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Fig.1  Chromatogram of carbaryl

standard solution (2.00 mg/L)
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Fig.2 MRM mass chromatogram of different collision

energy on carbaryl ( retention time 2. 572 min)
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Table 1  Standard curve and method detection limits
p/(pug L") p/(pge L")
( TUV) 2.00 ~500 Y=9.13 x10*X -6.72 x 103 0.999 2 0.500
( TQD) 0.100 ~200 Y=1.66 x10°X +1.39 x 10> 0.999 0 0.009
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2.4 WMEELERE 2 92.4% ~98.4%
3 RSD 2.5% ~6.5%
2, o
2 (n=6)
Table 2 Test results of precision and spiked recovery( n =6)
p/(pge L") p/(pg L") p/(pg L") 1% RSD/%
— 5.00 4.62 92.4 6.5
— 50.0 49.2 98.4 3.2
— 100 97.6 97.6 2.5
2.5 TUV —TQD #:m 2 & B&4% 7 64 48 % 90% .
( TUV)
(TOD) 3
(
) 3. o
o 4
1 -
N J .
2011 23(4) : 46 - 48.
2 . -
I 2005 33(8):1167 —1170.
3 . /
J. 2006 18
(1):27 -28.
3 (5 pg/L) 4
Fig.3  Ultraviolet Chromatogram of sample spiked I. 2002 20(4) :341 - 344.
5 . /
J. 2009 21(5) :52 -53.
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