] |cm K

Pt 5 s R IR 2013 F 7 A% 24 % 4 B

+407 -

FH 5 280 AR 01 0 A B A B O, AT LA
My SCHEREE R 1- JRIE =3— H 3 -5 bk nae mf i
(PMP) HI TR R AR Az . PMP S A P ) fe iy
AN Z —, B A=A Al g, ] iR 5
PR SL R R, ELTE 250 nm 204G 50 20 4 28 4 i
JE AT AE SR 2 R B SRR RT AR A B i o A SE BT Y
RO AT A T I S Ik, 45 R
BE MRk S O T B[R] A,k PMP AR ET AT AR 1R
HPLC 75, (ERERY T B asr, FSo Mg
1 Cog HE 5025 43 WTABLAE Z2 B () B AL R, 0BT T AR
ZREh RS, SRR, EE M,
REAS T L O 8 R . 4208 2.4 0% SRR,
XF HGIR A B AR T A A AR A 1) HPLC S (B 1) 5
AR K BT AR AL S 1Y HPLC B (&1 2) #6471 43
Br, MhriESmEISEE, @ifigd CEILIE) 55
(KR¥E) /B A%, T aigaitidt—S i, R
o i DA DG A7 BV PR B SF [0 A o ASLACE 208 5 2R
S . RATHE . LA . BURIAMESE 5 Rb
Wi, WA RBARNE, L, W& Eand, F
FLBE BT RLAG S S B AR, N 16.62 %
2044 %, M F7 2 0 ik B 2) iRk A AR B B )
4% 9 K 16501, 24540, 29258, 33.640 F1 51.508 min
BIME RSy, Frit— W e o RIS BT AT
W, SRR IE R AR A L], SRR AR 2
WEpHEE s . R hE . AR . EEUNE . BTRLA bR
Z IR EE SR LR 0.10 : 072 1 1.12 : 4.23 : 473, PMP
FEFTAT A AR i i T B, st (i, U,
AT FH AR AR 22 W 1) BUE 2L A AT o

3.2 Kbk ZHixF PTPIB MRINGvE  BUR Az 2 6,

Fie I8 2.2 TR 53k AT RSN PTPIB 410 i 33 40 5
58 2 IR FEZAAE 500 e mL TAEHR BT #H] %
KE] 90 %, 1Cs K 2.068 pg-mL", FHMRFEZ MR
A ER PTPIB #0616 . PTPIB i 35 7 £ # 42
WAEAIGYY I RDBE IR g AR BERI6 YT, IR, AELFE
Z WA W5 SR T MR T T, A R R A A
I8 o AN A TR M AR 22 W 0T &R Sk — T8 &
BRI AR ) 25 DR IR AR B
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Determination of Heavy Metals in Radix Glehniae from Different Producing Areas
YE Guohua, ZHANG Qinde, XU Yiping, LV Fangjun(Shandong College of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Yantai

264199 Shandong, China)

Abstract: Objective To determine the contents of heavy metals and harmful elements in Radix Glehniae from

different producing areas and to compare the contents of Cu, Pb, As, Cd and Hg. Methods Cu was determined by

flame atomic absorption spectrometry, Pb and Cd were determined by graphite atomic absorption spectrometry, and the

contents of As, Hg were determined by atomic fluorescence spectroscopy. The contents were calculated simultaneously

by calibration curves. Results The contents of Cu, As, Hg were lower than the national limit standard, but the

contents of Pb, Cd in some areas were higher than the national limit standard. Conclusion This experiment provides

the scientific basis for formulating the element limit standard, improving the quality of Radix Glehniae, and ensuring

the clinical safety.

Keywords: Radix Glehniae; Heavy metals; Atomic absorption spectroscopy; Atomic fluorescence spectroscopy

b2 (Glehnia littoralis Fr.Schmidtex Miq) Ay £
TERHE YIS A TR, T T BRIl R 5 FH 25 44
Z—, VEH, WRBGE . BOE, B Ha, HA SR
B, 4 B A2 IR, BREGHISN, WAE i
R EaEk, EWNAMEE XL ST TR
WP, FEAEREASE BT EIRIT
R AR TSR DT TR, o H b 4 R T
Ao VST (P E 2582010 A, o, A
K27 T 4w R RAVERLE o P2yt
WHIR, HER R R LTS, R
PN EEERYZ —, —REEE (Pb).
(Cd) . i (As) fiI(Cu) . FK(Hg)5F. HHT, FEFREX
25y A R G e R AR O A, AR SO
M Cu, Pb, As, Cd, Hg E S EILEM T
i, N ACTS S bR UE R 25 58 3 R RS B
BRI e R (S e

1 UFE5IRG

11 L3 AA-6300 2 Ji 5 W e 43 't Ot B 11 (PN
206-51800), GFA-EX7i {14847, ASC-6100 H sl it
FegR, HARBHAT]; Cu. Pb, Cdas.0AMLT, db
HA SRR E; PRe-2 EGHEUR FUCEE T,
At nt Al AR A RS A |5 As, Heg 250 Bk

K1, JEAS P AR AL A R A A 5 FIY2002-E-UVF
FER B RUEB AR L, 75 SR A R A A
MKX-HX1A3 I I ARAY , 7 538 T B i 4%
RABRA ] VUTR L0 H T R, B U
TR A PR A 3 BAS224S-CW B HL, K, fi
L2 AT 5 DHG-9140A A% o #8145
L, _IEmR A A R A

1.2 ikl Cu. Cd. Pb. As. Hg BAITTEIRUEME A
1 000 wg-mL™, EZEZARUED BB 05 Bk . BT
IR . SRR . WSER M AR, BRIk, Ha
¥IRar e 10 %NHHPO, %R, 5256 F/K A4l
K, HFLZ 18.3 mQ em™,

1.3 Feah dbPZ 2581 F 2011 4 10 J R A 1A
A BT . I AR S BH A% TR BT . NS
ARUEWE BRID AR 58 AR E . WALz E,
ANTREEI DS, flRKh R EELRER
FRIR B A IS 2 AR I B3 Glehnia lit-
toralis Fr.Schmidtex Miq BHHR (RZLHL AL FR ) o BEFR
JLbZ 2t REF AT 1.0 kgo KBS A KK
vede -, PR A B FOKEYE 3 K. BT A E T
FEH DL 60 CHEZfEE o FF LT AL 5L FDR BR B A
i, 1 60 Hifi, FABBIRESEI,
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2 AiEE4ER
2.1 U8y TAESAE AR SRk, e 2%
PRILFE 15 # . BRI BB R Ik, I 40

&1 MNEENESEEF

DLF 2, ., RRAEFUOEE:, UEAINEA, 2
%HCl H#EW, 1.5 %NaBH,(0.5 %NaOH ) Jif 57,
FLAI S 250 I 3

Table 1 Dertermination conditions for FAAS(flame atomic absorption spectrometry )

LR KA Pk mm JTHLIR /mA

BRAEKCTE /mm

JRBE T /mm AW Lemin? BAE /L min™

Cu Air-CH, 324.8 6.0

7 15 1800

®2 ABPFENERHG

Table 2 Dertermination conditions for GFAAS(graphite furnace atomic absorption spectrometry )

P i3IS ST HLIR FHE T4 2 Ak Rk
) /nm /mA TREE /C Asf ] /s TREE /¢ A (] /s IR /C ] /s IR /°C ] /s
Ph 283.3 10 150 20 10 800 23 1800 2
cd 228.8 8 120 20 10 700 23 1500 2
# 3 ., RKEFRAEMNEEHF

Table 3 Dertermination conditions for AFS( Atomic fluorescence spectrometry )

JLE P/ nm MK/ Vo JTH / mA R /mL e min™ Bk i /mLemin™ JEFALEE /mm TEELTE] /s
As 193.7 280 30 300 600 8 12
Hg 253.7 280 24 300 600 8 13

2.2 FEahiz e il o

221 . B WA P E BEREdtih S
FESKI R 0.50 g, BT 250 mL HZEHE I+, e
AR ZEABAKIETE . B AR AR (AR« M AR =
4 : 1)10 mL 55472 4 . I H 78 H A Bk
SRR 110 CMmAERFEME L5 2 5k 160 C
gk, HEE AR, TR B el g B
Gk T, BURAH, BBH 50 mL Ak
e, H L %RIEEIREZE, R W Ph. Cd i A
7 10 %NHH,PO, 7% 1 mL, SRJ5 &% )3k il
S AW

2.2.2 fift . SRFESMEWEHIS  AEEREILD SN
WK 025 ¢ TIHALRES, I ARSIR 5 BUAE K IR G
(fiff2 - WK =2« DAL, OB e, e 2
25 mL EFEHA, A 10 %K -10 % BRI iR
REHW S mL, A2 %riiReE 522005 . R H
RS T

2.3 ke 250l %

2.3.1 Cu FRUERSIATHIAE  AE % R Cu brifERE
i, 1 %HNO; A B 10 pg-mL™, I B
B 0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0 wg-mL™ FrAEFRS],
232 CAWUERYIAH & A% R Cd bRifERE R
i, 1 %HNO; %R 10 pg -L7, I A A

BeAE 2 pe -L7, 4R A SIBCAL 0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.8,
1.2, 1.6, 2.0 ng L' FrUERS],

233 PhARERSY]  HE B G HL Pb bRiEAS A WE i
FH 1 % HNO, ¥ %00 BE R 100 we -1, I FH B S A%
50 pe L, A #ER A SHEC K 0, 5, 10, 15, 20,
25, 30 pg L bRiERS,

234 AsPRUERS]  BURROTRIRER IR, H 2 %
FRFR R 200 wg - L7, XEF A SRR, 20 B %
Bo, 1,2, 4, 6, 8, 10mL, KEMAL0 %
RN —10 %PTIR IR G 10 mL, H 2 %E;
BRI E 2 2 100 mL, ALK 0, 2, 4, 8, 12,
16, 20 pg L7 B9bRUERS .

2.3.5 He hrifE RS BORBITHEAMERK, H2 %ih
PR BN 10 pg L AR A Sh AR R, 23 kS 5 R X
0, 1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10mL, 2 %ifrEs
% 100 mL, B 0, 0.1, 02, 04, 0.6, 08,
1.0 pg L7 BIARIER S,

2.4 bRdEdhZR2 M H2 B8 2.1 TR AR B A TAE S
PEEATINE , B EIRAR . B . EARUERINEW,
S WO R s B SRR ME RSN, A B e
R, AUE A ShA IR £k (LI ERE A 558t
JEIF X BT i C ATERPERIH ), Wk 4, k4
AL, TETARERIN, SRR R,
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Table 4  Linear regression equation and correlation coefficient

TLH 2k My HRAR A pg ml”
Cu  A=0.0687C-0.0223 0.9994 0.0~1.0
Ph  A=0.1689C+0.02441 0.9991 0.0~30.0
Cd  A=38.3141C+0.03531 0.9990 0.0~2.0
As  IF=197.1677C-41.0782 0.9998 0.0~20.0
Hg  IF=1228.1950C-4.2246 0.9999 0.0~1.0

®6 ARFHILDSEMEESETENRMER (ng-g,
n=5)
Table 6 Determining results of five heavy metals in Radix Glehni—

ae from different areas

FE R I8 Cu Ph Cd As Hg

2.5 AERIRARIR S SRR IS TR 2 YA
— ALV EER 020 g, FATERME 5 0, B ®
EICS pg mL?! A PREVE I . 1 pe e mL B HRAR HE
W 50 pg-mL! BOARARMEVS I . 2.5 pg-mL™! A fH
PRESIR . 50 pg- L WRFRIEA A | mL, BT 50
mL AR, FBAUKERZZIE, B SRS
PRUEV TR, % U IR S AR A 1 mL, 4359000
A B A CFREFFE S ) HZEHEE R o 2 IR R AR
AT , A TR IR R . i
5 AL, 5 FOCE MERAINRE ESCRAE 95.06 % ~
108.23 %2 ), FERHATL BHER R

®5 It SEERBMEEEKZELRE(h=5)
Table 5 Recovery test results for samples Radix Glehniae(n=5)

LIRS FHER % 5231 03581 01022 0.2622 0.0000
LA B 3702 07632 0.1541  0.0000 0.0000
WIAb 11.693  5.190 03753  0.3443 0.1763
NS AR 1 5.561 2753 0.2468  0.09068  0.0776
5 R 2 6.182  1.0086  0.2870  0.1047 0.0053

JLE FEEEE  pg AL /pg SPEMIRHE fug IR 1% RSD/%

Cu 1.0520 1.0000 2.0970 104.5 1.83
Ph 0.07201 0.1000 0.16707 95.06 201
Cd 0.02055 0.0200 0.04047 99.62 2.03
As 0.05273 0.0500 0.10326 101.06 243
Hg 0.0000 0.0010 0.00108 108.2 1.86

2.6 WiEIEIRE B, . L R HOGEM
PRIEIRFE 2.1 TR A4 25, EEEE 6 IR, T
Z 1 RSD 43514 0.96 %, 1.62 %, 2.16 %, 2.23 %,
1.05 %, FRUMEHE R RAT.

27 WAEVERE WEVE R —#At S 6
By, 4y 050 g, 2 2.2.2 W F Iy ikl & A A R
., S5, By ML B R, WS RITE
RSD 435147 1.83 %. 2.01 %. 2.03 %. 243 %. 1.86 %,
SERFIZ A RAT

2.8 FEMMMIGE  F 08 BaAR xRk B IDASERE . Tfdt
ZEMA SN ARERNILDP ST Cu, Pb, Cd. As
K Heg JEATIE I, 28R 0E 6.

3 itig
JE IR SO 8 3 AN BT 2 A HAT R H R

ik, MERREE = . BEREMER . TR bl s
o, EHTHAESE SRR, ik d A
SEE T, 356RH HNO--HCI0, 1}y i i 7
T FH#S ML) s JEg ol g AR B, HLZR 3 25 %1 i
MRl %, P aikped . AR EUEES,
Yy, B, BRI A W AR T4 X REE

A €245 A W B il 3003k 1 11 g 1l A o ) v
XA XRESE N ER: <50 mg-ke', <03
mg- ke, K<02 mg-keg”, il <2.0 mg-keg?, <20
mg-ke”, SIELE M L, PR RE IS
Zypih s FPE 4R A S = DL SGBARTE L o B L A
FRATR M TE R ESE RN, BRI AT 1AL,
ik 5.519 mgekgs MO EMA N HUER, h
0.3753 mg-kg™; 3 A7 HL S ALV SRS, L
CHEMHE . Wiy, LRSS ESE Y
B T AL 2 N7, SERHP S E 48 SRR,
HEAMEGR, h2k b E 4R & B RFE T RE S K
L M REEHBRIE AT R

ASCHFFERE D S 250 h 4 R B bR,
PSR, S GAP BT LA
PRUEIG R 4 RS R0

SEHf
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