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Optimization of polysaccharide extraction from taro and its binding

capacities of lipid and bile salts in vitro
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Abstract: The extraction technology of water - soluble polysaccha-
rides in fresh taro was investigated in this paper. Using simulated
conditions of human digestion in wvitro, its fat-binding, cholesterol-
binding and bile salts-binding capacities were studied in order to eval-
uate its potential hypocholesterolemic activity in wvitro. The results
showed that the highest extraction efficiency of taro polysaccharide
could be obtain under the conditon of using solid-liquid ratio at 1 : 6,
reacting at 80 °C for 6 h with 85% ethanol, and the extraction ratio
reaches (4.92£0.18) %. Taro water - soluble polysaccharides ex-
hibited much higher binding capacities of both fat and bile acid, while
much lower one of cholesterol, compared to cellulose. The above re-
sults revealed that taro water - soluble polysaccharides could poten-
tially alleviate the hyperlipidemia.
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1 MRS 5%

1.1 #REN=E

LT MRS

IR T A Y AR AL AR R T
BEWrAS B 7= 3.5 kDa, FiGEEZGER;

a-VEM i : BR 9, [ R 25 4E 1A

JIE 0 37 6 - BR 2R, Bt LA ) AR ST
A1 0 BR B4 4= R ER : BR g, I i By ok A W AL B A R
JOFL T LR« AR SR, b B K AR IR B
HoAt 37 : AR %, g E 2545 .

L.1.2 EEUH

SIEREE 722 AL, R AR A BR A A

Wi 7 R AL RE-52D B, b33l i v A28 T

BB B O WL : Heraeus PRIMO-R A, 2% [ Thermo
Fisher /] 5

% T HL: Labconco 6L 2, BB A= A5 RN ] .

1.2 R AHE

1.2.1 FELMERRRT Y fESCH[12]0 5Ll Lk A &
B, MREBUERFERT A em) HEEHR L 1 6(g/mL)iIn A,
HEATHL 4 1 J5 A5 B 2 PR 1, 80 "CKVAHEIR 6 hi 4@
REEHR G 2K 4 000X g B0 15 min L, &9 LW H
0.1 mol/L NaOH K5 # pH Jy 6.0, ¥ 818 U/g il fin
T e o VE A L85 CCHEME 1.5 h, L /KI kx5 B & MU A
A, eSS 78 Kk ACK K % Wk A B A DR AR AR 1/5,
AE T WA WAETR K S S G4 CAET#HE
W BB W 4 000X g B0 15 min T3 UT3E H Sevage
WOED  ETEE=5: DU REE IR A WA EN R R
Sy Fik 3.5 kD) JF R T Wl kAL 2 s A .

1.2.2 FLKAERMME % GB 5009.3—2010 % & T
PRI AT

1.2.3  FEK P 2 & an il g

(1) e fi i £ 0 225 o < SR FH 2 19 e 60 L LA 4 4
WS VR IE g/ mL) Jp B AL bR, W 6 B A S Gh AR A%, I 75
FrufE 4R B y=0.079 42+0.032 4,R*=0.999 6,

(2) FESOM 202 5 0 I < A2 SCERC IS TR 160 Fe ik
s . RS EARECE LA 2 B R TR R 10 mg, S it
TR A, AR B 15 min, RS % 10 mL 458 P, K &
25 AR T 2 B R . R 22 W I T U R A Y
WRE UERA IR 1 mL R B T H 2 i BUB 4K 1 mL

/Z_\\A

Zl

{2 U BR 3 1230 7 W WS DU 5 25 B 9 7 Bk A
FRTRID.

124 iR #mUDIiTE.

CXVXDXM, xX10°?
Y = 100% 1
m X M, (1 —w) . % D

A
Y—ZHHEE, 1
C—— U AL 2 Bl 0 10 0 5 B A9 R %2 » g/ mLs

VB AR 22 B VA TR 1B mL;
D—T R RS 4
HLZ B8 9 5 o mg s

M, — R BUT A Z B o 0 1 R i g

M, R TR0 T2 2 K 1 A L g5

w— B Ak K & i, g/100 g,

1.2.5 JAEREL&EE S MEITE17],

1.2.6 LM HRICR R Z LB BT RS RE X
KT 11T Rl 2 TR R B I R R RS i S R i 22
MR- IS EZHE F, W A B 58 DL 2 W15 28 o0 F8 A5, 4
VL b S B0 e 7 2 2 W i 4R IO 20300 47 Ak 5 J9r A 3k 0 # °F-
s 3 U BB .

(1) A H X = Sk R 2 B 4 TR 9 S )« [ 2 1.2.1 JF
P AR R AL BB 12 2,1 4,12 6,1 ¢ 8,
12 10(g/mL) . i 4 & 15 1R HE

(2) $E IR B R B o) Xof = 3k ML 22 0 B2 BCSR 1 R i
BN T # BOEBR HE 1 8(g/mL) EAT A1 14 i I
M E 2 W) 1.2.1, 43 51 F A [ 42 B & (70, 75,80, 85,90 °C)
FHRBOR R B R] (4,56, 7,8 h) i 1% 4 38 10 £ IO 5 4
B ]

(3) R4 B 2 3k 4L 22 % $ BBUR (A 5% i« of = 3k
VIR T He OB G 1 ¢ 8(g/mL) #E47 40 448 7 . 7 80 °C
KR 6 h, Ml EK I 12,1, A 2 BEARBU BOh
75%,80% ,85% ,90% ,95 % , i i £33 1) 2 BEAR R4 BK
1.3 FLHEMEMERERR
131 FERZHESMBENE S SHCE19]. 45 IR
— BRI Ak R A 4 R F 50 mL RIER .4
10 mL ZEM KM E - A5 0.1 mol/L $h IR WM pH & 2.0,
A 10 g Bl F 4R 5. 78 37 CHEIR/KIB 1% 2 ho I
H R HEEIRE A 0.1 mol/L & A b4 Ok #E & pH A
% 7.6,37 CULLIEEE 2 h j§.4 °C 4 000 r/min B 0>
20 min, /NC B BR 12 R G5 A W  F FRICH 5 52 BRI
AR AR B AR B T A E R, SRR
A 7 BT s A KT R AT T R B W A R A A
fEVig. AR g a S s B8R (g/g) . [ 3
APATIE S IO YA .

1.3.2 FLZHS5HEENLGS SRCE[20]. ¥ AR
JHE I 3 Sk 22 b A BRI BE IR RIS R E AT 2 A Hop
1 mL RHREBH A 100 mmol/L £ fi# B 44 . 20 mmol/L
JIH [ 5 .50 mmol/L Jf& .1 320 mmol/L 44 {b44.150 mmol/L
BRERZE phB (pH 7.4) . K28 (X R L3 Sk 2 BERE B A B 47 4
T IS B T SR S5 IR A VA W AE 37 CE IR IR
kSR 2 b, IE7E 10 000 r/min B0 20 min, W4 b5
0O TR 0 s L v M R A A O Y A
PLAE 503 Sk 20 45 4 R B 22 SR AR R (mg/g) . M 3 I
AT L BT .

1.3.3 FhZRS5MKREHNGEGESE SHECE20]. FRR—
ETRR ML Z MR TR ET 50 mL HERE
LA 5 mL 0.1 mol/L hFRIE A 37 °C1H IR KV vh 85 3%
2 h, A 0.1 mol/L & A AL 13 WO AL i pH I 2 7.6, 43 51m

133

m




F32%55 108 b4l

PEAE K R IBCT 200 B LA b 255 i 5 A IH BR 26 B Ty BF 52

A% 0.5 mg/mL JHEfEh A9 pH 7.6.0.1 mol/L B2 2% v ik
10 mL,37 “CHE &% KW ik 2 h, [/ I BUR 9025 - R
JRERZS . XF b Oh B R ER R U AT 0 A . b R Eh A A
LSRG AR M 2R E L 2L A R L e
T Sk 2SS G AR I 2 SRR (mg/g) . i 3 W4T IR
5 B .

2 HRGIE

2.1 FIEHENRNEGMKK

2.1 CRRR A Sk SRR R A R R BT B R 4 B
B ) — 2 B 22 A B OIS S5 R G BB A O . L TR L X
S Z R BOCR A5 I 1,

5r

kB hEE
Yield of taro polysaccharides/%

1:2 1:4 1:6 1:8 1:10
BB L
Solid-liquid ratio(g/mL)

CRREE PR E

Effects of solid-liquid ratio on the extraction of

Figure 1

taro polysaccharides

AT 1T S Sk 20 Bl B R B ORL I LE 1 g R 2 8 B
THEaH G HARRR LR T 12 6(g/mL) I, 3 3k 2845 38
BHARG LR R T 1 8(g/mL) I, 4G REAR R
AR OB LI /N R A A S BIOHE IROAY B B R BEL AR 22 B Y
A0 R ORI 5 ORh R LA B E AR B
PR 28 R ST BORI i 0038 1 368 3 3l 25 P IR A L T A 2
AR LA AR L N R A B 2 B B R AR R
AR 3 2 B Sk vp B 1 B A K TR R A B T L S BUS 2
ZWE 4 BCh R 2 BRI ET ROk L R
8Cg/mIDBEIE 45 . 1K 5 4 75 05 551 %S BR VG A Sk 2 Y $2 I
SERIEA L
2.1.2 RGO B F PR PO (A0S Sk SRR BOR g w2
ERCAR 52 R 5 HCARE ) F 4 Sk 22 i B 4 2 ) AL T 2.

Ay B 2 AT R S AR B SR B AR T 80 C L SR I
B/ T 6 hoist Bl 2 2 HOHR B2 A9 T s A R JBUINE 8] 9 0 <,
S 22 WP HOA SR (8 25 SR BOR T 80 "C L R [l
JEZRAF R 3k 2 W 0 R O AR AL 22 S R R HLAR IR ) i
6 h ZJ5 . B SR T [A] A9 S <, SRR B AR . X AT RE
VAR B8 35 T A L D i O Y B B R % O R R T e T 3
Ko—EWET 5 HE B I8 203 A7 TR T il 2 3 £
Bl PR AR IR S O . 2 B R B 5 v T RE N 2 A A R
P HE AT R G A 72 S BR AR 77 O AR I I ] A
SPECREFENI . L, 2R 5 B REAE K 2 B AR E 1 SR U
BEH 80 C LRI [AIHL 6 h.
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Figure 2 Effects of extracting temperature and time on the

extraction of taro polysaccharides

2.1.3 LR EO Sk ZHHEBCR R I LB R R
NEERBRYMEZHERBRENERRRZ —. SBERS
ROk Z BHEBCR A2 e UL 1A 3. i 181 3 AT, 22 4 R
5 LW BOREA B AR G AH Y SR B Bk 8506
Jai Bl LB LI N 20 Bl PR IR B A 2 R A L T L L
WL EZ R BRI M B A i 3 S S PR R xfE . [
UL Sk M R RIS 1) SRR BT BOH 855

z 7
—

3,

—n
———nm

3k W R
Yield of taro polysaccharides/%
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CEHAR ML
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B3 ZEBARS B SBRRENG YA
Figure 3 Effects of alcohol concentration on the extraction

of taro polysaccharides

2.2.4 FRHMZBERRRTZMA  7EL LR
Sy b 0T FRIBCS ] 4R IO BE BRI LR L B 4 IR
HEAT Ly 3 IEZIAE it IR F R 2 MR R T . %
R K O 1.3 Sof 22 W 4R 25 A 1 28 1K 0 11t A 2
TSN ER I 2.3,

H1 3 2 7L 5 A Sk 20 MR IR B 4% TR A A O R
WK R B>A>>D>>C, B U R 52 00 £ 0 3, 42 BOiEL  H

F1 FASHERBMEXTKRBHERMKE

Table 1 Factors and level of extraction of taro
polysaccharides by orthogonal test
” ARBUR BB C R D 2EEE
YIS /A g/mb) /%
1 75 4 1:6 80
2 80 6 1:38 85
3 85 8 1:10 90
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Table 2 Orthogonal test of extraction on taro
polysaccharides
R A B C D b E
1 1 1 1 1 3.23
2 1 2 2 2 4.63
3 1 3 3 3 4.44
4 2 1 2 3 4.12
5 2 2 3 1 4.62
6 2 3 1 2 4.78
7 3 1 3 2 3.78
8 3 2 1 3 4.53
9 3 3 2 1 4.45
""" Bl 410 371 418 a0
k2 4.51 4.59 4.40 4.40
k3 4.29 4.56 4.28 4.36
W2 R 0.41 0.87 0.22 0.30
R3 AEHWE
Table 3 Analysis of Variance
AR WM BHEE ¥R Ffd
A 0.25 2 0.125 14.46
B 1.50 2 0.750 85.63
C 0.07 2 0.035 4.16
0.16 2 0.080 9.06
""" wx 007 8 0009
sl 2.05 16

t Foosc.e) =4.46,Fo1c2,8 =8.64,

W CTERAR G BRI 2 B LG S A /N o O 25 43 BT 45 2R
(3 3) 5% 1Y X 26w o () 45 B A ) L 482 BT B A 2 i A AL 4
BUAE 0.1 1 0.05 1 25 M /K T % 2 3 ML 2 8 45 2R 14 52 i 22
S E AR Z RN M A E R E RS, A
MORHR R T 12 6 (g/mL) B RE LY 3 0 i AR O 5 e 2 Sk
R EH A, EERR L 1 6(e/mL) R, X 5 30k
(12,15 T30 e 3 3k o R 1y 22 0 38 ORI L B AR — 2, W]
TLASTR) A TR M X Sk Z KIS P22 RN 3. P k4R
Wl & 2 ML 2 0 0 e 4L A 8- Ay B, G Dy, B3R BT B2
80 °C JEHLIF ] 6 h Bl kL 1 ¢ 6(g/mL) . Z WKL 4 3L
8500 . DAMKIR AR 25 25 Rl AT 4 3k 22 0 i I 30O 38 i 52
54T 3Lk 2 T SR IR N (4.9250.18) 5, &
REAR AB,C D i BRI T ZA A .
2.2 FIEBWHOEIMERHIR
2.2.1 FRZHHMEMWA G TR,
A3k BR[04 A RO L IEL 4 R 4,

B & 4 AT FE R AR A I 0 Ak T R B op, A Sk
225 %) S0 1 5 G e B A S 3 0T B, 2 m A 2 Sk

2.6
T 241 T~ .
R L22r
& ; 2.0r
o <
g‘ én 1.8
£ = 160
T
E 14p
1.2 | . I I I
50 100 150 200 250
3% 2RI

Addition of taro polysaccharides/mg
B4 FEXEBFImENXBHESARG YR
Figure 4 Changes of fat-binding capacity of taro polysaccha-

rides with different additions

T4 FIESBEEARRESERENLE
Table 4 Comparison of fat-binding capacity of taro

polysaccharides and cellulose

ZHEEM Wi/ mg A5 ARNIGES /(g gD

B e 150 2.4540.09
22 3 % AR 150 0.764+0.05

ZHE KT 150 mg W, 45 A N8 Vi 0y & ik 8l K| (2,45 £
0.09) g/g, B2 LA K. N b, BF 58 2 Sk 22 05 4 I 1% 0 0
HEFF TR AN R 150 mg, ph 3 4 AT %0, 2 3k 244 6 i ik
WM ALER, G H S NEWIBEJ1{U N (0.76 £0.05) g/g. H
AR 2 Sk 2 E AT DUE A 508 0 0 45 5 R w0 e 5 1E B
AT AR R, B — A B R R T R . X 5 X0 IR AR A
TR S 8 1 T BB AL A ZE 2 05 06 T 45 A BE
TIFFR 25 R A — 5.
2.2.2 ERZWSMEREMNS GRS T DA g R I3t
R TR R] & B 0 3 Sk 2B RE S (1~ 3) &5 4 IR [ T 1) 550 8 L
K 5,

B 5 R, 5 o) B L, S Sk 22 0 5 18 [ R Y 45 A RE
WA | N E N il R S S s Y ] B W SR 2

351
z 30
= £
25 P
e
€iTa
%P
BT 2150
£
=g 10f
=
= Ll
0

[Z35 Fef2 K3 Xif R

FE AR
Samples
i 1K ZH 7.5 mg FEA 2 EREHE IS mg FER 3. kL
B5 20 mg  XFHR. ZF4EF 20 mg
BAS FhEBEHEFTAREARLELSRAIGH A
Figure 5 Effects of cellulose and taro polysaccharides on

cholesterol-binding capacity
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PEAE K R IBCT 200 B LA b 255 i 5 A IH BR 26 B Ty BF 52

BB R M LB 55 27 4 3R OF AR AR . 2 2 4 AN —Fh R
VA I 2T Al 5 o W B IR L R — 2 A BE B 1
T A W SCH) L GE Wy » (07 L T P o 8 e i 286 I8 W5 A A it 94
T S5 390 AU O e R 0 Sk o Mk I [ i v 45
AESIAR 55 » U W3 3k 22 B 7S RE 400 ol AL [ e I o Ak o . e
Fie M 19 B AR AL 0 75 28 Bk — A T 5T .

2.2.3 FRZHESMEREB ORI A RE A R 2
— R FLAT A 5 A T AT A o A L MO T s AR e Y
T A R R o A A 2R AR P R AR R T
TR 2 Sk 20 B AR Xk BE R R 25 5 BE 52 e LA b 5 R TR
ARG5S IHMRERAE J1 Y LRSS SR DL 6 Rk 5,

= 757
o O\
R Z sst \
=g
£ & a5t -
.LE\[ ED /
s = 3.5¢ -
& 3
= = a5
[
T O15f
<
P ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
05 5 10 15 20 25

Sk Z W
Addition of taro polysaccharides/mg

B6 FREHAmEIERELELSRAGT A
Figure 6 Changes of bile salts-binding capacity of taro poly-

saccharides with different additions

x5 FAsBEABLILEGHEBRIBENILE
Table 5 Comparison of bile salts-binding of taro

polysaccharides and cellulose

ZWERR TN /meg 454G HERERRES)/ (mg - g D)
B IEZ 12.5 7.1140.36
2 4 I 12.5 0.56+0.03

1

Hi I 6 BT FE R AL B i BT R Sk 2B S R
450 RE 0 Bk 10y 6 o 2 B 0 i O s B Y Sk 2
X R £ 1 e R 25 A RE I (7.1120.36) me/g. WMk
Z WX BB R i LA RAF 0 45 A RE 0. HL B 3E ELAS
12.5 mg, BRI 25 25 N 220 36 3 K A5 45 45 BB 0 A3 T T %
5 R K R IR Hh A 255 BE D s T AT 4R A L iy
TN - 5 2T 2 F2 0 B IR I A () 3 Sk 22 0 a6 ok IR R R TR
AU ) HLAE M T ) TS e R R AR S AT i R T [
T A A AR Y 1R B U1t v g IR T 1 3k ) i
BOR . AN A B R 28 O AT AR S 0 ) R i
R [ e R S 5 DA 0 S S = T A e TR ) K
fift o A — S R JEE L 0 ) 0 R I Y R, Sk 2 BB 4
Fr REER £ H1 o 2 5 s ] ok 0 ) 7 e O [ e A O A S
B D 0 1V LA A PR I i B 5 4 AR [ IR ) 25 L o
WA S 1 L — PO
3 ik

(1) 75 5 R Al 3 2 G S8 e B A 1 e A
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ZBERBU c AE L2050 3R BUR B 80 °C 4R MBS [A] 6 h,
BHE L 1 s 6(g/mL) . BB 3 B 85 00 i, 3= sk 2 B 1 42
HUZ 35 (4.9240.18) % .

(2) PRI HERE AT de e 4 R 5 B xHR R 2E L £
WEAE MR SMBLEL S 1 20 58 T 45 6 M 25 VI &k L I [ s 1 fg ) i
TR RSN IR I E RS BE —E8 s
AE 1, %k B I A0 IR R (4 45 G B 0 i T AR 4 2L T NS I 7
MEEGRE AT TR, RUELZHEA T Mk
SPRE e R S T e BN 75 AR A K ™ A R I T —
1 BRI AR B
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