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2 Ly(3Y
Table 2 Results of Lo(3*) orthogonal test
A B ¢ D ) %
/(mL) ! %
1 1 1 1 1 64 66. 29 3.81
2 1 2 2 2 50 66.07 - 1.66
3 1 3 3 3 40 63.18 - 8.23
4 2 1 2 3 56 67.08 1.58
5 2 2 3 1 45 64.25 - 5.31
6 2 3 1 2 60 71. 60 7.50
7 3 1 3 2 40 63.35 - 8.07
8 3 2 1 3 75 69.92 11.49
9 3 3 2 1 60 69. 20 5.15
K, -6.08-12.68 22.80 3.65
K2 3.77 4.52 5.07 -2.23
K; 8.57 4.42 - 21.61 4.84
R 14.65 7.20 44.41 17.07
3
Table 3 Variance analysis
F

A 38 2 19 4.75

B 12 2 6 1.5

C 334 2 167 41.75 p< 0.05
D( ) 8 2 4
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= r/méin 6 Table 2 Result of recovery test (n= 5)
/ RSD
1 (A) (B) (pg- mL-1) / ug / ug 1% /%
(C)HPLC 5.0 5.0 4.92 98. 51 2.11
Fig- 1 HPLC of blank plasma ( A) , matrine reference 25.0 12.5 12. 42 99.31 1.09
50.0 25.0 24.77 99. 12 1.13
substance (B), and matrine in plasma (C)
23 2.7 6 mg/kg
0,2.5,5.0,12. 5,25.0, 50.0,75.0,
125.0 pug/mL 8 3
0.2mL 0.2 mL, 0.1 mL, 20% ,
20% 0.4mlL, 5 mL ?
, I min, , 45 ) ,
, 50 uL R
H [4]
20 uL P ,
R H 7.6 s )
(A) c . p
A= 21970 C+ 27 938,r= 0.999 5, ’
1 50 ug/mlL pH 2.7, =
2.4 : > ’
5.0,25.0,50.0 pg/mL, 5
20 pL, ; , ’
1 )
1 (n=5) HPLC , .
Table 1 Result of precision test (n= 5) >
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