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TEE: AR A AR EARL 250 % AR Ae i T L 240 B 4B e SR RORAE R BOR, M BAP L 2540 % 485 DPPH. PTIO & dAkeyid
WRAER, 2t o-F B4 BReG 40V At B e ISR . 3 2 AUMBARAAEA KR, A = F OUIME A Faist B 254y, AFtLzh
% $a5F DPPH A d 2 7% TRAE A 69 ECso(ug/mL)&-4 3538, 16.19 (p<0.01), F PTIO B dy thiF R4k /A 49 ECso(ug/mL) & 7869.17.
8335.78 (p<0.01), T a-%] ZAB T EEGI7HIVEA (18.85%. 15.73% ) LB E ZF (p>0.05). SR LA, 4k4%.0 2540 % 4B 4 FBG.
TC 5 LDL-C /K- &[4k 24.38%. 28.44%. 44.68% (p<0.05, p<0.01), HFH4ERAEFHZ 21.83% (p<0.05), CAT 5 GSH-Px /K-F%
& 363.36%- 43.67%(p<0.01); BhF L2548 % 454849 FBG. TG. TC 5 LDL-C 7/K-F & TF 4 25.62%. 28.52%. 22.79%. 44.73%( p<0.05,
p<0.01), SOD 5 CAT /K-F&3H 7.22%4= 69.76% (p<0.05). #:FKEA, FFHLESIEGTAEFRERAIE TR . Sin Lzt d ek
FHRPTIO A k. BV TR R, 343% CAT A= GSH-Px &M & £ LAY, mihF.Leh4 45N A& DPPH A sk, K TG
#94F. 3i% SOD 5 CAT # 7 @tk A £4%.
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Abstract: In order to compare the antidiabetic effects of the crude polysaccharides of iron stick yam and bergamot yam, the scavenging
effects of the two kinds of crude polysaccharides on DPPH and PTIO free radicals, the inhibitory effects on a-glucosidase, and the
hypoglycemic and hypolipidemic effects were determined. Type 2 diabetes model rats were established, and metformin was used as the positive
control drug. The ECs, values (ug/mL) of the two kinds of crude polysaccharides were 35.38 and 16.19 for DPPH radical scavenging (p<0.01),
and 7869.17 and 8335.78 for PTIO radical scavenging (p<0.01), respectively, with the inhibition of a-glucosidase (18.85% and 15.73%,
respectively) being insignificantly different (p>0.05). Compared with the model group, the iron stick yam group had decreased FBG, TC and
LDL-C levels (by 24.38%, 28.44% and 44.68%, respectively; p<0.05, p<0.01), increased liver glycogen content (by 21.83%; p<0.05), and
increased CAT and GSH-Px levels (by 363.36% and 43.67%, respectively; p<0.01). The bergamot yam group had decreased FBG, TG, TC and
LDL-C levels (by 25.62%, 28.52%, 22.79% and 44.73%, respectively; p<0.05, p<0.01), and increased SOD and CAT levels (by 7.22% and
69.76%, respectively; p<0.05). The results indicated that the two crude polysaccharides had different antidiabetic mechanisms. The crude
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polysaccharide from iron stick yam exhibited more advantages in scavenging PTIO radicals, reducing hepatic glycogenolysis, and enhancing

CAT and GSH-Px activities, whilst the crude polysaccharide from bergamot yam was more effective in scavenging DPPH radicals, reducing TG

content, and enhancing SOD and CAT activities.

Key words: yam; crude polysaccharides; antioxidant activity; a-glucosidase; type II diabetes

2 RUEIRIG (Type 2 diabetes, T2DM) A& —Ff{X;
WEREIE, HET T2DM B K2y S HE w8 s N2
(190%™, HLLGIAK EFF. Mk, $&3)GT T2DM
BE MR RN ARG

HAGYT T2DM HI254) 3 EAATEIEIRS . —IKFEAR
L3 AV 411 N i R v 2 1 1 1 N
e, UK., Jgm AR A IR-1. 2 AAEh 7 AEh-
HIEREEFIS R 2 HHIRE . (X R R
KLU —, KIS AR RN filtn, K30
R FHgEREE — B2 e ST b, JUHIEXT
T OB L™ B, e L AR A
2. T TR T IR S TSI 22 S 808
JURE SNz, - RIS ANTR S22 ) £ AN A PR )
FHALTNGTT. Bk, AREFFRHSRA TR HARE
YERFSE. BRI MNOTTRE R 2T

MRIRED PR DR E 2 08 2 T3R5, It
HHL, AENIGPRM B2 Pl A A A ] B
IR sk, RIMEVIDIREEZFEREREL, BAK
G H VAT R R 2 B 52 BB IZ 1)
SeEM, 2GR E e g2 e FERE T, B
EEHTHITEUONE. BYIRTE. B, T, IR
B, REBERRE RS, Tz A s L, EKE
PEANR], AR AEYEAFE R R ZE . KERT
T, WG ZRERL AR Sy PRIREI 3 2
Yepesy, FHAFZEMERTY. BERCNE, PEZ
BB 2R I L 24 22 W ) B IRV 1 22 2ok B T-ERAR 1L
2, T HARRIE L 25 B RS R IE RS, kT
ANTE] it L 2 ) e B s P LU e T R B /L, 1]
P A FEAE TR B B L 257 S Ak T i
F 2 E S AR A, H R L 25 ZhRE RSy
SRR, Ek, AN, Wz
ZHE b MRS RS AR L 2 AH I . AR SeE T
Pl 25 2 BELEAR SO B B 1) E BRAE AR o- i %
PEEBERAIHIER, DAAEAR A K BRUILRE . i fE A
PUAEAGIEPERIRZ I, SR LR & FHORE PR A R L,
J9iBTT T2DM {5 2 Rk 2454 .

1 MRSAE
L1 SR

50 A 2 HETEHRE R JEAE (Specific pathogen
Free, SPF) Z¢fEtt SD KM, & 190 g, MW
B BIw TR S Gy, SIS ERAL Y RTIE S N
SYXK (58) 2012-0068, SE3uah¥A: ¥ ik 5 A
SCXK (56> 2015-0018. FEVRYT ML, H %4k
Bpfd KB e SR At SO0 5 RANAL R 25 K534 sk
A HRZ: ottt

B LU 2 2 0E R B L 2 2 HE S SR % E
i, BRAR L 2RI T LU 25 W T R A AR IR R
FEIAEA BT, LR R 2R 222 B B NI
IISEE, SRS T L2 B N E iR E
W35 Dioscorea opposita WIARZ5; FAMEFRUES: (2=
Bl HIETHEIARR . CRILVERERR. WIETRE. CRILFE. R
Bl BTRAERED, b E S 2 e i el BRIV B
% (Streptozotocin, STZ), FE[H Sigma AF]; IFFR,
KRB ERAA IR AT FrER=5M, T L
WAARAR; SRR —HXUIE, PRI E2A RA
Hl; ABIK, WREEHEZME AR AR M. 4
M A H (Bovine Serum Albumin, BSA) ¥4 H
EANFRFIE IR AR 8 BRI s alm &
HER R R AR, Hili =8 (Triglyceride,
TG) i, SAEEEE (Total cholesterol, TC) a5
& RS G HE R (High-density lipoprotein
cholesterol, HDL-C) ijfl& . K% & )i 2 1 JIH [

(Low-density lipoprotein cholesterol, LDL-C) &7«
AR (Superoxide dismutase, SOD) if)
& WEAERE (Catalase, CAT) W\GF&. ML HAK
LIRS (Glutathione peroxidase, GSH-Px) il
& BRI R B R R AR AR AT
Frs 47K B Milli-Q 847K — R

12 (& 5#%

AL104 7R, MRE-ER 2 g AR AR
CR21G I AVREIEE L, HA HITACHI AFl;
UV-3200 S84 WAttt  RilgSe s s ARR
/3]s Nicoletis10 {8 BLIH-ZTAMGE(Y, FEER K HRE
B CRED HERAT]; XW-80A iRIER AL, VLI
I URIER AR AR GZX-9146MBE  HL#GE A
TrefE, BRI ERAR BT X&) s HH-2
R, EERESARAR: HRMUEAE
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1.3.1 Lz 2 pEedhl &

ORI 257D, BREHTE 121 CF
7% 30 min K. 7E 60 C N TEHTE, KilZiTtrn
% 1.80 kg 7E 60 C N 80% ZFEHH 3 ¥, AKX 1 ho
SRIGTE 60 'C T AR ACK R B IAEEN 3 IR, B 3 he
KK FEBIRE R 4G 2 1800 mL, 5 95% 8% (1:4,
V/V) G 24 h, DTHEZHELEY) . WERDTE, MKk
M ZBE. Ak, £ 60 CTRES T, B3k
(PIREARE AR ILZPH 2R &8 108 g, MhFF1LZy
MR ER 82 g.

132 L B AEa 4 B stk

B LAHOKAERGE (60 °C) HIFFHIHZHE 4 mg ¥
fRTE 2 mL 1] 2 mol/L = LR T3, 78 110 C
AR 6 h, FTERUG K ZRINER, FMA 2 mL
LTI, B8 =K, B8 LR . BUKY 200 uL
5550 uL 1 2 mol/L EEMANE A, FHIIA 50 uL 0.5
mol/L [ 1-2834-3- FE JE-S-IE bkl (PMP) HRREVEE
FTREET 70 CARBHIZIE 30 min. “EIELL 50
uL 1) 0.3 mol/L #hEeH A, FI/KMiREZ | mL. 2REh0
A1 mL &4 @dmZIfREsnfg =, HaPaEs
BN,

FIRBEEEE =G, BRASIINERIEN
HPLC 47737 . 18 ] Silgreen ODS C18(250%4.6 mm,
S5um), 30 °C, FshHN 20 mm BEREL- LM (78:22,
V/V), Wi 1.0 mL/min!",

VoA LR (REE. BIRPEIERR . LA
BTG HIEIRE. M. ARE. BThAARE HIARHES
WRIREHEAT IR, 13285 Bt b b il 25 2 bk
(1) HHE L B o
133 L5 S EBRIA ARG 4
=M

DA 2R bR i, 326 FH R -V R IRV Ak AR W
SR FERE T I mL BRI 50 ul 80%2K5)
A5 mL REREZ 780 RS), S min J5, TUEK 490 nm
ARG R, SR FE AR A A B AR i 2 AT e =
PL BSA JbrifEdt, FIF Bradford 77l ()

A E=21[16
Sl

134 LEHH B AR IRIMA A M A9 LR R
1.3.4.1 &k DPPH H H3EMIAE

H Gao ZMVHE 5k, Xl 254 £ HEE R
DPPH H & BRI T oAl KPR 22 BB i 2508
IKFERE, TR 50 mg/mL FIFERIETRL ARG HI

12

ZLEL 0.00. 0.20. 0.40. 0.60. 0.80. 1.00 mL #f %,
Wl TRE S, HZAMKANES 1 mL, JOA 1 mL #r
#4117 0.10 mmol/L DPPH, E¥%#E25], iR FIHHE 30
min, 7EHK 517 nm ZbWERIEE, 0.25 mg/mL [T
W (Vo) FIMBEMERTIEZ

s EY=A A 1000

0

K¥:

Ay—— A SR BT AR R

A——H BB
1.3.42 &% PTIO A HFERIAES

Je L 2R 2 A FH 28R KA R, BRI R 50
mg/mL [PIFESEH, AREREE I EX 0.004 0.20+ 0.40.
0.60- 0.80+ 1.00 mL F£iial, FHzEBKAME S 1 mL,
BN 1 mL #r451£ 0.05 mg/mL PTIO, 78/3ME%4), IF
f£37 ‘C N E 2 h, BEETERK 557 nm NSO
%, 0.25 mg/mL [¥] Ve FfH X REZG

I ]

Ao

x100%

EWiE

Ag——FAE SR B

A—— A B
1.3.5 WLZh 2 4B o-F) BB H B E Mtk
BATF

il 2SRRI (v, KL 25K 2 EI ] o
T PR E RIS EHEAT I E o B 40 uL 0.10 mol/L
TR ERZZ M (pH 6.8)+ 30 pL 1 wmL (1) o= A
B (pH 6.8)55 30 uL 10 mmol/L ff13 ZEHEA TR (pH
6.8) V5], SAJEFE N 40 uL 0.00. 0.60+ 1.30+ 2.50+
5.00~ 10.00 mg/mL HIFEGIER D BN F, FFAE
37 ‘C FWFE 30 min, BHGLEWKITHIFE 5 min &1k
SN, A EIE R, T 5000 r/min B0 2 min, B 10 uL
EIEBA R S AT A R, 7R 505 nm 4b
WIEROGEE, F-REHEF IPH XS B2 . H) o %
L RER eI o = /AW

it = Ao

Ao

x100%

K¥:

Ay—— T A S B 0B R

A —— AR TOLA
1.3.6  ABRm K SARRR A e dnbs . o fig 2 AR
FALE P E N
13.6.1 &ML

KERIAFE T R 25 K 25250 8 U SPF 2%
SEIGENYI G, IR 2242 °C, SN 12 he 256
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BEATRT, BT KRIBEN TR 7 d, SLIGHHRIS E H
B POKe R BB I R AN S0 20,
IEHE XL LS Tk}, SIS LA T iR E(68%
(RIFERETTRL,  15%M00E, 10%M BB, 5% EH
K1, 1%IRIRR R 1% MIAREREAD . K K R 28 d
Ja, JEB212 hZEE ORI, SRIRH KR ES
1% STZ ¥ 40 mg/kg, 1E 5 X HEZH MG s v o 4551
IR RRATIE RN M . VSRR YLK 3 h, 28
JE4R T 3% IR AR IR IMAE . 3d 5, KRR
A CORAK) 12 h, MIESIRIPERE ., SIS
% (Fasting serum lisulin, FINS) ¥ /7. 1155 R
J&FE% (Insulin sensitivity index, ISD AR A:

ISI=ln( ! j
FINSVE /1 x FBGIK &

FBG i#id 11.10 mmol/L H. IST & 2 PRI (R FFEa
SE TR & (1)K BRI A8 ISR, SRS AN AR S
5.

13.62 5%

PHERL LT B R SR 7 AL ZH . — F XU
YA ZPp 2 PR T L 2 2 A, B ES AR
BONIER A, A8 8 X ML 2557 E N
150 mg/(kg-d), BHEILZFH 2 MR L2k 2 0
257584 400 mg/(kg-d), AZ5F4 1 mL/100
g, IEHHNER LS T 0.90% 43 ER K,
SEHEE 6 .
1.3.6.3  AEEANZS I LR K 52

53  JE SR A B A TRAS P
1.3.6.4 A& BT 258 (Oral glucose tolerance
test, OGTT)

YRZ55E 35 d, AT DR R i, K&
12h 2285, K1 gkg bw BEFHES 5, 2HI7E 0.
30 60+ 90 min FHHUKEACII E B2 Ik IR 25 5
1.3.6.5  FllFE a2

BITA RS, KEIREREUM, T 4000 r/min., 4 C
B0 10 min 13 EIM3E, 73565 T-20 CAHREAE.
1.3.6.6  JHHEIE &=

IR D 2 V2
1.3.6.7 TG. TC. HDL-C Al LDL-C )& &35

PR RO ST R .

13.68 SOD. CAT F1 GSH-Px il &

PR RS R .

L4 Gita it

AbFSIGRHE % F] IBM SPSS Statistics 19 Ziit-#%
o THEZORH B R REE ( xts) Fom. AT HHT
2R, T TR T 20T, T T Tukey £
555 N T HCAR AR 2 TR 22, A T ek . 24 p<0.05
i, HUEA N EA G2 L (p<0.05, ZERBE;
p<0.01, ZRWKEZE).

2 #R51He
21 SABLATHFLAMEIBENEREE

aReE

Nk 1 PR, G ILZPHZFEAE T L 2R 20
MIEERI R 2 HE, RS RN 61.34%. 40.95%,
AR AT RN 4.62%- 14.55%. YARi125H1%
WP RS B T T LN (p<0.01), T
HAHGRICT T ILZHZE (p<0.0D. T 1LZE
BRAR LI 2 2 b 22 W S B IR R LR AT e a4 Ty
TEMASEBIEL 2L 2 EENE R .
P2 YR L 25T A S B2 R AT RES T
BRI NEIFE

R 1 KIRLZESENGFLAESRENZESEORSE
ME
Table 1 Determination of polysaccharides and protein contents

of crude polysaccharides of iron stick yam and bergamot yam

FAT 2% TAREGY%
ALz 61.34+0.32 4.62+0.37
302 40.95+025°  14.55+0.52°

i ERAMATES%BR LG AMLEAREE EF
(p<0.01).

22 SBLEFHFLAMSE R RS
i,

W 2 FoR, BARLZGR T 1 250 2 b b
(W F LSOV EENE, SR8 73.88 mol%. 60.79
mol%. HHFILZZ AN, s b
FETRIN & B R TR 25208 (p<0.05), BZEHE.
AKE BT RATRE S 2 PR R (1) 2 2 B3 v T kAR L
HEWE (p<0.05). AWFATER, FIRATHEFA TR
A AT R T2DM K BRI A B sz ™), Akl
O P AR SR )RR AT LH SR b R A AR,
A5 R AR KT, AR AR P R PR PR 1
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=2 SRWLAFHBF LA ZIE BPERLERK (mol%, n=3)

Table 2 Composition of monosaccharides in crude polysaccharides of iron stick yam and bergamot yam (mol%, n=3)

5 nawse FisE REH4E KA Friztads R EEEER  FIUERER
AL ZE S 4E  73.88+2.32 5.06+£0.52 10434138  3.524032  1.57+0.14  2.21+0.21 2.35+0.24
HF LML HE  60.7943.52°  3.89+0.21*°  16.25+1.74* 8.04+1.57* 3.5140.62°  5.54+031°  1.21+0.14°

E: R xts KT, BRAFRERTESARLGA S EEANLET 2 EE R (p<0.05).

2.3 I ZH AR e RSN A TE P

RN, 2 BUBE RS SR I AL R DA

Ko MMM E HFERT AP WEHIER (ROS)
TEEZ (RNS). ROS FEAFREEA hE (HOH).
MEAY B RE (0 FEF Ay B &

(LOO™), RNS EEAF MK (NO-), XL ROS
A RNS FEAR NI Bk 2 22 5 RS A0 REORT 25 Mg 2
AP, MERR RS, RS B AT 5 R A
P AT, TR RS B 4 A s L BE S 5t
AN EAIXTEIE, X RNS A1 ROS HA i
k. IR H,  FU SIS E PR UL R AR SR L
A AR, L5 b, 2 AUBEIRI I A 5 8 A B
B VIRSS, ERERRIRI R0, R AT RIE R R A
i, AL R 2 P, RNS R ROS
HARE, JEHAMELEREME. T DPPH H %)
FRACT N T B, BB RNS MAZ ROS.
[Klt, DPPH R BEF T-PHl RNS J5FR 200, MiARE
TPF{E ROS JHEFRZUA - FEASLH, K DPPH 5 PTIO
H H T BRIESS S 1 FI R 4 pP A% 1L 25K 2 B ) Bt
AAGTEE

* 3 Ui T 1L 2 2 T DPPH A1 PTIO H 2

WERRIERT . PIRRLZ MER)TERREE 1S Ve [RiERRRE
J1REAF (p<0.01), HFFEXT DPPH H HIE1)FE
BRAEFIXI9ET PTIO H I (p<0.01). BRARILZHIZ
HEXT DPPH H HEE RIS RRAE 98 T T 1L 208 2 0

(p<0.01), TXf PTIO H HHAEEIHEFRATE % T
ZGPHZHE (p<0.01).
%3 SRRLZA S PER S F L ZAHE 2 HE%S DPPH R PTI0 BEREE

BOERRER

Table 3 Scavenging effects of crude polysaccharides of iron

stick yam and bergamot yam on DPPH and PTIO free radicals

. DPPH- PTIO-
; ECs¢/(ng/mL) ECs¢/(ng/mL)
Ve 1.71£0.26 5.6240.35

YA AL S HE 35.38+0.66" 7869.17434.13 !

HF LS 16.19+0.750 T 833578477361 I
E: TOHF 1. 5 Ve LM A EE £ 7 (p<0.01);
TLuF 1 H58LBEANLEAREEZF (p<0.01).

14

24 LML RET ] o- B AR B A VE I

o B ENE T REAZAE T ANE S, TGS o
EEF SR ) e A AR, TR E RS KAk S
WANFIFHCY . - AR R 7 A 5 o 2 B
figet oy, PGS, IR BN I8 i 2
MR, AT 1) I A P ),

BRAR 1L 2R 2 WA T LU 2 2 B TR AR X o
TP PEERECANEIE I 1 Frs. BTSRRI B L
2R 2 WX oo 8] 260 R T I PRI 1) P A 5 2
(p<0.01), Bl ZAH Z FEAIE T 1L 25K 2 W 1 it
RIHIN 18.85%K1 15.73%. PIFPIZFEE 0.60~10.00
mg/mL [FYERNLREZ %R (p>0.05).

100% ¥
90% -
80%

o

e 70%f —— Rk bE

< 0%k o YL L hE
B soul —— F LN
= 40%f

30% -
20%
10%

0%t

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 40 50 60 7.0 80 9.0 100
FESIREE / (mg/mL)
B 1 TEIRESRILZE S ERHFILAHEZIE oS50
HEGRIHIFIER (n=3)
Fig.1 Inhibitory effects of crude polysaccharides of iron stick
yam and bergamot yam at different concentrations on
a-glucosidase (n=3)

2.5 U ZHE % A U R Y U R e 1E

251 BARKRBRGES

IEFESTRRAUR Rt . B BAEEE. RERESR
Uf OBORGE; T SRIR AR I R AR L
9. SRS, RERINE. Fe=2" (2R 28,
ZIR) SRR R . TERRISESS STZ3d J&,
IEE T RRZE R R E G N, (H S84 KRR EE G B
b, WK 3 fw, SIEESTHRAMIL, SZIGA AR
[’ FBG. FINS Z3E3800, 1y ISI B, kil e
RIS T T2DM KRR,



MK EmBHL

Modern Food Science and Technology

2022, Vol.38, No.4

F< 4 3N T2OM {RBUFKERAI FBG. FINS 5 1S1E
Table 4 Determination of FBG, FINS and ISl contents after
establishing the T2DM model

WEER (p>0.05); 5 HIUMALAEL, b2
CHEA ST AT R E 2R (p>0.05). LA
EERRAE, PR 2 2R S T L 2GR 2 RE e

41%  n FBGAmmolL) FINS(mUL)  ISI BEAR T2DM K B2 IR IAEL, HSCRARE - Li S AP

EHAMEL 8 6.04£0.74 6204035  -3.62+0.10 R FEUERE, (L2 2 BB MRS 153 BEE
EE4E 40 18.16£1.92' 10471251 -5.24+0.15° B, [FIRHRZHAL =Y R s R, AR TE 35
E:NB R a: B RAANEA B E K £ R (p<0.05); JTE A A K

FEHF [ HrRAABLAARIFRER (p<00l) . 800 i

252 AL AR 3 B Ao T L B4R 3 HEt =

T2DM X R E 8988 600 - 1= BT 1% S

Wk 2 R, hZaghR, HIEEAMm, i
A, ZHOBUIRAL Rt L 2R 2 MR AN 37 1L 254 22
B A BB EBRE (p<0.01), HIX 4 Rk E =R
AR (p>0.05),

253 kAL Z AEF R T L 2 % 4Bt

200

T2DM X R = B8 b 64 %5 v e 25 4J5 64
W 5 R, A, SIERALRL, RO, B2 SRR S BB ZH RS MR 120N ARAENS

TN BRAR L 2R 2 A S T LD 2 2 B A o)
F 2 IR MM R B (p<0.01). A2545 0 G, Fig.2 Effects of crude polysaccharides of iron stick yam and
TSN BRAR LL 2 2 R AN B T L 2R 2 B A
2 S OB R T AL 70 3] T B 49.59% + 24.38% Al
25.62%, AEEHEFER (p<0.01, p<0.05), H A
5 SRRLZHE SRR TFILZE S HE T20M KR ZSEEIAERISZNE (mmol /L)
Table 5 Effects of Tiegun DOTPs and Foshou DOTPs on the FBG of diabetic rats (mmol/L)

bergamot yam on weight of T2DM rats
E: B FE b RTHEFEAL, p<00l.

207 0 day 14 days 28 days 42 days
EFA 6.23+0.64 6.12+0.53 5.83+0.34 5.7340.63
AER4E 18.22+1.93 " 20.01+2.54 22.54+2.74 2423+2.44"

=W SR 17.65+2.66 " 16.2342.45 13.53+2.12 12.232.15"
GhArLy 2940 % A4 17444223 18.62+2.63 18.13+2.72 18.32+2.23°
BT LA % A 17424235 18.54+2.55 18.2242.92 18.02+42.73

i RV xts R, DB E R a SRR EANEA R E M £ F(p<0.05); FLHF | 5 EFEARLLAREE £ F(p<0.01);
F LT SERAMLAARIEER (p<0.01). K6 Fl.
7 6 HARLZGHE S PERN G T LLZ5HE MR R PR R A R O AR AT 2 AVFIR (mmo | /L)
Table 6 Effects of Tiegun DOTPs and Foshou DOTPs on the OGTT of T2DM rats (mmol/L)

287 0 min 30 min 60 min 90 min
EFA 6.13+1.23 11.26£1.54 8.83+1.32 7.23£1.36
AR E 23.3442.34" 33.12+0.83 32.5442.15" 28.23£1.73!
=W R 13.23+2.73" 29.64+1.86*!! 229242 831 21.45+2.46"
SARL oA B HE L 18.43+2.62*!! 27.3442.45!! 24.46+2.67" 20.12+2.13"
BhF L 254 % 44 18.1542.57!" 28.46+1.94%1 259242331 227242231

BRI PRI R B HE I EH Sk PR e T B2 4. AR
HREAHLL, HOOUITA., Bt 25k 2 H i Fn ik
Ll 25°KH 22 W 2K SR A AE T 30 min 23 7] F F%
10.6%- 17.5%81 142%, AWEZER (p<0.05); fE
60~ 90 min BT ZEFFME (p<0.01); —HXUIA., £k

15

2.54 AR A B AE AT L AL % HERT AR
Fdam KR 9 JRABG 2 4975

Wk 6 Pn, SIEFAKRAMLL, HAH, —F
WU B 1L 2420 22 A 2EL AN 9 T 1 L 28K 22 2 KRR,
() AR ZE 0+ 30+ 60+ 90 min P 2 2 1N (p<0.01),
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AR LL 2R 22 B AR A T 1L 24K 2 W ZEL A IR B A B X
Z5 (p>0.05). LAESSRITR, WML ZH 2R
A 243 T2DM K U &2 e, HAC0R S —H
BUIEEE .
2.5.5 kAR AL S AEF bR T L 2 S A Rt
T2DM K RHF4E R 2 Z 69750
WML T PR, SHERE, SR ZEAS

- FOSUIRAEL AR AR R 2 B T 2 73] LT 21.83%
14.85%, HHAEZFEZER (p<0.05); T L2 HA AT
B R & B BOE R A T 10.06%, AAEEER

(p<0.05), [FIFEAEAIA T+ 3.71%, EEZEER

(p>0.05). AIYCKHERMILZIHZ BERRE T2DM K
BRI R RE s T T I 25k 2 0, 5 —HX
iGE75Ties
R7 SARLZGHEZERBFLZEZIER 1200 KRR SE

HISZNE
Table 7 Effects of Tiegun DOTPs and Foshou DOTPs on the
hepatic glycogen contents in T2DM rats

28 7 FF48 B2/ (mg/g)
ER 4.97+0.98
AR 20 431£0.11°
5oy i1 4.95+1.11°
YA Zo o B A4 5.25+0.36°
B3l 24 2 HE4E 4474036

i BRIV X4s KT, DEBEFE a; HSEFHEMAERR
EFER (p<0.05); MBFE b: SEAMMEAREEF
(p<0.05).

25.6 kAR B AEAET L A S bRt
T2DM X & TG. TC. LDL-C #= HDL-C #4%
)

BE PR B A MR AR e PR, S5
BRH IS, FONCENRIUE”. PRI & = g I E
FECRIFEAAER LRSI, il ) e A
PRIRBE, IX LT WE R A Bk EL R A0 T () 3 L A
HAT, o5 T R 2 V6T R PRI A PR 7 2 —Fh

jj?f[ﬂ’zg]o
Wi 3 fR, B RRAR TIEH 4, TG, TC

HLDL-C (1) &7 5, HDL-C & &K (p<0.01),
TR ARG R . 7 6 G, SR
Et, BRMEILZGHZ LA TG TC H1 LDL-C 23 B4
T 6.31%; 28.44%- 44.68%, FILZHZHELLN) TG
TC F1 LDL-C 75K T 28.52%. 22.79%- 44.73%.
BAR L ZPH Z HE A B T L 25 2 B TG A%
HZR (p<0.05), 1M TC F1 LDL-C %A B&HER
(p>0.05). Cheng ZPWUWFFAIEN, L2522 pERESIE
I LDL-C K& TC (R FRD 2R SR 74, 4
il B AU R G AR 5 S 10 B AL

50r m— Y]
mman 570U 2]
40+ d m— A
~ b | e BRI 25 L
= cd Ok ERESEZ i
g 3.0r
£ -
= E |
N 2.0F -
e £
-
1.0+ =
=
0.0 : :
TG TC HDL-C LDL-C
[ 3 $RRLLZSH S ARG FLLZH ZHEXS T20M KRS S &
0321

Fig.3 Effects of crude polysaccharides of iron stick yam and

bergamot yam on blood lipid content in T2DM rats

JE: b HEFAA, p<0.01; c: HAER ARG, p<0.05;
d: HAERLAAALL, p<0.01; e: 54k 2H4E S B4R L, p<0.05.
2.5.7 4R FHAL S AEABE T L 2 S 4B Rt
T2DM K SLAAL R 69 %7

LI TR, LG SHE R I R %
PIAESEESN, A BRI R GE 2 R (AT
o PRI L5 0,  FEInIdE PR AR R
AR DRI AR AR SR S R T U AY T B R FE
H L, PRI RERIE S T RRE B T A AR KA
J=IE0R

7 8 SARLZoHE o PERNH FLLZHHE 5 HEXS T2DM KER SOD. CAT K% GSH-Px JE IS/
Table 8 Effects of crude polysaccharides of iron stick yam and bergamot yam on the activities of SOD, CAT and GSH-Px in T2DM rats

A7) SOD 7 A/(U/mL) CAT 7 #/(U/mL)  GSH-Px 7 #/(U/mL)
EFA 449.33421.99 13.87+3.42 576.42+13.37
AR 388.15+20.23 4.53£1.91" 338.03+84.16 !

— S IRLE 415.57£16.23 10.9442.92° 521.89+40.05"
LA AL S HEE 397.05+11.40 20.99+4.22" 485.66+38.84"1
WF LA HEE 416161637 7.69+3.19* 11 300.94+29.32

A R xas R, DB F R ar SEAMMLER RE LR (p<0.05); FLEHF | HEFMAAAEARIF ZF (p<0.01);
FLHFI: HEAMMLEAREEEZF (p<0.01); FHEFIL S4kaml i S Bat AAMEE £7 (p<0.01),
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R 8 Fraw, MERVR BRBUE R 4 KR, SOD.
CAT # GSH-Px ¥ 7734 . & K (p<0.01), & H] T2DM
RBRIEI B N R H . #EE 6 )5, S
AL, PR ILZPHZ PR KR CAT & 536n T
363.36%+ H GSH-Px i& /7300 1 43.67% (p<0.01),
T LU 2 2 BEZH KB SOD Al CAT 7KF-43 3
Y 7.22%K1 69.76% (p<0.05).

3 ZHig

AR, REPFLZPH 2R e — e i
JE o AU IRE, (H 3 RIEE M BRI
FrANIE] . B RIAE T2 L 25 2 WEAETE B PTIO
H H 3 (EC5=7869.17 pg/mL). Uk /> BT b & 5 fif
(21.83%)- 58 CAT (363.36%) Fil GSH-Px (43.67%)
(RN P 7 Th S AT AL, T LU 2°KE 22 W U E 37 Bk
DPPH H Hi%E (EC5=16.19 pg/mL). [H(% TG fI& &
(28.52%). 5% SOD (7.22%) 5 CAT (69.76%)
PRI P TR RATE SR KA o b T 1L 28K 2 R
T L 25 2 B LE I PONE PR R 1 DL S AE AN S
AR B R EIVER, BRI nT DA B 5
TXPRF L 24 22 W5 0T Re AR IR b TR AT a7 PR )
1R A B g1 24590
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