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FAGERSUEE  NMR A Z R0 — LEOREN &G - AT & B o sn BAE (L 2 B 5 L 72 hlir obr
PRiE - A4 HERBHRE KREHL K 4 E B

ASKOSVE T, BR, EHL, BFE - HbE, AFRE. N - HRYER P oEVIC kY EARRSY
DB BNET D, 18- T ML FH 72 B & A KO SR 21T 9 72 ®I2i%, Ak
oy BN, MEREAICEHMIT 2 2 ENEHEETH D, L, T E TO HPLC JEX LC-MS I
ERGOICEWEIRE L4 —7y NMoWHETH Y . TN DOOHT — % L S8 Bl 2 5b
Wi A LR v — AMRENTIX, BEOBERIC L D0 OEE RN X 5 2 SIxREERZ L83 H
Do ATHE, /U H =y MW THD H NMR EIC KD A R v — NS, Wi 4 JEHE
&, BRI DETTRoEE LTHERSNTND, Ll ZTHETO HNMR EZ HW 2
AZ R — LEETIE, AW T =2 OBRBUHE MR 72 <, F—0REED L & TIThiuTnZuy,
D=, Wﬁﬁﬁ&*@%iﬂﬁgf%éo

AIFFETIZ, NMR 7 —HZIZ K D A Z R v — LEOMESL & R VB O S EREE L2 Bl &
LT, SAEFEOTY M & 2 b OEFMD ZMEHZ, THNMRIZE D n 7T v 77 A4 7k
LA BMNTIZ D T — % OALERE O feiifb & fit Lz,

1) NMR A Z R — LIEDWHE : NJRORDTv 7 74V v 7L 25 BMRTH

RIFRITERIR & S, 2O & LTRZ o> Paeonia lactiflora Pallas DR 235+ )\t IE H A&
HWRFITHESINTWD, BARTIE, NMLHEOR: D 3FEME (A, ATAE3E, P&~ o
RIEEPTHSICHE LT\ D, —J5, PETE, AT L Sh b BR) LG & S DR~
KA, HdE A RIEFES R CIX AR P. lactiflora O ZGE Lk, HEVINTLEZLO, 5K
Aj1E P. lactiflora 31X P. veitchii Lynch Oz L72R & HE STV 5, HBAF7EE Tk, Aj3EoiEiE
bz BRYE LIIERIEIC X 2 ZIRIGHPEM O E 't & 7 T » RRFEO BT ZE 21T > TE 1273,
HNMR 2 Z R 12— AT T T,

HE & HARTIEE L7z P. lactiflora 2 &5 & 372 AT 10 K, HARPEATHE O Mik, ThEPEANTFE 5
B, AR 7 /R, KO P. veitchii 2 255 & 972 77RA) 5 MR DFF 36 1A D 75% EtOH — % 2 43
L7, IRWT, NEHEYE Coh 5 DSS-ds &1 272 DMSO-ds IZIAf# L 724 % A D NMR A7
MLZRIE L, ATV TABEICE FNTVD 2 LB ER ST\ D 27 T OIEELEY
IZDOWTAXRY MEITHZ LTl T a7 740 U T EIToT-, ZOfE%. albiflorin (4).
paeoniflorin (6) . benzoylpaeoniflorin (9). galloylpaeoniflorin (11), oxypaeoniflorin (13). 1,2,3,4,6-
pentagalloylglucose (18). catechin (19). benzoic acid (21). gallic acid (22), sulfonated paeoniflorin
(25). sucrose (26). M O\ D-glucose (27) AT XF R T TE 52 L 28 L7 (Figs.1,2) .
Flo, KGEEZNNLZ LT, ZLOPEEAR=F A, MsERIN T TA C 55 # i) 25 &
M52 ENTE, IHNMR Z Wi 7' m 7 7 A U > 7RI, WA L7z AATO2hER



RN HEE R VL b D EFE X BT,

WIZ, 4. 6, 18, 25, 26 |[ZHMM72 7 1 h v 7L E benzoyl FEiCHET ST Frv s
INORENEE S &1, BLA & monoterpene D& &% gHNMR i TE® L= (Fig. 3a) .
ZOFREFR, ANIZONWTIE 26 OFENMEN-T-Z Enb, IMTIEORENRE I, &I 7T,
P. lactiflora O#ekz5uFE (HERK | ORI T 12 BRI >V T gHNMR JEIC L Y 26 #E& L
7k (Fig. 3b) . EA] & RERICAR 2 INFERR . &l LN ZTT O L 26 DG EMES 2D 2 L
WO IMTIEIZE ST 26 OFEDNENTHZEEZHLNC L, £72, 1 7 AR OKIELEE
T26 DEENEMTHZ L, RN 26 OF&EE 75% EtOH =X A5 &IZIEOMENRH 5 2 & 23
B L7,

BB 21T 0 12H20 . JEEDOE (*H NMR & gHNMR) | AIALERYE (BIRs(LJ71E, 4
HRD > 7 F VBRI DFHE)  DFEODRITHE R~ BT T A it L7z, 2 OfE%. gHNMR
FIZEVRE LI AR Mvaz v, WEEEWE O S 7TV OFREGMEZ S L ITK S 7T DTy
NEEZ AT 2 FIESRITICE L CWD Z 2 RIS Lz, 0, MEICEENDILEYD
BEWERFT 2HA1E, ZRERICEEND 26 R EOFER RO T TV ERNLIETBRNEEZEZ L
iz, Z Ot Lic FiETRICT — 2 & W CEE BT 21T - 72 k55, P. lactiflora 2 3 & 9
% HAPERTER L R EPEA IR DO X BNCIE 18, 22, 26 DEMNE ST 52 Ehbhro7- (Fig.4) , £
7=. 6 % & Tr monoterpenoid ¥HDEFE L P. lactiflora z# JJR & T 2R OX GBI D, 18 & 22 OFEFE
1% P.veitchii Z 7 & 92 © ODOXBIOFEEIZ /25 2 & & B2 L (Fig. 5) . Z OfEF 1%, gHNMR
ER°HPLCHEIZ KD TEEM R &L FED 72 < AWFZETHENL L72 NMR 2 2 A 2R 1 — Ligdr
EOREBM LR TE T,

2) NMR 2 Z v —LEDIGH : BRREORS 7w 7 74 Y v 7 & SR BT

BAAIEEEE . bR, R L LT S D, ITETIR, 20K F 2T REEEYGEE
FAMHESINDIZEY | BHILS HIZHEE SRS L 912725 T 5, DL Drynaria roosii
Nakaike (= D. fortunei J. Smith) DORZE & S, AR 2022 (2GRS TW D, —F, HET
X, AFE7Z1F T/ <. Araiostegia divaricata Blume var. formosana M. Kato (=Davallia formosana
Hayata) 7¢ EORELFHAE L OB L TERY . S5, REBHOIENI S, B0 TR
JE S AVTAETRM B TIGICIE L TW 5, BIET X TORFENSOMARTHY | HATHERHT
DHECITRELN PR SN D, RETIE, BT £ 0 RE LB emig i >0 T gHNMR
& HPLC IEIC L B RN, ROEIEICH W CTRli{b L72 NMR 2 & R o — Afifr 217 - 7=,

D. roosii, A. divaricata var. formosana, Araiostegiella perdurans M. Kato et Tsutsumi 7 & % J&J5
T 5 PEE O H AT 39 MK, D. roosii 4 & DRZEZ AT 50% MeOH T 3 2 Z-F# L |
DSS-des & WNIEHEM)E & L CHIl X 72 CD3OD A+ ¢ NMR A7 bV ZlE L=, ko naringin
(28). protocatechuic acid (32). 5-hydroxymethyl-2-furaldehyde (38). 26, 27. & D. roosii (ZHik
T 5 LV HEE L 72{LA Y neoeriocitrin (29), 5,7-dihydroxychromone-7-O-neohesperidoside

(30). caffeic acid 4-O-B3-D-glucoside (31), trans-p-coumaric acid 4-O-f-D-glucoside (33). ferulic acid



4-0-B-D-glucopyranoside (34), kaempferol 3-O-a-L-rhamnoside 7-O-B-D-glucoside (35), & T A.
divaricata var. formosana (ZHi3k3 % i ih L BB L 72 (-)-epicatechin 3-O-B-p-allopyranoside
(37) (Fig.6) DA ML EDHEZIToT2, S HIT, M LIz fbEmO—EIZ >\ T, gHNMR
15T 28, 29, 26, 27 &, £7- HPLC 5T 28-33, 35, 37 # & L7 (Fig.7) . £DOf5HE, D. roosii
IR & T 2B ZRREED O 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 3B AL IN, FEIEY
@ 28 (0.93-9.86mg/g) & 29 (0.74-7.59mg/g). & Dfth 30 (0.05-2.48mg/g). 31 (0.27-2.51mg/g).
33 (0.14-1.26mg/g). 35 (0.04-0.52mglg) D& ENEW T & PR S iz, F7=. D.roosii & 5EHR
&?6%@%®Wﬁm®%<_SSﬂEMéhto_h%®Wmmi RAETE S & [FIER D AL
ZHoTypel & 32 LSO EFLk 28 £ Type 1 T35 Z X Tx, BRSO Type Il T
1% 32 (0.84-1.32mglg) D EENPEWZ E MR- T, —JF, A divaricata var. formosana % i &
THEMMETIE, 28 & 29 (T &0, 37 (1.44-11.49 mglg) DERITE N ENbo
2o WRIT, AIECTHESL LToEi 72071k 2 DT BB O NMR A7 bz 55 < B o
#17-7- (Fig. 8) ., TORER, FHAHTHGMITEFMY S EREOEWICE Y, IELL KRS
7o HEWFEED D.roosii & Ziva AL &3 S i anid, 28, 29, KN 26 OFRIC L K& T,
F 72 A. divaricata var. formosana % £l & 95 i O XANZ1E 37 OFER P T E LIz, Zhbd
fERIE, HPLC 7 —Z 2 WL BT & b JE Ledro T, LLEDORRN G D. roosii LISt &
FER & T 2 B WAl Y D. roosii 25 Th - T HIETRMM D Type HTIEM OB Wl ORERIT 72 0 1572
W2 ERNTRE ST,

EXR5)

AAFFRIE, ARFERCS OMEFRAI 72T & [FAIREIZ, EEAFREZR NMRIEAEA L, ShERHm, 12
BLIEHT 22 L2 B E L TR 2D 7, NEEOBETIL, NMR 7 — % & 228 BT I
HAWBEIZ, A7 M T =2 OBFIEOEHELEZIT o7z, S HIZ, ZOKEk L FiEE v
T, NEL VB OSEBMNT 21T 2 LT, KFE, FER, T (EIR) HFIEORRH4FAE
ORI F I EZ I ST 5D & & b, HPLC % & O R 2170 NMR &2 Wi A #
R E—DNEOZY AR Lic, RFIEL, ZRABFEW 21T T < ERkiED HPLC 1£TIERIME
SINT SR 7 — R ARG E D & b RIRFICIRAT T2 2 S S FIBECdh o 7o, AWFFE THENL L7z Fikidfh
DAEFKIZBIGHATEETH V. AFKD SE TN - EELFE~DO RN S LD,

References
1. Dong YZ, Toume K, Zhu S, Shi YH, Tamura T, Yoshimatsu K, Komatsu K (2023) Metabolomics
analysis of peony root using NMR spectroscopy and impact of the preprocessing method for NMR

data in multivariate analysis. J Nat Med. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11418-023-01721-x

2. Dong YZ, Toume K, Kimijima S, Zhang HP, Zhu S, He YM, Cai SQ, Maruyama T, Komatsu K (2023)
Metabolite profiling of Drynariae Rhizoma using *H NMR and HPLC coupled with multivariate
statistical analysis. J Nat Med. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11418-023-01726-6



PC2 20.1%

6 C 3
A0 2 Ho N0, 2.0 OR Ho,
\ ) ) oH A o RO\ R _‘\ ,f’_?‘f
OH L 0 oY R 9 OH H H H  benzoyl Ra&—ﬁﬁiﬂﬂ o °
Oy e 1 11 OH H H H galoyl oR
"‘\)/ \ 27 j\ 13 OH H OH H H 18
Z_J N i 25 SO:H H H H H
4 R? OoH OH
% o R ¢
2= ‘4OH ~ \‘ HD‘I’ \‘ HOHX:/ﬁ\‘ O\/\LOH HOHZDX\\;& oH
wo. 2 o ! \J; Ei/ ~ " Ho i'l oH ’ ZOHO“""'} FJSJH T
7]l = 3 5 \
a[“ ’/Lv""‘OH 21 ° 22 ° 2% 27
OH 19
Fig. 1 Structures of compounds detected in peony root
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Fig. 2 Representative 'H NMR spectra of peony root samples. WPR, PR, and RPR indicates white peony root, peony root, and red peony root, respectively.
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Fig. 3 Quantitative results of peony root using gHNMR. a: The contents of paeoniflorin (6), sulfonated paeoniflorin (25), and albiflorin
(4), and total content of monoterpenoids (signals: &x 7.59 to 7.40 ppm) in different types of peony root samples; and b: 75% Ethanol
extract yields and sucrose (26) contents of plant samples treated with four different processing methods.
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Fig. 4 PCA result of 31 peony root samples derived from P. lactiflora using data matrix created by optimum method. a, score plot:
the numbers indicate code no. of samples; and b, loading plot: the numerals indicate chemical shift (5x in ppm).
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Fig. 5 OPLS-DA result of 11 RPR samples derived from P. lactiflora and P. veitchii using data matrix created by optimum method. a, score
plot: the numbers indicate code no. of samples; and b s-plot: the numerals indicate chemical shift (5w in ppm).
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Fig. 7 Quantitative results of Drynariae Rhizoma samples derived from different origins or plants. Unmarked samples derived from D. roosii; #,
samples derived from Araiostegiella perdurans or mixture containing Araiostegiella perdurans; *, samples derived from A. divaricata var.
formosana or mixture of D. roosii and A. divaricata var. formosana; +, samples derived from Drynaria sp. a, contents of 28 and 29 quantified by
gHNMR; and b, contents of compounds 30-33, 35, and 37 quantified by HPLC.
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Fig. 8 PCA result of Drynariae Rhizoma samples using gHNMR spectra, and data matrix was created by optimum method. a, score plot: code
no. of samples; and b, loading plot: numerals indicate chemical shift (5w in ppm). *, mixture of Araiostegiella perdurans and Selliguea sp.; and #,
mixture of D. roosii and A. divaricata var. formosana. (R°X = 0.668, Q° = 0.490)
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AT, TR, PEHL, AFEREE, ML-FAREREICX Y RSHESCEENENT 520, WE
M—ETER, EoT, AEKDOMEZFFMT57-0DI121%, GA KD ZEBHNSBENICOTT S
EBRMETH D, AEOWERAME S LT, &I TIE, THNMRIEZ HW iz A ¥R — AT 7E H
ENTWD, ZHIEOMEEMIME i L CEL, VEOAHIEETHL O REZR Z EICHKT 5,
LML, HNMREZ W2 A X AR a — AEITICB W TCIE, ZEEMITICED F TOTFERE LI
TRV, EIRE, A EFHREOTGREG EZN D ORFAEMIZOWVWT, THNMRIZK Dy 7 v
Ty AV T EEERMITICHND T — X OMEEEZ BRI 52 LT, TOFELKE L, mERK
DOMEEECICE T DML E M Uiz, AFRICET2RNEOE L EE/BREIL, TRICRTER
nThod,

I)NMRA Z R —AEDRESL : NEORS T 7 74V v 7L BEERMEHT

RIIFEERERLE L THWLONDIERKRTH D, BARAERFIZBWTEOHEF TR X »F D Paeonia
lactiflora PallasD AR & HlE & 4v, HGICITMN T HEO R 238 E (BEA), ETAHE, RFEAEE) »
WMELTWD, —J, FETITARIIEERE SN AN EIEMIE L INDRNICKB] &4, FHEA
EALFEFEK M TIXAATIEP. lactifloraD iR A2 &@ LZICREV T Lzd o, HRAJIEP. lactiflora X 1XP.
veitchii LynchO iz L7 EHE SN TWnWbd, ZHETIE, MERECIDINED “RINHHEY O T E
SR E 7T RO RIIITHON TV DA, IHNMRA Z AR — A HH i3 Thin T,

SEALHFEE L, PEE BARTIE LZP. lactifloraz JEH &2 AR, BAMEAERK, dEEATE, K
Aj, K OP. veitchiiZz 25 & 4 2 5RAT D FF36MKD75% EtOHT F 2 2Bl L, 4 =% 2 & DSS-de A ¥
DMSO-ds|ZIAfiE SENMR AR MLV ERETHZ LT, 77740 T &2iTo7-, T OREE,
albiflorin (4), paeoniflorin (6), 1,2,3,4,6-pentagalloylglucose (18), gallic acid (22), sulfonated paeoniflorin
(25), sucrose (26), K U'D-glucose (27) 7o KA MM TE /=, £/, KRFEEZHWD Z LT, RFHEEM
TCTHEUDFER2N L OFEEAN X RAIZERINTWDHI I EEZHLMNZ L, 22 E D,
HNMRZHWER 7 a7 7 A4 U U 75X, MEER L AN OENRENTIEE RV EL 2 %
w7z,

FALRFER L, WIZ, &' NMR (QHNMR) LA CTEZERS A ER LT, TOME, BN TIE260
GEMES, MTEOEENRBL I, 27T, P.lactiflorad ki mfE K] OBROINTHIC
WTHRTLAZE 2 A, INEZICHBELL, BEVITLUZBREE, AAERERIS, 2605 &KW
ERBHIS Nz, 22XV, ABAIE, MTECE-ST, 260EENETEZLEERWELE, &



5z, ZE BT 21T 5 BRONMRBIEE AL L7 E &2 a L7/, gHNMRIE CTHIE L7 A2
MLz, DOoOWNEEME DY 7 L0 EEZ S & %/7%»@A&/F%\ﬁ%ﬁ%m¢é
FEDBITIZE L CWADZ EE LN L, £, MEICE ENDHLLEMDOEVERFTTT 2551,
ZRICEEND 267 EDOPER RO T FNVERINLTEEDBRRNWZ E XN LI, 22T, :ODHE'i
Wit L7 HIECTEE BRI 21T - 7245 8, P. lactifloraZz J&J5 & 4 2% H APEATIK &L R EFEA KO X B2
%, 18, 22, 260 EMAEHMEE L THWA Z LN XY THDLZ LaER LTz, £z, RAICBWTIE, 6
% & TrmonoterpenoidEH ® ZFFE A3 P. lactifloraz FJR & 52 & O OB D, —J57, 18, 220 Z F&ILP. veitchii
EREIFET2LOOHBOBEICZR VG2 E2WLNIC L, ZORREIE, gHNMRIESHPLCIEIC
KDEEMELEFIEN 2L, KL CTHENL L7IENMRIEZ AW A X R o — AT RO Ry 7 e 7
sA VU TICEHATHAZ EERLT,

2)NMRX # R 12 — A%‘ODEE\FH BRMEORZ T T 7 A T EESERENT

AT E, kW, RS LTS, EFETIEEOKRKEZF ROGREEEEEHICH
HEHEHPEE > TW5B, ZdOHJFIEXDrynaria roosii Nakaike (= D. fortunei J. Smith) ORX L X, R+
AH202212IE s T Wb, — 7, HETIE, KEUANAOFRBEMEY 72 EOME S B E L CiiE L
TEY, 6 EFHY DﬁﬂIZPMéﬂtﬂk BEbIE L TV D, BT T X THEN S O A ML T
boHTD, BRTHEHATAEICITRILSTFEIND, 22T, FAHEHRIL, BEFHEITICED EE
L 72 D. roosii, Araiostegia divaricata Blume var. formosana M. Kato (=Davallia formosana Hayata),
Araiostegiella perdurans M. Kato et TsutsumiZg & Z J i & 3 2 FE L VA A i, D. roosiid R 0
50% MeOHT— F 2 ZFHH L, T 5125V T, gHNMRYE E HPLCIEIC X B E &4, M OREIFEICB W T
il LIZNMR A Z 7R b — AR 21T o 72, £, DSS-ds A ¥ CDsODIEMEH TH B ONMRA A7 |k
NV ERIE LIRS R, D. roosiiz R & 9 5 B A O BT O % < 1I25-hydroxymethyl-2-furaldehyde (5-
HMF, 38)%)3*/\&;'32/1,5 L, F2, Thvb OEY uuuﬂj: REWR M & ﬂ%@ﬁi’\ﬁ’*ﬂﬁfz%%owpe &
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