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Abstract: Using dandelion roots as a raw material, dandelion root polysaccharides (DRP) were extracted using a complex
enzymatic hydrolysis method, and the extraction process was optimized. The four polysaccharide components, denoted
DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c, and DRP-d were separated using diethylaminoethyl column chromatography, and the structural
characteristics and in vitro antioxidant activities of these five polysaccharides were investigated. In vitro digestion experi-
ments were conducted on the components having the best antioxidant activity after separation to explore the variation pat-
terns of total carbohydrates and reducing sugars during in vitro digestion. The results showed that using an enzymatic

hydrolysis time of 1.6 h, enzyme addition ratio of 5:2, enzyme dosage of 3.5%, and pH of 4.30 was optimal, yielding
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23.78% polysaccharides. All five compounds produced the typical absorption peaks of polysaccharides and were mainly

composed of seven monosaccharides: rthamnose, glucuronic acid, galacturonic acid, glucose, mannose, arabinose, and
galactose. The molecular weight of DRP-a was 8763 Da, those of DRP-b and DRP-c were 6396~51090 Da and 8067~
52713 Da respectively, and that of DRP-d was 12389~229349 Da. Among the five polysaccharides, only DRP had a triple-
helical structure, as well as an irregular fragmented surface morphology. DRP-a had a spherical packing structure, whereas

DRP-b, DRP-c, and DRP-d had smooth and irregular fragmented structures. /n vitro antioxidant experiments demonstrated

that all five polysaccharides had good antioxidant capacities. The total sugar and reducing sugar contents of DRP-d after in

vitro oral, stomach, and small intestine simulated digestion did not change significantly, indicating that DRP-d was stable

during digestion, and, thus, reached the intestinal tract to exert its effects. Overall, the findings clarify the digestive charac-

teristics of dandelion polysaccharides. Further, the results indicate that dandelion polysaccharides could be developed and

utilized as prebiotics.

Key words: dandelion root polysaccharides; process optimization; isolation and purification; structural characterization;

antioxidant activity; in vitro simulated digestion

AT (Taraxacum) &=—Fh BLAT 25 & W HOME
MIBERF 2 AE 2 BEASAE Y, 12 o0 A T Bkl b
XU, CHrgmaAR B Y PG T AT RS H L MEJE.
HF. B, CREART CRMs Y PR I AT “fhak
T, TGS AP, (i E 25 i)y rhic 280 T i A e B
I REE, BRI ALSS, FIPRIE M TR, AP
WS R AR, FEAARE T MRS, BBES . WERNAS | wE
25 WSS AWLRISERE AT, R FaR R
JESE T s 2 BT R armbi et . PIes . Pk,
BRI AN B VR | VR 8 RS P

MR R, ZHHR I AN, X Z 0 gk 44
FESRAMIE PEL S AR RN, Y TR 0 RO vk
A HORKIZFETS B FE BRI B R IO | Bk Fl Bh HEE
V5 BRI ST, HAR ik A skl . B
B2 — PR AN, SR SRS Ik, 2R
T RG0S — SR B A AN I BE , i PR Al it 444, LA
ek Y TR L ok . B T BRI AN B IS AE 1R
BaI R AR 2 pEas g se s M, SR TR ECE, 7 B
TR AW, PR PEAE Y Z e S Bl
JIZ NP0,

A5 308 Jo £ 21 22 R S R XU 2 5 10 1k
ST A D AR v Z2 WH A T HR AR, I8 A B PR 2R - N THT
PARAL T 32U T 2280, B 5550 . 404h . =30
P E RN TN = =R Sl 3 | | B A A RS Y 5 3 et v B
ik, i ] DPPH-. ABTS"-. -OH &R fig 71 FLEIA Ji
FIHHRPRIPPAL T SiAGRT IS T AR 2 W AR S ML A
A e, T8 HH 4 B8 alif b JE S5CR e 1 2H 43 DRP-d
AT T RS NE AL SCEG, B AEEE ST —Fh S (o =20
PR, AR 2RI ST, LA B &
i DRSS ST T 2 B P PR RS S
1| HNSRE
1.1 MRS

WAAR SR H IR G RS T U AT
(30~60 °C). 95% ZWE ., JL/KZBE, Hilig . i E b
TR . FRIR . SSUKE AR L TR . R
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=&k Yohirbrat, B e AR A RR A
H]; £F 4 FE [ilg (400 U/mg) . R (50000 U/mg) |
DEAE B lg e FF(BR) | a-MEWK FERIBE( =5 U/
mg) . HEMHAEF(1:30000) ., JFEEF(BR, 1:4000) . bk
FRUEST . -85 3 - Sonpe sk . S5 ARELR R4
Mrati, B AR IR A a2 20 oy
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w]; DHG-9245A LG XA i faRlA YU
A BRAF]; HI1850 0Bl W A 2 56 24X
T & A PR F]; IRPrestige-21 5 s B i A8 fo 2T
ANGTEAYL H A ERAN F]; Multiskan FC BbRY . #
22 U3000 =30 AH (O SRR IR (v )R
#5 A BRZN Al Waters2414 7R 22850 2% . Waters 2707
HshibFEss  SEEREFHZSF]; Ohpak SB-804 HQ,
Ohpak SB-806M HQ H-& 3Ll /K74 SEC(GFC)
ik A: B AR AR T RRN4%h; UPH-1-10T #8408
KA R AE LR A FR A ] SEM i 4R 500
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AT AR, F7F TR TSR P s rss .
1.2.2 WA PEMEEE FREL 1.0 g AN S /)
TS YRR AR, 42 1:35 R LRI AZE K, IR
AR pH, $— 52 FUABI A — 2 0 A £T 4 25 il AR
fifg, 7F 52 °C /KA EEf— a2 B a], Wb 7KV KR 20 min,
RHIE 2= S G R O R UE, BQIEROIEFS 28 & H4n
Z R 1/3; W45 5 B T 4 5 EUN 95%
CBEDUVE, A VKA R IH B 15 h 5 LU 4000 1/
min B0 10 min /522 BEICRE, VKA A 12 h J57E
FLASRUR TR IR T, 15T A9 20 (DRP) o
1.2.3 PRy gsdil  HEFRFREX 10 mg Jo/K Fi4d
PHECH] A% 0.1 mg/mL AR5 FERER R - 537 I
0.0.1.0.2. 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0 mL JIFle# A5 BbRAELS
T HIERAE T, I A ZEMKRNE 2 1.0 mL If4%
5o 2 1:1:5 e@liAE b A A 1.0 mL 6% 2Ry
VW . 5.0 mL WG IR PH AT I R, $25) 5 #E G
B 20 min, M5E HAE 490 nm ALISGEMENY, DI
ZEPHEA B SR AL bR, WG EEAE AR, 1S PRUERTZR
By a5 Y=0.5983X—0.0145, R*=0.9995 .

1.2.4 AT AR E LA 1.23 F7
VI E TH A DA BRI MR RO G REE, DAZEIRAK S as

AT
A TR ZHER (%) = X (D

e C Ry TH 4 D5 AR 22 W U W 00 T R TR R,
g/mL; V A ZZHE S W AR FR, mLs N A B i %5
m AR A TR RN K B, 2o
1.2.5 PRRIFESCLE IR IR 1.2.2 IRBCEEE, 45
FIFREL 1.0 g TANBEIS TH A TR R, FEET4E
TSRS LE] 503, BN 3%. pH4.8 5514 T, 8
FEAN IR (1, 1.5, 2, 2.5, 3 H XA TR Z
HEAS ZR 0 52 W5 FE R E] 1.5 hy BEESINE 3%.
pHA4.8 514 F , R FT A [) 21 4 25 1l A0 S5 g Bifg Lk 447
(5:1,5:2,5:3.,5:4, 5:5) XA TARZHHERAIFE
M s FEBGARATE] 1.5 h, ZF4EZR B AT SRR Lh ) 5:2.
pH4.8 1 5544, ¥R 55 A [ Bilg %5 Il i (2% 2.5%.
3% 3.5%. 4% ) XTI DR 2 BEAS SR MY FE M FE N
BsHIR) 1.5 h 2T 2k 22 i R SR RS 1l bl 451 522 s o
3.5% 511 F, IFEAE pH(4.0. 4.4, 4.8, 52, 5.6)
XN AR ZZ A R Y 5]

1.2.6 WAL EGRESTHT AR EIZR SRgG Ry B 1, F
FH Box-Behnken i1 H & A WL T il AR
ZWE A FRIERA . DABS R Ta] . B Lb o) | it
I pH M2 R 2, DL AR R w {E, iF
AT VU 2R =K i 1 TR 15T, a8 R 3R 5 /K7
TR 1,

1.2.7 ZHimrEaift Bl A SRR A %, T
S8 10 mg/mL W, LIZEIRK R P B, Fa5 il i i

CxVxN
XV XN 100

1w R K

Table 1 Response surface test factors and levels
KT TR 1] Ch) BRI LE A5 A7 N (%) pH
! 1.0 5:1 3.0 4.0
0 1.5 5:2 35 44
2.0 5:3 4.0 4.8

0.5 BV/h, &l KFLW g AB-8 il AR H . R
DEAE Sepharose FF JZH741 (4.5 cm>x40 cm) X i 4
R S AT A TAR Z W R A TiE—25 41 28, kb
PRUF ISR R FHZEME K . 0.1, 0.2 Fi1 0.3 mol/L 1Y NaCl
VRWOHATHRURBENR, Wi 2.5 mL/min, SR FHEE-67
BRIV PRI A & BRIV LR, Mo e
S0 BF, HEAT N — AR B TR . & IR PRI
Y BEZH S, {1 3500 kDa i HT485E T 48 h IR
ZE L, R R TS B aib R TR A TSR £
## DRP-a. DRP-b, DRP-c 1 DRP-d.
1.2.8 ZHHLEIIRAE
1.2.8.1 %4MGHE  Wehl 1.0 mg/mL BEA U, JHE
JH £ AN -AT UL 43 656 BE v AT 43 M, 8 SRR S TE
200~400 nm IR 5 [ Y T 6 (E
1.2.82 £L4RGiE ¥ 1.0 mg k£ 5 55 KBr B R
(100 mg) FE4HRA IR R &, 7E 500~4000 cm™ %
BHO NS LTSN G
1.2.83 ZHimTHEH RAHGKERE IS OS5
REZHE T, ARG R 0ESE 22 2 hhark
malVERRAEINZR . KE B FREURESS 5 mg, AR S H
A 0.05 mol/L NaCl %% 1 mL, il 5 5 mg/mL fit
LSRR, A 0.22 pnm TAFLIERST 8, SRS 5
FEEF 2 mL R

BB AE Y 0.05 mol/L NaCl ¥, i st Ny
0.5 mL/min, ¥E¥7 A 40 °C, &M #8 A Waters 78 22567
MBS, (OGS RGP ILTKEM: SEC(GFC) i
FE 2 FREBBE(8 mm=300 mm), AT N 30 pL, 43
HTEHE R 60 min, FRYEZHERE S el B el 5

Rl IR, H Agilent GPC #4531 H A T
1.2.8.4 BPEZHRR. R PMP A:RTATAR B oA 4,

TSI 220 ) BOPE ZH A A R R LR, A AR B 22
BEAESY 5.0 mg, ITA 1 mL 2 mol/L =R 2. M2 W,
121 °C ik 2 he BAEA, KT A 3 mL FF B
Ve, FRT, B2 B PE 2~3 Ko A 1 mL JCE
KGR, e NOTERE AR

R 2544 435 4F A Agilent ZORBAX Eclipse
XDB-C,4(4.6x250 mm, 5 um), i shHHH 2N - BEiR
Fh G R AT VRN, NS AR IR £ S R AR R LE
A 17:83, Fii#E M 0.8 mL/min, #7530 °C, ¥
250 nm, #HAFEE 10 plo
1.2.8.5 A FRBMEE HT 4% DRP. DRP-a.
DRP-b. DRP-c. DRP-d #iFi7E S -, PL 5 mA
i4: 30 s, 7E 20 °C. 5 kV O KSR, 43510
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ELZBHRE SHAE 100 £% . 1000 %71 5000 f5 3T iy
PUN )T

1.2.8.6 KIELIS2 B 2 mL FREMRIE Sy 2 mg/mL
HIZ AW, DA 2 mL ¥ N 0.2 mmol/L W SR 41
IR, BRI 1 mol/L 1) NaOH ¥ i #1115
IREG W NaOH s &M B2 43 3128 0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3,
0.4, 0.5 mol/L, #E5)Z i 10 min, £ 200~800 nm 712
Bl N AT £ G, DL NaOH ¥ 3 MR AR AR, %
R AL (Amax ) A AEFRZ Tl

1.2.9 ZHEbiEALIE TSR

1.2.9.1 DPPH H H3IEFRAE I E  FEoH] 5.0 mg/
mL 1 Z 8RR, I I3 TBR EEA B 0.1, 0.5,
1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0 mg/mL FYIEW . PFAS[FHeEE
B ZHEA WS 0.1 mmol/L 1 DPPH-Z B 45 1L
BR AT, BECIBE 0.5 h &, FHERSN 6T 2
HF 517 nm ARG EEE, BRI 3 R, BCF
HIME o LA Ve b BHPEXT BR 4L, $2 23 20 (2) 115
DPPH H HIEEAYEBRR(%) o

A-(A-A)

0

DPPH [ H 575 5 %(%) = 100

X

i A, IEESRA A, X REZH (TJE/K AR
DPPH JZ W ); Ao %5 FILH (ZEIR /KA Z WA
) o
1.2.9.2 ABTS'H HIEIERAEIIIE  Aciil 5.0 mg/
mL PR, BB 0.1, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0,
4.0, 5.0 mg/mL ¥ . ¥ 7 mmol/L ABTS IH K
5§ 2.45 mmol/L iR A SSABUR A, FERE AL
BN 12 h J5BOE B R 22 v (0.1 mol/L,
pH7.4) BEA AR, i HAE 734 nm ALINAS S BOGRE
TE 0.7+0.02 Z 8], fH ILECHI AL ABTS TAEW . 4351
FEHL 1.0 mL AS[FHEEE Y ZBEE WS 4.0 mL FC4AY
ABTS TAEWIR-G )W 5 min, M £ H: F 734 nm
TR SEEEAE, ARSI 3 U, BOEIE. DL Ve
A BEE T BELH, #2530 (3) 15 ABTS H H L0975 i
(%) o

A-(Ai-A)

0

ABTS' H HIFEIE R (%) = 00

&)

b A HEESR A A, X RRZH (ZRIRK AT
ABTS W) ; Ay 725 FILH (ZEIB KA ZHHRE 5
) o
1.2.9.3 ¥ HMILERFESIME  FEEHl 5.0 mg/mL
M) 2R, IR AT AR BER RE S 0.1, 0.5, 1.0,
2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0 mg/mL AIFRK . SrH)F2H 1.0 mL
AS TR EE A B A 2 AR . 1.0 mL 6 mmol/L 7K 4%
Wi - W W . 1.0 mL FeSO, ¥ LA S 1.0 mL 3%
i) H,0, Wik, IRAFE41, 37 °C /KXW 30 min J&,
TE 510 nm P E H W SEEE(E, B3 AR I 3 1, HR

SEIME . LA Ve A BHPEXTRELE, $e803R()TE R A
FH LT BRF(%) o

eI o) = D Q)

o A CHRRSR AL A, St BB (JG/K R
H,0, V)5 Ay H2as AL (R K AR Z2 W RE 5l I
B o
1.2.9.4 RAAJFEJ3ME Bl 5.0 mg/mL 1 ZHERE
W, FRHE TR A B 0.1, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0,
4.0. 5.0 mg/mL AESHE, 53 AR EL 1.0 mL AN [F] R
A B 1 2 WA, MUK 2.5 mL 1% BYEREILER
YW . 2.5 mL 0.2 mol/L pH 2}y 6.6 HYREMNREh 2% nhigs
W, IRETES], BT 50 °C /KB 20 min, B HIE
JIA 2.5 mL 10% =5 PR, #2240, Bt 2.5 mL I
W T HZE A T, IILA 2.5 mL 287K A1 0.5 mL
1% FeCly WK, # il 45 T /2% 10 min, 7E 700 nm
T S R, ARSI 3 U, O IME . LA
Vo i BEPEEXT IR, #2205 RE IR 1T,

BIEETT = A - A X (5

Ao A SRR Ay ShEs AL GRIBRUE =
BRI o
1.2.10 {RIMERIEAL 275 Brodkorb S5 ¥ 757k
FEVERS & v, X7 DRP-d #EAT 115 . B A/ iz X
3 DB ARSI AR S o SR FH AR My i R 1k Tl
FE M AN DL A A B v BB A R, AR RS R
1.2.3; 2R 3,5- Al FEI/KAZ IR (DNS ) 25000 72 148 50 &
U7 S3FIEL 1 mL AS [R] e A0 28 18) 47 26 M s o 145
W, WA 5 mL DNS 3, BRI S min, R E1)5
FERZE 25 mL, 7E 540 nm FIWESGIE . DA 25
JE AR ARRR . WG R NAR R, F5IA JEREAR I H 2R
Y=0.9104X-0.0568, R>=0.999

FARAIMEALL 1 754k 5 40.0 mL 5.0 mg/mL Z2¥E
WS 35 mL AR (SSF)IR A, FHINA 5.0 mL
a-WEVR PERY AW . 0.25 mL 0.3 mol/L CaCl,-2H,O
WA 9.75 mL ZEMEK IR SIS VATY pH = 7.0, 6
JEFE 37 °C 150 t/min FIEIRK G IR, 47 BITE 0.
2.5, 10 min F& U4 5.0 mL WAL, & i K S
B IS R, DR SR AR b . A
WKW KB 10 min JEARAFETE—20 °C VKA -

PRHIMEAL B T AL W 1 B S AR )5 B R AR S
W5 55 mL B E % (SGR)IRE, HlnA 15 mL
25000 U/mL 19 5 & H B . 0.05 mL 0.3 mol/L 1§
CaCl,2H,0 ¥ LA K 6.95 mL 7548 /K IR 21 e V8
pH & 3.0, #EGAE 37 °C 150 r/min N EEK S TR
Wi, SrSIFE 0005, 1. 2 h FULEE 5.0 mL M AL, &
WK 10 min Ji5 850 I IEE B, 0 R0BE A2 i
JEREAE Ak o TG B K K T 10 min J5PRAFAE
—20 °C vKFf -

ARG MEAL I W ;15 B TE RS R S
W5 22 mL ARG W (SIF) IR&, B i A 10 mL

x100 = (4)
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800 U/mL JBEF. 5.0 mL % /HEL . 0.08 mL 0.3 mol/L
CaCl,-2H,0 ¥ LA F 2.62 mL 7518 7/K; IR 215 V8
pH A ZE 7.0, #GTE 37 °C 150 r/min NEIE/K A+

Yy, 2 BIFE 0. 0.5, 1. 2 h FUkg4E 5.0 mL AL UK,

i KT 10 min 5 B OISR FE W, BV A
JERAE . TFRIATAROR KU K 10 min S5 RA7AE
—20 °C ¥K4fio
1.3 HEAIE

T A SEESFATINAE 3 UK, 45 SRBCFYE . SR
WPS Office #4178z 10 % 5 4c1t; Origin 2024 J47
AR AT 52 8] Design Expert 13.0 ZEAT 0 57 G
A3t ik SPSS Statistics 27.0.1 X% 2H [a] 2= S 347
PAH 2 7 225387 (ANOVA), P<0.05 FonA i #E
2 HBRE5ES
2.1 BEZRIWER
2.1.1 PR A SAR Z SR ke il 1
JToN, Bt 45 B BeE 1R] p 35 0, 2 HEAS RS BTHE T
W FERGARET R 1.5 h B, 2208520 5 058, it
JE ARSI B AT TR], 2208 R 1A R R, X ULHIRE
25 Tt e EF TR0 1A S 1, 00 e v 1) SR e S5 40 T 0 3 i
HMNBIR, AR T 2P B s . Pt
[ElEIE 1.5 h 5, T REH TR $R G - S 3 il
IR, I H—Le 2 b GRS M E e R o T A B
JLOTVEW), AR RN 25 b, BEREBEMRT ] 1.
1.5. 2 h #FF7Jagim i it biss .

20 |

18

ZHIEHE (%)

12 ¢

liO 115 2j0 215 310
PR E] (h)
BT AN TRLR 2 SR 2 AR R R
Fig.1 Effect of enzymatic hydrolysis time on the yield
of dandelion root polysaccharides

2.1.2 BB ECABIXT T A SR 2R A2
Pl 2 s, BEFE B IN EL 5 B34 Jin, 2208555 T
o NRE. TERGERINLLEI N 5:2 B, 22055 s 3]
{HL, S ARSEIE NN R LU 9], Z2MAS R S BT K
Fo X ATRESE th TEF4E RS RBHE 5:2 Hefil T
SIRYVE IR REIR B, 5 Sk Sehs g Fu g, 27
Yk ZR M-S R S IR 0 4 SR <seiss, JF HE 2
A2 5 | S H A o R B, BELAS 2 i 7 Hh
SRR — MG E ], BRI R, 25 |,
VEPEREAS L]y 521, 5:2, 5:3 BEAT )5 220 oL T
PeAigs: .

10

551 s 53 54 58
RS In Ee 4]
P2 RSN EE AT 3 SRR 22 AR B R
Fig.2 Effect of enzyme addition ratio on the yield of dandelion
root polysaccharides

2.1.3  BFEIEXITH AR Z IR0 il 3
JIT7R, BEAE B I (BN, Z2 85 eRe A T
Mo FEREASINER N 3.5% B, ZH5 A B E(E, It
JEARSERE NS N EL, PEHBCR I R X ATHE
T REE B IN R ARSI, SR Sl & AR RV, 15
SRIFLEIE R MEFIINE N 3.5% B, JRY) S 5E 4
454, BENASSRIR 2 i s BRI INEAE 3.5% LS, IS
Py T RILIR A, Ak FH R A SR IS
W) 522 I, HLash R A A 25 7K S SR, 3
PR REPY, 25 b, SRR S it o 3%, 3.5%.
4% AT IS A

241

=16}
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Fig.3 Effect of enzyme addition amount on the yield
of dandelion root polysaccharides

2.1.4 pH XA TEAR 2R R 052 il 4 pr
N, BEFE pH G IN, 2R R 05 B TR R
TE pH 2 4.4 B, Z W5 58 B WE(H, 105 4k 2t K
pH, R 2 FEaF It ThaE . RNREEEA
ANFE s pH, 24 5 iv il pH, B0 1 & R RE
%, HIEYM & &k ARk, 7F pH & 4.4 R,
LT Y 2Rl 5 R A T e T X AT, AL R
JFHAT S 80K A ) AR v 1 27248 22 -5 SR e 57, A1
P WRE Y 2M7E pH A 4.4, £ 4E R il Rt
MU G AE RO S, 20950k Bl i s 1Y
pH AkL T I H SRR 1) el A E P B, Seie
Tt P S 2 A, IR R vp S R 2T 4R 2R il R A E
JH, B SCRAR T XU MR, DTS 3 2 AR R
1. &5 [, %8 pH R 4. 4.4, 4.8 FEAT IS S N At
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Fig.4 Effect of pH on the yield of dandelion root
polysaccharides

2.2 MIRZEZERSH

2.2.1 MmN EES TS AR IR RRIERSLEG
g 3al I, ) Design-Expert 13.0 #4347 Box-
Behnken #¢11, H: 29 k3= 17 0996 45 S5 45 R a0
2% 2 s, 25T WNER 3 s o alad X e EodE
A7 Z T T 5T, IR A TR Z R R(Y) 5 A48
PR BT TR (A | B I BRI (B) L BEEIN & (C) |

2 MR iR S 45 R

Table 2 Design and results of response surface test

PSR (h) BRG] BRI (%) pH  153E(%)

1 2.0 5:3 3.5 4.4 19.56
2 1.5 5:1 3.5 48 17.374
3 2.0 5:2 3 4.4 20.39
4 1.5 5:1 4 44  18.873
5 2.0 5:2 35 48 16.818
6 1.5 5:1 3 44  18.969
7 1.5 5:2 3 48 16.519
8 1.5 5:3 3 44  19.193
9 1.0 5:1 3.5 44 17951
10 1.5 5:3 44  18.684
11 2.0 5:2 44  19.356
12 1.5 5:2 48 16.708
13 1.5 5:2 3.5 44  23.531
14 1.5 5:2 3 4 19.363
15 1.5 5:2 3.5 44  22.586
16 2.0 5:1 3.5 44 20.893
17 1.5 5:2 3.5 4.4 22.87
18 1.5 5:2 3.5 44 23271
19 1.5 5:1 3.5 4 18.752
20 1.0 5:2 35 4 18.235
21 2.0 5:2 35 4 20.931
22 1.0 5:2 3 44  17.895
23 1.0 5:2 35 48 16.791
24 1.0 5:3 3.5 44  18.653
25 1.0 5:2 4 44 17328
26 1.5 5:3 3.5 48 16.329
27 1.5 5:2 3.5 44  23.632
28 1.5 5:2 4 4 18.865
29 1.5 5:3 3.5 4 19.036

pH(D) i X [T 7R AN T

Y=23.18+0.9246A—0.1131B—0.2096C—1.22D—
0.5087AB-0.1168AC—0.6673AD—0.1032BC—
0.3322BD+0.1718CD-1.97A2—2.03B2-2.30C2—
3.10D%,

K3 ATARSHEG AR AR 7 22 0

Table 3  Analysis of variance of regression model for the yield
of dandelion root polysaccharides

b3 M AmE ¥r FE Pl B
el 130.21 14 930  60.78 <0.0001 ok

A-TEfERSTEL 10.26 1 1026  67.03 <0.0001  **
B-FA LA 0.1535 1 0.1535 1.00  0.3336
C-FR IR 0.5271 1 0.5271  3.44  0.0846
D-pH 17.87 1 17.87 116.76 <0.0001  **
AB 1.04 1 1.04 676  0.0209 *
AC 0.0545 1 0.0545 03563 0.5601
AD 1.78 1 178  11.64  0.0042 o
BC 0.0426 1 0.0426 0.2786  0.6059
BD 0.4416 1 0.4416 2.89  0.1115
CD 0.1180 1 0.1180 0.7710  0.3947
A? 25.09 1 25.09 163.93 <0.0001  **
B’ 26.82 1 26.82 17524 <0.0001  **
C? 34.28 1 3428 22399 <0.0001  **
D? 62.40 1 62.40 407.74 <0.0001  **
52 2.14 14 0.1530
AU 1.36 10 0358 0.6922 07105 A
4R 2% 0.7847 4 0.1962
eyl 132.36 28

e * KR P<0.05H Y I 3, **# 3R P<0.0 LR RUAR i 3%

= 3 A%, B8 P<0.0001(P<0.01), FHILLG
AR A B 2, ST P=0.7105 (P>0.05) A~ ik
2, RN R XHRIGLE AL AT, BEALRE)H
F5 R?=0.9838, Adjusted R?>=0.9676, B iZ L7 5
T AR 2R PR R A A, nT T
T S AR R BCRAFP , FE DU DR 2 v, WA B TR
pH Xt 7 S AR 2255 SR L B o 3% P<0.0001
(P<0.01), BRI XA 552 M ., i N B3]
SHFRAFE I A3 . LA AD [B)38 EAEH LK
TURIA?, B2, C?. D X WA R Y 5 AR 3
(P<0.01), AB [A] 58 T A FH X Z2 W5 50 52 i) k25
(P<0.05), i AC. BC. BD. CD [8] 3 HAEFAXT £
HHARSR Y RZ I AN .35 (P>0.05) .
2.2.2 W HHESMT IR R T A R R, 1 RH
PRI B X /A ) SE RS ; A5 i ZR B FE FR 2R W I A
TR RS EAE AN 238, A 5 T2 46 2 3 WA v BRI 18] B9
A EAEA SR, RIE 5(a)AY 3D MRyl ATAE R
£k AT LAZE H, B sk ] 55 B i L 49 CAB ) () i) 7
AT A BN, A5 = £k 5030 AR, 156 AH B avl TR)
FUEGES N LA 028 B AR .35 & 5(b) i, B
(7] -5 pH(AD ) F4 i 157 T T B i R 8 R Pt ) 1) 5
TSI 3], 45 ven £k 22 BH AV (R, 2% BH T i) 1] 5
pH [ AR M, B2, 455152 3 (R8I Jy 2%
SRT—3. HFHASEEAEHB AR, 45 L, 5K



4786 H 1T BEEE,

48

ZHHE (%)

23S
FAr052008 o0

5SS,
TZRRKR,

X
R

B R0 51

10 12 14 16 18 20
A IR (h)
(b) LA (%)

LA (%)

10 12 14 16 18 20
A i R] (h)

K5 & PIRSCHAERIH A SR MR 150
Fig.5 Influence of the interaction of various factors on the
yield of polysaccharides from dandelion roots

TE: (a) MR IS 18] 55 SN LU (9100 35 20 SRR 22055 10 52 W5
(b) BN TE] 55 pH AT 2 PR ZHET AR R0

0] 38 B AR FX T A TEAR Z2 i B3R 1) (14 568 55 )15
7N AD>AB>BD>CD>AC>BC,
223 WAER SRR T ZHUE @
Design-Expert 13.0 ZXIADEARAR: H T SR 220500 i
RIS N BifEATIE] 1.64 h, BEESHINELH] 5:1.9,
BEFAS N 3.47% . pH4.30, ZEIE T 252544 1 T 22 4
TSR =, o 23.46%. 25 R SEBRIGAE ) 7 (84
FIAT A0, PHEE SR BfRET ] 1.6 h S0 )
5:2. WG 3.5%. pH4.30, TEM&F R 47 3 Ik
AT SLEG G UE, 15 H T 4N AR 220 1T 145 RN
23.78%, S MMEET, 52REEPY 38 o 8 75 i Bh g
FPEIEAT B 1Y TH S e 2B 22.(9.068 %) FIXI K igr
50O 3 i BOK IR R VR A B BT A TR 2B R
(20.31%) FHLY, AS L5 7 A EAR 2 A5 A5 2 T
S R TE, UEBH AR AR . TS
23 ENRIRSENS B

TN TEARK 22 850 DEAE-BISWHEENR FF A1)2
Mratfbrveliiph 2 ani®l 6 FizR, 45 DEAE- Sepharose-
Fast flow #4385 J5 75 2 PU ™ 2H 43, 43 591 A 7K e i
4y DRP-a 1 0.1, 0.2, 0.3 mol/L ¥ & NaCl % i £
4% DRP-b. DRP-c #1 DRP-d, /= 3 43 %Il 2 6.10%.
5.66%. 5.34%. 10.12%.
2.4 SEMIFRIES
2.4.1 %5MGi%4YHT  DRP. DRP-a. DRP-b, DRP-
¢ 1 DRP-d 7E 200~400 nm &b (14 £ 48 GG 45
& 7 i, 0] L H DRP £E 260, 280 nm A &I
U, Da PHTHE 2N SRR 220 b S AT /D e A P RN 1 I
JSys aiAb)S I PURP ZBETE 260, 280 nm AbXATCHA ik
W2 WAL 04, T AE 240 nm /- 45 4k DRP. DRP-a 1 DRP-

: WA AR HELSFIFAE  PrASLIGHE SRS MEAU TR 52 - 313 -

35¢ DRP-d

30} DRP-b 1'1 193
g 25¢F T\ 1 g
S 5ol [\ —_— [ I q02E
g 20] DRPa i | \ g
=0 A | . s
s op I DRP-c } o Q
= o I { L s L z

0.5 5\ l ' f | I

0 rJ_LL-A-"r ""‘M—" ‘v"; k 40

K6 THATARZHE DEAE sepharose FF #£)ZH7i7e /i £k
Fig.6 Purification curves of dandelion root polysaccharide
DEAE sepharose FF column chromatography

© AT, S AT BEYR T4k BE (/N5 Ik B il
WEPRAF LA AR I I B Z: DEAE 2T 702
aifb)s T LA S A E AR RIS, R
Al ASSCRASHF T

DRP

1.0+ DRP-a

~ DRP-¢

03 Iores
0 DRP-d L f = —
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K (nm)
%l 7 DRP, DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c £l DRP-d
YIS nERER A
Fig.7 UV spectral scans of DRP, DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c,
and DRP-d

2.4.2 “IAMNGIESYHT  DRP. DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-
c il DRP-d FYLTAM GG S IR E 8 s, AT LA
M 220 A DU RR 4l Ak J5 B0 22 B B LAY 41
SRR . FE 3287.67. 3318.49. 3431.50, 3380.13,
3397.26 cm™" AN E T DRP. DRP-a. DRP-b,
DRP-c Fll DRP-d 19 O-H FYHRZEIRBhI%E, Xttt 2
11y L AU AR FIE W AT 0 POTs A% L E 2931.20., 2934.93
2938.35. 2938.35, 2931.50 cm™' &b F¥ W WAL I6s Sy Z2
C-H #EAXTFR A 4e PR sh ik il . 1602.73. 1613.01,
1623.28. 1623.28. 1609.58 cm ! 4k~ C=C {84 I=5h
S B2, 141095, 1414.38, 1414.38. 1417.80,
1421.23 cm™' 4b 2 C-H % 14 25 il 9= 3 i a1 B
1246.52, 1253.42, 1250, 1250, 1253.42 cm™' W7 Iicig
JBE C=0 # i 45 9= 2 Jr 7~ 4 195 1023.97. 1037.67.
1017.12, 1078.76. 1041.09 cm™' W Y & J& F C-O-
C fhiga PRzl B, 20 i Z 58 i & ik 2R0 Y,
962.32, 907.53., 938.35, 914.38. 907.53 cm™ ' 4bFH M
W e 158 BH 22 Bl R AR TE o BB A 825.73. 842.46.
825.73. 856.16. 859.58 cm ' ALTFAEMZ YA I D56 HE T
M BB
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Infrared spectral scanning images of DRP, DRP-a,

DRP-b, DRP-c, and DRP-d
2.4.3 ZHiSrT =458 DRP-a,. DRP-b, DRP-c Al
DRP-d AN 4 F il a2 45 S Un=& 4 Ui/~ . DRP-a
4y TN 8763 Da, SR — HEZE M/ T
4347 ; DRP-b 1 DRP-c ¥ HH PRl A [F] 4 F = Y 2=
HHAH W, Hoor T E LR 5N 6396~51090 Da Fl
8067~52713 Da; DRP-d [543 434 5 Bl i B, 41
T 12389~229349 Da Z[A], A5 ETIRZHE 5319
Sy AE R, ML T EIL 7 Da, 53¢
MRFRAE HhE WL pE ST X R (28 8~80 kDa) 3k
AW G, IRAE S H 43 NER I Z 4 FR £ (PDI)
Heir 1, RWIH Sy 543 A A X —, {H DRP-b,
DRP-c #l1 DRP-d /5 1 224~ 43F 5 AN [F] i 4H 5344 1,
% DRP-a &b, H4y 3 Fh WA 75 S B AE 2 AT i —
Sy Esatifh, AT BRASY)—2H 5 220

Fig.8

4 DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c il DRP-d 143l 45
Table 4 Molecular weight determination results of DRP-a,
DRP-b, DRP-c and DRP-d

FERL B4R WBES TR ES TR B0 TR 2ok
#4F  (Mn,Da) (Mp,Da) (Mw,Da) (Mz,Da) #5%k(PDI)
DRP-a 7604 5414 8763 10317 1.152

47995 52162 51090 54231 1.064
DRP-b

5798 6295 6396 7015 1.103

48453 55375 52713 56877 1.087
DRP-c

7155 9217 8067 8957 1.127

202927 227715 229349 261107 1.130
DRP-d 56781 62180 63353 69698 1.115

11124 13359 12389 13523 1.113

2.4.4 BRI AT DRP. DRP-a. DRP-b. DRP-
¢ F1 DRP-d 5 HulbR i i X te g B WL E 9.
&l 9 AT, DRP F 22 H &b (Man) . 2P (Rha) .
WA PR (Gle-A) | P FLPHRE R (Gal-A) . 75 2 bk
(Gle) . FBE(Gal) FBRAFHH (Ara) 2H A%, HEE/R L
SA3.096:26.333:2.272:19.527:9.582:16.165:23.024;
DRP-a Jr & Bliifh s/, AU H 0% (Man) | #545
PE(Gle) . AFUHH(Gal) FIF R A (Ara) ZH AL, HEE/R
Itk 4.936:70.416:12.018:12.630; DRP-b il DRP-
c PYHUBEZH B — 3%, Y i H @M (Man) . £h18 24 575
ZjHE (Gle-N) . FL 2585 (Rha) . HHHBEEE TR (Gle-A) |

FUBEIENZ (Gal-A) . #4585 (Gle) . FELBE(Gal) Fil
Bal P AP (Ara) 2H %, HLEE SR 435N 6.843: 0.177:
1.384: 2.902: 66.581: 3.508: 13.255: 5.349 Fl 2.257:
0.227: 11.640: 2.874: 28.133: 4.255: 31.461: 19.152;
DRP-d Wt H# 85 (Man) . ElZ=H%(Rha) . #FHHEE
iR (Gle-A) | FFLBHELNR (Gal-A) . #Z5HE(Gle) | 2k
FLBE(Gal) . AW (XyD) FIBTHIAARE (Ara) 2 A%, EEIR
It M 0.267: 36.549: 2.512: 14.771: 0.627: 20.111:
0.861: 24.303 . T ATAR P RIRAEAE ZFh L5 ZHE
M2, D AP Re R4S 5, TE VR R v S BRI
WS TS B DS [R) T 3 B8 AN R P 2 55 K20
DRP £k ZFhdifar WA B 2R G, Hom &
SIS S 25 2 e ot 2 BRI R E R Y, 2k
[T = 7 o (Al = = 5 B (M Sy | B (T2
DEAE #H)ENT 395, JFAS A BT A R i 22
WA LI 2408 B 547828, DR T A5 R4 o1 PR L
Ko EIR BE EAHRE DRP 25 25 5P,

141 — BRI
94 F ;
47 9 10 11
o F
ok — DRP
33F 1 34 5 7 8 10
5 59
Ez) 3k ——DRP-a
é lg - 1 ,7\ 8 10
o By 5 — DRP-b
=E1: b
43_; 0 A 2 34 7 10
108 F _
9% ; i DRP-c
3(6) F NI 7 10
1(7)(5) 3 —— DRP-d
38 a 1 1 Ilk ]I 1 SA-j‘lh/S\l 17 IM)I/“\) 1 1 1 1 ]
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] (min)
&9 HpHEFR K DRP, DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c il DRP-d f¥]
TR R A o T (4]

Fig.9 High performance liquid chromatograms of monosaccha-
ride mixed standards and DRP, DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c,
and DRP-d
TE: 1 H#80; 2: SRRRE LM A0 3. B2 4. A RHTEE 1R
5: PFURHIEIR; 6: EALEFUMHERIRER:; 7: H%IWE; 8: 2KFLKE; 9:
AHE; 102 BTREAFIME 11: 5 Bkt

2.4.5 FHEEEEYr  HIE 10 n]HL WS T, DRP
S HAR I FEHOIR 544, DRP-a 52 81 H 8RR G514,
i DRP-b, DRP-c, DRP-d 25 8 HH A SRR Aotkgd
8L, K E 1000 %, 5000 175 1] 75 Wi g 21
DRP A 2R PR G5, DRP-a & 31 1 85 5 1937 FL
BRIR 4544, DRP-b, DRP-c fll DRP-d 114 2 i &8 5 1
S RoRES M . IR LR 2R IIE SR 2= 57
FEIHETIHAS | S REE, DRP-a VE kbl
eI, R IE T a) S T R g A A
APl R A TP IRAE, NI LR GEAL),
i DRP-b, DRP-c, DRP-d 1E N TE 28, Hor T-4%
¥ PR LAt R LA R VST R R R R iR R,
TER R TR R R, BEE K 2505, L i R (94 B
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Scanning electron microscopy images of DRP, DRP-a,
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2.4.6 WIHLTZZESHT  RISRLA ARG R Hhn] LA
SEA IS 2R U A, A R R
PR AR M SR LT A L 2 T Ky RS s, BNZ1 A%,
T JCHBELEAA A S AR TC B 52 2 A=Y . FIE] 11
AT, SRIRLIAAR L, 24 NaOH ¥y 0~0.5 mol/L
B, DRP 5 NI SR LTVR G i) S R R IS & A= BH w1
Z1%%, i DRP-a, DRP-b. DRP-c Fll DRP-d FINISR4T
PRI A e RO 1 55 M R £ 0 U S A RT3,
T BTG KA, 4 1015, DRP HoA —1&iE
ZE¥y, 435S 24k J5 1Y) DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c #lI
DRP-d %A IS4t . X 2t F — I8 s+

505 |
—_ —— NI
E so0t —— HIRLI+DRP
W —— NIPRLI+DRP-a
X 495 ¢ —— I 5LI+DRP-b
= —— RIIRLT+DRP-c
E=§ 490 1 —— HISLI+DRP-d
T 4gs |

480

6 Otl 012 0?3 Ot4 015
NaOHE (mol/L)
E 11 WIH4 K DRP, DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c il DRP-d 7
ANIF) NaOH i B2 (4 Fe R Sc
Fig.11 Maximum absorption wavelengths of Congo Red
and DRP, DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c, and DRP-d at different
NaOH concentrations

AT I S R e 0 T 2 v oy eV S, stk
PR RE BT HE N RESIR ST IRIPMEIE A, Efl
— I EEE AR

2.5 IMRENEME ST

2.5.1 DPPH HHHIER%E DPPH J&2—FhLIE
O RAFEER B B, 76 517 nm B ANE REIE
WS, K DPPH T LS a i L S22, 1 2517
TEpUEARTRIE, HARH 2 & A ext, H i 3Eulis ke,
AR B O 58 (O 2 R A AR 0, RO SHT4
I LRE ) 2 EAHSEY, DRP. DRP-a, DRP-
b. DRP-c. DRP-d il V. ) DPPH [ 1 3L B fiE
i 12 i s o 7E 1.0 mg/mL Z Tij, DRP %} DPPH
[ B FA0TE R E 57{K T DRP-b 1 DRP-d, DRP-d Xt
DPPH H &5 R GE J1 (LT DRP-b, [fiE ZHHHk
BE ARSI N, TR S BREE I a5, 2k
J# A 5.0 mg/mL B}, DRP % DPPH [ i FE35 R 3k
B, N 96.37%, 5 Vo R ITERRFRARIT . I%H
£~ DRP-a. DRP-b, DRP-c. DRP-d 5 HE 143
K 29.56%. 57.09%. 26.36% Fl 76.94%. FEikk
F, WA ZHEXT DPPH [ H 5LIERRAE J7 H s B 554K
YK JE: DRP>DRP-d>DRP-b>DRP-a>DRP-c,

100}
S —
Z;Jr 80 —=— VS IR
ool —— DRP
iy —— DRP-a
= L0l —— DRP-b
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E 207 M:‘ —— DRP-d
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Fig.12 Clearance rates of DPPH free radicals by DRP, DRP-a,
DRP-b, DRP-¢c, and DRP-d

2.5.2 ABTS'HHHIGERFE WoERY], dai Al

I FEOMUAR LA A A7, T EOR IR | o0

IR FNSETT 9 25— RN PRI, ABTS T 3%
JEE I IR AR AT AR 4k ABTS Wi R,
FEAEPT A AT BT W S S N AR €4, E 735 nm ZbAT
FRAFKER, DRP, DRP-a, DRP-b, DRP-c, DRP-d
Ve B ABTST H HZRERGE T & 13 iR, B
ZOWEA L WG N, TR ZWEITERZR I TR AR
Vs RRBE ), HISKREE I ARE. #£ 0.1 mg/mL ¥k
F£ T, DRP X%} ABTS"[H fH 21935 Brfie J1 Ik T DRP-
b il DRP-d, DRP-c (i BREE ST KT DRP-a; ik &
S 5.0 mg/mL B}, 25 RFR IR B KAE, 5300
80.19%. 32.37%. 39.04%. 29.82% F 50.87%. *&
Rk FH, TR Z P X ABTS [ i 265 KR g 1 th

I F 55 MK K 2 : DRP>DRP-d>DRP-b>DRP-a>DRP-
o, [HEMIETF V. BT AL
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2.53 FRHAMLIEFERR HAH BRI EA S)E
FALPERIIE SR, B8 2 UEIA S A R by
55 14 R AR BT AH MY DRP. DRP-a. DRP-b, DRP-
c. DRP-d Fll V. 19% H I FIEEREE T &l 14 FioR,
Wi Z MR BE BB IN, FFP 2B 3B H T s 7]
EARHPE . FEUREE N 0.1 mg/mL B}, DRP., DRP-b
1 DRP-d FYF% [ LRV BRBE ST AR T, T Uk &R
5.0 mg/mL B}, ZHEXIFE A B3R FRIA SR, 47
3 49.87%. 24.67%. 31.10%. 21.15% Fll 34.36%,
Al LI H, alifb)5 B9 228 DRP-d BOTS R 0w, (535
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Fig.14 Clearance rates of hydroxyl radicals by DRP, DRP-a,
DRP-b, DRP-c, and DRP-d
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2.5.4 Bkl Ty BAE ISR Y T — A
BRI ERE ST, S — Ao s A AT P R F 2
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