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W E.AMEFE (Penthorum chinense Pursh) »t 2 —# B AN, WA A BERGHLEREH, ThoILAHH
AR, ABBELKRYGTER%, REEFAZRSEE, ALRATRERKRIEZN L EHBASFE
M RAREAER, RRAKER KR TE, 264K TR LA K TR KRS (PLE) , #AFRLT PLE, #9%
B AE . RORBSHIER B, AN EN, 4R AW, PLE,, R KEMA N 142 mg/mL, st L BB, &
FE . ERTFER. MAZAARELSESAA 1.90. 141, 49.98, 23.57 #= 11.93 pg/mL, £F (P<0.05) & T3
KB D. M B4 FER-Z A8 &% R %8 A (headspace-solid-phase-micro-extraction-gas-chromatography-
mass-spectrometry, HS-SPME-GC-MS) # M 4 R & FH L L8, 24-Z RTEA XM AL X F T H KRR
(PLEys) 7~ RRk6y £&kR, MATAK S LS A A 54.43% #= 5.89%, M PLEs, ‘TR IEEE, 2,4-Z R T A KBy
SEBAK, NRETHRERT 0.1%, A XEFARS T EOEREE, BT, S, R TR, + 8,
2-+—8R, 2-KER, D-#7AEHh A A AEEESE, Rk TARE B 76.97%, BETHELERZF (P<0.05) #H. Hi i
A& Ao Bl &K &, PLEg) * 1,1-= 3R & -2-= a5 &K KBt (1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl, DPPH) # ® 4
2.2"-Bk f-3 (3-T A K FEebodk-6-5588) —4# (2,2'-azinobis-(3-ethylbenzthiazoline-6-sulphonate), ABTS') A &
Az A d A FHALRKAY A 0034, 0.087. 091 mg/mL, % & FiL/R A £ 1.6 mg/mL i ik £ 2.26 mmol/L,
St CEE I A B Ao GBS 2B R KBUE £ H 183.33% A= 951.88%, "4 T40E iR & PLE . 4 LA, PLE, 2 20%
e E, NSRRI, WIMRANERABBERILF, B THRAE KR KR T LA B H R R ZAER .
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Abstract: Penthorum chinense Pursh (PCP) leaf was a new food material for botanical beverage production, with
bioactivities of antioxidant, hepatoprotective and anti-alcoholism but showing unpleasant flavors, especially for the high-
temperature aqueous extracts. Accordingly, to reduce its unfavorable flavor with no effect on its health benefiting, the low-
temperature aqueous extract (PLEs,) was prepared by optimal low-temperature extraction. With the maximum aqueous
solubility at 14.2 mg/mL, PLE;, showed the concentrations of phenols, flavonoids, gallic acid, quercetin, and pinocembrin
at 1.90, 1.41 mg/mL, 49.98, 23.57 and 11.93 pg/mL, respectively, being significantly (P<0.05) higher than water brewed
PCP soup. The results of HS-SPME-GC-MS revealed that safranal and 2,4-ditert-butylphenol were the primary sources of
the unfavorable flavors in the boiling water extract of PCP leaves (PLE,s), which contributed 54.43% and 5.89% to the
overall flavor, respectively. Conversely, PLE;, showed little contents of safranal and 2,4-ditert-butylphenol with flavor
contribution less than 0.1%. The major aroma components of PLEs, include decanal, S-cyclocitral, linalool, S-ionone,
undecanal, 2-undecanone, 2-decanone, D-limonene, and dodecanal, contributing 76.97% to its flavor, which significantly
(P<0.05) improved the sensory acceptability of PLEs,. Besides, PLE;, showed the half scavenging concentrations for
DPPH, ABTS', and hydroxyl radicals at 0.034, 0.087, and 0.91 mg/mL, respectively, with 2.26 mmol/L ferric ion reducing
power at the concentration of 1.6 mg/mL. PLE,, at 14.2 mg/mL exhibited the maximum activation rates at 183.33% for
alcohol dehydrogenase and 951.88% for aldehyde dehydrogenase, being better than PLE,s at the same concentration. In
summary, the optimal low-temperature aqueous extraction improved the flavor and sensory acceptability of PCP extracts,
and maintained its in vitro antioxidant activity, as well as its activation capabilities for alcohol dehydrogenase and aldehyde

dehydrogenase.
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activity; anti-alcoholism capability in vitro
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1 MR5RE%
1.1 MRS NEE
AR SR [ P4 PN T T, 60 °C #4
IR, SR T TERR GO & T A e T
FRARAES Sl ARG Srbral, dbatdRse
FERHEARRAE] JoK B, B . NG, 2-FEE @
jiali, VA7 e MR AR RS A BRAS /] AR ES . VA
FREN . SEALEN . BRIREN . TO/K ZBE 4rHral, ne#R
TR 24 A B w5 1,1- 2 3 2- = il S 25 )
(1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl, DPPH) [ FH %L1 %
SEAGI T B (P2 ) |« 2,2"- R - X (3- 2 LA I8
e bk -6-fif5 iR ) 4% £k (2,2 -azinobis-( 3-ethylbenz-
thiazoline-6-sulphonate), ABTS") H 375 KR EE 146
MR S (B )« ¥ 1 I8 B RE ARG 3591 6
(BEM ) . BPLEALEE F1 (T-AOC) K Il 3 751 &2
(FRAP by . A AL TGRS 1 (£ 98%) =4
ARG, iR 2R R A B F 5 £ B S
(=300 units/mg protein) . ZEEMENF(2 Umg) 4=
YR, BRG] o
N-1300Vh-WB Jief% 78 &AL pu)i| D2 b4y
AR Tl FD-1A-50 HASA R THERAL JbatisEE
SR RN F; Aglient 1260 Infinity 1T 25280 AH
S [E ZHEE A F]; BioTek BRI SEFEMAMSIL RS
1 BRZS ] HS-20 Tizs [ shiEE#s . 2010 SE < AHTT
FEPHA HARES AN A
1.2 XWHE
1.2.1 Kt T 2000
1.2.1.1 AT WA BrifdEsE st 60 C MR
TR KT E AT 10%, Biivid— & B E0H, B
Wy, ¥ RR— B WO, InA— B AR Ak, TR AT,
TERIR G IR IR SG , KR Zeh 3ty 4l. 0.22 um JEAR T
V&, AR TR, K uE s AR RMAR /K, TR $
L EA— 2 R B G IR . WERAE 60 °C.. 90 MPa
PSR LA vedn, Yo UR T, BAS S E s B I
PEEA (PLEsy) - IRZ4RIREEF S E 95 °C, Hfth -2
A L, AT BEAE B K H2 U (PLEs) . S22 T
ZARE 1 R, BAR TS0 R 3 S K
i 7 T8 o
WOBHEA10:1~100: 1 mg/mL
BRI 50 C
24T R] 7 10~100 min
60 C 20~200H  EHRRECH3K
b I e e LT i e [T T |

PLE,,
E 1 R RRR IR A T R

Fig.1 Processing flow of low-temperature extraction of PCL

1.2.1.2 PARIZESZLG MR “1.2.1.17 ikl & 1.2,
[E1 7 HAB R ZRANAR, 528kt L L 12 4R E] | 23R
BE L JEURE S 1S ER UECRT S T F SA P R A SR ) R

W 4% DK 1 B,
%1 PLEg, AN Z 525094 2k P i

Table 1 Factors and levels of single factor experiments for
PLE,, preparation
BEPNR K LSS

e 10:1,20:1,30:1, 4011,
WRHE 500176010 70°1. 80°1.
(mL/g)

IRELEE: 45 °C; RALRT(E]: 30
min; JFURLE AL 80 H 5 IR H2 KA
90:1, 100:1 1k

RARI ) 10, 20, 30, 40, WORHEL: 400 1 mL/g; BRI 45
(min) 50. 60, 80, 100 C; J5URHH L 80 H; AR AL 11k
SELHHE B WORHE: 40: 1 mL/g; 3= HE T[]
{X%%é”%';f; 10. 20. 30. 40. 50. 60 60 min; JFURL H %L 80H;
A IR
TRl E % WEHEE: 4011 mL/g; IR AR ]

(H) 20. 60, 80, 100, 200 60 min; IZHEIRE: 50 °C;

BEHRELG 1K

JEHEK WORHEL: 40: 1 mL/g; 3R]

{ﬁ%ﬁ 1.2.3.4.5 60 min; ZHEIRE: 50 °C;
JERHE %L 100H

1.2.1.3 MR ARSIt TR IR AR, R
& Box-Behnken 14651 JFUEE, PEF 7T 2 IR
BT ZMhtb, LSBT M RI5R, Tvm
FAFF N NAE, LABCEH L (A) L 2R E(B) | S5k
HE(C) M%< 2K, B Design Expert 13 /1%
TR LSS, ER 57K N 2 s

%2 PLEq, FlAM IR 2k
Table 2 Response surface experimental design and factor
levels for PLE, preparation

KN
HE
-1 0 1
AR (mL/g) 30:1 45:1 60:1
Bi=H2HT[H] (min) 30 60 90
ClEktB%(H) 80 100 120

1.2.2 S-S =G SRAMEMRE Lk e S
Mo, LA 50% (v/v) B 57, FCilAS [R] B v 5
B TR, 2 HIFrfE il 2k (y=84.179x+0.0181,
R?=0.999) . [FEAFEARFH 50% B EEE %5t 0.22 um
PEAR, T 750 nm Ab A0 2 RO AR, X AR AE
2%, THAS A A & .

1.2.3 SEEESENE  SRAASERAN-HEREE Lh
Y RN i AR B 50% 1 2
TS VR BC T AN [R) BT S T B 7 T VT, 2 il b v 2%
(y=11.909x+0.0011, R*=0.998) . ¥ F:ASH 50% 2.
B IS AL 0.22 pm JERR, T 510 nm 4b W €7, %) Lb
RAERTER, TR AR AS ST 5 i

1.2.4 BETR. WERER. TRREFENE 1
50% FA RS BE A 100 pg/mL Be& iR . Mtz 25 .
TR ARSI W, S e hil % & F 1% (y=1513.8x+
106.797, R’=0.9997) | #iit iz # (y=2008.2x+11.877,
R*=0.9999) FIF+HA 2 (y=221.21x+18.681, R*=0.9959)
PRUEHNZE . PLEg, LA 50% HH sty 8 7 V4 it e ik
0.22 pm JE B, B FI5 R - R & 20 AE ik vk
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(high-performance liquid chromatography, HPLC )2
MEEEFR. MER. TMESTE. O
InertSustain C,4(4.6 mmx250 mm, $74& 5 um); i sh
AH: 0.1% BERR/K M (A) FNLE NG (B) 5 BEMR
#: 1.0 mL/min; #E:¥: 30 °C; ZEFERLA 20 pL; 46l
P 254 nm,
1.2.5 HBIRCRSTARRITATE SB35
=KD TE,
CxM
M,
Kb W RIIRON 195, mg/g; C; 2 PLE, 1Y
DRSS BT W )E, mg/g, 1 AU My . BB L AR
IR IR FIR; M N PLE, UJTTh:, g3 M, 38
IR, g
1.2.6 fREMIEME LB UIRE RSy
FEhR, ME PLE,, fx NIF M o % PLEs, BCil ali—
FRB B RR I AR SRR, T 4000 r/min, Z.0
10 min, 57+7% MW, VITEM B IETE . 2.0 000E R
(2)H5; T 620 nm AEMIE OD B, RAFEHE

e s, M
BLOUTIE R (%) = M‘)XlOO A (2

b My HUTHE BT R, g5 M A BT HRURE i 1 R 5T
o, g
1.2.7 BEVEE R ORE T k. IS
PP L — 00 265 1 F8 55 AREEPEHT 5L GB/T 16291.
1 2012 )32 n BB PP BRI 20 24 Bl
B IR A2 /N . % PLEs, 5 PLEgg ZKISTR
(14.2 mg/mL) 1T E TEMr . BRE VRS PRuEanE 3
R, ARSI S A PATRES, BEE T 8dE
ISP EEpRUE2ZEIE TR .
1.2.8 HS-SPME-GC-MS Ml 5 #8 & M 53 >R
HS-SPME-GC-MS, ANFREEARXT 2E it PLEg). PLE
h P RS, HS-SPME HifALBHE: 20 mL T5i%s 3
FER A A 0.5 g 645 5 mL 2818 7K JE W PLE;,
1l PLEos 1 FIESH, KA 10 pul 6.3 pg/mL A9 2-F
EIRANE AR, B EE T 60 °C /KIB-FAF 5 min, ffi A

& (D

FEOL Sk, FAEPOR I 25 W M 30 min, fx /5 FE GC-
MS #FEH 250 °C TA#HT S min. GC 4514 (AigiE
DB-5MS A ¥ E 4145 (30 mx0.25 mmx0.25 um);
FEEREE 250 °C; #2CH T (LGEEE =99.999%) 5 1
it 1 mL/min(FEFAR) , Romiidide . THEFR)T:
WG IR EE 50 °C, A%+ 5 min; DL 4 °C/min JHiE =
150 °C, {54 5 min; F-L4 10 °C/min FHE % 250 °C,
1333 3 min, SUSFTATIE]: 48 min, MS 54 BBy
X EL &7 230 C; 2 H1RE: 250 °C, H:iE: 40 °C,
PEEET: 250 °C; HEFREE: 70 eV; £ HE [Hl: 40~
600 m/z, M5 E: B O Er R E RS
NISTO08.LIB 3% 34T EbXT, DLFcFE 5T 85% 455
TR EBFEEL . AHIESCHRIHA T TTE ks ARTE 2" Bk
B VA Be 5432 e M e 435 PR R T AR LB 30 L g
PR PERST AR 5 i, TR AN (3) FoR, KUk ot
Wik B2 38 o AH X AR U5 B {E (Relative odor activity
value, ROAV) #EATITAY, 18 XU BT TR BE e K
FI¥) R ROAV {H N 100, 45 & 151 ROAV %
K () THREE, BRI S W AR DTk T S I
ROAV A REARTA ROAV EANAYE 43 L),
AoM,

T AXM,
2 My 678 8545 & P A AR 5 L pg/gs

Ay RoRBHERNE B AT IR A RIR AR 04 18]
BL M, FoR AR, ng; M, 26 T A EIRE S Y

JoThE .

M X (3

ROAVX — TMXXTslau

X stan

x100 X @

o My Bl My, 53 900308 25445 2 M L o3 AH X
Lt BRI AL S AR B e, pg/gs Ty Ml Ty, 4%
DB AR L Voa e W e SN N E R DAL IN SN2 R e 3
FIME, pg/kgo
1.2.9 {RSMTEILIE TR e ST E gkt R
fifg b A 55 AH N &, A Sl #E 517, 734, 536
700 nm Ab5E PLES, X DPPH H Hi3t. ABTS'H
A I ERBE 1 & FRAP BBt LhE ST,

%3 PLEg BYE I hrifE
Table 3 Sensory evaluation standard for PLE,,

. Ve
. (7-10) %% (3~6.9) 4% (0~2.9) 4%
W TG IR, LSk CECR T
ok ki T ok et e S
s SHIGEIE . A7 AR TR 5 0k
vk IR 01w MIME ki sy gy FORTEOOSYCwI MR IIGIOEIRIARIIN S e o
ik WK T 0,19 wiv) ARGk s sy TERTEO.0S%Cwi ) JLEGIRIRGEIEEAINSIN S S e
BEIE IR TLO% ) R S R eI 7 ay) SPRIETEOOSCuAVRRIRARG SRS S g, s g

SO D0RETA 6 ORI KRR T B MAAICE 5: -5-55

R AT 2

2017 TG XGRS AR SZ T 2 BE MR 3755 -5~543
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1.2.10 PGSR MG P EBE R JTE 4351
& JH Valle&Hoch 2= 2% FI Blair&Bodley 7= B il &
PLE,, £ B/t & ffF (alcohol dehydrogenase, ADH) Fl
T 5 Ui (acetaldehyde dehydrogenase, ALDH) {4
SNBSS BRI S ROSRAR UGB & 150 )5, ST RD
87 FBEARYAE 340 nm ST IE RO GEEIE Ay, 28
JEREIEIRE 10 s ISR Ay, HELLICSE 10 min, LA
R ARAOE F AR EZS 4. ADH, ALDH
B 1A= (5) o, #aE = (6) i,
E= AEt6;’ R (5)

i E BTG 77, U/mL; AAs, SF 340 nm J2 1<
A YGRERS 1 min FIBSE; B, MILAR) ADH, ALDH
BiE7G P, U/mL; 6.2 & NADH £ 340 nm A9 EE SR 74
MRV RN ASER, mL,
E -E,
E,

FHT: R R 5GBS 32, Y% B, AR SR
FYTES 7, U/mL; B, “Aas HR BN 77, U/mL
1.3 HuEIE

TRLH SR D E A 3 IR, SR S HERR
WE22” Fox . i SPSS 25.0 il i HA [ ZE ANOVA
K8 AT FEAS T K50 70 5 M 22 57, P<0.05 3%
NELA B 22 5 1 Design Expert 13 # 47
Box-Behnken M v a4 15 %8 43875 4 SIMCA
14.1 #EF7mf /> 3 2 531 43 BT (Partial least squares
discriminant analysis, PLS-DA) ; {i /§ GraphPad
Prism 8 iHid AR PRI AT EPTEALIGTE 1C,, {H;
JH GraphPad Prism 8 5 Origin 2024 %4,
2 BREZ
21 BEERTW
2.1.1 BRSO 1

R(%) = = (6)

1=

1= PA
52 Z

M YRR L B 2 A0

>

25 N

-
-

5% (mg/g)

D

[cagcnd

Eidl

[

T L T T ; T L T
T R N NN

T

T

K 2A Fizm. WORHEAE 10:1~100: 1 mL/g JEEIPN, M
gy T P T A5 R A L S i e vk /N B e . 24T
BHEESA 4001 mL/g B, BRSO, S 20.39 mg/g;
MRS 50:1 mL/g B, BB RIS R K, R
15.03 mg/g. FEWCE LLE—3E00n, Sy, S bhg
R, BT HEJR I IS IS 2O A 2% BT AH
L, ANFTF IO P, B, SRRk L
30:1~60: 1 mL/g A7 AL Abiss

2.1.2 RZHEEFEIXTHRBCECR sEm IRRE R] A 5E
MANE 2B . B, SEEERAS R 10~60 min N
BEVZ SR A B4 TG 5, 60 min J5# TRAE . B,
MR A5 34 BN 8.16 mg/g HE N E 22.70 me/g,
3.77 mg/g FEINZE 18.63 mg/g, 7% 60 min BJikFI{%
AT o Al e R BRI TR AN A s ) R 22 19 38 A
JH, %E4% 30~90 min JEA T N TR AR -

2.1.3 RHEIRBEEXTHRBUECR Y sEm IR PRI 5
M AN 2C WS eIy F0e B R4S 2R Rl VR R G i
BT, FETHEE WS TR . B AR RAE 10 °C B
i 5.95 mg/g, 40 °C B} FH =& 13.77 mg/g IH#aTF
Fa; MOEARASFRAE 10 °C B4 3.15 mg/g, 50 °C B4
THaE, N 12.62 mg/g, HI, SRR IEE 50C
PEATR R LA

2.1.4 JFUBPRIARXTHRBUECR G sEm JFURPRIAR A5
WA LNE 2D B By R B S  b R AR A U
N, FeXgImE FRE. EORPE R HECh 100 H B, S
P . R P TR A5 R 0k B E K, 43 oA 21.18 mg/g FH
10.07 mg/g. JEURPRIARSIE BEV/)N, Pl am s 3 inia 7l S5
SRR b E AR, A R T IR0 BT s s AH /N
SRR o B R HERR S B, 3kl as B, i
SEI) B = NP, R, #ERE 80, 100,
120 Hi#FA 7L N m it .

2.1.5 BB BRI

ISA
52

ASPA
52

iSPA
52

iSPA
52

RO

B 25~
20 -+
15 4
10 4

- “\\
-

153 (mg/g)

0 T T T

80 100

I PN S S ST SR PR S O SRS 0 20 40 60
WA ART R R DAY P T -
24
TELEE (mL/g)
C 20+ D 2503 ALEHH E 609 .
20 {2 8 7 50 4=
5 157 " ) N <) b ;
o = - m. =
oD EIEERESE I & 40 =
E 101 & M I
Eij—? 5 4 - L E& 5 Z ? Z 2 é @\E 20 /——H
e . U U FU .
Ny I/ I/ nmn
0 T T T T T T 0= z é é z Z 10 T T T T T
10 20 30 40 50 60 20 60 80 100 200 1 2 3 4 5
BARIEE (C) JEORHEE(H) BARUE ()
B2 SRR R R Sy B 2R A 5

Fig.2 Effects of total phenolics and total flavonoids in PLE, preparation with different levels of extraction condition factors
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P | PR EUSOR AR IR AN & 28 Bizn . A, A
il 45 3R BtV P R BB I T A, HREL 3 URJE B L R
PRSI TRRRE, 439 40.96 Fl 26.09 mg/g, i
REVRR: 3 WA TR M AR
2.2 NN ERAIRIEERS 5

FF PA R R ILIOLE R, R Box-Behnken JFHH,
pocarn nl VAR SN el oy S s W | A T G s e R S
fbo BEETFIR. Mt HFTTAN S B 2Rk
PER Sy, HE#IRIE & PCP P fl . AT 24y
JEILARE, R, 2B ABEE RIS R (X)) | Mt &
BR(Y) ST EISR(Z) NN, DLBCEIEE(A) |
ZHEEEN(B) | JFUR HEL(C) MR E, HESKE
W32 3, I B MG SRR 4 iR,

# 4 PLE, il e Ny e e 177 58 e gl 2R
Table 4 Response surface experimental design and results
for PLE, preparation

SE ELE S

SET AR L BEME  CERL XWRTR YWIEE ZRME
(' mL/g) ] (min) HEC(H) %R (mg/g) 1% (mg/g) % (mg/g)

1 30:1 30 100 2.78 1.20 0.86
2 60:1 30 100 2.92 1.54 0.91
3 30:1 90 100 2.89 1.56 0.83
4 60:1 90 100 3.02 1.69 0.96
5 30:1 60 80 2.70 1.59 0.59
6 60:1 60 80 2.82 1.65 0.84
7 30:1 60 120 2.57 1.31 0.89
8 60:1 60 120 2.71 1.53 0.85
9 45:1 30 80 2.76 1.59 0.66
10 45:1 90 80 3.04 1.93 0.74
11 45:1 30 120 3.23 1.53 0.88
12 45:1 90 120 291 1.63 0.89
13 45:1 60 100 3.75 1.95 1.00
14 45:1 60 100 3.61 1.99 0.94
15 45:1 60 100 3.86 1.84 0.92
16 45:1 60 100 3.89 1.92 0.98
17 45:1 60 100 3.78 1.93 0.92

221 TZZES5EETRERNKR XK 407
TN SR S AT 43T, A9 BIWORFEE (A) | IR $EETE]

(B). FR B (C) = MR S5EETMRER(X)
Z a1 = = JC [ E J5 #2 2h : X=3.78+0.0663 A+
0.0213B+0.0125C—0.0025AB+0.0050AC—0.15BC—
0.5803A%—0.2953B>—0.4977C>, FiAIJ7 2245 04Nk 5
s e BB P<0.01, 2840 P=0.3706>0.05, 1iHH
B BLAT e it 2f X, H 3G R d s A O R AL

R’=0.9708, £IE R HL R, ;=0.9332, REASH LS i fire ¢
MR AEAS b, KSR F AR W= R RS IR
SN /N A BOREEE (A >IR A [a] (B) > JFURE H %%

(C)o AR RIT A2, B2 fll C? bl 35 A 2
(P<0.01), 22 HI BC i B 3% 2 (P<0.05), 38 HIR
AB il AC W ABIEKRFE(P>0.05), LiRG RN
2 HET ] 5 R H 8 B AE X BT IRAS 5580

5 BETERATFAR (X0 Wi 7 T [ A By 22 434
Table 5 ANOVA for the response surface fitted models

of gallic acid (X)
kW FAHM DF ¥y Fld Pld B
TR 3.26 9 03623  25.83  0.0001 o
A 0.0351 1 0.0351 250 0.1576 -
B 0.0036 1 0.0036 02876  0.6274 -
C 0.0013 1 0.0013  0.0891  0.7739 -
AB 0.0000 1 0.0000  0.0018  0.9675 -
AC 0.0001 1 0.0001  0.0071  0.9351 -
BC 0.0900 1 0.0900  6.42 0.0390 *
A? 1.42 1 1.42 101.10  <0.0001 o
B? 0.3670 1 03670  26.18  0.0014 ok
c 1.04 1 1.04 7440  <0.0001 *x
B 2% 0.0982 7 0.0140
AT 0.0499 3 0.0166 138 0.3706 -
4% 0.0483 4 0.0121
Zih 3.36 16
R*=0.9708, R®,;=0.9332, R*,,,=0.7399

T ROR 2 SR I (P<0.01), “*7 KRR 25 .35 (0.01<P<0.05),
I FRRTCRFEZEF(P>0.05),

ES NI T E 3 Al ] ES .

222 T.Z2ZESHERERERNER BB,
EHERE(B) . OB HE(C) St FARR(Y) Z A0
TR =JTRIA TR Y=1.93+0.0938A+0.01188B—
0.0950C—0.0525AB+0.0040AC—0.0600BC—0.2893 A%~
0.1393B°-0.1167C>, XI I BEAT J7 285387, 45 5 n
2% 6 U,

L6 M RAFARCY ) ma N I [ )y 22 554
Table 6 ANOVA for the response surface fitted models

of quercrtin (Y)
ki FIrAM DF Y7 FIH PlA B
AL 0.8238 9 0.0915 3673  <0.0001 o
A 0.0703 1 0.0703 2821  0.0011 o
B 0.1128 1 0.1128 4527  0.0003 o
C 0.0722 1 0.0722 2897  0.0010 i
AB 0.0110 1 0.0110 442 0.0735 -
AC 0.0064 1 0.0064 257 0.1531 -
BC 0.0144 1 0.0144  5.78 0.0472 *
A’ 0.3523 1 03523 14135  <0.0001 o
B? 0.0816 1 0.0816 3276  0.0007 o
c 0.0574 1 0.0574  23.03  0.0020 o
B2z 0.0174 7 0.0025
RAIN 0.0053 3 0.0018  0.5858  0.6556 -
4% 0.0121 4 0.0030

ZE 08413 16
R=0.9793, R*,;7=0.9526, R’ ,.~0.8762

TE: " FIR ZFMWBIE(P<0.01), “*"FR 27 B3 (0.01<P<0.05),
“FRRTREREF(P>0.05),

MFR 6 Z5IRATLIE H, BRI By P<0.01, R4
i P=0.6556>0.05, #7428 H AN 3, Ua BHAR
RIRLEAR R, H AR N R ZR XS RI s i e /N, FH
RALL R=0.9793, FIEREL R?,4=0.9526, HETIREAS
AR G- Hb 43 A7 Ko T Ak Bz 3245 2 B = R 2R 19 28 A
Mo EEAJTEER ZYRI A2 B2 1 C2, —IRI A, B.
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C 5730} 5 B v M 12 2 A5 FR 2 i (Y) A b 3 (P<
0.01), 32 H.I5 BC X EEd A e ZA5 38 (Y ) 5200 i
#(P<0.05), 32 H I AB. AC X} 25 B4 2 32145
R B3 (P>0.05); 454 FAEI/INAT 1S =
PR B0 BB R T AR A B AR A5 i R INITU T 72
ZHEEE(B)>JFR H 2 (CO) >k L (A) , 23] E]
5550k B 028 B AR FH XY 2245 382 i K HL Ry
WEF R

223 TZEARSITMBERNER BRI,
BRHEATE(B) | 5ok HE(C) =28 i 5T RS R
(Z)=Z a3 =572k Z=0.9520+0.0488 A+
0.0138B+0.0850C+0.0200AB—0.0725AC—0.0175BC—
0.0310A%—0.0310B%*—0.1285C2,

AELHY Ty 22 43 BT FILE S PEAG B 45 T_R N3 7 ros .
AN P<0.01, J4LII0 P=0.827>0.05, #5175 i 28 H
AU 5, U B AR R PG A B v s A S R R=
0.9662, K IEFREL R?,;;=0.9227, A REAT 50 FENi]
RAEASfb . YRIT C2, —IKIF AL C, 28 HIH AC 2y
W I (P<0.01); —YRIG A2, B2, —YKIH B, 38 H.
Il AB. BC A RZFHIT(P>0.05); 454 FIEK/NA]
15 =PRI R B FRAA FR AT RO FE IR K NITUT Sy
JEUBEE H 2 (OO >k e (A)>IZ 20 a1 (B), Wk bS5
JEURE H 028 B AR B S R M TN RS R

KT ITRARIGER(Z) wa )i R AR )y 25 5 A
Table 7 ANOVA for the response surface fitted models
of pinocembrin (Z)

KIE FHM DF ¥o7 FlH PlE ITE 2
HA 0.1845 9 0.0205 2222 0.0002 o
A 0.0190 1 0.0190 2062  0.0027 o
B 0.0015 1 0.0015  1.64 0.2411 -
C 0.0578 1 0.0578  62.68  <0.0001 o
AB 0.0016 1 0.0016  1.74 0.2292 -
AC 0.0210 1 0.0210  22.80  0.0020 o
BC 0.0012 1 0.0012 133 0.2869 -
A? 0.0040 1 0.0040 439 0.0744 -
B? 0.0040 1 0.0040  4.39 0.0744 -
C? 0.0695 1 0.0695 7540  <0.0001 o
2% 0.0065 7 0.0009
KA 0.0012 3 0.0004  0.2967  0.8270 -
4R 0.0053 4 0.0013

e 0.1909 16
R*=0.9662, R*,,;=0.9227, R?,,,=0.8583

TE: " FIR B FM L (P<0.01), “*"FIR 25 8% (0.01<P<0.05),
T FRRTRE X (P>0.05)

224 WMEEERTZREWIEIXLE RIS Design-
Expert 13 /4, 3T 2 HbRsEak, T B
W, A5 1 e T2 45 Mok 47.387: 1 mL/g, 12
PERTTE] 65.959 min, FURMH % H %X 100.436 H, £l
FAF T HUNBE TR . M 2R TR AT R0
3.77.1.95. 0.96 mg/g. 45ESLhR, Mg AL T. 24
R #WREEE 47:1 mL/g, 12 $E 0 18] 66 min, JEKR}
100 H, Z 564 T S Fr i 45 5 85 B A0 5 15 5%

18.94+2 .87 mg/g Fl 22.71+£3.12 mg/g, £ TR . Ml
B IR EAF R S435 h 3.70+£0.14. 1.92+0.12,
0.94+0.05 mg/g, 5 MME R, R T 245
PR AT 5E

PHRPLREEFETEZE 95 °C, MR F A5 3
30.21+1.85 1 47.23+5.25 mg/g, B T8 . Mt Ez 2.
TE WA & 15 24 9 N 4.32+0.58., 1.20+0.02., 0.67+
0.03 mg/g, UL 8 fT/n. 95 °C FEELAY A BEAR . A7
¥ T BRAS 3 )2 50 °C $RHLAY 2.08 1% . 1.60
AT 117 3%, Wik 22 AT AR A5 502 50 °C $2H
Y 62.50% F1 71.28%. 95 °C HEHUA TR . A7 Fl
W TR0, nl e SRR ST, /T sl
RIZN, B R TR Jouigs A P (B A A v iR
PEHAT, A RE Sl b 2 T AN R AT o 2 R s
A EAL, DTS 305 S8 481N

8 IR PRIBOM AL BB S | SRR R TR
ik Bz R ANTAR RAGA AR
Table 8 Effects of extraction temperature on the yields of total
phenols, total flavonoids, gallic acid, quercetin,
and pinocembrin from PCL

5K (mg/g)
MR OWETFIR WEE TR
50 22.7143.12° 18.9442.87" 3.70+0.14° 1.92+0.12° 0.9440.05°
95 47.23+5.25% 30.21+1.85" 4.32+0.58" 1.20+0.02° 0.67+0.03°

(c) =y

TE: RSP R R HA #5255, P<0.05.
2.3 PLE;, RKRRERINBR I E
2.3.1 PLEg, i RIFMEE Iy iy, =

A 2.5, 1.2

-+~ ODgyg -
- LR
2.0 |
£ 08 <
o L5 b
1.0 4 B
ig 04 =2
© e
0.5 A
L= 10
Q. b »Q »* Q. b »Q o
SRR PP
PLE #& ¥ (mg/mL)
B 2.5 - 60

(png/mL)

[ENEEN

=X

3 PLEg, SRR A RN &

Fig.3 Maximum solubility of PLE, and content of active

ingredients at maximum solubility
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2025 4F 8 A

PR EAS RIS LR, T ST e R B /KT
B, Sy AR DTEER, S = AR PR R EE R SR,

e, $E—2B5T PLE, M SIS, DME I Rk —
HARFMEISY . PLES /KW ES.OUTTER M 620 nm
TG EEEARIE B AN E 3A IR, PLES, SN ES
IO PCTE % 5 iU EE (ODy,,) BE M BE 38 i g in . 4

PLE;, )% /NT 14.2 mg/mL B, JC &L UTHE HLik &
FE5E, KA ODy, #9/NTF 0.3; 24 KT 14.2 mg/
mL B, B DT UE, PROEE RS n . Bk, A K
PLE;, Sx KRPETA#EE S 14.2 mg/mL,

2.3.2 PLEg, bREPEARNST & PLE,, #& K
AL TR, AR KIS W A 308435 5 ANl 3B
BN, HoKIEmo Sy . B B TR . Ml e 3=

T FehN 2 /4y 5l 1.90, 1.41 mg/mL FN 49.98.
23.57 A1 11.93 pg/mL. i, SR, & -FER . #it
S FFNTTHAFR & B4 U £ R B R 2R AR

UOCGEEF L 100: 1, Bk shi) 14 3.81 /. 1.16 1%,
5.11 5T 6.48 4% Mt e 38 & G2 IR B A 4507 e B
Pk I 2597 CROBHLE 54:1. 80 °C /K #hifd 3 YR Y

2.09 1%,
2.4 BRFFERIZL MRS 534
241 JBEIESR O MR IR s, sERE
14.2 mg/mL B PLEs, 5 PLE,s T/ PFAZ. PLEs,
5 PLEys BYEIVELRUNE 4A | K] 4B iR, PLE;,
BOTE B RE . PR Wl RLRAG 235 8.3, 5.3 il
6.1, MR A 232 B My 3.4; 1fi PLEys & 3.2, 8.4 Fll
8.2, MR N2 JE H—2.6, iRLEHFFKI PLE, 8¢
PLE,s ¥ #r BEHG I, HH 25 W FIIH HEBRFFE{IX, PLES, 7Y
AR AT HEAZ I W 2T PLEs, HARASHYRUBR nT #2257
JEAR SIS EEIEAH DG, Hrh2yR | & BRAAH G

PLE, BYTEBR | 07 BRAFNEE I BT 53550500 3.1
3.8 Fl1 4.9, BEWRHEZ ¥ Ry 3.1; T PLEys & 3.5, 9.1
3.2, BEMRREAZ BE 2.2, BRE VA A5 R BoR
PLE,, 477 ik 35 Ik T PLEy, H HAT T & 14 fif 3
B o REARPEUR VT 257 AR S B IO IEAHSG, 57
TR, IR OC

LEE R SR TR E 4521, I IRIRIR 3
B ESAE TR R R Y T 2R | LR AR,

A

B 5 C  1.0x107 -

”?;’5 L PLE,, — PLE,,
— PLE,,
7 PLEs Ty 7.5%106 4
WY = ¥ PLE,,
ool APLEs oy 5.0x10°
lj;(( |
y = 2.5%106 A
s 5 % 5x10
0 4
-5 S he 1 - L
e SR TR 10 20 30 40
R il (min)
D E
T PLE,, 0|
N N, P -
% 2| /PLEys 5, | i . , , ,
2 f ’ PLEos, 0 20 40 60 80 100
< O BLE,,, | & PLEx: SIRTERREE (%)
S 2| PLEy | PLEs » DFPRERE m (B)2-CHERE m (B)-2-THiiE u B
“\\ S u f-INFPRERE W T +—m H R
-4 PR LT TERE TR 2-T
6 i u 237 2-ZX{ifi] 6-M L5 Jlss-2-F = 2-+—H
30 =20 -10 0 10 20 BN m BRIl w S w4
w |- w2-Z 3O w24 T IR

PC1 (88.1%)

F 30+
20
10 -
S o4
: T IE
3 10 K EN i
i % ﬁ o X ¥ 1=
%20 e R\
"T =) ] T A
~ : < R
e R -k
70 i | RGeS
= PLE, R
= W A A Ak

P4 R RREERIGR A 0T S 1R P 22 SR B4

Fig.4 Sensory analysis and volatile component difference profile analysis of extracts at different temperature
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[FIESHI T~ T — PTE 7 B AN 3 B, $ ey T AUk mT 42
2.

2.4.2 {EFVEY) R E M AT S AT itk —
AR AR AR S $2 2ACE A 2 B R B IR i LI, SR
JH HS-SPME-GC-MS il 5& PLEs, 11 PLEys 144 A&
M43 (Volatile Organic Compounds, VOCs) ., SLES
FHENE 4C iR, FELOPRR, #5055 2 iE i HLig
sk, PR Pl 51 MER MRS
Yy, Hor /A& o0 12 Fh, ansk 9 fros . 3ET4%
R O A o 06 T AR S LY, #E4T PLS-DA St
(El 4D), BIRPIHFEAR ST T 56— FE 57 (PCl=

88.1%) FHHHZE I, B PLEos 7E45 1. 4 2[R, PLE,,
TEES 2. 3 BRI, RIWEAEIE AL G 4l 2
HREES.

PLE, L2 il 26 Fifb &4, G450 25 1 Fp
(38.06%) . 1235 10 Fh1(24.85%) . BEZE 5 F1(10.36% ) .
BRZE 4 Fh(5.93%) . B35 4 FP(13.03%) | BESE 2 Ff
(7.77%) o BYZEREE N 2,4- RUT FLAEWy, A&
38.06%; J22S LU B e AN e, AN S
6.42% Fll 4.44%; B FEZAA 2-L OB 150
(Z)-5-"F M B AN 3,6- . F 3L -3-pe s, AAXT & & h
9.12%. 1.66%. 1.25% Fil 1.01%; FES = B AL FT LT

%9 PLEs, Fll PLE, M5 A& i) HS-SPME-GC-MS %:7E 45 L K H ROAV
Table 9 VOCs and their ROAVs in PLE,, 1 PLE,; identified by HS-SPME-GC-MS

o PRETE . . o fRpg HRUEER) ROAV(H I :
g 4 S TR A o Al
T (min) I s T ML gy PLE,,  PLE,,  PLE,  PLE, (mgkgp ©°
JRk 50.90 24.85
1 5.325 7 Propyne CH, 84 317 ND  3.69+0.89 / / / /
2 9.036 st Decane CHy 93 1015 ND  2.85+1.55 / / / /
3 12146 33-"HUEFLE 3 3-Dimethyloctane CigHy, 89 931 0.65+0.4 ND / / / /
4 12395 D-FriH D-Limonene  CjoH;s 92 1018 0.56+0.25  ND 2.26+0.87 ND 0.034 %@%
5 13462 3,7-ZHIHEZLE 3 7-Dimethyldecane CpHys 93 1086 2.03+0.49 0.64+0.06 / / / /
6  13.691  4-WIHEZELE  4-Methyldecane C;H,, 91 1051 1.21+0.4 0.42+0.04 / / / /
7 qaz0p HECMEELT- 48Dimethyl-17- ¢ yoog6 026 1812053 ND / / / /
— M nonadiene
8  17.789 3-HIA—hE™ 3-Methylundecane CH,s 95 1150 1.20£0.08 1.95+0.07 / / / /
9  19.146 - Dodecane CpoHy 97 1214 7.26+0.34 6.42+1.74 / / / /
3,6-— Ak 3,6-
10 19.601 e Dimethylundecane CisHyy 94 1185 1.110.1 ND / / / /
11 19923 4-FET ™ 4-Methyldodecane Cj3sHyy 92 1249 0.76£0.05  ND / / / /
3-4HE-3-2. 5% 3-Ethyl-3-
12 21368 g methyldecane CisHyy 93 1229 0.74+0.1 ND / / / /
4,6-— A 4,6-
13 21.802 %" Dimethyldodecane 1o 94 1285 2058006 1.15£004 / / /
14 22737 =k Tridecane CHyy 97 1313 1.98+0.13 ND / / / /
15  25.837 1= 1-Tridecene CisHyy 91 1304 038+0.05 ND / / / /
16 26.108 RNl Tetradecane CiHyy 97 1413 5.26+0.05 2.65+1.13 / / / /
17 29.283 g Pentadecane CisHy, 98 1512 19.14+0.63 4.44+0.35 / / / /
2,6,11-=H 3+ 2,6,11-
18 30.141 g Trimethyldodecane CisHy, 88 1320 ND  0.64+0.05 / / / /
19 32676 TRk Hexadecane CHy 97 1612 1.080.01  ND / / / /
20  36.819 bk Heptadecane ~ C;7Hys 97 1711 3.6840.39  ND / / / /
s 17.83 10.36
21 574 (E)-2-UJEE™  (E)-2-Hexenal CgH; O 95 814 6.72+41.03 ND 53914578  ND 0.017 HHRAE
- N A
22 1765 (E)-2-THilE™  (E)-2-Nonenal CyH, O 95 1112 0.18+0.03 1494035 2.4+0.5 11.50+5.80  0.01 pghas
23 19.399 B Decanal CioHyO 95 1204 5.13:028  ND 100+0.00 ND 0.007 wg?;%
24 19795  B-IRATIERE p-Cyclocitral ~ C;gH;sO 88 1204 2.24+0.54 2.49+0.43 61.12+16.97 38.54+2.78  0.005 Frigay
.
25 21.957 TRE Nonanal CH; O 92 1104 ND 1.59+0.82 ND 15.38+2.79  0.008 ?Eﬂﬁﬁ;&
26 23.034 - Undecanal ~ C;;Hp,0 95 1303 1.47+0.58 1.30£0.13 16.07+7.34 8.03:121  0.0125 B
27 26426 JIRERE™ Dodecanal C,H,, O 96 1402 0.86+0.11 ND 1.85+0.34 ND 0.063 B
28 29.65 - U Tetradecanal ~ C,HysO 92 1601 0.28+0.09  ND 0.57+0.16 ND 0.067  MHEE. RE
29 30.459 JELTACRE"™ Safranal CioH,O 90 1186 ND  3.49+0.84 ND 100£0.00  0.0027 A&, A4FK
30 37.256 o Pentadecanal  C;sHyO 91 1701 0.50£0.04  ND 0.070.00 ND 1 A
31 4256 R Heptadecanal ~ C;;H3, 0 94 1899 0.45+0.12  ND / ND / /




- 230 - 5 Tk BB 2025 4 8 H
k9
(B ] ) ‘ e ARRIETTR(%) ROAV/H W g
=) W yA iES " J=[15,42-47)
FE min) o . AT o PLE,  PLE,,  PLE,, PLE,, (mgkg)®™ '
[IEES 25.36 5.93
32 14.947 2-F ™ 2-Nonanone ~ CoH;gO 94 1052 0.54+0.17  ND 0.37+0.10 ND 0.2 WAy R
33 18.199 23 2-Octanone ~ CgH; O 94 952 ND  151#028  ND 1.94+0.88 0.06 Wi BEIEE
| =
34 18.836 24T 2-Decanone  CioH,O 95 1151 1.394£0.07  ND 5.43+0.04 ND 0.035 m%ﬁ%}%%
6-MJE-5-BEMfi- 6-Methyl-5-heptene- FHEE AT
35 20.051 27 Y one CH,, 0 93 938 ND  140+022  ND 0.11+0.05 1 = E
: H T E.
36 22.495 2-+— 2-Undecanone  C;H,,0 91 1251 0.73£0.46  ND  14.30+9.82 ND 0.007 ,@%@ [
37 27616 EMIENEIT  Geranylacetone C;3HpO o 96 1420 18.7+0.99 2.13+0.50 25.5042.71 1.64+0.83 0.1 BORF
L o2
38 28567  P-EPET B-Tonone Ci3Hy)O 94 1457 136£0.19 ND  26.57+439  ND 0.007 %%E;f
39 39.864  RILPMEAT Benzylacetone C;oH;,0 92 1228 ND  0.89+0.06 / / / WA VI
40 39.968 HER ™ Phytone CigH;O 95 1754 123+0.18  ND / / / HHRAE AREF
41 41071 EBIEAET Famesylacetone CgH;00 94 1902 1.41+0.17  ND / / / K&
523 458 13.03
42 15304 J A Linalool CHiO 86 1082 222+0.18 ND  5035+3.79  ND 0.006 %:%ag At
43 18372 4- i HAmE Terpinen-4-ol  C,gH O 94 1137 0.56+0.13  ND 0.02:£0.00 ND 5 MAARTF
3,6-—_M4E-3-  3,6-Dimethyl-3-
44 19.805 et heptanol CoH, O 88 943 ND  1.010.11 / / / /
45 2385 1- e 1-Heptanol C,HO 93 960 ND  1.66£0.07 ND 0.64+0.14 0.2 JHIR
46 24.039 (Z)-5-FMEEE”  (Z)-5-Octenol  CgH, ;0 85 1067 ND  1.25+0.18 / / / BEGEAY
47 24973 2-ZICEET 2-Ethylhexanol CgH;gO 97 995 ND  9.12+2.04 ND 0.03+0.01 255 GRS TR
48 4347 1-FoxmE” 1-Hexadecanol CigH3;,0 94 1854  1.8+0.12 ND / / / HLA
2 0.00 7.77
49 15744  TMTEE™  Butyl butanoate CgH,;0, 94 984 ND  1.14+0.39 / / / /
1/ S o
50  42.813 T Dimethyl phthalate C,oH,q0, 87 1440 ND 6.63+0.6 / / / FFEAER
[ES 1.33 38.06
2,4- KT 5L 2,4-Ditert- ot FET ()0 %
51 29531 e butylphenol CHy,O 93 1555 133+0.4 38.06+7.32 0.36+0.10 5.89+0.30 0.5 e

T : NDFRTR A i1 /3755 A 2 10 3] 1) BB LA R A s * s RO I TR 22 57 I 25 (0.01<P<0.05 ) 5 ** 7 AU IR R 22 57 B i 25 (P<0.01)
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Fig.5 In vitro antioxidant activity and anti-alcoholism activity of PLEs,
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