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unAnee

NIATINESENRANGULEINATIY (AMPHS) TulaanslnedBieuledduyluieaiad (E1A) §mnan1s
Jssdiuganmlnadioufuitumsgiu fufufidedeiosnisfnuaunineeaniansiaas AMPHs Ty
Uaanieaeis EIA vadlsanguiasssuaansiafunseifiosh lngifisuiuisunsgrusnalasunlansmi-
wuaaUalasian3 (GC-MS) v08unTIIfigadasIansn amﬂ’uﬂnﬂ’m%’nmLLaz?fy\lm{j@ammLawamLm'qsma
usus1wauil Taefnwaindiegetlaandzdiuiu 62 feg1e Alvinavinuaznaauiuis GC-Ms Sovaz

53.23 (33/62) Wag 46.77 (29/62) ANATUNINTIARIE3S EIA Aulasensiaaseilaeldan cut-off
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a

WU 500 wluNSUABNAAANT HANISANYINUINIT EIA kanaA1Auly AMUTWNIE ANYUIENaUIN AN

P

YMUNENAAU kavAUSEANSANSa8ay 81.82, 100.00, 100.00, 82.86 Lay 90.32 MUAIAU WaLTII@DIIoN

v o o Y '

ANUFNRuSAUeEaldud Ay Mun1snaaeuANLLLUgINaYTs EIA AuasuInsgIunudanuiugge

U

1A

wanr1SesazaduUTEansANRuLUsURENIIFeLaE 15 91nN13AnwaUInis BIA §mSun1Insivans
AMPHs Tullaanzliaunindlofieuiuisuinsgiu GC-MS aegdlsiniu 38 EIA awnsafianistuufisen

fluansailnauls 3sasldnsaaluszauAnnsanazmstudunameisuinsgiusely

AR : 171930; wosdly; wnkasanily; Buyluueaad; Jaaniy

Abstract

The measurement of amphetamines (AMPHs) drug abuse in urine by enzyme immunoassay
method (EIA) is remains less in terms of quality in comparison to reference methods. Consequently,
this study aims to investigate quality of EIA method for the purpose of detecting amount of AMPHs
in urine samples in Thammasat University Hospital compare to the GC-MS, reference standard
method, set by Princess Mother National Institute on Drug Abuse Treatment. All 62 urine samples
were identified with positive and negative results of amphetamine/ methamphetamine (Pos. A/M
and Neg. A/M) by GC-MS as 53.23 % (33/62) and 46.77 % (29/62), respectively. The samples were
then tested using the EIA method with setting cut-off at 500 nanogram per milliliter. The results
illustrated percent of sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value, negative predictive value and
efficiency as 81.82, 100.00, 100.00, 82.86 and 90.32 respectively. The EIA and GC-MS methods are
remain significant. The traditional precision results of EIA method tried with reference standard
control material announced percent of coefficient of variation (% CV) no exceed 15 %. Conclusion,
EIA method for measuring AMPHSs in urine is in terms of quality when compare with GC-MS. However,
the EIA method has a high possibility of cross reactivity with other chemical structures so it should
only be use in screening tests and should be further confirmation by GC-MS, reference standard

method.

Keywords: measuring; amphetamines; methamphetamine; immunoassay; urine
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1. unu WpTeasanfnnauLeumaniusasunvelas

ansiandanguusuinaiiy (ampheta-  (metabolite) vasiulutlaanslngiBioulesiduy
mines, AMPHs) {uansianfinUszannsgsiussuy lunedLad (enzyme immunoassay, EIA) feuly
Uszam [1,2] nsseyansian@inngy AMPHs tUu M3599N19909UJURNIIN19IN15UNNE L8990
wangruddglunsid@msianwaznsaseunses  deanluISUOR inaids wassiailige uwsiis EIA

a &g o aa 19 laa v a
arsianiedadunsnseinfilianguane n3nsa LailY35d1989u1m557u (reference method)
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Wiguwindswnalasulanswil-uuaaiualasiuns
(gas chromatography - mass spectrometry, GC-
MS) [3] wazisamialasulansINA-InuLaLLLE
aualasugs (liquid chromatography - tandem
mass spectrometry, LC-MS-MS) [4-7] Lﬁ'aw’mag
EIA @u150LAnN15TuUA3e1 (cross-reactivity)
Ianuansuaneaiia lawn amantadine, bupropion,
chlorpromazine, ranitidine, desipramine, fluoxe-
tine, labetalol, methylphenidate, phentermine,
phenylephrine, phenylpropanolamine, prome-
thazine, 1,3
dimethylamylamine (DMAA) 18udu [8-10] Falsd

pseudoephedrine, trazodone,
asaldnanisasrndundngrududulunig
nguunels wiaiuisaldnsiamdsuiaansngy
AMPHs 1U84961U (quantitative screening) #3oLie

AR1UN15INEY (monitoring) 8819L5An1a A
At (reliability) vo9388uyluusaadi
wandsfuduegfundnnisngiaiinsiei
\A30enTI9AATIEd uagnsidonldedndu (cut-
off) dmTuulanauinuasiaay
NuieIUjuanisimatianisunnd
l5angnuasssuaansiafunseiiesi Jmdn
Unusill asradnnsesansaninngy AMPHs Tu
Jaaneime 2 35 usnnsialagisduylulasun-
Tansa# (immunochromatography, 1) [11] lag
TYLaunageuLLNLENLNAEY (methampheta-
mine strip) A1 cut-off PoLMkaNLNANTLT 500
wilunfudediadidns (ng/ml) kagninUsngwa
UIn (positive) AB4NIVTAUTUIUAIINGN AMPHS
Desdulneds BATHAY cutoff vasansngy

AMPHs 7 500 unlunSuse

a

Jadans wAmAIY

v
o v

oA A aa
u']L%@ﬂ@sﬂaﬂmaﬂqimﬂﬁ@‘lﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁ EIA 901UAIY

Qnfe9 (accuracy) wagAI1UuLug (precision)
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a

AL MAY

a

LN

¥

914 GC-MS %@ﬂﬂ?umi?ﬁ]ﬂ%ﬂﬁ]ﬁﬁ?i

A naxUNe1§INe aanduiitninwinay

a

ARYNANAALUIVIAUTUIIBIUT T9U7TA

=b

Unusnil (@andusyay13ny) wasfnwinuulug
19938 EIA itelfidudeyarnutndefiovedis EIA
waztJulUImMINEIFUNSRRILIAMAINNIATIA

Aasrrasiandnngy AMPHs luaunan

2. gunsaluagdsanliunisfne
2.1 ngudegaiithanlddnen

Haannyf0g19%anuns1uIY 62
F10819 (N=62) Fardusrurugaafenansssning
40 9 100 Fregraiielitianumuvaunasiiiu
AuULTededmSunismage Uk s ULTiBU
A1UATLUEU1UD Y National Committee for
Clinical Laboratory Standards (NCCLS) w @& ¢
Linnet 1ud a.a. 1999 [12,13] iiusnwlilugiiu
guu il 4 eeAmEalfea (°0) Y999IUATIANE I
asianin nquaunesInet anduiidadnm
LLazﬁuva’aﬂmLawﬁml,msmammﬂ%uﬁ JIIn

U o

(an1UUS YU

e

$n9) wark1UN15SUTY

| 029/2559 TnoAme

Unusii

v a =

58555U7TY01999L8YN

NTIUNTTATURTEEIIUNSITuluANYBIEaUY

U o

UrinnuuasiundAnetanfiniiauAususy
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yull Janinunusdl wazlasuniseniiunisee
$UT09A1UITETTIN lABUNTIUNITNIID
FysIIunTITeluay unInedusssumans yn
i 3 avinermans S1e8amaneiay 061/2558
YaanvavgnussadtundasUndiingnnieludl
wauudadudionuguugiliagg arniuthds
NueslfuAnisimatanisunng Tsaneruia

a o o

sITUMEnsiadunTEinesh JmTauyusiedns

i (25 BN

Y

sduazetlaanzliigun
WaLEEE) YU 10 U NBUNTIAIATIENA2Y
1A38INTIIIAIZAETE EIA
2.2 N1375937bATIEREITLENAANEG X
AMPHSs 1ag35 EIA
T9USunautlaanivsnegisay 500 lulas
405 (UL) A5293AT1ZATALDT EIA freLa3eensIa
AATZ9 VITROS®FS 5,1 (Ortho-Clinical Diagnos-
tics a Johnson & Johnson company, 2013,
Rochester, NY) was91usiasufjdinisinaianis
WNNELSINGIUIASITUAEASIRANNTELAESA
Janiaunusii laglden cutoff vasansngu
AMPHs 7 500 unlunSusefadans ninA1w

Y v '

Wuduresansngy AMPHs Waendn 500 wilunsu

I a

soflaaans uwlanaiunaauuazminanuiduduy
Y83A13NGN AMPHs 11nndmseLiniy 500 unlu
nSusefiadans wlanadunauan
2.3 NITNAFDUAMULNULIVDINITATID
1n8335 EIA
AnwrA21uLLug (precision) ¥8435
EIA Imamim%ﬁm%ﬂuuu traditional precision
[14] AuasAIUANAMAINLIASFIUUTEI 1T
(commercial control material) 47421 5 52 AU

A1 uTY (level) (DAT, VITROS® 5,1 Ortho-

Clinical Diagnostics a Johnson & Johnson

1050

company, 2013, Rochester, NY) Town DAT1,
DAT2, DAT3, DAT4 wag DAT5 lagns125nen
(repeatability) 31uu 24 ads Tundazsyduuay
Arudradade (mean) Andoauuuinsgiu
(standard deviation, SD) hasA15S08aL YD
FuUsvavsanuduus (percent of coefficient of
variation, % CV) 48438 EIA 9IngA3
% CV = (SD x 100) + mean
2.4 n15ATEinanutndedolds
AMNTNVDIIT EIA
2.4.1 IATIANAANINYNABIVDLTS EIA
lneiguiuizendwnnsgiu GC-MS
UINaN15751999975 EIA (W 2.2)
WIsuLieuAuNan15m929laeas GC-MS (cut-off
Y89 amphetamine/methamphetamine (A/M) i
250 ulunsudeiladans) 1NuATIARigaans
LANWRAA N
Uy

U

quaung1diInet anrduindadnwiuag

a

ARYNANAALWIVIAUTUIIVYUT 9917 A

=be

N
Unus1il (@ondusyning) wasfinwimnuduiug
yasnaasitlagldadnlaaunad (42 test) fmun
sefuadeiu (o) Wiy 0.05 91nlUswnsy
Stata® version 13.0 wazitas1zvinaula (%
sensitivity) A28 N (% specificity) positive
predictive value (% PPV) negative predictive
value (% NPV) uagUszansnin (% efficiency)
20433 EIA (cut-off 799 AMPHs 7 500 unTun3u
Aofiaddng) LNeuduisuinsgiu GC-MS I
Mvue TP (true positive) Mu8dy NAUINAIY TN
(true negative) U809 HAAUATI FP (false
positive) nU1889 WaUINA29 Lay FN (false
negative) 11809 KAAUAN LagllAszinalagly
ansfadl % sensitivity = [TP + (TP + FN)] x 100,
% specificity = [TN + (FP + TN)] x 100, % PPV =
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[TP = (TP + FP)] x 100, % NPV = [TN = (FN +
TN hae % efficiency = [(TN + TP) + (TN + TP
+ FN + FP)] x 100 [7,15]
2.4.2 IATIERHAAULILE19093D EIA
Tnen159539 38U traditional precision
331z Sosazvesdudssans
AMNRULUT (% CV) @ausavensule (accept-

able) lliiuSosay 15 [13]

3. HaN133BUaIRNTAl
3.1 HaN19MI22d19 amphetamine/
methamphetamine (A/M) Tudaa1azainenu
AsANgALasENRAn NNMUNIIZINYT da1du
triinsnuuasiuydfnenanfiauvissrfusy
srvuil Sminunusil 1agds GC-MS
Fsanansaduunuanunisnei 1
AN5197 1 UARIHANNTATINALTE GC-MS

\unavuan (positive A/M) §1uu 33 518 WaAU

(negative A/M) 113U 29 518 Anlusesay 53.23

LAY 46.77 9999143 UAIDE19NIRUA (N=62)

AUAIAU

9199 1 Wan159a13 AM Tudaanizann

NUATIINGIUAITIANFA NFNIU

WY15INY dnrvuvrvnsnwLay

WundAnganfnuayAususe

o

wuil Jarinunusiil Ine3s GC-MS

NANIIATIAID GC-MS | Ny / Ny (%)

Naau (negative A/M) 29/62 (46.77)

NauUIN (positive A/M) 33/62 (53.23)

RN

62/62 (100.00)

positive A/M v188ls wauan ({Usna ampheta-

mine/methamphetamine (A/M) > 250 w1lunsu

o faaans) kay negative A/M nuneds waau (i

Al o) ] 5500 S B

s
B
|}

Wond

Vet amgroimmes 9

— B ne

3
u

o

indaanenanun (N=62) Tuds 3.1 11

ad 2/ a wva a s
n593LAe 5 EIA a uviesUummatianisunng

159NEIUNAGISUFANANSLRANNTELAESH TanTn

USuna A/M < 250 unlunsuseiiadans)

Ui 1 dregralasuilawnsy

(chromatogram) 31178
GC-MS @NINANITNTI
guduaisianfnngy
AMPHs #1%uauaniia
amphetamine Wag meth-
amphetamine  (positive

A/M)

Unusnll wlananismaaeulaglden cut-off ves

413081 AMPHs iy 500 wilunsusediadans

[16] LagANYINIHANTENUADAMNAINAITATIA
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3A1E%U8935 EIA nUSuanan cut-off ¥89ans

nNau AMPHSs 11fiu 250 wilunudediadans 3

a

WINUAT cut-off 9843881989110 5518 GC-MS

TRgaU15akANINTISLUARAN1MSIAAEIT EIA LY

A1 cut-off ANAUMINAITIN 2

#lof S]] 3434 R4 B4 i &

g |12

NEGATIVE

'
=1

UM 2 dredralasunlaunsy
(chromatogram) 21078
GC-MS WARIHANITATIT
guduarsiandangu
AMPHs 71 1% 1 a8 Uit g
amphetamine Wag meth-

i amphetamine (negative

A/M)

MTNN 2 HANIIATITAAT BV THENFANGN AMPHs 20935 EIA Tnglddn cut-off vadansngy AMPHs

a

71 500 wlunSusiaia

dams way 250 wlunsume

a

a8ans MuUaIaU

NaNSHUANAYD9ID EIA WhAayA cut-off

3 EIA Ny / Nifo (30882, %)

A1 cut-off 500 ng/mL

A1 cut-off 250 ng/mL

Naau (negative)

35/62 (56.45)

21/62 (33.87)

wauan (positive)

27/62 (43.55)

41/62 (66.13)

33U

62/62 (100.00)

62/62 (100.00)

3.2 MSUUANANTIATLATIERETIANAR

Ngy AMPHs ¥835 EIA Tngldien cut-off fiszau
anududuvasansngs AMPHs fiuansnaiy

A3 2 wudmnUuanan cut-off

a

WINAU 250 U LUNSUADLAAANT FLWAAIHAUIN
WinTuandeuay 43.55 Wusesay 66.13 Tuvaed
wARINAAUARAIINTa8aY 56.45 LU 33.87 waz

mntnalelliieuiuds Ge-MS Fadudseneda

1052

mmgmzLLamwammmiwﬁ 3
3.3 mMsiSeuiiisunavasis EIA lnaldan
cut-off ¥84s13NdU AMPHS fidnsfulagi3eu
WiBuiuIzUInIgIN GC-MS
P57 3 Wt Nan15MIase3T EIA
fldA cut-off w83 AMPHs 7iszéu 500 ulundu
safladansuay 250 urlunsureliagans wuana

Ineiguiuisen98au193g1u GC-MS Wuinds EIA
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4 cut-off Wiy 500 wilunSusefiadans 1
NAUINDII NAAUITI NAUINAII WATNAAUAIN
Jovay 43.55,46.77, 0.00 LAz 9.68 AINAIAU
Turaziiss BIA fAldA1 cut-off iy 250 unlu

ASURBNAAANT MHAUINTTI NAAUIZI HAUINAN

uazNaaualssesay 51.61,32.26, 14.52 wag 1.61
AUEITU 9ntunndeuaLduTuEIesaT EIA
uay GC-MS lpwadflaannaas (Chi-square; x2) 109
TUsunsudi5agy Stata® version 13.0 LaAINE

ANMUAUNUSANUANTTN 4

a

A191991 3 Waveds EIA Taglden cut-off 209813081 AMPHs 91 500 uilunsusiefiadans wag 250

wilunsusiedadans audwu Ineiieuiuisuinsgiu GC-MS

5 o Nugy / Nty (39882; %)
a1nu NaN15LUIBUNEUNUIT GC-MS : ,
A1 cut-off 500 ng/mL A1 cut-off 250 ng/mL

1 NaUINaIY, TP 27/62 (43.55) 32/62 (51.61)
2 Naauasy, TN 29/62 (46.77) 20/62 (32.26)
3 WauINay, FP 0/62 (0.00) 9/62 (14.52)
il Naauany, FN 6/62 (9.68) 1/62 (1.61)

33U 62/62 (100.00) 62/62 (100.00)

A151991 4 ANUAUNUSUDINANITHSIN8IT EIA 7

'
=

a

a1 cut-off Windu 500 wlunSuseliadans way

A1 cut-off wirdu 250 unlunSuseliadans wWisuWeuiuisuinsgiu GC-MS ngldada

laauaas (2

GC-MS (N=62)
—~ 594
7% EIA naau (%) NauIn (%)
: ; : P-value
(N=62) A1 cut-off (ng/mL) A1 cut-off (ng/mL) A1 cut-off (ng/mL)
500 250 500 250 500 250
(TN) (FN) (TN + FN)
WAy
%) 29/35 20/21 6/35 1/21 35/35 21/21
(]
(82.86) (95.24) (17.14) (4.76) (100.00) | (100.00)
(FP) (TP) (FP + TP)
WNAUIN
) 0/27 9/41 27/27 32/41 27/27 41/41 <0.001
%
(0.00) (21.95) (100.00) (78.05) (100.00) | (100.00)
(TN + FP) (FN + TP) (TN + FN + FP + TP)
33U 29/62 29/62 33/62 33/62 62/62 62/62
(46.77) (46.77) (53.23) (53.23) (100.00) | (100.00)
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3.4 ANEIAMUFUNUSIZTWINNANITATID
§2973% BIA filddn cut-off vasaududuans
ngu AMPHs finefiufu3sunsgiu GC-MS

A15197 4 LAAINANISNARBUAIY
FuiuSuadis GC-MS uayds EIA vowieEnsan cut-
off wuindinuduiusiu (p<0.001) fiszduaiy

WwWadukaan (o) w1Au 0.05 INTUIIUTELAU

AAINNITATIVIATIENVDITT EIA NldszAUa
cut-off 99a13051 AMPHSs 111U 500 wilunsy

alladans way 250 wilunsuseliaaans taaly

=3_

BN
18a31NA5199 3 AiATesazvesaula
AUAUNIE ANTVITUIGRAUIN ATVINUIEREAU Lay

USLANTN N WAAINAMIUAITIN 5

M19199 5 wan1sUTBiiuAnn YRS EIA MIldA1 cut-off vedansngu AMPHs wiriu 500 wilunsu

fediaddns war 250 wilunsusieliading mudwiu lnewieuiuisuinsgiu GC-MS

Souaz (%) 95 % C|
feu Nan13UsZIWIs EIA f1 cut-off (ng/mL) A1 cut-off (ng/mL)
500 250 500 250
1 Al (sensitivity) 81.82 96.97 | 65.00-93.00 | 84.00-100.00
2 AN (specificity) 100.00 68.97 |88.00-100.00| 49.00-85.00
3 AYIUNERATIN (positive predictive value) | 100.00 78.05 |87.00-100.00| 62.00-89.00
4 | Aviunenaau (negative predictive value) | 82.86 95.24 | 66.00-93.00 | 76.00-100.00
5 | Usgansnn (efficacy) 90.32 | 83.87 - -

3.5 msUszifiuanuindediardsunn
229735 EIA laaiU3auliisunuisuinsgiu GC-MS
A15197 5 WuIiIs EIA fldseauan cut-

off ¥89@13nd1 AMPHSs 11y 500 u1lunsusie
faddns wansAsagarvosnnly ATy
ANYIUNERNAUIN ANYINUNERAAU WarUsEENSAIN
Tugrsarutiedudesas 95 (95 % Cl) iy
81.82 (65.00-93.00), 100.00 (88.00-100.00),
100.00 (87.00-100.00), 82.86 (66.00-93.00) wag
90.32 M1uaIAU kagnuiuanan cut-off 1Ay
250 wnlunsunoliadans ALuanIA1508asUDd
AUl ANUT I AvhuigrauIn AYueNg

au waryszansanlugiemnuidesiudssay 95

WA 96.97 (84.00-100.00), 68.97 (49.00-85.00),
78.05 (62.00-89.00), 95.24 (76.00-100.00) wag
83.87 MINAIAU NNNANITANIIANIIVIIG
EIA 74 cut-off wihdu 500 wilunSuseifiaddns
ayliAAnll Audunig Aviuneravin Al
MugRaaU wazA1UsEaNTaImgnItTesa 80
Faaonndeatun1sdnuives Smith wazae Tul
A.A. 2014 1'7immﬂsmud'f“%@mgiul,l,aaLaésuaa
A3 DIRTIANATIERNE 3 vl TR EMITI Plus,
KIMS® 1l wag DRI® wamsA1analay aa1udinig
LazAUszAnSamgeUszanaiesas 90.00 Lie

Weuiuas GC-MS (A1 cut-off 1 250 unlunSuse

$addng) [17] wenandwulINdIdennanany
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M3AnwIvee Verstraete agang Wl a.A. 2005
Fam1891unuluarANNIUNIZYDUATEINTID
Anngnvannsduyluieaiaduandlulaioay
48.90-100.00 wagluyreIaeay 96.10-100.00 [6]
pagiy SnitedeannndesfunisAnuives
Schwartz wagamy Tl A.a. 1991 Fa31891177
BouylukeataduansAiuienauInagluylg
$oway 80.00-90.00 [18] agislsAiniu FBumsgu
GC-MS fiTrmgyldfansandonldan cut-off
tosninsgdudn cut-off 19438 EIA 1losaniduis
Afanudnumzgedelaseadrsarsianiangy
AMPHs sTaiaslandunagiunuomdaiiiu lu

AsANYIATIINUIMINUSUARAT cut-off avdana

Tﬁﬁﬂ"1ﬂ’;’mvl,ag_jq%ul,wiﬁhmwm‘i’nwwLLawhmi
MugRauInanaslssanusosay 30 Lazilnauln
arafindueariliduudedunisdinsiadudu
A8359719891I9 351U dmSuuiesujuRnig
WATANITLNNE LSINEIUIASTTUANARNTIRANNTY
Viosh azdallaansiinansnauanlagdd EBIA 7
sefuandadutesansngu AMPHs #aus 500
wlunfusiefiadans 1uly wensefudusieds
9198wmsgulnedsdanieuaniosdfuRnas
sold [16] dwmsuluszaunisnsiarnnsas 35 EIA
fanauansm1nulikarAIANdINIEaInITas IC

(19]

AN 6 NANITIATIEIANULILEN (precision) Y8438 EIA d15UN15AIVIATIEYEINGY AMPHS

1n8N159539 399U traditional precision fUAISAIUANAMATIN (DAT) 31U 5 S¥AU

AULTUTY
e DAT 1 DAT 2 DAT 3 DAT 4 DAT 5
o (ng/mL) | (ng/mL) | (ng/mL) | (ng/mL) | (ng/mL)
P vd e (target range) 302-457 | 539-751 | 651-909 | 1094-1450 | 132-298
ﬁ?LQ’?ﬂIEJ (mean) 360.6 658.9 762.0 1250.0 227.3
ﬁ']Lﬁmwummg’m (S.D.) 10.8 12.7 11.6 23.9 9.00
AnSeavvasduUsyAnsauauLls (% C.V.) 3.0 1.9 1.5 1.9 4.0

3.6 N1sANEIA21NLLUEY (precision)
¥9435 EIA d1%5Un1305297bAT1RE19NGY
AMPHs

A1519% 6 Wudmaa1nis BATae
m%amafﬁmiwﬁﬁmmuzjusﬁqﬂuizé’uﬁ
vousuld Tnouansindosazvesdulseavsnuiiu
wUs (% CV) eunin¥esas 15 [20] luis 5 seéy
YDIANUTUTUVRIANTATUANAMNN

35 BA Tldarunsalttudunanisngia

ansiandiangyu AMPHs Tudlaanizliegaauysal
FauuisEedannIgiu GC-MS fannsodisans
araalugusulumenguangls [21] 1os1n33 BIA
Hunisdufuseninueufiauuasueufivedds
aunsainnstuufiseniu (22, 23] Nuansiil
Tassasrmaadadienu 1 Tu phenyl ring uay
amino group fivdiouffu carbon side chain Tu
Frunued 2 [24] F9alaseadredananandu

A1uUsENaUVDIFILINALYHEA [8-10] @1U1TaVIn
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TAenauInatld a1nA1sAnwIves Casey uay
Ay Tl a.e. 2011 9ldiAesieaiudnen
bupropion fiduvinluAanauIna1slun1snsIa
419041 AMPHs gafisSosay 35 [25] kagaln
N15AN®1994 Vidal wagauy Tul A.¢. 2007 LAY
3789743181 bupropion @1115aLAAN159 4
Ufnsenluisduyluneaiadlaussunuiosas 3 fis

17 YuagiuAiuidudurese1nlasy [26]

YONINLNANNTLUIUNTTEFUAU (metabolism)
yoseiildlunissnwensiliianauanaisls
LU @13 meta-chlorophenylpiperazine [27] @13
labetalol @13 promethazine, chlorpromazine
Lard1y metformin [22,28,29] U9nan inter-
ference Maaiifinadneiu dnvazdaansiila
iz 1wy guinn udlen vielunamdude
Weafuendiwanonisnsiatnfinainindouls

= Y

FIUUTIAITLASHUAIDYNII LA NUIEFUNBUNNS
nagau @ m5uds EIA laeldiaseansiadAsIei
wazAn cut-off NenaiuveudarveslURn1say

d9an A1l AU AN UNERaUIN

o
o

AYUIENAAU kazAUTEANSA INeNaTY el
FUATRNUmsTISIULazAsAnRsidede
YoiinnTiaTginlilagTouiouiuizénads
wnsgu edudeyalunistudunmuain Ay
Uidofioreiniinsraiasnziarsiandangs
AMPHs Tudlaanizuazarusatluwauisedu
AUAINITAVDINITATIVILATIEATLANAANGY

AMPHSs Tuaunean

4. a3y
ANNNNTATINENTENAANGY AMPHs Tu
Yaa1igieis EIA vosnuissuiinismaia

NSUNNE 159N8IU1a5IIUANERSLRANNTLLAYTH

lneieuiuiauInggIu GC-MS wuindiuseansam
WirnuSesay 90.32 LanIA1AI1ull AINT NN
AYIUNERAUIN LagAYIUIENaaUSeYaY 81.82,
100.00, 100.00 kag 82.86 ANUAINU LASLENIAT
Anuusiuggdutaiivonsuls nmsusuanen cut-
off 99975 EIA 3ZUAAIAIAINTIULNIL ATNTT
¥unerauvananas uwiviliiinauinaradiudu ns
MIATIERAITLANAANGN AMPHs 1aed3 EIA
Wunisasialuseaudannsealdaiunsasrluly

o

gudunalunianguuigingizaiunsaianisty

v v o Y

ffsenfuivansnaneviinuazasnsiagudume

v oy
o

BUINTFIY YU GC-MS siall n153TeAselve

[l

fuduinlufinausyloviineadesle q udsluda

5579

5. AnfnssuUszne

VYBYBUAN NUATUAYUNNTITEIINNDINY

|
o

WennnInerdesssumaniniels “yuidenily”
udaygyavil vy 1/20/2558 WagueueunsAm
A1ARI19158 ATANATY A UNEI INerdeunneg
AANTUINIYIAININTAL UNINGIFEEITUAIERS

Aduornsdnusnelunuised
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