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Effects of different solvents on extraction of phenolics from oil-tea meal

under hot reflux and ultrasonic assistances
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Abstract: The effects of methanol. ethanol and acetone was investi-
gated, on the extraction of phenolic contents and antioxidant activity
from oil-tea meal under hot reflux and ultrasonic assistances. Under
hot reflux and ultrasonic assistances, phenolic contents of acetone ex-
tracts were 1 444 £ 2 and 1 623 = 1 mg GAE / 100 g (DW) . re-
spectively. that were significantly higher (P<C0. 05) than the corre-
sponding methanol and ethanol extracts. Phenolic compounds, inclu-
ding catechin, epicatechin, rutin and quercetin were determinate by
HPLC in these extracts. Under hot reflux and ultrasonic assistances,
the ORAC values of acetone extracts were 358.4 + 16.9 and 370.6 =+

42.1 pmol TE/ g (DW), respectively. That were significantly high-
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er (P<C0. 05) than the corresponding methanol and ethanol extracts.
These results show that the extraction efficiency of acetone coupled
with ultrasonic is better than other methods.

Keywords: oil-tea meal; polyphenol; antioxidant activity; ultrasonic;

hot reflux
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P AL B s B Il g vk mT DAl 4R B S E BR A A8 O il O
3 3 T 3l R B v A K AR A A 4R B L (H Tk 4R AR )
Ko BT KB A [ B B R ICTE B B Ak A i 3
BOR RAE Y RA — 2 5 .

AT 5 40 7% 58 I L & TS 0 T T A A P 0 58 T el B A%
PR 3l 2R B 25 Ak A 0 1 48 USSR | 43 510 OR e AR
Lo (8 33 F HPLC 460 45 42 B0 op Sy & & KB 25 (b & ) 4l
B IR ORAC k1T 45 3 U 19 B P &0 M B o
BV HE A I AR B 21k A 0 i B AR SR U s kit — T
G 2% KA T 254k A 90 1 2 B L A 4 3 v R AR 4
1 M 505
1.1 ##

.11 ik

AR A < 917 2 MR B 5

O TR TE K B A T s R W

WHEMNER KB TR ABAPQ.2-HA - F T k=
LR ER) L Trolox bR ifE i« (% 4l . 35 [E Sigma 23 7] 5

HRARTGS « 43 A7 2 o 22 B0 1T 5 A 1 390 A PR D 5

96 L& (O bR AR - T8 D 5

TRERGN HERR A A0 W A Al ) R AL
KA TR ARBFITE L L.

1.1.2 fyg
HL 1 IR K A B - DZKW-4 &L, b 5t v 2% A5l A2 7% 4 PR

5
Rl

BTG Ve ML SB25-12DT 1, i i = AW E H A R

»
Bl

AL A ST 721 B, i AR AR A PR

i F7AL : VICTOR X3 %, 2 F PE A ;

pH it :Seven Go IP67 %Y, Z& [E Mettler Toledo 23 &] ;

RO AR 5,35 : 1200 51, 26 [/ Agilent 247 5

3% £ . Agile ZORBAX SB-Cis 43 #7 %! (4. 6 mm X
250 mm, 5 pm),3EE Agilent A F] ;

[ H A BN : Welchrom Sep Crs » b a0 FP AL T BH A
R 5
[P A 2 B %5 26 B - Sep 5010 B, H AR &) HEA A
LK F: AL204 B, Mettler Toledo X #8% ( | 1) A FR
B e % 78 R AX - R-3 1Y, B+ Buchi 24 H] 5
MBAiK R G ELGA 4y #F B, I ifg 4R A (3R (R A R
N1
1.2 REAHE
1.2.1 AFERBEEMNMZEMZ R A6 & A5
R A AT 2O B 5 A RN A 6 B R AT

(1) # (o] 5 B4R B FREL 5. 0 g I 25 MBS R T B8 1 4
M MA 75 mL.50% (V/V) Z . 2 J5 6 B 1R
BFRBH R I A R BE KR .70 CHEI 4 he D)
4000 r/mingf.0r 20 min [m] IR BRI A 1 A5 B4 [l 90 Al B 2

/A\#

Zl

&l

FRAR Y A b3 Ty i il 4 TP R L 9 B 4R L)

(2) MBI Bh IR I FRI 5. 0 g S 25 M0 oK T B8 01 4
LA MA 75 mL,50% (V/V) Z B, Z 5K mE T
BRI, 60 CHHL 0.5 h, & E 300 W, LI
4 000 r/minEg.0> 20 min (o] CEE B ) 6 15 48 P R B £
FRAR Y, A b3 Ty 12 ol A PP BEE L 9 T 4R L)

1.2.2 ZBasmiille  RAGKRE LA,

(1) o it 2 10 22 7« AR A0 SOk [ 210 A 30l 38 48 i dn
T B G LLZERK BT 100 g/ mL 1% & F BR AR
B Z 548 R EL 0. 0,0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5 mL (% &
FRRARUE i B WK T 10 mL 25 50 00 A, IF A fE AR B s )
1 mLA 15% (m/m) Na, CO; I W 2 mL, 2818 /K B4 = I
TR 2 hfg LI E FERARUE S R B 0 pg/mL (19 S K
SRy BN Ao 5 LA R R B4 W ' BE X6 B¢ £ BR s o b 1) ik BE
(1.2.3.4.5 pg/mL) 2l bR fh £k

(2) BB . 19 e B I 0.5 mL i B 238 L4550
BEE T 10 mL R Z 5 AR ELH 1 mL 115 %
(m/m) Na,CO; FW 2 mL, ZZIBKELR . =R TN 2 h, DA
W T ERARE W R O pg/mL 19 B I A % 18 I B & )5
REIBIY Aveo » BFHRE b BT IR Ao 10 A B 7 i 28 31 35 4E 5 o
ZBHmEE,

L2.3 WmEmeHmHRyhZHARMME RH
HPLC ¥,

(1) B it S Ak < ) P DA 26 300 0l 25 00 22 0 HL3E 9 3
AT 44k 8 S5 A R A AR ZE /N AL (Sep -Cos) 5 885 1)
FEA/NAE oI A 5 mL B R & SR 1 RE L TR &
0. 45 pmi R BEAT 1 U8, LL& HPLC 4347,

(2) HPLC 2y #7 - #IF HPLC X i 2501 £ By HLiR 9 1) &
Py 20 L BEAT 3 A . 3R Y TP & A 1 4 B TE Agile ZORB-
AX SB-Cys (4. 6 mmX 250 mm, 5 pm) Ei%Hd5E . LhH
BE R HBIAR AL0. 2% BB KW MR8 B, VRN R T N
0~5 min,10%~20% A,90% ~80% B;5~18 min,20% ~
35% A,80% ~60% B;18~22 min,35% ~50% A,60% ~
50% B3 22~ 36 min, 50% ~65% A,50% ~35% B; 36~
40 min,65%~100% A,35% ~0% B;40~45 min, 100 % ~
10% A,0%~90% B, WK 1.0 mL/min, #: & 25 C.#
WK 280 nm™ L x4l LA _E 1 254k 4 Wb i ok B 0. 02,
0.04,0.06,0.08,0. 10 mg/mL) X i T A {4 b5 v th 2%, 1K 38
FRUE I ZE AR TP I R AL S RS
L2.4 PrEfbiEEmmE  RH ORACCH B 3 I Ik gE
k.

(1) WL 22 vl A9 C 1 - 75 mmol /L B2 — &4 (AW
WECH] B 10,21 g BERR — 408 T 1 000 mL 284/, 4
700 mL 4l 7K F G 3 B bk SR A AR S X5 0% ) Bk
T AR 4K E 25575 mmol/L R A T8 (B) I T i .
VRN 13.06 g @M A 4 E 1 000 mL £, 7R 700 mL
ALK FIRE e B RS R B R T AR R Ak
SEZS s W IR 2% vh R C R L RN 800 mL YW B E 1 000 mL 48
AL IR pH 3, B WA N 200 mL % A 6 pH, =
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WO 2 26 % [l 0 10 P 2% T AS [ 9 3000 2 80 22 i 12 B 52 )

pH 7.4 0 G2 vp AR A AEAS L BRI

(2) 2SR 2 By 3 9 1 BT 404k 0 2 < AR I SR (23 1A
P S BR A AR 25 PR AB SO TR < 2 AR IR 2% ik Sy 9 R0 G
Trolox ¥ & 7 W (6. 25,12, 50, 25. 00,50, 00 pmol/L), 3
FEIL 20 pL BF G R E 2 96 FLBMD IBERRZE thh 2 A
Xf B TF 96 FLIBARAE 37 CRIEE 10 min J5 . &AL A A
200 pl 5EGR PRI IR B IR AE 37 'C P E 20 min, ZJ5
AL A 20 pL AAPH W, I 88 78 B AR AP GEUR
WK 485 nm, KWK 535 nm) & 5 mim K — K 96 FL 1%
M A FL A 608 15 JLAR I 35 Yk, O b o i il 4T T A
55 B 22 0] 1) 56 F A 4 RT3y B o B O 1 il 2R i BLIR
bR 103 7 BT SRR A Y ORAC i .
12,5 B¥Egeit By DL = 6 R 225 (SD) B X3
7~ sn=3; R A Tukey’s K 55 % 4% 8% #F 47 43 H1 (SPSS ver-
sionl3.0),P<C0.05 M HHA BHFEELER.
2 RS0
2.1 BRBEERBEUSHAEN

A FA (] 3 0 75 B AR AR R L Y TR R IO I B
A S 2 v 1 (P<T0. 05) X B Y B BE L L BER I . O ELE
FEAAE T TR ERAR B 00 0 & 2 B3 e T (P<T0. 05) #LH]
TR TR BN B A Y L ) D (1 623 1D (1 444+
2) mg GAE/100 g « il 5 K1 (DW), 76 # [A] 3 A 75 4% 1
o3 TP AR T AS R T Y 4R BRI H s BK A  h
i | H D 2

T VE A AE B (] 3 R RS B AR T R L S mE AT R
Xof YT 255 A B — T 2 AL A W Y SR USSR AR BRI HPLC
SIETT AR T B A A A RS R LR 1. R 1
FTA FE B A T P LA R RILA TR T A
Z IR IECR B T (P<C0. 05) BB FlI 2B, % 45 i 5
i e — 05 R S £ T 0 3 T 2K Ak A 0 1 4 BRAICR
AW ARR AR, E@E5 &0 T . WEx LA E .
FETORTR R 2R 0 SR IORCR B T (P<C0. 05) FEE AN L
ELP % 2 LA I 4R USR5 £ B 45 IR (P>0. 05) , 55 4
HEEA BT JLAS R VR ILAS R M T 3 IEOR A 22 A K
(P>>0.05) , {H Z BT 52 2 19 2 BORCR 18 3% % T (P<C0. 05)
HEE. SEILASE RILRE N TR 20 5 #0R 4 1

TSR T . X SRS A S A —E
XU I B IO X il 2SR v B 2R AL S W R 4R IORCR S R R
WA G AFTE H AL Z By W) R BRI ok IS . KRR Z B
SR 1 853 B 52 % o o) BRI v A SR R 1) 22 T )
1€ R i — AT

TEABEZE T PIE X R S 2 LA R R ILE
BT AR R BUECR Y TR B . A
BRI SRR R 70 TR 4 h, BA 7B WA M2
60 CHEHL 0.5 ho A L T HEIG L 8 R 5 vk h B Y IR
AR T B2 A& 0 (R 30, I H I 55 09 B B) 8 40, 88 A5 SR A
T PR A IO R B 1 T AR D AR T 0 T 4 R
Yo S ILASIT IS A AT . 2R T PO AR Sy 42 H)
HAE A T HREGHZOM P B R A . 5T P R AR
VAL TR 04 4 T 22 T 00 2 W ) B R R IR B A
NERHE IR 2 2B ROR BT S AR SR 45 1 — 20, BN
i 2 4 B 2 T 0 R I — Rk R s ) A T P R
HMIRBUEN BRI Z B W ELZH R EREZ WK
13 2 BT 5 A IR I 1 A 5 45 SR — B0, Ul B 7S A Bl 4R IOk
FLAAE S AS TR 490 5 149 22 1 2 BB IV 12 R0 5
2.2 WMFMENYHRELFE

ORAC J5 )2 B T 37 0 & i & B 2816 & 91 1 Bt
L ORAC J5 3k LAJIE 5 B | 245 Sy I 0 B il 307,
IR AT ORAC J5 36 3F f il 25 1 42 e 9 $t A i e % 7
TS 2 BV S il AR Bt AU A R B A T A hoin LR
o AR S A TR AR 4R B 9 ORAC fH WL 1,
A Il 338 F0RR P A5 A T VAR IO 1) ORAC 435128 (358, 4+
16. 9 FI(370. 6+42. 1) pmol TE/ g « HZEHI (DW), B & &
T (P<C0. 05) XF [y 11 F B Z B4R B o A8 [0 9 4% 1 °F O BEE
R EUY M ORAC fH4341 7 (283.0 & 31.5) f1(258. 3+
21.9) pmol TE/ g « il A5 K1 (DW) , i 75 45 4 T B B Z e 4
BCW i ORAC {8 4y 5 o (281. 2 = 9. 3) Fl (291. 2 +
36.3) pmol TE / g « MZEHI (DW) , I HiX $6 {8 2 8] % 47 &
F M ZE R (P>>0.05), 4553 WPy i 328 U i St 804k 1 1
T CBEAR R A R IR R LR PR TS R 4 R Y
ORAC {5 /5 » T 5 W s 0 Rl s 70 SR B 2 B s R AR O, TG
WEER WX, OB BEEZ MR,

®l FAEARBEGTHEHRERRUNEHEERBAUSWAR

Table 1 The total phenol content and the phenolic compounds composition of oil-tea
meal extraction by different extraction condition
b - JLER/ HKILER/ T/ it K %/ /(1072 mg
(107?mge+g ' +DW) (10 ?mge+g '+DW) (10 ?mgeg !+DW) (10 2mge+g !+ DW) GAE-g!+«DW)
. FH i 25.483+0. 1420 10. 73440. 359¢ 5.39140. 1844 2.64440. 072" 1199414
i‘mh LS 27.190+0.091¢ 5.17040.311¢ 7.24140. 148¢ 2.16340.037¢ 1117+1¢
IS 41, 14040, 224 26. 80442, 344* 14, 08840. 304* 3.95040. 004" 1 444+2°
. Ff i 31.164+0.510¢ 20.800+1. 996" 11. 87440. 400" 2.20240.077¢ 1236+2¢
E;; T 31.554+0, 484°¢ 24,890+ 2. 644 12. 06740, 545° 2.54640.100¢ 1102+2f
TN R 34.818+0. 111" 24,874+3. 446 13.37740.119* 2.78440.038> 1623+1°

T (R B B Al A [l £ 5 B 3 s AT B 35 1 22 S (P<C0. 05),
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Figure 1 The ORAC value of oil tea meal extractive by

different extraction condition

02 % AT AT A I A R 2 BE AR LY ORAC fH 8
170.3~304. 2 pmol TE/g. it #& £ B 2t ¥ ORAC {5 N
11.4~17.2 pmol TE/g. &% Z W42 B4 ORAC {466, 0~
80. 2 pmol TE/g; X {5 fF 72 15 1 3 Fh R & i 1 ORAC
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T PIER 3 T 500 X il 2 DR R 22 1 4 A B e, ke B RS
S PF T TR X v SR 22 W 9 SR BOCBOR S 47 O Bz iR I
FEI S dme = BT T PR . TR B S A B 2R R P 4
AT TE A It 2% R0 R ) 28 4k B W 2R R K BT AT . dE i
HPLC 73 #r B3 A & A LA R RV R A T A
FR 4 B 24k & W BAAE Al IR BRI M 2 B 2K
BT A R — 2 R OT . BRI MR 4 AL R Wl 2R pF
FASE Y A — 5 W0 AT 2, JH b L 75 4l 1 P R 4
W4 B el SRR AR ) d ik . BB R B T TR i S DR R 3R B
Y ORAC {H b — 28 7K SR 4 B A fg i i) ORAC B &
0T il 2% DR B T LA B e A T M R R WA O R AR
A U e A A 700 R O A T ISR . TR Ut R A A R B
gy TRy st s BA Rt A m a2
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