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Abstract Acid hydrolysis is a favorable food processing for fruit peel to release deglycosylated
compounds from tissues and enhance biological activity. This study aimed to investigate the optimal
extraction of flavonoid hesperetin by acid hydrolysis in mandarin peel using response surface
methodology (RSM). A Box-Behnken design was employed to develop the following three
extracting parameters: ethanol concentration (X;: 60-100%), HCI molar concentration (X>: 0-1 M),
and extraction time (X3 4-8 h). The optimum extraction conditions for hesperetin were obtained
at X;=100%, X,=0.6 M, and X;=4 h. The predicted results matched well with the experimental results
obtained using the optimal conditions, which validated the RSM model with a good correlation. This
study provides useful information on mandarin peel as a potential dietary supplement for functional
ingredients.
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1. ME

T 25(Citrus)©l| ke A2 AlAZ SR go] AFHL e A& F shu=E /A A%
SA7]Foll TEH | 2,560%F & o] o] o] AFAFE I ATHUnugul®} Nigiz, 2020). -2}
AL F2 AFENH F2L Ak 908, At oF Seut E ol AT Y Seltet
A B A 30% o) AASHAL Slth(Jang 5, 2004). 2 AlE7E Al AEE AELS
571 H7188, 2 $4 7Ry S uid 155 £9] 7ha 3] 7 $AE I Qltk(Hyon 5, 2010;
Safianko 5, 2021). 712 Fulel 2o, veE, v, Aol g % FEe kol So] 3y
o] 9loH, = f3 St ol= viFA] FENQI hesperidin¥} naringino] 53 A 02 A
Qltt(Jeong 5, 2004; Lee &, 2022; Manthey?} Grohmann, 1996). 7+=259] St Lo| 5= A
3l FAF 9 FLEU=E7] 59 237t Qe ALE HilEo] Qitk(Kang 5, 2005). EI, HEF
7u o] Q)= hesperidin, naringin, nobiletin 2 tangeretin 53} 22 Z8tE o|E IIgHE0| Al EA}
92 AT AT 20| 24 B JUT TS Ul 202 H15HT 900, naringenin,
hesperidin @ hesperetin AW A329Q] 3T3-L1oA A+ B31E Astctal stth(Bashandy
S, 2020; Lim 5, 2014).
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EHHEE0|Ex AE oA tiFE 3 ZdE HigA
(glycoside) P2 A3} Qrk(Shin 5, 2013). o]3t viF
Az 4 7hpEsfol sl BlEiEAIQl aglycone & EE|HT
(Zhang 5, 2014). 7rE79 8 E2Hs WA Ig==
naringin¥} hesperidin©] §]©™, o] Fi} H[H{FA|2] naringenin
I} hesperetin®. 2 AJE| o] QIt}. Hesperidin} hesperetin
THS, T, A 59 I v A I
(Kanaze 5, 2007). AWolA= vigAEet vluigA] P9
Eeuols SRSl Y, B3, P9 5o B 95
3t Aog A Yrh(Parkd} Lee, 2021). Shin 5(2013)9] &
F-o| A= hesperidin®] gH4ks} ZAJo] H|5)| hesperetin®] 4
o] ¥& Zo% KI5ty Qirh

AE 7HlA EA P Teskal AAASL 3
o] REint ot AYBHEHY 5 882 0le
2] 853 Utk(Rawson 5, 2011). £3], @A2= 42
Aol et ETtE ol HlHjgA 9 T F7HIE &
O H(Sung 5, 2019), 0|23t BIH= Al AE, ZE HHS
T2 Y HAREME A7} 7154 AR 2

|o
h
1>

4,

]

Ho¥0 ¥ A% o

I
a

1

=2 X

Boprio| 29| /84S FYAA, 1 A o) §BT Fars
24 =0le Ao® HUEIth(Vodnar 5, 2017). 3+ &
APl 59 BB 7154 Juo TEES WA 22 §
o

ulote] BTG-S AHTORA 754 AR 22 5L
S7H71= BRICE o] 8E I Qlth(Patra 5, 2022). A&
TRE Fehls SIBE 22 8ulo) S50 met ThE 22
78S YepdlithRenouard 5, 2010). #5F ofUe}, vigAl=
B, 4L B 7] Aol %t 7tESiE S5l HEEA L
TFE S7HIZ 5= Sl E3], 4t 7iEsle SRt o] H]
GAE BHBAE Agkelr] 13t Al BRoE dA
Uom, a4 Aeof Hsf 7hkslal ¥h-S AlZHe Zof HluigA|
9] e S7HI7IE AR dEA Uth(Yang 5, 2019).
W3- HE 4 H(response surface methodology, RSM)2 |
9] AdE F3sto] WMo et ¥hE AHE 42 5 AUe

S
-
T A 9 23} Fe 7HoltiMyers, 1971). °]&=
7_]—
(o]
9.

=

WSS o RN R JFE F=
4 Qlck. o] 22X A& g f-8et
5 g o] 830N AITHS Horst 4=
A, Zh Hed 28-S FIT 4= 9lo], 13] 190A K one factor
a time, OFAT) A@HO=Z 517 ofzf AAH 24 =4
< gd¥ote b 851 JYh(Zhu 5, 2010).
wpeta] 2 oA RS EHEAHE &85t 1 I
mof $HH ZetiE ol H]HiF ARl hesperetin®] & X4
27 Lot 1} gttt o] F ol Yt & HEEFE A
7, Ab B, o§hE Bk)7} hesperetin®] F&0] P|X|= FIF

S Bl HHe] 23 2AS AYSHA Bk

2. M=z H 2HE

2.1. M2 Z A%

£ Al ANE 2 e 20219 AlFAE 25 A=l
A 20 5 AR oH, FARFAA] tigutE A
dotglch. g e SHRSE FAl 3 £715 7Axste] 52
AZE AASIEY. #5209 hesperidin Y hesperetin
Sigma-Aldrich(St. Louis, Mo, USA)J|A] F-]5}31t}. Hesperidin
% hesperetin &4 A] o4 A AMGRE 33 SR E
acetonitrile> high performance liquid chromatography(HPLC)
5322 Honeywell Burdick & Jackson(Muskegon, MI, USA)
oA FYSHHOR, 7Iek AR HPLC 53 ¥ ACS 539
Aoke A,

2.2 Z=Z ZHI9 hesperetin F£=
2.2.1. OEt2 S0 ME hesperetin £&

72 74 0.5 g& FHoto] 50 mLe] 20-100% OfERE(ethanol)
2 A7t & 60°Cof| A shaking water bath(HB-205SW, Hanback
Scientific Co., Bucheon, Korea)E ©]-85}o] 6 h B9 F&5}
At} o]F FEEL 0.45 um syringe filter(PVDF, Whatman
Inc., Maidstone, UK)S AR&-5}o] o35t §] HPLC £40f Af
i

2.2.2. & M| M2 hesperetin F£&

22 79 0.5 g& F5to] 50 mLY] 60% ofekeS A7Ist &
60°COJ|A] shaking water bath(HB-205SW, Hanbaek Scientific
Coy& o1831] 1-12 h 5 228 WFaHYL}. o|F 352
2 0.45 pm syringe filter(PVDF, Whatman Inc.)& AR&5}0]
ol¥kgt § HPLC E40] ARgE )t

2.2.3. & SE0| ME hesperetin £&

g 39 0.5 g Fstd 0-1.0 MO] FAHCHE =33
50 mL9] 60% oe&Z H7I%t & 60°CoA shaking water
bath(HB-205SW, Hanbaek Scientific Co.)E ©0]-&3}%] 6 h &
QF F&519lt}. o] FEE2 0.45 um syringe filter(PVDF,
Whatman Inc.)& AR&-5te] ojZdt F| HPLC Ao ARESISIT.

72 Fujo] AAe] A% 2 32 LEo] B hesperidin D
hesperetin &2 3, = 31 0.5 g& 3519 60% ofet2
2 0.5 M| FAto] ZIH 60% oeEZ VIS F 40°C
80°C9] shaking water bath(HB-205SW, Hanbaek Scientific
Co)olA 6 h &% FE3IAT o] & FEE2 045 um
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syringe filter(PVDF, Whatman Inc.)& 53} {23t H HPLC
A0 AREE QI

2.3. gd= 29 4 Jf+=of

72 Fuof 79 hesperetin & %4 242 RSM 49
2 283fo] Yopugie}. RSMe] Sl 4HE o5 527
ZH = 3 0.5 g& Flsto] HCIo] 34 oflg=s 50 mLE
715k 80°CY] shaking water bath(HB-205SW, Hanbaek
Scientific Co.)oA] 0-8 h EoF A2jsliet. 1 = 72 T}y
FZEEL 045 um syringe filter(PVDF, Whatman Inc.)& ARS-
3to] of@}3t 5 HPLC £Ao] AFREQIch.

2.4. Box—-Behnken design

A1 = 72 ol F5 hesperetin & A %
Zﬂ_ 9} otS ol WFSHEHEAH 5 Box-Behnken design(BBD)
= A&kt A= o] S5 hesperetin T S7H
7171 gt 37}11 E=YHSL[X;: ethanol(%) B, X2~ HCI(M)
5, X 3% AZHh)]E Table 13} Zo] -1, 0, 1 & 3HA =
HYE AAste] 157710] thet & AZ Z19¥5}0] hesperetin
9] g A5kt

2.5. gz 2a/e M Jl+Fof=9 HPLC =4

Ab Aol mE A2 Ay 220 HHEA] IS ok
7] 98l HPLC(Chromaster 5000, Hitachi Ltd., Toyko, Japan)
£ 0]8510] hesperidin = hesperetin TS 451t £
Ao o]&% HPLC ZAYL YMC-Pack ODS AM(250x4.6
mm, 5 pm, YMC Co., Kyoto, Japan)2 ©0]-&35}it}. O]%/zl't-
acetonitrile(A)Z} E(B)S 7]&7] €22 1.0 mL/min §&02

T2t} 0, 14, 25, 308 Eot o]54 BY HSS 717L

20%, 37%, 37%, 20%2 EHFHoH, UV AE7|E AES
o] 280 nmO||A] hesperidin 2 hespereting HE&IAtt.

2.6. S
WA o147} A3 HF2 Minitab(14, Minitab
Inc., State College, PA, USA)YS AMEsl9 o, SHdael &

Table 1. Coded and actual levels of three variables

Independent variables Coded levels

-1 0 1
Ethanol concentration (X;)  60% 80% 100%
HCI concentration (X>) oM 05 M 1.0 M
Extraction time (X3) 4 h 6 h 8 h

https://www.ekosfop.or.kr

SHof gt 7 }%’51 2 IARAS AFgsiet. S
X2} X0l ofet £5M4 V(hesperetin T TR 22 2%
gAA o2 Uehyglom, Bo= Ag=o0] 11, Bi Bii ﬁyjf_‘ S HAIS
ol

k
Y= 6()+EBX+EBMX2+ZZﬁLJXX

i=1j>1

ES 2 ATY 4 i BeRsHAH0=3)E ®7|5}
o dgE F%, 5 ARF 9 A 520 ©E hesperetin®]

LU )

}F WSl= GraphPad Prism(5.0, GraphPad Software Inc.,
San Diego, CA, USA)S ©]&3to] Yehglo, AF 22| A
S 9 259 hesperidin 2 hesperetin®] &5F Z}o]+= SAS(9.4,
SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA) T2 T3-S E3| t-testS AA|
sto] W 710] $o142 BH(p<0.05)3ISich

3. 2 ¥ ¥

3.1. | 220 L2 ZHI(9] hesperetin 23 B}
& AToAE oEZ s5(%), =& ARkh), HCI9| FM)

o] W= 7+ 79 hesperenn.J 1‘% W3S YolH ITHFig.
1). 2L 20%0A 100%2] ofeh-2-2 0]-85}10] hespereting
=500, & EAQ hesperetin $F 57H HEMA
Z& A7H2 1 hojlA 12 h7kR] 2Elst 39 hesperetin®)
Eok% A&EARl F7H8 Hofioh 29 ofdeh, 4 555
MoflA 1.0 M7HA] 2] A2t 7§—°r°ﬂE hesperetin®] T
& H3E YEH 59, A 7leESlE AAISHA] e
(0 M HCIQ] 7% hesperetine A9 AEH A L} OL}, 0.5
ME] Ak A2 ¥ heSperetin9] ol AA F7hstith
TS AP AEQt & 2= 22|510] hesperidin} hesperetin
9] FFE Yok A= Table 29} 2t Hesperidin®] 79
7Fdol ofsf gol FoH o= F7F5Hl oM, hesperetin®] 73
9 BE AEFA] ohtt E3 A A E 41 %2 1HE Ty
¢ 0.5 M HCIZ At 7= HoA9 hesperidind}:
hesperetlngl TFe FotEIth A AR A W] FEF
2 40°Co|A] 3% A] hesperidin®] =S 29.03 mg/go]0
‘% 80°Coll A &3 B¢ 16.51 mg/gC = FAstgiet. vhd
/\]- X{ﬂo} = 11 2£E9 hesperetin®] SHEFS 40°CO]|A]
=3 3% 9.27 mg/go| Ao, 80°ColA] &3t ¢ 21.33
mg/gﬂi A 7ttt AF ZkEsfol ofsf g e
hesperidin -2 7Astal BIEFA|Q] hesperetin T2 5
TR RS FOF 4 ST TR, AL SRS AN
A FELLEE 80°CRE AAIRE Zl0] 40°CofAf 9] FEHH B
HigA| 9] ghgo] oF 2.38) &4 1Jr‘:’]r"*‘ﬂf ok ofye, Hwn
Al BEIQI hesperetin®] - 4t 7R olE AAISHA] 242 4

o

s —Vé £

—_
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Fig. 1. The effects of extraction parameters on hesperetin content. (A), Effect of ethanol concentration on hesperetin content; (B), effect
of extraction time (h) on hesperetin content; (C), effect of HCl (M) concentration on hesperetin content.

Table 2. Effect of extraction temperature on the hesperidin and hesperetin contents of mandarin peel extracts treated with HCI in 60%

ethanol

Extraction temperature HCI concentration

Hesperidin (mg/g dry mass)

Hesperetin (mg/g dry mass)

40°C 0M 68.35+£0.85"™ 0.00+0.00

0.5 M 29.03+2.02" 9.27+1.04"
80°C oM 73.55+0.18" 0.00+0.00

05 M 16.51+0.28" 21.33+0.17"
DValues are mean+SD (n=3).
DAsterisks indicate statistical significant differences using t-test (‘p<0.05, “p<0.0001).
§- HEol HA okont, 4t 7hEafo] o5 IA S5 6 h 59t &3 <2 hesperetin®] $HFo] 0.23 mg/go. 2 713
o} oA Aol g A2 A 9fsto] hesperetin®] o] ottt Al 7HA] HP RS gk 5%, HCl 5% ¥
ool 34 57]’H£ Ao g HIiE o] Itk(Sung 5, 2019). ZZ2 A|7H} 2492491 hesperetin $HFol| T3l == 23} 3]
ok ol 4 ZbeRalE ANShe RS dde JRslg ANe oot 2
Aot ARt A& FaE 28Y s IFES &
2P 08 AZA7|=d antHolH, HlHFA 2 TS S7HA] Yesperetin =— 11,119.3020 +213.5072.X; +9,523.1233.X,
74 3HAS} BHAdo] ZslEl Ao oA A g{u}(su 5, 2014). +690.6825X; —3.3165.X, X, — 15.2119X, X,

2 AFolM = 7HE ARE A o] 4 ZkeEelE AAIsH
= Ao| vjudA] FeQl hesperetin®] TS S7HA7|=H =
Qe Felseick WA, 2 ATE F w4 Tl
hesperetin &2 2 A3}517] Q8] ek =%(60-100%), 5=
Z X7H4-8 h), AF B5(0-1 M)E 92 4 A5te] BBDO u}
Z hesperetin & 2 AL A5t

3.2. &= ZtO] hespereting £

BBDO] 9Jgt 157 AE 240l T ﬂ—’F?_ hesperetin
2 W3z Table 30 YeRflt 15709
hesperetin®] F2 0.23-41.06 mg/gO =2 14-15]-‘,;}3]-
off W HTEE 0.5 M| HClE A3 100% g2
Sto] 4 h 5 FE3 3-9(41.06 mg/g)ol UERETH
7SS AAIBHA] %220 M HCI) 60% e-E= 2

_,4
;Q,
EFH
'N_Ll..
Ao o

2 o

il

.
re

2
£

890

+15.2535 X, X, —0.6741 X7 —
+44.0282.X;

6,730.0883.X;

221 3lAAe] digt A 3 AASS EAHEA A=
Table 40 UEFHQItH Hesperetin 3ol tigt 3419 R*3E
2. 95.32%0|H, A3 do] AA(Lack of fit) A1} p-value=
0.2882 e} mdo] Adlst Aoz ol ) 3t 3714
o] B4 % HOIS| S A olAjgold 2140l
VIS WA= A2 UEITH(p<0.05). HH, ofjghg 5=
& A9 LA 9 oJAFF-E hesperetin®] g H3}o]
T ol AU (p>0.05), F2F2 BE oA Fojv]
st gt

Hesperetin $F59] 4t
& A oeE 5=

=R
)

off T

< Fig. 20 YERHSIH. &

EERK
hesperetin &5 H3}= Fig. 2A
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Table 3. Box-Behnken design and experimental data

Run Variables

Responses

Ethanol concentration X; (%) HCI concentration X; (M)

Extraction time X; (h)

Hesperetin (mg/g dry mass)

1 60 0 6 0.23+0.00

2 100 0 6 0.23+0.00

3 60 1 6 22.724+0.06

4 100 1 6 21.40+0.02

5 60 0.5 4 18.05+0.06

6 100 0.5 4 41.06+0.04

7 60 0.5 8 30.57+0.58

8 100 0.5 8 29.24+0.14

9 80 0 4 0.27+0.01

10 80 1 4 30.5240.15

11 80 0 8 0.38+0.00

12 80 1 8 31.24+0.05

13 80 0.5 6 26.47+0.13

14 80 0.5 6 33.03+0.25

15 80 0.5 6 32.50+0.41

Table 4. Analysis of variance (ANOVA) table for the RSM model

SD DF Seq SS Adj SS Adj MS F-value p-value
Model 9 26,625,485 26,625,485 2,958,387 11.320 0.008
X 1 518,142 913,610 913,610 3.490 0.121
X7 1 13,720,794 3,039,884 3,039,884 11.630 0.019
X 1 3,008 135,092 135,092 0.520 0.504
XiXi 1 98,016 268,436 268,436 1.030 0.357
XX 1 10,684,703 10,452,482 10,452,482 39.980 0.001
X3X3 1 114,520 114,520 114,520 0.440 0.537
XiX> 1 4,400 4,400 4,400 0.020 0.902
XX 1 1,480,972 1,480,972 1,480,972 5.660 0.063
XX 1 931 931 931 0.000 0.955
Lack of fit 3 1,042,201 1,042,201 347,400 2.620 0.288
R? 95.32%

DEthanol concentration (%).
YHCI concentration (M).
JExtraction time (h).

o Zrom, oete %Eﬂ =1 & A7to] ZS o hesperetin
ghgFo] oo, & A7to] Lo 1# hesperetm o]
24519t ol EE}EB—_O]E—J g ITHA F&

https://www.ekosfop.or.kr

HES #ole H adEoIH, o 7oA ofghee] St

LolE & 8uj=Z o]&ET

QItH(Giordano -5,

2021; Gong

=, 2020). Nguyen Thu 5(2021)9] AFolAE HHSEHES
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Fig. 2. Response surface graphs for the effects of ethanol concentration, HCI concentration and extraction time on hesperetin content
of mandarin peel extract. (A), ethanol concentration (X;) and extraction time (X3); (B), ethanol concentration (X;) and HCl concentration

(X5); (C), HCI concentration (Xz) and extraction time (X3).

¥ B9l Aeje] Nore) BehuiolS 2% HAS 20L&
AL, AL 27t F7184F BeprolS 35 52

o] E=oHA|H, 90% oHEE FEPZ W 7P =2 Eti o]
T o] Yehd Aog W1ttt E3H Jabbari 5(2024)
2 SRSHEHEEANS Fof ATt 2919 st 24 ¢ St
HiolE =& :HkE A slle, 96% oghZo] & &t

o] oS HEARl Ao ' Husiginh o]A| of
S22 HGA SHjEA AZ2HE &ofiste] HRY St
o|t =S &EA7|=tl EFHo|A|TH(Chaves 5, 2020),
F5 AIZto] dojdaE oehZy} ESfEkolE T HEo R
QIsf Ak} ¥h-go] Fxl=o] {271 MgE o] EoiE 7
Qlth(Weremfo 5, 2020). Zulkifli 5(2020)] dFoA= &
A&t mjefof T FEEY] EE 57t SV uet &
Alzto] dojd4E FECHE 0|t dhgo] ZhAgttal B st
et #7t ofyeh, Su 5(2023)2 AT A& £82d o
= FEE9 EYERLolE o] 2yt F7HHoU A
Zro] Aol dLE 1 ol fashs AFE HoloH, o=
2tE o] Bt {7|-8ujof] AATE kEEo] fA BoiE= &
FER 2 E FASI] Q2] AR HAsHlrh & A+
oflA] o&tE X} HCl 5o T2 hesperetin T2 ofgt
< &2t AJHgle] HCI 5=7F RO W hesperetin oFgo] &

iy

AU
il =2

p
i

892

11, HCl 5E7} =obd4E hesperetin o] Z7}514 th(Fig.
2B). &gt £ A7} HCl 5xof WE hesperetin S-S
0.5 M HCIS H7}5}o] 46 h B 23S o] 77 Bokor}
1 M HCIo A Z4ashes 202 gRIEItkFig. 20). 4t 714
2o 2eTAo|=g Sehuiolmg slhnaE 2144
OFFT|E 029 S =Y 4 o, 45X I S
oA EetiiolEo] Eoj7} £XE o] &5 80| A4a
He A0F 4#A UAti(Tolosa &, 2018; Wang 5, 2011).
Bae 5(2012)9] Atof] 2™ 3130 1-6 M HCIE A28k
2 1 quercetin TF2 HCl 5xof =t Z7151H7 4 M HCI
oA Fadt AoE YEHEOm, Tu 5(2017)9] AFolA=
HCIS] 557} 27Kl ket Sefriolc shak=o] Bejsio]
1 o] 44T 4 Qe Zog Bt mEbd B A
oA oer&9] 57} oS5 hesperetin® gFo] S713t
A oghZo] EefEolEd] EoieE F7HIZ] el
Aoz Belth Bk offa} 22 A7to] BL U] hesperetin®]
ol o, & ARte] AojdaE 2 559 o
I} AGATE HESHA HHA St o= o] Abglel BRI
3} hesperetin ggo] AT A 02 WHET X3 HCIY &
©7h obi4s Eeholse T2 gl FFL W
o} hesperetin®] 237} S7E Ao & AlmEr
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Table 5. Optimum conditions, predicted and experimental values of responses

Responses X" X2 b 6 Maximum values (mg/g dry mass)
Predicted Experimental
Hesperetin content 100% 0.6 M 4 h 40.53 40.69+0.00

YEthanol concentration (%).
PHCI concentration (M).
3Extraction time (h).

3.3. Z& 2t hespereting Z& F= X7 ZZF
Zr2 oo gh-3 hespereting X|H 07 &3 ¢+ Q=
E21L 100% O, 0.6 MY HCL 4 h HeI Ueho.
A 22 270 UYL ’\0“0}01 P ASHE dASg
H W5} thTable 5). & & 2704 &5 7 40.53
mg/go|3lom, AA| ”da Boto] P P 40.69 mg/gl
2 et ojagtel A=A SRk B 47 59 1
2 19 At 7kl 7@ 9] HIEIEAI] hesperetin®] 3
Zof ARl WHdS & o AUtk AE9 EFtEolt S}
E2 O-glycoside T+= C-glycoside FE|S] Aoz ZA|st

th(Sun 5. 2002). 4F 7R ol A3k Bafat & 9l
on, o] ATANNE A 7HEfel o) Eesls @ Sekw
to|= 3R] Fgo] Z7hErkT BIBHATKSu 5, 2014).

g, WA e W] Hisiel W, W, g
59 I} % S A0 UeiA Slck. oI S, Yang
=(2019)9] AFofA AF HFE St rutine quercetin® & A3
slol WS % FAF TS BT Busk B o
= &0l A Ao A HE Fo =N HEFA FE QL
hespercting] 9% Ztf 23 242 =T 4+ Aok

4. 29

2 AFoA = 4 Aol tq'— 2 7 9] hesperidin®] H]|
HiA] FERQl hesperetin®] 322 XA 274 golHottt 7t
2 739 hesperetin®] F& 3 et B, A7 A 5

£ Za)5}o] hesperetin®] SRS YolRron ofete
9} A7k Z7to] Wt hesperetin®] SRS 27151901, 0.5 M
HCIE A23t 3<% hesperetlnA gleo] FA38] 2715t}
YRS EHEA S AT SHHFEE ofl§-=(20%, 60%, 100%)
%% HCl S50 M, 0.5 M, 1 M) =2 2744 h, 6 h, 8 h)o|
L550], BBDO| W 15779 Adds sttt vHe#H
B9 A5S Al R AgA 2oig gRlstglo, R?
P 95.32%, A Aoe FYokA Y2 ACE YEhy
(p>0.05), ZEo] hesperetin &% W3S As}7|o At A
o= SRIF}. 37HA]9] EHH4: F HCIQ] B=7} hesperetin
ool §-9AQl P2 FIUH SREHEHEA 23t 100% Of

https://www.ekosfop.or.kr

B2, 0.6 M HCl, 4 h 3% A| hesperetin 2 40.53 mg/gO
2 &= oH, ASEE 40.69 mg/gl & FARE TS Y
ERQiet. wheba 2 AFolAs Ab Ao wE g 29
hesperetin S S7H71= A3 270 TE6H310H, o
L AR 242 o] BeT R 35S 94E 7]
2Rz 999 » U A°E /dEd
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