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, 210~ 280 nm, Anax 253 nm.
: 0.1g, 0.0l mol*mL™ "HCI 500 mL, .
3mL 100 mL , : 5 UgemL™ ' 0.01 mol* L™ ' HCI
, 210~ 280 nm, > Mo 249 nm.
3.1.2 Jefapp K
2.5,3mL 100 mL , 0.0l mol*L.™ !
HCl , 5 Ugeml ', 6 Hge mL™ ' 5
( Nnas) ; . .
0. 5%,
3.1.3 fEhER
4h , 4 h
3.2
1.00
3.2.1 7 Wy Bk ik
. :
: 0.01 moLe* L™ ' HCI \A
5HgemL™! . 0.0l mol® .00 —
L~ 'HCI . 160 A A/nom
200~ 280 nm, , 1
( 1). 1— /5 mgemL~ ' 2— /5mg* mL~!
3.2.2 e &Ik B BAT R R M0 R AT
0.1g, 100 mL . 0.0l mol*L” "HCI
, 25mL 500 mL , , 1; 100 mL
10 mL, 100 mL, 2. 8 ,

80% ,90% ,100%, 110% , 120%
, 210~ 280 nm, AA= 2 nm,
3.2.3 A AFaRty e

? B

0.1g 0.312 g, 0.008 o)

D,

100, mL

., 0.01 mol*LL” 'HCI

, (
.., 0.01 mol*I.” ' HCI



170 15
, . , R 5mL 100 mL . R
6
0.312 g, 0. 008 g, 95% 0.30~ 0.49 mL,
100 mL , 0.0l mol*L.” "HCI ) , , 5 mL
100 mL , 5mL 50 mL , ,
0.01 mol*L.” ' HCI , 160A
220~ 280 nm, AA= 2 nm ,
2 2
1, 2
1
! % ! %
1 4. 985 5. 062 101. 6 4. 980 4. 833 97.0
2 5. 005 5.093 101. 8 5. 020 5. 075 101. 1
3 5. 040 5.113 101. 4 5. 020 5. 070 101. 0
4 5. 030 5.210 101. 7 5. 005 4. 985 99. 6
5 5. 020 5. 075 101. 1 5. 035 5. 141 102. 1
6 5. 030 5. 060 100. 6 5. 000 5. 070 101. 4
= 101. 4%, RSD = 0.4% (n= 6); = 100. 4%, RSD= 1. 8% ( n= 6)
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6 5. 030 5. 196 103. 3 5. 000 4. 720 94. 4
= 103. 1%, RSD= 4. 9% (n= 6); = 95.4%, RSD= 2.2%( n= 6)
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Study on Iterative Target Transformation Factor Analysis Usde in Com-
pound Preparations

Liu Shigqing, Lan Mengning, Wang Weiw en, Dai Lifei

Abstract In this paper, we determined simultaneously two components on Dongmianling tablets
with the iterative target transformation factor analysis and got satisfactory results. The mean re-
coveries of chlorpromazine hydrochloride and promethazine hydrochloride were 101.4% and
100. 4%, respectively. The RSD were 0. 4% and 1. 8% ( n= 6) , respectively. But with the ordi-
nary target transformation factor analysis, the mean recoveries of chlorpromazine hydrochloride
and promethazine hydrochloride were 103. 1% and 95. 4%, respectively. The RSD were 4. 9% and
2. 2% , respectively. From this comparison, we knew the results of iterative target transformation
factor analysis were better than those of the target transformation factor analysis.
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mazine hydrochloride; promethazine hydrochloride
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