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Abstract: Objective To establish a quantitative control method for multi-index components of Lysimachia foenum-graecum by
QAMS, and to evaluate the quality difference of Lysimachia foenum-graecum from different producing areas by multivariate statistical
analysis model. Method A Prep Scalar Cis column was used as the chromatographic column, and acetonitrile-0.2% phosphoric acid
was used as the mobile phase (gradient elution). The contents of chlorogenic acid, myricetin, quercetin, kaempferol, foenumoside B,
lysimachigenoside C, oleanolic acid, ursolic acid, stigmasterol and B-sitosterol in Lysimachia foenum-graecum were simultaneously
determined by QAMS method with quercetin and ursolic acid as internal reference. The accuracy of QAMS method was verified by
external standard method. Meanwhile, extract, total ash and acid insoluble ash were detected according to Chinese Pharmacopoeia.
The PCA, FA and OPLS-DA were used to distinguish and compare 15 batches of Lysimachia foenum-graecum from different producing
areas, and explore the difference factors for quality evaluation of Lysimachia foenum-graecum. Results ~ The established relative
correction factor can be used for quantitative analysis and has good durability. The results of QAMS method were close to those of

external standard method, but the difference between batches was large. The PCA results showed that 15 batches of Lysimachia foenum-
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graecum were clustered into three categories. The FA results showed that the quality of Lysimachia foenum-graecum from Guangdong

and Guangxi was better. The results of OPLS-DA showed that foenumoside B, kaempferol, lysimachigenoside C, chlorogenic acid,

quercetin and stigmasterol were differential markers affecting the quality of Lysimachia foenum-graecum. Conclusion The method

of evaluating the quality of Lysimachia foenum-graecum based on HPLC, multivariate statistical analysis provides basic data for the

screening of Lysimachia foenum-graecum and the unification and improvement of quality standards.

Keywords: Lysimachiae Foenum-graeci Herba; QAMS; multi-index quantification; multivariate statistical analysis; quality difference

evaluation; chlorogenic acid; myricetin; quercetin; kaempferol; foenumoside B; lysimachigenoside C; oleanolic acid; ursolic acid;

stigmasterol; f-sitosterol
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R, AT TR TR PR A TR
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W R RARERBR NN S, FIFH QAMS 4t 6 4 15
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(PR EZE R, AHGE MR ORI R bR
1wt
1.1 X%

X B S R 2 (35 100081-201610, J57 &7 %k
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A, HREHN AR 9 25 REME B WK 1,
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Agilengt 1100 7, Waters €2695 7! HPLC 1 ( Agilengt
I Waters A7) ; BN (250 mm X 4.6 mm, 5
um) ] Prep Scalar Cis £+ Kromasil Cis #EF1 Alltima

*1 RBEHMER

Table 1 Information of L. foenum-graecum samples

'S SRAEH KA 8] 'S SRAEH SR 8]
S1 ZHET 2023-09 S9 VY 1| A 2023-09
S2 =L 2023-10 S10 VU1 5 2023-08
S3 2 P R SR 2023-10 S11 AR 2023-10
sS4 DM EA N 2023-08 S12 ]V T EH 2023-08
S5 T AL 2023-07 S13 Ve AR 2023-06
S6 B AR 2023-06 S14 JTARIEM 2023-08
S7 il=asla) 2023-09 S15 IR 2023-09
S8 ViR 2022-10
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2.1.2 GRS IR EERMRL 05, F%
PR, BT, N 50% R 25 mL, e
&, AP 40 min, AH, *NEFE, $BA, RS
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nm (16~25 min fllA7HE 2R Ml AL 25wy B8
210 nm (25~55 min ¥ foenumoside B [ 7 &
HC. PR RERER. O A p-25 S 1) 1ol
I (A -02%BER/KIEW (B) iR shAH
ii;  (0~16min, 42.0%A; 16~25min, 42.0%~
68.0% A; 25~47 min, 68.0%~75.0% A; 47~55
min, 75.0%~42.0% A) ; HFEAARL 10 uL, R
30 C, AR E 1.0 mL/min, i&47HE] 55 min. £
DL ESEAE T AT RIS IRt R R R . Matlg st
#. WWZEM . foenumoside B. EFEF R C. ¥
RIR. RERIR. T BN B-7 (8 W5 AH ATV 1) 40 5
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BRI T 5500 (K 1D
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t/min t/min

-SRI 23 3 E; 4-10EB); S-foenumoside B; 6-FWEEZH C; 7- 77 BURRE; 8-ARAIR; 9-F M 10-B-4 HET.
1-chlorogenic acid; 2-myricetin; 3-quercetin; 4-kaempferol; 5-foenumoside B; 6-lysimachigenoside C; 7-oleanolic acid; 8-ursolic acid; 9-stigmasterol; 10-3-

sitosterol.

E1 xR& @A) MdeEE B) SHRERE

Fig.1 HPLC chromatograms of mixed reference substances (A) and test solution (B)
2,14 LMRRFZR  ELRIUATNG “2.1.17 M. vt MR, WM. foenumoside B

T YR A 6 RO T S M E R A RE 4. 104 204 40+ EREF L C. FHEER. ER. 58/ B-
100 A1 200 £, #2515 5rmBERE 10 uL, AT IETH B EEEES HVURE AN 5§ mARE R TM&MxR

By 5RERE (X)) MEHEPE. 4R1gR 2, GHRNE 2,
Fz2 10 RSB ME SRR
Table 2 Linear relationship of ten components determined by HPLC
D% EIEpR 2PV B/ (ug mL™Y) R2
SRR Y=8.369 9 X 10° X—923.1 1.37~68.50 0.9991
LTS Y=5.129 6 X 105 X+159.7 0.63~31.50 0.999 3
Wit & Y=6.846 3 X105 X—1 045.6 1.09~54.50 0.999 5
1 25y Y=1.101 1X10% X+1 631.5 1.95~97.50 0.999 7
foenumoside B Y=5.742 4 X 105 X—428.4 0.77~38.50 0.999 4
ERFRH C Y=6.512 9X10°X—2211.7 0.98~49.00 0.999 2
FEURER Y=4.837 8 X 10° X+907.9 0.36~18.00 0.999 5
e RIR Y=4.045 3 X 10° X—259.6 0.30~15.00 0.9991
7 Y=3.583 6 X105 X—1 031.2 0.21~10.50 0.999 1
B-%% i Y=2.724 2X10° X+173.9 0.14~7.00 0.999 4
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IYIETH AR RSD {H19<<2.0%, RIS HER
U, RETIER S

2.1.6 FaEMERES AE “2.1.37 TiEGRELMT, B
A — b (ST W5 43 ) T Ak it VA W E
2. 4. 8. 10, 16+ 24 h B EFE, 255 % Bl
(1) RSD 1E45<<2.0%, $amftil i 24 h PR
FegE, AL S

2.1.7 HEEMRAK BRERE (SD 6, Bhey
0.5g, /g “2.1.27 T AR AR, R,

THE S BT I 4, 45 5% oy I & 7 301 RSD
fH3<2.0%, RFEMHISTEESERLE, AT
WZE 10 M 7y 7 24000 T 5

2.1.8  JIAEEICERRLE B 9 £ Ol e SRR

g, MY &R, ILZEE) . foenumoside B. EEH
BAF C. FFHERIR . R . TR B-A R
BN REFEMAKR (SD , & 0.25g, WEKT,
SR L T3 ANACT IR AR I T
(2451 0.197 mg/mL. ¥t 2 0.058 mg/mL. # )
% 0.146 mg/mL. 111 221y 0.275 mg/mL. foenumoside

®3 ZRRIE

R 0.038 mg/mL. AEIREZ 0.032 mg/mL. & /i
0.021 mg/mL. B-%5 B 0.012 mg/mL) 0.8, 1.0,
1.2mL, FA&EMER “2.1.27 W, 30, HHLR
M. Mg EE. W 2. ILZEWy . foenumoside B &
PEA R C. IR, AERIER. & EEA B-A 8
W ()P SRR R 23 D 100.02% - 97.66%
98.07%-+ 100.15%-+ 99.03%-. 98.75%. 97.91%-
99.25%- 96.78%71 96.98%, RSD 435N 0.70%-
1.51%-+ 1.40%-. 0.89%-. 1.54%. 1.18%- 1.37%-
0.95%- 1.46%A1 1.38%.
22 HEMREERTF () +E

B “2.1.47 10010 SRR 0 B s 10
ul, HERE, DI RANASY), 1ZIRA R E LR
M. Mt RALZEEE fE: CLRERER VA S,
115 Foenumoside B. EZ & BH C. KRR, &
SR B-75 S W) f AR, B o~ E AR N % i
SRR fAERY, gERILEK 3,

f=ps X AilpiX As

p Al A ARARKAR BT AR A IR, § F s [REN S
WA AR AR DU B 5 o

R fE

Table 3 f-Values of multipoint correction method

3 Ry f
B e mlE  LAW  femmosdeB ZHALEC FUREE S8 pASE
1 0.7916 1.2894 0.622 7 0.7113 0.6319 0.8274 1.1638 1.4807
2 0.8050 1.3169 0.6290 0.716 9 0.626 5 0.844 3 1.1647 15020
3 0.816 9 1.3239 0.636 3 0.694 8 0.620 2 0.8377 1.1297 14756
4 0.8019 1.3245 0.622 8 0.716 2 0.628 3 0.8386 1.1710 1.4856
5 0.8346 1.3458 0.6095 0.6934 0.6169 0.8107 1.136 7 1.4485
6 0.8161 1.3327 0.6230 0.7054 0.6217 0.8378 1.1305 14870
E¥ME 0.8110 1.3222 0.6239 0.706 3 0.624 3 0.8327 1.1494 14799
RSD/% 1.84 1.43 1.41 1.46 0.90 1.45 1.65 1.20

23 fItAMEREREIEIEENM

% il Waters €2695 7. Agilengt 1100 %! HPLC
A5 R (Prep Scalar Cis #£. Kromasil Cyg A A1
Alltima Cig #£) , B “2.1.17 TR R A5 B8 S T,
BEREARSIN, 0% & o R BRI 1R], TH & o 1
FEBABRHREE B ] () {H, S5HRNEK 4. 5, R
AN EASCER AN TN 25 B A3 ) f AER tr B3SO 2 2
S0 (RSD $%1<<2.0%)
2.4 RXEERET

BURFSS (S1~S15) Fffbd% “2.1.27 Tt &t

R CRREIE 3 40) , ZbfE 10 L, 1ZHAME
% (ESMD THEREA PR IR Itk MR, 1Lk
M. foenumoside B FEAEH C. TR, fE
R, O IR B B A R, PRI QAMS V2, DA
W 2 NS, TSR RS g R AL 2s
e DBESRIR NN S, 1145 foenumoside B, %
PR Co UM, IR B SIS,
Pz SPSS26.0 Geit A HSIREA TIN50
Wy 2 MOTEFSEARIEAT A, SREIR 2 BTk
g SEANHEER . 45RNE6.
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Table 4 Effects of instruments and columns on f values
B i /i . _
SRR W E I Z@  foenumoside B EFEF B C FHER  THE -7 (5
Waters  Prep Scalar Cis 0.8103 1.3213 0.622 9 0.7051 0.623 4 0.8319 1.1475 14773
e2695  Kromasil Cis 0.8199 1.3369 0.6291 0.709 4 0.624 6 0.836 7 1.159 2 14819
Alltima Cis 0.8331 1.340 2 0.6358 0.7158 0.6311 0.8437 11701 15015
Agilengt Prep Scalar Cis  0.798 7 1.290 6 0.608 4 0.6951 0.6173 0.8114 1.1305 14531
1100 Kromasil Cis 0.8025 1.3028 0.6137 0.708 6 0.620 8 0.8271 1.146 3 1.496 2
Alltima Cis 0.8312 1.3315 0.6305 0.7142 0.6297 0.8402 1.1673 1.5003
P 0.8160 1.3206 0.623 4 0.708 0 0.624 5 0.8318 1.1535 14851
RSD/% 1.78 151 1.69 1.05 0.84 14 1.29 1.25
x5 (UESEMEIEHET r IFM0
Table 5 Effects of instruments and columns on 7 values
s ik . _r S
SER R LEF foenumoside B TR FRBHC FHER SHEE  p-OHE
Waters  Prep Scalar Cis 0.6631 09407 12102 0.776 7 0.8415 0.9611 1.086 5 1.206 1
£2695  Kromasil Cs 0.6708 09462 1.2239 0.7853 0.846 9 0.976 8 1.0916 1.2152
Alltima Cyg 0.6792 09571 1.2365 0.7991 0.8570 0.9857 1.1057 1.2279
Agilengt Prep Scalar C1g  0.653 9 0.9315 1.2017 0.762 4 0.8256 0.942 5 1.0722 1.198 4
1100 Kromasil C1g 0.658 7 0.9357 1.2039 0.765 8 0.8374 0.9501 1.0795 1.2037
Alltima Cys 0.6734 0.952 3 1.2331 0.793 2 0.8518 09761 1.097 5 1.2246
T fE 06665 09439 12182 0.780 4 0.843 4 09654  1.0888  1.2127
RSD/% 1.44 1.04 1.23 1.89 1.32 1.75 111 0.98

*xo6 LSHRBESEBUEER (n=3)

Table 6 Determination results of 15 batches of L. foenum-graecum (n=3)

FEfRmge") WiliRmge") B E(mge) UZMimgg!) foenumosideBlmgg?) FREEH Clmgg!) FR(mge") EFM(mgg) E8BImge") pAEREIMmgg)

s ESM QAMS ESM QAMS ~ ESM  ESM QAMS FESM  QAMS  FESM  QAMS ESM QAMS  ESM  ESM QAMS ESM QAMS
SI 0782 0761 0236 0230 059 1092 1062 0307 0299 0421 0409 0048 0044 0117 008 0088 0054 0053
20849 0825 0223 0207 0641 LI98 1176 0385 0376 047 0435 0IS10IS4 0035 0116 0013 0063 0062
$3 0798 0779 0053 0149 0725 Ll46 L14 0332 034 0462 0451 0049 0046 0150 0126 0123 0.041 0040
S4 0931 0907 0184 0179 0682 1001 1028 0351 0341 0557 0542 0168 0164 0130 0103 0101 0049 0050
S5 089 0872 0079 0174 072 1021 0997 0326 0317 059 0516 0070 0174 0147 0103 0106 0048 0047
S6 0997 0971 0055 0159 0684 0949 0927 0292 0300 0573 0557 0058 0054 0120 009 0092 004 0043
ST 0553 0568 0.077 0172 056 1056 1027 0267 0260 035 0347 0082 0077 0106 0087 0085 0052 0051
8 0795 0777 0053 0151 0576 0901 0927 0298 0290 0337 0329 0204 0199 0103 0076 0078 0032 0031
SO 0729 0714 0024 0120 0534 0862 084 028 0273 0253 0260 022 0206 0097 005 005 0029 0028
SI0 0683 0664 0141 0138 0513 0897 0876 0269 026 0295 0287 0204 0209 010 0049 0050 0024 0025
SIL 0994 0976 0265 0259 0826 1392 1361 025 0248 0713 0707 0020 0123 018 0083 0081 0083 0081
SI2 102 1029 0278 0285 0881 1334 1301 0214 0220 0682 0680 002 0119 0179 0071 0069 0077 0075
SI3 LIS 1176 0332 0323 083 1452 1415 0208 0203 0779 0762 0114 0111 0192 0087 0085 0083 0085
SI4 LIS 1092 0305 0298 0765 1352 138 0198 0193 0641 0654 0133 0136 0165 0067 0066 0090 0088
SIS 1037 1060 0251 0245 0846 1368 1330 0177 0182 0598 0584 0144 0140 0158 0077 0075 0074 0072
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25 REH. BIKSFIBER IS MR SR

B RIS NGRS S R E
Z54L) 2020 FERRVUFGEN 2201, 2302 HEATHERY,
SERWER T,

7 RBEFEREH. BRRSMBERAMERIENESR
(n=2)
Table 7 Determination results of extraction, total ash and acid

insoluble ash in L. foenum-graecum (n=2)

G5 RMW/%  BKI/%  BRAEERIY/%

S1 17.09 6.35 0.52
S2 16.24 6.42 0.61
S3 15.79 6.91 0.58
S4 17.95 6.53 0.64
S5 18.60 6.84 0.55
S6 16.92 6.38 0.59
S7 12.35 7.52 0.81
S8 14.96 8.38 0.92
S9 13.25 7.05 1.33
S10 11.92 6.93 1.28
S11 19.50 511 0.31
S12 20.19 5.96 0.42
S13 21.34 5.03 0.37
S14 19.91 6.01 0.45
S15 21.08 5.78 0.39

2.6 ZRGETS
2.6.1 PCA izHH SPSS26.0 giitifhxt 15 it R7
B 10 M QAMS S R B R
AN Sy For I 25 b AT A0 3, DARR SR 25 4 il
BE, WTRERE (B2 o g5 010 Al
FERE, 15 #AESREU N 3 28, Hr S11~S15 4
12§, S1~S6 NIIZE, S7~S10 NI, L1 NKHE
H M BRME, RIS BT Z 5Tk % KT 85%127,
PR 2 M ERS TR IR 8. 9, KT HRE
By 1 BRI Y 9.758, X T ZERITERE AN
75.062%, HHZRERR. withw. Wb ER. L,
FHREBH C. FHRR. AR, p-HHE. &
HD. BRI FIBR ANV K o9 5t FL BTk R Rk
53 2 WIFFEAE N 1.807, XJ 77 Z [ DTk %N 13.897%,
KB T foenumoside B Fl & S EEHIE S . ANIIE 15
HERE S SR 28 A g HERf 1, N SIMCA 14.1 8
X} 15X 13 SERERUE T PCA 08, 455 15 it R
FH P HEI SRR T8 [FIR BT A
S OITE B 57 95% BAS X A (B 3),

S12
S14

S11
S13
S15

S4
S5

S7
S10

S9
S8

o
—T—

-
T
I

=2

R IHE

Fig.2 Cluster analysis diagram

*®8 EATHHMEEMG ETEE

Table 8 Principal component eigenvalue and variance

contribution rate

ERG  HEE T ETTERRI% RS E TR %
1 9.758 75.062 75.062
2 1.807 13.897 88.959
3 0.476 3.659 92.618
4 0.330 2.538 95.156
5 0.221 1.703 96.859
6 0.148 1.141 98.000
7 0.081 0.621 98.621
8 0.066 0.511 99.132
9 0.058 0.444 99.576

10 0.033 0.250 99.826
1 0.015 0.116 99.942
12 0.004 0.032 99.974
13 0.003 0.026 100.000

x99 VEETHEEERET ST R

Table 9 Initial factor load matrix and component score

coefficient
P [+ A 155 R
FHS 1 ERS2 EERS L EES2
LR R R 0.898 -0.076 0.092  -0.042
Witz 0923 -0.172 0.095  —0.095
Wiz 2% 0.945 0.058 0.097 0.032
ITES 0.943  -0.067 0.097  -0.037
foenumoside B —0.538 0.778 —0.055 0.431
ErERE C 0.964 0.055 0.099 0.030
SRR -0.937 0206 -0.096 -0.114
RERIR 0.953 0.063 0.098 0.035
ISR 0.095 0.976 0.010 0.540
B-7% 0.944  -0.083 0.097  -0.046
=Y 0.937 0.076 0.096 0.042
MRSy -0.864 0.077  -0.089 0.043
AR 0887  —0.369  -0.091  —0.204




FED 2024FE 11 H B55% 218 Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs 2024 November Vol. 55 No. 21

* 7489 »

-4 . . . . ; . . .
-0 8 -6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
R%{1]1=0.751 R’({2]=0.139 Ellipse: Hotelling’s 7> (95%)

3 15HREBER PCABTE
Fig.3 PCA score chart for 15 batches of L. foenum-graecum
2.6.2 T xR 6 Mk 7 o 15 HLR A p
13 AN EARINE BB AT AR AL B, 42 A A
PR B AR
Yi= (Xi— X; ) /SD;
Xy NG i FERES j OISR, X N 1S HREFEL A
RO i, SDy N 15 REFHEE j AN S 2 bsdE
Z, Yy NE i PR j DR SRR R SR
FE AR Fi=Y1X0.092+ Yz X 0.095 + Y5 X

0.097 + Yia X 0.097 — Yis X 0.055 + Yis X 0.099 — ¥i7 X
0.096+ Yis X 0.098 + Yi X 0.010 + Yi10 X 0.097 + Yi1; X
0.096—Y:12X0.089—Y;13X0.091; Fia="Yi X(—0.042)—
Yi2 X 0.092+ Y3 X 0.032 — Yis X 0.037 4 Y;5 X 0431 +
Yi6 X 0.030 — Y;7 X 0.114+ Yis X 0.035 4 Yi9 X 0.540 —
Yi10X0.046+ Yi11 X 0.042+ Y312 X0.043 — Y13 X 0.204
R 1S R EFREE — ZF 0. 1A
W,=C/C. (HA W RE t N ERSHENBE, CH
F e NTERDTTETIRE, C. NERTT Z TR
THR R A, S5 R R 1A 2 A AL
73179 0.844 H10.156. 4% A0 Fi=Fi X0.844+
FinX0.156 TH5 R A H &R E R 45615 73 13
(£ 10) , FFHZMR I EEE 1370 m IR FE i AT
HEFp, KIF40#T (factor analysis, FA) HZi51534)
R, R AR . S5 R EoR S13 ILEA
oy, HPTE L.
2.6.3 OPLS-DA 70t NEKFHZERKEEN
Fhacd, 1€ PCA B:fili Hig A SIMCA 14.1 ¥ iz
1T OPLS-DA 7 Hi#2)7, 45 AT S K T 0.5

(R%x=0.939. R*y=0.904. 0*=0.812) , $/REEL
MRS E T HE . TRIGE JtF (& 4) o A s
HEREM (VIP) H (B 5, LKT 1 ARER
i, 255 VIP>1 1853774 foenumoside B (VIP=

xz10 15 REEEWPEDLHF
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95 Fit Fi2 Fi ey
S1 —0.200 0.370 -0.111 11
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