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HA T EENE.
AR B R T4 (freeze drying, FD) | Xf
Wi T4 (convection drying, CD ) HlE %5 X} i T 4
( vacuum convection drying, VCD ) , %E 3 i)
T2 A A s SRR RE )y, DA TR G
e EZEE . WA OCEERE PRS2, XA A il
AHOCHIFEAR A TR DG A 3 i, S — PR KR
FEPRE B A EIRBTTRITE, E— R E AT
TS,

2 SLIGER4Y

2.1 R 5ER

1) it

LHRE AR WS Le i ( polyvinylpolypyrrolidone
cross-linked, PVPP ) | K il . SO |
TEAHEREN . AHBRES . MRV . BREREN . B TR
(rHrbrtEdh, SEEEAIRT 98% ) | BHRRERSE I |
—MERE =7 (tripyridine triazine, TPTZ ) ., @&fbk .
AN R . ORI (Prbndesl, SiEAET
98%) . IRHI M4k, WERFALH . B, ¥WWA I
BT T AR A G BR A Vs . CBE. &
FBERITC/K BB EN, Y0 R TR PR A
FOT (O MThRESL, SEEEAMIRT 98% ) W B iR
VIR R A R AR 24 82 AL~
AMAH; M (LC-MS %) , W H Merck KGaA;
e B A TR A e ] B A A

2) 4R
Hes T, DZ-1BCIV B, RHET RS

AR HARURTIRAA, LGI-12SN AU, Jbnifn
IRAHEMBI R JRA IR A F]; £LAMTH4E, WST0-1 2,
BUN SR A PR Rl (IR .04, TDL-5 Y,
ROPIeRMUAARA A nT e, V-1600
PC Y, gLk (AR BRA A B P AU,
WH-300 &, 377 M A & A R A il
R L, Centrifuge S804R Y, 7l [ 3 Al f 7y
2wl F OB G - 7R 22K &%, 1260 infinity %1,
LHEACRHA R A
22 ERFE
221 HEQTmLE

Zd PRIk ) E A A TR AT R S TR B Ak
B, 7 R R AT DU N T i e A0 22 B 4R AL
( polyphenol oxidase, PPO ) | &I A LW ( peroxidase,

POD) 25 0E, M= S8t N A=A g sh, BHIE
B AR B Y KA s[RI Es 22 7 RE AR 7 it PR AR i A2 45
H, PEm R RGEEYE, RN ERAK TR, AT
FNF D TIEFER MER "5 5940, B R W EGE T
DU, BB A RAR, er HL SE L ARG
A

B AR A AL B IR BT

1) WA, BEREHTEE . SR H A, SMNZ
bR, MAPBINMRRHE 5 Fr, Ve, B TARE A .

2) RAEGEZ R ¥ EIRBT R 8E RrJT 4
AWK, 85 5 B H DAAS TR 1K E R e, AT
FNREREES 12k, R, W ES
AR, YR G, IERGEIR, 808
HAMEE, P, WK AR LR,
FEGRYI TR BB K #L F 2~3 %, N
WRKAREML, W IO, DA R B R

3) T SR 3R (FD. CD. VCD)
XPFE AT TR AR 3

FD: U350 ¢ A AW, HHET -80 C
VKAATIR 2 ho R PURAT PO M5 CE TR, T
PR THRAA T 15 he

CD: FREL350 g B4 A &, & FH4E+
65 C T/ 18 h,

VCD: 350 g KA AR, BT RS T8
%, -80kPa, 65 CT## 18 h,

4) ¥ TR E SR T E N EK -2 d,
BERLI AR, —80 CEEMRLE.
222 THRIABHNBLOBEVWRLERRAfR AR
AW Heh

1) KA R B il o

FRIGFFEM, A 20 mL #B4lK, HREKMA 1 mL
WARFALR . 1 mL SRBE, A ZE25mL, # 30
min, B0, FIER AR

gt EIEAE (5 pm, 4.6 mmx 250 mm, 3
E PEAF) , WA IEER ( L5 KIEF
70 : 30) , KRN 35 °C, MEREERN 10 uL, N
1 mL/min.

2) LR I

A A B P SR BRI 4B 3 BT
(FD. CD. VCD) AGHEMMAR, FEFHE ML 3
OrFATIEAE, B0y 1.00 g, KEHPRE, B THIE D
P 50 mL, FRE, HAEEE 30 min, BUREET,
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FREE, FIW AN AT g, W, B
A B AR S

b W R S & (total flavonoids contents,
TFC ) [ . A% I 3 FhE 5L 1.00 mL, BEFp
FEGI 3 A FATIRARE, 205 T 10 mL B
INZEIH/K 2 3.00 mL, $5]. K% A 1.00 mL 5%
NaNO, i##, #5], & 6 min J5 /A 1.00 mL 10%
AINO,), 7AW, ¥257, 78 6 min J5FIIA 5.00 mL 4%
NaOH %, 2], B8 15 min, T 510 nm Ab &
FESR BRI, IFARTEIR R MR e 11551
XoF L PR LR B, 4 RS0 HAE TFC,

3) B e

A AR b S AR 43 I 3 AT 5K
(FD. CD. VCD) WHEAGFMAR, AR 3
PyFATiEAE, B0y 1.00 g, FEEFRE, BT 50 mL &
LWL A 40 mL AR50 50% 9 HBE, N
hi2, JE7 pH 2 2.0, 30 CHEAHEH 30 min, AL
B, 15 C. 2500g #4514 T #5.0> 10 min, Wk
W AEERE A 40 mL FEEK W, TN
EhmR, P pH M 2.0, $EHE RS RE LRI, &
IF I, B A 2B RO .

FESL B & & (total phenols contents, TPC )
B A . 2 B8 Cheong M. W. %5 POV (gl & 5 vk, K
BRI 3 FPRESL W 1.00 mL, INZEIE KRR ZE 10.00
mL. BUERE 20K 1.00 mL, ARSI 3
BYEATIRARE, A 5IE T 10 mL HIERE T, A 5.00
mL 10% #aAkEyaliRl, #85), #E 3 min. FHIIA 4.00
mL 7.5% i Na,CO, i, #5257, Zi T REDER 60
min, T 765 nm bW A G OGR4
FCEE(ELNARE R ZE_EAS SRR A BB, e i
315 TPC.

4 ) FRAP e b A s

¥ 1.80 mL 19 37 B FRAP i 77 ( 1 25 mL 300
mmol/L pH=3.6 (&R EE & vk . 2.5 mL 10 mmol/L
H) TPTZ ¥ . 2.5 mL 20 mmol/L 5 Ak B
ML) . 0.18 mL AZE1E7K 5 20.00 pL A Z M3 oK
RE, #24), 37 CHHE 30 min, T 595 nm AbIIEHAE
ARG R, FEAR RO R (AR HE R AR 5]
DR, I B SO FRAP S b TG

5) ZHEo e

AR 2RI 2 B3 ATy =X
(FD. CD. VCD) WHAFSMAR, SRR 3

OrFATIEAE, B0y 1.00 g, KEBPRE, B THOIEM D
JIA 100.00 mL Z€4# 7K, 100 CiZ4E 0.5 h, 60 CiZ
JE2h, BAHEZEE. 6000 r/min &L 10 min, 5%
W 1.50 mL, LA SRR 2B, $#85],
T 4 CUKFECE 3 ho 6000 r/min 250> 10 min, fii &
WS, DUREIMBOKEE, E4E % 10.00 mL, BPFE
RO/ -

FE b 220 B i R B 3 R R R
1.00 mL, FAPFE G 3 Oy FATIRRE, 2000 BT 10
mL HIERE T, nzEiEK = 4.00 mL, /LA 1.00 mL
5% R, RS, FHIA 5.00 mL #RELER, 25
J5 BT 100 CKBHIFE 15 min, LHJST 490 nm
SO S R EEAE . RO BE M BR i 2 E A5 21 %
DLV, FH AT 25

6) AL e

AR AE YA BRI 43 R 3 Rl TRy
L (FD. CD. VCD) W EH &GS A, B FAE 5
B3y FATIRRE, 4 1.00 g, WHEKE, BT T
BRI 100 mL RGBT, IARGER - BERRENSZ vh il
(pH=3.6) 50.00 mL, fN#AMFAHEH 60 min, 5.0y,
Wtk FiEW, HEAZE S0mL, B4 Wi o .

FE S A 0 T IR - R R 3 R R
3.00 mL, BEAAESLE 3 Oy ATIECRE, A3 E TR
Tk, K AR B EySE 5.00 mL, FEHIA 5 H
2 10.00 mL, JEHE 3 min, FFE 30 min, srECCEH
Bel2, A 0.50 g TOKBREREN, & 30 min, T 414
nm AW SERE S WO RE(EL, PRS2 A
T A
223 TREBAECZMERBT AAISQEEE R T

1) a2l

BEALPRLE 3 T U A A8 E, R 2E(Y
MEAABZERN L o b . FRTE IREHL
B3 ANMRESD, BEAFES T S IRE R INE .

BAFER EEI AL (AE) @3l (1) P75
T

AE:JKQ—EWH{@—aj{q@—quo (1)
Hor: Loy ay. by 53 0F8 g B A S EEAH . 21
HFEEE; L' o . b HHFR TR E SR EE.
ANEXIER D X

2) M AR G T T T P s

B IBOR A 4 208 Liu . 25 29 507182, 44 4.00

-10 -



Irl\-

i

g PVPP 5 30 mL 0.1 mol/L BMRZZ vhifi (pH=5.5) IR
G35, EIAGEEEGE ik, (TR Tk A
BEALICEER T4 738 (FD, CD. VCD) B EAFES
¥y A 3.00 g, STA 15.00 mL P 4 i 32 B 28 vh o, il
4 1 min, F4 °C. 4000g £ 5.0 30 min, W
i, RO’ .
PPO 1% B 5 . 2 M8 P. Yingsanga %5 ™ (1 )5
%, B 1.00 mL 0.1 mol/L W2 2% #hif ( pH=5.5 ) i1 1.00
mL 50.00 mmol/L &B7K i, A 1.00 mL il 2
Bl s, MRS FEIFAATH . 15 s F RIS IR
BT 420 nm ALPWOGE(E, BERE 30 s T—IK,
3+ 3 min, PPO i 4 LA S b B 40 P N WO FE AR
1k 0.01 R —ABEE AL (Ulg) o BEFPRE AT
FE 3, SERBCEE,
POD 7§ PEAYIM % . 2 B8 P. Yingsanga % ™ 19 )5
%, B 1.00 mL 0.1 mol/L B2 2% i ( pH=5.5 ) F1 1.00
mL 0.25% AN AR B, A 1.00 mL B2 S
AH5), B 0.50 mL i AL SRR, TR R
FTEF . 15 s JF IR SHZIR ST 470 nm AbRY
WOGREAE, AER% 30 s M—, 231 3 min, POD {f
DL SRR Al B 4Bl WO BE AR 4R 0.01 7R — g iG
AN (Ulg) o BEFIRESFATINGE 3 WK, 455 BOF-HIME .

3 #R5

3 ARAFRAFZMEEEENTW

B 1R 3 AT AR B A GRS AN IE
o M AAEL, 3R SRR R, FD RS
Fite st i 1, BUEEBOH i, FE AR /N
CD H1 VCD #Eani s, H VCD #Eh It CD #
s B B R

LY abA )

J >
'-’74 ;w .
.l 5*,;

FD CD

1 3HFRAXBIHESHR
Fig.1 Lily samples obtained by three

drying methods

# A

= 1HEER R A A 3 R TR SR A
BRI, b L FRORREEME, LIRS
TG R, TN R o FORLIEAA,
a IEAEMCR FIAME AR 2T, e /IS ikt b

FORE A, b BB R UGS B, f s
5 A
Rl 3HTFRIATEHGHEEE

Table 1 Color difference values of lily samples by three
drying methods

FE L a b AE

82.73 0.14 14.80
Pk 84.38 0.38 13.72
79.95 0.21 14.26
91.60 -1.64 11.13

FD k& 91.25 -1.46 12.85 8.92+0.96
89.80 -1.47 14.33
67.59 3.36 20.39

CD FEdh 69.07 3.66 19.44 15.64 0.70
66.85 3.38 16.43
67.09 3.08 19.92

VCD Kb 65.49 2.32 19.36 18.13 £ 1.50
63.38 3.75 20.05

M 1Al TG R T H A B0
Ak, RE TR E SRR B2 S HUR—FE,
[ A b By SRR i (22 S EOREOIE . FD AR 1)
L' ffK, Uil] FD FEShRSE; o H A FD RERLZ
i, W FD RS sl FD Y b (EIE R THREE,
FU FD FESL SARFEE R I s s MR 224K
1%, FD RS E2E(ER)N, R HE e i T i
Je K E 4. CD M VCD FEH I LT /NTFARFE, b 3K
FHRkE, RUILTERFES SRR SR L, 2R ARG
HASE; H VCD FES B AR bR R
32 FRFEFEMEEULEHREHZMW
321 HBABETHAABERG YA

PPO h—2K Cu s R, REMELZ YA
fERBRFIK , BRASIERHERG, TBRmaym, k
A5, POD SR Akl 2 4 28 S I ) s — ol o 2 il
X, BAE HO0, FAEEM A P REE Ak 2 2 i,
A5 PPO YhFIME S 4 SR A8 . KBt i Je F &
A B AR B S R TR, ARV A L ) PPO
F1POD WMk, 453N 2 Fos.

Hi P 2 I, 3 T8y U RE S, FD AR
) PPO I P fe =, VCD MEARIRZ, CD i PPO
TEPERAR; FD A 5L Y POD G E A, VCD FE gL )
POD i ffl. FD FE&H 1 2 B A ALEE K S AL Pt
TEVETE 3 P Ty AR S 32 e i i, R TR
TR TR 1 R 0 LN o
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Fig. 2 Effects of different drying methods on the activities

of polyphenol oxidase and peroxidase of lily

322 HBAAARBAERLS EFNO YA

F2 N 3MTHIR (FD, CD, VCD) A&HE
i 7K A S R 1 ik

K2 3MPRFXTAERHNKREERSE

Table 2 Hydrolyzed amino acids content of lily samples

by three drying methods mg/g
R FD CD VCD

KL TR 5.61+0.09 5.35+0.05 4.65 +0.02
R 6.37 +0.04 6.75+0.03 5.67+0.03
2R IR 2.91+0.01 2.78 +0.02 2.31£0.01
TR 2.78 +0.01 273 +0.01 2.26 £0.01
R 0.70 + 0.03 0.70 +0.01 0.53 +0.01
KR 10.16 + 0.06 9.95 +0.07 7.78 +0.04
TR 1.41+0.01 1.32+0.01 1.06 £ 0.01
AR 2.20 +0.02 2.24 +0.02 1.85+0.01
il 2R 3.37+0.01 3.30+0.01 2.71 £0.01
ik 2 R 1.50 £ 0.01 1.13+0.01 0.85+0.01
R 2.33+0.02 2.25+0.03 1.94 +0.02
LARTR AV 0.34+0.01 0.28 +0.01 0.16 £ 0.01

IR ND ND ND
SR 1.90 +0.02 1.83 +0.02 1.54 % 0.01
SRR 3.40 £0.01 3.29+0.01 2.77+0.01
RINE R 2.60+0.01 2.55+0.02 2.23£0.01
wiEmR 2.46 £ 0.02 2.27+0.03 2.00 +0.02
SE LR 50.02 +0.28 48.71 +0.30 40.31 +0.20

H26 2 ITLAE Y, FD RESh A B IR & s,
7 50.02 = 0.28 mg/g., TEATA T XA A RE AL
o R YA K B AR B E R s Y,
BASER iE 20% 2. KA e A IR A

i+ PA (£ ) MINO (—% L&) FEwH
BCHTIAR, XLy TEsE A AR BT AN b S R
RAE 15 . AAFEMIE TR, & T 5.
ORI NE, SEEAR KRB, kG PA
FINO,
323 B4 KB, EXEA4L ¥R FRAP R &L
-3 5h ]

Bl 3 IANEE 6 B SR TPC. TFC
FRAP U4 LTG0

0.08 0.30
- TPC;
= 007f —=—TFEC;
E FRAP, {025
006
g 1020 T,
# B &
£ 5005 :
2 1 :
é" 2 0.04 " . {o1s &
B E
SE 003 £
EE j010 §
= <
ERICE
=
£ J0.0s
0 FD CD VCD 0

drying treatment
3 ARAFRAXNMESLEE. REWMIER
FRAP fi L & 1B 2508
Fig. 3 Effects of different drying methods on the contents
of total phenols, total flavonoids and antioxidant
activity of FRAP of lily

H & 3 AIA1, FD AESHAA B =Y TPC # TFC &
i, HARPRD AR A TPC FI TFC & &AL HAT
— 31k, FRAP HUEALTEYES TPC. TFC & R 7EAA]
TR Z ] AR A SN —2, FTRERAE TR A
wR AT b AR E B, 5 FD A VCD b #E
FHLG, CD AR B A BEASF T ORAFAE it v i 2193 25 ) ot
M AL G, XY iR R B R 2 TR
FETEMER AR, [FET, PRGN S 2 i
TRASAAR, —SEARIFTREI LGN
A ot PR T AR AT
324 NBASBRRLEHBALAETHHH

HATAFESZHEMEY . B 4 AR E T8
ALFEXT A A it 1 220 S A DR e S

M 4 AT, 3 AT R S A R e
AL, b FD FESPEYII S iR, VCD
FEMIRZ, CD M. 205 AR LA AE s s
et I —3rk, X R FD A HAF T 2
VI R AT
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Fig. 4 Effects of different drying methods on
polysaccharide and alkaloid contents of lily
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Fig. 5 Correlation heat maps of quality )
indexes of lily with different drying methods #A

HESAIAL L S5a b AE S TMIE, B Lok,
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AR R O OG, AR AR LN, PPO.
POD ., ZHHFNAE W05 fe ARy , ol BB e B A i

Z ALY A EIEAR G OC AR o 3 S i 2500
FEPRI 2 R I — Bk

4 HiE

AWFELL 3 FiA R T4 7720 (FD, CD. VCD)
AR E AR, B IR 2 4B
ASFA G . PUAILRE ) AL AR bR i, BT
AR F W 5 E A SRR, 455K, FD Ak
FRE GRS BT B/ N 22, AR ORER T
() PPO F1 POD {1k, TPC. TFC. ZWHHILEWh &
RN, AR, FD REE A s B BT
B A IRAE, X E AR AR ERE T
—FPREAR AR B O G B TR TR, A
AU T AT SRt T — 2 S5 Rk .
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