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Study on the Efficacy of Flavonoids in the Antibacterial Properties of Honey

WANG Xiaoxiao', ZHOU Yong', XU Guoqun®, XU Lingxiao', GU Yifei’, XU Duzhi’, LIU Sisi*, WANG

Yel*(l.Quzhou Institute for Food and Drug Control, Quzhou 324002, China; 2.Quzhou Entry-exit Inspection and Quarantine
Bureau, Quzhou 324002, China; 3.Quzhou University, Quzhou 324002, China; 4.Zhejiang Benny Bee Products Co., Ltd.,
Jiangshan 324100, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To understand the relationship between the antibacterial activity of honey and the content of
flavonoids. METHODS UV method was used to determine the content of total flavonoids in honey, and UPLC-MS/MS
method was used to determine the content of flavonoids by 12 kinds of flavonoids as control. The antibacterial properties of
honey in different mass fractions was detected by using the method of plate method. RESULTS Seven commercial honey
contain flavonoids, but due to the different nectar plants, there was significant difference in the content of total flavonoids, of
which the date honey(Qianhong) content was the highest(87.138 pg-g™'), rose honey(Qinghai) was the lowest(28.649 pg-g™).
The contents of 12 kinds of flavonoids in different honey were different. The proportion of chrysin in total flavonoids content
was the highest(85.1%), followed by pinocembrin kaempferol and apigenin. All the samples showed a certain antibacterial
activity, but the antibacterial effect was different with the varieties of honey, and the higher total flavonoids content, the better
antibacterial activity. CONCLUSION The content of flavonoids and the antibacterial activity of honey are positively related to
some degree, antibacterial properties of honey can be used for further identification of genuine and supposititious honey.

KEY WORDS: honey; flavonoids; UPLC-MS/MS; minimum inhibitory concentration; minimum bactericidal concentration;
Staphylococcus aureus; Aspergillus niger;, Candida albicans
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R E RS AL E B S YURE TER AR,
IF IS 25 % AN [ 90 e B PP B S A 1 2L R 1

oL, BN ERERNT IR - ENS%,
1 ##

1.1 PSR AR

W4 2 it 40 ) MU T 40 8 72 L A PR 4 ]
WHLIT L e = AR AR . HiFgERNE
Gr e AL DL S R e R E AN, A
WL T 200 7= b A PR A ) v 2 6 R 56 o) JE
BEME: | STLHME,. 2 5 TAREE, 3
SIEREME. 4 SEPIERMRE. 55 28E
FEEME; M 6 5 HBHIALER 7 55 A
ORI .

1.2 A, xRS BRI A

WAEEREN . SR, WHEREE. FEE. LI,
HiR. HiR. OB, BRFEhEEAs, Ha
B0 b dti.

KBEEG S : 111520-200504, 41 : 100%)-
FEEEAN S 111901-201102, 407 99.6%). X
HE RS 1514-200202, BEEHIF). JeRlAR
@S 111704-201302, 26)F: 99.1%). mR%E
FEHS: 111699-200501, 46 )% : 100%)- Hil 2 &= {Ht
5: 100081-201509, 4HSE: 98.6%, s L il
25 F S5 3506 1B A [ 24 5 A ) A e A TR s A
F#EG S 00017030-566, 4/ : 95.0%, fit
UPLC-MS/MS H). &Mz @5 : 00016840-158,
AR ) B EES: 00013921-524, 4fifE .
95.3%). ZF# K (LT : 00013896-415, 4l .
91.0%) A & (#t 5 : 00014205-603, 4 :
98.7%)~ I Z W (5 : 00011021-901, 4fi % :
97.7%). HABELST: 00003620-001, XAk M
FZ5 44 B ChromaDex.

JHER AL BERE RS 20140919-00). H &
W AL AN R R IEE S 20140513-00)1E H KL 1%
EMAFNARAF; BEFRRHEFIE S
20150127) R 5T Bl R R F (52 20131106)
MR ER RS 1311072)8W B b5
SHREFRAF: AR TR FEM S
20131011) B¢ 5 i B 35 I 2 il 33 7 2k (AL 5
20150317)) B 5 & =k A HOR G PR 2 7

K W 1% % W [Escherichia coli, CMCC(B)44
102]; 4 % 078 %) BK & [Staphylococcus  aureus ,
CMCC(B)26 003]; #il 2k fi 5. i 1% [ Pseudomonas
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aeruginosa , CMCC(B)10 104]; H . &k H
[Candida albicans, CMCC(F)98 001]; i &
[Aspergillus niger, CMCC(F)98 003]; Z g7 %
01T H [Salmonella paratyphi B, CMCC(B)50 094].
1.3 %4

LC-MS-8040 4 =y 250 AH a3 - A3 1o 3 B
FIAX[H A B, Inertsil ODS-3 (75 mm X 2.1 mm,
2 um) i H; UV 2450 B AMOLETH]: XS
205 M LR P (B 1 Mettler); TD 6001 B B4 1
R (R BET 418 R PALS A IR A 7]); USC 302 #
FEIF A (L e TR A IR AT IKARV
10 29 Jig i 26 AN (P [ TKA): HH-6 % 248 5 K%
W(EIET AR/ KEASARAR); MIR-262-PC Y
T T PR RV AR (RS R {8 R R T A bk X A s
MLS-3781L-PC BIFA T i R 28 S K 18 a4 (P g e
BEy7 etk 4 4t); Hfsafe-900 #4442 446 (b
IR A AR A F]); LBS-DT 50 HY % fE L
TR e A7 AR R YN T A S g 1A PR A 7)) 55
2 HE
2.1 WEE SR A B E
2.1.1 EEDEEESENE RS 3 mLIKE
N 85.7% I B VR (MU 30 g, Ik 5 mL VR&
BISHIE T 25 mL &iH, WMERE; %
JONHEE 6 mL, WA, 3 AHKIKIIA 5% NaNO,
W 0.6 mL, 10%AINOs); W 0.6 mL A1 4%
NaOH & 4 mL, B%); SEHEMKER, =
B FEE 15 min, B )5 T 402 nm A0 52 W6 FEAE
2,12 FREMT 2RI A B R UM B 2R T
2253 mg, B 100 mL &P, hoHEE 6 K
0.222 2 mg-mL™" {5} &SI, 40 KRS %5 L 0.0,
0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, 2.5 F1 3.0 mL X &R T
25 mL £, MHFEZ 6.0 mL, 4% “2.1.17 I
Tl EREMZ: )=0.023x-0.008, *=0.999,
Arf: x FoRBEREHE RS EQegmL™), yEoR
W BEAE
213 HEEMWRE FEERI 3 mLikEHN 85.7%
R & ), BT 25 mL B, RERE,
& “2.1.17 TUR 5k 4& 6 4, MEROLEWA), Tt
BB S BRI N 38.50 ugrg ', RSD N 1.7%.
2.1.4 FaEtE BUKEN 0.222 2 mgmL™ (IR
M, F2 2,117 TR TiEA R S , BB 1~5 min
MWE 1k AE, WRIEAETEEREE. 438
7~ 13 min § A fE22K, 13 min JEECNFRE,
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K% 1 min 4 fEAHZ 0.003 7ot

2.1.5  [IERRE  REE RO 3 mL KN 85.7%
R (EE), BT 25 mL &1, HERE,
FRS 2 I I8 S 2 mL, HEEVATR 4 mL, §%
“2.1.17 TR ik % 6 4y, e A {E, HE IR
W, PRI N 84.43%, RSD A 2.24%.
2.1.6 RIS REEWREL 3 mL KIEN 85.75%
LA 2 ()6 4y, BT 25 mL &I, R
E, HaREEmMA 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0 fl
6.0 mL X HE S, MR BER 6.0 mL, % “2.1.17
HIEFRHERNZE: y=0.014x+0.121, 7=0.990, .
x BB E S RuemL ™), y RO
o FEFRREMN N: 0.014/0.023 X 100%=60.9%, #%i
JPE 5 LA B AR 2 R .

2.1.7 S1%MEFEMAIEE SN E % “2.1.17 IR
Tk, M EAS R BE PR UG BN 81 % ME VA WL [ — e df
FRE Wy, IONTERE M, FEIMA—E & RKH R
BN oM AE R AL, A RE w,, K
JE %o=MI(Wr—W1) X 100%] I E FE AR, FEAR 35 br
2 5 AR A 8 1% KV A R R & R

(ng'g™), SRLE 1.
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E1 FREREFEENSI%ERRNEEREE
Fig. 1
and 81% sugar solution
2.2 UPLC-MS/MS g 5 o 35 i 2 21 4
UPLC-MS/MS i 3 v 3 [ 2 26 53 it FH () 7
%, BLFE O R TG SRR TRA T R R
BRI TR RSN S R T s
(RIBIT TR IE
22,1 Bk R FIE M AiEFE: Inertsil ODS-3
(2.1 mmX75 mm, 2 um); BIAHNEHEE(A FH)F
0.1% B /KB AH )RR BE B i, FLit (A2 5 R

0 min—5 min—10 min—15 min—30 min—40 min—

The content of total flavonoids in different honey

45 min—50 min—55 min—56 min— 58 min, FHf¥:
2%—15%—17%—32%—42%—42%—50%—65%—
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70%—2%—stop, Wi : 0.4 mL-min'; A 40 'C;
BEFER: 2 uL.

K H 5T 25 B VR (EST) 2 S B Wl (MR M),

BTHSHEBEWNT: FHSHE: 3L-min,
BiiaFIEfasE: 250 'C, INIABHGEE: 400 C,
WAWE: 15Lmin .
222 REXTEMEES] oAk ERNEER
AL AR B % HE & R B R — 100 mL & HaR
10 Foret B S 2 591 L FFR 2 g 925 70 R 1) — 2 R P8 1)
SRR ARV, PR REUE R E R 100 mL &)
v, FREETER, P25, B S E 402 pg'ml
it 9.00 ug~mL71, T B2 2% 0.69 ug-mLfl, 1954
2 4.495 pgmL™', JeRIAREK 4.055 ngmL™, AR
B2 3.665 ug'mL ™'y 1145 163.0 pgmL ™'\ FE3E
2 1.072 ug'mL™'. AEFAZEK 1,180 pugmL ™'\ WS
20353 ugmL™'s AMEK 2925 uygmL™ . HR%E
1112 pg-mL ™ (R SRSV, 5. BE
X FE G FRLE B T IRL(TIC) it B L P 2

25000
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10 000 [\[4\5 1l

5000 ﬂ 78 9 ||
of N 1 12 A6 A _ !
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t/min

B2 12MEMREMEMNEETRA

Fig.2 The total ion chromatography of 12 flavonoids
I-WHiglE: 2-Fh 3 3-ME R 4-M R &R S-RARER: 6-KRBEHE
7 T-II R M 8-JTE: 9 EME: 10-IEFH; 1I-AKE; 12-
i RER,

l-myricetin; 2-morin; 3-naringenin; 4—quercetin;  5—genistein;

6-luteolin; 7-kaempferol; 8—apigenin; 9—pinocembrin; 10—wogonin;
11—chrysin; 12—galangin.

223 FEAACEE O ELEREES 100 g, IA
500 mL pH {H 4 2.0 HIERFRVE T, P+t fffa H Eh
FRVA TR ST pH MH 2 2.0, BN CALHEIFH D101
YR F LB A% I CRz 2 S5 ] 0.3~1.2 mm)150 g, i
F 10 min, A, HERKGEERRATY pH 2 2.0 7K
0250 mL FZZ /K 300 mL 5 5 e kE 1 2=
Wi R A ZH 5y, FEH R EE 400 mL DLREFD 1~2 ¥
(PR A B, WSO R R I, 40 "CIRIR e 4% 28
T e FHZREK 10 mL 38, KSR 280,
10, 10 mL)$2H4ifh 3 Ik, &I CBER, KiZT,
HELAfEZ 10 mL EfA, 25, FRFLIERE
(022 pm) Y&, HUEREPEMAE AR A . 1%
“2.2.17 BURN iR o BRI R 1.
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R TREREEFERERINEE

Tab.1 Content of flavonoids in different honey ng-(100 g)™
W& — GE -
FERRE(TZD) REE(T4) wREJER) MREE®) FREGER) BREEGES)  MEEGE)
FUER - - - - - -
iR - - - 7.30 - - -
il B 2 1.028 - 0.632 10.40 2.036 1.165 1.402
Mt B R - - 22.906 56.78 - 12.456 16.050
YRR & 1.274 - - - - - -
KRB E 11.352 - 2.488 1.72 1.241 - -
thZ5 1 2331 - 6.994 58.46 10.896 - -
JFRER 0.408 - 0.650 1.00 0.707 - -
LRV 5.488 - 10.056 40.04 8.428 - -
WHER - - - 0.04 0.170 1.372 2.405
=E7ES 37.025 - 249.806 14.94 70.357 - 0.077
mRER - - - 7.84 4.832 9.525 15.457
hs¥il 58.906 - 293.532 198.52 98.668 28.818 35.391

e oRAR
Note: “~” Not detected.
2.3 I PP B TR
231 HIEFHEBHR B RWMIRARE. 55
W SEOBAERE. CMEGFEDITEERE
EKE (121 C, 20 min)10 mL %K IR 7 I
JE, 35 CH:FF 18~24 h; W HEEERE . BihER
Sy AER B EOK T 10 mL 3 B D T Rk,
25 ‘CH; 3% 72 h, FeJa 2 B E 10° cfumL s
232 FolirFREE DUHESAMRRE. HERE
SR R AL, BN RE. RS T Bk
B, FRRUIBIRE IR R D T R R A
b B T B Bt S IR R N SRR IR AL, Al
FRENEEh FLERE AL 2.8 g R A 7L 1.8 .
MR L TSR 2.85 o HEREE A AL AN ER iR 1 R 2
11 g ZRYBREEFRE 53 oo MRS T HRR
Fidk42g, AHIIKESRZ 100mL, T 121 CF
KB 20 min, fFF s BRE R A T 3 e R Atk
B3 50.6 g, IO 1mL Hi, IkEsEZ£E 1L,
T 121 C & K KHE 20 min, 5.
233 BEMHREEERAR) L1~ SEEDR
85. 7% B K I AN 81% WV IRAE N E 1, [FIRS
T B YT R AN ¥ 00 B8 980 A BH o) B (355 97
FEVER)s FRRRTR 1 DU R RE FR AR AR B 14
P SRR R 2 15, 4 15, 8 150 16 1%, &
WS HN1:2, 1:4, 1:8, 1:16.

¥ Bk 6 Pt B g 2, 20 R KR A T (A
). HIEHR B (B 4H). 43 (08 A BRI (C 41).
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CRVENGFEVD TR (D ) B SEREE 4122 ih
B (F H), G2 FARYE (Ll =M Ko s TN

AR K EMIC) IR : B KR, R
PP R EAE, NN 6 SCRE A M
A 1 mL AFFEFRE, BARWTF: A A B A mH
PR IREE . C M D AINE FRNZE IR, E
AR F AMANKRD THFRE, 5AIEL 7 Fligz
(I 1 AN 81%MH A A 1 mL In N B4 /N 3
B, SO ERBRE AR 2 5. 4 £5. 8 fiF
All6 1%, WAEKISE, SR 0.1 mL B2,
3 'E 35 ‘C(A. B. C. D #1)8¢ 25 ‘C(E. F #4)
THIREIEAE B 9% 18~24 h 8l 2~3 d, W45 H,
WA MR A WA, WA B S
B3, R . Jop A K1 3 IR R
B KA TR K E (MIC)

BAR R B (MBC) 36 : 75 B iR 50 L fik
by AR WA A KR IR AT, IREL 0.1 mL
R FRMRAn T AR 5 B, Hh A D Hik
i T 22 BB IR % 77 0 B 2 A 1 (B P e 1 B T
BRI AL . C HIRAN T H R i S B IR R R
BEVEAMFAHRATRRS T B IRE, 25
BT 35 °C(A. B. C. D 4)IEIEIEIRA h 15 9% 18~
24 h 8% 25 ‘C(E. F 4l)HIEMERA 177 2~3d J5
MEREE R . PR E TR <5 AN S/ IR R FE T
IR P D R ISR TR AR FE (MBC) o 0 S A [R] e 5 06
AN F VR FIPUBE R, SR WER 2.
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T2 TFEHEESIE MR

Tab.2 Antibacterial properties of different honey

iR VEMRE(TA) REE(TY) FMEdESR)  MREGES) WEREER) WEEEGEE) HOEGEE)  S1%MEKIR R
IS 5% MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC
1:2 - =" - =" - = - + - +* + / - + - +
A 1:4 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
Ez 1:8 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
7 1:16 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / / /
& B + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
£k - / - / - / - / - / - / - / - /
12 ~ - ~ - ~ v ~ e ~ - ~ K N v ~ e
L 104 - = - +" + / + / - +" + / + / + /
@R 1:8 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
wHEK 1116+ / + / + / + / + / + / + / / /
A + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
B - / - / - / - / - / — / - / - /
12 ~ K ~ K ~ K . — - — - - . — . -
W 1:4 - + - +" - + + / + / + / + / + /
I_; 1:8 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
1:16 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / / /
BH 4 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
B 1 - / - / - / - / - / - / - / - /
1:2 - + - +* - + - + - + - + - + - +"
) 1:4 + / + / + / - + + / 4 / 3 / + /
i 2 .
B 1:8 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
T 1:16 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / / /
B + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
[£3§E3 - / - / - / - / - / - / - / - /
1:2 - = - = - - - - - =t + / + / + /
1:4 + / + / - + + / - = + / + / + /
EFE 1:8 + / + / + / + / - = + / + / + /
= 1:16 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / / /
[KERKH + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
[£ifE3 - / - / - / - / - / - / - / - /
1:2 - +* - +* - +* - + - +* - +* - +* + /
H 1:4 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
% 1:8 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
Ifk 1:16  + / + / + / + / + / + / + / / /
BH 4 + / + / + / + / + / + / + / + /
[{3RE3 - / - / - / - / - / - / - / - /

e P EEAK ——RRAEK: H-EEESS RS —RMANE T

Note: + —bacterial growth; — —no bacterial growth; + —colony number=5; — —colony number<5; /-not done.

2.4 ARG AFRFREEC NG pH EE
BURTR 1, % 5L, LUE#RRNBG. HiE
FUER: FR BRI R B T B 32 A N, 4300
MF pHAE.
3 FR
300 N[ B YR G v T R R A
HHE 1 A5, AR R R s S A —
SEMZE R o S R, 155 87.138 pgg
BOERAE % £ B B AIG 28.649 ng-g s IRl — A 1
3 SR A A BN VERLEE (T-40)43.06 ng-g '
VEML B (1H 52 )46.51 pgrg”t B VE ML B (E RK)
4198 ng-g”, Z“HMERARE. AR,
e 2 ) B A 2R AR A 3 Bk R R A 1A
. Kk, SRSEFEEYAEEIMLI, X
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FEAR GBS A 115 B B IE
3.2 WRE IR K

B 1 ATAN, 12 Fhos I 28 o 75 4 i 2 rh 1Y
TEEAME, KL amRELSERS SRS
i, B Eik 85.1%, HUONM & R
2. LEm. BRER. KBRER. Ml RAE
SERE . 12 PRI B E>0.05 pgg ! IR
[ 440 DARERE(TL). FREGEZ). M
2 EE)MPEME\ER), BHE<0.05pgg M
B 3 A, ol R (T4). BURIEEE
V) FIREAE 2 (i), b R (T40) S s & &=
e, HARRTH L 12 PR EHR RSy SR
FEVEMLEE (1H52)193.532 pg-(100 g) ', 1 BB /b
ECPRAE % () R A 28.818 pg-(100 g) ', &Rl &
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) 14.9%.
3.3 WEE NP M A5 R

HER 2 T A1, (D40.5%HE I U0 4 35 (07 4 BR
W SRR KR A WA TR R —
SEMAEEAE R, o Bl AN O R BR B A
TER, HBEHH— DR, WRBRTLE 4
PR 25 T M BAE s @A 5] % 5 04 B0 AN [+
BMRIPTRPER I : BB 2 RGN 45K
o3 e A A RO BOR R AR, Wk 4 51
THOLT RA DS b % B MRS, e
H(TL)MEILE (TR 4 51500 T4
B R BRIV TR A IR SR, Wk 8 1%
16 RN LT BT A (s s 5k 25 THBE 1, BT
TEMLE (FE SOTEMRE 8 5 B L T x0T 22 ih & 4
R AR s OB M BB A R AL # (T-40) Rk
B (T40) PR B (E ) L2 () AT % (&
1), BUALE () HEATE (F I )IX 2 Fiig 3
BT, X T AR
4 iFig
4.1 UV I B A v 20 B T FE R RS I K
ipEEs

ASZHR A UV IS 3 & B 2 R e 2 g
G BT 5 0 R R 25 AR b vl o R, A
ST R BE TR R R B I A KR kK S
B KR K T A A o T S K i e
7 511 nm Ml 356 nm, B & 1 &R IIE N
379 nm Ml 402 nm, #4% KRR IIE N 399~
404 nm, IR FH A B2 A Rt B B A&
4.2 UV MR R 755 v

UV £ 5 24 b s B 5 B R AR B
B, AEB TR RAE R R AL E
F B RS HE SRR &5 A IR KR . O %
FAFTERIBE R AE S5 NaNO,. AI(NOs); f1 NaOH
FEAE BRAE 402 nm AbH IR, 8 1% i LA
EEARISE R 41,130 pg-g ' =BT IVIE,
Higm s e, LAl ElE, H%
b b 2 ) R S R R b2 by @it
X UV e 2 A gl 1 i ol 2 A R
FLRRUNAR, A PRI &5 R T gedE, x5
(ISRl 84.43%HH7F. HARILER 1 FIlE 2.
4.3 UPLC-MS/MS b 5 o v i S 41 70 19 07 155
PLEREE S i

T2, HT D101 UL B IR AR, 1%
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3 15 B 38 T AR AR A S R 1 S R 2R A S
(VARSI 1T R AR e 652 e 4D 4 T s AR s A 1P 5 T
A IE A (B A A YD FETa A RS LR
0); Hik, FREHE. BRI WL R RS 4
Pl B SRRk A e R 2, S EURIRCR I,
5902 B BRI M A 1) [T R <80% ! 45 =,
X6 R ) R RSB N 94.49%~115.67%, i BH
FE ORI 4 SRR AN K, R 2 R HE
S0Y, AR R 0 SR SR oy S )
BN—H, BRHASGRE—EMNLHE; &5, 6
SER 7 SE SRR S BT A
JUIMIEE R 2 SEIN, BE—3BNHEE, H
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Fig. 3 The comparison chart of UPLC results between rose
honey(a) and loquat honey(b)
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