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0
HT

R TIEE]

Chlorophylls} =412 stitsiatyg

I. A&

shedelut ofae] o] phytochemical®] 4%
Ak rtsteigdol] ofs] Aol Fagh

S ofe slow FHEI st s
AL At 3047 R
e <o o [ = e =2 L G A
CY E 7heExels, E9s 53
7+2 phytochemical®l] €]+ A 21A] chlorophyll®ll
ofgk A thalr= A2 Apol7h drk 2
= tfREY Ao chlorophyll& <ol
B2 Ao ZHGE Q. o]k PR
Z9 chlorophyll® 7L FEAE AAE FJe=z o
7] olel e B4 wiitel EelEe Aol e
Aot} o] AT aAFES Yol EAlstelA
chlorophyll®] pro-oxidant &4 g AA5FS
om o]ZAL singlet-exited chlorophyll®] U=
7F AR dgEo] AT FAE] Wil
og Audtt aou w9 AAES =
chlorophyll®} pheophytin®] 940l A7d 2152
{59 24| 232 2o hydrogen donation 7]

of
oN . oF 42 rf

2}o] radical chain reactions 3} 3Hc}bal &FS Tk
% 15S porphyrin®] s}eHA 27 dkslEAd
o 23 Aow W3k

Wanasundara and Shahidi (1998)+= 2} 5%
9] chlorophyll®] marine oil®] *+&}ol] pro-oxidant
S5 YeERdY shelth. Hoshina, Tomita, and
Shioi (1998)& chlorophyll®] metal free S Ef9
chlorophyll fF=ART £ d4ilslEs Hof A
el Agaksl Aol porpyrin ringel 83
SRlsloit) Sakata et al. (1990)2 wigtzrlol 9l
oJA] pheophoride a9} A¥Hd FHE0] o] AEA
o] kst 7 Teshrar B asigivk Ferruz,
Bo'hm, Courtney, Schwartz (2002)+= &AZt)z
27 2 dhgE]o} reverse mutagenesis =40l 2
3 47/#-8-4 chlorophyll =417} metal chelated
FEA W in vitro s 9 gEdAWe] S
o] Atk &9t} 4 metallo-chlorophyll f%=
A, 53] Cu-chelated E29] dits}ede o
29| chlorophyllely @tsleo] njekst Mg free
FEARG AR E5o] welsnh 7 E40] =

A2 Cu-substituted chlorinse]$It} Sato 5 (19%6)
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L rat9 liver homogenate olAe] aitalaEAds
=738t 24 Cu-—chlorin e47} 598 sodium Cu-
chlorophyllin®] 5= &XkslA|S w3l

Chlorophyll oFallrollo] =2 g, A 3
Hepg =R, AF7F JAAHHAAS] 3l
o]-f& aA HA chlorophyll A=) A7}
FEFs FoAll g o] ol stk Falst
437} dose dependent responseol] thall A< =7}
o], 2 =3ddA= 671 A AAE chlorophyll
F=Al(chlorophyll a, b, pheophytin a, b, pheobhorbide
a, b) ¥ olyz} g4 Cu-chlorophylle] = Z2Aks}
AAzkgol tis] F7FA] W, S water/linoeic
acid emulsionol|4¢] HEIZE bleaching® DPPH
27 S o]&ste] At skt

1. Mo BESNY NE

A mE gl

F=¥ ARntEd
(acetonem petroleum, ethanol, methanol, water)=
ACS T+ HPLC grade(Carlo Erba, Milano,
Italy)E AH8-319tk. BHTY 6-hydroxy-257,3
tetramethylchroman-2-carboxylic acid (Trolox)¢t
7o AF-E A= Sigma-Aldrich(Steinheim,
Germany)oll A TY43MAtk A8 sodium copper
chlorophyllin= CHR Hansen(Sa.o Paulo, Brazil)
oA s

Chlorophyll(a,b)= 5 g9 AZHE AlFA doilA
80% JZt acetoneS 1:6(w/v) HIE=Z d|4 FE3}
3 Z-F3toll A sintered plate funnel® ©]3}-5}]
t}h Pellet> Fof=o] B wj7bx] FEsieivh
53d ASANE ER3lc  separatory funnel©ll
petroleum ether 60 mi¥} Wztol&4 20 ml& 3
7¥ekgiek. gk wkh A o] 535 Al

Atk AlH-E acetoneS #AAE7] Yl 3-43] HHE

=

=

kAt AAE SHShE Ether 52 sodium sulphate
anhydride®. E381900): 882 o3}l rotoevaporator
(Heidolph Elektro GmbH & Co, WB 2000,
Kelheim, Germany)® -s538ith. &olE2 45
mL  acetone®ll
filters (PTFE- Millipore) 2 ¢ 3}3}e] HPLC #4]
o AH&-sH3

ANFA] FEE| EASE chlorophyll(a, b)©
Cis . PREP ODS (20 mm ID x 25 cm, Shimadzu,
Tokyo, Japan) columns AH&3le], 3-8 HPLC
(Fraction Collector Module . FRC-10A, Shimadzuy,
Kyoto, Japan)® ] 3 2|6i3ity ez
acetone/methanol  (80:20 v/v)°llA flow rate 10
mL/min® X833}k Chlorophyll a2}t be] £3-&
3lrete] 2 w5, sk om Rk acetone
of &4k - -20TelA Byt

Pheophytins (a, b)&= 3|57 chlorophyll a, b
oz 1.0 M HCE ol Alzsisict 7
2 Aol &k 247 kol greenoll A olive
brown .= AWsHE VERY 0 24 2P E Q]

Pheophorhides (a, )= chlorophyllell 4] pheophytins
< A= WY AR HOol ]38t chlorophyllides
9] acidification®.2  AZ% I} Chlorophyllides
(a, b= chlarophyll(a, b)°ll endogenous chlorophyllase
= A8AA, 5go Az AIEAE 100 mL
acetone/0.2 M Tris.HCl buffer (pH 80, 1:1 viv)
2 40T ool 2A13F &t JREAIA Alzsk3ith
Pheophorbidese &3t #3-8 HPLC A]2#9
/] methanol/1.0 M ammonium acetate buffer(pH
70)/acetone (80:10:10 viviv) ZHoA £, 3|4
stttk BE A el HAE flste] ofg &
i} 27he- BulE ARESFAATH

34 HPLCE #eld¥
319t} Chlorophylle =73t A#Fe] acetone™}

al

809% acetonedl] FAMA]7)

HE3t 045 mm membrane

o AT

T
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A & HPLCE ERIste] 7]& &
&3} ¥) 08kl mass spectrometry®E 218

Triple pump (LC-10ADVP) computer—controlled
(Class-VP 5032) system (Shimadzu, Tokyo,
Japan CLASS-MI0A)3} Nucleosil ODS 100 columm
G um, 250 x 4 mm id, guard-column 11 - 4
mm id, Macherey-Nagel, Du” ren, Germany) & Ab
431 flow rate 1 mL/minol|4] HPLC £45 %
st

UV/Vis diode-array spectrophotometric detector
(SPDMI0AVP)E AH&-ate] 432 nm=

409 nm= pheophytins®} pheophorbides®] |t
EHEE AL

chlorophyll,

Solvent system T4 (A) methanol/1.0 M
ammonium acetate buffer (pH 7.0) (80:220 viv),
(B) methanol: acetone (80:20 v:v);
Atk Gradient= 100% AolA 1009 BZE linear
3 20 B7F 2185 isocratic °& 25 £+ %
&, 712]3L linearstAl 7.5 #7F 100% C 744 213}
skl Y-S 487} starting eluent AZ conditioning
ato] Faslglth AlE 1050 uLS FAREL A&
g 33] gelstirh

A2 FFE49] calibration curveol] &3 7
AFalitt. Chlorophylls (a, b), pheophytins (a, b),
pheophorbides(a, b)¢] Calibration curve:= 25 - 200

ppm (correlation coefficient = 0.99)°l1A4] linear &}

(C) acetone

ol
3. HIEfIZY bleachingdol 3t Lo

$Jell  water/linoleic  acid

emulsion®]| A ¢] WE}ZE bleaching AR LEE
Stk HeptERS AstAVE gls A5
-2 B A8 Woln free linoleic acid radicalo] M
EFIREES FA5te] o]F A glolAAl st
Q &l Ao] ApzpxiTt

AAE A A~(chlorophyll a, chlorophyll b, pheogdwtin
a, pheophytin b, pheophorhide a, pheophorbide 1) 2
acetone &A%} Cu-chlorophyllin®] methanol &-<¥
S 567, 1134, 226.8, 453.7, 630.6, 907.4 pMol/L=
o3t o]5S BHT equivalent 125, 25, 50,
100, 150, 200 ppmoll -5l Mo ZA
BHTE o|&3 345 3t e 342 33
wHeste] Petx|E ALkl

Emulsion A|Z24], 10 mg?] WE}=E(Roche)
£ 10 mL chloroformell =%tk o] €9 1 mLS
20 mg linoleic acid®} 100 mg Triton X-1000] &

= flaskell ATt @A EAs}olA] chloroform
S AAE B APdl] 4FAE 30 E7F oxygenation

A7) 0]e2= 100 mLE Fro]Eo] FHFeA wolm
A T Al o] gk emulsions FJAIZIT

3 mL® aqueous emulsions spectrophotometric
cuvette(light path 10 mm) oA 02 mLe] Z}
A golo]] H7bekal FA] 410nmelA] FHEE
=43t} CuvettesS 9H2olA 50C water bath

W control®] optical densityﬂ W3}
D.Ogn)E 100% AF3}E e}

(D.O:.ivitial ~
0 2T/Z DPPH 47O oot

o] W g3 2l Z<l DPPHE 47sh=
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Zoltl. DPPH:=
H-donore} WH3-& wj 438} hydrazineo = 3+
%%‘4 E_r/}' Z_]_'T‘__TS‘]-:]—J_ Zé -é‘ HQH J,]—O] O]:ZH

o Fou} 2229 FASAIE ZHeE Aol

3 mLe] methanolic DPPH &4(6 x 10 Mol/L)
S 1 mMo/L 552 14383 ZF M acetone &
N 75 pLel H7Fehich DPPH 9] 7Hae 515
nm o4 0,5 30 ¥ FFE Aa= IIEN
o 37 Age
BHT & methanolell 1 mMol/L=Z 3fe] X

ukgolol X e] Aekst 7] DPPH % %(CDPPH)
= ol 2S o]gate] 061 - 616 x 10° Mol/L
o] WA calibration curve® AlAFal3ich

Trolox %

Asiei

Cu-—chlorophyllin,

Abssis mm = 10694 x CDPPH - 52 x 10°

as determined by linear regression.

ibstede DPPH gt Ze] A3l Wit-&(IP)
2 eI
P - (Abst=0 min - Abst=30 min) < 100

(Abst=0 min)

2 Ao A gAE, A¥EE chlorophyll
TAZE §I71 wiell, AldE AlgA oz iE

2% chlorophyll a, b 5F <3} pheophytins,
pheophorbides a ¢ hE A Aotk &3k
chlorophyll (a, B¢ 3%, pheophytin (a, b) =
pheophorbide (a, b)= 3-8 HPLCel 2J3)] dof
AL spectral characteristicsE ¥ &AY mass
spectrometryell 2l Iy HA Aol T
z7el EAL Fig. 19, spectrat Fig. 20l e}
1} 9lom o]= Johnson-Flanagan and Thiagarajah
(1990)9] ®.ar¢} ARSIt

CH,CHy R,

LENG o

2,u\ N= CO,CH, Derivative Metal R R

Chiloeophiydl a Mg CH, Phyiyl

Chilorophyll b Mg CHO Phyayl

Pheaphytin a CH, Phoyl

HyC=CH /Q\ Pheaphytin b CHO Pyl
CH?CHz‘:OOR? Pheaphorbide a CH, H
Pheophorbide b CHO H

.J\/\,J\AJ\AJW

Ry = Phytyl

Fig. 1. Structure of chlorophyll derivatives
assayed for antioxidant activity
432 669 410 410
U U
461 chlorophylla 432 pheophytina 432 pheophorbide a
651
chlorophyll b pheophytin b pheopharbided

o sm 68 00 g
nm

Fig. 2. Spectra and maximum absorbances (hm)
of chlorophyll derivatives.

Fig. 39l WlEZ}28 bleaching®oll 23+ AR E
o] kst o] et glom A= At §l
= control#e] st A| %= yeRd 9ok &k
S B H1919 oA SAEHNeH 2
879 SIS fAleh=T] ®o] 22o)|al oil-water
emulsiondll X =2 tsEAdS debd BHTS
H] LT
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100 q=ressmmermrem s m e e e e e e e e Pheophorbide av 125 meoﬂj‘ﬂ }‘1/\1 —8] A ] 21]—8]—04

EHT

. Cosnipin 150 ppmoll A Hele] 2444 1301} Pheophorbide
-~ 1 Pheophorbide b L
< Pheophytinb  DICF B2 oFsk 45 LJER|SITE
I N 7 = N Phieophartide s A0 ool 7P W2 A9l chlorophyll a&=
oo WE pelA) WA S e g e g
epmins 8149 LFERAZICE BHT equivelent 200 ppm
=7 olgoln AAs BAol FkElo) 44%e) Ftst

T T T T T T T Y
0 25 50 ] 100 125 150 1% 200
Concentration (ppm of BHT equivalents)

Fig. 3. Antioxidant activities of chlorophyll
derivatives measured by the
—carotene bleaching method in a
water/linoleic acid emulsion.

BHTE= AAgE & *él‘it%% s
S-S eI
N% A= TAE H‘}iﬂ}.

Pheophorbide b= linoleic acid Atslel] 71 &
yA¢l oAZ Btk BHT equivalent 50 ppm
ol FrkolA WEIRERIS] 20% Who] E A
, HhE BHTO 9JaiME= 10%7F = A5 =
A_ﬁo] @,%’F& zsl/\}g.%}/ﬂo] 740]1:} Pheophytin
b Al HuF =& aslEAS Hol BHT
equivalent 50 ppm ©]% F%o 1 30%7F EA
o o] pheophorbide b= FAFsFtE BHT
o Ha7ke kst E Biloy + 548 4
olgt &a=E LERNSITE Pheophytinse] lipophilic
3k ubH - pheophorbidesol| 4] phytol®] A= ©]

ki

548 hydrophilic 3H4 &le], Aeo|3t dtalkslatal
o] oA} Ak AFsl7E lipophilic dHFskE4 o]

EA8R= water/oil AHoA Lojdtl= “polar
paradox”]] W2 1] H& hydrophilic pheophorbide”}
pheophytinel] E.TH B BHe- 3itstebdS vebl

ojok S Aolt} H Ao ME 2 phase emulsion

olNe] sl pAT god LHE SHL ¥
839 &l 9Be FAL = A 2Yrh

23E YeR o™, o] wl BHT= 90%°] €4
< YRR Chl orophyll ad & FakslEA] e
slaba BobdAdol 7] wiEdl Aow Adwd
Atk Usuki et al. (1984)°l oJshd B33} =wbat
= FHrehe t&%‘iﬂ% chlorophyll®] #3& £xI

gt} e} Chlorophyll
a9t 2¢] metal-free ¢! pheophytin ax= BHT
equivalent 50-100 ppmollA 70% A2

] 4

2 AEAE Yehilon w8 FRdAE
w48 stk o]#gh dose-response ﬂﬁ‘—ﬂ
2 g2 AAENAME BEHYS dF

Aol rtstade ket Fwrt om %
Aol 2@ wf 7ix= TV § 22 FEeA

= pro-oxidant®A] #-&-3kc},
Chlorophyll acll ©jzxco

=

sodium  copper

chlorophyllin pheophoride b¢} #Z-& Axo] =
& PAsEAS UERISIT

HE}F2E bleaching® < chlorophyll be] ik
SIS F785ks ol AfshA a4tk o] A
+ acetone &HUlA 462 nmoﬂ/‘i At &
o] 47, 474 nmelA FTEE HERIER
background interference= %‘ﬂa‘f?l"%

dubd o B %A b %A a Kb 2 3
At E YeERiIth o] AL, ofx ©f ureord
71&“’%1 methy17l tjalell aldehyde”] €] E417F

o T S Algdrhs 7hds At
MERFZH bleaching "k 719] chain breaking
based WHe] A= wwslr] $18] DPPH 2]
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Z+ A~ ZHYWE BHT equivalents 200 ppmoell
1 FEA EE A4
Q%é}dt}. Trolox¢t BHT7} DPPH®| 80%%}
qud AAES 12% ol3t
HhH Cu—chlorophyllin
39%°] /\ﬂi/ﬁ BHTS} H|msh
At} ol 2Fe)Z A7} bacterial reverse
mutagenesis =AHo| 23] chlorophyll =42
in vitro 3 W FEowoe] IS =A3)
Ferruzzi et al. (2002)9] 23} gk} A 7ol wh
2™ 7n, Cu?] synthetic metallo-complexes F+&=
A& sodium copper chlorophyllins:= <3 chlorophyll
FEART A 5 FAElEdSs YERH,
chelated metal®] AE)7} conjugated porphyrin
System_i—.—Ei AxpEolss MY a3l
AFAEZRE = chlorophy]l A g
é‘l-‘i‘r dol gk Aol Axrt dojxlrh. Endo
et al. (1930a)= ¢aellA oile] A-sAikstel oigh
chlorophylls®} pheophytins®] &S A+ tsle] 4
= Aol tiF 2-200 ppme] FEE AlFsIAth
7V 7% 249S chlorophyll a 932w, BHT,
chlorophyll b, pheophytin a, pheophytin b2] 4]
93l 4% M+ linear dose-dependent response
£ YERATH

olg]3t Axle] xjol= AkslEA] =AU O] %}
olo] 7|18k Ao R HRIT} Becker et al. (2004)
of oJstd, T Edol gt ikstedel Ak
A3E Uehlls 27 248 A AJPA|2E

of EE|F Fx, AtstE A% 71de] A, AREgH

AT E E=Esich Q18 Azke] 739 lipophylic
system®] peroxide developmentE ARE3F HhA

B Ao M= aqueous emulsiono| Ae] HEHR
9 bleaching ‘?3% ARESIAT) o]fl ATpEe] 9
sk, sk wpes tstaveE AWd

P R

ot}

ujle] chlorophylle] AFHE et AlshA]
249 A4 chlorophyllel i3k d+7) v Aag]
ofof it}

v, A&

245 MAZ pheophorbide®} pheophytin b7}
HE}7}2E bleaching Ho2 A¢A] BHTS} HA
st AR 7P 7Zdd sikstEAls Wtk 1
gup 2 ARl 3ks} 7)ol e ekl o] AA
S8 = ofxlY] minordt TAECIH A A 2
A Z@iksl AAel] A Jaks: 4] Z=t) Chlorophyll
a = 1 mMol/L A% wsroAnt a3t 3
st S JeRiYE AEAel o EAlE]

| Al Fagh Aq3ds & Zolrh B
E 4 chlorophyll =4+ DPPH assayell <]
A2 & v Troloxdl] Bl W& 3krkslaA]e
EpiTE v 28712k hydrogen donation 7]
A7 9= Ao| ol linoleic acid AHa} oA 2
hydroperoxide®] EaiAale} Akel =3sich A8
3l 5714 ¥ oA Cu-chlorophylline =& M4
chlorophyll 2t} =& 3“@}5“4 S Yehigle
chelated metal®] F8AS BT ol &4
o] st 712k ﬁ%‘@} | SlsliAe Aol
Al 728 o] Be ATt 01%%0? s

—(;5—1_
i
3}

2

t} # 43k chlorophyll F=A4% ol 7o 7
g kst 2 Aol ofdk ATl F
23k oujE 7Rl AoR Holm gF UL AT
2 7H7F
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