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O A PT, R 2R b 2y B PR S, 7R M 510160)

 E. RSO E (HPLC) X & J7 PR S AR BURL A TR S IS W s FIAR LS TRANY, IT&5 & R0k
SrHT(PCA) . IEA e/ N A F ) 5347 (OPLS-DA) BEA TS it 558 . TEMCER |, LIRE CEANSY, it
SN M A TR AN A TR A BOEE -, R H AR (ESM) BaiE—il 2 1 (QAMS) T §Ed . 104kt
85 PR AR R Y FE B S R R 13 AN, AHMLEEA 0. 942~0. 996, PCA . OPLS-DABEFCIH &Y
W, REFESBIE RS EE—EER. QAMS 5 ESMAGINEIEL, PifhFIE AR AR, B
MFE LB TE LS B G AT — I 2 PR M AR S ol & L AR 4T, o] 5E3% 02 5 R AR R4 g
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Quality Evaluation of Fufang Nanbanlangen Keli Based on HPLC
Characteristic Fingerprint and Quantitative Analysis of
Multi-components with Single Marker

LIU Zhu-jie, BI Fu-jun®, LIN Tong’
(NMPA Key Laboratory for Quality Evaluation of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Guangzhou Institute for Drug Control
Guangzhou 510160, China)

Abstract: The analysis was achieved by high-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) and simi-
larity of fingerprints evaluation. Additionally, principal component analysis (PCA) and orthogonal
partial least squares discriminate analysis (OPLS-DA) were employed to explorate the overall data
and differential compounds of Fufang Nanbanlangen Keli. At the same time, taking aesculetin as the
internal standard, relative correction factors of caftaric acid and chicoric acid were calculated to es-
tablish the multi-components by single marker (QAMS) method. The correctness and practicability of
this study was assessed by contrasting the data with external standard method (ESM). 13 common
chromatographic peaks were signed in fingerprints with 10 batches of Fufang Nanbanlangen Keli,
and the similarities of each batch were 0. 942-0.996. The PCA and OPLS-DA study showed that
there were certain varies from different manufacturers. Compared with ESM data, the data of QAMS
method were not significantly different. The established fingerprint combined with QAMS method are
econimic and reliable, which can provide references and systematic studies for the comprehensive su-
pervisory control of Fufang Nanbanlangen Keli.
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FHETE (HPLC) i3 T8I T B O RS BIE ik, F4AeME Vil HPLC #7178 J7 s
HRASTRE Hh R AR AR 8 W5 A E £ 2000 & e ik sk ARV SES SR G IR R VA € 142 7 ma AR i R
B 2 BRI S S HLAEA . AH bR SCRR B 64 7 2R I RFAE S0 22 il oy IR Vs SR BRI AR 5T o

TR o [l i S BRI R | R S A I AR 2 A Bl o R TR ST, e S 2
RFFIE, BASEEEME, "EAENPAEN ., 2RENFRREENEEFE, —2 ¥k
(QAMS)E A& B VPN EEAE 25 2 i 43 /3 P Sz B0 T2 B o QAMS s R I o 25 & R o3 AEAE )
WTERRECR R (R IERE T, ), 8 e 5 — R R o3 10 35 2ORIR B 2 Fa b il 43 (R 25 A5 I Y B
B, AR TR 2 TE bR 20 S B W s v o B SRR AN S 55 S A m) R8T, AR STt 48 7 R AR R,
H R GRS O S HPLC 25 Sk it s 2 i S 2 7 R I P 2R, Tl s R
FHQAMS iU 2 FMEBEE AR . B R HERNSE, IR T oM RIS A, whE
FAAR AR ASORL Y T EbRifE T THE S
1 K3uaEpsy
1.1 L =8

S Nexera XR S 808 AH 4354 ( H 7R Shimadzu 23 5] ) 5 224848 1260 &80 AH (A4 (SE 1] Agilent
BHEA T, BEHEAEK S CEE Millipore A7) . AG245 432 —W K. XPE26 H 42 —H T
FF (Fi = Mettler Toledo 22T ) o
1.2 & #

Z g 2 F (5 110741-202310, 46 J598.3%, ic Ky AE) . B i k8 41 B2 (35 112087-
202101, ZFEEA98.3%, it CF) . HERR (S 110741-202310, A4 98.3%, i A CA) . WHERR
(#5 110885201703, 4liEE 45 99. 7%, id A CI) . LEJEER (#E5 110753-202119, 4iEE F596. 3%, id
CR)FIZE & B & (L5 110740-201806, 4L 4592 4%, icoh AD I E [ & W28 i@ b ; L0
(fopkal, fEE Merck 207)); WEE ., HEE(Ara, J-HME2ERAR) ) o Sl B 7 R AR ORI A 5
104, HbAF= il A L34 (35 20117B, 21030A . 201208, 4345k S1. S4. S7); AF=4nll
Bt 3 it (dit45 . 21331, 21353, 21356, 43454 S2. S9. S10) ;5 AEF=Alk C 344k (45 .
202104906, 202103901, 202104907, 202104902B, 43il%i'54S3. S5, S6. S8),

1.3 BiEEH

6,184 4 Shim—pack Scepter C,,—120(250 mmx4. 6 mm, 5 pum), A K 0. 3% HEE(A)-Zh5(B),
VeAREE Ay . 0~10 min, 10% B; 10~12 min, 10%~12% B; 12~18 min, 12% B; 18~35 min, 12%~26%
B; 35~45 min, 26%~50% B; 45~50 min, 50%-~90% B; 50~55 min, 90% B, BEFERFR A5 pl; HE N
1. 0 mL/min; AZMHE KK 327 nm,

1.4 XMEBBEFRS &

SrARBOS B AE . CF. CA. CR. CI, ALE&EE, KEHE, MAT70%HEEH 85 1 mLE AE 30
pg. CF35ug. CA 15 pg. CR50 pg. CI60 pg. Al25 pglliEik .,
1.5 HilmEkns &

PSS 2 50 AR SE E, WA, B3, 5 o, REERRE, B THRIEHEHY . REMN 70% H
B#25 mL, FRoElis, T ptL s B (D) 28380 W, #i% 37 kHz)30 min, K%, HiElsE, W
70% HEEAMR AR R, $RA), JRId, BRSLIEHENTS .

2 RS

2.1 HPLCIEQEiLEH# R

2.1.1 BIEEGMRNEHFNMRL SRl rHEE-K, SiE-K. 2lE-0. 1%H R . ZiE-0.3%
HR . ZNE-0. 5% HTR . HEE-0. 3% HIREE R BIAEE ) B, 458 0R, ZNE-0. 3% IR A
BIIAH I 2 C0 TR 1) 43 B8ORS e R AU, Wi P 0. 3% B R i ah Al . bR 177K . 30% HEE . 50%
HEE. 709% WlE . WEFSEA SR HUE R . i Ab 2R 5 bl g S5 A [R5 A7 1 DL AN [ 4 BRUS T) (1
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30, 45, 60 min) RSR, L5 IR L 70% H EE & 0t it £ i [ vp (o s s B 55 % Home B A s, 25
B EBRAR, PRI AL 70% B R E 30 min.

2.1.2 NUBERBEE U a4 (5 S2), HRIE 61k, LL7- 56k
ZHRWE(SW%) , 43 AR B 5 SR B i ) G AR A B 455 EIR, 12 MG kis 5 S g ft
A IFE) | WA TR AR A AE O L AR P A A PR SR 22 (RSD) IIAE 5. 0% LAY, B 2% BAT B IR 5
2.1.3 EEEM Bl iR BRRES (9T S2)64y, & “1.57 HlEHaiEm, ik
%, FFLLT SR S, 3 it e S SR B B ) I I AR A L. 25 REUR, 124kl
SUEPREAITR] | W AR AT LA R RSD IES. 0% LAY, RIHZ 7 A AR B 1

2.1.4 FBEM WU T ERERBRRES (45 S2), 2T 0. 2, 4. 8, 12, 24, 48 h k¥
o3, LLT5U R S, 3 AR B S SUECR A IN ) G AR AR LUE . Z525R AR, 12 @ilig s
SUE R H] | WAL AT LAY RSD IAES. 0% LA, FRBAHGRAARAE 48 h WA HHFHIFE T o
2.1.5 $ELEERFR K 10 E T EBGE R BRI Y ISR SN R 2t o EE A E TR RS
20121 BEATUCECAE A IERRIN, R e | T S 4 B BE R0 13 AN B g A S e, A
N BEFR LT Ik 50 BRSO B2 A | A 28 B PR S C i T (1 1~3) Bk, b AR it £ 1 ]
H & O R HET FUR R IIA (G 1) o 104 SR B NIE S50 RSB a BSR4, Hh 75108 (B KR o R)
Hm N, CREE IS R AN E AR, PRI E S g (S g ) . AU SR 97E 0. 90 LA (%
2), BB 104 J7 A AR URLAE AL 2 i oy b ek — S0 R .

4 ? 11
' 10 i
1 I 12 3 56 8 9 R 1-21,3 Reference
v ‘ ) l fingerprint
A A A A A l“'\ Mixed reference
substances

AL W Baphicacanthis

Cusiae Rhizoma et

Radix

Negative Baphicacanthis

Cusiae Rhizoma et Radix
T T T T T T

0 10 20 30 40 50

t/min

1 O HRAESCEE | TRERIR . FAEEAR A B AR AR P PR HPLC (i ]
Fig. 1 HPLC chromatograms of reference fingerprint, mixed reference substances, Baphicacanthis Cusiae Rhizoma et Radix
and negative Baphicacanthis Cusiae Rhizoma et Radix
3. aesculin(Z R H ) ; 4. caftaric acid (CFAMIMESEE AR ) 5 5. chlorogenic acid(ZEJEE ) ; 7. aesculetin( /L) s
8. caffeic acid (WIMERR ) ; 11. chicoric acid (4§ =R )

4 7 11
|
, 10
] 123 sell 8 9 1213
g | Reference fingerprint
{ Mixed reference
A substances
i A . - A i Dandelion
A A M Negative dandelion
T T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50
t/min

P2 XHIREESCENE | IR 2 ORI 2 A PR HPLC ik ]
Fig. 2 HPLC chromatograms of reference fingerprint, mixed reference substances, dandelion and negative dandelion

3. aesculinj 4. caftaric acid; 5. chlorogenic acid; 7. aesculetin; 8. caffeic acid; 11. chicoric acid
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4 i 11
|| 123 56 g 9 10 1213
d | Reference fingerprint
]
Mixed reference
substances
S ,i,i,k,gh,_ R it e Vibla

T T — A NER— i _AJ —— . Negativewiola

0 10 20 30 40 50

t/min

B3 APHEELCENE |, RS, SAEH T FISAEH T FATER) HPLC ik ]
Fig. 3 HPLC chromatograms of reference fingerprint, mixed reference substances, viola and negative viola

3. aesculin; 4. caftaric acid; 5. chlorogenic acid; 7. aesculetin; 8. caffeic acid; 11. chicoric acid

11

1, = 4§ 56 8 N 1213 Reference

A i A A ' fingerprint
e 3 N T Y amas . Ada S10
A T T o
} i ’a ]. P 4 1 <8
W . | 7
i 1 T 1 . 56
Nt ——s5

| e

i id A \ 3

52

S1

0 lIO 2I0 3IO 4IO 5‘0
t/min
4 1045 J5 B AR AU ) HPLC €235 28 1 Bkt Het [ il

Fig. 4 HPLC chromatograms of 10 batches of Fufang Nanbanlangen Keli and reference fingerprint

2.1.6 HZFRHNEXHR FlH 0P (PCA): F1 BAEENIRINS AR
PCA %Emﬁ%i%{glg‘ E(Jﬁfj‘j:%‘li‘ , @ﬁﬁ%pﬁg Table 1  Identification of the common chromatographic peaks
o N S > 1l Bt = S 1 A it — No. Compound Origin
e, PAAZIIES, RS : _oign_
%i+ﬁ*ﬁ%‘i£ ° u 13 4‘;’5@“%“@@*}3\%77’1“% , ik 2 - Baphicacanthis Cusiae Rhizoma et Radix
JHSIMCA 14, OBFEXS 105 7 MRS AL IEA T 2 Aeseulin Viola
o . N 4 Caftaric acid Dandelion
PCA ﬁj\ *ﬁ‘ ’ gljﬂ: % HI 2 /I\ + BZ ﬁj\ E],‘J % VI_ n iﬁk j‘j 5 Chlorogenic acid Dandelion
5. 0%, FEMPFMMIEGE, L2~ o - Danili
> — 4 > NI y: esculetin ola
FESLAPR R, AEIREME) R B (E5A), Caffeic acid Dandelion
T B P2 e O RS 4 R — 2, i o - Vila
N N S - iola
Hjaz:ﬁi#ﬁﬂkﬁg*ﬁ&lmﬁ@#%ﬁgmﬁ%ﬁo 1(1) Chicoric acid D(lII/ldE[iOTL
[l 5B y‘jﬂéﬁk%ﬁkﬁlﬁ, EE[&IEI%H, ﬂl%]l(%ﬁ 12 - Dandelion
13 - Dandelion

B2) . T(RBELFE) . 4CHRUNHEBEE AR EX 70 A

[ei] Al 2 5 e A AR S 8 S el B v B B RAE K o

E A e N TH S50 4T (OPLS-DA ) : OPLS-DA Z545 T £ 7e &Pl A R 32 i 43 9 o fe 3, #1
IERAE SRR A TR %%, REREALM )i 22 R KAk, SRR 7 28K5 00, R T W E R
R, DL I3 ARSI E B AS &, SR SIMCA 14. 05045t 10 FIbAE Sh32E4T OPLS-DA 2047 (& 6) |
ZR RX=0.991, RY=1, FUIZEMEA R IFAEERE T 0°=0.628, RUNZERWTWEE S14F, 3
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AR, MEZRIER XIS, @it K2 M RAIR
HL OPLS-DA #5 7 thr 13 A 7 5 1 8 25 1 % &% Table 2 The results of similarity calculation
Manufacturer ~ Serial number  Batch number Similarity
VA=) 4H / k3 & »
(VIP), 35| VIPAR/rE (B 7), LLVIPEKRT 1 A S1 201178 0.993
Ui 126 H DTBRASS R B 43, #% VIP RANHEFAR I s4 21030A 0.942
[T S7 20120B 0. 987
WET7(FECFE) . INHHER) . 3(FEHE) . 4 5 > . 0 76
(PRUMMEBEE AR ) . Hg7(ZERLFE) . 115 $9 21353 0. 989
ETR) . 4CRIMMESHE AR ) 5 £ % o pra R — 510 21356 0.996
" NS S N N e e C S3 202104906 0.968
B, BE_E 3 T A 7 AR e AR > 2010000 0968
S Efebr, HgmAR 3, s6 202104907 0.959
S8 2021049028 0.971
s] Manu?cmrerﬁ
10004 4 :Miﬁﬁrizfﬁiii C 0.8 g o7
o:\'7
500 i °s1 0.4
g o0q Ll G
= S8®" 632 = 0 I,zl‘lz,ug(l-'m
-500- 306
os4 'I.';I‘\!]Z' 8 e
-1 000 —044 -
-1500 T T T T T T T
-3.000 -1 000 1000 3000 0 0.2 0.4 0.6
1] pl1l
#5 PCAFRITEI(A) HEAwTE(B)
Fig. 5 PCA scores plots(A) and loading plots(B)
lManu?acturer A
600 | AN foctrer € 2
032
200 S9e510
8 S6es3 | .534 e
= . o8 | 57 = 1
S5 |
-600 -
T T T T 0
-3000 -1 000 , 1000 3000 F7 F11F3 F4 F10F8 F12F5 F1 F6 F13F2 F9
1] Var ID(primary)
— 4EL/
6 OPLS-DA #4314 #7134 2LATIER VIP &

Fig. 6 OPLS-DA scores plots

2.2 —MZIESENE

Fig. 7 VIP values of 13 common peaks

2.2.1 BRSNS BYAIEE R SCERiE, A3 3 A
e, o e Table 3 The peak areas of three ¢ ds
B LERATNE . B, k. R, BT &;; e
ML AR AL 55 2 P2 A 2 E TR HAPUA . st 807109 1167214 553590
s e S 1 B AT 031, P N s 5 S2 656 459 486 772 437 639
?}LJ‘E\ ﬁ%ﬂ”& ?}LE“FJE#VFH‘% s HMMERETE A TR H < e e 76s o6 151
BPiR . PrEfbSEERD, LI LI FIR 34N aAE S4 1117123 929068 1362890
g TR R s TN S5 353 633 391 391 200 806
Eﬁ%*ﬁm*&i}ﬁ\*iqjaﬁ*HXjn i%lﬁl , rl:‘l (=) PCﬁ& - 587 980 371007 77473
OPLS-DA 43 #7 i 1% H 3X 3 AN 40 v HE R B2 5 R A i AR s7 770 344 1289 056 611417
WURL Y 3 B 2 Sy, DRIk % 3 AN IR AE A S8 335836 290272 132747
e i e $9 423922 615 494 251 430
QAMS 55 I 8 N FEFR 77 o D45 0 B E6. 05 43 15 S10 472772 637 296 322 690

RORF, Z#BOHERNEOTEREREHIE S, AT 0

Bz, HYERRRE . s 1F, WIAOERER R ORI AZIRY . IHORY], QAMSTER AT
LA EERZAR RIS B PR TATHY , AN, AR 252800 QAMS i 30 JR B A R 2544 BEAZ Al 2 1l 7325
ABEPENPITT, WHAE TR ARURE CFE NS, HHE RIS AR
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FRAAERE R -, FFH 5 TizniE R, S 7 Rtk s R UKL I T & W e it 7o, o
QAMS VE I H T AR S5 BEAZ AL 22 i 40 0 & e AT AR 2R T i il

2.2.2 H£MEXR HHHECF., AE, CAXJHES:2.385, 2.336, 2.079 mg, FHFRE, BT 25 mLEH
Hr, N 70% H SRR R 20 B, 48 S04 R oo Bl & (L H CF 93. 78 pg/mL, AE 91.85 pg/mL, CA
81.75 pg/mL) o FEHWEL FRXFHRAE 0.1, 1, 3, 5. 8, 10 mL, 43l 70% H % E 25 % 10 mL
AT, IRAES), B2 RN EERE R R, RIEIE o 2 LLE 6 BRGE  FERE (X0
HEALkR, WETEAVBUME (V) PR, TTHEZMERNE . CFRZE A5 FE A Y=3 697. 4X-6 208. 2,
r=0.9999; AE 09 Z& 1k [ 4 J7 #£h Y = 3 064. 6X—-1553.7, r=1.0000; CA 8921k 114 J5 f2H v=
4 806. 5X-8 756. 4, r=0.999 9, ZEHFEH CFTE4. 689 ~468.9 ng. AEFE4. 592 ~459. 2 ng, CATE4. 088 ~
408. 8 ngJLHNEIER RR IF .

2.2.3 NFEBETE BUE—ME I Bt AR ST (G5 S2), RTEIIE 6 K. 4551 CF
AE. CARSD435140.20%. 0.40%. 0.60%, YJ/NT5.0%, FEHHLEEEAT B PR,

2.2.4 TEM  PUEE TR ARERBRE ISR (9T S2), fEEIRKEO0. 2. 4. 8. 12, 24,
48 h G BIERE . MRIENE , Z5RAE48 hilfR CF. AE. CAMIRSD M5 41. 1%, 1.1%. 0.83%, ¥/
T°5. 0%, FIAMERRERAE48 h NERE .

2.2.5 BEEM WE-ME AR (49 S2)3.5g, KERE, ey, & “1.57 J
A I, IR E . 25 ARINAS CF I FIE &8 0. 241 me/g, RSD A 1. 1%; AEREHE &
470.220 mg/g, RSDA2.1%; CAMEYIE 840,127 mg/g, RSDK0.90%, FHHiZ% 7k AR E
.

2.2.6 MIREKE RO BMRES (4GS SOMEKL .75 ¢, WEHEesy, BT HEMETH
o, AR AR IIN 70% B 25 mL(E CF 16. 19 pg/mL., AE 14.90 pg/mL. CA 8.82 pg/mL), FREFE,
F 157 HIE ARSI, HBRIENE . THRAS I I E R 96. 6%~100%, RSD A 1. 2%-~1. 7%,
FWIZ T BB ) HERR B

2.2.7 HEXMKRERF MW “2.2.27 BAEERLER, LLAE, CF. CA BB S H X W g AR,
HEAE 5 CF. CAMMMKIER F. 2R ER, AEECF. CA MMM ERFIEA—F, FHES
$70. 836 1F10. 646 8( WL 4),

2.2.8 MHEXMKRIEERFHMm AN 55025 2 FiA 6 &8 Fa HRER T
HPLC 1S((Agilent 1260, %]$ Nexera XR) /%2 2 *[IJZ: |§J IZIEEIH?AB,‘J CIS Table 4  Relative correction factors
£4, 38 4E (Shim—pack Scepter C,—120(250 mmx4. 6 mm, 5 pm) . No. rwscr Suwier
1 0.8273 0.644 7
Diamonsil C,;(250 mmx4. 6 mm, 5 pum)), STAE 5 CF. CAMY 5 0.8525 0. 6640
AR E B TR 520 . 25K 7R, Al ShE HPLC A R 4, 3 0.8367 0.6459
BRI/ W, T E 5, RSDENF3.0%, BEWH I
%I R (WL S) . 6 0.8278 0. 636 4
2.2.0 BEGWES B 228 WEMEERGRE, e 0801 oo

LLAEWE A2, 7358 Agilent 1260, i3t Nexera XR I
FPASTE] i B8R HPLC Al Shim—pack Scepter C,,—120(250 mmx4. 6 mm, 5 pm) . Diamonsil C (250 mmx
4.6 mm, 5 wm)2 FPASFLSHRR LIRS CF L CA BTG (5 ) (o) R BR R I3 (Ar) o 25 522 15 A
KPR BRI E] ) RSD ¥5/NT5. 0%, 1 Pk B I 1) Z2 1 22 Rese R, W35 HTAEDR P B3 15 1) 2 0 4% H b (i
FohaE(IaLe) .

#5  ASGE A AR AR E R

Table 5 Relative correction factors of different instruments and columns

Instrument Column S .
Shimadzu Nexera XR Shim—pack Scepter C,;—120 0.836 1 0.646 8
Diamonsil C g 0.8101 0.6505
Agilent 1260 Shim—pack Scepter C,,—120 0.7953 0.6370
Diamonsil C g 0.8058 0. 649 4
Average 0.8118 0.6459

RSD/% 2.1 0.96
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6 MR TEAE T 25 a0 R R B B ) 0 O B ) 22

Table 6 1, and At of different instruments and columns

CF CA

Instrument Column . Al . A
Shimadzu Nexera XR Shim—pack Scepter C ;=120 0. 643 7.690 1.716 15. 413
Diamonsil C g 0. 668 6.623 1. 865 17.253
Agilent 1260 Shim—pack Scepter C ;=120 0. 640 7.733 1.725 15.567
Diamonsil C 0. 643 6. 988 1. 861 16. 868
Average 0. 649 7.259 1.792 16. 275

RSD/% 2.0 7.5 4.6 5.7

2.2.10 QAMS 5ESMZERLE BRI 00 8 J7 B EEARBURLRE S AR 7 IE EA T 70 M, 20 )il
HMRIE (ESM) FIQAMS THECF . CABYE &, FH434T ESM AT QAMS 45 SR AN PRI ZZ(RAD) o £5 2R M
TR E R CF . CA SR RAD 1)/ T 3. 0%, BERHPIRPEEMA RICRE 25, QAMSREN T3
Ty syr o) S Bt (7).

#7 QAMS 5 ESMZ R ES (mg/4%, n=2)
Table 7 The results of QAMS and ESM (mg/bag, n=2)

AE CF CA

No. ESM ESM QAMS RAD/% ESM QAMS RAD/%
sl 5. 461 3.034 3. 160 2.0 1.634 1.680 1.4
s2 2.221 2.404 2.504 2.0 1. 264 1.300 1.4
s3 1.739 1.153 1. 201 2.0 0.279 0.287 1.4
s4 4.205 4.052 4.221 2.0 3.881 3.991 1.4
ss 1.788 1.310 1.350 .5 0.582 0.593 0.92
s6 1.726 1.077 1.122 2.0 0.227 0.233 1.4
87 6.014 2.889 3.009 2.0 1.791 1.842 1.4
S8 1.328 1.234 1.286 2.0 0.384 0. 395 1.4
9 2.825 1.571 1.637 2.0 0.731 0.751 1.4
S10 2.929 1.743 1.815 2.0 0.931 0.958 1.4

2.3 i

2.3.1 IBYBEESH  CISfesE G REIRBLP 25 S0 A TR RRAE , I HEA — &2,
AEERR BN PN R 25 B A RO b2 R R A S 2 1 5y BE T 2 eI S B R,
RAER G, FE R 25E M B S A e R AR BT N o ASRST AT 1 104 7 Fa AR AR A
B HPLC 820 EE AU Y AE 0. 90 L |, BHAE ) — 20k R i, it B sh a8 A 7 Hopb 6 4~ 3k
g, ShAE 7 FEARCEARAURL ) T R A ISR TR S % . PCA RRYEFE S ) AR E T o0 A, ARk
IR NL I PCA BRI | 3ANAE =L R S 0 TR G5, AN ] dill A= 72 B R St 18] B 23 77— 28
Z25¢ . OPLS-DA REWFZH 8] 22 e dme AL, M2 BRI 70 2B B, AR SR I0 137 ) OPLS-DA #57Y
W, R AL AR S A B b AN AR PR A A PR SR A I, RS IR AS P A A S ) 45
ZERNE, VTREH T IR 250 B SRIEFIAL R T 22 MASRI IS, PCA S OPLS-DA T4 ¥R, W 7(%
BFE) . NHEER) . 4CRIMEBETG A IR ) 7E X 53 AW ik & 7 AR AR UL Fis 2 1 i v i STk K
WA _E R 3 A 43 BT VR R 7 R AR AR O 1) £ B R AR AR bR

2.3.2 —iNZIERHR W ZPEET DIRRARSEIR A . $emRgn s se, a2 o il 2 i bn
I E SEAB N R I JT ], ASSEIR 5% T8 AN 50 & R0 (A S AN [F) R e i 4, 4528
FW, UBRELEANSYy, 53000 SnHEBETE A 5 4 SRR A E W 70 RSDEAF &2k . 25
BN, R ESMIER QAMS LM & B HE 4R, LB 2P i ik e 2 1R E AR, £l
GOTIRUERI T AE . e, A 00 22 PR A ARG AL I K o T R A AR R R A R B LR R
MNHESE AR . A ERRIE TS BT

3 &

AHFIEAS SO 15 QAMS HIZ &, WHEDSYE TS B MBS 5 MY S BB RS R, O
T UGS R AP L R B A 1 2706 6 Sl | BT A7, b5



1842 SYBRIIR AR 43 %
7 FARCHARAURE ) TR SR (I 28 AR T 5%
SELH:

[1]  Pharmacopoeia Committee of the Ministry of Health of the People’s Republic of China. Drug Standards for Ministry of
Health of the People’s Republic of China. Traditional Chinese medicine formulations. Volume S(Hpfe A\ B F0E P AR IR,
WZz 514y vhie N REANE TAEIRE Sbrifl TR 25 sl ). S5 100, 1992 108.

[2] LiQ, ChengTF, XuQT, Jia T Z. Chin. Pharm. J.(ZS8k, FEgkig, oAk, TERFE. PEZGHEIE), 2004,
(12): 58-60.

[3]  Wen Y. Drug Stand. Chin. GERI% . F1EZ45451), 2006, (3): 64-65.

(4] Wang J P, Sun CP, Lin HX, WangY, WangS L. Chin. J. Exp. Tradit. Med. Formulae( E4ME, INEFHE, WiFE,
M, EAAR R ESER RIS, 2012, 18(21): 128-130.

[5]  Zhang LS, Sun W W, XuZH, GuoH Z. Chin. J. Pharm. Anal. (SRR, PAEEES, 1REE, FWE. 25002
&), 2017, 37 (10): 1845-1850.

[6] WuXF, Zhou X, Huang X L, WuH Q, Xie B. J. Instrum. Anal. (525506, JHEE, #We2 LREE)  HHw. 24
REEAR), 2022, 41(3): 299-308.

[7]  LiQ, DuSM, ZhangZ L, Li CM, ZhouY Q, ZhaoY, Zhang N. Chin. Tradit. Herb. Drugs (2558, #LHJE, 5K&
e, BEW, kg, B, skT.hEZ), 2013, 44 (22): 3095-3104.

[8] Wang Z M, QianZ Z, ZhangQ W, Zhu]JJ, Gao HM, WangZ T. Chin. J. Chin. Mater. Med. (ERR, BBH,
Joft, RdTh, SR, B hERZIEE), 2011, 36(6): 657-658.

[9] XuZQ, ZhaoZM, Ma Q, Yang D P, Xu X J. Mod. Tradit. Chin. Med. Mater. Med.—World Sci. Technol. ({R#G3E, #X
B, DR, BN, REE . ERREEEOR- P EZPRA), 2021, 23(9): 3365-3375.

[10] LiuYF, LiuZW, Ren YR, Liu Y. Chin. Archives Tradit. Chin. Med. (XUFRIE, Ik, (F—H, XHi. et pEzy
ET]), 2024, 42(8): 132-141.

[11] LiYY, MaoY, LiangZEN, YangCL, WuJ, YuanZH, Yuan LY. Chin. Ani. Hus. Vet. Med. (Z=050%, BT, %
SRR, MRk, BEER, AL, B PEFHEE), 2023, 50(7): 2998-3006.

[12] ChuZ D, Cai B. Tradit. Chin. Drug Res. Clin. Pharmacol. (f51E3%, 354 . 25325 5IGRZ5RL) , 2024, 35(2):
291-298.

[13] Yang N, Tian G, Zhu M M, Li C, BuW Q, ChenJ, Hou X F, LiuY, Wang G, Jia X B, Di L Q, DongZ B,
Feng L. J. Ethnopharmacol., 2016, 194: 395-402.

[14] Saima, Irfan A, Saima N, Kashif B, Hiba—Allah N, Yousef A, BinJ, Mohammed B. ACS Omega, 2023, 8(31):
28196-28206.

[15] Zhang W J, Wang X Y, LiX Y, Li HY. Chin. J. Pharm. Anal. (3$3CHF, FBSHE, Z[aFH, 228 25050 b de
), 2020, 40(2): 329-336.

[16] ShiYF, ShaoY, Wang X Y. J. Shanghai Univ. Tradit. Chin. Med. (el , 7B, e, FiFi B2 R¥s4im),
2022, 36(4): 59-64.

[17] ChengY C, WangYE, HeSL, Wang X Y, NiY. Chin. New Drugs J. (FEEH, EEM, A, T, i,
HE B2 e, 2022, 31(12); 1223-1229.

(FTEHHE: T %)



