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Antioxidant Activities of Different Tissues of Gentiana straminea Maxim
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Abstract ;In this study, DPPH and CUPRAC were used to determine the antioxidant activities of flower, cauline leaf and
root of Gentiana siraminea Maxim. In addition, the antioxidant activities of different organs were compared. The antioxi-
dant activity analysis results indicated that the DPPH radical scavenging activities of flower, cauline leaf and root were
lower than that of gallic acid. The ICy, values of leaves, branch and fruit were 260,341.3 and 2920. 6 wg/mL,respec-
tively. TEAC values of CUPRAC of flower, cauline leaf and root were 0. 127,0. 108 and 0. 019 g/mL, respectively. The

flower, cauline leaf with root of G. straminea had some antioxidant activity. The antioxidant activities of different organs

decreased in the order of flower > cauline leaf > root.
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Fig. 1  Absorbance at different times after mixing the test

and the reference solutions with DPPH
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Table 2 The adding amounts of the sample solution and 75% ethanol
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Fig.2 DPPH scavenging rates of gallic acid (A) ,G. straminea flower ( B) ,cauline leaf (C) and root (D)
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Table 3  The adding amounts of the sample solution and 75% ethanol
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Fig.3  Absorbance at different times after mixing samples

and the reference solutions with detection reagent
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