HETF UHPLCIENELEMZ D E=REXE . IEBXNERES
RESH

FM, Eros, XNAE, REF, RaFE, FEF onumamdseemmers, Bl 316000)

WE: B Z BNk, 5K GE UHPLC 388 H#EA S maa M ek ik, FEERESIERTHAMBREREZ S

MM, ABHMARY KARTHEHNEBEALAE, 7535 KA ZORBAX Eclipse Plus Cjo(2.1 mmx100 mm, 1.8 um) &A%,
F-WEE-7K (25 1 20 : 55) AR EHAR, Ak 0.4 mL-min', A&k K 380, 235, 215nm, A& 35°C, EILENGE. HiER

& UHPLC 54 B, HRATMOEFN R ES, AHMNEIAFHAKELERS ST, &R HE. WEREERR

B E 2 AARE T 15 LA, FIAB b 3 ARAM, 2804 11 S¥ERGER. 13 3% 8% 23 B 15 4Rk

BB, AU SR 4 BB RE 0.811~0.958. Hf i KUK 0.737~0.996; M it) S Mo A2 MEF LA RIFHEKE A

(r=0.999 7), F¥imbtEDF A 98.37%~99.46%, RSD<3%((n=6), &M T LR R T, KREIKERITESHAMEEELERY

EFBKR; MEFN . RESHA SRS T ESHEREANERNIE., HHERGE=F R 2K SOLFE—50E, & 35

LEIE, ZRAyETMNELESRESN I FER THERE., WERBRGLREIVFBIRRERN, ABHMRAEER. X
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Analysis of the Origin and Quality of Piperis Kadsurae Caulis, Zhehaifengteng Based on UHPLC
Fingerprint and Multi-component Quantitative Analysis

LI Bin, WANG Qiongfen, LIU Zuwang, ZHANG Mengqi, ZHANG Hongping, ZHENG Guoping(Zhoushan
Institute for Food and Drug Control, Zhoushan 316000, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To establish the UHPLC fingerprint and multi-component determination methods of Piperis
Kadsurae Caulis and Zhehaifengteng, combined with cluster analysis method to analyze and evaluate the origin and quality of
medicinal materials, in order to provide reference for expanding the origin and quality control. METHODS The UHPLC was
performed on ZORBAX Eclipse Plus C,;; column(2.] mmx100 mm, 1.8 pm); mobile phase was acetonitrile-methanol-
water(25 : 20 : 55); flow rate was 0.4 mL-min"'; detection wavelengths were 380, 235 and 215 nm; column temperature was 35 C.
Fingerprints of Piperis Kadsurae Caulis and Zhehaifengteng were established respectively, and similarity evaluation and cluster
analysis were performed. Furthermore, the contents of three new lignans were determined. RESULTS The established UHPLC
fingerprints of Piperis Kadsurae Caulis and Zhehaifengteng defined 15 common peaks which 3 of them were identified, including
kadsurenone(peak 11), denudatin B(peak 13) and futoquinol(peak 15). The similarity were 0.811~0.958 for Piperis Kadsurae Caulis
and 0.737~0.996 for Zhehaifengteng. The established multi-component determination method had a good linear relationships
(r=0.999 7). The average recoveries were 98.37%~99.46%, and RSD were <3% (n=6). The determination results showed that there
were significant differences in the content of new lignans among different batches of samples. The similarity evaluation, cluster
analysis and multi-component quantitative analysis showed a high chemical consistency between Piperis Kadsurae Caulis and
Zhehaifengteng. CONCLUSION  The combination of fingerprint and multi-component determination, combined with cluster
analysis method is suitable for the original analysis and overall quality evaluation of Piperis Kadsurae Caulis and Zhehaifengteng,
which can provide experimental basis for quality control, expansion and comprehensive utilization of Piperis Kadsurae Caulis
resources.

KEYWORDS: piperis kadsurae caulis; zhehaifengteng; UHPLC; fingerprints; cluster analysis; multi-component determination;
origin analysis; quality evaluation
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TR AHAEHEYI XU Piper kadsura (Choisy)
Ohwi MY TIE#EZE, WRE . 3, PEGR, YT
I 25 4L 2020 AFRR— AT (VA8 Hh 25 S )
2015 AFERR (AR IR CHTTLIRE ) M2 XU AR
JEMYI L3 Piper hancei Maxim BT 1825 1E A
T XU T CHTI R ) v, IR IR 5 AR R
IRt >3 AR o T XU R Vi XU 289 EL A A AL
. WA, kPRI, FEM T XIER
L OMCWRE, AR, AR, RIG KA
RTINSy RS SR 1 L L EZT P

DRATZH D\ H AT 24544 7 37 8 2 R S ISCBE 15
KA, Wiy FE M 2 TR Y
Wtk Bz, JeLhilsih 2, WAk E
A F 250 A0 TR AT 45 X, JULAfR AL . Wi
. 7R, GENZ, 70, 8. =M. M
JI L SeINAEAT A o L3l SRR A A T Nz
£, fEWiE . Wdb. O R ARl A At
Rl 38 TEAR ) 2 Rk X AT 3 IX A3, AN
ke ge o H WA —2, DIZEFililg b DLW XUk
Fro R i e IR 5 8 DL AN, T XU 245 4 i o
Y AETERCATREL A BUIR o ATV DR T 1A JXL
TR AR AET, WS MBI AR A,
7 AR — 2 B RIBR T, 7 X o TR R} & e U Y 25
MR, XA MERE AR . N SEB 2 Fh 2 REA
FIARLIX 4, PR AEZH A e AH OC SR, SR )
TAD A ), 7 SR A T SR A TC AR R
B RN F AT A3 WA A0 i DA K AR R H i 2/
SEREAE, XE U XU RN T TR XU 25 0 1 AT IX 4y
Y

WU . s fbee B B o, FEE AR
ABEZ . BERGIS AW . A0 . B . mE2RAE
TEHER A, BRI R, HE AR Rk
BAY G RGHERR . AU ZS I . R 225 B 4
KR . MR T R A% HAMB EZEMEN
I¢e XEMATHEAPR . BUR . DAL Mimn
IR A Z R B E N R, X 24
TR AR NR R M B T A, MA BT TR
TR XU | TR XU B 25 S R R L 45 o 242
1k, A G XUt | W XU iR S S A e D
FHOCHRIE HD | AU il e s BEAA 1E(F
B, B i B T U KU B B — 8 bR
g1 o TRELEITE LS G Geit oA S 22 i o & 1 e wF
FEMA WA . I, AHBFFE IR FH R = RO A
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3% (UHPLC) ¥, X8 Al E RIG XUBE . #iifE X
etk 2E B o HE AT 40 87, 57 UHPLC $5 8¢ & 3 A
3AEIARNE R G E ik, SaRES
Mr, VRO B AL — S LA ROR R PR AR
WHRE S R i 22 5, DA ORI XU | T IR 1)
HEA T 45 T RN 24 A IR R AR T ek RN A A
Xt
1 XEE5RH

Agilent 1260 ¥ AH 35X (& E ZHER A A,
i DAD Kl 2§); XSE205DU H, 1K (K4 -
R ZAUZAEBRA T SP-1002 FHIREREHFHL (i
¥ 2 ISR A PR F]); KQ-250DV #l%K
P G Ay (B LT R A s A PR A 7D o

XU (5. PS013474; 4. 99.68%).
225 BAEILS . 020275-202309; 4. 98.77%)
ik A RN A BR A AR s KU 25 % (K
R R E ARG R, #it5: DST210806-
118; 2l : 99.93%); M. HEEY N @gkal,
K A FEE Merck A H]; AKCHEZIK; 16 HLi XUk
FEfh (G5 HI~HI16), 16 HHL#i i XUgEFE 5 (dn 5
Z1~Z16) ZHITAE B S 25 iR I i 5 Be Sk 5 24T
T 24 0 45 7 A SH AR 91 KU Piper kadsura F1[R]
JEAEFIAEY LU Piper hancei W) T HEZE, KR
ATEMAR, FEamEAEE N 1,
z1 HRER

Tab.1 Sample information

' Elinz7 P T Elinz7 P
HI 221019 WL Z1 230601 Wit

H2 221106 WL 72 20221021  HL

H3 230501 WL 73 230426 L

H4 220801 WL 74 230701 WL

H5 221101 WL 75 220808 L

H6 20221108  #i{L z6 221107 WL

H7 220623 WS 77 20221003  HL

HS 220817 WAL 78 20221215 AL

H9 20220507 P9Il 79 20220223 L
HIO 220601 Ll Z10 220526 WL

HIl 221202 i/l Z11 220622 WIS
HI2 230304 LR Z12 220816 WAL
HI3 20230505 %M Z13 220920 WAL
H14 20220621 J 7% Z14 20220622 B
HI5 20220901 J % Z15 221217 T
Hi6 220702 AN} 716 230214 LR

R E AR FH 252 2024 4F 10 A2 41 245 19 1Y)



2 HES%
2.1 s

& H ZORBAX Eclipse Plus C(2.1 mmx
100 mm, 1.8 pm) A 3EHE; AN £ -H EE-K
(25:20:55); Wk : 04 mL-min'; &P K .
0~2 min >~ 380 nm. 2~34 min & 235 nm. 34~
40 min 4 215 nm; FEiR: 35 °C; PHRRARUN 4 pl.
2.2 MBI
221 XHRESEW SIS BOEXERR . H R
=B, KUEEZREX I GE R, KRR, a3l
FH B 3 i O T B BT VR B Ol 385,96, 367.42.
383.73 pg-mL ™" BR— X R LIV AT . R R IR
WS E B, B E— 25 mL B, n P s R
AT AR YR 30.877 . 22.045, 38.373 pg-mL™!
TR G % BRI R 1 A 235 B A W A
B A — 200 mL S, i AR R R v
WK 11.579, 7348, 15.349 pg-mL ™" iR & Xt
MR T .
222 AR AE A HBORESL, MR, &
350, MERBOB AL 1.0 g, B HIEHEIM
o, WAL 25 mL, FREE R, EA AR
(BN 250 W, Hi% 40 kHz)60 min, W, HHE
g, AFEANERRWER, 85, B, I
SR, BIAE.
2.3 I RUBE R IE XU S0 TSI 5

KA T EE T XU R 6 XU P 45
TR DL, B SR UHPLC %t 16 b XUkE
H1 16 HEHIEE RUBE A 24T 50T, 43 i A ST AH B 1)
X REFR SRS
231 EEERE BOES (HD) #% “2.2.27 HR
TS R, 217 TR (g S
SEERE 6k, eI, DO XU (1145
W) SRR, A3t 2L W A ARG R B e )
A X DG T R o 45 5 I 7 45 A 06 1) R X £ B s
[F1] A X 06 7 B RSD 347<2.0%, 3¢ B A 2R 25 i
RA4f
232 EEMAE  HEES HD) #% “2.227 TR
T PATHl A B IA T 6 O, e “2.1” TR
AR HEREN A, e SR E I, DL XU R
Z: R, 3 AR A A WA R X £ B s () R A
XU TATAR o 45 S 7 4% AT 068 () AF TR B B ]
AH X 0 1T A RSD 19 <3.0%, W% )7 ik & 2 1k
RA47.

R EI AN 22 2024 4F 10 H A 41 555 19 11

233 FREMHRE  BES (HD) % “2227 IRk
BRI, 2.7 TR GIg A,
WIFEO0. 4. 8. 12, 18, 24 hillE, iCEAIEA,
DIV RUBE TR 0 2 HR UG, 0 391 103 45 A 0 1 4 X6
{7 B () AR G DG T R . 5 R R A5 A I Y A
XoJ A B BsF B FHAE X 0 [T B RSD #41<3.0%, B It
IRAIRIAE 24 h WEE .

2.3.4 X RRFE SCRE 0 ST RO
16 LU XUBE RN 16 il KUEERE S “2.2.27 TR
Tl s A AR, e €217 TR % At
FEIGE o B BT AR S5 s o i e A < 2 ks
SUETEAR L P R EE (2012 FiR)” B 43 )k
HCHL A Z1 B S Ry 2 RIS, SRS
Bk, BHEE N 0.1s, &L MKIE)R, 6%
PR UCTEL , 7 6 IXURE R v XU Yo R 4 2 1] 1%
(R), FFbrE T 15 M0, 558 0L 1,
i 5%} R S EF T DAD FEXE, FEIN T HiA 3 gk
W, A0 11 5w XUEE AR . 13 S0 R 2t
B Fil 15 S0 XUt s e, IFEHR T ASE ML . mm
HAKAY 11 508 (TR XUBEIR) 4Ry 2 BRI

1.] (s)

10} 12 13 14 15
0y L ) r
M Hl16
= ANy
T —— . k*,Hl
20 30 40
t/min

Wi XU

56 11(s)

b 123437 8 9 1pf 12 13 W15

o e ¥ e : . ; R

}

t

i

B V1, Ve " v, S —

0 10 20 30 40
t/min

E1 %R EL5 e X EE UHPLC & Av 45 40 B 3 Fo 2t FE 45

SUEE (R)

V- XUBERR s 13- E 2205 B IS-XUBEZERE; S-S Mk, 1~10, 12,
144706 R-XF HR S A0

Fig.1 UHPLC superimposed fingerprints and reference
fingerprint(R) of Piperis kadsurae caulis and Zhehaifengteng

11-kadsurenone; 13—denudatin B; 15—futoquinol; S—reference peak; 1~10,
12, 14—common peaks; R—reference fingerprint.

K 16 ttike KU R 16 AL it XUk 141 3% 200 5
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% B X BRI S E s AT AR LR PR, SR A SR
SILIAILE a FAHLEE b ;s [RIBTHF 16 it
AT PR3 5 9 X ot R 8 8 TR 3% 18 A7 A LR T
B, FEMNEERLIABUE ¢ FR, Wk 2, 48R ER
AHALEE a. FHALUE b ALy 2 5380k, R F %
PR ORFEHLREE S 22 5 I B, 25 E2A
AR b, AU ¢ SAHMRURE b 41 R AH X
W2 (RD) ¥J/NF+5.0%, RD{E#/N, FARE-
W) KU L 3 e — B g o AR 9 i T 1)
B 43 PR3 7 3 Sl XU AR L 3 A i 2 R — B
WFR SRR S 35

K2 MEBEKEBHEOEITNLER

Tab. 2 Similarity evaluation results of fingerprint of Samples

T AU ity XU —
FEfGS  HBUEa FEimgns  HUED
H1 0.958 Z1 0.996 0.984
H2 0.866 72 0.945 0.911
H3 0.951 z3 0.850 0.891
H4 0.958 74 0.941 0.949
HS 0.932 z5 0.954 0.910
H6 0.889 Z6 0.808 0.781
H7 0.902 z7 0.939 0.901
H8 0.958 z8 0.981 0.980
HY 0.893 z9 0.976 0.950
H10 0.811 710 0.737 0.712
HI1 0.866 Z11 0.990 0.984
HI12 0.925 Z12 0.880 0.857
H13 0.921 713 0.952 0.911
H14 0.877 Z14 0.739 0.712
H15 0.852 Z15 0.906 0.880
H16 0.949 Z16 0.973 0.957

235 RESH it PG XU TR X
Tie T i S ) S 5 24 o 1) s — B, e e SR
FARUEETEMIERE b, DL 32 HRE 48 A U i e T
FUh7As R, S A SPSS 26.0 #f, SR FHZH [ B2
-7 W B AR R o ARG AT R R AT,
SERULIE 2, MERICHE B 1S B, FEARE SR
225, HO B 125, HA 31 MHMEM 1K
25 MERIGHEESA 10 B, 31 ANRISHE S BEVLEE 5
B2 2. BB A SR T AU R i XU G
AKXy, ZHEAES A, X —
BIE T AHRUEE TR0 25
2.4 UEREE . WU 2 B e

UHPLC f88C Bl Hg N 3 AN g, 3050
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W
| —
(=]

15 20 25

T \@U%LU’

B2 R#BHERESFTER

Fig. 2 Cluster analysis result of 32 batches of samples
ARNER LMY (EXEEE . A 25 B, Xz
By, AR SCRITE AT UL, AN AL it I B o006 v 2 5
B B, at—D B & b LUBT AR R R
AR FEE R SRS, AR
UHPLC BHEEST T 2 ok & s vk, X sk
(4 3 BT ARNE R e AT A B E

241 RGUEMMERAE RN “2.27 TUNE
ERT AL T R A 4 L, R 9217
TR 35 A A AN o S5 5R BoR Rl H AR g S5
FHARIE Z [A] 73 B E R4, Sy Ed>1.5, HeH
¥9>10 000, AL 3,

A 1
3
2
} 1
11 1 1(7 )lki ’I ¥l
0 10 20 30 40
t/min
B 1
3
b |
A J‘| ) JﬂLJ i\ .JJ \/\ﬁ !kj e
0 10 20 30 40
t/min

B3 Ra xR &M & UHPLC B

AR Bl 1 XA ; 2-F 225 By 3-UlZERE,
Fig.3 UHPLC chromatograms of mixed reference and sample
2—denudatin  B;

A-mixed reference; 1-kadsurenone;

3—futoquinol.

B—sample.

R EFACN P25 2024 4E 10 45 41 45 19



242 ZMEXR. EERMENREE 550k
B “22.17 TR RUEERR . AR 225 B KUlEZE
Pt F S Y A VR i, o R T B 6 03 S [R] ¥k
FITRA X IR ST, #2217 TR i S h gk ke
Mg, VAR (V) A9AAR, BTsikEE () ok
AsbR, ZxmIbRERR SR, 133045 B I 2Pk [T A
TRALYETEE, #=0.999 7, FHK ML IEXZ
RO B B b e I o ot vk 3 AR T 5 0 T
VSR, N B DA R, SERRINE, DAERE L
S/N=10 Fl S/N=3 It 2% 5 7 1 Joiw 2 Vi 5 AR by o it BR
FREIBR . 3 AR B AT RS . etkya el
BRI B L2 3

T3 ERAMWEHEER. ZERFBNR

Tab.3 Linear relationships, limit of quantitation and limit of
detection of various components

S ol ) 7 , IR ERRY KR
ng-mlL pg'mL™' pg'mL

HERUBERR  ¥=35.267X+2.9722 0.999 8 0.7719~77.19 0.08  0.03
FE 5B y=29.303X+0.231 1 0.9997 0.551 1~55.11 0.55  0.17
KUBEAERE Y=47.304X+2.7659 0.999 8 0.9593~9593 0.18  0.05

243 EEERE BRI (1), %
“2.17 TR A A SR 6 Yk, 0 SR I T
U, ZERLEKUEERR . (2 B, US4 B 0E
FHUH) RSD 4390 0.16% ., 0.28%. 0.24%, FHAIY
TR A

T4 HELENRER

244 HEMRAE  BUE -GS HD6 f, %
“2.227 TRk HI A HH A, “2.17 I
G SR UERE A bR 2T R A A
Iy, JTE RSD. S5 R KU, 2L
B. M Z5 B A9 RSD 2r %l A 1.92%. 2.04%.
0.43%, RUNZITEA RIFESEE,

245 fEthiAE  HUE g (HLD) R, %
“217 TN, E|R N AMT 0. 4. 8,
12, 16, 24 h JEREMIGE, (o sR UG AL . 25 X
BEB . A E 225 B, KUBEZEBEAY RSD 4091 K
0.50%. 0.32%. 0.29%, RS HBEWRERT
24 h WRE T R AT

2.4.6 AL AE R ARILC NS = AR
an (H1) B3 K 0.5g, & HIEHIEH Y, 17 6 4,
K IMAIRA X B 125 mL, $#% “2.2.27 T
TOrER AN A, “2.17 TT @A S
PEREDN A, T KUBERR . R 225 B RS
Pt (1) SF- 25 R [T i 3 43 1) R 98.65% . 98.37%.
99.46%, RSD %35 Hh 2.54%., 2.25%. 1.93%, #*
B 7 B R B R

2.4.7 FESINGE % “2.227 TR 5k &
WAL AW, % “2.17 T (5% S E gERE
TE, MKHEFRME ML T 32 HERE S IR XUBERR . 1
< B KUEER A AR, A 3 A
B, SRR 4,

Tab.4 Results of content determination of samples %
i T IXUBE HE>25B WUt ZE i NS ETRS TR IR HE>~5B WU i N
H1 0.054 0.037 0.070 0.161 Z1 0.073 0.057 0.046 0.176
H2 0.043 0.031 0.022 0.096 72 0.051 0.036 0.070 0.157
H3 0.035 0.021 0.070 0.126 z3 0.024 0.017 0.071 0.112
H4 0.074 0.064 0.037 0.175 74 0.063 0.033 0.076 0.172
HS 0.030 0.022 0.081 0.133 Z5 0.076 0.062 0.025 0.163
Heé 0.049 0.082 0.018 0.149 Z6 0.027 0.071 0.005 0.103
H7 0.043 0.015 0.085 0.143 z7 0.076 0.070 0.018 0.164
H8 0.064 0.064 0.037 0.165 z8 0.049 0.042 0.047 0.137
H9 0.038 0.025 0.119 0.182 Z9 0.064 0.073 0.051 0.188
H10 0.066 0.062 0.007 0.135 Z10 0.042 0.017 0.138 0.197
H11 0.045 0.064 0.010 0.119 Z11 0.073 0.055 0.046 0.174
HI12 0.032 0.019 0.072 0.123 Z12 0.058 0.053 0.010 0.120
H13 0.070 0.084 0.037 0.191 Z13 0.086 0.057 0.031 0.174
H14 0.098 0.071 0.017 0.186 714 0.040 0.012 0.095 0.147
H15 0.070 0.068 0.011 0.149 Z15 0.047 0.066 0.011 0.124
H16 0.030 0.031 0.071 0.132 716 0.058 0.083 0.037 0.178
X*s 0.053+0.019 0.048+0.024 0.048+0.034 0.148+0.027 X*s 0.057+0.018 0.050+0.022 0.049+0.035 0.155+0.028

R EI AN 22 2024 4F 10 H A 41 555 19 11
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3 e
3.1 AL

AT T HEE-K . CHE-K . CE-FEE-
K3 FORFEHR R TSI, 2R ER, RAIPEE-K
KRB, BARNERIS L 1R R, IR
2%, K REUEAL; RIS KIERRET, &85
HR UGBS B) BH S A e, HH bR S A S 2 [a] ok
SIS R OG- BE-KIR R, #iAlE
RS RS L TR AT A B AICRAE
RGPS, W&kt = Juin RIR R s

AWK FH DAD Kl %5 7 200~400 nm P X
P A R EA TR, I E B EHIARNRR
AT RS B o 455 W 1 KUBE IR A £ 24
= B KT AHARIE Y FE 235 nm 22 A7 A e KR,
HAZ A AL HA 53 G50 (5 B F e . IR
HEZEREERE T S mER R, N R EIZL
G E T R SRR, SR ARG I 38 R A W A B
K 215 nm. 734, B 7R 76 ff B ] 0~2
min &b, 7E 235 nm KT 52 3 A 2 e (B = T
A 8000 ) i bR A 0 € 1 06, I8 5 5 Wi 15 L
BB SRR, I 0~2 min B ARG I K35
4 380 nm, DAREARIEN N o SCASHIFTY e 2R TR
LW KO vk, W CE R K S 0~2 min,
380 nm; 2~34 min, 235 nm; 34~40 min, 215 nm,
3.2 REGRAIRE

Shy e B P i v Vi AU TP B AR T 2 A
PEWE, AR E ST 3 AR R
TEARRI BB ] (B OB RSB, 45
RHERT OBE, BOEEEH VR N IRBUAR . 3
— B WA TR FR IO 20 GBI L TRIg) B4 sk
B, SRS MR IO B A — 2, HER
HEERBURE RS, PR TR IR R
TR B H B (40% . 60%. 80%. 100%) AY$2
BUBCR, A5 5R 3 A4~ 10 B RO R bl PP sk 32 1)
I MTZETHE R, 100% B, Bkt ey
PEHE R . B LR T SR A ] (15, 30,
45, 60, 75. 90 min) X HREUSCRAGFEM, 4550
/N 3 A LATTE 60 min i, 7 i ¥ Bl A I A A SE R
B, 60 min 5 W T 22, Wow e i st
[5] >4 60 min.
33 EHEMELR

FER 4 ATUL, 16 fitifg XUEEFN 16 L XUgt:
a1 3 ASHARIE RIS & i () AL
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B (BRifE2E s) BIRIUEA U, S ESE 0.10%~
0.20%, R B AEIEVER A S P AR
i — B (B s AR RE R, FRIPRRHAL R
B o 2 K, IR T 5 Y
AR AL, SARAES . RILET FrifE
EH . BCERE), ARES ERSmE) SH
BAFAE—E R B (RAH
HRl, i XU RN 7 T XU BRA 7 5 b v v 34
R F W eI, AR, A
1985 4F- SHEN &5 41218 1 1hp XU T XU B A A 1L
AINBIE A R R A2 AR BRI A A B RIERAE ST,
Vg AR T 32 2] )32 e, Ik T AU 245 4 v i
FLAR M 19 37 R A 25 25 Al 43 R 32 2 3 1 A
5% o SCHK [14] 7 7 A3 HPLC K] H A 06 1 T
%, EAME, AR EIN UHPLC E i AUk
PG IEAE, SAHARIE 2 [ 4) B RAf . £ 4 Bonif
IUBE TR E 3 AN 81 A RS 38 28 B 43 v A & d A
LR TN, 538 A Ry T IR 25 4 7 i
BAREL O T A il . 5 S AL R R ST
fATf . PREE | R T I DX T A i, X B
AT BRI 7T
34 WIATARAER T
3.4.0 LA KSR IR R T A
i) . CHRATAMBFMBEESREIR)
s H A . B RKE W R EE, KU
WGEIR sk s, MR =, Wl Lai &
A, T ERNE 2 S s A, IR
1o U A T A R LA RX Gy 2 F
2R, B IRAT A MU 2R Y S TR ) SR A AR i
VT 15 O 5 Vi DR BB R 7 YA XU 26 B4 I A IX 43
L, T3 b SeBRay B 00 i v XUBE i) 32 2R R
St o RIS AT ST AR B A Ak 2 B G2 o B
W LW & TFTUKX . B, g}
2 P2 R AR ) R AR T R T PCR S5 5Y, i ad
DNA 5 JE 5% Fl SSR 43+ b i 6 AR X5 23 ik 1 K
e Wi XUBE 2504 K 8 HEIRURE . 1L R A SR Rk
TP, S5 SRKUBEM LY psbA-trnH 7
G 2, R 2 B A Y 2 AT
BN MR A KU TR R s, Bk, AT
FGVRFIHE, HEAL G 208 76 UL 9 i JL Ak
b, HE—2E TR 2 Bh 2 2550 — B0 T T A G
WEGE, by 2 BUbR I ol LU 3 385 50 A vl XUk A AEL )
SRS FRARE T Sk 4T () AR
SRR BLFCR 22 2004 4F 10 45 41 545 19




342 HEMESIEVEIRDY i XUk LE 2
2020 AF i [ HEAR ] WUR MLE BLAR N 0.3~2 em,
JXUTte 0 b T XU FE T VM B ) 2015 4F hit [0
il ] IR X T B AR EOR AR A R 25 <1 mm Y )5
2ibt . HRT I, i KU B R TR [A] AR i
FETE2E 57 o ASTRABTZH Pt AL A1t SBC R XU AR Vg XU
FEML A 3L, LT 3/ EAR (<1 mm, 1~
3mm. >3 mm) FEEAH, SRR “2.2.27 Wk
il s A VR, T E Vi XUBR IR . R 22 B
Mg &, 45 R A HA<1 mm Fl 1~3 mm
b 3 U E R T A>3 mm AEs, H
HEAR 1~3 mm RSO o R . TR A
HEAE> mm M, ARKERKK, o
b, #EBAL, HALF R 2 T REER. )
AT JXU T R e XU 2 0% e 1l o i LA R TR
FIUH A BE AT, 253006 AR A L A 7E— 2 2
JERARGRRME, IO 2 [RAR ] 0T A B
SEFATIETT .

gi Bk, AR IR LRE . 20
/O, P A RESNG GV TR . W
T3 XUBE Al 27 U b 7 AR, 252k s
e 2= R C O R ES PR = S AN )
X P. kadsura S X254 TE SRR, (HSERR T
HF S LT P. hancei Pl fE— H & H £/
B, T E R REA XS, SEOTEIR
R AEEBCRAR RIS . B, 54k
PR AR A — BV B |, 2T
N — BTSSR R 2 R BE I,
il e IR B 2 B R B = AR BRI S I AR . B X
AN TR 77 1l AN TRI A ORRE ot A7 7 R B o 2 e
A LB ARIEZ AT RS, 6 BRAT BT A v 2
frigm, XPEA I B T ETT A SEE, B AR
SE TR PR IT e A R, AR h R T 245 1Y
AT EE R

BOR R B 2 G I ISR e SR
B ARG IITE 2 b4 S DT e AR B
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