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, HPLC

1.1 : (3 ) ,

Magnolia of ficinalis Rehd. et
Wils var biloba Rehd. et Wils ;

, « »
20090905 ( : 110729-200310)
( :110730-200307),
10 g 250 mL , 16 ¢
8g 8¢ 2 g, , 300
mL

S5¢g 100 mL ,
0. 05 g/ mL ; )
0. 10 0 05 0. 025 g/ mL

B 2

1.2 : 170 ,
(20%2),
, SCXK () 2009
0004, 0047587,
1.3
.31 GGMS Agilent T echno
logies HP6890G C/ 5973MS -
; HP-5 MS (30 mm X
Q 25 mm x 0. 25 Pm)
.32 HPLC : Waters 1525

( ) Waters 2998 PAD

, Waters 2707 ); Waters

XBridge Cis (250 mm x4 6 mm, 5 Hm)
L33 : E60 (
Thermo ), BX51 Image Pro
Express ( Olympus ),
DY 89 —1 ( ),
GIS—1000 (
), GE—100 ,TC—48/ T/H (a)
( )
5 (5HT) la (DA) 1
( ), SABC
AEC (
). ( Solarbio), Trizol
(Invitrogen), TaKaRa RNA PCR Kit (
) M er ck
2
21 HPLC
{ » 2005 ( )
2 11 : - (757 25) )
0 8 mL/min; 294 nm;
25 C; 3 800
212 :
, 40 Hg/
mL 24 Pg/ mL ,
213 : ( 3 )
e, . : 100 mL
, ) 1 h, , 5
mL, 25 mL , ’ )
214
SHL, ,
22 GGMS
221 GGMS : HP-5MS
(30 mmxQ 25 mmx Q 25 Pm); 60~ 240 T,
5 C/ min; 1. 0 mL/ min;
250 C; 100 kPa; 0 20 BL(
Q 1HL); 10 1;
EL 70 eV; 250
C; 230 C; 150 G;
35~ 450 Wiley7n. 1
222 ; ( 3 )
50. 0 g, , , ,
; 1 h,
500 mL, , 50mL
, 10 mL
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50 mL, ig s ig ;
23 30 mL/ (kg d)( ) ig ;
231 , 5d
( 252 :
) 4 20 (C-IBS) ,
20 : ig , 8 h (0~4 C)ig2 30
, 40 mL/ kg, mL/(kg*d), 14 d, CG-1BS
232 , 253 242
200 ¢ , 8 90% 254 SHT la DA 1
2, 2 h, 20 g( SABC , AEC ,
10%), 5 400 ,
Olympus Micro Image 4 0
233 :
Q5 g/ mL ( 200 g/ 255 SHT la DA 1
kg, ), mRNA Trizol RNA,
Q5 g/ mL ( 200 g/kg, T rizol 50 mg 1 mL
) L. 5% RNA ,
234 14 d, 18S 258 ,
, 10 BL, RNA 1 UL, 10x
s RT 1 BL, RN ase free dH20 3. 75 UL, dNTP
1 UL, RNase 0.25 UL, AMV
24 0. 5 BL, Oligo dT-Adaptor 0 SHL
241 : 50 , , :30 C 10 min,45 C 30 min, 99 C 5 min, 5 C
5 R L5gl 5 min, 1 PCR www. ncbi nlm.
kg (3 L5075 nih gov , Primer 5
g/kg) 10 ig ; 5HT DA  Bactin ,
PCR 50 BL,
2105 ; 10 BL, 10 pmol./BL Q5 BL,
1 ; 30 5x PCR 10 BL, ddH20 28 75 HL, Taq HS
mL/(kg* d) ig Q 25 HL 1 3
24.2 (1) g ur 1. 5% ,
15 min, 5 , , GIS 1000
B-action PCR
, 26
, t (2) 261 III
( ) ig ;
; 5 ,
) ; 5 )
h t 262
25 60~ 75
251 1 40 , , 30 30
4 10 263 “
(L5 ¢l kg (L5¢l kg III 7
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1 PCR
Table 1 Primer sequence and reaction condition of PCR
PCR /bp
B-actin CTTCCTTCTTGGGTATGG 94 C 455,53 C 45 s, 353
TCAGTAACAGTCCGCCTA 72 C 50 s,35
DA 1 TCCAACT CACT GACT CCA 94 C 455,51 C 45 s, 252
ATGCACCTACCTTTACAATC 72 C 50 s, 35
5TH la GAGTTGTTGGGT GCCATAAT 94 C 455,53 C 45 s, 234
TTGAGTGAACAGGAAGGGTC 72 C 50 s, 35
264 (1) 2 2): 2~ 5
2 : 25% ; 25% , 0 86% 7. 68% , ,
; 25% ; 10 ( 1);2~ 5 (
25% ; 25% ) 2% R
( ) ( » , 2~5
<3 (2)
(3) 2
(IBS) (4 6 3 Table 2 Magnolol content in root bark of M. of ficinalis
var biloba at various ages ( 1- 20 year)
f i H Provi
265 (1) rom Guidong, Hunan Province
o oo 1 o o1
(2) 2 IBS /(mge* g~ 1) /(mge* g~ 1)
(3) 2 1 29 57 86 28 15 43
/ ) 2 11 1 16 5 27. 6 4 0 31 71
(4) , 3 34 9 41. 9 76 8 58 35 93
1 4 34 1 51 2 85 3 8 4 4 8 132
5 40 6 53 1 93 7 1.7 51 16 8
(5) 60~ 75 10 589 8.4 1403 153 88 241
26.6 , 15 537 949 1486 254 135 389
20 50 2 1177 1679 28 7 28 1 56 8
180
— o i
? T e et
1 o0 ,/0" ”””””
2 120 L
. g e
: @ (DHSI), £ e
) 4 E 60
® C £
» 00 12 34567 8 91011121314151617 181920
); @ ; ® . 1 1~ 20
(ALT) (BUN CI‘) Fig 1 Magnolol contents in root bark of M. of ficinalis
267 : R var biloba at various ages ( 1- 20 years)
, from Guidong, Hunan Province
5 s 1, ,7d 32 2~5
1 , 2 2~ 5 R
3 10 15 20
31 : (3
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, 81 9 kg/hm®, 3~ 10 , 5
( 2);2~5 , 3~5
10~ 15 , 3
[6]
( 3) 2 2 2 2 2
2 2 2 2 2
2~5 , R
2~5
3 2~5 10~ 20
Table 3 Comparison on magnolol contents between younger (2— 5 years by intensive cultivation) and older
(10— 20 years by traditional cultivation) root bark of M of ficinalis var biloba
/ /
, , / , / / /
( + m? /kg  (kge hm 2) 1% /g (kg * hm™ 2) 1%
(kg* hm™ 2) ¢ (kg=hm™ 2) (kg hm™2) (kg hm™ 2)
1 75 000 / / / / 0 80 60. 00 0 86 045 052 052
2 49 500 / / / / 10 70 529. 65 2 76 14. 62 14 62 7.31
3 33 000 / / / 4270 1409. 10 768 108 22 108 22 36 07
4 30 000 / / / 57 90 1737. 00 8 53 148 17 148 17 37. 04
5 15 000 / / / 139 50 2092 50 937 196 07 196 07 39.21
10 3000 231 6930 00 241 167. 01 512 40 1537.20 14 03 215. 67 382 68 38 27
15 3000 312 9 360 00 3.31 309. 82 1166 10 3498 30 14 86 519. 85 829 66 5531
20 3000 463 13 890 00 5. 68 788 95 1687 10 5061. 30 16 79 849. 79 1638 74 81. 94
90 & 90
E // & E /),
Z 60 Z 60
< el ~
e = &5
= U - B 3 e
= e
z 30 5 -
oy H
J_f?\ J—f?\\ 0 i
w0 b 012 34567 8910111213 14151617 181920
012 34567 8910111213 14151617 181920
/
! 3 1~ 5
2 1~ 20
10~ 20
Fig 2 Magnolol contents in root bark of M of ficinalis
var. biloba in average annual output per hectare
i 1- f i . . .
at various ages (1- 20 years) from Guidong, Fig 3 Comparison of magnolol contents in average annual
Hunan Province
output per hectare between younger ( 1— 5 yerars
33 : by intensive cultivation) and older ( 10— 20 years
, Wiley7n 1 by traditional cultivation) root bark of M of fici-
, 3 nals var.  biloba
, 4 38 ,
9 34 ; b
36 . 32 5 ) )
50 , 41 GC-MS ’
GC-MS , 3 « » s

85 36% 78 3% 69 T2%,
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4 3
Table 4 Comparison of volatile components in ethyl acetate extracts from three kinds of Cortex Magnoliae Of ficinalis
| % | %
1 [od a0l 004 017 24 002 013
2 Q02 009 005 25 002 005
3 - + + 1,8 Q09 016 022 26 0 01 Q 02
4 Q07 027 015 27 B- 005 005
5 4 004 040 1 29 28 GO 212 927
6 o Q04 001 Qo7 29 Q06 008
7 B- Q10 021 024 30 B- Q04 002
8 [od Q04 007 013 31 [og 0 08 Q 05
9 ¥ Q08 007 016 32 & 0 12 a1
10 o 012 012 032 33 HEEIGEN 0 03 0 21
11 B Q14 013 030 34 3 0 02
12 ¥ Q11 004 176 35 0 33
13 B- Q21 Q007 222 36 - 0 02
14 o 022 012 260 37 - 0 02
15 Q11 005 055 38 a a 02
16 Q01 002 009 39 0 02
17 Q09 017 015 40 0 08
18 36 11 33 16 46 08 41 o3 Q 06
19 Q07 025 054 42 Q10
20 4,4- -2,3’- 691 536 731 43 2,3, 3 -2(3 -1,3 a 07
21 49 25 4557 23 64 )-6 [3.2.0] -7
22 Q09 011 0 84 +1,6 -4
23 B 016 066 101 44 0 02
2 5% 106; 2 5% 103%; = /

root bark of M. of ficinalis var. bilobd s correction factor is 2 5% 106; younger and stem branches of M. of f icinalis var. biloba s correc

tion factor is 2 5% 10%; correction factors= sample volume/ injection volume

, 35
172 9 165 8 351 1 (1)
mg/ g, RSD 1L 2% 1 5%, : R
: (P< 005 Q 01),
HPLC ,
, 5 5 25%
217% 17.29%, : > : (P> Q 05) 6 (2)
> , 2 0%, : ,
( »
34 : , 5h (P< Q01
ig .
: 10 d, , (P<0.01),
5 3 (P<
Table 5 Contents of magnolol and honokol in three kinds Q0 05);
of Cortex Magnoliae Of f icinalis , (P> 0. 05) 6
/ / / )
(mg* g™ ") (mg* g ") (mg* g™ , ,
82 6 90 3 172 9
23 7 28 8 525

13 5 8 2 217
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6 (xts, n=5)

Table 6 Effects of Houpo Sanwu Decoction on intestinal function of nornal mice ( x *s, n=5)

/(g* kg 1) /% / min 5h
— 46 51%3.28 102. 60E 8 62 8 8t0 84
1.5 56 00%t6. 03* * 72.40% 5 46* 14 4%1 677"
3.0 52 62%3. 62 9. 8011 6544 10 61 144
L5 56 527 17" " 70. 80+ 8 29" ” 16 01 87" "
0.75 54 3313, 38* 8. 40% 5 73 % 22 11 6%1 67" 2
:*P<005 **P<0Ol; (2P< 005 “2P< 001
* P<005 **P<0QO0lvs control group; 2P< 0 05 22 P< Q 01 vs Houpo Sanwu Decoction group
(P> 005,
352 (D (P> 0 05) 7 (3)
, ig 5HT la DA 1 :GIBS
, (P< 0 01); 5HT la DA 1 (P< O ),
, (P< 0 05), (P< 0 05),
(P< Q0] 7 (2) (P> 0 ) 7 4 (4
: , SHT la DA 1 mRNA
5h , 5HT la DA 1 mRNA
(P< Q01 )
, mRN A .
(P<Q 01, (P> 0 05 7, 5
7 5 HT la DA 1 (xZxs, n=5)

Table 7 Effect of Houpo Sanwu Decoction on intestinal function and expression of 5 HT receptor 1a

and DA receptor 1 of constipated mice ( xEs, n=5)

/ /% mRNA
1% 5h

(g* kg™ 1 /min 5HT la DA 1 SHT la DA 1

- 52 58+3. 83 100 6£9. 07 92%£1. 10 27.20%5. 40 35 20£8 41 0 57£0 05 0 440 04
- 29. 68 5. 97 197 6+21. 73" ° 4210 84" 40.60t6 80" © 5080t 01" ©  a72t00st " as59t0 05" "
1.5 47.25%5 0342 128 8%9.8142  7.2%0.4544 29803 4244 43 00%6 2844 0 61F0 0524 2 0 48%t0 0542
1.5 47.56+5 5944 125 6+13. 0744 7.8F0 4542 3220%6 7244 4220171944 0 59F0 052 2 0 460 0542

* pcool; (4% pcool

¥ ¥ P< 001 vs control group; © 2 P< 0. 01 vs model group

A

@
5-HT Z4& 1a
-
D
A-control group B-model group C-Houpo Sanwu Decoction group D-Youpo Sanwu Decoction group

4 5 HT la DA 1
Fig 4 Positive expression of 5 HT receptor lo and DA receptor 1 in intestine of constipated mice

DA 2k 1
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5-HT 2 1la DA Z1{k 1

2000 bp—
1500 bp—
1000 bp-—-
500 bp—-
200 bp—
100 bp—

MM arker F 2 3 4
M-Marker Fcontrol group 2-Houpo Sanwu Decoction group 3 Youpo Sanwu Decoction group 4 model group
5 SHT la DA 1 mRNA
Fig 5 Expression of 5 HT receptor 1a and DA receptor 1 mRNA in intestine of constipated mice

2
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