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a b s t r a c t

Several species of the genus Urtica (especially Urtica dioica, Urticaceae), are used medicinally to treat a
variety of ailments. To better understand the chemical diversity of the genus and to compare different
accessions and different taxa of Urtica, 63 leaf samples representing a broad geographical, taxonomical
and morphological diversity were evaluated under controlled conditions. A molecular phylogeny for all
taxa investigated was prepared to compare phytochemical similarity with phylogenetic relatedness.
Metabolites were analyzed via UPLC–PDA–MS and multivariate data analyses. In total, 43 metabolites
were identified, with phenolic compounds and hydroxy fatty acids as the dominant substance groups.
Principal component analysis (PCA) and hierarchical clustering analysis (HCA) provides a first structured
chemotaxonomy of the genus. The molecular data present a highly resolved phylogeny with well-
supported clades and subclades. U. dioica is retrieved as both para- and polyphyletic. European members
of the U. dioica group and the North American subspecies share a rather similar metabolite profile and
were largely retrieved as one, nearly exclusive cluster by metabolite data. This latter cluster also includes
– remotely related – Urtica urens, which is pharmaceutically used in the same way as U. dioica. However,
most highly supported phylogenetic clades were not retrieved in the metabolite cluster analyses. Overall,
metabolite profiles indicate considerable phytochemical diversity in the genus, which largely falls into a
group characterized by high contents of hydroxy fatty acids (e.g., most Andean-American taxa) and
another group characterized by high contents of phenolic acids (especially the U. dioica-clade). Anti-
inflammatory in vitro COX1 enzyme inhibition assays suggest that bioactivity may be predicted by gross
metabolic profiling in Urtica.

� 2013 Published by Elsevier Ltd.
1. Introduction

Metabolic fingerprints, profiles and metabolomic studies help
us to gain a broader insight into the biochemical composition of
living organisms in a certain context. With the recent develop-
ments in plant metabolomics techniques (Farag et al., 2012a,
2012b; Hall and Hardy, 2012; Sumner et al., 2003), it is now possi-
ble to detect hundreds of metabolites simultaneously and to com-
pare samples reliably for differences and similarities in a semi-
automated and, essentially, untargeted manner. One particularly
accepted platform for untargeted metabolite profiling in plant
extracts is LC–MS using electrospray ionization (LC–ESI-MS).
Compared with conventional LC separation, ultra performance
liquid chromatography (UPLC) can achieve more rapid metabolite
analyses and provides better peak separation. UPLC–Q-TOF-MS as
a relatively new technology is able to provide large amounts of
metabolite data and can also help to detect chemical compounds
with high sensitivity (Grata et al., 2008; Wolfender et al., 2008).
The technology has been used to look at metabolite profiles in clo-
sely allied taxa, different cultivars of individual taxa, or plants at
different stages of development (Farag et al., 2013; Cao et al.,
2011; Farag and Wessjohann, 2012; Hanhineva et al., 2009; Liu
et al., 2005; Okada et al., 2009). To date no large screenings of
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metabolite profiles across plant genera have been published based
on this new technique. The present study investigates the metab-
olite profiles of a range of taxa from the genus Urtica, a plant group
widely used in pharmaceutical preparations.

Urtica dioica is the only species of Urtica to be cultivated com-
mercially for pharmaceutical purposes (El Haouari et al., 2006;
Exarchou et al., 2006; Nahata and Dixit, 2012), and the commercial
extraction of chlorophyll and stem fibers (Dreyer et al., 1996). A
wide range of metabolites has been described from U. dioica,
including flavonoids and phenylpropanoids (Fig. 1) (Bucar et al.,
2006; Chaurasia and Wichtl, 1987; Pinelli et al., 2008; Roschek
et al., 2009). Caffeic acid analogues have also been isolated from
U. dioica and Urtica urens (Budzianowski, 1991). Apart from these
aromatic compounds, pentacyclic triterpenoids and oxygenated
fatty acids have been found in U. dioica roots (Gansser and Spitell-
er, 1995; Guil-Guerrero et al., 2003). A number of papers have been
published reporting on the lignan content of Urtica laetevirens
(Zhou et al., 2009), such as neoolivil, secoisolariciresinol, isolaric-
iresinol and pinoresinol (Schottner et al., 1997b), or terpene diols
from U. dioica roots (Kraus and Spiteller, 1990). The well reported
use of nettle extract for rheumatism, eczema, allergic rhinitis and
arthritis (Chrubasik et al., 1997; Hirano et al., 1994; Legssyer
et al., 2002; Roschek et al., 2009; Takahashi et al., 2008) was found
to be mediated through the inhibition of cyclooxygenases (COX-1,
COX-2), and hematopoietic Prostaglandin D2 synthase (HPGDS),
central enzymes in pro-inflammatory pathways (Roschek et al.,
2009). Both the leaf and the nettle root are used pharmaceutically,
with the use for the treatment of benign prostatic hyperplasia lim-
ited to the root (Hudec et al., 2007). Anti-prostatic effects are be-
lieved to be mediated by many constituents including lignans,
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Fig. 1. Major classes of natural products; phenolic acids (A), flavonoids (B) and fa
acting via different mechanisms including the inhibition of aroma-
tase enzyme (Schottner et al., 1997a).

Most phytochemical studies performed on Urtica focused on U.
dioica. However, taxonomists recognize a wide range of infraspe-
cific taxa in U. dioica, albeit most studies have been carried out
with plant material not identified to subspecies or variety and
likely represent mostly the ‘‘typical’’ form of the species (U. dioica
subsp. dioica var. dioica). As a consequence, phytochemistry of both
the genus Urtica in general and U. dioica in wider sense is still very
incompletely understood. Urtica is a genus of ca. 50 species (Friis
1993) in the family Urticaceae. The genus Urtica as such is very
characteristic and easily recognized, but species delimitation is
highly problematic, especially for U. dioica L. with more than 20
infraspecific taxa currently recognized from Eurasia (Geltman
1982; Edmondson 1992; Weigend, 2006) and the Americas
(Boufford, 1997; Zuloaga and Morrone, 2008). Recent contributions
have been able to clarify some problems at lower taxonomic levels
(Weigend, 2006; Weigend and Luebert 2009). No explicit hypoth-
eses have so far been formulated for the relationships of taxa of
the genus across its range.

This study represents the first attempt to explore variation in
secondary metabolites within Urtica based on samples of 63 geno-
types belonging to 43 distinct taxa (32 species, 12 subspecies and
varieties of U. dioica) with an aim to: (a) characterize the metabo-
lome for a range of taxa and samples of Urtica, (b) investigate the
phylogenetic relationships of the taxa, and (c) compare the phylo-
genetic and phytochemical relationships in order to provide the
basis for chemotaxonomic and pharmacological studies. This will
also allow the characterization of the pharmaceutical potential of
a range of taxa in the genus and can help clarify to how far the
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indiscriminate medicinal use of different subspecies and varieties
of U. dioica and U. urens is justified (i.e., in how far they do show
high and exclusive phytochemical similarities).
2. Results and discussion

2.1. Extraction development

Several solvents were initially tested including acetone, ethanol,
100%, 70%, and 50% methanol/water. Solvent selection for sample
preparation was evaluated with respect to reproducibility, quality
and recovery of the Urtica major secondary metabolites (phenolic
acids and flavonoids) as revealed by UPLC–MS (data not shown).
Results show that within the solvents tested, 70% (v/v) methanol
in HPLC-grade water was the best mixture for the extraction of
the target analytes from Urtica samples. The choice of extraction
solvent was in agreement with one previously described procedure
(Bucar et al., 2006). The 70% methanol extracts from U. dioica
leaves provide approximately 10- and 20-fold higher values for
flavonoids and phenolic acids compared to 100% acetone and eth-
anol, respectively. This was confirmed by 1H NMR (data not
shown). For the identification and relative quantification of
phenolics, an UPLC method was adapted and optimized. Although
LC–MS methods have been used to analyze phenolics in Urtica
(Bucar et al., 2006; Pinelli et al., 2008; Zhou et al., 2009),
UPLC–Q-TOF-MS was selected because of the large sample size
(63 Urtica accessions) considering its short run time in addition
rt (sec)
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Fig. 2. Representative UPLC–UV–MS trace of U. flabellata leaf characterized by 2 main reg
glycosides, and a region (300–600 s) assigned for mono-, di-, and tri-hydroxy fatty a
respectively. Peak numbers follow those listed in Table 2.
to its improved peak separation. In fact, all peaks were quickly
separated within 10 min at a flow rate of 0.15 ml min�1.
2.2. Characterization of metabolites in Urtica leaves by UV–Vis and
mass spectra

Simultaneously acquired UPLC–PDA and full scan MS chromato-
grams of U. flabellata are presented in Fig. 2. The chromatogram ob-
tained by MS detection in negative ionization mode was quite
similar to the PDA chromatogram for the first half (150–300 s),
with the exception that the peaks for phenolics had a much higher
response in MS than in UV. In the later elution region (300–600 s),
several major peaks were visible in the MS but not in the UV trace,
indicative of the absence of strong chromophores, which were
identified as oxygenated fatty acids. Some hydroxy fatty acids were
previously identified in U. dioica roots, albeit not in leaves.

The identities, retention times, UV characteristics, and observed
molecular and fragment ions for individual components are pre-
sented in Table 2. A total of 43 metabolites were detected, and
34 were tentatively identified. Identified metabolites belong to
various substance classes including caffeic acid derivatives,
flavonoid glycosides, terpene glycosides, lignans and fatty acid
derivatives, with the latter ones being abundant in most Urtica spe-
cies. Metabolite assignments were made by comparing retention
times, UV/Vis spectra and MS data (accurate mass, isotopic distri-
bution and fragmentation pattern) of the compounds detected
with Urtica compounds reported in the literature as discussed
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Table 1
List of voucher information and sample number of the investigated Urtica samples.

Accession Taxon Country of origin Herbarium voucher Clade

U1 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. hispida Wedd. Switzerland M. & K. Weigend 8108 I-A
U2 Urtica ‘‘incaica’’ spec. nov. ined. Peru Ch. Schwarzer 14-C II-A
U3 Urtica ‘‘deltoidea’’ spec. nov. ined. New Zealand M. Weigend 8212 II-B
U4 Urtica dioica L. subsp. subinermis (Uechtr.) Weigend Germany M. Weigend 8208-C I-A
U5 Urtica magellanica Poir. Argentina M. Weigend et al. 6809-C III-A
U6 Urtica longispica Killip Ecuador M. Weigend & G. Brokamp 9106-C III-A
U7 Urtica dioica L. subsp. pubescens (Ledeb.) Domin Italy M. Weigend 7099 I-A
U8 Urtica dioica L. subsp. holosericea (Nutt.) Thorne USA (California) L. Ahartt 13172-C II-A
U9 Urtica longispica Killip Ecuador M. Weigend & G. Brokamp 9113-C III-A
U10 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. angustifolia Wimm. & Grabowsky Czech Republic M. & K. Weigend 5606-C I-A
U11 Urtica dioica L. subsp. subinermis (Uechtr.) Weigend Austria M. & K. Weigend 5665-C I-A
U12 Urtica pilulifera L. Cyprus M. & K. Weigend 9007-C V
U13 Laportea spec. Kamerun Th. Franke & L. Beenken s.n. 26.10.2002 OG
U14 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. hispida Wedd. Switzerland M. & K. Weigend 8179 I-A
U15 Urtica cannabina L. Kazakhstan M. Weigend 8695 IV-C
U16 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica Mexico Ch. Schneider et al. 52a I-A
U17 Urtica dioica L. subsp. subinermis (Uechtr.) Weigend Germany M. Weigend 8209-C I-A
U18 Urtica mairei Levl. Tibet H. Rushforth & H. McAllister 5247 III-B
U19 Urtica laetevirens Maxim. Tibet H. Rushforth & H. McAllister 5327 III-B
U20 Urtica echinata Benth. cf. trichantha (Wedd.) Acevedo & Navas Peru M. Weigend et al. 8478 III-A
U21 Urtica taiwaniana S. S. Ying Taiwan J. N. Chen et al. 00573-C II-A
U22 Urtica echinata Benth. Peru M. Weigend et al. 9227-C III-A
U23 Urtica andicola Wedd. Peru M. Ackermann & D. Kollehn 276 III-A
U24 Urtica dioica L. subsp. holosericea (Nutt.) Thorne USA (California) L. Ahartt 13535-C II-A
U25 Urtica stachyoides Webb Spain (Teneriffa) M. & K. Weigend 8230 IV-A
U26 Urtica lalibertadensis Weigend Peru M. Weigend et al. 8018-C III-A
U27 Urtica atrovirens Loisel. ex Poir. Italy M. Weigend 7798 I-B
U28 Urtica kioviensis Rogov. Germany N. Nürk & J. Devers 335 I-A
U29 Urtica leptophylla Kunth Peru M. Weigend & M. Ackermann 9271 III-A
U30 Urtica urens L. Peru M. Weigend & M. Ackermann 9289 IV-A
U31 Urtica flabellata Kunth Peru M. Weigend et al. 8819 III-A
U32 Urtica trichantha (Wedd.) Acevedo & L. E. Navas Peru F. Cáceres 3326 III-A
U33 Urtica atrovirens Loisel. ex Poir. Italy M. Weigend 7800 I-B
U34 Urtica peruviana Geltman Peru M. Weigend et al. 7625-C III-A
U35 Urtica morifolia Poir. Spain M. & K. Weigend 9160 III-C
U36 Urtica membranacea Poir. ex Savigny Italy N. M. Nürk 340 IV-A
U37 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. elegans Chenev. Switzerland M. Weigend 8115 I-A
U38 Urtica pilulifera L. Italy N. M. Nürk 345 V
U39 Urtica fissa Pritz. Taiwan M. Weigend 8129 III-D
U40 Urtica urentivelutina Weigend Peru M. Weigend & Ch. Schwarzer 7907 III-A
U41 Urtica portosanctana Press Spain M. & K. Weigend 8234 IV-A
U42 Urtica angustifolia Fisch. ex Hornem. Mongolia H. H. Hilger 1603 II-B
U43 Urtica dioica L. subsp. sondenii (Simmons) Hylander Norway T. Alm s.n.-C I-A
U44 Laportea peduncularis (Wedd.) Chew South Africa M. Weigend 8713 OG
U45 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica Germany M. Weigend 9388 I-A
U46 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica Germany M. Weigend 9389 I-A
U47 Urtica membranacea Poir. ex Savigny Spain M. & K. Weigend 8227 IV-A
U48 Urtica bianorii (Knoche) J. Paiva Spain M. & K. Weigend 8155 I-B
U49 Urtica aquatica Liebm. Guatemala M. Weigend 7478 II-A
U50 Urtica platyphylla Wedd. Japan N. M. Nürk 357 I-A
U51 Urtica mollis Steud. Chile M. Weigend 9357 II-A
U52 Urtica cannabina L. Mongolia M. Weigend 8678 IV-C
U53 Hesperocnide tenella Torr. USA L. Ahartt 12535-C III-A
U54 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica Greece Th. Franke & P. Josifidou 06–64 I-A
U55 Urtica dioica L. subsp. gracilis (Ait.) Selander Canada M. Weigend 9332 II-A
U56 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. sarmatica Zapal. Germany M. Weigend 9324 I-A
U57 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. sarmatica Zapal. Germany M. Weigend 9328 I-A
U58 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. sarmatica Zapal. Germany M. Weigend 9327 I-A
U59 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. sarmatica Zapal. Germany M. Weigend 9329 I-A
U60 Urtica dioica L. subsp. dioica var. sarmatica Zapal. Germany M. Weigend 9325 I-A
U61 Urtica dioica L. subsp. cypria Lindberg f. Cyprus M. Weigend et al. 8229 I-B
U62 Urtica ferox Forst. New Zealand M. Weigend 8211–2 IV-B
U63 Urtica diocia L. subsp. dioica var. holosericea Fries ex Saelan Germany M. & K. Weigend 8096-C I-A
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below and summarized in Table 2. The basic structures of metabo-
lites commonly found in Urtica species and discussed throughout
the manuscript are shown in Fig. 1.
2.2.1. Flavonols
Flavonoids in Urtica generally occur as sugar conjugates, princi-

pally as O-glycosides (Chaurasia and Wichtl, 1987). In MS analyses,
the nature of the sugars could be revealed by elimination of the su-
gar residue, that is, 162 amu (hexose; glucose or galactose) and 146
amu (rhamnose). All glycosides identified on the basis of their UV/
Vis spectra were flavonol derivatives of quercetin, kaempferol, and
isorhamnetin (Fig. 1B) (Chaurasia and Wichtl, 1987).
2.2.2. Hydroxycinnamic acid derivatives
Conjugates formed from the reaction of hydroxycinnamic acids

with quinic acid, malic acid, glucose, and benzoic acids were



Table 2
Metabolites identified in leaf extracts of U. dioica, U. platyphylla and U. flabellata using UPLC–UV–MS; n/i = not identifed.

Peak rt (s) UV Formula Identification [M�H]� (m/z) Error (ppm) MSn product ions

1 174 312 C15H15O10 n/i 355.0678 4.4 191(100)
2 181 295 shd, 325 C16H17O9 3-O-Caffeoylquinic acid 353.0885 4.5 191(100), 133(19), 93(21)
3 186 295 shd, 325 C16H17O9 5-O-Caffeoylquinic acid 353.0878 2.5 191(22), 135(100), 93(23)
4 191 295 shd, 312 C15H31O16 n/i 467.1592 3.7 –
5 198 295 shd, 325 C13H13O8 O-Caffeoyl-threonine 297.0622 4.8 135(54)
6 199 295 shd, 325 C16H17O9 4-O-Caffeoylquinic acid 353.0875 1.7 191(19), 119(47), 97(100)
7 203 275, 325 C12H15O9 n/i 303.0725 3.9 –
8 205 312 C16H17O8 3-(4-Hydroxycinnamoyl) quinic acid 337.0931 3.3 191(50)
9 209 325 C13H11O8 Caffeoyl malic acid 295.0472 6.0 179(24%), 134 (100), 115(34)

10 213 280 C26H33O12 Neoolivil-4-O-glucopyranoside 537.1962 0.8 375(34)
11 214 325 C17H19O9 O-Feruloyl quinic acid 367.1039 3.8 191(100%), 173(13%)
12 215 280, 348 C28H31O16 Quercetin dihexoside 623.1590 463(80%), 301(100%)
13 217 nd C26H43O16 n/i 611.2553 1.8 431(81), 251(100)
14 219 nd C19H29O8 Megastigmane hexoside 385.1858 0.6 201(100)
15 222 350 C22H21O12 Isorhamnetin hexoside 477.1049 4.2 315(60)
16 223 nd C17H29O10 3-Hexenyl-primeveroside 393.1765 2.7 287(100), 219(25)
17 228 nd C25H39O12 Hexenyl-primeveroside 531.2427 1.0 387(58), 225(37), 207(100)
18 230 nd C22H27O10 n/i 451.1584 3.1 269(100), 209(43)
19 231 260, 353 C27H29O16 Rutin 609.1480 5.0 301(100), 271(40)
20 232 nd C25H37O12 n/i 529.2235 7.8 387(28), 207(100)
21 234 313 C13H11O7 p-Coumaroyl malate 279.0515 4.4 163(17%), 133 (69)
22 236 321 C20H33O11 n/i 449.2033 3.9 –
23 239 260, 355 C21H19O12 Isoquercetrin 463.0891 3.9 301(100), 271(32), 255(15)
24 242 323 C14H13O8 Feruloyl malate 309.0618 3.3 193.0513(50), 134(100)
25 243 295 shd, 325 C14H7O2 n/i 207.045 2.6 –
26 245 350 C27H29O15 Kaempferol 3-O-rutinoside 593.1514 2.3 285(100), 255(45), 227 (23)
27 249 350 C28H31O16 Isorhamnetin 3-O-rutinoside 623.1612 1.0 315(100), 299(52), 271 (25)
28 253 260, 340 C21H19O11 Kaempferol 3-O-glucoside 447.0934 2.3 285(100), 255(58), 227(68)
29 257 300 C14H23O6 n/i 287.1501 4.0 –
30 259 315 C25H39O11 Dicaffeoyl quinic acid 515.2502 3.6 353(78), 209(24), 125(100)
31 274 290 C16H25O7 2-Pinene-9-ol-O-glucoside 329.1602 2.2 255(100), 240(50)
32 300 nd C30H15O7 Caffeoyl feruloyl tartaric acid 487.0822 1.5 193(100), 133(11)
33 324 nd C18H31O5 Pinene-ol-O-glucoside 327.2157 2.2 229(47), 211(100), 171(53)
34 339 nd C12H19O4 Dodecenedioic acid 227.1286 3.1 183(52), 143(15)
35 342 nd C18H33O5 Hydroxy octadecanedioic acid 329.2330 2.9 229(45), 211(100), 171(35)
36 373 nd C18H29O4 Dihydroxy octadecatrienoic acid 309.2068 2.9 211(68), 185(69), 121(100)
37 382 312 C18H27O4 n/i 307.1917 4.5 235 (68), 211(67), 185 (90)
38 405 312 C18H25O4 Corchorifatty acid D 305.1762 4.9 112(100)
39 419 nd C18H29O4 Japonic acid 309.2068 2.9 249(60%), 205 (21),135(100%)
40 442 nd C18H31O4 Dihydroxyoctadecadienoic acid 311.2220 1.6 293(38), 211(100), 171(90)
41 471 nd C18H29O3 9-Hydroxyoctadecatrienoic acid 293.2104 1.9 275 (29), 195 (60), 183 (100)
42 499 nd C18H31O3 9-Hydroxy-10,12-octadecadienoic acid 295.2278 4.1 273(32), 181(100)
43 588 nd C18H29O2 Linolenic acid 277.2178 6.2 –
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previously reported for U. dioica (Bucar et al., 2006; Budzianowski,
1991; Pinelli et al., 2008). Several of the hydroxycinnamoyl-quinic
acid conjugates, such as caffeoyl-, feruloyl-, and p-coumaroyl-qui-
nic acids were detected in this study, in addition to novel amino
acid conjugates such as caffeoyl-threonine (peak 5). The predomi-
nant fragment of 191 amu for quinic acid (Fig. 1) in the MSn spec-
trum and characteristic UVmax values at 298 and 325 nm are
diagnostic for hydroxycinnamic acid derivatives (Clifford et al.,
2006a,b); a total of 7 peaks show similar spectra. It is worth noting
that the relative amounts of cinnamate isomers attached to quinic
acid at 5 position was larger than other isomers in most species.
The configuration of the cinnamic acid moiety in hydroxy cinnamic
acid peaks is likely to exist in both cis-(Z) and trans-(E) forms as re-
vealed from one dimensional 1H NMR analysis of U. ferox extract
(Supplementary Fig. S1). Peaks 30 and 32 show UV spectra identi-
cal with caffeoylquinic acids and with high resolution masses of
515.2502 and 487.0862, respectively (Table 2) identified as posi-
tional isomers of di-O-caffeoylquinic acid (peak 30) and caffeoyl
ferulyol tartaric acid (peak 32).

2.2.3. Lignans and terpene glycosides
Lignans have been reported in U. dioica root (Schottner et al.,

1997b), but could not be detected by LC–MS (Bucar et al., 2006),
probably due to the low sensitivity of LC–MS for some lignans or
because of very low levels in leaves. Peak 10 has [M�H]� at m/z
537.1962 with MSn ions at m/z 375 (loss of 162 amu). The mass
spectral data and UV maxima (280 nm) are consistent with a lig-
nan glycoside in U. dioica root identified as neo-olivil glycoside.
Megastigmane and 2-pinene-9-ol, peaks 14 and 31, respectively,
were tentatively identified as minor glycosidic compounds, present
at trace levels in most extracts.

2.2.4. Oxygenated fatty acids
The negative ion MS spectrum of the unsaturated fatty acid

9,12,15-octadecatrienoic acid (peak 43) was easy to interpret with
an exact mass of 277.2188 and a predicted molecular formula of
C18H29O�2 . Negative ionization MS also revealed several unexpected
hydroxy fatty acids as major peaks in most species. Expectedly
these acids show a much lower response in positive ionization
mode (data not shown). Peaks 41 and 42 show a mass of
293.2134 and m/z 295.2298 amu, with predicted molecular formu-
las of C18H29O�3 and C18H31O�3 , respectively, and a loss of a water
molecule (18 amu), suggestive of an extra hydroxy group. Peak
42 was identified as 9-hydroxy-10,12-octadecadienoic acid, an aro-
matase inhibitor found in U. dioica roots (Gansser and Spiteller,
1995). A mass difference of 2 amu between 41 and 42 is indicative
of an extra double bond and is tentatively identified as 9-hydroxy-
octadecatrienoic acid in this fatty acids series (oxylipids). This is
the first report for the presence of similar oxygenated acids in Ur-
tica leaves. In this MS study, it was not possible to provide an



PC1=38%

PC
1

PC
2=

 2
1%

1

2

3

4

5

-10000 -5000 0 5000

-5
00

0
0

50
00

10
00

0

B

A

0.
4

0.
2

0.
0

-0
.2

-0
.4

Fig. 3. UPLC–MS (m/z 100–800) principal component analyses of Urtica taxa. (A)
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unambiguous structural assignment of the hydroxylated fatty-acid
isomers detected with respect to the location of the functional
groups and the E/Z geometry of the double bonds. The detailed
analysis and full structural elucidation to determine oxygenation
position and stereochemistry of the fatty acid derivatives is under
way for the most abundant species. There is an increasing interest
in hydroxy fatty acids, reported to perform a variety of biological
functions such as insect attracting, anti-inflammatory, antimicro-
bial or cytotoxic activities (Abou-ElWafa et al., 2009; Li et al.,
2010; Martin-Arjol et al., 2010). Whether oxygenated fatty acids
contribute to the well documented anti-inflammatory effect found
in Urtica leaves has yet to be investigated.

The overall patterns of chemical composition varied between
different Urtica accessions included in this study. A quantitative
analysis for different classes of compounds identified in Urtica is
presented (see Supporting Information Table S1), which includes
the relative quantification of each metabolite to the recovered
amount of spiked umbelliferone (IS) to allow for comparison across
samples.

2.3. Multivariate data analysis of Urtica phytochemical profiles using
PCA

Differences between samples were apparent by visual examina-
tion of the UPLC-QTOFMS chromatograms of different Urtica spe-
cies (Supplementary Fig. S2). For instance, U. platyphylla and U.
dioica show more intense peaks in the phenolics region compared
to U. mollis and U. flabellata. Due to the large number of samples
studied, multivariate statistical analysis of the biochemical profile
was adopted for a comparison, in order to test for possible hetero-
geneities among different genotypes and for the chemotaxonomy
of Urtica in an untargeted approach. Principal component analysis,
PCA was applied to the matrix of UPLC–QTOF-MS peak intensities
and retention times from TIC. The metabolome clusters were lo-
cated at different points in the two-dimensional space prescribed
by two vectors, principal component 1 (PC1 = 38%) and principal
component 2 (PC2 = 21%) (Fig. 3A). Generally, all replicates from
each sample clustered together and were separated from other
genotypes, confirming the repeatability of the methods used in this
study. Only one replica for each accession is displayed for the sake
of clarity. PC1 was mainly related to phenolic acids and fatty acids,
based on factor loading values. Chlorogenic acid (5-O-caffeoylqui-
nic acid) and caffeic acid malate were important variables to define
PC1. Samples placed to the right along PC1 (red dots) were high in
phenolic acids and blue dots to the left had high values for fatty
acid derivatives (Fig. 3B). These results suggest that metabolite
diversity in Urtica species is due not only to phenolic acids content,
but also to oxygenated fatty acids. It should be noted that signals
for flavonoid glycosides (i.e., quercetin and isorhamnetin conju-
gates) – major peaks detected by MS (Table 1) – show little effect
for segregation in PCA loading plots along PC1, suggesting that
flavonoids are present at comparably lower levels in Urtica leaves,
or at least their extracts. The metabolome cluster of U. dioica, un-
ique for its medicinal use, and rich in phenolic acids, was found
at the far left side along PC1 (negative score value), as highlighted
by the dash lined circle in (Fig. 3A) for U. diocia subsp. dioica
metabolome cluster.

2.4. Multivariate analysis of Urtica phytochemical profiles using HCA

Although the PCA score plot provides some clues for grouping,
the available PCs are limited because only two to three PCs can
be graphically shown, and in this case the first two PCs account
for less than 60% of the variation. Also, the score plot does not pro-
vide any information on the closeness between groups. Applying
hierarchical cluster analysis (HCA) can help to obtain further infor-
mation on these aspects. Hierarchical clustering analysis (HCA)
was also applied to the TIC data from the UPLC–Q-TOF-MS analysis
of each accession to provide the degree of metabolic similarity be-
tween the accessions. HCA results derived from all MS signals and/
or signals for phenolics did not retrieve a signal that strongly cor-
relates to the molecular phylogeny (e.g., Laportea sp. (wood nettle)
retrieved within, Supplementary Figs. S3 and S4). Overall, cluster
analysis only reveals a weak relation between phylogeny and
chemical similarity.

HCA results derived from all MS signals displaying maximum
variance with a p-value of less than 0.1 (Fig. 4) retrieved a dendo-
gram that was closer to the phylogenetic data (Fig. 7) and retrieves
all samples corresponding to Clade I-A (‘‘U. dioica’’) in one cluster
(Cluster I) and most taxa from Clade III (predominantly Andean-
American taxa) in another cluster (Cluster II). Cluster analysis
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using the complete data set without maximum variance (Supple-
mentary Fig. S3) still retrieved the bulk of Clade I-A in one cluster
and many species of Clade III in another, but much less compre-
hensively. Using only phenolic components in HCA analysis the
phylogenetic signal appears to be largely lost and even taxa of
Clade I-A are scattered over the dendogram (Supplementary
Fig. S4). An inspection of cluster 1 (Supplementary Fig. S4) for
metabolites responsible for the clustering pattern shows that sam-
ples from cluster 1 have comparatively higher mass signals for
phenolic acids, mainly caffeoyl quinic acid(s), caffeoyl malic acid
and to a lesser extent in quercetin conjugates. The phlyogenetic
relationships are thus best reflected in the overall similarity of
samples using all compounds retrieved under maximum variance
(Fig. 4).

2.5. Total phenolics and anti-inflammatory assay

To address the issue of potential variation in bioactivity within
Urtica, and to determine whether bioactivity can be predicted by
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average cluster analysis of the MS signals with a S/N ratio above 5 appearing from rt
100 till 600 s (see Fig. 2) displaying maximum variance across samples with a p
value less than 0.1.
multivariate data analysis, we measured the ability of methanol
extracts of 9 Urtica species and variants across all accessions to in-
hibit cyclooxygenase (COX1) and (COX2) (Roschek et al., 2009): U.
dioica L. subsp. cypria, U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica, U. ferox
Forst., U. diocia L. subsp. dioica var. holosericea, U. flabellata, U. mol-
lis, U. platyphylla, U. dioica L. subsp. gracilis, U. dioica L. subsp. dioica
var. sarmatica, see Table 1 for sample details. All extracts examined
were much more effective at inhibiting COX1 than at inhibiting
COX2, thus only data for COX1 are shown in Fig. 5. Extracts from
U. platyphylla and U. diocia, U50 & U56, respectively, were among
the most effective ones, whereas extracts from U. flabellata and
U. mollis, U31 & U51, respectively, were among the least effective
ones at a concentration of 100 mg ml�1. A positive relationship
apparently exists between polyphenolics content and anti-inflam-
matory activity for most extracts examined. Accessions U50 & 56
demonstrated the most potent anti-inflammatory effect and were
enriched in phenolics compared to accessions U31 & 51 with low
phenolic content and weak anti-inflammatory effect (Fig. 5).

To determine whether the bioactivity of Urtica species may be
predicted by either chemometric analysis or gross metabolic profil-
ing, PCA analyses conducted for MS peaks for these selected Urtica
species were compared with a total phenolics (TP) or better ‘‘total
antioxidants’’ assay and the anti-inflammatory assay. PCA loading
and score plots are in general agreement with the TP assay con-
cerning differences in phenolics accounting for clustering among
accessions (Fig. 6A). The loading plots suggest that caffeic acid con-
jugates dominantly contribute to the discrimination of Urtica ex-
tracts (data not shown). The metabolome cluster of accessions
particularly enriched in phenolic acids, U. platyphylla and U. diocia,
was found at the right side along PC1 (positive side). Clusters of U.
flabellata and U. mollis, accessions enriched in hydroxy fatty acids,
were also separated at the left side along PC1 with similar negative
scores values (Fig. 6A). The PCA model explains 42% of the total
variance in the first component, PC1, whereas the second principal
component, PC2, explains, 19% of the variance. HCA of the same
dataset shows two clear clusters, referred to as group 1A and 2A,
respectively (Fig. 6B). Inspection of group 1A, for metabolites medi-
ating for the clustering pattern shows that individuals from group
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Fig. 5. Anti-inflammatory activity against COX1 and phenolics content of Urtica sp.
MeOH extract. Results are expressed for anti-inflammatory activity as % inhibition
to control on the Y1 axis and for polyphenol content as mg g�1 as displayed on the
Y2 axis, average of 3 replicates ± std. deviation. Accessions compared: U31 = U.
flabellata; U46 = U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica, Germany; U50 = U. platyphylla;
U51 = U. mollis Steud., Chile; U55 = U. dioica L. subsp. gracilis; U56 = U. dioica L.
subsp. dioica var. sarmatica; U61 = U. dioica L. subsp. cypria; U62 = U. ferox Forst;
U63 = U. diocia L. subsp. dioica var. holosericea. For details on sample codes, see
Table 1. Results are average of 3 biological replicates.
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1A, are enriched in mass signals for polyphenolic compounds,
mainly caffeoyl quinic acid isomers, as evident from the color code
in HCA. Phenolic acids were found to exhibit a potent inhibition of
the inflammation response (Sergent et al., 2010). The data here
presented not only support the use of nettle as an anti-inflamma-
tory botanical (Roschek et al., 2009), it also provides a first insight
on the nature of compounds accounting for its biological effect.
Nevertheless, it should be noted that these findings are just a hint.
They will have to be followed by more detailed studies of Urtica ex-
tracts in vivo, or ideally by studies on single, isolated compound to
be conclusive.

2.6. Molecular phylogeny

The molecular data based on a four-marker analysis retrieved a
well-supported and well-resolved phylogeny of the genus Urtica
with considerable geographical sorting (Fig. 7). Morphologically
aberrant U. pilulifera from the Mediterranean and West Asia repre-
sents the basal branch (clade V, 100 Maximum-Likelyhood Boot-
strap = ML-BS, 1 Bayesian Posterior Probability = BPP), reflecting
its placement in a distinct, monotypic subgenus Sarcourtica
(Chrtek, 1979; Geltman, 1988). The remainder of the genus falls
into two well-supported major clades, one (Clade IV, 99 ML-BS, 1
BPP) comprising Asian U. cannabina (IV-C, 99 ML-BS, 1 BPP), New
Zealand U. ferox (IV-B, 90 ML-BS, 1 BPP) and all Mediterranean-
Macronesian annuals (IV-A, 83 ML-BS, 1 BPP) as consecutive sister
groups. The other clades (I to III) are also resolved into two sister
groups each, one comprising Asian U. fissa (III-D, 91 ML-BS, 1
BPP) as sister to an American-Macronesian clade (90 ML-BS, 1
BPP), the latter in turn falls into three subclades, one Asian (III-B,
100 ML-BS, 1 BPP), one Macronesian (III-C, 100 ML-BS, 1 BPP)
and one comprising the species-rich American clade (III-A, 100
ML-BS, 1 BPP). The latter clade also includes western North Amer-
ican genus Hesperocnide, which has been traditionally considered
as generically distinct, but can here be shown to be nested in Urti-
ca. The last major clade (I & II, 100 ML-BS, 1 BPP) is dominated by a
highly paraphyletic U. dioica in the widest sense and falls into two
sister clades, one (II, 76 ML-BS, 0.85 BPP) comprising American (II-
A, 72 ML-BS, 1 BPP) and East/Australasian (II-B, 0.9 BPP) taxa, the
other (I, 82 ML-BS, 1 BPP) dominated by (mainly western) Eurasian
taxa (I-A, 90 ML-BS, 1 BPP) respectively Mediterranean endemics
(I-B, 95 ML-BS, 1 BPP). Several morphologically aberrant taxa, such
as U. kioviensis, U. bianorii and U. atrovirens are retrieved in highly
supported clades together with more conventional taxa of the U.
dioica group, indicating that (leaf) morphology is of limited value
in determining phylogenetic relatedness. Overall, the resolution
and statistical support for the phylogeny of Urtica is remarkably
high and allows a detailed comparison of phytochemical position
(Fig. 4) in relation to phylogenetic relatedness (Fig. 7).

3. Conclusions

This work represents the first attempt to explore variation in
secondary metabolites from a wide range of Urtica species. We



Fig. 7. Molecular phylogeny with Laportea as outgroup. Strict consensus tree of a four-marker analysis (ITS, trnL-F, trnS-trnG, psbA). Figures above branches: Maximum-
likelihood bootstrap values, figures below branches: Bayesian posterior probability values.
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analyzed metabolites using UPLC–Q-TOF-MS, based on an extrac-
tion procedure similar to that used in commercial Urtica extracts.
Multivariate PCA and HCA were applied to analyze data and iden-
tify key metabolites differentially accumulated across Urtica taxa.
A range of phenolic compounds and fatty acid derivatives could
be documented from the leaves of Urtica sp., providing a valuable
basis for the search for bioactive compounds in this plant group
and allowing the specific search for promising species and eco-
types for particular compounds or groups of compounds.

A comparison of the metabolite cluster analyses to the phyloge-
netic data (Fig. 7) shows that there is little phylogenetic signal
overall in phytochemical similarity (Supplementary Figs. S3 and
S4). The correlation is better when the full metabolite profile is
used and when maximum variance is applied (Fig. 4), rather than
applying a data set reduced to the putatively pharmacologically
relevant phenolics. The major clades of the phylogenetic analysis
are not retrieved as clusters of phytochemically ‘‘similar’’ acces-
sions. However, a single subclade is approximately retrieved in
all analyses: Subclade I-A, ‘‘U. dioica’’, is mostly found as a nearly
exclusive group. The morphologically highly variable Andean-
American clade is phytochemically heterogeneous and so are the
annual species around U. urens. Variations in the biochemical pro-
file of the target analytes examined were observed, and thus, it is
clear that the differences among Urtica species play an important
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role in determining their potential medicinal value. The application
of chemometrics for its chemical profile can be a suitable tool to
compare and assess the chemotaxonomy among different geno-
types. Individual phenolic acid conjugates are key variables for
capturing most of the biochemical variation among different Urtica
genotypes. Consequently, multivariate data analysis could also be
used for the prediction of the pharmacological activity of Urtica ex-
tracts and or commercial preparations. The data presented here
clearly show that the bulk of the taxa belonging to U. dioica and
corresponding to subclade I-A can be expected to have similar
overall pharmacological properties (Fig. 4), including U. kioviensis
from E. Europe and U. platyphylla from Japan. The latter may be a
particularly interesting plant from the point of view of its
anti-inflammatory potential (Fig. 5). Phytochemical analysis also
revealed that among U. dioica subsp. dioica, vars. holosericea,
sarmatica & subinermis were particularly enriched in phenolics
whereas vars. elegans & angustifolia are low in these components
(Supplementary Table S1). Cluster I also includes the very remotely
related U. urens, the second-most commonly used species of Urtica.
U. urens has low levels of phenolics and flavonoids, but is close to U.
dioica in overall metabolite profile. Across the genus, however,
phytochemical similarity has little to do with phylogenetic related-
ness and even very closely related taxa, such as U. bianorii and
U. atrovirens or U. dioica subsp. gracilis and subsp. holosericea are
not retrieved together in the cluster analysis. The evolution of
the overall phytochemical profiles in the genus appears to be
largely independent of phylogeny.
4. Experimental

4.1. Plant material

We selected 63 well-characterized Urtica accessions in 32 spe-
cies and a total of 43 taxa (including subspecies and varieties), rep-
resenting broad geographic and taxonomical sampling. Voucher
specimens of the plants used are housed in the herbaria B, BSB
(herbarium acronyms following Holmgren and Holmgren, 1998).
Detailed voucher information for the chemical analysis data is pro-
vided in Table 1, Voucher information and genbank numbers for
the molecular analysis are provided in Table 3. An emphasis was
placed on (medicinal) U. dioica and its infraspecific taxa: we ana-
lyzed a total of 23 samples of U. dioica in a wider sense, corre-
sponding to 12 subspecies and varieties. To standardize the
source material and exclude ontogenetic and environmental ef-
fects, only air-dried, median stem leaves of flowering shoots were
used. All specimens were identified with recourse to a comprehen-
sive literature study and – in problematic cases – the comparison
to type material of the taxa.

4.2. Chemicals and reagents

Acetonitrile and formic acid (UPLC–MS grade) were obtained
from J.T. Baker (The Netherlands), milliQ water was used for LC
analysis. Chromoband C18 (500 mg, 3 ml) cartridge was purchased
from Macherey & Nagel (Düren, Germany). Rutin, isoquercetrin,
isorhamnetin-3-O-rutinoside, isorhamnetin-3-O-glucoside,
kaempferol-3-O-rutinoside, and caffeoyl malate were provided
from Chromadex (Wesel, Germany). All other chemicals and stan-
dards were purchased from Sigma Aldrich (St. Louis, MO, USA).

4.3. Extraction procedure and sample preparation for UPLC–MS
analysis

Dried Urtica leaves were ground with a pestle in a mortar using
liquid nitrogen. The powder (30 mg) was then homogenized with
2.5 ml 70% MeOH containing 5 lg/ml umbelliferone (as internal
standard for relative quantification using UPLC–MS) using a Turrax
mixer (11,000 RPM) for five 20 s periods. To prevent heating, a
cooling period of 1 min separated each mixing period. Extracts
were then vortexed vigorously and centrifuged at 3000g for
30 min to remove plant debris. For UPLC-MS analyses, 500 ll were
aliquoted and placed on a (500 mg) C18 cartridge preconditioned
with methanol and water. Samples were then eluted using 3 ml
70% MeOH and 3 ml 100% MeOH. The eluent was evaporated under
a nitrogen stream and the obtained dry residue was resuspended in
500 ll methanol. Three microliter were used for analysis.

4.4. High resolution UPLC–MS analysis

Chromatographic separations were performed on an Acquity
UPLC system (Waters) equipped with a HSS T3 column
(100 � 1.0 mm, particle size 1.8 lm; Waters) applying the follow-
ing binary gradient at a flow rate of 150 ll min–1: 0–1 min,
isocratic 95% A (water/formic acid, 99.9/0.1 [v/v]), 5% B
(acetonitrile/formic acid, 99.9/0.1 [v/v]); 1–16 min, linear from
5% to 95% B; 16–18 min, isocratic 95% B; 18–20 min, isocratic 5%
B. The injection volume was 3.1 ll (full loop injection). Eluted com-
pounds were detected from m/z 100 to 1000 using a MicrOTOF-Q
hybrid quadrupole time-of-flight mass spectrometer (Bruker
Daltonics) equipped with an Apollo II electrospray ion source in
positive and negative ion modes using the following instrument
settings: nebulizer gas, nitrogen, 1.6 bar; dry gas, nitrogen,
6 l min–1, 190 �C; capillary, �5500 V (+4000 V); end plate offset,
�500 V; funnel 1 RF, 200 Vpp; funnel 2 RF, 200 Vpp; in-source
CID energy, 0 V; hexapole RF, 100 Vpp; quadrupole ion energy,
5 eV; collision gas, argon; collision energy, 10 eV; collision RF
200/400 Vpp (timing 50/50); transfer time, 70 ls; prepulse storage,
5 ls; pulser frequency, 10 kHz; spectra rate, 3 Hz. Internal mass
calibration of each analysis was performed by infusion of 20 ll
10 mM lithium formiate in isopropanol/water, 1/1 (v/v), at a gradi-
ent time of 18 min using a diverter valve.

4.5. UPLC-CID-MS/MS analysis

MicrOTOF-Q: Precursor ions were selected in Q1 with an isola-
tion width of ±2D and fragmented in the collision cell applying col-
lision energies in the range of 10 to 30 eV. Argon was used as
collision gas. Product ions were detected using the following
parameter settings: collision RF 150/400 Vpp (timing 50/50);
transfer time, 70 ls; prepulse storage, 5 ls; pulser frequency,
10 kHz; spectra rate, 1.5 Hz. For CID of in-source fragment ions
(pseudo-MS3), in-source CID energy was increased from 0 to
100 V.

Ion Trap MS: MSn mass spectra were also obtained from a LCQ
Deca XP MAX system (ThermoElectron, San Jose, USA) equipped
with a ESI source (electrospray voltage 4.0 kV, sheath gas: nitro-
gen; capillary temperature: 275 �C) in negative ionization modes.
The ion trap MS system is coupled with a Waters UHPLC setup
using the same elution gradient for high resolution UPLC–MS (Sec-
tion 4.4). The MSn spectra were recorded by using the following
conditions: MS/MS analysis with a starting collision-induced disso-
ciation energy of 30 eV and an isolation width of ±2D in a data
dependent, negative ionization mode.

4.6. Identification and characterization of phenolic compounds in
Urtica leaves

Phenolic compounds were characterized by their UV/Vis spectra
(220–600 nm), retention times relative to external standards, peak
spiking, mass spectra and MSn fragmentation patterns, and spectra
of isolated compounds, compared to data from our in-house



Table 3
List of vouchers for the molecular phylogeny, including herbarium vouchers and GenBank-accession numbers.

Taxon Country of
origin

Herbarium voucher DNA-
Nr

trnL-trnF trnS-trnG psbA-
trnH

ITS

Hesperocnide tenella Torr. USA L. Ahartt 12535-C (BSB) 2586 KF559050 KF559111 KF558990 KF558930
Hesperocnide tenella Torr. USA L. S. Rose 57086 (B) 2026 KF559027 KF559088 KF558967 KF558907
Laportea peduncularis (Wedd.) Chew South Africa M. Weigend 8713 (BSB) 2274 KF559047 KF559108 KF558987 KF558927
Laportea spec. Kamerun Th. Franke & L. Beenken s.n. 26.10.2002

(BSB)
2006 KF559082 KF558901

U. andicola Wedd. Peru M. Ackermann & D. Kollehn 276 (BSB) 3081 KF559060 KF559121 KF559000 KF558940
U. angustifolia Fisch. ex Hornem. Mongolia H. H. Hilger 1603 (BSB) 2007 KF559022 KF559083 KF558962 KF558902
U. aquatica Liebm. Guatemala M. Weigend 7478 (BSB) 2892 KF559056 KF559117 KF558996 KF558936
U. cf. aquatica Peru Ch. Schwarzer 14-C (BSB) 1728 KF559017 KF559077 KF558957 KF558896
U. atrovirens Loisel. ex Poir. Italy

(Sardinia)
M. Weigend 7798 (BSB) 1724 KF559016 KF559076 KF558956 KF558895

U. bianorii (Knoche) J.Paiva Spain
(Mallorca)

M. & K. Weigend 8155 (BSB) 2224 KF559037 KF559098 KF558977 KF558917

U. cannabina L. Mongolia M. Weigend 8678 (BSB) 2237 KF559043 KF559104 KF558983 KF558923
U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. holosericea Fries Germany M. & K. Weigend 8096-C (BSB) 3083 KF559062 KF559123 KF559002 KF558942
U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. angustifolia

Wimm. & Grabowsky
Cezch
Republic

M. & K. Weigend 5606-C (BSB) 1081 KF559009 KF559069 KF558949 KF558888

U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica Mexico Ch. Schneider et al. 52a (BSB) 2906 KF559057 KF559118 KF558997 KF558937

U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica Germany M. & K. Weigend 7807 (B) 2231 KF559039 KF559100 KF558979 KF558919

U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. dioica Germany E. Zippel 2002/2b (B) 2232 KF559040 KF559101 KF558980 KF558920

U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. elegans Chenev. Switzerland M. Weigend 8115 (BSB) 3082 KF559061 KF559122 KF559001 KF558941
U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. hispida Wedd. Switzerland M. & K. Weigend 8112-C (BSB) 2234 KF559042 KF559103 KF558982 KF558922
U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. hispida Wedd. Switzerland M. & K. Weigend 8109-C (BSB) 2233 KF559041 KF559102 KF558981 KF558921
U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. sarmatica Zapal. Germany M. Weigend 9328 (BSB) 3085 KF559063 KF559124 KF559003 KF558943
U. dioica L. subsp. dioica var. sarmatica Zapal. Germany M. & K. Weigend 5662 (BSB) 1080 KF559008 KF559068 KF558948 KF558887
U. dioica L. subsp. gracilis (Ait.) Selander Canada M. Weigend 9332 (BSB) 2009 KF559023 KF559084 KF558963 KF558903
U. dioica L. subsp. sondenii Norway T. Alm s.n.-C (BSB) 1722 KF559015 KF559075 KF558955 KF558894
U. dioica L. subsp. subinermis (Uechtr.)

Weigend
Germany M. & K. Weigend 5661 (B) 1093 KF559011 KF559071 KF558951 KF558890

U. dioica L. subsp. subinermis (Uechtr.)
Weigend

Austria M. & K. Weigend 5665 (B) 1095 KF559012 KF559072 KF558952 KF558891

U. dioica L. subsp. cypria Lind b.f. Cyprus M. Weigend et al. 8229 (BSB) 1992 KF559021 KF559081 KF558961 KF558900
U. dioica L. subsp. holosericea (Nutt.) Thorne USA

(California)
Ewan 9916 (K) 2288 KF559048 KF559109 KF558988 KF558928

U. dioica L. subsp. holosericea (Nutt.) Thorne USA
(California)

L. Ahart 13172 (BSB) 2587 KF559051 KF559112 KF558991 KF558931

U. dioica L. subsp. pubescens (Ledeb.) Domin Italy G. Parolly, Th. Duerbye, H. H. Hilger, A.
Mutallimov 13020 (B)

3071 KF559059 KF559120 KF558999 KF558939

U. echinata Benth. Peru M. Weigend et al. 9227-C (BSB) 1078 KF559007 KF559067 KF558947 KF558886
U. cf. echinata Benth. Peru M. Weigend et al. 8478 (BSB) 3086 KF559064 KF559125 KF559004 KF558944
U. ferox Forst. New

Zealand
M. Weigend 8211–2 (BSB) 2010 KF559024 KF559085 KF558964 KF558904

U. fissa Pritz. Taiwan M. Weigend 8129 (BSB) 2011 KF559025 KF559086 KF558965 KF558905
U. flabellata Kunth Peru M. Weigend et al. 7728 (BSB) 2040 KF559028 KF559089 KF558968 KF558908
U. incisa Poir. New

Zealand
Atwood 48288 (NZ Landcare Research) 2265 KF559046 KF559107 KF558986 KF558926

U. cf. incisa New
Zealand

M. Weigend 8212 (BSB) 2836 KF559052 KF559113 KF558992 KF558932

U. kioviensis Rogov. Germany N. Nürk & J. Devers 333 (BSB) 2240 KF559044 KF559105 KF558984 KF558924
U. laetevirens Maxim. Tibet H. Rushforth & H. McAllister 5327 (B) 2908 KF559058 KF559119 KF558998 KF558938
U. lalibertadensis Weigend Peru M. Weigend et al. 8018-C (B) 1683 KF559014 KF559074 KF558954 KF558893
U. leptophylla Kunth Peru Weigend et al. 7706 (B) 1552 KF559013 KF559073 KF558953 KF558892
U. longispica Killip Ecuador M. Weigend & G. Brokamp 9113-C (BSB) 1889 KF559020 KF559080 KF558960 KF558899
U. magellanica Poir. Argentina M. Weigend et al. 6809-C (BSB) 2881 KF559053 KF559114 KF558993 KF558933
U. mairei Levl. Tibet H. Rushforth & H. McAllister 5247 (BSB) 2212 KF559032 KF559093 KF558972 KF558912
U. membranacea Italy M. Gottschling 1 (BSB) 2229 KF559038 KF559099 KF558978 KF558918
U. membranacea Spain

(Mallorca)
M. Ackermann & C. Knödler s. n. (BSB) 2219 KF559033 KF559094 KF558973 KF558913

U. mollis Steud. Chile H. Gunckel 29.962 (CONC) 2885 KF559054 KF559115 KF558994 KF558934
U. mollis Steud. Chile Kalin Arroyo 81901. (CONC) 2886 KF559055 KF559116 KF558995 KF558935
U. mollis Steud. Chile C. Villagrán 53963 (CONC) 2054 KF559029 KF559090 KF558969 KF558909
U. morifolia Poir. Spain

(Teneriffa)
M. & K. Weigend 8242 (BSB) 2206 KF559030 KF559091 KF558970 KF558910

U. morifolia Poir. Spain
(Teneriffa)

M. & K. Weigend 8240 (BSB) 2207 KF559031 KF559092 KF558971 KF558911

U. peruviana Geltman Peru M. Weigend et al. 7625-C (BSB) 1886 KF559018 KF559078 KF558958 KF558897
U. pilulifera L. Cyprus M.&. K. Weigend 8153-C (B) 2221 KF559035 KF559096 KF558975 KF558915
U. pilulifera L. Italy Hilger s.n. (BSB) 2223 KF559036 KF559097 KF558976 KF558916
U. platyphylla Wedd. Japan N. M. Nürk 357 (B) 3088 KF559065 KF559126 KF559005 KF558945
U. portosanctana Press Spain

(Teneriffa)
M. & K. Weigend 8234 (BSB) 2291 KF559049 KF559110 KF558989 KF558929

U. stachyoides Webb Spain M. & K. Weigend 8230 (BSB) 2017 KF559026 KF559087 KF558966 KF558906
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Table 3 (continued)

Taxon Country of
origin

Herbarium voucher DNA-
Nr

trnL-trnF trnS-trnG psbA-
trnH

ITS

(Teneriffa)
U. taiwaniana S. S. Ying Taiwan J. N. Chen et al. 00573-C (BSB) 2242 KF559045 KF559106 KF558985 KF558925
U. trichantha (Wedd.) Acevedo & L. E. Navas Peru F. Cáceres 3326 (BSB) 3090 KF559066 KF559127 KF559006 KF558946
U. urens L. Germany M. Weigend 5667 (BSB) 1082 KF559010 KF559070 KF558950 KF558889
U. urens L. Peru M. Weigend et al. 8317 (BSB) 2220 KF559034 KF559095 KF558974 KF558914
U. urentivelutina Weigend Peru M. Weigend & Ch. Schwarzer 7907 (BSB) 1887 KF559019 KF559079 KF558959 KF558898
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database and reference literature (Bucar et al., 2006; Budzianowski,
1991; Chaurasia and Wichtl, 1987; Guil-Guerrero et al., 2003;
Kraus and Spiteller, 1990; Zhou et al., 2009).

4.7. MS data processing and multivariate analyses

Relative quantification of metabolite profiles after UPLC-MS
was performed using XCMS data analysis software, which can be
downloaded freely as an R package from the Metlin Metabolite
Database (http://137.131.20.83/download/) (Smith et al., 2006).
This software approach employs peak alignment, matching and
comparison following the exact procedure described in (Farag
and Wessjohann, 2012).

4.8. DNA isolation and amplification

All taxa used in the phytochemical analysis were sequenced,
representing a total of 59 ingroup samples, corresponding to 43
taxa (32 species, 12 subspecies and varieties). Two species of
Laportea were used as the out group (Hadiah et al., 2008). The
molecular markers used failed to provide resolution between the
‘‘varieties’’ of U. dioica subsp. dioica and not all accessions used in
the phytochemical analysis were therefore included in the molec-
ular phylogeny. DNA extraction, PCR, purification, and sequencing
followed standard protocols as described in Gottschling and Hilger
(2001). The same primers were used for amplification and
sequencing: the trnL-F spacer was amplified with primers C and
F of Taberlet et al. (1991), the ITS locus with primers P5 and P4
of White et al. (1990), trnS-G with primers trn_S(GCU) and
trn_G(UCC) of Hamilton (1999), psbA—trnH with the primers and
the protocols of (Weigend et al., 2010). Sequences were manually
aligned in Align Ver.07/04 (Hepperle, 2004).

4.9. Molecular phylogenetic reconstruction

Phylogenetic analyses were conducted for the combined dataset
(ITS, trnS-trnG, trnH-psbA and trnL-trnF) with Maximum likelihood
(ML) and Bayesian (BA) methods (Felsenstein, 1981). Substitution
models were previously tested for each region separately, using
Modeltest v.3.7 and the analyses were performed with partitions
unlinked, each with a different substitution model (ITS:
GTR + I + G; trnS-G: K81uf + G; psbA: TIM + G; trnL-F; TVM + G).
ML analyses were carried out on the RAxML web-server (Stamata-
kis et al., 2008), and bootstrap support was calculated from 1000
replicates. BA analyses were conducted in MrBayes v. 3.1.2 (Ron-
quist and Huelsenbeck, 2003), with four independent runs of
2,000,000 generations each, and sampling every 1000 generations.
After inspection of convergence in Tracer (available at http://tree.-
bio.ed.ac.uk/software/tracer/), the first 1000 trees were discarded
as burn-in. Potential incongruence between ITS and the combined
plastid regions was assessed using the Incongruence Length Differ-
ence (ILD) test (Farris et al., 1994) as implemented in PAUP v. 4.0
(Swofford, 2003), with 1000 replicates and saving a maximum of
1000 trees in each replicate. Part of the analyses was conducted
at the High Performance Computing of the Freie Universität Berlin.
ILD test indicate that datasets are incongruent (p = 0.001), but sep-
arate analysis of the ITS- and the chloroplast markers revealed no
well-supported differences in topology.

4.10. Anti-inflammatory cyclooxygenase-1 (COX) inhibition assay

All reagents and solutions were prepared according to the pro-
tocols established by Cayman Chemicals (Ann Arbor, MI, USA) for
the COX-1 inhibition assay. 70% MeOH/water (v/v) extract was
prepared for 9 Urtica accessions (U. dioica subsp. cypria, U. dioica
subsp. dioica var. dioica, U. ferox, U. diocia subsp. dioica var. holoseri-
cea, U. flabellata, U. mollis, U. platyphylla, U. dioica subsp. gracilis, U.
dioica subsp. dioica var. sarmatica), and the extract lyophilized.
Dried extracts were dissolved in neat DMSO and diluted in reaction
buffer to a final DMSO concentration of 1% (v/v). Extracts were
tested at concentrations of 100, 150, and 200 mg ml�1. Reactions
were conducted with COX enzyme in the presence of heme as a
co-factor. The enzymes were incubated at 37 �C for 15 min with se-
rial dilutions of the nettle extracts or reaction buffers to determine
100% enzyme activity (positive control), and heat inactivated
enzymes were used to as negative controls (0% enzyme activity).
Arachidonic acid (100 lM) was added to each well and the fluores-
cence product of the reaction was measured at 670 nm using
microplate reader. Percent inhibition of the COX enzymes was
determined by comparing the extract loaded wells with the
positive and negative controls. Commercially available COX-1
(SC-560) inhibitor was used for comparison. The COX-1 inhibitor
has an IC50 value of 50 nM. The assay was carried out in triplicate.

4.11. Total phenolics quantification

A spectrophotometric method using Folin–Ciocalteu reagent for
reducing substances was adapted for the phenolic content assay in
Urtica leaves. Extracts were prepared by cold extraction with shak-
ing over 3 h using 70% MeOH. Plant debris was removed by centri-
fugation and the solvent was removed by evaporation under
nitrogen followed by lyophilisation. The residue was dissolved in
methanol to obtain a solution of a concentration of 10 mg ml�1. Fo-
lin–Ciocalteu reagent (100 ll) was added to a test tube containing
20 ul of the extract solution. Contents were mixed and a saturated
aqueous sodium carbonate solution (200 ll) was added to the
tube. The volume was adjusted to 2 ml by the addition of 0.68 ml
of milliQ water and the contents were mixed vigorously. Tubes
were allowed to stand at room temperature for 25 min and then
centrifuged for 5 min at 2500g. Absorbance of the supernatant
was read at 760 nm. Blank samples of each extract were used for
background subtraction. Caffeic acid was used as standard for the
calibration curve at concentrations of 0.01, 0.1, 1, and 5 mg ml�1.
The assay was carried out in triplicate.
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