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Abstract Objective To analyze the chan ral canponents of he essentnl oil fran wo varieties of R ad x A ngelicae
D ahuricae by GC-= M S canbined w ith princ pal can ponents analysis( PCA ). M ethods The essential oilwas ex tracted
fran Rad x A ngelicae Dahuricae by stean distillation the chen ical canponents of the essential oil were detected by
GC—M S Peaks and their corresponding can poundsw ere identified through database ndex The resultsw ere validated
by PCA. Results 122 chief canponents fran o varieties of Radix Angelicae Dahuricae were dentifed 57 canpe-
nents were noted n both There were same differences between the wo kinds PCA was further used n validating the
differences and sin ilarities Conclusion The o kinds of Radix Angelicae Dahuricae contained plenty of canmon
canponents but there are still same differences n canpositbn and content betw een them This study serves as a scient i

ic basis for the further identification and quality control of the wo different spec es of Radx A nge licae Dahurrcae
Key words Radi A ngelicae Dahuricag essential 0il GC— M S PCA
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Tab 1 Chen ical constituents of essentiloil fran Angelica dahurica( Fisch ex Hofin. ) Benth. etHook f

and Angelica dahurica( Fisch ex Hoffm ) Benth. etHook f var formosana(Boiss ) Shan etYuan

(relative content) Ko

[Angelica [Angelica
( peak I (molea br M, dahurca( Fisch e dahurica (Fisch ex
No ) (‘canpound) b k) Hoffn. ) Benth et Hoffn. )Benh et
Hook f ] Hook f var
Jomosana (Boks )
Shan et Y uan]
1 4.34  a- (a - pinene) CioH 6 136 0.4 0. 41
2 5.73 ( Immene) CioH 16 136 — 0. 02
3 5.78 a- (a - phelladrene) Colis 136 — 0. 02
4 6.75 B- (B~ linalool) C,H g0 154 — 0. 06
5 7.03 24— -24 (2 4= dinehyl 2 4— heptadienal) CH 1,0 138 — 0. 02
6 8.05 (bomeo)) CyoH ;g0 154 0. 01 0.03
7 815 4- ( terp hen— 4- o)) CyoH 50 154 0. 09 0. 12
8 8.43 a- (a- terpineol) CyoH ;g0 154 0. 06 0.22
9 9.77 () (1-undecano) C H»,O 172 0. 08 —
10 9.9 (oxirane dodecyl) CHx0 212 0.05 -
11 9.92 14- -8- -1- (14 methyl- 8- hexadecen— 1- ol) C]7H340 254 — 0. 14
8- -1 5- - -1, 5- 8 — kopropenyl 1
12 12. 55 ( propeny CisHoy 204 0. 02 0.03
5- din ethyl- cycldeca— 1 5- dime)
13 13. 01 ( caryophy lene) CsHs,y 204 0. 02 —
14 13. 13 ( dodecanal) CoH 50 184 0. 44 0.75
15 13. 46 ( socaryophillene) Cistoy 204 0. 07 0. 12
16 13.67 a- (a - famesene) CisHoy 204 0. 07 0.05
17 13. 89 (nonyl— cyclopropane) CpHoy 168 0. 16 -
-1- - 2— (4- rans— 1- mehyl 2 -
18 13. 94 ( ) L Y C12H24 168 — 0. 08
(4= methylpenty)) - cycbpentane]
19 14.17  B- (B~ famesene) C 15H24 204 0. 02 —
20 14.26 9, 11- -1- (911-dodeadin- 1- ol) C,H,0 182 0. 07 —
21 14. 36 ( cubenol) CisH 0 222 0. 02 0.08
22 14.53 -a- (as— a— bsabolne) CisHoy 204 — 0. 06
23 14. 56 ( paeonolum ) CoH 05 166 0.59 —
24 15. 24 () (1= dodecano) CiH 0 186 55.97 4318
25 15.37 a- (a- nedovene) CisHoy 204 — 0. 14
26 15. 39 () (tetadecanol) Ci3H 50 200 0. 02 —
27 15. 57 (globubl) CysHx0 222 — 0. 02
28 15. 68 (elemene) CsH oy 204 — 0.07
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(reltive content) K
[Angelica [Angelica
(peak b (molec br u dahurica( Fisd e dahurica (Fisch ex
No ) (‘can pound) k) Hoffn. ) Benth et Hoffn. )Benth et
Hook f] Hook f var
fomosana (Bokss )
Shan et Y uan]
29 15.79 a- (a = muurolene) Cistpy 204 0. 03 0. 04
30 15.96 B- (B- bisabolene) Cistlpy 204 0. 4 0. 03
31 16. 22 ( cuparene) Cistp, 202 0. 06 01
32 16. 34 (cadinene) Cistlpy 204 0. 07 0. 4
33 16.79 B- ( B- maaliene) Cistpy 204 — 0. 05
34 17.01  7,11- (7 11- hexadecadienal) Cygtl 50 236 0. 08 0. 09
35 171 2- (2= hydrxy— cyclbpentadecanone) C st 0, 240 0. 02 0. 05
36 172 (E) -9- [(E) =9~ eiosene] Cigtlse 252 0.22 —
37 17.22 (cadal— 1( 10), 3 8— triene) Cistp, 204 — 0.15
s e ' S e (= L0, 250 0.03 0. 01
mehyl 1, 6 10— dodeatrien— 3- yl omate)
39 17. 65 (fameso)) C s 50 22 — 0. 03
40 17.71 (‘eremoph ee) C st oy 204 0. 06 —
41 18. 15 () (1-undecanol) CH 50 200 0.3 04
42 18.39  2- (2- hexadecano)) CyeH 340 242 — 0. 05
43 18. 52 ( caryophylene acide) C 5,0 220 0.15 —
44 18. 61 ( hexad ecane) Cgl g 226 0.13 —
45 18.65 T- (T- cadinol) C s 50 22 — 0. 18
46 19. 09 ( laury acetate) CyH 40, 228 0. 84 1. 64
47 19.32 13- (13- hepaadegn— 1-ol) C,H 50 252 — 0. 03
48 19. 37 (tridecanal) Cy3H 0 198 0.19 0. 16
49 19. 58 (dodecanoic acid— 1- methylethyl este) C st 500, 242 0.17 0.17
50 9.8 a- (a- cadinol) CysH %0 22 0.23 0.24
51 19.97 B- (B- cadinol) CysH 50 222 0.1 0.9
52 200 T- ( T- muurobl) CysHx0 222 — 0.24
53 20. 22 ( cyclododecane) CpHypy 168 0.21 —
54 20.24 1,2 2- (1 12— rimethyl cchundeane) CH g 19 — 0. 14
55 20.36 (]3]0’ 5a) 2~ h [(3 50) = 2=m etylae~ cholestn— 3~ Cofl 4O 400 — 0. 03
o
s w0 T . m2T (1= hydmoy= ¢ Hy0 22 — 0.03
1, 7- dinethyl- 4- kopropyl- 2 7— cyclalecadiene)
57 20. 94 (pah itic acid vinyl ester) C g 3,0, 282 — 0.22
58 20. 95 -1 6- -3 (hunulme- 1 6~ dim- 3— ol) CysH %0 222 0.13 -
59 211 ( jniper canphor) Cyst 50 222 — a1
60 21.25 (ar- curcumene) CysH 50 216 0. 05 —
61 2.64  (E)9- [ (E)9- hexalecenol| Ciet 350,
62 21.78 ( cycbotetradecane) CyHpg 196 0. 04 —
63 21.98 3, 4- (3 4= diehyl L 12 bipheny)) Cigtl g 210 0.31 0.25
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1
(reltive content) K
[Angelica [Angelica
(peak " (molec br s dahurica( Fisch e dahurica (Fisch ex
No ) (‘can pound) k) Hoffn. ) Benth et Hoffn. )Benth et
Hook f ] Hook f var
fomosana (Boiss )
Shan et Y uan]
64 2.2 ( gemacrone) €, H,0 218 — 0. 08
65 2.5 iefa:;e) -3 (25 5- winethyl- 3— phenyl- cyck- CysH 50 216 0. 03 -
66 266 22,55- (2 25 5< tetranethy- 1 1< biphenyl) CogH 15 210 0. 05 0. 02
67 2.3 Z-11 (Z- 11— tetradecenic acid) CuH,0, 226 115 1. 67
68 23.59 58 11- (5 8 11- heptadecatrien— 1- ol) CpH 3,0, 306 0.3 0. 41
69 2B.84 Z-11 (Z- 11— pentalecenal) CysH 50 224 0. 08 0. 05
70 25.21 2.6 10- (2 6 10— trinehyl tetradecane) CHye 240 0.1 0. 16
71 25. 36 ( cembrene) CyH 1,05 228 0.13 —
72 25.38 58 11 14 17- (5811 14 17— icosapeniaenoat e hylk) CpH 3,0, 330 — 0. 14
73 25. 68 (myristin) CH 30, 256 0. 15 0. 32
74 26. 35 (vakeric acid dodecyl ester) CpH 3,0, 270 0. 08 0. 09
75 2.5  3- - (3-m ehyl- hexadecyl butmoic acid ester) CyH 40, 326 0.17 0.19
76 27. 49 (n - octadecanal) C1H, 0 268 0. 04 —
77 27.5 (octadecanoic acid ethenyl ester) CH 340, 310 — 0. 09
78 27.58 (phthalic acid sobuty] 2— pentyl ester) CigH 2204 278 0. 14 0.21
79 28. 13 () (1= octalecano)) CygH 50 270 0.28 -
80 28.16 () (1-hexadecanol CH 30 24 - 0.28
81 28.31  2- (2- hexyk 1- decano)) CyH 340 242 0. 02 —
82 29. 48 ( hexadecanoic acid methyl ester) CpH 50, 270 0. 08 0. 08
83 2.67 (2%)2- [ (2E)2- hexadecenoic acid] CH 30, 254 0.17 0.23
84 29.97 -8- -2- ( xacycbheptadec— 8— en— 2- one) C 6t 250, 252 0. 07 0. 14
85 30.16 9,12 15 (9 12 15— octdecatrien— 1— ol) CigH 50 264 0. 17 0.24
86 30. 59 (pahn itoleic acid) CH,0, 254 — 0. 12
87 307 (dibutyl phthalate) CgH 204 278 0. 09 0. 18
88 31. 06 ( n— hexadecanoic acid) C 3,0, 256 1.59 4. 14
89 316 (hexadecanoic acid ethyl ester) CH,0, 284 0. 15 al
90 32.07 (pah iyl ace iate) € H 30, 284 0. 01 -
ol 8 :) - - (3- mehyk butmoic acid— hexadecyl es- 1,0, 126 00 B
92 33.41 [(Z)- 1 9- heptadecadime- 4 6- din- 3— ol] C7H,,0 244 0.30 1. 12
93 337 (E)9- [ (E)9- oleylalkohol] CygH 0 268 0. 47 0. 68
94 33.85 (oleano)) CH 30 268 0. 01 0.23
95 4.66 811 (8 11— octadecadimoic acid methyl ester) CH 340, 204 0. 07 0.15
96 34. 89 (Tnolkeic acid kopropyl) C 30, 296 — 16
97 36.51 9, 12- (9 12- octadecal ienoic acid) CH30, 280 0. 05 —
98 36.62 9, 12- (9 12— octadecal ienoic acid ethyl ester) C,0, 308 0. 12 0. 04
99 36.81  (Z) -9- [(Z) - 9- ocladeceoic aci] CH,,0, 282 0. 02 —
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1
(reltive content) K
[Angelica [Angelica
(peak b (molec br M, dahurica( Fisd e dahurica (Fisch ex
No ) (‘can pound) k) Hoffn. ) Benth et Hoffn. )Benth et
Hook f] Hook f var
fomosana (Bokss )
Shan et Y uan]
- 7% (%) - 6- - 1- [(Z) - 6= ocadecan — 1- ol ace- Col 0 210 004 B
tate]
o 8 08 - 8- (3- -2- ) [methoxy - 8- (3— methyl C 0, " B o3
— 2 butenyl group) counarin]
2,2 - - (4- -6 2 2 - methylnd i - .
102 43.78 (4 moiy]- phm‘jli 6- 11— dinchykihy) ]) [ ’ C,H,.0, 340 0. 62 1.02
103 43.98 ( tetradecanal) CyH 50 212 0.22 —
104 454 (tetracosme) CoyHsg 338 — 0. 08
105 45. 63 (n - pentadecanal) CysH 30 226 0. 02 0. 09
106 45.73  (Z) -2- () [(Z)- 2- tidecen— 1- ol] CH %0 198 0.13 —
o7 461 —_— (1 2- benzenedicaboxylic acid mono(2— ethy+ C 1,0, - o 13
108 46. 56 (dodecanoic acid dodecyl ester) CyoH 450, 368 0. 02 0l
109 47.16 (heptalecy - oxirane) C,oH 0 282 0. 06 0.17
110 47.26 (‘hexadecyl- oxirane) CygH 30 268 0.21 —
111 47.37 1- (26 - 1- ) (1- acetyl- 2 6- naphthalenediol) CpH 05 202 — 0.4
112 48.13 ( heptacosane) Coptlse 380 — 0. 4
113 48.33 (tetradecy - ox rane) Cigt 550, 240 0.1 0. 08
114 48.47 15- (15~ eramsenoic acidm ehyl ester) CpsH 40, 380 0. 01 —
115 48. 88 (dodecanoic acd fetradecy] ester) CoyH 5,0, 39 0. 02 0.13
116 49.82 16— (16— hydwoxy— pah ilic acid) CieH 3505 272 — 0. 09
117 50. 54 (9~ hexadecenoic acid octalecylester) C HO, 506 — 0. 11
118 50. 65 (‘hexadecanoic acid dodecyl ester) Cyt 50, 424 0. 16 1.35
119 515 (1= heneicosyl fom ate) CpHy0, 340 — 0.07
120 52.25 (2- mono— nolen) CyH 340, 354 0. 08 0. 98
121 52. 45 (‘hexadecanoic acil e tradecy] ester) Cayt 602 452 0. 08 0.79
122 54. 61 ( popylene gly col monoo leate) CoyH 40y 356 0. 03 as
2.4 PCA . 2
3 SMCA - P 11.5 , 23 (&
Deno , s = 14.56 mn)
PCA R 2 0. 5% , ; 118 (& = 50.65
88. 7% , 2 m ) 2 ,
122 , 1. 35%
2 s 2 0. 16%, GC-MS
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