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# OE: B ETHOHEREEIT (central-composite design, CCD), SR EMHEZ M4 (genetic neural network, GNN)
FUEAL ST (genetic algorithm, GA) RIEF K BH R MGIEIRN T 2404, Bk WHEE ST HPLC fR8UEE,
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Optimization of microwave extraction conditions of astragalus saponins by
genetic neural network and genetic algorithm

HUANG Peng-cheng, JIN Wei-feng, WAN Hai-tong, LI Chang, CHEN Jian-zhen, LOU Xiao-hong, HE Yu
Zhejiang Chinese Medical University, Hangzhou 310053, China

Abstract: Objective Based on the central-composite design (CCD), the genetic neural network (GNN) and genetic algorithm (GA)
were applied to optimize the microwave extraction conditions of astragalus saponins. Methods The HPLC fingerprint of
astragaloside was constructed, and seven components (astragaloside [—V, isoastragaloside I, II) were selected to calculate the
comprehensive score by the entropy weight method. On the basis of single factor experiment, CCD was used to designed the
experimental condition. The quantitative relationship between extraction conditions and comprehensive score was established by
GNN, and the optimal microwave extraction parameters of astragalus saponins were optimized by GA. Results The optimal
extraction conditions were obtained by GA-GNN. The extraction time was 260 s, the extraction power was 695 W, the ethanol
content was 50%, the ratio of material to liquid was 21.5, and the comprehensive score of seven astragalosides was 1 432.584.
Meanwhile, the optimal extraction conditions and comprehensive evaluation scores obtained were by response surface methodology
(RSM). The extraction time was 190 s, the extraction power was 880 W, the ethanol content was 70%, the ratio of material to liquid
was 18.5, and the comprehensive scores of seven astragaloside were 1 066.236. The experimental results showed that the extraction
conditions obtained by GA-GNN can effectively increase the comprehensive score. Conclusion It is feasible to construct a
mathematical model between astragaloside components and microwave extraction conditions by using entropy weight method
combined with GNN, which can provide a new scientific method for optimizing the extraction, separation, and purification of

effective components of traditional Chinese medicine.
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H 2R X A4, N S RE ) B 3 B
Astragalus membranaceus (Fisch.) Bge. 55 ¥ 1%
A. membranaceus (Fisch.) Bge. var. mongholicus
(Bge.) Hsiao TR SR =L BERAERE 2 | A
TRfd i S U R A+ iz N, HA S R 32
LRSS ZRE. P B =k 2 A A2 LA
LY, MERBHRE AAUELME . JiUiE
SRR, BRI RIIA RN, BA RIFH
TER P B 100,

TS B ARAR EEA T FLA N B
PR, AAPGE., WRIHED. R SE
P THZ R T 25 U s e . gl
BT 20048 F 2 Sk o 245K AN A O S B R 2R A
K, B 2 Wk b 2 AR A AN [RTEC 7 B R AN TR )
FEELR R AR, $2 M A B Se 50 Bt 77 AR L
BORBEAT P 2540 2 B O, IR H A5 1)
BR, RARBERAE T E &ML TR
U, BRRFAEAE G Bk s, BV
SEIOHE, IR T, AT R A B e
Ji%. HH, Box-Behnken i % i1 (BBD). Hl»
AR5 ¥ 11 (central-composite design, CCD).
P50 B B v 45 R BN H IS Bt Oy ikl 1,
H TR IR AT 2 18] S H 5 H AR =4 IR O R 45
Ho, AUE RN, BRI, Kok
TREMS R R AR AL . AR RGN ) =T ROR
LR B A P 4 S5 R RO LA S B Bl
RERE JI A R EE, Ao BN AE G R AN
M, BmEZIER— BRI ARL N R Gk Bk 7R
Bl Z MK F . OA CHRIE DL R B 2
TR E B VTRRR, Do 5 2 RO R B
TLZSAN, H DU — Ry AR bR TOVE R I 24547
ROBAL A 2 o3 o He 2 TR RE BAE FH RS R
T A W kT S R B S EIE, &%
PRI g . € 777 V25 ) A S AR A 2 5 B S B 8 R ) D 22
A SEEG DA R HPLC FRS B & &R s 7
A S EAE R TR bR, B BGEIR T 7 ANk
RN EALEE . RIS THR SR G150, fERRIER
(3R ER A O AR T T R Sk, i i
B8 (genetic algorithm, GA) X it f& #1258 X 2%
(genetic neural network, GNN) #H47cdt, 2Tk

Ak J P38 A TR Y0 - 35 A A £ IO 28 B TR A 34 5 16 TR T
KR I PRI T 20564, NHA el — 0T
2P T SR ) T A

1 XES5HR

RW1.5S-5E BRI S A A %, FE HOMLIE il
WeRHL A IR A ] 5 Agilent]1260 Infinity 754 & S080H
A, REZERPHEERA R, ABSCIEX 4500
QTRAP Jiiif{¥%, E AB SCIEX A#; Mettler
Toledo XP105 HL-FR~F, Hii AR E)-+LH 2 A
F]; Synergy® UV System Milipore Zfi/K | &1, 3
Millipore A ]

W, WL RS RFLFEE, SUiT
R 24 K 2 o 4 I B 2 08 R R ) R B
Astragalus membranaceus (Fisch.) Bge. T /5
(L5 190111~190120, 4545 N S1~S10), 24§
MG 20 Hif, BE KK o vEiE
ai, £E Tedia AF]; ZEARFINOM4E, HiNIC
W T AR AT IETEE, Rl mRHEL 2
HIRAA]; 4tk /K #H Millipore 27K il 2 A %5 5
R XS, #itS SZ20180506HQIG, Jii &4
$=>98%, R EMAEDRIEERAR.

2 HESER

2.1 HPLC B8 EIERIEL

2.1.1  EEREDURMH S S CPEZ) 2015
FEROTIEAT . REEFRERRAMBAR 4 g, HIE
ARG B RICPRERF, IHE 40 mL, ¥R
B, FMHESEE, MAER 4 he SRRV 7
WO 2T, FRIEIN/K 10 mL, R EwEm, H
KA IE T BER PRI 3 K, B 40 mL, & IF
IETE, ATIETEEMAEEEHFERZ 10
mL, B0,

2.1.2 RV B R N IR
&, BT 10mL &, MPEEATER, Hk
EE A 0.92 mg/mL K5 R FIE R .

2.1.3 il RSN Agilent Zorbax SB-Cis
H (250 mm X 4.6 mm, 5um); FahHANLHE-K,
LRMERERE Ve : 0~5 min, 35%~38%ZJ: 5~8
min, 38%~50%ZfiE; 8~10 min, 50%~60% Z.ff;
10~15 min, 60%~70%Z.fi; 15~23 min, 70%~
80%Z.fi%: 23~29 min, 80%~95%Z.fi%;: 29~32
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min, 95%ZME; R 203 nm; AFGE 1
mL/min; FHif# 30 C; #EFEE 20 pL. DB RHH
Xof it U SR IR AR ECAMIE T 64 000

2.1.4 M MR HBIEE TR (ESD:
01 T VP T o a5 W AP0 I/ = 3T e g
FREE . ESLIESHN T H#EZ 10 000 amu/s;
R B EGE B m/z 300~2 000; <757 206.85 kPa
(30 psi); MWESEHLE 4500 Vs B FIRIEE 500 C;
AL B 344.75 kPa (50 psi); JI#S 344.75 kPa (50
psi); fill 48 <9 iy A0 A B AL B Analyst
V1.6.2 BAf,

2.1.5 ZMHIRSURE ST A DR I 10 4t
FRIRIGH, 0.22 pm FUFLIERER, 4% “2.1.3”

T i Sk Al s g ] K A3 208 10 #ERE G B
AN B« 24 51 48 SR AH LR YA R 4
(2012.130723 {ig A7 1, B HE ST HEFE & Sy
ZHREE, A3hULEC GRS, A R RO
fEFELg A (K 1). HPLC-ESI-MS 3REUFR i1 B,
T 5 SOk P ROE T B AL A A X 43 TR
R TR 25 R AT, 4
W 7 ASBAF S kg g, BARRE
I (ARSI 1, For A o 1 B E AT
JR A3 4t FLAE €0 0 P 1 L W G AN () 53R 47 A BT o
2.1.6 KEEFERLS  HUE -2 IREGE, kit
FE 6 %, AT H I OR BE I [R] AT T A 9 2
THE BT A 7 A o W PR AR G OR B3 5 1) RSD #5708 T

:
- ?LF??F'??
ot

" 20 T4

LHRETV 22HRET IV 3MREF I 4MKEF I S-HRET] 6-REKET] 7-RHEEH I
1-astragaloside V. 2-astragaloside IV~ 3-astragaloside Il  4-astragaloside II ~ 5-astragaloside I ~6-isoastragaloside I  7-isoastragaloside II
1 10 HEERBIFERPETRIELEE (S1~S10) REMRIELEE R)

Fig. 1 HPLC fingerprint for 10 batches of saponins in Astragalus membranaceus extract (S1—S10) and its reference

fingerprint (R)

#z1 HEEERSRBAERRIZEIES T
Table 1 Retention times and MS data for identification of

astragalus saponin

A5
T ETHR ATR Sesn

i =

AW tr/min

1 5.528 947.1 [M-+H]" CauH7O19 HIEEBH V
2 7.608 807.1 [M+Na]" CaiHesO14 FEESBH IV
3 11277 807.0 [M+Na]" C4iHesO14 FEE BT 1T
4 11.742 849.5 [M+Na]* CH7noO15s HEBTF 1T
5 23393 891.6 [M-+Na]" CssH7nO1s HEERE I

6 27951 869.8 [M-+H]" CssHnOis FH BT I
7 30.893 827.7 [M+H]" CuH7O15 FEHEICEH I

2.0%, FXTUETEAL RSD /T 3.0%, Ui HE
EE R

2.1.7 FREMIRLE  BUE—#GMRIGR, 5 alfE
0. 2. 4. 6. 10. 12h ke, DUEEFHHF LR
[ AT Z R, TG 7 AR s3 I R AE X
B ] RSD 34/ T 2.0%, FHAFIE AL RSD 341/
T 3.0%, ULBAFESTE 12 h WhRE M B AT

2.1.8 HEEMRE BE—#RGMBK 6 1, T
AT ARG % BRI, DA IE o F 1) DR B I ] A0
TSI, THE RS 7 AR AR R B
[ RSD 3/NT 2.0%, AHXFUEIFL RSD 3/ T
3.0%, UEBIEEE MR
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22 BEZRIW
221 fEMMRE HTHRKPHEEERBS K HPLC
oI TR AN S R B R OE L, MO SRS DL
AR E R EWRE, DRI T 2.
2.2.2  FRFAAUE RZEERTE IEREGEXS 7
Foh B v S 2 R T T A . A R R B (), Horp
J=1, 2, e, 7o WEAUETEA X BRI R:

(1) FEFRMIA— ALK B, x5 @ ANREURE By
25 ;7 MEARR ERRYE =1, 2,

e ong

J=1 2y e m)e N T UTERIL, A
1’)316?9 Xijo

(2) TFEE i MRS TR j AT AR
B iZFEPR L E ()
pi/:xl'//zn:xl'/, i=1, = n; j=1, =, m

(3) WELER j AT RSE Cepo

ej:—kZpijlnpij, H k=1/Inn

@) THEEEBITRE (d),
d=1—¢

(5) THEBFbR T AR IALE (w)),
wi=dj/ id/

L Matlab B fFg S LR RERGE T SE R
SRR, O 7 A R B R e AR R S AR
Howy, HILERIRERKZGERT (00

0= Siw
i=1

Sy N | DMRIURE S8 MR RRA Sy, BT AR

223 REUREES RBGEREmLA 20, B
T PRI %, 10 558 95% LB 5 AIFREL 1.
2. 3K, BR120s, DIFEN 800 W, FEHUEHE N
90 r/min, #FA]PE 30 min FRREEE, FREBGKIED 5
E3F, W4EiEFE /K 10 mL &, KA IE
TEEPRFEIEE 3 K, FHK 40 mL, AIFIE T EE,
ATIETRGNHRESHEIFEAER 10mL, ES
AR AR, “2.227 TR O EARIHE
LEETE Qn BRI 2. HIREUKECN 2, O
B R, WOEPRIRIOREL 2 Wk (B RS 2 o 0 TH
OB T S HRR: S-HERIFL. S-HieE
I S-BEE B 1ML Se-THERH IV, Ss-H KR
H V. Se-FHERH . S-RFEEETID.

224 PREUFIEPIESR REGEEHMZ) 20 g, N
AN 10 fEE T 95% SBEHERL 2 IR, BHRFEHU ] A
120's, $RECTHZE )y 800 W, HREUE BN 90, 180.
270+ 360+ 450 t/min, :fH 30 min FRRIEEL, HEHL
WrE S &I, 1% “2.237 TR IRALEE, IE &
AR IR, | 92227 TR QE AR
CER1S On SRR 3. HFEHULIE N 270 r/min
B, OfE&CR, BUEFRFRAUIE 270 t/min.

225 EHEIES FREGE KRR L) 20 g, 5390
N 12, 14, 16, 18. 20. 22. 24. 26. 28. 30

*2 RERBMEREHSENTM

Table 2 Effect of extraction frequency on astragaloside content

FREIREL Si Sz S3 S4 Ss Se Sy Oi
1 64.11 1276.71 596.74 52.09 28.99 830.67 1 609.36 291.55
2 41.72 1155.22 981.98 93.56 41.34 1095.54 2 065.65 415.51
3 36.44 1219.68 975.23 99.28 36.54 953.32 1 840.59 396.24
WE 0.273 0.007 0.210 0.316 0.092 0.056 0.046
*3 REEENAKEHESENTMN
Table 3 Effect of rotation rate on astragaloside content
Bl /(rrmin) Si Sz S3 S4 Ss Se S7 Qi
90 165.89 3518.02 814.31 133.98 153.95 2050.37 3152.63 654.56
180 166.61 3 809.26 633.06 65.20 314.63 1155.97 2836.77 515.12
270 182.42 3 870.08 642.11 188.86 287.60 1802.10 3773.22 706.64
360 160.93 3 950.77 549.21 153.34 313.19 1716.04 2911.66 626.74
450 216.10 3739.23 639.67 161.34 327.67 1721.05 2711.83 630.22
BE 0.052 0.006 0.071 0.420 0.253 0.135 0.061
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5 95% CEEFRIN 2 IR, BEIK 120 s, ZhE Y 800 W,
PRI E N 90 r/min, FEFE 30 min FRCHREL, 2
BB G & IF a7 “2.2.37 TR ALER, IE &R
HRR ISR, | 2227 BT Qi ARIHE L
B35 On GRIE 4. MR A 18, 20 Bf =&
O EAHIE, (H 4R L 20 B O/ (EIRIE T /%,
AL B RRL L 186

2.2.6 PEHUE I AESE RECGH ML 20 g, N
N 10 55 95% LIEHEET 2 WK, HREXS ] 435 60
120, 180+ 240. 300 s, %N 800 W, FEHUFLH
490 r/min, &FAIRE 30 min FRXAEEG, FREURNER

JEE IR “2.237 TURALEE, 5E & 28 R 1)
WETAR, W “2.227 BIF O EARITHELEES5)
Qi SR NER 5. SIS A 180 s B, OifH &K,
WG BEHEEUET [R] O 180 s.

227 HREIFERFE HRIGTEHEMRZL 20g, 0
N 10 {58 95% L EEHEEL 2 ¥R, £FK 120 s, ThFES)y
A4 600~ 800 1000, 1200, 1400 W, $ZHUEEH
590 r/min, &FAIRE 30 min FRRARE, HEEUREL
JEEFF, & “2237 DR IEAER, T &R R
ST A, B “2.2.27 BUR OE A REEETT
9y O ERNEK 6. DhES EREAIZE RO, W]

x4 REHENERREEF SIS
Table 4 Effect of material-liquid ratio on astragaloside content
TORLLE Si Sz S3 S4 Ss Se S7 Qi
12 165.89 3518.02 814.31 133.98 153.95 2 050.37 3152.63 486.20
14 231.18 3 586.77 1532.26 113.23 80.99 2031.55 3 385.50 760.20
16 235.26 3700.04 1496.62 124.57 109.16 1818.28 3150.38 751.79
18 238.01 3 680.94 1545.71 141.57 150.35 2 094.05 349431 789.19
20 226.48 3 550.74 1589.26 152.29 154.07 2 035.33 3342.23 803.49
22 321.87 3290.36 886.55 127.79 116.86 1922.70 2993.25 529.06
24 315.86 3571.27 872.52 152.25 93.97 2036.98 3150.57 527.48
26 195.82 3504.67 951.47 114.47 128.76 2036.14 3126.49 535.32
28 273.02 3205.09 774.19 78.31 91.89 1887.33 2989.88 460.80
30 306.07 3 586.94 936.37 84.91 120.64 2 049.50 3280.53 544.88
E 0.183 0.009 0.388 0.191 0.210 0.008 0.011
x5 ROHEMEREESENTMN
Table 5 Effect of extraction time on astragaloside content

INF[E]/s Si S2 Ss Sa Ss S6 S7 Oi

60 94.45 2 514.55 794.27 69.66 119.13 1 810.66 1 807.45 876.77
120 165.89 3518.02 814.31 133.98 153.95 2 050.37 3152.63 1270.33
180 123.02 3188.18 1181.18 321.82 190.88 1437.43 3613.70 1413.91
240 145.05 3 745.02 645.10 158.78 161.87 2043.23 3396.51 1314.28
300 177.85 1 740.72 391.46 156.21 138.07 1216.77 1599.48 688.03
& 0.073 0.103 0.181 0.362 0.038 0.061 0.179

Fo6 REMEWNAKEHSENFM
Table 6 Effect of extraction power on astragaloside content

ThER/W Si Sz S3 S4 Ss Se S7 Oi

1 400 189.88 3467.10 565.90 73.12 61.88 1418.01 2214.34 536.06
1200 265.50 2945.19 738.94 75.23 75.10 1 .882.48 3711.19 761.60
1 000 262.81 3251.97 844.79 99.75 103.08 1836.83 2964.89 699.21

800 165.89 3518.02 814.31 133.98 153.95 2 050.37 3152.63 754.14
600 230.99 2976.01 743.29 90.43 93.97 1571.97 2578.19 612.89

B 0.126 0.022 0.070 0.204 0.392 0.067 0.119
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Re 2= R MR LE A AR R 73 3, DRI 5 4 S 30 i
PRIRELT) % 800 W

228 CBEAERASHEESR  FREGTRMB®RZ 20
g, N 10 F5 8 95%. 85%-+ 75%- 65%- 55%-
45% 1 CBEHEHL 2 IR, BEIR 120's, D)% 800 W,

PRIV IE N 90 r/min, FFAIRG 30 min FRRHREL, 2
BUOpet 5 & 3F, % “2.237 BN 5k, JE
F RN MIETEA, B “2227 HF o EARIT
HEEE185 00 ERINEK 7. 4 LA ECN 65%
B QO EIK, kP QAR EON 65%.

®7 CEFRSENERETSENTN

Table 7 Effect of ethanol content on astragaloside content

LEEARFR G H0% Si Sz S3 S4 Ss Se S7 Oi

95 165.89 3518.02 814.31 133.98 153.95 2 050.37 3152.63 1056.22
85 211.89 3419.69 1369.19 132.64 132.68 1901.90 322391 1 140.84
75 22242 3292.12 1385.01 111.68 94.90 2076.48 3374.21 1162.54
65 251.72 3616.18 1 549.53 163.14 164.93 2 047.52 3394.55 1 233.60
55 198.97 2937.78 1193.83 110.34 132.09 1720.94 2 176.60 866.35
45 188.92 2 870.36 1195.73 78.11 69.04 1 608.38 1799.74 754.10
HE 0.069 0.031 0.147 0.195 0.309 0.037 0.212

2.3 CCD It RER

MRPE R R R IR 25 S, R HUR USR] (AD L f
WIE (B). SRR E (O kL (D) 4
MEZENAZE. R “2.2.27 HUHER TR
& B W T AREAR R B, SRR 128 0.114,
T 1N 0.064, HEBH 1N 0213, HE
BAF IV A 0255, EEREH V N 0200, REKR
H 180132, BEERTF 114 0.022, AN “2227
WUF QEARITHE Q. DI 7 MEF RS
G137 (O A NRAZE, W CCD J5HH, JHE
BALEFEH R E S EFIRAKE (o) N 1.718 85
(HPIEARZ ¥k, orthogonal quadratic), HCa piE
N6, TIGLEFILE 8.

K e 87 1] 43 #1312 A Design-Expert 8.0 %
X & R FE AT B S A, SRR 9. &
R A RHME AR TN 0/=-7 185.398+
10.179 A+122.256 C—0.017 A2—0.701 C?> (HIf&
P>0.05 T J5), FFHAS B AEMPRICT Z A3 B
] 192.12 s, REIHE 879.93 W, ZEEARFI%L
70%, RHEEE 18.62, H KW OE A 1134.25. %
JE B RAE R ATAT M, KR I T 28 1y SR B [A]
190s, IRELINE 880 W, ZLEEAFA>%1 70%, Wk
tt 18.5.

AR 9 WA, AR A P<0.05, K
R E, HEIERE RE 2N 0973 6, K
97.36% I 46 H 4f 1) 38 53 14 AT FH O [ VA A 7R R i
FE, MIREFERIE . (HR AL P<<0.000 1,
RIEBR O] e oA A s 241 Qi . R,

Wi )87 T 73 ATV AN B AR S L AR I T 202515 B A=
MZ IR Z
24 BEHENESEEEENE
2401 IBEE WG K SR 30 4%
TAENMPE 2% R EIREA, DL 4 MEICT 241N
AN, PUEE 7 P2 H R @MU TR A2
MLEE135r O EME N AR . KA 10 152X
UGUE T BE 0 2 AL 90%IIREAE i)l 2%k
Wi 10%HIREANE NIGUE SR, R #2825 B 7Y
1) B RAEAC IR B E A 2 000

UNGIEG EZTve g = I [ €y oan A € NS
WEIRZ (MAEuain Al MAEws) $0H0 B AR R 2
(MAE) PAJ s 250 (R?) W 10. H1# 10 741,
MPA T H S, RAEES. HidZ2MMEns
s 2 W 28 R 2 ST ], RS ISR N R
W/ sEIRERE, T8 A B I .
DRI, A S8 e P36 e 22 R 2% FR) el 2 A 22 T B
4 BT DR . mAHIEN 4 MRANZE, 1
ABEIRE, 4 ABRGERE T R B AR A I 8 AR
24.2 BHEEIVEIATIRE IR s A4
PRZSARETY, SR st S48 - 248 L L 2 1 e i
SHME . RS, RN 1000,
O RERRECA 200, HAMSEII B RNENE, 19
BB AESR UL 2 S HONPEHURT H] 264.03 s, $2HL
I# 69544 W, LFEARRAE 51.13% WKL
21.46, 81390 1 432,584 [RIIF, b ui B i 23 4
WAL AR 2% 5 AL FIE N 1R AT B 45 R AT
RIGIOAE, 4558 W& 11,
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Table 8 Results of CCD
75 Als B/W C/% D Si Sz S3 Sa Ss Se S7 OifE
1 120 1 000 75 16 154.99 314227 1107.27 154.57 19398 323589 3350.75 1033.98
2 120 1 000 55 16 163.16 3037.10 630.44 200.28 140.31 2711.72 3371.58 858.61
3 120 1 000 75 20 132.89 2744.12 1221.74 107.89 169.83 337041 3104.65 1026.10
4 120 1 000 55 20 186.87 335521 765.97 164.31 116.67 1940.61 3178.42 790.51
5 240 600 75 20 204.04 3 745.88 709.74 206.13 34531 2361.10 3523.83 924.88
6 120 600 75 20 122.89 294432 1321.05 113.83 172.65 325931 398254 106593
7 180 800 65 18 179.84 372296 125732 23693 210.07 3149.12 351643 1122.18
8 240 600 75 16 178.44 357631 1273.65 188.95 198.34 3146.04 303620 1090.48
9 180 800 65 18 177.83 3752.63 1241.30 23437 209.17 3158.81 350431 1120.60
10 180 800 65 18 178.08 3 785.13 1244.89 234.61 209.00 311796 3491.54 1117.81
11 240 1 000 55 16 102.08 2427.01 639.14 179.88 252.42 234470 3761.20 792.21
12 180 800 65 18 178.59 3796.47 1248.60 23529 209.31 312729 349899 1121.01
13 240 600 55 20 140.92  2922.00 759.45 187.67 201.46 3231.79 3070.18 947.21
14 120 600 55 20 133.17 2 581.12 718.33  122.00 161.36 2573.06 3636.40 816.87
15 180 800 47.81 18 180.50 2913.72 499.25 118.44 114.01 1773.78 3207.13 671.19
16 180 456.23 65 18 81.39 2675.34 875.34 138.95 158.54 235643 393640 832.34
17 240 1 000 55 20 17533 325223 1315.19 15095 141.36 2534.76 3500.73 987.04
18 240 1 000 75 20 181.39 322945 875.34 138.95 158.54 3534.65 393640 1034.48
19 240 1 000 75 16 153.16 3340.81 1008.71 340.47 201.54 193694 3671.77 909.92
20 120 600 75 16 188.21 3286.53 1345.17 292.11 13629 2277.18 3136.59 989.87
21 180 1143.77 65 18 157.47 3181.54 114545 139.50 164.67 3840.56 3706.60 112296
22 180 800 65 21.44 187.73 2018.87 1192.56 352.72 163.83 3066.54 2938.54 997.32
23 240 600 55 16 15426 2361.16 1132.71 143.51 151.25 2766.47 2757.88 903.08
24 283.13 800 65 18 139.23 315221 126721 225.17 187.63 324448 323857 1082.27
25 180 800 65 14.56  206.48 3 369.55 900.55 151.57 367.05 2217.20 3444.95 911.66
26 180 800 65 18 176.74 373590 1228.69 231.54 207.56 317741 3559.13 1119.36
27 76.87 800 65 18 143.52 2564.85 45294 19459 166.06 1700.59 3064.77 651.85
28 180 800 82.19 18 268.50 391247 112395 13322 176.50 259437 3699.20 1013.65
29 120 600 55 16 13590 2858.93 807.98 252.60 265.30 160245 3017.65 766.07
30 180 800 65 18 178.27 3684.83 130447 23555 210.11 3105.09 356635 1124.61
BE 0.114 0.064 0.213 0.255  0.200 0.132 0.022
RO MNESHIENGR
Table 9 Results of response surface methodology

RiE PR BB ) F P | kW P HMUE % FI P
iR 418 181.95 14 29 870.13 2.854 653 0.0264 | CD 2 364.69 1 2364.69 0.225991 0.641 4
A 43 940.51 1 43940.51 4.199 343 0.0584 | A? 66 639.87 1 66 639.87 6.368 694  0.0234
B 8360.81 1 8360.81 0.799 033 0.3855 | B? 10 353.69 1 10353.69 0.989489 03356
C 148 323.37 1 148 323.37 14.175091 0.0019 | C? 85 844.82 1 85844.82 8.204 088 0.0118
D 7 158.71 1 715871 0.684 149 0.4211 |D? 18 089.31 1 18 089.31 1.728774  0.208 3
AB 2 821.03 1 2821.03 0.269602 0.6112 | 5% 156 954.94 15 10 463.66
AC 19 154.42 1 1915442 1.830566 0.196 1 | RFUIT 156 927.50 10 15692.75 2860.065 <<0.000 1
AD 1351.23 1 1351.23  0.129135 0.724 3 | {#ir%E 27.43 5 5.49
BC 239.01 1 239.01 0.022842 0.8819 | MEZE 575136.79 29
BD 3 540.36 1 3540.46 0.338348 0.5694
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F10 HETHEX MAEwains MAEwsts MAE. R? B0
Table 10 Effect of number of hidden neurons of genetic
neural network on MAEtrain, MAEtest, MAE, R?

$$ é—?ﬁﬁﬁ E MAEtrain MAE est MAE RZ
1 0.202 155 0.053 377 0.202 155 0.700 985
2 0.112226 0.118 602 0.118 602 0.871 897
3 0.069 657 0.069 640 0.069 657 0.974 097
4 0.045482 0.020995 0.045482 0.989 808
5 0.002 132 0.014 602 0.014 602 0.999 981

3 iTig
KEWFRRY, BERB S HER A
BRI, A0 RGEThAE. RPN
T G MR AR 557 T HAA o 2 K 25 3
TERUS, ik, B2 vilE His, mTes
S HE B A O AT IR TR R VR R R AR S
%, BHEIRMEAEN HPLC 45 &5 M sk 7%
RGBSR (ELSD) ke Fidk 478 s e 10200,
AR BLSD 7EI & A7 5 MR el 28 A1 AC e 55 11

®1 MNESE BEEHENESEEREANEENERIEL (n=3)

Table 11 Comparison of simulation and experimental results of response surface methodology, genetic neural network, and

genetic algorithm (n = 3)

Jiik FRHW N [ /s TR /W LIEARFASY B % R L WA E SERRAY
W] 1 [H] 43 BT 190 880 70 18.5 1134.25 1 066.236
AL Bk IBHE P 22 Y 2% 260 695 50 21.5 1 540.17 1432.584

Yol fe g IS A AR I S5 2R, (HR ARy — il
P e I 2, A2 S A A A RE S AR
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ELSD EAT 5w () RBUZ AT PR,  HH R SCHRth R
W, i#id HPLC 4 & 5 AMS i e 17 R o) 1)
5 EE I e S R A IO a7 AR E M
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20 [P 2% R L 20 A 90 B 1K 0 — SR LGS L 4 A
A~ s, AL N R ARV ROk R
o 2 A pE G AP, AT R B A SRR
e (B, AL PN AT AR 7 > B G
B O PN R AIME SBR[ 7 200 Had
(U es By Eibui L AP S Uk NE /b2t AR
RIS, RIR e IR 28 BRI “ i3 2R A7
PEREIR” A M AT I, (O — b4
R 5%, RN TR Z Ak, i
WL FA AL G P M g 3k 4T T2 30, ATbe
PIEHER RIS R BESTERRE, XA
EHATHRGRT, TR BUE AR, B
TEZ2HEAESBRER LR, 8 0 St
DR T AT LFR %A o

ARG IR 45 & HPLC 488U AR BLE X 3
B R B R PR LA R AR 23 HEAT W E R T AL
H, T R T ZREAT AL, S DL Ry B
R B R S BAFNTRARAHEL,  RERSRIL P 2K
T3 2 FEE AR ELRo M E o S g S R AL
P HPLC &3 PR 3 B4 R i AT AL, 2%
BV 7 N EHE R, K2 B E
br, iEid CCD wEg i3 2 30 H it 2 14 A HAH
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FIIZRGAR 57, X SRR st AL 4 X 25 )|
GREARBAT NG, P Ik e R TRT v B 38 A% R0 43 i)
F FHEAT TR, A4S 2 2 H bR ik T2 %424
Rets NP2 s 2 Bis L2 E=%. |
LIS BRI A 1 30 A 4o 25 DX 48 A5 R TN /5 45 31 1)
BRI SR L2 NS 8] 260 s, $HREXIIZR 695
W, LEEARFE050%, FBHEEE 21.5. ARSZEG@ERE
AL BRI AL S5 10 30 A 4 25 X 28 A5 T A 56 R Bk B
98.98%, T4 R 5 5uae o WAL, RFIET %
BRI H ) T2 BEA SR, BARBPGE. R
(TR RPN g 2 U2 B8 R vy e L = S A A
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