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A 5% 09 % % DPPH- ABTS® « 4 /1, 4% ik 4732.56.3371.97 pmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW ; i 3 B % #9 FRAP if & fit
HAAFA AR , ik 1408.64 wmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW, & & 3% & 3 % 6945 &-Br K4 7%tk DPPH- ABTS -6 h 243 Fa é
% , 5 Ak 465741 .5065.66 pmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW,3532.37.3350.72 wmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW ; 4 &, 3£ & 44 @y £ 4
FRAP 3% & /1 & 5% (3264.42 pmol Trolox Eq/100 ¢ DW) , BE SR, AR KF > FELETRESB LD R
A F AR, DPPH. ABTS™ - AR 14255 {2 FRAP 4B R AR E , AP H O AL LR RO LGB EYRALERS,SA
HEFRGREAFTER R, B RAARBEE LI AL FRE TR T RAE 55 L
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Analysis on Phenols and Antioxidant
Activities of Quinoa Resources in Qinghai
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Abstract: In order to clarify the difference of phenolic content and antioxidant activity in quinoa resources in Qinghai, the
quinoa resources with high phenolic substances and antioxidant activity were screened out.The free phenols and phenols in 90
quinoa resources were analyzed by chemical method.The in vitro antioxidant activity of each component was evaluated by DPPH -
and ABTS" -+ scavenging activity and Ferric ion reducing antioxidant power ( FRAP) . The results showed that there were
significant differences in the content of different phenolic substances in quinoa, and the content of combined phenols had
obvious difference,and the content of free phenols was relatively small. There were significant differences in the removal of
DPPH- ,ABTS" - ,and FRAP between free phenols and combined phenols.Among them, combined phenols had strong ability to
scavenge DPPH-, ABTS" - free radicals, which were 4732.56,3371.97 pmol Trolox Eq/100 ¢ DW, respectively. The free
phenols had a relatively strong FRAP of 1408.64 wmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW.The combined phenolic substances of white and
yellow quinoa had significantly higher DPPH- and ABTS" - ability than red quinoa, reaching 4657.41,5056.66 pmol Trolox
Eq/100 g DW,3532.37,3355.72 mol Trolox Eq/100 g DW.The phenolic substance of red quinoa had the strongest FRAP
(3264.42 pmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW).Cluster analysis showed that most of the quinoa resources in Qinghai had lower phenolic
content , the scavenging capacity of DPPH+ and ABTS" - were weak, but the FRAP was strong.6 quinoa resources had the
highest content of bound phenols and 5 quinoa resources had the strongest antioxidant activity.This result provided high quality
resources and guiding significance for the selection of new functional buckwheat varieties.
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Yy, KR FEE SN0 22 WL Bk, B 5000~7000 £
AR R R AR D s, SR DN £ 3 R R AR S
BY) AR 2R ek, R T T
RS ANNI = DI 1) O s W SR S O R S TR S N =
o, USRI B3 48 1980 AFRAR Y 36 B == FH T
TR PR ES &5, A ER AR H LN R E 2 —
Fh e ARKE Yy, AT AR IEAE FET R B, 155X
WEAEBE A il B A S8 A IR hh . A
$t 2013 AR E A A EPRBERZ A, LAE UE N 288 (R
& M4, SCELT-4F & Hir, 45 B g 1 X 22
FHFFEAIT £ REA B RS ALK, 2
ZF IR & R, ASE R A AR R,
A5 F LUV AR H N T I RN P S M X, FE I
FUAR R R TG A M A T AR A A . T
SIS 2, BF IR Z B 7 5 FE DI RE B4 & 1 5 1
PR 25 5 AN BHAS , S PR A 7™ B, AR 7 5 HH O 3R A R
Pt 5t D RERE R R T SRR

HABRTFEAHE WA T AMBREEFHF T
THERR F T 2R T R A7 G AR ™k i R R, B
ARRIFF R J7, FF R E IR TR S B 22 B o &
o & SR W 7 11, ) R R B A2 T i Bl Y % R 2k
a7 HRiAR X FE 2 3R Ay BT R KR,
B ER BRI YA R SRS
FEW TR AR, S IR L RN L 15 KA A, T A R H
WO IR, B S RIGE G PR T T R A
i H A B T 5 B SR | TS AR B, BACSE O I A 3N
BEPRIG JiE 50005 , N IL B2 22 22 3] T Rl 2= Z 03 %
FHSE A B AR EE™ | Woldemichael 25
MIFST & BB 2 Fh T S AR S 2 W (20% ~
30% ), WFFERM , FEEFF A FFAREZH DL
Wy, HAT BRSNS AR . BRI R
ZKBF R A AR H B A PURTE R P AE [
JEAETIR0 S 25 T, 2 A AR AN sl 4 3 2 S IR T
fiefb ™ o BEAZ B B T Sy, BE A BT IG T
P, X T YRR A IR R B T EmEEEH.
(BT RERL Sy &t S TG PE i B 22 sh R =, F R
WEPERE A SR IR M e L

FET I, ARFFFE LA EE 1Y 90 I F il ZE 2 W IR N
WFFEXTGE | LB 43 BT 75 13 3 22 B YR W iy 28 ) o & 1
(T AL FR U2 Wy &5 A 1 U S BN L 45 5 R ) M
HAPTA ARG e, 2 — 2 I B A [R) 32 22 9% R 9 2 9 T
A HPUE TR TR 2R, TR B B Y R A E S
PTEALIE R L R R U UR, S IE R R Y
VR I U5 58 K Ty 6E M B2 57 B &L RE 1 1k F R LR 2
5.
1 #RlEF*
1.1 MBS {EE

Az TG REFERAMFEL2EGEEY B Ak 55058
PRt 1), Ira e 2015 FEHEEF A K
MABFE BRI H (VET) e — 37T R, U8 3 Ik
T\ BV X HED . IR G MK 35 Bl v 422 U 4
IRASHL 500 g Fh— A 43 AT RR i, B2 A SR FH v SR M 1R
HlKrEE 60 H i, 47 ; DPPH(1,1- " K2 =4if
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FEFRME) JTPTZ( =Nk BE = WY ) | Trolox ( /K% M4 A=
ZE E) ABTS[2,2-BR A - . (3- L FH-ZKIFHEME-6—
AR ) E TR . T ARdESY  4li)FE =980, 1 I
WA AR A BR S | 5 AR (D g ati) Fn 58
RebnifEdh WAL R FE AR R A BB
ZE KT P e SR i R R A L = Sk e
IKBEERENSE YN E =4 Hr st

HH-4 B R ER K E S EER A BRA
TGL-20M HBUILE A ZR & 0L ARG WA BRA
N4S BUELAN ] WA B AR A #s A
B F] s KQ-500DE B 5 @8 A g e ae B
PR RS &) s R—-215 BIBEEZE R Hi1-
A A R T FW200 AU S S el REEEFEY
E
1.2 ZWHE
1.2.1 RS i B W 55 45 6 9 if) 32 IR0 A BNy L R R
fR S B E ZEFEUFES W ANSh A I HE HUE % Yang
G I
1.2.1.1  ZEEUFE P BRI W4 HETIFREC 1.0 g
LKy, P MR L 1: 20 FL Bl AARFL 5358 70% 1Y
DIl , F 35 °C K& 450 W 2544 F 48 5 $2H25 min,
4000 r/min ¥ 7R &0 10 min, EE I, 5% 7 FH [F]
eI EE PRI 2 IR, & I =R EREC i W R 2y
TF e Wy P RO , 45 CTRef% 25 % 2T 5 W B 5% 7%
752 10 mL,-20 CHCIRIF&H .
1.2.1.2  ZEZEESHIZBORAH 28 1) 52 BUF
JEBFRE I A 30 mL 1F O ke PR % /5 2000 r/min &
Lr5 min 3 FRFE, I 20 mL TR %8 1% 59671
T R st s v B B30, 75 CCok 1 h, pH JEZE 2, i A
30 mL Z, 1% Z BS54 HL 5 ¥k ,3 000 r/min B5.0> 5 min J&
HIF TR BEFEBUA , 45 °C Hefe 76 & 2 T )5 1 W g
R EARZ 10 mL, 3T 0.45 pm G HLIERE S BI15 23
ZEL TR B , —20 CBEYCARAE T -
1.2.1.3 HMEySEIME K Folin— Ciocalteu 3, L)
B TR RS, B & 5 A4 100 g SR (T
) T A TR TR TR mg ORI
BT R BE B AL bR, A (H R 9\ A8 B 2 1 b o it
2 A5 FR R Y =0.0042X +0.0124 (0~300 pwg/mL,
R’ =0.9996) .
1.2.1.4  SOREE S EIE  SRHEBREE bk, DL
T RBRES, Ao (E R AL bR i bR v th £, [l )3 7
F24 Y =0.0055X-0.0047 (0~80 pg/mL,R> =0.9947) ;
SRR E R LA 100 g $REUY) (L) P TS AE 2
TR mg TR, ¥ mg GAE/100 g DWW,
1.2.2  FEEWISY ARSI A AL
1.2.2.1  prdfEfheny®ifE  DPPH B i EIERRAEJT LA
Trolox gHRAEY , 517 nm b SGAH , 2 il b5 v ith 26
FEA T A AL B, A AR AE ML T RN Y =
—0.0042X +0.9163(0~140 pmol/L,R* =0.9928) ., FE5H
DPPH - JiBRHE ST LARE100 g $REUY(T-3:) fhir S 4024 T
IREPEGEA 2 E A9 (umol Trolox Eq/100 g DW) £7R

FRAP $T 5 AL HE 7 LA Trolox 1E M ARUES, , TE I 1
593 nm I E KOG, AR it £, A5 |0 O R
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Table 1 Experiment varieties
i R~ s W = ¥ R~

1 oy—1(#) 31 y—77(#) 61 LMI-10(£T)
2 sy-2(#r) 32 sy—78 ( #%) 62 LMI-11(2L)
3 sy=3( #%) 33 sy—79 ( #%) 63 LMI1-13(4L)
4 sy=5( &) 34 sy-80( &) 64 LM1-178(4T)
5 sy—8(Hr) 35 sy—81( #%) 65 LM1-201(4T)
6 sy-23( ) 36 sy-82( ) 66 LM2-10(41)
7 sy-24(#) 37 sy-83 () 67 2014-1(41)
8 sy-32( %) 38 sy-84 () 68 QLM-01(24L)
9 sy-34(#) 39 sy-87( ) 69 sy=6( 1)
10 sy-38(i%) 40 sy-89( %) 70 sy-13(H)
11 sy—40 ( &%) 41 sy-90( #) 71 sy-14( )
12 sy—44 ( #%) 42 sy=91( #%) 72 sy=16( H)
13 sy—46(#) 43 sy—92 ( #%) 73 sy=17(H)
14 sy—47 () 44 sy-93 (&) 74 sy=21(1)
15 sy—49 (#%) 45 sy—95 ( #%) 75 sy=22(H)
16 sy=50( ) 46 sy-96 () 76 sy=27(1)
17 oy=52( ) 47 LM1-9( #) 77 =28 (1)
18 sy-53( %) 48 LM1-25(#%) 78 sy=29( 1)
19 sy-54(#) 49 LM1-69 ( &) 79 sy=30( )
20 sy=57(#) 50 LMI-118(#) 80 sy—41(11)
21 sy=59 () 51 LMI1-204( %) 81 sy=43(11)
22 sy—60( #) 52 LM2-7 (%) 82 sy—66( 1)
23 sy—61( ) 53 sy=7(41) 83 LM1-18( )
24 oy=62( ) 54 sy=9(21) 84 LMI=51( 1)
25 oy=63 (i) 55 sy—10(4T) 85 IMI1-56( (1)
26 sy—67 () 56 sy-20(4L) 86 LM1-58( )
27 oy—68( ) 57 sy—42(21) 87 IMI-63( 1)
28 sy-69 () 58 sy-58(4L) 88 LM1-76( 1)
29 oy=71(#) 59 IM1-2(21) 89 LM2-4( 1)
30 sy-73 (%) 60 LM1-3(4T) 90 LM2-11(H)

Y =0.0072X-0.0012 (0~300 pmol/L,R* =0.9992) , *£
i FRAP $i 484k BE 77 DA pumol Trolox Eq/100 g DW
TR,

ABTS* 35 [4fig 771 LA Trolox SRAR#EY , 734 nm 4b
M SCAE , 2 Hl b2 I 2647 [ A A BR , 45 [0 A AR o
ZE T N Y = —0.001X + 0.6242 (0~300 pmol/L,
R* =0.9907) FE 5 ABTS " - IR AE J7 L wmol Trolox
Eq/100 g DW 5,
1.2.2.2  DPPH - 3 B fig J1. FRAP $it 5 1k g J1 M
ABTS™ - J HIEWEIRAE S B % Yang &2 07k

A.DPPH - JEERHE S E : WHR N 1 g ZEE By 42
B U S T B 45 5 T AE S R O 1 mL T8 b, B
JiA 4.5 mL 0.1 mmol/L. DPPH F [y W , 754542 75)
JEHEE R 30 min, LR B AR AL AL B IO 25
PR FEPAS 517 nm FIERSGRE, EE =R, HRIE
v 2 1135 DPPH - 3§ R EE 77 o 3138 202l : DPPH -
THEREE 77 (umol Trolox Eq/100 ¢ DW) = [ (Y x V)/
(1000 x M) ] %100,

Hodr Y bR ith 26313 1 09 DPPH - i BR e
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(pmol/L) ; V g UK ) S AR B (mL) s M A 5 1
H(g)o

B.FRAP H AL BE 1 A& : FRAP TTAEWR 1 B il -
> 300 mmol - L™ pH3.6 19 & 12 44 2% vh i (3.0762 ¢
C,H;NaO, - 120 mL C,H,0,, JHZE W K B &K &
250 mL) .10 mmol-L™" TPTZ %% (0.1562 g TPTZ JH
40 mmol - L' £ iz 2 25 & 100 mL) F1 20 mmol - L™
FeCl, %W, ¥ AR L 2 10: 1: 1 Wy bR &, T
37 CoRE s A

M E J7 5 W HORE S P2 O 50 pl TR0 b, 7
A 4.5 mL FRAP TTAEWK, 5850 £ &) J5 bk ' [ v
30 min, DL AR AL A S BB Sl 25 IR, TR I
593 nm FIEWROCE, B =R, RIEARUERD it
B AR A PR O R IR T ER 77, LA pmol Trolox Eq/
100 g DW £ IR, 3H3H & 8 FRAP 26 5 68 71
(wmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW) = [ (Y x V)/(1000 x
M) ] x100

Forr: Y SRt 25 H 09 FRAP BRkid J5iRE )
(pmol/L) ; V S Bk 19 AR (mL) ; M A 5 T
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C.i& R ABTS™ - BB J7 Il 2 : ABTS ™ - T /E W i ic
#il: % 5 mL 7 mmol/L ABTS® - ¥ W& F1 88 pL
140 mmol/ Lid i 12 B MR &, = IR 6 454 1
H 12~16 h, 15 ABTS" -85 TR W5 Atk A5 VR 4038 2 Lk
1 1: 100 (V/V) 5ITo/K FEER G, ZLRHAE 734 nm
TR (B X %) 0.70 £0.02,45 %] ABTS" - T {E#,
.

58 73 < W BBORE 32 BB 200 L A v,
FINA 4 mL ABTS™ - TAEWR , 7o 43 ¥ 5 )5 ikt ' [ hp
30 min, LR ESACR AL S 3R B S 28 A& R IR G
734 nm FIGEWSGEE, EHE =K, RIEIRAEFLR T
BRI BV T B ABTS™ - G J7, L pmol TE/
100 ¢ DWE,

TN ABTS ' - i B BE 77 ( wmol Trolox Eq/
100 g DW) =[ (Y xV)/(1000 x M) ] x 100,

Horp Y SRhndEfi LS g ABTS " - B o B
BREE T, pmol/L; V Sy $R B 1Y A FR , mL; M g+
T, 8.

1.2.3  FI A SPSS 21.0 F A #E 47 A o Hr L TR 2 4
BT, SR RR EG I B8 S 725 R4 Th) 34 3 SR S vk b A7 IR
T L RIS ST ARAR IE

1.3 HEHIT

IR LE B DL ME + FREET KR, R
Excel 2017 A4 o 25 47 5 28 5 0 M1 FIFH SPSS
21.0 A HEAT J5 2593 BT (ANOVA) |, £ & L%
LSD &A1 25 5 8 25 o0 M, 90 FH A 3004 58 mlikz il
FE bk [a] 18 AH SC MR BT AN 356 T A PR I 5 A 18 ZR 245
Wro 2ZRBEPEKFRRITE: B3F (P <0.05) 1k
WP (P <0.01),

2 ZBRE5HW

21 AREERZHEVRSESH

211 ANFEIZELZW YRS ERH RS mEE2
A, AN FZEEZ GG & AR R 2E R, B
AR B BEIR LS G W 28 o & i 25 S B0OK, U 5 T
WS AT N e e SHARE 2 455 T & 5
787 10.08 mg/100 g, A5 1ig Ky 1.32~33.44 mg/100 g, A%
SHRBGK 62.49% ,50% L I B IRBE A 45 A TR &
BT YE, B33 sy-13 [ sy—-28 [LM1 -
118 W 45 & ¥ MW & = 43 B ik 33.44, 27.37,
24.67 mg/100 g 45 & Wy & B AR 5 RECHN 52.12% ,
SEHA Ry 255.52 mg/100 g,53.78% [ 2238 22 4%
A e EAL T ME, Hoh sy—13 [ sy—-22 sy—-28 Fl
sy=34 19 45 & W & = ik 634.33 . 607.98 , 646.58 .
64742 mg/100 g, ¥ 2w i & s P {E R 69.96 mg/100 g,
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WE A & 5P 22 442.19 mg/100 g, 748 5 2 5057 )
S 23.40% , 14.05% , /s [6] 22 22 9% U5 0] 22 5 5 /0,
50% LA _I 142128 42 0% PR B T S i o v T
PIE , Hodp LM1-56 F1 sy—24 [/ 25 3 R 2 43 1) ik
106.1 .111.54 mg/100 g; LM2—10 .LM1-76 Fll sy—24 [
Wi B Iy S BH 4 ilik 557.03 593.20 .601.22 mg/100 g,
Ty 2 o Al 4 b A B R 2 R AR R
H A7 E AN C 243 E IR SEAE Y P 25 R AP35
B N PR A2 B R B (e N 3 PR R ) R ), B 2R
JETEAE A N R AR S A & SO R I &
HAHEAR A L AwFseh 2R B i 2 W Fh 2
wLNFEIR A S 2ZE RO, R EANFZEE TR
(Al S R AU 22 53 B . HZEE T i 2 ot & &
Pyws T A A N BF ST AROE , X 5 B R0 i Ak
WEEA I, MR IE G , 9y 289 o & 1 B Rz Ak
B ER 25 Gs2 m, Horp 6 2 58 AR 2 T S e
AR R BAREE P T R, H 8
K, AR T2y RN &R BRL X eSS 83
Wy 2 o e LA
2.1.2 AEREFEZH ISP T E LRSS R
3 AT, AN R (A BE SR 2 (R Ui S B 2 4 i B S AR X —
BB MY R AR 22 RO, AR R R B
45% V) I, 216038 25 1V UF 25 1 A0 U 2 0 I S 2
1, LT 0 2 5 W R ) 19 A8 S B B, b i e
& EHTE 386.09~557.03 mg/100 g 22 [] , U5 B 5 i & f
TE 55.69~99.20 mg/100 g 2 [a], [ 3L 1iF e B
ey o Fr AR, Hogh G i Al G B S B s,
HEA A EZFEMEMNAS RSB 53.68% .
68.67% , 4% 45 1y & FeAF 109.37 ~646.58 mg/100 g =
i), 2% 4 #E PR & B AE 1.33~33.44 mg/100 g = [i], 4T
OFELZNEE SIS RS EN R, 7T 0L, A&
TRy RS B E PR X S R
AWFFEGs R—F
22 AREEZMHERYFMENLEFEST
22.1 AEZEZmZEYmEbiAEfetssr ANE 1 A
LI H,90 15y 21X B2 47 vh i I 2510 & 1 2 B AT i
PP AL TE M, B 45 G iy 25 T 775 Bk DPPH - |
ABTS" -} FRAP iR J5ifig 1 A HAATEH B 25 455
M2 BT 400 i3 B DPPH - (ABTS ™ - 58 7, 43 il ik
4732.56 .3371.97 pmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW ; Jif B liy 2
i) FRAP i J5HE JJ AH X 325 , 35 1408.64 pumol Trolox
Eq/100 g DW . Hirose 2 ${7 38 28 2 vh 114 5 25 4 [t
HAPAEADIEE, H A28 &8 5H DPPH [H 34
BrAE )2 B IEAH S X 5 AW e 45 R —2 .
222 AN A kL B 2E A2 Wy 2 ) BT b AR Ak P Ll B S
BT SRRk 232 2 (Y I 25 4 BT 37 B DPPH - i

R2 AFBEEZIRIN T

Table 2 Analysis of functional components content of different quinoas

MRy o % ik (me/100 g)

i
b ) 8 S SO LA B
IE 442.19 £62.10 69.96 +16.37 255.52 £133.18 10.08 £6.30
AR 266.87~601.00 19.41~111.54 37.26~647.4 1.32~33.44

AR ZH( %) 14.05 23.40 52.12 62.49
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Table 3 Analysis of functional components of different grain colors quinoa

HES 7 M@ 0 + brifE# (mg/100 g) A5 (mg/100 g) AR ZH(% )
EREN 416.66 +89.96° 266.87~593.2 21.59
UiFe 25 g i) 44092 £51.75" 291.56~601.22 11.74
N . a1 490.16 +43.29° 386.09~557.03 8.83
EREN 63.10 £25.33 19.41~106.1 40.14
e Hifo, 70.06 +12.9" 33.39~111.54 18.42
AR) 78.32 +13.16" 55.69~99.20 16.80
EREN 315.43 +169.34° 109.37~646.58 53.68
5 L 249.72 +124.18" 37.26~647.42 49.73
y -
e 21140, 205.28 +96.13 40.12~346.24 46.83
EREN 12.55 +8.62° 1.33~33.44 68.67
255 H g i) 9.81 +5.80" 1.32~24.67 59.13
ANG) 8.18 +4.08° 2.43~15.81 49.86
6000+ ™) _
® o g o0 A mEEE
g 5000 & LT ES S 5000, A e
= o G5 A =
E 4000+ B S 4000
° g B
2 30004 = 30001
= ~
frsal a = d
W 2000 . & 2000 a a
= 1000 C S 1000
ir’ 0y 4
A 0- . .
DPPH: ABTS" FRAP a SN Pyl af
Ei=2n KPR g,
B 1 R[EZEE B R AL s P2 R[Rh: (o3 22 B2y DPPH - 5 4:AE
Fig.1  Antioxidant activity of phenols in different quinoas Fig.2 The DPPH- scavenging ability of
W ARNG KGR I FR SR B M B 2 phenols in different colors of quinoas
ZamEiea itz s BE (P <0.05). R NCUNERNEERE Y8 B NEib Atk F A b= e
Benm (WK 2) , H45 615259 i DPPH - 5 BRBE J1 1 EEMPB YR EFEE (P <0.05) ;& 3 E 4 [,
T S W B o £ | B (B 32 I A A T S W) R T R & 4000- A
DPPH - fiE 77 [ 3 5 T 2L (4 32 52, 4% ] ik 4657.41 | S3s00] I
5065.66 wmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW ; A~ [ B {5, 2 i 32 = 30001 "f‘ffg;
. N S N e g ) OZe <
U Y T b DPPH-BE 22 5 N3, 6 g 25001
=
a2 XI55 (2089.23 umol Trolox Eq/100 g DW) , = 2000+
LT R AR . o I 5 i 4 i e & 15007
TR 25 £ 25 WS SR I 9 DPPH - 3 55 Bl 77 1 35 % 20, . 2 B
TR AR  E P52 XA 7 oK €5/ oK 22 1 42 2" m |
B i M AR bt B AR IR R BH , KA 5 /K 2 =REN i ARG
L A B PR TR M SE BRI, ASBIF ST 25 51 PR
PaSy . > s 3 . v = N N N
%?éﬁizﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂg DPPHQ(I% BrBE T, K3 AR WY R ABTS -5k /)
HLLL@E2Z2 9 DPPH - 35 BR BB ) fic 59 5 T £1 (0 H2 22 1Y Fig.3 The ABTS" - scavenging ability of

TFE S T RN S W S B R, I B OB S A
Wy gl G i & e, IS S Sy RS
. DPPH - J5 58 J) %5 VI AH ¢, 2122 22 19 DPPH - 1§
BREE N FZE 545G B WY & 80 ¢, SRS
R ERANK, X 5T ARG R —3
LU fa HEBEEE G ZEY) TIER ABTS ™ - 6

R, 2R B (P <0.05) , B I 2EiE 4 ABTS - fig
TR, 2R A BE (LK 3), HpEa wmaiess
FI45 G By 25 ) A B ABTS' - §8 J7 43 5l 2353237,
3350.72 pmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW ; LT A28 32 45555 , Ry
487.49 pmol Trolox Eq/100 g DW, iX 1] GE- S5 AN [E)k {4,
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phenols in different colors of quinoas

A A RPIE S B G W vh SR 22 W S R
AR, A [A] HAR 1 6 AN TR B 2 A 3 BR R A T
PEPED

MNIEL 4 RN, AN TRk (0 20008 2 i 45 5 I 25 )
JiT FRAP & JF RE 77 22 5 W35 (P < 0.05) , F 25 iy 2k
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Table 4  Correlation analysis between phenols content and antioxidant activity

+ 4 -+ BT BT Vi B

bE wam wmamm o WEC B e e U6 WRC R
&5 - 0.664*  0455°" -0314*"  0.173
ZEATEE 0.664 7 - 0366** —0.442°*  0.155

Ui B - 0.752**  -0.163 0324  0.626""

T 24 0.752*" - 0.044 0201"  0.490*"

TE o FORMIME R E (P <0.05) 5 = FORAHMER .35 (P <0.01)
RS OFIEARER A GRS B S B AT A AL R A SRS R

Table 5  Clustering results of functional components content and antioxidant activities of different quinoas
M) i 5 e (mg-100 g 1) PG
PR DPPH- ABTS * - FRAP
(M) WrEsmy WeBHEE 455 455 9E (pmol TE-  (umol TE-  (wmol TE-
100 ¢71) 100 g71) 100 ¢7)

Bl LR

sy—1,sy-2,sy-5,sy—6,sy-7,sy-8,sy-9,sy—
10,sy-13,sy-14,sy-16,sy-17 ,sy-20,sy-21,
sy—-23,sy—24 ,sy-27,sy-28 ,sy-29 ,sy-30,sy—
32,sy-40,sy-41,sy-42 ,sy-43  sy—44 ,sy-46,
sy—47 ,sy-49,sy-50,sy-52 ,sy-53 ,sy-54 , sy—
57 ,sy-58,sy-59,sy-60,sy-61,sy-62 ,sy-63,
sy—66,sy—67 ,sy-68 ,sy-71,sy-73 ,sy-77 ,sy—

12 78 .5y=79 ,5y-80 ,sy—81 , 5y-82 ,sy—83 ,sy—84, 79 441.34*  69.61* 238.83° 947°¢ 4851.49¢ 2053.89¢ 4355.02*
sy—87,sy—-89,sy-91,sy-93,sy-95, sy-96,
LM1-2, LMI-3,LMI -9, LM1-10, LM1 18,
LM1-25, LM1-51, LMl -56, LM1 58 , LM1 —
63,LMI1-69, LM1-76, LMI - 118, LM1 - 178,
LMI1-201,LM1-204, LM2—4 , LM2—-10, QLM—
01,2014-1
M2 sy-3,sy-22,sy-69 ,LM1-11,LM1-13,LM2-7 6 439.64"  66.86" 392.54* 15.85*  14873.77" 2166.24" 2530.50¢
M2 sy-34,sy-38,sy-90,sy-92,LM2-11 5 439.15° 66.01" 388.87" 1323  31840.17° 2790.13* 2921.53"

LE - RISV 5 A R iR 25 5 3% (P < 0.05) .
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Fig.5 Tree plot of clustering analysis of 90 quinoas
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