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A AEKRE AR E B 13.09%3 i £ 16.13%(P<0.05) ., 44 2ot 4osh stk o 47 & 9, AHP & 32 )5 IDF #9345 it B A
A EA H AR R 55 R OH &, R E 5 AL I AHP A 25 IDF 2 (8 08 AR, 3 K 8 N 10.43%3% & ) 15.94%
(P<0.05), AHP 432 )5 IDF ##K /1 Hab A R B BB AL A Cu> M4k A A A & T 3k e /39 2 5423 (P<0.05), &
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SEFE (Nelumbo nucifera Gaertn) ,— MR} £
AR SR TE TR E R R R R oA S 22 0F
Hrfal, FEFE R SR IR 2T 4E (Dietary fiber,
DF) BT Z LR 8 s 5 | 2 A 4
R ZMESTRY R, W R, RS HAA PR
b Be PR | A Y I RN B PR e 5 2 Bl A
PRAE A, AT, e 3 A I 20% 09 S #E T T
F R R R T RRE I A5 0 A 7 T A AR R
P b AR DR B R T R S ROR , BR /D B B HIAE
T R B 5, — R L b3k i T 2 R B U
AR 2 90 T 2 SF M E R IR TH, BIFFE R B 78
WL TRV 2Ry, THEA R
(% DF, %) H e A7 256 R, — 5 T ml LA v %
FIABE ) 22 05 804, o — 9 T AT D4 o 2 o AN 24
i AT M R R B A PR

DF & —Fh el 9 vh & B i K AL & I R &
Y, & EMELE AL RIS H 2 AR i B
JSCER 3, A 2 i T T A P A Y A AR
DF HOKEPER] 73 N il G B 4T 48 (Soluble di-
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etary fiber, SDF) HIA ¥ 1 i & £F 4k (Insoluble
dietary fiber, IDF), 4K DF i EZH 50 IDF,
HJ2 38 % % B0 F IDF 9 9 B AR B 9E PE 55 T
SDF, A T 7840 FIH DF, %t IDF #E47— & ke,
BN Ry — A R B TR TR T, WFTE R,
filg ™ Iy FUOR Ak 25 AR T By AT LS IDF
FIE5H, B P A BRTE . Bl AL A
(Alkaline hydrogen peroxide, AHP) h—Fi £t i
MR LA A 22 AL B 73, vl DARRRR T 47 4k 3=
BUBG K A% BE 7, DT 4 e H A= R RV 2 AHP
Ab I AR AR SRR AN S R R TE
H AT, AHP #% F T 4b 55 22 5 FFSR S il 7k
B IDF, 45 R 300 . AHP b ¥ ek 28 T IDF /Y B4k Al
DIReRe e . SR, AHP &b X5 #5 i IDF 4544 F1 1)
FE AR (452 M) 1 AR AT

AT DL AE W R R, SR AHP B A
IDF, Wl %& IDF 957K I3 el 71 K 77 0 B 1
EUIREPE T, 43 BT BOBE 2 B OS5 G £L A |
X -5 G Ain 5 P AR AR E 1, DARSE AHP Ab BEXT
FEt IDF #Y T BE M 45 A REPERY 20, S 3818 DF
W IF &R RS

1 MR 57E%
1.1 #R5H
R ARSI H i BB R I 2 A
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R BBV T I LB FKEE T
WAL FEHLT AT IR, SR 5 R B2 20 A 1o ik
FVERY BRI T 45 CHEAR T4 24 h, B egid 100
H i 5 2 .

o—VE K53 B | UE ) ) AR LT RO AR UE A 36
Sigma —Aldrich 2 &) ; 0 M & A B, J &
Novozymes 2~ ] ; i % 4k & \HC1 \NaOH | £ i | 7K
24 B AR A BR A A
12 FEEERNEE

ICS3000 & 7 4% X, & [E Dionex 23 ;
SUS010 %7 & S i 8%, H A H S @i B AR A
7] ;Scientific Nicolet iS5 %Y 21 #h S %A, 2% [
Thermo 2 7 ;Smartlab 9KW A X-5f£e fi7 5, H A&
P PR 20 241 ; STAG49F3 [R5 0 Mr S, 7 ]
Bty AL 1) 5 A7 BR 23 ]
1.3 Fik
1.3.1  FE#E A9 AHP AbEL  ofE 6 AR BURE 100 g,
R 1:15 N A 1% S R E W, KA 1
mol/L. NaOH ¥ W #8715 pH {HZ 11.0, K5 T 60
CARBIEFER N 2 h, FFRMEEHRJE, H 1 mol/L
HCl B W pH X 7.0, B 1:3 A
95% £, 1,4 000 r/min #5.0> 10 min WA UTTE , ¥4 T
TET 45 CHEAE T4 24 b Fy e st 100 H 6, 15 2
AHP b P
1.3.2 #8i IDF Ml FREGEE 100 g, #2 R
W 1:15 A LB /K,y pH {E 2 8.2, 78404
FEEIA 0.5 mL a—TE K3, 95 CI N 30 min, F-F
BIF WA A 60 CJF, A 0.5 mL Bl 1 2 1 il
JZ V30 min J5 0 pH fH % 4.5, #EEMA 0.1
ml € #3450, KON 30 ming RV S5 HE
WK KE, fFRPRAHEZE, BORED
TE, T 45 CHEAS T 24 h, Byfead 100 H 15
IDF,
1.3.3 BRI E S Lin M0 075 R A
BT A0 T B IDF A OB ZE L, MET AR
0.2 g IDF,IMA 2 mL ¥ BLER IR 215 RO 1 h, 3
EMA 56 mL L& FK, BEET 121 TR 2
h, fFER G H CaCO; H B Z , 2R J5 F 10 000 +/
min 250> 20 min, FIE WG 0.22 wm JE MRS #4171
FEAM T, WA R G R CarboPac PA-1 (4 mm x
250 mm) 3% A, Ji 3 A0 A 0.025 mol/L. NaOH ¥

W, A N 0.25 mL/min, #3430 °C,

1.3.4 A F RGBS R IDF,
R R [ e B S IR 9 4, R ET
F L WS S, M E A R 15 KV,
CRATE L5350 A 500 110 000,

1.3.5 AR M2 6E 0 Hr BGE B A8 IDF,
Fi2 1:100 89 e A KBr, 363 BF 8 85 18 i 1 i i
Y R, SR 5 A8 L 2T ARSI AR T, D 4
7 Bl A 400~4 000 cm™,

1.3.6  X-SF&Aiit/rdr  BUE & IDF, 5
Bl e TR SR R ROF R A XS AT S L R AT
F R & AR Cu-Ka #8146V F (20)
h 5°~60° , FAH H 2 5°/min,

1.3.7 HEHH RIS mg A4 ## IDF & T
WA, LA 10 C/min B L EE BERAE AL 30 C
JnFAE] 600 °C, TE £ B ASAE RS, 45y

50 mL/min,
1.3.8  Hfbt i e
1.3.8.1 FE/KByilE  HEFFREL 0.2 ¢ IDF (my)

T 10 mL B0 A 6 mL £ 8 FK &%
A, IR TEE 24 h J§T 4 000 r/min .0 10
min, 77 % _E W, FH U8 4L 148 BE AR A3 KT, 40 )
OS2SR (my ) RITIRZK AR & 0 B0
Jid (m,) , #%2X (1) HEHK T,

%7J<73(g/g)=(mz—m1)/mo (1)
1.3.82 FR ipgiE  MERFRIEC 0.2 ¢ IDF (my)
F 10 mL B0 A 6 mL Tk, IR% 4],
R T E 24 h J5 T 4 000 r/min .0 10 min, 37
X LAE W, R AR T4 RE B AR T o e S
BROA TR (my) FUUEIH S AR RO A BT
(my) , 4% 20 (2) TR HE T

el 71 (glg)=(me—my)Img (2)
1.3.8.3 JZEK 1 rgil e HERIAREC 0.2 ¢ IDF (m)
F10mL B.O0EF, idFE TR (V), InA6
ml KB FK BEFE A S T #E 24 h, 10 SR
i JE AR S ARFRL (V) o

BEZAK 71 (mL/g)=(V =V ,)/m (3)
1.3.9 W& BhPE RE I 2
1.3.9.1 EASERENLKTRE S E 2% Zhang S5
)07 2 g AR B Bk, EFIFREL 0.3 ¢ IDF T 100
mL #EIEM A, A 30 mL 100 wmol/L NaNO, %
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W AR SRR R pHE & 7.0, 78 37 CHEIR T 1E
AR 2 h, B0 B, R HERER 2% & — ek
FEUE R 550 nm A I 2 WO BE | I LI A R 40
b b 2z AR i

1.3.9.2  JIVL [ 2 02 B 6 0 0 . S R S B A1)
1) 5 R4 I T R R 8 T A I W R B ek o
WaFR B IDF 0.3 g T 100 mL #E 2  , in A 8 mL
K TRAAN 2 h, SR 5 M A 20 mL 0.5 mg/mL A9 JIH
RS B LRI WCE T 25 CREIR T, LA 200
r/min #&3% 1.5 h, 285 T 4 000 r/min % > 10 min,
WIS WA RE S A%, RASGR W EEEEK
550 nm A0 5 W G AR, I LARH [ B by o o o 22
il bR o 2k

1.3.93 Cuo*WRaE 12 2 M Zheng 1MW J5
B PRI 0.2 ¢ IDF T 100 mL B ST, A
25 mL 4 mg/mL #Y CuSO, &, T 37 CHERT LU
160 r/min #23% 24 h, #RJ5 T 4 000 r/min & .0 10
min, KB EDE BB Cu & & 9L
R W B AT CuSO, 3 W AE R % iR

1.3.10 MHEF#ae e S8
HJ7 2, MEBIFREL 1 g IDF T 100 mL #EIEM
JinA 20 mL 0.1 mol/L () HC ¥ ¥ , 7o B+ )5 2%
BEEE 12 h i BT BRI 2R IR K R
PEE IR PAE CI(10% AgNO; FEFE /R 7)) , 4%
J 1] € HR A 100 mL 5% NaCl %3, HEHEiR
] 30 min, H 0.01 mol/L. NaOH ¥ ¥ i =& (I EK 1
R I LA LB T RAUE HCL 807 P

1.4 HESH

Rpgl i 2 /0 8 e 3 %k, Al A SPSS 18.0
BE AT PR T 22 50 M, P<0.05 R I 35 1 22
5+, I Origin 2022 $#1F4:

2 ZBR55W
2.1 F5i& IDF RO ¥EEK

AHP AbH X5 F 7# IDF 4 0% 20 i 19 52 i 4
21 PR, RACFEIDF EZE i 8 Fh gLk, Hp
DRI . 2 FUREIE IR A D2 UM R = 4 B
1, T D=AME  L—Bal R AFRs A L— B 250 5T 6 53 4
B o ) T2 A S T PR R R R T R B R A
ZWES 2 h D-HEPER D2 UM L, £ 4
FEEHEAERITRAE M, R FEHR I
WHIE R T D—F- UM S5 A8 B, 10 2 2F 24 3R 0] Hy 22 Fol
BOBETR RN R, 5 A S 45 RARAY . UL LA
WL FEW IDF 5 2 27 2 R AR 2K W TR i, 5
FALH IDF AHEE , 4 AHP 435 |, D-ABE AL LB
FAABETE IDF Hp R K |, D 46 0 5 525 43 508 m
T 9.52%(P<0.05) , 1M H: & 5l 5T 40 808 3 R
ik (P<0.05) , AHP Kb B J5 D% %8 B 5t 52 40 B0 Jin
7T 8 B J5T i 4 B8 X T U DR Ak 3 g e v SR
JiE 22T R R B AR NITHE & 1 #8 i IDF A 27 4k
R LBl, fEmME pH E T, 8 AR, ml
DIE i R H i A S 3O DF (038 40 %
fife™, Meng SFI7E R 1 AHP 75 4b #5542 5 #F IDF
SRR A AGE T R D-A A

®1 Fi& IDFRMEREAM

Table 1 Monosaccharide compositions of insoluble dietary fiber from lotus root residue
- % 5 %1%
e D-HEH L-REHE WHEBER FLEEKR D-HHE  D-¥AE  D-AE  L-FMEa
Py 2.86 + 0.14 + 121 = 18.87 + 71.03 + 538 + 0.26 + 0.26 +
0.18 0.01° 0.12* 037" 0.68" 0.24* 0.01° 0.02"
AHP 432 221 + 0.05 + 0.88 + 15.76 = 7779 + 331 + - -
0.11° 0.01° 0.09" 0.12" 0.90* 0.13"

W R R RN P08 B3 22 5 (P<0.05), T,

2.2 FEiE IDF MM

FIFH SEM XF AHP 4bHLRG | J5 038 IDF 3%
WEE R UEATIER , S5 &l 1 FroR . KA B IDF fY
ShR R SRR R BOLW IR R E R (F

la.1b), TiZ: AHP 4P 5 IDF 119 3502 25 14 1%
N, RIEAL 2 2 I E AN S5 A8, 2 1R ST B
BIWT R 6 RGHDs/N (B e 1d) . #83 IDF 4544
(A5 AT V3 B F AHP (1) 42 1F 2 2F 2 2 1% i At
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ARETZRAEH™, Meng 575 R ] AHP J7 1542 U5+
ZAEFT IDF BP0 724 . AHP 238 )5
Fi it IDF 36 R m AL, Monl e — i R L fe it
BERV N T NNt
2.3 #Ei& IDF BT SMEIE 43 47

AHP 4 BRI fE . #8% IDF /9 FTIR @0 & 2 fr
7, AHP b3 5 oA BB 8 04 i Ak 2 B 1A . IDF
TE 3 385 cm™ 1 3 386 em™ Bff UT 14 B W i 0 m]
T O-H W4k sl , =20k [ 27 4 £ F4f 4
., 2916 cm™ 12913 em™ BT H PEAY 55 55 0
UG |3 2 H 22 0 HE S RNV F Y C—H 1 45 % 3
FE5 1R, RALFE IDF 78 1733 em™ Ab 30— 45 55 1%
W, EHERZE C=0 WAL IR s BT 518, SR
AHP AbFEJS TDF b Ak iy Wi e i i 2% 3 n] g2 i
T AHP &b BRS04 P 302, Liu 48097 R H
AHP 42 HUH 228 DF i 48 7 2RI M4,
AN 1251 em™ b BRI IE R RE S C-O 14 45 IR
B4, BRI, 76 AHP Ab LS b b A W e e B i
WS, E 1620 em™ F1 1616 cm™ BFF T A4 55 % AL 06
AIH A T -COOH M 4i 83 . 7E 1 058 em™ &by
W 5 C-0-C W4k 34 ¢, TMifE 896 cm™
Qb 1) W WAL U 5 B— R R 1) A A i sl A el L
FTIR 455 & B AHP X} #8# IDF (9 iobE e 2 2
SEMEIREFYER LR 4R 2 RUR TR A 5E Y 8] 1)
R e T
2.4 #iE IDF M X-S&4T5 97

K X =5 2 A1 5 H R X B 1D () Rk 2
FA A TN GE 5 BE AT RAE , 25 AN 3 iR, KAk
H IDF 7£ 260 A 21.94°4b W28 2] — A~ 2 B 1Y fh 1R
fiibtlde, 78 20 h 15.43°1 34.64°4b 73 51 B 7m 55
55 04 F ARG BT X R AL I IDF 2 3SR Y
YR 1R IRGE P BF5E R IDF 94 7 45
i X E M AAER MR, M FAESS X EEH
e LF R e g R MR R RS>, 24 AHP
AbFR S #E W IDF Q947 S 08 A7 8 R R A ARk, R W]
AHP 4B A IDF /9 S AR A SR, BT A AT
s i B 34 W 2 L 42 AHP AR B IDF (1)
AHXT 45 5 BE N 13.09%38 %) 16.13% (P<0.05) , iX
TR TAEIE LR | KRR RS R %
T, f8 AHP Zb B FE P FE i IDF TRk &4
Z B oy FAEE ST, 7 T RS, M IX B ) oL

TR SR A Vo &
J 4o 1 0F L0,

(¢)AHP 4t 3 IDF, x500 (d)AHP 4t 3 IDF,x1000

B 1 $5i& IDF A BER
Fig.1 Scanning electron microscopy of insoluble

dietary fiber from lotus root residue

RAbH

3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500
83
Wave number/cm™
2 757 IDF BTtk B
Fig.2 Fourier transform infrared spectra of insoluble

dietary fiber from lotus root residue

21.94°
I

15.43°
|

MW
0 20 %0 m %0 s
26/°
3 #iE IDF By X-ST& 75 &
Fig.3 X-ray diffraction diagrams of insoluble dietary

fiber from lotus root residue
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T 5 WK A | DI B 8 45 b DX I8P o 0 L) ik
L5 5 Jiang SR H AHP 4bBE A 2 IDF (145 5%
/RS
2.5 & IDF #hiaxE

K IR 23 M ik X EE I IDF B 3RS E R R AT
T3 BE S B R (TG ) T P E (DTG ) i £k
WE 4 s, TG tZenl LUE i AHP 4 BT 5
FE IDF o A RU A 2 R 56 1 B B (50~
150 °C) , IDF 1% 5t 42 22 15 R AIC , 3 & p 2 /K ik AT R
B B 7K o328 e 51 0R 5 56 2 B B (150~400 °C), IDF
BRI E R, TR SRR L R B R
FHE 45 3 B Bt (400~600 °C) ,IDF fY 5t 2 4 2k
WA, AT T AR R M Z RS Y &
TR R R AL IDF B R B RN
10.43%, %W #EKT AHP AL # IDF /4 15.94% (P<
0.05), X 5 X—IFFZAT 5 1Y 45 SR AH — 2, AHP 4b 3
J& IDF $HA B s f B, o TREHESI R T A
¥, R AR P S 4, Zhang 25258 B & B, >R
AHP 75 A Bz v [0 5 A A7 27 2 EL AT B g 1 3R
M, M DTG i Zen] LI i IDF 9 $1 g X ] 7
AHP 4 FRJS AR A | W I BE AN 324.39 C & {i% %
305.77 °C, AHP 4b B4R % T IDF 1Y 57 i 5% B % i
R AR T DAV B A L B, 35X — D7 T2 T AHP b 3
J& IDF Z5 R RN, 7R AR TR T BT Bl R i, o)
—J5 T AHP 4bHR 5 IDF ()45 & 3 4 i, $A ke e vk
B
2.6 #Ei& IDF Mk A B AMmE KA

AHP A4b B #875 IDF $57K 77 F53h 71 A g ik
TS AN 2 Fis o 5K ) 3 BERAE A BHE —
FE BSOS T ORFE KA B I, B3R 2 AT,
KALHL IDF BFFK T8 8.12 /g, W38 THE Sk
U8 1 IDF (P<0.05) , U5 22 75 #1191(4.97 gfg) Fil
102,43 g/g) %, 1 AHP b3S #83 IDF Y HE/K
1A (P<0.05) , AR AL BR8N T 49.01% .
KALEE IDF (5590 10 4.50 g/g, W% & T HE R
J8 i) IDF (P<0.05) , W /N4 (3.63 g/g) il J] 5.1
(2.43 g/g) %5 HXTREK S 52 m 258l AHP 4b 2
WERE S TR IDF A FEI T, BOR AL B
T 266.67%. 5= LiRg5 Rl Ak th T+ AHP 4b 3
1S58 IDF S5 T INERS, 256 T 20 5F
IR 2 T AL, DT 88 588 K A 3k %) 4 BEAER BE RE

100

— AR Ak
- — AHPALHEE

80

e

Q =
g =
Bl 2 WS
BE o ‘H<§
& = 14 B
o 8 4l u:
— - —_—
=, -6ﬁ§<£
2 <
= =

20

s . ! . s
100 200 300 400 500 600
I

Temperature/°C
B4 #&EIDFRREHEZE
Fig.4 Thermogravimetric curves of insoluble dietary

fiber from lotus root residue

F2 FEE IDF BFK A Frim B A N
Table 2 Water holding capacity, oil holding capacity
and swelling capacity of insoluble dietary fiber

from lotus root residue

e BHARA/ A/ Ak Al
gg' g'g' mL-g!
A 42 8.12 £ 0.28" 450 +0.17° 5.41 +0.10°
AHP 42 12.10 = 0.41* 16.50 + 0.43* 3.36 + 0.08"

FEFEZ RIS AHP &b BB 5% bt UL 5
F| IDF &3 58 0 i 57K T Fide i o

8 Bk 73 5 N — s Bk 4 T 40 oA S i R
VA JE AR RV AR R — AN S IR T ) o A A
i 2 R MY R R, RALBE IDF (1 1 K
F1°0 5.41 ml/g, 76 AHP 4b 35 FEAR T 37.89% (P<
0.05), Meng %5:3% Bl AHP Ab B A] DL4E @ 55 242 F
F IDF BYRZIK 1, 5 A5 4510 A0 I 3 ] fE A2 Hh
T IDF #R I5AS [F] BT B0, FEAS 98 th AHP Ab B E
fliRE W IDF IR 1 BN ZEM A, TEMA KIS
kL R AT B, R 3 AR AL B IDF B K 7 R
2.7 & \DF BYIR BB

AHP Ab B X5 #5785 IDF Vil iR 40 . JIH 5] i A
Cu* WK BB 1 i s2 M N 35 3 B . S0l R B A ol —
Fas R © ek ) T ZFp i R il s b, wl OB
T Sl REAE P AU R €2, [ i v 3 4 )
SO B AR, SR FERRYE SRR A PR AR
B R S A T M A SO AR R AT SR BB U AR
FH N=EA B AL 5 97, WF5E & 3 DF X A R
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Fh BT —E B RE D, AT AT B 1 B A i iR
X A SSAYFEPERY ) R AL IDF A IV fi /2 40 %
AE 1170 0.86 mg/g, 1 AHP Kb B 5 oK & 4 #7281k
(P>0.05), X 0] B8 J& 1 F—Jr i AHP &b B 15
IDF TNSE RS , AT DLW B 5T 22 04 S0 A R AR 25 1, )
— 71 AHP b BREE 5 T IDF (43 1 6 v 4oy 25 1%
B T XS R AR BT HER

JOFL T A O A A ) — S B R T,
DI A AE [ B2 0 B i g 2 DAk JHE % i B 4 1 A9 &0
BARARCY, AN 3 R, AR AL IDF (1 A ] st g
E J1 4 12.26 mg/g, 1l AHP 4bFf 5 i 35 48 K (P<
0.05) , B AR FRIT 4 T 23.49%, 223k AHP AbBf

J& 8 TDF (7% 32 1 5 ORERE | 235 04 AR 6E B P, 3X
A B IR [ B A B 22 (R 25 5 07 a5

5 G 2 O A 4 ) R ) A, AR PN
i B S EUFAEL JE TS AT R, BEAE
T DF BRI | I R 5 L R Cu®
BRI R RE T, 3 Y 0 Ak 2 ) 3 R T 4
= DF 1Y Cu™ W B g 3™, R AL B IDF (4 Cu® W it
fiE 710 85.12 mg/g, 1 AHP AbH )5 i 2% 41 5 (P<
0.05) , B ARAL FEAF 4 5 T 5.56% ., AHP 4b3 )5 3
5 IDF Z5F A8 15 B0, LA K 5| & Ak 2 R it 5, 40
A E—E LT FAZHE IDF X5 Cu A9 4 2K 12 fit fig

TiwE .

® 3 FEiE IDF B IR pH 1k

Table 3 Adsorption capacity of insoluble dietary fiber from lotus root residue

H T 75 BR AN B AR A1 fmg - 07! fe ) 8% M AR A7 /mg - ¢! Cu* & M 4 71 /mg - ¢!
A AR 0.86 + 0.01* 12.26 + 0.23" 85.12 + 0.42"
AHP 4 22 0.84 + 0.04* 15.14 £ 0.15* 89.85 + 0.26°

2.8 #i& IDF MPHE T 3o #se
AHP 4b BT 5 #EH IDF /9 BH B 1 58 e g

A& 5 i, ARAREE IDF /9 BH B -3¢ e g
714 1.40 mmol/g, i AHP &b ¥ 5 & 2% 4% 7 (P<
0.05), B ARACFETHE 55 T 7.86% ., DF B MI4E 25 #4
WS YRR | S BE R I R i B AR T U T
—E W 55 R R PH B T AR AE AT, R AEINLIA S fig
R DR EE I pH (A, W8 7k B -y, 4
BB EEE AP, AHP Ab# 5 IDF /) Eb 3 1 £

o
1

09 -

0.6 -

FH 25 T2 e fiE
Cation exchange power/mmol-g™

0.3

0.0

ARALE AHPALFE
i
Sample
< Al — 45 B A /NG 7R 3RO B 3 22 53 (P<0.05)
B 5 3B IDF RPEE F 3t
Fig.5 Cation exchange power of insoluble dietary

fiber from lotus root residue

FER, 01 N AL B IR (B 2 AT B 1A
e iy K A 2% iR ke DR B 5 1 3 e fiE T i

3 #Hig
%5 AHP 4b 35 35 7#5 IDF () 5O 41 i & Ak A8
b, D~ 25 W5 5 ek 43 5k o i HL e RO 5 A 4K
FEAR . #87 IDF 458 76 AHP kb B 25 15 53 fin i
B FTIR B3 rf 5 20 B AE 043 2 5 55, e A
SRR R, AHP Ab BRI AR T FE I IDF 13RS
i DX PRI T R X 45 4 B2 42 5, F i IDF 22 AHP
Ao 3 A S UL U 8 R AR BRAIG LB R B R4
o WAL FEE IDF PR 3 7K RN 8 il A1 7E AHP
b3S B ATHREOK Oy R | R g
77\ Cu W B R 3 R BH 8 7 5 B il 7 349 B 2 4
AHIFFE 45 FT] M R IDF (14 3 B 1 5 e 36 K HLAE
BT ag R R 2%

& £ x W

(1] #E, SkokI7, SR, A PHE R E AP
it NE HE A PR K & ST 54 [)]. P EB S, 2022(4):
9-12.

HUANG S, ZHANG Y F, SHI Z Y, et al. Present
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situation and development prospect of drone fertil-
ization technology in Honghu lotus root industry[J].
China Vegetables, 2022(4):. 9-12.

J L, GAO W, WEI J, et al. In vivo antioxidant
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Effect of Alkaline Hydrogen Peroxide Treatment on Structure and Functional Properties of
Insoluble Dietary Fiber from Lotus Root Residue

Zhang Qian, Wang Peiyao, Wang Zicheng, Huang Linxi, He Ling, Xu Lei’
(School of Life Science and Food Engineering, Huaiyin Institute of Technology, Huaian 223003, Jiangsu)

Abstract This study investigated the changes of structure and functional properties of insoluble dietary fiber (IDF) from
lotus root residue before and after alkaline hydrogen peroxide (AHP) treatment. Results showed that D-glucose content of
lotus root residue IDF increased significantly by 9.52% (P<0.05), while the contents of other monosaccharides decreased
significantly (P<0.05) by AHP treatment. Scanning electron microscopy analysis showed that IDF had fluffy structure and
wrinkled surface after AHP treatment. The results of X-ray diffraction indicated the crystal structure of IDF did not
change after AHP treatment, but the diffraction intensity increased from 13.09% to 16.13% (P<0.05). Infrared spec-
troscopy indicated the breakage of some chemical bonds of IDF after AHP treatment, and the characteristic adsorption
peaks weakened or disappeared. Thermogravimetric analysis showed that after AHP treatment, the peak pyrolysis tempera-
ture of IDF decreased, but the mass residue rate increased from 10.43% to 15.94% (P<0.05). Moreover, the water hold-
ing capacity, oil holding capacity, cholesterol adsorption capacity, Cu?* adsorption capacity and cation exchange power of
IDF were effectively enhanced (P<0.05) after AHP treatment, sodium nitrite adsorption capacity of did not change signif-
icantly (P>0.05), while the expansion capacity was greatly reduced (P<0.05). These results suggested that AHP treatment
can change the structure of lotus root residue IDF and improve its functional properties.

Keywords alkaline hydrogen peroxide; lotus root residue; insoluble dietary fiber; structure; functional properties



