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Abstract: The herb “Mutong” has long been plagued by significant species confusion in traditional Chinese medicine, involving non-
toxic Mutong (dkebiae Caulis), Chuanmutong (Clematidis Armandii Caulis), and the highly nephrotoxic and carcinogenic
Guuanmutong (A4ristolochiae Manshuriensis Caulis). This paper provides a systematic review of the historical origins of such
confusion, including changes in nomenclature, resource shortages, and regulatory gaps, with a focused analysis of the toxicity
mechanisms of aristolochic acids (AAs), encompassing metabolic activation, DNA adduct formation, and the resultant A:T to T:A
mutations leading to urothelial carcinoma. Although the Chinese Pharmacopoeia reinstated the use of genuine Akebiae Caulis and
prohibited Aristolochiae Manshuriensis Caulis in 2005, widespread adulteration persists in the market, highlighting the limitations of
conventional identification methods. This study further comprehensively evaluates various identification techniques ranging from
morphology and microscopy to modern molecular biology and spectroscopy, discussing their respective strengths and weaknesses. It
proposes the development of an integrated “field-laboratory-regulatory” tripartite identification system, incorporating portable NIR-
PCR devices, Al-assisted LC-MS databases, and blockchain-based drug traceability systems. Finally, the paper calls for establishing a

three-dimensional “efficacy-chemistry-toxicity” evaluation model to scientifically reinterpret traditional empirical knowledge, thereby
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enhancing the safety and global acceptance of traditional Chinese medicine.

Key words: Akebiae Caulis; Clematidis Armandii Cauli; Aristolochiae Manshuriensis Caulis; aristolochic acids; species adulteration;

DNA barcoding; identification of traditional Chinese medicine
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KRG BT AR, E DA RS
ORI ERR T 3 A RIRAREY, AEEA
Il Akebiae Caulis )| 18 Clematidis Armandii Caulis
K B A 5 1R AKIE  Aristolochiae Manshuriensis
Caulis!2) (1) XA ARG UL FEAR
R, B AN RBER AL A A, HARYRAE T
PSR AARARIT . RIS B B, AT
PR B B R B B D R R
PR RAHBY . R AT MR L ) AT TR
BRSO, AdEE (hEZ) 2005 FERRIE
WCRACE IS R ARIE , (HIB MBI R A IR AES, 1T

R E R B IR, XN TS
SEBORIRRIE . R — &R, A 2y
BREBARMRIT “AE” 2B,

ARG T AR P SR BB
P KB E SR . o T SRR IR I AN 1L
A DNA 53808, IXLERN FERAETER) AT 5
T:A FAZMRE bR, JFo-l 7 MRS &
£ 5] DNA KRG 22 1 — RIEE B,
BRI TR BRI S SRR Ak, EE R
7 BRI N A ARG, B A
Bk N BEsg sl M e A X RBEIB I EOR . IF
HAB S B UL “ T 2-RE 1k PRTAEZE,
LR AR SR S BUACREA P HE AR DA, AT S 7T
hEj et A REM R L.

R KBS IAE K KXABEAFHE

Table 1 Characteristics of Akebiae Caulis, Clematidis Armandii Caulis and Aristolochiae Manshuriensis Caulis

KAl A

JIAE KA

T RIR
Decne.. =M AKifl A. trifoliata (Thunb.)
Koidz. 8% A A8 4. trifoliata (Thunb.)

7 N

RIBRHEYIA A Akebia quinate (Thunb.) £ E B E Y /NAKME Clematis & 5 2 R HE W R b 5 28
armandii Franch. B{ S5 ERE C.
montana Buch. -Ham. [ T &
Koidz. var. australis (Diels) Rehd. ()T 25

Aristolochia manshuriensis Kom. [

TR 2

KEMT KR BUECGERE, BREAES, BT B KRG BREMIET Bk 23R, BREME, T
B e D) T

1 “Ki#” ®hENA

PEHUE, Kl Akebiae Caulis JRA4IBH, 1
T (MR ATLZ ), (REZEE) OHEE: “ARIE, (&
Z) L, PR REE (AR doyAkdE, 4
AP EA BB, Ji R, 5itAE. 7B
SRR DO . “IEs, Afaiuh s &L, HZ
TRER=ST, HWAH . =, Bk, 45
WA, %R, BlE, g2 HE, SANBZK
W MAEBTIRESE, ThdoAd.” CRRRICRE
B U 0K 38 0 iR, FR: “AE R AR B
2, FFRWEH, BRREER, @R MK,
SNAE, JTYE, FEEERO, WSS, ITHE
&, HOREM, EEAE RS BERHS A
o Bk, HRIME, dETomk, BH, @, 4
A, TR, TR IR, A2 R, fE

HARARRL R AR, 17 (R EZ L) 2025 FERRC
B Tetrapanacis Medulla W X W 4% 2 38 i A
Tetrapanax papyri fer (Hook.) K. Koch I 152548
TER WA S ) B ads 1 )IARE, 1
PIARH 8 5 T5 B il A ) IE 3. 20 2D 50 424K,
N F RIS K R BUE G R R, A K S
15 A A 1 3 Mk SR H IRk - 1954 SE TR 2
Bor, WEWE “RIE” FERNYGEREHEY AR
L Y44 Aristolochia manshuriensis Kom. g% .
EERKREMEN, HE™TFRIRIE=S, M54
KA. BJG, AT N (Hr E 25 88) 1963
TR, 1z CRE 2D R T RS R A
MEBEB)IABBEZE . A0, BT EaoREEE
g, (REZH) 1977, 1985, 1990 Fl 2000 4F
HR T MR 7 ARIE, AUORER NIARIEFICARIE . (A1
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?E%EI’J%, i R Ak 77 0 s 245 1) 79047 4 845 FH A3
4, ST a4 ERRELT.
1%6$élﬁkﬁmﬁﬁm%fﬁ%ﬁ&$%
PARAE AN AIE N F AR R, E0)I4E,
MDY A moupinensis Franch. tH4 FH AE AH 1]
BAAMAL . RERAEEER T ELF4

i, U EAAE T 202, Kk, T
AT ARIEE A AL R A R St 2

S, REAER g i T E )RR
Wo H 20 D 60 FACLIOR, KRR, K2
A RABE BN, ColkZEAETEZEH R
PEE BRG] YRR TR AR OCME W Caristolochic
acid nephropathy, AAN) HJEFRINEILET 1993 4,
N 9 24 LERI 2 Lo M AR I 5 A B LR B )
b2 (ENRIETT R —& ) J5, HIl T
POk e B 1A B B A4l . X — R R T
SRR PR ER B R E L), 2003 £F, [H K
s M B R R R . (R E ) AR, B
2R T SRR RRERIERCARIERZ G, s, +
R 24 TAFE# X AR M Rt wt s (el (hE
2541 2005 FhEABABERHEVI A A. quinate
(Thunb.) Decne.. — M Kl A. trifoliata (Thunb.)
Koidz. 8 A K8 A. trifoliata var. australis (Diels)
Rehd. [ ZE AR AL A AH .

2 “KiR” BEMMEE

AE TR E R AR TR E A
PRI AT S AR, %W B A B R B 1 A B
JE k. YRR IRIE R AT AW iE A, AL
J5id 72 E 2 NADP)H:BR AL SR EE 1 bl
LSRR IR I EE R [ N Fe e, AR Rl N-F2 2 1 4%
WIEf%-1 (N-hydroxyaristolactam-I, NOH-AL-D), B
Ja WK T s R RLE A A S . T A E T
5 DNA T IEm [ B, T8 R e 4% P It ik -
DNA C(aristolactam-DNA, AL-DNA) &4y, X4k
& YW % a2 filk R AR N E R VIR 2 B
(TkRT
AR E (transcription coupled-nucleotide excision
repair, TC-NER) fll 4= J5j 3 K ZH &£ & (global genome-
nucleotide excision repair, GG-NER) . 7EIX 5144
o, ISR NIRRT AR S E &Y (aristolactam-
deoxyguanosine adduct, AL-dG) AJi#id TC-NER
GG-NER 4% 58 2 R 110 JE#e P B - SR
d &%) (aristolactam-deoxyadenosine adduct, AL-

(nucleotide excision repair, NER) il 14,

dA) {LFEE TC-NER A 568t FFEBRIS), X 538
AL-dA ARG E D RFEEAR, LR R R %
R E . BRGNS AT/ DNA Eiil ik
i S AR T — BIREHR BN, RESE AT
2 T:A WHHRRAS, XFRAR I K AELE 5-WE0E-
A-TES 3R TS H . ISRARH R AAE TPS3 fib
JEAMM L b, P n i SR DNA B 56
71, BAFEUREE E R,

FUIRBRER KA 5, B SR B IR R S I
WIS M E AL G, CEALBIENNE, FoRu
JE R AL-NOSO3U61, iz AR f5 it 22 24T 24 4
KA EhEiE 2 EHe, 58 miEd ey
AN, AL-NOSOs Zéid 5/ ekjgid &Fﬁﬁﬁm
e R e N R i o = A = w2 053 R
NOSO; RasE ,%%wﬁmE%FMHﬂﬁ%,%
1M )5 3 IR 80w .

1964 4, L EH XKIRIE T 2 B 5 F L8R C
A JE R A SRS DR = m R A, XA 2
AAN MIFRIEEL 2 —071, AAN RILH 3 FAEIT
IR . (1) 18P, FE KT & S s
TR 5 55 J5 IS AT PE B ThRE 3ol (2) Sk,
RPN IS BB G M2 (3 55/
E DI RERRIG A AR S 2, RN (R &R 24
NJE BITERT LA MRS RRAENS). 31X 3 il PRI Y %
I AN [ (98 BRARRAE o A2 LRI 12 [ R R 27
Bl ff/ > 2 AR, A TRIg M B NE ELE AR
S B NSRS R R AR A S BN
B, HERE EapE. Mk ™, BNED
R A I 2 R R N SRR S B S e T A
U 124 N1k, AAN RIS AR e A B . 7
TENLE AT B J I SR8 B0 B /N b B 4 i i B
A, MHIgni S R IR B TR A B
(P IB) SR 4R AR D221, Bh Ak, A S X s 1 B
WA RO, R, #ERR S e AR 1 D Yo
PRI A TE &2 F 2L
3 “/KiB” BUMERR. ThAIS IR A

ABHETE, Wi 0. Na. BERE; B
TEO K FME JBE IR ThRLG T g A
MR . FRAR. Ttk K. B a3, KR
A NIAIEIEZE, BRI 755 O Bl g B
2 AEAFIK. BTG T KR
W~ AMEAF]L SSTTESR . LA, ARE M
FE, Wk AiEOAK. FUME. BE FAThEE
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T RS ORI KM Fabk, R B
LA BHRERER. SO A kA E, [
AT IR RIS IR AR M P S e Bk AN i
PR A TR ML JTACIE s 0o K TR IS  22 kA
i, BEA AT IR AR TE -

JE 3 Ry R DU R RAERT, (HIHAE AL
AN TR o AT AN )1 AT 2585 A7 25 o = il 5 123240
CIH R 2 oA CR IR B ) . XA
P B /NE L B CRp ) b Az VgD, T
PANE T |ETHKRER SO RE. 28/ NEE
WS/ I, B2 R AR AR E N, AT
BURER M. ehh, Bl e s NV s N
TR mEE I, BB IHAGK BRI SERTHT AT
R, NAGH KRV RER I/ SRR, IF 55 12
A AN TR R R A 5 R R 24 S S
WA, i ] e I st /)N R A AT S
MR AL R 1 T R 250,

AR AIEAN ], FAE KA JRAIE VA
THE RN SRR TR . B SRR TR S AN
WSS I FRIRAE /NE LR diih . i 54
ffl DNA 4541 LA DNA &4, A48 52 i

AUE SRR o X AR o1 AH B4R F B 4407 5 2 i 4%
i RBEFIF TR, BN bR 2B i = P
BNEREIRIThEE, WIMIRINZ IR, BEERIG T
J&, DYuERTRIZEIE T B I AT 4k, 4k PR
ANERJERE 6 o IX 9 B IR S B e 43 R 2 T
Wiy, RIWANDIREZETIK.
4 3% KB MEERE
4.1 MREE

PR S e R T WA POl i A vk,
M AE TR POl AME, &R T,
FL R PR AE T 06 %5 ) IR . A
A I S AT (1) FLAR MR FFAE LR 2.
42 BHEE

R E AR 2 T HOGRER v, G
HaEH TRt %, 3 AR 1 R
WA 3. 2022 4F, WFARNAESL T —FEE L —H
LI AMERS S IR BB BT R R s e ik,
FIXAAREZM KB 5. B RS, 3
SRELT 8 M E JRAEY) L Fo 45 i (1) AU A5 Rk
AN UG, AHERET R ROk AR b 1) W 3 B
B IE G T R EIE, s EE N A —

®2 3 KB BILTSHHE

Table 2 Morphological characteristics of Akebiae Caulis, Clematidis Armandii Caulis and Aristolochiae Manshuriensis Caulis

FHE Kl JIIAE KA

ARG KA 30~70 em X 0.5~2 em 50~100 cmX2~3.5 cm 1~2mX1~6cm

KEZE  KEOEREG ARG B KB

hil T REA Y & TRLBK, HHREMEIR MR, A EEIR

BRI MBS Y AN RAER AL YR MV KL A BRI\ Bk 5 A B B

ARES mAE, SEEREHRAS T H BT R G SRS %I, B EBFIRASINE, M

TBRHAR
Gl MBI A, A ARG BUN, REOEHEEG, SETE AL
Uk AL RRGETTR L WRIR BEIRARMLE, AR, kT
R3 3 “KB” HEREFHE

Table 3  Microscopic characteristics of Akebiae Caulis, Clematidis Armandii Caulis and Aristolochiae Manshuriensis Caulis
RFAE Kl JIARE KA

BAS  EiFEiE ESRER Ry

el RITRIKTT, S8 ERTTEMR, FLEH S SR, BT E AT

SERY  RgudleE HE4HL 98 +MEUe EXRRGUTE

WA M T DR

TERhL x x EE R

YFHE AR AR (EAR 10~40 pm)s I AR 4E: KRV (BAR 18~60 um),  HI 44 BRBEE (B4% 15~25um) ,

KREF4E: KR (B2 8~28um) , EE
B, Bk aaloh Rg 8L

P s R4 KR (EAR 17~
43 um) , AR, EEEAL

BEJEARA; RE4E: ZHOR (EA2 11~25
um) , BESERRRIE, AZOULUE
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PRATPAME BRI O WA SRR T ek BIER
B0, g IRRN], AL KA Dy ah e R )
FRAE_E BT XA IR

SR, ZITVEAAAEA TR, &5, N (an
J i) BRI T B NRRAE 1 (1) SRR s AL (AN A
A5 45555, R En SEME. Ak, R
BEY A B PSRN DR, ANER T PUE i
. Ah, FEAERTTH, fRG6 B TGIE T
T AH MK ZURFAE, 7 B - A S Sk 1Y)
Wk LIRS B S 5
43 BUEE
4.3.1 )25 (thin layer chromatography, TLC)
TLC &R Al Vi A TR b, AR TR
FEFFFIRETE, 7 BRE A I —Fh 7B, i fs
1 55 A [ 2644 T 2% B 3 ) B 1) € 3k AT
FeAt o BORTAE A TLC G G idh 47 250 | 4
JEE o A B B E

KBEFEES LB, B-HHEE. S M.
HOREE. W, ZHE. FFHORRAE B2 H T,
JIARIE FES BRI FHEREH G, IRV
B-4r 8. 7E (PEZGHL) 2005 4 f kB H 55
B BRAE S ot R 0 AT A A AT 5808 o AR
MM, SRR, X TEAE) AR @ AR Rk 2
FEURIR, AR Dk il . BRI A B
Fridd dE (REZG ) TiVESEIL T 2 Rt oy
BURBR B 0k HBY, (H T AI@E ) A8 & 55
BURRR, NSOl 2 Mg e @t £ (b
Zyi) 2025 FERR, ASER TLC %5077 22T
T AR IR S B AR 0 S, 1) ASE 1 77
VRS T A 80 HE 24 4 St A o

KARIE F B0 DR TR . LY. Dy it
JHg ARZEAEHIARIER . TE NS SRR BHEY), OKIE
A LYRER, MAENABENAEH . Fit,
TLC o] H Al & SR BRI A7 A, AT SEIRIX 53

TLC #2253 frvh )32 A6 A € 1 B e &
J7iE, FEalE TR AR AR IR R
BN R A . AT, 2R A Z R EA L
W7, I8 0 7 o A A R AN AR R T A
FRAAA S Ao, RR A DLERAMT A A . DRI,
T HAE SR R E I T T Y SR PR, TLC MAY
TR TR BEL e 75 SRS I I 2 A BoR DL
TR 2524
4.3.2 HKHMEiIEE (ultraviolet and visible spectrum,

UV) UV 2—FEET 771 R4 Mo X W i
SRR, FROE T fe 7 FR R BB 2 1) =
WIIBRIT, FFIE AR AE IS 1y o 2R 7 ) S5 2R
UV JGIEEX 23 I ACE A AT . &5 R, X 2 Ff
ZIMAE UV OGS X H—Fr REO6E B EAA
[F AR B i —PHh, UMK 4 FiAS
[FATR (GGEMAKS K OEE. SAUTFAMEE XA
T A AN AT AT UV itk 43,
EZHHCINE T UV Gk e ir B AR IS R 3. 25
R, X3 FRAMIRIE) UV TR B R Tl
4 PP TLTARIE e AT RIS R BN A7 A 22
Fo WIS ATREIAE T 3 B Fh i 32 B0 5 43 AH
Bk, LR B IR ke 2R B2 S T BB IR T L 1 4 1)
B . IZ TR RE AT AL B R A, FRHUA
WPE2 BT R, SEUNEREIEA .
WEHEREMEZ, UV LR E R B EHRE R,
TCIEfRAT BARA S 25Ae, DRI X LA 20X o 54
AR 22 o o X T IR A T8 Hh 1 AR R 1) e S
R, UV JGEE R AR B o 75 (R HERf 1t 5 ] 5
P, A2 B E LSS0 T 43 A 5 AT U E
H%E.

4.3.3 ITZAMEEEE (near infrared spectroscopy,
NIR)  NIR M X PR T AL T IR &R
. TR AE 780~2 526 nm YK T FE P
WOETED , Z IR 2 AN Xk IR
4b (780~1 100 nm) FIHKIFITLLAL (1 100~2 526
nm) B, ARSI TIb AT B VR S e Y R
Mo HTBYATIWERIIN G, 27 E SR
#, CRNEZ NS TR EIERETE. OF
WK NIR X Ad I AE A AIERS, %t
o, K 39 By RAMEE ORI R A S F
NIR 18 & 4Pti. &t I S E, EPERHIE
FE T XIS TR TR . 4 TR S R
I 90%, A 3 FhEM IS s SRl T —Fhg i
NIR Y vk HL A PRH S b A JC A5G I R AR A5 SR 17T
2L AT 3 b 7 B AR A A i e S R A R A
FLU NG5 R 5 SRRV RS 8] A7 26 155
R sm, SEERREERE, FIERZE, It
4b, NIR JGig ok BRI B &4, (Rt
BT R ) = T, DL B S 8E R
R . R, ZoriEfERR e SR R T
B R, 7856 Fotth 7 B BoR BLSE ot 2
4 B LR PR M 4 5
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4.3.4 AHEE- IS B AL (liquid chromatography
mass spectrometry, LC-MS)  LC-MS &—Ful il
FRETE 5 BTREAH S S BRI EOR, RERS 3 B ARSI
BRANNAEY . ZI7ET, A A S 755
B, MBS RGP A E . SRR (S
Ho LC-MS & —fiiHf. RBEGEEFEENTHE
FEFIAR o INEEFEBOR FAZ TN ARIE . JHAIE A5G
I I B AT SE A, B AE ML S A
PR LA BRI R [F . AR BN, 1X 3 MZit
(IR TAAAE R B E R, HET HRE T AR R
IR, AT FEOMER A RE . seAh, By
FraR i, A AL Z AR, TR
5 5340 2 BRI D o XSRS SRR IE
—F, RIACHEAN ) AGHE B A FJRAEH, TR i@ sk
Z IR BENED2, R LC-MS HoARSERL 1 RAH
3 U B R T S TS R e R, (A
I3 BT R REIR S AT AL B S5 B A T R I . B2
(R it AT AL BEA S Y TR R 2, BN
T BRI RN, DA ORE B R I 515 B S R
MECSENE . AL, BRI e AR 0 A B
2zt AT R A S R, X — R B
W& gs 55EEA, RGN RGN [F ik 7
UM S BRI AR RS o [Rlt, LC-MS BT 3L
i, St BRSO BRI
HARS &M R A b, HesE kS
PET7 TR SRR, A B TR AN IR PR A 5T
[E|RVSESre=v
44 HTENFETE
4.4.1 DNA FJEMEAR  DNA KA —F0 A
T PRI IR ZH DNA Fr Bt AT 9 hh 45 e 1)
FORBT, 5rh 253 L G4 58 TR AHEL , DNA %67
TASSZ R i A FHEEUR B W BRI BR A58, A,
BAKEE— B4 H DNA F Bl ok v i pp
o, PRAE T —MhEE oS AT SRR TR N
K[A[FX 2 (internal transcribed spacer2, 1TS2) &
f7F 5.8S rRNA LKA 28S rRNA 4 [X 2 [a] f)F
Gt P HI0, % BON 200~300 bp,  FATAHN AL
PRI A S 1, 5 T A, A
BRI 5 58 i) iz AT I P 4 2 — 140,
SERTR FLEIE AT I 1TS2 SKTBRSFF1, )
X4 TARE, JIAREFIAE . L5077 ZEa5E M E
Ikt a2 E DNA, REREE U N (polymerase
chainreaction, PCR) 3 ITS2 [X 13, X{[n] Sanger

W, FPaVE S, Kb a8 5T =30 41 b
ENER T AT Sl S8 EKH, 1TS2
FIERG REA X 2 N A I8 B 45 b & A & 4)
Flo 59— 55 A BA K F AR [R) 7 32000 T 5 K 8 34T
THT%E. 027 A FE R AT s, B
RAUN 14.8%, IEW] T AT 2544 52 5y b RR 2 1P b
BRI,

JEE DNA SFIURSE R 2 % iR I &
HERA R, AF AR 52 75 77 o v 1R S PR AT T i 2 2 PR
Hil. UFETH AR Z MM RS DNA B, PCR
I BeRIR T R, S0 B
DLE B, 75 SN 0E ST, M
HIL T 127 EAE B 2R 0
442 fRHRRPEPCR ik B BB %€ AL,
WFFEN AR 7ok EAS [ R BRI I AE . 1 AE
MIZAEIEAT DNA $H. JEFAER 3 Pt JFAH
V) ORIE = ARJE R AT D A 2 i R
Y CONKIBSFERREE) FISCAIE (S48 7 51,
Bortk TR RIS, Jo R DR R RT SEEL R
PCR X471, Aszibdr, KA TP POE PCR £
AR, TS PERASPELE R — IR N AT, 1B CRIEH
RS —E TAT. L ETRNT, HlEE.

SR, %75 IS bR N AR AE — 8 SRR - B 5
HA MM RS T 5% DNA 3L, R4
B A s A R AT BE R A DNA B#ERI 24
MRS, SRR 2 Rm 2. Hak, BTl
FFREE S OOE S S F T S e, =25
2 DNA FAISAERbRHEZG M AT LEXS, ATRE S8
ST BT B P SR ZE . bAh, BT
RAGVATZITIE N BARK R, HAE HARZM &
TR AR I RSO R RS P AT R BRI

3 P A A S T R R R LR 4.
5 HiESRE

AL RGEHINT T ASEAE T 3 7038 P AFLE 1
PR IF) L, BB L LB O 1R85 ek
A TE RS, JUHOR A IE T & D AR R Y 5
B S LA R b R i B EUR AL 44400,
T 30T 4 — T 5% = O 0 M i o 110 4 TR 4L 0 P
W R I, B SLER TR AH D% AR RF AN AE R VR T [
B V548 T RAZ B A ks il 21, $2 7 0T R AE it B0
1 FH A 7 AR 47480, SO G N KAET . T
SRR ELS (P E 2 bR S SRR
TR PIARAR R L, T A 25 280 0 EARAE R A%
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Table4  Advantages and limitations of identification methods for Akebiae Caulis, Clematidis Armandii Caulis and
Aristolochiae Manshuriensis Caulis
BETTIE PE A SRR
T IR B AMRATCR B % LM AN TR RN (A S ST D
TLC AT PRI, AR Rl RBUZAG, EIUEZE
UV ik PRI ARAS, ER TS JoEX 2 SSARLUE S (S BURIR S 5 SRR RIS
NIR St 2 srifriRig . Jodieil PR E 58, TCik i W BARZE R o, IRE SR B il TR0 &2 7
LC-MS SIS R IERE BE T AT BRI A, MEDLAERE Z 4 N
DNA %14 HAYRR e, MR ANE T B 77 BRI 2544 (iR FiL# 5 DNA FRfgD

AR FEPEPCR U7 RN, BRAEMRIfE

MR T4 2 DNA $2 1

W, BTl “RIR” SOAE R, #—20EAE
G SPREE 2 2 (R B . R, 25 b,
AR W AR M HAh 2 G, SRR
ARALTERE Fp A% e 5 A S T Rl & (R 4 5

UERT, O 2R TR T X 31X 3 B2
(Bl 1. R 4, (BFLE BN IUA HA M LA
JORE PR S S P, ARG S A EE O HH TR F I
PR” AR PGS e R . Nk, EHRHAE
CENLRT RS AR, NSRRI TR
(D WpPodimes. HFRME#E NIR-PCR ki
s WHLE LA RE 05 S a0 i PCR BRIF 1)
RBNAGI o Z V4 N B A 21K NIR RRAETE B A
RATERE T S B R P2, PIHE 5 min P4 58 AT

n %,
& %,
& LR SO ki %
& *
AT 1
PR ik LA

AL R=0CH;2%H W7 Gk
218 fir g S LC-MS
% PCRYji% X
%’Q. A
,;:‘} \};‘Q\
. i
‘3’{ Q/\, g

1 3% “KiB” RERGE
Fig.1 Identification methods for Akebiae Caulis,
Clematidis Armandii Caulis and Aristolochiae Manshuriensis

Caulis
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