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TR VER T EEONARIR R KA, HETE ol
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(b Bl 24 R SE AT B, it 5 110861-200808
4liff 95.9% ) ; B (AR, it 5 Q/ASL004-2007 , %%
PRI AL TABRZA ) 5 B (CP, 415 20101201,
H RN AR TABRA A 2210 ) s A 4K .
1.3 zZhtt

73507F 2010 AFF1 2011 AFRAE T VU = B P4
g H A T BRVE 6 S 27 AN IED T HL Y 126
AMEIL-LRE (MR &R ) , 225 PR Hh 25 0T 5 Be b
FEIERWTSE 51 45 5 , BBk L& S, emodi, it 3T Hr,
i 4 S,
2 JkHER
2.1 HPLC E5E BAFER S
2.1.1 AN

Boston Crest ODS C,, ff % £ (4.6 mm x 250
mm,5 wm, SN 10090719461 ) ; phenomenex Gemini
CofRP4E (4.0 mm x 3.0 mm) ; i sh A H EE-/K
(50:50) s Kz < 290 nm; Al 25 °C5 itk 0.8
mL - minfl;iﬂfﬁéi 20 uL; B [E] 30 min, {4 3% &
W T,

S .

I I
[ |
I I | [
|l [\ A i | ‘\
"“ “‘ _J W/ LW L/\f/g)‘_u_,ﬂ\_‘
0 s 10 15 20 25 0 s 1o 15 20 25
1/ min

A XTI CRATER) 5B FEM (BOL-EZH) .

1 BRERER KAEIL-E254f HPLC

Fig.1 HPLC chromatogram of podophyllotoxin and Sinopodo-
phyllum emodi

2.1.2  XFHR SV ) £

R 2 PR IR 74 2O0) 1A s o P I o
AR 1 mL SR FEER 0. 149 6 mg BT, EIF5 .
2.1.3  fI S TR

BEMAR (3 4 S0i) 29 0.2 g KEEROE , &
25 mL B, SN 40% F i 2 200 B B A (3
%120 W, 45i3% 40 kHz)45 min, 0, il 40% F %R
20 FR5) Dk ISR, B
2.1.4 MR RHEE

B FTFZE XTI 7. 93 mg( SPrérahy 7. 415
mg) KPR, BT 10 mL &, i R R A
BB ZIBE 5] IR R HEE 0.741 5 g - L%}

PR A I VR BB B I AR AR B 0.741 5,
0.593 2,0.370 8,0.296 6,0. 148 3,0.074 2,0. 037
1,0.0148 ,0.007 4 g - L' K5 2350 BUAS [7] v B V5 W
£ 20 L, 9 AWRAE T, W , 2 AR i i 4 F
R R E R SRR RAERAE
0.007 4 ~0.741 5 g « L'V R BT, 00997 %
JY=1E +07X +771 19,r=0.999 8,
2.1.5 fEEEE

i W IR 7 3 ) BRI, kAR (n = 6)
CSRIE T AT RSD 0. 32% , KUK % R 1T
2.1.6 HEEMKE

6 R EEAMM AL 0.2 g KW FRE, %
HE 1.4 TR J5 v o & R W W, E S ERE (n =
6) , 10T AR 1144 RSD 0. 24% |, 45 - WAL
MR
2.1.7 Rt

s 2 W BORT BRI, 40 i #E 0,1,2,4,8,12 h
HEAT w30 2550 ICRE DU s, 00 A5 04 T AR O 31 45 RSD
0.17% , 25 R F 0 L TE R S AE 12 h (N Faue i
R4f,
2.1.8  JkERDSCR S

e & sk LB AR (i 4 S0) 9
0, 4290. 1 g K% FRE , il OB HER & &
[ 80% ,100% ,120% 3 7K A B H 5 2 X
EVAR 4% 1. 4 TUT Al e S R, DL 1L 2 30
AR ETE SR TINE (0 =3)  HHESE R iR
FIRSD, 25 1,

1 HLCIEE PRI (n =9)

Table 1  The recovery of podophyllotoxin (n=9)

HeRE AR feE mlfeR  SFEEIE RSD
/mg /mg /mg /% /% /%
2.72 2.17 4.94 102. 25 102. 96 2.6
2.70 2.17 4.89 100. 72
2.71 2.17 5.01 105. 90
2.70 2.71 5.49 102. 58 102. 15 1.7
2.71 2.71 5.43 100. 24
2.70 2.71 5.51 103. 64
2.70 3.25 5.94 99. 54 101.79 2.9
2.71 3.25 5.99 100. 71
2.71 3.25 6.13 105. 11

2.1.9 IR
2.1.9.1 JREMHELE BB 4 S0) 2
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0.2 g, K% ME , & 25 mL &)+, A 40% F By
WEZ AL 45 min, 504, F 40% W BRI R
HEZIEE L FES) UE, IR A T HPLC I E , [b
SR HAE 0.6,0.8,1. 0 mL - min ™' B 8 JE 14 14
Ak DA VR B R A i DA SR X B v R 22 L
JE ISR, 45 R RN, KW RSD <3% , 43 Bk
B,
2.1.9.2 HEMFEE A 2L9.1 ity
HPLC U5 , FEHERAE 20,25,30 CH, ki 2eit,
DIAS R A BE2R  t DA SR AR 22 50 2 BRI
Wkl SRR, 45500 RSD <3% , 73 B RCRIAE,
2.1.10  FESH SRR

PR 2.0 13 UR 7 vk il A pk L -E AR SR, o
I 5 W JBOGT BE At v 5 R i VM S 20 L, 1
ATRAB AL, 32 2. 1. 1 T T B35 417 2 i
AR SR
2.2 ESMOOGESENE SRR R &
2.2.1  XFHR S ) £
2.2.1.1  BLHEFEEX BB R SRR
FRER X IR AL 2 8. 00 mg(52Pro 7. 48 mg) T 50
mlL L, R A AR, AR 0. 149 6 ¢ - L Y%
WK A 3 mL B E T 10 mL S, e
20 175 0.044 9 g - L [FRUEA TR
2.2.1.2  IZEEY BEA TR A R AREOL A%
My %of Bl 1,01 mg, BT 10 mL &, in i s = %)
JE R BAEI 0.5 mL W E T 10 mL S, inH
Fisc i 1 25 2 P RS
2.2.2 bR TR A

WA (I 4 50i) 29 0.4 ¢ KBFRE, &
HLEEHEIEI T RS %A 70% FF R 40 mL, FRE,
7 (IH% 120 W, 55 40 kHz)45 min, i, FEKFR
i, 70% W EERN R UK L FR ST, UE A R % R IR
SRUEW 1 mL, & F 25 mL S, i 70% H A R
B A AR,
2.2.3 MR A B AR
2.2.3.1 REUTEFEL HL6 MEEMENB RS
290.4 g WHFRE, B HEHIL S, S5 MAH
Fi 40 mL, FREE, 3 51 R FH B P 2 B, Jin b ol 9 £ L
Ty A TR B SREET ] 1.5 h BOGR B, FRHRFR
&, W A R FR 5T U8Rt B mL S8,
T 25 mL &I, i BRI AR . DL
RS R AE 292,392 nm AR E Y B, IR
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HERE(n=3), G5 RRIEAREBONIEIL S R
PREUR
2.2.3.2 REUARIFZL B9 HERENB RS
290.4 g KEEFRE, B HIEHIVH D, OR % A H
i ToK L1 LR LR A 40 mL, BREE, #4222 T
5 A R A A R A B, 43 LA R R LG
KT LR TR N2 AR IR 4% 2.2, 3.1 TR 554
HATIE A H SR (n=3), 4iR B, UH
Pt Ay R R A T BOH: B e 1 o

HL6 (S AR 2 0. 4 o KAk, B H
FEHEIEIR T RE& AHTBE [70% HE (40% HTEEE: 40
mL, FRE, $2 08 2. 2. 2 TR ik A R T, 200
DL 70% i 40% RSN 25 (O B 422 2.2, 3.1
WUR A e, It RS (n =3), 4510
7, LA 70% F RS R ) A T4 IO 75 o fe e o
2.2.3.3 {REUTRIFELE B9 (raE AR R4
290.4 g WEFRE B HIEHIE D, SAEE A 70%
HHEE 40 mL, BREE , 4351|475 45,60,90 min, 514, #i B8
2.2, 3.1 WUR S5 AT I P RS & (n =
3) . SRR, PRI 45 min BIRTHEEGE 4,
2.2.3.4  RBURFUATEEE B9 (a5 EAE SR
KL 0.4 g KEEFE, B H IR, 5 50,
75,100 f5 5], RIFAEE A 70% H i 20,30,40 mL,
FREE, F5 R 2. 2.2 9T 7 il s R i, 4 2. 2.3 1
TR AT I S i (n =2) . Z5R R
B 40 mL 5 RIATHEERGE 4, e I ik
2.2.4 LMK RTE

KR IR B2 R AR ER 1 0.5,1,2,3,4,5,6
mL 435 F 10 mL &, Jin A Esas e 2 40, e
il B e 40 7,78 ,15.56 ,31.12,46. 68,
62.24,77.8 ,93.36 mg - L~ X IR S AW, 7 292,
392 nm AbFEATINGE , B AA-C 2 dnRiEf 2l AA =
0.016C +0.004 6,r=0.999 9, Z5E IR0 ik i
7E7.78 ~93.36 mg - L' MR BT,
2.2.5 KEmEAE

e 23 W BT A 3 2R A MV R, TR 2 6 YR
7E 292,392 nm Ab AR ERE 1449 RSD 0. 14% |, 45
REWZ I PHREEERIF(n=6),
2.2.6 HEEMIAR

Fa BRI 6 S AR S AR A2 0. 4 g, 3 5il4%
82,2, 2 TR J7 e il A b S A R, 4 2. 2.3 1 T
AR AT I, A5 Ok B IR TS RSD
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1.6% 25 R EE MR (n=6),
2.2.7 FoEtils

i 25 W IR A 7 2T BRI TR, 0 Sl E 0,12,
4,8,12 h ££ 292,392 nm RbiF47 5 AN , AR
JEFFIT5E RSD 0. 65% 455 RAXT IS TE 12 h Py
R,

BUAR IR L) 0. 4 g KEBHOE IR 2. 2.2 TR
Dyl s R W, 43 AE 0,1,2,4,8,12 h #i2 1]
2.2.3. 100 A5 At AT 00, A5 L0 o' B O 5
RSD 0.35% , 25 R IFEAAE 12 h NRUEME R 47
2.2.8  JIERIEDICR G ER

e & sk LB AR (i 4 1) 9
7,529 0.2 g K% FRE , o 54 O & i 80%
100% ,120% 3 /7K ¥ A Y8 F 35 2 6 B8, 3%
2.2.2 T J5 vk il a i W, P IR 2.2, 3.1 T3
TEINRAFHATINGE (n = 3) , 7H5F P2 [l R
RSD, Z5 L3 2,

3 ML SR E

Table 3 The determination result of Sinopodophyllum emodi

2 MULCIEE R (n =9)
Table 2 The recovery of podophyllotoxin(n =9)

Heid AR WEE Rk SFEEgA RSD
/mg /mg /mg /% /% /%
13. 11 11.22 23.89 96.11 94. 69 3.2
13.09 11.28 24.00 96.74
13.15 11.21  23.38 91.23
13.12 14.00  27.09  99.79 98. 05 2.0

13.09 13.98  26.84  98.37
13.12 14.01  26.57  96.00
13.14 16.84 29.14  95.01 95. 84 0.8
13. 14 16.74  29.30  96.54
13.15 16.78  29.25  95.97

2.2.9 FEMEEIE M 2.2.2 TR JOT A A
ML BT, A PR T0% W B i
i, PEAT S AMAIEIE , LA T0% HY A 2 10 BR )
TEHAE 292,392 nm AR CHE IR ATRRE H 2k
WHEHAR, 2R3,

Ay No. FEHE Fefh/AS R/ m VRFRR R % BN R 50 %

g 1 RERS S 6 3010 1.50 ~2.89(2.32) 8.12 ~13.03(10.41)
2 FEE MR S 12 2997 1.32 ~4.70(2.37) 5.61 ~10.27(8.19)
3 SERZLLY /N /N 3 3790 2.88 ~3.71(3.27) 8.17 ~9.79(8.90)
4 TS 7 3 080 1.63 ~3.45(2.69) 7.61 ~11.58(10.07)
5 (RN iE 7 6 3235 1.38 ~2.94(1.99) 8.39 ~15.13(12. 14)
6 41 B 5 3270 3.33 ~5.53(4.44) 9.88 ~11.72(11.18)
7 R R EIA 19 3250 2.22~5.55(4.06) 8.26 ~14.97(11.77)
8 21 J il 4 < 2 3330 2.70 ~3.98(3.34) 6.87 ~15.34(11.11)

Hilg 9 AP YG 3 3167 4.54 ~5.22(4.88) 11.15 ~18.80(14.97)
10 K3 BB K 1 2 800 5.00 15.57
11 Ak B ik R X 5 2530 5.42 ~6.89(6.36) 14.34 ~16.74(15.04)
12 HHJUER 3 2520 5.63 ~7.25(6.69) 15.12 ~17.49(15.92)

H 13 OB 3 2720 5.47 ~6.46(5.65) 11.32 ~15.79(13.75)
14 pi &z 1 2 680 6. 89 20. 66
15 T BRI IX 2 2370 3.53 ~7.40(5. 46) 13.38 ~17.31(15.34)
16 g g PR 5 2550 4.09 ~6.04(4.93) 12.20 ~18.71(14.93)
17 Hgk4 % 1 2 640 4.17 15.01

[liih 18 YLk [ & 10 3267 0.40 ~2.00(1.24) 5.46 ~14.98(9.22)
19 B#TiZ & 4 3735 2.39 ~5.99(4.41) 7.12 ~12.95(10.31)
20 J\AiE SR e 73 3 3 883 2.39 ~4.40(3.17) 6.56 ~13.32(9.27)
21 M 3 2734 3.03 ~3.50(3.28) 9.27 ~11.71(10. 60)
22 PP 5 km 3 3 829 2.09 ~2.55(2.39) 7.89 ~9.58(8.54)
23 THEEHE D 1 3 904 3.08 10. 15
24 T AR 4 KA 1 3240 2.97 10. 01

PN 25 FHLER R 4R 7 2915 2.76 ~6.02(3.03) 10.01 ~15.56(12.40)
26 P JevE & 8 3535 3.08 ~4.84(3.93) 10.74 ~13.57(12.44)

] 27 ZEIA R L X 1 2 748 6.99 17. 41

T A5 5 BT I
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A =Bk L-E 2545 (3R 340) h R &%
FLEAEREN S REFER, RAFETESEN
0.40% ~7.40% , A E 2 JF & 50 h 5.61% ~
20. 66% .

BOLEP AR S ELDRAHEKEEA
SRORAP D™ My (4K 2 370 m) 101 ~ 137 S i &
O3B, 3K 7. 40% 5 LAR [ PR I XOVLk [
7 (AR 3 267 m) 101 ~ 174 S i Jot 52 73 B0
%, 0.40% , —FH AT 19 £, 27 /7 ik
fif P VR A 28 A0S 2 B DA P R A L R X (T
P2 780 m) FH A A B (4K 2 680 m) B AY
i, Hok g4 5B B Ak B e (IR
2520 m) BESh, TSRO 6.00% L L5 DLV 5
IBXILIAFIE £ (4R 3 267 m) V3498 & eIk, i
HOMEON 1.24% , R S 5L B, 5Ok
WAL BAIE R SRR A A KB
=i i 2 680 m) FE 5 0T & 4> B i, 3
20. 66% ; LA™ B VUK A i X VLI R £ 7 Hb (4K
3267 m) FE 5 RS EUERAR, R 5. 46% , 35 S AN
223K 4 %0 27 AR HORE & b B R R R 13
o ULH N & ks B i I s, R o B0k
20.66% ; H o S BEVE K A I A R R B IX
(17.41% ) &g BB B Gl B g6 B 2 =R
B AR X AL R B (15% LA L) 5 LA
FEERERL S (4K 2 997 m) FI3E 2 H MK (il dk
3790 m) 7= b V- 3 & i AR, BT B R
8.00% , —FH VI &Mz 2 5D b,

4 g

O3 M EE T I i vh 25 RN R AR 25 v — 2y
S R P — R L AR ART 5 1 O v ARE R 38
A FTBEAFAE M A T ARSI e BANR 2 &
A BIVAEAE AT B 2 A 1 T, O T s T
RIHERPE , T H T 2 IR L DUHERR B 25 % 4
R a7 W BUR O A S b W Gl R OB B S T TR 2R
VB TR AR 2 143 110 285 1 XoF I V25 Y AE 200 ~ 400
nm PEATEIRE, S5 5 R, B FE 20 R R R
AR IRTE 292 nm AT S5 KW, Bk FH 292 nm
SR, T L ZSBATE 292 nm LA W, 25005
(L ZZ B 7E 292 nm I EE 5 392 nm Ab Y I
HR], HAF A S i K BB SR, ik 292,392 nm
SR P
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TEARDG, BN SRR R & m i, KR H SR & &

WAHN R o 2 THROL-ER AR R IR Th R R E

BRI ZARAER A-EWEARAER AH

BRI S5 o YA — i BT IR 24 B 1 [ BR

BE 33 B2 T RE AT TE — E 21k, A BIFFE LA

MR & BEHEARIRR & 8 AL L R

AR P B B 2 WY
HRAE A58 45 R 45 G 2 Bk L L i BE A A

ZERICI IR ML E TP R A E R BRIEE M

e S R R AN A — A e, AR R

HEHAR (2 500 m Z247) 4 B (k) #F

AR RO, TR (3 200 m ZeA7 ) (26 BE B AR

(PRFE ) BUFE & AR IR . IR S 4 i & o

SEARE R BRI e R R 2 —

BEL-Eh RABERFEANRER & 857 ay X M

KRR B A it — 245G LI UEY S

IR AR — 2D AT
A5 ER R, AF L ETh R HAER

HLEANE 2R 1 & SRR BB, e i Bk L-E W

PEA B 5 ™ b % AR OC , $2 75 78 R S A T Bk

JU-AG B AR B U e Ny R A 7 S I 7 0 X

PR RS . AT ST TS T O BE LA i R

AALAE TR UL E 0 B AR X, X R LB

PR I AR DA 45 2R 21 B B g AR, X T

i Tk L AR B R A R B A 7 B b s 1 7

Hu PR EA BRI R T
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Determination of podophyllotoxin and total lignans

in Sinopodophyllum emodi

HUANG Kun'?, JIANG Wei', ZHAO Jifeng' , WANG Changhua', LIU Xiang',
ZHANG Zhiwei' , QIN Songyun', ZHONG Guoyue'*
(1. Chongqing Academy of Chinese Materia Medica, Chongqing 400065, China;
2. Beijing University of Chinese Medicine, Beijing 100102, China)

Objective: To determine the content of podophyllotoxin and total lignans in Sinopodophyllum emodi Ying from dif-

ferent areas and evaluate the resource utilization of this endangered medicinal plant. Method: HPLC and UV spectrophotometry were

used to determine the content of podophyllotoxin and total lignans in 126 samples from different habitats and the total lignans content

was determined by the reference wavelength method. Result: According to the results, the highest content was determined from the

samples from Yongdeng Nature Reserve in Gansu province, and the lowest ones was found in the samples from Tibet. The former’s po-

dophyllotoxin and total lignans contents were 7. 40% and 20. 66% , respectively, which were 19 times and 4 times more than those of

the latter. The content of podophyllotoxin and total lignans in S. emodi were significantly positively related, meanwhile, samples from

both low altitude and high latitude showed the higher content. Conclusion: The two determination methods are simple, rapid, accurate

and repeatable. It is more scientific and rational to evaluate the resource utilization of S. emodi with two indicators, those are the con-

tent of podophyllotoxin and the content of total lignans. This paper is instructive to the collection of wild resources and the establishment

of production bases.
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