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Multi-indicative component ananlysis of different species of
Terminalia L. based on multivariate statistical analysis
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Abstract : To establish a method for content determination of multi-indicative components of Terminalia L. and provide a refer-
ence for the quality evaluation of Terminalia L. . The content of 7 tannins were measured in 44 batches of different species of
Terminalia 1. and the analysis were conducted by variance analysis, cluster analysis ( HCA) , principal component analysis
(PCA) and orthogonal partial least squares discriminant analysis (OPLS-DA) to evaluate the differences in the tannis con-
tent among the three different species of Terminalia L. . The results showed that there were distinct differences among 7 tan-
nins content among the three species of Terminalia L. . Variance analysis demonstrated that the differences of content were
statistically significant (P <0.05). HCA,PCA and OPLS-DA suggested the differences among the species and the results an-
alyzed by PCA and OPLS-DA indicated that the main different components were punicalagin A, punicalagin B, chebulinic
acid, corilagin, chebulagic acid and gallic acid. The method is convenient and accurate , which provides a reliable analytical
method and reference for the quality control of Terminalia L. .
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FHET X301 BRI 5E 22 LA St A ) 25 e
E SRR A 3 (EL R LA 60 8 24 6 Y B A
FE gL Y, Zhao S5 LT AR AE B4 B T3]
T Q-marker ] HE A TR IR T2 R |
BEACIR  TEMEERT I AP e ld o S, Z 48R S i
W5 7, R A U s, B35 07 22 0 i L3R
ForHr (HCA) | E 73 734 (PCA) A e /> — 3 4]
515347 (OPLS-DA ) , #5455 901 - | 2% & 7]+ F1 75 75 2R
SRS LI R 11 24k Y B DE A S U
FHR IS 1
1 XS54

Waters H-Class B B0 AH (0354 ( 3£ [E Waters
/N¥]) s Waters Cortecs T3 C (2.1 mm x 150 mm, 1.6
pum) ; XP-26 AU J7 43 2 — K P, ME204E #1743 22
— K (Fi £ Mettler 23 7] ) 5 Milli-Q 8 4liK i1k 5
4t (£ [ Millipore 24 7] ) ; KQ-500DE B 75 ifi 1 ¥k

MBI S ERERAR) .
WE TR X R (45 :110831-201906, & & .
91.5% ) o] BLAL U0 B (41651 111623-200301 , 7

W =98% ), fR D 2 R T Y B B R 5 9T
TIRIR XS BR i (452 Y20613211, & & =98% ) i
A SRR A IR AT BR S R R ML s 2 A 1 (A&B)
it B (165 : CFS201901 , & it =98% ) il 32 # 1%
Xf el (415 CFS201901 , & - =98% ) (] IR X
B (45 : CFS201902, & & : =98% ) , 1 s R AR
EWEARA PR St B G o (g 2l K N
afifl oK s Hoapialon) o i

SH TR ML 44 i, 2T R — R R A
A B AT 2G04 HT ~ H1T SAE SR 7
FHEYI T T. chebula Retz. {11 AR 52 X1 ~
X14 SHEA AR FRHEY) I T. chebula Retz. [
THEAIR  RH1 ~ RH13 R F 7 FHEY B0 1
T. chebula Retz. var. tomentella Kurt. [1 T4 i 20 5
SETEMfE R R 1,
2 FEEHER
2.1 wEif&st

a4 h Waters Cortecs T3 Cg (2.1 mm x 150

x1 HHHERRE
Table 1  Information source of Terminalia 1.

P55 i HeR 55 4 He %5 i P
No Sample name Source No. Sample name Source No. Sample name Source
H1 W JZRTMN X1 ViR LR RHI P T =R
H2 ¥ JAR)M X2 =g Va1 A RH2 HET =EEE
H3 T JUER]TM X3 AR L% RH3 HEWF =l
H4 W JZRTMN X4 R JUARET RH4 W mHlEE
H5 W JoAR)TM X5 TR WL E RHS BT =S
H6 T JZRTM X6 PE R JUUYR T RH6 HEWF =&
H7 W IEESN X7 AR LR RH7 P T =l E
H8 W ITE SN X8 TR B[R F e RHS BT =HEE
H9 IINe JTPYEMK X9 iR JRLES N RH9 HEWF =l &
H10 LR “MEY X10 EEES LR RHI10 HEWF =Ml
HI1 W =M X11 TR RN RH11 HEW T =M
HI2 Ji[F JoARTM X12 (=R S IV E A RHI12 HEAF = EEM
HI3 W TR X13 PHTFR TR M RHI13 HEWF =R M
H14 W JOARSTM X14 LR THAN - - -
HI5 i JTVER T - - - - - -
H16 W TR T - - - - - -
H17 IR SR T - - - - - -

VEHT ~ HI7 30 T X1 ~ X14 P55 RHT ~ RH13 : 5L G 100 7,
Note; H1-H17 ; Mature fruit of T. chebula Retz. ; X1-X14 ; Immature fruit of T. chebula Retz. ; RHI-RHI13 ; Mature fruit of T. chebula Retz. var. tomentella

Kurt. .
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mm, 1.6 pm); LLZNE (A)-0. 2% 8RR (B) i 3h
FH, BLEEVEME (0 ~ 3 min,0% A;3 ~5 min,0% —3%
A;5 ~12 min,3% —10% A ;12 ~20 min,10% A ;20 ~
25 min,10% —14% A ;25 ~35 min, 14% —17% A ;35
~40 min,17% —21% A ;40 ~45 min,21% —60% A ;
45 ~50 min,60% A) , #ii# K 0. 35 mL/min; fE7E N
30 C ;K R 270 nm,
2.2 MEBARBREE
BOAFIRR J& & TR AR (AKB) T H
PIRT TATRERR AT F R A Sl o RS S RRE , in Y
Il B 43 1) Sy 413. 560 ,105. 271 ,519. 400, 116. 700 ,
1609. 552 495. 635 wg/ml (1R 4 X BE SR .

2.3 #HikmAnH&
ARG (3 =50 ) 29 0. 25 g, WHHE,
B EIEHEIE A RSN A 70% FEE 25mL, 8 75 4b
PH (T 300 W, 55% 40 kHz)30 min, i, H 70%
FH SR A el 2 B o, $ 50, U, ISR DB, RIAS
2.4 FiEFER
2.4.1 RGiERM

B2, 27 U )% B 8 VR, 3K VR,
“2 17T RS T T IR TR
TAREE A LA B AR 5t 22 R ] TR
SRR TR S B BERR T 15 Hi R AE 1. 00 ~
1.05 Z ], TRAXT IR A S A T R LI 1,
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Fig. 1

UPLC chart of reference substance and sample

ARG RSB T C VW E R DB W T LT IR ;2 0B FIR;3 : R AR A4 LA ByS A A 506 2R ;7 . 77
TR, Note:A:Mixed references;B:Mature fruit of T. chebula Retz. ;C;Immature fruit of T. chebula Retz. ;D ;Mature fruit of T. chebula Retz. var.

tomentella Kurt. 1 ; Chebulic acid;2;Gallic acid:3 ;Punicalagin A ;4 ;Punicalagin B;5 ; Corilagin ;6 : Chebulagic acid;7 ; Chebulinic acid.

2.4.2 ABEH

W2 27 IGUT (9 X HE o 9, o P I A o
A5 6 AN [R) ST 4 JBE 110 X T it 9 94, G T 1 UK R
JEui 3 3 43 ) 2 0. 345 3. 446 ,34. 463 ,206. 780
413.560,620. 340 wg/mL, 3% £ T B2 5T & ik B 43 1
247 0.351,3.509 ,35.090,105.271 ,210. 542 315. 812
pe/mL, A A + B R 5 i O 2. 841,

28.410,259. 700 ,519. 400 ,831. 040 .1 038. 800 pg/
mL, 7] 22 ) g Bt &t Wk B 43 1 R 0.340, 3.404
34.039 .1 005.970 .1 609. 552 .2 011. 940 pg/mL, fif
LR B R MR 4 ) A 0.389 3,890, 38.900
116. 700 ,233. 400 ,350. 100 g/ mL, ] T [ vk i
Ay WA 0.346 3,459 34,594 495.635 . 793. 016,
991. 270 pg/mL, DA TE B PR AR BR (y ), Jo a2 vk
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(pg/mL) R A AR () HEATLME [RTIH , 15 3] 45 4> XF
B AL G R R R (B 0. 999 5 L 1, 4%
W2,
2.4.3 HEERXE

B Rl — A VA T, 542, 17 TR Y 463 2
HEELIERE 6 WK, TR IR B FIR EAMIT A LA
W B Al HL 5T TR B R ] R A U T AL RSD
<2% ,FRWUL AN % B R AT
2.4.4 FEMRXE

B Rl — M SV T, #2242, 17 TR Y Y f6 3 2%
4,305 0.2 .4 .6 .8 12 h FEFEI & , i[RI E
TR EAME AL AR B BB 0] 22 i)
iR TR AT A RSD < 2% , 2% B3 5 Vs W 7
12 h (NEE T R4

2.4.5 FHMHRKE

BRI AR 2 0.25 ¢, P47 6 1, #%°2. 37 iR
Tt A A T, F 2. 17 T 0,3 45 1)
LT IR BT IR Z AT A LA B
B at TTREER ] F R g T AR RSD < 2% , K
ZHEEE R
2.4.6 mAEKEER

K B FRILC A B B 1T F 24544 (H17)0. 125 g,
AT 6 40, A 5 RE A P B R AR R T IR
“2. 37 IR A A A R R 2. 1 TR (g
FAFIEATINE TSI LSRR 7 A s F
P INEE R I 7E 97.34% ~99.75% ,RSD <3% ,
ZERNAE 3,

®2 MAFERREMHER

Table 2 Regression equation and linear range

PRI w1577 % R LN
Component Regression equation Linear range( pug/mL)
[ F K #E Chebulic acid ¥ =2 466. 5x-3 958. 1 R*=0.999 9 0. 345 ~ 620. 340
FETFHR Gallic acid y =9 452. 7x-11 365 R*=0.999 9 0.351 ~315. 812
ZAMEF A + B Punicalagin A +B y =6 426. 9x-206. 04 R*=0.999 5 2.841 ~1 038. 800
] R 5L Corilagin y =5 346x-5 610.7 R*>=0.999 9 0. 389 ~350. 100
22 AE Chebulagic acid y =4 513. 2x-15 896 R*=0.999 9 0.340 ~2 011. 940
[ F-fi Chebulinic acid y =5 980x-19 583 R*=0.999 8 0. 346 ~991. 270
R3InREEK LR
Table 3  Recovery test
- FRifaE IR HUEES I & EERIR PR RR
ECEaIn Wiy . o . RSD
C ) Sample weighing Sample Measured Added Recovery Average (%)
omponen (g) amount ( mg) amount ( mg) amount ( mg) rate( % ) recovery rate( % ) ?
IR R 0.1249 3.856 2 7.806 3 3.971 0 99. 47 99.75 0.99
Chebulic acid
0.1250 3.859 3 7.774 1 3.9820 98. 31
0.124 8 3.853 1 7.8123 3.970 0 99.73
0.1253 3.868 6 7.8115 3.899 0 101. 13
0.1259 3.887 1 7.824 6 3.9650 99. 31
0.1256 3.877 8 7.867 4 3.968 0 100. 54
(ELL@?@& 0.1249 0.8812 1.604 8 0.7319 98. 86 99.27 2.00
Gallic acid
0.1250 0.8819 1.6311 0.7319 102. 36
0.124 8 0.880 5 1.597 7 0.7319 98. 00
0.1253 0.884 0 1.601 1 0.7319 97.98
0.1259 0.888 2 1. 600 8 0.7319 97.36
0.1256 0.886 1 1.6255 0.7319 101. 02
oy ey TIELS
LAY A +B 0.124 9 7.5826 13.5111 6.169 0 96. 10 98.05 1.37

Punicalagin A +B
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213% 3 ( Continued Tab. 3)

bt b AN IR HEES I ¥ IEEIEI AR S R
LI % . RSD
C ) Sample weighing Sample Measured Added Recovery Average (%)
omponen (g) amount ( mg) amount ( mg) amount ( mg) rate( % ) recovery rate( % ) ¢
0.1250 7.588 6 14.024 6 6.569 0 97.97
0.124 8 7.576 5 13. 664 2 6.1020 99.77
0.1253 7.606 8 14.1413 6.592 0 99.13
0.1259 7.643 3 13.807 1 6.270 0 98.31
0.1256 7.6250 14.289 0 6.869 0 97.01
ﬁlﬁ:mh{ 0.1249 1.636 0 3.657 2 2.1030 96. 11 98. 06 1.85
Corilagin
0.1250 1.637 3 3.6113 2.003 0 98.55
0.124 8 1.634 7 3.6521 2.110 0 95.61
0.1253 1.641 3 3.5950 1.983 0 98.52
0.1259 1.649 1 3.630 0 1.993 0 99.39
0.1256 1.6452 3.619 4 1.971 0 100. 16
ﬂ‘ﬁmm . 0.1249 13.4355 23.751 2 10.729 0 96. 15 98. 20 1.97
Chebulagic acid
0.1250 13.446 2 24.200 2 10. 802 0 99. 56
0.124 8 13.424 7 23.756 2 10. 689 0 96. 66
0.1253 13.478 5 24.272 8 10.776 0 100. 17
0.1259 13.543 0 23.882 4 10.708 0 96. 56
0.1256 13.510 8 24.3773 10.851 0 100. 14
Lﬁj%ﬁ& L 0.1249 2.170 8 3.6253 1.5190 95.75 97.34 1.80
Chebulinic acid
0.1250 2.1725 3.704 7 1.539 0 99. 56
0.124 8 2.169 0 3.6323 1.5110 96. 84
0.1253 2.17717 3.7111 1.541 0 99. 51
0.1259 2.188 1 3.6537 1.5310 95.73
0.1256 2.1829 3.731 6 1.602 0 96. 67
2.4.7 #R 554 AR L2 2 5 RSD 7£ 33.03% ~77.32% 2.
2.4.7.1 FHEMELR ], Hrp, RSD=50% HIELEE 6 oy, 73 5l i &

R TR 44 HURE i, 422, 37 00 J7 3k i 4 ik
TR, $52. 17 TUT (3% 2R HERE DN E , 15 85
HMESR, R4, ZERER,3 FEGR Y 7 A
x4 BEMNEER
Table 4  Content determination results(mg/g)

THR(49.5% ) ZARH A& LCAEE B A BT
AU TATERHIR AT 5T 5 3] U R AE AN R UCRE i o
BoRhFaE ,RSD 4 33.03%

W5 TR B TR TART A+B LR R TR TR
No. Chebulic acid Gallic acid Punicalagin A +B Corilagin Chebulagic acid Chebulinic acid
X1 31. 14 6.24 87.92 11.87 162.98 20. 59
X2 31.47 8.69 94. 18 11.72 142. 07 20. 39
X3 35.97 8.12 84.76 12.70 148. 88 14.76
X4 37.86 10. 07 86. 88 11. 65 140. 17 16. 83
X5 31. 06 9.76 91.38 10. 82 140. 56 21.30
X6 27.56 7.15 102. 37 10. 71 144. 44 16. 05
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e TFIR R WETFR AR A+B Ty B 5 2R TR
No. Chebulic acid Gallic acid Punicalagin A + B Corilagin Chebulagic acid Chebulinic acid
X7 31.99 9.35 90. 73 11. 69 140. 21 16. 65
X8 30.96 7.81 86.26 11.15 144. 85 15.28
X9 36. 24 8. 64 92.01 12.26 146. 87 17.20
X10 38.68 10. 18 82.17 11.08 154. 43 10.97
X11 33.16 7.55 76.17 10. 89 154. 42 23.10
X12 34.73 7.57 75.73 11.28 155. 43 19.35
X13 28.93 7.38 103. 20 10. 36 131. 95 10. 17
X14 33.49 10.31 92.43 11.33 136. 09 17. 16
H1 12. 60 4.62 19. 10 8.51 54,07 43.37
H2 19.28 5.66 31.63 8. 12 84.55 53.99
H3 20. 08 2.78 39. 16 10. 12 103. 38 22.43
H4 14.39 4.82 20. 03 5.62 49. 89 41.40
H5 10. 40 3.02 13.38 4.83 44,07 34. 04
H6 17.12 6.17 30. 22 8.29 64.78 38.71
H7 19.32 3.43 32.40 8. 68 79. 60 32.11
H8 17. 64 3.11 34.59 8.97 79. 48 17.37
HY 16. 75 3.50 36. 15 8.50 70. 67 26.98
H10 11.96 3.48 25.97 6.47 67.07 56. 69
Hi1 13.26 3.08 25. 89 7.66 62.30 39. 24
HI2 17. 66 4.07 37.07 8.15 65.25 13.82
H13 20. 68 2.63 36. 83 9.93 84.75 17. 94
H14 11.30 4.28 21.58 5.48 56. 64 49. 44
H15 30. 81 5.45 61.10 17. 63 108. 11 13. 64
H16 32.82 5.85 53.50 16. 84 122.24 20. 37
H17 30. 87 7.06 60. 71 13.10 107. 57 17.38
RHI1 24.37 8.59 16. 94 1.87 28.58 3.59
RH2 14.01 5.20 12.48 1.76 20.23 4,40
RH3 32.28 8.91 14.32 2.28 16. 80 1.68
RH4 17.57 4.48 13.27 1.13 6.49 0.57
RH5 27.03 9.18 17.53 2.57 24.23 7.86
RH6 21.20 11.51 13.18 1.40 14. 44 3.81
RH7 24. 45 6. 66 17. 86 3.26 29. 46 7.35
RHS 19. 13 8. 67 12.36 1.67 19.57 3.24
RH9 30. 61 9.00 17.47 2.11 23.94 5.00
RH10 23. 81 4.25 17. 64 2.13 18.76 1.09
RH11 18.75 12.01 8.35 2.08 23.73 4.63
RH12 28. 50 17. 14 6.05 1.17 12. 83 2.40
RH13 27.10 19. 67 5.68 1.23 16. 81 7.53
YA Avg. 24.75 7.21 45.42 7.75 81.90 18.91
RSD(% ) 33.03 49. 50 72.24 58.50 63.92 77.32
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2.4.7.2  FESH

VLB 7 A& E SR b oy R e A8 i, 305
FR GBI T A1 7 4178 48, R ] SPSS 20. 0 #X
F, il 1 Shapiro-Wilk g 46k %f 44 L2564 FEdh 7 4>
R HEAT IE S AT B, S5 2R R T AR BR Y
sig. {HEI/NT 0. 05, AR IEZS S0 s R AR S
Wk 50 0k (B MR 56 ) 47 — 2 0 W, 1 3%
Kruskal-Wallis ¥ #E47%F = AN [ B 50 7 A48 b5
HEATPIP L, S5 R LR S . Horh AR A & B,
TEE A R AE = 2H R R) 2R A B R S (P <
0.01) s i FURIRAET 55 PU 7 21 U 2R S5 4B

TR 225 (P <0.01) , fE3 T 5 5B
) JC A 25 2 5 5 W] LT R3] T 5 B 1 1 P R
ST RE G222 5 (P <0.01) 18
PRI 22 5 B TR T 59
W T S PR A R 22 5 (P <0.01) 5 £E
PRBTT 15 VU R A 0 3 25 5 T IR TR VY R
HHEWT T 5B T A R 2R (P <
0.01) 73 T 5 P55 R0 8 % 25 57 5 LR ds
RUH 7 PE75 2R GBI T = F A & R A
TEZE S+ o

RS BREEERSWE

Table 5  Analysis of content determination

P F

% Fedih 5
T. chebula Retz. var.
Component Sample T. chebula Retz.
tomentella Kurt.
e o . .
Chebulic acid Immature fruit of 7. chebula Retz.
RETT i
T. chebula Retz. var. tomentella Kurt.
WEFR HHR #
Gallic acid Immature fruit of T. chebula Retz.
W T ) ,
T. chebula Retz. var. tomentella Kurt.
LARH A+B [LIp=F S ¥ 4
Punicalagin A + B Immature fruit of T. chebula Retz.
W T ) ,
T. chebula Retz. var. tomentella Kurt.
(ILEETA- HR 4
Corilagin Immature fruit of T. chebula Retz.
WETT ) .
T. chebula Retz. var. tomentella Kurt.
LE- ] HHR # #
Chebulagic acid Immature fruit of T. chebula Retz.
WETT ) .
T. chebula Retz. var. tomentella Kurt.
e R .
Chebulinic acid Immature fruit of T. chebula Retz.
YEWF ¥

T. chebula Retz. var. tomentella Kurt.

H:*P<0.01;*P>0.05,
2.4.7.3 Bk

iz ] SPSS BAEXT 44 HELG ALY T AU B &
O E SR AT RGEREE R AL 0] P X BB 4512,
DA SR ES AR A ot AR B RE F) g 2 =X, R il 3R Dy
3R(UWE2) . 13 G B F#f 5 (RHL ~ RHI3)
R—3E, 14 i TR (HL ~ H14) oy —28 14
HEPYTHARAEA (X1 ~X14) 5 3 #tin] (H1S ~ H17)
FER RN —28 . BRI R A, AN [ i A 24 44
an ) ELAT B g 22 5, L v 80 B 1T 5 LA 1 b 24 44

1822 SR BE B oA 25 Bt mT LU SRy AN [R] 19 26 7
VU RN B —E B A, 2SR O 20 i),
AR —28, M BN 15 B, B R LX), (EAT
SRAT TR AT TRE Al R BEAE VU 75 SRR A P 23 B, AR
BN S WA RESE 4o i, Ul B 2 BAT v O AR D)
P
2.4.7.4  FERSHHT

PLT A o 1 52 45 2R O 78 4, >R ] SPSS
22,0 BT R 00T, 3R 6 n L R ICT 2
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AR R T 1 /9 8, R|BUIT 22 5k Rk
86. 674% , FWIAT LI 2 A 380 B WA [R) A s 2
BRI, R T ATLUE ) AE 5 — E A
B2 e AT A LA 22 A R ARB AT LA 5T T 2R 8y
W& s 7250 — A B A A AL R B TR LT T
Mo (ATE >0.80) LAREAELT 21 2 4> £ 7045
DS X\Y Bl 155 44 SRR A RS 6 T 25 R
7R3 FEGRAE S RE SIS X T, [R]ZRAE il BE AR
RESRAEIR]— X, UL W 3 Fh 2444 2 18] i B o0 A7 —

0 S 10
1 1

EES EERILE 4, =TS (HIS ~HI7) 5
PO SRR A R AE R — X, 5 R e R —30, 3
PR S 0 3 50 15 43 20 BT T 5 SRR bR XD 9
Ay 2 $F43 R-0. 08 4h, 2 AN 3 Ao P4y FE A N IE
1B GBI TRE S 2800 1 W38 o (e, 4 2
PEAR6 A L (RHL) SM35 8 TEAR ; 307 1 B 5 B
H15 ~ H17 4, HoAth e & B9 1 A 35 5020 143 36 A R
TUE, AR L3R 8,

2)
5|

BEEXAEXEBBREEXY
Bg= =

|
1l

2|

BoasB RIBYN

18

g3

HE 19

LLHJJHL[LJJ ‘LEL IRRNARRNNN]

LT T
I

Br ERBRAY2RE B

B2 M4HfAMERBESTER

Fig. 2 Cluster analysis results of 44 batches of samples

2.4.7.5 OPLS-DA

Wt PCA 25 5L, %t 3 B AS [\] 25 41+ 5 i 47
OPLS-DA %3 #7. % OPLS-DA #i#! R*X (cum) =
0.976 ,R°X(cum) =0.936, 0" (cum) =0.923, ¥k
F 0.5, LA RIS v 5, ] R TR A 2
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Table 6  Contribution rate of characteristic roots and principal components

o FHIEAR(E

Component Characteristic root value

1 3.237

2 1. 964

J7 2 DUk FA TR
Variance contribution( % ) Cumulative variance contribution( % )
53.943 53.943
32.731 86. 674
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Table 7  Initial factor load matrix of each factor
% F i1 Fsr2
Component Principal component 1 Principal component 2
1] FYKHR Chebulic acid 0. 687 0.672
AT Gallic acid 0. 026 0. 854
ARG A + B Punicalagin A + B 0.958 0. 109
T BRI 5T Corilagin 0.919 0.250
W ZE#NELZ Chebulagic acid 0.984 0. 065
[ Ff% Chebulinic acid 0. 135 -0. 848

®8 EMANES

Table 8  Principal component score

T TP TR TV T

No. rincipa rincipa No. rincipa rincipa No. rincipa rincipa
component 1 component 2 component 1 component 2 component 1 component 2

H1 -0.53 -1.55 X1 1.29 -0.08 RHI1 -1.03 0.82

H2 -0. 06 -1.47 X2 1.21 0.27 RH2 -1.35 -0.02

H3 0.16 0.93 X3 1.32 0.49 RH3 0.91 1.23

H4 0.70 -1.29 X4 1.26 0.79 RH4 -1. 39 0.18

H5 -0.96 -1.43 X5 1.10 0.38 RHS5 -0.93 0.85

Hoé -0. 30 -1.03 X6 1.13 0. 09 RH6 -1.28 1.07

H7 0.12 -1.11 X7 1. 16 0.48 RH7 -0.90 0.43

H8 0. 18 0.78 X8 1. 09 0.30 RH8 -1.27 0. 64

H9 -0.24 -1.03 X9 1.35 0.52 RH9 0. 88 1.07

H10 0. 47 2.04 X10 1.26 1.01 RHI10 -1. 06 0.35

HI11 -0. 46 -1.56 X11 1.13 0.11 RHI1 -1.28 0.97

H12 -0.32 0.52 X12 1.17 0.27 RH12 -1.23 2.09

H13 0.01 0.77 X13 1.05 0.37 RHI3 -1.24 2.18

H14 -0. 69 -1.72 X14 1. 16 0. 66 - - -

H15 1.07 0.14 - - - - - -

H16 1.11 0.21 - - - - - -

H17 0.78 0. 09 - - - - - -

3.00 =

2.00 o

RH3
RH6 +RH9

1.00 4 +

RH11 RHS + +RHS
+RH1

-1.00

F 42 Principal component 2

-2.00 -

T T T
-1.50 -1.00 -0.50 -0.00 0.50

F 41 Principal component 1

B3 SRS HE

Fig. 3 Score plot of principal components
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Note ; X-axis is predicted principal component value ; Y-axis is orthogonal principal component value.
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Fig. 5 VIP value of 7 chemical components
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