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Abstract

Analysis method of 3-sulfonic acid methyl ester and 3-sulfonic acid ethyl ester in Landiolol Hy-
drochloride were established in this work. Multiple reaction monitoring was used to reduce the
interference of the matrix and increase the sensitivity of the method. The linear correlation coeffi-
cients of two target compounds were all above 0.99 in the concentration range of 0.05 pg/ml to 1
pg/ml. The recoveries of samples with two standard additions ranged from 95.0% to 110.0%. The
precision (RSD%, n = 6) of the method was between 1.5% and 3.0%. The method was able to ana-
lyze 3-sulfonic acid methyl ester and 3-sulfonic acid ethyl ester in Landiolol Hydrochloride.
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R

RN T SAR G- BRI AR AT PR AN E 3- I E R RR Tl . 3-HERBRRLERTE, RAZKR
BZYE I (MRM)IESR, BROHREEER TR, 7£0.05~1 pg/mLATEE N, Bt BRI SRMA R REH
F£0.99U b, BETERT ERMERE LR, FRER NIRRT T HEREH7E95.0%~110.0%2
Bl JrAE A 1.5%~3.0% 1A, HERIRERAEE R RIF, %07 VARE ST 4 AL TR 25 MW /R 4457 A 3-
THEERTEIR iR 3-THEARER Z B AR .
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1. 518

B IR By 52 AR BT 24 3 B A B e of R el O DA ROV R[] [2] [3]. HAT, BT AL
By ZAKFHWIFINE 2 A, H—/ B By ZARBAWi 7 American Critical Care #ff | FF & # 3 &]¥#% /K
(Esmolol), B 7 AT LABRAR o384, R A& /R IR T BRAR ML, (E R R G AR [4] [5] [6]. 2B
TP 2002 4EAEZE [ T 2R 2% MY /K (Landiolol Hydrochloride) & i F 24 /N B 1 24 Tl ik X 2 4 A o T
R R RT 2 By SE AP 2571 [8] [9]. Z 25 HA Hm LRk £, FEHT TR aT®E, O
YIS O 5 A BIIEYT[10] [11] [12] [13]. Eh7R =2 by /K J5 D8 25 14 4% 02 i 78 R 24 Bl () 26
Hr, DLRAER RIS s B A ), BAE T2 R ok RE 58 4 2 BRIGA HLA[14] [15] [16]. BESLRFEI 53
WA B TARUEZ S AL P AR S B4l H AT DG T SRR =2 Mg R v 1) 3-A B 2R 1 1 FH R AN 3- il koK
TR T8 4% 53 (V0 A3 W 7 VR R IARE o AR SCR AR € - A3 BB DU 0 JoR v N7 1 B R 22 M /R P i) 3-
T BE TR FH R A 3~ B R NG C IR 2% T 3BT g i

2. SCUGER4Sy
gl PSS g = A

ASLEGIE ] Agilent 7890A-7000B (GC-QQQ)UAH o i - Hf X DU AT R it A% s AMH i 2% fF: EuiliAd:
79 HP-5ms (30 m x 250 um x 0.25 pm), FEAAFHEFEFH: 50°C BL 10°C/min F+ % 220°C R+ 1 min,
PA%ESMh 30°C THZE 280°CAR4E 5 min. BERE LIRS 300°C o SR Ak A e 2 . 3 sl &/,
WA 1.0 mL/min. BEFERFTA 1.0 uL.

JRAG A SRR 2 R II(MRM)EE R B FIRIRE Y 230°C . & A4 i 449 ot 1% o e M 8
T WA 1.

WC ] i £ VR RV AR P € 0 NN FR 5 A A

X HR AT R PR AT 3~ B PR TR H R AR A (SR IR 2 e A PR =] 421t 165 20140914) 10.2 mg,
B 10 mL AR AR, NN-TH PR EZ, 19 1.02 mg/mL FrfEiEl: W RRE 3-I 2R R
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Table 1. Mass parameters of 3-sulfonic acid methyl ester and 3-sulfonic acid ethyl ester
%= 1 - HHEFRBEIRPEE. -HERBERIENRIZSH

& sy PR (min) - EMEEF(MZ) RHEREEV)  EERE (M) REEREEV)
O O
N5/ CHy
3T AT o
i 5 i
2 R 14.687 217/217 0 217/123 2
NO,
(ON©) CH,
Ny
3-Fi HE IR o
547, 15.285 186/122 5 186/92 5
NO,

CBEFFRE(R R I B PR A T34, it 20140915) 10.1 mg, & 10 mL At B, NN-HI%E
F I A B 2%, 49 1.01 mo/mL FRifEdavR . &k %5 B I IRl & bR HEVE T % 1.0 mL B T 10 mL A&
A, NON-T U AR 2 I, R S) 513 100 pg/mL VB A AR AEfE R VA A

PO VA BUGERER 22 M /RAFEL) 300 mg, KE#FkE, BT 10 mLAFs i, NN-ZHEH
BB e 7%, PRCIJGHBTE 5 40t VR NGRS A .

3. &ER5vHe
3.1. EEMXE

1) AN NN-HF I EB, AR,

2) EEARERVEW: REEMRE S AR 300.0 mg, B 10 mL &R, N N- R R AR R E A, 1E
R ARE A, R

3) 37 HE A M PR P S A2 AL VAV ELREEURE A 1 mo/mL f 3-fil L A R FR B AR AE VAR 1.0 mL T 1.5
mL ZEAR R, AR,

4) 3-TYIE IR 2B VAT : ELEEUREE N 1 mo/mL 1) 3-R43E AR Z Bs bR dEVE TR 1.0 mL T 1.5
mL AR, AR

5) 7 L RIVRAR AR ERRFREGEERR 22 i /R B 300 mg, BT 10 mL A&, IR
JE29 100 pg/mL MIFRHEATR 1.0 mL, FEREEZ. RAEEA 5 08l 1A AR IARER, FE

3 A B B IR 1.0 plL v ENSUME il B BB A, e B E TR, SR NE 2.

3.2. &MEE. EEREEHIR

W 3-THHL IR R FH G o 3-AiF FE ORI IR £ et HEL R IV A\ & B, B i REIBC B RSGHR 52 379l 4 1.0 pg/mL
(R A B) 0.5 pg/mL (4R SR C) 0.2 pg/mL (KR A D). 0.1 pg/mL (X B8 54 E)~ 0.05
Hg/mL (O BRSO F) 1) 3-R B 2R TR IR 3T B OR T R VR A dn e h VW . ARTRI v, 43 il
ARV G R HE 2T

Ao B IR 1.0 pl VENSUR (- B R DU AT i A%, il st A e DL B ARYI % Jon e FE 9 A
ARFR, CARARL H bR i A ARl T 2, = 2% 2R i P 28 (53 [0 V3 R R I FA) 2 4 [ VA &R 5
LMERR R, MEXREIHIKT 099, 7 ilks 2% E IR 1.0 mg/mL B IR S g 20, B AR XF
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Table 2. Result of specific test
2. ERMAKRESER

FE G A FR TR — WP B =T B
=kl / /
T ER / /
TE AN W HE WS ENE [] (i) 14.70 15.29
TR H ST (] (min) 14.71 15.30

FE A A 35V, BN T HURRE SR VA 1.0 L, _EWL AT, 00 FRE A A R 2 LA MR L (SIN) A 7E 10~15
Je A I RIOAAL S 52 BB, HAZ I LU (SIN) 2 4E 3~5 I e A7 R4 Ao tH R « PARRHX 0.3 g A il 5 25 %8 10 mL
TR IR, EER. 2R NE 3.

3.3. FHERAEBERERERE

P TR S T R AG A AT, HUER PR 4 I R PR AL 300.0 mg, B 10 mL B, RS AR HE B AT
A, FERERCHIR N 0.2 pg/ml RS, FATIE 6 K, 115 RSD%, 453 W% 4. J7idhs % AR b
TR ZEAE 1.5%~3.0%2 1], H&% % R 4T,

EREETR: FEERE B 2 MR KRR, 300.0 mg, BT 10 mL B, InBIERIEZIE, 1%
SIEHE 5 ol AENT AR FATHIE 3 s

TIRE DS ARIG T R SRR A SRR 22 My JR B i 300.0 mg, 2r %I E T 10 mL &4, /AR
PR B R A, FRERC IR E Y 0.2 pg/mL 22 0.5 pg/mL FRUANFE [R50 o BN FE-PAT )45 3 13

i B ER A 1.0 pL J NSO R - DU A A, il E R, SR NE 5. 1]
DA HRE i 78 9 N IR I B AKCP T HEAf B 35 7E 95.0%~110.0% 2 [A],  AERFE R 4T

34. BilREMRE

1) X RE SRR e T

il % 5 v 200 ng/mL XS REEL VTR, 0l = IRAE 0 /NI 2 /NEEL 4 /NBEL 8 /NEFRT 12 /N
24 /MBS, RS R 1.0 pL VNS - AR B DY GO A, 1SR S AR T I A . S5 5 LK 6.

2) MR A AR e v

TR P B AR e, AL EAAEA FIRE AT B M, FTUAR E %2 5 AN/ 3-
THEE R TR G 3-W B R IR LR AR E . S HEURE S ARV VR (11 4% 77 11 % — 47 200 ng/mL 0
PR 0 )T SR A 0 /NIy 1 /NI 2 /8L 3 UNIERT 4 /N B /NEF, RS EEL 1.0 pl FEANSH
- R IRE DY AT L REAY, IO SRS TR E, 43R0 % 6. MR LIES, XIS IERAE SRR E
N 3-RHFE AL G 8 AN/ A RN R, 24 /NI JE SRk 25.9%;  3-f R IREIR 2SS, 24 /N
I JG 320 7.29% . PIFIML G YDIIAFE AR RIFR FE AN AR 1, S0 2 A S0 LA

3.5. SERriEmAIE

RS DN ER R 22 iy R RE 3 i, 2 BIRTTVERGI, BRALRE R CTATIE 3 Wk, MEAIR AL 7. hrifE
B B TR T B L 1 B .

4, 4Eig
SR FR SRR €2 5 T DU 00 AT 55 v 2 I 1 SRS S0 5 6 8 25 B8 R 2 R 3- T SR PR i . 33
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Table 3. Linear range, regression equation, limit of detection and limit of quantitation
3. &MEE. EEAARE. RERREER

N Ltk

=]

AT

AR s R T3 R JiikE BIR

(Hg/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL)
3-TiF AR IR y = 2938x — 167.94;
i 0.1~1 R? = 0.9958 30 65 1 2.2
3-TiH AR R y = 13017x — 832.54;
7. 0.1~1 R? = 0.9921 25 50 0.8 18
Table 4. Precision of the method
T4 FEREERE
R 1 2 3 4 5 6 FI1H RSD%
2 - ke £ EH it
8- 2R AR 206.60 206.55 207.26 203.60 199.22 201.66 204.15 1.58
(200 ng/mL)
2 - ke 27 i
8- J KR L 223.73 217.01 226.92 230.02 216.37 216.36 221.57 2.79
(200 ng/mL)
Table 5. Accuracy of the method
=5 FRERERRE
. Fedh 3-FHELRAEER S-THEEFEBARY . L, S-THEREARRMNE  S-BERERL . .
MARIE  en mmAkmgmy)  RAEegmD % o BagmD) B QgD L%
1 / N. D. / / N. D. /
A 2 / N. D. / / N. D. /
3 / N. D. / / N. D. /
1 200 200.42 100.21 200 218.83 109.41
200 ng/mL 2 200 193.18 96.59 200 204.83 102.41
3 200 205.23 102.62 200 215.30 107.65
1 500 506.43 101.29 500 491.46 98.29
500 ng/mL 2 500 496.75 99.35 500 501.38 100.28
3 500 501.02 100.20 500 494.43 98.89
Table 6. Stability of the solution
6. BiRTEE MR
pasli & 0 (h) 2(h) 4 (h) 8 (h) 12 (h) 24 (h) FEE RSD%
N s chb T sy =
8- SRR F 193.23 187.18 188.07 176.42 188.90 148.09 180.93 9.28
I (200 ng/mL)
B R
- H 200.92 194.75 196.45 197.17 197.60 184.08 195.16 2.97
(200 ng/mL)
N
3 2 AR 212.04 200.55 199.70 209.54 203.81 209.94 205.93 2.56
it (200 ng/mL)
B s
SV " 216.71 204.53 219.01 199.20 199.81 213.20 208.74 4.16
(200 ng/mL)
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Table 7. Detection of real samples

= 7. SERRAE SRS

FE s S HUR 5 (g) - FEIRAERR H i (ng/mL) 3-THEERAHER £ (ng/mL)
1 301.3 <1.0 (RAEZH) <0.8 (KA )
2 302.1 <1.0 CGRAGHY) <0.8 (AAH)
3 299.8 <1.0 (KA H) <0.8 (KA )
4 298.6 <1.0 (RAH) <0.8 (KA H)
5 301.2 <1.0 (GRAH) <0.8 (AAut)
6 304.3 <1.0 (RAEH) <0.8 (KA )
7 298.9 <1.0 (GRAEH) <0.8 (AAu )
8 303.7 <1.0 (RAEH) <0.8 (KA )
9 302.3 <1.0 (GRAGH) <0.8 (AKAGH)
x102|+EI TIC Scan LDLE-003.D
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Figure 1. Chromatogram of 3-sulfonic acid methyl ester and 3-sulfonic acid ethyl ester

Counts (%) vs. Acquisition Time (min)

1 -FHERRERE S, 3-FHERMEEE R aiLE

IR B, 7R R34 1 pg/mL. 0.8 pg/mL, 2% FRAS HiFR 43514 30 ng/mL. 25 ng/mL £ 0.05~1
pug/mL FIZEHETEEIN, SRR RL, ZHEE R 1.5%~3.0%2 8, ERFEEME R, Z77En L

P Eh IR 2 i IR 0T 3-AH AL IR P e 3-AH AL AT PR L T AR

EHEWmHE

7R H AR R (S ZR2012BQ009) .
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