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Abstract

Objective: To optimize the extract process of paeonol from the roots of Paeonia suffruticosa Andrews
adopted by response surface method basing on Box-Behnken design. Method: According to the re-
sults of the single factor experiment, a three-factor and three-level Box-Behnken central composite
design coupled with response surface analysis (RSM) was employed to evaluate the influence of
ethanol concentration, extract temperature and time on extract yield of paeonol. Result: The best
extract condition was that 77.5% ethanol (V/V) extracted the crude powder of the root of Paeonia
suffruticosa Andrewsat 50°C for 2 h, solid/liquid ratio 30:1 (mL/g), 92.3% extract yield was obtained.
Conclusion: The extract process of paeonolis stable and available for further industrial application.
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1. 818

-} (Paeonia suffruticosa Andrews)/2 EHEFHEY), HT MR LGRS, AP WP K
Yy PSR, PERER ARG, BT (MRARRZR) o FFEMR, R RUBIR. . RS,
BoiE W LB A B, 2 TN, JTRIE. Sy (Paconol) SUFRAL FFBY . A524IE, R4AL ST R E K i
By . BURZHE AW FLR, FHE B A E R[] PLORIFR[2] PrONE[3]. PLaib[4]. Pl f[5]
FNPEIMAE[6]E - BEAE AP Rz Mo 24 BRAT S0 Y0 R AN T 40 J AR EURI ) B9 1) T 20 LR TE AR

H AT R By R U 15 CO, IR A BUA[7] A IL[8]. SIIE[9]. /KR FEIBIE[101M L B35
TE[111%5 . XT CO, MG S ALHGE . @A AR, ol A= p i U & B 5 Bt KRR IMIE
BT ERETIEK; CERSREIEIOE SN, SR K. Bk, RABFGRE, Gt T
2 BT, JD BRHE, ERRE T 2 Ak R, i AR PR RS KK PR, K SN A S R P R
K. W N h T V2 (Response surface methodology, RSM)¥; 45 B T3 R B T 28k T4k . B2 — R
it T AR BT v, W R 2 VT HE bR (e SR ) o e A B e ST, SR 22 00 S IROT R
P0G A8 BRI AR 2 (B TR BOC R, B4R BR0 AR B 1 B AR LA S e AR [12] [13]. S8 F I3
SJRAF A B b, ORAN T SO RE FEANGE, T A B R T M e 22 RO S, TR R 2 R R
B HR R A R B B PR VE

KT R S FNESR T BBy, Je Bttt PR 3R sEse, KA Box-Behnken i B [V 548 2
WA B (PR AR 450« $R B P2 FD B B ] = AN PRI 3 R B sl T ARAGPH B2 B 3 B T 25, S siebr
AR S AR 5 IR .

2. ¥8l
2.1. #%t

PR 1 T PR T T BB AT R AR, 4T B T RO B
2.2. &8

55 LC-20AD = R0BUAH (o A (H A B A 28 A 1) ;. UV-3150 BY4E 4] L4366 1+ (H 4 Jasco 2
F]); AL-104 HL 72087 KT (36 M4 #h-F0 R 2 XA G R /A 1) 7% [E Heidolph MR Hei-Tec il /145 £ 4% (&
W R G IR A F]); RE-52AA e R4 (Mg W2 AR AL AL EE ) FFC-45D BUMMREHL(IG T K HEH AR
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J7); DHG-9075A A B FAHE i 35 X T 1548 (i 55 TR 2 B A BR A F]) o
2.3. ZimAiRT

FHEC (P4 B K2 2 2 e 245 B IR AL S SE BT E i), HPLC 2072 > 99.0%); FHEZ(failbdal, JlHf e
HRHT A IRAT); BEIR, 95% LRE(E e, BB Tl )s AR SRR ATH K AL B s
#HHRAT).

3. HE
3.1. AEErEERMIE

3.1.1. HPLC & f[14]
DA+ )\ e R i e A R OB ), ISR 0. 1% R R /K VA W (45:55, VIV); ¥TiE 0.5 mL-min ™,
LMK 274 nm; HEREE 10 pL.

3.1.2. FHEZERRYIRENE
¥[8 2015 fix (R EZGHL) , AEPRER M S B E IR RAE, CPATIN 3 K. PR REE (%) = FFE
Py S M B () 24564 T P B2 Wy 5 B () % 100%.

3.2. [RRITALIE

W FH R AE SO CIEIR BT 1A AT, BfEid 60 HIfE#&H . FHEBURIK, FhRE B 5 BGA H R
Ny RN, JRRLEIE Y BN, RO AR PEHIAE 1 mm 2

3.3. AEEERIRSME

FRECPE B2 A5 50 g, B TC Rl e B BRI, IS R B2 (AR 93 B0 i) £ B2V 250 ml,
FEAN R B N 34 (1500 rpm)— 58 B[], Ik 08 5 JEV00E 7%, AR 24 i Hb ) v AR i, DAtifh
TS B2 B bt S AR R U R 28, D8 T R Y OS2 R o SRI6 e R B D SR SR % SRl b . O BERIE . 2
E I FEE AR TR 3 B By S B R (152 ma) o DU ZH SR PR 3R S B HAR T R . O RREE 10:1. 20:1. 30:1 1 40:1
(mL/g) (15 %A : LEEHE 80%. $EHUEE 50°C $EHUET ] 2 h); @ ZEEHE 20%. 40%- 60%. 80%
A1 95% ([ 52 2644 B L 20:1 (mL/g)~ $RHGEE 50°C . $EHUNA] 2 h); @ $REGEE 15°C. 30°C. 50°C.
70°CH190°C ([il5E 2. KBHELK 20:1 (mL/g). LEEHKE 80%. HEHLAS[A] 2 h); @ $EEUES (A 0.5h, 1hy 2
hy 3h Al 4h (Bt BRl 20:1 (mL/g). ZEHRSE 80%. $2HUEFE 50°C). M4IsLIEL 3 K.

3.4. BIESSE

MR Ko gk B, W AREIRE . BB R (8] 5 P 2 iy B BCR B e K R &, @ i vy
Hh T 22, ) Box-Behnken #A4E 5 He B A AE3EAT LRSI AL, B—Z BRI, . 5K E5RIN-1,
0, 13HT7YmIT, SZIGRIEMK T LgmiE R 1.
4, BERE D
4.1, BREESLE
4.1.1. B3 MR R KRN

FE P 150, PP Ry PR ECR B R LG g i st K e afa e, HRNE LR T 30:1 i, R
RSB A WA KT e 5 BT AR O3 ORI P05 %, I O 3, W R, SR Y
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Table 1. Protocol of Box-Behnken central composite design
%% 1. Box-Behnken FuMAA SR AR

SN
K LR E (%) PEEURE(C) PRI [A] (h)
A B c
-1 60 30 1
0 80 50 2
1 95 70 3
100
/i —_
80 =
X 604
=
=
= |
= 40
20
O T T T
10:1 20:1 30:1 40:1

WOk (mL/g)

Figurel. Effect of solid/liquid ratio on paeonol extract yield

B 1 R R R AR A ST
ms SRIGREEVEFINE 2, AR M BE 03N, BRI R T o Be D, SRR IR

4.1.2. ZEEREX 3 EMRBUE R R ND

M 2 152, BEE SBRRBERISEM, FHR R RIS NG FRAC. SRRREESGIN, Fh R i
FEREIN, 4iAF) 80%I, P} FIRERIA R A s 00%; 44k N 2 FER B, HAh IR TR B VA AR
WIFGEIE N, A ATRERZIA T PR M PR SR o
4.1.3. {REUEE X EMHR BRI FID

M3 SR I, A SRR BRI, PRI, HSIEE 70°C~90°C, ZEEMIEK
HEEIAR, AR EAKT 50°CH, $EELE RN, iR B2 = T 50°C I, & LS 1 39 0 B 2 ek 2%
4.1.4. HRENE B} 2 ER SR BN ZE A F M

M 4 WEERT 1, $REL 2 h BHRECR e, BEESREUN R AR, REUSRE TRE. X RS
JRAEIE I PRI B A 0%, I8 IR HTIA B B KSR, PH B R BCR AR/

4.2. FFRZ B e R Pl B B T S SR8

4.2.1. FREHEREME EARBHET
FZIRSLIR (R 2), R design-expert BPFEAT 2 0l HI0L A AT EEEY AOSR IR (Y) i A
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B F 5 RNAE 2 AR 5 FEN: Y = -1.11 + 0.04A + 0.01B + 0.07C + 5.89 x 10 °AB + 1.09 x 10 °AC +

4.3 x 10-*BC — 2.61 x 10 *A? — 1.25 x 10*B* — 3.91 x 1072C? (R* = 0.9905).

Table 2. Design and results of the three-variable/three-level response surface method

2. MR ESEEEIRITSER

Run Factor 1 A: ¥#K/%% Factor 2 B: /% C Factor 3 C: Hf[f] h Response $2H%%
1 80 70 1 0.8488
2 80 50 2 0.9200
3 60 30 2 0.7060
4 95 30 2 0.7819
5 60 50 3 0.7243
6 80 50 2 0.9230
7 80 50 2 0.9190
8 95 50 3 0.9042
9 60 70 2 0.7345
10 80 30 1 0.7688
11 95 70 2 0.8954
12 80 70 3 0.9010
13 80 50 2 0.9100
14 95 50 1 0.8140
15 60 50 1 0.7133
16 80 30 3 0.7866
17 80 50 2 0.9050

100
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80 - / :
L]
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= 40
ged
20
0 T T T )
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LR L%
Figure 2. Effect of ethanol concentration on paeonol extract yield
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Figure 3. Effect of extract temperature on paeonol extract yield
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Figure 4. Effect of extract time on paeonol extract yield

B 4. $ZEREE)XSFY R B R BN R B RN

42.2. EAFEREESH

M 3 TTLAEH, CBEREE . $RHCIEFE AN R P 5 B (G F R 3 Bl AT ) 23 (P < 0.01). AT A4
RFFER T R % R® = 0.9905, 2557 2% 1.46, RIITAIARA B2 27 (P >0.05), ViS5l & B,
WEN, SIS HEA A, R T RSB T2 ML

4.2.3. W R A E 24
Wi 2 A S T AR — SRS S M = RN, HBE Y ORI, PRI R IR T Bhi
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Table 3. Analysis of significant difference of the regression equation
= 3. EEAAREREMS

&

T7 22 KR 5 A

75

F &

P{E

FiA 0.11

A 0.033

B 0.013
C 0.00318
AB 0.00172
AC 0.00147
BC 0.0003

A’ 0.026

B? 0.011
o 0.00643
W7 0.00103
KU
aliiR e
syl 0.11
RE FRHL

0.00080

N R N T T T T O S (= I ==

0.00023

[N
(o]

0.9905

0.012
0.033
0.013
0.00318
0.00172
0.00146
0.0003
0.026
0.011
0.00643
0.00015
0.00027
0.00006

80.87
221.45
85.13
21.53
11.63
9.93

172.68

71.36

43.51

4.68

1.46

<0.0001**
<0.0001**
<0.0001**
0.0024**
0.0113
0.0161
0.1999
<0.0001
<0.0001
0.0003

0.0850

VE: *RBEMEZERP <0.05); **ELAWNEEMEZRP <0.01).
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Figure 5. 3D-response surface curves of different two factors including
ethanol concentration, extract temperature and extract time on paeonol extract yields

Bl 5 ZBEKRE. REURE . FRENETE)E M E RN R B AR A = 4T
Rr %k

CTEWTE 77.5%, $RBUEZE 50°C, $REHA 2 h, $RELEK 92.3%. 455 WK 5,
5. &

H TP Bl i T B R E P o0s 1, EENEL T EO/R Tz, ERE AT

FISEE i T2, WP By JEoR i3 B B o AN SO0 o m DR R S T s 86, BT T PR R
FF Ry BRI T2 34T T Ak, R 77.5% IR FE . S0°CHBUREEE . 2 h $#EHURTR ARG EE 30:1
(ML/Q), FFRZ 4R IR L F) 92.3%, ZIRE L EfaEn 5, e T Tkt r=.
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