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1. Introduction

PFAS are a group of man-made chemicals that have been used in a wide variety of industries
and consumer products since the 1940s, including nonstick cookware and food packaging.

3. Results

Calibration
Calibration standards were prepared at eight levels ranging from ~5 to
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Figure 2. Overlay of extracted ion chromatograms of all 25 analytes in the highest
calibration point. Corresponding compounds to each peak number can be seen in table 2
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4. Conclusion

Table 1. Liquid Chromatography and Mass Spectrometry experimental parameters.

This poster reports the validation of an LC-MS/MS method for the determination of PFAS analytes and isotopically
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