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ÁA small review of Ion Mobility

īHistory

īRobustness, time, space, matrix and platform independence

ÁExamples of IMS-HRMS: 

ÁSummary

ñIon pathò 
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Firstly: what on earth has the mutiny on the HMS Bounty (1789) 
to do with this talk???? 
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Ion Mobility Spectroscopy Standalone:
Screening Instrument for Security/Military uses

https://www.asiatraveltips.com/news20/412-AirportSecurity.shtml

The IONSCAN 500DT, certified on the 

TSA Qualified Products List for 

security screening, utilizes Ion 

Mobility Spectroscopy (IMS) to 

perform trace analysis of explosives 

in seconds. Easy to use, the 

operators can detect a wide range of 

military, commercial and homemade 

threats.

https://www.bruker.com/en/products-and-solutions/cbrne-detectors/ims.html

https://www.sas.upenn.edu/~lindamf/spectIMS.html

https://www.masatech.eu/blog
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Historical view on Ion 
Mobility (IM) Technologies 

(Jody C. May and John A. McLean*; Anal Chem. 2015 

Feb 3; 87(3): 1422ï1436)

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=May%20JC%5BAuthor%5D
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=McLean%20JA%5BAuthor%5D
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4318620/#cor1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4318620/
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Discovered by JJ Thompson and Rutherford 1896, but developed by EW McDaniel in 1950-1960s. First drift tube 
IMS was designed in 1960s

McDaniel E, Martin DW, Barnes WS (1962). "Drift Tube-Mass Spectrometer for Studies of Low-Energy Ion-Molecule Reactions". Review of Scientific Instruments. 33 (1): 2ï
7. Bibcode:1962RScI...33....2M. doi:10.1063/1.1717656. ISSN 0034-6748.

ÁFirst Hybrid IMS TOF MS was designed by Bell Labs in 1963

ÁFirst commercially available IMS QTOF 2006 (Waters) 

Ion Mobility Spectroscopy is OLDER than Mass Spectrometry!! 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bibcode_(identifier)
https://ui.adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1962RScI...33....2M
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Doi_(identifier)
https://doi.org/10.1063%2F1.1717656
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/ISSN_(identifier)
https://www.worldcat.org/issn/0034-6748
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terminal velocity v (of an ion) in a gasphase

vd= KE

Eis the electric field strength and K is known as the ionôs mobility.

CCS = f{K}, Linear Function of K

(CCS = Collisional Cross Section Size (in Area, Å2))

What is Ion Mobility ïDefinition: 
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Ion-Mobility principle

Small and compact ïrapid 

acceleration

Large, extended

low mobility, less compact, more collisions with gas

high mobility, more compact, less collisions with gas

ÁCCS (~K) is an important 
distinguishing characteristic of 
an ion which is related to: 

īchemical structure

ī3-dimensional conformation

ÁCCS (~K) is a physicochemical 

property of an ion.

What is Collision Cross Section (CCS)? 
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How does IMS practically combine into a Mass Spectrometer: 

I.S. Krull, A.S. Rathore, Jared Auclair, LCGC North America , LCGC-11-01-2020,Volume 38, Issue11, Pages: 619ð624

For Targeted methods or for 

prefiltering there are other 

techniques ïlike FAIMS or 

SelexionTM, but this is not in the

scope of this talk

https://www.chromatographyonline.com/authors/krull
https://www.chromatographyonline.com/authors/rathore-0
https://www.chromatographyonline.com/authors/jared-auclair
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The reason why IMS data collection fits in between Fast 
Chromatography (GC, SFC or LC) and (Q)TOF HRMS:

(Jody C. May and John A. McLean*; Anal Chem. 2015 

Feb 3; 87(3): 1422ï1436)

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=May%20JC%5BAuthor%5D
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=McLean%20JA%5BAuthor%5D
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4318620/#cor1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4318620/
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3D resolution: Analysis strategy and sample complexity

3:TOF MS

~50 µsecs

2:T-wave 

Ion Mobility 

10.2 ms

1: UPLC Peak

1-3 secs

Scan range: m/z 50 -1200

1: Chromatographic Resolution 

2: Ion Mobility Resolution 

3: Mass Resolution 
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T-wave IMS

Stacked Ring Ion Guide: Opposite phases of RF voltage are applied to adjacent 
electrodes to provide radial ion confinement and high transmission.
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T-wave IMS

T-WaveDCvoltagesareappliedto electrodepairsin repeatingsequencealongthe device
andstepto respectiveadjacentelectrodepairs.
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T-wave IMS

Ions are propelled along the ion mobility separation device.
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CCS and Time Robustness



17©2023 Waters Corporation

Robustness: CCS as a constant part 1
QC mix CCS reproducibility over 10 weeks, 24/7 acquisition  ESI+ using a single ion mobility calibration.
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Robustness: CCS as a constant part 2

QC mix CCS reproducibility over 10 weeks, 24/7 acquisition  ESI- using a single ion mobility calibration.
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Synapt mean CCS errors (±SD) for the 200 pesticides over 4 years. 
Zone in grey highlights the compounds with m/z below 200

Towards the use of ion mobility mass spectrometryȤderived collision cross section as a screening approach for unambiguous identification of targeted pesticides in food. Séverine Goscinny, 

Michael McCullagh, Johann Far, Edwin De Pauw and Gauthier Eppe. Rapid Commun Mass Spectrom. 2019;1ï15.
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CCS and Platform Robustness
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Synapt linear IM (compared over a period of 3 years) and cIM for fluoroquinolone protomer CCS reproducibility.
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Robustness between platforms (Waters): CCS as a constant part 1
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Vion inter-site CCS versus SYNAPT CCS and  corresponding 
frequency distribution for inter-site Vion library ȹCCS.

R² = 0.9977
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Vion intra-site CCS versus SYNAPT CCS and  corresponding 
frequency distribution for intra-site Vion library ȹCCS.

R² = 0.9979
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Cross platform comparison of charged isomer species

R² = 0.9984
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Synapt (R ~40 ɋ/ȹɋ)vs cyclic IMS (R~92 ɋ/ȹɋ)

ȹ CCS <1.69 % (RMS= 0.85 %).

Metaflumizone (Z)-Isomer Species I

Metaflumizone (Z)- Isomer Species II

Metaflumizone (E)-Isomer Species I

Metaflumizone (E)-Isomer Species II

Spinosyn D [M+H]+

Spinosyn D Sodimer I

Spinosyn D Sodimer II

Spinosyn D Potassimer I

Spinosyn D Potassimer II

Spinosyn A [M+H]+

Spinosyn A Sodimer I

Spinosyn A Sodimer II 

Spinosyn A Potassimer I

Spinosyn A Potassimer II 

Epoxiconazole

Spinosyn D

Indoxacarb Protomer I

Indoxacarb Protomer II

Fenpyroximate Protomer I

Fenpyroximate Protomer II 

Avermectin B1a

Investigations into pesticide charge site isomers using conventional IM and cIM systems. Michael McCullagh, Séverine Goscinny, Martin Palmer, Jakub Ujma, Talanta, Volume 234, 2021, 122604.
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GC and LC Retention Times

73 pesticides
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GC and LC CCS Values :
Independent of Inlet/Chromatography

Y=0.9994x + 0.0569

R²=0.9981

p-value=1.498e-098

73 pesticides
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ÁWithin Waters portfolio : Yes

ÁBetween Instrument Manufacturers? Maybe if ...vd= KE

Time, Space and Platform Robustness and Indepence: 
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CCS and MATRIX ROBUSTNESS
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Matrix and Chromatography (UHPLC)
Complex matrix dependent retention time shift: Boscalid as example
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Impact of Matrix Type Concentration on CCS Reproducibility

Dried cumin
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Impact of Matrix Type Concentration on CCS Reproducibility

Black tea
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Impact of Matrix Type Concentration on CCS Reproducibility

Mixed rice
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Impact of Matrix Type Concentration on CCS Reproducibility

Honey
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Impact of Matrix Type Concentration on CCS Reproducibility

Courgette
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Impact of Matrix Type Concentration on CCS Reproducibility

Apple
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Impact of matrix type concentration on CCS reproducibility

AppleDried cumin

Black tea Mixed rice

Honey Courgette
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Impact of matrix load on CCS measurement for pesticides at constant concentration
(100 ng.mL-1). Comparison shown as percent difference with RefCCS

Towards the use of ion mobility mass spectrometryȤderived collision cross section as a screening approach for unambiguous identification of targeted pesticides in food. Séverine Goscinny, 

Michael McCullagh, Johann Far, Edwin De Pauw and Gauthier Eppe. Rapid Commun Mass Spectrom. 2019;1ï15.

60 g /100 mL10 g /100 mL 40 g /100 mL
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Á Unique analyte visibility in complex sample analysis

Á Unique Scientific Outcomes

UPLC Ion mobility  mass spectrometry 3D resolution: enhanced 
peak capacity and selectivity
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Ion Mobility Examples: LC-IMS-HRMS
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Steviol glycosides Analysis: Authentication Profiling Using CCS 
Libraries

īWhat are Steviol glycosides.

īWhere/Why  Are They Used.

īWhy is Analysis Required.

īWhy IMS
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Steviol glycosides profiled using ion mobility

Rubusoside
M-H=641.3179 Da

Steviolbioside
M-H=641.3179 Da

Rebaudioside B
M-H=803.3707 Da
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M-H=803.3707 Da*

Rebaudioside A
M-H=965.4235 Da*
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M-H=965.4235 Da
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Determined micro-flow UPLC retention times and TWCCSN2 values

Compound Formula [M -H] -

m/z
Expected
Rt (mins)

Reference
TWCCSN2 

(Å2)

Reference

[M - H +
HCO2H]-

TWCCSN2 (Å2)

rebaudioside E C44H70O23 965.4230 6.61 289.2

298.7 (5%).

rebaudioside D C50H80O28 1127.4758 6.68 321.8

324.5 (11%)

rebaudioside A
C44H70O23 965.4230 7.17

298.9

311.3 (19%)

stevioside
C38H60O18 803.3701 7.20

269.6

278.1 (46%),

rebaudioside F C43H68O22 935.4124 7.32 293.2

306.5 (9%),

rebaudioside C
C44H70O22 949.4280 7.37

299.5

308.1 (10%),

dulcoside A
C38H60O17 787.3752 7.40

270.6

rubusoside C32H50O13 641.3173 7.56 241.3

250.2 (284%)

rebaudioside B C38H60O18 803.3701 7.77 261.2

steviolbioside C32H50O13 641.3173 7.81 235.8

steviol C20H30O3 317.2117 9.48 173.4

Steviol glycoside characterisation (spiked chocolate spread extract matrix)
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Dulcoside A

Rebaudioside B

Rubusoside

Rebaudioside A

Rebaudioside C

Rebaudioside D

Steviolbioside

Steviol

Stevioside

Rebaudioside E
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m/z803.37

m/z949.42
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m/z787.37

 

Extracted mass chromatograms for steviol and profiled steviol glycosides 
Ò100pg/ÕL spiked into chocolate spread extract.

Steviolbioside 0.72pg

Rubusoside 0.68pg

Rebaudioside B 0.7pg

Stevioside 1pg

Rebaudioside D 0.80pg

Rebaudioside  E 0.92pg

Rebaudioside F 0.76pg

Dulcoside A 1pg

Rebaudioside A 1pg Rebaudioside C 1pg

Observed m/z

In
te

n
s
it
y

In
te

n
s
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y

641.3173

ÁChromatographically coeluting isomeric species observed

ÁWaters ACQUITY UPLC M-Class® System

ÁMiroflow reverse phase gradient: iKey @ 2.0µL/min

Á Injection Volume: 1µl (full loop)
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Ion mobility ATD drift time plot showing two mobility separated species at m/z 787.37 
for Reb C and Dulcoside A

B: CCS=256.9 Å2

Rebaudioside C 
Fragment
m/z 787.3777

A: CCS=271.1Å 2

Dulcoside A
m/z 787.3776
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Ion Mobility convoluted isomeric quantitation of steviol glycosides

Calculated Concentration pg/µL

HRMSE HDMSE HRMSE HDMSE

Sample code dulcoside A

[M-H]-

dulcoside A

[M-H]-

stevioside

[M-H]-

stevioside

[M-H]-

Sample 1 386.10 98.39* 1843.24 1374.0

Sample 2 31.33 Not observed 1823.76 Not observed

Sample 3 18.97 Not observed 1505.52 Not observed

Sample 4 10.14 Not observed 1337.54 Not observed

Sample 5 37.24 Not observed 1840.37 Not observed

Sample 6 577.18 105.93 2315.34 2196.0

Sample 7 128.54 Not observed 1620.93 1306.62

Sample BE22 61.54 Not observed 1370.90 190.79

Sample T9 503.15 262.58 2578.72 2285.08

Sample TB6 152.90 Not observed 1730.29 1610.28

Sample BB1 549.45 Not observed 1682.17 1404.13
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Soft drink analysis 2020: And still working in 2023!

Å Robust, reproducible CCS values: Standing the test of time

Å Methodology: UPLC-IM-MS

Å Steviol glycosides identified using CCS: Retention times determined using 10 min retention time window 


