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Abstract

Aim: To investigate antioxidant activities in vitro of different polarity fractions of extract from ethanol
extract of Phellodendron amurense leaves. 4 extractions were obtained in different fractions by using
different polarities of solvents such as petroleum ether, ethyl acetate, butanol and water. The antioxi-
dant activity capacity of 4 different polarity fractions from ethanol extract of P. amurense leaves was
evaluated by detecting scavenging abilities for 1,1-diphenyl-2-trinitrophenylhydrazine (DPPH) radi-
cal, hydroxyl radical (¢OH), ABTS+e radical and Ferric Reducing Antioxidant Power method (FRAP)
assay. The results showed that the different fractions of extract from P. amurense leaves had re-
vealed antioxidant activity and showed a significant concentration-effect relationship (p < 0.05).
The antioxidant effects of 4 fractions from P. amurense leaves all had different antioxidant effects in
different reaction systems. There were differences in antioxidant activities among 4 fractions. Ex-
tracts of ethyl acetate fraction and butanol fraction had better scavenging effects than petroleum
ether fraction and water fraction for DPPH, «OH, ABTS+¢ and FRAP. The extract from the ethyl ace-
tate and butanol of P. amurense has a strong antioxidant activity and is a source of natural antioxi-
dants.

Keywords

Phellodendron amurense Leaves, Antioxidant Activity, Ethanol Extract, DPPH, Hydroxyl Radical,
ABTS, FRAP

MR IR SMIE R TE IR

TAH, kua

RIEMN R R A S P B E T E RS, BT MR
Email: “pzhangyh@126.com

XESH: THEH, kB, BB AIMTE ISR D). YA, 2018, 7(3): 233-240.
DOI: 10.12677/br.2018.73030


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/br
https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2018.73030
https://doi.org/10.12677/br.2018.73030
http://www.hanspub.org

FHE, KELD

Woks H . 201843190 FHEM: 2018F4H11H; KA HM: 20184F4H18H

B OE

HE: HIFTREEHBRDAFR B TR AE M EATE Y. REABVEFIREIREE & SR 4
NAMEAE. ZRZEEM. IETEAMKHE4NN R, Eidxi1,1- =K E-2-=HEHK(DPPH).
# H B3 (* OH) ABTS+7ERREE /7 LA K2k BT (Fe3+)iB JR B8 /1 (FRAPYR) I 2 , LB EEBE M 7 0% %
"I RREA S PPENTEERE . SRRATEHAREARRY A —ENiiahiEtE, H2
PLEZFIBRBMKER(p <0.05); HHEEMRERRPAERKARTAR, BARBRRRYATEMTE
WEER. ZBRZEHEMNIE T ERARBYIXDPPH. «OHFABTS+s{IiEREE IR T (Fe3+)i B R EES 15
P F A MBI REY . BB 2R ZEsAEANIE T BRI BT EAL BRI 858, —RATLEMNFIRIRIR.
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1. 518

55 (Phellodendron amurense) 51 42 25 %5, ~25 & Bl (Rutaceae) i 5% J& (Phellodendron) /84, 554
FREZRI =4 KAEIhIX, RPERSER, ER N SRS A1), S5 Juglans mand-
shurica). 7K #i#i(Fraxinus mandschurica) 3% « ZR b = KHdi[aE ” . 5 5¢ 5 H [F] )@ H4 5 J A (Phellodendron
chinense) (1) A T e N2, (6Fk “OR3EAR” A “)IBaAn” , IMIRAFFE R THEdiL, 15 KERZ,
BRI, RITESIER2]. BRI R, BB R BEARA RN AEVE, FEREAIIE
FA R /NBEDR o % BE S /INBERAE e A PRIPE « B I [3] [4155 77 A BT 2. R B EE & 0F
MZHNE . VENTRE 4 AL G rh 24— M I ME—RIE, BEEEZ BRI HE . B TR FRIRF A
AU RINEIY TSR R[S], MEEMH R RIRES, R HMEY CarEaRkE.

BTN, TEIEH P AEGESd AR, HUAR N 02 B B S = = = A B i 2, BRI
HAG AR (1 B 7510 5 A, B R ARSI AT, NI 5] K — 28, Wl i %
Wi RRESE[6] [7] [8], HEMTRAMAMATE A, BUAMFIRER S AR e B hERAERBL, FPPUAE S
ZE, HmZERKIERE. BEEEBAN TS REOTUAFI S 4 — e ERIER, SHRtE. 77
ARIPIEAREY, G, FHREGENRARPUEM A BRSO EE . X5 2 R 0 AR D) Be
FET —%H@it. HAT, BHEEANEN TN RS RCEIE T — 2R, CHEBOBA. Bk
AIPUAAME ik, T — PR LR B LR N, TE R R, W2 MY B A
RARPUEABRALLF[9] [10] [11]0 fEN B8 BER R SMIU AT FOEA R IR 5E 3, AW A Bh T 58 i
(53 BB B MU A E R /T . B B R AR S BEX — 2R R . AR SESRE A DPPH V. TERRE H H
K81, ABTS 7%, FRAP EPURMAAMIT AT, GBI AS R )T 3 B SR B AN [R5 77 v () 45 51
ST, AR UARARE SRS, DOk R i BE R U I PR
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2. 5 HZE
2.1. RS

SERARL: ARSIZS T F BEBE 350 2016 4 9 H SRAE T ARIEMOL R I T ARl R Y B T 40 AR A B
BEREY) . PEBEN T T PG ALE TR, B AT SR U R, 1T 40 Hm & .

iR77: 2,4,6- =N nE k= 182(2,4,6-three pyridyl three triazine, TPTZ).DPPH (1,1- — £ 3E-2- = R4 3L K ) o
ABTS. Hif IR (ve) ¥l LT [ Sigma-Aldrich A7) HARH. 2558 #ral.

22. UB/ERF

722 AUR] WG T (EIERE R s 1102 USR] L3 e BE T (LR R 38); RES2A AU Jighe 2K KA (F
W R AR ) PR I E R (TR A TR AR A ) AEth e (h E i), =R
FrENL FW-80(AL st i A BB ST A8 ) ) Ho B K B (R T R R 2 A PR A 7)o

2.3. SKBTE

231 ERMHAERERGZE

s B AR EOR R 07 R B BE 1~ 1000 g, FH 709%01) B i LLRHE LG 1:15 AR LLE IR g, kiR
FERFIAIA 180 min, ThE 100 w, R EETE 40°C, RIEH K. IE. BHUGRIBRE I, FEmEIRY,
WK LR OFG. 1T BT RER . AR B — A HUAEBUE R SO ARZE T, 193] %%
BUAHTFY 5

MG S BE AN RSB TR & A kA 21 9 ZERZBHAH 79 g+ 1E T HEA 68.4 g 7KAH
108.8 g FREL S HE MU T4 J5 e B Fle /N Rk P58 Aofs P R DU R i, 4 o

2.3.2. DPPH EHREERIEARMNE

Z M Brand-williams [12]F1#1 % £ [13]1 7715, HHTEal. BRI & FH AN R0 P B0 2 1) 45 A 42
U 1.5 ml, 43515 0.1 mmol/L DPPH ZEHIE IR & iR % 55], iR &4 N #L & 30 min, T 517 nm
TERE SR OGRS, A A0 BL 15 ml TS K ZEE AR A0 B I DPPH WM, MO AL B DLSE
HZAEBKRE A0 BRI, oy A2 & o RlE FRO6REE, HREHIERE . JEFE I 1C50
o EBFE =[1- (A0 — AL)/A2] x 100%.

2.3.3. B EHE(-OH)EMEEHEE

SRR B[14]. mSU[151 7. FEHFREL 1 mL 8.8 mmol/L FeSO, T, MK 1mL 9.1
mmol/L 7KV 1 mL FEAAR. 5 mL Z818K, RE%IRAIE A 1 mL 0.06% H,0,, 4k4LE% R
S1E T RS 2 E N 37°C/K¥ 30 min. T 510 nm ATIEROLE, A AE; B AT H0, Bk
BHABK, IR ALE; K AEPHERBREREEREZETK, A0 E. ERE =[1-(A-AL)/A0]
x 100% LA b ia55) 25 75 BLEC I FH

2.3.4. kBT (F*)LIREEN(FRAP %)MIE

M5 Z W6 Park [16]45 5256 /7%, 4 0.1 mol/L [IBSER £ 2% rf¥li(pH = 3.6); H 40 mmol/L f¥) HCI
Jic ¥R £ 4 10 mmol/L f5 TPTZ, LAK 20 mmol/L ) FeCls i K Bk =Ry AR A 10:1:1 fOEL
BlRA, % FRAP TAER#H .

FREUAFIIRE 953 0.1 mL, M 2.45 mL FRAP T{EWREHIRS], TR BEEZ& M FiE 30 min,
T 593 nm Ab I E F il KO .
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2.3.5. ABTS+ 5B aESIMIE

22 Tai Zhigang [17)%5 (15257715 K 7 mmol/L 1) ABTS /K& 2.45 mmol/L i fif B8 7K 73 i LA
RN L1 L BR S, fEE. LM FiE 12~16 h, U ABTS HHEM &, 15 LB LMA
FUEL R 1:80 HIELBIE &, 7E 734 nm 4B E W GME A 0.7 £0.02, Kl & 47 ABTS IR AT 30C4M4 T
T#H4E A . BB

B R T % P 60 AN [0 A 3 66 2 P % AR B0 0.2 mL I\ 4 mL ABTS IR S WMUE RS, T iR
WG ZAF T ACE 30 min, 7E 734 nm AAMEROGE G, A AL DL 0.2 mL ZETRAKEAR AL B R IIRE S
T, o A0 5 DL 4 mL KBS AL E I ABTS IR AR, LA A2 & . iHRIERR R . TERR R = (A0
ALl + A2)/A0 x 100%.

2.4, BIRAIE

A S AR SR ROR 2 /0 T AT 5E 3 UK, S Excel 2007 SAFHEAT G007, I %0 B A5y kAT
R A .
3. HRENH

3.1. EEEMHEEUME % DPPH BHREEREE S

ML R EHE T DUE H, BB 4 DAFENA ISR DPPH YA ERREET), HERBZEEIKCR.
ANFEEFISREY TG FR DPPH B AR JIFAEZE 57, [RIFPA RIS B I 5 R B 1 38 Kt 8 A e A g
Th, AHFERREE T A mEEsT DPPH BIERRZ /N, HUUE/KRIY), BT RRIRY), 48R ORISR
IR ALIRE N 1.0 mg/mL B, £ ik 288 2.1 IE T BERUKARBEEU % DPPH fr7E 2K 43 1) /2 65.1%.
81.31%. 76.59%#1 70.26%, H.ZF AR (p > 0.05). 1Cso [H (7B FRFIE 3 50%I 1A R FE) 515 FR %
M2 AR R, JBROEESREIN DN 4 NERIRIUIN 1Cs {85524 0.80 mg/mL. 0.11
mg/mL. 0.14 mg/mL #11 0.38 mg/mL (% 1).
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Figure 1. Scavenging capacities for DPPH of extraction of different fraction
from P. amurense leaves

Bl 1. FAEEM R BIZEIXT DPPH HYERREES
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3.2. WEEMHREIX B BE(OH)RERER

M 2 TR, EBEM S AR I R I A R R RS B R B R RE ), R HAE A BN
BRI R . EAFEMRIKRE (0.2 A1 0.6 mg/mL), LUF i BEAH AN IE T EESEEUIXS « OH H 3 HTERR
HIG TR CEENUK AR /N, (H2 R ARG (p > 0.05). 4IEUKE J 1.0 mg/mL i, 2% Z.BgAH A
IE T EEARSR %S « OH [ H & 1775 bk %6 i T A4 S Bk AR AN K AR B2 Y, (H2ZE AN (p > 0.05)0 442
VIR EE 2.0 mg/mL B, Z PR CERARANIE T BEAH R HCI 0T« OH H HH A& ()37 4 28 B S v T R A vl kA A1 7K
HHRE), I HZER R <0.05). M ICs Ml FKRE, LEELBRAHAIE T BB 1Cs 12 E KT
FhBERE AR EUI(F 1), B, 2R CERAEANIE T EEAR SR BN £ 1 i3 (s OH) IS I 1 A T
T B AN KA SR B o

3.3. EREEMHHEEIXT ABTS+BRREEN
ME 3 AT UEH, HEE R AHIREN ABTS+ 2RI AR FIE KR Re /7, HHHEEAHE

Table 1. ICsq of scavenging capacities for free radicals and FRAP of extraction of different fraction from P. amurense leaves

F 1 REMSEIEIIRERREENFIX B FIEIRAENHY 1Cs (B

e R DPPH/mg-mL™ [*OH]/mg-mL* [ABTS+e]/mg-mL* FRAP/mg-mL™
Tk AR 0.80+0.27d 415+0.12d 1.50+0.12d 3.98+0.72d
1% . TEAH 0.11+0.32b 1.92+0.13b 0.32+0.13b 0.28+0.11b
1E T AR 0.14+0.18b 2.31+0.07b 0.39+0.07b 0.30+0.09b
JKAH 0.38+0.22¢ 397+0.11c¢ 097+0.11c 1.40+0.23b
Ve 0.04+0.16 a 021+0.07a 0.10+0.02a 0.07+0.0la

E: RPBMMARNG FRERRERN R, ARG FRIZFRRZE R 8% (p < 0.05).

55
—O— A i EH
—O0— LR LB
—A— IE T
45 - —X—/KHM

35

25 1

H# %/ Scavenging capacity

15
0.2 0.6 1 2

W (mg/mL) /Concentration
Figure 2. Scavenging capacities for «OH of extraction of different fraction
from P. amurense leaves

B 2. REMEERIIXOH BHEFRIER
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Figure 3. Scavenging capacities for ABTS+e of extraction of different frac-
tion from P. amurense leaves

[ 3. AEEM R BIREIXT ABTS+ BEREBRIEH

(7R 2R o IR RIS LR, S ARSI ABT S+ (35 R A8 J1 AT BUIS, IF H 2 %A 23 (p < 0.05).
BB WRE T, BRI R, EWRE N 2.0 mo/mL I, ZFRZHEH 5 1E T EAINT ABTS+e (i Ag
JIIRUF, FURORAKARBEEAD , A ik (4035 B 2 de /N, I HAR I 18 35 1% 72 5 (p < 0.05). 7EMRESA 1.0 mg/mL
I, A7 I 2R 2B  IE T B RUK AR SR EU0T ABTS+e [R5 B % 73 71 2 41.67%.80.61%.85.23%F/1 55.22%.
XABAE T B 1Cs G RN (F 1)

3.4. REMHREMIEETIEREES(FRAP)

PUANFSRPTENI TR BE 4G Fe¥ IR N Fe?*, 5 TPTZ G& bl —MiE sk &, XFh &
B 593 nm AbH FORIRI, FLROE R, SR PP HUAEA Y T BT A A TE PR R 18] A 4 15 H,
BEBEI S A BN [F) R BE R 35 R I AN [F AR BEXH R & IR SR R 70, IF BLBRIRBE T, R I B8 )R
REJJBkaE . TEAHFNREE T, ARSI BB TR SR Re 18 55, FLUURAKARIRIUY) . 4R L BEAHTR
B, IE T EEAHSEEA (1.0 mI/mL 3K EEBRAM X 2R BS T I0 5 RE J 9. M ICso fH FORE, LR LHBRAHANIE
TEEAHSZEUN 1Ceo fH 2 /N, 435178 0.28 mi/mL A1 0.30 ml/mL, H.ZFAEZ(p > 0.05) (4 1).

4. ¥1ig

PUAAAE 5 AN EIE R VA OC, MR Ad 2 10 8 B PUA IR R LR, e
SEAM I, SREE. DR EAESE SRR . R NI A S s AT I R A I — RS
I F, EREHER S, HUARN 1S S (POD). ALY AL B (SOD) 5 K H e Pt i vl i@ —
RYNVAE B [ Nk R B BRI 2 1 E s, Do fe ) iRl 2 0. HEUE i [6]. bR AR
AR 28R, AMUEED AR E S ERR RS, e LoE R BRI, kA R P
FMFE— R IREER . Bk, MEYH FIRCE . S8 RIRPUA A T TG RsEs Nk 5 2 A%
BRI A K, WHESZEAATNGE, OF MR Y 280 10 R SRR BB IE B B A 34T
FIPTEALTE (9] [11] [19].
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Figure 4. The Ferric Reducing Ability of Plasma (FRAP) of extraction of
different fraction from P. amurense leaves

Bl 4. AEEM R BRIIBIKE TITREE

BOEREMHR U RSN E A SEBR AT TR I SBER AR . CBR TR, IE T REAIK 4 DA A
W BASUEAGETE, eIt a b im 2 mBoR, Hdh DL ZBEEFIIE T BEAR S U i VR0,
HUGEAKM, AmEAH S PRSI TS . A FEAFIEE I PR E AR, AR SR
E A IR PR A . X NS AH ) 1C50 B AR 47 A5 LAIGHIE (5 1), 1C50 [EARAIK, FRom th Hyre gt
R . 2R CERFIAE T AR B 7E 15 B DPPH 1 ABTS+elf (1) 1C50 {7 0.1~0.4 mg/mL 2 J8], 25
FH 56 B8 Ve 79 1C50 11(0.04~0.11 mg/mL)A5 & 25 1 2 57 (p < 0.05), {H &R I BsR Pt E T -
1M FRAP 352 2 FF S S R R AE 77, FEAS AN B —Fh ) RIS BREE T, 6 R S L 9 A2 5 it e )
PUAMIETE, LR CBEAANIE T REAHFE I 1C50 {43 712 0.28 mg/mL £l 0.30 mg/mL, BiHZ R4
P AN IE T BEAH S B P s ATE TR R . 3X W) B 5 B BE I SR I IR A [R) 8 A S B v i & 3 B4 AL
B IR RN GE R G . 1 LR LBEARAN IE T AR SR B SR AR 2R A s v, BRIk, Wl —2D i
U A RN, e BB E AR B0 TR
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