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1.1 ##E 5

& R (Malus pumila Mill.) 7= B 1 7R 48 40
H i, FKEL(Pyrus pyrifolia Nakai.cv.Hosui) ™ [
WA T, YTy E ™ BEAESETE [ Citrus
sinensis (Linn.) Osbeck 7= H R AE, I T E 40l
REpFIEX T, il TR A oK, BRI AR AR
T 5 L VL B R, T DR T 0 B M S S T IR (3 A7
BRAT

AT 751 4] %5 BE 43 (CeHgOg+ HyO) , 33 1 13 57 2
A, BT IRARME T B UE S IR T IR BRI
BRI BN 36%W EhIR . =S b | LFLMmEmR |
M JCK B RALES oK SR R R
WML BRIRE oK OBt K OB KRG LR
B TR N WEEHIR (WETR JC/K BRIREN | B | IV A
PR, 34 2y 7 A i n) , Jb st A 2 # iR T
12 MURF5EF

Synergy HT ZIjheEtriX, E BioTek A
R H]; FE20 Five Easy pH i1, M2
A] ;FA2004 HL 7 K- (K5 0.0001 ), 78 Sar-
toius 23l 5 YP2002 HLF KF, (K ¥ 0.01 ¢),
T BT RF 22 AR s BUA AL, TA. XT. Plus, 9% 5 Sta-
ble Micro System 2y & ;ONE TOUCH UltraEasy
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FRSEAG 5 BB 3 B R G0 i A (P D) BRYT AR
F R E  HBF=370 S KRB 17 0 4 A 25, WK e
fat BT (h ED A BRA E S TGLISM 5 20 3 %
PRESOHL, R IR LR 52 30 A 38 A7 BR 23 7] s SHA-
B10 1HIR /KIS IR %, 1198415 A2 Hil i A
B/ R s DHG-9070A  Hi #IE ik 5 KL T 46, b ot
B PHURHE A BR A H ;s WBL1031S T35 ML, 361
SE AT BR 28 7 s MY-HT5093 R & 1, Em9/E
T P 215 1) AT PR A
1.3 Ak
13,1 W i o2 el 5 Il 3t 4 40
R 1) K+ KR (WH+S0R ) 52) 3 S+ 1 KRR (A+
S0R);3) A + 13 2K 4 (O+50R ) ;4) B + 13 K 4 (P+
50R) ., #MAE B E e, H35 &
Pr+ IE A 2, 48 G far R IE 2 1 B T[] B Oy
30 min, A VRS ET AT AR RIS A4
A 150 g /T FHIBRAKALE P, IE4E KRS A 500 g
AR B ARAES P), 25 I B R L2 1
FIRAR 19 . BRI 50.0 g ] 1) s
KB PI K 66.1 ¢, A 1.5 528 T K, 7
LR “ 28 8 20T 28 30 min,

F1 MKEREK

Table 1 The component of test meals

=T A A

KB BRI HEI K/ bSYwal
K R mA
g g g & a8
W+50R - 143.1 10.0 2404 50.0 393.5

A+50R 134.8  143.1 100 105.6  65.0 3935
O+50R 191.6  143.1 10.0 48.8 65.0 393.5
P+50R 2404  143.1 10.0 - 65.0 393.5

1.32 FESPEFRRESEMNE BRI R
£% GB 5009.6-2016 (£ &% 4 EEbrifE &5
rh R 7 R ) 2 1 DU E 2% GB - 5009.5—
2016¢E fh 2 A E SR AE £ T 2R T A s P
FLET 4 & 5 /I E 2% GBIT 5009.10-2003 (A4
JEE A R ORLET ZE A I SE ) RS R E R R
T v OB 5 ¥ (SXA03-FB-015) ; 5 £2 iy 5 1l
S SR FH AR PR — T 05T 8 ) 5 00 R ) = S Ak
BRI o R0 B R I S R BT AR AE
o SR S R E 2 % NY/T 2016-2011 (K 2R K

SR 5t e SRR A 0 S A3 OO B )
1.3.3  R[EKER BT 3 Bk R0 B
D 34 5% H J5 1 351 18T 53 A1 ¥ (texture profile anal-
ysis, TPA ), #14d Ff P/50 3k (B2 50 mm B A5
WEAETE 35 )  HDP/9O V- H il ik, fT A 53021
AR AN [F) SR S 2 At AN [i] ) A

SEAR ALY TPA M 275 1 75 0B 552000 77 1
FENNUAGH AT 2% i SRR SR S G ] 1 5 )
SR N 14 mm B FTFLERIORE 4 KR 5
Y153 98 B 4.5 mm 19 3T Y] BOE 3 A7 /)N B A
R EEE A% 2 . Compression; I A 2 2 1.00
mm/s ; WHEGE K 0.5 mm/s; M5 3R 1.00 mm/s;
U4 T RS0 5 5 FR 40 BB 25 2.7 mm; il & {8
10 g; fith & 2879 . [ 8l 5 Blodis R 4E 0% 200 pps.,

RS ) O 1« 2SR, o g IO, BB 1 B
B T T A7 00, I8 = . Compres-
sion ; P {17 2 R 40 mm/s ; M3 2K 2 30 mm/s ; I /5
HR 40 mm/s; JEAREE B 10 mm; B8 R 4 WK
200 pps; filt & 257 . A 3y 5 il & AE 15 ¢

FE SCERS 1 W 45 15§18 e U A/ Sy 9 ot ) el
(hardness) , 07 A N 26 2 WRIESE Fr8OE T 556 1
WK 46 BT AOE 20 22 He R AR I B 88 B P (cohesive-
ness); B B B R MR AR Y 3R AR Sk nH g
(chewiness) , .47 7 N3 58 1 WL 0GR 3 B PR
(LA it i R R ) 5 B 5 T 4 I R Sk I AB RE 2 L
N B4 (resilience ) o
1.3.4 8% 5 s
1.3.41 Zik#% MW Brouns P 43 H7 , 2R
FNECH 10 B4 5 08 R i 50 25 3R B A 80%
FOFEHE BE ) AR 55 18~27 % WM F AL k2l 3
94 A A% BMI =24 kg/m? 5% £ PR IE % =30%,
BN =20% ;35 6 4~ H AR WL ;T 6
AR 25 M 0 4 A 2R 500 W Boeb se 0] 5 AT
VE B R B 2otk H 48 JE R s e ARk 9
Wi 5 JOAR DR G005 S s TC i B A, N ph IR B
iE B ERE A5 JCIH AL R G B B AR I JoHh
H AR 2T A5 5 R T O R AR SR s
B, A28 rp AL R A N AR SR B2 B
St HE (2325 . CAUHR-2019006) , 5 11 £ % i
BT B P, BRI e U0 1 1] sk A )
FUz 3 HR G R RO B M AT, RIE
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ST 1 d R H FRE T AR, Ak
UEMF BT 5, T 9 AN [R) 5 ] 5506 323835 #5417 50
o 11k A 2w it 2 X 58 (50 g oral glucose toler-
ance test,50 ¢-OGTT), % #if e TR FEFH
T Al B A AR ST I IR 1A 32 3 T
J) ) 0 3B 2 10 A0 B3 1l a8 ABIF ST
1.3.42  IfbE e B Ee fi fe S e bRl e 21l
TUBRAT 1d M 1 2000 SUFIRAEE, 28 12h 4%
B TR b 8:20 Bk % # AL 2 5 min J5
AEA RIS, T 830 FF iR ik & H i far &9 (IF
IR FE R I EE o 0 B Z)) , BEORTE 5 min N #E R 5
K8, 30 min B 45 T IE4R (FIOKUR) , 282K 7E 10 min
WoEMAEE . 23 T R TG (0 min) Kk &I 4
J& 15,30,45,60,90,120,150,180 min R 4 #& 2R
i, FOBEASCI 2 A2 B S 4 WA
R A BEATL AR A e 0 T B W, T g
] 2= /0] B 3d.,

2% Wolever S5 ALY 15 115 4 A& 7
0~60,60~120,120~180,0~180 min P ifiL ## )52 17 i
T IE T L (IAUCo_g , iAUCg- 120, IAUC - 150 1
IAUCos0) , KL B AR AZ AL AR, 45 )5 180 min PN i
K AMKE I 216 BE (maximum amplitudes of glycemic
excursion, MAGE180)

hy HlE B 0 328 Wl K A B W R UM AR (B
sz, SR ] R oK AL S s R RS
180 min I K% 2 1 12 T A (area contributed by
per gram of available carbohydrate, AAC) >k
2% M OB 8 A2 A 00 T3 e

AAC = iAUCyg (mmol - min/L)/{ll i 45 7] 7]

KIS W& (g) (1)
1.3.5 R N IR 8 RS N R 6 L il b

SR e Ay ] — 4t 5z 1, SR A BEAUY o 1
(visual analogue scale, VAS) PF4k3zi{#& 0~180
min 9100 B K -, 100 mmVAS & 3 19 4235 (0) £
R CFRAE R AR A 0 (100) FKos <R AE T AR H
W, 2K TG HEE (0 min) (450 B & 1 1
fr £ 9 B I 210 (E1) (15 .30 min |, 45 3 9F £ 1F 48 12
Ytz (E2).45.60.,90.120 150,180 min AR 4
A BRI B B i % BRIk . DL O 20 B2 i0E
RN IE B (mm) VA 5238035 45 B 20 A IR JE B Ar
ZAXFH SN 4 Yakse, PR g Hh a) 2 /b [E] B
3de RHIBSIE R & L& 7R 0~60,60~120,
120~180,0~180 min P41 5 /8% iz i il & 1F 1fif X
(iAUCo.0,iAUCe0 120, IAUC 30150 F1 iAUCois0), VA Bz
TR AR AL A AR 1HL

Shy HE B 00 30 AR ) AR I B R A 1 5 )
FE A k) ARSI AY 180 min 10 IR B 1 28
M (area contributed by per kJ of energy,AE)
o Jiz e 5 T 8 AR I R ) A8 AR Ol . IR T I

AE =iAUCq,g(mm-min/L)/AMHAE R (K)) (2)

180 min X 45 W5, BOR Z 1 7R 48 B o
WA K [ 5 A R AT AR B IR e SR ANz 3
JERE BT T AR RN BT R R TR, PR AR I
FRTER 2 WA AR
1.3.6 4 giit 0 SPSS 23.0 Fl Excel
2016 B A5y i b FRR 0 A HE . A1) 22 S 40 R
PR 2R 2 25 400, A 43 M R Pearson
FHEAMHT , P<0.05 J 22 5 B3,

2 #HR5HMH
21 WREEFRLE

A MR E SRR SR MRER W 2,

x2 NAEMERZSERRKE(SH)

Table 2 Nutritional composition and energy of test meals (per serving)

: WEAE R B AR/ W B $®/ Bh@/ $TF/mg HLF/ ] .
UIREW S R Rhiglg  #E/k]
g g g g g mg GAE' mg RUE>  TAE’ g
W+50R - - - 7.0 0.5 - - - 0.7 - 845.6
A+50R 4.6 8.7 1.7 8.3 1.6 322 453 47.4 12.4 2.8 1121.9
0+50R 49 4.7 5.4 11.8 22 157.8 75.0 130.6 324 4.7 1232.6
P+50R 55 8.6 0.9 9.2 2.2 39.5 55.7 61.7 20.8 1.9 1352.8

B2 R R T Y R (CAE )RR 2 SO & 1 T 248 (RUE) #R ° B 3 i T iR 2 (TAE) %R
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2.2 3 MK RE AR
12 3 AT UL, 3 bk SR Y 5 6 R P A L g
BEHEFR B BRSSP RS AL, HAL R A 45 hR L (E 1

WHEMT SRR, [nl 52 Pk HE P O A > 3
RSHL 3 H I R EMEZES

® 3 KREIRMIER (FHELAREE)

Table 3 Texture parameters of fruits (x £s)

# 5 A JEIN BN eHL v JE /N w4
HEER 94.65 + 6.01° 0.29 £ 0.02° 20.10 £ 2.79° 0.14 = 0.01°
w4 I A e 114.99 + 36.76* 0.34 £0.12 24.11 £5.22* 0.22 £ 0.02"

F kA 73.03 £ 8.96 0.23 £0.03" 11.51 +£2.59" 0.10 = 0.02

T [l — 3 AN RN g 38R 55 R A 7R 5 122 57, P<0.05

23 ZREBEALAER

A LY A 10 A7 4F 4% H A7 1K 1Y i
Tt J B, Ferb 7 7 BB, 3 Aot 2 L
AR WE 4,

2 A A% DN i 2 T il A AT i 26 an [ 1
JIE7R o BRAS 5 5 A, 23 B IR R B (4.4~6.0 mmol/LL)

BPRb TG 2% I A 1 A R - 2
A 5.2 mmol/L 5% 5.3 mmol/L., £ %& 6] JC 0 & 22
5t o 1 50 g—OGTT i v, B0 32 1078 25 I i v 44
£ 6.1 mmol/L LAF 47 4 32403 2 h I Bl e 2
i 7.8 mmol/L, KT 11.1 mmol/L,

x4 ZTREERER (FHELHFHEE)

Table 4 The basic information of subjects (x +s)

R k4 4 #&/em k& kg BMI/kg+ m™ R B8 %1%
21.0+23 167.6 £9.6 79.1+18.0 283 +4.6 328 4.7

2 AR A5 I T S I I K P i n 1R 1
FroR o BRAS SIS, 28 I8 iR v B (4.4~6.0 mmol/
L) B4k FIEH JE BN & D 1 25 18 v -1
i} 5.2 mmol/L 8% 5.3 mmol/L, £ 48 [8] JC i & P 2%
5 1E 50 g-OGTT 46 b | B A0 52 10 25 I 1l 5 34
16 6.1 mmol/L AR ; A7 4 1233 2 h MUfk E
L 7.8 mmol/L, MK T 11.1 mmol/L,

24 FMXEERMERK

V528 I A5 B T A I A e ok 2 225 L ok
M BEAR A, A 10 I I s o il 2
w2 fros, BB SR 15 min A1 30
min, 2 {5 faf K HE 2 008E A B b T 5 2B oK iR 30
min J& , B 60 min B, 3 A~ 2& [ 4 faf 7K S 2 09 1 4
We B H) B KT WHS0R 4, BE 120 min B} O+50R
415 P+50R 4L M vk AT 3 25 5 T A ]
M3 MNET AR R Z TR AR

MRS AW, K R TR K R S
MAGE180 % 40 1 2 BEAIK 219%~36% , Horh A+
50R 1 O+50R £ 43 i) i 22 J5 1l 4 0 i Wb =& o3k A1
35.5%7%F1 32.3%, O+50R 41 iAUC60-120 & # 1k

o A BUHE I I IR R
— DA B 4 2 I I A

(=)}
T

°
°

T § F T

oo ° °
°

I i A e 3

Fasting blood glucose/mmol- L™

°
°
°
°

73
o

°

! 50g-OGTT W+50R A+50R  O+50R  P+50R
HUREEES
Test meals
1 ZRESNRNENZEMERE
(EHELARAEIR) (n=10)
Fig.1 Fasting blood sugar in test meals

of all subjects (x +s) (n=10)

F W+50R 4, He B B il /K Ak 590 & 1 5 | 19 1fi
B ETF 45 RIS WH+50R 4040 L, A+50R F1 O+
50R 43 5d AAC 3 FRAK 27.3% 1 34.1% .,
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o MR ), 55 W+SOR 24 5 1 22 5 (P<0.05) ;
+ A E B [E], O+50R 415 P+50R 4145 i #PE2 5 (P<0.05)
B2 mhiXEmE G MR R ik

(FHELREIR) (n=10)

Fig.2 Postprandial blood glucose concentration changes

IV 2 A A fE
Blood glucose from baseline/mmol - L'

120 150 180

(=]

of test meals (x +s) (n=10)

‘ —&— W+50R —O— A+50R —&— O+50R —w— P+50R

[S] w S
(=] (=3 (=4

—_
(=}

T AR AR A
Satiety from baseline/mm

0 4

15 30 E2 45 60 90 120 150 180
IiF ]
Time/min

ok AR R ], 5 W+50R 44 35 1 22 5 (P<0.05) ;
7 AR B ], A+50R 415 O+50R 414 i %M 22 5 (P<0.05)

B3 ML E AR RE B R AT 2 (TE I EARAR) (n=10)

Fig.3 Satiety changes of test meals (x £s5) (n=10)

"0 El

25 FMNXEERIGEKRN

Wi 3 ros, 15 min B A+50R F1 P+50R 4110
JiE AR A % KT W+50R, 30 min B 3 N4 i
A 7K SR 20 09 1R IR RS AR 1 1B 3 K T W+50R
T E & IR R YRS L 4 120 min 1 P+5OR 2110 i
P 2 = T WH50R 41, Foe i a] 25K & B i 2 1
%5,

FH 2% 6 10 8 JE S R R AE A R 0, 3 /4 4 i 67
KSR 2H A0 IR R A (B 5 W+S0R 41 8 35 7 i, Thi i
H’Eﬁﬁmﬂﬁﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁo Xif EEAS [R] e 8] B A i Je%

2R T AL iAUC, Y 0~60 min Bf A+50R 41
ﬁ%%? W+50R 4H .

ZARH N 2 & PR B B A5 I
FUXT BEZ [R] 35 00 22 55 niEl 4 R

&
T o30p
g
8 - .
i
=& 20f % _} JJ:_
L L
K = ; L
¥ & . . )
o = 3
[=9
g S 10F [21a 199 187 i5%
kS
E
z W+50R A+50R O+50R P+50R
A
Test meals
B4 F2HBANZFHHE (FHEARER)
(n=10)

Fig.4 The number of dumplings at second meal

(x +s5) (n=10)

x5 MKEMERMYERESEE(FHELHRAEIR)(n=10)
Table 5 The postprandial glycemic response characteristics of test meals (x +s) (n=10)
MK MAGE,s/ A HE AR/ IAUC)/ 1AUCeg 120/ 1AUC 15/ 1AUCy 5/ AAC/mmol-
mmol- L mmol-L"  mmol-min-L" mmol-min-L" mmol-min-L”" mmol-min-L" min-L*-g"
W+50R 33+0.3* 3.1+0.2° 45.7+4.0 119.0+11.5*  567+113 2214173 44+0.3
A+50R 2.1+0.2 2.0+0.2" 60.0 7.0 89.8 +11.0° 554+79 2052 +21.5 32+03
0+50R 2202 2.1£0.2" 624 +74 78.9 £10.7° 442 +£9.7 185.5+22.2 2.9+0.3"
P+50R 2.6+0.3" 24 +0.3% 66.4 +8.8 97.1£15.3* 763+159  239.7+35.2 3.7+0.5%
T« Al — 0 B AN [l /NG 7 B R 85 R A TR I 5 122 57, P<0.05
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* 6 MIXERINERKEHFEE(FHERER) (n=10)
Table 6 The satiety response characteristics of test meals (x +s) (n=10)
. YoM BOIEAL] KRR AR iAU 4/ iAUCq 1/ IAUC 120180/ AUC, 1/ AFE/mm -
mm mm mm - min mm - min mm - min mm - min min-kJ™
W+50R 304 +54  -10.8 3.7 8255 +192.6* 1158.5+278.5 5453 +236.8 25292+641.6 3.0+0.8
A+50R 403 £5.1 -4.0+1.5" 15257+2104" 1214.1+£2335 647.5+192.7 33874+601.4 3.0+0.5
O+50R 321 %35 -4.1+1.5" 104981956 1009.7+1552 457.5+91.1 2517.0+3794 2.0+0.3
P+5S0R  39.0 +4.3 =27+ 1.1"  13425+2252"% 1685.1 +258.1 818.5+244.5 3846.1 +639.6 2.8+0.5

T [/ — S R TR NG 7 R R 45 RAFAE L M2 5 P<0.05

2.6 XD

A F BRI S B IAUC 1015 A UCo 50

AL O S R O AR A AR OCE 7> I AAC S B B35 (ORI OCOC &% | I A 4k 5 I Hf -
PRI 7, Sl RO G Y R mR S AUCeonm BRFRHALKR,
S IAUC e 2 & B R R, RIKE & LA S5 R 5 PR R S 7 A AT L A A S

S iAUCe0 M AAC 2 B E AR, B
Fi 2 2 55 A iAUCg-10 LR *ﬁ?é?é/\o

3 TR R 8 S5 R 4 AR -5 LB B2 0 45 L A AH
KMo g R LR 8, B 5 MBE iAUC 150 2

x7

P T 45 R WL 9, I bk 1AUCMO 5510 i I A
BEIEAAX, MFF IAUC -5 5B iIAUCe-10
u& 1AUC121}130 ﬁ%‘ﬂz*ﬁ%o

MK EE RS 5 MR R HFEE R X247 (n=10)

Table 7 The correlation analysis between nutritional composition and glycemic characteristics of test meals (n=10)

FARRS f AL MAGEg — iAUChq  iAUCgqu 1AUCkm  1AUCq g AAC

B 5T AR K Pearson #8 % -0.940 -0.918 0.957%* -0.898 0.070 -0.243 -0.864
&2 2 H () 0.060 0.082 0.043 0.102 0.930 0.757 0.136

A Pearson #8 % & -0.883 -0.855 0.988%* -0.856 0.173 -0.141 -0.805
M () 0.117 0.145 0.012 0.144 0.827 0.859 0.195

R Pearson #8 % & -0.870 -0.881 0.692 —-0.983* -0.495 -0.735 -0.976*
2 E () 0.130 0.119 0.308 0.017 0.505 0.265 0.024

B 3 R Pearson #8 % & -0.857 -0.844 0.905 -0.951* -0.129 -0.417 -0.899
M () 0.143 0.156 0.095 0.049 0.871 0.583 0.131

2 ARG, P<0.05 5% 4% 1 A 56, P<0.01,

x8 KRBRMIEIRE M HER M FFAEEME XSS (n=10)
Table 8 The correlation analysis between texture parameters of fruits and glycemic characteristics of test meals (n=10)

JR A 5 AR A ¥EEAE MAGE iAUCopq  1AUCg 10  1AUC1s  1AUCH g AAC

O Pearson #8 % & -0.862 -0.888 -0.785 -0.940 -0.998* -0.997 -0.996
() 0.338 0.305 0.425 0.222 0.041 0.050 0.058

R Pearson #8 % 1 -0.820 -0.849 -0.734 -0.964 -1.000%*  -1.000%*  —1.000%*

2 H () 0.388 0.355 0.475 0.171 0.010 0.000 0.008

oHLf R Pearson #8 % & -0.936 -0.953 -0.880 -0.868 -0.972 -0.969 -0.965
() 0.229 0.195 0.316 0.331 0.150 0.160 0.168

=N Pearson 48 X % -0.598 -0.639 -0.483 -0.999* -0.944 -0.949 -0.953
B () 0.592 0.558 0.679 0.032 0.213 0.204 0.195

T % W35 AH O, P<0.05 5 B . 3541 ¢, P<0.01
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Table 9 The correlation analysis between glycemic characteristics and satiety characteristics of test meals (n=10)

o o IR R 4o B o IR R 4o IR R e PR B 4o I R o, B B
A ¥E R 48 AR
A BAE 1AUC 4 1AUCq 10 1AUC 150 1AUCy 5 AE
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Postprandial Glycemic and Satiety Responses to Three Kinds of Fruits Preloads

Lu Xuejiao', Lu Jiacan', Fan Zhihong'?, Liu Anshu', Zhao Wenqi', Wu Yixue'
(‘College of Food Science and Nutritional Engineering, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083
?Beijing Advanced Innovation Center for Food Nutrition and Human Health, Beijing 100083)

Abstract To investigate the impact of different fresh fruits preloads on acute postprandial glycemic and satiety respons-
es, 10 young overweight volunteers consumed apple, orange or pear preload containing 15 g available carbohydrates be-
fore a rice meal containing 50 g available carbohydrates. The postprandial blood glucose and satiety parameters in 180
min as well as the texture properties and chemical composition of the three fruits were measured. The results indicated
that all fruit preloads decreased the maximum amplitudes of glycemic excursion significantly compared with the control
group. Apple and orange preload achieved 27.3% and 34.1% reduction of the area under glycemic curve contributed by
per gram of available carbohydrate. The self-reported satiety scores did not differ significantly among test meals and the
control meal. In conclusion, this study demonstrated that preloading of 3 fruits 30 min before white rice meal could miti-
gate postprandial glycemic response in young overweight subjects, while the effect might partly be explained by the com-
position and texture characteristics of fruits.

Keywords preload; fruits; glycemic response; satiety; overweight subjects



