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CIRATT AR SE R | LA 2 B B R FL
¥ & (Lactobacillus acidophilus ,CGMCC 1.2919) |
W FLFT B (Lactobacillus rhamnosus , CGMCC
1.576), [ 3 38 AR Y A DR e 3 PG
(CGMCC) ;B HT4% (8 000~14 000 u) ; 4K ; A
A HUER 28 S [ e e a4
12 NHE5EE
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AR A e 78 AL TR TKA 24 | 5 S0 B3
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1.3 Fik
1.3.1 MAEZHEHEI R KSR EE DL 3 R
M, PREL2.5 kg BRAR S Wi LA%  mA 3
FEARFY 95% & e DL, TG 24 h EE 1k, 3t
A 3 W, KBREUBERIE IS, 2o 8 0 T Y
FmAK 0.05 g/mL, FH#EKFE 2 h, EE 3K,
TR B DR e 40, WA S5 5 95% & TR A BT,
WIS 2R B 80 B2 P HE 5 7E 4 C T I I UTTE R
B, R E L E W 2 I 95% B %, 60
CHETFTH . RH Sevage ¥ EH .
1.3.2 BREZHHRH HALB I T 25

1) MREZFERF B T L RHELE
DL 2R B AL Z U b S % 48 hR, 400 1L
BN R RIS  EA Ak B 3 A
TR AR B Ak 2 W AR B A S e, R BRI S
ZBE 500 mg TR [l € K EE 60 °C, finA
W9k 1,1.5,2,2.5,3,3.5 mol/L 1) & & AL 4l
%W 50 mL, B FE 60 min Z FE4MR A SRJE HMA
ST I3 B 2% A LR 5 1 S A A A WOk
4 2.5 mol/L, 7TEAN A B (50,60,70,80,90 C) T,
AT 53 800 2 %W L 5 [ 50 itk 80
C, S AN B FE R 2.5 mol/L, it A [A) ik 2
IE(1% ,2% ,3% ,4% ,5% ) W& LR, K L 5
h G, i 2=, IR pH=7, 8 A& 48
(8 000~14 000 u) T Z& 1K BT 72 h, B A4S N I
TR 25 T M B AR A 7R H AL R A 20

2 W B TR A W ORI . AR IBUR
FAb B Z BEEE 20 mg & 50 mL A B 0
A 20 mL 0.01 mol/L & & Ak 8445 i 1 W, 40 C/K
7 30 min, XA EF IR, B 0.01 mol/L £k 2 b
VS W R0 o At e AR, G T R R
FR B I T, R S S B D TR VA TR A T A
SES B (DS) AR N .

DS:% (1)

A4=1000 x YoCo=V1C) (2)

m
g w14 AR SR AR B Y
i, mmol ; V JIT 19 #E 1) &5 Tb B T R R
mL; Cy Jr I FE 1Y AR A BN P R EE  mol/LL;
V——FriH FE A IR WA A mL; C—— P i

A ,A

FE B 1R R VA T A e E | mol /L m—— TR AR W 4k
ZHERE LT g

2) many LA RS A DR R S Y Al
I+, R H Box-Behnken {9 H .02l & JFEHE AR DA
SN Tk BE (A) VER AL BRHR BE (B) RVl £ 2 s o £
(C)2h A AR & BB Sy PR A o) SR FH ) i 1 £k
ik, RIS 53 B 8% Design Expert 11 #
SERCT LR TR A S R R A AE M 1Y
SSEES YL
1.3.3  BRAHR WP AL Ak 2 0 i) M o o

1) B2 00 A B SRR BE M 8 K 1k
D 2 R S 22 W B0 1 A 20 mg/mL 3 W, R FH°F
NN i L A

FHEEM A . 0.5 g BR A Z R A T 300
ml ZE IR K A I e B AT R BRI E |
B4 BT RS e e SR A, B RE S I
3,

2) FUBEZH RN E  BRECERE RS S LS B AR
W AKE PR R A H R LR
% 10 mg Tl , £ 0 A 12 mg $h#2 & e Fi1 0.5
ml MERE BT T4 90 CIR 30 min, B ¥
HZEZFEIG, A 0.5 mL BEEF,90 °C/Z R 30 min,
ARG, A 1 mL &A%, & 3 bR 5
b B T5 % A R SO SR O AR
(A 99.999%) , A/ 50.0 mL/min, 25 <
# 400 mL/min, 6 52 £ 71 8.79 psi, 14 £k i & 34
em/s ; AL EE 240 °C, KR B 260 °C, (445 FE
IR E 140 °C, 4E+F 3 min, LA 10 C/min F+ &
240 °C, PRFF 11 min, S39iHh 2001, HEFEHE 1
pLo

3) EAMAHAHT R BERE S 5 mg, A
50 mlL 8 2l K%, BE A 0.1 mg/mL FF S, 7F
AN HEEE T 190~900 nm 3 BBl P F1 4, 1531
SOMAROGIE A

4) LI5S R KBr Fe4iik, 1 FT-
IR 43066 B I R 2 L4 . 4 1 mg
HZHEH 200 mg KBr B3 AR (100 °C T84 T4#)
WEES I A 1 mm BRI &5 R LR 1
mm J& 5 CE T LA IR A R I A 5 43 PR
1 em™, £ 400~4 000 cm™ 35 [l N F 4 .

5) PR B BB LA e TR
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1) TR A 22 M ) S G S 0k ) A L B R L
T B A RE S = R AT, T I e
10 kV, 8K 5 000 £% , WAL A 24 1Y R A Y JE A
Mot E, [, R EDS B k174 2 pE R
IR
1.3.4 MR W Ak Z MRS S AL TR 5

1) DPPH W5 BRAE 1IN Z W5 FE & I i
TS TR e B B IR R4S 2 mL, A M Sy 2x107
mol/L, /) DPPH Z BEF IR A), =ik L & 30
min, W E WG A, FIET B 2 mL ZBEF1 2 mL ##
MR AT, MEWOGIE A,, B2 mL 28,2
mL DPPH & WIR AT, AR OEIE A5, T 517 nm
b WROGAH B R B A 3 Rk, %
A3

DPPH 55 % (%) =[1- (A 1=A,)/A5]x100  (3)

2) AR RAEMERE N E RN A
4.5 mmol/L. FeSO, ¥E K 4.5 mmol/L /K #% R - £ %
VS VBRI [) Ve B2 R A W 45 1 mL, S48 5T, 1
A 1 mL 4.4 mmol/L. H,0,,37 C/K¥# 0.5h, T
510 nm AL E WA, BN HREE EE E 3
W BOP S E™, #2e (4) 5

BB (% )=[A - (A ,-A5) /A x100 (4)

K, A ——FeSO,+ /K% 2 — £ BEVS W+ 75 18

IK+H,0,54 ——FeSO,+7K 1 12 — £, T V5 W+ i +
H,0,;A5 FeSO+7K A% 1R — £, B 15 T +FF 5+ 28 18

K,

3) BRI E R AN [R) v B Y 22 0
S AS 2.5 mL, AR A EE S 0.2 mol/L,
pH=6.6 1Y ¥ 8 5 22 v W 2.5 mL A1 J5T & 7 80
1% KsFe (CN)e % 2.5 mL IR %4), 50 C/K % 20
min, PEEEHE, WA =ZHLREW 2.5 mL &
47,3 000 r/min £5.0> 10 min, B 5 mL F 358, A
5 mL ZEMEKF 1 mL 1 mg/mL 4 FeCly IE IR 2T,
## 10 min, T 700 nm P K b P e WG A A4
W A 3 B,
1.3.5 R H AL 200 £5 28 TR AE K R 2 )
¥ LR R FLAT 3 LB MERFLAT I 7£ MRS 1A
Rige ik oG AL 48 h J5 , #: A MRS WA 85 7% 3 | il
R

VTR Z I A AR R S rh (L i 4y
Bor il 0% ,0.5% ,1% ,1.5%, B AE 37 CIE iR

P REE 320, ARG 2 h BUB K BEBCR T 20 6O
JETHAE 600 nm I A0 I 5 LW AR, B B[] A5
HEEME 3K, LAEEFEE R A 45, 0D fH B 90
Mg, DA I TR 8 22 W5 1) B 5 AR R 28 IR IR
el At 2k,
1.4 HBEL/REBSHH

B A 5 B RE 3 — 23 0, P B £
MW 2" FRn, KRH Spss17.0 AF#HITZHNE L
B, R LR 207 22 50 BT (ANOVA) FIRE 5 £ X (1]
K, P<0.05 R “HARE2ER", P<0.01 £R
“HAWMDBEZR",

2 RS54
21 BRESHBERELEBIFIE
2.1.1 BRI

1) J2 07 30 0 1 4 i R 5 A 22 M BBOA B 11
SO BALDR R G e S N R A SRR, RRAERH
Sk Z 05 0 U B B g e T R TR S R
Fef ks (& 1a) . il B 40~80 CHY, 2 H 1L
WA B i Tt e, IR R 80 CCH, FR HH Ak i
R A B i KA M 0.7268+0.0540, 46w T
80 °C, & H I AL U ¥ i 2 T, X 2 RN T i
JEE AT DA v 2 YRR AR A S I TR T IR R a4
W R R A 2 4540, AN T R s i g i 471, A
AP 2 TR A 22 W 2 R B 4B M 1 R 32k 80 °C,

2) G TR N PR A R W IR Ak 2 LR
JERIFEE G L TR S I o R R R I Ak 2 BB
FREE R SZma Nl 1h FroR , Bl S SRRV It (1 3
R AR AL O 5 L TR R R
MALTRININE N 19%~3% 1}, 12 B 3L B %
Wk, M RSN R 3% ) B B I8 2 A
KAEHN 0.74, B & LRI I35 2] 4% F1 5%,
R 2 R, X FEERTHAL
T2 % 002 1 384 0 5 e S W AR R pH L, O TR
AR, AT R £ 49 CH,CO0, fifi 15 2 i
07 A JL 2R3 K T4 R A S o ik K, 2 A A
F AR Z 0 pH (B FEAR, A A F O~ R i i
Frio, R i TR A 2 R P B i i A L TR
WISk 3%,

3) NaOH ¥ Ji % iz 22 H Ak 2 b R
50 NaOH R J3 X % A8 #2 W Ak 2 W B
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M2 A& 1e Fros . B NaOH M B B 34, 2
TR PR 2 BT TR, Y
NaOH ¥ 4 1~2.5 mmol/L i}, ¥ F 3L AL B i
B TE T, 2 NaOH W& JE 2k 2.5 mol/L B, HUAQ i
KF B KA N 0.7477+0.0496,, >4 NaOH ¥ FF -7+

AR WAL U T B 32 PR A 78 5 B 2%
#T,g*ﬁf?ﬂ%ﬁ?,ﬁﬁéﬂlﬁaﬁ NaOH ik 3| — &
Y TR I 2 A I S NE , AT AR BRUA R 4T R g
T o R A 22 W R Y B AL B i 1Y) NaOH ¥ i 2.5
mmol/L,

0.8 0.8 0.8
® @ @
B % 07 597
'_‘q:: 0.6 ’g 'g 0.6
=" B 06 B s
£.2 05 £ .2 £ .g
® 2 = B 504
Z 04 B Z 03
= = =
& o 5 0 2 0.
Y - Lo o L .
50 60 70 80 90 1 2 3 4 5 1.0 1.5 20 25 3.0
U P ¥ T NaOH 7 &2
Treatment temperature/°C Chloroacetic acid content/% NaOH concentration/mol - L™
(a) (bh) (c)
B1 %EEE @) KZ2BEHAM=E(b) NaOH ik E (c) B E S ERAENZ I
Fig.1 Effect of treatment temperature (a), chloroacetic acid (b), NaOH concentration (c¢) on the degree

of substitution of wild jujube

2.1.2 TR Z MR W I ikt 1k
1) WARESAZERANSEITo0 RH
W) 7 T 9 %) S TR (°C) . AR BIE (%) .

=N

NaOH ¥ J& (mol/L)3 /> H 748 it i 17 33

Wit AR 1,

AT AL

x1 BESHERFEAFEAACMEELRRITRESR

Table 1 Method and results of response surface test for carboxymethylation of wild jujube polysaccharides
Bogim gl NaOH R & TEBRH R i@ E/ NaOH %k & TBmA
5 DS 5 DS
C Elmol-L7" /% C E/mol- 17" A& /%
1 80 3 2 0.5 10 90 2.5 2 0.65
2 70 2.5 4 0.56 11 80 2 4 0.55
3 80 2.5 3 0.81 12 90 3 0.44
4 80 2.5 3 0.74 13 90 2 3 0.64
5 80 2 2 0.44 14 80 2.5 3 0.72
6 80 4 0.53 15 90 2.5 4 0.65
7 70 2.5 2 0.58 16 70 3 3 0.57
8 70 2 3 0.55 17 80 2.5 3 0.79
9 80 2.5 3 0.74

2) BERIAEE Ny K g5 22500 Design—Ex-
pert 11 BRPPFRERIRLHEAT 73 07, 15 B IR Z MR 1
FEACBUREE (DS) RL BTk 3 A~ R 2R g s (i 1] )
BN Y =0.76-0.02124 -0.01758-0.0212C —
0.0554 B=0.06754 C-0.02BC-0.08884>-0.1212B>—
0.1338C2,

FEX AR AT T7 22 008, R R 2R A

PEAT PRI 4 2 B IZIR R A R | P<
0.0001 , B 4 B 8 2%, 452 784 i) 2 4813 P=0.5781>
0.05 , Ui B AF 6 T 215 25 0 U 10 3, AR AR A ok
S ZR A R?=0.8583 , Ui AR 78 869 1) 4445 vI FH it
Ty R, BEALR)— I A X R R LR H 1L
() BT BE B R A B 3 (P<0.01) , Tl — YK I B .C FlI
LI ABAC BC Xt R A £ 0 i W 354k 1 BUAR
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B R % R A ACAE AR BE AT s

FES AN g 2%, IR ORI A B2 K CP i) P AR
F/NTF 0.01, ¥ % w3, 25 Tk iz AR A

ERE £ B2 I, AR 2 2% 1T A
e T FEHI

x2 HPABBFTENN

Table 2 Variance analysis of regression model

TR R T A= B W £ F 18 P1a iR A
ey 0.2511 9 0.0279 40.65 < 0.0001 2%
A (BB 8 L) 0.018 1 0.018 26.3 0.0014
B(NaOH % %) 0.0006 1 0.0006 0.8923 0.3763
C(ATBmAME) 0.0036 1 0.0036 5.26 0.0555
AB 0 1 0 0.0364 0.8541
AC 0.0012 1 0.0012 1.78 0.2234
BC 0.0016 1 0.0016 2.33 0.1707
A? 0.1504 1 0.1504 219.11 < 0.0001
B? 0.0215 1 0.0215 31.36 0.0008
c 0.0353 1 0.0353 51.36 0.0002
*E 0.0048 7 0.0007
% WIR 0.0017 3 0.0006 0.7468 0.5781 FEF
ik £ 0.0031 4 0.0008
¥ i 0.2559 16

3) Wi L T o3 A S B AT S A De-
sign—-Expert 11 ZK0F, 50 DURR 4% W 51k 50
M 7 L 1 2% R 2R g o 1 b TP, O e A A R R Y
SEHAEH AR 2, m 2 TR ROV (A)
Xof R A Z2 Ml R Y AR IO B9 520 T NaOH. ¥k
JE (B) s # LR UN IEE (C) X FRAT Z IR HY L 1L I
FRRE YW R T S W B (A ) o ZRE T R B

A

Substitution degree

NaOH ¥ (B) 5 & LR i (C) 1Y 28 B 52 ) fi
B AR e . TR BT T A5 R R Ak B
Sl SRR E R 80 °C,NaOH #¢ & 4 2.5 mol/
L, A LRI INER 3% A0 &M Filf47 3 IREE
g H O EE 45 35 5 0.74,0.74,0.81, 71
R 076, L THEHAS , KRR T EHG S
AT,

IR

Substitution degree

B: A& LR
Chloroacetic acid content/%

AR
Temperature/°C

(b)
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Fig.2 Response surface plots and contour lines of effects of various factors interaction
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on the wild jujube polysaccharides

22 BEARFEUZEUERHAR

221 MRARMEMBENE 2R W L
B, P ik D G PRI R R vl I A AR T S R T 4
PERAER R, o138 3 T J0, IROE 24 R W R4k
M5 KRR & B R AR

222 MOTRWEALZHEREA R E K3 N
BARIR A PR S (A) MR AL 2 4 (B) Mo 3R Y 2k
2 HE(C) R SAREIE IR, iy TR R AR 2 4
%W, £ % i Rha Ara Xyl Man Gle fll Gal
36 MR, 2B R L (%) 0.26:
442:0.35:0.14:0.16: 1, MRERP HEAZ B H
Rha Ara Xyl Man Glc 1 Gal Ht 6 Ff Fpffs 2H A% ,H
VIR b (%) 0.93:23.09:1.08:2.17:0.68: 1,

x3 BESHEHKBEMFEGE
Table 3 Water solubility and viscosity
of wild jujube polysaccharide

fe A 75 /mg e mlL! %5 /mPa-s
R % b 48.63 + 1.23 2698 +99.8
BRI S 4 86.73 £ 0.72 2430.4 £ 95.65

Ara J& F R FNE R WAL S SRR R TR L
BRI P R R AR AL SRR T R T R
W52 R R 2 P BRAR RS, AR AN e
T

223 MARWREACZHRIN M K48
PR AT 22 B IR A TP kA 20 W K ¥ WA 56 b 42 U8
KA IR AR BR 3R FOHLZ B (2 260~280 nm 7
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B3 BEEAIREMQ) BEEASHEDL)NRERRELSHE(C)NSERIEE
Fig.3 GC chromatography of monosaccharide standard GC (a), wild jujube crude polysaccharide (b),

carboxymethylated wild jujube polysaccharide (c)

A i W WU | ik R W] 2R TR AR R A5 R T
FiR A bk 2 1 22 05 R R H IR Ak 2 B 7E 260~280 nm
AR A Yy A A 0 ) W S 3R B 2 v B 1 Xk
EBR,

224 RERWIALZHEAIDGE T K5
iR 4L Z2 R R AR H Ak Z B 204 I LA
KBr g5 5 % B 7E 400~4 000 em™ 21 4G X I,
WHEATHEH, MBI, REZHR A B
B 5 AR 2 R RRAE 04 | 3 364 cm™! b
W Wi 0 Sk 22 i 43 F- b i —OH . I 2 I i i 2 931
em™ S C-H B4 IR 3 0% 1 732 em™ F

1 602 em™ 1% 2l W WO i 2 R T 22 08 HhoBl I TR 1Y)
FEAE L1017 em™ Ab (A W I 1 3R B AE4E C-0-C Fil
C-O-H, FR B Z 2 R W 3B 5, 30 T8 1 g
Wl 1407.78 em™ b FR H 3R COO- 1y hir A
PRzl , 2 TP LA A RRAF 06 | B P 3 Ak 2 R TP 3
FRIE UG YRR FE IR B o, R E LW 5l
AT COO-FEH,

225 HMMBEWE ST R 2R 5 RA
R EAZE S AR TRR G L, BT s IR
I HE— 2 Tl &, JEAT A R AR, T AR
5000 fi5 TR, BTZEH AR 6 Frok, A
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Fig4 UV-visible spectrogram of wild jujube polysaccharide

6a ] A, iR 40K 2 W 45 4 52 AR SR 4 3% 1w 1M1 Y
AR KL 6b BT LLE Y g 28R T S fk 2 %
TG, AR AR I B AR LAk 2
PRI 2N B, 2R S e A, w20
Oy FIAEAE M ELHER 1, o0 F IR 51 555

Bl 7 SRR A 2 e g re i &, B B T 0 R
SALBR A Z 0 O Fr & HL A Br s, ol e R R
£ -CH,-COO 5] A, B Na &t T RR A LA 7
HEAT F2 F L AL B B SR A 2 Al i -5 TR
RBARZ
2.3 BEARFELSENEEMR
231 RABRPIEAZHENIEMEYE REL
BEXTF2 I A B SE TS BREE ) AN &l 8a Fin IR £
BT 19 Pl ik 1) V7 5% B 7 B R B ) e e A
TS, BRAR T Ak 2 R A T
BrRfig B AL FRRE L 20, YRR L
I R R 2 mg/mL BT BRSRAH 74.1% , 1T
TR N E] 5 mg/mL N, WERER B E RS
F 95.8%, HEIL T VC MR H 200 B R

150
135
120
105
90
75
60
45
30
15

e
Counts/CPS
o

Au

0 lhedd sk ol el s bl 84 itk W i T

Wave number/cm™
B 5 BREZELILIER
Fig.5 HPLC chromatogram of wild jujube polysaccharide

(a) (b)

E6 BREHZHE(a)fMBERFELSHE(D)
P B HEE (5000 x)
Fig.6 SEM analysis of wild jujube crude

polysaccharide (a) and carboxymethylated
polysaccharide (b) (5 000x)

99.5% , & It B 4f- 191 B g

MR AR F Ak Z2 0 %) DPPH. A 3 2k S8 o &1
8b JIT 7 , A R AR 22 0l N R A R W AL 2 B
HA—2MiER DPPH H R MRE S, MiE RA
2 Ik Hk FERE fin, %F DPPH A H 56 (1 7 B g
B R 2T RR E A E] 5 me/mL B T R R R
=0 81.9% , i AH [F) e 3 1) iR AR 22 1 1) 345 B 2%

Wt.% i At. %

4223 | 5505

4240 : 4150

Au

TR TP PP I SIS SRR R

0.0 1.3 2.6 3.9 32 6.5
fl Bl

He B

7.8 9.1 10.4 11.7 13.0

Energy/KeV

(a)
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59.2 3482 | 4691
51.8
%) 43471 8397
% 44.4
Eo g 37.0 Na {1087} 765
=LY -
3 29.6 L
222
14.8
7.4 |
0.0 .J LPPE TN Y V) AR NPT (T [ Y WAETUN TOWTST | SVRARY OTTTUI] T P T L
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Studies on Carboxy Methylation Modification and Activity of Wild Jujube Polysaccharide

Chen Shan', Feng Runfang', Yuan Ye', Zhao Zhihui'?, Liu Mengjun'*

(“School of Horticulture , Hebei Agricultural University, Baoding 071000, Hebei

’Research Center of Chinese Jujube, Hebei Agricultural University, Baoding 071000, Hebei)
Abstract In order to study the technology and activity of carboxymethylated polysaccharide of wild jujube, the carboxy

methylation process of wild jujube polysaccharide was optimized by response surface analysis method, and the bioactivity

activity of wild jujube polysaccharide in vitro was studied. The optimum conditions were as follows: reaction temperature

was 80 °C, concentration of NaOH was 2.5 mol/L. and chloroacetic acid was 3%. The carboxy methylation of wild jujube

in vitro activity showed that the total reducing power of 5 mg/mL solution was 1.295, the scavenging rate of DPPH and

hydroxyl radicals was 81.9% and 95.8%, respectively. The results of polysaccharide on probiotics indicate that the growth

promoting effect of the polysaccharide was related to the concentration of the polysaccharide.

Keywords wild jujube; polysaccharide; carboxmethylation



