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Improvement on quality standard of musk hemorrhoids ointment
SUN De-you', LI Hongtao’( 1. Wuhan Mayinglong Pharmacy Co. Ltd; 2. Hubei Pharmacy and Clinic Laborate-
ry College, Wuhan 430064, China)

ABSTRACT Objective: To improve the quality standard of musk hemorrhoids ointment on the present basis. Methods: The micro-
scopical ident ification of pearl and TLC of artificial bezoar were carried out. The content of borneol w as determined by GC. Result: The
average recovery was 101.7% . RSD was 0.92% . Conclusion: T he met hods are simple, rapid, sensitive and good reproducibility. It is
suggested that they be used for quality control of musk hemorrhoids ointment.
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