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Study on extraction processof total flavonoids in dandelion by using the

compound enzymes and their antioxidant activities
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Abstract; The effects on the yield of total flavonoids were studied by
reference enzyme dosage, pH value, ratio of material to liquid, etha-
nol concentration, enzymolysis temperature and time. A 4 factor
with 3 horizontal response surface test optimization were conducted.
The optimal extraction conditions of the total flavonoids of dandelion
were as follows: 1 : 22 (g/mL)., pH 4.5, 52% ethanol concentr-
ation, the hydrolysis temperature was 51 “C. Under these condi-
tions, the yield of total flavonoids was 15.09 mg/g. The results of in
vitro functional experiments showed that the total flavonoids extract
of dandelion had strong antioxidant activity and scavenging ability
against free radicals.
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LR R 1.40X10° U/g, b at AR AR A RA ]

R :1.0X10° U/g. b R b B A R A A

WA R4 A R A AR TE K LB A Hr et KT
L3 R AL T oA PR

T A48 : DZF-6092 A, |- iff —fH B 2= U ER G BR A &)

BT K- . FA2004B B, b AR BHY R A FRA 7

pH i1 :SJ-3F &, Lifg ZRHMU A& A R

KBt SHA-B AL, B N T ACRE S 3L ER T

ETE YV vk 2% . KQ-300DE B!, B 1l T 8 7 AL 8% A R
ACIE

B0 HL: TDL-4ZA B, g B AR 2R A IR A A
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1.2 REAHZE
1.2.1  JEURHSRAL B G B T 0 3 R, 80 C AR TR L 12 h,
e, 80 H . B THRAR AT .
1.2.2 EVHTHR 0 5 T 2 R

BT T WA B ARG CBE RN
B R R B A FAF T e Bs 2 pH A B Vb | B AR BT R | BR R
B AT B AR AL B RS K S R R F AR (40 T
100 W.,0.5 b)) -k K5 X B 5 min— & SR L&
1.2.3 HREFERR

(D . S5 kMR E Y W or gk, IEMEBK.
T AR IR A 96 TR 1.000 g ik A = f il LA 50 %6 L BE %S
WORNER B LR 1025 (g/mL) .78 pH 5.0 MFH T . i
TAS 7] 2 30 19 27 48 3R i AR B 6 G m 4 L& 1, IR 7E 50 °C
KGR PR 1.5 h, HA& SR E 40 C.Zh% 100 W &b
FR 0.5 h 5, WhK VA I 5 min, 850 J1 . 0 in 1l ek f
B A R 1 S

(2) BRI - AE B BRI 22 96 T8 1.000 g A = fi il
EP PL 50 % B MR R A3 M AE BN S 10 15,1 1 20,

$25,1:30,1:35,1:40 (g/mL),pH 5.0 (6L F . i m

YR 2 me R KEF 4 me, FFAE 50 TR IR G T M
1.5 h, FE AR 40 °C . T % 100 W b3 0.5 h J5 . ¥k K
KT 5 min, 250 B LW VR 0 2 R EG R R B R A R Y
AL

(3) Z Pl BE « E B FR BT 23 96 T8 1.000 g A = f0
HEA LAY AL 40%.50%.60% .70 % .80 % Z B ¥ W 9 T )
BHELE S 10 20 (g/mL) . 7E pH 5.0 WAL IR & 4 &
ftf 2 mg R AF 4 me, 7 50 CRBIRY N B 1.5 h, 7
SRR 40 (C L)% 100 W AL 0.5 h J5 . i KV K
o0 BBV VR T TR AR JRE Ko TR A 23R 1 5

(4) pH {8 : YE#H R B A 38 T8 1.000 g ﬁﬁu\:ﬁwﬂi
T, BL 509 Z BRI MR RHREE S 10 20 (g/mL) s 43 5
76 pH 3.5,.4.0.4.5.5.0.5.5,6.0 By 418 T . o8 I 2 4i: % i
2 mg R 4 mg. JFAE 50 CARBIRY FEEME 1.5 h, R4 8
PRI 40 C T3 100 W 4b ¥ 0.5 h J5 . ¥ K& K 5 min,
BTN pH X B TR AR 6 1 S

(5) AR 3R E < M 0 PR BT 2 35 T8 1,000 g A = £8
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i, LA 50 % L BEVE N TR BB EE S 10 20 (g/mL)
pH 5.0 HEOLT . B INLF AE R W 2 mg R 4 mg, 53 B 1E
30,35,40,45,50,55 ‘C/KIEHRG T BFf% 1.5 h, Ff 48 75 iR B
40 C \ZhE 100 W 4bFH 0.5 h J5 , ik /K 18 KB 5 min, B0 L
L T O T A IR T AR T A5 3 R )

(6) i fige oF ] « o 4 FR O3 22 98 T8 1.000 g LA = ff1
s LA S0 % L BEVE W R TR BHBEE S 10 20 (g/mL) L 7
pH 5.0 B BLT IR INLF 4R [l 2 mg REAE 4 me. 53 HI7E
50 CABIEY FHEE 1.0,1.5,2.0,2.5,3.0 h, Fi 2 8 5 R
40 °C I3 100 W ALBH 0.5 h J5 . W /K % KB 5 min, 5.0 5
R U T A DT S TR A5 S A R
1.2.4  Design-Expert Wi 57 0% 78 5 (R 2 0 B Al 1,
i Al Design-Expert #{f ., # 4 Box-Behnken 1.0 4 & i 1
B BEECT et 4 AR AE S [ AR R LR O R B R A
Ky W 7 A B3 R
1.2.5 AT hRdEMAR R ml O T AR Ak 43 500 45 T
e FE 4 0.30,0.60,0.90,1.2,1.5,1.8 mg/mL 4  T 5 i %
WA A 1 mL F 10 mL &R, A 50% £ BRI W
4 mL,FEA 5% 8 NaNO, & 0.4 mL,#£%5], # & 6 min,
A 10% Y AICNO,) 7AW 0.4 mL,3E4), i 6 min J5
A 4% NaOH %W 4 mL, JH 50% 19 Z BV W € 45 - 12
53,15 min J57E 510 nm AL IEEE . P 50 % L BER N &
AR ) 2 T i B X (mg/mL) Rk B W 6 B Y AR AL
LR T Ar e g, ol H 5 By Y=1.132 7X +
0.005 4,R*=0.999 6,

1.2.6 S0 SRR 0 AE AR 4B SCER 16 B S R <
IR I SE R 1 mL F 10 mL &b, 4% | 1.2.5 )7
PR L IR 2 QDTSR A B B A R,

A= SRV EN (D

M
A
AT BT mg/g;
(7E W S iR B . mg/mL;

WA mL;

N—H B A 4L

M—JF R . g,
1.2.7 TS SO TR BT A AL TE Y

(1) DPPH - {&BRAE J1 90 € - ﬁj\jﬂlﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ HUWER 0.2,
0.4,0.6,0.8,1.0 mg/mL B A% B E A Ve %, [
FHIC/K < W BC i 53 & v B 0.1 mmol/L 1) DPPH &, &
TFHREONMA . AR RO T8 5T 4t v BE 19 8 B W 1 mL
FiEH I mA 3 mL ) DPPH ¥ . mir iR & B TR
SN 30 min, 7EP S 510 nm &b E W S R, [ B DA S vk B
B Ve B AR X R, SEAriE 3 ™, a3 A
DPPH - HFR %,

= 71*“1\’;&) X 100% , (2
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(2) Bk JF Iy /e A A 2.5 mL pH 2k
6.6 ff) PBS VAT . FF A 0.01 g/mL 4k FAL B 1 mL.,
RAE AT A RIEE 1 mL, 40 #8751 ,50 CRIBGHH
20 min, R HE ME A 100 = A ZBRIEH 2.5 mLIRA .
W2 mL FoH— &, mA 0.1 g¢/mL =& ALBE R
1 mL RS, # & 10 min J§ F UK 700 nm 40 W & W% B,
WL Ve Sy xt B SE A7 3 D,
1.3 #ELE

HdE il 3 Excel 2010 3 AT AH 26 31 53 4b 20, 7B A
OriginPro 8.6 #E47 4L,
2 HRY500r
21 EEMBEIRERFELAELEMNARERR
2.1 fEg R X R B R AR B 1 AT, R 2
500 S ] 2 S O N T R B A R AR A L 2 AT 4 R
WK 2 mg/g RIEEFRINE N 4 mg/g I, A0 B
i #5365 3 e KAH (9.50 mg/g) s {H X4 &F 2 2 i 7 i ik ok
4 mg/g RIEEER N & 4 mg/g B, i 2 30 5 B A5 A8
No INFR 1RV DU W 2 G i b B Al A R B A S
RE L NS 5 AR A E.

Rl MBEMNFELARIEMSENZME

Table 1 Effect of Enzyme Amount on the Yield of Total
Flavonoids in Dandelion mg/g

IR sy 2F 4 R R ST T A (EES

1 2 0 5.99

2 0 2 6.56

3 2 2 7.18

4 4 2 8.14

5 2 4 9.50

6 4 4 8.31

7 0 6 7.92

8 6 0 6.33

9 0 8 3.22

10 8 0 2.93

2.1.2 CBRBCHOH BB AR R A BB L AT AR L
Jp 1ot 20 (g/mL) B 2 3% 5 R4S 55k B Ik K fH
(12.65 mg/@) . ZJE R TR, LHEHE EERLI 1
15,1 : 20,1 1 25 C(g/mL) W 13 [ 4047

2.1.3  CBEREEM BEEIERNEW B 2 . O
e BE <50 00 Bif , i 2 B BB A 08 O A B R TR AT R R
B T s A 2B SR 50 60 B 3 2 B R 1 TR A5 56 1 F)
K BG5S BiE U 2 (1 A A B R A R B /N . 25
B R R R BE DN 40 24,50 26, 60 26 A i B T8 43T
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Figure 1  Effect of solid-liquid ratio on the yield of total
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Fea e, Tl 4 KR ol pH (2 4.0~5.5 ., 5L e W 19 e
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w 11.5F Table 3 Response surface analysis test design and results
- N
. E L BEERY/
¥ < 110 . ) A B C *
o 5 (mge+g ")
M~
E 2 10s)
[ ‘ 1 1 —1 0 0 13.59
mé 10.0F 2 —1 0 0 1 10.54
3 o4l . 3 0 0 0 0 15.28
F ’ | |
4 0 1 —1 0 13.13
9.0 1 I I | |
40 45 50 55 60 5 0 1 0 1 10.89
Tik e 1k 2 B _
Enzymatic hydrolysis temperature/ °C 6 0 0 1 ! 9.25
. o 7 1 0 —1 0 12.56
B4 BmEENEAELTRFEGY R
Figure 4 Effect of enzyme hydrolysis temperature on 8 1 1 0 0 11.04
the yield of total flavonoids 9 0 o 1 ! 10.28
10 0 —1 —1 0 13.01
A5 2R W B, 25 A % 18, o PR AR R R 45,50, 11 0 — 0 1 9.67
55 C WW@W%WO 12 0 0 0 0 14.59
2.1.6 A OF AR SR AR 22 R & S BTN, TE AR 13 0 0 0 0 14.01
IFTR] 1.0~2.0 h B, 7 2 96 6 B I 7+ 56 Bl 2 B [ 19 22 4G 52 1 14 0 0 0 0 14.62
Fhitas MEEH A A 1.5 h Z )5 B R IL P REA 15 -1 0 0 —1 9.56
A, LEETE IR BRI E] 1.5 h AL G E . 16 —1 0 1 0 10.38
12.5¢ 17 1 0 0 —1 10.88
— 18 0 1 0 —1 10.77
e 12.01 - L —
. 19 0 —1 0 1 9.98
®115)
WS 20 0 —1 1 0 10.13
ot = L
Zg o 21 0 0 0 0 14.78
=
el 105 22 0 o -1 —1 9.05
T E 100f 23 -1 o -1 0 10.29
=
£ 95¢ J 24 1 0 1 0 12.28
0.0l ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 25 1 0 0 1 12.75
1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
" N 2 ) 1 1 0 13.
i 6 ‘ 396
Enzymolysis time/h 27 —1 —1 0 0 9.46
B 5 BRI AR o3 R BT R e 28 1 1 0 0 13.54
Figure 5 Effect of enzyme hydrolysis time on the yield 29 0 0 1 1 10.57

of total flavonoids
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e Z R0 SRl | L 38 ] Design-Expert 34 . % £ 8}
WL £ W 2 pH (H R RS R 4 AN RMER AL E
(32 2), LABR IO 34 T 45 2% Sy i N7 {8 3% 31 e B TR a3, DL
# 3,

il 14 Design-Expert 8.0.6 #{f Xt % 3 %5 #t47
R4, 4 ATH B (P<T0.01), ZNW&WUK
0.05) il fift L & (P<C0.05) X i 2> 3 i B i A5 R i g 3% .
2o LA 05 L 45 3 [ A 7 R

oy 4
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Table 2 Factors level table

P A RHR I (e/ml) B ZEEWE/ % CpHE D B/ C

—1 1:15 40 4.0 45
0 1:20 50 4.5 50
1 1:25 60 5.0 55

Y=14.664+1.19A+0.59B—0.18C+0.49D—0.41AB —
0.093AC + 0. 22AD + 0. 83BC — 0. 047BD + 0. 023CD —
1.35A2—1.11B*—1.65C* —2.94D", (3

4R ,iﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂ’a P<C0.000 1., 15 B i 40L& B 8 o A
B, BEAR AAT B C LD 2 R B R [ (P<
0.01);B.D N 225 B 2 [ £ (P<C0.05), % #7i (P=
0.107 2) B/, F A 1Z 5 AR IR 56 40 A B2 B 4L iR 25/, TR i
SR 37 1 AT R I A R A S A 2 R R 1 e 4R
WL, W F (AR 4 R3O0 T 2 55 5 2 10 75 32 5% i 9 K
AN R U Ry« 3 b > 2 ik 1 > Bl i i 8 > pH i .

i3 Design-Expert 8.0.6 FAF 4B # & T il 28 9& S ¥
Fi B AR IR T 25 B b 1 22,12 (mg/mL) . pH 4.5.2
B B 51.78 %6 (AR IELEE 50.59 C AR M A 1R 1 B G %
H14.99 mg/g. FFEEF A Y PR A% 44 4 o v T A R 70
W R S B R R 1L 10 22 (mg/mL) \pH 4.5, Z Bk
B 520 (EEfR IR 51 °C,
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Table 4 Response surface regression model variance analysis

-2 3 05 1 H ¥ 5 F{H P {H .
LT 95.41 14 6.81 11.11 <20.000 1 % %
A 17.11 1 17.11 27.90 0.000 1 x %
B 4.19 1 4.19 6.83 0.020 4 *
C 0.39 1 0.39 0.63 0.441 3
D 2.83 1 2.83 4.62 0.049 6 *
AB 0.66 1 0.66 1.08 0.315 7
AC 0.034 1 0.034 0.056 0.816 7
AD 0.20 1 0.20 0.32 0.578 9
BC 2.74 1 2.74 4.47 0.053 0
BD 9.025E—003 1 9.025E—003 0.015 0.905 2
CD 2.025E—003 1 2.025E—003 3.30E—003 0.955 0
A? 11.84 1 11.84 19.30 0.000 6 % %
B? 8.04 1 8.04 13.11 0.002 8 % %
C? 17.63 1 17.63 28.74 0.000 1 % %
D2 55.91 1 55.91 91.16 <<0.000 1 % %
""" #2859 14 o8l
IR AT 7.76 10 0.78 3.75 0.107 2
i % 9% 0.83 4 0.21
Mg 103.99 28

tox FREFRE.P<0.05; % x R EF . P<0.01.

2 3 WAFAT SR B AR IR E T A SR T Wl A e BB 1001
WS- 14913 % Jy 15.09 mg/g(n =3, RSD=0.021 6), ¥ B
M A G ECH X2 22 2 0.66 %6 , T 52 1 82 47, 58 W1 41 A
RN, NI AR B RERRTZ N 6 mg/g
BAEM Q2 mg/g AR +4 mg/g R H EBLRLIL 1 22 ol

(g/mL) pH 4.5 B i [ 1.5 h. 2 BEvk 52 % i i 6L 1 "
51 OCo 6ol //

2.3 BRARLEMAANEN DN

80

R
Clearance rate/%

230 % DPPH {1 3 MOV BR AR th IR 6 BT %0 B 2 B P02 0a 06 o8 1o

I LG F M 5 25 96 R4 AR DPPEL 3 ly 35 199 3 B £ Coneentmtionfong - o)
BT . N 0.2 mg/mL B 1.0 mg/mlL, i 2> % & 5 8 X} H6 H&5 Vet DPPH g &4k 5 k%
DPPH [ i A9 T5 BR 28 M\ 55.4 Y0544 3] 68.3 % , 1M 76 48 5] i Figure 6 Comparison of DPPH free radical scavenging ca-
BEVRHE B Ve X DPPH [ i1 % 50 78 B % M 90..8% 44 i 1 pacity between Ve and samples

93.2% JH 5P AR LG, [R] BT W BF 0.4 mg/mL T, ¥4 % 0.81

Bl DPPH [ piy 30 B % o 38% 0L 1 3 44 36 b 3% % o7l

DPPH A BB RN 60.2% , ZVP A 1.5 £5, Rtk , A1 X} 06l

T Ve 4 Y B RE DPPH E th 26 09 15 B B ) % (6 T wi

Ve AHGH 23 955 B TR X DPPH [ i 3% 1 5 BR 6 0 K F 10 2 § j 0.51

TR PR O U B S R B LA R DPPH A Hh S5 = 04r

K S osl

2.3.2 RIS B IR JERE T A AE L AT LR I A 2

70 BT 0TI . 5 5 ) BB T DL (S 2 1 2702 os 06 08 10

L SLHERE A9 L F R (LB Fe'™ 504 Fet i AL b1 % Concentmsionfing - oy

5 A WER RN A REIE R RRE. WO A7 #&L5 Veik Rae ik

FET 30 IR Sy BTl 1R 7 AT, 4 DB R Y 08 IR BE Figure 7 Sample and Vc reduction capacity compared
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