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SUCCINATE IN PHARMACEUTICAL PRODUCTS

BY QUANTITATIVE HPTLC

Donna DiGregorio, Joseph Sherma
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ABSTRACT

A quantitative method, using high performance thin layer
chromatography (HPTLC) with automated sample application and
UV-absorption scanning densitometry, was developed for the
determination of diphenhydramine hydrochloride and doxylamine
succinate in pharmaceutical sleep aid products.  Separation was
performed on high performance silica gel plates, and the analytes
were detected as fluorescence-quenched zones under 254 nm UV
light.  Three pharmaceutical products containing diphen-
hydramine hydrochloride as an active ingredient, and three
containing doxylamine succinate as an active ingredient, were
analyzed to test the applicability of the method.  Precision was
validated by replicate analyses of samples and accuracy by
analysis of spiked samples.

The percent diphenhydramine hydrochloride in the tested
pharmaceutical samples ranged from 97.9% to 113% compared to
label values; precision ranged from 0.69% to 2.36% relative
standard deviation, and the errors in standard addition
experiments  used  to  test  accuracy  varied   between  0.00%   and
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0.26% compared to fortification levels.  For doxylamine
succinate, samples assayed at 93.9-107% relative to the label
declaration; precision ranged from 0.75% to 2.13%, and errors
from standard addition and blank spike analyses were 0.38% and
1.59%, respectively.

INTRODUCTION

Diphenhydramine hydrochloride (DPH) and doxylamine succinate (DS)
are widely used active ingredients in sleep aid pharmaceuticals and night-time
antihistamine-decongestant medicines.  A quantitative high performance thin
layer chromatography (HPTLC) method involving automated sample
application and scanning densitometry was developed for DPH in antihistamine
tablets, gelcaps, and capsules.1  That method is extended in this paper to the
analysis of sleep formula tablets containing DPH as the only active ingredient
and to night-time analgesic caplets containing aspirin (AS) or acetaminophen
(AM) plus DPH.  In addition, the HPTLC method is applied to the determination
of DS as the only active ingredient in two different brands of sleep aid tablets
and in night-time cold and flu liquid caps also containing dextromethorphan
hydrobromide (DM), pseudoephedrine hydrochloride (PE), and (AM).

Earlier HPLC and TLC methods for DPH were reviewed in our previous
paper.1  The current method for assay of DS in drug raw material involves acid-
base titration, while DS tablets are assayed by ultraviolet (UV) spectrometry.2

No quantitative HPTLC method for determination of DS in pharmaceutical
tablets or liquid caps was found in the literature.  The new method described is
selective, accurate, and precise, and it is cost effective and rapid on a per-sample
basis.

EXPERIMENTAL

Preparation of Standard Solutions

The standards used to make the stock solutions were DPH reference
standard (N-[2-diphenylmethoxyethyl]-N,N-dimethylamine hydrochloride, CAS
#: 147-24-0, Sigma, St. Louis, MO) and DS reference standard (doxylamine
succinate salt, CAS #: 562-10-7, Sigma).  These standards were dissolved in
absolute ethanol to make a 100.0 mg/mL standard stock solution of DPH and a
10.0 mg mL-1 stock solution of  DS.  The TLC standards (1.00 mg/mL) for both
DPH and DS were prepared by appropriate dilution of their respective stock
solutions with ethanol.
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Preparation of Sample Solutions

Six pharmaceutical samples described in Table 1, including tablets, caplets,
and gelatin caplets containing DPH, and tablets and liquid caps containing DS,
were purchased at a drug store.  Tablets and caplets were ground into a fine
powder by use of a mortar and pestle, and gelatin caplets and were cut open with
a razor before being ground.  The resulting powder was transferred completely
through a funnel into a 100 mL volumetric flask using ca. 90 mL of ethanol.
The liquid caps were cut open with a razor, and the gel was rinsed completely
into a 200 mL volumetric flask using ca. 180 mL of ethanol.  The solutions were
magnetically stirred for 1 hr, diluted to volume, and shaken.  All solutions,
except for those containing the liquid caps, were allowed to sit for ca. 2 hr so
that excipients would settle to the bottom of the flask and not be applied to the
layer.

HPTLC Analysis

Analyses were performed on 20 x 10 cm silica gel 60 F254 GLP plates (No.
5613/3, EM Separations Technology, Gibbstown, NJ).  Sample and standard
solutions were applied by means of a Camag (Wilmington, NC) Linomat IV
automated spray-on band applicator equipped with a 100 µL syringe using
parameters specified in a previous paper.1  For the analysis of Samples 1 through
3 containing DPH, 2.00 µL and 8.00 µL and duplicate 4.00 µL aliquots of the
1.00 mg/mL standard and duplicate 16.0 µL aliquots of sample were spotted on
the plate.  For analysis of Samples 4 through 6 containing DS, the aliquots of the
1.00 mg/mL DS standard were the same as those for the DPH standard, but
duplicate 2.00 µL aliquots of Samples 4 and 5 and duplicate 8.00  µL aliquots of
Sample 6 were spotted on the plate instead of duplicate 16.0 µL sample aliquots.

Plates were developed for a distance of ca. 6 cm beyond the origin in a
vapor-equilibrated, paper-lined Camag twin-trough HPTLC chamber using ethyl
acetate-methanol-concentrated ammonium hydroxide (85:10:5) as the mobile
phase for plates containing Samples 1 through 5.  The development time was 15-
18 min, after which the plates were allowed to air dry.  For plates on which
Sample 6 was spotted, butanol-water-glacial acetic acid (70:20:10) was used as
the mobile phase, and the development time was ca. 1.6 hr.  Standard and
sample zones were quantified by scanning at 260 nm for DPH and 265 nm for
DS by use of a Camag TLC Scanner II with the deuterium source, slit dimension
settings of length 4 and width 4, and a scanning rate of 4 mm/sec.  The
wavelengths used were those found to give maximum absorption by
measurement of in situ spectra of standard zones with the spectral mode of the
densitometer.  The CATS-3 software polynomial regression program furnished a
calibration curve relating standard zone weights to their optimized scan areas.
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The analyte weights in the sample zones were determined automatically
from their areas by interpolation from the calibration curve.  For each tablet
analysis, percent recovery was determined by comparing the theoretical weight
predicted by the label declaration to the mean experimental weight of duplicate
sample zones.

To validate the accuracy of the new HPTLC method, spiking experiments
were conducted.  For Samples 1, 2, 3, and 5, the standard addition method3 was
used in which a sample solution was prepared and analyzed as described above.
Based on this analysis, an appropriate amount of TLC standard was added to a
10.0 mL aliquot of the sample solution using a 1000 µL Drummond (Broomall,
PA) digital microdispenser, to exactly double the concentration of the analyte.

The spiked sample was analyzed on a second plate by spotting the same
standard aliquots and duplicate sample aliquots representing one-half of the
volume compared to the pre-analysis.  After separation and scanning, the
percent difference between the average weights of the analyte found in the
spiked and unspiked samples, which were theoretically equal, was calculated to
determine the recovery.

Accuracy was determined for Sample 6 using a spiking method based on
the addition of the standard solution to a sample of a pharmaceutical product
used as a blank.4  For Sample 6, a non-drowsy cold/flu liquid cap which did not
contain DS as an ingredient, but did contain the same amounts of DM, AM, and
PE as Sample 6, was used as a blank.  Most of the inactive ingredients in the
blank (i.e., gelatin, glycerin, polyethylene glycol, povidone, and propylene
glycol) were identical to, and others were similar to, the inactive ingredients
contained in Sample 6.  The liquid cap used as the blank contained guaifenesin
(G) as an additional active ingredient.

The spiked blank was prepared by transferring the gel from the liquid cap
into a 200 mL volumetric flask, adding ca. 80 mL ethanol, and using a 1000 µL
Drummond digital microdispenser to add from the 10.0 mg/mL standard stock
solution an amount of DS which was equivalent to the label value of DS in
Sample 6.  An additional 100 mL of ethanol was added, and the solution was
stirred for 1 hr, filled to volume with ethanol, and shaken.

Duplicate 16.0 µL aliquots of the spiked sample and unspiked blank, along
with the usual aliquots of the TLC standard, were spotted on a plate, separated,
and scanned as described above.  The percent difference between the amount of
DS determined by the analysis and the amount of DS added was calculated to
determine the accuracy of the method.
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Sample 6, the liquid gel cap, consisted of a gel enclosed in a plastic
capsule.  After the capsule was cut open, the gel was squeezed directly into the
volumetric flask, and the plastic capsule was also transferred to the flask to
minimize loss of any active ingredient.  The gelatin caplet, Sample 3, consisted
of a powder enclosed in a plastic-like coating.  The plastic-like coating was
rinsed completely with ethanol but was not transferred to the flask.

When viewed under 254 nm UV light, DPH and DS appeared as flat, dark,
compact bands against a green background as a result of the fluorescent
phosphor in the layer; their respective Rf values were 0.67 and 0.56 in ethyl
acetate-methanol-ammonium hydroxide (85:10:5).  The Rf values of AM and AS
were 0.48 and 0.07, respectively, and the zones of these compounds did not
interfere with analysis of DPH in Samples 2 and 3.  Methods for the assay of
AM and AS can be found in our previous papers.5,6  This mobile phase did not
provide sufficient separation of the components in Sample 6, but butanol-
methanol-water (70:20:10) did.  The Rf values in this mobile phase were 0.21,
0.38, 0.47, and 0.78 for DS, DM, PE, and AM, respectively; quantitative
methods for the analysis of each of the additional active ingredients have been
described previously.6,7,8

Polynomial calibration with three standard aliquots4 proved to be the most
suitable approach for producing results with the best precision and accuracy
when compared to linear regression3 or use of area and weight ratios of the
sample zones and a single standard.1  Typical values for the calibration curve for
DPH (area vs. standard weights, µg) determined on each plate were a = -99, b =
266, and c= -5 using the  equation y = a + bx + cx2.  Likewise, typical values for
the curve for DS in Samples 4 and 5 were a = -66, b = 3027, and c = -732, while
a = 36, b = 2118 and c = -416 were average values for the polynomial
calibration curve for Sample 6.

Table 1 summarizes the results of the analyses of samples containing DPH
and DS.  For DPH (Samples 1 through 3), the recoveries relative to the label
declaration based on the analysis of individual dosage forms (n = 1) had an
average value of 105%.  For Samples 4 through 6 containing DS, the recoveries
of samples analyzed one time each varied between 95.0% and 107% based on
the label value.  As shown in the table, all but one of the tablets containing DPH
assayed within the 90-110% specification range in the USP 23/NF9 for DPH
pharmaceuticals, and all of the samples of DS assayed within the range of 92-
108% for DS pharmaceuticals specified in the same source.2  When replicate
analyses of individual samples were performed (n = 3 or 4 as shown in Table 1),
the relative standard deviation (RSD) values ranged from 0.69% to 2.36% for
DPH and from 0.75% to 2.19% for DS.

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
0
:
2
8
 
2
4
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1



ORDER                        REPRINTS

1604 DIGREGORIO AND SHERMA

Table 1

Analysis of Samples

Sample Label  Values % Error
Sample Type Active Ingred. Recoveriesa Mean ± RSDb n Std. Addn.

1 Tablet DPH 25 mg 103%, 104% 99.0 ± 0.69% 4 0.00

2 Caplet DPH 25 mg 97.9%, 105% 102 ± 2.26% 3 0.26
AS 500 mg

3 Gelatin DPH 25 mg 109%, 113% 106 ± 2.36% 4 0.00
Caplet AM 500 mg

4 Tablet DS 25 mg 101%, 105% 103 ± 0.97% 3 ---

5 Tablet DS 25 mg 103%, 107% 101 ± 2.13% 3 0.38

6 Liquid Cap DS 6.25 mg 95.0%, 95.2%, 97.2% 93.9 ± 0.75% 3 ---
DM 10 mg
PE 30 mg

AM 250 mg
__________________
a Each recovery represents a single analysis of an individual sample realtive to the label declaration.
b Mean and RSD are based on replicate analyses of single samples (n = 3 or 4, as indicated).

As a measure of reproducibility, in addition to the RSD for replicate
analyses, the percentage differences between scan areas for duplicate sample
aliquots were calculated, and the median value was 3.22% for DPH and 1.99%
for DS.

The accuracy of the proposed method was validated for the tablets, caplets,
and gelatin caplets by the standard addition method, in which the solutions were
pre-analyzed, spiked to exactly double the concentration of DPH or DS, and
then re-analyzed.  Comparison of the unspiked and spiked samples prepared and
analyzed as described above yielded errors shown in Table 1, which were all in
the range of 0.00% to 0.38%.  Accuracy validation for Sample 6 was carried out
using a procedure based on the spiking of a blank described above, and
comparison of the amount of DS determined by the analysis and the amount of
standard DS added yielded an error of 1.59%.  The Rf value for G, the additional
active ingredient in the blank for Sample 6, was 0.75, so the presence of this
zone did not interfere with the scanning of the DS zones.  Since the overall
composition of the blank liquid cap was similar, but not identical, to that of the
sample being analyzed, it was not surprising that the accuracy determined from
the spiked blank would be poorer than from the standard addition analyses.
However, the error obtained was reasonably low.
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It has been demonstrated that the new HPTLC method can achieve
recovery as a percentage of label declarations, reproducibility for replicate
analyses, and recoveries of spiked samples that are well within the range of
values required for use in a pharmaceutical analytical laboratory.10  In addition,
the results demonstrated for accuracy and precision are equivalent or superior to
those reported regularly in the literature for HPTLC and HPLC analyses of
pharmaceutical drugs.1,4   Our previous papers describe the overall advantages of
quantitative HPTLC relative to spectrometry and HPLC for analysis of
pharmaceutical dosage forms.1,3,7,8

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

D. D. was supported by grants from Research Corporation and the Lafayette
College Academic Research Committee (EXCEL Scholar Program).

REFERENCES

1.  E. Muller, J. Sherma, J. Liq. Chromatogr. & Rel. Technol., 22(1), 153-159
(1999).

2.  The United States Pharmacopeia/The National Formulary (USP 23/NF
18), United States Pharmacopeial Convention, Inc., Rockville, MD, USA,
1995, pp. 559-560.

3.  T. Greshock, J. Sherma, J. Planar Chromatogr.-Mod. TLC, 6, 460-463
(1997).

4.  D. DiGregorio, J. Sherma, J. Planar Chromatogr.-Mod. TLC, accepted.

5.  J. Sherma, S. Stellmacher, T. J. White, J. Liq. Chromatogr., 8, 2961-2967
(1985).

6.  J. Sherma, C. D. Rolfe, J. Planar Chromatogr.-Mod. TLC, 5, 197-199 (1992).

7.  D. DiGregorio, H. Harnett, J. Sherma, Acta Chromatogr., accepted.

8.  M. B. Lippstone, E. K. Grath, J. Sherma, J. Planar Chromatogr.-Mod. TLC,
9, 456-458 (1996).

9.  The United States Pharmacopeia/The National Formulary (USP 23/NF
18), United States Pharmacopeial Convention, Inc., Rockville, MD, USA,
1995, pp. 532-535.

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
0
:
2
8
 
2
4
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1



ORDER                        REPRINTS

1606 DIGREGORIO AND SHERMA

10. B. Renger, J. AOAC Int., 81, 333-339 (1998) and 76, 7-13 (1993).

Received August 15, 1998
Accepted October 16, 1998
Manuscript 4905-TLC

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
0
:
2
8
 
2
4
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Order now!

 

Reprints of this article can also be ordered at

http://www.dekker.com/servlet/product/DOI/101081JLC100101755

Request Permission or Order Reprints Instantly! 

Interested in copying and sharing this article? In most cases, U.S. Copyright 
Law requires that you get permission from the article’s rightsholder before 
using copyrighted content. 

All information and materials found in this article, including but not limited 
to text, trademarks, patents, logos, graphics and images (the "Materials"), are 
the copyrighted works and other forms of intellectual property of Marcel 
Dekker, Inc., or its licensors. All rights not expressly granted are reserved. 

Get permission to lawfully reproduce and distribute the Materials or order 
reprints quickly and painlessly. Simply click on the "Request 
Permission/Reprints Here" link below and follow the instructions. Visit the 
U.S. Copyright Office for information on Fair Use limitations of U.S. 
copyright law. Please refer to The Association of American Publishers’ 
(AAP) website for guidelines on Fair Use in the Classroom.

The Materials are for your personal use only and cannot be reformatted, 
reposted, resold or distributed by electronic means or otherwise without 
permission from Marcel Dekker, Inc. Marcel Dekker, Inc. grants you the 
limited right to display the Materials only on your personal computer or 
personal wireless device, and to copy and download single copies of such 
Materials provided that any copyright, trademark or other notice appearing 
on such Materials is also retained by, displayed, copied or downloaded as 
part of the Materials and is not removed or obscured, and provided you do 
not edit, modify, alter or enhance the Materials. Please refer to our Website 
User Agreement for more details. 

 

 

D
o
w
n
l
o
a
d
e
d
 
A
t
:
 
1
0
:
2
8
 
2
4
 
J
a
n
u
a
r
y
 
2
0
1
1

http://www.copyright.gov/fls/fl102.html
http://www.publishers.org/conference/copyguide.cfm
http://www.dekker.com/misc/useragreement.jsp
http://www.dekker.com/misc/useragreement.jsp
http://s100.copyright.com/AppDispatchServlet?authorPreorderIndicator=N&pdfSource=Dekker&publication=JLC&title=DETERMINATION+OF+THE+SLEEP+AID+INGREDIENTS+DIPHENHYDRAMINE+HYDROCHLORIDE+AND+DOXYLAMINE+SUCCINATE+IN+PHARMACEUTICAL+PRODUCTS+BY+QUANTITATIVE+HPTLC&offerIDValue=18&volumeNum=22&startPage=1599&isn=1082-6076&chapterNum=&publicationDate=05%2F17%2F1999&endPage=1606&contentID=10.1081%2FJLC-100101755&issueNum=10&colorPagesNum=0&pdfStampDate=07%2F28%2F2003+10%3A39%3A02&publisherName=dekker&orderBeanReset=true&author=Donna+DiGregorio%2C+Joseph+Sherma&mac=7tA3CTO8OOgKLV6IR%lFsA--

