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Abstract

Based on single-factor experiments to screen key parameters, this study employed response surface
methodology (RSM) to optimize the extraction process of chlorogenic acid from dandelion using a
deep eutectic solvent (DES). The optimal conditions were determined as follows: liquid-to-solid ratio
of 21:1 mL/g, ultrasonic time of 108 min, and temperature of 80°C. Under these conditions, the chloro-
genic acid extraction rate reached 8.41%, significantly outperforming traditional solvent extraction
methods. Antioxidant activity experiments demonstrated that dandelion chlorogenic acid exhibited
certain scavenging capabilities against DPPH free radicals, ABTS" free radicals, and hydroxyl free rad-
icals. Ata concentration of 20 mg/L, the scavenging rates for these three free radicals reached 80.63%,
87.35%, and 86.49%, respectively, indicating excellent antioxidant capacity. This study not only opti-
mizes a green and efficient extraction process for dandelion chlorogenic acid but also confirms the
potential of DES extracts in the development of natural antioxidants, providing a theoretical founda-
tion for applications in functional foods and pharmaceuticals.
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1. 58l§

7/ J5(Taraxacum officinale) L4 B T, SRR RHI A VORI M52 IR, AR %, IR
WEETIR . BRI AL, WA SA A 2T WS IR, R R, S5, MRk, KK
H S s, TTARRIR(CGA), DA NE . UL, FUIR . FUk S22, F A,
1£55 COA UL CREF P M ek RRVE S, (EAF/ER UG . AR R k. BRAS
FERTAEG . TRIBE, S0 V) T B BT A R AR A 2 h R AR [1]-[3].

{IEHH %771 (Deep Eutectic Solvents, DES) 2L JLAF B A 726 1 BT B 4 € SR By v, FLimid L
HLALIR(HBD) 5 2R (HBAVALAE T e, LR e . AR WA BRI AR RS (4] [5]. A6
SRR UM RN, — R BT AL & (75 A B R A 1) 2.86%. [RIIME, A4 i 2 Bt AR R
HUH, SR W S S 0 PR 7 AL, — 5 AR A MR, VT LI b . AT 2
VAN ORI PR BRI T B ARSI I, 4R G 7 I 285 S0

2. MRI57%
21 ¥

2.1.1. RIS’
KH-600KDE #8 / Jii e gs (R IR BB A A PR A ) TG16 il & O (KD G RN B & h
FRAFE])S V-5800 KA0r] W2 M BEvH (L T s A TR A &)

2.1.2. AR
VA > JERAN E SN TRER A BOR e s SALIEIRE B _EAfERTfn T AR R AR AR AR
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W R T B A 2 kA PR A W) A RGN H2E SR (DPPH. ABTS®) iR IR I A L2 7
MRS AR AR s JUR MR A Ly 2 AP SA R AT Ha0, 1 B S e 1l AL 2215 BR

ALIR
2.2. ik

2.2.1. RIRBRRERZAVLSH)

FEAFREL 5.5 mg SRR FRARAE S, 2 T/K QRIS ARG B 25 2 100 mL, e il BObR g 25 40 7l B B A
WL, 3. 5. THIOmML &5 10mL FEMF, CEER, #E 15min. LFE AN, T 326 nm
A AR I WO B (=R PAT SEIRIE) [7]. ASHIRERIRE(C, png/mL) ABEALER, WRIGRE (A) N AL R 2
SEhRAERN LR, 15 2SR ER AR I 2k y = 0.03346x — 0.05889, R?=0.9997.

222, HRTLE

AR LB /KGR BT EE, 50 Hif, ZEarTH@asham.
2.2.3. EAEZEERAIIRE

R R R 1.009 B THEEMF, % —@BREILI DES ¥ 7. OB A BIEBENLF, ZIHE
(AR ThEE . SREGEE AR E HEEL, B LA 3000 r/min B0 20 min, _EiEWRZ 0.22 um AL e .
B ImL JE, HTKCERAEREES, T 326 nm B FIERIGE . SERRIEIER(Y, %)i%0(L.1)1HE[7]:

_ OV XN 00% (1.1)

n

e e AT PERERIIR IR (%); C: B A S TRBORKIIKE (ng/mL); V: B0 )5 B (mL);
n: FMREREG m: VA TOR R IR (Q).

2.2.4. FRILER

K LR R R DA O TSI, oo B SIS A EE R (101, 1220 1230 31, 2:1),
I VA T 2K B (10%- 30%- 50%. 70%. 90%). ¥kIEE(10 g/mL. 15 g/mL. 20 g/mL. 25 g/mL. 30
g/mL). #7140 min. 60 min. 80 min. 100 min. 120 min)AI#8 7 I 2 (40°C . 50°C. 60°C. 70°C. 80°C)
X} T o S 2 SR R A HL B R 52
2.2.5. WMo RzE T

FRAE B DR 3R SR IR B A5 S, L 3 MK AR IR R PR R S ORI R R SRR AL SIS TE] B
IR C, DASRIRE R B IR NS, AT e B AG BT, Wk 1R

Table 1. Box-Behnken experimental design factors and levels
Fz 1. Box-Behnken I &It E R SKFE

K A: BRI (mL/g) B: #BFE[E(min) C: MBHEER(T)
-1 15 80 70

0 20 100 75

1 25 120 80

2.2.6. MRS HIERIERN ST
(1) DPPH H HHAEIE B 5
HY 2 mL 0.2 mmol/L DPPH-Z.IER, 5 A EIWRE 4R R IR BUAIR &, #E%6 30mine. F 517 nm
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BRI ERE A A DLZETK BB SE N2 B B2 Ap, Z8TR7K 4R DPPH N 54 Ao
[8].

(2) ABTS"H HiZEiB R 1AL

$ ABTS ¥ ¥ (7 mmol/L) -5 ik A B2 £ 5 ¥ (140 mmol/L) 2 AR R L 1:1 YR &, 86 S N 12 h 2E | ABTS*
%W ZTK CRERRE R 734 nm K ALROEE N 0.70 £ 0.05, BPFF TAEM. B2 mL TAEW, 7l
TN TR FE 1D 7 > SRR, 8 N 10 min &, 7E 734 nm A T PIWOEE Are  [R] B 152 B 0 HE s
G, DLERARARZEK B ARRE SO B, IR A KB ABTSHAWUNZ RIS A S5 1{E Ao
[8].

(3) Fdk [ LGB IR

B 2.0 mL AS[A) R 3h A 4R B S 2.0 mL Ho0,4 2.0 mL JE/K A B S], #8630 min J5T 326
nm W E R RE Ay [RIVEDIE RN HaO2 FIFE il A IO E Aze RTHRZLLL 2.0 mL H202 5 4.0 mL 50% £ %
TEURAM Ao [8].

R = E SRR AR B SR MERAE PR R, BIERR MR AR

x= Do TAH AT 00% (1.2)

0

3. ZER55Hh
3.1, {RILIETH I E/REE T IR A RN

K 1 RoR, SRR SLARAR - F7TR BE /K LU 2 563 )5 i 5 o 2 BER LA 1:3 A El i K AH 5.78%.,
BLL LR 32%; 1B R U2 31 I, $RHCR RIMFEKE 4.52%. HILRATRERR Y, SRR
HOy 13 I, FPERIR S RIR A BRI, W SRR 0 T RECE SR, B R AR &
2o T B L R S B S AT, BRI - Wy TR .

0.9r
0.8
0.7r

0.6

4
7

FRRIRINE (%)

1:1 1 2 2 1 1 3 3 1
KRBT 57 B AR A BE /R L
Figure 1. Influence of DES molar ratio on chlorogenic acid
extraction yield
1. R FEIEIA T EE /R L X 4R R BR HR BN R A9 21
3.2. RILFHF S KEXNENRIRR

K2 8o, SEBCRBEAR A VA R S K BN S J5 Uk, 70%3% 2 KA 5.07%. 25 /KE KT 70%
I, JRECREE TREE 4.21%. HF K AT RE 8 S K0 AT smis AR AN B AR, AT 3R, HidHoK
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SRR FNE LRy, FRAREEINRE 1. BRAh, SOKEAR, IR R, SRSV R e Ar ] 175
B JRAR IS

.21

1.0

% (%)

R R P HR 2

0.8F

%
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Figure 2. Influence of DES water content on chlorogenic acid

extraction yield from dandelion

B 2. REIRSKEINH AR P RRIRIZINENFIT
3.3. LR IR

3 R, PRMCRBERORE L3 KT R T, 76 20 mL/g B IA B i KE 5.74%. 40k HETE 20:1 mL/g

Ja, PRI R B IRBR LB RIE PR Z IR, SBUERY Bl A E, REEL, Fit, &
AT EACE . Rk, S R I6IE R 15 mL/g. 20 mL/g. 25 mL/g.

7.5(

SRR (%)

“10: 1 15:1 20:1 25: 1 30:1
TBEHLE (mL/g)

Figure 3. Influence of liquid-to-solid ratio on chlorogenic acid
extraction rate

Bl 3. BRI R R R AN R AR/

3.4. BAEREIXEEENF

K4 Bor, IR 40~100 min PN FEE AR ZEK 2 AP, T 100 min k25 KE N 8.66%,
WG RE T, maeE RN A SRE A4S, KA TEL, K] 5t 5 8sk 5 iR % 7
BOAFVEA, M FRACR . Rk, w5 E 80 min. 100 min. 120 min.
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Figure 4. Influence of ultrasonic time on chlorogenic acid
extraction rate

4. EBRERTIEX R IRER IR BRI RN

3.5. BERE X IRIENF T

K5 SR, EHAIRE 40°CH| 80°CHIVERE N, FEEB AR M T &, JRHCR 2IHZH L&
o R TEARACHI, $RECR TR S 12w DT, SEBCR I BT AT BT,
R S L B P T v T R R ARG B v AR A

7.0r1

6.5

% (%)

SRR R R HL

%

4‘0 1 1 1 J
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BEERE (°C)

Figure 5. Influence of ultrasonic temperature on chlorogenic
acid extraction rate

Bl 5. BRREXNERERENERN RN

3.6. MO mEiRIE

3.6.1. MoRZmE EYAFEEE T

TE SR 2R SEI A I, DA IR RRAR I M R FE AR, K FH Design Expert 12.0.3 #4147 Wi S 18] 43
#r. K4E Box-Behnken it 5N, % =K =AKF#ATI S0, AHSEUETE N E 2.

HR4E Design Expert 12.0.3 1 B [ 44 0] ¢ 2 45 AT 1350 #r, #3281 3 AN R I gm A (H — Ik E] V3 75
FEH: Y =6.29+0.7072A — 0.2063B + 1.40C + 0.2422AB — 0.8437AC +0.0271BC — 1.83A2— 1.49B2 + 1.32C2,
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Table 2. Response surface test design and results

F 2. MNERERITEER

R A: R (mL/g) B: FE T (min) C: BFERE(T) SRR (%)
1 15 80 75 2.83
2 25 80 75 3.74
3 15 120 75 1.86
4 25 120 75 3.74
5 15 100 70 2.74
6 25 100 70 5.86
7 15 100 80 7.41
8 25 100 80 7.15
9 20 80 70 5.07
10 20 120 70 4.67
11 20 80 80 7.65
12 20 120 80 7.36
13 20 100 75 6.39
14 20 100 75 6.61
15 20 100 75 6.30
16 20 100 75 6.19
17 20 100 75 5.97
3.6.2. MORITE EYIER S E ST
jE1t Design Expert 10.0.3 BAFHEAT 75 Z 4001, S5 ILE 3.
Table 3. Analysis of variance for the regression model
2 3. EARBHEN
T ZRIR 7R HHEE Bz FE P{E
i 52.55 9 5.84 138.47 <0.0001 significant
A 4.00 1 4.00 94.89 <0.0001
B 0.3403 1 0.3403 8.07 0.0250
C 15.78 1 15.78 374.30 <0.0001
AB 0.2346 1 0.2346 5.56 0.0504
AC 2.85 1 2.85 67.52 <0.0001
BC 0.0029 1 0.0029 0.0695 0.7996
A? 14.05 1 14.05 333.31 <0.0001
B2 8.56 1 8.56 202.90 <0.0001
c? 7.35 1 7.35 174.30 <0.0001
Bk 7 0.2952 7 0.0422
Ll 0.0702 3 0.234 0.4163 0.7513 not significant
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g3k
ali 0.2249 4 0.0562
MiRZ%E 52.84 16
R2=0.9944

R?Adj = 0.9721

VE: P<0.05 KR EZE, P<0.01 KR MHNKEE.

F7e 34, FRIA =138.47, P <0.0001, FABAIERARERE. RV P=0.7513, N4
W, UESERIAUCRBR AR B HLG . BIARE R R?=0.9944, % R2=0.9721, *H] 99.44%
[ SR AR S ARG AR, A ILEER R . fE R R, WOEHL(A). B A RE(C) P<0.0001, k&
F; HARE(B)P=0.0250<0.05, ARE. ELEHH, ACIHPE <0.0001, Ak, K AC
[F N A B (F = 67.52), & T 2L O HIN; AB I P {E =0.0504 #5/ 0.05, A — &, &
B AB fETERES DR FIVER s {H BC B PE =0.7996, AR, R ZEMSZAEH TN, —RI0 A2,
B2, C?# P < 0.0001, &3, W FIES PAEFINT, A5 Sk 5 R I FRHUR 52 2% R 3R 1 2 e R /M ik
JON: C: @A >A: WELLE >B: EARE[8].

3.6.3. MIRZE 4

N T B FUAR T B 2R 18] (R AR ELRZM X A 9 S SRR HOCR K520, >R Design Expert 12.0.3, £
55 2 BIA 3D K, N 6 . AF KR BIER, RoREPARR M B LLALS, 55
BRI TS, R I PSP 3R 2 TLAR T LR

FERA (%)

PR (%)

B:BFETE] (min)

17
BBAERTE (min) 80 1514:*4?&[:[: (ml/g)

(a) VBUBLEL 58 S ) 1)

80
15 17 19 21 23 25
ADRHEEE (ml/g)

FRELE (%)

80

78

76

PEMEE (%)

74

C:HEAEE(C)

72

0 15 70 T T T
C:HFRE (C) A B (ml/g) 80 90 100 110 120
B FERTE] (min)

(b) OB He 5 P
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Figure 6. Effect of two-factor interaction on chlorogenic acid extraction rate in dandelion

6. MERZEIEMXHELRTERRBRIZIERNZ N

W 6 Ftms, Ok (A) SR R BR R EUCR 2 535 32 S R08: om0 gy T i R ARG R 2, B S 2
Sy AT () 6(a)) 3 HRICERE A (AT Z ISR L 12.7%~38.4%. 18 5 I A1 (B) 5 (C) k2., Hrft AC
A H IR SR FVEF (P < 0.01), LA M HIBEAR X 5 2 m 26 5 s (K b L > 2.5); AB XX H 2
55 KBB4 (P = 0.062), 1fi BC &2 HIEGuiH4 & (P > 0.05), %45 21 [ 73 A1 [9] «

3.6.4. WiFMRIE

K FH Design Expert 13 {4 gl e W T A5 L A0 Ak G SR R AR B T 2. RS T 7R Uikl LL 2101
(mL/g). AT [E 108 min. JfFE 80°CHY, FHIBHEANEIL 8.42%. [HE FRSHOHAT =X EEIIE, Ll
SFIHRELER N 8.41% (FHXT IR 2 0.12%), UESEAE RS LA R AR 5 T2 S HLE[10].

3.7. mE AR
3.7.1. DPPH BHHE B RIER

—— G
100 - —— SRR

e

X sor

N

ir

= 60r

[a Y

[
40 \ \ ) ,
1.8 3.6 7.3 12.7 20

FREWRE (mg/L)

Figure 7. Greenish acid’s DPPH radical scavenging capac-
ity in dandelion
7. BAEPREEEXT DPPH B HAYEERREE

DPPH H HIFE(A T LI RS () FEPUEAGRINE F T R AR AR O S8, HE R R 5O AL 2 1
FK[11] [12]. P 7 S8R, 4Tl A TS ERRIK T iL 20 mg/L i, DPPH J&RR A 80.63%, #WIiZLAYH
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A3 B ARSI VET R ZF R T YU MR -

3.7.2. ABTS'EHEER/ER

ABTS'H H A i B R SE AL AR i, HTEK BRI MR 2 R AE 1 R o (B KRS 734 nm). 4
ANPUEAGTINT, PR RN T 80 RARE (IE S —~ R 3E), WOLREEIRME STERE R IEMDS, AN E
ERAEPUAMIEPEL3] [14]. ¥ 8 IR, 20 mg/L ZRJFFR%T ABTS+H H 217G R 21k 87.35%, UFsLH A
R A REEREE), S HER T PR MR .

100 - —— HURIMER
~
§ 80 |
Ly
&
i
L2 eof
)
<<
40 1 1 1 ]
1.8 3.6 7.3 12.7 20

FREWKRE (mg/L)

Figure 8. Greenish acid in dandelion’s capacity to neutral-
ize ABTS free radicals
8. BAXRPREET ABTS B EEMERREE

37.3. REEHEARRER

100 —— BRI
80 |-

~

X

A

o

DIy w0l
20 ; ; \ ,

1.8 3.6 7.3 12.7 20

JREWE (mg/L)

Figure 9. Hydroxyl radical scavenging capacity of chlorogenic
acid in dandelion
E 9. HARPZRFEREE B BHENEMREE

AL I OH)IEMETR . BRIR Sk, ISR E[15]. & 9 BoR, MSERSIKIEIL 20 mo/L I, 5
HKN 86.49%, UFSRHEA BE A HETERRAE S PR B FTA MR N R B H S s A R kA
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4, gEip

A TR P i BRIV FNE IR B A e h SRR, 7R DR ZRI0 Al b, 554w BT V20t
PRI ZHTE, #ie TRETZESE0N: Wk 21 mL/g. #8755 80°C . A [A] 108 min, £t
KT, SRFERRIVEIRPEELARIA T 8.41%, WL3E S T OSCHRARGE R BT AR I [16],  H S BIRY FIIE )
G R, RFZMA T ZRE AT PUEENEETEN SR ER, £ 20 mo/L FIREWRE T, WA REE
FREEEI%) DPPH H 5. ABTSH HA: a5t B 2 —=Fh B HEEMIE R 2559 80.63%. 87.35%7H
86.49%, K HIHHELBERIPUAMBETT, HAF RN RARIEMF R IGFE .

ZIRM T2 R ER R T A RSIEIR PRI, 5 FRCREAEFIVE 77 FH 20 5] I He A 58 A b 1, A
WA BERIE I S AR IR AL TR . TR SRR PR LR RE R, AT M T R
i S A U, VRN RIRB R RIS RE PRI I, R A sk, RN .

EHEWHE

2024 A5 N B K 2 A QBT B ML Y ZRSr T H o N- 1 38 - (i i EOAR 38 HR B i A 2R W I A B
(S2024106680564); 2024 451N A K2 AEBIHT G R 00 H -« N-" 3-3- g B 2K F L S 2R A7 A= 911
AR (S2024106680563)
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