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Separation, purification and antibacterial activity of
total flavonoids from Catalpa root bark
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4.01, EBLA CEEARE 7000, AL 2.5 mL/min, % & #
T AR R FH B E A (T7.4320.23) %, R M E A
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Abstract; Taking the adsorption rate and desorption rate as the eval-
uation indexes, macroporous resin was adopted to optimize the sepa-
ration and purification technology of total flavonoids from Catalpa
root bark, and the antibacterial activity of the purified total
flavonoids from Catalpa root bark was investigated. The results indi-
cated that the optimal technological conditions for the separation and
purification of total flavonoids from Catalpa root bark were as fol-
lows: application of NKA-II resin; mass concentration, flow rate and
pH value of loading buffer of 0.538 mg/mlL, 1.66 mL/min and 4.01,
respectively; concentration of eluant ethyl alcohol of 70%; and

elution flow rate of 2.5 mL/min. Under such conditions. the purity,
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adsorption rate and desorption rate of total flavonoids from Catalpa
root bark were (77.4340.23) %, (93.364£0.25)% and (95.51 &
0.17) %, respectively. Antibacterial activity indicated that total fla-
vonoids from Catalpa root bark had extremely sensitive antibacterial
activity to Escherichia coli, Bacillus subtilis, and Staphylococcus
aureus; and high antibacterial sensitivity to penicillium and Saccha-
romyces cerevisiae. MIC values of S. aureus, Bacillus subtilis and
E. coli, as well as S. cerevisiae and penicillium were (6. 25 +
0.25) mg/mlL, (12.5040.36) mg/mL and (25.00%£0.27) mg/mlL,
respectively.

Keywords: Catalpa root bark; flavonoid; macroporous resin; separa-

tion and purification; antibacterial activity
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FEAEAK ST AR AR B T 0 DR L B D R A R T LA
K IT R HA R T R Y R SR B TR 7R 32 4L B AR 3
1wk Jiik
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FEA AR B« SR B ) R A8 K P T A BH L KB R A A AR
B 2B Rl bt 58 T4, T 0 BT 0K BT R ARSI B T
PR R AE T L S AR YR PR LK Ry B L 1 100 H
FERMRATERER .
1.1.2 {5

Wik Bz 281l 2% W, 4l B =98 %0 . 1 Vg VR AR R B A TR
NG

Wi B 2 9060 FF B (Bacillus subtilis) | 4 ¥ €8 % %5 Bk @
(Staphylococcus aureus) . KM ¥F 1 (Escherichia coli) : H1 [
B B i # AR P WF 55 9T B R LR R 0 5

H % W (Penicillium notatum) T B £ # (Saccharo-
myces cerevisiae) : ] B BT 2 B AL ) S50 %

AB-8 ,NKA-II, X-5,D3520, D101, ADS-7 K fL#f i§ . K
HET O B Al Ak TSR T

ToK e AR A A BR 45 R AL Hh R S R
Bk BERR AN RERR A A i Ak, g E 2 AR
Al 2=l
1L1.3 EZAUE

R OB AR €533 - LC-20 A Y, AR I A o 10 O

HL 7R F: JA3003 BY, B 2 5 0 F B 22 AU A% A R
NG

JiE e 7 AL R201D-T1 B ER M IRFL T 52 52 A BR 2 ) 5

2 FE it . PHS-802 B, 5t {73l A d (R A IR A v 5

B 3 8 X T R A - DHG-06 B, 5% 00T 7 3k 3% 4% X
A PR A
1.2 A&

L2 SOEERBGR A H A PRI L 000 g AR B2 T8
PUBMBEE R 10 10 Cg/mL) Jim AR AR A- 50 95 % 1 £ B [
IR 3 WL R 3 hy i, AIF IR . 75 ClE = KRG
60 CHZ T, &H,

1.2.2 FERIAR R A8 8 A i A I e

1) A 7 o V8 VR TG 1) < A 288 B RO B R AR v b 3.7 mg,s
L ZS Wb o 5.4 mg, i 80 HEBREMIF AR ER 2
50 mL, #8457, BT 6 A o i % 45 T

(2) i85 5 HE LC-20A 78 35 350 M 48,33 ; Shimadzu
Cis A 3EAE (4.6 pm X 250 mm,5 pm); PUABIL R 10 1 B9
FE—0.4 Yo Bl R S T 3 A 5 0 I 28 58 SR 360 nm s 3 A
10~20 pL; i 1.0 mL/min; #EIRAS 40 C.

(3) NEETR I A2« AR 4 SR [ 18 101 75 v » 4 A 38 T 1 7K
1188 Mt Bz 22 R 1L 25 By L 48 R HPLC 00 2 Mt B 28 01 2% B
A A AR 2 (D T B A R A

my = (m; X1.65+m, X1.74), (@D

Favi: L

my — BEET &R, mg/L;
my m&%ﬁivmg/ld
m,—— 258 & &, mg/L,

1.2.3 AWM T 8 K AL W B R iR AB-8. NKA-II,
X-5.D3520.D101 ,ADS-7 fil Z B2 11 24 h. 9K )5 1 & WL 4k &2
VB TR 2 TR TR B K B RS T ik, FH ZE IR K TR & TG BEOR S
UE . KEEFRICKILW IR % 2.0 g B T TR R T, & mA
SR By 0.489 1 mg/mL BYERIBGK 20 mL, & T 25 C
VL PR F AT T A W B, T R B A (10 ho o IR B S L R
WRC1.2.2 J7 B0 VR B B . A N % W IS
Jig HEATHIUE , T 2RI K B i% 3 KRG 7000 L R TR
(35 mL)F 25 CIERFE KM 10 h, 3 M8 1.2.2 77 300 E %
WO R BT . o A A R B A L R B ) R

I A i BT R
Q- MM (2)
M, (11—
_ M. 0 p
WmeidemoA, (3
.

Q— MWK Mt & . mg/g - THIAG;

M, — VA g i g

a— BB EKE, %5

M ——— W% BRI 8 A B B O & mg 5

M~ W B I V5 I B TR R . mg s

Wy —— W B AT 3, 65

M, —— PR R S B R R, mg.
L2.4 KRALW G Sh S W Bl as o 1AL 38 )5 ) LA A #h
U8 HERGFRIBUR IR 45 15.00 g, FIZE 1R IR 38 kL. ¥ 35 mL
ST MR B Ry 0.538 me/mL () W B BOIN A JE HT AL L T E A
1 BV/h, BEREJG 58 1 BV /K ¥E SR G I 70 %6 £ IV TR 8 3L
3 BV AR BRI . 65 "CE A T o AR 3= B0 1.2.2 J7 ik
DR N SN = Q3 1 = B VTN R 1 EZ TR

M — M,

— 0

W M X 100% . )
M

P = X 100% . 5
My % )

A,

Wy — R IR R B3, 06 5

M—— FFER T BB, mg s

M, T P R T, mg

P MIELERE %0

M, — PR & 25 T 5 W 3 5 & . g

My — BT J5 i & . mg.
1.2.5  NKA-TU K AL [ 4l b e b AR B 35 I 2% 14 1 9 5%

(1) b FER e BE - 1 4k T IS B0 K FL AR B Frh 0 » v 0
BB 45 15.00 g, FHZE 1K@ 16 264 . ¥ 35 mL i 9 i ik
BE4> R 0.302,0.538,0.893,1.285,1.594 mg/mL [ WL K i
INABEVTA, Wl 1 BV/h, LREE B 1 BV K. K5
FH 706 BV VR 3 BV, W AE VR, 65 C B 25 T4
WAR 8 1.2.2 ykiE b B S 'O ES AR
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(2) EFEW pH A K WAL B S i LA IS g , B AR
B BB 45 15.00 g, FHZE WK ik 2 4 . 4§ 35 mL 5B i ik
Bk 0.538 mg/mL . AR[E pH(3.04,4.01,5.08,6.05,7.09) Kj
W B O A JZ AL i 1.5 mL/min, B LG 1 BV
JKBERIG I 7090 L RE IR VR 3 BV, AR P IBk . 65 °C &L
25 T OB AR 3 BRC1.2.2 J7 0 s o S A AL O
B B0, DU e pH,

(3) AR IR I T < N Tk B S B R AL AR B Al v R
BRI 45 15.00 g, FHZE 18K 1B L 284 . % 35 mL G 35 i ik
JE 0.538 mg/mL . pH 4.01 Ay BT AJZ AT i 843 )
7 1.38,1.66,1.90,2.18,2.40 mL/min, F#E)5 .56 1 BV K
kARG 4 700 O BEOK IR MR VR B 3 BV, i 4B Uk BV
65 °C H25 T BB ACIR  #e BR1.2.2 J7 il e e o B B
LIRS A B DL B R ORI .

(4) PRI BT < 8 1004k B 5 B R FL A IR il 08, v 1 AR
U BE 45 15.00 g, HZE WK k2 . 4% 35 mL 5B i ik
JE 0.538 mg/mL . pH 4.01 0% BN A JZ Br AT, 3t 18 h
1.66 mL/min, F#EJG . %6 1 BV Kk, R )5 23 511 40% .
50%6,60% ,70% .80 % & WKW W UE Bt 3 BV, Wi 48 Wk 160K
65 CE 2 T AR 2 IR 1.2.2 J7 I 5@ e opr B35 R 4
L IR B AR BT DUR A I 1 R I Ve

(5) M) I T < e T Ak B S ) R AL AR B il s o 9 B
BB 4% 15.00 g, FHZE 18K IR 5 e 4 . % 35 ml G 35 i ik
B2 0.538 mg/mL,pH 4.01 AR B I A JZ AT AE b FE i
7 1.66 mL/min, Jg i 1 BV 7K ¥k S8R5 4331 70 % L BEK
WUE ML 3 BV, Bk MW W E 4 B 1.6, 1.9, 2.2, 2.5,
2.8 mL/min W £ Pe W, 65 °C FL A T4 BUM R AR 4% B
1.2.2 J7 g s He b S B o R A& B IR T 3L DL
JE o A PR B Mk B
1.2.6  NKA-TI K AL PR B £E 5% 1 43 5 2l Ak e AR B 58 3%

NKA-TT K AL IS 15.00 g, J 22 18 /K i 25 2 1, 4% i i
A 2 6 R O 4% 1 R R A AR B I A AT B A R W AR
PR, 65 “CIL2S T M OB AR OIR L 4% B 1.2.2 J5 vk i o
SR S A T AR AT R B R Rl
1.2.7  FERAR B2 BB ER F — 2P glifh B NKA-TT K AL s
iSRS 2 gOREE B R BT ) — & i v R,
100~200 H #E IR 5T . 38 X% T (& D . FRIL 60 g fET.
Tk 3 F 1.6 cm X 400.0 mm ZHFEH, T3 LHE, 4
AR 10:1,9:1,8:1,7:1,6:1,5:1,4:1,3:
1,201,101 Ry ST — I v VR M 2 PP e 3 A 00 BE e G i
b R =T @ R el N - e s sl TR
WLOT RO A R E AT B EE KRR, AR
B B S v AT BT A BAS BIA e l E RRE . He IR 12,2
IR L i N S N T A2 7 i N sl T vl
(89.5940.19) %.

1.2.8  FERIAR B2 BB E HUR G M A R BT Al AL S A

P AR Rz 3 T 7506 £ B BE ) B 8.25 mg/mL ¥ 45

SR FHAE R B Bk 0 s 0 1 P AR 5 i N TR VR B (MIIC)
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FR 5 5 1 5 BRSOk 20 36T .
2 HiRk5nbr
2.1 KFL#AE X o R S IR it

FH % 1 A) a0, 6 FfrAws i Hh el A R A MR R 5B A R G
ADS-7, Ry NKA- 15 fif B % e K98 NKA-1, f/hH
ADS 7 L5575 15 i S W E £ NKA-TT .

F 1 REEE TR RS ER S IR PH X 2 32 R IR B 2 A0 g 47 26
Table 1 Adsorption and analytical results of different types

of macroporous resin

T Rig 24 WetE  WHHE/ (mgeg ) fENTE/ %
AB-8 550 M 31.01+0.23 70.03+0.21
ADS-7 R M 54.9140.18 26.4940.32
D101 et M 33.23+0.32 64.9540.26
D3520 Wk 13.75+0.24 41.5240.33
NKA-I W 41.2540.22 75.2240.19
X-5 et v 29.7140.16 68.7240.21

2.2 KFL#fAE Xt B E B 3h 7 W% B

g T B A T 55 D R AL AR IR R R B I (3 WA i L
6 F AL IR #RHEAT T 2 SR MR, A R LR 2, Hi Sk 2
AT, 6 Fh AL AR RE XA AR AR R B T AT AT AN TR AR B 4t Ak AL
FLHh NKA-TT glifh sk R b » 46 NKA-TT glifb )5 B 2R
4l BF R A 14.16 %042 %) 54.26 % KR 89.37 % iR
BrEehy 90.16 % . S 28852 Hl NKA-TT K FLAR i X A 6 4R e
SR AT A B Al .
2.3 NKA-J| @i HMRE S EMEGHR
2.3.1 bRk R 1 A, B RR R MK BE AE 0.302~
0.538 mg/mL I, It A% 1 T80 vk B 1) B8 K, Xof e 25 T 1) I
Bt 228 K5 2 L REVROVR S 0.538 mg/mL B, g 2 I % Bt R
KNI KA, (936 +0.23)%; b KE TR WK B AE 0.538 ~
1.594 mg/mL B, 44 Jig W% B 38 B A o 0 V0 VR 88 1) 3 DK TT Uk
Ao TTRESE DR VROVR B Sk KB 43 & A 2R R RN UL E » 1 B AR
S AT W 3 AR AN 5 e B o UK e R 23 A R S ) i R
He IR 2R . BT AHA E 0.538 mg/mL Ay dicfE DR

R 2 BN KFL B RS Xt B R R Y 3R
BMERAURR

Table 2 Adsorption rate, desorption rate and purification
effect of macroporous resin in dynamic adsorption
%
s R e - .
i 2 8 - B GRS fi b %
AB-8 14.16+0.31 43.27+0.31 79.52+0.28 86.19+0.23
ADS-7 14.164£0.31 35.6040.16 91.05+0.32 48.6240.36
D101 14.16+£0.31 49.55+0.27 81.134+0.24 77.35£0.27
D3520 14.164+0.31 31.51+0.33 67.97+0.29 63.52+0.31
NKA-[ 14.16+0.31 54.26+0.36 89.37+0.31 90.16+0.33
X-5 14.16+£0.31 29.59+0.32 75.38+0.19 81.6540.25
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Figure 1

on the adsorption rate of flavonoids

2.3.2 FFEWE pHAH Wi 2 W] ARG AE pH 3.04~
4.01 B BERE pH B 3G K, B TR 1 IR BT %6 1 K5 fE pH 4,01
B B A 1 5k B R, K (92.540.22) %5 £E pH 4.01 ~
7.09 B, B R AR BE A pH B A RN . MR R 2 IS
BRI, L R A R A T EA S
Bl B L R b P LE BB S R T 2 5 B R TG R 2 Ak
EYEE MR 2 —E W, EESREMNT LU
FOREAEAE AT L SEAE S A AL Ty Fudss g A= W AR T o AFL 7 0
TR P R B B 3 5 /D B AT 1 o B G o de £ pH (B 4,01,

Nel
S W
T 1

a

wn
T

N 9 X 0 O
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T T

UGS
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(=}
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Figure 2 Effect of different sample solution pH on the ad-

sorption rate of flavonoids

2.3.3  LREWCWEE BB 3 R, LAR O AR 1,38 ~
1.66 mL/min B, B 2 0 38 0935 K 2 TR 0 W B S 48 0K 2 I
A 1.66 mL/min [, 8 7 W T2 38 2 05 K H, O (91,59 &
0.35) %6, M AL 1.66~2.4 mL/min B, [ % i ¥ 19 4 K
3 A e o R I e I B B U R e
R g 11 P ] R (EL D 2 2 8 7R B2 238 3 24 348 DR A B T
W A 24848 B o T L 32 3 o o T8 YR 5 480 i 1 0 f B i) QL A 2K
A3 AN 6 58 4 W BFEAE B B L DA S 0B I T D A o W
R A REAR . FRAfE 1.66 mL/min Jydpctl A .

2.3.4  VREBERIWE B 4 WAL 2 SRR HOR 40 6 ~
7096 B, bl £ UK B S B0 1K Al AT 26 K Y BRI By
BOhy 7000 B i W 3k B R KAEL L D (95.46 £0.26) %05 4 &
FEAR R X B0 R 7026 ~80 Yo it , I 2, WA B 4 50 0y 384 K fie % 38
TR SR TR B A A W s A L S B K IR B ) B
i 58 4 fif WE . 24 L BEARFR A3 B 70 06 B il I R e e o AR 4 A
RUAR 775 50 B M % o AT AR B R O A A R 70 96 2 AR

751
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Figure 3

the adsorption rate of flavonoids
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Figure 4 Effect of ethanol concentration on resin

desorption rate

AL R Ik B 2 BB AY Bk 70 %
2.3.5 VEBIRIGE  mE 5 AL A 1.6~2.5 mL/min
Fib B R gt M7 SR ST 38 K R R 2.5 mL/min W 8 R ) i
MRk Bl i . Al g A2 50 G 3 T Bk I 70 b 4 78 4 Lk A
PR 25 B v 46 W0 R 26 A i 3 T ) o TR O A 0 B R Ok L T o
T D I o 5 e T AR 1 A A 0 AW I A B R st I T
BEAE 3 AL T 28 & W R Rt /o o i) . IR bk R vk
Wi 7 2.5 mL/min,
2.4 NKA-TXIAWEREEGEIBSEEMRE 2HR
NKA- T KFLI 1 B Al 45 A0 T b 5 35 R 30F £ 3 25 %
3V, 9 0% B 2R R (93.36 4 0.25) %, i B 2R K (95,51 +
0.17) % , JA ¥4l BE N (77.4340.23) Y% . BRE S R AR 2
BV R AT L K kg fb J5 HPLCK LK 6 ~8 . H
1001
95
90 -
85+
80
751

70
65

TS
Desorption rate/%

1.6 1.8 20 22 24 26

2.8 3.0
R R A R
Flow rate of elution/(mL * min™)
AN TR RN 4 R) 25 5 3
B 5 SR AR XT3 B AR 6 R
Figure 5 Effect of different elution flow rate on the

desorption rate of flavonoids
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Figure 6 The High Performance Liquid Chromatography of

quercetin and kaempferol standard
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Figure 7 High Performance Liquid Chromatography spectra

of pre column samples
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Figure 8 High Performance Liquid Chromatography map

of two purified samples

6~8 T KL R 2l LR IA &
2.5 FERCHE4L AR BB EER T E IR

VA AR 7 R 55 R LU0 T B B AR RN RN AR
R AR DA I M 4l k5 R AR R L o TR AT
I W (8.2540.15) mg/mL., 3% 3 A, Hoxf 4
BT 4 BR R 1) 10 T RE ) R R RS AT L R AT L TR
Bt R IR . AR 2 B0 86 1 E AR HLAR 20 mm DU
AR 15~20 mm yE 10~ 14 mm Jy 14510 mm
PAR A0 mm S AR R AR B R o 4 B T
I T 4% B U 0 B e T e B U . X 2% I T R
By MIC BEAT I 5, 4 ¥ €4 % 45 3R B8 1 MIC {6 s Ak, K
(6.250.25) mg/mL; A F2F T 1 . K W AT 18 MIC i
(12.5040.36) mg/mL; BRI B £ 75 8 1 MIC {8k (25.00 +
0.27) mg/mlL,
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3 FRRESEMMNEBRERUE MIC
Table 3 Antibacterial activity of total flavonoids from

Catalpa tree roots in vitro

Y FEGIIBE R XTI IR R MIC/

A H#/mm B4 /mm  (mgesmL™1)
K B 21.00+0.32 8.30+0.25 12.5040.15
SWEAMERE  29.00+0.22 9.8040.34 6.2540.25
2R AT 25.00+0.31 9.10+0.26 12.5040.36
HEE 15.00+0.19 7.9040.29 25.0040.28
iR 574 7 £ 18.00+0.33 8.4040.31 25.0040.27

3 H5ik

AT LA B 25 R A 0 R Sl AR AR L T R LR IR X A
AR B S 1) 40 B Al Ak D 2 AT Ak, O X gl Ak S R AR AR
B S E T A TR TR AT RO . A5 AR T R AR B R
Iy Bl B A T A5 NKA-TL A i . b R i 5 2 vk 2
0.538 mg/mL, F#£ ¥ W # 1.66 mL/min, F ¥ pH {4
4.01, YEBLF 2 PR R B 70 %, PR B K 2.5 mL/min, JL4%
PETF S A AR R B SRR 40 R Ry (77.4340.23) %0, W FfF R
(93.3640.25) % , B KT %A (95.5140.17) % . FERIAR 7 2 2%
il % R M A A A B2 LT T L 4 00 R 2 BR T A AR A
AR B % A AT TR TP TR T A T Dy o s A B 5T 4 BR
B MIC {5 4 (6.2540.25) mg/mL ;i 5 ZF AT 3 . K AF
B MIC {7 (12.5040.36) mg/mL; Fi 8 fi% £ . 75 24 3 . MIC
{24 (25.00+0.27) mg/mlL,

ABIFFELE R W] A R AL B S R X AN R L B AR K
U B0 B AR L 05 2 T X A R TS AR O O RO R
B AL A5 254708 5% LA SE 47 3t Ry KR 9T 0 245 490 1 F % 42 4L
ISR

2% 3k

(1] BB /R BIGKEmE RS TAR. Hiihmj[M]. 48R
5 BT R 1975 318.

(2] £ &, RUE. HEEMDMLZ R BREHERLIT] f Az,
2003, 34(27) . 2-4.

[3] ANSJ, PAE H O, OH G S, et al. Inhibition of TNF-a, IL-8,
and T1-6 productions and NF-kB activation in lipopolysaccharide-
activated RAW macrophages by catalposide, an iridoid glycoside
isolated from Catalpa ovata G.Don (Bignoniaceae) [J]. Interne-
tional Immunopharacology, 2002(2) . 1 173-1 181.

[4] PAEH O, OH G S, CHOU B M, et al. Inhibitory effects of the
sterm bark of Catalpa ovata G.Don. (Bignoniaceae) onthe pro-
ductions of tumor necrosis factor-a and nitric oxide by the lipop-
olisaccharide-stimulated RAW macrophages[J]. Journal of Eth-
nopharmacology, 2003(88): 287-291.

(50 BRde. s Je, 200, 6 AR R JER: A I 9 8 3% i AL
AL PERE MY FL BT DL WE b AR B2 4k . 2015, 30(6) . 222-226.

(6] AR, A7EH, XK. S5 FERAR KA RUR 5 90 28 B9 LT .
W R B 2 B 2B, 2014, 35(10); 46-49.

(F#: 5% 220 )



5 33 H5H 2 ) OOD&MACHINERY Vol.33.No.2
20174 2 A Feb . 2017
ERA

HEABCPRTE PRI AR A A A I 4
TR R TR SRR UL AR IOV 5 ) R ) 4 S A 52
T S R AR A R A D £ 2 AR
VEAT 0, RS SN L SRARIE AL B B B R dh 2
WA H R R A T CR b 2 S IRVEAT O A Ak Ik (R SR
BILAR) ) (LR RIFRCIMED) o

ST B AR TR

CIMEIIUE A I Z— 0, 8 T 7= i - ik
0t JEURE R S B BT A £ JURE [T ST A AR D R AR
PR s TR Ry PR IR S ES IR LSRRG £ 2 1) AN AL
T RE G N A G e 5 5 P B R SE B ST TN A B B
HAbAEE AAENE B B RS AR L A
7B TR Y AN AE T A 22 AR o 1Y A 2 4y LR Al
TE TR R bl b A 2B B REB A UBRIEE L
WIS A B AR SR i B FE S B i o

CIMVEDIERLE , AR IE TG F 2 A HLE M R
TR, MEMRPR T TR SR T A R T
CEUAE T TRE B TR AR U ATIRTE . A R
il R IR R 2 PR O £ it B gl JLTC U S0k 7 R 5
MEIRE 42 43 M B A S RS A RERRE B SR R TR

EmREHMALE! “BR"IAREFHESEILR

wi AR T A VR AT RO

AN NG R b 2 A B a5t

VEJUAR ) B P R 32T & 16 56 1 5 22 2 08 IR
SN B0 DA G o AR AR SR B AR b, S A A R
2 A RS S AL A B S A i O A R AR A
LA B AN B RVEIE B 2 8, IR WA AR
A N G RO A2 46 R BB &8 A 8, M Lt BB 42
AT, B R S N LM AL B

fIE K 2 LR e 0 4 o BB B AR IR RLE L
SRUL a2 R B T T A IR 1 e
B3 IR A IR e AR R N H %
T B NG AL H AR DAL S ool 1T
JERL R IR

5 1 [R) IsF 5 A B I A MO N B3 7 A B AT TR R T
TR0 AR B B, FF ) 1k S

o E O R A R 5 PO B AR R SRR, ESR
T DL 5 I 58 ULE TR B T 2 I AL, LR IRTE
17 9 J2 X JLAR R BRI ATl AR TE R SR R B 4 . 5 Ho
ST A, A NPT T A B RLTE B 2 A S A

(S : www.foodmate.net )

(EBF 144 1)

[7] sk, akmeny, (R0, 2. &8 4 & kol 10 5077 5 B 0 BF 55
[J]. KRR WIRFFE 5T &, 2010, 22(5): 751-754, 756.

(8] WRAEE, JHMHAE . BRAR. WK AR AE IR 43 B 4l 1k 35 B 28 1k A 90 1
WFgEHERELT]. AL T, 2010, 39C€10): 1 587-1 590.

L9 WRAEE. Fefa ik /B alifb ek i 2tk & sx ke (). vede 2y
ek 2011, 26(2): 150-153.

[10] CHEN Ming-lei, HU Wei, ZHANG Chao, et al. High per-
formance liquid chromatography for the determination of fla-
vonolids[ J]. Journal of Chinese Pharmaceutical Sciences, 2011
(20); 313-324.

(11T #op e, BRE . HIEME. BB B 454 Bk st K & 5
FEALT]. B R, 2009, 30(16): 78-82.

[12] 2=TH8 . IR E08. BRAE. & Ml Z2 2ok n s &k
WEIRA G W] RS, 2008, 29(6) : 87-89.

[13] BpJym . Emebk. T, . LW BRI 406 T A7 4 8
TEBFEL]]. a5 P, 2013, 29(1): 131-134.,

[14] ZHES . WOH: 2%, AL A2 £ b 76 P 43 43 38 b i iz A LD .
iS5, 2005, 21(5); 81-83.

(1570 BB, BOGRE. S0b G5 R A9 48 IO LM s s e L) . Ak
P S Tk, 2012, 32(2): 163-166.

(161 BRTIAR, FSEhR . BE, 4. A48 BN X 3 18 59 627 2

220

RIS MR R RELT . E B AR R B AR, 2007, 17(2)
193-196.

[17] ZEE, FAEE, MR, % JHKF Y CO. & i 5k
AWM AR BEELT ] SRR SR, 2006, 22(2) . 86-88.

(18] L9, T35, BOR#E, 5. KAL W BRI AR X 2 A R b B o
i (9 Sl AL F5E LT, 88 7 3c 4 5B, 2016, 32(2): 141-153

C197 gegrmi» AR, FRIF, & U240 B3R T 200k X It
A AL BUEE LT, AR, 2014, 35(24): 1-8.

[20] ikt , SRR, ¢ 55, %, F R LI GC-MS 4 b7 X4t
AL BT TE L] AR, 2016, 37(10): 144-150.

[21] EHE%E, M, RS, S K AL NG S 16 A% Bk B 55 2% i 1Y
TEWFFELT]. hE 2, 2013, 44(19); 2 688-2 692,

[22] ZEW, ik, BRI, % KILRISE 43 6 41k 28 SR A AT A %
BE s [)]. & Rk2E, 2009, 30(1) . 19-24.

(23] BRI, A, AR, 4. JCFLAR N % 21 2 B4 3 i 9 1
Wi B W R e A S LT ). AR IR SR L 2013, 6(3) . 433-438.

[247 BRmA e, S350, mAm. AL BR 20 8 4 Ak V0 Biokr I SR iz i o
i T 25000, Al HLAg . 2012(6) : 146-148.

[25] Wy, 2506, TR EGR, . KILW IR alifb A S s i T8
WFFELT]. W R R, 2010(11) ¢ 85-89.

[26] A HHE, daEE, &ER. KE MRN8 ek s
%, 2011, 28(1) . 66-68.




