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[ Abstract | Steroidal alkaloids are nitrogenous derivatives of natural steroids, with dual properties of
steroids and alkaloids in chemical properties and biological activities. Steroidal alkaloids act as the main
pharmacodynamic components of Fritillaria, Buxus sinica, Veratrum nigrum, Solanum nigrum, and other
traditional Chinese medicines, and they are also found in some common foods such as potatoes, tomatoes and
eggplants. Modern pharmacological studies have shown that steroidal alkaloids are highly active in anti-tumor,
cardiovascular system, antibacterial, insecticidal and other activities, but also had high toxicity. The quantitative
analysis of steroidal alkaloids is difficult because of its particularity of structure. In the review of quantitative
analysis methods for steroidal alkaloids in the literature from 1998 to 2017, the methods for determining total
content of steroid alkaloids mainly included spectrophotometry-acid dye colorimetry, Enzyme-linked immunosorbent
assay ( ELISA) and titration. High performance liquid chromatography ( HPLC ) was generally used in the
quantitative analysis of specific steroid alkaloids, mainly including HPLC-UV, HPLC-ELSD, HPLC-MS and
HPLC-CAD. In this paper, the related studies on the quantitative analysis of steroid alkaloids in the past 20 years
were summarized, and the advantages and limitations of the various methods were analyzed, in order to improve

and promote the control methods for the quality of related traditional Chinese medicines and the safety of related
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foods, and provide a reference on the analysis methods for the the further development and utilization of steroidal

alkaloids and related traditional Chinese medicines.
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Table 1 Comparison for spectrophotometry-acid dye colorimetry detection conditions of total content of steroidal alkaloids
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#2 HPLC-UV RBHEBRUFENESEEYHIENRNFZHILER
Table 2 Comparison for end absorption HPLC-UV detection conditions of content of steroidal alkaloids
(\_\:Hl I I N N - . o
FEdh uy e 3 A Mijﬁk W5 43 B M2 A 2% 3k
Wi B Xterra RP, (3.9 mm x ZH5-10 mmol- L' @RS 4% (B 210 MM 1.09 ~4.36 pg, WA [45]

150 mm,5 pm) JEE e ) FHL1.04 ~4.16 ng
KA, Agilent TC-Ciy (4.6 mm x HEE-C 0. 02% = LKW 205 DURESE 51.125 ~818.0 pg, P4 UL [46]
5 48 U1 1 150 mm,5 pwm) (3.5:67.5:29.0) BERg AT 80. 4 ~804.0 pg, N BEZEH
41.5~415.0 pg, MEEFE 2 10.2 ~
204.0 pg
YAy R Apollo Cig (4.6 mm x W5 -5 mmol - L~ B ks i ¥ 4 7k 203 HYE AR D 120 ~720 pg [38]
D J5i} 250 mm, 5 um) (A 0.15% = 2, e, B 1 98 1
pH3.1)(27:73)
AT R R 2 Lichrospher-NH, (4. 6 mm x Z HE0.4% W R A R 210 HYE gy 2 D 20 ~1 000 pg [47]
250 mm,5 pm) W (70:30)
Eaye Venusil XBP-C 4 (4.6 mm X ZIE-K-= 2 e (32:68:0.03) 220 L POH R 0 ~2 000 pg [48]
200 mm,5 pm)
E-ay) Scienhome Kromasil C g CME-K-= Wt (52:48:0.03) 230 P REHH 0 ~ 40 VR [49]
(4.6 mm x250 mm,5 pm)
%% Zorbax SB-Ciq (4.6 mm x  ZJi-1% WER (B6 5 LR ) 205 M B 0. 860 ~ 10.320 wg,#  [50]
150 mm.5 wm) 2 B 0.726 ~ 8.710 g, %
A% 0. 696 ~8.352 pg
g 3% Zorbax Eclipse XDB C, ZE2 mmol - L~ B ik & 40 K & 203 UM B, 0. 395 ~6.32 g, B [51]
(4.6 mm x 150 mm,5 pm) W (39:61) M 0. 40 ~ 6. 40 pg
KA Dionex C;3 (4.6 mm x  ZH5-0.2% iR /K (15:85) 250 M B 2 ~ 80 g [52]
250 mm,5 pm)
Ihgh Zorbax-Rx (4.6 mm x ZiE-25 mmol - L™ Wiz = 2 Bt 205 a- i B 5 ~ 100 wg, a-F i BK [53]
250 mm,5 pm) Y BB EVEN) 10 ~500 pg
i Waters Nova-pak Cq Z.i5-0.05 mol - L ™" # iR — 4 {4 205 a-fii b 150 ~3 000 pg [54]
(3.9 mm x 150 mm,4 pm) (1% W R 94 pH 4.5)(70:30)
& i Inertsil ODS-3v (4.0 mm x Z 520 mmol - L' B iz — 4 208 FABMBA 2 ~20 pg,a-Fai  [55]
50 mm,5 pwm) A (24:76) Bl 10 ~ 120 pg
[i3=Pia Zorbax SB-C,4 (4.6 mm x FBE-Z05-1.7% — 2 e (BER 214 PR AL D 0. 1955 ~0.997 5 ug  [56]

150 mm,5 pm)

P8 pH 7.5) (40:22:38)

FEAEMR M, R A HPLC-UV A Sty W Wi 32k o o 2
58 AP AR S A I R OB ) I 2 32 0 R A R AR
it W AT B89~ 5 T 2R FH 22 40 A A O P P 56 A I %
BEAT S I E BT BRI R Z . i
7R OGO A I 5 (ELSD ) R] DA 4 Ak PR X 26 i)
ELSD Jg& — fift it & UG ) &% , 70 B9 88 48, B o ofl] 4 77
i, TS PR A, A i il i ) RIS 55 S AT R e A
B R BT b B AR Y O e, DY It B i
JOE P T 655 A A= 0 26 o3 B E R E B . L
A O R X A DL Al DU RE 28 A6 SR AL DR
JEDURE G g8t DURE R (9 6 Fb 32 22 5 (R AR W Bt AT 1
E I E  Horp DR S LR SR DL E 4G
R AT AN L AN B, TC 5RO, SR A e AT
- 226 -

S RN E A AT EE . CONG %' % ] HPLC-ELSD
X} B 7 M it R A ) v 1 65 A AR W 2K iy i3 A T
TXF ., 5% B Venusil XBP-C,, {8 3% £ (4.6 mm x
200 mm,5 pm), LA ZJE-0. 03% = 2, e /K 5 W M T
SHARRS L VR, JEAG I E] 10 S A AR W ma, O 0
AT S I, A AR B N & R R
4 (r=0.999 0) , 3 H HA B A7 09 5 5 AR e 1
5V ) oA EL AR L3 4

i FH% 7 47 2 AT R A E R @
TR AN S AR A RS A R R R 25 Ak AR I X U
SERG W KO oy A S A RO, B
47T R 1 HPLC-ELSD 3 % # 4 7% % L v 3R 4t # 4
B C 7 ammEnt, %t ELSD (/e S50 4F T 7
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%®3 HPLC-UV HRIfTENENESEEYR BN RN EGF IR
Table 3 Comparison for pre-column derivatization HPLC-UV detection conditions of content of steroidal alkaloids
. P o . - LioRIIE) & S . o %%
BE i AL A R S WA e WERSROUAREE
R AIEH 2, 4-" R Symmetry Cq (3.9 mm x ZJE-100 mmol - L ™" Z, iR 375 0 Bk 2, % 0.009 838 ~  [58]
LR 150 mm,5 wm) B KWL (43:57) 0.081 98 pg
Wl R 2, 4-7f Hypersil C; ODS2 2 i5-100 mmol - L ™' Z, fig 375 DUHEZ, % 0.095 ~76 pg [59]
DUBE E b FEIRJE (4.6 mm x 150 mm,5 pm)  EKER (41:59)
ops I
Wk T AR R s Lichrospher C, FA -7k (83:17) 240 WYt R D 3.73 ~ [60]
(4.6 mm x250 mm,5 pm) 23.03 pg
wHT R 5 R K TR ZORBAX SB-C B -7k (83:17) 242 W R D2 ~400 pg [61]
(4.6 mm x250 mm,
3.5 um)
WART T PP A% i T 5 Waters Xterra Cg L NE-0.01% MR /KIEW 230 Waewitg R D MR [57]
(4.6 mm x250 mm,5 pum) (71:29) 0.10 ~3.06 pg
%4 HPLC-ELSD E &4+ ME &SR N EGFILE
Table 4 Comparison for HPLC-ELSD detection conditions of content of steroidal alkaloids
Ff i SN R i B A ST 3,53 B G P S FL EEB TN
aanEsa Kromsil C;3 (4.6 mm x ZME-K-—Z e (70:30:0. 1) P UL BEA 8. 3 ~83.0 we, P4 DU KRR AT [64]
200 mm,5 pum) 11.8 ~118.0 pg
Wi LR Xterra RP;; (3.9 mm x Z B5-10 mmol - L~ i 3 4 7k Wi LB 0. 12 ~24.0 pg, MBEEZ [65]
150 mm,5 pum) TSI (ef R ) 0.13 ~26.0 pg, W5 0.16 ~31.0 pg
o1 LB Comatex C,;; (4.6 mm x ZNE0.02% = £ & K 3 W B 2,75 ~9.625 g, M B E 2 [66]
250 mm,5 pum) (b BE VR ) 1.5~9.0 pg
e oA Unitary C;3 (4.6 mm X 2 ME0.05% —. 2, W K 5 W DIEEZE 0.183 ~5.84 pg, M HE 2 [67]
% 46 %8 4t 250 mm,5 pm) (b BE VR ) 0.070 ~4.48 pg, N1H:3:0.087 5 ~2.80
1853 we, W 01 F 2% 0. 0816 ~5.22 ug
ez 1] 01 3¢ Agilent SB C,y (4.6 mm x  ZJ5-/K-—Z#(70:30:0.03) NEEZE H 0. 060 ~2.406 pg; W A% [68]
150 mm,5 pum) Z,0.071 ~2.812 pg
#inT R Agilent Zorbax Extend C 4 0.3% — Z e W R W 0.3%  HY4E#AHE D 0.572 ~11. 44 pg [69]
(4.6 mm x250 mm,5 wm) T TR W (BB R VRSB )
WA T AL Dikma Dimaonsil C,q - F iR 4% (38 : 62) HYEH A 2 D 10 ~22 pg [70]
(4.6 mm x250 mm,5 wm)
H £ ODS-C g (4.6 mm x 2 M0 1% = W A W BEFTHE0.36 ~3.6 pg [71]
250 mm,4 pum) (50:50)
[EF; Elite-ODS C,4 (4.6 mm x ZNE0.02% = Z KW BRIT A 0.4 ~4.0 pg [72]

200 mm,5 pwm)

(56:44)

e, MR N 95 CHE, i T sh A Ak AN 5¢
A R N ek 4 SR AR 25, FL O B Y B A B 8k
MRS IRE 105 C, AL SRR 2.7 Lemin ™'

AT SEAE | 1 AW AR (3 e B R, R i AN A
(UPLC) #HIk HPLC fyMEfe A TR F R, BE L
25 5 1 UPLC-ELSD [/ st ) 5 A7 01 & v pg D1 £ i
FULEE S 19 & 5, M G HPLC W8/ T 4 H7 6 ] 0 3%
FUTEFE , 6 T R R4y B AUCR

2015 4R R [ 24 4t ) b g DURE i DR )k
DUEE YR 1 HPLC-ELSD 3250 5 Bt & 55 4% A= ) 5 n
Syt Ny ik 0 AT S O (DL AR A
SR &, A O 8 AR SR 4 ) Br, HPLC-
ELSD 3% J2& F i I G 45 52 15 1 25 1 82K it o0 5 i e
HEIE BTk . T A LR R A HPLC
X 55 1A A W IS B 23 1 AT S0 i, R AR AR R S AR
HRS T 25 8 P R AR A R ) 3 0 (FR TR

- 227 -
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R PP AR ME 4 & MR W) SR FT O] T HPLC-
ELSD ¥,
2.2.3 HPLC-MS HPLC-MS B &0 BN . &
FAGCE NI ORI 5t B L T R S R A, O H
HIAS I 665 1A A W B St B A T B R 22— ¢
HPLC-MS PRUHAR 5 9 SRS, % A2 M ke d IR
R Y I A B A A Tk T 1k HE LAY I
Gaillard %5 " 16 44 38 % B9 & & BUAT 76 K B 3L 7
JE AL B4 0 SR I BB B AR o G 9 v A

A= Wy kAR 7 E AV B AT E B BT, P4 R I
VAR P S TR S R 0.17,0.40 gL #E
J T R E 43 53 0.32,0. 48 pge L7, BERE Al
PRk A 2 T b R B AT, AT HE
HEGUIE NN gl T i B R E A Y o WSk
FIE AR 12 B T AW i v 55 % A el L R A
Yy ep R AR A W B R ) E BT S
B2 T N [A)RE T 5 R A ) 680 23 AT Y HPLC-
MS #2614

®5 HPLC-MS IESEEMHE SN ZEFILE
Table 5 Comparison for HPLC-MS detection conditions of the content of steroidal alkaloids

B b 0,38 F A TshH LR Z:7% SOk
KB i 2% Phenomenex Luna C (2.0 mm x ZJE-10 mmol - L ™" H iR 4 7K 148 Tk T2 R 0.8 ~ 800 pg- L', Il # [74]
150 mm,3 pm) (35:65) £7,0.8~800 pg-L~'
R R 2% Welch materials xtimate-C ¢ H 25 mmol - L1 2, 10 4% K 15 Wi A2 0.2 ~ 200 pg- Lo, [75]
(2.1 mm x 100 mm,3.5 pm) (0. 1% AR (BHEEVERL) #£2,0.2~200 pg- L', B A 0L BEG
1.0 ~200 pg- L', N &E 1.0 ~
200 pg-L"!
i 3% Agilent SB €5 (2.1 mm x50 mm, FOBE0. 15% L MR KW (& HAGESHE D1 ~500 pg-L7! [76]
3.5 wm) 0.75% ) (80:20)
REMH  Shimadzu Cpg (2.0 mm x 150 mm,  ZJ§-0. 029% W FK WL CBEEEVEE) WM 6 284 0. 5 ~2 000. 0 pgeL" [77]
5 pm)
SES ACQUITY UPLCTM BEH C,g ZNE-0. 1% M AR KH WL (50 50) B SR 4.0 ~100.0 pg-L-',  [78]
(2.1 mm x50 mm,1.7 pm) LM 1 B 0. 4 ~ 10. 0 Mg.L—l B
A 40.0 ~1000.0 pg-L~"
S Xterra C g (2.1 mm x 100 mm, 3 mmol - L=' 2, {4 25 TR WK ( Hih 10 ~2 090 g+ L', 4 i [79]
3.5 pm) 5%7K)-3 mmol L' Z TR AK W 10~ 2 044 pg - L', 3 bE 10 ~
(& 5% L) (BB REVEIL) 760 pg-L~!
DR Alltima C g (1 mm x 100 mm,3 pm) 0. 1% W ER /K ¥ -0 1% W BR 2, i a- i 10 ~200 pg-L~" a-FAimk  [80]

U (B BEVEAL)

10 ~200 pg-L~"

B T & H HPLC-MS 3 43 By 09 4 5 38 5 B
SIS 2% O B JRE A T Ry B R i DL — il P
A (UPLC) 5 B Bk H] . e 4k, i T+ UPLC-
MS &5 T 20 A W AR U AE W rh e BB 2, n
FE LR AP 035 A o 6] 55 1 A= 0 0 43 T 38 36 P FL
% B IR (ESD) | JRAE IE & AT #4770

HPLC-MS B FHH AR B A & 4 B e 71, JF H ik
L N5 0T LA 25 R 43 P RS i AR X 4 1 e S Ly T
ZAfAE B YR, mTSE AR T B S A A e
A3 PR % . WF 5 E G i 7 IR N 45 Rl I
BRSSO T T A gk b R £ W v 1 S
TR WY A3 AT T S o
2.2.4 HPLC-CAD 6555 K5 0 28 ( CAD) /g —
S FHRVR I 2%, & i RE B T ELSD IR H S
MS # L 5 % 5 Al R, 3 26 4F HPLC-CAD &

- 228 -

R N o g A b, R AR AR A G AR
22 B 28 Kb T 5% AW WL AT A R g W A, T L 7S B AR
It SRR RS el v R (AT RE S B K ) LA AR A5 A
[ 0 B RS I B 43 TG R 38 H .

LONG %5'™' 5% Jii HPLC-CAD X #7 U1 £ w1y 0l
BERH AR AT T &0, H A8 SCHh
3R T CAD #H b ESLD ffit#, CAD 1y R i R
ELSD # 30 ~ 55 £%, CAD n] LAk 1] ELSD JG i &
TR L 2R BT, FEASIE T b, 38 2 X P b A T 4%
75 3] () A R AR 5 19 % 1, 76 CAD 1531 1 3 1] Hp Dl B
S f U T FLK 50. 10% , 1 ELSD 1 % 91. 66% . Jf:
H CAD H T & 4y ¥ 19 5 &2 Pk K 3l 2898 Bl i 0+
ELSD, {EAHIZEH, CAD % D11} 25 F A DL BF % 2
Fr & BEE R B SYE I 0.09 ~44 mg- L™, #1A
#2038 2F HPLC-CAD % /Nt 2 4 A [7) 366 437 v B¢
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e B D HEAT O RN GE , O vk 2 A T AR b B
4, 5% 1l HPLC-ELSD 7" Af L HAT W1 AL 3. =%
V4 JE CAD £ % Wi U fC ELSD, {H /& CAD A ko
ELSD MU s B R AR 2, W kA FHE — &
A ] 6
2.2.5  §§ P4 E HPLC 23 H7 BL i K H: 038 4
TENA IR, FE R HPLC Xk Z28504E 40 08 £ 45
£58 1A £ W B A o e O I 5 T S R I
A, 5 H A 2 B4 A L, 55 O S 1 R 5 IR AE A
2K v B R T R N P R R i
(9 B E A LA 3 0 0 1) B 646 2, fok L LA B
R A B SR . X it , O A 3 R R B
5 U 3 KO A WA D T A A ok

AR R 5 TR A B3 BT B R A R AT
T I I g T R M R A B
VE R 2 (0 HE 43 B A RE A R R A OB RE
i 2 FLAR R A% | 2 T AR 4 LA 2 1 5 M Ak 2
JB s G A R I Rl O R LR O O ks R T . Hop,
A AR o 2 % FUHE 5 7 v A R e 7 1 € 6
() B2 1 R HLE P 8 S AR

o7 FH T 655 0 A 400 B 1 e e A OB 2
T SERE e A REAR (C g ), oA AN S0 FH =52 o S Tk e
A RE B (COHPT R E N Rk b A RE R
(NH,) """, C 5 Cy 2800, 5 Cy 16 i e s 2,
AT I 32 i T R P 52 0 O K 5 9 L by THB A e
HAR B RE S5 T o, AT AE L L4 B8 A8 1l 43 B B
fil PR T B I ) TR 7 7 09 58 S5 R TR X £ 1A
P WY IR A HEAT S BT I SR T C g SR L, R S 0 4
22 S B0/ 1 2 B 4 BEAT 40 B . NH, Bk AT A
T IE AR €3 o T T ROAR (3, T T R €038 i)
R85, T 88 v R . XN R
HPLC X} ## 7 th £ R4 84 2 D K HAb §55 14
IR s AT AT, 2 B T C g, Gy, NH, 2
ST AR R GG, S IRTE IR B 4% 1R R, AT NH,
8 1 R A 3 B RCR B i o 3T B SR ol T I 2R
A3 B A% A 5 B R P /N, 3 B NH, 4
pH 3 H A BAF BT 2 M. FAT NH, BT 6 1
HE R BB SEAR A (B AR X L — 2B RS

S T VR DE T R B VRS AR AR E M . X
TS A AR 0 R, R i % T A B R B 2
T T 2 R e S A 0 7 L G
— P A B R T PR R R K A A
AN 5 o TR A i T R R N o T A, AT A e
AR AN 40 B B 0o 655 R A S TR AL A

HPLC 43 H7 53R €033 A B A 5503 B4 Tl 198 08 RE 77 , O
L85 0 2 W 0 A 0 i A /N I S0 P 2 ik A
A58 B € 3 R 1 HE AT 7 v 0T % IR 1 B pH IS
FH 3 B 68 60 €5 3% A, SR ARG 2 7 9 R AT 40 T 000 T
WA pH AT, A JE R RIS
A7 B A B0k R A b B R A ke A
£ )55 R I 5 T B A G ik T 2 (i 4 A A T 5
L 0 0 S U A R S A T 4 8 R R A 4 — R )
I L A ) 25 O T B AP o 7 55 K 2B W B AT 4
7 ot 7 32 456 e 8 Ak B 5 3 A A 1) OO e 4 1 B
(9 X 2 €5 3% 4 |, 6] i ZORBAX Extend C,, @ % 4%
SR FH IR (9 R XU i A, O 45 A WU T i
R AR A R I BURE S T pH (pH T 3k 11.5) A& fF
TR A, S A pH AT LA Y
) 53 H7

MR SR A AT, S o IR Ak i 5 4 R
3 T T T S0 R P A 2 e ) D e A
i T R T, 22 A LS 4 428 0 LA 18035 7 3 4 P
ABEIR R 5 MR 24 B ) LA 35 4 RE B O 5 S AR
8 ) £ AR EA P 5 SRS AR I — 2 = 2 R S
SRR 0 L e 1 R 1) 40 T 5 9 s R R I A B R
SV L TR e S SR R LA RS T B S TR B L fiE
B 00 A AR T AR 4 R R U T . R
55 AL W HPLC 2007 7 3, IR LRI 22 AL ik 4, R
VLR ALE 0 B AE PO BICPE R R A A T B
S phy T A A R S R T A T R T A
15T, AT £55 9 2 400 52 BB e O W 0 . R T £
B A0 68 T A () £33 A 0 4 T AR ) 491 4 2
TE A T 38 OB R 2% 655 A 25 W R AT 20 T I8 76 3 3
T A B 28 B 00 A R e 3 ) 5 ) (4 06 JE B
(A5 pH A0F T 40 B0 %) (i bk 2ok o . 760
£58 A A e EC Al A 0 2 A 4 0 9 S B A B
o7 45 45 T4 15 R AL S0 T e AR B 2 e R
) 5 A
2.3 il TS 1R W0 B AT B O R
A6 K I 2% (HPLC-FLD) ™ | 4k 2 % 5 Ko il 2%
(HPLC-CD) ™', A A o 8 3 B 40 4% L 3k
PO ONMR R A fH R X s )y R
Jo B T ME A A A R, OF HLBE & R I T i
HPLC-MS, HPLC-ELSD £ 5 3& & £5 14 4= ) 1k 2 1 45
Gy HT AN B8 B H BN % R o LRSI 1 R AL
0 P T 55 26 W 5 AT

AT B AR TR O 3 AR B AR A £ AR R
52 A K A5 B T B R R A T G B T 25 1

« 229 .
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JoHR 5 4 7 . HE 281 SR O O3 A% AR
W DUBE: rh i HS A 2R W RE 2 B R DL RE R AT T
AT, AHECE R HPLC & 540 A7 7 %, i 07 ik
A S B TE AR TC A, 2 B T, B A O T
AT LR v 24 0 B AR R 1 5 4 o (R A B
FHF B4 7 2 43 A, L0 7 T 3% 0 o A 1 A T AR
R Bt
3 FiEERE

RN 7/R T Rl LRI 7 I N
S50 LA 0 AR W | SR 22 B 2 R R HL A )
() FZEA S X ek — P R I R B AT
PRS0 BRI ER T 55 04 A= W 6l L 45 4 1 e ok 1, %)
L o A Bl ok — i ROUE , BRI T T R A .

I 20 A Bl 5 25 R I L R 0 BRI R R G ot
XF o3 BT 7 B B AN T 8% O B, O Al T S AR AR
YIRS 153 0 8 B A3 AT T 0 o R IR i RO (5
e, 02 H X R AR A Y B AT R BT g ol
i AT HE Y J7 5, 3 % 40 5% HPLC-ELSD, HPLC-UV,
HPLC-MS Fl HPLC-CAD, 7£ X} §§ 4 2E 9 i 25 1 43
HEAT RE 8 434 B, I AR A A B AR 0 A R A R
7% H W1 28 H 3& A () HPLC K i #% . HPLC-MS F
B A YA R S A AR B S A3 Y
SE 3 O T R A B R R S R A R
HPLC-UV J&f Ry nl 5 4 3% ) 77 1% ; HPLC-ELSD &
FHF A5 R A 0 B2 18 43, R i) 2 %k T T 58 4 Wi
WS AN A A it R WA 1) 5 A A B, R R 0% O 1 T B
HH R OR AT 0 W R L W R A A M R MR I
HPLC-CAD [RI#E3E FH T A7 8 04 4= 9 0 25 Wi 4, IF
LG Bl AH v S0 ) 7 58 R Y A TR
2% J7 1 BE At HPLC-ELSD #5457 B @ 42 7, {3 )2
CAD #4822 b ELSD & 5t £, H i xE LIS &, AN E
A Ry 5 B s ) 7k o AR X ES AR A B AT A3
BB, BRAR 4 3 A7 B i R e B e b ) 1E A TR
PR A T 25 A1, B Ay S B 1 s 3 R 5 A 114 € 35 A R O
Ao AR 43 B R R Y 22 5 A A e
A AT 43 M O 25 A0 R S TS0 30k P B 2k R AR
pH i Y5 BBl 96 2o ad B R AL BRI C it . mR
7 38 A 0 A 1) 326 438 AR UL 3 AR b 45 e R0
L S B R 2 B30 A A 0 S A 1 A R
R 300 A v B R A 2 B R iR R
ARRE K 30 ol P RS 1 AR I T8 ol SR P 4687 1o ] <
B URAE RGN R KA, TF R — R R T ZE AR
S A A B ) AT S S AR AR W R A 40 A Rk
G AT G AT 6T 43 AT T 3k R R M AR B €8 1 A
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F) fi ] 72 i 0 D7 (58 P 2 LA T B0 S TR
PR W 2 Al 5 1 3 i A 7 S R B, A T A L AT
AE- T BOHLE P Y 28 5, 1 G 1 5 A% 2R 9 18020 A B
JHVRR) €2 35 R 3L 0 AH 14 e 78 i DL S B 20 3 A
X, TR €8 3 A A U B A AT
FE T8 X (55 1A A= Wy i 1 AN T ¥ Y 1) 5 A 0F
58, LMIE BE1Z 07 T B9 25 B 5 o b T AR SR Y
B oy, R 20 T vk S a3 6O A - R PR Rt
POk, E 20T At S 0 A W) il 23t v 4[] P 00
1) TG 5 M A W R Y L T S B E Ok

S BT AR AR e R o0 B R ME T B RE R
B, X DURE BiAg BE P e 8 A AN DG AL Gt b 24 1Y R
P, DAL Sy S M A O B A A
PR HAT A X, [ i o AR 655 A A e DA
RGNt — 22 I R A . XL 20 4R R4 Y)
B H 0 A O IR AT VAN R R A A S T 2SR
Yy i) WF 5 S (o0 Bt J7 95 75 T 2 7% TR I oA 5 44 AR
W i o3 M 7 1% B 2E — 2 S0 AR TR B T 4
ARIEAEH
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