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Abstract

In this study, five different macroporous adsorption resins were evaluated for their use to purify
polyphenols from Platycarya strobilacea Sieb. et Zucc. Macroporous resin D101 was selected as the
most suitable one. The purification parameters optimized by static adsorption and desorption
tests were as follows: sample concentration, 3.2 mg/mL; sample pH, 4; flow rate, 2 mL/min; ad-
sorption time 2 h; and desorption solvent, 70% ethanol; desorption time, 1 h with the column at 2
mL/min flow rate. Under these conditions, the purity of polyphenols from Platycarya strobilacea
was improved from 67.35% to 87.39%, indicating that macroporous resin D101 had an effect on
purifying polyphenols. The antioxidant capacity of polyphenols from Platycarya strobilacea was
further enhanced by macroporous resin purification.
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K KFLN Bt RARE AT a4k, XFH SRR FLR BT AL R B VR - R, B AR
BB ST 0 % HE D10 LKL R E N B R Atk ), FEF D101 K AL AR TR Bt Ak etk T 2 %6448
FE SRR B IR E 3.2 mg/mL- B A pH 4. ERERE2 mL/min. BT E]2 h; $EBIR 2 BEARTR 0807 0% .
PEBRE2 mL/min. fFRE A1 h, Atk EHERLMAEH67.35%IRFE87.39%, RFZATE
AEFERBEXRR. MENEENRERRPAUEFRLSHAFBREHHEIMEE, dbUERERZHmN
PEILEE SRR,
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1. 5]

tE W B A AR EHE Y B W (Platycarya strobilacea Sieb. et Zuce ) H 7, (WEMLRE L. 4£
Ry e SRR AT ERERE CA N, R R m RS UHAEAE R,
W R AP AEREARER R TR 2y, WRTEZGH], BRI, AR AR, IR, BRE, R[], A RS0
8, MAERHCER R FEATIRG KBEERF P SH SRR, GlinEn 2. %
1R WEASE2] [3]. CHIARWZHMBUEWEAME. TUwE. FUMRESEEYEEER, Y45,
FLR . BERFEE S DL BOWR B . AR ARSR A HEIAE (4] [5] [6]. VEF S0 A FAG R0 A T A
FLLAE(7] (8], #E— P HF b & R 2 Wi s X4l T2 2 Wb s A thRe i 7e, % B4 )R A A 7 SR
Fris, B HEEWNIRTE S RIS IR B R s, W etk ol WROBR B R MR B R B 2
IR AT IRAN S R S0 A, AR T2 F T DR o 1) 2 B 5 B 4R (9] [10]. ASSEIGR A 7 R
LA T ZEAGTEAC P EREEAT T IT, DA R 2 M 8P I 1 oLl Al A 7 A0 S PR S 073k S B kAl

2. RIS
2.1. HR5RE

2.1.1. R 5ER

A AR, o EARRH e AR 4 2 A 0 P B S0 S o s B T IRARAE Ty AR AR -B A
DPPH-i 7l XAD-7 BORFLMNAE, Sigma AFl; £ FM, R Tlbk24; D101, AB-8. NKA-9.
ADS-5 BURFLBIAR, REMBEMAGARA R =HEiE =0 B(TPTZ), Fh: TiFIARAA; 2,6- =T
Fe-4-HHEIKEYBHT) PUIR MR KRR oK OB, HEE. iR, AN, BEREy. =&k,
TRER R, YR E = Hrat,

2.1.2. UBEEE
Agilent Cary 8454 54Nt e T, £ E 28 A ] PE-20pH 11, 3 MR #)-FE R £ A 5] ; BE204E

N

I
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DMK, HEREI-FER £ A F; SHA-CA /KIBIEIRIEZ 5%, SIEHREHIEFRAE; ENH(@1.8 cm x 30
cm); SHZ-D (IDJEM /KBTI, W E.

2.2. SEWFE

22.1. ZERAREBNE

K P AR AR -T2 8 AL 7 R B (2 Ty & 8117 [12]. "EX 0.2 mL £ IR S VAT 10 mL kR ta s
RN, KA 0.5 mL 50%48#K-11 + 1.5 mL 20% Bk BREAVEI, H —BKES, OGN 2 h /5T 760 nm
PR E OB
2.2.2. FRAEBRLZREEH

DA BT BRAE bm itk i, B0 B AN SR BE VAR, 1% 2.2.1 W 5VEIE « DUROGEE ) WA, 1%
TR (x) WAL bR 2 HIbRAE R 2R . 520 ME [R5 FE: y = 2.1934x + 0.0244 (R* = 0.9979).

2.2.3. ZEASEENIE
BACE SR A AL 5 2 By T 0 BRI, 1208 2.2.1 Wil 2 ks, #aX(1)

THHRZmAE13].
g =<V 100% (1)
m
A C—FFNEE TR Z TR, mg/mL; V—FRRERARTN, mL; m—AREUL A SRR IUAE S 1 5
=, mg.

2.2.4. KFLAETALER

W KA MR REAT VAL, BIBAETO/K SRR 2200, $ 8 24 h, T —ZUKBERRRTE 22k .
F 5% NaOH &2 1M AE 4 h, H—ZokezEriE, FAH 5% HCLARIZIE 4 h, JGH okt E s,
WK 53 2% F[14].

2.2.5. KFLHBERIHI%E

HERFFRE AL B 4T 1) 5 AL IR AB-8. D101, NKA-9. ADS-5. XAD-7 % 5.0 g, 43 BIJRNHETE
A, AU 50 mL — 5 5T & BE (A6 AF AL BUIRE S i, T35 4 B, JELE 25°C, #2120 r/min.
24 h 5 i UE, WO ESE R E Forh 2 B e FH — ZoKIE BRI SR S IR IR, TN 50 mL ZEEH R
TNIRG 2 R, %k 120 r/min. 24 h JEid SRR EETERNE 2B &R 20l ARQ2). 3). (4)
TR BB 2 R R 2R 15]

HO(mg/g) = S =V @)
M
W2, = =G 100% 3)

0

A Cov C—RMERT WP S ORI Z IR, mg/mL; V—HEOURAR, Ly M—BHIEE, g

MR D = AI//;]XXZ x100% 4)
Kb C—EMBET M ZMmIEE, mg/mL; Vi—HBAR, L o—WHE, mgg M—EMIFE,

go
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2.2.6. BRSIRMI-RER BN ¥4k

HEFPREC AL B AT (1) D101 KL R 5.0 g, TRONHETEHA, N 50 mL A A AR HUIRE s, T
PR A b, JRPE 25°C, #3120 r/min, FEFE 1 h WHL 1.0 mL _EEBERNE b 2 W& &, SHEE
WM Bl M4k . 24 h G H—ZUKIEHE S R 2 B D101 KFLRIAR, PeZ Jore Sk, T
KT JERREL 5.0 g ONHETEHAF, TN 75% LB 50 mL, THR3% 4% HE AR 12 h, BFF 1 h I 1.0
mL FEGERIN R 2 a R, HeHIESmR s 1=,

2.2.7. ER7SIR M- R IR SEI8

E AL AT D101 KFLF i 5.0 g 43 BN 100 mL 4T, 43 730 Fe i) i s ik FE A 0.1 0.2 0.4
0.8+ 1.6+ 3.2, 6.4 mg/mL HIALE RIGEDIEW, SN 50 mL ZHETEH, TG 28 H b, \EE 25°C,
3 120 r/min. PR SEAEECEIERINE 2 W&, I ZEmRME. BE —EIRE NSRRI
WL ¥ pHAEZHIHE 2. 3. 4. 5. 6+ 7. 8, fERUFHARIIHEIZN A+ &M 50 mL A A pH 167 R
PRIV, THRG AR, R e A F I ISR E 2 W&, KRl EFREZmBm e Dol K
LR — oK se, WK, 3 nFREL 5.0 ¢ THETR A, H%E 40%. 50%. 60%. 70%. 80%- 90%
PR B BRI RO B AS AR R M52 o IDNAS FRFR 3 B0 OBV 50 mL, TR 2 hipds
R e A fa, B RIS E K 2 T R EIREE, T 2 MR

2.2.8. R FLIR B B B ) BH7S R Bt 55 AR R SE 38

HUCHUAL R 47 1) D101 BYRALA AR ZEN 1.8 em x 30 em BEBS EMTAE A . FH—BOKFHTfE, SRSl
A FEFGE 2+ 3+ 4 mL/min) EREIFIERRUH, BF 10 mL oy—4, Kl SR 2 Bk
. Rt Eh AR 2R o

K TR AN B i AT ShASARIR S BG, F— SR BE ETCRE AR, Fl 70% LI Lh—5E R BELR
(1. 24 3+ 4 mL/min)BEAT VMG, WCERVEMEIR, THEEBEBR 2 BHREE, Sl S I £k .

2.2.9. EHEEINE

1) j&5F% DPPH-H B %8 /1l &

ZHCHR[16] 007 VERC B 20509 0.004%0) DPPH- HIEEIA, WECARTE . KA IIRE B A6 HE 5
| P B S — R AR R VR o R PR IR 0.1 mL AR U VABURE it PR 3 mL DPPH- FE R R T 10 mL i
PS5 iR CE 30 min, DAAS HIEFANT IR, DUE HAE 517 nm AE RO EME A, ¥ 3 NEE. BN 3
mL DPPH-HEZAR S 0.1 mL & HAXFEE RS G FIWOG A Ao. B X DPPH- % B A8 77 HHMHI 2 K
KT, KAZBARG) R, it K i E & X DPPH- 4051 1Cs00

ifRK = %x 100% %)

2) BPUALEE 7 E (FRAP )

SR T 1051, A DURE S R Bt 23 73 BE B K 0.1 mg/mL ¥R . BCE 10.0 mmol/L TPTZ
W, 0.30 mol/L BERRENZE M, 20.0 mmol/L FeCl; ¥, TPTZ TAEWIH TPTZ ¥ FeCly iAW, BERZ
BRI F(1:1:10) o AEFIR IR M A 0.1 mL, 73 Al i AT Z 37°CHY 1.8 mL TPTZ TAREM 7850 R
5], H—%KANEZE 5.0 mL, 37°CJS 20 min; 593 nm W ZEHROGEAE. ¥ 3 MEE. LL0.1~1.50 mmol/L
(1] FeSO, bRt iE MRt 28, LAWLIEIE () AR, P00 SR P (o) R Ak b, il bl 26 . B 5
P T 14 LLIE B[RRI FE T 75 (1 FeSO, HIEUE R R .
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3. BRE S
3.1. KFLRBERITEE

2 1 AT LR, XAD-7 KAUR AR 107 R 2 My I B B /0 558, D101 M AR IR 2 » AB-8 Fll NKA-9
FLR HE IR B 26454 . D101 AB-8+ NKA-9 KFLA AR R e BB 5E . 25575 F8 S P B FH 3 R R R
A, EEE D101 KA AEAE NI 2 Wy i idb A4 )

3.2. D101 KFLHBE A9BSR BT -fR IR sh H S dh 2k

K1 5E D101 AR AR IR AR - b th £k, FPR BT R 2 vl 1, D101 RALMASLE 2 h iZBMAT, 2 )5
BEE I RO SES, W B R A G I, T AR BRI RV Dy 2 ho S AR 2l AR, 24 AR7E 1 h I
P A AR B A RIBOK, 2 e R R ST A P T B AR 18] 1 he

3.3. D101 XFLI A5 RO B3 I B - A R SC o8

3.3.1. WERBER EAEREKE X IRHBURF N

EH ] 2 TR, 25 i AT B G VR FE A van , 2 Ty W B TR o 4R S VR PT R BN 3.2 mg/mL,
W B ik B B K 6.67 mg/g. ZJm A e B 3G IR B & TT 46 F B o IX AT RE A& AV MR 5 20 1 58 4 I B 1)
T 0T B A A R FE HE ST MG R, AR 22 M RS IS ) G B TR s 5 A ke 22 M ) W B e TR A
NFE[18] WIIRFE MR B IIC, SEREMm S ERIE, SRR AN, Wt EREG. Bk, 7
AR B IR BN 3.2 mg/mL.

PR 2 (R B /(mg*-1)
- N w
o W N W w W B

4
("

i} 7] /h

Figure 1. Static adsorption-desorption curve of polyphenols

B 1. BTSN M-RRIR ©h 11 sk

Table 1. The static adsortion and desorption analysis of 5 macroporous resins

= 1.5 MAFLMBEH SR R R IR I RELE R

PR 7Y R/ (mg/g) W B /% PRI /%
D101 3.77 79.30 90.73
AB-8 3.62 74.13 91.27
ADS-5 3.64 74.65 90.29

XAD-7 415 83.21 89.01
NKA-9 3.63 74.50 90.45
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Figure 2. Influence of sample concentration on adsorption quantity

B 2. R R EIR B XN M 2 Y F200

3.3.2. ¥ pH {EXT IR B3 5R &Y F 0T

W 3 foR, 16 pH E/AT 4 B, (&R 2B MM E 5P pH (2 EAHG: XEHTHEREZH
TEBRME S T BB (I 5 B B RS IR A, AR TR, 78 pH {E0 4 HEWR B ik B Kl 3.58
mg/g. PRSI pH (AT 4 I, ZEWRFHEIFAEREAIC. FTLAOESE pHY VRN B EFE SR IR AE pH.

3.3.3. SRRSO xRN AR

s 4 pos, B AR B R, MR E RS, 2 OREEPBUEOE R 0%, R R
IR FIEE] 3.98 mg/g. )5 FFit— DRI ORI LA B INIZET T 2. TR AR, KRR
b, ZMARER T HIEME, R R TR . BB BB AL 70% SEEE P .

3.4. D101 XFLI S 7SR M -RRIR SR B4

3.4.1. _EFEREZT B IR MR A RN

W CIE R IR IR NI B E AT A, #Eml b E R ZMFEM s AL 1. 2. 3. 4 mL/min FRE &
B, IR, IR E B R M T EIRE, 530280 P 28 .

R EE A R 2 W IR 008 BOSCR, R BT A A, A R 2 By AL
WA AEE TR oy Hefi o RGO AR, 2 I A A W B R e i Rk, B A R SR A T, TS
SO B A G SRR 1, BRI TR I XS T A o A B, AFER 2 PR AR PR [19] . IR 5 AT,
7£ 1 mL/min A1 2 mL/min 2 Ff_EAERTE N IR S 2800 . BB SEhrA = n 8, il58i% A 2 mL/min
NEER ERERHE .

3.4.2. FERRFETTAFL AR RIS RIRHR AR

R W PR AT (KA A, AR R 70 B 70% BRI AT et 42 e Bt 73500 15 24 3+ 4 mL/min,
W BRI, I E RRCRE TP E R DI BRI, 230 ve bt th e .

B T R BORAT — B M. BRG EPeAUE ER S, (HUR LS, R (a2 AR, T
HLE S 2 By e e RN BY s PR i G R IR, e SBERUAS RE AR I 78 7 42 i ) PRSI L
FEAS A R [20]. I IAT 6 P, BEE DR IE R IR, MR AT AR, AP ESE 2 mL/min Y
PRI SR AT, R I i it YA
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Figure 3. Influence of pH value of sample solution on adsorption quantity
3. #EERIR pH X IR B E EI RN

45 -

W
W
T

fi#bT 8/ (mg/g)

N
W
T

30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
LEHRRR B/ %

Figure 4. Influence of ethanol concentration on desorption

4. ZERRASD B RN E RIS/

0.18
0.16

0.14

—&— 4 mL/min

=)
S =
- N

0.08 —#— 3 mL/min

—><— 2 mL/min

LR /(mg/L)
g

0.04 —#&— 1 mL/min

0.02

1 1 1
0 200 400 600 800 1000
AF/mL

Figure 5. Influence of sample loading flow rate on adsorption effect

5. ERERRIE R AE IR BT R BV R2 0
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Figure 6. Influence of eluting rate on desorption effect

6. FERR AR T ARAR S SR AV RN

3.5. WERSEHAERHNELSR

DAL SRR A JERL, A D101 KL AR A4k Ab & 2 W, 3 MR 2 1R« F 00T &K TE 3.2 mg/mL.
FESR pH 4. EFEUE 2 mL/miny WRBESTE] 2 hy PeMi 7R SEEAARF 5L 70% . PefiiAI#E 2 mL/min. fER
W] 1 h, BEATAL . PERRAE L OB, KA. BT IR ALY,

o B0 e A AR R RS R I 2 B 0 alE . 459K, &1 D101 KILWARSifLE, &
R 2 W2 i 67.35%FE A 87.39%, KU D101 KALW AR P alifh b 7 SR 2 Wy R B35

3.6. MELRENNELR

3.6.1. &8 DPPH-EEIRYME

B2 2 AL, FEARRNRIG S, A& SRR AL B SEER U 4liib 7= Pkt DPPH- -4 B 1C5
53179 104.87 ug/mL, 88.86 ug/mL, % b HAh =FhHi 8057, b & RIBIAiAL = Vi bt d A Be ) o,
1A B IR P E AL RE J 5t TAE B B Al BHT . R SCIGAE S % DPPH- [ B3 68 05855 8 : (LA
RAIA =Y > PURMER > (A FAIEY) > £FH > BHT. 2ifk/5HLE R ZmiEkE e hik
Ae 119 B — D Yo

3.6.2. BIMEKEENAE

DA I S TE AR HE VAR B B T FE N y = 0.6284x + 0.0202 (R* = 0.9967), Hrt x Jy FeSO, ik i
(mmol/L), y NWIEIEMHE . HEHEFRUE 21 5 FE M FRAP {H, 104 3 iR

B 3 AlAlL, EAHERAIG AT, A& SR A AL = B — o iPU A s, 4k 5 1AL
R PUEAC R 13 BG aE. AE RAi i b e R IR T AR E By, PUAIER A BHT. Toph
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Table 2. ICs, of scavenging capacities for DPPH-
% 2. JERR DPPH-BEJ1H9 ICs MELER

Ff i 245 W KA 2ty EHE EARZN iz BHT

ICso (ug/mL) 104.87 88.86 220.13 94.85 4048.37

Table 3. Results of the antioxidant activity by FRAP assay
=3 BIELREINNESER

FEM 4R FHIEY i =4 HEHH EiRZ NN BHT
¥ (mg/mL) 0.0104 0.0110 0.0102 0.0110 0.0116
FRAP {8 (mmol/ L) 1.268 1.496 0.377 1.297 0.093

SEIGAE SR PR BE /198155 515 % DPPH H HFERE /T — 80N (b & RIBEM Ak > Pk > 1k
TR > ‘£EH >BHT.

4. &5t

ARFFIEE ST AB-8. D101, XAD-7. ADS-5. NKA-9 KALI g b Ak 7 5 22 oy $2 B W8 B - e R )
BRI, WTHERZHYIIL, D101 KU RESS B AT 204k,  FLBCEER B - T 205
FEMR 2R Z 3.2 mg/mL. At pH 4. EFEVU#E 2 mL/min. WA 2 hy SBREAAFRR G40 70%. Bt
JBLAE 2 mL/min. MEWLES ] 1 he 4ifb 5 E R Z AR H 67.35%5¢ M 2 87.39%. B k4N A AR
e, A SRR A SRR B 24k P #F B BRI P E Y. (0 BRI A A A SLER X
YIaidb P Y%t DPPH: ) ICs 205124 104.87 ug/mL, 88.86 ug/mL, My ALAE JI(FRAPYE A 1.268
mmol/L, 1.496 mmol/L, FZITE D101 RALIE K i 24k DS 467 2R 22 M 1) P e Ak e 045 21— 20 1
e 5 PTIEZ IRV L PR RE D985 v A SRR AEAL ) > SRR > WA SHRY) > £ 8
By >BHT, &R EHRE T alifh LG RV BERBUERE /1, v AL E bt R S A

EL£mAB
T MOl =3 TR H (LYSX[2016]56), [E 2K & 555 & it K(2016 YFD0600806), H [E ARF}Be ik =
5 TV 58 BT AT 7 [ A g 15 3 T FE 000 H (LHS XK Q4) %
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