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Comparative study on two methods for sugar detection in Jerusalem artichoke

== 2
w R

HUANG Zhong-yi*

N
ZHANG Xue-ying'

ZHANH Fa-sheng'
(L MPE HEME SR W T 41600052, W84 £ b B 46 I B 95 B . W e 1 7

R a # F @

SHI Yan' HUANG Jing'

410000)

(1. Xiangxi Autonomous Prefecture, The Food and Drug Inspection, Jishou, Hunan 416000, China ;

2. Hunan Food Supervision and Inspection Institute, Changsha , Hunan 410000, China)

FEE R A F MM B EA 3.5-Z A Kb &kl 2
HEFERNFTERBRAEE ST o E_Fn
R TR, EREN, AR A& FATHEAD
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Abstract; This paper compared the pros and cons, the operability of
two methodology, by using the Fenlin reagent titration and the 3,5-
dinitrosalicylic acid colorimetry, to determine the reducing sugar con-
tent and the total sugar content in the wild Jerusalem artichoke from
Xiangxi. The RSD value is 2.00% by using Fenlin reagent titration
and the precision is 8 %6 ~13% , while, the RSD value is 1.68% by u-
sing 3,5-dinitrosalicylic acid colorimetry and the precision is 2.5% ~
4.0%. It is concluded that the Fenlin reagent titration method is sus-
ceptible to the finish measurement etc factors, especially for samples
with low sugar content, but is more suitable for detection of sample
with color, while the 3,5-dinitrosalicylic acid colorimetric method is
simple, fast and suitable for batch processing, the RSD value is
0.55% when the color reaction system is in 135 min. the color reac-
tion system is quite stable, little effect on the low concentration sam-
ple, and the result is more accurate.
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ZU L RIS N T AR 3 B T 1 e 3 R
Bl TE B ORI I R OR g B W AT 9T U7 T T R X B K
M AR SR | e SO SR AR P Al K N PR R A I BB
WA 2000 ~35%, P fE g Eh i R B E S
15% ~20%27,
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e G PR T A vk IR B 2 L Bl e 0 o R T M
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1.3 k&S NEHE
e HNAL LAY O 06 UV-2500 B, 9 H U3 GR D A&
PSSR
PR T BSA 2248 B W R IF R A A A 5
L B 3L K V4 B - DZIKW-S 8, 550 1l ok Ot B 18 97 X 4
AR

1.4 H&mEN
1.4.1  FESETAb 3

1) TR A S Ve L BT BRORT BB 43, P 38 T A% 1 R
3 min, il B SR AT .

(2) B 3 SRR AR ST RE S 5 ~6 ¢ BT
250 mL =g, EEH 50 mL KPR HEEL BRI A Z,
FREEFNE G A8 & 5 mL, I T L BRE A BHE D . AR5
F/KERZE 250 mL U RIAT,

(3) Sl o OB A ARSI FRICZIFE S 2 ¢ BT 250 mL
AR I A BR K VA TR (3 1 200130 mL, F =40 Fm 1
PG HE R A W K VA PR K A 15 min, SRIF W KB HL
6 mol/L S A WA pH 2 v d: (0 B2 n A 2 R B A
WA FALPR 4 5 mL, JH T 2B & G B AR . IF K & %
2 250 mL B4R I8 1% BOBE K U
142 Sobciat 500 i 2 2 CHRT AR i 5 120

(1) Sk AB WbT A€ « A R L 3% Ak ALB I W4 5 mL
BATRSEMA 20 mL 7K 19 200 mL #EJE I H (A7 T2 58 i A —
SE R bR E R AT, — A 9~10 mL) L AR E TH
WA E I CR il = AR 2 I 5 R 5 TSR S
o AR B — A AR M) 1.0 me/mLL 7 %G 0 AR T
FE RS G ORI 25 5 30 s T4 76 4 25 0 A o 1 800 14

[1]

m

L B K (RP 3R Ak AB ¥ 45 5 mL A4 F 1.0 mg/mL 7
AR D

(2) FF b T000 A2 < VERR I R bk A B IR IR & 5 mL iltA
B mA 20 mL KK 200 mL #EE . 3% 505 8 T -
oA L R S KA R S ZE 2 R 0 S T R K R R
I

(3) FE AL IE R 2 MEF IR 2R AR A B IF A& 5 mL i
AT MA 20 mL K[ 200 mL HEJE I o A L 3908 o 2>
I mL fAE SRR 3250 )5 B T i bR = o I L AR
KSR TR R 0 SR T R KRR T A R O < A A T
FEHITE 2 min N5EHD .

(4) I JFOBE CLA 4 B ) & =i 5

_ K X250 X100
m XV X1000"

s

X b PR R &, 205

K— 3% AB 4% 5.0 mL 24 F 1.0 mg/mL 4] & b
PRV & mL;

250——#F T A I 5 B AR, mL;

V—{ kLI E 2k AB IHEAE Y AR . mL;

M— M E, g,
1.4.3 3,5-AH R KA R L 6012 CRTAR L B8

(1) #F 5 MR ER BT AL B 4% 38 1 30 B3 BUAS [A] ()
9 1.0 mg/ mlL 3 % E AR 1E A WORAE §h AL R A 25 mL [
ER I AN R K E 3 mL. & O o A B @R
2.0 mL, ¥ K P 5 min, skK B A HEEA R 25 mL
E5) (T« Wb KV B UK OK V8 3 5% 1 )R 3 — 20, L 8 B
30 min J57E 540 nm P AL I R OGBE Abs {H . eh 5 % b
B ME TR Tk B (Bt 5 1) S IROGRE Abs fHAEPRUERD £X .

(2) & J5O8E LA 2 ) & =it 5

_m' X 250 X f X 100
m X v X1 000

(@Y

s (2)

VO
X1 Rf ol SO A0 35 kL 005
m’ R AR v 2RO S A R L A

p=N
H.mg;
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Table 1 Liquid samples and standards before processing design table
. ] ) M T TR o v 7 2 fhokit/  DNSIF/ kBT RHGER
W HCEE/ mL Wit/ g mL mL I 18] / min AR/ mL
1 0.0 0 3.0 2.0 6 25
2 0.5 500 2.5 2.0 6 25
3 1.0 1 000 2.0 2.0 6 25
4 1.5 1 500 1.5 2.0 6 25
5 2.0 2 000 1.0 2.0 6 25
6 OO / 2.0 2.0 6 25
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AP A TR ARG I TR v Y LE L

250——HF AR D ok P A AR, mL;
SR RRAEEL
L €600 7 B 8 BB 1 T A AR R, mL
FEME A . g,
2 KRGS S b
2.1 MRWSEE IR IR

St TR N EME ED S SR, & NY/T
2332—2013¢ 2L S M & 1 A9 A 43 06 0 B R ) SR AR UM
X DNS Lo, i 6 ] 35 K- 58 % 9 490,500,510,520,540 nm,
A 00 3 A X AR E R S H E] A L 500 pg £E 400~600 nm iF
XRG4 R IUAE 540 nm AW B B FLAR 8 AR 3k
56 46 0 38 K A 540 nm,
22 BEREERHNBEENE

T X AR AE R B E] A1 500 g TEAS R B[] B YO
L B b 9 o T ARG A D 25 R R A BT LR 2,

®2 BEREARNBENSE

Table 2 The stability of chromogenic reaction system

v

m

BRAARUE DN 2224 40.732 04 2% R G 32 41 1 B8 ) 5 A i 30 )
Bk SRR A b v S AT B ik e AR & o X, =
5 272.656 2Y—9.275 7,486 2% R* =0.999, 13 B W) Fh kT 1fiz
w45 L I o i S A Al H FIAR L B o ARG W 45 R e B 43 A
W3k 3,

3 MAERRNERREESHN
Table 3 Standard test results and data analysis
¥ 5 ERRRE X, Abs ff X, Abs
T/ pg
1 0 0.000 0.000
2 500 0.069 0.098
3 1 000 0.165 0.196
4 1 500 0.232 0.282
5 2 000 0.304 0.382
6 3 000 0.470 /

FRUERRZE X1 =6 392.070 57Y+ X,=5 272.656 2Y —
T 12.233 5 9.275 7
X RBR?

0.999 0.999

LN Abs fi BiEY WSS bRiEpE
fif [A] / min H/pg  WEHEIEBO/ % &/ pe
30 0.295 1 544.55 2.97 1 500
50 0.302 1551.72 3.45 1 500
65 0.304 1 560.81 4.05 1 500
85 0.304 1 563.87 4.26 1 500
95 0.304 1564.59 4.31 1 500
115 0.305 1567.89 4.53 1 500
135 0.304 1566.12 4.41 1 500

T BRI (E 1 559.93 pg,ﬂ‘(ﬁ{ﬁ 21.57 pg,SD {H 8.60,

RSD {# 0.55% ,

12 2 Al AR E R AT E 1 500 pg W00 N AR R R
PEAR W, 30 ~ 135 min W 4 )% i i R 3B W R, F ¥ E
1559.93 pg e 2 21.57 g M8 3K F 9596 B4 [, RSD
i 0.55%,

2.3 REMZHER

e 1B TR A A AR v i 2 X\ =6 392.070 57Y +

12.233 5. MK RELR? =0.999 T AOFR MR 2%y 45.539 75

2.4 HRBERN

J 9 AN T A 0 7 9 o () — A SR HEAT 5 AT R
T, JT A5 G 0 45 53 B R T 1 147 i 255 L AR X A oE D 25 45 $OHE O
Brilk 4.

2% 4 AT, B SRR A DN B R E R A E 5 K,
3 1A A A SR AR T B 25 1.59% . RSD 2k 2.00%
VLW ERS % B e . A tb kst M —FE M EE W 2 5 K,
HI 2% 4 P B 00 YOS B TR A T 2 2R 43 A R A
X540 2% K 1.37 % . RSD K 1.68 % (R 2 B 43 B 5 2%
PR B S Ak L g R R S PR 3R BT e L 3 T A
S5 R BARTAS 23 Br Lo 2 10800 & 32 B8R ) o U6 WAL & bbbk
Frht 1500 pg LU I RE S LB TR RS % B AR
2.5 HEmIEEERN

FA b AS [R) ARG O 95 % 5 AN AR 84T 38 JROBE I E A A
T, BT A5 45 R MBS 43 pr L3R 5.

B35 5 ATl B ROBE & IR T 1 500 pg B R e 5 1
A U A 5 ST A T 2 2 R 0000 40 M7 8 25 SRR i R R o X b
PR PR AR B A B0AE 3R WOAE it F 0 B A 0 45 SR B8R T AS

R4 HBREBERNERREESR

Table 4 Samples of total sugar test results and data analysis

¥/ WEETY TH MXTE bR AR
Ko7 vk B/ % 2 ’ "
% /% iz d W2/% 2 SD 2 RSD/%
W E Y 26.44  26.02 25.21 25.29  25.85 25.76 1.23 4.77 0.41 1.59 0.52 2.00
RS 32.69 32.25 31.36 31.64 31.67 31.92 1.33 4.17 0.44 1.37 0.54 1.68
o I 1L €23
1696 1713 1537 1791 1479
*ﬁﬁﬁ/ug
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Table 5

Sample reducing sugar test results and data

analysis %
T Ib 8 vk
FE i - -
1 2 HEmE 1 2 9%
RS 1 2.37 2.63 10.40 2.59/924 2.64/896 2.50
RS 2 1.92 2.10 8.96 2.06/829 1.98/801 3.96
FESL 3 3.12 2.78 11.53  2.69/809 2.78/1 096 3.29
a4 1.76 2.00 12.77 1.79/938 1.87/902  4.37
3.46 8.43 3.52/1 030 3.61/854 2.52

- | ¥
il
wl
w
—
(o]

FEdh 1.3.5 Sl PUBF A 353 s B 2.4 9 WiVL e 30 3 RS
JEE 5 1 T A A A T B AT A0 TR O A S 0 2R 2 3 2 B
AR AR 500, /75 B g 3 R L 6 ORE &
LN pes
BT LL €00 5 B RO RS — R AE 800 ~ 1300 . T e 2 1%
K — WA 2.0 ~4 5%, L Ea S EMNT
1500 pg A il ARG BE €65 325 LU G ¥k S A7 M R0 B B 8 o
"z,
2.6 REREEEERREQT
TP G0 75 325 A 0 A [ 8 B2 o o4 ) 20 R 9 ST 00 2 2R
B RAR S A L3R 6.

HT 22 6 TN R A T 1 T A AN TR (RO R
O I T A AR I &, 1 500 g b ME T 4G B RSD {H I &
B 1.86 %0, H ik ol 3.04 % . 1M 150 g i 25 B 42 W RSD
{EL3% R 5 R 5.04 %0 5 b 8 3% 3.27 %6, AT L3 A2 1k B0l H T AR
MR, 5 2.4 F1 25 AT —B ZEWHM.0O ™
Tofr 5 3 AR 0 o % AP A A L R R S A AR T A A U
A dity B SO 285 R X A o g 25 0K, 3R 5 PR 1,304,
VLB 6 1Y 150 pg (AR HER - FR 2 3 ik 500 0 22 125 iy R
EXEAUETE N E AT il I 2l N A S e E R |
AE ST 1 IRg Ek T A S ME Y T R T
25 DT S0P 158 2 0 TR e B2 AR o UL B g € o T B 0k
X e AV VAR 2 O R R 8 B 4 o 3 7E T AU E AL S W i AR
b Db 2 B B 06 R RO AR S T O i VR B R AR TR
25 SR 52 e AN K CRUZEGIE 2 66700 3o 8 Albs {F 76 A 7 il %
T P RIAT) s @ FE b €035 K 0 2o A2 v & B A T o R 1Y A
Y U I IO B Abs (B AH 22 35 R i SR A ORI B 4
s [e] B R TR) 2% APF 1 s o0 Y 42 b € 0k X T 2 SR L A8
Bt R) L ¥ Aot I 45 4 o] ok — 30, I HL A HE U T 0 AOHE T)
SR bR o 25 O T A VA TS o ViR AR A R
FHouF B € 7 R T AT AR E R H 8 R RS
T e R AR e A ORI L AELX T B Y R R 0 R 32
TR,

R6 TRKREFARRRUESERRBBEIF

Table 6 Different concentrations of glucose standard solution determination results and data analysis

. o A ‘ T/ ORI/ WM AR
il Jy % e R gs R/ g . o
Bk pg pg % SD fii 22 RSD/ %
. 1 500 1524,1569,1 578 557 3.80 28.93 1.89
W i
150 183,179,172 178 18.67 8.97 5.04
1 500 1583,1529,1 490 1534 2.27 46.70 3.04
He 5 3%
150 153,149,159 154 2.44 5.03 3.27

TR R G DU B3R 0K 2% b 4 (L #4922 {5 s o LD o S5 7 A U5 o4 L A9 AR AR A s i 1

3 ik
I UEW] 1500 pg b vl A 5 6 2 (8 B R R AE T
R PEAR I 1 559.93 pg M2 M 21.57 pg AG# Y

KT 95% L F.RSD 1l 0.55% . b5 e it £k 4 5 B %t R* =
0.999, 75 45 3 v OB 38 SRS & L 2% AR ) i 2
TR 3, 5- RN B K A IR b 6,1 25 R o VR B (L R OB
Bt 1500 pg LU D BE S AR L 3 22 % RSD S 2.00%4, t
{3 RSD O 1.68 % 5 (H X F e B 4 Ml CLb (i b & B AR T
1500 pg AR ) ARF it 9 4 00 A B €5 3 i 1 A T R
AT HERL 22 NGB — TR 8% ~ 13 %6 . T LU (0 W0 %5 —
TE 2.0%~4.5%, 3.5-Hl 3K R Lk v B N2,
Aab B R B AT L AR T ORHE R AL 3SR TR R
st BRI L ABUAS S F 1 8 A o (R

5% 3k
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