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mycelium and Its Antioxidation in vitro

£

LI Wen-ziang'*

IIEE!
SUN Ya-nan'
. FELNWRFEMHBIS TR%E LR F

0 E

HU Xin-lei'
266109;2. INAREMHEREHELRE. IR T8

Z 4!

LI Ming'

Fox!

YU Ge'!

Koo

ZHANG Xin'
266109)

(1. Food Science and Engineering College , Qingdao Agricultural University, Qingdao, Shandong 266109, China ;
2. Shandong Provincial Laboratory of Applied Mycology, Qingdao, Shandong 266109, China)

WE AL ERALE SRR L AL RAAT S,
AEBIER LIRS RRREAL EH/AT, £ LA TR B A
# £ & A Box-Behnken 7 ik . il it vy B 3% 3 R AL SR I £
% Mkt % . A Sephadex-50 %] 2R A Bk 2T AT - ILHG % Ak
BATLhAL, SR 2 L E R A A AR DPPH - (O -, « OH
A, EREAN . EXRECAANESH IS HHEN 24 5K
REEWH 02K B DR KR A pH AL >k b > 4R IR
BRI AL A 2R SR AR T L A4k pH 1£8.85,
BRI 4.17 ho 3R BH &R 10 11.86 (g/mL) . EiZ T &
BT, SR RIE K 50.88%; 5 HIFEH LK S KA A — %
HRBRA FEEIRRAETRAEZ—RHEHLE.
KB S0 B L; LR RAMNK

Abstract: The optimal extraction conditions of polypeptide from
Pleurotus eryngii mycelium was ivestigated, and activity of the an-
tioxidant was evaluated in this study. Based on the single-factor
tests, the extraction conditions of polypeptide from P. eryngii myce-
lium were optimized by Response Surface Methodology(RSM) to in-
crease the extraction rate of polypeptide. Moreover, the polypeptide
was purified with Sephadex-50, and the antioxidant activity of poly-
peptide was assessed using several assay model systems in vitro. The
optimal extraction conditions of polypeptide were pH 8. 85,
extraction time 4.17 h, liquid-to-material ratio 1 : 11.86 (g/mL).
Under the optimal extraction conditions, the maximum extraction
rate of polypeptide was 50.88%. Extracted polypeptide showed good
antioxidant activity in a dose-dependent manner.

Keywords: Pleurotus eryngii; mycelium; polypeptide; antioxidant

activity
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i TAES . SW-CJ-2D B, 5 e b 8 45 A BR 2 7 5
AT AL LIG-10 Y, #4 [H Christ 24 7,

1.3 R H*E

1.3.1 AR EIXK

(1) pH i X 75 6 28 147 22 1 22 K48 BOCR 1y %2 i - B & pH
A3k 7.0,7.5,8.0,8.5,9.0 [ 100 mmol/L iz £k 2% W,
IR EE 1010 (g/mL),F 4 C R 4 h, 15 2] #9 K 52 %)
D 2R P 0 S fE 4R MR pHL,

(2) 4 BRI [R] X0 A5 6 28 TR 22 14 22 Jik 312 B3 1 82 i) < I ¢
pH N 6.5 ) 100 mmol/L #f FREh 2% ik, VLRI 1 ¢
10 (g/mL), F 4 CF 4384 2,4,6,8,10 h, 75 3| /) HL12
D B P e R AR R ]

(3) FH Lb A 0 285 T 22 K 2 I3 BOR A 32 IiC & pH
2 6.5 ) 100 mmol/L B8R #h 2% wp . 43 0 LARHB G 0 8,
1:10,1:12,1:14,1:16 (g/mL), T 4 ‘CFiE#4 h, 155
A REL B V8 U A 1 O S AR SR IBORH LE
1.3.2 ZHELZABEPIAE I 724 0 R, pH.
1 IBCER [] FHVRORE LU B 78 4 L 22 JIKHR BROCER Oy i 7 A 1
1.3.3 ABHZS 22K Z KM AiAb K bk BT A5 A 0 4 T 22
MR SR IO B R 4 43 P DT TE (3026, 75%,100%0), F 4 °C
T,3 000 r/min &[> 20 min, 38 E H VIR, HE B FKIE
R ULUE » # H T 30 kDa 32 A7 5 BEAT 32 A7 . 4R 33 A 15 5
Ay F /N T 30 kDa 4 £ ik .

1.3.4 S E 2R Z K098 Sephadex-50 i 2R Bl
BEMEHEAT 24k . VR B : 4 5 min 4~5 mL,
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(1) Z2 AR I J5E 77 190 2 < 76 10 mL X8 m AR TR
W Z KA WA 1.0 mL, 4R J5 I A B R +h 28 v &
(0.2 mol/L, pH=56.6)3 mL H1 K;[Fe(CN); | (1%) % &
3 mL KFIRERERAE 50 °Co W 20 min, R 45K 5%
HL.HMA 104 =R/ LBRE W 2.5 mL I8 27,3 000 r/min &
L 10 min, BEL.O5E G E TREIMA 2.5 mL 3R .
2.5 mLZEWE/KF 0.5 mL 0.1% FeCly i » )2 10 min( £
SR AR DR B p S 700 no) Y RLHTR i B A
BHT fEX B .

(2) ZIKX Oy « MIEBREE I 2 R 4B = B |
. MR IMA 4.5 mL Trise-HCl 220 % 1 4.2 mL 3%
K, 25 °C K ¥ 20 min, B R @ A W 0.3 mL
3 mmol/LEF7R =MW IR 515 - F 325 nm T & 30 s U
— R EME e 5% 8 A% . =418 10 mmol/L ) HCIL,
— R LR AR PN AR A BT B G IR . A B
D22k 22 G 5 B A A B I o A o A E T A8 = 2R
BT SE AN 6] ¥R B2 1) 22 BV 1.0 mL, 2 18 7K % B o 2> o oAy
BT ABLIR I AR A BHT 1R IR . W BR 4% X (D
T

A — A,

H = X 1009 (D

A
H—f k% %
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(3) Z AKX « OH 1175 B 68 1 I a2 « BOAS 7] 3 J3 11 £ ik
B 1.0 mL, it AW E 9 mmol/L FeSO, ¥ W Ml ¥k B
9 mmol/L /K#% MR — Z B 45 1.0 mL,iBSIEMA 1.0 mL
8.8 mmol/L H, O, J& 3h & i, 37 C/K¥% 30 min, F 510 nm
HEE R EAE . 2 A B ZERK AR KA R L LABTIR I
WA BHT FEXT . T BR R 4% (235

_ 7A'7A2 0
S = (1 T)x 100% . (2)

o

S—IHBRE . Y0

A, 25 [ 0 HR SR RO B

Ay — A Z IRV R 0 6 5

A, — TR A B Z KA B B ks .

(4) Z kXt DPPH [ i & 7 BR A &2 . 1.0 mL £ ik
VA 4.0 mL DPPH R A A AR & 1.0 mL 50 % & BEiE
WM 4.0 mL ZREIRIR A2 H 4, 1.0 mL 50 % Z SR
A 4.0 mL DPPH JR& & h % BRAL™) 5 45 4 B iR s Ak,

R 30 min, U Y6 {E (517 nm) . DAHLIR I FR F1 BHT fE X B& .
EER R OIHE .
Foa-2—A 00y, (3
A
K

F—5BR%E, s

Ay —— ZMRIE R OGAE 5

A, 2 A WG E

Ay —XF AL A .
1.3.6  Hdiatr prailsm i 3 WELE .. KRR A
Origin 8.0 F1 SPSS 17.0 %K {4 # 47 &b 3 F1 22 5 0 3 V43 A7
DL H {8 bR E 25 (o £ 5) KR, P<<0.05 Rom B A Gt %
=X,
2 RS0
2.1 BERAKRERSSH
2.1.1 pH Xt ZKIEBCR MM dr & 1 A, b5 2% ol
pH (B0 18 O 75 800 3 TR 22 U 22 JW 1) 12 B3R S 3 K i/ » 7
pH iy 8.5 B 2R F K. pH (H K F 8.5 JG & BURZE W T
R, P RE B ME I SRS R 28 M. AL JRER pH (E Dy 8.5
A A A3 .
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Figure 1 Effect of pH on extraction yield of polypeptide
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Figure 2 Effect of extract time on extraction yield

of polypeptide

2.1.3 BRI b Z RS IBCERMSE I RH L R 5 MR A B
WL R Z IREE IR o) — EZHEE . th B 3 7T A, B & B
LU 38 T, 22 K R 3R BRSNS Wb R L O 1
12 (g/mL) B 2 Bk $& B 3k B 5 KAE , B 5 2 Bk 32 U 3
TR X R R VA R A D B B T O T K R
Bifi o v R T A 1S L R VA B e A S L SR IR 2
SN 20 A DK 40 0 BT £ R B TR KO Hh s
2T ELAS R T J5 B2 09 08 s vk 4 35 0 BORUA X 5 B e
FUUR R R B S A R IR K 1
12 (g/mL)BERNEE.
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Figure 3 Effect of liquid-to-material ratio on extraction

yield of polypeptide

2.2 MEERBERRSH
R A R R AR 1 2R B B Rk AR 1,
B B TE K45 R L3 2. 8 B 45 89 204 T Design-Expert
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JORAR M A Y DAy DR A S 4R IO O 22 1R 2 Ik T A
IR 5 A2 D5 fe N
Y=50.25+0.75X, +2.7X, —1.58X; + 1.54X, X, +
176X, X, —0.77X, X, —5.95X1 —4.15X} —5.95X%., (4
7 2% Sy T 45 2R W23 A8 5 RE(C.VO <200, B %R

F1 MEERBEERKER

Table 1 Factors and levels in BBD
i 5 7K Xi pH  Xo Ul /b Xo ik (g/mL)
—1 8.0 2 1001
0 8.5 4 12 01
1 9.0 6 1401

& 2 Box-Benhnken i{IiZit RER

Table 2 BBD and corresponding results for
response surface
BT X Xz X; Y ZHRRECGR/ %

1 —1 0 —1 40.21

2 0 1 —1 45.52

3 1 1 0 44.76

4 0 1 1 40.15

5 —1 —1 0 38.62

6 0 0 0 51.06

7 0 0 0 50.21

8 1 0 —1 38.98

9 0 0 0 50.32

10 —1 1 0 40.98

11 0 —1 —1 38.62

12 0 —1 1 36.33

13 —1 0 1 34.02

14 1 —1 0 36.25

15 0 0 0 50.15

16 0 0 0 50.02

17 1 0 1 40.01

£3 BEDHENTER
Table 3 BBD variance analysis results
TR PHM BHE ¥yor F (& P 1A
(R 519.32 9 57.70 179.01  <C0.000 1
X1 4.46 1 4.46 13.82 0.007 5
X 58.27 1 58.27 180.75 <20.000 1
X5 19.91 1 19.91 61.76 0.000 1
XX 9.46 1 9.46 29.33 0.001 0
X1X5 12.32 1 13.32 38.22 0.000 5
X2 X 2.37 1 2.37 7.36 0.030 1
X1 149.05 1 149.05 426.39 <20.000 1
X3 72.51 1 72.51 224.93 <20.000 1
X3 148.93 1 148.93 462.00 <20.000 1
””” s% 226 7 032
e LI 2.15 3 0.72 28.14 0.003 8
Hri 2 0.10 4 0.026

A% 1E T 521.58 16

T RZH 0.995 73R4 K 0.990 15Rpeaky 0.933 6748 AR N 1.33%.,
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FIRHAL L il 5 45 o 2 TR0 LU Bl 78 1 A A 35 W] 2 o T 382 R
(DBl b R 45 PR30 A 500 8 T 22 1A 22 IR 4R TR Y 52 il
R EN/IMERY N - pHAE > BE LE > SR IO ] . ) i TG
iy £ G 358 1D T T 7 RT3 W ) (L Y 5 L A L S
T 22 MR S5 R A — B, 4% TR AE BT Rk B 3 B N 24 RE A
) g L8 ) 1« 3 T A5 PR R I 45 ) X o 1 L BT

PRICE
Extraction yield/%

2.4 M 5z T 4% BY B 36 HiE

) I D 3 T 3 T A 80 7 B 0 A 22 4k 2 KR B L 2 iR
B AR pHE 8.85. B kL 1 © 11.86 (g/mL) ., $& HUAT [H]
4.17 h, J i 2 KR B FMIAA O 50.88% . H TR PR 4R AE
AT R B0 UE 56 7 AR S S BRI 50 A% PR RS & Bl pH
8 8.9, B H 10 11.9 (g/mL) 2B ] 4.2 h, £ KR EUR
ERRAE A (50.76 £ 0.05) %0 AHXF 22 0.24 %6 . 5T 56 {8 A T
{8 22 R0 A AR A f — 0 TR 0 20 A8 TR0 A o T
2.5 THHEHLEZSHKHWETE

1 P 5 AT A 0 T 24 (R SR BOBAE 220 nm &b K
W i e L 5 bR o AR TV M — B CK R MR Ik B K 200 ~
230 nm) , JIF LAz 48 BUR N 2 R BUR
2.6 WHFEELESHKBGL

o1 6 AT, 220 Sephadex-50 i 5 B B 15 5 4% )5 1 A
BIEE T 22K 2 RIE RA 78K e 5 Pe it 48 F i Bl T
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Figure 4 Response surface showing the effects of four variables on the extraction yield of polypeptide
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Figure 5 Pleurotus eryngii mycelium polypeptide and
standard sample UV scan
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Figure 6 The Sephadex-50 chromatography of Pleurotus

eryngii mycelium polypeptide
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W 2 A2 kAL 4y #EAT H BT A AL S P B 5T

2.7 SRMENFEES W

2.7.1 ORI P 22 A 22 ORI R T I A 0 e 24
TR 2 B0 3 S B 0 AT LLAE S L 7E Bt AL I T Y T 4R
FRt & 7 B 7E 0.1~1.0 mg/mL £ 2% 5 5 T
P B A BT A R I G R P A B 22 1 & R AL IE T RE ) B
Wi, BARH TR ) BE M T EREN Ve L2 Fr.l iy
M5 3 R T IR BE BHT 36 J5i g ) (P<<0.05) . Fr.2 1y
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Figure 7 Reducing power of Pleurotus eryngii

mycelium polypeptide
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KRBWHIT, EEADALRRT .V O, « WIEHAERES T
2 A Z k44 F1 BHT (P<<0.05) s Fr.1 f1 Fr.2 X O, « (93
PRFEZ R REFE, FEWE/NTF 0.4 mg/mL 7/, £ k4l 45 X
O; - MERRRYS BHT 574 8% (P>0.05), ik E KT
0.4 mg/mLJ5, ZJKAHX O « MERFEEEHT BHT
(P<C0.05), A, 47 8 25 18 22 4K £ ik Fr.1 fl Fr.2 X O, -
)8 B I BRAE

701

—=—V,
L —eFrl
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Z 5of T BHT
ﬁ;% 40t
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Figure 8 Scavenging effects of Pleurotus eryngii

mycelium polypeptide on O, ¢ radicals
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9 AL B A 2 BKHR B R 3 JExE - OH 1Y 3 BR g ) &
Wi, fEREAERFLBHT X - OH MERREES T
ZIKM Ve Z K Fr.l 3 O » WIEBRRE E & F Ve
Fr.2(P<C0.05); Vo Al Fr.2 4} « OH W R ZR AL H
(P>0.05). AU, & B 45 B 22 (K Z ik Fr.1 %} - OH A 8 ]
B ERVEA .
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Figure 10  Scavenging effects of Pleurotus eryngii myceli-

um polypeptide on DPPH free radicals
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