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Study on enzyme screening of rice immune active peptide
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W E . #HF %% Neutrase, Acalase 2. 4 L,Papain,Pepsin, Trypsin,
Flavourzyme,Acid protease, Protamex 5 Bromelain 9 #F &
GERMBRREG G, LR IFFRGBKEY G L
FEM, BREW,MIEE @8 Trypsin TAEAH & KK L
JEEPERK 89 S 3 K MR B, Trypsin B M 3 X E % %8 e
(RAW264.7) # ¥ 15 4% # (stimulating index, SID 4 1. 597
(1 000 pg/mL) ; J B &4 o A8 2 5 F & <1 000 #9404

Bl % &k B T4.11%,
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Abstract: The hydrolysis processes of rice protein by had been studied
9 proteinases including Neutrase, Acalase 2. 4 L., Papain, Pepsin,
Trypsin, Flavourzyme, Acid protease, Protamex and Bromelain,
and the immune activities of 9 protein hydrolysate had been consid-
ered. The results showed that Trypsin can be used as the optimum
hydrolytic enzymes for the preparation of rice immune active peptide
whose value-added index (stimulating index, SI) to mice macrophage
(RAW264.7) is 1. 597 (1 000 pg/mlL);
had the highest percentage of components with relative molecular
mass <<1 000, to 74.11%.
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Table 1 Enzymatic hydrolysis conditions of the
tested proteases
. Wtttk 271 T i/ it A
pH EE/C WHE/%  (U-gH)  BE/h
SR ] 7 45 5 3000 3
B 2K 8 55 5 3 000 3
IR 2 1 7 50 5 3000 3
AN 7 55 5 3 000 3
[ 1 At 8 37 5 3000 3
% 2 7 55 5 3000 3
EEAE] 2 37 5 3000 3
PR 2R 3 50 5 3000 3
HEEAM 7 50 5 3000 3

1.4 SHAE
L4l FEARBS M ik

(D) KAEEMME .S % GB 5009. 3
PR

(2) KA EF R E . 3% GB 5009. 4—2010 BT 1 K
15

(3) MEWF & EAIME . 2% GB/T 5512—2008 HY R K
Bk

(D BEEAETEMWE . Z% GB 5009. 5
L.4.2 FEAWMIEWWEFE 5% GB/T 235272009,
1.4.3 MR FRWE FE RA HPLC KD,

(1) o 3% &4 . 8 3% 4, TSKgel 2000 SWXL 300 X
7.8 mm; WAL K/ ZIE/ LR ,55/45/0. 1(V/V) s K il
Pk, UV 220 nms AR 30 °C s ,0. 5 mL/min,

(2) KR4 BURESh 2 mL B F 10 mL F 8RR
Bl AHTR R Z0 B AL BB 0. 45 pem) 3 BB 5 B BERE

(3) 4rF B R OE M 4R BT AR AE S - FF i (MW 145005 4
BB HR AR HEARMWLHED S E R C
(MW12500) ; ZH MR — AW — L& R (MW189),
14,4 /NEUE W28 B3 53R 30 vk SR MTT 3%, B
BOA A RAW264. 7 41, 4 ML e B2 7 X 10° 4~ /mL, 100 pL
AT 96 FLAR L FE 37 C.5% CO, MIBEFEMPME 4 h
JE s A K G 28 78 M K L 2 1 B A 45 2 B9 TE R K L Ak ek
R PIRE 20 h; EX QL HE R 4 h il A 20 pL MTT
(5 mg/L) s s B AL A9, L i A 150 pl P R
WL B A R E 5 mint™ 7 492 nm SR P BB ASCKS 00 1
JEEECOD 8D 340 (D IR ST A

RIH OD i
Xt 4H OD {8

1.5 EERBRMNERZE
SR PR AR AR I 5 0 5 R T A R 0 M R AR R (D

T
1 P kA5 e =

KRR 1 T8 0 2 1 5 i X ROK R A ) T
TR HBy AR BT 1 X ROK R R T i

2010 W EH 4T

2010 H I HLER

0 B 3 B R R ST — QY

X100 %

2)
1.6 HiEALEE

MTT 50 80dl ¥ 0 3 AT AT Bodls i B8 L w36 45 2R
FEIE AR RN . ) 2 5 R AT Student”s t-test -1
B RERT REA A 7. P<<0. 05 Bf Rn B B & HE2 R,
P<C0. 01 W KR BA W R EFME2ER.
2 gRESe
2.1 KKMAKEEERBDHH

Xof JEARR DR oK A S A 0 B BT R IR SRR B 1 R AR R
PEAT T AR AR 2, KRR B & 5 86.2% .

39



E3EFE2H ES

Tt A4« SRR R 282 0 e Ok K ik FH TR S B 2

R2 ERRARRREANEEXLERS

Table 2 Main chemical compositions of the raw

material of rice and rice protein %
% Ko S Wi Bkt aY Ky
JEAER K 10. 60 7.15 0.78 75.15 0.33
FoKEH 5.82  86.20 0. 39 6.97 0.62
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S NI A= R g NN L G NG R G g =
S A TR B S B B B AL 9 B B T OROK R A ik fT Ok
fift . B AR R AR AR A R D e B R T Eh W R
P . T 2 B Y B AL 5 Phe A Leu 45 /M & 5L R
i 2 T ) T U0 R R R (Lys) FIKS &0 BR CArg) %5 B o
I, W EABMARE A §EE THYE G, 38 E
A B DDA 258 Lys. Ala, Tyr.Gly, 2o/ Ala fil Gly 25
KPR IERR T Lys Pk 2 3618 5 AR 14 58 14 5 1) 07 52
Arg.Lys.Phe, Horft Arg Fl Lys 2 2 SR 1T Phe /2 i 7K
PEEEETR . WMk AR KR DR R M O L T R
il 1 52 G A P R A AR G T R Y T D 2 R
JE Ala,Leu, Val 55 Gi K M 2 IR 5 KUK 25 11 Wl = — Fh GETE P
P B R P 4 1 K i R P R AR /IR 00 B A . R
Sy SO, BT A A AR S B R S 0 B K M R R s R 1k R
iy EL A )2 0 SR L AT R K A B3 S Phe . Trp 2555 K 1
TR AL ESE IR Arg I MCEE ; P 2R 1 T K A R L
S Tyr.Try 1 Phe %35 & K M A BB 0 IREE; E A
[ =N N AR B N i A o L
JREE AR R AT R 5T A B TE E R B R (9 G R 0 T
FR TP R 28 K B S SR, i O Y P 067 A
R 2 A v e — S i KPR 5 e P S L R b, BT AR B 9 R X
9 Tl 25 1 A Ry R 7 28 I AR L L /DS BRI I 0 R 0 9 )
FE B (SD A2 A8 bR WUAN 9 Al il rp 1 502 i A R oK B0 95 7
JUK 1 538 UK i Wl AR B 9T 2 B GB/T 23527—2009 Ml 22 /9 9
Tl 20 I ) R DL SR 3.
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Table 3 The enzyme activity of 9 tested proteases

B FPZE  FEE /(U - gD BERFPZE  EEE /(U - gD
H i H 68 252. 4 9 B 26 174.8
IR 25 1 1 1141.7 AJNE H 48 834.9
JBZE 11 28 317. 2 HEEAWH 20 938.5
TR 55 1 228 479. 1 Bl 25 1 168 025. 9
rhE I Al 39 061.5
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A AR T8 T i 20 /N BRI W 24 o 348 G 8 25 3 5 s 1 2
P T 6 A XU AR 1 R R ) L 02 6 AR T T ) R 1
AR T T A 0 T /0N SR I A R G R W 3 (P<C0. 05) 51
3 /1N BRI W 200 i 3 58 A A 3 O (P<0. 01) Y Tl A 0 A7
JBR R 1 Tl A ) L R 2 1 T A R b P 2R I R 5 R
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/I B T 00 o 3 1 00 208 i, L STER 1. 597, AR (Il
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REAR 7 1 40 & W 2 16 5 Hata 20 N4 o -6 3 RO 2R
1 T Ol A 2 v 4 8 o o — i BT 22 SR 1 22 IR X
T oas-BEEE T 59~79 ST T 5 7 By, T AR IR A B
i 18 70 BRU MG 2 B R A R BP 2K 5 200 L 1) 1 B RN BT 0K /8 7 4
Meisel %1 AF 5% % 80 M 2 1 26 140 1) 96 26 1 16 96 F 40 40 5
B + = K PhePhe Val-Ala-Pro-Phe-Pro-Glu-Val-Phe-Gly-
Lys Al fi% il St A0 1% % 1 /18 BRUIEL B I Wi 4 L ) A W D
2.3 IMEABBMRYS FESHNIW
AR 521 & B 2~ 6 A~ & FE R 9 45 K LE B B R Ui
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Figure 1 The comparison of stimulating idex

of 9 hydrolysates
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Table 4 The stimulating idex of 9 hydrolysates

Tl h 2~6 D ECER AN E R LR R . REE A
P18 — 2% 25 4 112 19 T ) T ) 62 AR R R T ) 1 R A
BRI A D) AL5  Arg BT Lys 7R R OK

i fi ) SI il it SI
A : B 1R S5 R 1P T (5 LG 10, 89 %% L A 0 o A 43
HREIR Lz BEERE 1205 FHHENT 1000 B 5 H B4 74, 115 s W 55 4 B 09 G
MOREAR L3 ) AMEAM 12 B4 AlaLeu i Val kK 8 11209 W 418 1 7 1 1 B
o 2 1 g 1.597 iRl 1.301 S 16. 82 %, H Bt AR 1 P AR G 4 F RN F 1000 BT 5 L B
BOHETE 1 423 || eRbEE P 1315 B 01.39% . TR 1 A Uk G P ) L B 4 9 R T O 1
o 1 1an FO JH 26 4 5 /I8 1) 4 1 O 2 00 I 28 14 6 3 £ 3 14

e B T B 43 B 5E 4 S TR B A L R 5 3 v A A A M L
TE 0 SEH A R B W A AR BE M S L R R TR
iR G G R AR R A RO A R D
FET 9 R ROKEE RS AR 09 4y F & 40 A (W 2) L Waters
M32 GPC #3509 A 4 43 o 35 BT e i WL 32 5.,
FOHAL, BEOM. RYEEO. S EOBNS TR
A3 AR TE 500~2 000, HFT b7 LB K F 75 % ; B2k (il L MR
FIfEAEOMAMERABNS RSN EESME
180~1 000, H o5 LB AE 74 % A L 5 KUK 8 11 8 AR B
it 149 53 -3 43 A AE 180~2 000, H B 5 Lol KT 72 % . 6i B
AN A e A NN RS S Y E R e A 0 B S

F4 e 25 A T T 30 % MK i 4R R T A R Lys B Arg BB
A R0 SR B L NN i 1 B T R R 1 K
0 e T R T AR A, R TR AR Sy ) R e AR
—E TR b TR UL 5 TE M 1 A A R L B3RS 0 Ik B
X AR AT B B pU R TR AN R RS 2 i —
A B A T L A TR A
2.4 AREABBHEYRKEERNSH

PR R RGP IR S R E R EE N R, A
WRFE B T ST B 1) 5 Bl ROK &5 1 B8 A 1) 1O 3% 4 KA
ROERWE 3. HE 3 EHLS FMOAOREARMHBY D, 8 E
1 A A 5 P IR R B R . R A A IR
S L USRS A A S A T T A O TR RO R

2] 0.30
Lol 025 |
0.8 0204
= 06 =2 015
0.41 0.103
021 0.05 1
0.01 0.00
5 1‘0 1‘5 2‘0 2‘5 36 5 1‘0 1‘5 20 2‘5 3‘0
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(a) BRHE H BERERY) (b) Btk 2 G R 1)
B2 FalMytdsTRESH
Figure 2 The molecular weight distribution of hydrolysate
x5 IMEOBMBERYNSFESH
Table 5 The molecular weight distribution of 9 hydrolysates
. H i JAWUS Jo i 7§ ik W AJK 2a ik
o =) GHENE At GHENE =N =N GHEN =N =)
=5 000 1.70 7.68 0.45 0.37 1.43 2.8 4.20 0. 40 0. 36
5 000~3 000 2.21 9.93 1. 10 1.77 1.28 4.54 8. 87 0.79 0.68
3 000~2 000 4.32 10. 59 2.19 3.54 1. 89 6.02 9.12 1.43 1.17
2 000~1 000 18.02 21.90 9.76 13. 41 8. 81 17.53 17. 42 7.05 6.39
1 000~500 63.59 35. 35 26. 29 72.65 44, 64 56. 68 25.72 69. 30 61.73
500~180 10. 15 14.55 47.82 8. 27 41. 96 12. 44 26.82 21.01 29.66
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Figure 3 The comparison of yield of peptide from

different hydrolysates
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