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Abstract: Alkaline protease was chosen by the effect of gastrointestinal fluid simulation which was used
to predict the activity in vivo of silkworm pupae protein. Response surface method (RSM) was employed
to optimum the optimal alkaline protease enzymolysis procedure of silkworm pupae protein for antioxidant
peptides with high reducing power. Antioxidant activity of enzymolysates was assessed with reducing power
and scavenging effects against * OH and DPPH ¢ radicals. Results show that the optimum conditions are as
follows: pH at 8.30, quantity of alkaline protease at 15.34 pL(1 902 U), temperature at 50.47 °C and time at
2.45 h. Under the optimum conditions, the predicted total reducing power of 2.0 mg silkworm pupae protein/mL
enzymolysates was 0.434. On the basis of the optimum conditions of the enzymolysates, the half-scavenging
concentration ICs¢ values of * OH and DPPH - radicals were 4.51 and 4.24 mg/mL respectively.
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hydrolysis, DH) A fF4x, M #eP45021, 2z i8],
P04 DL DPPH « H 36T B BE 1 bk, 2
I T 220 o AR A 4 PR AR IR G B e 4 1. (1
X SR AIF SR AT AE — S8 ) L, QAT KRR B K A
b R R E M, KR R i T B N AL R,
DPPH « [ 13E35 bR B I 1L 72 o i FH 1 20 59 1
WPERRASYE, S BN e 45 F R R A7 AR 5 2. AT
XHAE N L P ARl b A 1] i 1 B A 0 A L R A
JIREAT T VP4, PRIEIRAS T foe A (0 il 4% FH I —— Bk 1k
HRAB, DUSIE R 8 R Hebr LW T Préa AL Ik i)
PUAALBOR; K RSM 20 45t T Bk 2% 1 i 1) e
FEREAE 451 LA DE H K (glutathione, GSH). 42k 3
C(vitamin C, VC) JyBHPEXS I, % Az i i A b ikt 47
TARSMNTEAL T, LUYA Tk A = Hraa A R fit sz
AR, A Ay e i 5 YR P (RSO F 4 146 6.

1 #R57E

1.1 RERF S5

Bl 2 (1§ Alcalase 2.4 L FG (MR % SB/T
10317—1999, W45 8 K35 1 24 124 000 U/mL) i H
WS (P ) SRR AR T AW 8 E
Har ) 4t 2,2- R IE LR (DPPH) W H 5
[l Sigma 2y 75 28 BEH K (GSH) 18 H IR 9LA PR 2 #;
LA RT3 0 o wr el 1 B 254 A B AR AR
INFE].
1.2 XWHZE
1.2.1  #AWHEFRIGH& T2

o+ 2 i ok AR A B 30%10), F i 2 A i K i
J5 5 2 0 il T P e B R R S DG, kg TR S v I Y ) A
U EE TR KR, AR5 R ] 0 2R PG 2 i) 5% 2 0
wA, BARSBRIT: R A ER Tl
FH A ik (60~90 °C) 25—k BAE 12 h, FRili &N
10.61%—4% K —#p i — ik 7 — 8 FH 1E A be(72 °C)2R
MR 12 h, BRI A 2.69%— LFEKPE—AE R
T 13 B (5 AR T A 1) 2 0 2 K
1.2.2 Ui A B R

FREL 0.5 g Zictfi 2 FOFy, FH10 mL B IR &5 22 vh il
Wi, FAEFE (80 °C, 15 min) Ja A A, INiE AME, X
NEIR IR 2% (100 r/min) AR, BE AR — € I n)
J& Ki% (100 °C, 10 min), BN 10 mL Z005 B0
(3 000 r/min) 20 min 5, EIH MR E R 2 25 mL,
RIS R 2 mg AU AL (1 /mL B AR R T AR .
1.2.3  ZIfHT U4 1 R 2R SE e

T 5L DR 2R S IR T, R AR TR XU BT T
Bk B T R B R AT T, 4 Fh AR AR
IR R T4 5, 45 mL AN T B W (BB HCL

16.4 mL, /K%y 800 mL, In'E &AM 10 g, )5
/KA FEE 1 000 mL) 37 °C {4 10 min 4bEE, %
BT, B4 5 mL N L (KHoPO;3 6.8 g K
500 mL %%, 1 0.4% NaOH ¥ 75 pH % 6.8,
R (1§ 10 g IS B /KR, ¥R BIR S G
BIZK#EHFE 4 1000 mL) 37 °C 43 10 min J5, BT
f, LRI RO IR RE ). S5 SRR B, Bk R A A A
N LH bR, LR85 e et DRk, J5 S8R5
HH 3 FH B P A 1 R 2 e 2 EAT AR, DURT A
K.

PLEVE B B8 ) A R AR PR AR 125, 0 kst T
DH {H « BRI« I . T8 AR A 00 o) T A ol 45 2 0
PUEALIK T Z 15 m.
1.2.4  AWHPUEALIE S &1 RSM 204t

7 LR 28 S (0 At b, DL JRUBE 7 Sk i A
Wit 4 PE 3 KF3L 29 AS5256 251K RSM. 234 SE 46,
XL AT TE— B4k, 28 ek 1 i
TN, SEG A A 3 IR, KH Design Expert 7 % 5K
9 B BEAT U7 22 5 BT R S E A 3

R 1 RSM SKE BN oK
Table 1 Factors and levels of RSM experimental design

22 7K
-1 0 1
pH 7 8 9
Il e /uL 5 15 25
MR Rt /°C 45 50 55
ity ff i) 1) / 1 2 3

1.2.5 RSN TN E
1.2.5.1  BIEJEEE e

0.5 mL ANFMBERF AL L5 2.5 mL PR $h 2%
MR 2.5 mL KgFe(CN)g W78 /0, 1 50 °C K
BRI 20 min. PRIEAEL A 2.5 mL =R LR
W, IR AT, 4 000 r/min #5010 min. B 2.5 mL [
EWS 2.5 mL 28K, 0.5 mL FeCls #HBUE A [V
10 min J&, T 700 nm AbI 5 H0% e FEAE 6] 4% (gt
WA 281K, FHMEXS O GSH, VC. WO Rk,
B T30 S A it PO D g k.
1.2.5.2 X« OH H HH &5 B A FH i e

76 5 mL AR R YOI 6 mmol /T i iR W2k 5
1 mL ARV EE ) il 5T A IR 1 mL 6 mmol /L
MAAKEW 1 mL, 45 )5 FHE 10 min, H A
6 mmol /LKW R ¥ 1 mL, &2 5§t 'E 30 min, T
510 nm A P 5 H 6 A Asi0 BT(BL GSH, VC
PHAE TR, BRIk, « OH A MG B 1 BLAR T 2
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A, — A
S A 2% _ _ s x
THRE/% (1 1

0

) x 100%,

T, Ao AN INFE S IR G BEAE, A A IS S
SRV J5 B AL, A AN TN 7K A% B T 1P W ' P AL
1.2.5.3 DPPH « H HAEREFREE S 1l e

I [) o R 1) 2 0 0 4 A0 IR 0.1 mL, InA
1x10~* mol/L DPPH » /K L BEH W 2.8 mL, i~
JoAE S NG SN 0.5 h, T 517 nm AL 5E WO EE
H A, A CUEARBIEK LA DPPH -
VW, TSI CREAE Ay, X A DS AR R 203 KA
FESR, ISR REA] Ag. %I 2 i DL S5 AR B 2%
PRI K SRR A A & 18] L GSH, VC
FHAEXT R, PRIk, DPPH » H B3EE BRI AN

\ A — Ay
R /% = (1 - T) % 100%.
0

2 HER5OMH

2.1 BEZRIESHF

B RS g B 1 s, hE 1(a) 7T,
7E MR BE R 50 °C, Mg &8 30 WL, B I e ok
3h AT, 1 pH<8 I, P IKI BIE )5 )
B pH B3GR S K; 24 pH= 8 I, A4 fbik
IR R I8 B d5 K, 2 Ja A pH AE 38 K0 A B

0.44|

g 042

A 0.40 :/l’_‘/[/i\‘\'
e}
= 0.38

2 36
m o0
& 034}
R g3t
0‘30 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95
pH1H
(a) pHAE I 51
0.44}-
o 0421
Q 040}
)
=038}
2 36|
=
i 0341
= 0320
0.30 1 1 1 1 || 1 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
SN /UL
(c) INEEE I

FEAS. I 1(b) T, 7EBE &4 30 uL, pH{EA 8,
WA IS B) A 3 h IO AET, AR I B A i FE Ol 50 °C;
ML 55 °C I, SIE JE e JyIGE T B, X T RE R R
P 40 P B ST VA 1 5 G 0 S Y L A T ol 1)
PERBE. I 1(c) nTUL, 75 pH {EY 8, B AR B R 50
°C, BRI IR A 3 h I4AE T, B Js ey BEAG n it &
PR BE N T34 . 2 i e Ll g/ i RIS SR i T B i
RGN AR BT M nmG R IA 2] 15 uL i, BE A
(AN, SV A TR, At AH 3G I T AR
B 1(d) rTOL, 76 pH A 8, BRI 4 50 °C, i
A 15 UL FIARAE T, S it B ) il P AR A ) 1) S
B R, e 2 h W ETHER, 2 b 5 Bl e
[) (R AR WA .
2.2 EEMBIZE£H8IMK

KH RSM 2341, %) pH {H« Bl B < e &2 Fo
W AR R) 4 PRI 2R 3 7K-P I sRie 45 sk 2 o,

[ H] Design Expert 7 ZE vt 7 HT 5AF 0 29 AN 525
AU W S AT (R0 U 43 B, 45 200 R AR SR Re i —
VEFMEVEV YN TithE

OD7g0 = 0.423 2 4 0.006X; + 0.001 667X+
0.001 667X540.003 5X,40.000 5X; Xo+0.002 X1 X5+
0.007 X1 X4—0.007 X1 X4—0.002X5X5—0.000 5X 35X, —
0.015 18 X7 — 0.009 43X% — 0.010 43X 2 — 0.006 18X7,
X, Xy o pHAH, Xo AINEER, Xs ABEERIE, X4
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Fig.1 Effect of single factor on reducing power of silkworm pupae peptides
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SHZASALHAT I7 2250, S5 RNk 3 s, wILLE
t, Py < 0.000 1 L WIRERIIR 525, Pyeyy Hh 0.0758 >
0.05 & WIBERL AP B A 2. e (9] 07 i 2R e 25 1k
RS mIan, — I A5 D B3, Z IR A2, B2, C?,
D2 ¥y, A H I AD W3, % B E0 B R 8 1 1

SEMR M pHAE > B0 > S5 B =n i . B
FIgant 2% R? = 0.956 5, it B %8 GEfERE 95.65%
Wi N AR (A8 Ak, DR, i B UL R B R A, S50
ZER N, AT LU HASE R 0] i B 1 T ) % 1) 2 0 A
PRIK B 3 JELRE Sy REAT 20 T TR 3 5 BT 4R R e 8]

&2 LR RER

Table 2 Experimental design and results

SEIG 4 7 S pii[ fift a
75:3& pH {H J%{JD/%LEL ﬁﬁéﬁﬁ C H??Eﬂﬁ;h ODr00 75:% pH & - /fL ﬁﬁé /ZE; C H??Eﬂ%;h OD700
1 8 25 50 1 0.408+0.10 16 8 25 50 3 0.411+0.02
2 8 25 55 2 0.403+0.03 17 9 15 55 2 0.410+0.06
3 8 15 55 1 0.405+0.09 18 8 5 55 2 0.402+0.05
4 9 5 50 2 0.406+0.11 19 8 15 50 2 0.423+0.03
5 8 25 45 2 0.407+0.03 20 9 15 50 3 0.41740.04
6 9 15 45 2 0.397+0.04 21 8 15 45 3 0.41240.01
7 7 15 55 2 0.395+0.02 22 7 15 50 1 0.397+0.07
8 7 25 50 2 0.393+0.04 23 8 15 50 2 0.426+0.03
9 7 15 50 3 0.391+0.11 24 8 5 50 3 0.412+0.05
10 8 5 50 1 0.401+0.03 25 9 15 50 1 0.395+0.06
11 8 15 50 2 0.42240.04 26 8 15 55 3 0.410+0.08
12 9 25 50 2 0.407+0.07 27 8 15 50 2 0.423+0.03
13 8 5 45 2 0.394+0.07 || 28 8 15 50 2 0.42240.04
14 8 15 45 1 0.405+0.11 29 7 5 50 2 0.394+0.02
15 7 15 45 2 0.390+0.04
F 3 [H[HIERTT 25 4 by
Table 3 Analysis of variance for regression equation
J7 ZEHRUR SPI7HI H Y75 FLufy PE W
A 30.03E—4 14 2.14E—4 22.005 240 < 0.0001 WFE
A(pH) 4.32E—4 1 4.32E—4 44.318 510 < 0.0001 BE
B(n=) 3.33E—5 1 3.33E—5 3.419 638 0.085 6 NTES
C (i fR-ELEE ) 3.33E—5 1 3.33E—5 3.419 638 0.085 6 NTES
D (I 1) 1.47TE—4 1 1.47E—4 15.080 610 0.001 7 g3
AB 1.00E—6 1 1.00E—6 0.102 589 0.753 5 e
AC 1.60E—5 1 1.60E—5 1.641 426 0.2209 NTES
AD 1.96E—4 1 1.96E—4 20.107 470 0.000 5 B
BC 3.60E—5 1 3.60E—5 3.693 210 0.075 2 NTE S
BD 1.60E—5 1 1.60E—5 1.641 426 0.2209 NTES
CD 1.00E—6 1 1.00E—6 0.102 589 0.753 5 NTES
A? 14.95E—4 1 14.95E—4 153.407 000 < 0.000 1 B
B? 5.77TE—4 1 5.77TE—4 59.216 310 < 0.0001 B
c? 7.06E—4 1 7.06E—4 72.436 450 < 0.0001 W
D? 2.48E—4 1 2.48E—4 25.442 300 0.000 2 WFE
k2 1.36E—4 14 9.75E—6 — — —
A0 1.26E—4 10 1.26E—5 4.654 321 0.0758 NTES
R 1.08E-5 4 2.70E—6 — — —
SR 31.39E—4 28 — — —
P 4t 25 R? 0.956 500
R )R B4 6 R BAdj- R? 0.913 100
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K RSM 43 A7 Ji i 2 4 25 11 11 % ACE 1K (1 45
VR, & BRI % ACE SRR 035 1k S i R i
KENNKIK A pH A > B > Nl . DR, 2090
B A 15 3 0 2 BRI DAL SR 5 ACE (il R
IEAHIGHE.

Hg Tk IR R A S, R T R
55T 0, 19 2RSS pH=8.30, Nl
Bl 15.34 uL, ¥R A 50.47 °C, KA K 2.45 h. 7
BEAAE N, TOUIAS 21 1 B AR = P 1 S 3 5 fi ) e Ok
0.434, AIHPUEMIRIIAF 20 64.46%.

9 T HAARAE AL U2 SE 56 Al b i s 37 (1 [m] ) 45
I HERA T, REASTRI 26 AR 3EAT T T, 55 5 56 i 3t
17T W, g5k 4 Bios. ) WL, SEB6 AR R0 7 1)
FEX O 22 /N T 5%, UF W2 AR RIAT 4%, m CAF 1 il 4z
WP IR 1 508 R

e DINAT RN PR Y P ieE ATl

Table 4 Validation of response surface quadratic model

S pH o Nk Rt Mt OD10

T 1 E/uL EE/SC NE/h TN SKEE
1 80 15 50 2.5 04234 0.422
2 85 15 50 2.5 04244 0.426
3 85 20 50 2.5 04225 0.423

2.3 RIMRENITEENE

2 I B A IR FE S 1.0~3.0 mg/mL. FH
PEXT I GSH M VC 19 JE 73 i) 240.1~0.9, 0.02~
0.10 mg/mL I, &GEJREE S (BOGEE M 0~1.0) HiX
SH R RIFEMEOCR. LR IR R 8 59 R I
VC>GSH> Zifpts k.

A WP AL IR « OH B il J5 1 B R AE 1~
10 mg/mL % i HT 40 A0 Bk ok B2 3 [, HL B o
(Bt e, L BUE R 1050 4 4.51 mg/mL. BH
PEXT I GSH 7E 1~5 mg/mL WK JEuFE N5 « OH H i
FIEMRER R RIGFLIELR, 1C5 H 2.53 mg/mL. VC
7E 0.1~1.0 mg/mL WKJEJEHE N5 « OH A HIEERRE
RPN R, 1050 b 0.50 mg/mL (W3 5). b
« OH HHAEERRAES) R IL: VO>GSH> Al it
Jo. 355 SCHK (9] HE B E R T AR T 45 1 2
AR B0 B A AR ).

DPPH « H 1 2575 Bk 2 7E 3~9 mg/mL 7 i 1
AR ETL B N B Rk R, HIC b
4.24 mg/mL. PA X GSH %} DPPH « H H3& 1)
ICs0 M 4.65 mg/mL, VC [f] IC50 A 0.03 mg/mL (L
% 5). W DPPH » H HISERRAE I K VC> 2
LIk >GSH.

R 5 WIAHUE AL XS - OH A1 DPPH » [ 3 1 - $i
g
Table 5 ICs5q values of * OH and DPPH - free rad-
icals scavenging activity of silkworm pupae

peptides mg-mL~!
1Cso
wifptEfik GSH VC
« OH [ i 4.51 2.53 0.50
DPPH « Hh# 4.24 4.65 0.03
3 X

Xof e W A 1P B AR 1 R A o % A A A
JREREmA R - pH A WS DGR BEAR I ) 2R AT
T 4 E 3 K1) RSM 43 AT si 6. S5 45 R AR
5 DR ZORE 5038 IR RE T 1) 5% W L A A pH> 7K i I
F) > Vet 2= fg 5 ol /K A 4% pH=8.30, N
B0 15.34 L, WLEE K 50.47 °C, 18] K 2.45 h; eIt
ZAF T IR 2 meg AT AR 1 /mL BRI S Ik
JRBE S 0.434. RN TS PRSI0 45 R L W] &
W PUEAALIETE 0.5~3.0 mg/mL i [ P 1 ek 5 fE )
Wi 5 AR FEE (1 38 o 5 (WO BE N 0~1.0); e I B 4
RS « OH H H1 2 (13 B 2 7E 1~10 mg/mL K &
Ju ] P I 25 R 1R 4 I T, RO BR R ICs0 A
4.51 mg/mL; DPPH « [ 235 R A8 J17E 3~9 mg/mL
LN RUFERPE R R, 1C50 N 4.24 mg/mL, HA7—
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