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Abstract

[ Objective | To study the inhibition effect of 3 ,5-dihydroxytoluene ( DHT) and L-camosine on tyrosinase activity. [ Method] The

effects of 3,5-dihydroxytoluene and L-camosine on the activity of tyrosinase extracted from fresh snow pear were analyzed with catechol as sub-

strate. [ Result] Both 3,5-dihydroxytoluene and L-camosine had certain inhibition effect on tyrosinase activity. [ Conclusion] The inhibition

effect of L-camosine on tyrosinase activity was stronger than that of 3 ,5-dihydroxytoluene.
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Table 6 Physical and chemical properties of the three matrices in different periods
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Fig.4 Comparison of cadmium content in the three matrices
during different periods
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