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CLUSIONS The method is rapid, accurate, simple and free of contamination. It can be
f gmsenos1de Rgi, Re, Rb: in P. quinquefolius crude slices.
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Tab 1 Resource of P. quinquefolius crude slices
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Tab 2 Gradient elution procedure
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Tab 3 Results of content determination of ginsenoside
Rg;, Re, Rb; in samples(n=3, %)

4 BaE %5 BaE 5 BEE
S1 3.169 §22 4157 43 5179
§2 4514 §23 0.634 S44 6.027
$3 3484 S24 6.253 §45 6.803
N 1.947 825 1872 S46 4.837
§5 4.692 $26 6.819 N 6.128
\ 5.147 827 7157 S48 4532
§7 3813 §28 1474 S49 6.078
8 4432 29 4182 §50 4576
9 3512 $30 4.303 S5l 6.493
S10 3388 $31 4478 $52 1.581
St 4633 §32 4678 §53 4.053
S12 4597 33 6.223 S54 5352
S13 3953 34 6.319 §55 4508
S14 1.086 835 2370 §56 5.874
S15 1103 36 1258 §57 4932
S16 4234 §37 4218 §58 4.984
S17 5.346 38 3.623 §59 2307
SI8 5130 §39 3834 S60 0.747
S19 6.078 40 3.792 S61 5.941
§20 6.159 41 4493 562 4250
§21 4447 §42 4713
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Tab 4 %Distribution of target component contents of
correction set and validation set
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Fig 3 Pretreated NIRS spectrum
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Fig 5 Correlation between prediction value and refer-
ence value of quantitative model
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Fig 6 Deviations between predicted and reference val-
ues of a quantitative model
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