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UV-5500 585k -0] D3 6t B it i oo
P PR ] DHG-9240A Hi #AVIHE IR 8% X T 1248 |
W IR A AL RS (08 ) A BRZA F] s BSA224S HL 43
Br RV, e RER AR (deat) ARAH;
PHS-3F SZ 5% pH i, LR % B AU 2 A FR A
Al FRIR, ARFIEA S A A B A ] 5 YB-1000A
R 2 ) RE R RE AL, K R TR A R A
SLG65-1II [7] ) Jié i SR AT 85 FE ML, U5 e 38 A i B
I & A PR Fl s Velocity 18R & =08 Uk B 0L,
Dynamica NI
1.3 KEH*

1.3.1 A3k

1) XHIRAL (R f) Bl G E e i v B
2RI G VIRLZ 20 mm R, T 60 CHEA T
i, R RIE R A, & Z DI RE R REALRY B 33 80
H i, % H .

2) WA BRI EAEHEEYES . BT
A2 20 mm JEEHE 60 CCHEAS T, 43 T 4
JE R H 2 RER LR, 1 80 H , & .

3) Wl LR EFETF 95 CHE A
Wi B, 25 N A G S 1 B A R DR (A
L ZE A, A 5 min™, B H B E ZH,

4) BFrRRALA B2 B G AT i A BB iE AL
FEEF ML AR 3 3wt bk A0 1 o7 2R K Al
JEUBEE K R 20% , B BB RALET P S B
430k 50,125,135 °C, B FFliE 6 i %k 28 Hz, 45
HJG T 60 CHER T4 2 H s B, & I,

5) KA B R G SRERKIRS B
FEEFPR, B ERY 5 em OB, T 37
C. M BER T0% ) & BEAF T & B 2 h,60 CHt
T E, 2B G 80 HI, & .

132 IRAMERIE LA FE PRSI 1k e i) B
il . 275 2B WY I 1k WA g, BRI

1) AN TmEWE 3 5 #% B Na,HPO, 2.38 g,
KH,PO, 0.19 g NaCl 8.00 g, Jin/K % i, ¥ pH H =
6.75, MA a—VEHEF(1.30 g)

2) NTHEW  FRENaCl 2.0 g, & 1§ 3.2
g, WT& 7.0mL HCl ¥ 1000 mL /K %W
(pH=1.2),

3) AT FrELKH,PO, 6.8 g i T 250
mL 7K, JITA 77 mL 0.1 mol/L. NaOH Al 500 mL
K GIRAT, A 10.0 ¢ JERES , % pH {5 % 6.8+0.1, il
KA BEZE 1000 mL,

PRSI At B2 . 23 B 5.0 g AN RN T4
LAY G AERE S T 37 COKIB I LI AL M
WP A 2.5 mL A TWER , 4 pH {5 = 7.0,37
CE R KB IRZ 10 min; ITA 50 mL A T. 5 % ,
pH A 2.5,37 ClHI/KHIRZ 2 h, BHLEHL
BB A 50 mL A T, 94 pH fH % 7.5,37 C
R IR K IR 2 h, BEEL/NG ISR B, vkt i
B 10 min 2 0E N o B SO T 10 000 r/min 4
CE L 30 min, B F R AL .

Xt BEE . 43 B 5.0 ¢ AS[R]Jin T4 B 5 2E A
a2 BRI L VS I AV ) Hb 5 35 ek R K
W45 2 19 5B T 10 000 r/min 4 °CE 0> 30 min,
W WA BT H
14 EFFEAFMNERZE

1) B EmillE 2% Singleton S
AU, PREL 25.0 mg B T2, IMKER 2 100
mlL, 7518 0.05,0.10,0.20,0.40,0.80,1.20 mL, /|
ZRKMREZE 10 mL, I 0.5 mL A& AR5 3L 551 A
2 mL 20%Na,COs i& W ,40 C/KE A 30 min, %
HIGHPEZE 25 mL, UAREEE TR N2 XTI,
F K 760 nm &b I 7 W 6 BE AR, LA BEAE R 4
Aa g, R FIR VR BE S A AL R 2 Tl AR o i 2

¥ 1.3.2 TS RIE W EE LR ERE W ARR
e e A A A & i

2) EWRE I E  Z% Fazel 5590 J7
P MEA S PR 2.0 mg SRR /INBED , £ 5 25
£ 100 mL, W ¢ 1.0,2.0,3.0,4.0,6.0 mL, Z B 5E
AE10mL, OB H, T 350 nm
I BEAE, DA R /N BB AR B SRy R A B IO
FEAE A N AR AR 2 il b v 2R

4 1.3.2 5 (R SN AELE A6 Fnou) 8 20 BT AR 1 i
W FaRERE, A APRE M4 A At A W
e

3) EVHECEA SRR E R Y IR - Y R 4N
Fo vk, S5 M IR I S5 iR R R VR IB ek, BRI
15.0 mg /" T, 7K 7 4% 100 mL, 43 B 0.5,1.0,
2.0,3.0,4.0 mL,EZZE 5 mL, Ml 5% V.G B2 41 1%
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(0.3 mL), IR A1 & 5 min, IIA 10%5H R 55 7% Wk
(0.3 mL),IRA)# & 6 min, il 2 mL 1.0 mol/L & %A
AN, K E 10 mL, §# & 10 min, AN S
TR 25 XTI T 510 nm L W
18, AOGAE R AL bR, 7 T vk BE S Ak A 22 1l B

e
B 2.2 WG LI WRE R LR, WA
Y 2 2 3B B 5

4) SFEEE G RANE  RHSEINUV) A
P 5 B i, 2% Shinde SF2RS i sh ., LA
PRI Xt BE S FRER 6.0 mg YR ARTE  FH 2 B
W ITE 45 25 mL, 43 31 H 0.1,0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8
mL, i B2 10 mL, T 268 nm 40 5E WO
DAY A AR AT e B B AR AR, W BE (B P AR R s
il B o 0 2k

1 2.2 WS LIEWER FAREAE, WA
/N WA RN s {1 O

5) BB EMINE 2% Tsukakoshi %2
(18 2 P B IR 1 O W A Bl . B 8.0 mg F A VA T
100 mL 7K v, 43 531) W5z B A 25 05 br HE 5 WK 0,0.2,
0.4,0.6,1.0,1.4,1.6,1.8 mL, fI7K#hZ 2.0 mL, JZ
J¥ 20 min, T4 490 nm AR WG, LA 4G B
T BE R B AR A, WG B (B A DN AR bR 22 Tl b o il 2K

1 2.2 WS LIEWESR FAREE, WA
HE M2 A A B i
1.5 EFRSUNER X
1.5.1 DPPH H HAGEBRZEAME 2% Hou 55>
(7 20T ws ek 3

I F 2 mL #2554 FLAY 0.1 mmol/L
DPPH {4, kG W 30 min, X A& ZH .2 mL # i
5 RF CBAR A G U 30 min,, 25 P HRA
2 mL 4 BE5 S RFL 0.1 mmol/L DPPH 1R 4, 6
SR 30 min, LA L—HUIR I 2 Ay BH X B T ik
517 nm 2005 WOGEEAR 3% A X (1)11H58 DPPH H
Y LT B R

DPPH i H 43 B 4 (%) =(1- 245 )x100 (1)
0

K A 25 [ IR AL O A ——iR 5
L EIE A —— %t BRI
1.52 ABTS*H HEF R FMWIN E 2% Hou
G IR I AT e gl I A 0.1 mL HEAE

a5 3.9 mL ABTS  TAEWIR A, #EOGHE R 7
min, XTHRZH ¥ 0.1 mL A5 3.9 mL OFFR G,
WEG B Y 7 min, 45 O B K 0.1 mL OB
539 mlL ABTS* TAEMIR A, BEOGH #E 7 min, L
LU L2 Ry BT BE T4 734 nm A0 05 1%
JCREEAE 4% B (2) 35 ABTSHE BR 3

ABTS [ Ha%?%a[&%%(%)z(l—ﬁit)xloo (2)

P A 25 X IR O A ——i R
YRGB ;A —— X BR LW,
1.5.3 #HEFRIESME (FRAPE) S% @
G kIS A sl FRAP TAEMRECH] .
300 mmol/L. Z T2 #H % W .10 mmol/L. TPTZ ¥ W Fl
20 mmol/L. = A AR WAL AR FR L 1011 e il
A, BB

P o i1 £ 1 7 < 43 BB 0.07,0.14,0.28,0.42,
0.56,0.70,0.84 mmol/L, i 2 V. 4% (4 0.1 mL), /il
A 0.3 mL /KF1 3.0 mL FRAP TAEW, FE4-EAT,
BN 50 min, LAKAEZS AN IR, TIK
593 nm Ab I 5 W' AL, A 8 IV vk B Sy i A
B, W B (B A G\ A s ol A A o i 28

FE S A B 38 570 A2 L B 0.4 ml AR5 %
W, A 3.0 mL FRAP AR, A5 5% [R] 45 o it 2k 1
VB, Kt 20 0 WO BE (B H A b o It 2SR S5 R B
BT X T IR IR RE T
1.5.4 o-HEHE B ER N E S% £
SERI I m LA ek o iR 2 L 100 WL FE
WS AT 0.01 mg/mL o5 % B IR A, 37
CIIE 10 min, il A 100 wL X i 2 2K 3 —a—-D -k
Wi 6] 25 B (2.5 mmol/L. PNPG) ¥ ¥ ,37 °CJz h 10
min, il A 5 mL 0.1 mmol/L. NaCO, & & £ 1k 2 |
T 405 nm AW E WOGEEE, & HH HEE
FARACERE G L BRI 2, X IR . 22 i AR
By, AR % B S 3) TR

AR % (%) = L= AraAen)

Aivlllﬁ
x100 (3)
LA wyp WIS E ;A pORitst
HW A o 25 X HR AL W B

1.6 HiE4E
I HE DL B bR 22 (v 2 5)Rom 2R
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SPSS 25.0 A4t i

2 #HERE5HMH
21 MIAXMNEFAEREASTSENFIT
I O A Ay BRSO R R
AR R RS AN 1 R RN B
rhOC T R SR S R RN AR ) e i A
R T MR, HLAE RS R R S 83.22% ~
148.83%, Ut PARIHLTE fL o] {2 ok Sy | BB | S
7 T R A A ) R, O LA e ) AR A R
HCVE B, PRBERLTE A JS By | BB B | 5
R AR A R, H R AR
&, WOR AR SMEE LN A7 PR AS i T 20 A 8K
o & BRI
BEALH AL IS, S B i i KB/ T 7 X
B RS K SEF R ALS IO dil > % BRAL, 43 5134 Jin

73.46% ,34.13% ,6.32% ,3.85% , H: & 1 Fas je
A BRI AR BRI SR U 1 n T = B R AL R
Aab ST B R % = 43 N 19.68%,11.82% , Ff
JE N2 Al A BRI il e F AR 0 25 5 25 5 i 1y
W) J5T P 78 Ay Ui S AR TIC HE ke | AT it T
S TR, ROE S i R BN T 5
JERD > B AL > & BESAT Bz > I T R A, 4351
B4 31.19%,13.28%,10.62% ,2.37% , %0 il kb B Bsf
o Ik A5 B A A 40 U B B AL S AT
SOWE BRI R I A B R v S R b
i 42.02% , 7] W, % % kb B0 G AR 47 M AR 14 S 2 R 4
JOT VS 0 A A 3 A 1 S R G N 9.52%
A= W e R BN B i T U2 K S B R
fo>45 Bz >4 il > %k B2l o & B R R AL Ak 2
A W a0 B K, g B I 56.61%
38.91%,

1 MIAXMNEFAEHEASSENEN

Table 1 Effects of processing method on contents of effective components of Apios americana Medik
ot BB % X % XA % I3 B9 /% & W )%

X . (XD . B . B Bk . B WL . B B
AR WA AL WAL HeRter:!
1.54 = 2.01 = 2.67 = 3.88 = 15.08 £ 17.95 + 2.57 = 391 + 8.34 18.27 +

FR 0.03" 0.03" 0.10° 0.05" 0.25" 0.04* 0.31¢ 0.21* 0.76* 1.97"
" 1.88 + 270 + 291 + 434 1540+  1837= 334+ 3.57 + 9.82 + 15.65 +
i 0.04¢ 0.03* 0.16* 0.03¢ 0.25" 0.04" 0.24" 0.27 0.73¢ 1.04
Wi 1.74 £ 2.14 £ 323+ 4.64 = 1625+ 2033+ 232+ 332+ 8.76 + 21.74 +
0.03¢ 0.05 0.19* 0.05 0.37° 0.02¢ 0.21 0.19* 0.84" 2.38"
) 2.57 + 349 + 252+ 3.07 £ 16.85 + 19.85 + 3.46 + 5.07 = 9.85 = 24.51 =
o 0.03¢ 0.05¢ 0.10° 0.02° 0.19° 0.03¢ 0.25" 0.23¢ 091® 2.09*
. 1.36 = 2.09 = 2.60 = 3.84 = 1548 £ 2355+ 2.73 = 348 = 8.94 + 16.38 +
0.07¢ 0.25° 0.19* 0.04" 0.24% 0.03° 0.25* 0.17° 0.61° 1.88°

T R — B A R 7B 3R s B 35 M 25 5 (P<0.05) 6

22 MIARMEFHMENFENIN

I 5 2O AR BL AR BE JT s ma dn i 1 B
N BLE AL S, KB G R B RIEAL R KD
Ab ¥R B DPPH  ABTS* H H 2 A1 FRAP 19 RE 7134
T R AR ORI SN AL 1 T A
N7 26 & AR 5

M 1b AT 3B ABTS'H i 5519 E 7 75
PG B3 T RR AL, Ho | & T Ak B BR A
Wi B BN 41.96% ,3X 1] BE S R R

RWEAL T AWy S E I S A T
Py m g P AE AR T B 2 T LT
B ABTS* [ 1 5619 68 158 , 7 Bz 3% e Ak Ak 28 4
i A3 B ABTS* [ Hh 5 fig 01 59 i 26.76 % i
21.02%,

T FR DPPH H 568 77 Hh 2 21 55 (9 1207 X
JEHE > % > B7 TR AL > 10 i > Xk BB 21, 4 X6 R 4]
35BN 19.77% ,13.94% ,8.57% ,6.81%; & T
WG AR 5 DPPH AHAT,  H o £ 55
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RS [ > K W >3 g Ak > it B2l | 43 ) 38
35.99%,19.70% ,3.24% ., H:+ DPPH Fi FRAP 1

RIPUAACRE ST, H It B Ak Bl o 2, Ul A
BREERY R B b S A LR TR TR

3 5
E :
5 50
) a " = be : ’ % o
;Ei §2000-+ b . & 2200} . @ R%%g: a
2 a ¢ T e 3 m 2 4f 1 7 7 7
& £ 1500 P | |, ? 2 b =B s} |, R N %
H § =z g ab b o ?g 7 %
o % 1000 F I 5 100 i e g {4, ¢ b
15} R E a
— 2 (ﬁ = ey ’§ 10F 2 /
&% s00f £ g 50t o o 7 .
S5 g £ 9f 2| U
= 0 =0 2
- R W ik kEE Kb 2] X W B kEE B E X W ik kEE B
= IRy = Tk IR

Processing method

(a)

Processing method

Processing method

(b) (e)

T AL A ) 5 B e 7m BT i PR 25 57, P<0.05

1
Fig.1

2.3 MI AR -5 % HEF B & &0

I 5 2R oo 2 W 355 2 A0 1 194 52 0
N 2 o o FR T R ZEL A oo 70 MR Y TS
Tt W R, TEAA BRI R A, BELE Ak
S, TR A TR oo 7 MR Y R 0900 2 400 ) o vk B2
9 621.31 wg/mL, il B8 J1 34 40 33.6% , iX 7] GE
SR SR R I AL B TG 4 ) B 2 X o A

SR
w

il LN RN
2.4 MEXMES

ST EVECTR | EOHE T AR e S B
SAALFE FR (75 % DPPH ABTS*H i % FRAP) ]
B AE S /BT W3R 3. MBS DPPH ABTS'H
t % FRAP Z A1 ¥ 5 1EA4H ¢ . DPPH ABTS*H H
FEVE B R 5 B oy 22 TR A O M s e — B0, A1
S R BNV R 2 e > A 0 > S T > B>
SR, Hrh BB RS ABTS A ML EREZ
() () AH DG SR 0.895 , 3 5 & I b 3L 20 G 1 % it
. IHBR ABTS A i 3L 6e ) e 1 S LA AT G
FRAP 5 5 8 il & W AH Sl K, M RECH
0.722, 15t WA S5 25 &5 2 0Pk B iR JELRE ke R B
YEHT,

3 itk
K SMERLE | WA PG I Ty A E
FEHCEE P R R | S SRR A e e

AERMIAXN AU SR

Effects of different processing methods on oxidation resistance

x2 MIFAXI o-BEEEENGEENZME
Table 2 Effects of processing methods on
a—glucosidase on inhibitory activity

o~ # #F 5 [Cs/- g-mL"

o <t 8 20 AR SN BE B IH A 4
* & - 935.61 + 103.32¢
ki 4 - -
1A% - -
KBk - 621.31 +89.37"
5 4 - -

Fo ok 4B 9.97 +0.79*

Ll — B [ 7 B R B B 325 57 (P<0.05)

®3 AVNASCEESREUIERNBEXEIR
Table 3  Correlation analysis of effective component

content and antioxidant index

A
g &R

DPPH ABTS* FRAP

X 0.674 0.895 0.67
S ! 0.023 0.28 0.032
X 0.118 0.293 0.452

Jt ¥ B 0.447 0.484 0.722
L7 0.472 0.89 0.315

Mot E AL (DPPH ABTS* Bi M FRAP K &) .a—Hi
2 W AV S 35 P Y s e 5 SR SR B AR LT AR e
BRA &8 PUEALRE S K oo 2 Wl B TS
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PRI 22 B, o FRAP 5 DPPH 3%
PR AL RE Ty Sz, Y0 B A B 4k e
7 d5c i, B0 B 43 S 1 19.77% ,35.99% , 1148
AL RE 77 Eh i 30 55 1 0 T 07 SO B > R WS B TR I
> XF R R WAL B W5 BR ABTSH H 2 o
25 0T A T R A BN BB 43 ) 3
41.96% ,33.6%.,

WAL TR B G SRR A MR Y
fe N T 7 ¥, B BEAL 4 B8 o 73.46%
42.02% ,56.61% , % H I Ak A 32 F B3 48 ) 11
Bl N T 7%, SN 19.68% ., Kb il ik B2 ff
SR Y B Oy, SR AN 31.19%

RSy & 5 DPPH  ABTS* FRAP 2 Ji] &
IEASE, Hop B & 25 DPPH ABTS'H H 37
R 3 2 [ A OCPE B K, AR RS HI R 0.674,
0.895,FRAP 5 5 35 ] 5 5t AH OGPk fe K, AHOC R 4k
M 0.722, 5 W 7 Bk DPPH  ABTS* [ 1 2 3= 24
FH B9 5002 B, 4B 730 R 1R D W) o 2 5
R,

& £ x #t
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Effects of Processing Methods on the Effective Components, Antioxidant Activity
and a—Glucosidase Inhibition Activity of Apios americana Medik
Deng Ke, Yang Liangyuan, Hu Yu, Xu Guangzhi, Wang Yan, Zhang Youzuo, Ni Qinxue’
(School of Food and Hedlth, Zhejiang Agriculture & Forest University, Hangzhou 311300)
Abstract The effects of different processing methods (peeling, with skin, extrusion, fermentation and frying) on the

contents of total phenols, total sugars, total flavonoids, isoflavones, alkaloids and antioxidant activities

(DPPH, ABTS*

scavenging and FRAP system), a—glucosidase inhibition of Apios americana Medik were evaluated by simulated digestion

in vitro. Compared with the processing control group, the contents of total phenols, isoflavones and alkaloids increased

by 73.46%, 42.02% and 56.61% respectively in the fermentation treatment,

19.68% in the extrusion treatment and
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31.19% in the frying treatment. The antioxidant capacity of DPPH, ABTS* and FRAP increased by 6.81%-19.77%,
21.02%-41.96% and 3.24%-35.99%, respectively; At the same time, the effect of simultaneous fermentation on a-glu-
cosidase inhibition rate increased by 33.6%. Among the five processing methods, fermentation is the best method to re-
tain the total phenols, isoflavones and alkaloids, extrusion is the best method to retain the total flavonoids, and frying is
the best method to retain the total sugar.

Keywords Apios americana Medik; processing methods; in viiro digestion; active component content; antioxidant activi-

ty; a—glucosidase inhibition



