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Optimization of processing technology for prepared Coptidis Rhizoma with vino
by Box-Behnken design-response surface method
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Abstract: Objective To optimize the processing technology for prepared Coptidis Rhizoma with vino. Methods The contents of
berberine, epiberberine, coptisine, palmatine, extraction rate, and appearance in the rhizomes of Coptis chinensis were determined and
were used as the investigative indexes to optimize the processing technology for prepared Coptidis Rhizoma with vino by
Box-Behnken design-response surface method. The effect of wine amount, stuffy embellish time, stir-frying temperature, and
stir-frying time on the quality of prepared Coptidis Rhizoma with vino was investigated to.optimize the processing technology
parameters of prepared Coptidis Rhizoma with vino. Results The optimal parameters were as follows: using 120% wine (g/g),
moistening for 75 min, and stir-baked 12 min at 100 ‘C. Conclusion The processing technology for prepared Coptidis Rhizoma with
vino is feasible, it could provide the experimental basis for the standardization for processing technology of prepared Coptidis Rhizoma
with vino.
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%1 Box-Behnken it B4R
Table 1 Box-Behnken design and results
W5 Alg B/min c/C D/min M, M, M, ROV
1 15 (0) 80 (1) 130 (0) 11 (1) 11.15 8.5 25.85 0.83
2 15 (0) 60 (0) 100 (1) 7(1) 13.44 9.0 25.32 0.92
3 10 (-1) 80 (1) 130 (0) 9 (0) 12.48 7.0 27.15 0.85
4 10 (-1) 40 (-1) 130 (0) 9 (0) 11.88 6.5 24.71 0.79
5 15 (0) 60 (0) 130 (0) 9 (0) 12.48 9.5 20.46 0.86
6 20 (1) 60 (0) 160 (1) 9 (0) 11.51 8.5 25.81 0.84
7 10 (-1) 60 (0) 130 (0) 11 (D) 12.26 7.5 20.12 0.79
8 10 (-1) 60 (0) 130 (0) 7(1) 12.86 7.0 26.51 0.86
9 20 (1) 60 (0) 130 (0) 11 (1) 11.18 8.0 24.35 0.81
10 15 (0) 60 (0) 100 (1) 11 (1) 12.35 9.5 24.32 0.89
11 10 (-1) 60 (0) 100 (1) 9 (0) 13.24 8.0 24.88 0.88
12 15 (0) 40 (-1) 130 (0) 7(-1) 11.21 7.0 23.51 0.77
13 10 (-1) 60 (0) 160 (1) 9 (0) 13.31 7.5 21.64 0.84
14 15 (0) 60 (0) 130 (0) 9 (0) 12.54 9.0 25.58 0.89
15 15 (0) 80 (1) 130 (0) 7(-1) 13.38 8.0 24.91 0.89
16 15 (0) 60 (0) 160 (1) 7(-1) 10.94 6.0 22.83 0.73
17 15 (0) 80 (1) 100 (-1) 9 (0) 13.67 8.5 25.16 0.91
18 20 (1) 60 (0) 130 (0) 7(-1) 11.28 6.0 24.72 0.76
19 15 (0) 40 (-1) 130 (0) 11 (1) 12.86 7.0 24.46 0.84
20 15 (0) 60 (0) 130 (0) 9 (0) 14.78 9.0 24.68 0.96
21 15 (0) 40 (-1) 160 (1) 9 (0) 10.24 7.5 25.82 0.78
22 15 (0) 80 (1) 160 (1) 9 (0) 13.51 7.0 24.73 0.86
23 20 (1) 40 (-1) 130 (0) 9 (0) 11.64 7.5 21.11 0.78
24 15 (0) 40 (-1) 100 (-1) 9 (0) 12.88 7.0 22.15 0.82
25 20 (1) 60 (0) 100 (-1) 9 (0) 10.86 7.0 2591 0.78
26 15 (0) 60 (0) 160 (1) 11 (1) 12.56 8.5 21.38 0.84
27 20 (1) 80 (1) 130 (0) 9 (0) 11.81 6.5 25.53 0.80
*2 HENH
Table 2 Analysis of variance
SR SRS Seq F P KR A Seq F P
ERY 14 0.058 247 2.96 0.033 | ZZHAEH 6 0.014 318 1.70 0.204
£ 4 0.023 734 423 0.023 | A'B 1 0.000 328 0.23 0.637
A 1 0.004 818 3.43 0.089 | A'C 1 0.002 522 1.80 0.205
B 1 0.010 906 7.7 0.016 | A'D 1 0.003 049 2.17 0.166
C 1 0.007 638 5.44 0.038 | B'C 1 0.000 008 0.01 0.942
D 1 0.000 372 0.26 0.616 | B'D 1 0.003 492 2.49 0.141
S il 4 0.020 195 3.60 0.038 | C'D 1 0.004 919 3.50 0.086
A'A 1 0.008 645 11.27 0.006 | A 10 0.011 414 0.42 0.857
BB 1 0.003 841 5.50 0.037 | #liik%E 2 0.005 436
c’c 1 0.000 091 1.03 0.330 | & 26 0.075 097
D'D 1 0.007 619 5.43 0.038
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Fig. 2 Three-dimensional response surface of Y
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4 itig

Box-Behnken H/2H A ¥ v il AVEOT R 25 5
MAL ARG R, HEPOEARIAHL, i
SEANTELESLIAT 2 GRS, HLAE 5 R 25 450 [
K&, Box-Behnken 146 R 46 41 & 4 /b,
R 20 HIEAS &AL, A R I3 AT 4t
PRI AH BAE R R 22 Tl B v IR 0 ) A Y 4
A, TR e T A, BN 45 R
FANEA . AR,

AT 0 5 BB AT T IR R #2552, LU
AMIAPEAR R B R 2 R ) B A VP AR, 40 il 5%
TSRS G By PRl I R) DA TELE B A ] ]
PP SO R R . SIS IR I, B
A 10%~20%. [LliE I E] 2 40~80 min. KPR
JEH 100~160 C. Kb IFEIY 7~11 min K, 5

10 K64 A 1Al /min



t¥#ishet %, Drug Evaluation Research 35 37% 35481 20144E8 A

-345 -

BOEVOR AN A H R v i &

FOEM) T EEVE R A /NBERR . R /NBETR . 3R
D YT AF SRS R RS A, L2
HAE 2L, RS A B R ALl EREtE
AP LA PG . Al B Al i . XX
AU A LA MG B . DRGNS PR AL IR
PERSE . HIL/NBEBEE B 2 i 10K, AEHUK
IR S e BT A BCE DI, AT K
W2~3 U JEARKET LLEE, Db o ik .
A EAMIEFON A, A INAAE] 130 C 1 h I,
FAES/NBELOAR, LG R B PRl P 1) T v S
[ FRTEATRT R, [ /N BEBRR ) 25 B AR g DT, i
DAA S0 306 OB A 5 A 0 1 B R bR, BN
POERMB T 2. AW s h T2,
WSO /N I B i, AN GF, AT
2y AP I OE MR K

S 30k

(1]

(3]
(4]

(3]

(7]

R, M AR AR A B R R ——ih
Bl ob B R Bt p 25 ST AT ML RIS A B (9],
J524, 2008, 1(5): 32.

TR, Vs, 8T8, 4. IEACTRES PUGh I o 5
FEMLH T2 0], H 2y, 2009, 31(12): 1887-1890
FREZG e [S]. —#. 2010.

w o kg, AN 2 PRI B e AR R
W2 (3] P ESE T R 29E, 2011, 24: 9-11.
RER Ty, RZBRE, RtR), 4. ZIRhRIEASRRA AT
BT [J]. HE5H, 2009, 32(5): 685-687

MR ¥, AT, $MALSE, %%, Box-Behnken Wil-2(W
HVEDLE H B H T2 (). &2y, 2013, 44(12):
1579-1583.

FREAE, xIBERK. BACPZEE (M), b AR%EE
HiRRAL, 2008





