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Abstract: By-products generated throughout the entire pear (Pyrus spp.) industrial chain, including peels, branches, leaves,
and unripe fruits, are abundant sources of high-value bioactive components. Current research indicates that bioactive com-

pounds such as phenolics, triterpenoids, and arbutin exhibit significant "spatiotemporal heterogeneity", characterized by
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considerably higher concentrations in peels, branches, leaves, and unripe fruits compared to mature pulp. This distribution

pattern underscores the superiority of these by-products as raw materials for extraction. Regarding extraction techniques,

while traditional organic solvent extraction is well-established, its application is constrained by issues of solvent residues

and environmental toxicity. A comparative analysis reveals that green, efficient extraction technologies offer a promising

solution to overcome the limitations of traditional methods regarding mass transfer efficiency and solvent residues. These

technologies represent a critical pathway for the valorization of pear processing by-products, provided that extraction strate-

gies are flexibly selected based on the physical characteristics of the raw materials and the stability of the target compo-

nents. Bioactive components from pears possess immense development potential in the fields of skin-whitening cosmetics

and gut health-promoting foods. However, future research should prioritize multi-scale industrial validation, artificial intel-

ligence-driven multi-objective process optimization, and the in-depth elucidation of synergistic interactions among compo-

nents, aiming to advance the comprehensive, high-value utilization of pear resources.

Key words: pear; bioactive compounds; temporal and spatial variations; extraction techniques; green extraction; high-value

utilization
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Fig.1 Main active components in pears and their
health benefits
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Table 1 Total phenolic, flavonoid, and triterpenoid contents in 54 major pear varieties
K% BRFI4 il AR R4y JEN gy =l E= BTN
14EAEZR 81.1+£6.77 mg TAE/g DW 0.52+0.09 mg QE/g DW - [15]
Maxim 21UFEAZE 94.7+20.9 mg TAE/g DW 1.05£0.04 mg QE/g DW - [15]
R 76.5+13.3 TAE/g DW 6.72+0.73 mg QE/g DW - [15]
VAR 60.7+£3.29 TAE/g DW 0.45+0.22 mg QE/g DW - [15]
var. ovoidea 24FEAZE 82.9£11.3 TAE/g DW 0.78+0.06 mg QE/g DW - [15]
Rehder Ny 79.6+9.08 TAE/g DW 13.5£0.82 mg QE/g DW - [15]
PN 41.5+2.14 TAE/g DW 0.30+0.12 mg QE/g DW - [15]
Ingye PR S 120.6+4.0 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
Cheong AR S 161.2+2.5 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
) PR B 1112.4 mg/kg FW 795.9 mg/kg FW - [56]
Jianba .
AR 182.3 mg/kg FW 39.5 mg/kg FW - [56]
IR 1248.0 mg/kg FW 912.4 mg/kg FW - [56]
S 6.9 mg/kg FW. 76.6 ug/100
Nanguo/HIHAL A 129.0 mg/kg FW T e ETTE 7100 g FW  [49,56]
Pyrus R A - 259.0 pg/g FW 274.6 ug/g FW [49]
KB ussuriensis IR B 1734.0 mg/kg FW 1122.7 mg/kg FW - [56]
FH Jingbai BRI 28.5 mg/kg FW 2.3 mg/kg FW - [56]
AR S 10.34+0.23 mg/100 g FW - - [57]
) B B 636.2 mg/kg FW 483.0 mg/kg FW - [56]
Huagai o 2
BRI 73.4 mg/kg FW 7.7 mg/kg FW - [56]
) R 363.0 mg/kg FW 206.8 mg/kg FW - [56]
Daxiangshui .
AR A 51.0 mg/kg FW 4.6 mg/kg FW - [56]
A AR B 1209.9 mg/kg FW 960.7 mg/kg FW - [56]
ni _—
AR A 102.6 mg/kg FW 13.3 mg/kg FW - [56]
) AR B 736.0 mg/kg FW 572.6 mg/kg FW - [56]
Hongxiao .
AR A 72.7 mg/kg FW 7.4 mg/kg FW - [56]
o R 971.1 mg/kg FW 672.8 mg/kg FW - [56]
Xiaoxiangshui -
AR A 114.5 mg/kg FW 14.9 mg/kg FW - [56]
o IR 548.2 mg/kg FW 333.4 mg/kg FW - [56]
Balixiang -
AR A 122.4 mg/kg FW 12.1 mg/kg FW - [56]
40/ FEAS Ny 4.53~53.65 mg/g - - [54]
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Laiyangchili  JSZASRSE 113.3+3.2 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
AR S 122.12.6 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
Yali o s
PR S 10.03£0.01 mg/100 g FW - - [57]
AR IR e 21.32 mg/g DW 18.52 mg/g DW - [58]
B Bz 9.96 mg/g DW 8.86 mg/g DW - [58]
Fe BRI 2.39 mg/g DW 7.43 mg/g DW. 266.9 ug/g FW  227.5 pg/g FW [49,58]
N 1.05 mg/g DW, 23.8 pg/100
AR A 0.12 mg/g DW mee FW HEETUE 157 g/100 g FW [49,58]
Pyrus
bretschneideri VE/RMIER K Ganig
SE XA 3.01 mg/g DW 7.93 mg/g DW - [58]
A X
s 0.37 mg/g DW 1.67 mg/g DW [58]
R 27.41 mg/g DW 45.99 mg/g DW - [58]
AR 4.08 mg/g DW 3.48 mg/g DW - [58]
. IR A - 0.5 ng/g FW 22.8 ng/100 g FW [49]
figy LIk o
PN - 63.5 ng/g FW 305.7 ug/g FW [49]
26 FEAR A 8.08~41.21 mg/g - - [54]
KBRS 971.4+4.8 mg/100 g FW 279.0+8.7 mg/100 g FW - [59]
Chuhwang PR S 110.0+2.4 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
AR S 38.7+2.3 mg/100 g FW 11.3£0.3 mg/100 g FW - [59]
Hanareum AR S 135.2+5.6 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
PN 976.4+1.9 mg/100 g FW 368.9+47.6 mg/100 g FW - [59]
Hwangkeum  BUHURSE 41.9+4.3 mg/100 g FW 7.8+0.5 mg/100 g FW - [59]
AR S 6.38+0.19 mg/100 g FW - - [57]
ARG 626.7+1.2 mg/100 g FW 227.7+5.0 mg/100 g FW - [59]
Hwasan AR 12.5+1.4 mg/100 g FW 4.1+1.4 mg/100 g FW - [59]
N 211.08+8.36 mg GAE/100
IR D“‘(f & 96374624 mg RE/100 g DW - [27]
RIBRT 614.9£16.7 mg/100 g FW 241.1422.3 mg/100 g FW - [59]
Imamuraaki s
AR 51.1+5.0 mg/100 g FW 10.240.4 mg/100 g FW - [59]
v RIBRT  570.1+£31.6 mg/100 g FW 239.5+21.0 mg/100 g FW - [59]
S ifoli anpun; "
By ’“;ﬂﬁ’f"”“ pung TR 5L 36.4+2.1 mg/100 g FW 9.7+0.7 mg/100 g FW - [59]
EN .
AR 145.2+7.3 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
N 189.60:3.92 mg GAE/100
RS SE D“f & 78814531 mg RE/100 g DW - [27]
Niitaka
KRR 723.6£0.7 mg/100 g FW 217.9+12.1 mg/100 g FW - [59]
AR 22.0+1.3 mg/100 g FW 6.4£1.0 mg/100 g FW - [59]
RBARIL 939.5+34.8 mg/100 g FW 182.5+4.7 mg/100 g FW - [59]
PR S 100.5+4.2 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
Wonhwang ot B e
AR 20.1+1.4 mg/100 g FW 6.1+1.1 mg/100 g FW - [59]
IR S 6.89+0.17 mg/100 g FW - - [57]
Pay g IR S 1.35 mg/g FW 0.46 mg/g FW - [50]
AR A - 39.5 ng/100 g 6.5 ng/100 g FW [49]
FIKH e
BN - 147.3 pg/g 297.4 ug/g FW [49]
KS AR 51.2~55.3 mg TAE/100 g FW - - [60]
24 FEAR oy 5.07~51.50 mg/g - - [54]
Abate Fetal — JIZASR L 81.0+2.2 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
R 7.79+1.50 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Ahmetova . ,
PR B 253.87+62.27 mg/kg FW - - [61]
) AR A 81.50+14.88 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Pyrus Budaljaca R 61
P communis i 1066.28+62.27 mg/kg FW - - [61]
o AL Carmen BBRSE 330.33+7.35 mg/100 g FW - - [62]
Cascade B S 8.90+0.56 mg/100 g FW - - [57]
Conference B S 14.27+0.23 mg/100 g FW - - [57]
Deveci g 1690.57£225.89 mg GAE/kg B B (631

DW
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AR A 52.48+15.89 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Dolokrahan -
IR Bz 787.8+74.02 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Etrusca PR S 338.23+8.29 mg/100 g FW - - [62]
SRR A 32.87+22.71 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Hambarka -
B Bz 489.2+368.2 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Jules d’Airolles IR S 60.6+2.1 mg/100 g DW - - [56]
SRR A 26.07+1.15 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Kac¢morka -
B B 409+47.9 mg/kg FW - - [61]
SR A 50.57+21.1 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Krakaca - .
AR B 1029+460.6 mg/kg FW - - [61]
) AR A 37.18+11.71 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Ljeskovaca s g ,
B B 551.8+310.73 mg/kg FW - - [61]
.. 2337.31£392.59 mg GAE/
Margarite AR S DW € g - - [63]
.. 2428.22+885.09 mg GAE/K
Mellagi AR S DW ¢ & - - [63]
y 2366.95+248.70 mg GAE/k,
Mellaki BRI DW ¢ £ - - [63]
Président LR 19.69+11.23 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Drouard AR B 381.8+166.54 mg/kg FW - - [61]
AR A 234.2+65.5 mg/100 g DW 4.1£1.5 mg/100 g DW 201.4+77.1 pg/g DW [5]
y 3460.5+1255.9 pg/
AR B 917.6+181.7 mg/100 g DW  306.3£09.2 mg/100 g DW DW He'e [5]
Radana
MR 5326.7+844.0 mg/100 g DW  2178.6£503.7 mg/100 g DW  3104.4£312.3 pug/g DW (5]
i 978.5+329.9 mg/100 g DW 16.0+4.8 mg/100 g DW  736.2+139.4 ug/g DW [5]
) AR 33.65+16.38 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Sarajka -
PR B 477.55+310.73 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Santa Maria SRS 408.23+9.21 mg/100 g FW - - [62]
BRI 26.77+3.48 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Takisa -
IR B 302.77+103.5 mg/kg FW - - [61]
Tosca TR A 37.2 ug/100 g FW - 5.6 ug/100 g FW [49]
AR 41.1~56.1 mg TAE/100 g FW - - [64]
Williams AR 58.4~64.5 mg TAE/100 g FW - - [65]
AR S 353.72+9.65 mg/100 g FW - - [62]
p— bk%ﬂ%&ﬂ - 26.3 pg/g FW 8.7 ug/100 g FW [49]
PN - 711.7 ug/g FW 193.0 ug/g FW [49]
e 42.79~119.14 mg GAE/100 g
AR S W - - [66]
Pyrus Pall MR 20.497+0.055 mg GAE/g DW  36.520+1.833 mg CAE/g DW - [67]
eleagnifolia "
%S 20.903+0.025 mg GAE/g DW  47.020+1.652 mg CAE/g DW - [67]
RARIL 524040.035 mg GAE/g DW  2.120+0.173 mg CAE/g DW - [67]
A AU MR 19.683+0.015 mg GAE/g DW  39.320+0.173 mg CAE/g DW - [67]
amyg[;fz ’l;‘;rmis vill Kk 14.497+0.025 mg GAE/g DW  21.120+0.520 mg CAE/g DW - [67]
’ RIBBRTE  4.71740.012 mg GAE/g DW  4.920+0.300 mg CAE/g DW - [67]
M 20.497+0.055 mg GAE/g DW  36.520+1.833 mg CAE/g DW - [67]
Pyrus anatolica  Browicz Kesk 20.903+0.025 mg GAE/g DW  47.020+1.652 mg CAE/g DW - [67]
RIBARTE  5240+0.035 mg GAE/g DW  2.120+0.173 mg CAE/g DW - [67]

1 TAE: STl 24 & GAE: W& TR 2 &; QE: il 2 4 &; CAE: JLASE XM &; DW: T-3; FW: 5 — TUHE.

15, EAEBLI LSS 3 NS IR R & bt iy, iz LU R A
M RESR LS = S E i . RGP T
24 FRELEY AT . RTEER . A YL R, B
FHM K. Na fll P OCE S HIK S, Zn LR BJEMR
FUAT R HER SEnT . 43R B, ek PR i ik
EEEE T AR RLN SRR A R 25 Al
FECTIEMEDIRRZE R . AT = FELEMEY) P.

communis L. P. elaeagrifolia Pall.. P. pyrifolia (Bum.)
Nak. (19 M 7 $& B AT T PS8 A P, P. com-
munis L. 35 5 T 0 PR B4R ™ i P. pyri-
folia (Bum.) Nak. [AHTETE =T P. communis L.
22 FIEEMRSHINTERMN
AW PRS0 B As 25 ek R e AR AN R
Yy (A RYEE) MR A A 2 B BB ([l 4E )
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I BIASARAERER . TR AT X — AR, X T340 T
Ry Bl 2 sepy s (EAL R B A B2 R S
B,

MBSFTEJAERE TR, BUATE A AR T o B i i
FFAELS IR R, SEORSCE IS fh it R, 1%
gegelbamat N T B (BiE . BighR) JEisr=&, {8iE
R4 A AN IR SI3E B 9 57, 1 I IRIR 20, SRk
AU B IR A, (B RE SR T | SRR R . RESR
i ZRIFER . T . ZBJEIR . F2)LASFE AL, B
BORSE-3 - PSSR, = TR 2 S A A Al AR S0, g
Bt 5 SR S R 2 B P B I, 33 S A s R B AU
TFREM,

MZE MIYEEER, ASRIHRAL 0 A )38 Pl o A
RBR2ZES, B 2 JoR T RN RIER . 22 AR YIS oy
M5 AT . ZIFST R, R P2 ie &9 . RS
& =aE 2 G e B TR AP, SRR
TESR R A& TR R, RE AR B R Rz
TR, HUOERAZ, 5 B R AT, B P idiA
ey & B RAN 6~20 150, KA $2 B it
FALTE TR R S TR R EE™ Ak, AR
AEBY R R B AR A T EESRIE . AR R
AEHR R, BRI B BY A g VA SR S it
ATHEAE | SO e e . SR, aX L S IR E & A
KEZEYTE RS, ANRESRTT . Bt 3R A 4509,

uF
AR REIER Y,
WA S EA%.

—
S ZR RS,
E SuRidU P A7)
[C(ESN 7
AR, AP R\
fﬂ’%ﬂii). I Er LT 4,

B S

EPRE TS AR e
Fig.2 Distribution of major active components in pears

MAEFE IR R KT, F R s o 5
A W BN, Sasaki G BF 5T L AL AL
FRAREIR T S b 12.8 me/g(HHD), P 24
12.1 mg/g(TH), RE T 5.70 mg/g(TE), &
PIHSERI2 0.26 me/g(TH), 2554424 0.13 mg/g
(), A PHRISR B BRI 9 & Bz i 22 HE2R
Pl [EIE, B S50 . SIS E AT Tk #trh
AR A, HEZE R AR R K R Y 40%~
50%! . X BEATFE R W ARV IS I B el | A
PRI 54 v HE BOGRL A 05 PR o HoAT S 35 A3
FINAALFE, BATSE T THEERU S R B A A
AERISER P B E TS TS, P RES AL AT A
TFRERTINIEAS
3 HPEVEMR S RING A

B WIS ST 43 AT B Y A5 22 S R, 4R
BUSCR A S PER AL TR YE, T 22 S R

B, ARBESEIBUTE I LA, e A3l e
B AR R SCHE . TR A T B S IO 5
CAANDIEE . & TR AFEEFISEIOE . KRR
ARHAE SR . S HE BRI | T i BhHRE
AN BIFR GRS, i, IR I R s
RS Z . SIbFER, —FR S ak
FAR, WRIRAHF TN R . 875 Fli Bh $R B
IR PR B, © T g Bh R B RN Bh R B
L, BT IS . BEAN, SR FEIHEEOT LB
B SR TR, AV EY S RS R A
F AR FHER AL T B ZAKYG . T SCRFEXTHX Tk
SR TR
3.1 BTHEBUE

VTR IO 2 B B S FH R B 1k, LR
FET A WIS PR ST AN [RIE 0] A (4 Vi 5 2 e ik
ATHRE W SRS OB HEE, K. 2R L
FEAN Ve S5, TR ECRT DA 12981 . AR QPR
[l e B S Iy A7

R e R F RS FHARUAES R, IR
JEEE R S e e . PRSI = AT A o S e
PR P PRI AR N ) - B AT AR P, 38 S E H EL 2 T
O PR R, U HOR R P A 22 S A I s
IR S 4 I 4 [T ACte) et P PP Pt DA By gy 1 L)
SN IR B TR B A 43R 375.9~512.9 ¢ GAE/100 g
¥ 5t A1 24.7~34.6 mg QE/100 g T- ¥ &, &K
1% IR MLER Y F BETE 20 min Y M A AT 2
ik 53.27 ¢ GAE/kg MW, & A 0.1% Ehiz Y H s
7 1 h AT 2 r 32 116.3~173.1 g GAE/kg 1Y
Y, MR A H A R 85.3~146.4 g GAE/kg B &
-8l A2 R, fd FH 70% ZEEEEE 12 h {YREFRAS:
1.89~3.14 g GAE/kg 9.5, 38 5 mw o i iR P Ak fe
PR AR F (75% U, 80 °C, 30 min) tL{XAEM
SRRz 3RS 4.98 ¢ GAE/kg BYATERY, Patricia 45171
FOTIE 260, FEIE bt . 212 £ F5 A R e v, ffi FH F
P EE HUY “Packham” A0 “Yali” 5 Jz 42 U £ & s HY
B = P RS B T 2 i . XA (Pyrus pyrifolia)
FIPATERL (Pyrus communis ) 2 Bz v 05 RS B 1Y)
PEHCP L R I T AR EE IR SR, R
Mr 2 AR S R BRI, AR EETE Y 2l H TR R
JEURHAE P= (10 e g |t > 7

PRI T 2S5, M FE EWR L. JFRE AR 3 7 X
(AN . BRI L i) . BRI A . $RIBGEE DA K 7S
ol A, AR M REFR bR B OCE L, JT i
ESZIERIBUT EANE ST ISR SR LL R4
BHGESI0 LB S22 iR O R S R 3R . Bl
L BIRERE I AT STl HAn b 59, AT
FERRRE . AL B Ee X F B R AL R B R F /M
R R CE T, — HIRBEAELLp], F—E1
INTEVE LEIFANGE W3 1R i R B n A7, A
[E1 LY T EARUETS P 5318 BT 1 W) B AN it B2 T
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FEAN . FURMTAN BT X, anTge . W Es | hifads
H RS BGICRE, AE, B/ RS ST
SETATRIE I S EOH = OB B, A RIS 2
(WA B BIXMERE o P HEERASHIR] | 5 B A 7R e B AT
FEE S LRENS W T HR I W ERE . Ban:
Kotsou 2512 ffp Al 1 HEHAS 6] | 552 FI 2, ek R A
BB, BB (Pyrus spinosa) JE B P EALBE J1H2
F+ T 1622%~2356%, & Z 0 &I 345%, SR
Er I 273%, HUIRILER & 23N 653%. 28052
ZE3 38 1o TE AR IS AR B —Fh i B H2 AL R v
PR B, e AE R E T2 AR R 70%, HEE

AFE] 2 120 min, $2HGREZ N 70 °C, BRE N 1:10,

TETAEREU T 2250 T AL B iAS2%8 20 0.6352%~
0.6799%, Z4 A YRR %A 0.3528%~0.3597%. T
R O 25 U4 3 3k ) N TR IR AR T R AT A B e =
s S o B BT 2, S AR i B S A Sy 2 L [
51 min. W& 42:1(mL/g) . Z BT %E 73%.
JEIBILAETD s ask i 3 TR A T R R B R Y
HHZZ BRI T 2, SR B R BGIR E 70 °C .
P& BB [E] 95 min, B b 1:60, I B 32 B Sy
12.46%.

ZE LR, R BGL I RCR I AR s — R
RE, MRS VRIS | Wb . W | A a) A SOkl 1 Ak
Hy A Z R A AR . USSR BOL
FRT AL T2, AH HEAE Ah B R Hy 2520 i e 5 2 1)
TR, AR RIS S TS R L Rl DL A,
FARAH A WLV A MR 5Pk ik . PRI, BF
GEAN S e TR = 8. B g (0 A LR A R (A5 0 R
EERLE Y]
3.2 RAERHIEBFHRECE

FARARILIA % 77) (Natural deep eutectic solvents,
NADES) & IS RAIRL 43 (Al . AR . ZFHEFR)
LRI ER AT o X B IR 5353 SIVE Sy S A
FIEHESZ AR, T ES0H 10 SRR 465, (i 35 B T TR
AR R BRI SAS BE, (AR B A SR T R B E RS
A RAR T, RENE LIS A (G — 2 A RS e TS
TEFEAE, TE R IR 54, W 7> T NADES
VE MR AT HL £ R, NADES 1% &
X 2% 25 K BEAS S5 AR 4 AT B o B LT 4 AR TR 3 A&
v g SRS G, SN RE RO LS R T K- it
4, ML B ;s [EF, NADES r TRe 5 &4
FRIL | BRI AR TE R E iR i TR A
Y, B 1 H AR AR, DT RS E T b B 5
PRSI, 1T NADES % RARLETE TR sh b
P JCHE Y I B, RO IC TS 2 BRI BV el R T
B, TR TR MOai AR TR S ol
FE A ER IR A3, -t nT 8 A AR e B SRR (40 amberlite
XAD-16) BT, F Btk vk 225244, 2
WL LI B ZEAE s 251k &8, LASRAS alifh it 32
Hugyson,

TEZ I SLUG 1, NADES YR BUR = A5
HLEEF, BT A& rERe, anfse . Bt
FEALPESEET ) Lee 450 filf FHSEALNEGRAN R —FR &
J% NADES, MEKFF4 i i S B i) 22 T 755 ke iy ]
ik 171.326 ng/mL, X FHHK X REZH(105.926 pg/
mL) #2572 61.7%, Bos 25 003 7 5 S I
., de Los Angeles £515 FI) L . #2800 Ak 24,
I NADES Bc 588 75 4l B s BLRE Sk w4 v P
FIEAR L 22 5 i SR BSOSO T oK sl FH B . A AR SL0 Y
T8 A5 M) 7 T Y25 X8 1 e R S (IR v R SR U NS
AL PR Ty 1 T 22307 T Ak, SItieicsk
{F R e R 1 406 MPa., )RR HE] 8.4 min. /b
NHBK -2, —WEEEJR EE 1:3 . DES & 7K 40%, &5 65
A ZWPRICR A 4.75%+0.06%

TE M. NADES 3 47 A= 9 1% M 1 57 32 B AT,
NADES H S AR N S RS2 AR b2 iR L BE R
Hb . RS L 255 . pH DA A NADES H 11 S0 I 265 02
RENN Z2 PR IR SCER R R, R T SCE RS,
A — Lo N T 5 R 0 2 e AR 7, 40 oS-
MOtherm, ‘& J& — Fi 3k T 2L 5275 L1 S 1 B i A%
# ( Conductor-like screening model for real solvents,
COSMO-RS) YA I v, W Ftl] Hbnfb 54
A ZE PR T PR A TS
3.3 EBERHERIUE

S U 4 B 32 B0 (Ultrasound-assisted extrac-
tion, UAE ) I FHAE 7S I 77 2E A AL N, i PAFY 4R Ik
AR A 20 M RE , ARV S, AT S R BRI 46
SOFREE ], SAE 5 AR BGEAAH L, UAE i@
R R IR, R B BEI A R i B AR
Hrshapeo, Belwal 250 LT 2 BL (Pyrus communis
'Starkrimson') 5 Fz TR EUIE T 2 -3- 2P 1T (Cy3-
gal), fliJ UAE B9 Cy3-gal 153 i 35 & TE8 2=,
Wang 25 5@ 17 [ 13531 (Taguchi design) Fl5E4= [l
HLPR R R A T % L ISR BRI UAE X 4147
AFL (Red D'Anjou) 7 M B AR BSR4, &L UAE
AT Z B R A SR HR A F A B s, H AR R
R LR B R PR EUSRAIR T 20 €. Cui 55 BFSY
S FEFH UAE AY%L(‘Huangli No. 1) 8 5 BE SR
BRBALG TR 2.7 %,

ABFEESA] B FE TR | e B R PR TRLRE 5
M) UAE R QBRI 2R o AR AESED 3l w3 v 0
16T UAE X IREIFRRLA AL A S Z Wy 3R, 1
b JE R 22 AR F 5 70%, BHELE 1115,
FEELATE] 40 min, FREEE 40 C, FERMAMF T E
IRENARLIL R | SRR AZ AR R RIS B 2 T Y ER A
HATA 17.060+0.400., 0.532+0.053 . 0.530+0.032,
6.100+0.200 mg/g-FW

Xof A —Fp AR s Sy, TR B XA R Y 3R
BRI B A X R B T 2 4514 . Bulduk 4504
1 3 ) B T AL T UAE X V8 3L (Pyrus Com-
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munis L)W R i BESAE R, PLib)5 nd BB E h
43.37 °C, HEEHE N 56.81%, HFEHUE] ) 29.66 min,
A JE B RESRAET R R 3.10%, Cui 2504 8 i i
W HEIUAE T UAE X334 (‘Huangli No. 1) 45 1 BE
AP, AR 10 B 70%, B 1:12,
FRILATH] N 20 min, R DIEN 576 W, HiAk)s 14
HAFHRBUR 5309.27+£15.87 ng/g. hpELEP | p g
SEOO | A= AL Sy i ik i N A AR T UAE
X SEBHAERL A | F IR AL A rE SR AL L SR Y
R, PRAbS S TR S 40~48 °C L BRA L
2 1:20~1:47(g/mL), S EHY 40~70 min, ZHEEH
BER 56%~70%, 5 15k 400~640 W, Ak S5 1Y
B EREBUCRAN 0.266%~14.38%,, FIHEEPS Fsr
FREEO Sy A i N TN T B SR ALY e SR AN
B A& A N R A Z 8 UAEC 23, (ifb)m aoia
PRk 48~55 CL RBHRE ESA 1:4~1:20(g/mL), #8
FRETE] 2R 23~53 min, ZEEHEESN 95%, 7R TEh
450 W, Ak fa L Z R R R 3.45%~12.87%
3.4 MERAERER

i & % s $2 B ( Pressurized liquid extraction,
PLE) J& —Fh & 2 i 2 BB A, R e il i R 45
PR TR s R R T A sl R AARE i o g H AR50 -
A EAL SR BT ¥, PLE HoA B | 355 FH D
A PEAFAEOEF O iR R AR B A T AL
(Pyrus ussuriensis ‘Maxim’) PHEI =M525b-54), B
AR H S R BT 7 10 MPa, $2BUEE 85 °C, 12
B EsFE] 4 min, JE3F 3 IR, ZWEHREE 55%, TEULAE T,
=S YHITREBCRE N 0.862%., SH A HEEUR
TR BIR B EE, PLE 2o H B m i =w525 b &4
FEhL, RIS TR R, XK, PLE J&
—FIRAT S AL T S R I i A S b
AR, GG I EAH L, By T n] e EAT P, I
AT BEJ B TR AT T AE. PLE "H488 & IR = FE
JImT DA =SS A W B B L BRCR, ITT
PEEPREECR . A 0 @ s B Ak 1T
FARXEL - AR IR BUSR A, Db i
HASTR] | VR ORME LS5 52.23 min, 201.18 °C.,
1:42.8, Z54F FRIRESR TR, 15.12 mg/g, =T
EHLEEFEEY 12.3 mg/g, HEA B S APTEILIETE,

PLE 144 B 2 5 mi A= 40 0% P 1 43 1) it B
PHOER, AR T DR E IR EGHE R, (Hth aT g
FHEEAATE SRR, E ik, FFEEARYE H
Ak G W i AR TR . Qu AU [ E oY R B,
PLE #& B2 B4 =i 25 A& W iy ik F b, VR RS J2 2k
PEIR KRB G S RS R 2R . TS X R BUSeR
S E O R e M BT AR, S AR
RE T CE VA BE R T 5 AR A XU 2 TR gy s A VA -

PLE & B A < b 25 52 mi) A= 40 1 3 43 1) 1Tl
B NTEAIRAE ORI TS R Seif R R o b, 7
STEEEE Rl T R Gt . B0 E SRR H AT X 42

F+ T 2E2ahe 585 1k H AR ik & Wi B e X,
T AR B TR] RS R IR B T 2 A, 68 I e
() U, FER BRI TC T i 5 R TS5, S eS|
R ST R
3.5 RURHENREBUE

TRz 4 B B (Microwave-assisted extraction,
MAE ) 2] FH 0% B B BB R A ) 2855, in
A IEPEN ST RS . MAE B TP i siomn
TR FH, 38 8 HLA S i) S G S A 5 v
W=7, Peng A5 i FH MAE 472254 (Pyrus
ussuriensis Maxim )y Bz 5 R H B 240 & 20 A $E HE,
Fam Ak N A Tk, Pt S A0 MAE 125
ZHCH : PEHLEHA] 124 s, T T3 408 W, LB
56%(v/v), TEF/FEAREL 45:1, FEEER N 9.801 mg
GAE/g T 5, #2 US| gy iy 2k &4 = 202 )L
I SRR M TR R R, 2K
ZEEL00) A O S TFEAAL T MAE X228 v S s i i
PEUL, PRk E At T2 45 B I [E] 127 s,
PR 424 W | ZEEHREE 58% . WORHEE 30:1(mL/g),
TEMSRAE T B S5 R 6.51%. IR PIIFSE
JUEE] MAE 7T S 2R B2 R b (1 3 2 A0 e i, (HLP]
HARR A, S BB BATAE R N E S
3.6 EEHEENEEUE

FifE BhHE B2 (Enzyme-assisted extraction, EAE)
ST TG CANZT- 2 22 Tl PSR IRC Tt ) S-F AR A A M, I
TTHCGEAN LN ZE PTG PE RS RS . EAE T RE/&—
e HLSE PR E R AR Tk, A T g s b &
PIHFREG DT SR, EAE fY—BBERIE, Unfs iy 5
FHAORAS | TCEL 58 SR RN I 0% | [ sc e 25 | il
WIS, B T H AR A8 T 220, iz s
— i 5 HA R A ARSI U B i 4000 Jm
ka3 TR DA T AR S B S PR G SR AL i 2

2 AR)E AR R A B b 1:14(g/mL) |

LFAERBFESINEL 2.5% S TI% 560 W 1 A [E]
2 min, JLEAF F2PEHEEBCR A 34.99 mg/mL,
3.7 TEHEBARNBEGZEELLE

H T OAT — Lo Rl ] thd T 2R O %)
FRUETEVE T A PR EOCCR  pl ERRET 1O)  a) Eb
BT AR R . MAE Fl PLE X 2254 2% J7 52 14
U S PRI, e T PLE SRR IO,
T A NFEBERIE 85 °C . ZEHUHAE] 4 min, JEFRIK
B3 IR, LEEHE 55%, B =mE R EBCR AL 8.62% .
LAY A 5] Fe S T UAE. MAE LA & PLE —#b
IR IR A BT B SR PR i 2 B B, I -4y
NI L 0w N R T T k. FERASRAE R, UAE
By Z M52l 5.03%, MAE B Z 153 5.01%,
PLE M Z WIS R 5.37%. LSRR, o—4=
B AE AT Fa s, NARYE R s S H
PR ok RIG PR . IR IRAR B SR
SR S e (O PR IBOR I
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Table 2 Comparative analysis of extraction methods

REBOT 5 B TR R B

. 35 .
BTN, R F
. HEFFIRRR IR TALBI

ERIPRIE  BART R RAT

FEIT IR AIHAEAR, AL SR MIBRR . WHR Bde, Emde, = Ak, Bk,

5, (A7 TERR R ]

1 ORI BAEE K RIA
KRERERT, SRR SRR Stk e
NADES SR, RN BTG A SRR R 2 bt e, g R DERE (A
Kefs P
o W R
Mok, BRI B MBSO AER M xtmfusss e TR R g
UAE T P Mongz e SR g g TR AT
- AR B e ) B0 5 TR R
st R LI R ooy g iR AP 3
ST 2K T R A \ e P
pe  mabicRns, g R e ts s Sk gy ppsep B ERIUEREREER
s IRIEAIUE "t T PN
e, s, I g e AR LA BT (5
MAE it i TR M e st ok, st BB W AL R R
e i SN RPN T 3L
SR K, PRSI R i FA B gj E;Qﬁ%fi;ﬁm
AR ek BRI SR, BT IUE B SK. = ar Ag, o I RN

iELYIE ¥
HepAsE BT AERE 7 RACK

(pH. B 50, J54> (WMUAE, MAE)ERHHDAE il Rkl

PR e st it e

BB

BRI ER A FR IR R AE S 40 2= AR SR I =+, 1H
IS S GG 2 B Tl AR B EK, {575 FERERE . AS
LRI Z 0] SOV, FHedsr I FIRRM R =
FARUEIIZBUAZR ., 2 B85 T FiR 6 FHREUT
FOPEBR S GBS R TS W 1. ansk 2 PR,
AT ) B R AR AR s 5 TV AR T T A7
HREZER . GHRENFEBOEE AR BT o, 358
38 M, ES A LTI B R AR 24 T H T+
sk, UAE F PLE HBTANFH i m =k bt
B BE, FEAR S MR AL Z (RIS T 381, J2 24 A1
B H AN HAT = AHE R . 1T NADES 1 EAE 45557
LROFARNMRIR T 40 KA Iy 1), H 22 AL
FErge =Mt A B, H T AR A Z 6T AR S
HEALSEIRED
4 BEWSRE

£ TR, RS S N AEYE AT, CUFE
FMLEY . RS R N AR, s b A
PINKT T R R AL . AN EL R FIAS R
B4, HAEYIE PR PSRN S A e 3 25 v fE
S0 TR ST B0 B s AR R SR AR i R A
T BRAEYEERSYT, BRI ER . H
AL A s P B SR BT, UNS AR |
BhBRIEE: | B Bh R B2 N Bh B O, mT
FRUAEYEPEAGT R T, RIS AE S
N ZEBOL SRR R IR o $RBGIERSZ ZF)
ZLHIRZIN, ALFEIA RIS | [ b . FREBOEE IR
RNV AR s ok e N g E R AN 7/ d

Z4 K B g = p - A i s B B
AR TR, BENTAE AR it H R 5% 1k

W EThrEik ShuR TR, Bt K R I
CE S RESRAT . LR ) S TT & R AR Pkl i Kbt
PR EAR SR AYE Th s SR LTS
Z M, W Rl VE R Aoy TR im g @R RE s
ah

BIRBLEYE MR BRI T BRI
FIFME, D ZL B SLEE = FE 2 =\ AL FH A S
8, ATSTATING DA SCEEPk A%

B, Tl bR AL B i AN BRI . B4R
Pis P A B SR R R B AL AR AR L v
I PSR B R . SO B HR I AR SRR R LR,
{ELBAARATE A S B6 2 AR A =2, Xof o Al i R U I
WSRAN R . O A BF5Y 2% BH AT 25 e iR By v iy g
AT S e A R I A AT 22 ), SR T A E R
TR ARA I HE

Hk, e = 1 H S 10 19 R Ge bk HR B SR BL
e FREOTIEREREAT R0 2 H bRk
IR, WA ER . A . TR B S e T 2 ) S
FRoVAT AN, 2 LA XT IR H S5 IR 2H ZR I FRBOSCR
AN B B AR, UAE 85 20006 07 285 2810, 47
H ARSI & = B IIME R Vs TSR DIRe B il sl f ot
i, PRSI KR Jm B Sl G4, kAT NADES
R AN = B R AN TS 2, “ S (0 R ARV R R
e R KT e sbabh, Xd T 3ot il 4y,
PLE 7S adaRIiR 87 11, T MAE NS5 R0k SRt
XU, DR AN AR 2= 04 AR AT, L ge i B
R B RIBR MR © A BFFEATI AR R TR SR 3, A S R
T 3~4 AN 2B X B EE SR AY L IR, ME DA A B
AL, 5 N TR AR A ARAHZE & o W .
A
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e, FUEYIETE NS Z A AR AR SR S
IR AN SE AT . H AT 225G p— il B9 i 7
PEUT, BTG 1 2 1] (CANZR IR -5 REAR ) 1Y
AHEAFE IR | PR AR A BT T 1A
B Canfizn 18 - S 2 R 1T VR D i AN e =

HET EIRPRAR, AR AR AT IR TT S50 35 AL |
RS AT Ay IS 25 22 ]URE T 9B AE )0 M 1o
PRI LIR30 | gt . 28t . AR aS
SERIAE, ST BRAPR IR 14 Tk AN FH B9 5E JEAitl; 1)
LA > AR B s A T B e s, R iess
A REFE. IFTA] BRMRYESE A H AR R, S AE T
JEAH LA RO K S3 SFE S A AR SR 4
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