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H@A RTICLE

BT M 5z A B SRR R & T2

ETHRC BEAN, TR MK, FHa

(1 RIRBEBE B TIT SR VA T ST IR L, IR T8 266071; 2. T By
Bl SRR R0 W S R S, R 8 266237; 3. IMBREBRE, It

7L 100049)

WE: R —MREHEQOETELENTR, LRLBRLSZFE, TARSETHE 7530%.

AEBARRE G, §EOK ANEABEYT RO KFeGoES B, W E0HBE>Hht 1, 1-=
RA-2-Z AR BHDPPH) A ti R ey iR %, MR ARNZOBRAREAR, AL B X ZBRAM L TR
L EARA TR, T B AR R B AL LA A mBaEE 829.51 Ulg, pH 1A 7.37, BaffiRE 47.09 C, Bafg
BHE] 5.86 h, B 5.79 : 1. ERALH FRIEL DPPH & w1 £ F R E 4 80.22%+0.63%, 4 if Fm{A
80.55%. Zrf R E ik EIRH S BERKND R ERFE, BARTFORAMLER, L ablEnk

8 7169 1Cso 18 1.69 mg/mL, T # 4 69 4n BAL A,

KHEIE: &8k BBMR T, ANE 4B DPPH & O A F R E, a5 @5

FEIHES: P745 XHERFRIRAD: A
DOI: 10.11759/hykx20211117001

i85 (Lophius litulon), J&H IS, 44 Wh 1
o, VEIGIE, TIZ oA T b E R A R
M, kR, H9E, A58, BIRE HAM, PR %r
HAFgeie . dAEk, AMTARWr 2t b 25 &
FIF, Sl 4l A & 2 AF o, R A (B B e 4
o EET, X TR 2 R IR R . A
Thb . Wk A R R RN, e
22 Dhdigetn 7 e R AR 1 L SRR OB, R I 4
AR 6 BTG P KT Mgl ) SR RO 5, B R R,
AL T R 2% L T A0 S5 A, (R RS TR T
ff A HRAE o PRI, & RR) R i e ) 3 — PG o ) 2
FIBE, 2B 7 v e b B B 3

Az DT R — 25 A AR i 3 3 A 4 9 Ik
&, BAPURM. PUE . PusEss . wreiity . B
IS AT, AR AR T B PT AETE
BRI & ki 2, WA 1 ik Mg g, 1t
2EEH N RN, FERT A HoT5 Y AR
K kg BLAG O SR A, AR A, 22 Ak v A AR
PR S QLN o =3 SN L AN Y Ui
Sy E L, AN AR R DD 50 s RN A SRR T,
PR 1M 5 2 T it A 46 1 2R A7 D0 A A R ik 2 L %) e P
ZAFLIS ) AR A RS 0 T e A CUR AR E
P i) 5 f0 AR KA AR, ZERRE LA 1110 g/mL,

X EHS: 1000-3096(2022)05-0042-12

JnfE £ 20 000 U/g, BEARILEL 45 °C, pH 6.5, Rt
6] 6 h A& T HOK MR ik 71.3%; JEIHESy 47k
5 vV Bl S T AR TR &S B IR RR, FE G
W PE 1400 U/g, JEYIVRE 3.0%, BEfFIRIE 60 C, pH
7.0, WA 2 h A F T AR PRI 1,1-
TR -3-=RE B PR R (1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl,
DPPH) [ i R I5BR R A 68.63%; ¥ H IETHRR N
75.22%; HA B RE S B0 Sl A A e A A
JIK, WO T SCER S SR R BHALE 11 3.9 g/mL, R
IRFE 47 °C, pH 6.5, fiHf#mE 3 h, hnffsE 3 300 Ulg
M AN, SR KA 2k 58.53%, AH LU 5 fiff
fift T2 4285 24.8%.
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i, ATZEEAR B 2 500 1 5 RN A fk =k
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(RSP R F B, St SRR B, TR G A
AR G, TS LA™, i, AT
FRAME SR ARG BRI N S 20 [ H 3k, D
AEFEHLR IR . AN T A AP SR AR B A B
SR BT AR, AR ARG T A 1 B0 A B0 55
RIVE YO, i R SR BTE A N e T R IRT 4%
A8 Z T

WY A ZRETE . B AR R R M S
AT 7= A 5 i b A S R ALK B A R 52 . B, B
— eI A R B Y e A g
il £ 4 Rt T U TR AR P R IR AR I AR A
PrE AR o JC v DAV AR T A A IR A B SR 4 R T
Z, WA T S gt e g
SEIVAE g 1 A 0y 9 R v 35 3R AT T M A e 1 P AR Ak
Ko T A W AR 1 IR T SR IR AT e A AR AR T R
PR RN ANE M A R, BEA PR . Ak
Z . AR AR B AT B B B
LA IR &, PUERT ) 2 HTE
AT, AR | MEEE | KRB SR ORI R
dr I ol DA R Akt b RS 25 80045 . Aok, PR
PRSI - N2 A 6 (4 5 T, R 4% 24 Rl 2
BN RIS

AT 5 LA S £ J5E S 9F 5% X 42, R A ) G i
Fi A ) 5 T S A R . DA ST T Ry 7 B A
20 | 2 DR 2 S0 A 0 1T A S 00 S SR 4
PRI fe i 45 45 R, FRE— 28 B E Hopt A Ak 1
1 #HPEFE
1.1 AH#

B EARR: F B KPR T Y, SR v S
R AT ARAS EBE, VO RES FH; RER FI(2.5%10° Ulg),
H & M1 (3.0x10° Ulg), AJRZE 1A (8.0x10° Ulg),
% 8 1 (6.0x10° U/g)ly { T &35 /> Fl; DPPH
K7 (Sigma, FEHE), FLALL . BERE 4N . R —
A, AAEAE . SRR . BT WK AE R R N
SrHT4
1.2 RELHESE

SR FH B AR SIS I T A SR AL
(PHILIPS); DHG-9030A %I Ay $Af i s XU T 1 4 (1
RG22 SL B AT FRA R, Wk TR LA Rt R
JE S AN 28 A BR 2 | ), 0 TR K VA B (R AR R
AR T, AR B O HLE SRR ),

'm@mARﬂaf

1.3 ZB7ik
1.3.1  SEERE 57 5 o3 A

A S0 s il DIk =2 /(L NN & o1t 95
TR, KAy S ke BRI e &R
GRS, AR EME: PREdlRERE &
BRI 2 B IEFR T
1.3.2  EfEE AT

53 SBRIBUE i b fa B8, Fe O E LR 6 0 1 Y
Fe i A 2585 7K, R[] 9 2R 1 A 3 A% R R T
FEIE Y A TR TR BT R, 38 3 4 AR R A
R I, PR S min 2247, 1.0 mol/L () NaOH
8¢ HCL A7 pH Z 48 F B Bl 4 FGR 1), i
M 1000 Ulg, BEEfFEETE]R S he

R1 BEABMNBRSY

Tab. 1 Parameters for enzymatic hydrolysis of each
protease
B %ﬁf pH  ERIRIE/C W/
‘g
AREEE 8.0x10° 6.5 50 5
PR B 2.5%10° 8~8.5 45 5
BEAME 3.0x10° 2.0 35 5
WEEHME 6.0x10° 6.5 35 5

R R A, KBRS Tl K TP 10 min,
BEAL K, PRSI TR A pH 2, 4 C
KR ES0(10 000 r/min, 15 min), [IHE-20 C¥ K
& H . A3 e £ A Y DPPH H ks
FRfie 1, i fe A G
133 HBEELE

S0 Bl A S G DR 2 R S N L pH
it g 0 AR N (R R L, AT — R e, 3
2 %oF T A S5 107 ) 3o R 7 A S I ) L A ) S 0
F14) S5 A2 R 1 TR P G i 2 PR b L, 8 T AR S 1Y)
SR IKOY, HAD S5 S5 R [ 2, 43 05 58 il
(600, 800, 1 000, 1 200, 1 500, 2 000 U/g), pH {4
(5.0, 6.0, 6.5, 7.0, 8.0, 9.0), Ef#IEE (30, 40, 50, 55,
60 C) . filifmal (3, 4, 5, 6,7, 8 )MV F Q2 : 1,4 :
1,6 11,8 : 1F110: 1)%} DPPH H i 535 KR AE S 5%
M, SEEH 3 W4T .

1.3.4 W I AR AL SE 5

TE A R 25 A e hl T, F— 25 R e g
T 43 1 1= (Response  Surface Methodology, RSM)Xif
SEEAETER ik 400 1 PR S AR R AT DI AL o o 7 1 AT 7 S
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— MR A I BT R dAR T vk, BT IR
B> RIS R N R e s Y %
RN EEAE RN S AR B s, DL R
SR ARAS W B LS I S B Gy, 43 BIRE 0
pH . BEEARIERE | MGEAA A () R T B 5 PR R
3K, i RSM BUS 4% IR 2 Bt KB
1.3.5 DPPH A& ERREEN K E

DPPH [ &35 B HE 1 A0 E Jr i 2 I8 SOk g
VEB o BEAAMRINA 3.0 mL EEf#=4) 1 1.0 mL
0.1 mmol/L [ DPPH Z W, X BRI 3.0 mL
50%BEAE AT 1.0 mL 0.1 mmol/L ) DPPH ZBEIA
W, FEOMRA, 7 30 min, F 517 nm b, R
H 50% O BEEH A H, BWREERE 3R, LR
BB RRE E kR

E(%)Z[I—MJXIOO%. (1)

X T Y
¥ B BB TERREE T WM E
B I bR BE ) BT 5 T kS % SOk PO
FEME B o A AR YR I 1.0 mL AN [) J5 3 3¢ B A1
it it 7= ) (ACUREE R 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, 1.0, 2.0,
4.0, 6.0, 8.0 Fl 10 mg/mL), 0.5mL EDTA-Fe %
(2 mmol/L), 1.0 mL B§fRZZ v (PBS, 150 mmol/L,
pH7.4), 1.0 mL FHLLALLL(360 pg/mL), &5 M A
1.0 mL H,0,(3%), &%), 37 ‘C/K¥A 30 min, T 520 nm
o, o 25 2 98 s OR AR AR i, X RELZEL T 2 o
WA AT A A, R VC FEXTIR, ARk
EER 3K, LWEERHERS ERFR:

Ay — Ao
E(%) =t 5 0100% . 2)

X T AEH

2 ZR5W%®
2.1 R ERARAL

AR £E B 1) 3 35 A0 AN 36 2 B, HOK2r & i
=, 83 83.40%, KA MR H & ARG, 49k
1.10%F1 0.50%, HAE S E N 12.50%, HE /T
LT A B3k 75.30% . SCh 2l R, fidiien
JBE 2 — AR g I v 4 P RGO o 2 A TR

1.3.6

R2 HRBEEMERES

Tab. 2 Nutritional components of minced monkfish fillet

44 B/ %
KAy KAy Mgk EAR
10 i 83.40 1.10 0.50 12.50

'h@Ammw

2.2 SR & BE 6 R IKBR 2B AR,

Pt RE AT A MR A, A 16 FhE
R, SRR SERE XNAER, &8>
12.17%, HUR e 05 15 2 B R 1 2 R Fn 52 2 R, 43l
K 7.47%H1 6.02%(WFE 3). K HIPTEILIKTE N
it A, B K P R R R, A R B s E R T, Na-
jafian ZEPSNEL T M 3RAF AP A IL Z K, N S g K
PEEFLIR AR R M C 3 3 K M =R (0 A7 7,
it ELAT 50 v A P SR AR T Sl B A B R
R, N 63.21%, LWREAKRTEN 29.58%, H
W T A FE TR /S A FE TR N T S FE R /AF wh s &
R LB 50 0.47 F10.88, PiE e T FAO/WHO
HEIUE 0.40 F1 0.60 . 15 BH fighife fa J56 5 72 34 4, mIAE Ky
R B 118 B 1 05 R ) 595 G

*3 HREFRMEERREN

Tab.3 Amino acid composition of minced monkfish fillet

75 HAHMR i H /%
1 JRa R (Thr) 3.55
2 22 5 R (Ser) 3.43
3 A% MR (Glu) 12.17
4 HE& MR (Gly) 4.28
5 AR (Ala) 3.43
6 2R (Cys) 0.32
7 AR (Val) 4.04
8 EHE IR (Met) 1.99
9 FILER (1le) 3.49
10 MR (Leu) 6.02
11 1% Z R (Tyr) 1.87
12 RN %R (Phe) 3.01
13 =R (Lys) 7.47
14 41 % R (His) 1.20
15 K 2R (Arg) 4.64
16 i 2282 (Pro) 2.29

YAA 63.21
YEAA 29.58
SEAA/YNEAA 0.88
YEAA/YAA 0.47

T YAA FRE IR B YEAA FOR U TR & &, YNEAA
ForAE LT AR Y w, * R LT AR,

23 TABMHLE
PEPR TR IR, R R, AU (R
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PV A S 30 FH G 43 PR EBGES t Fr0 B8, 42 HROR I 1L oy
6 0 1 MARETFIK, W7 2458 I BHaE B0 B iR
FEFN pH {H, IR 1 000 U/g, FEEfEmE] 5 h, Bt
FEES AR, K, RIR R, B35 00 2 45 26 i
fi# =% DPPH A 5 FRAR )

M1 FTLAE ARG A% 7~ 4% DPPH
H HETE IR AE S fem, 85T 72.08%, S5 HA; 3 FraE
P Tt G A 7 0 () B A T PR AR B T I T T 25 S (P<
0.05), HUE H B (A B AR R, I AR 1
fite =¥y DPPH H H BEIE BRAE 1 B AIX, 7 64.62%.
I, S S R PR VAR A d A P R A T e s
P I B ) 28 RN AL AR T B BIFSE

74
72t
I b
i I
ANEAM RO BEROM  EYERON
B 1 45 R R ) RO P AR TR

Fig. 1 Antioxidant activity of enzymolysis products of each
protease

£/%

DPPH H 1 53555 %

AN DN
= N o O
T T

[\
SN
T

24 REEXEBRFEEBIEHK

AT — Tt A S5 PR 28 ) w3 72 0 4 R Wi Tt i 7= 0 11
TGPE o ARSI R FH LR 2 SE 50 X &4 I 2R K 1T
Gy M, O A ICER il 7 il A s N rp 45 A TR R 1Y
SRR, SRy I 8 04 M 7 T S5 56 H A S AR .
2.4.1 NEEE

VEFTRE LE 6 ¢ 1, FfgRTa] 5 h, BEEIREE 50 C,
pH 6.5, & FHEEMETE /78 600, 800, 1000, 1200,
1500, 2 000 U/g.

M 2 ATLLE Y, B InEEE A 800 U/g 34
#1000 Ulg, FEffr=91i DPPH A Hi JE35E R 2 i
BN Ik B e i 82.78%; Bt 5 I it Hk Fi) ik — A 4
hn, EEE =R DPPH A o 3G BRI 0 N %, FLG
R BN, B, SR 1 000 U/g AJK
B R e A I o
2.4.2 pH

VEHT 6 1 1 WA Lb, JnfgE R 1 000 Ulg, i
6] 5 h, EEFREE 50 C, pHAESMH 5.0, 6.0, 6.5, 7.0,
8.0, 9.0,

' H@ART/CLE

84.0 r

82.0

80.0

78.0

DPPH H 155 BRHEF1/%

76.0 |

740 1 1 1 1 J
600 800 1000 1200 1500 2000

INEERE/(U-g7)

K2 i Xt DPPH H 1 5L BR300 52 00
Effect of enzyme concentration on the DPPH radical
scavenging activity

Fig. 2

M TR FP 2R AR A Bl () pH fH, M iiE pH
B R A 3K B ), e 8 1 il = e 25 i e st sz
B FEMAN T, SEETEA A S SR AEEER,
M 3 A LLE H, pH{E N 5.0~7.0, F§f#™=91 DPPH
HH R BR R 2 F A, IFTE pH 2 7.0 YA
P (H 83.27%; Ki# pH Ak — T, W AR
ARG el pH (EYE I, B9 1Y DPPH H i &
TR T EE TR, 24 pH HM 9.0 MUl 74.10%,
W AR, FRIRAE] 12.37%. R, %8 pH H
k7.0 AT IR SR

84.0

DPPH A i1 5 5% /%

72.0

5.0 6.0 6.5 7.0 8.0 9.0
pH

[§1 3 pH{EX DPPH H Hi A& i R 3214 520
Fig. 3 Effect of pH on the DPPH radical scavenging activity

2.4.3 BEAEE

PEHT LG 6 & 1, fnfigEE"A 1 000 U/g, M [a]
5h, pH AN 6.5, BEflLEE 7314 30, 40, 50, 55, 60 C.

Kl 4 25 R s, EfRIREE N 30 CHH&E S 50 CHYT,
ity fif 7= Hy ) DPPH [ FH 35 bk 28 5 il Ak 0 B B0 L,
XRTE— o IR EJ N, 0T v S R
TEAHCYE, BEE IR BT, B 0K AR SOR g R, A
BTG P K A BT S A TG M3, 7R AR R 50 CHY
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B, B AR =99 DPPH [ LW Rk 8] T
82.78%. WE B it Bk S = 2] 55 °C, ERfA =4
() DPPH [ FJR i BRR 0 EE FIE, Uil 40 B &
THE— BB, B YR E S5 S R A s, Y
PR 2 AR AR PO R TR T 31 60 C
(I, DPPH H BT BR A BT A, (HA A IR 3
Herm, L, SRR R N 50 CHbfT R 22505 .

84.0
2
A 82.0
&
o
bl L
= 80.0
uig
=¥
& 780t
a
76.0 : e
30 40 50 55 60
Tl 2/ °C

Bl 4 IR X DPPH H LT BR 2 1052
Fig. 4 Effect of hydrolysis temperature on the DPPH radi-
cal scavenging activity

2.4.4  WEfERTE

VEFH 6 & 1R L, MlEEEh 1000 Ulg, ik
50 °C, pHAE M 6.5, HiHFEmtE4>54 3,4,5,6,7, 8 ho

ML 5 FTLLVE Y, B[R 7E 3~4 h i), ™
Yii) DPPH [ H 535 BR300 R A7 I AR 1k, A4 i
RN S5 3] 5 h B, DPPH [ b 55 R 3R B35 7,
IKF] 82.03%, Jf:EF B AT A] (1 A48 T . 4y
BT 5t DXL AT e 2 I o I A B T 7 S, 0 0 348 A i T
#E, WAL IR, AR SO & TP, 1530
it e = Wy B SE A T AN T R LI, SRR A
] 5 h TR,

84.0
S
Moot
&
pud
4 80.0 |
=
Kl 4
= 7807
[~
(@)
76.0 ' : s :
3 4 5 6 7 8
Tt fige ) /h

Bl S5 W)X DPPH H LT BR 2 0 52
Fig. 5 Effect of hydrolysis time on the DPPH radical sca-
venging activity

'MEQ/UWKlE

245 WEK

TGRS 1 000 Ulg, BEMEIREE R 50 C, pH {H
M 6.5, HEfEREIl 5 h, WA HIN 201, 411,
6:1,8:1F10: 1.

B 6 FBH, B W LAy 3G, B =
DPPH H H AT B3 W M1, e E 6 1 1
R B 38 B e i B, 0 80.05%, R 1T 24 ¥k 1] L 3k
#] 10 : 1 B, DPPH H HEWEBRFIFMHE TR, X2
HPEEEMRELRT, KUY SEABTESE,
A R TSP T B, b A A M RAE; Y
B EL 38 I B — B R B, IS Ak R IS T S
FERCRAR, KRB RRARC Y b, MR 6 1 1
PEAT SR S5

82.0 -

®
<
S

-
*®
(=)

<
N
S

DPPH A i 575 15:% /%

~

R

(=]
+@-+

N
g
S

W L

6 W E X DPPH A H i B 51 5%
Fig. 6 Effect of liquid-to-solid ratio on the DPPH radical
scavenging activity

2.5 vh @ AR SR B ) B R E M K

T PALDR 25 S 06 25 B i b, 3 — 25 2R FH e R
AT A A 52 6 %o Tl i s Iz 1) R R 3 K - 3R AT % 3
VA7 =9 DPPH H 3L bR R W PEN F8 bR, 43
T A JICER 1 il %o fchige £ B8 118) o A AR ol 2% 1225 0 AR 5K
95 v SR B e 1 AR S B, R E R IRER 3 K
e, S R FIK A WL 4.

x4 MWEESHEERRKER
Tab. 4 Levels and factors of the orthogonal test

SRHE T AT
-1 0 1
JnEgE/(U-g™) A 800 1 000 1200
pH B 6 7 8
Figf R B/ C C 40 50 60
Fif fige 1sF ) /h D 4 5 6
VR E L E 4 6 8
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251 MR ERAEERRR R RS R
M 7 TRTSE BT S5 45 R L3 5. SLIRah R W, 7F
46 15255, DPPH [ HHILEBRFRMTER R 67.10%~
81.63%, ANFIFZKF NEH#E™ Y% DPPH H Ll
WBE S AR, 3@t Design Expert 12.0 545007, 151
TR AR
Y (%) =77.23-0.515 64—0.207 0B —0.944 9C +
0.405 9D —0.377 8E +0.890 34B —1.56 AC —
0.8504D—0.811 7AE —1.04BC +3.21BD +
1.85BE —2.98CD +1.98CE —1.33DE +1.324% —
2.05B% —3.42C? +0.055 8D* —1.19E2,
3)

®5 MNERERITRE

Tab. 5 Experimental design and results of response surface

) H@ART/CLE

Horp, YREBHE =Y 6 DPPH H M35 R, 4, B, C,
D, E Sy ARG . pH . BEARIRE | B
A L 09 4 g 1

I F RG0S0 ] U O R A% e X ) O
SO B, SRR, BRI P E/ANT
0.000 1, B FE%5ET 37.04 B F /R 1% R 7 FERE Rl
B RN [WRF A, C, D, E, AB, AC, AD, AE, BC, BD,
BE, CD, CE, DE, A%, B>, C*, E* %} 3 T {E XA 3
PESZ I (P<0.05), teAh, BEARADIITUN 2, BRI
TE R RP=0.967 4, Ui W% B Jr R Y 0 4 JEE A
U, TOOI(E S S (B 2 IR HL A R A e, X
BT BRH A b A AL 5230 6

G INEER/(U-g ) pH HEE/C it 17 15t 1]/ T I L DPPH [ H 3L BRZ/%
1 800 6 50 5 6 77.21
2 1200 6 50 5 6 75.93
3 800 8 50 5 6 75.36
4 1200 8 50 5 6 77.64
5 1000 7 40 4 6 70.61
6 1000 7 60 4 6 74.86
7 1000 7 40 6 6 78.50
8 1000 7 60 6 6 70.83
9 1000 6 50 5 4 76.78
10 1000 8 50 5 4 72.65
11 1000 6 50 5 8 72.08
12 1000 8 50 5 8 75.36
13 800 7 40 5 6 74.97
14 1200 7 40 5 6 76.60
15 800 7 60 5 6 77.01
16 1200 7 60 5 6 72.41
17 1000 7 50 4 4 74.83
18 1000 7 50 6 4 78.23
19 1000 7 50 4 8 77.01
20 1000 7 50 6 8 75.10
21 1000 6 40 5 6 71.70
22 1000 8 40 5 6 74.29
23 1000 6 60 5 6 71.41
24 1000 8 60 5 6 69.83
25 800 7 50 4 6 78.50
26 1200 7 50 4 6 79.05
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ki H@ART/CLE
sk
G5 INEEE/(U-g ) pH T/ C fit gt i i) /b W E DPPH [ FH 3L BR /%
27 800 7 50 6 6 80.41
28 1200 7 50 6 6 77.55
29 1 000 7 40 5 4 76.33
30 1 000 7 60 5 4 69.97
31 1 000 7 40 5 8 71.29
32 1 000 7 60 5 8 72.84
33 800 7 50 5 4 77.34
34 1200 7 50 5 4 76.98
35 800 7 50 5 8 78.50
36 1200 7 50 5 8 74.89
37 1 000 6 50 4 6 78.79
38 1 000 8 50 4 6 70.71
39 1 000 6 50 6 6 72.73
40 1 000 8 50 6 6 77.49
41 1 000 7 50 5 6 77.05
42 1 000 7 50 5 6 77.05
43 1 000 7 50 5 6 77.19
44 1 000 7 50 5 6 77.73
45 1 000 7 50 5 6 77.05
46 1 000 7 50 5 6 77.32

2.5.2 WA R TE DRSS AR B 4B

M Bk D5 220 Mg SR e LA Y, i | AR IR
JIE A A ) RN I EL 4 AN DR R S 4 6 DPPH
H i EE bR m R, FUNE A pH (H . pH EA
VI B AR TIPS RIS R0 L AR A D) AR R ] B S
PR 3R 7K F- 22 B A A R 2 T S 3 i) o T
VL 2 i 7 {43 590X IO S A4 1 728 5 T g 1 — A = 4
23 (A1, AT B e % A T o) S ) 5 )

B 7 AR 22 o0 Uk Inl Do A A5 30 A o 7 1 i
LRI, MR AT DL H 45 i o TT 2R P34 5 A A A
AR, U0 T R 2 58 AR T YA AN R R2
R EPES, K 7Ta—d ATLAE L, %% pH ., il
iR R LA P T AR 5 o e = (] A A A
FAB, FEfE =) DPPH [ RIS BRF S pH A
it BSF TE0) () 284 T 2 T s, AP pHL. I
85 A I R) 0 58 BR3P0 DPPH
FI PR 3 o 2R 2 A A 305 3 RO 1 L ) 384 o S 22 48
Th i J5 REAR, U A 0 5 A TR L o e o 5

HotE— B KPS N 38 BEAE B35 . 40 B vl fig i I
Shy il BE T R B RS ) N B, W LT R, R
Yy B REAIG, R 00 il A RO RIS, B8 T
it 7 = 400 ) 0 A ARG

L 7e FNE 76 0] LI, 24 25 S il A 0 32 R
f a5 pH Z 8] A BLAVE F B, i =9 DPPH
I F 35 37 o 6 i 2 Rl A 1sF ) %) 398 0 3 T v, R
it fige 30 FBE ) 38 0 S e TR B2 R R R g, B
pH 5 Mg ff i H) 22 B AR B3, SRR AR 40~
50 CEREAEH .

Kl 7g R 7 j %% T pH R B 5 0 H 2
[ AR EAER, Ml LA, Ff# ™= 91 DPPH
B A JLIE BRoR B pH R (] 09 38 B
Wi 25 it e Bsf 1] (9 186 i1, DPPH [ F 2537 4 48 i 4
PAESIIE . BEAh, M Th AR 71 nTE S, =9
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Abstract: Minced monkfish fillet is an excellent marine biological resource with a diverse range of amino acids, a
high protein content of up to 75.30%, and low fat content. In this experiment, four kinds of proteases, i.e., trypsin,
pepsin, papain, and bromelain, were used for hydrolysis to produce the monkfish protein hydrolysate. Papain was
chosen as the best enzyme of the four after considering the 1, 1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) radical scav-
enging activity of various enzymatic hydrolysates. Based on a single factor experiment, the study used response
surface methodology to obtain the optimal conditions. The parameters of the experiment were as follows: enzyme
concentration of 829.51 U/g, pH of 7.37, hydrolysis temperature of 47.09 °C, hydrolysis time of 5.586 h, and liquid-
to-solid ratio of 5.79:1. The investigation found that the maximum DPPH scavenging activity was 80.22%+0.63%,
which was comparable to the experimental predicted value of 80.55%. The monkfish peptide prepared using re-
sponse surface methodology was a light-yellow powder with high antioxidant activity. Its ICs, of hydroxyl radical

scavenging ability was 1.69 mg/mL, showing its potential as an antioxidant.

(AL th 4 L)

Marine Sciences / Vol. 46, No. 5 /2022 53



