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Abstract
This study used Chrysanthemum morifolium ‘Chuju’ as a raw material to prepare enzyme through
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fermentation with sugar and lactic acid bacteria. The aim was to explore the optimal fermentation
process and bioactive functions under experimental conditions, providing a basis for the development
of C. morifolium ‘Chuju’ products. The fermentation process of C. morifolium ‘Chuju’ enzyme was opti-
mized using single factor experiments and response surface methodology, with flavonoid content,
total phenol content, free radical scavenging capacity, and SOD enzyme activity as evaluation indi-
ces. The results showed that the optimal fermentation conditions for C. morifolium ‘Chuju’ enzyme
were an initial pH of 2.2, 0.786 g of C. morifolium ‘Chuju’, and 13.621 g of sugar. Under these condi-
tions, the total phenol content of the C. morifolium ‘Chuju’ enzyme reached 0.1696 mg/ml. The C.
morifolium ‘Chuju’ enzyme exhibited strong antioxidant and antibacterial properties, with a DPPH
free radical scavenging rate of 88%, an ABTS free radical scavenging rate of 61%, SOD enzyme ac-
tivity of 96.30 U/ml, and inhibition diameters against Escherichia coli and Staphylococcus aureus of
27.67 mm and 28.19 mm, respectively.
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1. 8I8

WA R A+ K22 —AE B2, AN EEE RS, AP, 9 E R AT
X BAERENAAM, BETCRAINEF MR SR RS IRY, B
WL WY, PRI BRI SRS . AT HABBEAE, TR P R A A R, HL S A
PRIRI2]. BEAh, A 2 R A R S M MR FI (3], B 4h, I4ERARB IR TR, 3
R AR . PR EERR R TR AR, TEFUAL. IR WASE. R0 . T
B R . S OISR« 0 25 T U0 A FHIA] [5] X B e /I B o Il A A 4
5 AN B PRS0 B0 AT 0 B 2, A IR 6 LB A 36 b RUFF JUE 25 B 0, I S0 50 34 s
IS 13 FlOGHERA T 50 Sk b, JRIE I EEE RIEFTEULIE A, W g B A i
A 3B G I I BRG] PR o B4 4 B 8  2 RR  f1) AR HV B I 2.5 mg/mll,
FEILH BT O AE F (7). 2R S BROR 3 S BB, I 9 o it g e L b R, 45 R3],
R S B RTE B T R B E 8] ATy s 7 L LR L P HE TR A BB, IRy
BRIRE 402, Rets WA L T S BRI . LRI U, PR 2 oLt Ak R Lo L BB
FEI[O). T YT A it A UL M /N R, R A B/ U, (R AR IR B PR 2 K S AT
FH, BRI TS MRS A5, IR /K S0 A % 051 0 MR TR A 8 5 1 85 LB AR [10]

BB R R SRR . A, MRS R, SME YRGS RO 5, o
G EREEY EREL R 3, B SRR, B R A E L] [12]. B R A& 2R R TIA
BIEIHT A SR Sy VR IR RS VA AKERIRCTE G . (i MVRAE IR R B R ARt R0
fg. VIR, UAR SRS TAS, RENSABBNTREIEOR, HhAE TR, A I A B R 3]

H R SR 3G BE R B SO B b . TF RIS 27 . AR R I T AN B8 41 5 I 50 £ o P 47
B, SRR T G N, TR DL R ORISR, AR TR R T SRR, &
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FIULAE ARG R Y EEE R, FE AR HAR U E RO DL T, SR 8 R 3 B0 A A B0 0] Ik
KRB R (R REREAT TWTTE,  FF R BRI AR B R Bt [14] o SRS LAIRR A AN B AR DR
RS SI BT Z2 0 A DAL 7P SR IURR 2 25 AR SR SR I, R P s e e iR A B G, DUl A 1
WR%a B AR il [15]

AT T LR D A ek R AT I 2R B, I R N IR R B T2, B AR R e R A I R
BAGRE, JEPPAEER NPT AR S RS A, BB R AN & L BT G
PRI ZR SRR ANIE A SEHG, Wi 32 IV RE 5 1T L) SEIR BRI, PRARWE AR, fERFR AW L2 OU A A2
IR A EL, TR Rk AR HE B 2B P R M2 Bk 4R T

BEAh, R R ST AL L S SRR YRR RIAIE O T, AT DO HE R B A 9 ek
TIRESTBEAT VY, It — BT AR W R 7 AR i I BB AN B AR ST H

2. MRIE A%
2.1. P55

wISARE: R, R IR FURIE. KA. s A ERE, wliaulin). S,
EYERAE S 5 ST G-250 oK AWE. B THR. ARARE . ATERER. WRRRE AN, BERRE AP, B
A, SR, ZRTK. LI, DPPH. ABTS. i BREREH. T ARER . MEANPREA. AHERES. BRIREA.

22. UE/ESERF

I #s: SHIMADZU E48A] W46 61T, A6-001 K525 K~F-. Portable Refractometer. FY-50 J<
JEEiR 7 Z . Blue pard Ba/K 774 TG-WS &l &0l SW-CI-2FD BN HH L TAE &

P
2,

2.3. WEHE

231 IE%HE

T2 B3 —~ AR — 8 — 2 SR — R K B — B — TR R I — o S — R 0
H—
232 FERSBOMUE

(1) FEHA: FIF RS ER AT e, DA T N ol s R URE ot H 280 2 o YRR RR DU T A b
3.0 mg, F60%ZFEEEARSE 10 ml, 193] 0.3 mg/ml [f15 T ARAER W . 4> BIEUARAER 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0,
25 ml, %% 10 ml FEH, 2B 2.4 ml 60% L8, #£21; FEIIN 0.4 ml 5% NaNO, &k, RA1JE
TEE B TEE 6 mins 237 0.4 ml 10% AINO; ¥, FEEJEEGEE 6 mins 27 AN 4 ml 4%NaOH
W, A, BJEIAN 60%OREE BB ZIE, =i FEE M 15min, 75 508 nm &bl @ oL EE . LA
FEFEMERNMAAR, 75T FRiRR AR, 20 ) S5 BRI 5 s v il 2 o 3@ A 70 1 77 Y 5 A 8 VR 1T VR
JGEE, i NARAE 2R b o h S B

(2) B A A S HiE G-250 v 5E [16], LA I3 8 1 bs it il 2 A b R i S 2 .
WERRFREUE S A& 0.1 g, AZEE F/KERZS 100 ml, 75 1 mg/ml (& A FRFRAERE R, B 10 ml %
PREEE R ZE 100ml, 3773 100 pg/ml FIARHETE . 4> BIEUPRIER 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0ml, HZ%H
TKERE 1.0 ml, FRIFER R T AR VAW 2B 5.0 ml % S iEl7), BA G =REE
10 min. f£ 595 nm ALl FEC T B IO G EEAE ,  DAROGEEE RN A-AR, R SRR IR BE R AR AR,
g ) R 10O o o v ot 4 o 3 3 A I P 0 S A VAR RO B, Al A bR e e E R AR A .
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(3) My AR AR LI E B B A Y S R 17], BE 1.0 ml ARIUEES S 4 ml 60% 2 BEFE R
%], & 10 min, 10,000 r/min &0 10 min, B EJEBGEAT S S REIE . WEL 0.1 ml &R, A 0.3
ml 0.5 mol/l [RIFEMIERF, 78R E M 0.5 mol/L BRERANIA R 1.2 ml, JRZ), =BG M 1h, W)
HL 200 pl T 96 FLEEARAR, TEEHSOCNE 765 nm el . CAEE FERbSESGIERAERNZE, 2R &
100 ml FRZEE 2= & A 1 mg % & T M & (MgGAE/1009) 3R -

(4) SaFg: )RR BR 20 e [18], B 4 B I RS S I T HE TR R, DT IR AE 9 BR R 7~ 711
FP3 € 5 1 E B AT E o MR Y AR AR AR T RS R B (A RLIRRTE), FHARME LR At iR
S35 8

X:j@x(v1—v2)xkxF]X100
m

AXP TS E T X A EAHRARR S5, A8 9/100g; ¢ R A IARIER & WR
FAAT N mol/Ls Vo i 58 KR il S BT FE A U S A AR v 2 VAR AR, B8 mils Vo s R B i
IS A ENPR AT B TR ARAR, B8 mily K OABRI e R 8L, FLRRH% 0.09 715 FONFE AR5 4L
m ONFERR IR, FATA g5 100 AREE R EL

233 BEZRAE

(1) KEEETIR): FREGKSE 0.59, HONKE LEHES, BUGHE/K 200 mH 204, =290 24h, REH%
B FREUEERE 159, HER UG R 150 ml BK B R BEGES , FIFTERRE . BERRE 4N pH £ 4.4.
W R EEILRR T 121°C K 20 min, HUHEVAAD, %47 0.1 9 ARE, 7 30°C4&AE T MK EES. 6. 7. 8. 9d.

(2) WFHINE: 2> BIFREUKRE 0.1, 0.25. 0.5, 0.75. 1g, MNKE KBS, BULHE K 200 ml &
WSS, R 24 h, SRR L FREUEERE 159, JFEBURZGIR R 150 ml BK 5 K BEGER,  HfY
B, BRRE AETT pH £ 4.4, KRBT 121°C K@ 20 min, HURAE, B0 0.1 g ARRH, 1
30°C oM N R T do

(3) FEMEASIIE: FRECKRZE 059, TN KE KEFRES, HUGHEK 200 mlRHLER%, 218 24h, K15
BRER ERG 20 FRECEERE 94 120 15, 18, 21 g, JFEMURAGR R 150 ml 2K A BERET, FFTE
R, BRI pH £ 4.4, B REEEFT 121°C K 20 min, BUHAH, B0 0.19 ALERH, 7£30°C
SR REET ds

(4)pH E: PRELFRSG 0.5, MAKE KEERES, BICHEK 200 ml 20 FR %, 1R 24 h, K14
o 2> BIFRBCRERE 15 g, JHFERBUKR%E R 150 ml 2K K BEGES, FFH B . BERe sl 4N pH
I 2.4, 34, 44, 5.4, 6.4, KREEFFR T 121°C K 20 min, BUHAS, #20 0.19 FLERE, 7£30°C
FAF TR Td.

2.3.4. MR A SELE

Table 1. Horizontal coding table of experimental factors on response surfaces
F2 1. Na S T Se36 [ 2R K E4mAg R

K A R pH B RE A N /g C AR I &g
-1 2.2 0 12
0 3.2 0.4 15
1 4.2 0.8 18
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FE AR IRIZ R 5EA E, #KYE Box-Behnken F O & B it IR 2, DLE MY & EOUMINAE, 1%
FEIAG pH (E(A) BREGTRINE(B) A RS N & (C) =A%, HI Design-Expert #(f} ] Box-betoken 1.t
At =PRI = KPR ma X8, o 8 T 6 PR 3R 7K P i L 1

2.35. MENERINERKE

(1) Préafbikses.

DPPH & RRZ K A DPPH vl 5E [19]. AR URR 56 9% 2 M B 4 mlL 0.02 mg/ml DPPH &K 4 ml,
BAIRE], 25 C&MFFIFE 30 min, FH LB THE 517 nm kbl HWOR(E, 108 A BURZERER #
B 4 mly ToAKOEE 4 ml, B%IRS), 25°C4%4F FHEE 30 min, A4 66 fETHAE 517 nm ALl Ho
B, 88 Ay ZHAHLL 4 ml oK ZBRER DPPH JRAIXIE, T 25°C o4 ¥ E 30 min, M 6LEIHE
517 nm AbIE IR SEAE Aor RAHIEESE =Rk, FHLATN AT K 1 DPPH &R %

DPPH H Hi IR AE 1(%) =[ (Ao — (A - A, )) /A, |x100

A IITFSE R« Ao A7 U IR s Ar RE SN 8 B WO B s Ag NAE b AR IR RO

ABTS &% %4 ABTS 3EI5E[17]. 5 mmol/L, pH 7.4 () PBS ZZ3F L& 7 mmol/L ABTS, 1N
NI TR, A Hd A%y 2.45 mmol/L, 7E % 554 T R IG#E E 12~16 h % HH . Mg T H PBS # ABTS
TSR RE R 734 nm KA ROG RS 0.7 £0.02; AERRIEL 10 pl & YRR IR A B2 2 M 5 ml ABTS ik
W, 30°CHREE NIFE 5 mine £ 734 nm PBA AL I E S SR FIWOEIE, 189 Ars B 10 wl EFE-FKIMA
5ml ABTS #iBsii, 7E 30°CH % RN 5 min, 7 734 nm KA EROGEE, 108 Aoy B 10 pl %8
PR BN R 5 ml £ 7oK, 78 30°CHRE R RBL 5min, 7E 734 nm P A E ROGEE, 18 Aze

ABTS [ i ELTERAE 1 (%) =] (A — (A=A, )) /A, [x100

ARG E LU Ao AZE ARG . Ay RE G DI E & IO R A R i AR IR 1Y)
WG

SOD BT P 52 SR FH % 2K =y H AL € [20] . 7E 25°C254FF, 7 4.5 ml 50 mmol/L pH 8.3 [
FELZ MR P I 10 pl 50 mmol/L FIEZR =y, IEPES), 78 325 nm KT, &% 30 s ML EE A —X,
PCAE Aos 1E 25°CAF T, 78 R BERR G2 NN 10 ul 38 24758 O T0R 56 7 25 R B LA 2% 10 ul 50 mmol/L
(REZRE =W, REERES), 7€ 325 nm KT, B0 30 s MWOEEEE —k, 101F A MRIELL T ARTHERE
3% &K 1) SOD figin it .

BT 2 (UImI) = (Ag — Ay )/ (Aq x 50% ) x J5Z 157 Tt AR B b A R T 85 50/ 16 b AR

(2) HIRTESES: R AEAR - MR SLIeTR[21]. FHRMES AN 1 ml & BRI AT i . 3 6
I ERI L A B EKEEAT RIURRE, 152G K 20~25 mi Glfb a4 A1 2 46°C A A 1A [ A 4 77 2k
BINCK R R, i BB 5 X 200 pl 20 TP b dRAi . BT RE KR AF FEA B TR A0 R
BRI . BRSPS IR 3 AR, o 2 AN AR 22BN 200 pl BEERE G, ISR
R R AVE 0 BRI A2 AR o o RERD B R EOPT ST, TSI R PARE T 37°C 26 AF R 8597 2d, T
SE LR HAN I B AR

2.4. WAEALE

iyt Origin K SPSS #RAFREAT Kt AL B Je T AL 7 A, RIS B B —41°F17, J3@1d Duncan # &
MR ZEVEBAT LT .
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3. BZRE 4R
3.1. BEAZESE

KEERS A, REEVIIE pHY BRI INE . AN INE ST BRI R 0. SR SR BRI 52
M 1 fras. ST SIS, MRS RINE 059, AFRINE 159 S &Ke: N TRRMS,
HAEBRAB B ANTEE, LA REKERA5d, pH2.2, BAEHRMNE 019, EFRINE 99, &g
TERE:; NTEAFRKENS, ROERKEEXMENKEER R 6d, pH 3.4, BHEINE 0.259, FFERNN
#7124,

M- Fermentation time —M—Fermentation time
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Figure 1. The influence of various factors on the biological activity index of C. morifolium ‘Chuju’ enzyme

E 1. SEEXBREEREYE M IERRRE

3.2. MNEMRHK

321 MEEREERSHESH

i3 Design-Expert 12 X SEEGHd 347 2 ToEUEI G 04, 43 26 & 2 (YR K BEWIAE pH E(A).
FININEB) EFEARINE(C) IR 2 IR H#E A T #28: Y = 0.1163 + 0.0044A + 0.0137B + 0.0086C —
0.0114AB + 0.0091AC — 0.159BC + 0.0274A2 + 0.0112B2 — 0.0119C?2., I3 1% 25 il S [ S 96 ¥ S 45 B L% 2,
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Table 2. Experimental design and results of response surface of C. morifolium ‘Chuju’ enzyme
Fz 2. MHEERND N E LRI RER

Fs KEERTG pH BHa /g SEEIIE AR B B (mg/ml)
1 2.2 0 15 0.129741
2 4.2 0 15 0.112985
3 2.2 0.8 15 0.126744
4 4.2 0.8 15 0.1224
5 2.2 0.4 12 0.176313
6 4.2 0.4 12 0.119448
7 2.2 0.4 18 0.0810629
8 4.2 0.4 18 0.127506
9 3.2 0 12 0.136247
10 3.2 0.8 12 0.154397
1 3.2 0 18 0.119421
12 3.2 0.8 18 0.115059
13 3.2 0.4 15 0.164848
14 3.2 0.4 15 0.114561
15 3.2 0.4 15 0.115698
16 3.2 0.4 15 0.118464
17 3.2 0.4 15 0.156338

BE— P VAR AT 7 220, S5 AR 3. R348 3 T, AN P < 0.0001, #REE, KNP
{9 0.2102>0.05, A3, BHIZEE BT YJoE RER?=0.9884, HEE I E RHRS, =0.9734,
VOISR B e R 97.34 YoM NAH 10784k, UEFEREELLT, W] FZIEA 77 R TR 26 e 32 R I 1. 2 5%
fFo A5 RECV%=2.90% < 10%, FUPRIGEIA ) r (5 ERRERE = . JEH—IKIA. B, CH#%t4h
SR 5.3 (P < 0.05), 28 I AB. BC. AC Fll 7RIl A2, B2, C2 XA, 25 sy & B I B ML 52 3% (P < 0.01),
DRI EON R AR I R S 2 SR B DR /NI Ay RS INEL(B) > EIREASINE(C) > KIFHI4G pH fE(A)-

Table 3. Variance analysis of response surface model based on Box-Behnken design

%= 3. ET Box-Behnken &+ 8I0m R phE R B 75 2 547

PSU ST H By % Fa PE BEMWAKT

B 0.0083 9 0.0009 66.18 <0.0001 -
% A 0.0002 1 0.0002 11.12 0.0125 *
N B 0.0015 1 0.0015 106.57 <0.0001 -
(SEe 0.0006 1 0.0006 42.24 0.0003 -

AB 0.0005 1 0.0005 36.76 0.0005 -

AC 0.0003 1 0.0003 23.71 0.0018 -
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BC 0.0010 1 0.0010 71.83 <0.0001 -
A? 0.0032 1 0.0032 226.19 <0.0001 -
B2 0.0005 1 0.0005 37.92 0.0005 -
2 0.0006 1 0.0006 42,55 0.0003 -
BRZE 0.0001 7 0.0000
AT 0.0001 3 0.0000 2.38 0.2102 NGE-
gz 0.0000 4 8.802E-06
Syl 0.0084 16

VE: 7 RoRAEE R EZEEP <0.05), 7 Fonatah RIS (P < 0.01).

322 MNE&ERNZEERARSFEEE

W [ TR 5 g 24 T LA U s e 5% AT 3% ) 8 TEL A PRS2 L PR SRA M R P58 5 W 2 T 35 2 B U
SR, R FON M SRR R R 2, S A IR, PSR ER 8] RS LA AR
J5 22 V) 2% R 2R 18] A58 ELATE PRS0 AL PRI SRA A /0 o % DR 3 18] 52 EL AT PR T8 25 17 2 G 5 ) W 2 41 45 £
LKL 2, WA pH SN A BAE R ek, SoN iR S BRAGININE S BRI 22 T
1 d5e 55 HLRZ AL o

0.06
0.08 4—f——
01— ]
£
& 0124
H [ 2
0.14 1|
 EEEE—
016+
12
Oll% 0.2 16]51413
o4 08 1817 ¢ AN (D)

B: BRI (g)
(©)

Figure 2. Response surface and contour diagram of the effect of the interaction between factors on total phenolic content
2. HERAREREERAN BB S EFMAE N EMFSL%E
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323 BEMRLABRSREIZEIIRE

I8 3T Design-Expert 12 F AT B KA 7017, 15 BB 56 1 2 R I M B e L 20808 W6 pH A 2.212,
B UNINEH 0.786 9, FIMEVSIIE N 13.621 9, TEULARME R, BRAGIE & A & = M TIUHAE v 0.178 mg/ml,
TEBLAAE FHEAT 3 R E S RFASG, AR50 5 MM A B SEPR(E 4 0.1696 +0.0053 mg/ml, 5 BN (1
MRHRZE N 4.9%, ST EIRZEE/N, YU ZBALHE T T 5.
33. MENLEMY
3.3.1. DPPH BHEEMRENE

195 4 B, A AR % AR DPPH HETIRAET1(%) = [ (Ao — (A, - A,)) /A, |x100,
THE S R 2 ) DPPH 5543 4(88 + 0.008)%. X —45 SRR R4 5 B A 5.3 1) DPPH H H3Ei
Bree s, BT EEAKE.

Table 4. Absorbance measurement tables for each group

4 REWLENESR

4H 5 Ao A1 A2
0.3686 0.1527 0.1077
W' e 0.3488 0.1287 0.0826
0.3721 0.1228 0.0798

3.3.2. ABTS EHEHEBRENE
2% 5 R, IR AL 2 A5 ABTS [ HEEHIRAE /(%) =[ (A, — (A, - A,) /A, | <100,
TS B AGEE R (1) DPPH J&FR R N (62 £ 0.02)%. X —45 KR RZG I 2 2 RIFI ABTS H &%

op
HE/J o

Table 5. Absorbance measurement tables for each group
5. BHEWAENER

H Ao A1 Az
0.668 0.3452 0.0985
W
0.6511 0.3422 0.0864

3.3.3. SOD EFEMME

Table 6. Absorbance measurement tables for each group
2 6. BHEWAENER

I} [&)/s 30 60 120 150 180

X HR 0.4263 0.4084 0.3889 0.3953 0.3927
1 0.342294 0.338 0.3791 0.3933 0.3682
2 0.3263 0.3584 0.3891 0.3024 0.3914
3 0.3393 0.3519 0.3274 0.3953 0.3895
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4 6 prw, AN HBOEEE AKX

AO0-Al
‘ o BER R
BT (Uil = —20 o 57 7k A x AR
( ) 50% ERTIN (TN

TS BRI 2 1 SOD TS 17749(96.30 + 13.15) U/ml, 3 B4 % 2 B A e SOD Figis .
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Table 7. Antibacterial activity of C. morifolium ‘Chuju’ enzymes
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