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Determination of Availabl e Sulfur in Soil by Nephelometry
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Abstract The best time for nephelometry to determine available sulfur in soil was studied. The
calibration curve fitted by least square method was not linear, for the low concentration resulted in a
low accuracy, so calibration curve can’t achieved technical requirements and the results was in a low
accuracy- By way of experiment study and quantitative analysis, the results showed that the
correlation of calibration curve plotted by multiple regression equation was better than of the linear
regression equation with recovery of 96.4% , and the results of which were more accurate.
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