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14 ppt. Four replicates were prepared at each concentration level and a minimum of ~ Meéthanol Wellington Catalog No. 533-ES). These standards were then diluted to 2 provided a good chromatographic separation for all compounds including branched and linear (1) EPA Method 537 revl.1, Determination of Selected Perfluorinated Alkyl Acids in
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curve for PFDA and example MRL 0.1 ng/L chromatogram. The chromatogram ok e Figure 7. Precision and accuracy studies in reagent water (RW) and tap water (TW) were Chromatography/Tandem Mass Spectrometry(U.S. Environmental Protection
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Figure 2. LCMS-8045 triple quadrupole mass spectrometer



