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Abstract — The adulteration of herbal medicines with synthetic colorants to enhance marketability has been reported, and con-
cerns regarding such practices persist. Although previous validation by our organization was limited to fruit matrices—thereby
failing to represent the chemically diverse and complex matrices of various medicinal plant parts—this study successfully
addressed this limitation by extending the application of the HPLC-PDA method to 10 red and yellow synthetic dyes across
eight herbal matrices, including roots, stems, fruits, and resins. The target dyes were extracted via dual ultrasonication using
70% aqueous methanol containing 100 mM ammonium acetate and separated by gradient elution. The method demonstrated
reliable performance with high linearity (R? > 0.997), and the results met the AOAC validation criteria, with recoveries ranging
from 75% to 120% and precision (RSD) within 11%. Following external validation to confirm the procedure's reliability, the
method was applied to 166 commercial samples, and the target dyes were not detected in any of the analyzed samples. Ulti-
mately, this method has been officially adopted into the General Tests section of the Korean Pharmacopoeia (KP), providing
a comprehensive scientific framework for the standardized quality control and safety management of herbal medicines.
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Fig. 1. Chemical structures of the red-yellow synthetic dyes: (1) Tartrazine, (2) Auramine O, (3) Metanil Yellow, (4) Amaranth, (5)
New Coccine, (6) Sunset Yellow, (7) Azorubine, (8) Erythrosin B, (9) Acid Red 73, (10) Orange II.
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Fig. 2. UV/VIS spectra of the red-yellow synthetic dyes: (1) Tartrazine, (2) Auramine O, (3) Metanil Yellow, (4) Amaranth, (5)
New Coccine, (6) Sunset Yellow, (7) Azorubine, (8) Erythrosin B, (9) Acid Red 73, (10) Orange 1II.

> 99%), (6) Sunset Yellow (CAS No. 2783-94-0, Sigma-
Aldrich, purity > 95%), (7) Azorubine (CAS No. 3567-69-9,
Sigma-Aldrich, purity > 98%), (8) Erythrosin B (CAS No. 16423-
68-0, Sigma-Aldrich, purity > 98%), (9) Acid Red 73 (CAS No.
5413-75-2, Sigma-Aldrich, purity > 97%), (10) Orange II (CAS
No. 633-96-5, Sigma-Aldrich, purity > 98%)

AleF —HPLC #2415 $13) acetonitrile (gradient grade for
liquid chromatography, 4 L, Merck, Germany), ethyl acetate
(gradient grade for liquid chromatography, 4 L, Merck, Germany),
methanol (gradient grade for liquid chromatography, 4 L, Merck,
Germany), ammonium acetate (Sigma-Aldrich, Germany)&

ARg-skt.
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Table 1. HPLC conditions for the analysis of the red-yellow synthetic dyes

Instrument HPLC
Detector PDA (Photodiode Array Detector)
Column SHISEIDO C18 UG120 (250 mm x 4.6 mm i.d., 5 um)
Time (min.) 0.05 M ammonium acetate Acetonitrile
0 95 5
Mobile phase 40 3 45
45 55 45
46 0 100
50 0 100
Flow rate 1.0 mL/min
Column temp. 30°C
Injection vol. 10 uL
428 nm Tartrazine, Auramine O, Metanil yellow
Detection A 500 nm Amaranth, New Coccine, Sunset yellow, Azorubine, Erythrosin B,

Acid Red 73, Orange I1
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Fig. 3. HPLC chromatograms of Lycii Fructus demonstrating method specificity (428 nm): (A) Blank sample solution, (B) Stan-
dard solution, (C) Blank sample solution added with standard solutions.
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Fig. 4. HPLC chromatograms of Lycii Fructus demonstrating method specificity (500 nm): (A) Blank sample solution, (B) Stan-
dard solution, (C) Blank sample solution added with standard solutions.

Table II. The linearity, correlation coefficient (R?), limit of detection (LOD) and limit of quantification (LOQ) of the red-yellow
synthetic dyes

No. Analytes Retention time Molecular formula (s) R? LOD (pg/mL) LOQ (ng/mL)
1 Tartrazine 6.1 C,HoN,Na,O,S, 0.9997 0.02 0.07
2 Auramine O 34.4 C,;H,N;-HClI 0.9997 0.11 0.35
3 Metanil Yellow 37.7 C,sH,,N;NaO,S 0.9999 0.08 0.23
4 Amaranth 7.9 C,oH;;N,Na;0,,S; 0.9997 0.03 0.10
5 New Coccine 12.8 C,oH,;N,Na,0,,S, 0.9999 0.03 0.10
6 Sunset Yellow 13.7 C,¢H;(N,Na,0,S, 0.9999 0.05 0.17
7 Azorubine 22.7 C,oH,,N,Na,0,S, 0.9999 0.06 0.17
8 Erythrosin B 28.6 C,Hgl,Na,O;4 0.9999 0.05 0.17
9 Acid Red 73 30.8 C,,H,,N,Na,0-S, 0.9999 0.13 0.39
10 Orange 11 32.1 C,¢H;;N,NaO,S 0.9999 0.05 0.14

& AIZH (1) Tartrazine (6.1%), (4) Amaranth (7.9%), (5) g .
New Coccine (12.8%), (6) Sunset Yellow (13.72%), (7) Azorubine MM, AESH U "EBH - A4 4 3 AlY gl=
(22.7%), (8) Erythrosin B (28.6%), (9) Acid Red 73 (30.8%), A 1052 BFEFS 140 pg/mL F= HeWNA 571 5
(10) Orange 1T (32.1%), (2) Auramine O (34.4%), (3) Metanil o] FF 8O 7 A %3}l HPLCE ©]8-alo] 33] phe B
Yellow (37.7%) &02 et} g9 9= vig  Halon, 105 =5 g A3de] 4aAsR)E

A7k g goe] )3 w5 A7k UV/VIS spectrum©] 0.99 oo g w2 A4S Btk ot A4 1059 A



188 Kor. J. Pharmacogn.
Z3H(LODY= 0.02~0.13 pg/mLAE F 5% 0426 pgle)  HZ7| A, AFA, A%, A (&5, Dol (714}, &
HelellA VAL, 8 #FEHAI(LOQ)E 0.07~0.39 pg/mL(A] T2h, FAFEF, 7)) T 7128 S0l M= the o) g
5% 1478 pglp) B 2oIA LeRskoh(Table 1) op| F2o) thate] #AS A Ak, 718 7K gle]

Zet U EANe) A9 R ADEE S AOAC Tlol=Eialel Sl % TR /1S u
Ast7] S8l gt JHREARE Skt el 2 S} TH(Table III).
Table III. Intra-day and Inter-day accuracy and precision data of eight herbal medicines

Rhei Radix et Rhizoma Sappan Lignum Rehmanniae Radix Preparata Clematidis Radix
Spiked Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day

Analytes Level
(ug/mL) Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD

Recovery RSD Recovery RSD

%) W % W ) W k) ) ) B ) ) W ) (B (%)

5 11446 173 11764 3.06 11324 084 1173 354 11321 LI12 11951 5 11033 066 11863 6.09

Tartrazine 10 11742 123 11626 087 11577 078 116.14 074 113.68 021 11757 29 11244 121 117.05 346
25 1095 2,07 11081 121 113.64 0.7 11487 119 11258 043 11673 3.1 1096 186 11608 494

5 8487 048 8222 298 8384 029 7957 68 8536 067 814 577 8399 049 8250 457

A“r%mine 10 8669 106 8198 519 8537 059 8109 565 8687 043 8298 505 8587 101 8386 3.79
25 8323 252 8193 144 8712 04 8475 244 88 029 8678 13 8685 150 8752 167

5 9656 292 1022 1024 9806 0.14 10419 951 97.73 087 10434 982 97.85 0.9 10572 941

l\éeeltlfgvl 10 10015 08 10136 648 9841 045 10162 699 9736 028 10149 735 9779 393 10289 6.83
25 9447 231 9787 670 972 023 10041 68 9665 0.7 10048 644 9590 161 10179 6.73

5 113.07 144 11026 691 1129 091 11285 601 11031 1.07 11277 652 10871 036 11331 828

Amaranth 10 11595 1.09 11065 9.7 1147 075 11171 751 1104 051 11LI18 778 11036 122 11222 8.78
25 10809 235 10580 746 11248 0.4 11037 724 10953 051 11062 7.84 10742 199 9748 13.82

5 9741 124 10542 874 10425 041 11118 684 9732 082 10427 822 97.86 028 10624 822

Ciecvivne 10 100.87 2341 10321 449 10125 051 105.15 449 9723 023 10163 551 9832 089 10381 539
25 9614 228 9969 467 991 026 10257 465 97.16 029 1012 471 9662 158 10287 561

5 11844 059 11136 953 10241 035 10341 461 956 098 1011 616 9454 039 10169 6.63

\S(Egzit 10 10892 073 107.89 172 9935 046 998 283 9565 032 986 333 9509 090 9932 3.83
25 9685 226 988 216 9643 021 9794 249 947 02 9754 281 9335 155 9834 439
510094 L1 1072 819 986 014 1054 879 9804 086 10543 9.14 9655 025 10570 930

Azorubine 10 10195 094 10406 519 992 039 103.05 596 9801 023 10273 646 9697 088 10335 6.60
25 9589 234 9997 565 98.15 023 10192 568 9752 0.4 101.85 551 9535 1.58 10236 6.64

5 9962 072 10075 442 10016 0.16 10146 395 99.03 061 101.09 469 9885 032 10220 4.08

Eryﬂ]’;"sm 10 10106 084 9836 3.59 9951 042 9845 275 9861 005 9841 243 9881 110 9956 1.57
25 952 234 9483 221 9837 032 9734 253 9805 02 9751 173 9694 162 9865 1.60

5 9842 076 10045 524 98.66 022 102.13 584 98.61 072 102.52 613 97.75 042 103.10 592

ACi%Red 10 10003 078 98.88 330 9837 049 99.57 343 9752 0.9 99.52 371 9742 086 10047 337
25 9409 228 9566 294 9681 024 9829 321 9641 0.19 9847 296 9533 1.53 9943 3.75

5 971 092 10130 5.87 97361 034 10348 695 97.75 0.66 10391 728 9698 021 104.53 7.36

Orange 1T 10 99 077 9957 3.15 9794 055 10088 4.11 9725 0.12 101 454 9683 097 10176 4.65
25 9454 249 9757 419 9726 0.8 100.16 3.84 9688 0.1 10029 3.66 9564 153 101.30 497
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Table III. (Continued)

Lycii Fructus Myrrha Rubi Fructus Olibanum

Spiked

Analytes level
(ug/mL) Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD

o) (o) ) (B) (0 (B) () ) (B) ) (o) (B) () (0 (B) )

5 11181 086 107.06 5.09 10648 0.75 10443 385 10428 2.02 10329 1.1 10454 085 104.16 0.5

Tartrazine 10 108.11 0.97 10562 6.56 10416 235 10326 448 10237 1.11 10194 153 101.79 0.54 102.04 0.74
25 1035 193 953 825 10426 0.89 9561 895 10062 04 9524 872 101.21 0.73 9633 9.93

5 9356 143 8867 48 8649 033 8219 454 8065 157 7712 414 8043 1.01 76.64 455

Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day

A“r%mi“e 10 9092 047 8722 379 848 13 8118 391 7998 035 7721 3.13 79.18 031 76.18 3.5
25 8939 132 8581 444 8409 068 7999 449 812 057 77.65 398 807 046 7685 4.44
5 979 114 9831 094 9808 0.5 9974 158 962 1.63 9837 192 971 113 9888 1.57
ﬁ:ﬁi’zg 10 97.69 027 9807 212 9873 123 99.52 145 9672 097 9773 195 97.08 043 9822 1.94

25 96.54 135 914 11.1 982 0.61 9354 10.16 9692 0.09 9256 94 9733 035 93.51 10.66
5 11296 246 117.8 3.83 1201 063 12043 1.81 122.56 237 12357 1.18 1192 0.78 12078 2.2
Amaranth 10 10891 2.89 11625 553 119.04 3.51 11933 247 121.51 137 12134 0.53 117.57 0.52 11852 1.52
25 102.6 325 103.02 898 121.09 0.89 109.87 10.58 117.01 0.44 111.05 1033 117.27 0.81 111.12 11.37
5 98.75 123 9971 092 9948 042 101.71 191 97.79 1.59 100.19 2.07 9838 1.04 100.64 2.06

CI(:Icec‘;;)e 10 98.75 038 1003 2.18 100.03 128 101.99 1.84 98.19 1.06 10022 223 9827 042 100.56 2.38
25 97.75 136 9211 1046 99.61 057 9435 959 9838 0.1 9338 879 9881 0.38 943 9.97
5 9444 121 95 1.74 9492 05 96.63 215 9339 1.7 9524 192 94 116 956 158
‘S(gﬁ(if:/ 10 943 039 9542 1.07 9543 129 96.86 142 9373 091 9521 135 9386 044 9553 1.51

25 9336 135 875 11.78 9503 059 89.55 1092 94.02 0.09 88.64 1022 9431 0.38 89.48 11.35
5 99.92 1.12 10022 0.77 99.56 044 101.11 1.75 9986 1.7 100.81 0.84 99.73 1 99.89 0.89
Azorubine 10 98.15 092 9928 138 99.18 14 100.02 1.17 99.05 096 99.58 0.79 98.63 0.51 9898 0.35
25 96.19 149 8998 1043 9798 092 9195 986 9828 0.07 91.59 955 9837 041 91.87 11.19
5 100.22 1.14 101.54 1.71 100.71 0.56 102.86 1.99 10033 1.6 102.19 1.75 101.03 0.99 102.48 1.46

Erytllérosin 10 99.79 043 10126 141 101.02 131 10249 124 100.09 0.94 101.41 1.18 100.31 0.56 101.71 1.2
25 9841 134 92.68 10.87 100.15 0.55 94.67 995 9985 0.13 9416 944 100.17 037 9501 10.64
5 100.96 126 100.79 1.11 101.47 0.67 102.52 1.09 99.6 1.63 101.09 132 10031 1.07 101.53 1.04
Aci(713Red 10 99.62 037 10044 071 101 125 1021 124 9886 0.86 10021 1.19 9928 0.5 100.83 1.38

25 97.66 133 8894 13.66 99.5 0.54 91.04 12.81 9821 0.07 90.11 12.08 98.73 0.3 91.07 1297

5 9599 143 96.67 344 96.67 022 9837 338 9479 151 96.82 317 9512 096 97.18 2.99
Orange I 10 96.56 057 96.81 023 97.79 121 9829 1.1 9545 0.82 9641 094 9525 0.83 96.64 132

25 95.67 134 9097 1341 974 0.6 93.11 1252 96.12 0.14 921 11.73 9648 04 93.04 13.04
*SD Standard Deviation

LXAE - 99 HS FE-2 vgoz 9573} wap Ho] -3l P Aol AFAS SR eSS veRd
HSS R8st Ax}, 2 A 74 Ao} 553 7502 AOAC LUZ TA - A8 HAEE T3 F59 tiste] 1
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Table IV. Cross-validation results for the linearity, correlation coefficient (R?), limit of detection (LOD) and limit of quantification

(LOQ) of the red-yellow synthetic dyes

Rhei Radix et Rhizoma

Sappan Lignum

Rehmanniae Radix

Clematidis Radix
Preparata

Analytes
5 LOD  LOQ , LOD  LOQ , LOD LOQ , LOD  LOQ
(ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (pg/mL)
Tartrazine 0.997 0.9 3 1.000 2.6 87 0997 09 3.1 1.000 03 1.0
Auramine O 0.999 0.3 1 1.000 1.1 38  1.000 03 12 1.000 0.1 0.4
Metanil Yellow — 0.999 0.4 14 1000 12 4 1.000 05 1.6 1.000 0.1 0.5
Amaranth 0.998 0.6 1.9 1.000 2.1 6.9 0998 05 1.8 0999 03 0.9
New Coccine 0.998 0.3 1 1.000 12 4 1.000 03 1 1.000 0.2 0.5
Sunset Yellow  0.999 0.3 08 1000 1.1 3.6 1.000 03 0.9 1.000 0.1 0.5
Azorubine 0.999 0.4 13 1.000 1.6 54 1.000 04 13 1.000 02 0.7
Erythrosin B 0.999 0.4 12 1.000 15 51 1.000 04 13 1.000 02 0.7
Acid Red 73 0.998 0.2 0.8 1000 09 3.1 1.000 02 08 1000 0.1 0.4
Orange I 0.999 0.3 0.9 1000 1.1 36  1.000 03 0.9 1.000 0.1 0.5
Lycii Fructus Myrrha Rubi Fructus Olibanum
Analytes 5 LOD  LOQ L LOD  LOQ » LOD LOQ L, LOD LOQ
(ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (ng/mL) (pg/mL)
Tartrazine 0.998 0.4 12 1000 08 23 1.000 0.6 18 0997 05 1.4
Auramine O 1.000 0.3 0.7 0999 0.7 19 0999 03 0.9 1.000 04 1.3
Metanil Yellow  1.000 0.3 0.7 1000 05 1.5 1.000 03 1 1.000 0.3 0.9
Amaranth 0.997 0.4 12 1.000 05 14 1.000 04 12 0998 05 1.5
New Coccine 1.000 0.3 0.7 1.000 04 1.1 1.000 02 0.7 1000 03 1.1
Sunset Yellow 1.000 0.2 0.6 1000 03 0.9 1.000 0.1 0.5 1.000 03 0.9
Azorubine 1.000 0.3 1 1.000 0.5 1.5 1.000 03 0.9 1.000 0.5 1.5
Erythrosin B 1.000 0.3 0.9 1000 05 15 1.000 03 0.9 1.000 0.5 1.5
Acid Red 73 1.000 0.2 0.6 1000 03 09 1.000 0.1 05 1000 03 0.9
Orange I 1.000 0.3 0.7 1000 03 1 1.000 0.1 0.6 1.000 03 1.0
o} 24 A3 7 E 8FE 16642 el ZE i

7} HZ<HA(LOD) P]Yke. 2 YERgTH

DE 7129 Fop T EEA L FARAN A7 TR
'T:EI'ZE:] -"]'/é] Oﬂ ‘%ﬁl'ﬂﬂ L 2 7—1%Q%—1\ A= AT
71 Ao APEAS Fof RS FAFE ohe) He],
FAw), 24, R & 1) e ol 2R keR

= Srhstol W Hol i 4

melle Udel e SR A8W £ U8
[©)

N
T

= ArelME 71 SR HIEAA Ha FARe
thete] 87 F5e] ohet oFg-FeIctel, HelE, AA,
FAFE G A8ate] FaES ASsch 2 At o
FEE Rk 71 S TH 8FE Bl Tho|ERele]
AABFE 2AFAA 099 o1, T 75~120%, YWl &
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Table V. Cross-validation results for intra-day and inter-day accuracy and precision data of eight herbal medicines

Rhei Radix et Rhizoma Sappan Lignum Rehmanniae Radix Preparata Clematidis Radix

Spiked

Analytes  level Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day

(ug/mL) Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD
) ) o) ) ) ) ) ) ) o ) ) 0 () ) )

5 104 42 106 24 113 1.0 115 1.5 103 1.9 103 20 102 14 102 07
Tartrazine 10 104 59 104 17 114 1.2 116 1.6 103 25 103 1.8 100 1.2 102 03
25 105 46 107 79 114 1.2 116 22 106 45 103 31 102 09 103 21
5 93 1.5 92 1.3 104 04 103 0.6 113 0.2 106 53 95 07 95 0.5

A“I%mine 10 94 07 93 09 105 05 104 09 109 07 105 27 95 04 95 06
25 8 07 8 52 105 10 106 09 106 07 105 12 100 05 99 05
5 108 18 109 34 109 16 108 07 112 LI 105 61 103 27 102 08
1;’[;31‘:;1 10 108 08 110 16 110 13 109 09 109 14 105 34 102 10 102 03

25 106 0.8 109 54 110 1.8 110 0.6 106 1.1 104 1.7 105 08 105 05
5 104 39 105 16 112 33 113 1.1 94 4.5 92 29 98 58 96 1.8
Amaranth 10 105 49 104 22 113 1.6 116 19 98 25 96 12 98 20 98 1.2
25 102 41 106 8.0 113 1.9 115 23 100 4.6 97 29 99 05 100 25
5 103 70 103 0.1 107 77 105 12 101 113 92 86 91 153 88 32

New 10 106 34 104 15 110 42 108 11 103 55 98 45 96 48 95 07
Coccine

25 101 14 105 59 111 33 110 07 102 20 100 22 102 17 101 07

5 109 16 109 03 109 12 107 14 110 09 103 63 103 18 102 08

Sunset 108 05 108 04 110 08 109 12 106 11 102 34 101 05 101 04
Yellow

25 104 0.7 108 53 111 1.1 111 0.9 105 0.8 103 1.7 105 05 104 05

5 105 36 104 08 106 47 105 12 101 43 93 74 9% 78 93 2.6

Azorubine 10 105 24 105 06 109 29 107 13 101 33 97 38 97 29 96 1.1
25 103 13 107 56 109 32109 07 100 2.1 98 20 102 1.5 101 1.0

5 103 29 103 05 104 2.1 106 14 104 0.7 97 64 93 27 92 0.9

Eryﬂ]‘;"sm 10 103 27 102 09 106 17 107 04 104 12 100 34 92 08 92 04
25 9% 14 99 51 108 21 108 08 101 08 99 17 98 08 98 06
5 117 38 112 53 106 52 105 08 105 47 97 72 97 84 95 23
ACi%Red 10 110 23 108 21 109 32 108 10 103 33 99 38 99 30 98 Ll

25 103 1.7 106 48 109 32109 07 103 2.0 100 20 105 1.5 103 14
5 109 20 107 1.8 107 2.1 106 0.7 110 1.3 102 63 101 24 100 09
Orange II 10 108 1.0 107 1.0 108 14 107 0.8 106 1.4 102 35 100 10 100 04
25 104 09 108 53 108 2.1 108 0.5 105 1.2 103 1.7 104 07 104 06

43 RSD 7.3% ols}, A7+ 424 RSD 11% olsh& W= 4 AlD B4 108 2A8e THaRl=efd, kA
StAth 9w AL A, AR 8EE 160219] FefAelM el SAIHLH, & Tl T fE SheFAl o] FEH
=

24 9 B AY B2NE 1050 4EEA GRS F o) B89 ok
Qagich. B ATE B3} 45 2 HAE Bk F 44 %
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Table V. (Continued)

Lycii Fructus Myrrha Rubi Fructus Olibanum

Spiked
Analytes level
(ng/mL) Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD Recovery RSD

) () 0 ) ) ) ) (B ) (B () (B ) (B (k) (%)

5 103 07 102 07 112 43 115 31 119 15 118 09 107 17 106 08

Tartrazine 10 100 20 104 65 8 14 8 L1 9 07 91 31 104 14 104 13
25 9 07 9% 05 91 19 91 L1 107 13 107 26 100 22 97 38

5 11 04 112 09 8 08 79 26 74 17 73 13 8 06 8 10

Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day Intra-day Inter-day

A“r%mine 10 100 04 101 44 102 04 100 35 91 17 90 15 8 04 8 10
25 112 06 111 08 106 13 105 29 95 22 93 22 102 04 99 51

E 107 06 107 03 92 31 92 16 97 22 97 09 106 06 108 16
%;tlfiil 10 99 05 102 53 107 25 107 22 114 13 113 22 110 07 111 14

25 104 04 105 0.6 113 2.7 113 1.8 117 1.7 116 2.7 115 03 112 5
5 9 2.5 98 1.2 93 8.4 97 4.0 100 42 101 1.1 105 1.3 105 0.1
Amaranth 10 94 1.7 97 6.1 96 53 97 1.9 104 17 103 27 108 1.7 108 0.1
25 97 1.0 97 0.2 102 29 102 1.2 111 1.1 111 25 108 12 104 46
5 88 7.6 88 0.3 90 18.8 96 6.2 101 92 103 2.0 99 24 100 1.4

New 9 91 13 94 52 90 127 91 25 102 46 103 23 104 30 106 12
Coccine

25 93 08 94 08 100 57 100 19 111 31 111 26 108 04 105 50

5 100 07 101 03 106 29 106 17 111 17 110 11 104 06 106 16

Sunset 99 05 102 53 9% 18 96 21 104 08 103 23 107 08 109 15
Yellow

25 98 0.4 98 0.6 101 1.9 101 1.8 13 10 112 27 106 03 104 50
5 96 4.1 96 0.3 92 10.7 96 3.8 100 8.1 102 1.6 102 16 104 14
Azorubine 10 93 1.1 96 53 94 9.0 94 24 105 39 105 22 105 28 106 1.2
25 97 1.0 98 0.8 100 52 101 19 111 34 111 26 110 05 107 50
5 96 0.5 96 0.2 90 32 91 1.8 89 3.1 89 0.8 96 0.6 98 1.5

Eryﬂgmsm 10 89 04 92 53 96 22 9 22 9% 20 9 21 98 04 100 13
25 93 04 94 05 95 26 9 18 10 30 100 26 106 03 103 50

. 5 9 28 99 03 91 1.l 95 39 100 78 101 12 103 14 105 L5
A°“713R°d 10 9 08 98 52 93 89 94 23 105 40 105 21 106 25 107 13

25 98 0.8 99 0.8 100 49 100 19 111 33 110 26 111 04 108 5.0
5 106 09 106 03 90 35 91 1.7 94 3.0 94 0.8 106 07 108 1.5
Orange II 10 96 0.5 99 53 110 29 110 22 115 17 114 21 111 12 112 1.3
25 103 05 104 0.6 1o 27 111 1.8 114 19 113 27 114 03 111 5.0

AR A olgEs
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