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Analysis of Thiamethoxam + Fosthiazate 12% GR by HPLC
PAN Jing, XU Yan, MA Chao, DONG Qin, GAO Jing-yu
(Beijing Mindleader Agroscience Co., Ltd., Beijing 100085, China)

Abstract: A method was developed for the determination of thiamethoxam + fosthiazate 12% GR by HPLC on Cj

column with variable wavelength UV detector, using acetonitrile and 0.3% acetic acid aqueous solution as mobile phase.

The results showed that the linear correlation coefficients of thiamethoxam and fosthiazate were 0.999 3 and 0.999 4, the

standard deviations were 0.056 and 0.140, the coefficients of variation were 2.68% and 1.35%, the average recoveries were

100.05% and 99.74%, respectively.
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