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Evaluation of quality of Valeriana officinalis from different origins based on
multi indicator component quantitative combined chemometrics, weighted
TOPSIS, and grey relational degree fusion model
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Abstract: Objective To establish a method to evaluate the quality difference of Valeriana officinalis from different producing areas
by multi-index component quantitative combined with chemometrics, weighted TOPSIS and grey correlation degree fusion model.
Methods Using HPLC to detection the contents of hesperidin, diosmetin, valtrate, acevaltrate, valechlorine, hydroxyvalerenic acid,
acetoxyvalerenic acid, valerenic acid, pB-sitosterol and ursolic acid in 16 batches of V. officinalis samples with Phenomenex Gemini
C,; column, and mobile phase was consisted of acetonitrile-0.05% phosphoric acid solution, gradient elution. The quality difference
was comprehensively assessed by chemometrics, weighted TOPSIS and GRA fusion models. Results The validation of HPLC
methodology met the requirements of Chinese Pharmacopoeia. The 10 components showed good linearity in their ranges (R* >
0.999), and the average recovery (n = 9) were 96.83%—100.08% (RSD < 2.0%). The results of chemometrics analysis showed that
16 batches of Valeriana officinalis were divided into three categories, and acetoxyvalerenic acid, hesperidin, valtrate and
hydroxyvalerenic acid were the main markers of the quality differences. The results of weighted TOPSIS and grey correlation degree
fusion technology showed that the relative closeness of 16 batches of samples was 0.279 2—0.666 5, and the overall quality of

Valerian from Hubei and Guizhou provinces was good (relative closeness was 0.579 0—0.666 5). Conclusion With the content of
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10 components such as hesperidin as the evaluation index, the fusion model of chemometrics, weighted TOPSIS and grey relational

analysis fusion model can be used to evaluate the quality of Valeriana Officinalis.

Key words: Valeriana Officinalis; HPLC; chemometrics; weighted TOPSIS; GRA; quality evaluation; acetoxyvalerenic acid;

hesperidin; valtrate; hydroxyvalerenic acid
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1.1 iK%

o 1 RE TR R (JIL 5 110742-201823, Fi & 70 %
99.9%) . ¥ Fz ¥ (k5 110721-202220, i & 7 %
97.2%) & I A 2 (L5 111788-202102, Jii & 43 %
96.4%) «B-4% {5 B (L5 110851-201909, Jii & 43 %1
92.7% ) KU T~ [l £ 5 24 e s A FU R 5 £ T A
— i (#L5 PRF22011101, /i & 53 %7 97.0%) & AL
K (i 5 PRF23011323, JiT & 4 %1 98.2%) fl ¥4 J&
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Waters €2695 %Y /5 250 A8 €8 3% {3 (3£ [E Waters
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Table 1 Information on source of V. officinalis
wmT R ity | w5 K& it
S1  HMERN 211003 |S9  HilEZE 220801
S2  EHMEEE 220905 (s10  HFXE 221003
S3  EHMHEFM 221001 |S11 #HIHERRE 221001
S4  TFEEfE 221002 |S12 WALESIEE 221005
S5 iLTHErEE 211001 [S13 0 WHEAIE 211002
S6 L TFEWTH 221003 ||S14  EIMAAERE 221001
S7  BRMEEME 220001 |S15  STMIPLE™ 211003
S8 PRUGEEMIE 221001 |S16  HHINAIDLE 221001

AR Z 0.216 mg. 45 =g 0.270 mg. £ B4 5 = g
0.152 mg. & b 4 5L %K 0.048 mg. & 5 4 ¥ 4% R
0.576 mg. £ Tt %A 5= 450 B 2 0.990 mg. 41 B M T2
0.114 mg. B-7+ £ ¥ 0.076 mg F1 BE H 2 0.042 mg 1]
TRt 25 W o R 2 R A 2% FH 70% PR R 2 7
FE20 1%, 7 5], RIAS

2.1.2 HERAIETR S BOR IR @E R R (3

7

2106 g, KT, BHE A, H 70% F
2520 mL A8 75 $E L 45 min, 2 #, JEIE, FHHEHUA 7
SEARE 25 mL, $25), JEi, RIS

2.1.3 HPLC & 3% % ff € 1% &£ Phenomenex
Gemini C #F (250 mm X 4.6 mm, 5 um, 3¢ [H Waters
A D AR 30 °C 5 & I K 280 nm (0~20 min £
B8 7 AR 2D 3255 nm (20~31 min #5 J0 4
i SRS R A AR E) 5210 nm (31~
55 min A& 35 3L A SRR | LB SE EAAERR LAN)A
R B-75 HS T REIRIR) s £ M5-0.05% IR A it s AH 6
£ ¥ it (0~ 11 min, 10.0% & & ; 11~20 min,
10.0%—15.0% Z. i ; 20~31 min, 15.0%—75.0% <.
& :31~47 min, 75.0%—80.0% & Ji5 ; 47~55 min,
80.0%—10.0% £ i) : HEAE AR R 10 pL, /& B &
1.0 mL-mL". 7ELA B T b7 T4, 15 21
TR A5 KT T VA B 3K S R £ T SR R B B R
oy 5 B LR e 5T A e B, B AR AL 5 R o 1T 3
KF 55000 1),

0 10 20 30 40 50
t/min

10 20 30 40 50
t/min

148 JE T 2-F R 3R 3-4HU R =8 5 4- RS =0 s S-S B 38 s 6-FR LA BN  7- W S S A R+ 8- BB A IR 5 9-PB- 7 K5 1 5 10~ SRR

1-hesperidin; 2-diosmetin; 3-valtrate; 4-acevaltrate; 5-valechlorine; 6-hydroxyvalerenic acid; 7-acetoxyvalerenic acid; 8-valerenic acid; 9-f3-sitosterol;

10-ursolic acid.
B1 xHR&A) gl (B) SRikEEE
Fig.1 HPLC chromatograms of control (A) and test (B) product
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T3 7 R ) B 6 A 38 ‘L R RE 11 TR B 5 R VA T
73 9 BCTR A % B VA VR % 10 wL 3R A, DA R L A
R EMRR O = OB R s LAk
B R BEF SRR OB AT R .4
05 TR P-4 155 T 0 e SRR o VA 5 5 R Y ) i
TR ARAE AR AE M 2, THE 2RV 7R, 45 R AR 2.

215 MEE R REZEAE B
(S, #22.1.27 W5 SR ) % (i T I VR 1 4, i 82
HBERE 6 U0, BFR 10 pL, I W TR AR , 45 SR T AR G i
WAL, oy U TH B RSD K KA 0.99%
1.33%+1.29%-1.39%+ 1.58%- 1.14%.0.89%- 1.44%.
1.50%-1.73% (n=6) , 3¢ B 25 K& % FE fg 3 A2 150

BOR . BT A (SO MR T W, T % 5 6%
4 hBEAEAS I, 32 24 h, FEIR 10 pL, I e DT AR, 45
g T AR AR A0 AN 23, 2% B0 06 THT AR 1K) RSD K UK R
1.02%+1.26%-1.31%+1.38%- 1.57%+ 1.16%-0.95%
1.43%-+1.49%-1.89%(n=10) , % B 7 24 h Py i 5 {3t
R R R E 1) U (SDIE &, 4%42.1.27 1
77 9 ) SO S I VR 6t HEAE W W AR, AR
PRt il 26, TH & oor & &, 45 A B RSD KK
N 1.46%. 1.64%- 1.58%. 1.65%- 1.96%. 1.37%.
1.31%-+1.71%-1.82%-1.95%(n=6) , R L EE
PER LT

2.1.6 [FIEIRLE ORI L AFHAER VW
L AR N R A I R TN
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Table 2 Linear relationship of ten components determined by HPLC
D% EVEWEE 2R PEVEH/(ug-mL™) R
1 7 Y=3.7529X 10° X+615.2 4.65~232.50 0.999 5
FH AR Y=2.380 4X 10° X—964.8 1.08~54.00 0.999 1
i — g Y=3.409 6X10° X—1 036.7 1.35~67.50 0.999 7
LR AT R =T Y=2.936 7X 10° X+269.1 0.76~38.00 0.999 6
AL Y=1.198 2X 10° X+753.6 0.24~12.00 0.999 3
P L A R IR R Y=3.835 1 X 10° X+491.2 2.88~144.00 0.999 8
O S R Y=4.203 4X10° X—842.5 4.95~247.50 0.999 2
WELIR TR Y=2.187 1 X10° X+1 128.3 0.57~28.50 0.999 6
B-7 K F Y=1.4359X10° X+627.9 0.38~19.00 0.999 1
AR TR Y=9.047 6 X 10° X+438.6 0.21~10.50 0.999 4
TR | T S8 G R AR A TR B~ S R I SRR 2 J7 R HE R P RIS R B A S S B E
TR SD M B, I 03 g FEER EK.
L HIMANR AN RGN (BEASEBET 207 SEE 25 45 S1~S16 11 45 5 8

0.768 mg. 7 MK & 0.098 mg. 4 & = fig 0.178 mg.
LA =18 0.07 mg « S AL 4 5 3% 0.028 mg .\ £
F B TR R 0.374 mg . LBk LA F R 0.872 mg.
4 5% TR 0.056 mg. P-4 5 B 0.038 mg. AE F R
0.022 mg) 0.8+ 1.0~ 1.2 mL, i % H “2.1.27 31 77 ¥ il
PSR 3 VR, 3R, T 10 B 4y (1S 3
FE [0 Wi Z 35 7E 96.83%~100.08% , RSD 14 <<2.0%,

K& 206 g, K% FRE , % B“2.1.27 T J7 2 il
B A AR A HE AR 10 3 06 TH AR, SR A AR vk
HEBET FETAR HE =R OB H =
B RS R RS R IR IR . LT A
B AR (B- MR RS E, 4R
U T S A N il N RN el A e €2
R ZER.

R3 ARFHHEFR0FEIHSENELSR (n=3)

Table 3 Determination results of 10 components in V. officinalis from different origins and batches (n=3)

% AR H/ (mg-g™)

7y BET FHAR SR AT =l SRR RS ERR  CMAESER SRR BRI R
S1  2.537 0.324 0.617 0.235 0.087 1.276 2914 0.182 0.119 0.063
S2  2.335 0.306 0.777 0.214 0.111 1.412 3.145 0.211 0.137 0.068
S3  2.592 0.253 0.704 0.224 0.100 1.235 3.347 0.202 0.135 0.072
S4  2.503 0.288 0.734 0.23 0.107 1.305 3.244 0.218 0.146  0.074
S5 2.473 0.245 0.654 0.241 0.104 1.198 3.541 0.228 0.149  0.076
S6 2.579 0.224 0.619 0.212 0.091 1.114 3.357 0.186 0.129  0.068
S7 2.189 0.243 0.536 0.191 0.084 1.234 2.758 0.165 0.098 0.077
S8 2.181 0.212 0.599 0.204 0.077 1.114 2.827 0.161 0.084 0.087
S9  2.020 0.17 0.564 0.193 0.054 1.013 2.619 0.152 0.092 0.094
S10 1.978 0.194 0.541 0.185 0.05 1.052 2.518 0.157 0.070 0.092
S11 3.054 0.365 0.512 0.297 0.08 1.635 4.053 0.289 0.130 0.054
S12° 3.190 0.384 0.484 0.310 0.097 1.734 3.956 0.268 0.100  0.057
S13 3.252 0.401 0.455 0.291 0.068 1.563 4.322 0.279 0.139  0.052
S14 3.316 0.455 0.420 0.318 0.084 1.700 4.184 0.299 0.115 0.049
S15 3.121 0.419 0.457 0.303 0.065 1.662 3.752 0.257 0.096 0.059
S16 2.775 0.415 0.375 0.283 0.074 1.598 3.858 0.246 0.146 0.061
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221  ERSOHT(PCA) DL 16405 s f 1
B ARZ EIE =G LA e A A
PRI RS IR MR E L S AR R B K
i A RE SR & 7 v &, 32 H SPSS 26.0 Gt i # A+
HEAT PCA, &5 WK 4.5, MR 4T AR 24D E R
43 (PC1. PC2) %5 fiE 5 >1, R B 7 £ 51wk K ik
90.651% , ¥ AEAE 53 ) 6.985 F12.080. 7% 5 0 %145

R4 WERERSHTEDN

Table 4 Analysis of variance of principal components in V.

FH EMARE O =R R ESRER . L
P 4 25 28 L IR 480 L O R R RE SRR 4 PC1 DT R S
T G i A A K B4 B KT PC2 DTk
% . LAPC1.PC2iz H Gt it # A+ SIMCA 14.1 &7
AR FR B BEAT TR, 15 16 HL A0 5 (1 PCA 1570 I (&
20 B 2 A F s B2 0.793, KT 0.5, R B AE
RIFR R TS fh IR 2 W] A AT X (R 2505 o0 A 3R
i

222 IE A &/ i - F 5 43 At COPLS-DAD
SR 346 A [ 7= b 48 R 22 S () 4K 2 4 7E PCA 43 2
Feml B, L 16 R 10 M4 A BB A A

officinalis — s e o el e
EAS B TETRE% BB ETIRE% ( . ii{g;ﬁii; ERT”_O(I:I;Z)DARZ*%_ ﬁi; ; f
O o Q=083 R LR R R B KT
2 2.080 20.798 90.651 o
N T 4182 04.833 0.5 o HE — 5 F L% il 1 AR B B M
4 0195 1950 96783 /%Z(VIP) ’ u 1 y\jVIP E(] IE_EJ{E’ﬁ%iiXﬂ‘ﬁj\éﬂ,%ﬁu@ijj(
5 0.124 1.242 98.025 B, 45 Rk 7 (4 A 2 R, VIP=
6 0.121 1.209 99.233 1.756) <53 1 (B 27, VIP=1.500) « B 23 3 (A 8 =
7 0.039 0.390 99.623 fig , VIP=1.361) Fl i 5 6 ( ¥ % 45 8 4% R , VIP=
8 0.018 0.181 99.804 1.086) , LA | 4 AN Be 43 8 K Ml 52 1 17 AN [] 77 i 461
9 0.015 0.149 99.953 B 40, v AE R AR R E S E (B 4. X
10 0.005 0.047 100 OPLS-DA #8347 200 /X B k55, 15 ] 5, 45
R5 HER 10T DI H A
Table 5 Composition matrix table of 10 components in V. officinalis
‘ _ , C LEE AL REmE LM OB L
Ry mibkE mwsm D o e mnm TN P o
FHAT 0973 0.956 -0.566 0.975 0.130 0.953 0.960 0970  0.406 -0.948
FHSF2 -0.024  -0.079 0.756 -0.115 0.926  —0.064 0.082 0062 0772 -0.136
4l 0.3
3 0.2
2 0.1
& 1 g,
EI‘E 0 S1l \éi
’g -1 s160 s13@s14 'E ot
* s @s15 ~0.2
-3 -0.31
-4 -0.4 . . . . -
s _ -1.5 -10 -0.5 0 0.5 1.0

R T T T
ER 13
R2¢[1]=0.699 R2x[2]=10.208 Ellipse: Hotelling's 72 (95%)
B2 16#HERPCARSE
Fig.2 PCAscore chartfor 16 batches of V. officinalis

FR 15

R2x[1]1=0.873 R2¢[2]=0.0675 Ellipse: Hotelling's 72 (95%)

3 16 HL4TEHE R OPLS-DA K EIF 4 E
Fig.3 Score chart of OPLS-DA model for 16 batches of V.
officinalis
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VIP

4 16HtEERR VIP
Fig.4 VIP images of 16 batches of V. officinalis

A F R R OB 38z v T A A, B R B ST R AL R
AR,
23 ETMMTOPSIS 5k & kBEEREEREH
HEFREITN
AT A SR NAY TOPSIS 5 2K €6 5 1 FE DR LA 35 4
e R B 22 i 51N B rh 24 BT R AN A . A
FC R INAL TOPSIS 5 7K 0 S I i il A 1S TR PSP Ay
SRR N PR, Se R R R B 8 BARRE AR 5 4R
FARREA, FOH & AR S s 57 B AR R AR (Y BRI
HERCANES = b ISR ) W L o o N B R 3 i i
AT M EAL S, T SR X U 3T B, ) FH AE e I a0
*6

\ oR?
mQ? =
0.5 T
0
"Qz
=
ol
= _os
-1.0
-1.5 T T . r T o
202 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

K A%

5 OPLS-DA Bi#ia il R E
Fig.5 OPLS-DA replacement detection results

RINFE AN 7] 7= 1l ) 2850 R i AT HE I
2.3.1 AL TOPSIS 73 At H— AL Ab B 16 b4 ik
[ FE R A R R VAR L SR A R L
PGB R R A I TR 2 T S IR A R A
TR B (S W E SR 2 B 22 S IROK, HLIB R 2 Rk
S MU AR Y, = o M09 gy e
max (x;) - min(x;)
K AT I — A AL EE, ) — R AE A R WK 6.
2.3.2 AL TOPSIS & vFA 48 b5 I VE 73 i 5 DA
OPLS-DA 73 4 1 10 /™ e 73 1) VIP B Ay & $i5 bR AL
H F A DG A G B IR S BE (R 7D L i3 1

WERZIERR S SERIRE T —LAEER

Table 6 Results of normalization of multi-index component in V. officinalis

e =i e A e ol
e mt ik amem CDL0 NOREEEE CREE wnm powm
S1 0.417 8 0.540 4 0.602 0 0.3759 0.606 6 0.364 8 0.2195 0.204 1 0.620 3 0.3111
S2 0.266 8 0.477 2 1.000 0 0.2180 1.000 0 0.553 4 0.347 6 0.401 4 0.848 1 0.422 2
S3 0.458 9 0.291 2 0.818 4 0.293 2 0.8197 0.307 9 0.459°5 0.340 1 0.822 8 0.5111
S4 0.392 4 0.414 0 0.8930 0.3383 0.934 4 0.4050 0.402 4 0.4490 0.962 0 0.5556
S5 0.3700 0.263 2 0.694 0 04211 0.8852 0.256 6 0.567 1 0.5170 1.000 0 0.600 0
S6 0.449 2 0.189 5 0.607 0 0.203 0 0.672 1 0.140 1 0.465 1 0.2313 0.746 8 0.4222
S7 0.1577 0.256 1 0.400 5 0.045 1 0.5574 0.306 5 0.1330 0.088 4 0.3544 0.622 2
S8 0.1517 0.147 4 0.5572 0.1429 0.442 6 0.140 1 0.1713 0.061 2 0.177 2 0.844 4
S9 0.031 4 0.000 0 0.470 1 0.060 2 0.065 6 0.000 0 0.056 0 0.000 0 0.278 5 1.000 0
S10 0.000 0 0.084 2 0.4129 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.054 1 0.000 0 0.034 0 0.000 0 0.9556
S11 0.804 2 0.684 2 0.340 8 0.842 1 0.491 8 0.862 7 0.850 9 0.9320 0.759°5 0.1111
S12 0.905 8 0.7509 0.2711 0.939 8 0.770 5 1.000 0 0.797 1 0.789 1 03797 0.177 8
S13 09522 0.8105 0.199 0 0.7970 0.295 1 0.762 8 1.000 0 0.863 9 0.873 4 0.066 7
S14 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.1119 1.000 0 0.5574 0.952 8 0.9235 1.000 0 0.569 6 0.000 0
S15 0.8543 0.8737 0.204 0 0.887 2 0.2459 0.900 1 0.684 0 0.714 3 0.329 1 0.2222
S16 0.5957 0.859 6 0.000 0 0.736 8 0.393 4 0.8114 0.742 8 0.639 5 0.962 0 0.266 7
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Table 7 Weighting matrix
Ey ET— o -

G B EUAE AR Zﬁgi i”fﬁ ﬁigf Zé?ﬁgf W pASE R
S1 0.626 7 0.3550 0.8193 0.1849 0.339 1 0.396 2 0.3854 0.1033 0.353 6 0.0815
S2 0.400 2 0.3135 1.3610 0.107 3 0.5590 0.601 0 0.610 4 0.203 1 0.483 4 0.110 6
S3 0.688 4 0.1913 1.113 8 0.144 3 0.458 2 0.3344 0.806 9 0.172 1 0.469 0 0.1339
S4 0.588 6 0.2720 1.2154 0.166 4 0.5223 0.439 8 0.706 6 0.227 2 0.548 3 0.1456
S5 0.5550 0.1729 0.944 5 0.207 2 0.494 8 0.278 7 0.995 8 0.261 6 0.570 0 0.1572
S6 0.6738 0.124 5 0.826 1 0.099 9 0.3757 0.1521 0.816 7 0.1170 0.425 7 0.110 6
S7 0.236 6 0.168 3 0.545 1 0.0222 0.3116 0.3329 0.2335 0.044 7 0.202 0 0.163 0
S8 0.227 6 0.096 8 0.758 3 0.070 3 0.247 4 0.152 1 0.300 8 0.0310 0.101 0 0.2212
S9 0.047 1 0.000 0 0.639 8 0.029 6 0.036 7 0.000 0 0.098 3 0.000 0 0.158 7 0.262 0
S10 0.000 0 0.0553 0.562 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.058 8 0.000 0 0.017 2 0.000 0 0.2504
S11 1.206 3 0.449 5 0.463 8 0.4143 0.2749 0.936 9 1.494 2 0.471 6 0.4329 0.029 1
S12 1.358 7 0.493 3 0.3690 0.462 4 0.430 7 1.086 0 1.399 7 0.3993 0.216 4 0.046 6
S13 1.428 3 0.5325 0.270 8 0.3921 0.1650 0.828 4 1.756 0 0.437 1 0.497 8 0.017 5
S14 1.500 0 0.6570 0.1523 0.492 0 0.3116 1.034 7 1.6217 0.506 0 0.324 7 0.000 0
S15 1.2815 0.574 0 0.277 6 0.436 5 0.1375 0.977 5 1.2011 0.361 4 0.187 6 0.058 2
S16 0.893 6 0.564 8 0.000 0 0.362 5 0.2199 0.881 2 1.304 4 0.323 6 0.548 3 0.069 9

Hiff 5 IF BHAERE AR B BRABRE A, 2 FEURH 96 4 s
S VR 8 A B OF BEARRE A 1 BE B (D)) A 7 B
REEARIEE (D). 4R NES.

2.3.3 GRAHEMAEHIEAAEL LI BT A
Hh 16 #HLAIRE & B B B R AR 2 =, T 1% A

®8 HILMIERD D,

Table 8 D;"and D; of each evaluation index

i D/ D;

s1 1.9713 1.336 8
S2 1.773 5 1.859.0
83 1.634'5 1.735 6
sS4 1.648 6 1.806 7
85 1.639 0 1.733 5
S6 1.841 0 1.483 4
87 24548 0.844 8
S8 24511 0.936 0
89 28110 0.7192
810 29168 0.620 8
S11 1.089 0 23750
812 1.165 3 24437
813 1.229 0 2.605 2
S14 1.292 9 2.665 7
815 1.3919 2.196 7
816 1.636 1 2.045 8

A TN 16 HELH L A 10 Fh a7 75 12 R 4 H i
IThRUEAL AEFE , 55 ) W2 9.,

234 GRAHXKECRHEMITHE GRAVFM ZH
IRk BE B A 6 O K FE R R IR W FL 0 B (A (1)
FH OG5 AH R G B R AR Bk K, 7= o o B R AR .
G 10 FP R 4> B RN IE M fR AR, R 9 W]
MR 2 2% 7 5K IR N 3.316 0.0.455 0.0.777 0+
0.318 0.0.111 0.1.7340.4.322 0.0.299 0.0.149 0.
0.094 0, iz % Z % [7 5K X 4 1.978 0. 0.170 0+
0.375 0.0.185 0.0.050 0.1.013 0.2.518 0.0.152 0
0.070 0 1 0.049 0. 4 5l 4% AH 2¢ 2 Vi 5 %
MR ITHY TR &EZSHTFH KB R
B HEPE M 0 GO T T B S T B OC Bk
JE (R 7 VAN X AR F I 22 2 % )7 41 I %
BCREE (R, 45 R IR 10,

2.3.5 ET KRBT S TOPSIS fl A B X
i R 2 25 7 31 IR B B 8 A o Bk B2 3t A7 e N 2 A A
B IR A TE N AL S R RV I (4 d)
RIS (royr ) o 24 d7 A, (B BRK, FF SRR 3T
HARREA s ] 2 N8R . b TE B A9 1k 5 1 RR PG BE 25
MR B E, W AKX Er=ad;+Br,, E.=a
di+pr. 58, HAa=p=0.5"Y, E{E T FE
55 AR A IR 08 I R B L B ER K, B R R
B 7R 5 AR R A I B R BOR, B
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Table 9 Results of raw data normalization
EY—— Ey— o -

W B EUAE AR Zﬁgi i”fﬁ ﬁigf Zé?ﬁgf W pASE R
S1 0.964 3 1.058 5 1.091 1 0.956 5 1.044 4 0.934 6 0.857 1 0.831 8 1.0102 0914 4
S2 0.887 5 0.999 7 1.374 0 0.8710 1.3325 1.0342 09251 0.964 4 1.163 0 0.986 9
S3 0.9852 0.826 5 1.244 9 09117 1.200 5 0.904 6 0.984 5 0.923 2 1.146 0 1.0450
S4 0.951 4 0.9409 1.298 0 0.936 1 1.284 5 0.955 8 0.954 2 0.996 3 1.2394 1.074 0
S5 0.940 0 0.8004 1.156 5 0.9809 1.248 5 0.877 5 1.041 6 1.042 0 1.264 9 1.103 0
S6 0.980 3 0.7318 1.094 6 0.862 8 1.092 4 0.8159 0.987 4 0.850 1 1.095 1 0.986 9
S7 0.8320 0.793 9 0.947 8 0.777 4 1.008 4 0.903 8 0.811 2 0.754 1 0.8319 1.117 6
S8 0.829 0 0.692 6 1.0592 0.8303 0.924 4 0.8159 0.8315 0.735 8 0.713 1 1.262 7
S9 0.767 8 0.5554 0.997 3 0.7855 0.648 3 0.742 0 0.770 4 0.694 7 0.781 0 1.364 3
S10 0.751 8 0.633 8 0.956 7 0.753 0 0.600 2 0.770 5 0.740 7 0.717 6 0.594 2 1.3353
S11 1.160 8 1.192 4 0.905 4 1.208 8 0.960 4 1.197 5 1.192 2 1.320 8 1.103 6 0.783 7
S12 1.212'5 1.254 5 0.8559 1.2617 1.164 5 1.270 1 1.163 6 1.2249 0.848 9 0.8273
S13 1.236 1 1.3100 0.804 6 1.184 4 0.8163 1.144 8 1.271 3 1.2751 1.180 0 0.754 7
S14 1.260 4 1.486 4 0.742 7 1.294 3 1.008 4 1.2451 1.230 7 1.366 5 0.976 2 0.711 2
S15 1.186 3 1.368 8 0.808 1 1.2332 0.780 3 1.2173 1.103 6 1.174 6 0.8149 0.856 3
S16 1.054 8 1.3558 0.663 1 1.1518 0.888 4 1.170 4 1.134 8 1.124 3 1.2394 0.8853

R0 16HRFEFE RSN RESEFIIXEKE
Table 10 Optimal reference sequence and worst reference

sequence correlation degree of 16 batches of V. officinalis

Gi T R, R,
S1 04750 0.554 8
S2 0.5933 0.5059
S3 0.5352 0.5150
S4 0.589 7 0.486 1
S5 0.574 6 0.496 2
S6 0.4779 0.576 8
S7 0.424 8 0.665 7
S8 0.434 4 0.684 8
S9 04277 0.810 8
S10 0.408 5 0.858 6
S11 0.648 9 0.4579
S12 0.673 3 0.4557
S13 0.676 0 0.479 8
S14 0.754 2 0.478 6
S15 0.607 4 0.496 1
S16 0.607 6 0.500 5

mj
HH

g

~

R T SPNIN U Y e
AR K T AR . IR A R,
B SRR BE () 3R 5, 8 B
REHEATHET o 9, B0 S0P R BT . 450
L1,

11BN 16 HLARELRE i AR T FE A 0.279 2~
0.666 5, H1 I B UL, AN [A] 7 M 251 55 K o T & A7 7E
02, o RE L S11~ S16 A X I 3T P A
Wi iE it 0.6, H 2 B AT S AL . S1~S6 Ff
ol PR X5 I AT P E 0.46~0.57 , HE & e .
A4 AL UCRE SRR R i B < 0.37, HE 4
EY =8
3 i

FE /T WIFUR 366 HPLC RS HE4T T %52 A
MBI R G (L ME-0.02% W R 1A TR« £ 15 -0.05% 1
PRV~ LG -0.1% BEBRVE WO AR T AR 7 o 45
R IR ONE-0.05% BRI WS AT I, BT 3 (i & h
T I KB %, [ I i 2 AR P AR L & B T )
R K. IR 735 % 52 T AR BUE 51 (30% &
B . 70% £ BE 30% FHE AT 70% FF D AR ] (30,
45,60 min) (R A R IUT 20 L5628 BT 10 M5
P 173 £ 1 U = B2 S5 DR 3%, R I 70% FH e e 7 42 B
45 min 15 2| 1 LR 5 S A BRI
5 10 AN F8 bR B 43 1R W6 T AR R 85 K, R AR g 48 3
T i 1) % B R A T

A S5 ) HPLC ¥4 [R) B A2 U 1 16 k451 2
PR AR R R =g L LB = L&
IR ol N L N L e B M L R
1% B-4 155 R RE SR 7 1, 45 A R 7= Hb 1 41 5 =

b TR ZE R ALK o AR BN (A7 1 1) 45 o R
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Table 11 Results of &, ,d; ,r;,r,,E; ,E; ,y of 16 batches of V. officinalis
i d’ d; T T E; E; % Hey
S1 0.675 8 0.5015 0.629 8 0.646 2 0.5657 0.6610 0.461 2 12
S2 0.608 0 0.697 4 0.786 7 0.5892 0.742 1 0.598 6 0.5535 8
S3 0.560 4 0.6511 0.709 6 0.599 8 0.680 4 0.580 1 0.539 8 10
S4 0.5652 0.677 8 0.7819 0.566 2 0.729 9 0.5657 0.563 4 7
S5 0.5619 0.650 3 0.761 9 0.5779 0.706 1 0.569 9 0.553 4 9
S6 0.6312 0.556 5 0.633 7 0.671 8 0.5951 0.6515 0.477 4 11
S7 0.841 6 0.316 9 0.563 2 0.7753 0.440 1 0.808 5 0.352'5 14
S8 0.840 3 0.3511 0.576 0 0.797 6 0.463 6 0.8190 0.3615 13
S9 0.963 7 0.269 8 0.567 1 0.944 3 04185 0.9540 0.304 9 15
S10 1.000 0 0.2329 0.541 6 1.000 0 0.3873 1.000 0 0.2792 16
S11 0.373 4 0.890 9 0.860 4 0.5333 0.8757 0.453 4 0.658 9 3
S12 0.3995 09167 0.8927 0.5307 0.904 7 0.465 1 0.660 5 2
S13 0.4214 0.9773 0.896 3 0.558 8 0.936 8 0.490 1 0.656 5 4
S14 0.4433 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.557 4 1.000 0 0.500 4 0.666 5 1
S15 0.477 2 0.824 1 0.805 4 0.577 8 0.814 8 0.5275 0.607 0 5
S16 0.560 9 0.767 5 0.805 6 0.5829 0.786 6 0.5719 0.579 0 6
J¢ 1 T R AL I & A R A R AT (1): 28-30.

PCA F1 OPLS-DA, 45 B 16 JlL 245 5 0 S5 73y 3 40, A
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FERF T . I TOPSIS ¥ 5 GRA @& J5 16 #t 45
FRE R 6 W 3 FE AE 0.279 2~0.666 5, i 7n AN [F] 7
b 10 285055 o 2 S AR, WA R B 7 ) 4 e
A o B A CRE X T 54 0.579 0~0.666 5) o

AR S5 K A HPLC vk 45 & b 25 1 F & 2 oA
TOPSIS 1 GRA fif & £ R AN 7 16 #b A [\ 7= M
G R, BT @ L 2 44w B R R
G HETT, O 8B R I A BT R AR 4R
S %
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