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Isolation and Purification Method of Membrane-bound
Polyphenol Oxidase in Fuji Apple

Liu Fang Gan Zhilin Zhao Jinhong Wen Xin Ni Yuanying
( College of Food Science and Nutritional Engineering, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract; Enzymatic browning was mainly associated with polyphenol oxidases which were able to act
with phenolic compounds in the presence of molecular oxygen and decreased the commercial quality,
organoleptic acceptance and nutritional value of the product. Membrane-bound polyphenol oxidase
(mPPO) in Fuji apple ( Malus domestica Borkh. cv. Red Fuji) was purified by using temperature-
induced phase partitioning technique, ammonium sulfate fractional precipitation and DEAE Sepharose
Fast Flow ion exchange column chromatography, and analyzed by using tandem mass spectrometry (LC —
MS/MS). The best conditions for isolation and purification were ultrasonic extraction for 10 min, 50% ~
80% saturation of ammonium sulfate precipitation, and gradient elution with 0. 1 mol/L NaCl. The mPPO
was purified by 64. 30 folds with a high specific activity (387 032.97 U/mg). The Native — PAGE and
SDS — PAGE were single bands for mPPO and the purified mPPO was a dimmer of a subunit with a
molecular weight of 67 kDa. The results by mass spectrometry analysis and comparison in protein database
showed that the purified protein was a polyphenol oxidase.
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J5 3 W) AL T AR EROBLIR S5 20 4% b, X
g O A T W A N VR B A e e A
AL AWZ KRR PPO F LSS AR A A, 3
Frh AR 8% ~15% 7 WA ATES £
AL R 1 ST B LR SR B T B 2 R IS A
BZHAALMATFR D . ACEBURE L5 8
RIS B, WE TS 45 75 2 W A AL Y 73 B A Ak 7 i
PREICH LE i Ty B 0 B2 B v 09 I A A S 2 I AL T
(mPPO) , LU S mPPO 1 57 I B 1Y T8 A BF ¢ F1 3
R I A AR I Al o

1 #PEFZE

L1 ERt5NE

JoRE: BGR BE AL LSE R O A ARG ) 1
FI b 5036 J S8BT ,4°C DR AR I

A R RO AL (CR2IG I AL, H A H 57
N ) s A8 UE 3 (Stirring Cell 8050 %, ZE [H
Minipore /A 7] ) ; M4l K #% (2000D %, b 5t K KA #%
IR T s AR WA 560 B 3 (UV 1800 #Y, H A
Shimadzu 7y &) ) ; H 3k f§ ( Mini — PROTEAN 4 Cell
B, 3¢ [ Bio-Rad 24 H]) s LKA (DYY —2 &Y, Jb 5t
NG ) s EABRZ RGBT AER )
EArR M (YC—1 B JE st BE A H ) s HD — 4 Y
HL A% R AR (58 50) K U4 . D100B B %5 i 5 1] ik
iR (L#\HEWP AL ). nanoACQUITY
UPLC B i S0 A 535 R U IC 4 A 3 JEAE 8% (36
[E Waters Micromass %\ #] ) ; Synapt High Definition
Mass Spectrometry Jii i {% ( 3% [E Waters Micromass 2
Al
1.2 mPPO ERHRKFHHHE

B SR pk v W e, im A 0. 05 mol/L pH {4 6.8
AP B IR A AT R ZE W (& 2%
PVPP) Bl kb 1: 1,47 ,4°C F 10 000 r/min &
L 20 min, JT 153 98 WK 7% 25 BB A 150 mL Tris-
HCI (pH {H 6. 8) 2% ¥ .0. 25% Triton X — 100 =] 3¢
FEor B BEATHRE 1.2 .3 4 hy A 40P 5 (10 15 min,
KRG 4°C F 11 000 r/min B 0> 15 min, B T VK56
30 min, 4R J5 35°C K ¥ A£ IR 15 min, 25C F & .0
15 min, FEWED K mPPO, I 5@ R[] i B 8] &%
ot P A BT ) T ) A e AR BT VR S T
1.3 mPPO % Eg $2 70 i (8 70 B Y i 1%

AT AT 2 e o A S HEL Tt 9 v, 5 HE %8 20 %
A0, #E 30 min J5,12 000 r/min .0 15 min , %
UUTEYIVR VRORAE , BT A b0 YO0 A PR B 22 — 1 Al
J¥ 30% , 5 184 H BRI B AN 85% g ik Uk
FEPUVE, I 2 0.05 mol/L 11 i B8 £k 22 vh 1A TR

(pH fH 6. 8) ¥ UL UL JE Wy 14 it , 75 FH [R) A% 14 22 vh i
WAE 4°C 2T AT 24 b, 300 1) B 466 2% vl 4 IR
FEEE WG, FE 9 000 r/min,4°C £ 14 F &0 20 min,
FEULRED W W T RN B . A PPO
T P 0 e AR A A R i 8 o AL ) B R AR A
1.4 mPPO BT MIERENFHIIEEF

28T IR B T E J5 375 M B R AR 1 B R, N AE T
£ 50 mmol/L @2 2% v (pH {H 6. 8) V- i) DEAE
Sepharose Fast Flow FH & F 38 # /£ (1.0 cm x
10 em) , i1~ 22 o vh 8 400 mL, SR J5 9E 47 I 4k
Ve -

NaCl £k £ %6 )i (0 ~ 0.5 mol/L): I & 0 ~
0.5 mol/L NaCl,pH {H 6. 8 [ 8 ik 2% v #ik 2L 180 mL
PEAT AR LU, Ve E 0 0. 3 mL/min, 45 3 mL,
SHM IRy 280 nm, G £ PPO 6 M R
PPO i PR . K BT 45 B e A9 45 11 B4 73 2230 kDa
RSB DB R A S A

NaCl 4386 FE e (0.0.1.0.2.0.4.0. 5 mol/L) ;
S & 0.0.1,0.2.0.4.0.5 mol/L NaCl, pH {&
6. 8 WYl IR 22 M #E A7 U 8L, 451> B e B 40 mL,
Ve 9 0.3 mL/min, 448 3 mL, 540 0 <
9280 nm, Kl 44 PPO T 1, W £k PPO 3% P
N BT A R R 2 BT 0 28 30 kDa R 8 B0
wAi 5w
L5 ZESAEEENEFENEE

PPO fEAL A AL B 28I W , BE A LA (B 2R 1 I
AL DA R I AL BE A I TA] B SE I, RO
JE 2 AN T 78 KON R WD Ba B B, LI ' BE A I
[F1) 2 20 P 3o 1, AT 3 e W O B X I ) ) R 26 1 5
S 1 o AE 300 ~900 nm i K38 A AT 42 1K 4
o B 3K, DL E AR RS .

A 0 LAAR AR W o RO R W, Tk
0. 05 mol/L .pH {H 6. 8 [ 2 2% #h J& it ik, 0. 2 mol/L
AR 7R I AR R IS WA . K 0.5 mL Uk
LI 2.5 mL (I P WO A, £ 20°C T 4 ot
DGR E RS WRTE 60 s N 410 nm YL BE AR
oo —AE T BAL(U) 5E SCHTED E A4 T 1 min
S BE AR 0. 001 BT 1 i ik
L6 EARENE

RS Bradford 3 k7 28 (1 FCRE IO E " AE
FRYEISE T, HE S % il 5 2 G — 250 ek A
545 BB W AE 595 nm Ab B AR R I Wi e

(BSA) b ifiE i 1 N AR i 2 1, 22 AR v 4. AR O
B o 2SR R B
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1.7 SDS - PAGE Hjk

SDS — PAGE Hi K H1 5R JH #4 ¥k 4 52 F1 73 5 e Tt
B 4% FO12% o AF 5L 22 i (SDS
500 mg B-Fi A LME 0.5 g H il 3 mL R B #E 4 mg,
1 mol/L pH {H 6.8 ) Tris-H & 2 mL, EX &
10 mL) 58 1 # 10 pL S5 R BUR 4, WK 2%
5min M EREE N 15 pL, Marker M5 Lo e 45
JE b I TR g 75V, 2 gORHRT R A B RS
HHER R 110V,

HL UK 56 B8 Ja, /1N o0 B 358 1 7. BRIV 56 I T PR i
Pl (AR T AR h g A, A, 2 ikl
T, T 56 v J5 P R IS I A5 R e LA B i H
KA. SDS — PAGE [ it Marker Jy: B R LT b,
97. 4 kDa; 4= IfiL ¥ ¥ & H, 66. 2 kDa; S L3 & H,
43.0 kDa; 4§k R BF 1§, 31. 0 kDaj i 5§ 40 1 5,
20. 1 kDa; 7 i, 14. 4 kDa,

1.8 Native — PAGE H k%

Native — PAGE R 3K H 2R FI 9 ¥ 4 5 A 0 5 i
TR B B R 4% R 12% o RE S v (CH
3mL, /R ¥ 4 mg,1 mol/L,pH {H 6.8 Y Tris-H &
B2 2 mL, EA R 10 mL) 5H AR 10 wl AR
fro BERVHY EAERE 25 WL, Marker 5 pl. 76
JE 80V R HEATHIIK . HUKEERE, BRI A THE
FHBERE A8 & G0 AR b B i R 4 o Native — PAGE
HH B Marker Jy: HUR R ER 3 H , 669 kDa; & i 8k
H 1,440 kDa; 3 % 1k 2B, 232 kDa; 3L R B %0,
140 kDa; 4 I35 25 1 ,66 kDa,

ML UK 2 B S AL T (PPO) e 52 2 (525 IR S
#k[13],0.06% 4878 — 1z (0. 01 mol/L B[R % %) .
1. 0% 4528 — W .0. 05 mol/L pH {f 6.8 B iR 22 v ik
3 PP AR L) 1 30 IR G 8% W 3k & v,
HL VK 58 B8 G B BE SR b, R AT B, O
Ve, IR IR I A
1.9 EAMRK LC-MS/MS 4347
1.9.1 KNEFY)

2% D E RO EA AT TR T,
BI 1 mm® (R, B F Eppendorf 4 i Jii 5, F H%3
B ORGSO 58 4 T, IR 8 1 275 01 s ik
TN EEY) . BAARRAEI T - T Eppendorf 4 F1 AT A
2 pL 4 0.05 pg Trypsin, 0.1% n-dodecyl-B-D-
maltoside .25 mmol/L NH,HCO, ¥ & i 18 i ki (0. 1%
n-dodecyl-B-D-maltoside 25 mmol/L NH,HCO, )
1.9.2 MALDI - TOF — MS 43 #7 i) 25 14

* % E BRUKER 7/ &) ReflexTM III 7Y %t it
o 1 RO A T PR B AT I [ J5E % ( MALDI - TOF —
MS) SCHEAT I AE 5 B g A I 7 X RAT A K 3 ms

WOt A% P 337 nm fin i B K 20 KV, S GFE R
23 kV,

itk B o~ HE-4-52 5L N EE R (o-CCA, Bruker
NEDIETE 0. 1% =F LR 50% LAEH W+, il
SRR AN, B0 L pl ERHCS 1l BRBEER IR
WAFARBUR G, WL wL e 8 b 2k AE 1 I i
FrRm .
1.9.3 LC—ESI—MS/MS 437 MBI JFE 6 R

LC — ESI - MS/MS 73 #r iy i 4 K = A2 1y b= 2
WD B S A SE . e X 5 SR AE Mascot
St BLAST $idfs 2 46 2 58 1 o

2 HR5WR

2.1 ABERHIIRE

i B B TR BCA A PPO PRI
Jit 2% o fo AR BB pH fEL 6. 8 R L 10 1. PR
M 0. 05 mol/L fihy i TR S — M — FT AR R 2% i
A 2% AT R R 0 s Be i (PVPP) o PVPP
P W B 22 3 2 I, Tl s 5 R

M mPPO 55 882K Wy % A 2 B BT 46 X
SR GEHEAT 3 U 300 ~ 900 nm I Br i fi . AP
Py V5 -5 T S A B 1 300 ~ 900 nm 403 455 114 W%
Wed i WIE Lo i L RUE ), 7E P 410 nm 4F
A E B3 WHEZ AR AE 410 nm 48 B[R] 4
BETHE I, AT LA E mPPO S AL 284 — 1l 4 7
Y5 2 WA O 410 nm, 358 A mPPO 5 PR3 &
410 nm ZE0E

1 300 ~900 nm 4 KA
Fig. 1 Scanning in wavelength of 300 ~900 nm

M T Rl DU A AR BN RT AR K 46 4
SEICE a] , 10 HL AT LA $2 O 58 43, mPPO 3 ) B 3%
i TR 4°CiIRE 4 h (p<0.05) , HAHRIK 10 min
i, mPPO [ J) 3 5 TR A 42 L S min & 15 min
WIS 7 (p <0.05) o {H A 2 H 10 min B F G )
5K 4CRIE 4 h IWIENIF LR EEZR (p >
0.05) ,{H 7 $2HL 10 min A] DL R 45 56 42 HCR ]
BT LAER 75 40 3 10 min £y mPPO HH B % £ B 5%
(ESrac g
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F1 REEFAREEX mPPO & %200

Tab.1 Influence of extraction method and time on mPPO activity
PO B 1] W%/ (U-mL ") K 1 Bt/ mg 3% 3/ (U-mg™")
1h 602 134 1 142° 96.5 £2.5¢ 6239.73 +101.2¢
4°CiZ 42 2h 707 566 +2 1071 105.4 +1.9°¢ 6713.15 +99. 8"
4 h 901 102 =2 501° 116.8 +2.8" 7714.91 £87.5*
5 min 904 211 =1 085° 121.4 +3.1° 7448.20 +121. 3"
R R A P 10 min 1171000 £2279* 150.5 +2.2* 7780.73 £145.2*
15 min 1 005 420 +2 654" 155.9 +4.5* 6449.13 +£104.5°¢
VRN R [ — 81 2 A B2 5 (p <0.05) .
2.2 MEBIRE L& . 7140
T s Lte 3=r 3 . N i —%— A
T2 HEAT R B LU BN L 0 B R T 16 . e &“u‘x Ji20
> Y=Y ) - %
8 AR P 96 L0 HF o I 2 oo B e i
T H 7 B R 4 18 R FE 30% ,40% \50% \60% I UL 3 2 A ,41 \[ \ 1,2
N e o s | A4 180 2
HORIE (8%, 5% 8T 70% (80% i ULYE 1 B ol L\ 3
FI95 8 (p <0.05) FEMLFNE 40% HEHITTE H ok e £ o 08y *X L -60§
TEB IR B 1L 80% e L 3% 1 835 7 L o or | EE SV T
i (p <0.05) . HURE 30% B L i J) AT . LI 2 T | N
AT L, M FIEE y 20% B, FU TR 7 e, (E o | J
TR R UUE MO U REPER 25, BT 24 h S WIS B R R
o

LR 80% (KA ARFIH ) . 50% ~80% M FE T I
TG 3R 16 G MO AR 6 R R R AT R B O R0 S
LR ¥ 50% ~ 80% 43 R ULYE Jo 19 g L I 1
32001.33 U/mg, Lb J5t #H B W /9 Lo 0% 0 38 Jm 1
25981.71 U/mg,

B3 0~0.5mol/L NaCl £t 3k i il 2%
Fig.3 Chromatographic elution profile of mPPO

with a liner gradient of 0 ~0. 5 mol/L

B Ay #erm ) B2 NaCl e B (1 T 5 11— P4 by
B, A W W BRI, B0 ~ 0.5 mol/L

NaCl B B U Ji I A RE 18 21 73 B 4G AL A9 ROR

14000~ 1038
12000 - L% 7 ~0.7
% SOEA R ]
Jos
~10000} ) ]
o0 H0.5 2
g § N E
5 8000F S\ % loa &
R =
#6000 NN 1 O
ke Jo.3 ¥
4000 —\ N los
2000+ §/§/§ @: 0.1
0 0
20 30 40 350 60 70 80
T BR E LR L /%
P2 A [ AR T A R e D VE

TE I H A I, 24 2R A 1% NaCl i)~ iy 22 i
PEAT VRIS, B — A~ Y & Wi e, BB AN
NaCl B V-1 22 vh W REVE T R 4822 B, MR AT O
0.1.0.2.0.4.0.5 mol/L NaCl #3185 2% wh ik 76 #6 &
Ve FR b, A VR BE R BT, 34 AR R 0
H 1 0.4 mol/L Fi1 0.5 mol/L NaCl ¥ & [ kIR
WA ARy (BT 4, fHL I R P R A g Xof 7 ) TR T AR o
ifii 0. 1 mol/L NaCl ¥ J5 I i f5e K, HAES 25.26
27 I A o P, mPPO A5 Z M), e He ik i h

Fig.2 Percentage ammonium sulphate precipitate fraction

2.3 BTFHBREEN

DEAE Sepharose Fast Flow J& 55 [H 5 F 3¢ ##e #
X IR P £ 1 B H AT AR iR A W B BE T o A IR ER VR i 22
PRV, R M AR 1 BT AT LA 7R T M R B AE AR B
17T JHC Al 2, T e I R R T 5 5 ) A 1) A O Y
AR REER L. K&t 80% B R AR M R B AT S
B3 B A A R B 4 DEAE Sepharose Fast Flow
HET &

Hi P 3 mT DL, 6 B Uk M i A2 vP i 5 B NaCl 3%
JE A TR T — BLARLE I I HA LA I E H T
BFEX A HAEAE (K 280 nm 4b 54K

2.1 11200
—%— Ay -¢§
18} h, L qroso
sl & 1900
7‘* 750 T
REI— lr\ \ . E
< / * o) {600 2
0.9r 2
* \ &‘ \ Jas0 &
068 1 &\A Tl 1300
} \}f‘n R
0.3F \ A %
y m,“fg“‘y%ﬁ T s \AXJA‘/XA‘L 150
et | TR Vel ugd, e A A"0
0 10 20 3q(ﬂ 40 50 60
(=R

K4 0.0.1.,0.2.0.4.0.5 mol/L NaCl ¥/l £
Fig.4 Chromatographic elution profile of mPPO with
gradients of 0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.5 mol/L
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0.1 mol/L # NaCl 4T Bk Mt , 16 5 B 15 fi e 09 % Mt
BOCER JBER e
2.4 SUERSN

N2 frow & LS R A mPPO LR I 22 3 B
MR ¥ £h T \DEAE Fast Flow #E)ZHr7r B )5 , galife 1
64.30 £, Zaini 2" K 1.5% Triton X — 114,
40% ~ 80% i |2 4 T UE L hitrap phenyl sepharose high
performance column }% superdex 200HR 10/30 column
2EfEaE BOR mPPO B 4B A BN 14,1 4%l 1o
15.16 U/mg, 5B Eb , AW 58 1 4l Ak 5 B3R o T

3%, i 4S8 mPPO HIE 1 KK T HiA
Y 4l fL B mPPO, L UTALAR (91,5 U/mg) ™ i
F (4952 U/mg) ",

K FH SDS — PAGE #E Ji5 At 3k #6900 206 £ I 1) i 98
O A W R - 250 AT A Y, 45 R B oR N
—H B (B 5a), o+ 520K 67 kDa, & T i
T R R . Native — PAGE #E K¢ L Uk K
4 B8 4l Ak 5 i 2 1, 45 SR S s ok B — o kT
([ 5b) 4> T &2k 130 kDa, % B mPPO fy i %
67 kDa 1] 8R4k,

%2 ELt mPPOREIEBREILFNIRGULEHETN

Tab.2 Purification of mPPO from Fuji apple

alifb 2 B A/ mL KL /U RVE H B/ mg Fi% £1/(Usmg ™) R/ % ER IR
1. 5% Triton X — 100 #1 4 150 951 100 158. 01 6019.62 100 1
S 100 659 800 72. 60 9088. 15 45.95 1.51
50% ~80% T 2 & UL I 14 240010 7.50 32001. 33 10.33 5.32
DEAE Fast Flow #: 2 #f 50 35220 0.09 387 032.97 1.21 64.30

B'5  #ifk)i mPPO g SDS — PAGE Fil Native — PAGE [
Fig.5 SDS—PAGE and Native — PAGE analysis of
purified mPPO
(a) SDS—PAGE (b) Native — PAGE 4554 — i} s 5,

(c¢) Native — PAGE 2% 22 5 Y (4,

2.5 FUESITERE

AR 4 E BT A AR B, R LG -
ESI— MS/MS #4770 4. Ji b 8 1 28 19 3 1 il g
Ja R E R K Beitk A LC — ESI - MS/MS 17

JRE A BT, A S A5 S, BT A5 T 25 SR 4 Mascot
S BLAST %4l B R 5, 45 i U e 25 (1 o 2 2 s
(Malus domestica ) %) 2 19 %6 1L 1§ ( polyphenol oxidase
Ila) , J§ %12 & 384563679, UL fif B 43 (K 1 113.76
gy E o 51.67%

3 it

(1) #isE T mPPO 4 AL« KL WK 48 0. 25%
Triton X — 100 ¥ Ji7 [ id B2 35 3 5 £ 47 10 min 75
PRI, 75 50% ~ 80% 1L F B i IR B L UE 3% T , R
J5 /] DEAE Sepharose Fast Flow JZ #1# 0.1 mol/L
NaCl FEA7 86 B Bk Mt , Wi 48 I d5e s Y D8 D0 o

(2)iZ g 4tk 7 64.30 1%, b % it T
s BIF 5 rb 52 Y 22 W A6 AL I

(3) Mo 1 28 0 B BK 5T 3% o0 A i, A B0
Krg s 52 MHILE BN 51.67% W E A, J& T PPO
HH

(4) mPPO Jg V. EEAH XS 73 ¥ i it 67 kDa i) — 25
REH,

& % x Wt
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