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EhFHEDNERASBMAS =N

=T=¢ 1 ——1* SH 1* =z 1 =N | Nrz) N 2
FZNGE, ZE0oC, JEIEIY, mOm, B, 2R, BAER
(1. P EMBEIFE B SRGHEAOLBFFT T, WL AT 3114005 2. T HE&MASAR, 77 BT 530022)

HZE: [ BE ] PSR AR IR ARG B h 2 WA WA M S i, 2SR /32
AR S % . [ A3k ] FIUH HPLC J5 Bl & 625 41 22 P - AR S 046 . RS . 1 3 T
9 BB dl s O i, IR R AN S SR A R R, (&R ] K 9 Fh 2
I3, GCG. ECG. CG 7ELHBEES H M IE], 1 GA. GC. EGC. C. EC. EGCG 7EAZE% i kL i b ok
PRI R, Zm ARG IZH 5 8 EC, HIUGR EGC. GCG Ml ECG, FIAY 5 Fhdlor S RARME, AT 4 Fhed 2
WRLE BB ET Sy, 753 K8 FH, ZEHEEK EGC, C. EC., EGCG. GCG. ECG 6 F4 5 & ik
Feoh: SERSHESESIEMR: CG A& RMHRT N ER-ES>E R GA R GC A4 &R MHET . >
F>TEME . BRI RI, M ZMA i REBER SE R RGEMALIRER, X 80.00%~90.00%, 5 Z 1
TREERAHRIZN 75.00%~88.89%, LI 43245 RAHMIAR Ny 58.33%~81.82%. [ ik | GAbicqbah 2
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B LAy S B o EC, FEZLEZH4> N EC. EGC. GCG 1 ECG, fE3KesETLm S iy, =
A >HERS> AL, HERS 22 Wy 403 I RS SR mT IVE e B 2SI R S A b 7E o

XKEER: SAEL; 16 2 dadE; Yk
hE 45> 2K5:S718.43 XEFREAD: A

T Z B AR RN BA 2 T 258 ik A= 4G
W, R—FRARAPBUEAR], PR A B,
BABEESEFRMGENME, B2 HTHR
b, e e ARz 1%, R EA
—EMBEIFEN, Refipy O . i, Yo
LU AT AR SRR AP SRR AT A
AR 2 S E . Ay, IR BRI .

L AEA4 (Sect. Chrysantha H. T. Chang ) fH%)
JBILZ5EF ( Theaceae ) IZ5)JE ( CamelliaL.) , N
WERHEARBUNYAR, TP 5N =pg Mok
IR AL . LTS P S5 KR (C. sinensis
(L) O. Ktze. ) MFERHEEMY®, HA&SEPEE
AREWZE . EEIL ", SAERAMY KR
B, MBS, AR D i 2t
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Li 555 R 25 Fh iR V8 ik 2= bric s 71
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AP A 5 R IR K B 2% 22 5 AR5 AL BEAR R 1Y 14 NEE R

PRGRAR, AN SR E R ARG 2RE
B, HZBAENS &R I SEY R R
A EERIPTFME

AW T SRR @3 (HPLC) J5ik, X
GACRAEYIE R A R A8 B B B Z WA S ik
FAE T, s B AEZR AR B SR TP ) Z B 4Lk
LRl g 2a 5%, SEMA 2 W24 o3 & B 648
REEMYIET IS, A2 B S AE R 7>
b I AT AT

1 M5 7 *®

A B B

20184F 1. 3. 9. 11 A3, 4r5lHe) v 7
M4 AEAS A (108°20'53" E, 22°49'11" N, 4k
75 m) E R BAETF T IEN, RESMR
H 22 YR T I A, REE S AERR E
B, R, WAREKE, Trkizhl s,
—80°C TRFF# .

KPR . AR 44645 ( C. achrysantha Chang
et S. Y. Liang) . W4 4E2% ( C. chrysanthoides
Chang ) . S & b4 ( C. chuangtsoensis S. Y.
Liang et L. D. Huang ) . WAk& LSS ( C. euphlebia
Merr. Ex Sealy ) . #H44E4% ( C. hakodae Ninh ) |
M ik 4 48 25 ( C. impressinervis Chang et S. Y.
Liang) . ¥ 4 4£4% ( C. limonia C. F. Liang et
Su) . BeHi4IEAs ( C. longruiensis S. Y. Liang et
X.J.Dong) . WIMNEAES (C. lungzhouensis Luo ) .
INAE 4 AE 2% ( C. micrantha S. Y. Liang et Y. C.
Zhong ) . /NR&IEA ( C microcarpa Chang ) |
Z M4 5% ( C multipetala S. Y. Liang et C. Z.
Deng) . 4445 ( C. nitidissima Chi) . /NE4AE
% (C. parvipetala J. Y. Liang et Su) |, & KEIES

( C. phanii Hakoda et Ninh) | “FR &S (C
pinggaoensis Fang) . BFF &4 ( C. ptilosperma
S. Y. Lang et Q. D. Chen) . B4 E (C
pubipetala Y. Wan et S. Z. Huang ) . T 41645

( C. terminalis S. Y. Liang) . RIk& 5% (C
tianeensis S. Y. Liang et Y. T. Luo ) . R M%4E& 15K

( C. tunghinensis Chang) . " & 4L 4% ( C
wumingemsis S. Y. Liang et C. R. Fu) . i HoRAE
GACTR AW 22 AR FE o L 20 SRR AE A

1.1

PRUERES . WE TR (GA) | WETILKZR
(GC) . REETFILHXE (EGC) . JLER
(C) . #ILEKE (BC) . BEBTILAREET
il (EGCG) . W B FILARE B T MM
(GCG) . RILEREEFIREE (ECG) LA
RWE TR (CG) 9 FARERE A A TR

I AE R A BRA A
12 Z/FH*E
1.2.1 AR BC FREUHES 0.6 g, WA P BT 5

Ja, BIA 25 mLiE T, IASREGE (FPEEK:H
fR: = LFR=70:27:2:1) 5mL, FIAMEEE D, 32
$£ 24 h, PEEESILK, BB RIGESE,
FHMGRE AR A 08, Ldwigkil . A PLAAL i o A
(0.22 pm) SR, KRB A SR, HEAT
MY, FEBGR TR EAE T 20°C VKA
122 #sutm RAEEZEER 1260 RYERL
AR 2354 ( Agilent Technologies 1260 Infinty )
{8 1% 43 > Waters SunFire C18 & %4+ ( 4.6 mmx
250 mm, 5pum) o PEMEHBIAE A A M. 2% BYH
FRAKEW; BAH: 4 lE. VAT : 0.0~9.0
min, 98% [% % 90.7% #) B #H; 9.0~ 15.0 min,
90.7% HJ BAH ; 15.0~ 20.5 min, 90.7% % %=
85% Y B AH; 20.5~29.5 min, 85% & & 75% F)
B#H; 29.5~30.0 min, 75% J & 98% ) B #H ;
30.0~34.0min, 98% [ B #H, Jii# A 1.0 mL-min',
BERERSN 10 pL, AN 30°C, KK 278 nm.,
1.3 HESH

i FH Microsoft Office Excel 2007 #4785 3E4: 11
KAEE, 4 SPSS- Statistics 19.0 #F{7 B K 2 )5 2%
GrHT . BT

2 HRERMN

21 MASEASRESENH

SACTRAL 22 DY FPAEIREE 5 9 TP Z2 1 241 4311
HPLC (3 (& 1) W 78 SCI0 A6 I 3 5%
T, BT 9 RhAL A R LA ST B, R TR
(GA) . BETFILEZE (GC) . BEETFILEER
(EGC) . JLEZE (C) . RILEKEK (EC) | K
BFILARRE TREE (EGCG) | WETILKRE
BETFmEE (GCG) . BILKREE TMER
(ECG) . JLAREETFmE (CG) MKIREE
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E1 9MZEAS HPLC BiLE
Fig.1 HPLC chromatogram of 9 polyphenol

standard samples

MRS OM A b (R 2) , GCG,
ECG. CG7ER YRk 2], EC HAEAH H 4
WA WAL h R K E], EGC. C4rilfs 8 1HI
9 MYIFRAEIF], EGCG A 10 R AAI 2],
GA UTE 6 MR 2], GCANFES AL ALAR
IR R 2R S R EC
( 0.814 mg-g"') > EGC ( 0.155 mg'g') >GCG
( 0.142 mgg') >CG ( 0.122 mgg') >ECG
( 0.112 mg-g') >C ( 0.087 mgg') >EGCG
(0.023 mg-g"') >GA (0.012 mg-g") >GC (0.007
mgg') o ZMWEET, MPKESIEAACIE S B
4 3.069 mgg !, VFREMBRGRMNEMAZ T HZAMH
I HIRAR, 43914 0.546. 0.535 mg-g ',

R1 IMEBMAEFHEIETHFEAXRY

Table 1 Regression equation, correlation coefficient of 9 polyphenol standard samples

ETRe Z IR EPEpyi TR R
Number Phenolic compounds Regression equation Correlation coefficient (R?)
1 BE TR Gallis(GA) ¥y =13.041 72x—0.033 008 0.999 99
2 % A& T JLAE Gallocatechin (GC) ¥ =2.438 47x+0.349 927 0.999 95
3 FW AT LA K Epigallocatechin (EGC) y=1.672 58x+0.067 983 0.999 99
4 JL#F Catechin (C) y=7.788 81x—1.848 48 0.999 82
5 £ JLA< % Epicatechin (EC) y=8.274 20x—1.023 47 0.999 99
6 FBAT LR A TEEE Epigallocatechin gallate (EGCG)  y = 13.279 94x—6.832 13 0.999 94
7 BET LA B S THERES Gallocatechin gallate (GCG) y=13.806 34x—9.141 65 0.999 92
8 IR BB FIERE Epicatechin gallate (ECG) »=15.250 54x+7.443 55 0.999 57
9 LA B TERME Catechin gallate (CG) »=16.689 06x+3.132 21 0.999 35

B 22 A~9dhd, 19 SPIFP AL BC &
WO YR ZMmASh E R EREN, Hf, 1840
T AE A EC & i 2 1 St 1y e B T 50%

(Bl 2) , (UG E SRR ECG & ik
L, RIS R C S itfkm, Ak
ZAEMH Y GCG it B o
22 BRASHMASRIESHT

IR 20 R EESSAE AR 9 FhZH A (R 2)
EGC. EC. GCG. ECG. CG 5 Fdl /- fE R~ F
(LSS RGN R, C FE 4 Y0P e 5 H A AG
F|, EGCG TE 3 MM RS h AR R GA X
e 7 YR S R 2, GCALAE/INR &4
A M SR RVINMES LSS 3 DY IS A
) e b 2 8 & 5 200 o . EC (11.250
mg-g' )>EGC (0.470mg-g"' )>GCG (0.191mg-g' )>
ECG (0.168mg-g"') >C (0.096mg-g™") >CG (0.075

mg-g ') >GC (0.054mg-g"') >GA (0.035mg-g"') >
EGCG (0.030 mg'g™") . ZHugt, ZWEeMR
HeEdS s 6.932 mg-g !, AP E G LA MERS
AN 0.644 mgog ',

Fr 20 AR, 18 AR B RESE H EC &
WO ZMmA b ERRmE, Hi, 1440
i fR 5 T EC & 1 o 22 W B AY LL B 50%

(E2), CFREMARER T CC & &R E,
RS AEARMEES D C it .
23 ERASHMASREESHT

FIei 14 AR AR T, 2 R 2R
Z, H, GAfEH S 8 NYFh I rp kg I E]
GC FI7E 11 MRy bl 3 (22) 5 CHE
3R R R AN R, EGCG TE R0 2%
A R B R0y 5 AR SR E T 14 A4~
YR b alll E| B P A R S s
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R2 SUFHEEYERTSHASREE
Table 2 Contents of polyphenols in flowers of yellow Camellia mg-g”
- EC EGC GCG ECG C
Species WM BA R MBS B4 EE BE SN Bm B B4 gE B4
Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal
T
AR 1.189  2.866 = 0.282  1.095 = 0.181 0.473 = 0.072  0.350 = 0.093  0.169 =
C. achrysantha
EEH—/%TE'T 0.650  0.640 = NULL 0.280 = 0.021  0.054 = 0.120  0.104 = NULL 0.052 =
C. chrysanthoides
SIS
. 0.764 1.086 0.693 0.141 0.378 0.085 0.226 0.188 0.171 0.054 0.163 0274 0.062 0.032 NULL
C. chuangtsoensis
=} A pAs
Mﬂlj{ﬁﬁ% 0.736  1.013 1426 0.059 0.064 0.337 0.080 0.162 0.134 0.074 0.231 0274 0.100 0.024 0.219
C. euphlebia
AH LR NULL 1.195 = 0.149  0.521 = 0.686  0.208 = 0.010 0.110 = NULL 0.085 =
C. hakodae
Cl?ilﬂzkﬁ—iﬁﬁ?' 1.580 1.475 3.050 0.460 0.706 1.144 0.243 0.299 0.539 0.101 0.133 0.333 0.065 0.032 0.068
. impressinervis
hj?%ﬂ%ﬁ% 0282 0255 1215 0.060 0.057 0.280 0.037 0.011 0.133 0.409 0.038 0.101 NULL NULL 0.023
BHTRE IS
Cyg ”JjZT.E%A 1.076 1.875 1928 0.137 0.821 0927 0.194 0.380 0.423 0.073 0.184 0.174 NULL 0.033 0.038
. longruiensis
E GAE R
2 Ié—iﬂi%‘ 0.488 0.778 = NULL 0.224 = 0.069 0.154 = 0.082  0.095 = NULL NULL =
C. lungzhouensis
pss
DUl 0.558  0.666 - NULL 0.168 - 0.046 0.035 = 0.207  0.144 - NULL NULL -
C. micrantha
P
éJ\%%ZTE% 0.574 0789 1389 NULL 0.469 0.318 0.067 0.118 0.128 0.145 0.166 0.847 NULL 0.100 0.028
. microcarpa
%?ﬂl&%é—tﬁa@ 1.279  3.659 = 0.371  1.707 = 0319  0.950 = 0.095 0.420 = 0.052  0.086 =
C. multipetala
SAEA
0.736  1.287 1.771 NULL 0.551 0.482 0.061 0.051 0.166 0.061 0.236 0211 0.040 0.072 0.088
C. nitidissima
NI SS
CJ #ﬁ;#ﬁ% 0.701  0.713 = NULL 0.189 = 0.060  0.088 = 0.067 0.217 = NULL 0.027 =
. parvipetala
{%&ﬁﬁ? 1.516 = = 0.409 = = 0.167 = = 0.105 = = 0.023 = =
C. phanii
TR
C pi . 0340 0253 0.677 NULL 0.115 0.177 0.039 0.014 0.084 0.124 0.094 0.083 NULL NULL NULL
. pinggaoensis
FATATE TS
{‘ﬁjﬂ%ﬁ? 1.421 1529 1450 0230 0373 0.138 0.168 0.228 0.287 0.113 0.126 0.143 0.040 0.015 0.023
C. ptilosperma
J{:ﬁﬂkﬁﬁ'f 1.561 = 2261 0258 = 1.097 0.232 = 0.443  0.095 = 0.211  0.043 = 0.044
C. pubipetala
TRAE A6 TR
e 1.376 2972 1.635 0.098 0.531 0.527 0.095 0.203 0.213 0.121 0.237 0.157 0.036 0.124  0.023
C. terminalis
T,
Z‘ﬂl}kiﬁ% 0.648 1.149 1228 NULL 0485 0430 0.056 0.121 0.157 0.211 0.105 0.111 0.086 0.189 0.051
. tianeensis
/\%'\Iﬁ %
i /%.TET, 0.227 0671 0.127 0.114 0.115 0.202 0.022 0.071 0.037 0.051 0.097 0238 0.019 0.052 NULL
C. tunghinensis
TR S
Cﬂ ‘%%k?. 0.201 0.167 0332 0.641 0.558 0.874 0.052 0.020 0.040 0.072 0.103 0.146 1255 0.826 2.612
| wumingemsis
15
aj;ra?ge 0.814 1.252 1370 0.155 0470 0.501 0.142 0.191 0.211 0.112 0.168 0236 0.087 0.096 0.230
2 Total average 1.145 0.376 0.181 0.172 0.138
- CG EGCG GC GA Z W 5 & Total
Species e HEE v B MEE SR B MR SR o s = e R
Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal
P
PRSAER 0.029 0.105 = 0.014 0.017 = NULL NULL = 0.028 NULL = 1.888  5.075 =
C. achrysantha
- A TR
@M—jﬂ%% 0.270  0.036 = 0.225  0.030 = NULL 0.162 = NULL 0.061 = 1.286 1.419 =
C. chrysanthoides
S
mESACTR 0.095 0.035 0.016 0.013 0.016 0.014 0.146 NULL 0.052 NULL NULL NULL 1.500 1.898 1.305
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gaR2
CG EGCG GC GA ZWyis & Total
Y
Species Wl OHE UH OB WS WA R B SN Em MBS %4 8 B8 8
Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal Petal Stamen Sepal
E e 4 pAs
ﬁﬂﬂ({ﬁm% 0.284 0.061 0.030 NULL 0.016 0.031 NULL NULL 0.032 0.056 0.168 0.038 1.389 1.739 2.521
C. euphlebia
FaH &A%
MESER (000 0016 - 0072 0012 - NULL NULL - NULL NULL - 1006 2.147 -
C. hakodae
CEIE]R%T)E%. 0.611 0.113 0.158 0.008 0.014 0.016 NULL NULL 0.069 NULL NULL NULL 3.069 2772 5.377
. impressinervis
ﬁgzﬁi};ﬂﬂ;ﬁﬁ% 0.017 0.252 0.014 NULL NULL 0.013 NULL NULL NULL 0.035 0.031 0.034 0.839 0.644 1.813
LR A
b ﬁﬁ{t% 0.028 0.074 0.043 0.023 0.063 0.090 NULL NULL 0.032 0.041 NULL NULL 1.572 3430 3.655
C. longruiensis
EINETERE
72 Iiﬁé} 0.023  0.061 - NULL 0.025 - NULL NULL - NULL NULL - 0.662  1.337 -
C. lungzhouensis
UN A2 %S
C!\E'/?TET 0.111  0.066 - NULL 0.051 - NULL 0.421 - NULL 0.092 - 0.922 1.643 -
. micrantha
’ *
CJ\%ﬁﬁ% 0.219 0.021 0.012 NULL 0.014 0.079 NULL 0.501 0.036 NULL 0.248 0.032 1.005 2.426 2.869
. microcarpa
A
zﬁ&sjfﬁfk 0.024  0.082 - NULL 0.028 - NULL NULL - NULL NULL - 2.140  6.932 -
C. multipetala
o et 0.046  0.058 0.036 0.066 0.168 0505 NULL NULL 0.037 NULL 0.058 0.039 1.0 2481  3.335
C. nitidissima
ANBEAER
CJ\%#%.TE% 0.098 0.024 - NULL 0.046 - NULL NULL - NULL 0.034 - 0.927 1.338 -
. parvipetala
S C A AL
= - 0012 - -~ NULL - - NULL - - 2284 - -
C. phanii
S B S
Cq:%ﬁﬁ%. 0.007 0.260 0.009 NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL 0.036 NULL NULL 0.546 0.736 1.030
. pinggaoensis
C%;Hﬁﬁ% 0.039 0.105 0.090 0.024 NULL 0.087 NULL NULL 0.026 NULL NULL NULL 2.035 2376 2.244
. ptilosperma
E#M%.T)EJ 0.223 = 0.052  0.010 = 0.021 NULL = 0.100  0.058 = 0.071 2479 = 4.300
C. pubipetala
}/Ijzﬁ? 0.014 0.065 0.041 NULL 0.019 0.014 NULL NULL 0.017 NULL NULL 0.082 1.740 4.151 2.709
C. terminalis
?wﬁm% 0.126  0.036 0.045 0.012 0.033 0.014 NULL NULL NULL NULL NULL 0.052 1.139 2.118 2.088
| tianeensis
CJ/ é.kj. 0.102 0.028 0.014 NULL 0.019 0.077 NULL NULL 0.068 NULL NULL NULL 0.535 1.053 0.763
. tunghinensis
G G185
Cu:h gﬁﬁ%. 0.177 0.006 0.014 0.026 0.019 0.072 NULL NULL 0.044 NULL NULL 0.054 2424 1.699 4.188
. wumingemsis
S
ie?a{fe 0.122 0.075 0.041 0.023 0.030 0.074 0.007 0.054 0.037 0.012 0.035 0.029 1473 2371 2.728
J5°F34 Total average 0.079 0.042 0.032 0.025 2.191

= BERAS R, RAEI, RATEUE: NULL: BESEES A R ARAN S, $#201H5

Note: —, Insufficient samples, untested and uncounted; NULL, undetected under this experimental condition, counted as 0.

J: EC (1370 mg'g”') >EGC ( 0.501 mg-g"') >
ECG ( 0.236 mg-g') >C ( 0.230 mgg') >GCG
( 0211 mgg') >EGCG ( 0.074 mgg') >CG
(0.041 mg-g”') >GC (0.037 mg-g”"') >GA ( 0.029
mgg') o ZHEET, MKSERERhEER
5377 mgg!, RMELFE T E RN
0.763 mg-g ',

Fr i 14 AR R, 12 YRR R
EC &tk 9 M2 srh & i dem, Hrp, 114
P forb gy BC & 5 2 W A= 0 L B

=1

50% (&12) , (UARMGHESE R ECG &t
L, RS RT C AR,
3REER, M CG S, HEEP
W2, LRI HEET GA. GC & EE A,
whhkz, b s, 25T EGC. C.
EC. EGCG. GCG. ECG 6 F4H /3 M £ Wy & 3
e, HESSThIRZ, bR, SMAWmE, EH
W Z2 WA v TRESEAE R (& 3) .
24 RAE[ESHESSERENSN
K Ward i, 3 SRR AE I . MESE . R
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% o Mk4 2% C. impressinervis
O MM4&4E%  C. chrysanthoides
80r o N SEIEEAR C. chuangtsoensis
L % o WirkE4:AbAs  C. terminalis
70 . © X RMEME  C tunghinensis
N L K - 4 = ZWEMIR  C multipetala
§ 60 g o + SAE% C. nitidissima
S + o > = M4tk C lungzhouensis
8 - % * x ka4t s C. longruiensis
i S0t B o & EBil4aibzs  C. pubipetala
sl O m BHEHS  C pubipetala
Eaof x 2 A BB AL C. limonia
Q& x KR 4ess  C phanii
ﬂkmé 30 r 4 5] = FHReIE  C pinggaoensis
2 3 - K4t C. tianeensis
= o M4 iEAs  C wumingemsis
201 - BRKEAES  C euphlebia
x = FilH 44k C. hakodae
10 - ° ° o INEAEAS  C. parvipetala
¢ m PNREETR  C microcarpa
0 . - , , \ . A /NMESEIEE C micrantha
1 Petal HEES Stamen # 1 Sepal o TREMR  C achrysantha

#%E Organs

B2 &RFEEVMIXBEPECAELSHEELLDS

Fig.2 EC/total in 3 kinds of organs in yellow Camellia
i 3R RILEHAL i, WS IERARETT T
if;:;pmle : BT 22 DAEMEE ALY 2 Wy 473 &5 1 2RI
2R%E, 4/NE: NRGIR . MMEBIER . &1L
a5 MRERAESR . RIGAETR . W aAEsT . e
A WIKEAEZR 1R N T -A, SRR,

MW
b o

g
o

Pt Content/(mg-g™)
5 G

0.5

0.0 &
CG G GCECGGCECG C Fac EC TP BMAIER | B MAMER. THREER. B
3 SHAAEY I KEEDSHANLE ek, MESTR, BREUR. Rt
S 3 N N —p
Fig.3 Contents of polyphenols in 3 kinds of organs from L IEREAEA . MkEEAs 8 MR IT-A, K
yellow Camellia AR I-B (& 4) .
0 5 10 15 20 25
INREAEHE Comicrocarpa 20 ! i ! ' T
INEAAESS Comicrantha 21
AR Cnitidissima 7
INRAEAEZS Coparvipetala 19
KIREAEAS C.tianeensis 15
I AEAS C.chrysanthoides 2
Te M@ AE4S Clungzhouensis 8 :l
IRMLEAEZS C.tunghinensis 5 A
FrEEH 4 AE4S Colimonia 12
SRS Copinggaoensis 14 :I_ !
> WHKEAEA Ceuphlebia 17 —-
SEIEAAESR C.chuangtsoensis 3 B
FiH 41625 C hakodae 18
B Hi 4 AE4S C.longruiensis 9
FAREMTE Cachrysantha 22 :I_
EIEAESS Cpubipetala 10 — A
TiA= G464 C.terminalis 4
EAF LSS Cpubipetala 11 J
LA C.multipetala 6 I
W ICEAESE Cphanii 13 —l
Mk 44625 C.impressinervis 1 J
WM EAK Cwumingemsis 16 B

B4 £FA 22 YN EREREE
Fig. 4 The dendrogram of 22 petal samples in yellow Camellia
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20 HESSAE AN A Z B A > F R KN 3K
R, 4N MEEREAER. PREMER . KNE
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Fig. 5 The dendrogram of 20 stamen samples in yellow Camellia
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Fig. 6 The dendrogram of 14 sepal samples in yellow Camellia
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Table 3 Comparison of classification results of polyphenols with morphological classification methods

I EEStamen 1€ Petal B2 Sepals
R
Classification approach Wi E ARALZE YR EE FHALZE YiFn FHALZE
Species number Similarity rate/%  Species number Similarity rate/%  Species number Similarity rate/%
K%k, /E3%# Zhang H D, Ren S X1*) 12/14 85.71 10/14 71.43 7/9 77.78
B, ISR Ye Z X, Xu Z R 9/10 90.00 9/11 81.82 8/9 88.89
BV Liang S YU 12/15 80.00 12/16 75.00 9/11 81.82
xR A% Min T L7 10/12 83.33 7/12 58.33 6/8 75.00
WuZ Y, Raven P H, Hong D Y, et al"* 8/10 80.00 8/10 80.00 7/8 87.50

TE: bla: a- A5 FREE RT3 R Geh B AP FD B, b-7 A [F R A R

Note: b/a: a-number of detected species present in the classification system; b-number of species in the same category.
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Content Analysis of Polyphenols in Flowers of Yellow Camellia

JIANG Li-na', LI Ji-yuan', Fan Zheng-qi', TONG Ran', MO Run-hong', LI Zhi-hui*, JIANG Chang-jie*

(1. Research Institute of Subtropical Forestry, Chinese Academy of Forestry, Hangzhou 311400, Zhejiang, China; 2. Nanning Golden
Camellia Park, Nanning 530022, Guangxi, China)

Abstract: [Objective] To study the polyphenols in the flowers of yellow Camellia and their relationship with plant
classification, and provide reference for the application of polyphenols in the classification of yellow Camellia.
[Method] The author used HPLC to determine 9 polyphenolic components in the petals, stamens and sepals of the
full flowering flowers of 22 species of yellow Camellia, and the cluster analysis were used to study the relationship
between them and the taxonomy of yellow Camellia. [Result] Among the 9 polyphenols tested, GCG, ECG, and CG
were detected in all samples, while GA, GC, EGC, C, EC, and EGCG were not detected in some samples. EC was the
most abundant, followed by EGC, GCG and ECG. The total polyphenols were significantly positively correlated with
these 4 components. The contents of EGC, C, EC, EGCG, GCG, ECG as well as total polyphenols were the highest in
sepals, followed by stamens and petals. The content of CG was the highest in petals, followed by stamens and sepals.
The contents of GA and GC were the highest in stamens, followed by sepals and petals. The results of cluster analys-
is showed that the similarity rate of stamen polyphenols with classification systems was the highest, which was
80.00%—-90.00%. The similarity rates of sepal polyphenols content and petals polyphenols content were
75.00%—88.89% and 58.33%—81.82%, respectively. [Conclusion] The highest polyphenolic content in the flowers
of yellow Camellia is EC, and the main polyphenolic constituents are EC, EGC, GCG and ECG. The polyphenolic
content is the highest in sepal followed by stamen and lowest in petal. The clustering results of stamen polyphenols
can be used as an important supplement to the phylogenetic classification of yellow Camellia.

Keywords: yellow Camellia; flower; polyphenols; constituent content; classification
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