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Abstract: Objective To establish the quality evaluation method of 27 batches of Aurantii Fructus based on QAMS and the
fingerprint. Methods Taking naringin as the reference, the relative correction factors of narirutin, hesperidin, and neohesperidin
were calculated. The contents were determined and the differences between the external standard method and QAMS method were
compared. And the fingerprints of 27 batches of decoction pieces of Aurantii Fructus were established by HPLC, and evaluated by
cluster analysis(CA) and principal component analysis (PCA). Results There was no significant difference between the measured
values of QAMS method and external standard method. The method of fingerprint of decoction pieces of Aurantii Fructus was
established, the similarities were greater than 0.95. There were 11 common peaks in the HPLC fingerprint, compared with the control
product spectrogram, peak 3 was narirutin, peak 4 was naringin, peak 5 was hesperidin, peak 6 was neohesperidin. Conclusion The
QAMS method combined with fingerprint can provide a reference for evaluating the quality of decoction pieces of Aurantii Fructus.
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FEVRAT . R HA A R4 AT, DU A
e B R P B2 S EOR T BB M8
1 E5RHYG
11 {43

HY-04 AU =y id 200 L (LS T A 3%
ARFAEAFD ; CPA-225D M TRV (i

—. Tz —, {E Sarorius A F ) ;
SCQ®-G2016 ¥iz A wisvehl (i i
PR ER AR+ T4 HH fHIRAKB S (T
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ik gl (£ [E TEDIA AR s /KA HESH 4K,
HoAb R N bl . AR5EOr 3 27 #HEFE
SERTHAHHAESE AR EENEFR
YIRS C. aurantium L. S H R 1% 28 F () 4
AR S SR S AR A 4 o i o ) o A S 0
FERE B LR 1.

x1 H@ER

Table 1 Batches of samples information

FEf S Feith = I
S1 YLV 1510230172 ZINT LA FR A ]
S2 VLYY 161001 RO B2 R A AR AT
S3 bW 1611001 2 [E T R AR5\ AE RA A
sS4 bW 170501 ZROEE PR A RA A
S5 YLV 160501 R E IR A IR B IR A F
S6 YLV 1610001 ZE TR AERA A
S7 bilEa) 170801 RO PR A RA A
S8 bW 17080701 [ 25 IR s T A 2500 A BR A =]
S9 VLYY 1702001 ZE TR A A RA A
S10 bW 170824 Z M T AKRIR A H IR A
S11 bW 170801CP219 AL T E 25 A R 2 &
S12 VLT 170301 GROT IR 25 B BRA A
S13 VLT 160401CP219 AL Fite 2 A R A F
S14 pa)i 1705030 VY )18 s 46 HR 250K B e A FR 8 )
S15 oI 170119 VOB R R A B IR THUEA A
s16 g i 170301 VO )1 B R 2510 A5 BR A
S17 pilEa) 160901 e 48 e 2 R R B IR A A
S18 bW 17040102 AT i e 1) 245 e A A PR A =
S19 VLT 170503CP220 AL i e 2l A R A F
520 MiiNE) 170701 RO P 2R B RA A
S21 pa)i 170512 VOB 2R A B IR FEA A
S22 VU] 170303 RO P 2R B RA A
323 gl Z03417M01 VY )1| R 2 LA R A 7
S24 pa)i Z03417E01 VY )1 e 7 24 b A5 R A ]
S25 pa)i Z03417R01 VY )1 e 7 24 b A5 R A ]
326 g i Z03417J01 VY ) 1| 2 LA R A 7
S27 a )i Z03417F02 VY )1 e 7 24 b A5 BR A ]
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TERN S
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4.6 mm, 5 um), ViBHFEA ZNE-0.1%0E R K7 )
(18 : 82) SFJF P, AR EA 1.0 mL/min, £
WK 283 nm, #FFEE 10 uL, #FiE 25 C, Lk
ETE AT, KRS AR 58 R T R e 1A
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Fig.1 HPLC profile of mixed reference substances (A) and
sample of Aurantii Fructus (B)

2.2.2 RA N HRSER A o B A
H. oM. B TSR, RER
S, BT 10 mL EfiF, IR EREFCEEZ
B, WIS =AM 0.32 mg/mL. kg 1.06
mg/mL . P& 4 0.20 mg/mL. ¥i#5 & H 1.01
mg/mL YRGSV, & H .
223 MHEMERMH S FRBURRRAHAK 0.5
g, FEEWRE, B 100 mL FEERRS, KEmA
FEE 50 mL, FRaEmiE, MF#AER 1.5h (75 C),
WA, MERE, HEEALERENTE,
57, e, JEWZ 0.22 pm SEEER, BIf5.
224 RVERRFLE  KEE IR A X B IA
0.1. 0.5. 1. 2. 3. 4. 5 mL, fnHEHEHIE R
TR A IR AW . 1% “2.217 TR ik, W%
W B R ARV 10 L, JEANTRAH BB, 1eoklE
o L0 It ot sk B AR AR bR (XD, I
BURI SRR (Y) 2hilbrdEfsk, BRI, 4
PEYa R A RE, WK 2.

=2 HMXR
Table 2 Results of linear equations
5% A Ly 2R MEVE Hl/ng r
EFML T Y=204.531 0 X+0.094 6 0.099~2.837 0.999 9
Tl e Y=236.389 7 X—0.0754 0.341~10.718 0.999 9
P B Y=289.340 8 X—0.642 9 0.075~2.163 0.999 6
HPE R H Y=288.3231X+0.076 1 0.319~10.019 0.999 9

225 FEHEEIRLK H 222”7 TURXTHEA 10
ul, % “2.2.17 T IS KRS 6 Ik, S
ZERFRH B R MR B R T RN A B U T AR
K] RSD 4354 1.56%- 0.10%. 1.21%. 0.10%, #*
AN A 2 B R A
226 HEEMHRE HE ALK SD,
% “2.2.37 WIF Tkl 6 fo il g, 1%
“2.2.17 WUR G AF I E, A2 A A R
Rl B A6 R FUHT RS K U T AR Y RSD 4373 M
1.02%. 0.56%. 2.11%. 0.13%, % #]i% 7%=
2R
227 FRREMRALE  BUE—-#ARSE AL (SD
% “2.237 WUFJ7iEdl 4, % “2.217 OUF (i
30T 0. 20 4. 8. 12, 20. 24 h %E,
R [ A 157 N 9 LB e s s ]
FRE RSD 430514 1.08%. 0.54%. 1.64%. 0.54%,
FHABERIGAE 24 h WFaENE RIT.
228 NFEECEALE  FEEFREUE & (S1) 0.25 g,
6, RN —E IR E X B IAR, %
“2.2.37 WUR 7k & Al i, &g “2.2.1”
TR g 2 F e & &, THREINFEECR, g2
Bl R Mh R R R AT B A I IR RS
FKOHIN 99.72%. 100.45%. 99.79%. 100.20%,
RSD {4354 2.57%-+ 1.65%- 1.88%. 1.20%, M
TOFERISERTT SR
2.3 HXRERETF (fo) BIHE

DAt 2 H NS, #%IBA K fis=(Cs X
AN(CuX As) (R CORRFINZE 7 KRR K BIVR
ACRRFIIZ 530 R k UETAR, Cs NN SIREE,
As NAFRYIETRD « K, QAMS LRI ZEAMRIEN
BN GruEd) FFERE L, e RE A oAt ek
5y Cx BIIRE (& &) , AR C=(CsX
A (fus X As)THE, HIFS. HX “2.22” WU FHITRE
St HR A, Al HERE 2. 4. 6. 8. 10, 20 pL
€, THEMN B R A W EE . Wi
TH fgsr ERNFE 3. FE—B5T fiys EIEF S,
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x3 MRHD fuFMELER (n=3)

231 AR OISR EAR

Table 3 Determination results of reference correction S AR, 4 HIFE %2 Ecosil HPLC Chg (250
factors (fi) tests (n = 3) mmXx4.6 mm, 5um) , Syncronis Cis (250 mmX
HEFEARAR/ UL Feamemmer  fomwmer  Somumme 4.6 mm, 5 Hm) , Ultimate XB-C1g (250 mmX4.6
2 0.939 LA e mm, 5 pm) 3 FRARE K EHAE, LK UltiMate
: otk o 3000 {5 XA L X, Agilent 1290 WA ¢ X A
8 0.978 1184 1025 By LC-20A 1 5 SO i ASORT figs S2ASF I A 0T
10 0.977 1184 1.298 CREAIS RIS, S5 RIWK 4. GRRUIAR GG
20 0.972 1.186 1.229 FE AN EACES LA [F) S 06 3 S 00 251, Al B
Y 0.969 1174 1.226 X S5 A R A . BB BRI fs 4300
RSD/% 1.550 1.260 0.160 74 0.954, 1.159. 1.223, RSDH¥/MF 5%, #*
R4 TRILWE. TEMNE. TRIBIELNEM
Table 4 RCF determined by different lab, instructions, and columns
i%?—_ ﬁ(%ﬁ @ijé?ﬁi f S f i f R R
SEE 1 UltiMate 3000  Ecosil HPLC Cyg 0.963 1.153 1.231
Syncronis Cyg 0.971 1.163 1.227
Ultimate XB-Cyg 0.903 1.170 1.224
Agilent 1290 Ecosil HPLC Cyg 0.964 1.123 1.215
Syncronis Cyg 0.966 1.158 1.206
Ultimate XB-Cyg 0.954 1.122 1.221
SeHE 2 58 LC-20A  Ecosil HPLC Cyg 0.932 1.165 1.226
Syncronis Cyg 0.956 1.167 1.231
Ultimate XB-Cyg 0.978 1.213 1.223
ARk 0.954 1.159 1.223
RSD/% 2.42 2.33 0.65

B AT vE BB, M R

232 A EIBER e EE NSYh L
T 38 3ok L s 67, At A I 2 3 SR A K A
HF 1 45 B4 B 8] Cretention time, RT {E) #H7 & 47
K QAMS V1 HEAT I e B, i 3k Al Rz A ) AR B B
(i) 5 Al A5 00 26 2 g 0 A XS R B I 1] Crelative

retention time, RRT) , #R#E RRT & K itk ik
AP Al 3 AN REATHER R AL, ARSI E T
AE 6T B A AEAS R AX 3% < AN ) €0 3 R 1 7 25 B
P, R IEER 5. WU, B RFILH 5 5 A0 R )
FA X4 B B[] RSD #8 <<5%, R BIFIH RRT #E4T
o U P 52 A T AT

=5 ATREEVREBNFEMEIEEX RRT BI5201
Table 5 RRTs obtained from different columns and instruments

S \ SSif kot RRT

SR b (il SR WL R

Bid | UltiMate 3000 Ecosil HPLC Cyq 0.805 2 1.155 1.458

Syncronis Cyg 0.804 2 1.208 1.414

Ultimate XB-Cyg 0.816 3 1.124 1.442

Agilent 1290 Ecosil HPLC Cyq 0.8049 1.156 1.462

Syncronis Cyg 0.806 1 1.155 1.453

Ultimate XB-Cyg 0.804 8 1.154 1.451

SRIGE 2 ¥ LC-20A Ecosil HPLC Cyq 0.8035 1.157 1.465

Syncronis Cqg 0.8139 1.172 1.486

Ultimate XB-Cyg 0.828 4 1.158 1.474

“FME 0.8097 1.160 1.456

RSD/% 1.030 0 1.890 1.410
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24 QAMS E5IMRELRIILLER MR

Ful 22,37 TRkl eE 27 SO HERATE
W, JEe “22.07 TUNEREAMRAE. JoH AMRIE
STARFEREA T 4 FASFE R A TIE, B QAMS
ST AR RIS TN figs KA R R B BT
T, SHOREERERIE 3R, BUFIME, St

A QAMS JERHINA RBATELEL, ZRIK 6. H
MESMREEI S BES QAMS VAT E RS t
K%, ZiREY, 2 MINERBEIR R S RBAFE
BEMES, H2MINEI RS B RIARRRZHE
3% LA, HIL Y] QAMS V£ THRFE IR 12 17>
JREVHN I RIAT .

®6 IMIES QAMS EXMRFIRA T 4 MEEHERIHZSEMNELER (h=3)

Table 6 Determination results of four components in decoction pieces of Aurantii Fructus by QAMS and ESM methods (n = 3)

LEFM A (mg-g ) Hh Bz (mg-gY)

R H/(mg-g ) iR 1 (mg-g )

i=g=
YhFRIE QAMS  AEXTiRZE CANNER bR QAMS  HMEXTIRZE  AMEIE QAMS  AEXTiIRZE
s1 6.20  6.23 0.48 55.45 3.43 3.41 -0.58 39.76  39.76 0.00
S2 911  9.15 0.44 46.66 4.59 4.56 -0.65 3942 3941 -0.03
S3 821 824 0.37 52.08 4.25 4.23 -0.47 4255 4255 0.00
S4 1534 1541 0.46 71.34 7.65 7.61 -0.52 34.04  34.04 0.00
S5 261 262 0.38 47.65 2.73 2.72 -0.37 4272 42.72 0.00
S6 490 493 0.61 45.31 3.09 3.08 -0.32 34.65  34.65 0.00
S7 509 512 0.59 57.13 3.42 3.40 -0.58 42.63  42.63 0.00
S8 6.98  7.01 0.43 66.00 4.44 4.41 -0.68 46.88  46.89 0.02
S9 391 393 0.51 45.20 3.43 3.42 -0.29 4181  41.81 0.00
S10 876  8.80 0.46 78.68 5.31 5.28 -0.56 38.97 3897 0.00
S11 804  8.08 0.50 75.69 5.77 5.74 -0.52 4560  45.60 0.00
S12 369 371 0.54 63.57 3.61 3.60 -0.28 53.74  53.73 -0.02
S13 768  7.72 0.52 68.91 5.54 5.51 -0.54 40.84  40.84 0.00
S14 171 172 0.58 66.14 3.83 3.81 -0.52 66.30  66.30 0.00
S15 128  1.29 0.78 59.82 1.42 1.42 0.00 49.68  49.68 0.00
S16  1.04  1.05 0.96 39.03 1.64 1.63 -0.61 4047  40.46 -0.02
S17 733  7.37 0.55 91.13 3.26 3.25 -0.31 4438  44.38 0.00
S18 230 231 0.43 68.17 2.31 2.30 -0.43 48.60  48.60 0.00
S19 690 6.94 0.58 90.14 3.86 3.85 -0.26 56.47  56.47 0.00
S20 797 801 0.50 88.16 2.20 2.19 -0.45 38.61 38.61 0.00
S21 198  1.99 0.51 85.82 3.19 3.18 -0.31 86.42  86.42 0.00
S22 827 831 0.48 95.75 3.75 3.73 -0.53 60.94  60.94 0.00
S23 563  5.66 0.53 55.33 3.50 3.48 -0.57 4207  42.07 0.00
S24 546  5.49 0.55 55.26 4.20 4.18 -0.48 44.45 4445 0.00
S25 549 552 0.55 64.14 4.20 4.18 -0.48 4927  49.27 0.00
S26 575  5.78 0.52 57.30 4.09 4.08 -0.24 4556  45.56 0.00
S27 605  6.08 0.50 58.47 4.24 4.22 -0.47 4621  46.21 0.00

3 #2% HPLC {5 EIigRIE L
31 &K

it #: . Syncronis C15(250 mmX4.6 mm, 5
um) , FREIHIDNHEE (A) -0.1%MIBR (B) , H6
FEBEME (0~35min, 30%~~50% A; 35~~45 min,
50%~70% A; 45~50 min, 70%~75% A; 50~
70 min, 75%~100% A) . &FfE 1 mL/min,
1530 °C, K 330 nm, #EREAFR 10 pL.
32 XRMmIARHH&E

MBS EM R MR B B
FAFiE R, RERE, BT 10mLEMF, e

WIFE B BRI R, WIRE 254 M 0.05
mg/mL. Al EZTF 0.7 mg/mL. 8 F1F 0.04 mg/mL.
RS B AF 0.5 mg/mL TR A 0T IR, & H .
3.3 HIXMBRRHE

PR R &5 F) “2.2.37 TR 5.
34 HFEERIE

B “3.1.27 TURXTHGL 10 pL, % “3.1.17
TR % A FIE S RE 6 IR, 1S S A R A
T RS R AR R B 0 TET AR 1) RSD 43+
1.23%. 1.06%. 1.94%. 1.82%, % BAX2%K5%
¥R 4F .
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35 EEEMRAW

B A —fEAR TR (S1) , % “2.2.3” TR
Jiid % 6 i pER A, 4% “3.1.17 TR kA&
G D= F s 1 D7 S A 112 N -9 = U
P R FFIE T AL RSD 43 A 1.70% . 1.14%.
1.00%. 0.21%, KX 7EEE MR,
3.6 FREMIRAE

H A — A e g (S1) , 4% “2.2.37 1
TR, % “3.1.17 WM&, 45
T 0. 2. 4. 8. 12, 20. 24 h J5E, MEEH
Rl 57 EF A R R R R T R B e T AR
RSD %3 %4 1.99%. 1.55%. 1.76%. 1.83%.
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i “3117 TWUREARERAIE, 195 27 HARFERAFE
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RHE BN RGUEIE) (2012 WO , € S
NBIREE, SR E A R R, e
NASEA S, I3, JEid SR ERER, §5
I 4 Mg, R0 3 A2l Y, 16 4 kil
H, U5 MFERE, U6 6 AR .
3.8 HBIFHMEFTIEEFR
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+ + s . ' o' : A o' ' TEPEPE— -:. P TV Y o! Fa 1 + (] S20
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e A A i : i s6
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2 HERAH HPLC 354 L
Fig.2 HPLC fingerprints of Aurantii Fructus
46 3.9 IEWENEMEMEITEMN
35 DL 27 #EREa RS AR AR, TR
. B ARLRE, S5 W3R 8. S9. S15. S16.
-6 S20. S22. S23. S24. S26 [ ML 43 S N
1235 7 g, WU 0.956 . 0.963. 0.989. 0.973. 0989. 0.979.
N . e N SR N N B PYy . £ v BE \\ £ N
0w . wm wm w e w0956, 0988, S25 [MAHAEEN 0.974, S21 [KIAHIL
t/min

B-EEMEH AT S-BEIT 6-BitE
3-narirutin - 4-naringin  5-hesperidin  6-nechesperetin
3 RAXNBEEIEE (A) RMAFIKA HPLC B4 EE
#HERK (B)
Fig. 3 Mixed control product chromatogram (A) and
common pattern of HPLC fingerprints decoction pieces of
Aurantii Fructus (B)

f£75 0.950, FHAdt5 AL KT 0.990.
310 B4 (CA

DL 11 MR, N SPSS 20.0 #
P, B RRGREE BT CA, 45 R ILIE 4.
orRIRE N 5 I, A4 4 2K, S1~8. S10~14,
S17~19. S27 % N—3%, S9. S15. S16. S20.
S22~24. S26 T HN—, S25 NI, S21 BAN—
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F=7 27 fHERIEBIEEITIEER
Table 7 Relative peak areas of common peaks for 27 batches of samples

- LA WA 5o 0 T AR
1 2 3 4(S) 5 6 7 8 9 10 1

s1 0.09 0.04 0.11 1.00 0.07 0.81 0.14 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.06

S2 0.1 0.04 0.10 1.00 0.08 0.9 0.16 0.04 0.03 0.07 0.06

S3 0.11 0.04 0.11 1.00 0.07 0.79 0.14 0.06 0.02 0.06 0.05

S4 0.09 0.04 0.09 1.00 0.07 0.83 0.16 0.03 0.02 0.07 0.06

S5 0.11 0.04 0.11 1.00 0.08 0.87 0.15 0.08 0.03 0.08 0.06

S6 0.08 0.04 0.10 1.00 0.08 0.86 0.16 0.03 0.03 0.06 0.06

S7 0.09 0.04 0.13 1.00 0.08 0.87 0.15 0.05 0.03 0.09 0.07

S8 0.08 0.04 0.11 1.00 0.08 0.84 0.15 0.03 0.02 0.06 0.06

S9 0.03 0.04 0.24 1.00 0.10 0.55 0.07 0.33 0.05 0.24 0.22

510 0.05 0.04 0.06 1.00 0.04 0.99 0.07 0.12 0.04 0.08 0.07

s11 0.09 0.04 0.10 1.00 0.07 0.83 0.17 0.06 0.03 0.08 0.06

S12 0.08 0.04 0.09 1.00 0.06 0.81 0.24 0.09 0.03 0.07 0.05

S13 0.09 0.04 0.11 1.00 0.07 0.77 0.13 0.13 0.04 0.13 0.11

S14 0.11 0.06 0.11 1.00 0.09 1.02 0.16 0.05 0.04 0.09 0.07

S15 0.03 0.05 0.13 1.00 0.07 0.56 0.05 0.34 0.07 0.22 0.22

S16 0.05 0.04 0.13 1.00 0.08 0.67 0.10 0.26 0.05 0.18 0.17

s17 0.04 0.03 0.07 1.00 0.06 0.91 0.07 0.05 0.02 0.05 0.04

S18 0.03 0.04 0.04 1.00 0.06 1.08 0.01 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.03

S19 0.02 0.04 0.03 1.00 0.04 0.91 0.02 0.08 0.03 0.04 0.04

S20 0.04 0.05 0.10 1.00 0.03 0.55 0.05 0.26 0.06 0.20 0.20

s21 0.06 0.09 0.01 1.00 0.03 0.99 0.58 0.25 0.06 0.13 0.07

S22 0.01 0.08 0.05 1.00 0.05 0.81 0.10 0.33 0.07 0.15 0.15

s23 0.03 0.04 0.10 1.00 0.05 0.70 0.08 0.34 0.07 0.24 0.21

S24 0.04 0.04 0.12 1.00 0.03 0.50 0.05 0.28 0.06 0.25 0.24

S25 0.03 0.05 0.04 1.00 0.05 1.12 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.03

S26 0.03 0.07 0.11 1.00 0.05 0.69 0.07 0.25 0.07 0.22 0.18

s27 0.04 0.03 0.03 1.00 0.06 1.14 0.02 0.10 0.04 0.07 0.05

¥ 0.06 0.05 0.09 1.00 0.06 0.83 0.12 0.14 0.04 0.11 0.10

8 27 AT IR A HRIBIE S ITER 0 c 10 35 2 %

Table 8 Similarity of common peaks for 27 batches of 6 : : : :
samples g |

e A it AL 0

s1 0.993 S15 0.963 a0

S2 0.992 S16 0.989 i

S3 0.994 s17 0.991 o0

S4 0.993 S18 0.991 15

S5 0.995 S19 0.992 16 [

S6 0.993 S20 0.973 Eé |

S7 0.994 s21 0.950 21

S8 0.993 S22 0.989 1

S9 0.956 S23 0.979 2

S10 0.991 S24 0.956 2

S11 0.995 S25 0.974

S12 0.993 526 0.988 B4 27 AR IR E B HHHRE

S13 0.999 s21 0.990 Fig. 4 Cluster analysis dendrogram for 27 batches of

S14 0.990 samples
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K. RIGEHS SHPETNEEA .
311 EH At (PCA)

PCA & 15/ 1] e OR 5 J5 A £l 15 2 ryan 12
T, dEa PR B B AR AR H 8. AL
27 HEFE ) 11 AN gL S\ SPSS20.0
AR, THEAOC RO FE . R AEAE AT 22 TR
K, 4T PCA 70#, FFIERHEME KT 1 s 4
HUH R, BRI, 4R 0%E 9. 10.
9 AH, HI 3AEMSFHEAENRT 1, X7 ZEM
FFTTHRZE Ny 88.801%, K LARFER A 2 N4
AT PAfEIAb R 3 AN o AT 0 #T

AT A B RO, X 3 R B TR
HE 10 7T &0, W48, 9. 10. 11. 47T 1 EH
WA, 7. 6. 2T 2 EAERENE
ff, W 5. 3 AEEAS 3 EAKENEN, 4XHE
KT 07. X GEEE, nTRUEN 3 REEF
MR F, U6 4 AR, U 5 ORI T, 1§

®9 PBEESREE

Table 9 Eigen values and contribution rate result

LRy FHIE(E THREI% Rt TR %
1 5.535 50.316 50.316
2 2.648 24.069 74.385
3 1.586 14.416 88.801
4 0.718 6.526 95.326
5 0.284 2.581 97.907
6 0.111 1.013 98.920
7 0.060 0.545 99.466
8 0.029 0.264 99.730
9 0.019 0.170 99.900

10 0.008 0.077 99.977
11 0.003 0.023 100.000

®10 IEEFEAHETFHEERE

Table 10 Public factor loading matrix after rotation

} T
aa 1 2 3
0.963 0.112 0.070
0.960 0.202 0,052
10 0.960 0.007 0.221
11 0.953 0132 0.219
4 0.844 0.427 0.011
7 0.021 0.916 0.118
6 0.117 0.743 0.435
2 0.596 0.741 0472
5 0.182 0,091 0.807
3 0.559 0.295 0.746
1 0.452 0.477 0.634

6 JUHHE K
4 g

AL 3 8 TR SR SR Ik
LA D) | FREUAE (ZEFEE. CFE. 80%H
BE) . VAR (100, 150. 200 %) AIHEEL A
(1. 15, 2 h) , TELRIERE T RA. A RFIH,
NERAERI MR, I 2 DL EE 50 mL (100
%) BERHEE 1.5 h AR i dl s k. il
AR T IRSIARAN R (R EE-0. 1% IR /K . H -
K -0, 1% R 7K 25 ) FNA% B Wi i i S 5 4 EL A1)
(16 : 84, 18 :82, 19:81) , LI KRILLLZNE-
0.1% MR /K N shAH, 18 & 82 5 i ¥ Jid ) Y 0
Z, WL By S wm, ikt R 58 E AR
HORERS S U

Hl, QAMS JECIEZ R 2t A D&
HH 24 1 S0 1 22 1020 1 2 0 AR A 302 A AT A
M, (i EZ ) 2015 4R Ol A
QAMS it ¥ 3% . FF & rh 25347 & B M.,
AT 5T AR 72 55 B 2R AL S P 45 AR oA, 2
ST QAMS VEH T AR SR A A ) 4 B WD
M. HAREFNEEMBET. MET. B
T e ER R RAM P SERK, Bf
—EMAEYEYE, LM N R, B
Ho R A SRR E . (BRI S ), BA—E
MR . I B A IR R AR, AR ZE
SERL RIS ARSE “— 2P SR E T
LML E S R R EEE R, RAE
W77k B RIFAE . R RHEE T AR
o R A €8S A3 B 8 A G A X AR IE BB 1 R
W, SOUE T QAMS Y E AR 72 5T & 4 il Hh (1 HE A 1
ARTAT 1 o AT AT LUNAR S T 2 48 b5 it &2 4%
B IR AL B V5, BT AR SR 1 0 = A
FVPAN $E 4 2 28 4R 45

R A Z MRS, WE— AL E
PRRC R R, AR kL. [H
U 3 37 4 T 2R 8 (AR ALE 1k 418 50 PR e A AR 42 1) I
BEWE RO EdEED (CAL PCA) 1149y
M, REABGEIRA BAHE I, B AU
38Ty CAL PCA BERGR IS5 43H 78 45 S AH BB
Wk, X PTSCER B 27 ARSI 34T 4 S % th
S IRFAE A3 R0 R e o B DGR I e i e, AR
FER R S AR R A R AR -

gi b, RWFFCLEFEMEL . M. B &



* 566 * $8 P 2020415 #52% H2H  Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs 2021 January Vol. 52 No. 2
T OHTRS R AR s N FE R 2 ST QAMS YL E AR [7]1 ZhangJ, Gao W, Liu Z, et al. Systematic analysis of main
EAERIFEIR, @ ASER HPLC 4540 /i 2 i constituents in rat biological samples after oral
(36 o B3 5 5 B QAMS GEAHSR . HAER AR administration of the methanol extract of fructus aurantii
L CEEER . AT M. PEBR, TTLL AR by HPLC-ESI-MS/MS [J]. Iran J Pharm Res, 2014,
Ea@rgi‘;ﬁ%ﬁi; EM;EF . e
ULV W LI T o ‘ [8] WX, B, BNR, % REPHRFEL M 12 Fity
HBAR FAtEE S ARG ERE AR HORA LR TR ). 2, 2019,
SE 3k 50(14): 3433-3437.
[ tPIEZ5R [S]. P 2015: 191 o] HHA, A, W % RO A W
[2] %E@L %?ﬂi, %ﬂﬂﬁ, 5 BRI EE FE AT £%ﬁj—%%};ﬁ%iﬂp1ﬂ\g‘jﬁgﬁ)ﬂ [J] qgéﬁﬁl 2019,
VAR IR ARG 20 (1 — SO 5 2 b [0, TEACHE 42(3): 579-583,
B 5, 2019, 15(4): 30-36, [10] EAFR, REE, AT, % MBI A
31 ZhR, e, AE, 55 AR 167 [9]. "R 22k, 2011, 36(6): 657-658.
Db ). FLPRTERSEGcE i, 2006, 18(2): 45-47. [L1] A, 53, B, % PR AR
[4 AP, BT BER, % WHRELERS i T T IBR AR HPLC H5 0P s
LA EAR AR TC [0]. BHEcBH S R, 2012(17): L], 525, 2019, 50(9): 2194-2200,
oo . . [12] %EIR, FiGH, E, % 5T HPLC HOUEE R
[5] Tan W, Li Y, Wang Y, et al. Anti-coagulative and oIl S B A S R B B RS 1.
gastrointestinal motility regulative activities of Fructus i W PUTBRTEITOEE 1]
Aurantii immaturus and its effective fractions [J]. Biomed 12, 2019, 50(18): 4293-4304.
Pharmacother, 2017, 90: 244-252. [13] Zejd, deb ). M2 A b 25 250 B
[6] He Y J, Cheng P, Wang W, et al. Rapid investigation and JERE [3]. HrE 255, 2016, 27(18): 2589-2592.
screening of bioactive components in Simo decoction via [14] PP, BERK, REIF, F. WAL EZ M

LC-Q-TOF-MS and UF-HPLC-MD methods [J].
Molecules, 2018, 23(7): 1792.

2015 FRRHFRIMNA [ 4 EE ),
1738-1741.

2017, 15(12):

[FriE% 4t £ 9]



