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Kig, XA RNBHEARBRIEL SN, HTREFNRETOHNRELHEETA 20 mg; B ELATIIR
b g A 50%. @idik & H,0, KEME (0. 0.5. 1. 5. 10, 20 mmol/L) ##ER A HAAMNAKFR, I E
QAT RRAL A AR, #RIRT A A G R AN IRE & M fe ALl S 00E ML . TR A, A
H,0, ik & 6938 e, f£ 20 mmol/L HyO, & 32 A4 F, MARZE O HE AL FMEFHBaA (0 mmol/L) ¥4 7
2376 4. EHMABFRANT 37.02%. HFHAASEEIKT 53.24%. B FHEBEILT 50.98%. A EHKT
50.85%, 12 'Wét/a\éfimiﬁméii%ﬂ E H202 W H 10 mmol/L ik B4, RITIEMAFH) 22815, &
B o A A B 5 A7 AL 43 Cys. Tyr. Phe #= His X W@ Y A A8 & 5 &, B HIRAE A Cys>Tyr>His>Phe. LC-
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Extraction and Purification of Myosin and the Effects
of Hydroxyl Radical Oxidation on Its Oxidation Sites

CAO Yingying’', GUO Xiaorui, LI Huaiyu

(College of Life Science and Engineering, Lanzhou University of Technology, Lanzhou 730050, China)

Abstract: In this study, myosin was extracted from fresh mutton using precipitation centrifugation, purified via column
chromatography, and concentrated through ammonium sulfate salting-out combined with ultrafiltration centrifugation. The
results demonstrated that the improved protein extraction method was more efficient. The optimal loading amount of
myosin onto the ion-exchange column was determined to be 20 mg, and the optimal saturation level for ammonium sulfate
salting-out stood at 50%. To explore the impacts of hydroxyl radical oxidation on the structure and oxidation sites of
myosin, a hydroxyl radical oxidation system was established by regulating the concentration of H,0, (0, 0.5, 1, 5, 10, and
20 mmol/L), which enabled myosin to undergo oxidation to varying degrees. Research findings indicated that with the
increase of H,0, concentration, the carbonyl content of myosin increased by 2.376 times, while the contents of total
sulthydryl, free sulfhydryl, ionic bond and hydrogen bond decreased by 37.02%, 53.24%, 50.98% and 50.85%, respectively,
upon treatment with 20 mmol/L H,0, compared to the control group (0 mmol/L). In contrast, the disulfide bond content
exhibited a tendency of first increasing and then decreasing. It reached its maximum value when the H,0O, concentration
was 10 mmol/L, which was 2.28 times that of the control group. Measurements using a fully automatic amino acid analyzer
revealed that four amino acids, namely Cys, Tyr, Phe, and His, were susceptible to oxidation, with the order of their suscep-
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tibility being Cys>Tyr>His>Phe. LC-MS/MS detection showed that under mild oxidation conditions, hydroxyl radicals

mainly attacked the proteins around the SH1-SH2 region. When subjected to severe oxidation at an H,0, concentration of

20 mmol/L, a large amount of myosin aggregated, and these aggregations primarily occurred in the head helical region and

the 1502~1783 region of myosin.
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B A EE R LERER 1, M HERS HAth 2% 5 2 P R
Sy, HETRHBIFST NIERTR 1 A S04t 5T1RE>
ERIC R, BT, AR E &4 SR LERE Haifh
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B AR A O H R 22 B TR A T 1

Xlidg; DE-52 21432 /B YRR 7l H
AR 2 A [ = o4l

CJJ 78-1 WG I1itkss  IEMHF (ISR AT
DE-52 & Fac4tt g R A R F;
3 kDa #EUER.0E  FE[E Merck Millipore 2y H]; XH-
C WeRiRAIs  TIIRA IR EIFINRS) ; 52N 254
SrOCOGRETE AR ST AR A R4 F] 5 JIDI-
16R 5 R R E O HL TN A RS AT BR 2N A
AD300L-H BB 51 HL g B JCANEERAT IR
7] ; Mini-PROTEANT Tetra Cell I 1 3, VK £& 55 .
TripleTOF™ 5600+ % 4% -1 ot B¢ JHAX  3€ [E Bio-
Rad 23 A]; FD-A10N-50 %R THL i8R A= PRHZ AT FR
5] L-8900 4= H MR AT HAS H S F];
ZORBAX Eclipse Plus C,q il #£ 3¢ [H Agilent
Technologies 2y F]; ChromXP C,q 73#1tE 3£ [E Ek-
sigent 2\ H] o
1.2 L7k
1.2.1 WIBRE AR TR 2 E Tt
VRS . B WIS 238 10 55 IR OKFR T 2500, e
FHIREE Ky ZZ A RR DT DDA Je -5 T H UK A (0.5 mol/
L KCI, 0.1 mol/L KH,PO,. 0.05 mol/L K,HPO,.
0.0005 mol/L. EDTA-2Na. 0.004 mol/L #& i ik 4,
pH6.5)4% 1:3(v/v)IRA, VKIESI2 (5000 r/min, 5 s)
J5#875 10 min, 10000xg. 10 min B.0HE FiEW .
Jin 10 5B 7K, 4 °C §#& 4 h Ji7 8000xg., 10 min &
O A5 UL TE o DT UE A 2 B B( 0.3 mol/L KCl,
0.02 mol/L KH,PO,/K,HPO,, pH7.0) & ¥ 1
20 min, 10000xg. 20 min &5.0H F7E . 3l /K A0
RS S ULIE (10 5 IR BB aliK, 3”0, AR B .0
(8000%g, 10 min) KA o K& HIENTI (0.6 mol/
L KCl, 0.02 mol/L KH,PO,/K,HPO,, pH7.5) &%),
JH 10 kDa EiEHT 24 h, 10000xg. 20 min 85032
7R I S DIV RIS L RBLTE ST B, 25
[ A0, P BB AT ZE I 25 1 min, $REGK B %
BEFERTAI46 %87 25 1 min, Mk IS HFR#E 4 h,
FEREARES O % 1 5 s 8], oAy 20 R S O R 71—
B, PATHGHS BRI 298
1.2.2 JIEkEAmWMalift AR FRARRT 1y
%, R DE-52 £F 4k 2 HTA AL Bk E 1 alifb T
20, BEE TR ALFERE S S IO AL B | Re A L A
Ve WO B4, HAALIRUNTT .
1221 FE&TANEE M & 0 W] &3 T o7
(20 mmol/L Tris-HCI, 160 mmol/L KCI, pH8.2) )5,
30 1EAFRFRE, T 4 °C. 5000xg 85.0> 5 min, W4E |-
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R A o AR I XU A IR kI R B Ak
(y=0.0426x—0.0008, R?=0.9999) 4 0.1 mg/mL.,
1.2.2.2 HRIFIAIE 100 g DE-52 27 4E 25 FHZEmK
ZH)E, A TIERRIE IR AL EE(0.5 mol/L HCI/NaOH 4%
1h), ZEET/RBEEPE, I EBIEERERE =K 4 C
Ao

1.2.2.3 Z&kE AR RIS S EE 2 h,
T B AR e S, IR AT 5 eom Abf5e 1k, 4EF
W= T IEENE 3 om. WATAETE 4 °C TR H
1%, P 0.02 mol/L Tris-HC1 2% #h#% (% 0.16 mol/L
KCI, pHS8.2) . 1.5 mL/min P4 i i - #7 0B, 2
280 nm A GIEFEE .

1.2.2.4 AR5 e KA S L 1.0 mL/min % i#
] - 155 5 19 DE-52 25 7 32 #e i % £2 L FF 300 mL
WLERTE P, 32 50 min/A5 45 B AL 75 HH e, o]
280 nm AZMRGREE, F8E e e IEINAE, sRYE A0 15A5
i EAEER A . 7E 3 DR T 43S 3E A 0.16., 0.3,
1.5 mol/L KCI #¥ Tris-HC1 ZZi#& (pHS8.2), LA 1.0 mL/
min 43 EEAR IR IEAT VR I 2= 280 nm 4L K GBS
RE, BRIRE M A, G304 s e BE LBk & M ik
AT o

Ha(mg) = _FFAAFI(mL) x & A FE K B (mg/mL)
& (D

1.2.2.5 W4 S5ENT SR BERNTIRA G A1
BE OB R IR R 20 mL 43238, 4 SIS IINAS [R] Bl
R e AR 20%. 30%. 40%. 50%. 60%. 70%,
IR S )G 4 CHFE 1 h, £& 10000xg 55 .0
10 min WAEDLHE, FH 0.02 mol/L KH,PO,/K,HPO, 2%
MR (& 0.6 mol/L KCI1, pH7.0) &%, I 52 3 P e &
Wl B AR AN B . P SCERR DI AR R B 22 e B
FIREE, 4 °C. 10000xg B5.0> 10 min YEETLHE, B IHH
Mr)e, A 3 kDa BEUEES LA T 4 °C. 4000%g 6.0
Wean &= HbRRE

1.2.3 ALERFE TR @it SDS-PAGE Kl
PRI ALER R (A YAl BT . BEHR 12% B9 43 525 Ik
BEF 5% MBS LN, B HIBRE Ik R &
2 mg/mL. HY 1.5 mL BL.0%, mHEHAIA 160 uL L
BREE AWM 40 pL B A L AASE vh R (& SDS.
DTT. Tris-HCl, HIMANFE R FNATR-GEEWD) , FEWER
IRAIE DIRG51(30 ), B B0 BTk K ok
5 min, 4 H & # E =\ 5 E 0 (4 °C, 10000xg,
5 min) . FEHPKFE H{E] A 0.25 mol/L Tris-Gly HL Kk
S (8 0.1% SDS, pH8.3), Marker FEE 14 FAE
RFU5IR 5, 10 pLo PETHLAEH RS 70 V, JEA
SFESREZ S BRI ZE 120 V, 24545 5y 2 5 IR IS
W81 em ZEATAMEE IR B . TEIR IR A b e (B
0.125% R250, 10% VKL IER, 25% L) 2 h, i€ (5
10% VK ZLIR, 25% Z. 1) & H B0 37 b 85 (3 2% 17, FA AR
PRAFEUR S

1.2.4 WIERE AT SR ZHANG 40 Jrik
BEAEAET . LBk S 1 IR £ 5% PR (50 mmol/L
KH,PO,. 50 mmol/L K,HPO,. 0.6 mol/L KCI, pH6.5)
Ae il A% 20 mg/mL W, 5 MR AL IR R (FF
0.1 mmol/L FeCl,. 1 mmol/L CHO, X 0.0.5. 1.5,
10, 20 mmol/L H,0,){E5, 4 °C GV 24 h, il A
1 mmol/L EDTA 1t KJE, FAKHR BB R Eh 22 v
# (20 mmol/L KH,PO,. 20 mmol/L K,HPO,, pH6.5)
KR R KC1 I ERFEZE 0.1 mol/L, £8 8000xg &5 .0»
(4 °C, 5 min) WAEDTIE, EEVRIEMIR . UITEYIH
W% iR £ 2% v L 7K (Phosphate Buffered Saline, PBS)
2% P (20 mmol/L KH,PO,. 20 mmol/L K,HPO,.
0.6 mol/L KC1, pH7)¥&fi#t, 4 °C AR-174 .
1.2.5 AL EMNNE SR CHEN 2529 JrikJf-fl
ek, IR F4E PBS Z2 i fi BE 2 5 mg/mL,
B 6 iR &N 0.8 mL A [F] & AL B BE AU iZ VA T -
PEH A 1600 pL & 0.002 g/mL - fiff 2 48 i iy
2 mol/L HCI ¥, JZ % 30 min; JIl 800 pL 0.4 g/mL
=R MR, IR SRR B 0 (8000%g, 5 min) FF |-
e MOEE-ZR TR (1 DIRG W B ULEE,
3 mL @§iREh 2% 01 (20 mmol/L KH,PO,. 20 mmol/L
K,HPO,. 6 mol/L #HMRNIK(pH6.5) I fDIVE, 28 %
Ab#EE 12 ho DA 2 mol/L HCL W %, T 370 nm
A GRS, MR IEE KT 52 %1(22000 L/ (mol-cm) ),
A HEIRE S
¥RIL B (nmol/mg) = mxloﬁ 2 (2)

A A, BEELTE 370 nm AbRYWOGEE; C, B EE
PR E, mg/mL.
1.2.6 BHmIEFZERMNME S8 BUEPT WL
FAEREE . B IEREE FIAE S PBS 2 p AR e 2
5 mg/mL. B 6 i, 435 A 1 mL A[FE 4 fk
FREE I ALEREE AW, - 9 mL 85 1% £k 2% vh
(20 mmol/L KH,PO,. 20 mmol/L K,HPO,. 6 mol/L
JRZ . 0.6 mol/L KC1, 10 mmol/L EDTA-2Na, pH7.0)
ikt B 3 mL Ffe T0E H, A 0.4 mL 0.1%
DTNB, 40 °C #C/K# 30 min, B EFERE, T
412 nm PARAEMIE GRS . B S EAR AR /R0
FZ%0(13600 L/(mol-cm ) ) FEAZ(3) 154,

= (3

Aobe A, FESLTE 412 nm AEBOGEE; C, R EFE
A AR E, mg/mL.
1.2.7 ¥FEHEEA s Rl 2T ZHOU
SR SIS T IR AEAVE TR AR . PBS 22 vh ek ek
FEEAMBEA | mg/mL ¥, MR BUYLIER 8 5
1.0 mL, il A 5.0 mL 0.02 mol/L Tris-HC1 £ ik
5 0.4 mL DTNB %%, 40 °C #E56/K% 30 min, ¥4
J& T 412 nm MW E WG, DL Tris-HCl & WAE =S A
XFHE

#i & & H(nmol/mg) =
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X Ay, 412 nm AR SERE; D, B BAE 4G
C, WIERE HHEE, mg/mL.

4 Ztﬁ/_\,\g _ :‘/——;rzz:ﬁ/ﬁ,,\g
. A Bz E - ATz S R
T B (umol/g) = 5

WD)
1.2.8 BESFHEEFIEEE S EAME AR ik
BRIV RS . YR T IRAEAS R AR AR B i LR AR
A, B EEAH TR i 2R R (B2 0.1 2) 3 21, 43571
R A.B.Co AZHINA 5 mL 0.15 mol/L NaCl #&
(SA), B4l A 6 mL 0.6 mol/L NaCl % # (SB),
C HAIA T 0.15 mol/L FJRZ A1 0.5 mol/L NaCl iR
B (SC) . RBFBIRAIE, 4 C #E 30 min, £
4800xg B5.0> 10 min(4 °C) W iE W, JH X R 77 #
BEMEEHSE. BTF#E&EH SB Y5 SABW
FEETEZEMEITE, S il SC 5 SB |
EHESEZEEINE
1.2.9 HAFRRA =/ GB/T 5009.124-2016, fifi
FH 4= A Sh & LM - Hr M 0. 0.5, 5. 20 mmol/L
AN Al e BE H,0, A F i ILER 88 1 v 17 P 2 BE R
(Asp. Thr, Ser. Glu. Gly. Ala. Cys. Val, Met. Ile.
Leu. Tyr. Phe. Lys. His. Arg. Pro) i JE .
1.2.10 AL e
1.2.10.1 JREFEAEFKM  FHIRE AN (1 mg/mL)7K
LR, DA 85 A =1:100(m/m)7E 37 °C fHIE
KB BEAT, 45K f# 0L 1, 2. 3. 4 h, 90 °C J#k
5 min Z& 11 EfERE, 58 H R B ]
1.2.10.2 | %8 Bk fit 192 494 - 2R TR s Tk e 45 S HhL Tk
( Sodium Dodecyl Sulfate-Polyacrylamide Gel Elec-
trophoresis, SDS-PAGE) £ 7% SHEN % U8l (1) Jy
o DA BRI 1E] Sy BE A X AR [R) AL R R B ULER
E KR T SDS-PAGE 4387, Bl 5% He45 ik
F12% 5r B . PR AWEJIFE S 2 mg/mL, B
160 pL ££545 40 pL & DTT 19 FRESE iR &, i
i€ 30 s /K 5 min, BEIE TR 4 °C. 10000xg
0> 5 mine HELKAE A 0.25 mol/L Tris-Gly 2% i
(75 0.1% SDS, pH8.3), Marker & FIAIRE A AR R
4302 5 uL 110 pL. P RIIRHIE 75 V, FEShE
NGBV 120 V, ERISHME IR K. InAYL
O (3 0.125% R250, 25% 21, 10% vKZ8R) PR
guf 6 h, FEHABL AR (B 25% LI, 10% vK 288 it
4, 5 2 h BHe— R 28 25 T T, FARRIC SR .
1.2.10.3 JuifFesmdl 4 M SDS-PAGE #Efi 1]
B AT I N . FFBEIRE D) BT 1.5 mL Bl
&, FH 500 pL M2k PR EDE 5 min, A 2 IK;
J& 1 400 pL B2 # (100 mmol/L NH,HCO;, 30% 2,
O BeEEN, 4. 4 °C A 5 ul 10 ng/ul
WPE A BETITEAE 1 h, fEUREERE 7T 5 KR . T

JINA 25 mmol/L NH,HCO, 22, 37 °C fif§fi# 24 h
Je WA TR . RV TRIA 20 ul 60% &
15/0.1% — I ZIRIR AW, 600 W 7 30 min, 753
PR SR T4 o

1.2.10.4 JBuiortt S B SUEPY 195 R BGARTRE
ah T, TR AR BT (G 0.1% HIR L 2% e S
98% K BEFEIS, JE4E Cghl(5 pm, 50 mmx4.6 mm)
LA 5 nL/min jit # 4F B, £ L 300 nL/min %i 3 78
100 min WPENL 2 C,g 73 HTAE (75 pmx150 mm), it
SAH T A FH (3% —HI LR 97% 7K. 0.1% HiR)
1 B AH (3% AL . 97% LK. 0.1% W) 4H
B, Ve AR R R s 0~5 min £ERE 95% A AL 5%
B #H; 5~100 min B AH 1 5% F+ 5 & 95%( A F#H
95% T F&EZ 5%) o ZWAH (035 -5 BX BT 1% (Liquid
Chromatography-Mass Spectrometry, LC-MS/MS) 53
Wi, AR i 58 [ [ S AR S e (Na-
tional Center for Biotechnology Information, NCBI)
B PR AT 85 1 B S e S BRI 4 LEXT

1.3 BIREALE

SLEGAC AL BEYSUE . 3 A, B LIS E AR

HEZE P . i Origin 2021 SEATEIE AL FE 55547,
fif By SPSS 27.0 At R B H 2= J7 2253 H (ANO-
VA), Fif &I Duncan £ 5 LR L IT 2 o 35 PE A I
(P<0.05), FaiSEfatT R EPEA L H peakview 2.0 K
PESERE, 4R WUERER = SER 795 T NCBI 2
BeyE 2 (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) .

2 FBR55H

2.1 AUEREARLL

2.1.1 WUEREHEENE  mE 1 R, HURE A
_bEAEERET 200 mL B, OGRS AR E, SRIIEUR
W R CL ik BN, 3 H R 22T A R e
A1 20 mg.

0.14 ~
0.12 4 b & a a
E 0.10
(=]
& 0.08 -
Q
= 0.06 -
A
N
= 0.04 1
0L ' y . ' _ _
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
WIEREE 1 AR (mL)

Bl 1 DE-52 BT sc it P ILER S 1 i3 2 1k
Fig.1 Changes of myosin loading in DE-52 ion

exchange column
W AN E /NG 8RR 25 55 B35 (P<0.05); & 3, & 5~
[z]glﬁlo

2.1.2 ALERE A MIPEL £k srdr SR DE-52 £F
YK EHrEEXTE A R T alifh . DAY AR R E
SRR ALER, 7E 280 nm 4B AW SGEEVE A ARER, 224
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HUULEREE FAgPE B 2 . B 2 mTT, 23551 25
0.3 mol/L KCI, 1.5 mol/L KCI #4 Tirs-HC1(0.02 mol/
L) #F G T, PEME H — g (e A, — IR
(% B), If Hig A s gLk E B & s T
g B, Fr LUVLEREE 1 R 2R AP R Ui (& A,
ATRERLE A A AR s AR B . BT
A UK H R AL TR B R H AR o

1.0 1

A 0.3 mol/L KCI
084
£
=
S 0.6
S
=04
KE
=
0.2 B 1.5 mol/L KCI
0 : . : ;
0 100 200 300 400
VEBEAATR (mL)

K2 JLERE UL 2k

Fig.2 Elution curve of myosin

2.1.3 BRBREZERNTI A LI LT By
ARG WVER B P BAL 198 54 B AT 114 e P A P 3 2% R0
ARYEE 3 A]HL, BRERERTE 20%~70% 14 F1 2 30 BBl Y,
BT R OB A B S B TS SRR I AR TR EE A
MR SR ATELE 20%~50% X [ali), AW H R
e B 5t 2 0 B R 34 (P<0.05) 5 1T 24 100 R R A
50% J, SR AT AR AN B3 (P>0.05), Iz4s 3k
B 50% M iR Eic 14 FT 32 woft B 52 B0 WL ER 2 11 14 v 20T
W LB R iR W X Im S5 i A L R AT e P A
THEHE 2, BAHE 50% NIRRT alifb I BRE
F P el A AT
2.0 4
1.8 a a a
O 1.6
1.4 ——

E 1.2
= 1.0 A

> 08 4
=
jtg[ 0.6 1

C
oM B e W BN W
20 30 40 50 60 70
TRIR BN (%)
P 3 i M e AR R Xof JILBR A 1k 32 ) 52 i)
Fig.3 Effect of ammonium sulfate saturation on myosin
concentration

2.1.4 WIEREEELERM  E 4 JBR T2ERUERE
I R ali b ook B 0 F vk B3 . g5 R o, BE S

1~3 B2 I ARE ST 1 4590 FHEh 250 kDa 119
WIERTE A EESE, DL 3 455 F a4 5 22.5.17.0 F1
13.5 kDa 155485, JAPREES | 724E 4 550 TRAT
25~50 kDa 4B 55T, B 2 WIS 2 4550 T i
TE 30~40 kDa FZREE 5% . XTELERSh 1 S8R 2,

mg/mL

JEr B PR AL ST B O ING, A8 o]
VD, IXFEW A AR R AEN Y iER IO RS, UBsRE
Fali B B pe Tt BE— 2R B, FE5h 3 Hh ek
HEHWILZ O R, BRI RN A8 1 4400, Ul
I A AR PR S X JUUBRER F 2R s

250 kDa Marker 3 2 1
130 kDa WUEREE 1 F A
100 kDa
72 kDa
50 kDa
40 kDa

JREH
30 kDa
25 kDa

5k
20 kDa

. 1242

15 kDa

1243
10 kDa

Kl 4 JLERE A9 SDS-PAGE [&li%
Fig.4 SDS-PAGE profile of myosin
TE: 1 SRR UR A 2 SO A UREE 15 3 AR IsREE

22 AEIEHEENFRNKERHRESENET

TR AR R, B B 1 ik e A s 2 AR b
R AR, PRl e A E B 1 B S A R v e
DAETRES . HE S AT, BE H,O, WRIE TS, P
ORI SR T X R R I
1.982 nmol/mg, 4t T4 /K S FEE M EI 2 5. 10,
20 mmol/L, BREE S 5 RIREE T, S3hilE 3.244., 4.292,
4.711 nmol/mg, H " H,0, ¥ )J¥ & 10 mmol/L B,
PRIL S SRR 25 573 B 55 (P<0.05), X RE4H iy
2.165 1%, 24 H,0, #JE A 20 mmol/L B, BRAL S At
XTHEZH 1Y 2.376 i, G MR AR 22 o f e AE I, 2
H,O, #JE#Hid 10 mmol/L i}, Z& B Al fEE 1%L 58
EEACIRE . X —BIRATRE S % [t 3R Bk R
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Fig.5 Effect of hydroxyl radical oxidation on carbonyl content
in mutton myosin
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23 AESEHIEENFRINKEARESENF A 507
i L B 5 2 A o A A 19 i B AR AR B0l = b
—1 A 6 TR, M4 H,0, WM 5 mmol/L $E T £ T =
25 20 mmol/L B, B it h i v 35 52 90 3 T i |
P(P<0.05) . GXTHALH IS A ity 49.53 nmol/mg & 204 e ¥
FH L, AR BIZH H,0, #EE K 5. 10, 20 mmol/L i, i .
DFSSRIL S 43501 42,25, 39.69 F1 31.19 nmol/mg, £
G e v A RE 2H A9 S R4 Ok KK 37.02%, R I e
. e 0 05 1 5 10 20
F B SR A0 R B 5 A B B S TE AR OG, IX 5 CAO H,O, 7 (mmol/L)
SEDO ZE JUAHE], BN e B2 H,0, 235 | & S R 6% _—
i, P S B ARSI, FiESE R .
R AT BEYR T -OH k15 S, Bl Lk s Ay R s ;f 9 ]
Fetn N EBERLEE, JTRF RN 2R A5 5 i 2 LR 1o A g
SR 18 6 - . >
<1 P4
=
60 %%% 3
— 504 & b
;én ] ;C_ %(15 e 0
,—01 40 - T Ll T T T T
2 . 0 05 1 5 10 20
\@/ 30 - H,O,#¢ % (mmol/L)
il
42 5 | K7 2B B A IR D 2 i (A) A —BifE(B)
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107 Fig.7 Effects of hydroxyl radical oxidation on free mercaptan
0 T T T T . . (A) and disulfide bond (B) content of myosin
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K6 #2 A A A 3 A DR AR 1 Hh Sk & i 52

Fig.6  Effect of hydroxyl radical oxidation on the content
of sulfydryl group in myosin of mutton

24 FRIEHEEMNFERANKEFSHREM R
SEFIM

A N AR RE R 1T 3 A A RS R 1 G
BB, TEBER X5 B R vl i RS e
VEFHVREE 53 FIRIACHR R B, HEsenn i (1 B ek
IR, InE 7A R, BEE H,O, WG, Ui 2 5
L R A U A (P<0.05) o X HELH P iF S S
L5 BN 40.93 umol/g, 24 H,O, #JEH 0.5, 1. 5,
10. 20 mmol/L B, Jif 8% i &t & F AR I J& 37.06.
34.44, 29.76. 20.34, 18.73 umol/g. X550 HF
FEEEARTHEA R P B2 A s i 28 RO dss—38, m]
ABZ Hh T H B b S BE UK, HL,0, AT LA HED
41 A SN AL, 5L S 5. 2 H,0, MREE
A% 10 mmol/L 1 20 mmol/L B}, JiFE ik &= i
TR, HEM A AUER SR 2200 58 A IR A, ikt
W S S 2RI D, X — 45 R 5 HT 0 HL,0, W
10 mmol/L B & AT -F- 4= S Ak i —35.

FH &l 7B A, S R H,O, WRBERG
BT S REA . XTHEZH(0 mmol/L H,0,) Ak &

BN 4.221 pmol/g, X4 H,O0, # & 2 10 mmol/L i,

TR S AR KM 9.627 umol/g, RRAE S =
ByRE N AT gE R UIEREE AZad H,0, |fbiE Hiki% ik
ALY, X5 XTAO 4P & #i T 2302 £ B A AR T

i S S R BRI Y R R AH ], DONG 45801 i
H T WA . H,O, WIS T AT BEJE IR T
WLBREE (1B 58 e Ak, IO 3 3k - — i 4k 3 257
P R WL Tk, Bk LT S5 A o i gk, (0 AE
H,O0, #¢E A 20 mmol/L B, “ A& & N AT BE2
T4 A A A AR E A A S IR TR | Rl R S5 A
RE B AL W), X AN ] TR R i I i B Y
HIAFER
25 FRISHEEMFRANKEASTFRNESHESE
oA

B AU K Bl 8 T S IR SR AR 10 SR
JH 7, Horh S A A2 45 26 11 5 22 Tl 2 k) el T
PR ZEF T AR T, B A 8 RN, B HL,O, e
B 0032 W i, SRR RN S A S e AN Tk b, X
HEZH 1Y) B 7 B AN SUBE 2 52 50 31 o 5.93 mg/mL Al
15.93 mg/mL, 3§ H,0, ¥ JF# > 10 mmol/L I}, &1
B A 439N 3.217 mg/mL il 8.372 mg/mL,
24 H,0, #JE N 20 mmol/L i, & TR S & T
% 2= 2.907 mg/mL Fl 7.829 mg/mL. S8, B 74
T S A ST A AR AR P, AT S M) B BT (A4
fi R, L B0 2 S B U TS RS T B, 4R
FEBS WFIE AR, VIR T S50 - BEE AU T Y, IR
(11373 = P o o I T v N S i P = 2 (3 e S D
VR, IS5 1e 0 S X SRR AT R B PR A PR S 2k
ALY e T SRR ) K, S kA A (RIS E
TP EGHR 3 B AN U TR, i 88 P T e PRI
LS TEARRL.
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Fig.8 Changes of the content of ion bonds (A) and hydrogen
bonds (B) in myosin after hydroxyl radical oxidation

2.6 SEBROH

PEHL 0 mmol/L (X HEZH ). 0.5 mmol/L (4% 4
) . 5 mmol/L(H1 41k ) . 20 mmol/L (#5 ¥ 4 14)
4 DEAEARFHEIUSE T S, ST E H,0, EiufE
FEXT R H PR A FEMR AR R . e 1 Al A, BEE
FACHR TS, BRI (P<0.05) . H:

HXTREZH (0 mmol/L) 5 0.5 mmol/L H,O, Ab¥ZH 5
0T 2 2L 18 2H Al T i 3 25 57 (P>0.05) , T 4 ik BE T
% 5 mmol/L F1 20 mmol/L B, S 3EM0R & & 82K T
Xt HELH (P<0.05) . HIER 1 AT 41, 24 H,0, HEH 0,
0.5. 5 Fi1 20 mmol/L B}, ZAFEEMR g 4351 330.64.
323.03. 279.7 1 212.34 mg/100 mL, X 5 52564
BEE R BE (3 mg/mL) i3 4s FARVT o

R 1 Tsn, B H,0, WE T &, 2 Ihhs &
R MR, Hob Cys. Tyr. Phe Fll His B9 & &
a5k .35 (P<0.05), HLLL Cys A8tk hog H, 24
H,O0, FAAbLH IR F] 20 mmol/L i}, o g s R4,
> 75.97% 0 GG LIRSS, nIHEMI¥R [ 3T iX
PUFP IR S L EFHRR . LTSRS B2k,
PRI L S Ak A ME 5 T 2 Cys>Tyr>His>Phe, iX
— &5 5 5 FRANCO 4589 il CATALDO £¢19 3 -F
SURE PR AT R SR A B IR IS5 ie A
JIT X3, AT e T B AR KIS W b AR A R ST
HAbS IR AR T HEANEM . LN, ARNIEFIEIAS
M EEIR E AP £ 25 5 MURPHY 450" F5E Y
A FL R F AL P Met>His>Trp>Tyr; T 1 3 45 12
W 5% & B0 & 3L 18 14 48 AL ME 2 )7 “A7 . Ser>Cys>
Met>Tyr>Phe, fllifi IAFEAE AT 0] 8 5 2 FEmR7E
ANEEEF A2 EAHSE . KRR LB, ik
Tyr 1 Trp &S [A]07 8225, SRR X S 4k 7]
PIRSUR EFAAE X 1
2.7 FCANIkE BSR4 SDS-PAGE 774

ALER T5 1 B % 5= 4 SDS-PAGE Un&l 9 fiss .
Wi 5 o A, A I A ) o] e, LBRER, I Y A% S ik
B . W 4 h e, DIERER A ERE S 2 TH S, bR

# 1 H,0, FANERE A Z E MR 2 AL

Table I Amino acid composition of oxidized myosin by H,O,
. £ (mg/100 mL) AHXTO sy E: (%)
xR 0 mmol/L 0.5 mmol/L 5 mmol/L 20 mmol/L 0.5 mmol/L 5 mmol/L 20 mmol/L

Asp 20.23+0.1° 19.75+0.13° 17.36+0.16° 14.15+0.14¢ 2.36 14.19 30.02
Gln 61.40+1.12% 61.00+0.76" 54.13+0.31° 41.93+0.33¢ 1.72 12.80 32.45
Ser 13.28+0.16% 12.9240.1° 11.12+0.46° 8.42+0.36° 2.71 16.26 36.63
Gly 10.58+0.39° 10.31£0.39* 8.93+0.23° 6.58+0.29° 2.60 15.63 37.78
His 6.67+0.12° 6.49+0.12% 5.63+0.24° 3.89+0.17¢ 2.35 15.60 41.70
Arg 28.05+0.29° 27.37+0.29° 23.96+0.15¢ 18.02+0.22¢ 2.43 14.60 35.76
Thr 17.82+0.21* 17.34+0.21° 14.93+0.21° 10.91+0.21¢ 2.70 16.23 38.80
Ala 19.77+0.41° 19.23+0.41° 16.53+0.28" 12.56+0.32° 2.73 16.37 36.45
Pro 11.19+0.15% 10.92+0.15% 9.56+0.36" 7.63£0.31° 2.44 14.63 31.87
Cys 0.60+0.09* 0.57+0.09° 0.40+0.05° 0.15+0.08° 5.59 33.56 75.97
Tyr 11.62+0.36" 11.27+0.36° 9.18+0.22° 6.70+0.2° 3.00 21.03 42.33
Val 13.95+0.37° 13.60+0.37° 11.87+0.43° 8.85+0.27° 2.48 14.90 36.54
Met 8.15+0.19° 7.84+0.19° 6.30+0.22° 4.99+0.29¢ 3.78 22.68 38.79
Ile 16.21+0.45% 15.76+0.45° 13.51+£0.37° 10.12+0.39¢ 2.78 16.69 37.59
Leu 32.94+0.36" 32.05+0.36° 27.61+0.28° 20.99+0.31¢ 2.70 16.17 36.28
Phe 13.81+0.28* 13.39+0.28* 11.25+0.31° 8.23+0.35°¢ 2.85 18.57 40.44
Lys 44.36+0.32° 43.21+0.32° 37.44+0.22° 28.23+0.32¢ 2.60 15.59 36.37
A 330.64+5.04° 323.03+4.98" 279.7+4.50° 212.34+4.51¢ 2.49 15.58 35.91

VE: AT/ INE Rk R AR H0, e AL ] 22 5 53 8 (P<0.05) .
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Fig.9 SDS-PAGE electrophoretic result of myosin
protease hydrolysate

R B N FESY SE L FETF I, ASTFSEEEL 4 h 1
SRR, ZEICAAF FRGEAN R SRR LR R
ENER R VA

ANFVEEARRR R WIBR AR P Bl i re vk L an &l 10
7N o 1E 0~10 kDa X [H] PN, 4577 B3 (6, [ H,O, ¢
B B i 5L SR S AR R Ea A, 2 HLO0, WRE N
1 mmol/L B, 507 Bl (e IR, 2 IH A 25 11 5T 28 g
JETEAE /N A BRI 22, W R th TR R A kR
(2R (1 SR S5 A R T, 2 HH B 220G PRV A, TR Xl
A B B AR A AT S e LER 25 A R R 1 25 5%
Ak, 24 H,0, Ak M 20 mmol/L B, 7£ 50~
72 kDa XA E—FFofi 557 o b2 o Hr LBk AR
I IRAGE 19 S AR S, AR F Dk 25 2R, 26 B 0~10 kDa
JEEIA 0. 1 F1 20 mmol/L ¥ JFE T iy o Ik 45717, A M
50~72 kDa 7 FEl A 20 mmol/L ¥« B R 1Y L vk 5517,
PEAT BE B Wil e b B S, 8 FH LC-MS/MS 347 46
53T o
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Fig.10 Electrophoresis result of myoglobin protease
hydrolysate with different oxidation degree
T UkIE B 5 “Marker” A8 1 B0 1 EEbRiEsh, I £L@ e
4 20 mmol/L H,0,(50~72 kDa) 4= 45 X4, T Iy 4L (4 7
4 0~10 kDa {731k Be oA X

2.8 SEAKE GBI A

2.8.1 & F i Bl ( Total Ton Current Chromato-
gram, TIC) 43T BiidAs S B s FimEan & 11 oy
a~, NE H AT LA H 0 mmol/L H,0,(0~10 kDa) |
1 mmol/L H,0,( 0~10 kDa) F1 20 mmol/L H,O,
(0~10 kDa) i TIC [ElEFE AR IEIE A S HA— 34, i
20 mmol/L H,0,(50~72 kDa)¥f i, Joit @i %iit .
L, SRR G AR, RS R — A AT 25 5, X
FEHHT =354 i 2 8] ) SR 2H A AR o

0 mmol/L H,0,(1~10 kDa)
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Fig.11 TIC results of myoglobin protease hydrolysis products
oxidized by hydroxyl radical
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2.8.2 FH:%E T i 8l (Base Peak Ion Current Chro-

matogram, BPC) 48T BT AL & 19 R I an & 12
TN, #E 0~20 mmol/L H,O, 4 {5 N, fIk5r+ i
X (0~10 kDa) M85 I BT 135 S 30 iy BE OR <Pk, G
LW AR AR KA W A . SR, FE A TR X
(50~72 kDa), 20 mmol/L 4bF2H F i for Lk (m/z) 24
S 680~750 [ X Ik Y IRASFIE PR WAL AR AL . FREANH]
SEALFRE WUEREE 1 (0~10 kDa)Rf 5 22 18] i 32 B
HAIE], X5 S0 TIC 50T o
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Fig.12 BPC results of hydroxyl radical oxidation
of myoglobin protease hydrolysis products

2.8.3 S ALNLIBRER FIBEMRE 47 (0~10 kDa) 14 JIRBEEL
HOPAR BRI A AR IR EE P 7 7~ 4 (0~10 kDa)
PR R BB MR VR AN 2 s A H i Ik B S 2
SRR TERFENBRE M 1. ULBREE 2 ek H 3,
o ek 1 3 KB R R 2 . B H,O, Alfk
W BE T, = A LER AR A KB A8 fh ke A — 3K A
0~10 kDa X [a] P4, 20 mmol/L H,O, #&JE LAY Ik
B/ F 0 mmol/L 1 1 mmol/L ¥ FE4H . H,O0,

2 AR F B ) (0~10 kDa) 4 IR Bk Ko IR
Table 2 Number and source of peptides of oxidized myosin
protease hydrolysate (0~10 kDa)

KRB IR EHENIN W EIS 0Ommol/L 1 mmol/L 20 mmol/L
WEREH1  XP_004012755.2 24 27 16
WIEkEH2  XP_027830685.1 41 50 22
WIEKEH3  XP_027830682.1 109 112 78

e AR R, AR R AR B ) RIS B 43
BREI R, FRUIER M B4t R Bt &2 05 e S nsh
AR,

TESLILAE b, A 52568 a3 X LA [F] HyO, We )
EA S Tl IR B 1) 2 ZE TR TP 41, e AN R Sk T 2R
FA 4548 K A AR AR AL Ao TE 0~10 kDa yi I,
1 mmol/L H,O, ¥k A M AHETF 0 mmol/L H,0, 41
A K EE . 20 mmol/L ZHAH%E F 1 mmol/L £H 5T
WK EE R AR T BE P IS AN E 13 s . G540
Bon, DIERE A H,0, 435, Fra i 2 ik 2
434N T SH1 1 SH2 X (PAer B B bR iE) o I
h, SH1 Al SH2 43 5% B 781524 707 #1697 Y21
PeEmRPY, B WFSE o, SHI AT A8 ATPase Wi
PRI B A S TS . S g A n AR R, HET R R
JEABIE S 2R (707 AOARE SIS T R H™,
HE e HED , 2k 22 Ik 42 T SH1-SH2 JA I, 7T e
JEH T SHI-SH2 3755 Gy 9k S Ak, dEmmis | 2 4R T 2 A
JoT 45 Ky 2R AR I % 8 BT 00 W A L A . X R W, AE
H,O, AT, A FE A LG L
F SH1-SH2 &1 X,

SEIRES | LERTA RFIRERE 2 WRRFA AFNRERE 3 LR

- inkeswidybrmgpkis i
3. k| Sk shsliioty e 3.
i ] 2 i T
e ek J
/. y 4 z
gl ———— Mgl ——— Mgy = — o —— -
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K13 SRR PG ) (0~10 kDa) 7E ALK& 11741
SR
Fig.13 Distribution of oxidized protease hydrolysates
(0~10 kDa) in myosin sequence
I K24 1 mmol/L H,0, A ALHE & AT 0 mmol/L H,0, &
AURE SR kB, #6458 20 mmol/L H,0, A AbAE S AH T
T 1 mmol/L H,0, ¥ AtHi g i ik Bz, £1 6 4 Lk E 1 25 A
7 (PDB ID: SH53 ) A= i 22 JIK i 2 [R5 734, 21 (5] 1]
R AAEERER (335 SHI A SH2 X3 A I Bt

2.8.4 LEALIREE NG 420 (50~72 kDa) 7E 2 E0R
A _FB53AE 20 mmol/L H,O, A LR SRR
TEAERE A EEET ISR ANE 14 Pion. SDS-PAGE
S8 (Bl 10) AT, ALFE 20 mmol/L H,O0, 20 i #il53—+
THTE 50~72 kDa Y& 43T i FRAE 507, HED i 4% 007
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Fig.14 Distribution of oxidized proteolytic hydrolysis samples
(50~72 kDa) in myosin heavy chain

T 2168 JLER SR (425 () B8 (PDB 1D: SHS3) B 1) 125

)37 B4, #5458 20 mmol/L H,0,(50~72 kDa) J4E ik BE e

FIERT Y 1534, 15 B S o3 A ZE MUK AR 1 R A

FRIT5 1502~1783 ¥ 9 (I R AR IR BL

SRR A EE AR AR E GBI . T
TRAENA I A7 s B0 B, TCVR B 2R /K A, DRk
HAorFife k. mlE 14 al 50, i s apriE a4
e, 2R ULEREE 1 3 AOEE: W35 5 T ULER & M
1 FN 2, X ATRE S WIEREE 1 3 MFEER &AL, 75—
FhLER R R F I LR )T 55 1502~1783 Ji [l N
(DLer R R bR ) BRI B BRBe oA o sk, 45=FL
BREE M 3 FBAY SHI BEIE X K& FHEHE 1502~1783
Xk A R R BSR4, miLEREE 1 A 2 Sk
SH1 $2JiE XA A A E KB R 4L, BB 1502~1783 IX.
BRNAFAE R BE R A . IBRER 1 3 K 240 2 KB IR
A, HE AT e S & AR B g | e oG, (HAS
FREA SR, AP LERE HREHAY 1502~1783 X 11
R BEER AR, X AT RE S i AR AL S B0 X TR BE &
APTBIRAE, SR X IRAKBEE A B R AL S 1 5 TR
AR, DAL 5 R FEUESE, a3 B AL LER &5 1
JEHST G kAR RARE, S R
3 g

AR FHUTUTE B8 01w 0 R BUULER R 11, 41
JEMTIR LA IIER S (1, JEPT A A BRIl 20 mg,
TRFREEERAT I S AN BE I 50% LA RE pE =S 0ok
AAWBREE M . B H,O, WIE YA, WIERTR LS5
B ORI R e B N 1 T (T i 4
B5E BT T RS 78 H,O0, ¥EH 10 mmol/L i
SR, WA S0 2.28 1% . 32 A HBExE e

ZAMR . MK 2R . RN 2R M 2H 24 IR i) B AV s,
HAEHES) B BE )Y > Cys>Tyr>His>Phe, H,0,
AR BERRATRIST, A ) A i RS G WUER ER =k
HF SH1-SH2 BfFT i X e, {8 19 B4 44 Je 0T 24
H,O, Rl i), 2l LR & 1 #K 1502~1783
DX IR/ ST FMERiE Xl g B SR B4R

IO LERER SR B A b T 2 Ao H A AL
LRI, TERETHE ™ i SEE MY RIR, $875 1
AT IR R P IAGRRZ N, (B A e B 2 B2 7 471)
FENES S AL PR E R INTESCHER LR, 5 IEsEn]
FEXIER AR PSR P S B EA T 00T, PSS HAS 4R
AL Z RIS TR, SR S IR (1 I S FE e
FERMFNE S 45
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