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B FX4F B R ERIF T E
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(LK™= K%E, 200090)

N | AU AR R AR AL B SR, 3 X AT TR AR
¥ M NVE A RY X BE) BiE pH 6. 5,7 pH 5. 0—8. oMM AR MR EE, MBE M pH N
7.0, MFERE H40C, EOCUTRAL BB XMENE, T 7ES0C U L BEKE  ZER AR K
BRAYFERAHAFANEDE ¥ AW ERMNARIRKI=THR (RERETFR) . =T (W%
ZHMAEDL-ZEOMATHC—HBER), KENH Km EMEEH, ZNMFE _RHLDL—2%
BEAE®NEMS . WELS mmol/L §) Ve 1 L — 3Rt S BART Y15 LR A B M 4 A . 0 %%
451289, 6% 86.0% .

XM BT, R R AR B R

HMERYMBREREMEERR EFH BEAEIER L -—MERML-ZEE
B #{LB§ (Phenoloxidase, f§i#f PO; E. C. 1.10. 3. DHEA TEIALERNZEARSHEY
REXA—REREBERITH [Bailey 45,1960b;Ferrer %,1989]. B It & $ALA 3, X SR 3 By 4
YR —ERZI AN EM., Simpson % A [1988] 4> B8 A1k T ¥k £L %t &F (Penaeus
duorarus) #1 B 3t ¥F (Penaeus setiferus) H 4 PO, 3£ 5t B 118 % ¥E# 47 T L& . Rolle % A
[1990]%¢ BEYY Xt ¥F (Penaeus monodon) § PO #4744k, 35t H464E T HF 5. Chen 2 A [1991]
F PR ) 2 704 39 P A0 BBt R R X ol Sk Al Ak T 38 N 2 8F (Panulirus argus) ¥ K 88 B 4T (Panulirus
cygnus)B PO, 35t E N84 X 2 F R #47 T WE . Opoku-Gyamfua 2 A [1992 ]\ 12 4F
(Homarus americanus) R E B EALBEH 5 5 B MMM LG EHIT T LB,

22 3CLA H A 38R 0 B8 SR B AR IR 4> AL By AL B, T HAG B I B R AT B 9T, M AF
AR E R R 7E R 8F 0 in T By IL AR REEHKE .

1 PRI

1.1 XBHH

5 89 H A St UF (Penaeus japonicus) M BH L H G, AL RNALRERAFHBR A%, T
—25CREFEH.
1.2 PO MMM R &4t

PO W B R4 A4k £ E# Chen % A[1991]F1 Simpson 2 A[1987,1988] B ¥k
B bk st .
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FRER100 7 4F ¥, %5 3L B2 F300mL 0. 05mol/L pH 7. 2B BB BB, W& H1. 0
mol/L NaCl &0. 2% Brij 35(H A=) . R B HE T R B /Met, 2 38 , 38 ¥ F 20000 B30
Ao, BREWTE LA RRA f e RS, B W 1E 0 B .

b\ B & (NH). SO BV B W+, B8 R AR b 40%, B B304 8, F20000g #.030%
B, W MUTIEH B MRS BAERE0. 05 mol /L pH 7. 2B MEL B WIFWF, REEHR R
WP BET A, H M E B3 UGET .

% FmAT M Wit DEAE — 4 4 X32 (DE32, Whatman) B F 35 #4 (2. 6 X34 cm) 4
fb. E¥J5,5% 125 mL 0. 05mol /L pH 7. 2B§BREL G MM IE AR » R /5 FI500mL & NaCl(0—
1. 0 mol /L) # 48 7] B v ¥ ¥ £ 47 86 BE 5% J0 37 e 6, JE3E 4 0. 2 mL/min, 4. 0 mL W8 —& .
BJ5 A FH-SH PO FEYEA VR BV . B RU T BT 3R 77 ¥ AT E AT , LA B A9BSR A TIRERR 5.
UL BIEF BRI ELC T 4T,

1.3 POEHREEEINE

PO & /13 % # Zhou % A [1993] 8977 ¥ #47 . L 0. 1 mol/L pH 6. 0B%BR £k 28 v i AL !
0. 05 mol /L 4P E MWW E N MY .0. 2 mL B 52. 8 mL EYBWEICEN,ES
Y YeEH EF B 420nm 4B RIECEE 7E LR F AT, 08 R 6B (B 455060 4 h00. 001 F7
BErmie L A—IENH RAL.

BEAF AW EH Lowry ¥ [Lowry %,1951 1347 . LA BSA fE MM ERIREEH.

1.4 pH X PO EMRBAEEET

ACH A F pH 89 R B R W : 0. 1 mol/L ##8 — 0. 2 mol/L Na,HPO,,pH 3. 0—
5.030. 1 mol/L NaH,PO,— 0. 1mol/L Na,HPO,, pH 6.0—8.0; 0.1 mol/L H& & —0.1
mol/L NaOH, pH 9.0—10.0,

pH 3t PO FH4 LA W E : 2. 8 mL A[F pH # 0. 05mol /L 4F % —MH W 50. 2 mL B
E3CRM,WE PO ES.

W E pH Xt PO #1849 A B, 43 3R BRO. 2 mL B8 , 760. 4 mL AR & pH(pH 2.5
—10. )M B FF30 CHRIB3024h. R/E,H0. 3 mL RIBH PO BW 52. 7mL 0. 05 mol/
L %% — MW (pH 6. 0)ZE30C R, WE PO REEH.

1.§ AXX PO EMRBEMEER

B PO IEHEWE M E . FI5EH2. 9 mL 0. 05 mol /L APE R EMBH (pH 6.0) 7
ARNEBE (20C—70C) FRIAS5 80, RS IIANO. 1| mL BGH, W& HBE S .

PO #iR5E 1 & . BB MM EARBRET #3056 RE LA KB F R 528,
0.1 mL B¥{52. 9 mL 0. 05 mol/L %% B (pH 6. 0)TE30C R R, WE PO BREE S .
1.6 BHE—ENE

BT PO fE YRS 5% L —BE & B (2. 5 mmol /L), 4% B (10 mmol/L),DL— %
B (5 mmol /L) M A&# R & FHB (10 mmol/L) . Bk _E¥ 0. 1 mol/L pH6. OB¥BR L B vh IV AT
#.2. 7 mL AREHHES0. 3mL R T0CRE 38, EEXEHENREE K (AROWE
BICE AL, H WEES .

1.7 KE¥HEEmIE

0.1 mol/L pH 6. OBEBREL S8 vh ¥ ¥ 43 51| AC 11l A [ VR BE Y IR A S WL . AR — M9 VK BE 4

2.0—6.0 mmol/L; DL— & B &% F 2. 0—8. 0 mmol /L.
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2.7 mL JE¥AW50. 3 mL BEWE30C R N34 6h, EFH 420 nm (4% —B) 475 nm
(DL—ZB) AN EBIES

## Lineweaver 2$[1934 )M £Ri1+H Km fH.

1.8 MERsEm

EHRAMBFHEER C(Ve), L—FHE MM HE X RH (PABA), 0.1 mol/L
pH 6. OB¥RREEZ wh WAL H , %K BE39 0. 15.1. 58115 mmol/L,

BT, A0, 2 mL MFIFIHA 50. 3 mL BEBRTEIOCHRIE 3028, REIMA2. 5 mL 10
mmol/L 48 B W (A LR R BL ) F30C RN 358, 7E €420 nm LW BB YE
B T HBIE S . B FRIFI91E A BE R B B B — N R A, 0 8 TR 06 BE AR 1k B\ B S A
5T

2 FR5ihe

2.1 PO MMM REBHAIL

EPO REIHFIE LW P MED, ZBE pH7. O HHLRBE, —AABRIE RELY
5%, B EEB AR BT & H0. 2% Brij 35%1. 0 mol/L NaCl Bt A2 % PO MR B XK, X A[fE
R F Brij 355 ARRE — EHIBIRIEA , 330 PO A3 ¥E, T NaCl % {2 Brij 35893
EERALG T R%,1989],

ERETRFHEIN, 2 5 LAFa9 3k, B 30 A1 A R v AR L, LA Sy PO
EHUHERTRESM, MEL RN SERME. B, 25K A IFe L MALERN PO B8
¥ PO BB EM A E R INEL.

%1 BEMCGHELBHAL

Tab.1 Purification of Japanese prawn phenoloxidase

&R B¥EAh LEER WigEH e 4 U202 4
(mL) (Bfir) (mg) (R /mg HH) (%) (¢:?)

HE 298. 0 35755.0 2457.2 14. 6 100

mism

0—40% (NH{),SO. 66.0 29960. 3 200. 4 149.5 83.8 10.3
DEAE—#F# X 32 62.0 17039. 7 43.7 389.9 47.7 26. 8

¥ 100g IFMRATARR TR R, F M MERE SN ZK T RERS FHHE.

POAMB—#—BRAFHRFRETE. A TR BEH LN REER
(Simpson %,1988], AR R AMBMETIIE . HRKRYW, XIS PO BUHFETHMREN
FBE R 40 L R UTIE 1, B WL BR 3K 83. 8% , Hu i J7 LML BB W $R #0510, 315 . 1R, B X 4FRY PO £
B PEL Y IBME B ETTREF .

PO #yit — Atk Rl DEAE— A % R32B F Bk BAT IR IR R WA 1. NE AT LA
B, EF65— 80K Z MF — PO &, N F NaCl ¥ F #0. 60 mol/L ERFHEHL P EH
—AMR/M PO VR & 3 0 AU B, LS J1 0 389. 9B (1 /mg B A, tb_ EAERTAO B4R
BT 2. 6ff. 2 LR A AL, PO B S AL F3 N26. 8% . X E, 7E4F PO B 4ifb+,
LHMETTIEE » R £ B —Sepharose 4B 3 A 247 f1 Phenyl Sepharose CL —4B &
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6%

BT diib, Ak B R TF DEAE — & 4 X & B4 [Simpson %,1987,1988; Rolle %,

1991].
140Fr . pPO®EH
120f =4 WK (280nm)
Tﬂ wob % NeCl(mol-L~")
2l
80
%
é 60
£ 40
20¢

'y i A A A A 'l A A
0 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120
%% /4ml- %!

A1 MEALBEH DEAE— S R32E RSB th R

Fig.1 Elution profile of PO from DEAE —Cellulose 32 ion —exchange column

2.2 PORYRRIE pH R XMENY

HASTUF PO EHS pH X R RN EH 2. SR EZH, LARE K HEY, 7 pH 3. 0—
6. 52 R B 5 1E R MW pH FHBE TG b1, 3L o 7€ pH 5. 0—6. 5.2 A BG 75 14 44 b0 iy 33 4 58 2 K
Y pH AR E6. 5LA £, HESF1E NG W pH &9 FH R T T 5, i M5E pH K6, 5. X —% R XN
T UFFN BT UF (Penaeus aztecus) F PO &) B 3&E pH #§ —% [Chen %,1991; Madero %,1982],
PR, BE 15 X3 4F . B 4 8F F0 Bk 4L %% 4F 89 PO M3E pH 4> H96. 0.7. 5718. 0[Rolle 4F,1991;
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Fig. 2 Effect of pH on phenoloxidase activity
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B %% BEMTHREALRIETR

Simpson %,1987,1988]. X £ B BB & B3 FAFAE . PO MR BUR itk 7 ¥k Ll B W 2 B

EHFRANRYM R ERHRBARF X,

PO #y pH BRE MR ME3FTRIEpH 5.0—8. OB N, ZMEAU RO RSN, F
0CRIBIOGHERFARIETERS4 Y%L L, 78 pH 7. 0BY I HIRE , BETEHE L T RES. 1 %57
FHMAERMT (EH 8. 0—10. O ZMERAY — B, X4 pH H10. OB NRFH FE
BY66. SYRYTETE IR T, ZEXRYE R4 T , BSIE YE P pH A9 R T BE T B, ZE pH 3. 0BT {X
BREEREN27. 5 THEE . XMERERGFTREEZWRETER LT pH REIIE
TEOTFHEERMLAGEN RERE, AT F KM EEN S B TR[(Chen %,1991]. BRIL L
Sh, TR Z B R EE KA L 0, W ARE B 6] 8 B B ¥ W0 281 %K B % [Simpson 4,

1988].
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Fig. 3 Effect of pH on phenoloxidase stability

2.3 BREAEBRXAREN
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Fig.4 Effect of temperature on phenoloxidase activity
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FHE T b0, 7 F 40 CrY, BeIEHE & R E TR0 T R, BB R E H40C X — BB R E S5k
4L ST IR PO— £ B R W &8 B — 3 [Simpson 48,1988, {B4% F £ Xt &F #1 BE 5 %4 4F PO
B RIEEE (45C), BT RYF PO &&:E 1 B (30°C)[Simpson 4,1987;Rolle %,1991],

PO #hi EvEh R ME SR ZBE20C —50CTEERRA L LR BAY R E M, R 30
SRR ENBEENETON U L, RPI0CHBARE, FEAFREENNS . X—4FRE
SCHRHRE MR &Y PO 3B ¥ 7E30°C —50C PY L34 & #8 — B [Simpson %¥,1987.1988; Madero %,
19827,

80 |

60

—

BEN /%

40

20p

R L s L J
20 30 40 50 60 70
HE/T

Bs5 i B R AR R E R

Fig.5 Effect of temperature on phenoloxidase stability

MEFBAILUE S, YiEE & T 50 Cr, BB ARER 30580 5 & tERE T R, 7E70 ChY . &R
HARIEER20.6% X RPEREB T XMBESHKE X5 Vamos-Vigyazo[1981 189 1 H—
BN AR MR T PO F70°C A LSRR MALE, W] {8 B £ MK 34 A W 595

F SCER K , 4R 84 PO B E I8 BE B 3 A 15 3R A [ T A 22 R (Madero 4¥,1982],Chen %
AL199118F % T M AZAF A KRS AR H A9 PO ik EHE , MIEAFER KR B RRSEE
H35°C,MEHEEFESKE, KRR EEE H30C . HEFT L, FPO BB EEENERT

EEENEEFENRERX.
2.4 POMIBRBE—MERK Km &

BB AR IERE— »2 BUELRNEHE—¢
HRNFE2,HE—H »\Eﬂﬁm 2] Tab.2 Substrate specificity of phenoloxidase
BR=xH. _cBMETH. _— wOE Bk BEH  SHEMER
BLAR 3 = B 4 R4, B Km & (mmol/L) (nm) CRAL/%F) BIRXIEN (%)
2.78 mmol/L; A DL— 2B XK HERKTFHR 10 334 546.7 228.4
), Km {H%3. 45 mmol /L (H BE_M 10 400  239.4 100. 0
6) o 1X i3 B % B X AR & — MY Y 3 DL-%E 5 460  167.8 70.1
MABFDL-XBE.XERS L-BER 2.5 412 42.8 17.9

BETXTUF . RRESTHF, FEWSTHF AN E B N S KT R AR T
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0Bk 4T X WF 7 9 % 5248 1) [Rolle 2§ ,1991;Chen %,1991]. % B Xt DL — & B 49 M1 HEF 4R
EoBW A BREREZCHEN PNUERS SRERER , HEER A MBI, MAE B
EHPARSTHRERARolle %,1991]. 8T, WA MM, AXTUF % F 4 PO X DL-FBE
MEMABTRE B [Chen 45,1991, A XF 258 EEIRE [ RBE FIFWRARF,
MY FEMEZEG A0, EMBMEYNSE S EEN RN FEE KBS K H, #,pH,
BTRE.BES.

—+ PO - DOPA

== PO - Pyrocatechol

0 ' e, -

A J
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m6 PO—4F# —M.PO— % ERMM Lineweaver-Burk XUBI ¥ R
Fig.6 Lineweaver-Burk double reciprocal plots of PO-pyrocatechol and PO-DOPA reactions

2.5 IMHRMERFEHER

Ve, L— 3Bt &M PABA Xt B§IETERY ®3 EHAMMA PO FHK
MEEARBIL.LNTNHEE N 15 Tab.3 Effect of inhibitors
mmol /L B, Xt ﬁ EYEY T *ﬂ YE |:: s ¥R on phenoloxidase activity
BEFHRP1. 5 mmol/L B, = EHRIAH X MMAER R (mmol/L)  WMAEK)
PO B9IMMI/ER , B4 L — 2k Dt & MM PABA Ve 15 89.6
Ao IM R A AR , 5 B A 27. 5% F128.3%, L5 53.2
M Ve ERBHMHBER, XMBIHEN 0.15 0
53.2%. % E 189 % F F & 2/ 15 mmol /L 15 86.0
B, Ve f1 L— Bt R BRI LRI Ml 1E L— 3B L5 27.5
A, 551 %89. 6%%186. 0%, T PABA By 0.15 0
BB H48. 1%, 15 48.1
ERE R R, UWBAEERNL S PABA 1.5 28.3
mmol /L B}, Ve 28 F# PO ) 7. 7% 0.15 0.8
BE 15 mmol /L B}, Ve #1 L— P& B R EEENEREN N SR RRARG TN,

PO 38 7 M) . Ve #1 L — 2 B & 5t PO
MBI EREER A TE NS =Y —BAERF . A, BN XRIENESFH Cu** i
B4 BRI LS, Ve HABY PO HEE L, RBIZSHEMBIER L —LHEMEBS PO fEH
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=Y —RERE R EN LIS Y (Bailey 2,1960a],

F—HEA XA fad DAGRS,
LHEREFREBLUEEELARKRAXAL AR TS RTLET, WM,

£ ¥ X K
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STUDY ON SOME CHARACTERISTICS OF PHENOLOXIDASE
FROM JAPANESE PRAWN, PENAEUS JAPONICUS

Zhao Jiao, Qi Xiao-yu, You Yu-min, Wang Ji-xiang and Zhou Pei-gen
(Shanghai Fisheries University, 200090)

ABSTRACT Phenoloxidase (PO) was extracted and partially purified from Japanese
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prawn, Penaeus japonicus and its properties were studied. The optimun pH for PO-pyrocate-
chol reaction was 6. 5. The enzyme was stable between pH 5. 0 and pH 8. 0, most stable at
pH 7. 0. The optimum temperature for the oxidation of pyrocatechol by PO was 40°C and the
enzyme was heat stable up to 50°C, and it was rapidly inactivated at temperature above
50'C. The enzyme had different substrate specificities for different kinds of phenolic com-
pounds, showing a maximum activity with triphenol (pyrogallol), then with diphenols(pyro-
catechol and DL-DOPA) and monophenol (L-tyrosine). The Km values of phenoloxidase in-
dicated that the enzyme had higher affinity for pyrocatechol than for DL-DOPA. The pres-
ence of 15 mmol/L ascorbic acid or L-cysteine inhibited strongly the enzyme activity with
89. 6% or 86. 0% inhibition, respectively.

KEYWORDS Japanese prawn, Penaeus japonicus, phenoloxidase, enzymatic browning





