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Abstract

Curcumin, as one of the natural food colorants, has been widely confirmed for its safety and health
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attributes. This study aimed to address the issues of low efficiency and insufficient stability re-
search in the traditional extraction process of curcumin. Through single-factor experiments and or-
thogonal experiments, the organic solvent extraction process was optimized. The results showed
that the optimal extraction parameters of curcumin were an extraction temperature of 60°C, an ex-
traction time of 1 h, a solid-liquid ratio of 1:60 (g/mL), and an ethanol concentration of 75%. Com-
parative analysis revealed that the extraction effect of the ultrasonic-assisted organic solvent ex-
traction method was significantly superior to that of the enzymatic extraction method. The absorb-
ance of the pigment solution extracted by the ultrasonic-assisted method reached 0.259, while that
of the pigment solution extracted by the composite enzyme method was only 0.235 (an increase of
10.2%). In addition, the stability of the extracted curcumin was investigated in this study. The re-
sults showed that curcumin had the best stability at 30°C, in neutral or weakly acidic environments,
and without strong oxidants/reductants. In conclusion, this study provides a theoretical basis for
the efficient extraction and food processing application of curcumin and has reference value for the
industrialization of natural colorants.
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1. 5|

KIR TP 2P0 W) BB E I KRR B R H L A A R 2 g R, SRS RATE
R ER (P B B0 S AU [1]-[31),  AHL 7= b Ak B FH AT 52 BR T $2 R B (v 7. 4 Jm ik 25 [4])
LI OIS N R IRR ZE T B ORI — R KRR Z L& 9, BN — MR I RN E S5 B
FRTRII T B RIREER, EEPL. PUAS] PIEF4ER[6]. FFRI A7) -9 45 25 G 1t R 3
A, TTIZMNATER. 9i8 BRI

H A 2238 (R A ORI 70 SR AR T AR Ts v . $RICT 2010 B0 A3 Ji B B4k 7y B Al Ak 25 8]
TERNERORIEMIBKYEZ Wy, ZEORFKEMEMR. etttz RERER s, SO ERK,
IS5 T HIBSAEAR R AL AR [9]-[11] o X HEFRANBRFE A = b Ak B I 32 B, HEZN A BR % 35FF K m 8R
TRIGFEECE A (Ut 7 4 B . BIG S E) DAL T 2880t SRR . W Yadav [12]% N RGN 7
IS FIRE R N3 PRI W R E MM L2, Xt O, LR AW I =Fp i 75 i 4R EX
Rtk SERTOR: M CEEHRIEE I B 3 A5 08 B 5 = (8.4%),  (H PN AR H 22 3 1 3% 401 8 A 112 (46.2%)
Shirsath [13]%55 AR FH i 75 A B SE HUZ(VAE) RIS (A 3, JF SE SR ik AT 5t bk, £ 35°C. B
WL 1:25, BT A 250 W A 22 kHz HIARAL 264, 1R 1 h BIZRAS 72% ) (R4 IR, ZA0R 2
FAR TR A8 h (R IEEUFRAL 62%).

GG ML RIS I (R R 2 BEAR R) BRI {E[4], (EAFTESRIUBCRAG . TR 7 B DA S A 558 IR 25
] [14]-[16]. AHELZ N, 88 Gl BhiZom e 2 A S S B R HRR [17], T B AR AR DA Sk (e 1 S e 4%
PERE, RN AR IR T 2 SO MR 1A, T I, AR FEE e &g &R IEE -
IEASSEIG A IR IR SR (i 1) ¥R IR . R EL), RIS RERAL M, #IF T2 5. [,
Xof b 75 4 Bl S B AR U R 22 5, HFIGIEIRE . pH . A HLER . AL FIANE R 70060 €0 2 A 58 M i 520
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AR, T 2 B 6 3 R 5 K TR A7 AR PR R B SR kB
2. MRSE
2.1. M5

IINEE ZEN (2 AR R AR R B 71 BN A2 22 R R A, RS BRI, R AR &)

TooK O A VK R (R EEEUE AR A R A ), L8R B (RE T AL Tl FR A 7).
PR (E i s ks Ak T PR A F]), EhERGIT B AL Tk H TR A F]), 7.5%id E AL S (M Mg TR AE
BRAHED), JoKEBREA(E 25 =R E R A F]), AR a-TE . AR T AL 27377
AIRAR]), 43R C (BvGEA: =20 ARA ), WARROVERTT SR ), AP R
AIRAT]), oK SBRENCEIN T R WA A BR A7) S5 4k S35 R B

KC-6021 25 T840 (R TT R ML A6 &G PR A7), JJ224BC HLF- 43 #1 R P (FF BT U INRAX 2% ),
TD5G £ FUAE 25 CoH LGB R i OGRIE A A FRAF]), WFZ UV-2000 4] WL 43 66 (e Je A
(AR A PR A F]), PHS-3C pH (Ll d i 35 A R A F]), HH-4A BB AR B /K 88 (PR 7 S8 45
M AR HIE) ), YM-100PLUS 75 52 iU (R YINTH 77 B T H BR A 1), 720050DL #& it (AL 5 -5
GBI A R A R]), QC 1109 A7 % b (o ML(FEE 1 b A A A IR A 7).

22. MW

2.2.1. INEEWM AR TR

R =B T2 A 23 k) 3 R LE 12 I A s, 28 30 min 1H 35 UG IE
BRig7): EE BIREERIKE, KA R S E E, SRTFBNE SN . IR SN AT E A o
KR TRBE S, T /A7, &H.

222 ERBRRAEKNTE

HERIARIL 4 et/ E AL BRI e 220 0.2 g T HERE H, 78 50°C/KM. =H2E 3 hy BREEA
1:100 (g/mL)I&AF T, NN 95% 4T B MR FE. 1RIREE W5, 38, 2.0(5000 r/min, 5.0 10
min), /£ %5 T LAt eI E 360~500 nm i Bl A (MRS, DA R REAL KR, TROE R NN AR HR,
o) it 2 I 6 2 A [0 71 L 11 g R PR WA U

2.2.3. mIERBBFINELE
FLBAR FIR BRI IO G BE i 2, DAL o8 A& IR AR I 7

2.2.4. PERRKNE R

(1) BRIREFN AR L L

HEMRFRI 0.2 g L3 AH IR TRAL BRI G 2280 4 4, 3 IR EE SN 25%. 50%. 75%. 95%H) Z. 1,
ERNREE R 1:100 (g/mL). J2FERFIE] 3 hy IRIRIESZ S0°CHIZM T, IRIRLE ARG, #5.00(5000 r/min,
B0 10min), B R EERFR IR, R b2l i s R e K TR AN R FE SR R RO . AR s
WWMEEE 3k, HHTFHME.

(2) BEERNR L G

HEFFRHL 0.2 g 2 A (R AL BE A BAE 2240 4 4y, R SEEARBOREE (1 B 1ZFERTA] 3 hy R4ER
FE BO°CHIZAETR, 43 B ORI LA 1:60. 1:80. 1:100. 1:120 [ H#E4T (0 2R3 I N, B4R A R
7€, £5.0(5000 r/min, 5.0 10 min), BB ZIE AR LA, R HGEIEN E BRSO R AN R 1R
BRI OGRS o RS0 E A 3 Ik, B H-FIME.
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(3) R HRN Ak

HEAFREL 0.2 g 220 A [ AL RO B AE 22k 4 fr, KA B EERBORFEN OB, #iAERCRH L 7EIR SR IR
JE 50 CHIZME TR, 43 HiEHE 30 min. 60 min. 90 min. 120 min, RHELEHELLIE, 2025000 r/min, &
O 10 min), HUERIE MR TR, R B3R E S AR RSO K T AN [RIVR BE SR B RO FE . R SR
M ESE 3, HHFIE,

(4) FtERARIRE R

HERIFRIL 0.2 g 23 AR R TALER AR 2280 4 103, RV AEESRHOR I O B2, Hdm HERUR AR HE 12
FEFIE], 43 fE 40°C. 50°C. 60°C. 70°CHIZAF FEHATIRIER N, RIBLEH G E, #5.02(5000 r/min,
B5.0 10 min), HU B2 TERARE RS, R BRI e SRRSO K T AN IR B SR BRI  Je EE  FR2E s
e EE 3K, HrHME.
2.2.5. IE3ZAIEEIT

R BRI A SRS R, BRTTIEH Lo(3%) IE AR FRARNT 2 I R AZ HAUN, Sl L2554 Rk
o % SEB R 3R KK B IR 1.

Table 1. Factor-level table of Lo(3“) orthogonal experiment

F 1. LY IEXRIRIME RKFER

¥ A: LEERIE (%) B: BH&L(g/mL)  C: FZHAS[EI(min) D: {RHURE(C)
1 50 1:60 30 50
2 75 1:80 60 60
3 95 1:100 90 70

2.2.6. WIFRLE

HERAPREN 2 3 22 3 AH R TRAR BRI B A 250 0.2 g T-HERE H, 70 ili% B RS Ak 90 2 i i L S 4L
HEHEZRE i mBOEE SIS A T KRR, RIEL N EEIE, 50(5000 r/min, &0 10
min), FH 2 B8 7 KR R A% I I 58 B AR RS K R R . BRI A 3 IR, HHCPIME. E
TSt U 2 ) B R R DA R B AR SR 2% A

2.2.7. BEHEIBHETIREE

AEFPREN 1 22 A R TR BRI i e 250 0.2 g T RERE H, LU REAIBIRRETET, ¥
RIEIEAT R 5 4 BhHE L 20 min, RIELEHREIEIE, B50x(5000 r/min, 2.0 10 min), HUEEIEHARE T
B, e SR T IO

2.2.8. ZHERBIZICE

AERAPREN 3 3 22 i AH A TAR BRI B i 250 0.2 g TR, 23 5In 0.04 g 1 o-JE KD B 0.04 g IR
IR 0.02 g [ a-TE M BEFI R AR A1, $RHREL 1:60 VEN pH =4.6 MR, ZIRGIRS G
%\ B0°C IR /K Ba AL VIBEAA 70 min. BRI S 45 95 H AR DRI LE 1:60 (223 H0/9: T /K ZBEImL)
ANTEIK CBE, 288043 B5(5000 rimin, 5.0 10 min) B Z3E00R R F05, R &AM e e BE AT IR0
FER I 6

2.2.9. BAEENAHARRITEFEHRRUEN LR
ST P AT LI AR A O R IR 00 T 2 TR SRS OOk R, X FR SR T 2
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2.2.10. EREBRRBEMLNR

(1) PFEE T

KA T ZES G RIZIEW, iR 10 mL B4, DL 75% B NG E A E 60 mL &
Mo € BIRWIE 7 VIS SRER 2, 43 0 % R PR IR N 30°C. 40°C. 50°C. 60°CHIfEIRKIBHE
W, AR 2 h, BERE 0.5 h OB RRIRRR R TR, I AR R K A RO, RS E R 3
R, HHPIE.

(2) pH X B AR IR 7L

TR B 4% B A T2 IR B O 0 RO 200 mL -4 F2 L Hh 48 50 47 80 2 %0 155 3 6 T L 1 i 4%
W5 . F HCI #1 NaOH #4150 v R 2= AN ) pH B S B e, 0 8 18 B A T RO BE AR

(3) AHLERN (A2 e MR 7T

BT RAH & T2 ARG RIZIE, MMM 10 mL S84, 251N 10 mL AFER. i
INIER . WEAER. BERR, KM 75% LB TAE 50 mL AEM T E & . A& E S AX E4(CK): BF1E
FURIEA N 10 mL ZEREHREGH], FETERER . TAREAREREFHFEZEN 4 h 5, RHASOLRE
I 5E B AR BB A

(4) TR A 5770 7 B S5 € R R PR (A

DL 7.5% HoO, AAEAT, IR E 4% i T 2 26 AR U 10 mL 8332 B0/ 3 3, &I 5mL. 10
mL. 15 mL 7.5%H02;: LA NazSOs Ak JE 7, HERAI HU% fefd: T 26 R U 10 mL (323850 3 17
FMAN0.1g. 0.29. 0.3 gNazSOs. K5 HM3 6 BE THTE f £ 10 4K A Xl AR I EE AT RO 52 W 22

2.3. HiEALTE

Jr ke R =K, SRR RN =R A R KT $4E, 8 EXCEL 3 %% AR 24T 20 # 2 1
giit A

3. RS54
3.1 ZEEERERVCEKINESREARTINIERFE

=MAENERIR S R EIR, 16 360 nm~420 nm JEHE N, =FE A TIBOLRE RIH EIHE S,
I 420 nm LB F (LI 1) BEEBACKIIEIN, FE ORI IRIZ D B, BTG AR Re
BN, E 450~460 nm P IX TR ABOG BB BN, BRI QRO NI 7 0.132, PIRAIROG
FETFET 0173, LR AWETFE T 017, HULULH, 23 E MR RE J) BE B I3 iz sk g5 . ik,
K =P HLIER T RO 420 nm AR D A S 5256 B 252 3t s IBOL B I iR i

UEAh,  CRHE AT HLE IR S22 S R B B O T B TR NEE . 4R OBE, B LBHR 5
WORMBOREL . AR TREORNEEEERDZEER, BTZHELEY, 2T EEZ
N FE 2k (—OH) M S 55 (—OCH:), B AR S SR MERISKPE[L7]. HRYE “HIADURRTE BB, T80 (1A
PE5S H AR IR PRI, AR RORGY . ARFRRVERR, B SRR PR B B, (e
VAR AERIOMIE RS, RIS R T OB, SEL TN RN AL . 1T IR CBRIIR LRSS,
HEERNMAEICE AR HORRABAR, 5 TR, WlS CROERA 2Rk, mRAE
TR AR . BB 2, B, R QR E ORI I 3 R iR R SRR, IR T a4t
DRI
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Figure 1. Comparative analysis of absorbance among three organic solvents

E 1. =MBEILETI Rt E LR

3.2. BEEERRE

3.2.1. REBEFRERENEE

K 2 BoR, CEERE 25%3nE] 75%, WRGEAREIR ERTE, T CEEIRE Y 75%0 A B A,
Horr 2 BER B 50%[] L 2 BE IR FE 2590 WO BE I K: 2.4 %5, M OBEIRETHE 75% )5, WOLRE4kalis &
0.102, % 50%KEH K 21.43%, UK ST 75%I, WOGE FRFZE 0.086, [#IEik 15.69%. JF KA
REAE CBEVR B (T 5 1SRRG R BB BE J1, IR 22 3 (AR B 4 IR NIR TR [3], 1HZ
BER BE AT 75%)5, WO REAE SR B (3 iy N RE, SENNX AT e SR e o5, At EEA —Em
Wek[18], T R b A MR AL, JE TSR A . M OBERE N 5%, LR
SRS R WML P A, (R B RER, FNERENKS TR TIEAINBIER ), IR
Rl WOLKIARNEM . HAEIRERET 75%)5, BAIFKM D, Wik EERRAC, BRI s
B L OR I F BERS T B AR PR, 4 S BRSO K. [k, RA 75%K B 1)
LR R B AR o

7 N -
oy

25 I >

0.00 0.01 0.02 003 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.10 0.11
MR HRE (Abs)
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Figure 2. Effect of ethanol concentration on the absorbance of curcumin
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3.2.2. ERNRLLRYIESF

I AN RV R L 2238 3 WO E I RE A, 45 SRR B R L A R Ll B 38 I, R
J6RE IR R B 3 fR). HArbREe 1:80 IO 1:60 FF& 30.5%, ifikHAEL 1:120
Al EE 1:60 B} R B 56.65%. RRE LGS 1:100, FERMIBOGEALEIC T 0.02, 28 (A R IR I A
TRFFAE, FER 2 AR RS TP E[19]. IXPhERNE L 3G, FER s R B R T G T
RIS RGN, (A5 B RIRERMRE, MRS T 32U I 22 3 (L 3 U IR B2 [18] . PRIk, ZER MLV
ERETN, ZEORRN T Z RN 1:60.

EHB L (g/mL)

0.203

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
W HEE (Abs)

Figure 3. Effect of solid-to-liquid ratio on the absorbance of curcumin

B 3. LRt ER & ZRLEENT

3.2.3. mAERBIRTIE)AYEEE

K 4 R, EEORNRICERIZPER HARL 2T EREES . UZEFH ORI KR TN (S F)
60 min B, FEIRIIR R BIIEAE 0.189, FFRIEHEA RN . IZHER A 60 min 5, WL 23
TGRS, X AR EE S AR, SEWTHMANEYINE S, RN DIE R, TR
B Ay ¥ HH [20] - WRHEE )AL 30 min 39238 60 min, FEVR MWL 0.184 28 0.189, ALK T 2.72%
B BN B R W AR, X VT B FR T 5 B EU A [0] P 398 o 22 28 €6 3% AN 22308 SR 1) v 7] Ph v e 1 T
FERAR . IR A E] 60 min 5, ZEFAERTE LI M RIE BB &K, JF AR RIE SRR ) [H)
B, b T 22 EE R R (AR EO A AR AR B AR . 4% BATR, BI& IR R A] Y 60 min.

120min
= 90min
g
= .
E. 60min 0.189
30min 0.184
0.170 0.175 0.180 0.185 0.190
W GEE (Abs)

Figure 4. Effect of time on the absorbance of curcumin
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3.2.4. RIERBUEERIEE

K5 o, ZIORWOEERIR T & ST G M. BEE R 40°CHE & 2 60°CRE, AR
W% e 0.168 34 0.238, MK T 41.67%H7E 60°CIAR| T i s, J2 40°CHTllTR L EERT 1.42 5.
FoHh 40°C~50°C By B Wi e B 1 T 3, IX R BIR ARIR AR 40°C~60°C X [H] PN 3G It 22 3 (3R IR BUE A
FIf . HIREEAREETE 2 70°C I, WOGRERE R 0.202, FEIEEE] 15.13%. W) 2P 5 7 118 3 /1 4y
M, HEMDGE 24 () FHE AT 50 o T HG2 5, SCEEYANMEE T, Ik 22 55 0 2 VA4 I A A 57 B R
R, MR RE S, Ak B 70°C) T REG] R EFIE R B0 R AR, A8 H] 55 240 i B
TR S T T R I 25 G5 R B, FRARA% I3 BEL A AT 5 ECPR URSCR N % SEBG R I, 60°C N TR
BUREE, BB SIS 5 feoE VB B P4, dkSEFHRZ IR S (0 78.5°C) rl ek R AFa 5 R
IYfR[21], CEEHERRINN, SEGAMRE S N TS b/ RS A R R, Ik, R
FUEFIRSRIES, 28 AR T 2R EREH 60C.

WE (O

soc - | o207

Y r————

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
W HFE (Abs)

Figure 5. Effect of temperature on the absorbance of curcumin
5 REXNEEEGRWLERFN

3.3. IE3RALE

N TG BE RS AE A, R R G Z A Bt — BT Lo(3Y) IERT kS . IEA IR A=K T,
K2, B A: IRBGIME, % 50%. 75%. 95%; B: Eh&lb, ¥ 1:60. 1:80. 1:100; C: HEHUHITE], %
60 min. 90 min. 120min; D: $ZEUEAEE, % 60°C. 70°C. 80°C, I:¥E 9 4H, & /SRR G Sk W &
R ZEX Z AR, DURESIREMNINTZSH. SLBRR LK FREELE 2,

Table 2. Orthogonal experimental results of absorbance for curcumin extraction

F2 ERERMAEERRBLERE

{ECTas A LR EE % B kh# tk/(g/mL) C I} [E]/min D i/ C WOt
1 1 (50) 1 (1:60) 1 (30) 1 (50) 0.109
2 1 2 (1:80) 2 (60) 2 (60) 0.166
3 1 3(1:100) 3(90) 3(70) 0.129
4 2 (75) 1 2 3 0.202
5 2 2 3 1 0.143
6 2 3 1 2 0.146
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7 3(95) 1 3 2 0.184
8 3 2 1 3 0.123
9 3 3 2 1 0.152
K1 0.404 0.495 0.378 0.404
Ko 0.491 0.432 0.52 0.496
Ks 0.459 0.427 0.456 0.454
ki 0.135 0.165 0.126 0.135
k2 0.164 0.144 0.173 0.165
ks 0.153 0.142 0.152 0.151
R 0.029 0.023 0.047 0.031
AR K A B1 Co D:
F# ERK C>D>A>B

MRIEL 2 A1, BRBIF LR ORI NN C>D > A > B, HINE > EE > 45K
FE > BREEL, Forbink s 2258 s SRE AR i oK, DRI 24 A SR BB [ m] DA 32 3 (3R AE I v A
ISP KT, (RN 228 (3K DA I TR SR A AR AR T, s vk R R IR B R 2 —
it LA K AB AT A3 BB ALK SR 75%, RHREE 1:60, (A 60 min, fJZ 60°C, HIZZH a4
MERIAEN AsB1CoD2e I T IZA G AR M BUE A&, PreliB e ikss, HARG R IE 3.

3.4, BFKIE

B2 3 A, T IEAS LI R TR AS B S AR B SR A AoBLCoD, (L BEIRE 75%. KR LL 1:60.
[N [A] 60 min, & 60°C), i IEAZ a5 4l Hh e i RO BE R B4R IS EL T 208 AqB1CoDs (iS5 70°C,
RBHG LA IR A AT B B AR I A —20) -

R T P AR B R BRI, AHIE 70 P4 25 AF AT IR AIE RS : 43 4% A2B1CoD2 5 AoB1CoDs
BT ZUCPAT RS, SR R4 ot BRI e B R R, F Eb R A SR U P R e DAAS e A AR
FAto BRI BCFE E X LB B4 Rk 3 Fin. 45 RERRKT ABiCD, OLE A
0.238, MR T IERZ AR T MAE AB1CoDs IIWRIGSE 0.202 T 5y o B 4445 1) 22 18 (A 38 I B AR PR LA 1
9 A2B1C2D; B R FE 75%. B EE 1:60. B [A] 60 min, #RJE 60°C Jy22 s o 3 s L hE Bk 14 -

Table 3. Validation test results
% 3. WiIbBAeER

2H 5 W S
A:2B1C2D2 0.238
A2B1C2D3 0.202

35 EEHEANBTRIES=RERMIRIUVANER

Pald 6wl i, EMHRRGET, REMIRNORNBOCERM R T o-TEm B RN, 55 0.235, 1M a-
VAR B SRR M1 IR O D 0,232 0.233. Bl AE i RUBEM I M BE P I 2T 43R . RIRSE 2 HE 7y
BRI EE R, ARG A L RN ARTIAEATT T, P A Bl WL R S A5 21 IR 2O
Bz T R A MR IO, —RE SRMERFERBOCE R 1.1 45, 21 1 10.2%. # AR IE N —

DOI: 10.12677/hjfns.2025.143053 478 5 E R


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjfns.2025.143053

RMWEE, PRt &

MR RS HREOR, T B AR 6 P2 S5 VA AR A P BB, 75 2 P SO B0 o e a7 o o S B 40 JE B 5 1)
TOEE , AR A s P 1 o) ) v Rt [22] SIS ()3, AR e [RJINY, B P IRl B B AT A 5 i AL
(oK) 26 N AT, G i e IR (LR (WIE TS 3R PR IBR . P2 T, Wi BRSOV SRR
AN, AEES 7> W A0 B IR B T RE T 40°C~60°C  (MNAELELT4EREE), TTREMNE| R FEME . BLoh, O T ik B
U EHEIR R ROR, AR T BE AR pH B, X — 2R T pH RS REZORem, BRI S As e P XE LA
TRAE[23]. Z5 LATIR, B BB A HUAFIR IR B T 2 R M R BOE R s, ROR BT
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Figure 6. Absorbance comparison between ultrasonic-assisted extraction
and enzymatic extraction methods
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Figure 7. Effects of thermal on curcumin stability
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Figure 9. Effect of oxidizing agents on curcumin stability
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