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FE R bR BT S5 BORRR AN RESRIR , (ER e I P &
SZAMAL G IR OCHR , X B FE Bl BT
AW BURT LS, TSR 2 U 5 PR
BRSNS 2R A BTk 5 A A
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Milli-Q #&li/K R4 (F=2[H Millipore A Hl) . LHEH
LC-MS %, W4 H 2 [ Honeywell Burdick & Jackson
NF; W LC-MS 2, 1 ATERB LA, H
BN gL, WA REER A G BRA R K
Rk, WA M R RS PORA R A
1.2 #Ha AJRNE A #BEARE R 2R AR AT,
ZERR VY BE 25 A UK WA 5 N I, HAAR L
x1,
*1 KIMER

Tab.1 Information of Chaenomelis Fructus

T HL = s M fit=
S1 pay7] 20190312 Si11 W 20190810
S2 Py 20190601 S12 i |4 20190812
S3 G 20191101 S13 W 20190316
S4 Py 20190510 S14 il 20190606
S5 e 20190618 S15 il 20190601
S6 R 20190612 S16 Bl 20190312
S7 L 20190606 S17 i 20190612
S8 LR 20190316 S18 Pl 20190810
S9 1L 20190310 S19 IR 20190606
S10 Wt 20180907 $20 W 20190618

1.3 UPLC-Q/TOF-MS 4% #1

1.3.1 {4if Waters Acquity BEH C A 3%+E (100
mmx2. | mm, 1.7 pm); JishtH 0. 1% HiR (A) -
NG (B), BREEVEML (0~0.5 min, 10%B; 0.5~
2 min, 10% ~25% B; 2 ~ 15 min, 25% ~ 98% B;
15~16 min, 98% B; 16 ~ 18 min, 98% ~ 10% B;
18~20 min, 10%B); AFJiHE 0.3 mL/min; iR
40 °C; HBIFFEEEE 4 °C; #HEE 2 pl,

1.3.2 i EREFEE, 2Ees; EaH
B 3 kV; LS 55 C, R R 50 L/h;
JRIREE 100 °C 5 BEFIA (N,) IREE 100 €, &
i 800 L/hy & m/z 50~1 200,

1.3.3 oo i v A R R R IR AL Al A
0.5g, BTHRHIEMHEMS, KEMA 25 mL PEE,
WIE, FRETHE, B (P 250 W, MR 40
kHz) AbFE 20 min, B, W EERMEIBK BT E,
o), obUE, BEEW, FRRE 100 £%, 0.22 wm %
LU g, 4 °C . 13 000 r/min B.L> 10 min, HC
EW, WA,

1.3.4 BRI E K] MassLynx v4. 1
A HATAE IR, AR AR IE A7 AT 45 o Ok B I
() A B RE R, JF45 6 AH DG SCRR A B S
BIHFATYE

L4 WFme ks MAKE NSRS,

IR CHOE IR BT, B,
15 AR TR AR R
L5 1 ARCEEdE 5k 3 Ay, 1ol
AT BT R TGV B SEIEAE , 27 2 870 AL
SIUMIR I PR SRR, A 3 AR AU L
I ORAP I P 9 S 3 K
1.5.2 AIPERCHE  or o 3 AR, BB 1R
GEt e SCRCE e I A TR 0 e 8 SR &R
T, 5 2 W SCRRAGE | AN S8 RE A AU
T, 3 NN AR R (6
FESCHRARE | A S E R R ) .
1.5.3 R EEE KR TCMSP (htps: //old.
temsp-e. com/temsp. php ) . L2 Ll (htp: //
www. organchem. csdb. cn/), TM-MC ( https: //
informatics. kiom. re. kr/compound/index. jsp/) .
TCMID ( https: //ngde. ench. ac. cn/ databasecommons/
database/id/437/) W/, Gt 5 AR A H R AL
Ir YRR
1.6 “mRoy-FLRMB-IHH X FEMBHE
1.6.1 RAHHES L 7F CTD (https: //ctdbase.
org/) . TCMSP S5 e 8 2R 5 4027 o3 v A
VIR SCBOHE A [ 2 A T T R R B R D
Bf, & F SwissTargetPrediction % 4% % ( http: //
www. swisstargetprediction. ch/) Tl ], K CEME
W) A& AE s e g BB AR, UniProt 4R JE
(https: //www. uniprot. org/) HEATHLEAL, FFR
AL RO MR E AL, RIS s
1.6.2  FHE G0 8 8 4F SymMap B 48 JE
(http: //www. symmap. org/) FIAHESCHkHH E 5
AN AL B8 Dy 30 8 3% M QB9 B, RS A
GeneCards ( https: //genecards. weizmann. ac. il/
v3/) . CTD %08l e P R B AR B A, R BRTE
SR, UniProt 208 R AT R A TF S BR R 26
BT, BIERBOR LT
1.6.3 MEI T BRI HE 5 5 HE A5k
Friexs, B, RGPS R, BB S
K HATERE 5 5 25 DO s Z [R5 R, &
A Cytoscape 3. 8.0 BRI | Network Analyzer
IREFATIRIN AT, 153255 S, RYEE M2k
TN KON E AT, RIFFIC R IME
2 HR
2.1 ma%E IR O EILE 1, ROk
(IUE 53 F 25 06 RNV RF AIE — 90 6% 7 o3 £ bE 5 STk
[10-13] FOHs e dbAT Mo, LM i 11 M &
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A . W, BRI 2,
g iy 2.2 ey RUA 24 FREYEY, 15 6
. e SCT TR R SR R 6 PRI 12 FA LR, AR
01334567800 1N12B141516171810 *3,
B e 2.3 A ARG . RSB,

o085
o1

s
@

0123456 78 910I111213141516 17 1819

T SymMap dfe 4 AR 28 -5 8 i 15 28 AR S i
Bl A5 2% 4 PY BEAE PR KR PE G R 5 A
RGN E IR SC R P BRI, 752X B Py
BEAEAR MK | AR RS WFTEERI, SR KL

t/min
B1 AKEST (A). AEF (B) #zt vpLc-Q/  SIWIBHERT R | KM DI | HOK LR I
TOF-MS i F @it E PEG IR AR VPN, B FEREK T | 1875 S50
Fig.1 UPLC-Q/TOF-MS base peak ion chromatograms W, MANE HTFEE RGN, FEAPLE S
of Chaenomelis Fructus in positive ion (A) and PEFIMS ) Heb bt B TR tE g A Hrby AR =0
negative ion (B) modes HAe A B, EL A SR 0 L B
T2 KNUERSEEER
Tab.2 Results for chemical constituent identification of Chaenomelis Fructus
Y5 ty/min Al B AR m/z BSAE m/z LPME R (x107°) R EF m/z Y5 WSy
1 1.329 C,H,,05 [M-H]" 173.045 0 173. 045 8 4.623 137.021 1, 111.010 5 FEER
2 2.621 C,H ;04 [M-H]- 191.055 6 191. 056 5 4.711 174.953 5 B
3 2.630 C6Hi504 [M-H]" 353.087 3 353.088 8 4,248 173.040 0, 161.025 3 SRR
4 2. 699 CsH,,04 [M-H]~ 289. 071 2 289.070 8 ~1.384 245.079 8, 179.039 9 LR
5 2.707 CysH,,04 [M-H]- 289. 071 2 289.070 8 ~1.384 179.953 5, 135.175 9 TILKE
6 3.039 CoHg0, [M-H]- 179. 034 4 179. 034 1 -1.676 135.043 8 WL
7 3.344  CyHy0p [M-H]" 609. 145 6 609. 147 6 3.283 300. 132 0, 271.214 5 BT
8 3.494  CyHyO [M-H]~ 463.087 7 463.089 1 3.023 300.018 5, 271.228 9 G
9 12.379 CyH,z 0, [M+H]* 149. 060 3 149. 061 7 9.392 140. 028 2, 100. 995 4 PRI R
10 14.464  CyoHu0,4 [M-H]" 455.352°5 455.3552 5.929 407.209 7 FEUR R
11 16.305  CzHys0, [M-H]- 497.363 1 497.361 8 -2.614 437.355 4, 401.096 3 3-Z.FEAERMR
PEVCT ORI RS AL 10000
P TP B (N B RS | 4t 8000
e 7000
4% (LPS AbFEJE BV-2 41 rh TNF-a 7K ) | % 6000
LIS (H,0, 4BE HUVEC 4088 soD % 2700
PEAMIA) THESCE, S5 RILF 4, AT, o
WE | AM . JRRRR . FIMEIRER . FIMENENERY e
A N e 4E AR R KT 50% , L2y, BRI 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
{/min

2. FIMERRIR . FIMERREBEY vl i TNF-o 7K F- 410 il
T 50%, FT, WK, S2%kE, ZERR.
MIMERR . JFULASER . B TR, iR . AR
AL SOD & PEAI IR KT 47% .
2.4 Tk R 20 HEZSM AR EE A <
TEAR SR EAR UM R ™ (2012 4FfR) , &%
SRCIE 5 OR A i i DO FC, AE i ds SO E g, DL
K2,

AHRLBE AT 4 R L3R 5., FULAT A, &bk
FAALBE AE 0. 918 ~0. 997 Z [a], WA [|] 7= Hiy H:
Frig ¥ —, BRI —2E,
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LR 2 FULKER 3. &R
1. gallic acid 2. protocatechuic acid 3. chlorogenic acid

B2 20 #t/KJK HPLC 3540 & i
HPLC fingerprints for 20 batches of

Chaenomelis Fructus

BEOLEL 5 L2k, it 1 g, #% “1.3.3”
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Tab.3 Kinds of chemical constituents in Chaenomelis

Fructus
F5 B %5y J7 5 CHR
1 =i FRECR R UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
2 = RERMR [10]
3 BES 3-ZBifERER  UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
4 = B R [10]
5 EUES HHERE IR [10]
6 =ik A HE R B [10]
7 A BT UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
8 B G2k UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
9 B IUHR UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
10 e i [11]
11 B FRILEH UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
12 BAiiES TN [11]
13 EERINIvES JR LA R [11]
14 BHLERS WHERR UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
15 EELINIES BEHR [11]
16 AL SRR [11]
17 B UL PRI UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
18 EERINivES TR [12]
19 BHLERS B UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
20 EERINivES FEHR UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
21 EEDINES WETmR [12]
22 HHLERS £RIR UPLC-Q/TOF-MS
23 EERINives itz [12]
24 LEINZES W ATR [13]
F4 KRNUERSFEEEIE (n=3)
Tab. 4 Activity data on chemical constituents in
Chaenomelis Fructus (n=3)
o X NBEAME  TNF-o KF  SOD ik
i W% MEEN %
1 FRECRIR 20. 06 26.21 45.70
2 RERR 12.33 30. 07 44. 48
3 BT 15. 60 35.08 48.43
4 Wi e % 91.33 16. 96 49.94
5 G2 BH 50. 87 12.72 49.94
6 ZJem 19.15 11.95 49.34
7 SRR 2.878 16. 58 40. 99
8 SRR 31.99 15.42 42.36
9 R R 21.10 18.89 45.39
10 Wi -0.31 7.65 49.03
11 JFILATR 14. 70 21.53 48.88
12 JEHR 98.22 23.55 42.97
13 FrEER 19. 10 20. 37 42.36
14 WETFM 44.07 20. 08 48.88
15 RILEKER 20. 25 6.50 41.90
16 KRR 28. 63 15. 46 41.45
17 iy iR -2.48 47.99 47.97
18 Lz 21.13 51.46 40. 99
19 BEHIRR 10. 21 53.19 43.57
20 HHERR 82.30 65.33 42.36
21 H e B 51.29 50. 30 47.36
22 AR 18.08 43.65 42.06

£S5 20 #HAKRNABAE

Tab.5 Similarities of 20 batches of Chaenomelis Fructus

T AL BT AL
S1 0.998 Si1 0.999
S2 0. 998 S12 0. 990
S3 0.924 S13 0. 965
S4 0. 999 S14 0.997
S5 0.987 S15 0. 990
S6 0.998 S16 0.988
S7 0.992 S17 0.982
S8 0. 990 S18 0.991
S9 0.998 S19 0.988
S10 0.979 $20 0.938

*6 BERNESENELER (mg/g)
Tab. 6 Results for content determination of various
constituens (mg/g)

e FRECRRR O RERR WETR FULER SRR
S5 4.011 1.890  0.1046  0.776 9 3. 644
S12 7.408 1.822  0.1437  0.7536 3.152
S16 6.262 2.771 0.1277  0.8423 3.820
S17 4.795 2.085 0.1074  0.5202 2.705
S18 2.344 2.951 0.193 8 1.342 2.221

T OKRIKCEATNERER
Tab. 7 Documentary measurability information of
Chaenomelis Fructus

' % SCERECEL /R AR R /% BT
1 FrEURER 45 0.674 0 0.672 4
2 fERm 80 0.670 0 0.390 7
3 T 4 0. 006 0 —
4 Wi e % 2 0. 000 5 —
5 X2 SE 1 0.016 0 —
6 e 1 0.530 0 —
7 SRR 11 0.174 7 0.218 1
8 R 1 1.180 0 —
9 AR 1 0.180 0 —
10 Wi R 1 0.020 6 —
11 JFJLER 1 0.021 0 0.4529
12 IR 1 0.700 0 —
13 FrigE R 1 1.770 0 —
4 HETm® 1 0.014 0 1.3220
15 FRILEER — —
16 ILEZ — — —
17 il — — —
18 L2 — —
19 e - —
20 HHEAEm 1 0.2110 —
21 EHEIEREE 1 0.148 0 —
22 WA R — —
23 MPRER — —
24 3-ZEERESR R — — —

2.5 #A% EdRRMAEL, TCMSP, TM-

MC. TCMID ¥, Seit5ARINE A MR A R
g%, #2020 b (PEIZGIL) GRS EE, B
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AR, R YRR, R R L w1
MR, R, SRR 8, it A

x8 KRRHFAULWER

Tab. 8 Results for characteristic analysis of Chaenomelis

Wit R SRR . IWAEW, RILKENAM R Fructus
KT 100 Ff, $EmUEFRA SR A MR, 3- %f %ﬁ@ W@fw
ZRAERRR | A R ZG BB /N T 10 B, 42 ) i, o
N HERA YR 3 BT 89
2.6 &Ry SRS [17] HEEHELEAAL 4 ﬁiﬁf 255
y N 5 oA = 84
T, HRWE, BTG AITS, HRLE 0, . o i
FHIEAT SN, 9 Aoy 45 & VE4r KT 20 43, 05l h 7 IR 140
HHEREIR . ZFER . MR . DIMEIREE . RERR . 8 iiﬁé 38
TR N A N 2 N N 9 EER 7 46
GUBET W TR, PR R, Bk 0 i )
20 43AE A i 18 o A 2R A ) B4 1 JFULKHR 81
2.7 RAH-deb-EB-h AR N 24 FPE Y 12 IR 20
S A GeneCards, CTD ¥4, 7551 963 A~ i 3 #l! o gﬁ% .
M, iR SymMap EE I FSCRERA B, A E S5 AR 15 RILKZE 114
TR SN N = R AT 2P GO VAR - SN RITA E B S 16 LA 42
WY TS, KM, WKL, GeneCards KU % th v e 2
KL G4 B 326, 347, 307, 256 A, 19 I, 0
H R B 5 5 S IO AR, A5 B A S 20 FIHE N 24
>, 1A =Y =e
B RGBT 4 125 4 (F 3A) | IEYS 148 4> - S N
(KI3B) . KM 129 4~ (K 3C) ., MKk 104 A4 23 Bl 22 21
(E3D), 24 3-Z AL 4
x99 BIEMEANE
Tab.9 Comprehensive weights of various indices
EEZ BRIZRE/ % il 2 I Z R/ % LEAATE /%
FRg 59.00 C1- A\ B J 20 M o % 49. 67 29.31
C2-Hi il TNF-cu 7K -4 ) 2 32.38 19. 10
C3-ZA i SOD T A il & 17.95 10. 59
Ay 31.00 C5- 7 7 10 SR B 38.13 11.82
Co-HIXT & B 24.30 7.530
CT- AR R 37.57 11. 65
FEA 10. 00 C8-171E T2 /LR Zyht of 100. 0 10. 00
RO R AR B RO JECE 2 8 Im é&jé ‘% %:J: “ 2 6" Iﬁ?fi%fﬁ?’{ﬁﬂ,ﬁ ,
B R 55 - - DS R A T T AR, AR R
XK ZR, R Cytoscape 3K 444 4 ) 2% 5& R &,
L 4,
FIE B, S5 11, muLnT A, HEA
C mpma I D s R4 A

3 ARRBRREFEE

Fig. 3 Intersection Venn diagrams of disease targets
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Tab. 10 Comprehensive scores for various constituents Tab. 11 Results for degree value determination of various
= 5% LE OV 4y constituents
1 HHERR IR 41.224 G oy G
2 B 38.012 1 BRI 360
3 ik 35.532 2 Ak 273
4 HHE e mE 29.795 3 PG 200
5 AR R 23.622 4 WA 144
6 SR 22.748 5 WETFW 109
7 WETmR 22.204 6 3-C B RER R 84
8 FrECR IR 21.176 7 HELLER 79
9 L2l 20. 363 8 W 73
10 WA R 18. 102 9 HIHENRIR 66
11 BEIARR 17.769 10 FrECR R 51
12 PN 17.017 11 SR 39
13 BT 16.877 12 W ATR 23
14 LK% 15. 736 13 it FR 16
15 LR 14.733 14 JRLA R 14
16 FriEiR 14.230 15 SRR 12
17 JE LA R 13.772 6 ﬁ”“%;% 4
18 i 13. 569 i; iljag? :
19 ZEJem 13.281 o pp )
20 RILEH 11.614 20 Lz )
21 58 9.691 0 )1 125 2
22 e R 6.693 0 22 KA 8¢ 2
23 3-CL AR R R 0. 025 000 23 B am 2
24 B % 0. 005 000 0 24 FIHE e m 1

T,
P Map

o

Shui Zhong

A Single discase targets

< Common targets of two diseases
O Common targets of three diseases
V Common targets of four discases

e = Herb,
3 Traditional effect
mm Discase
=1 Component
= Target

T FOWRAREAN, BOWRRIEIERT, O AAREA, a7 S ARE GOSN ALK,
MO RREERIIR, AFRTERARFAFER NI RGBS, BRI, RUIHFER S E
B4 AKX “Bo-SBR-KR-H" MEXRE

Fig. 4 Network relationship diagram for “composition-target-disease-efficacy” of Chaenomelis Fructus

2.9 REHREHFR KZROPERECE . W BRI EA T TR, HC TR
IR PR SR AT AC R, R BLAMENRIR . ST MRS ERIPLR B S A e 35 , B bR iE DT

R, BRI, B TR RN, A

T, SR ZE LR 4 BRI BUER S

3 Wie5%R
ARARGEIFE, W RIr LR, fEBE2y,

TE i e = BRI A, AN SRR = R e M kA A
WREE ST P PR AR B W R R R R, SR
AE AR L, 20 1 Ao = Al A AR R B %
SFEATE . ARERRAHER, JFERE TR
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XPapi v | R AR AR A E AT
1197, Mg R 2mar 5, RE, ALE XM
UPLC-Q/TOF-MS ¥EXF A JRAL 27 jl o i A7 48 0, I

SEA IS 2 X AT T 4% . RN S TR Th Ak

NP RARTA 55 S TN R 5N 0 N v B

FEL R 10 M ISOCHETE LT B 4 A PRIE

RS EE, fn T HZ . 28U FEAEH

B

Zi bRk, ARSI R 2 o A k- R A A

G W28 2 PR AR TR BT B bR AR WA T e, e 2

EHEMEIRIR . FPRURIR , BRI B TR, W

RZ AR T P ] S AR SR TR IS dRES

HoAthrh 2y B bRk P i AP 5 HE AR AL
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