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Abstract;: Taking Canna indica leaves as raw materials, the process conditions of ultrasonic-assisted ethanol solution
extraction of polyphenols from Canna indica leaves are studied by single factor experiment combined with response
surface methodology. The ethanol concentration, liquid-to-material ratio, ultrasonic temperature and ultrasonic time are
selected as the response surface factors, and the polyphenol extraction yield is the response value, and the quadratic
polynomial regression model equation that can be used to analyze and predict the polyphenol extraction yield of Canna
indica leaves is determined. The results show that when the concentration of ethanol is 57% , the ratio of liquid to material
is 43 mL/g, the ultrasonic temperature is 72 °C and the ultrasonic time is 50 minutes ,the extraction yield of polyphenols
from Canna indica leaves is the highest, reaching 18.89 mg/g. The theoretical relative error of Canna indica leaves
polyphenol extraction yield ( 19.15 mg/g) is only 1.36% , which also confirms that the model is reasonable and the
prediction is reliable. The extracted polyphenol from Canna indica leaves has a certain scavenging ability on DPPH free
radical and OH free radical ,and there is a positive correlation. Its ICy; is 49.99 mg/L and 315.55mg/L, respectively,
which proves the antioxidant capacity of Canna indica leaves polyphenols.
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FNFE(Canna indica 1.) , LALHFE NEES 2 NERZARA BARKY ", 7 Z M TRE
A S TE AR A R WIS B NIRRT W R 2B A 2 R AR
AR B E— AR TR B I AR A B K SRFFRAL A ), AU PR P BT
R BUHASVE B EA R IR 3 | B4 s B R S 2 Rl AR ok 22 T R EL 3% A
KIRF=HTE R 5 10 PRI FE # 8 0

FNFEM R BE R R B 2 1 R AP IR RTS8 R R S B MR A T R B Ak
SRR NS S N A R BRI ST IR . AR SR FH R 7 T B £ BRI 5 vk, LA S N ATl
JEURL  WFSE 2 BEVR B VBORHHL A T P FIRE A s i) 4 AN PR 2206 38 A BE I 22 I 4R B 1) S i) 3 1o e PR 2
P A R IE G R R LR el 7 T ik i — 2B A A e N Z B SR T2 I IR IR T 28 5%
8, %4 T ZW PRI O 56 ARt 2 iyt — BT R RS %

1 AR5k

1.1 #RE5EE

FNFEM R TN TS, A SR ACK KRS 0 58 N IR Vb oh ik 34, SR 5 FH 2218 /K i op
Pe— 5 BT A 50 CHEFE Tt B EE s, i 60 A .

YR C,Hral, PEBERL2E By A BN 715 55 T 306 28 5 (TBHQ) , B 2%, Wil — i E YR A
BRZSH]1, 1- RS2 -3 k3L (DPPH) , 43 Hr 4l , L0 A= W AR A RN W) 5 AR B L SR R N | B R 2
WE RGBT LB, B 2590, I m i T 2 s B A A F.

LA/ 0] DL R UV-200, 15 5538 3R A8 A R w1 5 e i il 7 I 0 R 4% KQ - 100TDE, B
Lyl 75 AR A PR F .

1.2 R HE
1.2.1 A5/ il 2k 09 H) 4

FHZEMB K VA A B TR AR ST TR 0.1 mg/mL A BEEE T RR bR MEVA M. 55 N FE I 22 By il ) 2 R J
KAkt A e e A5 TP A 0.0.1.0.2.0.3.0.4.0.5.0.6..0.7 mL I REC 47 iV £ FRRbR v
JEASIN 0.5 mL AR 7] TR ATHHE 2 1 min, WG 1.5 mL 1 20% 6k BR ANV RO A L 688 5
AZE 10 mL HFESE T 75 CFEIR 10 min, BB FRUESRHG 525 LS B A T @ md,
1E 765nm P KT H @ ARG E B9 BCHE /R AR e i 2%, A5 AR HEMT £ 2R y=0.100 5x+0.042 7, R =
0.999 3.

122 E2AZ ZBHRRAASTHNE

W — 2 i (m) BISE AR AR INA 100 mL R BEIRH , IA — 22 e BE 1) £ Wi T R ek A, T
B 75 DT TR A, A I Ve 1A — S MR A () 4 RS T RIS B, S B H S 948
B W DIE R A/NER 1.0 mL EIERAE B A E 10 mL, M5 2R R 10 50938 AN $EE
W, S0 1.2.1 W77 0 28 N AR SR B ) WO FE AR i bR th 2 2T 2 28 N Z I R HOR

LI (mg/g)=
mx10
K, e AERNENRFINRZ W (mg/L) 5V A ENEFRBOAEB (mL) ;0 AW BEAEEGm R NHE
B AR R (g) .
1.2.3 #FRARKE
1.2.3.1 ZEREHYH

FHCT g N AT AMA 40 mL ARFU 5053518 40% .50% .60% . 70% 1 80% 1) £, BEH R, $2
T3 P PG VR RS TR 70 °C B AL P 50 min, Z2H8 1.2.2 (907 B4 26 A2 21 (4R BUE.
1.2.3.2 O 8Y #ve

BHC 1 g NSRS FIINA 20.30.40 .50 F1 60 mL ¥ K 60% ) 2 B VAT, $2 i & M 75 s
VEAHEE A 70 °C AT ALHE 50 min, 208 1.2.2 (5 56 A 2 SR BUR.
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1233 #FEREWNHH

BT g BNAEMBARIFNINA 40 mL 60% 1 BT, T05G 1 8 75 5 Ve 2 IR 60,65 .70.,75
80 °C , i AL HE 50 min, 28 1.2.2 B5 T8 38 NN Z B A H0CR.
1.2.3.4  #87 iHE B %o

B g 2 NAEMFIARIFNINA 40 mL 60% (1) £ B TR, FESE TR B A 70 C S B s, o
A AL FE 30.40.50.60 F1 70 min, B8 1.2.2 ()75 55 A LB 4R EUR.
1.2.4 & @A K B

I AR PR FR AT A PR 2R T YRR L SR e 7 T 92— 2D 0 A 56 N R 22 1y 10 4
St Horps e PR A 4G S WU B VRORE EL R R IR R RN A 7S B[], 98 A AR I 22 I i IRCERE Sy e 1AL, )
Design Expert 8.06b H' /) Box-Behnken £ 5 J7 45 11 4 R 3 KR8, e W R 2 gm i S K-k 1

J7s.
%1 Box-Behnken M 57 i F % K 7k F

Table 1 Factors and levels of Box-Behnken response surface

K/ 7K A LR/ % B R/ (mL/g) C. B IRE/C D I ]/ min
-1 50 30 65 40
0 60 40 70 50
1 70 50 75 60

1.2.5 FREALE MM X,
1.2.5.1 DPPH # b #£3%

HERRP I 2 mL — RINKEERE NEN 2 2 e T, 2 5A 2 mL 0.15 mmol/L DPPH Z E¥%
W, A F5 ) REGTCE 30 min, 78 517 nm ARIAFIROGEE A, ; S8 J5 4 22 B i 0 i TG /K I, A5 W O B
Ay ;¥ DPPH IR i TC/K S, INAFWOLRE A, 35 DAAEAE 3R C AR T 000 48 1 ( TBHQ ) A g BHPE XS
MM SE NN LAY DPPH A HIETERR R R,

R(%)= (1— "A ’)x100%.

0

1.2.5.2 OH # i 273

WEFIFLEL 2 mL — RYNHEE ) NEN 2 E HAE T ,%%’Jﬁﬂ/\ 2 mL 9 mmol/L /KR - BRI .
1 mL 9 mmol/L FeSO, WA 1 mL 0.01% H,0, iF (BZE1HK) , A EHEAIROETUE 60 min, 7F 510 nm
A EMOGEE A(FA,) 5 P 2 mL 8RS ARt 2 A O EE Ay, 3T 50 B LA4EAE R C # TBHQ
VES PR R TH 6 AR 21 OH [ H G FR % Q.

0(%)= (1- ;1 f]x100%.

0

2 g5

21 HEZFRRARK
2.1.1 TEEREN S BRI EN A

W 1 R, 75 SRR FE N 40% 425 5] 60% it B v, 56 AR 2 By i B B3R i 308 0, T 7 £ vk
JFEH 60% i} 3 3k Fe i, LA AR 238 K Bk BE , 98 N A Z I B 0K SOMT BRI, X2 h 2B 58 BT,
LAY IR 2 IR K | S S 2 A DL IR , i A B T 2B 3R 8 2l B i ve 2R fi 5
NAEMAREGS B = A s I AR BEAYEY BT SRR TSR YT S A S OB A G B S RN
2R TE S, TR T IREGRE TR L, B CRER R 60%.
2.1.2 A S mIRRENHA

FH L 2 BIAT FERCREE N 20 mL/g 7K E] 40 mL/g Bt R, 96 AL 2 W i 2 R I 3 4 i, T 7
40 mL/g B IR B R , AT AREEE IR} LL , 38 NS Z B R IO SRR, 5002 P 26 AR R AR BT i AS
AR FHTHEEUN BRI 22, 56 N By R S R A 7543, W5t i 2 B i 21 (Hoet ek,
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N ZHEZ R ZR PR 1, 5 2 5 PN, SR W RIBCERAT B R . DA, B E WO 40 mL/g.
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)
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) B0
£ E l6f
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# 16 = 12,
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Fig.1 Effect of ethanol concentration on extraction yield

213 REBENSHRRENH A
HH IR 3 Al ZER AR IR H 60 °C FHE R 70 °C s FE b, 38 NEE M Z2 19 i 32 BORIZ W T, 76 70 C Y

PR, WU RS TH R P IR, S A I 22 -4 BRSO AR 10 PRI Dy o 7 i R R R, A A
T2 BT R . (DR R, CEEE RO R B EL E TH m 2 S EZ B S5 A T BB, T
SR E N FEM Z W (4R IBCR S BRG, iE BE IRLEE S 70 °C.

2.1.4 A FEAHET S BHRREWG A
P 4 BT 0, 76 75 B E] 30 min ZERK 3 50 min G FE R 38 AN AT 2 4R BUCR G W 5 |, FH7E 50

min B ISR, ol TAAE QKIS AR . SO P 8 75 A 3] 30 min ZE 45 1, by TR A 000 58 A
P 2R EE A IR AN SR , SO B PR IBCR B P IR T SE 4 2 50 min , 2 HEASE 4IRS N2
M Z IR ORI AR . YR EAL BT 50 min Ji5, 58 AR 2215 A 2 R N ] RE S, S B2 I 45 1 A
AR LA G, IATAT AR T 56 AR 22 B iR BCR . BRL,  2 E 75 B ] 8 50 min,

19r

2 BB IHRENE 0T

Fig. 2 Effect of liquid-to-material ratio on extraction yield
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Fig.3 Effect of ultrasonic temperature on extraction yield
2.2 MRz EREE 4R
22.1 raEERIREt AR
AR P RS 45 SR A Box-Behnken XS0 UHR ST 4 PRER 3 KPR Nz 1T A i, 772 A2 T 29
AN, MR AE A S AR 2 W B ERIBCR (V) IR ACH RIS RN 2 s, 7 20 s R sk 3 Pos.
Xt 2 BB EA TS, A 2P R B BRI N AR M 22 B4R BUR X 4 SR PR &8 A — Rk 22 3 ]

E 4 EEREXRRENRm

Fig.4 Effect of ultrasonic time on extraction yield

IARER T R <
Y=18.66-1.034+0.59B+1.05C+0.33D-0.114AB+0.20AC-0.19AD-0.027BC-0.49BD—-

0.20CD-1.854°-0.86B>~1.04C"~1.80D".
Jr 2t R P=0.126 9>0.05, RAITUA B 3E ; F=32.20, P<0.000 1,325 R HAG 1 =
1) d 2k S PR E R AR =0.969 9, B BHZ RIS R BT R OR 7341 96.99% 1) 36 NFEM Z B $E R iy A8k, H 2
A BRI PLG B, AT LA 98 N BN 2 W (B IBCRSEF T A 0. 28 0 RS LA (B .C —IRITAT A?
B* .C* .D* WRINEY P AEIIEE 0.01 /N, BB JLITN 58 A AE I 22 193 (1% 4 B R 5L 1 I 35 5% ] s — YR30 D
FZEHIR BD 1 P AE/INT 0.05 , W — ORI 75 B[R] | 52 ELI00ES 75 B ()RR LU P IO 38 N #E - 22 1 1Y)
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PR EAT BF R, U D Z P A Rl 7 B A OC R R e NI 2 4R IR, iR 3 b
{ELEY LR AT, R OR U 322 DR 30T 22 13-4 BB 5 i A1) A8, DA TG e £ X 22 i 418 SR Wi 75 B I 9 - €
(RS IR ) >A( GBEREE ) >B(HCEHEL) >D (7S B[] ).

®2 WEESHHRRER

Table 2 The scheme and results of response surface analysis

BIe A% B/(ml/g)  C€/C D/min $2HCE/(mg/g) || K5 A/% B/(mL/g) C€/°C D/min  $2EUE/(mg/g)
1 0 0 0 0 18.74 16 0 -1 0 1 16.18
2 0 -1 0 -1 15.07 17 0 0 0 0 18.55
3 0 0 0 0 18.31 18 1 0 1 0 15.92
4 0 0 1 1 17.59 19 0 0 1 -1 16.71
5 -1 0 0 -1 15.68 20 -1 0 1 0 17.39
6 1 1 0 0 15.62 21 0 0 0 0 18.76
7 0 1 0 -1 16.97 22 0 1 -1 0 16.27
8 0 0 0 0 18.95 23 0 1 1 0 18.16
9 1 0 0 -1 13.73 24 0 0 -1 1 15.20
10 -1 1 0 0 17.81 25 1 -1 0 0 14.18
11 -1 0 -1 0 16.20 26 1 0 -1 0 13.93
12 0 1 0 1 16.13 27 0 -1 -1 0 15.25
13 -1 -1 0 0 15.94 28 0 -1 -1 13.53
14 0 -1 1 0 17.25 29 -1 0 1 16.60
15 0 0 1 13.89

x3 HFEDWER
Table 3 Results of variance analysis
i 22 KR B2V IR A eh B 5 FAH P1H B EE
TBETRY 71.20 14 5.09 32.20 <0.000 1 o
A 12.71 1 12.71 80.47 <0.000 1 e o
B 4.19 1 4.19 26.52 0.000 1 <
c 13.31 1 13.31 84.29 <0.000 1 <
D 1.27 1 1.27 8.02 0.013 3 *
AB 0.046 1 0.046 0.29 0.597 0
AC 0.16 1 0.16 1.01 0.3313
AD 0.14 1 0.14 0.91 0.355 2
BC 0.003 0 1 0.003 0.019 0.8919
BD 0.95 1 0.95 6.02 0.027 9 *
CD 0.16 1 0.16 0.99 0.337 2
A? 22.27 1 22.27 141.02 <0.000 1 e
B? 4.80 1 4.80 30.41 <0.000 1 <
c? 7.01 1 7.01 44.36 <0.000 1 <
D? 21.12 1 21.12 133.70 <0.000 1 ok
B 2% 2.21 14 0.16
RAUEE 1.98 10 0.20 3.36 0.126 9
2651 1R 2 0.24 4 0.059
PE¥F 73.42 28

. % P<0.05, 27 B3, «= P<0.01, 223 5%,

2.2.2 e E 5T

M 7 1A A 80 Pl S— T 1O Fy g iy bty ey . e o g T I, 56 PO e bz 0 %o i 7 T R 2% 1 A8 e e e
JB B2 R X 32 N FE M 2 SR IBCRA 30 R A R2 ). 45 e 26 [ B % s i 9 PR 28 32 T30 R 5 553 , A [
LU EA W s BAE A, B S 22 AR e

HIE 5 ATLLE Y SRR B oy — 7 (BT 38 RO} LE , 58 N AR I 22 13 0 B8 B3 2 IR S 18 i ik P s 9
TSR LG R — (B, B8 5 SRR BT 58 N AR I 22 1y 174 4 BRCRR 0 22 3 e 18 0 ik 1) A 34, L oty T 3 3 4 4%
B , 15680 55 N FE I 2219 A B2 IBCR X RORE B8 2 i B 1) AR AL AR B R R, 3 IR A5 4k 5], R
& HAE AN b
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PEHUCE/(mg/g)

Wk /(mL/g)
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FER I %
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B5 ZEREMBKRHLHZEER

Fig.5 Interaction between ethanol concentration and liquid-to-material ratio
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6 ZEREMBERENZEIEM
Fig. 6 Interaction between ethanol concentration and ultrasonic temperature
H 1l 6 AT LUE Y8 R — e (A, 38 NRE T 2 1 () SR ORI 5 £ Bl B A 3 i 15, 35 3
5 1 pe S VR B AT 5 > OBV A — (BRI, e e 75 L E , 98 AR I 22 1 (1% 44 B3 Ao, 2 IR St 488 5 ik 17
BN P A A TR B YRR , 15 I 7 R A TRV B A AR AR R 58 N AR I 22 B Y 4 B AR Y
M. — 35 IR S m 4 B, RIS BAE A .

HEICE/(mg/
20 ————.. 60007 (mg/g)
19— :
£
® 13 %
65.00 70.00

40.00
50.00 55.00 60.00 65.00 70.00

B0z LRI
7 ZEREREAR AT
Fig.7 Interaction between ethanol concentration and ultrasonic time
HIPE 7 AT LA Hh 2 B B O — S (RN, SRR 7 I 1], 58 AR 22 193 ) @ O3 S TH IS e TRl A, 2
P I () D — 2 {ELIN, R SR B S AR I 22 M O B BOAR ST T o J b i AR P I (] 2 A - 22
FIA T TR S8 5, 5 P P [ %o S A A I 22 T 41 BB Wi B /N — 86 79 PR 3% o [P ) 25 4, U W B2 LA

FHAEA .

45,00
R[] /min 40.00 "50.00
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#6750

65.00 R—
30.00 35.00 40.00 45.00 50.00

\ )
N 67.50 35.00 3
AR TR/ C 65.0030.00 WORHE/(mL/g) R mLg)
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Fig. 8 Interaction between liquid-to-material ratio and ultrasonic temperature
A1 8 TTLLFE Hh 2Ok L S — e (BN, T P R, 58 AR 22 i Y S SRR SIa 1 TR 7B et/ 5 24
Pl B O — S (R, M RIRORH LE , SR 22 B O BRI SE 1 R ) - 22 B 7 it BE ELAT RE X i
8 TR 2 | Ud ] 58 A I 22 M 119 S MEROA 00 7 1l B 1 728 A B IR, — 38 98 i R R 119 25 e 2k 1T,

HH P A 52 AR .

IR /(mg/g)
20
19 —
18
& 17
? 16 g
£ 13 =
= 14— -E:.
13 E
5

50.00

N
<
=3
S

55.00
40.00 :
40.00 30.00 35.00 40.00 45.00 50.00

50.00 -
4500 —35.00 g
R ] min 40.00 30,00 35.00 ekt He/(mL/g) WORLE/(mL/g)

B9 wHtinBENENZEER
Fig. 9 Interaction between liquid-to-material ratio and ultrasonic time
HITEL 9 FT LA H [ G B P N RS OUORE LG, SE N R 22 B 4R R S 1 O 1o ~F- 2 5 T 7 T
B, B B P I TR 28 AE 4 | S AR 22 193 1) 4 IO ST 18 5 S8 /. T L sl TRT 392 32, A e i )
WORHLG , B HVBORHH XS 56 N A6 22 By 2 BCR A S MR AR N BT, T 45 = 2k SRR AR, ELAG [ f0 b 2 15 A A
FAE—E A RE U WITRORE LG R 75 I 11 18 S A A S ) S A S A .
HIPE 10 R LU HY ) 25 75 Ui B O — s fRLN, S R 7 I ], S R I 22 3 ) S RCR ST 18 I i I s 4
P8 Sy — S (R, T A e L, 5 A AR I 22 1y 1) 418 IO At 52 SIS 1 R st/ N )R 3 X L o i s
RBCR/(mg/g)

IR /(mg/g)
R A /min

=N
S
=3
S

40.00 .
65.00 67.50 70.00 72.50 75.00

50.00 7000 '
076500 0 AT R C

L ] /min 45'0040.00 65.00
E10 BFBEMEEHENZEER

Fig. 10 Interaction between ultrasonic temperature and time
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e i P A P TR 0 R P L T S N I 22 W 8 BB 194 5 M ARG B K. 3 T i AL R 1 5
LRI B A Y sc BAE S
223 JHRIEEMHBIE

FIIH Design Expert 8.06b #AXF S UKt 4 7 0 Ar , ARA5 B A | 15 B R HOE A 21 (0 i A T
BN CFEWREE 57.37% ORI 43.42 ml/g S RE 72.37 C BB H] 50.32 min, BEARPE T 36 AHE
M Z RS FHRBCEN 19.15 mg/g.

SR I PR E e N AL 2 () (B SR B AT S SR E RS AR T2 S 86T 56 N Z B fE S
E. BRI R LR A B LIRS EUEIE Ty CBEHREE 57% R 43 mL/g PSR 72 C R
[ 50 min, TR IE 3 K, A5G 202 NN ZHEETCR A 18.89 me/g, 53 NN Z M B HR IR A AH
XFIRZEAR 1.36%. 156 Z A0 9 B A T 2 280 vl 5, v i 138 ARt 22 1 $E HL.
2.3 ENEMSEBRRELIELE

it 3 NFEM Z %t DPPH H f LA OH [ B R0 BR A8 1 K0 38 N EE N Z W i de s fkBe s, JF
X3 NN Z B 544 R C TBHQ MIPTAALIE T, R wE 11~ 12 Fis.

MUY T e 807 e rrzc
- 2 S ] - Z P S
et TBHI - 60 - e TBH /)"
S 60 e s O e
30t i ot
A 20 [ AN
el
0 I I | | | ) [0} i I I I | ]
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 100 200 300 400 500 600
W /(mg/L) W%/ (mg/L)
E 11 S 44 % C# TBHQ xf DPPH HHERFERUR E 12 S 44 % C# TBHQ X OH B HEMFRYRE
Fig. 11 Scavenging effect of polyphenol, Vitamin C and TBHQ Fig. 12 Scavenging effect of polyphenol, Vitamin C and TBHQ
on DPPH free radical on OH free radical

MNP LL A B 9 NBE 2 Wy A= R C ORI TBHQ ¥R EESE I, =& X} DPPH [ Fh 3 1 75 B S5 440 32 9 44
KU E 520 3 Fy i 5 DPPH A B ARG FR R B2 BIEAICE R ;2 DPPH A A RE R 50% 0,
FENFEZ Wy 4EAEZ C I TBHQ Y 1C5, 433120 49.99 mg/1.,43.88 mg/L il 61.12 mg/L.

M 12 AT Bt 58 N LM i K C A TBHQ ¥R EESE AN, =& %t OH A i 5L 09 75 B R 45 12 1
KA RT 220 3 F iS5 OH H S R B S IEAE K 2 5 24 OH A i B R E N 50% 1, 6 A
FEM 2l 4E4: R C A TBHQ (19 1C,, 53514 315.55 mg/L.285.54 mg/L 1 376.34 mg/L.

Zi Ll 2 NFEM 2 54542 C S TBHQ —#F, % DPPH [ 5L OH H i 5535 BT 115 R AE
FHLUER T 58 NEEM 2 BAA —E P EALRE 1 ) 3 M DPPH A H A0 OH [t 20t E AL Rk
T34 Jy 4 rE % C>26 A £ 15 >TBHQ.

3 45

PLSE NAEN S JRURL 3 3 20 A R B VRORE EL R 7R TR BORR 7 R 4 S5 PR ER ) — A T AR
HAx 3 A WFFTZ P 20 55 A I 22 B 12 JBORR 14 5% W) -0 22 4538 PO B8 VRS PR SR FH g o7 T 2 X6 98 A
FEI Z M (R R AR TR AE , 43 BT B A IRV AY 75 Hh A% PR 38X 98 A i 22 [ 4 BRI 52 M LTy O <
FARE > CBER B STOR EL S B PR N ). 24 L FEHR 5 R 57% R R 43 ml/g GBS TREE N 72 °C A I
[6]24 50 min B, 3K F AR B A , FE LA PF T A3 B EE R A 18.89 mg/g, 5 FIISHRBUR [ AHXTHR 222
4 1.36% , GLEIRE AL G B T a] 5. rER I 38 AR Z X DPPH H H 25 F1 OH [l ¥ HA —E M
THIRAE T HEIEAE £, H 10,2351 49.99 Hi1 315.55mg/L, Ui W 36 AL L W BA — & Wb A ML fg
J1. BRG] Lok 35 N 2 1 i — 2 0 58 N R S
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