tis R EL AR A R £ AR5

E A, RIAE, JEFE TS E ARG AT, BN 310004)
HWE: B SAEFALRRRGHFLEINFR, AMEOLHNRERIRIE. FE KRAMKK., 2L, EELR

BORAD G RATAENE, o HHATEANAR., GR OREHREANAR;, DHREAN @G ENR ER; HEL
AP LERTFERAMNBR, ARAAFFEFTERTRFANI S THE, ARBGEFHLRLTREESH THF. &HiL
HARER . B I AT AR A B R T B A T A A 0 KA AR,

EEIE: A, ARG MRER, EMAR; ARTFR

FEDES: R285.4 XEktRERS: B XEHRS: 1007-7693(2018)12-1855-04

DOI: 10.13748/j.cnki.issn1007-7693.2018.12.020

SIRAAIE: V4, w3k, 2F. AHHFALRRASBGESNTRL [T]. FEIAR D F, 2018, 35(12): 1855-1858.
Comparative Study on the Calyx Kaki and Its Immature Products

WANG Shaohua, MI Wenjia, WANG Yang*(Zhejiang Int’l Herbal Medicine Co.,Ltd., Hangzhou 310004, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To provide experimental basis for the comparative study of Calyx Kaki and its immature products.
METHODS The morphological identification, microscopic identification, TLC and HPLC identification were adopted to
distinguish these two materials. RESULTS There were obvious differences in morphological identification and microscopic
identification of stone cells between the two, TLC identification revealed that the content of Gallic Acid in immature products
was higher than that in Calyx Kakiby using Gallic acid as reference. HPLC identification also indicated the same result.
CONCLUSION The morphological identification, microscopic characteristics of stone cells, combing with the determination

of Gallic Acid can be the feasible methods that used to distinguish two materials.
KEY WORDS: Calyx Kaki; immature products; morphological identification; microscopic identification; gallic acid
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Fig. 1 Morphological identification chromatogram
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Fig.2 TLC chromatogram

A-immature Calyx Kaki; B—Calyx Kaki; C—gallic acid.
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Tab.1 Results of recovery test for Calyx Kaki(n=6)
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95.6 1.93
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Tab. 2 Results of recovery test for immature Calyx Kaki

(n=6)
Fedhi/  nAE/ iR ECR/, CFE RSD/
mg mg mg % % %
0.050 4 0.042 6 0.094 8 104.1
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0.0516 0.066 1 0.1192 102.3
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Fig.5 HPLC chromatograms

A-solution of standard; B—solution of immature Calyx Kaki; C—solution
of Calyx Kaki; 1—gallic acid.
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