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BRBRAELTS~15.75 mgy/L BB RS BRAEARFHERREZA(r=0.99 1), F35mAF =ik &4 101.60% (RSD
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Abstract : The qualitative and quantitative analysis methods of total triterpenoid acids ( TTA) in fruit extracts of Rosa davurica
Pall. were established. Both UV and HPLC methods were applied to determine the content of TTA, oleanolic acid and ursolic
acid. TLC method was used to accomplish the qualitative identification of ursolic acid in fruit extracts. The concentration of
oleanolic acid showed good linear relationship with absorbance at the range of 1.75 —15.75 mg/L (r=0.999 1) and the average
recovery was 101.60% (RSD 1.23% ) in quantitative analysis of TTA with UV method. On the other hand, oleanolic acid and
ursolic acid showed good linear relationship at the range of 0.1 - 1.1 pg (r=0.999 7) and 0.024 -0.768 ug (r=0.999 9)
respectively and the average recoveries of them were 100.24% (RSD 1.44% ) and 100.54% (RSD 0.45% ) by HPLC method.
The average contents of TTA, oleanolic acid, and ursolic acid of three batches of fruit extracts were 8. 62% , 0.273% , and
0.534% , respectively. The experimental results showed that the content determination and TLC qualitative identification methods
established could be applied to control of the qualitative and quantitative analysis of fruit extracts of R. davurica.
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PEREAR B AN o RIBOR S A B BR | 2 35 PR A s A ) LRI B (Rosa davurica Pall. ) ) AR
S, (2GRSO A (IR SR MR L i o RIECR At S R BB IR
T A A B R TR R . BRI, R BRSO B W o e O
A L/ VAR SR 0 R TR 5 Ak 2 24 B A, 3ok s 2 AR R BRI
R R TR TR =S ST ORI A AR O 2, SRR IR M AR R R B URIE R pudE IR
IRl R AR R T RN OB A5 D 8T o DRIt A A B R BOR AR I P S = AT o
EAFTT, =R A W A A 7 i R BT UV M HPLC 35261 0 ABIFFEaf a7 1 i B SR H iy 1 3
JEHERNTTHE AL T =R RR A UV S5 D05 J7 3 5 A7 1 SRR R AN AR R IR 19 HPLC (54 U7 3%,
LAy 0] BB i HO £ i 42 ) i — 2 25 5 R R AR

|,
1.1 #RkF 5N EE

FERAR B A 75 A T 2B Ak 2 5 0 25 T REp e 2522 2 5 SrURme | A SR R o B A Iy T
rh L 24 R TS O 5 W2 L R , T S AL T A R Rl 5 K R R K I S R ik 2l
R 5 AR A A R . ZF-20D BEAR NS AN A, i 52 1L RS B AL #S T TU-1810 284043
SR T, AT AL ES A R 2 w5 LC2000 755 280 AH (35 A, b R 6 R AL 8% A BR A | 5 KQ-
250B B I UEAS , B TR AR A PR 5 S SRR, R B FHRORAER
1.2 HERAIL(TLC) EZEHELES
1.2.1 AR SERGE & FEHARIUE 105 °C 4 2 57 15 0 19 AR R X HE 5 4. 8 mg, B 25 mL 4§
SR, N JCK Y B e (A AR, 2, L BB iR B R 0. 192 o/ L (1) A SRR X R Al VS VAR
1.2.2 XS ey & REEPRICT I 2 i a0 i BOR R 0 0. 16 g, nZRIE K 50 mL % # .
FHZERAK M AN IE T BEARH 3 ¥k, 1R 30 mL, & IF 2 B0, FH 20 mL 1E T EEM AR BEG 45 L E T RS
W BRI 2 25 2 25 mL s, #2450, RIS HEC A A T
1.2.3  BMATRIRG S KSR PRI 2 5 18 0 I BUR R 0.16 g, H 50 mL 2818 /K 5,
W BRI R AT, 2 RGO R SO, WCAR I W, FE K AR, A 2R R K
fift o JEELERAER] 1.2.2 75, RIS BR 258 = IR J5 1) BT BRI U o
1.2.4 %% 7% 4R(PEZGM)2010 4ERR—FBH VI B 2 (580 e i L vk Be S iR X 1
W3 AL T S B BRI W 45 5 L, 20 i TRl — B G R M b, DIBR e — 3
bi- LR CTR-H R (AR EE 20:5:8:0. 1) S RIFH], JBIF, BUH , BT, BELL 10% Bk £ BER I, i T, &
TIP3 HTAL (365 nm) AL,
1.3 FHRRERHERZEENEENE

R FH 7 T - DK TR - o R (12 1 00 R BRI v =B R 10 i, O LR B 0 A1
S a0 B T VA AR T T A SRS
1.3.1 s¥Bnisik ey & PRI 2 B 18 8 09 57 IR B 6 BE Sl &, i Jo K Y B o i
fife, EZS , BOH USSR B2 0. 105 o/ L Y S5 EUR B0 BRI
1.3.2 Wik S oy 4l & A 2 G4k 2 0090 2
1.3.2.1 K& ER A WH & FEEPRBECT 2 T fE e A ECRFEEY) 0. 16 g, 4% 1. 2.2 5 #4E,
il P AR T A
1.3.2.2 (X BA R B H & R BAREUT 18 2 5 i 4 p R BCR$E I 0. 16 g, B F 50 mL 5 )il
W, i 60% £ Bl AR, e 2 B ST WSS B
1.3.2.3 KSR C oFl & FRECTE: 2 Fa 8 09 I BRI BUY) 0. 16 g, il 60% £ B 50 mL %
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fi# , MA 2 moL/L HCl ¥ 50 mL F 100 COKf# 5 h, #425 LB, FIZER /KRR IE T BEAEH 3 K, RFIK
30 mL, A IFAEEUR, F 20 mL IE T R AUK PG, 5 IE T RS W BRMOT €4 2 25 mL 2,
PEAT, WAL S VTR C

1.3.2.4 BeEANHE X3 MAGKMIER A B .C, /I BHT SR UK BE R -5 WA R
s -UKBE IR B IR R 1 RS- BRI A R AT B, DA E e AR R

1.3.3 ek Kehikdd  AE R BETHECR IR IR IS A VAR B XT IR T 45 0.4 mL T
10 mL (1 HLZEE 1,80 CORVEHETIE I, I A — 2 VR B2 1) 7 - DK 2 0. 2 mL — 5 AR 1=y SR
VT, B 5) , — R IR EE R AU A — 2 i), B S K — i B TE), i 5 mL vk B AR B, = IR i B — 2 it
[ Je , XoF B T T A S £ 1) S BICSR I 6 R B Vv ok 23 %ot B, (3t IO (8 B g A S Vs TR 2 0
B, 7F 200 ~700 nm #A7GRE4H

1.3.4 AEB-KBR-HAREFRELELHGHLT IR BCE T Ot FA W, 7% 1.3.3 58
VB, 53925 58 I N TR B RS - VKIS R VR 52 S I s T8 v S FH 2 DK VA s T 2 3R 3 s 1) %o R
JE 52

1.3.5 5 %%HR

1.3.5.1 % MXRFLZE FHEERIURREWEE R 0.105 o/L #F5FHORBRXT BT 0.1.0.2.0.3.0.4,
0.5.0.6,0.7.0.8.0.9 mL, /358 T E M AR 10 9 A H 224 P, 3 1. 3.4 WA S 81, 7
548 nm b ARG

1.3.5.2 MBHEERE WA R 0. 105 o/L FHUR IR IR SR S AL A A 4% 0.5 mL
FHIELE T, 3 1.3.5.1 Work i, EE 6 IR EE

1.3.5.3 BEMiRE  WH0.5 mL Ml T H RS, # 1.3.5.1 5 750 5 FRLHS 0
0.5.1.2.3.4.5.6 h#fre, M, #1.3.5.1 35 5% 57 B )5 T 0,15 .30 .40 .50 .60 min
I 5 T o

1.3.5.4 ZEMHRKE WM RBCRIEIY 6 0 HEEMRE , 7 1. 3.2 5 75 25 B LR S A, W)
HUUHR ST 0.5 mL FHEZEAS o # 1.3.5.1 55 8, 78 548 nm AbI 52 WG 6 BE(E

1.3.5.5 mfE R ERE  FERE 9 HE HE BRI BOR S iR I (75. 69 mg/g) 4 1.3.2
TERAE A S VAR, SRR S AR R I 10 mL T 25 mL ST, NP BLE R 22 155
RS 1 HE VAT o AR 8 R B B 1) A S R 0. 2 mL, B 3 4 v 43 S A BT H V€ R 0. 105 g/
() S5 R TR AT B 0.29 0,37 0. 44 mL, % 1.3.5.1 Y7k B4, F 548 nm A5 G

1.3.6 FHHFE @RS ENE PR3 AR5 BB R, #7213, 2 T 8AE, il & A A,
$1.3.5.1 55k AL, 78 548 nm Kb e W AR, 15 A B = R ) 5

1.4 HPLC ZEFNEFREREBMERBHSE

1.4.1 stRRERH S  REFREUGE 105°C T8 2 iR 1E 2 19 BE SR R A ST BUR R T IR AL G i, B T
25 mL ZE T NGk BB f A A, s A T 0 IO R A X R A

1.4.2 BRXEERGHE R BARECT R B E AR BRI 0.1 ¢, & T HIEMIRIR i A
— SERR Y -5 % SRR (RRREL 50 1) VR, 25 28, BT IR, 1 — 8 TR EE /K wP lin A4 [l 9 — 2 ek 1 ik
¥ BRI, FH P B SRR 04 0, B 50, 208 K IE L B 2 50 mL R, R EEE 45,0, 45 pum T
FLUE I U8 , QU AE Ry il VA

1.4.3 G50 AE SRS A5 KRR Hypersil ODS2 C g (4.6 mm x 150 mm,5 pum) ; £ —
SE T SIA WO 0.6 mL/min; #EAER 20 pL; K% K 205 nm; i 20 €Y,

1.4.4 AstaeditdE BT RFEFN SR SHAR X I B B SRR R | RE SRR R B IS () R4y 2
HIRZ I
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1.4.5 XSk b & ko s e FESTHIURIR (RESR IR & I v, XA it V8 VA ) 45 i AT T
IS, 53 IR 7K A %) FH o 7 Ak s )RR K UL B AT TR

1.4.6 #ou P RBREERRGSZTAE  FREC3 HFBCRIEHY) BB E, 1 1.4.2 T8 %7
B 25 P 2 B U, 43 IR 20 L R i

2 GRS F 1

2.1 TLC #EMEIRWER ’ ’
SR BB (0 2 T W 1 TR, R L Al s

ity (0 T 7 0T T R R B 7 L A R R B R 2 b

FCEE A5, ELBE AT AT, B X R R X R € 3 A 1, ) o7 I

WA DR, DA I 2 (kL B s, e T

2.2 UVENERERKWER

221 BRERLBERVASAIERZYH T KGR E

B2 3 AN AR R P A TR A 55 5 U R A A R i

CHIETE AR SR, B SRR R R

R I A ), LR Bk B R BRI, 2. 3, 4. it i itest samples solution;

FIF LA BB Ao VAT AL D7 5 -V S - S R I & 8 (o 5. BESFLR N IR ST ursolic acid reference solution

—

5
w B lelin e I N

r‘.:-mr
—
) I\.

O S R 5 BTN AE IR 1 FABRERMHRER EEE
2.2.2 sk kegeE RIGEEE RO, FEUR RS G IE s Fig.1 TLC chromatograms of fruit extracts
W A A G T KR K Y04 548 o WAL iy of Rosa davurica Pall

L IR)RE Tk Sk €2 94 P o MR 3 080 e oA S 2 ) P P ko RV S SR 0 R S v R 3 8 R i €251
£ 548 nm ZbIIAA WL, Fir DA B LA FFHICR R X BEGT, DL 548 nm FE AN K

2.2.3 A EER-RENRR -3 RABE R R E KRR

2.2.3.1 RRERE EFFEE-UKERREEEE 50 ¢/L mE i 0.8 mL JKif 15 min 7KiA 15 min
A IRACE 15 min Z00F T, KRR 205128 50 .60 .70 .80 190 °CH}, Wy B 43 51k 0. 497 0. 728
0.849.0.918 10.969, Hy 4k 5 vl HIF 5 S T (0 T , WO BE(E 2 i R, {70 °C 5 B TR /Y Tt
15, 25 R A B0 ) At i VA R A WO S B 8, ol IR R, At b B AR T ™, 5
FI BRI, Jir LA 56 S N L R 70 °C

2.2.3.2 FEE-KBRTERE EFEARRE 70 C HMAEER 2.2.3.1 75, F FEE-VKESFR K
W hE R BE 43 1R 10 30,50 .70 190 o/ L B, W% e BE(E 4351 0. 593 0. 652 .0. 742 .0. 860 H10. 824, X
B S5 TR | B A o - KT T VA VR I S VAR P o, A S VAV P W Y6 32 e R i/, (i 70 /L
A B - DTS 1R ' BB K, 0 7 S - DK I TR I BT d vk B2 R 70 /L,

2.2.3.3 R Bl BEEKIFIRE 70 °C F REE-DKEE IR T R 70 o/ L, HAth 45 PFIR] 2.2.3.1 95, K
VAR )4 3124 5,10 .15 .20 .25 130 min B, W6 BE (B 43514 0. 225 0. 446 0. 487 .0. 512 .0. 567 F0I
0.570, UG45 A, Bl 7KV I 18] (3G, AHAR SV YOO\ B 1 2 T v, 7K s ] e 2 D) 5 by AR 5
e, i ZS B IR R 250K, 17 5N 25 min 130 min (IR EE(E 22 54BN, R, SEBOK & i
PET[E] A 25 min,

2.2.3.4 E4BAE 1£2.2.3.3 LM, mE BRHAESH50.2.0.4.0.6.0.8.1.0 Ff11.2 mL
B, W5 B (B4 54 0550 .0. 746 .0.793 0. 849 0. 748 F11 0. 742, iRI&LEEI A 0.8 mL 2540,
3R VA TR O B (B R K, T A B SR 1 4 0.8 L

2.2.3.5 kKB EE FE2.2.3.4 PRARSAE T vKUs R 430 R 5,10 15,20 25 1 30 min B, WG
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JE(H 40504 0. 819 0. 824 0. 852.0. 821 0. 820 F10. 812, iRXILE 5 F 8, vkAKVART[E] 15 min B W%
E K, BT LA R B FE VKK S B 1] A 15 ming
2.2.3.6 FiEAERE AF2.2.3.5 WHRAASMH T, ZIRBCERE 5108 5,10 15,20 .25 F1 30 min
B, WG BEAE 43931 A 0. 845 0. 834 0. 829 0. 823 0. 814 F10.802, 55-FBH , B 5 jift & s [a] 5 i, £33,
VIR BEREAIS , 7 10 ~ 20 min WG EEAE AR AR /N , Bt DL e A 2 R BCE B E] Dk 15 min,

ZE LR B AT L 70 o/ L A s EE-DK B R AN 0. 8 mL & SR R i (5], 78 70 °C /K8 I i
25 min, B S PKOKA 15 min, S EFHE 15 min 5056 ROGRE
2.2.4 KMEZRFE DRI NI ARAR, FFICR B X BE 5 R (mg/L) SR AR AR, VR BRE R
2k, M A FE:A =59.238C -0.011,r=0.999 1, Z5RFI . FFEUERBRIE 1.75 ~ 15,75 mg/L 5 B N 5
IR RAFERMEL R,
2.2.5 MUBAFFEIRE  FEECRMNT IGAT RSD 0. 14% M 5 RSD 0. 21% |, 45 SR R WINE %
L2y 58
2.2.6 A MR BOFRSD A 1.86%, )5 RSD K2.30% , 45 0% AR =1L T
BRI 6 h N )5 60 min PIEEAKEE , 196 I 5E EoR
2.2.7 EHEMHXE PEHLHER RSD 2.21% 4R R EE R,
2.2.8 eifepkEiXE IR R W 1, S5 R R FFHUER T Y mAE FHCR K 101.60% ,
RSD 1.23% , a6 AT, I ik et m , HoAa nl i

1 FHEBRMEBKERE

Table 1 Recovery tests of oleanolic acid

B3 e e s MBS e YO
No. sample sample reference amount recovery recovery

1 0.514 38.90 30.45 69.18 99.44

2 0.513 38.83 30.45 69.73 101.49

3 0.515 38.98 30.45 70.13 102.27

4 0.513 38.83 38.85 78.40 101.85

5 0.514 38.90 38.85 78.09 100. 88 101. 60 1.23
6 0.514 38.90 38.85 79.21 103.76

7 0.513 38.83 46.20 85.99 101.95

8 0.514 38.90 46.20 86.19 102.36

9 0.514 39.90 46.20 85.28 100.39

2.2.9 #H#&HPEZdbmessEale ZREV 3 AUIEBCR W S = iEER S B 8. 44% 8.57% |
8.84% , -4 8.62%

2.3 HPLC ZNIESEXBER

2.3.1 AshAaeiddE  WBIAHN -0, 2% BERRVA TR T BE-0. 4% BETR S W T BE-1% TREVE TR . &
-7k -0, 1% BETR/K I AR BERF SR R 5 RE R IR 78 20 8 5 OG-0, 1% B FR/K W, H B0H 2
TLBIAH I BE- 25 -10 mmol/ L ZFRELVA T (R L 5527 - 18) REHF i it vh P BIUR IR 5 RE SRR 52 42 47
B R B E] 43 5128 2433 .26. 19 min, SRR 5 AER R 73 85 Bk 1. 653 , R IEAREICH 7 300, IETE 4T,
PR F - 21 -10 mmol/ L ZFREE R (5527 18) SRy sliAH , HPLC & ULIE 2,

2.3.2 BHRBIERPEFT 0T

2.3.2.1 AKMEE  KARIRESY A 50,60 .70 80 A1 90 °C R, ¥ ISR ER | BE IR Y €0 1 U it AL A1 43
Bk 197 436, 207 894 187 493 . 109 550 1 101 298,60 °C Hif 2 iy i {2, e e 1 B f S o

2.3.2.2 K@EHAE WE-S5%HM(S: 1) BEWAHRE N 24 .30 36 42 F148 mL i, FFHURRR ER
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T2 B £ 08 T AL 14350 S8 199 990 203 649 208 039 .207 834 1207 931, £E S Fe0H , /KB FH 42 Hy
36 .42 48 mL Bf,2 gy o a9 (o i 04 i AR 22 B 45 /0 SOK i A 2 BR A 36 mL,

a 2 b
2
1
1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
5} 8] /min 5[] /min
1. FFEURER oleanolic acid; 2. AEHLER ursolic acid
a. X HE SN VAT reference solution; b, RS IA T test samples solution

2 RIFFREDY E=FEERA HPLC BiEE

Fig.2 HPLC chromatograms of total triterpenoid acids in fruit extracts of Rosa davurica Pall.

2.3.2.3 KEERE FEKARIRE 60 °C K& 36 mL & 44F R, KRBT IE] 2050 1.2.3.4 FI S h
B, 5 R | RE SR TR 114 € g TG A S RN 43 Sl R 202 242 206 557 182 530,156 686 Fil 143 445, 4553k
01,2 h Eik B RPEBCR .

2.3.3 ZMEXAER WIGTEURIR 5 AE IR 0 IR A XT IR 5L A W, LA T vk B i 1.2.2. 4
4.8.9.6.19.2 38.4 mg/L [ AEIR R 51N HE G I WOR BT i MR B2 43 1) 5 15 .25 .35 .45 .55 mg/L (55 3UR
iR 225105 B SRS, 0 | A 20 L, 0 S8R IR 5 RE SR PRI T AR . DA SFBICR 2 55 B SR e e 1 AR AR A
B CY) MRS, SERER (X, pg) J B AR bR, 2 il b v i 28, 105 RE - BESR R . Y =6 x 10°X +3 x 107,
r=0.999 9, FELHEFE .V =5.7 x10°X +4.7 x10°,r =0. 999 7, 4550, A& 5L W F 55 B4R 16 %of BE 5 45
JAE0.024 ~0.768 ng,0.10 ~1.10 pg, FEAEE SIEMAZ A 2 REFLERR .

2.3.4 FHHKE  HUR S HIBOREE ) 6 4y, % 1. 4.2 15 7 A0 8 10 SR A Bl A s i, 25
HEFE 20 WL, RTINS IOR R | RE SR R 1 1HI X RSD 4300l R 1.70% (1. 35% , 25 S R Wiz 7
HEA R EE M,

2.3.5 UBAFE AR WHBOREE T AR SISO R RN AR 2R FR TR A BRI TR, B SLHERE 6 IR, TRk
FE20 wL, AT o X RS S BUR RR L BB SRR W TR AR RSD 4331 4 0. 95% 0. 85% , & AL #5HG %% B
R

2.3.6 RTHKE WHHHSRER,E L. 4.3 OEEEET, 25T 0.1.2.3.4.5.6.7.8 h 4
20 pL, SEATINE o A S SR AR | BE SRR HTER RSD 43512 1.38% (1. 14% , SR S AR =
T 8 h Wi,

2.3.7 mAepcFaXIE FRECO M SFIECRIR (RESR IR & O AN A I BRSO, B 3 4 A B AR
HHE N 0.088 o/ L HYFFHURBR MBI H M 0. 192 o/ L Y REIRIR X BT IRGE B, 4% 1. 4. 2 5 )7 14
AU, 7R 143 WA T S T S R . IR EE R LR 2, 3R 2 AT, SRR R YT
B % 100.24% ,RSD Ry 1. 44% ; Be SR ()~ F- 2 N L% 4 100. 54% ,RSD 24 0.45% |, A1
R

2.3.8 HEPFHREBRARRERG A ZTHE 3 HURES TP BURRR A AR SR 4 W) K. 0.294% ,
0.511% ;0. 275% , 0. 527% ;0. 250% , 0. 563% , F£ i v - 259 8 FF 8O0 2 L BB S8 43 %l hy 0.273%
0.534% |

oo
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®2 FHRERMAERREEKXRXE

Table 2 Recovery tests of oleanolic acid and ursolic acid

I Se=N S T o =N o CHIFL'/E.‘E‘ \/b /0
[T e Bk R/ g FES we j][l/}i!a/pub e R/ ug % SH(E % )
. . amount of content of addition of total average RSD/ %
ingredient No. recovery
sample sample reference amount recovery
1 0.1014 253.50 203.00 458.53 101.00
2 0. 1008 252.00 203.00 461.09 103.00
3 0.1010 252.50 203.00 457.53 101.00
B L 4 0.1010 252.50 253.00 507.50 100.79
}‘?J%M . 5 0.1011 252.75 253.00 506. 74 100. 39 100.24 1.44
oleanolic acid
6 0.1012 253.00 253.00 504.99 99. 60
7 0. 1004 251.00 301.00 550.01 99.34
8 0.1010 252.50 301.00 550.49 99.00
9 0. 1005 251.25 301.00 546.44 98.07
1 0.1014 570.88 456.96 1028.74 100. 20
2 0. 1008 567.50 456.96 1025.55 100.24
3 0.1010 568.63 456.96 1026. 18 100. 13
P 4 0.1010 568.63 568.32 1138.26 100.23
%M . 5 0.1011 569.19 568.32 1139.50 100. 35 100.54 0.45
ursolic acid
6 0.1012 569.76 568.32 1142.17 100.72
7 0. 1004 565.25 677.76 1250. 01 101.03
8 0.1010 568.63 677.76 1254.01 100. 53
9 0. 1005 565.82 677.76 1253.46 101.46

3 én 1w

3.1 T ORI BURSEICY) e AR SRR A I S0 Oy vk 2 ) D O TR T A TR TR AR SRR R
SR S = R 8 R R B T

3.2 sy 7N R ECR BB S SRR S R UV B, SRR FEURRAE 1.75 ~ 15,75 mg/L
TWHIN S UOCEA RAFRILRIEICER (r=0.999 1) FRmAE 3 101.60%

3.3 RN TN RIBCR AR Y rh S EOR RR A AR SRR 1 1 HPLC 5, @3 KA Ry Hypersil ODS2
Ci(4.6 mm x 150 mm, 5 pm), LA -2, i5-10 mmol/L Z fR %% (55 :27 : 18) NI shHH, i # N
0.6 mL/min, £ M1 205 nm, H:75 20 C .,

3.4 A 34 A AR BCRIZ Y o2 S S R 8. 62% I SRR IR O 0. 273% -1 7 AR
Rk 0.534%

3.5 AN RN E AR SRR BRAE DT ARG R RAF, MIOR VAT A ORIV R EUR
SR R = R 0 B A T

SE 3k
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