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AR PT 10-35GT ¥1#ll, %+ Kinematica ®1 MEEWEZERKE
INTL S Z326K AR IR S O AL P R A N T 5 Tri- Table 1 Response surface factors and levels
ad BT 1AL, 26 E Labconoco 23 H] . GRS gt
1.3 KB ! 0 !
130 HPLEREC 2B Alavi 00 J70% B RS m%@fw4 10 3 %
(R LR FE B H 8 0 1E 2 %6 (0.33 g/mL) B £ 2 h JiiE (mmgi%%m ;1 éz ;
B, Z B E S 3 I IR S DR K T8
U T, 3 (20 °C) T A 24 b JE R DURRKE S 53 =0 WEEARS G
WP 25 B /K (0.1 g/mL) 1l 6 mol/L. NaOH 4 Table 2 Response surface design
T pH HE 11,076 25 CTFESHFE 2 h, KIRA ) TCwmE o Casein/HPI
YITE 6 000xg FES.L> 10 min, B35 W, FH 6 mol/L . U-g' (&)
HCL 95 pH HZ 4.5, I-7E 4 CF iR ATTIEE 1 30 ! 9:3
U PLEEE 6 000xg 8L 10 min 4385, SRJ5 4> . i : o
BT 28K R ORI pH (% 7.0, 3R KR A 9 ) 20 | .
T IME 4 CTefA &, 5 50 3 10:2
1.3.2  Casein-HPI & &G #10l#  Casein—HPI (1) 6 30 2 10:2
il 2% Yang SFMI0) J5 1k 4 6 22 S W (6% ) Fl 7 S0 2 9:3
HPI 3 (6% ) WL — & W TR 4, A TG 6 f 7 ; ” : .
SIBEPEIR A 40 CCAME T KBS0 — BEm ], 22 0 0 5 109
PS5 576 80 C R /KM 10 min, fii TG B 2K 15 LU 11 10 2 11:1
ZOb RN, EHBERAEBES R TE, JFT 4 CfF 12 30 2 10:2
- S5 13 30 2 10:2
133 Casein-HPI 5% ¥yl 45 2% P 600050 1 2 1 i » , o
1) WERAT LR EEEs, R s 20 R 03
Box—Behnken #1153, R H = K 2 = /K- 4 1 17 10 1 10:2

JOL TH] 43 M, B 98 HXt Casein—HPL & & 9 FL 101G
PE PR AT OR B ARBE R K R A2, R
KL 1,

2) WIRLE R T E B IR Design
Expert 8.0 #AFRAHLAE N, Q5% 2 FrR .

3) WML T 2% 7E Design—Expert 3K {f:th
PEREFLALIE M . P AP TR B R ABE K 8y
e M (S TR AR AR g 11 1), 81 kA7
LT HE ff A RSM ik I e p T 25 Ak 1
S A58 Casein—-HPI & & ¥ &AL n0 £ T
2o

4) M LTEEIE %R T2 H % Ca-
sein—HPI & &4, M5 FeFLAL TG P P A v fr /i
FMEE R KR IF 5 AR i LS X
WA 024 R 5 45 40— B 5
P,

1.3.4  FLALWE MM E & 5 FLAk IS R R 2L
(EAD) W %E 2 08 Jiang S50 L F R VR B 2.,
6 mL i A 2.5 mg/mL & (G S 3 mL
KRG UAH sk zL ik, Jf Y B #s 2
10 000 r/min I 1 min, RJ5 W H 30 L 2L
AZE 3mL SDS(1 L)W+, T K 500 nm At
W, MRAEC (1) 115 EAL

oy 2XTXAXD
EAlI(m%g)= CxDx10° (1)
LH T log 5 In A9 & 5% %0, In10 =

2.303 ;A —Fii BE I FLIR WG B s D— R A 5L
(100) ; C——%F H I Wi = R B (2.5 mg/mL);
O——il AR 5 (1/3) .

1.3.5  BEMCHF KRR E K 0 258 R 9 I (GDL)
AR LA 0.2 g/g 8 15T A LG9 78 S0 2 Casein—HPI
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(60 mg/mL) 1,40 CHET 3 h, B BE I RE o 5%
B2 4 CTHRE 24 h, BERFEK RN 2 S 1 Tang
SO T B I RSB WL, BEERE i LA 2 000xg B30
15 min, ARG (2) 80 13 8 e P ) K 2 1T B4R K
K(WHC)

W@Kx%o:Q%;KLxum 2)
=M, 0 T A 58 IS T (g) s M

B0 JE R BRAK A B T (2) .
1.3.6 PLEMMBERNME EHWhiE bkt
ABTS 2100 58 , HAKRZ: B8 Jiang 207K )5 ¥ | Hiff 82
N AWK G 5 3BT 2 A WP AL R ) Y LU AE
4 7.4 mmol/L. ABTS ¥ W% 2.6 mmol/L 1 i iR
Bep, AR ER FEAFREZED 120, Rk
ABTS % W 5 mmol/L. pH 7.0 11 4 2 B 2% wh £6
KRR, HEFEW K 734 nm B AW EJE 34 3
0.7+0.02, M E N ¥ 1 mL & HEES I E] 2 mL
By ABTS Wb, & T UV 6 min J5 , 1B
AXAEWEAS 734 nm A0 78 A G RO R A s, DAZETH
K RS U6 R R WA A e BT fL LR
I AT .
%ﬁ%ﬂcﬁ%%’%(%)z%xloo (3)
P Ag—— KRG TG il 52 1 1 & 11 B 5

He 1 ;A——% TG [ 32 Bk ) 85 (1 RE & OGAE
A 25 6 BRI G AE

1.3.7 MAMEAFNE SR He S50 5 12, il
PRSI R T B BRI B, DAL A LR A
HIPRSME AL A AR T AR, B it
15 37 CKWE AT, 1 el i o W 10 g/L
M EHEFWR, I 2 mol/L R 2 H 17 pH A 2
2.0, BEE MWD IMAS EHBE (20 mg/g
pro) , IR MEHE 1 h, H 1 mol/L. NaOH ¥ 15 B V% 1
pH H % 7.5, LIZ 1E B IH AL B, 5 A B R 1 il
(20 mg/g pro) , I WEHE 2 h fEARIMNIAL 1,2,3h
I, 23 SR FE R, O AR 15919 =54
LIRVEV M 7 8 000xg T #5015 min, Y 4E
THR 8 B TG A e B AL = R A
= (4)THEHE L ARSI A

THAL R (%)=

]]\\/]i x100 (4)

X, Vg 28

i A i (mg) o
1.3.8 MM E S8 Ha 1M 5k, A
ELISA 5 2 FHRE S TH AR I 5 BB L K e
i B3 241580, %5 100 WL 3 BRI A B 804 45
SYEPUAR B LR, IR T (20~25 C) I 10
min , 8] 5 FL A AR 8] B L AR DT 7E oK 48 4
T3 W, A 250 L YE 28 vh il vk % , 8 vh ik
3, IMABERR ISP, NIRRT
10 min, {81 L WA I EE LRV S 1E
JEMA 100 wL S, % FREAEREE 10 min, ff
Y S B E A A L SE A 100 wL 26k
W T IRA, T UK 450 nm AL 6 . R
P bn o 2 TR S e s
1.3.9  THOWZEFIWLEE K 25 PR ol i 4 ab 2 B
e AT R MEEAE 5 KV RLE & R gL
TOEEH
1.4 H#ELIE

K SPSS 26.0 #4748 1341, 1 Duncan
Z IR (P < 0.05) HEAT 5 m 22501, S5 3R LA
O AR E 22 (v ) " EoN i OriginPro 2018
AT,

LB N & # (mg) 5N »

2 ZERE5HH

HR A B R 3R S e 45 R, SRR (10,30,50
Ulg) . ZZHEIHE] (1,2,3 h) Casein/HPI [ i & H
(11:1,10:2,9:3) 347 e )i T3 56
2.1 MR EE L Casein—-HPI E & W # &
2.1.1 Box—Behnken #6455 ARIE RIS
R EANRIEGTE  SCHEET ] & Casein/HPI Jit i H 2%
£ R il £ Casein-HP1 & &%, I & HFL L6
PE BE RS K S b B A R O B e S5 IR Nk 3
7N o
2.1.2 HZAEEX Casein—HPI & & 9 FL 4L i M 1
20 Design—Expert #A4%F [n] 19 45 #Y 3 17 J7
22571 (ANOVA) S5 SRR U] T £ A48 7 1Y 31 20
DL R A i Z [ A BAEF, angk 4 in . B
F=58.31,P=0.0001<0.05, 2= 5+ . & , & B 7 f£ ] fig
AT I T8 5 20 0.01% A9 5 5 5L Prat R AT 2
5o BRBUERY R?=0.964 , 15t BH AR 75 T3 00 1 1138 50 1L
A B Casein—HPT FLAK 16 1 5 KAl 2 ]
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o R 2023 455 7 Hl

R A7 R 5 22 0 B 85 2R R, — I X,
Xo, X5, B8 HIGX Xy MR I X2 X FLAL T 1 A 52
M S 25 o [0S A A5 0 A [0 7 A

Y=1.26X,+0.4406X,-0.3577X5-0.4186X,X,—
1.04X*+8.41

x3 MEEXEER

Table 3 Results of the response surface experiment

5 FLAE M /m? g B R H K E % FRACEAR G F /%
1 5.12+0.16 74.42 +0.87 8423 £2.25
2 8.56 +0.01 77.02 + 1.47 78.31 £ 1.32
3 6.69 + 0.06 76.27 +1.42 83.92 +1.17
4 8.46 + 0.03 77.87 £ 1.80 73.28 £1.13
5 6.57 +0.08 75.60 +2.24 85.31+1.28
6 8.93 +0.01 80.39 + 0.92 76.51 +2.16
7 6.06 +0.15 73.80 +2.84 89.66 + 0.84
8 8.58 +0.04 74.32 +0.84 81.59 £ 0.61
9 8.18 +0.04 78.07 + 1.84 78.53 +2.44
10 9.47 +0.03 79.13 £ 1.21 77.29 £ 0.13
11 7.44 +0.05 75.76 £ 1.47 82.51 +1.40
12 8.20+£0.04 73.79 £2.39 80.33 £ 0.67
13 8.62 +0.09 78.65 + 1.28 81.35+1.42
14 8.62+0.22 79.06 = 1.96 82.93 £ 0.45
15 8.67 +0.23 78.07 +2.84 81.28 +4.44
16 8.24+0.13 78.41 +3.07 82.54 +0.87
17 8.20 £ 0.06 78.04 £ 1.97 81.68 £ 1.66
x4 FAFEERNMEEEBNGER
Table 4 Model fitting for EAI
&R 7 A= B WAL B % FAa P1a
el 20.56 5 4.11 58.31 < 0.0001**
X, 12.74 1 12.74 180.68 < 0.0001%*
X, 1.55 1 1.55 22.03 0.0007%%*
X, 1.02 1 1.02 14.52 0.0029%*%*
XX, 0.7010 1 0.7010 9.94 0.0092%*
XX, - - - - -
XX - - - - -
X7 4.54 1 4.54 64.37 < 0.0001%*
X7 - - - - -
X7 - - - - -
EPS 0.7757 1 0.0705 - -
K IR 0.5599 7 0.800 1.48 0.3695
R’ E 0.2158 4 0.0540 - -
i 21.34 16 - - -

Tk RREFLE 0.01<P<0.05; % Fom 2T P<0.01 ;- 8 1% L X R 78 & 3 51, P>0.05.,

e 1 pras, B8 TG FAES 3 K, Casein—HPI
SE LA TS R a3 K5 /N TG il 58 1 2% 55
Casein—HPI B /K ¥ESEH] , JFAEARBETS 2574 T ik
FUZEARNE RO AL, 8 1 LA TG P A T 4
IR A 26T SIS RO #Ae | SR Tl il 05 448 252004 K, i

JEE S S BOH R R AN A BAE B AT, i
FEFLARTE PEFRE AP, SR T I i 4 7 52 K Ik (1) 44 L
i A s AR 1 b B RE TGt TG R 7L
P P S 1 00 DR AR B, 158 ) R ) 52 1 2%
T, I BRI AR 2R TG
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BTG o T3 A, B AS B s [R] A8 4E K | Casein—HPI & 15
P FLACTE P 3G R He, T I208 S Bl 4 5 1 R
AR, JLH Y TG BB A 50 Ulg B, Ca-
sein—HPT & 45 4 1 LA 175 P Bl Ak $HL IR 1] 42 < 3 AC

(a) BT Ab B[]
X LA T Y 52

(b) 815 Casein/HPI B Lt
X FL AR P 1 52 e

Jo i AR A, AT RE R K R A e S SRR SR R
N7 38 I ARLRN T A5 A I ) S kA B BT 1 AT
B K HPL #£ 2 & ) B BE L 2 B AKX Casein—HPI
Y FLAL T 1

15 1.0
07wt
\@ 2
\/\E‘ﬁe’“\l\x

2,

5 25
B3 1.0 3.0 e
Treatmﬁzfﬂﬁfﬁi/ %QX )
cnt G # 00
’heﬂ, N\‘X‘% ;O

(e)Ab B 8] | Casein/HPI Bt Lk
XFZL AL PE 1Y 52 e

1 AEBZEX Casein—-HPI £ & ¥ 2L 4L i 14 5 I 59 I B2 1/ % 5 2 B
Fig.1 The response surface and contour for the effect of emulsifying activity index (EAI)

of casein—HPI complex between different independent variables

2.13 HZ5 % Casein—HPI & & ¥ ¥t G A4k P15
BRI 3R 5 s BB F=76.13, P=
0.0001<0.05, 2= 5 . 2% , R W T R T BEH T M +
T 0.01% MR 5 LIRERA 2SS, RER
A R?=0.9786 , i, FH AR Y (1%) T {F A1k 56 (B 40 5
1, T Casein—HPI & & YT £ 4L M 4 88 e K

HAIE o B B Ty 22 0 M /T LA, —
WKL X, X0, X5, 22 BT X X, R R I X 2, X2 X4t
SEALPE DR B AR AR 2 1A A A5 3 i [l )9
TN
Y,=-0.0418X,-0.0109X,+0.0206X5-0.0118X,
X,+0.0082X*-0.0287X *+0.8217

x5 MEAERBERNMEEEMYUSER

Table 5 Model fitting for antioxidant retention rate

* B 5 Ao L : 5 FAL P
B 0.023 6 0.0037 76.13 <0.0001%*
X, 0.0140 1 0.0140 285.79 <0.0001%*
X, 0.0010 1 0.0010 19.54 0.0013%*
X, 0.0034 1 0.0034 69.29 <0.0001%*
XX, 0.0006 1 0.0006 11.38 0.0071%*
XX, - - - - -
XX, - - - - -
X2 0.0003 1 0.0003 5.81 0.0367*
X2 0.0033 1 0.0033 66.92 <0.0001%*
X7 - - - - -
4 0.0005 10 0.0000 - -
% WA 0.0003 6 0.0000 0.8167 0.6081
RE 0.0002 0.0001 - -
BAo 0.0228 16 - - -

ok FRZEF B ,0.01<P<0.05 %%, FoR 22 T, P<0.015—. o x4 mi i {8 JC & 3% % 01 , P>0.05
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W&l 2 fron |, BERETE 5 K, Casein—HPI &5 4)
PP EALPE IR R S R WIS BR Ak HE X
Casein—HPI & &9 0990 £ AL EA I HRIERT . A4
Tk 56 45 A | BTG 4 KA 45 Casein—HPI 22 B J& 34
K, & E BRI A2 BOE 2 B i AR R
A7 S SR, B K HPL EE & B H i EC e

retention rate/%

P ML R B R
Antioxidant activity
retention rate/%

BRI HE
Antioxidant activity

() B A BRI 8]
XA AL DR B 25 1 52 )

2 AEBZEE3 Casein-HPI EAMRMENERBEEXWNMEEESLE

Fig.2 The response surface and contour for the effect of antioxidant retention rate of casein—HPI complex

(b) i1 Casein/HPI fic Ht
X A AL PE LR B R 5 )

REAT AR = Casein—HPI BT AL PR 57 5%, 5]
2b iR, HA WG SE R N HPL S 885 A &
FIZCERERRAL, 5 A R ERRAL, A 80ml T
P AL A AR, DT A5 AR BB ARk T R

HES N

. 090
¥ IR
= 2508
Si%
e

= 3
222 075
&S 2
2EZE 070

-

3.0 ©
% S ;0 158 : %38\
Ty gy, 25 34 1_01 5%*23@%@
01617[ 11'7/5,7 ﬁ%é N
e, @é s?"\o
G;*\%%e

(c) b B [A] | Casein/HPI fit b
XA AL PE R B R 5 )

between different independent variables

2.1.4 AR Casein—HPI & & ¥ 5 e 35 Kk %
M5 gk 6 fros, [l ARy 22 50 M (ANO-
VA)F=23.47,P=0.0001<0.05, % 57 & % |, F ] 7 &
ARE T M T30 2 2 0.01% M1 3R 15 S b2

H2E5, RBUER R*=0.9591, it W AU () 151 00 (K

F G0 (B 4 & B 5, I Casein—HPI 1% 5 7K %
e RAE S . RE BT 22 0 s Rl LUR
L, —RI X, X, S E I X X, XX AR X2
X2, X2 X IR K R s S 2 [l U3 43 B 45 )
SOIEVEYFpo R

x6 BERFAKENMEEEBLSER
Table 6 Model fitting for WHC of gel

&R T 75 Fm B WL ¥ 7 F i P1a

A 0.0065 8 0.0008 23.47 < 0.0001%**
X, 0.0011 1 0.0011 32.72 0.0004#*
X, 0.0000 1 0.0000 1.15 0.3148
X; 0.0030 1 0.0030 87.22 < 0.0001%*%*

XX, 0.0005 1 0.0005 13.26 0.0066*

XX, - - - - -

XX, 0.0002 1 0.0002 6.67 0.0325*
X2 0.0008 1 0.0008 2242 0.0015**
X7 0.0002 1 0.0002 5.89 0.0414*
X7 0.0005 1 0.0005 13.88 0.0058**

& 0.0003 8 0.0000 - -

& IR 0.0002 4 0.0001 2.80 0.1717
R’ E 0.0001 4 0.0000 - -
B Ao 0.0068 16 - - -

IE o FRZ T 0.01<P<0.05; %%, R 22 M, P<0.01 ;- /- 1% 20 0 i I (15 6t 25 S 1, P>0.05
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Y;=0.0119X, +0.0022X, -0.0194X; -0.0107X,
X3-0.0076X,X5-0.0136X ~0.0069X,*~0.0107X;*+
0.7845

M E 3 i~ , Casein—HPI BE i 15 /K KB TG
it I 1% 1 T v R A I S (] ) B 2 5 BT R RE
M, TG B A2k RE S 5 8 1 BEROE U0 1Y
H P28 2540 A ) T8I b DR B T 20K 4y, XA
TE Tl 1% FN A2 3R B 18] 34 K 9 W) 4R B Bt Casein—HPI
SE VB AR K AL T, T 4K 2 1 DTl T S

Bk
Bk %

() BT A BHI 1]
X B A 7K R 1 5 )

B3 AE

(b) 7 Casein/HPI B e
XeF5E B 5 7K S5 1) 5 i

T2 Casein-HPI E &R BFHKEZ MMM ESS % E
Fig.3 The response surface and contour for the effect of WHC of casein-HPI complex

KA r ], ik B 22 Bk 530 Casein—HPI 57K 4>+
(R 285 45 7 08D | B I 4 K 36T B2, N &l 3¢ i
N BEEE AT HPI L EL3E K, Casein—-HPI & &
YIBERE )RR R B 2 AL, 2 T HPI 3% &E &
P ST B R AR T B A B s 11 D 2% 25 4y | 3
T A5k fE T FRAK . HPT &5 538 K S 208 I 47
KT [ R A BT A R R B, TR
HPI 7E {5 B 1% 4514 T 4T 526 90 10 38 A7 76 T iR Y
miRe S .

0.82
& 0.80
*’Q T 078
ﬁ»é = 076
(&)
®E 074
=
0.72
10 o
15 o
30 35 SIS
520 25"
» 15 1030 %%
Ak /%fa‘%& \Qg\
Trealmem time/h N &® x\?’z}‘* o

(¢) bt ] Casein/HPI ft b
K8 T 45 7K R A 52

between different independent variables

2,15 ‘BT U I E . disdlk
PEORBA 8 BEICHF K S N 1:1:1, 4 RSM
T, Casein—HPI fiz It 28 B¢ 55 1444 TG il g 1 1
31.90, 2K} E] 4 2.06 h,Casein/HPI Jii & N

10.51:1.49,, et T. 2545 Casein—-HPI Z &4,
XF L S PR R 5 WOE, &5 SR an 2 7 Frow 4 A
FRAFT T O 22 357 /N T 5% , T L W) S T 325 16 Ak 45 31 1)
AR T 285 T4,

x7 BRI Z£M4H%EM Casein-HPI £ & L FRE 5 TN E b

Table 7 Comparison of optimal processing Casein—HPI response value and prediction value

LA E M /m? g TR G E/% BN H K E %
T AL 8.72 80.70 79.30
5 R AL 8.88 +0.08 83.12 +0.90 79.96 = 1.02
82 3% £ 1% 1.83 3.00 0.83

2.2 {RAMEWE
HERARIME LR R T 8 S BE e K
fif I BE 7, T ) T A 22 2 1R R e i, TR
I T A I AR 0 g ) SR A B A L AR
BATZ =, B 4 8o 7 REH HPLL
Casein—HPI & & ¥ (AU TG B ) UL M e i T2

Tl 4 19 Casein—HPL & & 9 & 7 11 1k i 2 v i
RBEHCM LR o 4 A FURE S S 7s HR AR AL % R ik
Rtk LT Ak B A b B AR B B (0~1 h)
F 8 AL TR B BE(1~2 h) . W7EH AL 2~3 h
P, BT R FRE i 118 SRR R 42 32 457 84 1B . He
SR T AL S e, R BLROR B E AW
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asein-HPIR G311
80 |- — Casein-HPIEL {1

Hitit V224

A REHOR
Nitrogen release/%

0 | 2 E
T AR 1]
Digestion time/h
& 4 =R . HPI Casein-HPIE&
Casein—-HPI| £ & #1594 5b i 1k & %8 i #h &%

Fig.4  Protein digestion curves of casein, HPI,

Casein—HPI mixture, Casein-HPI complex in vitro

W%ﬁmkﬁ$%L@QMF¢&&ﬂﬁm
e, £ HHEAB B, B8 A HPL ) Casein—
Hm@ Yyl BRI IE AR . B T AR
ZiE, bR 3 RN AR R I AR S K 1> Ca-
mem@ Y >HPT (AL, 1 22 8K J5 A9 Ca-
sein-HPI Z & W7 B H L 1 h J5IH LR B # %
K. BERRAE R E E AR A Z— 78 TG i
V5 T 54 S e ik 5L L i 22 R B R I
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Optimization of Casein—Hempseed Protein Complex Preparation Technology
and Its Digestibility, Allergenicity

Wang Danfeng', Xue Shuyuan®, Zhou Xuefu', Zhong Yu', Zheng Yuanrong’, Deng Yun"
(“‘School of Agriculture and Biology, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 201100
ZInner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010018
State Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology, Shanghai Engineering Research Center of Dairy Biotechnology,
Dairy Research Institute , Bright Dairy & Food Co., Lid., Shanghai 200436)

Abstract The preparation conditions including transaminase (TGase) activity, treatment time and casein/ hemp protein
isolate (HPI) ratios were optimized through response surface methodology (RSM). The in wvitro digestibility, allergenicity
and microstructure of the optimal complex were determined. The optimal cross—linking conditions were as follows: TGase
activity was 31.90 U/g, treatment time was 2.06 h, and casein/HPI ratio was 10.51:1.49. In this case, casein—HPl com-
plex showed enhanced resistance to digestive enzymes and lower allergenicity before digestion or mild hydrolysis. In addi-
tion, TGase cross—linking changed the microscopic morphology of the protein, confirming the interaction between casein
and HPL

Keywords casein; hempseed protein; digestibility; allergenicity



