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Table 1. Comparison of recovery in washing

Recovery ST S2 S3 S4
Method A 1.06 1.04 1.02 1.06
Method B 0.76 0.81 0.91 0.91
Difference 0.30 0.23 0.11 0.15
Re loss 0.14 0.16 0.11 0.10

Method A: 0.1 M HNO3(10 mL) + DI water(10 mL)
Method B: 0.1 M HNO3(10 mL) + DI water(60 mL)
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