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The N - [ ( E ) – 1 -  (2 – thienyl ) methylidene ] – N - { 4 - [ ( 4 - { [ ( Z ) – 1 - ( 2 – thienyl ) 

methylidene ] amino } phenyl )sulfonyl ] phenyl } amine (TAS) was used as a suitable ionophore for 

fabrication of a new thulium(III) ion selective potentiometric sensor. The sensor displays a Nernstian 

response (19.40.3 mV/decade) in the concentration range of 1.0×10
−6

 to 1.0×10
−2

 mol L
-1

 with the 

detection limit of 6.9×10
−7

 mol L
-1

 at a pH range of 3.1–8.9. The electrode shows a fast response time 

(~5 s). This sensor shows very good selectivity and sensitivity towards thulium ion over a wide variety 

of cations, including alkali, alkaline earth, transition and heavy metal ions. The sensor revealed a great 

enhancement in selectivity coefficients for thulium ions, in comparison to the previously reported 

thulium sensors. For testing applicability of the sensor, it was used as an indicator electrode in the 

potentiometric titration of Tm
3+

 ions with EDTA and in the titration of Tm
3+

 ion solutions in certified 

reference materials.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The quick determination of minute quantities of ionic species by simple methods is of special 

interest in analytical chemistry. During the last decade, there has been a renewed resurgence in 

developing potentiometric membrane electrodes as devices for rapid, accurate, low cost and 

nondestructive analysis of different samples with small volume samples. Ion-selective sensors based 

on plasticized PVC membranes were successfully applied to the determination of many cations in 

various industrial, environmental and biochemical samples [1-3].  

http://www.electrochemsci.org/
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One prominent application of thulium, is the use of a (0.1–0.2)-g pellet of the metal or oxide as 

a portable source of diagnostic X-radiations and also be used as a dopant in tunable fiber lasers [4]. 

ICP-MS and ICP-AES and spectrofluorimetry are among the available methods for the low-level 

monitoring of thulium ions in solutions. Isotope dilution mass spectrometry, neutron activation 

analysis, X-ray fluorescence spectrometry, etc, are also used in some laboratories. Characteristics all 

these method share are their being either time consuming, involving multiple sample manipulations, or 

too expensive for most analytical laboratories [5-8]. 

Ion selective electrodes are used widely in analysis of a wide variety of ions [9-17] because of 

some advantages such as portability, simplicity, fast, inexpensive, and reliable response in a wide 

concentration range in comparison with new electrochemical methods. Potentiometric sensors on the 

other hand offer inexpensive and convenient analysis methods for of lanthanide ions as well as a 

number of cations and anions, providing that they have acceptable sensitivity and selectivity. To the 

best of our knowledge, however, there are only three reports on thulium(III) sensors [18-22].  

Recently, our team and other researchers have recently introduced a number of PVC-membrane 

ion-selective membrane sensors for anions and metal ions [23–30]. This research focuses on the 

introduction of a highly Tm(IIII)-selective sensor based on N-[(E)-1-(2-thienyl)methylidene]-N-{4-[(4-

{[(Z)-1-(2-thienyl)methylidene]amino}phenyl)sulfonyl] phenyl}amine (TAS) (Fig. 1), as an ionophore 

for determination of Tm(III) ion concentration.  
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Figure 1. Chemical structure of TAS. 

 

 

 

2. EXPERIMENTAL 

2.1. Reagents 

The Merck and the Aldrich Chemical Co. were the providers of the following reagent. grades: 

benzyl acetate (BA), nitrobenzene (NB), dibutyl phthalate (DBP), o-nitrophenyloctylether (NPOE), 

acetophenone (AP), oleic acid (OA), high relative molecular weight PVC, sodium tetraphenyl borate 

(NaTPB) and tetrahydrofurane (THF). Chloride and nitrate salts of the cations used (from Merck and 

Aldrich) were of the highest purity available and used without any further purification except for 

vacuum drying over P2O5. Doubly distilled de-ionized water was used throughout. 
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2.2.The synthesis of TAS 

N - [ ( E ) – 1 - ( 2 – thienyl ) methylidene ] – N - { 4 - [ ( 4 - { [ ( Z ) – 1 - ( 2 – thienyl ) 

methylidene ] amino } phenyl )sulfonyl ] phenyl } amine was synthesized in the usual manner by 

reaction of thiophene-2-carbaldehyde with diamine in a 2:1 molar ratio in methanol as follows. 

Thiophene-2-carbaldehyde (0.01 mol, 1.12 g) and 4,4'-diaminodiphenylsulfone (0.005 mol, 1.24 g); 

were placed in 100 ml round-bottom flask equipped with a condenser and a magnetic bar. Methanol 

(50 ml) was then added to the mixture and the mixture was refluxed far 3 h while stirring, and then 

cooled to room temperature. The solid product was filtered, and the product was recrystallized from 

chloroform. Anal. calcd for C22H16N2O2S3: C, 60.53; H, 3.69; N, 6.42. Found: C, 60.35; H, 3.50; N, 

6.53%; IR bands (KBr, cm
-1

), υC=N, 1622 cm
-1

; Yield = 78%; M.P. = 205 
0
C; 

1
H-NMR (400 MHz, 

CDCl3, internal reference TMS): δ, 8.87 (2H, s, CH=N), 7.32 (4H, ddd, aminophenyl), 7.10 (4H, ddd, 

aminophenyl), 7.23 (2H, m, C4H3S), 7.48 (2H, m, C4H3S), 7.59 (2H, m, C4H3S). 

 

2.3. The preparation of membrane  

The PVC membranes was prepared by mixing 3 mg TAS ionophore, 10 mg OA, 57 mg NPOE 

and 30 mg PVC and dissolving in 3 mL THF. The resulting homogeneous mixture was transferred into 

a glass dish of 2 cm diameter. A Pyrex tube (5 mm o.d.) was dipped into the mixture for about 5 s, so 

that a transparent membrane of about 0.3 mm thickness was formed [31-35]. The tube was then pulled 

out from the mixture and kept at room temperature for at least 12 h. The tube was then filled with 

internal filling solution (1.0 × 10
-3

 mol L
-1

 TmCl3). The electrode was finally conditioned for 36 h by 

soaking in a 1.0 × 10
-3

 mol L
-1

 TmCl3 solution. A silver/silver chloride electrode was used as an 

internal reference electrode.  

 

2.4. The emf measurements 

All electromotive force (emf) measurements were carried out with the following cell assembly: 

Ag–AgCl | internal solution, 1.0×10
-3 

mol L
-1

 TmCl3 | PVC membrane | test solution | Hg–

Hg2Cl2, KC1 (satd.)  

Using a Corning ion analyzer 250 pH/mV meter at 25.0 
0
C. The activities of the ions tested 

were calculated according to the Debye–Huckel procedure [36]. 

 

 

 

3. RESULTS AND DISCISSION 

In order to check the TAS suitability as an ion carrier for different metal ions, it was used to 

prepare PVC membrane ion-selective electrodes in preliminary experiments for a wide variety of 

cations, including alkali, alkaline earth, transition and heavy metal ions. Among different metal ions 

tested, Tm
3+

 ion displays a strong response (with a slope of 19.4 ± 0.3 mV per decade) to the TAS-

based membrane sensors in comparison with the other tested cations.  
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3.1. The effect of the membrane composition  

Sensitivity and selectivity of any given membrane sensor are significantly related to the 

composition of the ion-selective membrane (the properties of the plasticizer, the nature and amount of 

the ionophore, the plasticizer/PVC ratio and the nature additives used) [37-39]. Thus, different aspects 

of preparation of membranes based on TAS were optimized and the results are given in Table 1. 

Solvent polymeric membrane ion-selective electrodes are usually based on a matrix of the solvent 

mediator/PVC ratio of about 2. Polymeric films with such a plasticizer/PVC ratio will result in 

optimum physical properties and high enough mobility of their constituents.It can be observed that the 

ionophore amount increase up to a value of 3 %, in the presence of 10 % OA and 57 % of polar solvent 

(NPOE), results in the best sensitivity (membrane no. 9).  

A maximum slope of 19.4 ± 0.3 mV per decade of thulium concentration was observed for the 

No. 9 membrane with 3 % of TAS. Since the plasticizer nature influences the dielectric constant of the 

membrane phase, the mobility of the ionophore molecules and the state of ligands [39-41], the 

plasticizer nature was expected to play a key role in the determination of the selectivity, in the 

definition of the working concentration range and the response time of the membrane electrode. Of the 

five tried solvent mediators (NPOE, NB, AP, DBP and BA), NPOE was found to provide the best 

sensitivity for the construction of the Tm(III) membrane sensor. 

It is well known that the presence of lipophilic anions in a cation-selective membrane, based on 

neutral carrier, presents the following noticeable benefits; i) ohmic resistance reduction, ii) 

enhancement of the response behavior and selectivity and iii) membrane electrode sensitivity increase 

(when the extraction capability is poor) [41, 42]. The data given in Table 1 showed that in the presence 

of 10% OA as a suitable lipophilic additive improved the sensitivity of the Tm
3+

 sensor considerably 

(no. 9 with a slope 19.4 mV decade
-1

). However, the membranes with the composition of 30 % PVC, 3 

% TAS, 10 % OA and 57 % NPOE illustrate a Nernstian potential response. 

 

Table 1. Optimization of the membrane ingredients. 

 
 

No. 

Composition (wt %)  

Slope 

(mV/decade) 

 

PVC Plasticizer TAS Additive 

 

Linear range 

(mol L
-1

 )  

1 30 NB, 66 2 NaTPB,2;OA,0 1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-5

 11.4  0.4 

2 30 BA, 66 2 NaTPB,2;OA,0 1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-5

 10.2  0.3 

3 30 AP, 66 2 NaTPB,2;OA,0 1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-5

 12.7  0.2 

4 30 DBP, 66 2 NaTPB,2;OA,0 1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-5

 13.1  0.4 

5 30 NPOE, 66 2 NaTPB,2;OA,0 1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-6 

14.8  0.3 

6 30 NPOE, 63 2 NaTPB,0;OA,5 1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-6

 15.6  0.3 

7 30 NPOE, 59 1 NaTPB,0;OA,10 1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-5

 16.2  0.2 

8 30 NPOE, 58 2 NaTPB,0;OA,10 1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-6

 18.0  0.2 

9 

10 

30 

30 

NPOE, 57 

NPOE, 53 

3 

2 

NaTPB,0;OA,10 

NaTPB,0;OA,15 

1.0×10
-2

-1.0×10
-6 

1.0×10
-3

-1.0×10
-6 

 
19.4  0.3 

16.8 ± 0.5 
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3.2. The calibration curve  

The potential response of the developed TAS-based sensor (composition No. 9) shows a linear 

response to the concentration of Tm(III) ions in the range 1.0 ×10
-6

-1.0 × 10
-2

 mol L
-1

 (Fig. 2). The 

results may be summarized as follows. The calibration graph slope is 19.4 ± 0.3 mV per decade of the 

Tm(III) concentration. The detection limit of the sensor, as determined from the intersection of the two 

extrapolated segments of the calibration graph, is 6.9 × 10
-7

 mol L
-1

. The standard deviation of eight 

replicate measurements is ± 0.5 mV. 

 

 
Figure 2. Calibration curves of the TAS-based Tm

3+
 sensor. 

 

3.3. The pH effect 

 
Figure 3. pH effect of the test solution  (1.0×10

-3
 mol L

-1
 of Tm

3+
) of the Tm

3+
sensor based on TAS. 
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In order to study the effect of  pH on the performance of the sensor, the potentials were 

determined in the pH range of 1.0-10.5 (the pH was adjusted by using concentrated NaOH or HCl) at 

concentrations (1.0 × 10
-3

 mol L
-1

) of Tm
3+

 and the results is depicted in Figure 3. As it is seen, the 

potential remained constant from pH 3.1 to 8.9, beyond which some drifts in the potentials were 

observed. The observed drift at higher pH values could be due to the formation of some hydroxyl 

complexes of Tm
3+

 in the solution. At the lower pH values, the potentials increased, indicating that the 

membrane sensor responded to protonium ions, as a result of the some extent protonation of nitrogen 

atoms of the ionophore. 

 

3.4. Dynamic response time of the Tm
3+

 sensor  

For any ion-selective, response time is one of the most important factor. The average time 

required for the Tm(III) sensor to reach a potential within ±1mV of the final equilibrium value after 

successive immersion of a series of Tm(III) ion solutions, each having a 10-fold difference in 

concentration, was measured. The potentials versus time traces are shown in Figure 4. As can be seen, 

over the entire concentration range the plasticized membrane electrode reaches its equilibrium 

responses in a very short time (~5 s). The lifetime of the membrane sensor was at least 8 weeks (using 

1 h per day, and then washed and kept dry), during which it could be used without any measurable 

divergence. 

 
Figure 4. Dynamic response time of Tm

3+ 
sensor based on TAS. 

 

3.5. Selectivity coefficient  

The selectivity behavior is obviously one of the most important characteristics of an ion-

selective electrode, determining the feasibility of a reliable measurement in the target sample. To 

investigate the membrane electrode selectivity, its potential response was monitored in the presence of 

various interfering foreign cations using the matched potential method (MPM) [43-45]. According to 

the MPM, the selectivity coefficient is defined as the activity (concentration) ratio of the primary ion 
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and the interfering ion, which gives the same potential change in a reference solution. Thus, the 

potential change should be measured upon changing the primary ion activity. Then, the interfering ion 

would be added to an identical reference solution until the same potential change would be obtained. 

The matched potential method selectivity coefficient, K
MPM

, is then given by the resulting primary ion 

to the interfering ion activity (concentration) ratio, K
MPM

 = aA/aB. The resulting potentiometric 

selectivity coefficients values are summarized in Table 2. The data given in Table 2, revealed the 

selectivity coefficients of the electrode for all the diverse ions are in the order of 4.1  10
-3 

or smaller, 

indicating they would not significantly disturb the function of the Tm(III) selective membrane sensor. 

The surprisingly high selectivity of the membrane electrode for Tm(III) ions over other cations used, 

most probably arises from the strong tendency of the carrier molecules for Tm(III) ions.  

 

Table 2. Selectivity coefficients ( 3

MPM

Tm ,B
K  ) of proposed Tm

3+
 sensor. 

 

Ion KMPM 

Eu
3+ 

2.410
-3

 

Pr
3+ 

8.110
-4

 

Tb
3+ 

4.110
-3

 

Sm
3+ 

1.910
-3

 

Ho
3+ 

7.610
-4

 

Ca
2+ 

3.610
-3

 

Na
+ 

1.410
-3

 

Fe
3+ 

3.110
-3

 

Pb
2+ 

2.210
-3

 

Zn
2+ 

1.710
-3

 

Co
2+ 

8.310
-4

 

Cd
2+ 

3.510
-3

 

 

Table 3 compares the linearity range, response time, detection limit and selectivity coefficients 

of the suggested sensor with the best previously reported Tm(III) sensors [18-22]. It is evident that the 

newly developed sensor is superior to the formerly reported Tm(III) sensors in terms of selectivity, 

detection limit and response time. 

 

Table 3. Comparison of previously reported Tm
3+

 sensor with the proposed sensor. 

 
Ion Ref. 18 Ref. 19 Ref. 20 Ref. 21 Ref. 22 This work 

Linearity rang (molL
-1

) 1.0×10
-6

-1.0×10
-2

 1.0×10
-5

- 

1.0×10
-2

 

1.0×10
-6

-1.0×10
-2

 1.0×10
-6

-

1.0×10
-2

 

1.0×10
-6

-

1.0×10
-2

 

1.0×10
-6

-

1.0×10
-2

 

Detection limit (molL
-1

) 4.0 × 10
-7

 8.0 × 10
-6

 8.7 × 10
-7

 6.8 × 10
-7

 7.2 × 10
-7

 6.9 × 10
-7

 

Response time (s) 15  7  ~10  <10 <10 ~5 

Slope (mV decade
-1

)  19.5 19.5 19.5 19.6 19.6 19.4 

K
MPM

>10
-2 

Er, Lu, Yb, Pb 

 

Er, Nd, Ho, Mg Lu,Yb - - - 
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3.6. Analytical application 

The proposed membrane electrode was also used as an indicator electrode in the potentiometric 

titration of a 1.0×10
-4

 mol L
−1

 Tm(III) ion solution with a standard 1.0×10
-2

 mol L
−1

 of EDTA. The 

resulting titration curve is shown in Figure 5. As seen, the sensor is capable of monitoring of the 

amount of Tm(III) ions. 

 

 
Figure 5. Potential titration  curves  of  25 mL  1.0 × 10

-4
  mol L

-1
  Tm

3+
 solution  with 1.0 × 10

-2
  mol 

L
-1

 of  EDTA. 

 

Further, to evaluate the accuracy of the proposed sensor, it was successfully applied to direct 

monitoring of Tm
3+

 in thulium ICP/DCP standard solution (10,000 µg mL
-1

 Tm in 3 wt. % HNO3) as a 

certified reference material and the results showed that the recovery of thulium ions to be very good 

(103.3%-104.9%).  

 

 

 

4. CONCLUSION 

A simple construction procedure was used to develop ion-selective electrodes for the detection 

of Tm
3+

 ions at low concentrations. The use of N-[(E)-1-(2-thienyl)methylidene]-N-{4-[(4-{[(Z)-1-(2-

thienyl)methylidene]amino}phenyl)sulfonyl] phenyl}amine (TAS) as an ionophore and o-

nitrophenyloctyl ether, being the solvent mediator, results in the best response characteristics with 

Nernstian behavior over a wide concentration range of 1.0 × 10
-6

-1.0 × 10
-2

 mol L
-1

 Tm
3+

. The 

recommended sensor displayed a Nernstian response (19.40.3 mV decade
-1

) with the detection limit 

of 6.9×10
−7

 mol L
-1

, a quick response time of 5 s and its potential responses were pH independent 

across the range of 3.1–8.9. Moreover, it was successfully applied as an indicator electrode to the 

thulium ion titration with EDTA as well as to the thulium ions detection in certified reference 

materials. 



Int. J. Electrochem. Sci., Vol. 9, 2014 

  

6483 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

The authors acknowledge the kind financial support provided by the Research Council of Mashhad 

Branch Islamic Azad University. 

 

 

References 

 

1. U. Oesch, D. Amman, and W. Simon, Clin. Chem. 32 (1986) 1448. 

2. M. A. Arnold, and M. E. Meyerhoff, Anal. Chem. 56 (1984) 20R. 

3. M. L. Davies, C. J. Hamilton, S. M. Murphy, and B. Tighe, J. Biomaterials. 13 (1992) 971.  

4. C.A. Hampel, and R. Book, The Encyclopedia of the Chemical Elements, Corporation, Reinhold 

Book Corp, New York, 1968. 

5. Online available: http://www. lenntech.com/periodic/elements/tm.htm. 

6. R. Q. Aucélio, C. L. V. Johnson, B. W. Smith, and J. D. Winefordner, Anal. Chim. Acta 411, 57 

(2000). 

7. K. J. Stetzenbach, M. Amano, D. K. Kreamer, and V. F. Hodge, Ground Water 32 (1994) 976. 

8. J. Riondato, F. Vanhaecke, L. Moens, and R. Dams, Fresenius J. Anal. Chem. 370 (2001) 544. 

9. P. Norouzi, M.R. Ganjali, A. Ahmadalinezhad, and M. Adib, J. Braz. Chem. Soc. 17 (2006) 1309. 

10. M.R. Ganjali, A. Ahmadalinezhad, P. Norouzi, and M. Adib, J. Appl. Electrochem. 36 (2006) 931. 

11. S. Chandra, and D.R. Singh, Mater. Sci. Eng. A 502 (2009) 107. 

12. A. K. Singh, A. Panwar, S. Kumar, and S. Baniwal, Analyst 124 (1999) 521. 

13. M. B. Gholivand, and F. Sharifpour, Talanta 60 (2003) 707. 

14. A. K. Singh, R. Singh, and P. Saxena, Sensors 4 (2004) 187. 

15. V. K. Gupta, A. K. Jain, P. Kumar, S. Agarwal, and G. Maheshwari, Sens. Actuators B 113 (2006) 

182. 

16. H. A. Zamani, M. R. Ganjali, F. Faridbod, and M. Salavati-Niasari, Mater. Sci. Eng. C 32 (2012) 

564. 

17. V. K. Gupta, A. K. Jain, S. Agarwal, and G. Maheshwari, Talanta 71 (2007) 1964. 

18. H. A. Zamani, M. T. Hamed-Mosavian, E. Hamidfar, M. R. Ganjali, and P. Norouzi, Mater. Sci. 

Eng. C 28 (2008) 1551. 

19. H. A. Zamani, E-J. Chem. 9 (2012) 83.  

20. M. Mohammadhossieni, H. A. Zamani, and M. Nekoei ,
 
Anal. Lett. 42 (2009) 298. 

21. V. K. Gupta, R. N. Goyal, M. K. Pal, and R. A. Sharma, Anal. Chim. Acta 653 (2009) 161. 

22. H.A. Zamani, M.R. Ganjali, P. Norouzi, A. Tadjarodi, and E. Shahsavani, Mater. Sci. Eng. C 28 

(2008) 1489. 

23. M.R. Ganjali, A. Ghesmi, M. Hosseini, M.R. Pourjavid, M. Rezapour, M. Shamsipur, and M. 

Salavati-Niasari, Sens. Actuators B 105 (2005) 334. 

24. S. K. Mittal, S. K. A. Kumar, and H. K. Sharma, Talanta 62 (2004) 801. 

25. A. K. Singh, R. P. Singh, and P. Saxena, Sens. Actuators B 114 (2006) 578. 

26. H. A. Zamani, Fatemeh Naghavi-Reyabbi, M. Mohammadhossieni, Babak Feizyzadeh,  M. R. 

Abedi, F. Faridbod, and M. R. Ganjali, Sensor Lett. 10 (2012) 112. 

27. P. S. Ramanjaneyulu, P. Singh, Y. S. Sayi, H. M. Chawla, and K. L. Ramakumar, J. Hazard. 

Mater 175 (2010) 1031.  

28. S. Chandra, and D. R. Singh, Mater. Sci. Eng. A 5029 (2009) 107. 

29. H. A. Zamani, B. Feizyzadeh, F. Faridbod, and M. R. Ganjali, Sensor Lett. 9 (2011) 1767. 

30. M. R. Ganjali, P. Nourozi, A. Tamaddon, and S. Waqif Husain, Bull. Korean Chem. Soc. 27 

(2006) 1418.  

31. H. A. Zamani, M. Rohani, M. Mohammadhosseini, M. R. Ganjali, F. Faridbod, and S. Meghdadi, 

Sensor Lett. 9 (2011) 1745. 



Int. J. Electrochem. Sci., Vol. 9, 2014 

  

6484 

32. M. R. Ganjali, S. Rasoolipour, M. Rezapour, P. Norouzi, and M. Adib, Electrochem. Commun. 7 

(2005) 989. 

33. V. K. Gupta, A. K. Jain, S. Agarwal, and G. Maheshwari, Talanta 71 (2007) 1964.  

34. H. A. Zamani, F. Faridbod, and M. R. Ganjali, Mater. Sci. Eng. C 33 (2013) 608. 

35. H. A. Zamani, F. Naghavi-Reyabbi, F. Faridbod, M. Mohammadhosseini, M. R. Ganjali, A. 

Tadjarodi, and M. Rad, Mater. Sci. Eng. C 33 (2013) 870. 

36. S. Kamata, A. Bhale, Y. Fukunaga, and A. Murata, Anal. Chem. 60 (1998) 2464. 

37. T. Rostazin, E. Bakker, K. Suzuki, and W. Simon, Anal. Chim. Acta 280 (1993) 197. 

38. E. Ammann, E. Pretsch, W. Simon, E. Lindner, A. Bezegh, and E. Pungor, Anal. Chim. Acta 171 

(1985) 119. 

39. P. Buhlmann, E. Pretsch, and E. Bakker, Chem. Rev. 98 (1998) 1593. 

40. H. A. Zamani, A. Zanganeh-Asadabadi, M. Rohani, M. S. Zabihi, J. Fadaee, M. R. Ganjali,  F. 

Faridbod, and S. Meghdadi, Mater. Sci. Eng. C 33 (2013) 984. 

41. E. Bakker, P. Buhlmann, and E. Pretsch, Electroanalysis 11 (1999) 915. 

42. G.G. Guilbault, R.A. Durst, M.S. Frant, H. Freiser, E.H. Hansen, T.S. Light, E Pungor, G. 

Rechnitz, N.M. Rice, T.J. Rohm, W. Simon, and J.D.R. Thomas, Pure. Appl. Chem. 46 (1976) 

127. 

43. Y. Umezawa, K. Umezawa, and H. Sato, Pure Appl. Chem. 67 (1995) 507. 

44. M.R. Ganjali, M. Rezapour, P. Norouzi, and M. Salavati-Niasari, Electroanalysis 17 (2005) 2032. 

45. S. Matysik, F. M. Matysik, J. Mattusch, and W. D. Einicke, Electroanalysis 10 (1998) 57. 

 

 

© 2013 by ESG (www.electrochemsci.org) 

 

http://www.electrochemsci.org/

