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Abstract

The total flavonoids in four different breeds of pomegranate rind were determined with UV. The
wavelength was 360 nm. The results showed that the linear range was 7.76 - 38.80 pg/ml and the
average recovery was 91.8%. The orthogonal test showed that the optimum conditions of ultra-
sonic extraction were: 60% (v/v) ethanol, 1:20 solid-liquid ratio and 2 h extract time. This method
is simple, rapid, and can be used for the determination of total flavonoids of pomegranate rind.
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1. 5]

FRE A REEL Punicaceaes A8 Punica LAEY), d M 73 IR %, AR S5 P2 A B L BT & & POl X
AEAL D Va oK 26 A VG sy S e [, B AT B TR, LR, 2 D). =FE. RS,
AR e (P EZ ) Wk R2], (CREHNEH) k. AR TR, FERACH, AREERH.
B, MR, . BRKRE, BAEEEIRE. WSukE. ki, REAEEEIN, AR AEE
BpIEE . JomeE. sradl. . IRAEEThRE3]. m R bAoA B GR AR T R AIEYS =AY
SR BIRE. ARETREAEE. 2. BR. GRS ZRZUEW(4] [5], B2 H 3220 R
G2 [6]e ARCREIN I EEEIE 7 ARG A AR Kb s B ) &

2. {XEEFIAFH

1) PUANASTR] SR AR RE ) ] 2= A8 5% T S R ST 3

2) AXHR AN - WL EETH(TUL810, dbntAfr), HE A $RHUES(SK3200H, A sliE) ),
ST IRES(101-1AB &Y, RETRYTFHMGRARAR), AT E 6], 2 HPLC failll 46 2k 3
98%), FHAIF o4l

3) BEI IR & BRI RN, R E RN, BT HRAGERCTERAR T 70 BN AT
12 /N, RywESE it 100 Hf, M.

4) SRS REARE 9.7 mg 1A T XIS T 25 mL R EINT, HOBRRE ER, 5
FIHRE N 0.3880 mg/ml % R TR

3. W HEEER
3.1. RENEE

3.1.1. ZEARSHEHENENE
R FREUAE R R =4 % 1 g, B FRE Ja IO 100 ml BB b, B2 BRI L (g/ml) & 5E N 1:20,
HEWEEE A 2 h, BEAEERSERIER: 50% 8. 60%EE. 70%, 80%Z. W, IIANIREUAF,

ik
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SEMTE I 0 AN AR R 7 B R e 2, e A SR 1 ml, ARAFE A 2] 50 ml, 360 mm P

KA E AL, SR ILIEN 1, T L 60% LB RIS BUCR Bt

3.1.2. BHRLLHR BRI R

[l 5 60% LTI . SRS E] 2 h, FHZRWEEE N: 1:10, 1:15, 1:20, 1:25 SFRECERRE M, R

FACFEERER 2,11, WE AR W E 20 T 1:20 FRORRE LSRR IUSCR Bt -

3.1.3. HBAEREXHE RN
[ 5E FEEUE TN 60% ) ZBEEW, BRREE N 1:20,

IS TR] S B R B 4
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Figure 1. The effect of ethanol volume fraction on extraction rate
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Figure 2. The effect of feed liquid ratio on extraction rate
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Figure 3. The effect of ultrasonic time on extraction rate

E 3. AR EXH IR R

Table 1. Orthogonal test header
=1L EXRIERK

S ETES AZTERIEY (%, vIV) BORIUN [)/(h) CCRHRLL)/(g/ml)
1 50 15 1:15
2 60 20 1:20
3 70 25 1:25

3.1.4. IE3ZRIEEIT

TIPS, HE TR R IR IR N R IR &, BTSRRI EER, B
FARIE ARG AT 19 S RS DR R TR AR ELAE S T UGG 438 TE S0 B0 R 5 58 45 TR R W SR HCR 1 R , SReFH =
DR 2% =K Lo (3B A R EUE SIS, i AR RS . BT ILE 1.

3.1.5. IERZIRELER RO

Lo (3%)IEAC 5 o 85 I R AR P4 9 R 405 30 6 45 B S0 HT W36 2 Fe 3, RN AREUAR ]
HEMFEM, PR R IR .

MF 2 ATUAE Y, Bl T2H AR AB.Cs, MR ZETTRRER KIE C R, HIKE ARER, BHEEY
Wa) Bz /1N o AT DR LU E SR BG4 G B A A o
3.2. FEFHE
3.2.1. HXRER

B 1.4 BCHI 0.3880 mg/ml RIS HEGIA TR, 73 il %L 1.0, 1.6, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0 F15.0 ml T 50 ml
R, HOREMBEZRZIE, £ 360 nm PBAAE I E ISR (A), AR N ALFR(Y), K (ng/ml) At
AFR(X), PRI ENH TR : Y = 0.0226X — 0.0374, AHK REL r=0.9978, n=6, R LHELE 7.76~38.80
pg/ml WK FEVEHE A RIS R

3.2.2. HEERE
OO B S ATR, EAFBEA, T 360 nm PASANIE IR, “PATIE 5 4, ISR B LT 5

DOI: 10.12677/pi.2018.73009 49 2R


https://doi.org/10.12677/pi.2018.73009

Mg %

Table 2. Orthogonal test analysis table
2. EXRER SR

R A B C D5 WAL R
1 1 1 1 1 0.318
2 1 2 2 2 0.280
3 1 3 3 3 0.346
4 2 1 2 3 0.328
5 2 2 3 1 0.417
6 2 3 1 2 0.306
7 3 1 3 2 0.301
8 3 2 1 3 0.330
9 3 3 2 1 0.311
I 0.944 0.947 0.954
i 1.051 1.022 0.919
I 0.942 0.963 1.064
R 0.109 0.080 0.145

Table 3. Analysis of variance

=3 HESH
RIS B I Ef:i)ics % F 18 p {8
A 0.9610 2 0.4805 0.9995 0.4098
B 0.9596 2 0.4798 0.9981 0.4102
C 0.9623 2 0.4811 1.0008 0.4093

MITESMIEERE, A By C EABEIHRERA BEMZ R

RSD N 1.73%, B E PR % 5 R4

3.23. EEMRE
HU[R]—RE S 5 4, FEBRE, FH 60%M 20, % 1:20 MR ELEE A FEEL 2 h, i JEECE & 2457 R
JETE 360 nm P Kb 73 0 e ROCRE A RO T RSD = 1.89%, Ui E B ME R T

3.2.4. BEMIRIE

0t 3.2.3 BRI FE MR Ew, =EME, 25 F 0h, 1h, 2h, 3h, 4h, 5h, F 360 nm J’E
MU AR, 453 RSD = 1.39%. BEEARENHAE 5 h WEaE M RIF.
3.2.5. AARELERIALE

FEERREIE 2 e & AR 4 40, 23N —E =i T B TR, At A A
M VR . TF RIS R RN 91.8%, RSD N 3.40%.
3.3. HESENE

BUAS ) S e (R0 A AR e RE B 52 0.5 g0 RS ERRE, F 60% 01 2.8 4% 1:20 RN LS A HREL 2 h 52 2
2100 ml, SIEFREFEENSIER 1 ml ] 60%4EEE 22 25 ml, 7E 360 nm % K Ab 43 500 /e R i . 11
HHS RS R NTE): L 9.40%; SGEN 7.42%; REET 10.94%; FRVYD T 11.83%.
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Figure 4. The ultraviolet spectral scanning of rutin

B 4. BT X REE RS R IEIIHEE

4. Wig

1) e RIER:: F 0.01164 mg/ml R T X HRG IS, 75 200~400 nm % K FE 4, w1 WAE
210 nm, 268 nm Al 360 nm 404 fe KL (LIE 4), 360 nm i KALIEFHEIE HT-0/b, ATblig$ 360 nm
VE A S0 (i 58 K, SCHR[ 71 258 nm 7€

2) ASCHCER TR A SR U R, AR ZE AR /N, TR P SR R (S RO, B DR R
PERUG AR & o HA SR U R KRB, i PR 8]5% .

3) ASCHTINE DU R (R R R S B B, R SRR LI R SRR e, SRR R E R B
TR S B —80], % ERE, U, @ UERREE, ST 2545 NWE, WU A
S R R T R P N

E&WE

BB TR R ST H B B1(2016ZDX225), = A RHET - BUIERL KN FEAt i 705
E BT 410 H [201 7FE468(-186)] -

SE WK
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