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Abstract

Surface deacetylated konjac glucomannan and chitosan coated konjac glucomannan solve the
problem of human body ingesting konjac and retain the excellent properties of konjac glucoman-
nan. Two Kinds of konjac products were prepared and characterized by infrared spectroscopy. In
order to compare the adsorption properties of surface deacetylated konjac glucomannan and chi-
tosan coated konjac glucomannan, simulated adsorption experiments were conducted to explore
the adsorption capacity of the two products on lipids, cholesterol and heavy metal ions Pb%* and
Caz*, The results showed that the surface deacetylated konjac glucomannan and chitosan coated
konjac glucomannan have good adsorption capacity on lipids, cholesterol and heavy metal ions,
and the adsorption advantages of the two products were different at different adsorbent concen-
trations. Among them, the adsorption capacity of hitosan coated konjac glucomannan for satu-
rated fat reached 0.700 g/g, and the maximum adsorption capacity for cholesterol and Pbz+ was
134.69 mg/g and 133.84 mg/g, respectively.

Keywords

Surface Deacetylation, Chitosan, Konjac Glucomannan, Cholesterol, Lead Ion

Copyright © 2021 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 3]

B R B T ERE R E R ZEE R AMY), BRGNS, P Ea 5. HE#E
843 N BE 78 S b (konjac glucomannan polysaccharide, KGM), B FEEH#EZ DI T4E2, BB
A LSRN RYE2], BN — FRIOKEVERE 2P 4E . AR KGM J&, HT KGM A%
WA, SORT DALE g 3 1 RSt/ it g LA R B Rl B mT e it i 18 i 3h 5%, T KGML B
AIEEE3] FARMLBE[4]. WERENRS 1R, e, HEAEYEME. ARSI Z 2 THR
OF AR A, RSB R BRZG UL DMV i #R A ) 2 N . (HEAE K h S REE KRS A & R
(1) 80~120 [611E LRI L, 3 BN A HE LASR N [ 7]

A LT 8 B KGM RIURLAE £ 5 3 WA 1) VA K 5 et ok i e J0RE 22 T KGME 14 T35 17 T B
SR THI P AR S B AT 1) 26 AN 5 BRI T /K I KGM AR, FLil] 2% T2 S JEURM T B %7 R B[ 7] (815 N sEit
TAST RO R AHAY), WAHEREAE KGM b 2A K PGS B E 1, Haiin
F1 PR IRV B IR B KGM A0 RARFPE RO RIS A ok 7 NARSEN R, FEAR 0] =
AR gl LA A E R A 22 U5 TR B A 2 KR 3 . A SOy 1 A 9 A 2 9 B 5 B 3 T St 2 T B
“(surface deacetylated Konjac glucomannan, SDa-KGM)- 7¢ Z 4 £ 3 B “F (chitosan coated konjac gluco-
mannan, KGM@CTS) W FEPERE, BEAT A AMSIEL S0 48 78 A= o0 - g IR AR WG Bt I ] 8% LA
KEEBET Po* . NMELTEET Ca’ IR 25, NS SHESE R 507 dh I R B R AR — e # it
WA o

][l
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Figure 1. SDa-KGM (a) and KGM@CTS (b)
[# 1. SDa-KGM R E[E(a)K KGM@CTS ~= [ (b)

2. SR
2.1. S8
JEE A H (T H SRS & 82.29%, sQATIRAEIRHA R A 7], FERBE(I LWEACSE 90%HE it 2 U5 A=
Vil A IR AR, HAth a2y = 2 pr 4t
2.2, {55
SHA-c # i /K IR IR 3R 7 # (F ML SEEG 0 AT AR ) ), UVT752 BAMA] WA oG vH( Rl RHX S
CRABR AT, JZ-2 BUR BN IZ T RS ), AR 205861 iS10 S2[H Thermo A 7] .
3. SKWHE
3.1. WA R

o R B H S M(KGM@CTS): AR TR 718 #1154 2.25 mL JKEEERIY 150 mL 435 %0
30%LBEEHL NN 1.5 g FeRMEGI R IE . £ =R N — AP e — g mA 20 g BEEFr, ik
30 min BN 4.5 g BREREN, T 60°CREAL 2 ho 4B 0 BARIE Y, HOEET Y, THRAREE
JEEHEYI(KGM@CTS).

F B 2 TEAL B 53 H BB (SDa-KGM): 44 10.0 g BERE T 100 mL 7KF 22BN 40% (1) 2 BEVE R
FAK 30 min, SEBRI TR/ R 2.4% 00 B L IR AE, TRE TR L h fEitiE, H Ok
ZptE, B A E AR R 2 B H TR BE(SDa-KGM) .

3.2. LI5MNIR
FERR A KBr JE 9%, 1E 400~4000 cm ™' 315 Fi Y #EAT 20 MBS 46
3.2. fRERRMIBEFIME
ZWESCHR[9] [10]5256 71, FREL— & B KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM, T 5.00 g 1e/E /4%, 1RE&1H5]
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Jei, IMNERRREST pH A 2.0 B E MR, JEAE 37°C MEIEIRY 2 ho FHESEALAN AT A T pH
N 6.4 B+ IRMIRE, HEHEEIRY 0.5 he RGN pH N 7 B EERIREE, k% 2.5 h 5, R
AEEEL, BCEEMZE NI, FRIBOLRT R, W& 3 RIBCEEME, 1H R KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM W ff
JUEE 7 P R B 25

3.3. XAB[E RN M 6E I E

3.3.1. AR BE wt B [ B R B 5 M

FREL— 52 2 ) KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM A% 0.05 g/L. 0.10 g/L+ 0.25 g/L. 0.50 g/L. 1.00 g/L. 3.00
g/L. 5.00 g/L FIJHE R AR, 5 37°CKIBHFIRY 2 ha, &0, W EEER, KA GB/T5009.128-2003
A it H T 000 [ 11 )R I A Bk B2, TH . KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM )W i 75 &=

3.3.2. W BfteeE) 3o} AE 218 AR Bf 4 Ml
FREC—5E B ) KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM A F] 3.0 o/L JBFEEE AR+, 78 37°CKIBH IR —Erta )G,
[0 U o == 7S P 07
3.4. % P IRBHEEMIE
3.4.1. FHEREST Po> IR PHEL T
PRI — 2 & 1) KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM JIA £ pHS.5 1] 30 pg/mL+ 60 pg/mL. 100 pg/mL+ 140 pg/mL.

180 pg/mL. 210 ug/mL. 240 pg/mL. 270 pg/mL P> i, 76 37°C/KIBHIRYG — e E)E, 2o, B
EREW, 5B GB7470-87 AKUEIOINAE : XU AF /3 66 BE 121K 52 PO IR

3.4.2. IRHIETEIRS Pb* IR B S
FREL— & &) KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM A E] pH 4y 5.5 [¥] 180 mg/L Pb> V&, 1€ 37°C/KIBFiR%
— eI G, B0, B EIERCA IR .

3.5. 3F Ca™ RBHEE S E

3.5.1. ¥MMARERT Ca™ IS

FREL— 52 ® ) KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM A F|— &% 0.5 g/L. 1.0 g/L. 3.0 g/L. 5.0g/L. 7.0 g/L. 9.0
g/L. 11.0 g/L CaCL &+, 7 37C/KBFIRY 2 h)a, B, WEEER, HE e ca™, it
KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM W i %5 & .

3.5.2. WRPHASEIT Ca™ WP SN
FREL—5E B ) KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM AR 7 g/L Ca> it 78 37°C/KH iR —Ental)E, &
O, BEEER, S THIE cat.
4. GERITR
4.1. SDa-KGM/KGM@CTS ZI5MRAE

KGM. SDa-KGM ZLAMEE U 2 fis. £ KGM ZL4MNEREH, 3416.03 cm 'y 870.49 cm ™' Ab%y 51N
KGM (145 & BRI ER SIS IE . B-D B EFBEEFIE iU . 1634.95 em™'. 1727.54 em ' 4b4) 518 KGM
I CH, B TEARSR IS . 2 SEH—C =0 M 4adR sl .

7E SDa-KGM £ 4k B3 v B 547 F 32 S 4 4R 3 R i« B-D B HF S A MR S0 L B2 KGM 3R CH?
ARSI, LR SDa-KGM HARI-FF T KGM (— R E8ES5H, HF3IRA CH, 28R Sh i ig i)
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Figure 2. FT-IR spectra of SDa-KGM
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Figure 3. FT-IR spectra of KGM@CTS
3. KGM@CTS HYLIIMEE

KGM@CTS ZLAMNE I 3 fizs, 1600 e ' 4b J9-NH, F925 ARSI, A5 S0 BTG i W i e
KGM@CTS ZL4ME g, KGM i 4R s S . B-D Kl H BEARFIE RS g A7 7E, JF H Ol R —C
=0 WHFRIRBIRUSCIE 2%, -NH, IR 3, 3569 KGM@CTS FEFEOREE T KGM 1) — % 8454, Jf
HAFERBERREE, SEIL T 5E BB KGM. 3 H KGM@CTS 7= i & F IR 7 R U UHE 5 =408 KGM,
70 SRME B RFAE I i itk — B UEAiE 7 AL R A ST

4.2. %8RB MY RE J1E
HNERFE KGM@CTS Fil SDa-KGM ki xt Jg 7 fOW B g 71, 8 7 AT H & 8 2 & FH AR g 1
A6 5T DL R P A g 7 o e A SIZ 06 3 G R AT AR A AR AEL S 86, i TS B anEE 1 R B KGM@CTS X AN

NI 5 A6 A= T (R IR B 25 8 0.560 g/, X T 1A IR e vt (1) I B 45 B8 21 0.700 g/g» SDa-KGM W AL A iR
Jo A6 A I TR B 25 B 0.460 g/g, X T 1EURT i o 0 el (P W B 8 5 0.531 /g
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Table 1. KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM fat absorption capacity
%2 1. KGM@CTS/SDa-KGM IR FtBE R AE

e Tﬁiiﬂﬂu@ﬁﬁi JFi’/ﬂlE %%H”&Bﬁﬁi T—i’a{la
(gg?) (gg) (gg) (gg))
0.546 0.702
KGM@CTS 0.556 0.560 0.685 0.700
0.588 0.713
0.470 0.513
SDa-KGM 0.455 0.460 0.541 0.531
0.455 0.540

KGM@CTS #1 SDa-KGM X Jfig [ BB A — & WL B RE 77, wT DB e I B — e = R A AR 1 i 077 A
T g NARTEN SR IE B BEAR MG 16 B . SR8 45 R KGM@CTS B0k % i 17 1 W Bt /8 ) 2 v 1
SDa-KGM ik, #2& /T 7cHbE o -NH, 5 g BiBR (1-COOH A B FEARBENE FH[13], {3 FL %5 i iy Fr Wik B it
B8 T SDa-KGM FURL, - H = it 0 TR I 7 e B 25 2 S s v T AN R D77

4.3. XfRBE IR B #E A E
4.3.1. #V4a R B 3oF HB [E] B AR B 2 0

—s—KGM@CTS
—e—SDa-KGM

R AE / mgg’

-+
3 4 5

0 1 2
JIH [ VR / gL
Figure 4. Effect of initial concentration on cholesterol ad-

sorption

B 4. 967K Xt BB ] B I B 220

MR Z RN, R a2 B SRV [ Bk A, Kb DAt S8R iE. &
MRE RERESEBR I . NER TP PP 2 E = (I LR R 77, JEAT AR AMESCAULIRE B AR B B s 56 . G 4,
KGM@CTS 1 SDa-KGM FIUHEXof JIF [F] Pt 1 W B 25 2 52 HA AR TR BE S e K, M IR [ BE T 467 24 0.05~1
/L B, PR it o LTI o 7% il R P B4 R AR K . A EE BT AR IR IR B 3 /L B, PR Xt
JOE [T T o 25 e B AR Bl de K, KGM@CTS HIM Bt 25 25 134.69 mg/g, SDa-KGM [ i 25 504 120.34
mg/go

KGM@CTS 5+ JIH & B W [ 28 B K F SDa-KGM ik . KGM@CTS BEA KGM [ 3= 5 45 k) SUAR 85
FERBEIIIE T, b 58 SN I B0 A [ A — e B R 77, HLFe SRR RORLARER) Rk AR EOK,
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LR B RE [ B2 RE 71410 0 SDa-KGM UKL B FIEL [ 9 5 70 5 i AL RE FE A — e s, R
KGM 1) LR i bR e O e, etk — Rk R, b SIHE R 255

4.3.2. W BBt E) 3o} AE [ IR Bf 4 Ml

200+ ——KGM@CTS
1804 —e—SDa-KGM

1604
- 1401
1204
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w80
601
404
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B /mgg

R B

0 L) v L
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 16
JIE [ R BE / gL

Figure 5. The effect of adsorption time on cholesterol ad-
sorption

5. WRBSEcHB) 5t BE 2] e IR Y 52 )

nE 5 s, EREAIIER B, KGM@CTS Al SDa-KGM kL [ [ % fit W5 b 25 B2 6 W B Ik 7] 28 £k
Bk, SDa-KGM B i B fH ({6 B33 5208 = T KGM@CTS Bki. 4534 W B E [ B 2 48 100 min 2 51 Ff}
FAhi, BER KGM@CTS W28 58 129.76 mg/g 8T SDa-KGM R IR B 25 & 124.70 mg/g. 1H
FEBIIR Y BT 2 1T, SDa-KGM X JIH [ Bzl b 75 245 5 T- KGM@CTS ki o

4.4. % Po> IR MRE HMIE
4.4.1. ¥EFREXT Pb* IR BHE T

——KGM@CTS
1604 —e—SDa-KGM

140-
oo 120
=T

£ 1001
80-
60-
40-
20

R AR

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
e TIRE ug-mL’1

Figure 6. Effect of initial concentration on Pb>* adsorption

B 6. #iaREXT Pb> IR S

BETERN—FELSEE T, BAERENEYTME. HEKPASY B RS ™ R K5 G
Sof NATTH i B O™ EE 52 . 18] 6, KGM@CTS 1 SDa-KGM *f # 43 J& B 1 Pb* B — & MWL RE 7
BE% P HIMIARIR 1 K, KGM@CTS Al SDa-KGM kit Po> i it 28 B2 ik, SB[ R AL
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H, 2 PoT WA AL, KGM@CTS W 75 & 56.32 mg/g T SDa-KGM {1} %5 & 38.65 mg/g. 24
PO WIRHIR E AT BERT, SDa-KGM Xt Pb> W ff BRI A %4, SDa-KGM X} Pb> W it 75 ik F ek
N 155.90 mg/g, XK KGM@CTS W I 258N 89.62 mg/g. Pb> WIHAIK A =i, SDa-KGM H Mt

HEIHEI NEES, 1 KGM@CTS W75 & B A BRI -1, WA &R 133.84 mg/g.

KGM@CTS $0ki 2 1f HL A Fe Ik 7 R [, S0 SR I A 5 7T DA 8 4 i B 7 Po™ R AR B & 1R AT
I FB B, AR . 1 SDa-KGM BRI WA KRR, nlRE& t1 T /B 5 IE H g 25 7
PO HEAT R, 24 POZ Wk s, HUIU IR S . KGM@CTS 1 SDa-KGM Fi 7 %) Pb> A — &
WLHERE ST, FEARFR PO IRE R, WA B A2, W LUEIE Po™ IR B R B 2 38 W B A1

4.4.2. FIIEREXT Po> IR BRI

——KGM@CTS

1804 —e—SDa-KGM

1504

B AE / mg g’
o v D
. 2.2

w
<

0 L) L) L] L] L L) L} L}
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160
1 4] / min
Figure 7. The effect of adsorption time on Pb** adsorption
B 7. URFIRTIE)XT Pb> IR B 520

W 7 s, EWREI A Y 20~80 min i, KGM@CTS A1 SDa-KGM K Pb>" W i 725 & 28 11 33 18
A s BESE N T PO R PR ER, 7E 80 min B FEAHE BIA T BT #1R 45, SDa-KGM W i 75 5 145.68
mg/g, KGM@CTS W P 75 54 130.98 mg/g.
4.5. 3F Ca™ IRMIRE FNE

4.5.1. FIEREXT Ca> M T

105- ——KGM@CTS
—e—SDa-KGM

90
754
604
454
304

HRAR / mg g’

15

0 L} L] L] L] v L]
0 2 4 6 8 10 12

PEETIREE /gL

Figure 8. Effect of initial concentration on Ca*" adsorption

B 8. #¥NiaREXT Ca” TRHMIFIT
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BB F o NSRS AT AR 7. Wl 8, BE Ca® IREIN, KGM@CTS Ml SDa-KGM M [iff
REG LTHE A RS FREEE . M CWIH IR NBAKE, KGM@CTS %t Ca™ [k ff 75 & K T
SDa-KGM ik . KGM@CTS ik £l 50k Ca> W 728 54 77.98 mg/g, LT SDa-KGM WY B 75 5 4 53.45 mg/g.
Ca” B TR RSN, KGM@CTS HIUARRINE, HILPHZRAT T N4, SDa-KGM ik i KW &
82.76 mg/g, M KGM@CTS W & 63.45 mg/g.

B R P 25 AR Ko R A ) P R 25 e AR ORI B i), 7E 7.0 /L Ca® A i, SDa-KGM . KGM@CTS
TRL B Ca® B K M 25 B 20 N 82.73 mg/g. 77.98 mg/g. XFH T SDa-KGM 1 KGM@CTS ki 7E
180 mg/L Pb> ¥, Pb” W Bt 25 &4 %N 155.90 mg/g. 133.84 mg/g. PIFIEORINT Po> IR B fE /158 T Ca®,
(S B TR IR BE A 25 Hoe, FrLAIAA SDa-KGM & KGM@CTS Xf Ca* W B B8 F i AH AT 5518 2, A
LA NS 2 BT, IFE AT DA — 8 185 B 3 N MR 31— MM 1 H 1

4.5.2. WRMIEFEIXF Ca® MR B 50

——KGM@CTS

120+ —e—SDa-KGM

1004
804
601

40

RHEE / mgg’

20-

0 v L) v L] v L) v L) v L) v L) v L) v L]
20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
i 18] / min

Figure 9. The effect of adsorption time on Ca”" adsorption

& 9. MRHMIETE)RT Ca IR M40

W 9 fizR, SDa-KGM JIRiWE ff Ca® i FELLEL R, 7F 80 min B, JEATASINL B HOR A, W2
A E] 78.42 mg/g. fE 100 min B}, W% P2 fEik B & KN 82.76 mg/g. KGM@CTS BURLIIZ7E 120 min i}
BRI P17, IR P2 N 63.45 mg/g.

5. &t

FEIHI It M9 P % 5 SR W A0 B = R0RE R T 3 1T e £ A DA A B 38 F TR RSCEE ARV R AN T B G2
IR, fifR T NARER N IMERT . INZLAMHT T %0 SDa-KGM. KGM@CTS kiR ¥ 7 KGM (1)
—R TS, H KGM@CTS [FI 8 76 R RERE A, 0 IR P R — € (520

I KGM@CTS Al SDa-KGM HJFEMRRCR, HEAT AR SMEAL S0 W it = e AR e Joa « R [T e, g
22 5 B 4 Yol L I A0 i SR 50 B R AT B BE 7, KGM@CTS ST 70 i 7 Wi Bt 25 E55 31 0.700 g/g,
W, B Fig 5 R BE [ B 6 /755 T SDa-KGM, {H SDa-KGM il 4% 1.2 4 11 DL e JEUR a1 88 6 T B 48 B 1 P,
RNEYIGAR S, WM ARG AR X A0 75 1 Ca> TR B BE JIHIXT s 55 IR £ .

KGM@CTS Fl SDa-KGM 7ERL SIS, ok T KGM [WIRRFH RIAE, RIUH Fdl iR, WINE 4
JEE TR, EAREES S mEhl. 2L RS 2 07 A A SR

DOI: 10.12677/hjmce.2021.92006 52 i


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjmce.2021.92006

E&WE

2013 LA /L AHT T RIITH

SE

(1]
(2]

(3]
(4]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

BOTH), TRk BRI, S 11 AR R ARE DO X RORE FUEER ()], KITERSE, 2020(16): 59-62.

Maekaji, K. (1974) The Mechanism of Gelation of Konjac Mannan. Journal of the Agricultural Chemical Society of
Japan, 38, 315-321. https://doi.org/10.1080/00021369.1974.10861161

AREYE, B B /N R E RS T RE AR E L S ALRIT]. B FRER, 2009, 31(2): 164-166.

Judelson, D.A., Gomez, A.L. and Kraemer, W.J. (2007) Effects of Acarbohydrate—Restricted Diet with and without
Supplemental Soluble Fiber on Plasma Low—Density Lipoprotein Cholesterol and Other Clinical Markers of Cardi-
ovascular Risk. Metabolism, 56, 58-67. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2006.08.021

Cairella, M. and Marchini, G. (1995) Evaluation of the Action of Glucomannan on Metabolic Parameters and on the
Sensation of Satiation in Overweight and Obese Patients. Clinica Terapeutica, 146, 269-274.

PRNEE, B, A, & BEEMNIFRFAESHALRED]. g RETFR, 2005, 26(1): 106-108.

PR, BALE, Hil, 5. *%*ﬁ%%ﬁ@%%%ﬂ@iﬂ%%& Lifl| & LA M [P]. HE, Z1L200910272658.7,
2009-11-04.

SRMEME, AL, EER. SoRMEOMBE A SN Po(ID)AIIEE EE AR AT T[], R TR, 2015, 36(23):
125-129.

Rokita, B., Ulanski, P., Rosiak, J.M., et al. (2005) Radiation-Induced and Sonochemical Degradation of Chitosan as a
Way to Increase Its Fat-Binding Capacity. Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research B, 236, 383-390.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2005.04.002

Knorr. (1982) Functional Properties of Chitin and Chitosan. Journal of Food Science, 47, 593-595.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1982.tb10131.x

FF [ TS 2 2 R B B IR S A W PAER AT, GB/T5009.128-2003. £ i i IH B B2 A9 2 [S]. Abat: o EdwvE b
JiA:, 2003.

HhE AR B E BT LT, GB/T7470-1987. /K BRI SE : XUBLER 2 Y BEVA(S). dbat: b EIFRAE HARAE,
1987.

TRAE, A-Mg2d, a¥ 9. STEOMXT T AR b 2 RE IR (VR BT (D). A M RHRE, 2002(10): 13-15.

XUFEHR, BOK, SR, FERBEVANE U SR A1 45 & IR R IH B BL AE ) EZ )], e mi BHE, 2008, 29(1):
45-49.

DOI: 10.12677/hjmce.2021.92006 53 i


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjmce.2021.92006
https://doi.org/10.1080/00021369.1974.10861161
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.metabol.2006.08.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2005.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1982.tb10131.x

	表面脱乙酰魔芋及壳聚糖包埋魔芋吸附性能比较
	摘  要
	关键词
	Comparison of Adsorption Properties of Surface Deacetylated Konjac Glucomannan and Chitosan Coated Konjac Glucomannan
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 材料与仪器
	2.1. 材料
	2.2. 仪器

	3. 实验方法
	3.1. 吸附材料制备
	3.2. 红外测试
	3.2. 对脂肪吸附能力测定
	3.3. 对胆固醇吸附能力测定
	3.3.1. 初始浓度对胆固醇吸附影响
	3.3.2. 吸附时间对胆固醇吸附影响

	3.4. 对Pb2+吸附能力测定
	3.4.1. 初始浓度对Pb2+吸附影响
	3.4.2. 吸附时间对Pb2+吸附影响

	3.5. 对Ca2+吸附能力测定
	3.5.1. 初始浓度对Ca2+吸附影响
	3.5.2. 吸附时间对Ca2+吸附影响


	4. 结果讨论
	4.1. SDa-KGM/KGM@CTS红外表征
	4.2. 对脂肪吸附能力测定
	4.3. 对胆固醇吸附能力测定
	4.3.1. 初始浓度对胆固醇吸附影响
	4.3.2. 吸附时间对胆固醇吸附影响

	4.4. 对Pb2+吸附能力测定
	4.4.1. 初始浓度对Pb2+吸附影响
	4.4.2. 初始浓度对Pb2+吸附影响

	4.5. 对Ca2+吸附能力测定
	4.5.1. 初始浓度对Ca2+吸附影响
	4.5.2. 吸附时间对Ca2+吸附影响


	5. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献

