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Study on the Quality Cotrol of Lonicera hypoglauca Miq.

PENG Wei' , HUANG Lin®, GUAN Qianyi' ,LIN Qing”, LIANG Feng' ,SU Weiwe:'
(1. School of Life Sciences,Sun Yat-sen University , Guangzhou 510275 , China
2. Guangzhou Baiyunshan Hutchison Whampoa Traditional Chinese Medicine Co, Lid,
Guangzhou 510515, China)

Abstract: In this paper, Lonicera hypoglauca Miq. was identified by TLC, chlorogenic acid and caffe-
ic acid were determined by HPLC. The chromatographic column was Dikma PLATISIL ODS (250 x4.6
mm, 5 wm), gradient elution with acetonitrile and 0. 4% phosphoric acid (pH=~2.5) (12:88) was
applied and the detection wavelength was 327 nm. The recovery of chlorogenic acid was 99. 6% with
RSD 2.16% , and the recovery of caffeic acid was 101. 1% with RSD'3. 26%. The established method
can be used for quality control of Lonicera hypoglauca Miq. .
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Fig. 2 HPLC of chlorogenic acid and caffeic acid (A);
Samples of Lonicera hypoglauca Miq. (B)
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Table 1 Contents of chlorogenic acid and caffeic acid in
Lonicerahypoglauca Miq. -

RS w (FFR) /% w (WHER) /%
0706001 2.41 0.16
0707002 3.14 0.11
0707003 3.30 0.21
0707004 3.02 0.22
0707005 3.10 0.18
0707006 3.47 0.20
0707007 3.48 0.13
0707008 3.86 0.10
0707009 3.17 0.14
0707010 3.25 0.16
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