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Optimum Harvesting Time of Codonopsis pilosula
Nannf. var. Modesta( Nannf. ) L. T. Shen

YUAN Ju-Li
(Dep artment of Chemistry and Chemicadl E ngineer ing, Baoji University of Arts and Sciences, Baoji, Shaanxi 721013, P. R. China)

Abstract The optimal harvesting time of Codonopsis piosula Nannf .var. M odesta( Nannf .) L.
T. Shen was confirmed. The optimal harvesting time of Codonopsis pilosula Nannf . var- M od esta
(Nannf.)L.T.Shen was confirmed though study on different mouths yields and dynamic changes of
total saponin amount for the biennial, three Codonopsis pilosula N annf . var. M odesta( Nannf . )L . T.
Shen. There was significant differences(p< 0.05) between yields of biennial, three Cod onop sis pilosula
Nannf - var. Modesta(Nannf. ) L. T- Shen- Total saponin content in the period were no significant
differences between (p > 0. 05). Anova analysis showed that the total saponin content in different
months in the same period there were significant differences between(p < 0.01). The yield, the total
saponin content and the amount of active ingredient synthetically considered to determine the best
harvest time of the cultivation in the third year from September to Novem ber.

Key words Codonopsis pilosula Nannf. var. M odesta( Nannf.) L. T . Shen; Dry Discount Rate;

T otal Saponins; T he Amount of Active Ingredient



