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Study on quality standard for vinegar-steamed Corydalis rhizoma
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[Abstract] Objective To set up the quality standards for vinegar-steamed Corydalis rhizome, which can be used for the
quality control of production, supervision, circulation and application of the steam processed Corydalis rhizoma with vinegar.
Methods The moisture content, total ash, ethanol extract content and active ingredients of the steam processed Corydalis rhizoma
with vinegar were determined according to the related assay method in Part IV of Chinese Pharmacopeia 2015. Results According
to the guidelines from the traditional Chinese medicine quality standards and related testing methods, the moisture content of steam
processed Corydalis rhizoma with vinegar should be less than 15.0%, the total ash content less than 4.0%, the ethanol extract
content more than 11.0%, and the representative component of tetrahydropalmatine more than 0.05%. Conclusion The established
process with this study for the quality standard of vinegar-steamed Corydalis rhizoma was conformed to the state requirements for
traditional Chinese medicine. It can be used as a reference for the quality standard of vinegar-steamed Corydalis rhizoma.
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F1 10 HEEFEHRKIMWESER (%)

B HAKBA  FHKEB O FIE xR
CYHS-01-01 13.62 13.45 13.54 0.63
CYHS-01-02 12.12 12.35 12.24 0.94
CYHS-01-03 12.39 12.62 12.51 0.92
CYHS-01-04 12.15 12.04 12.10 0.45
CYHS-01-05 12.50 12.15 12.33 1.42
CYHS-01-06 14.09 13.86 13.98 0.82
CYHS-01-07 11.97 11.76 11.87 0.88
CYHS-01-08 16.09 15.38 15.74 2.26
CYHS-01-09 12.40 12.06 12.23 1.39
CYHS-01-10 13.07 12.72 12.90 1.36
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Fz2 10 UEEEREHRDRDIMELER (%)

e KA JRaB o CFEIE HIXME2E
CYHS-01-01 3.15 3.04 3.10 1.78
CYHS-01-02 2.76 2.80 2.78 0.72
CYHS-01-03 2.89 2.93 291 0.69
CYHS-01-04 3.78 3.82 3.80 0.53
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CYHS-01-06 2.74 2.79 2.77 0.90
CYHS-01-07 3.24 3.20 3.22 0.62
CYHS-01-08 3.20 3.23 3.22 0.47
CYHS-01-09 3.25 3.29 3.27 0.61
CYHS-01-10 3.22 3.19 3.21 0.47

2,6 ZddpwlE

Foe IR Crp E 25 80 ) (DUE6) 2015 4FfR 2201 BEE
PRI B W TE BGR T, E CBEET R, 2R
10 LR EE AE G 202 Y, 10 SHES SE S R A9 )
TE 11.68% ~ 18.20% 2 [0 (5% 3) . LAGI<T7 40
Bl R, % R, e = BRI A
KT 2 p=x—ts//n-MU(H: 1, /2R A S 2450
R EAF AT 99% By A ¢ KA (R ) 10,01.0=
2.821; s AR AR HEDR 25 5 n SRFEAR LS MU
ENHE B PEAE MU=0.1413x%) . 3 H Y00 5E FR
BER: 10.41% FUEBEEPER B vk, S
[E25 L )2015 4ERR (PUHR) 2201 W5, M LR
H, ZHYIAE LT 11.0%.

F£3 10 UERTEARBEINEER (%)

b= BHEYA  BHYB FHE AR
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CYHS-01-10 11.78 11.92 11.85 0.59
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3 0.2427 0.2022 104.6
4 0.2462 0.2022 105.7
5 0.2453 0.2022 100.0
6 0.2440 0.2022 98.5
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