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Abstract: The study aims to identify quality markers (Q-Markers) for the evaluation of Hunan Aurantii Fructus
(HAF) germplasm resources based on the "spectrum-efficacy" correlation by the establishment of chromatographic
quantitative analysis of multiple components, combining network pharmacology, molecular docking technology,
and multivariate statistical analysis. High performance liquid chromatography and headspace solid-phase
microextraction-gas chromatography were used to perform content determination of germplasm resource samples
from counties and cities in Hunan. Target collection and network pharmacology analysis were carried out on
multi-components to construct a "component-target-pathway" network and predict candidate Q-Markers and core
targets. Molecular docking technology was used to theoretically simulate the binding activity of ligands and
receptors to identify key Q-Markers. Principal component loading factor analysis and cluster analysis were utilized
to excavate Q-Markers that distinguish HAF germplasm resource samples. The results showed that the germplasm
resource samples had the highest contents of naringin, neohesperidin, and D-limonene, with significant
fluctuations in the content differences of each target compound. Seven candidate Q-Markers, including tangeretin,
exerted antioxidant and anti-inflammatory effects through seven core targets such as PIK3CD in the PI3K/AKT
and RAS/MAPK pathways, demonstrating good molecular docking activity among them. Multivariate statistical
analysis indicated that five Q-Markers, including limonin, could be used to differentiate germplasm resource
samples. These markers were group-specific, while the differences between samples were unrelated to geography.
This method can evaluate the quality of HAF germplasm resources and furnishing a valuable tool for variety
selection and breeding initiatives.
Key words: Hunan Aurantii Fructus germplasm resources; quality markers;chromatography;network
pharmacology; molecular docking;multivariate statistical analysis
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Table 1 Information on the origin of Hunan Aurantii Fructus germplasm resources

oTRs g1 oTRs P

No. Origin No. Origin

S1 RS A AN T K D% B S15 A MM T B R B
S2 51 44 2 BE T LT S16 T T 2 1 B T AR
S3 1R A R TN 2 T S17 WIFE A AT L T
S4 1T 44 A8 PR T AR B S18 WF A G AT R
S5 WIFA TR R T S S19 WIFE A AT B
S6 T 48 7K M T A B B $20 WIFE A T 2 R B
S7 A KD T 2T S21 T T 44 1 o 6 o
S8 T4 7 B T R S22 T T 4 MR P T A o L
S9 TR A AL TT R B & S23 IR A R PR AT 2
S10 T 24 TG M R L S24 WG KM T
S11 e R T 25 T 28 W S R B R MR
S12 IR TS S26 1R 2 Tk K LTI 2R
S13 1 2 IS BH T B [l L S27 IR B BT T T
S14 A T I S28 WG4 FR AT 0D B

1.3 753k

1.3.1 MBI IE
B AT VI, T 50 cCER T8, B,

1.3.2 i AN xt B A iR A I
1.3.2.1 HPLC % ¥ FH A

10 B, ARG, &H.

PR R FREC IR 1 5 AR e R i 2520 10 mg, FEE M 60% I 4 mL,
FRIE, 70 °CKH 75 AbFE 20 min, ¥ #)% %005 FH 60% LB R4 &, B RiE o 0.22
um AU, #&H.

IR AR R PR A A B A0 R IS, o i PR AR E A A 10 mL
AEM, VEER G BRI R S S | mL RS S e, il iR A R
SR
1.3.2.2 GC Z3 i F¥ W

B AR BB R S AR R T 40 0.20 g, B T HUEIIN 20% S ALENATR 4 mL
MOTRAS FEREI T, m# (70 °C) WAHiikE (200 r/min) BEAT T4 FII B o

SR AT RS BEFRAR D-R A A S R S 2@ i, 430 OE CUbe i g e 28 31 500 pL,
L 25 VA L T3 O RS ST R 0 i 48T 4% 20 L YR AD i S 2, il TR A X IR A 4 °C
VKA A7 IR
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1.3.3.1 HPLC %14

Agilent-Poroshell 120 EC-Cg a4 (150 mm>2.1 mm, 2.7 um) ; s AZEE (A)
-0.1%BEER/K (B) NshAH, #EBEHAET A 0~2 min, 10%—~15% A; 2~3 min, 15%—18%
A; 3~4 min, 18%—>20% A; 4~6 min, 20%—>22% A; 6~7 min, 22%—>23% A; 7~9 min, 23%
—25% A; 9~11 min, 25%—>35% A; 11~17 min, 35%—>55% A; 17~20 min, 55%—90% A;
20~25 min, 90%—>90%A; 25~26 min, 90%—10% A; 26~35min, 10%—10% A; KK
49210 nm; FE#R AN 40 °C; E N 0.3 mL/min; #EFEAARIN 1 uL.
1.3.3.2 GC %A

Agilent AE-FFAP £ (30 mx0.32 mm, 0.50 um) , FID Kill#%; HEREEE N 240 °C,
HARAE A BABRE 25 mL/min, S MEN 400 mL/min, S/ E A 40 mL/min,
JFBARAIRIE Y 30 mL/min, 73Utk Jy 5:1; FHEARS AR 60 °C, A 3 °C/min THiR £
96 °C, f##F 1.5 min; L 1 °C/min THEZE 100 °C, {£%F 3 min; LA 3 °C/min THE ZE 140 °C,
{#FF 5 min; B 5 °C/min FHE % 210 °C, £/ 5 min, B 5 °C/min F+ 475240 °C, f£%F 10 min.
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standard deviation, RSD) .
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RN, ARG EAEE, AP RS () .
1.3.4.2 GC 4t
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R PR PR oy RIS R “1.3.2.27 R B — X RS VA VIOE B, [ L RRE,
I 1.3.3.2700 R 3 S5 AR ERE I E , DL S/N Dy 3:1 F110:1 B 9K FE 43 51l /E 9 LOD #1 LOQ.

MR BUGERES ST, SFAT 6 fr, 4% “1.3.2.27 T vkl A A . 1%
“1.3.3.27 TN GGG SR AFREATINGE, TR H BRI LR B I (8] R 0 T AR K RSD.

FaE MRS BUGERE R ST, 4% “1.3.2.27 TR EHI& 4R Sam, 405 T %5 0.
2. 4. 6. 8, 10h % “1.3.327 U NGOG FAHEATIE, T8 % H bR 08 B I [a] K i i AR
1] RSD.

MR ARGV ¥ “1.3.227 BUFRHIERIRR A S ER, FHIECHZRMRE R
RIVARWREE, % “1.33.27 BUNMFMAETIE, DLHRSEIE LR (V) , X
MVEOREE (mg/g) AMAAE (X0, #8& Hbr il i IARVE 7 55 H R 51K B3R T 26
P, BRI EL TR, FiHERIERE ) .

1.3.5 #E il E

B “1.27 TURMIMGEREA, 2504 “1.3.2.17 1 “1.3.2.27 TR 52 & R i s i,
B “13.3.17 F1 “1.3.3.27 TR GRS FAFIEATIE, 4% H ARG 106 TR AR AR B 224
TR eI A&,
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(R 2% A, TR H BAT B IR R R B, 5 SR 25 AR A v IR A & AR i 1
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Fhx e i 1b B 5 EA T R /E T EE U3\ Cytoscape 3.8.2 B g “Ab2plisr-
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1.3.6.2 5 HAEM 2 5 #r
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interaction, PPI) MZ%/)#1. ¥ B YN “Homo sapiens” , &[4 14558 H 4> # N “interaction
score>>0.9", L BR B HUTT A5, HAh S HURFFAL K3 W45 RARAF I * tsv #%2X, FIF Cytoscape
3.8.2 HRAFX W4 T SR HEAT W AMRFAE 00T . IRAE RN S HUZE (degree fH) MR/, #
SEN B RIR N, degree fHK, B, 55K, Ll degree KT A AL
bR, HE— DU O RE A
1.3.6.3 GO 5 KEGG &%/ #T

it DAVID fELEH¥E % (https:/david.nciferf.gov/) it “1.3.6.27 T | K45 1) 4 5
BEAT GO ZhRE M Al KEGG i@ & 0 #r, PFrRE Dy “Homo sapiens” , KT f5 &l 1%
P-Value fH H/NEIRHES, R KEGG 784 B4 e X 25 i) AH O STk, 045 31 32 s s
T BEAT 70T
1.3.6.4 “Jli gy -HE -1 7 2% 4

R -HE R BAH BN R G R TN Cytoscape 3.8.2 HEAT Rl 44 7341, FHANIA]
TARBITT SRR “ Ry “H#Ep57 “HBBK” , DA R EBKAERE (degree
) AZEME, FEROIEREM.
1.3.6.5 Juor-HE fi o 0% A

K I SRAF ¥ 18 1% Q-Marker /M ENECAR, 7E PubChem 7EZR A FE T 43 3D 4k (1
*sdf #OCMF: BL “1.3.6.47 TN RILAS 3 %O L AU 4K, 7 RSCB PDB ##li
(https://www.rcsb.org/) )RR “Homo sapiens” , PR 3D 450, FHEAF
o*.pdb # SO FIH Pymol 2.6.0 BN SZARFIRC A4 BEAT N AN Z/K AL 2, Pl i
AutoDock Vina 1.1.2 A 5550 HAEAT 0 7305, BRI S 2R 4 b, etk
SR B B4 & R BUE RIS SR, BT Pymol 2.6.0 BAFEAT 7T X H T ML
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1.3.7.1 F o far 2 573 B

KRR RR 2 R AR R IR I D) 24 24 B R 93— 6 2 i 04 1 1) Q-Marker 1 S EAT AR HE AL AL 22
JG 3N SPSS 26.0 FAFHEAT 32 o 43T, A5 2R 3 KRR B A U 22 TTRRZE AT HE T
FITHEL R TT DURR A o 45 DT R FE 00 1) 3 e o3 R A 23 B 1 3R BOEHEAT o B 40 BT, 8l 1
P IEAS e ANEAR 6 WS 43 3 Biar FEMEAR AL, 4% I MR B/IMKICHES H % Q-Marker 4%
JR5 K A A O TURR AR E, R I TS A% 3 A B MK K Q-Marker.
1.3.7.2 Ho0Hr

TR HL T B3 43 T 78 H PR AR 22 53 TR OK 1) Q-Marker,  [RJES BRI AT R € v [ 25 )
BRI & R e 1 Fe bR 4y, FIH MetaboAnalyst 6.0 1T 4047 .
L3
2.1 HPLC 43#t
211 TEAMK, HER, EAMAREHN

FERJEME AT, EREUNREESERPICREEMET . M. JIBREER. &
B M, B R AR R, MR, XEIRE. BER. WA
TR L 1 e 1 W U TR ARURT (R B BN IR, THEEE AT T AR RSD FICRBE R 1] RSD. & @ 13k
W gE KR 5 H brAl &4 OR B i 18] — 3000 BN ), 23 (R E T4t A 3 B0 o % F b

Ay B I I T AN RSD VA 0.18%- 0.20%- 0.24%-+ 6.3%- 0.19%-+ 0.16%- 0.90%-

g

2

1

4.7% 7.8%- 3.8%- 53%. 0.15%. 7.6%; HEEHRLE & HirbEY kg IgmiR RSD
WIRN 0.21%- 1.25%+ 0.45%+ 0.20%+ 0.30%- 0.39%- 2.2%- 0.31% 7.0%. 7.2%- 1.5%-
0.51%- 7.2%; A& PRI & B br b &4 € ik W 75 S [R] i () (1) I T AR RSD 4K VCH 0.55%
3.1%- 0.48%- 3.6%. 1.4%. 0.63%- 5.0% 1.7%- 4.5%. 7.7%. 6.8%- 0.32%. 5.7%; If
BAE b 2210 H 25 HAn b &R B A (a1 RSD 38/8 T 1%, 45 R, %00 5 i1k

BERE B MR E Y BT
212 BMHEEER

Xt bR B SR L ok RBEAT B 5, LS Al B S H AR & VI itk i AR,
Lt PR E 2R TSR SR R A (AR 2) o Z50URY], & HAML A e Bk TG A 4ot
KA RUF, W TR A I E BE -

R 2 B EHRLAWE HPLC KX RFIEHEL R

Table 2 The HPLC linear relationship and ranges of target compounds



W& ALYl R R HL o G RIEN &
Compound Linear equation Correlation coefficient () Linear range (mg/mL)
M EE Narirutin Y=15578 X+ 0.001 2 0.999 2 0.80~16.90
Hif&H Poncitin Y=164.43 X+ 0.067 0 0.998 4 0.80~16.30
JIIE5 52 & Nobiletin Y=296.24 X-0.041 0 0.999 4 0.78~15.75
PRz % Auraptene Y=200.90 X +0.001 8 0.998 2 0.30~6.60
Wiz # Naringin Y=162.99 X +0.437 3 0.990 7 0.94~18.90
¥& R 1 Hesperidin Y=113.31X-0.0550 0.993 3 3.10~25.60
Wi 2 2 Tangeretin Y=237.32X-0.0109 0.998 7 0.30~6.80
¥ 77K Limonin Y=28.82X+0.049 8 0.986 3 9.20~46.10
M 2 Naringenin Y=285.58 X+0.088 7 0.999 4 0.87~17.56
FHRFF Eriocitrin Y=123.60 X-0.026 6 0.999 2 1.00~20.60
Pz & Hesperetin Y=284.80 X-0.026 0 0.999 5 0.34~6.82
FHE HFF Neohesperidin Y=65.99 X -0.026 7 0.993 4 1.60~31.80
T Rutin Y=128.65X-0.0357 0.998 8 0.70~14.30

2,13 MR, & FRFehobf BALE

Xf Bk HARE S LOD. LOQ AUMAE RS HEE L, R & IH h =&ML Mt
B OIBRE R BEMWmE. MEE . BEE. MEE. SR, AR ZERE. BE
T HTR B AN T RN i i I T AR, ST SN R EICR . 2% H ARtk &4 LOD
EARYCA 0.224 0.23. 0.23. 0.08. 0.31. 0.78. 0.12 2.67+ 0.26+ 0.48. 0.21. 0.54. 0.18 mg/mL;
LOQ fHK# N 0.88. 0.81. 0.81. 0.32. 1.24. 3.12. 0.42. 9.35. 0.91. 1.94. 0.82. 1.62.
0.72 mg/mL, BT R - 5 B AL ST 35 AR IR A 100.36% 110.14%.
104.55%. 103.43%. 120.45%. 106.87%- 95.22%. 76.00%+ 75.00% 105.50%- 110.14%.
101.62%- 77.17%, FHIZITEHERTEE,

22GC P FEFEE
221 EEM, TEAMAETHR

EJEME . BRI E AT ELE, Rk LR EEEIE PA-IRME . p- I D-
Frida . JIRRIE . A-BE IR oI I a-RATIHIEE L A i I T N A € T U e AR AT R B AN
], THEEATIE TR RSD AR B[] RSD. %@ Ealatas RR W 5 HAn ik &9 08 B i i)
—E g A, PR T I, ERVERE S i S Gk igig AR RSD KUCH



6.3%- 2.6%- 3.2%- 2.2% 1.1%. 6.0%-. 2.6%. 3.2%; FaE MR & Hiribh &9 ik
TEAS[F) I 18] (U T A RSD RN 9.6% 4.5% 4.4%. 6.7%- 1.8% 7.0%-+ 4.8%. 9.1%;
Ft HAE Fd 2200 H op & HAME S LR B I TR RSD #1708 F 1.0%. 255K, Z b5k

FRE 25 R . B MR E T R
222 B X EHER

S B3R H ARG AP EAME S RIEAT 34T, 18 B-TRI 5 H AR A A 0 i € e e T AR
BSIN, gl bt fh 2RI THEAE S R AL (WK 3) o & HARL A4 LOD {HIK KA 0.090. 0.007.
0.006. 0.008. 0.009. 0.007. 0.013. 0.017 mg/g; LOQ fHIKI AN 0.342. 0.028. 0.025. 0.041.
0.028. 0.022, 0.042. 0.063 mg/g, KIAMTIERBUER R HE 3 o5& Hirfb &7 1E
LUK EEEFE A, S R R S AT AR 2 R ARG R

R3 FEBHEYN GC LHEXAMTELER

Table 3 The GC linear relationship and ranges of target compounds

HEY LT R R LRI
Compound Linear equation Correlation coefficient (1) Linear range (mg/g)
S-IR)% B-Pinene Y=0.782 X +13.358 0.992 8 0.024~2.29
B-H ¥ B-Myrcene Y=0.649 X + 14.101 0.988 8 0.022~2.12
D-#715 )% D-Limonene Y=0.690 X + 14.140 0.9929 0.023~2.24
F5#EEE Linalool Y=0.700 X + 14.104 0.994 7 0.024~2.29
4-iffi i 4-Terpineol Y=0719 X+ 14.583 0.997 3 0.026~2.49
a-FiT1#% a-Caryophyllene Y=1.018 X+ 16.838 0.9953 0.025~2.39
a-FATMEE o-Terpineol Y=0.753 X+ 14.951 0.996 6 0.026~2.49
F B Geraniol Y=0963 X+15.512 0.995 7 0.025~2.37

2.3 HRNE
Xf BRI FEREA T AR A B R R BEAT I E (AR 4 FIER 5D, SRR HAIM
PERRSERN B BRI & H AR S S AR BOR 5
M1 4 WL, ARGEZGE H DUR B AU B 5 B e, 70 IAE 46.43~100.58 mg/g A1
35.8~86.2 mg/g, HUCHEFMBT . R MIRGHAITEE R, HE& BRI fEREA T
GREAGBRRNBE). FAR S5 HEZAMEIRRS & 8K, FEA ST MZ AR & &
FenMEAE R, FEA S6 i s & sk, M iZiais - P& &R 13 14,



HIZ2 5 AT AN, WHAR SR 29 M IR R MR bR o) LA D-Fr i) & i, o 38~40.81 mg/g,
HUCN TS RERE , ABREAR (8] & BAFERRKNZE S o Horh LAREAR SO ¥ D-Fg ) & & e i S5+ S15.
S17. S18 Fl S21 ZEEAH ()& R HE 5 mg/g; S2. S15. S22 Fl S26 Z5EFEA Hh iy A A H p-
WM - A RES o= VT M o

H bR SR AT S, B ST AR SRR T R A A L AR ACEREE L SRS TR A0 SR S A1 W A5
A5, HA S 5E 45 AR AT R 25 MK, 5.2 Fabm Il 52 45 SR 527 ok A [ 7 Hi 1 I
ARSI 1 it 5T LA K 22 S o DR SR 2 22 020 10 0 B DA 7V A B TR AR 5 246 o 5%
VRITE, XTGBT S B R R R S E R L.



& 4 M5 B SYWE HPLC SETESR

Table 4 HPLC quantitative determination results of target components of Hunan Aurantii Fructus samples

& Content (mg/g)
FEA G 5
EEAECHE MREE IFREER O BRmER O MiRE BH MR BRSO RIEER EERE BER WEEH AT BEE
No.

’ Narirutin Poncitin Nobiletin ~ Auraptene  Naringin Hesperidin Tangeretin Limonin Naringenin  Eriocitrin ~ Hesperetin  Neohesperidin  Rutin  Total content
S1 23.12 8.29 1.50 2.66 100.58 9.42 1.21 3.99 0.14 0.32 0.34 81.96 0.25 233.78
S2 19.02 5.89 1.53 1.75 61.26 4.86 1.13 4.76 - 0.26 0.26 44.59 0.19 145.50
S3 22.86 441 1.30 2.83 60.42 7.46 1.19 4.08 0.01 0.23 0.17 45.83 0.29 151.08
S4 19.60 4.11 0.89 0.86 70.80 4.37 1.08 4.01 0.05 0.35 0.67 57.82 0.19 164.80
S5 2431 1.54 0.48 2.66 46.43 5.86 0.89 3.04 - 0.44 0.09 35.80 0.22 121.76
S6 23.31 3.11 1.38 1.62 69.35 5.72 0.42 3.38 0.03 0.25 7.78 44.16 0.24 160.75
S7 20.29 2.45 0.96 237 54.25 4.84 0.78 3.35 0.05 0.27 0.13 86.20 0.19 176.13
S8 22.33 6.18 1.25 247 72.14 5.01 0.26 2.32 0.04 0.33 0.24 55.80 0.22 168.59
S9 23.08 5.09 1.42 0.17 67.12 6.45 1.11 3.72 0.02 0.37 0.30 46.49 0.18 155.52
S10 19.84 5.55 1.46 0.69 58.50 7.47 1.22 3.01 0.15 0.55 0.24 53.25 0.22 152.15
S11 19.35 6.76 1.58 223 88.03 8.30 1.38 5.56 0.21 0.56 0.32 57.81 0.21 192.30
S12 21.08 4.20 1.13 2.24 48.20 5.54 0.85 2.29 0.01 0.21 0.21 36.54 0.18 122.68
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S13
S14
S15
S16
S17
S18
S19
S20
S21
S22
S23
S24
S25
S26
S27
S28

A

21.77

18.73

22.44

20.52

22.46

20.46

19.53

22.35

19.95

20.89

21.67

22.19

23.85

19.93

21.70

21.65

21.37

6.61

6.05

5.24

4.36

3.34

7.40

8.67

6.29

5.05

2.28

5.39

7.22

5.19

5.59

6.91

5.26

1.30

1.23

1.46

1.12

1.37

1.38

0.90

0.90

1.75

0.61

1.77

1.29

1.33

1.28

1.57

1.26

2.11

1.92

2.99

1.36

1.53

1.09

2.27

0.93

0.97

2.14

1.32

1.48

1.95

091

1.72

1.92

1.76

83.26

72.12

71.73

62.29

70.90

65.91

74.70

58.40

76.93

73.55

48.72

83.05

79.89

95.34

85.69

72.02

70.41

7.64

6.57

6.99

6.15

7.43

7.05

7.25

5.08

7.42

7.33

6.12

9.17

7.46

8.29

6.17

7.63

6.75

0.81

0.93

1.16

0.74

0.89

1.08

0.81

0.91

1.28

1.07

0.72

1.43

1.21

1.14

0.72

0.98

13

2.84

3.95

3.31

5.04

4.47

2.87

2.85

2.46

4.67

3.76

2.97

5.97

4.77

3.81

3.54

2.79

3.70

0.08

0.21

0.05

0.09

0.03

0.01

0.01

0.10

0.02

0.01

0.1

0.01

0.25

0.11

0.06

0.46

0.6

0.92

0.71

0.34

0.21

0.28

0.41

0.35

0.29

0.18

0.75

0.30

0.30

0.47

0.29

0.39

0.19

0.25

0.19

0.25

0.24

0.25

0.21

0.18

0.32

0.26

0.19

0.32

0.28

0.86

0.24

0.28

0.55

64.54

53.89

57.99

38.25

65.69

62.31

67.69

41.56

57.08

47.23

40.80

66.08

62.70

66.76

49.33

73.18

55.76

0.22

0.21

0.29

0.23

0.19

0.18

0.19

0.25

0.55

0.29

0.22

0.26

0.21

0.17

0.26

0.17

0.23

191.83

166.66

174.76

141.11

178.88

170.20

185.36

137.54

177.66

163.05

125.81

197.96

191.04

204.35

177.13

189.24



Mean

RSD (%)

7.1

32.8

24.0

39.8 18.9 18.9 26.9 25.5 109.8 45.0 256.9 23.1

30.6

e Y7 RRGHEAT HIRE SNSRI T E =R . Note: “-” indicates that the target compound was lower than LOQ in the sample.

R 5 WS BRLEWE GC FRIESR

Table 5 GC quantitative determination results of target components of Hunan Aurantii Fructus samples

%% Content (mg/g)

ARG S
B-IRN B-H N D71 75 41 ity a- AT I oK TH A HEE
No.

’ p-Pinene p-Myrcene D-Limonene Linalool 4-Terpineol o-Caryophyllene o-Terpineol Geraniol Total content
S1 0.01 0.01 0.74 0.35 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.02 1.21
S2 - - 3.77 0.10 0.01 - 0.01 0.01 3.90
S3 0.01 - 1.39 0.17 0.01 - 0.02 0.02 1.62
S4 0.01 0.01 0.72 0.29 0.02 - 0.04 0.03 1.12
S5 0.01 0.01 5.56 0.26 0.02 0.01 0.03 - 5.90
S6 0.04 0.01 3.32 0.39 0.02 0.01 0.05 0.04 3.88
S7 0.02 0.01 0.59 0.16 0.06 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.91
S8 0.01 0.01 3.53 0.21 0.03 - 0.04 0.03 3.86
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S9

S10

S11

S12

S13

S14

S15

S16

S17

S18

S19

S20

S21

S22

S23

S24

S25

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.04

0.01

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.01

40.81

0.71

0.92

1.92

3.03

0.65

12.23

7.07

0.38

2.07

6.45

0.92

1.80

0.47

2.99

0.12

0.26

0.24

0.81

0.95

0.33

0.11

0.24

0.27

0.18

0.23

0.43

0.15

0.15

0.13

0.20

0.14

15

0.01

0.03

0.02

0.04

0.03

0.03

0.01

0.02

0.04

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.02

0.03

0.01

0.03

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.02

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.01

0.03

0.05

0.05

0.15

0.09

0.05

0.01

0.05

0.04

0.02

0.04

0.03

0.03

0.03

0.01

0.04

0.01

0.02

0.04

0.05

0.10

0.05

0.04

0.01

0.04

0.01

0.01

0.03

0.01

0.01

0.02

0.04

0.01

41.00

1.12

3.06

4.22

1.13

12.37

1.56

8.68

7.30

0.71

2.58

6.69

1.96

0.79

3.17



S26 - - 2.50 0.24 0.02 - 0.03 0.02 2.81

S27 0.02 0.01 0.73 0.27 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.03 1.14
S28 0.01 0.01 4.94 0.24 0.02 - 0.04 0.01 5.27
A
0.01 0.01 4.27 0.27 0.02 0.01 0.04 0.03 /
Mean
RSD (%) 88.3 41.2 180.1 70.4 49.3 452 68.8 77.2 /

H: CORRIEEAT HIR AR S 2K T 22K . Note: “-” indicates that the target compound was lower than LOQ value in the sample.
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Fig.1 Chemical component-target network diagram
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Note: V-shaped nodes represent target compounds; Square-shaped nodes represent targets; Node size indicates
degree values.
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2.43 GO 5 KEGG & & 4947
¥ FIRIRAFI 75 AN OCHERE SR AT GO ThEE R 40 MT, LA 3 657 %45, A4
AR (biological process, BP) 477 A2 H . #liffiZH 43 (cellular component, CC) 58 4~
% H 14> T2 BE (molecular function, MF) 122 4% H ; Zhfit 04 LA FDR (false discovery rate)
<0.05 NARHER & GO 5% it — ik, JFief P-value HA/NEIRHES, 23k £ 317 10
FEERIAT I AT LB 3A) R ILIX SR SRR U8 1A 7R AN A2 43 7 TS B B 240 it
(cytoplasm) « )5 M (endoplasmic reticulum membrane) « K7 F & &% (macromolecular
complex ) % ; TE4r T IhAE LAl 5 & (R 2 K MR/ 75 & B/ % 2 BR B 75 4 ( protein

serine/threonine/tyrosine kinase activity) « 454 (enzyme binding) « ATP 454 (ATP binding)

S DIRETE A OC; AR S5 T E BRI (protein phosphorylation) . 41 /i
FT IS FE R 7B (negative regulation of apoptotic process)  KIE 22 & BRI 1L (peptide
serine phosphorylation) %%,
fiiH DAVID #dfs FExf 75 AN CHEHE s B A EAT KEGG 704, L4535 161 6451,

FDR <0.05 Jybsife, i3 s 157 2645 5%, R4 P<0.05. FDR<<0.05 1% Hi {i 20 Fil B kAT
AT CILIE 3B) o XSG SGHE N i 2 ZE A T EGFR B S BG4 751 25 (EGFR
tyrosine kinase inhibitor resistance) + P73 WAPT (endocrine resistance) « ZAUHF % (hepatitis
B) B FR 95 I K H ) AGE-RAGE {555 il # ( AGE-RAGE signaling pathway in complications

of diabetes) + FEARMEH 511 B0 BE4H A il 2% (progesterone-mediated oocyte maturation) . f##
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#5595 (prolactin signaling pathway)  JfiE I8 %M (proteoglycans in cancer) .

JAE[PE S (pathways in cancer) 1 VEGF 15 il (VEGF signaling pathway) 225U
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Fig. 3 GO functional analysis (A) and KEGG enrichment analysis (B) results
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AKR1C3 F1 HRAS % 69 M 5T, 7E EGFR &2 B B #1725 (EGFR tyrosine kinase

inhibitor resistance) . J#JEHIEE (pathways in cancer)  ZUAFH (hepatitis B) « N4

&Pt (endocrine resistance) 52 ISR RKIFELABAEA, KX 7 MEEPIESERAR TR
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Fig. 4 "Compound-target-pathway" network diagram of Hunan Aurantii Fructus
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Note: V-shaped nodes represent target compounds; Square-shaped nodes represent key targets; Circular shaped

nodes represent pathway; Node size indicates degree values.
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DA 8 tH %% Q-Marker (RGRZE . M E . FFEE R &I, BER, BRIMER
FUH RS B ) ABLAR, DIAZO#E RS (PIK3CD. PIK3CB. PIK3R1. PIK3CA. AKT1. MAPKI.
HRAS) S AREAT 40 T X T SR B A 5 2k ah &6k (L3R 6) FnHiLfk.

B 9 P, BB 1% 7 AN 5 7 A HS S SRR, SR B AT S
Fbr B IR SRR T A e A A 450, R el ia) R4F foxk s e, HAsfb &l
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Table 6 Binding energy of compounds and core targets

454 H¢ Binding energy (kcal/mol)

A Compound
PIK3CD PIK3CB PIK3R1 PIK3CA AKTI MAPKI HRAS

Wi 2 2 Tangeretin 5.6 7.1 7.6 -6.6 -7 7.8 5.2
M HZ & Naringenin -6.3 75 -8.5 -6.7 7.1 -8.7 -6.3
¥ % Limonin -6.6 9.8 -10.1 7.8 7.7 -8.3 7.2
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P& 2 % Hesperetin -5.9 -7.7 -8.2 -6.9 7.1 -8.8 -6.4
PR Auraptene 5.3 -8.6 -7.6 -6.1 -6.9 5.2 6.2
i H Neohesperidin -7 -8.9 -10 -10.4 -7.8 -10.4 273
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Fig. 5 Molecular docking plots of representative compounds and targets
M AFHE RS PIK3R1; BB R H 5 PIK3CA; C ¥R S5 MAPKI; DT %5 PIK3CB; E.4T
B % 5 PIK3R 1.
Note: A. Neohesperidin and PIK3R1; B. Neohesperidin and PIK3CA; C. Neohesperidin and MAPK1; D. Limonin
and PIK3CB; E. Limonin and PIK3R1.
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2.6.1 A1 A F 5 #4248 Q-Marker

I F A BT IR B AN s ENTIRRIEE AR I 2.077 1.287. 1.200. 0.945
F10.794, J5 ZTERFMKRICN 29.673 18.379. 17.136. 13.498 Al 11.336, BAITTHRK L F
90%, REFEAARE B I HBAE R .

A3 T 0, IR B MKKHESTH 7 A Q-Marker 847 8053 % FLAS F B4 15T
BRAK, HAMETEER (0.940) . fEEE (0.740) FAhE R (0.312) SFtFEMS 1 BT R
BT 0.3; BiRERH (0.877) Rkl E (0.749) XF /s 2 MITTHRE K B E (0.965)
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KRS 3 ITTHRR: Al (0.364) FIFMEE (0.957) XIS 4 TR, iR
(0.980) L 5 MTTHRR. BRI T alsndr i BT RCE . B R R A
& 3% 5 X AR S P e VR AR ) 22 55 O TR ELEER P Ie AEREAT W RR S8R B VR4 1
Q-Marker.
2.6.2 AAAR ST AP T IRAE A6 R K 5 A7

LRI FFEE R 5 A Q-Marker. BUATHR (PEIZGHL) AFRIT & & 005E 46 s s
B2 FFRUHTRS J 7 ) R 5 B (K3 R M LY D-F gl A 05 A PR AR LAY, I 6 o,
ISR PO HAR SR R R AR S N = AR B 128045 S50 S6 4 7 AMEA, BRI
LG SO %5 9 MEEA, SR S10 25 12 MEA.

TESE T RBENIE RN D-FTIGMG . D5 BB AR B 3RS Bk el vy, TR R Mk
Sy BEURAR Al B ERUHI RS B T SR TSR h & e At v, JLUOR SR T 3508, BRI AERE
AR S gt BRI B R e o 350 Pl BE VR A AT Q-Marker & BHEAFREA GV, 1 S1
I S13 R A% el B 5 FLUHTRES B HF o AR B s DA AE SR A b S B 2 R BOR, Rl
FEAE SO BEA S R AL 40 mg/g.  FIRBEARKE FRBL I 2R, 5REMIEZ
) % R 300 S 1 B P
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Fig. 6 Cluster analysis of Hunan Aurantii Fructus germplasm resources
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By R R B2 90%; AR SEREAR IR A 4y
Y B LK R P 2T DA e JEE A

VERE G R R BSEM, ARFERT & M Bl B . MR BB L B R L Muddi
MR, BRR. NBRER. MER, s R BRMER, T, EERE. AR,
DFTREM « B-IRI . a- AT a-FATIIE . BT A-05 SRR DS RERE S 21 MEEY, R
AIETE ST BATE R I%E Q-Marker!™. 45 R, Al R HRUPTRS B H 10 & & A5 & BT
FRZ RLSE , B FUREAS S IR 2500 N2 5 1T 22 3R AR I 52 45 SR 2 7~ AR SR o S LR A [R] A7 2
BEORZE SR, AEWAAR F2 R T BT R ) 328 7 Rt B P v I e 45

B 0 % 2 B 2 R Xt e B AR E BV S THT P38 I R - 00 0% AR iR AR 5 24 M 1O 9
Q-Marker. ABFFEM L3k 21 MEAY P E— B IfE AR R . MR i & &R,
R B Rl AR A T A ST IR S 2R (1 0GB Q-Marker, ‘EAITRI e
i1 /E H PI3K/AKT #1 RAS/MAPK 15 5l #% L] PIK3CD. PIK3CB. PIK3R1. PIK3CA.
AKT1. MAPKI1. HRAS %5 JCHEHE SURIEAE FH o BiRs 5t ol /B F T HRAS #2045 W5 is AR
I B R HE IR T RS R GO o MU R G I FHUT, A B 3 Tl sd AKT. HRAS 4540
PG RAEN AT APEAF 54 5 ARSI U, Al e 3K L 18 3Tl $2 5 PIBK/AKT
SR I AKTL & B IETE, T AUk SO AR A S G /N AR REAT A 00, [T,
P8 R FAE 2 U 50 27 OO LSR5 PO AE RO, 3@ I ) TGF-B1/ILK/Akt {5 5 i@ s b
(18R KPR SEIX — 1 FH RO, Ayt 3 mT DA TNF-ofl IL-6 55 RAE N Ty RL, Af
PIRMZIBAER ;AR AE I X MAPK A5 53l 8 (1 15 R H i s A R 1B, 3%
TR PE 221, X248 Q-Marker IIHTEL . HT48 . BEILARS TR AN ZH >, ZHAL £
THER IR

AHE A A R B Q-Marker R BURF TS R BT, B R, 1
J5 A 2 3% 5 R AR SE A0 58 SR A 22 e B AT UK IR Tk, (ELATh B 3R B 32 3% B i xe
IRTINER IR T BRI . Bt — B RE T RIS 2 Bl e B R
B MR DR S I RS AR B EF AR b 23 vT SR RR 7 o B3 R A A AL X
4R U5 P Q-Marker RS B 4R . A SCRIT 70 A AR SR SRR A4 00 [ — i U3 A
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