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Content Comparison of Gallic Acid and Total Tannins in Different Preparative Fractions from Turkish
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Abstract: Objective To compare contents of gallic acid and total tannins in different preparative fractions from
Turkish galls. Methods With the gallic acid as reference, the contents of total tannins and gallic acid in the

medicinal material of Turkish galls and its different preparative fractions were determined by high performance liquid
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chromatography and ultraviolet spectrophotometer, respectively. Results The contents of gallic acid and total tannins in

the medicinal material of Turkish galls were 5.76 % and 42.85 %, respectively. The content range of gallic acid and

total tannins in different preparative fractions from Turkish galls were 2.23 ~54.60 % and 17.68 ~63.53 % ,

respectively. Conclusion The contents of gallic acid and total tannins vary in different preparative fractions from

Turkish galls greatly, which will provide a scientific basis for the rational exploitation and utilization of Turkish galls.

Keywords: Turkish galls; Gallic acids; Tannins; Preparative fractions

WET Turkish galls FHE TR MBS T4
P e 2 ol v WY 1< L7/ R S Y LS EA) sl e =X s U Y
A, RYEE R ARG ) A2k, AT RS
fR AR . ki VS R AETR, WK BT R
WL BRI . B R L T I S RE AR
Jrid, WETE SR, HE TR, NIRAWIEE,
& TR & Tl H A i, B
RAFFRETRY, WEFHAME . RE . POWE.
PrEfb . PR . PUARST S EEE, HARKM
FERABHME. HAr, AXEE T HRER
A DU I B ARG (1) B T . A
Tt SRR E TAMTEMAR, AR
ARSI By B H AR 4 T & PN FAREGRAL, I
DI E TR E T R NS EREE, 2 Te
MIER R BGR A ) i, S HAFA T & AR
FHER PR} 4

1 5 RA

1.1 8% 2550 %4360, HABHA
ACQUITY = B0 AH 15, 3£ E Waters AH]; S-
114 R, ZE2FEPHESABR A\l s R-3 Jié
R RAL, A3 BUCHI A a5 1001 U844
L, FE Edwards Pirani 225 ; HHS g HUE R KB
By, RSO A RA A BT eE); SHB-T#Y
TR Z A, MR TRARAFR; KQ-
200VDB R XU ¥ 8 7 e R A, B LT A A
AIRAF,

1.2 iy BEFAME A REAEE R IR X 4EERK
BEEERE, ZopimBERl R 2 7 Bl ik 4 5 ot
SLRHEY R R LA T O Turkish galls
WO B, 2 AR ) A B, it S
110831-200302; ODS 40~75 wm SCARERL , Fuji Sliysa
)3 MCI GEL 75~150 wm IR, HAS =250 #);
KAEZEK, PN ERE, R 5B
afi

2 FiEEER

2.1 B CANBEEGRN MW PO E TS
L, O, 3 ARAAREUNEIZHL 2 h, 60 CAKIE A
B3 3 (3 h, 3h, 2h), AHIER, WEWKRL, ¥
TR T AR BT IR EGAL (TR 76.3 %) .
FRECPS T B GRS oy A S K TR A, kLA
BN 2R CER 6T, FTfS R L BRIRE 22 MCT W i
FEEMT, DOK-CRERZBEEEVENL, o, 40 % %
VRS 4 H B B (R E T 155 60.2 %),
X MCT 40 %P 0 Be i v T R ik — 4 2 4
IyES, IKIERRE, 24 0DS HENT, DIK-F A
FBEREEVERL, ARk . 30 %, 50 %. 70 % HEEE
RSB, WURHAE, B UR TR AR 2 Tk
Ko BEFHNEIHEEY) . MCI 40 % 2 B3 BETR 2
ODS KV 4> . ODS 30 % H EEUENEFE 4. ODS 50
% B BEPEIL I 4> . ODS 70 9% H B3k A i 43 25 AN [R] i)
IPOIRE, k1,

2.2 SVERIR A e

221 WETAMMRMBE R H & BERBOEE
T ARG 2 50) 0.1 g, BT 100 mL #7075
s, MUKGE R, B PRY 15 min, BUREIIK
ERBZE, KHER 2 mL, FKBBREZIE, %
57, BN,

o 2o N [ 1 B IV S o W 1 B s 1 - R 18
B E T INER4E Y . MCL 40 % 2 vk i BB A7
ODS AN [RGB ERAL A Tk R (3 2 50 )45 10 mg,
B 100 mL AF AR, KSR, B (12 200 W,
B 400 kHz) 7 15 min, B IKER BZIE,
oy, BT,

2.2.3 XHRSA AW RS B AR IO BT RO R
5 mg, # 100 mL ARG, IKEMIFmEE
ZI5E, $5, RS,

224 FRAfEM&RHE R O B 0.5,
1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 40, 5.0 mL, 25 & 25 mL A7 8
W, BB RR A 1 mL, F400mK 11.5,
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11.0, 10.0, 9.0, 8.0, 7.0 mL, JH 29 %HkE2 4N IR K
B ZI R, FE57, WA 30 min, LIAHR IR N
25, FBREAN-FT DO EETL (2010 M (hAE AR
JEREZG ) —3, B VA), 7E 760 nm A KAk
WERACRE o IR NN bR, W AsAR, 2
MR ERN R, 137 #E N Y =100.06X +0.114 (r=
0.9987) , Z5REH, WE TR 1~10 pg-mL™" JEH
N R R AT

225 SRS RNE R % I 2 mL AR AL
A, B 25 mLAEE R, $E 2.2.4 brifE
&I ik, AMABFHE R 1 mL AL, i
K10 mL, AR E RO REAE , R e b szt
AR E TR S, FRERRAEEOTE,
EIFE

2.2.6 AP Z W 0 S R S RS AR
PRVATR 25 mL, B A 0.6 ¢ THEE RS RRE )W
100 mL HIEHEER A, 2%, A 30 C/KIE IR
1h, BFEHRSE, HBUH, B4, 5, B, R
UER, KSR IS 2 mL, BT 25 mL bR
o, IR 224 pRiEMZ Bl A UR i, A AR
SRR 1 mL A2, 7K 10 mL, [RIE:005E OG (Y
BRI e i B AR PR B TR S,
IR BT, BIfS.

227 SEERTE ST BB AR T R R Y
2, WHEAX: B A E=A - AR 2
P 5o 85 AN ) i) £ S N A IR R A AE W I Y 22
St I NERIREL, MCI(40 %FEE) . ODS(30 %.
50 %. 70 %) AR IS S & AT B R Y
$EEr, AL ODS AKVEWEERAL & EAR T IR 254, S50
=1,

®1 HE@RAEMNELR(=3)

Table 1 Content determination results of samples

TRIRE R BRER% BT #%
BETF2H - 42.85 576
PN BFEIR R AL 763 53.62 752
MCI 40 %Z B R AL 60.2 63.53 4.02
ODS 7Kk 77 17.68 54.60
ODS 30 %M B Ao 36.6 61.14 2.49
ODS 50 %P B B s 127 63.19 3.8
ODS 70 %o FF Bt 172 60.93 223

2.3 B IR A i

231 mPES&ME @G A Hypersil-ODS (4.6 mm x
250 mm, 5 pm); WA : HEE-0.2 % MR W
(10 : 90, pH 3.78) ; FMPE: 273 nm; HHiR: =

W W 1.0 mL/min; JFFERE: 5 pl.

2.3.2 XTHES AR AEEFRI 105 CTHRZE
ERE TR ESER, £ 25 mL FEAERIHRY,
K IR BE R 2R, HIAL 0.272 mg-mL™ (A%} R
AR o

233 A& REEREBIKE M. &
B AEREY) . MCI 40 % ZEEBE AL . ODS A
[FIVEBEROL TR (1 2 508) £ 1.0 mg, ET
10 mL ARSI, okiE &, B (T8 200 W,
B 400 kHz) A% 15 min, MK B ZE, #5,
0.22 pm WFLIERELE, HEEm, BT,

234 LMEUHIESE ORI B0 B ry It
VAW 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 40, 50 mL, 29HE
T 10 mL FR R, oK 2205, 835, &0
BUS L 3 A S BOR A RS, DA IR
BEARAR, WA AL PR bR 2R, 1R ZbE
FE N Y =1.955x10°X —2.080x10*(r=0.9991) , %5H 3%
B, B TRRAIE 0.0136~0.136 mg-mL™" #8052
RAFIIZIERR,

2.3.5 MEERIRAE S RO 1 IR N BRI TR
5 pL, HELUEFE S K, HMEERFTE, RSD N
1.3 %, FUIHEAES R ks % 5 R 4T

2.3.6 faEtkilsm  HR — bl i, 7E o, 2,
4, 6, 8 hifFE, SEHLILIETHIFRM RSD 7 2.6 %, #*
RS TRZE 8 h NERUE .

237 EEMEAE BOLE MM 6 7y, #2233
HE SV VR A R kA, R, TSR0
T, HRSD 1.9 %, Rk MRS

2.3.8 AR ENSCRIRLS  IRE WS S 2N EFA4M
FEAR 6 103, A RS E A — 7 5 i % B T BE
W, Fe 2.3.3 A S VA VR P A IR ik A
VW, Ay RIIERE S L, M TR A, TR R
FH 973 %, RSD J 2.5 %, LK 2,

F2 BRRETREKRKELER(=6)
Table 2 The results of recovery test
Gir'y  FEAbmg  JibRRmg Mg BICR% ERIIBCR% RSD/%

1 1.0036 0.0544 0.1121 99.8 91.3 25
2 1.0024 0.0544 0.1098 95.7
3 1.0004 0.0544 0.1095 95.4
4 1.0058 0.0544 0.1102 96.1
5 1.0029 0.0544 0.1127 100.9
6 1.0013 0.0544 0.1099 96.1

2.3.9 (KRR S REIE 0 BIA B HOG R A Rt
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Figure 1 UPLC chromatograms of reference substance and samples
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TR R CARIE, AR S S0k
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ATl 25 5B 0 B TR AN BB R S 22 R, 2
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TRAE TG DA FAE SO 0 s R
FEAL R FX A FHRBOA G . A REEHCL BT,
AT R RN & TR T2 o
SERNEN

WE TR IR IS S A RO
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B, U DA S SR S HAY, R
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