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Abstract: Objective To establish a method for quality evaluation of Mianmaguanzhongtan (Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma
Carbonisatum) by multivariate statistical analysis and entropy weight technique for order preferenceby similarity to ideal solution
(EW-TOPSIS) method. Methods A total of 16 batches of samples from different producing areas were collected, and the contents of
albaspidin AA, didemethylpseudoaspidin AA, pseudoaspidin, albaspidin AP, filixic acid ABA, tetraalbaspidin ABBA, kaempferide,
daidzein, demethoxymatteucinol, isoquercitrin and eriocierin of Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum were
simultaneously determined by quantitative analysis multi-components by single marker (QAMS) method with tetraalbaspidin ABBA
as internal reference substance. A combination of multivariate statistical analysis and EW-TOPSIS was used to evaluate the quality of
Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum. Results The methodological verification of the external standard method
complied with the provisions of 2020 edition of the Chinese Pharmacopoeia. The established relative correction factor had good
durability, and the QAMS method could be used for synchronous detection of 11 components in Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma
Carbonisatum; The results of multivariate statistical analysis showed that 16 batches of samples showed certain regional differences.
Demethoxymatteucinol, tetraalbaspidin ABBA, pseudoaspidin and kaempferide were the main variable factors that caused different

batches of Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum to be grouped. The results of EW-TOPSIS method showed that the
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quality evaluation closeness (Jb) of 16 batches of Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum ranged from 0.137 1 to 0.706 7, and

the quality of samples numbered S12—S16 ranked in the top 5, indicating that the overall quality of the Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis

Rhizoma Carbonisatum obtained from Jilin origin was better. Conclusion The established HPLC-QAMS, multivariate statistical

analysis and EW-TOPSIS comprehensive quality evaluation methods are time-saving and convenient, which provide reference for the

quality evaluation and quality control of Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum.

Key words: Dryopteris crassirhizoma Nakai; Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum; QAMS; multivariate statistical
analysis; PCA; OPLS-DA; EW-TOPSIS; albaspidin AA; pseudoaspidin; albaspidin AP; tetraalbaspidin ABBA
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Table 1 Information of 16 batches Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma samples

el 7 fit5 W ) #t5
S1 TriEREE 211005 S9 AL IR E 211002
S2 TrrmEs 221001 S10 AL B 210901
S3 Trpm s 210901 S11 mAbE e E 220903
S4 I AR B 210901 S12 MM & 221001
S5 BRI FARE 210902 S13 HMIERA & 221006
S6 IV B 221003 S14 MR 210905
S7 WEHHER 211001 S15 GRS LY R= 221003
S8 REERR 210903 S16 FMEREE 220901
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2 AP0.058 mg/mL. %7 5% ABA 0.082 mg/mL.
4O ER ABBA 0.57 mg/mL. 112K 0.436
mg/mL. KZ % 0.074 mg/mL. % H &5 3 Rk %=
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TRRE, N T0%FEEL) 20 mL, A8 7HREL 30 min,
A, ZRIBUATIERE 25 mL, 2, BHE, &
i, HifE.

23 @ILEH

KH Symmetry Cis (43 4E (250 mm X 4.6 mm,

5 um); AR 298 nm A 4R SR AA. K

A

Ju

t/mm

L

A SR AA. iR SR, A4 5% AP, 445
% ABA F145 5 51 AR ABBA, 330 nm Rl 111 25 &
KEFR EHAEIERBRER TR R
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I-E4 53R AA; 2-ZEHFIEMM DR AA; 3-A9SER; 4-A 5K AP; 5S4 51 ABA; 6-41 551K ABBA; 7-I1ZFK; 8-KEHK; 9-LH

SURSERUNR: 10-F MR 11-22H0KH .

1-albaspidin AA; 2-didemethylpseudoaspidin AA; 3-pseudoaspidin; 4-albaspidin AP; 5-filixic acid ABA; 6-tetraalbaspidin ABBA; 7-kaempferide; 8-

daidzein; 9-demethoxymatteucinol; 10-isoquercitrin; 11-eriocierin.
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Fig. 1 Chromatograms of mixed reference (A) and Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum sample (B)
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Fz2 1 ADRSBIEMEE AL
Table 2 Linear regression results of 11 components
L% B EppE LR/ (g-mL™) LES S D)
H4pEE AA Y=1.779 6 X 10° X+384.6 1.13~56.50 0.999 7
TERHEMSREER AA Y=1.328 0X10° X+1 692.5 0.57~28.50 0.999 3
ICEIEES Y=3.472 0X 10 X—756.0 1.55~77.50 0.999 6
H45 4% AP Y=6.841 4X10° X—157.6 0.29~14.50 0.999 4
27 4 ABA Y=1.1192X 106 X+1 382.6 0.41~20.50 0.999 7
LTI E ABBA Y=2.707 0X10° X+1 022.8 2.85~142.50 0.999 3
TS Y=3.117 7X10°X—2177.7 2.18~109.00 0.999 4
RKE&E Y=1.073 9X10° X—312.8 0.37~18.50 0.999 6
PRL S s Y=4.578 3X10° X+1 510.1 11.95~597.50 0.999 3
Sl R Y=2.358 8 X106 X—1 780.7 1.39~69.50 0.999 5
SRR Y=5.729 3 X 10° X+588.6 0.21~10.50 0.999 4

U RSD fH AKX N 0.66%- 0.52%. 1.06%. 0.83%.
1.38%. 1.54%. 1.67%.0.71%. 1.68%. 1.46%. 1.39%,
NG 2 R Ao

244 FoEMRE HARS T OUR (S1) MR
“2.27 TR RSO AR S, T ER T
BCE 0. 2. 5. 9. 14, 20, 24h, % “2.3” Wi~ A
WERERERE, AR A DR AA TF 11 PN IETAR
RSD {E# XN 1.01%.0.95%.1.58%-1.05%- 1.61%.
1.55%. 1.85%. 1.12%. 1.91%. 1.78%. 1.46%.
245 HEMHRE B DTAR (SO 6 4,
Gy aldE “2.27 WU 7L SR A, %R B R
10 L, 43 ANENBAHEIE, 18R A% DR AA
1N VTR, AMRIETTEE 11 AR
HOHL THE RS E I RSD EAK IO 1.09%-
0.91%- 1.28%- 1.16%- 1.76%- 1.85%- 1.79%- 1.32%.
1.96%- 1.76%- 1.80%, FHELE MR,

2.4.6  MFEFEMCRREE B9 Rk s 11 A
WS BERS LTI oR (S 408, Fn2105g,
FEBRRE, 1% CHIS & 2 80%. 100%- 120%
IR A XA (& 0.129 mg/mL A4S %
AA. 0.068 mg/mL —ZEHFEMALELER AA, 0.224
mg/mL %% 52 0.032 mg/mL A% 5% AP. 0.047
mg/mL 45 58 ABA. 0.391 mg/mL %435 R %
ABBA. 0.283 mg/mL I1Z& %K. 0.041 mg/mL KE &K,
1.762 mg/mL Z H AL FE LR K L 0.157 mg/mL 74
FZZ A1 0.024 mg/mL IR IED , BEAN7KF ]
%3407, Bk “2.27 WUESIA DA A .
FHEEWEL 10 pL, $2IERESL GRSk RE, &5
RAMSE AA. ZEHIENA SR AA VRS,
F45 K AP, 45 R ABA. 4555 At ABBA.

R KREE, ZHEIEERRE. il A
LR CE IR SR 23 00N 98.23% 97.95%
99.44% . 97.70% . 96.99%. 100.01% . 99.06% -
100.15%-+ 98.16%-+ 99.52%-. 96.95%; RSD 437K
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Cis#£. Agilent Zorbax Cis#:/1 Apollo Cig#), &
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B, PRIz T T 4R 5 B AUR Hh 2 2 (i
FIERL (4D,



FED 20244E4 7 $55% B 78 Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs 2024 April Vol. 55 No. 7 * 2401 -

x3 fMELR
Table 3 Determination results of f

AN fovmamaianian [avmeasa-sommnean [eineeaBBAest [ncrABBN s Ap [ oume ABBA:ABA [ 9ok ABBALSE [ A0t ABBAse [ o ABBA [ Aok BBk [ sumteABBA vt
1 15592 20339 0.786 1 4006 8 24615 08784 26269 05976 1.1672 47480
2 1.5507 2043 0.7900 3.9952 24549 08762 2545 0.5875 1.1636 47364
3 1.5557 20313 0.7955 40147 24504 0.8789 25667 0.588 6 1.1682 47050
4 1.5408 20276 0.7931 39521 24361 08704 25418 05907 L1510 46790
5 14843 20365 0.7624 3.9396 2352 0.8616 24799 0.5929 11352 46782
0 1.5255 20379 0.7817 3.9603 24248 0.8692 25262 05911 1.1494 47261
TS 15360 20319 0.7848 39781 24315 08724 25417 05914 11558 47121
RSD/% 183 0.26 153 0.79 1.64 0.7 190 0.61 112 0.63
® 4 BRSBIEMRBEEE
Table 4 ¢ value of various constituents
D& g ! oz ABBA/G 5% AA T stk ABBA/ itk AN T @nsink ABBA/ L% ©@nsns ABBA/AsI L% AP T 415505 ABBA/S % ABA
Agilent 1260 %! Waters Xbridge Cis 0416 8 0.504 9 0.6556 0.749 5 0.878 7
Agilent Zorbax Cis 04219 0.5072 0.6593 0.756 9 0.886 2
SGE protecol Cis 0.4273 0.5139 0.664 7 0.768 3 0.8943
Waters Arc %1 Waters Xbridge Cis 0.406 1 0.4956 0.643 6 0.7325 0.863 4
Agilent Zorbax Cis 0.409 7 0.5017 0.6572 0.736 4 0.8709
SGE protecol Cis 0.4162 0.5025 0.658 9 0.743 8 0.869 3
FHME 04163 0.5043 0.656 6 0.7479 0.8771
RSD/% 1.86 1.21 1.07 1.78 1.32
D& A T sm s ABBAMIZ % 1 s ABBA/ ki % t snnk ABBA/ssussesiig T @osak ABBA/R LS [ @500k ABBA/EHKE
Agilent 1260 % Waters Xbridge C1s 1.164 4 1.2114 1.3249 14755 1.5793
Agilent Zorbax Cis 1.176 9 1.2262 1.3387 1.486 1 1.5874
SGE protecol Cis 1.1832 1.2471 1.346 2 1.493 4 1.600 8
Waters Arc i1 Waters Xbridge C1s 1.1525 1.204 6 1.3215 1.4476 1.5597
Agilent Zorbax Cis 1.158 6 1.2103 1.3269 1.462 8 1.5679
SGE protecol Cis 1.1620 1.213 8 1.343 6 14752 1.5725
FHIE 1.166 3 12189 13336 1.473 4 1.5779
RSD/% 0.99 1.28 0.79 1.11 0.93

2.6 HREMIMEE (ESM) F1 QAMS ERER
M EE &S

16 #L45 5 B ARFEM (S1~S16), % “2.27 T
TRFE S 2 AR VAR CRFIETAT 3 40D, A 2L
10 uL 4% BB 700 i 25 A1 E A . 1 ESML VR TR
F4 5% AA. ZEFRAA LR AA. D =R,
H4R SR AP, 435 ABA. 45551 AKE ABBA.
&R KEER. BHEEIERRER. i A
FHEXERSE, BUSSHAZE ABBA ANZ
Y, FIF FIRESLIE S fME, KA QAMS

VR G h HAd S 5 &, PRI SPSS 26.0
G R I REA ¢ K36 VENT 45 2 ROk FT
BEAEHEAT 8T, 4558 P>0.05, R 2 Fhorikpr
13 16 4B BT AOURFES T 11 N IS B 45 Rk
ARFMZEDN, WK S.
2.7 BRGTSHEENE XA ESL

PL 16 AR BB AR T A LR AA. —EH
DR AA DR AND R AP, 451K
ABA. 55 AcEK ABBA. IIZHR, KEHR., £H
AR R R m A R R S B
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5 QAMS EFMIMREMELERIIEL (n=3)
Table 5 Comparison of results of QAMS and external standard method (n = 3)
R e
e 7 - : 1 A
R i BB g T g am FRE er gmg PR mwmk s
SI  ESM 0.257 0.132 0.458 0.063 0.091 0.793 0.576 0.084 3516 0.319 0.046
QAMS 0.264 0.129 0.446 0.064 0.089 - 0.561 0.082 3.420 0.312 0.045
S2  ESM 0.312 0.149 0.588 0.061 0.079 0.843 0.719 0.091 3.231 0.336 0.053
QAMS 0.304 0.145 0.572 0.060 0.081 - 0.706 0.089 3.148 0.345 0.052
S3 ESM 0.308 0.171 0.529 0.051 0.087 1.051 0.659 0.096 3401 0.309 0.051
QAMS 0.300 0.174 0.514 0.050 0.085 - 0.641 0.098 3.494 0.302 0.050
S4  ESM 0.332 0.169 0.565 0.058 0.089 0.942 0.672 0.093 3.284 0.328 0.055
QAMS 0.324 0.165 0.550 0.057 0.087 - 0.667 0.091 3.375 0.319 0.054
S5 ESM 0.228 0.187 0.548 0.047 0.093 1.000 0.581 0.096 2.792 0.287 0.055
QAMS 0.232 0.182 0.535 0.048 0.091 - 0.595 0.094 2.738 0.293 0.056
S6  ESM 0.286 0.198 0.465 0.047 0.081 1.104 0.597 0.110 3.664 0.289 0.048
QAMS 0.294 0.193 0.478 0.046 0.083 - 0.580 0.107 3579 0.282 0.047
S7  ESM 0.231 0.138 0.431 0.049 0.073 0.697 0.518 0.063 3139 0.315 0.043
QAMS 0.225 0.135 0.442 0.050 0.075 - 0.504 0.064 3.054 0.311 0.042
S8 ESM 0.194 0.215 0.373 0.038 0.078 0.614 0.764 0.077 2.875 0.272 0.040
QAMS 0.189 0.209 0.363 0.037 0.076 - 0.744 0.075 2.811 0.265 0.039
S9 ESM 0.191 0.173 0.404 0.043 0.079 0.638 0.559 0.082 2.873 0.279 0.039
QAMS 0.186 0.178 0.393 0.042 0.077 - 0.544 0.084 2.940 0.272 0.040
S10  ESM 0.209 0.219 0.286 0.035 0.071 0.505 0.526 0.079 2.796 0.241 0.038
QAMS 0.204 0.213 0.279 0.034 0.073 - 0.512 0.077 2.723 0.248 0.037
Sit  ESM 0.152 0.192 0.249 0.039 0.072 0.557 0.481 0.074 2.731 0.259 0.038
QAMS 0.156 0.187 0.256 0.038 0.070 - 0.492 0.072 2.666 0.257 0.039
S12 ESM 0.297 0.129 0.422 0.074 0.115 1.370 0.479 0.108 4233 0.408 0.073
QAMS 0.289 0.126 0411 0.072 0.112 - 0.466 0.105 4117 0.400 0.071
S13  ESM 0.228 0.111 0.512 0.074 0.114 1421 0.452 0.134 4418 0.436 0.067
QAMS 0.222 0.108 0.498 0.076 0.117 - 0.440 0.131 4.300 0.424 0.066
S14  ESM 0.301 0.152 0.339 0.081 0.113 1.319 0.425 0.114 4.492 0.392 0.068
QAMS 0.309 0.156 0.348 0.079 0.110 - 0.414 0.111 4.384 0.382 0.069
S15  ESM 0.263 0.119 0.442 0.091 0.122 1477 0.393 0.129 4401 0.425 0.076
QAMS 0.256 0.117 0.430 0.090 0.120 - 0.382 0.127 4470 0.416 0.074
S16  ESM 0.326 0.108 0.341 0.085 0.118 1.268 0.371 0.121 4312 0.413 0.063
QAMS 0.317 0.105 0.335 0.083 0.115 - 0.361 0.118 4.208 0.406 0.064

(QAMS %) RN E, H8) SIMCA 14.1 3 AFxt
16X 11 FHFEH R 2 PCA B8 (] 2), $2HUH 2
AERAT, 16 AR ST AURME M A EE N 3
MR, R 3 24, HETE B3 mOA7E 95%1H 1R B
BEIXIE A, FHTAR NS TR . E—PiEiT
OPLS-DA, Z5 5 16 A M E L RIF, B SH
R2x=10.928. R2y=0.822. 0*=0.760, # KT 0.513],
FOAER T B AR E T AR L T ARyt (B 3 A
4), GELERBEBENRF (variable importance in
projection, VIP) {E ik ik % 4 &t 73 2H 2 SC 5E H
AR, DL VIPE>1.0 AREE s, K48
N VIP>1 25353 il a2 AR SR R (VIP=

2.102). 4 TIARER ABBA (VIP=1.503). th4 5
# (VIP=1.276) L& FR (VIP=1.159), £ I
A4 A ISR LR T B R i 2 R
2%,
2.8 I TOPSIS!M Ak iE ST

WHE 16 A LT AREM T EMSEE AAL —
ZHENREDER AA. SR, A4S E AP, 4
g ABA. 4550 ABBA. IIZER. KT &K,
ZH AR R R AR BRE H) QAMS
ERMENX e (b=1,2,3, - 165 ¢=1,2,3, - ,
1D, i dabs 16X 11 s BT LA 11 Fh
B AIERERR, AR A (D X 16X 11 HFEEL



FED 20244E4 7 $55% B 78 Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs 2024 April Vol. 55 No. 7 * 2403 -

t[2]

S128S13
s140, 05

208 6 4 2 0 2 4 6 8
t[1]
R%[1]=0.713 R%¢[2]=0.153 Ellipse: Hotelling’s T2 (95%)

2 PCABHE
Fig.2 PCA score chart
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Fig. 3 Score chart of OPLS-DA model for 16 batches of
Dryopteridis Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum
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albaspidin AP; 5-filixic acid ABA; 6-tetraalbaspidin ABBA; 7-
kaempferide; 8-daidzein; 9-demethoxymatteucinol; 10-isoquercitrin;,
11-eriocitrin.
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Fig. 4 VIP plot of OPLS-DA model
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Table 6 Quality evaluation result of Dryopteridis
Crassirhizomatis Rhizoma Carbonisatum
Y5 Dp* Dy~ Jb HF
S1 1.916 3 1.4922 0.4378 10
S2 1.9152 1.962 0 0.506 0 9
S3 1.5113 1.980 1 0.567 1 6
S4 1.6450 2.004 4 0.5492 8
S5 23182 1.6194 04113 11
S6 1.5113 1.923 5 0.560 0 7
S7 2.3877 1.092 8 0.3140 13
S8 2.6821 1.3206 0.3299 12
S9 25811 0.926 5 0.264 1 14
S10 3.0506 0.6350 0.1723 15
S11 3.1375 0.498 7 0.137 1 16
S12 1.2155 24443 0.667 9 3
S13 1.1339 27321 0.706 7 1
S14 1.404 7 2.578 8 0.647 4 4
S15 1.308 7 2.8500 0.6853 2
S16 1.617 5 2.399 1 0.597 3 5

3 g
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B MR FORN SR B B A T AR 2 B AR,
XTEE T ARSI (70% 40 LBE 70%FHEE. HEE
AZK). F87 15, 304 45, 60 min FUFEELAE R, 45
RN B AR Al i s AR BT A 70% FH I
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