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Determination of Mannitol in Fructus Ligustri Lucidi
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[ Abstract]
adopted. Results: The linearity was obtained over the range of 12.5~ 75.0 Hg, the correlation coefficient was 0. 999 4; the

Objective: To determine contents of mannitol in Fructus Ligustri Lucidi. Methods: Colorimetry was

average recovery was 97.06% , RSD was 0. 662% . Conclusion: The precision and repeatability of this method was good.

The method which was used to determine contents of mannitol in Fructus Ligustri Lucidi was more universal and simple.
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F A< B UV-3000 2540 0] WL 6ot fe vk, H i
WL R O 2SR R e KIS TR 219 TN
Bl oy et 280K o Al Atk .

Nash i3 Ki#FREL SR IE 150 g, 250K,
TN 2 mL UKESTR, 2 mL Z IR I, 52X 451 000 mL .
0. 015 mol * mL.™ " ey IR B9 5 V0 R 0 K o O 12
3.2 g, W T 0. 12 moleml™ " £ 1R, 52 A £ 1 000 ml. .
0. 1% [¥) L- FRASME R REARREN L- BR2505 0. 1 ¢, %
T K, EA A 100 mL .
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2.1 NSRRI R R R AR
HCH 5 B 6] b 10. 04 mg, INZEME/K E 25 2 100 mL,
B A0, 100 4 mgeml™ ' H i B Bt 0, RS 0 A% R
25 mlL, T 7% TR 7K M B o 25 42 50 ml, T2 ) RSk 5 R
0.050 2 mg=ml ™" [ % I B 45 T
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2.2 I E A BRI ST TR R (40 H)
0.3 g, M =5 ¢ 50 mL, /KA 2 h, B4 BE
ik, e Db i — S R, DB — IR L. ki
FUEAKIG B4 T, FEIIN 95% £ 50 mL 7K i3 |7]
W2 h, EEHGE, TR L 95% L 10 mL YES, WHE
JEW, KUy BZE, UK R, B % 25 mL wi,
KW 2 mL, FREEE 10 mL, A6 A .

2.3 X BRI R AR I =& EE 50 ml
T HIEHETE R, AR 2 h, A, B8R, B8
FUEA K B4 T, FEIIN 95% £ 50 mL 7K 3 |7
Wi 2 hy B HGER AR LL 95% £ 10 mL YES, Wtk
PEHL, KB 25T, /KM E 5 5 25 mL &, )
B 2 mL AR 4 10 mL, B 25 116 BV

2.4 FRAEIMZRIIZH] I 0. 104 mgeml, ' H HE B XS
WO R, 0 i T 28 VR K R BE i 12. 5, 25.0, 37.5,
50.0,62.5,75.0 UgemL” ', 73 5KS 2 B B 1 mL ¥
BHIEZMMT, N 1 mL SRR, 155, i
B 15 min, A 0. 1% 2 1. 8 mL F1 Nash it
% 3. 8 mlL, 53 ‘C/K#T 43 ORI 15 min, S A 21
W, T 413 nm ARME WIS . OGS S AR
i, H BRI S Ay R A s 22 T B v il £ 63 45 0]
JiFE: Y= 0.011 1X - 0.0159, r= 0.999 4. £ %
W, HEE WA 12.5~ 75.0 Vg YU N TE R R AT .
2.5 EEVERL e AR ] % VAT
e 5 Ik i o, e TR S R . 45 R
SN 1.74% , 1.74% , 1. 2% , 1. 77% , 1. 72% , H:"F)
4 1. 74% , L RSD 4 1. 2% , i Wl Ay IR 5 42
[EY/T

2.6 fgw s F OGRS Tk

FES, S e 5 Wk, =00k 1.75% 1.73% .

1.74% \1.76% 1.75% , Ho>F-351H 0 1.75% , RSD J
0.59% , Ut B ASVF NG % 8 AT .

2.7 FRoEVEREE e ROUE R A T VR
FESL, 2P HIAESS 0, 20, 40, 60, 80, 100 A1 120 min FEAT
M. HE5wnmMHh 1.75%, 1.76%, 1.74%,
1.74% ,1.73% , 1. 72%, 1. 13% , P31 0 1.74% ,
FLRSD 4 0. 81% , Ui B ASIEMIFE AR E P R4

2.8 FERICRIREE  SRATIIAERIE, BT En
B TR 0.15 g, KPS FRED MM 3. 105
mg (K H 5 BT HEG, 35 Bl e T R34, Wk 1.
2.9 FERINE 4 2.2 W7 SRR, KSR
1 mL, B HIE MR, Fcbr it th 2 i 2 10~ Ty

TR, 35A MR AT 5
£1 HEBEEERLER

W 2.

PRpEE HEkEE AR EE PR P RSD
(g) H(mg)  (mg) (mg) (%) H(%) (%)

0.1502  2.718 3.105 5.728 96. 94
0.1510  2.803 3.105 5. 838 97.92
0.1509  2.779 3.105 5.765 96. 16 97.6  0.66
0.1511 2.840 3.105 5. 862 97.33
0.1506  2.743 3.105 5.753 96. 94
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7o TE(%)
il 2.63
Ik 1.93
Bl pti 3.21
i % 2. 15
bR 1.71
UL 1.85
LR 1.93
ity 1.93
R 2.66

M5 25 WKW L yT-1rh H B BES e 1. 71% ~
3. 21% 2 [a), Forp s 7= i i) e od 1 P 5 1 i I o
N 3.21% .
3 HEFEE

ARSI H S W e 1) 38 £ 4 A R
R R ) 2% S A AT T AR .
3.1 WKt
311 m R I B s A DG 1 SC ik
T, TR R v R AV B N, N L
P AN Nash 180385, 75 (400~ 600) nm i [H 4 3E1T
FH, SRR KRR 413 nm
3.1.2 PR AN T B ORI e
PG HEA VR 1 mL, 20 RS2 N 0.9, 1.0, 1.2 mL
(1) ey TR B VR, AR 5 TR DN 0. 1% Bl 25 9 345 A
Nash 1%, T 413 nm 20 E . 40K 1 mL H &
(1) e BT A 5 R P M A WA Y R e K
3.1.3 - RE T B E S RS %R B
BT FEAR VAV T mL, K525 0N 1.0 mlL (1) e AL
W AN 0.1% B ZEPHE A 1.6, 1.8, 2.0 mL Al
Nash 0¥, T 413 nm A& . 245K 1.8 mL H
HI1 0. 1% WZEHER B IT AT OG5k .
3.1.4 Nash BB HEHSE RS WCCH 28 et
TSRV 1 L, RS2 N 1.0 mlL (1) s 78 0 v A,
R4, #E 10 min, SRJE N 0. 1% R Z=HEAH 1.8
mL, Nash 303 2> B0 3.6, 3.8, 4.0 mL, T- 413 nm
A 5E . S5 R R 3.8 mL B 1K) Nash 120080 T 75
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3.1.5 FFEN RS ORGE WU e 0 F
VU1 ml, BES5 00N 1.0 mL ) s B B v, 322,
43 AHE 10, 15, 20 min, 285 I 0. 1% R 2A=HH% R
1.8 mL FI Nash 10 3.8 mL, 53 ‘C/K¥A LRI 15 min,
B AR A 21 2 50, T 413 nm 4030 . 45 SRR ]
A 15 min FTINAS IO R .
3.1.6  LRURISF IR 58 RT3 W T & e ok J
VAW 1 mL, K25 1.0 mL ) e R B VA, 402,
HE 15 min, ZRJG 0N 0. 1% 25 1.8 mL Al
Nash 3% 3. 8 mL, 53 C/K¥# 3 PRI 10, 15, 20 min,
B SR A 21 2 500, T 413 nm 40305 . 45 SRR
AR 15 min FTdl £ WG BB K .
3.2 AR ) A% A R I I
3.2.1 S BEEREUR R % 5 FRE L ot TR
AK(40 H) 0.3 g, A= H%E 50 mL, 7351l KA 91
1,2,3 h, #ATL 2.0 U R HATHE S B le, 451K
] — G FVGE LR 2 b, IS RO f K
3.2.2 95% LPESEHUIT ) )% %8 BRI L vl Ky
AK(40 H)0.3 g, IMA =% %% 50 mL, ZKH[H 2 h,
AR, R DL S R e, DR —
L BRI FE LUK LT, NN 95% £ BE 50
. 10 .

mL 2R 12 3 h, 4% 2. 8 T TAE & 50l 2,
SER RN 95% LWEHEEL 2 h BTl 45 (WO e ks
3.2.3 95% PPV RS BREU L vl -1 ¥
RK(40 H)0.3g, I =S H%E 50 mL, KA1 2 h,
A DRI, B DL/ B A e, TR —
2% BRIEREAUK I BT, BRI 95% £
40, 50, 60 mL 7K FIE 2 h, % 2.8 WHEATHE N & &
Mg, &5 LKL 95% L. 50 mL 2L 2 h BTl 15
(RIS K
4 itig
HERIE 0 2 TTRERAG B, SCRRIRIE, 2 0l
RN e, R Rk B, VP2 SRR 5E W k
A0 R0 2L 0 B 2 (T, FRATTIA A SR I el
D70 e vt R T R AT IR B g B R A
T R TR AR
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