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solvent systems can be evaluated to find optimum rather than adequate solutions. Lower OH O . . c on s
pressure than sub-2 um columns permits use of faster flow rates and higher viscosity -Database available for 700 | NH O RP-Amide Shows Different SEIECtW'ty in MeOH for OH Probe
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E Biphenyl L11 o el Jui=L |  Aromatic stationary phases, such as Biphenyl, show extra retention and even peak reversal for OH the two solvents, a ternary mobile phase may be ideal for difficult separations.
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with individual polar atoms and other aromatic networks to form strong donor-acceptor complexes that m HALO ES-CN 0.566 011  -0.344 0.021 0.126 115 1 88 ' ' because of lower operating probe compounds that are not proprietary.
create unique chromatographic retention. Dissociation energies are similar in strength to H-Bonds. Phase in MeCN pressure. One exception to
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O~ SN~ R N/R __ . 3<F.<~10: columns are likely equivalent for samples with a few 0.987 11.8 saved by screening with SPP columns allows study of more phases and variables such as
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