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REWERBMREHEIABMEREAESEZHNE
F4E, T A&, REFLAPEAERCHHFNZE B ELSSLEZE, 1L M58 330004)

WE:. BY 3 fhR PR EEMM R R RBREGNE Tk, MEEFRBAE T RN R FG L%
SF O FE OERAPFEENENTEEE B R ER AR FROEAFE, A A HPLC M b 2 & wife
RER KBRS, R FEFHIAE 0208, 1.04, 2.08 wg-ml' KE T8 &G L4 %55 A (3851.7) %,
(36.4x1.0) %. (39.0£1.0) %, * ¥ K K#A 0.235, 1.18, 2.345 pg-mL" FJE T 9 3 & & 2455 % 4 (40.6+
3.2) %. (39.3+4.5) % (41.5£1.2) %, Z¥E VA X E R RBARESS R EQELSFERTEH 0, it 2%
K ade X KRG o dn RO EABAF RN LS

KER: RERB; XRIRw; hREFHEEFE; FHENE

hESES: R2855  XEERERE: A XEHS: 1003-9783(2013)03-0271-04
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Determination of Plasma Protein Binding Rate of Evodiamine and Rutaecarpine

LEI Xiaojuan, WANG Sen, ZHU Weifeng (Key Laboratory of Modern Preparation of Chinese Materia, Ministry of
Education, Jiangxi College of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Nanchang 330004 Jiangxi, China)

Abstract: Objective To establish an analytical method for evodiamine and rutaecarpine concentration in rabbit plasma,
and to determine the plasma protein binding rate of evodiamine and rutaecarpine. Methods The equilibrium dialysis
method was adopted to determine evodiamine and rutaecarpine concentration in plasma, and HPLC was used to
calculate rabbit plasma protein binding rate of evodiamine and rutaecarpine. Results The protein binding rate of evodiamine
was (38.5 +1.7)% , (364 +1.0)% , (39.0 £1.0)% when the plasma concentration of evodiamine was 0.208,
1.04, 2.08 pg*mL™", and the protein binding rate of rutaecarpine was(40.6 +3.2)%, (39.3+4.5)%, (41.5+1.2)%
when the plasma rutaecarpine concentration was 0.235, 1.18, 2.345 pg-mL™, respectively. The binding rates of
evodiamine and rutaecarpine were not correlated with the plasma concentration. Conclusion Evodiamine and rutaecarpine
have a lower protein binding rates with rabbits plasma.

Keywords: Evodiamine; Rrutaecarpine; Plasma protein binding rate; Equilibrium dialysis method
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FZEHH (Evodiamine, Evo ) Fl 5 4 85 % (Ru—
taecarpine, Rut)%%%ﬁﬂ‘]”?l%%‘%@ﬂ%’éi%@ﬁﬁi
gy, PPEEMEVRBT, Evo A1 Rut A ¥ 5K M4
R . R RUE RS . PURBURSEIEN . 259
REOSGGREAWERANELESHZ —, AL
253 J1 2, 100G R BN 25 0 25 R o
BE . VEFIBLEISE . Evo A1 Rut I Ry sh2E i 5523
B, W B9 I 2 AR . (BOET Evo A1 Rut BYIML
A ES G RAR ISR IRIE . A, AR P
FEENTLIE T Evo A1 Rut AUMLIE B (4563, i
L LN Rt e

1 ss5+#

Agilent1200 /&5 &R A 35, 55 B L HERRHE
BB H; SZ-93 AW ELIKZEEE, HiFlaed:
RALES) s HH-2 U iR, M EE A
WA Pt K E(hnzZz—. THnZ—),
R FEZRIIB AR A PR A R 3-18K i
DML, TEE Sigma A1) ; MD-10 iBH4S(H4E 10 mm,
- F#( & 8000 D), 3E[E Solarbio /A .

SRR R (LS. 110802-200606) . 2R
BV AL (FIE5 . 110801-201006) , H[E 24 4 2
Pyl Sk BT s RSB . SRACHREN, BRI
AP RAE, 4551k 803 % . 87.5 %;
BEIR AR . FAEARAN . AN, nhiE 80, A4y
Pral, BilgEGERLAARAR; HEE. O0F,
tagkal, M Tedia 2vH], HAKH R orHral .

HAREAR, WFEE(2.0£0.1) kg, HEHERE,
LGB ll, VFATES . SCXK(F#E )2009-0001

2 AiEEER

2.1 VAW IC T

2.1.1 XTRRSRE ISR 430K B FREL Evo Al Rut
XTRE A4S 104, 11.8 mg T 10 mL i, IMAH
MR IR EZE, MRAX I & (F Evo
1.04 mg*mL™", Rut 1.18 mg-mL™), T 4 CUKFERAE
T3 ) BB 2 Y £ R PR T e A [) Joi VA
15 AN BE TR B ) TR VAT

2.1.2 BT ECH B IR A 272 o0
AN 8.8 g, AL X ZE KR, MA 5.0 g ik
80, JMA 0.1 mol-L™" S EALMIH WL =, W7 pH
% 7.4, #/KZE 1000 mL, BI7E 0.02 mol - 1! iR
RSP (N 0.15 mol - L7 S AL AN AR R 405k 0.5
%yt 80), F 0.22 wm FLIEEER, E RS H

BT

2.1.3 ZFERIMIK TR HEEUERNE H AR A, ff
FHBTEE AL B 7 8 S O IR M8 &, Rl &
PUERAL TR B0 H, LA 10000 remin™ 533 &0 10
min, 85 WA I RS 2 10 mL &0
=20 CARHEH .

22 @ik A3 KOGEMKRIFF Hypersil ODS2
Cis FE(250 mm x 4.6 mm, 5 pm); sl ZIE - 7K
(48 :52), KN 225 nm, ¥Hi#E K 1 mLemin™,
FEM R 25 °C, #EFEER 20 pl.

2.3 FRanALER

230 MIRFEM AL IE KSR HGE, HAR R,
BRI 100 wL, HIFEE 400 pL, JUIEMIKEM,
WHEES 30 s, LA 16000 remin™ BS.0r 15 min, B E
AN 0.5 it 80 BIF54s (I AES

232 iBHTHEARAL TR KGR W G AP S A4S P I
WEARNB TR 200 pl, B 1.5 mL B.OEF, A
FAE 500 wL, 35 30 s, 16000 remin™ /&3 .0 15
min, BCEVER, #4208 2.2 TR & FEFE 20 pl U677
53T o

233 @& P RWEXT ISR ALEE RS S S
S BT 200 wl, & 1.5 mL #0589, 25
A L AR B TR A R B R 200 L,
AHEE 500 WL, ##HE 30 s, 16000 remin™ 5 5 5.0
15 min, LIS 2.2 TR 4 0ERE 20 wL 2845
53T

2.4 JiikeFRE

241 FIEEEMELR SRS MK . S s
W Evo. Rut WILIEAFE S SGETIRAE S, 280 2.3
WUR Jr A FREE S, 2.2 W R @ik A e, Al les
L2 . 25 FLBETRAE I S5 R X Evo A Rut B9
T4, Evo. Rut (AR LA 1.

2.4.2 HrifERT 2]

(DENTIME R EMZE B 200 pL 25 FLEHTIR
SR 200 WL Z 40 v B TR A 0 BRI U, IR
233 1 R kAT AR B, DAAS 43 4 06 T R S
FATERE RN, A5 2 EH R . Eve: Y=23144X -9.
0390, r=0999 6, ZMEIEE K : 0.04~1040 pg-mL?,
A A B 2 0.035 weg-mL?; Rut: Y=136.31X-
4.8882, r=0.9996, LMIERIN: 0.05~11.80 wg-mL™,
ARG IR 0.014 wg-mL,

()BT N bRMEM 2 B 200 L 25 M,
S3HIMA 200 L 22509 B TR A % BRI, Fae B
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2.3 5 7.‘5 lb 1‘2.5 ‘

25 5 75 10 12,5

Mg
25 5 75 10 12.5

D
1
2
2.5 5 15 10 12,5

T A3 B ZSFENTRG G X IREL; D BTG B ENTAMEG 1. Evos 2. Rut

1 Evo. Rut# HPLC
Figue 1  Chromatograms of Evo and Rut by HPLC

233 1R e AL, DA% R A0 i) 06 T R S ik
AT, S EIEH AR, Eve: Y= 223.91X+3.
443 7, r=09997, ZLVEJEH : 004~1040 pg-mL™;
Rut: Y=132.29X+1.2304, r=0.9994, £k 4 3 [ .
0.05~11.80 pg-mL™,

243 FEHERE B ALK 200 b, #2086 2.3.3
B0 NI i i X ERM LT3 [ SO SN =792 - 1 4
RGN, 1 d N BIEERE 6 Y, T H N AR
HEMR 22 (RSD), HEZE05E 5 d, 314 HE RSD, %%
TEBRE L . 4559 RSD ¥9/hF 3.0 %,

244 BUEMEHELE s MK 200 L, #2086 2.3.3
TR W AT A B, e . IR 3 Rl
AT B %o B LSRR i, 25 B MR S TRAD B S ==
TEHCE 24 h RS EYE, ZEREME . P RIKETR,
Evo FFaEYE RSD 23090 0.73 % . 2.81 %. 1.65 %,
Rut 52 EYE RSD 43514 1.36 %, 2.90 %, 2.56 %.
2.4.5 FEEADCRIAR  BCss Fm g 200 pL(3 £43),
PR 2.3.3 WUR ke, Bollsos . . AR Y
MR A X SR, BNURIE 3 ANFEAS, A
AHERE 3R, B ANEECES (2 200 pL(3 7)), 7E
AINATRA X S O RTEE T, #I) 2.3.3 TR ikt
FFRFR, BV WOMA 200 pL . . ARk EE IR
GXTREGRS, WBEIRAE, Uk, RS, U
e TP o Ak s ) WA THT R B AR AR A BT
WK, Evo fEf . Y. AR 3 AT EE T B $RER Rl
KRR (89.1 £1.9)% . (889 £7.6)% . (94.1 +
0.2)%, Rut 7Ef . . K 3 AR E T A9 F2HUE]
RN (883 £1.4)% ., (87.9£7.7)% . (79.1 +
0.2)%.

2.5 Evo fil Rut /#1355 145 3K 0 i

2.5.1 BHASTALPE B BT 48 (MD-10) BY 5% 2
10 em F/NEE, 78 500 mL B9 2 %(W/V) BIRRER 2450
1 1 mmol + L' EDTA - 2Na (pH=8.0) H 6 7 Hr 4% 2%
B 10 min, FZEWKBEIEEEITAE, SR
500 mL /9 1 mmol-L" EDTA -2Na(pH=8.0) H ¥ 2 %%

W10 min, ¥HIE, BT 30 %(V/V) WZEF, ik
F 4 CUKFH, DI IR B ATAS IR 2R B TE VN
BB TE,

2.5.2 VHFEATSLI T A K AN HL B EATAS
FIBAKBUE T, FES BB P EIREH 24 h,
WKy —dmas L, TEBEHTAEHIA 200 pL 143
3, A—/NESH, HE2RHER, 45
— i BT A Je e B, 207 T84 3 mL % 0.208,
1.04, 2.08 pg-mL" Evo #10.235, 1.18, 2.345 ug-mL"
Rut fOfIL. . SRR ERS I, WA BT
R, L AN RN R R LE R — 7K, i B
LEMGEE . TS, AEOEEE O, HET 37 C
TR KT, BT RET, WIGENT AN, A SE
3 %M AR A A T E AR, A
EERYIBT Y, WHZFR SRR . oI R
Sy I IBGENTAS NAMRIE &, i 2.3.2 T N AR, i
TTEREaHT, WEBEHASN MK 25 E (D) FiE
PSSR 2R EE (D), ARSE T 25254 04 1 2% 2
M4 a5, S5RE 1,

ML 2 45 6% =(D,~D,)/D, x 100 %

*1 Evo.RutmMEEALER(x+s, n=5)

Table 1 Protein binding rate of Evo and Rut in plasma

FESRHREE /g mL! MR AR %

Evo Rut Evo Rut
2.080 2.345 39.0+ 1.0 415=+1.2
1.040 1.180 364 +1.0 39.3+45
0.208 0.235 385+1.7 40.6 £3.2

2.5.3 BNV AR EY o TS H L 3 B A
FAZEIBAIEDE T, E2 MBI h = IR E 24 h,
WK JE—um 40, K3 RE 200 WL 45 BT
BN, WH 3 mL FHENRE 4 mL B0
W, KBNS B DE Y, FB A IOk 5 — i
Je B, PRWOE R, HEATAS AN TR, I
HoRE B T AS R BE , B O BEE O, BT 37 Kk
W, IE 3, 9, 12, 24, 30 h, WHUE AN AL
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WG, $ 232 W NACEE, EAT @GS, DIEE
BrAS N AR, DAY H bR ifE 26115 E pr 48 N
Hh Evo. Rut BREMRE , DA ORIk B (B 2
P NAE N AN B I HGR B R 2525 24 h
IS ANE W Evo. Rut (TR EMZ, £HP
24 h OOk, RIS BB T R 24 he
2.5.4 BENTASKTG W EE R 4% 252 TR Ak,
BRI 200 wL 25 FOBFrR A 2, i
NEA 3 mL T BT EOE N, 175005 5
S SZBn i, ABInA 3 mL 52580k, LB
80 B FIRBLOEE 37 CKTRIUKIS 24 h BVAR, %
232 BUFALERRE S, AT IS BT, DN S AT AN
YR (n=5), MR SCEROI T T H B A Xt
PR R, Evo. Rut AW R 435104 0.62 %H
1.21 %, FWBHTASKT BRI LT TCW R, W]
ZWEATT o

3 itig

AT NI T A A G B R, S E
2y B B Bl ) . TR HA TR &
T BN RTINEI A, —UR YK E
HZ5 ARG Tr . Frbh, ARSLE Rk ki 17
Evo. Rut MIMKEE 1455 R015% .

A5 S B BT P B, Evo A1 Rut A T7K
VW, ATV BE 5 24 AT B 2 T DL 25 W vE AT A
NG REGYTEBNTR P AN, A 2253
BRI, A TR 880 0.5 %rntii 80, A%

25T Evo Ml Rut 7EB MR H VAR

AHFFEE T ARIMSE A Evo F1 Rut 3 (I E Jy
P, KA AN E Evo I Rut 138 8 11454
B, GINEFRAE, AT TEAN TS
BN, Evo. Rut SHuIMAK A 45 G052 H 38
%M 40 %, J& TARIMKE AL S, FEZHR R
HOMJCH B Ry A ke, H SPSS 16.0 #E47 7 2250 Hr
B, GRITGIFE L, RPTEZRIETTE N
MR 45 G RO BRI . 2T Evo A Rut 764
R J (B) A I 3R 245 A R AR R, S
NI, AR —IRAWFST, DTS4 g 5 5
BT S HA R0 ) A B 245 R R 254 4 o

S 230k
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MuRA, TR, K2, SEM, B 2, ZRF(TMPELRFPLER, TR M 510006)

HE. BB AR E % 8 SUILE B B R 530k (TMP-SESD ) & - i 42 £ ] 1K - #AK (TMP-SD ) & Stk M #9 24
HFHAE, Fik 6 AHMEHZ LML A 248, KA A HXXAFRER, £75F 2 IR TMP-SESD # TMP-SD
J&, FABHARAE L FN T P TMP 69, DAS2.1 HIEFEL KM+ A2 Ak, R TMP-SESD
Fa TMP-SD 425 )5, 3 FA KT 1 A A 4hF26 h; Co 281 H(3.21740.4581 ) mg- L #2(6.105+0.298 )
mg-L"; AUCo.. % %] % (63.877+3.786) mg-L'+h #2(39.067+2.971 ) mg-L'-h; %5 TMP-SD 4k, TMP-SESD #4548
*t A AR E A (163.529.58) %, G5 R RN Z R FREHFE—BBR_EHA, 5 EE58
Btk #kAR, B SLREEERSHIR Co F2 AUC. ¥ 83, HY A SLLAF BRI RRERERSHD
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