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Optimization of ultrasonic microwave-assisted extraction of oligosaccharide from
lotus ( Nelumbo nucifera Gaertn.) seeds using response surface methodology
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Abstract; Ultrasonic microwave-assisted extraction of oligosaccha-
rides from lotus ( Nelumbo nucifera Gaertn.) seeds (LOS) was in-
vestigated. The five parameters, ultrasonic time, ultrasonic tempera-
ture, microwave power, microwave time and solid to liquid ratio
were optimized using the Box-behnken design with a quadratic re-
gression model built by using Response Surface Methodology
(RSM). The highest oligosaccharide yield, (10.52540.017) % ., was
obtained under optimal conditions for ultrasonic time, ultrasonic
temperature, microwave power , liquid to solid ratio and microwave
time at 10 min, 45 °C ,100 W,100 min and 30 : 1 (mL/g), respec-
tively.
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AP EA LR ST HERMUMERY R, X2h TET
R A D AR B - TR HE (Lotus seed oligosaccha-
rides, LOS) , H EERAF Ny = = (VU 25 5 0k 25 4y opol
3% 12 7 20 Manp-1—->Galp-1—>a (1>6)-Glep Fll o (1>6)-
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HERERXY,
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assisted extraction, MAE) B K j F T 25 4 16 1 7= 4 6 HL
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tion, UAE)TE A 4, GE4& 55 15 5T i &= F1 2 LW 1% 35 g
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ML Eh A1 AL DY89-1 A, 7 I 7 2 2k ) B B B A PR
NFE]

R &R B OHL TDL-5 B, | i ss B2 A2

HEFR AT P AL B AL CTXNW-2B B, It 5% 84 2 [ A= 9 4
AR A BR 2 A 5
EANTT UL AR 5656 BE i UV-2550 #1, H A B HE R A R
T A BOA . MAS-TT 28, | 9 7 A Bk b 25 ) 3 A BR
e 7 % 82 . BUCHI 409 %1, 5 [{ Buchi 24 #] 5
BT L MCFD5505 #1, 25 [/ SIM /A &
& X F 46 : DHG-9030 %, b 5% Tayasaf 23 #l ;
HEY B EEHL . FW-80 B, Kt Taisite 237,
1.3 R AHE
131 #EFMRERRBRE G EMRE L LG, %
50 C FHERE TR Bl ook 70 . K TR E T
FH o 3R R LR L 0% 4 60 B (FLAR 0.3 mm) #5 .
FHEFMAMEEFAKL L5 (g/mL)IRE . % Guo %™
BRI T F2 0 T v B B DA R B P R e T X R R
LR . A B SRR A3 AT R P R A A R R Dk
ORI F Sy 300 W, Bl )5 K U v #E AT D B2 Wk AL JF S 5
IR AR 95 %0 L BEIM A ME W L 7E 4 CTF B0 20 min J5 .
BT WA R 48 ho i g T,
1.3.2 HETFMERMELL S0 ¥ 1.3.2 PRI R K 5 4tk
REFH AR EAZE 100 mL; B 1 mL B 5 L s
1€ €0.22 pm) , B B3R 2 E OB £ 1 (Agilent 1200) 5 &
. IS SECR 20 pL FF A i Agilent Hi-plex Na (Octo)
TR RCBAR B35 A (300 mm X 7.7 mm, BURPRZARS pm) L I 3l AH
)i B ZE IR K AR 85 °C L 0.6 mL/min,
1.3.3 WM AR IT 28GR R O 0 4 2R ik
TRUA 75 D2 Bt [ L 7 3 S R0 T R L A ink ) R0 VRO B 5 A
P2y B AR RAE B R AR 2, il h o Al A ik
T JEH % ] N =46 ) Box-behnken i 56 8, H i I E K
-G A L7 1,
1.3.4 fRRBISRME  RAFBGRE™ . U E RS
WOREE C (pg/mL) SR A bR B B HEROEEE A g A% L

BE R - o0 M 4l [ 2

5
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£ 1 Boxbehnken iR EZERFILBKER
Table 1 The levels of variables employed in the present
study for the construction of the Box-behnken De-

sign

it XoB AR XoBAE Xefieh X XsWopkt

KF A /min B/ C = /W &) /min (mL/g)
—1 10 45 100 60 30

0 20 55 200 80 55

1 30 65 300 100 80

bR AEM 8. A =0.007 2C —0.003 3,R*=0.998 4, L&
Wi R (DR .
_CXN

Z X100% , ¢))

A

Z—ETIRRAER R, %

C— 4 B0 0 3 A MV AR B » g/ mLs

N —— 0 A A R A

HEFTERE.

1.3.5 BRIRATGEETFHAREEME 5 5 BOK R 48 By %
PRSI0 F 0 R A SOk (R AR S TR RS
b E T E AP JERE R S A 28 R 10 nm, R
FAM R ME L FA I E N 5 keV,

1.3.6  SEiladr IrARE IR E PRI EE 3 .4
B £ 8 F  SAS (version 9.1, SAS Institute. ,
Cary, NC, USA) #4750 3% 11 4% 43 47 .

2 RS0

2.1 HWEMBRSHSH

PEHGE 1 Ik 3R B 19 Box-behnken iR 56 % 1 77 1 M 45 R
W2 2, M SAS B XA 50 A 25 R AT 20 A4
A AR A A LR RO TR SRR 3 o0 £ 10 2K ] I A A
TR

Y=3.28—0.771X, —0.952X, +0.079X, +0.733X, —
0.101X;+ 0. 895X, X, + 0. 258X, X, — 0. 28X, X, +
0.298X,X;+0.193X, X; — 0.07X, X, — 0. 215X, X; +
0.033X; X, —0.095X; X; —0.218X, X; +3.82X? +0.311X}5 +
0.22X%—0.098X%+0.112X%, (2)

Xof LR R R AT R R B0 T AT 25 A HT . AR
TPy 2 40T 48 B (3 3T, F=27.947 225 79(P<C0.000 1),
F WA I BT e I 0 — 9k 2 350 R T 1A e B 1 3 5 O
I P=0.155 5>>0.05, A .35 5 [ 0, BE AU ) R =0.838 663,
R*= 0.957 188 .R%y; = 0.922 938, ¥4 T 1, F Wik 45
55 AR5 A DG b A b A R R RE 00N A D — e S
BB 1) S PR AR RS 3, ALY R*>>0.98, 3¢ B AY 1) il
55 30003 (52 300 S v A 6 e T ELASE AN 1 R A /N T
RE(Wi & A 22 5 <<0.04), FHIEANT4 T 4 B0 9% 3h
W,

H 2% 4 A, B A I ) CX0) TR (Xo) 5 ik st i)
(X)X 34 7 PR SR B AT 3R 1 52 i 5 A g 2 (P<C0.01), 7T fig
55 Ab B 565 A O o R I 0 3 F R 4 A B4 R T A T
TR RO 5 ST B 2R (X)) 550kt Be (X X HL A5 28 1Y 5% i
AN (P>>0.05) , 3% B 0k T % 4 I 7T B8 X Je & 19 R 10 3
M AR

R 7 DY A TR) 5 9 R R A 38 B AR A OXG X)) SR R B A R
R 35 (P<C0.05) , HoAth & K R (9 91 W 3¢ HAE I X% 58 bl
13 FRE M AR B (P>>0.05) 5 8 75 9% 4k BRI 8] A9 iy T 25 v
(X3 ) %] 3 K SR 119 45 28 52 Wi i 18 3 (P<C0.000 1), 8 75 Ji%
T BT Y ) e 5 k) Rk L T e R (X3 L XG L X
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& 2 Box-behnken iR i& It RIEBHESELNE
Table 2 Box-behnken Design and actual values of LOS yield

WEHED X Xz X3 Xy X5 RRBER/ Y| KRdn X Xz X3 Xy X5 IREMER/ X%
1 -1 -1 0 0 0 8.25 24 0 1 1 0 0 3.04
2 -1 1 0 0 0 4.45 25 0 0o -1 o -1 3.55
3 -1 o —1 0 0 7.92 26 0 0 1 o -1 3.24
A -1 0 1 0 0 7.69 27 0 o -1 0 1 3.32
5 -1 0 o -1 0 6.16 28 0 0 1 0 1 2.65
6 -1 0 0 1 0 8.70 29 o -1 o -1 0 3.24
7 -1 0 0 o -1 8.02 30 0 1 o -1 0 1.85
8 -1 0 0 0 1 7.06 31 o -1 0 1 0 4.98
9 0 o -1 -1 0 2.21 32 0 1 0 1 0 3.35

10 0 0 1 -1 0 2.70 33 0 0 0 0 0 3.36
11 0 o —1 1 0 3.02 34 0 0 0 0 0 2.82
12 0 0 1 1 0 3.63 35 0 0 0 0 0 2.73
13 o -1 0 0o -1 4.10 36 0 0 0 0 0 2.85
14 0 1 0 o -1 2.79 37 0 0 0 0 0 3.48
15 o -1 0 0 1 4.69 38 0 0 0 0 0 2.65
16 0 1 0 0 1 2.60 39 1 -1 0 0 0 6.61
17 0 0 o =1 -1 2.35 40 1 1 0 0 0 6.07
18 0 0 0 1 -1 3.55 41 1 | 0 0 5.67
19 0 0 0o -1 1 2.63 42 1 0 1 0 0 6.38
20 0 0 0 1 1 3.05 43 1 0 0o -1 0 4.79
21 o -1 -1 0 0 4.31 44 1 0 0 1 0 6.31
22 0 1 -1 0 0 2.41 45 1 0 0 o -1 5.54
23 o -1 1 0 0 4.24 46 1 0 0 0 1 5.66
R3 HRAERNFTESFR AER R OB A 3 8 P 90 N ] 19 S 4 3 B O e B B AR i

Table 3 Analysis of variance (ANOVA) testing the fitness

of the regression equation

TR FHM AdE Y55 Ffd P
[ 185.176 8 20 9.258 8 27.947 2 <C0.000 1
5k 2% 8.282 4 25 0.331 3
I AU 7.5334 20 0.376 7 2.514 2 0.155 5
W 0.749 1 5 0.149 8
Js¥il 193.459 3 45

X2) 0 HAS F 5 MR 2% (P>0.000 1), XWHRE LW F
FIAS 25 PR 0 3 G SR O A R 2k B IR
(X)) =8 75 i B[] (X ) > ol i B [ (X)) > 0Bk B (X5 ) >
WX,
2.2 MMRELESH

i 1) 5 & 2Ca) AT A5, 248 75 3R 5 [ 1), K 5 0 15
22 [ 75 I AT ) 2 K 3 B S U8/ T 38 R 1 e 4 5 X R
i) 7K P[] 7 I PR SR A A 3 i 75 IR B 9 1 2 08N 1
P, R AR 7E B AR IR B Dy 45 ~50 C A I TR Ol
10~12 min B {IG R WEAF 24 0% KAE

& 1(b) 518 2(b) Al 45, 24 75 B[R] [ 2 B, AR R B 1S
2R TR D) 3 1 38 R T B A A 5 24 B B KO [ s e
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P LA S RO T %R 100~ 150 W, 18 74 i B ) R
10~ 11 min FHRERBER G M RAE . X W] 68 5 10 AR & %)
TP B 4 B9 4% 5 R AR T 52 000 AT 6

t I 1Co) 5 2Co) AT 45, 24 8 75 i) [A] [ a B A% 3R A5
22 [ 8 I A] 114 2 K 3% B0 A 32 T 18 0 R A5 20 B ks ] K
S [F R I AT RO A5 3R I R D e (] ) S K R B O S B T
TRE T N R . R AR, Y R PR E D 10 ~
11 min, S ] 2 95~ 100 min WA 3R OB 15 5 H M KAE.
1 IR AT 5% i) ™ et 1) T TR R L W0 s B B 7 A 1 B
W AT iR o B VA RN B .k R R b T TG BB AE A
AR e s A AR HE T LR AV R . BB B SRR () Y A
&, A 1 U B 4 0 3 43 32 2l o0 A AR IO ) RIAR 9 1 R
SO 5y — T W R R R AR T T OB A A ARk AR
HET 23 A0 A% 0 T 0 5 S3ORE ) A0 M 3 T 32 48 . DA T AR E
WRIB AR AN . 3 2 Rk i E TR SR 7 AR IO
Ry B AR AR

BB 1D 5B 2(d) I 45, 254 88 75 i |] [ B AR SR M A5
R BORE 3G KT T B AR 4K 5 2 80R} EE KO [ E B AR
A5 5 I 7 7 OB BT ) 07 S R 3R B A e 1 S REAIRFE A
e, R AR, A B Y 10~ 11 min, R SH
30.00~40.00 (mL/g) B Ik W45 24 4% KA
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Table 4 Testing of the significance of the regression coefficients

95 % FAG PR

TR 35 EIEES7¢ HEE bR F {4 PH
ik e
H RO 3.278 3 1 0.235 0 2.794 4 3.762 3 27.947 2 <0.000 1
X, —0.771 3 1 0.1439 —1.067 6 —0.474 9 28.727 1 <<0.000 1
X, —0.9519 1 0.1439 —1.2482 —0.6555 43.758 4 <C0.000 1
X3 0.079 4 1 0.143 9 —0.217 0 0.375 7 0.304 3 0.586 1
X, 0.732 5 1 0.143 9 0.436 1 1.028 9 25.9130  <<0.000 1
X; —0.101 3 1 0.1439 —0.397 6 0.195 1 0.495 1 0.488 2
X, X, 0.895 0 1 0.287 8 0.302 3 1.487 7 9.671 4 0.004 6
XX, 0.257 5 1 0.287 8 —0.3352 0.850 2 0.800 6 0.379 5
X;X,  —0.2800 1 0.287 8 —0.8727 0.312 7 0.946 6 0.339 9
X; X5 0.297 5 1 0.287 8 —0.295 2 0.890 2 1.068 6 0.311 2
X, X 0.192 5 1 0.287 8  —0.400 2 0.785 2 0.447 4 0.509 7
X;X;  —0.0700 1 0.287 8 —0.662 7 0.522 7 0.059 2 0.809 8
X,X5  —0.2150 1 0.287 8 —0.807 7 0.377 7 0.558 1 0.462 0
X5 Xy 0.032 5 1 0.287 8  —0.560 2 0.625 2 0.012 8 0.911 0
X;X —0.095 0 1 0.287 8 —0.687 7 0.497 7 0.109 0 0.744 1
X, X —0.217 5 1 0.287 8 —0.810 2 0.375 2 0.571 2 0.456 9
X3 3.824 0 1 0.194 8 3.422 7 42252  385.200 6  <C0.000 1
X3 0.3115 1 0.194 8 —0.089 8 0.712 7 2.555 4 0.122 5
X3 0.219 8 1 0.194 8 —0.1815 0.621 1 1.272 6 0.270 0
X3 —0.097 7 1 0.194 8 —0.499 0 0.303 6 0.251 5 0.620 4
X2 0.112 3 1 0.194 8 —0.289 0 0.513 6 0.332 2 0.569 5

H & 1) 518 2Ce) m] 15, 29 8 7 i B [ o i), AR SR M 75
AR I A TR Ty A8 1 DR 3 LA ST 484 o Ul 1) e 5 21 BB
Ly F K- [ 5 I, AT SR M A 3R I 8 P i B ) 3 R SR O i
W /N R A . Eh I T A X B B D 45 ~47 C L
Ay 100~300 W IR R MRS A KM

i & 1CD 518 2D W45, 24 88 75 IR ] A% 2R OB A5
SR8 A e D 118 0 K 35 B Ay 30 47 94 A A 5 224 Bk e D K
S I o AT BROBE A5 3 I IR IR B 1 B R 3 3y 3 T U
PR S, H T AR 2 R R B R 45~50 “C R I
76~100 min BRI BETG KA R KAE

M 1) 5 2 Al A5, 24 8 5 il B [ i IR RS
SRR CRE EG 3 T 2 3 R O 0 B S /N 9 B Y Ok
TRV [ 7 W AU SRR A5 25 B 75 I IR 3 ) 3 R 3R B O 8 T UL
AN, B TT AR R R IR 45~47 C LWk
30.00~80.00 (mL/g) B Ik W15 A 4% KAH .

& 1Ch) 5 & 2Ch) AT 45, Y ik 2l 26 [ i, AIG 3R M A5
52 A 2 o T P I K 2 3 g 2 T o 1 A 5 X A I8 e T K
- i o AT SR A5 23 B ik Th 2 B KT T AR AR, R
UERT A5, 2 0 Th % Sk 100 ~ 300 W, A i B ) Ry 92 ~
100 min B IGSRBEAT A RORME

i & 1D 5 20 m] A5, 24 Gl o [ i A SRR A
FEEBORE LU (¥ 3 2% B A ST /N IS B0 B 8Ok K

S [ A o AT RO A5 3 I v U T 3R 1 48 TR R A R Y e
NGRS e T A M S 2l 250~300 WL TR
B 92 30.00~35.00 (mL/g) I B 015 R A5 ) KA .

BB 1G) 58 2G) vl 75, 24 faf i B Ji) (1 2 i 0% 2R A% A5
BRI TR LU I 6 K 38 B Ry 4 06K /N 14 A s B0 L K T [
S I AR SR A5 258 I Bl Dk P i) () A K 3 B A R T 0 1
B, MR 6 ] 92~100 min, R N 75~
80 (mL/g) HIMIRIRAHTTFHRA WM KME .
2.3 SHRURREEIE

SR FR g v p TG 400 A 5 E B PR 2R AR R 9 BT Y DA AR R
B3R Fe K R Al Ak B Xk 3 38 50 38 A7 40 A 49 308 5 I
Tl Bt K A B TR S A A5 PR B S B ) 10,16 min A IR
JE 45 C Bk gh & 100.1 W fi I i 18] 100 min, 3 B} L
30.00 © 1 (mL/g), b4 T BN K 3 B 45 2R 4710.749 3%,
N TR B L B 06 SRS B A 0 T AT N BT A5 A L X R
0285 SR A o o O S BR R S B8 GE Dy B S k)
10 min #8745 °C I 2% 100 W fifisk i /8] 100 min
WORHEL 30.00 01 (mL/g) , DA I 4% 1R 0 47 52 B 2 B0 A0 3631 52
B, 4 3 W4T K 5 0T A% 3 T K R A9 3 O (10.525%
0.017) % . WUMIAE 5 55 B (B 1 25 A K, el sk 32 1A w3y e [0 09
77 T2 RE I A 0L 3 B 3o R AR T S T AU SR A R, R
b 52 W A 7 Rl I8 TR A O AT SR A SR 0 R T
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Figure 1 Response surface diagram of the effect of interactions on LSO yield
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Figure 2 Contour plots of the effect of interactions on LSO yield
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2.4 ETFRERBBEEAS W

H &3 % BECRT D 2 5 P AR B TRD 4R BB 3 IR
BWH 3 M4 LSO1.LSO2 Fl LSO3 40 1Y . 45 4143 4% 55 F
LA, HL AR 5 i ] 43 50 S 7.019,7.672.8.885 min. 1 7K Fi B
L FE B L RE B R B I ) 4 B R 7,054, 7.636, 8. 654 min,
LSO1.LSO2 F1 LSO3 55 /K J5 4 AR A7 4 . #E M £7 & 1w (5] JL-F-
A TA R 0t AT 0, LSO 3] LSO3 4 F i & 4K vk id /D » 45 41 43
REHE R 2~4,

HL R AE

Relative voltage/ w V

BRI i
1.5 3.0 45 6.0 7.5 9.0 10.512.013.5 15.0
I} ]
Time/min
LoKIRBE 2. MRkFBE 3. BEBE 4. LSOl 5. LSO2 6. LSO3
B3 HERLETFRERESKRAEEER

High performance liquid chromatography of stand-

Figure 3

ard and lotus seed oligosaccharides

2.5 RBRMBRINAEMILIAR

AR 3 55 ) PR OB o U R OISR A 1K 3R B S B
434 (10.52520.017) %6 . 5 #OK 12 $ IR TR 4515 388,09 061
LA J5 8 P 2 B AR SR 9 B 13 38 R (1.13420.026) %61
FH LG 88 P I — R I TG H TR 3R W e 2 4R o 2 AR IR b
MIAS SR . TR T A7) (BT 2 R RE DA Ay o 75 30k i B0 i B
IC SR EL AT AR AT A RO X2 T 78 A0 B O L RS
6% 34 N A0 T P A LR s R B IR T 40 i RE Y R
SR . TG B TR 2 B (5 M U R 5 5 AN N E AT Sy 3
T 2 i P AR A T R R O e P T T AR BN L S B A
FE 3G K 4 R e e 2 A AU SROBE A L 2 i A 3 0 B D
W KPR T T 3 TGRSR BOk R L g BTk, B
TR Dl B R IR AN AT 4 v AT RO A R R R R
S BRI 42 BT 35 B BEFE I8 20 19 PR AR 0 5L, Hxf Jor B B i A
Wi VR BT 00 25 R R D BE S BN T R B AR
R,
2.6 EBENW

TEE 4Ca) Ha] DO B — R 42 7E 10~20 pm [ 2R
TRAURE ) B by 20 M IR S B AR 1 3 T SE M ORL . A R [
7 7 5 DR TG T U e R HR 40 T AR T R R 3 T 40 i A A
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Figure 4

The micrographs of samples (after different ex-
tractions) by environmental scanning electron mi-

croscopy
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