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Abstract

Through single factor test combined with orthogonal test, cellulase-assisted extraction of total cou-
marins from the aboveground parts of Angelica dahurica was carried out. The experimental results
showed that the optimal extraction conditions of total coumarins were cellulase concentration of 2.5
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mg/mL, ethanol volume fraction of 50%, extraction temperature of 55°C, and extraction time of 60
min. Under this condition, the extraction rate was 1.59%. The total coumarin was subjected to in
vitro antioxidant test. The results showed that when the total coumarin concentration in the above-
ground parts of Angelica dahurica was 1.2 mg/mlL, the scavenging rates of DPPH free radical, hy-
droxyl radical and superoxide anion radical were the highest, which were 62.21%, 74.55% and
66.95%, respectively, indicating that the total coumarin in the aboveground part of Angelica dahu-
rica had certain antioxidant activity.
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1. 5l

15 A< FERHMEY) A 1E Angelica dahurica (Fisch.ex Hoffm.) Benth.et Hook.f. Bkt 9 1 Angelica dahurica
(Fisch. ex Hoffm.) Benth.et Hook.f.var.formosana (Boiss.) Shan et Yuan [+, HAMRETE, XL
EINRLL]. BARIEALR I, ATEMER B, BIEEFE R B HERMIE. SR Mk
DAL RS, HPNEERBNEYR AN EZEERS, BAPik. M. PUBMPEnE
ZIENEYE[2]. BTERG I NZRAL R FARES, KRBT R V2. BET, W RS S 2 AR
TEHE 3 AR TERUR AR A o 1 TE B 40 R ) T0 %A b, RO L AR ol I HAE A
PNV F- P E A b sl . ARSEAE Ok 9 CAE AR = 0 A B, B AR is Ve R o — MRAEAE )
IR, 25, HEZANREHEA M3, MH (REZLEE) M (REHNH) #cRammaT I, #
RITIEHI[2], UL, B REOEIE (I O AR 2 R, B2 i AT .

ARE DL T B B B IR OB SRR, R RS G B SER ik, ey
FEEOE A A B B G RN T 2, FERAE TR DPPH H &, 2 A A A
BT A HIERERRAE ST, A TER FE A BT R R SR S A R

2. M5 RHE
2.1 KBRS

FIEd EE sy, SRR H ZRUE =N TR . TR (P R AR PR A =], 402 > 98%),
AR (400 U/mg, EMI S EWRHEA R AR, 1,1- R FE-2- =3 K DPPH, M K E AR
AIRAT), HARBGH R Hra.

22. UFEERE

AUY220 Tt RS EE R 5 LA BRAR), V-5800 KANAT Wor 6 v (il ok a A
FRAT]), DHG-9070A HL#IE I & X T-15fE (i fk S EIR % %) ), RE-2800B 24 ek 75 K # (g W 5 A4
ALEE ), HH-4 fE IR K IBAR (35 T S RS2 2% ).
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23. F&

231 HIE FBAREIRSENNE RARMIAXEZENE

(1) HPrAERZRAIZ 1)

K FREURETHH R 20mg, FI/K ZBEER T 50 mL iy, 59K E N 0.4 mg/mL FIARAE Fh 7
B0, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 40, 5.0, 6.0mL [FsiEMIER, H 60%H) LBE Al ES T 50 mL (A EM S, T
313 nm PKALM B, CAMRIEIE y SHONAERR, BRI TRORE x REAL bR, emlbniEih 2, 15
JH75 72 y = 0.0228x — 0.0093 (R2 = 0.9993).

(2) BIEH B B EERFRN

e E R4 EAREE A T, R, i 40 H . 4% 1:20 g/mbL S0 A kRS 7R T Al C A R, dDE,
FEERBOR, 2T S UL HL G R AT B A, A

AEFAPRIN 2.0 g TRAL BRI i B T B3t R, BT RZEHERMT, A 60 mL LR, %A [H Sk
Bit, DRI RBERE . ANE OB EAFSEEUEE FHE— @ R, R KR
10 min, hIE. IEHRIEIRSE, H 60% LEEE R T 50 mL AERF, 558F CRBIGH.

(3) EELEKN

AEBDUE RO 1.0mL, H 60% 41 €45 T 50 mL &5, T 313 nm &bl & WO EAE,
RIEEVT R E B EF R REIRE, % U EE T RNIREE,

—6
RELRY = %um%

B3 C ORI 1A 77 RER HE R R A R UK (ng/mL); NOARREREEG vV SRR B A SRR
T E BFAER(mL); M Oy E IR B2 1 BT ()«

232. FER¥ER

(1) RSB R AR “2.3.1.7 TUT (1)ACH A RK T #H Z AR S VR 5.0 mL, FIE/K LB %S T 50
mL AR, 78 313 nm PRI E BOGEAE, ERME 5 K[4]. 455 RSD=0.4% (n=5), KHZ
TEIRE 5 B R A

(2) RasEMERIY AERIFREL A T B R 2.0 g, #I “2.3.0.7 TR Q)M A A E R R
W, SyAIFE Oy 2. 4. 8. 12, 24 h B, 313 nm KA RO EAE[4]. 455 RSD = 1.4% (n = 6), L8
A G RIEIUR IO GEAE 24 h WEE .

(3) EEMRL AEMIFRIL A I EE MoK 54, fE 209, %M “2.3.1.7 TiF (W7 %
BEG R, 1F 313 nm KA e RO E(E 4], 455 RSD=2.0% (n=5), UL TZEEEHR
it

(4) IEEEWCERRLE AR O B F TR BN A FEaR K 6 4y, & 209, B0
BN “2.3.1.7 T (L) B i WK RT 5 R PR e ST 5.0 mL, %08 “2.3.1.27 TR 5 A R E B R IRIUR,
1E 313 nm B AL E RO AR, MR “2.3.1.37 Wi R kiR E F R IREGE,  HEmvH e R
[4], 45 FFHmAE RS2 = 99.18 %, RSD =2.3% (n=6), i BINAL EIUs 28 745 & ik 3 2k .

24. BRRSKE

FRECTAL B 1) 1 TE S B3R K 2.0 g, NN 60 mL ZEHAR, LLEA SR IR NIRNR, 70 %
SR YRR L . SRR 4 SRR LA BRI (8]0 5 A B SR BRI
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25, IEXZIRIE

PLA (BRKEE). B (LFFAERI %) C (FREUREE) A D (FREUN )y FEEm R, PLEEE RN
FONFLERIR, BT LoBY)IEAZik, IR AKF I 1.

Table 1. Factor level table of extraction process

F 1 BRI ZERKER

A B C D
A¥ Wit (mg/mL) R4 (%) SRR (C) SR 7 (min)
1 2.0 40 45 50
2 2.5 50 50 60
3 3.0 60 55 70

2.6. WEIFIKIE

FRIUATE E K 3 0, H0 209, 435I DR EESRIUT Sl AT 4RI, M4 A A i 2 BRI e i
AR ME T R RIUE,

27. mANENHAR

HLFIUARFE L f b B3 b R THETE R, 3% DR SRR T 2 PRI, SRS e [k
BRERE, BIRETE, EAEL RS 8F TR, HIKOERELEHEARERN 0.2, 0.4, 064
0.8+ 1.0, 1.2 mg/mL [P S A OEAT B el A i 1 5E

2.7.1. DPPH BHEEMRZENE

AERAIEL 2.0 mL S 5]  FE FA38 B VAR 2.0 mL 0.1 mmol/L DPPH ZEEIEWR, #8515 I T s Ab
B 30min, 7€ 517 nm BHKAMEROCEME A FTK CEAREB AU RIER, WEROLE Ay, FTEKE
B0 DPPH ¥, DIFFWRERE Are LU VC APHIEXIIR: “PATIE 3 K, BUFAME, 4% F\it5 DPPH
ERESH ISR

%%%%:@—ﬁiﬁqum%

2.7.2. EEHERBRENNZE

HERIER 2.0 mL AR EE AR SR Va0, I 6 mmol/L FeSOs 6 mmol/L /KR - LA
16 mmol/L i EAEIETS 2.0 mL, JRELE 37°CHEIEAKHH 30 min, £ 510 nm AR & A6 B
Ase [RVEHRAE, W FH 280K B AU S SR RO FE Ag, R ZE TR B AR I OB BE Ao A
VC NBHMERT R ~PATIE 3 I, BCPME, 4% “2.7.17 A RS2 [6].

273 BEABFEHEFRENNE

YERAWREL Tris-HCI (pH 8.2, 0.05 mol/L)Zz3¥k 4.5 mL, RN [FHEE 4R 3 1.0 mL, 3
mmol/L 487K =y&W 0.4 mL, JR&HIE)ET 25°C/KIBH M 5 min J5 A 0.5 mL 10 mmol/L HCI & 11
SN, TE 325 nm KNI R ROEIE A RIVEERAE, I A Z8 TR/ S AR TR RO B Ao, 2K
I AR AR EE Ags LA VC RBHMEXS IR “PATIIE 39k, BUTIME, #% “2.7.17 AR
THRIE R[]
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3. &R5iT1ie
3.1 BERIXE

3.1.1. EEFREX BRI FHSERETREREMNFN
TERNE LN 1:30 g/mL. L FEEARFR 4350 60%. $EHUEZ 50°C . HREHUETTA] 60 min 24T, H%AH
B X B F B R ICEN W, R mE 1R,

1.6
15
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WK (%)
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Figure 1. Effect of enzyme concentration on the extraction rate of total coumarins from the aerial parts of Angelica dahurica

E 1 EREXNBIE LIRS B EERIRMENII

B 1 AT, R4 R ETE 1.0~2.5 mg/mL JE Y, BEAEBGIREE AR N, B f ORI EER R
I, BEFYERRIRE )y 2.5 mg/mL I, SE G RMIRIER G, N 1.49%; LEEAE N 2.5 mg/mL B, &
G REDCRE RN TR, X2 FCREE R RGN, K EMRsdE, RiEECRBUEVAEIE
W, RBCRBWIE N, ML EBRR T 2.5 mg/mL B, K R AR 4E R B EIA BIEALREB], AR TEF
GRBNEDRIRI . T4 R IIRE 2.5 mg/mL S H .

3.1.2. ZEEFRSBAIEN FS R E T RIEMEMNI M
TERNR L 1:30 g/mL. BEIRSE 2.5 mg/mL. $EHGEFE 50°C . FEHUAT[E] 60 min 125 F T, HEEA[E L1
PR O B G R IRHOCR e, 45 Rl 2 fror.
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Figure 2. Effect of ethanol volume fraction on the extraction rate of total coumarins from the aerial parts of Angelica dahurica

E 2. ZEARRS AN EAS 2B EREMERIFM
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HIP 2 Al 0, LR JUAE 30%~600% Y, BT CBEAARI M SN, B A G MR BCR IR
B, A ORERRR D HON 60%0, EEE R RS, N 1.45%; EIEINARER L, BEE
RITHWCR M B, SR AT RERBEH SRR B, AR PEBRAR, AR AT BE 3 B m TE b B 3L
MR VE RO ¥ IR A SRR IR 9], S EURICR T FE. Rk, ZREARR > $ 60% N H -

3.13. IREUREXBEIEN FRS BB T RIENERNTW
TERHB L 1:30 g/mL. ZEEARR /%0 60%. BEIRE 2.5 mg/mL. $ZELE (E] 60 min (41 R, HEAA
FRIBCHR BEXS A R FRICR M, 455 & 3 fw.
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Figure 3. Effect of extraction temperature on the extraction rate of total coumarins from the aerial parts of Angelica dahurica

3. REVEEX BIEM FFY B EERRENENZMN

B 3 WA, 1E 40C~65CiufHlN, BFTRIBEMERENL EAETFES, £ 55CH BRI, N
1.51%. JRR P RERAE— iR AN, AN TS, BEEERm, AR T &SRB EMRIGE
o, PRECENEIN: YRR AR RER S, MEEARAERE, FYERMAEERE R, 5=
BRI B RO R RR[10]. PR EBGE LA 55°C N H .

3.1.4. BB HE BN ER A R0

ERNIEL 1:30 g/mL. AR % 60%. BEKIE 2.5 mg/mL. $EEGEE 55°CHIZM T, HEAF R

H ()0 Ay SR AR R s, S5 &l 4 o
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Figure 4. Effect of extraction time on the extraction rate of total coumarins from the aerial parts of Angelica dahurica
4. REARTEIXT AIEM EE D BB T RIRIENIT
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& 4 T4, 7E 30~60 min P, 7 5K AP IR BE SR 18] O 2E K AN B2 v, 43 EUES 18] A 60 min
I HEECR A 1.48%; YPEHUN [A]E— B aE K, $RECRN 2T @A X2 i T b BEEU ] rE i,
REGDRBHHIR L, (ERIE Ko S 8E 2R EWAM DR, SFEIRICREE. [Fibi
H et 1Ay L 60 min SN .
3.2. IE3TLIE

IERZ IR &5 R L% 2,

Table 2. Results of orthogonal test
2 2. EXIRIGLHER

WRS  gurmgml)  CRERANO) RO iy EREOO
1 1(2.0) 1 (40) 1 (45) 1 (50) 0.98
2 1(2.0) 2 (50) 2 (50) 2 (60) 1.23
3 1(2.5) 3 (60) 3 (55) 3(70) 1.08
4 2(2.5) 1 (40) 2 (50) 3 (70) 1.46
5 2(2.5) 2 (50) 3 (55) 1(50) 1.58
6 2(2.5) 3(60) 1(45) 2 (60) 142
7 3(3.0) 1 (40) 3 (55) 2 (60) 1.25
8 3(3.0) 2 (50) 1(45) 3 (70) 1.37
9 3(3.0) 3 (60) 2 (50) 1 (50) 1.13

K1 1.097 1.230 1.223 1.230
K2 1.487 1.360 1.273 1.300
K3 1.217 1.210 1.303 1.270
R 0.390 0.150 0.080 0.070

B 2 AL, S RN I TE B3 or S B R PR AR I s2 0 R KT R BRRRE > LR 5 >
PERGEE > $REUASE], LR BT (e B B G R IRECR B RN .. B SR R
LA NEERIE 2.5 mgimL. LFEARF %7 50%. $REGEE 55°C, $EHUETA] 60 min. % Lidfitk T2
HAT 3 LIS UR LS, W AF E RIS A 1.61%. 1.59%. 1.58%, P34 1.59%.

3.3. IESMARMIBEIE S

3.3.1. DPPH BHEBMEES

TEJREIKIE N 0.2~1.2 mg/mL B, e FIEH BB S G & M VC 6 DPPH H H2E G FREE T,
g 5 Frr.

HIPE 5 AT, BEE S A SR VC REIRE MG, &%t DPPH B 1075 RRGE /Wit 58 . 4
RMEDRBEREEWRERN 1.2 mg/mL &}, %} DPPH H HIEFTERRIERIRA, N 62.21%, 455RFH,
FiEh B B A SR BA —E M5 DPPH [ i /1, EHRET T VC.
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Figure 5. The scavenging rate of DPPH free radicals

5. Xt DPPH BHEHERER

3.3.2. BEEHBEBREED
FERUREIRE N 0.2~1.2 mg/mL B, 05 (A 15 B B 2R A VC i B SR AE 1y, 4R e
6 FT7

——LFEER —6-VC
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Figure 6. The scavenging rate of hydroxyl radicals

El 6. xfEBmREFRE

HE 6 W%, BEE S EF R VC BURIRE MM, WX E hEERIEIREE B Wi, SR
W 1.2mg/mL I, ST RM VC X H R TERR 55 74.55%7F1 93.58%, Ut W 7EAH [RIW
MG N H HEERERRAEMCT VC. 25 IR, At B AEF ERBA e MiERAEE HEE
£71.

3.33. EEETFEHREERED

FEJ R 0.2~1.2 mg/mL i, W5E 1 TEMS A B F SOE VC A BT B B ERE R EE 7T,

SR E 7 Bs.

&

>
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Figure 7. The scavenging rate of superoxide anion free radicals

7. WBERAE T EREMNFRE

B 7 A7, B A SR VC JREIREE N, XA B R T B AR RS BRAe 1R, Y
JREIRE N L.2mg/mL I, S SR A VC XHEERT & 5 B RIE FR 2471 4 66.95%A11 95.55%, i Hf]
TEARR N 5 R 72 E RS R AE KT VC. 45 REW, AE By R &R A — ek
i el i)

4, 4Eig

K LR R0 45 & AR BT H A A s B B R R T 2, @AM AR IR
FABFERNPUARE ). SRR EF RN BAEIRI T 28N A 4 =R 2.5 mg/mL. ZEAAFR
5340 50%. FEHGEE 55°C, SR 60 min, MLAAME T EE R SRR ATIA 1.59%. s E it
SR ER AR B MG RN DPPH H S, BIEAWME. BEHE 7 H BEE A FREENERE
H, BEFSRBERREN L.2mg/mL B, X 3 FH ISR KMNRF N : FEBE > BEHET
F 3 >DPPH I H%E. Zib, AEH By RE G REA —ENPabisE.

EHEUmHE

e RN R SN AR R BOR S B A B G 100 H (FE R A[2023]47 *5); StM AR AR 2B
REAEAF NI ZRit4 55 H (52024106680726) -

SE ik
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