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Abstract . Contents of rutin and catechin in leaves and under-ground part of Potentilla fragarioides L. in spring and autumn
were determined by HPLC technology. The results show that in spring, rutin content in leaves and under-ground part of P.
fragarioides is 1.670 3 and 0.054 4 mg - ¢”', and catechin content is 0.263 5 and 0.723 5 mg - g', respectively. In

autumn, rutin content is 0. 586 9 and 0. 010 7 mg -

g™, and catechin content is 0. 784 3 and 0.366 4 mg + g™,

respectively. The rutin content in leaves is the highest in spring, and catechin content in leaves is the highest in autumn.
Therefore, collecting leaves in spring is suitable for taking rutin as a purpose, while collecting leaves in autumn is suitable

for taking catechin as a purpose.
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Table 1 Contents of rutin and catechin in leaves and under-ground
part of Potentilla fragarioides L. in spring and autumn"’

JL%?gi/mg . g"
Catechin content

P/ mg - g'l
Rutin content

e
Season s RS I RS
Leaf Under-ground Leaf Under-ground
part part
%25 Spring 1.670 3aA  0.054 4aB 0.263 5bB  0.723 5aA

#ZE Autumn  0.586 9bA  0.010 7bB 0.784 3aA  0.366 4bB

) 5 AR T Y /NS B 2R AN [ 24 ) 25 5 i 35 (P <0.05)
Different small letters in the same column indicate the significant
difference between different seasons( P<0.05); [FiTH AR KE
FAREFR R [A] — W43 % i 7E A [R) B AL E] 22 5 3 (P <0.05)
Different capitals in the same row indicate the significant difference of
same compound content between different parts( P<0.05).
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