5 47 % 5 3 i Tl B Vol. 47 No. 3
2026 4F 2 H Science and Technology of Food Industry Feb. 2026

R, ORI, BT, 55, AR IR 0 3R I Z5 R R S BT 8 A TG 15 BRI P LA (0], B0 T BH, 2026, 47(3): 42-51.
doi: 10.13386/j.issn1002-0306.2024110311

YUAN Yuan, SONG Bingbing, CHEN Jing, et al. Comparative Analysis of Structural Characterization, Antioxidant, and
Hypolipidemic Activities of Chondroitin Sulfate from Different Sources[J]. Science and Technology of Food Industry, 2026, 47(3):
42-51. (in Chinese with English abstract). doi: 10.13386/j.issn1002-0306.2024110311

B SR -

yNE

P

IRIFERERE B RS FIE X
DLAATEPE S PRt H

= B REE\BF F BEE 6 EEE WEE
(L) RBEFRFREBHE IR, T RARZ R IT Y 54 ﬁ,&ﬂﬁi J- Rt 524088;
2.0 RAAEFEAME S TREIT, R 524088;
3. REFERFRIFFRIE, T HRiRI| 518100)
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Abstract: Chondroitin sulfate (CS), a glycosaminoglycan covalently linked to proteins in proteoglycans, exhibits significant
pharmacological activities. However, systematic comparisons of structural and functional differences among CS from
diverse sources remain limited. This study comparatively analyzed CS extracted from tilapia heads in our laboratory and
commercially available animal sources (bovine cartilage, chicken cartilage, and shark cartilage) using UV, IR, and NMR
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spectroscopy, and evaluated their antioxidant and hypolipidemic activities through DPPH, ABTS" radical scavenging assays

and bile-acid binding tests. Results revealed that tilapia head-derived CS and shark CS shared similar sulfation patterns,

predominantly classified as CS-C type (6-O-sulfation), whereas bovine and chicken-derived CS belonged to CS-A (4-O-
sulfation). Notably, tilapia CS exhibited the highest ABTS" scavenging capacity (90.72%=+0.19%) at 4 mg/mL, while shark
CS showed superior cholesterol micelle binding (39.38%+0.86%) at 6 mg/mL. This study revealed that the CS-C type
configuration (dominant in tilapia head- and shark-derived CS) exhibited significantly superior antioxidant and lipid-

regulating activities compared to the CS-A type (bovine and chicken sources) due to the positional advantage of 6-O-

sulfation. This work systematically compared structural and functional divergences between terrestrial and marine-sourced

CS, elucidating the critical impact of sulfation sites (C4 vs C6) on bioactivity while highlighting the application potential of

marine-derived CS, thereby providing strategic insights for source-specific CS exploitation.
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i 18 % ‘B 2% ( Chondroitin sulfate, CS) J& — ff
TRFR LM Z 0, & 04 1 2R 8% (Glycosaminoglycan,
GAG) I —Fh, FE1E T 25T i M AR 3h 4 19 <045
WEST . CS EABILIEH DA HHIERR (GlcA)
T N-2, Bk 2 2L B ( GalNAc) 2H 3% 19 — B A {37
(GleAB1-3GalNAc), Hidi i p-1,4-H8 14l 55 52 28 422
TS B2 . BRI H A 2R A OBk
HeY) C-4 /8% C-6 57 B DL Je OOFETE IR 5R FE 1 C-2
/s UL C-3 &P, ARYRERIR AL AL B2,
CS 7[435~ GlcA-GalNAc-4-O-TilsEh(CS-A) . GlcA-
GalNAc-6-O-%fi & £ ( CS-C) . GlcA-2-O-%fi B 3k -
GalNAc-6-O-%fi iRk £ (CS-D) . GlcA-GalNAc-4,6-fi%
iR ER (CS-E) FIHA S AARP . GRiR b it Fe B R B
I H S B HOR RS gHZ P AR SN R AR 22
5o Liu 257 BB UT IR 4T . BAPHZH A
B SIS BRI a- 8 A5 0 H BEHITS
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HAARFE I HIVE; 45 s iERIEmR CS il
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FRAFTRERY, TERA AU NE RN B 1 25 A7 E— A2
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A TIRGRRNE]; UIBEAE . JHER . 1,1-—585-2-—
IS (DPPH) | 2,2-BR (-3 (3- 2, FER G IR s k-
6-TitifiR ) R (ABTS) ¥ H i3 sa kA= feF
B ey BRANF s AR E L ARARAN  $90 [ Ly iEn
R AT B Al BRI S 25 305 (Fue) . B
#E(Rha) . FTRAAHE (Ara) . 2EFLEE (Gal) | 45 4508
(Gle) . AP (XyD . HEEHE(Man) . 2245 (Fru) . BpE
(Rib) . 2B FLHEEE 2 (Gal-UA) | 75 245 B8 1% %2 ( Gle-
UA) . HEEHERR (Man-UA) | i 2 BHEERZ (Gul-UA)

Sigma 2\l IHERSRF S 0 A B s E ek

HABRAF.
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3% =
Agilent 2\ H]; UV-19001 $54b-7] BLA30OGREETE H
7~ SHIMADZU 2\ 7] ; JIDI-20R 5 222 JH 34 i3 3308
RESLDHL Nl ER A R F]; THZ-702A fHIE
PRGIEFAE R EEIRERETRH A RS F]; Asc-
end™ 600MHz #Z G HePR1EAY  FEE Bruker 22 Fl

performance liquid chromatography, HPLC)
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1.2 LWHE
1.2.1 FHE MR HCE EIRBGHES =54k
A& 21 J7 15, 2% FH Savinase 16L F1 2709 B 4 &5
PR Sl o a2 AR A Sk f] B A BB H S B i
By, BUR ARt 4 S B B3 1:25(m/v) A 50 mmol/L
Na,CO,; %W, YN Savinase 16L(55 °C, 4 h) Fl
2709 BT I (2R 5.4 mg/mL, 50 °C,2 h),
KRS 100 °C KM 10 min; b. FIE£: 5% =4 4
BRREZR, 3 i ZBEIEDL, 6% G4 7S ke SEntb g et
VLTE, 2 mol/L NaCl-Z. BE & E Ja —IREEUT; ciB i
24 h, ¥R TEE RS 2 B HE A SR IR I TRIR B
(TCS, gl 90.37%) -
1.2.2 AFERREMRPRPCHE EmRIL S EE R
FH BaCl,-BH i Fu st 32524 a b v il £ 21l A6 JBE
0~0.2 mL K,SO, #1#EH (0.6 mg/mL, 1 mol/L HCI #§
f#2), JH 1 mol/L HC1 #b & 2= 0.2 mL, JIll 3.8 mL 3%
S TR 1.0 mL AL BH IR R (0.5% B RS
il 1% BaCl,, 4 °C # ¥ 2 h), i# ¥ 20 min, 360 nm
M SGREE(A), 25 U ZH DL B o2 A S A - iz iy
THIE(B), LI(A-B) MY FR, BRER I A AL BR
22 il A o il £ b AR T A2 - B 0.2 mL CS ¥ W&
(0.5~6 mg/mL), [Al7E %2, FOAARAER LRI B =
1.2.3  AEERIFEARAR AR H 2R iR B2 NG44
SR FHBLARER R R 125550, BRI d A W] Fe Y 14 B 152
HEES KBr(FE N 1:100), TS TS i,
A AR TR A 5], IR HUEBGEH A, 76 400~
4000 cm™" XA AT B LA GE T
1.2.4 AEERIEARBRECE =SS GIEHH A
[FISRIE Y CS FHZER/KEfITBC AL 0.5 mg/mL #eEE,
FHERAM-TT WA G F 190~400 nm VEFE AT
EHMGREH
1.2.5 AREERIEFRRRCE R 55 FEIE  BBAE
SRR CS FHEAi/K B i IFEC A 2 mg/mL ¥R EE,
VBRI NE S, SR FH v AL T e Ak U (0 0 S A i 1 A
Xy Fihg . kS (A%t Waters Ultrahydrogel
ColumTy500(7.8 mmx=300 mm), ¥ shAH A ik,
W N 0.8 mL/min, AR 35 °C. LIR[FES T8 13
MV E RS o BEARR R RS A], DAAL AR A 53—
TRk 2 HIbR R 2R
1.2.6 A[ERIFEARARACH 28 SR R E faii%
B G RTE ICS 5000+ 7 (431% 52 58 (ICS 5000+,
Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA), ) J B Ak 24460 25
XoF BRAHLH A3 AT AT A2 o 295 K 3 AP0 19 Uy
Vs, 8 3% £ S~ Dionex™ CarboPac™ PA20( 150x%
3.0 mm, 10 pm) @ AH A 354 WshAH: 3 A
(H,0), #ishiA B(0.1 mol/L NaOH), #izhtH C (0.1 mol/
L NaOH, 0.2 mol/L NaAc); Jti# >~ 0.5 mL/min; A1:i&
S 30 °C; BERERRN 5 pls BEMBREE UL 1.

2026 4 2 A
®1OUEBIREE
Table 1 Elution gradients

Af ] B (min) AH(%) BAH(%) CHi(%)

25.99 95 5 0
26.00~41.99 85 5 10
42.00~42.09 60 0 40
42.10~51.99 60 40 0
52.00~60.00 95 5 0

1.2.7 A[ARIRERR R 5 H 3R A G IR S350 a2
PRI [ESR IR AR IR E0CE 3R, JH DO IS IR 1
Mo TR 3K, RS BIER IR IRE T, =T
FARRE LRI T H NMR Kl . EAAS%5. S5
FERT 0.002 ms, [EIP7AFE] 0.12 ms, 55303 E] 500 ms,
M1 9% -4 10000, 3 W ES 0.004 ms, BMIKEL 16,
JIEBARUEL 200000, EHEREE)S, FH MestReNova
AT 53487
1.2.8 AREPRIEHLERHCE 2 RS MU G RN E
1.2.8.1 DPPH H HIFEIFERAESIME R Shimada
SR R IE 7, XEAREISRIE CS 1) DPPH A Hi 3k
PSR RE I UEA T I R o BLARERAE & a.0.1 mmol/L
DPPH AW AECH: MEFAFREX 1.96 mg DPPH, DL FEEE
25 ZE 50 mL I, #5645 b.EL 0.5 mL AN[F]
HeJE (0.5~6 mg/mL) 1) CS W, 433 1.5 mL Fid
4 %) DPPH ¥ WK, YR 1R =7, #E 6 K. 20 min, 7E
517 nm AL 52 H: ODMH . HHEE =1 F17.
DPPH H HIEIERRFRA=CNT:

DPPH [ 305 % (%) = W x 100

b A SRRSOV S IWOGAE, Ay S HHZER
IRACEERE S W OGIE, A, S FHZEIE/KACE: DPPH %
WRIAIRE S OO CAE
1.2.8.2 FREHHFIEBREEIIE =% Wang 550
M T IEFEVER SN, XA FIRIR CS 1UF5E Il AL TE BR
HE ST TINE o EUAE TR a B 1 mL AS[FIHRE (0.5~
6 mg/mL) [ CS W, 533 A 1 mL 9 mmol/L {4
FeSO,. 1 mL 9 mmol/L /KA & -2 BE % W . 1 mL
8.8 mmol/L ) H,O,, #&iH IR, T 37 °C S 30 min;
b. S BE4E S, 850 (6000 r/min, 10 min), B [ ¥ T
510 nm AMMERSCE ., FHBE =1 P17, BEA
FH BB A AN T
Ag—(A, - A,)
—Ao x 10

o A, SRRSOV JE RGIE, A, S FHZER
IRACEFE S T IOGIE, A, RHZER ARG H,0, 1Y
M GAE
1.2.8.3 ABTS FHE FH HILEKRGE N E =%
Li 8509 il i) Jr ik I ms s e . ABTS T AEW
7 mmol/L ABTS ¥V il 2.45 mmol/L K,S,04 #% 1:1
AR EEIR A TC I, RGN, 3% (12~16 h), 2R)5H

Fodt B HEETEER R (%) = 0
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15 mmol/L, pH7.4 FIBEIE S h s WO L AR s R e
FESGIE Y 0.70+0.02(734 nm), FBe)a BT RPR
ABTS TAE# . HL ABTS TAEWK S5FEMIE® (0.5,
1.2.4,. 6 mgmL)FERFILL 10:1 1RG5, #6R
K 30 min, F 734 nm T R SERE(E . B4
PEE = P11, ABTS FHE T A i 3L s R R A
p/{I

A= (A -A)

0

ABTSFIE 1 H HFEERF (%) = 00

b A, MEES S ABTS TAERIRS RV G B
WL, A, RFE S SR ER % v s B B G
A, NBERERZE S ABTS TAEMRI Y BIWOGHEE o
1.2.9 AEPRPEMBRIKE 2 RS MNEIR TS P
1.2.9.1 XFHHFE B R a4 A AE J1ik e HE [ B e
W W BL ] . 22 Kirana 255 Jy 35 3 R /R ik 3
a FREL 232 mg IH [ FE (R B K B 5 mmol/L),
454.8 mg UPBEHE (Fe LB mHeE 5 mmol/L), 169.5 mg
TR (B TR U 5 mmol/L) A T° 50 mL FI i
H, FE P AL FE 10 min, Fi D% 500 W(100%), {3
FLFE 53 s b AU T 43 5 A A1 JIE R M 15
W . SEALENTE W . 15 mmol/L, pH7.4 FBENRS% this ik
£ 100 mL, i 25 fitf AH 152 4 375 TR fme 26 0T o Uk )
10 mmol/L . SHALENIE R B 2L T M 132 mmol/L,
VRGeS AL 2 YRBFK 20 min, Fii D55 500 W
(100%); c. A B ISR AE 37 C 454F FH%53%E 12 h,
B3 A ot FIEL [T P e RV o

JEL [ P 435 5 B 7 0 A2+ e B[ 3% L [ s s o 9%
W 3 mL F 50 mL &0, SCIGHNA 1 mL AN[F
He (0.5, 1.2, 4. 6 mg/mL) 1Y CS WK, a5 F4Am
A1 mL ZEME7K, 7E 37 °C, ¥£¥% 2 h; b.E5.0> 20 min
(10000 r/min); c. B8 _LVERFM . B4R ES IR &
Vi . SRR A oS U eH BB =P T. ARIE
fEEpuak /b B EDSA CS B2 &L,

A

=) A, — Ay
MR &30 = 22 x 100
0

A Ay MRES IO GRS A S 2 A R
SERE
1.2.9.2 XAHRRERIZE G HEI AL S/ e it
AR HAE D B0 7 s, 2RI R Eh AR v 2 o B
I mL A [FERIEAS R CS(0.5. 1. 2, 4, 6 mg/
mL) ZERITAES, [RIFRvE R I E Jr 7%, F 387 nm
PAA M E W GRS . BRARERZE G A =T

A

B 2 P (%) = % % 100
0

A A I RESR RO G s Ay SH S FIEH YR
JeRE .
1.3 HIELIE

FH WPS office A T8R4, G5 R LISF I EER
i 22 (X+SD) ITE X 7% . SR Origin2022 254k

14 AT 2R 53 M AN 2 i1 M5, R SPSS Statistics
27.0 FRAF AT A 2 ANOVA #6536 7 1 X5 B 4 36
(Duncan’s text) X £ 5 8] /Y 22 5 0 2 7 50 i (P<
0.05).

2 HBRESHh
2.1 A REPRIEREERE ZNRIRESENH

it B2 4 A AfE £, |13 J7 B2 S y=0.0808x+
0.0001, R’>=0.9974 . MRIEXT R A9 S CAE 33 15 B iR
FE AR 2 s, 5538, AIRSKRIE CS MURRAR
FeErma2e, Haain CS & Efm 17.96%+
0.24%, I35 v T HABSR IR (P<0.05), S ARVT.AED 1)
IS HAS—FG B HEERIER CS & 15.57%+1.37%,
W& T A ORI CS PAIRIE S 2 (HR B E =T
Flirz CS. 43R CS & 14.77%+0.65%, 33 IR
i CS HEr 14.27%+0.81%, 15 F 3409 gFor sl
3, [FIEHBAUFFERIPY, CS Pt fkRE S &
ZURIR LR BE R . ARSI & B SCS F1 TCS i
Fe P Ty, AT REEA A LA AT P, H PR
RILIRA B R o Tas Mg 225, Byt bimt: S
RIS IR SE R AR . IOk E—2E 50
RTEA AP R dREN) =AU 8

%

3
3

R R

=

\

2 AFRIEHR IR 2R BRI %
Table 2 Sulfate group content of chondroitin sulfate
from different sources

eIzt AR AR BAERE  PHEfaJokE
ARFE S5 (%) 14.7740.65° 14.27+0.81° 17.96+0.24*  15.57+1.37°

T AR FRERRATE B 25 5 (P<0.05) .

2.2 A EPRIEREEIE RAEEMIIMNEER S

B 1 A 2L ERE R S SR, DU SR IR Y
CS £ 4000~1300 cm™' YEFBINAHZEATIS, HE XA
T 1300~400 cm ™' Z[HJAGFELSLIX IR, 1240 cm™' FffiE
AW, BLIAAAEBRERES; 1370 cm ™ BTA L%
PRI TR IE A7 AE 9 O-H ZE M ¥R 355 1420 em ™ [
A RN C=0 1 45 ¥R 3 ) 1550 cm™' Fn
1640 cm ™' Bff A W W lig, BiRAAF7E N-H 28 IR 3)
F1-NHCOCH,; 1) C=0 iRz, J& T Wil 1
H P73 2900 om™" B UT AT HH S BT 4 AR AIE I WAL i ¥
WEAh, 7 820~860 cm ™' AT WAL, e BHAF AL IR B 4h
A5, BIFRBRALAE BT, C-O-S iy 45 R shidrE
820 cm ' 43R HH CS MUMAR I HAIE C6 i 5 N-&
B ZLHH % (GalNACc) 454, 7E 850 cm ™' 24524 CS
M)A R KL L TE C4 17 B 5 GalNAc 454514, E
BCS Fl1 CCS #E 850 cm™ ' [HLA I TES, UdA 4
TGP CS h &4 C4 AL BT IR L, T SCS I
TCS 7E 820 cm™' £ 850 cm™' B UT H-AI 14 T 155
U, 158 BH 3 0 RN B R A SR IR MY CS 85 H4 H AR C4
PEFN C6 N MBI IE . X EegE SR UL DU I CS
AR L . F23L | FRIL | LW LA A S F RE
Hl, HAG CS my3kAcghity, 3¢ Hig P eIk is
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f19 CS BERRACTLIE TG, 15 /2 579, Pang 45141 )
BFSCLi . JKIEL 22 55 SCHTIE CS 13
VXS SARME T 53 TAE0 . TS — A Y E R
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Fig.1 Fourier infrared spectra of chondroitin sulfate
from different sources

2.3 AREPRIERERIE RAEINLEE S

WA 2 s, ANRESRIER CS #BAE 190~200 nm
Z A B T SIS RRNE W 0, TGt 404 XS R IR
F 2 40 SRR Y CS FE 260 nm AbAT 1 55 14 W 1K
W, P IH AT RE &7 A /D A% R DU SR UEAE 280 nm
Ak J LT B 1 BT AR S04, D3E A 8 1 BT L 23S

260 2%0 360 3%0 4(I)0
K (nm)
Bl 2 AFRIEGRBRKE RIS R

Fig.2 UV spectra of chondroitin sulfate from different sources

24 AERERBREZENS FENH

srFEEREUE 3 ras, PURRSIIEmER 40E 2=
A4 DG R[] AR — 2, #BAE 10 min 254y, HABSEBLH
SRR — ) BRds, SR EA P —=0E . FH
VR HIbRMERTZe, AT y=—0.4017x+
8.1709, R*=0.992. LA MR ] g ale g, FC AR,
P CS iR, S5 RUIER 3 R, £ 6 SCrkiRiE
CS — &Y 4T HE 78 Bl 5000~5000013, [ By % 30 4
SRVEFIAG YR CS S3r-FHAHUT, 5 X745 1%
ZE AR, 2 AR S I O TR Y CS 15T adksk
FIXGSIR /N, AT RE oK A shd (hnig fa . B HEf)
FEErK R m i DR R, B R PRI | e i A
AEARIE, SO R AR

2026 4F 2 J

I’ h - t':
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Fig.3 Molecular weight distribution of chondroitin sulfate
from different sources

£ 3 AFPREGRRRICHE R
Table 3 Molecular weight of chondroitin sulfate
from different sources

fEhR - R BRI BARMICRHE

rFi(Da)  10879.37  10839.19 7411.36 9754.45

2.5 FEERIEFRERIKE R A BHELHE L

LA 13 Fh g Apr v i, AR HH IR Ta] X AR [R] ke
VR IR B R AT AL i o . 2B 45 RNk 4
AN, PURP RIS GRIR B 22 10 SRR ZH AR, 2928
ZFh B A i R IR Tl 22 0, A S F I (Gal) |
ABE(Xy D) A ZIFHEERR (Gle-UA), 5 E 5504 11
T IAS— 3, FRHAT DB 3 (Fuc) . LA,
SRIF T AR L MR R AR B R I S A s BT h A
M (Ara) FIEZUBEEE IR (Gal-UA) . EEA IF5E A B
FLYE RIS B & S 2P A R T TR 2 A
ST AT 3 ik S e Z2 AR S A RE R A TE A . ASBIT
FEHAERRIE CS Bl pli i 25 55, JUHDE P ek
SRR FRR BAIAL B, 50 5 SO A . BRI TG T
)22 AL R I BE 2 G544 LAl

K4 AFERIETRRRACE R I AL
Table 4 Monosaccharide composition of chondroitin sulfate
from different sources

TR PR (B R B L)
Fuc(%) Ara(%) Gal(%) Xyl(%) Gal-UA(%) Gle-UA(%)
AR 019 - 726 096 - 91.59
XERIE 036 - 799 0.99 - 90.66
AR 0.06 - 295 0.67 - 96.32
¥ %%* 077 144 982 231 1.23 84.44

TE: —FOR TR, AAeth

2.6 AEPRIEFEKE RS IEIRSIE S
POAANFIR IR CS yAZIE IR A% E an & 4 Jr
7N, A LAE Y, POFAF CS BT A i 15 5 &P H FL7E
1.5~5.0 ppm & BN, 75A SCHRIRIE B CS 15 EE 5,
FEEFLE 1.9~2.1 ppm Fl 3.2~5 ppm PIX[H], F
B PUFP CS P4l 4, G0 K, & fa
SRR Y R CS, RIH S HRER B2 kR (DS, JR
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BCS-1H §

3
2.02
2.00

cnenMnnNnNAaANANANN — —

L2 (ppm)

K20 (ppm)
TCS-1H §
U\/\/ \/\b
—_ AN~ NN~ —aN~Nn

TN NN AANANANAN — — —

2R (ppm)
B4 4 39, aamPaEasoRIER CS 'H-NMR j%E
Fig4 'H-NMR spectra of CS from bovine, chicken,
shark and tilapia sources

7F: BCS-1H /R 4F %5 CS(BCS) i 'H-NMR &, CCS-1H.
SCS-1H F1 TCS-1H [q]3

PRI B) 4T HAHML, 78 GPC YELE g
HMELL X 43, WO e PR ER U CS vh gy H B 4
JEi DS, THAEX PUFPSIIE CS FI'H-NMR St & iy
KEI DS L AHHEIENR (1doA) H-1 BIFFIE(S B4
(#) 4.90 ppm) . 1E 1.9~2.1 ppm [X [&] P4 H BRA5 Sk,

Ui EHATFAE ke L FF 3 S50, B E ZnRHE
I 7F 3.2~5 ppm [X[E][H, 4.45 . 4.45 . 4.49 F14.51 ppm
43512 BCS. CCS. SCS 1 TCS ' 6-fii Fig2 3L B At
B GalNAc-6SO, FJ H-1 15 5 ; 4.20. 4.20, 4.21 fll
4.20 ppm BJIEESF I R BCS. CCS. SCS 1 TCS H
6-FR R IEHU Y GalNAc-6SO, ) H-6 {55, H HE
ERS T 4.16. 4.17. 4.17 Fl1 4.15 ppm 4P GalNAc
i) H-4 {55, X285 509 B DO R IR A CS =
HRAFAE AR IR I — B GleA-GalNAc-6SO,, Rl &4
CS-C HUHHIELGSH . 78 SCS Fll TCS Y%A GalNAc-
6SO, 1 H6 {5515 (4.20 ppm UL ) s i (E W 5 s
F GalNAc-4SO, i) H4(4.73 ppm KT ) #9145 S0 .
1M BCS #1 CCS St i 1 iX M # 19 GalNAc-4SO, HY
H4(4.73 ppm FfVT) iUM5ESIEE T &7 FaRgE IR
FHE A MP A ISR CS P 6-fifiRfb CS 19
T AR SRYE CS P A, 5ok [14] iR
iE—3, 3.77.3.78. 3.79 Fl 3.77 ppm AYUESFHINT R
BCS. CCS. SCS #ll TCS H 6-#REZIEE LAY GalNAc
By H-6 {555 3.56. 3.57. 3.58 Fll 3.59 ppm HJI&ES535I]
Xf B BCS. CCS. SCS Hl TCS H 6-4 1% L BUAC iy
GlcA By H-3 1555 3.35. 3.35. 3.36 1 3.36 ppm [
W5y HXF R BCS. CCS. SCS Hl TCS H 6-%i 12 HLHX
R GleA 19 H-2 {55 . RS SRR SCHRHRE 1 —
RN 2 285 SRAHAF 424
2.7 FEERIERERKE RAEIMLE B

5T % B0, Z2 W PT SEATE PR AN I sl 2
APPSR/ NEDT H R BB R
BB A AT LI SR, 5 0 HEAE B ZS &, M
TEPUAE AT R P R HESCHEVE F 7, ARS8 I
PUFPSKIE CS X DPPH. ¥ [ fH 3L R ABTS H 3t
IHBREET IRV A TS M A LRE T 25 57, 1B 5A
W, DUFARSIYR CS 1 DPPH [ 3L B R HR 2 Pk
FEARYE:, o TCS By BR 5, SCS Ik, ik
R 6 mg/mL B, {EBRRITANIEZE] T 61.56%+0.93%
F126.25%+0.31%, 3= TAFIXSRIR CS(P<0.05).
Kl 5B Airzs, ¥ N 4 mg/mL BF, TCS A9 A 350
SRR, 1K 32.47%+0.64%, i Efth =Fp3kIERY CS
R 5 T B8 3G T B R R LR R R A, X —
Bl BRIA A T e BE T 25Tl ad Bk VEFHER
AEDE RREM, SFEOF R RSN, AR T CS 47
T 5 A R AR . FHICHFSTEE Y, 2k
PUEAAL WG PE AU BRI P T 45 B o TSR S
1T REEE TP, BEoh, B 5C Fias, UFh kil CS /Y
ABTS" [ HH 2L 35 B Rt 52 B M0 ok AR s, HL 5
DPPH [ HH3EF1%%8 H 345 R —2L, TCS mI 3R A
ZEH, 7F 4 mg/mL BEBRR IR 90.72%+0.19%, i
e At =Rk IR A CS(P<0.05),

ZE LTI, 4B X9 N R SR IR CS
HRFS I AR AR 1 F B BRAE 71, Horb TCS AH
LEHAL =R PR CS B W20 H B ERIEERIE T,
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@A) 651 T o

JiEIRE (mg/mL)
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35 %
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© JRE B (mg/mL)
S 007 2 N -
o - g
= 90| -1
£ g0 T
i .
o0 R
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- o40{ Y
& 30 1 Ae/ o .
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JRHERE (mg/mL)
¥l 5 DPPH. # H M ABTS"H Hi £ BRHE
Fig.5 DPPH, the hydroxyl radical and ABTS" radical
scavenging capacity
i E(A) FRAFRRIE CS /9 DPPH H T BRAET; I(B)
FIRARIRIR CS ¥ At EEEERBE 1 B (C) RARA R IE
CS 1 ABTS" [ HHZEIEBRAiE )15 ARIKS FRFIRF—WE T
ATFRIRIR CS W5 bR A 35 22 5 (P<0.05), NRI/NE Ak
FOR Al CS AN [RIHR 115 bR F A A 35 22 5+ (P<0.05) .
X P RES TCS 1Y EAMELH B CA 3l . 22U KT
TSR YVIARSE, A A s IR e (B AT R 3t
TR YE . TS R S SCERIGE 1Y CS Pk
REME—2), JE— 2P I0UE T Bl ks 4 RERPL
EALFIIE T -
2.8 AEPRIEFRERKE RAERREME ST
2.8.1 XFAREEERL AR LSS RETI43HT  PURIAS[RIR
PRI CS X I [ Pt g o i B 14 52 il an &1 6 P zas, CS
o) FIEL ] P52 2 B 1) 435 5 FH B T 38 ) 55 0 T 184 528
A EEH A = Fh, AR CS g5 G 3UR BT, 7R
JE N 6 mg/mL B, iK% T 39.38%+0.86%, iX Al fE
JHPEFH GalNAc 783 6-O-Hiligfb Fh B4 A K 5y
FaE R A = R A R H R R RSk CS, 7E
e E Ry 6 mg/mL B}, JHEEERE R 455250 31.75%+
2.42%. SCS Fl TCS X JHFE B o A &5-& J1 a8 F

AR o X LE R AR, CS BEMS -5 1A [H BE o
4545, 1D A E S Y B, BT —E AR BT L
2 ARG L 9% Hh AE [ e b, ARk CS R £ CS
FRRBL T ERIRE MR R . S oCHkiGE CS B
AP —2 00,

45 -

40 A
33 35 4 /ﬁ) Aa
é Ac Ac 7_»_Ba _________
Ry 30 } ;i-‘*""—

P
= 5] ~- A
0] At
0 2 4 6

JE R E (mg/mL)
Ko JHFEBELESRES)
Fig.6 Cholesterol binding capacity
TE: AR RS T RER R Al — R BE R AR RR IR CS (4 fE [ A4
BRI B 22 5 (P<0.05) , AN[Al/NE FREFR IR [A]— K I
CS AN[F)v B B B I B4 5 RE I AP AE 25 22 57 (P<0.05) .

2.8.2 XIAHPREAMIES G RES IR PEIRAE, AR EEAL
WS AR T BT Ao, T AR R A A A [ s
PP Z =), HHEE 2 2 ERH [ ST FE, AT RSP
fEo T Gao 55 & HLMEHY ZHH I IR EREE S RE 1 S
HAER R A A AT B UIAR G . ASF g8 PUFh
AERUE CS XFARPR NS & S Ay 2 as SR an &l 7 Br
o BEAE CS HERRGIN, 456 I ER R A 2 B i
B AR, 76 B MR (4~6 mg/mL) T, SCS 454 AR 4N
HRE T S5O AR &, o v B AT R a o SR AU,
Fe S ARER A YRRIWE FHSCERES &, TR BE DR 44k
FEEE G AR, HiX—#a#A g SCS X JIH [E EERE o i1
G RE I E . X IR WENIE T CS 1Ak sh
BERa s P2 LA A RPN E R

SRR (mg/mL)

K7 HRRENES S RET)
Fig.7 Sodium bile acid binding capacity
TE: ARIRE FRER IR ] — BN AR IR CS B IH IR 45
BRENAATE B 22 5 (P<0.05), RR/ING FEER R A — K U5
CS AN[FIVR BE A HE R BN 45 5 BE 1 AEAE i35 22 57 (P<0.05) ¢

3 %
25 TR, DL ARt S R 2R | X | Sl
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i) CS SAHFEXTE, X ENTas M FUARS M A L FRE
RETS AT Lo, R BMAESE MY | PraE b RIBRAgTS T
MHEMPAEZE S . RIRRIRIL S5 a0, PRy FiZRgE
M2 SELE IR B, A0 N2 RO A CS P iYL
FRE AR, 22N CS-C MfY, &5 /& CS-A, 4
PrEAL I B R, PR CS ¥ H £ — 2 m0 A Kt
W BRAE 1, (BB ARk IR CS /IR AR H, 7F
4 mg/mL ¥ JE T, ABTS™H H IG5 90.72%+
0.19%; % fa CS ARHNEAE DR BAE, 7E 6 mg/mL ¥k
BETR, BHE B R 45 5 3% 20 39.38%+0.86%, IR 2
B0 CS, MHFEIBEE LS G N 31.75%+2.42%
Ak, NF e S g askIR CS F2 )R T CS-C Y
S5y, AT KL CS-C T (6-O-imM i) BRI Etk 5
BN PE DT CS-A T (4-O-Filzth) , HEMARRR
B S AT b R I R VA N EN AR R s B = A L M SR S =
FL/RBITBRINEE GRCR . 3X N CS AR R IR AE T
HARYE, B R 2 AR AR IR CS 1 & F) FHER AL
T HNSARYE, JEEn] 2D SR IE AR Y TR T v
e
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