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Extraction of Auricularia auricula Glycoprotein and Analysis of
Monosaccharide and Amino Acid Composition
WANG Yingbin', ZHANG Yu', LI Xing', NA Zhiguo"*"

(1.College of Food Engineering, East University of Heilongjiang, Harbin 150066, China;
2.Heilongjiang Academy of Forestry, Harbin 150081, China)

Abstract: In order to obtain high-quality Auricularia auricula glycoprotein and clarify its monosaccharide and amino acid
composition, the process conditions of ultrasonic assisted alkaline extraction of Auricularia auricula glycoprotein were
optimized by single factor experiment and response surface methodology, and the glycoprotein was separated and purified
by AKTAgo purifier and DEAE GE Healthcare chromatographic column, and its monosaccharide and amino acid
composition were analyzed by high performance liquid chromatography (HPLC). The optimum extraction conditions of
Auricularia auricula glycoprotein were: ultrasonic time 90 min, material liquid ratio 1:90 g/L, ultrasonic power 200 W,
pH8.4, extraction temperature 45 °C, and the comprehensive score of glycoprotein extraction was 55.93. After separation
and purification, the purity of the glycoprotein was 74.1% and the protein recovery rate was 37.5%. The monosaccharide
composition of the glycoprotein was mainly glucose (9.95 mg/g) and mannose (5.24 mg/g), and the amino acids were
mainly L-aspartic acid/L-asparagine (1.16 mg/g), L-phenylalanine (1.14 mg/g) and L-glutamic acid/L-glutamine
(1.10 mg/g). Therefore, the ultrasonic alkali method can effectively improve the extraction efficiency of Auricularia

auricula glycoprotein, and the Auricularia auricula glycoprotein contains acidic heteropolysaccharides and the necessary
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amino acids are complete, which provides a scientific reference for the in-depth research and application development of

Auricularia auricula glycoprotein.
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Ve B AR = AR 1 SR R HGR T T A A SIS,
PR AR IR B A IT 4 o s asEl Y F
AR IR B PR B TR R BT, 5 SRR
JRAEEBCRIRF] T 8.11%; S A s 25020 1) FH S 7 I il
BB AT R B B F B, 45 IR A A SR A HR R
IR T 87.64%., N TASEIE 4l | —4 5k
A, I HE SR FHERT . B ag ek 2T L BRI uEA:
ENTE TR B E AP A E A N TR
S, R AETFRAFNY SR B T A A T SR T I K
W B B T, SRRV BRI L T &
TR 92.15%, 752 T 1= 4l B 14 85 26 O 28 A
e Zhou S SR FHEE ST vEAE SE AT A X HF IR T
OB I T T alifk, SRR T A 47.16%
FAIZEHERT 52.84% MERIDT, HAP45FHh 123.43kDa,
193] T S sl SRR TR AR o
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AHIFGE LA BEARH A S0}, SR FH AR 7 U il B i 2 i
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1.1 MRS

THARH M IRVETT T WRARAR . 2K . 2
e . BERR . PR  BEIR A . L. EhR . A
R, HEE O 2 orral, Rl RHE R k2%
TRXFIA BRA 75 L-BE 2R . L-F5e &R . L- SN
L& g . L-INER . L-aEiR . L-PEElR . L-FRE
iR L-fisd iR . L-laaie . L-2Hae . L-S2R . L-K
KR L-22%1% . L-IhAR . L-MEER  HWheg

ali, L SR A A BN Wl 5 B L BT
AEVHE . K . a8 hE . W20 . Aol bk et
s A TS AR L Al = 99% )TN AR E R
HRRAFE

JY 10001 BUHL T3 RSP dbat i g2 ML
PERGA PR F; FW100 BT GERFRNL b etk
SERH BRI YA AR s 80 HARMERIGTH Wiyl LEETiE
FHAANESE PR 7 ; DHG-9140A %I H, PUE 8% X
TR i ERH AT R F]; LDS-2B BUIGH &
DAL BRSO LA PR F UV-1200 #
EHNAT WA G i SR A RS
KQ-250DE BIEEE s vl vess BRIl {4as
A BR 2N 7] FiveEasy Plus Y pH 11 H4EEh-3C R £
UESA BRI F]; AKTA go 4lifbiY . DEAE aigt: 52
=38 FH R EYF 52 B (GE Healthcare) ; = R0 AH &
1% Agilent1260 ZZHEHERH 1 EABRAF .
1.2 XWFHE
1.2.1 PEKHFMBER AR Z SRS AT
TRyE IR B AT E AP, B TRAE(EKE
3.55%) FHOT REM M LI A S5 3k 80 H i, e A F
& . HERRFRIL 1.0 g FEARTFAGALR A, Fekt
W LSRN A — 5t I ZE AR OK, PR 5T 5 R
0.5 mol/L NaOH & BUR pH #4757 EIZ2HNE pH,
TGRS Pyt e v, VAR S Do, il P A i
FE, PEEC— 2 i) s B 5.0 (4000 1/min, 12 min, &
k), K I R e iR 7 kA ke an S AE A A s,
0.5 mol/L HC1 #4175 pH = 3.5, i A 3 1H A F 18 N
filil, 4 °C ¥ #Gd %, 85.00(6000 r/min, 40 min, 4 °C ) HX
ULVE, VTR TS B A EOR 85 P ORI )
1.2.2 FARIZRLS
1.2.2.1 7S UPRXPR SR PR EU e [ PR H
IREER 40 °C, pH A 8.4, HAFHTE]2 60 min, M Lk
S 1:90 g/L, TEMEFS Y1355 512 125, 150, 175, 200,
225,250 W A THEE
1.2.2.2 R BEXPRE &R PR SE [ A e
Yjg 200 W, pH iy 8.4, HBA I} A] g 60 min, KK
LEoA 1:90 /L, AEFRBUEE 4351k 35, 40, 45, 50,
55,60 °C FEATHEH.
1.2.2.3 pH XPHEEE R EGSEm [ s DRk
200 W, $2BURE K 45 °C, BFS A 60 min, IR
Ltk 1:90 g/L, £ pH 4351k 7.6, 7.8, 8.0, 8.2, 8.4,
8.6 FHATIZEL,
1.2.2.4 ARG PR sE ) RS
Yk 200 W, $EHGREE N 45 °C, pH N 8.4, KH L
b 1:90 g/L, 7E 8 75 B[] 43531 24 30, 60, 90, 120,
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150, 180 min FEFTHEHL,
1.2.2.5 BHE LEXTHE R 3 B A 2 [ i 1)
KON 200 W, IRBURE N 45 °C, pH v 8.4, S I E]
>4 90 min, FEERE L5352 1:50, 1:60. 1:70, 1:80,
1:90. 1:100 g/L FATHEH.
1.2.3 FOHm ke R A E A SR
1.23.1 EHBEARAEMZL 5358 B 100 pg/mL
BSA (4 L 7E 25 HD) BRAEW 0. 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 Fll
1.0 mL T 10 mL ZI i i, I HZEIRKER SR
1 mL, A 5 mL % 5=, TamsEiE
2 min, 7€ 595 nm PN IE G, DL 5 i
WPEEAERE AL AR, WG EEVE AL bR, £l RuE £,
FrAEZRITFE N y=0.0068x+0.0106, R*=0.9992 ,
1.2.3.2 PRSPPI S EE  CBARESAERE 50 £%
J&, B 1 mL F 25 mL EZEXE P, HAIIA 5 mL &%
L, $ 4] EEL 5 min, 7E 595 nm I SGEE,
LI S BE AR YA v 2 2N a3 AR O 1 B A HE
PR AR T AR I BT, i a4 R A i
CxV

Mx1000

KA. C: AR, pg/mL; V: $EBOR KT,
mL; M: BEARH G, go
1.2.4 2R~ GRAR I e AR AR 1 bl 5
1.2.4.1 EFEbRAEINZ S35 100 pg/mL 425
WEARMERL 0. 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 Fl 1.0 mL F 25 mL
ZN EE RS T, A BN 28K 2 1 mL, 4351 m A
5 mL RBRER AN 1 mL RN 6% MIZRER R, o457
P& JE #0520 min, 76 490 nm PR I WG,
DL 2 il 0T e BEAER AL AR, WG EEVEDN AR AR, 251
bruE 27, bRl £k 7 #2 y=0.0105x+0.0138,
R?>=0.9989,
1.2.42 FES T R2PEESRIE  FERES R 50 fF
J&, MERIZER 1 mL FREfa AORESL T 25 mL HIEIRAE
BN P UETR I 5 mL RERBR A 1 mL #REE
6% WIZEBR AW, #5651 5 E 20 min, 7E 490 nm
ARG SCAE, DA CRESS G ARrERI LR A L AR R
e RS o (I (1) =k v/l N W RS o=

e A CxV

SRS B (mg/ g)=m

. C: BRI, ng/mL; V: 32BUBAAFR, mL;
M: FBARH G, g0
1.2.5 MR aEEs X SRR EORE AR PR O ) e
PRI Z A TiE, YEHCRI EL . AR EE] . pH ARG RS
YPRiX USRI 2R, DOBER 27 G VR0 R de b, A
i Design_Expert8.0.6.1 % 1} /7 1) Box-Behnken i
e NP MU TV IVATITR =W S nE W et S g [ 2 TS|
HTENEER HIRE =2 A F2 0, B SRR HOE R A
AEPEEARA . IR S R LR 1.

B A B (mg/g)=

%1 Box-Behnken I{#5KH % 5/KF

Table 1 Factors and levels used in Box-Behnken

S
X BRRIL(gL) X AR E (min) - X, pH X, A DIH(W)

-1 1:80 60 8.2 175
0 1:90 90 8.4 200
1 1:100 120 8.6 225

1.2.6 BHEALEEITFITTE A TREAERE
FIST SRR A G R A2 G, ZEtse b LR
P8 T e LR B B SR B PR E PRI PR AR,
$ T 2GR R LRGP,

H=0.6X+04Y

K H: Z8 617745 X BB B & i, me/g;

Y BESh S, me/g.
1.2.7 FEORBEBESE MM resalift KEHEFREL 20 mg
PEE AT, BT 2 mL 2 T/KP, A AKTAgo
1Y 25, % /i DEAE GE Healthcare &, 3% 43 #4745
25, 2L 1 moL/L NaCl FlZs & FK¥ b Id L% B 3R
B A TRA BE VR, W45 SR A M I A PR S R, SR FH
R Iy - TR V2 000 5 e, AL B A IMAG I g e T
B TR, YR T SR L R AR H
938 Sl EE RN ISR

B EE 119%(%) = my/m, X 100

W 2R 140 (%) = my/m, X 100

B EE 1 [EIUSC%(%) = my/m; X 100

o mg: BEER BT, mg; my: SRARHETE, mg;
m,: AR BT, mg; my: FEARH A TR, mg.
1.2.8 FAMHLHSTHT
1.2.8.1 FEMANEE KA TN 20 mg FE5, 1]
HAIIA 1 mL 4 mol/L 1 =3 LR, SR /K as
BTSSP OB RV R 120 °C, R R e A UK
2 h, BUB AR T MR T RS A 1 mL
0.5 mol/L PMP-H B %5 W& LA &2 0.5 mL 0.3 mol/L
NaOH F ¥, LR A 70 °C BIZKIBER PRI 1 h, ¥
HIJE A1 0.5 mL 0.3 mol/L HCI i LA % 0.5 mL 44
175, BBV 5 5B 20 min, 32 F)2, LUAERIB )72
ZEW =R G, WK R, 3B b B AT B AL
1.2.82 i afF PTG C g SHISEIDO
(4.6 mmx>250 mmx5 pm); A shAH: A & 0.1 mol/L #f
fig — &40 (pH6.8); B A LMi; A:B=82:18; Kl A5
Bl 25 Cs B A AT & 2 10 pL; o 30 AH LA
1 mL/min Vi 284610 2 585 5850 nT UL IR WACRS: 101 24 1 15
K4 245 nm.

X =VXNx(Cx—-Cy)/m

o Ve BB, 2 mL; N: FfAFEL, 15 Cy: K2
MHEE, mg/g; Co: 25 F1; m: FREFE:, mg; X FERHREE,
mg/g.
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1.2.9 SR b
1.2.9.1 FEERAEEE  Sr5 BB A 20 mg A TP
KA rh, Horb— 4y in A 20 mL HCIUH TE& 2R
PAARIY 17 R 2 L1 0 5E ), 55— in A 20 mL
4.3 mol/L NaOHUH T &R AE ), FTER B E S
TR 110 C L3RG XT R A8 Th oK i 22~24 h, HUHY
BHG, FeRe = 25 mL L@ TP E % 47 H0 1 mL b
W, 85 °C /KWK, 7K 1 mL, Bk+; il A 10 mL
0.02 mol/L HCI1, ¥#&%47, 43 B 500 pL, il A 250 pL
0.1 mol/L i 5 IR g £ IE, 250 uL 1 mol/L =2,
Wie 2, BMRYNTAE 1 hs IDA 2 mL IEC S8, 7875,
i, ERECFE 0.45 pm HHLIERE B,
1292 @Aigsfr  FrH@iE Ry C g SHISEIDO
(4.6 mmx=250 mmx5 um); ¥ 3140 A A& 0.05 mol/L
WElR — S8 : sl AH B S £ 5 Uit Sl AR G AR BE UL
222, KA IR B 35 °C; AL S 10 pL,
JH A B3R 4% (Diode array detector, DAD) i
ARG
K2 TSRV
Table 2  Elution gradient of mobile phase

18] (min) i (mL/min) TEHA (%) EIHB(%)
0.0 12 100 0
10.0 12 80 20
15.0 1.2 100
25.0 12 100 0

1.3 HIELIE

R ILEEIE 3 IO IME, 33025 R L
PIEEpREZE RN . R Design_Expert 8.0.6.1 %4
PEIHS B S T, 7% A Origin 2019 YEE, % JH SPSS
17.0 A TEHEALFR 5 5347 -
2 HBRE5SH
2.1 BREZRZFHHTRE
2.1.1 ANFEEFS DRI R AR EZm
El 1 s, A R 7S DX A OB 2R 1 & i B 4%
GIPor s ol A B0 T S AR 25
HIPSY, TEB A TN 200 W B2 51R 0 Bem, N
55.8 4y, WWBI B AR & &0 39.2 me/g, BHE ST RN
80.7 mg/g., WA TIRILT 200 W B, L5 P40 5 81
HY B B ARt i 200 W R, BEEE A S EBRA
R, A EAAR T, H b n] DR AR RS n] LU AR
o 04OBE R A M TS T R, (B RS ) R
200 W B, BEER & R R, AR o a3 E .
FETR 2 AE0O PR ER T AR 0 i BN ARVE EE 1, R R
A1 200 W BSPREER P05 5w o IR AR SEBG A e 75 1)
SRHHEN 200 W,
2.1.2  AN[AIFREE S X PR 2 anE 2
JITs, AN R HE B B XA OB AR 1 & i M ZR BV oy
PsEIa . SRS SR T S A A I 2R SV
Rt 5 B HSGIRLRE P B i, Sed RS R B, TSR ORI Ry

 EHB A (mg/g) o B (mg/g) %

A
S -80
) r70 o
g F60 @
= g
e e
<1 40
b p
T 130 &
i 20 =
10
i Z ] . Z 2 0
125 150 175 200 225 250
IR (W)
601
551 FaN
s /SN
N / AN om
e N
N ] / n
& 50 o
o e
f;l‘({ ,-//
454
40

léS léO 1‘75 260 2I25 250
A (W)
(U VERvIE SO Sy NER i R EL IR A
Fig.1 Effect of ultrasonic power on extraction of glycoprotein
from Auricularia auricular
T AR 7B 2R [ — 36 A8 BoA 35 M 25 57 (P<0.05) ;
lz] 2~l7§] 5 IEJO

R ABTE I (mg/g) — BAEE I (mg/g)
A
a |

35 40 45 50 55 60

FEHGRE (°C)
451
40 N
—~ / \
& // \\
Sj‘ 351 W N
N N
& AN
30 .
25

35 40 45 50 55 60
FHGRE (°C)
P2 IR X A AR AR SR 5
Fig.2 Effect of extraction temperature on extraction of
glycoprotein from Auricularia auricular

45 °C BIEZRE AR B RAE 40.7 43, AT 0T
TEN 14.7 mg/g, EWESEN 79.6 mg/g, 7 35~45 C
B 22 57 1 35 (P<0.05), FH I AT DL S i Ok A
IR E R VR &S (EP R b SN = R IR
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EWO , A FEAHRE A AR SRl EAERL T - 201 -

BEAHH 2R 06 P, PO S 380S B BRI T L. X
Jik 55 4502 PRECT A AERE R 1, FEFR U EE Y 45 C
AP HE R HAS R = . BUILEIREE = HITE 45 °C 317
FEH

2.1.3 AN[A] pH XPHEER (252 aniEl 3 PR,
SRR TR] pH XA S OBEER 1 &t K EE A TS I RE )
W o TS B S AR 2R SISy, BEE
pH MYAE I, Sl K5 R B, 7 pH N 8.4 B ik | i
K, 55050 56.9 45, ERTEE BT & &0 39.2 mg/g,
BHESECN 83.5 mg/g. HIILTT DLIEIMZE R pH A&
FTHG Il A HCE, (52 pH ool &, (R
SR SR RIS RN ET v NG eoes 52127 AR YN TR il
HER S AR, DRI Befd: pH M 8.4,

45 7 AP (mg/g) — B (ng/g)

100
40 2 A
] = -80
5 35
S E &
s 309 gD
= r60 E
yn =
B H40 &
o £
pis
¥ L 20
4 17 1
84 86
60-
4 //.\\
- 55 y \\\
;E 501
1;": i ///-'
dz 451 ) P e
&K / Ve
401 =
35— . ‘ : : :

pH
K13 pH X BRAHEE FHR YR
Fig.3 Effect of pH on extraction of glycoprotein from
Auricularia auricular

2.1.4 AT P I TE] 08 SR PR g 2

P 4 T, S WEFEAS [R) A AR A ) TD X A ol b 2 3
N EEETPIT BRI . A B AR B S i
BRI ZES V50, BEE S B a] i e s TS R RE,
TEME LA 2 90 min B 257G 27315 Bl fe R AR, A
50.3 1, LT3 B0 5O 24 me/g, BOPE S RN
89.9 mg/g.  FH It AT DLIE I A A Tl AT A T ok R
FA R CR, {H 2 258 A e i ), m] B (b 1
B R W, AR IR T, AT S B R
PR e P I TR 2 90 min.

2.1.5 AS[EPERE EEXPHEEE P2 a2 aniEl s oy
718, AN TAPERR FE X RE S 2R 1 5 B MRS PO B
Wi I TS B PSS A 2R SO, iR
WA RIS IS R, 2R EE 1:90 g/L

e RS (mg/g) = B S (mg/g)

30

251 13
2 c ¢l BB 80 B
2204 (I e
= L60 £
= H
% 104 40 =S
e 3

5 120

0 t : 0

30 60 90 120 150 180
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551
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// \\
lrey / \
§ 451 / \\\
= / \ =
dz 40 / e
K a
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Fig.4 Effect of ultrasonic time on extraction of glycoprotein
from Auricularia auricula
50}”—‘ BHESE (mg/g) RS (mg/g) 120

A 100
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704
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LEETESY (43)
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Fig.5 Effect of solid-liquid ratio on extraction of glycoprotein
from Auricularia auricular

B2 A P4 B e, S 55.8 4y, W AR I BT & R
33.5 mg/g, B EN 89.25 mg/g., HHIA] WLIEHR]
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Table 3 Experimental scheme and results of response surface

K4 AT R RO R E VG

Table 4 Regression equation coefficient and significance test

methodology
A e X, X, X, X, YZEEESR(43)
1 0 1 1 0 44.75
2 0 -1 0 -1 4431
3 -1 0 1 0 38.99
4 0 0 0 0 56.13
5 -1 0 1 43.07
6 -1 0 0 -1 43.88
7 1 0 -1 0 40.98
8 0 1 0 -1 45.15
9 0 -1 -1 0 42.75
10 0 0 -1 1 43.76
11 1 0 1 0 40.85
12 1 -1 0 0 39.87
13 1 0 0 1 42.70
14 1 1 0 0 41.71
15 0 0 0 0 56.01
16 0 0 1 1 41.75
17 0 0 -1 -1 38.69
18 -1 0 0 1 40.79
19 1 0 0 -1 40.20
20 0 0 0 0 55.88
21 0 0 0 0 56.11
22 0 0 1 -1 39.88
23 0 1 -1 0 42.09
24 -1 0 -1 0 40.79
25 0 -1 1 0 41.09
26 -1 1 0 0 39.80
27 -1 -1 0 0 37.88
28 0 0 0 0 55.89
29 0 1 0 1 41.39

FERDR IR SsS df  MS FfH Pl WM
HY 9.59 14 1.44 2191  <0.0001 ***
X, BHE L 059 1 0.59 10.095  0.0076  **
X, JARE 0.06 1 0.06 0.80 0.3863
X;pH 0.71 1 0.71 11.14  0.0303 *
X, #FE 5 0.6 1 0.6 10.022  0.0088  **
XX, 1.394E-003 1 1.394E-003 4.291E-004 0.3838
XX, 0.63 1 0.63 10.89  0.0019  **
X, X, 0.77 1 0.77 11.63  0.0024  **
XX, 0.6 1 0.60 1078 0.0320  *
X,X, 0.58 1 0.58 10.025  0.0358  *
XX, 0.59 1 059  7.182E-003 0.0137  *
X,? 7.11 1 7.11 13522 <0.0001  ***
X’ 6.51 1 6.51 106.09  <0.0001  ***
Xy’ 7.56 1 7.56 136.59  <0.0001  ***
X, 5.64 1 5.64 9135  <0.0001 ***
G2 4.54 14 325
AL 4.05 10 405 3.28 0.1320 AN
glitR 2 0.49 4 1.24
BB 104.13 28

FH e 4 AT S AR B AR P PR RO AR g B I
(P<0.0001) , J& LA ik 35 (P>0.05) , T E R %K
R*=0.9563, £ IEBSE REL R? 5 =0.9127, ILAAUU G
B BT, AT FZAR R AR BB AR PR B 25 50757
BEATHN ST S
222 ZTHAEH S K 6~E 11 H&HNERLHH
SRR . TESEEZRMTEAR R, MEIRITE FNIRITE 4522
TN HAE O 3 U 3 A iR PR LA
KB 7E TR LE AV FI R i #5442 5% (P<0.01),
pH XTZEA VT4 520 fk 25 (P<0.05) , A8 7 B[R] X} 25
E P IR AN B3 (P>0.05); 32 HAEA: Bl tb 5
pH . BHA L5575 D3R A 38 B AR FHIXH SR GV
PR SE IR AR ik 25 (P<0.01), B A s [R] 5 pH. 7 1 [a]
s T pH 555 DX 2GRS 1 52 i
(P<0.05), B tb- 5B A RS TR 23 A PR PR AR ik

F: *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001; R>=0.9563; RZAdJ-:0.9127D
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Fig.6 Response surface of the effect of ultrasonic time and pH
on comprehensive score

#(P>0.05),

e 7 T3 A SRR B AR A i BRI T
SR BHR LG 1:90.22 /L ABFSISHE] 91.1 min. 22
SR pHS.4. BB T 200.23 W, IHHPHHAE 2B
FIBISLE ST 56.02 43 ARG A9 n ETE
55 55 UE S I R HET T, 0 8 AS S 56 1 SE PR A E S5 14
EHE L 1:90 g/L. pH 2y 8.4, 75 HS[E]°4 90 min.,
IR 200 W, T = UCHFA TSRS, TS LR 5T
SYISEEME SR 55.93 43, BR2ZEHE/IN, Ua BH 0 3 i ) 2L
B BERUT, REAS - b U HH S8 5% A4 LA SO FR F1 1
ZEETVESY S
23 EBEKREHESENS B4

E 12 2 NaCl A6 EE Pt 55 MG i £k, Herp s
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Fig.8 Response surface of the effect of buffer pH and
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Fig.9 Response surface of the effect of ultrasonic time and
ultrasonic power on comprehensive score
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Fig.10 Response surface of the effect of material liquid ratio
and buffer pH on comprehensive score
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Fig.11 Response surface of the effect of material liquid ratio

and ultrasonic power on comprehensive score
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Fig.12 Determination of NaCl elution concentration
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FRE S, AE 13 BTN, 55 8 A H B R G, &
AR AMGI W, TT LAMEWTSE 8 48 Hh AT BE 3 A B e b
B, MRS AKTA BHaS ], 435550 8 BTk
R NaCl 5 A HE > 0.15 mol/L, R, %fi a2 B2
AREHEEE (A P EL ) S 0.15 mol/L NaCl.
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N NS

N 20 mg, WK E N 1 mL/min, 555 NaCl 5%
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WS E N 0.1 mol/L, ¥5H—BE I ue il ok, 7F
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FH2E 5 AN, AR R b & AT 7 Fhoepobl,
i SR B A AR R R, LR, Sy
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5 RARHME AR B AL
Table 5 Monosaccharide composition of glycoprotein of
Auricularia auricula

2R F B I [E] (min) M5E S5 (mg/g)
HERbE 18.01 5.24
[ 23.92 0.41

Rap 24.97 FeAi i (<0.0015)
I BRI 30.08 0.77

e FLUBHRE R 34.26 Feki H(<0.0018)
Cikn 39.37 9.95
Rah 4532 234
N 47.99 1.31

B R AF B 49.89 A (<0.0013)
R 57.88 1.03

Shi S50 X8 BHPE AR 1 A T4 B sl Ak I o A L el
2 1%, 2 SR I A BEOVR B 1 bl AR . A0 . H b
FIREZURHL Y, SASS S04, A ik s AT et
H55
2.5 FEBLAM S

e 6 Fras, 1EXT 18 Fhay WA FERRLH Atk 743
HTE, Kt 7 17 FpEFERR, Hordr, 8 Flt A4y 2k
Fid R S 4.72 mg/g) M 240 )L 75 i 4 2R 57
A=, T EH ARSI 2 i B, L-Be gk . Hoh,
B IR LKA TR/ L- R AT, 53
T 1.16 mg/g; HR 2 L-2RN &R L-45 4R /L-4%
SRz, A3 1.14 F1 1.10 mg/g. 43 K 4508 4ii
AT V8 TR AR (I N ARSI T 16 R FERR, 1 (0
FAFRAA Y, FEAT G IERR A W S5 A I — 3

* o6 RAHMERPEIERIN
Table 6 Amino acid composition of glycoprotein of
Auricularia auricula

HR LR E2 s} 8] (min) M 5E 255 (mg/g)
L-RA MR /L-RA WG 5.24 1.16
L-A & R/L- B R 5.95 1.10
L-2 %R 9.32 0.44
L-H&m 9.83 0.52
L-H A" 10.23 0.35
L-Fi 2R 11.07 0.57
L-JRa i 11.65 0.87
L-NE R 12.06 0.78
L-ifi 2R 12.36 0.58
L& &R 15.99 0.40
LB R 17.10 0.60
LR R 17.94 0.10
L-MeaiR 19.40 A (<0.02)
L-F5e e iR 20.23 0.44
L-5E 4R 20.62 0.83
LR A R™ 2278 1.14
Lt 4 2531 0.40
L- {6542 6.54 0.34
T ay NIRRT ZSEIR; bRy LT =
3 45ip

A SC L AR 7 IR 5 B P R B R, B
PRI 28 S8 A oy T R e A A5 20 i Fe AR B AR A R
FEIFE] 90 min, KA H 1:90 g/L ., #7515 200 W,
pH 8.4, $2HUIEE 45 C, LA THI &R I HE UM 25
GV N 55.93 41 SRS T3 5 1 2l R 58,
2% 0.15 mol/L NaCl %R eI 261645 2 i b &5 1 26
B 74.1%, SR EILESY 37.5% . WF5E R, AR
HyEsE & 7 Rhepoll, Horh, A A pE R e
AR, HUCh U, BAT 2 M4 A1
REWHE P L-RAAER/L- RN . L-2R N &
MR . L- 2R/ L- 45 2 e e B 5, H. 8 Al ad 2
12 Ko BEAN) LT LA LR 2R 5 4 Jdat DA FWFSE, o]
RN T it 5 7 R R HOB AR A R —E e
A
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