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Establishment of HPLC Fingerprint and Its Spectrum-effect Relationship Study of Humulus lupulus

LIU Xiaoyan', JIANG Yiping', ZHANG Jiabao', WANG Nani*, XIN Hailiang' (1. College of Pharmacy, Naval
Medical University, Shanghai 200433, China; 2. Zhejiang Institute of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Hangzhou
310007, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To establish HPLC fingerprint of Humulus Ilupulus, and to investigate its correlation with the
antioxidant activity. METHODS: The determination was performed on Diamonsil Cis column with mobile phase consisted of 0.1%
phosphoric acid solution-acetonitrile (gradient elution) at the flow rate of 1.0 mL/min. The column temperature was 30 °C, and
detection wavelength was set at 358 nm, with sample size of 2 pL. Using xanthohumol as reference, HPLC fingerprints of 11
batches of H. lupulus were determined. The similarity of 11 batches of samples was evaluated by TCM Chromatographic
Fingerprint Similarity Evaluation System (2012 edition) to confirm common peaks. Using scavenging rate of DPPH and ABTS free
radical as pharmacodynamic indicators of antioxidant effects, SIMCA 14.1 analysis software was used for PLSR to establish the
spectra-cffect relationship, and validation test of in vitro anti-oxidation was carried out. RESULTS: There were 19 common peaks
in HPLC fingerprints of 11 batches of sample, the similarity of which was higher than 0.830. Seven components were identified as
xanthohumol, cohumulone, humulone, adhumulone, colupulone, lupulus and adlupulus. Eleven batches of H. lupulus had the
ability to scavenge DPPH and ABTS free radicals. The spectrum-effect relationship showed that xanthohumol, humulone and
colupulone peaks were positively associated with its anti-oxidant ability, and variable projection value was greater than 1. In vitro
antioxidant results showed that scavenging effect of 0.1 mg/mL xanthohumol to DPPH free radicals was similar to that of 0.01 mg/mL
vitamine C, but scavenging effect of 10.0 mg/mL xanthohumol to ABTS free radical was less than that of 0.1 mg/mL vitamin C.
CONCLUSIONS: Established HPLC fingerprint can be used for the quality evaluation of H. lupulus; xanthohumol, humulone and
colupulone are the main material basis for the antioxidant effect of H. lupulus
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FEAFHAS SC 1 TP AR S T R 1, 1- T 2R RE-2- =
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T A (B Bty A BR A A 4% : RS0328B40137, 46
J# . >99%1; DPPH (#it 5 : STBD2362V) \ABTS (it 5 .
SLBV6099) 35 H1 26 [ Sigma 24 w241t ; B Bk (a3 4l
HAi R Ry b ali, /K R4tk .
1.3 Zf
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WAL (H. lupulus L) FOBEVEERTEAEF . 250 RE N SIS
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2 AEEHER
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®1 HHERKRER
Tab 1 Regions of H. lupulus

&E i g FEnt]

| i P AT R HE W0I74ETH
s2 B W R 20174 TH
$3 ik PR RR 017471
s4 G BHTEARR RIS | 201747
$5 /D e 222 20174E8 ]
$6 el el BRI 200 A1 201748 A
s7 s AHTEARR AL 201747
S8 bk IR B 201748 J]
89 otk ERfiEE 201748 A
s10 Ttk PR TR L 017474
sll AL~ ERIESR W74 TH

S : 0.1% B BRK TR (A) - (B) , 36 B2 R (0~ 10
min, 20% B—25% B; 10~12 min, 25% B—75%B; 12~
30 min, 75% B—78% B; 30~40 min, 78% B—81% B;
40~42 min, 81% B—83% B; 42~60 min, 83% B—90%
B); ik : 1.0 mL/min; 7 1 30 °C 5 &ML K - 358 nm; i2F
i 2 ul.

2.2 BHEKEE

2.2.1 TRAXTREAW  ORG FRIUE B % BE G 26.46
mg, B T 100 mL )b, I By i 2 205 #5158
Ji3 T %k B T S W . G 9 FR HROMLT A8 3 ICE-3
466.27 mg, B F 100 mL I A, i H B i 22 205, 3
S AFREB AW . B IRHAI A4S 5 mL, BT
— 10 mL s IR A 5T, 4 0.45 pm ALIE ST,
SR, B

2.2.2 PORMIET BB AL 25 RE S R FR
B A 0.5 g, B FHEHIE M, 50 % . 20 mL, #
FE R A (% 300 W, 8% . 50 kHz) 4b 3 30 min,
il T 2 E L, PR UORRE T A, FH 50 % AN R DR 1 ot
i, 220.45 um GUFLUEREE LT , I8 , RITS .

23 HEFEER

2.3.1 KB  BUC2.2.27 0 N ALK NIA TR (45
SI1)3d o, 4% “2.17 W N ik S i S AR 2 6 1, LA
B O T 0 1 O B WSS TR RO TR B O 2 B 1 S A5 AT e )
AFGH R B B[R] R AR Xl T AR 285 5, 19 g A o
BA ] RSD 29/ T 0.13% (n=6) , FXF 14 1 LK RSD
YUNT 1.47% (n=6) , RUIA T IR 3T RAT .

2.3.2 FAEMEREE  Be2.2.27 0N ANR AR (S
S11)id &, 70 T2 M AE 0.2.4.8.12.16 .24 h 4%
“2.17IT S AR IEREIN R |, LA M0 () £ B B[R] A
WA TR R 2 R, T SR 45 H AT WA T AFF XT3 B s ) AR X e
IR, 255, 19 A AT W AR A7 B3 s 1] () RSD 278+
0.37% (n="7) , FH X W 1 B9 RSD /N F 2.93% (n=
7)), RUM S T 50 T s 24 h NFRUEPE R 4T
2.3.3 EEMWI  HUMURIE 25 MR SR R (G
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S11)0.5 g, L6y WG BEFRAE , #“2.2.27 W F J5 i1l 2 it
TRV, P 2.1 T (8 1 S R D, DA BT T
WS Py R B B[RRI RIS SR 45 A D 1 AR G £
P IS T FIAB AT I AR . 255, 194 A D AR X O B B[]
1 RSD /T 0.41% (n="6) , FHXFIEETAIFR 1) RSD /T
2.17% (n=6) , RIHZr L EE M RAT.

2.4 HPLCIELQEEH AR SHEIE L£H/IES T
2.4.1 HPLCHS SIS M A il B 1L AL PR 72 25 b A
ol S A R 4% 2.2.27 TR k) A A A U, PR
“2.17 IR A SR HERE I E |, SR IS 24 s SUR
FEARLEE DM 2R 40 ) (2012 Jif ) X6 11 FHk RGP A8 245 B4 B i 1)

B e AT 43T, 45 HPLC R 803, PRI 1L 2,

T
0 4

t, min
B1 11 B IEZS AR E) HPLC & s &l B
Fig 1 HPLC superimposed fingerprint of 11 batches

of H. lupulus
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2 MRBEIEZ MmN HPLC XY BRI 4 EiE
Fig2 HPLC control fingerprint of H. lupulus
2.4.2 FPUEPHN  RACH2GE1E R S0 R TS AR LR I
WRGE) (2012 B BEATARUEE A . 2558, 11 HEMER 46
2 B FE i B AR BLEE 25 K T 0.830 , 4878 AN [v] 77 s LA ]
sty A R WL £ 245 4 A it 1) ) A2 10 28 S /N o AR

JEVEM AR R 2,

2.4.3 MHEMIEIN  11HBIE L LGRS 194
Ay, DLS104E 22 MR 3, i (A] 7 11 0.1 min, %
PR BURG TP I TR B0 1 (B0 A T 2 RRCIE R
PR A O R R [R] Ao 45 RO A 25 MR S AR A
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Tab 2 Similarity evaluation results of 11 batches of

H. lupulus
%5 Sl 2 S3 o s4 S5 s6 ST S8 s9 sl sl
st 1 0915 0944 0960 0897 0911 0928 0895 0919 0929 0909
20915 1 0872 0965 099 098 0897 0922 0928 099 0920
$3 094 0812 1 0957 0837 0838 0980 0935 0966 0881 0947
S 0960 0965 0957 1 0937 0935 095 0971 098 0963 0973
S5 0897 099 0837 0937 1 099 0865 0876 0886 0993 0876
S6 0911 098 0838 0935 099% | 0858 0871 0880 099 0873
ST 0928 0897 0980 0954 0865 0858 | 0916 0948 0897 0922
S8 0895 0922 0935 0971 0876 0871 0916 | 0993 0908 0.998
9 0919 0928 0966 0983 088 0880 0948 0993 | 0921 0995
SI0 0929 0994 0881 0963 0993 0994 0897 0908 0920 1 0910

SIT 0909 0920 0947 0973 0876 0873 0922 0998 0995 0910 1

Xt R Al B9 HPLC 23 Hr 5251, 35 IA MG 11508 BT 1 (13
U RAHERE R | 14 S WA FE LR | 155 4 A A F i |
175U FEME IR | 18 508 Ay W SRR L 19 5 U Ay e JR
B, T UL P 3o DR B R Wi o3 8 JEE LA L W T AR LR
SE , HICLAFCAR B I E] R0 TRTBR O 2 B8, 1130 At e £ AR
X PR B I [EFIRE O W TR, TR 3 3 4.

60

14

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
t, min

TE: LSS 5 13 254 6l 5 142 B0 5 15 I 5 i 5 17 25 R
P 5 18RI 5 19. g R ]
Note: 11. xanthohumol; 13. cohumulone; 14. humulone; 15. ad-

humulone; 17. colupulone; 18. lupulus; 19.adlupulus
3 BREXREMAHPLC
Fig3 HPLC chromatogram of mixed control
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2.5.1 DPPH H HIBEVEBR A #°2.2.27 W0 F Jr i il %
LA AR S VA TR (45 - S1~11) , 44 B 1 mL, i1 50%
TR R 18 72 4] J0 £ VAR B P9 AL e VAR 5 A 285 R B
DPPH 4 mg, Il BV i 7€ 45 22 100 mL HHffL P, B4
W R 40 pg/mL 1) DPPH B MW . B F ik R 51 i
R A BEI AL IR MAS 100 nL . DPPH L7 100
uL, JE A ZE 96 TAL ik | BT & IRk AL S 30
min Ji7 , SRR T 540 nm AL AL E DPPH H H &
VS W+ ZR 40 Joit et e A A U VR RO B (A, 5 BUR B
JoT v B A 5 S VA VRS 100 pL TG 7K B 100 uL, [
T2 SN A5 2R 4 ot s v P A VR AR WO BE (AL 5
HUDPPH H 7 100 uL . 50% LW 100 pL, 7]
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F3 11 #MEEIEZ MM HPLC BiZ L HIER BT R
B B i

Tab 3 Relative retention time of common peaks in

HPLC chromatograms for 11 batches of H. lu-

ARBERBLLHAR ) 1 R AL WP AL (45 - S4) BT AL RE
JIE i
x5 MENFEENESER
Tab 5 Antioxidant activity results of H. lupulus

pu lus o 1Cq,mg/mL o [Cqo,mg/mL

TEFRDPPH e PR ABTS A i TEFRDPPH FfhE  i5BRABTS Ak

5 SI2 3 oS4 S5 s6 ST S8 SO S0 S RSD,% sl 1.14 431 §7 038 131

1 0325 0324 0325 034 0323 033 0323 0321 0316 0316 0314 040 $ 0.8 087 58 042 140

) 0412 0412 0412 0411 0411 0410 0410 0406 0403 0403 0401 042 53 024 110 59 059 204

3 0459 0459 0459 0458 0458 0457 0456 0452 0448 0448 0446 050 54 022 094 510 039 151

4 0499 0499 0499 0498 0498 0499 0497 0491 0490 0488 0487 049 55 063 199 sl 035 170

5 0554 0554 0554 055 0552 0552 0551 0545 0543 0543 0541 050 56 076 271

O O 0 5 AT A R A ABTS

$ 0897 0911 0911 0912 0911 0912 0912 0905 0913 0912 0912 047 mg, FIK Vi 7 2 2% 25 10 mL L il sl 0 7

9 0911 0927 0927 0928 0927 0928 0927 0922 0928 0927 0.928 050 mmol/L ] ABTS /K& W , 5 2.45 mmol/L A 3 i 2 44§

10 0.941 0941 0941 0942 0941 0940 0941 0937 0941 0941 0942 0.12
1OHE) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0

12 1047 1048 1056 1.056 1043 1044 1056 1058 1.044 1056 L1047 059
13 1432 1433 1433 1431 1433 1432 1432 1436 1431 1431 1431 013
14 1589 1589 1.588 1586 1588 1588 1.587 1590 1586 1586 1.586 (.14
15 1619 1635 1633 1631 1632 1632 1632 1634 1629 1630 1630 043

16 1873 1872 1872 1868 1869 1868 1.869 1.868 1868 1870 1.868 (.19
17 2207 2207 2207 2204 2208 2206 2205 2.199 2205 2204 2200 0.29
18 2446 2446 2446 2444 2445 2444 2444 2433 2444 2443 2441 038
19 2500 2504 2500 2498 2491 2498 2498 2485 2492 2499 2497 054

F4 1 HEREEAREERHPLC B £ FIERETIE
g
Tab 4 Relative peak area of common peaks in HPLC

chromatograms for 11 batches of H. lupulus

i St Sy s ss s ST S8 89 SI0 SITORSD,%
1 0.022 0074 0261 0618 0151 0.060 0312 0199 0382 0.084 0.164 1752
2 0.145 0325 0210 0407 0130 0.165 0.146 0.147 0240 0.084 0588 1501
3 0.013 0.033 0069 0.114 0021 0.048 0.092 0037 0072 0.009 0.093 355
4 0.162 0311 0.040 0.061 0.010 0.102 0.021 0014 0029 0.006 0095 9.3
5 0.064 0.164 0.035 0072 0016 0.120 0033 0.024 0.034 0.008 0200 7.74
6 0.075 0.044 0.024 0045 0019 0051 0032 0028 0048 0.039 0.067 172
7 0.243 0.056 0.0064 0.095 0.065 0.179 0.098 0.018 0.09% 0.069 0.078 627
8 0326 0.176 0.094 0.116 0208 0205 0.150 0.067 0329 0.104 0.137  8.80
9 0.09 0.051 0056 0.061 0.049 0135 0062 0021 0062 0.034 0.118 349

10 0254 0085 0.060 0149 0102 0.132 0074 0107 033 0171 0222 607
newe) ot 1t 11 1 1 1 1 1 0

12 0079 0037 0.030 0026 0064 0071 0039 0023 0080 0023 0027 233
13 0467 0465 1250 1183 0382 0822 1249 1069 0543 1364 0334 40.17
14 0835 0641 1403 1286 0936 1229 1238 1073 0926 L1117 0483 2834
15 0259 0333 0719 0713 0298 0489 0592 0583 0430 0705 0325 1687
16 0350 0007 0.025 0019 0083 0.044 0039 0031 0074 0028 0035 967
17 0015 0227 0808 1.196 0.019 0.030 1047 0993 0.008 0850 0492 47.38
18 0341 0183 0378 0528 0054 0323 0292 0364 0.063 0275 0338 1395
19 0347 0050 0120 0152 0.050 0.056 0115 0.138 0.042 0135 0149 834

PR FFAS DPPH A B WO (40) o bR
B YA TR 3k, OV S48, #5403 T3 DPPH IE B
. DPPH 1 4% =[4,— (4, — 4.))/4,x 100 9% "1 3% ]
GraphPad Prism 5 #CPF i 47AE L Pk [l )1, F000 2 5 il
WHE(1Cs) , 5 R L3R 5. B3R 5 T J1, 11 S MU 46 245 14
R HA T R DPPH [ HR AR RE ST, o DL i
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(KoS:00) /KR A, THEALICE 12 h DL E i FEm
FH A B, o AR 734 nm 9% K 4D G W K N 0.78~
0.82, RI45 ABTS H HHIEHS W . HL“2.5.17 51 F &4 it it
W B AR A W4 10 L ABTS H H1 L5 200 uL,
SeSE A ZE 96 LA, B F &0 10 min, >R A
FRALT 734 nm KA ABTS [ i BLA W+ 251 o i
e PE IR S VA TR WG (A, ) s BUCER B o i P A itk
VAR 10 pL 200 pL , [R]85 07 045 28 91 o e vk
JEE M3 T TR B WG B (AL) 5 BUABTS H AR 2R 7 200
nL \50% LW 10 pL, [R1VE SOV T 4% ABTS A Hi 5t
VIO Aoo PRI A T454E 3 U0, BOFI41E,
F“2.5. 17T AT ABTS I B R I 0 1Cs, 25 R
W5, 5 AT, L1 R0 6 24 A4 AE i 38 HLAT T B
ABTS A HEARE S, Horp DL 217 B 0 RAE )
W AE (45« S2) BT AL BE J1 oo
2.6 BRKARS

DL 5 Hf 11 HERGUE A8 25 B4 K S T AR T 1 B e
SR AR i VTR R AR 5, SR SIMCA 14.1 {4k A 7
T fre /N T ml A 73 Afr o 45 5%, MU AL 25 0 FF iy HPLC 48
SrEE ) 4~12 14 .16~ 18 Sk #1 5 HI B DPPH
FIABTS H H LR HE J7 2 IEAHIC , RIAH R 5540 o AH X %
S, % RS DPPH FI ABTS B LA RE J7tias | #iR
MU A6 W 4 DPPH FI ABTS [l 5L 0 4 5
FEfth, 25 R 4

Ar i B (VIP) AT R A% o 0 DR AR £ 119 DT ik AR
B, VIPAE K, 8 B2 A% 50k PR AR & 174 o7 ki ok
VIP>1 B} F 7R Xf (R 48 i A7 i 3 5T k™. L DPPH I
ABTS H M1 3L 18 BR N 273038 bR , X VIP HEA 750 HT , i
T T MLV A 245 B A B AR AR BB D s T AR ) e i i
(LAVIP>1 MA5ifE) o 4553, ORI AL 25 64 K 5 X DPPH A1
ABTS H H1 & 1975 B RE 1 R E/ MK U 43 51 Sk o5 6 1
(11506 ) >R (14 508 ) > g BRI (17 50 ) Fr
R (14 506 ) > B (11 505 ) > 2l bR (17 5
W) , 27 AR I 2075 15 % DPPH I ABTS [ i 25 F b
HAEEEM, B5Mi e b A b ae 1 2 EAH G, i —
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AP BN 1y A R R I BRI T 2 WP AE HAT i
EAAE B SR, S5 2R LI 5

2x107° 7
1.56x107° 1
1x107" 1
5x107°

—5x107°-

[1I5 %% (DPPH)

—1x107" 1
—1.5x107" 1
—2x107" 4

—2.5%x107"

AJ R DPPH [ it

8x1077 4
6x107° 4
4x107" 4

2x1077 4

—2x107°

[81)H 2% (ABTS)

—4x107°

—6x10" A

—8x107" 1=

B.iiF ATBS [ Hi 4k
B4 s/ EEADTIERKRE
Fig 4 PLSR regression analysis spectral efficiency dia-
gram

VIP

T S T J V- N - =) R S 1
o v

VIP

B ABTS [ Hi 4k
Bb WERAZRMEPFPWAIRE D ZEHLFIER
VIP &
Fig 5 VIP value of common peaks in pharmacodyna-

mic model of PLSR regression analysis
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2.7.1 DPPH H BV BRE W % FRIBCH R 19 X 5h
50.04 mg, fin H B ff O T 2 45 28 5 mL & IR iR
VAR Tt P00 R AR B 10,100 1% , il B ek
43924 10.0,1.0.,0.1 mg/mL i R 51 TARIA . K2 FREL
4etE R C 10 mg, MK i 45 2 100 mL &, il
T B VR R 0.01 mg/mL I 4EAE R CIAl. #22.5.17
TR J5 AR E I SR By M2 A 25 C X DPPH A Fh &
(3 B, TR DL 6A. F T 6A AT, 345 B 76 i it ok
J& 0.1~10.0 mg/mL 32 [Bl P4 X DPPH 1 FH 2 1) 7 B % 1
42.6% 311 % 88.8% , H.0.1 mg/mL #JE %5 0.01 mg/mL
4k 25 C X DPPH H 5L %5 FR 240 24 (P=0.050) , #&
N HE G Iy HAT B0 AT % DPPH [ Hh L A9 BE T, Ml
AL HA TR DPPH A H A F 22—

100 & 60

3 80 3

g 60 40

H 40 ﬁ

Kiiig o 20

£ 20 (4

5 o 20
0.01 0.1 1 10 0.1 0.1 1 10
LUL —_— /mL —_ B e — =

U EC T A 7= T e

A% DDPH A Hi % Bk ABTS H Hi %

6 HEEHEIMIELREER
Fig 6 Antioxidant activity results of xanthohumol in
vitro

2.7.2  ABTS A SRR 271700 F R8I TAE
WA s RS B PR ELAE AR R C 10.02 mg, SR i JF
FEZF 2 10 mL B i BUSRHRE O 0.1 mg/mL A9 ZE
AR CHRWL. F5°2.5.17 TR 7 Wk B 53 200 1 i 4
AR CXF ABTS A HIERYTEER A, TR ILIET 6B, %] 6B Al
S, A R 0.1~10.0 mg/mL Y& FE Y, A 10.0 mg/mL
BB X ABTS A HHAERTE R F e i , 4 33.5% , {H/)N
F 0.1 mg/mL 4E4E 2% C X ABTS H LA BR 3 454
P 5B, 275 MNP AL 25 FEAE S FETE BR ABTS [ Hi S A B
i B A P e, 2 BAT T B ABTS A ph HEA ARG 324
WorZ—
3 it

AT R FH HPLC 1k HE 7 1 P AL 24 B A i 0 45
SR %5 PR R R E ML R, AR [
A0 AL A8 TR B 2 R AT Oy o ASBR ST T 2300 25
58T CNE-/K P BE-/KOR R S AH R GE R 70 B RICR , 45 2R
R, LACIE-ZK At SRR ) 3 B RCR LT F K L B
FETE TSI R IG5 TE KA A 0.1 % B R J
SR CREVEeS I IEEIIE N

DPPH 1 ABTS 12 J2 # IR Ak & Wy A ) 2
B i A AR 1 1 R ik, I AR WF 5T LA DPPH Al
ABTS F HIE A TE BR AR PP O 5P 1E 25 B A it B4 Ak
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