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model for evaluating Cornus officinalis was established. Results
officinalis was 4.7574%—15.5294%, the total ash content was 4.2278%-7.8534%, the

The moisture content of 30 batches of Cornus

extract was

51.1381%—71.9708%, the mononucleoside was 0.6513%—1.5429%, and the loganin was 0.5271%-0.9638%. The

maximum relative correlation degree was 0.6445 (Z9), and the minimum as 0.3627 (S5). There were differences in

the relative correlation degree of each batch of Cornus officinalis samples, and the higher the relative correlation

degree, the better the quality. According to the relative correlation degree value, the Cornus officinalis samples were

divided into 4 grades, and the proportion of each grade of the samples was: poor quality, 33.3% (relative correlation
degree: =<0.4500); the quality was average, 26.7% (0.4500-0.5000); good quality, 23.3% (0.5000-0.5500); excellent
quality, 16.7% (>0.5500). The relative correlation degree among 30 batches of Cornus officinalis was Zhejiang

(0.5445)>Henan (0.4597)>Shaanxi (0.4546), and the quality order of Jiuyu meat slices was Zhejiang, Henan, and

Shaanxi. Conclusion This method indicates that there are differences in the quality of samples from different batches of

Cornus officinalis, which can provide reference for the grading and comprehensive quality evaluation of Cornus officinalis.

KEY WORDS: grey correlation analysis; SPSS; Cornus officinalis; quality evaluation
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Table 2 Detection results of relevant indicators of
Cornus officinalis

BRG%  BHYI% BEHETT % DT %

F5 K%

H1 6.1480 4.3404 59.3558 1.0293 0.6076
H2 6.8500 5.4751 51.1381 1.1273 0.7779
H3 9.2506 4.9236 57.6423 1.0390 0.7303
H4 9.3476 5.0073 61.6217 1.0913 0.6755
H5 10.3842 4.8850 54.5293 1.2438 0.6409
H6 4.7574 7.8534 69.1381 0.8341 0.6877
H7 10.5556 4.7221 54.7775 0.8476 0.7326
H8 6.9621 4.9595 57.3211 1.0350 0.6569
H9 7.0596 4.8272 56.5105 0.9073 0.6806
H10 7.3661 5.1644 60.9518 0.9759 0.5665
Z1 10.4650 5.1516 64.0056 1.0594 0.7546
72 9.2551 6.1579 56.6018 1.2073 0.7625
Z3 7.1473 5.3703 61.5549 1.0728 0.8297
74 8.3124 4.8540 58.8530 1.0272 0.7550
Z5 8.4379 5.9548 57.3992 1.5429 0.9465
z6 15.5294 5.1756 53.5262 1.1652 0.8042
z1 8.9333 5.4317 56.0749 1.1635 0.7520
78 7.7796 5.8918 61.6384 1.3535 0.9413
79 5.4725 5.8829 60.6368 1.4802 0.9638
710 11.7310 5.4464 59.8505 1.1270 0.8305
S1 5.2120 5.8606 61.2295 0.8938 0.6464
S2 5.3718 5.6212 55.8569 0.8763 0.6400
S3 10.5819 5.8413 60.7351 1.4420 0.8752
S4 10.3888 44777 64.6002 1.3323 0.8288
S5 7.1835 4.6492 54.7525 0.7527 0.5271
S6 7.9740 5.2736 52.1198 1.1964 0.7623
S7 11.0904 42278 51.6431 0.7460 0.6063
S8 5.1424 4.6789 71.9708 0.6513 0.5944
S9 10.9185 45716 61.8392 0.7528 0.6280
S10 9.3686 5.3555 52.3143 1.2706 0.5968
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Table 3 Normalization of raw data for Cornus officinalis A 0i(k)= ViV 3)
FFe KM% RIRGYY% B BT Y% A (max)=|Y; Yy @
HI 13149  1.1839  1.0238 09926  0-8525 A (min)=|Yy—Yy )
H2 11802 09386 o0ss21 1071 LO9IS R4 BEAKREFISBHSEFIINENEE
H3 0.8739 1.0437 0.9943 1.0019 1.0247 Table 4 Absolute difference between the sequences of Cornus
Ha 0.8648 10263 10629 L0524 0.9478 officinalis sample and the optimal reference sequence
1 07785 10519 09406 11994  0.8993 5 K% BBESYY%  BHRYIY% SR D%
He 16993 0.6543 L1926 08043 0.9649 HI 03844  0.0316 0.2176 0.4952 0.4998
- 07659 10882 09449 08174 10279 H2 05191 0.2769 0.3593 0.4007 0.2608
1S L1612 10361 00887 0998 09217 H3 08254  0.1718 0.2471 0.4859 0.3276
Ho L1451 10645 09748 08749  0.9550 H4 08345  0.1892 0.1785 0.4354 0.4045
HIo 10975 0.9950 L0514 o041 0.7949 H5 09208  0.1636 0.3008 0.2884 0.453
71 07725 09975 L1040 10216 10588 H6  0.0000 05612 0.0488 0.6835 0.3874
7 08735 08345 09763  1le4a  1.0699 H7 09334  0.1273 0.2965 0.6704 0.3244
7 L1311 0.9560 L0618 10345 11642 H8  0.5381 0.1794 0.2527 0.4897 0.4306
74 0.9725 10587 L0152 09905  1.0594 H9 05542  0.1510 0.2666 0.6129 0.3973
75 09581 08630 09901 1487 13280 HI0O  0.6018  0.2205 0.1900 0.5467 0.5574
76 05206 09929 09233 11236  1.1284 Z1 09268 02180 0.1374 0.4662 0.2935
77 PP 09673 11200 10551 72 08258 03810 0.2651 0.3236 0.2824
78 10391 08722 L0632 13052 13208 73 05682 02586 0.1796 0.4533 0.1881
79 14772 08735 L0450 14274 13523 Z4 07268  0.1568 0.2262 0.4973 0.2929
- 06889 09435 10324 10868 11653 75 07412 03525 0.2513 0.0000 0.0243
S1 15511 0.8768 10562 08619  0.9070 Z6 11787 02226 0.3181 0.3642 0.2239
$ 15049 09142 09635 08450 08980 77 07944 02694 0.2741 0.3658 0.2972
$3 07640 0.8797 L0476 13905  1.2280 Z8  0.6602 03433 0.1782 0.1826 0.0315
s4 07782 L1476 L1143 1osag  1.1629 79 02221 0.342 0.1955 0.0604 0.0000
S5 11254 L1053 09444 07258 07396 Z10 10104 02720 0.2090 0.4010 0.1870
S6 10138 09744 08990 11537  1.0696 SI 01482 03387 0.1852 0.6259 0.4453
7 07289 12155 08908 07194 08507 S2 01944 03013 0.2779 0.6428 0.4543
S8 15720 10983 12414 06281  0.8340 S3 09353 03358 0.1938 0.0973 0.1243
S9 0.7404 11241 10667 07259  0.8812 sS4 09211 0.0679 0.1271 0.2030 0.1894
S10 08629 09595 09024 12253  0.8374 S5 05739 0.1102 0.2970 0.7620 0.6127
Bihts S6 06855 02411 0.3424 0.3341 0.2827
el 16993 12159 f2le AT 13 S7 09704  0.0000 0.3506 0.7684 0.5016
s S8 01273 01172 0.0000 0.8597 0.5183
R 0.5206  0.6543  0.8821  0.6281  0.7396
S9 09589  0.0914 0.1747 0.7619 04711
254 WA A SI0  0.8364 02560 0.3390 0.2625 0.5149
M RIS A KR, 285K A 5 PR R B 255 HHEEBKAKE, LERE )

s 22 (H, HAXQIAR MRS E R, ~XG)it
BN E2ESEFY, AXN@ N R R, —
RIEEIEARTERS T ) e R 2R (B ARt b SR B
SRR R 22 o [RIBRAS(S) TS A T i 22 P91 i — 4%
BNEMPTY, % R SRS R4 2T R4

R 4, BRI GRESHRIINAXTZHEIE 5.

3 4 1A, 750 55 S %751 Amin=0.0000,
Amax=1.1787, p N FRE, WUE 0~1, BHIUE 0.5, @
A AR Q). (6). (DITELTEHHRITIF AR TR S%
FPONI RHR BB o HORHREE 3, S5RWEK 6, SRMSH
JFH R OCHR B RO, I BT R AT, CERE R R
0.9077 (Z5), FeBE /NN 0.5045 (S5); M3 5 a1, S5
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Table S Absolute difference between the sequences of Cornus
officinalis samples and the worst reference sequence

*6 WNETFIENTFERSEFIINXAKRRSXRKE
Table 6 Correlation coefficient and degree of the evaluation unit
sequence relative to the optimal reference sequence

5 K% BRI  BHWIYe  SEEAT%  SEkE%
H1 0.7943 0.5296 0.1417 0.3645 0.1129
H2 06596 02843 0.0000 0.459 03519
H3 0.3533 0.3894 0.1122 0.3738 0.2851
H4 03442 03720 0.1808 04243 02082
HS5 0.2579 0.3976 0.0585 0.5713 0.1597
H6 11787  0.0000 03105 01762 02253
H7 0.2453 0.4339 0.0628 0.1893 0.2883
H8 06406 03818 0.1066 03700  0.1821
H9 0.6245 0.4102 0.0927 0.2468 0.2154
HI0O 05769  0.3407 0.1693 03130 0.0553
Z1 0.2519 0.3432 0.2219 0.3935 0.3192
72 03529  0.1802 0.0942 05361 03303
73 0.6105 0.3026 0.1797 0.4064 0.4246
Z4 04519 04044 0.1331 03624 03198
75 0.4375 0.2087 0.1080 0.8597 0.5884
Z6 00000 03386 0.0412 04955  0.3888
77 0.3843 0.2918 0.0852 0.4939 0.3155
78 05185 02179 0.1811 06771 05812
79 0.9566 0.2192 0.1638 0.7993 0.6127
Z10  0.1683  0.2892 0.1503 04587 04257
S1 1.0305 0.2225 0.1741 0.2338 0.1674
S2 09843 02599 0.0814 02169  0.1584
S3 0.2434 0.2254 0.1655 0.7624 0.4884
S4 02576 04933 02322 06567 04233
S5 0.6048 0.451 0.0623 0.0977 0.0000
S6 04932 03201 0.0169 05256 03300
S7 0.2083 0.5612 0.0087 0.0913 0.1111
S8 1.0514 0.444 0.3593 0.0000  0.0944
S9 0.2198 0.4698 0.1846 0.0978 0.1416
SI0 03423 03052 0.0203 05972 0.0978

%574 Amin=0.0000, Amax=1.1787, p F4- P 2%k, B
4 0~1, JEFEUH 0.5, #iFAL(3). (6). (N)IHELTFH
JCFHIARN T 2257 P9 Bk R B &, 5 R R, 2551

W 7, SRESHTFIIR R, PEA TR
%, KB 0.8866 (S5), KBRAE /MR 0.4996 (29),
HEALAA(6). (7):

£ = i(rTnn) + pA(max) )
o0i(k) + pA(max)
=D Wéyi @)
k=1

Horlr, & R XIERHE, 3 BRI

jeors) Koy BRSOy R SR DET el
1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
H1 0.0303  0.0475 0.0730 0.2174 02164 0.5846
H2 00266 00340 00621 02381 02773 06381
H3 00208 00387 00705 02192 02571 0.6063
H4 00207 00378 00768 02300 02372  0.6025
HS 00195 00391 00662 02686 02262 06196
H6 00500 00256 00924 01852 02414 05945
H7 0.0194  0.0411 0.0665 0.1871 02580 0.5721
H8 00261 00383 00700 02185 02311 05841
HO 00258 00398 00689 01961 02389 05694
HI0O 00247 00364 00756 02075 02056 0.5498
Z1 00194 00365 00811 02233 02670 0.6274

72 0.0208 0.0304  0.0690 0.2582 02704  0.6488
VA] 0.0255 0.0348  0.0766 0.2261 03032 0.6662
74 0.0224 0.0395 0.0723 0.2169 02672  0.6183
Z5 0.0221 0.0313  0.0701 0.4000 03842 09077
Z6  0.0167 0.0363  0.0649 0.2472 0.2899  0.6550
Z7  0.0213 0.0343  0.0683 0.2468 0.2659  0.6366
Z8  0.0236 0.0316  0.0768 0.3054 03797 08170
Z9 0.0363 0.0316 0.0751 0.3628 0.4000  0.9059
Z10 0.0184 0.0342  0.0738 0.2380 03037  0.6681
S1 0.0400 0.0318  0.0761 0.1940 02278  0.5696
S2  0.0376 0.0331  0.0680 0.1913 02259  0.5558
S3 0.0193  0.0319  0.0753 0.3433 0.3303  0.8001
S4  0.0195 0.0448  0.0823 0.2975 03027  0.7468
S5 0.0253  0.0421  0.0665 0.1744 0.1961  0.5045
S6  0.0231 0.0355  0.0633 0.2553 02703  0.6475
S7  0.0189 0.0500  0.0627 0.1736 02161 0.5213
S8 0.0411  0.0417  0.1000 0.1627 02128  0.5583
S9  0.0190 0.0433  0.0771 0.1745 02223 0.5362
S10  0.0207  0.0349  0.0635 0.2767 02135  0.6092

2.5.6 E AR RBEAE

KR RBUR LUET 5 5 55 75 9\ 4 45 05 I QIR R
B, FUEEAIE 1A, MR T s Tk A,
FRL K 45 A DRI R B T R S 39 1, 10 e A
S R0 18] B SRR ) B Ak 2R P70 SRS % 4]
H SRR, PR B IT BT AT, SRESHTIIR K
BCRERR, TR BROC B 2E, TR SO SCBR B R,
BT B DR T 19 o DI D106 B B3 AIZZ R i e 25 R I B 5 e
B R, 453 8, MR LB ER KN 0.6445
(Z9), /IR 0.3627 (S5).
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R7 INMBATFIENTHRESEFIINARKAR S XKE
Table 7 Correlation coefficient and degree between the
evaluation unit sequence and the worst reference sequence

*8 BHEAHERENXKERREHF
Table 8 Relative correlation and quality ranking of Cornus
officinalis samples

AKgr RSy B SORTY ST

i
/% % /% /% /%

H1 0.0213  0.0263 0.0806 0.2471 03357  0.7111
H2 0.0236  0.0337 0.1000 0.2249 0.2505  0.6326
H3 0.0313  0.0301 0.0840 0.2448 02696  0.6597
H4 0.0316  0.0307 0.0765 0.2326 0.2956  0.6669
H5 0.0348  0.0299 0.0910 02031 03147  0.6734
H6 0.0167  0.0500 0.0655 0.3079 0.2894  0.7295
H7 0.0353  0.0288 0.0904 0.3028 0.2686  0.7258
H8 0.0240  0.0303 0.0847 0.2457 0.3056  0.6903
H9 0.0243  0.0295 0.0864 0.2819 02929  0.7150
H10 0.0253  0.0317 0.0777 02613 03657  0.7616
Z1 0.0350  0.0316 0.0726 0.2399 0.2595  0.6386
72 0.0313  0.0383 0.0862 0.2095 0.2563  0.6216
Z3 0.0246  0.0330 0.0766 0.2367 0.2325  0.6035
74 0.0283  0.0297 0.0816 0.2477 0.2593  0.6465
zZ5 0.0287  0.0369 0.0845 0.1627 0.2002  0.5130
Z6 0.0500  0.0318 0.0935 0.2173 0.2410  0.6335
z 0.0303  0.0334 0.0874 0.2176 0.2605  0.6292
z8 0.0266  0.0365 0.0765 0.1861 0.2014  0.5271
z9 0.0191  0.0364 0.0783 0.1698 0.1961 0.4996
Z10 0.0389  0.0335 0.0797 0.2249 0.2322  0.6093
S1 0.0182  0.0363 0.0772 0.2864 0.3115  0.7296
S2 0.0187  0.0347 0.0879 0.2924 03153  0.7489
S3 0.0354  0.0362 0.0781 0.1744 0.2187  0.5428
S4 0.0348  0.0272 0.0717 0.1892 0.2328  0.5557
S5 0.0247  0.0283 0.0904 0.3431 04000  0.8866
S6 0.0272  0.0324 0.0972 0.2114 02564  0.6247
S7 0.0369  0.0256 0.0985 0.3463 0.3366  0.8440
S8 0.0180  0.0285 0.0621 0.4000 03448  0.8534
S9 0.0364  0.0278 0.0761 0.3431 0.3225  0.8060
S10 0.0316  0.0329 0.0967 0.1987 0.3431 0.7030

o MXREOE BuEHEY S MG BudEs

H1 04512 20 Z6 0.5083 10
H2 0.5022 12 z71 0.5029 11
H3 0.4789 16 V4 0.6078 3

H4 0.4747 17 79 0.6445 1

H5 0.4792 15 Z10 0.5230 7

H6 0.4490 21 S1 0.4384 24
H7 0.4408 23 S2 0.4260 25
H8 0.4583 19 S3 0.5958 4
H9 0.4433 22 S4 0.5734 5

H10 0.4193 26 S5 0.3627 30
71 0.4956 13 S6 0.5089 9
72 0.5107 8 S7 0.3818 29
VA 0.5247 6 S8 0.3955 28
74 0.4888 14 S9 0.3995 27
zZ5 0.6389 2 S10 0.4643 18

2.6 BREZREMNEIL
261 BkEZES

AT S ER ST T B A A PR SR R o T vk, He IR
BRSO . BAR . SRR REIE . ST S RN 2
MRS B AT S R 4y, B R A 2 A5
Ko 1 RERWBA, G5, A0, TEEER, MK, T
A5, WMAENER. 2 BIOGE, ZWA, 2548, 2514,
AR 4 R, RMLEL A, %F 30 HE B A R T MR AR
M, —Z% AT 17 #E(H1, H2. H3. H4. H5. H6. H7.
HS., 72, Z3. Z4, Z5. Z6. Z8. 79, S6. S10), "2\
A 13 4ik(H9. H10, Z1, Z7. Z10, S5, S8. S4. S7. SI,
S2. S3. S9(K 3).

K3 B SERIE

Fig.3 Picture of 2 levels of Cornus officinalis

2,62 REHM

i3t SPSS 25.0 FRAFGE IR 43 H X 85 R A A X 56
GCRE . PERGEGGIAT K-BIERSE T, BB FERER 9,
BRI T =, TR . WA 8 A IR AR A o R BB
VAP R BOIR A o A 7k . BRI -5 32 et e
%, T RERSE, 30 MEERY 1 9 17 NH3. HS.
H4. 74, S10. H8, H1, H6., H7. S6. Z6. Z2, H2. Z3,
79. 75, Z8), 2 %A 13 ~(H9, S1, H10, S2. S8. S9.
S7. S5, Z1. Z7. Z10, S4. S3), HAKLF 9 FA 4.

#9 K-HERERLALHILN=30)

Table 9 K-means clustering final class center (n=30)

5 e
1 2
AHXT S B 0.4582 0.5077
MR AR 2 1
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