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Abstract . Six kinds of proteases were used to hydrolyze grass carp skin in order to select two optimum proteases
by determining DPPH radical scavenging capacity and degree of hydrolysis( DH).Response surface methodology
(RSM) was used to optimize hydrolysis conditions of two optimum proteases.Based on the results of RSM, the
double enzyme hydrolysis tests were carried out to find out the best hydrolysis conditions.The results showed that
hydrolysis conditions for alcalase were enzyme addition amount of 6.3% , material-liquid ratio of 1:40.6, hydrolysis
temperature of 51.3 °C,and hydrolysis time of 115.1 min,and the scavenging activity on DPPH free radicals under
the above conditions reached 54.98%.The optimal hydrolysis conditions for papain were 4.6% ,1:41.2,50.5 °C and
133.0 min,and the scavenging activity reached 41.06% .By combined and sequential use of alcalase followed by
papain,the DPPH scavenging activity was 92.07% ,which was more effective than either of them.
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A ( Ctenopharyngodon idella) , H [E PU K F .22
—, B EE B R, BA AR RS A BTG R
it S AR A, DN T 4552 1 2 i P T IR o T e o T
SRR A 295 A A 70%~85% I T kL, S A
Y&k o foCE s e py Ik, A 0 R R
T2 30% o BXUE ST B P I el TR
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Rt HRNARPE K HE R T .

HPEEE H (20 T U/g) ARJREEHREE(20 7 Ulg) |
HEEARE(20 77 Us/g) P ARE(20 J7 Ur/g) XUk
HHEE(20 7 U/g) (HEHEE(S0 77 Ulg)  TLIREL
BHAE #)A BR S Rl 1,1 — 2R 36 — 2 — = filf 32 2K i
(DPPH)  3&[H Sigma 23w ; HAx G 4 8 43 M 4l
E M E 25 AR TR ] .

PL602—L Hy 7K MR i) — FCF) 240 4% ( b
M) FRA R Milli-Q #HaiZk £45 3£ E Millipore
AN w] E R R ES O ML Thermo 24 w3 UV2550 %841
SLETE HARREA R BAEE ARy RiER
AR AT R 7] s Free Zone2.5 HLZ5 V& R TR AL

& [E Labconco 2\ H] .

1.2 IWHIE
1.2.1 w12 HSFr s -Rak
et — bk T3 71 I A WA o S R B T T —
TR JE T RE ) B BE MR —95 C KB X # 10 min—
10000 r/min 4 °C & = 20 min IR k& & — 8 ik — % F m&
A
122 EEAMMESE 2% Ko %7l Ren 45 (9
G, 43 50 32w £ Bl AR JIER Bl A2 S R IR
RN - S NN S S N r s = B - S LT
38 1 it o3 e 4% 8 i A0 A8 B AR E R K, LA
DPPH Vi %k 32 2 M i 8 b , 7K A BE ( DH) Sy il Bl
FEAR IR o
1.2.3  DPPH H HESHFERFHME T 95% LBERD
B 0.1 mmol/L ) DPPH - 3K, kGO AF . X
2.5 mL DPPH - #5555 AT AYS me/mL £5 K (%
R TR R AR i) IR G 355, I = 0 IR #
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# 30 min, 7E 517 nm T DL 2.5 mL #4538 4l 7K F12E 450
(1) 95% 2, WEIR A W h % R W e = DPPH [
FH LI BR A R (% ) #2001 THE

R(% ) =(A,~A, +A,) /A, x100 (1)

KA, 2.5 mL DPPH 3 # + 2.5 mL ##alik
M SRR A, &y 2.5 mL DPPH {7 + 2.5 mL #f 5
B G A, A 2.5 mL BE S +2.5 mL 95% Z Y
WG RE S

F 1 AR R AR S A

Table 1 Parameters for enzymatic hydrolysis of grass carp skin
i R A [

e ki e M
WPEEAR 5 1:40 50 180 8.5
AN il 5 1:40 50 180 6.5
BHEEAKR 5 1:40 50 180 7.0
FHEEAR 5 1:40 50 180 7.0
AR il 5 1:40 50 180 6.5
BEMH 2 1:40 39 180 2.0

T AR (% ) SRS TR IR B L

1.2.4  JRFREFEERIINE SR FH FH B 2 725 00 25 1 K i
B BRI K R 5.0 mL T 200 mL BEAR
60 mL B 4l7K , F 0.05 mol/L (1) NaOH AR5 Wk ik
FEZ pHS8.2,in 10.0 mL {1y FHEE ¥R (& &L 28 36% ~
40% ) , 7 # H 0.05 mol/L 1) NaOH #p v %5 W i o2 2
pHO.2 ,iE S VH#E NaOH W AT V, B 5 mL FE4f
KA K R 52 DA B A, 12 SR AR NaOH %5
BYAFR V322020 (2) T 0 f7 8 iR 0 DH
DH(% ) =(V,=V,) x¢x0.014 x [10"/(Y x V x
h) ] = (2)
P e Sy NaOH B3 i1 28 V5 W I R )& mol/L; V,
Shy i R FE AT AR Y NaOH b5 UE 1 02 5 W AR F mL;
Vo R REZS FARE SR IEFERY NaOH F5 METH 2 3 W AR
A mL; Y SgAE SRS W SR A T RS ¢/100 mLsh oy
T 5 B BV AR B mg/100 g,
1.2.5 iR SEEG BT i N AT S R R A A B Y S
it SR 2 o0 ik B3 0y B LG TR 2 5 0 L (E
Z AN PR S R, A a6 B UE O B2 19 43 B ok SR B
PET 2280, i o Z2 708 ik AR ) — R ge 7 vk
ARYE 1 il 32k BE 2 SR X 3R 04 T 43 53 SR ] Box —
Behnken 02 AT, S IR AT B R 232 S0 40 4% SR %
BUINEgGE (A) BRI (B) JREE(C) (BFE (D) 78
it PSS S A D EPVATT IS -2 v ) U=
2 FE 3,

F22 ORISR S B R 2R K
Table 2 Factor and levels of

response surface methodology for alcalase

K- -1 0 1

A, NEEE (% ,w/w) 2 6 10
B, B (w/v) 1:30 1:40 1:50
C, \E(C) 40 1:50 60
D, Hf ] (min) 60 110 160
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Table 3 Factor and levels of

response surface methodology for papain

IKE -1 0 1

A, IR (% w/w) 1 4 7
B, LK (w/v) 1:30 1:40 1:50
C, IREE(CC) 40 1:50 60
D, ][] (min) 60 120 180

1.2.6  EAREFH T 24P NME B L AT
RSP P i I 6 , A 455 VR 5 A RN 43 20 B . TR G T
it DV e iR 5 S 4 ) A G o — el i ) Rl AR
TEEf o 5o A T i HD S i A — R B, 78 H e il A5 T
T Ae , I T PRI S — ol i 7 G 3 2% 1R T T A
LA DPPH [ b 5305 B3R 3 S0 8 B LU 488 B0 il 7K A A0 XL
T e A 28OS , A5 301 s B 1 e 1) e A i A 120
1.3 HELBSSH

K F Design— Expert 8.0.6 Fl origin pro 8 #x {4}
AT AL FE AN 53 AT o
2 HREHH
21 EEMIIEE

AN TR 28 AR A AR 1 5T % HOK i B2 DA A A 2t
AL RS T 20 A AN [R) i g2 i, Bk, 306 1 2 1 i 1Y
MZEEICESL, HAT, BN TIPS AL
a5, 45 DPPH [ i JLys BRI S 02 A i
BRI R T A B AR IE R SL G  ABTS H i 5t
IHERSEYS (BB MR I =R TR RS
W45, T DPPH [ H BE 15 B 52 90 A X 4 57 | 187 5B
P ek Al E I A, Rk, SR DPPH H H B3
BRSZHE VAN 6 FhEgEME ) BT A LS TE . W 1 BT,
6 TR H B (5 mg/mL) X DPPH H i i BRHE
I I 2 S, BRCME R T A U B0 T R RSOR B
(45.34% ) , RJKEE AR Z (41.08% ) , oA M il
TS BR RE 1 — B R I SUUME B DH 22 5 R
KX LU S, Bl A VR 1 K R B S P A AR R TR
ATEWI B I R OCFR o T4 Fh 8 R AE AN TR,
AH TR M B T 18 AN T e e VR 1) 2 i P2 2 Il R 22 JE O

/NEANARR], S &= Wy 0 A sht A Ak B8 1 WA JS AH
60T
sob C—1DPPH A &5 R %

T ez DH

LAINEEEA

Bl 1 ZSFPEE AR5 Y DH A1 5 mg/mL
TR 0010 A Pl L BRBE
Fig.1 Radical scavenging abilities and
DH of hydrolysates by six proteases
VE - LB 1 2 A TG I 5 3. 2 B
4. PPEER 5. XU AR 1 ;6. 15 2R 1 il
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Mo 5675 ik, 356 FH UM 2R 11 g AN AR IR (M1 il 1T
T — & 0 N TS T, 435 0 Ak PR R ) S 38 7K
A
22 WHEEBEKEEGENRL

il HAT Design—Expert 8.0.6 4T #0843 B, ik
PR H AR 7 R BIJS 5 #2 : DPPH H i L9
[4:3% = 53.50 + 2.45A, + 2.36B, + 3.82C, + 3.78D, —
3.84A,B,—1.40A,C, +3.09A,D,-5.16B,C,-0.36B,D, —
5.25C,D,—16.75A,°—12.30B,2 = 11.35C,* = 16.20D,?,
RETBTE MGER IR 4, 7 2250 T W3R 5. 5 225087
FEUH ARSI EG T 3 FH AR (i 25 (p = 0.0005 ) |, J $L I3
AW (p=0.1382 >0.05) , iZB R R* =0.9007 , i3t W]
TZASEARY 7 AR 0] A RO B, AT AE BE R v, SRR 22
e BRI AT HH Sk DT AL B P SR B T Bt 2 1Y
ity fit o

FA TR SR R D I BT S A
Table 4 Experimental design and results for

response surface analysis for alcalase

i DPPH [ i &
PN vas) A B, C 1 B (% )
1 -1 -1 0 0 20.08
2 1 -1 0 0 28.67
3 -1 1 0 0 27.62
4 1 1 0 0 20.85
5 0 0 -1 -1 12.83
6 0 0 -1 32.10
7 0 0 -1 1 30.00
8 0 0 1 1 28.25
9 -1 0 0 -1 18.50
10 1 0 0 -1 21.66
11 -1 0 0 1 20.42
12 1 0 0 1 35.92
13 0 -1 -1 0 20.08
14 0 -1 0 34.85
15 0 -1 1 0 42.33
16 0 1 1 0 36.47
17 -1 0 -1 0 17.22
18 1 0 -1 0 24.47
19 -1 0 1 0 22.21
20 1 0 1 0 23.88
21 0 -1 0 -1 12.29
22 0 0 -1 22.87
23 0 -1 0 1 20.96
24 0 1 0 1 30.09
25 0 0 0 0 53.42
26 0 0 0 0 51.29
27 0 0 0 0 54.78

S5 IR, 25 IZR X DPPH [H FH 29 B 2 0 52 i
ML R, B F (BTN, A 5 A e
[ X5 2 S %) s i) Bl 88 R, Ak 7 b R I TR 32 1) 458 /08 o
Xf R A7 B sR 45 A, =0.071,B, =0.057,C, =
0.127,D, =0.102, 7 5 3 fe iy, BP0 28 P 1 e 4 T
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Vi Bk DPPH B i 55 = 19 454 0 N 2 6.3% A} 26 RJINA B L T T S g
JKEE 1:40.6 15 )E 51.3 °C (BF[E] 115.1 min, A& S Table 6 Experimental design and results for
o N 54.09% o R T B TEAR YA AR M 78 H response surface analysis for papain
(% #F T E A7 55 B 40 UF S g, W0 A MR ROy T DPPH 1 ot
54.98% | SIEREAR MG AIRE(E 1% Wy, mrie SRS A B G D
BHAR 7 G 4% 1R 4y (4 T 90 B M 2R B I A R TS B 1 _1 _1 0 0 18.27
DPPH A %k 2 1 -1 0 0 20.71
Fe5 TR I USR0S 3 -r 0 0 21.63
Table 5 Variance analysis of regression equation 4 1 1 0 0 25.83
_ 5 0 0 -1 -1 13.68
LRKR TR By F P WEE 0 o 1 oy

A, 7203 72.03 251 0.1391 ; o 0 | | rsa3

B, 66.93  66.93 233 0.1526 g 0 o 1 | 36

C, 17473 17473 609  0.0296 « :

D, 17169 17169 598  0.0308 « ? -0 0 -1 12.69
AB, 5898 5898 206  0.1772 10 ! 0 0 -1 19.84
AC, 778 778 027 06120 1 -1 0 0 1 2.7
AD, 3807 3807 133 02718 12 1 0 0 1 3049
B,C, 10640 10640 371  0.0782 13 0 -1 -1 0 26.03
B, D, 0.53 053 0018  0.8946 14 0 1 -1 0 29.38
C,D, 11046 11046 385  0.0734 15 0 -1 1 0 21.93
A 1496.93 149693  52.17  <0.0001 e 16 0 1 1 0 32.69

B,’ 806.33  806.33  28.10  0.0002 e 17 -1 0 -1 0 15.43

c’ 687.61  687.61 2396  0.0004 e 18 1 0 -1 0 30.07
D> 140047 140047 4880  <0.0001 = 19 -1 0 1 0 20.20
B2 34435 28.70 20 1 0 1 0 24.58
gl 33426 3343 6.63  0.1382 21 0 -1 0 -1 14.37
W2 10.09 5.04 22 0 1 0 -1 15.02
B 312194 22300 7.77  0.0005 o 23 0 -1 0 1 23.14

F:x BRERBE(p<005); ++ FREFWMEE (p < 24 0 1 0 1 23.59
0.001) ,% 7 [f. 25 0 0 0 0 39.35
23 AINEEEKREHHRAL S s
B BT RN 2 A B R AL B ST R B I T
F2.DPPH [ i L1515 %% = 39.68 + 3.38A, + 1.47B, + FT U S T el RS Ty 22 A
1.36C, + 4.46D, + 0.44A,B, —2.57A,C, + 0.16A,D, + Table 7 Variance analysis of regression equation
0.35B,C, — 0.050B,D, — 1.99C,D, — 9.49A, — 7.71B,* — BREE CEAM ¥r F P i F
S.49C, 105D, . WM 1 | K45 L2 6. 72557 /];2 13730 13730  11.87  0.0048 .
BT WA 7. Iy 25T AT AR SE 0BT 1 OB . 5 C ol ol 1o oies
(p =0.0003) , RALLIFA 555 (p = 0.1432 > 0.05) , i% D, 23897 23897 2066 00007 =
I R? =0.9086 , 15 WH 2 A5 MU U & A2 )5 BLLT, Al (5 & A,B, 0.77 0.77 0.067  0.8002
B, SRR 25 /N PRI T SR T A% PR 2R R T A,C, 26.32 26.32 2.28 0.1573
R A 1T E‘ﬂ% M . AD, 009 0009 SOPE o077
FP g R B oR, 4 N ZE X DPPH [ il 253 5 % -003
(9 SIS 2 TR BRI 2R P0G F2 . Fh F (AT 0, o ik B,G, 050 050 0043 08392
SRV i) 6 4 S F 5 00 A, ek /K L L 132 B8 o 6 B,D, 1-°§g§ 1.088;; 8~6(‘)‘§f 0.9770
Do Xb LIRSy R fif A2 A, =0.191, B, =0.116, C,D, 1584 1584 137 02646
C, =0.054, D, =0.218 , 7 R ¥ fie i, BIVACTICER 11 i A7 50462 50462 4363 <0.0001 s
R 5 B DPPH [ B BE &% & 19 45 140 8 N g & B,’ 317.00  317.00 2741  0.0002 .
4.6% Bl7K I 1:41.2 JEEE 50.5 °C H5F[E] 133.0 min, It c,’ 160.72  160.72  13.90  0.0029 e
TS R R B 25 N 40.51% o g T B i A5 760 %) o e D,> 65087 650.87 5628  <0.0001 =
AR AL S AF T AT 52 PR B0 S2 56, I 4598 BR %N 2 138.78 11.70
41.06% , SEBRAL R AL FRIG M UR 22 78 1% LLpY, 7] 1L AL 13456 463 637 01432

TR2E 422 291

R HE 1% £ 4 51 I 7O T I
AR Y G5B 0% AR 47 i 50 90 R TR 85 H i B8 i 9 bR Bl 137895 98.50 850 0.0003 s

DPPH [ th3EAIBETT o
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*8 WEEE A DPPH [ th 25 ERAE )
Table 8 DPPH radical scavenging capacity of double enzyme complex enzymatic hydrolysis

B2t B B O+ AN FR + Tl 2 T - ATREE -
AT A T 2 1 AT A T 2 1
DPPH [ 33515 % (% ) 56.18 42.64 92.07 78.35
DH(% ) 17.42 15.26 18.47 19.31
2.4 WESESHR S ik

R EEER A L — B BT A7 A5, M [ 52 B0 22 3L TR
B YT IREE , 77 A 0 R o & SR R Ltk s s —, R I,
ST TR KR B T O i A AR R A, AT XL T
SEHG . 8 R, R MR AN + AR T RN
PRI A 5 76 B8 B R 0 S A S5 TR K e
Bz 5 ARTNER AR + Bl 2R 1 B 3% R P AR TR S S
TEA IR Al ) foe 0 25 78 T 7K e 5 Bk 28 il — K
JIVER AT 3% 7 56 R FH B 25 11 g e e e 44 F
i e 01 iz, K i i >R FHAR JIC AR 11 i A LS A 5 4
YR 5 A TR P — B R i 2 1 SR
AT Pl AE e D 55141 1t i £0 52 | K g )= >R FH
B 2 A e e G A TS R e . S UG A R
7, PO A B0 P K i B AR T, T FH R R R i RO
H AR . Da KA BE 1 /N 55 I 7 7= 0 i L AR Ak
BEJIIFCE IR TR o SR 43 25 W A s R AT TR
B Tl A A R, < B R E i — A TR E A S T
st A e e , < A TIN R 1 il — Mk 2 i SO R R
SR VR A Tl , WG e it ) Bk FE 2 1, AR 6] 19 52 I 5%
PE T 14 225, Fris 20 b1 B0 SR A AS TR, 6F
DPPH [ HJE35 R i 1 A8 fb AR K. E AR S 46 7R
JH XU 2 D25 AR i Jz J 35 BT A AL KA Y Ui 4 &
it 40 255 SR A, 9 vk 5 ) P R 9 4% SR L R A
KL Tt T 1 250 . — Tl T A A5 201 ) 7 ) L AT 0B O D 4R
etk DRk, 432 A AR L S A, =R & T IKEE 1Y
FhIFEL B, HAA s bt AL BE 0t AR B A BT
FH T 080 2 11— Fh N D) 22 SRR 2R P, T LA
ke o AR AR NIk, AE V)T B A R
ST N K B — CO — NH — A= il 43 7 1 558 /N 19 2 ik
2 T fig e SR FH B P AR TN 2R 1 R LA
A N 22 0 A R R SR TR R iy, 74 R A R 1) A
P A PLEALRE S 38 R, BT LA e Ty 58 ok S i g
P A il e i AS TN, F Tl 1T 75 21 B S A0 BE 1 85 1) il
f# 4 .

3 Zig

ZE4 DPPH [ i 2L 7 B 38 FIK il B 48 b, 398 B
B 2 1 Tl R A TG 1 TG T A 2 £ 2 R 1, A T D)
TR R B9 BEA -, R Design Expert 8.0.6 £, it i)
Box—Behnken 531435145 H PR /K fifE S 9 B AL T
A TR PR BT K S TR A T AR L 0 T 1
SO A5 H B ME AR - A IR 1 AR B Ak
PEGE B IR, T B AR AR 09 2 BRI B A MRk AE
FHPLEEAS AT R 0F— 2 5O 95, ASBIF 55 0T 0 LS B9 TR
ARR M —E 1S5 F G
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Chlorella sp.U4341 Ji 7= 38 (4 IR ZE SEA ROV VEAAT , i
P& H NaNO, 18] 26 48 P9 52 i) S 38 1 PRI 22 Jl ol
B M@ 3 52 56 3F — 25 18 3T F KM g 7= 3 X 3, R FH i
W O 2 A SR ST Chlorella sp.U4341 (M Ig 7=
SETFUMASLIRY | I T $5 I g 7= 2 B e 1 7 4% Ak o

T Chlorella sp.U4341 ffAb )5 i 3535 46140
NaNO, 1.67 ¢ - L™, 3% %44 B§ 2534 ¢ - L', KH,PO,
0.70 g-L.°' | K,HPO, -3H,0 0.45 g-L™', MgSO, - 7H,0
0.20 g-L™', FeSO, - 7H,0 3.0 mg-L™"' A, fhfIcZE
1.2 mL-L™" , JGHEEREE 70 w-Em s~ JEEE 25 °C %%
150 r-min”'  WI4H pH6.8 . FI AL S BoEE 55 417,
Chlorella sp.U4341 [l A5 =% A7 280.57 mg-L™"'-d™",
FeA Ak B 1% 3% 45 7 F (181,60 mg - L™' - d™") #i 75
T 54%
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