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LI Jian-fang',

Abstract: The hydrolytic conditions of konjak gum for producing glucomannan oligosaccharides
were studied with high activity f-mannanase from Aspergillus niger E-56. Based on single factor
test, the optimum conditions were obtained by orthogonal test. The optimum hydrolytic
conditions were as follows: konjak gum solution 240 g/L (with deionized water), hydrolytic
temperature 50 ‘C, f-mannanase dosage 120 U/g konjak gum, and hydrolytic time 8 h. With

these conditions, the range of average polymerization degree (DP) was 1. 8~1. 9 in hydrolysates.
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RE AR RRE T LRESLPRANES .

@t fE e M, fEE R E-56 B BkBT B
&5 - H BRI XHGE) , BT T — R R0
XK EBKHLLZERHMEAET,15~20 min
BEBRMBERULER EZWHTAMAET FHE
REBHEEFAF) BEERERKREH 10~
30 g/L & X 240 g/L, 7 5L 3 7= b 4k B ok 4 7=
FHHBERRE. EFERRA.XRASERF
B B K % T AR R B P A SCRR IR GE

1 #HHRE5F*k

1.1 EHEHE

BihE pHBREBE WAk Aspergillus ni-
ger E-56 ML A¥EH ¥R FEVEHRE
BH. ERUHESEBTIZ4AGT, F32 Ci
F# 84 h P HEREMABEE INXERTH 42
000 U, ZRAHMARAEZBETFKRE, TR
HERMEM AR, BE 135 12 000 U/mL B |,
Ry B R BB A pH 4351k 70 CHI 3.5,
BEEF 70 C.pH % 2.5~8.0 WEIKE, Al ,Ca?*
Xt A BEE A Agt X B —E R EIER .
1.2 ER5RN

BE.EHRRAEXRR.XBTEREYREAR
ERAFBRL HEE. A EK: WA Sigma A
MR (%@ F R M PKo4, BB >40 H,KGM
RESB=T00 EARBERSE<L 6% JEH K
BAE<O0.1N . EHREHE<.5%. K HE
AEP<12%.S0, RBE S B<0.3% K REHS B
B0 -WERBEHEEAPHREFTRATH
RN AE=SI4H.
1.3 XBRAE
1.3.1 gHERAEGZ HAE HXEMI10]3H 8
fE#B: 7 2.4 mL 5.0 g/L AEKIKYHE B (A
pH4.8 ZR-ZMMZE BB H) FMA 0.1 mL
BEYMBHE®, (50 £ 0.2) CHEB/KBER 15
min; R DNS S E BRI EN A FEERE, £
REGT . UGS BRATKREDBRR 1 pmol F
FROQGHEBEIHDITHBREXH 1/ HE
BHRE 1R,
1.3.2 R¥REBFHELRBLENZ

D RF¥FREESENE HEHEE KGM
(FEEMBRBERTLKBEHRAELFEHER
B2z H. HRELO0.100 g BEFE,MA 0.01 mol/L i
AR-S 8L MEMK (pH 3. 2)40 mL, FEEFEK
4 h#FFEAZ 50 mL,4 000 r/min B> 20 min, -1

BBy KGM B, WK 4 mL RBUETF 25 mL
HEERES,MA 0.5 mL 6 mol/L #y H,SO,,i&
5, FEbkBHERKB 1.5 h, NaOH FfFER
F10mL, BE® 0.5 mL I DNS e = & B M
BB AR DI '

T I S B B =%’F§;§—f;—%g)x1w%

(D

) BE¥EBRWELAEREENE WELSEE

RIEBBKBRTHAEEE. FRELO0.250 g BFE,

BE20mLWAZE=MAMP MEBFK70mLE

BEK2hHFEASZE 100 mL,4 000 r/min B.L> 20

min, B F %% 2.5 mL B DNS &5 B, i
BREREREARXDOIIE:

- RERBEEEEEREIR =

i B SR ()
RER (0 X 100% 2

DWEKRBBHBERESEITE KGM EHK
BT EErREBESESHELCEBSBRZER
BLo. 9B RBO . BARBIHE.

BEXEREHERERESHK =

RAEEELEG@ - HELAREE ()
B ERE (o) X0.9X100%

(3
1.3.3 EFBRAMARNZT pFHERENKERE
¥ —entE, B K. B0, R EERESH
BERADNSENERFM(UEREIDE. B¥
B BREARX(DIHE:
BERKBE =

BREALAEERE () HFELEBERE W
BEREER (D X100%

(4>
1.3.4 BATHRGEMNE VTHREEDP)
ERERFROHEESHBREIFHEREZLE. K
HEEL L ZXERBUK. SHERFHHE
KRR, % e — R HIE 1. 8~1.9 Z @™,

_ MERSERGE
FHREEOP) = e sk B g (o

2 #R5i#

2.1 BE¥EREABENEBIFESR
F—#tEFrEEREELKME . SFRAE 1,
2B FEVRR EESBNIREL S =
10.46, BFH AP CV=20.57; FEEFH LSRN
PRMER 0=10.093 9, EHABCV =122, %%
B, ARTHEZEERESNEERE

(5
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S8R 80. 9% . EAFERESR N 4.30%,
KGM BB/ 4k 68.30%,
£1 REKABANBIEMIBATLER

Tab.1 Determination of the total sugar and free reducing
sugar
WE ps8 ) W P AF SR A KGM
KB FHESE/% RESR/% BRI/ %
1 80. 30 4,14 68. 54
2 80.76 4,25 68. 86
3 79.54 4,41 67,62
4 80.61 4.35 68.63
5 80, 61 4.41 68. 58
6 79.70 4,22 67.93
7 79. 85 4,31 67.99
8 80.15 4,28 68. 28
- HE 80. 19 4,30 68. 30

2.2 B¥ERMBEFLAERRE

22,1 @ pHUAW®E AEREFRNEE
80 U.50 CKAM 6 h %H T . KR THEBEFKX
RTR pH {E 5% i AT f i B 3 BC v ¥R (80 g/ L) X K
BEMEWAER2)., R2EREH, ApH 5.5~
6. 5 28 W i e 1 A BB 3 B O TR RO K R R BR (<
47%);FEETA(PH 6.0 £H)HK pH 3.0~5.0
ZHREHAKBEEFHC 50%), L0 pH 3.5 &
F. SFHpHBREMNEE/EM pH 3.5 Y
AU hEABFREN ZME —CEW, R
2B PR B TN 44 AR VORS00 Ok B X R 3 o AR =
BRAS , B 7 S PR I AP A 2 B T K R A
B, UTREHRALE T KESEERE
.

%2 R¥RBEMEpHEXKEZEHEW
Tab.2 Effect of the pH of konjak gum solution on hydrolytic

rate
pHE &R/ (g/L) K/ %
3.0 38.43 £ 0.27 54.55 X 0.41
3.5 40.01 £ 0,42 57.01 + 0.66
4.0 38.58 + 0.54 54.77 £+ 0.85
4.5 37.88 + 0,85 53.69 X 0.54
5.0 36.39 =+ 0.65 51.36 X 0.80
EZBEFK 35.81 + 0.32 50.46 £ 0.50
5.5 33.58 + 0.58 46.98 + 0.91
6.0 31.35 £+ 0.49 43.51 & 0.77
6.5 27.03 £ 0.59 36.77 £ 0.91

222 R¥BMBMESTHAL EHREREER
W 80 g/L.50 C/KM# 6 h ZHTF.RRT ms&

MEXRERBETFHESEODOPRERGK 3,
BE & G B Y B o, WG AR VB R B0 8 IR B B O o 3
mEFHRAEZRFHEEK. B TFREARVENRR
BESENEFEHSARE RE S EEDN
B, B SEE035% A\ KR IRGE % DP £ 5
ELS~LIOBEN. PMBEHRENEZETR
70~80 U,

%3 mBRNEERERAERERRE DP HXWE
Tab.3 Effect of the dosage of enzyme on reducing sugar and
DP of hydrolysates

hoEE R/ YL Ity
U/ REWE/(g/L) R4 K DP
60 31.45 2.04
70 33.76 1. 90
80 35.42 1. 81
90 36. 04 1.78
100 37.52 1.71
110 38.12 1. 68

2.2.3 E¥mEmmuEaYh EERERRER
& 80 g/L.50 C.inEg &4 H1H 40,60, 80 U/g i
FUT R T R F Bk ## 6 8] %4 B8 #% WK DP %
mCLE D, BB L W, B K DP B RS % B E] 3%
T 2 B AR, EL % BE b B4 2 70§ # B 1) XF DP &9
R LBKA, BIAB —EM DP, MBS & B X, 8B
R N R, K, ATE
I DP 7£ 1. 8~1. 9 L B N , ZE /i AG &t 43 HI AL 40.60.
80 U/g MEHLT , Xt L A B % Bt (] 42 ) € 10~12
h.7~9 h fi5~6 h,

257
—— 40 U/DP
L 23f —8— 60 U/DP
& —a— 80 U/DP
w2t
B
F19}
H_
17}
1'5 L 1 1 1 A1 J
2 4 6 8§ 10 12 14
K A& et El/m

Bl BEMNENEERMRETORA EOLR
Fig.1 Effect of hydrolytic time on the DP of konjak
hydrolysates
2.2.4 R¥BREMEESYH BBTAFEEH
BEX DPHEWH(LE 4, FRERH, £ 10~
60°C ¥ B I, 1R FE i A B XF DP 5% 0 2 S B e » B
BEBRG. MEEH/L>. HEH DP & 1.8~1.9
Pa . N IE) B A 1 B T 4 B B A R T 43 R
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40 'C,90 U,50 C.70~80 U,60 C.60 U,
24 BEBENNTRMRATRERE DP HI¥ W
Tab. 4 Effect of temperature on the reducing sugar and DP of
konjak hydrolysates

HE/ fnns &/ EEER/ TR
C (U/g) (g/L) 4 DP
40 80 33.24 1.93

90 35. 64 1.80
100 35. 84 1.79
50 70 35.05 1.83
80 35. 64 1.80
90 36. 45 1.76
60 60 35. 44 1.81
70 36. 87 1.74
80 38. 88 1.65

22.5 BR¥BFAERAEGOYH BHHHES CTK
fB6h RGBT, AETHEFKEEEKEX DP ¢
WOLE 2), AE 2T R, BERARKREMRE,
DP 88 5, 24 B ¥ I R B vk it 200 g/L B, DP
BT LY, AXHREMN EERRTEKEH
RERERE. EEREERMER 100 U.BRER
BE50 CTF.2%F 4.6.8.10 h MFE(RLE 3), H
B 3F W, DP {7 1. 8~1.9 fEE N, XL B

1 .5 i 1 1 )
80 120 160 200 240

B3 fe R R B (g/L)
B2 NFERRERXEMNBBRAFHRGENELN

Fig. 2 Effect of konjak solution concentration on the DP
of hydrolysates

2.3 B¥FRBREGFEZRE

2.3.1 EXRBRER RENEE EFERKRE.
MEsE 3AMEE AAERRER L.BO#T=
HE=ZAKFEXRR(RES. £5EREH. M
MERBRER =017 ¥BEX.BXRKAEBKREN
HBER=0.06 HEB/. HEH DP £ 1.8~1.9
P IR B F T G 1R A R R A B B AL BB A
BT RE KB L&Y MBER N 120 U/g. B¥
BB Mk B 240 g/L K& 50 'C/K## 8 h,

3% 4 HEDP

1.6 L 1 -

6 8 10
B 42 55 [6)/h

B3 BRHEANEFRBERAFHRSENES
Fig.3 Effect of hydrolytic time on the DP of konjak
hydrolysates

%5 EXHRBUEBRALBER
Tab.5 Data and Results of Ly (3*) orthogonal test

R mER/ RERER BE  FHE
/g WH/(g/L)  BfE/h  &H DP
1 1(80) 1(220) 3(10) 1.88
2 2(100) 1 1(6) 197
3 33120 1 2(8) 1.77
4 1 2(240) 2 1.92
5 2 2 3 1.90
6 3 2 1 1.85
7 1 3(260) 1 2.1
8 2 3 2 1.90
9 3 3 3 177
K, 5.91 5.62 5.93
K, 5.77 5.67 5.59
K; 5.39 5.78 5.55
by 1.97 1.87 1.98
ke 1.92 1. 89 1.86
ks 1. 80 1.93 1.85
R 0.17 0.06 0.13

2.3.2 R4SKBE4RE EALBRBREREF
BEKBIE &AM EERRIR(NES ., HES6
B3 KRR DPEHE 1.8~1.9 Z (8. %
AWEBHE.

#6 BEMAREGNRE

Tab.6 Verification of the optimum hydrolytic conditions

S

ig mEE/ EYREE .33 bp
(U/g) W/ (g/L) B 5] /h

1 120 240 8 1.85

2 120 240 8 1.87

3 120 240 8 1. 86
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Hd IE 3R B B E T B K R R E e A A H R

3 £ & RENBRETZ RGN BERMERE 240 g/L

(AEBEFKESRD BREE 50 C. MR SRR

FI P R i B (Aspergillus niger) E-56 B #k BT 3B 120 U, B§fERSIR) 8 h, BIURMR T RAEFH

FREHNFHERER FIRATREYHHEREN HERRERESIZ9H FEENK R RKE
BKBLZANG. ERRZEARMEM L. #H—F  KASFHOETRER BA R ORE.
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