EHYRZEZHR 2015, 33(4) . 545~553
Plant Science Journal

DOI:10. 11913/PSJ. 2095-0837. 2015. 40545
BREERINIASEL=EHRERSLEERR
mAE, MKAE, S, R AT, THER

(1. BEVEIRE A, PRy 505 B4 AR, P54 710062; 2. BEVGITa ks, i TR S8 FRE%m, V5% 710062)

OB RDE A B A S U T R IOK Y TR B (ASP) |, 223 4 Bl = A8 1 23 1 45 B A R 1k 24
HZ 4 (S-ASP) | BRFRAL M IHZHE (P-ASP) | ZBtALHIHZHE (Ac-ASP) | BRHI LI ZHE (C-ASP) ,
il i LA CTE XA B AT S ASP BSEFY BEAT AL, IF AT PUAAL TR YE AT BR A i 368 o, DLRAS
— M PR TR R R A 0 2 HE . 2R BN . A B S 19 ASP J3 ) B A AR N B AR A I i, T
ZHEH) 4 ML B Rl KB 4 RS IR 2B R 8 T RB M2, HigBREEA
Hi%E (-OH) MyAE N TEWI ARk, HIEIR 1, 1-Z R B -2 25 JF (DPPH ") [t B ) Fe® ¥ & i g J5 ik
FULS I RE AT it sk, o P-ASPIS BB A T (0, ) H M AE S B3k ; Ac-ASP Miil Fe* i %k
HBR B A S B A RE ) feii, HIY R B —E RO R . AL R N YA SRRt — 20 ST k&
SR AE T — 52 B RL2 K

REEIR: HIHZHE, BRI bR, LA PRI

hESES. R284 XERFRIRAD . A MEHS . 2095-0837(2015)04-0545-09

Study on Chemical Modification and Antioxidant Activity of
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Abstract. Water soluble Angelica sinensis polysaccharide ( ASP) extracted from Angelica
sinensis was obtained by ultrasonic extraction, and was chemically modified by sulfation,
phosphorylation, acetylation and carboxymethylation. To obtain strong Angelica sinensis
polysaccharide antioxidant activity, we used the infrared spectrum to characterize structure
and study antioxidant activity. Results indicated that chemical modification of ASP had
corresponding characteristic absorption peaks, namely the four kinds of chemical modification
were successful. Different results were obtained by measuring antioxidant activity in vitro and
the scavenging free radical capacity of the five kinds of polysaccharide. Total reducing power
of the four modified polysaccharides was weaker than that of the unmodified ASP, and no
obvious enhancement in scavenging hydroxyl radicals was observed in the modified
polysaccharides, though the in vitro capacity of DPPH " radical scavenging and inhibition of
Fe” induced lipid peroxidation were enhanced. P-ASP was the strongest at scavenging the
superoxide anion radical, Ac-ASP was the strongest at inhibiting Fe®* induced lipid
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peroxidation, and they all showed a certain dose-effect relationship. The results of this study
provide a scientific basis for the further study and development of Angelica sinensis

polysaccharides.

Key words . Angelica sinensis polysaccharide; Ultrasonic extraction; Chemical modification;

Infrared spectroscopy; Antioxidant activity
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1 #MEERE

1.1 &R KT RALEE
1.1.1 ##

M9 ( Angelica sinensis) Wi V8% Jik i H 245 44
L&, BRI R 2= A e Bl AR K
WHHAZ % E, B Y IIR T 50°CHET . BrwE, ot
60 Hif, %, &H.

1.1.2 &#F

% LM, TK LM, TOKMERE | FAER . —
FROEIP e | 2 b, Sfbin, —SUEmE . 2R
it WO, SNE, BR, s a8, mRa
THN L, BERE, =E o, AR, Tris, &
PR E TR, BATE. MR, BEHEK, 1,1-
TUORSL-2- R (DPPH ) H 3k | AR HZ R
XK, PLIRMLER (Ve ) %5, 9 hHral
1.1.3 ¢5

T e AL (A6 BB AR AR A R A
A]) 5 HPX-9162 %5 i i #I%FR48 ( 1 PR S0l A
PRGBS P4 ) 5 JYO8-IIIDN AU 7 I 240 B s
BEHL (TR Z AR E R ARAR); RE-
52AA FUEREZE Je i ( LW AR AEARANER T ) 5 FD-
IA B THRAL (AL P B SE IR AL R A F] ) 5 Ten-
sor 27 £LAMEIEA (TEE S5 ) ; TU-1810 $4hA]
WA BT (A6 b8 F AR A BRTTAT A D) 5
KQ3200B #Yj 75 i1 17 1k i ( B Ll mio B 75 e A A
FRAHD
1.2 XWHE
1.2.1 HAESENRE

IUET | R S IEARSE T . IR . Wil
Sk B 1:10, 95% B, 8 7 I 41
TR 400 W, #7510 s, [HJEK 15 s, i 7 i [A]
30 min, #EX 3K; HtT,

BUERBS 2T, L 140 OB B R L
IMARGEIK , Bk HAR G35), B TS i
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P REAIL b S 500 VA R 22 (P B ISR 12 ) 7 5
BAE) . SEEAETE . 4°C 4000 r/min B0 3 min,
WV, DU, HERR 3K, RE 3k
Bk, B2 EWRaE, WA mmA 4 5N
95% W5, 4°C 8 12 ~ 24 h FHATEEDT, FE.LO
20 min 25 LiE W, UUEH /D BRI KEf, A
BIASHUKBENT 3 d, B0, BRI %GT
P, RIAS B 0 €0 85 RO P I 4 BB Y IE R 22 i

(ASP) .
1.2.2 HEASHEMLFEIG
(1) BRERIL &1

Z IR SCHR [ 8] 1Y J7 1% I W A WOk il 2% i Ak 3k
R, K A REEE | TR SRR ) = 1 ke
LS E & T koK T, SEmA 4.5 mL Jgk ik
WE, JFIRPEREREE, PR R s - omA 1.5 mL
SR R (45 1 T RO B, 297 30 min PN I N 52
B, M BER e [ A, B A B AL
R, WO, SEREINEE,

Tl BRI 2 b . HERFREL 0.1 g M40 R
BT 5mL IR B, B 20 min fif
HAYEIAT, SR g2t in A AR oh o R 20
KRR 1 h, FF BV 45 RS ] A
7.5 mL vkoK, g It 2.5 mol/L NaOH ¥
WS pH L E 1, FmA 3 B TEK L
i, BE 12 ~ 24 h HTHU0IE, B0k BEmR, Ut
WEE, WOKEN 3 d, BO, BCEERIE TR
T, NS EIGRER I 43 205 (S-ASP) .

(2) BEER K181

ZIESCHR [ 9] 1 77 1 I s M ke itk 1 1 AR R
0.1 g MHZWEAT 25 mL NaOH Ak (pH 12)
H, B 0.5 g NaCl, HinA 1.0 g =& %W,
T 55CHMFEFER N 1 h, WL RIFEHNEE
IR, 2L It/ 2.0 mol/L NaOH % A 4Y pH
EEPM, BinA 3B EBEN KO, #E
12 ~ 24 h Hrifiide, B0 LiHw, TiEE %,
TKBHT 3 d, B, BRI TR R T, R
RN BEIR AL YA Z 0% (P-ASP)

(3) ZERIL1E
Z MK [ 10] W97 36 TR M AR et . R R I

0.1 g MHZHREET 5 mL AW EEh, Wb

KA 2 h IR A4), A 0.17 g
LRI T AR TR 2 h, RN HREEHZE
FIRIIMA 3 A TCK LB, #H 12 ~ 24 h
Fribvive, &0k LI, DIERR, WmKEN
3d, B, WEWERETRRTE, S22
b 245 Z 8 (Ac-ASP)

(4) BPEANIEME

SRR 1] 7R I AR koatk WA PRI
0.1 g BIHZMEET 9 mL 20% NaOH ¥, #
JidHE 1 b TR, A 1.5 mL 4.0 mol/L
RACTREEW (SN BEECH] ), T 55°CIm i 1 =2 1

FERMEHRFERHEZE, HH 2.0 mol/L
HCI # IR pH EZE P, JiKENT 3 d, B,
B3 WO TR ORI, BIAS BRI S0k 24 5 20k
(C-ASP) .,
1.2.3 HASHEWLIIMEE(IR) R

B 4519 ASP, S-ASP, P-ASP. Ac-ASP. C-
ASP A& IR AR ( KBr) B K B T 50°CHLAS 4t
+2h, RS, EERFE AR RS, 0B BGE
HUET R 5 A YIH 2K S KBr K LA 1:100 1R A,
FEATWHE S TR -, 7E 4000 ~ 400 cm™ i F N k1T
[ HL AR 2T A
1.2.4 HAZHEREEHWNERE

ZOCER12] IR ERGHE , B 1 mL ¥
JE4y 9k 25, 50, 100, 200, 400, 800 ug/mL
) 5 Ff £ B 1% W (ASP, S-ASP, P-ASP. Ac-
ASP . C-ASP)#1 Vc T 10 mL X4 Hr, 435
JMA 0.5 mL @R EEZE #h i (0.2 mol/L, pH 6.6)
F11.5 mL BELAIE K (0.3% W/ V), T 50°CH
HK VRN 30 min, Ff B 45 A5 PR A, i
AT mL =R (10% W/ V), RS RS
¥5), B0 (4000 r/min, 10 min), B2 mL %
W, A 0.5 mL =5 L8k (0.3% W/ V) IFH
2 mL Z&BKF R, IREGYWAJEFE 700 nm I KAk
D E WO . BT BEAR BE 4 e 3 A1
7eH, BOLSERME, P Ve MHPEXT A, A8
K, BLEH X4 Z 05 138 JFLRE TR
1.2.5 KMNERBEBRETF (0,) BHENIE
Fik

RAR 2 = W A A AL IFuEg AR ek, B
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0.4 mL ¥ J¥ 4> %] & 25, 50, 100, 200, 400,
800 pg/mL 1y 5 Fh Z 4l %5 W (ASP, S-ASP, P-
ASP. Ac-ASP. C-ASP) #il Vc & ¥, A #|
4.5 mL 25°C1HE K% 20 min B Tris-HCI 2% mh i
(0.05 mol/L, pH 8.2)H, A 0.1 mL KB
SR =B, R GIRAE T 25°CK i
KR 4 min, SERIIA 2 3% HCI %5 (10 mol/L) i
RMZE, T 325 nm i KA i 7 W RO (E
BN REERSEE A M B 3 A FAT4l, UL,
Ph Ve R FHPEXTREZL,  BH M X B4 LS5 i KA
BEZMRE, 254N 4.5 mL Tris-HCI £ i il
0.5 mL WKL AL,

HWEE T (0,) HRHIEWERER = (A -
A /A x 100% . Hor, Ay A B PE X B 4 AR
325 nm AL EE, A, R ZBERERAE 325 nm &b
AR
1.2.6 F5MERRE(-OH) BBHEMNNER =

KA R AE -4 R W B T - R KR &R
U IEmE AR Rk, BB 10 mL A AR oo A
1.5 mL B R+ & vh ¥ (0.2 mol/L, pH 7.4) .
1.5 mL 4F AR (1.0 mmol/L) . 1.0 mL XU
7K (0.01% W/ V) . 1.0 mL BB 2R (1.5 mmol/
L) . XZEK, 1.0 mL ¥ EESroh 25, 50, 100,
200, 400, 800 pg/mL Ay 5 Fh £ B4 %5 W ( ASP .,
S-ASP. P-ASP. Ac-ASP. C-ASP) il Vc ¥ 4%
FUMAR] ERAE h, RHIR S AR A g T
7 CHEAB N 1 h, F 510 nm P KA E 7%
WRWOGAR RV BE AR B2 4 i & 3 A PAT4,
BOHSE59(E, DL Ve A FEPEXTREAL, Bifndl LS a
WK Z W, AR DL S i RGER AR
LR H,0,, 25 AR 1.5 mL SRR 2% tiiik
4.5 mL XWZEKAR,

FIL(-OH) AHRIEMIERRE = (A - A)/
(A= Ay) x 100% , Hrh, Ay b 2 88K TR
510 nmAb I SEAE, A, i 4L7E 510 nm 4b 1Y
WEIE, A, A ARBHLLTE 510 nm ALY GIE
1.2.7 FINEBR A1, 1-ZKE-2-E XK B (DPPH )
BEREEMNERZ ™

BB 10 mL i 5351 im A 1.0 mL DPPH ™
W (50% L EERCH], 0.1 mmol/L), 5451

A 0.5 mL ¥ 43 5ok 25, 50, 100, 200, 400,
800 pg/mL 119 5 P Z WA (ASP, S-ASP | P-ASP,
Ac-ASP, C-ASP) fil Vc ik, MmIRA A )E T
30°C F#EYEHRE 30 min, T 517 nm KA & %
W AR, AU B B oy R 3 AP AT 4,
BP9, DL Ve S BRMEXT RRAL, FAPEXT R AL L)
Siig 5% LEEAE Z R, S AL LIS i 95%
LR Z R FIDPPH I

DPPH HIHIRE = (A, - A,)/A,x 100% .
Hp | ACHZHERERAE 517 nm ACTROE(E, AN
Xt HRAAAE 517 nm Zb B SGAE
1.2.8 {K5MIH Fe B X MERE R RE A
7

P A% 2 O R @ R AR 2% v (0.1 mol/L,
pH 7.4) DL 1:25 Beil o B8R, w1 hiHE 2 1R
A5, B0.2 mL BREEWR T 10 mL K& H,
A 0.1 mLYEEE4» 51 25, 50, 100, 200, 400,
800 ug/mL 19 5 F £ b5 % W (ASP, S-ASP., P-
ASP . Ac-ASP. C-ASP)#l Vc ¥k, ARG
AIJE N 0.2 mL B R WA 7 (25 mmol/L) , B
IAGE =R ER 22 vh kb2 2= 2.0 mL, T 37°C
fHIR T =% N 15 min, BURJE A 0.5 mL =3
PR, B0 (4000 r/min, 10 min), H(2.0 mL I
HWIMA 1.0 mL HRACE 2R (1.0%) , NMZEFT
WA RN 15 min, ff RN S5 R E R H 2=,
F 532 nm AR I A I A, A R A
JEA R 3 AT, BULSEME, LL Ve M
PEXT AR, FHME X BE A DL 45 1 ROGR K AR B 2 B
W, 25 H4 R 2.0 mL BERRER 22 v A1 1.0 mL #i
R L Z R

BT 3o A S R A 3 = (Ay— A)/Ag X
100% , Hr, ACHZHRERATE 532 nm AL Ay
i, A, hxtRRZHAE 532 nm bR GIH .

2 FERESH

2.1 HIFSHEHLIINLIE (IR) 947

XF ASP LA ik s r s R s (K1), 41
HMEIRE I K AT Bl 4000 ~ 400 ecm™', Hirf,
S e 3674.98 cm™ K Ab B W Y i (3800 ~
2500 cm ™ JE ) A O-H (-OHE #E A ) 1 i 45
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Fig. 1 IR spectrum of ASP

PR W i, 7E 3148.49 cm™ I K 4b (3300 ~
2700 cm ' JE N ) A C-H (-CH-EREH) MY {H 4
PR U i, 7E 1744.44 cm ' KA C=0
(-COOH=-CHO ‘FREMT ) Iy fif 4 i sl W Wi 0 5 7
1601.48 cm ™" P K &b Ky C-C 1 il 45 1% 5l W i 16
TE 1442.34 cm ™K 4L SA (-COOH) C-O 19 25 il
PRsh g Ui i, 7E 1324.59 cm ™ 3 K &bl C-N iy
4 B% 2h W Ui e, 1244.47 . 1142.93, 1106.12,
1011.68 cm ™ P K AfAL T 1300 ~ 1000 cm ™' i K
JEFEP, A C-O Mysadikshmliid; 912.50 cm™
WAL R D 7 25 0 5 44 AR 1 B % Bk B4 4 Bl I i
g0, 833.12 cm ™ K4k (855 ~ 833 cm ™'l
Bl N ) N o«-D-Glucose Y 1 45 4 2 M iz 12",
536.12 cm ™' i K 4k (600 ~ 400 cm™'{& [l )
Sk W MR AR P SRR O A0

X} ASP Fll S-ASP Y41 40 it 20 Ar 25 S ] I
(K 2), S-ASP Hi%fE 1244.61 cm™ i KA S=0

1.08

105}

1.02

o

©

©
:
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C-0-S 864.02 - -------
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Fig. 2 IR spectrum of ASP and S-ASP

800 cm™ JLHIN) iy C-O-S M4 ik s Wi, %
AH 5 S B R AR i AT AR, B ASP ) iR 15 i
B .

X ASP Fll P-ASP [ 1 40 6 3 43 B 45 S ] WL
(K 3), P-ASP &4t 1288.97 cm i KibA P=
O (&R IR s I, 1077.25 cm ™ K40 (1100 ~
980 cm YN ) Jy P-O-C ByM4adikshm ol , %
ke BE Dl AR M L AT AR, B ASP I B R f A 1
B .

105F Ty, B i

-

o

o
T

i#t# Transmittance (%)
o
[{e)
3

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500
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Fig. 3 IR spectrum of ASP and P-ASP

X} ASP Fll Ac-ASP {21 406 43 #r 45 3 ml il
(Kl 4), Ac-ASP i 7E 1743.84 cm™ I K Ab 47
C=0 4k sh Uk, 1249.78 cm™ Il K 4k Hy
C-O Ry o= sl W Wi e, 2 B 3% B Bl 2 1k 35 1A iR
&, B ASP B Z B AL R

Xif ASP Al C-ASP HULT /MG 434k SR ml L (
5),C-ASP & 7£1605. 73 cm™ J K 4b (1640 ~

C-0 1249.78 ===mirs . -

%)% Transmittance (%)

0 1743.84

C=f

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500
WK Wavenumbers (cm™)

& 4 ASP # Ac-ASP £I5M i E
Fig. 4 IR spectrum of ASP and Ac-ASP
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Fig. 5 IR spectrum of ASP and C-ASP

1600 cm ™" YL N ) & C = O i 47 4 ol W ic g,
1423.68 cm I K AL T 1430 ~ 1400 cm ™' {E N,
HUE(EAR K, Ul BL 2 C-H A8 3 4ik 20 W i i,
U FR IR AL, B ASP iR B B4k 1&
T
2.2 HASENZREREHSH

WFRE SR YU A B e TR ) Y EE AR
bR, PUE Y T B el Bt AR R Y
T, IR 26, REWFFEIE ST AT T 58
JFH I, — SR, R AR iR, H
Pria bR mBas, B NS FE 700 nm PR AR Y
WA R/ NG B S WL AU A TR P 3RS

X} ASP FIZ Ak 2E &M J5 1) 4 Fh Z2 8 (S-ASP
P-ASP . Ac-ASP. C-ASP) Bk i J1 i 23 #r &5 3 vl
B (E 6), 5 R SIHZHEAT —EMidRRE T,

ZzzZ ASP
RN s-AsP

0.3

OB Abs
o
)

0.1

0.0 AN & ] AN q A
25 50 100

It HLBE R 2080 B2 i 38 I i e g de kg o, S
WA EROCR, BadfbBmE, 2
W IRRE I ANVA TG B R S Im AR 55, ATREE i T
EVEEZ 1 0Ran X DA=R ey i 4 3B 32 DI/ C AN
iR R RE S8 55, Hok, ASP RYIE R RE 1 T
S-ASP. P-ASP. Ac-ASP #l C-ASP; 7&fi Wi
800 ug/mL &b, 4 Fp b # B4 5 4 22 Bk JE ae 1 ik
K Ac-ASP > C-ASP > P-ASP > S-ASP; 5 fli%
WERE IR AE 115 Ve BHYERT IRAAH L 22 A K, 3
HH I 5 i 224 38 R BE ) i
2.3 YHASHEEIMERBEPETF(0,) HEE
BRI

M IE 22 W AR SN BB A B B 7 (O, ) A i3
RE TR ELE AT UL (B 7)), 5 Fh A —&
TR O, gy, I FLBE % 22 W U B i 3% 75 B Bk
Jithygg, JFRIMH —E N REBOCR, R R
800 pg/mL 4k, P-ASP T BRAE 1ok, HUAKK
1 S-ASP ., C-ASP. ASP F1 Ac-ASP, Bk FAKIK
H34.12% . 28.42% . 23.77%., 21.37%H1 19.12%;
FERARHEE 25 ug/mL Ak (35 bR AE 77 F o 21 554K K
b P-ASP. S-ASP. C-ASP. Ac-ASP #l1 ASP; 7t
WeRE Jy 50 ug/mL &b Ac-ASP WS R fiE 55, 5
FhZBRE R O, AE IR TBHMEX IR Ve, b2
Wi 5 2248 (% 2 T4k Ac-ASP #h) 15 4 BE 1 1 5
TRBMi 2, H P-ASP (KI5 KR AE J1 ik, X ]
e 22 K PR R R PEAR G

E:

77\

200 400 800
W Concentration (ug/mL)

E6 ZLEASHENEZERRN
Fig. 6 Total reducing power results of Angelica sinensis polysaccharides
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55 4 1)
—— ASP
3 50 —O—S-ASP
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L 40 —O-cCAsP
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2
c
[}
>
8 20t
%]
& 10
ol
0

25 50 100 200 400 800
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B 7 HEASEEMNERBERAETF(O,)
B B &R
Fig. 7 Scavenging superoxide anion radical (O, )
in vitro results of Angelica sinensis polysaccharides

2.4 HASHEEKMNEREE(-OH) BEHEREAW
ST

MY ZBHASNE R FE (- OH) [ i RLAE 11
MEZE AT WL (P 8), 5 Fl 22 bifi 25 1k 3 0 188 I 7
- OH RYRE /s, JF2 I —EMEICR,
Hor, MM E ) 25 ug/mL i P-ASP 1415 4 g
Fitci; MR 100 pg/mL i S-ASP 1)
Frie ek, HRAKIK AN ASP, Ac-ASP, P-ASP
H1 C-ASP; M MMk 2 5T 200 pg/mL i ASP 1y
THERAE S Ak Y 2 WE A e = W B (800 pg/mL)
BF I Bk 8 77 F i B 859 4Kk ASP, S-ASP. Ac-
ASP . P-ASP Fil C-ASP, i BR%RIKIK N 63.57% .
29.89% . 25.32% . 25.19%#l 22.19%, 5 Fh L
5% - OH [RE I YR T FHEST IR Ve, & b#B1if
J5 1Y 25 5 Z2 WA R B & T-200ug/ mL I 1 BR g

1001 —o-asp
—O— S-ASP
—/— P-ASP
80 —— Ac-ASP
—O— C-ASP
— Ve (CK)

60

40t

20

W5k # Scavenging effect (%)

25 50 100 200 400 800
HEE Concentration (ug/mL)
B8 HIAZHEEIMNEREE(-OH)
BEHEMNEN
Fig. 8 Scavenging hydroxyl radical ( - OH)
in vitro results of Angelica sinensis polysaccharides

PR F ARG S0 24, R Y10 2 HE IRk
ETFBREA—EMNER-OH e, B, ATX
Jo7 AL 1 S DR A I ) 224 U 2 0 B e ) 34 R T
Bk - OH fiE ) JCHA S o
2.5 HESHEEMNER1,1-ZEE2EXH
(DPPH " ) B BHERENHID T

4T Z AR A1 3 B DPPH ™ A H L8 1 1Y
e 25 00T WL (L 9) , 5 Fh 2 WEBE S e B 3 i
FRDPPH " A H LA AE it 3tsg, JE2 B —E W
BROCR, Hi, MEZHRETE 25 ~ 200 ug/mL
i P-ASP 135 BR g J1 i ok ; ZHEWRETE 25 ~
100 ug/mLAf C-ASP iG FREE ) fe 5 ; M2 ik
J¥ 5T 100 ug/mlL i ASP (#7% & BE )y 5t 55 H.3%4
INGENg | itk e G 024 05 Z 85 R H X IR Ve
THBRDPPH " H L RE A B 1k, SRR
DPPH "~ [ H 2 A 5 bR BE 0 A — 1) 22 1A RN 37 o 22
Ko TEfm R 800 ug/mL I, 5 F 415 Z G
FRDPPH "~ [ H B HE 7 B 38 B 554K Ac-ASP
C-ASP, S-ASP . P-ASP Fll ASP, ik FIKIK N
31.91%, 30.18%., 24.37% . 21.85% #1 15.09%.
5 B I Z 0 075 B AR 0 BT XTI Ve, 4
A I i Z2 B E VR B %5 T 100 wg/mL B3 B
eI ¥ TR B Z b,

—O— ASP
s 80F --O-S-AsP
s —A— P-ASP
i3] —/— Ac-ASP
L -<>-C-ASP
© 60F —< Ve (CK)
(o]
£
(o]
3
Q 40
©
[&]
%)
3% 20f
il

L ==

25 50 100 200 400 800
W% Concentration (ug/mL)

B 9 HIFSHEEINER DPPH B HREREE
Fig. 9 Scavenging DPPH " radical in vitro results of
Angelica sinensis polysaccharides

2.6 HASHEEIMNIF FeT BEMERTENR
Rz e 18I 53 1T

M E 2R ATF (& 10), 5 F 2 W5 Bl 5 vk
FE R34 A ] Fe® 175 K i g B 41 K B Y fiE
s, IR —EREPOCR, Hi, Ac-ASP



552 AL S e T

%533 %

L 45 —O—AsP
=~ —O— S-ASP
T 40} L P-ASP
2 —— Ac-ASP
© 35 —O—C-ASP
2 —<F Ve (CK)
S 30
c
Q25
& 20
15
&
#r 10

0

25 50 100 200 400 800
W Concentration (ug/mL)

10 HASHEEIMIE Fe® F R MR
pu=R A -Ava: )]
Fig. 10 Inhibition of Fe®* induced lipid peroxidation
in vitro results of Angelica sinensis polysaccharides

A RE T o, M 2 HEUR LS 25 pg/mL Fil 50
ug/mL B 30 i g 77 f o 2] 85 MK IR Ac-ASP
ASP . P-ASP. S-ASP #il C-ASP; 4 £ Wi ¥k J¥ 1§
50 ~ 100 pg/mL i S-ASP Y31 i 6 g 8 fin e e 5
TEZAH R}y 100 ug/mL £l 200 ug/mL B4l g
JI N Ac-ASP. S-ASP. ASP. P-ASP #i
C-ASP; fEft K 800 ug/mL i3 il g 7 5
FFHHR K Ac-ASP, S-ASP ., P-ASP. C-ASP #i
ASP, EIRFMKIK N 36.45% ., 25.89% . 24.30% .
23.18%H1 20.85% ., 5 Fi 4 IH Z 4 (135 [ g 1 341K
TRHMEXT IR Ve, @b B i 2 E R E R
800 pg/mL WP RE 1 3 T ARAE M 2 HE
3 it

AN 5 1 S 10 20 (B S AR A1) X
AT (0, ) H M AENTEREE IR TR BHZ
L S BN e L R i A S I 1 e - Y i
-OH, -COOH %A KK mcst, 122 A H
bk, [FIRME SRS, X nl g5 2
IR A G, AR 2B Y 2 JH A Rl 5 TR
JERYBEI, TERRIEEL (- OH) A i HEBE s 4 i,
M B e ) 2 B K OF 2%, H YW E KT
200 pg/mL B, REBHiH ZHEREE & T
B M, 2B 200 2205 (% SE RGP 7 o il B
MU, 2 AR AR L, KRB
M WG A R RS K, T BRDPPH - H SR
TGRS B 5 0 2B KT
100 ug/mL i}, JEBRDPPH " A M AL iy e 1A 1 i

Wk, H Y& T RBM 2, £ IE 28X
DPPH ™ H HZEA W bR g 1 5 2 Wiy A F i i
—EEAOCR, XSGR I Y IH 2 R
WA R LV BRDPPH - A i 6 45 3R — 8, AR5
5 Bl IH X Fe 155 & 1 NR i 01k 52 vy #R A —
FE IR AT, T H BB i 20 i i o
SR, JEIMS SRk 2 b 2 B X 2 S A R
M, PRAERERCE 2T v, ek s 2
VR BRI, SR T ARA SRS RS
V) 20, BOIAEK P s it . A S 414
K2 WEHEAT 4 Fifb 2800, 25 R R g
B5, XRERRTY AP S ASEAEENA.
WERRSE TS, A FR 55— R AW

4 it

(1) FH S P fe B A 200, Jf it s
Rl . AL WAL B, 208 Bt AR felr
SMETEACCIR) RGN, 2518 i 22 08 240 47 A AR L A9 45
MEMg i, WIS T 2 HE Y 4 Fh AL 2 B 1 24 2l
i

(2) il B A AR 5 U0 2248 5 Mt ik
TR E W, B e ) 22 W8 s SRR T A B
FEEE(-OH) B i B R BE 1 O g o, {HIE bR
BT (O;) AR BESr) . DPPH ™ [
FEFM ] Fe® 5 A 1 i B S 1k K2 Y E ) 3 4
FH, HERM—ENREOCHR, KU -Bi
Ja B S IH 2B A —E BT R

S0k

[1] e NRIEMEN M Ry hae R E 25t
—HBIMT. dest. P EBEZRHL G, 2010,

[ 2] F3Ef, 29008, RERAE, WI%F. A 2ME0r O
IS (] 259 D5, 2009, 32
(2): 130-134.

[ 3] Ming LJ, Ke Z, Qing SH, Chun LX, Peng S. Isola-
tion, structure and bioactivities of the polysaccha-
rides from Angelica sinensis ( Oliv.) Diels; A re-
view[ J]. Carbohydr Polym, 2012, 89(3). 713 -
722.

[4] LeeSE, OhH, Yang JA, Jo SK, Byun MW, Yee
ST, Kim SH. Radioprotective effects of two tradi-
tional Chinese medicine prescriptions; si-wu-tang



554

PSR BH A 7 AR B S R 22 A~ B s S BT 4 A T PR 5T 553

[5]

[6]

(7]

[8]

(9]

(10]

(1]

[12]

(13]

[14]

[15]

and si-jun-zi-tang[J]. Am J Chin Med, 1999, 27
(3-4). 387-396.

F/NAE, SN X A WA SN T 5 e B
FR[J]. FHEAAR, 2012, 31(4) . 103-106.
SRACT, SR, FEAE, PMET, KIS, XIMT4E, 2%
A BLE 2 WPP2 ROZSHRAE KBTI s vE[ ], =
GEapi At 2A 4, 2013, 34(10) ; 2327-2333.

Hu WC, Yu LL, Wang MH. Antioxidant and anti-
proliferative properties of water extract from Maho-
nia bealei (Fort.) Carr. Leaves|J]. Food Chem
Toxicol, 2011, 49, 799-806.

Wi, BIocss, SERIAL, BIBEE, YR ms, ard
IEASIK I 4 5 2 MBI T2 5E [ J]. hRe
#j, 2010, 41(7): 1091-1094.

Muhammad K, Hussin F, Man YC, Ghazali HM,
Kennedy JF. Effect of pH on phosphorylation of
sago starch[ J]. Carbohydr Polym, 2000, 42(1) .
85-90.

wPHE, EF, TR, W5 Bk R AT
F MR & RILEWR [ J]. BRE, 2013,
34(22) . 1-4.

sk, sk, IMETT, ENE, BiE ZL 2N
M BRI bR S s AR [ J]. S
AR, 2014, 33(1) ; 27-33.

TREEPR, SR, SRZHL, INIIAL, MOLL. BRER T AL B
W B i 95 S KA B AL B SE [ J]. vh a2y,
2009, 40(8) . 1208-1211.

SRER, BRAAR, KT 2R RE R A R i
HASEIAESE[J]. B FRE, 2005, 27(1): 25-29.
/AN S N aP) 2 X R e SRR S (S
MRS [J]. DR 2= WF 58, 2007, 25(4):
356-359.

Koleva | |, Beek TAV, Linssen JPH, Groot AD,
Evstatieva LN. Screening of plant extracts for an-
tioxidant activity: a comparative study on three

[16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

testing methods[ J ]. Phytochem Anal, 2002, 13.
8-17.

Lee SE, Hwang HJ, Ha JS, Jeong HS, Kim JH.
Screening of medicinal plant extracts for antioxi-
dant activity[ J]. Life Sci, 2003, 73. 167-179.
Wang YF, Huang SR, Shao SH, Qian LS, Xu P.
Studies on bioactivities of tea ( Camellia sinensis
L.) fruit peel extracts: Antioxidant activity and in-
hibitory potential against «-glucosidase and -
amylase in vitro[ J]. Ind Crops Prod, 2012, 37.
520-526.

SKRORWE, TR, SKEE, ATENE, M. SRR I Y
BrE LIS EI R[], B AR R, 2000, 21(7);
6-9.

SKORWE, ATIRA, JEHE, MM Fe* E R IRE M
PUFA i Ul 2 Jox 1 KRR ™ Wbt AL I i
PN J]. AR S4B EAR, 1996, 28(2)
218-222.

Barker SA, Bourne EJ, Stacey M, Whiffen DH. In-
fra-red spectra of carbohydrates. Part I. Some de-
rivatives of D-glucopyranose[J]. J Am Chem Soc,
1954(4670) . 171-176.

Yang LQ, Zhang LM. Chemical structural and
chain conformational characterization of some bio-
active polysaccharides isolated from natural
sources[ J]. Carbohydrate Polym, 2009, 76(3):
349-361.

g, XVEER], JRVLEE, sKaEH |RUSSTEALTR
B4 pTEAR ERE ST [ J ], B Dol BH, 2009,
30(2). 65-67.

. MITERBY PO [ AL A B B R R L B
FACTEIRFFE[ D). L5t LI BE2 R4, 2014,
6.

JAAMG, HEA DT, R, 2SR J]. A
K. FIRMR, 2001, 25(2) . 197-204.

(SRS 5K F)





