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HESER A IC-3-0-FE T AR L A o3
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WEF W B0 VE T, LA SO T 240 i 6 26 0 45 A
THAERSZ M, PPH AR SR RIS Pk K AT e i 1
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calteu & 5 ¥ 4 T Sigma—Aldrich 23 7] 2l % -
2-[(T-fE%E-2,1,3- 2RI k43 ) 24K )-D-
7 B (2-NBDG) K V5 T Invitrogen 23 Al 5 2 T 45
Y A T R A 25 A E AR AT B 5 B
& (BRI ) W T e st g A ) TR 5T
frs EANBRE RWETHE A REYHEARARA
A 33,5- A HOK B IR | A ETE N AR
BREREN WA R AR TC/K RN A5 1 [ 2 5 1A
P2 BRA H
12 NE5EF

7230G A WL OB EE T, iR AR PR
X ER AT BR 2> 7] s RE-2000A JiE % 7% &AL, 1 ¥ W 5%
AARALER T s DK-8D # # R K i, i A
IR AT BR S 7] 5 IXT73 2 6 B WA Be, H A B
EL T2 7 ; Multiskan  FC #7412 , Thermo—Fisher 2
) ;5804R & 2 m H R R .0 HL, 7 E Eppendorf
) AL204 HLFROF, MERRI-FE R 24U A TR
v Al ALPHA 1-2 HZS R0k THEML, 75 Christ
/NG
1.3 RIEH*
1.3.1 feir s R L& %
HERA% 45000 5 B AR BOT I VE B 2, L pH=3.0 11
70% B W R H U 1), 3R LG 1:10 JmA 40
CoKIZHE 2 h, A HE, 70 U8 U8R T 40 C4&
1T B2 Wi R B4, T AB-8 AL AR A,
Se S AR RIAFL (Bed volume, BV)BIIR{LZE1H
K (ERBRVET pH {2 3.0) ¥EBEML , LI £ Bk >
HE ARG, 5 H 20% BV 2 3 BV,
W4 BV, 40 CHRAF T B WA LA KA
BUAH, 28 LAV VR T A5 B 2048 (g M AL (1T 32
B (Anthocyanin extract of Chinese bayberry
fruit, AECBF)yA ,-20 CHE REGIHE,
1.3.2  AECBF fb2= 4 ot 4% B (R 2 4
ZARE £ K2R B E ) (GB 5009.3-2016) H
14 57—k —— R T R R I R KAy B i S
FSCHR[T1]H A pH 7R 2236 IE BAL BT & & 2
2 SCHER[14) 7P VA R S — i R 45 L €0 30 0 5 2 )
G S E S5 3,5 R K A% R L £ 1
T 5 A SR
1.33  a-JEMEIA a8 AT R I & A E 2
M8 Yang SR 7 ¥ AR AR 4B 2L, 0.5 mL AN ]

[ & ¥k B AECBF /KW (10,20,40,80,160 pg/
mL), JIA 0.5 mL B8 EEMBER (pH 6.9,0.1
mmol/L B8 #h 2 th ik BC 1, 10 o/L) , #5257 , #H A
FERBR o€ B BFAE 25 W (pH 6.9,0.1 mmol/L
PR 2 v L ), 12 U/mL)0.5 mL, T 37 “CHE /K
PR SV 10 min J5 52 R 3,5- A Sk
MR B (% 1% 3,5- 3L KR ,0.2%E
R ,0.05% W B B 1 AN 1% S A0 80 1 1R A
)2 mL 2k R, Tl A AR 10 min (0, 7
JA 2.0 mL 19 40978 £1 R 55 4075 W, AR e TR &
g, IKIBRHEENE, MEMKERR 25
ml, T 540 nm Ab I WO BE O X T o 4 b
B L, 0.5 mL AR HE AECBF I
(1.0,5.0,15.0 pg/mL) JIA 1 mmol/L [¥) 4—fiFE 7
F—B-D -t i 4 45 7 (PNPG) % W (I % T pH
6.9 19 0.1 mol/L B2 £k 2% vh %5 )0.5 mL, i 5],37
CIEE /KBTI 5 min, A 0.2 U/mL B8 o—Hi %4
B BBV MR 1.0 mL, YR AT, 37 SCHH IR 7K 7 HEAf S
5 min, JIA 1.0 mol/L. NaOH ¥ & 2.0 mL £ 11 [
B, T 405 nm AR 5E W OGAE . LAAS T4 ) 55
AECBF R Xf B4l (AB), ¥ AECBF R #fdh 4l
(AS), VI o~V B il o8, o) 285 W 11 G 10T 25
AECBF AAJELH (A) o #2215 o TE M3 Bl 5
o AT A R 2

IR (%) = [Ap—(As=A o) YA px100 (1)
1.3.4 Lineweaver—Burk SU{E) %5 18] S I — 2% %
S22 SCHR[16- 1738 19 75 1 KA TR A 78 i 42 4
Hil2h F128 7 B2 (2) 2 Lineweaver—Burk X2 %%
FIL R X o BE R B A 50 B R A4
# AECBF 4 Jot 5t W JE 43 12 0,5,10,20 pg/mlL,
I 5 2 oy Ok VR B 43 2,2.5,3.3,5, 10
mg/L; X T o] % 5 H A0 ] 5, AECBF 24 5t
HWE S8 0,1,5,15 wg/mL, iKY PNPG ik &
4354 0.03125,0.0625,0.125,0.25 mmol/L; &1
R o E B BB oo 2 E T A O, e
FEARE 2 IO 400 06 3 B (o, ce— T 93 T R o] 280 M08 1
HHR G 43 51 LL AA gom/min Fll AA ygs/min 2278 ),
P VIS AR A bR, 1w SR 9\ A A 22 TR 5 410 i 24
Lineweaver—Burk XU# %% & .

1/0= (K /v,0) X (LHITVK D[S+ (TH TV K 51) /010 (2)
it':F' v j‘?%ﬂﬁﬁ@i 5AA405mn/min(AA540mr/min) H
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Vo N F KW T 3 R ,mg/mL-min;[S] NIEY)
JoE VB mg/mlL; [1) R 410 4 700 5% o VR B, we/ml;
K., 3K TR 8, mg/mL; Ky 9 B4 570 52 & Y
filp 725 - 14 R, wg/mL; Ky R 400111 5 — T — S 40 52
B W00 e 5 1A H B, g/l
o (2) Al JRE A Lineweaver—
Burk W] 51 15 2k 161 19 &} 22 (Slope ) 7F — & W 5%
1 T 4 7 IS W vl BT 5 o R0 B v (N B A
AVELR WITRE(3), LAl (AECBF) it 2 i
J£(0,1,5,15 pgmL)[I] A 1 AL #r , X B A9 Lineweaver—
Burk XU E & 14 E 2 (Slope ) A 9 A b 22 il B 2k
B, i EHRIE KL X Rl 58 A B Ay il — 41 4] 75
525 W A S T A B (K ) o
BB =(K o) X (1T K ) =K X[V (0,00XKr) +
Ko/, (3)
FpiH, oy (2) FH, R A A
Lineweaver—Burk BUEI L B L 1 Y ShHAIE (Y-
intercept) TE— & SN 551 R AR E IR EE T, 5
0740 550 ok B (N A RS R, W (4), LU
P17 (AECBF) i 5 ¥ B (0,1,5,15 pg/mL)[I]H
AR R, X6 ) Lineweaver—Burk XUE|I B EIAE Y Hh
R (Y —intercept ) b AL bR 2 ) B £k &, X%
LRAE KL 5 X Al Y 52 a5 B SA 3 6 R - il - 9 R
B B itk B P18 R (Kt o
Y SRR = (11K ) 10 =] TN (00X K s ) 1701
(4)
1.3.5 AECBF il oo~ %6 8 11 B0 P 1 1Cs 1E
X TR G RN, P Em 6 3 1Cs (4 7] AR 4 3
K, Ky Fl Ky 4% 887 F2 (5) IR,
ICs(pg/mL) = ([SHK,)/ ([SYKs+K . /Ky) — (5)
3 1Cs Ay Tl 5% P T 41 50% T 75 14 70 161 5
i, wg/mlL,
1.3.6 #aMHFERE A 40 Ml HepG2 4%
HRAEFL 1x10* 4R F 96 FLES IR, 2 B SCHk[ 18]
I8 A MTT J5 3%, e 26 5t 2 4 B 0.1~10 pg/mlLL
#) AECBF X} HepG2 40 MU i 71 W52, LURA & G
i E AN PR Y AECBF %2 82 i iR | 78 I SRk
I, Z M8 Yao SFUSH A 1 7 2%, O B VR A& 2, I
AECBF X HepG2 4 Mu # 5 B IS FE R 52, B5 5%
HepG2 48 1.4 1 29 80% R, (4103370 T 12
FLIE TR (AL 2x10° 4>, T AT & BE Ry 70%~

80%M}, FFH%FRIE ,PBS VR — i, I AT I
DMEM fICHE 8 72 L ULk 5 75 12 h, i YLk )5
PBS Ut 2 i, il A & AECBF (£ Jix & Wk &
B4 0.5,1.0,2.0 pg/mL) 1) DMEM {4 K5 35 5L 4k
LR FR A h, B HL 10 WL K5 3% 5 A 2 W S Mk il 1k
N e JFL A 2 W VR R A BT FE AR TR IR LR
D 2 W AR R R 2 B R 8 RS 5 R R 1 A A
JE . RIS A HepG2 400, 25 RIPA 241 i 24 i
J& ,BCA YL 5 S B U BE LUK IF 7 76 WV #E
it
1.3.7 iz A 2 BEOCHR(7 408 17 v
FEMSAEB I, HepG2 4 e d2 5L 1x10° 5P T
24 FLEE TR, FR AN A B R 70%~80%H , 5735
FRHE PBS VR —i , A TCILTE DMEM LA ks
FEHDUMK KT F7 12 h,PBS YR P , WA &FH
AECBF (4 B i e 2 53 518 0.5,1.0,2.0 pg/mL) i
DMEM fECBE B 77 JE 4k 22 175 9% 24 h PBS VR4 2 i |
A% 20 wmol/L ) 2-NBDG F1 100 nmol/L & 21
N5 2 KRPH 22 M, T 37 °C, 5% — %A btk
R R A6 R E 30 min, 3R IR, VKVA 1 PBS R4
YA 3 i LA BR 22 KRB 2-NBDG, o7 B ¥ F9¢
JEEE BT, Tk K 480 nm, & 5Tk K
525 nm NAREE S, I BT IR Image] A4
i HepG2 4750
1.3.8  Geitsrtr A 8Os LI e hrifE 25 %0
HEAT AP 2 2500 Bt 61 MITT 7 285 15 18 #E AN 45
AR 1EH 41 AECBF b B 41 /) 41 8] 22 57k A
Dunnett’t ;% ,P<0.05 %/~ A G it % B & 2

=)
It o

2 ZBR55H
2.1 AECBF LA

AECBF B9 E2 A2l Wk 1, & RALM IR
AB-8 4lifkJ5 1) AECBF 3= B Al 43 0 A €6 Fl 8% i
KA, K b R 5 E FER T, It
Hh BT RS A R BRI IR R
2.2 AECBF 3t o—iE ¥ Eg 0 o—% & 18 F Eg A H]
#1E A

K1 R AR [A AECBF # il o« - %€ ¥ B /Y
Lineweaver—Burk XU K 1E & & H: — R IE L K 1a
B, A BLE SR S G h HE AR T 2
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#* 1 AECBF {LZAB S
Table 1 Chemical composition of AECBF

2 2 %

K5 BLESF

B3 & & JRAE

/% 5.32 £ 0.46

46.15 £ 1.38

15.69 = 0.50 6.72 £ 0.23

GO — a5 B AR S B R W B v, BEAIG, OK
[CH B K, 30, W AECBF X a3 5 il (9 11 7
IR IR A RIS, YR A YA F se 1 4
R S A PEHIAS B, B Lineweaver—Burk — 2% %]
i (E 1b 1e) 13 5] AECBF 5 o~ 38 B il (14 i 55 %
B Ky 4 14.57 pg/ml, HY5 a-JEBR - IRV E G
Wy 1) 5 5 B Ky N 22.55 wg/mlL, H Ky/Kpy H1H
/INF1(522), #8878 AECBF Y5 a—JE By B 43 1 19 45
GHeSIE T AECBF 5 a-E W - IKW E S
2GR 1, HsE g R AR TR A i o 2T

ALl b, X T oo— ) % W 4 SR ) K] 2a
R, A B G N B, HAAS T4 3 2R
Y — v FEIR, KR IREECK, BN, R
AECBF X oc— ] %5 Bl 1 i 1) 410 1) 25 AL R S IR 7Y
09 Lineweaver—Burk 2% 3% (& 2b . 2¢) 1%
# Ky 7 1042 pg/mL, HY5 a-TEHH-IEYE 5
W1 5t 5 R B Koy M 3.49 pg/ml, H Ku/Kys HofH
KF 1(32),#/R AECBF 5 o1 % B 7 B - i
WRAEMNEGR S THYS o4 i i
TIEEGae ), HIGE A SIE R S i b2
F LW,

O & —RAAE T AR B
L EE oK I R R E R G Y —
AN, 33X A A Y A €51 H B B 4t A Y 4R
TF AR X - VE By Bl LA I 25 00 7] 355 e 000
Kaeswurm S5 5% & A [6) B 4% 45 44 . B 3 BUAR
I B AR ) A6 A0 7 X oo T A9 Tl 109 4100 1) 52 S5 R 41
il 2 Y 55 5 50 R A [F] 4548 B 46 €5 X o TE M3 1l
A R B AR BN 25 5 B g e B
R A B K/K e BN T 1, RAIZIRG
P iR 1 e o< £ I = W = =9 AN PR B e
Y5 RS GG LR TR S - R 2 SR
254 . Moein PV BE (Berberis integerrima)
il 8546 A FLAR Py RN 4l Ak i A8 (T SR B, WA
PRI 14 S s Y Sk 1 oo TRE R AT 9 1, ELAE £
HORLEE W 52 IR G AL, Al Ak i 8 A B
FesE el . Kaeswurm 5574 3H < 42 44 32 -3

O-H#HBET (C3G) MIREHR-3-0-2F T
(C3R) X a—VEREEICIDHIVE] . H2E R -3-0-Hi
EPFETT X -0 B LA B0 A P HIFE T o X S fF
5% ¢ B[R] 45 04 19 46 € 0 X oo— i 93 8 990 ) V6
FR 5 55 RN SR B E 22 R, XA R E
BT A6 (T S50 Bl IR Y 2 AL A Sy 2% A
P BO T B R PR 51 . Kaeswurm 251
R IR, TR B4 G TR, 48 6 vl ik
SRR EAERYS a-TE B> T 454, ]
I A8 €0 IR A4 R v ) SR B K A BRI R
SV a-VER B A5G, DA SR AL (1T X
a-TER B IIHIER . AR, B et
AECBF X o3& ¥ Bl i 40 1) 25 AUAIR G4, Hsw 4
PER I &7 FE R 5 2B A I 45 R — el
JRH AT R A RS o-TEMEELS A, LS
a-TEMMB-IKVWESWEE G . HBEZNE
AECBF &4 /b it B 46 (AT 1 B0 28 5 43, 3 28 A
43 0] RE A T A M ) o B i, B3 R TE Ak
Y %, oV By BRI 5 =o' A9, e &k
Al — 4k AECBF, HEBRH & 4515, B
B HL A HL ]

BT A o—VE KD B, A G M L T iE A R
W HAG SR AN Y oo 25 I RS PR B
T 68 07 5 Ak 6 R G50 rh R R H FopE B AR
SRR O ARG 5 o B 2 AR OCOC R
M5 EE H 2 IEAOCC R, A5 AECBF
SR G ] oo— 8 % W5 1 (1C5=3.51 pg/mL), 2 I
RAIIH , 5 Promyos SFPUHLIE () 45 4 — 2, H.
Ki/Kps WWAEK T 1, 88 a4l 5 =5 &
i, WA W s C3G X oe— 0 265 B0 1 il 1 41 i) 24
AU SRy 5 G VR 2 A Mg R S A A 0 R
C3G2I JJ5 I 4 W AECBF #4311 1 2 28U oy 35 4
A, XS ARG RA — 2, IR g2
AECBF & & A /b i B i F L& B0l 2, Qoo
2 BTERER LA MR iR HXT o %
W 1 00 ) 28 Y SR TR B R S e ] 7 A

(HASH R JE , AECBF bR 7 3 2 040 46 (6
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% 2 AECBF xf o—iE M EEf a-HE H M E BRI 5 3 1 %
Table 2 Inhibitory kinetics of AECBF on a—amylase and a-glucosidase

By Jp ) KA K/ (pg/ml) Kisi/ (pug/ml.) ICs/ (pg/ml.)
o— % B A 14.57 22.55 22.54
a—H) F ¥ e Pl 10.42 3.49 3.51
1001 S 5 hemL ARCBE 100F & 0 ugml AECBF
A 10 ugmL AECBF ® | ugmL AECBF
¥ 20 pg/mL AECBF A 5 ug/mL AECBF
80 80| 15 pg/mL AECBF
5 E
£ )
< 4 =
A5 2 =
20 15 -10 05 00 05 10 15 20 25 2oL 1S}/ (L/mmol)
1/[SY(mL/mg) (a)Lineweaver—Burk % %k {E &
(a)Lineweaver—Burk XU B4 £
T
30
24}
25t
st
20 vl © [ ]
. §§ '8 $=0.1021x+1.064
ﬁ S y=0.7990x+11.644 S 15 Rr? £ =0-9001
5w R ;09872 ' -
- 19
sl //9 L
P b, -4 0 4 8 12 16
20 5 -0 5 0 5 10 15 20 25 [} (pe/ml.)
[ (ug/mL) (bS5 R0 P B
(b)) A3k 56 0 44 750 ot 2 vk A
16 -
350
14}
30F "l
25+ 10

o B w F
28 &5 g 7=0.7615x+2.656
= 2 1=0.7613x+17.1670 gz R 7=0.9099
NG F o R,,~0.9860 a6
10 4
5t / r
L L 1 L | f ' _.4 C() ;I1 ;; ll,’z ||6
=25 =20 -15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 25
[1)/(pg/mL) [1)/(pg/mL)
()Y L BE X 90 60 i 1 P ()Y BRGNS 40 46300 Pk vk S 2
1 AECBF 3 o3 ) B i 30 1 46 & 2 AECBF 3 o—E & #EH ERMEI/E A

Fig.l Inhibitory effect of AECBF on a—amylase Fig.2 Inhibitory effect of AECBF on a-glucosidase
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ZA, S R A - VE R R o 2 B T
ity (4 3 1R AR A B BB AL G R AR R S
G320 Ry 1 HEBR X B o 2D o) B aliAk
0T R o= VE K B oo 7 W NG A 955 e 5 Y
PIRCRER Xy Y- SEIN R S AL DS N
i — 3 ok 7 XS5 O SRR IZ AR S o A
W Tl 8 R EL A e b AR T LA
2.3 AECBF 43t HepG2 H & HEHEFIBEN
skl

MTT 45258 (& 3a) 7w, 5 1E & 55 5% HepG2 4il
Jitl F %5 ,0.1~10 pwg/mL AECBF 1E F T HepG2 40
JL 24 b, % I 48 A I T TG G S WA AE I AL L
W55 T 0.5~5 pg/mL. AECBF 4b ¥ X HepG2 41 Jig
WA BEEAER R, 45 R IR 0.5 pg/mL. AECBF

bR 24 b, 4 AR AR TG AR AR T 1~5 e/
ml AECBF A2 & 2 A g Wi A6 5, H 2
) AR RFAE (& 3b), teAh, BR T 0.5 we/mL
AECBF X 5 #i48 A &JC i 3552 AR (P>0.05)
1~5 pg/mL. AECBF &b 3 24 h % 3 158 HepG2 4
Jifa 75 25 4 45 ABE 1 (I 4,P<0.001) , 5 AECBF %}
BAEHEAENZmEE —% (K 3), XxxV
AECBF 1 5% JH- 2 B % %5 0% £ A 7T AE 2 H 02 F 7
EIWEHFEM E B RN, B A2 AT A HRGE , KR
A6 €01 AT i TE T 0 R AT B A RIS R, T &
FEBEIE D020 JH 40 646 26 4 TR B B 1 R A A
BB YA S, 185 0 S5 A FIOME 00 i S B, 3 5
F14) 8 %6 P45 A FIDARE 169 ik L R A1 o) A S A R e T
O3 M, SRR 25 IR e 2 B TH AR R 3 Y, Zhang

200 =

tion (ratio to

normal control )/%

Glucose consump

HARHE A (SIEE AN L)

E# 05 1.0 2.0 5.0

AECBF Jit i ¢ Ji
AECBF mass concentration/(pg/mlL)
(b)

T 2 R A3 R 5 IE W 4L U, P<0.05 T P<0.01,
B 3 AECBF xt HepG2 HifliE H N H & HEH R

150
g 100
Rz
2%
52050
5}
&)
0
02 05 1.0 20 50 100
AECBF Jit i ¢ J&
AECBF mass concentration/(pg/mL)
(a)
Fig.3

E#A 0.5 pg/mL AECBF

1.0 pg/mL AECBF 2.0 ng/mL AECBF

() FES

5.0 pg/mL AECBF

Effect of AECBF treatment on cell viabilityand glucose consumption of HepG2 cell

200 ™ dededk

150

100

50

AR (19 15 A L)

Glucose uptake (ratio to normal control)/%

FH 05 1.0 2.0 5.0
AECBF Joit & ¢ &
AECBF mass concentration/ (pg/mL)

(b) 9t a B2 2 5E 1 A7

T s ] s S35l 38 0R% 5 TE B 4 LB, P<0.001 Al P<0.0001

B 4 AECBF 3f HepG2 e # & 2B N K &1
Fig.4 Effect of AECBF treatment on glucose uptake of HepG2 cell
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I gY R LR & C3G 1A% Mg 4 HU 410 1) I 40 i
Wi S A | SRR, X S AR A T
AMPK # 7% 5¢ . Luna—Vital fll Gonzalez ¥£17] T 4
T ARAE A X HepG2 20 Jifd 4 %5 W55 A 52 10 | 45
RN C3G %5 2 Fh 46 (01 1 3 19 98 3 49 W A
FIUHE T ik BE 7, LA e B AT S A DG Bl 3R 3K 7K F-
JEWOE AMPK G %5 A7 g AR S b 35 B A 9 Ak
45 S C3GUM e HEWr AECBF 1T R i3 34006 I
0 i AMPK 8 [ 1T 43 i 8% 12 At A0 1)t 5 2, A
T 32 8 A A H AL AE

3 it

AECBF FE1R SN B AT 58 B0 o VE 3 B F -
PR B A M, H ICs 143 %1°M 3.51 pg/mL
1 22.54 pg/ml, BEAEHDGIZh 0727 B8 AECBF Xt
3 19 o o VS A R 1) A0 ) 2 T 38 SRR R R v
PEMH], X F a-TE K, AECBF 5 B B0 45 &
RE o T S IRM Z SV 4SS RE T, 5a et
il 5 A, Ky Kt 7359028 14.57 pwg/ml Fl 22.55
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Studies on Hypoglycemic Activities of Chinese Bayberry Anthocyanins in Vitro

Zhang Hongbin, Liu Hesheng, Chen Yang, Cai Jiangbo, Cao Shaoqian, Qi Xiangyang"
(College of Biological and Environmental Sciences, Zhejiang Wanli University, Ningbo 315100, Zhejiang)

Abstract Inhibition and kinetics of a—amylase and a—glucosidase, as well as glucose uptake and consumption of human
hepatoma HepG2 cell were investigated to assess the in wvitro glucose—lowering effect of anthocyanin extract of Chinese
bayberry (Myrica rubra Sieb. et Zucc.) fruit (AECBF). The results showed that AECBF exhibited potently inhibitory ef-
fect on a—amylase and a-glucosidase, with 1Csy value of 22.54 pg/mL and 3.51 pg/ml, respectively. The results of enzy-
matic inhibition kinetics indicated that both a—amylase and a—glucosidase gave a mixed—type inhibition, and competitive
inhibition was predominant in a—amylase while uncompetitive inhibition in a—glucosidase. In addition, no obvious cyto-
toxicity of HepG2 was observed after treated with AECBF for 24 h, ranged from 0.1 pg/mL to 10 pwg/mlL  (P>0.05), and
glucose uptake and consumption of HepG2 cells were increased notably after treatment with 1 pg/mL to 5 pg/mL for 24 h
(P<0.05). Compared to normal control, AECBF-treated HepG2 cells gained the maximum glucose uptake and glucose
consumption at 2 pg/mL and 5 pg/mL, respectively, corresponding to an increase by 72% and 44%, respectively. These
results indicated that Chinese bayberry anthocyanin exhibits potent in vitro hypoglycemic activities.

Keywords bayberry fruit; anthocyanins; starch—digesting enzymes; inhibition kinetics; glucose uptake and consumption



