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The Influence of Smoked to Sulfur Dioxide Residues of Codonopsis pilosula

JIN Xiao—jun, WANG Gang, AN Xiao—yong, CAO Ai-nong, FAN Ming
(College of Agronomy, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou Gansu 730070, China)

Abstract: Using the distilling of iodine titration method to study the sulfur dioxide residues in Codonopsis pilosula after

smoked. The results showed that the amount of sulfur and the moisture gradient have biggest influence; the time of sulfur smoked has
less effect. When the moisture gradient distributed in 25%~31%, the sulfur amount controled in 0.025 kg/kg, smoked 24h, the sulfur

dioxide residues reached lower level. When we smoked to Codonopsis pilosula, we’d better reduce the sulfur amount and smoked

time, pharmacodynamic action is very important.
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