¢ ##% Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs 35 50 % 28 13 # 201947 A +3193 -

ETREEA-RORR AR AR~ LA I 2 H

BHuL BBE, o HL o RV R TR 480 AR AREFt om 2
TrE', R VL AE2Y

1. PR RGERZEZ %P, b 100081

2. FRREAY RIGEGHEHESLKE, L 100081

7 E: B CRH LC-MS @& RIEAM RSN, S Ruailbig, &8 R R ik B R = Hh 4 ik
Wehk. 3% R Inertsil ODS-SP (250 mmX4.6 mm, 5 pum) Cg 3K, BLZAE-0.1% R K R SIARES BE e, 46
P 203 nm, [FHHBEBIZEETIE (BESD, B FET RES . @ R0 oy oAt By frxs 21 #it&
WM AT . R B T RRE MR B, Rl 9 N ILEIES 10 ANMRRENE, I ARE LS B R Sk
MRS 16 Nk AT B M. A G 2 BRI 4 T ANE M, B 1 & i R &G 1PN 2 E
TR, £ WUTUIBH - R B 59 T AN RN P I A R e i, e R AR 0 HEAT R 0

XHEIR: W FRLUENS: MR BESW FRS A

FESES: R282.6 XEkFRERE: A XERES: 0253 -2670(2019)13 - 3193 - 07

DOI: 10.7501/j.iss1.0253-2670.2019.13.028

Analysis of Gynostemma pentaphyllum sapoins from different regions based on
LC-MS and pattern recognition method
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Abstract: Objective The fingerprint of Gynostemma pentaphyllum was established with liquid chromatograph-mass spectrometer
(LC-MS), and the main chromatographic peaks were preliminary identified, and combined with multi-variable analysis pattern
recognition method to identify G pentaphyllum from different origins. Methods Inertsil ODS-SP (250 mm x 4.6 mm, 5 pm) Cyg
column was eluted with acetonitrile-0.1% formic acid as mobile phase gradient. The detection wavelength was 203 nm. The mass
spectrometry equipped with electrospray ionization (ESI) was used as detector and operated under the negative ion mode. A total of 21
batches of G. pentaphyllum were analyzed by cluster analysis, principal component analysis, and corresponding analysis. Results The
fingerprints of G. pentaphyllum were established by LC-MS, and nine common peaks and 10 characteristic peaks were calibrated.
According to the mass spectrometry information and literature comparison, 16 chromatographic peaks were qualitatively analyzed.
Combined with multivariate analysis, G. pentaphyllum from different habitats was distinguished. It would establish the foundations for
quality control and comprehensive evaluation of G. pentaphyllum. Conclusion The LC-MS and pattern recognition analysis can be
used to distinguish G. pentaphyllum from different regions and the targeting compounds of interest would be separated.
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NFED; BT P AT AR B (LCMS-IT-TOF)
% CHZ Shimadzu A 7]); (4l 2 (3£[E Fisher
A@]); Inertsil ODS-SP (250 mm X 4.6 mm, 5 um)
fa itk (H A GL Sciences 247 ); Cleanert C,5-SPE
(200 mg/3 mL, 55 um) [IFHZHUAE (Agela A7]);
NW Ultra-pure 47K 24 (_LiF Heal Force A &) );
BT R (REEPRTA 5 FigEARARD; &
e CREET AR AT ; 95%48 (dbn
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LRI ZIAEE 21 #iE (GR 1, 2RI H PR,
RN, SFEIIR 2R PRIE IR %8 N
FiEl (Cucurbitaceae) LMW JE Gynostemma Bl. 4
W5 8% Gynostemma pentaphyllum (Thunb.) Makino, H
R, HERAET BT

F1 RRIEFHAKIR
Table 1 Origins of collected G pentaphyllum

G5 FEH KA [H] G5 FEH KA [H]

S1 B 7 -1 -1 2017-9-23 F5 faa-pR-3 2017-9-23
S2 B G K P2 2017-9-23 F6 MwE-FY-1 2017-9-25
S3 B PG -~F- -1 2017-9-24 F7 RE-FEYT-2 2017-9-25
S4 B 75 -~F- il -2 2017-9-24 F8 AR - -1 2017-9-27
S5 Beg-tt-1 2017-9-25 F9 R - MR -2 2017-9-27
S6 B2 2017-9-25 Gl JE-475-1 2017-7-21
S7 R g - -3 2017-9-25 G2 J-475-2 2017-7-21
F1 AR -TE -1 2017-9-21 G3 J - -1 2017-7-25
F2 - -2 2017-9-21 G4 IR T2 2017-7-25
F3 -1 2017-9-23 G5 ] P-FE T3 2017-7-25
F4 R a-pRA-2 2017-9-23

2 FAEEHR
2.1 BiEEH

Inertsil ODS-SP (250 mm X 4.6 mm, 5 um) Cig
i RE, WA 0.01%FB/KER (B) -LHEH
W (A, BEEWEM: 0~5min, 35%~38%A; 5~
15 min, 38%~39%A; 15~30min, 39%~68% A;
30~45min, 68%~95% A; 45~60 min, 95% A;

AR 1.0 mL/min; A& IEK N 203 nm; FHiR
IR, BEFEE 30 uL. LCMS-IT-TOF & -FJ§ A ESI,
FIHETE R m/z 100~1 200, JI#HEEEUEE 200 C,
CDL i 200 C, ZFALAMAMME 1.5 L/min, F
1 SAARIE 77 108 kPa; IT H 2% 0.018 Pa, TOF B
23R 22X 107 Pa, B TURHUERE FHA-35kV,
R &% FELE 1.62 KV
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FHO21 BRI R 1 g, F%RE, &
50 mL B0, TN 80% 8 8 mL iR 24 h J5,
BRI 3 K, BHR 30 min, JER, AIFUEW, JE
WREZRT, B 50 mg S48, F 1 mL 0.1%H
PR IEBEAR, LT Cig BIAHABUNMERI,
F 1.5 mL 1 0.1% HERK-HEE (10 1) WG,
BJa A 1.5 mL (1 H RSN SR BRI B R
AL, $EET, 0.22 pum FUFLIEREEE, BIAE.
23 FFEFER
231 REEERLE U (S g gt
W, FELLHERE 6 BF, IR 30 uL, FHHAITIER
BAIS IR ) — S, S5 RR M, LA WA R BE 1) [H]
AT T AR RSD 7358 0.022%~0.365%,
0.152%~1.326%, B #% 32 B2 (0 3k e L B b [ 50
FEEA—3, FFEIRaEIERER.
232 fEtEEe  BUEHE (S RIS IE AR
i, ZEIRE AORAE, 3IE 0. 2. 4. 8. 161 24h
BEATAGI, S5 R, LA WA XS R B IS [A)RAH %
WETH XA RSD 437318 0.726%~1.658%- 0.591%~
1.563%, FEAHHAMIEIRLE 24 h WEREME R I .
233 HEEMRE A (S PR IEHER
fy RIS 6 MR A A TR - 42 PR 2.1

TR G 2RI, 25 R, A WA IR
B I (] A0 AR X I T AL 9 RSD 43 A8 1.053% ~
2.356%- 0.982%~2.043%, fF&TaoCEEmER,
HEE MR

24 EROENERESI RS

240 FESIGE % “227 TR 7EAI 21 fibgt
BRI, 3 DS B R I 30 L, v
N B S R LS ORI, 1 s E g PR £ B I [
AR, JLIR1G 9 MLAIE (I 11~19), T
FEGIEHE 4 ANMRFIEVE (0§ 3. 5. 6. 8), MRETL
WS 5 AMEFAEIE (1§ 1. 20 7. 9. 10D, BRpEF~4;
UG 1 ANMRFIENE (05 4D,

242 EHERMNZSEREE DB 21 A7
L EE HPLC W FEEE 9 M LH g, KEE 15 4
ikl (g 15) 4> SRR, RENMES, 78
B g iAok, HAE U R ORI R
B R (TEHEF EST A I m/z [M—H]
754.515 3), MUEFIE 15 AN S, 7ESHLEE Y
HE W, FREER ARSI (R 2) HHX A
BffE] (R 3) o, REANFEG BARSAA T AR 7 A0
RN 10%, fFafagtEntEisk, H&LaE
WheE, BAROENEREN, TR RE N
W B AT R AR LA B

F= 2 HBEFFHEIERETIE TR

Table 2 Relative peak area of common and specific peaks

HIR I AR

S2 - — — 4517 - - - - -
S3 - - — 5199 - - - - —
S4 - - — 1% - - - - -
S5 - - — 924 - - - — —
S6 - - — 63 - - - - —
S7 - — — 45 - - - - —
F1 3254 2927 — — — — 2295 — 1.044 1.044
F2 2720 3.067 — — — — 4373 — 1079 2531
F3 339 3949 — — — — 2711 — 1372 2.092
F4 3227 4147 — — — — 2676 — 1232 2.095
F5 4333 5083 — — — — 3815 — 1152 2.628
F6 6197 6878 — — — — 3865 — 2242 3.133
F7 4773 6091 — — — — 2072 — 1845 2.095
F8 2794 3402 — — — — 2590 — 0.636 2.029
F9 3134 4097 — — — — 287 — 0899 1913
Gl —  — 0603 — 0381 0791 — 038 —
G2 — — 27 — 118 1314 — 1800 —
G3 —  — 3179 — 1865 1433 — 2034 —
G4 — — 2160 — 098 1.057 — 1505 —
G5 —  — 1080 — 0514 1.163 — 0819 —

Bl W) &3 g4 WS B UE7 ks B9 W10 UEIl WE12 UEI3 UEI14 WIS Bl #17 UEIS &9

0258 0.184 0247 0209 1.000 0.131 0563 0277 0311
0.496 0.298 0.706 0.208 1.000 0.453 3.045 0212 5.126
0.571 0.589 0.836 0285 1.000 0496 3.155 0.192 4328
0.575 0420 0470 0376 1.000 0.230 0203 0.092 0.142
1.051  2.068 1.058 0.567 1.000 0.825 0.199 0244 0299
0477 0393 0497 0390 1.000 0.590 0463 0223 0.489
0351 0282 0394 0310 1.000 0302 0.605 0.193 0.522
1.124 0505 0524 0392 1.000 0517 0268 0264 0215
2104 0.655 1366 0389 1.000 0.604 1411 0.079 3.059
1.849 0554 0.764 0426 1.000 0.659 0215 0251 0.264
2.146 0462 0.852 0397 1.000 0.718 0.162 0230 0.323
2364 0726 099 0.551 1.000 086 0.156 0365 0298
2837 1.608 1.072 0.494 1.000 0.734 0429 0402 0.571
1.027 0405 1294 0283 1.000 0380 3.049 0468 6.731
0.544 0.716  0.790 0458 1.000 0423 0384 0318 0421
0.447 0310 0.778 0317 1.000 0.655 0.288 0.071  0.266
0.622 0441 0374 0.199 1.000 0373 0318 0.547 0.301
1.556 0213 0253 0233 1.000 0.713 0237 0.077 0.186
1254 0255 0352 0227 1.000 0.781 0.116 0.029 0.114
0999 0.197 0299 0.184 1.000 0.792 0246 0346 0.158
0920 1313 0.638 0358 1.000 0.382 0.176 0.134 0.236

“— JRAR

“—"indicates that it is not detected
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Table 3 Relative retention time of common and specific peaks

e AR PR B I 1]

W1 wg2 g3 g4 UES UEe UET VB B9 B0 M1l WE12 WEI3 WE14 WEIS WEle WE17 UEI8 UE19
Sy - - - 03B - - - - = = 0.634 0.767 0905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.167 1219 1.277
Sy - - - 0336 - - - - - — 0.636 0.767 0905 0916 1.000 1.062 1.171 1218 1.279
Ss - - - 0334 - - - - - — 0.634 0.766 0905 0915 1.000 1.061 1.171 1219 1.284
Sy - - - B3y = - = = = 0.634 0.765 0905 0914 1.000 1.062 1.165 1224 1278
Ss - - - 0332 - - - - = = 0.635 0.766 0905 0914 1.000 1.062 1.164 1217 1.276
Se - - - 033y - - - - = = 0.634 0.766 0905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.167 1219 1.279
N - - - 0336 - - - - - — 0.636 0.767 0905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.165 1217 1.277
F 0168 0207 — — — — 0472 — 0525 0566 0.634 0.766 0.905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.166 1219 1279
F, 0.164 023 — — — — 0475 — 0525 0565 0.634 0.766 0.905 0915 1.000 1.062 1.167 1.217 1.281
F 0.168 0208 — — — — 0474 — 0525 0567 0.636 0.766 0.905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.166 1219 1279
Fy 0167 0208 — — — — 0477 — 0.525 0569 0.637 0.766 0.905 0914 1.000 1.063 1.165 1218 1279
Fs 0167 0207 — — — — 0475 — 0.524 0567 0.635 0.765 0.905 0914 1.000 1.063 1.165 1218 1277
Fe 0170 0210 — — — — 0475 — 0.525 0.568 0.635 0.766 0.905 0914 1.000 1.062 1.165 1218 1278
F; 0169 0209 — — — — 0475 — 0.528 0.568 0.628 0.768 0.905 0915 1.000 1.062 1.167 1218 1.280
Fq 0169 0211 — — — — 0482 — 0529 0572 0.630 0.767 0.905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.165 1218 1276
Fy 0171 0212 — — — — 048 — 0.530 0572 0.630 0.767 0.907 0914 1.000 1.063 1.173 1216 1275
G, - — 0302 — 0422 0476 — 0502 — — 0.629 0.768 0.905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.164 1216 1.275
G, - — 0305 — 0420 0470 — 0504 — — 0.629 0.767 0905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.164 1222 1275
G; - — 0.308 — 0424 0472 — 0506 — — 0.626 0.767 0905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.165 1218 1.277
Gy - — 0303 — 0417 0468 — 0502 — — 0.626 0.759 0905 0915 1.000 1.063 1.166 1218 1.277
Gs - — 0304 — 0421 0472 — 0498 — — 0.629 0.767 0905 0916 1.000 1.063 1.164 1216 1.275

“—7 FoRARKIH

«

—indicates that it is not detected

243 FRGUENEREY. K 21 MERIE S B
mEIEE SN (2 A e S ERE ALY RR
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SRR RE W 1, ANE A S B AT
HPLC B 2.

SERKH, FEAHE I S BT HPLC
Faor P v, LA UG FR R o A B IR ] 22 591 85/, RSD
79 0.030%~0.539%, Y] 21 HLE S B E R 3
BURFAE A A R0 E A A O (10 P S 0 T A 22
WEK, RSD K 37.426%~164.952%, W] 21 #it
G B B R ERHE R S A E R, HE

SR, KIRE . AR, SR 5. 10 0o . 0 ¥
244 GBIHER RS AE SRS ZERE “2.27 Tid B 1 ARE~H%RE S 2EFR HPLC 359 EiE

ARG 3 AP (R A 30 uL, #%8_E3RFT  Fig 1 HPLC fingerprint of total saponins of G.
B8 BT S 3E ke, mscil T (-) ESI-MS H— pentaphyllum from different origins
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Fig. 2 HPLC of total saponins of G. pentaphyllum from

different origins
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CBERE, AN AT T, A3 3R R SRR
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Table 4 MS spectral data for saponins identification in G. pentaphyllum

W5 IRERE)/min [M—H] FAN o i A BE (X10°) Sedi
1 6.94 1093.569 1 1094.587 3 Cs3HgoOn3 9.97 gypenoside LVIY
2 8.52 961.5279 962.545 0 CysHgyO10 10.24 gypenoside XLVIY
3 12.46 653.4217 654.434 3 C3HexO10 8.13 gyp TR17
4 13.63 897.478 3 898.492 6 Cy6HO17 7.82 A
5 17.39 797.463 7 798.476 6 CyoHrO14 6.99 11-oxomogroside ITE™
6 19.62 869.485 5 870.497 7 CysHO16 5.64 KA
7 20.68 651.406 7 652.418 6 C36HeO10 7.16 KA
8 21.63 769.470 6 770.481 6 C4H7013 4.89 gynoside A/gynoside C/
gynoside EP'%
9 21.94 841.490 2 842.502 8 CyHrO1s 6.29 A
10 23.34 781.470 7 782.481 6 CyH70015 4.69 damulin A, damulin BM"
11 26.15 653.373 1 654.376 8 CysHs400 5.49 AA
12 31.60 823.479 0 824.4922 CaysH7014 7.19 gynoside BI*'”
13 37.28 805.507 3 806.523 9 CssH74017 11.56 KA
14 37.70 951.760 8 952.767 2 Cs7H1000; 0.03 AKE0
15 41.22 754.515 3 755.508 5 Ca3HgoN30g 0.59 KA
16 43.80 635.233 5 636.293 4 C3HusO1p 3.02 KA
18 50.23 741473 5 742.486 7 CyH701, 8.02 KA
“—7 FoRARARIE
“—"not report
Jus 113G G1~GS, NP S T A
15 S1~S7, Bt~ s A A X —2 . @it R
! " HOIHT, AT LIAR YR A e IR VA ) A R THT A
| " a5 K5y N P e
‘ | 252 WA 321 A A B R
| ] st 19 AWM 100 — L 5 4 A
1 . . " N
LLLL L SR I N v N R A £ Ly AR, W 21 X 19 2H R 4R BiE B 2 pn AL Ak
U.Eu.mmgu.ougu.@o@o@mmmmmmm

3 21 S ARER AR RS
Fig. 3 Cluster analysis of 21 samples of G. pentaphyllum

B, FEHSHTEE, ERa AN EEEEUER N A 3
O3NS AEAR > 1 BIRT m AN E K. M5 ZE ok
FoRE, PC1=2.822, BFIGTHREN 41.9%, BiRk
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Rk, BEMEERE; PC2=2212 9, TiHk%
N 25.8%; PC3=1.5296, TTHRFE N 12.3%; PC4=
1.218 9, TIBREAN 7.8%. ZEHHT 4 DE AR
R RIA S 87.81%>80%, EIXHHT 4 A F 2>
M L2 RE S 5 1% A B S AR, ASHIF 7T ik
AT 2 MR RERIEE, 2 AFERS 1755 B
Kl 4. PCA 135r B BT A FEM AN 3 25, BRI Hy
BIRER N, TR HRRE R N2, mE
FEHE IR, AT aE RS TR — 2
2]

.

N

L

PC2(25.8% explained var.)

PC1(41.9% explained var.)
B4 ZRENERTSIE
Fig.4 PC scores for G. pentaphyllum
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F, KFH R3.S.1BAEXT 21 HEFE LA 19 AN AH YT
W T AR HEAT B AEAL PR, 153 KT B RS, LART
AR EE 1 7 bl 28 2 Ry, D
2 PR BB A D AR AR ARLAE P L RO AS B0 N 73
riE (ES).

2.5.4 PENLARM  FEHVLARAR (random forest) J&—
TR FHY 22 A3 S 0o Bl HEAT 000 45 93 R I T %
TEXT B HEAT 0 R R, 3B 0] PSS tH %A & 1)
HEMEVES, TP SRR R TERAE .
AW 5 B HLAR ARSI AT LA 3 AR B0 IX 43
F A HUT ROALE, i 4, 20 30 8. 9. 1, 10
BCEACK (K 6), XX 7 AR A B B oA dee
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@ 057 “ i3 .FE 80
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z O LT
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154 o
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T T T T T
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1 H T HEE

5 KRARIERIX N SHE
Fig.5 Correspondence analysis of G. pentaphyllum
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Fig. 6 Variable score plot for G. pentaphyllum
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LI 38 DS S0 A B 4 20 34 8. 94
1. 10 5 s AR EREAT 0 (B 7, SR |,
IR R VISR RS, BRARE AR R
SrHL Refg EDWMEIR AR B SR AR R . A
UK B Pa P SR i 4 1, AR HE LR
44 A 2, TVE P S A 44 AL 3. S5 RAR W,
HUE 3=03 I, FEERRIDY P 20 3<
03, WE4=2.1 M, FEABINBRIE - Shili; 2k 3<
0.3, g 4<2.1 M, FEAHBIJTRREE ™ LBl
3 g

KW, MEEAS. TS5, BRI
Bl P A1 e i R 16 2 ARFh, T 7E R B A
14 Fif 2 ARFR AL . & 2 HUEKAE 300~3 200 m
(L5 A0 FL AR O e AR RIE, W
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Fig. 7 Decision tree analysis of G. pentaphyllum from

different origins
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