55 20 %45 21 Hh S 5 R A g Vol. 20, No. 21
2014 4F 11 H Chinese Journal of Experimental Traditional Medical Formulae Nov. ,2014

B 7 B T 2 4 ZE BRI B HPLC 45 SRS HE L

EHE FRE, LAY
(1. ¥MEF, %M 550004; 2. M5B R, 5 550004)

[WE] B8 L™ ik 8 2R A ) HPLC 35 8CEE , A 38 122 B4 19 22 55, Sl 00 i i 1) )5 2 F 5 4t 4Rt 52
Bk HE . F7ik R 2 3 95 SRS AR LR PE M 22 48 ) 2004 A R T 5 44 T i 44 25 B Rt 4 10 it RE L 9 HPLC 35 80 &5 1)
AEACLEE | LA A e T A0 5 ) e 0 oy 48 B B 43 0E A7 48 BCIEL I LA, 8 3 45448 Kromasil C g 834 (4. 6 mm x 250 mm,5 pm) , i 3))
F I (A)-0. 02% 7K (B) B6JE BB (0 ~ 45 min,30% ~60% A ;45 ~75 min,60% ~64% A ;75 ~90 min,64% ~70% A ;90 ~
95 min,70% ~70% A) ,#i% 1.0 mL-min ", 3 30 °C 4 9% K 245 nm, AL 10 L, 858 05 T 16 4> A7 W4 i 10 4t
Bh TR ZE A 2 6 A R AE 4 20 R, 45 HEARE S B AR AR BE 24 > 0. 87 516 A A7 WA i 10 Ft 42 i - 45 1F 35 0 (8133 , 4% HEAE b A A (0L B
¥ >0.80, S50 4 I b S B T B R T A R AR H AR A A DA R R A 22N R, AL MR BB AR T L
Xof 6 il ZE AR v 2 A2 R A O B I 2 R RS

[X@iA] WEEEEN; FE8CEIE; HLETFO; SR, 550k

[RESZEES] R284.1;R284.2;R282.71 [ XHK#RIRA] A [XZHE] 1005-9903(2014)21-0120-04

[doi] 10.13422/j. cnki. syfjx. 2014210120

Comparison on HPLC Fingerprint of Uncariae Ramulus Cum Uncis Stems

and Leaves from Guizhou Province
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[ Abstract ] Objective; To establish HPLC fingerprint for comparative studying on chemical substances
difference between stems and leaves of Uncariae Ramulus Cum Uncis, in order to lay scientific basis for follow-up
studies of Uncariae Ramulus Cum Uncis leaves. Method: Similarity of HPLC fingerprint was calculated by 2004 A
version of “traditional medicine fingerprint similarity software evaluation system” for 10 batches of stems and 10
batches of leaves in Uncariae Ramulus Cum Uncis. Taking rhynchophylline and isorhynchophylline as index
components, HPLC analysis was performed on a Kromasil column (4.6 mm X 250 mm, 5 pm) with gradient
eluting system consisted of methanol (A) -0.02% ammonia (B) (0-45 min, 30% -60% A; 45-75 min, 60% -
64% A; 7590 min, 64%-70% A; 9095 min, 70% -70% A ), flow rate was 1.0 mL - min~', column
temperature was maintained at 30 C and detection wavelength was set at 245 nm, injection volume of 10 L.
Result: Sixteen common peaks were obtained in 10 batches of Uncariae Ramulus Cum Uncis stems with similarity
higher than 0. 87 in each batches of samples; sixteen common peaks were obtained in 10 batches of Uncariae
Ramulus Cum Uncis leaves with similarity higher than 0. 80 in each batches of samples. Conclusion: The content
of isorhynchophylline in leaves is higher than that in leaves, but the content of rhynchophylline have little

difference. This established fingerprint conditions can be used as initial comparative studies on main chemical
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components of Uncariae Ramulus Cum Uncis stems and leaves, it provide a reference for medicinal research of

Uncariae Ramulus Cum Uncis leaves.
[ Key words |
rhynchophylline ; isorhynchophylline
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Uncariae Ramulus Cum Uncis stems and leaves; fingerprint; similarity evaluation;
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