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WA P M E R MENLEERTR
HgpL. Gk BOKET

(FAEZARYE EMFESEARERE . RE X 710040

(B B] HHRAFEBEEAZAUAENRIANGER BEREFAMEEAR RAMBEER KR
EIRBE(DPPH) { iy # 4k R DA R S5 B A EE 0 R I8 A7, 3 4R 25 P A B2 R AR R 4R 07 16 CRUBCR B B 75 4R B
ZEHKRERBOBWMEAY R AE DRI THLHR. SREVN FERRERBHERBEYREAR
SREPLAAES MARER T ZTEMAT P RERBN T EAEAREVE, Kb Z MR IEB MR EE
B AR R NI E ER 50. 69 %, MEOKERBEAHE T N A b EKIFIREE 5L 213. 96 M411.26
U/L. ZB @A RBOR DPPH [ 50 R % & S PURALRE D 22 5 v 89. 8 V4 Hl 44. 09 U/mL,

(R@R ) WA PRE AR B TR ATEE; B 5 W R R BR %

(RERES] S792.95

A (Ginkgo biloba L) NBHRE T RB L F
EHARA, RAREWIF RSN E . RTRA S F
BEHEMTIBRPREEREREEF, ERF TR
B RAE Y B, A 0 B X R R BB B
G EFTR S, ME LA R AR AR R IPA KR
%,

AR MIFZH RS VIR, ALY R AEM
HlEFESELEEREMBAENED, E—FK
HEEHRATEMT  FRERS B PR ER
BOB P& A EWAEY R, BEA W B RHEEH,
ABEIE 4 5IR A B B RKRES TR
BURZT R B R O BB A B IUE T4 R B
FE 58 % Bg B A & A 1 A B IR (polyunsaturated
fatty acid, PUFA) 3 E btk R By ST & L& 14, &
HEGRBENE F A B E. B d 2 R %
f (1, 1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazy, DPPH) B H #
HBE A7, R AT E T R RR BUR Y B BT A ALRE T
BAE PR RS ETFRA T RAERKE.

1 MESF®
1.1 #E5RA

AR TRV S T (R, b
WA AT B B B 2 B (2-thiobarbituric acid,

TBA) (S Wi, TE R AL H 7)) A E COr
afi , 7§ 2242237 ) . DPPH (43 #7 4, 3 [ Sigma

(MBS H ] 2005-03-28

[TwFRiRE] A

[EHRE] 1671-9387(2005)11-0083-06

AT, HARFE Hoartr s U EARE Al A,
EHEARSMEAENNRE, W FEXERE
¥ TR .
1.2 FEME

WFZ800-D3B B g4 vl W43 0% 06 B it (L 55
F AT 284 ®));5810R BRI EX F AR E LML
(#£H Eppendorf /2 7)) ;PJ21F-B BB P (TR E
B D ;5200H RBHF FKIERSF (LB S8
AN PR E));;GB11240-89 BB PuE IR K B4R
LR BETBRET ).
1.3 REHE
1.3.1 BREFFPHARREAGHNE BEPRREY
W Z—50 CHtTEH BB B R~ R
HOHIA R ZERKRER ~HE-E.0 02
HREWTR.
1.3.2 $i&AcE & PUFA S RAK &R T HRAAFE
Mg e g Fe B RINEBARE C-2 i b
RMREEEEECAKSERESD PUFA (T X
TRRE R, B 28 1 IR, H v x FRAE 4R AT I A IR & 20
20 Y=RMZM 0.5 mL, RAFKMNBESWUEER
BT 37 CABHEE 30 min, RHGF, THEH
FIMAFRESH 20 =828 0.5 mL,# & 10
min J5,% % F 3 500 r/min B> 15 min, B 2 mL
WA R RS 5 0.8 % TBA ¥ 1 mL,#K
% 15 min, B #1. M %E 532 nm AR E Aseo

(hEEEA] HB#O954—) % LRI A, BETHM. Bt EEAERRSYH SRS,
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Table 1 Loading of system of peroxidation of polyunsaturated [atiy acid from yolk lipoprotein ml.
25 mmol/L.
FLE: LEE-§ 30 ARk e iR N % AR P 209 LALLM
Treatment Yolk H.() Extracis 25 mmol ‘1. PBS 200 TCA
FeSO),
4t B4E Control tube 2 0.1 0.2 1.5 0.3
M € %5 Mensuration tubc 0.2 0.1 0.2 Lo 0.5
PRI I E T Py Po 2 42 BUR A BH AR 4 1.3.3 BEMBFaAbAAREIGMNET ™ X

F B B i, Hooh P R RRIBUR A R A2 4
g- LA 10 IR EB S 40 ¥ CREHR T 60 C
R4 h KERRBU, SORBR KA Y 0. 186 9
mg/mL;P. AFRBURA M 4 g. LA 10 FABUY
KB AR B 40 min 2K 75 A9 4R 0 . B 8 P T bk oK )KE
A4 0.103 6 mg/mL, MEERMHELXN.

0. )(.LH{!";"% 4’17.: - &‘ﬂﬁ:’ﬁ“ AR

mEE v = CEU R

X 100,

P E BB F A L B R e
WM R AR EBENE FaOdE. BB
PR O WERRFIB ROV KRER D O MK
Wb, HBREK S R (R BT IR R iR AT
B 37 CHEAKR 40 min, 3 FMA 2.0 ml. B
FLIBSI i EE 10 min, AR /KEE, #E 550 nm
e OCIE AL,

£ BAPEFEHEAREHME AR

Table 2 Loading ol system of supcroxide amon [ree radical ml.
0.15 mg ml.
b 145 ik ARIR K Vo brifl: i U 2 A 3 A 1 A
Treatment Reagent 1 H.O 0. 13 mg ‘ml. Extracts Reagent 2 Reagent 3 Reagent 4
AW

Xt B4 Control tube 1.0 0.2 0.1 0. 0.1
bR Standard tube 1.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
#5E B Mensuration tube 1.0 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1

BB PBE T S-S0 Sy 3 A BB X 4
B F H R ERNERES . REUBESFHK 1.5,
A 40 F5 4R B K Bk $2 B 30 min 1518 A9 4R HUR
LEMBAEWKE RN 0.145 1 mg/mL;S, K 40 1544
BUK BB R B 40 min K78 A9 SR O, & 5 N0 B ok
A 0.160 4 mg/mL;S: 24 12 5 R B A B KK
S50 RE.80 C R 5 h 3K A SR, & fHl
HWE RN 0.206 0 mg/ml,

WA P EREBEN O MIEREDHITBEE
B TE &R, BEERMERY  BIHHMN A
37 .40 min XM TFH=ENHEYF 1 mg 4R
CrERBEMEFaEhBENTREN NMELR

o AHEAR CIHB N FIBERE FIEIN

HRAAN
T ST _X‘fﬁﬁﬁf‘m*ﬁﬁ% A'.',
BB B 16 )1/ (/L) = S — e g % Ve

o T ok G S 1 000 X BE & 384 Y 10 R A 28

1.3.4 awAinehmz " REAEH
iR &, A2 MM Fenton T ARFEEER
EEEMA « OH ¥ B W) & 5k & g - OH
AR WA, P — R, o] B R PR R
REB X - OH BIEREES . HBIAAEBAH#T
MEECE DI HBRBGES 1.3.3 ML IBSETF 37
CRAM 1 mn, HAHMMA 2l BaR.XHEKS
20 min, HZ&ROKEE B E 550 nm AERAR A,

%3 RAMBEGRFHMNEMRER

Table 3 lLoading of system of hydroxy! radical mlL
it AKX 15k A 2 S #H 3 Sl
Treatment H.( Reagent | Reagent 2 Extracts Reagent 3
7% HE Blank tube 0.4 0.4
it B84 Control tube U, 2 0.2 0.4
A Siandard tube u. 2 0.2 0.1
% & Mensuration tube 0.2 0.2 0.4
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g REESTE 37 CTRM 1 min, i & ik &
H H,O, ¥ ERK 1 mmol/L H 1 MIEHE S,
HitEARXN.

_MME A T A
ﬁﬁﬁiﬁj}/(U/L)—ﬁ‘?ﬁ%Am—?ﬁil’:‘i‘é‘Assoxw?&%

mﬁxégéx#&WﬁW%ﬁﬁ%ﬁe

DPPH H 1 2 &K e il & R ¥ & DPPH Z ®
BB FEG 517 nm bF — BRI, HE
DPPH 5HUE M 4 i S 4E& , BN Ik R & B
BRREE, RAEHEBL, R ERT AR RE H
BEORESRINBETFRRAETEXE. KBEX4#
TR, ARG EHE 30 min, W 517 nm 41K

1.3.5 DPPH & & 3 B fk A 6l 72 KB Asr
#F4 DPPH EABAREENTNER
Table 4 loading of system of DPPH f{ree radical ml.
ot 3080 73.5 umol/1. DPPH 2m
Treatment Extracts LEEVE W DPPH Ethanol
%5 % Blank tube 2 >
Xt 8 & Control tube 2 P
¥ £ B Mensuration tube 2 2

RERWET D,.D,.D; 3 #BE KT DPPH A
MEMHERE . REBREHFE 4¢,D K 40 5
RBUKE S 2 5 min J5 B K R 30 min K18
fO B B, B B R R B VR I 0. 145 5 mg/ml; D,
A 40 fEEBUKE AR 10 muin J5H MK ER 30
min KB EE, S KEBBEBRERN 0.146 0
mg/mL;D; g 12 AR KB 8 50 % Z BB
HMARK S min FHT 80 CR# 6 h KEBNIER
W, REEEEEWKE N 0.209 5 mg/mL;D, HEE
W 0.120 0 mg/mL AKX C HBH;D:, RERK
B 0.181 8 mg/mL AT AW, £HMEBXT DPPH

BHEMNEREATAINE:

3 0o/ #ﬂ‘lﬁ’% Asn“‘éﬁﬁ Asw 0
HBRE/ =01 S A, )X 100% .,
1.3.6 #FHRAAEAGAETY RALBHEILEE

HWRE, HRERNEAY E EBEHEAR MG
FAB RN F B Fe’ , FESEREYR
ERBENESY. B, @il aipar e |ad
o RBE ML AL TE R BRI SRR GR
5).FAARSE T 37 CAKHE 30 min, RF 2 HMA
4 S35 0.1 mL, X B AN 0. 5 mL K. B
53 #E 10 min, AZEEKIAZT, Ml E 520 nm 2%
W Ao, B PREMERES 1. 3.5 H[E,

RS BREAENNENER

Table 5 Loading of total antioxidant capacity ml
131 1 5 RO 2 5 iEA 3 5k
Treatment Reagent 1 Extracts Reagent 2 Reagent 3
%t BB Control tube 1.0 2.0 0.5
# 5£ % Mensuration (ube 1.0 0.5 2.0 0.5

LA 37 CHY, BB ETH M E R ERHR
JeEEME M 0. 01 4 1 A~ BHLERE S B AL,
iﬂ"l%g Aszo‘xiﬂ.ﬂ% Aszu;

BHEMLEH/U/mL)= 01 230X

%x#&mﬁﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁa

2 LER52M

2.1 WHREEES PUFA 3R ERRELFY
B % M

2.1.1 SFwE BRERBERMHKEALEH

MEESTE., AT EXER4.5)REMEM” L, B
LA 0.120 0 mg/mL 2 T BB N HL A AL F & n 3

SH s E A PUFA S &Lk R, ME T IR &6t
SHEAEEN LR, ERE DER.EEBH
B, AT X ER #0578 11 PUFA st btk R R
2 EFEe, YENEREBE 30 min B, 5 T X6
HIEE O PUFA SEHAKFHMHER KR, N
46.09 %;BEE B & EIAGELE K, MG RAE T
M. Z4haTRE. RtERLEARD,LL37 CR
B 30 min {E R IEMAR A B BCR BUBL R AL TG
B4 B A%

2.1.2 FARERAE XFHEBLERERAREE
BP RMP,2HERK.UREERCHNTER
HRPLEE ST T RS RIAA 2.
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Fig.1 Effect of oscillatory time on inhibition

rate of yolk lipoprotein peroxide

B 2 AT RFEKERN 4 FEBRHERAL Y
PR ELENE, A EEEEERERNIERE
EABBEERBH LR P, URBRN K
BRECPOMIALEERA, SREEED PU-
FA S F o 21k 50. 69 %, B KRA
(PHOWRZ MBI HW 34. 12 % AR A P IR B A0
MELIHBEFNFE: -2EMEYEES A
HAIRH T S ALE A Fe? tE LB &4, N Tl B A%
Fe' ML EHD —REMAYRBE RS
FRI A HAE RO - MROO - %, A FHEXNEEN
B A WA BENEE B h A B Y, I
BRMHPEIEEAS— N ER. 2K
1B WX B0 # B8 B 13 PUFA i S04 R B30 &) &R
(50.69 W) EEM TIEMEENFESTHR
(23.42 ) iIRIBEFHERBEIENELHE
25, 55 FE b 4 Ak 3R 22 1R BL A B R38R
2.2 NEENHAETFEAERZAOENWREN

WE 3R ARFRBRTIERBHBE PR ERR
BERO, M- OHMEN.EHF@E DBR.S,
S S SMEBFPHERBRBRHAERANNBEE
BB TFME BRSSPk % S) X
ENETFERAGENERES 5% 213. 96 At
411.26 U/L., BB XBF B EMEREN S
HOeABRERERRAZEERXER,S, HEER
REBWRERRE TS S, HHEFKR O f - OH
WBENE R, XTI SRM T ZAX . B FI ™
8RB (S, hn Tad [ 84, BT BB A 4R 75 P Fh B2 3
B EREERERANELRS ZRBE.
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Fig. 2 Inhibition rate of extracts on

yolk lipoprotein peroxide
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Fig. 3 Superoxide anion and hydroxyl radical-

scavenging activities of extracts

2.3 3t DPPH BHIE A MERGEN

DPPH Al BAL¥HT -+ o0 E, W i A
KIFr AEEKY RN ARG . KRR
THBRAMBLEECHEB IR BET 3 HERR
#B DPPH HHiEMRES &R A 4,

mE 4 ®H,D,.D,,D,,D.D; 5 FhE 5 7 ot
DPPH A R WEBRRE S, 3 B D,.D,,D; 3 B A
Bl T A RSB MRBE SnES THRBRAEL £
CHANERMREARY. KhzmBr RN
(D)EHRERE.X89.80 %. BT THRKER
R BETHEERCHEBERE.
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2.4 MEBEMERELED

Di,D,,Ds, Dy, D; 5 FhAE B A R B EALEE S
MIESRALE S, A5 TH.D,,D,,D; 3 #4EA
PR RN S AN S S SR E R
EEMX HTERMERBRERENIBERNE
BB (D) M B ELsE I B &, 1% 44. 09 U/mL, B

100 r
_ j
30% ] ]
Q
=4 E
% w60
A
&5
et E 40 r
2]
20
0 1 1 1 1 ]
D, D, D, D, D.
Extracts

B4 AEERAXT DPPH B b H A9 E R &
Fig.4 DPPH {ree radical-scavenging

activities of extracts

3 4t i

2512, 3 X AR A5 v o B 4R B A L B AL TR AT
TERHRARGEHFR . BT 5 HRMHBERINTT
AR BT ENEYERNERER, TR RKE
PR, B i B AR A I BB AR A P R B AR B
LA B R i B B | A R B B B
A Ho 2R EB I EIERE PUFA o 10k

BEF4AE C29.23 U/mL) FA T W (8. 45
U/mL). #BGRMHTEIEATRES LT 3 &g
BB OFRESAdRE, L% 83 ELRRN;
Qg Ay BT B Ak O% A Xt it Bkl
BURERNSREE T, RE KN ELEE, S 8k
BB B R A
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Fig. 5 Total antioxidant capacity of extracts

FZHMH RN 50.69 %, MBI KRB BEHAEF
5% 8 d EMEREE N 4Bk 213, 96 A1 411. 26
U/L, Z BB AR % DPPH B 2 HERE R
BEEALEE BN 89.8 YA 44.09 U/mL, ¥
WEPREREIFEXANELREKRE, RF
BIFMIFRRER ARNRRRTEXBEHF
BRI A R RIEE —E W m, B o2
— SRR TZ .
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Studies on antioxidant activities of extracts

from mesosperms of Ginkgo biloba

MO Xiao-yan,XU Jing,ZHANG An-ning

(School of Life Science and Technology Xo'an Diaotong University < Xi'an s Shaanar 710019 China)

Abstract: The antioxidant activities of extracts [rom mesosperms of Ginkgo bilobu .which was obtained
by different extracting technologies such as microwave extraction.ultrasonic extraction.ethanol extraction
and water extraction,were compared and analyzed through the model system of peroxidation of polyunsatu-
rated fatty acid from yolk lipoprotein,the scavenging effects on superoxide anion free radical .hydroxyl rad-
ical \DPPH {ree radical as well as the total antioxidant capacity. The results showed that these extracts had
higher antioxidant activities,and different extracting technologies may have some influence on the antioxi-
dant activities and mechanism of extracts from niesosperms of Ginkgo biloba. The extract by ethanol ex-
traction could inhibit yolk lipid peroxide with the rate of 50. 69%. The extract by microwave extraction
with water could scavenge (J; and + OH.and the scavenging capacities were 213. 96 and {11.26 U L re-
spectively. The extract by ultrasonic extraction with water could scavenge DPPH with the rate of 89. 84
and its total antioxidant capacity was 44. 09 U/ml..

Key words: mesosperm of Ginkgo bilobu ; {lavonoid ; antioxidant activity; free radical; inhibition rate;

scavenging rate



