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Analysis Method of Prochloraz Imidacloprid 7% FS by HPLC
MA Ke, HUANG Xiu-xiu, DAI Se-qin, NI Deng-hui
(Zhejiang Maifon Agricultural Chemicals Co., Ltd., Zhejiang Wenzhou 325011, China)
Abstract: A method for separation and quantitative analysis of prochloraz + imidacloprid 7% FS was described by
HPLC, using methanol and water as mobile phase, on Shim-pack VP-ODS C; column at 235 nm wavelength. The results
showed that the standard deviations of imidacloprid and prochloraz were 0.020 and 0.011, the variation coefficients were
0.40% and 0.57%, the average recoveries were 99.88% and 99.73%, respectively.
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