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Application of QAMS in quality control of Scrophularia Radix
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Abstract: Objective To establish a measurement method for the content of five compounds (acteoside, harpagide, harpagoside,
angoroside-C, and cinnamic acid) in Scrophularia Radix quantitative analysis multi-components by single-marker (QAMS), and
verify the accuracy and feasibility of QAMS in the quality control. Methods Taking harpagide as internal standard substance,
the relative correlation factor (RCF) of acteoside, cinnamic acid, harpagoside, and angoroside C was established. And the
content of each component in Scrophularia Radix was determined by the above-mentioned RCF. In order to prove the
scientificity and feasibility of this method, the results were compared with the external standard method. Results The relative
correction factors of acteoside, cinnamic acid, harpagoside, and angoroside-C were 0.068 (RSD = 0.53%), 0.060 (RSD =0.81%),
0.142 (RSD = 1.17%), 0.197 (RSD = 1.82%). No significant differences were found among the quantitative results of four
components in 25 batches of Scrophularia Radix determined by the two methods. Conclusion It is feasible and accurate to
evaluate the quality of Scrophularia Radix by QAMS.
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Fig. 2 HPLC of mixed reference substances (A) and
samples (B)
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e LR . PRI FRTOE R, R A0 A
ELEF 712 pg/mL M FHBRTT 124 pg/mL A% IS
C 148 pg/mL. FMEELMRTT 304 pg/mL. WHEER 100
ng/mL RSV, BIfS.

2.1.3 HHAMERPSIE WX SUAMHARY 2.0
g, M¥RRE, BAREHVHY, MEMAFE 50
mL, %%, FREFE, Rl 1h, HAELHE (D)
500 W, #i% 40 kHz) 45 min, ¥4, HRERE,
F R AN DR R &, $85), 42 0.22 um FSLIERE
e, EXERuEW, RIS

214 AMEXRRFL W “2.1.27 BURNIEAE X
i OE B, F R O R IR A SRR IR A
XTI SV, R 0 7124 356, 178,
89. 44.5. 22.3 ng/mL, EMH-FHRRE SN 124, 62,
31, 15.2. 7.75. 3.88 pg/mL, ZH&IEE C 205N
148, 74, 37. 18.5. 9.25. 4.62 pg/mL, M EMIEF
3R 304, 152, 76+ 38. 19, 9.5 pg/mL, W
253708 100 504 25, 12.5. 6.25. 3.12 pg/mL.
B IR VR A X IR SRV 10 pL, 4% “2.1.17
TiUF s &R e e A . DASTHIAR (YD X bR
2 OO FATEIERE, SEIETR 5 e B
Y=6 863 X—15 747, r=1.000, £k :J5H 0.22~7.12
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ng: KHTHREE: Y=100 969 X—83 586, r=0.999 9,
AMEJEH 0.039~1.24 pg; LK H C: Y=33 076
X+41466, r=0.999 8, ZEVEH 0.046~1.48 pg;
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Y6 0.095~3.04 pg. WHERR: Y=111 826 X—3 382,
r=1.000, ZMHVEHE] 0.032~1.0 pg.
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i B ) — X R IR (R LR S SRmh R
RIS C. WMEMTE . WERRZEIRE D 5N
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HEEEERE 6 X, UGN 25 RIG T, KTt
R 2RI T Cs e LR« AR I i AR ) RSD
SN 0.11% 0.15%- 0.14%- 0.14%- 0.16%, 1X
R R R
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FEGMERL.
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0.85%-+ 0.48%- 0.48%. 0.45%, B{fiAT 24 h
WERIE o
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5.51.6.21 mg) &M FHFRH (1.02.1.14.1.27 mg)-
YRR T C(2.47.2.65.3.05 mg) . M AR 7 (1.38.
1.50. 1.72 pg/mL) WHERR (2.67. 2.90. 3.29 mg),
P “2.1.37 TUF Ji ikl AR s i, eI E ,
SRR AR KRR LIS E C. AR
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100.43%. 102.88%. 98.26%-. 103.02%, RSD K
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fFEER,
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Table 1 Relative correction factor of three components in Scrophularia Radix

iﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ/ uL f L/ A f AR/ T f B/ 2T C f W T AR
2 0.059 7 0.068 1 0.195 0.144
4 0.060 0 0.068 0 0.192 0.140
6 0.060 1 0.068 1 0.195 0.140
8 0.060 7 0.068 6 0.200 0.142
10 0.060 2 0.067 8 0.197 0.141
20 0.061 1 0.068 7 0.202 0.143
EHME 0.060 0 0.068 0 0.197 0.142
RSD/% 0.81 0.53 1.82 1.17
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Table 2 Relative correction factor by different instruments and chromatographic column
SR & i S et S et st s etz S wes e
S| b Sapphire 0.060 3 0.068 1 0.194 0.142
InertSustain 0.060 4 0.066 4 0.200 0.141
Boston 0.060 1 0.065 5 0.201 0.139
Waters Sapphire 0.0610 0.067 7 0.199 0.137
InertSustain 0.060 4 0.067 6 0.198 0.138
Boston 0.060 4 0.066 4 0.193 0.142
W2 R Sapphire 0.060 4 0.068 2 0.193 0.142
InertSustain 0.063 8 0.068 1 0.206 0.146
Boston 0.060 0 0.066 5 0.199 0.141
Ty 0.061 0 0.067 0 0.198 0.141
RSD/% 1.94 1.46 2.19 1.85
R 3 FEISPURIBLEE NG IEFEXTAEXT R BB A2
Table 3 Retention time lag between target component by different instruments and chromatographic column
SEES & =R IR nistees IR stists IR Wi IR wos:
S 1 J7pE Sapphire 2.068 2.226 2.514 2.625
InertSustain 2.089 2.283 2.525 2.584
Boston 2.071 2.315 2.591 2.667
Waters Sapphire 2.160 2.323 2.575 2.674
InertSustain 2.154 2.346 2.583 2.793
Boston 2.129 2.433 2.475 2.717
525G 2 J7pE Sapphire 2.076 2.262 2.525 2.604
InertSustain 2.096 2.268 2.504 2.558
Boston 2.119 2.262 2.541 2.618
FEME 2.107 2.302 2.537 2.649
RSD/% 1.66 2.67 1.53 2.75
223 AFEMABURERN AR IER TR £ 224 AFEARHEIER TR R

[l —s280 s, ] Waters 2695-2998 1 0B (i)
F1 Sapphire Cig (250 mmX4.6 mm, 5 pm) i,
SRR R 0.90, 0.95. 1.00. 1.05. 1.10
mL/min I, FEEEXTRIEERR . R THRRE . 22t
IEHE C. e AR B AR IR BT . 55 58 W
4, ISR, &R HXEIERT RSD #/h T
2%, FEAFAR M E T BN R

£4 FEMRE

e, ] Waters 2695-2998 i RICHUAH (i A AT
Sapphire Cjg (250 mmX4.6 mm, 5 pm) g,
Iy LRI 204 25, 304 35, 40 CHf, BAE
FEXFARERR . KM THRREF . ARV C. M EARTF
AR IE PR TR0 . S5 R 5, SEiaR .
B X R IE BT RSD ¥/ T 2%, #EA R
TEHIMERLT,

SRR IE E FHI R0

Table 4 Relative correction factor by different volume flow

%*R?ﬁi/(mbminfl) S et mpe St ot s Sest i ¢ [t mwm
0.90 0.060 7 0.069 8 0.197 0.138
0.95 0.061 1 0.068 0 0.201 0.142
1.00 0.060 1 0.067 9 0.200 0.141
1.05 0.060 9 0.068 3 0.202 0.140
1.10 0.061 7 0.069 9 0.197 0.141
RSD/% 0.93 1.44 1.20 1.05
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Table S Relative correction factor by different column temperature

K/ C S et S e st st et o S wesmems
20 0.060 5 0.071 4 0.202 0.140
25 0.060 8 0.0712 0.200 0.138
30 0.0610 0.069 6 0.201 0.141
35 0.060 2 0.069 8 0.202 0.141
40 0.062 2 0.070 3 0.200 0.143
RSD/% 1.28 1.17 0.58 1.27

2.2.5 A[E pH EX AR IR T B0 e [F—
LU, ] Waters 2695-2998 i AR (A {3 RN
Sapphire Cjg (250 mmX4.6 mm, 5 pm) i,
53 9 75 SLR B BEIR AR AR 0 HON 0.1% 0.15%.

0.2%- 0.25%- 0.3%FM, M EF X REERE . 8T
AR RIS C e B AR O AR IF R 7 (1) 5%
M. SR 6, EREH, HBHNRIER T
RSD ¥J/NF 2%, TEAIE pH (N EHIME R LT,

6 7[R pH EXHEMKIEREFHIF M
Table 6 Relative correction factor by different pH

BRI R 43 50/ % et I et st s S etz [ e
0.10 0.060 6 0.069 1 0.193 0.142
0.15 0.060 3 0.067 6 0.196 0.141
0.20 0.060 2 0.067 1 0.193 0.141
0.25 0.060 2 0.068 0 0.195 0.140
0.30 0.0599 0.067 0 0.194 0.142
RSD/% 0.44 1.28 0.66 0.52
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W ZSMIL 25 ALk (S1~825), 43hli%
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I C. M. ARG, RA—WZ
VEERISMbRIE, THEZM T S PR &,
FEXE 2 FOTIRIE 4 AT, R 7. dRR
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3 g

AW FE N Z S 504 0 B I e 7 TR L
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BRI, REUES, EIMEL, EA-RRE
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Hors B B AR N R SRSy, B —
ERREN, ERNSY). 2kl 7 FIRE %
UM IR TR GE SRR RIS 2 MR R
WGy, HOERE . S3E. AR,

TERT I K e S B, AR DAD i)
EREFR I A 604 L. WA R IEERR. 2Rt
THRRTEF « ZER8I8EF C 7E 190~800 nm N AT 2K
HH, Far b TARKEAE 2100 254, 276, 335
nm BFEAMFIERISCOE TS, R . ne BV
RIS, 76 210 nm B, GiEgE R4
T Ek ERE R, AT LLEB I E X2
5 sy, ME SR AER Y . E IR

BT 52 17 AR m RORAH CLi A S i A . A
[FRFRAL R AN AR 22 8 AH pH X AH X 4% 1E A
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Table 7 Results of sample determination
- WEER% KU THRH % ZHRAEH C% W T % WE %
Shbmik —ZVHE  RSD  AMmiE —IZPHE RSD  AMREE —WZIHE RSD M —WZWEE RSD O AMEE
NI 0.290 0.287 071  0.118 0.118 042  0.890 0.896 048 0316 0.318 0.45 4.808
S2 0.580 0.582 024  0.121 0.120 0.59  1.600 1.604 0.18  1.054 1.069 1.00 3514
S3 0.453 0.459 0.93  0.166 0.165 043  1.168 1.163 0.30  1.019 1.008 0.77 4.967
S4 0.342 0.344 041  0.528 0.523 0.67  2.022 2017 0.18  1.149 1.143 0.37 3.149
S5 0.658 0.653 0.54  0.258 0.258 0.08 1451 1.439 0.59  1.136 1.139 0.31 3.082
S6 0.341 0.339 042 0854 0.849 042 0.654 0.648 0.65  0.534 0.541 0.92 2448
N 0.224 0.218 192 0.091 0.092 077  1.024 1.027 021  0.299 0.288 2.65 1.834
S8 0.285 0.289 0.99  0.128 0.130 110 0.643 0.648 0.55  0.278 0.273 1.28 2,618
S9 0.551 0.549 026  0.147 0.148 048  1.132 1.133 0.06 0.776 0.768 0.73 3292
S10 0.301 0.306 116 0.130 0.129 0.55  0.764 0.757 0.65  0.569 0.558 1.38 1.653
S11 0.192 0.188 149 0.107 0.109 131 1106 1.119 0.83  0.501 0.503 0.28 1.989
S12 0266 0.265 027  0.112 0.110 127 0.963 0.968 037 0472 0.464 121 2.389
S13 0.224 0.227 0.94  0.146 0.142 196 0815 0.819 0.35  0.806 0.796 0.88 2.637
S14  0.150 0.147 143 0.158 0.159 045  0.802 0.787 134 0.480 0.474 0.89 4.429
S15 0.276 0.272 1.03  0.103 0.105 136 1.309 1.296 071 0.578 0.582 0.49 2.787
S16 0294 0.292 048 0224 0.227 0.94  0.761 0.756 047  0.124 0.123 0.57 1.02
S17 0154 0.151 139 0.088 0.086 1.63 0958 0.950 0.59 0342 0.340 0.41 0.21
S18 0.302 0.301 0.35  0.104 0.103 0.68  0.614 0.607 0.81 0215 0.217 0.65 0.402
S19  0.186 0.191 188  0.147 0.148 048  0.124 0.121 173 0512 0.507 0.69 0.452
S20  0.235 0.229 183 0.195 0.192 1.10 0654 0.644 1.09  0.642 0.651 0.98 0.425
S21 0.201 0.199 071  0.118 0.116 121 0.145 0.147 0.97  0.446 0.438 1.28 0.321
S22 0.121 0.124 173 0.256 0.253 0.83 0344 0.338 124 0.234 0.236 0.60 0.261
823 0.106 0.101 342 0483 0.480 044 046 0.464 061 045 0.457 1.09 0.645
$24 0364 0.363 0.19  0.124 0.121 173 0.164 0.161 131 0.107 0.105 1.33 0.524
$25 0.442 0.441 0.16 0245 0.249 115 0542 0.546 052 0.151 0.148 1.42 1.013
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