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Study for Quality Standard of Gubi Granules
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Abstract: Objective To establish the quality standard for Gubi Granules. Methods Herba Taxilli, Radix Dipsaci,
Rhizoma Drynariae in Gubi Granules were identified by thin layer chromatography (TLC), and the content of
asperosaponin VI of Radix Dipsaci was determined by high performance liquid chromatography( HPLC). Results TLC
could identify Herba Taxilli, Radix Dipsaci, Rhizoma Drynariae effectively. A good linearity of asperosaponin VI was
in the range of 0.24 ~ 15.33 wg. The average recovery was 98.36 %, and RSD was 1.09 %(n=9). Conclusion The
established methods are simple, specific, reproducible, and sensitive, and they can be used for the quality control of
Gubi Granules.
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Figure 1 TLC of Herba Taxilli in Gubi Granules
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Figure 4 HPLC chromatograms of Gubi Granules
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Table 1  Results of recovery test of asperosaponin VI

Wikt fg WA g AR fmg  UBHE mg IR /9% 39K 1% RSDI%

0.1555 2.1546 1.8844 4.0070 98.30
0.1558 2.1588 1.8844 4.0147 98.49
0.1570 2.1754 1.8844 4.0394 98.92
0.1554 2.1532 23032 4.4067 97.84
0.1554 2.1532 23032 4.3859 96.94 98.36 1.09
0.1557 2.1574 23032 43913 96.99
0.1555 2.1546 27219 4.8696 99.75
0.1555 2.1546 27219 4.8763 99.99
0.1556 2.1560 27219 4.8235 98.00
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Table 2 Asperosa ponin VI content determination results of samples

fit5 JNEEW AT VI/mg - ¢ Yy EE fmgrg? RSD/%
121018 13.027 13.167 13.097 0.756
121019 13.025 12.987 13.006 0.207
121020 13.014 13.160 13.087 0.789
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