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M OE AYHRFHETRAEGRA Douglas R EEMER T WA RELRELREATHAERANRE,
XEUBEFARAEFEASHERTRAREL RN SR W ARTARRARERRAE T &, A £
BEAARETHFAWERNNELRY BN UHRTTWINHR, SRZA A LHFHR P, A Douglas 7
EULAATARBAEAFANRLE AR EREAMETRFENERFAEEAARYRARKAENL T
REYH ABUHERTELERTLAE FARNEREEFRERMEZRD, FAARRALEARRER
ReREPHEATRAERANEREAENYL A TAGRSBEAAEHER T AT &,

X@W dEAWHE,RRE WAE

RESS R EERBEERLNARE BY
EAYEREE YR SREREHURBYHENT
SR PON AR Z. W FRFERKA
w3 5231 0 (3) Duffau 1S, S L
Douglas ¥ B & 5 HE# % Mo HE X T Douglas %
R B TRAL 3B o, LA SRR A P At 40 R O
R WS RIRE,

R [ R A4 JRORHRE &, AR SRR LR L A
AbFE T BT R R LA, IR B L R S
Bikb# 7 8 , H B B 244K R B/K MR 7 A iy BB R 1
EERNERBTHEHR

1 HBET®

1.1 FEEHH

¥k T ER R, BB RFTE R R A ok
BEK IR AR R G A PR Bl SR MR K IR, Sig-
ma /A 7 ; Laminex K RNH#, TH AR AV IEA
FRA Tl D- B W, D- X 2L6%, L- PRI {A%E, D- K ¥,
LB ER, R, AEX=/, K,
1.2 *TES#H

TREAAEEES, EBE=HNUIBF)
UV1100 8% S0-07 W40 6 06 B 3, b 50 5 A 43 17 A
BAFLX)-T R RE L, LEERI TS
J7;IBSO-D BN e B BE AL, LA AR
HHS4S et {ER KB R, LB X FNE);
FA1004 B 7 X F, ¥ R PXEE) ; PHS4S &
pHit, L E#AIE
1.3 XBRFEE

B—eF.EL, TR,
WOR H 1 :2004 — 12~ 14, % E H #1:2005 - 05— 10

Douglas ¥ ( X FR E1 & = B 5 ), 3R 2 2 F) Al
BRAERBAS T HAFRRER O REE(ERS
o FTRLAA BB ) KN PR R AR, B 5 RE
=B A, ERFLE 552 nm M 510 nm BB EE,
BEREE BRI EERARRAEN SR’ , BRE
REBHAE. MREFNEESKBEATS, KRS
BRBEHIASRE =R B 6, 5 SR ITE R
EHSBRHEREREMAD.

AR BRI AE S R B BT 2K R, R
KBBARE =B E B A, ST E e R R
FERENFUAESOTEIRESR. BEEAR
BRI B MR R R H B RBRE R 5 mg/mL M
BOUBBBANGNES SRR ERLAESE, BH
HE=BEEA. DEFENESHELORERES
BSREREHESBELY, FETEEBR.

1.4 XBHE
1.4.1 AREBSEAE

¥ H Douglas ¥, AN :2 ¢ HE=H8, 10
mL XK Z#,110 mL KB ,2 mL ¥R, 1mL A
H¥(17.5 g/L) ;2 mL #REBEUEFRELAE S, MA
10 mL #3 N, RS, WK P B 25 min, PEEK
% 2 %,552 % 510 nm F R IEHE

HBAR:A=CxexXd,H¥P,C HERPRE
B (mol/L) ;e HIECEREd IEHE; A AR
K,

1.4.2 #AFRAMAEK

5% D-HE R, D- L 38, L-FIRLA8, D- K
WA 2 iR B R R R =Bk iR, B
6, , R M TE 300~ 600 nm #FT R B KEH
1.4.3 K=
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SEEKMRT B BB REE B 100 mg, R REE S
10 mL A KBEE S, MA 2 mol/L M H B 10 mL
EHMESHE, T 125CEAHT KB 12 h, KBBA
BRI A, IR UUE, AEE PRI 2 K, &
HEB HWESBLRE="MENEHIEESE,
DA BHRAE R R AR I R S B

Bk BUREV AR AL § 100 mg, BU &AL 5 20 mL,
A LAMINEX, XL A B8, LB FKEERY
B§3% i E 100GXU,pH 5.0,55C KR 10 min, BL5E
DKM EWER GRS EEE TE R
BRPRRBESERBEE 5 mg/mL MR, AHE
BT KERBABRBEZRNEBEEEN S mg/mL,

WER Y  BUE R EE & 100 mg, BB AR S 10mL
BAWEAE S, A 10 mL BIRBERE , F 70C &4
TR 4 ho KRR BTE 533 30% NaOH B ¥
pHIEE 7.0, UZL/KMBHEMEHERPREHS
BAERE TEHEESTREBSEMRBEZE 5 mg/
mL BB BEEFRKEREREARREZRERS
B 5 mg/mL,

R BUE AR & 100 mg, K AEE S 10 mL
HABLES, AL 10 mL 5THE, T 60C K
T KAE 4 ho 7K & 433 30% NaOH % &
¥ pHEZE 7.0, LISE2KMl B aRS P IRER
SENER TBEHBERERPRERESEREES
mg/mL MR, AEBE FRAERBRBEREZ LR
BEE»NS5 mg/mL,

2 #R54##®

2.1 HHETLEXNKRERNLEROX M

RILEB2PHBEEEFRRERSTEN 10 mg
MEREARRFETAES, AR E =B R
BHOBWE, dRETLEHFE G (ELE R Dou-
glas 7& 1981 4EA{Food Chemistry) | R TR FHE)H
R 55 40 3 ) B R T LB AT 0, SRR B
R 25 AR 2 A YK, DUHER AR OB, Bk B, T 4 A
REFPEL16.1% UL, BREEE 54.8%, X2
B2 Douglas JF3CH 47 ¥ 1 28 19 22 ) . B 61 5] £ %
RELR, HHMERER D- KB, 3R LR R
B SRR I R | R AR A 2 T B4 AT, BT R 2
Ab PR A SE R B B 8 A Douglas 7 B R W & 8 B
RiR%E,

Douglas ¥ 545 4 it fin 40 £ 10 70) 72 86 7K 9 ob BONE
25 min, XEER R EWRERM SR, BREME X =
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B i 8 R T 1R, 40 SR o K WK VA B[R], R 5B 43 M
BILERNE, 2R B AR N 25 min, T 8 238
RO, MBS ERE, FTUESRER S, B
Fi Douglas 77 8 B 26 20 % # i i 47 BUAL 2
2.2 BEHERNERETLAESE

M 1 FiR, M EHRRET 6 KEHWIK, 5
F R BT T B AR S A0k B, 1 45 P AR A i i
AR EEREHEY, HHEE THERETHL
H, HAhBERE BN A R, B R
RUAMBRE M IRAEMRETE 0.32% ~0.97%, T
B AR ER 2Z7E 0.11% ~0.18% o X F 1@ #
M MR RELET S, 7 95% MR KE L,
=2.447 HERB B RE 1 =0.030, W 9.37 -
9.11 >0.030, M T eI X 2 kb 28 J5 v xof o 493
BABENRENZER, BIRREENK, LR
£, T B BfEHXT B4 R o FoBR %N L RBRIE
MERBR, REFEXRFETANEER, TUREN
AEEURTEREROERERE. BEX FEK
B R—FEONR R PR BT, R AR
A ARHE AR [R) 9 S5 B A 10 % BUAL 38 5 ¥k R AT 28 4%

1 FARLBESEHEGRERRALROKMN

st B WRFY A HExiRE AR
Fik " fi/mg WE  WES% Hit/me
BERY: MR ARE 9.66 0.093 0.97 10
¥ K 9.49  0.067 0.71 10
[ ) 9.37  0.030 0.32 10
HM% R ARE 9.61 0.018 0.19 10
* K 8.77 0.049 0.56 10
H % 9.01 0.029 0.32 10
M % HERARE 9.67 0.012 0.12 10
#® K 9.03  0.016 0.18 10
[T 9.1  0.010 0.11 10
s B HEWAERE 8.32 0.119 1.43 10

#* K 6.13  0.451 7.36 10
LR 7.25 0.128 1.77 10

2.3 BEHEANRERLEAZE

W 2 B, % F AR EE &2 o ks B K L
REMEHPBRTFHM S, L ERERL M
2 MR, 6 -3 3K i B o R 2 43 5 R 0,026,
0.049, M %t 47 HE R 2 43 518 0.28%.0.527% , B B
LREME TS N ARERESE 1.0% 0L
LRGSR ERE RS, RRBEAERED
B, B A S M R A 2 B 5.2%
PR 6.4% , HAth b BJG iR ELE 15% U B, 5
SPRGHAAHEEGNRERETEL 22%, X THE



I RO W Tk AR R 2 4D BT 5, 7E 95% M BE R K F
=247 HEBBMAFME =0.030, W 8.18
—9.36 >0.030, ATIUEHIX 2 F b B J5 ¥k X T BF
MAARENEEEER, BEERAHRE, HES
¥ X TR IR HE R AR PR
MEESHAFBENRE AP MELRSR. B

IO VLA o e A ) TLALL 3 7 9 D A
#2 FARLBEFANACEBRNERGEN

At E 2 WAYY g MR PR
Fik i fi/mg  WE  RWE/%  Kit/mg
W% A EA 8.32  0.107 1.28 10.00
(.54 8.18 0.119 1.46 10.00
e SRREK 8.47 0.136 1.61 10.00g
g5 4 8.52  0.087 1.02 10.00
B % ARBEK 9.48  0.026 0.280 10.00
E B 9.36  0.049 0.527 10.09
s\ BRBEK 7.79  0.220 2.84 10.00
(.53 8.12  0.064 0.793 10.00

2.4 BEREABREENHGABENRANEROY
o}

Y RAYEHERSTLRE, BSHREN
FEH KB R B 25 min, F o A9 &8 LA K R fh 2 0
SRR REMPER, AR LIRS, %
BxuwapgEEWNRARERTAEER, 5% D- 4
BigE, D-LANE, L- SR8, D-A¥E& 2 TR0
BRALREE=ZBEITHE B, RNEE
300~ 600nm #47 WU K.

0.4 —

: - ACB¥ (100ug/mL
035 = FIh (A% (1004 g/mL

0.3 ~— F)%BE (100ug/mL)
< 025 —— 3,55 (100g/mL)

2 o

& 015 /
0.1 /
0.05

0
400 420 440 460 480 500 520 3540 560 580
e /om

B 1 IR B B O O % (400 ~ 600 nm)

SERMAE 1 FUR, BT E 8 BB RSB
400~ 600nm Z [B] ¥ A R Wi , LBk BERRTE 552nm A
BoR R i 51 , 76 410nm W18 A — R e, T /S RO
FE 470~ 600nm X 3% P4 3% B W % , 7 410nm 4 A —
W W s, BT DA BT 7E 552nm &b X T BROBE #E 47 W R , i X
BB TE ML AL TC R WO e, 7E HER R RBE IS W P ARG
BRSCE IS T, HRNER SAM TR R
—B, BRI AR R KR W ILFERAEE
W, BF LA ZE B Douglas ¥k X 1% 28 88 & B 3 17 U & B,

547 5 K

ANBOSE T4 R IR B /N, B e X S bR R S AT
Bk B, B B A PR AT 8 2 AR, X R
MERRSTEBANIRE,
2.5 BARELRER

Hashimoto'® % A L & £ 2% B & A 5 5| F
1987 4= 1 2000 45 Xf £ F0 I 3R 5 & B A9 Il 52 75 ¥k Bt
TR, #IA K Douglas B8 Hofth 7 B B 4B /&7 41, 1
SEME (B 1% A 2000 4 7E X Douglas J ¥
P25 B B W B E R, B KA B AR E 5 30 min,
Wl B R 552nm KW 4 R AR £ B, 1981 £
Douglas B 37 28 W 77 2 B 2 330K U B 18] 8 36 K ¥
25 min JF7 BP R E0RS 0, 3F 58 A R WU B B) S X SE R
GR7FEBRKNEW. XhEMKBEA, HKE 25
~30 min B3 552 nm F 510 nm W% 6B 5 A W {H
WL EARE,30 min FREESHBER.

0.45

——552 nm

12 18 24 30 36 42 48 54 60
S RERHE] fmin
B2 B R e A

WA 2 FiR, R BLE 25 min B, BB A BB E
f, WA H G ZEBRE 32~33 min, HF 552 nm
W% Y6 R 0.415 £ 0.004(25~ 33 min), 510 nm 4
WYEE K 0.114 £ 0.001 (25~ 32 min), B J5 FF 14 &
B T WL, I Douglas 75 85 1 R WU 45 SR X SL R B2 1 10
EOREE SR — R R ETE R A — KT
P (B0 K HE B AR S AT R (kAL T2 9 IE
RLR B AE S EEER N ERSTE )N,
B KRR A BB AR R, R B AL B AR
MR BE—F, RCE MR ER HRE T EHKK
R HCR , BRI ZE K T SE 3 Y I (] B B, () B 4
WM TEIARZMER W HFERHNRE, FRI#R
RAMEZERUEAARKRERENBHRERE, A
MR ERHREEN FRAOLRIRERLFMY
BEMNEX, B, MEDNBABF W 552 nm
#1510 nm T A9 TR 6 B B I R) A WL BUA —  {H B
A B i) PR TR O A A R BB AR, B s P B
2B ) 4 437 (BB K W8 25 min J5), LI 3,

M 3 SRS, 1 mg/mL A8 A7 o 5 WA
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ﬁ 0.25 ’_‘K
o
2

——552nm -510nm

25 30 35 40 45
B} 18] /min

3 552 nm f1 510 nm L EEEHBEHE
KB 25~45 min, & 552 nm 1 510 nm T 35 & %
FHEZEABE0.310.005,F 20 min £HHE
EH BRRAEKRWM AR 7T min WEREPKHIES3
A%, B I I8 A0 0 o 0 T R R R IR R R
BAMYNERE L. BB AR IR LR HE
HRE A R E BRI 2%W:E M Douglas 77 ¥
SR AL, 4 W (8] 72 36 7K ¥ (25 min) K5 20

min W o
3 4 #

(1)5E2# B8 Douglas ) 77 2 R 4 3L Br i & 1 IR
RESBRREMAE K, B ELbRN A, X H &
AT AL,

(2) % F BB 5 G Bk Bz, T 490 55 PO BR Bk i 4T
FABEEERESSE, BEENK, P RE, RRER
EZFERFETFANEER, TEHURIRERNER
HEE, BT E RS BAL B R — B
BTk R B AR R T PR B A R, R
R

G5t FRERG, BEABRTFHATE B
BERE E, M, BEREEER.

(OB RERBTLKBIERNKEENFREES,
FAERRBIZE=BEHFTME, B6, RNBE 300~
600 nm AT R K A, 55 RRULE 470~600 nm

50 55 60

X 358, PR 0 % A 0, 356 HE gk 0 o A ) 8 R R M e ¢
AHEW, BT LLTE A Douglas BT IR B & BT E
I, A BRMEXT 45 R 0 B W T 2B R, B b A X S B
BRFFTHAEN, AR AYRERETT 2R
B RMERASTEBRRBRE,

GIABBRZEE=BANBB)E,7 552 nm
TFHIEEEE,510 nm T W% 3% B LA & 552 nm 1 510
mmBHEEHEESARKENABEBRYE -
A, HH 552 nm M1 510 nm WM FEHEES
RBEVEE R ERR

(6)3L % E M, Douglas 35X LR & B H 4T R 3
K 5E , # K 25~ 30 min B3 552 nm M 510 nm
A TR O B AR ) B 0 R O R SR AT AR, AR A o 2
WAEWE K 25~ 45 min, 7E 552 nm 1 510 nm F @l
BHRCELEEARETRE 0.3+0.005,% 20 min £
ARRER . B WKW % T RA B KRR
BRERENEAHYNERE X,

$ ®* X W
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The Study of Optimizing Method for Pentosans Determination
Lin Lin
(National Center of Supervision and Inspection on Food Quality, Shanghai,200233,China)
ABSTRACT Measuring of pentosans is very important when detecting cereal samples. The typical pentosans de-
termination method “Douglas” was applied directly without any special pretreatment of the samples, thus causing a
big different between the real content of pentosans in the raw material and the test result from Douglas method.
Dextose which might produced during hydrolyzing the complex material had little influence on the results. Differ-
ent pretreatments of the samples were compared, and the best feasible preparation for the different kinds of samples
were obtained. The results displayed that different methods are needed before apply of Douglas method. For solid
samples, both vitriol method and the enzyme method were work fine, while in the liquid samples, enzyme method

was better.
Key words Douglas method, pentosans, proparation
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