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JF Al BE T 20 DNA 5 A BRI 5245 44 B8 7 A PR 7R
A, 3 A a2 B U A L 85 A R L DA, AT 5 A
IR R AR BRI, VR 2 BUACAR AL
PRGOS 5 BAL R A G, WE | pgaB AT kR
W R RS M RE I, BREREAY
TRk LE B, (R AR AR A A KA
YER, RIER IR B ok IR A b e A oy 32 B} o2
Bz R

e G2 T AL IR 22 7 2 S e A R 2
FLBEAT KR | SR 5 % 7 A B IR BEREAT %558 L5 A,
IFREAT AP RR N B BT AL RIS, NI TR
AR e 51 19 3K 0 BIF 5 1 18 BE AN 4% B 5% SCHE 9% I
) SR AR W4 JE 2 0 IR B R A Hi 3 0 R B
Ve A AL 81, AT LA v i Jox 2 e o5, 6 2 48 A6 Jik
(T 50 32 B AL 45 L 1 BN AN 2 RIS R o B
PO 9 B T R T ML o ) T A B AL Y
TEAL A o7 1 4 B P i T 2 0E B 4R R 6 b 4R
KN ZRFTMALR , 3 a3 Ak 7 2n] LAY ZRblas o2
AR NG B R A P A o) BRI AR 5, O
HFEATT 6% 4 BEAR ~ e T R G T 2 00 A= )
VR U B A T PR, a0 TR AU B R A A B
i S NS BT (R (B v S S W )
AW RO R, AR AR JBLEE 1 Ab SE AR SR AR
SRR g DB 7o i B R NTIDOE X 1V AR o i R g e
WA, AR S A EAE D5 R 1
S0 B B A R AR R F T KR

Sl T N DA B % (2N NG SRS R RN
Or TR Ry T e ARG B Onik . U
FUEE AN BARE AT hT Sk, & 708 0 ik
FLIE IR A IR A —Fh iR A RS 9 5
5, R OR B URAE T S I Y bR e G 2k R 3t B
Wt

1 #REFE
1.1 #R 5

L EHE IR 5, & B Universal Pro-
tein Z0 45 2 (https : //www.uniprot.org/) ; Keapl & [
R R R 454, ok A RCSB # H o £ s %
(https : //'www.resb.org/) o
12 XF58F

Discovery studio (DS)V2019 % 4, 3£ [

BIOVIA A,
1.3 HIBFEARFINKS

AFLHE H E 2SR B-FLEREH (1.3 g/L).
a-FLHEH (1.2 g/L) SRR E M (0.5~1.0 g/L) |
AU A H (0.4 ¢/L) AR FLERE H (0.1 g/1)M,
HA PR IE T Universal Protein (https ://www.
uniprot.org/) ,5 Ff 2 [ (1 g o F 24 5L R £ H 3 il
A :Beta —lactoglobulin, P02754,178 ; Alpha —lactal-
bumin,P00711,142;Polymeric immunoglobulin re-
ceptor, P81265,757 ; Albumin, P02769,607 #1 Lac-
totransferrin, P24627,708 .

1.4 HEHEBHL

K H BIOPEP -UWM (http ://www.uwm.edu.pl/
biochemia/index.php/pl/biopep) ' 1 [ “enzyme (s)
action” & ¢ X} 5 i 4= L 1E 4 F AR 1 BT A T kg AU
AL, B A K i g O 1 8 g (EC 3.4.23.1) Al
JREE R (EC 3.4.21.4) U R A7 55051 O -
(BEAM) (REEARE), H 2 FhaE H wEal1E 1
T C-Rii
1.5 HmEMEKHIFIE

W M 40 A 3 B B9 A4 FLIE B AR IR B AE
PeptideRanker  (http://distilldeep.ucd.ie/PeptideR-
anker/ ) TUI 0 3 v FE AT 98 A8 A2 W) 16 PR VE 0, AR W)
TP DT 4k vy A 0000 Ok 7 A 0 MO,
PEFEAR/NT 0.5 5L 0.4 15 S i 28 A 1 IR Y ik
HER, ASBIFSE R T4 O e BT AL IR 3 L DAL
WEREAR/NT 0.4 B LEY 6 PRV 23 1Y BRAE Ry i Z2 0t
TR,

i iF BIOPEP-UWM #1 SATPdb®!(http : //crdd.
osdd.net/raghava/satpdb/ ) 54 1 | B L 34 0 56 J= 19
JIT A R B 5 SO 1 vh B R GE Y A i P B
A7 HORT 07 8 B R Bl AR T8 o 1) IR HEA T 5 29T
1.6 i IHERKEES T

i i ToxinPred 22 J¥ (http : //crdd.osdd.net/
raghava/toxinpred/) Tl ik i) 25 7 , & SVM [ {F
0.0, % FH PR Tl 75 7% . SVM (Swiss  Prot ) +Mo-
tif F1 SVM (TrEMBL)+Motif #EATII5E , HA 24 2 7
ol 5k LI 245 SR 49 Ay TG I A T R A T BE Y I
J¥ 41 ; il i AllerTOP v.2.0 P82 J¥ (https : //www.
ddg—pharmfac.net/AllerTOP/index.html ) 75 ] ik () 1%
Pk ; AT Innovagen 7EZE M 3 (http : //www.inno-
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vagen.com ) FIN IR 7K B PEDL 25, 1 190 3l w2 ik
X4} “Good water solubility” Fll “Poor water sol-
ubility” i 1 WU 25 2R o i OB | R4
K B IR T e 2R
1.7 MEBLEERS T

i 1 Expasy—compute > 2 J¥ (http : //web.ex-
pasy.org/compute_pi/) i pl/Mw tool HJj i 7 I ik 114
AH R 237 0 N AE A 38 A AE £k W35 Pepdraw
(http ; //www.tulane.edu/~biochem/WW/PepDraw ) it
ULINCORE LN RN N G
1.8 YR AFEDH

i 1 Discovery studio (DS)V2019 (Dassault
Systemes Biovia,San Diego,CA,USA ) #K 4 X} £ Jik
AT 25 9 A% i 3h J1 %% (Absorption distribution
metabolism excretion toxicity, ADMET) Zr#7, /
B 22 BRAE ARG 25 W i Wi 5 e, i — B it
BB, R RE . R DS B AR ADMET
Descriptors #2 ¥, 4387 2 BK 9 A AR 1% 38 W2 K (Hu-
man intestinal absorption, HIA)™> 25 °C /K # ¥
(Aqueous solubility )" ifil fixi 5 b i i% £ (Blood
brain barrier, BBB)?, 4H}g {12 P450 2D6 1] i
4 (Cytochrome P4502D6 inhibition) -2 Jif # 4
( Hepatotoxicity ) 2=} Ifil 2% £ M 45 A % (Plasma
protein binding, PPB)PY; % H DS # 4 1 Toxicity
Prediction 2 7% Xf 22 ik #4725 FRAE BT 1) 5000, 4 4
FLIE E B2 IR N T ETEE 9 A T A5 1Y
1) BRULIM B AL VERLR 2)NTP Kcdfs 4 T 64 ik 14
S EEERL Y (NTP Rodent Carcinogenicity) |
3)FDA ¥4 4 T 1Y WG 145 3l ) BOE 1 K8 (FDA
Rodent Carcinogenicity) \4) k4 2l 4 S0 P E 4
X (Weight—of—evidence rodent carcinogenicity)
5) HUJE % B8 TD50 (Carcinogenic potency TD350) |
6) WTE LB T (Developmental toxicity poten-
tial) 7) K B 1 /]t LD50 (Rat oral LD50).8) K i
e Kiit 325 & (Rat maximum tolerated dose).9)
TR A 1 IR 4 A 7% &) J v 7K (Rat - chronic o-
ral lowest observed adverse effectlevel, LOAEL),
1.9 ZFxtE
1.9.1 BiRZE I (A DS 44 A “Macro-
molecules” BLH T “Build and Edit Protein” T.
B ORI R 22 IR 4 i B R SE U i A B AR

J¥ 5 A “Small Molecules” £ B R Y “Minimize
Ligands” fl “Prepare Ligands” T. L X} JIK (1) 45 #4 7£
CHARMm F137 AT REE AL,
192 s ZREH M RCSB & H 5 A %
(https : //www.rcsb.org/) FREU Keapl £ F1 A9 KR i
R4 (PDB fUA% . 2FLU) . fdi JH] DS 44771 PDB
SCAE M BR A 53 VU B A A2 AR BT Y Y TC
w, X E AT AL, 4 “Macro-
molecules” B3 T 1Y “Clean Protein” T. 2. L H H
ZMR Al Keapl 8 AN FE 56 5 10 2 JL PR AR A | Tl
1L DS # A 1) “Receptor—Ligand Interactions” 5 Bt
T ) “Define and Edit Binding site” T. H & X 5%
REEARIE RO 8 TG P D AR AR (X 2557 :952:1),
Xf AR 1589
1.9.3 PR FXHE ] DS #BAF “Recep-
tor—Ligand Interactions” BT “Dock Ligands
(CDOCKER)”, 7 “Input  Ligands” £ 1% £ 4 3 {
UARNIIW N e 2 1 €N N L . N B 1
PR BCAR e R 2, AT e v o 04 iR
P “~CDOCKER  Energey {H 1T 43 F X AU
1.10 S FEhH=EEN

fili Fi DS A 9 “Simulation” # 8 1E 17 43 F 3
T BN, A d 28 P B % Y CDEF K 31 -
Keapl ® 45 & & A W45 HITE “Macromolecules” 5
TRy “Prepare protein” #EAT 4 15t FAL B, 76
“Simulation” Lt T 19 “Apply forcefield” } 2 1 &
EWIRIN charmm36 7137 , H “Solvation” Xf H it 17
%A A4b B 7F “Run simulation” /1 /1 “Standard
Dynamics Cascade” #E47 73 7 8l J1 22840, 80K
BN THEPTEH 50 K Z#HTMAE 300 K,
LU ] 4 ps, -7 By BB UL (8] 3% R 20
ps, PR REER B BN 0.2 ns™

2 HERERW
21 I FEANEMBEREERSNRNIGE
HTHENER R IEA RN, A MR
Mzt B miEEA, KRG B B DLTE M
o3 FIE A BRI H AR, P A 5006 4 2
HERAENEE S FE AR HE & A (EC
3.4.23.1) F 2R 1 B (EC 3.4.21.4) B L3 1k, 8
BRI, A B-FLERE T a-FL AR
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H SRR A I H A AR LR K Pid K PE 4> F , IFK PeptideRanker 1F-43>0.4
i FE 43 ) R 28.25% ,24.82% ,21.43% ,29.87% K ) A= 3 M R 32 Ok iR 5 BIOPEP-UWM #11
27.16%, Z5RFAAMWE A E G EE KR SATPdb B088 & £ 45038 A9 36 1 K 510 k47 %6 L
JER K, AT RESSTH AL AE AR Z A Ik BE , R BARTRE P45 R 0L ER 1,

TH AL J5 15 21 19 2 Bk PeptideRanker #2 F¢ #£ 17 /&

F1 EUBBEHEESNSIK
Table 1 Peptides obtained by virtual enzymatic hydrolysis and database analysis

% Bk kIR % B35 % BRI % Bk kR % Bk 3 51 % BT 2
B E G SF 0.948796 IWK 0.656134
CL 0.879917 SASCVPCIDR 0.642895

GL* 0.808777 SCHTGL 0.641445
ACQCL 0.807559 YYGYTGAF 0.638391
IPAVF* 0.682152 GAPSITCVR 0.637006
PMHIR 0.587223 APVDAF 0.636928

YL 0.575360 EACAF 0.634993
VAGTWYSL 0.486309 GAL 0.594888
MK® 0.453837 CQL 0.592735

AL 0.437890 YL* 0.575360
DAQSAPL 0.437443 QAYPNL 0.573561
rEHEG YWCR 0.961497 CAGDDQGL 0.557125
DI 0.942412 SQSCAPGADPK 0.539976

NF 0.941145 CSTSPL 0.527060

SCHF 0.932271 AAPR 0.515323

CPR 0.911057 NCPDK 0.491717

SPIF 0.906373 OGR 0.483450

YWCK 0.887139 GSR 0.463792

CGL 0.876916 CK 0.457327

DPSF 0.846326 MK* 0.453837

YSF 0.839011 AL 0.437890

AIF 0.833341 DEF 0.411799
EDEGWYWCGVK 0.829205 TWNSL 0.409052
V™ 0.815398 DPYK 0.402706

GL* 0.808777 a-fLa &G MMSF 0.947424

GR 0.766288 IWCK 0.821880

ACL 0.746733 DOWL 0.801190

WSNR 0.668804 VGINYWL 0.718905

PCK 0.654315 PEWVCTTF 0.703949
DNGVF 0.631422 DDQNPHSSNICNISCDK 0.535435
AQDF 0.620533 CEVF 0.459728
GCSAL 0.608267 AL 0.437890
DAAGGPGAPADPGR 0594650 | 4 &mika%®g PCF 0.992308
TIQDCF 0.585767 N 0.973259

MSR 0.554004 HPYF 0.939613

TNF 0.526778 QQCPF 0.930268
YWCHWEEAQNGR 0.520314 GSF 0.927092
DCSL 0.506793 PPL™ 0.897825
PESGTF 0.501998 WGK 0.872888
CYYPPTSVNR 0.484041 GVF 0.845852
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% kR R % K73 % It 5 % kR R % K73 % RIS
QGR 0.483450 WVTF 0.838591
GGK 0.478841 TF 0.826678
CK 0.457327 TAF" 0.820062
ALr 0.437890 PL* 0.811148
NVTAWL 0.428128 GL* 0.808777
GEPL 0.424235 GACL 0.807541
DEF 0.411799 DAF 0.804969
SYR 0.403270 YNGVF 0.714476
NGGACNVVINTL 0.400299 QNCDQF 0.708612
FisEa GF* 0.994712 GEYGF 0.706866
AF* 0.973259 EACF 0.705039
WQWR 0.966744 DDPHACYSTVF 0.700856
Sk* 0.948796 NECF 0.688228
SAGWIIPMGIL 0.935054 CDEF 0.686792
TAGWNIPMGL 0.880094 YL 0.575360
CL 0.879917 VAF 0.559611
CGL 0.876916 PDPNTL 0.547411
CR 0.865233 ECCHGDL 0.508085
DGGMVF 0.821822 AWSVAR 0.492397
GGR 0.811270 HADICTL 0.481627
GL* 0.808777 DDSPDL 0.463466
GYSGAF 0.797104 CK 0.457327
WCTISQPEWF 0.792581 MK* 0.453837
GSNF 0.783812 AEF 0.446523
PYL 0.770175 AL° 0.437890
EPYF 0.770149 CCTK 0.428997
GR® 0.766288 SQYL 0.422017
GSPPGQR 0.703666 CVL 0.414984

CAL 0.679687

TE e, O8O 09 BAT HUAPE BT A9 b, © BT i B A BRI PR BT A K e 0 Wi 9 LA e a2 i A

WE5E 2R PR AL IR EAT LU R AR 1) B4 fk
BR— M & A 0~20 D2 EER ;2) AT 5 &4 Pro
Gly \Ala Val 1 Leu £ F Ik H A7 ¥ 76 19 31 A4k
T 53) 4 A 95 & 2 (Tyr  Trp .Phe) | BK 14 3 (His)
A B AL (Met ,Cys ) 9 JIREE ELAEK A i A5, i
AR 1AL S Bl H B (B-FLEREEH - FLH R
B BRE A L A M A R ) 40 )

TEH 11,8,38,36,44 KAEWIEEIT KT 04 1
BRE:, —3t 137 2 ik, K2 800 ik th i 2 IR &
PR IR R 4225 R XF b BIOPEP-UWM i
SATPdb 45 5, XF R 3 i 2 IRt A7 8 o
ek RO E M, il 3 PEA adE— 25 i
JCHE  JCad HPE KoKk R A AP AR K, TEAE 2
Rk 2,

x2 MEHSME . IHEERKBEESFT
Table 2 Toxicity, allergy and water solubility analysis of peptides

% Mk kR % B3 RN i O KT A
B-3LEHE G CL oE H A E
ACQCL H PR & %
PMHIR For T B A ¥
VAGTWYSL FoE 3 B A 1
DAQSAPL * T 4% *F
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(&% 2)
% KRR % Wk 7) RN i HOME R K A A
a-LaEa MMSF Por P& ¢ %
IWCK Pk HHK W
DQWL K B ¥
VGINYWL PoE P& 3 £
PEWVCTTF P 3 K £
DDQNPHSSNICNISCDK x# H A *F
CEVF * & EEd ¥
SR RE G YWCR PoE HAK i
NF PoE S A %
SCHF k% K 8K £
CPR Por S PR-& 3 *F
SPIF FIE 3 Bk %
YWCK Por P& 3 *F
CGL FoE 3 HAK £
DPSF k% A ¥
YSF Por S HHK £
AIF P 3 PR %
EDEGWYWCGVK Por P& 3 *F
GR PoE 3 HAK ¥
ACL K A £
WSNR Por S PR &3 *F
PCK PaE 3 K ¥
DNGVF Por H A *F
AQDF FE 3 H K ¥
GCSAL por PR & ¢ %
DAAGGPGAPADPGR PoE S H A *F
TIQDCF Pt 3 A £
MSR Por 3 P& 3 *F
TNF FoE 3 F Bk %
YWCHWEEAQNGR & PR & ¥F
DCSL Pk P& 3 *F
PESGTF Pt 3 R B ¥
CYYPPTSVNR Por S HHK £
QGR P 3 Bk W
GGK Por P& ¢ iF
CK *A& H A ¥
NVTAWL PIE 2 A £
GEPL PoE 3 A *F
DEF FIE 3 5K W
SYR Por S P& ¢ *F
NGGACNVVINTL PoE 3 H K £
FihiFa&a PCF Por P& ¢ %
HPYF PoE 3 B %
QQCPF k% ;A £
GSF PR 3 H A% £
WGK PE 3 H K ¥
GVF Por P& ¢ %
WVTF Pk PR &3 %
TF k% P R-& 3 £
GACL PR 3 H A £
DAF P 3 F K ¥
YNGVF K4 T 5 A %
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(&% 2)
% kR R % K5 TR i O E K PR
QNCDQF P2 PR &4 4
GEYGF FoE3 PRE & *F
EACF PIE 3 H A 45
DDPHACYSTVF For-3 H A %
NECF -3 T B i
CDEF x# PR T4 4
VAF x4 PRE & F
PDPNTL PIE 3 H AL 4
ECCHGDL HH& R 88K i
AWSVAR PIE 3 K 8% £
HADICTL Por2 H A %
DDSPDL k-3 H A i
CK P 3 H A 4
AEF FoE3 FRE & *F
CCTK PIE 3 T 8k i
SQYL k& o £
CVL -3 T B £
FAHFG WQWR o H A 4
SAGWIIPMGIL FoE3 PRE ¢ %
TAGWNIPMGL PIE 3 T 8k %
CL For-3 H A %
CGL x H A %
CR P 2 HA 4
DGGMVF k-3 HHK £
GGR PIE 3 H A 4
GYSGAF For3 FR& & %
WCTISQPEWF PIE 3 H A F
GSNF Por2 T B % F
PYL k3 A £
EPYF P S F B 4
GSPPGQR k& o ¥
CAL PIE 3 H A F
IWK For2 H A i
SASCVPCIDR -3 HA i
SCHTGL H A & £
YYGYTGAF FoE3 PRE & %
GAPSITCVR PIE 3 H A £
APVDAF For-3 FR& & %
EACAF X F 8% 4
GAL x R 8K £
CQL x# H A £
QAYPNL PIE 3 H AL £
CAGDDQGL k& PR3 ¥
SQSCAPGADPK PIE 3 K 8% 4
CSTSPL Por2 H A %
AAPR x & F 8K ¥
NCPDK H A H A 4
QGR k& T 4K ¥
GSR PIE 3 H A 4
CK P HA 4
DEF x & F 8K ¥
TWNSL P2 PR T4 £
DPYK EE 3 H A I
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K ToxinPred i J¥ % 22 IKE 4758 4 0, 45
TR0 4 R 2R TE SRR P 15 Y 2 RS A R 3%
B v A I = OB UK/ b i N A NG 2R )
M EE N R FUFEA T B-FLREA M o-FL A&
P12 B i 2R 1 A0 1 L AR L BORE 1 32 B
10 PR e 5 N LT AR TR BT A A IR AT e
PEFRI , 83 AllerTOP v.2.0 F42 ¢ F i ik 14 2 4
P, S5 B K 5090 i 2 gk e o B4 i
o, A FLIE E AL B WiE s Rk
SAVZ 2 I A ZIRIK PR HAE

PR N % 3z 43 A 1) Bl A2 0 6 A= B s
B 2 BF 58 I 255 8 0 B2 AR AR, il In-
novagen DX 3l 00 K () K S R s A I — 2
Z KB PR E N 22 o L85 o T REdE i ot
FoKu e 3 T T, ol AR B a-3L F 8 R 2
JIRBEAT RN AF 5 T3 | Jood Bk MoK e R AP
PURALRK, i B-FLEKE H I 2 Ik A PMHIR
H1 DAQSAPL J7 81 [a] W £F 5 3% 3 454, #4 [m] i
PG 3 AF T B 2 Ik BEAT A1 O W) BELAL 7 0 BT
PSR L 3,

®3 MBS FREERARK pH=7 HEERET S

Table 3 Molecular weight, isoelectric point and net charge analysis at pH=7 of peptide

% Bk 8y kR % Bk A5 M HTRE E -4 A, #i K /K] - mol”
B-LHE G PMHIR 652.81 10.18 +1 43.47
DAQSAPL 700.75 3.80 -1 52.97
a-3Lax g - - - - -
REKREG CPR 374.46 8.25 +1 41.13
YWCK 598.72 8.20 +1 32.97
EDEGWYWCGVK 1371.49 4.14 -2 77.53
WSNR 561.60 9.75 +1 37.36
MSR 392.47 9.50 +1 39.75
DCSL 436.48 3.80 -1 44.89
PESGTF 636.66 4.00 -1 49.45
QGR 359.39 9.75 +1 48.66
GGK 260.29 8.75 +1 54.39
DEF 409.40 3.67 -2 56.32
SYR 424.46 8.46 +1 39.58
Fhikaka QNCDQF 753.78 3.80 -1 51.04
GEYGF 571.59 4.00 -1 4774
NECF 511.55 4.00 -1 44.56
CDEF 512.53 3.67 -2 56.23
AEF 365.39 4.00 -1 43.18
CCTK 453.57 8.06 +1 45.65
FABEG EPYF 554.60 4.00 -1 38.70
EACAF 539.60 4.00 -1 45.19
CAGDDQGL 777.80 3.56 -2 73.17
SQSCAPGADPK 1 060.15 5.55 0 77.15
AAPR 413.48 9.79 +1 45.40
QGR 359.39 9.75 +1 48.66
DEF 409.40 3.67 -2 56.32

T =" RN B R A 5 T3 0 et Rk R i BT G IR O AR IR 2203 #7

22 YR HNZESHT

2y AR B g — TR B L B AR Rk o
BE, T LU 25 ) sl fo o 25 W) 7 24 B A e 4 ]
FIPE, I RAR L APLARR il 5652 S AR Y

AW A R, WF ST 2 K 25 9 A 3 g 24 AT

AR RS 5 2 BRI S5 R AR S R ST X
TR AT A B L ELA R

22.1 Z ki) ADMET 43 % ADMET & — ff 3
THLAF2= > i A B T F000 R e R 4753k 25 0
Ty ¥k AT LA A X 25 ) R A7 A% el 96 Ty 1 1 i
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[F] FSF i 20 1 3 i R 6 97 B 1) 2R (011, 22 K iy
ADMET 43#frnk 4 5 fos i A 3L E A RN £
JIF 1 B9 N A i 3 W S0 (HITA ) B9 7R 22 3 /2 R oy
A5 18 R S AR WK 8 i 38 A AR Y 2R
R I, 2R 75 B BT A A0 IR 2 R S 18 1 7H
W, 3% IF N B T E b e ) e AE LA
R IR, — 2T SR IR BT AR T i 2R ik
AR T Z RS HEMH B W 1B AR E ™, BT %
EEERE AR A YWCK F1 4 1 7 B & E’J
QNCDQF k757 25 CR AR B A% w , H

it Tnnovagen 3 T30 JIK (1) 735 1k %) A 1, 22 IR
f4 100 % S5 B 3 15 1 (BBB) 24 26 B o R S, 1 1
FT 43 B0 ) i 4 BILEE LA B i 30 TR A 23 mT DA 3930 ¢
SHLGE i o 5 5 1 2F o PR AR, BT 2RI T
A0 (0, 3R PASO 2D6 M. Br p-FLEKE HERY
DAQSAPL 2 BR A (1R 1 CPR B 4= L4k B 11 U8
) CAGDDQGL AAPR K75 A JF#tE, HAZ
PRI IFREVE . MK S 2505 T8 6 5%
i) 245 90 (5023 TR kg & 6 50 0 2 8 e kA AR
A Z KWL R E 45 A % (PPB) /T 90% , £

R PRTE 25 CHRU P #2R BE A ey, 3 6 W e A W B AR 52 25 ) 455 R0
Z IKEREA R AF 0y /K, R I DI T i S
x4 Admet EFHSER
Table 4 Reference table of ADMET score
) S mip ek w¥E
AR 1 B 25 CAZ M oo Ji T 38 i M P450 2D6 AT ik O
Ap ) b
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 0 1 0 1 0 1
x A
BP0 iﬁ # f . iﬁ O S f oW R A < =
s o 50T e TORF T g g B R w5 5 0w a0
% A&, & S
RS
* 5 FBkHY ADMET 4 #7
Table 5 ADMET analysis of peptides
AR 18 e fE R wmpdk &G
% pk e kR % KR53 Rk . @iEME P4502D6 AT A RS
(HIAy (BBB)  #pl i (PPB)
B-3Lk &G PMHIR 3 5 4 0 0 0
DAQSAPL 3 5 4 0 1 0
a-3La kg - - - - - - -
fEHEE CPR 3 5 4 0 1 0
YWCK 3 4 4 0 0 0
EDEGWYWCGVK 3 5 4 0 0 0
WSNR 3 5 4 0 0 0
MSR 3 5 4 0 0 0
DCSL 3 5 4 0 0 0
PESGTF 3 5 4 0 0 0
QGR 3 5 4 0 0 0
GGK 3 5 4 0 0 0
DEF 3 5 4 0 0 0
SYR 3 5 4 0 0 0
FhikaEd QNCDQF 3 4 4 0 0 0
GEYGF 3 5 4 0 0 0
NECF 3 5 4 0 0 0
CDEF 3 5 4 0 0 0




20 BOE B W 2R ) 2024 445 2
(&% 5)
AR i ’s nmREE mpeE R G
% pk 8y kR % Bk A7) B K @WikK  P4502D6 AT AEME Ak
(HIA) (BBB) A 4 (PPB)
AEF 3 5 4 0 0 0
CCTK 3 5 4 0 0 0
FABEG EPYF 3 5 4 0 0 0
EACAF 3 5 4 0 0 0
CAGDDQGL 3 5 4 0 1 0
SQSCAPGADPK 3 5 4 0 0 0
AAPR 3 5 4 0 1 0
QGR 3 5 4 0 0 0
DEF 3 5 4 0 0 0
T = R A A AT & o3 T0 i vk Bk A M BRI BT BRI, SRR IS ST 36 5 BRI & U BB R 4 B X,

222 ZJKH TOPKAT 5347 TOPKAT J2 AR 45 L
Y T AR | DR A 1 R R Y
T B , DS AP E R T — R EM . X
B UE Y R i 45 48 -7 1 5C & (QSTR) K1 B 5k 1
i & Wy e € I BE B PE BT . KA Topkat #1443
Mrief Lk 6.7,

P g 40 B0 5% A M R R AR AT S ] B R 28 R ]
B = DRI B9 A6 B 00T & R Y, S5 2R R B
e SING RO E X CIE S [P B e e |
(National toxicology program, NTP) F13 [E & f
2 5 W S PR )R (Food and Drug Administration,,
FDA) Bdia 45 T 1 WG 1 3l W) BO PR R 5 2 B AT
Ge 1t B SO S U IE 1 A i 45 0 -1 1 G R
(QSTR)##Y | 25 /R fir A Z IKAE NTP a4 T
F8 5 147 20 ) O PRI (A0 A R/ BRI A
RN EITEBUE T s 78 FDA B 48T 19 me i

PE/IN RS RL R B Z2 50 s BUE I, R e Bk
FEAVER CPR A1 YWCK 4= 7L & (R SQSCAP-
GADPK 1 AAPR ik 7 1) 75 M 14 K BRUASE 7Y oy 35 91
R EUE N, MR ERE AR (AREA
J8) 5 QGR Fl GGK 2R 1L F1 & F IR A9 CCTK &
A LA B TR ) B B A P /N BRUBE Y rh 22 31y
22 3] O PR, 7 M DR BRURSE AR v 3R B Ay A
g &R AR E A TR CAGDDQGL k7 4]
TEAEPE /N BRUSERY o 3R I 22 5] e SO Pk o k4 3
W SO R I A A A A S ] 36 [ N2 )
B Jm) 245 ) VA AT 5 0 S 8 AR IS i A
QSTR #2745 5 18 7R fir A7 22 JIKAE A 78 1 e 3
Fatk . WAER B TEEER R ORI T 374 X
FR rb I A B Y SR AR S A 4 R BRI R 1 A
S5 WoR e R R (AR FLEE TE) 1Y QGR
A I3 & H R GEYGF ZE I R R B A

S EuE A AL B-FLEREE LR PMHIR Ky 2, HRZ R RI N TLE,

B A P /)N BURSE R v 2 B g B B B M, A

#x 6 Topkatitns%k
Table 6 Topkat scoring reference table

o NTP # 4% & F 49 7% FDA # ¥ % T ok % 50 4 vk A7 2y B ‘ o
EX I S N . . -
5 B M B A A B AR A JEE A E
0 1 0 1 0 1 1% 0 1 0 1
* 3% H 5% ¥4 R 5 EHRE OEAF ¥4 G
EEM BT 9 e e e HAEME KRR e g
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R7 BB Topkat ZH4#r
Table 7 Topkat toxicity analysis of peptides

NTP # % & T oo h4h  FDA RBET W5z %k

j;:i S A S AR B B
it S T O O O
MiE HM
fc SRR KRR KRR PR PR KR KA
PR E
B-3# &G PMHIR 0 0 0 0 0 1 1% 0 0 0 0
DAQSAPL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
wfaka - S
F R HREG CPR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
YWCK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
EDEGWYWCGVK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WSNR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
MSR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DCSL 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
PESGTF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
QGR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1% 1 0 0 1
GGK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1% 1 0 0 0
DEF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SYR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
FhiFraEa QNCDQF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
GEYGF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
NECF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CDEF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AEF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CCTK 0 0 0 0 0 0 1% 1 0 0 0
5 EG EPYF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
EACAF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CAGDDQGL 0 0 0 0 0 0 1% 0 0 0 0
SQSCAPGADPK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
AAPR 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
QGR 0 0 0 0 0 0 1% 1 0 0 1
DEF 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

VL R AT [ I TE R TE R M Bk P R B I R MR SR e T B B X B R 6 B,
DS # A v 2 F oK B 32 70 B 100 32 B A 4% L/ NG S KN T & . AW R BEST 5 I

BUm T HE TD50 K B AR LDSO K B A% K A2 57 PO RO S HE RS R WL AR 8,

R R ) 1R A A B A B K, A2 5

% 8 Topkat Tl 48 35 K B if 3 7l 8 %
Table 8 Tolerance dose table of Topkat prediction related rats

B XA 7R P SN Y XA KA 7R R
% K9 kR % K5 3 TD50/mg-kg"  LD50/g-kg™ g kg R E A& A & R R K
KR E (N R I #E Flg-kg! KA F
B-iL#E G PMHIR 15.95 10.60 0.14 15.40 0.22
DAQSAPL 83.45 15.21 0.03 97.21 0.20

a-LeEY - - - - - -




22 E N W 2024 4E55 2 W)
(8% 8)
& KR 7 AR PSS il X R K2R R
% Rk kR % B3 TD50/mg-kg”  LD50/g-kg™ g kg T E A& A B R R K
K& KR Z TS #E Flg-kg! KN E
k& A CPR 23.52 4.15 0.14 4.20 0.18
YWCK 106.46 3.26 0.58 18.58 0.87
EDEGWYWCGVK 32.94 129.88 0.10 169.99 1.53
WSNR 114.71 7.98 0.68 14.49 0.31
MSR 86.82 8.99 0.17 4.10 0.36
DCSL 256.20 3.60 0.11 13.84 0.39
PESGTF 408.21 9.36 0.13 19.65 0.45
QGR 82.23 8.53 0.24 12.25 0.49
GGK 232.82 8.74 0.07 25.25 0.69
DEF 2 004.59 3.30 0.04 8.20 0.61
SYR 135.86 4.64 1.65 1.69 0.41
FhiEa%Eq QNCDQF 751.00 10.73 0.07 611.14 2.06
GEYGF 882.15 3.71 0.22 4.95 0.36
NECF 510.55 4.69 0.08 41.42 0.87
CDEF 1596.58 4.32 0.05 14.74 0.87
AEF 768.64 3.08 0.06 21.26 0.63
CCTK 162.80 6.26 0.18 55.07 1.03
F 3k A EPYF 393.55 1.01 0.09 5.42 0.12
EACAF 572.51 5.15 0.08 43.68 1.26
CAGDDQGL 222.68 32.90 0.04 181.60 0.80
SQSCAPGADPK 34.75 93.42 0.02 359.09 0.29
AAPR 21.41 8.33 0.12 17.42 0.20
QGR 82.23 8.53 0.24 12.25 0.49
DEF 2 004.59 3.30 0.04 8.20 0.61

T =R A RN AR TR ol P oK VR R i b AR K, BOR PR R 2203 #r

ZEG T UL 25 AR Bl Ty 2R A5 A
A ADMET Fl TOPKAT #4458 F o . TE R
7R P N TE B0 P I 22 K 40 0 2% ok T 40 X
P4 BT, 0T DL R IR B-FLER TR 11 V5 1 )5 40 8 L 3R
A G AR 2 K,
23 HFIE

FEAE W5 P R ST 458, 4 T Xt T DA
SEA I G RAE IRAE Z R 456 0 RO AT R, 70
R 4 aok AR AL A I 32 AR PN BC AR B 4 L AR
SR R DA R B Sk G R LN T LN
HMAHELAE IR BRSO A AR i B e AL
VE 0 08 ZE DL i o 58 e R gR 0 28, HL P i
Keap 1 -Nrf2 3 /2 14 B3 A A 480 Ak 07 80 55 T REAIL
il , 7E Keapl—Nrf2 i i#% o, Nef2 [N 575 1L % £ 4
M JE ol S dt A L = oo fF ARE JRA145 4, IR
SIMLLR ARG 1 BRI, B HEHT A AL N

IR ALV R N E L IR O R R LA R €S
PER AR B P A LR 2 T Keapl -Nrf2 A1 H{F:
F AT fe 230 ARE e 91 9 £ 40 L ) — R 51 R
A PR DI RE R T (i A AL U R ALY B Al
Pl 1A JDE A S A P i 2 ) B i PR 2 3k AT i
PEHLA LR AL RE I, O T ik — 20 0 e 7L R
FIESUSEALIR, I RO AL IR I 7E Keap1-Nif2
PUAALIE B 2> T HLE, X FLIE & IR A ALK
AT XY . HER AR R E WL 1R
Ro

2.3.1 SrFXHEPEr FLIE E PR AR PR R AT
PL3E 3 7350 4 19 07 A0 5 AR s A, 0 L
S B o> T XHEBETE T ELE S KR Y 4
2 K (PQVSTPTL . MPGP .PMHIR .PPLT) J ACE
MRIALRE S5 5R R FL 8 K ) AT RE 3R
7 37 B ACE 0 i) JIk 59 5 ok U, W 245 R
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(a)
1 RHREH(QREEFHNZEEA (D)
Fig.1 ~ Original protein (a) and prepared receptor protein (b)

“~CDOCKER Energy” {E /&3 /&5 Fl &4 H.AE H
TG G R TTW PR 5y, HAE AR 8 | R A2
SRS G R8RS ALY, AR5 T
H ik AR 13 FAFEEABENEIMLIKS
Keapl SZ RFEAT 50 F X4, Jf 6 45 S0k b #2383
(19 FL 3 B R PTSEAR IR WY SO Sy BH 1 i 8
5 Keapl ZKSEAT 0 F X4, B 45 51 0
#9,

Oy TR AR R, A BH X BT LK
WYSL, AHF5 i 3 1) 2L 35 28 1 R BT 0 K Y
“~CDOCKER Energy” K Z %% T WYSL ¥4, Uit
A0 425 1 A B e Tk IR B 08 350 1 5 Keap 2 1145
A T K BT AP, TR B EIE T AR BF 5 i T
i e A0 PR B S S AT SR L 2k HC“-~CDOCKER
Energy” {8 2 B 4 7 19 2 Bk L S BH P x5 B8
(WYSL J¥51) 5 Keapl 324740 B AR H 50 #7

#*9 MEWNKE Keapl M9 FXHZITES
Table 9 Molecular docking scores of antioxidant peptides and Keapl

% k73 -CDOCKER Energy % k8 kR
EDEGWYWCGVK 172.8610 Sk H & A
QNCDQF 1239110 Fiikaka
CDEF 114.1710 Fiika%xag
DEF 102.6540 RIEHEE (FLREEG)
EACAF 101.3980 FABEG
NECF 99.6398 Faikaka
DCSL 95.8409 IR E G
PESGTF 93.7418 RFEHKEA
EPYF 82.3449 Fils ke
AEF 80.7605 Faikaka
WYSLH 73.0900 FaE T BB (B-FLk - G)
WSNR 71.6696 R HE A
SYR 65.2107 TR HE A
MSR 53.9147 RIEHREZ A

232 B TXHEMEAEN T Keapl B> 5%
ARG IER]  ETGE &7 /2 5 Keapl 1 Kelch 4514
WA G G F R, BESY R He ik ETGE JE ¥
AH AR 00 5 5E 43 0 02 3 1 Arg Gk 5k (Arg380
Argd15 Fll Argd83) .4 /> Ser 5% % (Ser363 ,Ser508 |
Ser555 1 Ser602), LK Kelch 454438 1 Tyr334

Asn382 Fll GIn530 MY5E I, I4h Asn387 His436,
Tyr525 Tyr572 1 Phe577 () 5% 3£ 7F Keapl —Nrf2
A B2 1 A EAE A e A DG TR, A
2~6 /R B2 BHPEXT B8 (WYSL 41 (3 52 /Y 4 4~
Z K535 Keapl T P57 5 40 F X 422 40 ELAE 1)
2R B (45 3D F 2D BEE) o BHME X R (WYSL
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F 1) o € i ik i L3 2 1 TR B A AR K FE A S
I IR P R B R AP P AR ] 2 X
g5 R WYSL 7415 Keapl 731 02 3k ik 5% Ik
Argd15 F1 Argd83 Z MY BUER AT AL 7 5| 07, 5
B Ser508 Argd83 Z [H]JE Wy ML A4, S
BE TR % JE Tyr572 Z [0 JE ik 0 5 R o — 18 1k &
5 IR IE I PheS5T7 Tyr572 Z B B m—mr
MIHAEH , 52 MRS Tyr525 Tyr572 2 18l /K
MEAER , 52 IR 5EHE Tyr334  Arg380 ,Asnd14
Tle461 Phe478  Ala556 Ser555.GIn530 2 [i] & i,
WpEAE Ty, o 9 N IERR R BE Argd15 Argd83
Ser508 \ Tyr572 [ Tyr525 \Tyr334 | Arg380 , Ser555 |

GIn530 S 520 Keap1-Nrf2 #H H./E FH ) G sl 5% 3% |
DAL I FH 6 B (WYSL P 810 ) B FE AR ) & FE ST R
PR R T SAiE 1T N ZE I BT 3 MRS IR B
/R EDEGWYWCGVK J7 415 Keapl 43F 1) 2 SE iR
BRI Argd83  Arg380 Argd15 Z [ JE i Eh #F | L i
W51 0 M m-PHE AR, 5 IR AL Argd15,
Asndl4 Z [ 2 B & B A BE, 5 & Sk R ak gt
Tyr334 .Gly462 .Gly511 Leu557 ,Ala366 . Val418 .

Gly603 Z [A]JE Jli fic S0 5 A m—fib IR &, 53
ik 5% FE Gly574 Tyr572.Asn382 Phe577 Ser363.
Gly509 .1le416 . Ala510 . Val463 . Gly464 . Gly558 .
Gly417 ,GIn530 , Tyr525 Ser555 | Ser602 | Gly364 |
Ala556 . Leu365 . Gly605 | 1le461 11e559 | Val604 .
Val606 ., Val512 ,Vald65 2 [a] 1 s yu fli4E fy, Horp
11 A R FE FE Argd83  Arg380 . Tyr334 Tyr572.,
Asn382 Phe577 Ser363 . GIn530 , Tyr525 | Ser555 |
Ser602 J2: 5 i Keap 1 -Nrf2 AH T /E HI b 56 5% 3 |
U EDEGWYWCGVK J7 51l i 5 AT 7 1k P & 44 51
AALERE T, B 4 X4 R R QNCDQF J751
5 Keapl 7 F I 2 HE R 5k 5L Argd83 Argd15 Z [H]
FERCERPF , & IR Arg380.GIn530 & W H
WA, 5 R LR AR IE Tyr334 W - M1 T AR
FH 1 [R) B, 5 2 S R iR 5L Tyr334 Z M) JE WA H)
M LR —HERA BAE 52 LR AR JE Asn382,
Ser602 | Ser363 . Gly603 | Gly364 \Tyr572  Phe577 |
Tyr525 . Ala556  Asnd14 Ser555 2 [A] & i i 1 1€
Jro Hob 11 A &k R AR B Argd83 Argdl5,
Arg380 ,Tyr334 [ Asn382 Ser602 ,Ser363 ,Tyr572 |
Phe577 . Tyr525 Ser555 /& 5 i Keapl —Nrf2 4 B

VB F Y SC BRI, B W] QNCDQF Fe 81l i B AT 7 A&
WRBESCAAER W T, Bl 5 X #4521 BoR
CDEF J¥ 4 5 Keapl 73+ 4 22 5L 2 5% 3 Argd83 |
Argd15 Arg380 Z M b Mr | Mg e 5] s fe -
BI1eg VR, B IR % Ser508  Asnd14 Tyr334 |
Asn382 Arg483  Arg380 = [H]JE Bl L & , 5 4
FEMR IR Argd15 Z IRV J o 05 , T 5 2 B R 4%
BE Argd15 Z 81 BAS R 4 B A - BH M AH BAE
5 R MR IE H Tyr525 Z [ K m—-m M HAEH,
5 & % R 5% GIn530.Ser555 .Gly509 1le461 |
Ala556 . Ser602 . Ser363 . Gly364 .Gly603 \ Tyr572 2
()Y A Ty, Hop 12 AN SE IR R SE Argd83 .
Argd15 [ Arg380 ,Ser508 | Tyr334 | Tyr334 | Tyr525 |
GIn330 . Ser555 | Ser602 | Ser363 ., Tyr572 & 5% i
Keap1-Nrf2 AHEAE B CHEsR &L, UiW] CDEF ¥
G BA TR N R SRR T T, Bl 6 X
45 W) DEF JF51 5 Keapl 2 T #Y 2 3k ik 5% 2
Argd83 Argd15 . Arg380 Tyr334 2 [H] JE i £k A AN
M 51 T, 52 R Bk KL Ser508  Argdl5
Asn414 Arg380 Asn382 Tyr334 2 [A] 1 i K &
B 5 LR R I Argd15 Z IR A AR S0 TS
SIETR Arg380 Z B JE AN F 19 FH 1 — BH 4 AH B A
M, 5EBERRRIE TyrS72 Z B8 m-m M HAE
A, SRR Ala556 2 18] JE Bt K AH B4R
5 2@ H R 5% 5L Phe577 Ser602 \Ser555 \ Tyr525 .
GIn530 . lle461 Z [P BG4 Ty . Hid 11 4%
LR FE I Argd83  Argd15  Arg380 . Tyr334 Ser508 .
Tyr334 .Phe577 .Ser602 .Ser555 \Tyr525 .GIn530 J&
SR Keap1-Nrf2 #H B./E %) SC 8 5% 5L, 15 W] DEF
J7 50 HLA AR P R ST RA P RTE T
EA AT LR SR 4 RT3k 22 IKORH 4 BH
X (WYSL J741) 4 HA B 2520 Keapl -Nrf2
LR (BTN i SR U BN TR E = R /N
i 36 2ok A 1) G PR S T R ] DLk IR T
4 Fp Z KW ) CDEF J¥ 515 Keapl 43 F [ A7 7F i
S0 Keap1—Nrf2 AH B AR F 0 SCHEAR 3 (12 1),
IFi] BN, A7 75 B 22 1 SR VE 5 (6 1), I Ik CDEF
J7 50 ] R SR T KB B A s PR AR 2
KD, R LIS Keapl 43 1 55 4 PR 45 4 I B
Nif2 HF, I id #05 Keapl-Nif2—-ARE & 12 7
RN B PUAATE . 5B S SR AR LAY 2
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Wei 2553 K 1% 6 02 175 1 b 3K 75 59 YPFPGPIH Jik
JF 9 AT LS Keapl —Nref2 i 42 3800 9T & 1k

BLA

HEAER

I s ] s

[ I nitinms

B s | ety
E-t: ] O ngz

(b)

2 PHMEXTER(WYSL F3l)5 Keapl &M &

HE/ERK 3D(a)f 2D (b)EXE

Fig.2 3D (a) and 2D (b) pattern of interaction

between positive control (WYSL sequence)

and Keapl active site
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%Yoy
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\,/ VALX511
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(b)
& 3 EDEGWYWCGVK 5 Keap1 &AL =
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Fig.3 3D (a) and 2D (b) mode diagram of the
interaction between EDEGWYWCGVK and Keapl

active site

L35

o 0
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! \& 2566
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X455
HEAEA
B ks B RAm R E A
TRy [pere
]
%2 (b)

E 4 QNCDQF 5 Keap1 &M S E(EA A 3D(a)#n 2D (b)#EXE
Fig4 3D (a) and 2D (b) pattern of interaction between QNCDQF and Keapl active site
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(a)

GLY

X509 x'461 @

’54“93'7'0 \\ 0
R XY s SER.  SfR
530 58 v\\ f « Xisge X602 563
s (“im &
ol 78 < : %\:"ll n‘\ -
TYR S J 0/'/7'\/\4‘ o3
X:572 Nz %
Ea
MEAER
[0 wamseh [ pae
B s B R R R T AR
0 w#msis B eErF
£t B ot

(b)
5 CDEF 5 Keap1 @4 =t#HE/EMAK 3D(a)
#m2D(b)EXE
Fig.5 3D (a) and 2D (b) pattern of interaction
between CDEF and Keapl active site

2.4 SFEhHFEN

O3 TR NG 0 o BE R DA R 4
BB T2 T AN BE SR NS5 &
A T B R IA R TR RN B 1SR R Ay
T Bl 1 SR e R R 4 R B 1 T Bh 2 Y
5o KA T LS D3 S e O g 0 R BT
SFALIEPEWE T CDEF J741, ¥ 5 Keapl 73 F
e REE G 2 G T 8 2 E L AR
SRR 7, 45 R BN, CDEF-Keapl 2 & ¥WI1E45y
F ol Jy AL AR R RSMD 78 T 7= A= 19 100 4~
R h B #ifa e, HZAE 200 ps £ RE S5
H M BEZIN 210.87 kJ/mol, VEIA R & ¥ 1E 43 ¥ 5
T2 I AR v S R AR AR AR TR AU ARG
W TR AR R S5 2 /N FIE R
YEH J1, £ 11T 80 M G Al s A8 Ak JF R B 3%

ey o £
HE/EHA
0 s M FRERETFEEER
[ M pET
B EHRsA [
5% [ afst
[ mEs

(b)
E 6 DEF 5 Keapl @M mtEEEAM 3D(a)
fn2D(b)EXE
Fig.6 3D (a) and 2D (b) pattern of interaction

between DEF and Keapl active site

AT W A 5 W T RE AT 48 T BRI R R
P, i — 2L UL T B A bt AL Ik CDEF AT
PAAE A H 5 A 45 L S AT

3 Hit

AW AR FLE E I, B REE R
)15 M 38 T A ) IR BEIEAT B0 20 Bl O 0, D i
HH G T 1 T Bz 25 A8 3l 7 27 XoF Jik B AT 40 3
i e, K JoRE O BUBE TR AR TR 1 K
IR B 0 IR BBk L ok, O X AT A A5 R I R
Bt Keapl 2R FEATE M0 7 x1HE, it
Xof DY o3 A AL 320 A X6 ok B A 470 S AR T 1 T
FIHEATVAL , B0k T S BT AT )
(¥) CDEF IKJF 51, H Y5 Keapl 52 1 ) 2 JE iR 5% 1k
Argd83 | Argd15 . Arg380 .Ser508 \Tyr334 \Tyr334 |
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RMSD vs. Conformation
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Screening Antioxidant Peptides from Bovine Whey Protein
Based on Molecular Simulation Technology
Ma Yinlong, Guo Ruibin, Yu Yansong, Ma Longkai, Xu Xiaoxi’
(Key Laboratory of Dairy Science and Education, College of Food Science, North East Agricultural University,
Harbin 150030)
Abstract The screening of traditional antioxidant peptides often needs enzymatic hydrolysis, purification, separation, i-

dentification and in wvitro experimental verification, which costs a lot of time and material resources. Based on bioinfor-

matics, this study used computer virtual digestion, prediction and evaluation of related activities, pharmacokinetics and

molecular simulation techniques to screen antioxidant peptides from bovine whey protein in turn, analyze and explain the

possible mechanism of Keapl-Nirf2-ARE antioxidant pathway, and analyze the stability of conformation in the process of
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molecular reaction. Using the Peptideranker program to predict and score the biological activity, 137 peptides with a
score greater than 0.4 were screened. At the same time, Toxinpred, Innovagen, Expasy—compute and Pepdraw programs
were used to further predict and analyze the physical and chemical properties of the peptides. Through pharmacokinetic
ADMET and TOPKAT analysis, 14 peptides with no toxicity, no sensitization, no mutagenicity, no carcinogenicity and
good water solubility were screened. Then it was docked with Keapl receptor, and the conformational mechanism of the
polypeptide with the top four docking scores was analyzed with the optimal binding complex of Keapl. Finally, through
the evaluation of the intermolecular force of the complex conformation, it was concluded that the CDEF sequence had the
most antioxidant activity potential, and the CDEF-keapl receptor complex was simulated by molecular dynamics. The re-
sults showed that the conformational change was relatively stable in the process of dynamic simulation. Therefore, CDEF
antioxidant peptides could play a better role in antioxidant activity in human body. Compared with traditional enzymatic
hydrolysis methods, this study could quickly and efficiently screen antioxidant peptides, and provide a new idea for the
rapid screening of antioxidant peptides from natural food sources.

Keywords whey protein; antioxidant peptides; bioactive peptide; molecular docking



