543 % 5 21 ) i Tl B Vol. 43 No. 21
2022 4F 11 H Science and Technology of Food Industry Nov. 2022

B2, A, B EM, F. RO R KRB K BT EALTE M HT (0], & Tk B, 2022, 43(21): 218-224. doi:

10.13386/].issn1002-0306.2022020050

GE
FEuc

Zhenzhen, XU Mingyue, ZHAO Yuxiang, et al. Preparation and Antioxidant Activity Analysis of Hydrolyzed Peptides from
ommia ulmoides Seed Meal[J]. Science and Technology of Food Industry, 2022, 43(21): 218—224. (in Chinese with English

abstract). doi: 10.13386/j.issn1002-0306.2022020050

c TEZEFEAR-

AR UK IR s 1 ]

A4

CHURAETETE S P

BB, iR, REH, &km S
(1LFMB I LK FREBE AW IR, THFHIMN 450001;
2. BB AR S R AR E R R E, M FR M 450001;
3RS G AR BRI A FT P s, T # N 450001)

B ABRRIUFE R RE AN RA, UKBEAERANLIS (T-AOC) AR, EEHERBWA
L B BRMART R AR MR E A E KB &, KA Box-Behnken A #AT = B & = K -Frh i @K IR AL L
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AAR AT 4 B AE AL A B R A B AR T R S T R R BRI .
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Abstract: Eucommia ulmoides seed meal protein prepared by alkali extraction and acid precipitation was utilized as raw
material. On the basis of single factor experiment, the total evaluation value of the hydrolysis degree and total antioxidant
capacity (T-AOC) as response value was used to optimize the addition of enzyme, hydrolysis time and substrate
concentration. And the Box-Behnken method was used for three factors and three levels response surface test design to
determine the best enzymatic preparation process of hydrolyzed peptides from Eucommia ulmoides seed meal. The
antioxidant activity of the obtained hydrolyzed peptides was determined in vitro. The results showed that neutral protease
was the best protease, and the best enzymatic hydrolysis condition were enzyme was 10000 U/g, hydrolysis time 1.50 h and
substrate concentration 20 g/L. Under these conditions, the degree of hydrolysis and T-AOC of hydrolyzed peptides were
47.45%+1.50% and 30.62+0.59 umol/g, separately; the ICy, for DPPH free radical, superoxide anion radical and ABTS free
radical scavenging rates were 0.731, 4.258 and 0.407 mg/mL, respectively. The Eucommia ulmoides seed meal peptides
prepared under these conditions had great antioxidant capacity and provided a theoretical basis for the high-value utilization
of Eucommia ulmoides seed meal and the development of antioxidant peptide functional products.
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KA (Eucommia ulmoides Oliv)-Z=F EHEEA AY4%
TEREANZG A NSRS AU, B AR AR P L HO
DU, YAl g 252 LI R s X . A A s B U
B, A 2R IIRe TR B IR A, A LA EAE T,
FAEDFPRA 21 557, AT FRBEE TS5 3L, 1 H S5
KEEFRRMIBER TR, AR E A&
Hrik 35.98%, A 18 P IERR, ANRLTE 2 LML
S RSB 32.3%, PR AR AR ok
P, AE L DS R G AR 3 F e

H A, ar 2/ KE 2 R0 g o 2 Rt
SERE VR 22 IR R HELAT B b A A e T 4 22 2 1,
It A BRI TR, AL ekt s ekt
TS E AT AR R AR B 2 RN ST R
ko BEAPFAEDS 38 o WA ) A AR AR R T AR O
AR T H ISR S TiA 56.6%; B2
R0 JiT R B, AR AR I I AL R A ME AR Y
PRI DPPH- . ABTS'#1-OH 1475 6 3243 91 7] ik
63.34%. 58.16%. 71.11% K, B AR F kil &
S AE PR K AR AR RE AT TSR], (H2
T RE LA G PEAIFE PRS2 HT E AP E T 58 11 7K A
A REiE— 2P HR5T .

£ I, ASSC AT ARk R R Ak, 3 A v 8 i i g0
A AR PR R T 25850, PR T2
Hifili FEH DPPH. #BAH &+ LA ABTS =F H
FH LAY 75 R A AR R R AR S M AR A a2t
TSR, BE A A AR R I AR, AR AR eR AR
FA AT REPE T A S HoK i KA E D RE P 7= il v 8 v FH
PRSI
1 MRIERE
1.1 RS EE

FEAPRFRT b B RO B2 B A8 P SR B 5 ST
PR AR (50 U/mg) . PSR FEE(100 U/mg) | B
PR B (200 U/mg) | 1,1- 28 K2 = fil§ L 2%
(DPPH) ., APTEALBE S (T-AOC) K MIRF & B
PR A BB A B T 2,27 - B (3-2 FEHE T 198
M IR-6-f iR ) 4% Eh (ABTS)  Sigma 23 #); HATik
FIE R oA ali.

PHS-3C %l pH it LRI 2R
BRAF]; HC-3618R Bl R ES AL L8Rl
RS AT RS 7l s SPARK. A5 AR B b,
F| Tecan HFRLYT]; RE-52AA HIEfbzE R oe  Hifg
W e A28 s SHB-3 TIEEIR /K Z A E 254
PUALEALAS) o
1.2 LWHE
1.2.1 FRAPFPRIER 3R FE AR 00 (Y ik
PR . FRBEAPFPRT 20 g, #oRRR L 1: 15 (kLA
FERT R () HKAERF (mL) 9 Eu D IR & 3421,
1 mol/L NaOH ¥ pH = 10, 1E 40 °C /K IGHA
F242 1.5 h, 9000 r/min B5C> 15 min, 75 F3EH 1 mol/L
HC1#E WV pH = 4.2, ' 30 min, 9000 r/min &5

> 15 min Ji, B DCTE A B9 2R B OK 23, )
pH Z P, R VR TR A Mok 8 ok (20 2
70.03%) .

1.2.2 SEHAMTHE PRt E AN, PrEE A
it R 2 1 T S 1) o A Aok 2 RS TR0 20 UK
it KRR R B INEE 6000 U/g . 4 i &
W 30 g/L, TEAN[RIHE 1 i B9 ol B FPIm BE AT pHL 4%
PR (& 1), Kf# 3 h, DLEBTEALEE T FoK i) by
Wrihs, LGt H HA YU oK AR =
N, HAT N

R R A R 25

Table 1 Test conditions for enzymatic hydrolysis of
different proteases
B iR IEBTRRE WA REARETTE]
B o) PO g (Ulg) (h)
PR PR 11 it 40 3.5 30 6000 3
AR 45 7.5 30 6000 3
PR 1l 40 10.5 30 6000 3

1.2.3 BRI S0 dEBCP R A s /K
I, TEIKEF I BOE IR (45 CO M pH(7.5) T, A2
R rp PRI 2K A SR AR 5544 : BN N>R 6000 Ul/g,
BffE AT A1 2.5 h, ISIHREE R 40 g/L. BZAE A —
G, [ HABSEAF I3 55 4B N & . e HT
(] B2 I e B2 X Bt AL RE ) RO i B i s . 4%
A~ BB 2R KO8R BE 43 ) D B S i 2000, 4000,
6000, 8000. 10000 U/g; B#fRAIE] 1.5.2.2.5.3.3.5h;
JIRPIHREE 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 g/L. RfRLs N, Bk
VAEKEE 10 min, ZR)5 &850 . BV, W L S 4
ALBE FT R RE, WA U Esehff a2 45 PR il 1. 2550
NP

1.2.4 WL ERREIEIT  ERREESEE b, ARYE Box-
Behnken I3 HEE, LUBHTEALRE SRR Y
BPPIH—(H (OD) Sy W B, LEE S & . Bl At
[a] . JEE 4k BEAE S iz K, 1A Design Expert X
{47 = 2 =K1 Box-Behnken i 56 511, i
B PRIZR KK 2,

72 Box-Behnken iX%H F KT
Table 2  Factors and levels of Box-Behnken design

IR
HE
-1 0 1
ARAS N (U/g) 6000 8000 10000
BT E] (h) 1.5 2 2.5
CIEYIE (g/L) 20 30 40

1.2.5 BIEALBESI(T-AOC)ME  H T-AOC ¥
M ST RE o B ABTS IR 48B30 4544 R
IRGHCH L ABTS TAEW - G AT, FH28 1 AKCK:
ABTS T AWM B Z=AE 405 nm bR GEE N 1.4+
0.05. JHZEME /KB Trolox K (10 mmol/L) k=
0.05. 0.15. 0.3, 0.6, 0.9, 1. 1.2, 1.5 mmol/L, HX
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200 uL ABTS TAEW S AIIIA 5 uL PRI, 1R
4], ZEIRACE 6 min, ME 405 nm F AUEIE, HF A
BRAERTZE TR (y=-1.1833x+1.5175, R>=0.994 ) 52 HikE:
i FRLETAERE T o

1.2.6 KMEEEME 2% PENAS 887 pyLRAE —H
L, B 400 nL RS 3 mL SR HEEL OPA
FRF G IR A, BESEIZ Y 2 min, RLARIKRE S eas
FAXT AR, P52 340 nm b GE, 42 B8R = HRK
)% (degree of hydrolysis, DH) .

1.8114><AA><d><
c

DH(%) = 100

A AA S7KFRES SO CIE SRR AR SR K
TORERYZEAE; d ARG ¢ MR FBUBTRHEE, o/L.
1.2.7 HHEITFH—H OD  LLEBAEALEE J1 Flzk
fif BE e b, SR Hassan PO 4b 39 —Ak, BadEhs
PEUHE (D) AT —(H (OD) 4% I T 51 A kAT
A

Y —-Y. .
d= i min
Ymax - Ymin
d, +d,
OD=——
2

Kb d R BIRPRPEME, d, T BPUELRE
TR, d, FRoas/K TR IPANE, Y, T8
FRPERE 1AME, Y i, BN TEIR R/ IME, Y 0 8T8
AR R AE
1.2.8 ARk R AR S ML A A e
1.2.8.1 DPPH HHIEBEMRFIE 2% YANG !
PTI, FE T MVREE . AL AR R K S B A
FR W45 0.02. 0.04. 0.08, 0.2, 0.4, 0.8, 2,
4. 6. 8 mg/mL MIEW . A TIKKIIA 150 nL
b AR e B A AR R Sz 150 ul (Y DPPH 2. BRI WK
(0.6 mmol/L), JRFH RS n, =R Tt E
30 min, M5E 517 nm ZEAYRDGIE

|_A2
100
=)

0

DPPH H HZTE R (%) = (1 -

X A, NINFESE S DPPH £ i W B e 6
BE; A, RINAE S5 0K R IROGRE s A, SR TJGK
LS DPPH LRI G S
1.2.8.2 HEAET A HILERRNE SFHK
P TR, FRI T — R VRS . O BT R R Sy
A1 0.2, 0.4, 0.8, 2, 4, 6. 8 mg/mL AIFE I IE R -
TEIAE N A 4.5 mL Tris-HC1 22 wh %5 W (pH R
8.2, HJEE M 0.05 mol/L), 2.5 mL FYZEIE /K, 30 °C 7K
% 20 min, ZRIEHNA 1.5 mL AN[EIHEERE AW, LA
I 0.5 mL LR =AW (25 mmol/L), PLdFE 4],
T30 °C /KWW 8 min )&, ~7BIVE N 0.1 mL Y
HC1(8 mmol/L)Z& 1k, a2 320 nm AR GIE .

I_M

0

ﬁﬁm%¥am%%@%mﬁ{ )mm

o A SRR R B TR G ; A, SR FHZEIEK
AR SRR = I W B BE s A, S HZEMR KA
RS PR
1.2.8.3 ABTS H HAEIHRFRWNE =% ZILIC
LR Bk, FR T — e AU VREE . TR SR R R Sy
724 0.02.0.04,0.08.0.2,0.4,0.8.2.4,6.8mg/mL
FIRE TSR 4 ABTS % (7 mmol/L) Flid it 4
YRR (2.45 mmol/L) 38 1: 1 AR LIRS 1495, Bt
FCE 12 he BCEIRIB G, FHIC/K B L 6
TE 734 nm ZbK 0.70+0.02, B15 ABTS T AE# . HX
0.4 mL £ FIEW, LA ABTS T AEW 4.0 mL, ##
SV 5 min Ji, WARE 734 nm AR SEEE

ABTS H HEE R (%) = (1 - %) x 100

Ao A IR R B TR G A, SR FHZETEK
B ABTS TAEMBT AR A, MHZEM AR
PSR PTG
1.3 HIEAIE

T ARSI EAT 3 VAT I, B R 3
{H b5 E 25 I XK IR, 2R SPSS22.0 F1 Origin
Expert8.0.6 FRAFXI AT/ Ab Bl . W2 R
JHEA N 2K J7 22453 M1k (one-way ANOVA) #EF73R 7R
(P<0.05).

2 HERE5SH
2.1 FEAMATHE
R P LR, o B A R R A i

A 3597 =3I T-AOC & KIHE a £50
= 304 g
?g 25 1 .
51 20
3
;,C 15 4 c
i
5 ! t
Wtk i
[HGRES
B o
0.8 - N§
0.6 1 \\
8 \\\
0.4 1 \
0.24 c \
0.0 DO
et ik B
LIS

B SR R R ok KR T-AOC FIK fi% )3
(A). OD {H(B) HYRL
Fig.1 Effects of different proteases on T-AOC, degree of
hydrolysis (A) and OD value (B) of Eucommia ulmoides
seed meal protein hydrolysate
TE: A F/NG FRER IR [R]— T8 bR A [ Ak 1] 19 22 5 W 251k
P<0.05; & 2~I%] 4 [A],
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Jyderan, HOOORMR VSR FE . O8RS s sk
FA BT AL AR PR K B e, HOOR s
Wit PRAEER . AR A SR R R n DI,

WA R 2 574, AR, Wb aR A AL R
JE ) OD {H IR K, L5425 LE A W 1) 7K S B L 4
ARG R, AR SEHG R PR R 1 A s A FH T

22 BREHRFLWHER

2.2.1 EEEAINEAFEN B 2 AT s, FEI G
PN, BT ) BT AR AR RE 7 S B SGH KS i b ik
e CUEFERINE A 8000 U/g B, b EfbfE J1ik 5
24.03 umol/g, i FE SAH; T MBS N~ 4000 U/g
A, KSR BE IR BB RAE, A 55.7%. X Al RESE: FH TR
25 Tifg e PR, BRI Bk B AN, HoK AR 2 i
FAH, Bl 25 B ARS8, o Z AR DAL RE T8
I IR B E—2E K M, N ITTAS 2P S AL PR Ay 1 =
KPS, 2SS EIR OD M, 5 abiEfbaE 1 5
BUAHRI A EE S DRI, 2 RS DR 8000 Ul/g.

A 259 . TAOC — kfipE & r65
% 204 H60
3 s
Eisi b 55 3
o ¥
9( 101 F50 %
- d d

5] ——F— L45

04— : : : — L4

2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
FEZ IR (Ulg)

B 104

0.8 1

0.61
a
@]

041

PEINNN

0.0 +5

2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
R Nz (U/g)
K2 BRI S KRR T-AOC FIKfif
(A). OD fE(B) B
Fig.2 Effect of enzyme addition on T-AOC, hydrolysis degree
(A) and OD value (B) of Eucommia ulmoides seed
meal protein hydrolysate

2.2.2 [fEas ] sEme  F 3 AT RN, e B TR
A 1.5~3.5 h PN, BEEAAR T 7K i B AL BT AL RE 113
SIS FER A RA T . M BT E] Y 2 ho B,
PUAAALRE SR BB B 18.92 wmol/g, AkLEHE ki
B 4], P42 B T R e A T A ST A R % 88, A= i)
WP R I — 2K i, DT S A ) S b e e R
FIREAREO BT Ta] g 2.5 h i, HK R s 3k
{8 52%. ZrE 75 R EHRR I AP T AT RE T FIZK i
PR/, T BRI ] 2 ho

223 JRPHEERSE FIE 4 AT, BEE ISR

>
]
O

T—=—T-AOC —e— JKfiftJiE r 08

[N
(=]
L

é L 60
b

a <
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[
(=%
W
(3]
I3

=

o

o

(op!
o

& B

B oo

IKIEEE (%)

(=] W
1

15 20 25 30 35
FEEfF AT (h)

15 2.0 25 3.0 3.5
it gt HsF ] (h)
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Fig.3 Effect of enzymolysis time on T-AOC, hydrolysis degree
(A) and OD value (B) of Eucommia ulmoides seed
meal protein hydrolysate

A —=— T-AOC  —e— /Kfift r 65

30 a L 60
0 25 A a b P55 -
g F50 &
g 90 <
2200 L 45
8 15 A i c L 40 %
<104 §— c P35 ™
=~ ¢ > d e [30

5 ] -\ e i 25
0 T T T T T 20
10 20 30 ) 40 50
I (g/L)

B 1.0

0.8

0.6
a
o

0.4

0.2 1

0.0 -5

10 20 30 40 50
JRPIHE (g/L)
F 4 JEYIHRBEXTFLAPATR R KRR T-AOC F/K fif 3
(A). OD fH(B) A5

Fig.4 Effect of substrate concentration on T-AOC, hydrolysis
degree (A) and OD value (B) of Eucommia ulmoides seed
meal protein hydrolysate

BRI, BT HE T AT A B 4 Je s NS R, I
FREIHE 20 g/L B, SMPTAEILEE SIS 29.3 umol/g,
SRFI AL, IKFRE R 36.4%., TR N 30 g/L
st LK S B R 53.4%, FHECHT &4 Irig i, =22 )5 28t
RBEATG . 32 PR AR IR B AT, B R4 R 1)
YN, BERURIEE G E R N, S RURA
BRI, AREEEG SR B, 23X -5 R 10 S
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EFEFNHRIVEHRY, mLAPEEAREE 1 SER N fE B,
ISR R Bt K i B A G e 22 R 2 88 L BF 22 i
PEIEH, (H 3= H 7K A B S R e PR R 25 44, AT
i AP EALPERRAREY . 23525 IR v b Ak
BE ST FIK AR /DN, B S 3 20 g/L.
23 Mo mEIRIELESR
2.3.1 HupAHAGIISEE R ARIETTIR SIS BT T 2,
BERERGAS DN (A) « BEfEAS T (B) L IR EE (C) =4~
H 2 NZFHEARPR, LLBBTEARRE T A B 1 S ra
—{E (OD) Jyni S {8, FJJH Origin-Expert8.0.6 FAFxt
U e S5 e e i | = EiY S i =caval s b e L AT I =)
7R OD=0.33+0.10A+0.041B—0.20C—0.10AB—
0.028 AC+0.078BC+0.085A2+0.10B>—0.054C>,,
MBS LE IR (38 3) My 22081 (3% ) mT LA H,

3 MARTEB RS

Table 3 Response surface design and results

-~ ZES T-AOC  JKfiE op
B C (pmol/g) (%)

1 0 0 0 26554 1639 025721
2 101 23.344 17.891  0.151687
3 0 -1 -1 289329 24815  0.608634
4 SIS0 249944 18233 0237842
5 110 292255 20129  0.487889
6 I 0 -1 318009 20878  0.628496
7 I -1 0 266493 33842 0.761695
8 I 0 1 244468 18509  0.183023
9 0 0 0 26233 19072 0319039
10 0 0 0 258023 20511 0344658
" 1 I 0 294565  23.638  0.599129
12 0 1 1 241479 2198 031026
13 0 -1 1 209921 17013  0.033119
14 0 1 -1 299903 21445 057513
15 o 0 0 27212 17170 0.321057
16 10 -1 277603 22428 0.486

17 0 0 0 264726 22242 0415272

4 T RRAAL R VARG S Ky 2253 B
Table 4 Explicitness test and variance analysis of regression
equation model

Jr2EekRIE SEJ A [EN::): 5
iy 0.58 9 0.065
A-BRRIE  0.082 0.082 1329 0.0082  **

FfE P RFE
10.52 0.0026  **

1
B-FHf#ISE  0.014 1 0.014 223 0.1792
C-IEMIMREE 033 1 0.33 53.32 0.0002  **
AB 0.043 1 0.043 6.92 0.0339  *
AC 3.089E-003 1 3.089E-003 0.50 0.5015
BC 0.024 1 0.024 3.92 0.0882
A? 0.031 1 0.031 4.98 0.0607
B? 0.046 1 0.046 752 0.0288  *
C? 0.013 1 0.013 2.03 0.1970
W2z 0.043 7 6.154E-003
ERPU 0.030 3 0.010 3.09 0.1519 N3
4liiR 22 0.013 4 3.244E-003

MR 0.63 16
R=0.9312 R*,;=0.8427

T * 4 W35 (P<0.05); ** Ak 3% (P<0.01) .

PRI .25 (P=0.0026<0.01), iR i, I
PAITA 35 (P=0.1509>0.05), 15t BH 7 Fdbl &1 BL 4,
RIS D7 BRI 2 . PUEREL R M 0.9312,
BN SAE PAEAEA 93.12% SRk as A X 2R, Uil
PR AR R AT, BEASHRSHER b T AN S04 S B
B IR RS IE DR AE R R2 ;9 0.8427, LW
i PR 2 X SEEG 2 R TR N, 1A SR G
BE R4, BP RIS B ARLE A A A PR A T2
B4 43 AT 5 T B0, AR A — R I AL C R 3 (P<
0.01), ZZ B I AB. k¥ B> 22 5 I 2 (P<0.05) .
XA R ZR 0 F AR/ INAT AL, 26 = AR, $BE Xt
SRS HET, IS BE (C)>BEES i (A) >l i
AFE](B) o
2.3.2 WAL EIARRYEEIE A X0 N A T2
RAUG ST S PR BB AL P PR A
PUAEALIK M oA T 25 25 M AR I i 9999.98 U/g,
i fiE Bt a] 1.50 h, IEHJHEE 20 g/L, TESAE T 254
, FEAPF PR E AR OD {2y 0.938.

456 SE R UK 3R TS B A A B IE S
i %S N5 10000 U/g, W Bt TE] 1.50 h, JiS 49wk B
20 g/L, TEILAM R i 3 IS LREE, A5 ffokrHa
B AR 10 S b AR AL RE ) 2R (30.6240.59 pmol/g),
K RE Ky 47.45%+1.50%, OD {B M 0.932, 50 )37 [
[a] AR FIr A5 3] A4 TR (0.938 ) P22 0.397%, Uit
ICYR M I8 T 34T P4 T ) A A AT AR gl T S sk
IHLER
2.4 AR EIMIE IR IE

AN [F) ok VA 1) Tl VA Ve %P DPPH H
F AT AR ABTS [ H IR R
M AELERUNE 5 Fras . FEDI %) 5T 52 e 3 Y [ Y,
AR AN V o Xt A 3478 5 BE 0 Y40 B 25 o e T 3
PRSI TG S, S —E IR . 24K
FREIRAOHE)E A 0.8 mg/mL B, X} DPPH [ &, #8440
B Es 7 1 KDL M ABTS [ i 5L A9 553843 91
57.4%. 16.7%. 75.2%; HJE > 8 mg/mL B, X H B
FLTE BRZ ST R 78.6% . 75.4%. 96.1%, 1Mi 24 V.
P EE A 0.8 mg/mL B}, XF DPPH H i3k, A& A
F A HIELLE ABTS H HIEATERFSHIN 91.5%.
94.4%. 99.5%, HILFATE Y, AHAPFERIKF ST DPPH
H i3, BEAEFH ML L ABTS H ML
% e SRR BE BF AR Un Vi, B ERS v A
M ARBFGE LIK R LSBT RE F1 R R, TEMR R,
AR AR T2 280 il e R i Z2 1K, XokE AU
BT H HEMIERE A A 75.4%, Hiza 454
JUT T VAP A2 T e VA B | A DOk AR R A o) 1] 5 B A
L ] & P E ALK S A B (I W B s We R
7.32 g/100 mL. W &> 12292.3 U/g. BffEATE]
2.59 h) /b, B R A A AR 20 R Aok K fi IR L
HEESRIPTAEICEE T o

SR SPSS22.0 HAFEAT UL, THAAS /K iR
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