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Abstract

The enzymatic hydrolysis process of Penaeus Zhanjiang offal was optimized by improving the an-
tioxidant activity of hydrolyzed products from offal of Penaeus Zhanjiang. Using DPPH radical sca-
venging rate, hydroxyl radical scavenging rate and reducing power as indexes, the optimal pro-
tease was screened and the antioxidant activity of the hydrolyzed product of Penaeus Zhanjiang
offal was identified. Then, the optimal enzymatic hydrolysis conditions of Penaeus Zhanjiang offal
were determined by single factor test and response surface test. The results show that: the optim-
al protease was neutral protease, and the hydrolyzed product from the offal of Penaeus Zhanjiang
had antioxidant activity. The optimal enzymatic hydrolysis process was 45°C, pH 7.5 and enzyme
dosage of 11,000 U/g. The DPPH free radical scavenging rate and hydroxyl free radical scavenging
rate of the obtained enzymatic hydrolysis solution were 71.47%, 91.54% and 2.16.
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1. 51§

PUAM Z IR — P PUEAL R RIS TR, B 2~20 FHEJERR, A B2 L2 T 20 FHa IR .
P Z IE R AT IEATEER, i KRS R A G T PE[L] . DU AR WL B IE B
HHEE . W E R RIS, EERA R A EERN G, Geigik AR NI B B R
i, WOR AR ThRE, T ORSE AR MERRE[2] [3]. FTELRRISRIEA Y RIEA ST RIR, Y
PERIFA SR [4] #Z[5]. EHET[6]. FOK[7IMAEIEE[8]5E, S RIFA 5 [9]. Fi J[10]. Jm e
f[11]. RS [12)FIXS RI[13] 55 . e AEMIE BT AL IR B ARSKIR, W PE A PPt S ALK I AR R 24
et ity PREESAT I BAG T2 R FH[14]

TR UR RIS — KA, X R ) FR AT J | R B 6o TG IR 7 M AR 5 LR AR 2
A E, CR BN PV AE[15] . STERAE N Tid R rh 474 |5 SR B 30%~40%) F il
b, RN R 3 B FR IR Sk HFFRAE[16] [17]. XHERIN TR BRI E SR N R R . R A BRRT,
[F B & R B R A ) AR = (18] XIFkMLE AR, HEl REAH LBT R HIem. iR
B NNETR . IR WREE R LT SRR I BT BRI AE AR DG T [19], X e S R AR
ERSK R A2, WAHRAT AL | 3 2 (I SRR % . 2 BopinyT RO i &0, 2B & BB T Uicif
(4 17 A5 T 34097 3 38 B O 7R 5 S80I 5 A 2R 1) SR 3 RIS B VR YT, 0 HE R S G I TR R I . F% R K if
B AIREL B e USSR TR, RO 17 BlEE Y, 14 BIEE S e RE, 2 Bl E
ORIUE, 1 PIEEBHRIR20]. ZREAEESBEREISEE ZNH, fluEEESEMmarRI, T8
PEAI R e gk F Bm I VR BE . UIUE . BEE. RN, k. R, BRIESE T N EBRK RIS Y, R,
RIS 2w S B TR R B R A T & A m 0K, 6 & & B IR B /K A BB
HE LN MEM 75 [21] .
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{E_ESRM IR Sk Bl E R B db R R S BRI R A B, IR PR TSR BRI DRIk, AT LA
VXM R R J50RE, R mE A AR 5 DR 3 e A = 7 [ A6 0 A Bt SRl 48 B ALK, R4 e v
VLR R BRI K = RS BTG VE D9 TOIR T BRI BRI T4 (T ) R

2. M5 %
2.1 AFE5EE

TR N TR R GRYT E K= I R B A PR A /1) AJREE FIEFE(980 u/mg, Ik 5 il = RH
HIRAF); 4 EARG0 umg, JbHsiEFE R A RA ) F P A EF(200 u/mg, I3 IE 5 05
BHEABRAR); MR ARE00 u/mg, dbatmsiE EIREH AR AR); BHEABFQ250 u/mg, JbaiisiEs
NEHE AR AR DAL, T AR ERE R AR A F]): 30%id FAb A (orirat, EZEH
LA RAR); BRI, BRILTHZEREAFIARAR); ZEOROGIT4E, | AR R H
BROAF]): TUKBREREN(HTAL, | AR R AR A ) K CEE(Grirat, | RSB I A TR
2] H AR A B = A Al

BT TR AUY120 SR IR AR B iEHL MI-BL25B3 SERIAIG ARflIE A R A ] £
PE IR KB HH-2 8 N 2R A B IS A PR A B s K52 pH it PHSJI-4F BRI A TR AR
T HRFE DHG-9035A AR T BERHE AR AR AMAT W43 G EETF TU-1810 b 53 il A S A
FRITEAF]: & E AR E O AL H3-20KR 1R AT U B & A IR A R TEiR iR A 2 GL-88B JLAk IR
ARG PR A

22. WA

221 FENHALE
A PR BE LRI O N BORD A B ETE W BB, A8 B T 20 CURFE (R A7 % T o

2.2.2. TR TESNERIE

VIR BE 5 75 TRk BE 109 OB LIRS, LR R E &M pH )R, FRInERMEAR, 212
VA B0 R RIS B AR 4 b, BEARLSS S B T K K 15 min, Y415 L 10000 r/min
20 10 min, B RiE RS FH[22].

2.2.3. EEEWmNHE

K 2.2.2 BGARE T2, 43 1 PSR A B0 & MH R 21, TR BEEATRE MR, 20 FH E
T R IR e 2 KA R, RN RS R SR RORE S, R FC il — 2R S [FI9R BE 1 L=t
TR VEAE AP EXS IR, DL DPPH [ L& R B ISR R AL F e bs, WA EE
B b e B R B A, RO EVE VI R R BRL K = ) B P A e

Table 1. Conditions for the enzymatic reaction of various protease

* 1. BREAMHEEMRNNFMT

Mg b2 5i& pH BIEIRE(C) Juf & (U/g)
AN H g 6.0 55 6000
W H A 75 40 6000
ik . 11 ity 8.0 40 6000
HPE IR I 7.0 45 6000
B P 2 1 Bl 9.0 55 6000
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224. ZRRESENNZE

B 5 mL BT Rephh, FH S =M ERZE 50 mL #ZEMF, RAJEEE 10 min. B2 mL
FEMEBIIAN 4 mL A4 BRGRVRS), # B 30 min 5B EIERAE 540 nm TDEROGIE, xF bR fh 2 it
SR SV ) 2 KR C (mg/mL).

H 5% =& LB (TCA) L H— FR AL A5 D H BE(GSH)bR#EVA M,  BX 2 mL GSH ¥ 4 mL
AR, FePERE b, DL GSH ¥R AREAAAR, ODsyg AMALIRZ: bR 1 22[23] (4] 1).

y = 0.010x + 0.005
0-101 R =10.99
0.08 -
£ 0.06
R
B 04
0.02
0.00 -
0 2 4 6 8 10
A HEH BRI (mg/mL)

Figure 1. Glutathione standard curve
1. ARBtHRRFRERZE

2.25. DPPH BEHEFRENAE

B 2 mL F§f#7% 5 2 mL DPPH #(0.2 mmol/L) TR E i, JR2), =R N8x8 30 min, F 517
nm KbIIE R, (ERES s PSRRI TEK ZBEE 3 DPPH ¥, AR DR b, (EXTRRZ; A
MK BB Wl A, HAPRAL, {fEa8A4[23]. DPPH H HEERRMRE N5

0

A —A.
DPPHEEB%?%BZ%%Z(%):(L 'A J)xlOO

KA AL A Aol WA AP .

2.2.6. BEHEFRFNNE

HX 1 mL B . 5 mL FeSO, iAW (1 mmol/L) & 5 mL H,0, i (3 mmol/L) Tt &, e R G
FHIIAN 14 mL /KR - ZEHEW(3 mmol/L), & 37 CHER /K, )8 30 min. T 510 nm ALl
JEIE, VERERAL: FSRRAA I 2R K B i H O ¥R, P IRIA b, VEXTIEZH; SRR 28 TRk B 46
B, HARDBE L, Faa4l23]). #E hiEERRRE TR

o 1 IR (%) :(1_ A A, jxlOO

N A Aps Ao RIAEESRAH . SR . AHHWLRE,
2.2.7. BEHME

FE S 2H : B 2 mL BEAR 2 mL fERR 25 22 /(0.2 mol/L, pH 6.6) 5 2 mL 2k &L ANIE R (1%) T iR E b,
RIS, BT 50 CIEIEKEHHAAE 20 min, 25 RTESBIIAN 2 mL =& LA (10%), 18215
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# 10 min, H2 mL ByERE T 5 —E S, B 2 mL 281K 1 mL =& 8E(0.1%), TRAT,
JCE 10 min J5, F 700 nm Abi s HIOGRE s A A4 SRR AR IRK B R mE AR, AR SRR A
[F][24]0 & JEIIARYE F h 5

EEI=A - A,

X Asv Ao il RER AR 2 FTAR R .
2.3. PARKE T

A 2.2.3 Wi tH ) B R B I G AT R
2.3.1. RERIIIFRER 2 RS WS R

BHEEL 1:9, fnfgHE: 6000 U/g, pH7, 73 AIAEIRIE N 35°C. 40°C. 45°C. 50°C. 55°C g 4 h,
ETAAIE T
2.3.2. pH HEIIIUR TR 2 B S SE 1 R

BHAEE 1:9, JnfE 6000 Ulg, iE 45°C, 4rJl7E pH N 6. 6.5, 7. 7.5, 8 TH§fif 4 h, MEHEAMN
.
2.3.3. FRMBEGE T EIIR TR 2 B S W E RN

B EL 1:9, ¥ 45°C, pH 7.5, 43 %10 8000, 9000, 10,000, 11,000, 12,000 U/g & (A i 4 h,
I 5E P TEE .
2.4, W Rz A T

T RRARNBE R, USKER 3 MR VAR, BEI DPPH B iR, FE hit
TR RIE [ Ay SAE, HEAT N RS . 32 Box-Behnken 21t 3 B3R 3 /KRG (42 2), i g WL
TR BRI AR SR R B T2

Table 2. Code in response surface design

% 2. WNERIHRER

K
5
-1 0 1
ARE(C) 40 45 50
B pH 6.5 7 75
C finfigE(U/g) 9000 10,000 11,000
3. BZRED

3.1. ERAERIFEREERTIIURN TR S RREmE LA

3.1.1. A"EEBEY DPPH BHESBREHFM

HIE 2 %0, IREEHE R, DPPH [ HIBLERMFBEE 2 A, RIFHITXHE N R K@= 5 P
% 2 A5 DPPH H tH55EBR 8 77 - AR B A B R A1 21K K =40 1%) DPPH B FR 57 bR 6 el i BINIRAK N -
hEE AR > ANEAR > WMEEAR > BEEAN > MEAR, M35 T L. MRk
JE4 25 mg/mL i, Hy R R A EEEG AR AT 2 KK AR P20 DPPH [ H1ETE R E N 64.63%, I AR xR
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i L-DUAR AR ) DPPH B HH SRR 91.81%, & W] H b V2 1 B Mg AR 15 2 /K A - AR T e SR g
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Figure 2. Effect of different protease on DPPH free radical scavenging

& 2. TEIZERET DPPH BHREEMREMNIIN

3.1.2. ARIEREXNEBAREFRENZM

oI 3 g1, WREEHER, FeH mEERRFR M 2 HOR, RENER N IEUK @ S i iR B
¥ A G EREE DT AR B RS 2 (K M3 B S BR R R B OO RE Al >
W EAN > WitEAR > BUERAR > ANEAN, B985 T L-PUR IR . 25 SR E N 25 mg/mL
I TR 2 A e AP 80 (KA 7 B B Eh 2T PR 560 84.38%, S WX i h L-pu A I R 2 1
B ER R 85.16%, i W th AR (MG AR 1S 2 10K MR - M0 AR e T 8 R M AR 1S 1 1R K ) BAT TR
¥ B SRR AE AT -

0.9 - AMELE

0.8
Sor | e . EEEEE
@322 j W
irooq |
Bosl
im 0.2 +

0.1 r

5 10 15 20 25
W& (mg/mL)

Figure 3. Effect of different protease on hydroxy| radical scavenging

E 3. TEZEAXZAHEERENFIM

3.1.3. FRIEREXER DB

HT 1] 4 0, WRBERE R, 3R o RE 2 358, R ATETIXTER N BRI AR =) 5 L-Bisk IR A 85 77
AN A BB S UK - e R 7 s BMRAR OO : ik Al > PR AR > WltEAl >
REARE > ANEAN, (HH58T L-JURNR. BRIy 25 mg/mL i, f vk 5 B 15 21 1
TR SR IO GE Dy 1,627, S AR B L-HUR MR 138 SR /o6 2.063, B i e A
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Figure 4. Effect of different protease on reducing power
4. NEEBEEXTIEIR FIHF 00

1 EIRRTR, e AR R AR LS 2K AR P V0% DPPH  H RIS BRAE FHANE SR 7y o, i b iR
R 1 B M A 2 KA M 2 B e B TS R T R 2R % A 1 BRI AR5 21 IR K 0o e S A i
PERISZMA S5 R B U PR PR D AR Uil I -

32 BEARRKEER

3.2.1. BERELFEERIT

B 5 &1, DPPH HHAEIERE . B H HINERE SOL R ) = IR L E T 2 58T s 5 B
&, f£ A5CHIARI R E. KRB NEL—REVEEK, MR LA, EAmeE e B,
FEfR R Z K & b B, HIREE S B e S EE AR, LY E R 45CrE, $1
AUIE TN B o I R BT R IR DN 45 °C I BT AT M RO 123 (P < 0.05). £% BFTIR, ffiiE 45°C
JEE B R R OE R, DI 45°C Jy ik Be i

09 r 12

"EJE S
08 - 118
o | | 16 "RomEERE
06 | . 2 . 1 oopprymwEEE
o 12
£ 05 -
R
E,% 1
=04 &
o 108
03 -
1 0.6
02 - 1 oa
01 - 102
0 0
35 40 45 50 55
BE (T

T AN ARER ] R /NS TR OR 22 57 B2 (P < 0.05)

Figure 5. Effect of temperature on antioxidant activity
B 5. REIELEMERIF
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3.2.2. pH X E L E R

H 14 6 &1, DPPH H HIFEERRR . #H HEERRLSOEIFE ) =F Y pH B3R 28T &5 TR
&%, 1£7.5 Mk EE. XK pH E R RS KAK, #B2x 8 B I a5 40 7= A= 5o, 348 17 5 i 21 i
R .l TR, pH A 7.5 B PTEALIEE SR B3 (P < 0.05). £ BRI, Wi 7.5 N
H B KR B IE pH,  RIIE#E 7.5 95 pH.

1r 12

= DPPH A HIZEHRR R
09 a
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3

" E HEERE

R

B BEHRE
ERE )

02 r
01
0

T ANFEISCHR A A F /NG T REROR 22 5 8 25 (P < 0.05)

Figure 6. Effect of pH on antioxidant activity
[ 6. pH T E M IE MR R

3.2.3. INEgEXHRAEHEMAR W

& 7 &1, DPPH H HIAEETERRAR . 2 H HHIERFE AL R ) =& HIRE & 13 287 mE g T
ot JHGE eI HERZ, SRVESENEE, RN EORERRZ. 5
AR F2%, JEFNRYS & Al A 5 A BIMAT, BrCUE MmN 2 1IEy, ZRiEEd
NS 3 2 v Hr s, g A 10,000 11,000 12,000 U/g i % 3 A3 1 R R 3 2 (P < 0.05),
B2 R A 1), #:4% 10,000 U/g 1E NEGE B R . 28 ERTIR, #i5E 10,000 U/g 8 (A BEZK AR 1) Bd n
g, [AUEiESF 10,000 Ulg Jikeé ins & .
il EDPPHH HEHRE
"R EHEERE
SRS

0.9
08 r
0.7 r
0.6 [
05

H H TR %

04
03 r
02 r
0.1

0

8000 9000 10000 11000 12000
mEsE (U

Vi ASFEIAEER (A H R /NS P B R 22 57 i %5 (P < 0.05).

Figure 7. Effect of enzyme dosage on antioxidant activity

E 7. EsEsHmE LA
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3.3. MM EREIRITER

3.3.1. MMNEIRERITHER
MR B R 2RI 45 IR, IR FRIRE 45°C, pH 7.5, JnfEE 10,000 U/g AEALIEIZ, DL DPPH H H5EiE
B 32 H LTS B AN Sy AW A, 34T B RS . is ] Box-Behnken #tit 3 A& 3 /KR,

B E TR N R DU AR SR B T2, S5 Rk 3 fior.

Table 3. Design and results of response surface methodology
= 3. M ERI T R RN LR

1 40 7.5 11,000 68.45 87.86 1.964
2 45 7 11,000 67.67 86.63 1.859
3 45 7 9000 63.39 83.87 1.521
4 40 8 10,000 61.81 80.73 117
5 45 8 11,000 66.78 86.29 1.877
6 40 7.5 9000 66.03 79.72 1.743
7 45 7.5 10,000 71.35 90.71 2.123
8 45 7.5 10,000 72.87 91.34 2.123
9 45 7.5 10,000 70.06 90.89 2124
10 50 7 10,000 61.63 79.92 1.282
11 45 7.5 10,000 713 89.79 2.123
12 45 8 9000 63.02 82.45 1.469
13 50 7.5 11,000 67.65 87.51 1.931
14 45 7.5 10,000 69.54 91.65 2.124
15 40 7 10,000 62 81.35 1.232
16 50 7.5 9000 64.38 83.58 1.657
17 50 8 10,000 61.37 77.39 1171

Fe 2 3 R0 45 A Design-Expert 8.0.6 FAFEAEIL, 75 H [N AL 5 72
DPPH =0.71-4.075x10 A -2.137x10°B +0.017C-1.750x10“AB

+2.125x103AC -1.300x10°BC — 0.040A% —0.054B% — 4.420x1073C?

OH =0.91+9.250x10*A -3.637x10°B+0.023C + 2.250x10™* AB—0.011AC
+2.700x10°BC-0.053A2 —0.052 B2 —8.730x107°C?

iR JE J7=2.12-8.500x10° A —-0.026B +0.16C —0.012 AB
+0.013AC +0.017BC - 0.38A% — 0.53B% + 0.084C?

332 MK EREERNFGET
M 40 425 fIE 6 1, =AMBALEK) PEI/N T 0.05, BEBI=AMEAI RS . Ll DPPH [ HZETE
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Table 4. Model regression equation variance analysis (DPPH free radical clearance is response value)
= 4. BWRIETSFIEHFZE S (DPPH BHEERE AR(E)

7 S R YR 7R H oy Fii PE R
it 0.023 9 2517 x 10°° 22.50 0.0002 significant
A-TRFE 1.328 x 10°* 1 1.328 x10°* 1.19 0.3119
B-pH 3.655x 10°° 1 3.655x 10°° 0.33 0.5855
C-Jin ity & 2.356 x 107 1 2.356 x 107 21.07 0.0025 *x
AB 1.225 x 1077 1 1.225x 1077 1.095x10°3 0.9745
AC 1.806 x 10°° 1 1.806 x 10°° 0.16 0.6998
BC 6.760 x 10°° 1 6.760 x 10°° 0.060 0.8129
A? 6.584 x 10°° 1 6.584 x 107 58.86 0.0001 x
B? 0.012 1 0.012 108.42 <0.0001 *x
c? 8.226 x 107° 1 8.226 x 107° 0.74 0.4195
B 7 7.830 x 107 7 1119 x 107
KR E 1.109 x 10°* 3 3.695 x 107° 0.22 0.8781 not significant
afiif 2 6.722x 107 4 1.680 x 107
ZE 0.023 16

vE: P<0.05 RHUEFRAEFZEEN, H*¥R; P<001l, RHERKEE, H*ER.

Table 5. Model regression equation variance analysis (hydroxyl radical clearance is response value)

5. RADIFFIERESTEEBREBRERAMME)

5 S R YR F H Sy Fii PE RN
et 0.030 9 3.3873 22.08 0.0002 significant
A-TRE 6.845 x 10°° 6.8456 0.045 0.8387
B-pH 1.059 x 107 1 1.0594 0.69 0.4336
C-Inf & 4357 x 107 1 4357 x 1073 28.40 0.0011 sk
AB 2.025 x 1077 1 2.025x 107  1.320x10°° 0.9720
AC 4.431x 107 1 4431 x10™* 2.89 0.1330
BC 2.916 x 107° 1 2.916 x 10°° 0.19 0.6760
A? 0.012 1 0.012 78.14 <0.0001 *x
B2 0.011 1 0.011 74.02 <0.0001 *x
c? 3.209 x 107 1 3209 x 107 2.09 0.1913
W7 1.074 x 102 7 1.534x 107"
A8 S AR ST B E ¥177 Fii P1A TEM
KR E 8.716 x 107 3 2.905 x 107 5.75 0.0621 not significant
a2 2.022 x 107 4 5.054 x 107°
gh 0.032 16

vE: P<0.05 RHPEFAZEZN, H*®R; P<001l, RHEZEFRREZE, H*FR.
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Table 6. Model regression equation variance analysis (reducing force is response value)
= 6. REEIFIEHFEN(LIRE S AN E)

5 S5 R YR 7R H Sy Fia Pl RN
FR A 2.09 9 0.23 116.63 <0.0001 significant
A-TRFE 5.780 x 107 1 5780 x 107* 0.29 0.6063
B-pH 5.356 x 10°° 1 5.356 x 10°° 2.70 0.1446
C-hni = 0.19 1 0.19 96.92 <0.0001 e
AB 6.003 x 10 1 6.003 x 107 0.30 0.5996
AC 7.023x 107 1 7.023x107* 0.35 0.5708
BC 1.225 x10°® 1 1.225x10°° 0.62 0.4580
A? 0.62 1 0.62 312.09 <0.0001 *x
B? 1.16 1 1.16 586.39 <0.0001 *x
c? 0.030 1 0.030 14.98 0.0061 *x
B 7 0.014 7 1.986 x 107
KR E 0.014 3 4634 x 107 15447.50 <0.0001 significant
aliif %= 1.200 x 10°° 4 3.000 x 107
Zie 2.10 16

H: P<0.05, XWZEFREKEZEN, H*RR: P<001, RYUERKEE, H**FR.

ML H RIS BR AW NAL (R ITUR Z A B2, BB R & R e, rTEEEsR; 10 LOR R
FIAE LA AL IR 2, R A D R ZE SR ML R B R® 4108 0.9666,

0.9660, 0.9934, ¥JKT 0.95, UiMIMIKEENF. HINZXT DPPH [ HIFZBRR A AR [ 1 EHE BR R 10 5 3
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