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HPLC fingerprint of fruits of Gardenia Fructus based on cluster analysis and
principal component analysis

FU Xiao-mei, SUN Han, LIU Jing, PEI Jian-guo, WU Zhi-gui, HUANG Xiao
School of Pharmacy, Jiangxi University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Nanchang 330004, China

Abstract: Objective To establish an HPLC fingerprint method of Gardeniae Fructus which could provide the basis for its authenticity
identification and quality evaluation. Methods HPLC method was adopted to construct the fingerprint of Gardeniae Fructus and its main
confused species (G. jasminoides f. logicarpa and G. jasminoides var. grandiflora). HPLC-ESI-MS was applied to identify the common
peaks. The cluster analysis (CA) and principal component analysis (PCA) were used to classify the samples. Results The HPLC fingerprint
of Gardeniae Fructus was obtained with 17 common peaks, and 15 common peaks were identified using HPLC-ESI-MS. A total of 22
batches of the fruits of Gardenia were classified to Gardeniae Fructus, G. jasminoides Ellis f. logicarpa, and G. jasminoides var. grandiflora
by CA and PCA. Conclusion The establishment of HPLC fingerprint of Gardeniae Fructus and the application of chemical pattern
recognition can provide scientific basis for authenticity identification and quality control of Gardeniae Fructus.
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Table 1 Samples from different sources

T 2t 4 WA b gt e 1A]

Z1 e+ g2l L7 2007-05-21
72 Ha ¥ b VL7 2007-11-20
Z3 e+ L PG AT L PG AT A 2006-12-22
74 e+ L PG AT L PG AT A 2007-12-30
z5 ¥ it i 2007-12-02
Z6 ¥ IRANE:-$un LIRAE S 2007-12-21
z7 ¥ iRy WE K 2007-12-14
VA Mo ¥ YLV YLPGIE )1 2007-12-04
79 Ha ¥ Va4 L7 2007-12-03
710 e+ AR biiB] 2007-11-21
Z11 e+ FE {5 RA T {5 FE 2007-12-01
Z12 e+ it g~ ] 2007-11-29
Z13 ¥ MEEE MEEH 2007-12-01
Z14 W7 Il VL7 2007-12-07
Z15 ¥ i 2R A 2223 2007-11-20
716 Ha ¥ ITES T 2007-12-01
Z17 e+ TR 2R VAN 2007-12-06
718 e+ LGRZIMN 2 2007-12-09
719 IKHET TLPE 4 YLV 5 4 2007-12-12
720 IKHET JHEET e T 2007-12-17
Z21 KHEF 2N T i) 2007-12-10
722 KAWF Pl P9 5 2007-11-26
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RAEVEE]: 195~700 nm; K llY% K 238, 440 nm.
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2.2 tHEREEREHRNK
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Fig. 2 HPLC fingerprinting chromatograms of 22 batches
of samples
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Table 2 Normalization 17 common peak area of chromatographic fingerprint of 18 batches of Gardeniae Fructus

g U T AR

W1 g2 W3 M4 WS e U7 g8 WE9 WEI10 WEIL WE12 WEI3 14 1S WEle 1T
71 0.052 0.048 0.038 0.000 0.230 0.035 1.000 0.018 0.022 0.139 0.022 1.080 0.180 0.000 0.204 0.098 0.410
72 0.032 0.023 0.13 0.048 0.180 0.015 1.000 0.031 0.027 0.100 0.034 1.280 0.230 0.091 0.135 0.062 0.210
73 0.029 0.019 0.093 0.015 0.120 0.039 1.000 0.012 0.015 0.069 0.030 1.030 0.160 0.061 0.160 0.12 0.170
74 0.031 0.017 0.120 0.026 0.160 0.050 1.000 0.014 0.015 0.110 0.024 1.080 0.140 0.046 0.228 0.089 0.170
75 0.037 0.023 0.120 0.030 0.140 0.038 1.000 0.035 0.024 0.072 0.040 1.300 0.220 0.084 0.131 0.077 0.200
Z6 0.034 0.035 0.130 0.042 0.096 0.016 1.000 0.032 0.030 0.039 0.000 1.200 0.280 0.072 0.111 0.070 0.190
77 0.035 0.028 0.180 0.047 0.160 0.046 1.000 0.024 0.042 0.082 0.036 1.270 0.250 0.072 0.155 0.10 0.150
Z8 0.035 0.023 0.130 0.043 0.074 0.023 1.000 0.031 0.025 0.000 0.000 1.160 0.230 0.066 0.124 0.084 0.160
79 0.035 0.042 0.120 0.031 0.190 0.000 1.000 0.028 0.022 0.089 0.020 1.170 0.260 0.082 0.096 0.073 0.180
710 0.038 0.042 0.200 0.039 0.071 0.062 1.000 0.028 0.041 0.043 0.031 1.280 0.230 0.073 0.152 0.096 0.190
Z11 0.033 0.026 0.082 0.012 0.160 0.024 1.000 0.013 0.011 0.078 0.018 1.020 0.200 0.058 0.148 0.086 0.210
712 0.050 0.000 0.100 0.027 0.170 0.079 1.000 0.019 0.048 0.065 0.033 1.290 0.110 0.052 0.198 0.11 0.110
713 0.034 0.025 0.170 0.045 0.096 0.033 1.000 0.034 0.029 0.049 0.049 1.320 0.210 0.072 0.113 0.083 0.160
714 0.031 0.023 0.100 0.015 0.160 0.038 1.000 0.012 0.018 0.099 0.016 1.110 0.160 0.056 0.178 0.088 0.180
715 0.048 0.030 0.120 0.019 0.170 0.049 1.000 0.026 0.027 0.095 0.031 1.351 0.140 0.062 0.196 0.078 0.180
716 0.030 0.024 0.110 0.027 0.160 0.020 1.000 0.017 0.014 0.073 0.026 1.101 0.220 0.068 0.117 0.088 0.180
717 0.030 0.055 0.074 0.029 0.097 0.012 1.000 0.036 0.017 0.073 0.042 1.077 0.140 0.029 0.181 0.063 0.270
718 0.025 0.025 0.085 0.035 0.130 0.017 1.000 0.026 0.011 0.096 0.025 1.028 0.170 0.056 0.151 0.059 0.190
FH5 0.036 0.028 0.120 0.029 0.140 0.033 1.000 0.024 0.024 0.077 0.027 1.170 0.200 0.061 0.154 0.085 0.190
RSD/% 20.63 44.74 3329 45.66 29.76 59.60 0.00 34.17 43.60 40.92 48.57 9.67 24.08 34.56 2390 19.75 31.84

*F3 18HtIRFHME 17

BIERIEXR BT

Table 3 Relative retention time of 17 common peaks of chromatographic fingerprint of 18 batches of Gardeniae Fructus

. HES O B I 1)

gl WE2 W3 WE4 IS e W7 WES UE9 UE10 W11 12 WEI13 14 UE15 W16 £ 17
Z1 035 048 0.57 0.79 086 0.88 1.00 1.14 141 181 1.89 209 233 253 272 278 285
72 0.35 048 0.57 0.78 0.88 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 180 1.89 209 234 252 273 278 285
73 0.34 048 057 0.76 086 0.89 1.00 1.13 140 181 1.89 210 234 253 272 278 285
74 035 049 057 0.78 086 0.88 1.00 1.14 142 181 190 209 234 253 272 278 285
z5 0.35 048 0.57 0.78 0.87 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 181 1.89 209 234 253 272 277 285
76 035 048 0.58 0.78 0.86 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 1.81 1.89 209 234 252 272 278 286
z7 0.35 048 0.57 0.78 0.86 0.87 1.00 1.12 1.39 181 1.89 209 234 253 272 278 285
78 0.35 047 057 0.77 087 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 181 1.89 209 234 253 272 278 285
79 036 048 0.57 0.78 0.86 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 181 190 209 234 253 272 278 285
710 0.35 048 0.56 0.78 0.86 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 181 1.89 209 234 253 272 278 285
Z11 035 049 057 0.78 086 0.88 1.00 1.13 141 181 1.89 209 234 253 272 278 285
Z12 035 048 057 0.79 086 0.89 1.00 1.14 140 180 1.89 209 234 253 272 278 285
713 0.35 048 0.57 0.78 0.85 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 181 1.89 209 234 253 272 277 285
714 0.35 048 0.56 0.78 0.86 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 181 1.89 209 234 253 273 278 285
Z15 0.35 047 057 0.78 0.86 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 181 1.89 209 234 253 272 278 285
Z16 0.35 048 0.57 0.76 0.86 0.88 1.00 1.15 1.39 181 1.89 210 233 253 272 278 285
z17 034 048 0.55 0.78 0.86 0.88 1.00 1.13 140 181 1.89 209 234 253 272 278 285
718 036 0.46 0.57 0.78 086 0.89 1.00 1.13 140 1.81 1.89 2.09 234 253 272 278 286
RSD/% 1.39 1.41 1.09 1.01 0.72 0.54 0.00 0.57 048 0.18 0.17 0.15 0.14 0.13 0.12 0.12 0.11
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-1 17-Faeir-3 g d m
1-geniposidic  acid 2-deacetylasperulosidic acid methyl ester |
3-gardenoside 4-scandoside methyl ester 5-genipin-1-B-D-gentiobioside n -

6-chlorogenic acid  7-geniposide 8-unknown peak 9-unknown peak
10-6"-O-p-trans-coumaroylgenipin  11-4"-O-p-trans-coumaroylgenipin
12-crocin-1  13-5-O-caffeoyl-4-O-sinapoylquinic acid methyl ester
14-3 4-di-caffeoyl-5-(3-hydroxy-3-methyl)

15-crocin-2  16-1-cis-crocin-1

glutaroylquinic acid,
17-crocin-3

B3 tEFHiENEEETR
Fig. 3 Standard HPLC fingerprinting chromatogram of
Gardeniae Fructus

34 WEFLEAMIBLEENRGR LD

RAFEHT (cluster analysis, CA) XFREE
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P2 TR i, IRIEFEARR Z48hs R ED,
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AAVEBCR B G R, R — LU B0 FE S i 2 [ 4
PIREERIgH &, Plxseg it E/E vkl o8B K
P, SRR BRI R A N —2, MRER
[FIERA B —A N R, M IRERE B —
MNREVERAL, BHRIOEFTA IR EE T, M
JS A AR o

11

t/min
1 I|'||12
J,.\_ 15 16 1Z
j 12 15 16 f7
k 12
1 le
III IL A
m
16
n ]._7
2 23 24 25 26 27 28 29
t/min

av HESMBEIE by BB TIRIE
m. n-IEHET

a, i-LC-UV chromatogram monitored at 238 nm b, j-total ion current
(TIC)

cv dvoes fu gs hy ki I\

c,d,e, f, g h k, 1, m n-selected ion current

4 #&FH HPLC-DAD-ESI-MS 4347
Fig. 4 HPLC-DAD-ESI-MS analyses of Gardeniae Fructus

x4 RFBEREDRIEIENLEE
Table 4 Identification of components of Gardeniae Fructus in chromatogram by LC/DAD/MS

s HE A mlz Apax/M

1" e PR 419 [M+HCOO] 235

2" ORI e B 422 [M+NH,]" 238

3" F2E YTt 449 [M-+HCOO], 403 [M—H] ", 422 [M+NH,]" 238

4" XS R R O F S 449 [M+HCOO]” 238

5" I e PR RN £ 595 [M+HCOOT], 551 [M+H]", 568 [M+NH,]* 238

6" SRR 399 [M+HCOO], 353 [M—H]” 235,320

7" e 433 [M+HCOO]", 777 [2M-+H]", 406 [M+NH,4]" 238
10" X} B 5 8 P I RURE 741 [M+HCOO], 714 [M+NH,] 238, 320
11° 47375 SR8 e IR XU 714 [M+NH,]*, 719 [M—+Na]" 232,316
12 PHA e -1 994 [M+NH,]", 999 [M+Na]", 675 [M+Na—324]" 316, 440
13" S-WHERE-4-FF 7 1 28 TR B 659 [M—H]", 678 [M+NH,]" 235,328
147 3,4-ZUNERE-S-CR L) R EEE TR 559 [M—H] 232,328
15" LA -2 832 [M-+NH,]", 837 [M-+Na]", 859 [M+HCOO] 325, 440
16 1-If-PE 20 A8 -1 1021 [M+HCOO] ", 994 [M+NH,]" 325, 440
17" PELLAETHE-3 670 [M+NH,]", 675 [M+Na]*, 697 [M+HCOO] 328, 440

R R

“identified by the standards
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Table 5 Data of normalization peak area of 17 peaks of G. jasminoides f. logicarpa and G. jasminoides var. grandiflora

o X U T AR
el ug2 183 g4 UES5  UE6 U&7 U8 I£9 IE10 11 U£12 1E13 g 14 IE15 UE16 g 17
Z19 0.037 0.069 0.097 0.040 0.064 0.006 1.000 0.027 0.013 0.027 0.020 1.00 0.136 0.042 0.101 0.096 0.160
Z20 0.035 0.042 0.113 0.040 0.052 0.013 1.000 0.033 0.013 0.000 0.000 1.092 0.084 0.028 0.099 0.099 0.154
Z21 0.029 0.000 0.127 0.023 0.149 0.041 1.000 0.012 0.000 0.068 0.013 1.090 0.124 0.040 0.178 0.090 0.085
Z22 0.031 0.050 0.046 0.011 0.103 0.000 1.000 0.018 0.012 0.056 0.000 0.819 0.166 0.040 0.153 0.060 0.269
Fz6 IKIET. KRLETH 17 MFAEIERIFE TR EBRTE]
Table 6 Relative retention time of 17 peaks of G. jasminoides f. logicarpa and G. jasminoides var. grandiflora
. AEXF R B I ]
1 g2 B3 g4 UES UE6 UET UES UE9 UEI10 UEI11 V12 13 UE14 U 15 1R 16 UE 17
Z19 035 048 058 0.78 086 090 1.00 1.13 140 181 188 209 234 252 272 280 2.85
Z20 036 048 057 078 086 090 1.00 1.13 141 181 189 210 234 253 272 280 2.85
Z21 035 049 057 078 086 090 1.00 112 140 181 189 209 233 253 273 280 2.85
Z22 035 048 057 078 087 09 1.00 113 140 182 189 209 234 253 272 280 2.84
?JT'EIJFE
5 JE SRR _ LisR
. T ERR T2 iy gete-a )’
A1 Kt i KIET
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 20 22 24 26 28 30
t/min t/min
E5 HFS5KIEFHSIREEIEERLR
Fig. 5 Comparison on fingerprint chromatograms of G. jasminoides and G. jasminoides f. logicarpa
Eﬁéﬂfﬁ
% btk im i =54 BT
| e KLLFET
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t/min t/min

6 HRFESARLAEFHSIRBEIEELLE

Fig. 6 Comparison on fingerprint chromatograms of G. jasminoides and G. jasminoides var. grandiflora
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Fig. 7 Cluster analysis of 22 batches of Gardeniae Fructus

U, ANITIE B FE AR FA R A B R I AR
i FRYRAUEINE Ty ik ar 22 RSN HPLC
@Ik, KM A SR INE: (DADD, it
AMEGRIETE PR (200~700 nm) 1SR IO
W] LR il e F) DR B N 18] D9 58 PR b, DA
mAE RIS, AR F AR, Gt & ok
e YD T £ B B (] FLAR U TR A o 18R 3K T 5,
W B KT 0.05, WEEIRT 5 Eikg, 255 %Ok
WA YT R T £ B B ] R 58 SRR SR A 2 T 22 HibRE
) 32 ANMRFIEIEE CR-ECRE il bR O B I (] 22
5t FOVFAE 1%JE ), 12 MVSP3.1 (Multi-Variate
Statistical Package) A, X FiR[r) 22 X32 ik
PEFEREEAT PCA, S2RATE, MR 7 P, i3 AE
J5 B BRARDTHREE ATIA 79.519%, T 4 /> F 1 5
MATTBRZ W] IA 88.957%, it B 5| AT 4 > E K

&7 PCAMYHEME. FEE. BHRME
Table 7 Eigenvalues, contribution rate and accumulating

contribution rate of PCA

ERGy  RHEHE TR/ % SBUTTHRER /%
1 35.571 39.576 39.576
2 24.755 27.543 67.119
3 11.145 12.400 79.519
4 8.484 9.439 88.957

53 BRI AR i 88% LA L M5 8., TE B 1Z 20 4040
AR M B vT LMKYE, 1&H T PCA. B—E 0
B TTRR RN 39.576%, 5 ~FE WA TR E N
27.543%, W& 8. WKAEEEMFEAKIFF 7 (PCA case
scores) FTEMT 22 MEARM A . MIE 8 AT EL
FH, 22 MEARTT N AL By C 34X, Hf A
XOAME T ZMEEAR, B X ANKETZMEEA, C X
NKLHNEFEMFEAR . Z1 R A5 2 M (I 4E
T, ABEBEAR.

RLtE, 3 MEGM I R AR B4 R PCA 45
BREU, WRRBE T KT KO T4
XAFFK, 1 H A X 7 55 e T 254

357

Axis 2

8 MRTFEAME PCA HTHE
Fig. 8 PCA plot of Gardeniae Fructus
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