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Table 1. Comparison of results obtained by solid sample with fluid sample.
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Fig. 5 Caliburation curve for sulfur
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I : Solid standard sample

(Absolutemethod)
I : Fluid standard sample

Solid sample Fluid sample
Sample A oo SKewly .i“.[j,':.fa sKecps) | Al | Moy oif sKakLe | raddTmniite | skacps) | Abwte
1 11.9 217 | 3.04 489 | 3.26 24 019 | 3.38 59 3.63
2 17.3 328 | 314 684 | 3.14 9.0 0.71 | 3.27 208 3.40
3 23.2 4.56 | 3.27 924 | 3.16 15.3 1.29 | 348 366 3.52
4 28.9 6.06 | 3.47 1168 | 3.19 20.5 1.77 | 3.58 481 3.46
5 33.8 7.30 | 3.58 1378 | 3.22 27.1 2.35 | 3.60 631 3.43
Average 3.30 3.19 3.46 3.49
Standard devization 0.287 0.301 0.122 0.096
Sample B
1 171 2.61 2.34 | 227 518 | 2.40 4.1 2.61 025 |2.48 76 271
2 241 3.50 | 2.41 730 | 2.40 11.8 0.72 | 2.52 215 2.66
3 28.7 4.15 | 2.40 873 | 241 19.2 1.19 | 2.56 328 2.51
4 33.4 4.99 | 2.47 999 | 2.37 27.3 1.63 | 2.47 439 237
5 37.5 5.60 | 2.48 1114 | 2.35 349 2.05 |2.44 539 227
Average 241 2.39 2.49 2.50
Standard deviation 0.243 0.252 0.138, 0.221
Sample C
1 232 0.13 0.16 | 0.11 34 | 012
2 32.8 0.23 | 012 46 | 0.11
3 43.9 032 | 0.12 63 | 0.11
4 49.2 035 {012 68 | 0.11
5 54.2 0.35 | 011 &84 | 012
Average 0.12 0.11
Standard deviation 0.017 1 0.018
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