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hnken response surface method. METHODS

In addition to the influencing factors of molecular weight cut-off of

nanofiltration membrane, extract concentration and pH value, the evaluation index of fumalic acid retention rate

was taken into account for the process optimization by Box-Behnken response surface method on the basis of single

factor test. RESULTS The optimal conditions were determined to be 100 Da for molecular weight cut-off of nano-

filtration membrane, 20. 58 pg/mL for extract concentration, and 7. 69 for pH value. The retention rate of fumalic

acid reached 93.00% , approximating the measured value (91.23% ).

CONCLUSION  This reasonable and

feasible method can be used for the nanofiltration of L. chuanxiong aqueous extract.

KEY WORDS: Ligusticum chuanxiong Hort. ; aqueous extract; fumalic acid; nanofiltration; Box-Behnken re-

sponse surface method

JNE R IE RN Z Ligusticum chuanxiong
Hort. MYTHRMRZE, BAEIMATS, #EXUERI)
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Fig.1 Structure of fumalic acid

DRUEHARNE R RB B B, BA e
FETCHEN . BRI, #AF (8 . A7k kIS gy
SEORA, E H FTIZ AR B T 2 e 4 i Ak T
WG B, ARSI ARYE AR, R R IR
Fehih b, DAGRUE AR BE oy o BRIOR BT R B
pH {8 9 52 w0 R 2, Bl B R AR B R O M 45
FR1 IH] Box-Behnken i 7 i i A AR 1 5 7K
FRANUE T 20, VSR & A i v 25 A O
Ab IR Sy
1 #MRl5AZX
L1 A 99uBRE (RBEME G, #REE A X4
T 100, 450, 800 Da, pgat#histEEARHA R
ANFED . JIE W H LR ZM (5 2015081001 ) ,
28Rt T R 2 K AE R B A AT R )1
& Ligusticum chuanxiong Hort. BT MEMZE, K54
(v EZG ) 2015 AERURH DG R 2K . B2 iR 42 X
Y (it 20151101, E&A R =95% ) WA g At
BB 25 BL 42 A BR 2wl BT &R R X R AL (LS
110773201313, A 5= =98% ) W H F EE M

n A E R IEBE . LN el AR o oA
i K oNEifK .

L2 AE  Agilent 1100 /=5 AR GG, B E
VWD Kl 85 (G HE Agilent 227 ) 5 TNZ-1 4438 7y
U A (MR AR EARAA);
SDHC8E15-210 FRiA/RALEEY (WL AR AR A
BRATD) 3 AEERIAZGH (50 L),

.3 F#*k
13,1 #ll &
L3 L1 X RESH SR A % Pk ] 280 5 X

0.018 20 g, E T 10 mL i, P Ees e 2 %)
JE, #2), RIS (1.820 mg/mL),

L3.1.2 JIEOKEER FREUINES 10 kg, A 10,
8 MLl AR AR 2 WK, K1 h, 0.45 wm BLLIE
Pt yg, &3R8, HPLC il H& A&, (h
[EIZ54i) 2015 4R (—#B) HPELE, 5 e
M A AR 0. 1% , 47K$E 2 ik, K 10
PR, KPR IS A AR 50 we/mL ity ,
3 I BT B i W AR R K B, A I
7515 ~ 150 wg/mL Ju [N, Al R ils it 2K

1.3.2  HEARARI
1.3.2.1 %" Thermo Scientific C o O

(4.6 mm x250 mm, 5 pum); W sh A EE-1% pKES
fg (30 : 70); A&y K 321 nm; R FHE &
1 mL/min; #EAERE 10 wl; AR 30 C,
1.3.2.2 ZEXLRFZE FHHBERR “1.3.1.17
W X MRS W 0.10, 0.20, 0.50, 1.00,
2.00 mL, % 20 mL i, WEEE R 2L,
fEOCL3.2.17 TR IR, DA A
AR (Y), WSRO RE AR (X)) ATl
9, fREIE SRR Y =10. 22X +21.43(r =0.999 3) ,
FWI T ELFRTE 9. 1 ~ 182 pg/mL ¥ [l N M 4 &
RAf
1.3.3  ZuEvkas BUIEKEEE 2 L, P35 3R
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B, BERRONIERE, ARG KHREORE TR
SRR S- A, o BT IR A 40 0 B v 1 W i Wi
IREPPA T, BRI, B IR T 9 e e A
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Tab.1 Results of single factor design

LSES I 7 2 1
REGEFErAR(1.24 8,16 32 L) 20 C, /571 1.0 MPa
T (5.20,40 C) JE73 1.0 MPa, S BORF A AR 32 L
J573(0.5,1.0,1. 5 MPa) I 20 C 3RIURCF AR 32 L

e BT RIERIH 0.1 me/mL, UIEREE B4 F 4 100 Da
1.3.6 Box-Behnken W ¥ £ B R 256 3L Al
b, it Design-Expert 8. 05 #KF, LL9A3E I #
s (A) SPOR B EEE (B), pHAE (C)
HEWARER, -1, 0, 1 K, #4173 WER
3PS, WA 2,

F2 EHRKF

Tab.2 Factors and levels

K LE
A A Fi/Da BRBUK/ (pg'ml™')  CpHIE
-1 100 15 4.0
0 450 82.5 6.0
1 800 150 10.0
2 #R

2.1 ¥RFERE

2,11 REURCFEARE fE 2wl MR ER
YR uE R e, RIS YA AR IR
4 LA, BB AU s T L, W
DURT e R T e ffF s A% 8 LA, g FLE A F
SE, W] I B R R - R oA S, BT AR AR A PR R
MTRE,

2.1.2 & mE 3 AL, FEQN NS FE R A IR
FETHR, ANuE I R I, (BB A B R R
T TR MR 46 38R o
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Fig.2 Effect of extract’s equilibrium volume on the peak

area of fumalic acid (n =3)
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Fig.3 Effect of temperature on the retention

rate of fumalic acid (n =3)
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Fig. 4 Effect of pressure on the retention rate of

fumalic acid (n =3)
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3, TiESHEA,

FLARGH 2 BIIE ;B > TR, B B R Y

®3 RBFHEER (n=3) hn, BERARE IR, RSB AlA, fEfR
Tab.3 Design and results of tests (n =3) U i S e B Ry 82. 5 pg/mL i Y e BE AR B 4
g A B ;gmﬁﬁ?ﬁzé A pH B BB R AR SR 1 32 B i B i AR
S il i N Lo
— — sy ey BTN, B pH N, AR E AL RS T
2 0 -1 1 68.35 70. 54 b, HI T4 0 e 2 T A E e Y T A S R
S L WA pH (AVE, BEAFIRET ST REA,
4 0 0 0 31.20 32.18 s .
s ) X o s 06 81 FR TR, WAFafLEM 2 Bie. hKE 5C nlA,
6 0 1 1 71,02 68.53 YHE AL S 43 F 1= 450 Da B, $5E B 5 o 9k B A
70 o 0 m® 28 pH {0 TR 10 0 % JE ) 28 1 S0 5 v
8 -1 0 51.94 53.8 v S
s oo o AAE, Wi pH EHTRAN, P 4908 B T 1 Fh
10 0 0 0 35.27 32.18 &i@ﬁ@ﬁéﬁ%’%iﬂ, pH {EZ:Q, %%Eﬁﬁﬂq
oo o0 01 2 BERAI, A S TE AL
12 -1 -1 0 61.78 59.03 75
13 -1 0 1 93.90 96. 46 60
14 0 -1 -1 18.26 20.75 50
15 1 0 1 32.88 32.62 ¥ 40
16 0 1 -1 21.27 19. 08 %30
17 0 0 0 29. 09 32.18 20

i1 Design-Expert 8. 05 #4548 254 7 [0l 15 401

A, BF|EHBLEL Y =15.973 56 +0. 044 2924 —
0.214 76B - 2.964 18C + 7.015 87 x 107> AB -
0.017 475AC - 6.296 3 x 10 *BC - 1.644 9 x
10 °A* +1.050 43 x 10 " *B* +1.940 25C*, J7 45047
R4, MERFTH, F{HN 88.96, ZITHLFREL
90.991 3, FMAHSCRECH 0.914 4, JEA R
0 0.980 2, FIIBIAIA FEESS; P <0.000 1,
FUNZAAY S B 2, w1 B {E R
R4 HESW

Tab. 4 Analysis of variance

-0.50 0.00
ﬁﬂxy&/(”g.mll-l)-l.00—].00 ﬁ@ﬁ?E/Da

A SREGR BT LI B G I8 R B 4 1 i

-0.50

BEE%

- - Ho100TTo0 050 000 00
KU BHEEHM AME B Fl P s HE AT R/Da
ikl 9 008. 51 9 1000.95 88.96  <0.000 I B.pHE MGy JE B B 4 F =
A 3 100. 78 1 3100.78 275.57  <0.000 1
B 6.79 1 6.79  0.60 0.462 7
C 4922.80 1 4922.80 437.50  <0.000 1
AB 10. 99 1 10.99  0.98 0.356 0
AC 598. 54 1 598.54 53.19 0. 000 2
BC 0. 029 1 0.029  0.002 0.961 0
A2 0.17 1 0.17  0.015 0.015
B? 96. 45 1 96.45  8.57 0.022 1
c? 253.61 1 253.61 22.54 0.002 1 50
Fh 78.77 7 11.25 — — : _— 5
S I 45.39 3 15.13  1.81 0.284 6 pH  -LOOTTO0 030 e g mL)
PR IETIR 33.38 4 8.34 — — C.pHE AT HR B R B 9 B
Javill 9 087.27 16 — — — 5 NEE
2.2.2 mR AT WLIE S, mIEISA B4, pH Fig. 5 Response surface diagrams
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YN A 7315 100 Da, 4 B BT & v JE 20. 58
peg/mL, pH {H 7.69, %8R AR B % H 93.00% .
FEHATRAERYS, AT 3 4, 45RWEKRS, WAL
fE (91.23% ) SIMMH (93.00% ) AdEir.
=5 WIFRWER (n=3)
Tab.5 Results of verification tests (n =3)

Gi5  PIRRREE/%  FIIE/% RSD/%
1 91.37
2 89. 10 91.23 2.27
3 93.23

3 iFiEFngie

JNEh FEEARBRNES . A, 5.
MWy KA HLRR, i FORBRINERZE U K £ )R
THRARGEEY . T IR 2518 SARXT 53+
g Ok S N S S E = 7y W o e s e i
i, AT T8 T 2004k Lo TE R 1 22 itk
ST B 752 ks A ot D B RN 1 0 B RN Wi
T, BT 98 R 4 I R AR EE R 53 0 0 80U R
AT, WA pH [, HRZ UM ES
FEAE, T HE G R WM B s R s, 3
5 R T R Ay A N B e, E LB S G pE R, AT
BRI, HIMAIERCR .

TESLBRANIEHR AR B e R b, R T2 o 22
5, SECHOKEER PR bRtE R AR e, &R
R AL, YR EEXT R R = AR W s, A
2% Box-Behnken 3R i Ji7 i1, X4 B vk 4 5
B TR, RIBRILE R &, R/, ATH
FBRE, 15 8 AR R N IE R R T i
100 Da, pH{H7.69, HEHURTHHE20. 58 png/mL,
B 2R R AR FR 2R R 93.00% , 5 (91.23% )
Wit o J38b, BERRRTE S8 RR a5 E%
BT LS BB B, R R A AT,
AT A PO B3 0 T 2 o ) A e R R T R
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