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Abstract

jiang. [ Method ] For the first time , combining modern science and technology , with multi-component as the indicator, the contents of total ash,

[ Objective ] To explore the intrinsic relationship between different commodity grades and quality of Lycium barbarum fruit in Xin-

extract, Lycium barbarum polysaccharide (LBP) ,betaine, total sugar,amino acids, protein, fat and sulfur dioxide residue in Lycium barbarum
fruit of different commodity grades were determined,and the quality differences between different grades of Lycium barbarum fruit in Xinjiang
were comprehensively evaluated. | Result ] The contents of total ash and sulfur dioxide of Lycium barbarum fruit in Xinjiang exceeded the phar-
macopeia standard and were not correlated with the grades.The contents of extract and the total sugar and the grades were positively correlated,
and overall, the contents of LBP , betaine ,amino acids, protein and fat were negatively correlated with the grades.[ Conclusion ] There is a certain
correlation between using quality index to evaluate Lycium barbarum fruit and traditional grading,and the method of dividing Lycium barbarum

fruit commodity grades by combination of appearance and shape combined with intrinsic quality index is more scientific and reliable.
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98.5%71) s & FE R X 1R 5 (L5 14001, A [ 315 Bl 22 0 55
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22,1 F BE AU B0 ) Ao B D — 6 A R 2 B X B 2
25.0 mg K§BFRAE BT 250 mL AR, I AB ALK IS B
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2 2.0 mL, FRTE A %A R 1 mL, IRy 45 2, ok
FIMABLAR 5 mL, 7% 8821, TilE & L#FE 10 min, &
40 CETR/K 7 5% PR ORI 15 min, IO, e H) 2 = R
(25 °C) , LIAHRL B3GR S 28 (1, 12 8 UV - Vis 325, fE R

490 nm ARG , LA ARV B MR AL A (X)) (IO
JER YN A A (Y) 22 il b o il 2, A5 R1 0 O R O Y =
16.159 47X+0.145 04(R*=0.999 5) , 7 W 4 A Wi vie J& 75 25 ~
125 pg/mL 5 RAFIILMESCR o

x1 FEMRTHERER

Table 1 Sample information of Lycium barbarum fruit in Xinjiang

KA 7 31 s SRR

Sample Origin Grade Specifications and characteristics

1 PRIt & R 220 %i/50 g, 1.0~ 1.4 em, 58 0.7~ 1.1 em, K/NEIYS) 216 BRELL 6, 24 BT Kl [RUE , B,
T

2 BRIt & Rl 370 Ki/50 g, 3 0.7~ 1.2 em, 5§ 0.5~0.8 em, K/NEIY S LG BRGLLE, SHIRIE ORI, 8739,
ARG

3 Pt E 2 gk 580 $i/50 g, 0.5~ 1.0 em, 3 0.3~0.6 cm, K/NBEIYE] LU G ERTLL 6, ZHKEDE KGR RS , 80T 9¢,
ARG T

4 Bt 2 % 900 4i/50 g, 0.3~0.8 cm, 5 0.2~0.4 cm, R/ ), LT FERELT (6, Z A6 RTE RO B , 5T 3¢,
ARG T

R2 HEMRCTFARERNEARHSSENELER (n=3)

Table 2 Determination results of effective component content of different grades and specifications of Lycium barbarum fruit in Xinjiang

. N AR y e y e g

g w W wmw R e amm ww mem awm by
S unl Grad Total Extract 1 d # LBP Betaine Total Protein Amino Fat

ampre rrade ash // % % aroxide % % sugar// % % acids // % %

mg/kg

1 Ff  5.71+0.01 80.66+0.12  449.83+0.21 2.02+0.03 0.94+0.13 58.53+0.04 12.53+0.19 7.67+0.05 0.31+0.03
2 Pk 6.82+0.01 77.62+0.22  423.52+0.44  2.42+0.03 1.05+0.09 57.93+0.23  13.81+0.14 8.55+0.17 0.52+0.01
3 Hgg  6.94+0.03 76.33+0.21  371.73+0.31 2.54+0.09 1.07+0.11 55.72+0.20 13.42+0.16 8.37+0.09 0.92+0.02
4 L% 6.41x0.04 69.04+0.01  435.60+0.32  2.92+0.11 1.22+0.23 53.74+0.33 15.60+0.31 9.54+0.11 1.93+0.01

223 Sl . BORE SRR ZY 0.5 ¢ THEIE I R B FK
FE L MA B2 100 mL, T8 KA oM EREEEC L b,
HEBRHZEER, 55 OB, s & TEREKER EET
Lk, FRRINA 80% £ BEA 2 100 mL, e /K 44 i
IIPTAHRIRC L b, 2 AAERT , U8 5 Uk 28 F TR 80% & B
W PEVE , BRR Y 30 mL, S8 % R 9840 E THEE b,
ABA7K 24 150 mL, FE IR K 8 AR R R E 2 h, #2
PGELT, A B UK e B A K 2y 30 mL, &I U8
YR B EOS i AS E 250 mL 2 S FH A 4l K R R
BRI RO R AL oL B, BT RIS
BN ALK 1.0 mL, AR “2.2.2" TR B8, H RSB hA
5% AW 1 mL” R0 FWOGEE , ARk Ze s ki
AT PR AR T (mg) | TR S MRS M
SRR 2, R 2 I, 25 SRR F A AL 0 B R 4
G A AR, IT LIRS AL 20 i eI, oy
R

23 HMERMSENE

231 SR . BURE VR 2 2 g TR,
KRR E, A 80% HY BE V% W 29 50 mL, FR 42 T &, 4 H
(500 W ,40 kHz) Zb¥H 30 min, B HIE 20 (25 °C) , FifRE &
i1, FH 80% W B A2 s R (1 B i, P40, 1 0.22 pum P8
g, R4S

2.3.2 RSV W Ao ISR BT BRI R 2 R
SE 0 PR P B B2 A 1.0 mg/miL (1)) BT, BIVE
2.3.3 @iE&k, gt Venusil HILIC (4.6 mmXx250 mm),

5 pm) BIAN CE (A) - 10 mmol/L HIFREE (pH 3.0) (B)
85: 15; 3 1.0 mL/min; A3 30 °C s #FFE L 10 L KU 254
ZEICHUS A &5 (ELSD ) o 43 Jil K %2 Wi JBOXF Bt 350 S
10 pL ST 10 L, i ARAH RS, 73 355 SL ik ke
3 I3 YCEIENN E , LA PR G 0 BT R i,
I

2.3.4 K5 REIATS R 2 WBCEH S BROGT B 10 L, 4%
“2.3.37 A SR LEHFRE 6 YR, 43 SN SRS HOT FE i e
TR, DI T FR 358 RSD, 45 3R & B, i 3 il e 18 AR 19
RSD 2 1.4% , FRW1IZAE R 2% B R AT o

235 FmEMRAE, IUE—HAREF AR, KB E 6 4y,
Fe42.3.17 J5 A A AT, e 2.3.37 ik S R AR
FE IO SEHRHRmR s  AR . 25 5 kB, R SR O 04 i AL RSD
K 1.3% , W izr ik ER R AT,

23.6 FRtEi, W —HEMAD T AR $ < 2.3.17 Jy ikl
U R 1 2.3.37 (A5 A4y F 0.2.4.8.12.24 h
HERERSIN , 1 5% SR A e 1o AU T BRI SR 5 i, AR A
T, FHSREIR I T AR Y RSD 2 1.0% , 2 WIRE S A WAE 24 h Pyt
2.3.7 i MR .

2.3.7.1  FEREEE, WURE R, o 4% < 2.3.37 (a3 5%
P ERE A3 AT, AR IR 430 B 25.30.35 C, g SR AH N
B 25 3 R A AR RS T, BERm i 43 B8 B2 g IY G iR
AR, BT AR ) S S S A RS A A
WITCHI S sEm o Z55 75 18, e 30 CAE i ny il i
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2.37.2 GEIIELE . WA O, 2B 2.3.37 (B35 5%
PRI T, TS 0 E R 0.8.1.0.,1.2 mL/min, i AR LY
GG, GO B R AR T , RHER A 7 52 B A e
JCWL AR, R DL B P SR S 25 1F R AL T R AR
ARSI G 2R 25575 18, P 1.0 mL/min A o

2.3.8  IEEIRDICR KT PRIUR] — S C R0 R R R R
291 g, o3 A B A A5 ) RHER O IR i, 42 2.3.17 05 34
A PERXAL R, 12 2.3.37 Rk SR PFERE DN E , THA IR, 24
R 3. F 3 ITLUA Y, P2 IRy 102.4% ,RSD
0.6% , R W25k MR B D7 18 o

®3 MEEBENEER

Table 3 Determination results of sample addition recovery rate

i el — i A i Wi sk TH R RsD
No. Sample Peak area Addition Measured Recovery Average recovery %
amount // g mg value // mg rate // % rate // %
1 1.002 1 1 730 835 10.0 20.63 102.5 102.4 0.6
2 1.001 8 1729 371 10.0 20.61 102.4
3 1.001 9 1740 819 10.0 20.71 103.4
4 1.001 1 1 810 141 10.7 21.28 102.0
5 1.000 7 1 802 741 10.7 21.22 101.4
6 1.000 9 1 818 547 10.7 21.35 102.6
239 FEWE. 02307 05k A RE SR, F AT, A SR G T RIS B AT 2 LR o, O DURRL

“2.3.37 (R S PR EREIN A RIS B (3 2) , HrP AR A
R AR AT IR 25 O BRI R (L P WL IRT 1. ik 2

PRI T B, L R .

a 1 b
1
0 s 10 15 20 25 G 10 15 2 25
/8] Time /| min B8] Time Il min
[¢]
0 s 10 15 20 2

B1E] Time /| min

T LR
Note ; 1.Betaine.

E1

I R mAR (a) ML RAR (D) ZAXRER () BIEE

Fig.1 Chromatogram of betaine reference solution (a) ,test solution (b) and blank reference solution (c)

24 BENSENE

241 ARG E . BUESHI 2 2.5 g WEEFRE,
BT 250 mL a0, INARB 4K AT 200 mL, &
(80+2) CAER/K WA H L 30 min, WIEFE S 22 0, U, ik
% B IMA CIRBE SO AT ACFIE W45 5 mL, 455, T
ik ERBZE, ok, B A H. BEEW 50 mL T
100 mL 258 i 4, A 6 mol/L LR % 10 mL, 78 75 ~
80 CHEIE/K A /KA 15 min, B 5008 20, LA K 2

ZI487R ) 1, H 200 o/ L S S8 AEE Ch A, K E AR 2
205 &

2.4.2  HRETREN A FRREA W . RSB IR H L
W45 2.0 mL, & T 250 mL HEIE Y, A 15.0 mL 4 b5
WEV, BT /NP B 20 , S BV AT H 5L 5 35 7R
50, IRAREE L 2~ 3 /s TR S B MR e e
Bl AR T A UG 1 € S AR AR DTS, VA TR i RO 28l
SR AR A AR M RS
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243 SHEIE . RO L W45 2.0 mL,
BT 250 mL AT, AR 5.0 mL, IR AT E T/
WOARE I R S | 7 BN A L R R ) 5 0, JF gk sk
DL 2~3 §i/s W BT 2 2 A B o8 A SR G 41 €6
EAL AR DTIE , R Y i o RS R 288 0 SR TH FE I 245
BHSHUAR T AREf R A i 25 SR R 2, sk 2 il
LA GG AL T BOWE B R A AR iE GB/T 18672—2014
CHIFRLY , T LU FAAT B & R i, L eI
25 EBEARMESENE

251 HERSIRRIGHIR . BURE TR Y 2 g W B RRE, B
TP E 2, 23 A 0.2 ¢ HRERH] .6 ¢ B FR A
20 mL BRFRIEW , e IR0 43 51 5 T 1 B — /N =1 B
PLAS R TA /MU AR o G208, 175 B i A
WA HA, MR TE ARG W NsR AT BRI N 1Y)
AR RS, B S AR AR s S (T VB3 B W , ik s
N 0.5~1.0 h, BT, B HIZ I, A 20 mL B4k, %
RS2 100 mL 25 s, - F A sl 4K bk RO,
VRO AT, B A4k B 205 35405 %, A
MR A ik

252 FHNE. WERIERREENKEIRERNEA
ALK 2/3 b, A B3 BRACRL, 70 A R 2T 2 B W
JLTH SRR W L2 T, B B PR R K BRI, In#ha& ik 7k
AR AR AT R E M R A o Il WSO PN M B TR
TR 10.0 mL SARATR/RIL 1~2 7, FF 008 BEE 1Y T i
A ZWIE T 7 AR 2 & i 20 RSB R
AbH 2.0~10.0 mL f/NEEMRE AR H, DL 10 mL R4l
KW INBEAR I 2 A B S0 2 P, 4 4 T IR B S
Z e S AN 10.0 mL 5] A/INBEAR, iR B S 1 H 2%
GEMA RN, B 1B €55 5 IR I AR 4K TN
AR Je BRIghEde , G725 . 2818 10 min 54850
ZEAB RO, Y8 i S B s T V8 R 1Y R i, T ZE 4 1 min,
A5 P /D BB AR AR B0 T s AR, IO 2RI B
WO FHER R AR 1 174 A VA 0T A B, TR AR IR 2 1
TR TFRE SR B A 25 R WL 20 e 2 vl
RGBS AR, S i e S s
BIARK

2.6 SEBHSENE

2,61 kS, A3 Al Amino Acid (4.6 mmX
250 mm,5 wm); % dh A A S 0.1 mol/L i BR # % WK
(pH 6.5) : ZJ§5=93: 7, i sl B 7K : M =20: 80, B
VR, VEARR P WL 45 ik 1.0 mL/min; i 40 °C 5 iFRE &
1 WL K K 254 nm,

2.6.2  fiA i Al & AT A (PITC) - 45 2% B B
0.3 mL PITC, & T 25 mL #x 45 5, O M B 22052
FFENREE R 0.1 mol/L AT, B2 21 RIFS, T 4 CHEHRLTE;
AR B( = 2 ) K% B B 1.38 mL — Z s ik, & F
10 mILAFR SO P, T 06 VA W0 e 28 20 B, 459 BVR I
1 mol/L AU, #2251 BIFS , T 4 CHmERELTE .

x4 BERRRER

Table 4 Gradient elution procedure

8] T A Tl B
Time // min Mobile phase A //% Mobile phase B// %
0.01 100 0
11.00 93 7
13.90 88 12
14.00 85 15
29.00 66 34
32.00 30 70
35.00 0 100
42.00 0 100
45.00 100 0
60.00 100 0

2.6.3 XERSIEE . AEHEBEC mL X R EEWR, H
REAK AT 10 mL A5 (25 50 b, A Sk B 2 20 B,
SIS . AEEABON IR W 1 mL, BT H IR E P,
A 2.6.27 74 150] A B 545 0.5 mL, $25), TEIRT
B EHCE 60 min, BUH  IIAIE OB 2 mL JRHE 10 s, 555
60 s Ji7 , HAL#E R 0.45 pom SRS I8, ORI 19 R )2 WA 743
Bk,

2.6.4 AR T A . BURE ORI 0.5 o, KB AR, 7
IKAEAE PIIN 6 mol/L LRSI 15 mL, Z J5 ¥ K i 48 G RS i
ABHRI (B vk=1:3) i 20 5 min, AR5 4E 3 B2
FIAMAE L IS O E S R, R A S 2/ A
AR, EE AR 3 R ERARWRE T I B HIE
2235 T B K FRETIONAE (110£1) °C TR T1RAH I,
KA 22 h 5 U o FTIRKRRAS KoK G g e F 25
BRI Z WG B KR W K M 4 BB e 7 31150 mLZs
RN, HHEE FKERZZIE., KEBEBIER 2 mL F
BN e 78 AR R 21T 3R A 2 mL B4k %
fife, FHE T, SO HAT 2 IR EBZE T, FBAIIK 2 mL ffi LR, OF
A 10 mL 55, HRBaKER B2, Ml aiia
S S — 3, [F92.6.37 I F RS R B R A TR
1 mL, & FHIERE - B TR TR
2.6.5 ZMEXRMEGE, kG BRSO B BRI 0.5.1.0,
1.5.2.0,2.5 3.0 wL 3 AVRAH IS, 10 545 2 LR 1 e 1
P A S SRR MV TR U AR (Y) BUFEIR 2 B A Ak
FR(X) 2l ARt 48, AT 4 Pkl H . o 16 Fhad 2
LsE ZREL(R®) =0.999 0, FWI 45 /07 vk Fl g Ze vk
KR RAF, Hrp AN S mbrif it 2 S Ze MR Bl 4 50k : O
P4 Y=9 399X + 0.32,R*=0.999 1,45 3 [ W
1.697 0~10.182 2 ng; @ B & ik Y =9 097X + 0.44, R’ =
0.999 5, 2t T Bl M 1.839 1~11.034 8 ng; QL E R Y=
14 259X-0.426,R* =0.999 4, 28 P35 2 1.313 6~7.881 8 ng;
@H & Y=21 170X-0.886, R® = 0.999 1,4 i Fl K
0.957 1~5.742 9 ng; &R Y=9 219X-0.353,R*=0.999 5,
LRPETE By 1.937 5~11.625 0 ng; © K5 &K Y =8 122X -
0.086,R*=0.999 2, £E PG FE N 2.199 3 ~13.195 6 ng; DH A
fif Y=10 788X -0.053, R> = 0.999 2, £k 4 i [l 2y 1.489 0~
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8.934 0 ng; @ 4K Y=16 259X-0.373,R* =0.999 0, 2 VL5
FEl A 1.135 9~6.815 4 ng; Off &2 Y =16 000X-0.640,R* =
0.999 1,28 1 3 Bl A 1.439 1~ 8.6348 ng; OO & R ¥ =
9 430X-1.326,R*=0.999 3, £k VL5 [F Jy 2.287 6~13.725 9 ng;
D4R E R ¥V =14 442X-0.513, R* =0.999 4, £ P35 [l Ny
1.449 7~8.698 4 ng; DFE4A Y= 11 210X-0.046,R*=0.999 1,4
PEE R 1.865 1~11.190 8 ng; A F4240 % Y=13 190X-1.060,
R*=0.999 0,2 P E K 1.672 4~10.034 5 ng; 254K V=
12 370X-0.153,R* =0.999 1,275 [l 7y 1.688 9~10.133 6 ng; 15
FENEIR Y=10 434X-0.593,R>=0.999 0, £ =35 7 2.064 9~
12.389 2 ng; A% R Y=20 041X-2.013,R* =0.999 0,25 P35
47 1.827 4~10.964 2 ng,

2.6.6 IEEEEIAK, KEREI2.6.3" X B 1 wl, %
“2.6.17 (A SR LA 6 IR, 10 SR R S IR I TH R, D)
WETETFR TS RSD, S50 & I 16 Fha SLm2 1 I FXL RSD 45

0 10 20 30 40 50
BtE] Time /| min

B EOR, R AR I L

2.6.7 EAEVEAEG . BOURERBIAR, KT R E 6 17, 15°2.6.4”
T A AR A, 42 2.6.17 i SR A ERE DN AE , 10 SR A
GUIERIETHI A, LA Z IR & BT H5 RSD, 45 3R 30 16 Fhg
FERR e T Y RSD 4T & 2R, R 5 HA A H
21

2.6.8 FREEIAE . $2°2.6.47 J5 ikl # R I, 17
“2.6.17 Ik Z&F 3 T 0.2.4.8,12.24 h FAHERE, TG4
SRRV TR, AL T ARG A RSD, 255 R B, SRR i T
IR ZE B, HAR A A AL T ALY RSD K755 20K,
FWNZMAATE 24 h NFRETE R A

2.6.9  EEINGE. 12 2.6.47 J5 1k A A RE IR 7
“2.6.17 (A S5 BRI E AR i (3 2) IR E SRR ]
FE LU B T 3 T DL IR 2, 3R 2 TR RROIE A
R T EIERR & B A%, L9005 e A S W RZE A R

BtE] Time /| min
e LTS IR 2. R 5 3. 22500 4. HARR 5 5. 20 S0 5 6 A 2R 3 7. 90 %08 5 8. TR UM 5 9. AT 4R 5 10. T 28 5 1 1400 5 12 3R R 5 13. o2 AR
145058 5 15 KN R R 5 16. V=R

Note : 1. Aspartate ; 2.Glutamic acid; 3.Serine; 4.Glycine; 5.Histidine; 6.Arginine; 7.Threonine; 8.Alanine; 9.Proline; 10.Tyrosine; 11.Valine; 12.Me-

thionine; 13.Isoleucine; 14.Leucine; 15.Phenylalanine; 16.Lysine.

B2 SEBRMRAER(a)MKRER(D) BEE

Fig.2 Chromatogram of amino acid reference solution (a) and test solution (b)

27 BERAEOME HUREAHLIZ) 4 o FEEPRE, BT e edh
Airh AL, B TR AR A SRk AR
2/3 b, TR KA _ LA , 6 O BER BN W R E (6~
8 /) il 6~8 h, MDA 2 1, HI BV WO i, 55 7
FOHERZRAML, T (100£5) CFds b T4 2 h T
BRARAYE AN 0.5 h JE PR b, B DL AR E A, I
SRR PRI R ORI 20 R 2 AT R G AL
P R IR, L ik, AN [RI S IR I 5 22 AR
28 ZHitHSH MRIESIERMELS R (K 2), R
SPSS it AR RS A [l S5 GRS R B SR AR AT 12547 F2
GrO3AT, BURFEAR X 7 22 STk R AL (3 5) ml L, i 2 4
AEAF> 1, FLR T 7 25 SRR A W] 35 95.727% , BUPe i 2 4>
O (F, F,) DIV A [F] 55 AR MO AL 25 5 IR 15 00, 45
# 6.
3 WigEZER

ZWTFEEST ) HPLC-ELSD 2 I % A AL - Hp RH SR Bk )
F IR AEEIAT G ORI i £ 5 v SR
PR AT 20152020 4 fi [ 24 ) ARG 1 RHER A

TG BT AL B Ak (TLCS 3%) | ATAE HOA 4R AR
o . LR e A £ B4
F5 HIEERFTERRE

Table 5 Eigenvalues and variance contribution rate

F s Y T3 2 BTHRAR R I7 2 TR A
M HFAFE . B - ;

Principal i al Variance contri- Accumulative variance

component 1genvatue bution rate /%  contribution rate // %

1 6.776 75.284 75.284

2 1.840 20.443 95.727

R6 GEIMHSDWER

Table 6 Comprehensive principal component analysis results

N P 2518 BHET
B e e 137} 1553 HEA T
: ‘ F, F, Synthesis Score
Sample Grade .
score ranking

1 ¥ -1.067 55 0.927 52 -1.916 77 4

2 Fge  -0.264 13 -0.337 66 -0.638 53 3

3 Hg  -0.006 43 -1.257 15 -0.377 34 2

4 7% 1.338 11 0.667 29 2.932 64 1

(TF4% 192 )
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