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2,4- "R RE (2,4 —dinitrophenylhydrazine,
DNPH) 5,5 - — AR W2 K TR (5,5 -
dithio—bis—(2-nitrobenzoic acid), DTNB) .4-% -
T-HEHE-2,1,3- I A 24 0% — ¢ (7—fluoro—4-ni-
trobenzo—2-oxa—1,3-diazole, NBD-F) . 4~ Ifil & &
H, S Sigma 2 A 5 2—fif JE -5 A QR L K H iR
(2—-nitro—5—thiosulfobenzoate, NTSB) . £ i 2% WV fiF
MREN (=99%) 1 ke Femf e gl — S H b g
B T FhRMN e B W X A AR
i i AN K VS Pk 4k 4= & E, F i Solarbio 2 7l ; #145F
T B0 TR 04 O i o 4R T A TR B A R 0 B
aliiaon) b E 2 ER T
12 UHFE5EE

ME204/02 731 KF-, [ Mettler-Toledo 2
] ;SpectraMax M2 Z IR fEAR1X , 92 E MD 2~ Al ;
7890A/5975C = PUKAT KBk AL, & Agi-
lent 28 7 ; Bio—Rad HL¥K AL , 9 [E Bio—Rad /A F] ; F-
7000 FEE53 R, H A H 322 F] ; CTHI-250B
U I PE R AR, STIK X & 5 5 (B ) A R AW
XM-P22H B IC 5 Dy 75 5 i Ve AL, /N 56 7 )
(BB PR Al Allegra 64R 78 = 3098 Uk 250
ML, 2 E Beckman Coulter 2 7 ;IKAT18basic !5
ML, 18R IKA 23 Rl s DHG-9030A R i fife
BT R4, iR A R A Turbo
Vap LV 4 H gk 4i TAEu, & Caliper 227
1.3 KA *
1.3.1 WUB£F 4 2 A Ay 4 e L s 2 4k 3 A
(MP) Y42 U2 2% Park 2590 J5 IR BEEB 2, B
e A PR B3k T UL D | A M A AL Y A S BIL L
i, BRI 20 g PORE, A 4 5T pH 7.0 B2
2% wp ¥k (10 mmol/L. NaH,PO,, 100 mmol/L. NaCl,
1 mmol/L. EGTA,2 mmol/L. MgCl,), & i &) 3
(10 000 r/min,30 s),4 C& L> (4 000 r/min,10
min) 5 7 DI ML R ER 3K, H 4 5 RE
AL (0.1 mol/L) 23 % (10 000 r/min, 30 s),
4 CE L (4 000 t/min, 10 min) , 3% L3, R M
W 23 WBERMAIHKIG 1 4 R Hadug | i
J5 H 0.1 mol/L R M2 % WM pH {H° 6.25, B>,
2 BIEW, TG R R B WUR 2T 4R 28 1 Rl
FAFI MP B B0 AT T 4 CRL, 48 h INIET, R
FHRAAR R 2 00 5 26 A 2 i, DUAR I0E 2 A s

HE 2 i VR bR oE il £8 Ly =0.0033x +0.129, R*=0.
997,

1.3.2 WURe4eE S 25 mmol/L #
fRER 2% s (% 0.6 mol/L NaCl,pH 6.25) ¥ MP
AR 40 mg/mL, K BB MP 3% 80N
ABOEPR, B AEAfEE KR 001
mmol/L. FeCly, 0.1 mmol/L $TIK MR , H,0,) , Fx &
1K £ H,0, % 43 512 0,10,30,50,70 mmol/L, i
I 1) fe 28 vk B 25 me/ml, B R LIA R E T
37 CEAL 1 h, 8 3 K % vk 4k 4 R E(Trolox,
1 mmol/L, Z& ¥ B ) e 2 1k S AL i . DA 44k
7, & Trolox M2 W R 25 FIXT

1.3.3  WURZF 2 8 F PRAL AR 53 BT

1) HIESEME 28 Oliver R Ik,
K 2,4 W IR HE (DNPH) 32500 52 | BE JR T %
Z 00 22 000 mol/(L-em) , #k 35 1 2 78 M nmol/
mg MP, &% AL, FFLREHMA 2 mL 28 vpi At
B P, R E AR

2) MEAET RN E S Cao®F Mk,
KH 5,5 - AR -2l H A H R (DTNB) 2% T
412 nm A0 5E W AR, SR FH BE ZR T O R 4L 13 600
mol/(L-cm) 18, K #HHE S & &R N nmol/mg
MP,

3) WS RINE  ZF Liu S IE,
] 45 2 AR RV TR PO A 2l Bk -5 - A Tk
SEORF R (NTSB) I, k6 R, 7 3% 15 min J&
T 412 nm AP HE1E

4) HHAEREXSEME £ Adler—Nissen
SN0 T | R AR IR R I, R kA
PG A PR3 R A L S R A b v i 2R
i , 5074 nmol/mg MP,

5) “REAR ST EMNE S8 Davies
A, FH 20 mmol/L # R R 1AW (& 0.6 mol/L
KCI, pH 6.0) ¥k )5 /& H AR FE R 1 mg/
mL, AR L0 (10 000 r/min, 10 min)Fi%
ANESEY T, FH 265 66 BE TR e 58 6 4,
KWK N 325 nm, &G R 420 nm, B 4E U5
10 nm, R R B ik T I 2 5 R R DA
EEW R, AAXT P, 2K (arbitrary
units, A5 A.U),

134 WURSF4EE At 280t 3% 5K
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PE S B = WS g5 vk R IR By R
(bromphenol blue, BPB)% &1k K LS £F 4 85 H
FH 20 mmol/L R 51 W (pH 6.25) ¥ it , W e &2
5 mg/mL, WA A AL 8 (1A 1 mlL & T 20
Brf,m 200 WL V5 B I (1 mg/mL) IR 535,
TE 6 000 r/min 2514 F B0 15 min, WH FiEW T
595 nm bW OGAA R K A R R
B K M S I TR AR B S IR 4 A RO
SDS-PAGE # [ HL Uk : 2 B Laemmli 15158
ik, o B 12% , W i X 4% ,pH 8.3 Hi 2% nfr
W (0.05 mol/L. Tris—HCI ¥ & ,0.384 mol/L. H %
2 ,0.1% SDS) . F HL UK AE S I FE S i iR vl (&
10% SDS 50% H il JNsAhn 10% B-%i 4 £ B |
0.1%75% 1 i .1 mol/L Tris—HCI 2% m i , pH6.8) Bt
il 2 20 W BN 1 mg/ml, WERR IR S 1 min, 3
KV 5 min, FESY DA 10 WL, HLPK S o5 U
R HEA RO 1 h 56, 4545 Tanon
BA AT R A3 FAR B
1.3.5 WURZ4edE A mifb b B US4
WAH AL BE 2% Yang S5 - FEAE 2 8) . F4b
BRI S A EE 45 R R 25 mmol/L 5 iR 5 2% iy
W (& 0.6 mmol/L. NaCl 430 pmol/L ¥ fil§ B2 &4 , pH
6.0)#i B, H 11 2 T B W 2N 20 mg/mL (i A Wk i
BIN 2R ), WABAL N TE 37 C T E 4 h,
FH NaOH 4% pH {2 13, 2 1L 0 , 5 AR &
BT 4CTF, 750,
1.3.5.1  ERSERERFR B EE &I GB 5009.33-
2016 £ i il 2 R 5 IR R Y I E ) ik
5
1.3.5.2 3-MHEMAR (3-NT) &aille S|
Feng S5 5 3 | BUAL B84 () LD 47 4 26 1 8 T
100 pL, Sl A 036 mL & i .0.04 mL 1 mol/L
NBD-F.0.5 mL 0.1 mol/L DY # & 4% i , 121,60
CAKE 2 min, “HGT 0.45 wm JE M, JER A
WA, IS 250 mmx4.6 mm, 5 wm ; 7 30 AR
R W TR S - W R % v /B (20 mmol/L, pH
3), Wik 1.0 mL/min, FAERE 10 wL,
1.3.5.3 N-WASME &l s b 32 my Al
JELT 4E 35 A 2 mL, 5 mL %0 H g R e
FHEE, 10 000xg,4 CE.L Smin, EE 1K, &
B Z AW 2 mL S P27, 4 0.25 pm

TALUENR , #E4T GC-MS 73 #7 .

SMEGESRME. Ak DB-WAX (30 mx
250 pwm,0.25 pm) B 4145 @35 A #ERE R B 250
C, AR R R THR . 9146 % 50 °C,
45 2 min, A 8 °C/min T+ & 150 °C, £ £F 5 min,
SRJE VL 20 °C/min T+ & 250 °C, #4152 min; 20
1 mL/min, SRS S0 R R
4 (SIM) 5 2 T8 . EL R 5 25 7 5 A 00 A A 75
43 9 2R 230 CA 250 °C; HL A5 48 4% #1301
eV HLETHL IR 70 eV KT 22 1 3t .50 A ; 514 1 i
W m/z 30~150, ¥ FHIHEIR AT A] ;2.5 min; Alf 8
:99.99% = S, R 1 L, SR FHAMRTE E
ST B, RO E R 3K
1.4 Sitoih

FebRil e ¥ E A 3 Uk, R s LA 2 A
WEZEF R, K SAS 8.2 Gi it 4k kA7 A ] dcb 3t
(] 5. K 2 J7 22 3 7 (one—way ANOVA  analysis ) Fll
A5 PR [E] Y Pearson AHICHYE T . 24 P<0.05 B, &
AN IE R 22 5 2% P<0.01 B, 268 S {5 1] 22 54
WE,

2 #ERERH
21 SAEENNEFEZEAELSENZTE
B S B i RAF AR 1 R Y B AR A
Z—o HMEER 1R, FEREA R REER R T PRI
T HL0, W ) T E RN (P<0.05) , Ak
1ha, &AXBAERIE S FE N 7.27 nmol/mg, 5
0 mmol/L. H,0, ¥ i 251 T JC 1. % 2 5% (P>0.05),
5 A N2y 45 R —50, 2 H0, W E R 70
mmol/L B, 3k & % &8 4 22.04 nmol/mg, b 25 F Xf
HEIE N 203.16% , FiFE & 2 (4 T8 AT fig )& i T AL
JRET 4 2 1 A SE TR N Bl 3 A 28 ) ol R G B
A7 A= B DT 22 hn T S b F AR 2R L 95
SR 2 R Z) 52 2] A B 330k 1 ™ A e S A Ak
Wy 534 N 3E 3 A RO SO, D R 2 A AR B R
A WY I, Nyaisaba S5 UMIF 5% B 437 307 i 6 £
MP B 5L B i Bl H,O, VB 3w 8 3% b7, PRt
MIIE AT HyO, A W BRI M o Xia SEUSH 5848 1A
WUR £ 48 35 F &4k, &3 H0, %M 0 #) 20
mmol/L, ¥k & % it 5 25 1 0 79.75% , 5 AW 5% 4
R—5,
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Table 1 Effect of oxidation degrees on carbonyl, total sulfhydryl, disulfide bond and free amino content of MP

H,0, #Z/ AL E/ Bk e/ By 7 o RS S
mmol- L nmol - mg™' nmol - mg™' nmol - mg™' nmol - mg™'
=R 7.27 £0.79* 102.32 +0.28° 3.56 +0.13 104.72 +3.79°

0 7.53 +0.42¢ 100.18 + 3.65" 3.39 +0.13 105.51 +2.14°
10 15.52 + 0.08° 91.62 £2.36 12.12 £ 1.09 98.80 + 3.82"
30 16.28 + 0.58° 83.95 +2.16° 13.43 £ 1.31° 93.87 £3.43
50 20.47 +0.45" 79.56 + 1.05¢ 18.73 + 1.85* 89.22 + 1.70¢
70 22.04 +0.74° 76.53 + 1.07" 19.96 + 0.62 85.10 + 1.52¢

T« [ 9 /INTG 52 B AN [] 6 78 AN ) S A Ak 1L i) 22 57 1 35 (P<0.05) (n=3),

IR THAE, T AT SN ) 1R
PR s, PRI R 3 R B B Ok
FAEE F AR, SHRE S s a0
1A HO, WEE R THE, M o i W 3 R
(P<0.05), & W E W (P<0.05), 25 FXf
MR B 5 102.32 nmol/mg, 24 H0, ¥ &
29 0 mmol/L. H,0, I, S5 AL & 5 25 FI X IR 2 T
%255 (P>0.05) . &4k 41 (10,30,50,70 mmol/L
H,0,) 5 25 Pt BEAE Sk L, R0 38 2 2 49 Sl BRI
10.46% ,17.95% ,22.24% M1 25.21% , — ki i &5 5 43
WITFEL T 240%,277% ,426% M 461% , Wang 2512
W 5% e Ak A Ak R G Ab AR 2R MP A B, Fik
Rl i e ) T R S 4] 2 R
TR A IR T, SAM 4R —8, B S
B E TR, FIREE M T MP bk e s e ik 5
W 7 5% 305 A S s B S A i
Hh MP FEE AT AR AR P R T 1 2 2R 6, T
PEAL R BB . Soladoye 454 Hi i % H,0, ¥k
FEXG N, 2 1 BOAC R AR B L2 ik 43 TRl 55 43
T R TE— A A B R R kT AR
A=, DT S5 SR 1R T S i
T,

EHAMARGRENR 1R, ARARS
R HO, W TR 2 RS, 5 H0, i
B 5 5 BOAH O (P<0.05) , 31X 5 8 0 3k i 1 AR
A —2 25 X B ZH AT O mmol/L. H,0, b HiZH
1 A R 2 543 51 104.72 nmol/mg il 105.51
nmol/mg , M # JC B & M 25 5 (P>0.05) , 24 H,0, ¥
J& S 70 mmol/L B} H H & & & &~ 85.10 nmol/
mg, 575 FIXT IR A LUREAR T 18.74% . X 5H =
NI U2 T (35 P MP [ &3 R R —2, A

HY 2 56 O i T R AT R i T AR T A R R N B
HI-NH, ZEH 7 A 2L Hch T i s S 1E
FREAR R L | B 56 15 B 35 2 I T JGJRS e, A
[IRCHENEE =8 5w { F e

i 2 TR 5% ik o i M AR )l s R AR AR
AR, A R R R AR, DR, AT LG R e
R AR & Bk S 1 B A AR B . A AR
AR R X MP 2R g 2R & f sz e an 1 1
~o FAL Th JE, AR A E (10,30,0,70
mmol/L H,0,) & 1F T M X F 25 AN R4, — R 1%
AR i 4y i ¥ K F) 390.73,566.94,651.00,
716.21 AU, 3K 5508 37.00% ,98.79% ,
128.27% F11 151.13% ,0 mmol/L. H,0, &b Ff 4 5 %5
FIX IR AL TE (3% 22 5+ (P<0.05) ., Wang &5 A
M BEXTHE A4 MP EALI A B, R AR & 5
P2 AR R T, SRR
SR, W H R AR AL R
EANE-E 973 & WEASK-E 30 F iR v

800
a
a -
- -
L =T 600
w3 T
4T g
% E <
w T 400 b
& 2 .
11 é, 200 |
=
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
ZEEXR 0 10 30 50 70
H,0, #e

H,0, concentration/mmol - L™
E1 SHEENMP _RESRSEMXIN
Fig.1 Effect of protein oxidation degree on dityrosine

content of MP
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LA AR A AH BAE AR BUE RSB, 2R
% SR T L H 45 A TR) 22 2 1R 22 IR B 8 b R)— 2
FEMR 22 RHE I B PR AS R AL A I 28 R I F I
ARREA SR o= I 100w 2 10 e L1 Y S O A
o 5 T % Ak 1) LA Bl S B 1 ] T B A
SO Re M I & AR I 2 A
22 SUEEXMIFEFHEZESHRIEEEMNIZIY
T B /K AR FH 02 2 Rr 2R 1 A S M T e e
PER)— PV EZAEA 7, WM+ 5 & A s
TR FAKESS GO s S, RN
R, TEF A B AR RN, REM B RS A
Wi XA ol AR 1 3R IR A K P R R AR A, T
Tk 25 VR VL T A e i e AR 1 B T B K 1 AR
o W 2 FroR 8 2R B K R B H0, YR EE Y
RIS BEARIS B R . 0 mmol/L HL0, ¥ EE i) MP 7
Wy s &5 A/ 96.17 we, 545 X BELL TG 3%
#5E (P>0.05) ;30 mmol/L. H,0, ¥ & /Y MP 8 5
& RN 86.77 wg, 5725 X IELHAH L%
KT 11.68%, W 2= W0 55 A W) 48Tk i 3 X
R MP 45 k4 19 52 ) B & B0, Y HL0, W SR 10
mmol/L | &1 B 7K PE 5 25 O FEZH AR LU FRAIR T
1%, SAP RS R —8, XaTigRh TR RE
MP 4544 J& FF i M3 a7 /K AR A SR 4 | fifi e i
B K PE T B 24 HyO, e B2 3G 31 70 mmol/L B, 75 19
WRZEARTHE] 111.08 we, 545 P HE 4140 He 3
KT 13.07% (P<0.05), it 5% 4H 4k 5 3088 (4544
JR T, A 2 1 P ) A i P i A R B A oy T AR
B Z M AC B S/ DT 350 AR o 26 T8
TKVERG SR . Zhang S50 S ] MP 75 F2 55 H H 2

140

o0 a
g— 120
=
= b be be
g 2 100 1 — be ¢ -
e
4o = 80
B
H
=g O
g dop
g
& 20
1 I 1 Il 1 | 1
ZEME 0 10 30 50 70
H,0, ¥ &

H,0, Concentration/mmol-L™"
B2 SEE MP REELKMER N
Fig.2 Effect of protein oxidation degree on surface

hydrophobicity of MP

AR R S Dihe SRR #EA T IS, R
PRBEE H,0, We B 34 i, MP 2 i s /K P, 25
15 AU AL 5 5 B0 2 T K PR Y 22 5 T RE S AL
TR i DL B S A ) 55 LT 2T 4 2 17 L B A G,
Ea A7 A S il LTI A e 2 B i e S |
R4 FEEALHZ, IR (-B-ME)
FA JF Y (+8-ME )SDS-PAGE # i Hi K [z B 48,4k
R UR LT 4 B A A5 A2 4k sl 3 s 78
R JFRZE T, BEE H0, AL R B (1 38 Jm, ILER
A E 5 (MHC) L3l 25 A (Actin) LS 2 H
(Troponin ) 5%l (14 58 B W] 5 AR, [) BsF, 76 ok 408
T KA Fr Ry AR L, HaFiiEdad T
200 ku, B EERAY) LRk A NIERE A &
B s EA IS EANRG . BT REYN
P e I=B A R AR s = e = i i 51 3 2 e
TR R, LR T A S IR FTER AR | Ak
fRte ) S A B R R R A A B T R A R —
o, ERFURAT M H0, S ALV B A5, il
BRAR H R AL S AR ARl R R T R 1
AR R R R AE I B AR R
S, 35 R RN £ 7 ROk g B SR AR AR
I O GO /N I R SR e e /R (Y &
JETHER , 3 WLER B I AV A KA, U R A
A7 TE bR U DL AN ) HL e S 3B A A fk
TR IR AR A IR ik -2 2 ) S R A
VS 0 R ARk 5 TR R B HLO, W B (1 3
IS SAN =T OEE S
23 SHEEXMINEFAESTHELNZIE
A5 T MP S AR B 52 DL 3k 2, 28 6T
HE 4 NaNO, 5% ¥ & 4 60.57 mg/kg, NaNO, 7% #
R E H,0, W A3 3 B K (P<0.05) ,
W] NaNO, 7552 H H A bR & b AT R TR Y
H: 1 3-NT . NDEA 1 NDMA , iX 5 Vossen 2P
5% NaNO, X} MP &k 152 i 25 3 — %, NaNO, 1
FRE A ARV AR T AR EE A, SIRE RN
VA A A S I R TR R Rk T M L1
A2 3N, PR AN o S 2 1 B A AL A bRl
Y. MP H 3-NT % 2B H,0, &4k 5 B 19 3 Jin i
2 3N (P<0.05) , 24 H,0, ¥ B 3 F] 70 mmol/L
i, 3-NT % 2 7+ %] 7.04 nmol/mg, 525 4 XF HE 1 4
FL3E K T 43.38%(P<0.05) 45 3 W, A b ot i 148
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Ommol/L 10mmol/L 30mmolL 50mmol/L 70mmol/L

M Con

il . <— Actin
Tropomyosin
35k —> .. <— Troponin

] -

— ]

— - —
(a)-B-ME

M Con  Ommol/L 10mmol/L 30mmolL 50mmol/l. 70mmol/L

<— Tropomyosin
<<— Troponin

17k—>

”~-‘—--

1nk—>

(b)+B-ME

¥ -B-ME: JC B-%idk LB ; +8-ME . il B-%i ik £ B ; Con: 25 (X s MHC . JLER 8 11 5 4% ; Action:  ULZ) & [ ; Tropomyosin:  J5t il

BRI ; Troponin : LS H 11,

B3 SHEEX MP ki SDS-PAGE Ei%
Fig.3 Effect of protein oxidation degree on SDS-PAGE patterns of MP

SR BE T & R W ASAEAE H , iX 5 Vossen %3P
AR —H, = A4 NDMA & 58 0.93
pg/mL,70 mmol/L. H,0, 4t 3 5 NDMA % &t 7t %
1.05 pg/ml, o258 XTI I T 12.9% . 70
mmol/L. H,0, 4L B4 v NDEA % 8 1.04 wg/mlL,
L 2s L0 R B 2538 N T 11.54%(P<0.05) . #4E
SIS S A2 R A 8 PR A O S R T Y
Wi, 245 5 e L I A U il i L 1 B 4R AL AR R T
LIEW A (NDEA ) FTE AY

LA v 55 2 A il A 1 it 2 2 B 1 6 455 Ml 4
i H 2R TR R A= R, LA b B A i
V14D 5 Feie 0 Y B, A Oy 2 SO i e 1) AR A ), 7

SEAIAZ b, UYL TR R IE S 1 A S 0 mT LA A
—AMR, —F AR LS REAAY A bR
e SR R, o SRR R ER T LUR B 1
(SRS AR T, 77 2 3-NT, 7 A A & i A
B R £k s AR TR L, B LAY TR AN 573 1) A1k LA
Lo n] R 1) 5 2 A R BE - SIORT B 4 DA rp ™ A
eay, Mk iea Y5 0GR 58 5V AR B fil
Jie =0, A A BRI R AR 2 BB 7 A 2 S A
FTLEYy, R A ™ A B b Jie BE fie 12 SV s i Y
Ao AT UE S 8 TR A A D G AR
S BT A BT A2 kT N=EA i BT A

®2 SUBEX MP L 00
Table 2 Effect of oxidation degrees on protein nitrosation of MP

H,0, # & /mmol - L T 5 B2 3 9% 8 F/mg-kg! 3-NT 2 & /nmol -kg™ NDMA/pg- mL™ NDEA/pg-mL™
= G 5t R 60.57 £ 1.30° 4.91 +0.09° 0.93 +£0.04¢ 0.92 + 0.04
0 61.33 +2.76° 5.24 +£0.22¢ 0.94 +0.08¢ 0.93 + 0.06
10 54.31 £3.29* 6.25 £ 0.08" 0.98 £0.02 0.96 £0.01"
30 42.32 £ 6.72" 6.62 £ 0.60" 1.03 £0.01* 1.02 £ 0.02
50 35.58 +1.43" 6.72 + 0.46™ 1.04 £ 0.01* 1.04 £ 0.01*
70 17.38 +3.91° 7.04 +0.42* 1.05 £ 0.01* 1.04 £ 0.01*

T [F /NG R R R 7R A [ 4 Ak Ak BT R] 22 57 1835 (P<0.05) (n=3).

24 MRAUZEARENLIERSTHEALBHEX
P
JILISLET 4 55 4% S8 AL 1 R - Il A 22 1] A

FeMEILER 3, H0, HE S MP Fik 3 (r.=0.905) . —
i 8 (r=0.908) Al — % & MR (r=0.956) 5 1 2 #
AR (P<0.01) , H0, ¥ JE 5 B 5 FE (r=-0.934) Fl
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A H 2 JE (r=—-0.936) S 5 3 11 A G (P<0.01) , 1t
W Bt 2 S Ak 5 B2 (R 38, B T MIP 2 T B K M
M RE AR i, IR T AR ES
W, HHASWZBBIA, NaNO, 5 MP o fi
(r=-0.844) . —mi#t (r=-0.879) 1 " EEEA MR
(r=—0.888) 2t &k 3 11 AH ¢ (P<0.01), 5 &2 Hi

(r=0.849) Fll { A1 & FE (r=0.924) £ Wt i 3 1F 40 &
(P<0.01), BiH NaNO, R il & 11 21k, b b s A
MEIZ A MBI, Feng W58 A [A] 7 il
R U 0 X BB L DR 2T 4k 2 1 B AR I S | 45
5 R = 1Y NaNoO, fg b 2 30l 85 o 5/ — 2R
% SR T 1

®3 NEALZERELEFRSTHEZEAHEXMYE

Table 3 Correlation coefficients between protein oxidation variables and protein nitrosation of MP

Eikos B A —a4 advARL BEAM ZRE&A®R  NaNo, 3-NT NDMA  NDEA
H,0, K JE  0.905%% —0.934*% (0.908%* —0.936** 0.517* 0.956%* -0.946%* 0.781*%  0.738*  0.813**
Ik 1.000  -0.927** 0.972*%* -0.902**  0.321 0.917%* -0.844** 0.860**  0.779*  0.797**
b - 1.000  -0.938%*% 0.943**  -0.307 —-0.950%* 0.849%* -0.824%* —0.817** -0.864%**
Z B 1.000  -0.946**  0.283 0.934%* -0.879%* 0.835** 0.757*  0.808**
RS 1.000 -0.355 —0.937+* 0.924**  -0.865** -0.769* -0.857**

BRK M 1.000 0.333 -0.501 0.207 0.171 0.205
Z R BE AR 1.000 —-0.888** 0.792**  0.762*  0.829%*
NaNO, 1.000  -0.778* -0.654* -0.760*
3-NT 1.000  0.788*  (0.812%*
NDMA 1.000  0.968%%*

NDEA 1.000

T P<0.05, A OG 5. P<0.01 Bt 35 4 G

3-NT 58 1o A A A5 b 4 B 25 A G 3
NT 5 MP 3t (r=0.860) . "B (r=0.835) F11 —
R AW (r=0.792) 2 2 & IE A X (P<0.01), 5
SABLEE (r=-0.824) | A B Z 5 (r=-0.865) Fil NaNO,
(r=—0.778) & i # 1 #H1 5& (P<0.05) , 3-NT 5 ND-
MA (r=0.788) F1 NDEA (r=0.812) & & & 1E 43¢ (P<
0.05),3X 5 Feng %A 5% 0 A 2 &5 % 7 B v 25 A
T AL B S M 45 R —F, W] 3-NT 58 H 4k
T KO i e o i S IE ARG, mTRR R A Ak
FE A A 08— A s s P 7= ), 2 1 BT S A RS
NaNO, fi2 #F T MP it ik A

NDMA & & 5 MP & L35 45 h Bk 3 (r=
0.779) . “HiE (r=0.757) Fl BB EFR (r=0.762)
3 E A O (P<0.05) , 5 B Hi 3 (r=-0.817), H
& 3 (r=—0.769) Fll NaNO, (r =—0.654 ) & & % 1
15 (P<0.05) , NDEA % &5 MP & L8 5 Bk It
(r=0.797) . " Hik (r =0.808 ) il . 5 & & R (r =
0.829) E @ FIEM K (P<0.05), 5 &%k
(r=-0.864), AWM (r=-0.857) #1 NaNO,
(r=-0.760) % & 3 11 A 3¢ (P<0.05) . 156 B LR £F

YR A AL e NDMA F NDEA (8 A%, Sun 25
WFFE 3 A A5 — 2 WGl i (NDEA ) A= 1%,
A SE PR & B, MP AL T BUR IS YR
B, A ESEREAL, MP & 1A LE E NDEA 9B
i, Yang ZBFSE & I NDEA BE2E [ S8 AL 7
(3G TG I, I AR TR R 0 7 A RS SR
I/ I 2 AH G (P<0.05) .

3 HFHig

TEF A WA IR R T, BlE SR B 3
Jn, WUBRCET 48 8 R 3L | R K A R
SR Fr i bIE, BEE A A e A TR, R
R i D OR = MR TR A P-A I E
H,0, ¢ £ 1 34 i ,NaNO, 5% ¥ & % ik ,3 -NT .,
NDEA 1 NDMA & & Ft &5, 3-NT 5 W4 i & 1 2
i EIE MG, I 3-NT J2 8 B WAL i dn 59,
A2 HE B A S b E R 5 20 NDMA I
NDEA MJE R, it 8 A 3R A 5 T As Ak 2 18]
HIAROCHE 7 AT, 48 7R 3 1 44k 7 T R S I A
b S B8 A ) S AR 10 NIV i i (4 B, R 5T 45
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Effects of Oxidative on the Nitrosation of Pork Myofibrillar Protein

Gu Ruxia, Lan Yanli, Ge Fengqin, Li Feng, Wang Yongli"
(College of Food Science and Engineering, Shandong Agricultural University, Key Laboratory of Food
Processing Technology and Quality Control in Shandong Province, Taian 271018, Shandong)

Abstract The hydroxyl radical oxidation system (0.01 mmol/L. FeCl;, 0.1 mmol/L. ascorbic acid, H,0,) was employed in
this study to investigate the effects of H,0, concentration (0, 10, 30, 50, 70 mmol/L) on the oxidation and nitrosation
of pork myofibrillar protein (MP). Results showed that with the increase of H,0, concentration, the protein carbonyl con-
tent, disulfide bond level, dityrosine, 3-nitrotyrosine (3-NT), N-nitrosodiethylamine (NDEA) and N-nitrosodimethy-
lamine (NDMA) content were increased, while the contents of total sulfhydryl groups, free amino groups and the residu-
al amount of NaNO, were decreased. The relationship between indexes of protein oxidation and nitrosation was assessed
by pearson correlation coefficient. N—nitrosamine and 3-NT content within MP significantly positively correlated with car-
bonyl, disulfide bond and dityrosine content (P<0.05), but negatively correlated with total sulfhydryl groups and free
amino groups (P<0.05). These results indicated that 3-NT may be a potential marker of protein oxidation and nitrosation.
Our results demonstrated that protein oxidation could promote protein nitrosation and consequent NDMA and NDEA for-
mation. Therefore, protein oxidation and nitrosation should be controlled during meat processing and storage to control the
formation of N-nitrosamine.

Keywords myofibrillar protein; protein oxidation; N-nitrosodimethylamine; 3-nitrotyrosine; nitrite



