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W OE. UHIHBEAIFEER A3 S5-ZAAKIBAZTER Aokt EEnN T EdELETH PR
FRAES S, BRA K 480 nm A FRBMOE MR EIK E K KA 101.9% , %A 99.7%
FFIEEN £1.9%. FMNFEETH P EERELSEHT.08% , LEFEHNEEH63.97%.

. BHEE, ARE, »REEE
hESZES . TS201; TS215

T2 ( Dioscorea esculenta (Lour. ) brukill) X 44
R W SE (BER) 55, N B HiRE BUR A
Y. e B A T AN P LA A TR,
WA R i, & B m R T R A &K 130 ~
150 em , SANTIRE , 455 AR 0] 0I5, g B0
B e H 28 T LR, MR E E 2 10 ~
124 B 2. YRR
KIEDE, B, R R0, B E AR,
WRE, W ETER, WRIR Hlt, FBRVE A L.
T RBLSEHA 22 RO, 21 100 ~ 130 cm, 45
HILHHELD, BREEN 8 ~10 M, mE 45 E T
ZA. AR, FIR, BREVE, Kk
W, MEZMIK, FEET, W, & & E
¥y, EHEE, BRJE S I B R AT A

Ve B A AR, AR B e e A A (H
LR IR AR, VEM & B dcm. B4R 2 ~3 %
1,9 ~ 10 FWCaR A i B 45 il 147 T Ja) A8 B, g
B T] 35 1000 ~2 500 kg, 38 24 A4 FH B 45 B, 7= af
M 3 000 kg, BHEIEEE R IR ZIM, B
A RPN T . B RS A
iR SR M T

TR A SRR F AR SRR RS T I R B
AR BEC R A N — KA. J58eit, 24
FHAFAE I 1.8 x 10" m* Lk L. iR =1 B
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FIPE A 5 5 2 T 5 A RS A SRR A, B
SEJEE S ERRLL 0.9 R HIEM & . BE T
Hh I T I 72 i R DL SCRIRARAE , R I , AR B ST T
T 7 T AR

1 MBR5AE

1.1 #R5iXF
1.1.1 ##

TR BE (LU AR EE) T8l BRI
B, AT WS U T e 80 ~ 100 H 15
BKE R 8% ~12% T8y, 45 1.

1.1.2 %A

LR AE AL T A R R B AR R A
BN .3,5- AR R R B AT BT A R 1 o
Mrag.

1.2 NFE5EE

T21- BT, BUERE B R A AR A R
A5 RO R BIL  ANEE AN 7K il S 22 55
1.3 FRAERRAE
1.3.1  #) & AR A ik 64 B b

HEBAFRECISE T 105 °CHEAR 145 28 16 5 1Y
ZH5 0. 100 0 g, /D> 28 1R K S i , 7% A 100 mL %5

YEFE A T W, L WL OEF A W50 o] Bl Bk & A Fn A= My i RE U
R 5 AR, RN RO (S A A M B RE IR DT TR BT, IR
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SRR, INZE TR OK AR B 2 25, 13 BT MR 24 1 mg/mL
AR R
1.3.2 DNS 2 &7 a4 &

H . PRI 6. 9 ¢ T ZR IR AR I % T 15. 2 mL
10% FAAENA TR T, H B2 69 mL, A 6.8 g I
TRl 2, #7525,

O FREL 225 ¢ WA FRAF4M T 1 000 mL BEAR
HOBIA 300 mL 10% SR AL TR, T FE 9 A, in
A 880 mL 1% 3,5-fi§ & /K42 ( DNS) %W, 4 Z1

WS QRS TR e, =R
TRk E— R, s R
1.4 XIWFIE

TEP PRSI IR 25,3, 5- i KBRS
2 WL A A A L B B, R 5K
wmr .

LHO COOH
COOH Ho —ol CoolL oH
_OH o A on MO ol
_ _t + I
0N NO, OH 1\ NO, ol
~ e qN !
#f CHOH ZERE CHOH

T — L L DAY 2 R 1 T A 5 9 TR 1
JERE CIE He A 43 6 B 32 vl I B 2k v
W JEE A A
1.5 HmsiE

HEBRFRIN 5. 000 0 g BTk T =3ibeiirh, #%
—SE RN LA — 2 W IR R R, RS 3. 4
RSB — R RE T, K — 2 ] K
WS A AR A B A 250 mlL i, 78
KR REE S 5], % .

1.6 DNS Byt BilE

HEBR I 5. 0 mL BE/K MBI T 100 mL 45
SR, INZEIRK MG RE 25, F550. v BRI 1. 0
mL KRBT 50 mL 255000, INA 1.5 mL DNS
VW2, 0 mL ZZER K, Tl /K I P S min, W €4,
R H, HZR BB E 2, #25). J3HU50 mL 25
i, A 1.5 mL DNS 5] 2.0 mL Z&1% K, J7
25 FRARIE Iz K R E B E S HR. R
1 em P LI, e > 0 WSO, 23 531 g L't
& 4% (1) THE K A b S B B

W =
(A+0.0109) x250 x 100
W xM x5.0 x1000

x 100% . (1)

() A KRR O L W o B R g M
o TAERTZR R,

2 FRE5HMH

2.1 BARBUEKEIERE

HEBRIIC 1. 0 mg/mL ) g AR MEE M 1. 0 mL
F50 mL AT, ¥ 1.6 okl B 0.020
mg/ mL A T 25 VA VL, 5 RS TR 1 W K
Flem 1y ttéﬂu,ﬁ%']{ﬁ'ﬂ%ﬁ%%ﬁ(#u 1.5,
2.0 mg/mL FZFEPR A RAE X IR ) S5 LA 1.
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Fig.1 Relationship between wavelength and absorbance

MIE 1 A LLE BT W A 1. 0 mg/mL B9 5
EIFER T TRAE 480 nm A AT F K o i AR A Xt
WERZH By R e BE M 1.5, 2. 0 mg/mL 7 2 B bR 7
TR e KW K 7E 480 nm Ab | Wik A A4 5
Py 480 nm.
2.2 mRAEIEMZIELH

HERRICIR 1. 0 mg/mL #4 HEBRMEAS T 50 mL
R, AE 1.6 POk o) BE U iR R O3l
0,0.002,0. 004 ,0. 006 ,0. 008 ,0.010,0. 012 ,0. 014 ,
0.016,0.018, 0. 020, 0. 022, 0. 024, 0. 026, 0. 028,
0.030,0. 032,0. 034,0. 036 ,0. 038 ,0. 040 mg/mL. f
FRPHEPR VST, 1EHE 1 em HLEAIIL, 7E 480 nm Zb
SEWOGRE . LU 2 W 5 Tk B2 Ry B AR AR, WG BE S
A bRzl brrE £, 45 R 0LIA 2.
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Fig.2 Standard curve for glucose determination
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ML 2 BT LAt Bifi 5 i 2 A JoT et Tk B A3 K
WOCRE A . AE—JTRlE 73, 45 3 IO B2
XoJ 48] e AR O VR BE B B 7 R R Y = 22.57X —
0.0109(R*=0.991).

2.3 EXRWIEIT

BE IR K i 52 e R R AT ER R Ve B K i Tk
JIE K E] R R Rk R ST 8 gk
HE R R R R L, (3') IEZ R AT
5 R LR 1.

F1OERRBHEEATER

Tab. 1 Factors and levels in Ly (3*) orthogonal test

A B c D
K c(ERIR)/ IK St BHE L/ IK fift
(mol-L°") 1]/ h (g-mL™") REE/C
1 0.2 1.5 1:12 105
2 0.6 2.0 1:16 115
3 1.0 2.5 1:18 125

HERRIFRILS. 0000 ¢ B2 T8, #% L, (3*) IEXE R
AUBHR L I —E S P ER R T, AU K. 75—
FEMRSET K fif— g IR K i = A Ak s i b
e 250 mL 25500, INZE R K M B2 2. HE
WZHC 5. 00 mL 7K R B T 100 mL 25 500, finz518
IKFREELS 455, WERAIMIR 1. 0 mL ZK A B T
50 mL ), #% 1.6 ik % 1 em @I, F
480 nm AP E HWE R | Al g0 45 3 5 22 43 i
LI 2.

2 Ly(3*) IFRIAB SR G255

Tab.2  Analysis of variance and results of Lo (3*)

orthogonal test

A2 A B c D WOGREE A
1 1 1 1 1 0.196
2 1 2 2 2 0.177
3 1 3 3 3 0. 166
4 2 1 2 3 0.183
5 2 2 3 1 0. 161
6 2 3 1 2 0.219
7 3 1 3 2 0. 158
8 3 2 1 3 0.227
9 3 3 2 1 0. 180
K, 0.180  0.179  0.214  0.179
K, 0.18  0.188  0.180  0.185
K, 0.18  0.188  0.162  0.192
R 0.008  0.009  0.052  0.013

M€ 2 22 R A0 T A s i) 6 Ry K A 1)
2 BRI RHREE > KRR > K it a] > £h
Favk g, B ORNR L FEE A R &, Hak
SEIK SR K FRE TR] 2R/ N R R TR VR B ik
IR LA A, B, C, D, BRSERFRHEFE 1. 0 mol/LL, 7K
fEIHTE] 2.0 b BHR HE (g/mL) 12 12, K fift iR 125 °C
I, 2B S SR M R ) WO B e ey, IR 3 0227, AR
1M, IE 3SR a2 AR A S i, A — s R AR e i v
BAERSEAE. PIE 2280 3 1A, Al 50 2 80
JEREHLAY LR 2R A AN ], A A 25 R AR —FE.
PRI AR SOk — 2D AR R S Bl 58 45 2 %2
IR 2% % B B S K it R i ©© 107
2.4 HERENEZMRKBEHIMN

HEBAFREL 5. 000 0 ¢ B THF =8k,
B 1: 16 BHE EL (g/mL) filA 0. 025 ,0. 050,0. 075,
0.10, 0.20, 0.30, 0.40, 0.50, 0.60, 0.70, 0. 80,
0.90,1. 00 mol/L AYERFRIAE , I8 Ry 2K e I Ml
BBER KRR 103 °C |, ZKf#IHTE] 2.0 b, /K A 8
AR A, B 250 mL 2, InZE K
WEBEZS. WERTZI 5. 0 mL /K i # B T 100 mL
FEA, IMZRIRK A R E 25, 35, MERRTZE 1. 0 mL
KRBT 50 mL K500, 7% 1.6 oy ik, ik HE
1 em Ho @ N0, F 480 nm Ab 0 52 HE0 56 8 245 5% 0
3.

0.3501
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Fig.3 Effects of hydrochloric acid concentration on hydrolysis
of dry powder of Dioscorea esculenta (Lour. ) brukill

M3 o] LLE Y, Eh R EE /T 0. 30 mol/L
BF, B R R MR E A3 K, B B SRR A R () WO
BN 2R BT EBR R E R 0. 30 mol/L I, JK fiF
WO FE IR B B K AW 5 S ER R 2K T 0. 3 mol/L
Af, Bifi o S R TR B A B G K IR A RO SR e T
Reas. FR AR TR Rk B3 K, B K b
)30 S5O o3 e 7 o WO FE A T . PRI B R
TR AR ER RV B2 M 0. 3 mol/L.
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2.5 IJKfEBTEIT EZ MR KRR

HEBRIFRIL 5. 000 0 ¢ BE T8y F =Sk, 5
B 1: 16 BHE L (g/mL) LA 0. 3 mol/L ELFRIA T
PRI, % BRI BEAE K AR 103 °C, 7K il
BFEIN 0.5 ~3.0h % 0.5 h B 7. K HA A
ARARVE W A, 5 N 250 mL 2R, N ZE I K B
FEZ. MEFIEL 5. 00 mL /K i # BT 100 mL %
SRR, INZE AR KR B 4%, FE 50 WERRTRI 1.0 mL
KRBT 50 mL 50, #% 1.6 Wy ik,
1 em FE UL, F 480 nm Ab 52 LW 6 B2, 45 S 0L
Kl 4.

040
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= 0.20F
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Fig.4 Effects of hydrolytic time of dry powder of
Dioscorea esculenta (Lour. ) brukill

t 4 ] LIE Y BE KRRE R SE K | B2k
WK I LR v LT, JKAEIEEIN 2.0 h
B, 7K A I ' B G 1 e KA. MK A B ) K
2.0 h B, 42 I K AR R] 2K i 0O B LT
R UK EEEIR T 2.0 h J5, BE T ZE
LT 4B K A, P K gk B 18], 7K v W ' g
AN K B B4 TR RS, R A
RZ PR =P, S E8GEREE A 800 S
Rl SR = ) R AT 4 A S R L BT A A K
fRtA L 2.0 h SAVHL.
2.6 MRLLIFEZMRKBRIZM

HEFRFRIL 5. 000 0 ¢ BE TRy T =Sk, o
MR (g/mL)1:5,1:10,1:16,1:20,1: 25, 1:
30 B ELBIANA 0.3 mol/L RV W, P4 b 3. %%
IR A B, KRR E 103 °C, K f# T E] 2.0 h.
TR S A AL W P A B A 250 mL 2R,
TNZELRAKHG BEE 2. o IMERR I 5. 0 mL /K iR #
BT 100 mL 25 50, I ZE 08 /K 6 B2 25, 425,
HERRI IR 1.0 mL 7K AR BV T 50 mL 25 5 )i, #%
1.6 sk, 81 em AL, T 480 nm Ab & H:
WERE S5 R ILEL 5.

S FTRLE RN EE /N T 1016 B, Bt R}

040
0.35¢-
030k M
0.25F
= 0201
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Fig.5 Effects of ratio of material-liquid on hydrolysis of dry
powder of Dioscorea esculenta (Lour. ) brukill

W LGB R BB I K S i I B 5 T 3.
PR A BRI LU R /NG SE T 7K R 14 3t sl v, 2 B 3]
ANT 1216 B KRR B o e T s Pk 2 AR R h Y
S R T U A B A A A AR S b AU
JURBIN, TS FBUKESCRAE . R
R 116 B KA A WO BE IR B e R AE. BRI LR
T 1016 B, BEE AL L A 38, KA T A W' JE 2%
MR EEUE i T RS BRI L B 3K, IR ] Bk
FEAT /KA BT 2 i 1 £ il 45 K A IS Y 38 DR
Wit —2 o, RIAE R o 1: 16.
2.7 KEBREEZWRKBHZNE

HERAFREL 5. 000 0 ¢ BT M T =8, 3%
BHEEE 1016 B9 ELHBI, 435I A 0. 3 mol/L £k R i
W, VRO 2K . e TS VB IS 9 B T AN 0 = ) g
JEZe K fIRBE A 105 ~ 135 °C, 4% 5 °C 1) I B 4
J¥, K FRBSEE] 2.0 h. 7K AV SR A AR v R
B 250 mL 2, IR FRBEE 2. 40 i HE R
WEHL 5. 0 mL 7K ff# BV T 100 mL 75 0, I Z2 18
IKFRRSER  FE5]. IR 1. 0 mL ZK ffFi B T
50 mL &, #% 1.6 7k, PR 1 em AL, T
480 nm Ab I FHR R, 455 LA 6.
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Fig. 6 Effects of hydrolytic temperature on dry powder of

Dioscorea esculenta ( Lour. ) brukill
MIE 6 ATLIE KR /N T 110 CRt, B
TR RS A3 R, B S SR K A R 1 IO B R
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K, MJET V%, KRR R 110 CHF, OB
SETEREMA. KRR KT 110 °C I, 7K 0 i W ot
JE GRS T R, K A 04 (B S IR, 2% B K i T
FETH 5, 2 R v 1 A T A L
0 SRS 0 T 7K At VR v S SRR o i e
K R RS FH 110 “C.
2.8 EIMIWHER

HERRPRES. 0000 g BE T8y HRNR LM 1: 16

LA 0. 3 mol/L ERFRIA R, LRy JK . 2% [
FgE 3 %€, B A5 0  E RON 48 v, OK IR
110 °C K fita] 2.0 h. 7K ff 0 28 AR s b
F B 250 mL 280, INZEROK R B 2. 0 il
HEBAIZ I 5. 0 mL /K AR BT 100 mL 25200,
AR R B E S, F840. MERIRIR 1. 0 mL ZK i B¢
WT 50 mL 5, % 1.6 P, %R 1 em
ML, F 480 nm &b FMR S 45503 3.

®3 BEEENE R RS,

Tab.3 Results of repeatability experiment on determination of reducing saccharidein from

Dioscorea esculenta ( Lour. ) brukill

G 1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
WOGEE A 0.31 031 031 03 031 03 03 031 032 032 032 0.3l
FHIE A 0.31
Tt i 22 +0. 006 7

AT - Y505 vt 26/ %o +2.15

M3 A LLE AR iR 258 £ 0. 006 7, FHXF
SEHERUEIR 2 N +2.15% , PR G FHXFR 227N
MRPEFRAERT M2 AT A A, i A B BE T B
RO JEORE Y & 71, 08% . KB Ry A
JROBE S &, AR LA 0. 9 AT 15 2] E Tk e i &
9 63.97% .

2.9 IRERYWKIGER

HERAFREL 5. 000 0 ¢ BE BT —8ibeif s, 4%

BHE LM 1: 16 BN 0. 3 mol/L fER AR 1A WL , 4

BUAIE. e TP B B SE B TN R Y &
H K AR E 110 °C, K FgBFR] 2.0 h. ZK Al H &
EALENE TR TR A B 250 mL 2, 2SI K
FOEZR. MERRMLELS. 0 mL K B T 100 mL %5
SRR, 0 2% 08 K B R E AR, R ST i I I T TR
1. 0 mL/K f# s B T 50 mL 2550, A 1 mg/mL
FRUE RN 0,0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5 mL, 4% 1.6
e ERE 1 em FLEAIIL, T 480 nm AN E HIOGREE 1
BRI AR AR [ESCR Y SRR L 4.

K4 BE TR EIE ORI E AR E D R4,

Tab.4 Results of recovery experiment of reducing saccharide in spiked Dioscorea esculenta (Lour. ) brukill

WH EAE
p KW D-# %) / (mg-mL ") 0.0141
KRR A 0. 308
V(bRUE D450 ) /mL 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
WO A 0.353 0. 400 0. 446 0. 491 0.535
p (M) /(mg-mL ") 0.016 1 0.0182 0.0202 0.0222 0.0242
[l %/ % 99.7 101.9 101.9 101.3 100. 6
FHRXT IR 22/ % -0.3 +1.9 +1.9 +1.3 +0.6
H1 4 W] LA R I 408 AR EVR T, DNS
R ), W B R B R e 3 & IR

R B = o 101, 9% , 5 fIKh 99. 7% , A TR 22 4
+1.9% AARHR2ZE/NSD B EBCR R ORI

A6 R v ] 0 5 16 R B M R SR
B, BESM a1, e s 80 ~ 100 H , %
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BHR L 1016 B EEH], N A 0. 3 mol/L R BRI W, 4
BRI K FRIRE 110 °C |, /KA E] 2.0 b, K
AN R K SRR TS o3 B, LA R
VEPRAERS W, ] 3, 5- 0l 25 7K 4 IR ¥ WA b £ 571
T 7K T hin 2R e | U VA H) N ZE AR K R R
7%, T 480 nm AL HW G EE. D [T e i Ko
101.9% ,$5:/NK 99. 7% HHXTIRZEN +£1.9% . Sl
BEETH RS =R 71.08% , BE i
W&ol 63.97% .
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Determination of Total Reducing Saccharide in Hainan

Dioscorea Esculenta ( Lour. ) brukill

HE Jiao,

HUANG Guang-min

(College of Food Science, Hainan University, Haikou 570228, China)

Abstract; Using glucose as standard and DNS as color developing reagent, the content of total reducing

saccharide in Hainan Dioscorea esculenta (Lour. ) brukill was determined by spectrophotometry. The re-

sults showed that the maximum absorption wavelength of the sample was 480nm. The maximum recovery

rate was determined as 101. 9% , and the minimum was 99. 7% . The relative error was +1.9% . The

content of total reducing saccharide and starch in Hainan Dioscorea esculenta ( Lour. ) brukill was

71.08% and 63.97% , respectively.

Key words: Hainan Dioscorea esculenta (Lour. ) brukill; reducing saccharide; spectrophotometry
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