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FEZ X RAW 264.7 AR LR RIRPIER

AE#®H, WEE, AWK, KREEZ, HAFE’
(FrIHRFRBLAHITESER M 310018)

I,

WE ARGHREFZFGEHA A, A A Sephadex G-25 5t Jx BT F= B_16) i 2k 48 & 3% (RP-HPLC) 4 & ) & 7~ & 40 A AL
% Bk (BAPs) , st 45 it 47 & 4E 83 H,0, % 5 RAW 264.7 E % 20 M 22 5 S A0 B AL 33 4 BAPs &t 20 i R AL A1 45 89
BRPAEIN , EREN . 25 B AACHTE) 69 BAPs 46 £ 3% 96.25%, % % F i & % 5.8 ku, BAPs #F DPPH- (ABTS*- .- OH # Fk 4t
H % BAPs 9 3i& R /1 A VC % F 3 A AL A (VCEAC) & ) & & 4 (12.12+0.27), (153.82+5.04), (901.95+39.30), (109.23 +
1.18) pg/mg, /&40 ik B BAPs /i % K E ik 200 p/mL W, ARS FHA A, S A AN R R AAI RS P AR ER (P<
0.05)%a, miHEELFRZ 13.80%, 2 I N & A (ROS) K -F T & 40.63% , 7 =8 (MDA) 4% F % 11.92 nmol/mg
prog, A& B AL 4 B AL B (SOD) & A o i R AL £ B (CAT) % A 4 A1 # & 23.48 U/mg prot 15.71 U/mg prot, BAPs &t A 2 &4t

RAW 264.7 2a e /= A& 0 B A B SRS | A IF R TR & % RR A KRR 40 B AL A 3R AL 22 34 38

XA
XERS

I H 2 0 AR i A, AR A h
Feg= i e WL B AU B 7 H il Bk Rk A
B AL SAf A R R A L, A A
IR B I AT AR AR A R G b R AERURAE T, il
o7 % G P D A B AR 2 R R
it A= 4y 4% e i 4 A 3R /AT 4R A 3R s S A AR S
FYME , DT & A= S Ak I B N, 4 5 400 ML o | 2
FB AT DNAM, i i [ B 3R A AR IR T 55 B I
5 40 L ) SR AR 5, 15 S T B PR 1) & 2B 5
MRV, B A 5 5 SR O I R
i S5 (1) A B D AH G A i R 48 i v P v
P AL ) 3 2 i TR 4F e K (glutathione,
GSH) .SOD FI CAT 55 il 25 9y Jox ™, A mT 45 A 51 5
PEHUA ALY T ISP S A i 05, i TS b Ak
FEtE A W AE R, I A8 T TR K8k
BUAEART, BN, Z2 Wy 2 IS A ) A Bl ) E K
il IR R 2l 2O I i I &, b R
FORRSE: T A AR A 4 16 P K EE 0y 2, 24T
A A SR 2R 0 I 408, AN L 2 W B R
FE AN | P SN AR R R I B A RO e A AR
YR EE A DR B VS e e 1 BR o ) R s R
() i 24 il Tl g R 5 RO — s s R 4
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TAHRZREWEAKBIR SR, W0
KPR /N2 R ZF IR TR RS AN [ 22
JUR e 45 0 AT PR A5 A B 9 R R 4L A
Fe 9 UIAR G

Fi 2 B FRAE JE 5L TR R b
KA ) A AR LU S TR A Y A
Fe O, FRAENERL S A YR R B, A
B, MR AR F R e S AR 5 A
B R AF, WO — Pl 8 R 5 A4 0k o 4
Pyl FTARER A% [ S X 5 A A PR AL I
YR AT T ST, N, Gabr S5 SY & ISR A2
B B RIS PRI PR R AE AR G Zhu
SRS BN A2 TR Y T I A A e A TSR A
FI ST BRAE T o X BE AR IGR 22 fe 20 R 5T
OB ARAGSN 18 S RE ) SRk (1, 1- 20k -2~
= fif % 2R W (1,1 —diphenyl -2 —picrylhydrazy,
DPPH) Y 1 i S35 BRAE J1 o XH 57 22 SR H B B 52 05
T, A7 SCHRIESE 57 22 35 K A KB A D A L g
CEA IR T 25 A WA DPPH [ i 5 A3
B )P ST FIRBIETT , 57 42 2 A AT RE LN K AR
PR Y R

AT LU W) FLAF 1 0 PR BR T 45 AR
RN AR TR R, 5 97 22 e I R R R IR L, 7L
PR TR RE ™ A )7 1% 8 K kil , & DT HI 8)
AP A I REAE /N IR TR R DL g AR R A I I
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A & % skt RAW 264.7 2 LA B 45 649 4% 37 AF ) 81

il 2 8 B FRL PR Z IO X4, R AR
W) I 22 A T R B A A AR R L R TR
MR, R R A W R BEVE R A N o T
ZRK, RAMEGAABUEAITEN I, 45A H0,
S RAW 264.7 F W4 i 2 57 S Ak 45 5 B A |
JEIFFE 22 IRAE AL 2 T 41 K OSF- 1 BT AR 06 o
T ERRERIUAAFREES %

1 MRERE
1.1 MR 5iEH

Ji kL FE 22 (Fagopyrum esculentum Moench) ,
P E L PEA T, H v AR RO R A R A
I/ E

B KR A W) FLAT & (Lactobacillus  plantarum,
CICC 20283)., WEIEEERTA (Streptococcus ther-
mophilus ,CICC 6220), H[E Tl i A= ¥ Of 56 h
Iy

A AR ST B AR i AR ) Marker, J6 0 R
KEFHEARAR ;DPPH, s 2AYRHCH
B F] 52, 2R A - XL (32 B 28 T 18 s bk —6— Tk
M), LifEd e AR A R A 646 s
(fetal bovine serum,FBS), #i M UZ%H 44 T. 7
£ B2 2> ® ;DMEM  (dulbeccos modified Eagle’s
medium) FEREEEFREE, HinAEWIELHE ARG RA
Al WL (F R - R )W, LAY TR (L
15 ) By A BR 2N 7] ;Cell Counting Kit-8 (CCK-8)
0 e 1 A R A I R B, = ANATRE AT BR A
A) s BCA AR Mk B2 7 1 70) & \ROS I i8] &
SOD 72 45 & MDA 72 377 & L CAT Pl %E 1
MG, B R TRV Ak O, v
PEIF %57 A7 BR A 7] g il R 2 o b4l
12 UHFE5EE

HD-5 B 28 ARG I, 7 75 1l P PE A A%
] UV=2600 RIS, HAR AR,
Waters—2695 % & 20 AR (3540, € [E Waters 2
] ;Spectramax iD3 A Z Yj g M Ar ¥ , 2L 4 43 11X
A B2 7] s Mini-PROTEAN A AL 3k 4%, 3% [ Bio—
Rad 72 7] ; Nicolet Y8 HLIH- 2T AP 154N, 36 [ JE =
TR 23 w) s IXS1 B EN B R BT, H A4S OLYMPUS
23 ] ;1C-1000 Y 20 3+ KA, 3T e 2 A Ak o
() A R T TGL-16gR B £ 20 15 3 4 R B 0

ML, LR =R AR

1.3 Ak

1.3.1 MIFEEZRMHF FET4CEHTE
W12 h, 7%, T 90 C&/FFH4L 1 hJ5 0.07
MPa 121 C&MF KA, il & TR FEE KW . ZH0
WSS, e R FLAT R R I BRE BR D AR & T
PRRR 5 AR 15 1 1 0 28 X 50 300 0 945 Ak 5 B
JE R4 4 000 r/min B0 10 min, 7 13, WA
TR A BRER K PR 3 WG R, TR AN TR B R
10°~10" CFU/mL(A=600 nm, OD=0.80), I i k%
TRBUEL 101 IR B B0 3% 19 4 Fh B 4 P T 0 57
AP E 37T CTF AR 3 d, KK A LA 8 000 1/
min #5015 min, b5 W08 R R 4 5 ¥ UR TR AR
FMFEZ LK,

1.3.2  sresalif

1.3.2.1 Sephadex G-25 7B F| i 5 b 5k ik
FE3 B /N3 RR B 5 1520 8 SRBBE IS T 4 °C 5%
TR, MK, B R & 30
min DAHEREE B FL R A0 S R A B R
(1.6 cmx60 cm) , FH 48 40 7K S A PR 2 i i 46 100 g
B AETKPALE , MFEE Z KT 0.22 wm 87
Ja bARE MR Al K e B P56 E S 1.5 mL/min,
SR HMG AL T 280 nm I8 K A0 I AR, FIHT A
e Sl =T

1.3.2.2 RP-HPLC 4lifk K5 R bH 5 e o) 2515 21
B 36 M 2H 43 19— 4 RP-HPLC 43 & 4ifk . i sh
A AF 0.1% TFA BB 4K ,B N & 0.1%
TFA 9 £ I ; {53 #: . BioBasic—18 {4 % 41 (250
mmx4.6 mm, 300 A, 5 pm);#EFEE .50 pL; Kl
Pt 1220 nm; PR Z& A% :0~5 min,90% A;5~20
min,90%~70% A ;20~30 min,70%~50% A ;30~35
min, 50%~10% A ;35~40 min,10%~90% A, T&
I RE W TR ALY, £ 15 5] BAPs,

1.33 pfFmsmdleE K Tricine-SDS-PAGE
58 FRL VK 2 22 K 43 I 6 1 7 90 O A8GE Y
1B 8k MR 209%T . 109%T 4%T (45 85 e e J2
I N 4 I . B 3.5 mlL 4 B S T R B B AR, -
FH 1 mL B8 27K 3 55 , (1 056 e 2% T PR 5 o7 Y e
e A G, AR & 12K 4y, P B
0.7 mL Y )2 Tor e b, R Bk #E & Jn
TV 48 e 2 0 B AR 5% AR 7 BEIR R A
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Ja R BT RIS, — W EE R BAPs iInA I
B L% vh R FAR E 2R Marker — i A K V8 54
Lk KA 10 min, B 57 B BAE 10 wL, 1%
K H 40 VIR b6 L L UK R R R ) 2058 4 B IR
B J5 TH i LR ZE 110V, F8 78 7 2138 20 85 I I 5
5k FL K A LUK FRRR SIS [ 29 5 h,
1.3.4 L5610 PRI 10 mg FERV A 1 g
T KBr, BF B J5 6, 20 AN 6B A A7 4
% B A 400~4 000 em™, F1H5 KL 20 1K, 439
KON 4 em™,
1.3.5 RS AL
1.3.5.1 DPPH- ¥ Br g 710 % 2 % Aondona
A5 S 7 DPPH - 5 B 28 149 J5 v, FHJE /K 2 B I i)
0.1 mmol/L /) DPPH ¥ & , BUE Bk BEAE 1 mL
A GE R DPPH ¥, #5257 , & T 5 4 I 1 30
min, 7E 517 nm &b W& OB . 53 50 e 6l ik B2
11.36,22.72,30.04,45.44,56.80 wmol/L #J VC
W, 4% bR )7 B0 5E DPPH - W% B2 %, UL DPPH - I
BRZE NN AR , VC e B Ry 8 A b 22 il A v i 245
LML y=1.320+16.39,R?>=0.999 ., il i FL 552
e B (half maximal inhibitory concentration,
ICso), 113 KE 5 9 VCEAC®™Y, L P {Y pg/mg 35
N

DPPH- i 7% (%) = (1-A041 y5100 (1)

Ar-As

A A AR DPPH WG A, A
FE A JC DPPH WG A, S JGHFE fh & DPPH MOE
{E ;A5 J JCRE S AT DPPH WG (H
1.3.52 ABTS*-V§FREE /1M & 2% Chang 5P
A 5 7%, EC AR R 4300 2 7 mmol/L Y ABTS
F1 2.45 mmol/L 3 B PR FF VA WL, KRR 1:1 1R
B ARG W E R OEHCE 12~16 h JE B ABTS fif
B, T 28 18 K A6 B, 1 FLAE 734 nm Kb W
JGAE M 0.70+£0.02, 15 5] ABTS TAEW . ¥ 20 wL 1Y
FESINAZE 200 pl. ABTS TAEWR H , B E 10
min, 7E 734 nm &0 E WOGIE . W2 VC TER BEE
56.80,113.56,170.34,227.12,283.90 pmol/L i} %}
ABTS - (G BREE ST, Sl LpEirfh
y =0.26x -6.77,R*=0.993, il i ICs i1 5 £ i
VCEAC, ABTS*-#BR8ITR AKX 1.3.5.1 17,
1.3.53  -OH WG BRAE Sl & R IR B 2520 )y

P, UMk B IS B RE SR 1 mL, [ AR T TR
JIA 1 mL %% N 6 mmol/L ) FeSO, ¥ (1 it P1
), B AARELEON 3% H0, B 1 mL, £
a2 LA 2R AR KA S BEJS A 1 mL ¥R EE Ry 9
mmol/L 7K A7 R — LB W, A 1T mL K, F
517 nm AL € W OGAA . I E VC W EEFE 1.42,
2.84,5.68,11.36,17.04 mmol/L I} %} -OH f ¥ K&
R OB y=5.08x+1.09,R*=0.999, ) 1Cs
JbRiE T VCEAC, 335 H M ILERRITRA
I 1.3.5.1 75,
1.3.54 I3 E 2% SCER[33) T g7 i, O
HGE &2, 0.5 mL AR S OIA 0.5 mL 5T i 535k
H 1% 0 2 F AL W 0.2 mol/L(pH=6.6) I i
iR £ 2% v, 50 C/K I 20 min, vKZK &AL, BN
A 0.5 mL TN 10% 89 = & L FRIE T, iR e
47,8 000 r/min B0 10 min, B EER 1 mL
A 1 mL FEa 0808 1%0) =S8 BEw, =5 H4dl
B K ARG, T 700 nm A0 WG AR 3 R T T
Sl #En, M5E 0.11,0.23,0.45,0.68,0.91 mmol/L
W™ VC R IR T, 153 20 by o i 07 #2 =
1.83x+0.24,R?=0.999, L 1 mg/mL Jii & i )& T #E
i 38 IR BE J1{E T3 VCEACRY,

WIFETT = A=A, (2)

AL SRR ST OGAE A, RS A A
WA
1.3.6  BAPs #l il H,0, Bt RAW 264.7 #fi Jjfl % 1k

43356
1.3.6.1 #HifEsE3E  RAW 264.7 40 M AFEE DK

RPHCH G, 2 37 CoK i 5 b s m Ak | 4 i
W Z B LB IFIMA 1 mL DMEM /& 4 85 57
B (F IR ECR 10% 1) FBS ARFL 0 1%
HRR-HEHEREM),/MOEASEEO R B,
A 2 mL 58 4 35 R A i R R &) B T 8
ml, 58 45 SR AL A ML B R L, F 5% CO,.37
CHFRFA PRI, B 48 h S5 1) 4N 355 72 9, B
B AL A~6 105 4 Tk 56

1.3.6.2 S Ak N IR B (1) 2 57 S BAPs & 42 | i
MR S PO Y ) ST B 3R I RAW
264.7 4L DL 1x10° 4~/mL )% FE 4270 T 96 LI
H 4 FL 100 pl, T 5% C€0,.37 CHi 3246 v 15 55
24 h J5 W TR SR L IS HL0, (AW EE R 100,
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A & % skt RAW 264.7 2 LA B 45 649 4% 37 AF ) 83

200,300,400,500,600 wmol/L ) [ 35 % 1 77 ik 4b BR
2 h, 2% T i ES J5 vk CCK-8 2 2 4
MOAEIE 2R, UM AE I R AE 50% 42 A7 B AT LAk 40
b Ak A 7 JHORR A X L ) HL0, HR S 3 ST R
A 17 SRS A ) i 3 e B

FEE N RAW 264.7 400 B tEAE ) 20 T
96 fLAR Al L s 5% 24 h )5, B & 3R 2K
(&% M 50,100,200,400,800 we/mL) Y JG Il 7
R FR BL Ak B2 1 3R A0 0 24 h, CCK-8 2 5 41 Jf 7%
T,

gﬂmﬁﬁ(ﬁrﬁz(%) - A ppu=A spm %100 (3)

A syma—A spam

KA A e MATIEZ H,0, 58245 8 40 B 5 I
A A2k B OE 35 SRR R I CCK -8 371 2 1Y
W HCREME A 5w 2 A A 40 i A CCK-
8 T I i ) Y R
1.3.6.3 BAPs X} H,0, i 5 iy & 1k i1 £/5 RAW
264.7 LG RIS 2% Qin SRR TE Y
B I EGE s ek, AR 1.3.4.2 TR rEEXS
YR AT R S S A Ab B, W SR SR AL R A
W 2 £ 22 " W (phosphate  buffer saline , PBS) /N0
VRV 2K, A 500 wmol/L H,0, F 5 & 55 5%
FeAk Sz A B 2 h 5 N GE AN G T, A g 25 Wt
H,O, 5 g A i /E .
1.3.6.4 4t ROS 7K°F- .SOD MDA J CAT i J;
WiE 200 ROS Kl . ok B 96 LAk 5
TR, A0 42 T K 24 4 Ak B )5 3k [R) i i A 42
ROS 5 30500 &5 U6 B 43 1 7 vk AT 454, g a R
56 U5 B AR S LS WS O PBS T PE 1 Ik, 4L
JIA 100 wL & 10 wmol/L. DCFH-DA 441 # JG Ifi
TH R AR 37 ChOLMFF 40 min, H PBS WU 2
WLAFE o K BR AR A LN ) DCFH-DA , 35
RN, TR UK R 488 nm, K K
h 525 nm AR E DGR EE 43 R E I 4 (O
Jm BAPs AN 282 Hy0, Kb B ) FF i 20 (i BAPs &2
H,0, b FH) BIAIZL (A BAPs , R4 H,0, 4b 3 ),
W IEH H VORI N 100% , 18 H A 45 4H 5 AH
XF R

MDA 3 SOD CAT i S 5E B e BE R 1
10° 4~ /mL (4B EEFP T 6 fLAR T, FfL 2 mL, 4

25 40 3 A B T LT S P IR 20 A R A
TR A1 JL 70 R 75 3 D) %00 300 W, 4 3~5 s i A —
U, B BR 3 U, 4 i 24 f AR 4l BCA R 1 1l
E ) & U A AR S T 562 nm Ak I
WEOGAR , THOA AN 24 i AR vk B, AR
MDA SOD CAT it 1) &5 156 B 43 43 70 I 5 45 48 4
1.4 HHELIE

P A e 25 B 3 Wk 2 R T B 4w
WE2E FoR K B4 IBM SPSS Statistics 25 HEAT
ARG 0, #AF Origin 2018 22 &, SR H
ANOVA I LSD £ & Lb ik 47 75 22 F0 i 2 M 4
BT, P<0.05 Ry i 2 5 8. 3% ; P<0.01 S5 25 54
B,

2 HRE5SH
21 HARBERSE

HLFFEE £ IKZ: Sephadex—-G25 43 & J5 F 280
nm ZB KGN F 3 AW i AR A 44 O S1.82.S3,
W B 25 20 O3, I R 45 I v R T DR A4 T

1.8

1.6
141
o 12F
= £ 10}
< 06}
04
02F
0.0 2 ) : ) ) ) - - :
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
I 7]
Time/min

Bl 1 Sephadex-G25 E 4 & E i
Fig.1 Sephadex—G25 chromatogram

22 HEERBERRERYNEIMIELFEENE
22,1 BAHMIEERER LA HENIERGE R
Fehr , XML FF & Z IKFT Sephadex—G25 43 2515 3 1
3 AN S1.,S2 .83 Pt AL RE 1 BEAT VR4 TEXT
DPPH - ¥ B 68 71 09I 2 &5 S b o] DL &4 02
HARFFEE R A b 3G BRAE S, HAR 28 7
BRI, LA S1.S2 F1 S3 1Y 1Cs 431 M (2.98+
0.16), (9.45+0.17), (1.06 £0.04), (2.29+0.25)
mg/mL,S2 ) DPPH - ¥ BR g 1 1 3 5 T e 417,
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VCEAC 4 (4.23+0.13 ) pg/mg., 1E4F ABTS*- [ 3
T BRI b L2 43 (2043 S2 R S3 X ABTS* A
AW BRAERT, Bl B0 hn 2 SRS B B TR
M ST P AR AR A B | R 7 o 4 v
M 5 mg/mL X ABTS* 15 Br A4 4 (9.2940.70) %
KT 10% AR LT IA B bR AR 1, HoAy =4l

43
Clearance rate/%

W

(=]

] B

10
0 - .
2 3 4 5
Jo
Mass concentration/(mg/mL.)
(a)

&3
Clearance rate/%

Mass concentration/(mg/mL)
(¢)
50 Emmasy
S1
s
40 EHS
N
E 30
M B
£
dr S B ]
2 7
O 10F .
z
.
0 7
Jo vk
Mass concentration/(mg/mL)
(e)

Ha, ¢, e NI 5% DPPH- (ABTS*- . -OH 3% 4 fig
ABTS*- . -OH W BRFBM LML R,

() 1Cso #4351 4 (5.06+0.01), (0.85+0.13),
(2.7320.11)mg/mL, v S2 3R B A% 5 A 3% 1k
ABTS* i B fE 11 L) VCEAC /8N (45.24+5.81)
pg/mg, A4 50 76 XF ABTS i 5 Bk 2 1 5
DPPH - ZHL—3, iy S2>S3>HL 41 4r>S1, #kifii, H
IR 25 R nT LLE Y ABTS £  #: 5 DPPH £

S2 itk ik i
The concentration of S2/(mg/mL)
02 0.6 1.0 1.4 1.8 22

100
o T s
8o} #
70
60}
sob
40}
30}
20

R
Clearance rate/%

10 20 30 40 50 60
VC k&
The concentration of VC/(mmol/I.)
(bh)
S2 Jor i Mk i
The concentration of S2/(mg/mL)
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0

701 —a—V, ,—"’}
60| ~-S2 -7

R R
Clearance rate/%

0 L . . . L n
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350

VC
The concentration of VC/(mmol/L)
(d)
S2 T vk i
The concentration of S2/(mg/mL)
2 3 4 5 6

100
NF —m—V,

R R
Clearance rate/%

VC k%
The concentration of VC/(mmol/L)
()

J15b, d, (8 — WA E T 414 S2 Ml VC X DPPH - |

B2 BEHSNNBHENEREE

Fig.2 Free radical scavenging ability of each component
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A & % skt RAW 264.7 2 LA B 45 649 4% 37 AF ) 85

DU DA ) — 0 S Ak ) A B AR R i A —
25 X — MG 5 2 SR i e 45 R —
B, X0 B TR RN SE Ty vk 1 D BURTL A [m] 0L
B — BT AR S BT R AR ME R O 4 T A b LAk
FIBYIE T TEXT &KW B VCEAC Mg i fi
R AN HA BRI PR, Aalgh
Fe A% R ERLUL 5> DPPH- ) VCEAC fH 1.50 mg/g
W% 55 T Barroso % I 45 4x %) VCEAC {A 1.49
mg/g, i 5 T E B4 e A A AR B A A
T PE AR A5 rh o) 20 43 B A5 B A 4 53 S2 1Y
PUEALTEYE, 5 Zang 55 9 U E Y 21 FhOK ST
DPPH - 35 Bk fiE 71 (VCEAC # =14 0.37 mg/g)
FALE , B W A DR L - OH ¥ B 34 At
AALRE I PP FE AR I, 2% 4H 43 1 B A AR T TR A
DPPH ABTS H 5117 5 Y94 I T B, B BE e 221
TIASTR) 20 53 ) % 2 i | by 5 1400 Bk e g 2 031 3
HOR, HAEFTHWE & T 3 mg/ml B, S2 LI

251 Emman
st

w5
Reducing power

JoT e
Mass concentration/(mg/mL)

(a) AN TF) 20 70 1 38 I i

T AT P 2 S T H B 1Cs M (5.64+
0.15)mg/mL, VCEAC 7R84 (300.65£6.54 ) pg/mg
T2 7 S2 75— WY B it Wk B FRI N, ¥ 5 H il
FEATE BR AR S IEAROC 7RI YU T BB H
WL S 0 4t S8 A 7 Y VCEAC,,

222 @I BRI S PR G E D],
ST 3§ R A T /1 = i e S R R W S R Rl U =
1, Ay i SR BT AR AL RE ) B FE bR X FR 22 R
2H 43 #1 Sephadex—G25 43 15 2H /3 i 17 14 I fig 1 D
LSRR AR R R E N 1~5 me/mL B, 441
G330 JEURE 15 55 R I S2>S3> KL 4r>S1, Horh
SRR 1430+ 0, HEEE KRN 23
HR IS MR #, HAY2H 73 1 52 B ) 4K
1, Bl W B R B T 38 JRURE ) AN KT Y 5 L S2 38 5
AEJT 3 i T AR, VEEAC 2R (36.57+
1.98) wg/mg .,

S2 ik ik B
The concentration of S2/(mg/mL)
1 2 3 4 5

Nl
Reducing power
=

'0.00 025 050 075 1.00
VC ¥ ¥
The concentration of VC/(mmol/L)

(b) — BRI N 55 S2 F1 VC B JF U iR 56 &

B3 BFHSHERBE
Fig.3 The reduction ability of each component

2.3 RP-HPLC & &4k

LR AN P A AR I IE S 4L 4 S2 Sk E G
WAy, 2043 S2 42 RP-HPLC 43 & )5 15 2 A (5%
KN 4a Fros, WOEE 10 4035 18 B B0 il 20 55
g KK A 4% 4 F1~F10, 48 ABTS* - i BRRAE R
P AL TE MR AR, I A2 45 43 5 0 ) P AL Ak T M L
5> FO iR ABTS - () IR PE4 7y, %0
B WA A A €3 TP BRI A 4 17.95 min, Ui S AH
o NG B BRI LA B B K
B 5 X 2 IR BT R4 4y FO w0t — 4B b Ay 4l i

Y E WA 4b, 4l 3K 96.25% , AN R 4y B Al Ak A5
2 4l (i BT A 1L £ K BAPs, 2l 22 ,BAPs X}
DPPH- (ABTS'- . -OH 5 FR % 1Y 1Cs 4351 4 (0.37
0.01), (0.25+0.01), (1.88+0.10)mg/mL, VCEAC %}
4 (12.12+0.27) , (153.82+5.04) , (901.95+39.30)
pe/mg, i J5 I H VCEAC 7R 4 (109.23+1.18 ) g/
mg,
2.4 Tricine—-SDS-PAGE Bk FRENH
BAPs B T A & 437 BT 8/, H g i s
NG R AR T HEAT AN T, M R A IR AT
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10F F9

AU

E10

12 15 18 21 24 27 30

s i)
Time/min
(a)
0.18
0.16 |
0.14
0.12
0.10 |
E: 0.08 |
0.06
0.04
0.02 | Jk A_J
0.00 A - = - : 4 - > : 2
0 3 6 9 12 15 18 21 24 27 30
I 1]
Time/min
(b)
90 .
80 %7
70
60 | b

40 ef 1

ABTS'- i R %
The clearance rate of ABTS*:

g

F6 F7 F8 F9 FI10

L
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5
Hiy
Component
(e)
T TR R B 35 22 57 (P<0.05)
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Protective Effect of Buckwheat Antioxidant Peptides on Oxidative Damage
of RAW 264.7 Macrophages

Zhou Liusha, Zhou Qingqing, Hu Xianglian, Yu Yuyuan, Xu Haixing, Shi Yongging
(College of Food and Biological Engineering, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou 310018)

Abstract To improve the bioavailability of buckwheat protein, buckwheat antioxidant peptides (BAPs) was isolated from
the fermentation hydrolysate of buckwheat by using Sephadex G-25 and reversed phase—high performance liquid chro-
matography (RP-HPLC), and its structure and composition were preliminarily analyzed. The H,0,-induced RAW 264.7
macrophages cell model of oxidative stress was further established to evaluate the antioxidant activity of BAPs. The re
sults showed that the BAPs obtained after separation by RP-HPLC has a purity of 96.25% and a molecular weight of
5.8 ku. Vitamin C equivalent antioxidant capacity (VCEAC) was used to indicate that DPPH-, ABTS*-, -OH scavenging
ability and reducing power of BAPs were (12.12+0.27), (153.82+5.04), (901.95+39.30), (109.23+1.18) pg/mg, re-
spectively. In the RAW 264.7 macrophage oxidative stress model, BAPs with the concentration of 200 pg/mL had a sig-
nificant (P<0.05) effect on all measured antioxidant indicators compared with the model group, which significantly (P<
0.05) promoted the viability of oxidatively damaged cells by 13.80%, reduced the levels of intracellular reactive oxygen
species (ROS) by 40.63% and malondialdehyde (MDA) by 11.92 nmol/mg prog. Meanwhile, the activities of superoxide
dismutase (SOD) and catalase (CAT) were increased by 23.48 and 15.71 U/mg prot at this concentration, respectively.
The above results showed that BAPs can effectively inhibit the oxidative stress response of RAW 264.7 macrophages,
which could provide a theoretical basis for the development of buckwheat peptides as natural antioxidants.

Keywords buckwheat peptide; separation and purification; structure characterization; RAW 264.7 macrophages; antioxi-

dant



