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[ Abstract ]

and provide a fast and reliable method for Venenum Bufonis identification. Methods: A total of 10 dried Venenum Bufonis

Objective: To establish HPLC fingerprint profiles of dried Venenum Bufonis from different producing areas,

samples from different origins were collected. The samples were analyzed with Waters MS C; column ( 150 mm x 4.6 mm,
5 wm), and gradient eluted by water-0.1 % trifluoroacetic acid ( TFA ) acetonitrile solution at 1.0 ml/min. The column
temperature was set at 30 °C, and detect wavelength was 296 nm. Result: Ten chromatographic peaks were extracted as the
common peaks of fingerprints, and three main chromatographic peaks were identified by reference, of which bufalin was used
as the reference peak. Softwares such as fingerprint similarity evaluation, SIMCA were applied for similarity analysis and principal
component analysis. The methodology study results showed that the established HPLC fingerprint method was simple and relia-
ble. The similarity of Venenum Bufonis samples from different sources was greater than 0. 92. Conclusion: The method estab-
lished in this experiment is accurate and sensitive, can be used for quality control and identification of dried Venenum Bufonis.
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