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Study on the quantitative analysis and quality difference evaluation
of Eupatorii Herba from different producing areas
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Abstract : This study aims to establish a method for simultaneous determination of 11 components of Eupatorii Herba from dif-
ferent producing areas, and to evaluate its quality difference by chemical pattern recognition and grey relational analysis
(GRA). The 18 batches of Eupatorii Herba samples from eight provinces were collected. A high performance liquid chroma-
tography method was used to simultaneous determine contents of rutoside , isorhamnetin-3-O-rutinoside , luteolin , quercetin , tar-
axasterol , B-sitosterol , stigmasterol , fumaric acid, succinic acid, 1, 2-benzopyrone and eupatolide, and the multi-components
quantitative control mode of Eupatorii Herba was established. Chemical pattern recognition and GRA were used to establish
the quality difference evaluation model of Eupatorii Herba,and the overall quality was evaluated comprehensively. Under the
constructed chromatographic conditions, the methodological validation of the external standard method meets the requirements
of the pharmacopoeia; There was basically no difference in the detection results between ( quantitative analysis of multicompo-
nents by single-marker, QAMS) method and external standard method. The chemical recognition pattern results indicated that
18 batches of samples were clustered into three categories ; rutoside, stigmasterol , luteolin, quercetin, 1 ,2-benzopyrone and -
sitosterol may be the main potential markers affecting the quality of Eupatorii Herba. The results of GRA showed that the rela-
tive correlation of 18 batches of Eupatorii Herba were 0. 418 5,0.477 9,0. 544 6,0. 503 5,0. 509 9,0. 544 0,0. 486 8,0. 338
8,0.354 8,0.360 8,0.329 8,0.291 0,0.618 6,0.627 3,0.644 7,0.662 7,0.546 2 and 0. 570 5, respectively indicating
that the overall quality of Eupatorii Herba from Jiangsu,Hebei and Shandong were better. The established QAMS method for
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simultaneous determination of 11 components in Eupatorii Herba are convenient and accurate. Chemical pattern recognition

and GRA method are objective and comprehensive, which can be used to evaluate the quality difference of Eupatorii Herba

from different origin.

Key words : Eupatorii Herba; HPLC ; chemical pattern recognition ; grey relational analysis ; difference evaluation
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ESM ) ARG, 75 2 a0 HE i, S ik 36 A T
(] A 53] XoF Rty A A 1 T 8 s G 00 45 SRS T
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e X B ERUE B TR S N 2 [ s A 22
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analysis, GRA) JE 7 il 22 i A0 25 PR O A 22, LA
AN 7 A 22 ) o 2 S P s i 4 Rl 1 1
WA, A R 2 3 i 5 B AR S A
1 s
L1 X%

X AR R R BB TR B4 B R (v
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FE99. 1% 96.3% 91.6% F192.7% ) ; 7 WA %-
3-0-Z=FWEH BRIARR (1,2 ML Mo I, 38 =2 AT |
T T A ) R R (AR B 12 4
T & A R 2wl it 5 PRF8041826 . PRF7012622 |
PRF1506056 , PRF8013197 , PRF8062821 , PRF80718
43 1 PRF23062046 , it 2475 T 98. 0% ) s AR )1
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Table 1  Information of 18 batches of Eupatorii Herba samples

I P it s I it
No. Origin Batch No. No. Origin Batch No.
s1 Wbz B 210703 S10 it ITEEN 220705
S2 Wb £ 211002 Si1 P me £ 221003
S3 Wi & 210801 S12 PN v =0 220802
S4 PN & =850 220901 S13 RO 3 210702
S5 PAN AN EZ R 221003 S14 R B 210903
6 B PG g1 B 210805 S15 YL 220701
S7 (SN ER=Y 220902 S16 TTIRIRBH B 210702
S8 TG B 210801 s17 IR A 210603
9 iy i 210803 S18 INZRZEHI HL 220802
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L2 {48 [ R s Z AR VR B [ BT BRI 1] (10,30

QUINTIX BIHf, 743 B K1 (L 5t FE 2 F AL~
AR A F]) 5 Agilent 1200 Y =30k AH €435 ( Agilent
45FE]) s Waters 2695 71 25 %4 i AH €235 4% ( Waters 23
7)) ;354 (250 mm x 4.6 mm,5 Mm;ﬂ%ﬁ:}’%ﬂﬁﬂ
Kromasil C . Shimadzu C #1 Symmetry C ) ; SB-
1000YDTD Y7875 7 i P (7 BB 2 LB YR I
MARAA) .

2 HEEHER
2.1 RAEXR@MBENHE

SRS 0 I it 1 R 5 R S T 70% PR Al
FFT 0.310 mg/mlL, 5 Bl 2 FK-3-0-25 5 4F 1
0.176 mg/mL, A JB# ¥ 2 0.254 mg/mL, #il iz &£
0. 130 mg/mL #7255 0. 082 mg/mL B-7 fi§ 5
0.026 mg/mL, & § ¥ 0.052 mg/mlL, JiE B R iR
0. 078 mg/mL BEFAL 0. 064 mg/mL.1,2-ZKFF Nt v
fii] 0. 150 mg/mL F1i% == A 0. 072 mg/mL It 4
3R B U4 1 mL, 28 70% FR AR BR 20 £3%,
FEAT, BIAG (11 /S0 R o ok B2 Kl 15,50
8.80.12.70,6.50,4.10,1.30,2.60, 3.90, 3.20,
7.50 #13.60 pg/mL),

2.2 fl@minimaE &

AT AR L i I, B X ) (70% 2B
LB T0% W B RIK ) SEAT R L, 4551 L 70%
PRI g 300 I, BT 48 BBCAS =2 A5 o v P T S B
R-3-0-ZA ORERRUR MR A IR 8-
A B GEW IR BRI (1, 2-8 I ALk g
FIE 22 R AV ZE SR PR B o 0B A R A it
AR IBOT B LN, R BRI I 2 B 2

A

45 .60 min) AT T AL, e 28 e A A 7 T Tl
FITEE R BUR 2R R 29 0.6 g( 3 80 HFE) , K%
FRE, I 70% H 244 20 mL, F] F SB-1000YDTD %
AR PE TR BSE S 30 min, A, 3 8, 23R BUAF)
FERRE 25 mL, B, e, g, RIA
2.3 fmitgH

R Z RGN 43 T S R R 3-0- 5 b
T ARFR L E M 3 AT S B B-A 1 L T
Fist GEHA R IR BR IR L1, 2- 2% 1 NHk Mo F) 10358 2% PN G
KON FEAEHTE 190 ~400 nm Z (7], LEA R
RGO L A R L L1 A 853 0 5 U 06 1T R A
1L, 53 BER AN [ K A7 6 5 52 5 B, TEA
MK 360 nm [ T B R AR 3-0-25F
BHAF AR R I 25 S5 AL 5 7R R 4
210 nm B0 A BE 6 I B4 5 I L LK L S
R FNBEHAR (14 (15 05155 WA 4 e HL (50453
B R  TEAG P K 342 nm BT 1,228 50
MR T RT3 2 PN T P 0 0 5 o7 /6 v L € e
BRLIT o B2 E AT 25 R - R ] Kromasil C g
RERE I BAH 0. 2% BEFR (A) -2 (B) , B EEVEIBE
(0 ~11 min,15.0%B;11 ~29 min,15. 0% —37. 0%
B;29 ~ 48 min, 37.0% —45.0% B; 48 ~ 59 min,
45. 0% —82. 0% B ;59 ~65 min,82. 0% —15.0%B) ;
FEUR 30 °C R 1. 0 mL/min, JERERE 10 WL P K D)
#:0 ~29 min 7£ 360 nm £l = T | R 2 &K -3-0-
TEEBE R R R A 2,29 ~ 48 min 7E 210
nm RGN TH 3§55 P 8- £ T L 55 B L T R IR R
JEFAMR ,48 ~ 65 min 7E 342 nm K 1,2 -2 30 eg R
ML NME . WA 1 s, B s F4 R, Atk

B 1
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Fig. 1
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BEXRM(A)FE=(B)BiLE
Chromatograms of mixed reference (A) and Eupatorii Herba (B)
SRER3-0-25FW ;3. RBAE 4 W E S HAESE6. B-A 87, GRS WHIRM:9. JEHIR;10.1,2-%

Note: 1. Rutoside ;2. Isorhamnetin-3-O-rutinoside ;3. Luteolin ;4. Quercetin;5. Taraxasterol ;6. B-Sitosterol ;7. Stigmasterol ;

8. Fumaric acid;9. Succinic acid;10. 1,2-Benzopyrone;11. Eupatolide.



1412 FR PS5 TT & Vol. 36

P VAR 1T T A3 () 4t B B 1] 5 0 B e AR — 3
H 5 ARAR ke 5 B 8UR BT
2.4 ZMEXRER

B2, 17 30 45 W, 5359 70% WY s B8 Bl AN
EENRA 6 Nk B (4.10,20,40 100 F1 200 %) o
GBI 10 L A S BORAH C A, M 2T
SRER3-0-ZFMT ABRER ML R HAKE

B B~ 1 i | L 5 I HE )RR BRI R 1,298
S bt e P 126 2 PR P AR LA X R o 0
Y Ay, S B O X 11 A R i B A T[] )5
OIMT, BRIV 20 SRR AERINE RN, T
SRR 3-0-Z /R R AER MR Gl A0
B B~ 1 it L 59 1 SRR\ BRIA IR L 1,2-0K
- LR TR A E 22 N R TE G R R AT

K2 LMXRERER

Table 2 Results of linear relationship investigation

s LM XA AR
Component Linear equation Ofré ation Range of linearity
coefficient (r) (pg/mL)

7T Rutoside Y=3.449 x 10°X +1 772. 5 0.999 7 1.55~77.50
SRZEE3-0-25F W TIsorhamnetin-3-0-rutinoside ¥ =2. 729 x 10°X-2 343. 7 0.999 3 0. 88 ~44. 00
KRB ZE Luteolin Y=2.612x10°X +1 031.4 0.999 7 1.27 ~63.50
it 2 % Quercetin Y=1.788 x10°X-922.9 0.999 4 0. 65 ~32.50
TN BE B Taraxasterol Y=2.130 x 10°X +699. 5 0.999 6 0.41 ~20. 50
B-75 {5 B B-Sitosterol Y =8.937 x 10°X-1 247. 4 0.999 1 0.13 ~6. 50
B Stigmasterol Y=7.571 x10°X +712.2 0.999 5 0.26 ~13.00
FEHAER Fumaric acid Y =1.558 x 10°X-478. 2 0.999 6 0.39 ~19. 50
BEFMR Succinic acid Y=1.076 x 10°X +1 966. 5 0.999 4 0.32 ~16. 00
1,2- - IR 1,2-Benzopyrone Y=2.250 x10°X +1 013. 8 0.999 5 0.75 ~37.50
22 % Eupatolide Y =1.345 x 10°X-466. 5 0.999 3 0.36 ~18.00

2.5 BEE.REHRESHRE

FE 11 A8 B AR R 2 PR B g, X 11 AN Bl 4y
PEATAE S B 5% o K 4% IR =2 (S1) — Ak 3ty
I ESEIRE 6 R0 6 Wt REF T T R Rl
R3-0-25F/WE ORRBEER ML R AR E R 8-
A I TS B SRR BEFAR 1, 22K Ik R R
FEE =% N R A 0 TR, T3 06 T AR Y RSD B 53301 R
1.8% 1.8% 1.7% . 1.6% .1.5% .1.5% .1.3% .
1.2% 1.3% 1.2% f11.0% (n =6) . H— {3 i 22
(S1) B SRR, T 45 5 BRI 4 h JERE  RpBks
MZE 24 h, ok T R RABER3-0-ZF/F T KRR
B M ER A B (L L L HE
RIR HEFATR 1, 2-2R -k Mg ] 126 24 P P e 1 L
I T AR RSD EAKIK N 1.8% 1.8% 1.7% .
1.6% .1.6% 1.4% 1.3% 1.2% .1.3% .1.2% F
1.0% (n=7) . WURHEWRAR =2 (S1) #4506 43, 73 5l
Fi2. 27 T S AR, R 2. 37 A Ak
PERHERE GO T R RER3-0-2S /T KRR
R M ER A B I R L HE
FIR BRI 1, 27 I Nk e 1] 1955 2 A R 0 1T A
RAENE R IF &, 4558 11 Do &
RSD {HAK K K 2.0% .2.0% 1.9% 2.0% .1.9% .

1.9% 1.7% 1.8% 1.8% 1.7% M1 1.7% (n=6)
RIS R T M R R R, i = i TR
24 h NEEMEREF(RSD AR T 2.0% ) .
2.6 [EIRKK

O B & 5 E AR == (S1) 4k (& 80 H
)9, B2 0.3 g KB FRE , 5 2 S L &%
H 1) 80% 100% 120% Jin AR A X A% 0. 8
1.0.1.2 mL 4% 3 {4y, 4% 2. 27 300 5 4 i 45 I Af 1
B IR . SRR 10 L R, 25251 11 Ay
(97 X5 i A [l g %2 (RSD) 43 51 2 %1 100. 19%
(0.85%) . % Bl 25 £3-0-25 F B 17 98.77%
(1.5%) . KB % 99.32% (1.2%) . it & %
97.61% (1.2% ) JH/AH {5 EE 99. 11% (0.93% ) .B-
BEWE7.47% (1.5% ) \H§515E 96.98% (1. 1% ) |
G R R 98.28% (1.4%) . BE H1 TR 97.77%
(0.83% ) . 1,2-Z£FF MR fili] 98. 47% (0. 62% ) FliE
2% YT 96.94% (1. 1% )
2.7 QAMS ERETMEREL
2.7.1 s ERF () #HE

X2, 47 TGN ] e B AR TR A X BE S P R IR R 4y

BE, LA S, e A S = % -
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ORI £ (R C, G 4R Y 24@@ Al 2 I AR A MR L) o 2. 47 901 6
FROT S AR LR 3.
%%*ﬂﬁﬁ%?ﬂﬂﬁiﬁj‘ﬂ’]ﬁi@f A, A 53538
x3 HEMRERFIHESL
Table 3 Results of f calculation

SR , . . , _ ,
Mixed reference solution fQ/R fQ/l fQ/L fQ/F fQ/M fQ/Sl fQ/f f‘)/hU fQ/B fQ/h

1 0.5237 0.6487 0.7027 0.8464 2.0095 2.3449 1.1811 1.6436  0.796 7 1.3309
2 0.5224  0.6475 0.6829 0.8466 2.0154 2.3460 1.1474 1.6207  0.796 5 1.3315
3 0.5273 0.6465 0.6995 0.8430 2.0056  2.3415 1. 1518 1.6157 0.7958 1.316 3
4 0.5247 0.6556  0.6930 0.8493 2.0373 2.3556 1.158 7 1.6472  0.796 5 1.3297
5 0.507 1 0.6606 0.6683  0.8237 2.0436  2.3392 1.134 1 1.6585 0.7880 1.3337
6 0.5195 0.6544 0.6862  0.8408 1.9996  2.3616 1.149 2 1.659 1 0.795 1 1.328 6
FHI{E Average 0.5208 0.6522 0.6888 0.8416 2.0185 2.3481 1.153 7 1.6408  0.794 8 1.328 5
RSD( % ) 1.4 0. 84 1.8 1.1 0. 89 0.37 1.4 1.1 0.43 0.47

W R T L B R -3-0-25 W LR BRI Q M 325 T3 A 0 (5 5 ST B-45 (1 B s ST BLFS s F 2 W R R 5 SU - BEFAIR ; B2 1,2-28TF
LR E 22 N TR, T I,

Note : R : Rutoside ; I ; Isorhamnetin-3-O-rutinoside ; L : Luteolin ; Q ; Quercetin ; T ; Taraxasterol ; SI'; 8-Sitosterol ; ST ; Stigmasterol ; F ; Fumaric acid ; SU ; Succin-
ic acid;B:1,2-Benzopyrone; E : Eupatolide , the same below.

2.7.2 HZBEMf¥R 3035 CHF A, R85 N ZE X f
435 ¥ B Agilent 1200 % fl Waters 2695 % “2. 173 F YA X I LAY TULm#Tm?fm
HPLC £ 45 Kromasil C#E ., Shimadzu C4#E , Sym- HMEH 5, Bon fAEAR A K, T F A R4 (L 3%

metry C 4%, Wi #:0.8.1.0.1. 2 ml/min, £ :25, 4),
T4 ARNSE.BEEREEERNEE KRS EMKIERF

Table 4  f of component in different instruments, columns ,flow rate and column temperature

FE fon  fa S her few  fem  for  few S  fun
INE Y &R 25 1200  Kromasil C18 0.5213 0.6529 0.6893 0.8422 2.0193 2.3489 1.1543 1.6421 0.7941 1.3278
Chror&;:;::g;‘:i iZIdumns Shimadzu C18 0.527 5 0.6592 0.6927 0.8436 2.0215 2.3564 1.1625 1.6592 0.7982 1.3362
Symmetry C18 0.5342 0.667 1 0.7034 0.8507 2.0431 2.3603 1.1792 1.6605 0.8037 1.3415
2695  Kromasil C18 0.5134 0.6415 0.6703 0.8261 2.0029 2.3347 1.1358 1.6109 0.7802 1.3167
Shimadzu C18 0.5197 0.6438 0.6835 0.8325 2.003 1 2.3475 1.1439 1.6148 0.7876 1.3294
Symmetry C18 0.5261 0.6549 0.6949 0.8462 2.0375 2.3592 1.1784 1.6573 0.7921 1.3325
FIE Average 0.5237 0.6532 0.6890 0.8402 2.0212 2.3512 1.1590 1.6408 0.7927 1.3307
RSD(% ) 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.1 0.83 0.41 1.5 1.4 1.0 0.63
F]ow?ﬁ;'icity 0.8 mL/min 0.5126 0.6424 0.6762 0.8342 2.0035 2.3182 1.1361 1.6195 0.7826 1.3192
1. 0 mL/min 0.5201 0.6517 0.6882 0.8409 2.0174 2.3473 1.1549 1.6397 0.7941 1.3296
1.2 mL/min 0.5274 0.6592 0.6981 0.8473 2.0469 2.3609 1.1805 1.6593 0.8065 1.3353
SF-Y{H Average 0.5200 0.651'1 0.6875 0.8408 2.0226 2.3421 1.1572 1.6395 0.7944 1.3280
RSD(% ) 1.4 1.3 1.6 0.78 1.1 0.93 1.9 1.2 1.5 0.61
& Column temperature 25 C 0.5165 0.6425 0.6783 0.8341 1.9997 2.3325 1.1412 1.6342 0.786 1 1.3105
30 C 0.521'1 0.6531 0.6875 0.8427 2.0164 2.3459 1.1534 1.6416 0.7959 1.3267
35C 0.5293 0.6642 0.6986 0.8535 2.0289 2.3615 1.1687 1.6539 0.8035 1.3371
FHI{E Average 0.5223 0.6533 0.6881 0.8434 2.0150 2.3466 1.1544 1.6432 0.7952 1.3248

RSD(% ) 1.2 1.7 1.5 1.2 0.73 0. 62 1.2 0.61 1.1 1.0
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2.7.3  ABAARG B A () 3

it 5% Agilent 1200 BUF Waters 2695 %I HPLC %
%3 55 Kromasil C g1 Shimadzu C ¢ # . Symmetry C g fF
IF 2 J80 53 (0 D BRI ), DA 2R NS 4 B A X

A AP RTIHL S Y G ER
FRIEIED) T ¢ 0, 509 7R HPLC 55 5 T
CEHERE T AR AM Y ¢ (112 SR U1 2, 20 1T
L S RERE (L 5) -

I =

RS FEMMF BEERERERNGEHS B

Table 5 ¢ of each component in different instruments, columns, flow rate and column temperature

Iniﬁfﬁem E‘]}iﬁ Ir/q tyg lig L2V lsyq tsr/q Lrsq su/q g/ 30}
1200 Kromasil C18 0.4974 0.6534 0.7725 1.2381 1.3042 1.4127 1.5847 1.7487 1.9656 2.1376
Shimadzu C18 0.5037 0.6592 0.7797 1.2479 1.3167 1.4315 1.5961 1.7621 1.9894 2.1563
Symmetry C18 0.5073 0.6671 0.7889 1.2564 1.3276 1.4382 1.6182 1.7919 1.9979 2.1684
2695 Kromasil C18 0.4875 0.6449 0.7612 1.2203 1.2938 1.3815 1.5689 1.7263 1.9562 2.1028
Shimadzu C18 0.4839 0.6498 0.7638 1.2238 1.3004 1.4039 1.5735 1.7305 1.9585 2.1157
Symmetry C18 0.4952 0.6515 0.7704 1.2315 1.3092 1.4162 1.6091 1.7614 1.9737 2.1315
F-H{E Average 0.4958 0.6543 0.7728 1.2363 1.3087 1.4140 1.5918 1.7535 1.9736 2.1354

RSD(% ) 1.8 1.2 1.3 1.1 0.92 1.4 1.2 1.4 0. 86 1.2

2.8 HEmillE

USR]t 5 0 2% FF & (ST~ SI18) , 43 Jill 4%
“2. 27 T AR A R AR (R A 3 1) L 4%
FEA W 10 WL U5, AR A BHE 5 2, 32 ] ESM 1t
AR AT RERER3-0-ZHET ORBRRER,
B R 25 T 20 0 5 I 8- (S I L LS R R R

BEFATR |1, 2- 2 I Lk g JR R8P 1 10 55 6, 1 LA
EE NS, 2. 7. 17 350 f By Y08 it
3,32 QAMS LT3 HA 10 Ao & &, 11192 H]
SPSS26. 0 XA Al ST REAS T 4G 385 T vk %o 4% 2 43 5
75 1 B A R AT Ab B, 45 R S /s P Rh 7 1 22
AKR(P>0.05) 4551k 6,

®6 M=d 11 MRS SEBUELER(n = 3)

Table 6 Determination results of 11

components in Eupatorii Herba (n =3)

%y Jiik: 774k Content (mg/g) ,
Component Method g; 2 3 s4 S5 S6 S7 S8 $9  sI0  SIl SI2  SI3 S14 SIS 816 S17 SI8
it % Quercetin ESM  0.192 0.204 0.212 0.254 0.228 0.242 0.262 0.163 0.149 0.155 0.122 0.135 0.332 0.344 0.319 0.358 0.307 0.274

7T Rutoside ESM  0.753 0.774 0.916 0.864 0.839 0.867 0.859 0.711 0.697 0.731 0.678 0.652 1.049 0.973 1.104 1.082 0.969 0.951 0.828
QAMS 0.734 0.792 0.896 0.843 0.817 0.892 0.846 0.695 0.684 0.712 0.660 0.634 1.021 0.996 1.089 1.054 0.945 0.972

REAE3-0-EFMAE ESM 0.324  0.298 0.295 0.314 0.319 0.353 0.329 0.265 0.265 0.278 0.244 0.253 0.371 0.407 0.411 0.403 0.398 0.351 0.841
Isorhamnetin-3-0-rutinoside QAMS 0.315 0.290 0.287 0.322 0.311 0.344 0.320 0.272 0.259 0.271 0.251 0.246 0.379 0.396 0.404 0.412 0.388 0.344

ABRHZE Luteolin ESM  0.481 0.519 0.536 0.524 0.535 0.581 0.526 0.455 0.448 0.442 0.433 0.415 0.669 0.621 0.713 0.687 0.586 0.611 0.874
QAMS 0.468 0.505 0.522 0.538 0.521 0.569 0.539 0.443 0.436 0.454 0.421 0.404 0.651 0.635 0.694 0.672 0.603 0.620

TP Taraxasterol  ESM 0.117  0.129 0.117 0.113 0.114 0.109 0.102 0.113 0.099 0.098 0.093 0.096 0.143 0.152 0.144 0.156 0.153 0.147 0.855
QAMS 0.114 0.126 0.120 0.110 0.117 0.107 0.100 0.110 0.097 0.100 0.091 0.094 0.146 0.155 0.140 0.152 0.149 0.143

B35 B-Sitosterol  ESM 0041 0.055 0.058 0.049 0.051 0.049 0.045 0.041 0.033 0.038 0.027 0.025 0.038 0.048 0.034 0.041 0.033 0.035 0.944
QAMS 0.042 0.054 0.059 0.048 0.052 0.050 0.044 0.040 0.034 0.037 0.026 0.024 0.039 0.047 0.033 0.040 0.032 0.036

7 {§{ /i Stigmasterol ESM  0.076 0.089 0.100 0.087 0.098 0.099 0.087 0.065 0.057 0.054 0.061 0.047 0.087 0.067 0.093 0.078 0.049 0.081 0.932
QAMS 0.078 0.090 0.098 0.089 0.096 0.098 0.085 0.064 0.056 0.055 0.060 0.046 0.085 0.066 0.091 0.076 0.050 0.083

WEHIZRR Fumaric acid  ESM  0.104 0.112 0.160 0.142 0.127 0.148 0.153 0.102 0.169 0.145 0.174 0.145 0.102 0.087 0.126 0.094 0.085 0.111 0.841
QAMS 0.102 0.115 0.156 0.138 0.130 0.144 0.149 0.104 0.165 0.141 0.169 0.148 0.100 0.085 0.123 0.092 0.083 0.108

BEFHIFR Succinic acid ~ ESM  0.087 0.083 0.093 0.087 0.089 0.093 0.078 0.074 0.078 0.079 0.071 0.072 0.115 0.119 0.113 0.123 0.113 0.104 0.863
QAMS 0.089 0.081 0.091 0.085 0.087 0.091 0.080 0.072 0.076 0.077 0.073 0.070 0.112 0.117 0.110 0.120 0.115 0.107

l;iﬂfﬁﬁg ESM  0.275 0.302 0.353 0.305 0.316 0.345 0.283 0.249 0.224 0.231 0.227 0.225 0.437 0.406 0.419 0.452 0.371 0.372 0.887
QAMS 0.268 0.310 0.344 0.297 0.322 0.336 0.275 0.242 0.230 0.237 0.223 0.231 0.425 0.395 0.410 0.441 0.379 0.363

P24 S Eupatolide  ESM 0,098 0.104 0.103 0.121 0.113 0.110 0.129 0.072 0.092 0.103 0.095 0.088 0.124 0.154 0.137 0.157 0.139 0.142 0.939
QAMS 0.099 0.107 0.101 0.118 0.110 0.113 0.126 0.074 0.090 0.101 0.093 0.086 0.127 0.158 0.134 0.153 0.142 0.138
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DA 18 HEAR 22 2 T 57 B2 R 3-0- 25 B WA
ARBRELZR M B 2R A e S i p-4 S L T
JERI TR BEFATR | 1, 22 I nbt I 7R R 5% 22 1 7
QAMS VLT 9 & RO 78 1, £ B SIMCA 14. 1
BRPEXE 18 x 11 4 M 4 3 4 1 PCA AR (AL &

w

o

2) PR 2 A FE RSy, 18 HE AL =2 A dt KB AL 3
21, A BdE S HE 95% EAR X R Y, KB T A K
WA TC 5% . #F—2i817 OPLS-DA /7, 45 A5
RIZH R°X =0.972 .R°Y =0.894 .0 =0. 800, 4k
T 0. 5800 ST ST (0 R B T A L B B A
(WK 3FE 4) o K4 5 7 28 5 3 S 4% 5Y (varia-

RAX[1]=0.737

-4
6 8 -6 4 2
R2X[2]=0.157

0 2 4 6 8
Ellipse: Hotelling's 7' (95%)

2 PCAGHE
Fig. 2 PCA score plot

0.1
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0 STag@S13
S16@ @S18
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@s17
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B3 OPLS-DA B4 HE
Fig. 3 OPLS-DA score plot

4 OPLS-DA Z58#j VIP

Fig. 4 VIP plot of OPLS-DA
L AT 520 R 3-0-S8E 3. RRE R 4. WS, AT R 6. B- A f 17, THIME:8. MEWIRMR;9. JRMMR;10.1,2-K
ML ER 11, 22 NS, Note:1. Rutoside ;2. Isorhamnetin-3-O-rutinoside ;3. Luteolin ;4. Quercetin ;5. Taraxasterol ;6. 8-Sitosterol ;7. Stigmasterol ;
8. Fumaric acid;9. Succinic acid;10. 1,2-Benzopyrone;11. Eupatolide.
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ble importance for projection, VIP) {H > 1 #J2H %3435 2.10. 1 JR b R IE4E R HLAEAL
HFTT(VIP =1.516) (G f (VIP = 1.257) (KB R FHBE A8 3 % 18 St g == rp 2 T S B2
FER(VIP =1.203) it R (VIP =1.086) \1,2-7% %‘z S3-0-EFHEH ORBRR MR GE AR B
JFALMEE (VIP =1.066) Fl B-4+ 5B (VIP = 1.015) , 3 A {2 A EWI IR BEIAMR .1, 255 1 ntt i 1
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Table 7 Normalization results of content data of 11 components of Eupatorii Herba

=1

A% ‘
No. Rutoside Isorhamnetin.3- Luteolin ~ Quercetin Taraxasterol 3-Sitosterol Stigmasterol acid acid 1.2 Benzommne upatohde
O-rutinoside
S1 0.864 5 0.975 8 0.868 9 0.812 9 0.945 3 1.026 9 1.027 7 0.8153 0.969 5 0.842 2 0. 860 9
S2 0.9329 0. 898 4 0.937 6 0.863 7 1.044 8 1.3203 1. 1858 0.919 3 0.882 4 0.974 2 0.930 4
S3 1.0554 0.889 1 0.969 2 0.897 5 0.995 0 1.4425 1.2912 1.247 0 0.991 3 1.081 1 0.878 3
4 0.992 9 0.997 5 0.998 9 1.075 4 0.912 1 1.173 6 1.172 6 1.103 1 0.9259 0.933 4 1.026 1
S5 0.962 3 0.963 4 0.967 3 0.965 3 0.970 1 1.271 4 1.264 8 1.039 2 0.947 7 1.0119 0.956 5
S6 1.050 6 1.065 7 1. 056 4 1.024 6 0.887 2 1.2225 1.291 2 1.151 1 0.9913 1.0559 0.982 6
S7 0.996 5 0.9913 1.000 7 1.109 2 0.829 2 1.075 8 1.1199 1.191 0 0.8715 0.864 2 1.095 7
S8 0.818 6 0.842 6 0.8225 0.690 1 0.912 1 0.978 0 0.843 2 0.8313 0.784 3 0.760 5 0.643 5
S9 0.805 7 0.802 4 0.809 5 0.630 8 0.804 3 0.8313 0.737 8 1.318 9 0.8279 0.722 8 0.782 6
S10 0.838 6 0.8395 0.8429 0. 656 2 0.829 2 0.904 6 0.724 6 1.127 1 0.838 8 0.744 8 0.878 3
S11 0.777 4 0.777 6 0.7817 0.516 5 0.754 6 0.6357 0.790 5 1.3509 0.795 2 0.700 8 0.808 7
S12 0.746 8 0.762 1 0.750 1 0.5715 0.779 4 0.586 8 0. 606 1 1.183 1 0.762 5 0.726 0 0.747 8
S13 1.202 6 1.174 1 1.208 7 1.405 6 1.210 6 0.953 5 1.1199 0.799 4 1.2200 1.3356 1.104 3
S14 1.173 1 1.226 8 1.179 0 1.456 4 1.2852 1.149 1 0. 869 6 0.679 5 1.274 5 1.241 4 1.373 9
S15 1.2827 1.2515 1.288 5 1.350 6 1.160 9 0. 806 8 1.198 9 0.983 2 1.198 3 1.288 5 1.165 2
S16 1.2415 1.276 3 1.247 7 1.5157 1.260 4 0.978 0 1.001 3 0.735 4 1.307 2 1.3859 1.330 4
S17 1.113 1 1.202 0 1.119 6 1.299 7 1.2355 0.782 4 0.658 8 0.663 5 1.2527 1.191 1 1.234 8
S18 1.144 9 1.065 7 1.1511 1.160 0 1.1857 0. 880 2 1.093 5 0.863 3 1.165 6 1.140 8 1.200 0
2.10.2 AF B3 e R KT F Ay H FEJE , SCHR R EHUR , R ISR bl i PRAEE . 1%

SH PP ERENS MK (0 R GAT IR IR R0 A A I B R R S
FE3, AT GRA 43t 3l % R A VRN PR AR AL B SCHRERE( WL 8) LUK dR 25 2 % J3 51l B Gk R 3K
JE R KMEEN RS2 P, f/MEE i ZES (W3R 9I) .

HREH, B R B S S bR S AR B W)
*®8 ERMSEFIMNXERE

Table 8 The correlation coefficient of the optimal reference sequence

s 30- ix S g L EBIEM OB 120
BE AT Lo AREE BE WAKE pamm o oo AR LI
. SRR . . . Fumaric Succinic U= K
No. Rutoside . Luteolin ~ Quercetin Taraxasterol B-Sitosterol Stigmasterol . . Eupatolide
Isorhamnetin-3 acid acid 1,2-Benzopyrone
-O-rutinoside
S1 0.3905 0.461 1 0.3908 0.4155 0.4384 0.5073 0.5652 0.3909 0.4464 0.3865 0.4159
S2 0.4338 0.4049 0.4341 0.4338 0.5246 0.7778 0.7647 0.4433 0.3907 0.4542 0.451 6

S3 0.5410 0.3990 0.4574 0.4469 0.4776 1.000 0 1.0000 0.7679 0.4630  0.5292 0.424 3
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%3¢ 8 Continued table 8
AR ) ) .
G BT L RREE MK AR et oam 0A JOUR BB
No. Rutoside Isothamnetin-3 Luteolin ~ Quercetin Taraxasterol B-Sitosterol Stigmasterol acid acid 1 ,2-Benzopyron Eupalohde
-O-rutinoside
4 0.480 4 0.479 8 0.4817 0.5315 0.4156 0.614 1 0.742 8 0.5811 0.416 7 0.4309 0.5122
S5 0.4554  0.4511 0.456 0  0.4758 0.457 1 0.714 3 0.9284  0.5244 0.4310 0.478 1 0. 466 6
S6 0.5358 0.549 7 0.5370 0.504 3 0.400 0 0. 660 4 1.000 O 0.632 4 0.463 0 0.509 3 0.482 7
S7 0.483 5 0.474 3 0.483 3 0.551 4 0.367 8 0.538 5 0. 666 6 0.6825 0.384 6 0.396 4 0.567 6
S8 0.366 0 0.372 2 0.366 2 0.377 0 0.4156 0.479 5 0.433 3 0.398 1 0.342 5 0.3539 0.3333
39 0.359 7 0.3517 0.359 8 0.360 9 0.3555 0.411 8 0.3823 0.914 8 0.362 3 0.340 6 0.3818
S10 0.376 3 0.370 5 0.376 6 0.367 6 0.367 8 0.443 0 0.376 8 0. 605 6 0.367 7 0.348 2 0.424 3
S11 0.346 5 0.3402 0.3469 0.3333 0.3333 0.346 5 0. 406 2 1.000 0 0.347 2 0.3333 0.3925
S12 0.3333 0.3333 0.3333 0.346 0 0.344 1 0.3333 0.3333 0.671 9 0.3333 0.3417 0.368 4
S13 0.769 9 0.715 6 0.771 3 0.819 4 0.780 5 0.466 7 0. 666 6 0.3839 0.757 5 0.872 0 0.5753
S14 0.709 7 0.8386 0.7109 0.893 9 1.0000  0.5932 0.448 3 0.338 6 0.892 8 0.703 3 1.000 0
S15 1.000 0 0.9120 1.000 O 0.751 6 0.681 0 0.402 3 0.787 7 0.483 1 0.714 4 0.778 6 0.636 3
S16 0. 866 7 1.000 0 0. 868 4 1.000 0 0.914 5 0.479 5 0.541 6 0.358 3 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.893 6
S17 0.612 4 0.775 8 0.614 5 0.698 2 0.842 2 0.3933 0.3514 0.3333 0.8333 0.637 5 0.724 2
S18 0.6604  0.5497 0.662 1 0.584 1 0.7272  0.4321 0.634 1 0.413 4 0.657 9 0.5829 0.677 4
R RESEFIHXRKEH
Table 9 The correlation coefficient of the worst reference sequence
o wwgm sotm |20
G FT ey ARRFER WHER AN AR T - e MEMGER L ER
No. Rutoside = PO 1 eolin Quercetin Taraxasterol B-Sitosterol Stigmasterol | "2HC  Suceinic 5 g e Eupatolide
Isorhamnetin-3 acid acid
-O-rutinoside opyrone
S1 0. 6948 0.546 1 0.693 8 0.627 6 0.581 8 0.492 9 0.448 3 0.693 6 0.568 2 0.707 8 0.626 8
S2 0. 5901 0.653 5 0.589 4 0.590 0 0.477 6 0.368 4 0.371 4 0.5733 0.694 3 0.556 1 0.560 0
S3 0. 4647 0. 669 4 0.5513 0.567 3 0.524 6 0.3333 0.3333 0.370 7 0.543 5 0.473 9 0. 608 7
4 0.5213 0.522 0 0.5197 0.472 0 0.627 5 0.4217 0.376 8 0.438 8 0.6250 0.595 6 0.488 4
S5 0. 5542 0.560 9 0.5535 0.526 8 0.551 8 0.3846 0.342 1 0.477 8 0.595 2 0.524 1 0.538 5
S6 0. 4686 0.458 5 0.467 8 0.495 8 0. 666 8 0.402 3 0.3333 0.413 4 0.543 5 0.491 0 0.518 5
S7 0.5176 0.528 7 0.517 9 0.457 4 0.780 5 0.466 7 0.4000 0.3945 0.714 2 0.677 0 0.446 8
S8 0. 7887 0.761 6 0.788 1 0.742 1 0.627 5 0.522 4 0.5910 0.6719 0.9259 0.851 6 1.000 0
39 0. 8198 0.864 5 0.819 2 0.813 8 0.842 2 0.636 4 0.722 3 0.344 0 0. 806 4 0.939 7 0.724 2
S10 0. 7448 0.768 6 0.743 6 0.7815 0.780 5 0.573 8 0.743 0 0.4257 0.781 2 0. 886 2 0. 608 7
SI1 0. 8975 0.943 1 0.894 9 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.897 4 0.650 1 0.3333 0.892 8 1.000 0 0.688 5
S12 1. 0000 1.000 0O 1.0000  0.900 8 0.914 5 1.000 0 1.0000  0.398 1 1.000 0 0.9315 0.777 8
S13 0.3702 0.384 2 0.369 9 0.359 8 0.367 8 0.538 5 0.400 0 0.716 6 0.373 2 0.3505 0.442 1
S14 0. 3860 0.3562 0.3856 0.347 1 0.3333 0.432 1 0.565 2 0.9555 0.347 2 0.3879 0.3333
S15 0. 3333 0.344 4 0.3333 0.374 6 0.3950 0. 660 4 0.366 2 0.518 1 0.384 6 0.368 2 0.411 8
S16 0.3513 0.3333 0.3511 0.3333 0.344 1 0.522 4 0.464 3 0.827 0 0.3333 0.3333 0.347 1
S17 0. 4225 0.368 9 0.4215 0.389 5 0.3555 0.686 3 0.866 7 1.000 0 0.357 2 0.4113 0.381 8
S18 0. 4023 0.458 5 0.401 7 0.437 1 0.3810 0.593 2 0.412 7 0.632 4 0.403 2 0.437 7 0.396 2
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Table 10 Ranking results of relative correlation degree of 18 batches of Eupatorii Herba

i ot dee ot he  Comltion s wih e AL v
No. optimal reference sequence worst reference sequence Relative degree of incidence No.
S1 0.437 1 0.607 4 0.418 5 13
S2 0.501 2 0.547 6 0.477 9 12
S3 0.5915 0.49%4 6 0.544 6 7
4 0.517 0 0.509 9 0.503 5 10
S5 0.5307 0.510 0 0.509 9 9
S6 0.570 4 0.478 1 0.544 0 8
S7 0.508 8 0.536 5 0.486 8 11
S8 0.3852 0.7519 0.338 8 16
S9 0.416 5 0.757 5 0.354 8 15
S10 0.402 2 0.712'5 0.360 8 14
S11 0.411 4 0.836 1 0.329 8 17
S12 0.370 2 0.902 1 0.291 0 18
S13 0.689 0 0.424 8 0.618 6 4
S14 0.739 0 0.439 0 0.627 3 3
S15 0.740 6 0.408 2 0.644 7 2
S16 0.8111 0.412 8 0.662 7 1
S17 0.619 6 0.5147 0.546 2 6
S18 0.598 3 0.450 5 0.570 5 5

3 iwEER

— W 22 PEE A AT T3 4 [R] B2 s SR 45 4
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