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Rapid Determination of Mangiferin in Anemarrhenae Rhizoma by Near-infrared Spectroscopy Technique
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[ Abstract | Objective; Determine the content of mangiferin in Anemarrhenae Rhizoma by near-infrared
spectroscopy ( NIRS). Method: Use the content of mangiferin in samples determined by HPLC as reference
value. The quantitative model of mangiferin in Anemarrhenae Rhizoma was established by NIRS combining with
partial least squares (PLS). Result: The correlation coefficients (R*) was 0. 963 61, the root mean square error
of calibration ( RMSEC) was 0.061 6, the root mean square error of predication ( RMSEP) was 0.088 1.
Conclusion; The method is accurate, fast, simple. It can be used as a rapid detection method for Anemarrhenae
Rhizoma.

[ Key words | near-infrared spectroscopy; Anemarrhenae Rhizome; mangiferin; rapid determination

TR HAT TG K R R IR R B R R JC TS B ARBEIR LA R SR A 2k
T MG B HITUE R A OB TSR A B 4 MOk i b bk R T b 25
EIN 7D R S e ) § s SR S i1 577 NIR Gk 76 h 2500 55 KR 254 & o
PR AF 7 BRI R R A A HOR E R B IS T B RS RUR L (E R R R T
M/NR A B IR R PR R E AR PR R A R IE M HE . ARSI Z0A O
WP AR A G, R fe /s Rk i A e
ORISR AR R A I B TR E o AR, S AR 2R rh s SR R PR L
bR, BB B A O S RO R (k1 ERR I E .
FAAERE G AL BRBCBE 0 M if ()l o AT 5 R e S5 8k 1 M
B, AN M T 25 4 o Ak g PRGBS I . T £ 40 (NIR) e Nicolet 6700 % {57 it 748 6 3T 21 SP S 18 A ( BE AT
TG AR AT AR R R R B — BT RDGE  Mr B FROMERTE RO SR AE R ST, OMNIC it % SR 4 H 4 A

[WeFEEHI] 20140807 (011)

[(B&TB] WP BB R Q3 A 5T H (2012XCXRC03) ;] Y A BE 27 Be F 5 22 17 2 4 00 H (2013 YCXO015)

[%— 1’E%] PR, L, B2, N IR AR 43 B 7 v 7 o 24 J5 4 42 ) o B2 8F 5T, Tel : 13673651577 , E-mail :942478100@ qq. com
ERAMEET " P, 208 R AT BUARACRR 43 BT 77 12 0 b 24 57 5t 2 ) 34 47 B 5, Tel :0371-65962967 , E-mail ; white-yan@ hotmail. com

- 59 .



221 510 1
2015 4£ 5 H

RESSEAFZERE

Chinese Journal of Experimental Traditional Medical Formulae

Vol.21,No. 10
May,2015

TQ Analyst 8.0 43 Hr 4K 1) , 1260 F 51 & X0 AH (5
TEAY (26 [E Agilent) , FW-100 # 25 5 75 GE# iR ML (L
T AL S A PR A F] ), CPA225D #1 1/10 J5 43
Br RS- (Fe 2 R RL AR A FR A F] ) , AL 204 #4453
B R (Mg 45 -2 R 2 {038 A B A F)) , KQ-500DE
RUBCP B D e as (R i B S A R A A
Milli-Q Academic A 10 #J#4 4li /K L ( 3& [€ Millipore
E])  HY-8 AU SR 5 4% (E RS A IRA ) .

IR X R A (LS MUST-13110201, % #5 2
MR AEME A RAF ), O (655 46, Tedia 2
A]) gl (g h S 4l kA BRA ) oA i 551 35 4
] 7= 43 B 2

ARSI IUT A RE S 100 43, W [ 2 REE M
R 2 B O I O e o E A R B
Anemarrhena asphodeloides /)T 1M ZE . 25 M M i 5
it 60 H i, & H .
2 AEEER
2.1 R RS R E
2.1.1 %% Dikma Diamonsil C,, 5+ (4. 6
mm x 250 mm,5 pm), i 3 # £ JE-0. 2% £ R K
(11:89) ,4Fi 30 °C, %3 1 mL-min ™", & W % K
258 nm, #iREE 10 pL,
2.1.2 XFRRARIE WA A R BRI A X IR
dh 20 mg, FFR £ BV i O 28 25 %8 200 mL, il £ B
HHPE N 0.1 g L7 B0 BRSh BETR o R 25 W R
5 mL, 2B EAZR 10 mL, 15 % B8 5 A .
2.1.3 AR mEE BORR B AR 0.1 g,
K% B, B OHLZEHEIE O b, R B AR & B
25 mL, % € R I, B8 A AL B (IR 25 °C, TR
400 W, 4 % 40 KHz) 30 min, [ ZE =8, B R E &
i, R O AN UK Y B, B A), UE AT, BSE Uk
T ,0.22 pum fALUE S g, BPAS .
2.1.4 FRUEMZA L H KSR WR 2. 1.2 TR X
MR 1,2,3,4,5 mL, 2350 & T 5 mL i, H
B QBT € A, 500 1 2011 TR (A &
I, DAPE SR vk B Ry A8 A b, e TRl AR A, 15
[l ) 7% ¥ = 109. 07X —4.904 8 (R* =0.999 8) , 2
PEYER 0.2 ~1 pg.
2.1.5 REm IR R % IO RS W,
2. 1.1 30T a5 A R 2k ERE 6 U, 5 S e T BRI
RSD 0.3% , B AL S0 0GB R 4F o
2.1.6  FoE MR R % WO A TR, %
2. 1.1 0T 3% &, 40 5 Tl 4 )5 0,2,4,8,12,
24 hilb R, 45 R0 T ALY RSD 1. 6% , & B A3 A
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WAE 24 h WERAE .

2.1.7 HEMERKE  WE LM HAK 0.1 g, 3
6 {1, ¥ 2. 1.3 TR Jy ik il 28 o o i U, % 2. 1.1
TR 3 A I L S5 RO AR 14,7 mgeg !,
RSD 1. 1% , &Mz ik EE R,

2.1.8 AR RICRE RS BRI F A A
BRI AR 6 1y, B4y 0. 05 g, 743 I A — & 1 (1 % i
i, 4% 2. 1.3 WOR J7 ol A R A U, 4 2. 1.1 30
T S T R A R R 1S
FEE i % 100.2% , RSD 1.2% , 3% B 3% J7 1 U 1
CIE

2.1.9  FERGE RS TR BT AR G R A LAt L
SRS 10 pL, 4% 20101 T0F £ 3 A5 I , L R
1, 2555, 100 Hb F¢ 5 b 25 2 1 0 i & o B0
0.89% ~2.08% .,

ALK B A 1. TR
B 1 %14 HPLC

Fig.1 HPLC chromatogaram of Anemarrhenae Rhizoma

2.2 ELAMEIERE S WA S ¢ BEMB R A A
SCAE AR T 3 ST SR RS BREE RO DL R
A HRERBE  RESEUMT 53 PE%8 em ',
YR AR L 12 000 ~4 000 em ™', FHH AL 64 K o
IRE 25 C, M XIRE 25% ~33% o B3 i A2
FHE 3 kSR E I ETE 100 63 K8 1Y 2040 6 3% &
mE L 2,

- 10 000 8 000 6 000
v/cm™

B2 100 350 B4 MEYIE LSS EE
Fig. 2 NIRS spectra of 100 Anemarrhenae Rhizoma immaturus

samples
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K JH O d5e /)y — 3 vk (PLS ) 28 S0 Ik vk 57 JE 1 43
B, 3 L P 3 58 XSG IE P i R AL (RY) (RS IE 1
T i 22 (RMSEC) | 56 3iE 5 7 AR f 25 ( RMSEP) E
B BE 0 25 AT FE As o o R MR 1, 5
(B 5 T 21 A0 T (8 AH OGP B G, X 05 22 B, HL
RMSEP 5 RMSEC 45 11 , it g 45 41 3 FH P B o | 131
I 25 SR

3.1 RIEALMEBIEERNIERE B TQ Analyst 8.0
SE T AR AR PLS i g N AR AR A R
R R B AR DL, N 100 173 1 RE 25 B A
TR RE T3 SRR AR R IE R, 27 DR AE R
SRR o R AR AR A AL A b 2SR S B A
Fl 454 0.89% ~2.08% ,1.40% ~ 1.88% ,F1
E5 53R 1.49% ,1.64% |

3.2 WA By R ERE 7EJH PLS R
B AR AR G P 3 58 IR TIE e RB(RY) A%
1E ¥ 7 AR e 22 (RMSEC) | il Il 33 J7 1R fl 2%
(RMSEP) 45 ¥ G8 2 HOR VF M B 8L, T4 B 7 125 %)
R*. RMSEC,RMSEP Fy54 0 UL 2% 1. 38 i HA fe ¢
i€ SNV + SG + Second Derivative X} ¢ i 3 47
VUL

*1 FEFLEFE R, RMSEC,RMSEP K%

Table 1 Influence of different regression methods on R*, RMSEC
and RMSEP

%2 AEREEEX R, RMSEC,RMSEP {1
Table 2 Influence of different spectral region on R?> , RMSEC and
RMSEP

B X B/ em ™! R? RMSEC RMSEP
4 139.58 ~5 068. 56 0.963 61 0.062 0. 088
4 408.38 ~7 477.92 0.882 01 0.372 0.229
6 905. 04 ~9 835.74 0.915 13 0.318 0.326
4 952.38 ~ 10 000. 00 0.857 01 0. 406 0.248

i FAL BT R RMSEC ~ RMSEP

MSC + First Derivative 0.743 63 0.527 0.234

MSC + Second Derivative 0.950 89 0.244 0.096 1
SNV + First Derivative 0.853 47 0.234 0.147 0
SNV + Second Derivative 0.933 42 0.096 1 0.051 1
MSC + ND + First Derivative 0.875 52 0.143 0.171 3
MSC + ND + Second Derivative 0.905 72 0. 162 0.079 6
MSC + SG + First Derivative 0.884 73 0. 147 0.144 8
MSC + SG + Second Derivative 0.927 13 0. 154 0.088 4
SNV + SG + First Derivative 0. 869 39 0. 145 0.169 2
SNV + SG + Second Derivative 0.963 61 0.061 6 0.088 1
SNV + ND + First Derivative 0.792 23 0.101 5 0.196 2

SNV + ND + Second Derivative 0.856 34 0.128 1 0.1456

3.3 BRKIXEMER £ 2 X T AR KX E
XA Y M BB 1) 5 ), 45 ACPE B UK X TR AR D Rg
5 4 139.58 ~5 068. 56 cm ' Wy fE % By

3.4 FERRBUNERE SR BN B 0 FR e M
HIRK MW, i 2 S AR &R 2 I M, S
Fad A D M ALE SR 4 B RS, A

K 56 SR PN 38 OB HIE Ok i 2k 35 4 B, 24
RMSECV /N, fF 3 35 A% 4> % & £ H. RMSECV
/I | B () TRIORG B R . L 3 AT DL, RMSECV
He/IME R 0. 132 04, %0 13 149 32 4080k 5

<

RMSEVC 0.2

0.13

0 ERAH 20

B3 #IE& MRSECV 5x o #z iEpyHEXE
Fig.3 RMSECY values changed with the changing of Factor

3.5 EREMKHESY 38 H TQ Analyst 8.0 24
B ST E B, 100 43 0BERE 5 R T, Hoep
T3 3 FE AR R E AR, 27 A5 B AR R I A A
i, 6 BE H Ak B J7 35 A SNV + SG + Second
Derivative , 2252 5 [l 5 4 139. 58 ~ 5 068. 56 em ™! , B
FEEM BN 5. I, R® =0.963 61, RMSEC =
0.061 6 ,RMSEP =0. 088 1, 1] LA H Fi i 5 & %
EAR ST, P MG B B M e . W
4,5,

2.1

Corr. Coeff.: 0.96361 RMSEC: 0.0616 P ”

/%

09 BHEH/% 21

B4 EREFENRAMNESSHZEZ BHEX

Fig.4 Correlation plot of NIR predicted values and reference values
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o X + 4 itig

° . o R 4T AN ST AR TR

° @00 ¢ o b RS A K 100 B3 BE 5 19 818 63043 31 28 A

z _° %8y §§°° eV —fE (SNV) P12 T BB IE (MSC) T4 31, O

& & %+°<%:dg Z : PEHUAS R Be 4 139.58 ~ 5 068.56,4 408.38 ~

°° X o 7477.92, 6 905.04 ~ 9 835.74, 4 952.38 ~

g s 10 000. 00 cm '35 FH % /> — 3 1 (PLS) &7 & &

09 —_— 21 B EAAIIEAMHT . 25 LR 1 P 30 20 L0 TIF o i 2R
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Fig.5 Deviation plot of NIR predicted values and reference values

3.6 ERMBEEIE R AIRCE S ST B T R
SE RSN RL 6 I A o A e R AT E R AT, 15
FIR B GETHAS R WA 3. L HPLC 35 I AE
S5 (1, LIS (4 00 55 2 25 6 ) AR 6 i 22 ok iy
AN RE Sy o fh 3% 3 AT B 45 2R A AR
X 22 12. 08% , fie /INAH X i 22 4 0, - 2 40 X i
250 4.37% , 32 IR ) B CR B4

#3 NIRBNESHAZNEENLLE
Table 3 NIR predicted values and Hot-dip method reference values

of validation set %

%5 Z %l T I s 22 A X g 22
8 1.71 1.73 0.02 1.70
12 1.52 1.40 -0.12 7.89
17 1.41 1.34 -0.07 4.96
18 1.45 1.39 -0.06 4. 14
19 1.73 1.93 0.20 11.56
23 1.70 1. 67 -0.03 1.76
26 1.74 1.75 0.01 0.57
29 1.68 1.74 0. 06 3.57
31 1.61 1.54 -0.07 4.35
35 1. 66 1. 66 0 0

37 1.57 1. 69 0.12 7. 64
39 1.79 1. 64 -0.15 8.38
42 1.82 1.76 -0.06 3.30
43 1.54 1.61 0.07 4.54
50 1.40 1.52 0.12 8.57
55 1.48 1.53 0.05 3.38
56 1. 49 1. 67 0.18 12.08
58 1. 46 1.53 0.07 4.79
64 1.59 1.55 -0.04 2.52
66 1.46 1.51 0.05 3.42
67 1.40 1.40 0 0

70 1. 41 1.49 0.08 5.67
71 1.45 1.48 0.03 2.07
82 1.88 1.73 -0.15 7.98
85 1.58 1. 60 0.02 1.27
86 1. 66 1.65 -0.01 0. 60

.62 -

H(R*) Hy 0.963 61, £ IE ¥ 7 4R M 22 (RMSEC) 2y
0.061 6, i +5 75 H 2% (RMSEP) 7 0. 088 1, H ¢
4 139.58 ~5 068. 56 cm "% B3 o 1T 41 A1 AR 7 1k
XoF B B 0L A, AT L A v A ) G P SR A
o SRHIBE NIR J5 3% HIRERy AR FE S 1 il & B
40 s(H ¥ 64 ), M HPLC M & 1 K & /D3 30
min, KKATE T Hr TRl o %05 34 bRt &) 1
S5 R e TS, AT LUK rh 24 0 Bk B R Y PR DE A AN
TEL W PR — 2 2 H R 3
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