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ABSTRACT: Solanine is a glycoside alkaloid, found in solanaceae, liliaceae and compositae. It is more common in
young and damaged parts of potato tissues. It mainly exists in 2 forms: a-solanine and a-chaconine. In recent years,
there have been continuous reports of solanine poisoning caused by eating solanaceous vegetables, which has brought
certain harm to people's health. Therefore, the research on the solanumine detection technology is particularly urgent.
This paper introduced the source, structure, physical and chemical properties, and extraction methods of solanine, and
briefly described the research progress of solanine detection technology, in order to provide some reference for the
research of solanine detection technology.
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FEARAE T S ep B Jp 3 KA PENLER A 2 4
D5 T A0 A PR 114 355 e L % 55 A A L 1 55 I
KWL A R TR RN, s S B R G
BN ERZE SRR, PR E A R T RO R
A . R P R RRE AT Jp s R 2 A
A 20 mg/100 g fif Th4% 2 AR/ R p 2 E X A
BB AL, HOR R — ] 50 g BT . R D
(75 200 mg e 2E R )ik & kA R IER R, BIERIGEH
o4 3~6 mg/kg AR, MORBZ M ANTE 2 D% E,
REGRAN RO ES 2, Fmesn T kERhE
R, BEAEERA A0 IR B 38 R B 1A BEiA YT, B3
BRI H A (Y 4 J2 W AF I Bl . AT R E R4
DL R FRARPE I LRI | B AR S50 T AT T 45k, DA
W AT T2 A IR AR T /%, RIE2E R A H AR
TR — 2 S5

2 REEMEHARIBIM R

RS R A BRI 80 F, EERAEDRE
WL A, T 0.5%, fENE 0.01%, P25
AR 0.004%, HAESZ B2, R RERREZER
Bz Jp 3 5 i 2 B B-o0 ) 3k 2 RE 3k 2k B,
fE15 B M kA a2 A, WU BT 5] R AT A0 i R
7 42 i G B A7 B2 E, BRI SE Az s U0,
25 F W) 25 40 VAR Ml L BE W L 4 Ol il (solanine)
AR5 58 (chaconine)2 R (I 1 Frzs o Jg 38 K (AL 27 45
), Hi & i KM JE a-solanine il a-chaconine, A
K 95%M LA N 1 FTR) . BREE 1 R4, AT
DR (A A DL R AR, R, HORE
RIA ARG M, SKAMEE, Fiewe, oF. B
B VS AT, B SRR AR X R E, HEAE
BRPE B IR B B 25 T R R s kAR, BT
R iOE 2 Ry DA N

1 JEBEREH

Chemical structure of solanine

Fig.1
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Table 1 The main composition of solanine
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B-RliT 7L A 721
YA L3R 559
a-RABL A RApE R 851
B-RABE AR B4 b 705
RA A 559
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3.1 REVGE

T FERME R E, BTz A RBO AR
737 SN G173 1 € 7 N AN 1737 SN Db /3 eril
Bl BB TS b b AU TR R A SR B Ak e 25 R AR
BT, RO PRl B R IO I i . s BRI () R
K4k ARG, HAETE 40 min, JB2ERIBBORE
1K 0.84%. 41, Hossain 25U SR e 3 1A A€ B Th 4% 4 1y
WFER, 1.92 mg/g MIRTUE B2 5 T 5 M0 {42 R
(0.981 mg/g), LA L7 T 434 725 i 6 e A 25 AR 38 B S 4 v
TRFEZARECGE . HHERE RO R LB
AN 2 foR
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Table 2 Common extraction methods for solanine and their advantages and disadvantages
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3.2 REUETRIAF

Je s R S, TEBRYE ST T 2 kR K
fife 200 R A Yo e o v 2 2R R T ) 4 2 PR A
AL, H L PRI R S AL B LR 3

4 BEFEWURA

BRI H AT, P IRZEZ R AR FE 53k 3 K
2 Ak UG E AR A I AR o A B L i
FED L W MM, BURHIR S R T UG
BARFETE UG H A, B ) DAL FE IR e vk . U
PE TR
4.1 KEFE
411 ARk

RGN o % 2R o e s e RO A A T A ik A 3
HERUARAR, KRR, R, (HRHERERWE T
B b i VEARAE B 26 7 BEXT S UEA TN, X —ad R it
SR S PR AR, SO ES T it

6 R0 S T AR i e R R O R AT O I, R
T3 2 n A B R PSR O R P2 R S THRER, (2
S LS ) 3 of Y 1) R0 79 3 0 o 2 R - ST IR B 0 4
K2 2, XA EEER 26%11% 2527 Bushway ZEB0%
TR E TR AT T, R R T SRR T
WS LEWAR, T 38 2 7K A 05 o0 BE B0 A5 HLYA R (an ok
s E ) T NS A AT IO, AT EANZ . A
T B AE IR F—Se{b A W B K
412 W&k

B €075 78 X6 i R 1l 98 2R LA T DU E I, R AR
i I 2% R RIS RE NS TERR M IR 5 T 5 P I R 2B B S
N0 52 LW B SRR T R S R A B 2 R . ik
EeAErd AR R . SR, s i s ), R Gl

P ZRIAL IR S TR . IR %2, MBHEAR Y&, 5
U A IR TR A, A R X 0 DR A T O 1Y) R T E Ay
BrCUL R B AR WU R P B R
(Marquis 5) Rl 1%25 58 H /8 5% R (Clarke 32057))!°.
Sanford 25UV F = SR8/ HR IR RS I JC M S A i A
Wy R LR S A R A R LR R i, SER A IR IR,
Eb £ 338 A DU R DASSRE A T Te AT 2E M. Hh B3k 5050
JI T AN, AR AR A 3k 1 = [l iR i
L (8 305 6 SR 30 8 o F rh BLA —E W RIBR P, B T 44
S HEHEEE TR
413 RIS AAEE

AN G T (ultraviolet spectrophotometry, UV)H
TR L R E R SRS, £ 530 nm AMIUARAHE S IR
JCREEAE, Bl 5 A0 R 3 %ot BR VA R A T L R AR T I AR
ISR Sl SRARLLEC IR SR EUS, FH 1%H,S0,
AT, AT 8 45 J5 BURE S VA T VKB IR AL Ha, SO,
JEBCE, AR 1%CH,0, #E 1.5 h )5, 78 530 nm Tl
SR, FHMAEER G AZCKIT S E. UV B
WU ATz, (R AT SR BRIk b AT v i)
.
4.1.4 FBEEEE

)2 (43 15 (thin layer chromatography, TLC)H Tl &
FRDUARE P 0 e 25 28 i S UL AR AR i o 28 2 TR IR R T
50T R B 22 5 R AT B, SRS AR LU RS (E (RN XT L
SRXTRE S R RS R S B TR . BRI SRR 2
BRERIEAT TR R RS R SRR, A =SB
Sttt e, 2RO MR AN 1R,
SCEGRTAS oA A EIBCR R 95%~98%, a-R ABs Y DR
ik 96%~102%. TLC iR 4845, BERS, Wk
TR, 10T 1/4~1/3 h, BUERW/N, ST %R
FAPERTEAGHI, ER AR BEAIS, N3G G E T e =T o
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Table 3 Common extraction solvents and their advantages and disadvantages
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LERESHE S ) o
0.5%T R ZRFb, Gyo R, REETE g [23]
5% PR/ TR BR S, REYIPSE KREAR [23]
F U (2:1, VIV) PR LR T, A [24]
XL R L PR(10:3, VIV) PR, BETH [25]
F i Z./2(95:5, VIV) PR, A5 [26]
(2 mol/L); ZE(1:1, VIV) PEHCRE, $hERIMS Cis bt [19]
' LI L/R(5:3:2, VIVIV) PRICRTE, ICRAE [27]
RAT R . o
PO IR K L (5:3:2, VIVIY) PP, AR [25]
PO R IR 7K 2 R (50:50:20: 1, VI VIVIV) PEBCHCRRAE, A [26]
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415 JHFRAEE L

A W M e g% 3% (high  performance liquid
chromatography, HPLC){ & #¥: i v (19 0k 25 28 1% 238 4 221l
BRI, 00 WS4 174 £ B s T R0 T RN T 3155 L A
I RO HPLC K22 J (g RE it [ R e vy, — gl
ik 82%07, BEMEKI v B O R e s AR, (AN T
ARG B A it D) T 12 AT MR A, L VROAH €83k R Al
FH C g ¥EIEAT 438, o Rl AN o B ) 20 B A5 R AN 8 AR
B8 HPLC 25/ 24 v i 5 B 1) 2 CE T A RO 20 A e 4227,
TEFE A 38 1Y AT A L K Ui Bl A T LA SR e 4 D Y v .
Friedman Z£M5R F HPLC BEATHE & B35 2 & RGN E,
I & Beckman334 JRH 315 . 2= E 4 T B Il o
PRBOEZERE i, FEAL, SRR, st
TLANAHIE S AR — AU, R 203 nm, A
P ETEREAEE N 1 mL/min, FISCRE K 98.6%. 1ERIT
BIBFFEH, Friedman 28252 i] Sep-Pak Plus C g 4,341 17
FEZE, 7E 9~11 min Z[RIPEBEHY ol R a1 il €335
WAy R o
4.1.6 RAR-FEILA &

WA - Bt i% B A ¥4 (liquid  chromatography-mass
spectrometry, LC-MS)RilAR 5 A 9 e 28 2 & &k, Seilad
HPLC XJHEahilFA7 4088, 1580 preidiil i B4Ry i, FHa
T BT B AR B ARG 0 s, SR B
Ve BIVAT %o} e 3% R & i EA T A - LC-MS ] X i i st 1Y
JeBERBATRN, BN EISCR R, RS . EE LT,
AT S IR S R o B B B 4, E i
B TR 72

Distl 45 R P 2 5 R v Th 4% S
AP TS SRS R, MBI, BAHZEEL
FEAEHL, Hossain Z5UF & 300 UE T —Fl A T 44 2 5 14
A W 1 8 1 50U A €53 - B 56 BT (ultra performance
liquid chromatography tandem mass spectrometry,
UPLC-MS/MS) ¥k, ¥ T 3 AR it fb 25 Mo,
Hrp BEH Cig 54T S X7 2 W 1) e £ 4 12 RN R A
JE o Vo A S O R FERORE - B B0 FH 300 2 T 4 SR i
o- BRI & i, JFX O 5 Y SRR BE AT T IRk, 2
SEABEVEI R, B a- A AY 5 11 B 1(397.99 Y B 1
JERARXTR)TE 5.5 min A7 UG, REGARIERYT-HE, J B3]
WA, AEFE IR 121%. T LC-MS A5
il e e 2% R SR A BEH Amide (354, a-Ais0T a6 H
FELFO R S BRI R 433108 0.1 ~ 1.0 1 0.3 ~ 3.0 mg/kg; a-FFhi
BRAG: HH BRI E FEBR A3 314 0.03 ~ 0.30 F1 0.1~1.0 mg/kgt*™,

42 BEER

421 ARSI MOCRRAT S B ST AR
HE TR B BOG BT AR B o T ORR R
(matrix-assisted  laser

desorption  ionization = mass

spectrometry imaging, MALDI-MSI)J& i T —H it R £
FHL KM —/ MR, 520 RRRESRESH
LAY BCRFXT N o VRIS A fil 2 i T S8 5|
S P2 OB S 2 W iRk B AR Ak, TR R R T A S
FIM R SR 2Z 50T DU B R R & a, W
WILHUHEAT BN S B BE TR T L AL ke S AR EUY)
G3HT, AR SR AR

Driedger Z£8I] C g [EAHAEBGE A IIAR ML (S mL)H
PRIUR, SRS TEDUA LB Y B RR M 2R E e PRt s 4 4R <
T, BB ARER AR phise, UM 25 o FR S et o fe ot
S Bl 380 f# WG R B8 TRAT I [B] BT % (matrix-assisted  laser
desorption ionization-time of flight-mass spectrometry,
MALDI-TOF-MS)#F47 B By it i b i) <A . Miyoung
SFYTE Yl MALDI-MSI JFR T —Fh ey 8 . PRt i) 4347
Jrids, TR S A b A e, HFETFR T —
Rl 2,5- R ORI R U BE BT 1 A1 B Ak vk, O
RIGEL T4 FH MALDI-TOF 1) 2,4,6- =2 3L 2, .
422 FHREFFAMLHA

1R G AR B AR XA b e 25 R AT I
BOGIEF AR ARG Gk, PRAG 7m0 PRy & 22
ZE W B EIGE . SAE GRS O T, ot
BUS B RGeS TP . AR T AR S A 2R RS
i, RS, HEZEARWA —ErEia, BTk
B SCHE, BRGNS AL,

Lu Z5EC A P9 i i AR AR 8 ok R Jy
TN AH IR A IR T T 4% BAEAH A B Al & i
Apfk, Zad TR EURRRAE I 1 kB, B AT RE AR R AR
¢ MIfZ [0 3 R § (radial basis function, RBF)AIIZ.L R EL g,
FES7IFAL T S FE 1] & 1] ) (support vector regression, SVR)
AT, KBLY =4 I g=0.24, FZARY A 001 RE I
£, FF HAIRIANF R BE R BELA I R R
TURIISE R BN 0.9143, ST7RIRZEA 0.0296, FEARTLL
i JE I 5K
43 HPEAR
4.3.1 BRERR Sk

Jif 1% 4 9% 7% (enzyme linked immunosorbent assay,
ELISA)H Tl & #E S h S R 1 & a ), B ais
R NONET R AP E N R 2 N RSt s TR SR 1 WE 2N
SR GYMEE, KRR E Ay B, e
FEHFEA R EZEE SR, ELISA YT D42 B L A T
IR AR, HEA @R SRR | AR X A ST
R AT A E o

Morgan % P £7 06 3% 2 & B BE, R A 2
ELISA J5¥k, HuJs s RH i i e i 2 i e 25 3R -4 L7
AR, PR INRE o S R Eh R A, FESL
PR R WE AR E R GOk, 45 SRR i
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PLERRRE R 1/20000 B, &0 FBR AL 2 pg, MTE
1/3000 i, #5:0 FBE A45fL 150 pge. Michalsk ZEP2 L E47 1
FALASER, TIE R S A e 25 R AT A 7 . (HJE
DA — B ERPE, F5E A AR SRR FIBiA
432 AMERE

WEIA: W A5 s TAERY R BRIE T8 2 MFEAR RN, X
SO 7 N P BUT A, R pHAE R AR Ak, T (1S
S ARV R AL Y LR LA IR 2 e, Aot
FEIE R RAERE, At A ARt . IR,
Korpan 555 g et T 44 5 v A A1) 6 1 SR A T T O

K, AR IRAR R B e pH R 8500 SR, o
i) 5E A T BENE RS G . Arkhypova Z5P47E Korpan £ AR
WAL Z b, Xt pH SUSSHRON SRS A Y15 R A 7
THRALFRAE, LR B, SR T BTk EE 1
mmol/L I}, f&IEa8 EA BRI MR U, RN
3%. Michelle 25Vt F 35 3 DX il ) — v 2R 0 15 T i
o A= i, 38 2o o 2% 2L TR ) £ TR AR B R T8 (AChE) T Tk
AHBE R (BChE) RS e B, 4566 T4l Ak 2R 5 12 Y
— BRIk, BT O R R, BT LRI 4 L
JEH 50 ppb AOBEE A= M

2 © _ CH,

CH,—_N* — (CH,), — 0 — C — (CH) —> (CH,) —C\+H0 — (CH), —N* — CH, + N*
0

Butyryl
CH, \ cholinesterase
CH, -~ H,
(¢}
Acetyl
CH
3 cholinesterase
CH,— N*— (CH),—O0 — C — CH, ——>
e I H,0
CH, 0

o CH,

//0 J/ CH,

CH, — C\+HO — (CH), — N'— CH, + N*

O CH

3

B2 WA YA IR A SO

Fig.2 Basic reactions of sugar biosensors

4.3.3 A RS E

RS B3 43 B ¥ (radioimmunoassay, RIA)FEXT R H
o 25 2 B A TN R B O S g RN, A
FEMRRSE, B/ AR i R 7 A A R VI 1Y) S B 2
W, (HJR BRSSP AE SUR N PR G, XoF S 45 SR v A —
AT

Matthew 2RI RIA #EfT 44 &b k35 2 o Sl
SERE, B 0.1 nL A5 FIPH]SHHH(2400 dpm, 0.1 mL)LA K #t
IM3%(0.2 mL)F 2 °CNIEZ MR 15 h, SR
BRI B B MBI ES &34y, BB RIS
PR A CTIN L L e Y =W PUR iy A 112 RO = - Aa R E <0
WRE HEAT LN E RBUE N 0.2 ng/mL, I [E]AE 5 R %L
A 18.8%(n=10), MENRECH 17.8%(n=10), HI T
L3 o

5 ZR5itie

AWFTES e R MEAMLT T 471k, WHEics, K
Tl R MBS THERIHERE, JEHRAE A 45
PP B A R AR K R 25 5 T RIS . FRT 2 T A g 2%
IO AT 5 Fh, K7k B2 1R, S r ik
BAGEIA | FEWIEOR 3 R BRI N7 1A L SR
B, ik, 7Ee e KA BRI R rh, AN
TSR IE RIS, I E T IR LG . JedE KGR
HEESR A A, A BB, HAE A B

I, DR S DRI e 2 F AR SE R A AR, e Ahad
AEX 0 FRMEAR B K, LA e 28 R il 8es 5
TERIE
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