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(Trolox).2,9 — — H % -1,10 - 4B dE &% Wk
(Neocuproine) , /K& %A | LW B JEIR SN | 4
OAHRR G T ARRR B | E A (A EORG) JBE
HEEE (W BARR), 1l F v AL RHE A R
N H]ABTS i 7 & FRAP X7 &, B @ ik )
TARFFE AT,
1.2 NE5EH
Mili-Q® Biocel™ #8 4li /KX , 3¢ [E Millipore 2%

H] ;700Y FEAE A AL, SO L 28 A PR A W]
GZX-9240MBE Hi #v ik K148 . B fH iR K%
By, LIRS A PR B BEYF % 45T ;Spectra
Max 190 EbRAL, &4 50 FALES (L) A BRA A
Alpha 1-4 LSC E= %% THHL, 7% E Martin
Christ 28 ] ;JY 92-TIN #8 75 3 41 B M e bl , 77 %
B2 AR By A BR S H] s R-300 JiEfe 25 K AX,
Fii - BUCHI /A 7] ;2695 & SO A (i 4L, 2[5
Waters 2\ 7 .
1.3 RIEH*
1.3.1 JFURHAL B 4 For e B AE B2 40 CHE T
48 h, KPR It 40 B, B2 % T, F-80 C
UKFADRAT o
1.3.2 HTRE B LR RE S A FRER 4 BRI
BTk 45 10.00 g, L BEAR L8 52% , kL L
42 ml/g, #HIH 325 W 44 T # #2517
min , YA 2 O R Mk 46 2 50 mL, I A & VR
WAL £ O h S BEAR B B05 T 80% ,4 CIZHT
M E 12 h, FU00E, BB, WP b2, B L
Ul Mk 45 7 TR IR, XAD-16 K AL IS 4li1k ,50%
T W IO WSO O 0 R0 s VR A ¥ R T M
15 2 FIRE B SR A, A0 & A RTR
b B WE R BE DI REITAN
1.3.3  HPLC 3EI & SR K b 11 Rl B 25 k54

11 AR ECTR 2 Ak A b o il 2 22 1 - R B A5 17
2.8 mg, X HE AT Al FE 45 4.0 mg, FH IR
% 4.4 mg, BRI R 4.8 mg, B ey BB
i A RS 45 5.0 mg, B % 6.0 mg, 7T
SRR T 5 mL HEE-K (11, V/IV) W, B8 FE
B AN [ JoT o vk B A AR ME S R ,0.22 um £ 3k 5
o uE AR IR B W/ TR S koM
Tk IE Mk, HSr HPLC 43 Hr B pz 2R 41
Sy E R IITE R BIAE AL0.1% LR -K I, i BN

0 B:100% £, 6 B2 DR A2 ¥ WL 3% 1,Sun Fire™
C18 # (5 pm,4.6 mmx150 mm) , & 25 °C, ##f
20 L, K i 1K 283 nm (Ll ) Al 330 nm (£
SRR BT ), J A2 ERE 3 R, 40l DA o o I
W SR AL A T N7 A 06 TR RR R G A A, 22 1 11
Pl A5 WA e £k

x1 BERMER

Table 1 Gradient elution program

B 1]/ wE/ wEhAa Al A48 B/
min mL+min™ % %
0 0.7 85 15
5 0.7 75 25
15 0.7 70 30
25 0.7 60 40
35 0.7 45 55
40 0.7 40 60
45 0.7 85 15

RITRE Bz 11 b 2 1 2 Ak 5 4 1 4 4 5 00 2
PRI 4 Fh I K BOER A R % 0.1 g, TR0 IR T 2
mlL I EE-ZK (1:1, VIV ,0.22 pwm £ 3k il g
ar L VR AR/ R ] H IR 1.3.3 Ay A Y
J7 10 R Kb 11 R RS AL S AL o
1.3.4  HITAE Bz R BT S fk W6 M0 E DPPH ¥ .
Z MR Liu W) J7 RS & 2l , B 80 L A il
(5 mg/mL)5 1 mL DPPH(0.2 mmol/L) i JiE % ¥
RA), = (25 °C)#EE W 30 min, B 200 pl
A 96 FLAR T 517 nm P AL E OD {H,

ABTS ¥ . 2% 1 & 4R A i 56 77 7k 7 96
LB P AR A ABTS T/E# 180 wL, FHinA
10 pL A5 (5 mg/mL), Z I 6 min, T 405
nm P AR E OD fE.,

FRAP . 275 U G 42 i 1058 Jr v, 7 96
LR EAR YN A FRAP TAE 180 L. FEMTE (5
mg/mL)5 wl,37 CHEEKE 5 min T 593 nm ¥ K
A 5E OD 1A .

CUPRAC 7% : 2 18 Frond 25U 5 J5 9%, #l
hnk zh, MK B 500 Wl CuCl-2H,0 (0.01 mol/
L) .500 pL Neocuproine ¥ (0.075 mol/L) 500
L Z R ZE h (1 mol/L) H1 60 wL BE5 K (5
mg/mL) JITAGRAS IR IEHR 5 1 5T, 2 W Ab 0T 1
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h, HL200 wL fin A 96 fLAR T 450 nm 3% K &b
oD 1A,

PL b 4 FhoJ7 ik P A A BE 13 L Trolox X4 &
(Trolox equivalent, TE)# 7~ , #2350 3 1K,
1.3.5 it Bz o A 6 oo— 70 260 B0 1 Bl A 400 161 i
%7 Padilla—Camberos Z5:"VHITE 5 2 SEUSIRg 5 85 |
HU 50 pL BEAH (10 mg/mL) 5 250 wL o—# %
BWEFFHEF(2 U,¥% T 0.1 mol/L. PB,pH 6.8)i%],37
C/KH 10 min, Il A 250 pL pNPG (5 mmol/L),
37 C/K¥ 10 min, MIA 450 pL Na,CO; % (0.2
mmol/L) %<1k 5 . B 200 L inA 96 fLA F
405 nm P K AL E OD {H, LB % B¥ (6.25
pmol/L) iy FHAHE X BE e A 2 (1) T35 =7 %4 1
i 40 %, A 3 K,

o~ A BT A 1 28 (% )=

1-(OD 4:5=0D 35)=OD pypym 1. ¢ 1
[ OD ¢4-0D 5 b100-(1)

A ,0D g4 FE b +oo— A BE T B+
pNPG+Na,CO; I J& i OD {H ;0D 5 p—FF ffh+
o] % W5 1T B +PB 22 #h I +Na,CO5 2 J5 19 OD
8 ;0D 4w BT K U B o — 5 % 0 B+
pNPG+Na,CO; I (9 OD 1H
1.3.6 RS B E N R EL 45 A he 1 HER R A
2 B 2 i L IELR B | A it R R k| H IR R Bk
(1 mmol/L) ] 0.1 mol/L. PB ZZ i (pH 6.3) %
BERUATRIBE B, 43 B R AN ()6 32 1 IR 6 b
WEVE W 2.5 mL T 10 mL HZEKLEd, mA 7.5
mL 60%H,S0,,70 C/K# 25 min, B/ HE T K L
AL HC200 WL A 96 LA, F 387 nm P K AL
W OD fH . A5 IR R 1 5 1) 2 v 1 Sy 16 A
B, DA OD {E R A b5, 223 3 B JIE AR 6 A vf i

W) 7

Response value/AU
H

.

JIR 2 £6 25 G 5B 1 2 - 2 BESCHR[19]~[20] 1%
D7 g e, KK 1 mL BRI (10 mg/mlL) |
1 mL BEHE (10 mg/mL) flA 10 mL HZEik
37 CHEUFEKR 120 r/min #83% 1 h BELE &
TH Ak . NaOH (0.1 mol/L) ¥ pH i %= 6.3, il A 4
ml, B I (10 mg/mL), P& 3% 1 h B4 38
oo M HIERXE D HIImA 4 mL i 3 FiH
R R (1 mmol/L),37 CHE¥ 1 h,4000 r/min &0
20 min, BT, 4 1.3.6 7152 i H R A o i 2R
(20 BRI AR R & i, B 3, AKX
()T IR ER S5 G ae T .

R £E 45 A & (wmol/mg) = C, - C, (2)

K, C—— IR IR R b W R VR
C—5R B W AR 5 1y o 1) i vk
1.4 HELE

K H SPSS 24.0 ¥ A #4784 g1t , ANOVA
AR R Ty 22 08T ) Tukey's ZEH AR, {#i ] Pear-
son FHOCHE BT , 25 5 DL S5 (B ehr i 227 o | fili
] Excel #1 GraphPad Prism 8.0.1 #X{FEK .
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(Didymin) , 1% 5. ¥ 4% Hf (Poncirin) , I§ 6. #i J 2 (Naringenin) , 1§ 7 . 8 1 2% (Hesperitin) ; (b) % 330 nm # & , H b, 0§ 8. it
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Table 2 Regression equation and correlation coefficient of standard curve of flavonoids

K5 % #F )2 55 A2 0% A H(RY) 1% % B i /min
I %3k (Eriocitrin) y=541256x+17915 1.0000 9.163
2 w3 (Naringin) y=619977x+52335 0.9999 10.986
3 KR (Hesperidin) y=705725x+17096 0.9998 12.019
4 &3 (Didymin) y=693663x—14757 0.9999 19.425
5 #4%H# (Poncirin) y=582696x+93153 0.9992 20.664
6 A # (Naringenin) y=1620516x+110767 0.9999 28.134
7 # A (Hesperitin) y=1400311x+81452 0.9999 29.349
8 43 & (Sinensetin) y=1662208x-73510 0.9998 32721
9l B A % (Nobiletin) y=1412171x+164272 0.9999 35.874
10 # % % (Tangeretin) y=1716523x+113775 0.9997 39.562
11 7 %) B & % (5-0-Demethylnobiletin ) y=1149358x-31096 0.9996 42.874

22 MEREMASSBERERSN

4 T I RS B2 R o 3 R AL 5 W AL o AR
WL 3, 4 FiEHRS Bz b i R 2 IR RS B M A
AR AR i b 29 RS I 2, 5 R PO A [R]
R B R ORI B AR IS RN — 2, ol HE
A 2SR B M AR B B D, 11 MR 26 Al
A AR B RO S A A > R
> LA S8 WG I RS, AROR 7 Bl B R 26 AL &
Yo i) & A T 4 b2 R R B S S

SN
S

23 WMEREMREUENILLE

4 Tl B BT 2R Ak G W P A AL T PRI G A5
RILFE 4 58 oy L MR R B s i X DPPH H ih L3
BRAE 1 ABTS [ ih 2 5 BR € /1 Il CUPRAC i 5
TIEJFURE Iy ik ;IR B B ) FRAP BR 25 1
W RE ) et B MR 2, A Z BT
BEMEZER(P>0.05), 4 Seeram P07 AR
Zi4 APC #5% (Antioxidant potency composite in-
dex) I X HAHEF 45 2R W3R 4, £75 APC FEEUE IR
o 86.20%~99.47% ,4 FhEHE KB il () 25 5 B4R AL
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AE 3 D3I 28 55 MR U A < B A b I > R A > 1t A >
e ML, 727 L A SR B S 2 T 4 Rl LR L
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Table 3  Content of flavonoids in sweet orange peels (mg/g DW)

AR S - o -
A FE o B A R B # A L iE
% 3k 3 (Eriocitrin) 1.065 = 0.063" 0.162 + 0.008° 1.642 + 0.056* 1.547 + 0.088*
Ah B 3 (Naringin ) 4.936 + 0.074¢ 2.561 £ 0.077¢ 5.711 £ 0.155" 7.712 £ 0.152¢
#& & 3F (Hesperidin) 42.484 +1.352" 36.520 + 0.806° 46.497 £ 1.775" 49.179 + 1.949°
A ¥ ¥ 3F (Didymin) 2.259 £ 0.034" 1.86 = 0.044¢ 1.831 +£ 0.086° 2.595 +0.025¢
#) 4% A (Poncirin ) - - - -
A4 % % (Naringenin) 0.101 + 0.005* 0.086 + 0.004" 0.043 + 0.006° 0.076 + 0.002"
# % (Hesperitin) 1.215 £ 0.006 0.854 + 0.004¢ 1.365 + 0.009* 0.816 + 0.025¢
# 4% % B8R (Sinensetin ) 0.641 £0.012¢ 3.44 +0.088" 1.632 + 0.029° 2.775 £ 0.073"
)N ¥ % % (Nobiletin) 0.559 +0.013¢ 1.267 +0.010¢ 1.314 £ 0.015" 1.576 + 0.025°
4 & % (Tangeretin) 0.056 = 0.009* 1.168 + 0.003 0.708 + 0.006" 0.239 +0.013¢
* W AN B & % (5-0-Demethylnobiletin) 0.007 + 0.000" 0.056 + 0.001* - -
T RAE I R SAS [ 7 B 27 B il i) 22 57 525 (P < 0.05) smg/g DW 2 8 B g VR TR i i & mg b il i ) o it
x4 WEREMBOIEMLLE
Table 4 The antioxidant capacity of flavonoids in sweet orange peels
o HAAE A1 /mg TE-¢' DW 424 APC 424 APC
DPPH ABTS FRAP CUPRAC T8 8 /% A HE A
o 36.027 £ 0.129" 20.357 + 0.060° 66.995 + 1.204° 21.021 £ 0.104" 95.01 3
o B B AR 32.674 £ 0.162¢ 21.042 £ 0.156" 53.592 +0.431° 18.868 +0.122¢ 86.20 4
% B A 38.463 + 0.287° 21.863 +0.163¢ 61.459 £ 1.047" 20.354 + 0.367° 95.45 2
# 4 L wis 39.072 £ 0.518* 22.033 + 0.094° 65.587 +0.232¢ 22.026 +0.189° 99.47 1

TE < [ SAS [A) 5 R 3R B i ) A 75 S 25 V22 5% P < 0,05,

2.4 FHIBEEEMN a— B BTG N LE

B2 A A W o= 20 W T I 40 ) 550 mT
3 2k S A o 2B B AE K AL S Y
W AC123) ), AT 4t v R B 25 B DT AT 285 B IR
A5 M 4 FIEITRE 2R X oo 46 B A Y 40
Tl ZE AL IR 2, G5 AW, LLBT S P00 Sy BH M XF
FEC AR ot T oo ) 268 A0 1 T 1 400 o8 955 PR A AE
FESF (P<0.05), M m B AK UK R B A 1 i
(70.18% ) > K #% (63.12% ) > IfiL 15 (56.46% ) >1&
JF 16 (46.16% ) , T RS Bz 8 T AT — 2 19 o] 285 4
TG R, B Ay b MR AL R R 2 A G okt
ou— 1] 255 W Tl ) 410 ) 28R AE 4 FRE S R R I AR
g, SR AE S oo A E T B0 R 0 E 2
He i,

10071

80T

601

40t

o= A HE T I ) 32

Inhibition rate of a—glucosidase activity/%

20t

0
bRl MRE fRWUERE AR Wb
T AN [ B RN R ) 22 53 4 2 (P<0.05)
B2 iEEAEWN o-FFEEENINGIEYE
Fig.2 Inhibition effects of flavonoids in sweet

orange peels on a—glucosidase
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25 FHIEREMERLESENERILE 070

HRAE 1.3.6 45 997 2 L JEL R 6 e i S A8 46 b ocol
XRE OD {E 0 P\AE AR, 22 ) R Eh A o it B 78] 3 T osol s
B, B 397 nm 4RI OD {5 3 0 I £k il vk s 5
A REFIMEIEXR IO SR e =, 0407
B I 7 B B O R BOR S5 90 1y=6.29650+ = 2 007 B e
0.0132,R*=0.9977 ;y =5.8662x +0.002,R* =0.9992 ; :E 0.20 TN
y=6.2075x+0.0117 ,R*=0.9975 , 2 010} ' & Hnmg

4 FEERS B SRS 25 EL £ Bl 000 52 20 e
A 5. iR o I RR A R R R A IR 000 002 004 006 008 010 0.2

e g

B I AR 430 R (0.359+0.004 )~ (0.386+
0.006) pwmol/mg, (0.383 +0.004) ~(0.460 +0.005)
pwmol/mg 1 (0.372+0.008) ~(0.455+0.017) pmol/
mg, SMARTE 4 FhERE R RE SR A I R 4
R TR 94 %) 152 B i 0 0% Y30 AH X v 3 T 7R A I o
W, OB E LR RE S X 3 R IR R B B
WIS AR, G 25 R B 4 e iz #5 1

Concentration/mmol - ™!
3 PEEREh AR A B2k

Fig.3 Standard curve of bile acid salts

A Wy Bl Rl 7R IR R #h 45 4 o B b ke % AR
M.

*5 HMENEMEBRELESRE

Table 5 Banding of bile salts of flavonoids in sweet orange peels

R B2 3 45 &% /pmol - mg™!

5 AP

R B 4 2 B e 5 4 H A2 52 4
o 0.359 + 0.004" 0.383 + 0.004° 0.411 = 0.009
e W B A 0.345 + 0.004° 0.435 + 0.006" 0.372 + 0.008"
YT 0.372 +0.007" 0.444 + 0.008" 0.417 £ 0.019
# A L 0.386 + 0.006° 0.460 + 0.005° 0.455 +0.017"

TE < [ BAS [A) 5 B 2 [8) R A7 AE i 2 22 57, P < 0.05,

2.6 EHIEEEAISEMLENL  PEYEREEE 1
KD

11 Rl T2 b &9 & i B H S 9T S TE M |
oc— ] 25 W TR A 7] 236 RN IE R 36 45 5 BE /7 Pearson
IS HT W3 6, DPPH H M35 BRBE 71 LABTS
M i FL i BRBE /) .CUPRAC i B T 18 JRLBE /1 .a—
HIATREET R % RER BN LS A A H IR R N 45
G5 11 PSR A AR B R
FHIE(P<0.01) ;FRAP # B F iR R fig 71 5 11 Fhvig
i 5 B M 2E (P<0.05) 5 2F B I R A 45
5L R R S A DM B3 (P>0.05) , 1K
5 235 3 55 R TS e A v R 2K T S i S A
J B o] 2 B T T A 7D R 7 S O A OG0 45 LA
— B0 A IR Sy B 45 S e RIS Bz TP 11

®6 EHEEESEYEY Pearson HXMSMER
Table 6 Pearson correlation analysis between flavonoids
and biological activity

& AR AR 11 A ¥ sy A % & 3 (r)

DPPH 0.939%*

ABTS 0.745%*

FRAP 0.584*

CUPRAC 0.799%*

o7 ) A B A ) R 0.923%*

2R 4M 25 o % 0.973%*
FET e & A F 0.573

EREY TR 0.877%*

. P<0.05 OBUI ) S 35 AH DG 55, P<0.01 OBUI ) B 1 35 AH G
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S HIRAMIUAAL | B AR T B A TE B R
3 #Hig

SR AR Ry A A R T R e ) R
Py, 2 BLSOR T B R 2 A0 G 0 i P B DR, AR RIS
FIH HPLC 00 7 4 A EHRS B v A 45 7 b 2 o 7
4 FhZ2 WA R B AR Y 11 Rl 2 b S,
PECRE o P B B T 0 iR O SRR 4 R RS
1T R R Sk A R DA R IR R B
A - WA > 5 TR > I A > 18 WG I A AR AT SR A &b
S RS e R Y 25 S APC 35 B TE 86.20% ~
99.47%Z 6], i &7 T MR £R G APC fR8HE 2 e
A7, I SR BT A A T M L LB YRR A BH
Xif B A B BT S Ak S ) 2 I L A ) o 4 B
HEGRTRE T, T AL MR 46.16%~70.18%, it 1
FeE AL G B — RSN A IR Eh 25 5
RE AT, A= AR A R H EL R ik 45 A %) 34 {1 22
TR AN S A o A CHE T A SR I R 2R ik
MRRREN S 11 P2k & A &R R B
FRH A (P>0.05) , A4y JLIH A= 4 356 1 1 fr 45 2R
B15 11 FhsE A G W 2 M AR G
(P<0.05) , A5 Ay fIRE K 8 2 4k 5 0 F i
BA T S WS R NR AV B D et it g2 4k 1
WFTEL A, (R EF SAy RS R @)= A8 R A 5 DA S
B EAE R S

& % x #
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Studies on Antioxidant Activity, Hypoglycemic and Lipid-lowering Capacity of

Flavonoids in Sweet Orange Peels in Vitro

Yao Xu,

Li Ping,

Gu Qing

(College of Food Science and Biotechnology, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Key Laboratory for Food Microbial
Technology of Zhejiang Province, Hangzhou 310018)

Abstract This study aims to explore the potential utilization of sweet orange peels. In this paper, flavonoid compounds

in the peels of blood orange, navel orange, egyptian orange, and sunkist orange were extracted, and the contents of 11

flavonoid compounds were analyzed by HPLC. Then the bioactive functions in four sweet orange peels were investigated
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in vitro. The results manifested that there were abundant flavanone compounds in the sweet orange peels, such as erioc-
itrin, narirutin, and hesperidin, and the contents of polymethoxyflavonoids were less than that of flavanone compounds.
The comprehensive APC index of flavonoids in sweet orange peels ranged from 86.20% to 99.47%. The inhibitory ratio of
a—glucosidase varying from 46.16% to 70.18%. Moreover, the bile acid salt binding experiment indicated that sweet or-
ange peels flavonoids could bind bile acid sodium, sodium taurocholate, and sodium glycocholate. The adsorption capaci-
ty was within the range of 0.359 to 0.460 pmol/mg. Pearson correlation analysis showed positive correlations between the
biological activity and the total content of 11 flavonoids. This study provided theoretical support for the development of
antioxidative, hypoglycemic, and lipid-lowering functional products using sweet orange peels.

Keywords sweet orange peels flavonoids; component content; antioxidant activity; hypoglycemic and lipid-lowering



