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W OE: BW RARZEAFEREIHERR, DILE P &4 )78 0% 71X (Qingxin Lianzi Yin, QLY) HjE/{E5
HEWRER R RSN, FFRRRES M T QLY i T2 MM M. F55& AN PRk, FUERE Sk
F 53534t Cprincipal component analysis, PCAD 1543 &2 [ BX KGR 25 (Euclidean distance, Ed). T3 I FE & (mean Euclidean
distance, M-Ed) . br 14k IH 5 ( standardized euclidean distance, S-Ed) fkE %5 Mz, 45 &4k PCA 1543 B K IX 2345 $ (discrimination
index, DI), MFRLLIEZEE: FFF pHE. BB ¥ ANERYEN Lk s, HR AR =M. S5, &
SEME; IR AERIE A4 QLY $REL. TR T 2RI A HT L HEiR vk S Fe S0 S AR AR e k. 48R
S-Ed RE# ML, HoE CLHERER N “S-ED*DI”, HIEEE PCA 343 ERIARMEL IR B 5 X A Fe g, R R, EREM.
FE LM RSD 4374 2.355%. 5.630%. 3.573%, HELFES pH R SH IR T SIS R Y0t t ik ik B B35
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Quality consistency evaluation of intermediates and reference samples of classic
formula Qingxin Lianzi Yin based on Bizhunziwei by electronic tongue and its
application in optimization of pretreatment processes

YANG Huasheng, XIAO Yin, CHU Ruige, DUAN Yawen, CHEN Yufang, WU Lu
Jiangxi University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Nanchang 330004, China

Abstract: Objective Avoltammetric electronic tongue was applied to establish Bizhunziwei for evaluating the quality consistency
between classical formulas Qingxin Lianzi Yin (QLY, &0 3% F-X) intermediate and explore its application in the pretreatment process
optimization of QLY. Methods By comprehensively analyzing the precision of Euclidean distance (Ed), mean Euclidean distance
(M-Ed), and standardized Euclidean distance (S-Ed) between the taste PCA score plots of intermediates and substance benchmark in
combination with the discrimination index (DI), to construct the standard taste profile. The effects of the sample’s pH value, the salt
ions and redox-active substances on Bizhunziwei were studied and the precision, repeatability and stability of Bizhunziwei were
investigated. The application of Bizhunziwei in the pretreatment processes of QLY such as extraction and drying of classic famous
prescriptions was explored and the correlation between Bizhunziwei and the similarity of fingerprint profiles was analyzed. Results
The Bizhunziwei could be defined as “S-Ed*DI” which was the product of standardized Euclidean distance and the discrimination
index of the taste PCA score plots. The RSD values for the precision, repeatability and stability of Bizhunziwei were 2.355%, 5.630%,
3.573%, respectively. The sample’s pH value, the salt ions and redox-active substances had a significant impact on Bizhunziwei (P <

0.05). The Bizhunziwei could distinguish the extraction and drying process parameters of QLY. The Bizhunziwei had a good correlation
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with the similarity of the fingerprint profile of QLY. Conclusion The Bizhunziwei provides a new approach for evaluating the quality

consistency between intermediates and substance benchmark of QLY, and offers a new perspective for the development of classic

famous prescriptions.

Key words: Bizhunziwei; quality consistency; classic famous prescriptions; Qingxin Lianzi Yin; electronic tongue; principal

component analysis; Euclidean distance; discrimination index; fingerprint

LA T TTHRIFIT R, AT 5T
P TR R — O B AR, 2R, BAHIH T Z,
FEALRIEA. TR AT T2 56 GihE AR 2
J, XA RE-EUR S AR T E A 2
e 245 1) 770 I Ak B TR SR 7 it A2 T 8 A A
et AR, DR, SIS A T 5 T
L RUERE A TR B, AT OGBS R
a R EMEANT . BT, M 07 8B5S
HERE it o R SR T B R R MY
ML FEbRE B S TRGUAFIE B SRR, E) ik
Ji B SR B B AR OS,  dh (Al B AERE i 5T
- G R I P D ok =

AR, M EIETREE . TR T
L ZEETT HZE AT 2| RS, ST, L
477 o B — SR PR P A B AR D o TE & TR
(Qingxin Lianzi Yin, QLY) ¥ (AT KA =
T 0, 5 2018 4 o P 24558 B R R AT I & 44 T
CE—H, BB HE. E 75 9 w24,
BAHWE. 2. 2R AIRER, BEH
TURIT RPEERE A A B RIS IR G RIE SR B AE
A£5[9-10]

QLY HIEA MR, SUHHIRE, AR,
TR, JL Bk W R AM N ARG . BRI,
RHFLAG AT QLY AFFFA %, RAMRZE
P R DU P A R S R, DAL
“CRCHEEIR " SRVPAY QLY HrlRMA . FEVHERE A R BT
—Hk. EMEEG L, SRR EHEZIRIE QLY MR
B PRSI T Z PN, HREHEERS
T ot IR FEALRE A DG o At 0 R FH i g 2
HEE AR, D928 S48 T7 v (B4R 5 R R o o —
BUEPPN IR VORTT %, N M4 TT R R AR BT
HLA o
1 IE5HH
11 148

Agilent 1260 RS RGRAH (0I5, £ Agilent
/x5 Thinksenso&Senso 1tk iTongue20 % HL¥-75,
WL R AR 5% A IR A 7] s BLK-FD-0.5 Y 5L 4518
URT RN, LI SER AR K RA R A A

ADL312SC-A B Z L, HA Yamato 2w
DZF-6020 4 5075 T4, Ll —1ERFEOGERA IR A
H]; G9OF23MN3XVN-A7 (TM) RGN, %k
A F AR S A PR A ]

12 X%

QLY H1 9 Wi 24 5T 2R 5 7 2l R At 1= 245 TR
NE), FEIR (REZ ) 2025 SRR R,
PITFFEER. RO, #5531, Fra W i
TP B 25 R 25 22 B MR S 58, B NJR
TERE S @Y% Scutellaria baicalensis Georgi
TR, HENERHEREYH R Glyeyrrhiza
uralensis Fisch. [\ T JEARMIR 25, 2249 H SRHEHT
B AEYIZE 4 Ophiopogon japonicus (L. f) Ker-Gawl.
B, MRV EREKREY S HK
Astragalus membranaceus (Fisch.) Bge. var.
mongholicus (Bge.) Hsio [T 1EAR, i & A
T JEAEYIMIAC Lycium chinense Mill.fF) T1EAR 52, 4
B 2R RN ERT B 10 Plantago asiatica L.
() 8 B BBl 1, S O B S BLE B M ) E

#z1 QLY RF/RFER
Table 1 Information of prepared slices in QLY
LF PEHY IS
#EIPE 20230501, 240603051
PWZE il 230301
FHE N5 2305002, 240302221
BrgE 240501, 20230302, 2301001
E& PUJII 240303661, 20230901, 230501, 231001
REEE WHH 23112004
Hilt 20240901, 20230901, 230902271, 230401
HE R Hil 230401, 20230801, 2303003
s 20230501
EHF VY 240523, 20230801, 240601, 230901
YLPE 20240601
MEF AR 230501. 240601. 20230901, 230601
20230901
K% 2 240505091, 20230402
ZE 2403066, 2408165, 2408047
A% EHHK 240801, 2407154, 240601. 240202,
20230401, 230601
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Nelumbo mucifera Gaertn. [f] T-/§ B AFR 1, TRE N
ZILFEBLEFHIRZE Poria cocos (Schw.) Wolf F)T-Jg
W%, AZNTIMEIAZEHEYI NS Panax ginseng
C.A. Mey. I TEARFIIR ZE . SSAALEN. IRERIR. L-
PR MR . FALEN. IE T REX N tiral, W E vERk
BEE B AR AT
2 REEER
21 QLY FEHRAIHI&

R [ 5 Hp s 2 7 B [ X 2 MR B 3L R

BE RN (ER&EML T REEER 25 v
FDY, #aE QLY 45 9 MikA R 1 HAE (&
TED. WK 2 A HEE, fil& 15 #t QLY MUkt
an (w5 J1~J15). FREGESS. #4 . Mgk, &
A RHE® 338 ¢, T, K&, LK. A
2% 5.07 g, BT, PR RS,

In#49.00g, /K 1350mL, F{&EZE 720mL,
9 SRR, JERIRGE, A TIRE TR R, B
N QLY FEHERE M

T2 153t QLY EEHSEMENEEER

Table 2 Random combination information of 15 batches of QLY benchmark samples

e fits

W5 PR E REE HoEr B LR T RE N2
I 20230501 2305002 240303661 23112004 230401 240523 230501 240505091 240801
]2 240603051 240302221 20230901 20240901 20230801 20230801 240601 20230402 2407154
13 230301 240501 230501 20230901 2303003 240601 20230901 2403066 240601
J4 20230501 20230302 231001 230902271 20230501 230901 230601 2408165 240202
J5 240603051 2301001 240303661 230401 230401 20240601 20230901 2408047 20230401
J6 230301 2305002 20230901 23112004 20230801 240523 230501 240505091 230601
J7 20230501 240302221 230501 20240901 2303003 20230801 240601 20230402 240801
18 240603051 240501 231001 20230901 20230501 240601 20230901 2403066 2407154
J9 230301 20230302 240303661 230902271 230401 230901 230601 2408165 240601
J10 20230501 2301001 20230901 230401 20230801 20240601 20230901 2408047 240202
J11 240603051 2305002 230501 23112004 2303003 240523 230501 240505091 20230401
J12 230301 240302221 231001 20240901 20230501 20230801 240601 20230402 230601
J13 20230501 240501 240303661 20230901 230401 240601 20230901 2403066 240801
J14 240603051 20230302 20230901 230902271 20230801 230901 230601 2408165 2407154
J15 230301 2301001 230501 230401 2303003 20240601 20230901 2408047 240601

2.2 QLY REBLEAIHIE

s 11 FERER LS, FREL 6 fF kb &R
A, K, BT 5000 mL BT, IO 8 fEER
K, nEENR 2 h, BEE, BI43 QLY $2HUK .
2.3 HiX@EARNHE

FREL QLY FEUERE i &, 781K A i % 0.22
mg/mL [IEERE A (R 24 T4 24 0.57 mg/mL),
BN QLY FEAERE S ALl A QLY $2 B
TR, MK RAEZS 0.57 mg/mL AR, AP
73 QLY R AR (RO
2.4 EREINE

LR ARE R, BT FH TR,
TR ST INE 6 K.
2.5 LERERRAVENL
2.5.1  LEHEBERAOM R IEEE e L B, URR
MR FE SO,  He JRBRA] 2y AR e R AL

BHAT Y& J LR, AR 22 84 H 7l 3o 7 R A it
B E (U, BEEES, LL02VEFEMN 1.0V
FIE-1.0 V. BT EHAH (S1). 4 (S2). 1 (S3),
B3 (S4). %k (S5). 4R (S6) 6 ANHLRR, FEASHLMK
AIYE 1. 10, 100 Hz 3 M~ REEF] 520 000 4>
L, WMEEE “520000X67 AN EREG (D MRS
5, DA AR S 2k . R 2k 1 S
B2, WML UEME . 35 S E IR AR
B o BA AR T AT RE 40 MRFIEME, 6 1R
iR 3 Mg a LR BUS 2) 720 AMFFAE(EI13)
(E 1.

A SEES UL DI E &K H bR, R4S 2R AR A
R AN S1-10 Hzy S2-10 Hz. S3-10 Hz. S4-100
Hz. S5-10 Hz, 3% 5 ANHLHK, #n] LASE] 200 4N
WRRFAEAE o TG RRFAE (B 2EAT 2 1843 43 AT (principal
component analysis, PCA), 374k PCA 1977 K. 4
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Fig.1 Excitation signal (A) and current versus voltage

curve (B) of electronic tongue

2 AFER R EA BN, % PCA B B0 &,
HEoFZEE—ER “EE”. e, £ 24
FEm RS BN, SRR 51521
WK PCA 187, & nT HIX 4r#6%k (discrimination
index, DD SR e FF i 8K X 438508 . DI BER, &
BRI A — 8 BT UL B, /T
[F) A 5 JE VAT o 1 o & — BUE VR, AT — N

o CEEES” N “DI” BFERARORRAE 3 P E I — B
PEo IXAMERR, & DLEERE SN NS I, e
HARZ A “LhEggnk . Horbr, “HE” BIRAREERE i
b, F “Hi” 2 L.
2,52 PLAEZGORT “BEE T RIIEEE WAV PCA
S B Z M MEEA 2R, A K IKES
(Euclidean distance, Ed). “FIJEXIKEE (mean
Euclidean distance , M-Ed ) A1 45 #E b B8 &
(standardized Euclidean distance, S-Ed) %5. Ed /&
FRAE n 42, P2 M PIRE RS . —4E25 )1 Bd
BIP  BLZR IR B, HAtE AR Bd=[(xa—xp)>+
a—ye)1"% KA xav X6 HAVAFESD av b TEHEVR
PCA 15377 Bl itsasids, BIZE 1 s (principal
component 1, PC1), Yav Yo 53 MNFEM av b EBEIA
PCA 1577 B g by, BIZE 2 Fpidr (principal
component2, PC2). M-Ed /& a FEfuFT A S5 b F
s P R 2 T B PGP 5 )~ 3504, Horh A 508 M-
Ed=Y [\ Eda/mn, X# Eda A av b G2 I
BRIREEES, m 5 n 205l 2FEs av b ZIAIFE & 1)
. AHTUEE PCA 15357 BIHRAFER A 6 i,
W2 ANMFES 2T 36 MRS, S-Ed TR AN
S-Ed=2Ed/(0+0?)"?, X gas o0 NFEG as b 1
JrZD ATLAVEH, S-Bd 5 EA R, HIGEAR
7 HﬁIE, RAER, W5z, BEESH.

QLY #RHGH . FEHERE MR PCA 157 B
K2, Ed. M-Ed. S-Ed KIRGE LSS RILE 3. 4551
7R, 5 Ed H#, M-Ed. S-Ed ) RSD 5/, %

6
. 6
4 N
~ ) N <
S 29 S 27 ) e 2
IoN ) ) -~ N
2 PRI R S 01 i ) PRI
Z 04 bt ES FEHERE R a =2
I O 21 ) 8
£ = | EHERE
,2 4 _6
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4
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€ 07 e & BHGE SEHERE & , "
E. | 2 f Al 3 1 3 0 FEHERE S
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Fig.2 Taste PCA score plots of six QLY samples and its material references
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#3 Ed. M-Ed. S-EdF)EZEMHER (X+s,n=6)
Table 3 Precision evaluation of Ed, M-Ed, S-Ed (X + s,

n=6)
AR FHEEX+s RSD/%
Ed 9.62340.558 5.794
M-Ed 10.3214+0.338 3.271
S-Ed 5.41840.188 3.476

JEE] S-Ed RESGVE “ mi” I HURRSE, DRI H %
£ S-Ed 1ENELHERER I “PEE” TR

253 LLHEBIERIIAE N S-Bd ITFE AKX,
PIRE S TE 3 B I GL R, S-Ed ¥KT 0,
AJ UL, AN BA S-Bd 15 A ELEREMR HE AN RE B BUAE i
(1153 15 O, DI A EOWLERAEAE 5 F 2> A& L. DI I
THHEER 2 B, SRR Ik PCA 135y Blse 4
SFF, RAAR“DI=1—YS/S,” i1 DI (& 3-A);
UFE S IR PCA 190 ESE, RAARK “DI=
—>8480” 115 DI (| 3-B). T, S NEANFEME
Z O TE G PCA 130 BRI ZA Mgk 5
TERUTIAR; So NASTAR, PABTA FE & IE f5 i
HELR A R AUAHEDS), I 3 ATLALEH,
DI>0 HBFZIE 100%00, FH 2 #5557 %4 DI
/NT 0 BAEMNGS, KB 2 FERE T, AR AR
B 2 Ff i E B — S

A 81

PC2

PC2

s -2 2 %
PC1
3 WK PCA B EITHRDT (A) RIBIEE (B)
# DI I EREE
Fig.3 Schematic diagram of DI value for separated
samples (A) and partially overlapping samples (B) in PCA
score plot of taste

R, ASHFFEIE T S-Ed. DI2 /N F-H 2 v
Bk, € X ¢ ELHEREK =S-Ed*D1”, {EAHFFH,
“RLHERER” SERR b X 48 g A4 T SRR L PR
A 2 ANFE R 200 MEERFFIEEEIT PCA, LAER
130k PCA 50 s PR i@ THE A3 S-Ed & DI,
[ B I EE Rl s 73 Sl = i 7717 Sy N R VB R [ 24
KI, LIRS AR I BT E 22 R, bk
BaR/NT 0 BLABGBR/NIE, SRR it 5 B i ) o
Hil—5.

2.5.4 pHAE. BB T EALIEJFE T b HERLAR )
s fEAEE (pH 7.64) Al AGE &/ HCL
(NaOH). NaCl. L-$idf Mg, ¥ pH {H5 HiHZE
7.24. 7.44. 7.84. 8.04, ¥ NaCl [l &R 5A
0.02. 0.03. 0.04. 0.05mg/mL, & L-HidA MLER ) 5
EIRZ 54 0.02. 0.03. 0.04. 0.05mg/mL. [#5%E
FEUERE S, TRIR “2.47 TR 7 AN E PA B &R
Bhwk, THELGHERGE, A pHAE. B+ A ik
JE T %S Bk A (I RE R, 25 SR WLER 4~6. K 4 45
IR, HIEMHES, pHAEN 7.24. 744, 7.84. 8.04
(RRE i I B Gk 25 18 (P<<0.05); 3R 5 451
B, 5EMHLE, & 0.02. 0.03. 0.04. 0.05 mg/mL
(1) NaCl [ i, e EL ARG R 35 2 2 19 11 (P<<0.05);
F 6 g5 IR, HEWE, & 0.02. 0.03. 0.04,
0.05 mg/mL (1) L-Fi ML ER IR itr, e LG HERE A S5 2
W (P<0.05).

255 JjikteEsg BUERMEREREE, INZRKES

4 pH EXELELRIFN (X£s,n=3)

Table 4 Effect of pH values on Bizhunziwei (X +s,n=3)

pH 1 BH e v pH 1 BU e
7.24 5.200+0.218" 7.84 5.388+£0.237"
7.44 4.67940.179" 8.04 5.4200.242"
7.64 3.654+0.356

5 pH 7.64 L "P<0.05.
*P<0.05 vs pH 7.64.

x5 EETXEEREIER (Xts,n=3)

Table 5 Effect of saltions on Bizhunziwei (X +s,n=23)

T F/(mg'mL™) RGN

0 3.89110.182
0.02 4.44140.154"
0.03 4.7234+0.124"
0.04 5.185+0.135"
0.05 5.554+0.213"

BT RERE N 0 mgmL ! FELE: "P<0.05.

*P < 0.05 vs 0 mg'mL"! salt ion mass concentration.
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*6 FWEREMBRI LRI (X£s,n=3)

Table 6 Effect of redox substances on Bizhunziwei (X s,

n=3)
L-Hi3h M2/ (mg-mL ™) Lt HE SRR
0 3.721£0.448
0.02 4.652+0.185"
0.03 4.920+0.202"
0.04 5.4724+0.282"
0.05 5.686+0.305"

5 L-PR MR R #9K E N 0 mgmL ™! LhE: "P<<0.05.

*P <0.05 vs 0 mg'mL"" L-ascorbic acid mass concentration.

R B E AT N 0.22 (R 0.24. 0.26. 0.30
mg/mL FIER, %08 “2.47 TR J7 ke Bk, L
WA RO NS b, THEGHERR. T
HEBER AR E L N IEAE I, BERE SV RS 2 HERE
W 50D W EIRE 2RI R . 45 5
= 7 i, LL0.22 mg/mL FIFEHERE AN S T,
LR R EIRE N 0.24. 0.26 mg/mL i, ELu
BER/NT 05 A FEAERE T BT K BE N 0.28 mg/mL B,
PEHEZGR KT 00 DL ESERE, HHERER T X 55
JHR IR 258 0.06 mg/mL FIVAWL R, #E 1%y
I REE N 0.06 mg/mL (4T 5425 0.16
mg/mL).

B “2.37 TURFESER, ESHE 6 IR,
THE HLERER o H RSD H, B8I7VENIR % 1%
9237 BURJ7k, ~PATHIE 6 i sisis, WlE
TEk, TS LRI S HL RSD H, HE LN ES
PEs B “2.37 TRFESIAT, THIESS 06 24 44 8.
12, 24 h BP0 5E, 5 B e R 3L RSD fH, %%2
FEMPIR e . SR NE 8, FREIR, HhuERLk

=T OAEETRE R B S

Table 7 Sensitivity analysis of Bizhunziwei

A% T B M. FEMEn RSD 205 2.355%.
5.630%- 3.573%.
2.6 ELEEEIRTE QLY 2L FRITZMILP IR A
2.6.1 QLY RN T ZMMALITT %45 J1 FEUERE
miZHA, FREL3 fEab RO, R, I 8 fEE
[R7K, 2 0.5 h, il 1. 2. 34k, &k 1.5
h, $EHURIE, A BURHGHIUE &, IKMRE R
T2 0.57 mg/mL VETR, 5 J1 FEAERE S ELAS,
DSE FF1H A RIS BGREORE i R LR e v, 5 54
ERUR B LU R F 52 o 7R 2 SRR ECN 2 IR
fEnt b, HE—DHE KR BRI, SEE
[B) 55 T S5O0 Lk It se e, 2558 Wk 9~12.
FKoGEREIR, SHE 2 KR, $EEL1IRK
Lok gk g 38 m, HOWIEMH (P<<0.05); #2H 2
W 3 R EL GRS /N T 0, H 3 2[RI 22
Sy RI0ERER, 58 HKHE, IiKEN 10,
12, 14 {55, ECHERERREZ 1IN (P<0.05); # 11
iR IR, S5IR 0.5h thE, RIEEE N 04 1.0,
29 IREURBREEBREIEN (X+s,n=23)

Table 9 Effect of extraction times on Bizhunziwei (X £ s,

n=3)
PR B (AU
1 2.419+0.079"
2 -1.093£0.110
3 —-1.029£0.080

JR W E /(mg-mL™) B AL
0.24 —2.220
0.26 —2.659
0.28 0913
0.30 3.332

SHIGRECR 2 IKEEE: "P<0.05.
P < 0.05 vs two times of extraction times.
R 10 IKEXELEERAIFNG (X+s,n=3)

Table 10 Effect of water addition on Bizhunziwei (X + s, n

=3)
IR &/ A beHERAR | WOKE/fE  HHERAR
6 ~1.22740.245 12 4.857+0.340"
8 ~1.41040.188 14 6.145+0.184"
10 3.229+0.134

®8 EUBRNGEFER

Table 8 Methodological validation of Bizhunziwei

bl HE 2k RSD/
1 2 3 4 5 6 “F¥EH %

Fr5

FEEE 4.194 4.325 4.449 4.413 4293 4499 4362 2.355
HEEM 4.677 4.165 4.261 4.431 4.478 4.922 4.489 5.630
TaEME 4.751 4.349 4.535 4.411 4.583 4268 4.483 3.573

Shnk&EN 8 fitbE: “P<0.05,
*P < 0.05 vs water addition of eight times.
Fz 11 RIERTEXT L AEERAIRNE (Xts,n=23)
Table 11 Effect of soak period on Bizhunziwei (X £ s,
n=3)

bSO VU S = 013727 S R < (0N GV = VAU
0 ~0.579+0.114" 1.5 3.732+0.117°
0.5 ~0.93010.241 2.0 5.876+0.173"
1.0 1.767£0.101"

5H2m a2 0.5 h b "P<<0.05.
P <0.05 vs 0.5 h soaking time.
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* 12 IRENESE)SELAEERRAIR (X +s,n=3)

Table 12 Effect of extraction time on Bizhunziwei (X £+ s,

n=3)
FEEI [A]/h L A FEHNET[A)/h - ERAEREIR
0.5 0.922+0.018" 2.0 3.300+£0.098"
1.0 —1.59440.199 2.5 6.469+0.288"
1.5 -1.007+0.247"

SHREUE Y 1.0 h Bedg: “P<<0.05.

“P <0.05 vs 1.0 h extraction time.

1.5\ 2.0 h i, LLAEZZWRE ZEIEN (P<0.05); % 12
R EIR, 5 1.0h A5, $REUSEY 0.54 1.54 2.0,
2.5 h i, EEAEEER S (P<0.05).
RS E, DK E (X)) N 6. 8. 10 f%,
RIETE (X)) A 0. 0.5, 1.0 h, $ZEUTE (X3)
0.5. 1.0~ 1.5 h AARFERIAKF, LAHHERER AR A

&, K Box-Behnken 13 11-17 |3 [f] % ( Box-Behnken
design-response surface method, BBD-RSM) fltft.42
WTZ, 17K (G5 TI~T17) 4550 0% 13,
FEALLLHEDERON 3 MR 2R R M AR,
HERER=-1.660+1.480 X, +0.878 7 X>1+0.068 8 X3+
0.317 5 X1.X2+0.672 5 X1.X3+0.345 X2X3+1.800 X2+
0.974 5 X2+1.070 X32, R*=0.9914, L Z[HH
REA Ty 25 M 45 SR W3R 14 45 R R R P<0.05,
KA Py 0.155 4, RUERIG Git e Lo ek
RS AEE 2 AR B B T WL 4. DAECTRERE R
NREFR, BEFEICT 208K 7 f5 5, 12 0.3 h,
PEEL 2 IR, FRIK 1.1 he 75 IR T2 FEHT 3 #LHE
R, ZRINE 15,

2,62 QLY TIRTEMMIIT fadn's J1 FEHErE
mZH A, FREL 20 fEAb T O M, 1ERR“2.6.17

13 QLY RN T Z{L1L BBD-RSM LI it R AR
Table 13 Design and results of BBD-RSM experiment of QLY extraction process

G5 Xufs Xoh Xsh LOHEEERR | PS5 XUfE Xoh Xeh WG | B XvRE Xoh Xah LLHERERE
T1 6(-1) 05(0) 1.5(+1) -1.182 T7 8 05 1.0 —-1.723 T13 8 1.0 1.5 1.828
T2 6 0(-1) 1.0(0) -0.778 T8 8 05 1.0 -1.769 T14 6 0.5 05 0.335
T3 6 1.0(+1) 1.0 0.251 T9 10 05 15 3419 T15 8 0 0.5 -0.372
T4 8(0) 05 1.0 -1.897 Ti0 10 0.5 05(-1) 2.245 T16 8 05 1.0 -1.375
T5 8 0.5 1.0 -1.562 T11 8 1.0 0.5 0.689 T17 8 0 1.5 -0.570
T6 10 (+1) 1.0 1.0 3.628 T12 10 1.0 1.232

F 14 REEIZEVARBSESER
Table 14 Results of variance analysis of regression model of extraction process
TIERI P HbmE ¥ FiE PiH TEXRE FAM gHE ¥ FE PiH
et 52.12 9 5.68 7245 <<0.0001 | Xi? 13.60 1 13.60 173.43 <<0.000 1
Xi 17.40 1 17.40 222.00 <<0.0001 | X22 4.00 1 4.00 51.00 0.000 2
X2 6.18 1 6.18 78.80 <<0.0001 | X32 4.86 1 4.86 62.01 0.000 1
X3 0.04 1 0.04 0.48 0.5098 | #k#= 055 7 0.08
XiXa 0.40 1 0.40 5.14 0.0577 AT 0.38 3 0.13 3.04 0.1554
XiX3 1.81 1 1.81  23.07 0.0020 | “ZHiR%E 017 4 0.04
XoX3 0.48 1 0.48 6.07 0.043 2 A 51.67
e
3 9200ttt iy %
5 o"o‘o’:’::""z'z'"u- # § ‘..:::"o'
L ey 2 S
R SNt gg;f::':"lzé"{l g 3

El 4 RETZ&EE =3RRI AY i R

Fig. 4 Response surfaces of effects of various factors in extraction process on Bizhunziwei
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x15 RERIZWIEREER

Table 15 Results of extraction process verification test

5 Xi/fE Xoh Xs/h LhHEEEE TRINME RSD/%
1 7 03 11 2017 2124 434
2 7 03 1.1  -2.103
3 7 03 11  -2.050

TN 2 PRI T 2] 4% QLY $2HOR, Weds . B
BRI T 2 kg, =20 CHidk 12 h, HIHET
720, fRAVRTIERE S BORAEEE T 28 % L,
BTHEZE N-01 MPa EZ TS, BE
70 °C, T 48h, 3R THEFEM: DORAIH, &
B RIRER 140 °C, HIREE R 65 °C, BEEE
79 20 r/min, 185 AL DORARTR T 2K L
o, BT, DIEREEN 12 Wg, 19T
BERES: BURETR T 2RI, BT 70 CHUATHE
P, IR 72 h, SEETERRES .

I3 IARECCA @k R & &, K Rl AR 2
0.57 mg/mL [, 5 J1 FEAERER LR, I E I
THEA R T4 07 20RE 0 Lh e E R, B2 TI505 5C
X LG AERER R BEMR o LERF E T80T 29 55 T4
Femb b, HEHPRIEEE . R X
5T L2500 L HEdER fsemm, 2558 Wk 16~
19. 3 16 855 B7R, BT8R B e N T
0, KA E IR AR —8, X5 380K
R HRTEA R BREHETIRIN, WS TR
e BER S, WOk FR 5 Tt — AL R 17
GEHR SR, SHEFEEEE 25 /min ELE, 104 15, 20,
30 r/min [} EEAEBER R N (P<<0.05); K 18 45
RER, H5HXEE 65 CE, 50. 55, 60,70 C
F B HERE R B N (P<<0.05); R 19 45 R EIR,
5k XA 140 CHE%L, 1104 1204 130, 150 ‘CHY
FEHEGIR WA (P<<0.05).

TR b, EEEIERNEEE (X)) N 20, 25,
30r/min, HXERE (X2) N 60. 65. 70 C, #EX

F16 TG ELRIIFNE (X£s,n=3)
Table 16 Effect of drying mode on Bizhunziwei (X £ s,

R 17T HEREREXELAEREREIRE (X+£s,n=3)

Table 17 Effect of sampling speed on Bizhunziwei (X + s,

n=3)
A/ (r-min ) b AETE R
10 2.885+0.093"
15 3.99440.125"
20 2.670+0.078"
25 2.05440.106
30 2.523+0.043"

SRR 25 rmin~! LB "P<0.05.
*P <0.05 vs 25 rmin! injection speed.
xR 18 HRNREITELAEEREISINE (X+s,n=3)

Table 18 Effect of air outlet temperature on Bizhunziwei

(Xxs,n=3)
H AR/ C PeHERER | H KR/ C BR{:NAUS
50 2.840+0.096" 65 1.751£0.120
55 3.1544+0.069" 70 2.493+0.087"
60 2.680+0.050"

5 KRR 65 CLLEL "P<<0.05.
“P < 0.05 vs air outlet temperature of 65 C.

F19 FHXUEEITELAEZEREIREN (Xts,n=3)

Table 19 Effect of air inlet temperature on Bizhunziwei

(Xxs,n=3)
AR/ C Peifdgnk | RGR)E/C bl HE vk
110 3.21940.080" 140 2.6881+0.098
120 3.876+0.064" 150 2.884+0.073"
130 3.002+0.073"

n=3)

T 72 [ RiRTAUS T 7= Eb v g
B -1.07340.126 T 3.30240.140*
e 2.79540.195* Ik 5.396+0.366"
W3 5% 1.844+0.192*

R RTHLLE: "P<0.05,
“P < 0.05 vs freeze drying.

53k RIS 140 CLE#L: *P<<0.05.

P < 0.05 vs air inlet temperature of 140 C.
R (X3) A 130, 140, 150 CRHARFEIMIKTF, LL
EEHERE R R A5 &, K F BBD-RSM EAL T T2,
17 RSEH ('S G1~G17) 45 B 0% 20, BT HdE
Bkt 3 ANHRRMIENATFE,  Hikgk=1.160+
0.173 6 X1+0.008 7 X2—0.647 2 X3+0.211 2 X1 Xo—
0.034 8 X\X3—0.451 3 X X3+0.604 4 X;2+0.908 6
X2+1.010 X32, R*=0.976 8.

FHE T2 AR Ty 22 b g AR 21 25
o, B P<0.05, KW PN 03071, KU
HE SR GRS TR L 2EE 2 MH
R =4 Rvim 28 WL 5. DALk HEEsk NN H
bR, HiEWIE TR T ZAPEEERE 25 /min. HX
T 65 C. #XIEE 145 C. (£ LR T Z kT
3 HEIRUE RS, 45 MR 22,

2.7 HOEEHR SR EEHEAE Z BB XM
271 QLY FEMEFES . JREUTZHREM . TR T2
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#*20 QLY FRIZM BBD-RSM LR ITRER
Table 20 Design and results of BBD-RSM experiment QLY drying process

45 Xi/(rmin™') Xo/'C  X3/'C  HYEER|FS Xi/(rmin™') Xo/C X3/'C  ELHEEERR| PS5 Xi/(rmin™!) Xo/'C X3/°C ELHEREHE
Gl 20(-1) 65(0) 150(+1) 1.835 |G7 25 65 140 1.304 |G13 25 70 150  1.994
G2 20 60 (-1) 140 (0)  2.650 [G8 25 65 140 0.836 |Gl4 20 65 130  3.469
G3 20 70 (+1) 140 1.922 [ G9 30 65 150 2217 |G15 25 60 130 3.271
G4  25(0) 65 140 1.205 |G10 30 65 130(-1) 3.791 |Gle6 25 65 140 1.331
G5 25 65 140 1.145 |Gl1 25 70 130 3.980 |G17 25 60 150  3.080
G6 30(+1) 70 140 3.124 |GI2 30 60 140 2.470
#z21 FRIZEERBFESHER
Table 21 Results of variance analysis of regression model of drying process

HEFRKE FHM O A®BE B FE PA HERE CFHM BH®BE B FE Pia

TR 14.93 9 1.66 3275 <<0.0001 | X2 1.54 1 1.54 3037 0.000 9
Xi 0.24 1 024 476 0.0655 | X2? 3.48 1 348  68.62 <<0.000 1
X 0.00 1 0.00 0.0l 09157 | X32 4.29 1 429 8477  <<0.000 1
X 3.35 1 335 66.14 <0.0001 | 5%k 0.35 7 0.05

XiXo 0.18 1 0.18  3.52 0.1027 | ZR4M5 0.20 3 0.07 1.68 0.307 1
XX 0.00 1 0.00  0.10 0.7662 | 4R 0.16 4 0.04

XX 0.81 1 0.81  16.09 0.0051 | &A1 15.29 16

5 5 -
® #®
03 &3

X/(r'min™")

&5

22 X3/°C

135

22

5% 1% T 2 & B Z2 00 bL AR A R 2 Wi ) i 2 T

Fig.5 Response surfaces of effects of various factors in spray drying process on Bizhunziwei

*22 FRIZEIERIEER

Table 22 Results of drying process verification test

K9 Xi/(rmin™) Xo/'C X3/°C LLERER FRINE RSD/%

1 25 65 145 1.081 1.042  3.18
2 25 65 145 1.117
3 25 65 145 1.048

i S A R I % RS A TR, 1]
DLAR TR L VA 5 1) i S B AR B R VA 48
b, DUERTACHEE T 2060, Kk, A#FFAEREIFN
FH e gk (25t b, 204 Btk gk 5 48 S S A
BLRE Z 18] (AR D Ak, 3k — 235 ol R LU HE A PR 1) ) 2
PEo B 15 #EFEVERES (J1~T15). 17 L3R EC T 2kt
an (T1~T17) J 17 BT ZREN (G1~G17)
EE, SIS T, HKEMIET

BERERL 3 K, [ICET RS, 5T, WENAR, U8

i, HIFS QLY FderE . TR, THRILE
R A HPLC R AR .

2.7.2 FBRCOR AR IR AL A IR
PRI 77 B (B4 9 IR T, %R “2.17 TR

QLY EAERE S & T2 M“2.7.17 R I abFE 773,
il 2 BRIV [FE LA 5 5 4 0 4%
FRTEASE 9 A BH X AR S VA

273 B BB Kromasil 100-5-Cis %
(250 mmX 4.6 mm, 5 pm); RBENHA LHE-0.1%6
B2 /K VST BREEBENL: 0~10min, 5%~20%C.JE;
10~20min, 20%Z.MfE; 20~25min, 20%~24%Z.
F: 25~40 min, 24%~30%Zff5; 40~55 min,
30%~50%Z i 55~65 min, 50%~100%ZfiF;
65~75min, 100%Z.ff&; 75~75.10 min, 100%~5%
Mg WK BAGI: 0~51 min, 210nm; 51~56
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min, 260 nm; 56~75.10 min, 210 nm!'®l,
2.7.4  FROUENE ke R

(1) SIS 11 R8-S , 9 5145
E HIETHAUKR, WuEHH AZ R,

(2) FEHFEIRES: KRR J1 A s 10
ul, ESHEFE 6 IR, WsE, 45 RILH UG R B
B8] ) RSD 4 0.005%~0.326%, HHX} & EF ) RSD
N 0.037%~4.620%-

(3) HEME: MERIIL Rt e 1, &
AFERR “2.7.17 TR 7k g s, R
SE, S5 RIS AR B TE] Y RSD A 0.014%~
0.154%, FHXTUETHI AR RSD N 0.296%~4.515%.

(4) R Makat: B FRS, RESEME, %R
“2.7.17WUR IR AR 7 ER S 0.

9

2. 4. 8. 12 24 h FEAENIGE, 25 RILAH AR B
A RSD A 0.021%~0.206%, AH i U T AR ¢
RSD 9 0.995%~4.518%.

2.7.5 fRGUENEMIES. K 15 #t QLY FEMERES
(J1~J15) BRGNP 2h it 5 g S AU
P RS, LI EIEEEAS R, bre g
HA R RIS (R). 45 3bRE T 20 MLA
g (K 6)o DL RNXTIR, 15 15 #t QLY JEUERE S
(IFRACLRE, 255 J1~T15 RUARABUEE 20509 0.998.
0.999. 0.999. 0.998. 0.997. 0.999. 0.998. 0.997.
0.995. 0.996. 0.998. 0.999. 0.999. 0.998. 0.998.
GERRIA, 15 ft QLY FEVERE S8 S B AR LR
BIRT 0.90, RKEHB T REEEAR—F, MRRESA
i R AIE TR QLY HIFIMbrUES IR .

123, " 12 14 s 16 18
56 7 8 10 1719 20

- A -~ Al K WY A R
A ~ Ahha “ J15
T AAA 2 " 114
" - AAAL o P " 13
" Ao s Y J12
-+ — Mkt Il
4 SR Py ~A A A 710
A PRt ~ A A A A 19
s At ~ '} A A A 18

A S A A Aa J7
QX 1 A A A Aoia 16
™ e . A A A J5
4 A A A A A J4
. A A A % A& A 13
A A A J A A& Asan i
—r . A ~J A | A 71
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

t/min

6 154t QLY E/fEHS (J1~J15) B HPLC 58 EE R H BRI EIE (R)
Fig. 6 HPLC fingerprints of 15 batches of QLY reference samples (J1—J15) and their reference fingerprint (R)

VEFEAERE S RO S B P R R HB L
Bl (B 7) XFEEar b, S5 1. 8. 9. 11~13. 16,
17 S8 T2, 2. 15 SIRHE TR HE®E, 55
WA JE TR%E, 10 SRR T 1, 18 SIgHE T
R, 4. 19 SEHETER T, 14 5§HET
ANZ, 20 SUEATREIHE TR, £,

2.7.6 MKMESHT LR CASIE, 17 MERTLZE
FEf (TI~T17) fa8C Bl (B 8) AL 733 0.993
0.989. 0.988. 0.994. 0.993. 0.941. 0.994. 0.994.
0.956. 0.960. 0.982. 0.977. 0.971. 0.987. 0988.
0.992. 0.987, 17 MEB L ZFEM (T1~T17) KL
HEEVR (R 13)9 )8—1.182.—0.778.0.251.—1.897.
—1.562 3.628. —1.723. —1.769. 3.419. 2.245. 0.689.
1.232. 1.828. 0.335. —0.372. —1.375. —0.570, —

HHAHGPEILE 9-A. Z5RER, I ZIR8A
AR ALRE 5 B AR IR AR OC R 5 0.951 3, AHOGHE
Bt

PLR XTI, 17 MR TZRFS (G1~G17)
Fe ot s (B 100 FHLEE 739309 0.969.0.957.0.964
0.973. 0.976. 0.959. 0.972. 0.980. 0.960. 0.954.
0.948. 0.962. 0.963. 0.956. 0.949. 0.971. 0.954,
17 ML 2R (G1~G17) I EL kG (% 20)
AN 1.835. 2.650. 1.922. 1.205. 1.145. 3.124.
1.304. 0.836. 2.217. 3.791. 3.980. 2.470. 1.994.
3.469. 3.271. 1331, 3.080, & HIAHIIE LI 9-
B. 4R TR, SR T 2R SUEIE AL 5 LL AR Rk
[FIAEIE B2 BN 0.951 2, MRS .

DL s R, DAL HERGRAE A 344 77— 5
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A 9
13
12
L 7 sl ol Yos o 19 20
_ AL m A Al 10 Laty 1 R
L " A Al A&
L . =
{ A [ T
L ay . " RATE
- J)Ul A~ A 5 A A KA
I\ A %
x o
A N EHIT
B 9
1 12 13
234 1 L 14 15 1618
| T 36 ;R w220 20 g
A JTN A i B St
' P R k. " : L
' M ol \_J e A B T
o A A A A A SRR PE
A ke ! . i B R
' N IR 1 o\ " ; S I
N N I N LA £ BRI Db
N '™ \ e B R
PE FENE | " m e BRI
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
t/min
7 ZBKRIRE (A) REMHES (B) &9 HPLC 54 EiE
Fig. 7 HPLC fingerprints of each single decoction piece (A) and its negative sample (B)
9
13
12
I3 1618
4 11 1415
10 17
s 3 : \ I S M VA 2 .
L el MAA A A A Rk T17
MAA A T16
. ik A ~ TI5
a—— Pa— 3
Rk Maa A, A Ti12
PR - A ~ Tl
i \ r— 100
. MAM‘_A A A T8
R Man A A $Z
A A = A TS
” Mhi y A A bo. T4
PR C— | PR rm—— B
= A ) \ . . T
10 20 30 ‘ 40 50 60 70

t/min

8 QLY IZEEITZ#MmAY HPLC 58 EiE

Fig. 8

HPLC fingerprints of QLY extraction process samples
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A

4 -

% 27

E=

_2 -

T T T L T T L
0.94 0.96 0.98 1.00
TR AR AL

B
4 -
£ 2]
:
2 0 4
-2
T T T T T T 1
0.94 0.96 0.98 1.00
RS L

B9 EIIZHMm (A). TRIZHES B) MEOEZRSHENIELEIERILERX DT

Fig.9 Correlation analysis between Bizhunziwei and fingerprint similarity of extraction samples (A) and drying samples (B)

LL
B
» N
=N
»

LLLL

R

e e
N

AdAA

[
F e F
2 I

o e L e b e e
-3

[

"] CLLLELLLLLL

t/min
El 10 QLY FEIZ# M HPLC (54 Ei%
Fig. 10 HPLC fingerprints of QLY drying process samples

PERIVE FERR 2 — HARME M. mTATHE.
3 g

R 5 BT AR IR B, sl &
R R N8 R A B AR R B  F 7
A PR IR SR SR X 23 5 ) “ RS FR S0, AT
JRRE S AARREAEDO), R, B pH LS
IERES T AALIE SR A T3 ] RE RS A b IR R o i
Ao AT HIWFF T HY . NaCl. Hrdk s b ok
PEMRIRCE, S5 REMIE T PL RS R . XWIRR, K
FAAR 2 B B o TR S, N E A 563 pH {HL
HBETF SR TSI . FR, AIUH
1EHE QLY FEUERE S AT EIRIE N 0.22 mg/mL, AH
U 25 B N 0.57 mg/mL . WRAE S R K
JERIERE, T EEIRUERE S . AK IR RS0 X
B, FEREDX LT, AT IR R B A
MRS, LB S 25 1 R d e v

AHITCR, HEAERERRE X M K& L R
(], SRHU (8] S5 32 I T 2S5, IR RE X 70 b RRE L
IR . BERIRE S S TR T 228, 0
CALEHERER N5 52457 b5, K] Box-Behnken #7111
LT STk, ik 07 BRI AR B T,
SR S RSB BETIIN QLY RUFRHX. T
Lo AWHTTIERI, PCHERIR 545 E TR U 2
IEGFEME R R D EEEREW], LML TTH
JrGRTABE T2, DAL HE AR R AL SR i 5
e R R — SR AT BRAE. TR EAR
A, LEHERAR S AL T FAN ™ M A K, AT RE—
HRIER) BRI AP E S

AT FUE I “ LU HEREIR 7, AL G B 24 2
WS THER, BAThEARG, FrERa
ROARTE, TEIE. SRS . EE, BLHEER
HA PR, PAERLRAE ABLR )5 BER T
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2 ML 77 R — B0, R 24 TR ER VS S gk
AR G2 T AR L HERRAR R, P RETE—
8 RE P 3R B o ) A 5 R HE R A 1 2 1 2L A AR A
PEo IR DAUE, PUAERERARIL T fE S R 25 2110
Y& AT RITRRIER . Ik, Heikdk B
CREARNE” . AR B FERIE €520 000X 6”7 N AT
T LTI A 5 R S, BREX 720 MNMRFAE(EE N
DERFFIEAE, R S gUF e S AH L, 3 REST
JEBE S AR RRAE , B RER AL & 10— 2k« TR,
BR:adv o4ty = ST (30

A SEG R FH AR 22 B, AN HAR T IE 1
10, 100 Hz FydaAme, it a) 7370 23,
2.3, 0.23s, SCEG AR AR, A kel b
fAT B, SEEORMRE 2 — IR L, Ry AR i K 238
WfRE, BDaTE, BRAERETER, BUARKRY. &5,
Eb ik ZE R ELAT S 7. BU VIR S AE 2 3044 T T
AbER R FE AT R ], B R, o
it 6 U AT R AT, SRR EE T B (quality
by design, QbD) HAFEL A T H K IR,
HAT “SERHPE” RER

W2 R, e R I DB T
S IR B it TR T,
S 2 MR, X R R R S S LT
I 5 B 5 D)AE OGP AT H SR FH R A L
HEUEHRAITEIN 2 47 QLY Al 5 BEvERE & F B
) — S, NS4 7 IR L2kt 7oy
o ARG I R S 13 B 42 34 TR, R
TN RE LR T S LR, LR AR AR,
TG B T IR R 2 S SRR S — . (R
U, bl Rt mT 20 8 44 7 SR IR T — Bk
P

LM TTH UK, — 2RI A Ik, 1
B SRR, R, EOERERIE T
Bl — o 245 1) 770 DA B £ o PR AR 7 O R R ) IR
BB . WERRHZE, BTEEET 20
2 90 FFAX, HEAR—BELATAWIRIES, R
TEE S BRI R, FRXRIEFL DR
o A 4t S-Ed. DI 55 B —#k o8
R, MR L HE Rk RAE 2 4 T SR — B, T “TT
R—8E” RSN RAZ O B bR, R
HETER 597 80 e M R C R R B TR E A
IRVE Y I 8L
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