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BARTENE & 1T, SR E LW HE L PR ER . b L <IFHEMO AR ERZ: Sk
7 7% U AREZRE (Deoxyribonucleic acid: DNA)RCYLEIR, & D WIXZNL D L BET 5 % /7 B
Bloa b2, S EEICEEEL o THEZ VS [1] [2], ERINEZE ST (European
medicines agency: EMA) [3]X°. 7 A U I &MEZMF (U.S. food and drug administration: FDA) [4]
IXESE S OB MR (Genotoxic impurity: GTI) EHOEEMZHHFH LA FT7 4 %
FATL, ZOHIREEHRZREMT TE7, T, ERLBHFREERZ (International council
for harmonisation of technical requirements for pharmaceuticals for human use: ICH) M7 714 KZ A >
“Assessment and Control of DNA Reactive (mutagenic) Impurities in Pharmaceuticals to Limit Potential
Carcinogenic Risk”[5]iZi%, EHM T D GTI OFHl & EFLOPHHAN R RSN TS, ZD X I,
GTI OFffl[BR & A HII LRSS R ITmOBLEZ R LT D,

ISP ORI ZEVEDPHER SN/ ETTT O2LERH Y | FFIZ GTI T TR ET
& DNAHEZ B | S 2T rMREMEN H D720 mEE R E EVAIIFHCEE T/ 5[6), MZ T,
EEMOMERBR CEHTE 2 EMRRT — 2 20T 5 2 i3, WEORZEEEZHRT 57200
gL e n, MERBROBY CHA SN IRE I a~ 7T 7 0 =80 FIHSEREYE  (Liquid
chromatography and ultraviolet-visible spectrophotometry: LC/UV-Vis) (2L, k7 a~ s 75 7 4
—E 85305 (Liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry: LC/MS) 1%, X 0 @ VEEE M & B 73 43
REEREICHE LEFETHY, EFERLT GTIOERICB W TRy —/L & LTHIfFSN D,

LML 6, LCIMS TSN A =L 7 hu A7 L—A At (Electrospray ionization: ESI)
IZBTDDITRGN DA A AR OEENIRE RMBETH YV . LCIMS St bl TEHE TRy
B2 03702 Z L 3% [T]. GTI ORIEE, B4R b DBREIZ X0 Ml Wik 2 ko b
NDr—ANR&Y | LCIMS SHTERFE D =— X @, (bEMOA F L AbE=IE, LCIMS D54t
T A=Z— ALEWFHER EOERIC L » TREEZZ T L2 EPMbNTNDS, WEICHFEA
DOREETA e Sk, Liigand 57 [8]i%, ESHCHEM 27 b= MU LV EHA R L KZRBEHOET 1
TrAY— (BINAD) ZEESTDHZLIED0 . ALEMDOA T A ROEEZHRE L TN D,
Kiontke 2 [9)1. S F & & 72 pH &M T CTO LCIMS 15581 L IEM RO 1A X, FHREMER
L OB & OB OB Z#®E L T\b, HIZ, Caetano %% [10]i%, #EFHHITIEZFIH LT, L%
RINI2 A T ACIEEBIRT 572012, fLEW O TRLR T 005 ESI B X ORKFELFA 4 1k

(Atmospheric pressure chemical ionization: APCI) D& % TR L7223, & OWFIE TidA A oAbk L
Sy FRCil - & OFBIZIER § 572 LCIMS DRM/RT A —=F —ZHE ST\ e, {LEmDA A
ALRRICBIT 22 < DBFFEND ESI DA A AEA T = XA LFHEMETH Y . 2L DEKROKEL



ZTFBHZ Mo TER, LLRMRL, LCIMS /RNT A —& — LALEWRiE 2 FRIRFIC B8 L7
A F AR TRNCEE T DS A LR 2 E Tl o T,

Vb E R, AR TIZERGT GTI ORISR S HTIERRRE 2 L, ERLBEE
AT H L ERMEBEL L f{E0 o e LCIMS A A AL TRE OB 2 By & Lz,

SRERTAR D TALE M M Z R TR L LT= LCIMS A A AL PRI TR 72 AHF
FUCIXEEM Y GTI OLFRRBICE R EZ Y TH 2 L & Lz, EIAHR GTHIE, B, HEA,
FOSFRIE, BIERM O CTRAT DU A7 M@, IS FEN NS o PVt H T
Bo Fio, BEILFFKO BB, X7 I BNV AR = VS R EIcE Eh
TWDAEENRE, ZHLEEMLT GTI DL FRIRMAERE 2D 2 LT, A AU AR T RIED
WEA A LT, £72. "M T2 PO LCIMS BEZHIRIERE DT 2 R TE 578, A= X b
EfliZe A T A L BIORERBIEAFTANRD b, AFERRERLE ISR 5 MER
BREREE COMIFBIEM TIXAW[12], Lizd-> T, AR T, KEHZEEL, =—VF—71
v R — Tl 72 > o 7 VN EMR LCIMS 245 2 & & LT,

AWFIETIE, fEDOE e LCIMS A A AR T E IS 572D, A A fb@h= & LCIMS
INT A —=H— 5 LA OB W R OB B YE & E 28 L 72 E R A 1S W MEAH BE
(Quantitative structure-property relationship: QSPR) <7 /L % #hk 38 TR L7z, FrEoBiIcE
WTCZ ZHHEICOE>TEENDY . X< Mbn=EEMEEEIEMES (Quantitative structure-
activity relationship: QSAR) [13]i3Ab W D& & W) Fr0 7275 M & ORICH Y ST > &R A f
. — T QSPR L, 1LFHEE & WL RIMEE & ORI Y SEORBIBIR O Z & 2537 [13], 4
FrfFsE CHIEE 280 TV D FIE[14] Ty B3 LWMEE DA A Ab2hR % T 5 720 D58 1) 7o #k
YT 9B, Fim, BEMEE LI, arEa— X —RNTF— 2L REMIIFEE L, 22
DAY = B BDOTHT 2 LT REOT =L BT VI ) XAEMHET L, £ L
T, BOFTRZ =2 H LWT —ZIZ#EAT 52 L THLWT =2 OTHIZITH Z EnHkS
[11]. Zh b OB E A G bW T Hi 7z 22 D Ze LCIMS A A L ALhsE PRI TFIEOBRFIC
DT 3DDEITHT Tim U D,

B 1 BT, BEE 2 W Te A A AR ETFRIET LV OBRRICESL D, B2 D LCIMS /3T A
— 2 — DB D TER L72&MF2 VT 10 EobaW 7 — 2 iS4 FEhi L7z, #bEamo
T —Z DA T ACDFHEIZ OV THENT 217, LCIMS /3T 2 — X —Z W e B — 2 HfE O T
ETFILDRRICONTRE ZIT o1,

B 2 BETIE, LCIMS /NT A= —ITNZ., ALEWEEEZ AL TETINE T VDRI &1T 272,
bFMEE 2 oy PRtk 7 &0 ) ML AR R E 2 RTEEICEBL L, £ 20D A A AR E
N Doy TRl T ORI, BEOWBEE TNV T RANLEREDT VI RLADAT Y —=



7. R LT V2 X AOE# & Ef L, BRFEET VEME L, LTS, Wik
F— B e N T L O PR E OFh 24T - 72,

B 3 T, AFIEOHMMIEZ IS 572012, BT —ZITROVEROBBFIEME OA 7+
AR TR LT, B, EELT GTI ODHEDRFE LT L, BUsmIEYE % 35 i 5
ZESmL, BUKMERREA/ER 7 v~ b 777 4 — (HILIC) THEEHEDO E— 2712250\ T, A A b4
HKOTP 2 Mt Lz,



BIE  BROT—F 5L LCIMS X5 XA —& — & B\ A k5
RFHET VOB

B BREROT—F o

AWFIE TR LIAb A O b F4EdE % Table 1 - 11ZRT, 24O I3RS L&Y OMEFERIfiENT %2
R LZboTIER, BERTO GTHIEREZ Y TRIRLIALEM TH D, EFMLT GTI L,
JUBE, PR, BOSEEE, BIAERI O TIRAT LU A7 @<, iy &R/ NS v T
NIHEE R R T D, £z, EERBFEO—RIRERE, #1237 I ERU R = VRS A Ml
PHEEIZE EN TV D HANR LY, TRBERLT GTI DR EEEE L, 7 Vbame
LTO7 X /) ZEEFEBOBEREBEZEIN L, 70, ZERFRMEILLEY TH S N-(3-amino-4-
methoxyphenyl)acetamide [15] &2 Y N-nitrosodipropylamine [16] & I 2. 7=, Fix &5 LCIMS /3T A —#
—DHNHN L —DEAMTEES I E TORBRZ HIZBEHE~ORINF (£7 4 774 ¥—)
OFEFH, AREELER, Yo —7RE, a—VEERDOF Y 7 Y —EEZ RS & L TER
L7z, Table1-2 2 DEMEEZRT, 1 2OMEMITH L, TNHHE-MRD LCIMS /8T A =4 —D
KA G oW CHEBRGIENEIC L VIERR L7z 135 O T — 2 mifED 7T — WG 2 Eli L7, %R
GHAEBVOGE. Tr N ALDFRIEA A URIEICR T D EEARA A MR TH Y | oA
FUMMRIZBEENTE LTH T bThRE L BRE SN2V d—HDOILEY DM +
H]* S B 2 AT I VT,

Table1-1 AHARIZHAWALAEYDO—B4 . (LFHEE. CASNo., FHEELE pKa

Name Chemical structure CAS No. pKaY
Ethyl 3-aminobenzoate o 582-33-2 3.5
Y H,N ~
o)
O
Methyl 4-amino-2-
Y O/ 46004-37-9 14

chlorobenzoate

H,N Cl



Isopropyl 4-aminobenzoate

Methyl 4-aminobenzoate

Methyl 4-
(methylamino)benzoate

Butyl 4-aminobenzoate

1-Phenylpiperazine

N-(3-amino-4-

methoxyphenyl)acetamide

H,N
(@]
o
H,N
(@]
o
\N
H
0
O/\/\
H,N

LCO
)J\N NH,

18144-43-9

619-45-4

18358-63-9

94-25-7

92-54-6

6375-47-9

2.6

2.5

2.3

2.4

3.7
9.0

4.1



N-Nitrosodipropylamine | 621-64-7 NA

4-Aminomethyl- NH,
130290-79-8 10.2
tetrahydropyran o

NA: not applicable
1) Calculated pKa values

Table1-2 ®RF L7z LC/IMS/NTF A —Z—B X OZE DR EME

LCIMS /3T A — 4 — BEE
BT 477 A Y —DOFfEHH X TFA e T B =17 A
BHSIRIELE SR (VIv %) 40 60 80
7'u—7 iR (°C) 300 450 600
a—BIE (V) 11 15 19
¥ 7 U —EE (KV) 0.8 1.0 1.2

A FACETRET VORI S, FoeT — 2 b A F U AUER ORI DOV TR
Brife, 29 Lie—EDOIEEITIRENIT — % 4341 (Exploratory Data Analysis: EDA) & FETAL, 7 —
2 OFHREHIRET A Z L2 HNE LT — 4 VAV ADKRYIDAT v 7L SR TWBH[LT], AE
TIX10/LEWD 5 5 3{bEmERE L LT U, lux#z L=, £7°. ethyl 3-aminobenzoate O
RIZOWTET 4 7 7 A ¥ — O R OFBRBBHLRONRIZE -~ MS O — 27 Hffxz 71y b L
72277 7% Fig.1-1allmd, F7 47 74 Y —OMEN E— 27 HEICR bROEEE 52, HiR
TrE=U AL, TRA, FBONEICHEENS K E < 72> 72, Advanced Chemistry Development (ACD /
Labs) ¥ 7 b =7 V11.02 Zf# [l L C ethyl 3-aminobenzoate 4 fE DT pKa 1 3.5 TH 7=,
FRAE KT Tld, ethyl 3-aminobenzoate (X A b SAVTREETZ S, WEE YT & =7 AP Tl
DFDEETHIET D2EBERLND, HITHRMNT TITHIATA T ALSN TV L5E. &
WA T AR BF O DH[18], —F7 T, TFA BEIfHTH ethyl 3-aminobenzoate (31 A ki1
N, B HBIIFBEEMHOE— 2 mEE LD /NS o, TFA 7T=F4 U B IEEMEZHOTE
RREL A A URHNIRY , RYT 4 TE— RTOA T AR EZIMHT L2 LX< MBATND

6



[19] [20]. 7=, TFRAZET 4 77 A Y — L L THERA LSS, 7 F= MU LEHENL WL
TE—7 @A 2R bivic, AREES A RO S ©— 7 mfEO NI,
WO L0 2R 72 PRI > THIITE KA LA V) —RAICRCB=E L, HH LK
WaEER LT D ORENRM LT 5B 0N5[21), —FH., ¥BEET 1774 Y—L L
THEAL, 7% b= MU LEFENE VST ethyl 3-aminobenzoate D1 A 2 ALITINH Sz, 7
T R= MU ALERENEL 2D EKRRBEEIBICRIN SN TEFMBEN TR LD, TET 4774
YT —OREAEHREFROHRIT N — A7 OBMRICH D, LCIMS OFMIAIEREENE & L CIX
T r=RMULEAZ ) = AN AREICHEH SN S, ABFJETIE, HILIC £— FIZEHT 5 Z &
REEA . EEME SHT RIS E O L0 ROBUKMER EAER R IR TE 57 b= F U L EZEER
L72[22], A%/ —nE 7 b MIRIECTH DT, A A AL 7 o h M ERNE E D A A
MRS 2R B D[23], — T, WEEOREN BN A A AbZIHlT5 2 L bbb T
BU[24], A A ALFIIT B b= MU L L B DM E 2R D RN & D,

A2 methyl 4-aminobenzoate Dz 7~9~ (Fig.1-1b), T#I pKalL 25 TH Y . WML THe
W TA A A, BT B =0 ARIRTP TIEA A b STy, RO E— 7 HiH
. BROAIAIE S A RN L FMEF TR SN, — . FBMAEH LELa 0 ARE
BWEABEORET, TFA ZHLZEE LD bRE. ZHHDNRT A —=F =0 F ALghRIC
XUZHEEMDRDH D Z L 2R LTV, £, mWAREES AR L. TRA Ko —2
AL, BWAREESAEZEN LcFBEtor—27mE L REN AU ETH o7, ALk
DEDIZ, ESHIZBT D TRA IZL DA A ALIHlIZ L <HMOEN TV DD, P L ETOLEY
BOETORMETCHEATE LI TIERWnZ L 2R L TW5b, Methyl 4-aminobenzoate D1k #A4#%
113 ethyl 3-aminobenzoate (Fig.1-1a) SHELLL TWAHICHL b b9, ERo Xk HicA 4 14bd
A 23 5720 D 2 L IFBIRIR VRS R Th ~ 72,

1-Phenylpiperazine &, & HIZER A A b Z R L7z (Fig.1-1¢), TFA XV HEHET
VR LB LAY — 7 WA KE D572, 1-Phenylpiperazine 1Z, Tifll pKa2d 3.7 B K&
W90 THHID, Bi7 v E=U LFTHA A fbINTWD, EiET E=U AL TFA O
THOBEE G A A AbERE LoD, TRA IZRIR O A F 2 T AEFGFIZ L0 A A Akd il
SN, ZOXIRERICRoTo LRI END, FMEMEHT D &, MAEEEBES A &

(40%) LY bEAREEEERE 80%) R LEFRRERY—7BEIBEINTEZ, 0
B A%, ethyl 3-aminobenzoate <> methyl 4-aminobenzoate A 4 > ALAE A & 13572 5,

ZHHDORFNE, A A AENEICKT D LCB LU MS /X7 X — X — ORI ITHEMETH

ALBWEHECEGE TS Z E N HERI SN, Z 2 F TER L CE AR X DA A bR
D] R0 TRAIC X 2405172 C SR FERICESWTTRIT 2 2 L ITREEE Z 2 b s,
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12%107" ! Ammonium acetate
.
Organic Solvent Content % (viv)
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Fig.1-1 #7235 LCIMS T A —F —DHE DR TYER L2 135 D&M THIZ B — 7 mEic
T BDET 47 7AY—OREEROAEEELROEE  (a) ethyl 3-aminobenzoate, (b)

methyl 4-aminobenzoate, (c) 1-phenylpiperazine



F2Hi LCIMS /X7 A —F—iT L B4 LR OERIFE ST

ATEIDOBREHERN O A A AUENTET 4 7 7 A ¥ —OFECHE RIS R D LCIMS 3
TA—LZ—DEBE RELZITDH I ENRINTZ, AREITIX LCIMS /NTF A —F =06 A F Ab%)
K TFRITE 205 Lic, Aifi& [ U< 10{bBmhHbRFL LT 3 2DIEMDT — 2 % N,
% LCIMS /X7 X — 2 —&FALH, ©— 7 mfEE BERE L CEBIRST 2TV, E— 7 mifd
DFRET NVEME LI, ZORRGHILHEONTTFRIY — 7 mfE & ERIICBZI N —
JHfEE 7wy ML T TN Fig.1-2 Thbd, BREURSITOMRTIL, BILEWTRIUFRRE
2% (R%> 0.96) & p fii (<0.0001) 23/REFL, LCIMS /87 A —X —TE—7 HIEN THIARETH
52 EWNRENTE, FFIT 1-phenylpiperazine DA A AL ORHEIL, thod 2 >DfLEME KEL
725 T L HIHEIORE RN HI BN o Tohd . AREIO R BT RA 72 TRIEER (R%= 0.98)
ER L, A A AR ORFEIK ST LCIMS /X7 A —X —TTRIFEETH H 2 L BB LN -
7

10
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Fig.1-2 EBEFZTCEIZ2FAY—7EEEERTEON Y —7EEDOHEE () ethyl 3-
aminobenzoate, (b) methyl 4-aminobenzoate, (c) 1-phenylpiperazine, #HR#R; B ERR
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WIZ, ED LCIMS /3T A = =3 A A AN RICK S I8 e 52 T D IRt 7 e & 32
L7z, EAL52D/NTFA—=F—% Fig. 1 - 31T~ 7, /N7 A—F—DEENRKRZTWGE, BET
5 pHEITNEL 725, MHEEMEEZED D72 LogWorth = (—logl0 (p-value)) A7 — LIZAEHAS 5 L |
BEMDENNT A= —0 LogWorth fERAKE <, AETRYVWIT A—X—@ LogWorth fi |3/
<725, AU 10{bEWHHRELE LT I3 ODIEMDT —4 & AN & Flia L7 & 2 A35m
LCET A 774 Y —, ABEEAEK T 0 —TWENRA A AN RICEE P EL 525
ZEPM BN o7, b, R TH U7z EDA IR 2 BE LW ERTh o7z, E
T AT 7AY— L ARIEE G A EOMAEERZIED LogWorth fES KR EWZ &%, AR L7z hL—
KA 7 OREfRE R L TW5, ethyl 3-aminobenzoate Tik, €7 1 7 7 A ¥—® LogWorth fE23%7 96
W2 L, /T A —%—@ LogWorth fEIFHXTEIZ/ NSV, BT 4 7 7 A4 Y —OFENA 41k
R EE 52 5 FEERTHD Z 3005 (Fig.1-3a), —J7. methyl 4-aminobenzoate Tl
T 4 7 74 ¥ —0 LogWorth fEIZAKI 70, E7T 1 7 7 A v — & AHEEEE A EOMAEERITK 45
ThHY ., AT AMBRITET 4 7 74 ¥ — ORI T < AHEEEE A & OB Z IR
< ZFHZ LR EnTz (Fig.1-3b), ZOXKEEHOEZEIT, RifiOFig.1-1bD 77 7L
—ET 5, ZNODOREND, A FACRRICHBERZE L 522 LCIMS /RT A —2—3db HFE
BB L TV D0, ZORBEIMEMIC L > TR D Z L3RR EnT,

12



(@) LogWorth
0 20 40 60 80 100

vocifer .|
95.75
Modifier*Organic solvent content - 21.54
Probe temperature - 11.15

Modifier*Capilary voltage*Organic solvent content . 7.01

Capilary voltage*Organic solvent content . 5.67

LogWorth
20 40 60 80 100

o

(b)

Modifier 69.64

Modifier*Organic solvent content 44.99

Organic solvent content 16.93

Probe temperature 11.94

>
o
o

Modifier*Probe temperature

LogWorth
20 40 60 80 100

(©

o

Modifier 81.44

Organic solvent content 44.62

Modifier*Organic solvent content 33.71

Probe temperature 22.91

Capilary voltage 20.45

Fig. 1-3 EBEFETNMIIEIT B4 LCIMS /%F A—Z—@ LogWorthfE  (a) ethyl 3-

aminobenzoate, (b) methyl 4-aminobenzoate, (c) 1-phenylpiperazine
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3  RIEOEAL LC/IMS RT A —F—IZ X 2{LEWMBWEIA A AR OT
T
ATEI CIXBAL AT BV CTEENF T TA A AR O TRICAE) LTz, AR TIHbA R
HIZ LCIMS /3T A — 2 —Z FIWTA A AN FIITE 20058 L7, ABFZED HAYIZ LC/IMS
IHZBIT DA F AR ETIT 22 L TH D25, LCIMS OREELIIHEFED 70 & T 48 O R AE
BRI T 27D CTHRIREECH H[25], & 2T, XA A bphE a2 KRBT 5 relative
ionization efficiency (RIE) % & A4 %, RIE DRZLLTFITRT,

A_ex (experimental condition)
RIE = — €Y)
A_std (standard condition)

2D A_ex (experimental condition)l XS HIESRIFICB W TE LY — 7 HifEE ., DEHCH
% A_std (standard condition)iIIEHESRIFIZB N TR LN/ E— 7 HfEZ KT, AMREHII T DR
FELIE, Te—TRE, a—UEE ¥ T Y —EBET3AKED D LR RETERE L, Al
HORBMNOET 4 7 7 A ¥ —FH & AIREIERITA A U AALEIC KR E e BE 52 52 L)
3o TS, BEREZFETHELND E— 7 HAENNSWENRTOENRELIRDIED, HVE
— 7 WHEPIRE S NDET 4 7 7 A ¥ —HIT TR, ARG R 80% TR E LTz, RIEIIAREHE
SR LT ENTET A A AR EE L UHMER N L7eh a2 KB T 5, RIEZEATSHZ & T,
LC/MS D HIEE D B HZE)C, ¥ 7 AGEIRE DN T SE PAIETE . BEILEW O L)
w[HE & 725, methyl 4-aminobenzoate D ¥72 % 6 SORESRMIZI T S RIE O HEIFHMEZ MRS L
TofiR % Table1-3 12" d, ERNEE RO CHEET E=U L5 (3% Fig.1-1b) ZkrE,
RSD 1% 4.7%~11.9% CTh -7, EIHMBERBRONY F— 3 T, Rk S iz itz
VT RSD 28 10%A CoAVUX 02 BB E L AT 5 & & 2 5[26][27], LCIMS O S5 Hrik
PHIEIC B W TR OO 2R T 2 L CIHFATE 28 BIMEZ A L. RIESEEL TS Z L%
R TE,
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Table 1-3 62D &7 5 %M % F\ 7= methyl 4-aminobenzoate (2331} 5 RIE @ H FHE#4

Condition RIE

Condition . Organic solvent RSD
No. Modifier type content (%) Day 1 Day 2 Day 3 SD )

1 Formic acid 60 1.17 1.11 1.22 006 | 47

2 Formic acid 40 1.29 1.16 1.19 0.07 5.6

3 TFA 60 0.45 0.45 0.55 0.06 | 11.9

4 TFA 40 0.36 0.35 0.43 0.04 | 115

5 Ammonium acetate 80 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.01 | 17.3

6 Ammonium acetate 40 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 | 0.0

MIEUESLA: T 4 77 A Y —FH . ¥, 7 n—7E : 450°C, a2— 2 FBJE 15V, Frt

Z U —%EJE : 1.0kV. HHIAELE - 80%
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RIE DE AN LV ALAE BB R REEN PRI e o 7o 7o, 42 10 {bAEWMOT — 2 & F - HH]
w2 Ik L7z, 52722 LCIMS /T A — X — DG TR L7z 135 D42 v T 101k
EMENENTEG LI — 2 HifE4a RIEICEHAL7-, Z® RIE Z# HIVAEH, LCIMS /XT A —X
—ZBAE L L CERBIRONT 21T 72, HlC EZRNICBIZ SN RIE 2, fticSoh-F
MRIEZ -7 1y b Fig. 1-4(2737, FREIIEE 1, G 0 OEMR T, SBRRBRICEWVIEE
ETNOTRREERE N L 2 LT,

3- RMSE=0.518

w
n:I
o2
Q
g
=)
o
o o
1- ; .
o .
K -" . .n *
0_
0 1 2 3 4
Observed_RIE

Fig.1-4 10{b&#% A\ RIE OEBRE & FRIEOHBE, #R ; & 1, 817 0 DER

MR (2 R [BRE T L ORI VD BV TV D R T RS (RMSE) 2 8- L
72 RMSE ORX A& LI FIZRd,

n
1 dn 2
RMSE = ;Z(y{”’s —yP) 0
i=1

YOI EBRICBE SN v HifE . yPUIERE T VL) PRIS - Y — 2 EfEE . n
X7 — % O %453, RMSE IXZDEFET L OFEED R 2 RB L, RITIXREM & RS2 72
DT DEEICZE ORELZ B CE 2 DONRFUTH D,
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LRI INTZRIE & ERUIFET VLY FHIS L2 RIED B 51072 RMSE 1 0.518 TH

ST, ZORERITTFRE N EEICHK 05 FREOMEEL ST Z LA EHR L TV 5, RIE DEAIC L

D EZALE M OFEXT R Z AIREIC L2 H DD, LCIMS /8T A —Z —Z W= 72T O PRI Clikx
B2 Al

REENRO DTz, ZOFEENES . LCIMS /3T X —Z —NA A AEIRICEH 2 523t E&W
WLV ERY . 2O EWREE TRIET VAT Z ENRVE L E X LV,
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AR NG

ARETIIWONA T ADRICEIT DRHEOHERE L, LCIMS /3T A — 2 —(Z K D bE Wi
A A AR O T % BIICREEETT 72,

ARGHIE D LA ORI 2 BEX L2 b O Tide <, EEMFO GTI ICEREZY T
10 (ka2 vz, EERES GTHIE, BBk HfE. fOSEEE, BIERY O TRAT S Y
A7 W@, RIS BN NS VU IR AT 5, £io. ERBFEERO 7 H e
B BIZIET X BRI N R VRS A EICE ENTWAEERE N, T L EREL T
GTI DALFRIRF A B F A BN L2 10 D LG Z AW T, 272D LCIMS /X T A —FZ — D5
DETER LTz 185 ORMFTT — 2 2 lfGF L7z, £ LT, HMLEHNITIBWT LCIMS /3T A —X
—EZFAEH, v— 7 A BERE L CERIROITAITo72, RKETIE 10 LEWD 5 HIvE
ELT3ILEMDT — 2 2R LTeh, B2 TR AR L LCIMS /XF X —Z —TE— 7 mfin
THIFEETH o Tc, A A ML RICEHEREEZHX DERELUIET 4 774 Y —, AEE
EEAER O —7IRENLE L TENR > T H—F T, ZOREBEIMLAMIZI L > TRR S
ZEDBHALNI R ST,

F72. 10 OEWT — 2 Z VT, SALEMH ORI S TE D & 5 ITHEESRM THIE S
= RIE # HEOEE L L, LCIMS /NT X —X — %G AEE L U CERBEIRGIT E1T o7, T ORER.
RIE OEAIZ L D SALEWM ORI Z FEEIC L7 DD, LCIMS /3T A —2 — % =721
DTHTIIRERRENBDO LN, ZOFMENE, LCIMS /3T A —F =0 A I ALRh=RIZE 2
LB AEMIZ I B0 | 2OlEMREE FRET VICHAAL Z ERMELE X b,
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H2E  BWEEE W LCIMS 85 X — 2 — R UMbEM OB LS
HIRHEIZ K B A AR OTFRIE T )V DORESL

FEIHi  HFREBRF~OEB|LEBEHTNATY X 5% AW EHERIR

ATEICB VT L{EEMINT LCIMS /3T A —2 — & W BB 21T > 72 & 2 A BAF72 T
FEEEZA LT2DS. LCIMS /3T A —F =3 A A AR E 2 5 2 B L R L 0 B %7z
D, AL SRR 22 TR REECh o 72, RE TIHLAEWRNEZ A AT T HE T L OB
DWTHET L7z,

LB REIE 2 B T VITHZRSA T 72 . ALE W OREE D & 3 TReil 112 8 Ui b 247
olce rFRiibF &3 F OMBULFR R A R THEE D 2 & THERGEIR - R38R, 5 &GS
BARFEH, B2 L), BEFRREEF (O, KERFF— - 77T ¥ 7L MiELE (R
FHIEEE) 7p ChEx 2R B H[28], 4y FRCIR o~ DZEHUTIE, 2D KON 3D D 400 D41
RUIR TSR AR AR AR RRNY: Y 7 b U =7 O MOE A L 7=,

FHR SN2 EB O FRiR FI2iE, A A MR ETEBERRER FHE2<EETWD, 2
NHRTOSFRRRF A2 L TEBTEEE1T &, T —Z ~0ldlE (F—n~"—T71 o7
A7) BRIV FHT — 2Tk T HPEERENE DD . RS RICZR VA ZELZY 72
EDORENGHDH[29], # 2T, BEH T /LT Y XL (Genetic algorithm: GA) A4 ] L 7= H0E IR
TR LTz,

GA (T4 DAL A HLll L 7= Bl FIETH Y . T DX D REBDZHOMBEICE T, 2h%
HINTHEE DR\ WL RfiE A2 E < 2 &N TE 5H[30], GA I X 2 BHGEIN O — i) 72t % Fig. 2- 11
Y, QFPTRE(EEIT Y EHOFNxI L, T A [0 & 1) #&T 5, [0 & 1) 1%
ST DA ER AT V7 ICHOWDEPEZRLTND, 20 1 DOF|Z AR LT, N
oY E AR LHIIERZERT 5, OQFREaRENZNT 1] ICHEESNTZEHOH %
WTCEYFET VA2 VERR L TR E GEAE) 2R D, @F DI U TH & 78 2 Ytk a3 g in
EN. WAEEORWEARITHIKR SN D, OBIZNIZYRORITRAEPIRER L\ o i s
VED i S VR IR DY iR 2 AR T %, @& BT, KRIEROPEGRIZEIF L & FAEICEAE O
BLOWIK, BRI, BEMEEEZR T, BOROHNROGEEREAERT D, ZO—HOHEEEY
WY ZLIZE T, REBICEEGEDOmWGEER, SF D PHKEZRRMET 25 XL 5 il A%
DOZFNHTZENTED, GADHFTIEER LX) ITHGEEZRDDMERDH D, AT
TZEDFHEE LT, RERT =Xy NEERFE COUE T X 2500/ 31k (Partial least
squares: PLS) &\ 5 # I ERNF 08T 2 W CTHE R EBROE G E 2 R T,
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DU EFDE K
0l0/1/0/4/1/011/0.08101110/1/1]1/0/0/11/0/0/0/1/0/1 /1.1

®§{Eﬂi0)ﬁﬁﬁ§¥ﬁ
Eﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ"
ik
@it £ D EEERL
[0/o/1/0/1]1]0[1]o]o0] Eﬂnﬂﬂﬂﬂnﬂﬂ ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ ®
Ty RE &KYERL
@EENE

\ 4

R (RERE)
Fig.2-1 GA T X 2EHGRRO— BTN

Al K> CGRIREN T TRl 7O FER % Table 2 - 11T 7, 38R S 72 Gl 1~ O RS 2 3
T5 L& A aro [HMEEMDOBUKME L FEMEIC T 5T 2 W EREF O£ L, ASA_P ITMBIEERE
RN OK & Bt rlRE 72K H AL, FASA XK DR IAIIT A 2 IEIZ /0 L T % 8 oK
HENREO L EG%2£T, E.nb, E_releld, (fETZ RNV —IZHT IR T TILEWMD 3D 2 7
A— g ZBE L TWA, mr, SMR_VSAG [ZE/VErRICED SR+ T. o FDmITRIIME
T B IR OG- % S LT\ b &5 2 Hivd, Radius 1357 174 FEBETTHICRIL L 72BRIC

£¢®¥éﬁ%mﬁéhéo&w{wmsm\ﬂ%mmwwmﬁmﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%®77y?w
U —)VARMEERT, Vsurf o U — X1, BUKME LOBUKMEICREET 2 R mfE, K, BLO
JERFEA 1279, & LT, Weight 135 &2 £ T,

AFHZ B W TRt i, Mk, W& oAl mECHR AL, /5 OmEE L oMby
MR & &, ofiip EICBE U720 1Rt 7@ IR S 37z, Hermans 25 [31)1%, pKa. BRKME, #
HES . BLODFERIET RTA A AERRICBEE L TV D L REL TV D, DD, KR
FHZB W T 2N B IR R I B U 750l T8 BN S 7 Z L 1T S LB X T\ D, e,
INBZERRFEIR FRBIINTZZ L1, A AT ACNRDA D= A LPEHETH L Z L bR LT
Do
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Table2-1 GA GEREN/-HFiodh+

Name Description Category
a_aro Number of aromatic atoms Atom count and bond count
ASA P Water accessible surface area of all Conformation Dependent Charge
B polar atoms. Descriptors
Value of the potential energy with all ) )
E nb ) Potential Energy Descriptors
bonded terms disabled.
E rele Electrostatic interaction energy Potential Energy Descriptors
) Conformation Dependent Charge
FASA Fractional surface area )
Descriptors
mr Molecular refractivity Physical Properties
) Smallest vertex eccentricity in the ) ) ) )
radius ) ) Adjacency and Distance Matrix Descriptors
distance matrix.
SlogP_VSA3 Bin 3 SlogP (0.00, 0.10) Subdivided Surface Areas
SMR_VSAG Molar Refractivity Subdivided Surface Areas

vsurf_EDminl

vsurf W8

Weight

Lowest hydrophobic energy

Hydrophilic volume

Molecular weight

vsurf_EDminl, vsurf_EDmin2 distance
Surface Area, Volume, and Shape
Descriptors

Surface Area, Volume, and Shape
Descriptors

Physical Properties

21



F2Hi  LCIMS RT A —F —R OGS FRIMBFIT L D4 A AR FRETNVOR
3%

GA IZ X > TEIRENT /TRl - & LCIMS /3T 2 —4% —DfiAfbd Tk SN -T— 4 &
v FEHWT, A F AR E TR SR EE T T VEAME LTz, BREE 7 LT Y XA
ZLOFEERH Y, TRTOMBICH LTRER D DIXFELRV, TRUENENEETNH U |
ZOFPUNTT —F DG L A XNZRE UKEFET D 72OBEHDOT VY AL TTHEITV, K&
Wb DERINT 2 ZENANTH L, AFETIE, TRIETAVEZHET S92, MEBLIO
HIED 8 DDREIFET N TAZ U—=2 7 Uiz, SHEE T L TY XA TENEILRERES 3
[l 0 3 LT RMSE Z 358 SE7-E 8% Fig. 2 - 2 1R T, YR— b7 Z—<3 0 (SVM) 23,
b BV RMSE % ) UL TlIMEEEA R L7z, SYM RN & 08O o B THER S D
flido 0 FE HIEB2] T, BT VOEMES 2R TIERNLIE S | THRIE L SHAED X L23h D EZ 8 2
T EITHAEL L TERBTOIHABEBEMHAGDE S Z L THILEREREZ RO TFHEET L TH D,
FCIZ QSPR DI THIH SN TWA T LY R AT, SRRSO ST Clt, MRk o~ b
7774 —TOT I/ BORFFRETHI[33]X°. LC/IMS TORINIEE — 7 /% — ORfF5E[34] 72 £
THEEDDDH, Ll ABFFED X 512 LCIMS A A AR O TR L6l e,

SVM (rbf)-
Random forest-
KNN-

CART-

Ridge-

PLS-

Linear model-

lasso-

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
RMSE

Fig.2-2 BRFEETLIY XLDR T )V —= kR
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SVM % AW, #FE 7 VOt z %M Lz, F 1= CrdL-@v, 10bawzE Ay
THRRD LCIMS /RT A — 2 — DGO TG L2 8ih 1428 D7 — 52 %7 X 2B L. 8%t 2
DHBETFET =Ly NEWGET —4 8y FD 25O 7 NV—1C300 72, £T. 112 D7 —4
MNBIRBFEET =2y b EHANT SYM 7L 3 X AOREL L, HsEE T L 2R LT,
RIT, 286 DT —FZ NH R HIFFET — & &y b2 L TEBIC RIE D PRIZITV, SERIE & T3
75 RMSE DA Z1T o7, TOREER, Tl &7 RIE &8Il 4172 RIE © RMSE 1% 0.123, B
[EVF 3 HT 2 520 L 72 BR O ERR S (RY) 1£0.97, pfElX<0.0001 & @7 FHKSE 2~ L= (Fig. 2
-3), BIFEFH I TEM L7- LCIMS /8T A —H —DHTRIE Z M L7ZFE (Fig.1-4) Ll
T, RMSE (% 0518 B KIBICIR T L, BEENFRO bz, Ziux, (LB OwE bR e A
A AR R E REEERIT L, o, BRSNS FRLl 7Ot v M B3SEW TR E OB
WICARAIRTHDHZ EEZHRL TV D,

®
3_
ul
o
o
[
k]
O
ot
o
»1_
RMSE =0.123
R2= 0.97
0- p-value < 0.0001
0 1 2 3
Observed_RIE
Fig.2-3 RRIET—# 272 SVM OTFHI RIE L EBRTHE LN RIE OFEE, H : BIRE

i
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HIE M

ARETIX, LCIMS /RT A= =K OMbEW D oy F5eik 12 K DA A A0 FHIE TV % B
LT, LAY OB L FERIRE 2 4y 7Rk T AW LB L L7212, A A4 o AbshE &3S
FR7RFEIR 7 2 HIBR T 5 X< GAIT & 0 BHGRINA Fffi L7z, BIEN7-25% FV CHEEOBMEE
TNITYZENOERBEOT NI ALEAT Y —=0 7 LIofER, SYVM 23R L7-, 10L& T
WA L7e4s 1428 OF —Z 2 AW THEEZTW, BT TBWeTr—2ty P THRIELTZE 2 A,
FHI RIE &M SH7= RIE ® RMSE 1% 0.123, R2(%0.97 LN 7= THIKEZ R LT,

5 CTHIRBRTZD AL DA T AR T D0 EITZ < HD DD, ESI DA F 1k
A= ALTEHETH Y . LCIMS RT X —& — L AL BRI & RIRFIZZ 8 L 7oA A A2 1
(ZBIT DHHIEIR A 1 Z I E T o7, AR ERG PO GTI ISR A Y T2 BRAE K 726 H #iPH
7203, FERIZ DR E 7V & W TR E ORFEHI LD | LCIMS /3T A =2 —RMELEM D)
UL FRVRHE 2 IV B EE e A A AR ERO TR FRE L 70 D 2 L VR ENT,
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HIE A FUABRTRET NV OERLFREEEAMY ~DO%E A

EIE  GTI OA AL RFH

ATEIZHVN T, LCIMS /3T A — & — MG D 5y F ek + & F T SYM TA A A RO T
WETNVEZBRE L, BMEEEZIToTc & ZABNTE THRELZ AT L2 EDMRTE I, RETIIHE
BROESS S GTI OHHERFE ZME L, B E & RS FIEICEI L. HPLC Tyl o
B =700 T, AFRIETVEEA LA A ALBIERO TR ATREA R L 7=,
ETFVBEHEEAEDIOE, REERBELZSISEZ TN KRNI OEN TN S NN-
dimethylaniline % fi f§ L 72[35], EEIESA~DRMIERIZIHESL S, SR LI TFHIET AR FH T —H
By MTRWETH LS I LRI TR A Gt L7z, 1 ®H LR UL, Table1-2 T/RL7Z5
DD LCIMS /"T A —=Z =D NZi 3 KEDOMAG O TIER L7z 135 OHRIES/FT NN-
dimethylaniline ® " — 7 mif§ D7 — & # B3 L7z, £725IZ, MOE % fv T N,N-dimethylaniline ™
LA % oy PR IS A L, A0 PRI T VB TRl L7z | SR &=y 1dik 1
& LCIMS /37 2 — X — DAL DR TR S 172 SVM O TRIE T /WA L, 135 OJIESRIEIC
BT 5 RIED TRIEA 7=, Ziud TR L EBREZ ik L7 R % Fig. 3- LITRT,
N,N-Dimethylaniline D FH S 4172 pKalL 5.1 TH V. xS W i3 0 & O TFA B EhFE Ok
TAF U WE LD —FHT, BT VE=U ABBHTIEIN TR CHEET S LEx 005, & 1 8
B LECTER LI L) ITHIMREMNR T T TA AN TV A GE, @A A b=k
BIFHNLD, BFIBOGEITA A AL MGl S D, M, BiEY o E=7 LABEHE TR LN
TZRIEEBETOLLU T E-7eZEZXbND, —FH T, FHKOTFA OZEIFETILRIE 28 0.24~1.37 %
THEIR S 734 L7z, LCIMS D/RF A =2 — DT K> TRE LA A AR BET H5ER T
otz AREICHT D FPHFEE X RMSE = 0207 Th-o7-, ZAUTTFRIL7Z RIE 28 0.2 FEEED
AR R E e Z L AFRL TV D, #2552/ TE7 /L 2 MGk L7ZFfd RMSE = 0.123 &
B 5 & TRIRSEE 1T D T 5723, LCIMS O @i ATk BRIE I 3 W Tl 1) D H1 0 G fF % 341
T ETHAEMREREEZALTWD B2 6N, BB LETHET ANTEET — 2120
RAEEIZ LT RN AEETH D Z L 2m LT,
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2.0- /

15- RMSE = 0.208 ////

o2
2,8 .
1.0 T s :'..o w'e ... .o,
I Lo :- s Modifier
(1 * »

#  Ammonium acetate

L ]
L] Y [ ]
o * * L #® Formicacid
L ]
- A * & TFA
L L

Predicted RIE

N\

o0

05 0.0 05 1.0 15 2.0
Observed_RIE

Fig.3-1 N,N-Dimethylaniline ®F#| L7- RIE & EBRTE SN~ RIE O, #HRg ; HE 1,
85 0 DEMR
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2fi  HILIC E— FZEM L ERMRARTBIEZ MY D5 H

THIVETA A ADEO TN, IE S HLE 2308 & LT flow injection analysis (FIA) 12X
DT —2ZRG L TE, EBEOEEBFEESTO GTI OREOBEICIEL, SBEHRE T IZIXEM T
b 5K, RGO R e Erkx SN E EN D, T O L IEXI SRR L
TS TR, WERRDA A A BT 52, BRRRREZGD 2 LR TZ0, HPLC
7 LT GTI 25l L CHIEZ Fh§ 20BN H 5, A TIEET VEERLFRICAMY L GTI &
HELIALEWE IR L HPLC THBith o v — 2712250, RTET AV EEM LA 4 b
DT HNH FTREDRFT L 7,

E7VEHEGFSK L LT cilnidipine (Fig. 3-2) #HW5A Z & & L7z, Cilnidipine 1Z /v 7 A
FEDO 1 > TmMEERKE L LTHRkRshTnd, 2212, A EBELE 1-
phenylpiperazine & GTI €7 /WALA#TH 5 N,N-dimethylaniline Z %N L7z, % 1% 55 1Hi 5%
L7z &5 (A BRI LE =R DS i O 5 2N D & 0 BRI SRS L0 RS 1) B D o — AT
2\, — T, EEBITB O TR IS KIS S5 D3 H v~ 7T 7 4 —T
bbb, W v~ 8777 4 —TEWAEBERELRZEN L2GE, @<, BRwE»
R SNTIHHE DO BT 5 Z EMREEIC /D, £ 2T, AR CIEIBUKMEMEAIERZ v~
k"< =7 ¢+ —(Hydrophilic Interaction Chromatography; HILIC) =35 = & & L 7=,

HILIC TIZEICA T ARER & BEVHE TR S A7z KRB IS HIE ST RABUKTE D BL L TORFF S
MN5[36], WHHE— F T hkf S EmBi b SRR ICA 2 0 BEFBR TH 5 [37], %
72, HILIC TIEEWARBEIE R 2 S BEIHEZ W THBETE 2729, LCIMS T O IR )
EHIRETE 5[38],

Cilnidipine &% |2 1-phenylpiperazine &% ' N,N-dimethylaniline Z ¥ L 7= 4> 7 /L% ZIC-HILIC
Cki7£¢ 3.5 um, 4.6 mm 1.Dx150 mm, Merck Millipore) T/47Ef L UV BiHi#s (254 nm) THlE L7z
fik & Fig. 3 - 3\ d, AIEIORRND ., FHiRT v F =7 ABEH TR EAEIFF T & 200
72, XA TRA RS CoB 2 Ml L, B3O TSI 72 5 cilnidipine 1XBUK M &
W2 O FERFIGRD () fHTICEH L. BINLEE 2 SO L BT 5 2 L sk, [RIFEC
HE L7Z LCIMS DffRZ b LICE =7 ZFET D & FIREMICEONTIE, AR 40%T
2 OO LIZAMD DL LTV D, AL RZ BT < &0 7 AEERIOBKR S
KA & BUKMEARMPD SR FAEER T2 2 E TE VRSN D & L bz, 2 DORMP OB
IELDZEN GBS DA ARD b (Fig.3-3a), — 5T, TFA S CIT AR R
FTHRFFOKEIIRD 50> 7 (Fig. 3 -3 b), Z ik 1-phenylpiperazine & U N,N-
dimethylaniline A A AL L7=7 X /& TFARA AT 2B L, KFikE & OBUKMHEMAEER
BN IR o2 Z ENEREEZHND [39], N6 DFEFN S, N,N-dimethylaniline 1251,
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AR 60%—80% D #iH THRMEM D25 1T 2 Z L 72 < LCIMS ORIFENFIRETH D Z &
RSy N Ay

ZOBEMHEMEOFPICE T, AFRICE VB LA A Ao THIET VA2 A L,
R IR S A TR LT,

Fig.3-2 Cilnidipine D{bZ:AE1E
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(@)

Absorbance at 254 nm

(b)

Absorbance at 254 nm
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Fig. 3-3 Cilnidipine iZ#&/ L 7= R D HILIC B— F2ER L7l () FEEEM: (b)
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3 HILIC E— F Tl L - ERMLFRPBLEEAMB DA F LR TR
RITEICH BT e o 7o 4y BERTRE 72 B ENFR S OFEFIC BV T, ARIFFEIC L W BAJE L7z A 4 1k
RO FRET VA L, FEEEIERMICR WO THBIEELE R 60%~80%, ' 17— 7 i
I3 300°C~600°C, % t'F J —EEIL 0.8~1.2 KV ZHaM L L, = — EBENG 2 5283/
SN ENELFE B 2HOBEND oD THRED 15V TREE L7, B Lz TRlET L
Z RV, _EFLO#PH T NN-dimethylaniline ® 1 4 Abzh= %z FRI L7z, —HlE L THFrET U —
J£% 1.0 kV CTHEE L, AHEEE 7o —70E & Tl RIE OBfR%E 3D 77 71 LI-#ER%
Fig. 3-4 127 d, RTHET /MIFET —F OHIFANTHIUL, EEDO/NNT A —Z —DEIZBIT 5
TRRIEZRDD Z LN TEDH, Y u—T7{RES00°C, AHEIALEE 3 60% T DA A ALh=n 2
ITIEHRWIENGD D, ¥Y TV —EEAZET S EEBEORTZFEM LR, 77 718
72 LOKV ARG B Thote, 2D LT, ERBFEIRICE TN DEEX ks GTI %
S7BET % HPLC SR{bD#PHNIREY . ZOFR SN LFMICIB W THIE LI FIEC IV RS A A
NEENRPE L RDFME R TED T E RSN,

“.(' kofo\ Pr-o b@

e 60 600 )
X co® 550 mper
en 65 5 at
g™ M0 45 Ure
\C T 400 (ct\)

Fig. 3-4 N,N-Dimethylaniline A # > {tZ= 2 FH L7=3D /57
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WIZ, T & DR L E ST VLT, cilnidipine %12 1-phenylpiperazine & T8 N,N-
dimethylaniline % %N L 7= ¥ > 7 /L Z §iffi & [AERIZ ZIC-HILIC T/r#ff L MSHIE L7=, ICHMT7 A
K74 Tix, GTI DU R T X 5 AEIEIL 1.5 ug/person/day & EDH HALTW5, 1 H
O H5ENFERBRE T 10 mg OF4, 1.5 pglperson/day 1XFK D 150 ppm (2445, AFE], 1
mg/mL @ cilnidipine {Z5%F L. 80 ppm @ N,N-dimethylaniline Z %l URRGEZ FEhi L 7=, GTI OB X
72 RIE & T RIE DGR % Table 3- 1127”3, AL RN 70%, 60% 0D S&fF THRIZ K &
IR TN TR DTz, A F LEIT FIA B TR THREEZ4 L TS, HPLC 717
LTHHER DO E— 271/ L TRERTFRBENRBO DNTFRIT, BT L0607 Y —RIZkd
A0 EZ bID, 7V — R&iX, A7 LEEMD S OSMRERD ORI LV A S D8
VI TTT R TFADIE TS, LCIMS 72 EDEEESTOHEE. 7 — RAREZ N EAN
I TTIRIAZXNEL R TREME T T2 0355, — T, BNCHENE L7z methyl 4-
aminobenzoate |2 431} %5 FIA TO RIE &, ZIC-HILIC T4y#ff% @ RIE O i % Table 3-2 (2R 323,
AR RPGEDLNTRY . REOZT T IHMEEY DS T RELMORFEICBIKFT 2 EEAbN
%

Table3-1 Cilnidipine (2% L 72 N,N-Dimethylaniline @ HILIC/MS % v 7= Z#| RIE & F#I
RIE Mg

Observed Predicted Organic content Probe Capillary
Cone voltage (V)

RIE RIE (%) temperature (°C) voltage (kV)
0.88 0.68 80 300 15 0.8
1.00 0.86 80 500 15 1
0.94 0.87 80 600 15 1
0.76 0.86 70 400 15 0.8
0.69 0.88 70 500 15 0.8
0.55 0.92 70 600 15 1.2
0.45 1.05 60 400 15 1
0.46 1.06 60 500 15 1
0.36 0.97 60 300 15 1.2
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Table 3-2 Methyl 4-aminobenzoate % AV /2 FIAIZ & 5 3EH| RIE & ZIC-HILIC THRE#%DE
¥l RIE D kg

Observed RIE . Organic Probe Cone Capillary
Modifier type
FIA HPLC content (%) | temperature (°C) | voltage (V) voltage (kV)
0.85 0.80 Formic acid 60 300 11 0.8
0.53 0.49 Formic acid 40 450 19 1.0
0.56 0.69 TFA 80 300 15 1.0
0.38 0.43 TFA 60 450 15 12
Ammonium
0.02 0.01 60 600 15 1.0
acetate
Ammonium
0.02 0.01 40 300 19 1.2
acetate
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AR NG

ARETIE, FEOEFKMFEIES GTI OoWEBEAEE L, BASFHEYE % B3I
L. HPLC TH DO E— 71220\ C, RFPRET VM LA A AR O TR AT RED AT L
7

GTI OET /LA WIZIX NN-dimethylaniline % vy, THIET/VEHZREREEFEI T < FIA T 520
LCIMS /3T A —Z —DZEh 3 KHEDH G o8 TYER L7z 135 ORIESMTH72 RIE &, B
L7z SVM O FRIET V57 RIE Z# ik L7c & Z A RMSE = 0.207 & 7e b BAZ L= Tl
TN EET = Z IRV b B L CH TRINFATRE CTH D Z L 2R LTz,

WIZ, T VEHEFIE S LT cilnidipine 2 v, R#ligy) 2 f87E L 7= 1-phenylpiperazine & GTIE
7 UAEA % N N-dimethylaniline Z #I L C HILIC |2 & B3 Bkiat 21T -2 & 2 A, FERIeIES/:o
I LR 60%~80% D HEPH CRMEM DA 1T % Z L 72 < LCIMS DRIERRETH 5 Z & 3
LTl oT-, LT, ZOBEHESMHOHFAIZENT, B LETHET V2 EH LEE DS
I35 RIE D FPRIMELZG D HIEAMSE LT, LaLAaN S, EEIC cilnidipine 1© 1-
phenylpiperazine & N,N-dimethylaniline Z %0 L 724 > 7" /L % ZIC-HILIC T/r#fL MSHIE L7- & 2
A, ERMO RIE & TFHIO RIE 2RV THBEEBELL RS 70%, 60%0D S THRAIZ K & 72 TepfEn 38
bz, ZDOFRRELTH T LNEDT ) — N ENEZOND, Bk, HPLC T A Th
B O B — 7 1ZxF L TER E e PRERZENTRD L7203, FIAICBW IR 2 THNEE A A L,
Sy BEFTRE LB ENH OFPHIZ W T, FEEDORMFIZE T 2 THIRIE 2155 Z & A HIRT,
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weIE

EHGTO GTHIDT 27 ETH DNABREGE LGS E Z T ARENH D720, MEEENLEL
R0 EVRRRNE LIS 25 LCIMS 1258 ) 72— & LTI SIS, LCIMS @ ESIIZ
BT DALEMDA F ALENEIT, LCIMS DR T A =5 — ALEWFER EOERIZ K-> T
BEzidb, LU G, LCIMS /X7 A —4 — L{L B L FIRFIZE[E Lo A A ALEhR T
BB e A I E Tl o 72, BLEERBSE X . A CIXERMEREEZET S5 2
EEEAE AR L UT-fEE 0ol 7e LCIMS A 4 AL FRNEO B = B L LTz

# 1 ECIIERL T O L7z 10 OEWZE VT, 520D LCIMS /XT A —HZ—D%
nEN 3 KEOHMAGDETIER LTz 135 DR TENAENT — 2 G E2FEMi LTz, {LEWNT
LCIMS /T A —X& —Z @i, ©— 7 miEz BMEEE L CEBIRDI 21TV, E— 7 HED
TRETNVERS LI & 2 ARG TRIFERZ7R L, LCIMS /X7 A —& —TE— 7 mfEHn T3l AT
RBThDZEVHALMNTRoTe, —H T, HMEEMEARIR TE D L) ITEERMETHIES
72 RIE Z HIZER L L, LCIMS T A —# —Z i L LT 10 Db & & - EH B 4T
EATo7c L TATHRRZETRE LS A F A2 TR 2121%, bRt 2 B £ 7 AV ITH
KT L THENN ET5EEZ BN,

5 2 ETIL LCIMS /T X — 2 — 1Tz, ALEWREEMIGA LTS FRIET VAT 5720,
bR 2 oy R CHUAFL L. GA I K D ZBEURIR L 721212, SVM & W7ot 738 217 -
oo FHT =2 L3I T TBWERIET — 22 HWNW TN T —va vy 2H L& 2 A,
RMSE 1% 0.123, R?/%0.97 BN THEE 2R LT,

B 3ETHAFEOAAMZRRAT S -0IC, 2EF—ZIChVWELEHEEYE NN-
dimethylaniline @1 A Abh= D Tl % FEhin U7z, #ESL L 7-#tk 78 €7 112 N,N-dimethylaniline
Doyl T a2 MRA L, flix OFMICEBIT S RIE O TRIME & FERIEAZ R L7 2 A, RMSE =
0.207 FREE D FHIKEEE23MG B A7z, LCIMS O @R T ARS8 T3V T Falifb 2 hhed 2 Hl Sef:
ELTHAMRREZAL TR, AR LETRIET ANEE T — X220 b BTt
LCHTHIREETH D Z ENmENT, F=. 7 NVEELFI cilnidipine IZ A #fii) 2 F8E L7- 1-
phenylpiperazine & GTI €7 VL& TH 5 N,N-dimethylaniline Z ¥ L 7= > 7 /v % v, HPLC
THBftEOE— 27120 TC, KATFHET VEEA Lz, BB L7ZFIEICLY HPLC 7 CirRE s
NOHEPIZIB N TR A T AN EL ROFMFEHEBTE LI EBNRENT, LNLRNRD,
AL R DR THRHIO RIE & FHRIO RIEIZBWTRE RTERENFE O b7,

ARWFFE CIXEIRM IS VM LG 2 DI L7z 72, el KO e mixemo
BREBRLETH D, £, SEIOKRFHIITEZD 2o 72> LCIMS /3T A —& — (GHEB O
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H, BT A7 7 AV RER L) 1ToWT b RO RAIC L 0 PREREOTRET M2 5 7
MDD B,

ARG B L Lo B2 DHFSCOHERIZ L0 | B8 2 O EERA R GTI o> iuE
RAHHEBTE DS ATREIC AR Y . RSB O DB SN,
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KR

RI

I 7 L—R fiAa

acetonitrile HPLC EA R v o

ammonium acetate Rk EA R v o
N-(3-amino-4-methoxyphenyl)acetamide >98.0% HRU bRk T3S
4-aminomethyl-tetrahydropyran >97% (RN i (D Sy an
butyl 4-aminobenzoate >99.0% HOR bRk 3Rt
cilnidipine >98.0% R bRk T3S
N-nitrosodipropylamine >98.0% O bRk T3kt
N,N-dimethylaniline Rtk [EE AN i D Ea e
ethyl 3-aminobenzoate >97.0% W bR T3t

formic acid LC/MS Femtise T3kt

isopropyl 4-aminobenzoate >98.0% HOR bRk 3Rt

methyl 4-aminobenzoate >98.0% O bRk T3kt

methyl 4-amino-2-chlorobenzoate >95% Matrix Scientific

methyl 4-(methylamino)benzoate >98% Alfa Aesar

1-phenylpiperazine >98.0% bRk TRl
trifluoroacetic acid Rk EA R v o

ZKiE Milli-Q Integral 15 BBk &  (Merck Millipore, Tokyo, Japan) (2 & 0 $liE U 7= 80
Kafi LT,

KE

PEEA A fitha

pH 7 HM-30R WHLT ¢ — 4 — & — Rt
UHPLC ACQUITY UPLC H-class Waters Corporation

MS ACQUITY QDa Waters Corporation

ET KR ME235S Sartorius
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7 =T
i

N—Tg v

fiia

Empower3

Microsoft Excel 2010

7.41.00.00
Office 365 /X—<7 = 2002

Waters Corporation

Microsoft Corporation

JMP 14.2.0 SAS Institute Inc.

MOE 2019.0102 Chemical Computing Group

R 3.6.3 -

RRyr—v

E4xi Ry lr = H

caret Classification and Regression Training. R package version 6.0-85, 2020.
https://cran.r-project.org/package=caret.

dplyr Hadley Wickham, Romain Francois, Lionel Henry and Kirill Muller (2020). dplyr: A
Grammar of Data Manipulation. R package version 0.8.5.
https://CRAN.R-project.org/package=dplyr

gaselect Genetic Algorithm (GA) for Variable Selection from High-Dimensional Data. R package
version 1.0.7., 2019. https://cran.r-project.org/package=gaselect.

ggplot2 H. Wickham. ggplot2: Elegant Graphics for Data Analysis. Springer-Verlag New York,
2016.

kernlab Kernlab - An S4 Package for Kernel Methods in R. Journal of Statistical Software 11(9) ,
1-20, 2004. http://www.jstatsoft.org/v11/i09/.

1% 5 1 HOEREE

B Bk

Wkl : Table 1-112R L7z 10 FEO/LEY
FUBHAMRR © 0.1%XEKIAK & 78 h= bt U /L% 40:60 (vIV) CIRFN L 738K, 0.01% TFA KA
L7 b=k UL%E 40:60 (VIV) CIRFN L7-7A1R. 5 mM BEfE T > & = 7 LNFRTER &

7 b=k VL% 40:60 (VIV) TIRFI L 7ZIAHR D 3D

B OREEIC G THM L7,
FUBHATE - SUBHRIRIR 13 0.2 pg/mL,

BEIH

BEH A 1 0.1% (VIV) SEEKIRIK
BEfH B : 0.01% (v/v) TFA /KIAK
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BEFE C : 5 mM FEEE T o = 7 L EETE (pH 7.0)

BEMED: 7TER=FU L

UHPLC &4

T

T—F

BEatHIR G (7 b= KU ADKRBEME)

HENE

GIMTIRERH]

MS St
A F I —A
A FNbE— R

HWEE—R:

75— 7R (°C) :
a—EE (V)

Xy U5 ) —EIE (KV) :
FoTV T — b

HIENE

0.5 mL/min
TAITTT 47T
80%, 60%, 40%

2L

=

3

P

ESI
ROT 4 TAFE—R
SIR

miz = FALE I OIM + H]*
300, 450, 600

11, 15,19

0.8,1.0,1.2

10 points/sec

Table 1-21Z7RL7= 520D LCIMS /3T A — X —DFEFN 3AKHEIZBNT, IMP & A\ 7-EE
SEET 135 DA ERR LTz, $72 5 LCIMS 73T A — 2 — DR 672 5 135 5%
WT, ZMbEW%E FIATHIE L, =2 HEOT — X 2B LT,

7 — Z bt

T YN DN TEEW T LG b iV B — 7 TR & AR TR O T M OV BRI L 2R T~

L. B Tr 7 7zt o7,

% 1E F 28 OERBE
F—y

1w BEIHiCHE LT —Z 2 Hn-,
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T — 4 T

IMP Z T4 LCIMS /T A — 2 — il AR, v — 7 iz BASE L L THEEYRT 21T
o7z, 3IWETER LA TEYR L, FHME & TRIED 7 Z 7 ] O LogWorth fifl & & T eft & &
AL,

18 B 3EDERERIE
RIE @ H [H]Z2(Z B84 2 Fas
) AR
£ © Methyl 4-aminobenzoate
FBHAMRIE © 0.1% KK L 78 F = VU L% 40:60 (VIV) TIEFI L 72181K. 0.01% TFA K%
WRE T b=k VL% 40:60 (VIV) TIRFI L7ZIATE. 5mM BEER T o & = 7 LERMETR

L7 b=k U L% 40:60 (VIV) TIREFN L7-1A1R O 3FEORENAfRE Z HE L, K
R ORBEIC ALY THEH LT,
FUBHAR « SUBHAIRIR X 0.2 pg/mL,

HE &
H1E B LEOSRMBICHEL T,
HEANE

methyl 4-aminobenzoate % T, JIE H 22 272 RIE &R, HM M2 R L7,

HENF TS K DGR A A Azh R0 T

T

Fl1E FLIHTHUE LT =X &2,

T — & AT

% LCIMS /37 A —4 — %%, RIE # HIZAHE LT R # W EBIROH 21772, 3
WETEELZZHACTHIF L, FEE FHEO 77 7 &2 Ui, £, 3HEKX (2) 1290,
RMSE Z# % L7z,

UTIZCRDa— R&ERT,

#7477V —DEIrIAI
library(ggplot2)
library(dplyr)

HT — RN TR

data <- read.csv("dataset_R.csv")
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data <- data %>%
slice(1:1435)

#RIBMED & 54T 2 HIBR

data <- na.omit(data)

#E AT

model_Im <- Im(Area_STD ~. "3, data = data)
summary(model_Im)

pred_Im <- predict(model_Im, newdata = data)

RMSE_Im <- sgrt(sum((pred_Im - data$Area_STD)"2)/nrow(data))

#7771k
tibble(actual_RIE = data$Area_STD, predicted_RIE = pred_Im) %>%
ggplot(aes(x = actual_RIE, y = predicted_RIE)) +
xlim(-0.5, 4) +
ylim(-0.5, 4) +
geom_point() +
geom_abline(slope = 1, intercept = 0, color = "red", size = 1, alpha = 0.5)+
annotate("text", x =0, y = 3, label = paste("RMSE =",round(RMSE_Im, 3)), size =7)

52 5 1 Hi0 EREBIE
Oy T REIR T~ DA R
BE
Table 1 - 11T/ L7z 10 DAL EW DAL FHEEZ MOEICA v F L, 3 F8i 17 2RI L Tl
fifHT9% LowModeMD[41] % ] U CLERLE A F57=, £ 2775 2D K UF3D DRtk F- A H /) L7z,

CMEMT LT XA
74

F1E EIGCHE LT —¥ 2 Wi,

T — 5 fENT

RAZMWTLCIMS /RF A —H — « 3 5Ll 72 & RIEIC T 2 BEAKAEINT 5720, GAIC
LBt 1T o702, 1 T L oYeaiko% (populationSize) % 100, %% (numGenerations)
Z 1500, BTN DA O R/ MR KIEEZ 13/15, @A EN & < A B2 Tl & kv 5 Y
KD (elitism) % 10 LE%E L7z, BAE %K 5 J71EIL PLS (Partial Least Squares) £z £ L

770 ARV IR LEE S DX TN 7 o AN F— g U TEM LT,
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UTICRDa—R&EmRT,

#X I — U DFERIA S
library(gaselect)
library(tidyr)
library(dplyr)

#T— Z DFEIIA T~

dataset <- read.csv("dataset R.csv")

# FEYEAL
data_norm <- dataset
for (i in 2:ncol(data_norm)){
data_norm[, i] <- (data_norml[, i] - min(data_norml[, i])) / (max(data_norm([, i])- min(data_norm[, i]))

¥

#ONHAN) T =2 a v OFT —H &<

datatest <- data_norm %>%
slice(1436:nrow(data_norm))

data_norm <- data_norm %>%
slice(1:1435)

#iEFEME NA OAT Z HIBR
datatest <- filter(datatest, Area_STD !="NA")
data_norm <- filter(data_norm, Area_STD != "NA")

#HIE(E% L
data_norm <- cbind(data_norm, index = sample(1:nrow(data_norm)))
data_norm <- data_norm[order(data_norm[ncol(data_norm)]), ]

data_norm <- data_norm[, -ncol(data_norm)]

#train data 7> 5 23 #HS 0 D51 % HI bR

data_nZero <- select(data_norm, -nearZeroVar(data_norm,names = TRUE))

#GA-PLS
ctrl <- genAlgControl(populationSize = 100, numGenerations = 1500, minVariables = 13, maxVariables =

15, elitism = 10, mutationProbability = 0.01, crossover = ¢("random"), verbosity = 1)
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evaluatorRDCV <- evaluatorPLS(humReplications = 5, innerSegments = 10, outerSegments = 3,
numThreads = 1)

set.seed(12345)

X <-as.matrix(data_nZero[, -1])

y <- drop(data_nZzero[, 1]);

result <- genAlg(y, X, control = ctrl, evaluator = evaluatorRDCV, seed = 123)

2 B B 2B DEBRERE
BFEET LT XLDAY V==
T4
F1E FIHTHE LT —% % iz,
T — & AT

GA DM TR ST/ FRtili 1- & LCIMS D/RF X — 2 —% G THAL L L, BiE
BRIEZTHUTHREOTNAY ALRIROTZD, REHAWTHEMFE T VI X LDORT ) —=
VT RPN LT, BIBENE & IERRIERRD 8 2D T T XA THEEZIT o2, BIERRSIE
WIET v (linear model), V v P[EF (ridge). 7 VIaljg (lasso) . #B47r#/s 2 Flnl)w (PLS)
IR L7z, IEMIZEYE D BIE k foli 5715 (KNN) . IRZEAR (CART), 7 Z L7+ LA b

(random forest), HAR— b7 X —< > (SVM) Z&IR L7z, L5 07 02 F—v
3 THE LI RMSE TfTo 7,

UFIZROa— RERT,

# X — T DFEIIA IR
library(ggplot2)
library(tidyr)
library(dplyr)
library(caret)
library(randomForest)
library(kernlab)

#T — X DI AT

dataset <- read.csv("dataset_R.csv")

# IR
data_norm <- dataset
for (i in 2:ncol(data_norm)){

data_norml, i] <- (data_norm[, i] - min(data_norm([, i])) / (max(data_norm[, i])- min(data_norm[, i]))}
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#ANERANY T =2 a DT —H w2 <

datatest <- data_norm %>%
slice(1436:nrow(data_norm))

data_norm <- data_norm %>%
slice(1:1435)

#NA DT Z HIFR
datatest <- filter(datatest, Area_STD !="NA")
data_norm <- filter(data_norm, Area_STD !="NA")

#IEE 2L
data_norm <- cbind(data_norm, index = sample(1:nrow(data_norm)))
data_norm <- data_norm[order(data_norm[ncol(data_norm)]), ]

data_norm <- data_norm[, -ncol(data_norm)]

#train data 7> 5 23 #HS 0 DB % HIBR

data_nZero <- select(data_norm, -nearZeroVar(data_norm,names = TRUE))

#GA TEBIR SN2/ T A—H | LCIMS /X A —Z T U X MERL
X1<-c('E_rele',FASA..1" 'radius','mr", 'SlogP_VSAG®E', "Weight', 'vsurf_EDminZ1,
'vsurf_W8''SMR_VSAGE','ASA_P', 'a_aro',/E_nb")

columnList <- data.frame(X1) #make columnList
columnList.vector<-as.vector(columnList[,1])
parameter.vector<-as.vector(colnames(dataset[,2:8]))

columnList.bind <- c(columnList.vector, parameter.vector)

data.selected <- select(.data = data_norm, columnList.bind)

data.selected <- chind(data_norm[, 1],data.selected)

names(data.selected)[ c(1)] <- c(names(data_norm)[ c(1)])

#Caret (Z L DAV UV —= 7
library(caret)
models <- tibble(model = c("'Linear model”, "Random forest”, "SVM (rbf)", "lasso", "PLS", "Ridge",
"KNN", "CART"),
method =c("Im", "rf", "svmRadial", "lasso", "pls", "ridge", "knn", "rpart2"),
RMSE = ¢(NA))
trControl <- trainControl(method = "repeatedcv", number = 5, repeats = 3)
set.seed(1234)
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for (i in 1:nrow(models)) {
model_temp <- train(Area_STD ~., data = data.selected, method = models$method[i],
tuneLength = 10, trControl = trControl)
models$RMSE[i] <- min(model_temp[["results"]]$RMSE)

}

#7774k
ggplot(data = models, aes(x = reorder(model, -RMSE), y = RMSE)) +
geom_bar(stat = "identity") +

coord_flip()

SVM % Witk 738 £ 7 L D ik
T4
FBIEFLIETUE LT — X2 HW -,

75 T

A== RN THREE 2R L7z SYVM IZ DWW Clifb & MGEE i L7z, B — 2% /VES
BZix, 7T 2B 2 RS H R WA ICHOC B R AR T Y v T v — v E
FHWNTZ[42), Fifb L7o A =R T A =2 — (X, I —VEBOIRR Y ZHlild 5> 7~ DfE L |
MAERTRT DIEERT AA NI A—F—DETH D, 10 LEMTEHR LT —F% 7 X A
ftL., 8% 2 DUETHE T4ty NeRGET —Z &y D 20D T NV—F125 0, £T. %
BFr—4ty FEHAWTSYM 7L 3 Y X AOEGELEITV, A EE T VRS L, KIZ,
A=V K77 NLIERGEET — %> b &2 LT RIE OTFRIZITV, FEAIME & FHIEL S RMSE

DHEELIT> T2,
PLFICR D a— R&ERT,

# N =D DFEIRIA T
library(ggplot2)
library(tidyr)
library(dplyr)

library(kernlab)
# T — B DFEFIAI

dataset <- read.csv("dataset_R.csv")
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HHETE(L
data_norm <- dataset
for (i in 2:ncol(data_norm)){
data_norml, i] <- (data_norml[, i] - min(data_norml[, i])) / (max(data_norm([, i])- min(data_norm[, i]))

¥

#ONE AN T —2 a3 v OT —Z <

datatest <- data_norm %>%
slice(1436:nrow(data_norm))

data_norm <- data_norm %>%
slice(1:1435)

#NA D17 2 HIBR
datatest <- filter(datatest, Area_STD != "NA")
data_norm <- filter(data_norm, Area_STD !="NA")

#IEE(ER AL
data_norm <- chind(data_norm, index = sample(1:nrow(data_norm)))
data_norm <- data_norm[order(data_norm[ncol(data_norm)]), ]

data_norm <- data_norm[, -ncol(data_norm)]

#train data 7> 5 438D 0 D % HiI bR

data_nZero <- select(data_norm, -nearZeroVar(data_norm,names = TRUE))

HGA TEIRINT2/8T A —H — & LCIMS /RT XA —4 —TVU A MEK
X1<-c('E_rele'FASA..1"'radius','mr', 'SlogP_VSA®E', 'Weight', 'vsurf_EDminl’, ‘vsurf_W8', 'SMR_VSA®G',
'ASA _P', 'a_aro', 'E_nb")

columnList <- data.frame(X1) #make columnList

columnList.vector<-as.vector(columnList[,1])

parameter.vector<-as.vector(colnames(dataset[,2:8]))

columnList.bind <- c(columnList.vector, parameter.vector)

data.selected <- select(.data = data_norm, columnList.bind)

data.selected <- chind(data_norm[, 1],data.selected)

names(data.selected)[ c(1)] <- c(names(data_norm)[ c(1)])

columnList
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#SVR

d <- floor(nrow(data.selected) * 0.8)

formula.model <- as.formula(paste(colnames(data.selected)[1], "~."))

model <- ksvm(formula.model, data = data.selected[1:d, ], type="eps-svr" kernel="rbfdot" kpar =
list(sigma=0.08),cross=5, C=5)

test <- data.frame(actual_RIE = data.selected[(d + 1):nrow(data.selected), 1], predicted_RIE =
predict(model, data.selected[(d + 1):nrow(data.selected), 2:ncol(data.selected)]))

RMSE <- round(sgrt(sum((test$actual_RIE - test$predicted_RIE)"2)/(nrow(data.selected) - d)), 5)

#7774k
res <- summary(Im(formula = predicted_RIE ~ ., data = test))
rl = round(res$r.squared, digits = 3)
ggplot(data = test, aes(x = actual_RIE, y = predicted_RIE)) +
geom_point() +
geom_smooth(method = Im, se = FALSE) +
xlim(-0.1, 4) +
ylim(-0.1, 4) +
annotate("text", x=0.2, y=2.5, label = as.character(paste("RMSE =", round(RMSE, 3)), size =6)) +
annotate("text",x = 0.2, y = 2, label = as.character(paste("R2 = ", round(rl, 2))), size =4)

B 3E B 1 HiDEREBIE
N,N-Dimethylaniline ® RIE 2
T R
kL © N,N-Dimethylaniline
FBHAMRIL © 0.1%F MK L 7 & F = kU L% 40:60 (v/v) TIRFN L 72¥HZ. 0.01% TFA KIS
LT b=k UL%E 40:60 (VIV) TIREFN L7211, 5 mM BT o & = v MEETER &
7 b=k YU bZ 40:60 (viv) THRAN L 72RO 3TOMEHAHE Z B L. KA
EFHOFIEIC G TR L7,
BRI - RUBHATR IR FE 13 0.08 pg/mL,
B S

B E LHORMIHEL T,

132 FH1IH L REBEIC, 2725 LCIMS /8T A — X —DfLAHE o TYER L 7= 135 DS T FIA
ExFEE L, ©—27HBEOT—% 25 LT,
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T — X M
FEX (1) ZHWTEED RIEZEH LT,

N,N-Dimethylaniline ™ RIE -
7 T

MOE % T N,N-dimethylaniline DfbFHiE 2 55 2 72 55 1 HiO i L 72 #fE o it 1o &
Hal7-, TOHEMNL, 5 2 % 5§ 1HIT GA IZ LV EITNT- 12 OFLaR 1 'E_rele', 'FASA..1', 'radius),
'mr', 'SlogP_VSAG®', 'Weight', 'vsurf EDmin1', 'vsurf W8', 'SMR_VSAG', 'ASA_P', 'a_aro', 'E_nb'®fE %
SVM O FHIIE T /MTARA L, 135 D LCIMS /3T A — & —D#lA&DHIZEB1T D RIE O T HIfEZ FH
L7z, FE»HELNI RIE & FREZ VT RMSE Z5HH L7z,

LUTFIZRD=2— RERT,

# N =D DFEIRIA T
library(ggplot2)
library(tidyr)

library(dplyr)
library(kernlab)

# 7 — 2 DA~

dataset <- read.csv("dataset_R.csv")

# FRYE(L
data_norm <- dataset
for (i in 2:ncol(data_norm)){
data_norm[, i] <- (data_norml[, i] - min(data_norm[, i])) / (max(data_norm([, i])- min(data_norm[, i]))

¥

#INHNY T =2 a DT — 2 <

datatest <- data_norm %>%
slice(1436:nrow(data_norm))

data_norm <- data_norm %>%
slice(1:1435)

#NA DT % HIER
datatest <- filter(datatest, Area_STD != "NA")
data_norm <- filter(data_norm, Area_STD !="NA")
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#IE(EZ L
data_norm <- chind(data_norm, index = sample(1:nrow(data_norm)))
data_norm <- data_norm[order(data_norm[ncol(data_norm)]), ]

data_norm <- data_norm[, -ncol(data_norm)]

#train data 7> 5 438D 0 DFI % IR

data_nZero <- select(data_norm, -nearZeroVar(data_norm,names = TRUE))

HEINE N /8T A—H +LCIMS /3T A —4 TU A MERK

X1<-c('E_rele', 'FASA..1', 'radius', 'mr', 'SlogP_VSA®6', "Weight', 'vsurf_EDminl', 'vsurf_W8', 'SMR_VSAG',
'ASA _P','a_aro', 'E_nb")

columnList <- data.frame(X1) #make columnList

columnList.vector<-as.vector(columnList[,1])

parameter.vector<-as.vector(colnames(dataset[,2:8]))

columnList.bind <- c(columnList.vector, parameter.vector)

data.selected <- select(.data = data_norm, columnList.bind)

data.selected <- chind(data_norm[, 1],data.selected)

names(data.selected)[ c(1)] <- c(names(data_norm)[ c(1)])

#IFGET — 2 & > b B EHGEN
datatest.select <- select(.data = datatest, columnList.bind)
datatest.select <- cbind(datatest[, 1],datatest.select)

names(datatest.select)[ c(1)] <- c(names(datatest)[ c¢(1)])

#NE AN F— g v
formula.model <- as.formula(paste(colnames(data.selected)[1], "~."))
model2 <- ksvm(formula.model, data = data.selected, type="eps-svr" kernel="rbfdot" kpar =
list(sigma=0.08),cross=5, C=5)
test2 <- data.frame(actual = datatest.select[,1 ], predicted = predict(model2, datatest.select[,
2:ncol(datatest.select)]))
RMSE <- round(sqrt(sum((test2$actual - test2$predicted)”2)/(nrow(datatest.select))), 5)
ggplot(data = test2, aes(x = actual, y = predicted)) +

geom_point() +

xlim(-0.5, 2) +

ylim(-0.5, 2) +

geom_abline(colour = "red", alpha = 0.5, size = 1, linetype = 2) +
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annotate("text", x=0.2, y=0.9, label = as.character(paste("RMSE =", RMSE)))

5 3E B 2 HiDEREE

I R

#E ¢ cilnidipine, 1-phenylpiperazine, N,N-dimethylaniline

AEHAMEE © 0.1% XL 7 h= kU L% 2:8 CIEFI L7 IRIR &2 B & L7z,

FREHAYK - cilnidipine 12 1 mg/mL, 1-phenylpiperazine } O° N,N-dimethylaniline i% 4 pg/mL (272 %
F ORI 2 T L7z,

BEitH

BEIE A : 0.1% (VIV) XFE/KIRIR
FEFE B : 0.01% (v/v) TFA KIRIK
BE#HD: 7 h=FU L

UHPLC 414
TIHT T T I ZIC-HILIC (K. 1% 3.5 um, 4.6 mm 1.Dx150 mm, Merck Millipore)
ik 0.5 mL/min
ET— R TAITTT AT
BEMHIESH (7 h=F  80%, 60%, 40%
U IVDKRIGENE)
EAE 2 uL
S HTIRFIH] - 1557
UV i Higs 254 nm
AN IS/ S Ve N 20 points/sec
5 3 E 5 3B D ERBRE
B RTRE e B B SR S 38 1T B A A AR T
7 — B fRMT

% 3 F &5 1 #i TERK L 72 N,N-dimethylaniline ® THIE 7 /L& W C, AT O#PHIZE T 5 RIE
DOTREIT- T2, HOHIT TR RIEDOFERZ IMPIZELY iAZ, il 7 T 7 &Hiuviz,
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TT AT 7A Y =D a— I AT bR 7 —7 R Xy tT U —
TS V) (VIV %) (°C) B (KV)
60 300 0.8
65 350 0.9
e 5 70 400 1.0
75 500 11
80 550 1.2
- 600 -

5Bl PTRE 72 B BIFR S REDH IS 1) % 1 A B Rh =R

I EAEE

#E ¢ cilnidipine, 1-phenylpiperazine, N,N-dimethylaniline

AREHAMRNE © 0.1%XBR L 7 h= kU /L% 2:8 TR L2 &2 sfEHARRR & LT,

FBHZA - cilnidipine 1% 1 mg/mL. 1-phenylpiperazine (% 0.2 pg/mL, N,N-dimethylaniline (% 0.08
ug/mL (272 % £ 9 ICRBHAR Z 3L L 7=,

BEH

BEFE A : 0.1% (VIv) XERKIA TR

BEFED: 7 R=KrVU /L

LC/IMS &ttt
LFDQODOFRMTT —X 245 L=,
AT HTR I 3R 7 — 7R a—EE FrEg)—
(VIV %) (°C) ) BIE (kV)
80 300 15 0.8
80 500 15 1
80 600 15 1
70 400 15 0.8
70 500 15 0.8
70 600 15 1.2
60 400 15 1
60 500 15 1
60 300 15 1.2

50



e
T— K
HEAE

SIMTIRFH -

X —=R
A FALE— R :

HEE— R :

HFY T — b

ZIC-HILIC (kK. 7-4% 3.5 um, 4.6 mm 1.Dx150 mm, Merck Millipore)

0.5 mL/min
TAITTT AT
2uL

154y

ESI
RNOT A TAFE—FR
SIR

mfz =122.1

10 points/sec

Methyl 4-aminobenzoate % FHV 7= FIA & HPLC 434 @ RIE kg

HEEAEE

#El : Methyl 4-aminobenzoate

ARBHAMRIK © 0.1%XMe L 7 F= F U /L% 4:6 TR L7 RIR & SRBRARRIR & LTz,
AEHAE : Methyl 4-aminobenzoate (% 0.2 pg/mL (272 % X 9 ([ZaUERRIR 2 8L L 7=,

BEte

BEH A 1 0.1% (VIv) XEEKIRIK
BEfH B : 0.01% (v/v) TFA KIAK
BEE C : 5 mM BEER T > = U ARETETIR

BEMED: 7TER=FU L
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LC/MS 1

IFD 6 >ORMETT— 2 20 LT,

TTFAT AT | AHSELR | o TR a— L HBE ¥rEoU—
A (VIV %) (°C) (V) BIE (kV)
X 60 300 11 0.8
Xz 40 450 19 1.0
TFA 80 300 15 1.0
TFA 60 450 15 1.2

Wil 7 e =1 A 60 600 15 1.0

WEle 7 B =17 A 40 300 19 1.2

PR :

GIMTIRERH]

X —=R
A+ AbE— K :

HWEE—R:

HoFY T — b

ZIC-HILIC (K. 1% 3.5 um, 4.6 mm 1.Dx150 mm, Merck Millipore)

XL FIA

0.5 mL/min

TAITTT 47

2L
FIA: 34
HPLC: 15 %y

ESI

WoT 4 TAFE—NR

SIR
mfz =152.1

10 points/sec
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Jele S FREAE b B B, NPT AR AR ERRE Ot i FdR. [RIATTERE AT
SRR ST T BIRICIREH OB AR L ET,

AWFFECH Y ML X L RWERE G A TIEED  BITT DU > TERRDEEEZTAX
£ LT 2T 7 AR AL BEREANAES WIPEATZEAT ook 22 P, [RAFZERT AR EA =R
RS EHB L ET, Flo, AMREZZITTHICHTD T —F VA = A0 E T8RN
W [RIBFZERT BT 2848 RIS & VD G L £9,

REZEER A, B LR ARMRUSHIEE Rt 2 A T 28 o Ie LR REEBEE AN TR Bl
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