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ABSTRACT 

Analytical method validation is a critical process in industries such as pharmaceuticals, food 

safety, biotechnology, and environmental monitoring. It guarantees reliability, 

reproducibility, and compliance with regulatory obligations. This review covers current 

practices including adherence to guidelines from ICH Q2(R1), USP, and EMA. Method 

suitability is analyzed for its key validation parameters, including accuracy, precision, 

specificity, detection limits, and robustness. Validation approaches are changing with the 

adoption of automation, artificial intelligence (AI), machine learning, and Analytical Quality 

by Design (AQbD) emerging trends. The review also addresses the matrix effects, sensitivity- 

specificity tradeoffs, and method transfers between laboratories. Valuable use of validated 

methods is demonstrated in pharmaceuticals, biologics, food safety, and environmental 

monitoring. Chromatographic methods and lifecycle management strategies are shown to be 

successful in case studies. The review concludes by highlighting gaps, (such as global 

harmonization) and opportunities for innovation in green analytical chemistry and real-time 

methods. 

 
1. Introduction 

Importance of Analytical Method Validation 

Analytical Validation of methods is a crucial step to guarantee the correctness and dependability of analytical 

results in the pharmaceuticals, food safety, environmental monitoring, and biotechnology industries. Validation 

is documented evidence that a method of analysis is appropriate for its intended use, that is, it is consistent, 

reproducible, and complies with regulatory requirements (EMA, 2017). 

In the pharmaceutical industry, validated methods are essential for drug development, quality control, and 

regulatory submissions. Analytical method validation is important to ensure drug safety, efficacy, and quality 

(Guy, 2014), and is emphasized in the International Conference on Harmonisation (ICH) guidelines, 

particularly Q2(R1). The United States Pharmacopeia (USP) and the European Medicines Agency (EMA) 

require that analytical methods are rigorously validated to meet Good Manufacturing Practice (GMP) standards 

(USP, 2021; Patil & Deore, 2024) in the same way. 

Analytical methods are validated, meet regulatory requirements improve laboratory efficiency, minimize 

errors, and reduce operational risk. Robust (validated methods) are also applicable to global operations. As 

industries adopt new advanced technologies such as automation and artificial intelligence (AI), they are 

demanding robust and flexible valuation techniques (Umoh et al., 2024). 

 
Objectives 

The aim is to critically review the existing regulatory frameworks, validation parameters and industry practices 

in analytical method validation and their importance in ensuring the reliability and accuracy of analytical results 

in various industries. 

The analytical method is developed to explore the use of emerging trends and innovative approaches 

(automation, Quality by Design (QbD), and artificial intelligence) to enhance the analytical method’s 

effectiveness, resilience and flexibility in the validation processes. 

 
2. Regulatory Frameworks and Guidelines 

2.1 Overview of Global Regulatory Bodies 

Any industry has set guidelines for the validation of analytical methods by international regulatory bodies to 

ensure that the analytical data is strictly regulated accurate, reliable and consistent. These frameworks are meant 

to standardize validation practices to ensure that analytical methods are globally accepted. 

 
2.1.1 ICH Guidelines (Q2(R1)) 

The International Council for the Harmonization of Technical Standards for Human Use Pharmaceuticals (ICH) 

has developed the Q2(R1) directive, named "Validation of Analytical Procedures: Text and Methodology." This 
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guideline provides characteristics of validation to be considered in the validation of analytical procedures used 

in registration applications in the European Union, Japan and the United States. Validation is defined as the 

demonstration that the analytical procedure is suitable for its intended use, including accuracy, precision, 

specificity, detection limit, quantitation limit, linearity, and range. 

The ICH Q2(R1) guideline is important in harmonizing analytical validation requirements to achieve mutual 

acceptance of data between regulatory authorities and to reduce the need for redundant testing. For 

pharmaceutical companies, this harmonization is important, because they are trying to decrease drug 

development proceedings and shorten the time to market in different regions. 

 
2.1.2 USP Standards 

General Chapter <1225>, "Validation of Compendial Procedures," guides the United States Pharmacopeia 

(USP) in the validation of compendial procedures. Characteristics to be considered for various test types and 

supporting documentation required for analytical methods submitted for inclusion in the USP-NF are described 

in this chapter. It is very close in alignment with the ICH Q2(R1) guideline which includes parameters such as 

linearity, range, robustness, detection limit, quantitation limit, accuracy, precision, and specificity (USP, 2021). 

The use of system suitability tests is also highlighted in the UP which constitutes that the test samples being 

analyzed are run through the analytical system first to verify that the system is operating properly. These tests 

are intended to verify that the system's sensitivity, resolution, and reproducibility are adequate for the intended 

analysis. 

 
2.1.3 EMA and Other Regional Guidelines 

The European Union has adopted the ICH Q2(R1) guideline and therefore the guideline is applied in the 

European Union. This guideline is important because it is an example of a harmonized approach to analytical 

method validation within the EMA member states. 

Outside of the ICH regions, other regulatory bodies have created their requirements set or guidelines similar to 

the ICH however catered toward specifications suited to the region. For example, the World Health 

Organization (WHO) recommends that the analytical techniques employed to examine pharmaceutical 

compounds are validated and that methods are suitable for their intended purpose and yield reliable results. 

 
2.2 Key Requirements for Analytical Method Validation 

Analytical technique validation is a systematic process of evaluating performance characteristics of methods, 

such that it can be proved that they are suitable for their purpose. The key parameters typically assessed during 

validation include: 

Accuracy: The degree to which the method's test findings closely resemble the actual value is referred to as 

this. Usually, accuracy is assessed by How closely the method's test results match the actual value on a sample 

of known concentration. The validity of the method in quantifying the analyte in samples (ICH, 2022) is 

essential. 

Precision: The degree of agreement among individual test results when the method is applied repeatedly to 

multiple samplings of a homogeneous sample is precision. It encompasses: 

1. Repeatability: The precision under the same operating conditions over a short interval of time. 

2. Intermediate Precision: The precision within a single laboratory on different days, with different analysts, 

using different equipment. 

Specificity: The specificity of the method is the ability to measure the analyte unambiguously in the presence 

of impurities, degradants, and matrix components. Its main advantage is that the method can accurately identify 

and quantify the analyte without interference. 

Detection Limit (LOD) and Quantitation Limit (LOQ): The fate of a substance within a sample is the LOD, 

or the lowest amount of analyte that can be detectable but not necessarily quantifiable. The amount of analyte 

that can be quantitatively determined with suitably high precision and accuracy is the LOQ. Methods designed 

to detect and quantify low levels of analytes place an important emphasis on these parameters. 

 

Linearity and Range: The method is linear when test Over a specified range, the analyte concentration in the 

sample directly correlates with the results. The range is the distance between the analyte's top and lower values 
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that can be accurately, precisely, and linearly quantified. Range and linearity are used to demonstrate that the 

method yields reliable results over the estimated concentration ranges of analyte in samples. 

Robustness: A robustness measure is the technique's capacity to remain immune to slight, intentional changes 

in method parameters. It identifies crucial parameters that need to be managed to preserve method performance 

and shows how reliable the method is when used normally. 

System Suitability Testing: These are performed to ensure the analytical system is good to go before or while 

samples are being analyzed. The system performance is confirmed by evaluating parameters such as resolution, 

repeatability, and signal-to-noise ratio. Method validation and routine analysis include system suitability tests 

to ensure consistent performance (USP, 2021). 

 
Figure 1: Key Parameters for Analytical Method Validation 

 

3. Analytical Method Validation Parameters 

The foundation for ensuring that an analytical technique is appropriate for its intended use is the analytical 

method validation parameters. These parameters are critical to producing high-quality data and show the 

method to be reliable, reproducible, and accurate. 

 
3.1 Accuracy 

The degree to which the analytical method's results closely resemble the actual value is referred to as accuracy. 

It is a critical parameter for the quantification of analytes in pharmaceutical formulations and the reliability of 

outcomes when the technique is used to routine analysis. Accuracy is usually defined as spiking different 

amounts of the analyte into the sample matrix and comparing measured concentrations to theoretical (USP, 

2021). 

The ICH Q2(R1) guidelines indicate that accuracy must be determined at least at three concentration levels and 

with a minimum of nine determinations (triplicates for each level). Accuracy is usually assessed using recovery 

studies with acceptable recovery values of 98–102% for pharmaceutical analysis (Li et al., 2020). 

 
3.2 Precision (Repeatability and Intermediate Precision) 

The degree of agreement between independent test results acquired under particular circumstances is known 

as precision. It is evaluated in two tiers: repeatability and intermediate precision. 

Intra-day variability is assessed by repeatability, which is the measurement of multiple measurements under 

the same conditions. 
Intermediate Precision is variability across different days, analysts, instruments, or laboratories. 
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Both are essential to ensure that an analytical method gives the same result regardless of small variations in the 

testing environment. According to USP and ICH guidelines, in order to characterize the precision of a test 

procedure, its relative standard deviation (RSD) is calculated, and the value of RSD less than 2% is assumed 

as acceptable (USP, 2021). 

It has been demonstrated that sample preparation variability, operator errors, or poor instrument calibration 

contributes to overall poor precision. As a result, robust training and strict protocols are necessary to keep 

precision across laboratories (ICH Guideline, 2022). 

 
3.3 Specificity and Selectivity 

The ability of an analytical technique to measure the target analyte clearly in the presence of contaminants, 

such as impurities or breakdown products, is known as specificity, or other excipients of the analyte. Related 

to selectivity is the ability to differentiate an analyte from chemically or structurally similar compounds. 

Specificity is tested for pharmaceutical formulations by evaluating the technique's reaction to the analyte when 

there is typical excipients or potential degradants. Specificity is provided by chromatographic techniques like 

liquid chromatography with high performance (HPLC) for their ability to separate closely related substances. 

Mass spectrometry coupling with chromatography has recently improved specificity in complex matrices (Rial, 

2024). 

 
3.4 Linearity and Range 

The linearity of the method is assessed as the range in analyte concentration over which the results remain 

directly proportional. A calibration curve of analyte concentrations versus instrument responses is plotted and 

evaluated. Good linearity is demonstrated when the correlation coefficient (R²) should be greater than 0.99. 

The range is the interval value to which the analyte has shown accurate, precise, and linear results within twice 

the detection limits. For applications that require low and high analyte detection, methods with broader ranges 

are highly desirable (Li et al., 2020). Recent research has focused on using weighted regression models to 

improve linearity assessments, especially for low-concentration analytes where heteroscedasticity may affect 

results (ICH Guideline, 2022). 

 
3.5 Limit of Detection (LOD) and Limit of Quantitation (LOQ) 

The LOD is the smallest value of analyte concentration that is detectable (but not quantifiable) with a 

reasonable level of accuracy and precision. The LOQ, on the other hand, is the lowest concentration that can 

be quantitatively ascertained with appropriate accuracy and precision. 

LOD and LOQ are calculated based on signal to noise ratio method. A signal-to-noise ratio of 3: LOD is 1, and 

LOQ is 10:1. These parameters are of special importance in environmental and pharmaceutical applications 

where trace-level analytes must be detected (USP, 2021). Advances in instrumentation in the analytical methods 

include ultra-high performance liquid chromatography (UHPLC) and tandem mass spectrometry (LC-MS/MS) 

(Rial, 2024) have greatly improved the sensitivity of the methods. 

 
3.6 Robustness 

The robustness of an analytical method is its capacity to remain unaffected by little but intentional changes in 

method parameters like pH, flow rate, or temperature. It evaluates the method's dependability under typical 

operating conditions. 

Robustness testing is to test a method by introducing one parameter one at a time and keeping other parameters 

constant. In HPLC, For instance, the method's stability is assessed by making minor adjustments to the 

composition of the mobile phase. or column temperature. The performance methods are more robust and 

require less frequent revalidation, saving time and resources in routine analysis (Li et al., 2020). 

 
3.7 System Suitability 

System suitability tests (SSTs) are performed before or during method validation to check that the analytical 

system is working correctly. Resolution, tailing factor, theoretical plates, and retention duration are some 

examples of parameters. (USP, 2021) are evaluated to confirm that the system is adequate for analysis. 

Assurance that the analytical system produces reproducible and reliable results is called system suitability. 

Such deviations are critical in chromatographic methods, and lead to erroneous results. SSTs are recommended 

by USP as routine in maintaining the quality and integrity of analytical data. 
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4. Validation Approaches and Strategies 

4.1 One-Time Validation vs. Continuous Validation 

In this approach to method validation, the method is validated on at least four parameters only at the 

development phase of the method to confirm that it complies with laid down specifications. However, this 

paves the way towards validation does not proceed taking into account variations over more time, including 

equipment performance or environmental factors (Daksh & Goyal, 2020). On the other hand, Continuous 

Validation that is in congruence with AQbD focuses on a continuous assessment and supervision of the method 

during its use. This makes it possible for laboratories to identify areas of randomness so that they exercise a 

high standard and quality (Bairagi et al., 2024). This method of validation is quite useful where performance 

characteristics may vary in analytical processes and systems. These are the stages in method development to 

approval and transfer, the key decision points for each stage, and the documentation required to be compliant 

to the desired regulations as depicted in the flowchart below; 
 

Figure 2: Workflow for Analytical Method Validation Process (Bretnall & Clarke, 2011) 

4.2 Statistical Tools for Validation 

In this case, method validation help determine the accuracy of the results and the soundness of the gathered 

data through the use of statistical techniques. DOE is a structured approach for studying several factors to 

determine significant method factors and their interactions, which contributes to method improvement within 

the AQbD process. It helps in comprehending the amount of reliability or otherwise in the methods under study 

(Bairagi et al., 2024). In this kind of analysis, more variables are involved in the analysis process; PCA and 

PLS are used to analyze the data. It helps in identifying patterns and correlation and is more useful in the 

development and validation of the method. These techniques allow methods to be used when there is variability 

because of the factors highlighted above by Bairagi et al., (2024). 

 
4.3 Risk-Based Approaches in Method Validation 

All the methods used for validation are risk-based to make the process as rigorous as possible. This paper 

discusses the application of Quality by Design (QbD) concept in method development and validation, 

understanding of critical quality attributes (CQAs) and critical process parameters (CPPs). This leads to 

building methods that are resilient from analytical condition changes. Failure Mode and Effects Analysis 
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(FMEA) is a risk analysis tool that can be used to assess common points of failure or weaknesses in an analytical 

procedure. Through the FMEA, it is possible to identify the analysis of severity, occurrence, and detectability, 

which helps in the prioritization of control measures to manage the possible problems and also ensure that the 

analytical methods are reliable. They help in creating and refining better trustworthy techniques for analysis. 

(Bairagi et al., 2024). 

 
5. Challenges in Analytical Method Validation 

The necessity of analytical method validation is rising with a view to obtain accurate information in 

pharmaceuticals, environmental controls, and food checking. Some of the challenges are the variations in the 

instrumentation and technique, matrix interference in competent sample, and control of sensitivity and 

specificity. Conversely, transfer of methods may also be challenging in this case Lab techniques may be tricky 

to transfer from one lab to another. These factors are known to affect the analytical data and when used in 

different settings or different applications, then methods have to be done to resolve these issues to ensure 

methods are consistent and accurate. 

 
5.1 Variability in Instrumentation and Techniques 

Method validation is a challenge due to variability of instrumentation and analytical techniques. Inconsistent 

good results can be caused by differences in the instrument model, the maintenance status, and operational 

settings. Analytical accuracy and precision can be degraded by calibration, detector sensitivity and temperature 

control (Szopa et al., 2002). 

These problems can only be solved by rigorous calibration protocols and frequent maintenance of failures. The 

results obtained for one instrument or operator are compared with those of another using standardized operating 

procedures (SOPs). System suitability tests performed before analysis can also be used to verify that the 

instrument is working and thus reduce variability. 

 
5.2 Matrix Effects in Complex Samples 

Matrix effects are defined as the suppression or enhancement of a response to a target analyte by components 

of the solution. The phenomenon is most pronounced in complex matrices, such as matrices of biological fluids, 

environmental samples, or food products. In mass spectrometry, co-eluting substances lead to ion suppression 

or enhancement, resulting in inaccurate quantification. 

Matrix effects need to be addressed by carefully performing the preparation of samples and method 

optimization. These effects can be mitigated using techniques such as solid phase extraction (SPE), liquid- 

liquid extraction (LLE), and the use of matrix-matched calibration standards. Nevertheless, chromatographic 

separation before the detection step can also decrease the coelution of interfering substances and enhance 

method specificity and accuracy (Kruve et al., 2008). 

 
5.3 Balancing Sensitivity and Specificity 

In method validation, there is a common challenge of sensitivity vs. specificity, and no balance between them 

is optimal. In addition, it is also highly sensitive meaning it can detect analytes with low concentrations, an 

essential characteristic of trace analysis. While this sensitivity may also lead to false positives due to the 

interference of substances (Szopa et al., 2002), however, this sensitivity is not as high as the one of a mass 

spectrometer. This allows method developers to optimize detection settings as well as choose appropriate 

analytical techniques to optimize these parameters. Specificity is provided by tandem mass spectrometry 

(MS/MS) which provides structural information to allow low interference. In addition, the specific 

chromatographic conditions are optimized to further improve the sensitivity and selectivity (Bjarnadóttir & 

Flengsrud, 2014). 

 
5.4 Handling Method Transfers Between Laboratories 

Analytical methods are challenged by reproducibility and consistency when methods are transferred from one 

laboratory to another. The method performance varies with equipment, environmental conditions, and analyst 

expertise. For regulatory compliance (Huber, 2010) and in collaborative studies it is important to guarantee 

that a validated method provides similar results in different settings. 

A method transfer protocol with critical parameters and acceptance criteria should be established to achieve 

successful method transfers. Inter-laboratory validation studies can help correct those areas of the method that 

have lab to lab variation and help ensure accuracy in different environments. Training of personnel and 
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standardization of equipment and materials can add additional robustification to method transfers (Ermer & 

Nethercote, 2014). 

 
6. Emerging Trends and Innovations 

Technological advances and regulatory changes have put analytical method validation in a state of flux. 

Automation, artificial intelligence, machine learning and Quality by Design (QbD) frameworks are 

transforming the way validation processes are performed and new trends and innovations are rewriting the way 

validation processes are performed. By nature, these innovations increase efficiency, reliability and compliance 

with regulatory norms. 

 
6.1 Automation in Method Validation 

Automation of analytical method validation is increasing because it reduces human error, improves 

reproducibility, and increases process efficiency. Repetitive tasks, such as sample preparation, method 

optimization, and data analysis, have been shown to be performed more precisely and more quickly by 

automated systems than by manual operations (Lee & Webb, 2008). 

Robotic systems in combination with liquid handling platforms and automated software tools can be used to 

perform high throughput analyses and several methods are validated simultaneously. This is especially useful 

as such rapid and reliable validation processes are so time and regulatory constrained in the pharmaceutical 

and biotechnology industries. Real time monitoring and data acquisition also allow real time identification of 

deviations or anomalies (Khandagale et al., 2024). 

 
6.2 Use of Artificial Intelligence and Machine Learning 

AI together with ML are displacing analytical method validation from manual, repetitive work into smart means 

for filling, analysis and predicting. Such technologies allow for patterns in a given set of data and relationships 

between variables and methods to be identified, so an ML model can subsequently better anticipate how those 

variables’ changes will affect the methods’ performance. As a result, there is less need for many experimental 

trial test (Olawade et al., 2024). The different AI enabled platforms provide improvement in detecting loss data 

outliers, better analysis of the trends and reduced forecast errors. Chromatography and spectroscopy software 

integration help in identification and characterization of the peaks in samples with identically eluting 

components. In addition, that AI supports adaptively validated schemes as methods can alter over time through 

new real data and/or under new regulation aspects, which increases flexibility as well as compliance in 

analytical validation. 

 
6.3 Quality by Design (QbD) Approach 

The QbD framework has been applied to reorient analytical method development and validation from a 

retrospective to a proactive approach. QbD is an International Council for Harmonisation (ICH) method 

development approach with quality built in from the start. 

QbD is a target method profile (TMP) and critical method parameters (CMPs) that affect method performance. 

This knowledge enables researchers to establish robust methods with low variability (Chiarentin et al., 2024). 

QbD uses the component of Design of Experiments (DoE) to evaluate simultaneous multiple variables to 

optimize method conditions. 

 
6.4 Analytical Quality by Design (AQbD) Applications 

To meet Analytical Quality by Design (AQbD), AQbD is expanded to analytical methods to guarantee their 

reliability, robustness and suitability during their lifecycle. In a science and risk-based approach, Sathuluri et 

al (2024) use risk assessment tools such as Failure Mode and Effects Analysis (FMEA) to identify potential 

vulnerabilities in analytical methods. 

Alignment of AQbD with continuous validation is one of the most important advantages of AQbD. During 

routine use, AQbD monitors method performance to ensure that methods are valid in the presence of changes 

in environmental conditions, sample matrices, or instrumentation. The approach is based on a lifecycle 

management approach to reduce the need for frequent revalidation and to improve regulatory compliance (Lee 

and Webb, 2008).. 
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Figure 3: Quality by Design (QbD) Approach in Analytical Method Validation (Vogt & Kord, 2011) 

7. Applications Across Industries 

Analytical method validation is a must in multiple industries to ensure data accuracy, reliability and regulatory 

compliance. Validation is uniquely applied in each sector, adapting to the unique challenges and requirements 

in each sector. 

In the pharmaceutical industry, validated methods are necessary at all stages of drug development, 

manufacturing and quality control. They are used to quantify active pharmaceutical ingredients (APIs), to 

assess the stability of drug products by detecting potential degradants under stress conditions, and to verify that 

dissolution profiles are consistent and reliable for bioavailability assessments. Being rigorous and 

toxicologically sound, the validation is also required to comply with Good Manufacturing Practice (GMP) 

standards (set by the FDA, EMA, and ICH, 2005) and That’s because failure in this step can lead to regulatory 

setbacks, recall, or market delay (Chiarentin et al., 2024) 

The validation of the biologics and biosimilars sector is complicated by the complexity of biomolecules derived 

from living systems. Characterization of structural variants, post-translational modifications, and impurities 

using techniques such as liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry (LC-MS) and capillary electrophoresis 

requires validated methods. In addition, potency assays and immunogenicity testing require robust validation 

for biological activity and safety. Validation is important as biosimilars are increasingly adopted worldwide 

and these products must meet stringent equivalence criteria with reference biologics (Gyorgypal, 2023). 

The food and beverage industry uses validated methods to meet safety standards, detect contaminants, and 

verify the authenticity of a product. GC and LC-MS methods are used for routine pesticide residue detection, 

and spectroscopic and chromatographic methods are used to confirm the authenticity of high value products, 

e.g. olive oil and honey. Validated methods are also important for accurate vitamin, mineral and other nutrient 

quantification in food products and to ensure transparency in quantification (Kruve et al., 2008). 

 

Environmental monitoring sector needs validated methods to identify pollutants, ensure environmental 

compliance and protect public health. Validated methods are used to detect trace contaminants such as heavy 

metals, pesticides and other contaminants for the water quality analysis of drinking water and wastewater. 

Volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and other air quality monitoring harmful substances are quantified by gas 

chromatography mass spectrometry (GC MS). Without these methods, the environmental impact of industrial 

activities and ecological balance (Bjarnadóttir, & Flengsrud, 2014) cannot be assessed. Sathuluri et al., 2024). 

Validated analytical methods are used in all industries for safety, reliability and compliance. With these sectors 

becoming more complex and more regulated, the validation practices need to evolve continuously. 
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8. Case Studies and Best Practices 

8.1 Successful Validation of Chromatographic Methods 

These techniques are high performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) and gas chromatography (GC) used 

widely in analytical method validation to separate and quantitate mixtures. HPLC validation is a successful 

case study when applied in the pharmaceutical industry for quantification of active pharmaceutical ingredients 

(APIs). Validation of an HPLC method for a combination drug product containing paracetamol and ibuprofen 

was demonstrated by Olawade et al. (2024). The method was evaluated for accuracy (recoveries 98–102%), 

precision (relative standard deviation < 2%), specificity (no interference from excipients) and robustness 

(method not affected by minor changes in pH and flow rate) and was shown to meet the ICH Q2(R1) guidelines. 

The second example is a validation of GC methods for the analysis of volatile organic compounds (VOC) in 

environmental monitoring. A GC-MS method was used to detect VOCs in industrial effluents. The method is 

repeatable and has LOD of 0.1 ppm and is suitable for regulatory compliance. 

 
8.2 Handling Analytical Method Lifecycle Management 

The analytical method lifecycle management ensures that validated methods are robust and reliable during their 

use. The need for the Analytical Quality by Design (AQbD) framework for lifecycle management. In their 

study of a stability-indicating HPLC method for an anti-diabetic drug, they demonstrated that continuous 

performance monitoring and periodic revalidation reduced risks of environmental and instrument-related 

variability. Statistical tools such as control charts were also brought to light in the study for identifying trends 

and deviations that come during regular analysis. 

To accomplish successful lifecycle management, such as outlined in ICH Q12 and the post-approval monitoring 

of analytical methods, robust documentation and risk assessment protocols, are essential. They also guarantee 

that your practices comply with changing regulatory requirements and take fewer people over whether they 

need to revalidate, or not. 

 
9. Future Perspectives and Research Directions 

9.1 Gaps in Current Practices 

However, despite the progress in analytical method validation, there are still gaps. The first big challenge is 

that there are no global standards in place that are harmonized across industries for validation. ICH Q2(R1) is 

comprehensive but differences in regional regulatory requirements often result in redundant validations 

(Olawade et al., 2024). In addition, many of the laboratories continue to work with manual processes that are 

likely to lead to increased chances of human error and slothfulness. However, since advanced technologies like 

AI and machine learning are adopted only minimally, it severely limits the ability to forecast and overcome 

method problems. 

A second gap is in dealing with matrix effects in complex samples. Matrix effects, in particular, are a persistent 

problem in LC-MS analyses, which often require extensive optimization and validation efforts. If no 

standardized approach to mitigate these effects is made, inconsistencies in method performance can occur 

among different sample types of biomedical fluids. 

 
9.2 Opportunities for Innovation 

The emerging technologies and frameworks present solutions for these gaps. In analytical method development 

and validation, artificial intelligence and machine learning can become game-changing. Experimental designs 

can be optimized in AI algorithms, method performance can be predicted, and critical parameters can be 

identified with minimal experimental effort using AI algorithms. Additionally, predictive analytics can be used 

to improve the validity of the validated techniques by locating failure earlier than it is happening. 

Finally, another important opportunity is for the adoption of the Analytical Quality by Design (AQbD) 

framework. AQbD supports a lifecycle approach to validation, i.e., methods are validated under variable 

conditions. AQbD principles can be extended to nontraditional analytical techniques such as biosensors and 

microfluidics to satisfy the growing demand for real-time and point-of-care analysis (Chiarentin et al., 2024). 

A route to sustainable validation practices is green analytical chemistry advances. There are still ways to use 

eco-friendly solvents and techniques to reduce the environmental impact of an analytical method without 

compromising its result (Sathuluri et al., 2024). 

Analytical methods validation is critical in ensuring the reliability and accuracy of results across many 

industries. It provides regulatory compliance building blocks by confirming products and processes are safe, 

effective, and of good quality. This review emphasizes that the assessment of key parameters such as accuracy, 

precision, and robustness for a product should be based on sound guidance documents such as ICH Q2(R1), 
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USP, and EMA. With automation, AI, and AQbD technological advances, the combination of all these presents 

amazing possibilities for reducing validation efforts and improving adaptability. However, there are still 

challenges to be addressed, such as how to manage matrix effects, how to balance sensitivity and specificity, 

and how to achieve comparability of results obtained by laboratories that would transfer a method. This is 

because validated methods are increasingly used in pharmaceuticals, biologics, food safety, and environmental 

monitoring, and their role in protecting public health is critical. To address the current gaps and meet the 

evolving regulations, moving forward, it is necessary to adopt green analytical chemistry, expand AQbD 

principles, and fundamental AI-driven predictive analytics. In the modern era, the integrity and reliability of 

analytical practices depend on a harmonized global approach to method validation, along with continuous 

innovation. 

 
Conclusion 

The analytical method validation is essential to the reliability and accuracy of results in various industries. It’s 

a basis of regulatory compliance, ensuring product and process safety, efficacy, and quality. This review 

highlights the necessity to adhere to stringent guidelines such as ICH Q2(R1), USP, and EMA which lay down 

how the key parameters such as accuracy, precision, and robustness ought to be assessed. Advances in 

technology, including automation, AI, and AQbD, create an unprecedented opportunity to quickly validate a 

solution and to be agile. Yet, gaps remain, such as managing matrix effects, finding sensitivity balance against 

specificity, and maintaining consistent results during method transfers, across laboratories. Validation methods 

in pharmaceuticals, biologics, food safety, and environmental monitoring play a critical role in protecting public 

health with the increasing application of validated methods in these areas. To close the existing gaps and meet 

the evolving demands of regulatory frameworks, moving forward, green analytical chemistry, AQbD principles 

expansion, and AI-driven predictive analytics are needed. In the modern era, the integrity and reliability of 

analytical practices depend on a harmonized global approach to method validation and continuous innovation. 

 
References 

1. Bairagi, A., Kothrukar, R., Chikhale, H., Kosanam, S., & Borse, L. (2024). AQbD-novel strategy for 

analytical methods. Future Journal of Pharmaceutical Sciences, 10, Article 138. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s43094-024-00706-1. 

2. Bjarnadóttir, S. G., & Flengsrud, R. (2014). Corrigendum to “Affinity chromatography, two-dimensional 

electrophoresis, adapted immunodepletion and mass spectrometry used for detection of porcine and 

piscine heparin-binding human plasma proteins” [J. Chromatogr. B 944 (2014) 107–113]. Journal of 

Chromatography B, (963), 143. 

3. Bretnall, A. E., & Clarke, G. S. (2011). Validation of analytical test methods. In Separation Science and 

Technology (Vol. 10, pp. 429-457). Academic Press. 

4. Chiarentin, L., Gonçalves, C., Augusto, C., Miranda, M., Cardoso, C., & Vitorino, C. (2024). Drilling into 

the “Quality by Design” approach for analytical methods. Critical Reviews in Analytical Chemistry, 54(8), 

3478-3519. 

5. Daksh, S., & Goyal, A. (2020). Analytical method development and validation: A review. Chemistry 

Research Journal, 5(3), 173-186. 

6. Ermer, J., & Nethercote, P. W. (Eds.). (2014). Method validation in pharmaceutical analysis: A guide to 

best practice. John Wiley & Sons. 

7. Guideline, I. H. (2022). Bioanalytical method validation and study sample analysis M10. ICH Harmonised 

Guideline: Geneva, Switzerland. 

8. Guy, R. C. (2014). International conference on harmonization. 

9. Gyorgypal, A. (2023). Enabling and investigating real-time monoclonal antibody N-linked glycosylation 

for upstream processing of biotherapeutics. 
10. Huber, L. (2010). Validation of analytical methods. Pharmaceutical Technology, 24(9), 98–104. 

11. Khandagale, S. S., Bappasaheb, N. O., Khose, A. S., Kshirsagar, P., Nemane, P., & Thube, R. H. (2024). 

Role of Pharmaceutical Automation and Robotics in Pharmaceutical Industry: A Review. Systematic 

Reviews in Pharmacy, 15(3). 

12. Kruve, A., Künnapas, A., Herodes, K., & Leito, I. (2008). Matrix effects in pesticide multi-residue analysis 

by liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry. Journal of Chromatography A, 1187(1-2), 58-66. 

13. Lee, D. C., & Webb, M. (Eds.). (2008). Pharmaceutical analysis. John Wiley & Sons. 

14. Li, X., Geng, M., Peng, Y., Meng, L., & Lu, S. (2020). Molecular immune pathogenesis and diagnosis of 

COVID-19. Journal of Pharmaceutical Analysis, 10(2), 102-108. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s43094-024-00706-1


Analytical Method Validation: A Comprehensive Review of Current Practices 

SEEJPH Volume XXI, 2023, ISSN: 2197-5248; Posted:15-07-2023 

254 | P a g e 

 

 

15. Olawade, D. B., Teke, J., Fapohunda, O., Weerasinghe, K., Usman, S. O., Ige, A. O., & David-Olawade, 

A. C. (2024). Leveraging artificial intelligence in vaccine development: A narrative review. Journal of 

microbiological methods, 106998. 

16. Patil, R. N., & Deore, B. L. (2024). Analytical Method Development and Validation. Indian Journal of 

Pharmacy & Drug Studies, 3(4). 

17. Rial, R. C. (2024). AI in analytical chemistry: Advancements, challenges, and future directions. Talanta, 

125949. 

18. Sathuluri, K., Bakam, R., Jain, R., Dande, A., Gajbhiye, R., Ravichandiran, V., & Peraman, R. (2024). 

Analytical quality by design (AQbD) in the ICHQ14 guidelines for analytical procedure development. 

Accreditation and Quality Assurance, 1-14. 

19. Szopa, C., Meierhenrich, U. J., Coscia, D., Janin, L., Goesmann, F., Sternberg, R., ... & Rosenbauer, H. 

(2002). Gas chromatography for in situ analysis of a cometary nucleus: IV. Study of capillary column 

robustness for space application. Journal of Chromatography A, 982(2), 303-312. 

20. UMOH, S., SICHILONGO, K., BOJASE, G., MASESANE, I., & MAJINDA, R. (2024). Bioanalytical 

Methods for Adducing Pharmacokinetic Profiles of Antimalarial Drugs Used in Africa: A Review of 

Progress, Pitfalls and Ways Forward. Indian Journal of Pharmaceutical Sciences, 86(3). 

21. USP, U. (2021). General Chapter< 1225>, “. Validation of Compendial Procedures,” USP, 1445-1461. 

22. Vogt, F. G., & Kord, A. S. (2011). Development of quality-by-design analytical methods. Journal of 

Pharmaceutical Sciences, 100(3), 797–812. https://doi.org/10.1002/jps.22325 


