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Determination of Gallic acid in Rhodicla rosea grown under the forcing culture
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Table 1. DPPH radical scavenging effect
and total phenolic compound of the MeOH
extract and

its fractions from Rhodiola

rosea
. Total
Scavenging )
phenolic
sample effect
(mg/eDW) compound
(mg/gDW)
MeOH extract 5.61 8.58
Hexane fraction 0.61 0.82
CHCI3 fraction 0.17 0.42
EtOAc fraction 478 5.72
BuOH fraction 2.22 3.96
Water fraction 0.55 0.41
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Fig. 2. HPLC chromatogram of gallic acid

and the MeOH extract from Rhodiola
rosea
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Fig. 1. TLC of the MeOH extract and its
fractions from Rhodiola rosea. Detection:
(A)3% FeCls, (B)10% H2SOa,.

ME: Metanol extract, H: Hexane fraction, C:
CHCl; fraction, E: EtOHc fraction, B: BuOH
W: Water fraction, Me: ME 10
times dilution, G: Gallic acid

fraction,
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Fig. 3. HPLC chromatogram of the MeOH

extract fractions from Rhodiola rosea
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Fig. 4. '"H-NMR spectrum of compound A
of EtOAc fraction from Rhodiola rosea in
600Mhz and CD3;0OD
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Fig. 5. ®C-NMR spectrum of compound A
of EtOAc fraction from Khodiola rosea in
150Mhz and CDsOD
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