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1.91%, RSD= 3.95% ~ 5.50%, 0. 061mg/g, RSD= 4. 22%; 95.23% ,RSD
=1.2%(n= 6), ,

Study on quality standards for Y ishen Pill

Ni Jiang hong, Yuan Dong mei, Xieyu Sheng, W angshu Dong, xiash uhui(General Hospital of nanjing Command,
PAL, Nanjing 210002, China)

ABSTRACT OBJECTIVE: to study the quality control sdandard of Yishen Pill; METHOD: Codonopsis piosula ( Franch)
Nannf, Radix Angelica sinensis, Rhizoma, Radix Astragalin in Yishen Pill were identified by TLC. The content of main
effective onstituent in Huangqi, astragalin was determ ind by TICS; RESULTS: The method was reliable, with a good
reproducibility and linear relationship (r= 0.9993) The average recovey was 95.23% (RSD= 1. 2%, n= 6); CONCLUSION: It
can be used as quality control of Y ishen Pill

KEY WORDS Y ishen Pill, TLC, astragalin, TLCS
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; - (5: 0.1) , 47% , 8116 ,RSD=1.80%. : 6 G

10m in; s ; 5% 10% 4ul, 6ul, 8ul, RSD 5.50%,3.95%,4.54%.
> H G 4.3
s 4, 8ul 6ul,
G s ,
3.4 , 1, lg 0.
061mg, RSD= 4.72%.
. . 6ul 1 (n= 6)
G ’ : (mg/g) RSD(% )
990416 0. 064% 0. 003 3.71
, . 990705 0. 058 0. 002 3. 44
4 990806 0. 063 0. 002 4.09
4.1 990918 0. 062 0. 002 3.48
4.1.1 991109 0. 059 0.002 4.04
, , 1.00mg/ml 4.4
(6 ), ,
4.1.2 31 , . .
20g, 50m 1, lh, , 50m 1, , G , , ,
Ih, , , . 95.23%, RSD= 1. 2, 2,
50m 1, s N 3 (30m1, 30m I, 9
20m 1), , RSD
3 (30m1,30ml, 20m1), , s ne ne me %) (%)
1 i Sa \ 1 0.1053 0.12 0.2193 94.97
20m 1), ’ ’ 2 0.1102 0012 0.2227  93.75
’ 2R 3 0. 1047 0.12 0.2200  96.08 1.2
4.1.3 4 0. 1121 0.12 0.2272  95.91
. 5 0.1089 0.12 0.2215 93.83
6 0.1078 0.12 0.2240  96. 83
4. 1. 4 s 5
3g. : 5.1 ,
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4.2.1
, 2,4,6,8,10ul, - - (41 , ’
3) A% % © 5.2 0.06Img/g.
(kD 95.23%, RSD= 1. 2% (n= 6), Y= 0.9993,
’ ’ Y= RSD= 1. 47%~ 1. 91%, RSD= 3. 95% ~
168. 35X+ 288. 6, ¥= 0. 9993, 2~ 10ug , 5.50%: ’
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1h 1) . 8h (RSD 3 , :
=0.8%). . L1995, 27(4): 216
494 : N :2000- 06- 07
, 4ul6 ,RSD=1.91%, 6ul6 , RSD= 1.
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