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Abstract: The simultaneous analysis of parabens in cosmetic samples was carried out by LC/MS. The cosmetic
samples are directly dissolved in methanol and filterated using 0.45 pm filter. The methanol-water was used
for the mobile phase of gradient conditions. An Extend Cg reverse-phase column and the selected ion
monitoring (SIM) mode were applied. The analysis results of LC/MS showed good linearity with correlation
coefficient of *=0.9993 in the range of 0.05 to 10 pg/mL and detection limit of 0.01 pg/mL.

Key words: paraben, LC/MS

.M B

gl v EEE F5Ao| oFstal 815t
2 Mg etal et o] ol SHARE, AFE, oo,
B 2 ASEE 5o vAE B HEAR FH
Al ARS-E AL Qlow, 718 TR ESAIH
S x 38l alkyl ester2A] methyl-, ethyl-, propyl-,

butyl- 522 UF ™ FFA &2 alkyl ester®] At

i)

ry o ulo |o

% Corresponding author
Phone : +82-(0)42-860-7710 Fax : +82-(0)42-860-7794
E-mail : leesg@pado.krict.re.kr

Zo] AW G F7h} ol U SIws}
7] wel i dAA el Fe vt o
9hE 0 2 AMgElE Q2

7} o}’ = gl e AR A=
AR Hulo g FojXe A0 ‘Qi_o_tt] pH 45-

:ﬁ

—54—



LC/MSE o] 8-8t 31559 parabens SAI A1 AT 55

B, SgES A, WA, e, dE, 24,
-7 o

—S}‘:’—- A
Routled er gl 2J3lH Tl S F8E AUz
A3 A A oA A EEZAY
I g H e Oishi’e] Bo) ostd Zzd et
g3 Beuiehi e AEZAY FAd FTFS 1|
A FAre] XA ol HAEHE2] Eu]ol
ATHL BkSiTt.
b FE AT M = Yk oz sPgEe
e gehile] dgsrEe v s E AE
o]
A

of o
oft

o]

-

~ 1y

-

F 04% olsteolal, 2 7k mepilS £}
g Ag-oll= A Fefle] Tt 0.8%E @
= JrAIskaL T

Az} dEY] v F7HsEA 3dEel
A&t BYEEE
19 sgEe 2 AA Y 4
S| & o] Wo] EAFIERZ o]

= Nz
-

fl oo odl op

&2

X2

f
N
2

S

S
fd o
o ﬂlg offt

3 o

wl S o r
ofr
NI

o2 i rf

o,
)

e Aoty Aw7tA] &
e GCHO B GoMS!'® B s
PLC'>'%¢} vy 71318t A&715 °]
18] 3 Capillary Electrophoresis'7?' 2
o] AT o] F WHE

rE T o od
oz i

g £ L
[oﬁ—?d
_\Jrﬁ
“
o "%

& o Hr o o (= rE o ox rf 2

oz ¥ o g

2 xqf i o O S ofr ok 30
4
)

|
4 rlo

N
X
o
32
fr
ot
o3
e
2
>
N
e
o
}_,
%
IS

2] 7k AAz #ge] Fasttt 53] GC % GC/
HE FEASIE dloF gte WAR

w2 ATl e A R FEAS §lol

BAE AE 05 g2 WEkE S mLoll ¥ 1

0 27k
259 A2 F 045 pme| EE AR-ste] o] A5
U ol A3 Fske] LOMS-SIM o=

g skt

A A Uit SHEE 14 ) AFFAA 25
vtetdlo] AEHULH depdle] FEE 0.03-
0.43% ollow, g F5te] vehilg ARg-sh7]E T
T 7HA ol Efete] AHgEA dES & 5 %

Ak,

Vol. 23, No. 1, 2010

24 #

2.1. AleF

B AN ZFEZZE A v ET2hi(99%),
ol & 22l (99%), Z = 32Hll (99%), -8 22l (99%)
< Accu Standard*}(New Haven, USA)ZH-E 3}
G WEe 2 ol EYEZL Berdick & JacksonAt
(Muskegon, MI, USA)2] HPLCH 2= £1& 79
sto] ARSI, ol AHBT HehuF Zte] T
4 Fig. 19 YERRTH

A FE ol =o17] fleir 253 X157](Fisher
Scientific state/ultrasonic FS-28)E AF&-3}% 3L J3+=
0.45 pm (Millipore, Bedford, USA) syringe filterE Ak
&-3Fith

22. LC/ESFMS 717] ¥ =%

B AFoA AM8-8 LCMSE HP-1100 Series
liquid chromatograph/HP 1100 Series mass selective
detector(Agilent Technologies, Palo Alto, CA, USA)
2 748 A AHEslen, MSe| o] 3} a2
AR E-F o] 2 3l(electrospray  ionization, ESI)H 2]
negative mode©| 32, ©]->9] #2] WA O Z AlF=A;
A o] FaE LOMSDE ©]8-3 94 A
azutEaefale] oste] EA T Eelxdew
Extend-C 5 (150 mmx4.6 mm id., 3.5 um) Z#
ALgE9 e, ©lFA2 10 mM ammonium
acetateS X33 =8 (A HEHE (B)S AHE3H
o 27190 BE 50%2] 24 oE Al &ste 137 74|

£ 90%2] Ao] HEE 7|87 &8 Ao )
gom, oluf F4-2 0.4 mL/min ©]ATh

AAEFol 239 x2S drying gasZ &
22(99.99%)E 10 L/min®] FH O 2 AlE3tH o,

Q
ond o™
HO HO

Ethylparaben

o f|r

Methylparaben

0 O
HO HO

Propylparaben Butylparaben

Fig. 1. Chemical structures of parabens.
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Table 1. Retention times and characteristic ions of parabens 24. N2
N - . . T —;q_g:}\ p A}\T‘E—‘[O]l—‘_ =9O
Compounds MW Retent19n time Quantitation ion 314 152 FYANA AlFE T Y= 14528 F
(min) (m/z) Jake] Akl o™, LOESI-MSE 437 A 3
Methylparaben 152 5.46 151 BAENEE 747 05 g¥ FHék] 5 mL HELo] &
Ethylparaben 166 6.71 165 AN T 10 Bk 289 Hg] T 045 ume) HE
Propylparaben 180 8.41 179

AHgEte] ol the ofel 5 uLE FYstel Lo/

Butylparaben 194 10.33 193 B
ESI-MS® £43}3itt.

718} L2 350°C o100, oluf 30 psi BAF}E 3. &3t ¥ n#
O 7 ANEE BFA|7|A fragment voltage= 80 VE
Ag89t. 3.1 A=

Capillary voltage= 3,500 Vo]om, EHo]e< AR TS AAe7] el 0.05-10 pg/mLe] &
e sle] 7 ZE38= selected ion monitoring (SIM)H 2 HR 3438t ke gkl 2FE4& LC/ESI-MS
AbgetTh 283 AlE YUY autosamplerS 2 EAst] dolRl A AIAE Table 201 YERY
ol-g3te] 5 uLE Fste] A8k A}, Table 29149k o] BFEEAS FEHL A

LC/ESI-MSol| A48 FFE2 9 HES A7 Y Fhol B3 09993014 vrERd o] whet Z Ao Hf
EJ0] 28 Table 19 YERATL T 2 EARe] A & Sl

23. B899 HM= 3.2. LC/ES-MS &4

LC/ESI-MS©ll A3+ mjgjulo] F3go Az —t— %L sPEE Sl e Sehils A& sk &
A TFFS 0.1 mgZtA FAE o} v TEES U9 7LV &9 174 o] 4 LC/ESI-MS€]
1000 pg/mLe] F=7F HE2 FF898 THs, o]g— negative mode= A1 ¢h o| A ZntE 1 W AT
0.05, 0.1, 0.25, 0.5, 1, 5, 10 pg/mLe] F=H )& 3|4 AEHS Fig 29} Fig. 39 22+ YeRA At

iy
k
N

=
ste] AR 2ol ARgsk o Alxg & Fig. 22 ¥FEH) )3 o]2agnEagozn
SN Yakrel] B asle] ARSI T LC/ESI-MS®] negative scan modeE ©]&3}] m/z

Table 2. Simple linear regression of standard calibration for the parabens

Compounds Concentration range Regression edn Correlation

P (pg/mL) g o coefficient(r?)
Methylparaben 0.05 ~ 10.0 y = 153405 x + 10663 0.9996
Ethylparaben 0.05 ~ 10.0 y =209579 x + 86445 0.9995
Propylparaben 0.05 ~ 10.0 y = 350351 x + 30773 0.9995
Butylparaben 0.05 ~ 10.0 y = 491344 x + 59695 0.9993
FOOO00 .-_%:
60000 g
S0000 - ‘ég
40000 = E
30000 7 _.%_- -:%'
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Fig. 2. Total ion chromatogram (TIC) of standard parabens obtained by LC/ESI-MS.
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Fig. 3. Mass Spectra of parabens using LC/ESI-MS.
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Fig. 4. SIM chromatograms of parabens in commercial cosmetics obtained by LC-ESI-MS.

100-6002] A& HL A £A3te] ozl Aol
o} o] A vtEI A He upel o] FFEE
& B A o)A A3 Extend-C5(150 mm x 4.6 mm
id, 3.5 um) Z& e Bz ot BF 128 o]
el ¢de] Fel=o] v A & 5 AT

Fig. 3& 3TEHE9] AHAHERS Yehd 3o

==
=

=y
e

Vol. 23, No. 1, 2010

Z A, LC/ESI-MS®] negative mode®l| A o] 5o =
10 mM ammonium acetate 8-S AME-3}%S o) )2}
HlF-Eo] 7H AL 9= 48171 (-OH)= deprotonation
=o] [M-HJ®] FEZ #EAfolo] 7Hg A JEhd
ozH o]t & dojdth= e & F AUNeH
z7+zy & A FA UHE B M-

= 1
FEHe



58 1A

Table 3. Concentration (pg/g) of parabens in cosmetics

oM

Mean®£S.D.
Samples
Methylparaben Ethylparaben Propylparaben Butylparaben
A 1625 + 28.4 ND 607 £ 11.6 ND
B 455 £ 3.5 152 £ 5.7 56 £ 2.1 40 £ 2.1
C 1406 + 18.7 ND ND ND
D 2257 £20.8 ND 555+ 12.0 ND
E 1350 £ 15.8 293 + 6.4 125+ 3.2 506 + 5.9
F 203 + 4.7 47 £ 14 20 £ 0.8 87+ 1.4
G 1920 + 11.6 900 + 11.6 845 £ 25.9 526 + 7.8
H 1925 £ 11.1 935 +18.5 885 +25.6 528 +£3.9
1 1770 + 34.9 ND 760 £ 11.0 43+0.2
J 1740 + 26.0 ND ND 2.6 0.1
K 2170 £ 32.0 ND ND ND
L 2160 £ 16.0 ND 1080 + 9.5 ND
M 888 + 5.3 ND 120 + 8.8 ND
N 1760 + 39.1 835+ 6.5 880 + 1.1 ND
“Mean value from 5 measurements
HI 2 A&F] 7} slgtES 1 + AT 53] Bo FAlE= H Y, oY, 229, Fdatahil

Sl
Fig. 39] A=A E A K
AEe 152 Da 218l [M-H]” Da 9+ 2 o] 7.&&6}
151 Da®] S Ao odujel, =2
gyl 5= ZH} 165 Da, 179 Da, 193 Da 2_1?_ 2
%“é A5} Aol 2Eo] AFAIAEH ] vElstit
o] A¥e LCMSS AARETF o3t Wy F
negative mode®] A&l ~HEHOZ [M-H[ 9] o]
o] AlE Exlo|&S 7AZE g EH3 njdo] X
e Algol® B8kal LCESIMSS] E& 7=t A
Sdel Fof frdlsht A7 A ol vz &
N 5 glo] NS Yr1Ho = 95 5 3l
3L o] EApo] S o]-g-3te] A RS BT

33. Alze|

AA A 5Q] 14%9] 3PFES LC/ESI-MSE 248
SIM AZvtE S Fig. 4o YeERAIL A7 Z2}
= Table 39 YJERY AT}

Fig. 494 Hnle} o] AAA 59| SIM Z=Zwv}

EafeA C, I, Ke WEgehl & 2T S0
Ao oln FEE 1406-2170 pg/g ©1AL A, D, I,
L, M52 flg3t Zz2gateple] 7 AEo]l AEFHU
o AEE AA YL 2232-3240 pg/gd =S U
Ehflen B, E, F, G H, N5<& 1 o]4+] wlajulo)

EolUeS & F ML ©o] W FEE 703-3475 pg/

olAtt.

24 2t

Sol RE &

B 5o AAA R AA gl o] ko] 703
pg/gdt 357 pg/gl 2 A2 Fo] AEHULH G H
AE BAIE 4191 pggdt 4273 pg/gZtAl £ S
1 4 AAT

ztzte] spgEel e gEhile] e Alsd] wet
oF71A o] zlol= AT MA 1429 IHE = wWE
glbul o] $teko] 203-2257 pg/gl & 7P ol ALy
HI AR ow ofdmEhul-e 47-935 pg/g AL =
2P ol 20-1080 pg/g, 8 uEhlS 2.6-528
pg/g_i gﬂ AFE Hof shdF AlxA WY, =

g, g, Fevehl o2 Bo] AMEHY UdeS
°H*~ %E}

o|RHE 14F9] sHEFeIM HEE A bl
FE BE AR 08%7F @A g e &+ 3
o o= FHARAN 4 SHgE AHE=
eril el 88 s Ed AR E AR E A
0.4% olsfoliL, B 7k sehilE Este] A8 7
Folle AA d=hle] FR7h 08%E bA ¥=E 5

e 2 wlael] Hel AR EY A2 ko] A

3
SHAL s & AT

4.4 B
sl EAlste gehils w4 A e
2 AF7H = HPLCY =413t - GC % GC/MS

Analytical Science & Technology



LC/MSE o]&-3F 34 ZE % 9] parabens EA| 240 A7 59

W 2 AroMs AEE el A <l
< BFE LC/ESI-MSE o|&-3e] #4822 A7t
o g NZ L BA wo)y B4 Azl LC/ESI-
MSe] A ZHH = 0.05-10 pg/mL F=HNAM AR
I 0] A4 (17=0.9993)S UEPI 2N SPgERY
olUe}l AZrlE g o] &3 Be mjE2

)

a3 o

ox

4 2 e

e HoF3U

1. S. H. Kang and H. Kim, J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal. 15,
1359-1364(1997).

2. M. R. Lee, C. Y. Lin, Z. G. Li and T. F. Tsai, J. Chro-
matogr. A 1120, 244-251(2000).

3. D. M. Kreuz, A. L. Howard and D. Ip, J Pharm.
Biomed. Anal. 19, 725-735(1999).

4. C. P. Neidig and H. Burrell, Drug Cosmet. Ind. 54,
408-481(1944).

5. E. Schopf and A. Baumgartner, J. Appl. Cosmetol. 8,
39-49(1990).

6. E. J. Routledge, J. Parker, J. Odum, J. Ashby and J. P.
Sumpter, Toxicol. Appl. Pharmacol. 153, 12-19(1998).

7. S. Oishi, Food Chem. Toxicol. 40, 1807-1813(2002).

Vol. 23, No. 1, 2010

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
17.

18.

20.

21.

. E. D. Croo, J. D. Schutter, W. Van den Bossche and P.

D. Moerloose, Chromatographia, 18, 260-264(1984).

. H. J. Lin and Y. M. Choong, J. Food Drug. Anal. 7,

291-299(1999).

H. J. Lin, M. L. Wang, C. W. Chen, B. S. Hwang, M.
H. Lee and Y. M. Choong, J. Food Drug. Anal. 8, 180-
186(2000).

M. Gonzilez, M. Gallego and M. Valcarcel, J. Chro-
matogr. A 848, 529-536(1999).

Y. Maeda, M. Yamamoto, K. Owada, S. Sato, T. Masui,
H. Nakazawa and M. Fujita, J. Chromatogr. 410, 413-
418(1987).

F. O. Serrano, 1. S. Lopez and G. N. Revilla, J. Lig.
Chromatogr. 14, 709-717(1991).

C. Mannucci, J. Bertini, A. Cocchini, A. Perico, F. Sal-
vagnini and A. Triolo, J. Lig. Chromatogr. 15, 327-335
(1992).

M. A. Quarry, D.S. Sebastian and R. C. Williams,
Chromatographia 47, 515-522(1998).

G. Burini, J. Chromatogr: A 664, 213-219(1994).

Y. Q. Guan, Q. C. Chu, L. Fu and J. N. Ye, J. Chro-
matogr. A 1074, 201-204(2005).

Y. J. Heo and K. J. Lee, J. Pharm. Biomed. Anal. 17,
1371-1379(1998).

. S. P. Wang and C. L. Chang, 4nal. Chim. Acta 377, 85-

93(1998).

Y. H. Lin, S. S. Chou, F. Sheu and Y. T. Shgu, J. Chro-
matogr. Sci. 38, 345-352(2000).

R. Driouich, T. Takayanagi, M. Oshima and S. Moto-
mizu, J. Chromatogr. A 903, 271-278(2000).



