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Research on the UPLC fingerprint and content determination
of traditional Chinese medicine decoction pieces in
Rutaceae based on standard decoction
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Abstract : This study was aimed to establish a UPLC characteristic chromatogram and multi-indicator content determination
method for standard decoction of Citrus in Rutaceae,which can provide the basis for its quality evaluation. The UPLC analysis
was performed on an Agilent SB C 4 column (100 mm x2. 1 mm,1.8um) with the mobile phase consisted of acetonitrile( A)
and 0.05% phosphoric acid solution(B) in gradient elution. The flow rate was 0.4 mL/min. The column temperature was 30
°C . The detection wavelength was 320 nm. Software like similarity analysis,SPSS and SIMCA-P 14.0 were undertaken to ana-
lyze 75 batches of Rutaceae standard decoction. The results showed that there were 8 common peaks in Citri Reticulatae Peri-
carpium Viride standard decoction,7 common peaks in Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium,10 common peaks in Aurantii Fructus,
6 common peaks in Citri Grandis Exocarpium and 5 common peaks in Citri Sarcodactylis Fructus. Cluster analysis divided 75
samples into four groups. The standard decoction of Citrus reticulata Blanco, Aurantii Fructus, Citri Grandis Exocarpium and
Citri Sarcodactylis Fructus could be distinguished by principal component analysis. OPLS-DA analysis identified different sta-
ges of Citrus reticulata Blanco and screened out 4 differential components. Meanwhile, the contents of 7 components were
measured. The method established in this study is simple,rapid and reliable,which can provide a reference for the quality e-

valuation and relevant preparations of Citrus of Rutaceae standard decoction.
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HEG IR R B RSE ARG LL TR R A R
NGB AR, i K AR b 2, Hh AN
HEHRHEYING Citrus reticulata Blanco [z Hok 1548
P THRAI IR s DUAETT e B RHEWANG C. reticu-
lata Blanco K H:ok 155 A8 R 1 8 A iy 20 SR 52 19 2R
R N = F/RAEYIAE Citrus reticulata Blanco J
HORBE AT T8 R B s B 58 h /R Y 2
¥& Citrus aurantium L. Nz FL3% 35 725 Fh 0% T B o Bl 3k
R AAE LR 25 B RHE Y AL M AN Citrus grandis
‘ Tomentosa’ B4#Hl] Citrus grandis (L. ) Osbeck FJA %
DT AR TR AN ZE IR B T BB 196
F- Citrus medica L. var. sarcodactylis Swingle T4 5
S R h 2 B BRI B S R L T
R, R Y R R AT RS R R R T
SEREEED . HAX T A EHA R A 2
2SI A el A R A g B B — PR AR o
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A, R0 2 282k 5k v it A 1y Wi S
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FIRBFFERS 52, ST 2 46 bi & iU € 1 UPLC RRAE

IG5, BiF o0 o e 1) 22 S, DABIRT AR o 1 55 F
AR 51 A a1 SR e R R R P TR R B
A2 1 o3 ) SRR SR S fe 2%
1 NFE5RG

FEBR K Q Exactive Focus Orbitrap 5 73 #F i 1%
(LEFEE KA H]) ; Waters H-Class Y 5 %O AH
IEAL (IR FEH A 7)) 5 Agilent SB C g (100 mm
x2.1 mm,1.8 wm) ; ME204E #7743 22 — 43 1 K 5F-
(Hii MR E-FEA 24 F)) s TRLO. 5 B4R VR T4
PLOKR B B A R A A o WU 43 B 20, w5
R NG Mo isal, K Atk .

T Bz X B (HE 5. 110722-201714, 5 5 93.
4% ) HiRE Bz 16 RS (45 111857201804, & 1
99.4% ) B H X B S (JiE 5 : 110721201818 , 5 i
96.20% ) , R B 2 i K E B A B 4 1 5 25 A
el e 0 B (452 wkq19041908 , 75 5 98. 0% ) |
IRAHE B2 N TR RE G (L5 : wkq20031904 , 75 5 98.
0% ) I Bk Bz Z& X% B (diE 55 : wkq20031701, 7% &
98.0% ) FHLLZE XS MR it (415 : wkql6011401, & &
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Table 1  Information of samples
R R &) AT B3 IR
Sample Source Origin Sample Source Origin
Gl W R A LT EERHEYING 7Q6 P9 BT =EFHEYIIRE

@ WA v,
G3 WA L
G4 HrTLAS N T
G5 WL N T
G6 WA M T
G7 WALEE AT
G8 WAHLE AT
G9 WA N T

SH1 iR A VM i

SH2 TLVEAE T 2T

SH3 LA HAR T

ZEERHEYIEG Citrus reticulata Blanco
R FHARSE AR AN T4
KBRS R K

Citrus aurantium L. S H 3%

2T AR ST TR AR
7Q8 TLPE A EAR T

709 MRS i

7Q10 VLV T 2T
ZQ11 TLPGAE 2l
7Q12 MRSl
2013 VPG4 i 2l
7Q14 TLVGAE & 2T
7Q15 TLPGA HART
7Q16 TN EREE Tl
7017 LV HA T
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2:5% 1( Continued Tab. 1)

it B3 FEJR
Sample Source Origin

B it P IR
Sample Source Origin

SH4 ANEENEE =i ZEREYIRE Citrus reticulata Blanco

B FH AR RN T8
SH5 LA HAR T RIBGR TR S
SH6 TLVHR i
SH7 TLVHA 2T
SH8 LV & &l
SH9 W VLA M T
SH10 WA N T
SH11 WA MM T
SH12 YLV BAFTT
SH13 VLA HAR
SH14 VLA HAET
SH1S LR AT
cl )14 AU £ AEFHEYIE
Citrus reticulata Blanco J HFk 1%
2 U114 R B AR T AR LR
3 WA M i
C4 W vLAS Bl M T
cs WA N i
c6 WA N T
c7 TLVH A HAF T
c8 FANGENEE T
9 FANLE-NEE 3]
701 WG 25 b T AR YR

Citrus aurantium L.
Q2 HIm A 45 P R AR AR b 00 T M A AR 5
7Q3 TLPEE UL
704 YLV UL

705 PAWLE =y RN

ZARHEY
Citrus grandis (L. ) Osbeck
AR A BT L) T AR A 2 R

H1 IR
H2 FREA M
H3 HREA M
H4 Fad A M
H5 RS N ]
He JTVEAE F AT
H7 RN ]
H8 A AT
H9 IR RN
HI0 SR R T
HI1 JURA AT
HI2 Y N
Fsl SRR R
Fs2 AR R
FS3 PR ER L]

EHEEHEY T
Citrus medica L. var. sarco-
dactylis Swingle )
TR
Fs4 PN KRR ]
FSs mEAEEEN
Fs6 I N
Fs7 LRy N
FS8 I N
FS9 TV R T
JUPE AR R T
FSi1 TP AN T
IR

FS13 SR

FS10

FS12

2 HESER
2.1 #rREZFIRF&E

BUK R 100 g, /K FER PO, S — KB
10 %7K, 3= 30 min, 5k 5 B0 KRR
30 min, JI 350 [ §iff W2 $ad i, D8 W H Ve A5 2
TRFAEIN T AR, B S O KR RTE 25
min, ] 350 F i FHE S U8 , DG 15 5 9F M
URUEW , W e 4 2 150 mL FRIRF , 7025 2 YA,
BRI, RIS . A ih Bl iR L 2,

2.2 fifgH

K Agilent SB C;3 (100 mm x 2.1 mm, 1.8
pm) A5 A2 G R siAH A,0. 05% B K R it
ZhAH B, BB EPERE:0 ~7 min, 15% A—25% A;7 ~ 8
min,25% A—40% A ;8 ~ 10 min,40% A—45% A ; 10
~13 min,45% A—60% A ;13 ~ 15 min,60% A—15%
Ao T A 0.4 mL/min; #1330 °C; Kl K
320 nm; #EFEE 2 pl,
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2.3 JRiLEH

B sh A8 B S 0.05% W2 4k, 45 F & 14 [
“2.27 W, IER R (ESTT ), g5 HL R 3,50
KV BANETREE S 300 °C 5 243 #A Ay Full Scan;
FAH 3 :100. 0 ~ 1 500. 0 m/z,
2.4 WRABBRHE

SRR AR R R BB R KA

P2 TR TR B 28 A Bz 20T BEAh S o, RS R

i H R VR B 43 il R 62.70, 57.68 51,28
56.01.57.77.55. 17 wg/mL (1R 4T HE S AR -
2.5 kMBS

BARGRZ 0.1 ¢ K#PRE, B R IEHIE M
RSB I 25 mL, Bk 4, 88 A AR 3 (250
W,40 kHz) 30 min, i, FEAR @ B 6, 1P EE AR 2
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Table 2 Rate of extract and crude drug concentration of different varieties

B
F5 fi HE R Sample concentration
No. Variety Rate of extract( % ) ( Per milliliter sample/
Per gram of decoction pieces)

1 /N 2 Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium Viride 26.20 0.015

2 PUFET B2 Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium Viride 22.10 0.018

3 [% Fz Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium 24. 40 0.016

4 FHFE Aurantii Fructus 24.20 0.017

5 AEAELL Citri Grandis Exocarpium 33.98 0.012

6 f#5F Citri Sarcodactylis Fructus 35.20 0.011

2.6 $HEEEFREFEHAR
2.6.1 #HEHE

HUR — e AeAE 20 (it 5 H3) F 52 (Hit =
ZQ7) A3 4 < 2. 57 TR T ik il A A R
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2.6.2 FBEM

Hfm] — HEAu A 20 (it H3) AR 52 (4t 5.
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A3 M B —HEARAG £ (5 H3) FIAR 52 (i
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R ISR . 530 LU B SR f o 2 i 1t
GRS U ) AF G (3% B FsF ] B A X e T L, 495 SR 45

UF UG8 AR XoF 4% F R [v0) R AR XoF 06 17 AR B¢ RSD #5978 F
3% KWL EE R
2.7 4EEREE ST RGN
2.7.1 HIEBEeE IR AR

R R 2 7 51 45 rp 2 (0 3SR AT R AT A

JEPFAN 2 58(2012. 0 BRAS ) " X 25 & RHAH AR & 5 IR
F B 75 HEBRAEZ IR UPLC FRAE B UE1 745 5%
YT AT AR A bR AE A R L e 8 NI g (&
1), PUAET B Ak R bzl i e 8 A (1K 2) ,
MR B R R i i e e 7 A3 1 (18 3) , A58k
FARHE R E 10 DA (B 4) G Lnik Fobr
WEGFIE 6 MWK S) , Wb TR A b ifE 77
Wi 5 I 6) . BRILIELLAK A b5 i 17 57
O, HA S AR AR EG R YA 4 Sk (8 ) ,
HOY B BERT, 2GR h B DR DU R
M4 RS EE Iy =2 — B L 4 5 (15
) S HRIE (RIS S W) 5 A4S 210K B A 1 3 711 )
L2 S0 (Rl ) Ry 2 IG5 ek b R X R,

RINT ANRHIEIGE , 05000 1 S22l f 1 .2 5 0%
R FE 4 SR Je AT |5 S 1B sl .6 S gk &
T8 R TG 16 S IR R 17 SIERG R R (B 7)),
SRR 8 H AR R bRz 0 S AT (SR
FEMT(WE3),
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Table 3 Comparison of UPLC chromatographic peak information of standard decoction of Rutaceae

E AN (GRS PSS

Variety Chromatographic peak information
St
(EPLs
Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium Viride 14(8).5.12.14 ~18
VUL B
Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium Viride 4(8) 57,1214 ~18
W B
Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium 4(5).12.14 ~18
Lo 1.2.4(S).5.69.10,13.16,17
Aurantii Fructus T WaTT T
e
Citri Grandis Exocarpium 2(8).3.6.8.10.13
IR

4(8).6.7.8.11

Citri Sarcodactylis Fructus
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Fig. 1 Common UPLC peak mode of 9 batches of Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium Viride standard decoction
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Fig. 2 Common UPLC peak mode of 15 batches of Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium Viride standard decoction
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Fig.3 Common UPLC peak mode of 9 batches of Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium standard decoction
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Fig.4 Common UPLC peak mode of 17 batches of Aurantii Fructus standard decoction
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Fig.5 Common UPLC peak mode of 12 batches of Citri Grandis Exocarpium standard decoction
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Fig. 6 Common UPLC peak mode of 13 batches of Citri Sarcodactylis Fructus standard decoction
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Fig. 7 Attribution chart of common peak between reference substance and standard decoction
T A IR B AR Co DUFET B2 D BREG B ARG B AAGEL ;G B - (R IRD) o U8 1 2530l B2 s e 2 Al B2 1 5 0 4.(S) B B2 S W S BT
JEAF 06 6 KA B PITEG s 06 16 1 B S 3R 508 17 4% )2 o Note: A : Reference ; B: Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium Viride;C ; Citri Reticulatae Pericarpi-
um Viride; D Citri Reticulatae Pericarpium;E; Aurantii Fructus;F:Citri Grandis Exocarpium ;G Citri Sarcodactylis Fructus (the same below ). Peak 1 :

Narirutin ; Peak 2 ; Naringin ; Peak 4 (S) : Hesperdin ; Peak 5 ; Neohesperidin ; Peak 6 : Meranzin hydrate ; Peak 16 : Nobiletin ; Peak 17 ; Tangeretin.

2.7.2 HFAEME AEISIA i Compound Discoverer 3. 0 44 %F Fr A Fe ik i e 47
R G HE I R AR 6 AN 1) 1 B, 3 BN, JEFE A A ) 16 A fa ki i P 4
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T T-BREEER S, - EFEITR FBE
i SR B AR A R 62 Y AU HEAR B R LR T

RT: 0.00 - 20.00

FE) N BR B Bl oy, 45 R ILIE 8 (K 4.

566 11.81 NL: 2.75E9
B ‘ Base Peak F: FTMS + p
80 12.74 ESI Full ms
60 [100.0000-1500.0000]
MS GT(POS)GQP
40
13.46
20 10.35 10.99
o 148 468 82 14.38 1573 18.95
100 114‘81 NL: 4.51E9
C Base Peak F: FTMS + p
80 ESI Full ms
- 12.75 [100.0000-1500.0000]
MS gt(pos)sh
40
- 10.35 11.01 13.45
, 148 368 5.63 9.29 14.39 15.66 18.74
1000 D 11.79 NL: 3.24E9
8 ‘ Base Peak F: FTMS + p
8 80 ESI Full ms
E oo 12.74 [100.0000-1500.0000]
g | MS gt(pos)cp
2 40 11.00
8 20 10.34 13.46
K . 148 482 562 9.27 14.37  18.74
100 E 6.05 11.‘84 NL: 5.51E8
507 | 6.96 12.76 Base Peak F: FTMS + p
80 | 10.84 | ESI Full ms
| [100.0000-1500.0000]
60 IS
40 8.99 gt(pos)zq_202105122013
il RS - 13.39 24
4.54 8.79 13.67 15.60 18.35
108 517 NL: 9.64E8
Base Peak F: FTMS + p
so F ESI Full ms
60 [100.0000-1500.0000]
MS gt(pos)hjh
- 6.99 9.58
20 1.50 454 : o 10.92
12.07 13.35 15.45 18.44
108 10.36 NL: 6.91E8
G Base Peak F: FTMS + p
80 ESI Full ms
60 [100.0000-1500.0000]
MS gt(pos)fs
" 1.01
2 221 928 11.20
£ 262 548 g4 12.11 13.80 1g 12
0
0 5 10 15 20
Time (min)
B8 o6 #MEFRIRAEZFIRIL TIC
Fig. 8 TIC of Six standard decoction samples
x4 FRIBHEINERE
Table 4 LC-MS identification results
e . Hs S YR BT
i ‘ ST iz BE - SWE el i
N ] F 1 Deviation Observed Measured Daughter C q
0. . ormula Oompoun
tg (min) (Da) value(m/z) values(m/z) ions( MS/MS) P
1 4.49 CyHy Oy 0.1200 581.070 0 581.190 0 85.028 4 .153.018 3 273.075 7 =R A
2 4.98 Cy;H;3, 04 0.000 9 581.186 5 581.187 4 85.029 0.195.029 1.273.075 7 il &R
3 5.27 CyHz Oy 0. 000 2 579.170 5 579.170 7 271.059 5 [i5a23 >R
4 5.46 CygH34 Oy 0.001 1 611.196 8 611.197 9 177. 054 6 303. 086 4 lis9a=n
5 5.97 CygH34 045 0. 000 9 611.197 1 611.198 0 177. 054 7 .303. 086 2 v je Ay
6 6. 87 CysH,50, 0. 000 3 261.1123  261.1120 131.049 2 .189. 054 6 RGBT
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%232 4( Continued Tab. 4)
[ i Sz — o
” tg (min) o (Da) value(m/z)  values(m/z) ions( MS/MS) ompounc
7 6. 81 CioHy O 0.000 1 381.0829  381.083 0 134.036 1.,193.049 9 -
8 8. 54 C,,Hs0, 0.072 8 203.0338  203.106 6 147.043 9 203. 033 7 i
9 8.95 CisH,505 0. 000 1 287.0915  287.091 6 153.018 2.,161. 059 7 -
10 10.18 CyHg03 0. 000 0 163.0389  163.038 9 91.504 7.119. 049 1 T-RIEF T E
11 10. 31 Cy Hyp0y4 0.0002  207.0654  207.0652  163.0752.179.070 1,192.041 5 57-"HEEFETHE
12 10. 30 CyoHy 0, 0.000 3 372.1284  372.128 1 343.081 0.,358. 100 0 SR
13 10. 87 CisHy6 04 0.000 1 261.1120  261.112 1 131.049 1.189. 054 4 S Rz A g
14 10.97 CaoHy 0, 0.0002  372.1280  372.127 8 343.081 1.,312.099 0 bR BT
15 11.14 CioH,504 0.0004  341.1176  341.1172 313.070 3 316. 133 0 6-25 H S BRI R
16 11.78 C,y Hy5 05 0.0007  403.1384  403.139 1 327.086 3.373.091 8 NIBR R %
17 12.70 CyoHy 0, 0.0012  373.1274  373.128 6 325.070 1.,343.080 6 % 3
18 13. 40 Cag Hy Oy 0.0004  388.1233  388.1229 359.075 9.,341. 065 7 J 31 i pe 2
T =7 AR ReE i H I LR A AL 3 4
Note:“ -7 indicates that the compound failed to be identified by database match.

2.7.3 AAPAEIREMN R
RHH w2 (a3 5 g RS A A R R G

(2012. 0 fRA) " 43 I%F G1 ~ G9 (SHI ~ SH,5.C1 ~
Cy.ZQ1 ~ZQ17 HI ~ HI2 FS1 ~ FS13 3k 75 #Lik A
FrUEZFIFE i UPLC R A B 64T B0 ab 31, 43 531)
DR ANV IA VN AN AU AN L FARN G e ]
BEAAE o) REAFAE IR, TS AH DL 58,9 b
B R bt iz R B AR URE Y975 0. 791 ~ 0. 998 2 []

15 HEK B PUAE T B bR SR 3 76 0. 784 ~
0.999 Z [H], 9 it I Bz Tk R bk e 3 700 A0 0L ¥ 15
0.996 ~0.999 Z[a],17 #LARFEIR bR 7 350 AH DL
I7E 0. 986 ~0.999 (], 12 #LALAE LLAR B A ifE %
FI AL 1 7E 0. 962 ~ 1.000 L) I, 13 L4 Tk
R RR e 7 AR BLEE I 7E 0. 909 ~0. 999 LU I, A8l
JE 45 BV B 25 B ] — 3 JR A AR 24 6 R TR R
[] B fh 27 B LA At 1) — B0 S5 SR LR 5

£S5 ZEMREZITRUETNER

Table 5 Results of similarity evaluation

F5 AHABLEE 75 AHALLEE F45 FEALRE 75 AHRLEE F5 AEALRE 75 AHALRE
No. Similarity  No. Similarity  No. Similarity  No. Similarity  No. Similarity  No. Similarity
Gl 0.791 SHI 0.986 cl 0.996 7Q1 0.990 HI 0. 962 Fsl 0.976
G2 0.992 SH2 0.988 @ 0. 996 Q2 0.989 H2 0.999 FS2 0. 964
G3 0.993 SH3 0.997 c3 0.999 7Q3 0.999 H3 0.999 FS3 0.998
G4 0.989 SH4 0.998 c4 0.997 7Q4 0. 995 H4 0.999 Fs4 0.999
G5 0.996 SH5 0.986 s 0.997 705 0.997 H5 0.998 FS5 0.974
G6 0.993 SH6 0.929 c6 0.999 7.Q6 0.986 Hé 0.997 FS6 0.997
G7 0. 994 SH7 0.958 7 0.998 7Q7 0. 990 H7 0.998 FS7 0.988
G8 0.992 SH8 0.985 8 0.998 7Q8 0.992 H8 0.998 FS8 0.997
G9 0.998 SH9 0.982 Co 0.998 7Q9 0. 999 H9 0.998 FS9 0. 909

- - SH10 0. 986 - - 2Q10 0.997 H10 0.997 FS10 0.992
- - SHI1 0.982 - - ZQ11 0. 995 HI1 0.999 FS11 0.996
- - SHI2 0.777 - - 7Q12 0.991 HI2 1.000 FS12 0.987
- - SHI3 0.999 - - 7Q13 0.999 - - FS13 0.993
- - SH14 0.784 - - 7Q14 0. 996 - - - -
- - SH s 0.938 - - ZQ15 0. 998 - - - -
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2252 5 (Continued Tab. 5)

J¥ 5 AR P AAALLEE J¥ 5 AR lhacs AAALLEE J¥ 5 AR lhacs AAALLEE
No. Similarity No. Similarity No. Similarity No. Similarity No. Similarity No. Similarity
- - - - - - 7Q16 0.993 - - - -

7Q17 0. 994 - - - -

2.7.4 REHH

iz FH SPSS 20. 0 A4 X 75 HEAK b e 17 75 B
i P18 AN W I TR RFUA B UEA T R OR
FHAL P30 HE , DA 9% B B A S A ke RS 7Y
A, R BoR 75 HEK A bR R W0 N 4
KR ILKE 9, fbkgar HI ~ HI12 B —2, Bk
ZQ1 ~ZQ15 B h—2% T FS1 ~ FSI3 HH—%K,

TR G ~ GO [ PUAET Bz SHI ~ SH,s RSz C1 ~
Co ROA—2K, SR T RAE ah B AR 52 ARG AL
T REAS B B SR S — 28, T[] — it of (A7 ) A [ A
PIIRASTE B2 WUAET B R Bz ok i R Ak
A7 30 53, LR AN R] dt b 18] ER R s 1 30 00 il B AT W
P25 TRl — ah A ] AN () BRI TR R AR HE 50 R
T2

FEFHF R CHHLD PRPIRE
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Fig. 9  Cluster analysis results of 75 batches of standard decoction
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2.7.5 ERHYSM

W5 AN R) 27 B M A S A v 20 0 R o i A g
AL A SIMCA 14, 1 83k 47 F o3 r. &
B AT A SR AT T 3 A R BT
84.48% , B 3 AN A% 4% 2% frf 8 4 B 4 8.98 .3.95,
2. 35, BLHATT 3 A 32 Bl o FEA B S Webs o 17 700 A
1) FERFIE (WL 6 8 10) o LAFT 3 A~ F o 57

AR FR R AR Y T R o A T (DL 1)
F Ao R AT ARG 2L B T S se R  — 28, 4
TR UAETE B2 B BR e 3h—28 a5 R S RS0 —
.
2.7.6 AR/ =3FF) %) 547 (OPLS-DA)

R T 2 LA A — Sl A7 ) AN (] s 0 (4
TR DUAETE B2 Bk B ) A2 i ) 25 5 fn -4 =

RO EMAHEREME

Table 6 Variance contribution rate of principal components

F o ) ) FHIE(E ) )
Principal component X R X(cum) Eigenvalue Q Q° (cum)
1 0. 499 0.499 8.98 0.433 0.433
2 0.219 0.718 3.95 0.328 0.619
3 0.13 0. 848 2.35 0. 386 0. 766
M1 (PCA-X) B R*X(cum)
A B Q* (cum)
£ %t Emsr2 E43
Principal component 1 Principal component 2 Principal component 3
Comp No.
B 10 EMAFERBKE
Fig. 1  Variance contribution rate of principal components
M1 (PCA-X) | i
e
A
— i
[l
[

t[2]

11
Fig. 11

% e Kk

Principal components analysis score
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T AT 22 A G AT DUAETE B R i
R AR 0] Y 0 1T R R AR B 3E 4T T OPLS-DA
i 7. OPLS-DA #£ 7 th R°X Jy 0.830, Q° N
0.839 KT 0.5, Ut W g 7 AR RS 8 T g, iR
OPLS-DA 1543 AT AN WLIEL 12) AN B2 U4 2
R BR B AR R AR A B Ao =28, il AR i E

P52 {H ( variable importance for the projection, VIP)
i e 1 = A 27 LA 22 S 1 32 SR S P 1 (L
K13) o BLVIP AR T 1 AR g br e 1 , STlkiK Ik
HHRE/N 4 DA Ry 4 S I 1 T, JE it
Xof BRSO IR I 3 AL, 0 ) D s 4 B R
W 5 SRR Bt U 1 25l

M2 (PLS-DA) e
He
| D
i i u
L— \\\\
s ] / \\
SHY. @y still S
2] . 62 :C ™
%] //' SH1 . SH2 .(,7 % C6 4 6 \
- [ SH13 @ ¢ Cig o
2 [ PR - ! |
~SH4 o @07 /

S0 @
1] \

SHS ~SH5

5] -
\ St @ @ @5 @ P
SH6 A
-3 e ° @5
4 A
5 -
T T T T
-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

t[1]

12 REIRFAHEAHE OPLS-DA 1547
Fig. 12 OPLS-DA score of different stages of C. reticulata

VIP[2+1+0]

M2 (OPLS-DA)

17
18

Var ID (Primary)

B 13 ARG VIP &
Fig. 13 VIP value of different stages of C. reticulata

2.8 ZENEWAR

BT B RRRAE E R M R, ik — I 2
R B 5 AR R A e 7 700 1 B, 6 2 VH R )
T AR 2E o HE AT AT, AT IX o AN ) 2= F R
M B bR U1 770 2 (A1) 22 572
2.8.1 HHEHEEK

2. 47 R IRA T IR, 7592, 27 TR Al (i
FRAFIESEIRE 6 YR, THE S R AT A R A R
T B T KA N PR R WBLART A
B4 0 T AL RSD 4351 490. 52% 1. 03% 1. 04% .

0.68% .0.44% 0.55% \0.33% , FWIHEH ) BT,
2.8.2 #EpEER

BAGERE S (ZQT) B3R 2 0.1 g, $52. 57 I |
J5 A B S R, F 2. 27 TR (a3 4, 23 il
F0.2.4.6.8.12 h HEFEIN A, 715525 A e 1 A
FEAT B B2 AT GFTRE K K G K N ER N BR R =
Wer £ 7 A4 4 1% 1 AL RSD 4 )k 1.58% |
1.64% 1.43% 1.25% 1.63% .1.05% .1.66% , %%
AL A MR 12 h NRRE M R AT
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2.8.3 &XHXZ

ESHIVASIN HIVATEN 94 R N3 18 BV SEy
F Bz AR IR B2 3R AR Bz 20T IR il e RS P
i FF P o] R BE 43500 A 336. 63 .2 059. 28 ,221. 61
R7T ERFEREMEEE

Table 7 Regression equation and linear range

528.81.69. 19 .219. 72 256. 44 pg/mL [ & 4 I8
TR, IR SR R RR 6 A R B i Xt B S A R
DAMETRI R AL b, TR B SR A AL A, 24 T b v il 2
RWET,

%y w1577 R EREL LNEVE
Component Regression equation Correlation coefficient  Linear range( wg/mL)

Z\i?’fﬂif'iﬁ: = 1389.827 6 x — 1802.851 4 1.000 0 0. 67 ~336. 63
Narirutin
MELH— y = 15341817 x — 1023.5956 1.000 O 0.52 ~2 059. 28
Naringin
*E‘EZT—T =1706.5322x - 1621.9537 1.000 0 0.44 ~221.61
Hesperdin
%}ﬂfﬂfﬂiﬁ‘ . r = 1716.793 8 x + 320.394 1 1.000 0 0.21 ~528. 81
Neohesperidin

A 1=
7J(n1ﬁEZI7\]ﬁE r = 14 667.346 8 x - 4 623.964 4 1.000 0 0. 14 ~69. 19
Meranzin hydrate
J”%&% = 15551.779 6 x — 15 970.283 1 1.000 0 0.44 ~219.72
Nobiletin

4
FRELE r = 21213.8915x - 24 601.833 8 1.000 0 0.51 ~256.44

Tangeretin

2.8.4 EHMHXIE

BORFErEah (ZQT) IR 2 0.1 g, 47 6 1y, %

“2. 57 IR J7 A A R A U, HE 2. 27 WU A Y
(T S5 A T A A B A R R B BT
B R AT KGN ER N PR R G R T s
i RSD 4351k 1.58% 0. 82% .0.66% .1.09% .
1.32% \1.05% 1. 66% , %Wz )y ik Em 8 T R4
2.8.5 feAfEpi RaX

e N A e R i (ZQT7 ) #1 K 29 0.05 g,
FEBWRE AT 6 0y, 3 12 AR RS 452, 57 3

I R S S, e 2. 27 TR R A
FEIAE , TR A3 B I Il 38 D45 25 Al e
FEE [ 2R A 103. 83% , RSD K 0. 71% ; fill j7 4
SER RIS A A 101.72% ,RSD 4 1. 27% 3 ¥& 2 1%
IR A 103.98% ,RSD K 1. 77% ; Ji ¥ fz 455
PR 3h 99. 87% ,RSD iy 2. 55% ;7K 4516 K2 P e
SEF [ i %R 100. 91% , RSD R 3. 22% ;)1 R e £
SEF5[E % Ry 100. 84% , RSD Ky 1. 30% ; 1541 % F
PINACE Ry 102.94% ,RSD 2y 0. 89% ; 45 5320 7
ARG IR R, S5 LR 8,

R MEEKERERLER

Table 8 Accuracy inspection results

[T it i T MG I i ERCJEEIES
C ; Sample weight Added amount Measured amount Recovery rate Average recovery RSD( % )
omponen (mg) (mg) (mg) (%) rate( % )
SRR A 0. 453 0.476 0.943 102. 99 103. 83 0.71
Narirutin
0.451 0.476 0.943 103. 44
0.454 0.476 0. 947 103. 68
0. 447 0.476 0.945 104. 57
0. 447 0.476 0. 946 104. 87
0. 449 0.476 0.941 103. 41
)FH]HLH‘ 7.921 7.925 15. 826 99.76 101.72 1.27
Naringin
7. 888 7.551 15. 605 102. 20
7.935 7.366 15. 448 102. 01
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%23% 8 ( Continued Tab. 8)
B TR A EES Y Ve -2 [l i
Com ;nem Sample weight Added amount Measured amount Recovery rate Average recovery RSD(% )
" (mg) (mg) (mg) (%) rate( % )
7.824 7. 455 15. 555 103.70
7.816 7. 681 15.613 101. 51
7.854 7.457 15.399 101. 18
ﬁ){ﬁ 0.273 0.302 0. 590 105. 04 103. 98 1.77
Hesperdin
0.272 0.302 0. 589 105. 11
0.273 0.302 0. 591 105. 18
0.270 0.302 0.581 103. 42
0.269 0.302 0.572 100. 46
0.271 0.302 0. 586 104. 64
fﬁ%fiﬁ: 5.082 4.783 9.783 98.29 99. 87 2.55
Neohesperidin
5.061 4. 689 9.782 100. 70
5.091 4.825 9.794 97. 47
5.020 4.767 9.994 104. 34
5.015 4.854 9.774 98. 04
5.039 4.769 9. 825 100. 37
AN 1=
ki %&V‘]WH 0.251 0.256 0. 501 97.76 100. 91 3.22
Meranzin hydrate
0. 250 0. 256 0.520 105. 37
0.252 0.256 0.519 104. 56
0.248 0.256 0.503 99. 86
0.248 0. 256 0. 499 98.32
0. 249 0. 256 0.504 99.57
IBEB 2=
J “%EZ? 0.075 0. 067 0. 142 99.53 100. 84 1.30
Nobiletin
0.075 0. 067 0. 142 100. 00
0.075 0. 067 0. 142 100. 08
0.074 0. 067 0.143 103. 16
0.074 0. 067 0. 142 101. 02
0.075 0. 067 0. 142 101.24
yr2=
%VI’% 0. 046 0. 041 0. 088 101. 74 102. 94 0.89
Tangeretin
0. 046 0. 041 0. 088 103. 18
0. 046 0. 041 0. 088 102.28
0. 045 0. 041 0. 088 104. 32
0. 045 0. 041 0. 088 103. 46
0. 046 0.041 0. 088 102. 69

2.8.6 HammlEsgR

R 5 W IO R SR TR 75 A SR TR, 5
“2. 27T R SRR E , A R LR 9, 4
H IR AR AR ARG J& bR v 1 R S i 7 A
AW, RSD 7 38.97% ~91.81% , @it

ZAMCUCRE AL RE R R 25 3 Al B AE A 75 B A e
YO bR E R TP REAS L, B & S ETC ] X
0o s Al B AR SE RAR L T REAG Hh ARG AL & 1Y
(L T ARG B B BR AR 21 S AR AR R A 791
YRes i, A R E H R BN - UL B > BREC >
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AR > B s FTi B e B WUAE T B BB T IR B R P AL R R AR AL S b T4, oy
HIRER Y, S A E A RBN B > DN > R BRI RER S It BN B
PUFETE K > BT K G R B INBRAEAE R AUAGET ] > DUAETT R > N E > Bl (IR 14)
WA, SR KB BT > G >
x99 BENEER
Table 9  Content determination results(mg/g)

Ji43 Component

. .
N sill LM M WA BRI OKAREAEE IR W%
Narirutin Naringin Hesperdin ~ Neohesperidin Meranzin hydrate  Nobiletin Tangeretin

1 Gl 13.303 - 18.252 12. 461 - 3. 136 0. 639
2 G2 5.495 - 14.273 9. 089 - 5.399 2.245
3 G3 6. 141 - 17.708 16. 982 - 7.414 3.388
4 G4 7.255 - 20. 351 34.519 - 7. 846 3. 860
5 G5 6. 051 - 16. 251 18.162 - 6. 630 2.921
6 G6 5.579 - 17.758 18. 870 - 7. 898 3.536
7 G7 18.711 - 17. 326 22.598 - 6. 130 2. 830
8 G8 20. 587 - 18. 096 19. 128 - 6.167 2.793
9 G9 11.585 - 18. 041 25.815 - 7.788 3.494
10 SHI - - 24. 643 9.178 - 12. 089 4. 826
11 SH2 - - 21.326 8. 371 - 10. 355 3.954
12 SH3 - - 24. 038 3.256 - 6.176 1.931
13 SH4 - - 23.695 3.162 - 5. 800 1.991
14 SH5 - - 26.558 2.461 - 4. 897 1.722
15 SH6 - - 28.018 1.289 - 3.433 1.281
16 SH7 - - 29. 544 1. 649 - 4.297 1.522
17 SH8 - - 27. 348 2.334 - 5.279 1.790
18 SHO - - 25.907 8.701 - 15.574 5.058
19 SH10 - - 24. 166 13. 417 - 9.959 3.597
20 SH11 - - 24. 820 9.617 - 15. 281 5.035
21 SH12 - - 29. 397 0.435 - 1.978 0. 899
22 SH13 - - 26. 459 4. 811 - 7.752 2. 600
23 SH14 - - 25. 661 0. 850 - 2.116 0. 642
24 SH 5 - - 25. 878 2.715 - 3.298 1.781
25 Cl - - 15. 417 - - 10. 111 2.988
26 c2 - - 17.916 - - 10. 556 3.019
27 C3 - - 16. 389 - - 8.814 3.363
28 C4 - - 16.914 - - 8.774 3.719
29 C5 - - 15.262 - - 8. 142 3.526
30 C6 - - 16. 901 - - 9.612 3.159
31 C7 - - 25.150 - - 9. 842 3.671
32 C8 - - 18.913 - - 7.274 2.722
33 Cy - - 20. 996 - - 8. 064 3.010
34 ZQ1 11. 154 132.033 4.113 78.815 4. 186 1.228 0. 838

35 7Q2 15. 182 119. 352 4.787 63. 838 4.625 2.362 1. 454
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2142 9( Continued Tab. 9)

{43 Component

2= £
iy . T — LTS
Narirutin Naringin Hesperdin Neohesperidin Meranzin hydrate  Nobiletin Tangeretin

36 7Q3 9.521 151.773 4.224 82. 465 4.068 1.264 0.812
37 704 10. 733 145.936 4. 809 78.574 4.093 1. 124 0.771
38 ZQ5 13.929 120. 290 4.504 68. 097 5.452 2.363 1. 478
39 7Q6 8.537 102. 236 5.897 84. 160 4. 000 1.012 0.708
40 zQ17 8.901 155.731 5.364 99.915 4.941 1. 478 0. 903
41 7Q8 12. 170 92.724 7.033 78.030 4.833 1.012 0.736
42 7Q9 10. 736 176. 164 5.767 97. 005 5.301 1. 449 0. 940
43 ZQ10 12. 625 113.672 6.177 81.200 3.978 1. 004 0. 697
44 ZQ11 11.731 155.218 5.638 89. 100 4.763 1. 430 0. 894
45 ZQ12 9.079 110. 194 5. 809 87.578 4.578 0.919 0. 684
46 7Q13 7.114 84. 094 5.374 79.736 3.280 1. 080 0.824
47 7Q14 4.908 87.956 4. 404 78.970 3.782 1. 139 0. 835
48 7Q15 5.708 109. 870 4. 349 83. 668 6.031 1. 583 1. 125
49 ZQ16 10. 839 115. 085 5.721 83. 151 3.897 1. 047 0.735
50 7017 15.335 109. 691 7.071 83.624 4. 687 0. 864 0.735
51 H1 - 203. 267 - - 7.121 - -
52 H2 - 374.258 - - 0.632 - -
53 H3 - 352.451 - - 0. 687 - -
54 H4 - 412. 669 - - 0. 756 - -
55 H5 - 196. 233 - - 1.363 - -
56 H6 - 232.183 - - 1.623 - -
57 H7 - 179. 266 - - 1.282 - -
58 HS8 - 214. 134 - - 1. 188 - -
59 H9 - 444. 136 - - 0.482 - -
60 H10 - 373.838 - - 1. 746 - -
61 HI1 - 162. 412 - - 0.984 - -
62 HI12 - 217. 581 - - 0. 985 - -
63 FS1 - - 2.174 - 0. 661 - -
64 FS2 - - 1. 829 - 0. 465 - -
65 FS3 - - 2.159 - 1.401 - -
66 Fs4 - - 1. 985 - 1.363 - -
67 FS5 - - 1. 801 - 1. 586 - -
68 Fs6 - - 2.386 - 0.773 - -
69 FS7 - - 2.087 - 0. 926 - -
70 FS8 - - 2.362 - 0. 897 - -

71 FS9 - - 1.515 - 0.921 - -
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%% 9 ( Continued Tab.9)
{43 Component
P BE ‘ A ,
No. Sample AR il B B B BEET  KEREAN  JIBRER TR
Narirutin Naringin Hesperdin Neohesperidin Meranzin hydrate  Nobiletin Tangeretin
72 FS10 - - 1. 825 - 0.975 - -
73 FS11 - - 2.024 - 0. 881 - -
74 FS12 - - 2.076 - 0.502 - -
75 FS13 - - 2.007 - 0. 475 - -
RSD( % ) 38.97 55.23 72.72 91. 81 76. 35 73.52 61. 10
W =7 AR EZ RS
Note:“ -7 indicates that the ingredient was not detected.
& 5 = B
15 & C - B 300 e C
B - g e ® % =0
2 2 ) E =D E) % :
= = E 2 H & % =B
g = g = —HE = 200 /
Z = S = = 8 % w F
B = 7 g = w4 F 2 é
g E N G 2 < g é W~ G
& = o E B 100 E’
= = 1 g 5 1 =] %
& = =| 77 _ = & = %
= = &I 20 - B = %
: = [ =
= b = " = 0=
= R H KFIHE I B 3 [LHES HWIEH 16 il
Narirutin Meranzin hy Nobiletin Tangeretin Hesperdin Neohesperidin Naringin
J& 4 Component %5} Component 5+ Component
E 14 Z=EHEIL
Fig. 14  Comparison of the average content
3 g5 %R VUAET B (R B ) 110 22 57, >R i dne /s — 3 - 40 1l

H 2GR bR i 7R e LA R 25 B N 95 5,
PRI R 2, 280 RO 819 00 7 e 4 v O
Rt 25 TR, A R 24 R bR AR A S R O,
e rh 2 e Ty ORI 755 1 PRI 70 B A — S ) i
R SRR A R TR AR R 145 A
NS, QN B T i Al =, TH B Tl B
10 AR B U3 T A R, (HL A 24 b 1Y
A B BN, DR, A 3 T i 75 X )
AR = ARG I8 OO BEAT 04T, e PR 2542 3t
E SIS/

AWFFEESL T = ARG I8 YR bz 77 UP-
LC AL IR K Z 4 b il i 7 ik, X6 A [ A A
10 25 A BT J n v IR Al 2R AT 0 A o RPAIE 1R
OIRTAE R o AN R AR = B AR S AR vE 5T A
b R P 14 3% W 50 A7 A 22 e, il e o e e 4
AT By 6 Fs AR AR . RIS K FE
TR VN L4 AN AU U T b L {EOE SR
AN ) S A7 (75 B DU AE T B2 VR B A7 122
SRR BL , AN [RI R ] 22 580K, [R) R i 18] 22 57
Bho N T BE— 20 X AN TR R A (A B

IINTHEAT AT, BEXS = F AT IR S R JERIA T
PR OBTRE B S A B NG 7 R R 2 S Y
R A L3 o3 R S Y Al BT ARG
/38

AWFFEAERHE S IEAE |, 0 A [ 25 35 R A
JEAREA LS T A T EAR bR o AT
E AR AN RVRE S T BY 7 A iy 5 25 7 W
2 ,RSD 7€ 38.97% ~91.81% , ALt iz # & &=
P TR 48 B R AR LM R i BT REAG 1
FRIER/INA  DUAET B2 > BREL > ST B > B
WTRE B AT B WUAETT B M E e,
WERAN I T > AT B > TUAET B KRB B A
BRAERATE AR 20 B b - rh R A, & P (B R/
N ARTE > AAGLL > B6 T 5 )R B R A AL R A Bk
RLL T4, FEAa B fl B REAG 5 I {E R/
N BREL > VIAETS B > A B > MFe. S illE 4h
G RFE BTSSR — 20, AN (5] il o 8] A A s B A7 1
W E RS IR i B 225 Al e S EUE
i PR L I3 I i ) B PR 22—

ABESE ST B UPLC AR &1 J7 kA 4 i b e
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W T = A B AR o o 2 7 B Ak 2 i, TR
ENE T EIBAY T ANRFIETE S, 73 B 75 i i g
i, M AL A i 2 M X = A R AR s e
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