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Quality Evaluation of Angelicae Dahuricae Radix Decoction Pieces by Entropy Weight and Gray Relative
Analysis Method

LI Zhen', QIAO Xiangdong?, YANG Yang!, DING Hua!, ZHANG Ye!, LYU Cailian®, XIAO Bin?"(1.Ordos

Center for Inspecting & Testing, Ordos 017010, China; 2.Laboratory of Clinical Pharmacy, Ordos School of Clinical Medicine,
Inner Mongolia Medical University, Ordos 017010, China; 3.Ordos Association of Science & Technology, Ordos 017010, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To evaluate the quality of Angelicae Dahuricae Radix(ADR) decoction pieces by the entropy
weight method and grey relative analysis(GRA) method. METHODS  The content of extracts, imperatorin, isoimperatorin, and
the sum of the imperatorin and isoimperatorin in 49 batches of ADR decoction pieces from 36 pharmaceutical manufacturers
were determined. GRA, the weight of the entropy weight method was used as the resolution coefficient to construct the quality
research model of the decoction pieces. RESULTS The content of extracts in 49 batches of ADR decoction pieces were the
largest, which suggested that the content might need to increase more indicative ingredients. The relative correlation degree of
each evaluation unit sequence was 0.190 4-0.809 8, which indicated that the quality of ADR decoction pieces from different
producing areas and manufacturers were different. Most of the manufacturers were in Hebei Province, the relative correlation
degree measured was large, the quality ranking was in the front, the sulfur dioxide residue was more than 5 mg-kg™!, the relative
correlation degree measured was small, the quality ranking was in the back, indicating that the current standard needed to be
improved, standardized processing management was conducive to the quality control of ADR decoction pieces. The top five
samples were S46, S31, S39, S32, S36 based on these two methods. CONCLUSION The comprehensive quality evaluation of
ADR decoction pieces can be effectively evaluated by GRA and entropy weight method. Entropy weight method improves the
reliability of GRA method as well as the scientificity of quality evaluation of ADR decoction pieces.

KEYWORDS: Angelicae Dahuricae Radix; entropy weight method; gray relative analysis; imperatorin; isoimperatorin
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Tab. 1 Collection table of Angelicae Dahuricae Radix decoction pieces

P W) S b /it A4l A= ) 3Kl /At 5 A4l
SI - 242281/20151001 PSR A B2 AT FRA 826 [MEIR 816040654 WALE A 2R BB
S2 224283/1606011016 AT LI BRE 24 M A7 PR A ) S27  HE%/R/816030231 WAL E G R AR
83 M7EW/160801 M R 2k B A | S28 [ EIRLR/601003789 e g (=N A IR TR A |
S4  222H1/16013001 AT MG R ETTIAR P 25007 S29 EEZIR/R/1611169 AL 2 2 AT IR 7
T
S5 JiL/510011016 iﬂjgﬁ%;éﬁﬂkm&/z}ﬂ 830 m¢fEIL/R/S51101 IR R A IRA T
S6  iHil/1607890111 2 [ AR 2518 A B 7 S31 IF4EIL/R/1501036S e 24 48 P — s v 25 0RO A BR SR
G |
S7  i#8i1/1612890111 2 ] T AR 25Tk A R A D S32 IE{EDL/R/1609001 %ggﬁé&@zﬂﬂkm&&ﬂ(lﬂwl)
S8 JHiI/150301 2N TR PR A R AR S33  IEAEDL/R/110618 FFFF MR TR 2R RO I T (el
S9  HRZHT/608011439 LI HE 24 M0 A BR 2 7] S34 B bRk H)/20140824 E?@%%ﬁ%rﬁm’x}#mﬁﬁa
S10 BR/RZMI/GL160312180 VIS Sk H 244K A B ] S35 Bk /50103 LRGE IR AR H
S11 - SRR ZH7/160760911 SRS B A7 R A7) S36  BbkEk1/20170301 AL HT P 2 ORLIR R T
S12 Sp/RZ /16122801 RETFRELWATRIAEAT | S37 gbkop /20161001 AR 245 0B Ik A A B 7
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S16  Fafi ¥ /L161008050 S R 251K B R F S41  13¥#§/111610011 LI PR AR H
S17  £13%/16092703 ST I 2R R A R S42 WP FIERE/16122105 AL A PR )
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S21 1522 424i/1508890111 2 AR 2517 A R S46  FRiE/161101169 WAL 2 AT R A
S22 13 2:4273/1607890111 B AR R 251K R A R S47 it/ WG SIE i 245 Ml A5 BR A 7]
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Fig. 1 HPLC chromatograms

A-sample solution; B—standard solution.
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Tab. 2 Content of four main components of Angelicae Dahuricae Radix decoction pieces in different batches

e I35 % e [tk 3 5%
R WRETHER  RERETHER HZAM =L WRTHITER 2 SR R “HZAM
S1 28.8 0.249 0.085 0.327 S26 733 0.161 0.101 0.296
S2 66.3 0.190 0.091 0.303 S27 27.7 0.277 0.096 0.381
S3 21.9 0.088 0.053 0.152 S28 25.2 0.201 0.077 0.275
S4 36.7 0.249 0.113 0.337 S29 63.0 0.182 0.091 0.268
S5 59.9 0.230 0.087 0.316 S30 27.4 0.243 0.088 0.309
S6 19.8 0.106 0.064 0.189 S31 59.8 0.283 0.124 0.401
S7 22.1 0.090 0.048 0.130 S32 61.0 0.271 0.103 0.358
S8 18.9 0.083 0.048 0.130 S33 20.8 0.181 0.106 0.288
S9 17.1 0.115 0.070 0.211 S34 22.8 0.093 0.058 0.145
S10 27.5 0.063 0.049 0.123 S35 21.2 0.091 0.058 0.162
S11 71.4 0.112 0.098 0.273 S36 55.0 0.253 0.105 0.358
S12 233 0.164 0.077 0.283 S37 27.7 0.091 0.070 0.170
S13 21.9 0.277 0.091 0.374 S38 24.5 0.216 0.074 0.322
S14 26.8 0.084 0.048 0.143 S39 56.3 0.271 0.119 0.375
S15 23.0 0.115 0.070 0.191 S40 65.9 0.139 0.075 0.237
S16 34.8 0.268 0.073 0.332 S41 16.4 0.103 0.061 0.149
S17 61.3 0.164 0.084 0.287 S42 68.7 0.138 0.072 0.242
S18 62.0 0.151 0.099 0.301 543 26.9 0.256 0.080 0.283
S19 18.3 0.099 0.055 0.165 S44 60.7 0.162 0.086 0.256
S20 64.8 0.214 0.091 0.323 S45 18.7 0.096 0.054 0.149
S21 30.0 0.157 0.071 0.248 S46 56.8 0.314 0.129 0.447
S22 20.0 0.106 0.065 0.185 S47 16.0 0.050 0.048 0.100
S23 24.6 0.114 0.064 0.165 S48 15.5 0.253 0.097 0.345
S24 21.0 0.169 0.030 0.194 549 18.8 0.128 0.067 0.190
S25 72.3 0.176 0.100 0.306

R3I EREHERGERMANE
Tab. 3 Information entropy and weight calculated by
entropy weight method

£ St HEARI S B FEARIYAL T (p)
iy 0.891 4 0.467
GITEES 0.949 0 0.220
UGS 0.971 0 0.125
Wi 2R 5 S BRI 2% 19 B A 0.9545 0.196

w,=(1-R)/(j-_R) (3)
WS IR G I BE S R S A I 1) .
2.3 LA A RIR i AR R

2 WSCHR[S] PR 9 J7 bR AT B, S5
46, FEAEATEIE R BO I B, S IR
(O SCHERER , HE LRI p=0.5 , K (I FE L5
BOLSE A, RIEE 3 SRR T p
(AT HE

U0+ 247 . 2020 4 ML AE 19 KT 22 2 B
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Tab. 4 Correlation coefficients of each evaluation unit eith
respect to optimal and worst reference sequences

X RIS X FRES Y
i 0 7 8 0 7 8
8]8)
W SR —F L. Wi Rk
B ez oo P g wmz 2w

S1 038 047 022 036 067 023 018 023
S2 079 032 025 032 035 029 017 025
S3 034 020 0.14 0.19 081 0.60 035 0.57
S4 042 047 044 038 056 023 013 022
S5 0.67  0.41 023 034 038 024 018 024
S6 034 022 016 021 0.86  0.51 027 043
S7 035 0.21 0.13  0.18 0.80 059 041 0.69
S8 033 020 013 0.18 089 064 041 0.69
S9 032 023 017 022 094 047 024 038
S10 037 019 013 017 0.69 082 039 0.75
S11 093 022 029 028 033 048 015 0.28
S12 035 028 019 029 078 034 021 027
S13 0.34  0.61 025 048 081 020 0.17 0.20
S14 037 020 013 0.18 070 0.63 041 0.61
S15 035 023 017 021 0.78 047 024 043
S16 0.41 0.56 0.18 037 058 021 022 023
S17 069 028 022 030 037 034 019 027
S18 0.71 026 029 032 037 037 015 025
S19 033 021 0.14 019 091 054 033 051
S20 076 037 025 035 035 026 017 023
S21 038 027 018 025 065 035 023 031
S22 034 022 016 021 0.86  0.51 026 044
S23 036 023 016 0.19 075 048 027 0.51
S24 034 029 0.11 0.21 0.83  0.33 1.00  0.42
S25 096 030 030 033 032 032 015 025
S26 1.00 028 0.31 0.31 032 034 0.15 026
S27 037  0.61 0.27  0.51 0.69 020 0.16 0.19
S28 036 034 019 028 074 028 021 0.28
S29 072 0.31 025 028 036 031 0.17  0.29
S30 037 045 023 033 0.69 023 018 0.25
S31 0.67 065 0.71 0.60 038 020 0.12 0.18
S32 069 057 032 043 037 021 0.14  0.21
S33 034 030 035 030 084 031 0.14  0.27
S34 035 0.21 0.15 018 079 057 031 0.60
S35 034  0.21 0.15 0.19 083 059 031 0.52
S36 060 049 034 043 041 022 0.14 021
S37 037 0.21 0.17 020 0.69 059 024 049
S38 036 037 018 035 075 026 022 023
S39 0.61 0.57 055 049 040 0.21 0.12  0.20
S40 079 025 019 024 035 039 022 033
S41 032 022 015 019 097 052 029 058
S42 085 025 018 025 034 040 023 032
543 037 050 020 029 070 022 020 0.27
S44 0.68 028 022 026 037 034 018 030
S45 033  0.21 0.14 0.19 0.8 056 034 0.8
S46 0.62 1.00 1.00  1.00 040 0.18 0.11 0.16
S47 032 018 013 0.16 098 1.00  0.41 1.00
S48 032 049 028 0.40 1.00 022 0.16 0.22
549 033 024 017 021 089 043 025 043
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Tab.5 Relative relational degree of Angelicae Dahuricae Radix decoction pieces by GRA

IR IR KRERSE KR IE
P G G P
RG22 XS it w22 X BRI B2 MY it E2E XS

S1 0.546  0.498 0.5232 S14 0.373  0.762 0.3284 S27 0.623 0470 0.570 0 S40 0.539  0.511 0.5134

S2 0.608  0.439 0.5807 S15 0.406  0.668 0.3779 S28 0476  0.556 0.4610 S41 0.378  0.769 0.3293
S3 0.373  0.762 0.3289 S16 0.560  0.485 0.5360 S29 0.574  0.459 0.5558 S42 0.554 0511 0.5202
S4 0.620 0443 0.5832 S17 0.555 0471 0.5409 S30 0.535  0.507 0.5134 S43 0.524  0.523  0.500 4
S5 0.601 0.432  0.5820 S18 0.583  0.458 0.5602 S31 0.798  0.367 0.6850 S44 0.543 0482 0.5300
S6 0393  0.707 0.3576 S19 0377  0.758 0.3319 S32 0.693 0392 0.6387 S45 0372  0.774 0.3248
S7 0.366  0.792 0.3162 S20 0.623  0.425 0.5942 S33 0.514  0.555 0.4809 S46 0.909  0.353 0.7204
S8 0.361  0.820 0.3056 S21 0446  0.576 0.4362 S34 0.378  0.746 03364 S47 0.345 0929 02710
S9 0.405  0.695 0.3679 S22 0.394  0.706 0.3579 S35 0.379  0.743 03379 S48 0.564  0.558 0.502 4
S10 0366  0.806 03122 S23 0.396  0.689 0.3650 S36 0.658 0.404 0.6194 S49 0.402  0.689 0.3685
S11 0.612  0.486 0.5575 S24 0393  0.753 0.3429 S37 0.400  0.683 0.369 5
S12 0.459  0.581 0.4414 S25 0.660  0.430 0.6053 S38 0.500 0.543 0.4793
S13 0.603  0.505 0.5438 S26 0.659  0.439 0.600 0 S39 0.731  0.383  0.656 0

Fzo HERCARKEEMNETHATAMREERFIERENREE. REFFERREFR
Tab. 6 Relative relational degree, quality ranking results and grade of Angelicac Dahuricaec Radix decoction pieces by GRA
and EWM

S o S o
B e me o 8RO RO SR CERREE Cap gy gy 0N ROR &SR
Wi G Wi B BHE
S1 0.358 0.327 0.5220 11 20 22 1 S26  0.473 0.267 0.6392 26 7 7 1
S2 0.420 0.265 0.613 2 18 11 9 1 S27  0.441 0.311 0.5861 3 12 12 Il
S3 0.219 0.582  0.2733 45 43 41* % S28  0.294 0.375 0.4389 17 28 28 v
S4 0.429 0.285 0.600 9 12 9 11 1 S29  0.388 0.281 0.5796 19 15 15 I
S5 0.412 0.260  0.6129 14 10 10 1 S30  0.346 0.337  0.5065 13 22 23 1
S6 0.231 0.518  0.3080 36 37 37 v S31  0.657 0.220 0.7494 2 2 2 I
S7 0.215 0.624 0.256 3 44 46 46* v S32 0.504 0.233  0.6835 6 4 4 1
S8 0.210 0.657 0.2427 47 48 48 \% S33 0.323 0.387 0.4550 20 26 27* m
S9 0.237 0.508 0.3180 32 34 35 v S34  0.222 0.567 0.2814 41 40 39* v
S10 0.217 0.663 0.246 3 48 47 47* A% S35 0.222 0.560 0.2840 42 39 38 v
S11 0.431 0.311 0.580 6 35 14 14 Il S36  0.464 0.245 0.6549 9 5 5 1
S12 0.279 0.398 0.4118 23 29 29 v S37  0.237 0.501 03214 43 32 32 v
S13 0.421 0.345 0.549 6 4 16 18 Il S38 0316 0.366  0.463 6 15 27 26 ii|
S14 0.221 0.589 0.2729 46 44 42* v S39  0.557 0.232  0.706 2 5 3 3 1
S15 0.240 0.480 0.3332 33 31 31 v S40  0.366 0.323 0.5316 29 23 21 m
S16  0.381 0.311 0.550 5 7 18 17 Il S41  0.219 0.589 0.2713 38 42 43+ v
S17 0.371 0.290 0.561 2 24 17 16 I S42 0.383 0321 0.5435 30 21 20 1
S18 0.394 0.284 0.5811 28 13 13 I S43 0.341 0.348 0.4947 8 25 24 1
S19  0.220 0.573 0.277 4 39 41 40" v S44  0.361 0.300 0.5462 25 19 19 I
S20  0.432 0.254 0.6294 16 8 8 1 S45  0.217 0.593  0.2679 40 45 45 v
S21 0.271 0.387 04118 27 30 30 v S46  0.905 0.213  0.809 8 1 1 1 1
S22 0.231 0.518  0.308 1 37 36 36 v S47  0.199 0.847  0.190 4 49 49 49* \Y
S23 0.234 0.500 0.3186 34 35 34+ v S48 0.371 0.399 0.4821 10 24 25 ii|
S24 0.237 0.644 0.2693 22 38 44* v S49  0.236 0.500 0.3210 31 33 33 v
S25 0.471 0.259 0.645 4 21 6 6 1

Ve T RIR B E>5 meke o

Note: +— the sulfur dioxide residue>5 mg-kg ™.

2020 £ERREK(0.080%), MAUMALER K ARG AT E>5 mgkg ! M TAAALRRIRE , HAR T
S E 258 2020 AEROP AR — 20 (AT AR LB (E>5 mg-kg ! AOHEA B AR SRR PO
X225t . MLESHEA>40 (1 9 HLUCHE fh 1Y gi b, 24Uy R ] 5 Al B AR
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