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Abstract: Objective To establish the HPLC fingerprints of Xiangcao Guchi tincture. Methods

HPLC was adopted

for the fingerprint analysis, and the chromatographic conditions were as follows: PLATISIL ODS (250 mm x 4.6 mm,

5 wm) column, mobile phase consisting of acetonitrile—=0.1 % phosphorous acid solution (gradient elution), detection

wavelength at 250 nm, column temperature being 30 °C and flow rate at 0.8 mL +min”. Results There were 16

common characteristic peaks shown in the fingerprints. Among these peaks, 10 peaks were of Rhizoma Cyperi and 6

peaks were of Herba Ecliptae. Conclusion The established fingerprints can be used to control the quality of Xiangcao

Guchi tincture.
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Figure 1  The relative adscription analysis of common peaks in

HPLC fingerprint
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Table 1 Relative retention time of common peaks in fingerprints of

10 batches of samples
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Table 2 Relative peak areas of common peaks of 10 batches of
samples

BT Sl 2 83 oS4 S5 86 ST S8 89 S0 P RSD%
1 0.140 0.127 0.108 0.083 0.118 0.105 0.093 0.098 0.097 0.099 0.106 16.01

2 0.146 0135 0.126 0.105 0.131 0.122 0.117 0.120 0.115 0.114 0.123 9.62

30121 0.112 0.103 0.083 0.107 0.101 0.092 0.099 0.097 0.088 0.100 1127

4 0176 0.156 0.133 0.084 0.191 0.153 0.145 0.150 0.151 0.159 0.150 18.82

5 0163 0.163 0.175 0.159 0.176 0.164 0.166 0.156 0.161 0.164 0.165 3.86

6 0228 0211 0218 0201 0.221 0206 0210 0.208 0.203 0207 0211  4.03
1
8

0.199 0202 0.208 0.196 0.205 0201 0.195 0.192 0.180 0.181 0.196 4.79

0.242 0235 0.242 0225 0212 0215 0214 0.227 0220 0208 0.224 552
9(S) 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0
10 0.131 0.116 0.126 0.111 0.135 0.122 0.115 0.118 0.117 0.117 0.121 631
11 0111 0.107 0.107 0.104 0.102 0.105 0.095 0.099 0.095 0.096 0.102 4.60
120074 0.070 0.071 0.064 0.085 0.075 0.074 0.079 0.079 0.078 0.075 7.77
13 0.080 0.080 0.082 0.089 0.088 0.090 0.084 0.086 0.084 0.089 0.085 442
140221 0211 0213 0214 0235 0216 0220 0212 0223 0229 0219 359
15 0818 0.780 0.771 0.710 1.048 0.783 0.797 0.812 0.994 0906 0.842 12.70
16 1932 1790 1812 1.774 2423 1981 1933 1983 2272 2.108 2.001 10.60

&3 10#tERBEMETESER

Table 3  Results of similarity evaluation of 10 batches of samples

%% S 2 S3 4 S5 Ss6 ST S80S9 SI0 FHH RSD%

10202 0202 0204 0201 0.199 0203 0.204 0.202 0202 0202 0202 0.72
20300 0300 0303 0301 0299 0304 0305 0302 0303 0301 0302 0.64
30404 0405 0411 0412 0401 0411 0411 0416 0407 0404 0408 115
4 0534 0530 0537 0551 0533 0551 0.543 0.532 0533 0529 0537 152
5 0602 0.601 0.607 0.610 0598 0.606 0.612 0.603 0.601 0.609 0.605 0.76
6 0692 0.699 0.703 0.704 0.691 0.711 0.705 0.709 0.699 0.693 0.701  1.00
70723 0729 0726 0726 0.729 0.741 0.746 0.731 0.722 0731 0730  1.04
8 0962 0958 0967 0.963 0.957 0.981 0.966 0962 0958 0966 0964 0.72
9(S) 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0

10 1255 1251 1.263 1263 1249 1277 1272 1264 1252 1251 1260 0.77
11 1487 1479 1502 1.502 1474 1491 1491 1492 1481 1487 1489 061
12 1653 1.652 1.666 1.655 1.650 1.671 1.655 1647 1.653 1646 1655 048
13 1778 1777 1794 1784 1786 1.805 1.793 1.766 1.788 1.777 1785 0.62
14 1840 1.844 1.865 1.844 1.851 1.859 1.858 1.836 1856 1845 1.850 051
15 1.862 1.859 1.872 1.889 1.864 1903 1.891 1.880 1870 1876 1877 0.76
16 2029 2,035 2.052 2059 2.037 2.063 2.047 2.021 2.035 2.025 2040 0.70
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Figure 2 HPLC fingerprint of 10 batches of Xiangcao Guchi tincture
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