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Abstract: The experiment combined multiple research methods to determine the optimal extraction
process for the classical formula Qingjin Huatan Decoction. Based on the concept of quality by design
(QbD), critical quality attributes(CQAs) , including the water addition ratio, extraction time, and
extraction frequency were selected. Seventeen sets of freeze-dried samples of QJHTD were prepared
according to the Box—Behnken Design (BBD). Calculated the standard relationship (SR) between
each group of samples and the material-based reference sample, using the quality of the material-
based sample as the reference value. The analytic hierarchy process (AHP) -entropy weight method
(EWM) method, which combined subjective and objective methods, the weight coefficients of geni-
poside, mangiferin, baicalin, glycyrrhizic acid, yield rate, and fingerprint similarity were deter-
mined to be 0.529, 0.127, 0.083, 0.055, 0.206, and 0.000, respectively. After comprehen-
sive evaluation, the established mathematical model has statistical significance. The optimal extrac-
tion process parameters for QJHTD were determined to be adding 6 times the amount of water, ex-
tracting for 30 minutes, and extracting once. The repeated test results showed that the average com-
prehensive score was 90. 865, which meet the requirements of the quality control standard for the ma-

terial-based reference sample of QJHTD. This indicated that the optimized process parameters were
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more stable and reliable, laid a foundation for the subsequent preparation of QJHTD granules. In ad-
dition, the comprehensive experimental design method combining response surface methodology with
SR-AHP-EWM can provide ideas for future research on other classic formulas.

Key words: Qingjin Huatan Decoction; standard relation; extraction process; analytic hierarchy
process and entropy weight method (AHP-EWM )
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B EERTIEAER, R WRET | . WEREIGRR . SEMIEYS, AR TS
Kk, ORI RAEER, RSEIMANE, FIEREHRERE . ZETTRSREN, D2E R
HEERGEN . A2, hEiZy. B G, EREAMEEE . IEiEE 2, EERH TR TR
FERINZWRIEAR . Bl 255 07 o BURHR BRI R B2 A TI6T BB s RS 2 P gehs ,
g™ SORE R R, AR AR B, A i, Sy bL kg,
U2 LA LA SR, DLBR ORI R Z51E . 242800 % 4%

FEBURHIZE T, ORI R QRIEJC A 8 . Tk AR A 2 B 2 P R i m (U & | 12
BOse R ERAE), GRIEP ST R A RE TR PRA . “BEHESRHREE (SR) B R IEAL BLALE
TGRS I it — 3k . SRERERT, RRAE PR B AR P T8I TR TT ik

AR BURIET BT (QbD) B, SRYSTES dh BRI B Bal A T B ], mARAE
P SE R AT ORI, IR g T 17 AR SR BUR R T QTHTD Ao i8I TS 5 00 45 FE
YL SR, AT —BEPE o R MR MRS (AHP-EWM) R F A4S & 1075
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1.1 ZEWss5#HE

AX523ZH B 43 #7 RKAF (£ 18 OHAUS A 7)) 5 MESS 2953 #7 K F (Hi5 + Mettler Toledo 23] ) 5 LQ-
A10002 H, TR (L LS e AR A E) ) 5 Milli-Q 4 /K4 (Millipore, £ ); 4 H3hvh 25 (i
JHFREHENG L 28 A PR 23 7)) 5 DZTW-2000 B A A E (b Rk EH BRI PGS AR A 7)) ; SB-5200DTD
68 7 P E Ve (TR Z A R Ry A BR A ] ) 5 N-1300 B i 5 7% & A . FDL-1000 4 % T 8L
(EYELA, HZR); DZF-6051 B4 H 25 T4 ak (bR R 2R AR A 7)) 5 H1650R 2 Bl 4 VR DL
IR A L3 AL T R A RN 1) ) 5 SN-HWS-24 L HUE IR K I8 (iU #s % s A IR A 7))
Agilent 1260 Infinity [T &5 20 AH O REALEL 77 DAD £ %8 (Agilent, 3£ ); Eclipse XDB-C,, Column {4,
(4.6 mmx250 mm, 5 pm),

TORAF (S5 . MUST-22061311) . #E ¥ (Hik5: MUST-22101813) . # A4 (k5. MUST-
22092701) . HHEE (5. MUST-22062007), ZHJE1)>98%, LI _FxHEShI0E B REs S AR AE Y R
AWAR], ChE. BIR(Aal, EEBRwAR); HEE(a, KRR RFaR AR,

B (5 HQ-2022001, TR, #RIGE) . BE TR (5 22-2022001, F=HBiT. 75
F) . RERE (T 16-2022001, FERLZRBORAD) . AR (45 . MD-2022001, FEHLPY |43
BH) . S BHOF GtS . SBP-2022001, F=HBDU JII4REH) . DUEESK A (Bt . BM=2022001, FRHU#fiTi
) R (IS ZM-2022001, FEHEEARZE) . REFIR A (S GLZ-2022001, ;=R b2
B . ALK (IS JH-2022001, FERBALE S . IR (315 FL-2022001, FEHBZERUEDY) |
HREK IS 6C-2022001, FRRUBRPGLEZ:) )0 B Z M T RESE P 241 Tids, G2 M FRe 25525
= CBIP S A& (1 25 L) 2020 AR AH SEHLE o
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1.2 QHTDEEHERMFIE

B Bk T2 AR T, NI 400 mL 7&K, FCEEE 30 minJ5, SEMIERR K (500
W)W, FECK (300 W)RLE 160 mL, HSUZ R R IE, B3 QIHTD brifERiE .

ARG ARE 8 24 7 H S BRI p 2552 5 R 25 SR 0 HOR IS 3 I GRA 7)) (LU fajfR 4835
W7 O RRLE, Py A — A DL R AR IR B T A AE . ARE A4 T7 QIHTD JFURH24 (0 A
PELES VR0 7 3 A B ERE S o B QIHTD ARifERTRAE 37 °C FIUERYE, W52 1 2 2, KRG
1E - 80 CHMEE PR 12 h G, EHESBHRTIIL(EZEN <10 Pa) T 24 h, EIfF QIHTD ¥ 5L ifk
TR
1.3 BEUERFIERERSHSENE
1.3.1 @BiEEHE WM HE-0. 1% HIRAK, BEBERL(0~38 min, 5%~ 16% LJiF; 38 ~ 65 min,
16% ~21% ZHE; 65 ~102 min, 21%~25% ZHE; 102 ~ 119 min, 25% ~55% ZHE; 119 ~ 123 min, 55% ~
95% L M) ; FEIR 430 °C; JEE A 1. 0 mL/ming FEFEARRR 10 wL; KEIBE KA 254 nm,

1.3.2 MRBREABENGEE HERIWEFH . PORE. 859, R EMSERE, B 10 mL 8
W MRS E R EZIE, BRI EE S A 460, 600, 500, 430 we/mL TR X HE SHA
1.3.3 MiXMARMHE KFERIQIHTD Ty K 0.2 (G350, $NHIEHIEHM T, I20%
A 10 mL, FREE R, @EALR(200 W, 40 kHz) 30 minf5, 04, FFEMASHIEZEN, BHIRE
i, FAMVELE, LL10000 remin” #0010 min, BRI, 0. 22 wm fFLIERS R, BIAE,

1.4 HEREMUE

REEHQIHTD B 25 mL, BINCIEERZRIAE, {£100 CRIEHZAT, T 105 CHAT T4
3h/G, ETEREPAAZ0 min, FEERENEIHCRTERENER, HHEHEERO), A1),
, (M, - M,)V,
o, — ! o) B 0,
HERY 71/““ M, x 100% (1)
Hop, MOARZS THRAKIMKBCR, M A7 IEE G TR, M ohiE LR a7 o 2
% ’ K?"Jﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁféﬂi R; merjy‘j 25 mL,

1.5 By EENE
1.5.1 H#XRRBHHE [H “1.3.37 T FASR AT S &7 .
1.5.2 @& [n “1.3.17 T FAR IR TR I n 54

2 #HRIGITR

2.1 BEZRRARE
2.1.1 QIHTDM/KEEEE FRHAT SR EFRIQIHTD AR TIRIEFHMN , 2N S T4k J7
oG, 815, 1015, 124%. 14 1%, 20 f509760K, 1230 min 5, MIGIEEC] he MEMRE . &
R, WY, HEREERNER, H#7340P7R8, @id 5P 6 MoK &R R s
Ko WRITLERAEIH, hi6 ~ 105 E/KET, WEfebr EAEE. Bk, #iE Ll 6 Nk & HIKF,
L0 RENIK A E K, KRR W 1,

1 PIZKEXT QIHTD FEFR M & E A B R A 520

Table 1  Impacts of vary water additions on the index component contents and paste yields in QJHTD

Water addition/time Content/(mg-g™") Paste yield/%
Chnok i/%) Geniposide (§8FF)  Mangiferin (P55 ) Baicalin(#%°#)  Glycyrrhizic acid (CH # &) (HY B 3/%)

6 9. 68 12.02 6.70 8.50 14.97

8 9. 86 15.83 7.38 7.62 15. 50

10 10.23 19.57 8.50 9. 64 16. 34

12 9.76 15. 68 7.62 9.59 15.56

14 9.71 13.23 7.66 9.47 18.55

20 10.23 16.41 8.50 12.18 16. 62

2.1.2 QJUHTDIRENETEIRYE S LML BREEFREL QIHTD TR FIRELSHHH, MK 8 £i%, 4l
WEEEC30, 60, 90, 120, 150 min, XHETH . T=HRE ., BE5H . HERSE&ABERBITNE , ¥



5511 3] D¥nIR% . Box-Behnken Wi B H 545 & ISR A AHP-EWM P b 2 0L 44 071 AR NIRRT Z. 1797

T3 4PATIAS, TP XA 5 E de U R A AR E RN R K o S5 2R3, S EUtR) > 30 ~ 90
min B}, BRTSREFH BRI AE ] RS2 90 min B & & FREAL, HARM E febrds 2 EAHEH, IWERL
HHRAS AL, SR 1) 30 min fIK/KF, 90 min AR /K, $2HCHS R A 5200 DLEE 2.,

Fe2  PREUE QIHTD AR o & SRl H 5 2R A 5

Table 2 Effects of vary extraction times on the index component contents and paste yields in QJHTD

Content/(mg*g™")

Extraction time/min Geniposide Mangiferin Baicalin Glycyrrhizic acid Paste yield/%
30 10.19 18.73 6.20 11.82 17.62
60 10. 20 19. 65 8.22 9.67 18.43
90 10. 56 17.53 8.50 9.05 18.20
120 10. 04 16. 07 8.54 10. 84 17. 46
150 10. 71 22.02 8.53 9. 40 17.20

2.2 Box-Behnkenii&

2.2.1 CQAsFICPPsHITATE 454 QIHTD MG RN K FLSe v #R VR, BB 6 N R4 it & @ 1%
(CQAs)Wff QTHTD Ml & T2AFAbrifl, 4345 S bRtk i & B FH(Y,) . PRy, . 3%
(Y. HERR(Y,) . BERY,) LRSS A (V,) o ZET IR SCfE , e 3 4%
HE R 2 (CPPs) FISIE P QTHTD MR BUS 2, AR 8] (X,) . DK A 2 O) AR B S (X,) .
2.2.2 Box-Behnken iXI&igit MRIEEZFTRANGIRELR:, FRBUREE R 1R, 21K, 3k, £T
BT A2 SR ) ) B N R0 25 5, 2
Design—Expert 10 5 AF 47— ML & 12 4B 7 5080 5
AN 50 3 R 23 KF 17 ZH 0 Y TR IR . e, 3
17 24 QJHTD R T B i) 85 7 ik 2 B 1,27 SRt
S 2, IR YR Box—Behnken RIS 5 8L 3R BL -
UWHC MKAEEE . RE ) #% <1317 @it
BEREOMAT, eI, TR X RS A
i (HPLC) B 1R, & s R IF. 174
QJHTD A5 H) SRS & 1 DLIE 2., , , , , , ,
2. 3 E}E *H%}E 0 20 40 6Ot/min 80 100 120
2.3.1 WEIEMNIE  AJEmEATRNE 3T B 1 IRA RS (A) FIE S AR A (B)AY
W SR G R AN R R preH

HPLC of mixed reference substance (A ) and

2

| S
|

_}JL“L Ll o A A/\A_A el

By 2 e, R R ERE S S 17 20T Box- QJHTD(B) benchmark sample

Behnk N ’“A ML hAE o l/» A A SR i‘\, 1. genip()side(ﬂﬁ?‘ﬁ); 2. mangiferin(g%ﬁ); 3. baicalin
ehnken JRES B IHAIFE S, BL 6 CQAsVE A SR EE IF ) 4, glveymabisie acid  HHEE)

rdabr, HEBIFPENFES I X, B ERE L S . H
X ETR SR MRS G=1, 2, L m) RS MR (=
L, 2, .on) FOYSEIME, S JUDRHR T BEHERE S 7R 5 )
BV FIEUE; n. m o N B 48R H
AIFE
2.3.2 tE#@EMmE(RD,) MIWAR(Q)IHHEYX,
58,2 RD,fH, 45 RWAE3,
RD, = |X, - S|/, (2)
H, RD,ERE iMEARG=1, 2, m)TE
e ERG=1, 2, e n) FAER T e R — 4 B2 Box—BehnkeniﬁE&i&Z‘fr17/|\ﬂt?kQJHTD%7&#&,
sebR 5. o WM G S
Fig. 2 Liquid chromatography fingerprints for 17 batches of
RD BB/, FmiRBoAt i GRS AR QIHTD benchmark sample by Box—Behnken experimental
MiE . A3 WE, DIAEFI(Y,) AN FebREt, 58 design

. . S e N . 1. geniposide (BET-H); 2. mangiferin(P23H); 3. baicalin
12 %lﬁgﬁ*‘zﬁgﬁlﬂ L:j%{ﬁ*‘:'éﬁlﬁll E"J#ﬁ(‘ﬁiﬁ I%’J 5 ﬁlﬁ u llill g ( ﬁﬁﬁ:) ;4. glyeyrrhizie acid( Hﬁ?ﬁ?& )
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ROV NERVERRRIERT, 5592 I e S0 T i 5
SRR . ST AR IR TRE S

IR R R T LR, S 25 A
K, ARER LRI TSR

2.3.3 EEXEKE T RDETIEMTRAL
BRI, TR A3 (3) 15X e bR 1
SR, HILAEIE R A S A BRIEE A (S) . L4 RS,
B FRAE S OO . 6 M RR RN i —

GUATITEL, Hi2RWA 4,
\ T
Sy =1-RD,=1- S; (3) [#3  Box-Behnken I IT45 A SR-AHP-EWM J7 %4k,
St . Y et . . N E(J EEKI_H“I)t:$n[7§]
Forb, SR TG E i A REALE 5 TR bR B 5 PR T LR

) ) Fig. 3 Schematic diagram for refining the extraction process
BREE SRij M AT 100%, DS 5 BEHERE S Y using the Box—Behnken design framework and SR—AHP-
HPEES . BES 6 AHP-EWM J7 LT E AN IR i EWM approach
PREDAUE 28, BEAT R IRy
%3  Box—Behnken iR i AR RD,»,{E
Table 3 RD, values for samples in Box—Behnken design

Box—Behnken
B

FEHERE S

HIXHRZERD; R GRS

E 2SS  SR,=1-RD,

RD.
No. .
Y, Y, Y, Y, Y, Y,
1 2. 060 0.716 1.778 2.218 0. 204 0. 006
2 5.077 2.721 3.113 5.428 0.289 0. 006
3 2. 060 0.933 1.409 2.127 0. 491 0. 004
4 1.032 0.474 0.562 1.714 0. 940 0. 004
5 5.075 2.519 3.135 4.931 0. 101 0. 007
6 1. 810 -0. 958 1. 695 2.054 0.076 0. 002
7 1.639 0. 480 1. 125 2.193 0.201 0. 004
8 1. 148 0. 440 0.736 1.391 0. 138 0. 004
9 2.475 1.117 1.769 2.913 0.073 0. 003
10 2.276 1. 149 1. 490 2.919 0.263 0. 004
11 2.456 1.084 1.779 3.016 0. 081 0. 003
12 0.163 0. 085 0. 053 1.017 1.017 0. 004
13 2.258 1. 359 1. 530 2. 820 0.118 0. 005
14 2. 068 1.317 1.248 2.298 0.076 0. 005
15 5.159 2.702 2.835 3.788 0.339 0. 009
16 4.394 3.193 2.593 3. 106 0.192 0. 084
17 5.034 0. 107 0. 180 0. 946 0.093 0. 005

2.4 AHP-EWMAHWNE

2.4.1 AHP (WA fELA bRtk A, PR T R0, EAUABL T
ZHETE R PR BCCR , i R D A EE O S R R A — S 024 i, BB R
(V) PAESR G B0 R R, RN hms ™. HIk, RIELMm AT QIHTD AL 4k, &1
“EEAAE” PECAEN, fRUEQIHTD Jsy “RIMHL, Fary” "o w5 rp LIS X o AR SR B B 2%
REHER RSy, BADUE . PR, Prédfh . SR MZITE S EER; HE T LIFE T IR
BRI R 28 By, BAVATTHLAR e . Priad . DTRBURSEZEMEA"; Jskp LIPS R
R RAEH B EEESy, BAADUNRE . broe. bl /dsamnAe . fERERLGEER HER LD
TR SRR SR F TR RSy, BAVIR . PURE . DUWRT . DU AT SR 2 3 >, DL
AR R CREZGH) 2020 4R R HHRLE I S I E TR . R, PREBCE 255 I B A
(Y,) . BEZGEF e FH(Y,) . 2R PRy (v) o 25 s i HE iz (y,) , e [EH) sl =
FEhltbRitE . eah, FeariE R (V) MR TR —, EERM NSRS E R BT, (H
AT HABIEPRINE B & B, AN R EN R EAbRE . EZEEHDF AR ER(Y,)xE
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2, HERICHESH(Y,) . BT H ) . 22R () . HERR(Y,), ffaama G e (y,) . &

T 1-9bREETL, W T2 HTIE (AHP) A BLEFIBRE , JEX & fabrt A R TSy, R

PRER I S FIH A (S AR (1), HiEan s ko,
4 Box-Behnken iR Bt SR {H

Table 4 SR, ratings for samples within the Box—Behnken design experiment

SR..
N Y Y, Y. q Y, Y, Y,

1 2 2l 4 5 6
1 —106. 042 28.379 -717.816 -121.769 79.595 99. 400
2 -407. 692 -172.077 -211. 345 —-442. 803 71.139 99. 400
3 -105. 988 6. 726 -40. 861 -112. 692 50. 943 99. 600
4 -3.236 52.588 43.780 -71.430 5. 966 99. 600
5 —407. 548 -151. 904 -213.518 -393. 090 89.937 99. 300
6 -80. 984 195.768 -69.470 -105.431 92.418 99. 800
7 -63. 875 52.038 -12.520 -119. 293 79. 944 99. 600
8 -14. 820 55.983 26. 426 -39. 126 86. 164 99. 600
9 —147. 548 -11.712 -76. 874 —-191. 302 92.732 99. 700
10 -127. 609 -14.881 —-48.957 -191.913 73. 655 99. 600
11 -145.613 -8. 406 =77. 941 -201. 608 91. 894 99. 700
12 83. 685 91.532 94.715 -1.663 -1. 663 99. 600
13 —-125.812 -35.913 -53.027 —-181.963 88.225 99. 500
14 —-106. 800 -31.744 -24. 800 -129.753 92.383 99. 500
15 —-415. 868 -170. 211 -183.511 -278.768 66. 143 99. 100
16 -339. 425 -219. 309 -159. 335 -210. 643 80. 783 91. 600
17 -403.411 89. 282 81.992 5. 410 90. 741 99. 500

A5 BT 1-ObREEEA R AHP FIBTAERE A bR ifE
Table 5  Criteria for establishing the AHP decision matrix using the 1 to 9 scale method
Scale Meaning

1 FOR 2RI, AT R

3 FOR2ADBIRMLL, 10 L H R R

5 FOR2ANHEMLL, BIH LEH R E

7 FOR2ANHEMIL, B LS H R EE

9 FOR2ADPIRMLL, 1 L5 e 2

2.4,6,8 FOR FIRARSB WY PRl (A
% HHR e SHNEMEENZ W N a,,, WANE/SHR e BENZ W N a,=1/a,
a,, ap, a,,
A = (a/)”” _| @ a'z.z Qs (4)
a, a, a

Hrp, a AP ER e HP SR A HU SR A, BIVEAI 3R o AR T P8 3% /O L A2 2R
6 6N IEVRIST LALH) AHP FIK RS
Ef’ﬁ L PHIETEERE A j&ﬁnﬁyﬂj , AR5 Table 6 AHP judgment matrix for comparing six indi-

cator components

TEWIAERE W)

— e
W' = (ajlaj2 a,

: ) ()

Horp a, F7R 55 A TEPRIA SR AR T 58 n A HEPRI 3 H)
FEEDN . BRI (6) T HEIH— b BE R W, &
ZKAFE 6 MR EOBUE KRB, 73500 0.388, 0.185,

0.153, 0.127., 0.094. 0.053,
Wr=W/ > W

(3) — AL -

Indicator Y, 7, Y, i Y, i
Y, 1 3 3 3 4 6
Y, 1/4 1 2 2 3 5
Y, 1/5 172 1 2 3 4
Y, 1/5 1/3 1/3 1 3 4
Y, /5 1/4 1/3 12 1 4
Y 1/6 1/5 1/4 1/4 12 1
(6)

ORI AR A E TR 25 TR T 60 Bl — Bk, SR T — B . A () SRR R
FRIEME A, 825 (8) T84 3| — a8 (CD /0. 035 7, 5INH HERE(RD, 1BHAK(9)ME
i —ZEH 2 (CR), #3 CREA0. 028 8. XA —BVESEFR MR T @ Hes2 I BI(EL 0. 1, RBHAIMTHE
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Fefegeit FRA —2™,
Amxz{EZ(”aﬁWﬂwyﬂ//g (7)

Cl=(A,,—n)/(n-1) (8)
CR = CI/RI (9)
2.4.2 EWM (1)#57. Box—Behnken iRE UG5 Va 5E P «
DIBAREAR (m=17) . TR FEFR (n=6 ) A BIFAGERREFE R=(X),,.. 0
(2) 08 A (10) W5 I ERAERE R FAV IR 204 P
P, = x/ Sx, (10)

Hr, P RRE AL N8 T HIEER,

(3) 15 BJE AR E R B0 5

{5 B0 H AR, AR N EPR T AR S HR RS, BRIt 2 ARG @itz HAS
(DS SRR H, HAES H40.968 2, 0.9908, 0.9959., 0.994 7. 0.9951, 1.0000, F#)5HE

J

P A1) IH AR BN EFRIACE R E W, KUK 0. 575, 0.166, 0.075, 0.096, 0. 088F10. 000,
Hj:_%'zpignp,.j, k= 1/lnm (11)
i=1

W, =(1 - Hj) 2(1 - H/) (12)

2.4.3 AHP-EWM A&ERMBUGERENERE AW R —MES BT, BEKE AHPE) EW
R RS RAGE (EWM) S0 WA EE 2%, MRIEAR13)ITHELZEEAEE, BRI ILET,

W= WoW I W, (13)
2.5 LZHES £7 FMRRRIGALA T
4R AHP Fl EWM B9 20 540 E 2%, B30 71 Table 7 The weight value of the indices on six indexes
N e N ndicator S ; ;
(V) MRy 52. 9%, 15 34F (V) BORLE 12,79, 8~
(V)R 8.3%, HEIR(Y,) RS 5%, HERWY)H v, 0. 127 0. 166 0. 127
20.6%, AELCEHIME (V) H o0, 25 AFEHERERRE . 008 oo oom
, . s N Y, 0. 094 0. 096 0. 055
43R 100530, RBHIMERE S SFEATEZ L2230 TH Y, 0.053 0. 000 0. 000

Fi s —3 .
L5444 = SR, X 0.529 + SR, 4, X 0.127 + SR, ,, X 0.083 + SR, ,, X 0.055 + SR, ,; X 0.206 (14)

8 Box—Behnken iR % i1 545

Table 8 Box—Behnken experimental design and results

. . . Content/(mg-g™") Paste yield/% Fingerprint simi- Comprehensive
No. X/min X /Time  X,/Time .
Y, Y, Y, Y, Y, larity/Y, score

1 90 10 2 5.452 8.374 5.755 6. 124 22.780 0.994 -49.244
2 90 8 1 10. 827 18. 155 8.520 12.234 20. 360 0. 994 -264. 720
3 60 2 5.451 9.431 4.989 5.951 14. 580 0. 996 -54.289
4 60 3 3.621 7.193 3.236 5. 166 14. 750 0. 996 5.956

5 60 10 1 10. 824 17.171 8. 565 11.288 31.500 0.993 -255.676
6 60 8 2 5. 006 9.552 5.582 5.813 26. 450 0.998 -10. 469
7 30 8 2 4.701 9.377 4. 402 6.077 34.360 0. 996 -18.275
8 60 8 3 3. 827 8.716 3.595 4.551 32.580 0. 996 17. 081

9 30 8 2 6.192 10.330  5.735 7. 447 26. 540 0.997 -77.315
10 30 10 2 5. 837 10. 485 5.157 7.459 21. 080 0. 996 -68. 801
11 60 8 2 6. 157 10. 169  5.757 7. 644 26. 300 0.997 -76. 695
12 90 8 3 2.072 5.293 2. 181 3.838 28. 620 0. 996 63.378

13 90 6 2 5. 805 11.511 5.241 7.270 25.250 0.995 -67.324
14 30 6 2 5. 466 11. 308 4. 656 6.276 30. 800 0. 995 -50. 675
15 30 8 1 10. 972 18. 064 7.944 9.112 18.930 0.991 -258.559
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Content/(mg-g™)

- Xjmin  X/Time  X,Time Paste yield/% Fingerp.rint simi- Comprehensive
Y, Y, Y, Y, Y, larity/Y, score
16 60 6 1 9.610 20. 460 7.443 7.816 23.120 0.916 -215.617
17 60 10 3 10. 750 5.402 2. 444 3.704 31.270 0. 995 -176. 240
Reference 1.782 4.879 2.071 1.903 28. 620 1. 000 100. 00
sample

2.6 IEEIZHMUAEIEIE
2.6.1 WIMESH XPEAIPEFT T 08 (ANOVA), 25809, R IR Z WIS, 1
WEMRRIIA R, RUPTEBERREARITFE L, B @ 2 n kMR, TSRS W T
M. LA PES=-39. 37+15. 23% X,=27. 79* X,+107. 26* X,+9. 05* X, X,+34. 64 * X, X,-35. 53% X, X, +3. 17*
X2 =26. 82 X,’=90. 19 X,*o L&A PRz ik 25 5 2% B i o7 11 /A LI 4.

K9 TFEEITHTLR

Table 9 Summary of variance analysis results

Error source Sum of squares Degree of freedom Mean square F value P value

Model 150 800 9 16 759. 57 5.81 0.0150

X, 1781.62 1 1781.62 0.62 0.4575

X, 6177.25 1 6177.25 2.14 0.1866

X, 80 368. 46 1 80 368. 46 27. 88 0.001 1

XX, 327.70 1 327.70 0.11 0.7459

XX, 2839.92 1 2839.92 0.99 0.3540

XX, 5 050. 69 1 5 050. 69 1.75 0.2272

X12 35.36 1 35.36 0.012 0.9149

X} 2968.92 1 2968.92 1.03 0.3439

X} 27 266. 28 1 27 266. 28 9. 46 0.0179
Residual 20 176. 65 7 2882.38

Omission item 16 164. 48 4 4041.12 3.02 0.1952
Pure error 4012.17 3 1337.39

Sum 171 000 16

scoring
L, A
=)
S <

e scoring

Comprehenswe
(Comprehensiv
i
S 2
238

=
88 o

Comprehensive scoring

(]
g g
5 £
= g
g 5
=]
= :
= g
g k=
o £
) 5
« »
= =
& <

C: Extraction number

[-200]
B0
T k4

T T T T
30 40 50 60 70 80 90 6 7 8 9 10

A . Extraction time/min B: Water addition/time

1
30 40 50 60 70 80

A : Extraction time/min

Bl 4 LR T oy s P 3R 00 e 17 T 1] 5 5 e 2R

Fig. 4 Response surface and contour maps of the influencing factors of comprehensive scoring
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2.6.2 MMUITZHWIE % Box—Behnken B it IRER45 4, 1E Design—Expert 10 344 H k) g Fii i A 7
FHnE B IR B MUK 6 4% . SRBURE) A 30 min, $2BURECH 11K, AIIETAL G B ST
2, A3 EE R, WE 6 MR ERR, ITELZATES, 45ERLE 10, keSS S T
¥I{EIX90. 664, T Box—Behnken i3% NI E(E, #idEyiin i, 776 (5000 dhokE S& i A
FERRAREDR, RN T 2 A el .

F10 IIEIRIRLE R (n=3)

Table 10 Results from the validation tests(n=3)

Content/(mg-g™")

No. Paste yield/%  Fi int similarity C hensi
? Geniposide Mangiferin Baicalin Glycyrrhizic acid Asie VIEE L R B R
1 1.885 5.235 2.947 1.945 30. 997 0.997 90. 664
2 1. 861 5.441 2.834 1.813 30. 589 0.996 91.968
3 1. 850 5.721 2.635 2.324 31.874 0.997 89. 962
LY
3 &

AW LLE SR SRR SO S IR, FE T QbD B S5 & SR-AHP-EWM (5 & AU i
EVEM SRR AL E REGHATLE A 5 o 32 H Box—Behnken BEITRIE /1%, A7 TUMEFH. PHRF.
WA HERR . WE R BRI B SRR R, W KRR RIS $REBUK
BOWRBE LA, FR A B 0 2 25 B 3KF, AL 1 QIHTD SR UL 2SS IR, %
BRI AR, S ER) TR SEhR R | B e ik f Pt . TESEAAL il & AR b
B2 HE bR R AR S Z [ R 2250, AR ARl RG24 07 RO IR B o ARRERAMUSEBL T
QIHTD MEgeiil g BIBAAL A= MY BEHEAS, 094 5 QIHTD RYJFR BEE | IS, o Hftb i g
2G5 TR BARAL IR TPl T RS
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