NIATIBUARAU 135, TN 44 atuil 3 nsngiAu-fugey 2564

az7

navaslsuus1inuazioulvidanadanaszAun1seaslusAU NanEn LLa E]VI%
‘i/l’]\‘i“ll’?lﬂ’lwsluﬂ'ﬁﬂ’]‘\]ﬂﬁiéﬂ&ﬁ@ﬁ'iﬂlﬁ\‘iLWU‘lVIﬂﬂlﬁIﬂ’i‘laL"‘li‘l/lﬁ]']ﬂi’]‘lﬂ’)ﬁﬂﬂﬂ’mu

nasfa 2%sAs " lasan Fam’ waised diwaey’ frsedy Avgdrand'

s
a

uaz ensdnm guns’

anduideinemanuazmaluladuisUssinelng a.aaemaie a.Uyusni 12120

* Corresponding Author: kulraphat@tistr.or.th

! N9y guedeamguinnssuemsguaIm (Aue.)

2 fiFennny3sy gueideamguianssuemsgua (Aue.)
> 110350 guelFeamuianssunymsasasse (aun.)

* dae3s guelFenmuinnssueImisgunm (ave.)

dayaunnaiiy

o

UNAAEYD

Uszifunaay :
Suimiefiasan : 30 SuAL 2563
uily : 22 figuieu 2564

AauTu : 13 NIngAY 2564

DOI': 10.14456/kmuttrd.2021.5

AdATY :

9 /7 wlnalelaslasm /
wulwidanag /
seAunsEaulUsAY /
mMsmaneLadase

Tunswaamulnslelaslawnainsidn fnannuanetaseiituadessiunisdes
Yaalusiu USinaunanan LLavqwﬁmamﬂwwiuﬂWimmauuaaaﬁwmamwﬂiﬂnm-
"LaImVLaLﬁzmwwamlﬂ mu’maummﬂivmﬂL‘W'emﬂmmaﬁuaqﬂiu’]mwwﬂu%’m
2.0 - 30.0 nfuderh 100 fiadans wazUSnaneulzidanaalurae 0.0011 -
0.2100 fiadanseieniusinuis sesdunstesTusiu wandn uazgrdmg
mmwiumimamaumaaﬁwmaﬂLwﬂiwmﬂlaimiawmmm'lﬁmwuﬁsmmaﬂm ¢
105 PunsruIuNsaRmntusenuds MnKan1snaes WUt Yinasidn
1/|meuanwaimmumwaaiﬂimuua Usinarandnnulnaanas Lmqmslumi
idnouyadase DPPH induegafidudiy (p < 0.05) Iu"umvwmimmwﬂm
Uimml,aulmmamLaawﬂ,mmumiaaeﬂﬂimuua sUSinamandniudy ue
wilndlelaslawmilddqrislunsindaeuyadasy DPPH anaseguiiliudndy
(p < 0.05) Tnesnassndn 20 ndusierh 100 fadans wasieulwldanaa
0.00875 fladdnssensus i muiifeysnadadiuiivinzea Sddvsyrunisteon
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As a number of factors are known to influence the degree of hydrolysis (DH)
of protein, yield and free radical scavenging activity of peptide hydrolysate,
the present study investigated the effects of rice bran concentration (2.0-
30.0 ¢/100 mL) and alcalase concentration (0.0011- 0.210 mL/g rice bran DM)
on DH, yield and free radical scavenging activities of peptide hydrolysates
from defatted rice bran. The results showed that both rice bran and alcalase
concentrations significantly affected DH, yield and DPPH radical scavenging
activity of the hydrolysates (p < 0.05). An increase in rice bran concentration
had negative effect on DH and yield, while increased DPPH radical scavenging
activity was observed. DH and vyield of hydrolysates increased when the
alcalase concentration increased; DPPH radical scavenging activity nevertheless
decreased. The optimal condition was noted to be 20.0 ¢ DM in 100 mL and
alcalase concentration 0.00875 mL/ g rice bran DM; these resulted in 20.21 +
0.54% DH, 32.19 + 0.70% (w/w) yield, 44.02 + 5.88% DPPH radical scavenging
activity and 159.72 + 5.56 pmol Fe*’/g sample ferric reducing antioxidant
power. The results of the study indicated that both rice bran and alcalase
concentrations affect free radical scavenging activities of peptide hydrolysates.
The identified optimal condition can increase industrial production efficiency
and result in suitable bioactive peptides.
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1. unin

wilndlelaslawndundanaildannsdesiusiu
srvansiaiinioteulsifinzanaulamdlnduaznsg
oviludassifuszavsnmlumsiueyyadasy aunsa
anedssiensiAnlsaviaemidentinla Ususzuugd
Aufiu nsvfuntsndndadony [1-6] nszurun1siidn
ayyadasvveanulndlalaslawniinainnislilusneu
(H) viseBiannseu (e) fueuyadaszuazduiulesulans
L?mL“’ﬂumiﬂszﬂauﬁﬁmmLaaaﬂajdaﬂhsiaﬂﬁﬁ%m [3,7]
Fommilndlslaslawndsldsunuaulawasinnld
udunauiiiensudnommsiled®u (Functional food)
mswannUnalalaslawmmedsnisgesmeieulydius-
fod (Protease) Wuismswilsiidedld osmnmsiin
Ujisenreutnsdwsanzastunsiaiuszindlng el
Aedadevutey ladeansfiv snslimulndlalns-
lawvifinuanifidmh it amnsuinisihlUldiduing
Wavuluews 3, 8-9] naeulesidannaaduioulol
Snedavilefitendnwuasldlunisudn Sanaadueulad
yiaoulalushtea (Endoprotease) azdnituszinUlng
nnmeluvesanelusauliansasimdumulndansdu
unninsneziludasy dusvavsnmgdlunisadalusiiu
MnIngAvuazdoslusiubumdlndddovinisdinm
[3, 6, 8, 10]

pealsAn Tunsyurunsuanmydlndnuindadoniswan
loun wiawasdSunaingiv vliauazUsunaveeuled
Titey gaunil warsverian dnaseserunistosvadlusiy
Tassadne wwm wia vunsaesiluvosnUlvaiindals
[1-4] SedenafunmnmuazuarUsEAnBnwd gy
Frnmueundlnslalaslawmiinanls [3, 6,9, 10, 12-15]
wlndlalaslawniifigninisdanmandvgazdun
dnn 10 Aladady [1-4] Fedesiisziunsgeslusiud
sz aghslsin Chaijaroen [11] wutidlossauns
goslusiuveandlndifiniuaniosay 4-5 Hudovas
8-13 azilusdvSamlunisiineyyadase ABTS way
DPPH anas [11] wewnmulnaiifiszsunistosldsiiu
figeazinnuannsalumsls i Aueyyadaselsosnin

19 ' 1Y '

wUlnandseaunisgeslusiiuim [11] sedunisdosiias
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awvhanelassadefifirnudodh (active site) woawdlng
13, 12] vl ndslguidmeTanwanas 5, 8, 11] Usinos
wulnlifudndadendsifidwelindlndlelnslamm
fsvdumaterlusiugedu 9, 13-15] Usmnanaulesiilly
Lmﬂsmﬁwﬁuagﬁ’wﬁmmsﬂ%mmﬁ’mqﬁu NSANYIVDI
Mahdavi-Yekta wazaaiz [16] Wuimseesfivaszqad
sheieulidaniaaileifinuTinaeuluiain 30 1Wu 60
Anson unit/kg protein agvilinulndiigndlunistin
oyyadasy DPPH ifintuainosay 25-27 udoway
44-a6 mudriu Tuvagfimaifissiinaeulsian 60
191 90 Anson unit/kg protein qrislunisiineyyadass
vounUlnaldlaiunnsnatueenafiteddy [16] adonds
fumsAneues Chaijaroen [11] wud1 mslfieuladifinay
mnfesay 1 1Wudewar 2 Tunsdossrinumulnddles
UsvAvsnnlunismdneuyadase ABTS uag DPPH anaq
(1] frewmiinisdnuiafoiomuinadadnuingiv
wazUBinanoulesifimungaaztaglvinisuannd nd-
lalnslawviluszavsamuaslsndnnaiiiinanm

1910 duTanAamnden1ansnensInlsanuEdin
ihifufivsinalusiuduesiussnoudosas 11-19 Tng
dviiuss Usinadlusiudesay 2 - 20 Teethwinus [3,
10, 13, 17-20] rimdnduundsinguiiddmiuns
thinsammlndidesanniiuiinalusiusouinegs Tagau
lﬂﬁuagﬁ’uq@maLLasﬁﬂ'%mmu'm wonaniisadeny
Tuvtesmanreutrsifissilaniuas 5 - 10 v $141
FoduundsingRuiitanumanzanisludiuyiina
osdUszneuaAll S TmgAufianansatsnaiiayann
wsilaonsuanmdindlalaslawnld [2-4, 11, 21-23]
Uagtumsidednwinsndanulvalalaslawnainsidng
dglvianuaulaeging winsfinvinavesuSuusing
siaﬂiza‘vﬁmwmmémazqwéww%umwmmLwﬂimélaims-
lawmdedimsfnuluunduaoti nAdeiFed ingUssasd
ieomsAnwinavesinaingiuiinuasiouleldaniaa
soseiunsteslUsiu nandn wazgusmatinwlums
fdnouyadaszveanulndiielildnszuiunisudndil
Usrdrsnmuazndlndfifigrmedanmitvanzay
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2. 9UnsnluazdsnsIy

2.1 asindluazingiu

$191MuGVIReNNEE 105 Kunsafnty

ganudd (Defatted rice bran) lafuAnueyaseian
U3em laselsedesasiu 9100 sdaussqlugananadin
%l LDPE (Low density polyethylene) wuuiiguussy
38z 1 NN. FUAWIBIOTLANINTUITELIATLUNITVUES
indaanuiideliiu 4 $lu Srdfvinniieumgd
< 10 p9P@AlUa SEVINTONTVAGRY

wulsigosTusAunamsdnviin Alcalase 2.4 FG Bt
Brenntag ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁﬂﬂiﬁﬁ% Brenntag Ingredients (Thailand)
Public Company Limited @1382a18 Folin-Ciocalteu
YBIUIIN MERCK, 2,2- dipheny!-1-picryl-hydrazy! radical
(DPPH), 2, 4, 6-tripyridyl-s-triazine (TPTZ), FeCls.6H,0
wag TNBS (Picrylsulfonic acid solution) 31nUTEW SIGMA
a150nIgUdMTUNITIATIEY LalA L-Leucine 783u3Em
SIGMA nsanaan (Gallic acid) wag FeSO,.7H,0 u8suUTEn
FLUKA aswniiaziouledihunldlunisnasosioun
Wuasialidwiunisinsesinaasa (@nalytical grade)

2.2 99AUSZNIUNNLALIVD 951912
ST sataiy (Defatted rice bran)
Ansgiesausenauadl laun Usinalusiu ludu
LATAIAUIERE AOAC 2000 [24]

2.3 AnwmavesusunusidndesyaunsEoy
Wsiu wandn wazquanedanwlunis
Minayyadaszveandlndlalaslam
FasdmuSinm 2.0 - 30.0 nSuws Tdadlun

AusU (Duran)uum 250 adans Futhnduiinas 100
fadans Usuienu 8.0 measavaneluisslansonls
(NaOH) anudadu 1.0 luand inuteulusidaniaaysuna
2.8 fiaddns Wludeslugrsmunuanmail 50 ssrwaiva
W 100 souseuTl WWuszezia 6 s vgaufizen
vasieulusifensutlusairfaugamgd 80 asmizaidea
Junan 10 w1yt Ysuiendu 7.0 measasanensalelas-
aassnaududy 6.0 Tuand wenninfiwidesendaeis
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nstuwiesii 8,000 seusioundi gl 4 earmwailya
Hunan 15 wit @enndrethnduuszana 50 fadans)
thasazarefildlUieszimuSnanandnmlnglalas-
lawn sgaunsgeslusiu USunuaisuseneuiiuedn
ﬁy’wmLLaxqw%‘miﬁﬁﬂa%aﬁaiz

2.4 Anwnaveslsunaeulvineszaunisees
sy wandn wazguaniedanwlunis
Minayuadaszvaanylndlalaslawm
FarmuBang 20.0 n¥uutia Tdadluringusurun

250 fiadans WntnduUsune 100 fadans Usuiiondu
8.0 meansazaelufeulensenlonnnududu 1.0 Tuans
Wuteulwidanaausunm 0.022 - 4.200 fadans (Ui
woulwel 0.0011 - 0.210 fadansrensusrtnum) dilu
gaslugnnuatgumgil 50 ssrwalus we 100 soU
soundt \uszezinm 6 Halus vgaufAzeveseule
Femaurlugrnirfeugamnf 80 ssmwaidea Wunm
10 u#t Ysuiiendu 7.0 meansararensalelasnassn
aududy 6.0 Twans wenninfumdesendieisnis
Juwiesil 8,000 seusioundl gumgfl 4 ssmwaidea
Hunan 15 Wit @umndrethnduuszana 50 Tadans)
asavaneildivienzimuinanandnmulndlelas-
lawn sgaun1sgeelusiu Usunuaisuszneuiiuedn
ﬁwmLLazqw'émiﬁﬁma%aﬁaiz

2.5 mawszivinamyesiludasuay
szAun1sdaslusiu
nsATzUTIAvYezliludaseuayseAuns

goalusAuUszanAaInauideves Bumrungsart way
Duangmal [15] uag Benjakul uag Morrissey [25] g
yhnsidensegdliimnzan mntugaiogiefitn
M3denns 125 lulasans ldlunaeannaes udufvans
a¥ane phosphate buffer (0.2M, pH 8.2) Y3 2.0
1addns wavensazany TNBS (0.01%,v/v) Usua 1.0
finddns naulidrfuudniludalugnhioumuva
gaumgfl (Memmert) 71 50 ssmwaidoa lufidla 1Hu

HY
7 nuuANaIsazany HCL (0.1M) USun 2.0

(SN

0w
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fiadans levgaufisen selmbuilgamgiivesdunan

Uszuna 15 w1l ﬁﬂﬂ"‘g’mmmﬁ@mﬂﬁuumﬁwm'%'m

awnlalnlndiwes (SPECORD®200 PLUS) finnnueindu

420 Wluues aeldansazate phosphate buffer 1u

Blank wagldansazans L-Leucine (Anandadiu 0.20 - 2.00

mmol/L) 1uasunsgiu Muiussaunsteslusiu

(Degree of Hydrolysis, %DH) Anu&un1g

seauN1sEeelUsAY (%DH) = (L, - L,) x 100
(Lpax = Lo)

Toeft L, o U’%mmmﬂ'azﬁiuaam'%'mﬁu (¢/g protein)
L, o Usnamjesilludasziinailag (/g protein)
LoD ﬂ%mmwgasﬁiuﬁaisﬁ”’wm (g/g protein)

g * fregdiangiviinamyesiludassiaun

(Total free amino acid) %38 L,,, ensealnanisees

191U 0.100 adnsu Aae HCL 6.0 Tuaans Usune

6.0 fladans igamndl 100 ssmiwaidea 1unan 24 lus

nntulsuiiterliidunansdie NaOH 6.0 Tuand U5u

Vnesidu 100 faddas Juissenazneauudithau

Tdlmseimusinameriludaseauisnisiinse

2.6 MATIRUIUIUE5USZNOUNURAN
ﬁwm (Determination of Total
Phenolic Content)
MsATEUSInasdtuedniiman (Determination

of Total Phenolic Content) sinkUasun19n Thamnarathip
uazauz [3] 1AEN191 909 N@TAZAILRIDENS mﬂﬁgu@m
asazanefeg1afinIuNsie91aUsun 0.5 Jaddns
Tldlunaeanaaey WRuasazaty Folin-Ciocalteu (1:10,
v/v) U3 0.5 Uaaans wagiiuansazane Sodium car-
bonate (7.0%, w/v) Usua 1.5 faddns wanlidiiu
wdnhlusigumgivieslufidaduna 30 wiit hly
5’mmm§@mﬂ?{uuaﬁmmmmﬁ'u 760 uluiunas lagly
vhinduu Blank warldansazane Gallic acid (Aandudu
0.01 - 0.05 mg/mL) Wuasuinsgiu Usuailuedn
ﬁy’mmwmmaaﬂm’iugﬂ fadn3u GAE sion3usnegng
(mg GAE/g sample)
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2.7 M3AATEin1sNNdneyyadese DPPH
(DPPH radical scavenging assay)
N153ATIENN1SMAneuYadase DPPH (DPPH

radical scavenging assay) AALUaINIAINUIIBUDY
Chen warpe [26] Inen1sgaasazarevloamaiuines
(0.02 M, pH 6.0) Usunad 1.0 fiaddns Tdlurasnnnaes
Mniuivansazats DPPH (ansazany 2,2- diphenyl-1-
picryl-hydrazyl radical (DPPH) Anauidadu 0.2 Tadluans
Tulemueasovaz 95 lagusung) Ysuna 1.0 dadans
LasuTege iR (Fovriiegiedeingu
Tilgauudy 1.0 Jadniudefiadans) Usuiw 1.0
fieddns Unigamgiivies Tufide Wunan 30 widt ¥ily
farnsganduuasiimueindy 517 wiluwns Ao
YSnaunsidneyyadass muauns

Scavenging (%) = (A ool = A sample) X 100

Acontrol

1067 Ao 79 ﬂ'wms@mﬂﬁmmﬁ 517 UlUATVD
0.2 mM DPPH
A PD mmi@mﬂﬁuumﬁ 517 WILULUAS 89
0.2 mM DPPH waunusieg g

2.8 N15AATIZHAIANEINTATUNSIA2D-
was3n (Ferric Reducing Antioxidant
Power; FRAP)
NMTIATILRAIANEILNTALUNSIAEESSA

(Ferric Reducing Antioxidant Power; FRAP) Uizqmﬁmﬂ
Thamnarathip WazAgue [3] ﬁﬂmsmi@mmﬁaxma FRAP
U 3,000 lalasans ldlunasamaass anthudy
asavanefegeTinIuNsFeans (1.0 fadniusefiadans)
Ui 100 lalaséns Unfteamaiviesluifadunan
30 w1l ﬁﬂﬂi’m’lmi@@ﬂ%ULLaqﬁﬂaﬂuaﬂaﬂgu 593
wluans neldhndudu Blank wazldarsavans
FeSO,.7H,0 (A 100 - 1400 uM) luansunsgu
ﬁwmmmaﬁiﬁiﬁuamaaﬂmﬂugu fadluans Fe” maniu
$79879 (UM Fe”'/g sample)
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2.9 maAaszdeyanieaa

TauRUMIAaeuUdtlngaiysal (Completely
Randomized Design; CRD) ¥N151A@833 13U 3 A
(Replication) uax3ias1wiinsnAas 3 $1 Aeieans1es
ANULUTUIIU (Analysis of Variance; ANOVA) way
WisufisumnuuaneneserinsAnieve eI
1ne38 Duncan’s new multiple range test (DRMT) ii
seiumudesiudesas 95 Tnglilusunsudiagy sPss
Statistic (Version 19.0)

¢
3. NAN1TNAABILAZIAITOINE
13 = o v
3.1 89AUTTNBULANYDIT191

$1IEEIUgUINENYLE 105 Tiunsadegy
(Defatted rice bran) fidnwazusngdunsdindoson
Wnna (JUN 1) ssduszneumaaiivessidnifithunls
WARRIRI319N 1 NTUATIZRBIRUTENOUNUATYBISITIT
ewuiteussiuamnin 35nsdansingavdmsunis

MN3ATITouasHAILT 195, TN 44 aduRl 3 nInIAN-NueIey 2564

AATILIVAADITUILAHATIAUNTN USHIUBINANE RV
wanfoust o1gmstivvesingiu Inslamzesnsdeiunm
ludiulusrinidnadesgmafiuinuningiv 19
Usinalusiuduesduseneusm dasananundeswsonisiin
Ufjfi3e1afineendindu (Lipid Oxidation) Suilnavhliiin
nauftudwmadeenanmingRuLazUsE VBN MNSIY
veseulrsllunisedmndlng  nan1siasIEsinuINsIt
fUsnailusiudesay 15 Tnsthwinuds WewSeudiou
fuUsmahdnitnsianld@nmnsnanmUlngais
s1eauiuSunalUsiusesay 11 - 19 [3, 13, 10, 17-20]
Faensdnivnnmeassnaniviinalsiulusys
nansinzasdmiumsasiuliduingulumsfnu
Tuvasfivsunalutusaznnlolusinmuiiodosas
0.6 - 0.8 uay 0.7 - 0.76 Tnetminuits mugsu g
USunaulusiu (Weeninsesay 1) uarninle (Jeeninsovay
10) liifinaneuszdnsamnisvinuveseulusilusiied (8]

sUn 1 s fug
Y

3

S MENeNUSIINENUEE 1059NUNsannUdueanwan (Defatted rice bran)

A13190 1 afUszneumaaiivesingausieg lunisudandlndlalaslawy

L. asAUsznauntalisosazlneiininusie Yy -
ngav - - - 81984
Tshu losiu 1 Anley
19717 14 - 15 0.6 - 0.8 9-10 0.71 - 0.76 nwiswil
1912 11-19 2-20 7-11 - [3,10,13,17-20]

& o o ¥ ao ¢ 3 a1 vy
WJ’]EJL‘VW} ﬂ’J’lﬂJ‘ng’luLLW‘U@WW‘UTJVI‘U’]%J’]FIﬂHW@QﬂUi%ﬂ@UWNLﬂZJL'VI’]ﬂ‘Ui@EJaz 9.12
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3.2 navaslSuusitnasaszaunisgaelusiu  uanseiu dsedumsdeslusiiueglurasdosas 30 - 70
USUUHANER LLazqwéwﬂﬂ‘?l?ﬂﬂwiunﬂi s‘z’iwﬁawﬁwqaLﬁaLiJ‘%EJULﬁauﬁmmﬁaﬁﬁﬂmmiwﬁm
Minayyadaszvaanylndlalasiawm wlndnundsSyfivdug nan1snaaeanIRInST 2
VhnamananuazssiunsgesTusiuvaanlng-  [5-6, 17] miiseiumsgeslusiuildannimaasasanan

lelaslawniiliannnsgessrimyiinm 20 - 300 n$u  wandlidiufianmznswanfieglussiuivmnzandail
wisa 100 Nadans meeulvidaniaa LLamoﬁ’agUﬁ 2 wulsdanansavihausavdludaiussndlnaidvaineg
szunsgeslusauiildannisnaaesfiviuinasidnn  Idusuiaan

100.0 100.0
90.0 - mmDH —Yield - 90.0
T 80.0 - - 80.0
3 z
£ 700 - F700 £
Z 600 - 600 £
[=] =
£ 500 | 500 3
z =
g 400 - - 40.0 §
g 300 - - 300 =
-
%n -9
2 200 L 20.0
10.0 - - 10.0
0.0 - 0.0

20 4.0 6.0 8.0 100 150 200 250 300
Rice bran content (g DM : 100 mL)

JUN 2 Usinaumandnuaysziunisgeslusiuveandldlalaslawvinliannisgessitn
U311 2.0 - 30.0 nFuuvissie 100 Haddns meweuluidanaa

A58 2 seRun1sgeelUshu qrismsidneuyadaszvesnindlalaslawn

< z T o =
SEAUNIS aNSN1sANINBYLADHSTY
v = IUA goe AT
AnAy ) . ) 91994
oulwsl sy a9 wmulng DPPH FRAP
(%)
. . 159.72 i’
19N Alcalase 20.21 1.0 mg/mL 44.02% 91UBU
umol Fe/g
57917 Alcalase 7.5 - - - [17]
517917 Flavourzyme 8.8 - - - [17]
. . 200 - 250
Wanuwnans Pancreatin | 5.0 - 25.0 - - [5]
pumol Fe'/g
Lo 223 - 685
NN Alcalase 8.4 - 33.6 - 145 - 17.7% (6]
UM Trolox
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A58 2 sedun1sgeelushu qrisnsidneuyadassvesnlindlalaslawm (o)

o £ o w a
ITAUNIT qw5msmwaqgaaasz
v ¥UA g9y AMLTuTY R
ﬂqﬂ'U . - . PMEDRY
ol 1Ushiu v wmlng DPPH FRAP
(%)
319717
. - Alcalase - 1.0 mg/mL 28 - 29% - [38]
LRIVUUA
N Alcalase 14.67 1.0 mg/mL 45% - [39]
e Alcalase - 1.0 mg/mL 15% - [26]
31917
- Alcalase - 2.0 mg/mL 4 - 5% - [38]
nNUea 105
317717
. - Alcalase - 2.0 mg/mL 49 - 50% - [38]
LR1VIBUUA
I Alcalase 14.67 2.0 mg/mL 60% - [39]
31917 Alcalase 17 -20 - 3.9 - 4.0% - [13]
) 152
31917 Alcalase 12.5 - - [3]
mM Fe?*/g
Crude
51917 enzyme from 5-6 - 12 ¢ Trolox/g - [11]
Tilapia

ag13lsAn NsIATIiNaveIUSInas i IResEAUNg
gouTusiiu Usnamandn wazqrdmedanimlunisidn
ouyadaszveantndlalnslawild wuihsinahiin
ity damalisyiunseesTusiu Desree of hydrolysis)
wagUSunamanannUlng (peptide yield) vaanulng-
lelnslawaiildanasednaditoddey (o < 0.05) Taele
Vsnadihiiaduann 2.0 nduwsteste 100 Jadans 1y
30.0 NSUWIRSRB 100 Nadans axvhivilszaunsgeslusau
uavnanAnanasniesas 6832 uay 7831 Tagthwiin
Wit amauviaetenay 23.09 uas 3521 lnetwiinusie
AIUAIAU ARNEATIAUNISANYIVBY Aziz WazAng [27]
FawunsiuUsinaansiedy (Substrate) WanAuan
Uanila (Fish gelatin) wazlaa1@uaINI2 (Bovine gelatin)
nsesay 5 1usesas 25 lumsdesmeleuluidaniaa

USinaufesar 0.25 - 2.5 ifiley 8.0 gamgdl 50 oM
waweadunan 60 w1 v lillseaunisdeslusiu
anad ﬁdﬁawLﬁmmﬂmﬁuéﬂ%mi’mqﬁuw%aﬁaé’ué’q
fivloulasiliannsafunduls (reversible protease
inhibitor) fiftegluingiu (27] wenanierafianide
ﬂ%u1mé’ﬁngnsﬁuﬁmmwﬁduizwLﬁmﬁu nANBN
AUSOU mim?iauﬁﬁuaqLauieuﬁlﬂejﬂ’uﬁzlﬂmmaaw
Vlgenntu fnavinlidesTusiulddosas Sntsenatinan
wlnglalaslawm (@nstas) Miatu Wiludarnams
vauveseull (Feedback inhibition) [8]
nsvageugslunsidnoyyadaszreanulngd
wanlalnauUsHnAuTUsERumsEsvasusiusiousa
$rifiuty (g‘dﬁ 3) wUlvsfinaaleansidn 2.0 ndu
witsse 100 faddns dserunsteslusiuiovay 68.32
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wlvimulndlalaslawniidgnimadainmlunisiin
ayuadasy DPPH 1ndavas 26 36 intudutosas 38.66
devinasiddiundy 30.0 nduuiie 100 Gaddns
uiszumsteslUsiuananidelesay 23.09 wile1aiia
MnidumdndfldnnsedunsgesTusiusiiidnd uves
wlndvidenseeedllufidu hydrophobic gsndnwulug
fiflszsunsgeslusiugs shlvimulndanunsafdaoyya
Sasy DPPH Iénnndn [28] luvaseiissfunstosTusiugs
wihlitidnanveundndvidonsnexdluidu hydrophillic
Jatudsualvitiinoyyadass DPPH Létioead [29] A

50.0
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L*’ﬂ’uﬁﬁy’waaL‘wﬂl‘wﬁﬂzaﬂﬂﬁﬁ%miwdwﬂsﬂazﬁuﬁua%a
Sasy DPPH [30] wenamnilmdlndildansziunsdes
Tushufigeananunsnesiludasyluuiinasnniushli
qwéiumﬁw%’maq;&a@aisﬁaam %1 Thongimpong wa
Az [8] Tesuinnexiludastiiguivistanmidesnd
wilnd  wlndffisedunsgeslusiiuidanuanngn
Tunms H' Aueyyadaselspnimulnddidszfunisden
Tusiugs [11] szfunsgesiigeenavzvhanslasaiig
fifimnariath (active site) vosnuUlnafingnld (3, 31]

40.0 -

300 - a

DPPH (%)

0.0 -
2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0

cd

10.0 150 200 250 30.0

Rice bran content (g DM : 100 mL)

=1

JUN 3 grismedininlunisindneyyadasy DPPH vesnUlndlalaslawnilaainnis

g9851917U5u0 2.0 - 30.0 NFULIIsD 100 Hadans meleuluiidaniad

ANNaNsalun1sSAagessn (FRAP) wasUsuna
a1sUsznaviluednvesndlndlalaslawmiindnlad
wnltuanasiernududuvesdrfiutuudlaifian
upnegeesitedfey (p > 0.05) ('31J1'7i 4) ANUANTD
TumsSmamessn (FRAP) fluwildunisanasadnendenu
ﬂ‘%mmmﬁJisﬂaU‘Wuaéﬂiuwamﬁm%ﬁiﬁuamﬁagﬂﬁ i
way 5 vadoradunsizaruanunsalumsindinedsn
(FRAP) “UENL‘WUl‘Wﬁ"ﬁua@;ﬁUU%mmmiﬂixﬂaUW‘t‘laaﬂ
(TPO) Tundnsioud donndeIiuNuITeves Wanyo uag
anl [32] Fanutnnuanunsalunissmaassn (FRAP)
szifiutuiieUsunaansuseneufiuedniiuiy Tavans

Usgneufluednduasddaiifigninisdanmlunmside
auyadasy [20] Asenuniswuasusznauilueinly
%’Wﬁﬂ’mmﬂﬂduﬁﬂﬁ Gallic acid, Protocatechuic acid,
p-Hydroxybenzoic acid, Vanillic acid, Chlorogenic acid,
Syringic acid, Ferulic acid, and Sinapic acid [20, 33-34]

MNMIANYIHaTDIUTIIASITIREAUNSERETUSHY
Uhinamandn wazgvisnataninlunisiidneyyadasy
vaamUlvalalaslawndreiu annsaaguldnnysuasdn
finasosziun1stoslusiu nandn wazqudnisdnm
Tunsidneuyadaszreanilndlalaslawn msldsiing
Gnasindnavhlildinndlelaslawnidsssiunseon
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Tushunagnanangs uiinulndlelnslawnildfiqninie  Adneyyedasyge edrslsivimnasrimimnsaudls
Fanwilumsidneyyadasesn daunslisdnuiinags inmamesesie $19m1 20.0 nduusile 100 fiddns
fnavilildndndlelaslamniifisedunsdeslusiiuuay  Wesanlsimilndlelaslawmiifinandnuazguinedanin
wardndn wilndlalaslawmilldsiqvsmedannluns - Tumsindaoyyadasslussiuiivmnzan

150.0

o
[
=]
(=}

I

j)

o

(3]

jO)

o

(e}

(e}
o
o

D
o
(e}

90.0 -

60.0 -

FRAP (umol Fe?*/g sample)

w

bl

=
I

0.0 -
2.0 4.0 6.0 80 100 150 200 250 30.0

Rice bran content (g DM : 100 mL)

JUN 4 dranuannsalumsiidinesin (FRAP) veamdlndlalaslawmiiliainns

o v

ga8519713U580 2.0 — 30.0 NSuLIaRe 100 Jadans fleeulvdanad

30.0
250
200 a  a  a
150

10.0 -

TPC (mg GAE/g sample)

5.0 -

0.0 -
2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0 10.0 150 200 250 30.0

Rice bran content (g DM : 100 mL)

JUM 5 Ysansuseneufiuednimun (Total phenolic content, TPC) vosnUlnalalaslawnitliainnis
gou31913Usn 2.0 - 30.0 nTuwiwie 100 faddns meeululidanias



5aITuuas iAWY 195, U9 44 20Ul 3 nIngiAN-fueIey 2564 437

3.3 navesUsunaeulusineszaunisdoslUsiu
Nanan wazgnsnsdanmlunisinda
ayyadaszvasnUlndlalaslawn
USinarandnuaysyaunseeslusiuveandlng-

Lalaslawndildannisgessidnlaenisineeuled-
danaaluyae 0.0011- 0.2100 HaddnIEENTUITITIIRAS
uanasegUil 6 Uinasoulesiistuiiuunh ey
nsteelushuiisduansesunisteslusiutesas 13.14

wesfintududesay 34.95 uavUSunamanamnlng
Wiuduannenas 22.45 1 46.95 Tnetutinustemnuds
#OAAABINUIUITLUBS Chaijaroen [11], Charoen Wag
A [13] Baharuddin kagagde [14] Bumrungsart wag
Duangmal [15], uae Aziz uazane [27) Tuvnigiignsnig
Fnnlunisidneyyadase DPPH LazANaIu1se
Tuns3iadiessn (FRAP) veandlndiindaldlvinaluma
psafudlaefuudliiuanasiuanduguil 7 uas 8

100.0 100.0
0.0 1 mmDH  —o—Yield 200

“'2‘ 80.0 - - 80.0

£ 700 - 700 £

% 600 - 600 £

[=]

£ s00 500 Z

= 400 400 2

g 03

g 300 300 &

) =~

g 200 20.0
10.0 10.0
0.0 0.0

0.0011
0.0022
0.0044
0.0088
0.0175

0.0350
0.0700
0.1050
0.1400
0.1750
0.2100

Enzyme content (mL/g rice bran DM)

JUT 6 Usinaumandnuarsziunisgeslusiuveandlndlalaslawminliannisgessitn

seouluidanad 0.0011 -

80.0

0.210 HadanIABENTUSITIWTAS

70.0 -

60.0

50.0

40.0

DPPH (%)

30.0

20.0

10.0

0.0

- N
- N
2 2
3 3
s s

0.0088
0.0175

-
-+
=
<
s
E

0.0350
0.0700
0.1050
0.1400
0.1750
0.2100

nzyme content (mL/g rice bran DM)

JUN 7 grismstaninlunisiidneuyadase DPPH veunUlndlslaslawniildainns

gags1tnmeeuluisanaa 0.0011 - 0.210 JadansaansusId1Iwie
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250.0

200.0

150.0

100.0

FRAP (umol Fe?*/g sample)

50.0

0.0

- oy
- o~
= =3
s 2
= =

0.0088

=
-+
=
]
<

E

0.0175

0.0350
0.0700
0.1050
0.1400
0.1750
0.2100

nzyme content (mL/g rice bran DM)

UM 8 Aanuansalunsiiaidessn (FRAP) veandlndlalaslawmitlaainnns

gaasidnmeieuluidanag 0.0011 - 0.210 JadansHanIUSITIWAT

msldouleaiuiunm 0.0011 Sadansnonsusidniuwia
srlnUlndfidseiunisgesiusiuiosas 13.14
anansnsalunisidneyyadase DPPH Seuay 49.91
LAYANEINTAIUNSIAENBSSA (FRAP) 198.04 pmol
Fe’'/g sample awanaundodosas 33.71 Uag 123.92
umol Fe*’/g sample auddu Aiusunmnisiienls
0.2100 fiadansronsusndmui JediseiunistesTusiiu
Youaz 34.95 Han1sVRABILAEEARITUNANSANYIVes
Klompong uagagde [35] Ismail ag Hasni [36] uag
Chaijaroen [11] §smenuiisesunstesiusivansidn
fiiutuaindovas 4-5 udosas 8-13 viliuszavanm
Tunsidneyyadasy DPPH anawa1n 10-11 Trolox/g
Wide 7 - 8 g Trolox/ g muadiu [11] i lnalalaslam
Aflszdunisdeslusugeigninisanmlunisida
oyyadaszanIundindfifiszdunisdesTusius lag
wuhadlndlalaslawmiildannmsgessindeoule-
danad dsyaunisteslusiusoay 20.05 aw1saniin
o1yadasy DPPH ldmninundlndifiszdunseeelusiu
Sovaz 17.89 AREATINUNUITEUDS Thongimpong kay
Az (8] nudnnUlndlelaslawniildainnisgesnin
museSuseieuls! Flavourzyme AifiszsunistosTusiiu

Sowag 57 anansamineyyadass DPPH ledn i lnd-
leloslawmitliannnsdesnnmuns Suseiouluusiiay
(Bromelain) fiflszdunisteslusiusesas 42 wlnd-
lalaslawmildannnstesrinsmeioulssifadaldan
Uafladian 1-3% asdssdumaderlusiugedu wioy
fiqismedanmlunsindaeyyadass ABTS uay DPPH
anad [11] wapinulndfissfunssesTusiusingrasiions
manmlumsindaeuyedasegeiian [11] wWudetu
NUITUIvR Ismail kaz Hasni [36] wudnnulng-
lelnslawmitldannnistesvesunas (Green mussel)
shoeuleidaniaaiisziunsteslusiumanunsaiia
ouyadasy DPPH liganiumdlndfidseiunnsdeelusiugs
qislumsfinoyyadasziianastuanveminainns
wUlndlalaslawnagndosiluluanavunaninnay
yhligvsmedanmlumsindoyyadasziioras mlng-
lelnslawniifiszfunsdeslusiusininazdiamanansa
Tunnsli H fuoyyadasslfininwdlndfifisziumsees
Iﬂsauﬁqm’jw [11] eehslsAianuidovanstu [5-6, 37]
seuhsiunsgeslusiugsuasilindndlelas-
awmilfgrdnatanmgedudiossdunisdeslusiush
nideray 20 AmuasalunsiAneyyadasy FRAP
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wazn1IES LS Fe(ll) azanaaiiosziunstesTusiu
ganidenas 20 [5] uagsiunisdeslusiudiginindosay
85 lndazgneoeiiunsneziluuasiiqrslunisida
ayyadasyanas [11] TuvnefivSinuasuseneuiiuedin
fualthianasiioUSinadadiuvenoulslifiviu enady
wazdioliuiinuouleiifiutuasiAnnsdosfauysal
Fuinlildnduvesansussnouiiueananailefisuiy
Vnaunulnditavan

navesUSunaeulvinesyaunsgeslusiu Nanan
wazgrismstanmlunistineyyadaszveanyindlelns-
Taign wunmsieulsiviinasasilildndlnalslng-
TasnTisyrunstesTusiiuwazuandns udmulneslelns-
lawwilisigslumsiidneyyadasege Tuvagiinisld
Laulsa:ﬁﬂ%mmgww‘iﬂﬁlﬁﬁwﬂlwﬁlﬂmﬂawﬁﬁizﬁumi
dovlUsAuLazUSnamandngs usnulnslelaslawmiils
fiovislunsindaoyyadaseen laemsinuuinansld
oulwsiganaay190.0011 - 0.2100 HadansnenIus1t
wiie Usinaseulesdil 0.00875 Saddnsseniusidui
Tisamandnmdlndlalaslawnguasindlndlelas-
lawitldtigrimedanmlumsidneuyadasegs

msfnwmavesUSinaingausitniuasiouluidaniaa
Tuns3sell Vinasiueseulnifuanzasie 20.0
nSuLire 100 Jadans way 0.00875 Hadansnansusidny
wiks swEndu Tnenneldannstalindnslslaslawm
fidsysumstoslusiunasnandndosas 20.21 + 0.56 uaz
3219 + 0.70 Ingtininusis augnsu wlndlelnslatm
fiqvsmetanmlunisindaeyuadass DPPH uay FRAP
Seuay 44.02 + 5.88 uay 159.72 = 5.56 lulaslua Fe?
sio nfusets mudy Faduriienesildreudiege
deiSeuiflouiuamidddug (sl 2) wandidud
anunzanvasladonsudsluiuuSinadadiuingiu
wulwinaenauannensuanildlunisuanmndlelas-
lawm

4. d3UNanIINAaLY
MInuANaNTIENINAR N saua e Ulnd-
lalaslawnidigusnisdinmasuasnandnnulndlelas-

439

lawniiduadenisndndudddyiguanaismsemin
MnmsEnsUTinuhinuaseuluidanieailiainms
ynaes annsoagUlFinas iuaseuleisaniea
fvangauda 20.0 nduutiasie 100 HadanT uaz 0.00875
fndanssioniusndnouis auddu Ssanansosdamulng-
lelaslawniifumamandnuasigninedaninlunis
fdneuyadastiigauazivszaviammnzaudmsuns
ilvlilumsudamulndlelnslagmielfibudunalu
pwnsilaritu
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