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Abstract: This study investigated the effects of surfactant ( sodium dodecyl sulfate, SDS) in the lignocellulose pretreatment process with ultrasound-ionic
liquid (US-IL) on the enzymatic hydrolysis efficiency, and the composition, morphology, crystalline and chemical structure of water hyacinth. The results
show that the crystalline of cellulose and the lignin in biomass were cracked and removed effectively. Meanwhile, the production of reducing sugars,
cellulose conversion and delignification increased by 72.23%, 58.74% and 21.01%, respectively. Moreover, SEM, XRD and FTIR analysis also
demonstrate that the structure of the water hyacinth was destroyed by the ultrasound-ionic liquid- sodium dodecyl sulfate ( US-IL-SDS) pretreatment.
Overall, the novel pretreatment process with ultrasound-ionic liquid and surfactant had a great potential in lignocellulose disposal and reutilization.

Keywords: surfactant; ultrasound; ionic liquid; water hyacinth; enzymatic hydrolysis; lignocellulose
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L3 W™ A /KAR TS Y ( Rezania et al., 2015) . 7K #i
PR R — TR AR, A DR S a) A P 9 AR B 21
e AR KT ALy A YRR A
WO AE it XA Ry A 2800 DR e A i) R A
K BTG R AS | o BB A8 22 i A2 A8 s 0, W /b %t
EE KK B % IR ( Cheng et al., 2013; Singh et al.,
2013)  RARMIARBTET 4 2R h T H B0 0 F € 450 B
15 1 S0 Y | A A, DR 1S I 1 R
J T ATHOR BT 4 22 19 R IR BRBE,  ZE R B —E 1Y)
ok B - B VR A AL R B A S A
AEZR Z (RIS - BT 1 0 3o 2 BB AR A80R IR 55 %8 ) 41
RPEA R R R 1 ORGS0, R AIRET 4 3R 0 45
mnBEFIER G BE, R BR R BT & 1AL BHL, 3 R Uk 2
FLAE 5 2 T AR, 48 R R BT 25 4 2 0 T R FH P ((Sun
et al., 2009) 87 AL REAS L IE ) 54 4 i A4
il S AR A5 X 45 4T 4E B UK S Al 1Y a-0-4 |
B-0-4 8 B A — & W% 5 3 ( Bussemaker et al.,
2013) .V 5 & B HR 75 -3 1 YRR 791 Ak B A EL A%
B B IR AR T AL 3 A A 2D T Ak B ) B e
TRIVRCR, JIF HAEHS TR TR b REARLT 4 R 1) 45
i ( Ninomiya et al., 2015, Yang et al., 2015;
Montalbo Lomboy et al., 2015) BF5% K& PR, 2101 P
FIFIER I Re A8 02 3F 25 - A4 AR BT 3= 1Y 25 B O
— B FRIRET 4R R A2 (IRBKIR 25,2017 ) R TG
PEF, —Fh B A 5% 7K 5 AR B K 3 A& 9, B
LA AV L T (] 1) 4 T 5K g RN R T E el AR A 1R .
TS24 Jo 1) 2 T K g o i P 14 25 4 1 LA AR R
BRI 300 i DA A AR AR AR 2R 1) 6 T oK ) RE 8 L 7
7o A T AL FRACR (Luo et al., 2014 ; Karimi et al. ,
2014) it IASIR B K SDS iz Hl Tk US/IL Fikk 2
IKE P HRVT SDS BTN US/IL TiAL 35 1 7K
P TR P LA S HAOM 45 44 14 52 )

2 REEF 5 A% (Materials and methods)

2.1 M

AR i P RUHR 32 (K ) R 1 T 3 R
XK (2R 2 113°23746.87" , b4 23°371.18").
LB F oK oppsi e v 4 2 o, W AR 25 Jf B T 3%
SASRIET 2 d J5F 60 °C FHET 24 h XA Rl HEFT
Wt 40 BT 60 °C HET 24 h 5 B EHRLE.
22 EHWHEEHE

FAE-1-T 5E-3-H LR ([ BMIM ] Cl) (L7 Bk
AL TARAT) s+ e IR (SDS) ( FifEZ

B B A BRA ) 65%; 3, 5-fil§ 3 /K 4% IR
(Sigama-Aldrich) 98% ; i} ( £F- 4t & & A i NS22086,
250 FPU - g™ B-#i % Wi 1 B NS22118, 320
CBU-g™") (Novozymes /A #])

FW100 =538 7 BB RRAIL ( R HE 28 AR A 2 A FR
AT s MIX-25 SR AR TE A A (BT oK BRA S AR 2
A]) ;HC-3018 il B0 ML (L RUP R R 22 RS
A B F]) 3 DF-101S A& B HE I8 I Bomg g B FF 4%
(PLLTH T ARALA BRI A ) 5 JYS8-TIN 7+ 4
JHLAE B AIL (7 8 2 A R I 3 A BR A ] ) AR
;4 20~25 kHz;

2.3 TAFEAKHE

(1) BT Ay kb 2

H0.25 g AKEH AR IMAE A 5 ¢ [ BMIM]Cl
9 20 mL 7, F 110~ 140 °C 38 F i 3
15~120 min.

(2) P - 1 YA T3 Ak B/ 2 T % e ) - e -
BT T 2

B 0.25 g AKEH P M ARIMASTA 5 ¢ [BMIM] Cl
F10~2% SDS(W/W) 1) 20 mL 7 H , 4 A M %
Wk (@ 3) BIRAW 172 46, T 120 °C B F#aH
ALF 15 ~60 min, 2 45 S T 55 SN I B R
YIFRBE R 100 W ki B4 15 s /15 s.

(3) 7K Pk WA i

TRV IR VA H 5, X RE S R AT K k. 20 B S R
Ninomiya 55 (2015) % H B9 75 5 RS VEE 0, B8 m
10 mL £ & F/KIEAHEHE 15 min JFHZE 50 mL .0
BRI ZEE T/KZE 50 mL, T 8000 g F &L 10
min JE B LIS, EE LR ERE 5~ 6 IRE EKEE
WEIEO.SIEE W IEEE T 60 °C THET 24 h,
PRI BB A7 T A AL B R Y B E 3~6 1K,
DI S 78 2 BIRE S AT IS 2253 HT.

2.4 FEEAEREAN

B 1% (W/v) AL BE S B9 FE & A 245 0.01
mol-L™",pH °} 4.8 FFAEIRZE i M 0.02% & Ak
IRy 25 mL HER M h, AL 4 R E G 50
FPU-g™' (A9 J50) M1 B-H 4 W5 17§ 40 CBU - ¢ ' (A=
YI) BT 50 °C KIBFEIR LA 150 remin™' 5557, 5
BIFE O 48 h B LYWL K3 J5 7€ 10000 r+min™' T &
PS>, 2R I DNS 32 0 it i 90 v 1) 3 SRR 5
(Miller, 1959).MMi£F 4% Ak % R A (1) #4171
% ( Worasuwannarak et al., 2007).
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c XV x0.9

(Nayz + Nopggz) X m

Y b = x 100%

(1)

K, o TR 48 h 7 A B R B OB Mk BE
(mg-mL™") ,V Em R NBSAEF (mL) ,n FoREF4E
VLT GERMA &5 (%) ,m Fam K8 508N &
(mg) I & 3 K, 245 DLV 34 (8 £ 45 o i 22
(SD) K.
2.5 KFLF%HE KA

Gy B AR - £ Bk W SRR BN T AN 729% M i
PR T I A AL PR S5 R S I AT A R AR R AR
R S (122 ,2006) . FiUAL FE S AR R 282X
(2) A (Xu et al., 2016).

WA (%) = (1 - Y, xL£> < 100%  (2)

A Ly (L 43 5 2 AL BE S RE S AR R S i
(%) T Y, A2 FAk 35 A 5 TR (% ) . UG 53 A
R E R 3 I, S5 RSB bR ifE R 22 (SD ) R0,
2.6 KAAEFRNHWNEMNE TR

(1) G kG4 HT (FE-SEM)

A AR S H R [ 2 e 5 b mE g )R
X 1 2 T B0 E A TR

(2) X-HHZem R A5 (PXRD)

KA Cu ¥ 7= A4 X FER, 4 R 40 kV, I 40
mA, KN 0.02 57,20 1 5~50 °FE SIS
i (Crl%) 2k H Segal A3 (3) 115 (Segal et al,.
1959).

Production of reducing sugar/(mg-mL™")

A, 1y, F9(002) &M T AT S IR, 1, R (001) 5
(002) EhA% I 1] T T DX A AT S o 3

(3) £LAMOGIE 53 BT (FTIR)

K H KBr R 7 il 2 # dh, LL KBr 25 AR
RS AL A F S 4000 ~ 400 em™.
S AR TCT) AN AL 54 48 %k (LOT) 435I R H
N (4) (5) 4T3 (Ninoniya et al., 2012).

a

TCI = 1368 (4)
Q900
«

LOI = 1424 (5)
Qg6

itq:] ,agg(, \a1363 \a1424uﬁ azgooﬁ}%uj‘jﬁ&lﬁélyl\iﬂi
¥4 896 em™' 1368 em”' (1424 em™' DL A 2900 em™!
Ab P Y 5 R

3 Z£RE549#(Results and analysis)

3.1 FREFAEAH F B E

31,1 IL 43 K la BAEAFRE T #gh
[ BMIM ] C1 AL B 1 h J5 7K # 7 l fie Ak 1l &5
B E] DL &I 110 ~ 130 °C AR 48 h P4 &
Fasb LT, BROR R T i B 0% i IR 2T 4 2R [ 1) S Ak
FEREAR RS 1R A RS B2 | 338 58 %) 2 4 3 19 17 iff e
(Nasiropour et al., 2014 ) R EE4kZE [ F+ 2 140 °C
I 7= i TG KR R 4 T 9 HL L #E 140 °C T [k
FN 48.26% KT 130 °C HHAY 55.43% , ik & K Ayt
PR B4 A7 4 S IR AR BT Y,
¥z H EORE I (HMF) %5 | 38 A0 R 2R 0 R ik
KA ( Tadesse et al., 2012). ff LA 2% & [ i R 7=
Wi DL BEFESSE N 2 SR SR -2 IR (US-IL)
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The effect of temperature (a) and time (b) on enzymatic hydrolysis of water hyacinth in IL pretreatment
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T A B R 18T 3 4 R el B - YRR 9 US-IL-
SDS) ZbFERIE i BE 45 HITE 130 °Coh ik — B8R Ab
FHLRSF (1) X it A 7 W S PRS2 0], 7 130 ©C 43 1R 7K
P ALEE 0~ 120 min. BEARZE FUNE 1b R, KA HE
7K B AL BEES E] 4 0 min 72 BE &R 0. 104
mg-mL™" RIRIKE LB BN A 4 2R D
JA S5 2R X il ) BEL A A FH 08 2 5 850l i 280 R 25 1Y
JRH (Xu et al., 2016 ). 7K  Zead AL, B A
BRSNS TE  7E 15 ~45 min NP2 28T
B0, T A BB [E) 4K S A 60 min B, ;M R
0.982 mg-mL ™.}y T 5 US-ILs TiAb B (R0 R GE4 T4}
iR I A 4T T 120 min TRACIE , H =W E 4822 |
Fh 28 1.233 mg-mL™" . H R S S PR AT g 2 Ak
PRI AIE 15~60 min N H T2 i/ T IL IEF4ER
RS A, MR AR R [ () £F 2 R TR 2K i b
B[] A F 6% V5 A 2 1T B2 T A R

3.1.2 USIILFAEERmEkTEENAZE N
T A ek X T A B A s 0 R FH T 100 W
TR 120 °C USRI 15 s/15 s 550 Tk
FTR50. B 2a W] & 3R, AL 3T ] 15 ~60 min PN
FEREARYERAE 130~ 133 °C, W45 o5 5 0 i L
5 b PR [] 5 3 TCHA A A DG X T 48 h il I

140

14 T .
4 I 14138
E 12} T
';::L) I
T 1o0f q136 ©
gh 5}
@ T E
2 08 I -
3 5
T o6t /{\ s
= =
© & N 1132 g
g &)
& o0af N \{
Q
=
o 1130
g o2} \{/

0 B 30 3 60 128

Time/min

N, 7E 15~45 min PN 7= BH R0 8 0, B sk 1.358
mg-ml ™" Ab B B 2K SE 36 i A | 7 b AN 4
Fa. S 4L 55 50 TL PAEFE 120 min AHE , #7545 min
A L 3 I A A A OB L, B US-IL FilAk
P65 47 50 TRUAL B [A] 4 8 b BEALCR . XO= HOE
T I 8 23 A SN BE A8 2 14 ) O 1) 3 i, 4 T 15 I
I 3K ( Montalbo Lomboy et al., 2015) .40 Hu A& Gt #4
Ab FAF [ s ] 8 i B A B 7 bl 15 37.73%.

BT TG 79 B % 14 9 A J5 2T 448 2 1 i 1 L)
By v A it L 55 B8 - VR A Y s I, T A v Ak
PRRCR T LA AR 56 18 B+ B SR BR 4 ( SDS) A
RS, 7E US-IL S AR 55 4 N 0~ 2%
FIHE R SDS A B 5 XA S 2E 17 i A U 45 SR
l 2b i BB 45 min J5 SO R EE 4R FEAE 130 ~
133 °C N; If HEEE SDS Fl = A3 hn, r=fi it i3
W BT AE 0.5% G e B ik B 5 ey, BLET 48 h 77 h
HON 2.339 mg-mL™ A ECRE N SDS 255 72.24%.
SDS MK T 1% W}, 7= B 5 3 Ie 4k 2L 3 fin . ix
JER AR AR T, SDS AT RE 2SI 59 1Ls 1 Sk 52
RE ST, R 52 e H 5 £F 4 2% 149 [ ( Nasirpour et al.
2014).

3.0 1140
L o2s5)
z T 1138
T T T
) = L
£ - T
< 20t T 9]
5 g
@ H136 5
o s
£ 15 g
2 =S £
3 H134 2
5 ™ -1 =
E H 132
-§ 0.5
A~

0 130

0 0.1% 0.5% 1% 2%

SDS added proportion

2 AEIALIEATE (a) 70 SDS FRANE T (b) US-IL Ak Xtk 35 A B AR 2200
Fig.2 The effect of time (a) and SDS dosage (b)on enzymatic hydrolysis of water hyacinth in US-IL pretreatment

3.2 FETFAELNEHE RSN FhENE
5 R AE A

3.2.1 TUAE AT JE 5 R AT B4 4 H G R T

B YRR UK TR B R BR A A

Tl A A5 B 1 R K P e AN TR X T A 2

J& (Ab3 45 min) BG5BT A R AN 1 TR, GE

IR, R A 2 R & 2 HA 19.63% , A1 I

HAL AL B 4 IS, I HLH 5 B 1 2 27 4
FEMARTR. R RLF4E R & 2= AUH 79.39%, Ui &
B REY 20% HLER 1 K53 LA SR 5335 HAh 4 5 3
LR T AR AL B K 7 A R 22 I R (R 1)
Sk N [ AL B Rb B 45 min J5 , BES OR B2 4
R EIINZE 84% ~93% , X & R N ML 11 59 R
T 283 e IR AL BRI K Y6 J5 75 31 5 bR TLs \US-IL DA 2
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US-IL-SDS Ab3U5 £F 4 % L 64 5 K 2 7, 43 51
AN ZE 32.90% . 33.10% . 38.20% ; 1M A JF 2 23 5
R % 23.27% 20.53% . 16.20%. Bl A Ji & 19920,
LRI R, AR R 544 R R4 R
[E] i C—0—C LM C—C BaEH g, M Hilt TR
Jo 2R R AR K P fof G T R A 5 FE 43 Mk ( Kim
et al., 2003) .1 SDS EA 3K | i /K 5 A1 (1 18 98 ¢

PR A E 5 A 5 A e, REAB IE — 2 XK i
TR I L, SDS B34 fin B % K2 1% 14 28 19 2% 1f
1, R THE R 1 25 AN, 0 IR 2F 4 32 5 K i & 1]
a-0-4 B-0-4 5. P\ FR 1 7] UL A 2D 57.89% 3 K
£ 70.05% , £F 4 e AL A 15 2] 7 A R A9 4R,
19.22% 425 % 30.51%.

R1 MLEAMRKFENHED SRR FEFUE

Table 1 The composition and cellulose conversion of untreated and treated water hyacinth
Jrik: Ak YR JiA A fa] i
YR YR ENTES
Untreated 19.63%+1.80% 33.63%+0.81% 26.13%+0.19% 1.76% 0 100.00%
10 32.90%+1.52% 36.57%+1.48% 23.27%=+1.135 12.77% 49.11% 57.15%
US-IL* 33.10%+1.77% 30.50%+2.02% 20.53%+1.93% 19.22% 57.89% 53.60%
US-IL-SDS™ 38.20%+1.02% 30.80%+1.01% 16.20%+1.40% 30.51% 70.05% 48.31%

1 a AR FRASPRATE] Sy 45 min, b 183 SDS ¥+ M 0.5%.

322 RAEWEMHEHERMLESN  (1)FE-SEM 4
Br. B SEM EI] & B, A Ab R A K BT — 2
ARSI H W OG U 76 TL A3 | /K 5 2 26 1
AR B L DR AR S B AR SR A AE. T AE US Hfi By 1L
GEFRT  REESA SR Ar , SURFEAR T R,

10 pm

15.0kV 12.3 mm~=20000 SE 10 um

T2 MRS AR TR 0.5% SDS J& , 7K 2R 18 11
T T B G ST A, A AN U f THTAE R 2= 5] X 58
W SDS FREANAT B E — A AB W K 3 7 114 3 i 25
Hey TR A Ao o v 39 O 5 4 f o R SR v 6

.

e L

-
15.0 kV 12.3 mm=20000 SE

15.0kV 12.3 mmx=20000 SE 10 pm

3 FEAHMAEAFRBSIHKIEEY SEM B (a KA b.IL AL ¢, US-IL AL 3, d.US-IL-SDS 4bFH )
Fig.3 SEM of water hyacinth after different pretreatment methods( a.Untreated ,b.IL treated ,c.US-IL treated ,d.US-IL-SDS treated )
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(2)PXRD 43#r

MK 4 7] F 78 XRD 3% & b ok 4k 3 Ay
(001) . (002) ¢ 1 - TG BH i Ay e B 177 28 1ok Ak 2
J& , 45 A B S o A N A 2 R TSR A SR
%2 FiR. g R L 20 AR TR 5 AL B S RE S Y
455 B 19.50% 4 0l B & 32.44%  30. 74
28.73% .3 J2 R Ay 7E Ab 3 32 78 v JG s LA Jo i AH 2R
H AR EEF 48 R DA ROR R S5 1 s 9B R, 3
JT G5 G2 A3 B AR R B T B I 41 4k R N R AR
SRS 5 T JE B (Devi et al., 2015,
Xu et al., 2016) . 45 S5 SRR US B AR
T SDS ABFEAH N b 2 X 27 4k 2 A SRR, £ 4
RA5 R I SOR 1) E R R AR 25
FE REM Uk /> 5 T 22 1) A4 457 B, 42 25 s o7 1 . XRD
(A 235 SR A D &5 A B A R I S T A A SR AR v R

PR
10001) 1. 10002)
N " ’ :\ ‘”J ! oo A a

Intensity

510 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 30
26/degree
4 AEBAEFXGRHKEHER XRD EE (a R b.
IL 4b ¥, . US-IL Ab 2, d. US-IL-SDS 4b#f )
Fig.4 XRD pattern of water hyacinth after different pretreatment
methods (a. Untreated, b. IL treated ,c. US-IL treated ,d. US-
IL-SDS treated )

R2 FAERIEKEHAK XRD &RIEHMIIMLER
Table 2 The crystallinity index of XRD and the infrared ratios of Fourier

transform spectroscopy for untreated and treated water hyacinth

Methods Crl TCI (3687 00000)  LOT (014047 0tgo5)

Untreated 19.50% 1.0223 0.5552

1L 32.44% 1.0510 0.7425

US-IL 30.74% 1.0640 0.7133

US-IL-SDS 28.73% 0.9015 0.6329
(3) FTIR 4MF

SR AL AR P W REIE A 3372 em™
(OH 451 ) 2926 ecm™ (C—H 1 CH, ffi 45 1% ) |
1732 em™ (CELFY4EF T LB C =0 filt i Bk 3
) 1368 om™ (£F4EZ ML 4E Z f C—H K25 i

PRBNE) (1060 ecm™ (LF4ER AL 4R T C—0 1Y
g5 3% ) 895 em ™ (LF4E & C—H 935 i %
) AR FER P IFREIER 1546 em™ (5 &R E 4
PRBhE) 1460 em™ ( CH, H A Xk 25 i 04 ) (1318
em 'l 1246 em™ (LTHFRKPH C—O0 FRahig)
(Ninorniya et al., 2012) .1 1631 ¢cm™' il 781 em ™" 4b
I3 BN 45 7K Y 32 6 R Y 204 ( Yang et al.
2015) ALFRT IS KB A FTIR EEAE S i, A
ZE AT ek IL US-IL  US-IL-SDS ¥ Ab B 5 #E 5
R P R RRAIE I 1 B, B 5 AR A B AR — B, 05
JEA BT AR Ak, U BH B IR & AR A AR AR X T IL,
3372.2926 DA K 1060 cm™' % K F I AH B AR Ab FE
SR EE AT TR R, 15 B T 4k 25 R 2 £ 4k 1 45 40 %
2| ILs B4 2 AR 0028, 47 4k 25 22 Ja) () A A
W59, XRD 255 Crl% i 19.5% F T+ & 32.44%
e it A AT BE R TG R AT 4 R A R 4 Tl R
B B S5 AT AE US-IL 77, 3372.,2926 DL % 1060
em I TG, 30T AR SR A I OB A R R
PASE R AT P A, S THRAE R HO IR s
PAERAN AN R AE A, o3 B M I AN T 4 | 7R 68
O U B (R B ARAE 2012) EZ LT K 5
W 2T Y 2 Y A R B T A AR
(Yang et al., 2015) .7 US-IL-SDS & (& 5 d)
RIMAELFYER P2 2 R R e b 43 1) s 30 B b ik
SRR ANTE 3372,2926 1060 cm ™' AbAH LR
Jn SDS A5 W R 1732 em™ &b AU 2% L) K 895
em” A B I R RS ] 872 em ™', X ER UL SDS AU
INFERS et US-TL A4 Fi AL BRSO | 1) 55 K 4 27 4
R AT R FTIRAE A Th R iR A 4 Rtk —
IR, X 5 XRD 45 & B A B 4 & B T R g R —
BT BTZR XS B A RFIEIE AN 1460 em ™" I BCA W
PR 1546 1318 LUK 1246 em™ X o Ao I I A A5 K
HIl 55 3 BE A BT 2 H A KA BT D5 A E AR
ST AN R A1 A O S 1T R B O 2
FE XA AT LIS SDS s N BE A% B AR B X AR
JEZIATREIN , o5 3% 1 oo b 45 S — 2. 781
em” X () fi F BRI 7R US-IL-SDS AbBE R -ty Bt 1)
55, RETC R FE K A R A M BE R T R
FLAT AR I — A RE S5 ot 25 LI 4F 2 R 5 i i 422
fish, 0 ) B e N (X 4> 4, 2011, Yang et al.,
2015) .LOL( 45 i 8 Al AL 5400 F0 TCI( B4 fhdg
B0 38 FAE k0 45 A 22 45 R R AR , A e 4
B B S EL A A R 0 445 ot A 45 4 i B T Ak B



73 Ml 25 AT A iR A A P D - B T YRR TOUALL B X 7K 5 A F) 2 ) 2705

HIJEAE AR B LOL A TCT $850an 2% 2 Fron , g5 0]
DR AL BE TL AL BH  US-IL 4b 3 US-TL-SDS 4b 3 f)
LOT 850437/ 0.5552 ,0.7425 .0.7133 .0.6329. H:#4
#5 XRD AT Crl% — 3, Hii B SDS fefg{
i US-IL FilAb B — 20 0 SR 25 o 21 4 3F T 44 15 il

b

C

.
S

d

1631
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5 ARBLETNFEIMAH AL FTIR EE (a AL b.
IL 4b38 | c. US-IL 203, d. US-IL-SDS 4-3E)
Fig.5 FTIR spectrum of water hyacinth after different pretreatment
methods ( a.Untreated, b.IL treated, c. US-IL treated, d. US-
IL-SDS treated )

4 118 ( Discussion)

US-IL FiAbBRYE 254 T US IZS A0 DL 1L
XTEFHEZR I R A A PR A R0 R, AR S 1 3F
IL X EF4E 3R B A, D /b I I s (8] 1 HL 58 98 B AIG
LR AR S R B R B AR OR. SR T AE T B R R
B RGO T R P e A R R L A 3,
XL BT — 7 A WK T IR 220 1L iR
FHXERE it LUK 52 48 75 B0 2 0 3 A s Tk B &
PRI LT 4 28 1 AR v Ak BRSO 7E Tl fbiz
FAA B 0] 471 ( Chatel et al., 2014) .8 T i —#
e US-IL it b 3k ) A 56 ok B fin SDS % Bl
US-IL FALFRKH 2 A AT 4k %, IR 45 50 4 PH,
US-IL-SDS AH LA B MR TGRSR, =i A4 &R
EEA AR DL AR Z 53 8 v T 72.24% (58.74% Fil
21.01% , 3 H. Crl% F1 LOT 2545 45 KhR A o KR
BT B X U BH AE US-IL i b e s fin— 22 1) SDS
A Bl v Ak AR B2 401 % X 1L-SDS
ToAk AR o — RIS, TELLAM 53 B T 1460
1546 1318 L% 1246 em™ 3 BoIf o H PR K00 AR.
A YARIG 3 & 254 US-IL-SDS Tikb 35 75 1460
em” W BCA B B, 1546 1318 L& 1246 cm ™' X}
o7 V1A W AT ) 5555 B 2 T 2K (5K Bk iz 45, 201645

2016b) .3 6 B 7E US-IL-SDS % A 5t 2% 14 il 8 4k o1
TH R ARIZL X AT RE T US AR Z&H IL AT SDS ]
AHE A VE R B SR 781 em ™ X6 I A Atk FH BEIGAE US-
IL-SDS FilAb ¥ 5 5 2k Ut B SDS 6842 412 1k X 240 Jifd B
IR IR RN A3 ) RS 5.

FEEPEFD US-IL FAb 3 H A A s AL AL AT
REANT L —ZRTH T 1 A Ry — Tl e 6% 24 22 s g A
JoT ST BT A UG Rl B R i 2 A R PR B 6
PRI BTLF4E R AE IL i o ORI i, W RE A 42 =
ARBTRIEBRF (K 1), B RSO 5 oA 5T 3R %
il ) TG A8 B A HE TR0 ) A AL R A AR
TR Z R0 TR T DL S A A AR, i Y A AR
MR BRI T 2 A0 R, AN B = DR R DLRAIR
[ e 2 B R 2 AN, , AR 1 TL 5 R 5T 247 4k 25 1)
B8 S LA B2 1 T i 35 SR ( Lee et al., 2005, Keswani
et al., 2013) fHAHFALIRS T SDS X} US-IL Fikk
PR AR5, By LA IE LTS R e R A HEA T8RS
JIT LAFE AR 5 v 23 X AN [v] o 238 28 9 2 1t 3 14 5
AT AT R AT ST, LA R A W o e 5 1 FH i A4t
—EMHEARS%.

5 &5 (Conclusions)

1) 71 SDS BEMS AL FE T 7K 8 15 AK BR R 47 4 R
SERIIMEIR | S T Bt SN

2) FEIHIA IR EE 120 °C, Bk R 15 s/15 s,SDS
IRINHR 0.5% F #7545 min, 48 h B r= B 27 4E
R AR 53 51K 233.9 mg - g™ (K #
) .30.519% 5% 70.05% , # e A B i SDS 4351 48 5
72.23% 58.74% J% 21.01%.

3) SDS ¥R INRE A% 1 — 25 W TRAK#H 2 1) Bk 45
2 v O 72 S I %4 R US-IL A B /K 5 1 Rl % A AT 235
i, 1 H SDS X IR 45 i 21 4E A {2 3 4F 1. US-IL-
SDS Tiiih S RE A B i B VR A ot 2 25 A0 MR AR AT 2 3%
[ Py S B FH .
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