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Abstract

Objective: To develop an HPLC method for the determination the known impurities of Somatosta-
tin. Methods: The analysis was conducted on octadecylsilane-bonded silica gel (Agilent ZORBAX
SB-C18, 4.6 mm x 250 mm, 3.5 pum); The mobile phase A: Acetonitrile; The mobile phase B: phos-
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phate buffer (0.05 mol-L-1 potassium hexafluorophosphate and 0.02 mol:-L-1 diammonium hy-
drogen phosphate, adjust the pH to 3.5 with phosphoric acid) with elution at the flow rate of 1.0
mL-min-1; The column temperature was 30°C, the detection wavelength was 220 nm and the injec-
tion volume was 15 pL. Results: The known impurities (Di-Gly2-somatostatin and Des-Gly2-so-
matostatin) were completely separated from somatostatin. The results showed that there was a
good linear relationship (correlation coefficient = 0.9996) in the concentration range of somatos-
tatin oxidation impurity 1, somatostatin oxidation impurity 2, Di-Gly2-somatostatin and Des-Gly2-
somatostatin in the concentration range (correlation coefficient = 0.9996); the recovery of each im-
purity was in the range of 80%~120%, RSD < 3.22%. Conclusion: The established method is suita-
ble for the determination of the known impurities of somatostatin.
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1. 5|15

AR IR KBRS R, &M AN BAEGRT . 14 MR IPVRIKEA S
Y[1] [2]. AEKANEREA T Z AR E Y, A AKAER SR e W] REAE gk it 5kt il A7 3 b I 3]
[4] [5], W& 25 RYT EE SRR A [6]-[13]0 AR Z A0 8 &F TR Bca (an i s s 2R) IR, ()42
AR M WCAE AN TR K R D o B RS, RS LB iE . AR KA ERT 2 M B DR
AERENMRES, OFEER. BWEMEEORN W, BT, (HEZH) WERE KM ERE
JTR BRI i AR R 7 (BB AR 11 mL, JiivK 800 mL, I = Z. &5 pH (5% 2.3, FI/K#iFEZ 1000 mL)
NI A, LLZIERRENH B MIBEFEGEM[14]. 12 I7 AR AR KA R R A A ROt/ B R TAEK
MEREE., BR. A XY SCE 2, (HRWAKMERANIRT K Di-Gly2-4 K% Des-Gly2-4
KA R 772 [15]-[20]. AEKAD R b PRSI T, ZXEKENATF RN AR, 7355
1b4%0% 1 (F%1): Ala-Gly-Cys(SO3H)-Lys-Asn-Phe-Phe-Trp-Lys-Thr-Phe-Thr-Ser-Cys-OH). AL24 )5 2 (41
Ala-Gly-Cys-Lys-Asn-Phe-Phe-Trp-Lys-Thr-Phe-Thr-Ser-Cys(SO3H)-OH) ; Di-Gly2- 4= K #ll & (¥ %1 :
Ala-Gly-Gly-c(Cys-Lys-Asn-Phe-Phe-Trp-Lys-Thr-Phe-Thr-Ser-Cys)-OH) 2 e H 4 H & R 51 N2 5,
Des-Gly2-24E KAME(F41:  Ala-c(Cys-Lys-Asn-Phe-Phe-Trp-Lys-Thr-Phe-Thr-Ser-Cys)-OH)y A T 224 ffi. N T
SR E A KA T AL By C D, @07 7 HPLC WIlE A KA Z B | 4 FivResE AR 7k . %057
XFEE T AR E S REDIE 4 FhREE 2T, S5 RH S RE 5AMRETT REIE R R, B S AR
Wi, TEtkm. RS, v ERKIMERPEIm 1. Am 2. Di-Gly2-EKHiZ . Des-Gly2-
AR ER 4 PhREE 2 T I E 2K

2. (NEE5RG
2.1. {428
Thermo 7= B0BUFH (3 4% (Ultimate 3000); Mettler Toledo H 7 RF(-+ 42—, MS205DU).
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22. %

ARKIEN S 140711-202006; i &7 4. 86.25%; HE B A E B T b)) TS
A KA (R AR R 24, U5, Merck Serono SA Succursaled’Aubonne); A4 KAMZE A2 1 %R L (it
5 200301; &7k 97.99%:; ARFIEARZNA R AA]); KR EAAR 2 X I (5 200301
J B4 82.97%:; 1L R B 25 A R A 7)) 5 Di-Gly2-A2 K401 256 8 5 (k5 200301 ; J57 & 7> %5 95.53%:
W AFTAZD A TR A F]); Des-Gly2-AE KA XM dh: (L5 200401; & 5% 92.18%:; 1L ZBr iR
A RA ) AKIMEELS 200601; &5 5L 99.8%; 1L AFIIARZE A R AR LB (fikal,
Merck): 7STRBERREH (7 Ar4l, TCI): BERRE 4 (orral, FUpeRly): BERR(oiral, EZA%ER): Kt
K, Bil).

3. FEE4R
3.1 ;RilEEH

F )\ e Sk e B A 1k I 3 76 77 (Agilent ZORBAX SB-C18, 4.6 mm x 250 mm, 3.5 um); PLZJ
NFREIAR A, LL0.05 mol-L ™t AN FUBERAT, 0.02 mol-L ! BER A 4k /KA (pH3.5) NIt sh A B; JiiE N 1.0
mL-min~'; AN 220 nm; FEECA 30°Cs EERRARR 15 s %N AR L HHTRREE TR .

Table 1. Gradient elution procedure

1 BERR

1) (5081 A A(%) Tz B(%)
0 35 65
40 50 50
52 50 50
53 35 65
60 35 65

32. FEFER

3.2.1. ERMRALE

I BIFRECE- TR B IE B, FKIE MR R 1 mL 23 5l & A KA SR 240 1. A
REMBIA AR 2. Des-Gly2-E KIME K% Spg. Di-Gly2-4 KA 2ug BIEWR, 1FANEMBER . B KM
KIRRIZE &, KEME, MUKEMIEFMBEH R ImL 204 Img VAR, VE RS IE . FREUVE K
2R JFURN] S & o IR G B, KV AR IR R R ImL A3 AR KSR Img, AR K 3 AR
BT 1. KR EANHIR ST 2. Des-Gly2-4E KA ZE & Spg. Di-Gly2-E KA E 2ug ER, 1ENIRGH
Mo A3 MU R SR BUE A AR SR G, BERE, Il ik S EERI A K
I 4 Fp e T8, TRIERL. WA 1.

3.2.2. RguEAMRE

I3 BB KA 2 JFRL 24 K Di-Gly2-A: KA 256t B S R Des-Gly2-AE KA 20 B #E &, Ik Ve ot
PR EE L mL FP 2y & A KR 1 mg. Di-Gly2-2E KA1 2 2 pg F Des-Gly2-AEKAM1% 5 pg 1AW, 1EN
RYGUIE VRV R GUIE VRV, HEBHHFE 6 IR, il (i I8 . Di-Gly2-2E K4 E L AL K4 % . Des-Gly2-
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A KA O BG4 B I A] ) RSD 43914 0.12%. 0.12%. 0.11%, Di-Gly2-4: KAz . A KA . Des-Gly2-
A KA R B IR IE TE AN RSD 45104 0.39%. 0.25%. 0.37%, ‘EKANE 5 Di-Gly2-4 KA & . Des-Gly2-
AKINE D BIED RN 1.68. 252, HEERL, REUEHMER&ER.

A

t/min

0 5 10 15
t/min t/min

Figure 1. HPLC chromatograms. A. blank solution; B. sample solution; C. mixed reference substance solution; 1. Oxida-
tiondestroys impurity 1; 2. Oxidationdestroys impurity 2; 3. Di-Gly2-somatostation; 4. Somatostation; 5. Des-Gly2-soma-
tostation

El 1. HPLC Ei&. A. =RHiRK; B. Hidmia; C. BEXNRMER; 1. SUFER1L; 20 EHRE2; 3. Di-Gly2-
ERME; 4. EKHZE; 5. Des-Gly2-EKHME

L 1 ]

20 25 30

1
2 5
Lk
20 25 30 0 5 10 15

3.23. BEBEEKRE

1) AMrik

P AIFREL Des-Gly2-AE K413 10.51 mg. A KA R AMBIA AR 110.04 mg. A KA R AR AR
210.15 mg. Di-Gly2-/E K412 10.38 mg, 407 & 50 mL &, /KB MIFmBEEZE, %4, 1N
XF HE AR A AT 0 AR Des-Gly2-4: KA . A KB AR5 1. AR KN Z AR 4 2 i %
W 0.5mL, Di-Gly2-EKAMEAME&M 0.2 mL & 10 mL &3, MFABEBEMITmBEEZIE, #25), 1F
TR HE

A K& (ikS 504200601) 10 mg, FEEFE, B 10 mL &EH, 75 EH Des-Gly2-AE K A%
A KAM R EACIR A5 1. A KA R EALBIR AR 2 %% 0.5 mL, Di-Gly2-2E KM ZE %4 0.2 mL,
IR R R, R, TE NP ER VAW, “FATRCH] 6 43, HUIARHEIR A iR A, $%
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B30 TN RS AR E, eI, DAMRETT AR AR 1. AR R 2. Di-Gly2-2E &K
HZ . Des-Gly2-A KAMEK W& &E, FHFil5 4 M RSD. 45 BBIAZL R 1. EALBIR 4R 2. Di-Gly2-4: kK
&K . Des-Gly2-4: KAME M RSD 73514 0.89%. 1.03%. 3.36%. 0.52%, FHIi%J7ikEE M RIT.

AFEM, A 200, 56 HPLC 4%, B ES MR M &5k, AT &
AR R 6 13, (ENTPIARE M, %08 3.1 TR @il rhile, it B ek
FESHDUN 12 RSP AR AR 1. AR )R 2. Di-Gly2-4KHlZ&E . Des-Gly2-A KA # 1)
THEAIR, Kb 4 N30 12 455800 RSD fH, 45 R B REMBIRA R 1. AR 4 2. Di-Gly2-4:
KAMZ . Des-Gly2-E KANEK M RSD 435N 3.69%. 2.29%. 4.82%. 2.48%, FWiZ5ikkE%E Rif.

2) H XL

I3 kG B EE AL 2.2.3 AMRiE R S VRV OR o (ADRS 5 R VAR R B AR B A R 1.0 mL 2 50 mL &
A, KR e A EZIE, PATHI% 6 (1 E A ME-2% E B X RN 6 43 rh IADRE 5 2% H B it R
W % “3.017 TN S A EEREN s 3% “3.07 TN i AR EREI e s TS R R R S S A
12 BHH [ S0 EYE RSD. 45 B B R B BIR AT 1. FULBIR 25 2. Di-Gly2-4: K4Z . Des-Gly2-4:
KANEM RSD 40514 3.73%. 3.64%. 4.44%. 3.32%, FUHIZTIEFESRE RIF. AMaik kB B igykas
XL 2,

Table 2. Comparison table of results of external standard method and self-compare method of precision test
2 2. BREEREIMRERBFWNREERIER

HMbRi%(%) H £ % B (%)

FIBER  EALAEIE Di-Gly2-4: Des-Gly2-E SR EALAEIR Di-Gly2-4: Des-Gly2-4:
4 1 k2 K& Kz &1 &2 KmE Kz

PR R-1 0.92 0.80 0.23 1.06 0.87 0.69 0.23 1.05
HEMR-2 0.93 0.80 0.24 1.07 0.90 0.70 0.24 1.08
HEMR-3 0.92 0.80 0.24 1.07 0.90 0.70 0.25 1.09
HEEMIRR-4 0.93 0.79 0.25 1.06 0.92 0.70 0.23 1.09
HEEMIFEW-5 0.91 0.79 0.25 1.06 0.90 0.69 0.23 1.08
HE -6 0.93 0.78 0.25 1.07 0.91 0.69 0.24 1.09

o (B A 5 PEVA TR 1 0.99 0.84 0.25 1.02 0.83 0.66 0.24 1.00
HH DR 25 BE VA TR 2 0.99 0.83 0.26 1.01 0.91 0.72 0.25 1.08
HH DR 25 BEVA TR 3 0.99 0.83 0.26 1.02 0.94 0.75 0.25 1.13
Hh DR 2 BEVE R 4 0.99 0.82 0.26 1.02 0.96 0.75 0.26 1.14
Hh TR RS 25 RE VA VR 5 0.99 0.81 0.27 1.02 0.93 0.72 0.26 1.11
T DR % VA VIR 6 0.99 0.81 0.27 1.01 0.93 0.71 0.25 1.09
S 0.96 0.81 0.25 1.04 0.91 0.71 0.24 1.09

SD 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.04
RSD(%) 3.69 2.29 4.82 2.48 3.73 3.64 4.44 3.32

HERATAL Ahirik s B 5 IR E 45 RE B
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3.24. EER(LOQ)S#MIPR(LOD)
R A K206 IR R 25 2 i I Thd i, SRIB DR, BLSIN = 10 B AR A A s S BR
WIE; LLSIN = 3 W BEVE R IIBR AR B . &5 5 L% 3.

3.25. &t 5EHE

TE TR 1 5 1) 52 B PR P ~ 2 R PR FE 1) 200%3% FE G Y, 40 S L i) 8 A7 AN [RI VR B 11 2 1k R BT
SRR, DLUREE(X, ng-mL ) ARAsER, IETERICY, AUNIAEER, ZbrmElhsk. 2455 B K
REMDERECE N EEENEH R, 4R NE 3.

Table 3. The linearity, ranges, regression equations and LOQ. LOD result
3 KM5EE. EESEMESR. WNRER

R IR

i 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
“ (ugmLY)  (ugrmLY
R
_ 006 101 252 404 505 606 757 10.09
AR (ug-mL™) 0.060 0.030
FEA
TR 2 VEA  0.016 0323 0.830 1.318 1.624 1967 2466 3.385
i1
2ot 7 R Y =0.3326X — 0.0220, r=0.9996
wRE
_ 013 088 221 354 442 531 663 8.84
ERAT (gL 0.127 0.051
FEM : :
W R 4 WAL 0032 0279 0708 1125 1382 1.680 2100 2.731
J5i 2
ALl Y =0.3113X + 0.0108, r =0.9998
V?E%,l 012 041 1.02 163 203 244 305 407
pi-Gly2-  (HIMLD) 0.118 0.058
./
E{;m WA 0.024 0136 0.343 0539 0684 0.824 1.011 1.359
et e Y = 0.3360X — 0.0053, r=0.9998
Yﬁf%,l 015 098 245 392 490 588 735 9.80
Des-Glyz ~(Mg'ML") 0.141 0.050
|/
E;m WA 0.035 0356 0913 1.431 1.778 2.158 2.758 3.583
MR Y = 0.3693X — 0.0090, r=0.9998
Yﬁﬁ%_l 011 100 251 402 502 602 753 10.04
(ng-mL ™) 0113 i
KA '
% VEHEAT  0.035 0406 1.036 1.647 2038 2474 3.093 4.060
A E Yl Y = 0.4068X + 0.0053, r =0.9999

3.2.6. BRI
AR ERZ, 330N 3 AR R I 25 2% 006t FE A, BN IR FEPATICH 3 £, ARyE
E, ER R ECE, IR B RS R WLE 4.
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Table 4. The results of recovery test (n = 9)
4. EERRBLERN=9)

A5 KF - AKJEE/mg I HE/mg W75 2/mg EE PRI % RSD/%
0 0.1618 0.1494 92.34
80% 0 0.1618 0.1505 93.02
0 0.1618 0.1498 92.58
0 0.2023 0.1976 97.68
fﬁ%ﬁl 100% 0 0.2023 0.1974 97.58 94.29 2.65
0 0.2023 0.1974 97.58
0 0.2427 0.2248 92.62
120% 0 0.2427 0.2242 92.38
0 0.2427 0.2254 92.87
0 0.1391 0.1363 97.99
80% 0 0.1391 0.1363 97.99
0 0.1391 0.1343 96.55
0 0.1739 0.1702 97.87
fﬁ%ﬁz 100% 0 0.1739 0.1688 97.07 96.35 1.64
0 0.1739 0.1676 96.38
0 0.2087 0.1982 94.97
120% 0 0.2087 0.1970 94.39
0 0.2087 0.1960 93.91
0.008804 0.03075 0.04176 107.17
80% 0.008792 0.03075 0.04248 109.55
0.008784 0.03075 0.04288 110.88
Di-Gly2- 0.008788 0.03844 0.05146 111.01
AR 100% 0.008818 0.03844 0.05196 112.23 112.75 3.22
® 0.008835 0.03844 0.05281 114.40
0.008839 0.04613 0.06140 113.94
120% 0.008830 0.04613 0.06274 116.87
0.008864 0.04613 0.06364 118.74
0.02010 0.1569 0.1733 97.64
80% 0.02007 0.1569 0.1738 97.98
Des-Gly2 0.02005 0.1569 0.1735 97.80
KA 99.16 1.23
% 0.02006 0.1962 0.2176 100.68
100% 0.02012 0.1962 0.2174 100.55
0.02016 0.1962 0.2175 100.58
DOI: 10.12677/pi.2022.111003 20 2y


https://doi.org/10.12677/pi.2022.111003

Wl 2%

Continued
Des-Gly2 0.02017 0.2354 0.2530 98.91
KA 120% 0.02015 0.2354 0.2534 99.09
= 0.02023 0.2354 0.2537 99.18

SRR, AR R R

3.2.7. WAL
B FRVER (R IA T, I MO (0.95 mL/min, 1.05 mL/min). &0 A [ pH (pH = 2.2, pH =
2.4), BUEFHR(28°C, 32°C). HHAEHL S I EREAE, AR, FHRINEMR M, 458 0% 5.

Table 5. The results of serviceability test
= 5. MAMREER

ARIMRABIA . BRI EANBIR

RE %A Di-Gly2- 4 KAMZ/%  Des-Gly2-AE K15 /%

Jii 1/% Jii 2/%

bR AF At At 0.0520 0.0687
W L ARAH ER oA 0.0500 0.0690
W H ARAH ER oA 0.0509 0.0712
TEIARAR pH At At 0.0419 0.0647
WENAH S pH A A 0.0506 0.0700
FER L ARG H Ak 0.0435 0.0681
iR H ARA A H 0.0475 0.0701
CIE/SERAY EN oA EN oA 0.0462 0.0625
FME At ARAGH 0.0478 0.0680
SD - - 0.0037 0.0029

RSD/% - - 7.75 4.30

AR AL, HECRAR . G B pH. E, WA KSR S R H) RSD HIFFEEKR,
ASVE TR BT -

3.2.8. MM

B AE KA R A ) = HRE B (L5 504200501, 504200601, 504200602) K i3 5 FH AL KA 2 (JE WX HE 24,
JEAh 7, Merck Serono SA Succursaled’ Aubonne) =k, #KiZAM. %08 H G335, SRER, =
HEFE SR &5 S AR T IR 57 . kgl L 6.

Table 6. Determination results of sample

6. HMEMEER

s FATEIR 4T 1% EALBIR 24 2/% Di-Gly2-4: K%K /%  Des-Gly2-A4 K41 /%
504200501 HAGH A H 0.17 0.085
504200601 A H RAGH 0.042 0.073
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Continued
504200602 RA At 0.063 0.069
AU027172 RAGTH ARAGH 0.33 0.14
AU027173 FA 0.017 0.32 0.21
AU027273 PR 0.022 0.34 0.15
4. &g

4.1, wEIEFHNMRK

AR5 AR [ 25 4 2020 AR KA ZA SN 2 7 iR B A N SRR, TRAIA A MR (L
W2 11 mL, /K 800 mL, FH=Z i35 pH .2 2.3, F/KHEZ 1000 mL)-Z 1A 2 H %4 0.05 mol-L™
NI AN (PH2.3) IR S A 2 o 1% (i 24 T , Des-Gly2-A: KAl & 54 K&K ] 58440 55, {H Di-Gly2-
ARKIIR SAKIMRIG ) B E ., EEREIH A M 0.05 mol-L ™t /N ERE (pH2.3) %% 0.05 mol-L ™
INEEERST + 0.02 mol- L BEERA 4k (pH3.5), LG4 T, Di-Gly2-A4 KA E M Des-Gly2-E K
RESAE KM R IEH RUEFI 5.

4.2. SMEES B B BREIEE

ARSI h B EER M T AMRER A RKANER 4 PR E J BUEAT 1A IR, FERE 5 R T AMRIZ AN
B S R REAT TXTLE, WEERAT LG Y, AMRIEAN B B xR 2 AT DUBCHE B il R A A2 P 25 20 5
&, AR B S IR e 25 R T 22 . DRI ARV 5 F B 2% OGS HE R, % 00 R At 3R A
T [ 53 068 SRS K (4 o B VA VR R B 5 0 JSUAR BV VL, AR Do AR, DA )t il i T € 1 o
2% 5T AR UEE TR AR 5 0 VA R Ry BV TR AR KT B AR, RIOAZR B & &, AN A Bt IRt BRfE i, [
Uk, R B SR RO A AR A 4 Ry s Ak AT AR«

4.3. INGS

AHTFURENL T B S R A AN Z A 1 4 Rl € 2R 1595 AT IR, REEG R, HEM,
T AERIMERA RV BEBATA AR E R 5. RN N2 k2 BUE i Fe 3R 4t 114 .

ELWAB
L R4 B RRHR G A2 H (2019JZZY010516), 22 k25401 i RSk o B B AR I R B RSEAL 8 F o

S 3wk
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