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Abstract The dried rhizomes, which encompass three species
namely Cimicifuga heracleifolia, C. dahurica and C. foetida, and
known in traditional Chinese medicine as "Sheng—Ma", are officially
listed in Chinese pharmacopoeia and clinically available for
treatment of wind—heat headache, sore throat, toothache and uterine
prolapse. There are no detailed standards about the quality of

prepared slices of Rhizoma Cimicifugae. In this paper, an integrated
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quality assessment of prepared slices of Rhizoma Cimicifugae is
proposed. Some methods such as character identification, thin-layer
identification, check of water, ash, and ethanol soluble extract are
established to evaluate the quality. On the basis of these
examinations, the quality standards of all indices can be formulated.
The average values of the indices of the prepared slices of Rhizoma
Cimicifugae are the moisture of 12.20%, the total ash of 8%, the
acid—insoluble ash of 1.48%, the 95% ethanol extract of 16.28%. It
is suggested by the present paper that the quality standards of
prepared slices of Rhizoma Cimicifugae could be tentatively set as
follows: the moisture of not more than 13%, the total ash of not more
than 8.0%, the acid—insoluble ash of not more than 4.0%, the 95%
ethanol extract of no less than 16.0%.

Keywords prepared slices of Rhizoma Cimicifugae; isoferulic acid;
cimicifugoside H-1; quality standard
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Tabel 1 Result of the quality indices of prepared slices of Rhizoma Cimicifugae
1% 1% 1% 1%
SMYP-1 2008-07-07 9.306 2 7.115 5 2.224 2 16.359 9
SMYP-2 2008-07-08 10.117 1 6.774 6 1.759 1 18.779 9
SMYP-3 2008-07-09 13.828 6 7.867 6 1.779 9 17.519 3
SMYP-4 2008-07-01 11.626 9 6.929 2 1.175 9 15.197 6
SMYP-5 2008-04-01 9.015 3 6.787 9 1.375 7 23.498 7
SMYP-6 2008-08-20 18.716 1 17.863 7 1.121 7 12.125 0
SMYP-7 2008-04-13 12.131 6 0.694 6
SMYP-8 2007-08-01 11.763 6 7.287 7 0.749 6 18.970 5
SMYP-9 2008-09-01 12.045 7 8.164 6 1.538 1 13.422 4
SMYP-10 2008-06-02 14.496 4 12.625 5 2.057 2 12.540 1
SMYP-11 2008-08-03 12.249 1 9.661 3 1.935 8 13.699 2
SMYP-12 2008-05-06 11.000 9 8.862 9 1.304 2 16.988 7
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