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Study on quality evaluation of Dysosma versipellis by HPLC
fingerprint combined with multi-index content determination
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Abstract: To provide the scientific basis for the quality evaluation of Dysosma versipellis, its HPLC fingerprints was estab-
lished, and the contents of five components were simultaneously determined. The analyses were performed on Thermo HyPU-
RITY Cj4 column (250 mm x4.6 mm,5 pm) ,and the mobile phase comprised of MeOH (A) -0.4% phosphoric acid aque-
ous solution (B) with the gradient elution at a flow rate of 1.0 mL/min. The detection wavelength was set at 290 nm ;the col-
umn temperature was maintained at 30 °C and the injection volume was 10 L. The HPLC fingerprint with twenty-eight com-
mon peaks of D. versipellis in 16 batches of sample was established, and the similarities of samples were good. Eight compo-
nents were identified by comparison with the reference substances. Five components, namely, ( + ) -tanegool-7'-methylether,
4'-demethylpodophyllotoxin, quercetin, podophyllotoxin, kaempferol were analyzed quantitatively. The linear relationship of
five components was good (> =0.999 0). The precision, repeatability and stability were all in line with quantitative require-
ments. The average recoveries (n = 6) of five components were between 98. 7% and 99.6% ,and the RSD were less than
3% . The established method is simple,stable and reliable ,and can be expected for the quality control of D. versipellis.
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Table 1  Sources information of 16 samples

G KA KA [H]
No. Origin Date

Bl i 2018. 10
B2 SN 2018. 10
B3 e 2018. 10
B4 ] 2018. 10
B5 pu i 2018. 10
B6 HM 2018. 10
B7 i 2018. 09
B8 Pl 2018. 10
BY M 2019. 10
B10 W 2019. 10
B11 i 2019. 10
B12 D i 2019. 10
B13 e 2019. 10
B14 =¥ 2019.09
B15 W 2019. 10
B16 e 2019. 10

mm,5 pm; S : SN AH B (A) - 0. 4% R K
B (B) , B (0 ~13 min,35% —40% A ;13
~20 min,40% —43% A ;20 ~40 min,43% —45%
A;40 ~ 50 min,45% —49% A ;50 ~55 min,49% —
54% A ;55 ~56 min,54% —60% A ;56 min ~70 min,
60% A ;70 ~80 min,60% —70% A) ;i 1.0 mL/min;
HEf 30 C ARG 290 nm; HEFERE: 10 wL, /\fA%
it HE i B3 HPLC (iR LA 1,
2.2 AiEHEIE
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Fig. 1 HPLC chromatograms of mixed reference substances (A) and samples ( B)

#:11. ( +)-Tanegool-7'-methylether;15. 11145 S AT 17,4 - R AF 19, AR HAEE ;20 M £,22. BAFE;23. A
AR ;24. ILZSHY . Note:11. ( + ) -Tanegool-7'-methylether;15. Kaempferol-3-0-8-D-glucoside ;17. 4'-demethylpodophyllotoxin
19. Podophyllotoxin-4-0-8-D-glucoside ;20. Quercetin ;22. Podophyllotoxin ;23. Podophyllotoxone ;24. Kaempferol.
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Fig. 2 HPLC fingerprints of 16 batches of the root of D. versipellis
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K2 \AEHLFIERNEXHR B E

Table 2  Relative retention time of common peak

ﬁj Bl B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 B7 B8 B9 B10  BIlI B12  BI3 Bl14 B15 Bl6 RSD (%)
1 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.46
2 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.99
3 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.18
4 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.25
5 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.16 0.15 0.15 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.16 0.15 1.4
6 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.19 0.31
7 0.20 0.20 .20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.14
8 0.25 0.25 .25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.12
9 0.28 0.29 .28 0.29 0.28 0.29 0.28 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.28 0.28 0.29 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.39
10 0.37 0.37 .38 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.33 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.37 0.19
11 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.42 0.41 0.42 0.42 0.17
12 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.44 0.16
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W

No. B1 B2 B3 B4 BS B6 B7 B8 B9 B10 B11 B12 B13 Bl4 BI5 B16 RSD (%)
13 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.082
14 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.47 0.073
15 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.52 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.17
16 0.59 0.59 0.60 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.59 0.5 0.59 0.59 0.5 0.34
17 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.64 0.052
18 0.7t 0.71 o0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.71 0.054
19 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.72 0.033
20 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.77 0.12
21 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.85 0.021
22 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00
23 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.11 0.034
24 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 0.11
25 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 1.4 0.15
26 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 0.17
27 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.6 0.17
28 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 1.7 0.17

x3 N\AELFEMHEITETR
Table 3  Relative retention area of common peak

252

No. B1 B2 B3 B4 BS B6 B7 B8 B9 B10 B11 B12 B13 B14 B15 B16 RSD (%)
1 0.062 0.011 0.023 0.011 0.033 0.033 0.042 0.033 0.033 0.033 0.033 0.011 0.042 0.093 0.062 0.022 62.5
2 0.11 0.023 0.033 0.022 0.053 0.042 0.062 0.053 0.053 0.053 0.053 0.022 0.073 0.170 0.320 0.033 104.9
3 0.11 0.092 0.044 0.053 0.062 0.011 O0.11 0.11 0.062 0.11 0.12 0.093 0.053 0.28 0.21 0.12 65.4
4 0.033 0.011 0.013 0.011 0.023 0.033 0.023 0.023 0.023 0.023 0.023 0.011 0.042 0.093 0.073 0.053 84.0
5 0.033 0.033 0.033 0.042 0.023 0.042 0.042 0.042 0.033 0.042 0.042 0.033 0.033 0.073 0.053 0.073 38.2
6 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.000 0.00 0.011 0.00 0.00 0.011 0.011 0.00 0.00 0.011 0.011 0.022 0.012 74.1
7 0.011 0.00 0.00 0.011 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.011 0.011 0.00 0.032 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011 88.7
8 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.033 0.011 0.042 0.011 0.011 0.042 0.062 0.042 0.042 77.3
9 0.023 0.011 0.023 0.011 0.011 0.033 0.011 0.011 0.023 0.011 0.022 0.011 0.011 0.042 0.042 0.033 58.4
10 0.11 0.033 0.023 0.011 0.022 0.023 0.033 0.085 0.033 0.15 0.042 0.011 0.033 0.11 0.41 0.062 136.0
11 0.011 0.011 0.00 0.011 0.022 0.023 0.023 0.042 0.033 0.092 0.033 0.011 0.022 0.062 0.21 0.033 135.8
12 0.042 0.033 0.022 0.042 0.033 0.062 0.073 0.053 0.033 0.052 0.054 0.033 0.062 0.12 0.15 0.11 62.4
13 0.023 0.033 0.00 0.033 0.022 0.011 0.040 0.062 0.022 0.22 0.050 0.011 0.20 0.062 0.35 0.19 124.4
14 0.011 0.00 0.023 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.033 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.022 0.011 0.011 44.7
15 0.21 0.072 0.023 0.052 0.043 0.043 0.11 0.17 0.11 0.35 0.11 0.022 0.11 0.13 0.54 0.17 98.4
16 0.022 0.043 0.033 0.011 0.033 0.052 0.052 0.084 0.072 0.23 0.062 0.011 0.052 0.12 0.35 0.085 113.8
17 0.13 0.39 0.07 0.55 0.14 0.18 0.22 0.28 0.19 1.0 0.082 0.09 0.98 1.3 0.80 0.67 88.5
18 0.033 0.033 0.00 0.052 0.022 0.011 0.042 0.062 0.054 0.14 0.062 0.00 0.23 0.052 0.11 0.12 94.6
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W

No. Bl B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 B7 B8 B9 B10 B11 B12 B13 B14 B15 B16 RSD (%)
19 0.12 0.085 0.14 0.092 0.22 0.054 0.14 0.15 0.11 0.20 0.21 0.12 0.13 0.053 0.34 0.18  50.2
20 0.10 0.053 0.044 0.044 0.072 0.17 0.054 0.072 0.16 0.062 0.062 0.062 0.053 0.19 0.13 0.062  58.1
21 0.085 0.053 0.033 0.022 0.053 0.033 0.053 0.033 0.022 0.023 0.044 0.033 0.045 0.022 0.073 0.052  45.8
2 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 10 10 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 0.00
23 0.23 0.090 0.13 0.11 0.16 0.052 0.32 0.18 0.090 0.14 0.22 0.16 0.26 0.022 0.16 0.19  49.8
24 0.20 0.16 0.062 0.17 0.17 0.57 0.14 0.22 0.46 0.17 0.21 0.12 0.20 0.42 0.35 0.2l 57.2
25 0.021 0.022 0.011 0.02 0.011 0.022 0.033 0.022 0.022 0.033 0.022 0.011 0.043 0.044 0.054 0.063  52.6
26 0.011 0.011 0.011 0.033 0.033 0.043 0.022 0.033 0.052 0.011 0.022 0.043 0.011 0.043 0.022 0.022  58.2
27 0.081 0.052 0.034 0.072 0.054 0.085 0.085 0.12 0.12 0.054 0.10 0.062 0.093 0.10 0.022 0.033  43.2
28 0.012 0.023 0.012 0.011 0.012 0.022 0.022 0.033 0.054 0.054 0.022 0.011 0.033 0.033 0.062 0.033  56.8
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Table 4  Similarity of 16 batches of samples

Fedih AR FE AEABLEE

Sample Similarity Sample Similarity
Bl 0.962 BY 0.963
B2 0.990 BI10 0.877
B3 0.944 B11 0.990
B4 0.976 BI12 0.957
B5 0.973 BI3 0.907
B6 0.937 B14 0. 845
B7 0.975 BI5S 0. 808
B8 0.992 B16 0.956

o o i : " “ - 2.3.5 RABREM

SR 16 4\ A ERE i B HPLC 45 20 &3
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Fig. 4 Dendrogram of fingerprint clustering

analysis of 16 batches of samples
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Table 5 Results of linear ranges of 5 constituents

LB
B 5 W CIEpett . AL
No. Component Regression equation Anear range
° (ug/mL)
1 ( + ) -Tanegool-7'-methylether Y =5.334 x10°X-2. 042 x 10° 1.000 0 4.81 ~154
4'- LR
2 , R A . Y =5.533 x10°X +2.139 x 10* 0.999 9 23.6 ~754
4'-Demethylpodophyllotoxin
3 SR Y=1.118 x 107 X-8.470 x 10° 1.000 0 6.84 ~219
Quercetin
I
4 RFITER . Y =3.103 x 10°X-3.322 x 10* 1.000 0 157 ~5 040
Podophyllotoxin
125 7 3
5 . Y=1.488 x10'X-3.749 x 10 0.999 9 13.9 ~446
Kaempferol

2.4.2 AR EIRE

B[] — s A S W (B8) , #52. 17 T (A3 4%
PFEZHERE 6 YR, 10 sk W T ARVE, I 45 ( + ) -tane-
gool-7'-methylether 4'- 2 F KL L B 5 il R VR
MR I AEIEm A RSD(n =6)#/NF 3% , 3%

A A LA
2.4.3 REHRKE

A — A (B8) L 23511 0.4 8 1216,
2024 h# 2. 17 IF A3k A R R RE G0 SR 0 TR
{H, M4 ( + ) -tanegool-7'-methylether 42 B 3L B [
B Mt R RFEER LB IR RSD(n =6)
BUINT 3% RIS IERTE 24 h INFEE R AF
2.4.4 FHMHRE

RSB PRIBR] —HE U (B8 ) B AT B K 6 1y, & IR

“2.2.27 TR WY 5 P AT A 6 O I A T, 7
HRE2. 17 T (0385 25 R R A, a0 o e T AR, I A5
( +)-tanegool-7'-methylether 4'-25 F 3L W F 35 2 Ml
R RHER AR5 50500 0. 824
6.16.0.807 .31.6.1.80 mg/g, WAL RSD(n =6)
BINT 3% R BZ 07 R I B A R A
2.4.5 At EK EXE

RSB PRI 5 1 (B8) RYARE LRI R 6 43, B4y
290.5 g, Ki % PRIE , 20 A — g ) BN, 4% 1
“2.2. 17 TR BYJT R AR 422 17 IR (g ARk
FEIGE T AR . 4538 (+ ) -tanegool -7 -methyl-
ether 4'- LR HRER MR RHBER IR
13 1 15 i 32 53 531 2 98. 2% .99, 5% \99. 4% |
99.6% 98.7% ,RSD ¥/NF 3% (.3 6) .,

Fo6 EWRRBER

Table 6  Results of recovery test

A Ve, J5A PR HUEES Sy V&S SEH IR
&Y . - RSD
C d Sample Original Added Found Recovery Average (%)
ompoun weight( mg) amount ( mg) amount ( mg) amount ( mg) rate( % ) recovery( % ) ?
( +)-Tanegool-7'- 500.3 0.412 0.420 0.821 97.4 98.2 1.07
methylether 500.4 0.412 0.420 0.827 98.8
500. 1 0.412 0.420 0.833 100. 1
500.0 0.412 0.420 0.824 98.1
500.2 0.412 0.420 0.822 97.6
A A 500.3 0.412 0.420 0.821 97.4
4-LHEERARE
4'-Demethylpodophyllo- 500.3 3.08 3.08 6.15 99.7 99.5 0.341
toxin 500.4 3.08 3.08 6.13 99.0
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oy Bk J5A = JNA HIEES e RS aJES .
=T . N RSD
C d Sample Original Added Found Recovery Average (%)
ompouy weight( mg) amount( mg) amount( mg) amount( mg) rate( % ) recovery( % ) ¢
500. 1 3.08 3.08 6.16 100.0
500.0 3.08 3.08 6.14 99.4
500.2 3.08 3.08 6.15 99.7
500.3 3.08 3.08 6.14 99.4
ﬁj{EZ% 500.3 0.404 0.410 0.814 100.0 99.4 0.430
Quercetin
500. 4 0.404 0.410 0.811 99.3
500. 1 0.404 0.410 0.812 99.5
500.0 0.404 0.410 0.811 99.3
500.2 0.404 0.410 0.813 99.8
500.3 0.404 0.410 0. 809 98.8
R . 500.3 15.8 15.8 31.5 99.4 99.6 0.330
Podophyllotoxin
500.4 15.8 15.8 31.6 100.0
500. 1 15.8 15.8 31.5 99.4
500.0 15.8 15.8 31.5 99.4
500.2 15.8 15.8 31.5 99.4
500.3 15.8 15.8 31.6 100.0
s
thiz . 500.3 0.902 0.910 1.79 97.7 98.7 0.810
Kaempferol
500. 4 0.902 0.910 1.80 98.8
500. 1 0.902 0.910 1.80 98.9
500.0 0.902 0.910 1.80 98.9
500.2 0.902 0.910 1.79 97.8
500.3 0.902 0.910 1.81 99.9
2.4.6 HusEalE AT, L2 17 T B (3% 2 PR ERE DN 5 , THE A%

I3 R FRBCRNRIHE R Y A EREMZ 1.0 g, KRR ( +) -tanegool-7'-methylether 4'-25 FBE L F 2f
BAFETAT 2 60, 4292, 2. 27 WU T JrEdl Al R MR RARER (LR SR, SPRIERT,
RT HERBFENELER(n=2)
Table 7 Results of the samples content determination(n =2) (mg/g)
4-EHERA#GER

e ( +)-Tanegool- 4" Demethyl Bt Bz 3 REHER 1z S
Sample 7'-methylether podophyllotoxin Quercetin Podophyllotoxin Kaempferol Total
Bl 0.330 2.94 1.39 32.1 1.70 38.5
B2 0.370 11.0 0.813 41.2 1.74 55.1
B3 0.248 3.28 0.932 69.3 1.09 74.9
B4 0.295 27.2 1.11 70.8 3.18 102.6
B5 0.698 6.17 1.59 62.0 2.78 73.2
B6 0.943 7.33 3.54 58.2 8.54 78.6
B7 0.438 4.50 0.575 29.6 1.08 36.2
B8 0.836 6.15 0.818 31.6 1.82 41.2
B9 1.42 8.56 3.67 66.1 7.92 87.7
B10 1.58 17.2 0.510 24.3 1.10 44.7

Bl11 0.880 7.88 1.02 44.5 2.39 56.6
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4-ERIERAER

e ( + ) -Tanegool- 4'-Demethyl W#BL% ASEF . [J-I/ZJL"S. JEll
Sample 7'-methylether podophyllotoxin Quercetin Podophyllotoxin Kaempferol Total
B12 0.321 4.14 1.38 66.4 2.04 74.3
B13 0.390 17.7 0.467 26.3 1.33 46.2
B14 1.18 23.5 1.79 26.9 2.92 56.3
B15 2.56 9.33 0.782 17.0 1.52 31.2
B16 0.551 11.4 0.521 24.8 1.37 38.6

2.4.7 &R MK
2.4.7.1 @ik

KB FRIBURE (25 : B8 ) i, #%°2. 2. 27 T
T ER AR AW, 70 50 B 154 Thermo Hy-
PURITY C {44 (250 mm x4.6 mm,5 pm) , Wa-
ters Sunkire Ci (150 mm x4.6 mm,5 pm) | Inertsil
ODS-3 C4 (250 mm x4.6 mm,5 wm) , B2, 1750
OGS E | 10 S T BT TR
TEW 8, ZERRW], A8 & A — s TR,
A7 v R 2 R i M R
2.4.7.2 JRdHESK

KRB AL (25 B8 ) dii i, #4292, 2. 27 I K
7 i 1 g AR P TR, DAL ] BB O 08,10,
1.2 mL/min, FE¥E“2. 17 TR A 35% S5 AR RED %2 , 1]
RGBT RS S 2, 4R WK 8, KR8 Al

R Ui R P R AR AR, AR5 YA BRI A 1 2
SR T P R4
2.4.7.3 KPR HEE

T PRICRE il (2 %5 : B8 ) dl fit , #22. 2. 27 U
7k ) g A A Y A, RS R 23 i) e Dy 285
290,293 nm FEREME , P4 2. 17 TR (B35 S5
FEIE  C T RO AR &, TR R 8, 4
SRR K A e A — R R BE AR, AR T 1 A
AR O TR P R4
2.4.7.4 FEEFE

R PRIBURE i (25 : B8 ) d& i, #40°2. 2. 27 T |
7 ki A A A oV R, R I 0 0 B D 20,2530
C,HHE2. 17 IUR (3% Z PR HERR I | 1 S0 THI AR
IEHEERES S i PRI R 8. AR MR E—E
PR, , AR T L AT AL 10 BRI R4

*8 MAMKKER

Table 8 Results of content determination of samples

4-ENRERHABR

(+) Tanegol- P e EEE W
N L A ’_ 2 ) L ; .
. i ggﬁ:h 11’ = * i3 7'-methylether podophyllotoxin Quercetin Podophyllotoxin Kaempferol
romatographic etting = = = = =
. oo AR PBE o AR OVSE o AR PEE .o AR PBR . AR FHE .o
Content Average Content Average Content Average , . Content Average Content Average , _
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
(mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g)
i Thermo HyPURITY Cy5 0.836 0.836 0.420 6.15 6.15 0.0939 0.815 0.817 0.187 31.5 31.5 0.183 1.81 1.81 0.319
Col
I Waters SunFire Cpg 0832 6.14 0.818 3.4 1.82
Inertsil ODS-3 Cjg 0.839 6.15 0.817 31.5 1.81
peagy
{;t:% e 0.8 mL/min 0.832 0.835 0.366 6.14 6.15 0.0939 0.811 0.817 0.696 31.5 31.5 0.183 1.81 1.81 0.319
1.0 mL/min 0.834 6.15 0.819 31.5 1.82
1.2 mL/min 0.838 6.15 0.822 31.6 1.82
i&:k 285 nm 0.836 0.836 0.420 6.15 6.15 0.0938 0.815 0.817 0.187 31.5 31.5 0.00 1.82 1.82 0.317
Wavelength
290 nm 0.832 6.15 0.818 31.5 1.82
293 nm 0.839 6.16 0.817 31.5 1.81
N
H3k Colun 20 C 0.837 0.836 0.183 6.15 6.15 0.163 0.813 0.815 0.245 314 315 0.18 1.8 1.82 0.634
temperature
25 C 0.836 6.14 0.817 31.5 1.81
30 C 0.834 6.16 0.815 31.5 1.80
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A FEXF /A REAG I (1) €0 1% S5 A AT T R I
Ak, 20 Z5 5 T B/ K L Rt/ K R/ R K
CNE/ R IK AN [R] L A5 6 JBE 35 350 % HPLC €533 &1 (1)
S, 4550 s W EE-0. 4% BERIK BT 5 745
AR, 455 R 290 nm T p g A
Z W THI A K H 43 88 FE AT, e 45 290 nm
A I 5 5 XoF 4 BB =2 (I 0 R ) i U )
(K T ) A5 X SO0 25 g i AT T %48, &
PRLAHT I A5 (250 W,60 kHz) 32 USCR feflt . 1%
Tk T T8, 2 T HAE, 1 AT 90 X0 35 43 1 43
FE, MER I E N A TELT R Th I 5 AR RIS o

FeSUEITE T 28 A~ A W AR X R B8 B [E] % RSD
HBI/NT 1.0% , R WA SC ST 948 SCEI TS B9
B —Mig e A L, A) LUE A 25 A
FEVPAN B 5o 16 HERE SR XTI AR RSD {HACK,
VIS HERE S A2 50 3 1 22 RAOR, S N A E Y
i JoT 5 L M DA 56, 75 %\ A B AL 24 i o 1A T
Bl B2 A TS P R T E R I R
il I\ f S PR A

MAAEABLEE 73 B 25 5 vl 0, AHABLUEE R B1O (IR )
B14(#dt) \B15 (@) sb, HoA 34 0.9 LI L, i
WA [] 7= i ) )\ S M AR 25 7 HR ol B
A2tk Rl RIS 45 R n A, 16 #Ht/\ff 35
YOS, IXSEURRAE AR B 8, S5 AR RS S M &
FH—, UL\ F S 254 T AR o

N ) S 5 SR WA, A [ 7= b ) A 3 24
M FEAE N A RAEER 4 - ERAHEER.
LT, 2 o3 3 o 22 S K, U AR ] 7 b/ Ay
FEAM 2 IR, X TR S A M 1A KRB 25
SRR RIR M A 56, Bl 1 ~2 Fhs o i
SEANBEAT AR N, 2 ) T A, T B\ AR 2 b
3 RIS, A R 4 T A S 0 A o

I\ S TR E R S 25 FA Y, B9 A
KRRy, Ref R e K E L2y B2
MIRERAY) 2 —  AE RN 245 FH g SRR, SR T L T
PR AR SEHE A . ASFIE ST T /\ AR ESE a0 & %
WFFE, FERTIL 5 P b 4T T S sl , A Ja /A
T o A Y T R — A

&% 3k
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