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Determination of Fosetyl-aluminium Residue in Apple and Soil by Gas Chromatography

GOU Chun-in, JIANG Rui et al  ( Analysis and Test Center of Agriculture, Ningxia Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences, Yin—
chuan, Ningxia 750002)

Abstract  [Objective] To study the residues of fosetyl-aluminium in apple and soil and promote the safety production. [Method] Samples
were extracted by sulfuric acid, purified by trimethylsilyl diazomethane, and determined by GCFPD. [Result] The detectable limit of this
method was 9.5 x 10 ~* mg/kg, the average recovery rate was 79.8% —117.1% , the relative standard deviation was 7.5% —12.3%. [Con—
clusion] The method was fast, simple and sensitive with good accuracy.
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