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Discrimination of Cotidis Rhizoma from different habitats by support vector machine
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Abstract: Objective To establish the identification model based on support vector machine for distinguishing the origin of Cotidis
Rhizoma. Methods Collection of Cotidis Rhizoma samples from four habitats, quantification of the external characteristics
(including shape, smell, taste, etc.), and according to the current Pharmacopoeia method, determination of characteristic internal values
(including moisture, ash, alcohol extract, index composition epiberberine, coptisine, palmatine, berberine content, etc.); In the Matlab
7.0 platform data dimensionality reduction and fusion, to create the habitats for Cotidis Rhizoma for the discrimination among the
models. Results The separate analysis of each datum can not distinguish the habitats of Cotidis Rhizoma, while after the use of
support vector machine modeling, all superposition feature recognition rate reached 97.1%, which can accurately distinguish the
habitats of Cotidis Rhizoma; The internal and external feature of high recognition rate is a certain complementarity between each
feature subset, the difference of Cotidis Rhizoma from different habitats could be comprehensively identified. Conclusion The
identification model based on support vector machine and the distinction of producing habitats could provide the research ideas and
basis for the distinction among the habitats of Cotidis Rhizoma.
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1% Cotidis Rhizoma }3 B EEHEYI ¥1IE Coptis
chinensis Franch.. — M i{i%E C. deltoidea C. Y.
Cheng et Hsiao B{ 734 C. teeta Wall. [f T4,
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FOX4000 L7 5-"TRFGSU AL, & B3l
FE4% HS100 A1 aSOFTV12.3 #f, ik ] R vk B iy

M.O.S. 0-ASTREE %%;. Alpha M.O.S. [ 3hiEAE%
LS16. Alpha M.O.S. ASTREE II %/, ¥k B /R 1%
B #E A ) o Agilent 1200 w5 ROBAH (A HE1X (5 P
JGAE . DAD il s FEWLAE. A BhEEAEE ).
Chemstation (i T/Eu, SEEZHACRIEA R A
] ; Welchrom C g t4% 41 (250 mm X 4.6 mm, 5 pm);
Diamonsil (Hifs =A%) AilffE (250 mm X 4.6 mm,
5 um). Yiks K, BFE 0~150 mm, ¥5/% 0.02 mm,
RS R T B AT R A BS2008 BURS % HL KT,
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Table 1 Sample information of Cotidis Rhizoma
i SRR (A ] P
IR E 2014-05 SC1. SC2. SC3 SC1~SC10. CQ1~CQ10. HB1~HB7
Py 2014-05 SC4. SC5. SC6. SC7 FH Y )T A A H 200 IR B 2
VY 2014-05 SC8. SC9. SC10 AN TR B
AR 2014-05 CQl. CQ2. CQ3
AR 2014-05 CQ4. CQ5. CQ6. CQ7
AR 2014-05 CQ8. CQ9. CQ10
WAER)N 2014-05 HB1. HB2. HB3. HB4. HB5. HB6. HB7
Pl 2014-05 YNI. YN2. YN3. YN4 HE I SR

2 AEEER
2.1 MEBHFEERE
2.1 KAr BKSy ERRHIIE S (R E
Zii) 2010 FFERC—EEIE R Ky IR G> PR
ST B B s3I0 5 7 AT R I, REANEE
SE 3K, VECPRIME.

(D) AKGMETTE: BN 2~5 g, “FEiT
T 2 E E R ) e R R, R AR S
mm; FRAHR AL 10 mm; FEERE, 7
HEELE 100~105 CTHE S h, Ksmar, BET
HEesrh, A HI 30 min, KEEFRE, P4 LREET

W1 h, WEL, B R, S 2 KRR E TR 2
S 5 mg A1k MR R, THE AN
i Ak, SRR 2.

(2) BKAETrik: BN, W iE, ffife
Wit 2 S, WAEWSE, BEAH 2~3 g, BN
A 1 IR TR T, B e (HERf A 0.01 g,
RN, R REE, Roe AR, BT
i B2 42 500~600 C, Af 584 KA I 22 1H e it .
PR R A, PE AR R K 0 1 T A
iR WK 2.

(3) RV I s 7 vk B 2~4 g,
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R2 TRFHEEKS . BRDREZHEMNER n=3)

Table 2 Determination of moisture content, total ashes, and extracts in Cotidis Rhizoma from each habitat (n = 3)

Gii's KM% WK% BERMWN% | i KM% B % BEEWM% | HT K% WK% BERHY%
SC1  9.84 2.58 2910 |CQ2 873 2.29 28.84 |HB3  9.63 2.37 32.46
SC2  10.24 2.60 2864 |CQ3  8.93 2.31 2992  |HB4 948 2.43 30.99
SC3 1044 2.50 2999 | CQ4  9.03 2.33 2873 |HB5  9.40 1.95 27.84
Sc4 719 2.75 3198 | CQ5  9.62 2.17 27.83  |HB6 9.22 1.94 29.65
SC5 747 2.80 3118 |CQ6  9.22 2.12 29.74  |HB7  9.60 1.98 28.76
Sc6 727 2.89 3383  |CQ7 953 2.14 2805 |YNL 938 2.36 27.53
SC7 153 2.84 3265 |CQ8 879 2.20 2983  |YN2 9.63 2.44 27.94
SC8  10.17 2.50 2506 | CQY  8.94 2.34 3196 | YN3 946 2.39 29.39
SC9  10.48 2.45 2411 | CQI0  9.14 2.25 30.17 | YN4  9.50 2.35 28.73
SC10  10.49 2.50 2473 |HBL  9.54 237 33.28

CQl 846 2.20 2939  |HB2 936 2.36 32.04

FEMOE, B 100~250 mL [HETI T, R4
i 50~100 mL, %%, FCiis, & 1h)E, &
LRI B ARG, HHOREFE 1 he 804
i, WURHEIEH, %9, WMo R, HomANE
ORI, #5, TSR, K% e
W25 mL, B OTERREE RN ARG, 75K
W EZETET 105 CH3h, B T4 30
min, RHEERREE. RO AMES, LT85
s VSRR B ) BT o E . U 4
R 2,

2 Al 0L, P9I (SC1~SC10) FEER A+
IKOHE 7.19%~10.49%, B IKDAE 2.45%~2.89%,
T2 HIWIALE 24.11%~33.83%; HJK (CQ1~CQ10)
B R KIS AE 8.46% ~ 9.62% , s K4y AE
2.12%~2.34%, B HEPIAE 27.83%~31.96%; i
1t (HB1~HB7) B K37 9.22%~9.63%,
BIKDAE 1.94%~2.43%, B HWILE 27.84%~
33.28%;: = (YNI~YN4) #% R H /K4
9.38%~9.63%, KHE 2.35%~2.44%, BRI
1E 27.53%~~29.39% o 5 7= M B 7K 33 KO3
i A e B B, EW i DL Eds ok
RERIF X 4325 7 H BT
2.1.2 fEbaEC e SRR EZ ) 2010 SRR
—HBEER IR, KA HPLC 76 % 7= Hh 3 3% 1)
AR Ay AT o« BEASFE S E 3 Ik, T
PRI

(1) X SR T £ s R R/ INBER O FE
W, REEPRE, 0 EE CS ERR /N EERL 90
ng/mL WL B,

2) PRI H % AR G 2
I 2102, KEEMOT, BERIEHOEMTD, K
TN B - AR R (100 1) VRS 50 mL, %€,
FRoE e, @A (D)% 250 W, 4% 40 kHz)
30 min, B4, FERRE SR, AN AR U8R ) 5T
i, fRA), JERL, RS EINEIER 2 mL, E 10 mL
s, IWEERZIE, Y, JEd, SRR,
HIFS

(3) MG RFEE: KB IERTR /N EERIN
M (p=90.4 pg/mL) 2. 4. 6. 8. 10. 20 pL
EANBAH A, $2 CPEZ580) 2010 AR5
ORI IS AR . DABTHFRR 3 (4D
TP, VSRR /NEEIRGIEFE B (O B AR bR
HIARAEM 2, 15772 4=2 407.5 C+16.124,
r=0.999 8, FRIR/INEEIHEFE AL 0.18~1.80 pg N
B RFLHELR.

(4) WsETE: F3 0RE 3 WREORT HE 7 5 A
MRS 10 uL, JFEANBAHEGRE, . DR
ZINEERROGT FE St PRV T AR R 0 R, 20 il o B/ N B
FE/NBERR . HOERIAE YT IR A R A
g 5 R /INBE AR €2 1 0 T AFDG R B B[] e o 25
oy FLARIEAT . S5 ILEE 3. AT DY )1 (SC1~SC10)
BRI TR NEEBAE 0.846 2%~0.995 3%, F{i%E
BRAE 1.658 3%~1.802 7%, ELILVTHE 1.473 7%~
1.685 8%, /INEEBRAE 5.602 5%~6.479 8%; HEJK
(CQ1~CQI10) HIER R /INEEBAE 0.807 2%~
0.880 2%, FHEBLLE 1.341 5%~1.578 3%, EIVT
7E 1.468 2%~1.542 9%, /NEEGRAE 5.682 4%~
5.978 5%:; Wdt (HB1~HB7) ST/ NEE
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Table 3 Determination of alkaloids in Cotidis Rhizoma from each habitat (n = 3)

Wis RNEER/%  BOERU%  ELIT/%  NEER% | gns RANEER%  EEM/Y%  EOVT/% NEERY%
SC1 0.967 3 1.658 3 1.567 2 59968 | CQ7 0.859 5 1.578 3 1.5247 57263
SC2 0.995 3 1.719 1 1.605 3 6.1428 | CQ8 0.8427 13415 1.489 5 57329
SC3 0.969 3 1.705 8 1.6858 6.0932 | CQ9 0.8273 13528 1.507 3 5.6832
SC4 0.894 3 1.754 7 1.5958 6.4798 | CQ10 0.807 2 13752 1.5429 5.803 4
SC5 0.886 5 1.6755 1.536 7 63764 | HB1 0.853 9 1.533 8 1.396 7 5.958 7
SC6 0.8779 1.693 8 1.600 4 6.1969 | HB2 0.863 4 1.5575 1.389 4 6.183 7
SC7 0.904 5 1.7289 1.5842 6.4180 | HB3 0.8753 1.5572 1.4557 6.0729
SC8 0.846 2 1.764 4 1.473 7 5.6025 | HB4 0.884 9 1.499 3 1.426 8 5.903 8
SC9 0.8529 1.802 7 1.5382 5.8329 | HB5 0.879 3 1.5248 13879 5.876 1
SC10 0.874 5 1.780 3 1.499 3 59361 | HB6 0.8656 1.563 2 13956 5.9952
CQl 0.844 2 1.505 3 1.468 2 59785 | HB7 0.861 7 1.5342 1.436 5 5.803 8
CcQ2 0.8739 1.563 6 1.495 7 57924 | YNI 0.8243 1.376 5 1.436 1 5.810 4
CcQ3 0.880 2 1.5582 1.501 7 57366 | YN2 0.817 8 1.3889 1.486 2 5.892 6
CQ4 0.847 1 1.498 4 1.5233 58731 | YN3 0.8317 1.4572 1.458 2 5.903 1
CQ5 0.852 1 1.505 8 1.504 2 56824 | YN4 0.824 3 13765 1.436 1 5.810 4
CQ6 0.876 4 1.5239 1.483 9 59236

BlAE 0.853 9%~0.884 9%, HIERHA 1.499 3%~
1.563 2%, EILVTHE 1.387 9%~1.455 7%, /INEED
7E 5.803 8%~6.183 7%; =/ (YN1~YN4) i
WP T INBEDRAE 0.817 8%~0.831 7%, HEIEHAE
1.376 5%~1.457 2%, LY THE 1.436 1%~1.486 2%,
INEEBRAE 5.810 4%~5.903 1%. #7715 B H
IR o I e B AR B S, B AT DAL
AR BRI X 53 25 7= M S
2.2 SMEBFFAE(EIREN
221 AMIPRRINE IR AR RS AR NSRS R
W, BRI X S HOER O = . 7B DAL S0 3
fii b, BE— 0 RN/ AR RIS 4L
=4

PGB ME KR K SRR, FA
FEAEL 50 4y, W favhE-FIE. g5 W% 4. 1Y
JII (SC1~SC10) #IEKSESE 22.95~53.83 mm,
W ELE 4.05~8.52 mm, JEEAE 2.76~3.93 mm;
IR (CQ1I~CQI10) #EKELE 18.58~33.16 mm,
B JEAE 4.92~7.17 mm, JEELE 1.96~3.61 mm; b
Jt (HB1~HB7) BIEKELE 14.97~29.54 mm, 5
JE1E 4.86~7.64 mm, JEJEAE 2.78~4.82 mm; 7
(YN1~YN4) BIEKJELE 25.61~42.88 mm, 55 )E
7F 5.36~8.33 mm, JERI{E 2.17~3.44 mm. 5/~ Hh
TR A e F A S, BT L AL
PEATIAR BRI 43 7= M O R

FRFEHEERFIKE. TEREERNER (n=50)

Table 4 Length, width, and thickness of Cotidis Rhizoma pieces from each habitat (n = 50)

iy KEmm %EE/mm EE/mm | Y KEmm EE/mm EE/mm | Y KE/mm  5EE/mm 5 /mm
SC1 42.11 7.46 3.53 CQ2 27.52 5.75 2.72 HB3 17.68 5.02 2.78
SC2 53.83 8.03 3.60 CQ3 31.07 5.91 2.81 HB4 21.07 6.25 4.82
SC3 24.98 4.94 2.87 CQ4 18.85 6.76 1.96 HBS 25.12 4.99 4.27
SC4 22.95 4.05 2.86 CQ5 18.58 5.14 2.61 HB6 19.85 5.06 3.85
SC5 27.54 6.24 2.76 CQ6 29.04 7.17 3.19 HB7 14.97 4.86 2.99
SC6 31.56 6.92 3.17 CQ7 14.25 4.92 2.03 YNI1 25.61 6.16 2.75
SC7 36.01 7.63 3.21 CQ8 33.16 6.67 3.61 YN2 42.88 8.33 3.44
SC8 28.85 6.07 3.07 CQ9 25.54 5.02 3.42 YN3 37.25 7.84 3.12
SC9 47.58 8.52 3.93 CQ10 23.78 6.43 3.01 YN4 26.82 5.36 2.17
SC10 3791 7.55 3.24 HB1 27.62 7.64 3.55

CQl 20.31 7.03 2.14 HB2 29.54 6.95 4.23




¢ £ % Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs 28 46 % 25 21 ] 20154 11 B - 3177 -
222 AURTERRINE LY2/LG &g Itha i WA 5o Hop At Jais Jsthn Al

() L SRR BUESE, $TRd

3 S0 R E AR TTIER R 1.0 g BT 20 mL Tk
R, TRASHERE, SPATIE 3 kTP, st

BEH 18 AN BAEERAY, 750 LY2/LG. LY2/G.
LY2/AA. LY2/GH. LY2/gCTL. LY2/gCT. T30/1.
P10/1. P10/2. P40/1. P70/2. PA/2. P30/1. P40/2.
P30/2. T40/2. T40/1. TA/2, RNILEEMFEMRE 18
A (F 1| ARAG RIS EARE N 1 4ERpIEq, 3L
A 18 HEFFEAED . HUHRAE 12050 SLHLL 1208
A S B R AR e N AR R St A &% b 0%

x5 BEMBEERTS

S REL, AR EEGR .
(2) W ERERIESSE: BUETOE, M,
i 3 50, K ARER K 1.0 g T 250 mL HEFEIE
Tn7K 80 mL, 24 30 min, JIFAFIA 1 h, A, €
ik, HOIEWE 20 mL, JIZKAEZRE 100 mL, 0P,
WSS 7 MIRPUBALIREE, 25h ZZ. AB.
GA. BB. CA. DA. JE, KILEMEEMNA 7 4150
P CRF 1 MRABES BRI R | iR b, JEH 7
YERFIEAED o 457 HhTH0E 27 AR AR IR ﬁ“%ﬁﬁ)ﬁ% 5.
FLRAL A AR HE 5 2R AL, SR AR AS T

(LY2/LG) FEF& (ZZ) [RIEEIE

Table 5 Primary data of Cotidis Rhizoma from each habitat by EN (LY2/LG) and ET (ZZ)

G5 LY2/LG Y4
SC1 0.033 383 158 943 697 3 1 875.028 371 428 57
SC2 0.035 696 073 431 9223 1 873.444 757 142 86
SC3 0.037 678 207 739 308 7 1 872.093 600 000 00
SC4 0.038 384 845 463 610 3 1 870.437 342 857 14
SC5 0.038 617 886 178 861 7 1 868.185 414 285 71
SC6 0.040 567 951 318459 7 1 865.003 657 142 86
SC7 0.040 485 829 959 5152 1 862.940 600 000 00
SC8 0.026 500 000 000 001 6 1 856.199 342 857 14
SC9 0.024 860 476 915 271 9 1 855.632 728 571 43
SC10 0.027 327 935222 675 1 1 853.787 600 000 00
CQ1 0.030 515257 628 814 7 1 840.101 685 714 29
CQ2 0.030 364 372 469 638 5 1 838.736 000 000 00
CQ3 0.032 290 615 539 858 7 1 835.757 642 857 14
CQ4 0.033 7531 486 146 094 1 833.142 500 000 00
CQ5 0.037 0741 482 965 946 1 841.263 971 428 57
CQ6 0.036 924 633 282 751 6 1 839.491 485 714 29
M RAR R B e, JER AT &

A3 HT (PCAD ZEk 244t 87755041, PCl. PC2

G5 LY2/LG Y4
CQ7 0.037 279 596 977 331 2 1 836.019 157 142 86
CQs8 0.063 668 519 454 271 3 1 827.374 657 142 86
CQ9 0.069 437 404 967 055 1 1 824.120 257 142 86
CQ10 0.070 095 814 422 590 8 1822.623 814 28571
HB1 0.048 719 236 564 539 7 1 827.505 414 285 71
HB2 0.052 578 361 981 800 5 1 825.137 257 142 86
HB3 0.055 919 395 465 996 8 1 825.398 771 428 57
HB4 0.054 718 875 502 007 4 1 819.587 342 857 14
HB5 0.050 403 225 806 451 1 1 829.190 728 571 43
HB6 0.053 725291 434 367 3 1 828.101 085 714 29
HB7 0.056 088 933 804 953 8 1 826.662 757 142 86
YNI1 0.064 974 619 289 340 1 1 841.598 128 571 43
YN2 0.068 228 105 906 313 6 1 838.300 142 857 14
YN3 0.069 331 983 805 667 9 1 836.106 328 571 43
YN4 0.072 791 164 658 633 2 1 833.098 914 285 71

(K122 >0 NG, B 28t Ol 2N BOEREAT

)@t . A5 Toolbox: LSSVMIabvl 8 #4

I PC3 =3 ROTHR R AN K 82.1%( X 43 JE kA il e,
—EKT 90%H —EIX 73D, XA,
23 EFIHFEENHEEMESSLE
231 WAMBEERRIRES O T ORIFREA AR
FSIZIG R 2 U, ASSIGHEA DR 31 AN R K53
-éféj\ MR Y. RANBER. SOER. BT
T NBEBT L HL T 4N SRR A s R 18
‘Z’E%ﬁﬂﬁ?@ﬁ%ﬁ USERIEZ RS S T 6/ TN
TEIE L RS 3 YEANETIE RS ﬁ?ﬁ&ﬁlﬁﬁﬁi , BEAS
TOEFEALG R 35 4EHRAE, BRIRFIERERE R 31X
35, FPOEFRE ol D e S FF AL (LSSVMD

PEREAT B dlm A B

232 BT EE O T ERAN R 1
FENIIANE), RS JE BT T IH— 4,
JEMEEME 2T -1, 1] H— iRk y=
(Vimax — Ymin) X (X~ Xmin)/ (Xmax —Xmin) T Vmins 3 Hx A
FEARRE TS, y ZomH R LR

233 Sgmai R ANHRET, BENLIEE 7 RER
A 50%1E RN ZRAE, TSR 50%AE Ak .
SEIILTEIT T 100 K. PIEAF RIS R A 6. W]
DUt AR R AE 5SROI SR B R 5+
Horr, W5 R A SRR AE U R s, PR AT Bk
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Table 6 Recognition rates with different characteristic subset (numbers in brackets are standard values)

ok —— WU E/%
:
- HLT 5 P T R Gk Py Ha Geit b A A
LSSVM  linear 62.2 (11.9%) 93.2 (9.8%) 91.6 (10.1%) 81.7 (9.4%) 97.1 (10.1%)
nonlinear 66.1 (13.6%) 92.6 (7.9%) 94.4 (7.6%) 77.7 (10.1%) 95.6 (7.5%)
£ 90%LA =, WX 2 FRAAESS R T i S S ) 2 2093-2098.
S R R X A B P R R [4] 2 3 FREGE, KIS, AE hRGUEIB R R
3 it Be R K ETT I R (1] R 2y, 2013, 44(22):
3095-3014.

BUAERT P X M AEAEEE R T 254, X0 (7™

e - . o NN 5] BHVCEL, XBE, XV, AL v SRR B R A
MBS D, BT e K b ) kB KB K, S EAHE R R

i N (1] PR B2 A A&, 2009, 29(11):

B8 A, B AR 28 () !

BRI LS o TR 7 HB X 73 22 R 4 [6] HEARWE. K THLAE UL ¥ o 24R4 5T ks U B AR R 5T

AR, (RS e A, ETERS. A [D]. 4tk WHIITE A, 2012,

WU, AL R T ST X A T 0 (71 XEGHr, 4EFe, 2k, S5 LT TR LK

o, HOB IR BCR VPO T ST [J]. " RE2h, 2013, 44(16):
WG 2 BRI 2R AT T ik 48, etk 2240-2245.

BRI Ko, x)=xTy, AFtkbmgnge (8 PR KIE BOML UL AR R
A Ko x)=exp(ey | x—x | %) 3355256 77 B) IRIERCA R [J]. HELZY, 2015, 46(6): 785-790.

i> Y] i J ° : P i EACN= =) . 3 —+=
Bt BTSRRI, At O ) 0TI FIERAAR [P
%%B@%i@?&ﬁﬁi%%%*%o éﬁé‘@*ﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ é]\/E [10] })6 1%’ ;‘(Ufur‘wj’ Ié'l' y’ % ij:%al,gji/{ﬂlgup%ﬁﬁﬁ

() F B PR St 3 2588, AR A% R [J]. 24, 2008, 39(10): 1441-1445.
HoanEm Iz v Re S IS IS FrUVERRT (1] EEE. SR LR SRS D). bt bt
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