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Optimization on purification technology of alfalfa leaf protein

peptide bymacroporous adsoption resin
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FE @k 6 A RILA ST B 7 vt & G R K2R,
J5 i A K ILR A RS, SR AT R A A H AE Tt & A R R
W— R, RBELERAN, AL ERETHRAKRG R
ERILVEM AR A DA201-C B, RE T L &4 4 LHR
i# 0.5 mL/min, E AR E 10 mg/mL,75% T BEIE & Ak
LA, e LA R 0.5 mL/min, 26 B4k A2 200 mL, £iZ &
HFTHERTEORSZHRRWRST 46.95% . B4 T %
T 81880, A M & R A FHALT 70.97%.
DA201-C & K JUR HE#E Big T8 75 =1 & @ AR 43T 69 4 AL
#HR,
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Abstract: The best macroporous adsorption resin was selected by
comparing the adsorption effects of six macroporous adsorption
resins on Alfalfa Leaf Protein (ALPP), and the adsorption-de-
sorption characteristics of ALPP were studied. The results
showed that the best type of macroporous adsorption resin for pu-
rifying ALPP was DA201-C. The optimum conditions were as fol-
lows: flow rate of sampling was 0.5 mlL/min, concentration of
sampling was 10 mg/mL, 75% ethanol solution was an eluent,
the elution flow rate was 0.5 mL/min and the elution volume was
200 ml. Under these conditions, content of ALPP inceased by
46.95% . content of sugar decreased by 81.88% . content of salt and
other impurities decreased by 70.97 %. DA201-C macroporous adsorp-
tion resin had better purification effect on ALPP.
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LI E T5 (medicago sativa) —MEZELENILRE B
FHPACRE A O Z 7 ISR J2 B R A 32 SR B i
20 BN EANE RN EE . EOS L
502 ~60% ¢ H 28 5 W 41 LT b & BT 40 Sk 05 4R
BT 2 &SR K AT A B A B AL ), dn 2k DR R
AR R R NSRS TTE LR i8R
WIMFORE R e G b (B T R R O
SRR B T AR S g . BR Y
W] 8 B KR B AL R I s IR I i g K CF-
B AR R TRl . 1 E 22 A T o 4R A A
N e S R R I E DO e i 2 N i DT S
P A AR B L A LR RO IR b T b A Ak
T PE R H A& i B LT B A A P iR R S Y
R L e 8 8 5 1 4 il JIK 3% =% B o8 o 1) T SR AR O 1k
T LA 1 0 7 A4k 0 1 R TORLAR . R b 4 B R S 1
HLIR Al AL J5 5 3& A ] T8 ke

AR RALW IR 2T 28 AW, 5
R 2 A ST ML Y At T, gk AR
PEAT T () AL S5 1) O L VR R AR i g e 245 0 R R A7 182 X
56 i DA201-C B AL R FEA%5 Jig F R 52 22 Jiie i R i
RE R Bt Z RS B ™ T 70.35%0 R AL A
BN BIFEAR T 70.80 % F1 93.93% , 24L& SR AT IE 5
AL AR W BT L 2 B o3 R0 B 5 5 Al Ak Bt SR AL 2B KL 1
A DA201-C BB g X Bt A Ik i 23 8 ROR 0 T oAt 3 Fi
WM AT B 7500 & TEVE IR AL 4 B AR R iR Y
ORAC 18, i b, H AR ZRHRE R aife OF 5L 8 £, alifk
RHORAMBE L o B X B 5 2R I ) 9% B 4l Ak BF 5T 88
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A BWHEZEDCBESE T OE TE T AR 8 8 R A T
20 2R P SR DB TG AL W PR RS i I R S A R
HME AR SRS T 1.73%. NRifbaifh £ %,
AR T AU SR FAS 2288 8 5P R AL W B AR i It ek T 22 4l fk
HAE OB IR B T i O R A T2 AT
oL S BN R S s R sl = A 7R W 4
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1 #5054
1.1 # 5 EE
L1 BB H

AL E 1S BT RF B HOE B B

RALB AR : DA201-C B, K8 N 4 65 Bl 45 7 M4 LI A A
PR 5

KFLBR : D101, HPD 500, HPD 600 %4, jl Jt v M 52
BAL TAHRAF

KILAHE : AB-8.X-5 B, m H R T

Ho A b 2% 3 ) 4 B gk, [ 25 4R B AR 2 N A R
i
1.1.2 FEUBEH

YR B L . WK-600A B, 35 JH 17 45 3 HL b A
PR

Iy YEBRE T T22N B, 1R B 2 A A B A F

R RES LML B ar CR21G B, K 36 (h D R 2
XA PR A 5

HL PAHE R K 9 B . HHS21-4 B9, F ¥ B F B 97 8%
W

A HL-2S B, & i P ma 4 as) s

HL IR 4> [ B EB 4 I 4R 28 DBS-100 7, [ 3 I 74 43 #7
AR HRAF .
1.2 REAHE
1.2.1 E 8B A KA B K i 4 T

Bt ZRah >4 — LR KE(g/mb) gk
BT (50 °C,30 min)—iA % pH 8.5 AN—FF#
Bk E G B85 Alcalase 2.4 L& TR B K BIHK G B
(120 r/min,50 C) B 2 h— X B (¥ /K5 10 min) —
%8 (4 000 r/min, 20 min)— L A& B 4 B &t F Gk
1.2.2 RILWFHM AR TALFE  FH 2 A5 BE IR IAFL (2 BV)
5% HCL LA 2 BV/h (3 3 1 AE 1230 2 h, A K YR &
P, 2 BV 2% B9 NaOH % Wik LA R RE 3 338 1 K B 1
2 ho K GE e Al Ok L A . S ) DR AL R B AR I 9 4
MM SHILE 1,
1.2.3  KRALWELFFHREAG ok v Bk B EL A BT 1Y) 6 b A
[77) 28 7L WK B A% B 4% 10,000 0 g, 43 Ji] & T 100 mL B
TEHER M . & A BT BE 5 mg/mL 1Y H 4 M4 E IR
W30 mL, ¥ HE TR O ZE 47 28 7 )5 B TR KB 4R A%
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Table 1

AEXRAFERNYMELENSE
Physical structure parameters of different

macroporous resins

S FREB/(m? « g Wt FAE/am
DA201-C 1.000~1 300 E[ 8k 3~4
D101 500~550 E[ 8k 10~11
AB-8 450~500 55 1 1 13~14
X-5 500~600 E[ 2k 29~30
HPD500 500~550 [ges 5.5~17.5
HPD 600 550~600 et 10~12

R 10 h(25 °C,150 r/min) , fF W B 58 4 J5 il 9%, I 2
B B A A R A ROROT R . R B SE 4 Y 6 A
B A 100 mL ZE48 K wh ok 2 30 W L AL 30 mL
TRBAN R 750 (1 Z B, 7€ 25 °C 150 r/min 4k 3% 10 h
EAT M W ok R W E R VR R B TS R R W R %
D O FA [R5 1 L B RSN X A AR A
JOR VS VAR ) O I 23 % f R

lecofc‘xmo%, D
C,
C, XV,
W, =—"2"1 %100% , 2
‘ <c(,—c1>><vX % 2
K

W —— IR B3, %

C o —— W JofF i 98 V8 v B A ¥R B8 - mg/mLs

C—— W Bt 5 ¥ W b BRI ¥R BB - mg/mLs

W, — W%, %05

Co— W P R Y e B mg/mL;

Vi — B AR A, mL

V— IR B A AR, m L,
1.2.4  KRALWBH B BE (DA201-C) i 2 W B — 1% W il 35

(1) AW 5 W8 F 100 mL H 248 )i
T B AL #4599 K LW AR AR 10.000 0 g, P fTA 30 mL
JR MR B R 5 me/mL (9 E R TR RO BT E R KIS
P e iR 10 h(25 °C,150 r/min) . 43 B & 1.2.3,
4,5,6,7,8,9,10 h W B I A T AR 08 Ak B L #e20 (D B
W R 238 o 22 1) 0 2 R A T 4

5 75 5 W B A B R KA R AL B F 100 mL
HEFE IR I AR B 2 B0 75 % 1 B 30 ml, [A] B AE
25 °C,150 r/min ¥&¥%5 10 h FH47E W, 49 1,2,3.4,
5,6,7.8,9,10 h fif W IR i IRV E . 4% 2K (2) 5 A TR
F, LSRR

(2 T 7R V3L Ve T % 2 B 250 % ) 52 T« o4 8 PR BB 4k 3
i 1 LW B A il 10.000 0 g 7 100 mL EIE R, 43591
WA 2.5,5.0,7.5,10.0 mg/mL Y & & M & 1 K&
30 mL,fE 25 °C.150 r/min {915 i 7K & 3R % #F H 1R %
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10 h, 5 78 43 W B )i 3ot
R

(3) A BO A W 380 A 119 5% 00 %) 75 50 W B T
T A 2 P RV VR 1 R AL B AR A A 5 4 S P A B 4
H 25%,50%,75 % ,100 % 1) B A W, 4R 10 h 5 1 i TR
TR ozt 0 0 VR KT PR R R L TR R
1.2.5 AL BE (DA201-C) 2l 745 W% B — A % it 36

(1) EAEJE X DA201-C 5 < FL W B4 i Wi B g
A% 0 < T T BT B VR BE Ol 10 mg/mL (Y AE iE AR IR

oF U8 DU E U8 R K R G R R R

435 L 0.5,1.0,2.5 mL/min B 3 i 22 A &
10 mL Y4 148, I A3 U0 H VP B 78 B A RR I TR
TR I A R B %

(2) FREHRE X DA201-C 51 R FL W B B B W FfF 1
P52 M) < 3 S0 B T 5 2 € 2 5,10, 15 mg/mL 1 B 75 i
R LA 0.5 mL/min (9 7HE 42 P AR . 10 mL
Wk 178 D YOI s Vb I o R B o B L T S
JIg 79 2 A 2R

(3) VRIS X DA201-C B L B W8 5 A 102 1 fig
HSE IR 6 v B2 S 10 mg/mL ) 8 78 1A RV T D
0.5 mL/min (AT Sh AWM. &5 R 5HuE, K5 H
TRFRSF80R 75 %0 1 L BEV R4S HI LA 0.5,1.0,2.5 mL/min
PR 7 T3 R A I, A 10 mL IR 18 IV L I A TR
R AR R VR B TS R O i R

(4) BEMBEARFR N DA201-C Y A £L 1S B4 i it 82 1 f
BSZ IR KE e B 10 mg/mL B9 E 18 Bk, 2L 0.5 mL/min /Y
TR PEAT B A Bt . 45 SRS g AR R Bk 75 %01
CBEVET LA 0.5 mL/min {136 B85 3 1 HE 7 0%, A 10 mL
W 18 R WLV 00 O HE TR P T R SRR VR
TEEEAR i 1 fi W 2%

1.2.6  DA201-C B ALK B4 g 0 75 i 2 1 Bk i 4k
MR ME 4 DA201-C AU KL WL B R 2016 i 1 4
R B A B A A,

1.2.7  EAESEWE B e st

1.2.8 FHEHASGEWE Folin Bkt

1.3 HiEsbE

K SPSS 19.0 AT G40 07 i A i 38 ¥ A
3UC A AR LU AR R 22 R OR L, R A
Duncan 7 H % K 2 7K - ] 14 22 5744 (P<C0.05) .

2 HERS T
2.1 K7L IR B 43 B O %

T LT AR AR I B X A I 0 0 B AR % R
FIBE R SR CSED TR I 45 SR AR AT L A U W A K
B PERE . 6 Fl LR AR 119 W B 23 A O R I 3
2 5 (P<C0.05), DA201-C #I (g W% [ff #3553 87.00% , %
FHVRFR 4380 75 %4 2 B v Vi % W B 5 19 DA201-C B K fL
B G 30847 P8 B« 8 W 36 A B 5 89,37 % . DA201-CHRI K

R XANELAULEEHEARN T E ML

90 0 W B
L&

MR R (A 1) 5
Adsorption(Desorption) rate/%
D
=

DA201-C
D101

AB-8

HPD500
X-5 HPD600

KA B2 B

Different macroporous resins
FREAN IR 2R 2 5 i 3 (P<C0.05)
6 FF 5 B K FUAE g R I R AR R M AR

Adsorption and desorption properties of six

A1
Figure 1

types of macroporous resins

FL FAE AR £ TR R 25 D A R 5 B A v T LA S YL (R i
AL 5 16 DA201-C B LU B A i S a4k E A -
IR & R AL G . 7E 6 Bl R AL IS . il T DA201-C
TR LA g S AR AR i - b 2 0 AU K HLF S FL AR AH
XTI+ DR T i K e 22 TR A 98 58 F) 5 48 T X - i
R B W B 0 22 5 AT LUIA B 53 88 a4l /) 2 7 £ R
Bk H e,

2.2 KFLURBH 4 BE (DA201-C) # 25 W% B — 8 IR iX 38
2.2.1 WRASWM AR oA g il 2 AT, B AR
PR % 6 SR AR 0 R 2R I FE R 1 b RT3 h i E Y
s ZJE 3N GG A B B P | T . N
1. DA201-C BRI FLA B X & A i 3 B KB A RAF 19 I
i 00172 % A1

Cu
6 7 8 9 10
W% W (e R BT )
Adsorption(Desorption)time/h
B 2 DA201-C & R 3L RS # &R M — AR 3) 71 5 W 2

Figure 2

. B (e 0% )5
Adsorption(Desorption) rate/%
n
=

0 1 23 4 5

The kinetic curve of static adsorption and de-

sorption of DA201-C macroporous resins

2.2.2 T AR 005 0 R B X AR I e S R B SCR R R
Pl 3 R0 o B A O R R Y A R LRSI Y R B
Je BETVE T W TR A8 IR O L 7.5 mg/mL I fk
N 889520 . X 55X ER IS A BT 45 RANFE . T AE 2 1 A
TR JEE TR B — S WL RO TR 3 2 e B AR R AR
il 48 o S T REL S T 1) R AL IS T B R S BOR R R T
Fie o D0 » T A 0 F) OB MR P TR AR 7.5 me/mL

2.2.3 L WEPRFR ST HOO B B T S A BOR BRI
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Figure 3 Influence of mass concentration of enzymatic

hydrolysate on the adsorption efficiency
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Figure 4 Influence of ethanol concentration on the

desorption efficiency

2.3 KFLURBH 4 BE (DA201-C) 3 25 W% B — 8 IR X 38

2.3.1  _BREWE AT DA201-C B £L W B A4 B W5 b6 A
BRI 5 T A B bR U A B O R B R R
s LAV E Y 0.5 mL/min W W B A& k. AT B2 K
FLAH i P9 W B o 2 — e i A0 7 B A AR 2R O
PR T AR YR AN R A BRI 1) P T i R i B T

100

—+—0.5 ml/min

D o]
(=) S

UTGES
Adsorption rate/%

o~

)

20 —a— 1.0 ml/min

—4— 2.5 ml/min
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it AR
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Figure 5 Influence of sample loading flow rate on

the adsorption efficiency
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TR TR T B A

2.3.2  FREMRBEXT DA201-C B K LW B A4 fig i i 4 s 1y
S R 6 TR T 20 25 I A R A VR VA ) AL T
AR 38 Jon £ 52 o 25 A A ELAH P ABE MR B 10 mg/ mL W
[ B AR A48 . H 3 — T8 5 A L W R A B TR e —
E » A AR VA T S e R G B 2 3 UK AR Y
I M AR f AF il Tk BE 25 38 B W M 32 R B . IR Ut
10 mg/mL Mk FREHE

90
80
70

40 —+—5 mg/mL
30 - 10 mg/mL
20 —a— 15 mg/mL

Desorption rate/%
n
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Figure 6 Influence of sample loading concentration on
the adsorption efficiency
2.3.3  VEBLIR XS DA201-C 5 L% B i A % 4 fig

S = 1 N <Y TR N R NI L R i
V14 R FL AR A fFE IR 256 34 51 30k 336 0 1) g 780 v U R A B =
PFa, HATEVE R AR 10 mL K 05 i . T 24 VR B I
9 0.5 mL/min B, ff WE 3 05 5 . AR 2 R N B = T R
FOPF AR Y YRRy 0.5 mL/min B, R [ 5 B
e, BV S 3 Bk B0 A . P b AR i 50 % 8 0.5 mL/min
A1 S S5 A B B R I A T I 9
2.3.4 PR DA201-C 7 K FL W% B i Ak 2 1k E 1
S p 8 BT B v B A B G L fige W R S T B IR
R AR Y VR R >50 mL 5 L AR R AR, E K
A EAE M E G R BRI TR T, i AE 200 mL B, %
W% T8 IR Rk B 6.4 % , 32 W L 0 b K i &
ORI 75% Z B PE B RATUE & 200 mL,

100
90
- 80
< 70
W E 60 —+—0.5 mL/min
gg 50 —=— 1.0 ml/min
& 2 40 —4— 2.5 ml/min
g 30
o
2 20
10
0 L L L L L L L s
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it AR
Elution volume/mL
B 7 R BLAR R AT R AR 49 R
Figure 7 Influence of elution flow rate on the

desorption efficiency
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Figure 8 Influence of elution volume on the desorption
efficiency

2.3.5  DA201-C B K LW BRI 40 4 2 3 Ik ali4k

RO AR IR A R 45 R A A R T B A W . B 7R
LFEVR FE DN 10 mg/mL. B A 0.5 mL/min, R H
DA201-C H K FL W i A% B X 7 1 28 1 K S ot 15 3 &
% Fft, FEELA 200 mL 4 75 % Z B R AE e 5 0.5 mL/ min
4 G 9L 380 B O ) R L AR B R AT A R o0 R T R
255 75 RNV VR T A5 B Al Ak 5 1 7S AR AR
S W2 BT S O T A 0 A L R A BT LR 2.

®2 HEMEABBUALNBERS AW

Table 2 Composition analysis of alfalfa leaf protease hy-

drolysate before and after purification %
. HE & )
i o B TohLEh K HoAlh
K o
4l Ak wir 60.45+1.54>  2.87+0.11° 36.68+0.84°
afifb 5 88.8342.40° 0.5240.04"> 10.65+0.05"

T [FF SRR R R 22 57 8 3 (P<0.05),

3R 2 AT E W, i Ab S 0 B E R AR e A
MR K R 60.45 %0 HE R B T 88.83 %0, 4l AR Z AT
PR T 46.95%, MiE&RE 2.87 %MK E 0.52% . 4 JF
FEAR T 81.880% . JCHLIRAFZ B & & B 36.68 %0 [l =
10.65% AL BEFEAR T 70.97 %, 1 45 28 1 i £ VS 57 AR
A3 FE AT G A T2 R (P<<0.05) , i DA201-C %Y
AL B AR B e 2 R A I AR AR AR RS 4 TR L R
B,

3 &k

A B B e 6 Fi K AL R B A i E AT 0 IR 0
DA201-C B LW B B A 1 45 i 28 1 ik 4 A 1) 53 b
b3 I A R — A e A Bl S W B — A T K 5 A5 B X
T e A2l Ab 45 14 B AR 0.5 mL/min, b AR B
10 mg/mL, Rk F 75% & BE W WM W, Uk LR
0.5 mL/min, Y B4 200 mL, FEIZ KT HE T EA
JRE R LA mr B B 4R L BLARAE Y LA S BT AT
AT 58 AR TR FH R AL W B AR Bl 4l Ak 1R i AR K Y AR

R XANELAULEEHEARN T E ML

PO T2 5K R T £ R A i 3 T i — A )
Py g6 Al RS L WF T A T IR RS PR Al
I M B S AV TR LB, 5 Tl Ak AR 7= i 0 PR A /Y
T 2 R AR O vk

S % 30k

LT xR EWR, A E R 45 36 E R I B AR 80% R
B L STk AT LT, BB, 2014, 31(10) ¢ 1 990-1 997.
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