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Effect of ultra-high pressure micro-jet technology extraction on structure
and antioxidant activity of g-glucan from Euglena gracilis
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(School of Chemistry and Chemical Engineering, Qinghai Normal University, Xining 810008, Qinghai, China)

Abstract: f-Glucan from Euglena gracilis (EBG) was extracted by ultra-high pressure micro-jet technology
(UHPM). The effects of time, pressure, solid-liquid ratio and sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS) mass
concentration on the extraction rate were investigated by single factor experiments as well as response
surface optimization design experiments. The structure of EBG was characterized and analyzed by congo
red experiment, FTIR, XRD and SEM. Furthermore, experiments were conducted to explore the scavenging
abilities of EBG and its standard (EBGS) towards 1, 1-diphenyl-2-trinitrophenylhydrazine free radicals
(DPPHe) and hydroxyl radical (*OH). The results showed that the optimum extraction conditions of EBG
were as follows: time of 93 s, pressure of 34 MPa, solid-liquid ratio (g : mL) of 1 : 270 and SDS mass
concentration of 4.2 g/L. Under these conditions, the extraction rate of EBG reached 80.27%, which was
close to the theoretical value of 81.69%. Characterization analyses indicated that EBG had an orderly triple
helix structure, but with surface cracks and voids due to the reduction of crystallinity induced by UHPM.
EBG demonstrated higher scavenging efficiency (50.26%) towards DPPHe in comparison to EBGS
(35.14%) at mass concentration of 4.0 g/L while showed similar scavenging rate at mass concentrations
from 0.4 g/L to 2.0 g/L. Meanwhile, it seemed that EBGS and EBG had no obvious scavenging effect on
*OH with relatively low scavenging rates.
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e ( Euglena gracilis ) X FRER HL, J&—Fh#l
LT B PR I AR AR W, BT JC A BRRE ()RR
X SR AT B A 93. 1% T A iR Y B p-
WA (EBG) TEIEA LZRRITIEN, (HHXTMA
WA, SRR RE R BRI R, A
BiIR T LI, RS U B-H RME AT 5 AR W R T
1 50%~80%7Z: 4712, EBG 45 it 2 T 2T 4 14 v B SR 4
e, JEMIJCo L SIBRGEAE R Y B-1,3-D-H B AL
B AU A AR, R oK. EBG 4544
B4 R BE SV Tk L BESS RN 4 A AL
AT DAV AR A . —F LA ( DMSO )
I T F AL AR S b

HAT, FE AL EBG $2 BT ¥k 32 B A0 5Bl %
PEBUGE . A I B . R SR KR IR IS Y
BREER A 0.6 mol/L i) NaOH 1AW , 7 50 °C FAbHH
3h, SRIGOBEULHE . B0, 3]0 EBG 5
BOR 1%+ ZRe RN ( SDS ) /K 2 IR e LA
WA, mafHzEmK. 2m. Nl E %
B AR RN EE A 12 20 (g mL) fITAUK
o SRIGTEKHINA—E 1Y SDS, #7 18.5 min J5
Ly, VIEHR AR EIRE N 1 ¢/L 1Y SDS /KK,
90 °C/KIF 1 h, B.LHUTEEZ ILERAE 3K, Bk
TR S AR B RE S T E A EBG 42 Uy 24 Vs 7 15
Pryk | WEREOE . VISMARA Z5UM FH i 40 5k
1%M%) SDS FlJi 4350 A 5%HY Na,EDTA iz
WHSE, 76 37 CTFHiHE 30 min, SRJ5 B0 L
EBG, #&Zffifi] SDS-Na,EDTA #kAbH 2 ¥k, 5
Ff) EBG i 70 °CZEIBAK bk 2 ¥k, 90 °CHET,
KONDO %% 50 g B it AZ] 545 50 mmol/L B
FI7iF 0.3 mol/L HEMEFN 0.38 mol/L H #E K1Y pH=7.01
HIBEIR 2% Rl h , TCASEIR N . SR )5 B0l SE EBG
Wk, FHZR K e, BT RE AR HER =Y.
X AL G T VEAEAE A TR B REUSCRAT . IR
BRPE S P A B B . B R R
AR B AT, Ingere gt PrRUH | P
PRAFEY AR E EEN ) Frer gl oot i
WEIRIR BB SE . FrL, F3—Rhbedle . mnsk.
TR A AT A R, B R RS R
(UHPM ) J&—Fh o % RAR - R B AR, B
R Rk SHEFRM NSRS BT,
COBN T 2 WA A PR . ek et . & Ao
I[18—l9]/_;gf€ﬁigjzo

A SCHILLRR o0 JFORE, AL UHPM SR 48 Bt
EBG, VUHRBCENTEER, SR FH MR f A e T
20,953 UHPM X 7= 4 45 #4 40 S8 A M 1 52 i)
BE49T UHPM £ EBG W T. 2., i EBG HUEHL
FINE FHAR AL RS S 4

1 SCIGERSY

11 R_F 5N

B, HOLTAENARAR; B p-# R
bRt (EBGS) , Ptk EIER G ( i) Haf
FRAE] s WIEREL, i sobRAE LR A BR A ]
NaOH , K #tili ¥l # b 2% i 7 5 B2 Al
NaH,P04+2H,0 ., 1,1- 2K FE-2- =4 FLZEJF( DPPH ),
E 25 4L B AR A B A s SDS, dbai &K EF
A WA,

UH-24 @& R, AR LA B
vE]; TU-1901 BOBHERAM-7] WL A6 BT, bt
A AL A BR ST AE A F] 5 VED-2000 ¥ 7R 144
B, dbat B RS A A R A H1850 X
HELOHL, W AR AR T R A IR TSHE A A
XRD-6000 X HF2&fi7 411 . IRSpirit {8 B A5 21 4
AL, HZ Shimadzu /3% ; SU8010 14 fi ik
s, HAS Hitachi 22H] o
12 EWHE
1.2.1 EBG ##2I%

B 1.0 g BB 270 mL WK A 4.2 ¢/L 1Y
SDS WAL, FIFH UHPM £ 7] 34 MPa,
BFE] 93 s T HEA T HEH, 4 B IS (VA WTE 4000 1/min
TEL 5 min, ABESECHN 1% SDS WEETTE
2~3 W, SR FZER KRG 3 K, 30 CARIRT
12 h 753] EBG, FEMR & .

122 #EBEHMNZLHH

JEORE R B R A R AR 0 A B ISR AT
YLk, W T 2 R AR R -
LI ERY, H4kal (1) ~ (3) HE p-HBH
REBCR (R, %)

my=n-py-Vy-107 (1)

m1:n~,01~V0~1073 (2)

Ry /% =—"1—x100 (3)
my + my

Kb: mg y EIEW P TR EZ TR, mg; po N b
T AT P 2 R B, mg/Ls Vo EURE AR,
mL; m, 7 EBG [Jiist, mg; p, B EBG ik,
mg/L; n AMBEATEL
123 2RAEH

A3 % ST A HE] (30, 60, 90, 120, 150s) |
RS (10, 20, 30, 40, 50 MPa) . RLgHE
(g:mL)(1:100,1:150,1:200,1:250,1:300),
SDS JREMKE (2. 4. 6. 8, 10 g/L) ST E
S, BRITA RN X EBG HEBCR MM,
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1.2.4 Box-Behnken *f 5 & #AL 5 B

HRAE PR R S 25 5, SR A0 AT Box-Behnken
LA A LRI T, AR 4 ) R J1(B ).
B (C). SDS BitikE (D) AHE, p-#ER
FER ORI Hehn, FEIUR R =K FRILE 1,

R MRS R R 5K R

Table 1 Factors and levels of response surface methodology
K A=
Als B/MPa Cl(g : mL) Di(g/L)
-1 60 20 1:200 2
0 90 30 1:250 4
1 120 40 1:300 6

1.3  SHRMEIEEENK
1.3.1 =k Hhnz

il 624 wmol/L WIS LT iAW, BC il vk BE 43 31 0
0. 0.05. 0.10. 0.15, 0.20, 0.30. 0.40. 0.50 mol/L
() NaOH ¥4 ORI h 1 /L ORRSE B-7 M
PRI (43910 EBG Fl EBGS &IFH ) o 39K 2
mL AR R NaOH F T @4 T, SLid s
SN 1 mL iR E N 1 g/L B9 EBG 1 EBGS &
TR X BRALT N 1 mL 2818K , SRJ5 20 5 A RISR
LI 1 mL, 28 °CFAEM 30 min*!Y, R4
A WA 6EEEHAE 400~600 nm 4744, 0 S H
e R M K
132 ZMEAE

FTIR Wik FEAH 5 KBriGi b 1 100 14
WATIE R, FERHEFRR 4 ecm' | JBGER 4000~
400 cm ' Z&MF F AT, XRD K. RA Cu K,
B, FE40kV, 30 mV £/ T X BEAE AT IR,
20=5°~80°, SEM ik : H SEM XHf 5k 7R HIE
LT
133 HEAAEEM X
1.3.3.1 DPPH [ 13t ( DPPH+) JHERAE S 09I &

P SO R AEPRIRG T n AAE R,  A o o
WeE 4 ¢/L 1) EBG 5 EBGS IS A5, % BH R
8 (1, 2. 4, 6. 8, 10) FilEZE 040, 0.50, 0.67.
1.0, 2.0, 4.0 gL, RIFEHEHFRS DPPH- %
7% (0.2 mmol/mL ) 4% 3 mL, E#+E W 30 min, 7F 517
nm ABMEWOEREE, #3X (4) 115 DPPHRYTERRR .

R/%:(I—Ai_AjJXIOO (4)
4,

K. R 4 DPPH-MIIEFRF, %; A WFEMERS
DPPH- BRI s A; N T/K LBES DPPH-&
PRI TWOERE s 40 iy DMSO 5 DPPH-Z BEARIOGRE
1.3.3.2 OH HH¥}E («OH) 1ERRAESI I &

P I8 1.3.3.1 I iR IR AT, AR5 R 5

Y FeSO, 7K ( 9 mmol/L ). H,O, ¥ ( 8.8 mmol/L )
FK R - R % (9 mmol/L) & 1 mL, 37 °CF
WEYG SN 30 min J5, 7E 510 nm ZbIEWOGRE, %
X (5) 115 -OH MERR R .

R/%:[I—Ai_AJ)xlOO (5)
A,

r

AR N OH HITER R, %; 4 NFER S FeSO,
W H0p IIRFUKAG IR - LIV RSO s 4] K
FER RIS FeSO, IR . ZRIB/K RIK A IR - £ BV T
WIERE ;s 4~ DMSO 5 FeSO, I . H,0, IR
KGR - B WG

2 HR5WR

21 BEEXWHER

] 5 U IR R S0 30 MPa, BRI 1 : 250,
SDS JRt Ik E N 4 g/L, LM HXT EBG $2
BRI, 25 R K 1a B,

90
85
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5

70 | T

65 -

Re/%

\E

60F
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% g SDS FUAT I, it K Iy SDS IR 5 vk B o i
o5l ¢ K, WL BRI R, IR I R AR
%0 - 24 SDS R kv Bt K, EBG X &7k -, BT

el TP, UL EBG HLBCREE. AW it SDS Ttk s
=N T~ W4 g,
ol ZE AR, Wi kAR R AR R i
90s, )30 MPa., EHE L 1 : 250, SDS Jii i &
sor 4 /Lo AICHEATOR ] T SE B
¥ p p o 10 22 WMREREEZEER
SDSJFR W BE/(g/L) 22.1 rmEp@EEEigit g R

1 4R XT EBG S BCR 0
Effects of four single factors on extraction rate of
EBG

tH & 1a AT %0, S HRS IR B FE 30~90 s Z [E] A,
Wi 5 T[] P 800, 4035 400 P A A R 4 B B %5 L EBG
PRBCRE T RS (H 90 s J5, Bl Fal i 1s i,
EBG ##HUCRE TR, LT EBG #
WORFE Ay, AbBRE RS K, S EBG RS Al ] %
P MitiE] ok 90 s B, EBG HE BRI FR A
B, H 72.60%, PHTiiHh R SO T A 90 s,

B, BEMURATEN 90 s, BHEEE 1 1 250,
SDS Fis W BN 4 /L, LS S X EBG #2
BeRRgsm, S550LE 1o, M 1b Al SO
JEJIHE 10~30 MPa JE I, R 738 KA ] T8 3 4
MR R R, EBG R BUR TS g a#; (1
J£71>30 MPa J& , F J1id KT BE(H EBG 14 4 Wt
SUBEAS AT IR T K A b | SRR AR R, BT LA,
EBG #EHCR ERAL S, M E SN 30 MPa
i, EBG #EHURIA S KE (82.68% ), HIfiHieE
AL 7128 30 MPa,

SRIG , T8 UL 1 ok 30 MPa ., RS It s [
4 90s. SDS Btk i 4 g/L, Z 4RI LEXT EBG
PRBCRA S, 45 R 1c., B 1c AT, YR
WAE 1+ 100~1 = 250 JulF N, EBG & AW T,
e BB AW K, EBG [0 4N HLAY A5 B 3 1 A
R, HFT EBG %, Fril EBG $#£BCRETHE
A B FH 0 1 A B0k A RO A B, I T
i 3 Z AL R A BT LA S0 B R SOk ik
R B R B Fick B HA &, BHE A F)
?ﬁﬁ&ﬁm%ﬁm]ﬁﬁﬂmmﬁlsmM‘ﬁ
RO TR RO S, EBG $2BURIET. 29k
Wb 1250 EM, EBG #& Wik 3 i K1E
(184.94% ) , A& mAERNE LA 1 2 250,

fe i, [ E R 1k 30 MPa ., RS IS [
90 s, BHEEL 1 : 250, %% SDS itk & X} EBG
%Wﬁm%n,m%mlhiﬁlldTﬂ SO
Y SDS Jfi ik SRR ) EBG, L

Fig. 1

M 17 TR S5 35 11 UL 3% 2 .32 F Design-Expert8.0.6
AT 2 s EdE i T 2ok RE A ),
FF X5 45 AT T 2 4y A A9 8 A T AR
R=81.37+0.424+1.27B+0.32C+0.67D+0.394B-0.894
C+0.0804D+2.27BC+0.047BD—1.54CD-2.064°-2.31
B>-2.44C*-2.31D7%,

K2 ML ESLIR T AR

Table 2 Response surface design and experimental results

ST Als B/MPa C/(g:mL) D/g/L) Ri/%
1 90 30 1:200 6 76.26
2 120 30 1:300 4 78.41
3 90 30 1:250 4 81.37
4 60 20 1:250 4 75.55
5 60 30 1:250 6 76.79
6 120 30 1:250 2 76.15
7 90 40 1:250 2 76.52
8 90 30 1:200 2 77.95
9 90 20 1:250 2 75.13
10 90 30 1:250 4 80.27
11 90 30 1:250 4 81.63
12 90 40 1:200 4 79.97
13 60 30 1:250 2 75.13
14 90 30 1:250 4 81.12
15 60 30 1:300 4 75.51
16 90 20 1:200 4 73.32
17 120 30 1:200 4 76.92
18 90 20 1:300 4 77.37
19 60 40 1:250 4 77.12
20 90 30 1:300 6 78.38
21 90 30 1:250 4 81.64
22 90 40 1:250 6 78.66
23 90 30 1:300 2 73.91
24 120 30 1:250 6 78.13
25 120 40 1:250 4 78.91
26 90 20 1:250 6 77.08
27 120 20 1:250 4 75.79
28 90 40 1:300 4 74.71
29 60 30 1:200 4 77.68
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222 WREEABETHER

3 R ISCI BT S 0. AR 3 AT, KR
AR IILEPE S 2R M L3 ( P<0.0001 ), 4 BLI A W 3%
( P=0.6885>0.05 ), FWIZHEAAPEL, HXHR
B R?=0.9755, KLIEDE REL Rog= 0.9509, UiHIA
SLHR R BRI A BE , SRRR2E RN, e
WA R N 4 NS EBG R ZEMLER, H
. Fe=71.79>F;=19.92>F = 7.98>F=4.69, HI 4 4~
AR W s R EE R /NIY S B>D>A>C, B, D,
AC. BC. CD., A*, B*. C*. D* % EBG #HUR
M th 2 (P<0.01), AIfSH45E, 4 MREERY,
JE 1115 SDS itk B X EBG 2 U3 1 5 M R 8 1Y
fni . R HAHT AB. AD. BD X526 45 AN i 3
( P>0.05 ),
223 A M@y ERAE T LA R

Kl 2 PR R I EAEHIXT EBG #2BURIY
Wi pT Rl 2 mE, T 2R R A A, e
ot R AR BE AN, A R AR DY, R R
2 H AR, me g it ATk, KU EBG
PPCRAFAE R R, AC, BC. CD YW N T il 28 BE
W, SRR, HAEmZme, Btk AC. BC,
CD Ws2 HAEHXT EBG & HUR A4 52 Ry e & 3%
(P<0.01); AB. AD . BD =4 WIAE, AB. AD.
BD W2 HAEFX EBG 42 BUR B 52 m h R 3
(P>0.05), X5 200raR—3

3 AAERIAS

Table 3 ANOVA for response of extraction rate

RiE CPOrM AmE B FHE PMH  BEH
A 143.57 14 1025 39.76 <0.0001 **
A 2.06 1 2.06 7.98 0.0135 *
B 18.52 1 1852 71.79 <0.0001 ok
c 1.21 1 121 4.69 0.0481 *
D 5.14 1 5.14 19.92 0.0005 *
AB 0.60 1 0.60 2.32 0.1502

AC 3.27 1 327 1270 0.0031 ok
AD 0.026 1 0.026 0.099  0.7574

BC 21.20 1 2120 8220 <0.0001 ok
BD 0.009 1 0.009 0.035  0.8543

CD 9.68 1 9.68 37.53 <0.0001 *
A 27.64 1 27.64 107.17 <0.0001 o
B’ 34.59 1 3459 134.12  <0.0001 *ox
c? 34.79 1 3479 134.88 <0.0001 **
D? 34.76 1 3476 13476 <0.0001 ok
B2 3.61 14 0.26

K 233 10 023 0.73 0.6885 AW
ARz 1.28 4 0.32

pevil] 147.18 28

e R B3 (P<0.01); *FAREZE (0.01<P<0.05);
ANRFE (P>0.05),
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E 2 PHERZEMNRZDAEHY EBG 2R KR

Fig. 2 Effects of the interaction of two factors on the extraction rate of EBG

FIH Design-Expert8.0.6 # X} EBG #2H 1.2
SHAT T4k, EBG BRI T 22800« Al
92.92 s, JE7733.82 MPa, RHLL 1 : 270, SDS Jfir
WHE 4.17 g/L. TEBLAIET, EBG #BCR N 81.69%.
223 IEBRIELR

SR B IE TR [ mT S, SEBRAE L A
B T2 A T8 %% . i8] 93 s, K7 34 MPa,
BHBEE 1 270, SDS IR IE 4.2 /L FEHAIF T,
EBG R HUE N 80.27%. 1221 HTMI{E 81.69%,
1B H Design-Expert8.0.6 BT 4k 45 2| i £ T2
AMETAT

SRR R USRI A SR LT EBG, e 4 1
FENFEBGEE 50 °C | $RELATE] 3 h, NaOH ¥ ¥ 0.6
mol/L, ZHHEHR N 42.35%. i 4= 5] A
HBNESEELT EBG, SefEAA 2 A SDS i ik
8.5g/L. BRI 1 : 20, HAHFE 18.5 min, 7EILSk
PR MRS SRR 95.26%, 5 M RhE 5807 e AH
Ho, ASCH) UHPM HARESCR R . AR £
TE ™ fib i S A
2.3 HHISH
2.3.1 =¥k e

3 AN 5 EBGS I EBG JE R 255 W1 1)
e R WS K il NaOH Vi B2 i) A8 k#4183 mf
DIFEH, NaOH #JELE 0~0.2 mol/L B}, FfiZ5 NaOH
WRERIE N, NISRLT-EBGS S5RIFELI-EBG T8
KA BRI KB MK, &P EBGS 5
EBG A ML ) =12 hEky 42275 24 0.2 mol/L<NaOH
e E<0.3 mol/L i}, MIRLT-EBG 5|41 -EBGS &
48 Y Y B R K R TR, B NaOH
W RE IR RS2 HE TN, 2655 0 ) e R R I I K B 2T 2%,
e L o) R N 0w 9y WA LIES A i) = W2 Sl 5 [
UHPM $21 EBG %A W3R HAUR e 2544
2.3.2 FTIR 5 #F

Wit FTIR o] DS MR A AL | AP fn 5k
{5 52528 % EBG Ml EBGS #1717 FTIR iz,
ZERANE 4 Fon. I 4 8]0, 3200~3600 cm ™ 4k

b O—H R 45 4% sh g, i 2800~3000 cm!
WEHJE T C—H AR AR IR S g, DL Bzl
JEZ BRI B . 7E 800~1200 cm ™ Y Bl P g
W 20 ) S5 R TSR VS DR 2R FE 80X,

510 —— XA
—e— EBG
500 —— EBGS
E 490
=
= 480+
=
470 F
+<
B 460 -
450
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

NaOH¥ /(mol/L)
B3 A RIS B NaOH ¥ B2 1 225 1k,

Fig. 3 Change of maximum absorption wavelength of samples
with NaOH concentration

EBG
' 1638.1
3382

4000 3500 3000 2500 2000 1500 1000 500
Bef/em™
&l 4 EBGS Y EBG i) FTIR i
Fig. 4 FTIR spectra of EBGS and EBG

m &l 4 W51, EBGS 5 EBG iy FTIR j% K HEA
—3, 7F 3382 #12925 cm ' 4bh O—H Fl C—H 4
AR 45 % ShI I, T C=0 i ) 16 4 4 5 R Wi s
—JBAE 1650 cm ' BT, 1366 cm ' FiFUT ) I Wi I
J&TF C—H B4R, 1000~1200 cm ' FffifT
R I B R A C—O—C Il C—O—H f2 it BB W% i
W120T 887 e Jzb ¢ B 8- D~ HL o ) 285 1 41 i g 1)

1043
!
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X 5 8 I 5 VR R 5 Ik BT 4R BUA EBG Y
FTIR 25—, UL E45 03k, UHPM £ U A
WK EBG () Nk e A PR 2544 o
2.3.3 XRD 4#F

& 5 5 EBGS 5 EBG fJ XRD %A,

EBGS

EBG

10 20 30 40 50 60
20/°)

5 EBGS 5 EBG I XRD i/
Fig. 5 XRD patterns of EBGS and EBG

K 5 nfL&FL, EBG 7F 26=6.68°, 19.42°,
22.62°, 24.38°, 30.50°Z A7 HEE T BH A AT S
X 55 SRR B RO S5 AR A, A0 EBG 47384045 i
B X8, 1 B EBG 1E 20=19.42°, 22.62° /- A fii il
B3 B KT EBGS, Uil EBG RYZESMERT
EBGSP?, @il Jade6.0 4bBH, Fif . Fl4rF EBGS
25 SN 81.91%, KT EBG 45 ME (76.49% ),
X5 MR R AT G e 0 B A BT A 4 SR — 3. ZE BTIR,
UHPM 4250 EBG 25 i X 7= A — 32 52 .

2.3.4 SEM %#F

i SEM %t EBGS 5 EBG FUIE SR #E4T 1 i,

2R ILE 6,

&l

&
/24
WA
%

i
/

v

B 6 EBGS (a. b, c) X EBG (d. e. f) i SEM A
Fig. 6 SEM images of EBGS (a, b, ¢) and EBG (d, e, f)
ME 6 "TLIAH, EBG PRI E, RS —
FIREEIGRIR,, HANRIEMYT, A BiEORATEL
G, EBG MR IS S B, XlReRs
RHGIFEH UHPM 55, UHPM RYSRBT VIR | &
BiPR sl e o AR R R Y A SRR AR T
eSS EOXFLE R, i UHPM #2580 EBG SMLIE
WA —E RIS
24 MEAFEESW
M T EBG X} DPPH<FI1-OH [Ki5REE S, &5
HILE 7,

100F 2 o - .
-

o 80 L {*—_ —- VC
N —o— EBGS
e - EBG
& 60 |
i
£ 401
a

20 |

0 L L | L L ) ) L

0 05 1.0 15 20 25 3.0 35 40 45
JREWEE/(g/L)
100} b -
i —=V,

80 Yf\k, —o— E]C3GS
x —— EBG
¥ 60
i
w40
Q@

20} i _z

0 05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
PR/ (g/L)
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Fig. 7 Determination of DPPHe (a) and *OH (b) scavenging
capacity by EBGS and EBG
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