS ABHFRE (g/100g)
IEEEE(ng) X — 100(g) (3)
100(mg) A EE()

ARFFE T L7/-C11:0, C13:0, C17:0, C21: 0(Z%t
T B CFpagld, % N F111.0068, 1.0059, 1.0047, 1.0040
Thbd. Tz, KR THENSRE Lz bT v A BB
FHEE2ECEERGBOTCE 2, NEEEL LA MY S
YEeg 4 N DALY E LT Table 2IRT

= Wrra X

BERBRUEZE

1. DHEDEBE

— R, BEIERNTRMBEEICRE ShTwRITE, 597
FTrZEETELRY, BIIE, BEIckh, H5ERCEE
NoHHEMEOLROREPZEL LTEDLNS &
S RBEE, BIKXoT, HENRIHRINELEN
H5. PREINZTE, BENRESITEIRDE L
Wb, ZOEE, F—8BBESMFLZELTD, SWE
TULITHERPREATMRELTTETERW. b7 YA
BFEROLOOSHTCHEFETHS. GC-FIDETIE, #
ENRE LT v ARPBESFHEOFERELHH LR
CHRBcllEl, MRTZHRBELAER TE35. 256
GCFIDIC X W BH SN EE 2 BFEOLEYERRTD
5L ERT ABRPIIBRIERMOATHS. B URFRET
BMHBENE, 2FVSETERVWEROEDE B4

EETHIEIITE R, SHEIEENLEHTHS, B
512, RAWHBUSAORSESIEE 2B Lerhds
Lhv, BEZEUCESEERBILIIZHTH L0,
fE4 DEFBICHE LR BRTALENDH S, 610
JEEREECIERSTEY L LTOAE S 20, +
TRHEESNTVBEFENS L, Fh2ERTLI LN
WHEEZDL, IhODFERLEFRLERIC, ERNLS
ENOBEMELERL, SITEEMHEELL.

1) BEEEHRHNE

SWEONEEZ, —HARELLZ 202 kb,
AOAC 996.06 & EHEICREBOFENOI L, BEREZN
SETHHOMRELEEE LR 2D Yodo—
Vid, BEEHET COSRICAELELZB P B
BEBI20gE L. THERERERSS, REELEF
Sy VarRA M) -DOREEEENH0%THELVIE
HEHBT, AFNIAT VT 5 100 mg DIEE 2K
FELTHBWRR LU L0 Th s, —RICIE, AEHE
¥LTHTAGDBREVBEIVET LW LIXEELD
o, WENEEELT, IVEZEORMTHBICEVLE
EXBEEEZ D, RBEKPTORGBOFERESLE
BL, TAGZNERZHkE L7,

2) GC-FID%

GC-FID#TIY, ERMED A VZERS LM Lzl
BENMASEL, £UEEEHREZ X FVIAFVEE

Table 2. Theoretical conversion factors (TCF) for each molecular species of fatty acids used to calculate the quantity

TCF TCF
Fatty acid 1.S.Cl11:01S. C13:01.8. C17:0 LS. C21: 0 Fatty acid 1.8.C11:01.8.C13:0 1.8. C17:0 1.S. C21: 0

C4:0 1.4020 1.4534 1.5257 1.5742 C18:2 (90,12C) 0.8984 0.9313 0.9776 1.0087
C6:0 11914 1.2351  1.2966  1.3378  CI8:3 (9t,12t150) 0.8922 09249  0.9709  1.0018
C8:0 1.0861 11259 11820 12196  C20:0 0.8966 09295 09757  1.0068
C10:0 1.0230  1.0604 11132 11486  CI8:3 (9t,12t15c)

C11:0 1.0000  1.0366  1.0882 11228  C18:3 (9t,12¢,15t) 08922 09249 0.9709  1.0018
C12:0 09808 10168  1.0674 11018  CI8: 3 (6c,9c,12c) 0.8922 09249 09709  1.0018
C13:0 0.9647 10000  1.0498  1.0831  Ci8:3 (9¢,12¢,150)

C14:0 09508 09856  1.0347 10676  CI8:3 (9c,12t,15¢) 0.8922 09249 0.9708  1.0018
C14:1 (9t) 0.9429 09774 10261 10587  C20:1 (11t) 0.8911 09237 09697  1.0005
C14:1 (9¢) 00420 09774  1.0261 10587  CI18:3 (9c,12t,15¢) 0.8922 09249 09709  1.0018
C15:0 09387 09731 10216 10540  C18:3 (9t,12¢,15¢c) 0.8922 09249 09709 10018
Ci15:1 (10t) 09314 09655  1.0135  1.0458  C20:1 (1lc) 0.8911 09237 09697  1.0005
C15:1 (100) 0.9314 09655 10135 10458  CI8:3 (9¢,12c,15¢) 0.8922 09249 09709  1.0018
C16:0 09282 09622 10101  1.0422  C21:0 0.8906 09232 09692  1.0000
C16:1 (ot) 0.9213 09550  1.0026  1.0345  C20:2 (11cldc) 0.8856  0.9180 09637  0.9943
C16:1 (90) 09213 09550  1.0026 10345  C22:0 0.8851 - 09176 09632  0.9939
C17:0 09189 0952  1.0000 1.0318  C20:3 (8¢,11c14c) 0.8800 09123 09577  0.9881
C17:1 (10t) 09124 09458 09929  1.0245  C22:1 (13t) 0.8801 09124 09578  0.9882
€17:1 (10¢) 09124 09458 009929  1.0245  C20:3 (11c14c,17c) 0.8800 09123 09577  0.9881
Ci18:0 09107 09440 09910 10225  C22:1 (13c) 0.8801 09124 09578  0.9882
C18:1 (6t) 09045 09377 09843 10156  C20:4 (5c,8c1lc,14c) 0.8745  0.9065  0.9516 - 0.9819
C18:1 (9t) 09045 09377 009843 10156  C23:0 08801 09124 09578  0.9883
C18:1 (11t) 0.9045 09377 09843 10156  C22:2 (13¢160) 0.8751  0.9071 09523  0.9826
C18:1 (60) 0.9045 09377  0.9843 10156  C20:5 (5¢,8¢c11c,14c,17c) 0.869 09008 09456  0.9757
C18:1 (9¢) 0.9045 09377 09843  1.0156  C24:0 0.8756  0.9076  0.9528  0.9831
C18:1 (110) 0.9045 09377 09843 10156  C24:1 (15¢) 0.8710 09029  0.9478  0.9779
C18: 2 (9t,128) 0.8984  0.9313 09776  1.0087  C22:4 (7¢10c13¢ 16c) 0.8650  0.8967  0.9413  0.9713
C18: 2 (9¢,121) C22:5 (4¢,7¢,10¢,13¢,16c)  0.8600  0.8915 09359  0.9656
€19:1 (71) 0.8984 09313 09776 10087 o9 5 (7010c13¢16619)  0.8600  0.8915 09359  0.9656
C18:2 (9t,12¢) osssd  0os1s  0ome  100sy | C226(de7cl0cldclécloc) 08550 08863 09304 09600

C19:1 (10t)
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HBELTHETS. ZOAFVZATIVILEISICH T &
HAES 2 VIEEDER, FIDICLARBOKELERE
L100mg& L7z, 7z, —EHosE ClREOMAKS#EDS
R+HLEZ N DUELRENFONZZD, 0.5molL
KEBLF PO AIAY ) —VIEHEEZ3mL & L.

GC-FIDEEIC & Y 48k - FeWiER b5 v ABIEESF
FICOWTHELZ 2180 5 Y AREBS FE2 S
tre1TEDIEIEE A F VTR T IVIERRIE (Table 1) %
GCFIDEICIVHELEONW,, RE 2O TS
A %Fig. 1ICRT. EEREOWNEZERERH, S, C18:2
(9¢,12t) £ C19:1 (7t), C18:2 (9t,12¢) & C19:1 (10t),
C18:3 (9t,12t,15¢) & C18:3 (9t,12¢,15¢), C18:3 (9e,
12¢, 15t) & C18:3 (9¢,12t,15t) W AOBETEZ W L as
Horthor (Fig. 1). Thb4208AEbETIE,
Be2PHTFRILICEETAILIETER V. LiL, +
S VAR E LTEET A LWL ZD, 2180
PO vy AREBSTEMENSZ LS. 6%, HilE
HRENAFARL 222 CHENSZOBEEIE L 2T
DDA wTRIE X, HENEEEDOLNRTHD
T, QIEES—FICEIrS i, EREHTOERR
WAEDBN—FTE. T2, BULRIMERIMBONEIL
B, FWoWT AERESCRE LOMEILoW TR
REMEL, FESITEL LI 5,

BEMEINIRPBRSTREORRLAKISTEET
HDH, ThoBEHBRSTFEOSEICET S, L hEL
DIERERZE I LW, EEOFTITRILD. 2T, %<
DEFBICEIZEEINS C18: 1DBHERICOWT, Z0f
BB IURMEREOSBZHA L. FORE, HEi
L7726 OEHMASFED S b, EROBHRSTE
BOELZWI EXELP LR -7 (Fig. 2). 72, —
DY ABDISHERSFEE 5 v AR FESD
LZzwZ et dbHRIN: RO E2REL LEE
THE, YAROBEBBREZ EERRIIEDS I LICER
FTEHEDNAL 7T ARDHERICE 25, COMERRET
BT, AT ADBRPGCEEORBEIZLY, S8
EEEEREIELIEZONSE. LPL, F0LH ML
HBERIEDD, £TOF Y AEFRSFRELSE - B
EBETAZELERHETHS). — KT, YAEDKHE®ELSTF
BEEOCERBLEDE, BMBRETLIZ LA LEL
LB L, FORDIE, BREPEINERT
DALEYETICENS I L OENAT R TH A, i
REFZITNEEETEZWI LIZMRZT, BESRORE
FLTER. FHEZOWOETEVIBEIA»SE, &
SEOBERBEOBRBEILING,

2. MEREFHEFEDRE

A THEELL 7 VABEHBOTER, —HTH
- B, BT, BRFIBRETAIEEIHBINTH RV
W, BOSHERZEES L VIIBETLILENELLEA
). FNLOSWIEE, EREROBNEZEL GERTA
72D, —EOWRZHELLTWEThEZ6R2 . 20

F2, SATEOEER RS R T CEEHE

EROIITONRTWE Z L, BEASEEIC L) SHED
RUMESEMA A FT A4 VB HMPEREINTVEI E RS D
BREEhDE, 2ZCTET, b5 v ABEBOMED kRS
MFREz BT L

1) MEEEHELET TSR g NEEIE

HEEFMMORIIRE LT, UTOFESHLIAL TV AT
NI ow, 1) BIEdRET 2 M Y ABBBRSFE
EZDEEANDFEREZ LML EHBLFEE S, 54
MEL L ZAEROBEEIS U CEPIRERIATVwE 2
&, 2) BRLAETRCOBEHBRSFEICOWT, EHR
EOB)ELEEICLY, 7HLARBEBIUCZOEY
WKETAER (VFryavsiasuarr4n) 3348
NTwaZE, 3) BEBREOLEIAEL ERBICEEL
BTWRKEITHBHT L.

REFZE T, BENSE L2180 5 v AEHBS
FEE2EE, 1BOEHESFEELBR L. HE L,
EEREL LTAFTRIEPIBIROHBEE 22, 61
OB FEOAFNIAFVIEEREL 1IHS-D
1IEAHZEL, CThETHHEEYVBELTERLAEY v
YEALNTTT 74 V% Table 31TRT. DBLEHho7
BUBSFREIVTRL S VAT 7220, &
FREFAEETERTHILE L. T REEEoE
EFEECRESERL, BonEL2MKL%EL, B
EWLREREBOZESHERE LS 2, FEOBROREL L
7=,

LEMRO2) BLUI) DERIZIY, FELE2VWE
EHAVIRBEEOEBIPIRKEVWI EPHLNE 257
o YA FEIHZEST LI LTS, FHT
BATADTy POBBRLOHOBEYELICE 5414012
Lo TOADBMOBEILEADVELSE. F2EBOSWHT
i, BBEAERCETNLEEGESTFEOEHEELER
ELT, FHOBENEDLLIMREDDS. VFr vy
YA LDEBERELRAEEL OBRIC, —EOMEE
BERETAHILIITERY, FRBEN, EERBED
EEHERDB T 200, RAFBOSIICHELBRESRL,
FREIER, EEL2TIR 5%,

2) MREEHMIEE DR & RERETE

DERET < EEBSMEOMEL LT, EELEE
BT UICEARRE) 2REL:. HT&A2s0E
BEGTCOREREICRIKBOEEN 2 ARE CRET
B, DHREEROEBHEZ4MEE Lz BAMIC
2, 1HZRORMEABZHTHAHNL, INE5BHMER
TAHZERERFHEE L. BNEREORSE IOV, ML
T 5,

3) BT B SV AEHBROTEORERR

AMEOEELRLCHBEZ#EET 0L, BEL
AEEHENCOT L TROLNE—EDERESLEL 2
b, BHEEMRESNAERE LT, (GBE) EERHE
B2Fons. LrL, 5 RABHESTOED, %<0
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Fig. 1. Representative GC chromatograms of molecular species of fatty acids used as standards in this study

GC chromatograms for whole measurement time (a), for 10 to 24 min (b), for 24 to 46 min (c), and for 46 to 140 min (d). Peak numbers are the same as

“Peak No.” in Table 3.
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Table 3. Retention time profile for molecular species of fatty acids used as standards in this study

Retention time (min) Retention time (min)
Peak . Peak .
No. Fatty acid Range (30} No. Fatty acid Range (+30)
Ave. sp. ———— Ave. S.D.
Start End Start End
1 C4:0 10.31 0.002 10.30 10.31 31 C18:3 (9t,12t,15t) 33.76 0.034 = 3366 33.86
2 C6:0 10.55 0.003 10.54 10.56 32 C20:0 34.04 0.079 33.80 34,28
C18:3 (9¢, 12t, 15¢)
3 C8:0 10.95 0.003 10.94 10.96 8 igea @ 120, 150 35.26 0.039 35.14 35.38
4 C10:0 11.62 0.004 11.61 11.64 34 C18:3 (6¢,9¢12¢) 35.63 0.031 35.54 85.72
: C18:3 (9¢, 12¢, 15t)
5 C11:0 12.13 0.004 12.11 12.14 3 as (90, 12t 150 35.95 0.035 35.85 36.06
6 C12:0 12.78 0.004 12.77 12.79 36  C20:1(11t) 36.77 0.076 36.54 37.00
7 C13:0 13.63 0.004 13.62 13.64 37  C18:8 (¢, 12t, 15¢) 37.19 0.039 37.07 37.30
8 C14:0 14.75 0.006 14.73 14.77 38  C18:3 (9, 12, 15¢) 37.45 0.040 37.33 37.57
9 C14:1 (9t) 15.61 0.006 15.60 15.63 39 C20:1 (1) 38.20 0.061 38.02 38.39
10 C14:1 (9¢c) 16.11 0.005 16.10 16.13 40  C18:8 (9¢, 12, 15¢) 38.40 0.033 38.30 38.49
11 C15:0 16.21 0.008 16.19 16.23 41 C21:0 41,53 0.116 4118 41.88
12 ~C15:1 (10t) 17.33 0.008 17.31 17.36 42 C20:2 (11c 14c) 45.88 0.075 45.66 46.11
13 C15:1 (10¢) 17.96 0.008 17.94 17.98 43 C22:0 51.39 0.196 50.80 - 51.98
14 C16:0 18.14 0.012 18.10 18.17 . 44 C20:3 (8¢, 11 140 52.51 0.073 52.29 52.73
15 C16:1 (9t) 19.36 0.012 19.32 19.40 45  C22:1(13t) 55.89 0.186 5533 56.45
16 C16:1 (9¢) 20.01 0.012 19.97 20.04 46 C€20:3 (11 1de, 17¢) 57.18 0.089 56.92 57.45
17 C17:0 20.65 0.020 20.59 20.71 47 C22:1 (18¢) 5807  0.141 57.64 58.49
18 C17:1 (10t) 22.24 0.020 22,18 22.30 48  C20:4 (5c, 8¢, 11c, 14c) 58.50 0.068 58.30 58.70
19 C17:1 (10c) 23.02 0.019 22.97 23.08 49 C23:0 64.73 0.231 64.03 65.42
20 C18:0 23.94 0.038 23.83 24.05 50  C22:2 (13c, 16¢) 70.45 0.166 69.96 70.95
21 C18:1 (6t) 25.65 0.041 25.52 25.77 51 C20:5 (5c, 8¢, 11c, 14¢, 17¢) 74.01 0.080 73.77 74.25
22 C18:1 (9t) 25.80 0.032 25.70 25.89 52  C24:0 81.75 0.358 80.67 82.82
23 C18:1 (11t) 25.97 0.085 25.87 26.08 53  C24:1 (15¢) 91.89 0.271 91.07 92.70
24 C18:1 (6c) 26.38 0.083 26.28 26.48 54  (C22:4 (7c, 10c, 13¢, 16¢c) 92.69 0.148 . 9224 93.13
25 C18:1 (9c) 26.61 0.081 26.52 26.70 55  C22:5 (4c, 7c, 10c, 18¢c, 16¢) 102.11 0.148 10167  102.56
26 C18:1 (11c) 26.99 0.032 26.90 27.09 56 C22:5 (7, 10c, 13, 16¢c, 19¢c) 118.57 0.179 11803 11811
27 C18:2 (9t, 12t) 29.15 0.032 29.06 29.25 57  C22:6 (4c, 7c, 10c, 18¢, 16¢, 19¢) 181.58 0.158 13111  132.05
C18:2 (9¢, 12t)
28 C19:1 (7 30.20 0.065 30.01 30.40
C18:2 (9t, 12¢)
29 Ci9:1 (100 30.64 0.045 30.51 30.78
30 C18:2 (9¢, 12¢) 31.38 0.031 31.29 31.48

The retention time data for each fatty acid obtained by repeated analysis of standards for 7 days was used to calculate average
and standard deviation.
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Fig. 2. Representative GC chromatograms of 26 kind of molecular species of C18:1 fatty acids
Peaks are numbered as folllows: 1:C18:1 (4t), 2:C18:1 (5t), 3: C18:1 (6t), 4: C18:1 (71), 5: C18:1 (8t), 6: C18:1 (4c),
7: C18:1 (5¢), 8: C18:1 (9t), 9: C18:1 (10t), 10: C18:1 (11t), 11: C18:1 (12t), 12: C18:1 (7c), 13: C18:1 (13t), 14: C18:1
(Bc), 15: C18:1 (14t), 16: C18:1 (8c), 17: C18:1 (9¢), 18: C18:1 (15t), 19: C18:1 (10c), 20: C18:1 (11c), 21: C18:1
(12¢), 22: C18:1 (13c), 23: C18:1 (16t), 24: C18:1 (14c), 25: C18:1 (15¢), 26: C18:1 (16¢c).
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Table 4-1. Trueness, repeatability and reproducibﬂi.ty of the method for soybean oil samples

Internal standard Ci1:0
Fortified level
(&/100 8) 0.15 0.3 0.6
Molec;xiar RSDr RSDr Trueness RSDr RSDr Trueness RSDr RSDr Trueness
Spe‘fﬁjy"acg (‘f"s‘ (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
Ci5:1 (10t) 1.4 1.7 100.0 0.5 0.9 99.8 0.7 0.8 101.0
C16:1 (9t) 1.5 1.8 101.8 1.3 1.6 101.6 0.4 1.3 101.8
C17:1 (10t) 1.6 2.1 98.1 0.5 1.0 98.9 0.9 1.1 97.3
C20:1 (11t) 1.1 2.2 105.2 0.6 1.0 102.1 0.5 0.8 102.3
C22:1 (13t) 1.6 1.6 100.2 0.8 0.9 994 0.9 1.1 100.5
Table 4-1. (Continued)
Internal standard Ci3:0
Fortified level
(6/100 ) 0.15 0.3 0.6
MOIeCFiar RSDr RSDr Trueness RSDr RSDr Trueness RSDr RSDr Trueness
species ol irans- (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
fatty acid
C15:1 (10t) 1.2 1.6 97.3 0.5 0.9 97.4 0.2 0.2 98.6
C16:1 (9t) 1.5 1.8 99.0 1.1 1.5 99.1 0.5 0.8 99.4
C17:1 (10t) 1.6 2.0 95.4 0.3 0.8 96.5 0.4 0.5 95.0
C20:1 (11t) 0.9 2.1 102.3 0.5 0.8 99.6 0.2 0.3 99.9
C22:1 (13t) 1.3 1.3 97.5 0.5 0.7 97.0 0.4 0.7 98.1
Table 4-1. (Continued)
Internal standard C17:0
Fortified level
(£/100 &) 0.15 0.3 0.6
M'olec;:ar RSDr RSDr Trueness RSDr RSDr Trueness RSDr RSDr Trueness
species ot irans- (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
fatty acid
C15:1 (10t) 1.2 1.7 93.8 0.6 1.0 94.0 0.2 0.3 95.1
C16:1 (9t) 1.5 1.8 95.5 1.1 1.5 95.6 0.6 0.8 95.9
C17:1 (10t) 1.6 2.1 92.0 0.3 0.9 93.1 0.3 0.5 91.6
C20:1 (11t) 0.9 2.1 98.7 0.6 0.9 96.1 0.3 0.3 96.3
C22:1 (13t) 1.3 1.3 94.0 0.4 0.8 93.5 0.4 0.7 94.6
Table 4-1. (Continued)
Internal standard . C21:0
Fortified level
(€100 8) 0.15 0.3 0.6
M.‘”‘”Fiar RSDr RSDR  Trueness  RSDr RSDrR  Truemess  RSDr RSDR  Trueness
species oL irans: (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
fatty acid
C15:1 (10t) 1.0 1.6 94.6 0.6 0.8 94.7 0.3 0.3 95.9
C16:1 (9t) 1.7 1.8 96.3 1.3 1.4 96.5 0.5 0.6 96.6
C17:1 (10t) 1.6 2.0 92.8 0.6 0.9 93.9 0.5 0.5 92.3
C20:1 (11t) 0.8 2.0 99.5 0.6 0.9 96.9 0.3 0.3 97.1
C22:1 (18t) 1.1 1.1 94.8 0.7 0.9 94.4 0.4 0.5 95.3

RSDr: Repeatability, RSDr : Reproducibility within-laboratory



