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Determination of multi-marker components and HPLC fingerprint for quality
evaluation of multiple stems Paris polyphylla var. yunnanenesis
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Abstract: Objective HPLC was used to determine the content of the polyphyllins VII, H, VI, IL, III, I, and V in the rhizomes of
multiple stems Paris polyphylla var. yunnanenesis from different places of origin, establishing HPLC fingerprint and comparative
analysis HPLC fingerprint between multiple stems P. polyphylla var. yunnanenesis and P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis. Methods
HPLC was performed on the column of Thermore C;3 with mobile phase of acetonitrile-water gradient at the flow rate of 1 mL/min;
The detection wave-length was 203 nm, column temperature was 30 °C, and volume was 10 pL; Content of multiple stems P,
polyphylla var. yunnanenesis. was measured by external standard and quantitative analysis of multi-components (QAMS), and
one-way ANOVA was used to explore its content difference. The HPLC fingerprint of rhizome from multiple stems P. polyphylla var.
yunnanenesis was established and compared with that of rhizome from P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis. Results The determination
results of 10 batches of thizome of multiple stems P. polyphylla var. yunnanenesls showed a good linear relationship in the linear
range (> 0.999 7), with an average recovery of 98.34%—99.34% and RSD = 1.00%. There was a significant difference (P < 0.05)
or highly significant difference (P < 0.01) about content of polyphyllins VII, H, VL, IL, I, I, and V among different places of origin in
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the rhizomes of multiple stems P. polyphylla var. yunnanenesis, the total content of polyphyllins (I+ IT + VI + VII)% ranging from

1.239%—6.236%, which was significantly higher than 0.60% of the quality control standard of Paridis Rhizoma prescribed by

Chinese Pharmacopoeia. No significant difference was observed between the results of external standard and quantitative analysis of

multi-components methods. The HPLC fingerprint similarity evaluation results showed that there were 12 common fingerprint peaks

between multiple stems P. polyphylla var. yunnanenesis and P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis, and with the high similarity of HPLC

fingerprints. Conclusion The method was simple, accurate and reproducible, and can be used for the determination of polyphyllins

VIL H, VL I, II1, I, and V in multiple stems of P. polyphylla var. yunnanenesis, total content of polyphyllins (I +II + VI + VII)% in

multiple stems of P. polyphylla var. yunnanenesis was relatively higher and HPLC fingerprints of rhizome of multiple stems P,

polyphylla var. yunnanenesis and P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis from different places of origin also have high similarity.

Key words: multiple stems Paris polyphylla Smith var. yunnanenesis. (Franch.) Hand. -Mazz.; polyphyllin VII; polyphyllin H;

polyphyllin VI; polyphyllin II; polyphyllin III; polyphyllin I; polyphyllin V; high performance liquid chromatography; HPLC

fingerprint; One-way ANOVA
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Table 1 Information of multiple stems P. polyphylla var. yunnanenesis and P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis

M5 iELY)] HAL SRR for

S1 ZEEM EES HIRE % i N25.36°, E100.13°
S2 ZEEM EES PAYAIS N25.85°, E99.49°
S3 EZEN V- [TES KELERWr N25.45°, E100.07°
S4 ZEE [TES FERIEXR )N N26.00°, E100.50°
S5 EZEN V- [TES IR R N25.59°, E99.55°
S6 ZEEM EES 81|11 5% N26.26°, E99.36°
S7 ZEEM EES THIR A1 N25.15°, E99.59°
S8 ZEEM EES R SR AR N25.01°, E100.20°
S9 EZEN N~ W= Lo N25.07°, E100.06°
S10 Z K EM W= LA N25.10°, E100.19°
Al EEM [TES KT N25.27°, E99.32°
A2 EEMS EES KEEH N25.47°, E100.07°
A3 EEM EES KHEWR N25.36°, E100.16°
A4 EEM EE THIE R N25.59°, E99.55°
A5 HE = RE A N25.35°, E100.18°
A6 T % IFE [ =) N26.14°, E100.10°
A7 EE [TES Pl ESEsS N26.29°, E99.47°
A8 EEM EE TR N25.20°, E100.29°
A9 EEM EE I SR AR N25.01°, E100.20°
Al0 EEMS EE 2L N25.13°, E100.18°
All T % W= LA N25.10°, E100.19°

2 Rk 60 min, JEIL, b0 75%LBEEREZIE, B4R

2.1 FEFER

2101 @i M A Thermore Cig (250 mm X
4.6 mm, 5um); WK (A -ZfF (B),
FEVEML, 0~8 min, 20%~40% B; 8~39 min, 40%~
44% B; 39~49 min, 44%~47% B; 49~52 min,

47%~60% B; 52~60 min, 60%~20% B; il
£ 203 nm; AR 30 C; AFAMRE | mL/min; BEFE
= 10 L.

2.1.2 FREEVERHIE SR E RS
H VII. H. VI 1L ILL 1. VAFIRE, B SmL &
e, I B R R IR E A, B R IR 4
WA 0.236. 0.238. 0.240. 0.650. 0.736. 0.660.

0.248 mg/mL X R S BEK, £ 4 CUKFEORAE&H

2.1.3 MRS AR, 1 100 H 7,
40 CHAFP TR EEE R, MERRZ MR
0.5g (Jigrz—HRF) T 10mL =M+,
N 75%Z. 8 4mL, T 60 C, 53 kHz #fEAFH 60
min, JEIT, JEHET 10 mL &iEF; HZH g
N 75% 0% 4 mL, JRESR, HIFESHGE S b

Hl VAR o

214 LREMESE 1E 2117 DiEig&N4T,

53 S XS B VR A K VS VR R 5, 49 3
FRfblg, O miEmsS Rm o @ R, LT,

ILE 1.

2,15 SMEXRRFEL KRG EREE “2.1.17 I
EREZAE TN, A BIHERE 1. 5. 10 15, 204 25 uL,
A E EAA R VIIL Hy VLG I 1L 1.V 5
i DB TR AR o LK HER it a4 A5 8 o e T AR g AT 4 e [
1, exfilbraEth 4, [REAI7E. RN CUEE
3 1 10 bRifEE ZE IR (LOD) Al &R (LOQ),
W 2.

2.1.6 EEEEREG HU “2.1.27 I rR A R R AR
fE “2.1.17 Bl T, BROGHFE 10 pL, #HEHE
FE 6 I, MABEMARL VIIL Ho VIL I, 1L 1.V
AU AR 4351 141,851 179.63+ 107.75+ 321.20
263.43. 257.55. 229.15, RSD 434 0.66%- 0.53%-
0.98%- 0.86%-. 0.85%. 0.65%. 0.70% (n=6), 4
AR UREHE RUT



)

Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs

HS0% F13H 20197 H *3181

A
| to
153 S 7
B
\ ’
| Y 6
s 6
0 797 1594 2391 3188 3986 4783 5580

t/min

I-HEEEH VIL 2-EHEH H O 3-HEREH VI 4-BEHEHE I
SSEMEREH I 6-EMEHT 7-EHEHV
I-polyphyllin ~ VII

2-polyphyllin  H 3-polyphyllin VI

4-polyphyllin II  5-polyphyllin III  6-polyphyllinI ~ 7-polyphyllin V
1 E#EF VIL H. VL 1L, 1L 1. VEEXERE A)
REEEHIRE (B) BiLE
Fig. 1 HPLC fingerprint of polyphyllins VII, H, VI, II, III,
I, V reference substances (A) and rhizome of multiple stems

P. polyphylla var. yunnanenesis (B)

2.1.7 HEMWRE RERIE—# (S FEa
6 1, % “2.1.37 W7 a4 6 4 (R fhg
W, 8 “2.1.17 BiEis &4 T, S REERE 10 uL,
g3 A 6 gy i i I R L R VILL H. VI
I, I 1. VTS e, A7 20 m AL 4
52N 90.53.17.73.44.68. 827.18.329.47. 603.30.
62.47; 1S RSD 7354 0.72%. 1.62%- 1.57%-
1.36%- 1.99%. 0.66%+ 1.17%, F* W5 LK E
SR

2.1.8 FEthitse  HUEbHSRIETR 1, E92.1.17
T EZAE T, SUGHFE 10 uL, 2 5I7E 04 4. 8.
12, 16+ 20. 24 h 3t ST AR E % 21
VII. H. VI, II. HI. 1. V 3H75E, E- 7
A8 91,764 18.27. 45.07. 829.49. 329.99.
599.89. 62.00; RSD 73514 1.16%- 1.54%- 1.48%.
1.96%. 1.03%-. 1.07%- 1.89%, %5HEFIIMIRMLE
TRAE 24 h P FRE PR

2 EHETE VIL H. VL. II. III. 1. VX BRicE#Z%. LoD 5 LOQ

Table 2 Calibration curves, LOD, and LOQ of seven reference substances

E b i r LR /g LOD/ng LOQ/ng
HEREE VI Y=278.13 X-+13.91 0.999 9 0.236~ 5.900 45.6 94.4
HEEHE H Y=320.76 X+24.539 0.999 9 0.238~ 5.950 37.8 95.2
BB VI Y=364.62 X+13.634 1.000 0 0.240~ 6.000 46.0 96.8
BRI Y=314.73 X—12246 1.000 0 0.650~16.250 97.5 110.5
BEEEF T Y=313.9 X+21.469 0.999 9 0.736~18.400 110.4 1325
HERE 1 Y=321.08 X+2.224 7 1.000 0 0.660~16.500 99.0 1122
HEREV Y=382.69 X+8.101 9 0.999 7 0.236~ 5.900 45.6 94.4

2.1.9 RS RSB 21 3[R — itk
(S FES, B2 0.1 g, D HIFEHE NN B R
VII0.152 4 mg. HEHEH HO0.186 3 mg. HEELH
VI10.080 8 mg. EEAEREFF I11.155 4 mg. BRI
111 0.300 8 mg. FEAEEH 10.687 6 mg. EEEH V
0.136 1 mg, % “2.1.37 W7kl & Bk i i,
MAAEMART VII. Hy VL. 1L 1L 1. VP40
FE [R50 510 A 98.34%.98.82%198.87%-99.22%
98.73%- 98.87%- 99.34%, RSD 437N 0.08%-
1.00%. 0.94%. 0.52%. 0.32%-. 0.36%- 0.25%.
22 MHEXRERF () iHE

PR SR ERRAE “2.1.17 W&, 25
HEFE 1. 5. 104 15, 20, 25 pL, ZHIE EEE
1 VII. H. VI, I 11, 1. VRS, PAE
PEREE VILW RSN S, MR EREEE H. VL
I, I, I. VXTREEE £ L3R 3.

Fi = fi=(A XCH(C XAy

A RS E s BB, C NS IRG s TREE, 4,
SO A X 5 4 VA TRTAR, C, ARl 43 o R 5 4 5
B
23 HmlE

W5 AR 7 b 22 25 AR 25 b AR R VL
H. VL. 1. I, 1. V & &, BRI 3 4
SPATSREG, FTASEUE A SPSS 17.0 itttk AT
K27 28T
2.4 HPLC BigiEsL
241 R tRE  HUE R Hh 2 2K AR
(SD, il B aidm, 25l %% 0. 2. 4. 6. 8.
10+ 12, 24 h 8% T A7 U (1R AE R DR B2 IR [A] F0AF of 0
R, THE1S 3 2 25 AR ZE AT R B ) RSD
BT 1.0%, FXTIETAR RSD /8T 3.0%, £
BHFEABTE 24 h WRGEPERITS
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Table 3 Results of relative correction factors

iﬁ**%“ﬂa fif%.”:’ﬁ VII/EREE H fité’.’:’ﬁ VII/EREEE VI fi%é.”:’ﬁ VII/EEET T fﬁ%t‘—gvu/i%’tﬁ[}[ fité.”:’ﬁvu/i%’.’:’gl fi%ét‘—ﬁ VI/EREE v

1 0.855 0.740 0.909 0.909 0.900 0.773

5 0.808 0.761 0.917 0.917 0.902 0.729
10 0.874 0.772 0.915 0.888 0.896 0.746
15 0.868 0.763 0.894 0.892 0.881 0.725
20 0.861 0.768 0.891 0.892 0.875 0.725
25 0.861 0.763 0.888 0.891 0.870 0.737
THME 0.854 0.761 0.902 0.898 0.887 0.739
RSD/% 2.750 1.480 1.440 1.290 1.520 2.490

242 REEERE  HUE 2 2K R
(SD), & HR S VER, LRI 6 Ik, HEH It
AV (AR o) U T AR AAFDO OR BR BNF (), THEAS 3 2 22
AR ZE AR ORI 1) RSD 4/ T 1.0%,  AHXT
TR RSD 21/ 2.8%, K UIMUBSHE B R IT,
243 HEMHKE  HUE 2 2 E SR
(SD), FRHEL 6 fy, il &AM, FHHR&EILAIE
PR o £ B B TR ARG U TR AR, 8T E B B AR =22
(PIAE N CR BE I (8] RSD $5/NT 0.5%, AHXS Ui AR
RSD /N T 3.0%, FKEVEMELZERLT.
2.4.4 HPLC fRatlilidr KA “2.1.17 TR K
RS, Bt ER ATA # RS T 25 ik e 4
BEFIBUE P RS0 (2004A Fi), AER7iE N
A%, WA 58 N 0.1 min, X% E () HPLC i
HATZ BRRIE, HBWULHES, ESIAFE 2 K E
L EMMRZE HPLC fra it .
25 Gitoth

K /N B3 72 AT O =, B DA
x ts EiNo
3 ZR55H
3 FEFAMZZEEERRZFTEZZTERSSELL
B

ANFEFEH 2 ZE B AR ZE T VILL H, VI L 1.
I. V & (hEZGH) 2015 FERIE 4 FhE Rt
(I. II. VI, VID Ba&&E, WE 4. AR H
(12 ZZE P EA R VIIL Hy VLG 1L 1L
I. V & (hEZGH) 2015 FRIER 4 FhESER
(I, 1. VIL VID BEidf7 BEHaR, 4R
IR, AN Z 2R R 2RI B E
BLY 2015 FERGHE 4 FREAEEE (1. 1. VI
VID, A2 ZEER P EERE J+H11+
VI+VID BEMTEREITE 1.239%~6.236%, ¥KT
(HEZGHY 2015 FRR—EFE R 0.60%1))5i F1%
Bk, SEEEN S6 (B %), BIKKIN

S3 CREMRM), MZES5f5%2; H S (81155,
S8 (FgilsRAK) Paithr (I+1+VIHVID B8R
# (P<0.05) HifEz (P<0.01) &1 HAth " H,
S6 (811155 f=h 2 L EE R ER R VI
H. VLI, II. I, 1. V K& 4 FrEMEEH (1. 1. VI
VID MRS ELSE (P<005) mikEE (P<0.01)
T AR S6 (81 E 3D, S8 (FliARAk) H
PR T B & B0 00N 5.354%. 4.710%, E3F (P<
0.05) EiEE (P<0.01) & THAl/=H, Higid
S3 CKHREM) S8 42 %% % S8 (R RFO
S9 GGl e#r). S10 (BILELF L) 4b, HAhr=Hh
BIARR B ERERE Vs Br S2 (= HKHD. S3 CR
HARM ). S9 (FILBHD AhH Al = Hh A I 2
PR Hy AR =1 2 25V B 1 B B AP AE
—EMZESR, [HEAM TR
32 —U%IEE (QAMS) 55M5E (EMS) SUE
NE=H 2 EEHRZETE RN S ELLE S
HU10 #t2 R dpE R ZE R AL, 42 “2.1.37 T
NI AR, 4% “2.1.7 TR B &
HREIE , ok & S AR, R AR
B VILL H. VL IL 11 IV 3T E8NE,
AT K QAMS Eidtire&EitH, LKL
QAMS EH T 2 ZHEM A Z Fa b v 1 HE 12,
W 5. MAFEE R TIR 2 Fho7 043 1% o) F &
TR ZE SR, QAMS AT LU g — i fii {5 1 A 11
JRETM AR, AT 2 ZXERE TS 7 P SRR kE
BRI 2 E
3.3 HPLC ey EEHEEENAE S R ETTN
3.3.1 AL Z 2L E RS VR E R HPLC B AR
JETFE RA“2.47 00515857 HPLC A B0,
10 It X EMZS AL E N ST GEFRB %
Yi), 11 iEESRZN SR EE & E N Al GKF
WD, ZXEMSHESE HPLC AR, W
Kl 2, FHBUE K 6. 7.
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R4 TEMZZEFRIRZIHDEHLEET VILL H, VL IL L L VRESHESMT (X ts,n=3)
Table 4 Content comparative analysis of polyphyllin VII, H, VL, I, IIL, I, and V in multiple stems P. polyphylla var.

yunnanensis in rhizome from different places of origin (X s, n=3)

REAE% .
e — — — — — — ———— ERREQ 1+ VI VD%
B VL BEREHH O EHERVE ERETI BEREHI BEHEHI BEHEHV
ST 0.182£0.005%  0.01620.0025  0.103£0.003° 1.135£0.054%  0.63120.026" 0.88540.024 ND 2.30440.079°PE
S2 0.18240.004% ND 0.1512£0.004%  1.473£0.051%  0.16420.0115P%  0,81440.010° ND 2.62040.069%
S3 0.105£0.006%P% ND 0.021£0.000%  0.811£0.044%%  0.112£0.001P%  0.35640,023F0¢ ND 1.293£0.028¢
S40.163£0.024%P¢0,00520.000 75 0.151£0.004%  0.73520.043  0.1774£0.008°%  0.6800.00374H ND 1746 £0.0545F
S5 0.360£0.018%  0.0294£0.005%  0.239£0.011%  0.76310.0445  0.171£0.006°P%  (.37740.020F e ND 1.739£0.0835F
S6 0.59240.045% 032620061 0251£0.024%  2.261£0.079"  5.35440.364* 3284402314 ND 6.326£0.035"
S7 0.32940.026%  0.061£0.004% 0.158£0.005® 0.723£0.011%  0.61840.006 0.545+0,0275F108 ND 1.757£0.0475F
S8 0.345£0.018%  0.250£0.009" 0.021£0.001%  1.604£0.094%°  4.71040.207%° 2323401122 0.07420.006% 4294402215
S9 0.088+0.016™ ND 0.023£0.002%  1.172£0.016%  0.460£0.015°P%  1.58240.053%  0.040£0.003% 2.86420.047
S10 0.14120.018%PE 0,037£0.0025° 010420002 1.017£0.051°P  0.49240.035“>  0.96940.028™  0.1030.002* 2.23140.0544

ARAPNEFRFRZEREE (P<0.05), RRAKESFRERZRWREE (P<0.01), ND &yxAKH
A,B,C,D,E,F,GHanda,b,c,d,e,f, g hsignificant differences in LSD at 0.01and at 0.05 level, ND represent no detected

&S5 EMS AN QAMS ZMEEMNT S ELER (n=3)
Table 5 Content of each component detected by EMS and QAMS methods (r = 3)

&%

G5 ERREH VI BMMERH EREHVI EMETI EMEt EREHT EMENV BB+ VI+ V)%

EMS EMS QAMS EMS QAMS EMS QAMS EMS QAMS EMS QAMS EMS QAMS EMS QAMS
sl 0.182 0016 0016 0103 0105 1135 1132 0631 0633 0885 0882 0000 0.000 2304 2301
82 0.182 0000 0000 0151 0151 1473 1472 0164 0164 0814 0813 0000 0.000 2620 2617
$3 0.104 0000 0000 0020 0023 0811 0805 0112 0116 035 0352 0.000 0000 1.293 1.283
S4 0.162 0005 0004 0151 0158 0735 0731 0177 0178 0680 0680 0.000 0000 1.746 1731
85 0360 0029 0028 0239 0239 0763 0763 0171 0173 0377 0376 0.000 0.000 1.739 1.738
86 0532 0326 0324 0251 0257 2261 2261 535 5356 3284 3284 0000 0.000 6326 6334
87 0330 0061 0061 0158 0160 0723 072 0618 0623 0545 0545 0000 0.000 1.757 1757
$8 0.344 0250 0250 0021 0022 1604 1598 4710 4743 2323 2309 007 0078 4294 4273
$9 0088 0000 0000 0023 0027 1172 L1170 0460 0461 1582 1580 0.040 0041 2864 2.865
S10 0.142 0037 003 0104 0105 1017 1016 0492 0492 0969 0969 0.103 0.109 2231 223

VCHC 45 5 5 7R AN [ 7 Hb %2 25 51 M FIVE 3 R 4R
SUEREAEE AL, PIE A 13 NMRGURFIENE, 3
AN [ 77 b 22 25 B R 5 B R 1 A0 2 1 20 B BEAH
o I 5% HE LR, BfE T IR S MR AUR
TEVERIZE R, o3 2 ZE AR 2R i E AR 1T
VII (8 FU§). VI (95§, 11 (11 FU), 11 (12
S 1 (13 5§, MEBEEREP R EEEE
VII (9 5i§), VI (10 SE), 11 (11 S, 111
(12 518, T (13 5i%),

FHARMLBE THE 5 SmT A, 22580k S6 (81115

%) S8 I AR BKO I ARLLFE AL 43 7] 0.426.,0.401,
HARZ L EEARZE M A RUE KT 0.900, iE
JRAX 2 AN 7= RS RE SR B J5 IR ] -5 B M SR T
(12 50 FK, HE 275, S6 (8153, S8
CETRAR R BT I (12 SU8) [ &8
T A 11 SR AR ZE AR B K
T 0.900, 2BV EARAR 25 UK AE AR = P AR BL I
TR E .

3.3.2 A 2K R 2K 5 E AR 2K A
RIPESEMY  DLERERRTF VII (ZZEHE 8 Sk, JH
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Table 6 Smilarity of rhizome in multiple stems of P.
3
L polyphylla var. yunnanenesis
o | S IRPIET Fdh AEALLSE K FEALLEE
12 0, 10/
IR ML I S1 0.959 S6 0.426
3
bhl2 F %7 809 10l 12 13 N s2 0.978 S7 0.921
' f i e
e S10 S3 0.926 S8 0.401
T s4 0.948 S9 0.904
f% i i'k-‘ S5 0.964 S10 0.954
1 WG J ®7 TESHEERIRERE
. PEEF! i
C T T — ' Table 7 Smilarity of rhizome in of P polyphylla var.
yunnanenesis
, 4 FF il AEALLE FEdh FHALLEE
P Al 0.978 A7 0.971
1 11 13
3|68 b :
A o 12 A2 0.979 A8 0.936
: A3 0. A 0.958
dp 12 ?5 68  ol0 iy 13 977 9 9
J}'v' b oo EH Ad 0.925 Al0 0.972
18 - A5 0.987 All 0.966
. A6 0.922
' RHZER. N TN 2 2 E S EE N
f AT - a FBMERIRAN, AR RO R RO IR (20
0 797 1594 2391 3188 3986 4783  55.80 K10 LR Z BN S P2 g g R
t/min

a-Z ZEEMMEN S b-Z AERMNER A c-HEBR
EXHEPE - RS

a-reference fingerprint of multiple stems P polyphylla var.
yunnanenesis  b-fingerprint of multiple stems P polyphylla var.

yunnanenesis creference fingerprint of P polyphylla var.

yunnanensis  d-fingerprint of P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis
B2 10 #ZESHREMN 11 WESHIRE HPLC £5
BRR
Fig. 2 Mutual mode of HPLC fingerprints of rhizome in
multiple stems P polyphylla var. yunnanenesis and P.

polyphylla var. yunnanensis in different populations

HAE 9 T {ENSIRIE, T EAEX O/ B IR AAR
WIS O B A 1) 55 R o D T AR T 55 45 3R I
K 8. 9. FrE S ILAREURF L AT XS Ok B I 18] RSD
BNT 3%, FFE HPLC FRGUEE LR, By
&I TRSUFIE AR XTI A RSD UK, %45
U E 2 2 E R A B
FAE— B ZES . il e % 2 R HIHE AR
SURFEEE FRAH S DR BN TR, 0 #4418 SURFAE U %
RiKHR, RIMEA 12 MEARRSUFIERE, Wk
100 Bt B & TE] BT & Ak 22 i o R UK, (ELR A
IR EELEVE B> AR 1L 1L 1 A0 A B

AL RGARIIAR (2004B FRD”, X3k e f e
T 2 SR IE, HBULES, VLECEAER 0.1
min, W 10 HEAS[FF=Hh 2 25 5 REAR 25 15 VH SRR
FE P O ARALLE 40 1A 0.954 0973 0.931. 0.966.
0.965. 0.474. 0.919. 0.410. 0.872. 0.945, 75
SR 5Z EEMWEMUE LSR8, 48
U2 ZHEME SHESIEESER T, HAEKTRK
PR FIHF TR X .
4 e

EEBEN CREZHL) 2015 FRRE K E
HEEYIEM S, HERRRE, 267 Z, &
AR E X 2 —. B R K= SR, £
HRD, = A3AIMNE G, Rl KEL T
VL 20, i, PEXURAN. I, HE. RIR.
M. il REE EEEEERT (J+10+HVI+
VID SEE 0.353%~1.507%, “F¥FESHE
0.963%, F A1 & 7 B = A R, AR
RET, KREMXEEET (I+11+VI+VID
M 1.475%11,

LEFENRFEAFE 1 10 2 EEBR L E
BERFF VIIL Hy VIL I 1L 1. Vg 4s Bk,
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Table 8 Relative retention time of each total peak of rhizome of different populations of multiple stem P. polyphylla var.

yunnanenesis and P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis

e HEORS PR BRI 6]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

S1 0.291 0344 0493  0.503 0.663 0.694 0.769 1.000 1.112 1928 2.029 2215 2.422
S2 0.292 0344 0.494 0.504 0.670 0.700 0.776  1.000 1.107 1.920 1986 2.131 2.361
S3 0.294 0343  0.498 0.507 0.671 0.701 0.776 1.000 1.108 1926 1.990 2.166 2.367
S4 0.292 0345 0.496 0.506 0.670  0.699 0.775 1.000 1.110 1.929 1993 2173 2.374
S5 0.290 0343 0493  0.503 0.669 0.699 0.773 1.000 1.108 1916 1972 2153 2.354
S6 0.294 0346 0.496  0.507 0.671 0.702 0.777 1.000 1.110 1917 1975 2176 2.361
S7 0.295 0346 0.500 0.510 0.674 0.703 0.779 1.000 1.112 1946 2.003 2.191 2.390
S8 0.293 0346 0.494  0.509 0.678 0.708 0.781 1.000 1.108 1.931 1.989 2203 2.385
S9 0.291 0344 0.498 0.507 0.671 0.701 0.776 ~1.000 1.111 1928 2.000 2.179  2.395
S10 0294 0349 0499 0.510 0.675 0.705 0.779 1.000 1.109 1935 1.994 2174 2377
o HERS PR BRI 6]

s 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Al 0.286 0338 0369 0.489 0498 0.668 0.699 0.771 1.000 1.110 2.034 2.213 2412
A2 0.287 0338 0370 0.490 0.499 0.664 0.694 0.765 1.000 1.107 2.006 2.174 2.379
A3 0.289 0340 0370 0.490 0.499 0.660 0.692 0.765 1.000 1.109 1.993 2136 2.351
A4 0.290 0345 0388 0.495 0.505 0.670 0.699 0.772 1.000 1.112 2.001 2.183  2.388
AS 0.291 0345 0390 0.497 0.507 0.679 0.709 0.780 1.000 1.108 1.975 2.128  2.360
A6 0.291 0345 0375 0.496 0.506  0.676 0.705 0.778 1.000 1.112 1983 2.170 2.362
A7 0.291 0345 0374 0.495 0.505 0.672 0.702 0.775 1.000 1.109 1986 2.138  2.355
A8 0.293 0347 0378 0.501 0.510 0.682 0.710 0.784 1.000 1.110 1988 2.169 2.369
A9 0.291 0343 0375 0.494 0.503 0.671 0.702 0.773 1.000 1.110 2.015 2.161 2.392
A10 0288 0342 0373 0.493 0.503  0.669 0.698 0.772 1.000 1.111 1.993 2171 2.369
All 0287 0.339 0.369 0.488 0497 0.660 0.690 0.763 1.000 1.113 2.032 2.218 2431

®9 TR EFRSHAEHRERLFIELHIERN AR IEER

Table 9 Relative peak area of each total peak of rhizome of different populations of multiple stem P. polyphylla var.

yunnanenesis and P. polyphylla var. yunnanensis

HET U T AR

W 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
S1 1.122 0413 3470 1990 0.519 0.402 0.584 1.000 0.764 0.651 6.489 3.741 5.370
S2 1.515  0.517 3960 2.064 0.759 0575 0.700 1.000 0452 0387 10.175 0.762 5.791
S3 1.499 1.089 10.826 4.041 1915 0.898 1.863 1.000 0.689 0.378 8.079 0.741 3.518
S4 0.789  0.632 4.122 2930 0472 0419 0511 1.000 1.123  0.195 4.388 1.086 4.174
S5 0.530  0.360 2465 1.064 0.457 0.257 0456 1.000 0.893 0.169 2.235 0.562 1.154
S6 0.499  0.207 7.073  4.612 0.695 0982 3.282 1.000 0.637 0.198 4328 10.871 6.814
S7 0.300  0.290 1.117 0477 0.233  0.094 0.283 1.000 0.618 0.270 1.985 2.092 1.870
S8 0.081 0.235 7.406 3.080 0.480 0.615 0.514 1.000 0467 0.181 5.047 15.121 7.604
S9 3.263 3.289 14564 11.234 2403 2.152 0993 1.000 0.612 1.100 33383 13.034 45412
S10  0.477  0.295 5467 3462 0.747 0774 1.722 1.000 0.857 0.348 6.705 3.597 6.403
ot HES U T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

Al 2.616  0.843 1.144 10.197 8.159 1955 2.088 2308 1.000 0948 11919 3.553  14.057
A2 0249 0399 0.201 2.160 1.035 0407 0218 0.597 1.000 1.363  4.368 0.608 2.574
A3 0.832  0.481 0.534 2706 0.659 0.781 0.203 1.212 1.000 0.406 8.113 0.953 3.566
A4 1.760  0.803 1.877 7.770 4268 1524 0982 0432 1.000 0.616 5.168 0.984 3.773
A5 1.036  0.291 0966 3.045 4.018 0549 0939 1.183 1.000 0960 4.644 0.567 6.630
A6 0.790 0.268 0435 0.730 0.820 0.175 0.173 0.407 1.000 1.823 1.105 2.210 3.548
A7 3.656 1.041 1.178 6956 1.866 1.860 0.814 0.558 1.000 0.356 14.561 3.920 5.704
A8 1.495  0.681 0.886 3.899 1389 0.790 0361 099 1.000 0.536 10.007 3.734 6.647
A9 0.411 0.552 0372 5360 4505 1.163 1.215 3.867 1.000 0.790  8.623 1.309 8.678
Al10  1.790  2.135 2188 1.312 5152 2.781 1201 0.468 1.000 0.559 19.036 5943 10.994
All 1456 1.463 1.132 1908 1361 0.654 0456 0399 1.000 0.863  9.342 3.582 12.964
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Table 10 Relationship of each peak between rhizomes in
multiple stems Paris polyphylla var. yunnanenesis and P.
polyphylla var. yunnanensis

AR DR BRI 1) 2 ZEEE 0% VRCERE | AR (RN (R 2 25 bk YR bk

0.291 1 5l 1 5% 0.774 75§k
0.343 28IE 2 Bk 1.000 8§ Flg 9 ik
0.376 3Gk 1.110 9 Slg 10 Sk
0.494 35 4514 1.928 10 5

0.504 4501 554 1.996 11 5% 11 51%

0.670 S5 65 2.173 12 g 12 514

0.700 65 751 2.379 13 g 13 514
AN[E= 2 2L AR ZE A I E) (R E ) 2015
ERORE R 4 FREASEHF (1. I, VIL VID, #8577
M RSB B R He V: X S57kgL& % =
PRI S IIVLVE EAR N2 50 A TR T 3
BIE S H A R m . AR VIR R4
FA—E vRER T AR R BT R AR
T2 H 10 RUOAS[E] = 22 25 B AR ik )
[ 2481 2015 FERN 2 A+HTH+HVIH-VID S =0.6%
[PIFRE, 4 PR R E S EEIE 2.712%, Fith
= H A EE M E A 2T (T VIS VID P E
A 2.82 %, K X VE EAAE A AT (I
+VI+VID S8R 1.83 %, RUYAHMX LZEH
FERRZE ) TR« ARSI I S6 (8111 5 %E), S8
(RATHARAK) BAR AT T BB SR BUR = 7 3l
5.354%- 4.710%; B B SC SRR OE Bon S A
HERE I FEANRIK, ERR2 bRk
MBZ B, DRI R A ERET W B
TR AL, I HARGRP EMmAER, AT L
18N 2 ZEE MR A IR I A P AR R I R
BHFAFIH . QAMS J&RHZitt (B Fr%:
— AR ANERAN S, NS5 AR R
SYTEIE f, R 0 HoAth Bl o & R 77V, 107
VERE FH TR T o A B % A v A LR 22
Sy R0, ARS8 R EMS 5 QAMS [
IEXTAS [F] = th 22 ZX B R 2 AR 2 VILL H. VL
I, IO IV & s TINE, WSS TR 2 M7
ENASHI A & B 22, QAMS ATLMER—
Fhfa AR PRI AR, T2 22 E R 7 M
PR B BEPE R ) S I E .

AN =1 10 #6220 25 AR ZE AN 11 L AR
EIROUENE LA R, EILE 12 MHEXR
B I [R) AR [F) ) LA PR SURFE VS, UBRAS[R] P2 th 22 25
HMRZEAEE R S AL B e . 2B

Il 2 25 A U E L) HPLC R 808 AT
LB R4 S BRSBTS SRR IS, X 1 2
FRAT T, N2 BRI E AR R IR
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