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Seasonal Variation of Total Flavonoids and Luteolin in Humulus scandens
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(1. College of Traditional Chinese Medicine , Chongqing University of Medical Sciences ,Chongqing 401331,China;
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Abstract ; Seasonal variation of total flavonoids and luteolin in Humulus scandens were investigated. The
content of total flavonoids was determined by ultraviolet spectrophotometric method. The content of luteo-
lin was measured by RP-HPLC. The contents of total flavonoids and luteolin in H. scandens in different
months were significantly different. The trend of seasonal variation of total flavonoids and luteolin were

1

similar. The content range of total flavonoids varied from 14. 74 mg « g~ ' to 23. 83 mg « g~ '. The contents

of luteolin ranged from 0. 25 mg * g 'to 1. 11 mg » g '. The contents of total flavonoids and luteolin in the
sample harvested in Octover were higher than others.
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Table 1 Cotents of total flavonoids and luteolin in

H. scandens in different months

SR W IR [8] MW/ (mg g7 ') KBER/(mg-g™ )
2008-04-28 14.74 0.25
2008-05-26 18.70 0.53
2008-06-23 16. 55 0.47
2008-07-27 15.73 0.43
2008-08-27 19.02 0. 69
2008-09-25 21.01 0.81
2008-10-28 23.83 .11
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Fig. 2 Variation of the contents of total {lavonoids

and luteolin in H. scandens
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