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Comprehensive evaluation of Xanthii Fructus from different producing areas by
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Abstract: Objective To establish comprehensive quality evaluation for Xanthii Fructus from different producing areas. Methods
The contents of carboxyatractyloside, atractyloside, neochlorogenic acid, chlorogenic acid, cryptochlorogenic acid, xanthiside, 1,5-
dicaffeoylquinic acid, 3,4-dicaffeoylquinic acid, 3,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid, and 4,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid in Xanthii Fructus from
different producing areas were determined by HPLC method. The results were analyzed by PLS-DA and EW-TOPSIS method for
excavate the main potential markers affecting the quality of Xanthii Fructus, and to evaluate qualities of Xanthii Fructus from different
producing areas. Results The ten components had good linear relationships in their respective ranges. Chlorogenic acid, 1,5-
dicaffeoylquinic acid, 3,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid, carboxyatractyloside, and neochlorogenic acid were the main potential markers
affecting the quality of Xanthii Fructus. The EW-TOPSIS method demonstrated that the qualities of Xanthii Fructus in Jiangsu and
Shandong Province were the best. Conclusion The established HPLC method is convenient and accurate, and combined with PLS-
DA and EW-TOPSIS method can be used for the comprehensive evaluation for quality of Xanthii Fructus.
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Table 1 Medicinal information of Xanthii Fructus

i KA fit5

S1 = TEHE 210503
S2 Pl Q= 210701
S3 ~MbEdLE 210710
S4 ZRERE 210803
S5 s TR 210906
S6 TN TR 211001
S7 SNTFRH & 211106
S8 M PRI 211115
S9 LT AERE 210509
S10 TR RS 210602
S11 LT RHE 210803
S12 LT HAR 2 211105
S13 R =P R 210512
S14 R TRHE 210609
S15 2R S5 2 210804
S16 TLo5 &2 211102
S17 L FE R 211205
S18 TLZIIRH 2 220206

2 FAEEHR
2.1 SERAEXRMIBIRNTI&

R AR B HE i, ) 50% R (7 5%
HIER) Sl RIEE AR . AT . iR, &
JRER B R R WERR XU\ 1,5- —WmEREZE TR
3,4- T WNHEBEZS TR . 3,5- mHERE S TR, 4,5-
OIPHERE 42 72 0.852. 0.148. 0.172. 2.590. 0.278.
0.514. 0.930. 0.076. 0.948. 0.592 mg/mL IR A%}
HET 28, PRI 50% HIE (& 5% HR)
FikE 20 fi5, HISRAXTHE SR (& RA L 10 Fiott
FE S PR B IR BB 40 N 42,64 7.4+ 8.6 129.5. 13.9,
25.7. 46.5. 3.8, 47.4. 29.6 pg/mL).

22 X SEREFIE

B EE AL 1.0g, N 50%HEE (&
5%FR) M ALFE 40 min, A, [FREFIEESE
25mL, #5), eI, Rpf5.

2.3 @XM

X H Shimadzu Cs i 4% (250 mm X 4.6 mm,
5 um); BN 0.1%EE (A) - ZfE (B,
FE¥EML (0~10min, 13.0% B; 10~17 min, 13.0%—
15.0% B; 17~47 min, 15.0%—39.0% B; 47~55
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min, 39.0%—13.0% B); il K478 203 nm
(0~16.5 min A FRFEE AR T FIGAF) 13151 254
nm (16.5~55.0 min frMFTERERR . SRRRR . Fask
JRER . WEMEUEATY . 1,5- - MnEmEZs R, 3.4- 0
MEREZE 1R 3,5- WNHEREZE = BR AN 4,5- et 2
TR 16191, fRFIJE 1.0 mL/min; FEIE 30 °C; 3t
FE&E 10 pL.

24 FHEFER

241 LREMRE 7FLROEXGTHMARS
XTRE SRR IRV, ek g, WE 1.
A HF ARSI 10 Bl SAHAR (g
NERIF (DBEEHN=1.5), 5850V Gk
R B B B — 3

242 SMERRFLE  FEEWIDUR S0 G &
0.1, 0.2, 0.5, 1.0. 2.0, 5.0mL, 2% /H EikyE
FIFEHEE 2000 100, 40, 20. 10. 4 1%, #AIHIE £
IR TARRR 1~6, AR, a3 titi. B
BEBARE . BARE. BIGER. SRR, FRSR
PR WEROUERFE . 1,5-EmEZE iR 3,4-
FhZE IR 3,5- MIEmEZE TR . 4,5- —IiHEREZE T
PR 11 5 SR FE A AR, DTN AL bR, AT 4R
PERENE, 455 03K 2.

Drugs & Clinic Vol. 37 No. 12 December 2022 + 2735
4
9
7
h 2 3 10
ik
4 9
7
1
B
6 10
2 3 |3 8 '
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
t /min
I-REEGARYT 2-BARY 3-SR 4-SEER S-REER

6-MEWEXUMH  7-1,5- MmEBEZE R 8-3,4- M2 TR
9-3,5- WML TER  10-4,5- 0 TR
1-carboxyatractyloside 2-atractyloside 3-neochlorogenic acid 4-
chlorogenic acid 5-cryptochlorogenic acid 6-xanthiside 7-1,5-
dicaffeoylquinic acid 8-3,4-dicaffeoylquinic acid 9-3,5-dicaffeoylquinic
acid 10-4,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid

1 RAXRE (A) MEEF (B) #I HPLC Eif
Fig. 1 HPLC chromatograms of mixed reference substances
(A) and Xanthii Fructus (B)

R2 BROTHKMEXER
Table 2 Linear regressions of each constituents
% VWi r LR/ (ng-mL ™)
REGARYE Y=3.303 8 X 10° X+1 083.2 0.999 2 4.26~213.00
GARE Y=1.536 9X 106 X+868.1 0.999 6 0.74~37.00
Wek 5 R Y=1.745 8 X 10 X—1 498.7 0.999 5 0.86~~43.00
2R IR Y=2.089 7X 106 X+568.9 0.999 7 12.95~647.50
[SEdbHiTy Y=1.941 5X 10 X—791.6 0.999 4 1.39~69.50
VB I X Y=2.673 9X 106 X+1 052.6 0.999 7 2.57~128.50
1,5- Z WimEREZE TR Y=3.810 5X 106 X+976.9 0.999 6 4.65~232.50
3,4- ZIHEREZE 3R Y=1.169 5X 105 X+1 489.4 0.999 5 0.38~19.00
3,5- ZnHEREZE R Y=4.293 3X 105 X—1135.2 0.999 7 4.74~237.00
4,5- Z WMEREZE T R Y=3.097 7X 105 X+509.6 0.999 4 2.96~148.00

243 FEEERE  fERREIERMT, REXHE
IR SR 6 I, MR AR
Bk Iime . SRIFIR . PR ok IR WU 1,5-—
UNHEREZE TR 3,4- N ZE TR 3,5- MnekRE
ET 4,5-IHEBE A TR R, AR
RSD fEH43 314 0.91%-1.26%.1.12%0.55% 1.03%-
0.98%- 0.85%. 1.38%. 0.74%. 0.92%.

244 fREMHRE H—HEHETFHES RS SD
BRI, THI4 S 04 20 5. 9. 14, 20, 24h
HERE, OSRBRETAT . TARF. FIER. &5
B2 PRk IR R . MEMEUEA Y 1,5- WmmEREZE R
3,4-ZWMHEREZE TR . 3,5- MMEEZE TR . 4.5-
WINHE RG22 T ER e AR, THETSH RSD H BN
0.94%. 1.33%. 1.16%-. 0.58%-. 1.04%. 0.99%.
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0.87%- 1.40%. 0.81%. 1.02%, #EHEH PR
VEWAE 24 h WFEE .

245 HEEMRAE BEHFREMN RS SDEE,
SEATHI S 6 O BRI, HERE T, d SRV TR,
MAMRETTEREERT. BART. HHR. &
JRTR B 2R TR  VENGE SO 7 1,5- - DnmERE 25 7 1
3,4-MmEREZE RS . 3,5- WNHERRZE TR . 4,5-—
OO 2 T RR I T o B, 45 SR RSD EH AN
1.27%- 1.73%- 1.69%- 0.88%- 1.52%- 1.63%- 1.09%-
1.89%. 1.17%- 1.28%.

24.6 [FICRALE  BEH TR (RS S ik
9 Uy, RIREEFRE 0.5g, /AR AT HE S
W (REBEARL. BT, HotERR. SER. &
CRIRR . WEWE R TE . 1,5- —WNHEBEE TR, 3.4-—
DO 2 TR . 3,5- I AERBEZE TR L 4,5- ek
ZE TR IR R 20 5N 0.493. 0.079. 0.094. 1.735.

0.186. 0.291. 0.557. 0.042. 0.629. 0.347 mg/mL)
0.8. 1.0, 1.2mL, #4737, il Bl it s,
1E PR 2 NI e I AME, tHEAS 10 PRk
I3 HIPFE ) B 5r BN 97.62% 96.94%. 98.02%-
100.06%. 97.78%-. 98.36%-. 100.14%. 96.86%-
99.91%- 99.25%, RSD fH7 54 1.50% 1.33%-
1.62%-0.58%- 1.00%- 1.44%.0.64%- 1.18%- 0.83%-
0.77%-
2.5 #milE

18 A HFFEM (U5 S1~S18), il % i
MV, 7E BRI NI E R AR BA
. HERERR. SEIRRER . BRLRIRER . WER DU
1,5- ZWHEREZE TR . 3,4- IMMEREZE TRE . 3,5-
DO T 2 T R 4,5- P ERBE 2 e R () W TR AR, SR
RAMREEEFFR 10 Ml iEsH, 4%
W3 3.

R3 BETFHREBAHE. BAH. fRFER. FFEK. REFER. EENEE. 1,5-ZHEBETE . 34-ZIH@E3ET
B8 3,5-ZWMEEt = TER . 4,5-—MIMEEtETERRVNELER (n=3)

Table 3 Determination of carboxyatractyloside, atractyloside, neochlorogenic acid, chlorogenic acid, cryptochlorogenic acid,

xanthiside, 1,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid, 3,4-dicaffeoylquinic acid, 3,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid, and 4,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid

in Xanthii Fructus (n=3)

Ji 5 HU/(mg-g ™)

WT e \ . . . o Ls-amE 3.4- ek 3,5- e 4,5- ek
RIEGRE BARYET WK @ER  RSURRR N M B BT BT
S1 1.008 0.161 0.187 3.458 0.386 0.594 1.138 0.088 1.283 0.717
S2 1.088 0.186 0.204 3.183 0.486 0.631 1.220 0.083 1.167 0.778
S3 1.261 0.107 0.267 3.698 0.430 0.373 1.188 0.060 1.354 0.755
S4 1.158 0.183 0.216 3.533 0.441 0.787 1.293 0.069 1.225 0.854
S5 1.122 0.198 0.231 3.412 0.259 0.705 0.931 0.078 1.255 0.795
S6 1.039 0.146 0.193 3.275 0.367 0.555 1.491 0.073 1.150 0.595
S7 0.945 0.202 0.224 3.780 0.409 0.749 1.373 0.067 1.317 0.822
S8 1.191 0.180 0.200 3.619 0.399 0.827 1.254 0.064 1.196 0.936
S9 1.498 0.205 0.152 2.842 0.512 0.460 1.617 0.050 1.089 0.653
S10  1.334 0.213 0.165 2.973 0.374 0.478 1573 0.058 1.114 0.732
S11  1.440 0.224 0.117 2.753 0.353 0.378 1.704 0.046 1.052 0.673
S12 1432 0.215 0.107 2.696 0.338 0.418 1.654 0.053 1.011 0.625
S13  0.940 0.106 0.172 4.163 0.320 1.026 0.970 0.099 1.621 0.919
S14 0978 0.095 0.209 4.348 0.302 1.065 1.024 0.104 1.693 1.143
S15  0.906 0.109 0.146 4.433 0.285 0.988 0.940 0.109 1.589 0.969
S16 0871 0.096 0.180 4520 0.263 1.106 0.879 0.124 1.736 1.108
S17  0.903 0.103 0.241 4.255 0.479 0.950 1.072 0.114 1.657 1.029
S18  0.897 0.101 0.249 4.082 0.504 0.949 1.107 0.094 1.545 0.999
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DL 18 B H-F M R B AT AR ¥
SRR SRR FRERIETR . MERXUEE T . 1,5- 0
WEREZE R 3,4- MIEmEZE TR 3,5- nHEREZE
TERAN 4,5- ZWNHEREZE TR 10 R R A BB AR AR
&, KH SIMCA 14.1 Giil- %47 PLS-DA (&
2). 455 PLS-DA 158 ZRRRERE 125 R2 Ry
538 0.881. 0.820, TillgE J1Z% 0*  0.739,
BT 0.5, FUI TS R R e nTEE . TR 68
U ANEF AL B 258 7E PLS-DA Bl S1~
S8. S9~SI12. S13~S18 43 HFAN—F, B —x&
1) DX 45 2 5

0.6 1 s5 | s1
] S18 19082
S7¢/S3 %6
S Sl5ee S8 o 'S9
: 816. S10 .'512
0.6 Sl4 Sii
T T T

R24{11=0.840 R%4{21=0.040 é[lli]llipse: Hotelling’s T2 (95%)
2 BHEFH PLS-DA RIS HE
Fig.2 Score chart of PLS-DA model of Xanthii Fructus
XTHTEESLI) PLS-DA #BI 2 A F Bl gk AT
200 EHAEL (B 3), SR ER RIEGHLEY
EhARFEAN 0.169, /NT 0.3, FIHFTEESL AR 45 R
g, QPG HELSE Y HIZE 58-0.197 CRRAED,
KPR MER RS BEA, TG ILF, ATH
HEN T 18 MEHTFHRREER. RIETEHE
PR (VIP) LR BT B0y 22 R 1)
PrEYER (B 4), Z5REEIRE VIP A 1.392,
1,5- ZWnmEfEZs B2 i VIP N 1.290, 3,5- - nfimEE
ZE TR VIP N 1.221, BREEGARE R VIP 4 1.202,
BRI VIP N 1,148, RIS H-F7= i &
) EERA R EY (VIP KT D,
2.7 EW-TOPSIS ##f
PL 18 s H- 72584 b 10 Rk ple o i 5 4y
OB, Hat)ifg. SRR FRERIRER. MERXY
WS 1,5-WmmMEREZE R . 3,4- IindemE 2 iR
3,5- WMHERLZE TR A 4,5- —WHERE ZE TR A iRk
bR, BRESARFRNEART NEELS, B
Tl AR bR, R A x= [(xy—min(x))/

[max(x;)—min(x;)]8% x*;= [max(x;) —x;]/[max(x;))—

Intercepts:R>=(0.0, 169), 0>=(0.0, —0.197)

3 BETH PLS-DA BN RE
Fig.3 PLS-DA replacement detection results of Xanthii Fructus

IREBRT 2-BAH 3-HaEER 42588 S-RaRR
6-MEWEXUMF  7-1,5- “WNmEBE 2 R 8-3,4- UNmERE2E TR
9-3,5-ZWNMEBEZE TER  10-4,5- WML R
1-carboxyatractyloside 2-atractyloside 3-neochlorogenic acid 4-
chlorogenic acid 5-cryptochlorogenic acid 6-xanthiside 7-1,5-
dicaffeoylquinic acid 8-3,4-dicaffeoylquinic acid 9-3,5-dicaffeoylquinic
acid 10-4,5-dicaffeoylquinic acid

4 BETHVIP

Fig. 4 VIP images of Xanthii Fructus

min () P SR AR B0 R R AT 0 — AL B (3R 4), £
STHRGALAERE . LL PLS-DA Fif5 10 Fhik 2348
HEEERREENSHENE, RIEAKX Z2=
GX WD o FRIIBLR SR FERE R (3R 50 HREINAL
RFHEREAR AR TS Z 5018 1.202 04 0.415 04

1.1480. 1.3920. 0.3320. 0.9720. 1.2900. 0.3040-.
1.2210. 0.9080, wFHETTHR Z #1790, MW LAK

+_ " +\2 n-— " -2
D= Z (zi;—2z}) D= Z (z;—7z}7)
j=1 j=1

THEERR. A TRMEEE (DY D) PLARHE 2
X C=Di/(Di*+Dr) it E AR BRI EECCD,
SRR 6. SERRUVLHANLRZHEH 584K
FERMR, HICNSUN. ZFALT.
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x4 TETF 10 METHET—LAERER

Table 4 Results of normalization treatment for 10 components in Xanthii Fructus

Em—

e R VXU 15 I 34~ W 3.5 Wi 45 umef
B 5 é} V1IN % g} IS % 4%'\?) IS %

Ky OAH BREM SRR RERRR L peam maem mETR METR

S1 0.7815 0.4884 05000 0.4178 05020 0.3015 0.3139 0.538 5 0.3752 0.222 6
S2 06539 02946 0.6063 02670 08972 0.3520 0.4133 0.4744 0.2152 0.3339
S3 0.3780 0.9070 1.0000 05493 0.6759 0.0000 0.3745 0.1795 04731 0.2920
S4 05423 03178 0.6813 0.4589 0.7194 0.5648 0.501 8 0.294 9 0.295 2 0.4726
S5 05997 02016 07750 03925 0.0000 0.4529 0.0630 0.4103 0.336 6 0.3650
S6 07321 06047 05375 03174 04269 0.2483 0.7418 0.346 2 0.1917 0.0000
S7 0.8820 0.1705 0.7313 0.5943 05929 05130 0.598 8 0.269 2 04221 0.414 2
S8 0.4896 03411 05813 05060 05534 0.6194 0.454 5 0.2308 0.255 2 0.622 3
S9 0.0000 0.1473 0.2813 0.0800 1.0000 0.1187 0.894 5 0.0513 0.107 6 0.1058
S10 02616 0.0853 03625 0.1519 04545 0.1432 0.8412 0.1538 0.1421 0.2500
S11 0.0925 00000 0.0625 0.0313 03715 0.0068 1.0000 0.0000 0.056 6 0.1423
S12 0.1053 0.0698 0.0000 0.0000 03123 0.0614 0.9394 0.089 7 0.0000 0.054 7
S13 0.8900 09147 04063 08043 0.2411 0.8909 0.1103 0.6795 0.8414 0.5912
S14 0.8293 10000 0.6375 09057 0.1700 09441 0.1758 0.7436 0.9407 1.000 0
S15 09442 08915 0.2438 09523 0.1028 0.8390 0.0739 0.807 7 0.797 2 0.682 5
S16 1.0000 09922  0.4563 1.0000 0.0158 1.0000 0.0000 1.000 0 1.000 0 09361
S17 09490 09380 0.8375 0.8547 08696 0.7872 0.2339 0.8718 0.8910 0.7920
S18 09585 09535 08875 0.7599 09684 0.7858 0.276 4 0.6154 0.736 6 0.737 2

®5 BETP 10 oL REMBOR KR

Table 5 Weighted decision matrix table of content results for 10 components in Xanthii Fructus

NAUE
g REE L AR MR s W 34 W 35 ui 45
gy ONF FEERR BRR L g maem mEm METR METR®

S1 0.9394 0.2027 0.5740 05816 0.1667  0.2931 0.404 9 0.163 7 0.458 1 0.202 1
S2 0.7860 0.1223 0.696 0 03717 02979 03421 0.5332 0.144 2 0.262 8 0.3032
S3 04544 03764 1.1480 0.7646 0.2244  0.0000 0.4831 0.054 6 0.5777 0.2651
S4 0.6518 0.1319 0.7821 0.6388 0.2388  0.5490 0.647 3 0.089 6 0.360 4 0.4291
S5 0.7208 0.0837 0.889 7 05464 0.0000 0.4402 0.0813 0.1247 0.4110 0.3314
S6 0.8800 0.2510 0.6171 0.4418 01417 0.2413 0.956 9 0.1052 02341 0.0000
S7 1.0602 0.0708 0.8395 08273 0.1968  0.4986 0.7725 0.0818 0.5154 0.376 1
S8 0.5885 0.1416 0.667 3 0.7044 01837  0.6021 0.586 3 0.0702 03116 0.5650
S9 0.0000 0.0611 0.3229 0.1114 03320 0.1154 1.1539 0.0156 0.1314 0.0961
S10 03144 0.0354 0.416 2 0.2114 0.1509 0.1392 1.0851 0.046 8 0.1735 0.2270
S11 0.1112 0.0000 0.0718 0.0436 01233  0.006 6 1.2900 0.0000 0.069 1 0.129 2
S12 01266 0.0290 0.0000 0.0000 01037  0.0597 1.2118 0.0273 0.0000 0.0497
S13 10698 0.3796 0.466 4 11196 0.0800 0.8660 0.1423 0.206 6 1.027 3 0.536 8
S14 09968 0.4150 0.7319 12607 0.0564 09177 0.226 8 0.2261 1.148 6 0.908 0
S15 11349 0.3700 0.2799 13256 0.0341 0.8155 0.0953 0.2455 09734 0.6197
S16 12020 0.4118 0.523 8 13920 0.0052 0.9720 0.000 0 0.304 0 1.2210 0.850 0
S17 11407 0.3893 0.9615 11897 0.2887  0.7652 0.3017 0.2650 1.0879 07191
S18 11521 0.3957 1.0189 1.0578 03215 0.7638 0.356 6 0.1871 0.8994 0.669 4
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*6 THTRETNHF
Table 6 Relative ordering of quality evaluation in Xanthii Fructus

i Di* Dr Ci HEF
S1 1.863 3 14651 0.440 2 12
S2 19453 1.388 2 0.416 4 14
S3 1.857 6 17151 0.4801 10
S4 1.6434 1.600 5 0.493 4 8
S5 1.9994 14531 0.4209 13
S6 1.958 2 15727 0.445 4 11
S7 13759 1.9535 0.586 7 7
S8 1.6758 15713 0.4839 9
S9 2.5637 1.2658 0.3305 16
S10 2.292 8 12734 0.3571 15
S11 2.709 2 13116 0.326 2 17
S12 2.7849 1.2259 0.305 6 18
S13 1.460 9 2.2186 0.6030 5
S14 1.2054 2.526 4 0.6770 3
S15 1.566 2 2.308 1 0.5957 6
S16 14710 2.660 3 0.6439 4
S17 1.0754 25146 0.700 4 1
S18 1.1045 2.397 3 0.684 6 2
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