XA LR

Bl 2018, Vol.39, No.05

i

113

G EFCH IR AU RAAE iR L S 0 g

:‘EEE-IFEE EH;L,\$D*, *m”[ﬁ]%; :‘Emﬁ%’ _E'% Iﬁg’ %?{E

CREFDE R 2SR SRRz 2be, RETRMEMBORE LLRE, RE 300134)

i % DI SE ORI R, SRR N SR O SRR S A 1 R S . 7R R R R
A7) (0.1~~900.0 MPa) AbFRSRAZ, i & A UR2 2 A h AV YE R s 26 0F, I DASRZ B8 1 S50 R T Dk 2l R
NI RE e SR IR B . A5 EOR, ££200.0 MPa N R E AL 30 min, AR FIMCEAREE; MEIKTE
F500.0 MPait}, T 5| M-8 A R9APE: 24K I7E600.0 MPal, HF-8 B R B &N . KR 4£200.0 MPa T
ARFE30 min/5, FH600.0 MPasb#30 min, R IS R K F-80% . [RIk, iy He Ah 3 AT 93 a4 1 350 i
KA A SR ARG A 1 AR, BRSNS T R

KB FIRER; B SE T BEEA T R Sk

Combination of Protein Solubilization and Denaturation under High Hydrostatic Pressure to
Reduce the Allergenicity of Shelled Shrimp

WANG Xingxuan, HU Zhihe*, LIU Lanyu, WANG Lijuan, XUE Lu, WU Zijian
(Tianjin Key Laboratory of Food Biotechnology, College of Biotechnology and Food Science,

Tianjin University of Commerce, Tianjin =~ 300134, China)

Abstract: The objective of this work was to reduce the allergenicity of Pacific white shrimp meat by combination of protein
solubilization and denaturation induced by high hydrostatic pressure (HHP) treatment. The shelled shrimp was treated at
different pressures (0.1-900.0 MPa), and the suitable conditions for protein solubilization and denaturation were determined.
The results showed that pressurization at 200.0 MPa for 30 min was beneficial to the solublization of shrimp protein;
at pressures = 500.0 MPa, protein denaturation occurred; the minimum allergenicity of shelled shrimp was obtained at
600.0 MPa pressure. The allergenicity was reduced by over 80% after sequential treatment for 30 min at 200.0 MPa,
followed by another 30 min at 600.0 MPa. Therefore, the allergenicity of shelled shrimp can be reduced by HHP treatment,
and the effect can be enhanced by combination of protein solubilization and denaturation at the appropriate pressure.
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W . PefiasZE""?17E200 MPa #1300 MPaZkf R 4b 3 K
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A RS ER 2 N EE SR (Mald 1. Mald3) &
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MEEXER  RETEFEK 1.

Pl R 3E B X UR R UL EK B g R 9% Bk R A
(immunoglobulin, Ig) GHiik. BHAR L H 1k ¥ B
(horseradish peroxidase, HRP) #ric (£ HT RIgGHLik

AP NIgEPifR  2[E Sigma/A@]; Page Ruler Prestained
Protein Laddertr#fEfEH  FEEThermoA F]; FEARR
Z[H Corning Costar A 7] ;  HAhAL 57138 7 b4l
12 AR5 wRE

UV-21005 50000 Rilg o e M A IR
AF]; HPP.L2-1000/1 3 m L 8% HRFAHREN L
REARGRAR: 3-18KBE.LHL  EESigmald 7l;
SpectraMax 1904 fgbR 73 T 36 [ B4 TAER A R
A#]; UNIVERSAL HOOD I %tz vk g i EE
Bio-Rad/~ #]; 24DNAHLJKk# . DYY-8CHY R Ik X
AN —AUE) 7 FD2W% A FENL dbatid e B st
BAUE AR AR UDKIS9OA HhdLICERM  BRF
VELPA ]

1.3 Hi&
13,1 EMTREE s R AL

VR 28 OIS e, E3ky R RRARBZR, i
BRUR . FRFEHRT AN FLem® 13 BT R 4T HL AL, BRI
B, HIM 5 R 500.9% NaClIE R B i & HL 1 4R &,
SRJG R CIRAS s B . R FH R v TR 8 6 A B O 2
BRSNS . TESE#RA TN IR 2 lR, KRR NE
iR, K JTEEN0.1~900.0 MPa, K A] 910~50 min.
132w RACEEEME A R B Rk B A s e

Vg Kb B R AT AR U, VA RTE4 000 r/min
ZAF T ES0015 min,  HUS0 mL b3 Ok WA H A 1 B R
FE: BB SR AT g @AMV R EE A AR A
HEEWE. FHREARERE, HHEAOSE. REEA
FEYEHGB 5009.5—2010 (& iz 4 E Kbk &
HAFKINEY PR ZIENE .
1.3.3 AL B R R M AR B R B
Vil

AFEF (0.1~900.0 MPa) 4bFE30 minfg, FFiF -
I, %4 C. 4000 t/min 0015 min, _EiERZLEN
(B> THE3500Da) « HTEREHEHEA.

UM B B 4 255 2R 4V iR AT 8
Mo B EEAFE (0.1~900.0 MPa) J5 M= 2)%, &
LR A mL AR B K BE, BIRRE TUK B5 min/s
TN FHARFRA R (—20 CHIAERD » R,
B T0 C%AM N30 min, JARNEAIEK, T4 000 r/min.
4 CE0 15 min, WCETTIEY) . 4 UTTE Y B IR T R
BiF. JRA, 14 °C. 4000 r/minZ&fF N 0015 min, ¥
DU R B IR AR B AR KT, SRR A AR .
PSR 5 476 0.5 mmol/L B ZFHE ¥ 1 mol/L KCl
HEEH 1210 Cm/V) BB A BT, 4 C.
4 000 r/min 030 min, B FIEW, JUREY FH R %
1:10 Cm/V) h#E4 h, S0BC BB, KPR L
HIFREN (BB S THRE3S500Da) , HEMEAGT
R, RIS E A

SR FH e e TR - 5 TR T g B I FLUK. (sodium
dodecyl sulfate-polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis, SDS-
PAGE) S #TEE M. Bk 1599 5K, 5%
WA, AR EIRES mg/mL, _FAEE10 uL.

I FH 8 sz K UG AX A BT FELUK R s B AL Quaantity
OnefAF o HT 8 A B B 40 F TR & 5 A o
1.3.4 SR R

MEFE AR T 12 MR BUERE, 2 5RE ILRE
R A BN R EERE . Wb i R e B A R
KA — NREERE SRR KR e . M5 7 A
NT 5, 54 HRA20~23 £T N, 35~40 £4 N\,
52 %1 No iR S W o uR 0t f, SR Rk ORI S
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5, HAZE R T RYEE 128 “++7, ¥
B BFH ISR G 54, K20 44k BON I i
CRERDN R RERE) , ME NV Frf s+
i BT —80 CUKFH AT
1.3.5  IELISAEA I & e ab 28 5 0 8 1 s B EE A
gt

MAS[F] At A 3 B 3R BUE B, 20 3 bt
JRLERE A B TgGPUR . SRRk S A i v —4t, B
AL HR IR A AP R E B 1 o SR P T Pl TG A g
WY B 5E  Cindirect enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay
TELISA) J5AS IR~ f S, st hiik S hulass &
B R, FoRBUBPER B . BB T .

W v e Ak B R AT Y B SRR I BV B A A
pH 9.6/1Na,CO,/NaHCO,%% i i ic 1] i 5T &2k N
0.5 mg/mL &M, 18] B br AR &2 FL MDA 100 pL,
4 CTFEH26 h. FHPUSEMBER, HHBEER S iE%
M (phosphate buffered saline with Tween 20, PBST)
(1 000 mL pH 7.4/ & 3 28 p1 & 1 mLih#20)
etR, MFEEALMAE MR (FRE 1%
3% A& A MPBST) 200 uL, 37 C F{#£#E2.5 ho
FEEBMW, FAPBSTHiM, 4+ . HLIMAL00 pL
U ORIk BCR 2 S H H w1160 (VYD
P BE, RPURE L AU SR IVLER B A 1gGhu ik A 3 1A i)
1:750 (VIV) Fak) , 37 CFWE2h, FEEATW
&, FAPBSTYeH . HFLIN100 pL —HTiFH (HRPHRIC
(26 50 NIEBUIA & A1 1: 800 (V/V) ke, HRPFx
CEPRIgGPUMR A E HH1:1 000 (V/V) Tk ,
37 CFIEEL he 7L WAk, FAPBSTHAMR, 4
TFo BALIMAL00 pLABZK LR (0.1 mol/LFT 15 IR
4.86 mL. 0.2 mol/L Na,HPO, 5.14 mL. 4 mg4l7K .
3% H,0, 50 uL) , 37 ‘CFHDEEELS min, SRERALN
50 pL 2 mol/L H,SO, 2% 1FR . FABEARXTE492 nmi K Ak
WE HHCZE P (ODyoy ) « A SEHES AN FAT

£ 95 75 By AR AR T B PR S Bpk GRS A 3R B R
B & ERRIURE-PUAEEY), 5 PR
I, R, R RGN E FOR R R . e
FEAE TT DA et P SR NP 45 & I FR B o O B 1 B0
PRI SR 4 R N Uk B

i — Y 492 nm

?%M%ﬂ%:Xiqugﬁﬁﬂﬁi;fOD
1.3.6 i N EEE SRS G T R SO

BB H B G ER T, 7200 MPa'% iif {7 530 min
46 R AT AL EE . AR5 7E600 MPa % iif £ i A [ i [H]
(10~30 min) A T AT m AR, Kl AR IR AL 3 )5
M= B AR
1.4 HdEabr

FT AT S0 K095 K FHSPSS 16.048 i 80 br, 5.3

X100

A HT R R R T Z T ik, SEisE R xR
7, BEZRHIEFR] 4 Origin 8 AExcel 2007 .

2 ZRES

2.1 e A [RDGR AR R H E  RR

B H S E UM, EEEF300.0 MPaJt ) T 5351
310, 204 30, 40, 50 min, 3T HL K E LR AL
HEBEHRHEAR S E, SR0OELTR.

301
5k . b
20}
15F
10F

HAREGE (mg/g)

(=2
T

10 20 30 40 50
I 7] /min

RENGF R E RS (P<005) . FR.
1 F&. 300.0 MPaZgsf: T AR RRER [R5 0 R B AR
Fig. 1  Effect of treatment time at 300.0 MPa and at room temperature

on protein solubilization

EH T LRT RN, AN [ £ He BF T A 38 AR B 2 1 i Hh =
YWHEENEZER (P<005) . fEERE. 3000MPal, {fRE
I ZE10~30 minfy, BEE ORI T REK, B B H
B, SRR A 30 minkf, EARBHERS, N
25.69 mg/g; {E30~50 mint Bl P, BEE {R A A 4E
HE ARG L EIRH G, HIZ %0 R R AT A 2R
HERFIAIRER:, MM 2R AR A2 M SRR A,
22 R JXFEME AR T R R R R R

T, FAARES (0.1~900.0 MPa) AbFRER,
30 min, WMARTE R AR AR S RIS R E2 TR

R AL B AR R AR A R, SR T &
FFA RS S T AIRA (0.1 MPa) ; 4k /T
200.0 MPalt), B 748w, WHEAZEHIEE: 4
J£ 71K T200.0 MPaltf, Bl /736K, & H % S
Fefik CEI2) o fESRERRI R /JTEE N, 200.0 MPaltf 2
W ERS, H37.9 mg/g. BAh, SRR R
F 5 & 5 7E£200.0 MPaltf & ik, ~146.1 mg/g: K,
200.0 MPaff b HR 26 A FI T 8 E A H . LR R AT R
FE RN 4 K F17E200.0 MPalt, & A 5 A PE 3 Y R 5
Wz, EOARKAIEHSER, SRS RIS,
B AE T E  Hs  BEE E 4k Sk
(300.0~900.0 MPa) , B85 (¥ H = BE 386 K ek
No WEERIE S SEEARBR RSN, Ko TEA
REWMBE, BUKMASHM _mERE, mAaEAERA
IR,
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SSSSSSSSSS . A5
SS§SSFSIERES 261D i

& /3/MPa
Z 10B g
z ol AT HERN: BAR12S (EE M HE A: MAbsES TREEN
= f s LA 2~110 =R T, 701, 1000, 2000, 3000 4000,
® ek e de de bde peq N — ‘

& a c 5000, 6000+ 700.0. 800.0. 900.0 MPa /3 FALFE30 minffJiF =i i 8 1

g W3 REES T %G 0SDS-PAGE

{0 24 Fig.3  SDS-PAGE analysis of protein solubilization after treatment at
g 0 different pressures for 30 min at room temperature
K

A SR EA SR B EARERE.
2 FRTFAREH B30 mindHiE{ - #5& 05 H BN
Fig.2  Effect of pressure at room temperature for 30 min on

protein solubilization

23 AFEA FEME R AR 5 7 TR A
AN]R8 B o 2 ARG = AR s, TS B0
Ry TR AR, Hrp AR R . A F R 7 4b
FRURA=, ¥ FISDS-PAGESS B WL IEI3,  H ik B2 bt B
WKBUGACI T o TR E A, ERNKL. SREH,
X RRZHAR - AL 26 R (A BIA H, HEM IR E (RS
—. A@mELE)E, KJ18100.0 MPalf, &H 5
FJiiE4106.7 kDalf) 85 F Bt #£200.0~300.0 MPa
EAOMEEET, WCREEAME -2, A2 M
A (106.7 kDafil191 kDa) #A M, JEHAET
400.0 MPaltf, 43Tl &L 106 kDalt)5 i H & A &
th: %Ik J774500.0 MPaltf, H14 MEEEARH: 4
& 717£.600.0~900.0 MPa 2 [H]I, ¥ & A FrRAHE, A
17 MR A ERIX IR, TR &
TEF FEAFUKSTERRAZN, SEGEAAEAR L,

A M 1 2 3 4 56 7 8 910 11

170 kDa—>~
130 kDa —>ws

95 kDa —w
72 kDa —=

55 kDa —>ue
43 kDa—>w
34 kDa—»

26 kDa— s

#1 ARFGTLENEHEOSFRESMH

Tablel Molecular weight distribution of proteins from shelled shrimp
treated at different pressures
kDa
s JRALJE /1MPa

0.1 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 800.0 900.0
191595 191.626 191.352
161.750 161.641 161378 161245 161.713
141359 141.889 141.532 141254 141359
113011 113751 113290 113.321 113.275
106.764 106.824
96.366  96.096 96.253  96.351 96251 96.106 96.066 96210 96234 96.122  96.321
87705 87518 87314 87436 87851 87169 87339
81468 81.806 81.899 81.899 81751 81468 81.722
72972 72966 72390 72095 72415 72124
67.150 67.002 67.280 67.280 67.002 67.901 67.087
60.857 60.744  60.907 60907 60412 60434
50612 50.612 50979 50979 50189 50.612
41756 47372 471756 47658 47655 47152
02427 42442 42303 42002 42165 42027 42143 42002 42442 42303 42.027
38.145 38276 38494 38408 38.623 38365 38.883 38753 38494 38494 38494
36.516  36.116 36160 36.635 36.635 36.860 36.726 36.875 36.635 36921 36.604
34582 34721 34522 34621 34708 34319
20921 29794 29921 29.177 29415 29917 29.077 29.077 29.049 29.165 29.040
21256 27351 27421 27365 27288 27611
20542 26588 26,660 26.216  26.890 26433
23542 23918 23376 23503 23.695 23.695
19866 19531 19476 19.642 19.698 19.754 19.866 19.922 19979 19.810 19.810
18.196 18145 18633 18547 18788 18.738 18.351 18403 18351 18247 18.196
17533 17654 17254 17611 17354 17259 17321 17425 17602 17501 17.364
16759 16173 16521 16241 16463 16.173
13012 13211 13214 13126 13312 13256 13364 13354 13301 13.031 13.011

Fiabh, MR R R & N 2 B 36 kDalf) R
IEREE ™, fERFE ) R . SR B ik st
PO Lk (EI3B) BT B, #£200.0 MPa &b 2
UM, WHE A 36 kDatk [ B g (E4) 5 X
&b oy e T DR A B SR T R AR



XA LR

m\.

E65o

2018, Vol.39, No.05 117

1=

JREWE/ (mg/mL)
2zoe s
-
2
Y —
) ——
o
i —T1
2 —r 1
— g
| o
-
-jm

4 FRREHTHEHEQRDSFHRER36 kDafh & &5 R 2RkE
Fig.4  Concentration of 36 kDa proteins from shelled shrimp treated

at different pressures

2.4 EEACEE UM SR HUR F R B B EAR A

241 EEACEEEME SRR B B AR A
0.35-jA —o— IR 450
L = ODugs i
0.30 ' 492 l40
. 0.25H =
§ 0.20+ €+30 ﬁ
g 0.5 0%
0.10F S
0.05} 110
0.00 0
FSSSSSSSSSS
§ SESS ¥R ERSS
AbFRJE J3/MPa
0351X%
0.30F
_ 025F d -
5§ 0.20H 5
o) i >
g oi1s £
0.10+
0.05}F
N S SSSSSssSss.
EF7SSSs85¢e888
= 4h3 [ F1/MPa
A GRATTMIIgGHUAAT I B BN 1 1L 4G 0 o
5  ARREMMeM TR CBSEHRES R
Fig.5  Effect of HHP treatment at different pressures on allergenicity

of shelled shrimp

FH PSS, s o] CARRARHR A= i e, ANH &
JEAF PSR R A REE R (P<0.05) .
JE/17£100.0~600.0 MPaf) G Bl P, BE 35 & 71 #0148
I, ik SHR L S OD g, B 2 I8N 25 J17E
600.0~900.0 MPaii [l A, Pk 5Pt 455 110D 05 am
b & 3 kT EE v, HOR A R TM B 1gG oA — Hidifk
(EI5A) FOH B g A —dipiik (ESB) frillgh R
ka4 —5. 7£600.0 MPa I BUBUE T I AR e dr, 5K
ARBE MR FE IR [ (ODyy, i N0.34) AHLL, A M
HEA—PURI, BEEHE R 1741.82% (EISB) 5 A%t
TMIIgGH—Hukaill, LR T44.15% (E5A)

eAh, PR R ) FUM S (ES5) S5EF S
BRAEASESNRHEASE (F2A) Zx R
RIL, 4 JI1E0.1~300.0 MPaii [l iy, H a5
Mo R E O S RIEMG, 5EHEASE ML
J£ #17£400.0~900.0 MPa 2 [f], HEUMH AL SR & A
5 B B RS, K, w AHERTE0.1~300.0 MPa
WGHA, MBS CEABHA R &£
400.0~900.0 MPayi Rl Y, S AR b S M B AR VA G

242 AN S A A R S B R
040 o JHkFE = ODipum 2
0351k j )
0.30 160 .

£ 025 120 &
g H40 =
S 020} 0%
S 0.5t p 4 71303
0.10- 20
0.05 10
0.00 L R ENRESVRENE iy}
F S Sss SSsSssss
FTSITSFSTELSS
= 4 EE T /3/MPa

H6 ARENAENEDREHBRELS #FEREkEt

Fig. 6 Allergenicity of 12.5-fold diluted proteins from shelled shrimp

treated at different pressures

i oA EE2mT 1, #74£0.1~300.0 MPasi Fl 4,
HEEHET N S EABEHEIEMSS; 7£100.0. 400.0 MPa
A1500.0 MPa FAR B IR EHEASE LR EES
(E2A) , HFEHEAMBBHEAEEREZR (H6)
BRI, 4 77K T°400.0 MPalt,  $F4= 8 (4 i 3o 5%
HETLXK, SHMRMENL B K5,

KR B AR TR, BRI RRO.5 mg/mL IR G ik
TEY, RN HS 8 E N — P
WA B B SRR, SR ET. EATE
0.1~600.0 MPa3t [ Py, Bl & 33K, JLEUE iz
FEAK, ££600.0 MPaltf, FEVERAL, H5ARMAHIMER
L, I N59.85%, H.100.0 MPaf1200.0 MPal £
ik REZR, MK 7£600.0~900.0 MPaii [ N, B
JEZf88m,  FSU M RO K .

b 75 B3R, RS AEEAMER, N
M BOL R R A, BRI (B3, 2kl
SEEEHER (B s HEAWREMEE CEMR
) A, SEOLE AN LB R EAR, R
EFR (<300.0 MPa) , SR A RAT2 FiE AARE
W (B3, R A 25.53% (300.0 MPa)
400.0 MPalk 7 F, A5 MEEBARESY, H¥YAKRST
EE (O THRERTET106 kDa)  (F3) , St
T HN29.41%; AH YK J1KT500.0 MPaltf, £714~17 F
BABRAES (F3) , HESBENE N54.18%
(500.0 MPa) . [, BIHER= 2 Fha (AR 1 E M
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Fig.7  Allergenicity of proteins from shelled shrimp treated at

different pressures

2.5 ERFIVAH AR AR 2 A T v S

SEAREEZRGFIM - EaEEE (E2) . B
53R (E7 . KH200.0 MPaFl600.0 MPatf 45
AL EE T 2, TR R B
2.5.1  {£200.0 MPa s 2 ¢ Atk BRI~ 50800 1) 71 9k

FUF = #£200.0 MPafft JEALFE30 minfI 46 4F T, #E4T
2 AR ER, R I R R AR R A B B AR B
PEARE DL PES . AbFR4. 5. 6 YRIER 1A H s AR A B
M TLREMNZES (P>0.05) , 53 RAH, fE1E
BEER (P<0.05) . Kk, WEAKBHES, 4
4 REIET . % 1, 200.0 MPa. =if. {#JEALFE30 min,
24 RALHR,  WRAT 0 EUBME BE AR B FRZKSE (ODygs
80.107) , S5RAMFEM-EH (ODyy,,.~0.340) L,
ST k% 68.53%

0.35r

ﬂ
030

025} d
020
0.15}

a
0.10+
H ﬂ ﬂ 1.0
00 a1 5 6
kﬁo&ﬁ
8 762000 MPa T 4B RBON B R REBIRE (A)
MoREEOBEE (B) W
Fig. 8  Effect of number of 200.0 MPa treatments on protein
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solubilization (A) and allergenicity of shelled shrimp (B)
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