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GF-AAS 5 ICP-MS IE/XK R 2R EENAELETNEEARHTE
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(1. R B 2 W F 5 S 002, TP T 810008 ;2. H [ B2 g PG b o Jrt A= W F 5 J 7 ¥ 8 R 245 24 B2 22 & VP
WATFEE SR DY T 810008 ;3. Hh R e v AL g I AR Mk 5 e 20 A et VDY T 810008)

W E ARPETRBOLRE(GF-AAS) IR LSRG 45 8 T T (1CP-MS) 102 R U B 1 2 Fh i 5 7K v B 5 i 1
B, SCPSRA 357.9 nm 45 429. 0 nm PR ST GF-AAS .52 5 53 JRAZ L 4T ICP-MS ¥: 5 /K R gk AR i 4 i vh A% ot
ok, MAREM L ERfrE A bR IR K PR PR DU S R BE PR E 2 A T AT X B AT, AR E T 4
LN E ST, B A O 5 25 SR I AR AN B TS RIN , Ho,429. 0 nm I GF-AAS 2007 45 S A oAt 3 40 3%
PRAK (P<0. 05) ;ICP-MS B:AEKEH IR E BRI T T GF-AAS 7 ; GF-AAS ¥EIE 255 357, 9 nm S KALT 429. 0 nm P,
XA AEPETRIOERSE BB A SR TIATRE B AR E T E TRt
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Comparison of Determination Methods between GF-AAS and ICP-MS for Total Chromium

Content in Water and the Uncertainty Evaluation

ZHAO Jing'**, TAN Liang®, JI Tian’, REN Qianwen®, LI Yulin"*’, WANG Huan'***

(1. Key Laboratory of Tibetan Medicine Research, Chinese Academy of Scineces, Xining 810008, China;

2. Qinghai Provincial Key Laboratory of Tibetan Medicine Pharmacology and Safety Evaluation, Northwest Institute of Plateau Biology,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xining 810008, China;

3. Analysis and Testing Center, Northwest Institute of Plateau Biology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xining 810008, China)

Abstract Graphite furnace atomic absorption spectrometry ( GF-AAS) and inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry (ICP-MS)
are two methods for determining the Cr content in water with high sensitivity. In this paper, GF-AAS methods at 357. 9 nm and 429. 0
nm wavelength and ICP-MS methods at 52 and 53 mass nuclear ratio were used to determine the content of total chromium in chromium
reference materials for water quality. A comparative analysis was made from the aspects of standard curve, accuracy, repeatability,
standard recovery rate, detection limit, quantitation limit and evaluation of measurement uncertainty. The results showed that the
determination results of reference materials were within the scope of the standard uncertainty. The results of 429. 0 nm wavelength GF-
AAS method were significantly lower than other determination methods( P<0. 05). ICP-MS method was better than GF-AAS method in
terms of detection limit and quantitation limit. In GF-AAS method, 357.9 nm wavelength was better than 429. 0 nm wavelength.

Keywords graphite furnace atomic absorption spectrometry (GF-AAS)  inductively coupled plasma mass spectrometry (ICP-MS)
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Cr measurement uncertainty evaluation methods comparison

Bz am T ARA, FEH?Cr P Cr M Cr
3 FiRe o [l AL AL, 0 F LA [A] i | AL e S A7
T ARG AL FIE S AR TR 7= AR ) 8 A ) 24 0%
M 4% BAT AR B 0 A B A M R PR N ARG 3
PO 42 J8 W) 2 — , T & ik TR 28 A S BUE OE 1
KA SR K A A R A I, VIR R K R
T T % 0 2 A O 38, DT 38 Ik B R £t R
AR BB IR A AU BRI o K R R
TR T B 1 7K BT A D AT AR B N R i R R X
i/

HHT, 85 7k 2, A KO R T kot i
B A B R F IR O TE (GF-AAS) 35 R 43 A
2 IBHN G A B R BTG (1CP-MS) | L B
BAEBE AT RE AN ICP-MS 2 ICP S
Tk L B R 5 O A o (S R R A O AR
G55 MR LA — il o W A4 R Hh i JT R R
RHR AL, BHRAR R Lk s A
Rl 98 RS R e A R R T R 2 PRt
[ 205 BAG T A GF-AAS BB 5L T
T 25— Xo AT 1 8 P R AT T ST 1 — R T
5, AL 2 I 5 AR T A L kR
JR IR  FEARE Ry e, BAT R = A BRI
R Z AT

GF-AAS 7% M1 ICP-MS 35 A4E R 7K B8 IR )
FEH I 2 Fhor s, N H TR R A E AR K
FHRSRW SRR AL 56 771 ) (GB 8538—2016) (A= ik
PR KBS HERE I 7 % & JEHR45) (GB/T 5750. 6—
2006) &5 Z ANk M FR e AR 2 o7k 2Z i) iy 2R
22 A AR SCHRIRGE . it —2P e 2 Rtk 2z
[B] Y 22 5, R SCHr R A 357.9 nm 5 429. 0 nm I
KM GF-AAS ¥ .52 5 53 i L& 4F T 1CP-
MS ¥, 57 4 U AFRAE N2 e L B2 M R e
R KRR e BRI AN B VT E 2 A
Xof K B B T A S P ) S A T L W
T 53 BT LA TR G 0 7 2 55 6 0 S8 A2 %o 7K s &5
SN A5 S R Shy SR S B A K b AR
RN S%
1 KM AE
1.1 X£5E&EF

AA 2407 BIA 8N R SO AN (56 R 22 4
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R A BRA ) ; NexION 5000 7 i JBHE 4 45 55 1
PR (& A0 4 3% R BR A W] ) 5 11820D Hl4li /K
PLCE PRIEE R K b B 2 A BR A | ) s BB WS (Rt
TR BB IS A A BRA R ) 5 28 1R (R HETT K BB
BAERABRAT) .
1.2 #R5iRF

BEFRUE TR W (500 mg/L, BW3000-500-20, 1%
AR B A BRA 7)) 5 BUbs A (1 000 mg/L,
BW30061-1000-N-50, 3z 55 Jit fa Bt £ & 5 A IR 2
Al AEPR (R4, it fb 2= B AR AR A A
G KB — Atk

TR R FH 7K J3E A o 90 5« 7K o v 5 (i
201629) , M3K A A= S IRBE AR E R I8 AT
1.3 RKWHE
1.3.1 AFEaTab 2

1.0 mLARFET 25 mL &8, A 0.5
mL RIS, 7K E R B 205 IRA 4], B 10
mL IR AT 100 mL ZFE P, A 2 mL AR
W, HAKER 2 208 TR A1, R i AR 25
RIS, 25 AR A IR WAL, Hoax R 51K
FERS W o8 2 — 3K
1.3.2  finbrlEBoss

1.0 mL3RFET 25 mL &8 H, A 0.5
mL SRR, Stk e 2 2208 IR G345, B 10
mL B iR T 100 mL Z R F, i A 3.7 mL
2 000 pg/L HBEBRAETA W, b 3% Inpm 75 e Jo i Tk
BER 74 pne/L,
1.3.3 Kb PRAE & R

AR A IE 11 RES R & &, s
()72 PR TR RS A o i 22 >R B3 I 3 v 3 1)
For Hh BRI 1B
1.3.4 GF-AAS

(1) GF-AAS AL E 28

P :357.9.429. 0 nm; P AR WA LT R
7.0 mA ;BT SO  FEF 5 PR S8 . 0.2 nm;
FHERRFME 1 i,

(2) GF-AAS 720 58 7K 8% s v il 28 22 il

ICERFEHL, AT H R AEERK , 25 B AU 38 25
Je B C A B AR I R SR 0,20,40,80,160 ,200
pe/L AT RIS EL 10 Wl i A A S50 ep O 52 WOl B
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F1 ASRPIHERT

Tab.1 Graphite-Furnace Temperature-Rising Program

IR T/ A a5 SRR/ (Lomin™")
1 85 5.0 0.3
2 95 40.0 0.3
3 120 10.0 0.3
4 1 000 6.0 0.3
5 1 000 2.0 0.0
6 2 100 2.8 0.0
7 2 100 2.0 0.3
{8, AR AET 22
1.3.5 ICP-MS

(1)ICP-MS {X#5 % S %k
A E ZENER 2 T
%2 ICP-MS &%
Tab.2 Parameters of ICP-MS

S8 Bzt
SRR/ kW 1.3
AR/ (Lomin ™) 15.5
ZAIR R/ (Lomin™") 0. 69
AR R s
g E:N KED X
SRARR B
FA R E L
WU A 20
PIFRINA TS 2 TELIMA
bR Se
Jo i B 52.53

(2)ICP-MS 4% b o th £k 222 il

ACERTFAIL A KT 5 T 130 T A S R
AL RS TG b, (8 45 T4 Aok 200 2 Bk,
FHEC T & AR HE R S 20,40 ,80,160,200 pg/L
Ay B A ES S SR A, 2 bR il 2k
1.3.6  lEERI

Pt 22 78 UG  FEARTRMER 2T Kol
B R R B B | AR AT I , 3E A [l
TR E R T R K, ICP-MS AR
BEFINAE 3 UK, GF-AAS AR I 2 2 Uk, L
SEHEE N T LA T, BRI ndristRE  2s st
E RN A 0 2

1.4 HESH

RIS ESE SN T SPSS 21 Ge it 4k, R
one-way ANOVA 7#7H ) LSD s #rik it 475047, P<
0.05 BT EA G X,
2 FERMITL
2.1 fRAEME

bR MEM & T gE Rk 3 Pros, 357.9,
429. 0 nm P 5 GF-AAS 152 53 JFik% H &4
T 1CP-MS 722 i A 1 1 26 21 56 2R R4, #H G
FEHAE 0.999 L E R CEIIEE e irr
EHFIAFRIFTE R ) (GB/T 27417—2017) (£ i
4 E ZARE R RIRA SRR K56 J71:) (GB 8538—
2016) (AT IR HIKARER IS 77k & @ AEhR) (GB/
T 5750. 6—2006 ) 55/ [a) A 1 Ho 6 7K Hb A5 3% A6 0 A
HEM 2 R BN ZEK

x=3 HhrEL N
Tab.3 Analysis of Standard Curve of Cr

5 ik AT HXRB R
GF-AAS(357.9 nm) I1=0.010 21C+0. 007 47 0.999 6
GF-AAS(429.0 nm) 1=0.002 72C€+0. 026 22 0.999 5

ICP-MS(52) 1=0.097C+0 0.999 7
ICP-MS(53) I1=0.012C+0 0.999 8

2.2 HEWMmHEMEESHENE

ST 5 7K BT A ) SR TR TP A R
25 5 SE 25 Rk 4 iR, GF-AAS(357.9 nm)
1 .GF-AAS(429.0 nm) % . ICP-MS(52) 3 . ICP-MS
(53) =1 5E ¥ (E 53 51 M 0. 735.0. 716.,0. 746 0. 749
mg/ L, 78 45 5 4r e (8 T 25 1Y T Ao 0 JiE
0. 032 mg/ L ¥4k A briEY) Bk 45 ) 5 Fl A, B
JE S5 SR X AR 1 O 25 24/ T 5%, Hid ICP-MS
N2 25 AN GF-AAS 320 5 235 5 0 42 30T A v
fH,ICP-MS (53) 1 22 45 2R i /&, GF-AAS (429.0
nm) W2 25 R AR, St R 8o, kA
GF-AAS (429.0 nm) 3% W & 45 2R A0 X GF-AAS
(357.9 nm) ¥ ICP-MS(52) ¥  ICP-MS( 53) ¥l 52
SRR E K (P<0.05) , HoAth 3 202 45 R A7 ik
FE2ESR(P>0.05)
2.3  InEREYEDE

6 By MR iURE , DN K S b v ) o
JbRIECR | 255N 3% 5 7R, GF-AAS(357.9 nm)
TR T [ iR i 25 SR A 101. 0% , A X
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®4 KPHIMELR  (n=7)

Tab.4 Determination Results of Cr in Water (n=7)

- ofievg AR e FRAE(E/
(mg-L7") {2 RSD (mg-L™")
GF-AAS(357.9 nm) 0.735" 0.79%
GF-AAS(429.0 nm) 0.716 2.12%
0. 748+0. 032
ICP-MS(52) 0.746* 1.53%
ICP-MS(53) 0.749" 1. 12%

TE. 5 GF-AAS(429.0 nm) ¥ HAR, * #5750, 01<P<0. 05, X 4l
[ Py 22 S HL A o PR

®5 KPHIAREICRER  (n=6)
Tab.5 Results of Standard Recovery Rate of Cr in
Water (n=6)
bR B e L/
ik PEETEE mgeR Rep
(ng L)
GF-AAS(357.9 nm) 74.0 101. 0% 2.87%
GF-AAS(429.0 nm) 74.0 103. 9% 4.45%
ICP-MS(52) 74.0 99. 5% 4. 49%
ICP-MS(53) 74.0 100. 2% 4.31%

FRyfEDR 22 (RSD) fH N 2. 87% ; GF-AAS (429.0 nm)
bR IS0 2 45 R 4E N 103. 9% , RSD {H Ky
4. 45% ;1CP-MS( 52) I i [T se 200 5 235 SR Y (8 A
99. 5% ,RSD {H K 4.49% ; ICP-MS ( 53 ) 3% hn#x 110
RN 25 AR 100. 2% ,RSD fH K 4. 31% ., 4 41
TR TSR S5 I 7E 80. 0% ~ 120. 0% , F W 4 2N
FR TSR EE R
2.4 KMHRMESRNE

ZERUNZE 6 Fr/R,357.9.429. 0 nm K1 F
GF-AAS VEDE 11 RS FHAAE T3 4% Kt BR
B 0.10,1.31 we/L, & B BR55h 0.34 4,36
pe/Lo 5253 Fi% L AAAF T ICP-MS iE5E 11 k=S
PR A% A4S B 43514 0. 023,0. 032 pe/L,
SERBRATHIK 0.077 0. 107 pe/L. 45 RFH], R
ANTRE 5 J7 v, A o BRI PR AT K 2500
ICP-MS A% T GF-AAS 3 BA BRI H R 5
e, Hrb AR R ICP-MS(52) i, 5 h GF-
AAS(429.0 nm) ¥,
2.5 MEAHEEITE
2.5.1  DNEANHE FE B F AR

DU AN S FE T BCA R RN (1)

(py =py) XV X[

W) = 000 (D
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F6 KPEBIHRAERRSZR  (n=11)

Tab. 6 Results of Detection and Quantification Limits of

Cr in Water (n=11)

Ik KR/ (g 17h) TEER/ (pg- L™
GF-AAS(357.9 nm) 0.10 0.34
GF-AAS(429.0 nm) 1.31 4.36

ICP-MS(52) 0. 023 0.077
ICP-MS(53) 0.032 0. 107

Hrp(w) —— i KFE P TR TR, mg/L;
p——MBRHE T 2 L A 15 30RE v 8% 9 ot ik
JE, peg/L;
po——MIRHEI £ I A8 15 25 R % 1Y i
R, pe/Ls
V, —— i BURAFE R L mL;
V—lFEE B mL;
SRR
2.5.2 NN A BE 4R IR 43
R 7 T3 12 B AT 2 B (R B0 2 A o3, 3
SR K P R A R I E s R
N BN AN 2 BE AT KRB M LAT 4 3 N4
(1) IR AT AL BT 78 5 | A B AH X AR T AN i
B u,(m) , EEARE R BOSAE AT v, 51A B AHXT
PRUEAHAE BE G AR TR V 5L B AR AR HEAS
Wi FE
(2) i ZR 9 R C T Ao 7 vh 5 1A P A X A
AHERE u,,(v) ;
(3) Al B AU A B 5 1A AR XA MEAS T 2
u(c);
(4) W 55 5 5 VE 51 B9 A X B HE S 16 2 B
U (1) o
2.5.3 MEAHRE R THA
(1) R A AL FRAE 7R 5 | B AH X A AN
JE U(m)
AU 2 R A AR R 5 R A
& F TP A AN G B R 28 AN, BT mL oK
FEEZS 2 25 mL a0, D2 P 10 mL i BRI
% 100 mL i, A G 3 T e, # B AT
JE o TR AT AL R R BT D B B A A5 A 1L | A AH
XIBREANE E BE AN 3R 7 7
B LA EARXS AR EAS B 2 B A= (2)
25544 0. 004 088,
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RT7 SRR R AT E
Tab.7 Relative Standard Uncertainty of Each Vessel

T H
1 mL 43 BER A (m,y )
HEAVFE V/mL +0. 008
o AR WA AR B VAN 1 0. 003 27
A8 TE I Y B8 AN ] 5 | R ) vRE A Tl A 88 6. 060x107*
AR B EANT 2 B 3.32x107°

FRIIL
25 mL AR (m,) 10 mL AR (my) 100 mL 55 (m,)
+0. 030 £0. 050 +0. 100
0.012 20 0. 020 40 0. 040 80
1.515%107> 6. 060x107° 6. 060x 107>
7.79%x107* 2.13x107° 7.31x107*

T IR o 2. 131074 °C T SRR S IR 9 (2025) °C s MR BE S35 S = FA 50 A (V6 ) 5 IR IRGBE o3 Al 8 500345 (V3)

u’r&*l( m) =
urznl( m, ) +ur2(‘,l( m, ) +ur2(‘,l( m; ) +ufcl( my ) ( 2)

(2) BRI 2R 91 VR IC T s A v g LA AR X s
Zﬂijﬁﬂiﬁ urvl(v>

ORI £ 15 v FBE %) AR X5 A o AS 1 5
wu(vy)

A 0 i FH %) 7K H B s o A B R TR FE R 500
mg/ L, FRUEIE T 45 H AR AN 2 FE N 1%,
WEHET kA 20 WBTA WA X bR R 02
u,,(v,)=1/(100x2)=5x107",

QB E S W R AR b 5 | A AR R AN
B, (v,)

RIG B4 mL 500 mg/mL & FRUEA TR, A
100 mL 2w firh, (i ] 2% R e R E 2% IR
15153 20 mg/L #EFRAEMTFH ; B 10 mL 20 mg/L
BEFRUESE FHW, A 100 mL 25804, 8 2% il
PRV e 25 22 B TR A1 15 5] 2 000 e/ L 85 bR
3R A3 1.2 4 .8.10 mL 2 000 pe/L 58 AR 1tE
i FHW, A 100 mL 25 s i, 1 2% fF F 75 T
ERZEZIE 155 20,40 .80 .160,200 we/L A5 i i
R, WIS T 1 525 mL BB 2 X 10
mL B 7 4> 100 mL 7,

@5 mL B E AR FR AT E B w,(vy)

5 mL BIRE A EERIEFZEA 2 F(BK),
AR FRHEIE T 48 5 mL RS IRE IY f K Ao A
22°720. 025 mL, 4% = ff 43 A5 V155 BUbR 1A 1 1 2
u( vy, )= 0.025//6 =~ 0.010 2, I& . ¥ W& 1E
20 CHHE, T 52 59 28 R E 2 (20+5)°C . 7K B 2 ik
FECH 2. 1x107°C™ FHIR AT R R BURH & B
u(vy,)=2.1x107*x5x5/./3 =0.003 031, L) /&
S ST R AR AL, AR ST B EASH E BE = (3) ,
gEIRL A Hy 2. 13%107°,

u2< Von ) +u2( V212) _

urel( Vo )= 5

0. 010 2°+0. 003 031>
5

10 mL BEIAT . 100 mL 255 5 1A AR X b v
AR EWMR T s, W ou, (v,) =2.13x107°,
w,(vy) =7.31x107*, LA b4 S b 57 A A 56 78
Ak, AR R A 2 BE X (4) , S5 R 40 4. 16

(3)

107,
ure]( v,)= urzel( Var) +u12'el( V) X2+ul2-e1< V3 ) X7
(4)
A LA AR A AN R B, DA o 3 VR

L FER AR AR AEA T 2 B = (5) , 4R Y
M 6.51x107°

U(v)= ur2e1<V1>+ufe1(V2> (5)

(3) bR A M 24002 IF 51 ABAE X bR A
EE ure]( c)

K H GF-AAS ICP-MS 32 1 7 4R V5 Y0k 1 2
AN R 12, 325 0 e ) 2 43 Bl 7 22 oV o
TAEMZ, & s/ N Bk MG, 5IAT
ANWRERE . AfE FEPEETHRAT

M AU B 5 ) A B I 20 4 5 i B AN
e = (6) ~X (7).

s 1 1 (c —x)°
W=t Lol -0t g
b/\/P n z,=l(xi_56)2

JZ 71[1—(bx +a)]?

(7)

Horbru(x) —— WA W5 LA BB 2 5355 5 1
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FRFEANHRE E
SRR U R bR oy 22 5
c R 0045 P R T3 40 R JBE {1/ W ' E
SR, A A b SR A sk i)
R R I, pe/ L
Bt 22 910 5 g 2 43 19 °F- 34
JrHE R, pe/L;
oo, —FRE T A 1T 2 1) B o R B TR
B2 53 1 T R B e/ L
ST R I T AR 2R 51
HEKEL
1, — 8T Mo i R bR i R A 5
DU 5319 S5 Y T T 7 1 J 8 14 5
JEE{EL/ W
P ——SF Uk F g 4 43 A 7 OB
b——HReHE MR R
e i 2 i R

DL 52 k% LS5 F ICP-MS 32 045, Ve i %
bk 52 1Y ICP-MS 2 2 il b iz M 4 i 8% b v 22 971
VESTR I SO R ViR 5 M N A O a4 o (AN 3R 8
Fi7s
8 BhRIE RSN A R TR kiR FE 5 R I B R R (i

Tab.8 Mass Concentration of Cr Standard Series Solution and

S

x

n

a

Corresponding Net Intensity Value of Mass Spectrometry

BF AR/ (pg- 1) Ve B S YAELL,
0 0
20 1.926
40 3.788
80 7.564
160 15. 038
200 19.779

LVE AT =0.097xC+0, ] b=0. 097, AKX
IRIGARAE RSB A E 3 W, R TR R B I
TW M P =T;n=3x6=18;x= », x/6= 500/6 =

83.33 wg/L; ¢ =74.557 pg/L;s=0. 163, & briE
LA ABPREATHIEE N u(c)=0.79%4 5
e/ L, AH X5 A5 S B 8 BE N w, (e) = 0.794 5/
74.557=0.010 7, DAUCZEHE, 4 FhIUE 504 T #An
HEMZ T | A AR R AT BE AN 2R 9 B

x99 BERMEINZT A RAHXS R E
Tab.9 Relative Standard Uncertainty Introduced by
Cr Standard Working Curve

Jiik U e)

GF-AAS(357.9 nm) 0.007 20
GF-AAS(429.0 nm) 0. 008 70
ICP-MS(52) 0.010 70
ICP-MS(53) 0. 008 71

(4) A MM EG | APIAXIFREANEE o, (r)

FRERZ i8R, 45000 52 J7 P00 52, AR b AN
SEJEYE A JSUEA VR, A I R 5 | B A
FERE w(r) Fo o Ak D 2 5 A RH R B v AS 1
w (1) A (8) ~ 3K (9) , 4 FhilsE S5 T F A M
SRR FR A E B 255 a2 10 FiR

Y
u(r)=— 8
()ﬁ; (8)
u’rel(r): U/(u}r> (9>

o, Y—— 5 (B bR AW 2% 5
w—I 7 (E I, mg/L,,
(5) B AR IEAS 2 FE Y JRAREAS I 2 B
B BUPR E A ff 2 B2 YT R A S i B =X
(10) ~(11),

F A0 HEEPENE G BIARXI R A E B

Tab. 10  Relative Standard Uncertainty Introduced by the Repeatability Measure

I (E P SRR UE PR A AR
GF-AAS(357.9 nm) 18.4 0.152 0. 152/4/7~0.057 5 0.057 5/18.4~0. 003 12
GF-AAS(429.0 nm) 17.9 0.379 0.379//7 =0. 143 0. 143/17.9~0. 008 01
ICP-MS(52) 18. 6 0.285 0.285//7~0. 108 0. 108/18. 6~0. 005 78
ICP-M5(53) 18.7 0.202 0.202/47 =~0. 076 3 0.076 3/18.7~0. 004 08
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u’rel= urelz< m) +u‘relz< V) +urc12( C> +u’relz( r) ( 10)

u(w)=u,, Xw (11)

rel

u(w)——8 AR EARE R
BASHF k=2, % 0 E R E Y B
FERER U= u(w) xk,4 AHRBR AR E B 45 5% a0

Horp s w, —— A AR R AN 2 B 11 iR,
F 1 B BUHXT AR A E B A R
Tab. 11 Relevent Values of Combined Relative Standard Uncertainty
ik (M) U (V) ) (1) u, u(w) U iﬁj/f%/
GF-AAS(357.9 nm)  4.09x107 6.51x107° 7.20x107 3.12x107°  0.0110  0.22 0.4 18.40. 4
GF-AAS(429 nm) 4.09%x1073 6.51x1073 8.70x1073 8.01x1073 0.014 1 0.25 0.5 17.9+0.5
ICP-MS(52) 4.09x107 6.51x107 0.010 7 5.78x107  0.0144  0.27 0.5 18.6+0.5
ICP-MS(53) 4.09%107 6.51x107 8.71x107 4.08x107°  0.0123 0.23 0.5 18.7+0.5
3 &g FEIF I 4 i Ty vk 1 n] fERf DU, 00 IG5 1

ARG 5 K S o b R A R AR
FHAR ) B HT AL 2775, 7E 357.9 nm . 429. 0 nm P K
ST GF-AAS 355 52 .53 B L &4 F 1CP-MS
2 4 RTRIREIN 2 E T, 22 ) i b o il 2840 56 R 8%
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