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Development
| I

Characteristics of analyte

Analytical profile
Selection of instrument
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Analytical Method
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Sensitivity Extraction variability

Specificity Analyze std ref sample

Scheme 1— Flow chart of analytical method development.

$80l} 4EAHEEA 4t 4% A4
#7497 Slskel o) saE 3 23
7HH1—_L]_ 7Hﬁ1—5] H}

T-lﬂ

>

THE NS o Prret RS
2 &8 A standard operating procedureE sep
up kool gt}

SMud o Jfgt



66 4
Pg ng 73 mgfml
L] ® ——
[ Radiol "I
L GC/MS |
[ GCINPD
C GC/ECD
GC/FID
HPLC
1 UV/VIS
Colorimetry ]
Prostaglandins 8 -Blocker Antibiotics
Steroids NSAID
Cardiac Hz-Antagonists
glycosid ” diazepi
ACE Inhibitor

Figure 1—Applicability of various analytical instrument
used for the analysis of drugs in biological fluids.
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