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Comprehensive Evaluation on Medicinal Quality of Angelica Sinensis
Radix of Different Cultivars ( Strains) by Entropy TOPSIS Model
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[ Abstract ] Objective; To evaluate the medicinal quality of different cultivars ( strains) of Angelica
Sinensis Radix by TOPSIS and provide reference for controlling quality of Angelica Sinensis Radix. Method: With
volatile oils, ferulic acid, butene phthalide, ligustilide, European angelica lactones A, polysaccharides, and
flavonoids extract contents as the evaluation indexes, TOPSIS method was used to establish the comprehensive
evaluation model-TOPSIS model for angelica medicinal quality based on the multiple index evaluation system.
Result: Mingui No. 3, Mingui No. 4 and wild angelica herbs had the best quality, followed by angelica produced
in Min county and Zhang county, as well as cultivated strain 2000-01 and Mingui No. 2, Mingui No. 5, and
Mingui No. 1. The angelica produced in Qinghai had the worst quality. The content of volatile oil in Mingui No. 4
was 1. 48 times of that in Qinghai angelica, while ligustilide content was 1. 69 times of that in Qinghai angelica.
Conclusion; Through this research, it is suggested that the contents determination of butene phthalide and
ligustilide, and characteristic fingerprint can be used as quality evaluation indexes of Angelica Sinensis Radix.
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Table 1 Source information of Angelica Sinensis Radix

No. BB R) 7= B il e
1 IR 15 jRas P
2 IRIH 2 5 T RAE
3 IR 3 5 L P
4 i3 4 5 5 RAE
5 IRIH 5 5 LRz P
6 90-03 % B R4
7 2000-01 szt R4
8 51 Fhag E 24 )9 iR RAE
9 M5 = 7
10 Lige ey el Ui B R4
11 HF A 5 SE 7Y R4
12 EYE Ui £ SRR
13 X5 i £ T
14 M5 e T
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Table 2 Initiated decision matrix of TOPSIS model for quality evaluation of Angelica Sinensis Radix

No. B2y R BT 2L 1% TR BT DR 214 1 PAY ZH AR
/% /% /mg - g~ /mg - g~ /mg + g~ A/mg - g~ /% /%
1 58.61 0.75 2.385 0. 485 8. 084 0.076 8.546 5 0.651 6
2 63.52 0.76 2.329 0. 455 7.489 0.072 9.257 6 0.768 0
3 68.70 0. 80 2.618 0.786 9.263 0. 094 13.156 3 1.026 3
4 67. 86 0.95 2. 640 1.184 10. 087 0.096 12. 669 3 1.069 0
5 60. 80 0.70 2.311 0.452 7.383 0.071 8.150 5 0.897 7
6 47.42 0.59 2.000 0. 404 6.818 0.042 11.478 1 0.939 0
7 56.58 0.75 2.270 0. 448 7.287 0. 067 11.399 6 0.862 7
8 44.20 0.30 1.292 0. 000 1.532 0.014 11.148 9 0.759 0
9 47.21 0.61 0.762 0. 111 5. 850 0.197 10. 448 6 0.907 8
10 67.21 0.79 2. 609 0.702 8.789 0. 141 12.350 8 0.836 0
11 67. 60 0.81 2.549 0. 681 8.589 0. 134 12.175 9 0.724 3
12 64.57 0.71 2.522 0.613 8.331 0. 080 12.253 3 0.713 0
13 59. 09 0.75 2.423 0. 537 8.274 0.077 11.672 9 0.775 6
14 55. 64 0.72 2.350 0.477 8.075 0.073 13.070 0 0.828 0
15 54.53 0. 69 1.716 0.285 6. 689 0. 040 10.263 4 0.563 0
16 49.26 0.70 2.086 0. 408 7.273 0. 059 8.3533 0.647 8
17 54.54 0. 67 1.326 0.247 6.526 0. 038 13.401 5 0.706 4
18 52.37 0.65 1.248 0.220 6.332 0. 026 13.661 8 0.704 5
19 53.27 0. 67 1. 159 0.173 6.326 0. 024 12.936 0 0.817 4
20 47.50 0. 64 0. 864 0. 168 5.976 0.022 8.2717 0.796 0

R3I RFEERA—UDWF

Table 3 Results after normalization for decision matrix

No. Ry i o 20 72 TR R BARNEE  BCHIHNEE A Z 5]
1 0.588 2 0.692 3 0.864 2 0. 409 6 0.7659 0.338 8 0.0719 0.175 1
2 0.788 6 0.707 7 0.834 4 0.384 3 0.696 3 0.316 9 0.200 9 0.405 1
3 1.000 0 0.769 2 0.988 3 0.663 9 0.903 7 0.437 2 0.908 3 0.9156
4 0.965 7 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 O 1.000 0 0.448 1 0.8199 1.000 O
5 0.677 6 0.615 4 0.824 8 0.3818 0.683 9 0.3115 0. 000 0 0.661 5
6 0.1314 0.446 2 0.659 2 0.341 2 0.617 9 0.153 0.603 8 0.743 1
7 0.505 3 0.692 3 0.803 0 0.378 4 0.672 7 0.289 6 0.589 5 0.592 3
8 0. 000 0 0. 000 0 0.282 2 0.000 0 0.000 0 0. 000 0 0.544 0 0.387 4
9 0.1229 0.476 9 0. 000 O 0.093 8 0.504 7 1.000 0 0.417 0 0.681 4

10 0.939 2 0.753 8 0.983 5 0.592 9 0.848 3 0. 694 0.762 1 0.539 5

11 0.955 1 0.784 6 0.9515 0.5752 0.824 9 0.6557 0.730 4 0.318 8

12 0.831 4 0.630 8 0.937 2 0.517 7 0.794 7 0.360 7 0.744 4 0.296 4

13 0.607 8 0.692 3 0.884 5 0.453 5 0.788 1 0.344 3 0.639 1 0.420 2

14 0.466 9 0.646 2 0.8456 0.402 9 0.764 8 0.322 4 0.892 6 0.523 7

15 0.421 6 0. 600 0 0.508 0 0.240 7 0.602 8 0.142 1 0.383 4 0. 000 0

16 0.206 5 0.615 4 0.705 0 0.344 6 0.671 1 0.2459 0.036 8 0.167 6

17 0.422 0 0.569 2 0.300 3 0.208 6 0.583 8 0.1311 0.952 8 0.283 4

18 0.3335 0.538 5 0.258 8 0.185 8 0.561 1 0.065 6 1.000 0 0.279 6

19 0.370 2 0.569 2 0.211 4 0.146 1 0.560 4 0.054 6 0.868 3 0.502 8

20 0.1347 0.523 1 0.054 3 0.141 9 0.5195 0.043 7 0.022 0 0.460 5
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Table 4 Weight decision matrix
No. B2y & BT 2L 1% RRE T30 BANNE  WCYHIHARE A 24 T T
1 0.073 5 0.086 7 0.107 9 0.051 2 0.095 9 0.042 3 0.009 0 0.0219
2 0.098 5 0.088 6 0.104 2 0.048 1 0.087 1 0.039 6 0.025 1 0.050 7
3 0.124 9 0.096 3 0.123 4 0.083 0 0.113 1 0.054 6 0.113 4 0.114 5
4 0.120 6 0.1252 0.1249 0.1251 0.1252 0. 056 0.102 4 0.1250
5 0.084 6 0.077 0 0.103 0 0.047 7 0.085 6 0.038 9 0. 000 0 0.082 7
6 0.016 4 0.055 8 0.082 3 0.042 7 0.077 3 0.019 1 0.075 4 0.092 9
7 0.063 1 0.086 7 0.100 3 0.047 3 0.084 2 0.036 2 0.073 6 0.074 1
8 0.000 0 0. 000 0 0.035 2 0.000 0 0.000 0 0. 000 0 0.067 9 0.048 4
9 0.0153 0.059 7 0. 000 0 0.0117 0.063 2 0.1250 0.052 1 0.085 2
10 0.117 3 0.094 4 0.122 8 0.074 1 0.106 2 0.086 7 0.095 1 0.067 5
11 0.1193 0.098 2 0.118 8 0.071 9 0.103 2 0.082 0 0.091 2 0.039 9
12 0.103 8 0.079 0 0.117 0 0.064 7 0.099 5 0.045 1 0.092 9 0.037 1
13 0.0759 0.086 7 0.110 4 0.056 7 0.098 6 0.043 0 0.079 8 0.052 5
14 0.058 3 0.080 9 0.105 6 0.050 4 0.095 7 0.040 3 0.1114 0.065 5
15 0.052 7 0.075 1 0.063 4 0.0301 0.075 4 0.017 8 0.047 9 0. 000 0
16 0.025 8 0.077 0 0.088 0 0.043 1 0.084 0 0.030 7 0.004 6 0.021 0
17 0.052 7 0.071 3 0.037 5 0.026 1 0.073 1 0.016 4 0.1189 0.035 4
18 0.041 6 0.067 4 0.032 3 0.023 2 0.070 2 0.008 2 0.124 8 0.0350
19 0.046 2 0.071 3 0.026 4 0.018 3 0.070 1 0.006 8 0.108 4 0.062 9
20 0.016 8 0.065 5 0.006 8 0.017 7 0.065 0 0.005 5 0.002 7 0.057 6
x5 HEBHMREBTFNHF
Table 5 Relative ordering of quality evaluation of Angelica ;:IE;': /% 2 /I\E:d: %,l UE' 1 /I\E”"I ﬂl%ﬁﬁ %,l UEI Uk 10 /I\X:

Sinensis Radix

No. P D7 DS o HeF
1R 0.072 1 0.069 6 0.491 0 11
2 IR = 0.063 8 0.073 4 0.534 8 9
3 IRIA3 S 0.0315 0.105 3 0.769 7 2
4 R4S 0.025 7 0.1153 0.817 8 1
5 RIS e 0.067 8 0.072 2 0.5158 10
6 9003 0.072 6 0.063 9 0. 468 1 12
7 2000-01 0.057 8 0.073 4 0.559 4 8
8 Gl 0.109 2 0.032 0.226 7 20
9 =mMmYA 0.083 2 0.064 7 0.4375 14

10 A4 0.034 7 0.097 2 0.737 1 3

11 WA 0.042 3 0.093 8 0.689 1 4

12 IRE =205 0.052°5 0.084 3 0.616 0 5

13 IRE =415 0.054 2 0.078 6 0.592 0 7

14 WEE=HIH 0.054 9 0.079 9 0.592 8 6

15 WS M1H 0.083 7 0.052 0 0.383 3 18

16 Bevh= 2403 0.083 7 0.055 5 0.398 8 17

17 EEE=41A 0.077 6 0.062 2 0.445 0 13

18 FE =414 0.082 1 0.060 9 0.425 7 16

19 R4 0.080 1 0. 060 1 0.428 8 15

20 HilErEHA 0.098 8 0.039 6 0.286 0 19

[] 72 1 1 24 U 25 B4 R S R B SE N 45 IR B W 1 K
TH BT RR R , T BEORIR, EE A N R KRS T R A
Z M, R R S R VRN 8 B 5 8 2 AL TOPSIS %
g 7B T Z AR bR VR AR R 00 2 I3 256 BT B 2R ST
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TAEYE PR R BEE B ik 4 5 kT 3 5 B AE
250 T G Hk O iR B B, DL
ARG FR 2000-01 AR By SRR 2 5,0 5 S iR
P15 5 Fg) e X T 75 0 7 2 T 24 M R R 2
Hor R 4 57 K il & 5 A B 5 R a2 1T
VgAY 3,17, 1,48 f% BEAS Y R 09 & i 5 A
B Y I T RS I Y 6.58,1.69 f%, iE it ik
WEFE, T M FEOR TR BEAS N TR 2 S48 b 1 o0 1 7 i
2 F B RFAE T8 SO 1% AT AR S 24 09 B 5T St 37 46 A o
ARAIF 5T A Sy W 20 ) A R 4 24 05 0 R 4 TR 2
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