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Abstract: In order to investigate the sulfate contents in common seaweeds and agars, five seaweeds and
six agars were analyzed by using an internal standard with ion chromatography (IC), which was then used to
calculate the sulfate content. The result showed that the chosen KNO, was more suitable as the internal stand-
ard for quantify of SO; . The contents of SO;~ exhibited well linearity in a range of 10 ~45 mg/L (R* >
0.999) , and the recoveries were 93. 1% ~106.4% . By using the above method, sulfate contents exhibited
a range from 0.25% to 1.21% in different agars, besides, the sulfate contents of kelp, nori, echeuma,
bangia and gracilaria were 2.58% , 3.86% , 10.62% , 2.42% and 1.01% , respectively. In addition,
the sulfate content of echeuma was significantly higher than that of the others (P < 0.05) .
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T BT E P 2R B R AE IR —, R0k 15000 B, HP A Z P ERYZY R 100 Fh,
BN LLEE . SRBEANEYE 4 )L WP S A EERNER ., gER . S AMEFIENTR ., 26
FIRIR G, FERG Tk, 25 SR i SUR A TE R A . e RS EE RS2 —,
R 22 WS TE 2 MR o0 T4 (Y B R 0 A SRR M AR 2. KRS IR, R AL
AimmE ., PUBEMEIE, FEIRMURE . TUMR S M EYITETE. BRR 2 05 h BB AR A RS2 5
g S 2 B TS RN, P I R R AR EAh, BRI AR B A U S O ) B T DDA G,
WFER L BRI A R BLAC S, RBR 20 LA GR B AR A 5 4 s B s ). R, T AT
M ity P PR AR 5 X T e S L 2 M 7 i R R I A P A 4 S

EHT, D Ve s 2 B AR &5 1 5 A BaCl, HE RIS F (375 (Ton Chromatography, 1C).
BT O — R JCHLES 1 & R A S O (L e A Tk, T N TR | R 2 R B S R
FXS TALGERY BaCl, Foddtis, 8 5 (i BA me bt | M R BUZSR00A.  BaCl, ok o Mt ie Fn -
PSR ERAR Y S BEWRFST 2, Sousa %% RSP OIETA TN E T AR ERAR & i, [0 HAiA &g rh
TR 7 & i P EBFFEAR D, AR SCRATHT B 8 7 S ekt fl A B B/ R30I 8% (SRS) S5 7 (i T
B, A8 1C ME BRI PSRBT KNO, , A7 I i 20 i B AR Y 18 1~ (3 vk, PRI
FS M (Laminaria japonica) | #53% ( Porphyra umbilicalis) FIREEESE (Echeuma muricatum) 257
DR R R B P A BRI AR 1 15 i, il SO TR TR R 2%

1 MHRERE
L1 #E5iKF

LIRS A (A1296 —100G) . B (A6686 —100G) F1 C (V900500 —500G) M) T £ E Sigma 237 ;
Bilg#: D (10000582, BR) AT EZEWL2AHARA R ; BilE#H E (028990, BR) T/ AR
AUEYEARABRAE BN F. BB LE G a8 (i) SaABRAR,; il TiREs
B B TRA R, 00T EV LA AR B A RA R LLER A HFH K= H AR
(T YL

EMRER | BRI . BERR 2. nhill -20, BaCl,, HCI S810GR W T B I TEERR B AA IRA A, 1
VoA TE
1.2 UBHEH

ICS - 2100 B &S 7 (4% ) T35 [E Dionex 2y 1) ; DIONEX IonPac AS19 (4 mm x250 mm) FHE 1
JyE5HE, DIONEX IonPac AG19 (4 mm x50 mm) BB T34, 44N Chromeleon 7. 1 {63 T AEu
g T O mkg A IR A BR AT /O THE TRJERT (L) (WA RA R
1.3 XWHE
1.3.1 BFEiEgrr AR, 30 °C; WPER . 20 mmol/L KOH WM& EEVEML , Wi/ 1.0 mL/min;
PHI#E . DIONEX ASRS 4 — mm MBS FA6il4, PG, MK S0 mA; BN, A5k
Mg, KR 35 °C; AR, 25 L, R IRIERE.
1.3.2 FRAE R ECH] Bk, MRICT R 2 EE R KH,PO,1. 4320 ¢, FEAKIE I e %
£ 100 mL, UL KH,PO, W 2 mL, HAiKE I 22 % 500 mL, HEF PO~ B8 EE N 40 mg/L.
FRICT P 2 EE 1Y KNO, 1. 6302 g, FHME LK If E 25 2 100 mL, FEHLKNO, W 1 mL, E&A R
500 mLA R, DL NO, Bia ik 0 20 mg/L. FREX 105 CHEZEfHFE A Na, SO, 0. 1480 ¢, FHFELLS
(1) KNO, TAEWCK A AR5 E 45 2 100 mL, IR SO; MBI E R 1 /L. FREC 105 CHEEHE
) Na,S0,1. 4800 g, AIEBZIKEMGE2 2 100 mL, BLAL 10 ¢/L /9 SO; - TAEH.

http : //xuebaobangong. jmu. edu. cn/zkb



514 EFEPE, AF BT O A I E B UL IR R A B AR Y - 31-

SACLE R . 196 ¢ KEFKHMA 2 g iERA BaCl,, 1812IR%5), BEoRLBE 5348 1% kil 20 -
BaCl, iAW, FREL 105 CHEZEIEEM K,S0, 8K 0. 1088 g (Ki#fiZ= 0.0001 g), F 1.0 mol/L (IR E
2% 500 mL, BOA0. 12 g/L i SO~ i8 £ K.

1.3.3  WERIBRESE  FREL 105 °C M Z= 16 8 Y Na, SO, [F1A 0. 1480 g, 43%I] 1. 3.2 # KH, PO,
KNO, V8 W, BT RV L 10 mg/L (19 SO; ™ TAEW. £ 0.22 pm KRIEMR, HAFESBELS
H, RS SERE T, TERE M EIEAE T, SRR BT MR RIS o i 7 73 B

1.3.4  ZflbniE TAEIMZ AT AR 1 BR Bk, BHC1.3.2 1 1 g/L B9 Na, SO, FRifEl 45,
FH KNO, I 2 B il - F BN B W 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 40, 45 mg/L RAAnHELRIA . %R
1.3. 3 B I bR EVE TR TP AR AR . LA SO; ™ Ml NO, T ALY LA S A4k A% . SO~ Al NO; it
W BE LU AE R AL R 2 il A v i £&

FACELE R, BE1.3.2910. 12 /L A9 SO;” TAEW 0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0 mL F 6 4~
WA, 1.0 mol/L IERMAPFE A 1.0 mL, J3 A BT 735K 1% M 20 — BaCL W 3 mL, 1R%)
JE#E 30 min, #7510 min, T 360 nm ZAMEMWOCEEE, DL SO; AR ARG EE A AR . SO;
o VR AR A B 22 il o T 2.

o HE PR . A PR A2 R 3 SRR EL (S/N) 115, s EERR DL 10 £509 S/N AL
1.3.5 JARFPEEIRE  FREO. 5 g BRIEREM A 15 (3T 50 mL R, 203 4, A 1.3.2 7
10 ¢/L /) SO; ™ TAEM, 2/ 1 4HIMA 302 L, 552 41inA 604 pl, 253 ZHINA 906 wl. KiHHRE TH
P b BTG, RIS b T 550 CF R A, SRE 7 BV RE B TR 45 .
F 13,2 Bl KNO, FRIE TAERIR K 0 - 5 B 22 25 mlL ik, AR, BijG, MRIGHSLE
DU )2 SRR RE A TP AR R AR & 5, A\ 25 mL A A BUE S AT IS E R 2 5 mL A5,
K SOT TR ERBEE 10 ~45 mg/L, MERBMR &, JESETHXPR M2 (RSD) Flig &M
G3HT.

1.3.6 B~ s R AR B e RO RE R AR L 45 0.5 g, BEDAEAI 3 AT,
FEM AP SFERER] 1.3.5, SR @ AF 00 J5 2 AR R A 45 44 0 B rh B R AR 19 5 6.
1.3.7 Btk R0EdE R 3 WOPATIREE A IME; N Office Excel 2010 3R A5 F-24{E AN
bRt 2% ; % SPSS Statistics 19.0 (IBM) #cfiE4T E M1 (P < 0.05) .

2 ER5HH T
2.1 WIRPEERRSR CH R s 208
=
=P b1 Ve w1111 (== 2- A Bl S2 Ak D ¢ i
B ﬁ%@‘la 00 SO, ) Rl LY g_ | B KNO, NO; S
KHINO; 5 PO, 1N NARY). Sildl = |
% ( JI_L[‘FE] l ) %% ED% ’ Soi i ,f% E}EJ HTJ‘ I‘Eﬂ j\j 0.0 20 40 6.0 80 10.0 120 140 16.0 180 200 220 240
7.99 min, PO?{ 1R B FE] A 18. 20 min t/min
(K 1A), NO; £ & Bf ] & 6. 68 min 1 KH,PO, #1 KNO, M #Rr#1 B #l B Na,SO, 7/ ik & F & ik &
([ 1B). PO~ Fl NO i {o i 6 24 g Fig.1 Chromatogram of Na,SO, standard solution prepared
. 4 3

by KH,PO, solution and KNO; solution
5 S0; 5E 4, A NO, R H e 5

SO; B, HARBAETE SR, A2y at i), ek A KNO, VR il 2 0 A= .
2.2 FREMZATIFIREHRSWN

VeI KNOAE N ARY), DAREWE 10, 15, 20, 25, 30, 40, 45 mg/L 1 SO2™ 5 20 mg/L Y
NO, MW EEZ L AR AR bR, SOT - W AR5 NO, W T AR A LU B P AR A e 7 i bR T 2k WLIEL 2 (R >
0.999) , KW SO, BT EAE 10 ~45 mg/L i N2 RIFRLIERCR. B 3 A0 L ikl & i
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Fig. 2 Standard curve of sulfate Fig. 3 Standard curve of sulfate detected
detected by ion chromatograph by barium chlorine turbidimetry

PR S B bRl 2k, HmA 52k y = 0.4018 x — 0. 0285(R* = 0.9965) .

M3 SV (S/N =3) HEAM TR} 0.003 mg/L, 10 f5{EMELL (S /N=10) FHEEREN
0.011 mg/L. ZEEREHAEMFFT RS F i 2 052 & A8 P JCHLES F RO S5 AL, DRI AR 5%
1) B €035 D7 vk S R I v LA AR P G D SR A
2.3 fnEREB RIS

TEAHE R ERESRAE T, XTB0E A AR & SR BRI AR E SO;~ & & 1Y [DSCR FIORS 2% B2, 45
(WFE1) Bor, 5 APl B AR AR IR 22 /N T 2. 4%, IRICFETE 93. 1% ~106. 4% ZJA]
[T 5300 5 B A RIATRAEIR ZE (n = 5) 1E3.5% ~5.4% 26, FWITEEmitem . SO

1 TRERIRES FHOINAR BB R R AR AR A e 2

Tab.1 Recovery and relative standard derivation of sulfate group

e TR W+ 448 MHE=(E RSD 2 PR RSD
AR {E il */j: = iy %{E Measurement Miured %SD of [l qézjf: RSD of

Background Plus scalar value/m mean  measurement Recovery recove
value/mg /mg . value/mg  value/ % /% /% Y

3.02 8.91 8.65 8.69 9.00 9.00 8.85 1.9 93.1 5.4

6.04 6.04 12.22 12.86 12.57 12.27 12.41 12.47 2.1 106. 4 3.6

9.06 15.81 15.26 14.95 15.55 15.80 15.47 2.4 104.1 3.5

2.4 HEmUWESER

BT ORREWAA T TR, R
AL TR ALR T A AR g, o R o e | ﬂﬁA&*

%Efﬁ%‘f%ﬂﬁﬂ m%? , ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ({ﬂﬂﬁim] . EE ﬂ:&z’k 'B: Porphyra umbilicalis NO; S0>
B AL G R ZR AR . MRS, XebEs
AT KA, SEECIERNE | o, s
HEE IR SO Zr B sURM, Eﬁ@§ﬂ§§§3:£i¥§ﬂiﬂgﬁﬂ§§ ————

, o\
TREE . W ERPERS . AL 3e A o B R AR A 3R i &&w“Wfﬂth /S0
B EBRA R £ 1 R S B B AL B, 7 1R
S0

. . VHE N TN, - 'E: Gracilaria v 0S8 -
SR Rk W R R PR, LA A R T 2R HACHAT TETTHEOR . NO;s

- S N

KU, AFERATERAWIEE TR, o o s s e s
FE AL B R A T A AR IR, ke 2 i 4. 5 Fb t/min

HESE TR AR 5 RS2 19 S (3 PR LR 4, BP0 4 SMERTHEREBNETEHE
PEAISE 6 FhEUIE S 5 F 5 rhig e O e AR & e 48 Fig. 4 Chromatograms of sulfate contents in

five seaweeds
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2 IRBRTT R R REIR AR R T 5 £35S HEENRBIRGRESH
Tab.2 Mass fraction of sulfate of agars Tab.3 Mass fraction of sulfate of five seaweeds
% %
. . - G ERTRAA -
ﬁé[ll:ll-l w( SOi ) w( 50421 ) 5{5{}5‘: Sample name w( 504 ) RSD
RSD
Sample  (IC method) (BaCl, method) Sample N
source WY Laminaria japonica 2.58° 0.5
Bl
Iﬁfiﬂﬁ\A 1.21° 1.5 1.52¢ Sigma 3% Porphyra umbilicalis 3.86 " 2.7
te)
D T
}E‘/ﬁ;ﬁB 1.01 b 2.1 1.37°" Sigma %&ﬁ%ﬁ% Eucheuma muricatum 10.62° 1.6
27
};?‘AHgE:jﬁC C 0.45° 1.0 0.58 ¢ Sigma FAIEEE 2 Bangia atropurpurea 2.42° 0.7
S o e e
}E:AEE,' %DD 0.36 0.6 0.51 Hﬂbﬂ“ . VI3 Gracilaria verrucosa 1.01¢ 2.6
gar uankal
BEME o4 19 oee % — .
Agar E : ‘ : Guoyao VL. BEMES TR Scheffe 5, LAra, b, ¢, d
S VoA 0% LR S OF: LR FRA LI 3 B F AR 7 AT A R (P <
Agar F Liixin 0.05)
B LE%‘@%HJ‘;%H% zcheffe {£+:_ J:T/i a, b, ¢, d (ES Notes: Scheffe method was used to analyze the significance, a,
AFEZEHE MR & B BTSSR (P <0.05) . b, ¢, d within the same column indicated the significant differ-
Notes: Scheffe method was used to analyze the significance, a, b, c, ence of sulfate content.

d within the same column indicated the significant difference of sulfate

content.

MFE 2 T, 6 FhBAE S S Y SO2 T i M ERAE 0.25% ~1.21% i), Hirh Sigma 24 & BYBAE K
A BRFRAR A 7 i 3 e T A A ZEE = 8, S SR BUE R F AR IR AR & i i & KT Sigma 23] A
WHUEERR R =, 5 EZEE SRR D SRR i B EZESR (P < 0.05) . AL Lk I
TR AR % A S5 MG = T B Ak, TR R UL Lk ki i, W A2 A PO; - . CL 45
HET, HARIE SR O AR, TR E T AR ER, PO ClT &l B T g ekt
RERS 5 SO~ RAFArEs, THBRAUR B X SOT - S RIIE R T . BUIR /™ M AR ERAR & 22 57 53
BRIFEE SR . REEFNY | BRI T 2l & ik g o, et Tk E 5 A K 0 BT R
Bt R, B R ERAR A S S AL A G, Carter 25X AR Bl i OB T EL AT )RR AG
B, BT RN, I P iR r) & s moRE.

M2 3 a1, 5 R SO B M 8E 1.01% ~10.62% Z[0], $47E Ross' ' I 5 4+ Fl 21
HRBR IR HR 14 S B8 4 0. 5% ~ 18.3% 2 [8), AR B % 251 0 2 46 8 v i AR AR I 40 % 1. 88 % ~
4.03% ML FEIN. Hrb, BUBESRA R AR & 5 0 2w T 4 RSN, VLB 5 i W IR T
4 PfEEERY, 2R BUBER ML BB S B W AT (P < 0.05) , XS EETFE
FRAE 21 3 P R R AR 5 — e TR SIS, JRR AT RE 0 P R R 22 0 2 T A R DL R
TR IRAE Z TP U O B AR FIAA G, NGB B AR T 322t o B W AR R A2 1, e 3 - 32
BEALIY (1 -2) 3L (1-3) &M o - L - 780 -4 - iR, ML sEP R Ll 6 - Bia% -D
HFUBHA 6 - B SE — L LIRSS e, BRI K20 T D - L2 C2, c4 Fice fid 11,
I (5SE. BBESE. ABFMITE) MRS RMNES S8R, A RIEEACRES RN E
FYIARSEY . BRRAR A S R R I R S R TR T (AR IR PUW RS ) ME
BRI, BUBEE T BT R AR O v T A Y, T BB W G2 I LA A AR 5 Y A W T
PR, ALY B 257 b i AR AL T 8 2%

3 #ig
BEHE KNOAE N NFRY), FIEFEigE SO & &, HFRHRR WL 10 ~45 mg/L JLH L
PEERBA (R? = 0.9996) , fMIAREILE K 93. 1% ~106. 4% , Bl i FRAR (1) )i f 43 50AE 0. 25% ~
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