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Cle o dr A 2 SR A IR 3] L 4k 3 101105)

OE LT AR A I S T 53k [ I AR it AT R S b S T AR R AR B T A R T
%o SRR BA B s et .3 mmol/ L Tk R B A U Sl A L i 2. 0 mL/min, Rl 30 CL iR 25 L,
A6 5% S BE AT AL I 45 0 AR R . S5 R R EE TABR RAR B T AE 1~20 pg/mL WK VA
LYEXRRRY, A TN y=0.131 42—0. 008 1, EMH K R E R* =0. 999 9; B BRH £& 1k
H y=0.1232—0. 009 8, LRAEM KR L R =0. 999 8. AP T 2 45 b &8 7 F0 BB AR 25 1 1Y ~F- 24 [ i %
B3k 10156 KBRS 0. 01 pg/mL, J7 i AT AR (] B 2 VRV R R Ay o BV 56 08 A0 mT A D 0 Jt P
PG G T AR R AR T B R AR O i

KB T AT IR AT R R T RN T
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Determination of Chloridion and Sulfate Ion Content
in Nadroparin Calcium by Ion Chromatography

FAN Weiping
(Beijing Hongmu Biotechnology Co. ,Ltd. ,Beijing 101105 ,China)

Abstract To establish a method for the simultaneous determination of chloridion and sulfate ion content in
Nadroparin Calcium by Ion Chromatography with suppression conductivity detector. A strong anion
exchange column was used, with 3 mmol/L. sodium carbonate solution as mobile phase,and the flow rate
was 2. 0 mL/min,the column temperature was 30 C ,and the injection volume was 25 L. The results show
that the chloridion and sulfate had a good calibration linear ship in the range of 1-—20 pg/mlL, the linear
equation of chloridion was y=0.131 42—0. 008 1,R*=0. 999 9;and the linear equation of sulfate was y=
0.1232x—0.009 8,R*=0. 999 8. The average recoveries of chloride and sulfate in nadroparin calcium were
101% .and the detection limit was 0. 01 pg/mL. This method has the benefits of easy operation.good linear
range,and low detection limit. It can be used as the quality control method of chloridion and sulfate ion in
Nadroparin Calcium.
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AR I T 2255 28 A /DN 266 58 vh 4R JBUAY T 3R 22 0
FiFf R SR A I A ) T A5 1) 5 R 2 i o SR 1 45 8 L 2
ARG R —Fh o A JeE M 2865 i R T T 991 By
R AR A 2 A ZE R K A TR A A il A
AL A L HRTHTEEIL P IM AR TR B 32 2R T 259
2t R S R A A R L A o e e
B b PR TR TR 2k A1 5 M 5 D 1 8 A PR R L AE AR I
JF 2R JEORE B AR 7 o A v CHon A SRA 5 4T B A
)ik 25| A AL 5 I S 145 O 1 ARIR
JHF 28 85 24 9y 114 0 RS S A X X S 1 Y R
JEw BB,

B Ok T 1975 4R, R A B T A I hE
49 BIL SR B W A3 R B TE L A Sy B TE R LA il 7
T B TR 5 38 g R O T LA R S ARG % | B A
25 S R M R b 0 B R 1 BCRH RS R 3 T
B PR R R L R o0 AT I 1)
ST I G 2 A AR B AR A 7
TR e U L AR PR 25 B dh VAR REE AR R
TAF QU A B Tz BT 2 OO 3 vk i T
Lo BANE T Ok A i AL T R R AR
PR AELRE X T e A T kL 5 AT I et
55 AR M 05 3k L Crp A N RS A [ 25 4L ) B
2010 4FAF5 HE YR - 2015 AR BT T Wi s 2= U A
. e Al A [ 25 v, (5 [ 2 ) R ST T
AT D 25 28 B i S 5 vk MICE L BB S €O [ 2
) R 24 3t ) 45 518 s e

e E 25 8 2 5y 2% 2017 4F 6 H A AT IO TR
JoEk FFF 2% G ] S v 99 2 7 ) L o 9 8 A TR £ Y 5+ U
TER B 7 Ok B [E 25 81) 2015 B HLX T4
T RG A R L 3R AE A A 2D BRI R
FERAR LI KB T RE Ty B 22 A Bk S B 1 (kAR
H—FPF I TR AR AER AT LA A B2
IO [ B [ I HEAT 2 B 7 23 A7 9
T EL RSO g AT R . AR SOR AR vl i L i
SLT TR T I [ 00 IR B T 2R P S A
BRI S & A D505 RIE T T 5 RIS

1 LI

L1 &E5iLHA

ICS-6000 1 (3 A (TR BR A IR BLH A PR 2
F LA WP A AR (TS AL (BRI R B A
RS R ot B S A 4 A AS22) 5 i R R Vs R b

Y (GBW (E) 080266, bR ifE{H : 1 000 pg/mL), &
PATE U AR ME W) B (GBW (E) 082515, br 1 {H :
1000 pg/mL) AR IF 285 (L5 191119),

1.2 @diEEs

AT 5 9 B 3 B A CREER KR BHECA TR
A7) AS22,4. 0 mm X 250 mm) ; i B4 : 3 mmol/L
TR I S0 5 s T3« 2. 0 mL/min; 3 : 30 C 5 gEAE
025 p s KA < C A 10 AR 0 ] g 0 S A %
1.3 BRi&BECH
L30T X B VR o &

YAt B SR ME S W 1. 00 mL TG 2 AR A
1. 00 mL,# TRl — 50 mL 25 5. FH K #
BN B T AR PR AR B 1 20. 00 pg/mL WYIR G
VRS AR O R B R R R AR B
10.00,5. 00,2. 00, 1. 00 pg/ml [ 2 3 ¥ & ) HR i 9%
W B U 3 LI sl AH R 25 TR
13,2 A3t v Y o

BOUBJE IFRE525 25 mgOR#i 2 0. 1 mg) , & T
10 mL s K g I BRI 2. 5 mg/mlL 13
s 3 8 B UE VA A R S W . P AT R A R
1.4 REEHAMEXK

2 e B R B VAR Y TR A U S A
TR IR 5 pg/mL BT RS IE TR 25 pl 3
ABF O il sk s L g5 R R, S I 56
FR AR 2 - W e V) G 43 JF  H: v G0 o 0 35 Al B
7234 BB AR B MRS AR B 8405, 43 B RN 14. 18,
L5 #ixmEeENE

it 42 5 I X Rt 3 VR ) ) B T R B B X
PRV W A5 25 pl 3 A B T 6340, 10 % A% K
DA WS TET RRUA GN A s o R 32 A 8 A s 2 o o o it 20
IRELYERIA IR . OB IR RS 2 0y RS %FRE
JEC P VA VBT T 5 T O R A AR
25 pL A F 5 0 sk Ak K & IH
BitEaS P A AR RE S R, 4R
FWL,191119 #t & & B F 0.069% . & B FR AR B T
0.028% . SLEZERILE 1.

*1 #HARPEEFIRBREFHNEE
Table 1 The content of chloridion and

sulfate ion in the tested sample

P AT T FRAR 25+
PR 4/ - =
No. me WA/ Ea/ S EEE/ WmR/ &R/ S EE/
(uS* min) % %  (uSemin) % %
1 25.28 0.221 0.069 0.081 0.027
0.028
2 26.12  0.230 0.069 0.089 0.028
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2.1 BIEHEREE

AL Ay % 52T AS11, AS14, AS19, AS22
S0 oo B B 7 aC 4 1 A HEHh ASTL 55 ASTY
3 A Sy S AR P I R A M B B A e
HE SEE R B, S8 3 mmol/ L ik B2 44 7 W it 3
FRAIE W BE R 20 g/ el (10 X R 5 0 €6 335 &) P 4R
B AR AR B AR IR TR A Hi e . AS14 g
FEEA 600 i A OR B8 RE 0 o (HL S50 & B A R AR
BRI 22 12, 8 min, 2 FE s 17 I ] R
15 min B, AN RE LR IIE 32 06 J5 A A2 15 19 B[] Of o gk %
S A B A L 7 IR 32 AT R TR U R ) S G ROR .
P AS22 35 AT HGUR 1 A AR B 0 2 1
RAT . FEIETE AR, HARFRAROR B B A 9. 5 min
Ze 47515 min { A 58 BEE & 20 BT .
2.2 RIEMIERE

A EE T 1.0.1.5.2. 0 mL/min Z87 [5] 37 35 X
FEREE R, 5 R R Y E A 1.0 mL/min
A 1.5 mL/min i, ¥ BN 20 pg/ml (%) B G
e 3% B b B T 0 R SRR R 4y Bk 1. 61 Al
1. 925 N 2.0 mL/min, AXFFREE A 1. 19, BB AL
U A SRR R SR 2. 0 mL/min,
2.3 WHHERRENERE

B 0 R L B R AR B AF T ML
P2 1 85 1 B R MV W R T Bl A 4 i 5 58 T 1,
3.5 mmol /L S5 [F]H BE Bk R £ 1 0T 20 R %o S g 245
RIS, S5 R B R AN WO 2 1 mmol /L
i, & TR RN 0.1 pg/mL, i 3 mmol/L i,
ABE TR RA 0. 01 pg/mL s 25 5k BR FH I K 5 Ry
5 mmol/L Bf, { BEh 20 pg/mlL (14 %5 BR i 5 W 5335
W G TR X AR I S 1,49, KT 3 mmol/L i 1
119, PRI, 4% 3 mmol/ L Bk FR AW R i 2l AH
2.4 HIRHIERE

SE AT LT 25.30.35 C A5 R [R) A iR ) S
A R RE IR, 25 5L BT AN [ B X S5 06 45 R
M A /1N o {27 A3 AS R T 2 3 ol 4k 1B 0 5 ) 0
AR, SRR A G ) AR E S 30 €
2.5 FHiEFWIE
2.5.1 RGiEHE

i 42 S I X R ot Y Y ) T B T S RN
TR B TN 5 pg/mL (% BRI TR 25 pl,
BT OIS0 10 % Gl 5] 2L R 6 IR, 2523
FEW, GBS T U T ALY B3k 0. 654, 0. 655, 0. 645,

0.643,0.640,0.652 S + min, F X ¥5 i 22 4
0. 99 % s i R AR 25 W 187 £ 43 31 24 0.599.,0. 579,
0. 586.,0. 582,0.591.,0. 599 S « min , A X 7 M i 2
F1.20% ., RSD¥I/NF 2.0% % 1k R 5038 P B
bf. SRR 2,

x2 REEAUIHER
Table 2 The result of system suitability test

o, CCER i R AR B 1
WG R/ (S » min) RSD/% W4T/ (S » min) RSD/%
1 0. 654 0.599
2 0. 655 0.579
3 0. 645 0.586
4 0.643 0-99 0.582 L2
5 0. 640 0.591
6 0. 652 0. 588
2.5.2 L@tk

R B CS R 25 pL 3B AR T @3k, i
53¢ (00T T 5 % B X R ot 9 9 ) D 9 T A
BT MR AR B T W BE D 5. 00 pg/mL B X IR dh 3
W25 pL. EAE T O e R Gk A SRR
W23 O R 3 P v L BR R M 5 A R L
T 5 e/ mL B 0F  dh V RT T R UE T
PREF IS ] 2y 3. 692 min. &7 BR AR 2 1 U O B I 5] Sy
9.522 min, ST UL B IR AR B 1 4 RE VIS 0 S
H 25 00 0 SRS W MR R AR B 1 I 2N T
BITE BRI R, AR 3.

x3 LTEMIRBRER
Table 3 The result of specificity test

i H {4 B4 B [B] / min
2 HER -
ABT 3. 692
i PR AR B8+ 9.522
2.5.3  UEMME K

5 B b T T MR B PR AR PR M U R AS
1. 00 mL, & T [d— 20 mL &, HIK R B 2 205
B SR TR BR AR 25 ¥R S 4300 Dy 50. 00 g/ mlL
PR RS U+ A Ay A S 5 i 28 T . JBUTIR D JHE R A
A2 25 mg A E R E BT 10 mL & A, P AT
9 43, Hor 3 In A A AT 0. 8 mL, 3 3 in A fi 75
W1 mL, 3 I A AW 1. 2 mL, KR B 2
Z B8 U o B U8 A A v A R S T K VA R
i IO R R S I e e IR R 25 pL TE A
FEGEN L IC R OISR S5 REN 9 Ol 508
T RN 101% ., RSD Ny 2. 0% s B BR AR B 1
SRR R S 101% . RSD 2 2. 1% 5 3% 07 12 e i 3
RAF. SCHZE R IR 4 Mk S,
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Table 4 The result of accuracy test of C1™
No. FREE L /mg AT/ pg AR/ pg WG/ g il 2%/ % Il g SR {E / %6 RSD/%
1 25.59 17. 66 40 58. 10 101
2 26.77 18. 47 40 57. 80 98.3
3 26. 05 17. 97 40 58. 90 102
4 24.48 16. 89 50 68. 83 104
5 23.98 16. 55 50 66. 40 99.7 101 2.0
6 25.61 17. 67 50 69. 22 103
7 26.02 17.95 60 79. 80 103
8 25.79 17. 80 60 77.04 98. 4
9 24. 86 17.15 60 78. 54 102
RS BMIBRETEREIR
Table 5 The result of accuracy test of SO, ~
No. PR /mg AR/ pg AL/ pg M5t/ g e/ % g R fE / % RSD/%

1 25.59 7.16 40 46.73 98.9
2 26. 77 7.50 40 47. 96 101
26.05 7.29 40 49. 01 104

4 24. 48 6. 85 50 57.33 101

5 23.98 6.71 50 57.63 102 101 2.1
6 25.61 7.17 50 58. 88 103
7 26.02 7.29 60 67.03 99.5
8 25.79 7.22 60 66.13 98. 2
9 24. 86 6. 96 60 68.78 103
2.5.4 RS ESLE VSR R A IO A PR S o b R 25 pl

HE bt v Y T 7 0 O ks ORI R
2 25 mg M EFRE E T 10 mL S, K%
i IR B, 2.5 mg/mL [ W . ok U8 Sk U TR
VR hG % B2 S g B3 VW P AT HRE 6 . KR
RS RG  RE S  A WE 25 pL A 6
WALl SR Ik a5 RERM] L6 O bk J B
H RSD 2 2. 8%, B R AR B F % & RSD 24 5.8%.,

EAR T O ICREIE . ZRRN WL
0.01 pg/mL . S B TEMR LN 3. 8. BMRAR & 1
fEMREE D 10. 6. PRI %75 i 58S 1 FBR R AR 5 1
MR PR 0. 01 pg/mL., SEEREER UK 7,
£7 RURIBER
Table 7 The result of LOQ test
5Lt S/N

%ﬁfi//(#g «mL™ 1)

WOTE R AT . SR 6, AT ABAT
1 831.9 774.8
x6 BEEIRER 0.1 48 151. 5
Table 6 The result of precision test 0.01 3.8 10. 6
No PRFE S/ BT i TR AR B8 1
' mg &8/% RSD/Y% &f/%  RSD/% IR % ik 45 TR 550 o s o il 28 7% L 0% iR A
; 26 ;j 2 ;):Z Z Zi; BT R BR AR B 1 1 2E 5 BR S A vHE Bl 28 0 TR 0 e />
3 25. 42 0. 080 - 0.025 i 0 WRPE LB 1. 00 pg/mL.
1 24. 68 0.082 : 0.023 . 2.5.6 VLR
g 21.02 0.078 0-025 25 IR X T T TR P ) B 7 T % vk R X R
6 25.03 0. 084 0.024 . N o s .
M A 25 pL TEAE TGS ek gk . g5 R
2.5.5 KrHifR5e &R KWL TE 1~20 pg/mL MEH T, 88 &M
2 B B IR VS TR A TR & A T Hy=0.131 40 —0.008 1, LM KL R R* =

BRERARES T W O 1. 00 pg/mL B XF B8 A 35 000E
R YRR R IS SR T M R AR S R EE 0 S R
0.1.0. 01 pg/mL AY#E - 11 9 6 i FR 52 36 1t 3L

0.999 9 FRIRMR L 7 #24 y=0.1232—0.009 8,
KM LR R =0.999 8, W T ELXMEXREB
I, SLEEERIAE L,
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3.0F 3 30F B
(a) BT (b) BRIRAR T
25+ 251
»=0.131 4x-0.008 1 y=0.123x-0.009 8
R>=0.999 9 R>=0.999 8
7 20t 7 20t
E E
2 sk 2 sk
= =
g 10k & 10k
05 05
| J | | | | J
0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
G TUSE (ug + mL) TRRAR A/ (ug » mL)
1 S8F(a)5EmRBREFO)NLERNAFE
Figure 1 Linear regression equation of ClI~ (a)and SO4>~ (b).
2.5.7 WA EM ®9 MABIBER

Fig FE bk A R A A 0 O s JBOAR S T
RAGY) 25 me FEHMRE . BT 10 mL &R H, K
PRI AR BRI 2. 5 mg/mL 1% IR . 1o U8 SR U
WA S 5 R e S B A R T . 43 i T 0L L
2.4.8.12.,24 h B K % b BV MR A A8 P 52 0 At
R 25 pL OB A FEIEA IR BIEE . SRR
B, 40 B F 0 TE R 4R W 0,199, 0,192, 0.195,
0.198.0.201,0.195.,0. 196 ;S *min,RSD H 1. 5%
T B2 ML 5 - 0 T AR 43 93 4 0. 080, 0..075, 0. 077,
0. 082.0. 082.,0.077.,0. 079 S *min.RSD } 3.4%.,
B R E Y R AT, SRR A R LR 8,

#8 WRBEMRR
Table 8 The result of solution stability test

IR ] / AT i B AR B T
h  WHEB/ (S« min) RSD/Y% WAL/ (uS » min) RSD/%
0 0.199 0. 080
1 0.192 0.075
2 0.195 0.077
4 0.198 1.5 0. 082 3.4
8 0. 201 0. 082
12 0.195 0.077
24 0.196 0.079
2.5.8 i

[ Fsf 025 5 1 9 3 L I Sl AT e B A R A i A
PFA/NIAE SR S X 5 g/ mL (968 IR I 9009 €0 3
WeZE R AR . AR R W]L HRE Y 1.8 mL/min
I SRR 1 0 M IR AR T UG e A A R L U i B
RSD K5 10 ¥t 31 AH o 5 AR i /) 1) 72 3l RiE T A2 &
Gl HPEEOR . SCIRA R 9.

Table 9 The result of durabiLity test

HETHET Bt BR A 5 T
WA/ RSD/  WEmiFl/  RSD/
(pS+min) (%) (pSemin) (%)

&M BOE

. 1.8 0. 663 0. 605
LR 2.0 0. 650 1. 42 0.590 1.62
(mL * min~ 1)
2.2 0. 645 0.587
) 2.7 0. 648 0.582
-
- 3.0 0. 650 0. 64 0. 590 0.97
(mmol « L™ 1)
3.3 0. 656 0.593
- 27 0. 652 0. 589
Iéf” 30 0. 650 0. 64 0. 590 0.93
33 0. 658 0.599
A
3 Fig

AR SCT NS B 0k L T () s 0 5 R e
PG I S T NBR R R S Y — 0 Y TR
AP AR 3t ffp R T 1% G2 07 3 B I LA R T I
TE PR ES 100 T L. T vk B A AR A RS E R 4
SR T A L S0 P Ak (0TS Yt % U5 A T AR
TR JeE T 28 45 v S0 1 M B PR AR 1 I E ) o R A
77 1%
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