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Table 1 Determination of paconiflorin in
Guben Yichang Tablets (n=5) .

#E5 AHH/(mg+ g » RSD/ %
20031001 1. 66 Q. 66
20031002 1.78 . 1. 14
20031003 1.50 0. 40
20031004 1. 88 0. 81
20031005 1.72 0. 77
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Table 1 Effect of chitosan concentration

on scavenging rate of tannic acid

SR/ % WA/ TR/ % BB/ 2
0.1 - 13.8 1.0 80. 0
0.5 56. 1 1.5 £3.2
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HEBR 2% (g/ml) . EREABRB RF2. B L
BRI ARG E R E TN,
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Table 2 Effect of chitosan adding amount

on scavenging rate of tannic acid

B1rR/geml~) BEE/(BEBH/ (2wl KRB/ Y
0. 26 25 1.0 80
0.5 70 2.0 83
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Table 3 Effect of pH value on scavenging

rate of tannic acid
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Table 4 Effect of tannic acid concentration

on chitosan adding amount
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Table 5 Relationship between tannic acid
conceniration and scavenging rate
oeR/% W/ Y
0. 002 )
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0. 1% M EE. '
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2.1 AERGSREZHAERR. AT ARREEE
MAARER IE TR BBk 25 75) R E R
B PR 254 nm., B R B ER BRI AR
F4 000, FEBLAGET . EIRFERPERE M
AT ER EE T HREE S P A EER S
BERT L5, HEMRETHR.

2.2 HESBEBNWE HERDERESHEE
B A 0% TR R 0. 08 mg/ml TR, B4, 8
. '

2.3 HRA/AFEENHE RELHL 0.5, . K
FHRE. B 25l BEP . MK I 20mL, 85
4k # (100 W, 40 kHz) 30 min, ¥, A 30% Z. BE#
BZEE RS0 EEWRERE S5 ml. B 100
ml BIEP.H U ZERRELE B, 5.
2.4 BHXRLEE. SIEERDERENEBLE
W 2.5.10.15.20 pL, H AW (i3, M5 . RLINAH
Ay W A R AR (E R SA AR A LA PE B O A AT 2 )
IRAEH 2R, B M A7 R . ¥ =4 591 627.272 X —150

Y5 B K8 . 2005-01-05

750,439, »=0.999 2, ¢ #M . 0. 156~1.56 pug.
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Fig.1 HPLC chromatograms of puerarin reference
substance (A), Kangxin Dropping Pill (B),
and sample without Radix Puerarige (C)
2.6 REEEIRE. RERE N EAEE 10 pl, 3
ARSI ES RS E R K ER
RSD % 0.19%.
2.7 BEERE-REA-AKBE.E0.2.4.8.
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BB 8 h ZHRBEN,RSD % 1.35%,
2.8 EHMRE B SN 040211 B8 B &
BB AR IME S K. HAERENERES
¥R RSD #1.359.
2.9 HERRRE MY 040214 B F(BREW
FRE A ¥h 65.280 4 mg/g) 9 0.25 g, FEMA
8.196 6 mg/mL R BN HEEER 2 L. H &
WA E R R E SRR R[T. 53 %,
(T#HF 1570 1)





