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2| 75.1 umol Fe*t/g; 2 KfEE, #EAMN B-LG 49 DPPH-F Ik ik /) An kTR /) & Al #t — & 423 2] 193.5 umol TE/g A=
95.5 umol Fe**/go DBD % & F 4k 4 848 £ /L 4L 32 5 min B B-LG 89 MR 32 A8 s Bk g B 1K, sk hefk
AFAKM B FEA (P<0.05) , FHEZEK, aIBRT2EEIKR - M EEMS, 5, DBDF ST
WA AR R T T AT AR B-LG B aaisM, SENRARANLTH

KGR AL B TR, BB AL, -5 E G, BALTEE, T4 M
PES#E:TS201.2 SCHERFRIRAS: A X EHS:1002-0306(2025)19-0075-10
DOI: 10.13386/j.issn1002-0306.2024090294

Effect of Dielectric Barrier Discharge Plasma-assisted Glycation
on the Antioxidant Activity of f-Lactoglobulin
and Its Structure-Activity Relationship

ZHAI Yafei, WANG Yuhao, TANG Guoxin, NIU Liyuan, ZHANG Yanyan, XIANG Qisen"

(College of Food and Bioengineering, Zhengzhou University of Light Industry, Key Laboratory of Cold Chain Food
Processing and Safety Control, Ministry of Education, Collaborative Innovation Center of Production and Safety,
Zhengzhou 450001, China)

Abstract: This study examined the antioxidant activity of S-lactoglobulin ($-LG) and its hydrolysate after the treatment of
dielectric barrier discharge (DBD) plasma-assisted glycation. The relationship between the structure and antioxidant activity
of f-LG was analyzed by measuring the internal fluorescence, ultraviolet absorption spectrum, sulfhydryl content, surface
hydrophobicity, average particle size, and secondary structure of treated f-LG. The results showed that after DBD plasma-
assisted glycation for 5 min, the DPPH radical scavenging capacity of f-LG reached 129.8 pumol trolox equivalent (TE)/g,
and the iron reduction capacity was increased to 75.1 umol Fe**/g. The hydrolysate exhibited further enhancement in both
DPPH radical scavenging capacity and iron reduction capacity, reaching 193.5 umol TE/g and 95.5 umol Fe®'/g,
respectively. After DBD plasma-assisted glycation for 5 min, the endogenous fluorescence, ultraviolet absorption intensity,
the relative content of o-helix, sulthydryl group content and surface hydrophobicity (P<0.05) of S-LG significantly
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decreased, whereas the average particle size and the relative content of f-fold increased. In conclusion, DBD plasma-

assisted glycation can effectively improve the antioxidant activity of 5-LG by changing its structure.
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B-FLEREE A . 1, 1R S 2- = g L8 (1,1-
diphenyl-2-picryl-hydrazyl radical, DPPH) 1 [E [~
WRIE AR A BN FL; o-FU0E REETTRFERRIL
223 I A PR A 75 8-78 i -1-Z5 1i#f 18 ( 8-anilino-1-
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AR (2-f FEZKE B R ) (5,5'-dithio bis-(2-nitrobenzoic
acid), DTNB) . H K 1/ (3000 U/mg) . R4 i
(250 U/mg) " g 22 so kA b AT BRAS /)5 =tk
WE = I 1% (tripyridine triazine, TPTZ) L iFIHL T
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IRERRY  Fit: Tecan 23 H]; PHSJ-3F %Y pH i
VA RS AT B2 F] 5 Chirascan [l 0%
1%  YL[E Applied Photophysics 2\ &]; F-7000 #I%5Y
4r6EETHE H AR Hitachi 2\ H); ChemiDoc Go %4k
R NMAR R G 4 Bio-Rad 22 Fl; Nano-ZS90
FIGKBEO R AL P2 E Malvern 23 H] .
1.2 EWFEE
1.2.1 FESRALER % B-LG FIFLBELL 1:1 g9 f & Lk
VA TR 22 vh ¥ (0.01 mol/L, pH6.5) i, {85 [k
JEh 4 mg/mL, Eild FIRGY5]. 4 DBD %51
RTE 57.6 W IR T 43 5I%) p-LG W LI K f-LG i
FUIPHR G VEWALER 1, 3 A1 5 min, {#i f-LG S5FLHF%
RSN, AR ZRAL BRI B-LG AEIXTIE . AT
FEMMZE 3K ABIERTE 10000 r/min #YE 10 min, 725
PRI E NS TN AR IR 2 vhik, T2 DA g
FRFLIR, DL BRA T R BRI NG F IS R o
DBD 458 T AR4E T 1, 3 F1 5 min BRE 056 4%
S P1. P3 Fil P5, &5 BSR4 Bl e b A 2 1. 3.
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OPA)(40.0 mg)¥% T 1.0 mL HEE, A 20% (w/w)
+ T e EE B ER 44 (SDS) 2.5 mL. #i#» (0.1 mol/L)
25.0 mL. S-FiIL LB 100 L, FHEBE T KERE
50.0 mL, il #& % OPA 7. HX 1.0 mL OPA 5]
55 50.0 uL £ DBD 55 B 4% B St A Ab 28 DL K.
RAPFERIRE SRS, LA 1.0 mL OPA 1 50.0 uL 7543

IK REs FXTRR, =R W 5 min, £E 340 nm A E W
., DG HTTEAZ LA (1),
DG(%) = A”;A‘ x 100 ® (D
0

b, Ay i B-LG PRSI SCEEE, A 55
TG B e o B G R
1.2.3 FEHAMM  BAETH 5 min B9 f-LG BT 2=
BTk, IRV pH = 2.5, Il A B & M i
(2000 U/mL), HEFE HALWE R 1 mg/mL, IR5))/5
TE 37 C BER/KE R P EF# 120 min, FH 1 mol/L
NaOH ¥ B & (B it i i) pH P2 7.5, I ARER
HEE(100 U/mL), IRSJJSTE 37 °C EEf# 120 min, 45
7= 1PN s =i B | N 2 S | ) s Y3
0. 60. 120. 180 Fl 240 min B BUEE . B-LG. P5 Fll
G5 FEAMEBHE 240 min 5 RIRER 564 R f-LG-
X. P5-X F1 G5-X.,
1.2.4 DPPH A MHIIEBRAEESIAIIE  RATE
SEUST 7 M LA R st e i e AR R . PR AR S AR
ALFHAS AT B IE] | A5 85 T A5H Bl 3640 A BAS [R] Bsf ]
FIfE I EA L B0 DPPH [ FHIEIERRAES . FoHl—2
e BE 1Y) Trolox Hr#EVE W (0. 50, 100, 150, 200 FiI
250 pmol/L), HX 1 mL Fr#EE MK 1 mg/mL
FURE AT S 4 mL DPPH %% (0.2 mmol/L % T H
B ) Y EJIR A TR, RGO 30 min, 517 nm P K AR
EHIWSERE . XFHERH PBS ISR AT, AR
PEPRUERTZR (y=—0.0027x+0.7567, R*>=0.9995)i15AE
fh A DPPH H A 3RIEFREE ST, &5 R FBR N g HHA
A& Trolox 4+ (umol TE/g) o
1.2.5 #EAFRES (FRAP)IIIGE  RAH Zagury %61
B 7 15 DL Bk 315 I 5F FRAP, CBf 2 BR8N 2% wh ik
(300 mmol/L, pH3.6) . TPTZ % % ( 10 mmol/L) FlI
FeCl;(20 mmol/L) =Fhi##k#% 10: 1: 1 (v/vV)IRETY
5149 8] TPTZ T AE W o FC il ¥ BESF 0. 25, 50,
75 F1 100 umol/L B% FeSO, I MAE N — R IR IER
Wo B 1 mL b 3RRE 578 MR s bR 3 W (FeSO, %
W5 4 mL TPTZ TAEWIR A, 593 nm KA &
R SGE, X R TPTZ TAEWR .. MRIEbRdEil <
(y=0.003x+0.0978, R*>=0.9996 ) 3154 HFE i i 2k i 5
BE I, G5 R ERRRNEE ¢ EATE Fe 19 24 = (umol
Fe?'/g).
1.2.6 &S5
1.2.6.1 SDS-PAGE 43#7 =& Luo %517 fy3m
LA sh, VT S AR N 1 mg/mL, B 80 pL kb

B P AE B TARLL PR 5 min ., 45 ES TAARMH BB R L
AbFE 5 min M RS PORE S, ISR EARZE vh
W, 75336 5 min, BAISIREL 10 pL AL, 5B Bk )3
R 15%, AR N 6%, HLIKSFESHE 70 V it
47 30 min, 2RJ57E 120 V FIHMTHELR., g5R)5
B e, FH 0.5% & Bl i R-250 L aseke, It
TERAS AT,

1.2.6.2 RiARFEHEAIE SR Ma U8 19753500
LISl 5 I RE b RE S RiAs . AL, FHBEiREh o
R (0.01 mol/L, pH6.5) ¥4 A~ [R] FF: i 145 W BE =2
0.5 mg/mL, JHE.LHLZE 10000 r/min K 5.0 10 min,
SRIGTE 25 °C T FH YNBSSz Hok A N
AL, IERBRIT N 11 IRPIHIETT 10 s, P 120 s,
TE 173°HU A T S 7RI . 55 h S SR SChRUERRAE
BT (SOP) A H sh3kA5.

1.2.6.3 WIEZOGGIERN SHAhmE Sl iy
¥, FH 0.01 mol/L. pH7.0 YRR EL 2% vhis ok iR
FEM R BRI N 0.5 mg/mL, & S5k w
Shy: BRI 280 nm, HHEHEE 1200 nm/min FYE
Bl 300~420 nm, HLE K 400 V, 30E RN & Se4s 55 )5
o8 5 nm, AT =R,

1.2.6.4 SRAMIBOERERI 275 Ma 808 (19 J77k,
B AR S 25 3 KRS R 0.05% (w/v),
SR AN A] DL RETHAE 25 °C R REATINNE, 2
UV OGHEFIIE AL Bl S 250~400 nm, SR (8] fg
1.0 nm, FAFHR BRI B Sk i, AR R
1.2.6.5 JFEFILMEFILEHZMME R Liu
SERO [ T LA S e e AR S i B
Bi 4 mg 5,5- " BRAC-X 2-AH HE2K B IR (DTNB ) % fi#
7E 1 mL Tris-H % i% -SDS 2% ' #& (0.1 mol/L Tris.
0.1 mol/L H & l# . 4 mmol/L EDTA. 0.5% SDS
(w/v) . pHS.0) 4l £ Ellman iX5F] ., BrEESE T &
8 mol/L JRZE 1Y Tris- H Z2-SDS 22 miifi v, ftlf HZK
W 1 mg/mL, B 1 mL 5 5 pL (19 Ellman &5
G, IR EWAESIR T EDEICE: 30 min, 7E 412 nm
BV I WO CEEARL, DA i o i S
AR AH W] A 0 S s L L, (B PBS 2%
HRACES 8 mol/L JRE . 43 AR HE A= (2) Fn(3) i1
LRI R F I o

R . As,
KB (umol/g) = 7353% ® ()
5 B S5 (umol/g) = % ® (3

Kb As, BT EZIRFBE W IFESLTE 412 nm
b B SERE, As, A T AS B PR RIS W B RE fh TR
412 nm ZMMRSGRE, C SRR (mg/mL) o
1.2.6.6 FHEGFKRMEMRE MBI Wang EPY 174,
SR ANS IR 2 25 AR i 1) R T B K P,
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0.1. 0.25 F1 0.5 mg/mL /9 B-LG ¥, I 1 mL #5 R
J& By B-LG ¥ WA 10 pL 8 mmol/L fY ANS ¥ &
(0.01 mol/L, pH7.0) IR, Kl 2565w i . S8k
S B RPN 390 nm, EHTIEI K 470 nm. Bkak
PEEH N 10 nm. DL B-LG AU AR AR, LADEG
58 B AP AR R IVERRZR, FRmiEK M (H)) 3G Lk
PREER
1.2.6.7 B OGIENE  RAZEEER ki
LA sh, AR @i B-LG B9 2 gh#aaE i
FE o B L IRFEMME VI E 0.2 mg/mL, 2EASGIEHN
1 mm Y@ML, DA KRR has 4, R
BE . FARE EFAE 5543 5 B 100 nm/min, 190~
260 nm Al 1 nm, F-MAEMEE ZME . SR
CDNN Pro #4110 a-MR0E . p-HTE . B-54 MAFNTCHL
il AR B B
1.3 B

T AR S R FoR B E bR 22, LA %K
YE A 3 1~ F47. RA SPSS 27.0 # 4w 5 2= 43
(Analysis of variance, ANOVA) F5 5 119 F /)™ b 35 P
25543 M1 Al Duncan 35Xt 5250 B e 14 725 5 M
437, % Origin 2021 #4442
2 FERS57h
2.1 HEENIEESH

7 DBD %58 FIRMIEH T, B-LG MEIL 56
JEHRIIRIL & 2B LR 6, B RS 2 2k B | BRI
i 1 iR, DBD 45 B F 4403 1 min B, B-LG 19
WEILALRRE R 20.3%, AbHH 5 min BPHEILALTR RS o
BEINA] 40.1%(P<0.05) . X—IZE A fejZE 2y DBD
S B AR AL FR T R HR A TG P B T R AL ER R
P LA, R IE T SR EE ARG R P . [RIRE,
Ji GEPRRE AEAE 45 B8 2R 11 5 0 SROBHR G O A 2
60 °C J5, {1 /1] DBD % & A4 FE 1.5 min /5, Bkt
AEFREEIRE) 21.62%, SASCLERARML, X FAHAEE
TR BT LA ORI R A S e RS S, &
HAA I AR LU S R i3 TR, BEE TP, Nooshkam
SEPDS RIS E A B YITE 90 °C T SRBIRLE A I

50

——i

40 T

30+

20

WAL TR (%)
o

10 -

TG G3 Gs
K1 DBD 45T IARA BT B-LG HESL LR L A2
Fig.1 Effect of DBD plasma-assisted glycosylation
on the glycosylation degree of f-LG
T ANR/NG iR R 225 13 (P<0.05); [ 2~ 4. [&] 6.
P 8~I51 9 [l

S DBE AL R VAR B 90 min, & INFLIE I HT4A
A s e i 2 HE T . Mengibar 25PN ¥ AR E 4T 21
AIEPESE RS B-LG 7E 40 °C T 7 d, KA
LG p-LG WIPTEALIE RS T 2~3 1%, HEAJR
i S A 7/ OB NN WA kA Wl NE R M (B Y[ Dp =8
TR 3 A A4 i A LA RS TR A -S4 B SR T
PHARRE 1A P, AL, FER N LR, B T a4
WATRE & A B W AR A, S 80 Z BT H AR 19
SILRIRILRFEDT
2.2 DBD FEFAEEERE LIRS f-LG DPPH:
TEREE DRI

anE 2 Frs, p-LG 1) DPPH- i 5 HE F1 B & AL 3
B TR 7% 2 35 T 3 5 . BA i DBD &% B T R 4b B
1 min A1 3 min 5 DBD 4§ B F {448 Bl w3k 1k 4b 3
1 min B, B-LG 1% DPPH-VE R HE J1 5 AR AL BHZHAH b
A WAL (P>0.05) . 4l DBD 45 5 A4t
PHASFTE]EG N5 5 min B, Trolox 245344 117.7 umol
TE/g, DBD %5 & 1 {4 %fi Bh Bl 3% 1k 4 ¥ 5 min B
Trolox X4 iK% 129.8 umol TE/g, 5 ARALFEZHAH 1L
W R (P<0.05) . X T EJ2 E S DBD 455 14
AbFTRR A, B R 0 R A PR AR A R BE R TR
iR 3Z#|-OH 1 HO, iy, AR T B P A H 5
R RIS, B T BA mh U e RE =
Pyes, A, B E  T B A A B3k, NS
DPPH-JE il fa <& ) DPPH-H 41L& 9, i DBD 4%
B TARGENSAR P ILAL SN, R It, DBD 455 T4

T BobE B AL AL 2SR 5 1) DPPH-IE BR e ) E— 2
Tl

Eﬂ 140

m B b a

= —=—

3 120¢ b I

_\R% 100} ¢ c c .

& 80 -

i L

e 60

H 40}

m

E 20+

A 0

p-LG Pl P3 P5 Gl G3 G5

K2 AR p-LG DPPH - WEERAE S (520
Fig.2 Effects of different treatments on the DPPH scavenging
ability of f-LG

2.3 DBD HFETA4HENEE LIRS 4-LG BIEEIE
[R&ESIHOS M

FRAP 385 FHF e A PiEsE 1 EH
TR SE TR FNZ2 IRV E AR RO BE T, i Bk 2 4R
B FHRALLS P, o HAA U S e 1 e s 1
Fer'' i 3 filrsN, £85d DBD 45 55 A4 BE N
DBD 255 T A5 Db AL AL B B-LG AR RE
J1 5 ARAN LA b 2 = (P<0.05), FH- HL B Ab 3
B Ia] AN, 254 B4H P B-L.G IR IR BE T AN WTHE
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RIAE | 4F: A0 BBH PR A B A IR (T p-FLBR TR BT AU TG RS0 SRR R IE 79 -

o AL 5 min B, Bl DBD 4% B 1 {4 4k B N
DBD 255 A48 B bE S bAC R p-LG BRI EE
F1M\ 20.8 umol Fe*'/g 535l B & 2] T 56.7 pmol
Fe*/g il 75.1 pmol Fe*'/g (P<0.05) . M &5 H 7T %,
%t DBD 55 B T A Sl Bl b 3k £b Ab BEAA [5] B 18] 19 -
LG MIEREJREBE ST/ T2l DBD 453 AU B A 25
M, 455 5 DPPH-ISFRAES] —3 . AR -
LG Pria e I node T 225 n i S B-LG L5 nANH]
AR DL R B H R L R RE 0 Sk i AN R R EE B
K, Ma ZEP & B, BB a-FLIEE 5 A
HRIPBE LA = 2 B DT LRE 71 W 3 v TR s
ANERAY) o-FLIEE M X DPPH [ HIEEBRECR
RIS SIS B 53T, B B-LG EIX AU
PR FE P RELH T 22 524000 ) 3R BRAE 71, 13X R
— W, FEAS R P E AT R G, HERELH SR
I H R BRI UL ] BEAPAE i 5 25 7, iX 5 Li 480
B IS AR, FREE IR TTAE PS 5 G5 Priafbae 1 &
5%, NIHKT PS5, GS 4HRESHRHTE, DEF TR SEToT o

5w} %
o b
= 6ol
g d
"R 40 - € f
09
\‘H:I,'-' g
% 20}
ey
0 1 1 1 1 1 1
pLG Pl P3 P5 Gl G3 G5

B3 R[ELLFEXT B-LG il 5 RE 1 (52
Fig.3 Effects of different treatments on the FRAP of 5-LG

2.4 JKEEXT B-LG IR EE IR
EHREKHZ IS, G2 kA BAE, 2
M HAT A ARTE RS, AnE 4A BT, BEE K A#ITa] R
FEK, B-LG 1Y) DPPH H IS BRBESI AW SR . AT
B 2 )5, B-LG KA T /N TR IEERR, 2%
#& i Cys. Trp Fl Tyr 5550 2 By sabi A bIE P19 24
FEPRFRILPY, FE KM B A, BePEAR TR AY B-LG 1Y
DPPH H HHEIEBRBE ST & TARALFILH, Hor DBD 45
B TARSR B R ZH B, G5-X 4 DPPH [ f 3
75 B8 BE J1 35 % 193.5 umol TE/g, o 35 /= T F
DBD %55 F A4 F112H (170.2 pmol TE/g) FAAAERZH
(137.7 umol TE/g) (P<0.05). TEX 4B 1, BE 5L 4k
R RE K il B b AR fe ke 45 DPPH [ Hi 3%
1 BREE 1 3EAR—3L, P5-X HI G5-X HERIR JFHE 13k
%] 93.0 umol Fe*'/g Fll 96.5 umol Fe?t/g, it &= T
o &b P ZH 1Y 44.6 umol Fe?'/g( P<0.05) . 5 0L Hh,
Li 25059 ffF 5 & BBE AL A B ) LTS 8] I 2K i L
BARME LA A B ) LI AR R B B R P AT
P, B O] AR ZLIE 8 25, 7 A 2 HoA 0
PUEALRE T KBRS 3R, LLIREINE R A 3ty
H . Zou 5P i B i 43 #1 Z 81 DBD 45 55 1K

A BiPRERE A AR BEAT DG A O B T RS A BB
FARE A DTFIOL L, FFH2 i B i B /K353, AT
FEARATR ISUVLER 3 H OTH AR RS TR . IR, DBD 455
TG B L A AL B AT RE il FRAIK B-LG BT Ak
TRV, A 22 0T N IR, SRAEE 2200 [
LR A AP0, DT i 1 AR BRZH it M BT
teiE .

) 200
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Fig.4 Effect of hydrolysis on antioxidant capacity of f-LG

2.5 B-LG G4t

2.5.1 SDS-PAGE 43#r &l 5 A ANIEANEEX] B-LG
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absorption spectra (B) of f-LG after different treatments
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