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ABSTRACT: Study of digestive enzyme activities, protease, lipase, amylase and cellulase in liver,
stomach, anterior and posterior intestine of striped catfish with average mean weight of 210£8.5 g/
fish. The results of estimated enzyme activities in liver, stomach, anterior and posterior intestine
were found that protease to be highest activity at pH 12, 12, 10 and 9 with level 0.295+0.02,
0.201+0.00, 0.200£0.01 and 0.033+0.01 Unit/mg Protein respectively. Lipase was the highest ac-
tivity at pH 12, 12, 12 and 4 respectively. In a stomach and posterior intestine were no significantly
at 1175.51+50.24 and 1249.20+55.30. Amylase showed the highest activity at pH 10, 4-5, 7-8 and
4-5 by liver has performed the highest activity level (P< 0.05) at 0.156+0.10 Unit/mg Protein, fol-
lowed by stomach, anterior and posterior intestine which performed the activity level at 0.153+0.05,
0.092+0.02 and 0.047+0.00 Unit/mg Protein respectively. Cellulase was found that the highest ac-
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tivity at pH 12, 5, 5 and 7 by liver has performed the highest activity level at 0.026+0.01 Unit/mg
Protein. The highest lipase activity was observed in striped catfish, followed by protease, amylase
and cellulase. The activity of digestive enzymes of striped catfish might interaction with nutrients
derivation. This basic information can be used for the selection of raw materials for striped catfish

feed formulation.

Keywords: protease, lipase, amylase and cellulase, striped catfish

UnNU

angane (Pangasianodon hypophthalmus)
198 striped catfish \uanAnauwnlug aglu
anapenitalamin mwa ugrdingana (Sauvage,
1878) 1faqiudl uun TN S ReNTINNNNILYIGALA
Sluﬂixﬁj“\ﬂ LAY LAZTRIA (NTNLIZNG, 2561)
wasnniaseyiFL g sumusielse uaznusianns
Lﬂﬁﬁm@mmmmwmmé’@u (Paripatananont,
2002) intlaniiratisnusphdundnineite
Uauautuds (frozen fillet) Tedlyyapinisdnaniiia
Tuntisiailes Taelull wa. 2559 Anananannnis
wnzRelang@nneFanng 15,500 il ‘annﬂu 4.1
wefidusfaaiuiunisdeslanianialsume
(muﬂ?zm 2561) aaiufulaassgianipang
ddryantilavile halssnalngnsimnnszanns
AeaaL N L ANBAWANHAR naLastyiFus
8n37900 STUUANANIY UATWAIWIAMNTWIE
sanritueiualegt] i Wedaud viiAnuazanuria
(nalsza, 2561) tladaniiandmaudAyuasd
HANTENLIARAYLNNIHARLAZ AN NIRLIAAE
Toun @1wns matlszneugnsannstlaniusiasantis
fatsy@nsn1nnnselesamg m’m@’]}l’]iﬂuﬂ’]i
daednnpusne Teslanusiazaiinazauegiunng
uasaeulad uazaunsaindeyanimneu
waaieulmifsnanmn flssfivdss@naninnnstiae
TnaLawNsluMaaANARES (i vitro digestibility) 11
llgnsdmiaandngivaiaieldilsznaugns
mmﬂummm@m m@mﬂ‘lmmmuwumummi
Lmymmmmamﬂmmw 'aﬂmmimfﬂmﬂmmmw
nuReFIAdaNANe N sWReTIA aianunsld
dszlemildvan (n1gow, 2554) lulaqiiiasiinns
awlalunisdnnanssureaeulnlluszuudes
2158 R TR AN NS AN AT T RAMANE
Tiin i danaaemy Uatila fsnanan dsam dand
Wnaw vesynuAn Uanaziieu darawediaa

way Uansulum$ (@unnusiiazan, 2550; §9
nusuaTANL, 2551; Bezema etal., 2005; (MEWLAL
ﬂm::, 2550; Areekijseree et al., 2004; Chakrabarti et
, 2006; Fume et al., 2005) lusfis Msdeiiaedl
qmmﬂummmenmn@nﬁmmmu”lfnzﬂ,mvuu
mwmmmmﬂmmm LWfau’mf]Lﬂumfam”Lumi
wwmammmmmmvmmﬂﬂ

aa =
AENIFANEAN

ARTNARRILAZNTINLAIDLN

ﬁﬁﬂmmmmﬁtﬁﬂmugm 210+8.5 NF AU
50 sannanvfuenauluivui .dies a.giung 1h
zﬁ”m’wmmmL&'mﬂé“mm@l,ﬂwmmm 1 dlenit
TaeldawnadiariinastihndllsAuldidesndd
28 Lafiius At NanUmAae sl NI
dlddusiu dlddoutlane wdsanvianmadu

zelzlaan 16 dalug

Aanataulgsianmaiuaimsaasdan
e

Fehwning nszmnzuas arlduedlan e
utianl€idu 3 dau fiusnesiaanldlandausiuay
gauany ihshesnaudazdiunun lazidan i
14 homogenizer IneiLinsanginli Tris — HCI buffer
AN 50 MM ALe 7.5 Tanvundndan1edtin
‘muﬂm@mqma Tris — HCI buffer W 1:3 (W) @In
uumm@mw”l,mmlmm centrifuge AMMIEI9EL
15,000 g WW 30 WY1 1 4 eeAiTaEes LN
Wureavaifu (supernatant) 1391 - 20 asen
waides e ldlunsnasifanssuaeseula (g
NFTLAZATLY, 2551)

nsANEINAnssNAadLauTdNllshias .

WTUNANTATANE 1) FUAWIA casein 2% MIn
wlasiet 2-12 2) trichloroacetic acid TCA 20 % 3)
NaOH 1M 4) 1fmaFie 2 — 12 aniisi ol
arinls Usunms 20 lulasdans waududuainsm
casein 2% lumasies 2 - 12 U3ums 250



KHON KAEN AGR. J. 48 (3): 615-622 (2020)./doi:10.14456/ka}.2020.57.

lulnsains anthuieenadeges incubator
Ngnunni 37 °C Wuszaziean 10 Wil uawugn
ﬂgmmmﬂ 20% TCA iums 1 Haddams 1)
FratneilduntTumaesdanAzes centrifuge i
ANNHL39981 15,000 g 141 10 Wd aaniiuin
fetnsdaulanuuuilEznnme 1 08an3 Hn 1M
NaOH 1f511ms 1 H8daRAT ANtulNigumngl
40°C udalfin 50% Folin reagent 13113 200
Tulnsdnsaslusaadne dusaetngnmniives
e 10 W Lmem‘amwimmmmm
lmaineLATea spectrophotometer‘wm’mmfm@u
WA 440 nm (Pan et al, 2005) 1Eunaueilm
Annildrenudu Unit sie Jadnfullsiu tae
AnmzfldsAureaenlosinannlan1uisues
Lowry's method (Lowry, 1951) l€f bovine serum
albumin iuanstlsiuninsgu
Anwnanssnrasaulailaila
WTENANTATANE 1) AUALWIA p — nitrophenyl-
palmitate (ONNP) 2) uwm@m@«n 2-123)NaCO,
0.1M amiuriesnsiaulasTasaldiBuse 20
llAsams (dNrL substrate p — nitrophenylpalmitate
(PNNP) ) Tutfwlesien 2-12 1funns 880 lalasang
S TV aY YN YARC (P TR ST r e |ncubator1/mm1/‘lmJ
(25°C) w1 30 Yar Mmfafmuummmwmu
Na,CO, 0.1M 1fuwms 400 lulnsding iivevien
ﬂgna‘m Yhiednafildideses centrifuge
ANNIEFI9EL 10,000 g WM 15 W uazthdaulasn
dananssuenlmidagiAses spectrophotometer 7
ANNENIARULAY 410 nm (Markweg et al., 1995)
Fnnenlamiinssildsaaudy Unit se
Naaniulusiu Inednseildsiuaeaeulniarin

1Am1NA189 Lowry's method (Lowry, 1951) 14

bovine serum albumin Lﬂumﬂﬂiﬁummgﬁu
Anwnanssuvavauladazluaa
waeiNaNTazans 1) twasfines 2 — 12 2)
Auawnsn starch solution 1% 3) dinitrosalicylic
acid (DNS) anniutineulmifannladiuimng 20
”Lu‘llﬂmm NANMU starch solution 1% IuUWLW@?
et 2 - 12 Yiums 250 Tulasans antuyu
mmmwgmmwm (25°C) W1 5 W7 ANt
\An dinitrosalicylic acid (DNS) reagent SIEFlh)
250 Tulmsdns et lasnludnenuiu 5

617

w m@mummmumn@uﬁmm 1.5 dadans
qmn@m‘mmu"lfﬁumﬂtmm spectrophotometer ‘Vl
ANHENIARUEN 550 nm (Bernfeld, 1995) 13nnn
wulmiiiaseldsneanaiuy Unit sia dadniu
Tshin IneRimssillsiiuresenlsiMana lsmnnuas
289 Lowry's method (Lowry, 1951) i bovine serum
albumin \uanstsmusnmsgu
ﬁnmnqnﬁmmmu'lsﬁumjamaﬂ
WFiINANTAZANE 1) uvxlwxlmwwm 2-122) 41U
amam Carboxyl methyl cellulose (CMC)I % 3)
dinitrosalicylic acid (DNS) amuriiaulmiainle
e 20 Tailasing wasil CMC 1% luiinlai
et 2 - 12 1anae 250 lulesans LNt
AMUNHRRY (25°C) WU 15 WA AnNTUAN
dinitrosalicylic acid (DNS) reagent 250 1lp3am9 10
et lifuluhipiaauu 5 Wi WeasunaniEx
dnauLEumg 15 Jadansdnnanssuenladiog
\Fi384 spectrophotometer NAMNETIARLAY 550
nm (Miller, 1959) 1Bunnsaulmmamseilamesn
dhu Unit ste Sadniullsiiu Inedinszvililsiiu
ypaeulaaaialanindsaes Lowry's method
(Lowry, 1951) 4 bovine serum albumin ua13
TsAunmsgu
AATIEUTRYAVNAD
AFATzA N3 39 uN19LAEq (One
way ANOVA) AHUNUNINAABILLILIANAASA
(completely randomized design) Iagvinnns
NARRY 3 TIUAZILFHLWELAMNUANGINAITN
LANANNTBIALRREIBINITNAABILARLTA
NARD é’w@% Duncan’s multiple range test ﬁ
TTAUANNLTRN 95 %

NAWAZIANTUNANITANEN

nanisAnmnAanssuaedelndiaiaann
adaazluszuudesanisresatanaszayin
wnde wudn eultadllsiea Aadaannsu anld
dausu uazanlddauilana Ananssnaeaeulasl
TsAlaageganiiies 12, 10 uaz 9 Arna AU lng
anlddausuilArnanssneieulsililsfioags
fign (P< 0.05) Aia HAWWINAL 0.295£0.02 Unit/
mg Protein s89a3n1Ae anlddauilany nszinng



618

uar iy Tmefanssuasseuladldsfiiealen
WinAy 0.201+0.00, 0.200+0.01 @y 0.033+0.01
Unit/mg Protein ANNANAL (Figure 1, Table 1)
LATAaINEANIIANEINLNIIINIUTa el s
Analunszmnzanfgauaslanindipaaiulunn
TaNLeT .
_ danannefidneariidanisfueimsinuled
MaTuardnd (omnivorous) BN1IMINILLEN
wultadldsieannuninluan lddiusuaeslan
angpdaadeiuninauesedlsd hsies
mwu‘lu ﬂmmu (Hypophthalmichthys molitrix)
WAL ‘ﬂ@ﬂu (Cyprinus carpio) (Chakrabarti et
al., 1995) nnsuansaantedewlillsfiealuan
I¥dausiuagTuannzine e Wiew 9-10 aennAdas
funnsdnenlulantia (Tilapia nilotic) Uanlua
(Anguilla  anguilla) angawmasiagu (Acipenser
naccari), Uansulumin (Oncorhynchus mykiss),
ananid (Sparus aurata), Uaanas (Carassius
auratus) azilan Tench (Tinca Tinca) (El-Beltagy et
al., 2004; Hidalgo et al., 1999; Furne et QI., 2005;
Hidalgo et al., 1999) AnuanNIIANHNaziiule
dueulnillsAeaaiuimninnuluaniasiidun
‘mLLZ\“’W"Nﬂf]ﬂluﬂ‘ﬁ/ﬂqvﬂﬂﬂﬂ’]ﬁ’]?ﬁLLﬁlﬂﬁi’]\iﬁu
Tmm@u%mﬂﬂéﬁu sLuﬂavawvmmﬂmqvmumw
IusﬂuMQuLL?ﬂﬂJ@Qﬂﬁi‘ﬂ@ﬂ&@ﬂﬂtﬂimwﬁ\‘iLﬂuL‘ﬂu
lasinguazdnnllshiea Tmmumwmmmiaim‘
mmﬂmm@iummamm@ﬂumma”wL‘ﬂuﬂm
(Natalia et al., 2004) mumm@mmummmu%m’
TﬂmL@Mummmmuimmlmmq mﬂumq
(serlne protease 178 alkaline protease) Eﬁ\‘ifaﬂu
Ta9iiad 9 — 10 L@uiﬁnm“luﬂ@uuﬂumu@nmwm
vislTu uae Taluvisedu Sﬁqummmmm@mqmﬂu
@mn’qu camivorous Way omnlvorou§ (Natalia et
al., 2004) ngu alkaline protease HazwwIlAnIN
Tuanlddausunazdautlananinninedanzau
uaniilaanaduizeesaisuiazdiuuaznig
Wagulasiier ud tasuaufaunsoiiuase
srAunniiananssuresaulnillsfiesldansos
Tdmziluauinvasilal aumniiiuazaanes
n3lfenuns (Alarcon etal, 1997)
fanssnzesieuladlaa  Nadnaans
nzne anlddausiu uazanlddanany Negangn

UAUNEAT 48 AUUf 3: 615-622 (2563)./doi:10.14456/kaj.2020.57.

Fiiea 12, 12, 12 ua 10 ausndi Tnenszinnzuas
alddaulanafidfianssnaaseuladlanlags
nsLLazan lddaufuad 1 fdad Ay n1eain
(P<0.05) Tpeinszmsnziazantddaulansailen
WNAL 1175.514£50.24 WAz 1249.20+55.30 HH
AP 37098917R8 A1 LA @ uAULA L AL RANwiy
868.45+30.20 LAy 843.86+27.18 Unit/mlg Protein
(Figure 1, Table 1) wulmilaulaiiindar |y
Tnaninauluan lddudaulun) seavaasiiiad
winzrenanssuveeulmilanls agesudng 7-7.5
TmﬂmuLﬂuﬂammmwmmmvmiﬂm‘u”[a‘wmmm
Saawnnadeusunig g thaadnliboslsly
uulummmmnmlummmLromm”memﬂ‘w
wultflaadnldsaaa s lameedn (De siva
and Anderson, 1995) HATENNTNIARBIWLIIN AL
TasiiaTlATansnreeulnllanlagesifior
10-12 enafinaNangangaInnimasesil dns
A AR A dNTugIaInFugen  uazan
nN3ANENT8Y Sheng et al. (2006) 31847143 NAnsN
revienlailaidalualdreslanfiagnuas
(Oreochromis niloticus X Oreochromis aureus) ’;m-‘ﬁ
seALNeT 6.0-0.0 BT NANIANEMAdILINA
Aanssurevieulallalalinnuuanseiunanis
AnEad Kiahan et al. (2009) G4 l@AnEnAansssLed
eulosflaila lulanliasuin 921 nfu wudn
Aanssnaeaeulodlalaintunanlddausuls
Andnluanlddauilany ‘
Aanssuaeaeultdesluiaanainainsu
nezinnz anlddauii uazanlddautlana drnge
NgaRfileT 10, 5, 7 WAz 4 MNAIAL Theuen
ﬂ“mi‘i‘il‘ﬂ@\'iL@WﬁN‘ﬂﬂNL@@Qx‘W@ﬂ (P< 0.05) HF1
Winfu 0.156+0.10 Unimg Protein $84a98NA8
nazng anlddausu anlddaudany HAndanssu
vaaeutdezlieg Wintu 0.1530.05, 0.092+0.02
ae 0.047+0.00 Unitmg Protein FNNAAL (Figure
1, Table 1) Az lAINBTAMNNEANTLNNFVIN
su@\‘u,@u”lfnﬁ@x”l,uL@mﬂumaﬂmqm”ﬁ'@uiw
dunsngauuazdieden  anvisianssnzediey
lafazluiaaazanadiiloin1stiuseAufLeT
(Moreau et al., 2001) #0MPABIALNNIANE 11
A L. schmitti waz faanausuun lnssavdeiuuas
IMufinds (Castro et al., 2012) AINNTANHINL



KHON KAEN AGR. J. 48 (3): 615-622 (2020)./doi:10.14456/ka}.2020.57.

|
=

navinewreaeuladarluiaagenga lusfy o
wAnm1aannIsAnE ludaiianinanssnees
eulafarlueaiirngaluanld (Sheng et al,
2006) Aanssnaaaeulavasluasaznyludng
m\'u herbivorous waz omnivorous tmenaulasl
amylase N@ﬁmmu rm_m‘ﬂu enterocyte WAL gut
microflora mmu%muvmmummm membrane

liked 114 brush border 3919 UsINTL gut flora

=
-
&
=

=
E

0.10

Protease specific activity
(Unit/mg Protein)
=
=
|
Lipase specific activity

—8— Liver —4— Stonmch —8— Anterior interine —— Posterior interfine

018

[»
-

WA,

gy

g
" LT
Cellulase specific activity™

Amylase specific activity
(Unit/mg Protein)
g

—8— Liver —#— Stomuch —8&— Anterior interine —&— Posterior intertine

619

L’ﬂuisﬂ:ﬂ‘ﬂwi&lLZ\]@‘QVV]’MI&’]%H@HTNL@TW@%@QLL‘ij\‘i
Tuﬂ@qﬂLﬂuuqmq@IuL@ﬂaﬂLL@ mm@‘lﬁumn@
memavl,ﬂ (Hidalgo et al., 1999; Halver and Hardy,
2002; De Silva and Anderson 1995) Mannangsu
*nmL@u"lfﬁu@vvl.mmmmeumwmmmwuﬁ
m@@@mmmﬂuﬂimmuﬁwL‘wmu‘lmmqmu
WIagRIonnaduil (De Silva and Anderson,
1995:; Gaxiola et al., 2005)

1500

1100

900

600

(Unit/mg Protein)

300

—8— Liver —&— Stomuch —8— Anferior interine —s— Posterior intertine

0030

PUAVA

NSO AN
\7 [SRAVN
S,

oo T T T T T T d

0020

0015

(Unit/mg Protein)

0010

0005

0 2 4 6 3 10 12 14
pH

—&— Liver —4—Stomuch —&— Anterior interine —#— Posterior intertine

Figure 1 The protease specific activity (a), lipase specific activity (b), amylase specific activity (c)
and cellulase specific activity (d) in digestive tract of striped catfish (Pangasianodon hy-

pophthalmus) at various pH 2-12
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Table 1 The protease specific activity, lipase specific activity, amylase specific activity and cellu-
lase specific activity in digestive tract of striped catfish (Pangasianodon hypophthalmus)
at optimum pH. Values are shown as mean * standard deviation (SD) of triplicates of crude
extracts obtained from four organs; different superscript letters (in columns) denote statis-
tical difference (P <0.05)

Enzyme activi (specific activity)

Digestive organs

Protease

U/mg Protein

Amylase

U/mg Protein

Lipase

U/mg Protein

Cellulase

U/mg Protein

Liver 0.033+0.01° 0.156+0.10° 843.86+27.18° 0.026+0.01°
Stomach 0.200+0.01° 0.153+0.05% 1175.51+50.24° 0.02120.01°
Anterior intestine 0.295+0.02° 0.092+0.02 868.45+30.20° 0.010+0.00%
Posterior intestine 0.201+0.00° 0.047+0.00° 1249.20+55.30° 0.005+0.00°
P-value <0.001 0.012 0.003 0.008
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