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&R AR R E 67 C AELEEAE AR L 64 CHRAET AT
$2Bey IADF sn &tk 2 R & 2 %, 4 3.520 mmol Trolox /
100 g IADF,

KPR MAT ; BE AR KRR R A Y A

Abstract: The enzymes-chemical method was used to extract the in-
soluble antioxidant dietary fiber (IADF) from the remaining orange
pomace after oppressing juice. The single factor experiment and re-
sponse surface optimization have carried out considering the clearance
rate of DPPH free radical as the indicator. The results of response
surface showed that the clearance rate of free radicals was best in the
condition of liquid ratio 33.58 mL/g, protease dosage of 0.21 mL/g,
amylase temperature of 67 °C and glucoamylase temperature of
64 °C, and highest value was up to 3.520 mmol Trolox /100 g IADF.
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fiber, SADF) fil g 7K %5 1 i & £F 4 (insoluble antioxidant di-
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AAAE NS S SRR A 4R L T A X HE AR B i R TADE
MBFE R A BB, Mok, 56T TADF W42 5, E P 4h 24
2 DIARICR ] 45 b o 10 A3 50 L TADF (4 3t S84k v b 3 o
X IADF #2005 W fF AT Ak . B — 5 i Qs dE . Ak 5%
P ADF ff B i % . L DPPH 3 B 28 0 45 #% 40 25 1 &
IADF #2025 I8 2ok B A1 22 3 36 A mg oz oty T 3 36 1 Ak
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W2k 2 O W R0 OBE Ak B BB S 4> 0 A 3 1 U/g M
10 5 U/g, B EAEYRHARS A ;

1, 1-Z0R 9% O Bk (DPPHD : 43 # 4li, 3¢ [E Sigma
NG

F 5 HCL N R G 7K Z % . Na, CO; \NaOH , Na, HPO,
M NaH, PO, 4387 28 AR i Fd e A Tl ).

112 FEAURKE

B E R ST PR A . 85-2 T, & IR B R A Al s A
(SN

BRBEOHLTGL-16G B, FigR =R 208 ;

TR 2 B 25 4 . SHB-TIT B, 48 4 K 4 B T 52 A R
NG
B XHEAE : DHG-9240A #, g —fERHE A BRA A 5
LA GBI 722 T, RGBS A B
HL P TR K 7 B - HWS-26 B, | i 55 IORL 24 4 28 A B
WEH: 7% % % . RE-5298 1, | g W 58 A A AU AR )

1.2 REH*E

1.2.1 MG E WAL WA R E VI (1 em X1 cm) s
80 TR 30 s BT - T 65 CHXBERT N T4 48 h,
TS 0 B i T BB L 2 60 H . W B TR AR,
BT TRE&M.

1.2.2 AHAS B Ak 2 4R i I o

(D) 7Ky Z k17,

(2) BIKSy S BOCHk[18] 77,

(3) g Mmk18]w .

b MHED .S HCEkL18] 7,

(5) I MEBE . S ROCHR(19].

(6) ] # Z W . H 4 Sanchez-Alonso 251 7 o, & ok 4
TR R A A FREL 1,000 0 g RiFARE B2 i AR CTED L A
40 mL IR /KRR L 10 1), B HCL(3 mol/L) # pH &
2.0, MIBEGERREZERBHE 1 h, ZJ5LL 2 500 X g B L
10 min, Y4 FVEWR . 10 BR A3 8 P im A 40 mL YR /K (f&
UL 703 EER TR 1 h, HLL 2 500X g .0 10 min,
HEWRERIE. HITR LIEWRAE . T 50 Chess 28K . %
TGV RT 10 mL JB/K L.

Z BRI E  BFE R 0.1 mL, fiIn A 2 mL ZE 18 K A
1 mL Folin-Ciocalteu i | (F F 10 %) , R FH 6 min J5,
HRAEZPMA 0.9 mL 75 mg/mL ) Na, CO ¥, E 4
F10mL, BAEKRFE 2 h )5, THEK 750 nm 4000 & B0
H O HEBAKERTAMNE, B2HMEAREFRY e
(GAE,mg/g « THE)IRER.

() KM ELTYE . 2 ] AOAC k7,

(8) /K ¥ T B S AL B 12 4T 2 1 il %5 . 2 I Hassan
PR BB T - BR BUBL R B9 TR AE 1,000 0 gL T
50 mL pH 6.0€0.2 mol/L) ) PBS #1, il A 0.2 mL # o- I8
BV (50 mg o-JERYEF AR T 1 mL pH 6.0 iy PBS H), 3
FABYE T 60 CREJIHEHE 15 min, SR 5 KB 88 iy 1% 4P
FZ . H 0.325 mol/L (MR 4K R pH = 2.0~
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3.0, A 0.2 mL B9 A BF 7 (50 mg & A BFEHRT 1 mL
pH 6.0 /1§ PBS H), 3 FARTE . T 38 CRLAHEFE 0.5 h, £
FES i g . FAEMR I EEIR, T 0.275 mol/L
NaOH(Zy 10 ml) ¥ FIRE W pH W 2 4.0~4.5. M A
0.3 mL/gf LB 1 mL,60 CI/KIE 30 min, 4 F 14 1Y IR
G R FR R A Uk S BT S G Bk 430 T 28 R OK LI k% T
105 °C At 2 4 i A AJ (e 2 04 45 R 0 > A s v B BR 19 AS R
T Ak 2R B0 B RN A ) B EAT G OE , RO B A 4 2
TH AL JS 5k B8 W 1 B S e 25 AN B T A6 1 2R BT R K 43 B
M 221D .

1.2.3 BARRRR

(1) o~ VER BEAE FHET IR : 25 58 o~ VE M 1 A T 1sf ] 43 531
5,10,15,20,25 min i, % TADF $7 &0 M 0 . =l =2
& E R BB 50 1 1 (mL/g), o TE M VA WO
0.1 mL/g « B, a-VE¥BEAE AT BE 60 °C, ] HCL 375 pH
% 2.0~3.0, FE FABEAERMAR 0.1 mL/g » k.38 CKE
30 min,NaOH {8 %5 % W pH & 4.2 ~ 4.6, B 1k B ¥ W
0.3 mL/g,60 ‘C/K¥ 30 min,

(2) 2 E B4R 8]« 25 2% 38 °C 4 1 WE A 1 1] 43 51
4 5,10,15,20,25 min A}, % IADF $t &8 LR W, o3¢
A VR I R] Sy 15 ming, HoAth 52 7 45 40 7] 1.2.3C1)

(3) FHALTGAE F i 18]« 25 5% 60 °C O Ak W 15 1 1 11 43 531
5,10,15,20,25 min i}, % IADF $i & L0, & @M
FAVEFIES E 2 10 min, HoA i 440 A 1.2.3(2)

(4) o~ VERY BEVS W H 5t 5 5% oV M) BB VS VR H &2 53 391
0.05,0.10,0.15,0.20,0.25 mL/g « &R, X IADF i & 1k
PERYS i, WE AL B8 A B[R] 2 10 min, HoAth 52 W 2% 14 W)
1.2.3(3),

(5) TR 2 0 T YT o« 25 % 4R 1 T v P 2 20 i oy
0.05,0.10,0.15,0.20,0.25 mL/g « J7 i i}, %} IADF #i & fk
PERIE M o o VEM IO 2 0.1 mL/g » B2t , HoAth )=z Bj
ZFE 1.2.3(4),

(6) M A B ] 4 - 2% 22 0% A0 W6 v W & 43 50 D 0.05,
0.10,0.15,0.20,0.25 mL/g « FZ &I, % IADF 40 & b M 5%
W, R AR B MR T Ay 0.20 mL/g « B id  HoAth SN 4%
PR 1.2.3(5),

(7 BB HE: % 8B R LE 43 0 2 30 01,385 0 1,40 1 1,
45 11,50 : 1(mL/g) B}, %t IADF %t F 4k M 0 5w . W Ak i
VWAL 0.15 mL/g « Bz i, HoAth 52 iy 5 41 7] 1.2.3(6)

(8) o~ VEMEHVE FHWR BE « %5 5% o-VE M B A FH IR 32 20 03 ol
50,55,60,65,70 ‘CHf . % TADF i &AL PE Ry 20 . HAth S b
AR 1.2.3(T) B 35 ¢ 1(mL/g).

(9) ¥EALREAE IR BE - 25 B4 A0 8 4 P IR BE 43 0 ok 50,
55,60,65,70 “CH}, X IADF Ht S A6 M 00 52 0 . o~ 3E B Bl A
FHIRE g 65 °C L HoAth S 45 R 1.2.3(8)

L2.4 Rk SR A b 4 A 5 % 1 (central
composite design,CCD) JFL i, &5 & 5 B KL 50 45 1, It A
Ak g 0 IO A o R o o TG VS VP St o U A 8 AR P B I L 2R
F T A D o TR AR T 1 B e R4 A B R T ik TR A7 0 A
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B Ll AR e i b AR K VBT ARG B 2R R PR T Z A Ak

TE o VEM I (0.1 mL/g « B2 5AEJHESE (15 min) JEH
Bt A T 18] (10 min) KEAGEE 48 (0.15 mL/g « i) 51E M
BRI (10 min) [ 45400 T L 25 5800 L R PR 2 1l & L O
0y A FE O BE L B Ik B4 FH UL BE XF DPPH [ i 257 PR F /Y
AL
1.2.5  dE7KiE b A AL RS (£ 4E Xt DPPH - 1935 B g

S AT 3 [ 44 b oK 7t 48046 U 2 19 77 2 % TADF
GEB LW WP AAE RTINS, KRB UK T L mN
Trolox I WAE bR a4 W br vE i 22 #F 5 BT &AL g H
Trolox %5 $it & fk fiE /1 (Trolox equivalent antioxidant ca-
pacity, TEAC) &7~ , Rl Trolox pmol/g IADF(F &) , Z BEAE
A AR

M5 J7 W5 AR 46 Serpen SV R L & W R B 10 mg
IADF, i A 1.7 mL DPPH « &5 DA#E47 ) i [0.024 mg/mL
i DPPH ZE 95 %) i ], 2 #:/E LL DPPH - 9N AR
G TFIR AW 015,25 min B 4359235 3 min, {fi 154
5 DPPH R 78 40 I L. KK IR & P L 9 200 X g B0
2 min, I4E FWE W T 734 nm &b B, DN WG . W
A TR] ME B 425 24 30 min,
1.2.6  S(4EALFE ] SPSS16.0 I Design Expert 7.1 #4745k
. Jr 22 H (P<C0.05 F i E 25, JH Turkey’s HSD
PEAT 530 BOHE LAY 2908 = A o e 2 987
2 a5
2.1 HERERNLZERS

M1 AT, A R R B T SR R (2.56 &
0.03) %0, Al MRS RA L 355 , AL AL R—. ¥
AR B 8004, H b T I Mk I £ i R
W BIF I 45 5 o AT RE 2 b U3k 30 b1 A R 2 40 1) M A B2 - 38 A 4
P BB

Rl MEBREDPHULERS

Table 1 Components of orange pomace (n=23) %
) Wix EE % &
s 3.06+0.06 JsE 4. 2.56+0.03
Jig Wi 2.9340.15 | WIIEMERE AR 40.5440.65
HEE 0.15+0.01 NEHEREEL4 38.5440.39
] b 34.58+0.42 SR 4T Y 79.1040.90

2.2 MRULRBER

AR A R 00 25 0L f B 0 A A R B R R
)RR L 25 A S T A R T I DL RN b iR
TR LR 20 JEAT DU R 2R K B0 b i 3. 45 2R L3R 3.
Xt 3 AT Zoc AW R RAR YO ZRE
T 0] 5 75 O

Y=13.17+0.22X, +0.24X, +0.34X; — 0.062X, —
0.14X,X,—0.38X, X, +0.19X, X, +0.077X, X, +0.11X,
X,—0.48X,X,—0.25X7—0. 27X3—0.25X% —0.58X?,

(D

FK2 HLDHEEGRITEERAKFER

Table 2 Factors and levels of central composite design

e XoBHE L XoBPEE PR X REMEHE X WL B
(mL/g)  J&/(mL-g V) FHREE/C  AWEE/TC
—2 31:1 0.16 61 61
—1 3311 0.18 63 63
0 3501 0.20 65 65
+1 37:1 0.22 67 67
+2 3901 0.24 69 69

x3 MEALENTLEEGRRAREER
Table 3 Central composite design and results of

antioxidant activity

TEAC/(10~ 2 mmol

= X Xz X Xy
Trolox « g~ ! IADF)
1 — 1 —1 — 1 — 1 0.987 332
2 1 —1 — 1 — 1 1.127 049
3 — 1 1 — 1 — 1 1.304 024
4 1 1 — 1 — 1 1.210 879
5 — 1 — 1 1 — 1 2.803 651
6 1 —1 1 — 1 2.617 362
7 —1 1 1 — 1 2.840 909
8 1 1 1 — 1 2.477 645
9 — 1 —1 — 1 1 0.782 414
10 1 — 1 — 1 1 3.083 085
11 — 1 1 — 1 1 1.164 307
12 1 1 — 1 1 2.887 481
13 — 1 — 1 1 1 1.136 364
14 1 —1 1 1 1.080 477
15 — 1 1 1 1 2.757 079
16 1 0 0 0 1.387 854
17 — 2 0 0 0 1.294 709
18 2 0 — 1 0 2.924 739
19 0 — 2 0 0 1.182 936
20 0 2 0 0 2.831 595
21 0 0 — 2 0 1.192 250
22 0 0 2 0 2.999 255
23 0 0 0 — 2 0.884 873
24 0 0 0 2 0.689 270
25 0 0 0 0 2.980 626
26 0 0 0 0 2.961 997
27 0 0 0 0 3.269 374
28 0 0 0 0 3.064 456
29 0 0 0 0 3.651 267
30 0 0 0 0 3.064 456

B 225 A el A B Y P AR B . BLA A 2 (Lack
of FIOK I P=0.059 6 (P>>0.05) , 2 7 2 ) R 55 2, 56 4
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P2 AR IS 25 0 T4/ . B R? =87.78 % it W55 U 41 4 A% JiF
RAF IR R 25 /N BT B R 5 08 . el 6 AT R T oK 43 B
FNBIN AN [/ B2 0 4% 14 i il 4% 19 TADF (e 8Lk . ik 4
AL AR X X X X XLV XE LX) DS YR I
(P<<0.01), X, . X, X2 XEXT DS Ay 52 W 58 3 (P<<0.05) , i3 1]
LT e B FEKT I Rz (09 5% AN 2 TR B M O R L S B
R IUERA 3 R

I 1) W] R0 AE B /N T 35.7 0 1(mL/@) B, B &
BHE LB, P P TADE st A At . 2k
WK T 35.7 1 1(mL/g) LhJG » Bt A Ak M bl & 3 5038 i
Ry &%, [, B & & B g f 35 m . 354 F] T TADF

Py

o

Trolox$T E b1 X &
o :

oy ooy o

14 32 B, AE Y AT 2 0 (>0.21 mL/g » i) 45 AL 1
HI T R

H1 1 Ch) Al s 2R b — B R A R A T
12 RE % (2 0 T $2 TADF R0 Ak 5 24 v b il A AR — 78
I o 156 25 0H VG i 18 T 52 TADF B9 5ip & 40 v 0 B 1 05 .
TERHI L 34.68 © 1 (mL/g) . 3& ¥ G 1E FI IR & 3% 66.6 C iy,
IADF ) DPPH « 3% % 2% 4 B 5 Al .

P 1o AT, 20 H— 8 I B 2 1k Bl 1 3R
M7 BT 4R TADF bt fb ik 2 Bt R AR ES & E .
A e T B DF i Bt S0 10 0 5T 4 iy 25 i o 0 T R
IADF i 25 4 By Bl i 3R

Trolox Pt &AL 24
Trolox equivalent antioxidant
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Figure 1

amylase, and temperature of glucoamylaseon
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Interactive response surface for the ratio of material to liquid, the quantity of protease, temperature of
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B Ll AR e i b AR K VBT ARG B 2R R PR T Z A Ak

R4 MEMHEHZRMMEER T ESH
Table 4 ANOVA for Response Surface Quadratic Model

of antioxidant activity

FENKWE SFHFA AME B F {8 P {H
LR 23.81 14 1.70 7.70 0.000 2*
X, 1.20 1 1.20 5.41 0.034 5
X, 1.36 1 1.36 6.15 0.025 5
X 2.78 1 2.78  12.58 0.002 9% *
X, 0.091 1 0.091  0.41 0.529 9
Xi X, 0.33 1 0.33 1.50 0.240 0
XX 2.28 1 2.28  10.34 0.005 8* *
XX, 0.60 1 0.60 2.72 0.119 8
X2 X 0.096 1 0.096  0.43 0.520 0
X2 X, 0.21 1 0.21 0.93 0.349 4
X3X, 3.67 1 3.67  16.62 0.001 0" *
X? 1.67 1 1.67 7.56 0.014 9%
X3 2.03 1 2.03 9.21 0.008 4% *
X3 1.72 1 1.72 7.77 0.013 8*
X3 9.14 1 9.14  41.38 < 0.000 1*
ComE 331 15 o022
ES1) 2.97 10 0.30 3.61 0.059 6
afi 15 2% 0.34 5 0.069
MR 27.12 29

tToox ox ERWEE(P<0.0); x HEF P E(P<0.05),

Hy & 1CdD AT, 24 3E B B VR R B I 7E 66.5 ‘CLATH
B . 4 & E A B, TADF et Ak tEa LA,
B & S LA T 3R TADF $ue bt & .

& 1Ce) ] A, 2 8 [ B A it — 5 B B 5 S AL B A
FHREE i 14 0, BE 6% A A% b 32 B TADF . 3 HAR vJ fg %t 45 &
P P 28 S5 BT 4L 1b W o Ak B R AR T .

ey & TCOD AT UE b B A IR — e i B W AL AR
FRBER THE L TADF iy He &4kt B 22502 4 56 1Y 48 1T iR
FELYLE 67 °C WL BEAE F IR 294 64 “CH . IADF ) DPPH
T B AR KA.

FIJH Design Expert 7.0 #8347 L2 S8 i46 . 80010
£ 0 R EE 33.58 1 1(mL/g) , LB & 0.21 mL/g « JZ
L VER BEVE IR T 67 °C AL BE/E AR B 64 C o XAk
A2 e BEAT 30 U8 52 3%, I 48 7 B A6 S 3.520 mmol
Trolox/100 g TADF, 5 i | { (3.556 mmol Trolox/100 g
IADF) B4 — 30, B R B UE 1 [l 19 J7 F& 09 1F 8 P R % i
#1%),

ADF (#5704 P 32 224008 T I b i 2 19 2 B R i X
L6 22 ) I 43 g A 4R B Z2 B (EPP) il A 0] 32 B £ B (NEPP)
Hr EPP 5 5 #2 U, H 2L A AR 88 19 B 4016 3% #07 , ii NEPP
— M SRR AT 4E AN RE R I BRAE S R VR T A LIS
K, ZHEHETDTEPRAE S S ENPIALERYT
HoAp iy EPP, At A 2 #1758 5 oF 55 H i) NEPP & 8,
NEPP ¢ K it 4k B eh 3605 T b iR i A % 15~30 £, B Al

Y, SCHR A EPP A1 NEPP 7 ¥ i i 3 A 58 42— 250, HE I 5
PR AT B 5 b T W R A R B G
3 ik

G0 e 0% A 2805 RO A7 Bz i vh i TADE . Ak i 38 35 ]
BHRLE 33.58 1 1(mL/g)  FE A B & 0.21 mL/g « i, i
KRR IR 67 C B AL G AE PR B 64 C & T, BT 42 I
i TADF $i 84 808 £ .2 . 25 3.520 mmol Trolox /100 g
IADF. Z#F 5 W “ADF”ix —#E & i % . L TADF B4R Ak it
HAGFRBEAT L2 A0 B YA R WA HRGE . G, A TR
PR RIF 52 K A 0 45 R A7 B i TE P IV A 1 £ P TADF & K
PR OB A N S )RS S 5 AU R TR . BRIk
Sb TG B T TADF 75046 0 14 7T 58 5 5 b i & ()
e A W B 2 5 A L Y B A e A AR G LR B R AL B
¥R AF#H— BRI m .

5% 3
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