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Ultrasonic-assisted extraction process optimization and
properties of Hibiseu manihot L. flower
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Abstract: Flavonoids from Hibiseu manihot L. flower were extracted by ultrasonic-assisted extraction
method, which was optimized by single factor and orthogonal experiment. The Hibiseu manihot L. flower
extracted under the optimal process conditions were then evaluated for its antioxidant activity and safety.
The results showed that the optimum extraction process conditions of flavonoids from Hibiseu manihot L.
flower were as follows: ultrasonic power 300 W, ethanol volume fraction in ethanol-water 80%, ultrasonic
time 35 min, extraction temperature 75 °C, solid-liquid ratio (g : mL) 1 : 15. Under the above-mentioned
optimum extraction process conditions, the maximum extraction rate of flavonoids from Hibiseu manihot L.
flower was 89.97%. Flavonoids from Hibiseu manihot L. flower with a mass concentration of 1.00 g/L
exhibited the highest scavenging rates on 1,l-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl radical, hydroxyl radical and
diammonium 2,2'-azino-bis(3-ethylbenzothiazoline-6-sulfpnic acid) free radical, which were 94.81%,
95.24% and 82.80%, respectively, with the corresponding half maximal inhibitory mass concentration (ICs)
of 106.00, 70.06 and 213.80 pg/mL, respectively. Flavonoids from Hibiseu manihot L. flower with a mass
concentration of less than 0.4 g/L showed a hemolysis rate of less than 10% on red blood cells, indicating
mild irritation, while flavonoids from Hibiseu manihot L. flower with a mass concentration of 1.00 g/L
displayed no hemolysis on chick embryo chorioallantoic membrane.
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L 2% ( Hibiseu manihot L. ) ‘225 R RLZE IR |
—ARARORAE Y, NORRSE R . B, A
Mt 5E, i rEEssR, HETEN S ARZ &AM E
WP, SHEEN—FAEREMY, SHES
AT B A, R FH B o 50U AH €33 - DO AR AT AT B[]
Jiti (UPLC-QTOF-MS ) X4 {63546 241 517 53
Br, FLEGEW 100 ZFEEY, EAEEEEASY
DL FERIA G . b & . R s .
SV R S5 AN AT B DR DA B — e i | HHLER .
W= R B S . MR OTE A B ALY
GO e (ORFEHNE ) A CGEIEART ) id#, &
WZEBAEFEMN . HREIFHZ IR 7iadikiE,
SAEZEA T LUBTAS . Broe . PUINAR . 3R S e F
TRTT I SR LA B B e 25 B & A 25 i f 5 o
THACT A FE B EGY, JCHEL R
GRS RO I, HR 4R 2 T R
KW iR E 2, BT, PO Y v )
HARFIRZ, H, HAE AR BOE B AR
BRI FRECR S . MR YA, Tz
;AR ) AR TG B B B rh il 5 PR O
ey et/

MY, AR SEE R EURHE B S TR N R
B, W ECAVFZ M. Bl EZE A
XK. e hEE . SRS, R, &%
FEAEAH A T R N GBS ARG T
G2 i W A 3 ) R A At JEORE E SR )
o, (BT HEE A L R B RE, & 4E
2 HA WA At s OB BT . Sy — 7T, B X
S ACTE AT AL D A i, X LA o0 1 B R
M TN 5E 3, X H U TRABIRA

AR AL FH R P A Bl 4 B0 X6 4 4B 2 A 1 T
PEATHEH, 3 g PR 3RS 0 R T A8 S A4 B T
2, IEXT TR MR AT IR . LU
G AR ZE AR T 0 RN T R AR Al i ) 5 24 4
TR RS

1 SEEES

1.1 ## KFENEE

GAEZEAE, AL R e A RA ] 1,1- 208
BB (DPPH ), BHEHME («OH), EH
Sigma-Aldrich A ®); 7 T b, IR AR YR
HARAF; FURMAR (Vo). 2,2-BA-X(3-L %-
HIFEME -6~ R) — 47 ( ABTS ), dbat E 5tk A= 9
PHEABR AR WA, oK WS . M
mh . AR, KR, SRR IR,
grpTal, T SR IR algoK

KQ-50E HUH A i el , B LR BIHE A AL 25 4T PR
Al TGL-16 BUELGHL . ME104E B #r KF, I
5% PR 8 A7 BR 2\ 7 5 Infinite M200 PRO Bl FR{X ,
N AR A R s 752 RV AT WAk
R, bR E RIS A BRA ] ; PRO
110-4 RIZRTHL, F+3 LaboGene A7l
12 Ak
1.2.1 230K 7069 TR 22 Fe 5 BRI FE I

AL HE . KA E T 50 °CHIMEAE Nt
TP EEEE, HEEdi (60 H), 54314
WA THM A, BTESPETHREFE TR
e o

TER L BUE BRI TR A, ImA—
TE AR FIARFUM N CBK IR, BB TR 300
W T, Sl AEAS [RS8 SRR (g : mL)
AT HRBURRIE, B.OE, RERNEEL
BEIRAE TSR, R LAV AE , RS URT (80 °C
Wik 3d) MEIBEmRA, &H.

122 &KL F R ESE

S NaNO,-AI(NO;); Fo (6 PI% 4 £ 28 46 P iy
SVHETR HEATAR I

P T AR 2R A B AN RS R (/L)
FIFT T AR . AR EE 3 U AT
I o FHERAM- AT UL A3 66 B I 25 T B VA WA
510 nm AbAWSERE, il T ROCE (y) -k
HRE (x) bR, 53800 =87~
y=2.7141x+0.1238 ( R>=0.992 ), W ERELES T i
WeRE R 0~0.054 g/L BN, BARIFHLIERR,

B, DU 4 A6 25 46 V8 BRI T IR OB E
PCHRE 7T VR ' B - O A B A ot A R A
TR B A EO T A5 3 4 A8 S5 A6 0 o Ik B (LU
P, RN (1) B 48 2808 i i 2 B
(% )o

FEHUR /%=px VX N/(1000%xm)x 100 (1)
K p RIS 4 A6 2546 W W T R, g/Ls
V R R R R I 42 A6 25 A6 S W e AR R, mL;
N RWFEREAEG m NSRS TN AT R, g
123 $HEEK

(1) BUE S MEAL TR R, fElFYE
300 W AT, BEE@BARE 25 min, $REGRE
70 °C, BHE (g:mL) 1 : 25, ZEARFE00 5
1 50% . 60% . 70% . 80%F 90%H £ WL /K Im K 4
A6 216 V8 T P2 BOR 1 5g ) O ok M B R IRRR 0 B

( Poptimat ) 1) LIRS WA T I SR 5256

(2) BUB R EMEA TR AR, EHEFYR
300 W 5K, BERREBURE 70 °C, BH&L (g :
mL) 1:25, ZEERBEL @opimar, 5 ZSHE 7 i [i1]
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S04 20, 25, 30, 35, 40 min XF 4 4E 24 A 12
BCRA R, 0 5 B AR RS B ] (foprimal ) #EAT S5
SR

(3) BUG S MEAL TR R, ElEY%ER
300 W 25T, [T E A I T fopimar, BHBIL (g -
mL) 1:25, ZBRBUMEL @optima, 5 ESHEHUR B
YR 40, 50, 60, 70, 80 °CXif 4 AEZE AL i 45
BRI, 0k ORI (Ooptima ) FEATIE
ZL

(4) BUE RS HEAL TR AR, EHFYR
300 W N, BESREUREE Oopimar» H7 B [H]
toptimat» & BERFIEL poptimat, HEEA (12 15,1
20, 1:25.1:30, 1:35) B (g:mL) Xf4&AE
FEAC AR BCR A R, A3 B BRI g : mL ),
1.2.4 EXFEIEH

F TR IS AL A H TR A AR, B e A4
T2, UBRHESLRER K, A4 ( LBk
B0, B GBI ), ¢ (FRBURNE ). D (KRR
H) R E, SAEEEEREBCR bR, &It
&R =K FMIERRLER (F 1) E—2 ik E1E
FEALHEE I T2,

F1OELIRNRGKFE

Table 1  Orthogonal test design table
K M=
Al% B/min C/°C D/(g : mL)
1 75 25 65 1:15
2 80 30 70 1:20
3 85 35 75 1:25

1.3 SHELEMMALFENK

A fe i T4 T SRS 2 9 4 A8 25 46 B
M B AR A, FARFR A ECH 80% 11 £ % 7K 7 Y e ]
TR E 43510 1,00, 0.40, 0.20, 0.08, 0.04 g/L
P 4 A 25 A% v A I A Y, T Ao ) A ) o v 3
) Ve BEIAE R BT RR, & .
1.3.1 DPPH Ay A FAh %k

22 SCHR[10T 7%, Be il ot i ik Bk 0.12 g/L
) DPPH LA, 4 CAEFAA H .

LU 6 N, Sy A XTI RS
. FERRMEAL . BHEXTRRZL . PREXT BRI (E 4L
AR, Hrb, BEREEE N TIHB DPPH
TR 5 RS AR N T IHBR G K S FEW
Wi, 4% HEER 2 iR I RRAL O, SCIAE 96 FLAR I iF
7o BN KIRAYAGE, 76 B IR
30 min, FABEFASGIHAE 517 nm &L B9WOERE . B4
JREHE (0.04, 0.08, 0.20, 0.40, 1.00 g/L) 14
AEZEAE TR I WP AT S8 3 Uk, R IR (2)

115 DPPH H i BEIERR % (%), IrRg5RL, %
HprifE2" FRoR.
DPPH H H1 35 BR % /% =
(1-(4y—A43)/(4,— A4g) ) X100 (2)
K A Ay, Az, AP AIRAS G IRAL . FERAL
FESL (AL . W FRMELATE 517 nm ARG

Einl

¥

# 2 DPPH H 1 BRS04 4Lk 43 24 Bl

Table 2 Components of DPPH free radical scavenging
experlment
JInA & /uL
451 S Ve Kk DPPH
Mk W zm SRR
25 [N 2 0 0 100 100
K 100 0 0 100
R ME2H 100 0 100 0
[ERd ot 0 100 0 100
FE % HRFGABL 4 0 100 100 0
WRREA 0 0 200 0

132 A adATRER

K Fenton kU 5E 4 6 55 48 B X2 0 [
LT BR R

SCEGUEE 3 AR, RIS I IRAL . RS
A BEANRAE A, 4 B8 3R 3 T il 45 20 52 R 3% 200 pl ),
Hir, BB WAKIEW . Hy0, KB . K RRIK
W A BE 228 6 mmoL/L . ARIMAIKGRRES W, 1%
A H AL B A M AKE S R RS, SR E
10 min J5 , FFIAIK SRR W, T 37 °C/K¥# 30 min,
FH B BRG] 8 VS WAE 510 nm ARG RE . B R
T E (4390 0.04, 0.08. 0.20, 0.40, 1.00 g/L)
(1) 4 A6 S5 AL T TRE S RO AT 5500 3 IR, IR
(3) R FRE A BEERRE (%), Fridgi Lol “F
BIEARER” TR,
I R R /% = (4; + A3 — 42)/4, %100 (3)
K 40 4y, Ay B AXTRRAL . FER AL, BE
S RAE ZHAE 510 nm AL SERE

3 OFRAE A MR R SRS M 4K

Table 3  Components of hydroxyl radical scavenging
experiment
S /UL
B R SRR MO0, K I KR
KWW EIRESRW W K KIBRWR
25 X IR 50 0 50 50 50
Rl 50 50 50 0 50
R AR 4L 50 50 50 50 0

1.3.3 ABTS A A FH%H
i ABTS [ H1 636 BR S EANAE il B8 B4R
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fefg A1,

Yie 2 2% SCHK[13]1 7 ¥, B 56 B il vk R
2.6 mmol/L 1 K,S,04 fifi % Fll 7.4 mmol/L ] ABTS
BEW L KRR ABTS 88 5 KoS,0s i £
REWE, BOCEIRME 12 he FAZRBARREG,
T 734 nm A0 WG EEAE 0.70£0.02 Y, R
15 ABTS TAEW .

B2 0.8 mL ABTS TAEW 5 0.2 mL A i %59 ( i
HRIESYH0 0.04, 0.08, 0.20, 0.40, 1.00 g/L)
RE, EH N 6 min, T 734 nm b EA T Y
WGRE, 0k A; HL0.8 mL ABTS T/E# 5 0.2 mL
AR BE LR IR WR A, RS Y 6 min, T
734 nm A B IWOEEE, ICH A B 0.8 mL
ABTS TAEW 5 0.2 mL AR L3500 80% 1) & Bk %
WIRE, BrEdh &)W 6 min, T 734 nm A i 15 Wk
I EEE, 2 Aoo

ABTS [ 35 % / % = 20

%100 (4)

K A M Ay DB RNRESH S HAHTE 734 nm ]
JeRE . #a (4) i 4 Wl A BIAFHPEXTEE Ve
# ABTS H H AR,
14 EREREMPWLZEHEIE
1.4.1 ‘ol f S5

ZREOSCHR[ 141 T2 IS I S0 5 SCS i 3
2, R BEE X RELH | BRI RELH A e, o
WEIRER 2 v (PBS, pH 7.4, FIa)) VE B R IR
AR, Al KA R L A PE X IR 2R, 6 A
JREWERSE (0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0g/L)
G ACSEAC AT SRR A A2 . SR ]
B 2T 40 B H B A, FFZead AT AL B (R A F
1500 r/min Z5.0> 10 min, -/ PBS ¥k 3 ¥ ) =R .
Fi e Je A5 2 52 6 FH 2T 40 M 24 (RBC ),

B, FE P RE A | PR R L e Sl (1.5
mL 204 (RFR EP & )) HarslfmA 0.25 mL /Y
RBC+ 0.75 mL fy4liig 7K . PBS. AS[A) i ik B Y 4
AR AW, SRR 1 mL. 2R, ¥ EP
HET 150 r/min, 37 CEEIRFEEF 15 min, FR¥f
£ EP & TAEES O HLT, 10000x g FUES L F1ES 0> 1 min
DU IEERE, B0 R, RSO0 2 g
WFE 540 nm 2%, 575 nm ARG (Asso 5% Asys ),
TSR IR B

R TE 3 UL ikiifr. B4, DIAH
JEEWE (x ) BESL 5 RBC BRI VLR (y)
AR AR, 2GR, HRPEE IS (Hs,
RIS IR 50% % Iy F R it Il BV B )5 4R, W
%2 RBC B AERE S AE T 21 48 R i A& A= 28 ()
ImA B (i) , W BEAE R T R — 28

AEJ) (DI) MRAEAK (5) ~ (7) 5
DI= (R, = R)/(R; = R,) x 100 (5)
R=As;s (R ) /Asag (FESME) (6)
Ri= [ Asys CPHPEXTHR ) — Asys (FHMEXTER ) )/
[A540 CPHPEXTRE ) — Asqo (BHMEXTRE ) ] (7)
X Ry WAEGMLEHNWICE, 290 1.05+
0.001; R, AN ERFRUE S+ b FEAmR e ( 5T &t /34X
0.1% ) BIMIEEE, 2974 0.65,
a, MIEAL (8) 133844 /2 (L/D)
e TR it
L/D=Hs,/DI (8)
L/D 5 2P IR S g0 B AR XS R, ANk 4
Ji7s

A4 LI I S R A A

Table 4 Erythrocyte hemolysis test stimulation scoring criteria

T >
L/D>100 10<L/D<100 1<L/D<10 0.1<L/D<1 L/D<0.1
R e T
ey O RERIMChRERRC WM

1.42 MBIRLRE R E BRI

KRG IRGE T RN SR (HET-CAM ) AN 42
AL S AL B R 1) e AP

ST T RS AF G SNT 2329—2009 fkt i R
FEAPERIE, T il Al 25 %) 25 1 B4 35 97
9 d XGIRER R IETTF A5T , F AR B AR 7K i AR A IS 4%
FRARPRTT I, PRIE A IR s dE . IR I A% 52 4%
PEIG, 40 5PEF 300 pL PHAEXT BRI (0.1 moL/L [
NaOH 7K ). BT IR (AR K ) DL Ko
HIRIEN 1.00 g/L 14 48 25 18 5 B R 5 5 W00 i 2
PREEFEE T, WEIRPENL 5 min P AT HH ML . %
A INIREREaS i VBSOS a = ST 2 I I O % i
AP AT, R N I (R E A T 55, AR A X
(9) THERIFITS (IS ).
:(301—secH)><5+(301—secL)><7+(301—secC)><9 (9)

300 300 300
AP secH A HMLEHE], BEIEE 5 IR 2 E & A4 H
M ASFEIEFTE], ;5 secL A ML fEATa], BUMAE S
PREEWR T 5 NS AR A ERIRSTE], s; secC OM#EEINL
AfiE], BIVHIRE)S PRABERSE L BEE M AGSFH4 ], s. TS
5 R IR PR ABE RS I AR ARG R, ANk 5 B

5 XYY PRSI RT3
Chicken embryo chorioallantoic membrane test
stimulation criteria

Iy
I1S<1 1<IS<§ 5=<IS<9 1IS=9
RIS TR FORERI RIS b

IS

Table 5
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2 H#HR5WE

21 BREELBERSF

B 1A 825 A0 B i HE BOR 9 45 PR R R R i %
LB

MWE 1a T LA, biE CBAARB BT,
SAEFEAE W E R BOR 3 e B TR PRk s,
TE LR TR KON 50%~80% 1705 Bl Y , $RHCR 523
TN, HAE LR 70%~80% 11
T R N S ISR B, S SRR B 80%H
BRI K (57.23% ). K5, BEE L BERF 40N
Thim, REBCRRRIGES . HERAET, —me,
ANFRFR B0 S BE A R TR BAPE PR e ot 28
HIPEBHR AR s 53— Jr g, S EEARFR A B
KA A A PR A s, DTS g S e
FTLA, BB Qoptimal A 80%HEAT G ZEHFSE

M 1b AT LA i, 8 7 B[R] 7 20~40 min 75
I, A A6 A0 T8 A 1 B O3 2 B0 S 18 o 5 2 1)
o Hob, EARETE 20~30 min JEER, $RBCR
IR 75 I B) HH B ME IE A OGP, 76 30 min HHHRHCE
K (65.47% ), BJa bl 5 B A5 B (] 3 n, $RH0CR
FEAKe JRIRTET, 7ESEGERErh, Bl B8 A5 ) fm) 1
FEAG R Y AE A IR P A B B NR B 78 A EURE
W B L (ARG R R A — K, B
WEEIR R RA, T A B PTEIEA, s —
SO K A E AN, TR, SEURIGET
REUT, BT, BEH fopima A 30 min AT LEWFSE

ME e iTLLEH, MERBURENTHE, &6
FEAL B PR ORI e TR R, TE
40~70 °CHu I, $5 ORI EE 53 0 2 M e A OC
P, BIRBERE] 70 CHE, $RPBCREK (58.12% ).
USRS TR, RBCRE TR, JRHET,
Bifi 5 $R B BE A T, TR A s s SR
A R F IR A P2 HREE IR AW T, —
WA R, SEEEBCREEAL, 59— I g i 8
3% P A A Fa e, Wk B ad iU, R, Bk
B Qoptimar N 70 °CHEAT G LERFSE o

E 1d FTLAF Y, 4 A8 256 B T 4 BOR 70 B
e (g:mL) M 1:15~1:20 JERANEH TR #
BoTE 120 BURE L (g mL) B, $RBCEZE
B T HRARAE (62.77% )o XK Hy, BHELL (g mL)
H1 o 15~1 020 B, EFIHEAL, A LURECRRE
F IR R RO, e mE s, H
Al AT o P IR B, S A R G s

FH TR 2% R SR HOCRAT BT 22 5702 o TS 56 BT AR A

RHIRZE

60

55

50

RBHE/%

45

40

40

50 60 70 80 90 100
ZRRBG %

70

60 -

RIHR/%

551

50

45

15

20 25 35 40 45

W
o

#B 7 B [E]/min

60

R/ %

58
56
54+
52t
50

48 .

50 60 70 80
REUEEE/C

65

60 -

40

-

1:10 1:15 1:20 1:25 1:30 1:35 1:40

BB /(g - mL)

1 BRI (o), BAIE (b)), 3EIGRE (c)
FUEHRHE (g mL) (d) X4 463 6 SRR BCR I

A0

TR IR S M FRRAR,  [RII 2 i Bt PRI 2%, dsx
BN S TAR S RAEREN . BT, BEBCRHR L
(g:mL)1: 20 PEATIREEMISE. LR RS

Fig. 1 Effects of ethanol volume fraction (a), ultrasonic
time (b), extraction temperature (c) and solid-liquid
ratio (g : mL ) (d) on extraction rate of flavonoids

from Hibiseu manihot L. flower
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22 EXKEERSW

6 NIERLLIMEERE M. WNE 6 TLLE
i, S E IR Z 8] 4 MK 4 (OB
R, B (s Rta ), ¢ (REGEE ). D Ok
W) mysgm, He 4 BRoVBENRE, HkE
C. D M B, HIEASLEA MR LRI £ R .
A>B5C3D,, B} ZEARFR %0 80% . M8 AT Bt 1] 35 min .
PEHGRIE 75 °C. BRI (g:mL) 1:15, Xt
FEIRBU T A28 T 0AE, EE 3 RS, SR
RN 89.97%, BEAT1SE| L BCR = T 9 415
I ) R R R (72.63%), FRHAHL T2 A %
N (50.52% ) $EEA AL LB EI 7T, HARKCR
B3 TR B R, RUZIE T AT A

* o IEZIEEIRE 0

Table 6 Results and analysis of orthogonal experiment

AR BBEA CHEEC DRRRIL $EeR/

Fws Y% BFE/min BESC (g:ml) %
1 75 25 65 1:15  46.74
2 75 30 70 1:20 48098
3 75 35 75 1:25 5622
4 80 25 70 1:25  58.06
5 80 30 75 1:15 7263
6 80 35 65 1:20  60.44
7 85 25 75 1:20 5547
8 85 30 65 1:25  46.80
9 85 35 70 1:15  69.52
K1 151.94 16027  153.98 188.89
K2 191.13 168.41  176.56 164.89
K3 171.79 186.18 18432 161.08
k1 50.65 53.42 51.33 62.96
k2 63.71 56.14 58.85 54.96
K3 57.26 62.06 61.44 53.69
R 13.06 8.64 10.11 9.27

A>C>D>B
S/ WIES 80 35 75 1:15  89.97

23 SHELEMMMENFED
2.3.1 %I DPPH & Wi A F R R e9%m

K 2 A4 AE3EAE B XT DPPH [ 3L A0 15 R BE
JIMRZE 5

DPPH H M JEE BRIG M TEN A T L &
Y BT B AT PSR FH A ik 2z —B1, A 2
AL, A AEZELE AN Ve X DPPH H B0 T
ORI, HAREE £ B B vk B ARG K,
DPPH H MG RRIEE KEaTPE, HE
SR RTET, Pra b B vk B VR M i Bk B B SR GE
T E N ER, FLUE BRBE 7 02 H H T i B R 3
WRRER M IR E R 0.40 g/L

ff, DPPH H GRS 90%Lh [, EF, 4
WHE I Ve % DPPH [ L5 R MY, Y
S AETEAE TR R E N 1.00 ¢/L if, DPPH A
FLIE R RIKRBR A (94.81% ), 25, SAEZE
fiil 5 Ve % DPPH H &R EE Ml BTt ik 2 (1Cs, )
43514 106.00 F132.63 pg/mL, M 2 Af%1, WigTE
o JB R ViR B L 6T DPPH. [ PR 2 0435 R AR Y
VR 4 16 268 B X DPPH [ H 2L SR R4

120

—

(=3

S
T

o0
(=]
T

N
(=)
T

—— SIEEWET

—4— V¢

DPPH H H 75 BR 2R /%
3

N
(=]
T

004 008 020 040 1.00
B BE/(g/L)

K2 LS X DPPH A Hi 5 #T5 BR AE
Fig. 2 Scavenging ability of flavonoids from Hibiseu
manihot L. flower against DPPH free radical

(=]

232 stzk A GAKBENYH

V1 3 g 35 6 BT X 2 0 11 ph B 1 T )
AL

120

100

80 |

60

40

¥ H ISR/ %

20+ —o— SIEIEIL TN

—— V¢

0 0.04 0.08 0.20 0.40 1.00

JREWRE/(g/L)

B3 B2 AL SIS 2k [ ph B A9 15 R fiE
Fig. 3  Scavenging ability of flavonoids from Hibiseu
manihot L. flower against *OH free radical
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Fig. 4 Scavenging ability of flavonoids from Hibiseu
manihot L. flower against ABTS free radical
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from Hibiseu manihot L. flower with different
different mass concentration
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Fig. 6 Eye irritation test results of flavone sample from
Hibiseu manihot L. flower
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