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ABEEA ¥ kv fFt pH 25~ 37°C enif 2 T H 2 FU 48 R
(bovine lactoferrin; LF) i&i7 4 ] prervKfzF o 1B 2 U4 5o -k
f%24 (bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate; LFH) = 45 34-k 24 2 EDTA 1
Fig MM RE e AR R A Z BIRG  F - M F A B R
Hokfay (kfEx 5 688%) cdhinprcsk » B Ma 4 H
Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 9144 g | FriFk & 4 W & 20 £ 0.25
mg/mL > & 2% 548 F-v ¥ Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 14207 & #r
Flpe sk o KRR F OB PPFRER 5 20 mg/ml o F-e BT
Atk Fm o kfEA Y A & A4+ § 3496 kD-6.512 kD 2z & i
PR FUAS -0 -k f2F (Lactoferrin hydrolysate) » (515 g5 75 % 1t
& > U * B riR4p k47 &k~ 47 (High Performance Liquid Chromato
-graphy, HPLC) < & 5448 3¢ % (Lactoferricin) ¥ #5314 8 #r ek
HEZkR 8Img/ml 2 % 9ErRokiR i 1 g 2 FEPER(E S Y B
§ 5 1.08mg/ml - 5448 F-¢ % % L. monocytogenes 2 -] #r Fk A &
50 pg/ml e &7 Z &~ I ds FU48 F-v -k f27% (500 pg/ml) v £ (100C )
052 10, &8 T A7t BRZIEHIY 278 0 FIRA A
AT 2 P RIR AT FEEIRER & 1.06 mg/ml G R4k B 2 98

% VTR RT3 TS Y R fRR L P RRY g



BRSSP ERATEFENER S 062mg/iml o G R 4

i

Je 2 5859 ;M Av# 10 A &BA Gt 2 PR T FLAREEAS G
0.425 mg/ml > ¥ # f4ek B 20 40196 5 ZE P 4eFupr P AR E > 548 Bev
KfRp 2 P ERATE I Y FIRARAR o

VRV B R iR 2 PR 0 JRR 5 125~ 250~ 500 2 1000
pg/ml > % 100°C F 44 0-5-10-15-20-25-30 %2 60 ~ 45 > /4 4r
{8 A WRIEREY A Hpm R 7 - & i < 15125 (Listeria monocytogenes)
2 3 £ (Salmonellatyphimurium) 2 #r Focs > g% F R 7

AT BRERFFEE B RfER2ZER 5 125 pg/ml
o B ek 0 @ k& & 500 pg/ml 2z pE o H S YRR R
R FFAE o kR S 250 pg/ml PF o R ez KRR A K
B Flr LFrdlrcsk o A 10 A 4815 0 B S typhimurium g
FPek € B F ' M (P<0.05); 54c# 30 4 4815 > ¥ L. monocytogenes
s ek ¢ B E T % (P <0.05) -

o %= ¥4 L4 34 EDTA (% 0 250 ppm EDTA) ~ LFH (74 4
mg/g meat hit 4 3-v -k fE+) £ LFH+EDTA (% 4x 4 mg/g meat -k
f24 2 250 ppm EDTA) frprgpFF (0242 6 %) H2LE 7 ¢ %
(non-vacuum packaging) F¥ {s "% % g 2. TBARS (thiobarbituric acid

reactive substances) & - 2t-x £ F 4% (nonhemeiron) -~ %2 fFi#k (total



plate counts) ~ 5 fiz 7 #c (lactic acid bacterial counts) % + % & F#¥ #kc
(coliforms) 2 5 - & TBARS &> 6 > * % 4% 6 X » LFH &2
TBARS A ¥ B> H © = v i34 57 7448 3o K2 00 € aer;
% {4 > e LFH+EDTA 2R 7 i '}"j‘ ¢t EDTA @ i# # TBARS & ‘&
i o 2ty HF 2 5 o LFH 2eonzbn AW 7 ERirdles
LFH+EDTA 2 p|2rdrdlem 8 > 12 EDTA &K o Aficd 4 £
B AT B4 Rl PR AEE S AR KOt e
7 4e LFH 2 /2 EDTA i drilifed 4 2 £ o § 247410 o EDTA
B2 OLFH 27 A R s Fiks 062 2 051 Bitd#kE (log
CFU/g) > 5 famm 5 > 7 A S > 068 2 044 BitEcE > $+ 5
B EF T 7 A B0 056 % 024 B $t#cie ; & LFH+EDTA ‘e 7]
R4 LFH 22 EDTA » B0 7 5 b g 2 i ~ Ul i
%k FFEEA S 5 082076 2 0.64 B i -

% = #%5 L4734 EDTA (% % 250 ppm EDTA)~LFH (i #c 4 mg/g
meat <725 48 - -k f247) &2 LFH+EDTA (7 v 4 mg/g meat -k iz 4
% 250 ppm EDTA) foprifFR (0~2-4-6% 8 %) ¥zLE 7 & %

(non-vacuum packaging) F 1 2 %2 F#Z B E o B EF R gL B2

A Bl Mot o BT i 4 LPH 2 /5% EDTA &t Prilficd 4 4
o ot EDTA 22 LFH 24 7 R 44 Fikcy 016
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Abstract

In this study, lactoferrin hydrolysate (LFH) was prepared by pepsin
cleavage of bovine lactoferrin (LF) at 37°C and pH 2.5, and the purposes
of this study are to investigate the anti-microbia and anti-oxidative
properties of LFH and EDTA. The study was divided into three parts. The
first part is to investigate the antimicrobial activities of LF and LFH
which percent hydrolysis is 6.88%. The minima inhibitory
concentrations (MICs) of LF and LFH toward Saphylococcus aureus
ATCC 9144 are 2.0 and 0.25 mg/mL, respectively. LF shows no
antibacterial activity to Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 14207, but the
MIC of LFH to this strain is 2.0 mg/mL. The SDS-PAGE of LFH shows
that LFH could produce 3.496-6.512 kD fragments. Lactoferrin
hydrolysate was purified by cation-exchanged resin and analysed by high
performance liquid chromatography to collect antimicrobial peptide -
lactoferricin to investigate for its antimicrobial activity. The concentration
of polypeptide of lactoferrin hydrolysate is 8.1 mg/ml including the
antimicrobia peptides (lactoferricin) 1.08 mg/ml. Lactoferrin hydrolysate
was heat at 100°C for 0 (LfHS), 5 (H5-LfHS) and 10 (H10-LfHS)
minutes, than collected the suspended liquid of lactoferrin hydrolysate
after centrifugation to analyse the concentration of antimicrobial peptides.
The concentration of antimicrobial peptides in LfHS is 1.06 mg/ml, and
it was 98% of original consistence. The result was meant that the most of
antimicrobia peptides was existed in the suspended liquid of lactoferrin
hydrolysate. The concentration of antimicrobial peptidesin H5-LfHS and
H10-LfHS is 0.62 mg/ml and 0.425 mg/ml respectively, than they were



58.5% and 40.1% of original consistence. It was proved that the longer
heating time the lower concentration of antimicrobial peptides in
suspended liquid of lactoferrin hydrolysate.

The experiment to investigate that antimicrobial activity of
lactoferrin hydrolysate was diluted to 125, 250, 500 and 1000 pg/ml, and
heat O, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 and 60 minutes at 100°C to two pathogenic
bacteria: Listeria monocytogenes (gram positive bacteria) and Salmonella
typhimurium (gram negative bacteria). The results were non-antimicrobia
activity in 125ug/ml lactoferrin hydrolysate, inversely, lactoferrin
hydrolysate at 500 pg/ml had significantly antimicrobia activity.
Lactoferrin hydrolysate at 250 pg/ml still have antimicrobial activity, but
the antimicrobia activity significantly degraded to S. typhimurium after
heating 10 minutes and to L. monocytogenes after heating 30 minutes.

The second part is to investigate the microbial and chemical
properties of non-vacuum-package ground hams added 250 ppm EDTA
and/or 4 mg LFH/g meat and all of them named EDTA treatment, LFH
treatment and LFH+EDTA treatment were stored at 4°C for 0, 2, 4 and 6
days. The thiobarbituric acid reactive substances value (TBARS value) of
LFH treatment is the greatest which indicts that LFH has pro-oxidative
action. The TBARS value of LFH+EDTA treatment is the lowest. The
nonheme iron of LFH treatment is more than control, but LFH+EDTA
treatment and control are not significantly different. EDTA treatment is
the least. The total plate counts, lactic acid bacterial counts and coliforms
in al treatments are lower than control which indict that adding LFH
and/or EDTA could inhibit the growth of microbe. In the contrast to
control, EDTA treatment, LFH treatment and LFH+EDTA treatment

\



could decrease 0.62, 0.51 and 0.82 log CFU/g on total plate counts,
decrease 0.68, 0.44 and 0.76 log CFU/g on lactic acid bacterial counts,
decrease 0.56, 0.24 and 0.64 log CFU/g on coliforms.

The third part is to investigate the microbia properties of
non-vacuum-package meat balls added 250 ppm EDTA and/or 4 mg
LFH/g meat and all of them named EDTA treatment, LFH treatment and
LFH+EDTA treatment were stored at 7°C for O, 2, 4, 6 and 8 days. The
total plate countsin all treatments are lower than control which indict that
adding LFH and/or EDTA could inhibit the growth of microbe. In the
contrast to control, EDTA treatment, LFH treatment and LFH+EDTA
treatment could decrease 0.16, 0.16 and 0.36 log CFU/g on tota plate

counts.

Key words. bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate, lactoferricin, antimicrobial

peptide, EDTA, meat balls
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U4 30 (lactoferrin) # - f4 % & By > U4k 25 3
— 5SS R L 80KDeE - srrkga s AT D B kLB
+ (Fe3+) =% (Febindingsites) (Bezkorovainy, 1977) o 548 &
v g Gt td 2 f ¢ (Groves, 1965; Johansson, 1969)
FAERFY R PR APA R o FU Y B F S A B
o, B RS SR v b & il 2 - (Reiter,
1983)

Bellamy (1992b) % 4 &9 548 3¢ (lactoferrin; LF) %% epk
HpH T o 5% o fF (pepsin) *7 &l fs > ¢ & N-terminal region 2 !
FF 25 BAADFPLNIIGE S o LR A
#F-v % (lactoferricin) » 22 2 fen2 FU4B F-v & (Tt > F 2 FL
v FH AL W NIEBET R 2edadFE (Yamauchi etal.,
1993; Wakabayashi et al., 1999) -  $'4# 3-v -KfZ+ (lactoferrin
hydrolysate; LFH ) ¥t 5 5 ipl3 Ffecndiffra s > 3 > L2 v
8 o ¥ ars &3 R 206000DF £ F FEE ] A RS
Tt i (A B 580KD) L5 B BITHMA G 0
e i o e iy Caztx M@2+imE & 5 1-5mM p= o 548

Fov AP EAREE B R R T A R S B0 kRS &



% Ff* ~ EDTA 2 548 3-v K5 pF > § RILEEY > ¥ 4
FIFAS TEFF B 8% (Faconetal., 1995) - i F ¥ 4] * i
prk ] B0 P {28 Al B SR KRS (FL R RehE 5
3 A o

PAF AR kR AR R BERE AR R
TR KRR AR LT T G Pl oo i
%5,9]‘ et g 5 kY 5 EDTA( 250 ppm EDTA )~ LFH(4 mg/g meat
YA v oK fE$ ) 22 LFH+EDTA (4 mg/g meats-k 24 %2 250 ppm
EDTA) # F4CH B e map 2§ 1 2 TBARSE ~ 2bn 2 B 48

2Rl FRFNE < AR B

10






- ~ 4 %9 (lactoferrin; LF) 2 @ 4

FedBi Fov BB FE A 5P A g ke (SOerensen et al., 1939) 0 #]
B it 2248 & (Grobve, 1960; Masson et al., 1966) > F] 4 & & 5 5“4
Fvoo - HFUB IY B o R € & 15-20%2 F 0 & ¥4 frehik
B PEEIB RY e S AR o MEFBAA R B 4 o U4 Y
SRR § fOF o o R KT B% 4 B0 o AR
apo-lactoferrin » j&2# 54 ¢ 3 gL 4 F-v )? LB G AR @A e Ao

U 48 B0 0 PIARAL 5 holo-lactoferrin (Steijns et al., 2000) -

wd - L E K F&;Q/E%#F,Hz%ﬁa}ﬂﬁ P o mFU4E -
v S A MEME Y RS RR NI FURA RN 2 SRR
NFB I AR F BASH R B H s e B T E K FF S
B A5 e #8852 (Kawaguchi et al., 1989) £ 7 &
(Yamauchi et al., 2000c; Tanaka et al., 1999; Masci, 2000) :i& 7 fkk 37

% o
() $ 4635 2 RBEA G

Fedihn AR A G R MR 0 PR e S R
UL ST R I SRR AR S LT A A S L S

Groves, 1965; Johansson, 1969) » — 4 k3 » w /& T € 73 1lug/mL
F
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hividd > LAy PHASFXF o Rl TR R

# % % 200 ug/mL (Masson et al., 1971) - % — 2 §U 48 kv A RPN

Ik

o

5

FUAP SR R ERIP AR RIPAREER G T
(Steijnsetal., 2000) - 4 #Ferd=54¢ 5 4 B ¥ j i dy o H 5 £ 9
% 7mg/mL (Masson et al., 1971) » e 3| 1 ¥ U8 » & 547 48 Fev
2551* 7 1mg/mL =+ (Hennart et al., 1991) - &2 ~ B~ § #7 4
psengtit e o £ 73 0.2-2mg/mL # % ehft4 3o (Shimazaki et al.,
1994) > Apge2. T > LA SR FES Y P G RSER B R 0

327 £ 1% 0.02-02mg/mL z_ & (Reiter, 1978) -
(=) 4535 2 BipR

FU4f v Hd H - virdaBadan SpERY > A3 £ 55 8kD o
P RpARIAEST SR €77 1437 & HEpE (glycans) (Spik
etal, 1994) - 2 -4 3o & A S 46 30 A uld 689 & 691 B rEfhpk
waoo@m S IR e R A 7 3 69%:4p 2 R (Plerceetal.,

1991) -

- v SR AAHPA TR o



Table 1. Reported lactoferrin levels in various human secretions and

tissues.

Fluid and tissue Level MD
Colostral milk 5-7 mg/mL —
(preterm) 6.76x£1.50 mg/mL RIA
(full-term) 3.10+£0.50 mg/mL RIA
6.7+0.7 mg/mL RIE
Transitional milk 3.7£0.1 mg/mL RIE
Mature breast milk 1-2 mg/mL RIE
1.97-3.20 mg/mL RIA
2.6+£0.4 mg/mL RIE
Amniotic fluid 2-32 mg/mL RIA
Bronchial mucus 35.2+6.5 mg/mL —
Tear fluid 2.2 mg/mL ELISA
Seminal plasma 1.18+0.74 mg/mL RID
Synoviad fluid 46.4+35.9 mg/mL —

(MD = method of determination; RIA = radioimmunoassay; RID = radia

immunodiffusion; ELISA = enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay; RIE =

rocket immunoel ectrophoresis).

(Levay et al., 1995)

Anderson et al. (1989) ¥ Moore et al. (1997) 4 %] 2 ) 7 A 54

30 2% fU4 30 h3D 475 (LH-); @ Coddeville et al. (1992)
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% Spiketal. (1994) Rl E &k p 2 FH 2 F4de > AW g
b2 BPER e A FAE R &2 B R0 3D A A
T AR o A S4B wd A BHE (lobes) wrmS > FL A BIR
EruimE i ko o~ 3 N-gfr Gy o il B S N-SRE &
CifE - &5 BrkFEx 72— Henh 54 Bk E (sub-lobes) = £ %
¥ (domains)» * N1~N2-Cl &2 C2 %3 o & B RIF2Z T ¢ -
B AL (deft) ) 2 H 5T 1 fo- &S ages (ferricion; Fe™) # -

g 3+ (bicarbonate anion; HCO3) f’r?ﬁ Bk s o

LRI R AREF % 1902 5 251-233 chix B €= N1 %
o o5 91-250 shi= ¥ €= N2 %3 > % 345-431 & % 593-676 i
B e ClEe > @ % 432502 iz} ¢ 75= C2 %2 5 % 334-344

R €5 - Bk (hinge) » 3% %5

e
|
S
Y
fu
1%_-;
o
A
T
|3;
gt
h!
£
it

At ot N-spE chs AspBO - Tyr92 -~ Tyrl92 2 His253 (L= ) &
C-zkE i Agp395 ~ Tyrd33 ~ Tyr526 2 Hish95 > m 15 >t sk ¢
E AT BRI R A S B0 S S4BT chk ¢ (Moore et
al., 1997; Haridas et al., 1995) - 5“4 #~v “’T‘ AT A S

yEem CcrteMntt L CoraGaET AR S CUPE S R

~
>
pag!
%ﬁi
4y
i
N

(Ainscough et al., 1979; Cochran et al., 1984) » fv & ¥t & 4

ETI
b
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B (Kaiy i 10%) (Baker et al., 1994) « * 5L 48 3% # £ 4fichii 4 ¢
£ 5 pH EF 5 Fengetal. (1995) 5 43 2 pH>7 P » &
T2 g BT d k o F b pH 3 5.5 > Pl 80%:rul
gD R R T AN R A pH 55 B0
BT ko 2 A PR T JUR RS AT S I B AR
¥ %M (Pakdamanetal., 1998) > @ o pH <35 > §L 45 F-v ¢ 2

Poid e ko B PRV B cfER) 5 B Bk (Abdallahetal.,

2000) -

FMB R L B R RS L Y i 30 A
(Bakeretal, 2002) k@ & 4 1 & e fo B AT e N-h T 3 o
30 i N-sh RS Fl 5 5§ O ORM R SRR K 0 T F 5
10 @ E 30 enpl B 259 =+ (Baker et al., 2002) - JIZH B 7
ToAFE R EA S apl & B 5 952 94 fg_)*jf‘u*’gf’ =iE (F
i) R 2548 %0 ahpl 582+ @ A5k chpl Pl A
557 102 F » it 4p§ ~ (Shimazaki et al., 1993) - VanBerke

(1998) Haiplizik cn® it &

= »

FEESEY RSN T RS T 1=

FAR O R AL FAONKE T F R IR
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Bl- -~

Fig. 1.

\7‘:‘}1&

(A) 22 (B) *5*4iky 23Dt "y fgr o &k
AN S LY S TR I SR I X
A2 A5G RS % 2 F 4 hfkie o
3-D structures of (A) bovine and (B) human lactoferrin. Only the
secondary backbone structure is shown; blue represents -sheets

and red and orange represent a-helices. The portions for

lactoferricin B and H are highlighted in green and yellow.

(Vogdl et al., 2002)
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Fig. 2.

Stick model of the environment of the Fe(l11) ion in the N-lobe
of bovine Lf (PDB ID code: 1BLF). The W1 and W2 water
molecules are represented by small spheres. The W1 and W2
water molecules are at 3.95 and 4.27 A from to iron (Fe-O

distance), respectively.

(Fasano et al., 2004)
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[EREE A i - " T R Nz )"ﬁ% \:'Jf#‘ (N bound
glycan structures) :& {74 % > o Asn233 ~ Asn281 ~ Asn368 - Asnd76
Z Asnb45 . e § L B A i s enE R Ar R g e B Nz §

i1 ASN28L X2 F ALT ¥ T 0 @ ASMATE R € 1 BT b A 2

o}

FLEE A c R S L T % M3 N-o fig it fg %
(N-acetyllactosamine) ~ N-¢ fig % & #&%% (N-acetylglucosamine) ~ X 3t
¥ (galactose) ~ £ F#E (fucose) ~ H & #& (mannose) & # ¢ =fk

(neuraminic acid) % #E#g 5 & (Spik et al., 1994) -

(2) $46Fv 22 F 2 fK*

puy
ﬁ?

4 3t 7 Fhasm g papidit kil £ ida
ERH 23F E N2 F 20-30 Mg B o & A aded Uik e g
#F 100 Mg 4 35 o T E SRS £ et g Aot
vk SR PO BRI L I SO iy - LR RN S E ) o AL KE A I
o2 {8 BRI RFUAS I p g PR T R o BT iE 2 e FUAB
B AR B N TR B R RGY O R FAF B

];’; q_d A /%ECJ#""F]a;jLﬁ}W ‘]’n%mﬁ))ﬁﬁ1i 95%'»! Fo ¥ ohsyy ¥
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(PH 6-10) T & 7 4c #ETE » £ 38 & Jov R > & F L AMbiE

BT T AT 0 B R0 BRI e T fpH 42

n-

#7148 35 73 7% 18 (7 90-100°C ~ 5-10 A i e EIE » & H_k Mo 4K

o FRENTOCTHEHAILE > £HF A 130°C TR T 2 fsmenAg
B B B A F) L (ultrahigh temperature; UHT) > = F nag £ 0L
o S FTE o P W 2R FARA C GBE R IR ILAEY

F_*.
08
Ha
&
B

pal
=}
1§~1
\rm
o=
G
-

AT RY B 2Rk HEFTHF MHEY M H - &
¥ (2000 mg - Kg™' - day™) ¥ et Rigi7 4% 2 13 % ¢hv
JR& 1325 (oral toxicity tests) > # A7 €HE L R A 2 7 LihF i

(Yamauchi et al., 2000a) - ¢+ #t » Yamauchi et al. (2000b) 54 3-v &

THcA P4 R BF% (bacteria reverse-mutation test) - ZF IR 5U 48 B

PAEERPRREE - RS E X 2PREBHRTT OREET o B
fhi%'biﬁ}\fy?’l‘j‘f%é—féfl }ikf:ﬁmﬂwz] ét}fno

P B aRY Jihftdidd g f R by 2 4
&737}’,’: > ﬁ’LJ‘ .Ef ﬁﬂ—ﬁ)};}”; (fOIIOW'up m||k) ~ R ’?E—]-’i{i)"i ~ %ﬁ%’;}b (yogert) N
CAMEME - B A S B R R T UG TR

TR iR kA & AR (aquaculturefeed) 0 11 2 i B X
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PF ey s M2 40 8 (therapeutic diet) #  (Tomitaet al., 2002) -

SEELY > F SEABRY I CHAPRERB/IEAKR DY R
(citrate/bicarbonate buffer with NaCl) ¢ > fjﬁg B ke o 23 7
% “Activated Lactoferrin™ (Activin™)” h2 &7 115 serfrd] A
W2 Ry P EFERSFFH§L A (the Food and Drug
Administration; FDA) £ £ & B #3% (U.S. Department of Agriculture;
USDA) 4% 8 » % 3t ok 378 2 2 Fliicd $ 05 2 (Naidy,

2002) -
(z) F48 39 2 2 BE

FU -0 B3 3F 5 ond e i ) (Reiter, 1983) 0 4 &
48 ev3 . (Fransson, 1983) » & #fF = ka4 £ iBie %1% (Hashizume et
al., 1983) E v im?e ~ 3E 3k 2 v‘%’ PMe o zkad A& (Ambruso et
al., 1981; Broxmeyer et al.,1980; Johansson, 1969) » ™ % & 1t 4L < 7

(Bifidobacterium) =4 £ it F]% (Kodama, 1983) @ @ ' 4% 3-v chdr

BE A LT B E & i - o

1. fpied #F 1L
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LLfpiE

FU4h o ¢ SAEF i AR ISR (4oEscherichia
coli ~ Salmonella enteritidis ~ Pseudomonas aeruginosa) ~ & fF = 15 1% 7
(+-Saphylococcus aureus ~ Listeria monocytogenes ~ Bacillus subtilis) ~
E F (4-Candida albicans -~ Cryptococcus uniguttulatus) % 4+ 3 F

(aerobes) ~ ik ¥ ) (anaerobes) £ px+ ) (yeast) (Weinberg, 1984) -

i A 4P {2 Y48 F-9  (apo-lactoferrin; apo-LF) ",f TR R U A
P8 b T JEETHC S SRR T £ e § 4 2B R
fs (lysozyme) =t 4. Bk 3¢ (I0A) F¥ > ¢ & % U4 v it 4~
&1 (Bamer et al., 1989) - Payne et al. (1990) #= 7 2 5\ 48 ¥-v v

-

apo-LF & 7 3 2% % %% h 42 3 & ] (ultra high temperature

sterilization; UHT) = ¢ #tListeria monocytogenes# £ @2 58 » & %

4

Bt et Y beor fUM By (M4 fo B X 52%) 7 o L
monocytogenes:24 £ > 4r » @po-LFPF > $fL. monocytogenesi] 7 # 7
% o ¥ ¢b o A 7 7 gpo-LFen 5@ 4o » ferric ammonium citrate > i
O-LF# % & 4 b fo ot fi » i % 4 apo-LFends 107 e A ik
B Fla @it iR A e e for 2 HER G M oPayne

et al. (1994) #EDTAR apo-LFi% & 7 Ffs b * A B B = S0 M 5
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2. 24 54k & FPseudomonas fluorescens ~ Salmonella typhimurium ~
Escherichia coli O157:H7% Listeria monocytogenes: & % % .7 % H b
& % EDTA ~ apo-LFe /3 fFpF - & .5 6 - Az * > 417 ¢ FFP

fluorescens S. typhimuriumsn4 £ o

FALAR N R o AR AL LR kR 225
MM o e SEF IR Y AR R R N e o S § b X R g

Bk (‘5'” »1999) > J Fldwip|de T (1) FU48 v mj?mj;:]lfq’f R

3

g R R TR B Y P > R < SR R R R4S 1F
>

SE s KRG A E o EREY JEE MRS PR AT

palN

¥4k

>

=

EI R B2 8 A R FT KRR Y BT Uy iy

P (2) R BHBFREL HoBHE
TS R G g BRI Y R RS A AR R ES
M d-0 T X PR o Ellisonetal. (1991) 3 43y ¢ 2

BALME VKR E e w s R e by 5

o

(lipopolysaccharide; LPS) ez & ¢ 4% 2 w3t gk i2dnd £ %
B FRE AR B o Rm v in s fAIEY 6 EIJCaZWng”_h’v 4] (Ellison
etal., 1990) - L T 7 dg di o B Y 05 R § 1 U R P

LM% MA )4 (Ellisonetal., 1988) -
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Klebanoff et al. (1990) % . F&fr apo-LF # 17 H,0, 5 4% > 4 =&
a3 pd A (hydroxyradicals, « OH) %t E.coli 2 2 & |+ » ¥ B3k
% g Frglicd 44 £ o ¥ ¢b > Bortner et al. (1986; 1989) 4, 11 =
B+ € 3 R EIE 0 im0 S -9 #3 Legionella
pneumophila & 5 it > § 7 & (V40 - AER4E 2 & 114577 B pF o

&

K 0 e F 1Ak e AR B
111 & A RF w4839 58 lactoferrampin

£ 548 39 (bovine lactoferrin; bLF) .- B & 5 % # & ek
BT BAEERE 0 TE B Y % (bovine lactoferricin,
LFcin B) (Tomita et al., 1991) £ lactoferrampin (LFampin) (van der
Kraanetal., 2004) (LBl =) 2 545 30 & 2.0 2 548 36 $17-415
e A AT e S o B D L - B AR BB
(Vogel etal., 2002) - £ 5445 35 % & 7 B iLefilomF ~ L2 72 P
# thic 4 (Seganti et al., 2004; Shin et al., 1998; Wakabayashi et al.,
1996; Yamauchi et al., 1993) o 1345 =+ 5148 30 & & = 2 jivd 1Pk &
B0 - B VR E G N AP aE 0 ¢ 4 Candida
albicans# Escherichia coli (Groenink et al., 1999; Rekda et al., 1999;

Van der Kraan et al., 2004) -
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¥ - BALF ®F —LFampin {3t a5 * FC.albicans 2 - & A ¢
7 +pFpc % (van der Kraan et al., 2004) - % 7 LFampin 268-284 z_ ¢} »
W F - kPR B e LFampin 72 7224 4 #7 7 (van der Kraan
et al., 2005) - &7 7 %% 7 1P B e I > LFampin 265-284 i& £
e R o7t LFampin 268-284 £ 5 { F 5 AR s A 2
LFampin 265-284°% 7 ¢ $fs* FE L 3 shfupia it b (Vogel et
al., 2002) > i ¢ #7 ¥ LFampin 268-284 7 st 0 fF <~ H 2 (van

der Kraanetal.,, %% A% %)

lgE"':& fﬁ#ﬁﬁ??fém&l’?‘bﬁf%? ’}’g‘w;\ r%! #\,@.‘:‘ o _’i;}béﬁﬁ}é .% g # A7
B mE s pod 3Rl £ 7 § AR P (Ulvane o
al., 2001) -+ § #7545 H 2 S48 k-0 K € #E coli 2 S aureus i

........

1.2.3E FE I

Fluconazole = A3 § it g M3 5 Tk + A3 kh A% F
(Candida species)- Kuipers et al. (1999) #-3“4# ¥~v ¥ fluconazole ¥ &
% o F RG4S -0 ¥ 0 E i fluconazole sk o #rEE A (Minimum

inhibitory concentration; MIC) » iz % 77 #-5' 48 39 B4 F#E *
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LFampin (268-284)
LFcin (17-41)

Bl= ~ 254F0 NL-F i o

Fig. 3. Ribbon diagram of the N1-domain of bovine lactoferrin.
Positioned in close proximity to lactoferricin (LFcin: amino
acids 17-41) within the N1-domain of lactoferrin, a novel
antimicrobial domain has been identified and referred to as
lactoferrampin (LFampin, amino acids 268-284). The figure
was constructed using RasWin Molecular graphics (Protein

Data Bank accession code 1BLF).

(van der Kraan et al., 2004)
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- 2=

SRR PR A TR A AT G o SRR 2P W e

Yt

A it s FE AR 2 fLR® 0 £ 7 R T (Synergistic
action) > &c 43 3 4v izt # &) st (Ellison et al., 1991; Naidu et al.,
1994; Wakabayashi et al., 1996; 1998) - F]pt » & & i * FU4fh Fv 22 o

EAM KGR D ARFTIARGERER L T > 5 - A duEH o

PR RERET A E R e AR &

i

(polymorphonuclear leukocyte; MPN) #t C. albicans & efit* > m &

7 IRA4RE Fha 4 (PAmaetal., 1992) -
134+ #t

CF R T WP RA LS R GBI A ped] 4
% * 24 (human immunodeficiency virus, HIV) ~ E % 5 4

(cytomegalovirus) (Harmsen et al., 1995) 14 2 #& 7% J5 & (herpes

\4

simplex virus, HSV) (Fuhiharaet al., 1995) R 4 ‘w2 tko @ Ff L B FR3K
G 1%2 U4 k0 AR TR BER T 3 RTERB ) ® &5 (cornea) R

%% 4 (Fuhiharaet al., 1995) -
1l4.7% 2 A F1E

My F 2 AB BT 6 hdF 2 S 0 Tanska et al.

(1996) 4p 1548 Fov P i drdlic L 2 £ 7> TR RRF L 4 B
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fm?¢ - Omata et al. (2001) » L% 3| % Toxoplasma gondii f= Eimeria
stiedai sporozoites (B KR P T 0 kB 2 FUAR Fu FIERRT i B 4R
53 0 JHIPIF A Hd MEPRE BRITFNF A Bendme i M EF LB F A

® %‘« T* m @A

L5488 B0 ¥ Pneumocystis

3
&q
)

i
k=1
4
i
it
o+
A4
=
T,

carnii 3 $iF 2 Hierid it o T R Fl s AR F 2 H 2 BT BT
(Cirioni et al., 2000) & f+ % 4 & ch%k % 5 LA 4 3o 30— 1 F 4
f+ €73 & o 0§ e 4o Tritrichomonas foetus (Tachezy et al., 1996) »
R AT OLT A BT - L R ) eniE* > 4e N meningitidis

fo Lt F AT b 2 Ged OROR B I S TR

() F4idv 2 42 i (BfET)

Paulsson et al. (1993) & * 4% 7 47 fr2. 2+ 5 4% %v (bovine
apolactoferrin; apo-bLF) & 4 4 - 22 2 5 48 3¢  (bovine

hololactoferrin; holo-bLF) & {7 4v £t AJZ - 3534 3 fE 2 §U48 b0 2 #4148

rr\\

TP E Ak m {8 ifé—a?ybiﬁa}w #mﬁf]tz\lﬁ,"fz‘ "’L"H?E:]—»if/

PR T AR B Y B T2PC T T 15 f)4eh AT MR
i F&JL (pasteurization) i 0 * € BEE ALK KA o 2 F
30 2 135°C Tt 7 A f4mAe B AL B R B B IZ 18 0 holo-bLF &2

28



fmF g & 4 o 3 gpo-bLF #F Fac 4 (bacteriostatic activity) i
¢ T "% o Sanchez et al. (1992b) #-ixA f& 24 F48 Fv & W & 72°C &
85°C T it T AR 0 B % Bt apo-bLF i & € v holo-bLF
Peim B EARE BRR A S Y RN AN A S B Y {3
%M oSanchezetal. (1992b) AT 7 - Bl T E1 E R
® 2T AR AT 7 6P e eh o Luf etal. (1997) -
AR DREm e 2B PRBETEEXIBREDPE 7 &
pH & ~ B g s 3o B (Kussendrager, 1994) - Ble % %t 0.1%g4pk &
et S 3% (PH 65) &7 kiR A (7280 & 90°C) AJZ T 2

#1425 (Kussendrager, 1994) -

BN Y F R INg

RN TG 226% 5 de T U E T ES A g L3R
= gEAF: i SR A ER A % 2 H s ] g B B (Kuwata

et al., 1998) -
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500 T

F
400/
o 300/
Heating time
. -
(52c) 200F
100F
72
0 80  Temperature
(°0)
Denaturation (%)
Bl ~ et U Y R R e SRS R 1% FU4 e

Fig. 4.

(A% 10 mM ® pH & 5 6.5 dwhpedp Etmr) 73 FIEA
(72~80 & 90°C) A2 is » £ 7+ b MR (5-10~15-~
20 % 25%) #rE chie BPER (F)) ©

Effect of heating on denaturation of bovine lactoferrin. The
figure lists the heating times (sec) which give ether 5, 10, 15,

20 or 25% denaturation of 0.1% bovine lactoferrin in 10 mM

sodium phosphate buffer (pH 6.5) at temperatures of 72, 80 or
90°C.

(Kussendrager, 1994)
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Tomita et al. (1991a, b) 27 Hoek et al. (1997) A | * 7 % k¢
R R NI F R EIR ey ¥ I SEE Y R
el P 5L B R SR KBRS IS TR B

AR > WA L4 o

(=) 54836 2 @ kjas

Tomita et al. (19918) #-=+ 5 48 -9 fd 2 b hpld & (pH
1-4) ~ e #8 B (60-130°C) 22 4c #pF P (5-60 4 48) #rie 2 96 f&
EETREKIR BRI A pH20 3.0 2T > 27 100°C
i B e R HARFE € R T Y o ek e VR R R
% 80°C s 90°C p » P4 2 B2t £ 3 60 4 45 > 4ryt # 1)
kA A € 57 wadnptie 7 32K A D e B oK S

7B ¥R fRA S R RS iE 10%PF 0 & B ek o

Tomita et al. (1991a) #-= 4% F-¢ A pH 2.0 T & {7 120°C ~ 15
Aharbe BEIE (kfEE L 10%) 0 TR KfEAS AR AR AR o
R 5 10 pg/ml pF > £ 5 FjF % o Tomitaet al. (1991a) * * & 4p
® 2c ik 4p kB 7 F B (reversed phase-high performance liquid
chromatographic; RP-HPLC) 4 ~ t-kfz A+ > FImHE ¥ 5 — #adrk
AL B s DR EE M SERP T FYR B TR - B R
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BROOENB R SE T UK AT SERER R R
Do E P ok RA AP A AT 0 N T FIELE B
o b K RAS S A R B BB L i 4 R o
FUE AR BB T 0B LA B RPN P BRI B e £

&R
(=) F4 39 2.7 ¥9 pr-kf2$ (pepsin-hydrolyzed LF)

Tomita et al. (1991b) ** pH 25~ 37°C e 2T » & % e}

5 F5 (porcine pepsin) % 544k o & 17 4 B | Pk RE Ji o S0

fok
=
oy
o
.\f\‘:
s
%
fat
=
Py
¥
£
i}
[
[
A
a\
A
\

H

KfRA R AR L
Sobo HpAad 4 A Ee B4 925 B o gt b o 4RO FUS
Vo R AR SR KRS { £ RFD%E - Tomita et al.

(1991b) & *%-k f2:EA2? » & [E 30 A48fc B - S kfRAd » #okiz

41
diF

A4 11 SDSPAGE 4 47 54 T » fE 4 K3 F o § & 30 A 4P it

|k

ENS

ooy R0 pEry 30 A4S HTERZ AT kfEAF (4 F
2+ 6kD) ik B =0.25 mg/mL BF > ¥ 12 % > 4rd] E. coli 0111 14
fooBF RO Rl 4 B TEKEAS B PrEER

(minimal inhibitory concentration; MIC) » %_0.25 mg/mL - iz % 7+ fj‘uﬁ%

B KRR BB HE L KRR AR R EEI S~ K
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&4 4 E. coli O111 erk e % £ Tt (Tomitaet al., 1991b) - i

B FAT IR D FUB RD o R KRS AT AT R

f

L& ¥/ (Bacillus, Listeria, Streptococcus) % £ fF = B 4 F
(Escherichia, Klebsiella, Salmonella, Proteus, Pseudomonas) :ipl:# 7
oo P oRfEp T BIRFAELE R 0 A R R h8 R

(LA Z)ed p7as 25 8% 6kD 2 & F f@istban] 3]s

it REO Ry (A F 89580 kD) % BRTEHMAG

—

A i F|en g efLEpcE o

U 0 k2 i 80°C~ 15 A4 EIT 0 P Uk KRR R
o iR BREEE 4T KRS HR I E £ T (Tomitaet
al., 1991) o #-kfad chpH L2 2 11 (XA S4B L AaT) L aw e
MpE s kR b E Rk §4F 4 B0% 2+ (RA ) A T E kR
PoeRA A AR IE R T EREARIE XL BHA L5 o kR
Pt pH 37 chig 27 5 =i 121°C ~ 15 A 4ichde £ R AgR (s > v
LAk d P B KRS hdE S AR Y (Tomita et al,
1991b) o d P i F Aro FUB R RfEF T M AcBR F o ARE B 0 R F
F 4 Br B pH 6.0 GhiE 2 T 5 i 100°C ~ 5 A gt BEIE (S
i]&g = >% 4 HiFrek (Abe et al., 1991) - -k 24~ ki3 7% & pH
B7 hiF BT > VAR B n a3 ¢ &2 H Al (Tomita et
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al., 1991b) -

Tomita et al. (1991b) I #-7{7 2 -Kfj24 vi F 4p B >k 4 K 47 8
HEFAH - FRFE G - B pek & F ppesk - BB EF EF
fehk g 11 SDS-PAGE # 47 > # A2 6 7 7 #cf@ir?s - @ Bellamy
etal. (1992b) & F s 4 dv ¥ chpH BT » 55 Fv fror s o ¢
EF I O NL R F 5 25 BrefApa A cduiic 2 $ 0k F)
BAE ¢ o EORERT L F e & T (lactoferricin™) > @ FU 4 Fen
F4h v 2 EHEL T B8 (invitro) & 2 &5 B8P (in vivo)

FEFFIARDAEL o d T A AR kR £ 7

Dionysius et al. (1997) % 3¢ f* ad@ o718 2. = 5448 30 -k 2
PPz A% 3 %3~ % & F  (Enterotoxigenic
Escherichia coli; ETEC) s93*% » A %] & % % peptide | ~ peptide |1 %
peptide Il (L BT )o = P2 % F 2 T2 F0kp 2 44 Fd N

A5G BFEESE LB AR LR

Peptide! k p 32 5 4 dv % 17 3] % 42 Brefima k> 2 C3
e F ot Bellamy et al. (1992) % 2+ 5L 48 -9 2% (bovine

lactoferricin; LFcinB) % 7 - i 3 "%t (alanine)> » + &€ 5 3195 Da>
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= frirs? fu ETEC Eiidosian ¥ B kR k4 » peptide | 4o
ETEC sva i = FF4 5148 39 = 5 > Listeria monocytogenes ¥
peptide | & ¢k » m Pseudomonas fluorescens 2 Saphylococcus aureus
opeptide | shduidtfodp o A ZHASF FA S F - 95 KT

7 (P. fluorescens) # #_a 4 i B 7 (L. monocytogenes, Bacillus
cereus 2 Salmonella salford) > v # e £ 35 % ¥ 4 peptide| 12 4p &

Mk B e A

Peptide Il #+ ETEC & A = f@% 75§ ¢ B L > d & BB 7
(Rp 2543y % 13 % 162 % 435| % 48 Brefifimn AA) £1F

- BEMgEELEA A 23§ 5 2673Dac

Peptide Il » E_7 3 — B fFadEl & 48 (heterodimer) »
WAFEFY S 1P S A8 BoRARMA L > AN 428 % 43 Bk
LA k2 B o Rk #7cn 0 A+ § 5 5851Dac fibip
peptide 111 &2 Bellamy et al. (1992) # M4 S 4 kv 27 F R o
Peptide 111 %+ ETEC st peptide | #4752 &2 » @ 4 FU 48 3-v *

(Bellamy et al., 1992) s R v 2 S 4839 2 ™M1 4 & o
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4 -~ L F0 2 H 5 b fAoRfEP AR

Table 2. Antibacteria activity of bovine lactoferrin and pepsin-
hydrolyzed lactoferrin against various bacteria species.

MIC? (mg/mL)

Bacterial strain® Lactoferrin Hydrolysate
Escherichia coli 11D-861 2.0 0.23
Salmonella enteriditis [1D-604 >8.0 0.32
Klebsiella pneumoniae JCM-1662T >8.0 0.47
Proteus vulgaris JCM-1668T >8.0 0.94
Pseudomonas aeruginosa MM1-603 >8.0 0.63
Bacillus subtilis ATCC-6633 1.6 0.08
Streptococcus bovis ICM-5672 16 0.08
Listeria monocytogenes IDF-Ib 16 0.08

'The 11D denotes Institute of Infectious Disease (nowlnstitute of Medical
Science) at Tokyo University, Tokyo, Jon; JCM denotes Japan Collection
of Microorganisms at RIKEN, Wako City, Jon; MMI denotes Morinaga
Milk Industry Co. Ltd., Zama City, Jon; ATCC denotes American Type
Culture Coallection, Rockville, MD; IDF denotes International Dairy
Federation, Tokyo, Jpn.

?MIC = Minimal inhibitory concentration. Lactoferrin was assayed at
concentration of 0, 0.4, 0.8, 1.2, 1.6, 2.0, 3.0, 4.0, 5.0, 6.0 and 8.0 mg/mL.
Lactoferrin hydrolysate was assayed at 0, 0.04, 0.08, 0.16, 0.23, 0.32,
0.47, 0.63, 0.94, 1.2 and 1.6 mg/mL. The MIC values indicated were

observed in three experiments.

(Tomitaet al., 1991b)
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22 ARPHEZ P R0 KBF SRR Ra BAT G

Escherichia coli 01114 # 3R

Table 3. Antibacterial activity of lactoferrin hydrolysate against
Escherichia coli O111 after pH adjustment and autoclaving.

MIC? (mg/mL)

Treatment’ pH3 pH5 pH7 pH9 pH11

Unheated hydrolysate 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.50

Autoclaved hydrolysate 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.50 1.00

Lactoferrin hydrolysate (16 mg/mL in 1 % peptone) was adjusted to
various pH conditions as indicated by addition of 1 N NaOH or 1 N HCI
and held at room temperature (unheated control) or autoclaved at 121°C
for 15 min. Antibacteria activity was assayed after neutralizing the

solutions.

2MIC = Minimal inhibitory concentration. Hydrolysates were assayed at 0,
0.10, 0.15, 0.20, 0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 1.00, 1.30 and 1.60 mg/mL. The MIC

values indicated were observed in two experiments.

(Tomitaet al., 1991b)

37



Peptide I

Peptdie II

@@@@@@@@ @@@@@

Peptide TIT

BT~ 254830 25 Fv fa-kfay e ST ppPi A & B 7| o
RABAA S OEFT I TEAA LIS I ¢ DB
BoOEAINA S OEAE

Fig. 5. Primary sequences of antibacterial peptides generated by pepsin
digestion of bovine lactoferrin. Residue numbers indicate

sequence position in bovine lactoferrin, and disulfide bonds are

shown as lines.

(Dionysius et al., 1997)
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(Z) F 43y 2 g pe-kjfz4 (chymosin-hydrolyzed LF)

Hoek et al. (1997) #&.pH 3.0 -~ 60°C ™ 17 & ‘e 2z & 5 fs
(recombinant chymosin) K25 4835 » &2 2 & 5 FF @ bavkjz i
Fooa @ - hEF 2 A #2 (Single-step ion-exchange fractionation)
ok fai ? o PR S 80 2%R & 2 Bellamy et al. (1992) <7 %

FR2MFETIARR o B A% pH TS A
kfRapO-LF> Bl § A2 & B % e B FUEEM NS B FLF 1-106
$BLF1-92> A s P RadEE 4 (MICS 160 mg/mL; 13 mM) A& -

BRSNS R - & (MIC: 1 mg/mL; 125 mM) -

Shimazaki et al. (1991) # 4 3T pH™ 15 s R 25148 3w - 3
Mt AL HRE 3 A7 0§ mFPLIRGRIPERIFAL o 1T

BABHI 2 v WERF B- %€ Xkfidv (k-casein) ¥ -

—\

~ % 8258 (Defour etal., 1965) - 2@ » § it 5350 1t 548 G crpi e
Fode g I E GRS SR RS AL T B R 0 ST
st gL > Tomita (1994) W 54 v 7% < Bl T A R e rd o
NP EEY AR AR Y - BAEA GRS B

B S Ben % e AR

jEdzd gty ¢ (Dionysius et al., 1991) = &% 3 % (Ward et
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al., 1995) ¥R+ 1U x L2 A o TGRSR BRI E
A ¥ 2 B~ {7 2_aspartic proteasesP~ it &0 Fl b L iE 2T U e
kRS R > 2 AL FRFAEE 2 REAS T AT A ki

ERE: n i RE e LRt TR S O R ) Rl e E A
(z) BRIFE* (synergistic effect)

Facon et al. (1995) # L H jp ¢ * 3 Ff+* ¥ > ¥ Salmonella
enteritidis 23 A2 FFE* o 3 K4 f B8R0 K2y 23 F
fe > 5 34 EDTA JE R PR T > i f FpFpe® 7 < 2 S enteritidis

FHE ik F R S o f EDTAER 3 025 mM & » & 30

4 | $2

/-ﬂ

FF T o AEF EDTA JRARN 4 > Hinppak» € f o
4v o F EDTA JER % 1.25mM > & 5146 35 -k 24 (30 pg/mL) =
7 F e (80 pg/mL) &% 5 F sk AE A B 4 0 T E RS
enteritidis - B log CFU/mML - 5 fhi¢ * 5U48 39 K25 P > ¥ S
enteritidis ¥ § £ 415 L FHIT® > FRISB 0 REF 03 F

AEa ® o ALk enpiEppak § %R E - Faconetal. (1995) #-5 48
B okfRP 2 R ERA KR - BaORRR AL Y - BRI
i m,}&fﬁ:g’]‘ v 3] tryptic soy broth (TSB) » - % 3#-3 FfF ek & F

o H PR e F 4 B0 KRS R R E 0§ et R S L E R
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v kR R R R E PR 43 AEFRR P B € H Ao
Fjpck o iEd T fLER & & A5 d R S enteritidis eh2 £ i F 2 4
FfE > G T A ERRETk D B FF L AR R T R

U4 35 K fRF RS AR LPS A 4 Y o

Tomita et al. (1997) SRTHLEHIF 5 & FI4F 2 47 01 2 S 48 3o 2
fa-kfad2 5 Fd fokfRf g2 SRR TAZ R ITY » 0 4
EDTA - 2Na~ #uk o ié (ascorbicacid) 2 H ##g ~ & 4 (citric acid)
2 H @y - B eipc (polyphosphoric acid) 2 H @ g ~ *2p% (cholic
acid) ~ F ¢z = p% #2000 (polyethylene glycol #2000) > 12 % penicillin
ampicillin ~ cephaothin ~ erythromycin -~ kanamycin ~ staphcillin -
streptomycin ~ hostacyclin ~ gentamicin ~ polymyxin B ~ chloramphenicol
F4i2d 4 o Tomitaet al. (1997) €5 F-v fa-KfEd-¢ 2305 Bio
PeA F PR R B iod BT RS BRI RIAY T AL R
* oo FE 2 FU4 B9~ caseinphosphopeptide ~ # ¥ A% (tocopheral) ~
B-cyclodextrin ~ ¢ g% (ethyl alcohol) (99.5 %) ~ A = & p% (chitosan) -
L-L Bkt (L-cysteine) ~ 7 = fF (propylene glycol) ~ 4 # (glycerol)
2 % 4 g % B H @ fg  (glycerinfatty acid ester) - 4e
1-monocapryloyl-rac-glycerol -~ 1-monomyristoyl-rac-glycerol -~
1-monolauryl-rac-glycerol ~ 1-monostearoyl-rac-glycerol -
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= ~ 4 %9 % (lactoferricin; LFcin) 2. #§ 4

Tomitaet al. (1991) 14§ F-v f=s Q¥ 2 5L 4 3o 2 A Y48 F-v
T E] 0 E A KRR Y A0 B Fulicd SR L aEs o B
% 'Bellamy et al. (1992) #-:¢ = 5448 30 K f25 L 5 Fubicd 5 e
PR R FA IV SETRAE AR LR ISR 2 A
Bdd F oo BV HR I DEFEER A FE R B R D
N1 o 25483y 257 D BIeAMARL A EHF0 077
A7 Brefipm A X245 - KE 25 F9 540 DR 7] o 2 18
DA FETER ARG 2T B9 kR E Y o T A
kop At Fed-9 N1 %3 cdnFia?s (Dionysius et al., 1997; Hoek et

al., 1997) -

U4 v & i e AP 5 0K (Bellamy et al., 1992b; Jones et

al., 1994; shin et al., 1998) > ix s34l 2 S B ILFE £ L IL

(¢ BB RE) B+ H kE 42 LF4 4 (Tanaka et al,

1995) o 4t *b > U4 B0 F AP d Mak & (05500 pg/mL) T oo wE

HEFABLAEELFCIELEAE L Prdlocsk (Belamy et al., 1992b;
%

Joneset al., 1994) - x 5U4# v RizipH BFEFIPM % 57 R

F_&

S o
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(-) F4F9 522 28 B

BRI R T e Fev PRV Y 25K f2 (Saitoetal,
1991) « Fi 4 kv AR 2 oRfEZ (5 0 A B BFE LR AILREEE LS
L HRfRIR LGRS 7 R TR RN R B FER R R
A o T2 RER T A1 A BN g R R 472 (two-step
hydrophobic chromatography) & i& 7 % it » & 3 3 FLU 48 -9 3
(Bellamy et al., 1992) - r pe {258 g o & ¢ 418 » £ Rir g M 0%
& e R F AR BTSRRI R A B RSB R

9500 o B EI A AARE S EBEE T o

FARBRN G LR RIMERY F TR E LR % MRSA
= & F 4 & —Toxoplasma gondii (Nakasone et al., 1994; Isamida et al.,

1998) -

(2) S4B 3 Fen e i

LB I B AT I ST B9 Pl AN g2

vx (LH- B

-n\y

AL E 12445 BURAR A S > @ F

Qe
\4

RA 5% 111 By hs)imd) 24548k 2 (LB- A)>
AASERY A F L1 e ¥ 12 BrRA A A s § KRR

LR LR N EA S O I VA T S S
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SR R S R 6 B R 6 R it
% (Hwang et al., 1998; Schibli et al., 2000) - § =+ F“4% 39 %5 f# K

B o gd RALEPBFG Y P iR

Ak
@
W
=
\av
P
i3

FRE (R2) 0 2 80 9 cw KL AR 6 25 2 548 30 3
e Bl A 2T RY F Y - RIRIS R PORARA L 5
Morrsigqp s B hificd PoRisdp i A E A & (magainin)
FonEEMIY 232 8F 2 enwie i g (vt (Bechinger et

al., 1993; Gesell et al., 1997; Hwang et al., 1998; Schibli et al., 2000) -

T2 ORMEALE H ALY R - B2 B R
AAHEFB RS R OREEE A LR F Y B ORE TR R
¢ M AR S H B s (Kang et al., 1996; Strem et al., 2000) (%
) TP B4 {402 Ak T RRWQWRNH2 - & 4 5t
30 & ofuE S IR (Tomitaetal., 1994) o f-kiz i@ o s
kb B B4 0 PR S R o 0 Airkagald SDS s 2k

LER IR ;uiii_’?,’tg A3 BA LT TR F ’lli—%h’ﬁ D e 4

=K

v B A OREL VISR O e ¢y A5 — %i_&fﬁ#% (Schibli et
al., 1999b) o § 2f W » PR 2> @B A5 F 3 11 BrRARA A
PEPR RIEERTY £ 1t 3 SV SDSHcte £ w % & (Schiblietal., 73
FEAFER)od T I A5 FABEY & G EPE i
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CERNF LA Rt 7w o4 (Nikaido
etal., 1979, Hancock et al., 1981) - H ¢ » i iG] 2 R 2 B Py B W HC
Alehfp 3 TR Bl GEF O 0 RFPLRHETRF L O g T
(zwitterionic phospholipids) =7 fr 4 %X (Gazit et al., 1994) - @
Vorland et al. (1999) #& 17 T = RRELIEH* 484] 1 7 L > idrkea b 3
TR ARARA A E B R ISR R R (LPS) F f
TOEEFAF I B 3PSO R B I EokE
f£% 4 > & W(Trp) s { 23255 % A (lipidA) » 4ept ’iﬁuﬁﬁi’?.’q&

TR SRR S

PUTER IR T B 4 g R R R A HE ks & ot
R € T e e o LR SR IR TR TR e S
B7* ka3 3 (Nikadoetal., 1979) - b » fop e + 2 F &gk

ERE AR R L 2 ’%’Kﬁi’@ﬁii%’ﬁ K (Shai, 1999) -



TRE OV RES U BRABAL PSS ES MR 2R A4
FF s %% (Kangetal., 1996) @ 4 U4 d-v % B £ A=A phA
# —1-5 (GRRRR) % 19-31 (KCFQWQRNMRKVR) — $+#ui it i
£ & (Moriarty, 2002) « % 5'48 3¢ % oA p A K —20-37 2 =
AfF0 26 LPS A4 23 0F% o a A fUB Y 2 F LR

v % ¢1128-34 loop regio ¢ &2 LPS % £ (Elass-Rochard et al., 1995) -

Ulvatne et al. (2001) 45 &1 2 F 4 F-v % ¢ & RS § £ 0
EERE S REAMOEL RN Ra o FEE S RRRE S AT

F g p P RRE R T S R RO 0 R A T

R G R BT LS R R L A & L2

& i -

2. 'z p

M-

PO LI E G - B LT hd 2 (amphipathic) 1
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A5 & € WA DR 4 T (cytoplasmic membrane) A 4 A 4t 5
Hoa & it 4] 28 40 & DNA S RNA frgv §7 0 112 v
#1 DNA 2 (&) F=v Fhg = 2417k d » a 234850 2 2
AArAE RFAERE T 7 § AERAMORE T 2747
i eniT* % F A ) o Haukland et al. (2001) #7 3 % T§ 2 5V 48 3
v & it B Mt E] PrE kR R FR e BT T R D] 2
35 % 7% & o Ulvaneet al. (2004) #-2 = DNA ~ RNA 2 39
S BSR4 e * B dnbtiE Mehm Sgde (radioactive precursors) 14 E R
LY F AR Y #3E & 3 £ (macromolecular synthesis)
%2 5 o ¥+ Escherichiacoli UC 6782 itk /a3 » e P E A F & =&
e 2 SRy & € @ v o RNA ihs A £ 5 4e 0 @ & DNA
s SRR 10 A BB B0 FAr RNA g 2 8 ¢ B T 0%
st pE > DNA 08 = B B € 3 4 o ¥ Bacillus subtilisizthqm 3 0 %
RATFDE A G SR Bt X T2 f e R oafrdll v aE 20 4
48020 A 48B 15 > RNA ths S E 84 o d AT 7 B % v, § 25
v F2ER TR A EREPCE R DT ] L G ks g 5

PEELFNBEEILAEAMN DE LS RE o
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Bl o~ 2R F RRRY g ",f Tk B AR A
(A) A4 vephs repe 12 (B) ¥ 4 % omhfhnd g § 8
S

Fig. 6. Solution structures of lactoferricin B. In addition to the

backbone and the disulfide bond, the sidechains of the (A) Arg

and Lys groups and (B) aromatic groups are shown.

(Vogel et al., 2002)
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o~ A5 £ 2 HAp sk B B Escherichia coli s

IR, o

Table4. Antimicrobia activity of some peptide analogs of lactoferricin

B against Escherichia coli.

Amino acid sequence (substitutions in bold) MIC
Lfcin B® 22.5 ng/mL
RRWQWRMKKLG? 22.5 pg/mL
KKWQWKMKKLG? 30.0 ug/mL
RRWQWRMRRLG? 11.3 pg/mL
RRAAARAKKAG? >120.0 png/mL
FKCRRWQWRMKKLGA" 24.0 uM
FKCRRAQWRMKKLGA" >100.0 uM
FKCRRWQARM KKLGAP >100.0 uM

*Datataken from Kang et al. (1996).
®Data taken from Strgm et al. (2000).
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Bellamy et al. (1992) ## Rd £ 5 4 Fv 2 % v fa-KfEf ¢ > &
PATEZ AP AHNEIFABRAEBERAYEF R LR
7 7<% » ¢ 45 Escherichia coli ~ Salmonella enteritidis ~ Klebsiella
pneumoniae ~ Proteus vulgaris ~ Yersinia enterocolitica ~ Pseudomonas
aeruginosa~ Campylobacter jguni ~ Saphylococcus aureus~ Sreptococcus
mutans -~ Corynebacterium diphtheriae ~ Listeria monocytogenes 4 %
Clostridium perfringense =+ 5 4§ §-v % b | #r 7k & # B & 0.3-150
ng/mb > %58 % ¢ LI ARE TR * LR FADEE - 2B Y
. pH 55-75 ik =T > ¥ $t E coli O111 # A s » 2 @
3 dglhenix BT g 3 B chiF & o Bellamy et al. (1992)  4p ¢
Fagd 5N K "M@ Ca&"% 2 faps > A9 BuY 54l
$ Bl 4 BT 2 SBRY R € T L B IRV
e FEPE S 2 U R & ek Rl X B (Belamy et al,
1993) o 4 48 F-v F » a2 R DB EPCE 0 R A Pseudomonas
fluorescens ~ Enterococcus faecalis % Bifidobacterium bifidum $F 2 5t 4

v 2273 B R« (Bellamyetal., 1992) -

Bellamy et al. (1992) #5448 3o % & = cHEEpid i 47 LR 2 T
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EES SERE OGS SRR ¥ R L e U
B3 7 6 P8 et - Hoeketal. (1997) 5 3L % p 548 3 4 ¢n
A ¥ £ % FRKCRRWQWRm’# KKLGAPSITCVRRAFA 1%} #4
Bt e % AN § FKCRR B 71 5 2 B 71 5 5448 3o 4 ohis

R 2 pA 2o pH T EFF 5 BT ]g_ﬂF‘.{mN:%%,ﬁ

= %,ﬁ_#’bﬁsi’?&ﬁﬂf%ﬁf ﬁ\;ﬁ;g:}ggg dh T PR H’?ﬁ
(susceptible bacteria) w3t & f 7 ~ % 2 B2 3 iv* (Nikado
etal.,1985) s iZat A& A W L E S EAL S 5 A B S

FewakEpe (lipotechoic acid) = U4 d-v % 2 H ¥ fuor s § 2t & -

membrane permeability barrier) 7 B (Hoek et al., 1997) -
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(=) BR¥IFTEr (synergistic effect)

Yamauchi et al. (1993) RIzER 7 § * W03 Ffs 2 X P48
v % & 1%peptone ¥ F = £ * -Vorland et al. (1999) #-= 545 F-v
227 gt 2 (4o penicillin G~ vancomycin~ gentamicin~ colistin ~
D-cycloserine % erythromycin) 45 pei * > FIR 2 S 4850 2 8
% (erythromycin) ¢ ¥+ Escherichia coli # IR 115 p i oc %
(synergistic effect) » m £ 5148 3-v % & penicillin G ~ vancomycin %
gentamicin ] ¢ ¥+ E. coli % 3384 et I fLppe % o B 3 penicillin
G& 253y 23 % ¢ ¥ Saphylococcus aureus # R ) 38 4 e e
FLFp PR o F A F4 39 & AMJEAR T & vancomycin 2 gentamicin
Tk pFo 4 ¢ # Saureus £ IR & FiF* o Ulvatneet al. (2001) # I
ERESN L F AR ADT B R F PR R

(erythromycin) 2. & > & & AF 40 iR I S s 4]
7 ~ Lactoferrampin (LFampin) 2. #§ 4

P e el FUB Y chfu A ok p 2t NL R P ehf 4B
v % » it vander Kraan et al. (2004) 1345 #773 Fubicd F= 7255 I 25
M (T a-dR ) BRI AL P Ry NI R P TacRy Y-

5 F FpF s ek lactoferrampin (LFampin) » @ 77 7 ¢ % 3
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R LFampin +* % g en 548 don £ B 5 AR FE > © LFampin it 5 5%
er2k 7 Bacillus subtilis~ Escherichia coli 2 Pseudomonas aeruginosa »
e 7 g¢ # 7 Actinomyces naeslundii ~ Porphyromonas gingivalis ~

Sreptococcus mutans %2 Sreptococcus sanguis # 3 fi¥ F ik o

(- ) LFampin 0% &

B FUHR S0 3 23T 50 mM ke ¥ R (sodium phosphate
buffer) (pH8.0) » »£12z 3 50mM DTT 36 M Guanidine HCl & =
B EJE 0 £ 12 iodoacetamide 3 ok BB K R0 1R 1R (digest) 1o
endoprotease AspN (E/S = 0.05%) &7 20 -] Prer-KfEF o 8414
endoprotease ArgC (E/S = 0.5%) {7 30 » &K fEFx Ji > &8 & 3 i#
FApS AR REFOREE R FIB Y AR DREL 18 AEE
T5°C 5t B AIT R 55 2 %5 0 £ MoK E AR F 2R AP &
WL F S E o gd & van der Kraan et al. (2004) #73 3R
LFampin 268-284 #p vz 3+ *< %+ B (L B- %2 4 7 ) (Bolscher et al.,

2006) -

(=) LFampin sngF ik

LFampin 268-284 (WKLLSKAQEKFGKNKSR) % - £ 5 & |4

Hezo a-df s (AW N) mpH70p » ER i s+50 2 Akt

53



4 B2 8 5 5.42 (o= 100°) (van der Kraan et al., 2004) - LFampin
BAFUE I ONL ®RE2F 70%:0k Rl s qpindt o Ra o Foapd
BEFATHZELRER b (& B 545 242) > Ft @ chi R LB

*is 4 (Nibbering et al., 2001; van der Kraan et al., 2004) -
(2) F~FBH

P A AL S e AR KR T AR B R Bk
AT P fRnte 4 e ie o S gEd A &R e i
BE N R d 2RIV R Rk (Gazit et al., 1995; Heller
et al., 2000) - Van der Kraan et al. (2005b) 3 3k p 3t 2 5148 G0 e
B w2 92850 W LRcin 17-30 (2 5448 39 & 2 /72 1355) &
LFampin ¢ i i %z %> ¥ ¢ 4 C. albicans # E. coli s 2 B ke =
A2 s g8 o LRcin 17-30 ¢ # C. albicans i jm %ot A5 22 7%
BTN Rk R B8 o LFampin 265-284 © + LFampin 268-284 % 7 =
ek e (Asp-Leu-lle) fe _5r & i =& 5 FT A et o # 2 A
i G R A RS A E S e R 0 Tt o dE R
LFampin 265-284 % 3 #f i i 7% & e 14 (detergent-like activity) - ;ﬁ
d 'F M e Woehd G 5k 4 (surface tension) o i@ 17 g BBE A A fE =

EETRRE TF LY R T S T
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Endo Arg-C Endo Asp-N

VAR SVDGKE DLI \FKLLSKAQEKFGKNKSIF SFQLFGSPPGQI]{ DGKE

|
259

g],:\

Fig. 7.

|
265 268 284 296

KR U4 B0 97 1F 2 LFampinit s o

LFampin peptides resulting from in silico digestion of bovine
lactoferrin (bLF). Peptides containing the sequence 268-284 can
be released from bLF by endoproteinase ArgC, releasing
fragment LFampin 259-284, and by endoproteinase AspN,
releasing fragment LFampin 265-296, whereas both enzymes

result in LFampin 265-284.

(Bolscher et al., 2006)

55



Fig. 8.

LFampin® {443 fxz_ %321 7 B °

Helica wheel presentation of LFampin, which indicates the
amphipathic character of the peptide: neutral amino acids are
colored in light gray, the positively charged amino acids
colored in dark gray and negatively charged amino acids

presented in white.

(van der Kraan et al., 2004)
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I~ A AgRfER U G0 A7 2 LRampingafd g o

Table5. Properties of synthetic LFampin and LFampin peptides releasable by proteolytic digestion of bovine lactoferrin.

. a b L Cso (LM)°
Peptide #AA Enzyme Sequence M, Charge
C. albicans E. coli
LFampin 268-284 WKLLSKAQEKFGKNKSR 2048 5+ 2.1+0.4 5.8£0.7
LFampin 259-284 ArgC SVDGKEDLIWKLLSKAQEKFGKNKSR 3006 3+ 2.3£0.2 11.7£05
LFampin 265-296 AspN DLIWKLLSKAQEKFGKNKSRSFQLFGSPPGQR 3692 5+ 0.5+0.2 2.5+0.2
LFampin 265-284 AspN/ArgC ~ DLIWKLLSKAQEKFGKNKSR 2390 4+ 0.7+0.3 5.5+0.9

®Amino acids are numbered in accordance to Rey et al. (1990).

®Net positive charge at neutral pH.

L C50: the concentration of peptide (mM) resulting in 50 % reduction of the viable counts as measured by the viability

assay.
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%R Mgk ¢ % I LFampin 265-284 ¢ &~ # &g B R g
KR e o LFampin 265-284 715 7 7 Asp-Leu-lle iz = B =il fs »
Flot @ @ LFampin f® 57 % o-8 s % 4 (helix-capping motif)
(Auroraet al., 1998) » * #:E Rl = ¢ Lk FH A 70k 58 M > LFampin
265-284 2 = a-d st e ¢ 8 * LFamin 268-284 (van der Kraan et

al., 2005a) -

Van der Kraan et al. (2005b) ‘* % LFcin 17-30 & LFampin #t E.
coli ‘m#e Woen s SR e H B EE M 0§ AvErk § R e 5N e e
Wogc ) ena fv o BHod X  LFCin 17-30 ¥ im e oA 4 Bl BB 5 o AT
1 # % LRcin B ¢ in# 3t E. coli enph #F R > gF e A €
w4 ¥ f R ukiak (liposomes) F (Ulvatne et al., 2004) >
o dmre phocn LRcin B ¢ # E. coli chiwmfe o4 2 4R 0 5 2o
Haukland et al. (2001) £ Ulvatneetal. (2001) » 3 #& |- ¥ »LFcin
B 2 LFcinH 20-30 ¢ ¢ E. coli chimfe 5225 = -k e » 18 @ flmbe B4
» A 4 %42 (Chapple et al., 1998; Shin et al., 1998; Yamauchi et al.,
1993) > LFcin H 20-30 » ¢ g = ¢h B3 » 25 = — B o~ ehdm e WORF

4. (Chappleet al., 1998) -

(2) Fppes
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LFampin snfiffid b3 5 5 2 f4idv 035 8 (L4 2) 0 4
RS AF R AR P kot (2 5948 30 F £ £ LFampin
21100 & 12 F)o Pl = —‘F*{ LS LR AR £ H iR 0 (e & LFampin %)
-7 v 2R (does-response curves) =754k ke dp 103t 2 FUAE Fen 0 A
W R iR T = ﬁz At e & 2 MEFEDEHF P73 B o LFampin
% bLF 17-30 g2 7830 5 F At > 2 484 § 1 T > 243 F LR
K enFLE S AT A o0 4Pt bLF 17-30 ) LFampin #7 5 & 8 ik
B2 pER g+t DLF17-300 i3 4 7 4 "R A B ap 4 2 8 2 vk

©F A L4878 0 3D B G R R

* oo

SR L RA GG LAY - f R R R R

g «w!:'H?—Av\ W o TR ]}B’ ’\}; }?E;ﬂ e i 2 "'j’ v HW _u_ﬂ:'"Ll‘%$"9: ’
4R R LR TS 2 - o TR AL R P TS D
BEOTLARDROERT b 2 o 2 E R g ¥ R R

b Gl S S R i e ek

fra
(dm
N
Y
]
I

s LFampin % % 485 -9 prif it B Km0

P

| & #7#7 2. LFampin
F = —WKLLSKAQEKF (bLF 268-278) 2 GKNKSR (bLF 279-284)
£ 4 $#.C. albicans ek o Mrkerk & = 200 uM PE > & % A

FERAVBIR e BRSO SAUDE VR 3R 2 LRE FD



&1 (vanderKraanetal., #7 %% A% %)

%~ LFampin ~ bLF 17-30% 2 5'4& §-v hfijp 4 R o

Table 6. LCsy-values® of LFampin, bLF 17-30 and bLF towards various

mi croorganisms.

L Fampin bLF 17-30 bLF

uM ug/mL uM ng/mL uM ug/mL
C. albicans 2.1 4.3 15 2.9 7.4 578
B. subtilis 18 36.9 10 19.2 43 3356
E. coli K12 5.8 11.9 1.8 35 35 273
E. coli O157:H7 25 51.2 1.9 3.7 15 1171
P. aeruginosa Pak 7 14.3 1.5 2.9 53 414
A. naeslundii >100° >200° 10 19.2 73 5698
P. gingivalis >100° >200° >100° >200° >100° > 7800°
S sanguis >100° >200° 55 106  >100° >7800°
S mutans >100° >200° 55 106  >100"° > 7800°

4.C50: The concentration of peptide (uM and ng/mL) resulting in 50%

reduction of the viable counts of the microorganism as measured by the

viability assay.

"Highest concentration tested.

60



(van der Kraan et al., 2004)

Lfampin ¥ 2 # E. coli ~ P. aeruginosa 2 B. subtilis» iz §_4r%
# # P. gingivalis ~ A. naedundii ~ S mutans 2 S sanguis - @ & 7
&4 LFampin s 7 ried s (5% 00 > @ § rad t F s N ki
EEMaE ot 3 R E coli $#4p g2k (LFampin) » ¢

f-\, B N S mﬂ{ )i (LC50'Va| UeS)

Van der Kraan et al. (2004) % PBS (% &+ 3% & % #rg) %2 IGP(H
MIRERN1ImMM 5 PBS ¢ > plE LFampin 2 bLF 17-30 =~
BrEeZEk ko APBSE®RY > kR 5 100 uM BF
Y EFEA P B L 2% o & IGP %R ¢ LFampin %

Iﬁa/ﬁllr}/}m/&]ﬁ” %\fﬁaimﬁfl/p}'}m/k}i-g __; ?7 °

I ~o %z % B (ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid; EDTA) 2

o 4 = vew fip ik (ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid; EDTA) & %

AFR s BRIk H B AR A R ok S R A=Y
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(chelating agent) » ¥ fgr 1w B H > A& i 4 23 > x W& Fe

i 4 B 0 ARG R Y X pH BRI o

EDTA i # 1 4p Bend| fi 5 &> ¥ 45 EDTA - INa~ EDTA -
2Na~ EDTA - 3Na-~ EDTA - 4Na % » & B4 > 2 f84p B cnfe I 351

FE 2k EDTAG ¥ 2 B8 o B G kick BAL o

EDTA*$ » B 48 =% (hexadentate ligand) » & 2= B =ik
(amino groups) frz i 2 & (carboxylic groups) - # j&®l4 # 5 i

ﬂéw?};ﬁﬁgf“%ﬁ_—i-zi‘lﬁ}}%va- "‘FK’};WG\"I%{[}%"]‘ 2Z.pd R

4

Hom? SHIMFRTFIRLE ERE LS S5 W
EDTA v Ca'# & )% 2 = WS B4R - #7773 mH g2

"ﬁ%‘}f@’ & J:‘ l[ﬂ;}; B3+ %20 lﬁ;zﬁlﬁg‘*q‘:‘ m* F =+ o
(- ) EDTA & g 4o Al + chy?

EDTA i 4 @ PgERa E e LiEARY A 2 ARE 0 T R
Eende 1642 € % 7y be il #3r4# (200 ppm EDTA, 200 ppm cysteine,

300 ppmVit.C) > * At L kg ~ 545 F PR OEF

-

A WEE G Rt LAY 0§ F 4 EDTA MB bR H 2 -
Bof % 851 758 5 NaEDTA 2 CaNaEDTA » # 7 4c #
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9 £ 20-800 ppm & (J. Heimbach et al., 2000) » H# * /f@ér‘ TR £
EASRPN ST s G EY > 2L AR L R e R
SR LS TN R R SRy RRE R

FHE * EHRE (X 77) NaEDTA 2 CaNgEDTA ¥ & * &1 i b

#

=1
|l

Pag it aslAe ek & 5 B*4) 2 01 g/Kg 1T (02 & 5
8 em R EDTAY ERR LB a5 d ¢ (Fi- KL
#| (chelating agent) & * (21 CFR172.135)> ¥ % & X & g+ it

mAdehi b F R E W $EF & (deteriorative reactions) -

EDTA 7 3 Fuficd Bt s @ X i g § (T4 @ 2 22 & %

o > K HF gy

(<
N

F¥LE BV I£ 1 - Hathcox et al. (1996) 4 R 3%

fedkd 2R A AT 7 4e EDTA #4545 R ezl VE A

* SgRehepry ¢ o EDTA 8- 10 fBdRpEd e 0 BERE
W d W EDTA ¥ @ & ff A S Fenim e B g e Bl B
F1etF 3 5 % e 0 EDTA § B s dnffds [Femd bt o ¢ 45 9 phsdsy
7% (nisin) ~ 3 Fps (lysozyme) ~ actinomycin ~ rifampicin 2 & =~ *

a4 @ fg (monolaurin) (Hughey et al., 1987; Stevens et al., 1991,

Stevens et al., 1992; Razavi-Rohani et al., 1994) -

Foho AR BT A AEHP 5 g‘,‘;'j:%cgfbﬁ?n (4
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EDTA) » i Fe* & pH > 3 erpFig » § 12 Fe(OH)3 ea5 5 ik ™ %
SRR AR FI AR AP 36 G EDTA R4 £ A

-3 7 (J. Heimbach et al., 2000) -

HOOC——CH, CH;—COOH
N——CHs—CHs—N
HOOC——CH, CH;—COOH

B4 - EDTA #5452 -

Fig. 9. Molecular structure of EDTA.

(Oviedo et d., 2003)
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B+« [Ca(EDTA)]> i -
Fig. 10. Structure of [Ca(EDTA)]?.

(% » 2001)

(= ) EDTA thi |+

o~

EDTA 2Ry F > HAFY R i ITH - REF S
EH 5% 5 (FDA) FEEDTA % 23+ EDTA B84 1> @ A 48
T 3ok < #FHEPE 5 1.15 mglkg bw/day » M3 H Ti5E FER§ 25

mg/kg bw/day (J. Heimbach et al., 2000) -

“Fg B

8|

F R kR E G S B ¢4

(1) #9203 FARRLAZ & BRSO ek

=1

KR LA S R B R A5 0020 & .

(2) ‘kfrP AR € X TIHB D F ADBREL

(3) kjzd & #AR TN > i At 1219C ~ 15 A 4B e F4EJIE o
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(B) it fyikit kA FH A A RT FEHF IS E

R
(6) ki & 5 fMILEP TA S Fak (77

Murdock and Matthews (2002) #-2+ 5448 3¢ 2. 5 Fv s K f35
7 w2 pHE (pH 4.0 7.0) (o 3 g R Fdlif 2z £ 5
(ultra-high temperature milk; UHT milk) ¢ » & #-2 5Lz £307
BB (4°C & 35°C)T » -k f2 4 ¥ Salmonella Sanley~ Escherichia
coli O157:H7 ~ Listeria monocytogenes £ Saphylococcus aureus % &
o R FLE R L BRI KR & pH 4.0 G UHT 2
¢ ¥ ¢ E. coli O157:H7 ¥ L. monocytogenes 114 £ 357 *% X 2
Bt - PRy AREFEBRY KPR D28 2 @
P o R RS iR A IR Tt I F A fEppe kR i o
PR ARl RO SE R KRS TFL X RPE RS
#l o 2@ > Belamy et al. (1992a) #; 41 > % HHE ¥ e Ca 2 Mg™'eh

ERE S 15 mM BF o FUB BT F Rt A Ird]  s  AF BR AR

(EDTA) 12> & 5k sed & RS cn@ 8 T332 S 4 k9 K
I

R4 22 & A £ Pk e P A






F- WA 2REF0 kRROAG HRALLFE

- R R

(=) 25450 kfzip2 Wa

% Hoek et al. (1997) th ;2 & {72 F1 45 30 -k f2ip 2 4

H o

#4548 39 (bovine lactoferrin; bLF) (& 54534~ 3t > * &
O7%:r2 v > -k 4%~ A & 05% ~ 4% & 5 4 76%2 ) (DMV
International, Veghel, the Netherlands) 3+ 2 &+ -k ¢ (5%
wiv) » £ 12 1 N en#pe (hydrochloric acid; HCI; B it 8 g ik
3R E AT ) AFER RS PH EL 250 4 » 3%
i 3-v f= (pepsin A; EC 3.4.23.1; Sigma, USA) 3+ 37°C T* £
& (BE/IS=3%) » %> 0, 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 120, 180, 240,
300, 360 4 4 (7 B~4k > 2 80°C-Kip 20 45 ¥ 22 F R o
BoR R gk S A e (5 20°C) f6 0 1 AN eha ¥

it 4 (sodium hydroxide; NaOH; B 1 it £ g ik iz 5 T & o

T

She

o L) AR R PH B3 7.00 024 5 dpe s (refrigerated
centrifuge; himac SCR 20B, Hitachi, Tokyo, Japan) ** 4°C T~ 1z

17,000 x g 3t 15 4 415 > B~ b Fip £ 530-20°C T 0 B ¥
f
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(=) ki#iRz 39 FLE A

% Bradford (1976) 4 & % & * ;* (dye-binding

=

M

method) » & # & Lk RZ R TRfEAS P Fv Fehz £ ¢ 3
& A A * patt 4 & —Coomassie Brilliant Blue G-250 (CBG) +

B PR LA R EE KRR -

% CBG & 3v W& HE S~ & ¢ /8R4 5465
nm % = 595 nm (Reisner et al., 1975; Sedmack et al., 1977)-CBG
LR G EMIEE AR RAA RS L o &g R
(argining) % & (Comptonetal. 1985) - F:$k ? hj-v F & &

PoRBET I AR mCBGY 5o Fla R I RIF

P

|

1 F Riddlz petl

B~ 1 i» ern Protein assay dye (Bio-Rad, California, USA) 4 »
4ty end g ok (L4 viv) gt bl F 4R £ 0 Whatman #1

&\jﬁ if%mﬁm%& %Lw?@ﬁiizTﬁﬁ°

2. £ & 7 %9 (bovine serum dbumin; BSA) &% 4& £ &

M2 BT

8RR I BRI A
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A= 25 mg 2 & i &+ (bovine serum albumin; BSA;
Sigma, USA)>» w2 @3-k T 1 26mLe 23 1,2,3,4% 5mL
i (Img/mb) > £ 3 g3 ke g 3 10 mL > iR RE%

Rz kR~ %A 01,020304 2 0.5mg/mL -

LB 10 ub # FOERGERA R T 96 LR % (96-well
polystyrene microtitre plates, Greiner Bio-One, Frickenhausen,

Germany) 2z & B P - 1= £AF 4 > o F G E e 200 pL ff
DA L2t AT > 2 &P B4 S PRl

WaFeAd (AHBAF R~ prenbisg ) -

AR - R R A PBRE S FS A A
BARS > RFEAFET ALK o FF L F e B
g tips fAL o R T R 10 4 48 0 2 T2 ELISA reader
B 2595 Nm T sk sk fE o2 10 ul end g R B R R R 1T
e fRE > WITE 0 e HERES R BEIR L -

rr o FlR R E BRI GEEENF BFEFautEa 2 F

MEBREZRETOF PR EFAQE L o

22 ik R hv IRV @
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®H 33 5BkR A8ug/ml 3] 80pug/ml 2 F > % kR
A TR ARER R (B4 )P~ 160 ul & #2850k (2 %R
Fo) 3 BB F T E et W o L4 w4 » 40l g
BN LM AR APRED L AFETFBELISG
Ags (REPFR Ak ig R F M A R E ) RFET F B

1-] ) B is4]* ELISAreader >t ;& £ 595 nm T | T_ex & i o

3. RIS I

LB 10pL i AFRE kBRI ST BT B R £ B
R = LA A o AR Ao 200l FERR 1S e B 0 dEdp
AL R XAPHBARLE N EETF R 10
A48 0 2 7 ELISA reader g % 595 nm T ek sk 0 d 2 g

FEo R E Y R B KRR TR -
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(A)

0.9 y = 0.0084x + 0.155
0.8 - R® = 0.9868
0.7 -
0.6 -
8 05
< 04 -
03 -
02 -
01 -
0
0 20 40 60 80 100
Protein conc. ( pg/ml)
(B)
06 -
@
05 - y = 1.032x + 0.0434
04 R* = 0.9902
803 -
<
02 -
01 -
0
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

Concentration (mg/mL)

Blt- ~ 2k FEREd Mo

Fig. 11. Standard curve for bovine serum albumin (BSA).

(A) 10-50 pg/ml (B) 0.05-0.5 mg/mli
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o i3s

%?'%E—Q;é‘:%;;ﬁ;i'&r@i: % g].l-_:‘ DL o

5% (w/v) Lactoferrin

Adjusted pH t0 2.5

Added pepsin (E/S = 3%), and hydrolyzed at 37°C for 0,
10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 120, 180, 240, 300 and 360 min.

2

Adjusted pH to 7.0 Determination of
degree of hydrolysis

Centrifugation

Bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate
(the supernatant fluid)

Stored at 4°C

\ \

SDS-PAGE Determination of minimal
inhibitory concentration

Bl -~ 2 5B R0 KRR e B Rk AR E o

Fig. 12. The flow chart of experimental design for bovine lactoferrin
hydrolysate.
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v

EE I

v

HPLC sy ==& (378 13k )

v

| IR
(A)
TG R
|
v v
BTy Lk ] TR
|
v v
Ee i ] TR
HPLC 7if+
(B)

Bl = ~ 2 5948 39 KRR A 1542 B

Fig. 13. The flow chart of experimental design for bovine lactoferrin
hydrolysate analysis.
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= AR
(<) R RERE DA (A5 R aul R

# % (hydrochloric acid; HCI; 1 it B Rk >3 T2 &
AT S 4)~ @ 3 140 (sodium hydroxide; NaOH; 551 i 5
Mg R o a0 5 )~ 30% Acrylamide/Bis (37.5: 1)
(catalog 161-0158, Bio-Rad, California, USA) ~ = sz L g A ®
% (Tris base; USB, OHIO) ~ = == 7 fL & A7 =@ (Tris
hydrochloride; Tris-HCl; J. T. Baker, USA) ~ + = “= JL prfk4p

(sodium dodecyl sulfate; SDS; Sigma, USA) -~ i Fr fis 4%
(ammonium  persulfate; APS; catalogl61-0700, Bio-Rad,
Cdlifornia, USA) ~ = 7 A ¢ = % (tetramethylenediamine;

TEMED; catalog 161-0800, Bio-Rad, California, USA) ~ 4 #
(glycerol; USB, OHIO) ~ 2-3 iz B (2-mercaptoethanol; Merck,
Germany) ~ ;4.f= & (bromophenol blue; Sigma, USA) ~ 4 "&pk
(glycine; catalog 161-0718, Bio-Rad, Cdifornia, USA) ~ 3t § %t &
&2 ¢ & R-250 (coomassie brilliant blue R-250; catalog

161-0400, Bio-Rad, California, USA) ~ ﬁﬁ'ﬁfr;‘z (aceticacid; & « %
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SRV EAL > AR p A) -~ " (methanol; Mallinckrodt
Chemicals, USA)

2. Az el (L&)

3. Wy W%

N

a) #-sample buffer & # &2 1 2 (sample: buffer) st
PR E > ¥ A 95°C ek Y S #4404

b) fe® 10 mL 5%~% "% %% (separating gel; resolving gel)
(R4 ~)o

c) el 50mL 16% & & " 48 (stackinggel) (L % ~) ©

4. RAKENEEE T

a T 4%% (Mini-PROTEAN 3 Cell; catalog 165-3301,

Bio-Rad, California, USA) gk 33 & e 2 5 = {8 -0

A% o YRS B 8 e~ 100%iFH 4 R T SR o
b) # M HEFE (9 30 4 ) ¥ 100%FpH f5lH- > 3
Je AR W 2 5 100%FEHE - BE B ¥
Ar5%EERARI R B[ FEF > TN
45°4L & 36 ~ R 5 % i (comb, 10 well, 0.75 mm) -
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2=y RARBATRY 230

Table 7. Buffer for protein electrophoresis.

3 NP HhE BRXEMAHE e
30% Acrylamide/Bis - - - 4°C
(37.5: 1)
S BLYRRE I R Trisbase (» + & 121.14) 18.15g 100mL 4°C
Resolving gel buffer DDW
(1.5 M Tris-HCI)
(pH 8.8)
R e TrisHCI (» + € 157.60) 7.88¢g 100 mL 4°C
Stacking gel buffer DDW
(0.5 M Tris-HCl)
(pH 6.8)
10% (w/v) APS APS 0lg 1 mL 3
DDW W (7 &%)
Tk R Tris 30.3¢g 1L TR
10x Electrode (running) Glycine 1440¢g
buffer (pH 8.3) SDS 10g
DDW
5 e 0.5M Tris-HCI (pH 6.8) 1.25mL  10mL ¥R
Sample buffer (SDS Glycerol 2.5mL
reducing buffer) 10% SDS 2mL
0.5% (w/v) Bromophenol 0.2mL
blue
2-mercaptoethanol 0.5mL
DDW
24 % Coomassie brilliant blue 2509 500 mL ¥R
Staining solution R-250
40% (v/v) methanol 225 mL
10% acetic acid 50 mL
DW
wd R 40% (v/v) methanol 225mL 500 mL TR
Destaining solution 10% acetic acid 50 mL
DW

77



F RPN %_5-}}]17;,—% °

Table 8. Gel formulations (10 mL monomer solution)

Pecr;celent I:()r:t/;/ :g;/;; a[:nelgi;ﬁ * G?Iml?_l;ffer 10% ((Vr\rl]ll\_/; SDS
(mL)

4% 6.1 1.3 2.5 0.1
5% 5.7 1.7 25 0.1
6 % 5.4 2.0 25 0.1
7% 5.1 2.3 25 0.1
8% 4.7 2.7 25 0.1
9% 4.4 3.0 2.5 0.1
10 % 4.1 3.3 2.5 0.1
11 % 3.7 3.7 2.5 0.1
12 % 34 4.0 2.5 0.1
13% 3.1 4.3 25 0.1
14 % 2.7 4.7 25 0.1
15% 24 5.0 25 0.1
16 % 2.1 5.3 25 0.1
17% 17 5.7 2.5 0.1
20 % 0.7 6.7 2.5 0.1

*Resolving gel buffer: 1.5 M Tris-HCI, pH 8.8.

*Stacking gel buffer: 0.5 M Tris-HCI, pH 6.8.

Immediately prior to pouring the gel, add (for 10 mL monomer solution):
Resolving gel buffer: 50 uL 10% APSand 5 uL TEMED
Stacking gel buffer: 50 uL 10% APS and 10 uL TEMED

Swirl gently to initiate polymerization.
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ERR AL (9 30 A 4h) > MR S & BT 0 X
POl Y EFITAER 1 o H T A
HESEFAS AR

" R 8 R B0 5 (marker) (catalog 161-0326 and
161-0317, Bio-Rad, California, USA) * & (3% F

BALR) L R RS By (well) ¢ oo

R R FERE- Ko

Marker A (catalog 161-0326)

Protein Molecular weight (kD)
Triosephosphate isomerase 26.625
Myoglobin 19.95
a-Lactoa bumin 14.437
Aprotinin 6.512
Insulin b chain, oxidized 3.496
Bacitracin 1.423
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Marker B (catalog 161-0317)

Protein Molecular weight (kD)
Myosin 200
B-galactosidase 116.25
Phosphorylase b 97.4
Serum albumin 66.2
Ovalbumin 45
Carbonic anhydrase 31
Trypsin inhibitor 21.5
Lysozyme 144
Aprotinin 6.5

€ FLTANE BT E (24 5 & 2d 5 IiE)
T T AT RERE (power supply) (PowerPac

300, Bio-Rad, Cdlifornia, USA) » &7 7 7« o

o EBMHMRET TRITOV; S HERr R
140V -

) % ¢ haMEIEPBWATY 05 245§
B BT R Bk Tk o
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Q) FI* A= P a3 EERES o £ oA Y Bl e gy
By A2 & (M7 300mLLd )¢ > AARN
FE (50rpm) it {7 30-60 A s8R ¢ o

h) wicd é %> 5~ 300mL ¥ ¢ % A RN AT E

(50rpm) FiEFWI ARSE o

;1:£W.m45@$§ﬁ£ﬁwzﬂﬁ5ﬁ’ﬁfw%%ﬁ

FB SRS Lo
) A% Toaf s 2 aURRE > R E o
(=) -kfz & (degreeof hydrolysis; DH) z ip| %_

iz Church et al. (1983) = ;= » $ * o-Phthadiadehyde
(OPA) 4 sk B 2| kiR A J ¥ 9225eh 5 B - OPA A L kB
i AT Ed FOKFRRIREY st o ASRIE R TP o'RA e

TR AR - N SN I c g s S B E R

o-Phthaldialdehyde (OPA) % B-mercaptoethanol ¢ £ - 7%
(primary amines) & Ji&> I 4 = & 340nm ™ 3 i 7|k ki 2 A §

(1-alkylthio-2-alkylisoindole) - * J& 3\ 4T
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s CH, CH, OH

CHO
pH 30 e
+ H.MN-CH-COH 4+ HSCH,CH.OH ———3= MW-B 42 H. O
2 | 2 2 2 DS e 2

CHO R
R&&F oot ~ 1P 5§ - somehdy F o

GRCEES SRS L sl i S Rl S e L
it BT - OPA 324 ¢ 97 5 11%SDS % & % kst 7 (39
) SRS ot 2 287 NEHAPRE gL > A 0
Bt b #enb| 3¢ o SDS WU kv b EEECRFRE f o Fet o

1+ OPA &k k&2 Z v Fokfada, a2 i -
1. OPA ‘;»a Fq‘é“ﬁ’f' ﬁ]‘oﬁl (,ﬁ $ B Iﬁdﬁo)

B~ 125 mL z. 100 mM = #2p% = 40 (di-sodium tetraborate
decahydrate; Merck, Germany) ~ 1.25 mL 2. 20% (w/w) -+ = = &
Frficdp (sodium dodecyl sulfate; SDS; Sigma, USA) ~ 0.5 mL =8
F = 7 Az (o-phthadialdehyde; OPA; Merck, Germany) ; #-20 mg
OPA ;33 0.5 mL =7 gz (Malinckrodt Chemicals, USA) - 50
uL 7 2-3 zre fg (2-mercaptoethanol; Merck, Germany) » * 4z &

T E 1 25mL -
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2. RlTH A

BT B-2E U Fee oK )?Za:’,,’f% M3 S ok T 50 B ﬁ"’% , @
A 30 170 0-1 2 [ o i) T PFB-AfR 18 vk iR R 5 100 b > 2

A

ek

Fder 1 mL mpFeH OPA SR S8 P » 303 R &5 >
FR 2 248 &% > 2 ek kR (spectrophotometer,
Spectronic genesys 5, Milton roy company, New York, USA) B] Z_

340Nm Tk o0 ol TARRE N s A okjEEk o

kRS At B e T

DH = h x 100%

tot

a AAlcm

340nm

eMF

h B-kfzde @ dodeigddrigfic T oA B I E 5 hy £
¥ 39 F¢ gl e=6000MTemt s M 5 XA Fed
FRRE F ZHRFF (RG24 H3) 5 AAD, » 7 %iEa?

ok e g E o

Bl AR ERPIEAKIREL 25 B R0 A s 04170 @ K

24 ] PE2 AR KRR A g 3 07600 RIAALY =
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(“ﬂ}

0.760-0.417 = 0.343 > 2 U4 J-v ek + £ 2 1817647 > d b
AR ERORfREZ 2B 0 Br kR 5 5% & M = 0.00064 -
R R K R 50 B AR R 1 ok iR 100

pl > B 34 » 1 mL A OPA G & 238 ¢ » Uik iz x 4t
1 1

LG - P2 o 1 Tago * 0T O000M em
lcm
hz Asom —  0343x950 —_ 49,59,

eMF 6000 x 0.00064

B - BEFBFG AT Ed 708 BURARA AT S K

htOt = 707 °

DH = h x 100% = %) x 100% = 6.95%

tot

(=) & ] #rEFpk & (minimal inhibitory concentration; MIC) 2 i

[EEY
>‘1‘:\

R

Tkt TOVEE et TTHRR S R AR E b o bl
2 }?7 Ko /ﬁ;ﬁi/pﬂp{:}‘[\»"\ét>§% % ¢ F?El;}‘\l AU
WL o B IR BRI o) 0 1 i T B 2

B o BATRESP O i FERB 2 1 6mL R 2 &



Tk 552 % A > Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 14207 (& &1 #
BREPTTAPFFTREFTEFL Y SO RTH 0 L#) & F GoE
d1;% (brain heart infusion; BHI broth; Cat. No. 237500, Difco,
USA) - Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 9144 (& &1 (8 BF 3 97
SHFFRMEREEG S AE 0 L) Bl FEPREA
(nutrient broth; NB; Cat. No. 234000, Difco, USA) - # 52 Fikits
RGfEE O ERARTREEY M) F W EERARRAER
e eh g fs o pardfilm b g v 34 FE-20°C .

pipettman = P~ 100 pL hpiR>tdp T2 THEHH A > P
aeruginosa ATCC 14207 i * *q. % 4 (brain heart infusion
agar; BHI agar; Cat. No. 241830, Difco, USA) » S aureus ATCC
9144 pli¢ * 3 % 438 "5 (nutrient agar; NA; Cat. No. 213000,
Difco, USA)» £ * &7 L A3 %4 FR 4 A %5 2
RE DB > B A HERE AN ITCEERE £ (K%
REEET S SFF) ¢ 2448 ) BF o iR FfAE R E
A e ERFERPGE - B FE D4 T 2i2 & (6
mL) - P. aeruginosa ATCC 14207 i¢ * BHI agar > S aureus ATCC
9144 p)# * NA » T %3 37°CIEER £ Y 24/ pFis > %5

W 4CT oo
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2. LERA £ W M2 B F

PAG AR - BBRDRFE B AT 6mML 45 T2
ALk & A ¢ 0 P. aeruginosa ATCC 14207 i## * BHI broth s S
aureus ATCC 9144 p ¢ * NB» = Z % (120 rpm) ** 37°C
T 18] & (#4pF P. aeruginosa ATCC 14207 sk B 5 5 2.8 X
10° CFU/mL ; S aureus ATCC 9144 ik & 9 % 56 x 10°
CRU/mL) - 2~ 1 mL i 5 2 #fEpEr (R Frki s
10°-10" CFU/mML) % % 100 mL 4 %% fi 33 % & eh= & 40755%
® » P.aeruginosa ATCC 14207 i * BHI broth » S aureusATCC
0144 pig * NB > s£ic B ¢ 2353 - 2 pipettman =P 1 mL
17 FRER A AL cuvette P oo v Ak kR HR = 600 nm T
Bk E o ImL shdg WERERA AT 20 HRE - BF|T P
FEAREEE AL 3°C ERARF ks B (shaking bath;
RCB-411, Kansin Instruments Co., Ltd., Taiwan) * & ## % (120
rpm) o H {55 fg 30 4485 I mL g FiR s & AL cuvette
B 3 A sk sk B 2R el %600 nm T ek sk |

kER

7L y
B

Jrmt-
fon
il

ETARY o F AL R S B KR 1] P
pipettman =B~ 100 uL 53§ 3 4 PIFFR g Ak s % AT T
2 TgERARY - BAL ARBEI G FRAALR 2
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Flie R 2Tl o M A BER A 3T°C R £
24-48 | pF 0 B I M R E TR o & - PR REFE

A R AR R R E omL 2
Al N L X-$ho Ago = Y-#hiTE > SH4cBl e (A) 2
Bl-I (A) 7% o ¥ 0 A g » X-fh o FEIP¥E8E 5 Y-$hiT

B %%cBlte (B) 2 B+1 (B) #rF o
3. iRl T

iz Nonnecke and Smith (1984) == /2 i {7 & /| #r ik B il

(“ﬂ}

PAGIRAL - BRAROFE B A O6mML 4y T2
R AR A& K¢ > P.aeruginosa ATCC 14207 ¢ * BHI broth > S
aureus ATCC 9144 pj# * NB» & Z i % (120 rpm) ** 37°C
T 18 e P 01 mL i R RAAR (R ARER S
10°-10" CFU/ML) % % 10 mL #r@chdy 2 p iz 4 9 - P.
aeruginosa ATCC 14207 i#¢ * BHI broth > S. aureus ATCC 9144
Pl * NBr iR 23531 > 8 TCERRT kis B
PRIEA (120rpm) > E I FH 24 £ 525:E mid-log phase o P.

aeruginosa ATCC 14207 ¥ % 8 /| ¢ (%BB-+= (A) S
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aureus ATCC 9144 R 51 % 6 /) BF (SR El-z (A) &> 1
pipettman =2~ 1 mL h7 FiR i3 & A 1 cuvette ¥ > A& B A
J sk B3l 7 _600Nm T HEk k@ [ Bl = (B) 2 Bltw

(B) 4 w|# & ) P. aeruginosa ATCC 14207 2 S. aureus ATCC
9144 hpgie ik & 0 #¥ & F2 @3 kEFHRFRL < 5 10°

CFU/mL -

d 373 R ERE R 2 2 SV - KRR AR R R A
7-12 mg/mL 2 ¥ (A -k Rz 2§48 36 ik B Pl 4 >t 49-50
mg/mL 2 B) » geip] Twn o LKL KRR R F2 A R
EIApRER (4 mg/mL) (R KjfEz 2548 %9 PIAER I
32mg/mL) » £ & 3 A R EL KRR EF 28 kIR
AR AT Y plEER 5 0-0125-025-05-1.0-20% 4.0
mg/mL (& -KfEz. 2 548 30 cplEER R S 0051020

40~ 80~ 16.0 32.0mg/mL) -

7. 96-well tissue culture plates =7+ & well # 4c » 190 pL 44
T2 % ¥ & A& (P.aeruginosa ATCC 14207 i¢ * BHI broth > S
aureusATCC 9144 R & * NB)~50 uL 5 2 &% & 7|42 + 5448

B ok fRiR (R AR A B ) 12 10 ul S iR o
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-

Z + 96-well tissue culture plates 7 E + » 3 %> 37°C LR %

o

¢ 18-24 /) PFis > BT A 620Nm T ek ck E®

VYir4 Efrdle 30 Bs%kes ki3 B4 L7

AR ﬁvi B KB oK R R m//] ST - Rl DR T;‘:].
3 M kB kR R R S e kR 9 R A

2 Y KBS R i b B deth ok R A g g R

o FFF ORI MIC (Ago il § H 4r) KA T -
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0.000 o=——0—0—
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(A)
950
e
900 - y=4.1942x + 6.8029 &
R? = 0.9508

850 |
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oo
o
o

6.50
0.000 0.100 0.200 0.300 0.400 0.500 0.600 0.700

A 600

(B)

Bl-Ltw ~ BREHZEFNL L AR

Fig. 14. The growth curve of Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 14207.
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1.000

0.800

0.600

A 600

0.400

0.200

0.000

(A)

Time (hr)

950 |
y = 2.1983x + 7.2909
9.00 - 2 _
R?=0.8344 A
g 850 |
T
% 800 -
g
3 750 -
7.00
6.50
0.000 0.200 0.400 0.600 0.800
A 600
(B)
B3~ &7 F FHEDLE SR

Fig. 15. The growth curve of Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 9144.
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14 -

A600

01 2 3 456 7 8 9 10111213 14 15 16 17
Time(hr)

(A)

y = 8.9529x + 7.1771
10 R?=0.9316

o e

Log CFU/ml
EEN (@] (e}

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3
A600

(B)
Bl =~ Z AR £ A

Fig. 15. Thegrowth curve of Listeria monocytogenes ATCC19111.
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0350
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A600
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950 |
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5800 -

©750 +
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=700 -
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A600

(B)
Bl =~ ZArHEL £ R -

Fig. 17. Thegrowth curve of Listeria monocytogenes ATCC19111.
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(=) B3 24 ig & 1
1. #A 2 el
(1) 0.05M 2_mipadh % b=z > pH 7.0
A. 0.05M Bifit = & 40 ki in
F=B~ 3.55 g srwifs = & 40 (disodium hydrogen phosphate > %
ABERRN AL AR pA) N IR E 3 500ml
B. 0.05M &k & = 4 ki3 i
F=P~ 3459 mifik & - 40 (sodium dihydrogen phosphate & &
AERRREA S AR pA) w3 Sk E T 500ml
MARRELRRR ERr BRARE FREA Y B KIS

iR

R

MRS RD PHTO (F5 i HT L F 2 B 4P
(2) 1N NaCl 0.05M &4t i =iz > pH 7.0

F=B~ 5844 g 1% it 40 (sodiumchloride » § A % 5-tks5% € Ak o

AP P A ) S E(D) TRl BEEL S Rk T2 2 1000 ml

TR F LHE I BEA -
(3) 20% "7 f&-kin iR

B~ 200ml 2_ 7 Az (methanol, >99.9% w/w, Mallinckrodt Baker,
Inc., Phillipsburg, USA ) w2 #5 -k z & 3 1000ml > i# * &g » >

i&q /ﬁ»%f%é f’i e i m_.,_;F (DGgGS)’ #* j"F /m’;%{%g'%’fi°
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2. #epe i
Hte 00,52 10 A4 fs 2 48 3y -k fEd > 2 4°C T 12 12,000
rpm g 15 4 45 > B8 b it (305 Bl B 2 Ry ) 0 iR

BHEEREITZAH A .

3 Ftiei

REBAFT LT BN B3 A, (Source 30S, GE
Healthcare, Uppsala, Sweden) i ¥R i » g 4ip > ¥ > REFFZ
ARE-FEr IS IERADTR LRV AR RFPRA I

Y15em3 K o mEArE P F @ RRge {0 1209% 7 ROk R R

B Sml/mini #& ¢ 4 0 @ R ?f',yf,%i”’ R A o

4. 7 B 3

412 0.05M ZBpL 4h 5 e ~ i Sml/min 4 2 & @ 8 A 1S
B4 LS R4 5 0.05M BRER AN R 0 L 0 3ml i T2
W L@ gt g R oniE Sml/min it 3 15 ~4js > E @ * 3
IN NaCl 0.05M gz g 3 e 12 snid Sml/min it 3 > f1* p & 4%
e BE L adafcd - x>0 A kgt £ 280 nm T g 2 H ok

e
1B ©°
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(I) Bruiptphtr2 780 B
1. @& e gl
(1) 0.03%:= a prpse-kiz ik
P~ 0.6ml ch= 4 prpe (trifluoroacetic acid, Sigma, . Louis,
USA) 4c » 2000ml e g3 -k @ R &£353 > 1% 0.45 um % 8508
5 (Mixed cellulose ester membrane filters, poresize : 0.45 um,
diameter : 47 mm, Advantec MFS, C.A., USA) 3 # iE g 2 ",ért FeE 1S
Az F A ¥ F (Bransonic 5510R-DTH, Danbury, USA ) % F o
(2) 90% 2 % 2 0.03%= & prpa-kiz it
P~ 100 ml & (1) 900 ml ez 3353 8 & > ]* 0.45um £
#¢ )8 " (Nylon membranefilter, pore size: 0.45 um, diameter : 47 mm,

Pall, Michigan, USA ) # 5 : j,}@—i“ RS g /ﬁ»%ﬁ?ff o

2. F %t 3%

BT R IE S A S S A B et SRR 0 %% Hoek
(1997) % 4 erdm 3 A 4715 & > 4% F sk 49 & 47 h (HP 1100 Series
HPL C system, Hewlett Packard co., Waldbronn, Germany ) i& {7 4~ 47 >
AT TR ORRAR AT F A Y DA BRI B Y RRATRIE S
oo AU GWE AR R AR A TS T A B T B B P EpT R i e

PR LB "p{‘f]'/?'];é o B AT AR R AT 1E E Ao
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(1) 4172 % s 4p & 47

¥ 4x: Synergi 4u Fusion-RP 80 ( Phenomenex, CA, USA )
# A4 1 4.6 x 250 mm, 4 micron

R N T

1 R

# #5 48 ( mobile phase)

PR (min) #AL) (%) ##(2) (%)

0 80 20

20 80 20

50 50 50
pind # C1Imli/min

Wopl ® 1280 nm

(2) WHAF i Ap K A7
# & HyperClone 5 ODS (C18) ( Phenomenex, CA, USA)
¥ AR 1 212 (i.d.) x 250 mm, 5 micron

# 5ii 0 500 ul

# #548 ( mobile phase)

PR (min) #AL) (%) ##(2) (%)
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0 80 20
20 80 20
50 65 35

-

e # 5mli/min

o E o 280nm

CREGHSLELLES -

Hefe 1 chpeptidel & S48 30 % A 714 5 k& 100~80-
60~ 40 2 20 pg/ml > 1% % Fr(1)enif 2 i 7 4 47 > #H sk g2k
B iF— &= qest SHRBE SU(RS ) * NP R RS 2 fH

ZER o

120 |
A y=109454x - 212593 ¢

100 - R%=0.992

80 -

60 -

A280

40 -

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Lactoferricin conc. (ug/ml)
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(A)

;60 y = 55477x - 34853

8] 2 _
50 | R°=0.9987

30 -

A280

10 -

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Concentration (ug/ml)

(B)
Bl N R R R

Fig. 18. Standard curve of antibacterial peptides. (A) peptide 1 (B)
lactoferricin

FIIA A2 SgiF0 okfEF 2 EDTA HE LR RFEE i

- ~ B &R
(=) REp Rk (ham) (A S B oF R ORCET H) -

(=) & g},v’]‘ e deol 2 UK B9 ok f2 $  (bovine lactoferrin
hydrolysate; bLFH) (|l & = 2 L7 2 Rl dZeng - 306) ~ ¢ % = 0%
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w fis ik = 4 (ethylenedinitrilo tetraacetic acid disodium salt dihydrate;

EDTA - 2Na; CioH14NoNa,Og « 2H,0; Merck, Germany) °

(2) & EH4 1 g¢ 4 &4 (polystyrene foam tray, 19.0 cm x
125¢cm; ASFEEF AP > 59 o S SPEW (AiFLEF D

f’»‘_ﬁ;t’ ,‘;Iif-)o

S RERE

AR R FHRE G ACH T T o

= R RSR

(-) 23430 kjzd 2 WK

i Hoek etal. (1997) &= 238 {72 F 4 v K22 W o
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Ground pork

Control EDTA! bLFH? bLFH+EDTA

Packaged

Stored at 4°C for 0, 2, 4 and 6 days

Determination of moisture content, crude fat, microbial counts, pH
value, degree of lipid oxidation and nonheme iron of ground pork

'EDTA = 250 ppm

bLFH =2 x MIC (minimal inhibitory concentration)

B4 ~ miomap 7 A e T B i AR B o

Fig. 19. Theflow chart of experimental design for ground ham.
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Bt g den A d BT ke (5% wiv) o E 4 1N endpg
(hydrochloric acid; HCI; 1 it 5§ fiik (> P22 2 0 374 0 5 %)
AR R PHE T 254 » 3%% F-v fF (pepsinA; EC 3.4.23.1;
gma, USA) >+ 37°C ™ & Ji 4 /] pF {4 (B/S=3%)> 12 80°C -k i 20
ks ML EER R e o Mok R Rk 2 VR R4 AR (9 20°C0)
fg 41 1INz 3 it 40 (sodium hydroxide; NaOH; #i 1 it & Fq
Wip g R d o 377 0 0F) AFR RS PH EX 7.0 4N
.o (refrigerated centrifuge; himac SCR 20B, Hitachi, Tokyo,
Japan) *+ 4°C ™ 12 17,000 x g &~ 15 4~ 415 » BB iRt (s

AR T Bk AT AR 2 kRS R 5 -20°C T 0 B F o
( ) Feis® #L@U’E

Boo®P B R SRR kp (ham)o 12 PeiE
(30 4450 foiE B (1 4°C) TED Kk 4 F ST F 418
1Rl olp 3 B R ERIC 1 T°C T 4 R 18-24
PREEER Y R MR ERE LR AT L sl p A
ol B R (TALLERES RAMON S.L., Vilassar de Dalt,
Barcelona) = m e A1 20 243t p 2 %4 (plae)iE (7 - =

R L1062 AT P2 REERFT S Nl L FERRE
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(ground ham) e #-4 AL € T, 2w 2o 5 - 25 Hdle (R
KR P E et S4B Fd ok Rt 2 EDTA) ¥ - 2 5 EDTA &2
Tk e 250 ppm 7 EDTA 5 % = 2 % bLFH % > “’r’/’]‘ be 2 12 &
I rEk R (MIC) h2 548 %9 K24 (4mg/gmeat); ¥z &
= DLFH+EDTA & > ik 4e 2 & & | FrFik & 02 §U48 30 oK
fat (Amg/gmeat) £ 250 ppm 2 EDTA « #-if 4o 27330 & 7]
24 okd (ke 25 RO £2 1%) 0 £ e 5 (IRdlE

i

\F‘\ﬂ

R F 2 B+ oK) 0 g4 (Hobart, Kitchen Aid
model K45SS, Ohio, USA) #4254 48 (I #:2 & - 2 X 38 B
110 F)) o Wt > LlaffE T g gz 2 @iy > W PEW e X
N 4CTF MERTR T30 246X B F 0 RGFLT A

1TIEP o

T~ A PrIE P

(-) k& z £ (moisture content) B %_

% A.OA.C(1991) e jZ:2{7-k A& 3

Ik

R e

f]a_B’» 10 gk AR ENE R EE L aurie 5 8
»~ 100+2°C 7.8 iz %% 45 (Risen, RUD-30L, Taipei, Taiwan) iz

% 16-18 | P 1 4t 4RI B B 8~ LI EER B (desiccator)
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\“4«

ETTRS
-
o

““*éii‘);:.(]%/#’f).wfp_ﬁ FRE

|

(Wl + Wz) -Ws

2

x 100%

kA (%)=

CEEFEEEE (9)

W, k&2

Ik

(9)

Ws: ded 2 e mick i b mat £ 2 ()
(=) #2739 (crudefat) i<
& A.OA.C(1984) ch=> 28 (74 g%k 7 i 2o

PUAER AP 5 g iR AR S I F RS (thimble) ¢
RFFmae 73 355 % (boilingstone;, k& &1 ¥k ¢
Ao XK pA) en¥ B4 (extraction cup) E » 100+2°C =z
i §2% 4 (Risen, RUD-30L, Taipei, Taiwan) 2% 1-2 - p¥ > 12 4
F B —Jﬁﬁ’»ﬂ',jj%_ #3355 B (desiccator) * - 4 4rE F R
(59 30 ~48) 16> BZPBHHL > T4 r 23 FHDOE DR

(petroleum ether; B & i L iz L2 & > 7% 0 S #F) 1

|

ik -3¢ ) %k (Tecator, Soxtec System HT6 Extraction Unit 1043
% Service Unit 1046, HOGANAS, Sweden) 3 B~#& 5.2 42 %5 95 >
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B2 Pis 2 F B B A0 4o #dr (hot plate) FEg T oEeR GO0 o

LErRBicEEe > L0 AEEHL -

3 = A [ W, _\ .
FePg s g § Aty ol deT

A2 585 (%) = W x 100%

1

W, k& E

Ik

(9
Wy : 524 (z7*7) £ 2 (0)

Wai ¥ (3% %) 2 Sich IR E gt £ ()

(=) Pa%~3% - fipcdz R (degreeof lipid oxidation) ]

Jui

iz Ockerman (1985) == ;2 & {7 %y 9k % 1 FRPTAR R P 2o

TBARS & (thiobarbituric acid-reactive substancevalue) % g
AER ST e E SER S LSRN I U ¥ R
P AEJeg IR 0 53 e AA S By VALY P 2B
(malonaldehyde; MDA) h& o § i fepeli?) g B » A2 4 o
SFERIA S o[ pES AT v X EiEA (TBAreagent) @ cgn
L e (2-thiobarbituric acid; TBA) F g2 = 2 = d # [T~ g

Bt b KRGRITEIBIMT L ERE fF
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1 F fiale petl

#-1.442 g ege T v L pe (2-thiobarbituric acid; TBA; Sigma,
USA) 7> 500 mL 90%ik fix pk (glacial acetic acid; § 4 % &1k
FREA XK pAR) Y B RS 0 LT L

fé &% (TBA reagent) o
2. Rl A

Fep- 10 g AR ST ALY 0 4o~ 50 mL 50°C e 4
ko 1 3aE s (Osterizer, Mexico) 35 2 » 4518 » ¥4k S350
B~ B R MY (PYREXB NO. 5420, Raeigh, North Carolina,
USA) # o 12 47.5mL 50°C &7 45 -k v RIDFALES 0 L AT AE
Fg ¢ 4v > 2mL 4N «nB & (hydrochloric acid; HCI; 251 i & jq
i R @0 ATH 0 L) ~ BOf e B (antifoam A emulsion;
Sigma, USA) {ci* % (boiling stone; k& % 1 ¥4k ¢ 4L > =
B0 pA) BT RA > Fch 50mL thE AR o B 5mL chiE 4
e (0 e 5mb ez A RB-8) o 4o » EmL g ¥ b L LR
A1 o A AORE Y SB35 4s 0 B kA Er 10 A 40 2 T
& Sk B 3 (spectrophotometer; Spectronic genesys 5, Milton roy

company, New York, USA) B 2_538 nm T sk sk g o
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TBARS & 72t 5 o 358 4T
TBARS value (mg malonaldehyde/Kg of meat) = O.D. x 7.8

7.8: ¢ 0-10 uM TMP (1,1,3,3-tetramethoxypropane) %l itz

TMP &% & 59782 F #c K & o

() pesg @ (pH vaue) ip| Z_

% Ockerman (1985) 17 j# it {7 ph bk B R 2o

FEP & 10 g0 4o » 100 ML sz 4k > 2 E 8 (Osterizer,
Mexico) 325 1 4 48 - #-flde & 3+ (Laboratory pH Meter; inoLab
pH Level 1, WTW, Germany) 411 % e fidk & (PH4f-pH7) 2
& (WTW 108 708, Weilheim, Germany) & {7 &t » £ #-3
33 7 & (glass electrode; InLab 427, Mettler Toledo, USA) & » #&
AR R BRI ER LR o
() #Hc2 47 @)= (microbia analysis)

1. %4 F#c (tota plate count; TPC)

% CNS(1991) e 2 i {7 3.4 Flp] < e

Btk @RS 2B~ 10 g0 2T r B R FZIEE ALY 0 4e x> 90
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mL @ ; g2 0.1% peptone water (Difco™, Sparks, USA) 15 » 12
=¥ (Osterizer, Mexico) 355 1 » 48 o f]* < = F2 0.1%
peptone water #-tk & fE & if g % #cid o P Il ik SRR R
R FE A x (petridish) ¢ > ¥R iE)iE (pour plate method)
» 12-15 mL (¥ 45°C) =hi& & plate count agar (PCA) (Difco™,
Sparks, USA) » i His » #3 4 x 5% 125 £ 35-37°C 1L 8
4 (R RFUET oM 58) ¢ 4842 ] pF o EPRFE

Bt 25250 2 3k o ¥3H A FiE#E (CFU/G) -
2. §-pa ¥ (lactic acid bacterial counts)
i Lacroix (2002) == ;2 i {7 5 ik ) Bop] 2o

B Imb etk AR o )2 (pour plate method) 7]
» 12-15 mL (¥ 45°C) =i F Lactobacilli MRS agar (Difco™
Sparks, USA) » #Fi His » #3 4 x 5% 12 £ 35-37°C 1L 8
0 CREREBUET 24 58) ¢ 482 ] BF o EPFE

Ben 25-250 B2y % w0 3-8 8 F % # (CFUM) -
= %5 & [ ¥ (coliforms)
iz Hall etal. (1967) &1 i i& {7 % % 4% FHp] 2o
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B Imb etk AR o iRz (pour plate method) i)
» 12-15 mL (% 45°C) i 7 violet red bile agar (VRB agar)
(Merck, Germany) - FsE H s » £ 5 » 3-5mL (¥ 45°C) 4p I e
BARA V2 ihkEEA - FRAFEL BEEr HEREEN
35-37°CIE B &4 (KB RBEUEH S0 5#) ¢ 24 pFo

FP R #2550 2 A o X382 EiE#c (CFU/) -
(=) 2o A F 48 (nonhemeiron)

iz Rheeand Zuprin (1987) &= j i {7 24 n fL HABR] 2o

1 F sz el

(1) 0.39%3; ¥ i 4+ (sodium nitrite; NaNO,) (Z % p IRfe)

% 039 g LA 4r (sodium nitrite; NaNO,; Sigma,

USA) » 12 33 k283 100 mL o d 5 F 4e » 0.2 mL i3

o
A

IR &% (acid mixture) P 0 ¥ iR &xE 5 5 Q0 &I A4

A%

F_*
o

PR Y L 166 ppme @ * T R EL 4N 0P e h R T e eIk
(porphyrin ring) » & & F Sk AR Y PR LR R 3 S 0 K T4
(heme-associated iron) #7744 = 2Lx Z 548 (nonheme iron) @ i#

= 2bi A F4 8 & (overestimate) -
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(2) pair &3 % (acid mixture; HCI-TCA solution)

#-6 N @ ps (hydrochloric acid; HCI; 1 i 5§ g%k > 5
L@ o q75 0 o) v 40%:h= & EEpk (trichloroacetic acid;
TCA; Sigma, USA) ™ SRR & o = F ik 5 - A F9 itk

W o T poPoend A v (hemeprotein) Tk o

(3) iFrmk B A i fig 22 ®)  (bathophenanthroline disulfonate

reagent)

B~ 0.162 g = bathophenanthroline disulfonic acid (Sigma,
USA) > 23t 100 mL &4 g3 k¥ > 4er 2 mL e fEfe
(thioglycolic acid; Merck, Germany) » #-fie 4% ez 3| pr 13 304k & Y
P LB R g e A2 A FET R RS R
TS ¢ B FMERERFRE & 2 54 &5 & 540

nmT™ 5 Sz o
(4) & fepp phdh % % (saturated sodium acetate solution)

P 500 ML 4 #3 -k T A7 ¢ 4o B4 0 B 4o~ @R FRERA
(sodium acetate anhydrous; J. T. Baker, USA) 3| & ek it > 5 5

6 d AN UK IR Bk Ao o 2 P T FOR 1 RITIIEIER R

™

247 d SRR R N B R 2T T ouK o T

ja!
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B e ey pa g B R -
(5) 3 ¢ 4| A (color reagent A) (% & p Rp2)

Aol 3ok A fopr pLAN R R IRk A P iR =

20:20: 1% % o
(6) pp ¢ ## B (colorreagentB) (% & P ILfe)
Rl 4T ok A fopEfighn k=210 20 SRR o
2. B d b M2 GiF

s w3 B~ 0~ 0.0125 ~ 0.025~ 0.05~ 0.075 2 0.1 mL 2z 481%
%2 5% (iron standard solution, 1000 mg Fe*/L; Merck, Germany)
i phiR £ %k (acidmixture) T E X 25mL > # A SRR S

0-0.5-1-2-3 2 4 mg Fe*/L ¢ iron standard solution-acid mixture

& v P~ 1 mL v iron standard solution-acid mixture = 3.« &
Pooder EmL g d EE A RITREF S LA
(refrigerated centrifuge; himac SCR 20B, Hitachi, Tokyo, Japan) **
4°C 12 3500 x g3~ 10 4 480 12 4 Sk sk B 3 (spectrophotometer;

Spectronic genesys 5, Milton roy company, New York, USA) B] Z_
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540 nm T gk sk fE o 00 Iml SfgiR A3 R BN EEA R TL 7

G R HLITHRERE S SR S T
3. R

FEB-5 QR AR P o4 » 0.2mL £ 0.39% 1 A L4
felomL epeiR 3k - EF ¥ E >N CERRT kis B
(shaking bath; RCB-411, Kansin Instruments Co., Ltd., Taiwan) *
B2F (75 rpm) & 20 o) pEfS o B A ou R 3 N4 e (5
20°C) o w2~ 1mL * &% (incubated liquid phase) I &t ¢ ¢ >
e SmL gEd E R AW FEL R ) REREES S
VLA R A 8 4°C T 2 3500 x g e 10 A 4B 0 1A Sk R R
#1540 NM T ek ki (A ) o R de e Borig gk d 3
# o ¥B21mL kg (incubated liquid phase) = 3s 3 ¢ > 4
»5mLehppd FABWRHLAR ) RTREHSIL > UL
e HEeS ST 4°C = 2 3500 x gats 10 A48 0 1A Kk B R
540 nm T e B iE (B fE)o ImbL chpkiR &3 R B R RA R

Tazo HRE - BAERHEBELSTEFDCE » JI* £
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2w KA oty o deT
Nonheme iron content (ig nonheme iron/g of meat) =

Feconc.of liquid (ug/mL) x (15mL + moisture content of 5g meat)
5(9)

0.300 r

0250 -y =0.0697x - 0.0009
0.200 R? = 0.9999

3 0.150
<

0.100

0.050

0.000
0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0

Concentration of iron ion (ppm)

Blo+ 2 AFz BERES @

Fig. 20. Standard curve for nonheme iron content.

I ~ %3447 (statistical analysis)

MR R > 3% (completely randomized design; CRD) » Ew
1@ Bk F1+ 2% (factorial experiment) o B 38 P #7572 ficdp 1+

statistical analysis system (SAS, 2002) stz 2 Kot :E 74 47> 0 - 4k
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MU 4250 (GLM procedure) i (77 f AJLRF 2 £ B 12 4p B -
RIE > 3 g 2 TioE (least-square mean) RIS # L gk R

TinE2 RMEAREEN
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FA LB EY KBFET LRERLIEH
- SRR

(=) BREEpE - mewkp (ham) & % #y (back fat) (Ep 5 ¢ #

B R ) -

(=) @& d I e P2 U4 -9 -k 2 5 (bovine lactoferrin
hydrolysate; bLFH) (]l % = 2 L {8 6 Rl adZend - 304 )~ ¢ 3 = %
w fis ik = 4 (ethylenedinitrilo tetraacetic acid disodium salt dihydrate;
EDTA - 2Na; CioH14NoNa,Og + 2H,0; Merck, Germany) ~ & % (sodium
chloride; NaCl; £ & F £% i3 T2 & » v & > S8) 5 iphée
(sodium triphosphate; == %> 3 T2 & > S48 0 5~ FidE (sugar;
FH 8 E o F500 0 S8 s sk (L-#5fi 40 ) (monosodium L-glutamate;

MSG; w2 & 51 £ R A28 > 29 » S8

(Z) & %44 1 g5¢ 2 #4 (polystyrene foam tray, 19.0 cm x
125cm; AfFEEF LT 0F 0 SH)CPEW (AFEET IS
.50, L)

o

AR o2 ERA AR L S T
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Meat balls

Control

EDTA?

bLFH?

bLFH+EDTA

Packaged

Stored at 7°C for 0, 2, 4, 6 and 8 days

Determination of total plate counts of meat balls

'EDTA = 250 ppm

bLFH =2 x MIC (minimal inhibitory concentration)

B=--+- -

F 1 AT sk iR -

Fig. 21. Theflow chart of experimental design for meat balls.
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4 Flap

Table9. Theformulation of meat balls.

Ingredients Content
Raw meat 100.0%
Ham 75.0%
Back fat 25.0%
Sodium chloride 1.8%
Sodium triphosphate 0.3%
| ce sterile deionized water 2.0%
Sugar 3.0%

Monosodium L-glutamate 0.3%
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= R RS

(<) 2544 v kg2 W

i Hoek et al. (1997) h= 2 i {7 2 FU 4 3y K et 2 WA -

e FUAE Rw Rt AT kY (B% wiv) o 00 1N B
(hydrochloric acid; HCI; 1 it 5§ fik (> PT20 2 » 374 0 5 %)
AERFapH E T 2504 » 3%% -9 fF (pepsinA; EC 3.4.23.1;
gma, USA) *+ 37°C ™ & Ji 4 /] pF {4 (B/S=3%)> 12 80°C -k i 20
ks ML EER R e o Mok R Rk 2 ViR R4 AR (9 20°C0)
fg 41 1INz 3 it 40 (sodium hydroxide; NaOH; #i 1 it & Fq
Wip g @ o 377 0 0F) AFR RS PH EX 7.0 4N
.o (refrigerated centrifuge; himac SCR 20B, Hitachi, Tokyo,
Japan) *+ 4°C ™ 12 17,000 x g &~ 15 4~ 4815 » BB b iRt (s

AR ECHE o Bk T AR K fES L F2-20°C T 0 B o

(=) Frz2#

Bood®E R MR RSk (ham) 2 ¥ 7y
(back fat) » rip-id (30 4 4&p) frig i (¥ 4°C) TEZ AL

AR ISR SRS L L LR L ER SR
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FE N T CT AR 1824 | o Bk E T ST B - i
Tl (RALE @ &4 2 S @30 ks 2 EDTA) KR
# EDTA & » ¥4 250 ppm 7 EDTA 5 4 = % % bLFH ‘&

T de 2 BBl P EEAE (MIC) 2 545 35 -k iz (4 mg/g
meat) ; ¥ w 2 i bLFH+EDTA ‘&> T 4e 2 B & #r ik &
45U 48 39 K24 (Amg/gmeat) 3 250 ppm =7 EDTA - Ml A

ARV EEFL T kY (Ckenr £ 5 RALE £220) & 4R

W 2OCT R B4R B ekok (s s

_
W

B M ok) e BRy A ARPFLE DY 258 BRE T

Lrgund ko Be A g A u A (9 23 cmd) i 4e 1
Ak (BC 2 ) E) e EA kR R R 48
(Stephan vertical vacuum cutter; Model UM 5 Universal, Stephan

Machinery Co., Hameln, Germany) *© ‘w*r 1 4 48 o fm*7 {5 4c > 5
Fafedpt 8- T Lo NEBRBRAB Y o 7 3R A
Moz p J\,g,,dz,éc)\,}\mﬁ;;]—i;ﬁ,ﬁ—r KT 5 F) 0 A~ F)
B SRR g B AR fﬁ% A (45 #) o & 4+ 40-50°C &
AEARP O FRIMAA B | MR E 4 £ D] 80°C 2103 80°C
Tok# 15 s 4t 0 AWEDR 6 F LMY R RBI AR

(Yokogawa, Tokyo, Japan) | # 2 ¢ BB (4 5 78°C)° #-& &
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ﬁi#kjﬁ]//ﬁ_d( (E] jC’J() ,6]7 30 Av\ﬁ y Ij.i't! /6'119 , :I-—!—)lz
EFUBAFED S BEY U PENSS £ 0 3 T°C
TOGERTR > £ 052245658 Bk 0 2 742 F#k (tota

plate count; TPC) thip|<_o & £ fe™ 4ok 4 #7775 o
T o~ 32 F R
% CNS(1991) e 2 i {7 3.4 Flcp < e

Btk e Bt 2B~ 10 g o 2 R FZEEFALY o 4o r 00 mL
¢ @ F2- 0.1% peptone water & > MIBFSIEE 1o 4s o ] ¢ @
2. 0.1% peptone water #-tk 518 & if § & #cfs > P~ ImL ik S
R EFE AT Y 0 M2 (pour plate method) i~ 12-15 mL (9
45°C) ihi A plate count agar (PCA) - FsFlfs » #32 % w HE 1 %
* 35-37°C LR % 47 4842/ pF o SE P B 25-250 P 2 38 %

® o $3-E A s # (CFU/) -
I ~ %3t e 47 (statistical analysis)

AR R > %3 (completely randomized design; CRD) ¢ Jiw
1@ Bk A F1+ 2% (factorial experiment) o B 38 P #7 (7 2 ficdp 1+

statistical analysis system (SAS, 2002) vzt & 2 fickE e 7 4 470 10— 4L
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M HO A2 (GLM procedure) i 773 b AJZRF 2 £ B 12 4p i 14
BlE T ko) T3 I iaE (least-square mean) PlEkE M B R R E

TinE2 BMAREEDE
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F-3ma 258 F kel § 2REREZFH
-~ SR kR

o-Phthaldialdehyde (OPA) OPA & 3k A& % & 4 47 F-v -k f3 ]
RS N § F ¢ -k bR £ - OPA 2
B-mercaptoethanol ¢ & — %= (primary amines) » & » ¥ 2 = {340
nmT™ 3 5% 2| k2 & $ (1-akylthio-2-akylisoindole) - OPA & 4| ¢
5 1% SDSH £ A k£ H (Fv F) SEUREF R %
EEFoUEDAPRL A R 2T kP P EEERIER o T
oo Al OPAA Xk B E T en FOkfENA 0 A - iR

2 s

ATR NPT E o

B+ ~ 4 i¢ * o-Phthaldialdehyde (OPA) 4 sk sk & 2 jp] 7 2 548
B0 GVRIERRR o SRR 0 EF OB B4 0 25U 0 ok
fAx . PRFF A o Tomitaet al. (1991) 12 5 F-v fis & S ¥ 2 5448 3o
2 AU kY 274 pravkiz (37°C) 0 X KA KA Y Aad |
B Fuficd FoE ik o % > Bellamy et al. (1992) #-i & U4 Fov
KR L A PR A i k> BRI F IR A Y
FLEEFUMERY 2B AR 2 AR BRATIR Y Gk fRiIER S
Tomitaet al. (1991) % Bellamy et al. (1992) #p & > @3 40 30K 236 42
PR PR B Bl L - 5 @ * o-Phthaldiadehyde (OPA) ~ sk sk B
R T AR KRR S c RS FIR F BEFLION
480 A SR [ F P REAVKIER % 0 k2 £4.16% 0 F e 730
DTS KRS R 2 3 ATAY - SEF F RPERY i 4 0 SR (F eh
KfEF s Byt MFRPIEF 23456 FF{S R fRF

H) % 5.57% ~ 6.27% ~ 6.88% ~ 7.13%2 7.46% -
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8.00

7.00

o
(@)
o

o
o
S

Percent hydrolysis (%)
w A
() (@)
o o

2.00 4

1.00

000 ¢
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Hydrolyzing time (h)

Bl- +=- -~ #* o-Pnthadialdehyde (OPA) 4 stk & % | T 2+ FU48 -
v R EARR o

Fig. 22. Hydrolysis of bovine lactoferrin is determined by using the
o-phthaldialdehyde spectrophotometric assay.
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oo A FUEF0 2 B RRR PUE R R

FU4 F-v ¢ SAER el AR fF 1512 A (4-Escherichia
coli ~ Salmonella enteritidis - Pseudomonas aeruginosa) ~ & fF = % 1% 7
(4-Saphylococcus aureus ~ Listeria monocytogenes ~ Bacillus subtilis) ~
E ] (4rCandida albicans ~ Cryptococcus uniguttulatus) % 4+ ¥ #
(aerobes) ~ ik ¥ f] (anaerobes) £ fx*  (yeast) (Weinberg, 1984) - <
Tomita et al. (1991b) 45 &1 = 948 Fv 2 3 Fod fo-K 24 i B L0t
iR AR R Pé'riﬁé_iiﬁﬁéi% P B H A 4 4 M T4
F0 B 19258 oAy A BPE £ § § 3k (Staphylococcus
aureus ATCC 9144) 2 % k% ] (Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC
14207) 175 & B2 BEEOR L RFERR > L4 3T AiEd
24 FUAR F-v 7](;?1:}‘%#’&5?]%« W2~ )I%v‘ iRt kR4 ST 2
REAPEFIF R s AT HREFE 2 ;I;Jef»g;ub o A
Bt F 4] Favk Ry ki A #rEk A (minimal inhibitory
concentration; MIC) ##2 o

~—~

-) &£+ ¥ % 3/ (Saphylococcus aureus)

XERTFHFAF DS AR 5 ¢ Hicpe (Westhoff et al.,
1973; Ahmed et al.,, 1983) ~ ¢ &M ¢ & (Pitman et al., 1973;
Kotzekidou et al., 1991) ~ %4 ¢ (Raccachetal., 1979) ~ 4 (3% E_ 7
¥4 ) (Bardetal., 1995)~ 4 % (Petchsing et al., 1990; Smith et al.,
1977) 2 W2 @l & (FW AT gk e LiE4) (Baird et
al., 1995) * - Ft > F EFp e 2 RS FRLR
ke 4 & (Santoset al., 1981) -
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AL AU R Rk 4 )P LS B R K ERHEF T
FHRAE BRI ERORAFR - FHRESFF R R F DL FH 0

A ¥ ES F FREOMIC 2 20mg/mL e FU48 30 i £ - 38
AR REERE Y PR J B A A L | F]S
i € Flakdha w2 2 & (Bullen et al., 1972; Otto et al., 1992) -

Murdock et al. (2002) 1 Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 13565 2 ATCC
10832 % Bl3# Atk > I 12 peptone-yeast-glucose (PYG) broth % 3 & A&
BETEFE R PIRFRF SR T RIFE DL TE Y A F
RER T FHFADMIC 5 80 mg/mL > v+ &= F %7182 MIC &

Iy

_—

M4V RF A AT HRR T s £ A L nutrient broth » &2

<

/J

F k3 977 TR PO apE FtRs 7 4P o Murdock et al. (2002)
;f il
> 2 s Bt A YRR 2 BRSNS 2T R oo

§i FRARFR R ST R LTR Y DFED F o

3Hf

GokfR 4ol T RRFRER T B FATMIC & 025
mg/mL - Dionysius et al. (1997) €5 v fF A2 718 2. 24 F 4 kv -k
fEy P o A3 Z B4R EEs 0 A Bl ¢ 5 peptide |~ peptide |1 2
peptide 11 (L BT )e = fr2 8¢ F X T2 40K p 2 74855 hN =
H ¢ peptide | <5 C =3 /& F +* Bellamy et al. (1992) # e FL 48 F-v
% %7 - Bpoep (daning)- Vorland etal. (1999) Rl4n &1 FjFriesdd
AT RORABRARECE A AL RO EF A F B HA T
gk e 4 i W(Trp) se {84537 % F A (lipid A) » 4ot > 4
T;e"‘j’ii’?fxfjﬁé‘i (- Hheny F o g & A R fF o
Murdock et al. (2002) ™ S aureus ATCC 13565 2 ATCC 10832 % iB|:#
Btk > &0 PYGbroth 5 3% & AL 17 2 $448 39 K fa 4 chdu iRl
BEFRRBFEDE-REST T FHFAOMIC Z 40mg/mL s £
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2Ly 2B RY Z KA AT ERY KRR EER T F

A SRR F R AR o

Table 10. Antimicrobia activity of bovine lactoferrin (bLF) and bovine
lactoferrin  hydrolysate (bLFH) hydrolyzed for 4 hours
towards Saphylococcus aureus ATCC 9144 and
Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 14207.

MIC* (mg/mL)

Bacteria
bLF bLFH (4 h)
S aureusATCC 9144 2.0 0.25
P. aeruginosa ATCC 14207 >32.0 2.0

'MIC (minimal inhibitory concentration) is the lowest concentration of
peptide or protein that gave no increase in absorbance at 620 nm
following incubation. bLF (unhydrolyzed) was assayed at concentration
of 0, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0, 4.0, 8.0, 16.0 and 32.0 mg/mL. bLFH (4 h) was
assayed at 0, 0.125, 0.25, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0 and 4.0 mg/mL. The MIC values
indicated were observed in three experiments.
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TRE&ETEZMICES NI6R > F i RFS AP HRATR Y dus %

7 & nutrient broth » & < )}?{"ﬁ AT TR TR o

FHEFRT 0 2B R SRR R ARER T 8 B
Murdock et al. (2002) » 7§ #f iz 0% % - Tomitaet al. (1991b) 7 4y o
L FB R0 2§ B9 KRS fpE e 4V PR B o

(=) ¥4 7@ (Pseudomonas aeruginosa)

FLEAFEBIY ERfE A PR LAY KRR ER T
FHES SRR RORAA R FRESF R A F DL B RS A
4%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁwcaawomwmo%ﬁ}@ﬁﬁg&ﬁam
PEYLAE 0 & m ) FlaA4m 2 2 & (Bullen et al., 1972, Otto et al.,
1992) » gt #h > FU4fidv » € B R E ISR EEY i 0y
7 pet8 (lipopolysaccharides, LPS) =2 1 (Ellison et al., 1988) - »* &
REFABEDFFR - BERIRAGRE B2 e T - K
BB b 4R SOk T i A5 E A 60 5 PEARR K ITH 2 U4
0oL A R M D AR BT 02 5448 3-v ¥ P. aeruginosa ATCC
14207 itk 7 & FofF 7c % o Tomita et al. (1991) ™ P. aeruginosa
MMI-603 5 B3 Atk » & 1 1% peptone 5 32 % L8 {7 2§14 F-v oD
FLRRIE B % F R F it 0 A 5 R SRR B MIC
<5 80mg/mL %25k B B RIFER) G F MR HRITR Y TR R
&éBHtmm’ﬁéﬁjﬁnk’f%%?ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ#%k’a
AFHRSFTERSRE R LB A F 5 5 Ao

FokfE A CPPER EZREFHEHERE HD MIC 5 20
mg/mL - Dionysius et al. (1997) & 5 F-v f#/eJ2 @78 2. 2 FU4 Fev -k
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f2de ¢ 5 AEIBRT f@ﬁ“i’?& B2 73 254839 % o Van der
Kraan et al. (2004) » #F 2 5 430 ZV R FDL B0 »+ &
F 5 hfp 4 IR - Tomitaet al. (1991b) 7= dp 2 FU 4 v 2§ F-9
fa K g chdiphie 4 kY B o

= s 2 FU R 2 HoRfRR a0 F?,&A\’H

Bl= - 525480 2 kR 4 ] P22 U0 R fiRR A
AT R AR SRHEF B0 LA R T R AT D B
pH % 252 5% (W/v) 2 5448 3% A28 2 37°C 4 B4k > 1 80°C
ki 20 4 4 1s o FARA P B PH I 7.0 803 4°C T 12 17,000
x g4 15 A 4h o 41 1F iR R F s O0) PR 2 FUB 0 Bk o ¥
ﬁ%ﬁ?%%&@a@ﬁ}é??%»%%%@:4:%ﬁo?%$
SER 0 2P G0 A5k 5-80KD At P A hd ¥ (band) ¢

% 556 kD fe® 38KD s &2 F — B A 0 %= & F A A SR
B9 GAEIRAEORfRATA L

FHREEBIF BA ) TR KR L& 0 F £ 5349
kD-6.512 kD z_ @ i3 *5x> ® ¢ &+ 17.5kD % 12.4KkD s d! 3 B &) 4
# o Murdock et al. (2002) r24p ke i 2 42 FU4B hev BT KR TR
SRR R R A RS R A S R T Y ek
s g A2 - iE 25kD ik o § g AR ”{&_Tg 4+ 10kD
TR e h 38KD LT G~ ¢ A o A F %22 Murdock et al. (2002) ¢
SEAp o KBEFSRY TR AL BHROAMZBIF » Ra o
AT EIFEFNN TR RF]LAXIFTRATRE T DT O PR
fr i i o Tomitaet al. (1991) == 4 1 * 5% 3w fis & pH 2.5-37°C
ToORAT SR PB4 B TEAR RS A T E MY 6KD o
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Fig. 23. SDS-PAGE electrophoresis of bovine lactoferrin (bLF) and
bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) hydrolyzed for 4 hours.
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o SR KR

F T g R k- BTk T FIIRES G2 S
Fv okfRR O P Ed BB MBI BRI BRY kfER L pHTO

JE B 8.1mg/ml 2. 5 7Ers-kiA

oo

n>»

I~ 4B F0 kiR A4
() I B
FUAB B0 KRR BB A Ay R BRI A GEE B

Xk kY k- B~ (R &- Hchd i 2 Bas ik

LokpREFE s EA A

(=) ®rariphtre A7

REEIEHG B g S I R i R 0 BT R AR AR A T e
FAUV200mnm ek £ T EF - 2 3BiE(EB ) 2% Recio & Visser
(1999) ¢ Dionysius (1997) & X e 7 %% » VM3 » B E &
AT AR BB B F e ek > L ie- H 10 1 F

g Lt A B BB ()

(2)  #rEprrsanbo] vk B Rl
SR E A DE Bl 2 PR (T o] P R R R RIGE

7. Peptide| ik & 25 pg/ml 11+ 2 5.4 35 4 (Peptide2) Bk R
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Fig. 24. Cation exchange resin chromatogram of lactoferrin hydrolysate.
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Fig. 25. HPLC chromatograms of solution of lactoferrin hydrolysate
purified from cation exchange resin. (A) analytical HPLC chromatogram

(B) preparative HPLC chromatogram.
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(A)

e
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e . —

Bl= = ~ FU48 30 KRR S W & 4] ODS ¢ 4% i FLpFPiicz B 2%
i 4p & 17 B (A) peptidel (B) peptide 2

Fig. 26. HPLC chromatograms of antibacterial peptides of |actoferrin
hydrolysate purified from preparative ODS columns. (A) peptide 1 (B)

peptide 2.
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50 pg/ml 2+ pF 'y B 5 B F chdr ek 0 158 2w i Dionysiug( 1997 )
EAFETHER BRI RRRY B AL PRk 2 BT k2
FUB Y BARR oA AT L P BB S FEPEIRORIB R F R e

SeAPE R BLRFLEPE RGP sk 2 mt i B R F IS I 2 R

(2) S 4Fv kjEnd ZirEprig £
FI7 3 8 S0 0 GBI kAR Y 4§ 5 4 peplide

97 € 5 5913pug/ml > @ 7 3 hF 4Ry 27 £ 5 491.8 ug/ml -

T~ FU4 e KRR 2w

() FAREG KRR AR 2 IR

54 Bv K2R ER 125~ 250~ 500 2 1000 pg/ml 0 % 100°C T e
#0-5-10-15-20~25~30 % 60 4~ 4% > ¥ BT 30 KfEiR
TR SUTKIL R A 4 0tz w Takase (1998) #riach#® 3 ¥ # 3
FU4h v B BT A A S R A AR H T ks G 2

BT 230

™
s

FET S L AR R R AR o ko] FrEk
B2 oo B g e R R I A KR R A 7 - & fF < (Listeria
monocytogenes) % E fF =I5+ (Salmonellatyphimurium) ( F%k
B % 10° CFUIMI 2 $tdcs £ 8 2 ) 2 Frgpesk » 3 h A3 o ft

B PER LR PR KRR ER 5 125 ng/ml pF > 3RiL g Fr
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(A)
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(B)
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0.100
0.050
0.000

a a
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Control 0 5 10
Heating time ( min)

Bl= = s SR R FRRASEE A F S R ERRE L
monocytogenes 2 #r F7x % (A) peptidel (B)5“48 3-v #

Fig. 27. The antibacterial activity to L. monocytogenes from peptides of
lactoferrin hydrolysate purified from preparative ODS columns. (A)
peptide 1 (B) lactoferricin

*dBarswith different letters are significantly different (p < 0.05)
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Ferrck o @ k&R G 500 pg/ml (FU48 -9 £ %) 36.96 pg/ml) & vt
P B BORIRE Y G R F Ik o kR 5 250 pg/ml pE 0 A
e B2 R FRIRETS Bom R Es Rk > AR I0S &R
# 4 S typhimurium s Frc % € B8 F % 1 (P<0.05); A 4c# 30 »
45 {4 > ¥ L. monocytogenes i [Frc % € &g F 0T "% (P <0.05)(® )-

§OR SRR T AT P B R R e B H B Epe

3;
&)

PRI EE PR FRRBET NI FRBOBRAETG AR P
FU4h Fov KRR E R ATk R E AR R
50 ipgr i Ulvatne (2004) % A IE < B I E 3O 48 3

P RRE AR CHEEAPE O RRTAFEIFABLAR L

(Z) S4B KRR ERZF S

I F0 KRR FrFpc sk ot B R S % o T UE TS
Fov KRR IS E S B S HE € 3 S P EPR R T T e
P F BT L A6 § T ugg @ 54 Takase (1998) 0
TR B0 KRR B A B 0 T o TR U B0 KRR
A T FLEIEIRT) S K 0 1B i R IRk T S
oA 0~5 %2 10 4 451 chf 4 v KRR s {8 B H R R
> W iE 17 # 3T L monocytogenes 2 S typhimurium & & 7tk e 7R

Fe RRSEFR O EFLRFEL A SR kR b ER
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Blo -~ 7 4o B2 5448 30 -k 2% (500 pg/ml) #43%(A) L.

monocytogenes (B) S. typhimurium #r i 122 2 58

Fig. 28. The effect of lactoferrin hydrolysate ( 500 pg/ml ) after different
heating time on antibacterial activity to (A) L. monocytogenes (B) S.
typhimurium.

*iBarswith different letters are significantly different (p < 0.05)
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$150 9 P B T PR AR E T (F)) e @ ¥ = % 5 R4
KR e s (2 LR S AP ] 3

AT RA T BB P R EPER R R -

1“‘\3

() F“8Fh9 RfER4BE P ERLIERT
BB Ry KRR P ERSHREF SR E 280nm T
BlEEekE (B) FREFSBPFFR 4> P12 B a3 ek
Sk R TARF T VR 0 3B N R ook AR K AT eha 473 B 4k
AT B IF B R R 2 R IRT R EPEIR T Bk
L PAT RS 0 B P Rz S KRR b R
HFF R peptide 1 2 U4 hv F Gk B A W] 5 5716 pg/ml &2
487.3 pug/ml » 5 Adrs 2 FU4B Fv KRR P SRR B A 2
97 %2 99 ¥ Arfl 4B v F S04 T AT Y KRR FER
Poo @ de 5 A AR FUAE B0 R fRiR 2 FER P 4T chipeptide 1 &7
Fesi kv B U A Rk AR 2 628 % 49.9% 4e4t 10 A 4B T RV G
Fhedk B 2. 36.3 22 42.8% > 7 U4 v KRR P ER B
B34 HIRFPERZERTAHHE S (£)od 7 B sgF 4
Bt o FU B0 R fRIR ¢ 2 FREPEERATAS S R B

v

fvo ABEFE D TR RFIEIRE D 0 PrEpRE AR T R o
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Fig. 29. The effect of suspended liquid of lactoferrin hydrolysate after
different heating time on antibacterial activity to (A) L. monocytogenes
(B) S. typhimurium.

*dBarswith different letters are significantly different (p < 0.05)

140



——LfH SO & LfH S5 - LfH S10
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Fig. 30. The cation exchange resin chromatogram for suspending liquid of lactoferrin hydrolysate after different heating
times.
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Peptide 1 loss ratio Lactoferricin loss ratio
Hesting fime (ng/mi) (%) Cug/mi) (%)
0 min (un-centrifugation) 591.3 -- 491.8 --
Omin 571.6 3.3 487.3 0.92
5min 371.1 37.2 245.6 50.1
10 min 214.8 63.7 210.4 57.2

FL - AR LU R0 KRR BRI FENER
Table. 11. The concentration of antibacterial peptides form suspended liquid of lactoferrin hydrolysate after different heating

times.
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FoMA 2FUBFY kR 2 EDTA sl p LE 2 14

- A DA S e KRR O E S R o A
W iE £ § § 2 (Saphylococcus aureus ATCC 9144) % % 9k &
7 (Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 14207) ¥4 & 'L F % K1
Rl & ORIGEFHR O B I T4 R KRR S S o R F )
#r#FE & (minimal inhibitory concentration; MIC) > 4 %] 5 0.25 mg/mL

g2 2mg/mL (% +) -

B AR SV 0 KRR RO Bl A ER R B 0.25-2
mg/mL z ¥ > e Jones et al. (1994) F £ 32 2 AP 25 2 L& B T
FEAAE S 2% 22 B R4 4 E coli 47 FrE%
Fod R NESRPRIER ARG FP ATFHERY o H 2T
B0 kR 1 22 4Amg/mL o % vt EDTA 2 Fr Aok » s e ¢
- 24~ EDTA> @ EDTA rﬂ/,’]‘ ek BRIy oI ES ¥
(Department of Health, Taiwan, R.O.C.) f#F4 £ 4.2 & r‘-}ﬂ]‘ R o
B2 % AR Bg e o T 250 ppm iF G ek A& - Facon et

al. (1996) 7dF £ @ 4pdi5 4 EDTA 2 2 3948 v R fRP R R 7 1Y
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SRR 3 AT @4 ¢ frdlpe F it > e g &£y £ 0 EDTA

FRAFHEF R A BRI S I o Fo wigydle § s
25 EDTA & (250 ppm) ; % = &= 5 4 mg 2 548 39 -k f24 /g meat
&2 (AmgbLFH/g )5 % » & 2 2mgbLFH/g & » #F it % de e 4 ~

a

Fiowap e 24CTEFR0~24% 6% o

Bz - ;/g]\ﬁ;}la%ﬁ;y 2 U4 F-v kiR 2 EDTA $rEis
AR T RETRPE (4°C) A2 A o A X A R

Fodlie e & Agu e i 4 R

a\g
Y
"
]
|§;
=%
o~
3

P 3 HH22mg
bLFH/g ‘e xt it fF (4°C) &2 R PP 2342 Ak & L§ &3
K fEp gk R (AmgLFH/g &) P is g 064 2 6 % 04mg
bLFH/g ot 2 s P A I 4] e (p<0.05)r 2 8L % 24
2 6% > 4mgbLFH/g fEenid 4 FHficy P g 2mg bLFH/g =i (p<
0.05) » f= % 2 Y AN - 305 0% > EDTA menih 2 F#cm & <
*+4mgbLFH/g 2 (p<0.05) > fe >t H @ pFilpr il > A 2 4 Ffik

S RMFALE (D> 005 EDTA iy et = % et i) 12

B BEE Mg e (p<0.05) -

she A BB 22 UM 30 K fEd 2 EDTA i

=
fn
L

[
ETRS
¥

WP S Fl (LEFRPER L T0E) R FHla T 02 mg
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bLFH/g = ~ 4 mg bLFH/g 2.2 EDTA 2z 34 A Bl idyd] e
2 0.16 ~ 0.47 2 0.61 B ¥ @ (log CFU/mL) » & & 4 mg bLFH/g %
22 EDTA enit 4 F#ichi ¥ i 04z #lie (p < 0.05) » & rtif e 4 mg
bLFH/g meat (2 & & FrFk R E) T Riciap ¥ REFRE DR

Z o Venkitanarayanan et al. (1999) # 7% 0 4v 100 pg/mlL e 5148 F-v

%> 1% peptone * - it @ E.coli O157: H7 ™ "% % 2 B ¥t#cid 5 v &_
AR ER ISR A1 RRL R P LN L RDE (4°CH

25 10°CI3 =) s Fram B F R R A2 £ o

1y

kAR A

Feisrea 2 kA S B E g B A Y 4 75.00-75.51%:

-

0.22-0.28%z_ ¥ (% + =)

LrE By HELE (p>005-
pow AT b 2 F B gd ok g 2 EDTA £7 § BAR R S g gk

=l GRER o %
= R ing L EpTARR B T

TBARS & (thiobarbituric acid-reactive substance value) = *5 & %
i RTAR A ehdg iR 3 R BRI R p Y 5 2 B B B friy
R N3 LAY ho B3 LAY — 5 - fF (malonaldehyde;

MDA) th& = § i pelia, 43 - A2 ehf S ERIA S 0 F o
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Fl= - a2 PR A2 2439 KRt 2 EDTA $78 (s meie g
WRERY R (4°C) B2 AR o
Fig. 31. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
total plate counts of ground hams during storage at 4°C for 6

days. **Means within a storage period having different letters

are significantly different (p < 0.05).
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Blz -2 PERZ274B 30 Kjzs 2 EDTA 7 {8 e
B2 FE (FRETERET L TEE) SRR
Fig. 32. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
total plate counts (pooled data over storage time) of ground

hams. *"Bars with different letters are significantly different (p

<0.05).
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Lo B kRl 2 EDTA $PS R kA 2 f

[ o 2 _ﬁ; 2‘
Er;] Ly m,g,.gﬁ

Table 11. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA

on moisture content and crude fat of ground hams

Treatments' Moisture (%) Crude fat (%)
Control 75.51+0.28 0.22+0.06
EDTA 75.33x0.34 0.28+0.10
4 mg bLFH/g 75.00+0.32 0.22+0.06
4 mg bLFH/g +EDTA 75.45+£1.05 0.28+0.10

'Control: without adding bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and
EDTA.

EDTA: added 250 ppm EDTA.
4 mg bLFH/g: added 4 mg bLFH/g meat (2 x MIC).

4 mg bLFH/g+EDTA: added 4 mg bLFH/g meat (2 x MIC) and 250 ppm
EDTA.
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BEL T b X E R (TBA reagent) » ege ¥ Wb & e (2-thiobarbituric
acid; TBA) F s =2 = d $ = f 5 > ra/ sk & 3R 2538 nm

Tﬁ?&%?ﬁ,ﬁ}‘ug@% °

Bl= 425ttt dldd KRy 2 EDTA $pisap 20ps
Y E (4°C) TBARS @@ ot X chul B PN » oo &
B2 e i TBARS i € \Epr G PR chsif 4o § ¥ cnt 2 (p <
0.05) s et ib@en®s 0% 2 % 2% » 48 2 g2 w2 TBARS &
FRFEELR (p<0.05); 3L % 4% 5 342 4mg bLFH/g
w2 TBARS & B 88 % % »+ EDTA 2.2 4 mg bLFH/g+EDTA & (p <
0.05) - »t 4 #eh% 6 = » 4 mg bLFH/g 2.2 TBARS i@ 48 ¥ % > 441
w (p < 0.05) > = 4|22 TBARS @4 ¥ % EDTA 2 4 mg
bLFH/G+EDTA . (p < 0.05)< B i 4r 2 5148 3-v K 47 5000 i 15
§ SRR RF o i e P 4 EDTA RIF s 5 PR % o kR
PoeniRAE T E PG T R RTFIE A TR 22 B R ¥
L 4r o R 43T 5%z apolactoferrin > @ S 44 fr R (< 8%) #® o
L FA Y o 2 FUR e TR fREARY € R ks kgt en
kfEg TG4 & 13 4mgbLFHIg et AL TR (P
W) FEREI EF M E (Ble L =)ot vh> P 5%t % 7 TBARS
g P2t AFHmez £ 58 F (p<005 i 4pk (0.50713) -
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Kanner et al. (1989) # 53 e p WS- T F VA2 Y AL &

iR £ 4 o

Bl=z+e i 7 e L 594 v KR 2 EDTA S pfs e p
TBARS & (2 P2 T3aiE) e Fila 3 > SRR
PR AokfRE ¢ P B EGE RE  (p>0.05) 0 @ 4 EDTA BRI
PR E e Y (p<005) ¥ 3V o 2l AokfR
hiig v 42 o Haliwell and Gutteridge (1990) 5 i #75 4§ H s
ey g ¥ & (hydrogen peroxide; H)Op) ~ 4 24 & 5 7
d & (hydroxyl radicals, < OH) > m Ahnetal. (1993) R4 3§ 48448
% &4 5 (ironbinders) # E4# P73 3¢ (iron storage proteins) » 4oi&
4 3o (transferring) (Halliwell and Gutteridge, 1986) #< & A > R % €
Hog P F BAA M (H11F) @i (5% oap ¢ apfdp
WP g BB R hF BB TES 5 (lipid peroxides; ROOH)
AR F et 5 fd B (peroxyl; ROO ) 2 42§ f d &
(alkoxyl; RO+ ) ¢ £ sc# H s iy {4 3 J{ARIT cnig ispL Rl b £ 4
B R+ s~ foigipf (RH) 83 oot i@ 438 (77 T B
FULR oA Aha g pd A (OH) RIEHER 3 * 2 ML ha &

&= (Walling, 1975) -

150



0.60 r

=&é— Control
=—-EDTA
=4 mg bLFH/g a
030 4 mg bLFH/g+EDTA
B
S
(@)}
Y4
2 0.40
)
g0,
©
B
c
= 030
g 0
(@)}
S
(]
>
T 0.20
@)
o
<
oa)
|_
0.10 -
0.00
0 2 4 6
Storage time (days)

W= -2~ it B G0 KR4 2 EDTA 7% 16 L f 0 Rl

F (4°C) TBARS ig g% 48 -

Fig. 33. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
TBARS values of ground hams during storage at 4°C for 6
days. **Means within a storage period having different letters

are significantly different (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 34. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on

TBARS values (pooled data over storage time) of ground hams.

*Bars with different letters are significantly different (p <

0.05).
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SR B

Bl= 43 5ttt dldd KfEy 2 EDTA $pis A p 20ps

FH R (4°C) fhak B P o o XA RPN o ipdlie s ok

PR YA RYE > AR Pl s BE e (Pseudomonas spp.)
(Ayres, 1960; Coates et al., 1995) » @ BH % 7 § ™ =i f 17 5 BUR -
TR A R ¢ R R EA e (5 e > 2003) o e £ 5B R

6 kit 2 EDTA ¥ 7 ¢ B A0F (6 Sikdk & (p> 0.05) -

&

} % fedn 4B 3o A fpH 55 5] 75 hiE T S A L ke

V-

B 445 (Bellamy et al., 1992b; Wakabayashi et al., 1992) - ¥ 5 i
S BT t A R A RPN RERFE IS R bk & 4> 5.92-6.00

2B iR 4 kR S A R

I b2 5B F0 ks 2 EDTAHRB SRR WIFRYF (4°C)

ER T

—;—’\_!H,;!“ & ;H:"L‘7 ;?Q‘lgﬁ:]}ﬂ =4 ,ﬁ{’#‘ﬂ_‘ - w%f@,&ﬁ*giﬁfﬁ

3 Pseudomonas - Moraxella ~ Psychrotrophic 2 Acinetobacter (Molin et
al., 1982, 1986; Shaw et al., 1982, 1984, 1988; Prieto et al., 19923, b;
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Drosinos et al., 19958) - % & Mg (2% p o A4 (Enterobacteriaceae)
FASARE F7 oA PR A F FET LA RN
Fadk @ (> 6) 2 vop sk » ¥ 434 Bt 2 X (Grau, 1981,
Dainty et al., 1992) » # i & 4 £ =% &> 4°C (Blickstad et al., 1983) -
mop s W LR A ARG Mk F (micrococcl) ~ 5
(lactic acid bacteria) 2 Brochothrix thermosphacta (Davies et al.,

1998) -

d SRR B g A JRE Y nen TR T A

w

s e
RA P Fladd 7 Ak FrARNE 2 E > R TS B g
%7 % (Daviesetal., 1998) » do & F H ISR P P Fde 2 FU R
v okfEd 2 EDTA4E31 e X el ik (4°C) ) 'Ip g 4 5 8 %

IL‘ ’r%;113 o

(" ) .'&i ﬁgz

W=+ 5t 25 dd K 2 EDTA 5 (8 M 20 ps
FYF (4°C) B2 BB B o202 2 gl A > e &
Jo R e d R R R A 4 d 3 B F 0 2 (p<0.05) -

WAFOH 0X 2B 435 L AR R A By MO e i B

frale¢r 4mg bLFH/g 22 EDTA i ? Bl 25 MELE (p
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> 0.05) > ¥ & 4 mg bLFH/g+EDTA i 2 R ¥ 43 (p <
0.05) » iz 7 I P be 2 S 4 v ok fad 2 EDTA I Risnesp o
AT HEHL? FEERDBRIRFCE c WA RDE 6% 0 &
FedT e bl 4 B B F MOt (p<0.05) 0 E R B

FRFLE (p>005-

B=-+- :“M] e A FU G0 k22 EDTA $pisrap %4

m
=
>
W
N
3
(@]
O
—
T
L
(@]
P
&
.3
=R
(S
(6
.R
=8
1]
¢
([
)
P
9
(S
b
‘@1

254 )i 2 062 2 0.51 i e (log CFU/ML) » i 3 & & 7 4e -k f2
# ¢ EDTA RIF ¢~ 0.82 B $#icid o %% 37 i 4o 2 4B i k3
P2/ EDTA T gfsap » ¥ P RS RA A2 £ 1575 &

m EDTA % ~4mgbLFH/g je¢r 4 mg bLFH/Q+EDTA =z X5 & ¥
A2 (p>005) AR = L 2 Bl= -+ - v g kRS

2 EDTA 2 B 3 th b dfg it o

F )I;L;i;l DR R~ fadk o~ REHE S A4 F i (microbial load)
FRAENMNZE G mles sy RBIIHE I FORFEAR
(Jones et al., 1994; Wakabayashi et al., 1992) € ¥ § & =77 " » A

bR WL R VAL RAR IR LERC § R e 0 L R e W R @
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Fig. 35. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
pH values of ground hams during storage at 4°C for 6 days.
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mPe N b NSRRI o %ﬁfér’g'g Al 9 -
Ao @ Fie W pR FefE R R TR 0 It 0 A VB R R MR
T3 fdF i A IR (Vorland et al., 1999) o AR B riE * hipl iR
B (4°C) 238 % - B ARE FEE RRTRE ST Y R B S

B et MR KRR DR ERAR P A FRAT A AR

Bellamy et al. (1992b) %* Wakabayashi et al. (1992) ¥ 45 ! 548 3~
% & pH 5.5 3| 7.5 chif & T A1 L)k chpuEis 1k 5k o Bellamy et
al. (1993) @ * 1% peptone 1T 5 #c2 FcFus £ » FIRL T4 0 2
A pH 6.0 FF » & % % £ Escherichiacoli &4 & 2% & » & pH 7.5 FF R
H & % % 2 Bacillus subtilis 74 & 2 & - Chantaysakorn et al. (2000)
FRAEFM RS 2% 9 kRS A pH 7 0 PYG 1 £
(peptone-yeast-glucose broth) @ #t E. coli shd % I ik > & pH 4 ci%
BT oo AN FEREFRT A X S BB UPN > WS R Rk
i B AT 5.92-6.00 2 @ > gtiE 2 JIA-kRP A R (B2 S

7)o
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Fig. 36.

Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
total plate counts of ground hams during storage at 4°C for 6

days. **Means within a storage period having different letters

are significantly different (p < 0.05).
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Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
total plate counts (pooled data over storage time) of ground
hams. **Bars with different |etters are significantly different (p

<0.05).
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Chantaysakorn et al. (2000) 7 e 20 20 % v BEoR RS T

YRGS Bk R kR & 10mg/mL 12T FE E. coli i F 4

-

Ak e B LB EE R 0 4% 10KD 1T i g gk R

Fupicd PR E e o (Aex AR A F B RUK T & ) 0 KR
LB coli dhmcdk A ik 5 Mt B g4 tf 500 Dart i
AFS o FRRES AP B FpiRk e FLE coli vk £ { Aedk
R o Mok fEdn4e i fAe B g iR (10 kD £ 500 Da cutoff)
B ¥ 2C T % 24 ) pEis > AU E.coli thd £ A il
2% 13 (p>0.05-Chantaysakorn et al. (2000) * #-# & §F i+ mir
mF AT enT 343 ",f &+ & & 12,000-14,000 2 7F ek S0 g IR K fE
3{?"5,9]? e iF TR Y o TN 2C TR E 24 S V¥ E coli £ R

B B AP B Y RPN AR RIS S K
p

s BT OERRT o FE LI NERE - GRS §F M
4 30 F edr R4 R A 10-100 mM s it 4 (sodium chloride;
NaCl) = % it 42 (potassium chloride; KCI) (Dionysius et al., 1997)~100

mM 7% it 4% (ammonium chloride; NH,Cl) 2 1-5 mM g it 4%
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(magnesium chloride; MgCl,) & # i 45 (calcium chloride; CaCly)
(Wakabayashi et al., 1992) » #= &~ F %% ¢ Efi?ﬂl‘ svokfzde 22 EDTA 1 /18
el R i{%ggi EDTA kA & f ¢ cnifdp & Hags > k2 -k fz
PP BRSPS (F AT R) TdRp AR R ETE
FAEF (p>005) T AFApE P A FFRSF (dodv F)
¢ gtk izd 2 EDTA it fe (5% - Jones et al. (1994) %% % 1%
peptone # i dc 5% g A5t § xR ArH LA B Id & DIFEE
Mok md 33 10mgiml T E P (e F F ) 2 R (4
R T ) RO RED 2 S48 39 % ¥ Listeria monocytogenes

iy . (Wakabayashi et al., 1992) -
(=) FEFE

PR EFEHEY 2 A2 A FABEE i ROURE R

(aerotolerant anagrobes) » Ft & & B pE A FehL & BrE- A P o

Bl= L N 2542594859 kfizd 2 EDTA ¥peismiap > pr
FHE (4°C) 5 ph Al oo 2 X s gl AN o WL D
% 2 Aipdley 4 mg bLFH/g it FEcs Hx o2 (p <
0.05) > @ 4 &8 B & T e eyt fh A lic s Moty dle > 2 ¢ EDTA

B PRAKEEF R (p>000) - AHMALFTR AL By
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+ > 44 (magnesium) ~ 45 (iron) E > 4B plwierte? T E R

k> FABET T BuisaY W d FH MR hER AL &

l—\-\»—’/

AT S EdubiEd 2 L 2% > kA o d R FY S etar (pyrine)

/

CRHEED A AT S B

= »

% ¥ & % (cytochrome) » #712 %
Bipe v 18 *  (electron transport phosphorylation) » @ 5 ic j€X B Ff £ e
Brpaiv it % (substrate-level phosphorylation) ® EEF & & > T F 5 4
A 2% (glycolysis) (38 > 1995) > s ¥t S R Fehd £ R
koo @;F;Je#;, Do FREAL LT R T ¢ 4 (Bruyned et
al., 1989; Weinberg, 1997) » 324 § B4 FLE & s @ 2 xR F

ie{7#L  (Chung et al., 1998) - * st et 5 (lactobadilli) w4 £ 12

B
T
™
o
9~
[}
_j
>
fou g
RS
=g
i
am
EP’I.
\
NN
3
asi

|

P e g R A
& {1 (dderophores) 73 = (Pandey et al., 1994) o @ 4% chi® *
AR e R PRRE S PRES 35 SRR 0T TR R eD
~F o EFR A oA MopEE o T AMA L R B
(3 1995) « EDTA 3 BHHAENT § 5 845 L- ¥ * g
a4 EDTA K& 0muv chg Bags (dosf) SR F2 L7

fFlA S Pl e % RREA F AR A N By

BB (525830 ) B0k e e WY o R
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v 5 ]ﬁ’xpﬂ\? E‘Zg'ﬂ

ﬁiiiéﬁwﬁwwﬁ}éﬁﬁﬁﬁ EDTA #fprismeap 513
A (RFrRpER ToE) . Fila 3 o ;”—F%“ 250 ppm ¢
EDTA 2 4mgbLFH/gmeat (2 & - $rifik & £) >t rismap @
RSP 2 E A WR S 068 2 044 B#E (log
CRU/ML) » fz 3 & i i 4ok fa 4~ 22 EDTA RI¥ i~ 0.76 B ¥ ¥t -
\%%@%js-—#@ﬁmJJ;%ﬂEUMEJﬁ?%ﬁ#”?Wﬁﬁé
P Flieend £ ) (p<0.05) 0 i & 4 4ok fa g 82 EDTA $H5 it
Fm e R F 2P AR AR Fsc% (p>0.05) o Ad 34 Eh
0 % > &g ehil ik FEcF Kot dle o R Edrdley 4 mg
bLFH/g o2 EDTA i fi s i2F lE 42 (p>005) £ &4
mg bLFH/g+EDTA ®hit i A#ics ¥ £ &2 (p<0.05) (Bl=+~)»

7 e B e % 4 3ed kR4 2 EDTA I g fsre g 000 0K
2 44 P PR A AR DR IRFTE T R RSP P A
#c - Jones et al. (1994) 4p &1 2 448 3 F chdo ] B FR A (Minimal
bactericidal concentration; MBC) ¢ “f ¥ Ac4p F#icersif 4e @ + 2 o ¥
o R P AL I EFRPE (ke ) 4 VAR EBRIEY B4
FehkFlz - o
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Fig. 38. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on

lactic acid bacterial counts of ground hams during storage at

4°C for 6 days. **Means within a storage period having

different letters are significantly different (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 39. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
lactic acid bacterial counts (pooled data over storage time) of
ground hams. *“Bars with different letters are significantly

different (p < 0.05).
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(2) * %

X EELLFULKEE 2 A B T 48 ] BN R
FPEE ARFAN B ER e T BHR -3Wﬁﬁii i
& » 4 4| % Citrobacter ~ Enterobacter ~ Escherichia 2 Klebsiella @ &2
ARt LTS RESERETF G2 fpathop (5%

1999 ; Fffcpg » 1976) -

Blw 5 e 2 5 B 3d KRt 2 EDTA $5i8R f 2hpr i
PR (A°C) ~BEHEOR L 22 I Gub BP AN > frdlled 2
B d e A S FE RS T R T hH en FEEF 0 H (p <
0.05)> F & e fe i 54 A Y Kot 7 * 4mg bLFH/g
meat I FiSRLAE o T A AR KT 2 X 4k AR MO
H2EaExid (p>005)- Ep/p XA » otk
L Fupicd o2k (Hancock et al., 1999) 4z 9 ¥ 11§ schinim
Al E R }aa»r B R4 & (Matinetal, 1995) » ® 5 3#F 7 é)l%a‘,a A
S50 2V MR MAEFRIEEAZ B E (Blany et al,

19923, b; Yamauchi et al., 1993; Dionysius et al., 1997; Shin et al., 1998;

Wakabayashi et al., 1992) » k@ - g2 4 ¢ $Hiiic2 92954 4 o
12 (Groisman and Aspedon, 1997)- 7 #1 7 45 11 ~ % 4% 7 ¢ ;ﬁ“ d e d

“t 33w C (outer membrane protein C; OmpC) (Siden and Boman,
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1983) » @ 3 4e ke B AL P OLIRT DT EF o mp A PPk
& faf%% (proteases) » HiR imEFSFLIS T 4z - (Juretic
et al., 1989) > @ < % 4% F<hh i d-v T (OmpT) (Stumpe et al., 1998)
CEMRER G R0 TARMEE 2 W SR LA 2 R
I

Y- 25 o g P a3 FRPH (Ao F) » T § BEER

HA A 5 21 Tl Bk RS e o

7 e 250 ppm EDTA % Fis e p » > 4 X Gl W > % %5 4%
FlEEaRiEFE S (p>005) 2 %0 ARG 0% b H ks g
BT b R FEECE PR MO (p < 0.05) (Ble L) - EDTA
R R CY A LER A Ry SOOI B ol - RO R git - T ed

e i 4]4oT EDTA § 554 75 6300 5 pERM2 P & 2.7 5 prag e ph
PR B BB o RF LR AT (Wi SEER) 2 FAAE
T o PRAg R R S R R A 2 B g R TR 4 g S fE T
F)% ek 30 > Duckworth et al. (1974) 45 1 5 EDTA gJZ is ch % {%
> 7% A (phospholipase A) § 4k i& i o R i A i - EAE 7
WP ehER BT L Rt o @ R MBI B S A 2 B eh

FrRAETEY 4 Fpa A 5 Rl 0 0 2 [ R FAH R

>

&

(actinomycin) { At o * a2 P2 R E FlF 2 - (2 F
1998) - m EDTA M & = §din 4 B o sl 3 ¢ Flid 4 2
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SRS 00X 0 & AL g FHE e Kl i
Fr#lle g AmgbLFH/g 2 2 EDTA ‘eeh~ S 4% ot 17 g% £ 2
(p>0.05) ¥ &2 4 mg bLFH/g+EDTA =i~ %4 mHE#ks ¥ 282 (p
<0.05) & Fﬁﬂi‘/] e E U4 B0 R fES 2 EDTA 2 s pt > 18
WA AR P A R FEARNS R REE T R TSR
doibdedn il e 3L Ap N2 SV Y ohdc [ B EFR AR (Minimal
bactericidal concentration; MBC) € S ¥ A% 4y F#ic i 4em 1 A
(Jonesetal., 1994) o ¥ ¢t > p ¥ X A F FRPFH (oo F) 4 7

W BRI EY g2 F PR F2 - o

Ble - - 5t 54 g kjad 2 EDTA $Rfireap (&

-

PR 2 T i) e KA 3 0 4 250 ppm ch EDTA 2 4
mg bLFH/g meat >t pE fs e p P o7 @ % B4R R £ A4 BR
> 056% 0.24 3 $t#cie (log CFUIML): it 3 & i e -k f# 4+ &2 EDTA
PIT R 064 B $HHciE o % 5742 S Jd kit 2 EDTA
TRGRAE > VP ERE A SEEEOL £ (p<005) &g
&1 7y e Kz EDTA $+ 5 FaFEa 3 A5 £ R P & iaE

= Fc% (p>0.05) -
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(4°C) ~ % s FEHORE o

Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on

coliforms of ground hams during storage at 4°C for 6 days.

**Means within a storage period having different letters are

significantly different (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 41. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on

coliforms (pooled data over storage time) of ground hams.

*Bars with different letters are significantly different (p <

0.05).
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FFRc L F o A s & ¥R = Bk (adenosine triphosphate; ATP)
% B A 3 (macromolecules) 14 % ¥ R G2 B3 B R
(transmembrane proton gradient) (Cronan et al., 1987) - & & F =+ (%] >
ik pd TS e — ¥ mve Wil i AR LR 0 e WD

(membrane potentia) "% < - g2 p Flpt & L0 TS Sds 4 TS SR
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B2 SFErE  me N ek B AL RN AR ERFAWMS = o
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meat TR Y 0 FTPEPESSEFRESDLEET (p <
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L

r\@v

e Xy o m R AR LG AR o AT
EDTA Aui@ {54 & # e $f2c 2 D (actinomycin D) it 1
(Leive, 1965; 1968) « & ff = 1& 1 et Sk pk R 15 fm JFHE 33 7 B 4o
Bk A 3 oami 51 (Pelletier et al., 1994 1 % > 1998) » -k 24 ¥
e kPR E] R e~ FAR 2% 0 S DNA CRNA frds FEE

AF s ABEIiTY o iE ljvrﬁj 4 E ek o

’,l‘ A "”5._\3_ %?‘éﬁ

Ble = G4 2 S B Ed KRS 2 EDTA 50 (8 A 20 ps
B (4°C) 2o A FHB R 0 A s RN o e 4
mg bLFH/g fechzte AFB 7 257 BT 3R s 4em 3 ¥
ix% (p>0.05) > £ _EDTA 2 4mgbLFH/g+EDTA ‘ezt n 2L H
B ERGETEF R SH A F T LA (p<005) - F ¥ prdp
14 g (4°C) 2 poend o (semimembraneous muscle) *t = %
SRT RPN b A FhZ 2702 2% (Rheeetal., 1989) 0 ®
VU e RN % A gttt AT F S E (Rhee

al., 1996) - ¥ 7 = )Igug $ o J 0 porphyrin ring e f9 Ak & T
(Erdman and Watts, 1957; Tarladgis, 1962) > % porphyrinring ¥ it %74

o> gD L AL F 48 (Schricker and Miller, 1983) » #tx 2L B 48 e
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5B Fla H 4 o Miller et al. (1994) % # 4 & (4°C) #F 7o
(rectus femoris) £ % & £ #~ (longissimus dors) % 12 = &7 75 ¥ *2

poo2te AFHHT R R e h g A o

Bz -+ = ;“w,] e A U F0 k3P 2 EDTA ¥pisiiap 2tn
RA4 (Lprfple Tioi) cnf - 27 % %3 M 4 mg bLFH/g
ety A7 2P EFIEdE (p<0.05) > @ EDTA Ezta
AEa s B RIP A MO e (p<005) 0 3% 4 mg bLFH/G+EDTA

z

e g

?i

D ERBFALRL (P>005) Fiookfry L pgoaap o §
Hbep @2ty AFBZENTRRFZATFHRITRY 22 548 5
v I 2B dr fo & M3 5%z apolactoferrin > & Z 44 ek (< 8%) &
BA S RY o B RY AL 4 XTI pH BB E o G ¥
LA I AR A pH > TR B0 7 € R ko ibnbi
pH &3 5.5 » 7% 80%:rush ¢ % & (Feng et al., 1995)

B pH <35 PF > 548 3 € 25 P B ko PSS B
§ cifA) % B Bk (Abdalah etal., 2000) o %l % £ 5448 v ok fa i
P g AR SRy BRI ED T 255 Vi AigiEARY
T € Mk o e P 25 FY 5% 39 fF (pepsin)
KfEtS > g ABE LA 4 o g RRR DR BB T P AR
B s R Rk R o
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(4°C) b ARFB TR E -
Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
nonheme iron of ground hams during storage at 4°C for 6 days.

**Means within a storage period having different letters are

significantly different (p < 0.05).
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Fig. 44. Effects of bovine lactoferrin hydrolysate (bLFH) and EDTA on
total plate counts of meat balls during storage at 7°C for 6 days.
**Means within a storage period having different letters are
significantly different (p < 0.05).
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*“Bars with different letters are significantly different (p <
0.05).
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