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Chemical composition analysis of Callicarpa kwangtungensis by
UPLC-QE Plus-MS/MS and its neuroprotective activity
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Abstract ; This study aims to analyze the chemical constituents of Callicarpa kwangtungensis (CK) and investigate its neuro-
protective activity. The chemical constituents of CK were identified by UPLC-QE Plus-MS/MS. By establishing an in vitro
neuroinflammation model , the levels of nitric oxide (NO) , interleukin-18 (IL-18) , and interleukin-6 (IL-6) inflammatory
factors were detected ,and the levels of reactive oxygen species (ROS) were measured in combination with flow cytometry, and
changes in cell morphology were observed using immunofluorescence to assess the neuroprotective effects of CK. A total of 108
compounds were identified in CK,including 34 phenylethanoid glycosides, 10 phenylpropanoids,25 flavonoids,23 terpenoids,
10 organic acids,2 organic aldehydes,and 4 others, of which 21 components were identified for the first time. The results of in
vitro experiments showed that CK was able to inhibit lipopolysaccharide-induced expression levels of NO, IL-18, IL-6, and
ROS in BV2 cells and reverse the activation state of BV2 cells. In this study, the rapid analysis of the chemical components of
CK was achieved by UPLC-QE Plus-MS/MS, and its neuroprotective activity was investigated, which provided an important
theoretical basis for subsequent basic research on pharmacophore substances and the development of new drugs.

Key words : Callicarpa kwangtungensis ; chemical composition; UHPLC-QE Plus-MS/MS ; neuroinflammation ; neuroprotection

Weks H 81 .2024-04-26 B2 H 11 .2024-07-12
FLA T H VIV64A F S & T (20212BBG71007 )
* W{E1EH Tel :86-532-88963253 ; E-mail ;19960246 @ jxutcm. edu. cn,lyg@ crjz. com



1640 KIRF=YIBE R 5T K

Vol. 36

IS N BHERFEY) ) AR 52k ( Callicarpa
kwangtungensis Chun, CK) {254 Fn it 4h 2% F
(ARFLR ), B B A WSk i HORS E Puii 35
SEPGRRRET o HAkSE R A 2, AT R 2
TS HR G 2R AE O, R PR PR B
SEZGBIE PR o AT AE R, KRR AT F I AR AR
WY, GOk CBEY | B A A 2K A, B B R Rk
ZARYER . Kong 25 BIFFT W, 35 B2 4034 Rk
H B RBUEA AW HI A2 AT , M APP/PST /LAY
ICCINREREDT . LA, AT 7R 52 3R 0 B 1 ik 264k
BB BRI R E R RS R ED He
WFIELE R s, AR R 2% 3 ok 2o A ) T 34
1% 3ZAK y (peroxisome proliferator activated receptor-y,
PPARy ) A PERL ] 2k 35 3 x Te-AD /)y BRI R Bk
B, I B-vE Ry A 25 11 (amyloid B-protein, AB) 75
SRR B SRR T R R A AR 22T T
W, AR BR B AR AE R R TR

H HT RIS 28 TP R SR S B A 4 5
LRSI SY . Gong 56 @37 T —Fh Il HPLC-
ESI-IT-TOF-MS/MS %3 T )" R KB L WEH I
MK AL & W), Yang 2" 5@ 1t UHPLC-Q-Orbitrap
HRMS $ARYETE 1) AR BRI Y A IE T B A2 IR
ML IY o 3 B AITSE S A TP TR R B A
HEEPERLT, 8 AR E A O T K S-S Al
PO, R T — Db FEAH GRS,
RACHRAH €233 £ JOC DU AT~ R 3 B3 B v 0 B i
(UPLC-QE Plus-MS/MS) £ A # H]F v 24 Jii o3 f e
HE PR 3 A, X B A b 2 ) o R Al B A R
SCHO SO TR E AN AR SRR A AR S
KA 28 50 1% M, A58 >R ] UPLC-QE Plus
MS Xf Hitt 47 5 1 43 #r , 338 3 Ji§ 22 8% (lipopolysac-
charide ,LPS) 7 5 (1) BV2 4l Jifd £ 37 1 28 98 it 45 751
IREHAN ARG, 5 Se ) 7R B BR 2 RO ) ot
EERTRAMI R 2%

1 #MR57E%E
1.1 M 5iH

JUAREEBR (it 220501, 77 1l R ) S A
FA R A A PR 7], G VL4 B 2 R % 4 4
U N R R ) AR R 3K Callicarpa kwang-
tungensis Chun fY T B 2R A1, R4S (20221201 ) %
FETILH 5B 2R A =

Xof B B S AR (dit45 . 111530-201914) | %
SESTE B (HE45-: 111811201603 ) 4 1 %5 1 (4iL5-:
111812-201303) AR L £ (35 :111520-202107) .
AR R (445 111720202111 ) | BEIR R (Hit 5 -
110742-201823 ) ( Hr [ & a2 K e WF 9 B ), 232
¥)=98% ; Wl (LM H B (#HE 5 :64-18-6 75-05-8 |
67-56-1, {03 4% , F8[E Merck 2AH]) .

BV2 /I I 40 S (415 : CL-0493 , 3R I3 3K 5 9%
Afr BHECA IR A A ) 5 LPS | #h %€ K 42 ( dexametha-
sone, DXMS) ({5 :1.2880 . D-08 , 25 7 Sigma /A #] ) ;
WEiR 2% R S W ( phosphate buffered saline, PBS) , —
I AR ( dimethy! sulfoxide, DMSO) (#it5 . P1022
D8371, At st ZR F R A PR W] ) 5 4t i 1 80
£:-8(cell counting kit-8, CCK-8) , — 48 fk A ( nitric
oxide ,NO) /N 1 40 il 1 & 18 (interleukin-13, TL-
18) /N A A % 6 (interleukin-6,11-6) 1 PE4A
(reactive oxygen species, ROS)i{F| & (it . C0040 ,
S0021S PI301 . PI326 .S0033S, | 24 2 KA Wy 3 A
ABRAT) s B FH545 G ia fe 28 3 F 1 (fonized calci-
um-binding adapter molecule 1,Ibal) (${t=5-:10904-1-
AP, I =B AW ARAT R A7) 5 ActinRed (645
KGMPO012, VTFR LI A W 5 AR ey A7 BR 2L /1) 5 AL
exa Fluor 488 ("5 :ab150077 ,ZE [E Abcam /NF]) o
1.2 {88

Vanquish & 8080 G5 HH Q Exactive PO
F-# v, 37 038 B = 0 BF B 3% /X, Thermo Scientific
Hypersil GOLD C18 2% 4F ( 32 [E Thermo Fisher Sci-
entific A &) ) ; VICTOR Nivo fifF#14% ( 3 E PerkinEI-
mer /3 ] ) ; CytoFLEX x4 (#F)a Beckman 23
F]) ; DM3000 25 i i (F8[E Leica AH]) o
1.3 ["HRERBSTH
13,1 JREHRREYH &

TR EBRAMAT R RS RSB FREL 1 000 g
KA A 10 AE R ALK, BRI 2 h, & IF U8
WG IR IR RIR 45 J5 , 2V R TR R T8 o
1.3.2 #HaoHé&

K BFROR T T, B T BB
BIA 25 mL FBERCE A 255 2.5 ¢/mL TR B
A 30 min 5 AR, I P EERR A2 0 Y BT
PR T 0,22 um fAL B AR 8 ISR DR
ARG ERRCE S AR R IR B A,
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ARPRELZR AR B AR ST B S 1, i A
VSRS o i BT B v B A 1 mg/m (856 Rt VA
TR 0T ot o) B VA A 100 g/ mL AP
1.3.3  UPLC-QE Plus-MS/MS 2 #7 £+

Thermo Scientific Hypersil GOLD C, &34 (100
mm X2.1 mm, 1.9 pm) ; KB & 0. 3 mL/min; £
I 30 Cs gEAEit 5 wl; Wi shAH 0. 1% H R K ¥ W
(A)0.1% W2 LNE(B) , B EEVEN (0 ~2 min, 5%
B;2 ~10 min,5% —25% B;10 ~20 min,25% —45%
B;20 ~30 min ,45% —65% B30 ~40 min ,65—85% B ;40
~47 min,85—95% B ;47 ~50 min,95% —5%B) ,

KU 55 B IR (EST) , 7EIE A s PR
3 R S AU 3 AT, A9 4TS A m/z 100 ~ 1 500,
W% LA 3.5 KV BANEREE N 320 °C 5tk
R R 35 arb  FHAAFRIR &4 10 arb ; B4
Al A 350 °C ;AR BE 5Lk 20,40 .60 eV ; kil 7
A4 Full MS/dd-MS*, H: i Full MS 43 # % 70
000, dd-MS® 433E% % 17 500,
1.3.4 #H¥EHH

2537 Thermo Xecalibur #4808 R £ )5 , # K1
FE5 A QualBrowser £ TraceFinder 4 F F & 1
s AT o A S AR AR Ak 5 ) B RS B T o A R AL
2500 LA G 22X, AR IS Bt e
SEGO0 RE ERAEBSCH P27 DG JC R ] PN AR R DG SRR E
BHIEAT LU, B SIS T AR S Bk Ak 2 B ) 40
1.4 ZHpESCLE
1.4.1 fmpash#h A o4

KB AR BRR T+, ] PBS FIR
#E1L 0. 5% DMSO BLifil i 10 mg/mL AH WK, £8 4k
0.22 pm WIEHEIEEE M IES , R FE T 4 C, His
2H < Xf B ZH (control, Con) (A5 #Y 2H (model , Mod ) , fH
PEZ i ZEKFAZH (DXMS,40 pwg/mL) AR EE R
SR (CK,50 ~400 pg/mL) . 4 i BE J=
& Con 44N, A A LPS 1 pg/mL $535 24 h
U P 28 R REABE AR
1.4.2 mpa&Hhn e

P BV2 4iiffI L) 9 x 10° A/ FLIERN T 96 fLbH .
SHHINERE S, in A CK 50 ~800 pg/mL 1724 h 5,
A 10% CCK-8 #5552 34E 37 CHEE 2 h J5fiiH]
FEHR AN 2 450 nm RGEE

1.4.3 XERFTAEMNT

¥ BV2 ML 1 x 10* A/ FLAERRT 24 FLAR .
UM BE J5 |, 4% BEA0 M S 2H 3547 T 1, T 24 h
S, WOBE A P 3 R R T R, i BRI A5 O v A
NO . IL-18.1L-6 A &=,
1.4.4 ROS £ EAKFME

W BV2 4IMILL 2 x 10° A/ FLIEFT 6 FLAC
ARG BE J 4 R A o ZH E AT T, T 24 h
J& L A 10 wmol/L 2,7- @ HE R — LR (2,7-
dichlorodihydrofluorescein diacetate, DCFH-DA ) it &
20 min,, il B AR T i XA L {UG T ROS
M FRIEAK
1.4.5 Sz %t

e BV2 4IHILL 5 x 10* A~/ L3R T 12 L4l
L Fr, JF 4% BRI H AT AN M AL 3 T 24 h J5 %
% BIHW L 4% 2 R W REALE 37 C [ E BV2 4 i
30 min Ji5 ] PBS PR 40N 3 k., BERH 0.1 %
Triton X-100 7 37 C Fi&4k BV2 g 20 min J5 H]
PBS PEIR4HML 3 W, —dt Thal 7E 4 CHEH 41 it
&, PBS Pl 3 A H] ActinRed 2 iR 5% 30 min,
TR PBS ¥ewc 3 )G, fHiFH Alexa Fluor 488 7£ 37
CHOGCTIFE 2 ho A& HPOCE K DAPL
AR A MIAZ G 4 10 min, 7256 BB B
Do nal
1.5 SitZEaSH

Fr A B S F Y 1E = PRk (Mean = SEM)
PR, Z A ) LR AR R J5 22504, i8] Graph-
Pad Prism 8. 0 {4 x5 A [m] b HL 22 [6] 1) 22 5 R A7 558
ot GitREMRE N P < 0.05,
2 #R
2.1 WEHITH

it UHPLC-QE Plus-MS/MS iF i i T4t |
GIHT T T AR R BROK SR ) Y B SR i R, sl 1
Jr7s o ARYEC 1. 3,47 R 2 BT Y 5 vk, 456 SCRR
A i R R X, X AR SR Rk R
WA A2 U O e AT . R e 108 MBS,
£33 34 DR IE 10 DR FR 2L 25 4> i
28 .23 2R 10 AP 2 DA PLRESE 1 4 A
HAbZRAL Y, Horp 21 MEG Y RN AR E R L
FETRE TRANR A R IR 1,
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Fig. 1  Total ion chromatogram of aqueous extracts of C. kwangtungensis in negative (A) and positive (B) ion modes
Rl THREFRUFRNLEEER
Table 1  Identification results of the chemical compounds in C. kwangtungensis
xr . A WEE N TR
R o P Mﬁ’\fif F’“E"T*ﬁﬁ Calculated  Observed Eﬁ AET
No.  (min) Compound Class clecutar on value value 6 MS? fragmentation
formula mode (x10°) ;
(m/z) (m/z) ion
4-FEFER T
C;HgO *
1 0.98 4-Hydroxybenzaldehyde H sHeOy [M+H]* 123.0440 123.044 6 4.88 123.044 6 .95.049 3
2 1.48 #7EiR Citric acid G CgHg O, [M-H]~ 191.0197 191.018 8 4.71 191.018 8.,111.007 5
199. 059 7. 181. 049 0
# Syringic aci CyHyy0 : - : :
3 3.72 TR Syringic acid G oH1p0s [M+H] 199.060 0 199.059 7 1.51 140.046 6 125. 023 0
4 654 O-(Methoxycarbonyl) G CioHipOs  [MH]® 193.0506 193.0497  4.66  Loo- 049 7. 178.026 2,

phenylacetic acid

134.036 1
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2:5% 1( Continued Tab. 1)

, C e e TEME DR - TR
AT &Y 2 EEE SRR Calculated  Observed R BT
. Molecular Ton Error ” .
No.  (min) Compound Class value value P MS* fragmentation
formula mode (x107°) .
(m/z) (m/z) ion
193. 049 7. 178. 026 2
% ic aci C,oH;00 “H1" > >
5 6.63  PERfR Ferulic acid B 10H100s  [M-H] 193.050 6 193.049 7 4. 66 149.059 6 .134. 036 1
. . . 25. . 163. N
6 6.78  HARMELF Melilotoside B CisHigO0g  [M-H]- 325.0928 325.093 8 3.08 325. 093 8,163. 039 0

145.028 3

461. 166 4 315. 108 5,
7 7.01  #EMEEFE E Forsythoside E A CyHy0p,  [M-H]- 461.166 4 461.166 4 0.00 297. 097 7. 135. 043 9,

153.054 4
165. 054 4 147. 043 6
YA i N N
8 7.36 4 ¥T%m+iﬁ& . . G CoHgO; [M+H]* 165.054 6 165.054 4 -1.21 137.059 4 (119.048 9 91.
4-Hydroxy cinnamic acid
’ 054 4
619. 185 5,457. 135 7,
9 7.41 Peiioside A A CyHi601;  [M-H]- 619.1879 619.1855 -3.88 179. 033 9. 161. 023 5,
135.043 8
10 7.47 Sucrose 1'-benzoate I CioHyOpp  [M-H]- 445.1351 445.1329 4.94 445.132 9 .137.022 9
5-FH k) 2% — YRR WY R 193. 049 7. 178. 026 2,
11  7.74 5-Mmethyl isophthalic acid G CyoHi 04  [M-H]- 193.050 6 193.049 7 4. 66 165. 054 0, 149. 059 6,
monomethyl ester 134.036 1
Wi R PE-D-tt T A % R 341. 086 4. 281. 066 4.
12 7.83 Caffeoyl-D-glucopyr- B CisHigOy  [M-H]- 341.087 8 341.086 4 4.10 221. 045 0, 179. 034 0,
anose 1) 161.023 4.135.043 9
. 487. 144 1,179. 034 0
e . . Co H O - B N N
13 8.52 MR ZTF F Cistanoside F A 21 Hg 013 [M-H] 487.1457 487.144 1 3.28 161.023 4 135.043 9
14 8.56 FFHELEF Vanillin H CgHgO; [M+H]* 153.054 6 153.054 1 -3.27 153054 1, 135. 115 6,
125.059 4
15 8.74 B-Hydroxy samioside A CyHyOy [M-H]- 771.2353 771.234 1 -1.56 Z;i 129?6441 V733.223 6,
. 52
16 8.8l %ﬁjt%:{:??‘]q' C CyyH3p 05 [M-H]- 595.166 8 595.165 5 2.18 595.165 5 475.124 3
Neoeriocitrin™ 7+
17  8.85 WMERR Caffeic acid B CyHg O, [M-H]" 179.0349 179.034 1 4.47 123'023343 1. 135. 0440,
181. 048 9, 163. 038 5.
[M+H]* 181.0495 181.0489 -3.31 145. 027 9, 135. 043 6,
117.033 3 .89.038 8
18 8.97 Tuberonic acid glucoside G CigHyOg  [M-H]- 387.166 0 387.1655 -1.29 31,2; 11161575 » 207. 101 1,
WL BT 475. 183 5,329. 123 7
19 9.07 B A Cy H3, O -H]- 475.1820 475.1835 3.16 A A
Deacyl isomartynoside®! '] atlnOi [M-H] 149.059 6
6-0-7 HLREN Y 529. 155 8, 161. 023 4
Cy Hy0 0 H1- . . 0. N N
20 9.19 6—0—Vanillylharpagide“[13] D 23 H301  [M-H] 529.156 2 529.155 8 0.76 133.028 3
26, 8- i A 593. 150 1,575. 138 4.
21 9.41 BETF Apigenin-6, 8-di-C- C CyyH3005  [M-H]- 593.151 1 593.150 1 -1.69 503. 119 6, 473. 108 4.
glucoside 383.076 7.353.066 3
Benzyl 6-0-( 6-deoxy-a-L- 415. 162 2.269. 102 8
22 9.59  mannopyranosyl ) -B-D-glu- I CioHyOyp  [M-H]- 415.1609 415.1622 3.13 161.044 5 A : A
copyranoside® 4] ’
2 e J JNETR 637. 103 8, 351. 056 4.
23 o.ge MUREE-LURIRER Y C CyHyO;s [M-H]- 637.1046 637.1038  -1.26  285. 040 1, 193. 034 4,
Luteolin-diglucuronide
175.023 9
771. 234 2 753. 223 8,
B-FRFEEEAIBR T B Co..0 : i 661. 199 8. 591. 193 1,
4 9.9 B-OH-forsythoside B A tlaOn  [M-H]T771.2353 771,232 -1.43 oy (4 0.161. 023 3,
135.043 9
e s . 223. 060 6., 208. 036 9.
25 1011 07 J R 4-Hydroxy3, S-di- G CyHpO05  [M-H]- 223.0611 223.0606  -2.24  193. 013 3, 179. 105 8,

methoxy cinnamic acid

165.018 3.,137.023 5
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2:5% 1( Continued Tab. 1)

HWEE WRIE YR

ya . = eI, N =}
AT &Y 2 EEE SRR Calculated  Observed R BT
. Molecular Ton Error ” .
No.  (min) Compound Class value value P MS* fragmentation
formula mode (x107°) .
(m/z) (m/z) ion
639. 192 4 621. 181 7,
YR L o O 2
2 10,21 AFEETELT A CyHyO, [M-H]- 639.1930 639.1924 0,04 7. 102 2,459 151 1,

B-OH-acteoside 179. 034 0, 161. 023 4.
151.033 9.135.044 0
7,3 AR R R R -

4'-0-H8 4 7,3-Dime- 621. 181 5,475. 123 9,

) CyH3, O -H]- . . -1.
27 10.26 thoxy-luteolin4’-O-neo- C 0H3, 015 [M-H]- 621.1824 621.1815 1.45 269.081 5
hesperidoside
28 10.41 FAEFPMEE Loliolide D CiHigO; [M+H]* 197.1172 197.1164  4.06 197. 116 4, 179 106 0,

161.095 6 151. 111 2
5-FEE4',6,7-— H AL

29 10.57 ¥ [d 5-Hydroxy4', 6, 7- C CigHigOg [M-H]- 327.087 4 327.087 8 1.22 327.087 8.,135.044 3
trimethoxyflavanone* 12!
639. 192 1, 621. 181 8
i) josi CyoHj0 H]- - > >
30 10.57 KZ%HiF Plantamajoside A 20H36016 [ M-H] 639.193 0 639.192 1 1.41 179.034 0.135. 044 0
639. 192 4, 621. 181 9,
31 10.76 Campneoside II A CyHyOp [M-H] 639.1930 639.1924 .04 oo 195 1,459 198 8,

179. 034 0, 161. 023 3,
135.043 9.151.038 9

755. 239 1,593. 207 3.

32 11.22 Samioside A CyuHyuO [M-H]- 755.2404 755.2391  -1.72  447. 148 2,179. 033 7.
161.023 3.,153.054 7

755. 239 2. 593. 208 4.

R B 461. 163 8, 179. 033 9,

CyH, O HI .
3132 Forsythoside B * A ullaOn  [M-H]™ 755.2404 755.2392 <159 61 03 4 153, 054 7.
135.044 0

461. 072 0, 285. 040 2,
241.050 4,151.002 6

ARBRERL K 3" -0- M FHET

Luteolin-3"-0-glucuronide

34 11.49 C CyHigOpp  [M-H]- 461.0725 461.0720 -1.08

285. 040 1, 241. 050 2,

L in* CisH,,0 “H]" -
35 11.50 AKJEHZE Luteolin C 1sHi 00 [M-H]~ 285.0404 285.040 1 1.05 151,002 5.133.028 3

287. 054 2,269. 044 7,
241.048 4.153.017 7

623. 198 1, 461. 168 2,
315. 108 3,179. 034 0,
161. 023 4, 153. 054 7,

135.044 0
447. 092 7, 285. 040 O,

37 11.63 ARJFEEFH Luteoloside * C CoiHyOy  [M-H]- 447.093 2 447.092 7 -1.12 267. 029 0, 241. 049 9,
151.002 5.,133.028 3
449. 108 3, 287. 053 9,
[M+H]* 449.107 8 449.108 3 1.11 269. 044 0, 241. 048 1,
153.017 6

[M+H]* 287.0550 287.0542 2.79

36 11.61 TEEMLWE Acteoside® A CypHsOps [M-H]~ 623.198 1 623.1981  0.00

551. 175 2,357. 119 6,

38 11.68 Alboside I D CyxHyp O [M-H]- 551.1770 551.1752 -3.27 195. 066 0

623. 197 4 461. 166 2.
315. 108 1. 179. 034 2.
161. 023 3. 153. 054 9,
135.043 9

769. 255 1. 607. 222 7.
461. 163 7. 179. 034 0,
161. 023 4 153. 054 4,
135.043 9

739. 244 6 577. 212 6.,
A CyHyuO  [M-H]™ 739.2454 739.2446  -1.08  179. 034 0. 161. 023 4.

153.054 8.135.044 0

S B AERT

Isoacteoside

39 11.79 A CyHy01s  [M-H]- 623.198 1 623.1974 -1.12

40 11.92 4744 Poliumoside * A C35HyOp9  [M-H]- 769.256 0 769.255 1 -1.24

Jhi Rk R T B

41 12.08 Dehydroxy forsythoside B
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2:5% 1( Continued Tab. 1)

. . R MR . TR
7 o n
o fady g TR BB ed Observed 2% HET
. Molecular Ton Error ” .
No.  (min) Compound Class value value P MS* fragmentation
formula mode (x107°) .
(m/z) (m/z) ion
42 12.26 KR Coniferaldehyde B CioHypOy  [M-H]- 177.0557 177.0549 4.5 L/7- 054 9,162 031 1,

149.023 2

(+) -5 HME % 9-0-

B-D-NE VAT 2 M ( + ) - 521. 202 6, 341. 139 0,

CysHj, O H]" -
43 1.7 Isolariciresinol-9-0-8-D- B 2oHaOn [M-H]T - 521.2028 5212026 0380 o5 4.160.051 8
glucopyranoside 769. 254 7.593. 208 4,
461. 164 4 447. 146 3
ssonoside Cy5H, 0 “H ) . -1. ’ ’
44 12.27 Alyssonoside A 3sHygO [ M-H] 769.256 0 769.254 7 1.69 193. 049 5. 175. 039 0.
161.023 3 .153.054 6
653. 208" 3.621. 180 9,
459. 150 2, 179. 033 9
: i #9] CanHae O H1- N N
45 12.28 Isocampneoside | A s0H33016  [M-H] 653.208 7 653.208 3 0.61 161. 023 4. 151. 039 0.
135.044 1
623. 197 5, 461. 166 2,
315. 108 4, 161. 023 4
arvi i CyoHy0 H]- - N N
46 12.34 Parvifloroside B A 20H3605 [ M-H] 623.198 1 623.197 5 0.96 179. 033 9 153. 054 4.
135.043 9
681. 203 2, 663. 192 0,
2'-Acetyl-campneoside 501. 163 1, 459. 150 3
; ’ Cs,H350 -H]- - N A
47 12.46 [1#9] A 31 Hs017 [M-H]- 681.203 6 681.203 2 0.59 179. 034 0. 161. 023 3.
151.039 0,135.044 0
(=) -Fr R 357. 136 0, 342. 109 9,
48 12.48 AR B CyHpOg  [M-H]- 357.1343 357.1360  4.76 151. 038 9. 136. 015 4,
(-) -Pinoresinol
121.028 3
49 12.66 K% F D Cistanoside D A C3HypOps  [M-H]- 651.2294 651.2293 0.15 651.229 3 175.038 8
THENEE A 3 -a-L-fl 2 607. 202 9, 461. 168 0,
50 12.72 B Syringalide A 3'-a-L- A CyH36014 [M-H]- 607.203 2 607.202 9 -0.49 445. 171 6,179. 034 0,
rhamnopyranoside 161.023 4 .145.028 4
577. 155 5., 413. 087 5
A?Qﬁ ] = : 4 C H 0 _ - _ A} N
51 12.73 BPEME Rhoifolin C 27H3014 [ M-H] 577.156 2 577.155 5 1.21 269.045 3 .117.033 3
769. 253 3 461. 166 0
alveconac CaH, 0 - g ) )
52 12.75 Isoalyssonoside A 35Ha O [ M-H] 769.256 0 769.253 3 3.51 179.033 9 161.023 3
369. 132 8, 353. 102 7
B e - #[13] Cy Hay O H1- . .
53 12.76 £#[%%E Kobusin B aHnOs  [M-H]™ 369.1343 369.1328  4.06 oo e B
431. 098 1, 268. 037 5,
54 12.78 YRl AT Genistin C Cy HyOp  [M-H]- 431.098 3 431.098 1 -0.46 240. 042 4 151. 002 6,
107.012 5
433. 111 5,271. 063 0O
N B N N
[M+H]* 433.1129 433.1115 3.23 153.014 3
I 797. 249 9 755. 244 0
I o m—— N N
55 12.82 2'-CRUE BRI B A C3HugOy  [M-H]~ 797.2509 797.2499  -1.25 593. 208 3, 179. 034 4.

2'-Acetyl forsythoside B 161.023 4 135.043 9

783. 270 9, 607. 223 9,
56 12.87 Longissimoside B A CyHyO019 [M-H]~ 783.2717 783.2709 -1.02 461. 165 8, 193. 049 8,
175.039 0.,160.015 5

57 13.03 4§7£1F B Tubuloside B A C3Hy06 [M-H]- 665.208 7 665.207 6 -1.65 665.207 6.179.034 2
4 % ¥ 2R -7-0-B-D- T 461. 108 5, 446. 085 O,
58 13.13 #ZHEE Chrysoeriol-7-0- C C»H»Oy  [M-H]- 461.108 9 461.108 5 0.87 298. 047 7, 283. 024 4,

B-D-glucopyranoside 255.029 5
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%% 1 ( Continued Tab. 1)
, S o - X M AA . TR
AT &Y 2 EEE SRR Calculated  Observed R BT
. Molecular Ton Error ” .
No.  (min) Compound Class value value P MS~ fragmentation
formula mode (x107°) .
(m/z) (m/z) ion
BT A 783. 273 0, 607. 224 6,
59 13.27 Lami }Er oside A A CyHys O [M-H]- 783.2717 783.2730 1.66 461. 163 8, 275. 076 O,
amtopiottiosice 193.050 6.175.039 2
811. 265 9, 769. 256 3.
649. 234 3, 607. 225 3,
60 13.38 VI Brandioside A C3yHigOy [M-H]- 811.2666 811.2659 -0.86 461. 166 6, 179. 033 3.
161. 023 4, 153. 055 3.
135.044 0
637. 213 1.193. 049 6
i C3H35 O “H1- - N >
61 13.38 Eukovoside A 30H3s05 [ M-H] 637.213 7 637.213 1 0.94 175.038 5.160. 015 6
Y= It \ B e
62 13.47 JPITSHEIHIAGRS B CpHyOs [M-H]- 361.1656 361.1651 -1.38  361.165 1 331.1550
Secroisolariciresinol
X - 783. 270 6, 607. 223 8
e e Y e . CoH. 0 g i R R
63 13.60 “IHIEH C Angoroside C A 36Has O [ M-H] 783.271 7 783.270 6 1.40 193.049 7 175.039 1
R4 R H-31-0-
_D-N Mg 75 i -
64 13.63 BD-MEMIAIEETE Bensyl I CoHpOy  [M-H]- 405.1191 405.1188  -0.74  405.118 8.243.065 8
4'-hydroxy-benzoyl-3"-0-
B-D-glucopyranoside
65 13.69 “&4EFF E Tubuloside E A C3 HigOs [M-H]- 649.2137 649.2125 -1.85 649.212 5 337.107 8
635. 127 7.351. 0564 9
I IS 22 Y 2 I T i N >
66 13.71 inﬂi_ﬂ'ﬁi*ﬁmmﬁ C CyHyO; [M-H]" 635.1253 635.1277  3.78  283. 060 9., 193. 034 4.
Acacetin-diglucuronide
175.023 7
A C 637. 213 2. 461. 166 4,
67 13.84 Pl.“ﬁﬁ,d c A CypHyOy [M-H]- 637.2137 637.2131  0.94  193. 049 8. 175. 039 0,
antamoside 160.015 5.153.053 7
665. 207 9, 503. 176 9.
2'- RS ALK 315. 107 8, 179. 034 3,
C; Hyg O _H1- _
68 14.33 2'-Acetylacteoside A 31 His O [M-H] 665.208 7 665.207 9 1.20 161. 023 4. 135. 044 0.
153.054 7
5-HE -k E
69 14.38 5-Methoxy sarotano- C CyH34013 [M-H]~ 577.1926 577.1922 0.69 577192 2, 179. 033 9,
s 161.023 4
side
651. 228 5. 475. 181 2,
70 14.58 Hu#TF Martynoside A CyHyOps [M-H]™ 651.2294 651.2285  -1.38  329. 124 1. 193. 049 8.
175.039 1.160.015 6
3,4',5,7-DU 4 3 85 R
341. 102 8,297. 112 8
"5, 7-Tetr: a- ; CoH, 0 H- . . N
71 14.82 3,4',5,7-Tetramethoxyfla C 19Hi306  [M-H] 341.103 0 341.102 8 0.59 282.089 4 267.066 0
vone
-4 Rl
72 14.90 E‘H T.JEI" . 413] F CyHsO01p  [M-H]~ 679.369 9 679.369 2 -1.03 679.369 2 .503.338 6
Suavissimoside R17""
REHE- R
il ’ ’ _ _ C H O - - _ . N . N
73  14.88 IH;H 3,ﬂS ,4",5,7-Pentame C 20 Moo Y7 [M-H] 371.113 6 371.113 3 0.81 267. 065 8. 191. 034 1.
hoxyflavone 147.044 0
301. 034 9., 273. 039 6.
74 15.15 H & Quercetin C CisHyp0; [M-H]- 301.0353 301.0349 -1.33 151. 002 6, 121. 028 2.
107.012 4
3,5- S H4-F B R
75 15.30 [ 3,5-Dimethoxy-4-meth- I CyoHi4O5 [M+H]* 183.1015 183.101 7 1.09 (1)223101 7.155.070 5 .81
g] benfyl ?lcobgl -
g%%mt%%ﬁf 317. 064 5, 302. 040 9,
76 15.34 n ci\ 3’ ,lh ’ ﬂ/ ) C CigH,0, [M+H]* 317.0655 317.064 5 -3.15 274. 046 0. 163. 037 2,
yaroxy=s-methoxy - Hava- 135.042 7.153.017 6
none
651. 228 9, 475. 181 8,
77 15.37 HHbEEAF Isomartynoside A C3HyOs [M-H]- 651.2294 651.228 9 -0.77 193. 049 8, 175. 039 1.

160.015 5
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2:5% 1( Continued Tab. 1)

e e B R, — g
Fe g &Y 25 ZEEN SRR Calculated  Observed R RET
N A C q cl Molecular Ton ) | Error MS2 i .
0. (min) ompoun ass formula mode value value (x1 06 ) ragmentation

(m/z) (m/z)

ion

3, 12-0-B-D-— 7 %j i i,
MHEE 11, 16-— % B 7
-8, 11,13-=45 3,12-0- 657. 312 4, 495. 259 6,

Cyy HgyO HI- y
8 1555 5 b Diglucopyranosyl 11, £ 2llsoOu [M-H]™ 657.3127 6573124 046 405 148 4 303.196 1
16-dihydroxyabieta -8, 11,
13-triene
6-0-f xR FE Bk A s Tk
79 15.68 i B6-O-Transcinnam- D CyoHi6013  [M-H]- 591.208 3 591.207 3 -1.69 91207 3, 179. 034 1,
o 161.023 4 .133.028 3
oylphlorigidoside B
80 15.78 AU Ingenol’ 4] E CypHyOs [M-H]™ 347.1863 347.1858  -1.44  347.1858.303.196 0
81 1673 |0mor13-Oxoabicta$, E CoHy 05 [M+H]* 301.1798 301.1798  0.00  301.179 8 286.048 2

11,13 -trien-18-oic acid

5,7,4'-=FH3-FH H
82 17.16 #M 5,7, 4 -Trihydroxy- C CieHp0g  [M-H]" 299.056 1 299.0557  -1.34

3'-methoxy flavanone

299. 055 7, 284. 032 3,
256.037 3.,151.002 6

[M+H]* 301.070 6 301.070 8 0.66 301. 070 8, 286. 046 7,

258.051 6
2a,38, 19a, 23-J4 ¥2 3t-
12-97-28-3¢ BJUR 2 20 503. 337 5. 401. 268 9
’ ; CyoHygO Hl 4 . ‘
8 17.73 38, 19a, 23-Tetrahydroxy- ¥ wlleOs  [M-H]™ 503.3378 503.3375  0.60 309 59 2 .351.268 7
12-ene-28-oleanolic acid
5-¥2F-37 .47 T-= A
k 327. .
B4 1779 BM SHydow3', 4,7 € CyluOs [MH]T 327.2176 3272173 0,92 o0 2T 3219
trimethocyflavone* 2] T
85 18.00 45T 1% Terbufibrol G CpHyOs  [M-H]- 343.1550 343.1548  -0.58  343.154 8 299.164 9
401. 086 7. 357. 061 4.
86 18.52 VKE AR Cetraric acid G CpHigOy [M-H]- 401.087 8 401.0867 -2.74  313. 071 3,225. 054 9.
181.064 8 121.028 2
2a, 3o, 19a-= F 3E-12-
K281 3 i ?‘;3“ 489. 357 5.453. 337 9,
87 18.59 o dj_ox 2 on F CyHygOs [M+H]* 489.3575 489.3575  0.00  435. 327 1,407. 329 2,
28ni aogtlld) 201.163 0,189.162 9
-01C acl
ok
88 18.75 E :; ﬁ“ﬁ?? . B CpHig0;  [M-H]- 369.097 9 369.098 1  0.54  369.098 1.269.045 7
-raulownin -
2a, 3B, 228, 23-1Y ¥ -
12-45-28-FFBIUR 6 2,38 . 503. 337 7. 485. 328 6.
ks CaoHygO i 4
89 19.45 228, 23-Tetrahydroxyursolic s wheOs  [M-H]™ 503.3378 503.3377  0.20 o7 4a3 0.441.337 4
-12-en-28-oic acid
Py “THT 1=3
90 19.55 f‘é’ﬁmfﬁl,d o1a] E CyHy0s [M-H]" 349.2020 349.2017 -0.86  349.201 7 285.186 5
ndrographohide™ ™~
[M+H]* 351.2166 351.2170 1.14  351.2170
329. 066 3. 314. 042 8.
TS . 299. 019 3. 271. 024 5.
C,H,0 - g
91 20.12 0T C pHi0; [M-H]™ 329.0666 329.0663 0.1 O 0" 0 2 (" o0 3
151.002 6
BATVTAEA R . 487. 342 8. 469. 331 9
CyoHygO HT- ‘ ‘
92 20.45 Arjunolio acid”!1” F wHigOs  [M-H]® 487.3428 487.3428  0.00 0" =%
93 2091 'O-Hydrowykovalic acid/i- G CoHyOs [M+H]* 353.2322 353.2331  2.55  353.233 1

somer
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2:5% 1( Continued Tab. 1)

e . PR MR — e
Fe5 iy wEwY) 2 RN B R R Calculated  Observed bRzt RET
. Molecular Ton Error ” .
No.  (min) Compound Class value value P MS~ fragmentation
formula mode (x107°) .
(m/z) (m/z) ion
283. 060 8., 268. 037 4,
94 21.00 %A WE Acacetin C CiHpOs  [M-H]- 283.0611 283.0608  -1.06 240. 042 1, 151. 002 7,
107.012°5
T [ A A
95 21.17 BEI./T&14%%%%H— . F C3HssO01p  [M-H]~ 649.3957 649.396 0 0.46 649.396 0 ,487.340 1
Arjunglucoside 1T
96 21.17 3% 4%F Rosamultin F C3HssO01p  [M-H]~ 649.3957 649.396 0 0.46 695.395 5 487.340 1
8a,9%x, 13, 14a-Diepoxy- ~ ; 333. 206 4, 315. 196 2,
. e ) CyHs 0 - . 333. 2.
97 2130 ietan-18-oic acid ¥ otaOs [M-H]T333.20711 3332064 210 503 196
98 22.32 EERMAHE Velutin C C,H,0¢ [M-H]" 313.0717 313.0714  -0.96 3;3'0021154‘ 298. 047 9,
e 343. 081 8, 328. 058 5.
99 22.45 g:'ﬁf%@”ﬁ@ﬁg C Ci3H,s0 [M-H]™ 343.082 3 343.081 8 1.46 313.035°0, 285. 040 1,
: [retioxy-peciotinariges 18206 : : : o 257. 045 0, 241. 050 4.
nin
20,38,23,29-0 ¥5 H-12- 226.026 6
J5-28-35 13 % 2a,3
100 23.02 128 ¢ BUR Tk 20, 3B, F CyHyiO06  [M-H]- 503.3378 503.3392 2.78 503.339 2.337.252 0
23, 29-Tetrahydroxyolean-
12-en-28-oic acid* ']
101 23.33 #%7%#2 Euscaphic acid F CyHysOs  [M-H]- 487.3428 487.3428 0.00 fé; 3324925 8.469. 332 0,
269. 045 3, 241. 050 1,
102 23.81 FF3£ZE Apigenin C CisHipOs  [M-H]" 269.0455 269.0453  -0.74 197. 060 4. 151. 002 2,
117.033 4
271. 059 4, 225. 053 6
N E N N
[M+H]* 271.060 0 271.059 4 2.21 197.059 1
5,4-"#H-3,7,3-=H 343. 082 0, 328. 057 6,
103 25.00 %A JLFEEMAR 5,4 -Dihydroxy- C CigHigO;  [M-H]- 343.0823 343.0812  -3.21 313. 034 5, 285. 038 6,
3,7,3 -trimethoxyflavone 257.044 9 242.021 3
345. 097 8, 330. 074 2
N N N
[M+H]* 345.096 8 345.097 8 2.90 137.059 9
104 25.88 Aederagenin F CyHysOy  [M-H]- 471.3479 471.349 3 2.97 471.349 3
105 33.11 3_%%‘%%@ . F CyHiO3  [M-H]- 455.3530 455.3528  0.44 455.352 8
3-Epiursolic acid
106 33.63 BEHLEZ Ursolic acid * F CyHyO3  [M-H]- 455.3530 455.3528 0.4 455.352 8 407.332 6

457. 367 9. 439. 355 8,
[M+H]* 457.367 6 457.366 7 -1.97 393. 351 1,203. 178 8,
191.179 3
200, 3o-_ 2 F-12-475-28-
107 37.86 SR 2a,3a-Dihydroxy- F CyoHysOy  [M-H]- 471.3479 471.347 6 -0.64

urs-12-en-28-oic acid?'*!

471. 347 6, 409. 347 3
391.300 5

473. 362 9, 455. 354 5,
437. 340 9, 409. 346 5.

[M+H]* 473.3625 473.3629 0.85 391. 334 5. 203. 178 6.

189.163 0
BLE Eiig 471. 347 6.393. 315 9
~ H _ - _ N N

108 38.44 Corosolic acid? 12! F C3HigOy  [M-H]- 471.3480 471.3476  0.85 377 284 4

N REHR SR EERBNEY;  ZA AV S0 I OS5 . AR OB B IR 3R Col e D B B il F s
RS G AN H A LRSS T A2

Note ; ¥ Compounds identified from C. kwangtungensis for the first time ; * This compound was identified by comparison with the reference substance. A ; Phe-
nylethanoid glycosides ; B : Phenylpropanoids ; C ; Flavonoids ; D ; Monoterpenes;; E ; Diterpenes ; F'; Triterpenes ; G ; Organic acids; H : Organic aldehydes;1; Oth-
ers.
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2.1.1 RTBHFEHET 2193 [M-H] 175 [ M-H ] #1160 [ M-H ][] £§ it 5t

RO RIET AERBR N B/ F s B 255K
4m@%&AmW£mea%&Em$%ﬁﬁmﬁ
SLI R H ULRE L D- A R L- B2, i
<nuﬁs$a%mﬁ¢%wmh@iEM%Lk
C2/CA/Co MR . RO FENT ik 24 L — ol
C2/C4/Co I ML IEAS Ty Wik 2, PR g — W 2o 25
PR L . AT SE % Hh 34 NIR S EETT LY,
P RS E5F4 43 =28 IHERE LAY | BT 2R BRI A A0
LAY, e 3 TR — g S 5t 2 i ek R A, P
P PENE ST % 2 5 0%, BV W ME R B R 18 1
E—2 W& H,0 F CO, HITIE BURFIEIE A B T
i) 0 I 35 75 55 el O S Y A DL, 2 A R AR — Ak
FPAT BRI , FIEA T M T I I SR R TR Y
BRI 8 1 i — P & H,0 Ml CH, BRITTE AR
FRIERE R B . m/z 179 [M-H] 161 [ M-H ] Fl
135 [ M-H ]2 ik 32 B 280 (4 R A B R B8 7, m/

161.0234

133.0283

135.0439
153.0544

179.0340

BRI R B LAFL S 40 .45 .70 Sy 5 B
TR ORI 0 2R

51 40 (1 = 11.92 min) HES TREAR o)
T BT UE m/2769.255 1 [M-H 1" 4 H 737308
CysHy Oy a/\#ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ 55 ) E’Jﬁ%%ﬁ’i@ﬁéﬂ
K2, DT 5 T m/z 769.255 1 [ M-H ] jii &=
CoH O, (m/z 162) B3| F B T m/z 607. 222 7 ; fi¢
H BT m/z 607.222 7 #k£eiii % C,H,,0, (m/z 146)
FRENWER B 1 m/z 461. 163 T 7y 1 B 1 I I 25
CyHy 0,5 (m/z 590) 15 2 /i B F m/z 179.034 0,
R BT m/z 179.034 0 735 2 H,O0(m/z 18) I
CO,(m/z 44) 13 B W & T m/z 161. 023 4 A
135. 043 9; /> T T & C,Hy O (m/z 616)
1350 m/z 153.054 4 fYRER BT 50 I i O B
(] F0 B s o — 20, AL B ) 40 1 E K
Sk S i

769.2551

607.2227

461.1637
I

Ty |
et et

OH

OH OH OH

“CoHeO3

w*&‘

m/z 769.2551

C.7H36(y

m/z 153.0544

xﬁ“]&ols

j@/\)k

m/z 179.0340

B2 sA&EE KR

A LA MM LA R LAt LA AL ML R LA
100 200 300 400

miz6072227 miz 4611637 O
"OH

LA RAA) LAY LAkt LAS AL RAAT LAA) MAMM RN LAY ALY RALH WAL RAAD R LA LA
500 600 700 800
m/~

OH OH
OH
O (o]
-CeH 904
—_— N
'OH

@/\)k

m/z161.0234

D;:SS 0439

ERBERRBTEE

Fig. 2 The possible mass spectrometry fragmentation pathways of poliumoside

5 47 (1 = 12. 46 min) 57 TR HES
TR T m/z 681.203 2 [ M-H |, #fE M H 5708

C31H38017 ,;H\Zg FX—I 'ﬁT’E{W'J A I 1%%%@1%%
3O@ﬁ¥@¥hm&%Lm32WHW%£
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H,0(m/z 18) 125 K B F m/z 663.192 0, Fifi J5 7%
FET m/2663.192 0 it 2 C,H,0, (m/z 162) 15 %
WER B F m/z 501. 163 1, W H B F m/z 501. 163 1
P S C,H,0 (m/z 42) F2 5 HE A B F m/z 459. 150
3, R B F m/z 459. 150 3 Jid: C,H,y 0y (m/z 308)

T35 m/z 151,039 0 BTEJr 85 7 B BT m/z
179.034 0.161.023 3 F1 135. 044 0 3% 87 EL Ak
SR 2 AP A Y . a5 SR et A
W) 47 Y 5E h 2" -acetyl-campneoside 11,

161.0233
179.0340 681.2032
663.1920
135.0440
151.0390
305.0664
233.0448 s
: 459.1503
\ ‘ 323.0762 501.1631 ' 571.1631
" H‘th‘u L | “. | | | |
s LRa i L LA AR R LD LR LN AR RN LD LA AL R E I AL I LR AN RS L LD LS R R L
200 300 400 500 600
m/z

(0]

HO. K
:@/\)J\O\
1, O sO
OH

m/z 663.1920 OH

'szsty

m/z 179.0340

m/z 135.0440 m/z 161.0233

\C(H(,oz
:Q’
,@'

m/zSOl 1631

o )%@[0
OK@/

m/z 681.2032
kq -
Clezﬁ/ m/z 459.1503
204
OH
OH

m/z 151.0390

B3 2'-Acetyl-campneoside Il AIBEMIRIE RRIS R HEREE

Fig. 3  The possible mass spectrometry fragmentation pathways of 2’-acetyl-campneoside 11

G T0(1, =14.58 min) 71211 F ES
T BT m/z651.228 9 [ M-H |, 4= H Ay 1=k
Cy Hy 050 MHESTB FIEN & C o H O, (m/z 176)
HENWE R B m/z 475. 181 85 i3+ 15 F W i 2
Cy H3 0y, (m/z 458 ) 15 2 | 15 F m/z 193. 049 8,
e R BT m/z 193.049 8 Jii 4= H,0(m/z 18) 15 5| fik

HEF m/z175.039 1,0 8 F m/z 175.039 1 F
s CH, (m/z 15) 18 8|8 i B T m/z 160. 015 5,
I 50K X A T S R
HRE AN [ S TR 2, Bt 1 4 KU L2855 SCHiR o
TR AN T B HE X, S50 9 .13 (15,24 ,26 .30 ~
33 .36 .39 ~ 41 45 ~ 47 50 55 57 .60 .68 WMt
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AR O, (G 19,44 49 52 .56 .59 .61,
63 .67 .70 77 hy AR Ik L AU OR 2 BT AL B ) T R
65 Jy HAB R Lt
2.1.2 R|mE%

KRINEMIEARGE N Co-Cy, —BEAE Cy FIUK
A Fk CH, \CH, H,0 S5 p /N7 AT AR5 K
YOEH 10 FOARN R, LAY 5.6.12.17 42,
43 48 .53 .62 88, LIfL5H) 43 F1 48 Sy ) 53 B AN
E Y RANIES (TR

WG 43 (1, =12.27 min) 58 TR HES>
TR T m/z521.202 6 [ M-H ] & H 538
CH3 040 oy 55 I i CeH,, Og (m/z 180)
BRI B T m/z 341. 139 0, ¥ B T m/z
341.139 0 il = CyH,, O, (m/z 166 ) 15 2| i i B T

341.1390

160.0518
175.0754
189.0547

205.0867 296.1055

311.1279

281.0827
240.6102 ‘ l ‘

m/z175.075 4 W& B m/z 175. 075 4 T3 3= CH,
(m/z 15) 133 m/z 160.051 8, 5 3CHkIRIE"" A4
TERR B XS, b G 43 250 ( +) - i L
JE 22 -9-0-B-D- MM 75 A 4 1, H 290 0% &1 55 4 DU
1) SO 1 24 A A% WL IR 4

&Y 481, =12. 48 min) 1712 F IR e
T B FUE m/z357.136 0 [ M-H ], 50 =535y
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Fig. 9  The possible mass spectrometry fragmentation pathways of arjunolic acid
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