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Study on Quality Standard of Salvia miltiorrhiza Capsule
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Abstract
Japonica and Angelica sinensis in Salvia miltiorrhiza capsule was qualitatively identified by thin-layer chromatography. The content of salvianol-

[ Objective | The research aimed to establish the quality standard for Salvia miltiorrhiza capsule. [ Method ] The quality of Lonicera

ic acid B, protocatechuic aldehyde and salvianic acid in Salvia miltiorrhiza capsule was determined by high performance liquid chromatogra-
phy. [ Result ] The TLC spots were clear, the resolution was good, and the negative control had no interference. The salvianolic acid B,
salvianic acid and protocatechuic aldehyde showed good relationship in the range of 0. 76-22. 80, 0. 68-20. 400, 0. 66-19. 80 wg/mL(r=
0.999 4,0.999 7,0.999 9). The average recovery rate was 99% ,98% ,99% , RSD was 1. 98%, 1.70%, 1.97% (n=6), respectively.
[ Conclusion ] The method is simple in operation, high in specificity and good in repeatability, and can be used as a quality control method for

Salvia miltiorrhiza capsule.
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Fig.2 TLC analysis of Angelica sinensis
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Table 2 The results of recovery tests(n=6)
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