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i B, AFRA—MLFAEIARMY BAAGBRE RETILE, HFULEIFS(ET)F
TR (RE) S THEAR RGOS AA RA B TmA , EARRKE FHEEHF L
EOR(CP)Fo45(Ca) 4T A EGE 11~14 Ak B4 T 5 EHME, AFEHF
A F e CP L Ca 2 2H S TERFRAM, &L K e AREFRAAFML, THES
Ay BHRAM, BRI BAFFH TR AR EER MBS ELERL TR PET S5 T3
SHEFERE AT, EEDES R ENER T EABENERZAERN, A RBEEE, AT
EPHABERZL LT YOGS BRm AR A HEPEIRA SR AT,
HE M N A By, BB st e R AR M ARG AR A REER AEAEDERL R, BT
Z ovh PR REAE BPRE BEARS ENERE RARFPEBEFLEGNEREZIHELR
KA, EARENM REFAANRT SN B @ LA — T FBER EFMEAKRS, &
ZREBETAFNEAFRALFTIRPRBDOHEEA R T HF F g L EFERE
BPL, EEHMAETHF S EREPANERYR(ZLZPHE FHRAE BREREFEER)
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HEER,
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B OFRERCIR 7] H 2%, e ) e B BE N BERR, 7E
- A MR A B R S B SRR R e
FE RN AL, A 50 AR 5 HABE
P, 45 E e 3 R B FE . 1) 250 FE R B
S, BEAE AT XIED 3~ 4 5 2) AR R R, R
ek XL i e 7 R 0 S E 108 ~ 134 ¢/hm® Al 42 ~
73 t/hm*""' ;3 ) HLEE (4 5 (CP) A4 (Ca) & it 3
HLOEM GBS 11~ 14 J8) &5 4 9T 3k 3
14.11% ~15.22%F1 0.57% ~ 0.76% , 5 T 15 50 k3 4
W (15% ~20% 1 1.2% ~1.5%) > Papi %7 [
T3 25 AR BB 40 B T 5 (535 30% T4
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AR AR LA B ot 0RO P A I =R Y %
2R A A K AR T T (RS R
MR2E AP 2eas)  WHo R W, 44 E 2K 2 Fhig
HUH) W45 7 986 40 il 22 HT29 #1 HCT116 H A Hi i
BT 1 5 X MCF-7 AL 9 40 B R0 LA 3R Y S 5 5
YA (Vero ZH L) Sy 2k A5 37 R R 95 75 LA 4
FElE; % PR % 3R B ATCC 51559 | 4 2% 1R A j 7
PAO1 Jifi % 52 & 1A ATCC 700603 Fl45 4% 43 BT
W H37Ra HLAA P EM s ) ik, A 3ot
BEEINE IR Ay Ko R R 2 A R R &
PR B ) A (L, DA R 36 = b 1) A 0 T 9 o
XoF 2l A B ) RE %) IR 45 A T A5 7 T HEAT T 98 R
45 BN E R R —E NS HER,

1 BFHERBSRERBMHIZHEZL
1.1 EFHEH

B T B4y 2R B =R R
2y 80% 17K \15% KL EY 1% ~2% 1) CP,
JUPARE TR, 2D A AE W AR D b, AU i 1Y)
BN AR 5 R R 22 A A0 R s T TR, AR & A A R
BEWIRR" ' SHCEMILL, M L4 (250 14 CP,
Ca IRARFRESHENEE .

3 EE A B KA S WA AR X 2 R
(X5 T R 2 80 L vE ¥ AR b oK Ak & Wit A28 =X
VEYD) 2 4505 & it R ZETE Y 70% ~
80% , [F I 4% 1 M 25 J2 W ¥ 1k I 1 2F 4 19 R 4ok
PR BB R S (degree of polymerization, dp )
H2~60" FEXF 11 AN 45F 5 Rl 45 0 dp 1A 5T
ik B, dp>4 W45 M R oKL &
55.8% ~77.3% (“F-X¥I{H K 65.8%) ,dp =3 K25 Hi
1 9.7%~16.5% (341K 13.2% ) F1 dp=2 H24
W5 8.2% ~18.3% (FHIM{E R 13.8%) %, dp 5
FEY) 20 25 A T PR B DDA G, B AN, dp S 25
A T AR REAE AR dp S Tn R R

FEYZE K H WA, B R &L (ND) KO O
FERTE 2, 28 8 11 T % A BHLAR BE 91 i) 0 75 21
iR\, Cieslik 551" WF5E 2B, 7 734 CP & it >
5.9%DM (W3 ZE | 3B TR W KA H i
(14.6% ) NRFR(14.0%) FERFR(11.1%) =
B2 (5.2%) SRR (3.4%) FKNEMR(3.9%) ¥
DR (1.0% ) M BARR (1.0%) , H X%
LT E LR S B E LR 1Yt {H (EAA/TAA)
h42.38% , Wb T E LR 5 AE T F LW Y e E

(EAA/NEAA) N 73.55% , X 5 B A& E AR A 41 41/
5 T A= 4 41 (FAO/WHO) #2 1 1) EAA/TAA =~
40% EAA/NEAA>60%"""" 112 % & 1 JR A5 20 H
LU RT3 AR i A e T &
S5

Somda Z&"UHESE T 75 I 36 4 ( sunchoke ) M
BRI P oe e, 7R PR A K B B,
2R R A B AR e R OK T W R, )
WOER I, 78 i iy B 25 h 2 B T K F B (K
42.0~65.7 mg/kg DM) .Ca(7.071~11.364 mg/kg
DM) Hl# (P, 2.795 ~ 3.854 mg/kg DM ) , Tiij 4
(Na) & & (0.402 ~ 0.857 mg/kg DM) i X 45 /b
Seiler %) X 7 50 B 37 M A4 O A~ 5 A= 2 2 R BEAE
2AEIFAE W] 250 P g NP Ca 8% (Mg) (K Hi
Ca/P #1477 VAN 25 R W, 1T 4 sh W) kEHY
FFAEHIZ5E N Ca Mg fil K £ 2, P AN 2, Ca/P
i, A (4.3 ~14.3) 115 AR I 48 AF y 240
BE, DA P b 78 550 B AR I — 2L 5 vk B P Y L
fbFRLRE, LS Bh B AR A 3 2L A KU 0 A Ff
#EAY N K P, Ca Mg Fll Ca/P BJ{77E 5L K B 2% 53¢,
e W13 o A A PR £ 0E 1 P BEPE s P AN Mg AU
P22 AR e e DL G X s 2 Y
1.2 HET

A EAERK R T R, &R R O
N IR | o—TE M 1 UE 3 5 Ak R b, PRt 2
JOT FRUE K53 1) 7K fige B Bl 5 i 2 2 2k TR R B ) 3
I, Erbas %V BEIE T 2 AN IR R 2
M B R W CP 7 & 43 51 N 48.1% Fil 40.9%
FEAKE 35.5% Fl 28.4% , I i 15 2 FE 1R 2 i 40
0.59% F1 0.28% 3N F] 5.07% 1 5.62% ; F ] 51k
WM 7.3 mg/g BN E 28.6 mg/g, i JF A N
1.8 mg/ gt hn# 6.4 mg/g, & H FIH L —
SEHTE ST TE R ZF IR W, B A0 o= FLBE .
i 25 P V5 2% R T O L R P o R A
AN i rh S R — SR AR = W, indiE R
EMZB, HHEE 11~14 J8 A aEmn, F58
AW RS TR ILASER W kR T R LA
Bt pe 2020 YIRS A B — 28 5 AR i A A A g
AR AT RE T BOA T B AR 28 o ) AR A
W R 2R E WA RN EE AL 04 T15 515 Sk
FALHE A BRI TR L L PR TR/ TN R IR ML 2%
R AR AR KM BT R AR LA SR B s AR A
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2 FFEMEWERE &L B R HEER
D
2.1 EKEFM

I 48 = 25 o AR R s I 7R 2 i
(BR300 ) o A7 00, e i B9 25 FF CP & R A
(10.52% ~15.22% ) , K it & & 2K, A F T4 &
TR FRNE, EIETSE Y R AR o 4 2R
T 60 d 5, M A5 R 1 Y Ak 21 4 R0 b Pk VA A 4
Fa R E R XA AN (RFV) 390, 13X A5 F
T PR E g E AR, HEE T
W ik 297 g/kg!™!, 5 McDonald % i
JUR & T & AR & i (250 ~ 300 g/kg) A
£, HEFI 50 d Ja, TYR& & 275 ¢/kg ™,
Y Keady 217 #E 35 10 T %) i & & (280
5) g/kg, INAI R OE B iR kL, 25 IR &
% 50 d J5 BYFLAER & i (20.1 g/kg DM) ' [ B
PLFR & A 57.9% DM, I BUELAT A 00 26 75 10 1) B
PR IR & = (& AR Y 33% ~ 50% DM LU
) BRI, B EETT I pH>4.6, [N T B A AN R N
FLER TR 5 & 5 & W 20 0 19 ) BE (oK) TR
Joto) s JE IR AR M A AR AF 5 T OR RS R 1010,
9:1.8:2.0:10 3 4 A BHEATIRI AL FE, 50 d J5
D E 25 R . B B OKR A FF HL B3 K TR IV R
pH MLF4E R P2 e R & 5 B & R AK, R 4F 4 1
/KA A ) (NFC) | T#) 5T 1 NDF &% &t J¢ RFV 2
TR, REE Nl W OR RS R, AR
FAERFFE S BRAOR . EEE AR E
FTEMNO9.8% (FWH) TR 6.8%, 0 & T E oK
HIRH(5.7%) ML TR (5.5% ) FI/NE
I Ad K (5.8%) ) CP & i (10.3%) ' 8 F £ K
HIEEL(8.8%) , 5 F I AL (12.9% ) F1 K
HHEIEAR (12%) TP ;Ca H R (1.4%) 0 5
GAMREE AR AT (1.34%) , B = T EK
(0.28% ) % HAW T I A7 R s Rinne 25 $2 H &K
w7 g/kg, R H IR R 23 2%, Megias
FEPNRIR R EF N EAATRMKT 7 o/ke,
AL A 0.2~ 0.8 g/kg DM, [H 4K 19 5 F# i 45
A R BL RS IR B A AT
2.2 (ARME

B Y ZE X W 3L W A B T U R

(7.79 kI/kg) "V T DAY (7,74 kI/kg) R
(6.15 KI/kg) ™ 78 & [ iE 47 1) — TURF 55 b &

IR 1 kg 4 E M ZERE S A 4.15 MT 1Y
HILRER 11.9 g AIHAL R R, A EF T
WFL s R R 4k B (11.89 KI/kg ) AR i g
(9.21 kI/kg) LR T T K F WA R (12,52 F
9.75 kJ/kg) *' . Razmkhah %5 fF 58 0 | 352
IE 4kl 48540 g/kg DM K 75 0246k} %) 45 4
TR E AR R E R BRI S RO A
ARFIF A

3 BFHEYEEMREEIIGE
3.1 BERFHENNUFEEHREDIG

0E FE IR AR R AT B-(1,2) BE T
B 1 SR WA 5 0 D SR s L e ] 280 A LG 20
B R T A E A B (2, 6) B HEE
$, SRR SR R o e Ah , — 3800 38 B 0 R s AN
o N MR ] OB PR T, T DA R BE T B AU
FEOTO S RRBCE T, A8 R A 1 S H R A b Ak
IR 2 R
3.1.1  zaA ootk

Roberfroidmi?ﬁiﬁ,%’l@%ﬂ@ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬂ3:
B W %) OB B R b S Sk e ( BR AR SR A AR
A e v 1) 2 4 S i R T~ C2) M R B AE A il 5
SRR S I AL T8 PO A (o= RRE T I | 22 2 b
it | S 22 2 W8 il 0 BB I ) 0% K il B B At
SR B B EE A TR AL
X T 283 Ak K BRI N B A P [ i e S AR 0T 9 A
FIUESE B ALE 5 T A E R, R A K
A DTE /N TE A ™ 25T TR s 3
WY T 86% ~88% 4B, iX— 45 R T
/NI R A LR AN AT A A, ) AR X L R
FVA%E B 7 12 (S M 25 0 s 1] i 3 10 3 L0 A v i
KB YR E R B I 2= ) & = Ak o, 2 b
WA 12% ~14% /N R AT e & T
[e] g 5 L 1) Bl A AR 1) e 0

BEW 1) 5 A5 TC R I (A I 7 38 e 326 R 1 el )
B 1 R ORI 55w A AR 300G P T
55959 IR TR 5 4 i T b R 2 LTS 4 5CRE B AL A D
Je X RE 2R 58 W, e Ah , RO HT TR A& 19 26 B
FREEANLIR , BRI B pH, DA 40 A 3 20 1A 1
55 Delcenserie 45 ™ BfF 57 22 W1, #b 75 44 4 384
T L A2 OB T B AR AR B HEXH i R A e
P, Sekine 457 3t — A5 UE B XU AT B A9 2K 7 2 20
MR BEE A B AR, s i h A R
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JEPT ], 5 AR A L, 3 B B IR B i 4 A
W EME TN SR RSN kL (ACF) B4k, 45
75 P B 55 ( ACP) S 45 1 i 1) 400 5 A2, 2 0% 38
T AR E 25 A PR A 3 B, EOE Toll FEAZ 4K 2 (TLR2)
Rk | IRl B A T 4 2% FCR M R & Toll A2 1k 4
( TLR4) —#% ¥4 % [ ¥ —«B ( NF-xB) 15 5 i %, i#F
T A0 81 45 i e g i s 22
3.1.2 X IE T 2 KA AE B 0 5 il

SETESS I R BE = A L NR TR ( SR . T 1R
MNER) FLRRFSURIE AW, S8 R
=3k 95% (AT MR #07E 45 I e i . X 9~
12 JA A K e SR W) S AL IR BB AR T
W pH JF38 I 7L EERE DT R VR B, EER T R,
YR SRR . 3k S 4% A 1Dy 2 Wk B2 iy 2 8 55
BGHEXT I 1 20 SO S W52 A G, TTie 2 e /N
W RTER W, 560 10 A T 20U 76 I8 A i BE
JEE BE IR P Bt o 00t 2 A 3 S A I sk A
LY 1) J 5 B U R 5 £ 3 0, A Mg 4 i 1 4 it
KEMREED R . AR R8T
ARy 22, JF Hoax Mok 22 5 g 2H 2040 i e A
M Valdovska 450 7E 1R I 3 5 R AR B 414
W 38 v e B2 i 8 T 3R T 4 A8 DA % 2 g A
Aezop 5L, RN an i A o 2Lt ae | i
M 20 E M DI RE BB Y . BeAh el &
B R & ES 7788 A 1 O U e OO
FERS . PP T-FER S R R T AR A
20 b R & 3 A W AR S R R AR AR AR
R S MEAE R b R 2 10 T 4k R LGS
P (H X 7= 38 3102 22 R AT 1 ( Fibrobacter succino-
genes) Fl & {4 988 H BK B ( Ruminococcus flavefa-
ciens) [ AR BAT —SE 17 T 5200, 7] RE 09 Ji PR 2 7
TR FFTR 22 IRAT R 5 €90 5 5K T B 6% ) D o 2
FILF Y A LU E S R RO o 8T
VTR 16S rDNA o 12 W B A R B 4 i B
FPE T AR E B M 8 ( Pseudomona) |
&% & T B ( Bacteroides ruminicola) VA X8 'E 41 4
R B F R . 5 AR A L, T A= 3h W 6T 46 0 Y
I 7% H B R G 3% M, Ziolecki %5 23K, 2 B
A A B T8 B 25 & H00ss 40 0 4 48 R o
T
3.1.3 X I Y 52

PUAT BIF 5 3% B 4 08 0T 1008 174 5% i W] e Bk
AR (S SR EIRES ) SRR ORI ) AR

e IRAR T 22 AL B O B (BB PRI ) v B 10 g 28
BEINAE] 50 g /)N 22 V& #3 1 IR A B K BRUR R4S 48
WX SE A W B A T A T, (EL I B I R R
R SHAbRE B 2F 4 — #2548 HE
25 L B A A I /N P B TR Ok S e R R IR R
TR AKALE P, KINERAEA 20% %
FEIVIRE (20 g/d, F52 2 A H ) BEAR T SR 2
FRUEEST DR 2B AT 000 I M S A 0 i
S H 4GB K I 7 AR ) S E R D R, L LR N R A
S0l Ash ZENOHE R RUR & I 25% 1 TR R
b4 JHE WERRAR T 25 W IS VYRR A T A 4y
T I JEF A0 AR S A ) TR R K IR 1 4 1 i
12 BB . 1) N R AR % Ak S B S D ok il
A(CoA) FIBEFHIME CoA , P & ¥l A2 TN R IR 2 k. g 1Y)
RSP ) 5 2) DA R £R 38 1o 3 R A0 R R
(T T SRS M 5 T 1 72 A 000 o1 791 ) A 1 i i 2
FFT 5 3) DA R 3 e A6 A6 ot 2 i M i ok B ) 4 3
W) FEF FIFE 4] 25 A4 QI8 T 10w 4% B 05 1R ke BB 1
WS AR H YA SRR
3.1.4 WA PR A R

FEIEH AVE VIBR R B SRR TP kb 7S 10% 44 4
6 JAJG , IR B Z KB it A K
I A v R B R TR R AT R R R R A R, T
MR K LA W I A R 4R RIS
0 e R A K T T B Y 0T BE S R XISl
PRZE ISR B W 40 TR 2 1 T B BRSO TR
T35 WX I Ak T W 0 B bE v B EA S B B
4 1 T8 A0 TR 1Y) RE R R R, A Ak Y B TR R 38
SR D80 T IR AHEE T SR A /N
(2R BT AL RN P A B S 0 A TR
b S A 1Y) 20 B T ) T B ), R A R A
FRAFAE T AR o] 300 3 B op B PR 2 A i, HJE,
T UL S5t s I A X R 22 5, X P &
R ORAW IR ) 2R iE T Rasha
frift— LR, TELE Wb, BR T 38 s A )
S5 L R A1, BT A R R & Y B R R
T 53 AR R 25 ™= ) 3xX 2 IR R & o 25
f i % A= I BOR I Y . De Preter 2V BF 57 %
B, 442 S X 3R B ) A 2 ) e L (S
LI B PR TR A ), R ORI 9 /b PR PRk AE Y
FVE WA TR
3.1.5  XFHg B Y 52

T B i 1 BTG 2T 4 £ v s N 2 b
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RAAT T 1L 3 AR OE B H Il = s A ). Weitkunat
SRR TR R A K AR B W R R R S T A
/DT FRENE 7 R B M Sk & i H T g W R 5 1
it 2 3 2o 41 M T 7 A A DR R AT R TR 1, 2 0 1Y)
T AL G 105 2 BT DA 05 1R 45 il mRINA (14 6 2 [
1 38 2k a0 AU b ARG 4% B PR AR 1 —H T =R 1Y
AU, R I AR T 4 0 B H I RN A b
o] DR P R BRI v 9l — 3 — Tl I ok R v T
R, 3 b AF X 386 fin AT B8 2 R T 44 0 R A T IS
BRI ERILRE 71 . A WFFE R0, 490 A0 #8 A IB 3%
b R A BB [ C ) A R R TR Ak 1 H I =R
(RE S Y R BEARRs E 12 ZIK ( GIP) Al
T MBE ZERE K ( GLP-1) X Jiig o AR 35 LA 1432 19
BRERFEERDY 55 IR A L, 495 A R B
3% GIP W EH =, HE M GLP-1 By &% &t o3
T 245, JEHE IR E WAL R WS R, v EE
55 W b 2 W T 7 A %) S B TR U IR Y 3R AE
AP0 GLP-1 i ) s il & A e i

RIEMZ gl MM H E R A ER E A
JE, TR & 2R A WA RN AR B 40 B (AR SS B A
Jf, AT 40 I 5 ) 8 Sk 4 i AR BE ) . Daubioul
SEUTIRGE R T2 B R AT I 1 2T 4k i 4 T DA D
JIEJo K UG 0 s 164 T R T B 7 AR BB A RE
65 JFF 0 o S SR TR R 9 P 3 PR AL O T ik 2 LA
AU 3 SRR B PR 2o A v 7= AR 1 R D R A B 1 A
JF R4 i (NADPH) -7 |
3.2 EMHEYEEYRREEINEE

BGAEZE I B A R Y TR A W ) B A B
RS A5l 28 A5 mh N RS RS A AR |
LN IO R AR LIS (17,182 &
PRUENE A HEZEFR SRS ) s WS (LR 5
RE T ) M RIS (mmiEiR 2R KB T
e JLRR K BWEmRSE) w2 (£ 1), K
PN B R e W T = K LA S R = B S DN
6 200 JE 7 4 A 22 b 24 PR 0T 3l W A
SrrE R B AR

R1 WFEHERMS(EMRE) EMEFEMRENSAHMR

Table 1 Types and compositions of bioactive substances in aerial part ( stems, leaves and flowers) of Jerusalem artichoke

25 Types

#H i, Compositions

£ WE 14 2% F (desacetyleupaserrin) . hymenoxin . £71 1 >% % ( nevadensin ) ., 111 2% ) 8 25 Hi g 55

EES

Flavonoid

(kaempferol gluconate) . LI %3 i} —3—O—% %5 B ( kaempferol-3-O-glucoside ) . L1 25 I} ( kaempferol ) |
7% T (rutin) %% 0>3% (andrographin) JI| B4 52 Z ( nobiletin) /K KH] 2

(silymarin) % # % ( puerarin) | ! % il 2= % (rhamnazin)
3, 4— " WIMEREZS TR (3, 4-dicaffeoylquinic acid) \3—FZR L ZS JE B2 ( 3-feruloyl-quinic acid) \£%JFR R

Phenolic acid

( chlorogenic acid) . 1,5— _-MIME®EZS 782 (1, 5-dicaffeoylquinic acid) . JLAS K (catechin) /K7 H2
(salicylic acid) \ K& & T ILAE K B THRIR (epigallocatechin gallate) |

X} 7 55 1 3 - 45 JE R ( p-coumaroyl-quinic acid)

17,18- " S JRWEWE A(17,18-dihydrobudlein A) ¥ Z%FE A H( heliannuol A ,H) #%£% B(niveusin B) |

fipki

Sesquiterpenoids

A0 H 25 % A, B(argophyllin A,B) 452K (heliangine) .32 AL 3 K B15- 5 3k-3—-
FEA R ( 3-ethoxyniveusin B15-hydroxy-3-dehydrodesoxytifruticin) |

B[] H 28R ( ciliaric acid) . H &R ( angelylgrandifloric acid)

521105 N TR 2K
Sesquiterpene
lacton

R

Amino acid

EZ2
Polysaccharide
SIS
Sterols

S8l

Essential oil

1% % iR ( tyrosine )

% BRI (desacetyleupaserrin) 2 F Bt 24 s (annuithrin) (4B [0 H %K A
(argophyllin A) % *F#& ( heliangine ) .3-hydroxy-8B-tigloyloxy-1,10-dehydroarigloxin . eupatoliade

\FEEE R (isoleucine) i 24 ik ( valine)
[ H 2% 285 ( Helianthus annuus polysaccharides) . FiJ /{4 ¥ ( arabinose )

AT-F B2 ( A7-stigmastenol) | A 737 £ /& B ( A 7-campestenol )

(E)-2ZFR—2-C. M- 1-BEMG [ ( E) -acetate-2-hexene-1-alcohol ester | , =¥/ ( tricyclene) ,oc—{M#1%
(a-thujene) . (E) -% &/ (E) -ocimene | ,y—ififi it /4 ( y-terpinene )

B i ARSI = /ARl . Data were analyzed by our laboratory.
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3.2.1 PirEfk

BT ELAT BT 20 453 09 51 B2 12 2 5 s XL
W A TRE . KSR B LAk 3R LG [ 68 S 16 W i Ak il
(SOD) . it % 1k AU B ( CAT) | 2 bt H K if J5 il
(GR) i ) A My it 4016 Py B ( GPX) ]k (8 3
RIBIEHAR) K% M XA G (EFH .
[ BRI R ) S T8 S AFAE Y, 2 PR ik
FRI) 3 IR I 2R RN R 2R Ak A W, bt A AR T
Z 2R R MR m 0 A8 R W 2R A
28-B(UV-B) 4 5t 7T 5 52w bt S AL B A AL
Costa %57V 57 2 W 25 3 i R o A9 34 J AL 45 e H-
Jik #1 BT 48 1k B ( CAT ., GR F1 GPX) (1% 1% 7 7
15 kI/m* UV-B & §F & 43 5 3 /it 32.0 nmol/g,
0.36 pmol/mg.4.6 U/mg M1 18.7 U/mg, 4K F
ER B B AE ER K EWE S5 T A A SR HCEE TR A e T
Jik—S—#£ % (GST) .GPX 1 SOD i ¥ 5 A 4
LR AH R 25 R 4G 2E i R L 22
7% T GR Il CAT 36 ¥E  MERZETE i 31 1 K
B, 1,1 - R -2 - 5L ( DPPH) H H JE 15 B
TP 1 1 T BE R rh R B AN S
Tn, BPaE = B 25 /) 5 & 2 M 1.06 mg/g 314 i |
3.60 mg/g; & 5 B & i AN 5.34 mg/g 3 F
6.17 mg/g"*" . A7 5 BRI T 75 Y K 9 B i AR
FI(LDL) &AL Ml 5500 482 BT 5 B e 251k
G — Fh B0 B A R T R ) ——%% R R
(CQA) , HAAT iz bR bt Ak fe Jy , Jb & H 3=
BN 3-MIHEZE 7F R ( 3-CQA) 5 it Bz & 45 ¥ [l
KGR o-AEE W, =T EHRLTNR S
i, AR HLIA XS DPPH 1 2,216 & - — (3-Z Jk -
HITWEM —6—fiti iR ) — %% 8 (ABTS) 55 H H 1
BRAE 1 $E 50 3% ~45% , CQA 43 Y Fi- A& HL il A1
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Nutritional Value and Biological Activity of Jerusalem Artichoke Feed and
Its Regulation Effects on Animal Physiological Function

WANG Yue' XUE Fuguang' JIANG Linshu> XIONG Benhai'*
(1. Institute of Animal Sciences, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100193, China; 2. College of
Animal Science and Technology, Beijing University of Agriculture, Beijing 102206, China)

Abstract; The Jerusalem artichoke is a perennial herb of the genus Helianthus in the Asteraceae family, origi-
nating in North America. The aerial part ( stem and leaf) and underground part (tuber) of Jerusalem artichoke
can be used as high quality animal feed raw material and feed additive. As a kind of forage grass, the contents
of crude protein (CP) and calcium (Ca) in stems and leaves of fresh Jerusalem artichoke at the bud stage (11
to 14 weeks after emergence ) are the peak and comparable with alfalfa powder. Moreover, the CP and Ca con-
tents of Jerusalem artichoke silage are higher than those in corn silage, similar to oats, barley and legume si-
lage, thus can be used as a partial substitute feed. In addition, the nutrient composition and some metabolites of
Jerusalem artichoke change through various molecular signal transduction pathways during growth and develop-
ment, which have potential important roles in biosynthesis and biodegradation. As a functional oligosaccharide,
the inulin in Jerusalem artichoke tubers is not degraded by digestive enzymes in single stomach animals, but is
directly delivered to the large intestine. It mainly acts as a probiotic in the gastrointestinal tract, improves the in-
testinal environment, and regulates glucose, lipid metabolism and protein metabolism. As bioactive substances,
flavonoids, phenolic acids, terpenoids and a small amount of sterols, amino acids, polysaccharides and other
compounds in stems, leaves and flowers of Jerusalem artichoke have been proved by a large number of animal
clinical trials to have antioxidant, anti-inflammatory and bactericidal effects as well as certain toxic effects on a
variety of tumor cells, with high medical value. This paper reviewed the nutritional characteristics of Jerusalem
artichoke and dynamic change of metabolites in the process of development, summarized the Jerusalem arti-
choke silage fermentation characteristics and feeding value, expounded the regulation function of bioactive sub-
stances ( mainly inulin, flavonoids, phenolic acids and sesquiterpenoids) in Jerusalem artichoke tuber and stem
leaf on animal physiology function, in order to elaborate the development potential of Jerusalem artichoke re-
source and its effects on the improvement of the animal health.[ Chinese Journal of Animal Nutrition, 2020,
32(2).497-507 ]

Key words: Jerusalem artichoke; nutrient composition; feed additive; bioactive substances; functions
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