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NEBAMEFERRE FREETRERE KRR NFERLIAFAT L, FNRETRERRKE

BHHENLANE. RAERERRAREFN T EMERZAET 0N LRI —REFR A4 E
F RARTYR- - ELE A EERPFTNEME TN LK. EREXW.LEFRENERRLEEER
ARG (1.83 £0.39) % <& V.(58.20 +8.77) mg/100g. & V,;(1.53 +1.28) mg/100g. & 47 (271. 50 = 64. 14)
mg/100g S5 8, TENFEAFTLBWENKRIE MBI REFHFER2HLEEH0.1820.11) % % B
(0.22+£0.20) % % #(3.34 £3.09) % L F£(0.09+0.07) % ( K HFELH) %. UHRAHSEXETFE

RV IR W TR AR ALK AE

XER FETERERL Ve @EB 7R TR EEMEK S

A BE T J& ( Ribes L.) fHY)AEFR E A 59 Ff 30 42
Pl L T U X A R B YRR LA
KRIFRFI o WESSRE T ( Ribes himalense) , F5ZIKIE,
BHEZ 6 ~7 mm, 554068, T 6, M50 A KARIK
1200 ~4 000 m (4L T HE A BT AR I A 7R3
[RGB T PR X ' o TS ( Ribes
qingzangense) ,RSEERIE , HARZ) 3.5 ~4.8 mm, B 4%
o, 8 7 THE LB P, KIEHK 2 600 ~
3700 m By AR T AR 1] UE S ( Ribes me—
nyuanense) , FSLMHBEIE, K24 1.2 ~1.9 cm, 5o 2
4.5 ~7 mm, BEAGHME, A T 2 800 m Y
™ o KAIZEBE( Ribes alpestre) , FSZIPA , ELAR
2510 ~ 12 mm, 22064, A M B & TR 2 700 ~
4 000 m &b 1y B 3 g AR HE A T R, AR IR
LM )1 P X o gk 4 R R
[EF A 2R T, HAE RIS 5 ~9 .

H AT 25 B 7 B A i 58 2 8 7e ( AR AL 2%
BT RS TR O F SR TS WEIF RS .
BE AR AT R R R
8507 T, XA G T 1 25 - S E A A G B T
Hefifo FEEXZB MY AWIRAMSGE, X A H
TR A HE < T RUASHE < RS E ORI 5% B 1) 5 8

or B E A2 AN (R A R E - A SR R Ji
HuIXHFAE Y 4 BRI HE T R G, S0 i WL E SR
W (Ko LT HE IR B ) SRR
Wy AR AT T BEAT T & OB IR B
JEE 52 e T e D SR W 2R 75 TR [ TR B I
ABERI I TR I 258 5 R S AE 7 e 4 R IT
e 14 B S A ORI Bl TS IR o AU
IR DIRENE ™ i BT R B M SHr AR T IR
TR AR T T AR BB

1 M5

1.1

WA TR DTV L ORI 4 R
T S5 T B LS T [ ISR 1 T S B
B E B AL AK . 4 RS TR ST R o [ R
2 P b B BRI 4 SCAE BB S B S . R
SR 1 52 A B TS L R 5. R
IR AR
1.2 #7

DA A HE 5 T (A 5 H v BE 0. 209 4
mg/mL) JLZEZ (b7 it R VK E 0. 805 mg/mL) B
YT %R A R R (HE S GBW ( E) 081531, 50

B—VEH SR A (AR SCAE RIS B ol tHAE# , E-mail: whxu@ nwipb. cas. cn)
AT H 1A R SR PEFT I E (2017-2]949) 5 HiG4A B AR 55ATTRII00H (2019-NK-C04)
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pg/mL ] 8% [4it5 GBW ( E) 080129, 50 ng/mL ]. 4%
[t = GBW (E) 080119, 5 ng/mL ], % [t 5
GBW08614,20 ng/mL ], 7K [HIt*5 GBW ( E) 083186,
10 pwg/mL |, St 5 GBW08611,100 ng/mL) 17 Ff
AA R AR [t 5 GBW ((E) 100062 ], V,, ( #t 5
CDCTCT7455000,0.496 mg/mL) .V, ( #5100 369-
201103,108. 2 pg/mL) L ( +) Ft ¥ If @R (it 5
70611,0. 556 mg/mL) . 5 $T ¥ 1L g ( #HL 5 70154,
0.556 mg/mL) .V, ( it CA17923820) .-V, ( #it=
71031) vV, [HtE CDAB47785( 1) 1.8-V, (#t 5
CDAB-477 -85) .
1.3 (UFE5iE&E

1014 ARG T4, Jb st BHHAES A R A
H; AR 3G 22 A MS205DU A% % L+ K OF, &
Mettler Toledo /\ F]; Varian Cary 300 Bio %I %8 4} /3%
FeJE T, Varian 23 F); SZC-C g B U 52 1% SLQ-6 T4k
WEAL, bR R AL A BR A W) HH-<4 {5 7K 8
[ A5 BR A F]; TMO912P B, At 57 21 42 L ik
PR A BR A Rl AA240Z 5+ W7 0 f 55 0 OES-
725 BN G A B OIS AL, 35 [ Agilent 23 F;
AFS-933 BRI F 266 BE 11, db a5 RALAR A R A
H); PHS3C #Y pH it, L gHG L 15 #k: KQH00E #Y
PR, B A AR R A A
1.4 SBH*
1.4.1 HSsks

BT M S T RS B TR R R s
R BT I T , SR 5 A 74 T8 A (R A
1.4.2 XEFik

ARSI YS X HT B A E A T RS R IR K
IS e SRS T 8 3R A3 (K A R BT B 7 KL 2R
e SRR VYU E AR MR
PER (SR 2 28 AT R LT R) 17
R, A X G KB i angg 1 B

2 HBREOMN

2.1 FEEFRI-—MEFAS

X T T R 2% 1 75 A E | TR % B ORI 25
4 PR T SR SRR T K s OB R IR WG S HLT
AESFE SRR, G5 R R 2. 4 FhOSHEF Y&
IKEETE 78.3% ~81.4% ,F-35(79.73 +1.51) %; 2
WS RTE4.10% ~6.10% ,F1(5.23 £0.94) %; 54
fif A fE 3. 04 ~55. 81 g/kg, V44 (30. 81 +27.43)
g/kg: BHIR LAY Bk 5. 14.20. 07.0. 86.0. 76; & [ Ji
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THETE1.88% ~2.28% ,F-14(2.12 0. 18) % ; fg i
BETE1.40% ~2.20% ,F-155( 1. 83 £0.39) % ; fHEF
A S EAE 1.40% ~7.4% ,~F1(4.05 £3.06) % (1
BRI o
*1 TWAHELR
Table 1 Summary of experimental methods

5 Riig SHRUE BT
1 Ko BT EEZRME GB 5009.3—2016
2 BEAR  B&EAEZRME GB 5009.5—2016
3 e B EREFARE GB 5009. 6—2016
4 Herd: B ELEZRE GB/T 5009. 10—2003
5 petin i E 2 EZARE GB/T 12456—2008
6 £ MR
; peti e N RILHIE E ZhriE GB/T 18672—2014
EZ B AR -SRI LI E MR Frh 20 S i
8 B A N RIS [ AR GB/T 20574—2006
9 WHE  AOAC FHH 7k 2005.02
0 EEEE tw N R o GB/T 22244»—2008
i BEIRAL R AR R A A il
1 TR BREEEFE GB 5009.268—2017
TEBE  BRHEEEKRE GB 5009. 12—2017
EREE  BERLEEFRE GB 5009. 15—2014
12 EEEE SREEEREE GB 5009. 12—2014
Jey B AEZRE GB 5009. 11—2014
R B EREFAE GB 5009. 17—2014
13 EEm ERESEFFME GB5009. 124—2016
Vg, B EFARE GB 5009. 84—2016 H5—p:
" Vi, B ELE R GB 5009. 85—2016
Ve B EREZAE GB 5009.86—2016
Vi A E R AR GB 5009. 82—2016

x2 BHEAIMEETRIN—REFHSHRNER
Table 2 The results of determination of general nutrient

components of four kinds of ribes fruits in Qinghai province

\ oy ]
BUNR “gxm waek wER AR 0
KA 1% 81.40 80. 60 78.60 78.30 79.73 +1.51
P % 5.90 6.10 4.80 4.10 5.23£0.94
)éﬂ?/(g'kg’l) 11.48 3.04 55.81 52.89 30.81 +27.43
EAR % 1.88 2.25 2.28 2.08 2.12+0.18
N&Ws 1% 2.20 2.10 1.40 1.60 1.83+0.39
LYt % 7.40 5.90 1.40 1.50 4.05+3.06

2.2 FEEFREIWEYBFERS

X TR A 25 7 2% B ~ I TR B S R 5
4 PP BE IR SR T SR 2 2 EE R VR
WHE RGN B E, 255803 3. 4 Bk
BE 11 0 W R i 0. 077 2% ~0.3% ,F-44(0. 18 =
0.11) %; 2y a5 0.083 1% ~0.5% ,F4(0.22 +
0.20) %; ZHEA 8 0.27% ~6. 1% , F#(3.34 +
3.09) %; b HE S8R 0.037 6% ~0. 141% , F-



(0.09 +0.07) % , HLITHR A B 7 H A28 B 1 AR A
T AT R A A 0.0295% ~0.72% ,F-1(0.27 +
0.33) % (F A FETED)

#3 DHFEFBRFRIOFTERS 0%

Table 3 The active ingredients of four wild ribes fruits

BWIR “omm weok NBEE ERAE
ST 0.3000 0.2600 0.0896 0.0772  0.180.11
£ 0.5000 0.2000 0.0848 0.0831  0.22£0.20
LHk 5.9000 6.1000 0.2700 1.0800  3.34 £3.09
wHE% 0.0376 0.1410 - - 0.09 £0.07
FHEE 0.7200  0.2900 0.0295 0.0297  0.27£0.33

T = IR AR (R )

2.3 RETRINGEER

XPHEZRHE T RARE [ TR B K R S A
Vi Ve Vg S EINGE, 45 Ra036 4 JIr7n. BE 28 RE A
AR SRR ZR AR, 735 64. 4 H1 52.0 mg/100g,
FTBAS R R KSR V., 6T 0.4 mg/100g; V, #r it
0.005 ~0. 029 mg/100g, F14(0.02 0. 01) mg/100g;
Vy, & & 0. 033 ~0. 048 mg/100g, *F-34]( 0. 04 0. 01)
mg/100g; o= F W & & 0. 201 ~ 2. 66 mg/100g, 3F 1)
(1.53 +1.28) mg/100g; y=E H iy % & 0. 048 ~ 0. 99
mg/100g,F-34(0.52 +0. 52) mg/100g; BESSHE FIT i 55
TR DAL 5 e AR TSN B, AT b SR S e ORI Y 4R
Py, T 1 5235 1 AN ) 5 BE 1) -4 7 I % = IR T
0.04 mg/100g.

x4 FETFRINELERRENE 907 mg/100g

Table 4 Determination of vitamin content in ribes fruits

BUIR “km wem nwER kmE
Ve 64.400  52.000 <0.4 <0.4  58.20£8.77
Vi, 0.028 0.029 0.005 0.006 0.02 +0.01
Vs, 0.035 0.048 0.033 0.047 0.04 +0.01
oL HH 0.201 0.659 2.590 2,660 1.53+1.28
vLEH 0.093 0.048 0.936 0.990 0.52+0.52
3L HM - - <0.04  <0.04

2.4 FEFRINT YR

X 5 T b DX MR 25 JE 7 TS B ~ 1 TR M
AR ST B I, S5 RN S R . 4
P e RS b W o i e PO B B B B, L
K5 B0 a0 R B & & 213 ~ 328 mg/100g, 7 1
(271.50 + 64. 14) mg/100g; 457 £ 57. 20 ~ 80. 80
mg/100g, 3 15 ( 70. 58 + 10. 04) mg/100g; &£ & &
15.30 ~ 18. 70 mg/100g, - (17. 15 = 1. 66)
mg/100g; 244 0.60 ~0.91 mg/100g, F-3(0.72 +

oS

0.13) mg/100g; %% 4 0. 21 ~0. 54 mg/100g, F ¥
(0. 31 = 0. 15) mg/100g; 4% & & 0. 15 ~ 0. 53
mg/100g, F-34( 0.31 +0. 16) mg/100g; 4 & 0. 07 ~
2.78 mg/100g, F-45( 1.00 = 1.26) mg/100g.

RS FEFRITVORABRMER 00 mg/100g

Table 5 The results of mineral content of ribes fruits

BUNR —wm whem (AR FuER
L] 219 213 326 328 271.50 +64. 14
£ 57.20 69.50 74.80 80. 80 70.58 +10.04
=3 16.20 18.40 15.30 18.70 17.15+1.66
B 0.71 0.66 0.60 0.91 0.72 £0.13
> 0.54 0.28 0.21 0.23 0.31 £0.15
A 0.15 0.31 0.26 0.53 0.31 £0.16
il 2.78 0.98 0.16 0.07 1.00 +1.26

2.5 FEFRIHHNESE

XA AE T VI BT A BB S 75 TS R TS
BE KA BE R SC I T A Jm S B, 45 SR R 6
TN 4 PRI A JE O i I
BLARST5I0 SOR & 7€ 0. 000 8 ~0.012 mg/kg, V-3
(0.006 0 +0.005 8) mg/kg; WA & 0.000 5 ~
0.006 1 mg/kg, F-#4(0.002 5 £0.002 5) mg/kg; £ &
1 0.016 ~0.57 mg/kg, F-35(0.256 3 £0.282 4) mg/kg;
M e 0.002 ~ 0. 004 4 mg/kg, FE1(0.002 2 +
0.001 5) mg/kg; % & & 0. 026 ~ 0. 29 mg/kg, -
(0.149 0 +0. 140 7) mg/kg.

K6 FRETRILESEAEWNER 9{1: mg/kg

Table 6 Test results of heavy metal content in ribes fruits

\ - ]

BWNR —em whem (AR FuER
0.0120 0.010 0
0.006 1 0.002 4
0.570 0 0.420 0
0.004 4 0.001 8

0.2900 0.2500

0.000 8
0.000 5
0.0190
0.000 8
0.026 0

0.001 2
0.001 1
0.016 0
0.002 0
0.0300

0.006 0 +£0.005 8
0.002 5 +0.002 5
0.256 3 £0.282 4
0.0022+0.001 5
0.149 0 £0.140 7

2 A

= R i

=

L
=N

FRTFRIFHIER
XA HE T B H 2B T IR T IR A R

FER AT R IR & 5 I 5E , G5 R 45 1 17716 Fif
RIEMRI S5, NS T Fion. 4 P72 RS h

TR B R & A TR(0.22 g/100g) B
M2(0.46 g/100g) o AP 1Y BN 2 JE L 15 8 0l
£2.03.2.46.1.77.1.80 g/100g, )& &= (2.01 =
0.32) g/100g; 4675 LR Y F- 42 & 5 0. 77 g/100g,
B BIERR I 37. 83% ; AR AL AR W 34 & i

N

73

2O B
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1.24 g/100g, 52 2R S5t 1) 62.17% o
xR EEAMEBEFRISERSENE
Table 7 Determination of amino acid content of

four Kkinds of ribes fruits in Qinghai

e /g (1009 ~'] HEAREE %
MR HHORE TR KOO BN EECRE TRRE KIRE

FRER Asp 0.19 020 020 0.2 93 854 I8 1.2
AV Gl 0.35 046 038 039 1724 1870 2047 2167
YRR Ser 0.2 005 0.08 0.09 59 610 45 5.0
4 Cly 0.0 0.1 0.1 01 443 447 62 61l
FER Ay 0.5 0.9 0.4 014 739 T2 19 178
AR The 0.8 0.9 0.08 008 394 366 45 44
IR Pro 0.1 012 01 01 493 48 565 5.5
FER Ala 0.8 0.1 0.9 009 394 407 508 5.00
HER Val 0.7 0.9 0.08 008 345 366 45 44
G Met - 000 0.0 0.00  0.00 0.4 05 056
EBER Cys 000 0.0 0.00  0.00 0.4 056 056
SR Dl 0.1 0.3 01 01 493 58 62 6l
B Leu 0.2 016 0.3 013 59 65 1% 1R
TR Phe 0.2 0.3 % 1034 9% % *

YRR His 0.6 0.7 0.07 007 7.8 69 395 3.8
BER Lys 0.4 005 01 01 6% 610 62 61l
R Ty 0.7 0.08 0.06 006 345 325 33 33

N6 MEEREE 203 246 L77  1.80 100 100 100 100

[E = e S|

3 Wik EER

3.1 EBHRBSHM

P2 2 T S R 7 RS B SR S 7K 4
W LT 225 T 1) U B R 25 (L 3 10
R Fr e BT TS o 7K A S ) R 5 (¢ i
S P T T SR S OIS S 3 K A S0
SR o WA TR HE DU K 2
FEMIBEDER L4 1)~ 5. 14.20. 17.0. 86.0. 78, B 75 ik
SEREAHT SRR NS B TR SRR K R
BRI . T 6 AR, B
AR Ve Fl a2 BB R, B Ve @ TR A K
TR VAR B /N RO S R R H K
SRS TGN B AE) 19 3 ~ 16 15 AT T
RIRET S Ve B H AR RS A
KR oLE T yLEE I N E AEEH T o B
TEVERGR AT AP A R R SRR AL . g S W
HLEBE TR T F Y BUCE, U TR S
B, B R A K R E BT LR, WA
TR AR R R AR B B e i Sy T R 4R R A
FIEE KB = AL 2 AT 2 AR,
S QBURERG P A K g R ke %
JE RSB A VR IR W AT T S R 4R & Y
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il A4 GB 2762—2017 £ i s ey PR 1 ( 2R
Pb<0.2 mg/kg, F it K H Cd<0.05 mg/kg, {H7KH
HR BRI % BR A R B S Y, T A S g e
AIETR <0. 01 mg/ke, B\ <0.5 mg/keg, Cr<0.5
mg/kg) FIEFICA EE KRB E LB %4
Fi&( Pb<0.5 mg/kg, Hg. Cd <0.05 mg/kg, As <
0.10 mg/kg) A1 I TR ZEHE T KR 2 T 4R
TR EEFAIX 2 N ERBREE0LR, B 24
FH s W AS BE A5 RS BE T it L 2 AR B 2fF X 2 A4
PR, PRURE S E Hh (9 4% 25 1 0. 57 mg/kg WA H P &
B4 MR L, TS BT i 0. 42 mg/kg NFFA
GB 2762—2017 H3k , [a] — I} 6] [7] — SR kE b, B 255 E
T 255 JRE ) 1 W J s e i T T DR AR EE T AT K
FIZSHE T, HCES BH WS 2% B8 1 SR S 2 Rz,
] I 7 T SR AR A I 3 7 e SR S (R A e S
TR ST R, Hop sk & LR
( RAHRMASEIR) & 2 A, 5 & A8l S
J5 A B R R A e P R ek
BRBEA RIS S5 ARG REER , K&
R T LR 2 0 FIE 8 B B AR 2
3.2 £YIEERS SR

PR HE R RS SRS vh ) BB 2 T M 4K
TR T R E I T RS AR
To ZERFIEEREEARBCAAL ™ R B
RIVER Y o BRZ B SEERAN, 24 A R R T RN
HATEALRE ™ o MK PRty , FLAE I i b
2 TCRIVER]  EAE AT & R M 254 S A i
PR . RIS T AT LR RARBUE R Y
AR, ELME UG PR LA ( B 2 1 24 ™ AT
K R B2 (P78 F7 o R, T Bl — 2B i e 0 P A
LA R R TEB 2 Y T L LA SR S 25 I A
BN ST EEAE SR ARG DR A E ML -
3.3 ZEEFHEREFLZNNE

ARG 385 36 75 15 55 BE 7 JE AR I SR 52 0R AT &R
gt H AT )8 S22 i ot o AR SCE B @ X 4 FP A4S e
FIRE TR F R AR AT B T 4 RS T
RSB FRAE ORI AR T — 2 B R R T 2
FHENZCA Be Sy 1 22 i 400 T 2 97 0 i 28 P
AR 5 0 S A ks 25 T 1 & B TR B 4
Th Y 28 T IR A ' 7 IR ML

3.4 #hig
341 REFTERBRIRALZNARE Z Voo

Vi @87 45 42



MAZIMEE SR EAT , A TR I8 IR 2 i
R EZBURNEN & Ve MV BTSRRI
BRI E T E R T YRR R i, R TR I
o HEACRE T AR RN T RS RECR | 5
MV RIS BE RRE IR L, HOR S T A
MR IR O IR AR AETH I AR 15 97 AT 18
AT R Ak A KR
3.4.2 RETREELAFEANE ) MRS

S 2R TR AR B A R e R 4R R A S
AT R, R A OB AR IR 5 T 2R
TR AR AT BT Y A PN B T R R Y A
A BT ORRER 28 BE I TR PR PO I RN TR R
Moo 5= KB Vo KA E TS AT R HE
R PR Ve Z— 1 o B BE THEA AR
RIS A R Fw o IR Tl N A R
KT NIRRT AT AIA TR 5500, 2R B R
S H & F o, 25K S 8 37.83% , 1]
Ve FR
3.4.3 RETREEAHRMES S/ A A%

ZRIHE T RSN B ) LR A= 015 PR o (A B
Z 2R EHER) A RSBV, dnd
SR TR B e AT T O LA 2 DAL
PRLG, 23 B A SRR R AR PSR RAR B IR A TR
FETFARRUI AR T8 08 HA 5 E DR A 0o Ik
FEARE T AR TGP R B R AR TR -

ARIOUSAN RIS HE 7 il Bl 0 R SE R AT T — B SR
B HEA BT TROC AR S R R AR W T M
8 TT AT LA, S o el A S A o O 228 2R
WL 245 BT o i Ao B 5L 07 32 o) By S D) BE B9
2 b MV i, D 5 2R TR B A B IR A O A A
FHARBE T HcHhs -

z %
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Analysis of nutrient and bioactive components of four wild ribes berries in the
Qinghai-Tibet Plateau

SUN Qing'*,XU Wenhua'" ,ZHOU Huakun'

1( Qinghai Provincial Key Laboratory of Cold Regions Restoration Ecology, Northwest Institute of Plateau Biology Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Xining 810008, China) 2 ( University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

ABSTRACT The aim of this study was to evaluate the potential application value of the berry resources of ribes genus including wild Ri—

bes himalense, Ribes gingzangense, Ribes menyuanense, and Ribes alpestre. The methods in the national food safety standards and the labo-

ratory self-built methods were used to determine and comprehensively analyze the general nutrients, vitamins, amino acids, minerals,

heavy metals, and biologically active components of the fruits. The results showed that the nutrient content of ribes fruit had low fat
(1.83+0.39) % , high V.(58.20 £8.77) mg/100g, high V. (1.53 +1.28) mg/100g, high potassium (271.50 +64. 14) mg/100g
and other characteristics, which could be used to develop new food sources. The active ingredients detected in the fruit were total fla—
vonoids (0. 18 +0. 11) % , polyphenols (0.22 +£0.20) % , polysaccharides ( 3.34 £3.09) % , anthocyanins (0.09 +0.07) % , ete. It

provides a theoretical basis for the future development and utilization of Ribes berry resources.

Key words

234

2021 Vol. 47 No. 10 ( Total 430)

ribes; berries; nutritional quality; V; amino acids; mineral elements; bioactive components



