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Delsoline, a major alkaloid ofDelphinium anthriscifoliumHance, has both a curare-like effect and a ganglion-blocking effect and is
used to relieve muscle tension or hyperkinesia. A ultraperformance liquid chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry (UPLC-
MS/MS) method was established for the determination of delsoline in mouse blood, and the pharmacokinetics of delsoline after
intravenous administration (1mg/kg) and intragastric administration (9, 6, and 3mg/kg) were studied. Gelsenicine served as an
internal standard, and a UPLC BEH C18 chromatographic column was used. /e mobile phase consisted of acetonitrile and 0.1%
formic acid; the gradient elution flow rate was 0.4mL/min./eMRMmodel was used for the quantitative analysis of delsolinem/z
468.3⟶108.1 and the internal standard m/z 327.1⟶296.1. Mouse blood samples were treated with acetonitrile precipitation to
remove proteins. In the concentration range of 0.1–1000 ng/mL, delsoline in mouse blood showed a good linearity (r2> 0.995),
and the lower limit of quantitation was 0.1 ng/mL. /e intraday precision relative standard deviation (RSD) was below 14%, and
the interday precision RSD was below 15%. /e accuracy ranged between 94.3% and 110.1%, the average recovery was above
90.8%, and the matrix effect ranged between 97.0% and 102.5%. /e UPLC-MS/MS method was sensitive, rapid, and selective in
the study of pharmacokinetics of delsoline. /e absolute bioavailability of delsoline was 20.9%.

1. Introduction

Delphinium anthriscifolium Hance, belonging to the genus
Delphinium of family Ranunculaceae, is a perennial herb
growing in the regions of Guangdong, Guangxi, Guizhou,
Hunan, and Jiangxi of China [1, 2]. It has effects of dispelling
wind and dampness, activating collaterals, and relieving
pains and is used to treat rheumatism, hemiplegia, in-
digestion, and cough. It can also be used externally to treat
carbuncle sores. Delphinium anthriscifolium Hance is
composed of alkaloids, fixed oils, lipoids, and glycosides.
Delsoline and eldeline are the two main alkaloids of D.
anthriscifolium Hance [3–5]. Delsoline has a curare-like
effect and a ganglion-blocking effect and can be used to
relieve muscle tension or hyperkinesia. /e analysis of

delsoline pharmacokinetics will provide a theoretical basis
for the study of its absorption and distribution in the body.
To our knowledge, the pharmacokinetics and UPLC-MS/MS
of delsoline have not been previously reported in the
literature.

Compared with LC-MS/MS and micellar liquid chro-
matography, the UPLC-MS/MS method is more sensitive
and better suited for the research of pharmacokinetics [6–
11]. UPLC-MS/MS is a powerful segregation tool for the
analysis of complicated Chinese traditional medicinal
components and the in vivo metabolism of complex
compounds.

In the current study, a UPLC-MS/MS method was
established for the determination of delsoline in mouse
blood and to study the pharmacokinetics of delsoline after
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intravenous administration (1mg/kg) and intragastric ad-
ministration (9, 6, and 3mg/kg), and then, absolute bio-
availability of delsoline was obtained.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1.ExperimentalReagents. Delsoline (purity>98%; Figure 1(a))
and gelsenicine (internal standard, purity >98%; Figure 1(b))
were purchased from Chengdu Mansite Pharmaceutical Co.,
Ltd. (Chengdu, China). Chromatographically pure aceto-
nitrile and methanol were purchased from Merck Ltd.
(Darmstadt, Germany). Ultrapure water was prepared by the
Millipore Milli-Q purification system (Bedford, MA, USA).
ICR mice (body weight 20–22 g) were purchased from the
Animal Experimental Center of Wenzhou Medical Uni-
versity (Wenzhou, China).

2.2. Experimental Instruments. ACQUITY I-Class UPLC
and XEVO TQS-micro-Triple Quadrupole Mass Spec-
trometer (Waters Corp, Milford, MA, USA) was used.
MassLynx 4.1 software (Waters Corp.) was used to collect
data and control instruments.

/e chromatographic column was UPLC BEH C18
(2.1mm× 50mm, 1.7m), and the column temperature was
set at 30°C. /e mobile phase consisted of acetonitrile and
0.1% formic acid. Gradient elution was performed, the flow
rate was 0.4mL/min, and the elution time was 4min. /e
elution procedure was 10% acetonitrile for 0–0.2min,
10%–80% acetonitrile for 0.2–1.5min, 80% acetonitrile for
1.5–2.0min, 80%–10% acetonitrile for 2.0–2.5min, and 10%
acetonitrile 2.5–4.0min.

Nitrogen was used as the desolvation gas (900 L/h) and
the cone gas (50 L/h). /e capillary voltage was set at 2.0 kV,
the ion source and the desolvation temperatures were set at
150°C and 450°C, respectively./eMRMmodel was used for
the quantitative analysis of delsoline m/z 468.3⟶108.1 and
the internal standard m/z 327.1⟶296.1.

2.3. Preparation of Control Solution. Delsoline (1.0mg/mL)
and gelsenicine (1.0mg/mL) stock solutions were prepared
with methanol : water (50 : 50, v/v). Different concentrations
of standard working solutions were prepared by diluting the
delsoline stock solution with methanol. An acetonitrile
solution containing 20 ng/mL internal standard gelsenicine
was prepared by diluting gelsenicine stock solution with
acetonitrile. All solutions were stored at 4°C.

2.4. Preparation of Standard Curve. /e standard curve of
blood delsoline was prepared by adding appropriate
amounts of the standard working solution to blank mouse
blood, and the concentrations of delsoline in the mouse
blood were 0.1, 0.5, 2, 5, 20, 50, 200, 500, and 1000 ng/mL.
/e range of the standard curve was 0.1–1000 ng/mL.
Quality control (QC) samples of four blood concentra-
tions (0.1, 0.4, 180, and 900 ng/mL) were prepared in the
same way as the standard curve.

2.5. Sample Processing. 20 μL blood sample and 100 μL
acetonitrile (containing 20 ng/mL internal standard gelse-
nicine) were added in a 1.5mL Eppendorf tube, mixed using
a vortex mixer for 1.0min, and centrifuged at 13,000 rpm for
10min at 4°C. 80 μL of the supernatant was transferred into
the liner tube of a vial, and 2 μL was used for UPLC-MS/MS
analysis.

2.6. Method Validation. /e method validation was estab-
lished according to the United States Food and Drug Ad-
ministration (FDA) guideline of method validation for
biologics [12]. /e items of validation included selectivity,
matrix effect, linearity, precision, accuracy, recovery rate,
and stability.

2.6.1. Selectivity. /e selectivity of the method was evaluated
by analyzing blank blood, blank blood spiked with delsoline
and internal standard, and mouse blood samples.

2.6.2. Linearity. Standard series of various concentrations
were prepared with standard working solution, and the
standard concentrations ranged from 0.1 to 1000 ng/mL./e
peak area was measured under the same condition as the
tested blood sample. A standard curve was plotted using the
ratio of peak area/internal standard peak area against sample
concentrations, and the linearity of the experiment was
assessed by the standard curve.

2.6.3. Precision and Accuracy. Precision and accuracy were
assessed by six repeated measurements of the blood samples
at the concentrations of 4 QC samples (0.1, 0.4, 180, and
900 ng/mL). Precision was expressed as relative standard
deviation (RSD), and the intraday and interday precision
were determined by measuring QC samples for three con-
secutive days. /e degree of agreement between the mean
value and the true value of the QC sample was measured for
three consecutive days to determine the intraday and
interday accuracy.

2.6.4. Recovery Rate and Matrix Effect. /e recovery rate
was evaluated by comparing the peak area of QC samples
with the corresponding standard peak area./ematrix effect
was assessed by comparing the peak area of four concen-
trations (0.1, 0.4, 180, and 900 ng/mL) obtained by adding
standard solution to blank blood after protein precipitation,
with the peak area of standard solution diluted by aceto-
nitrile-0.1% formic acid (1 :1, v/v).

2.6.5. Stability. /e stability of delsoline in mouse blood was
investigated by analyzing themouse QC samples under three
storage conditions. Stability, including stability in the vial,
short-term stability (room temperature, 2 h), long-term
stability (−20°C, 30 days), and freezing thawing stability
(−20°C to room temperature), were assessed by comparing
the peak area with freshly prepared standard samples.
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2.7. Study of the Pharmacokinetics. Before the experiment,
1.0mg/mL drug solution was freshly prepared by dissolving
4.0mg delsoline in purified water containing 0.01% HCl. 24
mice were randomly divided into four groups with 6 mice in
each group. One group underwent intravenous adminis-
tration (1mg/kg), and the other three groups underwent
intragastric administration (3, 6, and 9mg/kg). Venous
blood was taken from the tail veins of mice at 0.0833, 0.5, 1,
2, 3, 4, 6, and 8 h after intravenous or intragastric admin-
istration of delsoline. Blood samples were cryopreserved in
1.5mL Eppendorf tubes at −20°C.

/e area under the blood concentration-time curve (AUC),
mean residence time (MRT), blood clearance (CL), apparent
volume of distribution (V), maximum blood concentration
(Cmax), and half-life (t1/2) was analyzed. /e pharmacokinetic
parameterswere fitted using noncompartmentalmodels byDAS
2.0 software (China Pharmaceutical University). /e equation
for bioavailability is expressed as the following: absolute bio-
availability� intragastric AUC/intravenous AUC× 100%.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1.MethodOptimization. Selection of positive or negative
electrospray ionization (ESI) is often discussed in meth-
odological studies. Delsoline is an alkaloid and an alkaline
compound. It is more suitable for the detection using
positive ESI. Our data also verified that ESI in the positive
ion mode was more sensitive than in the negative ion
mode.

Liquid chromatography conditions separated the en-
dogenous interfering substances from the analyte and in-
ternal standard retention times as much as possible, and the
chromatographic column and mobile phase played a de-
cisive role in the chromatographic behavior [13]. We tried
the gradient elutions using acetonitrile-0.1% formic acid,
acetonitrile-10mmol/L ammonium acetate solution (con-
taining 0.1% formic acid), methanol-0.1% formic acid, and
methanol-10mmol/L ammonium acetate solution (con-
taining 0.1% formic acid). /e most satisfactory shape of the
chromatographic peak and retention time could be obtained

with the elution using acetonitrile-0.1% formic acid.
/erefore, BEH C18 (2.1mm× 50mm, 1.7 μm) was used as
the chromatographic column, and acetonitrile-0.1% formic
acid was used as the mobile phase in this study.

Prior to the UPLC-MS/MS analysis, removal of pro-
teins and potential interference is critical in the method
establishment. We tried direct precipitation methods
using methanol, acetonitrile, and methanol-acetonitrile
(1 : 1, v/v) and found that the precipitation method using
acetonitrile had the best effect. Considering that blood
samples were more complicated than plasma compo-
nents, the endogenous substances in 20 μL blood were
precipitated using 100 μL acetonitrile. /e direct pre-
cipitation method using acetonitrile was fast and simple
to remove proteins and could provide a good recovery
rate and an acceptable matrix effect. /erefore, the pre-
cipitation method using acetonitrile was used for the
treatment of blood samples.

Selection of internal standard is also important in the
establishment of method. In this study, gelsenicine, which
has a similar structure to delsoline, was selected as an in-
ternal standard. Results showed that the chromatographic
retention time and the process of ionization mass spec-
trometry were similar and met the requirements of internal
standard for UPLC-MS/MS analysis.

Compared with the conventional HPLC analysis, UPLC-
MS/MS is faster and more sensitive in the quantitative
detection of delsoline in blood. It takes only 4min to
complete the analysis of blood samples by this method,
which saves time and solvents. In addition, the LLOQ of
delsoline is relatively low (0.1 ng/mL), which made this
method capable to determine a relatively low blood con-
centration at the last time point of sampling.

3.2.MethodValidation. /e retention times of delsoline and
internal standards were 1.53 and 1.56min, respectively
(Figure 2). No impurities or endogenous substances that
would interfere with the test could be identified, indicating
that this method had good selectivity.
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Figure 1: Chemical structures of delsoline (a) and gelsenicine (internal standard, (b)).
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Figure 2: Continued.
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/e equation for the standard curve of delsoline is
Y� 0.0018C+ 0.0017, r2 � 0.9997, where Y represents the
ratio of the peak areas of delsoline to the internal standard
and C represents the concentration of delsoline in the blood.
/e lower limit of quantitation of delsoline in mouse blood
was 0.1 ng/mL with the signal-to-noise ratio of 10, and the
minimum detection limit was 0.04 ng/mL with the signal-to-
noise ratio of 3.

/e intraday precision RSD was below 14%, and the
interday precision RSD was below 15% (Table 1). /e ac-
curacy ranged between 94.3% and 110.1%, the average re-
covery rate was above 90.8%, and the matrix effect ranged
between 97.0% and 102.5%. /e above results met the re-
quirements of the pharmacokinetic study of delsoline (ac-
ceptance criteria; intraday and interday accuracy: ±15% of
nominal concentrations, except ±20% at LLOQ; and in-
traday and interday precision: ±15% RSD, except ±20% RSD
at LLOQ) [12].

Results of freeze-thaw stability tests (room temper-
ature for 2 h; −20°C for 30 days) showed that the vari-
ation and RSD of delsoline were within ±12% and within
15%, respectively, indicating that delsoline had good
stability.

3.3. Pharmacokinetics Study. /e pharmacokinetics of del-
soline after intravenous and intragastric administration was
studied using the UPLC-MS/MS method. /e drug
concentration-time curves are shown in Figure 3. /e main
pharmacokinetic parameters fitted by the noncompartment
model are shown in Table 2. /e t1/2 of the intragastric
administration (9, 6, and 3mg/kg) and intravenous ad-
ministration (1mg/kg) was 1.3 + 0.5 h, 1.6 + 0.7 h, 1.7 + 0.8 h,
and 2.5 + 0.7 h, respectively, indicating that its metabolism
was rapid. /e absolute bioavailability of delsoline (9, 6, and
3mg/kg) was 26.2%, 18.8%, and 17.7%, respectively, with an
average of 20.9%. /e absolute bioavailability of these doses
was not significantly different.

4. Conclusions

A sensitive, rapid, and selective UPLC-MS/MS method was
established for the detection of delsoline in mouse blood.
/e linear range was 0.1–1000 ng/mL, and the lower limit
of quantitation was 0.1 ng/mL. 20 μL blood sample was
treated by the direct precipitation method using acetoni-
trile. We successfully applied this method to study the
pharmacokinetics of delsoline after intravenous and
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Figure 2: Ultrahigh performance liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry of delsoline and gelsenicine (internal standard) in mouse
blood: (a) blank blood; (b) blank blood spiked with delsoline (0.1 ng/mL) and internal standard (20 ng/mL); (c) a mouse blood sample after
intragastric administration.
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intragastric administration, and the bioavailability was de-
termined to be 20.9%.

Data Availability

/e data used to support the findings of this study are
available from the corresponding author upon request.

Conflicts of Interest

/e authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest.

Authors’ Contributions

Lingjiu Shao and Yue Jin contributed equally to this work.

Acknowledgments

/is work was supported by a grant from the Zhejiang Basic
Public Welfare Research Project (LGF18H270001).

References

[1] L. H. Shan, J. F. Zhang, F. Gao, S. Huang, and X. L. Zhou,
“Diterpenoid alkaloids from Delphinium anthriscifo-
lium var. majus,” Scientific Reports, vol. 7, no. 1, p. 6063,
2017.

[2] S. Wang, X. L. Zhou, X. M. Gong, X. Y. Fan, and M. S. Lan,
“Norditerpenoid alkaloids from Delphinium anthriscifolium,”
Journal of Asian Natural Products Research, vol. 18, no. 2,
pp. 141–146, 2016.

Table 2: Pharmacokinetic parameters after delsoline administration in mice.

Parameters Unit ig (9mg/kg) ig (6mg/kg) ig (3mg/kg) iv (1mg/kg)
AUC(0–t) ng/mL∗h 570.1± 147.5 271.9± 25.5 128.4± 52.2 241.4± 43.9
AUC(0–∞) ng/mL∗h 571.0± 147.5 272.9± 25.1 129.9± 51.4 242.4± 44.0
MRT(0–t) H 0.7± 0.1 0.7± 0.1 1.1± 0.2 0.3± 0.1
MRT(0–∞) H 0.7± 0.1 0.7± 0.1 1.2± 0.3 0.4± 0.1
t1/2z H 1.3± 0.5 1.6± 0.7 1.7± 0.8 2.5± 0.7
CLz/F L/h/kg 16.7± 4.4 22.1± 1.9 25.6± 8.3 4.2± 0.8
Vz/F L/kg 33.1± 22.7 51.1± 23.0 67.8± 50.3 15.4± 4.5
Cmax ng/mL 573.2± 124.9 381.8± 70.8 146.0± 56.8 505.3± 69.5
Bioavailability 26.2% 18.8% 17.7%

0 2 4 6 8

0

200

400

600

800

Time (h)

iv 1 mg/kg
ig 3 mg/kg

ig 6 mg/kg
ig 9 mg/kg

C
on

ce
nt

ra
tio

n 
(n

g/
m

L)

Figure 3: Drug concentration-time curves of delsoline after intragastric administration (3, 6, and 9mg/kg) and intravenous administration
(1mg/kg) in mice.

Table 1: Accuracy, precision, matrix effects, and recovery of delsoline in mouse blood.

Concentration (ng/mL)
Accuracy (%) Precision (RSD, %)

Matrix effect (%) Recovery (%)
Intraday Interday Intraday Interday

0.1 95.6 110.1 13.8 14.2 101.0± 6.6 95.3± 6.9
0.4 94.3 99.4 5.8 9.4 102.5± 6.1 90.8± 5.8
180 108.6 101.3 5.1 4.1 99.3± 6.9 93.6± 1.6
900 105.5 102.5 6.2 6.3 97.0± 1.7 94.1± 1.3

6 Journal of Analytical Methods in Chemistry



[3] L. Bitis, S. Suzgec, U. Sozer et al., “Diterpenoid alkaloids of
Delphinium buschianum GROSSH,” Helvetica Chimica Acta,
vol. 90, no. 11, pp. 2217–2221, 2007.

[4] B. T. Salimov, “Delcorinine, a new alkaloid from Delphinium
corymbosum,”Chemistry of Natural Compounds, vol. 37, no. 3,
pp. 272-273, 2001.

[5] F. Mericli, A. H. Mericli, A. Ulubelen, H. K. Desai, and
S. W. Pelletier, “Norditerpenoid and diterpenoid alkaloids
from Turkish Consolida orientalis,” Journal of Natural
Products, vol. 64, no. 6, pp. 787–789, 2001.

[6] X. Bao, X. J. Jiang, B. G. Huang et al., “Determination of
saikosaponin F in rat plasma by ultra-high performance liquid
chromatography-tandem mass spectrometry and its phar-
macokinetics,” Latin American Journal of Pharmacy, vol. 37,
no. 3, pp. 489–494, 2018.

[7] Q. Wang, X. M. Gao, L. G. Chen et al., “Determination of
astilbin in rat plasma and application to a pharmacokinetic
study by UPLC-MS/MS,” Latin American Journal of Phar-
macy, vol. 36, no. 12, pp. 2397–2402, 2017.

[8] L. G. Chen, Z.Wang, S. J. Wang, T. Li, Y. Y. Pan, and X. X. Lai,
“Determination of apremilast in rat plasma by UPLC-MS-MS
and its application to a pharmacokinetic study,” Journal of
Chromatographic Science, vol. 54, no. 8, pp. 1336–1340, 2016.

[9] J. Albiol-Chiva, J. Esteve-Romero, and J. Peris-Vicente,
“Development of a method to determine axitinib, lapatinib
and afatinib in plasma by micellar liquid chromatography and
validation by the European medicines agency guidelines,”
Journal of Chromatography B, vol. 1074-1075, pp. 61–69, 2018.

[10] N. Sestakova, R. /eurillat, P. Sendi, and W. /ormann,
“Monitoring of cefepime in human serum and plasma by
micellar electrokinetic capillary chromatography: improve-
ment of sample preparation and validation by liquid chro-
matography coupled to mass spectrometry,” Journal of
Separation Science, vol. 40, no. 8, pp. 1805–1814, 2017.

[11] I. Garrido-Cano, A. Garcia-Garcia, J. Peris-Vicente, E. Ochoa-
Aranda, and J. Esteve-Romero, “A method to quantify several
tyrosine kinase inhibitors in plasma by micellar liquid
chromatography and validation according to the European
medicines agency guidelines,” Talanta, vol. 144, pp. 1287–
1295, 2015.

[12] FDA, Guideline on Bioanalytical Method Validation Guidance
for Industry, Food andDrugAdministration, Silver Spring,MD,
USA, 2018, https://www.fda.gov/downloads/drugs/guidance-
complianceregulatoryinformation/guidances/ucm070107.pdf.

[13] J. H. Xiong, H. Ye, Y. X. Lin et al., “determining concen-
trations of icotinib in plasma of rat by UPLC method with
ultraviolet detection: applications for pharmacokinetic stud-
ies,” Current Pharmaceutical Analysis, vol. 13, no. 4,
pp. 340–344, 2017.

Journal of Analytical Methods in Chemistry 7


