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1 MBRERZE
1.1 #E 5K

AR BT EEVR AL T 5 A KU [l 42 4L 5 R
PR, DAY R A R EHE-3-
A 96% T R 3-(4,5-— W KkmEme-2)-2,
S— R FL DY G MR YREL (MTT)  — B LA RT3
i AL S (-BHP) , 2 [H Sigma 28 7 ; HUVEC 40 il
F, IR B 2R R B 5L Al B2 22 i 58 BT S 1t
DMEM £ 7 3 | 32 [# Gibeo 2 #] ; i 2F 1ML ¥ , BTN
P92 23\l s ROS fh 2 2 61 & . LDH \T-AO0C |
SOD il MDA i & , i ot dE 3l 2B ) TR 5T T 5
FT AT He Al 20 5 R 500 24 o0 [ = A A 4l g,

1.2 NF5E&

UV-6000PC 5£5h—n] W53t BT, oo
PrAZe A B2 7 5 Agilent 1260 5 200 AR (385 A% |
Agilent 6530 Q-TOF Jiii%{¥, 2EZHAE A H];
Model680 U fi#5 ¥ , 3% [E Bio-Rad 24wl ;1X51 &Y
B E BB RS, HA Olympus 24 #] ;DL-
CJ-IN AU TAES, dbat ARG R A% il 3 A
FR A F] 3 BJ5060UV £ CO, 15524, 1%[H Heraeus
NS
1.3 H&H&

PR 5] IR R T A 0.5% B VS N i A R
PER R, 50 C T FERE# 1 h, %8 5E 0.03%
B I A FLAR 1,28 °CF % ] & 8% 24 h, i 3§
JEVRT I B Sk e R AR 4R LY (BF)  BRAE S MK i
U R BRIk A I R AR SR U (BH)

1.4 E#imsuE

W R T - R R A A D K 490
nm Zb FE AP A MR A R S Folin— 1 vk
et SRS I E 2% GBIT 12456-2008
(B RRRME ), 4EER C o mANE S
% GB 14754-2010( & fh il s 4 £ R C(PUak i
R )Y B S B9 %2 SR A Folin—Ciocalteau
P SRR I 22 SR ] NaNO,—A1(NO;);—NaOH
L 304 R A8 T 0 SR A pH 7R 2275191,

B AL B2 & B2 IR Paterson UV 7 3% H
HPLC ¥:5E . {i%H: ; Agilent ZORBAX SB-C18
3% FE (5 wm, 4.6 mmx250 mm) ; ¥ 35 AH ;LA
(A)F1 0.2% W WEIR (B) Wi sl A, Futol 2y 45%A Fl
55%B; Hi N 1.0 mL/min, B iR 25 °C, K i K

254 nm, FEFER R 10 pl,
1.5 HPLC-MS EME BEH AR

AE A8 TP 2 S i flHIBCAT 1290 Infinity 11
o L R B A A I 5 1) Agilent 6530 Q-TOF
JEIEAL AT, (B35 HE . ZORBAX SB-C18 {Aiii (5
pwm, 4.6 mmx250 mm) , Ji 304 : LA 10%H R (A) Fi
100% £ 01§ (B)AE Ui 2h A 5 e A6 B2 2 0~0.5 min
H 96%~91%A ,0.5~4 min H 91%A ,4~10 min M
H 91%~87%A ,10~20 min N K 87%~70%A ,20~
30 min A 70%~96%A ; i3 24 1.0 mL/min , £
PR 524 nm; FHE T A 2R THREH
(mlz)20~2 000, A4 1.0 s,
1.6 t-BHP S HUVEC A E L RGERH
Ear

FH 0.25% Ji T 7 Ak 6 204 K39 9 HUVEC 46
fil, A DMEM %2854 (5 10%086 4 i3 , 1x
10° UL B8, 1x10° /L 5E 5 2 ) e il 12 0
5x10° A~/mL W 40 BB, 4 BEFL 100 L £2 5 2
96 fLAH, BT 37 °C,5%CO, W FE46 h B 5%
Kig% 24 h ARG IR RE 5 W e s Rk . 400
% 50,100,200,300,400,500 wmol/L (1) ¥ J& il A
t-BHP, R ESEE 4 N FL, BFLInEE 200
pl, ARZLEEFE 4 h J5 RS iG55 5 MTT 600
MG F7, 25 FON BR AL 40 A7 T R B 100% , i
BEAF 10 R AT 50% 0 ,1-BHP & & by e FE7E H

I 6 A, 43 & IE W X B (N)
TUZH (M) 200 pe/ml. BH 20 (LBH) ,200 pg/ml. BF
41 (LBF) 400 wg/mL. BH 41 (HBH) #1 400 pg/mlL
BF 4 (HBF) ., 4H 145 5] 96 fLARIFEEFT 24 h )5,
W FE SR L IE 6 R 4L RN R 20 45 L i A 200
pL RE gL, HAAK 4 A 200 wl & 0 ik B %
R EE IR W E 24 h 5, WS WA | 1E & X} I8
HAFLINA 200 pL 85955, HAagdmfLmA
200 L 300 wmol/L (%) t-BHP, #4k£: 15 9% 4 h )=,
MTT 32300 72 40 B 3% 77
1.7 ROS Wl E

o M 5 R A S i X A B A S 1.6 T —
B, M52 E & -BHP &P 5 fEH
A 10 pmol/L. — 58 A %t R - £ Wk & 2 g
(DCFH-DA) (I % DMEM £ %% 3 h it & 45
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min, 325 _F W, FH PBS Z& ek 3 WK, AR
LA 200 WL PBS, F i F 2% 't il b SR I i
JERE Bk WK N 485 nm, & S A 525 nm,
18 M FAEMES LDH.MDA.T-AOC #n
SOD By zE

W45 1.6 15—, B EoA K B
HUVEC 408, F DMEM 5% 4= 15 77 3L it i) il % i
h 5%10° A~/mL (A MLEWR, A 6 fLEE SRR,
FFL2 mL, Ki3% 24 h J5 , Wear a3 3k | I 0 A
MBI INA 2 mL Ki 5258, HARE4MA 2 mL
EX IR 2 A R SR, R 24 h 5 R
WA IEH X IR AL 2 mL #5553 A4 S
HEFLINA 2 mL 300 wmol/L. t—-BHP, 4k 4L 15 3% 4
h, 8 Z 40 iR T 25 5 40 R, 2 B0 6 1 B 0
LDH iy &,

5 Z R W IF 4 (—-BHP AR S | Yl gk
M, VKA R, 422 EOGE R X 51 15 1T A5 10 5 4
N MDA . T-AOC F1 SOD /K-,

1.9 HIELIE

fdi J] Excel F11 SPSS 22.0 #4785 40 B, 2% 5
TNy CPRYMEeARMEZET AR R T 2500
(ANOVA) #4172 PE 34T, LA P<0.05 FRoR 22 7 H
EENES -3

2 RS54
21 Emigs

[b# 7 BH F1 BF HOR A B 43 H7KF | LR 5
R ffe aok X PR A AR U LA S e, 5 SR N ER 1
Ji7R . BF HRAE RAEE ARG E C S
5 BH P25 SR, Uk B R O R A A
W RVEFRY B . T B R T AR R T
SN RE AR HE TR A6 €0 SR AR R S T 2 )
(3 U BF R RV ARt B AR

o 2022 4E55 7 1
#1 BH#BF BB o3ttt
Table 1 Composition comparison of BH and BF
PR BH/mg- g™ BF/mg- g™
XA 512.69 = 3.73* 510.42 + 2.56"
ARG R 8.63 + 0.32 8.73 + 0.86
B 14.01 £ 0.56* 15.19 £ 0.33"
$ek % C 0.13 = 0.03* 0.12 + 0.01*
BB 445 +0.22¢ 6.38 £ 0.17°
B R A 3.78 = 0.18* 4.38 £ 0.21"
e 0.72 = 0.10° 1.02 £ 0.07"
B 0.18 + 0.01* 0.26 £ 0.01"

W F P A — AT R R R R 25 57 W3 (P<0.05) .

Y FE T BH(P<0.05), 47 MBI T 43.4%,
15.9% ,41.7% ,44.4%,
22 TEHEAMK

ML) HPLC KA 4 D EZIE (K 1),
4543 2 ™ HPLC-MS [ %58 255 4 1655 5 &
KA R -B3-H A BET (W 1,m/z 449/287) K%
B R -3-AMEA (16 2,m/z 419/287) K EHHE-3-
P R A R (1% 3, m/lz 535/287) MK 445 % -
3— TR A BE AT (18 4, m/z 593/287),1X 5 Cho
SR LEIE—3, BF TAEETT R E R K& 4 FEa
& ¥ E T BH, UG B B iF TAE T i
B, 5 BH AHLL ,BF 2k 2245 3 -3 A 4 Bl %
BN Z R 63.7%, K EHR-3-ABE K4
2 3 -3~ TN 4 2 W T RS G -3 - R
PRI S R N T 41.2%,38.8%,32.9% .,
2.3 t-BHP REMERIRE

A [F] 96 EE Y t——BHP % HUVEC 40 Jf 3% /1 89 5%
e 2 froR o S [k B B «-BHP /R T
HUVEC 4/l 4 h J5 , 40 M0 1 334 r N %, B &2
B AR A L t—-BHP ¥R JE A 300 wmol/L B}, 41 il
TG 1 e 50% , RE, #E#% 300 wmol/L AE 4 t-

%2 BHRBFHEBEAR
Table 2 Anthocyanin composition of BF and BH

= 4 F/mg- g™
%5 [M+] 1o
BH BF
1 449/287 kERHE3-RABEH 1.23 2.01
2 419/287 K EFHF-3-RHEH 0.16 0.22
3 535/287 REHF-3-RZBLAR HAH 0.05 0.07
4 5937287 k& HE-3-FE R A 4B 0.20 0.26
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Fig.1 HPLC analysis of anthocyanins in BH (a) and BF (b)
120 BHP i 5 HUVEC 41l jfd % A 4 17 19 £ 8 1 HH vk
1004 =N
REw 2.4 BH 7 BF M4 K HM
£5 @ 4l 3 R T RIRIE S HUVEC 400T% 45 1
s R TE 4 BRALHY HUVEC 41002 6, 2LA
. , , , ‘ , , K%k, 1] -—BHP 4 FE A HUVEC 40 i 5 B JE
S R I o SIS R S LB, VT 57 T A
Concentration of t—BHP/pmol - L™ m(ﬁ*ﬁjﬂoBH W BF ﬂ‘ﬁi’%ﬁﬁﬁlﬁi%ﬂﬂﬁ ’f%#gﬁ
M2 t-BHP R HUVEC MAE 7 FEAIIILAS . BF 4LR AL Y b BH 41,

Fig.2 Effects of t-BHP concentration
on the cell viability of HUVEC

(a) IEH XF R

(b)t-BHP

Y 1% figp 53 2 HU) B B A AU ek /b —BHP X 4
JL A5 R B W A0 3 AR AN I IR R OE S

(d)BF+t-BHP

(¢)BH+t-BHP

3 BH #a BF 3t HUVEC 48 Ba 2 %5 19 %2
Fig.3 Effects of BH and BF on the morphology of HUVEC

2.5 BH 70 BF I 4f B i& 71 89 =2 i

AR kb 297 2% HUVEC 40 8 3% 7 649 5% i 4
Kl 4 Firos B0 40 25 (—BHP Ab 35 | 240 M 1% 1 %
RZIEH X A4 51.3% ., BH fl BF #4684
B YIS 1 (P<0.05) , FLVE A BLAT i fF
R IE KB, BRI £ 2 AT e
H,0, 5 |6 i Ak N 38, 412 w2 40 3% g, I 2 30 4 741

ARME . HBF 2H 40035 J1 .35 5 T HBH 41 (P<
0.05) , MIEZHERI L 73 5 4 55 T 38.7% M 44.7% ,
W] BF .5 A 280 Il 2 A0 i 14 48 B 13, B
HMIAETS, K R R I S SRR B R
K,
2.6 BH #1 BF 3 ROS Ky &M

WP 5 TR BRI +—BHP 4b 2 5 35 1 i T
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AN ROS 7K, Fallah 2520 B 58 00 |, 46 (0
A58 1 FEAIE ROS & f ok BH BT NF-xB i 48, M
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ROS X} &, %00 BH M1 BF b (46 a7 0] LD
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E 4 BH #1 BF X748 i1 i& 71 89 8 g
Fig4 Effects of BH and BF on cell viability

2.7 BH #1 BF Xf LDH #9801

LDH {7 F20 0T PN, 2 I A A i v i) o 22
filf 2 — Y 240 0 52 0 A A A3 B A PR 3 A i
W, LDH # R 2N 40 ok, I B Wb LDH 7K
SET LA S B A0 ) 4 405 R R ) +—BHP AbFEE
AW LDH & i W s, R —-BHP 5] &
HUVEC 4fi fg 453 3 F 5: 80 LDH #jik . BH Fil BF
¥ % LDH B (P<0.05), Uil BH F1 BF
HFRAEVH /L (—BHP % HUVEC 40 is 6945 05, 14321
M52 R PE . HBH 41/ HBF 41 LDH B i Ho s
TIZH 53 ) FEAR T 38.3% 1 44.2% , 3 W] BF X 41 g
L5 AR B PR AP ROR TR 4T
2.8 BH #1 BF xf MDA &9 &0

MDA J& i U4k I 35 5 |k 19 i o ok S Ak 1
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E 6 BH #1 BF 3¢ LDH 895
Fig.6 Effects of BH and BF on LDH

BE v BE 52 IE A G, HBF 4 ROS Bt B K T
HBH 41 (P<0.05) , 73 il B A B 21 B AR T 41.3% F1l
56.5%. [ RZERARH B B rh AR AE O Y
BRI 58 T HREUIX ROS B2 B4l 82k

200 2
180 f
160 F b b

140 | d
120F ¢

100 f
80 |
60 F
40
20t

ROS X} % ht
Relative content of ROS/%

N M LBH LBF HBH HBF

5 BH #1 BF 3 ROS #y &M
Fig.5 Effects of BH and BF on ROS

Y, A MDA 7K BB 5207 240 5 1 g ok 4
AR I 7 fron BRI MDA 7K 7 18 3
FOEH X R4, Ui B «-BHP 4t B ] DL &
HUVEC 40 i ot A Ak, Wi e 36 20 55 & B0, &
HEZWmE Y AR A i rE, g
RN A 5T A B D2 FLBEA 5 1 5/
BRI 355 S A T JUE AL E£H 41 MDA f i, 5
AUZHAH B, BH A1 BF &b B2 DL 2 4 O =X
F A MDA 7K5F, H 400 pwg/mL BF fER T, 400
N MDA 7K 5 1E & % B8 4 25 7 A8 18 3% (P>0.05) ,
1, BH A B IO v 1 22 1 2 4 S5k 40 RS g T ek
FALE B EWISIEN, BRfL AR S T
A Bg Tt A A Y g

MDA/nmol - mg™!
NW R W,
o

—
T

(=]

N M

LBH LBF HBH HBF

E 7 BH #1 BF 3t MDA i %
Fig.7 Effects of BH and BF on MDA
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2.9 BH #1 BF xf T-AOC #1 SOD #J &0
T-AOC R BHt A AL KT, SOD 23 bk 20
Mo Py A 3L B . BH AT BF XF HUVEC 41 i
R E AL R G R VE A AT LU s T-AOC #1 SOD i
JIERAE, WK 8 s ALY T-AOC F1 SOD
KR T IR H X R, BE A 7E A AL BOR A
T, iRt R RS TREZ M, SHE R,
400 pg/mL ) BH Al BF ¥ 0] i 3 14 in T-AOC 7K

T-AOC/U-mg™

LBH LBF HBH HBF
(a)

8 BH #n BF 33 T-AOC(a)#1 SOD(b) &%

Fig.8 Effects of BH and BF on T-AOC (a) and SOD (b)
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A 4ER CHEERMNS SRS BH AN, A
Wy | SR AL MR AL R & it 3 = T BH,
TG TR R -3 A BT A L LG BH & 63.7%, %
HH P A o P A B T SRR TR R 0T 9 . BF XS -
BHP %531 HUVEC 4l i %0 £k W 3 03 H A AR 4
PRI AE T, AT DL 3 A B OIS TS HUVEC
A A IE HTE A J i ROS A2 A5 47 410 Jifd i 52
Helk B BRI ATk I 4 v A0 PR PN P SR L
1o R T AR T A6 A5 W 2 T M T Y
R, 8 T R AR U BT A AL RE T, B e A TR
W E N BF XF HUVEC 20 i &0 Ak 81 495 1 £~ 37 4
T BH, AGHGEUEN] T MR L2 Al 4740k 7845
R8N O i T S NG o TR = = e
77, R FREE 0 (R AL R B AL R AR AR
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Protective Effect of Fermented Blackberrry Extracts on Oxidative Damage in HUVEC Cells

Yao Fengli', Meng Shaoke’, Yan Haiying', Wan Guoshao’, Yang Qing', Tian Yingying',
Du Chunying', Wang Peng"
(‘Ocean University of China, College of Food Science and Engineering, Qingdao 266003, Shandong
’Huangdao Customs District P.R. China, (Qingdao 266000, Shandong
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Abstract In order to achieve efficient extraction of active ingredients in blackberries, this study was conducted to
investigate the effect of fermentation treatment on the components of blackberry extracts and its protective effect on tert—
butyl hydroperoxide—induced oxidative stress damage in human umbilical vein endothelial cells (HUVEC). Compared with
unfermented blackberry extracts (BH), the content of total sugar, soluble protein, vitamin C in fermented blackberry
extracts (BF) remained basically unchanged, and the content of total phenols, anthocyanins and ellagic acid increased by
43.4% , 41.7% and 44.4% , respectively. In terms of antioxidant capacity, BF protected HUVEC cells from oxidative
damage by reducing the content of reactive oxygen species, lactate dehydrogenase and malondialdehyde, and increasing
the total antioxidant capacity and superoxide dismutase activity, and the effect of BF was superior to that of BH. The
results showed that the fermentation process adopted in this study can effectively promote the dissolution of active
ingredients in blackberry and improve its antioxidant capacity, provide new ideas for the development of blackberry
functional food.

Keywords blackberry; fermentation; phenols; antioxidant; HUVEC



