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NUAR R R 2B s AR A T A 5 T 2 A B A R R 5 R, D R 2503555
* AR BRI AL T 250 R AT B R L T T 277600

E T IERRZA HPLC $5 8BS A2 pl & il vk . #EA Agilent Cg 8354 (150 mm x3 mm,2.7 pm),
WA R 0. 1% ZTEK(A)-Z A (B) 3 0.5 mL/min, A5 30 C KK 296 nm, #EAEhEE 5 wl, 40 HESEBRZG
FREUEEAAIEE 0.779 ~0.991 , A Rl HE R WEBR2G A4 19 22 MR JeAie T 21 NI g, F8 N T Oh R D IE R
i HIER TR VSRR SERE BE GRS WERE T R IRERERT (e S WETERT WERE R NG BRI DL R AR
FREE L TR0 043 500 0. 019% ~0. 163% .0.528% ~ 1. 608% .0.943% ~5.413% .0.204% ~0.815% 0. 474% ~
1.825% 1.115% ~2.019% .0.030% ~0.249% 0.148% ~1.661% .1.206% ~2.752% .0.345% ~3.287% .1.426%
~5.875% . RIAHTH 40 HERE S 43R 3 28, AU AT sE S T 4 D TR, BT =TTk 91, 122% , Bt 3=
IR BB L5 A WETR A AF B 1 IR A5 B, e /N 3R A 3 Ardmic Hh 251 v 12 25 R iy o Be 7 ik ] LRy i
TR A3 1 i o o) B AN T AR RS

FRABIR  WETR ; 15 BRI s 2 1040 R i s B PR s 0T 5 RS AT
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Quality evaluation of Bufonis Venenum based on HPLC fingerprint
and multicomponent quantitative analysis

ZHOU Cheng-mei' ,HU Jing-hong'** ,
REN Xin', YAN Qing-kang’ , YANG Dong-jie’ ,ZHANG Yong-qing'~

" College of Pharmacy ,Shandong University of Traditional Chinese Medicine ;” Shandong Provincial
Collaborative Innovation Center for Quality Control and Construction of the Whole Industrial Chain of Traditional Chinese
Medicine , Jinan 250355 , China;’ Shandong Kangyuantang Chinese Herbal Medicine Co. ,Lid. ,Jining 277600 , China

Abstract : In this study, the high performance liquid chromatography ( HPLC) was used to establish fingerprint and multi-
component determination method of Bufonis Venenum. The analysis was performed on Agilent EC-C 4 column (150 mm x 3
mm,2.7 um) with 0. 1% acetic acid water (A) - acetonitrile (B) as mobile phase in a gradient elution mode. The flow rate
was 0.5 mL/min,the column temperature was 30 °C ,the detectionwavelength was set at 296 nm and the injection volume was
5 pL. The similarity of 40 batches of Bufonis Venenum ranged from 0. 779 to 0. 991 ,indicating that there was difference be-
tween batches of Bufonis Venenum. There were 21 common peaks in the HPLC chromatogram of 40 batches of Bufonis Vene-
num,among which the percentages of bufarenogin, gamabufotalin, arenobufagin , bufotalidin, telocinobufagin , bufotalin, resibu-
fagin , marinobufagin , bufalin , resibufogenin and cinobufagin were as follows:0. 01% -0. 163% ,0. 528% -1. 608% ,0. 943% -
5.413% ,0. 204% 0. 815% ,0. 474%-1. 825% , 1. 115% -2. 019% , 0. 030% -0. 249% , 0. 148%-1. 661% , 1. 206% -
2.752% ,0.345% -3.287% ,1.426% -5.875% . According to the cluster analysis, the 40 batches of Bufonis Venenum were

classified into three categories ; principal component analysis screened out four principal components, with the cumulative vari-
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ance contribution rate of 91. 122% ,indicating that the principal components contained most information of original data. Par-

tial least squares discriminant analysis marked 12 differential components in the medicinal materials. This method can provide

reference for the quality control and evaluation of Bufonis Venenum.

Key words : Bufonis Venenum; fingerprint ; multi-component quantitative analysis; quality evaluation; cluster analysis ; princi-

pal component analysis

WEBRE N R E LG4 5P 2, RS LY
s g A RS AT Rl AL A R R 0
JULGR iy 25 2 BRE M  (H AT — 5 e, 5 AR A
B IR WE TR 2G4 10 30 e 7 X, FE T
B BB, B 2R RO, BEE R M A A
WE R BRARBI LG , ELGS E IR AR AR AN 2R -1
B, B = XISk 25 4 1 B PEA . T AR Ok,
HPLC 45 S &1 1 2 oy & 50 7 22 ] T o 24 o
59,2020 A A [ 2 1) R AR 005 AT 2 IR W 75
PC e W 22 = o0 B9 6 B B B 2 SO A A T
7.0% o SR, BUAT IR TE B Z 248 bR 1o F 22 53 #r
FEBRGMF TS, H 24y 1k SCHR R T8 W 19k 5
VPO I AN AT . ABFFETE LA Ty 8 b
oY, AP ETER T R A 11 B 32 2o D I
W ETR B Y ZE SR bR , 48 SURTE X 40 HEDCUE
BRRE it HEA T ARSI , 45 5 AR LR 23 BT RIS Hr AR
I3 o3 M A A /s —3Reid A o3 A 4 SRS HL SR A T
AT

1 UFE5HE

Aglient 1260 HPLC {43%{% ( 35 [H Agilent 2] ) ;
KQ-500DE AL ( RAILTHEARRA W) s 1532 —
HL R (MR- FER 242 ( ) AR ) o

HlE. SRR Rk 9 (R EFER A
A)) s A K (BN RS A BR W] o

PR VPYERERS (L5 Y1809Y72597 ) | H i #&
R (4t 5 PI709F72594 ) . ¥b s A (Mt 5
Y03DOY76566) iEds = B 5E (HES P14J11S118458 ) it
ARk (b5 YI3A9Y67875) (Al ik ag &L (5
W27M10784297) &3 R (L= P27F10F81703) g
WERE T L (fit 55 C30S8G45143) (WERE B R (5
P28M10F84299) Jig&E 5k (k5 P14J11S118459) |
P SEWE RN (S5 C25F10G81502) , i i ¥4k T 98.
0% , 04T bR A=A R A .

40 LR BETR 25 B 28 111 7R v B2 245 K 2 24 2 B ik
TKIE B A7 S AR R WE M Bufo bufo gargarizans
Cantor FlIEEHEMENS Bufo melanostictus Schneider 9+
BEor W), 2 BARE R 1,

®1 ERERNEXRER

Table 1 ~ Sample information of Bufonis Venenum
Gt P it ErRes g il
No. Produce area Batch number No. Produce area Batch number
s1 ERE Tk €S210625 s21 HEEE A €S161109
S2 ERE Tk €S211020 S22 HIEE B €S151013
S3 TEHE T4k €S211008 23 BTl (CS140418
S4 FEIN S5 CS201110 S24 T istil CS141014
S5 TINS5 €S201030 S25 BTl CS130126
S6 TINS5 €S200401 S26 sl €S130306
s7 e U7 2 L (S200328 S27 ESiIIE €S130623
S8 I U 2 B (€S200320 S28 AL €S131012
9 I I 2 EL €S200105 $29 Py 1 FH €S151019
S10 I U7 2 2 €S191016 S30 Dy 1] 5 B CS150614
St1 5 1 3 CS191113 S31 Py )1 fg BH €S150605
s12 5 235 CS181002 S32 791 A CS130327
S13 5 1 3 CS181026 S33 Py )1 B A CS130604
S14 LIRE X879 CS181124 S34 Pu 1% B CS130618
S15 PLIRES18 CS171018 S35 W2 €S220123
S16 PLIREE18 CS160125 S36 WirE 2% €S$220309
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%% 1 ( Continued Tab. 1)

TR 7E E{iR=2 G5 7E EiiR=2

No. Produce area Batch number No. Produce area Batch number

S17 HE B CS160310 S37 IR (S220318

S18 HIRER (S160324 S38 TEAE M (S220303

S19 HRE R CS160608 S39 TLIH M (S220325

$20 HIRER €S161013 S40 YA (S220328

2 FAEEHER
2.1 AiEgEsEHE

L-HE S InfinityLab Poroshell 120 EC-C, (150
mm X3 mm,2.7 pum) o 3EA BN 0. 1% 4.8
IK(A)-ZJiE (B) BEATHE EEVEE (O ~ 15 min,85% —
72% A;15 ~35 min,72% —71% A;35 ~40 min,
71% —65% A ;40 ~50 min,65% —60% A) , i 30
C KM 296 nm, Ji# 0. 5 ml/min, JEEEH 5
pL, H ZhHEEE
2.2 HiXEARNTE

HL 40 HLMEBRZA YR (2 3 51 ) 29 0.1 g, 8
BRRE, BT RER.OE D, MANEE 10 mL %%,
FREE S5 #E7 (40 kHz,100 W,60 °C) 45 60 min, ji
FREEAERTE, 15 0. 22 um HFLIERE, BsLug
W, A,
2.3 MERMBBHHE

ST SRR VD MERERG OISR ISR
HE ARIETRTE L AR IR RS IR MR T
R PRWERN HIERER MRS EER 11
Aot BE S B 0 B B AR BT RN 1 mg/mL
(X BRIV, #2250 DA
2.4 BYEEFEFER
2.4.1 HEERE

BUBETRANR TR (S4) , #4217 TR 7. 10 (1% 5
DB LHERE 6 K, IARIETR S 2 R, 730 i s

Hofm 335 45 R . 25 L 3 W & A 06 i A X i T AR
RSD %7 0.910% ~2.230% , #H %} {4 88 i [a] RSD &y
0.002% ~0.143% ,¥3/NT 5% . &AL 2845 5 fiF
R4t
2.4.2 AWK

BB TRAE IR (S4) 4% 2. 17 TR N7 14 €8 3% 4%
P53 7E 0.2 4 .8 12 .24 h A[A] B[] & A 43 5
Rk 45 0, 15 3 #5 2R A g A XF 0 i A RSD Sy
0.890% ~3.905% , A1 Xt B iF1E] RSD A 0. 014%
~0.714% ,B/NT 5% o R SIAWAE 24 h N
2.4.3 FTHMHRXE

HUSTRAE i 6 £ (S4) , 43 il # IR 2. 2. 17 iU
J7 i A T W, AR 2. 17 IR AR AT R
), 85 S 3R WA £ A7 W AH XTI 17T AR RSD 24 1. 060%
~ 4. 780% , K1 %} A% B4 IF [A] RSD & 0. 002% ~
0.174% ,¥)/NT 5% o FWIrikpyEE1E R
2.5 (B EERE
2.5.1 ARIgs B E A EAMEIEIN

BRI (ST ~ S40 ) HERE, 437075 5 335 1]
PR A 2 (335 48 20 B A LR PR R 42
(2012 4 JR) ) , & S1 S K ok - 40k
VLR Bt ) 5 2Ry 0.1 33047 22 50K 1E Al 4 1 04 UG e 43
B, 45 21 40 HEUEIRAE 2 18] 33 A7 1550 So0) B 141 33
(DL ) o FEAOFE U3 W Tk 245 B4 1 x5 BR i 2 81435 rh

—A' + + H +
140 $it )R 4B BRHE a9 HPLC B s o B ik
Fig. 1 Overlapping HPLC fingerprints of 40 batches of Bufonis Venenum samples
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FepRic 21 A AT 06 38 3 5 TR A BRI L X
A B SCER BRI 11 Mgk (LA 2) .
2.5.2 ARfUHES AT

R FHARRLEE DA 2248 (2012 hig) | 3 ik 2 RO R
PRI X W TR+ 2 [ i R A 7 AH OC R BOT 5., X REAS 11

FEARLPE RN 22 S M R A7 4325, FHAH G 2 50040 A A
JEUO M R TR B S PR o R PRI X G, AR
JEAE0.779 ~0.991 Z[A] (W3 2) , s A [l v s
BRAEAE S T 25 572 o

A 21
7 20
: 13 s 19
89, 11 1 17

134 56 10 15 18 A

B
_Ju | W} AN A AA
7 8 S M N R B M BTN M N 2B NE B B NN RD USRI AR 0 uEe T 6w

B [l Time (min)

2 HERRE HPLC X RRISSUEE (A) IR & X4 R A& R A9 HPLC E(B)
Fig.2 HPLC comparison fingerprint ( A) and mixed reference substances (B) of Bufonis Venenum
T OV METERT 5 2- BT T R 7- VD WS TR ; 8- ME IR & HUAE s 14 AR WE ARG 5 16-0E 7 1 R 5 1 T-NRUE RENG 18- 3 SEUE T  19-0E 5 5 20-iR
WEFEACIE ;21 4B WETREE 3L . Note : 1-Bufarenogin ;2-Gamabufotalin ; 7-Arenobufagin ; 8 -Bufotalidin ; 14-Telocinobufagin ; 16-Bufotalin ;17 -Resibufagin ;

18-Marinobufagin ; 19-Bufalin ;20-Resibufogenin ;21 -Cinobufagin.

FR2 40 iR EERAE f A0S L ELE AR U T

Table 2 Similarity evaluation of 40 batches of Bufonis Venenum samples

FE AHABLEE FE AHABLEE FE AHARLEE
Sample Similarity Sample Similarity Sample Similarity
sI 0.991 S5 0.984 29 0.991
2 0.991 si6 0.959 S30 0.991
S3 0.990 S17 0.987 S31 0.991
s4 0.991 SI8 0.988 $32 0.985
S5 0.990 S19 0.961 $33 0.985
S6 0.961 $20 0.964 S34 0.985
s7 0.978 21 0.991 S35 0.804
S8 0.983 $22 0.990 S36 0.803
S9 0.966 23 0.986 S37 0.802
s10 0.961 S24 0.990 $38 0.782
St1 0.991 25 0.961 $39 0.779
s12 0.987 $26 0.944 40 0.781
s13 0.991 27 0.991
Sl4 0.991 $28 0.958
2.6 f=EXIRF S MR—,

2.6.1 ZREHH(HCA)
RAAHIE R T I B 25 6 BUE P B R X R A
B ARy B MO AT W O R L AR 4
eyl —2 1 SRR 4k 2 1) UK [ B A
NS 1P A Ly e 5= = < Nl |21 N - = SV
I RBESEE ] SIMCA 13,0 454, L 40 24
P i A g TR R 2 F A T B . ST AT LA
PN [ HE R SEBR 25 A A T IX 40, a5 SR an &l 3 e, —
FAHE S35 ~ $40, — K ALHE S29 ~ S34, Hid 28 24

2.6.2 Em a4 (PCA)

FIIHT SPSS 22. 0 A LA TR He A7 e 1) AF X6 e 1T
BURTETR , SRR AL 5 3517 = 0053, LURRAE
HRT 1 FTTHERAR T 85% bndfe, S i 4 4~ F
B, H BRI 2 5Tk F R 91, 122% , R WX 4 A4~
TR ET 21 A R 91, 122% 115 B,
TFE FRAT T (R 3) o 455 W/RWE TR 32 A%
A3 1 RRAEAE R 13. 012, J7 2 5Tk 8y 61.961% , %t
N KN 8 45T S S S gl R
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A A 1 323K JLF R0 52 e 5 K, Ay WS TR 245 4 I
PPN AR AR ; A 2 BURFIE(E R 2. 921, 7 2%
TIHRR A 13.912% ,15 12 Fl 18 5 (0 15 15 48 fof T 42
K BRI F 4 2 323X 3 AU R A K s RS 3
A4 BFREME S350 1. 662 F11.540, J7 2% 51
k% 7.915% F17.334% ,i560] 4 D ERIMCET

|

JEU IR RE A 24 KR (5 B, W LR s HEA i 4 /Y
JRO> ELAREEBENS (WL 4) A B TR AL i, RS 23
WA B R E B o Bl AT 15 31 40 Lk
EIRRE dh b 21 B A 23 1B COLIET 4) A28
(DLIES) o ghe P 4.5 K T LUK 40 L2544 000 3
R, SRR ER

B

L
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Mo
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Fig. 3 Custer analysis of Bufonis Venenum samples

~ >
o b=
?

o
2
T

$${E 1 Bigenvalue

llllllll

nnnnnnnnnnnnn

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21

=4 Principal component

4 EMSSHEAE

Fig. 4

o5
tl2] oo~

o8

LT e

PCA scree plot of Bufonis Venenum

BS EMS5H (PCA) BHE
Fig. 5 PCA score plot of Bufonis Venenum
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Table 3 Principal component eigenvalues and cumulative variance contribution rate of Bufonis Venenum

EE YA/ =a=) , e 1 :'i‘ B4
i R IR R i
Principal component . A Accumulative
Eigenvalue Contribution rate( % ) 0.
number contribution rate( % )

1 13.012 61.961 61.961

2 2.921 13.912 75.872

3 1.662 7.915 83.787

4 1.540 7.334 91.122

2.6.3 Ami s =EFIA 547 (PLS-DA)

Dt — 2 DX AN [) SR SR I U iy, AN B 7R H
i fie /N 3Rk ) o3 e Sz B HE AT . 3z A SIM-
CA 13.0 BRfFXT 40 HEWERR 21 Fh3AT il 5 AT
RECIR R AR AL B9 LA I U T B S A R LA T
PLS-DA, BIRIIGUF S8 45 R Won, i BRS8N
R*X =0.752 R X /2500 R*Y =0. 999, #5775
MZHCK Q* =0.999, 3 B 37 (R4 HEIT-AE i
A BT . 343 2] PLS-DA 3 #4573 18 (I
6) , 4R R 5 TR o M FEER 3 A 45 2R —
o A E STRRAR B f R B 0, 28 B IO A
(variable importance in projection, VIP) {4 B s 43 X}

osi 5y
8O s
5‘7‘316

L <5

@529

=0 =5 tJ
-1 S o530
= 0

2 S20@ @528

-8 -6 2

@533

0

BRI () A A BT R R B, {8 R 3R WA B A 19 BTk
Bk, — AR VIP > 1 1k &9 & 15 T &
AV g VIP & (OLIE 7) 2 Hr e 12 s,
MR /MR g 7 . 8.5.11.,10.6.3.12 .20 .21 .2
116, LA b B2t 2 X 43 U TR 24 o o A2k 94 T 58
5%
2.7 SHSESENE
2.7.1 R%iEpH

S S EBUIR A 0T BE A A VU, H 2. 17 IR
T SRR PR VP IEEERE A 11 RS
HAHR SR S EHRT LS, RN F 7
0.95~1.05( WK1 F12),

9538
$40
$39 :

536

535 @sy7

2 4 6 8

6 40 HIEERZG MR R /N Z R FIFI S TS5 B
Fig. 6 PLS-DA score plot for 40 batches of Bufonis Venenum

Q
&

o~

~ -
Var ID (Primary)

© o o ~ = o~ w -

18

7 40 #LUEER PLS-DA B b 11 A EikIgR) VIP
Fig. 7 VIP of 21 chromatographic peaks in PLS-DA model of Bufonis Venenum
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2.7.2 HMHEEREK VS, Fi RS RUORR B TE B 245 1 11 Moy i e bk [l

SR R B 2. 2. 27 TR AR A0 IR

HI AR, AR LR 4

F4 EAEAFBRREXRY

Table 4 Linear equation and correlation coefficient

% AT )

Ingredient Equation of linear regression R
DRV uEFKS Bufarenogin Y =12.504X-13.541 0.999 9
H &8 & R Gamabufotalin Y =5.967 4X +26.133 0.999 4
YOIERERS Arenobufagin Y=11.185X +7.0121 0.999 9
&k B Bufotalidin Y=9.939 6X +22.418 0.999 8
TEAEIE RS Telocinobufagin Y =8.273 4X +31.458 0.999 4
&R R Bufotalin Y=7.777 6X +37.826 0.999 2
e WEREAE Resibufagin Y =12.767X +58.879 0.999 4
T FEMEFENE Marinobufagin Y=10.412X +16.061 0.999 9
%7 5 Bufalin Y =6.608 8X +29.935 0.999 3
BIEREAC I Resibufogenin Y=7.319 7X +28.277 0.999 4
AEERRR: I Cinobufagin Y =8.302 3X +43.218 0.999 0

2.7.3 HWEEEZE

WOBBRAER (S4) ,#42. 17 WU R Jr ik ie , 3%
SR 6 YT, T 11 Rl B mI B RSD - 45
Dho Vb WE 35 0 2 11 Fhoui 43 0 1 AU RSD 43 551 O
0.30% .0.23% ,0.22% ,0.12% ,0.31% . 1.28% |
0.29% .0.45% ,0.24% .0.28% .0.82% , WL #%
Fo % B R4
2.7.4 RRTMER

WO BRAEA (S4) 452, 17300 F Jy ik 43 B AE
0.2.4.8,12.24h, 3+5 11 Bl o3 iy e i AL RSD,
ZER DSV METERGAE 11 s o3 0 TR RSD 43331y
0.58% .0.31% ,0.25% ,0.12% ,0.41% . 1.46% |
3.34% ,0.85% .0.48% .0.30% ,0.81% , % W i

£ 24h NERE o
2.7.5 EEMBEEKR

HUE RAE i (S4) 6 4y, 23 4“2, 117 TR 5
il 2 A S, THARD 11 B & i RSD, 2%
RN TV MRS 11 Al 2 & i RSD 43 51
2.26% 1.32% . 1.33% . 1.33% . 1.43% . 1.48% .
1.96% .1.78% .1.57% .1.38% .1.10% , 32 B Jy 1=
HEPERLF
2.7.6 miElkRE R

HUBTRREE & (S4) 6 ), 29 0. 1g, 433l ¥ K5 %
NE TR R R R, He 2. 1L 17 IR 7 o A
SRR, A NRE [ SR g SR L 5, SE R R %
J7 % 1 [ R A

RS EBREKHRXELER(n = 6)

Table 5 The results of recovery test of Bufonis Venenum (n = 6)

Wi IR A A HEES 8 MEVES -2 [ i A
- Sampling Original Addition Measured Recovery Average RSD( % )
Ingredient
amount ( g) amount ( mg) amount ( mg) amount ( mg) rate( % ) recovery rate( % )
Th VD IETERS 0. 100 1 0.169 2 0.170 0 0.341 0 101. 071 4 99.797 0 1.47
Bufarenogin
0.100 0 0.169 7 0.170 0 0.3350 97.21217
0.100 2 0.170 2 0.170 0 0.3390 99.283 3
0. 100 2 0.170 5 0.170 0 0.341 0 100.271 6
0.100 1 0.170 9 0.170 0 0.343 0 101.212 9
0.100 1 0.168 5 0.170 0 0.3380 99.730 1
fro ko -
Hfe e R 0.100 1 1.3015 1.300 0 2.5870 98.883 3 98.590 2 2.43

Gamabufotalin
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%% 5( Continued Tab. 5)
W Bk J5A = JA IEES =y e RS ES
I fent Sampling Original Addition Measured Recovery Average RSD(% )
nerecien amount( g) amount( mg) amount( mg) amount( mg) rate( % ) recovery rate( % )
Higde R 0. 100 0 1.303 4 1.300 0 2.6310 102. 126 2
Gamabufotali
amabuiotain 0.100 2 1.308 6 1.300 0 2.5470 95.265 0
0. 100 2 1.309 4 1.300 0 2.569 0 96. 892 9
0.100 1 1.309 7 1.300 0 2.610 0 100. 020 9
0.100 1 1.312 4 1.300 0 2.591 0 98.353 1
PN
bmﬁﬁﬁﬁ . 0.100 1 1.091 3 1.100 0 2.1890 99.793 4 100. 105 7 0.22
Arenobufagin
0. 100 0 1.093 5 1.100 0 2.196 0 100. 226 6
0. 100 2 1.097 2 1.100 0 2.198 0 100. 075 2
0. 100 2 1.096 9 1. 100 0 2.201 0 100.372 3
0.100 1 1.098 8 1.100 0 2.198 0 99.928 9
0.100 1 1.095 4 1.100 0 2.198 0 100. 237 7
;:Ea‘; P
%H E.Hf:ﬂ:' 0.100 1 0.289 2 0.290 0 0.589 0 103.369 3 104.954 7 2. 64
Bufotalidin
0.100 0 0.289 2 0.290 0 0.5850 101.990 0
0. 100 2 0.290 0 0.290 0 0.601 0 107.229 7
0. 100 2 0.290 0 0.290 0 0.587 0 102. 402 1
0.100 1 0.289 7 0.290 0 0.605 0 108.713 1
0.100 1 0.289 5 0.290 0 0.597 0 106. 023 9
ST A e )
@ﬂ—%@ﬁ?ﬁ ) 0.100 1 0.792 7 0. 800 0 1.578 0 98. 161 1 99.210 8 1.02
Telocinobufagin
0.100 0 0.796 3 0.800 0 1.603 0 100. 832 8
0. 100 2 0.799 6 0. 800 0 1.592 0 99.049 9
0. 100 2 0.799 1 0. 800 0 1.586 0 98.360 3
0. 100 1 0.802 4 0. 800 0 1.602 0 99.952 4
0.100 1 0.795 7 0. 800 0 1.587 0 98. 908 3
s
g t‘,)( 0.100 1 1.680 8 1.700 0 3.402 0 101.245 9 99.926 8 1.96
Bufotalin
0.100 0 1.684 3 1.700 0 3.3450 97. 688 8
0. 100 2 1.689 8 1.700 0 3.433 0 102.540 0
0. 100 2 1. 689 2 1.700 0 3.408 0 101. 107 3
0.100 1 1.742 3 1.700 0 3.412 0 98.219 0
0. 100 1 1.726 1 1.700 0 3.4050 98.760 1
e =
Haﬂgﬂlfﬁ;’ 0.100 1 0.102 8 0. 100 0 0.204 0 101. 1559 98.450 3 2.52
Resibufagin
0. 100 0 0.109 5 0. 100 0 0.207 0 97.474 7
0. 100 2 0.109 0 0. 100 0 0.203 1 94.083 8
0. 100 2 0. 108 2 0. 100 0 0.207 0 98.782 7
0.100 1 0. 106 6 0. 100 0 0.205 6 98.972 8
0. 100 1 0. 109 8 0.100 0 0.210 0 100. 231 8
b =2 ks
ﬁq%ﬁg{&*ﬁ 0.100 1 0.231 6 0.230 0 0.461 0 99.740 3 99.624 1 2.67
Marinobufagin
0. 100 0 0.228 3 0.230 0 0.461 0 101. 160 1
0. 100 2 0.229°5 0.2300 0.456 0 98.485 1
0. 100 2 0.230 4 0.2300 0.465 0 101. 980 6




1854 FR WIS 5T & Vol. 34

214% 5( Continued Tab. 5)

W U i J5UA 1PN RSy Ve SEH IR
I fent Sampling Original Addition Measured Recovery Average RSD(% )
nerecien amount( g) amount( mg) amount( mg) amount( mg) rate( % ) recovery rate( % )
EES 3 0.100 1 0.233 8 0.2300 0.452 0 94. 866 9
Marinobufagin
0.100 1 0.228 5 0.2300 0.462 0 101.511 4
s
%ﬁ}i 0. 100 1 2.5183 2.500 0 4.989 0 98.829 7 98.874 2 3.00
Bufalin
0.100 0 2.524 6 2.500 0 4.968 0 97.735 4
0.100 2 2.5337 2.500 0 4.896 0 94.492 2
0. 100 2 2.5326 2.500 0 5.004 0 98.854 6
0.100 1 2.532°8 2.500 0 5.124 0 103. 648 6
0.100 1 2.5549 2.500 0 5.047 0 99. 684 8
s = 1
Eﬁﬂﬁﬁ.m% 0. 100 1 2.6113 2.600 0 5.198 0 99.486 9 99.173 3 2.94
Resibufogenin
0.100 0 2.6195 2.600 0 5.2130 99.748 6
0.100 2 2.629 4 2.600 0 5.1920 98.562 5
0.100 2 2.628 3 2.600 0 5.236 0 100. 296 9
0. 100 1 2.632 4 2.600 0 5.308 0 102. 908 5
0.100 1 2.630 1 2.600 0 5.0750 94. 036 3
A s ik S5 =L
ﬂé%mﬁg 0.100 1 4.915 4 4.900 0 9.857 0 100. 849 7 100. 946 6 1.56
Cinobufagin
0.100 0 4.929 9 4.900 0 9.902 0 101.470 7
0.100 2 4.859 8 4.900 0 9.941 0 103. 697 2
0.100 2 4.853 1 4.900 0 9.706 0 99.039 0
0. 100 1 4.8525 4.900 0 9.758 0 100. 1125
0.100 1 4.9350 4.900 0 9.860 0 100. 510 3

2.7.7 LHFME

RSB FRAE 40 HLUCAS [R] R S0 110 W TR 245 4 43 oK
290.1 g, 42, 27 T F i b B 7 vk ) 4 A i
VL TE 2. 17 IR B S AR R A TR, SR T AR 5
BHRFES P 11 M SIS B a8 (LK 6) .
XiF FUAS [ R S TR 45 B 0 ) 5 o 7 40 0l SR vl
11 R o AR 223 K 2 O S VD B 3ks , -3 & i

HATECN 0.063% , H iz 53 19 RSD {6 K T 50% ,
A0 2 PR A 12 B 4 06 T RS/ DN (R DN PR R A
R3S 1.399 F1 2. 138 wg/mL) , S5 itk HiZ i
Oy EEAR T e PRV, R AR 2 0] 5 iR 22 4
Ko MO, INZRAE N WERE R AE 3 Fh 2 M 2 i 53 A
FRAE 7.100% ~ 11.000% =[], # K T H & i
7.0% ,£54 2020 fRq H E 25 ) 2K

RO A0 HRERMAMSH S SENE

Table 6 Contend determination results of 40 batches of Bufonis Venenum

2 Content( % )

B ey TEE G S BE o
sample VAU et e R wm mwun el wR weR mRE o
BN . L ERE . , e ) . . MikaE
. Gamab- Arenobufagin .. Telocino-  Bufotalin Resibufagin Marinob- Bufalin Resibuf- . .
Bufarenogin . Bufotalidin R X . Cinobufagin
ufotalin bufagin ufagin ogenin
S1 0. 093 1. 404 1.023 0.264 0. 796 1. 669 0.113 0.149 2.424 2. 605 4.714
S2 0.033 1.220 1. 030 0.245 0.716 1.693 0. 080 0.245 2.470 2.829 4. 484
S3 0.033 1.224 1.037 0.246 0.731 1. 688 0.091 0.243 2.474 2.957 4.491
S4 0. 163 1. 260 1. 062 0.276 0.776 1. 635 0. 103 0. 164 2.478 2.636 4.788
S5 0. 021 1.224 1. 041 0.250 0. 750 1. 695 0. 060 0.177 2.475 2.972 4.499
S6 0. 087 1.264 1. 090 0.285 0.784 1. 652 0.112 0.225 2.556 2. 679 4.901
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%3¢ 6 ( Continued Tab. 6)
& Content( % )

¥ K ; AR IS : L

gle VEDH jﬁi;? ot 5w wneR e uﬁ%ﬁ i 2 a;@ﬂai T

Bufunenggn Cmabe Atenobufagin b CtE - Telocino- Bufoalin - Resbufugin Marinob- Bufalin  Resibui- SR
ufotalin bufagin ufagin ogenin

S7 0. 044 1. 546 0.947 0.243 0.707 1. 990 0. 103 0.227 2.016 1. 796 4.457
S8 0.033 1.584 1. 003 0.210 0.674 1. 838 0.243 0.178 2.111 2.179 4.729
S9 0. 089 1.209 1.012 0.246 0.765 1.543 0. 099 0.154 2.294 2.415 4.494
S10 0.027 1.201 1.010 0.245 0. 831 1. 667 0. 058 0.177 2.410 2.774 4.419
SI1 0. 094 1.385 1. 002 0.257 0.783 1. 643 0.118 0.228 2. 661 3.062 4.878
S12 0. 031 1. 201 1.021 0.242 0. 706 1. 681 0. 068 0.236 2. 642 2.782 5.176
S13 0.032 1.216 1.030 0.245 0.721 1. 681 0. 087 0.240 2.528 2. 609 5. 663
S14 0. 162 1. 225 1. 041 0.270 0. 761 1. 603 0. 108 0. 161 2.633 2.346 5.821
S15 0.029 1.202 1.023 0.247 0.733 1. 669 0. 053 0.175 2.723 2.854 5.222
S16 0.093 1. 254 1. 068 0.274 0.764 1.614 0. 108 0.219 2. 662 3.197 4. 840
S17 0. 047 1.556 0. 960 0.240 0.709 2.019 0.121 0.240 2.678 2. 848 5.174
S18 0. 035 1. 608 1.016 0.214 0.692 1. 861 0.249 0.225 2. 668 3. 189 4.843
S19 0.102 1.199 1. 007 0.242 0. 745 1.539 0. 094 0.152 2.727 3.123 4.950
S20 0.029 1.305 1. 092 0.259 0.910 1. 800 0.076 0. 193 2. 662 2. 860 5.177
S21 0. 093 1.370 1.001 0.258 0.783 1. 644 0.121 0.233 2.711 3.120 4.970
S22 0.032 1.202 1.021 0.245 0.703 1. 692 0. 067 0.244 2. 692 2.834 5.274
S23 0.152 1. 169 0. 996 0.257 0.725 1. 533 0. 088 0. 155 2. 657 2.368 5.875
S24 0. 030 1.218 1. 037 0.250 0.737 1. 688 0. 060 0.177 2.749 2. 881 5.270
S25 0.088 1. 260 1. 070 0.277 0.767 1. 620 0. 107 0.215 2.737 3.287 4.976
526 0. 045 1. 560 0. 960 0.239 0.722 1.983 0. 120 0.224 2.678 2. 848 5.174
S27 0. 086 1.193 1. 005 0.242 0.730 1.539 0. 100 0. 148 2.752 3.152 4.996
328 0. 027 1. 193 1. 006 0.242 0.819 1. 657 0. 062 0.177 2. 687 2. 887 5.226
S29 0.033 1.218 1.030 0.244 0.716 1.625 0. 048 0.243 1. 709 1. 764 3.827
S30 0.019 1. 361 0.992 0. 340 0. 817 1.735 0.030 0.202 1. 706 1. 760 3. 885
S31 0. 021 1.375 0. 980 0.322 0. 826 1. 649 0.074 0. 187 1. 690 1. 764 3. 860
S32 0.028 1.551 0. 980 0.204 0. 657 1.795 0.234 0.213 1.770 2.116 3.214
S33 0. 020 1.359 0. 986 0.327 0. 831 1. 664 0. 068 0.200 1. 790 2.110 3.210
S34 0.048 1.571 0.943 0.239 0.784 1. 835 0.110 0. 338 1.780 2.118 3.188
S35 0. 100 0.528 4.701 0.791 1. 747 1. 115 0. 049 1. 604 1. 206 0. 345 1. 426
336 0.102 0. 544 4.766 0. 803 1. 809 1.133 0. 051 1. 640 1.231 0.358 1. 458
S37 0.103 0. 544 4. 826 0.814 1. 825 1. 140 0. 049 1. 661 1.231 0. 350 1. 456
S38 0.079 0. 681 5.413 0. 807 0. 488 1. 246 0.075 1.013 1. 659 0. 489 2.316
S39 0. 080 0. 625 5.240 0.790 0.474 1.199 0. 065 0. 985 1. 600 0. 469 2.234
340 0. 081 0. 642 5.370 0. 815 0. 494 1.233 0. 068 1.014 1. 653 0.479 2.282

3 5%t

AR A i W TR A9 T8 3 7= X, 9168 2 LU AR A S
WRIRTH B 127 1 BRARE T RIS T A
o3 o IR AR IE 53 WE R BT ie 2 22 AN5F , fR ALK
5 22 03 BT AR, RE MR A WA TRAE
Z IR T 25 5, Al WA AR 0 2 460 ik 25 M 10 45 /Y
FIWThRifE . AWTIEIE T WEBRAE fn rp 11 Rl

N7 HPLC F8EC P 1, 32 B2 A X WE IR 25 41 v 9 30
WS IR IR N B 2, B2 B2 SRR AT 5T
FWIX L7 A G L S 208 19 35 1 R 2 D
E AT A IR Y IR o

WA, X TSI REA T AR E AT, 45 2R AR L 2R
A PRI TR U 1 395 R AR BLE 2R T 0. 900, K I 1l 2R
A A TR 4 368 TR AR A 3 AR ABURE R %, {EL 4
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6 AL S AR BLRE 15 At AL R bE 22 BE O, U2
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