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Cellulase Extraction Optimization and Preliminary Structural
Characterization of Polysaccharides from Tremella aurantialba
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Abstract :In this study, four different methods were usedito extract polysaccharides from Tremella aurantialba fruiting
bodies , which included hot water extraction ( H-TAP) , ultrasonic-assisted extraction ( U-TAP) , enzyme-assisted extrac-
tion (E-TAP) and microwave-assisted extraction ( M=-TAP). Their chemical compositions and yields were determined
and compared by using high-performarice anion-exchange. pulsed-amperometric detection chromatography ( HPAEC-
PAD) and fourier transform infrared spectrophotometer ( FT-IR). In vitro antioxidant activities were also studied on the
basis of hydroxyl radical-scavenging activity/ The results showed that the cellulase-assisted extraction (E-TAP) was the
most optimal method in terms of their yields and hydroxyl radical-scavenging rates. Single-factor tests and orthogonal ex-
perimental design (Lo (3*)) were-used to obtain the optimal extraction conditions. Results showed that the optimal pa-
rameters were as follows? ultrasonic time,50 min;enzyme temperature,55 °C ;water to raw material ratio,80 mL/g;pH,
4.5. Under the optimal extraction conditions,the highest extraction yield of polysaccharide TAP was 22.68% .
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TAP Il MCTAP) , 5% 1 5 24 ) 75 - €5 3% ( high-per-
formance anion-exchange pulsed-amperometric detec-
tion chromatography, HPAEC-PAD ) 1 {# B nf- 21 #p
(fourier transform infrared spectrophotometer, FT-IR)
XFENTR =2 o) AR IE AT I S M UL, 25
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RIWCTZ, BN @ BOT Kk 4 H 2 M 25 i AR A
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1.1 #R5EH

G HT A, i B EOT et

Fn7fE B B 2208 ( L-thamnose , L-Rha) | L-Fif %7
{(1#E ( L-arabinose , D-Ara) 58 ( D-frucose , D-Fru) |
D-%5%43 4% ( D-glucose, D-Glc ) , D-AH# ( D-xylose, D-
Xyl) .D-H & ## ( D-mannose,, D-Man ) | D-2f- 34 ( D-
galactose , D-Gal ) \D-A ¥ ( D-fucose , D-Fuc ) , D-%
ZREIE R ( D-glucuronic acid, D-GleA) FlI D-2-F| 4
[ 12 ( D-galacturonic acid, D-GalA ) 14 Il Sigma
Chemical Co. ( Shanghai, China) , =% £ 8 (TFA)
W H Merck 2w, £F4E2R (BTG 3 U/mg) I
Solarbio 24 ] ( LR IET) . Hofl S04 bt
‘i,
1.2 REH=E
1.2.1 MR

S HF IR R T B AR BT 60 H i —4%
1:15 (g/mL) BHE HINA 95% oK 2,1 — i3 i 24
h, #5532 I IEEE KT R4 .
1.2.2 RRERIRG E2F 5 105l 4
1.2.2.1 HOKRIEEG 5 &H 20

R R ARG 3eg  Z BRI LE 10 60 (g/mL) il
ZRIEIK —IZ2 L (100 1°C,2 h) — B0 (7000 rpm, 20
min) — b {f60-9C K25 ¥ 4 — BT (N TE 7K & Bk
FEE 80% ,4 C,HHE 24 h) >0 (3000 rpm, 10
min ) FHTUTE— DI 288K (DW) W fifE— i A1 48 h
(B 731 H 8000 Da) — |- 60 C 245 ¥k 4 —
25,0 (3000 rpm, 10 min) BREANEY— L3 60 CHE
T—13 2% H-TAP,
1.2.2.2 ZPYEREHREIOGL S & H2H

BURPRISARER S ¢ 4 RHE HE 1260 (g/mL) il
IR INALF 4ER BN 2 h—HUKE$E(1 h,80
C , [F] B}t 9% K15 ) — 850 (7000 rpm, 20 min) —

¥ 60 °C HL A5 R 45 — BEUT (I JE K O BEWR B &
80% ,4 C ' 24 h)— 5. (3000 rpm, 10 min) 75
TUTE— NN 1 22 17K (DW) i i — 74 48 h (B
531 K 8000 Da) — 3 60 C H.%5 R 46— 5.0
(3000 rpm, 10 min) B EAEY— 13E 60 CHET—
19205 E-TAP,
1.2.2.3  HEHRELSI& 4 H 20

OB S AR 3 g, 4R L 1 60 (¢/mL) il
ZEIR K — B A P UK IR 42 (70_°C ,45 kHZ, 1 h', 100
w) —E5.0 (7000 rpm,20 min)— i 60 CE % H 45
—BET(INTEK £ B BE % 80% ,4 °C,## & 24 h)
— 4.0 (3000 rpm, 10 min ) f345T5E — Il id 25 18 7K
(DW) Wil — Mt 48 h (B 73154 8000 Da) —
13 60 °C FLas Wi —E5a0> (3000 rpm, 10 min ) R %
NP — 11 60 CHET 1524 U-TAP,
1.2.2. 47 S 3 ok hil a5 4 H- 20k

WA PR 5 AR 3 g, 4R LE 1260 (g/mL) il
FEIR K T HEE (247 w, 10 min) — &0 (7000
rpm’, 20 min) — F-3 60 °C FL25 ¥ 45— BT (I Jo K
MR BE R 80% ,4 C, i E 24 h) — 5.0 (3000
rpm, 10 min ) 15 JTHE — M1E 2 72518 7K (DW) ¥ i —
BT 48 h( B 714 8000 Da) — L7 60 C K
23 W 4 — 850> (3000 rpm, 10 min) [ 2= REY— I
15 60 CHT—15ZHE M-TAP,
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R I (HPAEC-PAD) MY S & R AT AN
TALITE
SHeT (%) =RBEe2 (%) - LREEE(%)
1.2.4 345205 547

BB L 43 43 MR il HPAEC-PAD'' SR A D-
Gle, D-Gal, D-Ara, L-Fuc, D-Man, L-Rha, D-Fru, D-
Xyl,D-GlcA 1 D-GalA fF A Bbibr e, fidan .
BURESY 2 mg TR, INA 2 M =3 4
(TFA) ,110 CFLREES h SREIMA 3 mL HIBEEL %S
7R, RS T . A ZE 100 mL J5RHIE
T TR . PRI AR >R H CarboPacTM
PA20(3 mm x 150 mm ) £ W A3, Y% JBd & ok B2 oy 2
mmol/L 1) NaOH & W, #i# 4 0. 45 mL/min, 53§
IFR] S 40 ming Jpk e 554G 00 2% 280k EL 25 100
mv,400 ms;E2 3 2000 mv,20 ms;E3 4 600 mV,10
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ms; E4 25 100 mV,70 ms, Fir A ES A 1CS-5000 %
1o B 1% 1 ( Dionex , USA )
1.2.5 s kigEnir

FESL 25 (FT-TR) < 4 1 B 4 Fo 22 BB A i 2
mg, KBr 7 #4775 LTS3 734 , ST e 3
4000400 cm™, FF X #% #: FI/IR Scimitor 800
(Varian,USA)
1.2.6 REAAFRXE
1.2.6.1 AR & By e i

FAZE M K 43 5% H-TAP E-TAP  U-TAP F1 M-
TAP SRR AR , 250> (3000 rpm) |, B 375 7351l i
A 62. 5,125 ,250,500, 1000, 1500 ,2000 wg/mL £
Mo
1.2.6.2 B H 2L BRIG MERI E

2 [ Smirnoff (1989) #7513, IR 4 ke 30,
B 1 mL 4 mmol/LFeSO, ¥ ,1 mL 4 mmol/L 30%
H,0, %, 1 mL J 4K A 1 mL 4 mM 7K 18 £ B
FWIR-A %) 86T 37 C LR 30 min, 3000 rpm
#3010 min, 510 nm MMV H A ROCEEE Y Ago L
1 mL 4 mmol/L FeSO, ¥ ¥ ,1 mL 4 mmol/L 30%
H,0, ¥, 1 mL FEGRCFT 1 mL 4 mmol/ L /KAZR &
RS IR A 457, R 37 °C AR 30 min, 3000
rpm E§.0 10 min, 510 nm ZbVE A ARG EEEA A,

B 1 mL 4 mmol/L FeSO, ¥&# ,1 mL 4 mmol/L 30%
H,0, W, 1 mL FE SRR 1 mL 2B WOR & 1
A EEYGEAE R 37 CAREE 30 min,3000 rpm B0 10
min, 510 nm AbIE HEROIOERE (0 A DL A
COVe) FRABFE B AE Ry BHAEXT IR, OGR4 7 3
Wo IHBRFHMT AXIHE
58 R FEBA(%) = [1-(4A) /A, ] x 100%

Hodr Ay Shzs O BRI O , ACKIM A Z2 0
VWS WIROCEE A, SRR I RAS IS IR GRS
1.2.7 SRR BRR T LG
1.2.7.1 BRARHEZEREK

TEE B i 300 U, Bl il 2845 °C R L
151 1: 80 (g/mL) , BN ] 50 min, ¥ pH4. 5 Sy
fili 5 4, 3 GBSO AR BRI SR A 5 il ) & (100,150
200,250,300 U); fiff fif 16 & (25 .35 .45 .55.65 C) ;
BHAE LI (1:60,1:70 (1:80,1: 90, 1: 100 ) 5 fiff fift i}
[a](30°.40.,50 .60 .70 min) ;7&% pH (3.5.4.5.5.5,
6.5 .7.5) , WG EE— A RN 4 H 2 M U 32 1)
S
1.2.7.2 EASREEIT

TEP R i Bl b, [ i 2y 200 U,
VPR LY i UL L RN ] RS pH 4 SRR
AT Ly (3") IEAS AL, BT R WK 1,

F 1 EXRWET

Table 1 Factors and levels for orthogonal test design
il e o ) WEHE it 1 e
w . 7 ! M i pH
7J(:F hnzymatlc time Ratio of water lemperature Soluti H
(“min) to material (g/mL) (C) cuion p
1 40 35 4.5
2 50 45 5
3 60 55 5.5

1.2.87 BT 247

ALY (E £ F5 fE R 22 (mean + SD) KT,
Gt F RHAN ¢ Ko #E T3, n =3, {fi ] STST
SN/ DR NI =t WA Rsa i V[

2 #ERESH

2.1 MHMZENRIRSESHSEE

T G BE S A A B 2 B AR PR O S,
SR T 4 FhO5 ik SEAT R, 43002 : BOKIR 48 il
P& R SR IBORTRE 7 R, ] 1 2 A il e 44k
H-TAP E-TAP M-TAP F1 U-TAP, 4 F £ 8 1y 42 Bt

R 2E A WA 2 Wi, 78 4 B kb, Bigd
(E-TAP) I KR #2 (H-TAP) B15R 55, 40 0
44.39% TN 41.52% . {0 4L ( M-TAP) 15 38 511K,
R 3.70% . Z 05 &S AR T A E-TAP > M-
TAP > H-TAP > U-TAP, H i fiffi E-TAP [y £ f
T Ik 44.46% , 35 T HA 3 AP BUR 30
i H, 76 4 FhZ Wi, B $E E-TAP BB R & =
(8.38% ) f i , 8 T & f eIk, 1R 0. 40%
2.2 MFSIERRIEHR
SNSRI YRR FERE . W R 0 B
R LR IR He X s A AR R ARG
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Table 2 Properties of various polysaccharides from T. aurantialba using different extraction methods
Sffnﬁe H-TAP E-TAP M-TAP U-TAP
P HUAS R Extraction yield ( "W% ) 41.52 44.39 3.70 20.79
BB i Total sugar( W% ) 38.29 49.21 41.61 14.85
iR JFEHE Reducing sugar( W% ) 5.26 4.75 3.46 4.62
Z B Polysaccharide content( W% ) 33.03 44. 46 38.15 10.23
Hr P& B Neutral sugar content( °M% ) 93.36 91.62 95.28 93.99
RS & H Uronic acid content( M% ) 6.64 8.38 4.72 6.01
FHH i & Protein content( W% ) 2.30 0.40 2.80 5.53
FREZH 43 Monosaccharide components (M% )
2 F ¥ D-Galactose( M% ) Ind 3.73 5.76 2.51
%5 8% D-Glucose( M% ) 22.50 13.31 21.12 19.70
A B D-Xylose( M% ) 24.47 23.46 22.08 24.21
H & D-Mannose( M% ) 46.39 51.12 46,32 47.57
W BEREEZ D-GluA(M% ) 6.64 8.38 4.72 6.01

T P E?‘éﬁ)ﬁ%*ﬁ%ﬁ(H TAP E-TAP M-TAP I U-TAP) 5542 iU F BUALFT 5 (0 S5 b RLBT B 22 b, FE3 L 100 (975380, W%

B M%  FR IR E 43 15 O nd : FoR A KNS

N

Note : * Extraction yield: It refers to the ratio of the mass of crude polysaccharide ( H-TAP ;E-TAP,;M-TAP-and U-TAP) to the mass of pretreated materials,

and then multiply by 100. *W%

1, ok HPAEC-PAD X} 4 F Z2 0 () SUf 21 43 B &
FEIR AT Tl . Wi 1 FER 2 firos, 10 R
MR HPAEC-PAD 1240 H 45 S & 1a, H-TAP',
E-TAP M-TAP F1 U-TAP {1 Bl 20 3 Bl 3 4l 1b-
eo M5 HEPRUERE (& 1a) #R47 HEXF, &3 H-
TAP F- %y 4 FhEBELE AL, 53900 8 D=4 Z 8 . DA
B D-H &4 A1 D- % MBS R, B AT BEZR BE oA
22.50:24. 47: 46.29: 6. 64, E-PAP M-TAP #i1 U-
TAP 2/ 5 B2, 73508 : D> ZLHE . D-7
ZFE D-AME D-H-#E 0 D=3 4 BERE IR, E AT RY B

:Expressed as the mass present. “M% : Expressed as the'mole present. “nd ; Expressed that it was not detected.

(E-TAP) \5.76:21.12:22.08: 46.32: 4. 72 ( M-TAP)
M2.51:19.70: 24.21: 47.57: 6. 01 (U-TAP) . 1t
245 B H-TAP > 4}, E-TAP M-TAP fil U-TAP H.f
AH R0 FBE 2 Ay (H L EE AR FEASAHTA] . e 2 3,
D-H @24 2 4 Fh £ 85 (H-TAP . E-TAP M-TAP I U-
TAP) H f5e 32 22 %) 58 2 43, JE R R L 451 43 0l A
46.39% 51.12% 46.32% F147.57% . 741, &
2b 2¢.2d il 2 H, P94 — M5 B HE] 9 39. 00 fY
KRN e 4 Fh Z2 05 34 0] GE AR AE— S8 AR N
HEY .

,/\

(0 E-TAP

HEEE IR H éa\;”ﬂb@ 3.37:13.31:23.46:51.12: 8. 38
' (b) H-TAP
so.g 3 67
s
i ' : (d) M-TAP

B1
Fig. 1
TAP (b) ,E-TAP (c¢) ,M-TAP(d) ,and U-TAP(e).

+FhERAEERYE (o) FNOFH S HE H-TAP (b) JE-TAP (c¢) M-TAP(d) #0 U-TAP(e)#) HPAEC-PAD B&i&
The spectra of HPAEC-PAD of 10 standard monosaccharides (a) and monosaccharide components of four polysaccharide H-

(1) A BE0E (2) B0 (3) BT RLAE M (4) 2B FUBE (5) M A0E (6) ANE(7) HERIE (8) 2RlE (9) K FUREIERR (10) A FERERR
Peaks: (1) L-fucose,(2) L-rhamnose,(3) L-arabinose, (4) D-galactose, (5) D-glucose, (6) D-xylose, (7) D-mannose, (8) D-fructose, (9) D-

GalA and (10) D-gluA
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SIMTEL AR (LR 2) 3,4 Fl 205 B A
IS5, X 5 HPAEC-PAD (1) 4347 45 S 3L A A W)
B0 fE 3434 ~3341 em™ Lb T3 A9 B A O-H Y
iR sh. 16 2929 ~2925 em™ fh A — >/ 0 J2
T C-H B A&IRsh " . £F 1251 ~ 1249 cm™ f0
1734 ~ 1730 em™ kb g 2, k3L Y O- 2, B 3 4 45 E 1

Wi , T 4 Fft 20 8 b 2 T BE S A MR R B £ Tk
I 454 HPAEC-PAD [&13¥, W 4 Fi 4 H 20
G DA BERERR ,3X 5 Du et al. (2015) 4f4x
H 24 B A . 75 4 Fh 2B R %
1,898 ~897 em™ LhIAA — M AU, FWIAE 4 Fb
WA BRI TE

100 ] .
1004 (b) "
= (a) i | )\'
< /\/\q M o lJ\ C S /\f\\ r'Il
g : m(m W [ E ! / 1l "J‘\’\/
5 /mﬁ h“i‘l £ 701 f | ‘ ll
£ ] | / £ 60/ H ) )
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Z \ / l{ g sl \ |t 3 | 135
= / z 2929 |
g™y | Ewl | I
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2 4 FhEHEFEA000400 cm B FRILIIMARE R
Fig. 2 Infrared spectrum of H-TAP,M-TAP E-TAP and U-TAP (4000 ~400 cm™)

2.4 M#HEESENIELESE
PRI B ke A2 5 FR N 4 4 40 M A 1 AR R R
BAHSC. F2 A i S0 = PP 5 22 19 3 PR AL (Reactive
oxygen species, ROS) 2 — R i /1 &% . IG5 K, &
AT A P AR | fig T2 R P9 A S 4 5l i
PR S A0 % 1 P T R AT B
FALRE IR IR Z e T U 2B PR
i BB BT %) 4 Fh 2 8 H-TAP | E-TAP M-TAP
FU-TAP {952 H B8 BRIE TR AT T2 .
S KA TR 1000 7 58 1 R R0 o 3 1 i L
Fe’* FLH, OB A7E i [ B 3%, B H,0, + Fe’' —
« OH + H,0 + Fe’ ™ /KRR RE PR IA R N A FE A H
BT A A B, AT (A BT AE 510 nm ZbAYIK
MESREA BRI, B, R
Hpra kg, K3 v LIEH, Fl ik Bl
62.5 ~1500 wg/mL Ju[E N ,4 2055 R Tk
JE VE MR M , H-TAP (E-TAP M-TAP i1 U-TAP I
FAPEXT BB Ve B ECy, (B 43 9 h 2. 46 x 10* 1. 58,
7.57 1.51 fi12.93 pg/mL, Kk, EATH BT &AL
P E R & U-TAP > E-TAP > Ve > M-TAP > H-

TAP, Hivh | U-TAP F1 E-TAP ({41 8 AL TE HEER , 3
i T RAYEXT I Ve, H 1% J34H2 , 1 M-TAP F1 H-
TAP {35 BRAE ST AR 2%

LA B R MPURALTE M TE 4 Bl & T
SR A R R IR R RIS H 2 W R T

100 —A—H-TAP —E-M-TAP —@—E-TAP —6—U-TAP —%*-Vc

HRE (%)

125 250 500

ZHWE (pg/mL)

1000 1500

3 MMESERNREREBREGE
Fig. 3 OH radical scavenging ability of H-TAP,M-TAP, E-
TAP and U-TAP

2.5 HAHEZFBREREESHENERRKR

T 24 2l e I 22 W Y B PR 3R 0 2 R DL



62 FIRF=IIN T 5T & Vol. 30

4 fiizs. HE 4a BT LUK B, 16 B Bl 50 ~200 U
B, Z2 W HAS e B g FH e 1 4 o5 L M i o
200 U fif, $8 B 30k 3 ey, M 200 U LUE , i
5 2R R R R A C . 5% H R PR i B
& TS IR, MG ERK, SR T 200
W 5 (EUE P e I K — R AR ST [) At 448 T A
PRI FR AR I 2R 1 . PR I, £F 2 38 il 1Y) SR AR il
Fi R 200 U,

PEARIE B X SR B R B e E
WE 4b iz R H A5 5E AR R ), ki
76 1:60 ~1: 80 g/mL 35 Bl P, 413 % H 13. 04%
FEHE R 17.23% , BHg HE R 1: 100 g/mL 1), Bk i
fike P, SefEPE POk Lh k4 1: 80 g/mL,

PEIUA TR pH 52 00 2T 24 22l (1) F9 52 L S5 HL oS,
FIEAE , DT X 2 M B H UG oA B ™ .
Kl de s, 24 pH Ny 3.5 if, 215 Rk & E
(18.29% ) ,*4 pH 4 3.5 7% 6. 5 B}, ZWE1H
I e B R B AR (14 06% ) , 7% 18 5] 22 Wi 4R B0 T i)

@
35+

% (%)

TR B EE X 2S5 K B 52 e, BT LAIE$E 4.5 AF e fE
IFEI pH

WG R, 05 2 5 e 2 B U 3 i — A
WERE, FE—EUBN RENE A B T2
Y Nz o 4 R A A B R B R T AR IR
JE o I, TE 25 ~65 CHREEJLFE N EE 1 5 AN
MRS H L T X PR S R A E ), 45 5 aE] 4d fr
N, IR BEAE 25 ~ 55 CHE [N, W& WE TR, 26
RRA R, Y 55 CHARIE &, M{EA 55 C
FEE 65 CH, $EHUS 2 5 A i R, D AT g 2
TR 55 CC X il A IS B ) 50w, R,
21 4 2l S AR B B R 55 °C

it FH B )% 42 B Z2 0815 22 0 52 1 L 18] de T
o M 30 min F50 miny MR 2T = A
50 min 353 ey, SR BE IR B4 52 IR (2 i)
TREEHE,T0 min BERE R AR, R, SAEAE R
[G]3%2/ 750 min,

©

/E %)
5

70 80 90 100 35 45 5.5 6.5 75

W (mi/g) pH
©

50 100 150 200 250 300
BAE (O

BE%)

25 35 45 55 65

40 50 60 70
B/E (O Bffa] (min)

B4 AAEZBREDNESESHEARTKBRER

Fig. 4 The singal-factor result of yields of polysaccharides from T. aurantialba by cellulase extraction method

2.6 EXREER

IEASIRB A R S W3k 4 fIR S5, ik 4 15
A, G H 2 0E 0 R B 22 i (RS2 Tl A 5 1R] (A) OB
H(B) (i B (C) M n; pH( D)4 AN E AL
MEZ AR E R IR F A:C>D > A > BRI
B RS > [ pH > J i s [R] > BLAR bE . 7E 4 H-
ZWE I AC IR P e R R K A, BB ER CRp
fitif S L 1) pH 9 5 3k 2] T W KR (P <
0.05) 1M HZE D A Fl B {520 & ik 2 B K-
M F A EZ SRR, 2005 R S 22 s R —

o P, 27 4 2R A 1R U B2 B e kP 241
T4 AB,CDy BB IR ] 50 min, BHELE 1280 ¢/
mL, MR 55 °C, SOz pH4. 5 i i e vk i 5
(3WHE) , RN T, & H 2R 5 s 3oy
22.68%

SR ) 4 H-Z2 05 4 RO 2 (BRI
Sk RS IR B0 | 41 A 2 B IO R S B
VE) BB ST, e L B R Dy 44.39% (DL
RK2),MAEARBITH , & H- 2RI R 22. 68
%o o FEII D W 1% 2 B F 46 5 JsUR (A B S
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() A [F] 7 B0, w2 BT EORE R 3 g, Je

R 1 go

*4 ETHBER
Table 4 Analysis of Ly (3*) test results

BHE L

ZAERIRBOT A ZFh A R B (R
PR R RS BATE MRS R
7k e Y 2 1 f S 2 A AN AR T A I B R
AP0 AT R T 4 Bl ik, Bk =R 2 (H-
TAP) G BHEIOE (U-TAP) (27 4k K fg $ ik (E-
TAP) il 2 HE (M-TAP) , il 45 T 4 Fh 20, 3%t
EATRARBUS R LA 450 FPr A Ak 16 kAT T 3
FEAELE

AR J5 2 1 48 1) 4 H- 2 AR R RN 20 4345 AN H
[, MEHE (E-TAP) I3 KR $E (H-TAP) [ 15 2R 45
1 SR 44.39% FN 41.52% o 2o M e AR
4 :E-TAP >M-TAP > H-TAP > U-TAP, H rhfifif
E-TAP () 24 & 8 5 1k 44. 46% , . 3% 8 T HiAt 3
Fii B 20, T HL, B E-TAP A9 b5 B iR 5

P Ultrasfﬁfiﬂi min ) Liquid to ratio solid Enzymegﬁzﬁiire( C) Sz pH DR
No. (g/mL) Reaction pH(D) Extraction yield( % )
(A) g (©
1 1 1 1 1 15..66
2 1 2 2 2 17209
3 1 3 3 3 17.77
4 2 1 2 3 18.40
5 2 2 3 1 22,45
6 2 3 1 2 14.95
7 3 1 3 2 17.32
8 3 2 1 3 15.29
9 3 3 2 1 18.56
ky 16.84 17.13 15.30 18.89
ky 18.60 18.28 18.02 16.45
ks 17.06 17.09 19.18 17.15
R 1.76 1.184 3. 88 2.44
RS HESH
Table 5 Analysis of variance
PR fi2e b F ik B ¥tk
Soure of variance Sum U,f . Degree of freedom F ratio Singnificant
square deviation
Fit i st [E] Ultrsonic time 5.526 2 0.533
BHA L Liquid to ratio solid 2.724 2 0.263
F IR JZ Enzyme temperature 23.788 2 2.294 *
S pH Reaction pH 9.443 2 0.911
%22 Error 41.480 8
3 i (8.38% ) figrsy , i 4K 1o & A5 4 Fh Z 88 b i AIK,

124 0.40% ,

4 FhZBER P E AL IS B E W B AR, AT R
¥ A IR TR E , PSR A . U-TAP > E-
TAP >M-TAP > H-TAP, ., H: il E-TAP il
HEFHE U-TAP (bbbt e mr , F H 4 16 1A
LB EC (843310 1.58 pg/mL Fl 1.51 pg/
mL, B 8 T AL PR 20

FT-IR il HPAEC-PAD &3 /34 45 L 42 B , 4 Ff
LM S ALY R 2 43 ( FR LA oy s A
B3k . D-H @84 > D-AKBE > D845 4%) |, i B4 &
A D72 B I R A Rk 22 M, H LR R Lt B R
[ilo BT AAE AR AN [R) s H 2 B MR 5] i 4
Sl

LG % IR H 2 R MBS TE P, FE 4 Fh
PBOTE 4 RERERBCY e ik, A E
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RIS FNIE SRR 25 R, P 4 R IR I e H 2
BRI AE T2 A - B 5 [E] 50 min, &} EE 1080 g/
mL, BRI 55 °C, I pH4. 5, FERLSRF T, 42
H MRS %R 22. 68% , R FH£F 4 2 i e
S H-Z 0 (E-TAP) , it B[R] 55 | il 45 3508 L 504
TR, T ELELAT 558 v 0 e S A P R v ) A A
Ko TELUG I TAEH#EXT E-TAP HE1 IR ARFSE .
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