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Differences between processed product Heishunpian and Baifupian using fourier
transform infrared spectroscopy and HPLC
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Abstract: Objective To explore the rationality for clinical application of Heishunpian and Baifupian based on chemical
composition. Methods Fourier transforms infrared (FTIR), high-performance liquid chromatographic (HPLC), and combined with
pattern recognition methods were used to investigate the difference in comprehensive chemical composition of Heishunpian and
Baifupian. Furthermore, the content of active and toxic components of Heishunpian and Baifupian was comparative analyzed using
Student’s #-test. Results The FTIR combined with orthogonal partial least squares discrimination analysis (OPLS-DA) analysis
revealed a significant difference in the chemical ingredients of Heishunpian and Baifupian, which was more influenced by the
decoction type than the region. While the Heishunpian was distinguishable from Baifupian by hierarchical cluster analysis (HCA),
principal component analysis (PCA), OPLS-DA, and similarity analysis (SA) of HPLC, there was a significant difference in
composition. Compared with Baifupian, Heishunpian showed a significant increase in monoester diterpenoid alkaloids (P < 0.01),
but no significant difference in diester diterpenoid alkaloids according to the content determination results. Conclusion The
chemical composition of Heishunpian and Baifupian exhibited apparent discrepancies, which are used for different diseases in
clinics. The theory of “Baihuanheiji” in ancient materia medica is reasonable.
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M A EBERHEY S Sk Aconitum armichaelii
Debx. R0 T dt, HA BIBHRG . K BhBH
BRI, R T OoBH R M. A ik ARORT O
FHA RSN, HERAHN, WAL EEMAHR
v I R U P Ot D S S o = N B 2T N
=2y G I E 15 a g o H o e o e 1 S
Bt o DO, MR T2 RE BIA . A
FEERETELER AW, N5 E R
NG EEXE 2 PP s A, i ARER FE K 2 il %k
NCHAZBAY, BN, &, DLEREHER
N2, W (%) e R F R,
Gro7) B RAEARRRE), (AREFRTE) 76 M5 i 0
LS T AAS 25 Je Ja i) 5 (R Bt N 25000, (42
805 ) MR B0, CEI ) a— TR O,
(fai g we) e R R HAg, SR A e
R T6 97 2R O NUEBE . e o0 TS 4 0
JIE A4 G PR B IR TP X 48], AR
G N A —8, —HREMNX A, ZER
KyFEFEHEM RS, TR MEM A, ©F
FHIRE T S0 EE R E SR U e8], (]
i A LR FH 22 AN R I 45 A A 22 0 B 2 B A
W iisr . EEVEEA S MR 2 R, R
MR “HZRD” WRMNHPEEE. &
AREVFRE, A F ] & )85 15
By 275 S B PN A R 19-200 M-, ACHIE 5T SR I AE
H-AR #2046 (fourier transforms infrared,
FTIR) A1 HPLC, Z5HFitEIEN R A
B R B R R oy AR G PR 2H A AR AR b R 1)
SRR ZE AT T, N4, S
Hiy S FH BRI R B BE e R A Bl
1 (SRR
1.1 {428

Nexus (e B AR #2741 14 (€ [E Thermo
Nicolet A7) ); Agilent 1260 M & R AR 835 X
(G1322A BUTELZEILAHL. GI311A BIPU CHRIE SR
G1313A BUHERERE . GI316A TR . G1314A Y
VWD 45 2% f1 Chem Station €& 3% T /Fuh);
MS205DM B RF (MR 4R 2 RHsS (R ED
BIRAFD; HW-3 RLAMEFFE CRIETH 622
J7)s HY-12 BUEFHL (REERIEHALZFA IR 2
F]D; FY135 BB 2GR EnL CRERBFHER A
FRAFD; SB25-12D BUHFE IIHHENL (TR 24
IR BHIRAFD .

1.2 #8

FUE IR R R (LS 170421) T H K
FICCEAATA PR AR X BRI S 3k (it
MUST-18110710 ) « 2K F 8k 38 & Sk B (k5
MUST-19032406 ) =& H P x5 Sk B (it 5
MUST-19032807)+ Z3kfig (4it5 MUST-18110905)
B skig (kS MUST-19080210). k5 3kb (Jibs
MUST-18111308) ¥t H il & Wiks -E MR A TR A
Al DL IR R B >98%, il 2 (it
5 20171031) M HEEER W A F]; LRE (S
C11805665) ) H R T AL & KAk 2 il A A TR A 7]
ACREZEK, HARRAE el (EZER SR
FERATD. 35 KA FEMIET = 19)11 b
Yy, G RMRF BT IR S E N ERFHEY Sk 4
carmichaelii Debx. /W) FARNN T4, 4G E IR 1.

F1 [SHKEHERER

Table1 Information of decoction pieces of 35 batches of

samples
G5 RS gith
S1~S10 Layyes o REE
S11~S16 el ya VU Ty
S17~S18 A A Py ZNIRAN
S19~S29 A A P Z L
S30~835 =150y VY )L i
2 Bk
2.1 FTIR

2.1 MK BRI R 1 mg 2RI
b, INNRACARR K 200 mg 1A EGH), RBE
WEE L 5), BUOE 400 P TR H, LI 20 MPa
JEF, 1 min, BUH, ORI, DARES 355,
FE N, AR HER R,

2.1.2 FTIR &MFAJ55% %% il
400~4 000 cm™', ZF#FFFEAN 4em™!, RN 32
W, BRI B3R H0 A COL T3t K52
fE. R MR S S AR S A O R 3R STk 7 %
HBEAT 221,

2.2 HPLC EWEILRIEL

221 0ROV A O HE S 2R I Sk
St S DS T [ €S D S AE D N
WSkl RS SkiEE, MERE, E25mL &
M, AR BRI RIEE R B RE, R
1.80. 1.80. 1.60. 2.05. 2.05. 1.10 mg/mL IR &
SRR, &
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222 fHASEHMGIE BUEGBRR (335
i) 2 g, KEHEHRE, BHIEM A, iAW 3 mL,
FEEMAN T ARE-BERR GBS (10 1) 50 mL, FRE
R, MR Lh, B, ANERCRFI R, B
> 15 min (3000 r/min). H{ E3&E#HT 50 CKiH
T, BREREMA R ARE- =S (1D R
AV 2 mL WA, JERE, HUERIEWE, it 0.22 um
AL, & H.

223 (4% Agilent Zorbax SB-Cis {0ilhkE:
(250 mmX4.6 mm, 5um); PAZJE (A) -0.1 mol/L
SR (B AU BNAH ; B EEVE B FE 728 : 0~10 min,
10% A; 10~23 min, 10%~35% A; 23~33 min,
35% A; 33~47 min, 35%~58% A; 47~53 min,
58%~100% A; AR E 1.0 mL/min; FEi& 30 C;
BEFEARRA 10 pLs A 235 nm.

224 FOEMEARE) REEVGE S1 AR R, 1%
“2.2.27 WUTIER| S&RE RV, % “2.2.37 TR
%A, S HIAE 04 24 4. 8. 12, 18, 24 h #EREIIZE,
oG, DL A, TR b B B
B R R R S SR IR O 2 R, TR R AU
HH - A U (R X R B B 8] S ARG I TRIAR . LU iy
AL RSD 43998 1.64% 1.85%- 1.47%- 1.67%-
1.55%- 1.96%- 1.87%

225 FEEELAIG RS R TR (SD,
% 92237 WUN G RAFIESIERE 6 Ik, HATHE®
g, DIOKHELH S Sk Ry 2 i, THEIRL
T 1 - A R PR X O B B ) S A e T AR . 6
P I THAL ) RSD 2324 0.998%+ 0.97%-
1.34%. 1.13%- 0.78%. 1.21%.

2.2.6 FHEEMHARE) FEEEHHA SR (S,
AT 6 i, $592.237 TR E AP AERTE
DA BB 5 Sk SR o 2 R, TSI THIA . 6 Fb
A B RSD B2 A 0.96% 1.24%+ 1.11%.
0.88%. 0.79%- 1.05%.

2.3 $BFRALSTINZE

2.3.1 W MEAEERIEIE A “2.2.17 T,

2.3.2 MUK EI& [ “2.2.27 Tl

233 ik A “2.237 Tl

234 JRiEFES OMEE. HEME, el
SHERGBAPZ G, BITFEER . R %R E
PO (S, “FAT 6 1, A AIIAN 6 AXTig
MG, 1% “2.2.37 TG AR AR, KH
VRS SER NI v e R N N L/ EE DR TN

PSP NV EE PR S oyl e EL ]
N 98.34%- 97.19%- 94.58%-. 100.45%- 99.88%-
101.20%, RSD 4374 1.08%- 1.23%-1.53%- 1.70%-
1.12%-+ 1.13%.
235 AMEKRRELE kBRSSP
a AW, B RMRE, TCRL 6 MNREE, REASRERE
BERE S pL, #ERENE . DLERERNRAAER OO
WETAUMADE (YD), filbrdEfi e, THERET7
P, BRI 3 Fa. AR SR, R IH S
SN NI LRV EED N T NIETD N NI T RE DS N EETD S
BRI I FE 435 Y=270.22 X+6.847 6 (R*=
0.999 9). Y=229.9 X+5.725 (R>*=0.998 9). Y=
209.05 X+6.994 (R?=0.998 7). Y=173.58 X+5.027 9
(R?=0.998 2). Y=365.86 X+19.023 (R>*=0.998 4)
FY=11521 X+14.595 (R?=0.997 9), M5
AN 0.18~3.60. 0.18~3.60. 0.16~3.20. 0.205~
4.100. 0.205~4.100 #10.11~2.20 mg/mL.
2.3.6 FESEENE 335 AR 2 g, KSR
FRAE, 1% “2.2.27 BUF J7i%m) &4 s, %
“22.37 TR QG RAHERE, BT 3 0,
K F MR T 2R TP BT % Sk T 2% R g o % Sk
G U RSP RN RS NS (% 1N €=
24 BURSH

LA ISR R H OMNIC 9.2 34T AL b
H—A BERIEN E 3 iS58, It b
FH, AAMBRSUERE R OriginPro 2018 £ Hil]24];
HPLC fREUAEM BRI (heh e fir o &1 Ae
LN RGE) (2012.130723 fiO HEATITFEHDS), %
53 #r (hierarchical clustering analysis, HCA) 14t
ALK IBM SPSS (version 19.0) 5 ==
45343 #1 (principal component analysis, PCA)
1F 22 i # /N — e 3% ) 53] 43 #t - Corthogonal partial
least-squares-discrimination analysis, OPLS-DA) “}
1 SIMCA 13.0 {26,
3 HBRESMH
3.1 FTIR {55 EE SR
300 TGRSR ORE R SR A R BOR %ohig
[E]AH DG R A KT 0.999 6, RSD  0.09%; HE
P45 R B IR &G [ AH ¢ R B KT 0.999 3,
RSD 9 0.06%; #a i E 45 H /s & 061 [ AH ¢ &
HIRT 0.999 1, RSD 4 0.52%, KHIALIF 5h
WNEATE
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3.1.2 FTIR fR8UAiE  DAMEEHAR AT NZGHF
IRAR A BRI o o ) 5 [ P A 22 S 27280,
g AR B PR E L 1, B 1 AT
IR, ZHWEY. WEAEARRL, s, By
FE (D HEAZER, RUMRTFIT P2 4k
FARMRE, (HEREAR; FomERik 578.66 cm!
TR AT C-CO-C 1 N ¥R, 767.44 cm™
A1 858.75 em ™ HJE NI C-H #IIE HHREN, 926
em B TR C-H N ARTEIRS), 1028.04 cm™!
A11084.47 em ! EE N HRIE C-O B k3N,
1158.34 cm™ ' AbJy C-O BRI, 1367.64
1 425.10 e Ake)@H CHs 1) C-H 8K 28 jh R 3h =
— B (B

— s (i
— Az f
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v/iem™!

1 B BB AL EEE
Fig. 1 Average infrared spectra of Heishunpian and

Baifupian
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AR UCIE, 1 645.69 cm T T C=C #1454k
B, 2 160.74 A1 2 359.78 cm™! it MR UG I &
C=C MRS, 2931.26 cm™ NIF 3 C-H #F
BIHGER0, it BRI 2 FhBf A AR 2R B 1)
S e S 0 i e N NG WA AR S |
WHIEHHT I SR, ZRIE 2, AT 2 R
JTE 1430~2 000 cm™' BRIEFFAEX AL 1)« ” )
Wbk, BEAREAAERZER.

3.1.3 OPLS-DA 5 B WL R AE 2 A1 B A
B Ry £ 5, KA OPLS-DA #7404, #
35 MAE LA GIE R FEEE S\ SIMCA 13.0, &
IS, SRE 3. SGRER, =AY
ST AT B R A R 2 K2R AL 1D, 2 MR
R EATE, B RBT, JRa] AR ™ ik
FPIX 43, FA B R R0 ZE N B AR A 27 i o) 22 5 W
T, MR ER ST E R

3.2 HPLC 5 EE S

3.2.1 HPLC fagtlils it —bERA BN 55
B A FEGEME A 22 . B IR 35 fbERs, %R
“2227 BURNAEMISAEA, “2.2.37 TR ik %
PEHEATINE, e Eis . 19 HEEF AT 16 HEE
g R I FR SRS 3 A F N (R 2538 SUR B AR DL B
MRS, KA EIEIAT 2 R IE, i8] % 58
WHE N 0.1 min, 2ERC& B AR TR ORI K& &
RS, 255 A 4, @it S TR A0 IR AR

B BIG T ()
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SR (P
MWWMWWWWW
FIEF (ERD

e~

T T
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s
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Fig. 2 Second derivative FTIR spectra (A) and local enlarged drawing (B) of Heishunpian and Baifupian
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4 BIRAFBEMAEFREEEIEE A) EIRAEMN
R EIE (B) FBMFEY HPLC BMELEIE (O
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superimposed fingerprint of

AT EE X, BN 1. 24 3. 4. 5. 6 SIS HIN R
T 2 e SRR 2R F R IR S S A 2K R 3k R
B BT SRR IR S S
3.2.2 MMUESHr (similarity analysis, SA) ¥4
19 HEAPE AL 16 REERIA SNKAREAT 28T, 5
Bl A A A FR SR, 35 HURE S 4 5 B A
RV A R R e, TSR, 45 R
BoR, 19 fAM A 5 2R EO0, MK 287,
77 HUGT A3 (1 MR AR KT /DN

B S B R g, ARBUEN 0.808~
0.908, 5 R A B K i, AR N T
0.5; 16 kB 5 B LA 1 X B b, AR
JEA 0.806~0.990, 5 1B F HeA 1A B LA
FRALEE S8 /T 0.5, T8I AR AL BEAE v A 20 X 43 T B
RN S, W 5. badeh S22 0 S F A B A
(R 2H P S 4 TR ARACLRE LA B SR X 4 B, HPLC 484C
P 3= 20 4 2= K

L Sigisesn
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Fig.5 Similarity evaluation results of Baifupian (A) and

Heishunpian (B)

3.23 HCA DL 35 #ithfan A i i i A e 28
&, RAHMNBEGEFIR) LR AT E BT KRR K
¥, SRIE 6. WRIEREETTLEH, MK E
BN 20 B, 35 HERES BRI 2 MR, Hi 16
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LRI (ST~S16) TN 125 19 HLH R A (S17~
S35) TR U 2, REARFEMFIT HKB M1
WA AEAER R ZE R, AR R AN 5] = b v P 4H
SRR —8, R RS T2
TEER AR, 5P XA RS, 245 RS
BURE PR &5 SR — 5

3.24 PCA ¥ 35 $HURE LA g i) 0 T AR HHhs
FA SIMCA 13.0 3, RATCIEB AR TTE
BT PCA, FLHIE A HUSE, 4R NE 7. B
fRBERSE R2e N 0.69, TINEEISECHN 039, &
R BR B 32 o0 P RRRE 69% A IR AR AR &, AR AR FI
AEJIN 39%. M PCA HUREIEH, 35 #FEmmE
N 2 4, AN TR PRI B AR 4 R 2 2K,

LB
10 15 20 25

S17 =

I

I R A REEE XX EEX)

0 5
S12 *
S16 *
S2
S3
S1
S8
S4
S9
S7

El6 35 itHEmuIRE T IRRE

Fig. 6 Dendrogram of cluster analysis for 35 batches of

samples
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8 / 023
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4 s/ 1
(5225387, S
s/ o %6 )
g, s 30 | SUAY siefesy
= i ki€ ’SY
(Y AR ST ey Ty
Is35o8%2 ws1s 7S2 o
(835 77 . o
—4 e / slé wS12 -
( =
-8

7 35 #tHEm PCA S E
Fig. 7 PCA score plot for 35 batches of samples

2 MR BB R A, e HIAH HAZ X, PCA 45
REH HCA —3, KA 5By FEEEH
Y ZEFEOR, MRS, e AR A3 R R A
XL

3.2.5 OPLS-DA Nt — ik T 85U B A E
B e A 22 S MR B AY, 4 35 AR A LA e Ui
A, SN SIMCA 13.0 #47H MBI
OPLS-DA, WK 8. Z5R /N, ZTRIMBAY 2t i
BBE B R2 N 0.67, RN 0.76, FiillGE S O
90.60, ¥JKT 0.5, RBAIFE AT EE . TlEE
o AN, SRABIRK (n=200) 38IF, S5RE
TN SR BENLHER P A ) R2 A0 Q2 B/INT A7 3 ) SR 4R
5S35 R?= (0.0, 0.225), 0?= (0.0, —0.42) 1],
KT OPLS-DA A4 & R 4f . OPLS-DA 14
Sy BB 8-A, WL 35 HERE SR N 2 2%, BRI
EN—FK, A RANRI—K, SR E PCA —H.
PR AE B B A (VIP) il e xof 4 1) 2 7 1)
SRR, DL VIP Al >1 NEME, ikl 15 2%
SRR EY, SR K 8-B, 184 3 A
B 9. 25, 18 T, FRIRIX 3 ANEAT 2 A I
PG 1 22 S bm B A, Fod 18 S & IR
B T [E) LA U K G S Sk R, 594 2 MR
B

A - RS 1
4 G5 > 1S15.ST1
[O0as3] N AN
2 GapAON, Wsie X120
U ASHON "5513 Sh
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o -2 §390 2554 ~50 )
by / ~——=
4 \52
-6 B
-8

VIP[1]

2
'SR '
0 L.

-1
9251851419161011 8 7211761223 3 13201 21522 424
VarID (Primary)

8 35 iitiEmAY OPLS-DA 1557[E (A) RE VIP & (B)
Fig. 8 OPLS-DA score plot (A) and VIP values (B) for 35
batches of samples
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33 EMRNEE

T HER 2 BRI ZE S, ARBIEFUR B AR
R () 6 Fl RS sl AT e, AAETEPER
FAEE R A (k. BT SkE . RSk Al
B RS R B A A COR HR 8 5 Sk Ji e, o H
P 5 Sk JEUBRORT A R R O S Sk R D, 45 SRR BT Bt
) BTG 2R A A R O Y A A R 3 4 )
4 0.003%~0.017%F1 0.001%~0.017%; 5 4>
578 0.003%~0.023% & 0.000 7%~0.002 0%. %
(R EZG L) 2020 AP i 22Kk, RIS AR AL AR
Y% =0.01%, METZYEDIIR<0.01%!1, 35 fitzitf
o 13 IARTE CPEZI) 2020 FRRESK, H
FEB A 1R 5 19 LA AR 57.89%. i
Student’s ¢ R4, A SN A B A AR R 2
VS EEREE, BAGIEE X (P<0.01),
TSR 2 AR P & & 22 e AN 3 (P>0.05), DL
9, HE—PUESE T T2 B ) CRIBTD Reddm
AR L SRR, R T “AZRER
(A R 35 AR A 6 M A B 7 B AR 2.

2.00 -

T S
535k

1601 ] S [
) ! I !
R 1204 | !
5 T -
= 080
\-Hé’
0.40 - o »
b i I
I b LI |
0 = T
¢ X
= o
E =
#

R T % Sk
R I Sk S
RS A
TOUHE TR A

ERRE (P<0.05); TEFHEE (P<00D).
"Difference is significant (P < 0.05); ™ Difference is very significant
(P<0.01).

9 BMAREMEEIERS G FREER
Fig. 9 Statistical test of alkaloids components of Baifupian

and Heishunpian

4 iR

AWFFLHEET FTIR Al HPLC, & &bt &2 07
VR, N RRIIGUR RN B B B AR A 2 S AT R
TR MR ¢ RIS HA RO B o Bk
T BT . FTIR Al HPLC WFFt 45 3R Bon, 2 ik
RS R R ZER, FE—RrRET, ]
FRYE = HuBEAT X 73, 2B B R S A 2

2 35HHERN 6 MEYHANS S E
Table 2 Content of six alkaloids of 35 batches of samples
i & 73 4l(mg g7)

5 RRBE EPER EPRD L oy e
BaEE G gw TN SR X

S1 14046 00885 01502 0.0755 00298 00242
S2 10832 00784 01002 0.0669 00272 00221
S3 11012 00706 00928 0.0641 00298 00262
S4 15152 0.0993 01204 0.0690 00459 0.0272
S5 18490 01243 01345 0.0804 00335 0.0302
S6 19959 01322 01822 0.0915 00440 00408
S7 14427 01049 01070 0.0674 00670 00346
S8 14129 00916 01017 0.0638 00541 00238
NY 16314 01049 01397 0.0735 00517 00256
SI0 18446 01244 01174 00778 00606 00270
S11 03410 00257 00071 00478 00065 00321
S12 12573 0.0521 00199 00473 00557 00196
S1I3 02887 00181 00122 00414 00074 00277
S14 14288 0.084 00638 00593 00348 00271
S15 16547 0.089 00657 0.0596 00674 01094
Ste 04209 00280 00169 00437 / 0.1006
S17 10212 0.0509 00243 00468 0.0936 0.0987
SI8 07512 00630 00283 00442 0.0069 00751
S19 07271 00625 00250 0.0617 / 0.1006
S20 0594 00567 00251 0.0528 / 0.0891
S21 08308 00654 00282 00551 / 0.088 1
S22 11020 0.080 00386 00699 / 0.086 7
§23 07785 0.0603 00316 00479 / 01331
S24 11185 0.0834 00425 0.0574 / 0.0875
S25 08203 0.0653 00320 0.0545 / 0.0834
S26 14638 00971 00461 00587 0.0122 0.0813
S27 15665 01108 00736 00622 0.0238 0.0827
S28 16052 0.0358 00242 00354 04363 01065
S29 14348 01645 01132 00674 05610 0.1139
S30 05660 0.0810 00990 00672 0.0993 0.1638
S31 13688 0.0627 00353 00567 00731 0.0508
S32 07939 00552 00279 0.0605 0 0.046 9
S33 00741 0.0731 00684 00471 00266 00443
S34 06789 0.0415 00190 00519 0.0055 00501
S35 02837 00146 00065 00468 0.0089 0.0512

oy Z R HE, KA RENERE T ER . K
BT, SRR AT B A A B 2 A e i 2
FRE, BAESIEEE L (P<0.01), TR A
Y SR ZE R E X (P>0.05), HERIiHA
AR A R SR e, O MR I R ER R AR
Tle Bt R AE DT BRIV 9 G 1) 32 BV PR AR
32338 IR T IR AL DIAH
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