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Isolation and Purification of Polyphenol Oxidase from Fresh-Cut Lotus Root
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Abstract: Enzyme browning is one of the most reactions impacting quality of fresh-cut lotus root .
Polyphenol oxidase is a key enzyme induing enzyme browning. Polyphenol Oxidase in fresh-cut
lotus root was extracted by phosphate buffer and purified by ammonium sulfate precipitation, ion
exchange chromatography using DEAE Sepharose column, and Phenyl-Sepharose 6 Fast Flow
hydrophobic chromatography, PPO from fresh-cut lotus root was purified by 95. 66 - fold and a
2.4% yield. The enzyme was determined to be homoéenous by SDS-PAGE. The molecular
weight of the fresh-cut lotus root PPO was estimated by SDS-PAGE ranged from 65 900 to
66 100 according to Sephadex G-100 gel fractionation.
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Hei PPORBYHMALBEEFERN T EER
7 5] 1 B B 7 BR B UL 3E | SephadexG-75,G-100
8 G-200 ¥ ¥ 5. 3% L % DEAE-# 4 % s DEAE-
Sepharose 8 FACH 615, X > xf 2 o] f B & 57,
Ik BRI TE B Sephadex G-25 @, Bk 1K 4 F
ZRET, M E—- SR E PR T KA
B, pmEFEREE, BKRAMRA
Sephadex G-100,Q-Sepharose 1% 3 £ 2, 4
AL A% %K F 108 £ B EAX %" R A Phenyl Toyo-
pearl, Sephadex G-25 I DEAE-Sepharose %t 2
Bt e 4 E PR N o PPO #4743 85 ik, 1L 5 5k
BE10fF. BRABWMRZAA T EMALE
SEALKNARRERES, NBRTREXRE, BHR
REXMEBAATHEHEMBET T EAEL
MR RIRE., Mo, 3t EIEREAR B PPO KB
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1.1 H8LE

HEMN FEABARBERLTEER, EH
. LRE ERG TENEREREL,. T 10C ¥
FHALE. TH 2 XHETER DA LB REE
HT 10 CTHARL B LR HTEHELER
Bk,
1.2 PPOMISr B4k
1.2.1 B&é#RK B10 CFEEIE 8 Xast
VEEAAL 250 g, HERABMBER.HF 1+ 2
FELAMAZIHA (4 CTYH 0.1 mol/L.pH
6.8 WIBEMEMNMBE (NS 5% B PVP) . ERHEAR
PR EH,RET4 CTERE 2h, A4 BBE
oh 7 i I8, B T 10 000 r/min 4 CTF E L 15
min, EEREPAZ B AL BHEBR.

1) HEL G VAR o 0 48P i A A B R B 30 %%
HiFIE,4 CT#E 2 h,F 10 000 r/min.4 CT &
£ 10 min, FULIE, @ LHFRPMARKREER

70% AME.4 CTHREL®R, REF 10 000 r/
min 4 ‘CTF &L 15 min, F L HB.HHAERARE
A#5 0.1 mol/L.pH {5 X 6.8 KB MR 2% v IR
BEBORRE. REHHERBUKA 0.1 mol/L,
pH 6.8 5% BR 28 W 5B A7 a3 B0, o (] 35 5% BT R 2
&8 JG Al amicon BB HKLEE 10 mL,
1.2.2 DEAE-Sepharose 4 & # DEAE-Sepha-
rose EHA(2.5 cm X 20 em) EH E AW . BRAMEA
94> BIE B LU, A1 0.1 mol/L.pH f&i % 6. 8 M 8%
BRESKTE. K121 S RFBHNEHEER
B ERE, WA 0.1 mol/L.pH ¥ 6.8 HIBERR
%N’?&(ﬁ%ﬂﬁi Azsoﬁﬁxﬁw’%}é#m% 0~0.5
mol/L NaCl # k3R 28 wh it TG Wk B8 B R v B AT
BTREXLHERBK .5 mL/E,70 mL/h), &
JE WU A T P 0 Y R T VR '
1.2.3 Phenyl Sepharose 6 Fast Flow % X & & #
1.2, 2 25 R A U VB S o T 4 o R
ZF 1.5 mol/L B FE ,R)EF 10 000 r/min. 4 C
TE.L 10 min, FULE, L BRHESR L. Phenyl
Sepharose 6 Fast Flow #fi /Kt (2 em X 15 ¢m) ¥ 5
A& 1.5 mol/L Bifg % 0. 1 mol/L.pH 6. 8 I B%
MENKRTFE REH LR LERLE. EXARE
1.5 mol/L BiEE 4K 0. 1 mol/L.pH 6.8 RIS 8 2
HREBRE Aw RFEFZEN, REHRAT 0~1.5
mol/L i B % i b iR 28 vh WA\ 50 ok B B K ok B i
HETRELREHE R .5 mL/%&,70 mL/h),
REWEBEES MU, & B, —
BoRTEERE, —Wo A TEEERPA.
1.2.4 skt 123 PREINA
{LEE M E 5 0. 1 mol/L.pH fH 6. 8 B ZE il
BRSR.PRIKENE 2 K. REHARZ -8
6000 ¥ 45 .
1.2.5 SDSPAGE#ixn ek ¥ 1 2.45%[
MRS —EREEZE R AEMAE RN RE
BHORRS % 10% 8 SDS 1. 25 mL, K48 K 2 Wil
50 pL,RFIS 40 % B9 H M 0. 625 mL, K 25 pL,

CFREABO.SUMEME 0.4 mL) AR FRHAB R

¥R B R B, RGO MR, 5 000 r/min B, R
BEBHANGEE P, HHEM#HAO5 C,2 min),
BOkE. BREERR. LT —20 CT&MA.
SDS-PAGE ZE M k: S BEK LA M F
Y. RAKEREN S ¢/dL, B 10 mA; 3 B KN
12.5 g/dL, B8N 15 mA, BRBHE N FET
¥ 0.1% 8 SDS,pH 8.3 # Tris(0.05 mol/L)-H
H#(0.384 mol/L), G LHEH N 20 L, &
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Bk AEATERIIEN 1 om BHE a1 gk . B B
FROARBHERG), , ML RERTBY, FHEKAS
B4E 3 min, Mk 2~3 K, M 0. 1% HEDHEEK
R250-45 %0 FEE-10% KZBMBEBEE 2 hRET
7.5% KKZBR-SHBPEBERPAREIRY 4~5 h i
,0.5 hfe— KA.
1.2.6 SDS-PAGE # A& k@) & shB 4852 F
RE 12.5M K T SDS-PAGE £ H i é
YK, A BRI 7E SDS-PAGE 33k $E i A b B BT IS £
BEASBCHAESHIGEEMSTHREEASH
mmEAEXT B E RE, UMEEAEN ST HRERN
WX B E (g M) XF R & # 1F 4 o i 2%, 1R 3R
PPO W RERHEHMX 4 FHRE. REHXTSFF
RRE AR 5 E S R (14 400) JREH
B M1 770 (20 100) . 4 B PR BT A5 (31 000) R LB &
B(43 000) .4 IfiL 3 & 1 (66 200) M BHA1LES B
(97 400),
1.2.7 #%#% G100 &kt z® &£ PPO s 4
FHRE ERBEEE G150(2 cm X 50 cm) I
KBRS, A 20 mmol/L pH 7.0 BERRE P
T MRS, I 2 mL A, DU 2wk
B, 28 E. AFRKEN 2.8 mL/F.6 min/&.
Fet, AR 2 FRENEHEE K (2 mg/
mL)2 mL, 3% B 3R ik, 2 5115 B AH R e B 1A
BV, UEHEAMITFREZAHRB KR
(VoOxt H A8 xt 4 F i & 89 % F 3 8 (lg MW) fE1R
HEHRRBRAETENEBRERVORERET
BHMEMATFRE. REMNSFREEONT:
B-EFLAEH R (130 000) .4 i B F1 (67 000) (3K
#53 E AL Y88 (40 000) , BREE 3L (1 EE (25 000),
1.3 PPOFUMEARSENAE

PPO MM €S BHEF " #H k. 3 mL
REBFEH 2.9mL0.1% MAE-BMAEBR A
0.1 mol/L.pH {4 6.8 WBERZ vP B Hl) 1 0.1
mL B . ARSI E ODwEN T, g
ﬁﬁ’AODws&k 0. 001 i%“ﬁ”%?ﬁﬁ-*ﬁe

EEFE RN E R Bradford(1976) # f5, 3%,
B 50 pL BESHA 2.5 mL B9 D&% G250
IR, I 5 min J5, F 595 nm &I E R G EE,
REGEHZTEEARSE. FOBEAEN
RHEES.

2 #R53%#
2.1 PPOWIS B4

S BARG T GBS TS # 47 DEAE-

Spharose B FREEENT . WE 1 IR, BATH
AHEHEOEMESE, b, 514 EH0.1
mol/L.pH {H 6. 8 F) 8§ AR 5 v vk UE 1B i Ay i, 56 2
A% 0~0.5 mol/L NaCl # 0.1 mol/L,pH
.EMBBMENRETEFREXRE S ERB LA
Fig, FEE—TBESGEERTE 2 M BE
HE MEEABHDTE2AEGR, RHAZY
DEAE-Spharose ¥ 3C k2 47 , 76 98 BR 2% Wil
BeBiET, KE A E B B R B, W K E 4 PPO R #
ek, B, WEFS 14 EHE REH#H—F
#1F Phenyl Sepharose 6 Fast Flow #i /K& B 47,4
BHTIAEA%.MRE 21MRE PPOEK,#A
B2 BENREZERTE I ABEHEHE
), A EREE EEHF—-SHETTIHER.
PPO B Ab I BRI ES R ELRILE 1,

1.2 1500
:Am
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E
0.8} =
g =}
3 4300 2
0.6} %
4200 &
0.4} &

4100

0.2 h
0 L 0

0 20 40 60 80 100
RES
B 1 EHEAZ PPO Y DEAE B th &
Fig. 1 DEAE-Sepharose column chromatography of
PPO in lotus root '
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Fig. 2 Phenyl Sepharose 6 Fast Flow column chromatog-
raphy of PPO lotus root
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Tab. 1 Purification of PPO from fresh-cut lotus root

oy SR/ B/ BEA/ LAYV A e dife
mL (U/mL) mg (U/mg protein) /% 55
HER 570 111150 348. 14 0.32 100 1

30 %0 B BR &k 560 109200 257.22 0.42 98. 20 1.31

70 %% i B 35 72318. 75 70. 43 1.03 65. 06 3.22

DEAE-Sepharose 17 11815 1.21 9.76 10. 63 30.5

Phenyl Sepharose 6 17 2975 0.10 30. 61 2. 40 95. 66
Fast Flow

EHEREEREK, MmRE HEEEHENRP
fER, B TEEEALA S PPO WA B AT BFAR
B, Jsh, E 3 DEAE-Sepharose 1 b i % %
i pH {8 8.0 Znh ¥ 47 V4 1 pH {5 8. 0 M ¥ERR
WHEITUE IR . KA pH {H 6. 8 A9 2% wh vl i ok JE W 3ok
17 65 A e L B, 7E B B A B O P R e
B, B PPO 14 59 B K38 4 s e AR b 3k, T K
B4 2 & [ W B % [ff 7 DEAE-Sepharose £ |, 18
AXRSE ANTATHE, MAKXKKERT
PPO M2 {5 3, AL RS $GE B 30.5 %5, BEZ
i1 Phenyl Sepharose 6 Fast Flow B /K2, %
BEWREH S L, PPO 4ifb i —$ 2%k
J& » difL R A B 95. 66 1.

B EREIFEX R Bk PPO 4 85 41k /9 BF
FTHiAR, B R EBEF A Triton X-100, PVP
1 PMSF AfLIRR B REMNTBRR. BEREAHR

“eifEMM A Triton X-100 1 PMSF #1 % 3 PPO 1% #:
RERMMRSE X REEMBERTE.
2.2 BMAELERE

KoM ZHENBREIRBEN G 28
FAEMEERRANE AL —HEAF (LA 3,
KU ZBOHALE Bk —.

2.3 PPOMHEXSFRENE

2.3.1 SDS-PAGE # #ita & ik B 2 b 85 4B %} o F
Fi#& RA SDS-PAGE Ul & £ By & L 8 M 5% 4
FHRE . ZRNE 4 R, AEPRTLURHEEA
S T HEBIEX S FHREHN 65 900,

2.3.2 WER#H G100 ik it & E PPO A5t 5
F 5% ¥ XA Sephadex G-100 K EHMELBHE
BRI 2 F IR & B R A 5 TR, FrMaxt
AFREBAMEREBENEESFE: y=—0.085z+
5.893 9, R E LM A MM AR 126. 3 mL,HE H
BRI 4> T RE 25K 66 100,

FREEOA LB T 1. RBMASE B(97 400);2. $mMEEA
(66 200) ;3. SRALEIE H (43 000) ;4. 4 3% B BT B8 (31 000);
5. B O R0 (20 100) 5 6. 8 K 5 B AR (14 400)
B3 ¥AEZAR PPO R SDS-PAGE
Fig.3 SDS-PAGE of the purified PPO of lotus root
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Fig.4 Estimation of molecular mass of PPO from lotus
root by SDS-PAGE
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of I ym0.008 55458939 FERIUOBFILIA N, 2B R 5 PPO B4R 5 F
49 R'=0.9995 FRENTE 000 . B EAEURE, hEFEMRRELP
48T Z#ﬂ PPO FIHIXI 4> TR E 2066 000 . AT KA, &
St 1% 44k PPO i %t 4 F I 65 900~ 66 100
ol : 20, B LR EARIE. PPO 4T /MK AR T
4:4 L 4 EMEAEYELEYHRNKXBEAE S NT R

43 L L 1 L 1 e,

0 50 100 150 200 250
¥E B A B /L
3 & &
BREEAMNSTFRERESNT 1. - FL % 85 (130 000); 2.

nmamc sy RARAm w0 4 W 28 7. 9 A 0 S TR 24 2 9 4680 £
B 5 Sephadex G100 BRI RENEERALAE B % MY B LRG3 38 i 5L B2k £ A7 U3  DEAE-Seph-
FAeBmEAYSFRE ' arose B FX # £ B #7 L X Phenyl Sepharose 6.
Fig. 5 Estimation of molecular mass of PPO from lotus Fast Flow /KB # T4 )5, 2 SDS-PAGE
root by Sephadex G-100 gel filtration HkHENA &, EHZBCHgSLR f kY

— EEIIEP, KBALT 9566 5, =ER
XTFRREY PPO*HXT%? BN MEA  2.4%., RAtHIEEN, #EEAR S PPO Hxt
—. PPOEEHENE R EE R 40 000~ 45 000, A FRELE 65 900~66 100 Z[d],
59 000,65 000 ~ 68 00018~ Y B 70 000~72 00007,
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