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FE Ao 2-RT A ¥ =5 (TBHQ) B AT £ 69 A sk b B3 K A4 % KB, 3 AL (PV) B A (AV) . &
Z 85 (TBARS) & L 36 =45 (CD) % A 3545, TR R MR B F i &4 T RAEE B & 0 RAR TR Y
W, ARGk (GC-MS) S AT & ik At A2 d 5 RAMEH RS TNENL SRAVRAERNR
FAL A BB T BHT A2 &b ey R A RBA MR LEANBLEAR, MEKEER A EWH
e, Gk AR IR, S KRB F M E D 0.2 my/g I T A S R4 R RACKR Bk & ik FAL, KA

WET &ENRE,

XRigil AREEH; &, RARIHR
XEHS 1009-7848(2010)03-0033-07

% 1% F (Rosmarinus officinalis L.) J& J& & %t
REFRBLSELFEHR/NERHEY, BT
HiX ,1981 i PRI TS| F T, HRITE
REGRMN =/ WLER) ZME, REER
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Fig.1 The chemical structure of carnosic acid
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2,2-"KE-1-w R B & (DPPH) . =it
BE = (TPTZ) .Trolox (— R /Kt 442 & E K11
W).2,2-FE R E-W-(3-Z EFIF S e k-
6-THAR ) 4kh (ABTS) .44 % E(VE) 2-f T 3
*# % (TBHOQ),Sigma-Aldrich 2 & 7= & ;
M, RIS RS A AR T W HRAR
AR R R, AL = T/EA RNk
FOFR R4 E i 98.6% ; R e Ok at) B
A ERARARA T, ey o
Hg EEFKALBTFAHERGEHA,
1.2 {38

S A - B A I (6890N-5973N) , 3K H
Agilent 23 &) ; ¥ 4h-7] W43 66 B (UV2550), H
A Shimadzu 2 7] ; B8 F X7 (BS124S) , b 51 % £
FIET RS A B A 3 B .0 AL (3K-30), % B
Sigma 2 & ; ¥ 75 0 Ve 2% (KQ-250DB %), B
L T A A R AR A BR 2 W 5 A IR 3R 48 (HL-60) , &
MK BT AR A PR A 5 B HVE IR K IR B, R
TR AR A PR A ] 5 T R AL S (98-1-B
By, RETRITEEUEEARLA; @RS
(85-1) , BiMAX R BALABRA A ; £ B F K& &
4; (Mill-Q) , & [ Millipore 2 Al ,
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2.1.1 EBRDPPH B ER TN E BRI
BR[10]189 77 B F B A B3N AR IR E R B E R
HM& 01 ml (BEAVFH 95%ZBE/E) A 3.9
mL 7 25 mg/l. DPPH ¥ 95% Z.BEVE W , 76 B B
kb ik B 30 min J5 , T K 517 nm 2600 2 WOBAE ,
BN A pro UAHFMEE 95% 2 BEACEFE M 1
t=0 B2 BB IEAE R A sw, TEBR DPPH H
1 SC%FR , Bl SC%=(1-A 4 3 /A 341 ) x100%
JEME 3|, SRBCEHME, a2 B
2 18 SCs, {8, F At 5 VE 1 TBHQ fEXT B, SCq
EARME, R B AN, EERIEI RS

RIBOT- 1,
212 EBR ABTS AHERBAMME KX
BRI11IA9 5 8k 5 2 WA F5 7.4 mmol/L. ABTS ¥4 ¥
A1 2.6 mmol/L AW HIER, HAMBRERR
G ERBEAZEREN 12h, BRI 1 mLIE®, HF
EERE R 547 1%, 7E K 734 nm 4b 80 15 % 618
0.7+0.02 ("W G M 0.710, 7L & L m B L),
5% ABTS-"## . #5 0.15 mL Trolox #7 ¥ S IE W
BB E RSB0 A 2.85 mL ABTS -*18 ¥
HORAWMAAERENAGTERNRE 20, EHK
734 nm 2B R SGH . I8 Trolox ¥k B F B J5
B AR, HEHERPAFE §y=
—0.001x+0.5994, #X F¥ R*=0.9976, W H
50~600 pmol/L,
2,13 RFEREHIBWE  KESCERPE T, A
6] ¥k FE U B AR AL 5 VE I TBHQ (& 95%2 B2
B4 1 mL, il A 2.5 mL 0.2 mol/L B W2 28 vh ik
(pH 6.6) } 2.5 mL 1% FALH A TORIR & W TE
50 CFfRIE 20 min, /KR EHE=ER, A 25
ml 10%—=HA L8, RE&®T 3 000 r/min &L 10
min, f£ 2.5 mlL EEBF A 2.5 mL 5 F KA
0.5mL 0.1%=FAfL%%, #E 10min J5, THEEK
700 nm Zb W E R OE(E , IR HBOLERS A
AR R BE Sy iReE , EERME 3K, SRBOEY
=18
2,14 BREJEHAILRE S e KB SCER(13]
B, R AHE 300 mmol/L Z MR 4wl (pH
3.6) .10 mmol/L. TPTZ & ¥ (F§ 40 mmol/L HCI &
#il) .20 mmol/L. =@ ALK BEW . TYEMWH 25 mL 2
R 2% il 2.5 mL TPTZ Y5 K 2.5 mL =& b8k
BIRH A BEWT 37 CHAE 30 min, {E 5 FRAP
%, 0.15 mL BEdL A 2.85 mI. FRAP &, T2
B2 F 37 CARIE 30 min, SRS K 593 nm
AT E WG RE . AR Trolox ¥ B AU 56 5 45 [0l 15
75 7 y=2.2728x+0.2134 , F1 5% 2 B R?=0.9985,
22 faimnpIRBH

FREUEI 1400 g, ZHIKIIA 4% NaOH ¥R
1 400 mL #1 700 mL,55 C/K % F m# 10 min, £
B0 (4 500 t/min, 10 min) ; B i BB A, A
1400 mL AEBE FK BB ERBE LB, KE 3K,
4 500 r/min #.0> 10 min, |2 BP g R BR4S ) f 3w,
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2.3 SUBREHRR

A 30 CRARE @ LIk, B 6 ) fail,
&4y 110 mL, & F 125 mL k5 Od, Ha 1
R AR B A 5 I AERMES S RIIAAR
A& CA(0.1.0.2 #1 0.3 mg/g) & VE 0.2 mg/g 5%
TBHQ 0.2 mg/g, B, £ 5+ 1R & 30 min, HHT AL
FlEREM BT 30 ClHBEHFAP , 4R 6dH
BE 1R, Ve it EALE (PV) (BB (AV) A
T ES{H (TBARS) & L88 /% {H (CD),

24 FLBIRONE

PV {H 3R FH SCRRUAG O 5 0 e, R AR G i B AL
HIFH A EILIE A, TR E R,

RPV=PV./PV, (1)

R, PV—— il i REFA L E4k1E,
meq/kg ; PV—— ¥ L S AL T G i 9 16 3 &
'ﬂf.{ﬁ,meq/kgo

R SCHRUSE 7 B 58 AV, 3R FH SCHER[6]/
Bl & TBARS i CD,

25 GC-MS Zo#Hamdh SR eMiEHBSE

SRR A B ER AL T B A s, A
BFREL 2 g(KEHAE 0.1 mg) AT 20 mL H ZE B
Bi{Es, BI 20 mL X 0.25 mL 1 mol/L
KOH HEBR TS R ARSRY , HZEM
FE,F 75 C/KEB o 10 min, EHBEE L, H
10 mL IE SR ERE, mETmA 20 mL 28
K, #IESR R ERERE AIOKGRBRY T8RS
W% 4,12 000 r/min 0> 10 min, &,

GC-MS W3R 2. #%F DB-5 B H (30
mx0.32 mmx0.25 pm), # & 60 °C, L 6 C/min &
BEFEZE 230 °C,{EE 10 min, F L, 20 C/min 3
EFEZE 280 C,1H51E 2 min, LB SRS, #HEE
& 0.5 uL, Ao, S LB B 260 °C,
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3.1.1 5Bk DPPH Al AAES KEHAEHEA
EVEAR IR TR, Al S, T 2R R T R BB
He# (DPPH-) #HE—-MREBEHUA R F O
MEmE, HREtEEkaRReEAL3
ANEA A A RS, e T E N EET LY

ARIEFAREEER FRIEM, #3226
BHRE,NERZRYEARRZAGE KA H
et A E hES A R R ATHR T S s
KR 1ER
% CA.VE #1 TBHQ 3|3 & T 5 # A
FERKEME (0.0625.0.125.0.25.0.5 #1 1.0 mg/
mL), BHHEEL 3K, ELBOLEITE SR
s Xt DPPH- BiERR R, REERBRE-FRE
E (& 2), XF DPPH- f935 BR 68 1 LA VB BR R IRE
(B M ZIE BRI 50%0T IR E , LA SCsp TR )R
mommﬁimﬁﬁu)'ﬂm%ﬂ%(m:& EVEE: 2
B EEFR, B EEFERITEESIEANE
B/% DPPH- 0 349 SCs, fH, DPPH- ¥R 148 (A 72
ESRAAREERSOCER R EME, B
R MR, F AT DPPH - 49 7 B 1E F i
5 o, SR 24V I 2K B — (B BT, 4R S 3G A Sk
B, BHRBEAARK, SHEALFE SCs (E:CA
0.1213.VE 0.2836 #1 TBHQ 0.0886 mg/mL, %M
CA 7%PF% DPPH H i EMEE 19T VE, 55 T TBHQ,
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. Yu=22.75 1g(x)+97.998
R?=0.9338(SC5=0.1213 mg/mL)
Y=29.43 lg(x)+87.084
R?=0.9338(SC%=0.2836 mg/mL)
Ym=22.386 lg(x)+104.26
R?=0.9239(5C%=0.0886 mg/mL)

B 2 CA.VE #1 TBHQ #yi% B DPPH- 8% 1%
Fig.2 DPPH radical scavenging activity of CA,
VE and TBHQ
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3.1.2 1EBR ABTS B 368 ABTS &G4
BARX R ERN B GEAKEEBBE, KEERE
M5 ABTS*Hei R E RN FHBRBE, B
BRI E, 2RI ELeE R, AE 3 w7 X
EH,7E 0~100 pg/mL AR B K ELE , FEE R
WO B VR A N, ABTS R AE D B HT S, 3
P E 4k TBHQ 9 ABRS 5 BRfE /1 &% ,CA
JE,VE 555,

——VE

—a— TBHQ |

600 s

|—-—-CA
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Fig.3 Comparison of ABTS free-radical scavenging
ability of CA, VE and TBHQ
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3.1.3 ®JRAES ZEUEMAT, FEBERHLE LN
) 155 P AR A i 1 1 TR RN R 4 1k SR A BE 2R
B, UM REENERRHEES AN
AUWRN T EXEBRHRERRYT, EIFIEN
G BB F LR &, HAL i BR T AT
& Fe**iR JFU Fe¥ b AT B 5 [ 3 R, ff H
HEBARENY RS, —RIELT , PR &R
B R Ryt E st g . & 4 BoREkE L
PR 18 89 CA VE LUK TBHQ BYiE R #E

A LLE HTE 0~1 mg/mL TEWENLE, F—%5k
KR JRRE T M E R B R %58, RIN &
BB KA, 0.5 mg/mL FEWRET ,CA NWER
it 198 TA BT E (k7 TBHQ f1 VE,

3.1.4 SR FEHEMLES WHEHREERET
H-EEE Mt Eg, EIE pH HFEET,
Fe**~TPTZ FI g #E S & R R 7 Fer, 2
BB MER, THK 595 nm ARG &KEK
I, AR BE W BE T RO R BT LA M, B Ry
ANEFEME X ER B B EATEREE, WA
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Fig.4 Reducing power of CA compared with VE
and TBHQ

¥ TPTZ-Fe (I E & WL A TPTZ-Fe (1N E &
YW BRIERE Sy, — e 3 RO A iz ik ) 8
BRRBHERNBEAFEE., HERUER
Trolox ) wmol ¥ 3k, #id CA.VE f TBHQ #
AR ORI B BT FRAP KR PP A
fRiEPE SR E 1,

*1 CAURESHHEAN VE.TBHQ HIKRERME
140 4%
Table 1 Ferric reducing antioxidant power of CA

compared with synthetical antioxidants VE and TBHQ

HEAN RERE/ BAE it # TF/g
A S mg-mL™! (595nm) X 1a

CA 0.1 0.873+0.002 0.2902 2902

VE 0.1 0.699+0.005 0.2136 2136

TBHQ 0.1 1.576£0.003  0.5995 5995

M 1A LLE N, FRAP R R, S HEMHE M
& K T 8 TBHQ> CA>VE, TBHQ HYif R
TR AT, IR CA,

32 AMARMEAFIHEMERNENTE
HEER

B S5 T, AR I S Ak (B B A7 B ] PR 3
i T, WAE 154 W, & A Al RPV EEH
BER BE/NEEHK I 20~40d,E H RPV
(B L FHeth ;B 4¢ 60 d BF RPV #3E 15, VE #1 0.1
mglg CA LR #2iT ;0.2 mg/g CA.0.3 mg/g CA HI
TBHQ FF#a#—3, S RMIRIER;40d
JG4H RPV HE & EF,CA & AR B R3S,
RPV i/ (B SRR 22 T TBHQ,, 0.1 mg/g
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CA 77 66 d i}, 5 VE & RPV #RiA 5] 12, B 30
CTHRMERRAAT R aM, AdEbERR
) 4 4k Fa %€ PE o8 TBHQ>0.3 mg/g CA>0.2 mg/g
CA>0.1 mg/g CASVE>ZEH,

-O- % -A- VE -O- TBHQ
-®- 0.lmg/g CA -A- O.Imgg CA -m- 0.1 mgg CA
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Fig.5 Changes on relative peroxide values of fish

oil samples added various antioxidants

3.3 FANARMEUFNEHERNERNEL

A R 4T AT R 0 2 4 T TR G R R A Y
AL 6 Fiw, AWE 6 71 LIE S, % CA BB
3 AT e E R E M, H IR AT 66 d B Bl
K F 0.95 mg/g; CA 25 2H B B h vk BE 938 fin £ 9 R
Hr 3K A BT, 66 d B4 43 5124 0.6.0.4
1 0.35 mg/g, 1RAF 66 d BHEEAT 0.3 mg/g CA
MR S5E I TBHQ fA M AL, Bm 0.1 mg/g CA
T B ER A S5 % N VE M ,30 C&RMFE T BN
FhotE AL &l RN B R B B R MR IR N
TBHQ>0.3 mg/g CA>0.2 mg/g CA>0.1 mg/lg CA>
VE>ZH
3.4 FmMARHEAF K &EBHE RN TBARS &
Tk

A R 0 E AL B AR & B9 TBARS B
AL INE 7 BN . BN B AR A £ i B S )
3% N, TBARS AR F= A AW ,; BMAR®KE
CA Ry a3 B 78 vk BE iy 3% i, TBARS 1B 3 & 18
NT TR 0.1 mg/g CA B9fai, B TBARS fH#5
R EA R ST VE amERAHE

-0O- {3 -A- VE -DO- TBHQ
| -®- 01 mg/g CA -A- 02 mg/g CA -M- 0.3 mgfg CA

1.0

038

0.6

AV/mg-g*

04

0.2

it fal/d
6 AEAEAAFTMEGTARRMNEL
Fig.6 Changes on acid values of fish oil add ed

various antioxidants

~-O- #H -A- VE -0O- TBHQ
-®- 0.1 mg/g CA -A- 02 mg/lg CA -B- 03 mg/g CA

—_ [
[==] W
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w

B i) /d

B7 ARAEKAFTMEGHTEMR_BREANENK
Fig.7 Changes on TBARS values of fish oil added

various antioxidants

3.5 FRIMAEH E N7 K & kAR EX R
TIRENER

NI R B Ak 7R A £ e AR S AR ST SR B
WAL INE 8 B, K& BT R A3, CD &
HErign, WA 66d 6,2 HAM CD Hik 40%,
Vshn VE W &ih Ay CD HKTF 30%, HE&4A CD
B /NTF 20%, B CD HiF NI EABERKK
4 TBHQ >0.3 mg/g CA >0.2 mg/g CA>0.1 mg/g
CASVE>Z H, CA Xt a a4k LA R B il
e, EMBER S BEERNERER X,
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3.6 gm%ﬁﬁﬁmzm@msm@ EPA+
DHA(PUFAs) & B4y

30 CHa i % 77 33 32 th PUFAs & B4
B9 BT 7R, 23 B 8 1 BB S 7 6 i RISEK  PUFAs &
%%ED&&\,%%@%%WEE%EO T 45 Flrdiy
gfmjxm?mﬁw@ﬁ—%mmwﬁm JUHE 24
d B ,PUFAs & 8 W & SRk W 0.3 mg/g CA>
0.2 mg/lg CASTBHQ>0.1 mg/g CASVE>ZS 5V 7f

-O- %@ ~A-VE - TBHQ
®- 0.1 mg/g CA —A- 02 mg/g CA -M- 03 mg/g CA

I 8] /d

Es IﬁﬁﬁkﬂﬁM%#Ti%%%:%@ﬁﬁ%@k

Fig.8 Changes on CD inhibition rate of fish oil

added various antioxidants

4 Zit
REERAS REFETUE AL S, 5 DPPH.
ABTS H B 65 B 1 0 o S L 1 e ) g
T VE, M3 F 4 RLE4A TBHQ; X if K gE A
% T VE 1 TBHQ,
ﬁi%ﬁ@x&ﬁ?ﬂa%ﬂtﬁﬁﬁﬁ%m%ﬂ%m,
EMERMXE, L BEBEREME M, &

A2d B, B 0.1 mg/g CA.02 mg/g CA 1 VE
B9, PUFAs S BH Y, %003 mg/g CA fI TB-
HQ #9 #3l1 , PUFAs & &40 4 RN F B2 A fa
SMYEE MRS, 7 664 i, 25 (4 PU-
FAs BB CET 30%; % VE 894 3 ,PUFAs &
BHTE 30%~40% 2 18] , K& 4% 4 PUFAs H&>40%,
L7 A L3 PUFAs FERHEBMIKK N 03 mg/g
CA>0.2 mg/g CA>0.1 mg/g CASTBHQ>VE>ZS 1,

“0- ZH -4 01 mg/g CA —A- 02 mg/g CA
"B~ 03 mgg CA -A~ VE -~ TBHQ
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Fig.9 Content changes on polyunsaturated fatty acid
(PUFAs) of fish oil during the storage
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Antioxidant Activity and Oxidative Stability to Fish Qil of Carnosic Acid

Yang lei Liu Fang Wang Hua Wang Han Zhang Ying Zu Yuangang®
(Key Laboratory of Forest Plant Ecology, Ministry of Education, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040)

Abstract Based on the study of 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl(DPPH), 2,2 -azino-bis (3-ethylbenzothiazoline—6-
sulfonate) (ABTS )radical —scavenging power, reducing power and ferric reduction antioxidant power and so on antioxidant
index of camosic acid compared with synthesis antioxidant VE and 2,6-di-tert.-butyl-4—methylphenol(BHT), The antiox-
idation of carnosic acid in fish oil in different antioxidant add conditions was studied based on the peroxide value(PV),
acid value (AV), malondialdehyde (TBARS), and conjugated diene value (CD) by long—term stability experiment. Gas
chromatography~mass spectrometry (GC-MS) was conducted to analyze the variation of polyunsaturated fatty acids amount
during the storage. Results showed that although the antioxidant of carnosic acid is weaker than BHT but camnosic acid
can strongly inhibit the oxidization of fish oil, and the oxidization of fish oil is effected by the amount of camosic acid.
The oxidative stability increases while the amount of carnosic acid increases. Best antioxidant effect can be achieved

when the concentration of camosic acid is 0.2 mg/g to prevent oxidation and ensure the quality of fish oil.

Key words carnosic acid; fish oil; oxidative stability



