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FEE A AR F R 6 A F LR AL 6 B RS AT
BN AEERR S ARALFERRETMNE, Z2R AN,
CRHRAEATEH ER LEFFEAT P EFRRS
4B E A A 6.20~63.17 mg GAE/g + DW,12.52 ~
180.47 mg CE /g+ DW,4,17~40.91 mg CyA /g - DW,
0.33~0.68 mg/g+ DW, DPPH A & /A et 4 45.13~
1092.49 pmol Trolox (TE)/g « DW, &4k & F & R #
(FRAP) 4 100.20~2 621.25 ymol TE/g + DW .4 & ABTS
B kAR Ae A A 100.12~1 708.03 pmol TE/g + DW, 3
FREMFR T, DPPH A AR A RBOABET F
B DB FEREAF ABTS A A F R RRGY A
F(ETHEH., BRRMEENT 6 AL T EIRN S
B Ak B EAS Y A THRE AR TRAMEE, L PR
CTHEREETARAGERRTEERFT.

KB R RALF RANETE  FRERSTHFRA AR

Abstract: In this study, the bioactive compounds of 6 common edible
flowers were extracted by ultrasonic extraction method and their an-
tioxidant activities were assessed. The content of flower active ingre-
dients such as polyphenols, flavonoids, anthocyanins and carotenoids
were determined by ultraviolet spectrophotometry and HPLC. The
content of these active compounds range from 6.20~63.17 mg GAE/

g + DW, 12.52~180.47 CE /g « DW, 4.17~40.91 mg CyA/g +
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DW and 0.33~0.68 mg/g * DW. respectively. The antioxidant ac-
tivities were assessed by DPPH, FRAP and ABTS assays, range
from 45.13~1092.49, 100.20~2 621.25 and 100.12~1 708.03 pmol
TE/g DW respectively. The highest DPPH radical scavenging activity
was found in orange Tagetes erecta L., and the highest ABTS and
FRAP radical scavenging activity were found in yellow Tagetes erecta
L.,. HPLC determination results showed that the main polyphenols
and flavonoids of these edible flowers were ferulic acid, gallic acid
and quercetin. Among these 6 kinds of edible flower, oange Tagetes
erecta .. and yellow Tagetes erecta 1.. contain the most abundant ac-
tive ingredient.

Keywords: edible flowers; antioxidant activity capacity; active ingre-

dient; Tagetes erecta 1..; Smanthus fragrans (Thunb.) Lour
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E G cR= 11 R 1 o1 2 5 Y S0 = W= R i
PEM 256G LB i IR GE X LBk & 8 2 4k & W 4 53 1
FRE R Z . Wk, AU 5T S 3 ik A Bt AR ik
(ABTS.FRAP.DPPH) , %t AR# MG+ AL R RE AT
F5 4 FVRE 57 7548 6 Rl e A TR I (9 T A0 0 o Re ) R AT U
5 Jf it HPLC M 6 Fi & FAE T Z B b &9 . LR
12 FAAEFF I BB AL RE T 22 52k B 5 0 Joi 356 i 1) AH D64
ot FAE T FF R A S A — 25 1 Bl K4
1 kb5 05i4
1.1 #et5i#F

AKH#E (Hibiscus syriacus Linn.) \§g T (Gardenia jasmi-
noides Ellis) JfE4E[ osmanthus fragrans (Thunb.) Lour.] &K
i (Hibiscus mutabilis 1) @ %% Tagetes erecta L.
(Yellow) | A& J7 5735 Tagetes erecta 1.. (Orange) ]:2016
A 7T~10 J R4 T rh g Mol BHE R¥F R WP IX

2,4,6- =L BERE =W (TPTZ) AM B 4t B K A= e R A
RS 5

KM GE 24 R E(Trolox) « 43 HF 4l 46 i fh 24 45 BRA 7] 5

2,2'-Bk AW (3-Z0 3 IR I wE B k-6-1 R D) gk b
(ABTS) : 43 Hr &l . & N0 1 35 A WA BRA 7

1.1- R B 2- =R AR F(DPPHD - 43 A4l , B A TCL A ) 5

How o )k =4 M

WA TR A RR O E R L LAS R BB M R LT
SEF LA TGl R 2 B AR E MR A .
1.2 E{5EE

RO (A3 . LC-20A B, H A 8 A IR

AT LG . UV1800 B, H A i HA BR A | 5

AT P AN MR BEAL DY 92-TIN B, 7 S 37 2 A W B 4 %
A B2 T 5

R Z I RE R ML . JP-150A-8 T, 7k JBE A T 50 A BR
NG

PR ST SK-E B, VL5348 4 3 T 5% A {3CA85 i & A R
NG
1.3 AHi&
1.3.1 BRI 4 BT 40 CRMEAE N T4
5h, R A 40 A, BRI 2 g 7M. INAMREE R 75400 &
i 30 mL,7E 40 °C,80 W % & {4 7 8 7 I $2 L 40 min, T
i e 7% AU FE e 45 30 min
1.3.2 ZEMWE R AR AR bkt 2 R
DL FORE PR TR 2 0 Y i # R (mg GAE/g + DW),
1.3.3  HEEIMM G R TR RS Rk
DL s b P LS R 2 5% 2 5 %R (mg CE/g + DW),
1.3.4 fEEFMNE S8 Loizo 5 1Y pH /R 235 IF 1K
PEREE 1 mL $2E4 (1 g/15 mL 75 % Z B D) 549 mL
SR 28 WK (0.025 mol/L, pH D[ 8§ 49 mL Z B2 4128 /il
(0.025 mol/L,pH 4.5 Ji84 . 10 min J5.7E 510,700 nm I
MEMIBERNRE R E., RAEEERITHDTF A=
[CA 10— Avon) oo — (Asio — Anoo ) pras Jo 18 FH 5% 26 4537 2
B (e =26 900 L/(mol » cm) . My =449.2 g/mol) ) EE /K
6 BB () FAF T (M) $ (D 331 1 o &
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l JE# A em;
R B3R 14 B JR T 6 R AL/ (mol » em)
1 000— %4 R4 5
V——H SR UK AR s
m— M E R, g,
L35 K PRMWE RALEE. %5 1E K
TR < HURE i 32 BN 28 18 K 76 B 1~5 £ )5 76 440 nm 40
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S A OO FE I PR M LRI BT N
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A

C— %% M & Romg/ g+ DW,
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20— B R A

DF— B 75

VAR R Ly

B AT B i g
1.3.6  DPPH HiA k@M MM E 2% Gorjanovic 47
5k HuE AL g g A e A P Trolox f FE /R 24 4 &R
(pmol TE/g « DW),
1.3.7 FRAPHUAMIEMERIE S8 Lu %57 Wik i ik
B A RE A Trolox fEE /R 2R (pmol TE/g « DW),
1.3.8  ABTS LA MME S8 Oh & 107k ik
B A O RE A Trolox TR /R 2R (pmol TE/g « DW),
1.3.9 WERWAM Ak E 5% Kaisoon %7 5k
SFUOT IR AT E S Ak . A S LC-20A U AU
MRS B & A AR (PDA) B 51 & I 2% 3 17 56 B Ve It . #F
fhad 0.45 pm i, 3% AE . CNW Athena Cis-WP(4.6 mm X
250 mm,5 pm), B A N LR (pH 2.74) R B AH B A
I W 0.8 mL/min i, B8RP #AT:0~5 min,
5% ~9% B;5~12 min. 9% ~12% B;12~17 min, 12% ~
18% B; 17~ 21 min, 18% B; 21 ~ 28 min, 18% ~22% B;
28~43 min,22% ~70% B;43~55 min.70% ~90% B;55~
60 min,90% ~5% B, & J5 H 5% B F ¥4 5 min, A IR
38 C . KK 280 nm, FEAERF 10 pL. 445 Ui & I TRCF
R 0.45 pm B2, SR MR A5 B0 bR il 26 5 72
2 GG
2.1 BRI EWREME

A AR M HL L MDA 7 FE . LODLLOQ L& 1,
22 CHMRAEANRENXFEERS

W HPLC X} 6 Ffr g AT A6 O o g B T M 8 43 BE AT A
WL 25RO E 1 R 2. B3R 2 TN, 6 A AR ' T AU AL TR M R
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SRR .6 BB T AE S A R0 o0 BB A AL T PR BT 5T

SRR EA S B 28 . ARG R AEME T IR A SE R
BRI B s 3 B TR RIEME T R O T R4 BET
75 4 PRSI 2 5 % JRURR LU R L' SR 2 ) RUE R R AE L
FEFAHE AE Hh A0 3 5 ] B R BR T 5€ 28 46 » JL At A€ A7 #R fE
R E] L6 £ T 78 ' #AS I B A 35 PR > M R b AR
WAL B ., 6 FEI T . 2B O ERZHN N HOATT A
5 HYON RO TT 7345 e DB N AR RETE s B i e 2 1Y
N TT 74 OO AR b i Sy AR MR L i A
WHFERIITT A AR AF AR RN D3R B’ TR W 25
O3 AT 5T 25 A Bk 88 1 43 A 5 3 A T A 0 B T B 2R R A L
W S5 0E VE LS. MR SN AR T A A M A ik
121.4 mg/g « DW. IR TAKLE M AR I 2 Fh 0T % 45 & 5 A
B AR EAE S R S 2 T A A B
H(176.16+1.24) mg RT/g « DW. 15 SR TR 5 W) 753 £ 7E 8
i 54 (179.03 mg/g « DW)Z5 R AL . A6 561 T 5 32 W)
REAE P & A SRR O HERR L L A% B M B RS E . A

S vy R A 2% SRR ELAG B T O R L LA T L B R LB
WA TR R KB S5 R 25 b D AR S e T
TEPAFTE I 2R Y A 2 -9 b AR 15 ik & 4. [ RS
FEAR S o AAE T8 WA I 20 T 1l By B R L e AhiE
A BB AN B R s A% A AR R TR e AR 3% S
AT I BT B (UHPLC-Q-TOF-MS/MS) 1 AR % & K
SEAE AL A T Il AR I M B R AR AR S A
P R BE 47 IE 526 B, 0 A5 K S PO RO

31.78 mg/g « DW, AR Ha T . Lol 5 20 7E AR K 1) £
REYhSED - 918 M OLEB T REFLAEY . KX
AT PAG AL th B E R & B 6.01 mg/g - DWL KT
A 12.52 mg/g « DW. 6 FlfE T B0 4 A0 35 1 A o3 B
HIHES N O A > E AT E R A B>
HAE>ARMETE . 6 T WLAE T b BT 5 22 Wy ¢ ) S HL Atb 3 1
W5 B A WA TE—E 22 5 T BE -5 4B 736 1R 1 23 i 4R X
J7 1 I A A B AT B XN R A — 5 R &R

R SHEELSYWEAFEBXREMELELIER

Table 1 Linear regression equation, correlation coefficient and linearity of eight reference standards
41 ﬁéx‘%’ﬂﬂ‘ [a]/ Ki‘i')lﬂ‘?ff(ﬁ"('ﬁilﬁ/ 97 B R E KRR L(iD/ JE 1 FR L(iQ/
min (pg» mL™1) (R?) (pg» mL™1) (pg» mL™1)
BRTM] 8.931 10.21~49.99  Y=15 267.3X +20 836.4 0.999 8 1.16 3.94
2R IR 21.499 9.61~49.66 Y=8 474.53X +4 028.07 0.999 4 2.12 7.05
[ 24.703 10.25~50.19  Y=29 153.7X+16 391.4 0.999 7 0.60 2.00
ILRE 25.562 11.26~50.42 Y=10 428.1X—34 391.7 0.994 8 2.02 6.72
5r] 25 R 35.004 10.46~50.58 Y=19 092.9X —2 948.09 0.998 6 1.39 4.64
Wk e 2% 42.262 10.70~50.24  Y=10 964.3X —23 686.4 0.998 3 1.05 3.49
F3RE 44.110 9.73~49.89  Y=14 694.2X +42 140.6 0.995 8 0.55 1.82
125 Wy 44.492 11.57~50.52  Y=13 568.8X —54 962.4 0.992 3 1.02 3.38
R2 cHAREAMELFEERS
Table 2 Antioxidant active ingredient of six kinds of edible flowers
A £/ L/ RS MR/ e/ BEFmR/ aRIEIR/
(mg GAE+g ' +DW) (mgCE+g '+DW) (mge+g '+DW) (mgCyA+g '+ DW) (mge+g '+ DW) (mg+g !+ DW)
ANHEEAE 6.204+0.70¢ 12.5240.22f 0.3340.024 nd nd 0.7040.05
W F1E 6.314+0.70¢ 24.6040.43¢ 0.44+0.00°¢ 40.9140.03* 3.01+0.02¢ nd
FERE 11.98+1.49¢ 48.634-0.501 0.3940.014 4.1740.03° nd nd
HEAE 16.99+1.89¢ 176.16+1.24" 0.62+0.05% nd 1.16£0.02¢ nd
AT HA 63.17+3.24% 180.47+1.24% 0.5640.09" nd 38.44+0.05% nd
AT 7555 58.2541.62° 146.71+2.15¢ 0.68+0.06% nd 32.4140.20° nd
o ek R / Fy 2 2 / it Kz 2/ FrRE/ 12 M/ B/
(mge+g '« DW) (mg+g '+ DW) (mg+g '+ DW) (mg+g '+ DW) (mgeg ' *DW) (mgeg '+ DW)
ARHEEAE nd 0.2040.014 0.59+0.00¢ 0.0140.00 0.83+0.00¢ 2.66+0.30"
e T 46 nd 0.1440.014 0.48+0.014 nd 0.76 +0.00°¢ 45.7440.34¢
EX ¥ia nd nd 0.63+0.05¢ nd 0.82+0.06¢ 6.01+1.13¢
HAE 19.60+0.01 15.414+0.13¢ 1.15+0.17> nd 2.23740.06° 40,17 42,834
WO T 55 nd 38.4040.09" 2.3340.08* nd 3.11+0.05% 82.84+5.66"
107 555 nd 56.73+0.02° 2.08+0.00° nd 3.10+0.01* 95.00£1.24%

T —FUAR NG T8 3R BB ] 22 57 .35 (P<C0.05) s nd 78 %4 B AR il PR A DI 380 sl e B2 AR T R 00 B o > A S B 2 19 00 588 1 2 4

B AL IR 2 Z F
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= 1oF 5
T | L68  pa51.33 me/ml
L B 08 4/1 | 68 1,33 m/ml,
= Zos W—L—JQLLEEXE&M mg/mL
8 8 e s
EE ol — 6 SEH6.67 me/ml,
oo ) 5. 68 16 F6.67 m/ml.
0.0 > 678 AH6.67 mg/mL
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Figure 1 HPLC figure of edible flowers samples extract

with ethonal

AR HEETMME P SRR S E N
13.3 mg/g + DW, 7 545 # il &5 Hy 121.4 mg/g + DW, A&
206 5 Y B R S S T RO BT . AR W AT A5
BB BB 179.03 mg/g + DW. 54 S48 45 HARIE .
WONEC BT R T H R AR Y PR RS TR M
B REAY s RF S & R 3 R %2 i T 18
TR IL A MR R A N SE 15 A A s R
ST ) B R R A5 A €0 1% 5K AT s ) S % BB A (UHPLC-
Q TOF-MS/MS) B AR ARFER AT T L2 1 i
FEAC A 7 35 A8 R 0k B R AT IE 38K R L AR
AR IEFH IR R 31.78 mg/g « DW; FF A % & BlLAE
W& R e R . IS R A Y R
AR LR B R S I g NI R
REEREY, Kk CESEFT NS AREL b B EE A RN
6.01 mg/g -+ DW. MR F AKX M 12.52 mg/g « DV, F%
REIX 6 FlE ULAE T AT & 22 M R A A LA Ay O AR
AR S OB R AFAE— & 22 5% . ] g 5 46 77 05 7E B4y 1 32
PO G R AR X R [F A —E R R,

23 CHMEREANIEKENLER

F & 2 AT AN TR) R AR S o BT AR T LA R
25 (P<0.05). ABTS [ 13 i35 K 68 /1 A F 100,12~
1708.03 pmol TE/g « DW, Hyi /G HHEF Iy . 6T 5
L RSV T C A X (B N = W (g (A aY I R )
7% ABTS {f M {EH 1 & 2 292 8 7461 18 i, FRAP $1 %
AAE A T 100.20~2 621.25 pmol TE/g + DW, 7675 ) &
HEA 5 ABTS JEA — 30 B8 A A A Z b 7E FHEF 161 FRAP
PrAAL (NS = T AR H = S B A Y, WO T 55
#) FRAP $T 8 LB this & T HE& 56 @7 %45. DPPH
B EIHEREE I T 45.13~1 092.49 pmol TE/g « DW, H ik
AR M SRS AR HES R R 8 T R4 > T R >
FEAE > FEW AL > HE F 46> R HEAE A 12l 30 M 2 16t 7 5 25 1
DPPHE W 235 Rk 1 R AR B 2245 . 4 7 52 2578 ) 45
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Figure 2 Antioxidant activity of 6 kinds of edible flowers

RHEAE DPPH A i £ BRfE 14 51.8 pmol TE/g « DW, 5
AR U0 25 R
AE T OBEET0 W 45 B 4B ABTS HLR Mk iE M N

426.6 ymol TE/g« DW, DPPH #i % fb i M H A
546.1 ymol TE/g « DW, FRAP #i & 1L % T H A
1556.1 pmol TE/g« DW,}th ABTS 5 DPPH 1 i & 1L
TP A5 AR B AT A8 45 SR ARG L 10 FRAP Hr &AL Tl P 5 A
RIGAERGRKER ., 2548 3 Myt a il e kg8 s
AT PR I R BT 4 LR 6 7 7 45 RETE L SR
T ARMAE TN T8, X—458 5 & AP 8 T vl ar &
HLOUHE W & R HE A AR — B RS T AT W
SOEPTEA LR SHUE R S R E . AR
TR Ay 25 SRR BRI, AT 6 B X A A I I L AR A 2
— 35 B AL, I B A T AT R B A3 1 BT SRR T M
X B AL VE F 09 BTk L U [ 0 S AR PL B DU 3 T B AR Y
IR 586 R .
2.4 MEALBEBERSSHELEEEXES R

X B FAE S 18 Bt S AL IS PR 4y i S B A AL e ) AT
M BT A AR AL 5% M B K B AR S
IEZS 53 A WOR Al Spearman AH G 43 #7 . 43 AT 45 R I3 3.
DPPH (13 Bk 1% J1 5 TPC(r=0.943) & & 2 8] A %58 14 AH
KPEH TFC(r=0.829) & & 2 [ A K 55 9 A & ¥ . FRAP
5 TPC(r=1) . TFC(r=0.943) & & 0| A3 5 & A9 AH & k.
ABTS 5 TPC(r=0.943) % 42 = [0 4 # # % £, 5 TFC
(r=0.886) ¥ 1t [A] 47 15 55 1 M 56 1 L UE 92 7 KA W00 i 1
A, DG ABTS 3 & 3 1 I A6 2 U 3 Bk ABTS™ H i 3%
W) RE J Bl 2 & R 3 8GR . W) BF 3 Ah 4T A Mk TE
(DPPH,ABTS.FRAP) Z [A] f A 56 1 38 B0 iy W & PR K F,
A RBTE P<0.01 K B &35 5] 0.886, % B P A AL I
P s AR R AT R H g, 2R AR DY 45 DPPH 5
ABTS.DPPH & FRAP, ABTS &5 FRAP i #f % ¥ i%
0.999 8, A% izt 4 | % DPPH 5 FRAP ff 3¢ r =0.943
(P<C0.01) ,FRAP 5 ABTS # % r=0.943(P<C0.01),
DPPH 5 ABTS #36Hr=10.886 (P<C0.01) , #5521
A
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Table 3 Spearman correlation coefficients between the an-
tioxidant activity and the antioxidant contents of
edible flowers

MI%&% DPPH  FRAP  ABTS  TPC TFC
DPPH 1.000 0.943** 0.886 " 0.943* * 0.829*
FRAP 1.000 0.943** 1.000** 0.943* *
ABTS 1.000 0.943* * 0.886 "
TPC 1.000 0.943* *
TFC 1.000

Toox o« fORAEBEAZHE OUMD H 0.01 I, AH G M2 BEW.

3 g5

AWM E T ARBEAL WG F AL LR AL WO A
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JA i R R R SR I > 2 > 1 A > R >k
BAE N E, lad Xt 6 R ARSI 11 RS Mo 0 B T
B PRI M B R O B AT R4 AR IR
HEZI I Ay ¥ €505 545 46 BB F 6 KR AL RIOR L,
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