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[ Abstract | In this paper, the quality standards of ginkgo leaves extract in Chinese Pharmacopoeia were
compared with those in the United States Pharmacopeia ( USP36) and European Pharmacopoeia (EP8.0) , and
their similarities and differences were analyzed, including inspection, assay and the analysis and comparison of
other main indicators of the chromatographic conditions, quantitative methods, pre-treatment methods and limits.
At the same time, 2015 revised version of Chinese Pharmacopoeia ( ChP2015) and the limits of ginkgo leaves
extract were compared and analyzed. The results showed that USP36 execution standard limitswere most stringent
total ginkgolic acid < Spg-g '; total flavonol glycosides 22.0% -27.0% ; terpene lactones must meet three
conditions, and the ginkgolide J content was detected; isorhamnetinand quercetin peak area ratio was =0. 1. The
USP36 and ChP2015 test indicator were comprehensive: including the pesticide residue and microbial limit and so

on. The 2015 version Chinese Pharmacopoeia used QAMS and fingerprint new technical means: comprehensive

[ AM] 20170326(006)

[(E£TA] dbat BR&EHER TR H (Z2161100002616024)

[%&— 1’E%] CLIE R, i1, TR, A3 25 (L2508 7 &, Tel : 15075653615 , E-mail ; baxiaoyu2009@ 163. com
ERMEE] e M4 B EIZ, NP 252 5, Tel :0316-5759866 , E-mail ; jincaihou@ 126. com

- 180 -



5523 55 18 4 RELEATFZERE Vol.23,No. 18
2017 49 H Chinese Journal of Experimental Traditional Medical Formulae Sep. ,2017

evaluation of drug quality; the difference of ginkgo leaves extract was largein limits between different dosage forms .
the limit was more stringent in injection preparations. Understand the similarities and differences of each
Pharmacopoeia, provide basis for developing a set of reliable quality evaluation criteria, and prevent the occurrence

of ‘Ginkgo leaves incident’. At the same time, we shall ensure the safety of its clinical medication and make it

close to international standards.
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Table 1 ChP2015 revised content compare with ChP2010
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Table 2 Comparison of quality standard of total ginkgo acid
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Table 3 Comparison of quality standard of total flavonoid glycosides
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Table 4 Comparison of quality standard of terpenoid lactones
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Table 5 Comparison of other items
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Table 6 Content limits of preparations to compare
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