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Preliminary Study on Quality Evaluation of Arisaema Cum Bile
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[ Abstract | Objective; To establish a determination method of total cholic acid, hyodeoxycholic acid and
chenodeoxycholic acid in Arisaema Cum Bile, which could provide an valuable mean to control its quality.
Method: The analysis was performed on ultraviolet spectrophotometry to determine the content of total cholic acid
in Arisaema Cum Bile with chenodeoxycholic acid as marker substance. HPLC-CAD was used to analyze
determination of hyodeoxycholic acid and chenodeoxycholic acid in Arisaema Cum Bile. Result; In the range of
0-2.435 gL', it showed good linear relationships between the concentration of chenodeoxycholic acid and
absorbance. The average recovery was 98. 98% with RSD of 1. 0% . Hyodeoxycholic acid and chenodeoxycholic
acid were linear with the peak area in the range of 4.7-94, 5.44-108.8 mg-L™', the average recovery was
99.53% and 99.58% , respectively. Conclusion; This method is simple, accurate and suitable for the quality
evaluation of Arisaema Cum Bile.

[ Key words | Arisaema Cum Bile; ultraviolet spectrophotometry; total cholic acid; hyodeoxycholic acid;

chenodeoxycholic acid; methodological review
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GORBEI T A . KRR SRR R, A T,
ZHNH . N TR RE B R Z AR B TR,
PEWBRAR T, RIS 24 Mt % 2 T el s, Ml TR o
W H S e, DT 78 Ui A TR 24 R v AL R B KUE
Wz g EEIN R, 2 B R A
SR ME R o (R, i R g 2 1 25 %804 o 56 Ak
FEAS BB, A B4 B bR vE A S 2 2] TR E. A
AT, A DGR A2 A T e BF 9 2 2 A b A X R g A
R R 25 B o3 19 40 BT, 78 7 % bl 2 DL R A
5 B HI A 3 A AR T B T kR

JIEL A Sy AT o o R b R A B L
AR R B RS AR A X 5 I R R
TSR A, #00 AT 38 3 4 BT R 3 o 3 e A0 1 B
b i g ENea Y= 1 s < E R o 1
S B PR A, o DR AR R 2 AN R (R &
SRR S5 R B BTG M 4y o R, AR S 06 2 i i
a7 I R R R R R R KRS IR Y
S vk, R R R PR R A T AT O
1 #a

LC-20AB Y @ OB AH A ( H AR B A H )
Coronarl‘ME!Eﬁ,%gﬁTﬁm”%(%%%ﬁ_ﬁ/l_\\ﬁj) ,T-6 I
Bt 20 2R A0 - AT L 436 0 BE T (A A AL AR A
FRETATA ), XP6 YL F 50 M K (Fi 1 M 55 -4
FZ 28w, FA1004B #Y H F KF (I iR 25 Bl # A
AN .

15 L0 B 25 MK R B 4 T R 2 KAk
2 % O AR R S A K B AR S
A R EUME AT 2 R e . A 2 AR R X IR
(B £ 2 K BF 5K B, it 45 100087-201411,
28 HPLC W5 6 > 98% ) , 25 S0 I R X i (1
MR A B A BR A A, S Z25M3LIL, £
HPLC I 5 4 & > 98% ) , K Ry aliK, &M hy (3
4l , H AR 3 Oy 43 B 4l
2 FAEEER
2.1 BHERAY
2.1.1 XS WA E A ORI L AR
X HE G2 250 mg, T 250 mL g, UK 2R AE 75
FEZNE 45 0.974 g L™ F5 SURH R IR S A T
2.1.2 MHKSEW A D BUE S 50 g
BRI RZ) 1.0 g W B ME , BRI, 2
T 100 mL, KB 13 1.5 b, F 4 B s hn A0
PR 0.5 g, kS I 0.5 h, i, ue it , U R K 6 78
T, 0 60% YK 2 R ¥ g F € 45 T 50 mL &, 4%
AL BT

2.1.3 Rl KA R R A X IR
B MW A 1.0 mL, % T 25 mL 47 20 B a4
IR 50% BRR ¥ W 14 mL YR 57,75 C /KB R
M 10 min, PKK B P CE 2 min, L 60% pK 2,8 h &5
F,F 200 ~400 nm 494, 25 505 BE 5 7 AL i
VW ITE 379 nm A A fe KW A, 532 436 A6 0 38
£ 379 nm,
2.1.4 FrufEdiZea s KW ILEL 0. 974 gL
LA AR BB %W 0,0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0,3.0,5.0
mL, 53 5 E T 25 mL A Z0 B A A b KR 28 T, 4
SIMA 60% 7K £ 18 1.0 mL fii % fi# , ¥ 2. 1.3 Ti |
JrEBAE, T 379 nm AN E WO RE A, DL & VR
Rk AR, A A BR, A B 5 R Y = 0.356X —
0.155(r=0. 999 0) , £k VEVEHE 0 ~2.435 gL',
2.1.5 MEmEEEE 43R B R RO RO
1.0 mL, # T 25 mL 47 ZI B4 rh 4% 2. 1.3 TR Uy
BHRAE, T 379 nm AbE LD E 6 R, 455K A 1) RSD
0.9% , F WL HG % B R AT,
2.1.6 HEMIRXE K% FREUR — 0 R AR5 B
Ko fy (W LhhikhARAE, #S
150318) ,#4¢ 2. 1.2 T~ J7 ik il 4 4k 30 5 W, 4%
2. 1.3 TR Iy 4R, T 379 nm AEIE A TH5REH
R I3 i 43§ 44. 55 mg- g ' RSD 1.4% , W% 5 %
) S R AT
2.1.7 FRoEtERE R EARIBOIB R AR L (Y 1]
TR A BR A E] L S 150318) 29 1.0 g, 4%
2. 1.2 TR J7 o A A R v R, BOIR] — 5
W, M TR R s 0,0.25,0.5,1.0,1.5,2.0
h J5 4 20103 TR )5 e #24E, T 379 nm &bl 22 A,
H5H RSD 2.9% , X WL B W 7E 2.0 h N
Fo o o
2.1.8  fmE R RIS A% AR IE — IR R R
m AR 6 G (PN B 2 ik e A BR A A i
150318 ) , K5 % R AE , 43 1) I A3 4 A 152 X HRE ot v
W1 mL, 4% 2. 1.2 T J5 ik i & pE o W, &
2.1 3 TR Iy 4R, T 379 nm AEIGE A, 25 R F
[0] )it % 98.98% ,RSD 1.0% , I 1,
2.2 AR K AE 5 A AR 1Y 2 =
2.2.1 %M Symmetry C 4354 (4.6 mm x
250 mm,5 pm) , K6 30 C, ¥ sh4H 0. 1% 3K 2 1R
(A)-Z B (B) B BEVE B (0 ~20 min,40% ~45% B;
20 ~45 min,45% ~55% B) , i3 0. 8 mL-min ' ;H
5 A 2% 280 0 55 AL AU 241 kPa, JE MR
B {H 200 pA, WA 1,
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F1 ZAEEE S ENE R INEE KRR
Table 1 Recovery test of determination of total cholic acid in

Arisaema Cum Bile

PRAESE BRSPS [HELE S o RSD
/g /mg /mg /% /% /%

0.501 8 21.99 41.20 98.6

0.500 4 21.93 41.35 99.7

0.501 6 21.98 41.09 98.1 93. 98 Lo

0.505 3 22.14 41.43 99.0

0.500 8 21.95 41.54 100. 6

0.502 3 22.01 41.08 97.9

TE < G T4 RH 0 IR I A BRSSO 19. 48 mg,

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

t/min
ALK S BL A R 51 0 J SRR ;2. 8 e SRR
E1 REfEE HPLC

Fig. 1 HPLC chromatograms of Arisaema Cum Bile

2.2.2 RA MMM E R BUE X EIER
G 25 A RETR S B A 3 AR O S PR RE i R R fi O
FEAT S0 mL g, M AR HE 15 min, R 2T, il K
5 e Yk FE 43 3 94.0,108. 8 mg L™ ()R 45 X B i
il 45 1L
2.2.3 iAo & R AU R A R4
1.0 g, B T 50 mL & A, A B A% 25 mL, A
(100 W,50 kHz) &b ¥ 30 min, i, Jin B B2 A6 8 &2
ZIE  FE2), 28 0.45 pum G ALIEBEDE L, BIAG .
2.2.4  ZRMERARFE R WL X A 6 A
# 0.5,1.0,2.0,5.0,10.0 mL, 435 & F 10 mL &
R, B 2 R 2B i AR 8 D o TR S
X IR VA, #2020 1 TR 2R HERE 20 WL, LA T
TR AR , o e J3E O R AR A, 4 4 25 S0 IR
FAMARR T #0350 R Y =32 943X +78 208 (r =
0.9990),Y =38 729X +96 127 (r=0.999 0) , & I:
TSk 4.7 ~94.0,5.44 ~108. 8 mg- L',
2.2.5 REWELUE ORI IBCE] — IR A 0
W, % 2.2, 1 BT 3k S PRI SR BERE 6 U, THI A &%
SRR R A8 2 SR IELR e 1T FR K RSD 43531 2 0. 6% FI
1.0% , R WIALEHE 3 R4
2.2.6 FAEMLE HEKRE —HE 26
- 30 -

Gy (VUL T 07 o 250K 1 A BR S 1L 41t 5 20150402)
YL 1.0 g, 7 2. 2.3 T J7 v il 45 1L 3 i 10 0k
e 2.2, 1 TR S0 5, T30 25 R R R e I 25 R
IR T 1) - 24 S 4k 43 %043 3 0.667 ,1.190 mg-g ™',
RSD 43 0k 1.7% #1 1.2% , 3 W i% )7 i & & 1
R,

2.2.7 FREMEKE K AR BOIE R RS (]
T 2GR A A R | 5 20150402) 24 1.0 g,
e 2.2.3 TR Jr ik & R A, TER TR
0,2,4,8,12,24 h 54 2. 2. 1 5 F @i 4 fF0 52 |, 3t
A 2 AT IR A0 RS 2 4 MEL IR I T FRL Y RSD 43 By
1.2% F1 0. 7% , F& WL 5 7 W 7E 24 h ;R SE 1
R,

2.2.8 RN ARG B A AR R
IEL R LR i OF 2 S REL TR % S 2 R LR 11 I 2 B
53 40. 667 7,1.178 8 mg-g~')6 £y (WU )1l T )5 th
KA A RS 7L A 20150402) , B 249 0.5 g,
WRE BT 50 mL s, S AR A 2.2, 2 T
IR A X R AR 4 mL, e 20203 TR J7 ik o 4 fit
AL 2. 200 IR @35 R I 5 L T A
Weg k2,

T2 BESEBREBEFEERSENERME DK ERLE
Table 2 Recovery tests of determination of hyodeoxycholic acid and

chenodeoxycholic acid in Arisaema Cum Bile

AR PRSP E OMAR AR kR FE RSD

4
Iy /g /mg /mg /mg /% /% /%

W2 0.5045 0.3369 0.376 0 0.7170 101.1 99.53 1.0
A 0.5005 0.3342 0.376 0 0.7091 99.7
0.5009 0.3345 0.376 0 0.711 2 100.2
0.5012 0.3347 0.376 0 0.708 0 99.3
0.5023 0.3354 0.376 0 0.7054 98.4
0.5037 0.3363 0.376 0 0.706 7 98.5

%7 0.5045 0.5947 0.4352

—_

L0190 97.5 99.58 1.4

R 0.5005 0.5900 0.4352

1.0204 98.9
0.5009 0.5905 0.4352 1.0239 99.6
0.5012 0.5908 0.4352 1.0295 100.8

0.5023 0.5921 0.4352

—_

.033 8 101.5

0.5037 0.5938 0.4352

—

L0255 99.2

2.3 RESRINGE LS HETT B IH R AR A R
SE L3R 2.1 F 2.2 TUR J5 gl SR 25
JIEL PR RIS 25 SR MR ) 5, SR LR 3
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Table 3 Determination of total cholic acid , hyodeoxycholic acid and

chenodeoxycholic acid in Arisaema Cum Bile from different places

mg-g"

No. K pmgp  EEHEE
1 TR 24l A BRAN T 25.63 1.129 1.592
2 TR E MR A PR F 44.75 3.517 4.598
3 TTNAR DT R B (IR AL 3.22 0.545  0.478

4 TTMEZ AR (R)E)
5 WT I h 2R R A BRA 20. 34 0.762 1.312

127.20 3.420 4.409

6 U114l 1E 24l B0y A IR 2 F 16.51 0.125 0.188
7 PNILREZ A RAF 25.12 - -
8 PUJIIRARZ b7 (HRTTIE) 55.70  4.072  2.798
9 HEIERMEMA] 112.87  10.962  11.137
10 dbs RIEMG AR ARAE  28.08  0.019  0.045
1L b e 2 A1 BR A 7] 18. 17 - -
12 JUPEEMILR T AR 26.27  0.009  0.016
AR T

13 Ui s 05 & v B AR 14. 44 _ _
14 PUNIE 250 A R R 20. 64 1.945 1.364

15 P h 250K A R A 44. 88 6. 045 4.753

3 g

B IR R AR A R B IR 2 S IR R R X
S ETR B4 5 BT 4 R s, R R 2 R T R 26
OISR ZEREOR . X — TS AN KA A2
RN R B B R B ) A 2 A OE
(), 3o S e i R 2 ORI O A
HEDE , 2075 JES AR E BN T2 RORE 2 1 Jo  ARE
PAPRUEIZ AR R B4 B8 B e RT3

PG, S 1 B4 M ook JIE g A2 1 Jo i A ) LA
PRAUE G RYY & o A S 6 LUH R A2 rp S I R B B i
J 3 25 S IR IR R 2 S8 R S I E AR, S T
Hh 2 AR R A Y R R O v o HE R R IR f e
S LATE 25 S JER Sy ok IR, 3 202 25 R B A SCHK AR
WA 2 TR U R 2RI RR S 3 R b
IR o BeAh, K SRR AE O 5 BT bR A
Jy T T AR R AR 2 DURE I R, I, S
BEICT M X AR L 3 L R RR AR 9 HPLC i BEAT
SIMTRAE AR o B, i T b A R 2K 0 £ LA
L5 PERR T IR IS IR A7 7, L 45 B (9 28 £5 475 A g
ST AR RIS o B A AR 2, 7 Bt — P ek
SEALE ISR 3 T B e 7 i, AORIE X JIH R A2
(R AT A m A AN, KT R A G

B 5 K e R e I A, X T IR e AR PR IR T
K BB AT SO Ar W 9 R T AT
H T, ¢ F AR R 28 i 4 19 43, B B A7 A

SE AN T K RO s R B T

NR R A B Sy [ B A G W, S8 AP WA 55 , X4 2%

SRR ARG 25 SR IR E 17 I, SR R 4% ARG 2% R AT

R i R AEREAR . PRI, B 22 R FH 28 ' 0 R

WHEAT AT, B R W 2 (charged aerosol

detector, CAD ) 4 Sy — ol FH 0 G I 2% 7, %ob AN [+ 485

WIS A G — MmN o A B 58 A 2R B R AR T vk

555 OB €8 1% - 78 & % S K I 4% ( HPLC-ELSD )

TRFE A3 AT R RAR A v %) IR R 25 B 43 15, CAD (1) R

JE2 ELSD 1 3. 0 £% , Pk [l b ELSD 5 2 A4t

% ,Jf H CAD ®ym i [ ¥ kb ELSD 3 Hf — 5

PEU S R, A HIE 58 SR A HPLC-CAD # 57 T B

AL 2 iR R 25 B A 1Y 43 B O kL A5 R R % T I

fap (8 ER R M, R AT B R A
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