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Solubility of Luteolin in Ethanol + Water Mixed Solvents at Different Temperatures

Bin Peng and Weidong Yan*

Department of Chemistry, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310027, China

The solubility of luteolin in ethanol + water was measured at (273.15 to 323.15) K using high-performance
liquid chromatography (HPLC). The solubility of luteolin in ethanol + water mixed solvents presents a
maximum-solubility effect. The modified Apelblat equation was used to correlate the experimental data and
exhibited good agreement. A relatively appropriate process was given for the purification of luteolin, with

rutin as an impurity.

Introduction

Lutealin (3,45, 7 -tetrahydroxyflavone, CASRN: 491-70-3) is
an important member of the flavonoid family which prosseses
anti-inflammatory,* antioxidant,” and antitumorigenic proper-
ties.® The molecular structure of luteolin wasillustrated in Figure
1. This famous bioactive constituent usually exists in glycosy-
lated formsin celery, green peppers, perillaleaf, and chamomile
tea and as an aglycone in perilla seeds.*

Several studies have reported that it can be extracted directly
from natural herbs, such as Reseda Iuteola,® peanut hulls,® and
angelica keiskei,” etc. However, athough many extracting
technologies (ultrasonic,® microwave,® enzyme,® and super-
critical carbon dioxide™) have been developed to increase the
production of luteolin, its application was limited because of
the low content in plants. Recently, much attention has focused
on its synthetic method.**>*®* No matter which process was
adopted for the preparation of luteolin, the crude product would
not be applied in clinic or as afood additive before purification.

High-purity luteolin can be obtained by crystallization. In our
previous work, solubility of luteolin in pure organic solvents
had been measured.” For food safety and separation efficiency
consideration, agueous ethanol solvent was a competent system
for the purification of luteolin. In this study, the solubility of
luteolin in ethanol + water was determined using HPLC at T
= (273.2 to 323.2) K.

Experimental Section

Materials. Luteolin (mass fraction 0.98) was supplied by
Skyherb Natural Product Co., Ltd., China. The melting point
of luteolin was 610.58 K, which was measured using a
differential scanning calorimeter (DSC, TA SDT Q200). After
being dissolved in warm ethanol and recrystallized at |east twice
at room temperature, the crystal of luteolin was dried in a
vacuum oven at T = 393.2 K for 12 h and stored in a desiccator
to avoid absorbing moisture. The mass fraction of the crystal
was higher than 0.99, determined by high-performance liquid
chromatography (LC-10AD, Shimadzu, Japan). The anhydrous
ethanol was purchased from Sinopharm Chemical Reagent Co.,
Ltd., China, and dehydrated with 4 A molecular sieves before
use. The purity (mass fraction) of ethanol, determined by gas
chromatography, was higher than 0.99. Deionized water was
distilled by using a quartz sub-boiling purifier. The pH value
of pure water was 5.96, determined by pH meter 811 (Orion,
USA).
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Figure 1. Molecular structure of luteolin.

Solubility Measurement. Mixed solvent with expected com-
position was prepared by mass using a Sartorius CP225D analytical
balance with an accuracy of 4+ 0.01 mg. The uncertainty of
compositions of mixed solvents was 0.0003 on mole fraction. The
uncertainty of the temperature was 0.1 K. The experiment
procedure has been described in detail elsewhere®®

The HPLC system (Shimadzu Corporation, Kyoto, Japan) was
composed by a degasser (DGU-4A), a solvent delivery module
(LC-10AT), a UV detector (SPD-10A), and a 20 uL injector
loop. The chromatographic analysis was performed on a
Diamonsil Cyjg column (150 mm x 4.6 mm, 5 um), with a
mobile phase composed of acetonitrile and 0.1 % phosphoric
acid agueous solution in a volume ratio of 35:65 at a flow rate
of 1.0 mL-min~! and detective wavelength at 254 nm. The
reference standard solution containing about 200 ug-mL™* of
luteolin was prepared in methanol. The average relative
uncertainty of HPLC analysis was 2.6 %.

Results and Discussion

The solubilities of luteolin were listed in Tables 1 and more
visually expressed in Figure 2. Moldities, my, (mol -kg ™) and mole
fraction, x; vaues are the average val ues taken from four test tubes
with the ethanol + water mixtures of the same compostion.
Expanded uncertainty (+) for each datapoint isgivenin Tables 1.
As described in Table 1 and Figure 2, the solubility of luteolin
increases dightly with rising temperature. The solubility of luteolin
in ethanol + water mixed solvents presents a maximum-sol ubility
effect at x3 = 0.8 (a solute-free basis).

According to the solid—liquid phase equilibrium theory, the
relationship between the mole fraction and solubility and
temperature could be expressed by the modified Apelblat
equation®®

—a+ P
Inx, =a+ TIK + cInT/K (@D}

where X, is the mole fraction solubility of luteolin and T is an
absolute temperature (K). a, b, and c are empirical parameters.
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Table 1. Solubilities of Luteolin (1) in Different Compositions of Ethanol (2) + Water (3) Mixturesat T = (273.2, 283.2, 293.3, 303.2, 313.2,

and 323.2) K@
T my (xlOg) m (><103)
K mol -kg~* 10°%; mol -kg™* 10°%;
Xéb: 0.00 x§=0.10
2732 (115 + 0.06)- 102 (2.06 + 0.11)-10°2 (151 +0.08)-10° (3.14+0.16)-10°*
2832 (1.51 4 0.05)-10°2 (2.72 + 0.09)-10°2 (1.65 4+ 0.13)-10°* (344 4+ 0.28)-10°1
293.2 (193 + 0.07)-10°2 (3.49 + 0.13)- 102 (228 +0.02)-107 (3.75+0.02)-10°*
303.2 (2.60 + 0.08)-102 (4.68 + 0.14)-10°? (314 + 0.08)-10! (6.55 + 0.16)-10*
313.2 (4.05+ 0.19)-102 (7.30 £ 0.34)-1072 (5.13+0.18)-107* (10.67 £ 0.37)-10*
323.2 (5.26 + 0.14)- 102 (9.48 + 0.24)-10°2 (7.77+0.28)-10°* (16.18 + 0.59)-10*
x5 = 0.20 x5 =0.30
2732 0.93+ 0.04 219+ 0.10 3.89+ 0.12 10.27 +£ 0.33
283.2 1.40 £+ 0.04 3.31+0.09 6.61 + 0.11 17.47 £ 0.29
293.2 2.33 £ 0.06 5,51+ 0.13 8.24 + 0.08 21.79 + 0.22
303.2 3.82+ 017 9.02 + 0.40 14.01 + 0.48 37.03+ 1.26
313.2 5.14 4+ 0.05 12.14 4+ 0.12 18.91 +£ 0.21 49.97 + 0.56
3232 6.92 + 0.27 16.36 + 0.63 26.96 + 0.25 71.27 + 0.66
X3 = 0.40 x5 = 0.50
273.2 10.86 + 0.12 3175+ 0.34 18.58 + 0.55 66.24 + 1.76
283.2 14.72 +£ 0.23 43.04 + 0.66 25.06 + 0.45 89.33+ 143
293.2 19.58 +£ 0.23 57.24 + 0.68 3295+ 0.34 117.45 4+ 1.08
303.2 2712+ 0.20 79.28 + 0.58 40.65 + 0.99 144.89 + 3.18
313.2 35.00+ 0.11 102.24 + 0.31 48.13 + 0.69 171.57 + 2.19
323.2 4725+ 041 138.14 + 1.19 57.48 + 0.56 20425+ 1.78
X3 = 0.60 Xz =0.70
273.2 38.15+ 1.69 132.95 + 5.88 56.57 + 0.51 213.00 +1.91
283.2 46.14 + 0.99 160.78 4+ 3.45 67.11 + 1.36 252.68 + 5.11
293.2 54.91 + 0.88 191.36 + 3.05 7718+ 121 290.62 + 4.55
303.2 65.56 + 1.18 228.47 + 4.08 84.95 + 0.69 319.87 + 2.58
313.2 73.62 + 2.59 256.55 + 8.98 95.81 + 0.88 360.74 + 3.27
323.2 85.32 + 2.61 297.33+ 9.03 108.10 + 0.70 407.01 £+ 2.62
X5 =0.80 x5 = 0.90
273.2 75.82 + 1.10 306.77 + 4.41 66.14 + 0.87 286.13 + 3.73
283.2 82.40 + 1.02 333.36 + 4.10 71.66 + 0.61 302.02 + 2.63
293.2 94.62 + 1.87 382.81 + 7.49 84.39+ 1.72 365.08 + 7.40
303.2 103.38 + 1.90 418.25 £ 7.63 92.94 + 1.28 402.10 £+ 5.49
313.2 115.62 + 0.17 467.78 £ 0.67 105.74 + 1.55 457.46 + 6.64
3232 126.89 + 1.44 513.35+ 5.77 116.33 + 2.54 503.28 + 10.88
x5 = 1.00
273.2 16.40 + 0.56 75.54 + 2.59
283.2 25.49 + 0.49 117.41 + 2.27
293.2 37.74 + 1.50 173.85 + 6.89
303.2 44.43 + 0.90 204.67 + 4.15
313.2 58.77 + 1.10 270.77 + 5.05
323.2 69.10 + 2.48 31834+ 11.35

@ Expanded uncertainties (4) were calculated using standard deviation, SD x coverage factor k; k = 2. ® Mole fraction of ethanol on a solute-free basis.

These parameters were, respectively, obtained by nonlinear least-

Table 2. Parameters of Equation 1 Correlated from Experimental
Molar Fraction of Solubility of Luteolin in the Ethanol + Water

squares fit and listed in Table 2 together with the root-mean- Mixture
X523 a b/K c 10° rmsd
0.00 —614.713 24479.042 90.883  5.13-1073
600 0.10 —1146.628 47801.929 170.942 8.92:1072
0.20 —524.343 19540.629 78.844 074
0.30 —353,370 12741.397 53083 230
500 |- 1 0.40 —284.303 10145.761 42645  6.63
0.50 —36.595 —395.113 5477 626
0.60 —68.316 1527.278 10.000 744
400 |- 1 0.70 —16.508 —798.858 2349 645
0.80 —~114.712 4075.485 16760  6.64
B 0.90 —63.378 1680.943 9154  7.86
2 300 1 1.00 251.657 —13506.740 -37.264 691
2Mole fraction of ethanol on a solute-free basis.
200 F 4
sguare deviations (rmsd) for the mixed solvent system. Thermsd
is defined as
100 | .
1 n 1/2
— cal expy 2
rmsd = | 23" (67 — x¢P) ] @
0 i=1

T/K

where x§, the mole fraction solubility, is calculated by eq 1 or
eq 2 using the parameters in Table 2. X is the experimental

Figure 2. Solubilities of luteolin in ethanol + water. %, x5 = 0.00; O, X3
= 0.10; A, X5 = 0.20; A, x5 = 0.30; ®, x5 = 0.40; O, x5 = 0.50; ¥, x5 =
0.60; solid triangle pointing left, x5 = 0.70; O, x3 = 0.80; @, x5 = 0.90;
solid triangle pointing right, x2 = 1.00. Solid lines are values calculated
from eq 1 with parameters from Table 2.

value of mole fraction solubility of luteolin, and nis the number
of experiment points.

From Table 1 and Table 2, the calculated solubilities are in
good agreement with the experimental data, which indicates that
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Figure 3. Solubilities of luteolin and rutin vs the mole fraction of ethanol
(0.0 to 1.0) on a solutefree basis in ethanol + water at different
temperatures. Luteolin: (a, 273.2K; @, 283.2K; B, 293.2 K; ¢, 303.2K;
v, 313.2 K; %, 323.2 K). Rutin:*® (A, 2732 K; O, 283.2 K; O, 293.2 K;
<, 3032 K; ©, 313.2 K; %, 323.2 K).

the modified Apelblat equation can be used to correlate the
solubility of luteolin in ethanol + water.

As mentioned in the Introduction section of this paper, luteolin
can be synthesized by many methods. However, most of them
feature two or more synthesis stages or produce unsatisfactory
yields of product. By far the most widely used process for the
preparation of luteolin is using rutin as raw material,® which
avoids or at least reduces the disadvantages of the prior
processes and in particular permits one-step reaction and
relatively high yield (> 80 %). The purity of Iuteolin produced
in this way was approximately 95 % (mass fraction), and the
main impurity was rutin. In our former research, solubility of
rutin in the ethanol + water mixture was measured.*® Its values
were plotted in Figure 3, together with the experimental data
of luteolin. It can be seen from Figure 3 that under the same
temperature when x5 = 0.8 the solubility difference between
luteolin and rutin is the biggest, while when x; = 0.3, the
solubility of luteolin is still slightly larger than that of rutin. As
binary agueous ethanol mixtures are the most often used solvents
for the crystallization of luteolin, it is an optimal method that
[uteolin is dissolved in an ethanol + water mixture at x5 = 0.8,
filtrated, and crystallized in an ethanol + water mixture at x5
= 0.3 for the antisolvent crystallization process.

Note Added after ASAP Publication: This paper was published
ASAP on July 9, 2009. Changes were made to Table 1. The revised
paper was reposted on July 20, 2009.

Journal of Chemical & Engineering Data, Vol. 55, No. 1, 2010 585

Literature Cited

(1) Kim, S. H;; Shin, K. J; Kim, Y. H.; Han, M. S;; Lee, T. G,; Kim, E,;
Ryu, S. H.; Suh, P. G. Luteodlin inhibits the nuclear factor-«B
transcriptional activity in Rat-1 fibroblasts. Biochem. Pharmacol. 2003,
66, 955-963.

(2) Lee Y.; Harvard, L. R;; Villalon, B. Flavonoids and antioxidant activity
of fresh pepper (Capsicum annuum) cultivars. J. Food. Sci. 1995, 60,
473-476.

(3) Du, G. J,; Song, Zh. H.; Lin, H. H.; Han, X. F.; Zhang, Sh.; Yang,

Y. M. Luteolin as a glycolysis inhibitor offers superior efficacy and

lesser toxicity of doxorubicin in breast cancer cells. Biochem. Biophys.

Res. Commun. 2008, 372, 497-506.

Shimoi, K.; Okada, H.; Furugori, M.; Goda, T.; Takase, S.; Suzuki,

M.; Hara, Y .; Yamamoto, H.; Kinae, N. Intestinal absorption of luteolin

and luteolin 1-O-f-glucoside in rat and humans. FEBS Lett. 1998,

438, 220-224.

(5) Cerrato, A.; De Dartis, D.; Moresi, H. Production of [uteolin extracts
from Reseda luteola and assessment of their dyeing properties. J. ci.
Food. Agric. 2002, 82, 1189-1199.

(6) Duh, P.D.; Yeh, D. B.; Yen, G. C. Extraction and identification of an
antioxidative component from peanut hulls. J. Am. Oil Chem. Soc.
1992, 69, 814-818.

(7) Li, L.; Aldini, G.; Carini, M.; Chen, C. Y. O.; Chun, H. K.; Cho,

S. M.; Park, K. M.; Correg, C. R.; Russell, R.; Blumberg, J.; Yeum,

K. J. Characterisation, extraction efficiency, stability and antioxidant

activity of phytonutrientsin Angelica keiskei. Food Chem. 2009, 115,

227-232.

Velickovc, D. T.; Nikolova, M. T.; Ivancheva, S. V.; Stojanovic,

J. B.; Veljkovic, V. B. Extraction of flavonoids from garden (Salvia

officinalis L.) and glutinous (Salvia glutinosa L.) sage by ultrasonic

and classical maceration. J. Serb. Chem. Soc. 2007, 72, 73-80.

Proestos, C.; Komaitis, M. Application of microwave-assisted

extraction to the fast extraction of plant phenolic compounds. LWT-

Food. Sci. Technol. 2008, 41, 652—659.

(20) Fu, Y. J; Liu, W.; Zu, Y. G,; Tong, M. H.; Li, Sh. M,; Yan, M. M ;
Efferth, T.; Luo, H. Enzyme assisted extraction of luteolin and apigenin
from pigeonpea[Cajanus cajan (L.) Millsp.] leaves. Food Chem. 2008,
111, 508-512.

(11) Liza, M. S,; Rahman, R. A.; Mandana, B.; Jinap, S.; Rahmat, S,;
Zaidul, I. S. M.; Hamid, A. Supercritical carbon dioxide extraction of
bioactive flavonoid from Strobilanthes crispus (Pecah Kaca). Food
Bioprod. Process, in press, DOI: 10.1016/j.fbp.2009.02.001.

(12) Xing, Y. Q.; Sun, Zh. Zh.; Hao, W. H.; Han, X. L. Semi-synthesis of
luteolin and luteolin-7-$-glucoside. Chin. J. Pharm. 1994, 25, 484—
487.

(13) Hutchins, W. A.; Wheeler, T. S. A new synthesis of chrysin, apigenin,
and luteolin. J. Chem. Soc. 1939, 91-94.

(24) Nagarathnam, D.; Cushman, M. A Short and facile synthetic route to
hydroxylated flavones. New syntheses of apigenin, tricin and [uteolin.
J. Org. Chem. 1991, 56, 4884-4887.

(15) Ge, X.; Li, J. Q. Synthesis of luteolin and Orobol. Chin. J. Pharm.
2003, 34, 159-161.

(16) Herwig, B.; Raf, R.; Alice, L.; Christine, K. Method for producing
luteolin and luteolin derivatives. US Patent No. 6,538,021, 2003.

(17) Peng, B.; Zi, J. Q.; Yan, W. D. Measurement and correlation of
solubilities of luteolin in organic solvents at different temperatures.
J. Chem. Eng. Data 2006, 51, 2038—-2040.

(18) Peng, B.; Li, R. P;; Yan, W. D. Solubility of rutin in ethanol + water
at (273.15 to 323.15) K. J. Chem. Eng. Data 2009, 54, 1378-1381.

(19) Prausnitz, J. M.; Lichtenthaler, R. N.; Azevedo, E. G. Molecular
Thermodynamics of Fuid-Phase Equilibria, 3rd ed.; Prentice-Hall: New
York, 1999.

4

=

@

=

©

~

Received for review April 25, 2009. Accepted June 25, 20009.
JE900381R



