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Table 1. Assay Results by Using Various Extracting Methods (mg/g)

sample - cou acid ald gly
A 0.609 1.464 6.449 35.85
Ay (.020 0.005 0.279 2.38
B 0.685 1.215 10.978 3.40
C 0.336 1.004 0.502 14.84
D 0.296 1.256 0. 600 19.32
D - 0.001 0.012 -
E 0.222 1.021 0.049 16.08
A Extracting by reflux in water (extract potrion) Dy ippt in the process of preparing sample D
A Extracting by reflux in water {ppt portion) E:Sample D was concentrated to dryness and then made to
B:Extracting by reflux in ethanol 70% ethanol solution
C:Decoction to half volume cou - cournarin, acid - cinnamic acid, ald: cinnamaldehyde,
D:Sample C was adjusted to 70% ethanol solution gly glycyrrhizin

Table 2. Assay Resulys of Various Combinations (mg/g)

Sample cou acid ald gly
Cinnamomi Ramus 0.521 1.461 4.777 ~
Glycyrrhizae Radix - - - 39.23
Formula preparation 0.609 1.464 6.449 35.85
Substract Cinnamomi Ramus from the formula - — = 29. 88
Substract Glycyrrhizae Radix from the formula 0.584 1.447 5.166 -
Substract Foeniculi Fructus from the formula 0.650 1.482 6.365 37.01
Substract Ostreae Testa from the formula - 0.511 1.374 6.455 30.97
Simple baked Cinnamomi Ramus 0. 486 1.415 2.499 -
Formula that adds simple baked Cinnamomi Ramus 0.499 1.369 3.630 32.01
Honey baked Cinnamomi Ramus 0.527 1.028 5.032 -
Formula that adds honey baked Cinnamormi Ramus 0.606 1.468 4.662 29.81
Cinnamorm Cortex 4.100 0.803 26. 161 —
Founula that adds Cinnamomi Cortex 3.871 0.628 9.720 35.14
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Amount (g) pH cou acid ald gly
0 5.46 0.511 1.374 6.45bH 30.97
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0.30 7.01 0.592 1.466 6. 588 35.97
0.45" 7.35 0. 609 1.464 6.449 35.85
0.60 7.40 0.510 1.466 6.275 36.11
" Amount used in the Cardamon and Fennel fourmnula
0.1 s )
— —— (280 nm) N
= l ; ——— 5251 hm) o0s £
2 ?i c o
@ 0054 ‘ f >
=] * NI
£ ; \ fg : E; 13 £
2 o ] s | 3
O : Hi;i‘a..ﬂ__,.., e § A cend WA ! e fﬂx @
bl A
T o ——
0 10 20 30 40 50
Time (min)

Figure 1. HPLC chromatogram of the water extract of Cardamon and Fennel Formula.
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Tabel 4. Assay Results of the Commercial Preparations (mg/g preparation * )

Sample cou acid ald gly
Commercial sample A 0.196 0.181 1.883 20.32
Commercial sample B 0.149 0.128 0.223 7.86
Commercial sample C 0.224 0.101 0.939 12.96
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(mg/ daily dose)

Sample cou acid ald gly
Commercial sample A 1.176 1.086 11.298 121.92
Commercial sample B 0.894 0. 768 1.338 47.16
Commercial sample C 1.344 0.606 5.643 77.76
Extract of home — made preparation 9 436 5 856 o5 704 35 Q5
(containing Cinnamomi Ramus) ' ' ' '
Extract of home — made preparation 15484 9 512 28 830 25 14
(containing Cinnamomi Cortex) I e ' ’
Condensed extract 0. 888 4.084 0.196 16.08

(containing Cinnamomi Ramus)
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Quantitative Analysis of Cardamon and Fennel Combination

LIH-CHING CHANG AND SHUENN-JYI SHEU

Department of Chemistry, National Taiwan Normal University

ABSTRACT

A Cardanon and Fennel combination is a tra-
ditional Chinese herbal formula for treating chi
and blood — associated pricking pain. The formula
1s composed of Cinnamomi Ramus, Amomi
Semen, Corydalis Tuber, Alpiniae Officinar
Rhizoma, Ostreae Testa, Glycyrrhizae Radix, and
Foeniculi Fructus. With the aid of high — perfor-
mance liquid chromatography, we used cinnamal-

dehyde, coumarin, cinnamic acid (from the 1m-
perial component herb Cinnamomi Ramus), and
glycyrrhizin (form the servant component herb
Glycyrrhizae Radix) as the indicative constituents
for the assessment of the quality of Chinese herb
preparations and also for investigating the influ-
ences of different herb combinations, different
doses, and different processed samples to the
whole formula. Experimental data showed that

when boiled in water, the formula yielded very
little essential il extract which, after concentra-

tion, this resulted in loss of more oil. Extractives
of coumarin and cinnamaldehyde from Cardamon

and Fennel combination which contains Cinnamo-
mi Ramus were higher than from Cinnamomi Ra-
mus decocted alone. The addition of Cinnamomi
Cortex produced a contrary effect. Both prepara-
tions gave rise to greatly different results. The ad-
dition of Ostreae Testa changed the solution’s pH
value and promoted the exeraction vields of cin-
namic acid and glycyrrhizin. Absence of Gly-
cyrrhizae Radix or Cinnamomi Ramus caused re-
duction in the individual indicative constituents.
Whereas, subtracting Foeniculi Fructus from the
formula resulted in a marked increase in the ex-
tractives of the various constituents, and the addi-
tion of processed Cinnamomi Ramus produced a
comprehensive influence of the chemical constitu-
ents. Differences in the drug materials selected,
component combinations, and manufacturing
processes produced marked differences in the con-
stituent yields. Hence, there is a great difference
found between commercial herbal products and
laboratory — made counterparts.

Key words :Chinese herb preparations, Cardamon and Fennel combination, quantitative analysis.
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