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Determination of Zinc Content in Regenerated Zinc
Material by EDTA Titration Method

FAN Lixin"?, TANG Shufang'?
(1. MTC Testing Technical CO. ,LTD. , Beijing 102628 , China;2. Beijing Key Laboratory
for Evaluation and Testing of Metallic Mineral Resources, Beijing 102628 , China)

Abstract The new determination method of zinc in regenerated raw material is established. Sample is
decomposed by ammonium fluoride-hydrochloric acid-nitric acid-sulfuric acid, and the coexisting elements
such as iron, manganese and lead are separated by ammonia water precipitation. A small amount of
interfering elements are masked by adding a masking agent to the filtrate, and the zinc in the filtrate is
titrated with EDTA standard titration solution in an acetic acid-sodium acetate buffer solution of pH =5—
6, using xylenol orange as an indicator. The measured results combine with the amount of zinc and
cadmium, and the amount of zinc is obtained by deduction the amount of cadmium. The relative standard
deviations (RSD, n=11) of determination result are between 0. 15% and 1. 0%5. The recoveries in samples
of regenerated zinc material are between 99.1% and 102% . This method can meet the requirements of
daily analysis of zinc content in regenerated zinc material.
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H AT TSR E SRR BT R AR R PR, B
AR EUR B AR N EE, S SRR ATAEMR .
FHESEEOR RS B K, R RS &
Az A R A BRI BB e BB M
TR TUHTIR /K 5 VY VBRI 4™ A B B A,
HB S Bk SE ,  JR B EEOR IR, P E
A P A B O A 2 23 A7 O 3 X AR BE AR 7 BRI
MBS HHAAEEN L.

R AR E DT — ity EDTA i &
B HARER T E AR SR R St
FOLER A SCHESL T 6 9 AL 8 -25 FR- A FR- B AR Y
B I DETH BR A R AT T, EOKULIE 7 B 8KV
HYAF AP IR R DR PO AHE R i A B T T
o AT A o M 0 5 AR B OB R B R, SR

1 SCIg#E4

1.1 FEKHA

BERREYS W (5 mg/mL) : FRHEL 5. 000 0 g & )&
Bt (w7,2>99. 999D B F 100 mL HB A+, 8
A 1000 mL &M, AKES . #S.

AR HER W (5 mg/mL) : HEL 5. 000 0 g &)@
T 100 mL AR (1+DH, B A 1 000 mL &
M, AKER S,

VBB :2 g RALEHE T 100 mL 7K+, fm 3 ~4
HEK R,

BRFR VS W - FRER 100 g JUK B BRI % T
1000 mLEER (1+9) W, HFW 1 mL & =M &
2720 mg,

LER-Z RN vh B W (pH=5.5) : FREL 200 g
=KE BB TKP A 18 mL 8, FIAKH
B ZE 1000 mL,iRB4,

AL B v W (200 g/L) . B OB HE R A
0.5 g/ . Z_HEERmAF G g/L. R 2 AWM
FD Vi B RR B WK (200 g/L, 24 H ECHD B AL v
W (200 g/L) ERACHRER Gh ¥ M (100 g/L).

2 e Z R — 48 (Na, EDTA) 5 #1621
[c(CiyH1yN,O3Na, « 2H,0) =0. 05 mol/L]: F Bl
18.6 g Z WU Z BR — 40, I KA WS it , B 2 %
&, %A 1000 mL F8MH, HKBmBERZIE,BY
E 3 dEhRE.

Na, EDTA #7 ¥ 5 & % W A5 & : FRE 4 7

0.10 gCRERAE] 0. 000 1 @) & JB4EE T 250 mL £24F
B 10 mL £ # (1+1), 2% F R, KB E,
BUFAHL A 1 mL BB (200 g/L), A
3~5 g@ bk .5 mL B EREL (200 g/L), HE K
MZYLIESE 2 FF it & 10 mL, A5 1~2 min,
P o R PR 4R 8, A 500 mL BRAR AR IR W
FH A VR 5 W VR B PR AT VE & 2~ 3 IR, IR AR
B o BT Ve A R U VR Uk & R U TE I B AR R,
A 1~2 mL 38 A+DEMULE, A 5 mL 5
FR & (200 g/L), HE KT MEWREZ T &
10 mL, N B 3E 1 ~2 min, LT, R4t T
& 3~4 . KR E I MR AR AL 100 mL, 1)
JEEIR i T i ot SRR B, BUT W &0, mA 0.1 g 4t
WAL 1 7 P R R R (0.5 g/L), HE K+
DF#HRA+DHBEBBZLE,MA 25 mL &
B-Z. TR 4N B RS W .5 mL AL 40 B Wk (200 g/L) .
5 mLERACBRE BRAN IS W (200 g/L)IBAT, TEim 2 i —
H By 4E ~ 7 (5 g/L) , i Na, EDTA # i 1  ¥ W
HERBBHEOOE T EON LS. HER
R AL,

A (DIHE Na, EDTA H U 15 1 % BN 5 1
HWERKF:

_ m
F =g D

K :F R Na, EDTA F5 i & % W0 BE 1 1
ERE,g/mL;m R EBERE, g; Vi AR E
IHE#E Na, EDTA #5 #ETH & % B A T, mL; Vo 2R
2 B 28 R B VBT TS #6 Na, EDTA #r T
EWWAAER, mL, FATnE 4 B, G5 RARE 4 L
AT, W ZEA D 0.000 010 g/mL Hf, B
HYHME., SNEHRE.

1.2 SERFH*E

R 1 RBGAAHE OEHE 0.0001 g, BT
250 mL=4/ B h, 2> 2 KIEE, A 1~3 mL
FALE (200 g/L), BN A 10 mL #F, % R
ML, & F b bR #4 5~10 min, FAIA 5 mL
MR 5 mL BRER (1+1D [ . an iRk & Bk &8, AT b
A 2~5 mL =R , X R 7 XETH MR B BE & 3B AT A
7E B A IS R - R IR A R (1+ 1 ],

MHER/NF 12 mg B, AR E 2 @E R,
BUFRSY . fA 20 mL B R (1+9), fm # o ## £
I8, FE W s /K IR Uk 2 T I B AR BE, R B AR E
60 mLAA . M4 KT 12 mg B, %M 0 3 mL &R
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YO T AE  EDTA 6 5 vk I P A2 B JEORE b B B 4 49

Rl vog 8 ot 5 BB T 40 52 220 U A8 FEAMIN AR R
InPEE W H O, 28 20 ER H A B, BT %
Ho FHOK Wk T L K AR BE , FF 7 BEABLE 50 mL
ZA RS 10 min, R A EER,BE 1 h, A
16 3 T IR ARG U, JE W 250 mL BEAR AR HE, IR
R (2+98) YE W BEM L ULIE & 4~5 WK, K BB K
VLiEs 1 RE IR .
F1 HBRE
Table 1 Sample weighing of test material

BEI BT S5/ % B /g
10. 00~30. 00 0.30
>>30. 00~70. 00 0.20
>70. 00~90. 00 0.17

JA 3~5 g @4k4E .5 mL S HiEREL (200 g/L),
ZUKH M BZYIESE IS & 10 mL, im Ak 1~
2 min, P B M UE 40T R, F 500 mL PR AR HE
TRV, PR TR VB GE AR FITTIE & 2~3 IR, UR TR
PR BB (U« T W & BRI, I A SR B 1T A 24 0
TR RV B VS VR & R EE 2 20 mg)

W U V8 FH A0 U % R 0% 2 DR DT U I R AR,
A 1~2 mL #HBRA+DEMITKE, A 5 mL Z 5
B2 % (200 g/L), HE KT M EVE T & F &
10 mL, i #48k 1~2 min, BT, &R IEANE W& T
& 3~4 WOE A, RE YV S B
VA AT N — T R SO .

W DB A B HE IR 45 R BLZ 100 mL, MR B IR T
TR SRR, BT A . A 0.1 g $UIRIMm BER .
13 B AR TR AR H (0.5 g/L), HEK 1+ 1) fEL ik
A+DRHEE WAL, A 25 mL ZR-Z R4

ZZ PS5 mL FUAL AR W (200 g/1L) .5 mL BRAR
FRERENIE T (200 g/L)IRAT. Wi 2 5 — 7 Wy 48 45
ARG g/L), i Na, EDTA WU E BTG E 2%
WSRO R E A LS.

BERITR AN
wy = w X100 % —wey X 0. 581 6
2

(2)
K :F R Na, EDTA F5 i & % W0 BE 1 1
FE R B, g/mL;V, R ik W TH #& Na, EDTA F7 4 1
B, mL;V, A% HIABIE#E Na, EDTA 45
HET S W W AR AR, mL; m, R iR B9 R & g5
0. 581 6 4% 5 . 35  BE B 19 R 805 wea H B F IR
IR WA MR R (FRREM 0.1 g F
250 mLEEAR T, A 10 mL #2788, 35 £ I, KR
f# 5 ~10 min, A 5 mL BYFR , 4k 2% fn P 8 3
EEET,BTFRE . A 10 mL(A+1D)ERER, ik
VRIS BT A . AR R PG 1 ML R AR EE , B A
100 mLERM S, HKBBERZZE,BS., HHE
H-Z Pk, FIREFRBOGIE K 228. 8 nm 4,
PLK YRR, 43 530 0 ek 3 90k R I 1) 3t 2 1 9 VB 1 TR
JEBE WA WA BOE B, N TAE £ b2 thAH
MR RERE . TESERBEHENRARE
KA

2 #REWe

2.1 BEARNERE

BB ER RS L, SR SR, A B
e R, AR S TE R SR e IR AT TSR
(F 2,

®2 BEAANEE

Table 2 Sample dissolution methods

N 1% 2%

4% 5# 6# 7% 8#

B R AR
BR+HRTEER TR

BEAREE BBRAZE BRARE BRAZE BREAEE FRZE BHxEe FEZs
BREAEE BBRARE FRZE BRAZE BAMZEE FRZE BHxe FExs

EM-AAE - HRTREARTIRR AfEe BFREE BRxe BEExEe BRxE BAHxe BMxE AR

17,27 A" HEMEES N 5.92%.5.62%.
1.49%., R 2 AT A, FRER S WS TFEMH L
B, 75 U S5V A AN 58 4, A 85 SR A AR 5 804K B 1 o A %
BRI E TR, 1% (27 (3% (4% 5T BRI B 4B
H8.14%.2.58% .11. 36%6.3. 76 %6 .4. 02% . SLH3k
B, S R R R BN R, BN RA T A,
LIV RN AR+ FAE R +RA
R+ B .

2.2 BEmETa#BnE

X P A B JRURE P 2 B RO O M HEAT T TS
B R IHER TP SL By, 58 3 P A B JRUR ALK .
2.2.1 ZmEwm

B T Na, EDTA 5 8, R KA 3t
DLEH bR T H0, SE bR i PO SR T B RA —, &
SCIWIIE T S A AL BRUTTE N B B M A Ol . PR
0.10 g & JBEE M Z 0. 000 1 ), 4> BIAIAR [ &
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W8k, 17 AT 2 BRHEAT T E » H T Na, EDTA 45
YRE TR RE BN BRI RBG BRI 4.
®3 BEHEMIZERSR

Table 3 Main components of regenerated zinc material

L TR/ % L TR/ %
Zn 10~90 Mg 0.1~3
Pb 0.1~30 Mn 0.1~8
Fe 0.1~35 Cd 0.03~3
As 0.001~2.0 Si 0.5~10
Sb 0.001~0.5 S 0.1~12
Cu 0.03~0.6 F 0.05~1.5
Al 0.1~4 Cl 0.2~10
Ca 0.1~10

F4 HEMANENBERYHZMW

Table 4 Effect of iron addition on titration coefficient

BRIMAR/mg 0

WEAB/ 5 275 5.286 5.287 5.200 5.283 3.285 3. 290
(mg *+ mL™1)

10. 00 20.00 30.00 40.00 50.00 60.00

SCHUE I, SR AL BR U YE X B — R B IR B A
BRI P AR E T BRI R B . 3% 4 4R
KU, GBI GE B SR A BRULIE S5 » HOxh B i 0 M
o HBE R, 10~60 mg B BB X BE E R EA
T, HER & RS, 2K P MBI 2
WMENGIE . LREFIRER A 20 mg 8,5
R BEAT B AR . 0 Bk & B BR B4R ah , W 7E AR
it I i S5 AN IR 2 20 mg.

A SRR B RBUIR, SR & B X BR , L R
BEAT T B0 R A B B B A T R, 5K
BWERILK S,

£S5 BESEHRINRRSEFENEHRM
Table 5 Effect of high iron content on determination

of lower zinc content

SKRIIMAE/mg  20.00 30.00 40.00 50.00  60.00
SMMAE/mg  30.00 30.00 30.00 30.00 30.00
PRI ER/mg  30.02 29.95 30.05 30.02  30.05

HES T, BESRIEEDT SR
43 BT RS B R E TT R
2.2.2 RS

H7E pHE 5~6 B} 5 EDTA #&kE, 5=
H Bt A R e AW, THA I E .,

B HL 20. 00 mL FEARIEVE W, AR [RI &= 45, 3%
AN BB S RAFITIE  SERINE 6.

GERZW, YA EHENT 12 mg(FREER
H0.20 g i, MM F 6 %0 WA B, 2 KA
ULy i E A B B AT, B >12 mg B, 408
BORAAE . BUR FIBLER AT DT YE 43 25 TH BR 3 & A Y
FH. PR T 5 B B R A U 0E X S50 15

L 20. 00 mL B4 HE 3 W, A R B 9 415 A
W AT RLRITRBAT ERILK 7.
®6 EXHENENM

Table 6 Effect of lead on the determination of zinc

B /mg Hif/mg WAGEEE/mg
100. 00 6. 00 100. 02
100. 00 8. 00 99. 90
100. 00 10. 00 99. 90
100. 00 12. 00 100. 07
100. 00 14. 00 100. 34
100. 00 16. 00 100. 37

R7T SBEHRMNENERHRW
Table 7 Effect of separation of lead on the

determination of zinc

B /mg #r it /mg 7548 /mg
100. 00 6. 00 99. 98
100. 00 8. 00 99. 90
100. 00 10. 00 100. 00
100. 00 12. 00 100. 03
100. 00 14.00 99. 90
100. 00 16. 00 100. 03
100. 00 20. 00 99. 95
100. 00 40. 00 99. 90

SH R M4 =>12 mg B, R BRRR A UL IE 4
BAHBRSM T, BESRIKT 12 mg B, fiRR
B UL TE 43 Bt B AR N 5 A e ) T

STRES: A% (R Y 2400 M 6% (FHEY
1390 # AR 43 BE B R MY UL UE Y SE 30 25 TR AT 8 4R , 40
S0 H AR B — IR S IR IE R P A
43 04 5 — R R R VR RN B G IR R R A B
BREk 5, A 10 mL 32, A F 200 mL A &
Hi, i ICP-AES 3 & JB W h 45 i, 38 8 B 3%
L A SRR AR, SR BRI S I8 R
BHEHSHERER , FRBIWBESEILIE K
3o U8 BB R U R A B R R X B B R AR
AR
2.2.3 SLEIEEm

B T 40 Na, EDTA % % 8¢, K Fin A i 6 R
BEA- R A I TTVEHBR T4, #RH0.10 g
SR OEFHZE 0.000 1 @), 4351 A R F & K4
SHURET A 5 mL i B R B , BB 43 BT 25 TR BEAT T
A, FETHE Na, EDTA F5 1 18 ¥ WO 8F 09 T8 8 &
BLAERILEI.

SCIGUERA, 5 mL MR A FiEE 2 Ak
20 mg AN B4, & & Bt 20 mg & H 2R
G TN

FREL0.10 g &R BECHEH 2 0. 000 1 g, 437
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YO T AE  EDTA 6 5 vk I P A2 B JEORE b B B 4 51

fimA 30 mg #1 50 mg %% , i 38 B I AR [6] & 79 1 R
s 4, 15 IR A 28 B AT E IR 118 EDTA A

{8 5 TR VBUX B Y T S AR B, B R LR 10,

8 —REBRRIARBRERHHEER
Table 8 Lead content in primary and secondary filtrates
eI 4% 6%
F—WIEEBE LR/ mg 1.42 2.34 1.31 0. 37 0. 55 1.16 1.03 0. 83
B R IE R PR /mg 1.16 0. 83 1.48 0. 64 0. 06 0.08 0.32 0.70

R HHMAEWNHERBHRM
Table 9 Effect of manganese addition on titration coefficient
ERMAR/mg 0 10 20 30 40 50
THE R/

(mg * mL1)
KRB

3.357 3.354 3.358 3.362 3.371 3.371

WH WE ®E AEE AR AR

£ 10 TR ENEITRXE
Table 10 Effect of ammonium persulfate dosage

on manganese precipitation

AN B /mg 30

BRI A R/mL 0 5 10 15 20
WERE/(mg » mL™1) - 3.362 3.358 3.359 3.358

&AL LB B8l Wy
AR/ mg 50
BRI A R/mL 0 5 10 15 20

WE R/ (mg » mL™1) - 3.371 3.372 3.373 3.382
KAk TR SRS M w5 s

SRR, MRS MR M ERERE Z4E
B FHE,10 mL AR 4 A I RE5E A1k 50 mg
PINHE, HEE S RN 50 mg i, RE/AY LT
X A 4 W AR PR o o8 B FO T S 5 SRR IR

W — B A AR AR FURHARE ok R AR
BT 20 mg (FREER S 0. 20 g B, M4 F 1021
MR, SCI R A T B R % (200 g/L) M {AR
& 5 mL,
2.2.4  Hue A s n ZXHER E 15 R

PSRBT R IR A B B B4
BROVER VEE VSRR AE RETEVS AR AR P LA SIF, 19
BREBGE  BARKEEFEIBEITEERE. &
A ALY UTVE 53 8 B, P TH 5% 48 R 3K 43 4 L 38 43 48 Fn
B VBRI T, o B R Bk SR A - A S T E R IE
R B T U, T B, 20 5 ] SR PR 0 A1 A TR A HE W

& 30. 00 mg BE, #3R 11 4350 i AR [5) #0264 7] &
HIBAIT R H S I i 5 R LR 11,

ZiREW,4 mg .10 mg $5.6 mg .20 mg
5%F 100 mg H1 30 mg S E A TTE M,
it 6 mg(FRAER N 0.20 g B, MY F 30 MEER
HO B, BER I 25 R RAL . IEBIRES P TS &
BT 3N,

F 11 HFLHTRMNENEHIE
Table 11 The influence of coexisting elements

on the determination of zinc

FLETE AR /mg B E B /mg

0 100. 00 30. 00

As 2. 00 100. 00 29.93
4.00 99. 90 29. 95

0 100. 00 30. 00

5. 00 99. 90 30. 08

Al 7.50 99. 97 30. 00

10. 00 99. 90 30.08

0 100. 00 30. 00

3.00 99. 90 29.93

Mg 6. 00 99. 90 29.93

8. 00 99. 59 29. 68

10. 00 99. 37 29. 56

0 100. 00 30. 00

5. 00 100. 00 30. 08

Ca 10. 00 100. 03 30.08
15. 00 99. 93 29. 93

20. 00 100. 02 29.93

2.2.5 RATHLI0EXTEEM 2 i m

ALE B HEAT TR A HA TR N 100. 00 mg
1 30. 00 mg BEHYIEZ M, LEGERILK 12,
& 12 8RR, ﬁﬁﬂ#ﬁm?&ﬁ%ﬁﬁi@%

B BB TR SR AL E . 4503 100,00 mg T AT HREOIUERABA R
*12 EFHER
Table 12 Mixed interference test
HETRREMAR Pb (6) Fe (70) Ca (20) Mn (20) Al (10) Pb (20) Fe (70) Ca (200 Mn (20) Al (10)
/mg Mg (4) Cu(2) As (4 Sb (1) Mg (4) Cu(2) As (4 Sb (D
TR H ULV RErEs SE
Zn U 52 {4 /mg 99. 87 29. 93 99. 90 29.93
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2.3 BEKHHIEE
2.3. 1 S K R B E YR
FHX 20. 00 mL B4R EHE W, & IR SL 0 0 R
e , SA BT T 25 B AR E K,
BERIE 13,
F 13 Sk EERENE R0
Table 13 The influence of excess volume of ammonia

water on the determination of zinc

HAKSBREB/mL 5 10 15 20
B 524 / mg 99.90  99.96 100.14 100.14

SCE R, KT B 5~ 20 mL %A I E B
TG B B 5, SE I8 v E UK BRBUR 10 mL,
2.3.2  PLYR IR FH 2 X 0 X B4 5%
B HL 20. 00 mL B b fE VS W, 4 PRS2 56 45 BR o
AT 5 , 8 28 BTN ACK [ B R P0IR MR, 45 2R
%14,
% 14 FERMER 0N B X 5 U B0 B0

Table 14 Effect of ascorbic acid addition

on zinc determination

PR AR/ g 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
B B Y S AE/ 100. 20 100.10 100.16 99.82 100.08
N 3 7 : ' :

LK R PUR MBI AR 0. 1~0. 4 g X5
B T S HE AR TCRE W, SEH e AT 0.1 g LR M AR .
2.3.3  FALER TR X B RE ) M

B HL 20. 00 mL BEARAERS W, IIA 10 mg 4R, %
RSB A5 BRAEAT I XE 5 99 5 BT A0 R A BB 9k
BLEER L 15,

F15 mAUHASXENEHIE
Table 15 Effect of potassium fluoride dosage
on determination of zinc
AL A R /mL 0 2 5 10 15

BRI E B /mg 100. 78 99. 82 99. 98 100. 13 99. 98
€ 9= T &N ET))

LHR, FAH R 2~15 mL X8
TEF AR, LHBE i 5 mL FALER .
2.3.4  BACHRR SN B9 A B B R B R

BH 20. 00 mL $EARMER W, A 2 mg BIH,
e FE S0 45 TR BEAT TN R , 7 5 T A0 A A [ 44 B BY
BRI, 45 R W% 16,

MT AR PR TER 0.03% ~
0. 66,5 mL i AUBH FR 4 ¥ VR LA HE P 2 P iy
M, SCE M 5 mL BRARERERY .

2.4 —REBRMZRTBEBPHFE

AU BT R 2 RN A i BEAT I E (47 (67 4%
SCHTT AT B AT IR o M — U PR R TR R
B 10 mL #HR¥ T 100 mL A&, A
FIRAC, B Z 2B, FH ICP-AES 3L 2 5% B8 41 it
WS R B A RLT 0. 2 mg, ShnE RS uE 5k
BERE LM ESEREMAR, —Kid g5k H
BERAE 0. 7~1.9 mg, IRZELH HBIR, LR H —
WLk, SRR 17,

* 16 TmATERWABXENEK RN
Table 16 The influence of sodium thiosulfate
dosage on the determination of zinc

AR

0 2 5 10 15
A& /mL
I .
B L0046 00, 03 100. 00 100. 13 100. 11
#/mg (2 JUREL)

17 SRBRBEPHNEE
Table 17 Zinc content in filtered residue
HRERS PR 1% 4% ¥ 7H
RS EREE TSR /mg 0.13 0.12 0.14 0.10 0.13
— Wi IEFR B b e /mg 0.83 1.41 1.23 1.83 1.75

2.5 THRERPHSEE

F 1005 B9 43 BT 25 TR B 5 R AT B o
20 mg #y,BR g 4% (67 LI T Ay B AR ) . K
TG E E 100 mL 5L, A 10 mL 8, &
ZF 200 mL RS, H ICP-AES 3: 0l & i W b
MR, B 2R SLE, 3R B AT EIC T 0. 01 %, Xl
ERAEREW, X T EEHRBRROAS R
F 12 mg) , LR B B4, LA R K 18,

R18 ZRBEPHEE(SEH)
Table 18 Lead content in secondary filtrate
(separation of lead)

ek PR 1# 44 6% 7%
WEHE/mg  0.002  0.005 0.002 0.002 0.003

2.6 BHEEXE

43 B A R B A T A AR R AT T 11 RO
ST SE I, A X AR HEAR 22 (RSD) 7E 0. 15% ~1. 0% , %
B EIRE R, 4R IR 19,
2.7 fnARE LI

FERES, 17 (27 A1 3% 4y S0 ALK [ B4 B b
WEVE W EAT IR 1S B8, b [ R 7E 99. 1% ~
102% , R BA 45 iy A 58, 45 SR 2% 20,



%13 LI HT 4SS : EDTA i 2 v 0 P A B R P i B 2 1 53
x19 BEEXH
Table 19 Precision tests /%
%5 B 1Y R 4 B FHE s RSD
1# 10.41 10.51 10.40 10.49 10.25 10.47 10.27 10.35 10.23 10.27 10.43 10. 37 0.106 9 1.0
2% 23.03 23.24 23.21 23.20 23.01 22.99 23.19 23.16 22.97 23.17 22.98 23.10 0.109 7 0. 47
3# 30.45 30.55 30.45 30.67 30.57 30.75 30.82 30.43 30.42 30.73 30.66 30. 59 0.142 7 0. 47
4% 44.38 44.62 44.27 44.63 44.67 44.40 44.21 44.47 44.48 44.59 44.22 44. 45 0.159 8 0. 36
5% 52.44 52.17 52.50 52.46 52.38 52.39 52.34 52.31 52.22 52.43 52.22 52.35 0.104 2 0. 20
6% 62.76 62.89 63.05 62.70 62.93 62.88 62.67 63.00 62.87 62.74 63.09 62. 87 0.134 7 0.21
7# 72.97 72.73 72.63 72.83 72.92 72.71 73.00 72.82 72.81 72.86 72.74 72.82 0.107 8 0.15
8% 82.85 82.62 82.56 82.64 82.48 82.84 82.65 82.54 82.75 82.44 82.65 82. 64 0.119 9 0.15
F£20 [EERIE
Table 20 The analytical results for the recovery test
. BB G 3 G A ] i 2 / E'[J]. B T4 74k 2% (Chinese Journal of Inorganic
it /mg H/mg 2 /mg % Analytical Chemistry) ,2017,7(2) :46-49.
1# 30.56 25.00 55. 80 1ol (2] I, REIE, 51T, 55 EDTA % E & 89k
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