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Optimization of Processing Technology for Evodia rutaecarpa with
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[ Abstract | Objective; To optimize processing technology for Evodia rutaecarpa with Zingiber officinale.
Method: Fingerprints of hydrophilic and lipophilic components in E. rutaecarpa were selected as indexes, single
factor test was employed to investigate impact of four factors on processing technology of E. rutaecarpa, including
the amount of Z. officinale, stuffy embellish time, processing temperature and time. Result; The amount of Z.

officinale, processing temperature and time had significant impact on fingerprint of E. rutaecarpa, optimum
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processing technology was as following: ratio of Z. officinale and raw material 7; 100, stir-baked 8 min at 150 C

after moistened 2 h. Conclusion; Optimized processing technology was stable and feasible, it could provide

experimental basis for standardization for processing technology of E. rutaecarpa with Z. officinale.
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