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Abstract: Jerusalem artichoke tuber (JAT) is rich in inulin and it is considered as one of the most important feedstocks for
fructooligosaccharides (FOS) production. Direct enzymatic production of functional syrup from fresh JAT can benefit
comprehensive processing of Jerusalem artichoke. In this study, the effects of various enzymes (endogenous hydrolases,
endoinulinase, endoglucanase, xylanase, polygalacturonase and tannase) on fructooligosaccharide production from JAT
were systematically studied and enzymatic process were further optimized. The optimal process was: first loading tannase
(0.08 U/g) at 50 °C and pH 5 for 4 h, and then loading endoglucanase (0.1 U/g), xylanase (0.08 U/g), polygalacturonase
(0.07 U/g) and endoinulinase (12 U/g) for 8 h. The FOS syrup was obtained by concentrated reaction solution for tow folds.
The FOS and total polyphenols in FOS syrup reached 53.72 g/L and 3.11 g/L. The DPPH free radical scavenging rate,
hydroxyl radical scavenging rate and total antioxidant capacity of FOS syrup were 82.23%, 30.47% and 2.78 pumol/mL,

respectively. Replacing glucose in MRS medium with prepared fructooligosaccharide syrup as sole carbon source, the
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growth rates of Lactobacillus plantarum, Streptococcus thermophilus and Lactobacillus paracasei increased by 33.33%,

60.47% and 148.15%, respectively, compared with the unenzymatically hydrolyzed Jerusalem artichoke puree as the sole

carbon source of MRS medium. The main results of this study provide a theoretical basis for the enzymatic production of

prebiotic food from Jerusalem artichoke.

Key words: Jerusalem artichoke; enzymatic method; enzymatic hydrolysis process; fructooligosaccharides; antioxidant;

prebiotic function

24 = ( Helianthus tuberosus L., Jerusalem arti-
choke), N BT, &—Fh AR MR
ALY, BA T IE . W5 it R oA 4 A, A 2 N T
RN, — ORI Al e S AR, P ARG, Bk
P 45 /AP B AR ZHZ 2020 4FSETHEL
P o, HIESEERE AR ZY 1.2 T3 AW a5
B RBFETE AR 10.5% . HERZESHFEZ IR
W2 IR, Horb gk T 65%~80%"), 2453k
PRI Z PR kg 7 D-JRBEZ: p (2— 1) BHTTEdE s
T, Lot a(1-2) M HlE R — a4 h, 3R
BN 2~60 M RAR I RBHE &), L2350
Y 7K A H PN SR Y B-2,1 -SRI 5 SR b
(Fructooligosaccharides, FOS), JEA= IR A1 3=
TR L8 ARG IR 0 28 S ERHAE T A
RAWHILIR G E0EH N 2~10, & T REEE S JsoRl & 4%
A ISR AR SR G BEC 1 R, 25 T
ARERASBELEVR T MUBS LS 45 . 4iddss B ImiE e, 12
PG, BEARAE JhE FITRARAR AR T - TR R IAUSS: 557
AT R RVERT T, RN, 82 PR A7 iAS
TR K&, 35 RIS AN L E oIk T e
SRR AR SN T &, BB 8 Bh & BRI &t
s 2R P RIS R U A, kA, HRTR
TR BT T2 ML Ty S U, PR2E R
JoT . AR A5 BT P ) A R SR AT, i T A
BRI R AT 2 | B 2, an] U s ==
TR}, ST S R T2, Wl S IR (B ISR AR
WRHHIR 7 i, BRI T WA | Vi D BRI 75 e J2 H AT iR
TREfARER I R AT

S, ASSC LA 3 = R IEUEL, 255 3 2 U o
¥R, RGNS T2 F B L2, JHFoE R IR
TR 2NN IR . 5 SBE VIR . AR SRPEG
IR 2 LRI P TRl P B 3 i T ) A AT SR A
T VE PR AN AR, gy Ik Gl a5
(RS AV 0 120, DI S 45w 5 L
AR, HESHA NN L & .

1 MRI5RE
1.1 MRIEEE

A DEERSEAE . TORBE . Uk T R A S
2K, W b AT A SR T SR A T AR ALhE
FrdESh gl 99%, VLB AR A IRA R 2
I ks, FE 254 P A52G4 R4 7] ; DPPH
(1,1-2RFE-2- =l EE2R M) B b 83 R e ) &

JEETHT RS FRHA BRAF]; B A HESE R AL

YrEALRE IR B LT A T AR TRy
A BRAF ;s 298P DI (1480 U/g) . BATE(147 U/g) .
HRBEPI VI (1260 U/g) . AZREERF(3720 U/g) . £
RN EF (10800 U/g)  ASZEG =S A g
PRI PR AR, & PR 25 B 1S, MRS 15 38 3L 00 B 43 A -
1% 25 R, 1% 42, 0.5% BEREBE, 0.2% Fraeng
S8, 0.5% JoIK ZUIREN, 0.2% BEFRE. 41, 0.005%
— IR B RIRER, 0.02% -E/K- SRR EE, 0.1% i 80;
FMFLFTE (Lactobacillus plantarum)YIG ., WgI4kE
BRTEE (Streptococcus thermophilus ) IFF1 6038, &l 1%
FLFFE (Lactobacillus paracei)2001-12 = FpEEAH
RIPBHE A YA S 2 AL S50 2= A HAth,
WA B EyE Al

Agilent 1200 755 2 ¥ A8 215 1 Shodex RI-201
INZEKM LS H AR Shodex 4\ Al ; Prevail Carbohy-
drate ES 5u Hiigtt  SEEBELRNE; ZWY-2102C
TEMREE TR G e IR IR CEs il A B w;
BAO-80A f& & S T HEFE it MBI AR 25 ( 1
#E) A BN T SP-2012UV BUEESNA] TG G R
I CIEA RS PR ] ; AB204-S B T3 ROF |
PHS-2C #Y pH It Mpdi-FERI AR A5 1-
15 HEHELHL 2 Sigma 257 S
1.2 5%
1.2.1 OB iab 3 244 HeEE F F R KIS BERR 22U
R AR BT, FREE . P, FelloK el 1:2(w/w)
13K
1.2.2 R SIE S E=00 a1
JEOBE S GRS -B BRI LB & B, 3,5- il kg
PRI A SO )oY DUIBEE TR RS, FH
AR HE e B S g P (AR E AN R
B 0.2 mL #5354 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0 mg/mL
B E PR T P, A 0.2 mol/L AR AR
0.5 mL, 15% 1 Na,CO, ¥ 1.0 mL, FH2& 1% 7K #b
JE 4 mL. #ESERNY 20 min J5, IZEIERACERER IE
ATV, 7E 765 nm AN HIZSGE) . S L E E K
AT FA AEYRSCEG 25 (NREL) Jy i, MSE£f 4 2 | 14T
S, S TRIMR R AP,
1.2.3 B2t FH e
1.2.3.1 PR PEREEXT 45 2 IO PR PR
P T 2 K R ISR B B 52 i, B 15 g 28
HERAE 50 °C FIKf# 24 h, 45 2 h BUEE, 12000 r/min 55
s> 10 min, ERCEAH 157 (High performance liquid
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chromatography, HPLC) Ml x& | 78 W& HH 45 25 b . 2R
1.2.3.2  NIEEGFEBINZEE N VI BS54 T X 258K
fRIISEIR HL 30 g 250K HESIR A pH N 5.0, ¥4J45
SRHPHGY, — 13 121 °C SR KE 10 min, BEHIE 50 °C,
AW 15.0 U/g 2848 NI i (AR 35 2 =5 Hh 28 5311450 ity
LSS IR S AT i) 5 55— AS K, BN
NG g YT, 50 °C HH#E 12 h, BF% 2 h Bll—ik
AL, HPLC MAE EIF U b i zei bl . SObl . ekl fIR
SR
1.2.3.3 351 A0 AL ZH 433 285 48 P L0 Tl 1 it s AR A4
SEMR CHFSEAE A TR R RS SFYESR | CRATF4ER
P TEXT 208 PN DD i R PV E I 0052 ), ER1 k., SR P g
R Se L R 4] 45, TN ZENE P DI, 1 S IR AR
W i AR A o 2 T 45 2HL 0 % B 0E N DIl & 44
YEA B . EAREMEWT: B 60 g 2573214 pH
A1 5.0, 02k 4 6y, S SINA 0.2 U/g PRy, 0.25 U/g
TR WHIEIR IR . 0.15 U/g FjSBENYINE. 0.15 U/g
A ZRET R824 4= rh 2H 533 HA B i B S I s
At B, 50 °C THEREE 4 h, B FEHINIA 15 U/g 25
BEYIREE, 50 °C T B 12 h, 55FE 2 h BC—RAEES,
HPLC I b V5 H s 2ps . S0 . ek (IR SpH
i, DMIRER SR & AR ol i 25 2 TR A5 2H 43 %ok
7K T S TN B AR P DT A $ 5 E R e 52
1.2.3.4 fgfg T 200 ARYE 1.2.3.3 4520
SENAZEE N VIR & FEVE R LS, 2B F5E 45K
FRERI S s e IR 433 e T K S i)
FRIS TSN, PER SIS IE i SEal_E I TR B,
BT : ZE2 I I AR RIS = i 7K A s
YIRS 15 U/g 2508 N UIREE, 50 °C R REGf# 12 h,
FH HPLC M iR h a2l . Sops . BelE . FOS &
e, DIARIR S S AR A B I A B T S I
Z I, B2 pE N DI — R A =5 b, B
ARSI 08 o) —Fh i, AF5% 55— Pl e s m
H, DAHEHE, B — WP S5 KRB e e s i i . HL
R BN BTG . AR EOBERE . 5 SR N VB AS
InEA 0.02, 0.04, 0.06, 0.08, 0.10, SR |FUPHEETR
EEEAES &~ 0.01. 0.03. 0.05. 0.07. 0.09 U/g.

Tl 78 25K S g ) e S N i J5 , FRF R 28 05 N
DI Bl A S I e R 3 AV FH S TR], EAARERAE AR :
AR B 4 85 7 S Bl FIAS [RS8 240 P 11D
(3.0, 6.0, 9.0, 12.0, 15.0 U/g), 50 °C. pH5.0 F4&
AR 12 h, B SH HPLC W2 R IR SR
HLPH I B 7, B0 25 0H N DI ) S DR A s A B
P A 7K SR AN LA I B 3 PN DT 1,
F% 2 h B— AR, IR S HPLC WE s
(RS ABEY 5 52, 0 290 N VI B ) A R B ]
1.2.4 HPLC ZMrZME IR S &
1.2.4.1 FERHTALE  BUEHARE ST 1.5 mL 2504

1, 12000 r/min B5.0> 10 min B EIER, #% 1:1(v/v)
IMATE/K Z B, 4 °C F#H#FE 2 h, 12000 r/min 25.0»
10 min, B35, FH 0.22 pm AHESFLIRIE, —20 °C
LRAE, AR
1.2.42 WA EARESM &SR0 5% {2 Shodex
RI-201 /RZKMES; (41i%4F: Prevail Carbohydrate ES
5 um(250 mmx=4.6 mm); #E75: 35 °C; PERER:: 20 pL;
Yii: 1.0 mL/min; JshiAH: 7K/ 2 NE=35/65(v/v)
1.2.4.3 JKZFRITEE DRI bRuE S, X450k
PEATRE BN , SR A AR — A e (ISR b
FERP) R AARRT B i . FHRA R AT A
ﬁ%%%x
pEx1.1

o R RSN SR TOBE . SR =ORE . RESR b
SRDURE . FESRDURE . SRR REAORE . SRR R
ZSHE ST = YRR 1.1 SRy 2 A ARG 2R SR i) 45 G
1.2.5 IRIRSLBEPEIZ il 25 M Ho 2k A= DIRE
TEPEI E
1.2.5.1 (IR A 2557 il T
AN TSR KR, & B A AR R A RS
AR I . S ST SR AR 19 25 45 00
YiRe, LA ZUFFIA . EREERRES . B T B LT i R
PR, 5T =R B DA SUBERESR i A A= 1
TE L O BRI ARG K 4 25 IR ), VR ISR AbE
Uipw A DA SwTweEi )i

P LTS E =20 HE DPPH A th 3RS kAR
J31(DRSA) . #FH: H HIIEEREE T (HRSA) FLEHTE
TLRE J1 (T-AOC), ¥4+ HE SCRRk 7 b A7 27, X Bg
IR o
1.2.5.2 AR 7 KR ZLAT N . mEiveE
BREA . R 1 LA TR 43 S0 LA S ) A o AI SR Sp
R AR IR ) MRS 8% 37 36 DA A S8 K fif 1) 2 2
JEVR IR 1Y) MRS B33, 37 °C 3537 12 h,
2 h BURE—IR, A3 6 R ODy o PABFIE —FREA Y
A RAFH,
1.2.5.3 DPPH H HILIERRGE I MIE I B
il £ ¥ & 4 0.1 mmol/L # DPPH ik 7, B 0.1 mL
FEfh S 0.9 mL DPPH H H 3SR A, KA Fe 5y
B, ITEFIR TR E 30 min,  LAPTER MLER o b
i, MIZEFE 517 nm AR CEE T % . DPPH H H 20
[R50 = A (1

IKIRE (%, wiw) = 100

Rt

DPPH [ h 35 1 (%) = (An - %) %100
0
Hoep, A X RRIIERE, A, SRR BT ERE
1.2.54 2L A HAIRIGERE M E R AHRE
V5 B B8 71 (HRSA) I 52 fy H AKX J7 3 47 B 0.2 mL
(10 mmol/L) ] FeSO,-EDTA R4 T A Ik,
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JEA 0.5 mL(10 mmol/L) B4 it SEAZMH IR W, SR 5
A 0.2 mL BEEVAWR, FH pH=7.4. 0.1 mol/L BfRZZ
WEZ A 1.8 mL; FIILA 0.2 mL(10 mmol/L)H,0,,
WRA G E T 37 CEE/KE R 1 h, R ImA
2.8% —H PR 1 mL, 1% HifCE L Z 2 (TBA)
W 1 mL, IRS)E BT /K P N 10 min, 24
J& T 520 nm &b L EAMEROGIE Ao ARSI
W) R AE A3, prilln e il Ao AR R AN
37 °C KW S, HoAh AN TR R] L, 52 25 ROGIE
Ayo F2HAREWEBRAES HRSA HEAXUTT:

A - A,
A.—A,

HRSA (%) = (l - )x 100

1.2.5.5 SBPcEAEME ST IeiENE(T-AO0C)
M ) BAR T2 B 1 mL FE5h S 2.5 mL BEfREL
ZZ0fi%(0.2 mol/L, pH 6.6)F1 2.5 mL 10 g/L K ;Fe(CN)g
R4, 18 50 °C F W 30 min, ZJ&, JILA 2.5 mL
100 g/L [ =S L FRHS R LA, IRA4) 1800 r/min
B0 10 mine e /FHCLIEW 2.5 mL, 55 2.5 mL j#4l
JKF1 0.5 mL 1 g /L FeCly 1RG o DAPLIRINLIER FyhrifE
i, 7E 700 nm AL E I SGRE
1.3 HEAIE

>k i EasyChrom #£ 4T HPLC (4% 5371, KR
Excel 2016 #4788 5c 11, kM Origin 2018 #1714
Pl 53 AT, S 56 i L) SV 249 (8 5 UHE 25 (Mean+SD)

2.2 Y ESRRFESHOIEEE

2.2.1 PR EEXT 55 = 7K g A SR AR & 5 g 52 )
A2 2 AT, AR SR % 5= 7E 24 h N 4.17 g/L
HWNE] 7.38 g/L(P<0.05), FHHAGWEZ Wi v /K f#, 25
AR TR E SRR K el s SRObE . A AR e
FOB WG IN, BB 3 A A KA RS 1 PN IR
(SR AN B BTSN, UARH 25 = v A 2E 1 PN 5 il
ANV MK S kST, N /KR 24 h, K
FART 15%, UtEHTRZEGS NS MM 285 Y YIS, Jn
HHAGHH KA

2.2.2  PNUREGXT A0S PN U)K S 2406 Y 52 i)
SHARGE A= v PR AT 26008 DN DI 2 FE0E =
TAFAERZ M), TS T AEAR B8 PRR BRI P TR B TS A
AN ZENE YIRS , 2K i ISR A 00 1
Ol S5 1 s B ETTA, MERR RN B TR
i A0 PN DI EE S L FIVE I, 10 h)/E SR S & &

FOS# & (g/L)

S —— R N
—e— NIRRT

E- 2N % 2 4 é‘ 8 10 12
2 BEREH e
21 FEREABRAS NE : 1
SIMT T A I HEA A, SRR 1, & N T S b —
LALFRARE . BT RNLTAER S, ARUFSEITINAS 8o = - a
HAEF TR B i, R e A T A Sp /x
ST <
oy e R
R AOREERS o AR
Table 1 The main components of Jerusalem artichoke pulp 0 . . . . . .
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Ay BT 43 51 (%) IRFTE] (h)
Gt 482 FL1 N IRBETEAS IS HE A VTGS T XIS R & (A)
LS 0.14 FI7K A2 (B) (5200
PR 0.06 Fig.1 Effect of endogenous enzymes on FOS content (A) and
YR 0.22 FOS yield (B) by the condition of adding endoinulinase
i 0.13 T B AR NG SRR AN R 20 1) 18] 22 57 1 2 (P<0.05) .
2 AR N TR SBE KSR RS AR A5
Table 2  Effect of endogenous inulin hydrolase from Jerusalem artichoke on FOS yield
Al () AL A Y E R (g/L) IR %, o)
1.77+0.03* 0.04+0.02° 0.18+0.01° 4.17+0.02° -
2.16+0.02° 0.49+0.01° 0.32+0.01° 4.63+0.02° 9.35+0.03
12 3.37+0.03¢ 0.55+0.01°¢ 0.42+0.02° 5.18+0.03¢ 10.45+0.03
18 3.86+0.04° 1.77+0.02¢ 2.82+0.04¢ 6.20£0.03¢ 12.51+0.02
24 3.94+0.02° 2.60+0.03¢ 3.20+0.03¢ 7.38+0.02° 14.89+0.03

TE: Bl oR =N E R 2E . A —F 8 B FRAR R 7R KR 22 5 835 (P<0.05)
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R (17.53 g/L), Wi Eai s FH 25 0% P DI RfgET, 10 h f5
ISR B B i AR ANAE (15.60 g/L) (K] 1A); N
VR FI AN DI B L R AE FH A, RS AR5 4 L e
{7 FR 2 BE N VI BV P 25 3.09 /L, HASHE KA 1L s
At FH 585 PN BB S 12.39%(P<0.05) (& 1B) . i
AHZG = S — s S S PEE, PN IEEE RIS NI 25
WP DI AT PRRVEF, BAIr, FE 280 P9 DD /K fi s 0
R, AN EEXT PR B T

2.2.3 A2 sGREN U R E I
LG A NS NS i N 2 B - s 2 R [
FEVEFH W RE R, 30 3 I A$-2H 50X W7 A 7K S it P
AZEREN DI, L= T ISR A & P A5 4 5y
X} 3 b P9 DI FH s, 25528 an il 2 .

30 F /g/é—é
25 /Q/ g
R——R
20 S
—

—e— T HUT AL B
—o— AL I

—o— BT M R B A
—e— R WEAAL 2

—a— R IE N VIR 2

2 4 6 8 10 12
A 1E] (h)

P2 N[ Al T Ak HEOGS 3 0 P DT K A ™ AT SR SR ) 2
Fig.2 Effects of different enzymes pretreatment on FOS
production by endoinulinase hydrolysis

FOS% i (g/L)
> &

W
a5

S
(=

BT R T AL FRAS AR SR R 5 B R 19.98 g/L 1
nE] 29.98 g/L(P<0.05), $&15 50.05%. T &AW
¥R ORI RIS ZRNE R E REAL, T SR
PEATHAAEIE, PATSE AR TE D, B, 247 e
THAETEAF T2 08 N VI 2 HK B, /e
AN YR 2 B T e I R S R T

T 4 M A 922 T O AL T G R SR S ik B
29.80 g/L(P<0.05), 375 49.17%, nJBEH TR HY
Sy A2 = T S SR MRS, B T 3R A DR
VEFIZCR; WFoE 22 B0, SR /K i =4 HAT 35 =5 1A BT
SR TERIEFRNME, BB B SR T g 38 I El Y,
Rl I S S T 2R ISR - ZUE R IR 1

AN ERMH B FIA PRSP SR S 5ik 3] 22.57 g/L
(P<0.05), &/ 12.98%, AWFFERN, Yokl 2474
FE K= TR SR, KA BHAS SR S R B
FALEE ) o sl e i B 5 | R PR ) o, BSs IRyt
FAIFREPERH 1T UL, I AR SRBHX 24 3 A )
REMN), Je SRl 1 2T S RN AR SR o

] SR P ) 1 T Ak 2ol AT SR HROBE 1 5 Gk 3]
22.09 g/L(P<0.05), &5 10.51%, FERZHE T4,
IR PN D) P) AR A, PRI | VR
Rk utd, MU HE e T A4 4 BT AL AR R A R
DA BRbE N VI, Bed s s Ay e, wl
DL, FETERME P DB SRS S s BE B A —

e, [ ST o I A BRI VI .

B LE SR I 7K S T8 () S N 4 2 0 AR 1 3 4
PUTBE IR . L, PR B fE A 55 o
Wb R AL 33T B A 7K S il [ R T B A7 1) B
TAFTEXT NG (A, e Sl T 2o h, SR
Tl PR A AL FRAG I, SR IS PN I ZH 53X
PR F BT 28000 PN DD RS 7205 T o
2.2.4 FEMH T 2Z0Er 500l AT LES
L1 53K S 2 P DT A B AR, K45 7K i
B INE AT T — . g5 an® 3~&l 5.
2.2.4.1 #FKRfREEGIMENILE  BRIE 3 IS, 24
BAFESEAER IR 0.08 U/g i), ISR M 14 & ik
F) 29.98 g/L(P<0.05), HHJ 7K fig K535 %] 60.48%, A
BB T254rh AT S A BRI o, Bk
IR R S IR S S B e . BRI,
JEErgE T, A 0.08 U/g AT i FiALPE 4 h,
AT T —2E B4 5 Bk

36k _
a3
T ~—
S
Dt
]
<;)E 30 g k4 3
8 A/ —v— HUFEA I
28F {/ — o RO T SRR
/ —o— REMHG R
26 —o— T E I R

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
FERAS i (U/g)

K3 oKL

Fig.3 Optimization of each hydrolase enzyme addition

4 TR U R Il 1Y) S N A 0.07 U/g 1), fIK
I I S E A F) 34.25 g/L(P<0.05), I 7K i %
IRF 69.10%, 11 kil 2R 21 ZUPH IR B s 2 1 35 G
AME S i Jo AR Ak, AT RESE T R N, AR
I FEPRCY, SEnn 25 0E N DI R FEVER . DIk, Je 2k
UGB USRI AN N B SR 0.07 U/g E4 740
A

MR BBEBF A BN 0.08 U/g B, IR
S ISR ME, o 35.39 g/L(P<0.05), Bt 7K fig
Ry 71.40%, RS B3R L —2A i s, nlEe
FEARIRMH I RAEA AT SN AR ZR B EERRAIRE, AL 12E 25
PP UIBR B . DRI, 5SS 50 AR SR ARG N
FSR I 0.08 U/g BEAT4H-E T .

5 SRPE PN DI S IR A 0.08 U/g B, IR
SRR SR B RAE, A 35.83 g/L(P<0.05), LHist
IKfFEFEIRE] 72.30%, (IR INES 24w, nlfE
JELF Y MO, B T AN PN R L BRI,
i B B ey B RS, IEAR, A8 SRV P DTl 5 A SRObH
fifg . SR PRI RIS 5, 7T GRS TR R
I, JE SRS IR A ZUHIE R NS IR 4R 0.08 U/g
AT A
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2.2.4.2 ZEENVIRFGINEiL AR sEE D)
BitF (s s, DABE IR, B 0.08 U/g BT i}
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Table 3 Composition content and antioxidant activity of oligosaccharides syrup
iy ) i b e f AL
TR IR A5 HrEEC
IR R (g/L) 53.7242.31° 4.17+0.23° - 12.88
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DPPH [ 3% B2 (%) 82.23+4.82 23.28+0.96" 96.88+5.11 3.53
FRHE 1 AR (%) 30.47+1.36° 16.25+0.84° 80.26+4.17 1.88
T-AOC (pmol/mL) 2.78+0.12° 1.67+0.13 4.02+0.16 1.66
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