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il

1.

1—1. XL®IC

E— LDV RA VEETT/b— A (Blume) D%V [fE] L bbb, oIk
(EHF, Fv7) LE—NVBAOREOHIN? &> THENE—LDOIEE 78> T, HREHKRE
ZBELTE—LVEZHRDANDOLEE DR, ELEEDLZ &2 FA Y NTHLS 2B, L T
2o TOHEE, JAITEPEHFED LWATE—LORERERBEDOOE S THDH Z L NELMIC
SN TELIRELE B E 2D, HRIZBWTIE, 22O TE— L OianaliEDg T4biiz
HEND D, W15 4 R T OGS FoBARICBWT, TE7R—1L04AE—1L0
WARBIZEN ] & DOEFETHFOATEANCIN T, PR # R0 #E— 8%
T, WEBIKICRET & TOREBICEENDRDITTOE— VLV RN EZFEH L,
BROHIGIIHMT D E— LS BRE S D Z & &2FEH L, NaiZe—1Thd) LD
HIRN F ol [1], @ne—no—H Thbsr 2 LaRm LK N Lo RAFIX, 4 BIZBW
TH—EOWHRNEFFO L SN TWD (2], F7z, FIRo R SUBEE ISRk STz n3,
HARADEHERIZIWT, BRELIIRUNCT D [EL I EE D 2RV, HERDIRIE
WCENSMAOITE HILE2S5%SE5, E—LOFELEIELTOHEIE, BHAAIZE ST
BAMICHLEE LTS LS TRE TRV,

E— L OVEIZBET ARICIE, RELS FTROLIICHEEShD (B, AT, L
e, WaoEE Nafsb) ERET D).

NADLZEVEICBET 2 MBS [1— 2]

VADOREEICET 209 (akEh, a0 7 7 A~Of M) [1— 3]
NAFFBIZT T ANERT 2 O (B FEAE. @O T2HE, Ky 7RSSR
WHE., Fx BT 5b0) [1—4]

NAFFBI~ A FRNERT DR OB (IRIEESCIEE. MR D WS D EHE S
fEEER BT o2b?) [1—5]

- BB 0158 [1— 6]

- BRI TRRICBIT A% [1— 7]

4/129



o, RS TNV B S T AORBICET 2R, FisiE R R 2 0
Ji. MEIETHEM SN D E— Y —"—DBRARBIZHT DHEE bIHEE & OBERICE N T
HELRD,

E— /L OB 5 5 & L Cix Bamforth [3] 72 5 ONZ Evans & 4l Z0FEEICE

LTS,

1 — 2. JAOLEMRITET 2B HIpFSE
TAOMEFERIBZIT/MINOREH [BIICE LD ENTEY . =1 OlaDOWirBELE &

LTl Evans 6233 & [4lickfE L T\ 5,

1—2—1. K[JEDOFHE P4 X (Bubble formation and size)

Waimd 2B821Z, < (Bubble) &iaik (Foam) ZXHIT2MENRH L, KIdlEK
PRANRIK E T2 ZE AR IR ENIREEZ K L, aRKITRIa S SHEE £ - ClEA IR T OB
BICGFETDIREEE T, ANLHRBIZII 2O OF7 2 =4 Fhbb HEANLLT X
(&A1) L MEOEARLTE (aOLZEE) ] 35 LT 25, JaIROFROTZDITIE
RO OILIRZ R, ZFOEIT (RinEND X EREHE) ORIND, RiiEHO/NHES
W < OFRIRBLIIK & R L THRNE B WS, L LI2idik 2 T 5 72 DI i3 i
TEPER Y DFAER LI TH D,

E— /L DVEANE BITIIRIB T A DFAEN AR R T 5, 8E DY —/VITRIET A )3 AR
WIETHEITIAA TS, TURIEBEHEND VT AEORGIIENND & T OB, A
— NV OBEEITINME T TT 4 AR —DEE [ RV ORI ERE & @il L7Z BE% IR
FE RIS SN DEE TN BAEL, ZoRERELRAVGMOERIC, ®oFrERE
R, Tl HRy TEREOESERBERT 2 FI Lo TEE LRI IS,

BECERNTHRIZTADOREMICIE, E—AFIZEENIREMEOR T, b LT
— DT DRMREOMN G L KT, ZHOIADOREDER L2550 % T

ERBT D, Fig 1-112. ARREOE 2 AIZ LTI OA 2 BRI LT,
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Bubble
Bub
Liquid Liqud \oUPP'e Liquid
Solid ‘?’ ww'\w/ Solid \v/

(1) Bubble nucleation (2) Bubble growth (3) Bubble detachment

Fig. 1-1 Schematic representation of the bubble formation sequence [4]
(Ronteltap et al., 1991 [6]).

ZOFHZISH LT, 77 ZADEHEICENMIIHE L 2 5MihZ DT T, 77 ADEND
HRTANZIANL S ERH L HICL T, HEMICHLELDDI LI LEHHESR b H D, 2
DOFET, WEEWEE— T, BESEHO IS b O N L oo T, #kAITI AR A
L. ZELIZHWVERE LD Z LITRBRICam s TnWd, —H T, WERRED 77
A%, REOENWDPE L I> T 7 ANEIZEAHE L, E— VB E LUIMEE 2D
Banbn, EHIT, ZOEMHLBEEREICED & EE ) LW BIGERREAET D,
MEX | XEL L TRE—APCHEE—MIZBWTAEL, Bk LFRRFIEEZRAE LA
FEAEDBREIRNC ZHIE A L, WEMPEDLENOEE ZIENOMERE Th 5,

BAZFES ST S L 5KIBD A 1L TR 0EUTKFT D,

Bubble radius = [35;’;]/

Rm = radius of nucleation site (m) : & R D EMIOKE &
v = surface tension (mN m'1) : E@EIEH

]1/3

o =relative density of the beer (kg m™) : 4% — /L DEE
g = acceleration due to gravity (9.8 ms2) : EJJIIEEE

E— L OFERLEREE NI L T, BLERDIALDORE SOEBERREVE SIND,
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1—2—2. [alxk» 5O (Drainage)
=L D6 A5 O TRIRITEAMICEE TH Y . Fig. 1-2 (TR LI2ER A B XTE &K

JA DR DORREE 2 > THENT L TRIAD T HICHiN 5 PEE (Drainage) 234 L 5,

@)

Bubble

Wet foam Dry foam Plateau borders

Fig. 1-2 Schematic representation of drainage. In dry foam the bubbles take on a
honeycombe-like polyhedric structure showing well defined plateau borders between
bubbles [4] (Prins and Marle, 1999 [7]).

ZOBKIZ, 3 0DREM B E NS REICB VT, Fig. 12 1R L-L 5z, #
IEANOWRERIL 8 DORIANRHET L7 IZ M > TBEIT % “Plateau border suction” &
WO NBMBE . EET RV ELS R F I T D, ZUCHiT 2 L TR, BE—ad
PV RS, X E T U =R, BV OREREN B 553, Bamforth [81FF HIKLE D
HENRHBREELTEY, Lusk [9151X, B— OV AR ER G700
DEIREDFEFHONRIZIEHTE DL LN THDHE LT, EELLINEEMITD

FERZHTRY, KRR35, @K 6 OPFREEIXI TOXTERIND,

Q= 2pgqd
3n
Q = flow rate (m3s1) :  HEHGHE
n =viscosity of film liquid (Pa s) : FEREHT DR D NIV 7 KEE
o = relative density of the beer : 3% &' —/L DR
q= length of Plateau border (m) : 77 h—A—¥—K
g= acceleration due to gravity : = JJ /N E
§ = thickness of film (m) : %=
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1—2—3. WO %R (Creaming, Beading)

7T ADEDEED B KIANFEAE L THaIRICHES S 5815 %4 Creaming & L < X
Beading &EFREN D, EDOXIEAOFATEE (TR 1%, REET AR, Rk, ©
—WVEEIZ Lo TIRESNDN, HORIET AREDFENRRKE,
a2:3JJ(}HlO962V'218ﬁ)+216

ad= Ko OKIA DR AN
v = surface tension : KEES
o = density : HEE

o2y NT:: <]

C = carbon dioxide content (vol. COz/vol. beer) : [REE T AT

1—2—4. DAk (Coalescence)

KIADEM (Coalescence) 13, —ODKIAMNMREEDIRIEIZ L IR L ., HORLER
JAIREZ T 22 BT 5, MEICHEORVWE—/T, ZOBHBIL > TEHELWWE
Mz 5 X 237N, BUKEOmD TEVWIE, BIXITEE (R v 7BV
Y TAT 4y VEIRRT D) WAL FXINOOWENE LIERERRO S T A

ISR ©— M 2 OBERTE & 2 BB ARD B,

1—2—5. JAlRORE—1k

TOIRD A —(bix T4 A2 UL REGK (Ostwald ripening) | & & S5 ONHBE T, #
BAFN DR B R L2 KIAR LT 2 5810, T ORRICEN & 25613, /RO
RIOERKEIL, KEOZTN LY K&V, GENs5E (E—LOEEITRBH
) I ERREEZ @i L ORI RIED D RERKIAICBEN T 5, TR, MV EIEEE
DS, REWKIAITE Y REL 20 JAKRPHVIREB~E BT 5, & ENDKMEN
B ZAELEFEN ADEE ., KRBT A DA IR THRIR~DOIRRE MR =D, ZOH A
OBEINEZ DIZ < JEIRBARE =220 iz, ZOBEEFHL T, flZiEFxrA

X, NS T 4 AN AT HBRCEBZNT ADOMMNDNEANEREND T — =2 HN 5
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N, BAOAWMIEE— L OFNCEBBZNTAZEA LT T AT 4 v 7 KesE AN T, {HORK
L RIFICHZL U CRIDNVVAR R AT 5 X 91 LT, BE LM VARREAT S LI L
72038 5,

R FROR TERSND,

4RTDSYyt
e =To - P9y
rt= the bubble radius at time t : FF[f t [ZF1F 5 K782
ro = bubble radius at time 0 : FEfi] 0 |21 % &0k
R =the gas constant (8.3 J K1 mol1) : &UAE%K
T = absolute temperature : #axHEE ( K)
D = the gas diffusion coefficient (m2s1) : H AYEHAFREKL
S = the solubility of the gas (mol m3 Pa'l) : 7 A DIEfFSE
v = the surface tension : Kk /)
t = time (s) :  F¥fH]
P =pressure : [+ /)
0 = the film thickness between bubbles : e DFEEEDE X

Z OHTRIAM ORREEDJE S IIADE U 72RO I b 5

i

2 GALEERKNTFTHY, Z
DR ZTERRT % F TR ENE S D iy 2RIk ENE (afrb) ICHERRRE

RIFL. BEFIZZNICHOWTERR L TIRR S,

1 — 3. {OWEEICET 058

JADOFTEIZIB WV THEOREZ EBIC (HFEI L - TIEMERID) HET 25348 T

HETHDLH, INETHEINTVD FERIWONIEE%E Table 1-1 [Z/R LT,
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Table 1-1 Foam analysis methods

ik (&) HITERT 5 HEFB SCHk
B LRE B HITE A REHEMHAERR~EE, SR Y AR
DERAE (EicilE TRICBITS
ET =y 7 ORI D)
Blom % 1AZ2 M A AP & E—b~0D CO2 K ZiA% | Blom [10]
T L, YRR B OHRREE 2
E
Ross&Clark i VA2 ENE H A& ©— V& ERBIZIEE, | Ross and Clark [11]
VIR & DY 2
Rudin 7% 1AZ2E M H AP E E—~D CO2KXjAZ | Rudin [12]
Y L, YR b OPRGHE (K
HEHY)
Micro Scale # TR E M HREVFA XL L, BEKE | St John-Coghlan et al.
JE A JE [13], Hung et al. [14]
Sigma (X) Head T2 ENE A T EARSCIER, HRGE | ASBC [15]
Value £ P& RIE
LG Automatic {% A2 EPE i AR & E—L~D CO2 K XA Rasmussen [16]
Fr PRI E 2 1 E
NIBEM (NIBEM- | ya2iEtk CO: 77 vy 7izkviEigL, i | Klopper [17]
T) & RO prgRis] (FEEE ¥ —IC X
5, MHRIEEDY)
Constant {: Xk 122 EVE Ak HHNEARSRCIEE . W% | Constant [18]
Br
7 7 A N—1k WREME, K | COe7 7 v 72k vilgiaL, Y | Ronteltap [6]
81k 7 7 AN L WK ORI ER
L OvaE
FCT 1% V22 FEME R HHERSICEE ., KM | Yasui et al [19]
i 1 T Ola R & IHGARAT Ferreira et al. [20]
wE Ik a2 TE M HAREE—NLOIREE HICLViEEid | Knapp and Bamforth
L. JufAshs e [21]
Lacing JI7E % Taf A H 2 & B — L~ CO2 R XA Jackson and Bamforth
Wi, HMEREEORLE | [22]
2Rk BHE
NIBEM-CLM i Tk NIBEM (NIBEMT) #£Z# U T2 | Bamforth [3]

L. WEMZ 7 A0 O B e
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TWEEBHIEEE LT, B, MAUEREL 72> T D13 Klopper [17]I2 L » THRB S
72 NIBEM i£C, Hiff, Haffmans f1:/>5 Foam Stability Tester NIBEM-TPH &\ 9 p4

S CHAEE N TR S T\ 5, Fig. 1-3 1ICF 04 AR LT,

Fig. 1-3 The NIBEM foam analyzer [3].

FEOREIZBNT, BRORAT » 7 Ths Tyd) (2ix, RETAMERTEAH 2

AN @S5 2 LIk HEERERT 2FENTE 2HMEBRZMEMT 5, Hin

T, BEERORGEREOK THREZNET 2ME~L=y MIB L GHUZWRT 2, &
B2 2 7ot P — S RIFRIAR R Dl oK 28T 5, HIER M B IR
10 mm, 20 mm, 30 mm & T4 2 DIZET HHFEZHET 5, WE 1L 10 mm K TR S
30 mm (K % T2 FF#Z NIBEM fE & 35, ZOHEDRKOF] AL, HHEEL
T 5720, MEEHESEMEEN DR mOVBEIERRLND Z L TH D,

— T, MHICBWTRAEAITIEO R LEL 22 0IXHEFOR TH Y . JaoHl
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NI E B N EBRICE— V& 7T 2 ZENTHR 21 2 BRI W TRET L CHUE
EFTH_XETHLEVIEBEZXLTRDHY, BIHEEEDL I, ANFO#EEZIa2L—FLE
USRI L, EEEIOEES ) 615G b o lig 2 et A AEE L CHE(E 5

B EATV ., ZHUZOW TR L TRiR4 5 [19],

1 —4. JAFRBICT T AHERT 5 D D%

A <P BIERFHICEE T D E— VRS OFF RN 2 SN TEY . ZOHLE KT O 2 aFE
LIZF 7 RACHET 20— Ao FEAEICET 2R ThH L5, FERETOEAE
T, BETEBLMEATREICEBW T, REORIEIZ L > THEHELT 5 B O OE A
FOERICE Y AT, BEORERLRDLT I/ BRIIHRahD, £z, METR

B DRBR TS, ME LRICBITD2ZRTER L VO FELVERICES L IND TR1D
EHES, —EEOEABEITER - Nk L TBRESND, *

y

D %EFF‘/\ ijgﬁ

. BEIE TRROBA (1) TR T 0°C LUF ORI —EHME»N D, O AR

hlt.,

Sl 7 o o 1% DRAFR OIREFAEZ B IET 272 DI, KIR CREI7Z2 8 B'E 4 BeE S8 Tt
VRS 2 & Th D, o, BREOIRE TR TIZT U B AVFEICEY, RLITVIREBIZES
TOHEABEZWERET2TRELSD, 20X R—#HoOE— AR ETROF T, &o1
WG ZMERF L7 E OB R (2720, BERIEMER &, ARG I kbiTng)
D IS EAEHNT LG B — L IZBAT L, B 22 i - OVaiR ZE EE & W o Te B 2 A L
ZbDONRE—LOIFLICHFET 5L and [23-25],
ARLICES T HEAEOEMIONTIEL —4 — 1HEHNS 1 —4 — 6 HIZRRT 5,
BHBESMNC, aFFHIc WAERT 2B L LTHRy 7HROEWWE A Y 7

Lrnry (B4 A Y alig, Fig. 1-4) BEF 55 [26],
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trans-iso alpha acids cis-iso alpha acids

Co- : R=-CH(CH;),

n- : R=-CH,CH(CH,),
Ad- : R=-CH(CH;)CH,CH,4
Post-: R=-CH,CH,

Pre- : R=-CH,CH,CH(CH;),

Fig. 1-4 Iso-alpha acids.

IR FRABLES L TREEROBWEGERERT 22 & (27, & BT
DEBA TN ZOEGERA L E4UET 5 F TR b ~DOFEENREE LT LN RE S
TS (28], A Y afRIZIFVARE RT VA KRBHY | R T2 AR X 0 1@ S

W, RO ~OFEENENE ISNTWD, AV 7L 3Ry THROT7 Lv U RETFE
IR TA MEENTE®REETHA Y 720 N IEBMENTE— LD ELDIRE R |

SHIZAHR Yy THEREOHRTIX, EOBKEDESNDIE NG A Y a7 ha I TA
V7 hurDIAFELA~DFEGENENI RO TS [29], &y 7 EWE O LD
iR, BRAPHNICEBEIND LT, A4 Y aBPEIMUZE > THMR L, 2
k3 & Ok LTl H YR %473 % 3-methyl-2-buten-1-thiol (Fig. 1-5) #/E U 57
ICHE D ANRORAEZMIET HI-0IC, A V7 hu o HiEAZ BT L&A
YV aBERNERIE LTER SND 2 ERB Y (B4 “Tetra Hop”) . ZAUAYZE DFRVER

KD Z VL ~DHEEENEH N E LN TWD,
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N

SH

Fig. 1-5 3-methyl-2-butane-1-thiol.

EBIRA T OIEFFH~OFEITIHS PO TED | KT Co2t, Niz+t, Fe2t3+ D) FH
REWE SNDN, BEMERCE —/VE (FECEREMIANE) OBLURGIXERZ2MEE
sl o4& asnsd [12] [301,

E— VO T, AFFHICHES T L rREZ AL TWD DI, muFOB 7 NA
YT T XV T THLN, TOFGICHLTUIRERLH D, ZNDOMEIT, E—
DT REE 2 @D YR D OYHRRE AR TS5 2 L TuawEhsEs L s
L8 [81-34], —JH5 T, BN ATEFEFHLA~OEENDINT L0, BE TRICBIT S
ZIHHRIEMEDYGED T DIZ B 7 VT F—B A2 L7 BREgEE IC VT, B — /L DR T
BETFLIZbOD, J@RBIHMET Lo mEblEESNTW5 [35,36], £7z, H LD
TIE) XTI UL, VI MEE A IELET TR, BEAE EHAEHT2FE T
EEERSEDEVO O WELHD (37, ZHEN BT/ V7 KEO EAIE, JaoftE
PEICHHFEToFELME ST D [38l, —F., ZIFHRDESGF DAY TFEOTEFH~
DFHIID I NE SR TWD [20], b OFFITRAT 2iaksbRlEEOFRICE - T
EA S, TR0 6/9V 7 MEICRE S L D1IR b OPHREE 2 i 8 &+ 2 HEA2 RN
LGB ICHF SRR N0, FEOBEE IS\ TI IV 7 R & T & 1320
RE—VEB CTHEZS SR L, DMERESEL LN TEER L MNETHY | HE
BNV 7 RSN R & AT S ER L E22 0 iz < v [39],

Fo, WA TIITEFELEZ RS TH7200RIMME LTEBEHETH LT VX U7 rE L
YTV a— A PMERESNDZ R D, ZUIEDO~YA T AEREEBEAE DT T AEMIT
Lo TERMEDOE D FHEEERZIZA L, KIQELOIEEOREZ S0 5 2 LN EDOJFHE L

SNo,
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ER A ANTIIRE DM < Kd & KB O H OBEENMENZ £ 6, 1 — 2 — 5HTEEA
& oic, MEELERIICB VLT, FlIEX R 2D X O IR RS O BB IS
BOTHAER T2,

AT, WFELICHGTHAEAEZMRO T HXZICLTEBY, LIFIZZnET

WESNTWL E— LRI bHFSGEAEICOVWTHRES N TS MAZ LR T 5,

1—4—1. [FEMHAMHERAE (Lipid Transfer Protein: LTP)

KREDLTP 7 7 U —|ZIFRBBLO R D 2 7 A 7 LTP1 & LTP2 BIF1ET % HAAN
5N TS [40], LTP2 I REBRLOFEE DYMIBRFHCT oA v @A T, ZHFPici
DERHINDDOAT, [@FbL~OFEXREN &SNS, —F., LTP1 13 PAPI

(Probable Amylase/Protease Inhibitor) &SV TWREZ H D [41, 42], B —/LHIC
BATT 20 F 8K 9.7 kDa ODBUKPEERE T, B —/LOIZRME SN OMEZR> L S
% (33, 43],
it LR OB LREFIZ, LTPL (IR AN (MRS LA A 7 — RJR) L.
roiatobsEAE~MEEEAD L SNTWDS [44,45], KREHRTOXRA T 4 772
REED “HAERE E TORFTARDNTND Y, BAEPEIZ LY | D4R bR
BRI ESINTVD [46], EEANRILBRE OfmiRE & i U CORENMD LTPL 132 HE W
ELRTIZ I 5%~20% AKX T3 2525, ZiHE I M LTP1 238 L. #RANIZK 26% D
ZVE LTP1 BB EHICBAITT 5 [T, 20— T, ZOEMEDOEAS WAL ELEEIC
WL, ThbbRHTERTOBEMENETIZ ENEE & OfREA 185 E D IdD R ELEED
FBEHELTWD (48], F7=. B—1Hd LTP1 1ZK5 D hordein (# ) glutelin
R, @41 O Protein Z (1) #EToEy EEAREKT 5 F CIRORENLEN R E

HIERHEINTWD [49],

1—4—2. w17 A (Hordeins)

FHEARREBRRP OATEE E CTh 25 Hordein (X, EXIKENIZ LV 53FERIZ, B, C,
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D BLOy EHTHHEHRZENER N> TD [50], Hordein ARIZREMEOEAE
ThHN, MESCHIATRICE T 2MESB T bEIND, KT I /L TTr Y >
LINE I HEL G EDH IEE | RNRE] OFEITERS BHhL L snTng [51],
B L DN LR S U725 1B 23 kDa @ Hordein (X, JTOWRMKRICIER LT 2.7 O
ETHRICRESNATEY . 201afFb~0FEM IS TWD [52], /5F& 17 kDa ®
Hordein & B —/LOJAICRME SN D LS THY [63]l, ZOHEAEIX 23 kDa OHEHA
HLEPoT I 7 BESE4A L, LTPL L oRF itk TRIcH S T2 L shTnd, &
ST FRED/NS W 3-33 kDa D4y F &% 49 % Hordein HRDOR Y XT7F R £ DB
KYEDE S, AR H~OFEGPRBINTND [54,55], LA ED X 912, Hordein L O
Z DR DOIEFF B A~DEFHIZHOWTITI LT DI D ZEN RS LTV DA, L OBHMES

. RIEH—BI 725G IZIEE > T el

1—4—3. 7Yu7 A Z (Protein Z)

Protein Z (T KEZOMILTIZEHEEND T NVT I VEROIFR Y 37 T, BEORESE T
FEC. BANMEERSCIMAR, ERRFERC e — BRSO TRAKRTH, /7&K 40
kDa O— A EZ IZIFHRFELZEEZ - IBITT2EAE T, TONFEND 40 kDa
beer protein & H# S5, Protein Z 131aFi H~DR G RANRIE SN/ B — /LD
FTo®YI[56,57]. ProteinZ4,Z7,Zx E\D 7 A V7 +—LinbikD LRESNLTND
[58, 59], K& - ZZFH TiX Protein Z4 DN E <, 42 Protein Z @ 80%% 5% [60].
REOHBE— AP TIEES TERED I HO 10~20%% 5 L I Twd [57, 61,
EFHELIZZoOE =L 40 kDa EAENEWREMERELZ AT 5F 2 /L [62], [k
IZEO B S S ST D [63], 72, Protein Z & LTP1 &0 E E & O AAE
AMEARHIZE > THETHL LORELH D [64], £D—F T, Protein Z DIaFFH I
B L TR 2 dmE b H D, /NAS—/1 (600-800 mL) BEU A 7y bR —/1

(60 L) OEEEHABRICZE N T, € OZRO MBI TS 2o 72 (60,6567, HHW

X Protein ZHiiAZ WAL ) T 7 4 =T 4~ 7T 7 ¢ —% T Protein Z %
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BRIZERE LI E— UMIER b O T2 RS eno T b ot b 5 (68, Z0FED
B & LT, Protein Z DIafF HADF X, ZHO “UsiF” (WEDOEND - ZHEIF
FBRE) ICREINDEOMANRDH DL, Thbh, ZHFEOWITH 55T (le.: Kolbach
Index<40) D54 1% Protein Z LS DOEA'E 3% < ©—/WIZBAT L. FXHIIC Protein Z
DIESDEENIRERTH L DK LT, IR+ THS (i.e.: Kolbach Index>40) 4
AT Protein Z D& 51IRE <720 [69], BIZHANLT A VHROBEAERSZWHAIEL, £
DFFE Protein Z 12D LW IO EELH D [8], KEFMICIVT, Protein Z IX1aFFH
R T L0 OBEEARESFERIEH S, EFESIE. & Protein Z H RKEDE
Fid %t A F T Protein Z OfEERIA T2 A A L, F oz F~—4— (RFLP

marker) Mi&Ek~—h—L LTHARETHD Z Ex2RELTWD [70],

1—4—4. [FEBEHEEAE

TREIZE— DI bIl~ A T ADREZRFTZLERRSHONTNDN, ZORE
X —/v % 24 BEfEIERATT D & 26 LITEICIE T 2 F R RE SN TED
ZOHRRIEC—NPICZENLREMHEGEERBENEEZ S TRICIRY AL Z LI28»T
JRFLAEIET D70 EWE ST D (48, 71-74], Zh b OEAEIX, £, hE, F
JFEIRZICH T 5 L Sua ., TOMWEIZERSHLNZIETENTW W, BEfiE LTHE
Z BTV DI LTPL [75], # X OVhESKEF O puroindoline/holdoindoline & [1'E
Th 5 [76], LTP1 OIFEDOBGAREIZ DWW T, TOEMEOESWEER L, LTP1 0%
PERREWVZENFEOREREN NS0 1A R#ET 2RIV Z L 2D L OWENH
% (48], WEITOIREEEIX, FIAITRIHERICB T 5~A v =7 4V Z—DOH M7
EL FRE ORGSR THIINT 2 FEN MO TWDEN [77, 78], Z D K 5 ZREHIERERE DR
WEtE % & oD THERR e B 2 5| e 29 2 & TRERMICITIFITIFEOBRELMRE L, 7o
RILREEHTIE R DI E K C o 5 R K Proteinase A OJRHZIK TS /5 Z & ¢, [H#E

IR bICE ST 5 VW mELH D [79],
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1—4—5. BUKMEEAE (#s5))

I THRRDBUKMEERAE L E, BIATEOKMAAHERER 7 o~ 877 7 4 —FTHE S
D —E L~ VEL EOBUKEZ RTEBEOE S (BEEOEAENLKD) DFEZRT
[80-82], WFHOHmE L, BABEDOBUKNME Y LR v 7THREAIVKFERE S L 138K
FEERIZEL D EERZIA L. FE SRR L2 L 212, BUkEEBAE AR

PWREREZ AT 2 CRBEZRILL, afFb~T5 T2 2L alE L [82],

1—4—6. JAfHEEEREOE®&ITE

Kil$ % LAFFHICHLET DEAEAZFREMIEET 2 7EL . Mo FEAERES,
BUKE R S 2 B b3 5 RIS KB &N D, mi#E 1L, Protein Z %> LTP1 (24 H
L. Protein Z O #ify7e a7 > MMuEEXKENC L D5 ER [61]X°, Protein Z4,
Protein Z7, LTP1 ¢ ELISA JEIC X % & Bz E AR H O EIc b s [60], ~ A A
7 BIVORRHTIZ X o> T, Protein Z4 D43/ A% 7-17 kDa BiZpIZH S 7z & v 5 Fn b
bd o 83l

— 5T, @A TEALRELERT 5L L LTiE Coomassie Brilliant Blue (A3E 54
1% (CBBAssay) MEbnTwWg [84], Zn@FE TN FE5kDa Ll EOERE AT
LI, EEMRIIIEROICHFEGT2EAEEZ R KL TV [85-87], Z DR
TEEAEOT I B, L0 DT AX = UEEOREEZT [87], BRELTT X
= UBREDHRMRNE LT A VHROBEREOEENMHAIIRS EESND L) FF
M%7 % [88], Pyrogallol redmolybdate (PRM)% V7= ik b . K0T OEAERT
R BORBELEZIT R WHEE LTHRESNATVDS [89], B— A ojakbicii 5T 5
KM VB Sy DR E 2 JlE T 537 & LT CBB assay & Phenyl-Sepharose 7K EFHE
HEMZ v~ 757 4 —%&fABE0EHER (90, 911, 1-anilino-8-
naphthalenesulfonate 23 Bf/KPEE AE &AM HBRICHEOGREN®GE L Z & 2FH L
TERITEDEB SN TNDD, ZOFEIZIIE— A OEERKMEME OB % % 707

WeEWH kEndh s (92,
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1 —5. AFFHIC~ A F ANERT D s OB

1-5—1. /g4

TEEIZE— 1 Dialil & > TRERNR I A=V E G2 DWE LB HIINTND, E—LIZ
GEND, HOVITEELRETHLOL LT, Bk, 7V eI 4 R, UVIEE. B

B, AT r—MIRlEind (98], B —MZEENDMEEIZ. ORI NEIFHRK T,

—HEAR I [98-95], E—EOERME T TR LIRH L, TD0Z 1T Ceb L IE

Cs DIRFHA AT HIENIETH D L ORERH D [96], ED L5 BB N ICEY B
BAET DN TIEE L O R D 5, U UIREHIEIRE & ik U CREIRE OB K

&<, IRFBEHCeNH Cro ETORRFE &bl LT, Ci16X° Cis & W o 7= ESH DR E D 22

ﬁ

MRENEDOHRESLHD (97, —FH T, HEHOIEMBIXEOMNE VB EL RIFTT L&
s (98], v— N HERDOIRERALRISOAERY Th Db R u X U fRIGEI3E MBI

FIETZEBRHALNERSTND [99], 2ot Rax UEIBRIEEETO U R 7
F—BHEOBERN G-I 5 SO A FEMIZHH R 54T Y [100]. AR OMHIEN @i
SNTWD (101, 102], F/iaFr bICHARREE 2R T 2 BT R¥ o7 —E 235
BLS 2 WERIREZOBRIZET 2B MAN e SN TWDH, ST DN TIEEOIH

TRk %,

1—5— 2. BEREHDRE VB RS

B & — W ZIIE R RS 2 R B E R R O1E Tlafs b3 b 208 <
MBI BTN D [103], 1 CHEEROIRNTIZAFIET % Proteinase A (PrA) [104112 L 2
JaFF O OEENIE T, E— AR ORIz PrA 2 ©— LIZiIN L TEBRIZaFD
PR TS 2 FEA R S [105], SUBEREHSRD PrA ICHOWTIE, 207 X/ RIS B
HnE7Ro TS [106], B —/L i OBEREH SRR B ffEER IC BT 2071V CREE &
ST DIIEF TG VE A FEBME R < JE T BRI TERIEEOBRRE TH v [107-110], #
FOIFARGCFLHE Lo L o2, o ~7F FEEEZHWTE— L FOwtWE D%

B TR RIS A ET 2 k2B Lie [111], BEREMAas~0 PrA JE
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DEB LI SLNIRY SOH Y | [T DEERRSC, FEBE - Bl ORERML. ZOIRE
BE - IS & o TIRAILG O PrA TEVEIZRE K BbT 5 L and (112l fE-> T, EBED
B VBGEIC BV TE, PrA $EHH O WO EERR ORI, BEREOFIL A Z LIZ < WFE

B - BREENEETHD, L, PPARE—AHFOEAZICEDL S ITEM L, Jak
HOE FIZHEO DL I L HBfIZR > TEH T, PrAIZ L% Protein Z O L 5 72 F
BERERABEOW SN2 —RAEOZR, FHLWART X/ BEROBINEEED b
D, BUKMEE QB ~OE T OERNRD b, BERIERIC X > TH/KMEE AEOWE

B - EAEENEEBIR T 25 R Z 5L shTng [113],

1—6. JFBHIBII 20158

IEOT BT A I 7 ZDFREITHEN, RERE—ADO T a7 4 — LRI L > THEfR D
\ZH G5 2B A E OB RN S FTREIZ 2 0 | Bric AR R Sh, BE— LV KREDFH
FRIZJSH SN TWD, “IROTERIKE L &I LV RE LIZERERE®RY X FaEite
E—b s BT a T A=Ay TMER S L, Ky T AR bORR LY T IVRIOER
FEFR ORI TE D L D127 0 [114, 115], ZDOfE%E, Protein Z4 [116, 117], B
TIVT A v KREHED Barley dimeric « -amylase inhibitor-1 (BDAI-1) [118, 119], ##
BEH 2RO Thioredoxin [120]1238 7 2Vafs bHEREABEOBEM & L THREIN TN D,
Protein Z4 33 LN Z7, BDAI-1, B /RLT A LNZHOWTIE, HiEfs 1 Olfs 75 & i ic
HIRFTREZ: DNA ~— 7 — 2B &4 [116], 2 b o8 2FM LT, KE—h b H
TEEL VA L7 DNA # W Claffb o B LE L ZHIET 2 FEMNTRRIC R 572 & [115,

121-125], JAWE % 56 5720 O REZIKEAF OB B HD ST 5,

1—7. FEEETRICET 258
D 2 il 5 720 OESE TRARSMICET 2 AIEEZ < ®iESh s, 22
TILEF H R E BB B X OVEERRLEE R (B4 A s TR & OB EOHE 2 i

Do ARG (T A v~ A =) RHIRT DM OREIZEAEO b OBLA TE
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HTHY, miREBEIASRMIL, BUKEEAE O A b mfil S5 A TR E S D
[126, 127], 1K (55° C LAF) TOEAMRIE TRITE [0 EE (et S [128-
130], E7zilEEY I 2 REEFR (R, BRI KXo TEIsIc< <, lafblicx 747
WAERT 27X =) OBIMNEOMEREZRET L VI mERH D [131], KIET
DOEANRIEE, ZFHRRO Y RF 7T —EBORISZRE L, Ao Fa Xk el
B RE D 2B L X T 5 Z L2 WAE LTS [182-135], D —F T, HiR TOfHAR
MITEASREERS LY R X —PORIGEZMHT 5 HF TR BICAR E Sh
[186]., ZNBHENT A LHKDOR Y RXTF RICERT 5 & omids [6210, HEA DAk
Wk oRERS L (187,138l F7-, MALIFHAN 40 kDa BEEE D B —/1L~DF
THRREST D LoWmELH D [139],

ZAEWBIL, By THOREWWE DA Vb, BERTEIEOHL, ZITRERE, a0/ %
DOf5HEOBEREZ AT 5 LRED, [ufFFb LR TYH, EBHEOREM L Rk, IFE
DNV =T~DOWEIZLDRERE, HEREREZZA TV D, WFFLHFGEAEL LT
F3R U7z LTPL 3B K-> THafsbns | £ 0 [33, 44, 49, 1401, 4 DDV AL T ¢
RAEGIC K D RREEDSEE SN D 2 &2, RIRAE~DOWE B EE D 2 LR [140],
BIEMEDFIEIC L > CTEDOEMESEIT T2 ERME ST D (47, EloEAE-HE
DAL T — FRIVERP BIAFHICH ST 5 L S [141), ERES FEKOZ L X v
VT4 NEEDZENZOHEBE L SN TS [142, 143], Protein Z (22T 6 % - 11
APTHEZ X7k s D Z L TR bR EE L Z bl sh T g [144], &ib&
W ORAEOZEENF b, LTP1 8Z AU E#ZIZSHICEA 32 DIlzx L
T, Protein Z [TEAZAIFERCITIA L TN 20> TWD [145), £7-, TFEIZH
R A EEe 7 — U RN 3 O EE R 2 JHVN T Protein Z OBERE TREH O 7k

& DT THON TV 5 [146],

L

FEROBE TR TIE, A TEN SV DT EEH SN TR Y | SMBEG 2 VT

‘.{

FEERBRICBWTC, Av A —T Ly vy —E2 T TNEEZED, BEZ LRSS L

T, 103-110°C IZBWTHEHEEE., DMS Ok, HWEOA bR I EITT5 1
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DD, 103°C Z B2 5 il TORMARMITE AR 2SS I ER @R BITIEIAFTH D
EHEEMLE LT [96], B EEET D OORTEIBEBEOLE LHED SN TND
[147], A B QMBI R A OIRED, R 2 EARE A CTEOICRICEETH L &
DHELH D [148],

FEEE TR & OB CILmIRERENaR DIZE X 2 ERm Lo TEY . miREREE
DL DEZEMAFFHIZE > T, FRHIEERHZHT 242 DA ML AZRESEL R T A
FTRERT 2 F P RESATWD [127], £OXRROOL-E LT, EREEHE TRITHE
RLMNICEERZ RS MBI e > TAFICERT 2 b @i ST (107, 109,
149, 150],

M - TR ISR H - D BEREH S Proteinase A (B3 A HFZEIC DWW TIX 1 — 5 — 2 THIZRD
L7223, BEE TROER & ORHEIZOWTIE, BEENEITT 28RS 1T 2 E R,
TV A — )R DR REETT A DFAENTERS 2 ) 70 ED3ARRESR ORI © D

HIWC B 2 FE N S5 110, 1501,
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1—8. AWHEOHRY

E— /L DI DA O RS B AYIE, HEE RIS 2EN T uE 2 A 25 -
DRI TH D, £TORDITITRFHICHET HMm 28 E L, REELOKROEY |
FMHmANE (REBEE) (BRI ZoMaahE L, kv BRI
. B A RO L, R - SR RET DK BE T m v XA 2R LT 2 ENNE
L%, Flo, TOX O AR AT RMEORBICKRSEL ZLICbEREND D, A
MRIZBENTIE, 7. WL 77 2AERFORRTHLIE—LFOESFEAEICERL
T, ZOEAMFHMEEOMY, ©— VEE LRh o228, ML rrEE oMY (LY

DIFEAEOBKMEIZER) 2170, E—/WafbIlw 5T 2EABEERET 2 F ok

Ize WNT, {aFFb~A T RAEURTH LB HRE A D MREER (Proteinase A) (ZH H

ﬁ

L. BE—= OSB8I D5 s RiEME 2 b R K SIE T 5 HIEDOMENL 273K

7. Proteinase A DIAFF HILEZ RAMGRT HFELRR Tz, o, E— Okt b Ol
FEIZOWT, RN OERICHW LN TE 72 HE L IR LT X AR VE
FrHREFIEOMNL 2R A T2, BV BB S BI%E U, RaCHEms R 2 st e+ 2
FHTHIEEMNL Uiz, SR ARV EROTERERE . FiBUCHL LI FikClR oo —4

Zeta LB 5 2 & THESL L 72 7 IE DRl 2 3K 2 72,
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H2E., B LI EEND FEEAEDOSHT

2—1. F&m

.

INETITHE—AHFOEAEZ DL THEEEZFRNLIRALNR 2SN TEBY, AL HE
HEITR R D FEOMEFF O3 OOEG LIV, XVESGFO28G)N e 73 ) K%
TLTA Y 7 rmrbiffia UELREEAE T 2E/RESNA TS 27, 72, £orh

THorF & 40kDa 2 AT 2 HABEIIREDIRAIZE 415 Protein ZHKRTH D Z &8
REN, FOERAMEFHIEE R HE S TS [158], F72, 4318 9.6kDa O FEMEE
FE LTP1 & REMILICHK L, B = OlERib~DOHFEN®HmLE LTS [44],
RETIE, E—MIAENLEAEE, SDSHEY T 27 VLT I FELIKEIE D7 D5
ARy FEGIDH L, 7 B, T X K, A RF VRO T X BBELYIOE

WaGsZ T, TORAEMFHRIEEEZH LN T L HERAT,

2 — 2. EEMEHS X OERFIE
2—2—1. EBRIE

EBAESHHAO E— 3 H v R e B— Vi TR0 BT ~)L % -,

2—2—2. SDS-KIU T 7 UNT I RTIVERIKE

SDS-RU 727 Y AT I FEXUKE (SDS-PAGE) 13 Laemmli [151]10 FEIZHEW,
16.5% (W/V) Acrylamide / 0.47% (W/V) N, N-methylene-bis-acrylamide % /L % i\ CT1T
STz, BRIKENE D7 VIE, 0.1% (W/V) Coomassie Blue R (Sigma Chemical Company,
St. Louis, MO) T¥tfa, 25% (V/V) methanol, 7% (V/V) EEfsVERK Tt L7-, SDS-
PAGE IZ W= RIEIT A2 TROEMEER O b 0 & H iz, 5 FmOHEE T T RAEEER OE
ZHWTITV, FEHER (8 1L Serva Feinbiochemica #: (Heidelberg, Germany)® .,
bovine serum albumin (67 kDa) , ovalbumin (43 kDa), chymotrypsinogen (25 kDa),

myoglobin (17 kDa), cytochrome C (12 kDa) % v 7=,
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2—2—3. EAEDORER

SDS-PAGE O D 7 N0 bEHE 2 M3 % Tsugita D J{E [152]% W TiT-
72 B —b. BRUOEERIOZRIE. ZhICE N DK F OFEER ERNRMEOLE T & 72
BT, BmHTEEAZ VT 0°C, 16 BEfi], A A2 &Kz xH LT 24TV, m—4 Y —=x
NR L — & —TEHE% . SDS-PAGE I2ft L7z, BB O ANLEET 530 F&E10
HL., 25 58D 70% (VIV) XERIAE &2 H\ CEIRD TR/ CHiE#HBIc L ERE %
gL, m—2 U —T/NR b— 2 — TR - ok L7, kg% 100 ul @ 70% (VIV) ¢
BRI ERR L, T0% (VIV) FERVH CFr{k L 7= Bio-Gel P-10 (100-200 mesh, Bio-Rad
Laboratories, Richmond, CA)IZfit L CHifd, SDS, taFE xR, AA FAR Y = — L@y %

R —2 U —x SR L— 2 — T - ¥ L T rRootricft L,

2—2—4. T /BT

Tsugita H Dk [1531% AWTHKRSREO%, 7 7 BofTicfiL7z, 2—2— 3K
R LIEHFIETHR LN EAEIL, 0.006% (VIV) 7=/ —/Va2Eieliig N ) 704 a ik
fEoD 2:1 (VIV) IREVEIR, 100 Wl IZWfE, T AF 2 —7ICEZEE L, 166°C, 25 57[H
B LOB0 /IR fREEIT o 72, BER ORE A W%, 0.01N BRI AR L, 7
2 BRMTEE Irica A-5500 (Irica Equipment Products, Kyoto, Japan) (ZftL 72, 7 2
J BEAARIE. 2.5 nmol OAZHET I/ FRIE S (FEAidE) AARuEL L, ALAd=vt®Y v
1% 25 533 KON 50 S0 IR G i DB S IR 3 0 53 I CHI Y T 2 EZRD, N A Y
1A 2% 50 S MK RS O Z Tz, ZRBSNO T X BRlE 25 43 & 50 43 DANKSY

fife ih DI fE 2 VTR O 72,

2—2—5. 7 EBEEASHT
T2 ) ORWEGE., v =2 T DT K< U RIEIC L 0T 7= [154],

Phenylthiohydantoin (PTH)-7 X / 24347 1% Hunkapiller & O 55 [155]ICHE LT,
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Zorbax CN (4.6 mm X 250 mm, 5-um, DuPont Company, Wilmington, DE) % %35 L 7=
MEEEA 7 v~ b 777 4 —Z2HWT, BEfH0.01N FigT hU 74 (pH4.9) 1 Tk
F=hUL (62.2:37.8), ¥ 1ml/min, 7 LR 40°C DA V7 F7 4 v 7 ¥,
UV254nm ZEAM IR HIZ CT1T - 72, Phenyl isothiocyanate [Zfne#fi#k®l (Osaka,
Japan) ZHW\e, = K~ 0 TEH L7233 Pierce f: (Rockford, IL) % v 7=,
FIVARF U REELS X, 0.1 M pyrimidine acetate-collidine #%f&{Z (pH 8.2) W T,
carboxypeptidase A (Cpase A) 35 L' carboxypeptidase B (Cpase B) & 1EH =+, ik
THT I WBET X BONTEHI T+ 535 TiT -7z, CpaseA
(phenylmethylsulfonyl fluoride ZLEE) 35 LU Cpase B (diisopropyl

fluorophosphate ZLEL#) 1% Sigma Chemical Company (St. Louis, MO) % fv 7=,

2—3. MRBILOBE

2—3—1. = ToEAEOME

E—/LDEF'E D SDS-PAGE %% Fig. 2-1 DL —> 1R Lz, 4+ EAEmEEAY
AL —r SIZBW Ty v — 7 RKEIRER B SN D Ko 12, mWaffea A9 2
SDS-PAGE IZB W T, L—2 1 2R T X 512078 40 kDa iz 7 v — R85 bk
BRI 72N R& . F72 16 kDa K0 &y FRNERE L 72 7 v — Rg Ny RSk &
tu, 10 kDa 33 KO 8 kDa (ZHIX 3~ 2 0@IZ, HERIGIR VAN KRB S iz, 18 1
— AR Lo Ko, BB RETORAEIT, BETEBS LA TRIZE N T, K
EORFIZL > THEMALT 2 B 5 OBEANMHEREROIENC L 0 e, MROXER
ERDT I VBT EIND, o, BETRICBIT AR TR, BETRICB T O£
HEBE NI FELVEIRICS L END TEAH Y, BEHES TIEEEICEESLD Z &N
BHHETE LN, ZOBIKUKEERITEOENR G T EMICHMAE LT b T TAED
TWNWAHZ EHRLTND, /1 40kDa, 10 kDa 5L 8 kDa IZAHS T AALE D/ K
ZEJVEY, 2—2 - 3HTRLIEFETHERET oL bOEBEIKE LIZOMF A L

—> 2, 3, 4ThHD, E—LOKEFERTHONTZO LR ULEICT 72— RRREDO F
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FEANV A S, ZORRIL, SDS-PAGE 7L RIZBIERE I D Y — RO/ R
EORFESMERFFLIEEENEENTNDZ LA L THY, LB, 20 SDS-PAGE
THRHSNZ 3 >OEAE %, 40kDa EHHE, 10kDa EHHE, 8kDa EHE LT 5

H=HETD,

kDa S 1 2 3 4 S

67 ~ pros
- e

43 P--C 40kDa
25 - il
17 e
12 . s

W<«  10Da

8kDa

Fig. 2-1. Sodium dodecyl sulfate gel electrophoresis of the proteins in beer before and
after electrophoretic purification. Beer before purification (Iane 1), purified 40 kDa
protein (Iane 2), 10 kDa protein (lane 3), and 8 kDa protein (lane 4). S: the standard
protein mixture. bovine serum albumin (67 kDa) , ovalbumin (43 kDa),
chymotrypsinogen (25 kDa), myoglobin (17 kDa), cytochrome C (12 kDa)

Arrows indicate the protein of 40, 10, and 8 kDa proteins.

2—3—2. 40kDaBEHAEDOT I AL E 7 X BERELY
v —/L X Y SDS-PAGE T43 » }H L7~ 40 kDa EHE DT I/ [k A Table 2-1 1T
KLl TNETICA T L7 v~ MY E— B LOKRENSER S 72 Beer Antigen

I & Barley Protein Z @7 X / E&fH% 7 Hejgaard & Kaersgaard [61] 12X » THE S
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TRV, TOMELFREFIRLZ, E—/L40kDa EAEOT 2/ BHENELNZT —
4% & SDS-PAGE L5y FEHEENDRT I WEikEE%E 370 705 380 LHEE L., £727 3
JEBAITICBW TR BZE L= WD TE 57 7 = 2 KL LTHUW,

Hejgaard & Kaersgaard & D#Hi512H 5 Beer Antigen I O 7 7 = 7K 38 124 Tix®
T1HFHE7ZYO7 I BEESE RN Lz, Table 2-1 TR L7z &L 912, 40 kDa HAE

DT X/ EHLAKIT Beer Antigen 1 & Barley Protein Z ®Z i1 & B <FHELL Tz,

Table 2-1 Amino Acid Composition (residue per molecule)
of the 40 kDa Proteins in beer

The 40 kDa Protein
Amino acid ' B.eer Beer AntigenI  Barley Protein Z [61]
(in this study) [61] 2 8

Aspartic acid and asparagine 34 33.1 32.8
Threonine 21 18.7 19.9
Serine 40 35.8 35.9
Glutamic acid and glutamine 47 45.6 44.4
Proline 16 14.5 13.8
Glycine 34 27.6 27.0
Alanine ? 38 38.0 38.6
Valine 24 30.4 30.1
Methionine 3 4.4 4.2
Isoleucine 15 16.2 16.5
Leucine 41 41.4 42.0
Tyrosine 6 6.8 6.7
Phenylalanine 18 21.9 21.8
Histidine 20 17.3 20.5
Lysine 11 8.6 9.0
Arginine 11 9.7 10.1
Cysteine n.d. n.d. 2.0
Tryptophane n.d. n.d. n.d.
Total 377 370.0 375.3

a From the amino acid analyses of beer Antigen 1 and Barley Protein Z. [61]

b In order to compare the composition of the 40 kDa proteins (Beer Antigen I 2) in beer,
Alanine was assumed to be 38 residues.

¢n.d., Not detected.
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KIFETHR L7 —/1 40 kDa EAEICHOWT~=a 7 /L TOT R Uil k5 N
KIGELAIIIENT, BRI NR XL T F X —RIZ LD C RIGELYIFENT & FEht L 7o R
Table 2-2 |Z/R L7z, N RsEETI A< RSN T 7T ey 7 anTnbeEX b, £
CREMEIITZT T =v 0B miiEntz, Zhbo7T 2 7 BiERIL Hejgaard 512 & 5
A [156] £ 1FIE—# L7z, SDS-PAGE B0/ REEIVERD L9 T VAT v 7O
FETEAOEHEOHRE B L2 b, 27 &by F&E 40 kDa midDOEHE

IZRKZED Protein Z \IZHKTHHDIZREIND T LRI,

Table 2-2 Carboxypeptidase Digestion of Proteins in Beer 40kDa protein

: Carboxy- Time Amino Acids 2
Protein .
peptidase (hr) Ala
Beer 40 kDa A 16 0.65
A+B 16 0.59

a Values are given as a molar ratio of amino acid per protein.

2—3—3. 10kDa B XU 8kDa EHEDT I /E&kk & 7 X/ BEECA
Fig. 2-1 TR L72%F & 10 kDa B3 L 8 kDa DEAEIZHOWT, 7 I /BB IO
TR EBRESN T R AT o T, TR R AT B & Table 2-3 IZ/R L7z, 728, T/

BEARL (B/Lth) OBEMICENT, WE L b7 7 =02 6 L LIE LTZHAIC. 40

)

ST EICR BTV T I/ BRikis. 370bb 10 kDa EAEIL 91 7 X/ Beik i, 8 kDa
BHEITTIO 7 I VBRI EFENTE L, £/, 3B L LTINETOMRENDL, W TE
10 kDa fHECEEAREAE L L THRE SN TVWDHIREB L —/LH KO Lipid

Transfer Protein 1 (LTPD)® 7 X / Bk & [AFRICOFRE Lz, T OHIZIHNTT R/
FERRRRIT, BRICT ARG X UERIT ANRT X IAVEIVERITNEI VY, TT=2, b

AFTr, VI UNIBWTHAEIZKRE S B> Ty,
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Table 2-3 Amino Acid Composition (residue per molecule)

of the 10 kDa and 8 kDa Proteins in beer

10 kDa Protein

. . Bele)iolt%il;])a B?ﬁieg’rl(‘)‘rll)‘fbllea ) Beer LTP1 .Befi’e;ofeli{rll) :
Amino acid (in this Amylase/Protease (in mol %) (in this study)
study) Inhlbﬂﬁrz ](PAPI) (157]
Aspartic ac.id and 12 15.0 16.1 9
asparagine
Threonine 4 3.0 3.4 3
Serine 9 8.2 8.3 6
Glutamic a§id and 9 6.1 3.7 11
glutamine
Proline 6 6.3 8.8 5
Glycine 10 9.1 11.0 9
Alanine 2 62 4.3 4.7 62
Valine 7 5.9 6.6 5
Methionine 1 1.1 1.0 1
Isoleucine 6 6.1 5.8 4
Leucine 6 6.3 6.8 6
Tyrosine 2 2.6 1.3 2
Phenylalanine 1 0.0 n.d. 1
Histidine 5 1.9 1.5 4
Lysine 2 3.5 3.5 2
Arginine 5 3.9 3.5 5
Cysteine n.d. n.d. n.d. n.d.
Tryptophane n.d. n.d. n.d. n.d.
Total 91 91 91 79

a In order to consider their total molecular weight, Alanine was assumed to be 6 residues.

b n.d., Not detected.

ARKEETH-LZE—/L 10kDa B L 8kDa HEHEIZSOWT~v=a2T7 /)L TDOT K< %
fif\Z X 5 N RUECHIfENT 2 Table 2-4 |2, AR F AT F X —PI2 LD C RunleHIfENT
Z 9 L 7ok SR A Table 2-5 12, L EOFER SN DT I/ BRI % Fig. 2-3. (T

L7,
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Table 2-4 Sequence Analysis of Proteins in Beer

Beer 10 kDa protein (1Inmol)

Cycle 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
PTH-amino acids
Asp 17 23% 13
Asn tr P 51*%e 10
Ser
Pro tr 23%* 13
Gly 43 88** 43* 65* 40
Ala 56*d 24
Val 36 89** 65
Ile 19 38* 22 tr 18**
Leu 120%* 9 tr 13** tr
Tyr tr 12*
Beer 8 kDa protein (1nmol)
Cycle 1 2 3 4 5 6
PTH-amino acids
Asp
Asn tr 63** 17
Ser tr 30* 17 25%* 11
Pro tr 32*
Gly 57 87**  59** 46
Ala 75% 48
Val 33 88**
Ile 201** 62
Leu 98* 30
Tyr 17 40%* 20

a Picomole amount of phenylthiohydantoin (PTH) -amino acid.

b Trace amount (less than 10 pmol) of PTH -amino acid.

¢ **: Major residue

d**: Minor residue
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Table 2-5 Carboxypeptidase Digestion of Proteins in Beer and Barley

Protein Carboxy- Time Amino Acid 2
peptidase (hr) Ala Tle Tyr Arg
Beer 10 kDa A 2 0 0.73 0.45
16 0 0.89 0.75
A+B 16 0 0.89 0.75 1.00
Beer 8 kDa A 2 0.41 0.25
16 0.88 0.70
A+B 16 0.83 0.75 0.89

a Values are given as a molar ratio of amino acid per protein.

Beer 10 kDa protein: Leu-Asn-Pro-Gly-Asp-Val-Leu-Ile------------------------------- Arg-Tyr-Ile
(Ala) (Me)(Gly)(Gly)  (Tyr) (Tle)(Tyr)

Beer 8 kDa protein: Leu-Asn-Tyr-Gly-Ser-Val-------------------=-=------- Arg-Tyr-Ile
(Ala)  (Pro) (Gly) (Tle)(Tyr)

(Lew) (Ser)

Fig. 2-3. Partial amino acid sequences of proteins in beer and barley. N-termini were
detected by manual Edman degradation and C-termini with carboxypeptidase
digestion. The observed minor peaks if phenylthiohydantoin amino acids are in

parentheses.

73 R (N KR 121X 10 kDa, 8kDa EHE L bic, EBloOT I/ #EES (Leu-
Asn-) BROWCH vy 2R Lo~ A T—7R7 I BRENEER S vz, 2Rk
TN ARF VR (C K ICHILET S -Arg-Tyr-Ile OEFINFRD HAVE, [RIFEZ Tle,
Tyr OFEHE G S 7z,

Fio, INHOFRERIL, S TWS LTPL (2> TE PAPL RS TWe) o7
2/ FERdA [41] [42]. T72bH7 2 7 Kb (Leu-Asn-Cys-Gly-Gln-Val-Asp-Ser---) 35 X
OO NVRF R (---Arg-Tle-Tyr) sl & ERHNC —B L TV D05, O T I/ BRILH

HIRRFICRE ST 5,
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SDS-PAGE ([CBWTH LN R R L0 FRAOMEATDICHELLTT I/ Rk LU
TNV F VARIIAP OB O b2 & BXOT I/ K, WVRF TV Riné b
\Z~ A TR EERE SN TR EZREMICERT 5 L, BONDAIREENEHET
&%, O&2iFAMEm Sz 10kDa EEHE, 8kDa EHAEIT, WAL IOV EITMIA
\CCHER T 2 | A fiREESR I &L D 5 fif & 1o/ R4 U7z LTP1 Ot Th 5 Z &,
b L<IZLTP1 OFFICT 2/ Rl o BNABRANCEER WL 2 T 12 2D Ic oy R &
FonT a2y FOEME LTHFEL TS Z L (10kDa EHE, 8kDa EAE L bIC
Fig. 2-1 (2R L72 & 512 SDS-PAGE 2B\ T 7 u— R0 RERLTWD), 72, 4
IR TERETEITL TS THA IMEL DI T, AL T — REUREZ 1 5 BV
DRI TAHANCHEITT L, 37T 2 Kb, BVARF 2 RO RO ZRELY &2 5] &
EZLTWOAREMEREZ BN D, 7o, YR LTP1 LA OEROEAEORESLE X

5N,

2—4. /E

WEEHICT 7 AT LA SN WD E— L OESTEAEOHEZRD -
WIZ, SDSHKRY 77 VAT I FEKKBI T — LT OREAEL 5B L. KEIBOS LG
T0% X CHEAELZME L, FVERZ v~ F TERAENLEFEL IR FE 2R
ETHRREEZITW, =2 T VT R U REB KO NVRF o _TF L —BIZ L DR
HILEZ AN TT X/ Rinds KO VIR 3 3 R OB 94T 24T - 7=, SDS-PAGE T35
F8 40 kDa IS L7/ K%, 10 kDa, 8 kDa dmiZ I /T Mg d 5 L 9 727w
— K72 REBRH L7z, 40 kDa EAEICOW IR, 72 BRI, 7 2/ K, hL
RX RGO IHHRESR DD BEICHE S4U TV 5 KZ Protein Z IZHKRT 5 & AE O #
SIEE-HL, ZONTRIFCHEMOEAEE LTHEL TWD ATREMEZ RIE LT, —
Ji. 16 kDa &7z V) /ARGy FICHNT Tillife L7z 7w — R8s RAE{EL, 10kDa, 8

kDa 7= D IZHEHR VA Rl SN, TRHOEAZEOT 2/ BT, 2
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W FEZA L TE— L PA~OBITRME SN TS KRELTPL EAE L1385 7
SRR E A L CW e, 7R K, VAR U RMECA AT HIX LTP1 & — ¥ fEE
Hh. TOMOEHOT I BEHIDHRH S, ZERKOEANMEEREN L - AT
\Z LTP1 Z &8I R ST 5 2 & T, Wrhfbs L<IET 2 7 R, AL AR 3 2 oK A3
RRICERWHILENTEZ L, SHICBLICEEBTICYFEEALIZA A T — REIGH
EITL, S FEMICO M EFF O CTRISERMBECTREREDEZEZOND, 2O LD

REAEOWTNAE—LDOIEFLIZES L TS zH LT 0ERH D,
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o5 3 E. MG LR OEAEOZEE)

3—1.

=i

&

p=1108
£

AR T E— /L O 1 E O AR R B DT 2387, 7358 40 kDa 15012 K%
Protein Z HoR L FEHES N2 /0 FEMICH —0 B AE A, £/ & 15 kDa £ 0 K571k
IZi35r R 10 kDa OEAEZ LU, BXRUKE (SDS-PAGE) Mic7 r— KT, R¥—
T X Kb, ANVRF VAR E AT OEAEABRE L, WELE TR bICES
TOEABEZREL TV, ZOLDITFFBOE— LV REZICEENLEAEN, JE
IZhEE - T, A « BEETRAZR TR E — /M E LG TRIZBWTED LI ITBITL

TV D EERETAIERILE L 2D,

3— 2. FEBRMEHS JOERTTE

3—2—1. FEHrk
EAHESTAOE—13% v R o E = fi THEROBT Lz vy, B—/VRER
Sa—d— T AW, RIFEIHFHENY bR E e, BEEBLARE~ A >
= B B TR~ o o= B BWRAERT R RV AR TRV, &RV L

GOHGATRRI DY 7Y 7 LT,

3—2—2. SDS-RUTZ7 VLTI RFIVERIKE)

Laemmli [151]D 71 T{T - 7-,

3—2—3. 73 ST

BEEOT X/ BEHALDHTIE Tsugita & D55 [153]1% W CTiT- 72,
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3

3—2—4. WEAE
Bradford @ 55 [84]1% VT, Bio-Rad #:® Protein assay % v b Z W\ TIiT-72, 1=

EEAEE LTHMET V7 I 2 0,

3—2—5. K#40kDa EH'E (Protein Z) i

Hejgaard [158] D 5ik# S L, T HIETITolz, KEZMSMPHETHL. &
D15kgE5LDO50mM B-ANAT hTH ) —)VIFIKET 1K 0°C THEL, 0°C T
—IHEE L, 12.000g T 15 /im0t L C B AE A7, EBIC 40%fEFE L7225 X9
e =0 L% A, pH 2K MU U LK T 6.1 ICHE L, BiE T — &
&, O DHEC L0 I EBRE Lz, RO T 60%EaFIE & 725 X 9 ICHBET v E=7 L%
M. fREREERC—&HEE L, EZmOHBEC L v EIL L, 100 ml © 10 mM 8-
ANAT hxZ B ) = VEERICHEMR L, 10mM B-ANVH 7 hx=% 7 —/V& 5T 50 mM
U U R U AEER (pH 7.5) (2% LT 0°C, 3 HM@ENTZ21T-72. ZOBITNIK
Z, 10mM B-ANHT bxZ ) =N &Gt 50 mM U UEET B U D AR (pH 7.5)
T -#i{k L7z Q-Sepharose Fast Flow (Pharmacia)f 4> A&#i7 u~ k4 7 A (25X 350
mm) (Zft L7z, AR Z 700 ml i L= 5, [FEREEK 1,500 ml @ NaCl #2E % 0 7
504MIZEmOLT7 TV MEHTERAEZMAL, 15ml 25777 v a & REIL
7z, WHIZAT 5 ml/min IZTIT-72, %752 2 a3 SDS-PAGE I LW 45 L. F
#40kDa OEREZGTHE S AR Lz,  RWT, 40 kDa HEE A F ey 2L,
(NH92804% 0.6 M & 722 XD IZIRIN - BfE L7z, ZOWKRZ 50mM U T R U o A
R (pH 7.5) , 0.6 M (NH4)2SO04 T¥4i{t. L 7= Phenyl Sepharose 6 Fast Flow
(Pharmacia) BKMEFHAIERZ v~ s 77 A (HF 25mm X £ S 350 mm) (2t L7=, [A
TR A 700ml it L7= D5, [FFEE K 1,500 ml @ (NH9)2804 3£ % 0.6 M 225 0 M (2
KFEEL7 7V MAHTEREEZNA L, 16ml$HO7 727 a 2L, i

HIFAT bml/min I TITo72, %7573 3 13 SDS-PAGE I X W 54 L. 2+ 40

36/129



kDa OEHE#H—CaeEo &2 B Uiz, YeLEmoidA 4 o a3 #iKIzxt LT 24 FFfE,

0°C THNTEATV, WHEHRE T -7,

3—2—-6. FVE@su~ 777 4 —

Parmacia % Sephacryl S-200 superfine ([EfE 32 mm X £ & 600 mm) %7z, &
BtE LTE—/L 10 ml 284 L7z, #EEEIE. 50 mM NaCl+0.02% NaNs & 7o, il
(£ 0.5 ml/45y, EIE 6.6ml, fitix, 3 —2— 4R LIZRENE, 785 ONCA Sy
MH3—2—8HIIRLIEn Ty MuEEXKENCAE L, K& 40 kDa EHH'E (Protein

7) ZRPEAICER LT,

3—2—7. KZ40kDaEH'E (Protein Z) HLiEDIERL

3 —2— 5K LI FIETHE LIZKE 40 kDa HA'E (Protein Z) #HiH & LT,
THE PN LT, Hx—EOREER S0 | M 0.5 mg A EPRAHKIZ AR,
Freund’s complete adjuvant (Difco) & A, #IEl - 14 HH - 21 HH - 28 HH D 4 [H]IC
Y EST, 30 A BIZARM AT > THUMIER 100 ml 21572, ERiE (BR) B ARLEDFE

oA —IZHRFE LT,

3—2—8. M EILHYE (Ouchterlony %)

Ouchterlony ® % [159]% W\ TiTo7-, 0.1 M U U EEfEEHRR (pH 7.0) &7 T a—
A (Pharmacia ft:, Agarose A) 1% (W/W)Z Iz TR CTBENL, HT7 AR E >
Vary sz TES 1mm Q7 VZER LIS, HEE S mm ORX%Z 5 mm & T 3 7
AréoF. K& 40 kDa FEH'E (Protein Z) #iiflif. K7 40 kDa HHE (Protein Z) #%dih
Wi (1 mg/ml), KZMHIE MFEKE 10g1250mM B-ALH 7 h=4 / —/L 50 ml
A, 4°C T 1WRffh) Z2inx., —&EE. JEEUS S8, RO Ak 2 R L

T, BERE 1T o712,
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3—2—9. vl v MUEEKIKE)

Laurell ® 5% [1601ic L W {772, 0.03M /LB ¥ — LigfEiR (pH 8.6) 18 ml 27
# v —A (Pharmacia ft:, Agarose A) 0.18 g Il 2 CHblgAKinH T Liztk, 55°C IZ
Rolz, K& 40 kDa EH'E (Protein Z) $iifig 100ul ZM1 %, #HEEHZ, BEHITH 7 AR
L U Ay T AREENT, 14emX 10 cm X 1 mm OF NV EVER LT, 7LD AN B
3mm ORE 25 flEY . ZHUCERE 9 ul ZEA LT, FOililnEy, A#AE I LT 0.03
M L e — ViEER (pH 8.6) ([ZHEii X &, mEMRAE AW TT LV OIRE%E 4°C 2R D
G, REHMAlZ R & LT 24 mA EEI CERXIKEIZ1T o 7o, KEIZIZS V2 RE T
WL, 0.1%7 v~ —T VU T v R T— (25% A X /—/b, T%HERETAR) TYa L,
LB A B LT, E£7o, EREIT I HAITIIKRE 40 kDa EH'E (Protein Z) DOFEUER

(4~50 mg/l) DOEILBPEDEENERR A [FIRFIZIKE) L, TEBERR O @ S DI (B 5%

RIS &2 “kiligy) 2R L CERMEARH Lz,
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3—3 MRBIUEE
3—3—1. ELRPOEHAED SDS-RAY 727 V7 I REXIUKE) (SDS-PAGE) (Z
L o5

JREPRZ NS E— D £ TORBEOZEE A SDS-RY 727 UNLT I RTLE
Sk®) (SDS-PAGE) (2 & 0 fif#r L7k % Fig. 3-1 1R Uiz, Bl L7zalkhid, K&
K (R 10 g2 50 mM B-ANH 7 =& /—)L 50ml Z /1%, 4°C T 1 KEf#EHH
). 2K (REEEE 10 g 121 A 2547k 50 ml 2 1%, 4°C T 1 WefHlfht) . b
{EBRGEIRF~ A o = B3, PR TR~ A > = B, A ERE R, AUk TR,

mEit, E—=ATho,

S 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 S
kDa !
67 | l
43
25
17
iy
14 =

Fig. 3-1 Electrophoretic characterization of proteins during malting and brewing
processes.

Lane 1: Extract from barley. Lane 2: Extract from malt. Lane 3: Supernatant of the
mash just after mashing-in. Lane 4! Supernatant of the mash just after mashing-out.
Lane 5: Wort before wort-boiling process. Lane 6: Wort after wort-boiling process.

Lane 7: Cooled wort Lane 8: Final beer
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S: The standard protein mixture. bovine serum albumin (67 kDa) , ovalbumin (43 kDa),

chymotrypsinogen (25 kDa), myoglobin (17 kDa), cytochrome C (12 kDa).

RZEfH# (Lane 1) IZIXMEAW S FEON Y RRZHERRH Sz, —RADIZ, KE)
BRI LR AR TERIFICELMIT. W, BN HOLEH, Mo TEAED
iR L EREY X BBREBROEMBEIT T D L SNDN, AEE SN FORF—
T, K& (Lanel) &%3F (Lane2) TREIBEDL->TWRIN-TL, o, £ONY —
NI DO~ o = B (Lane 3) F THEFF ST e, BB TR~ A = B

(Lane 4) Ti% 20 kDa P D& FREBIC B WD THEED N RRNRE LTV DR8]
LZENTeH . 40 kDa i O R A BEIT L ERNAHA TR ZF TH% LRICBIT L T,
F£72 14 kDa L FOES 7O 7 1 — RigNy REBITL TV, BB ER (Lane 5) 7
HAEBK TR (Lane 6) ([ZHNT Tl RO RREL 720 100°C, 90 43 D E A
TRIZBWTARH CEAENREIN TS Z BRI, HiZHt (Lane7) 205
it —/ (Lane 8) (ZE LB TIX, BERHZ L DFEEE . 0°C LLT OAKIE T Oy
2, BRI CRE A E S MREER ORI, KR X 2 EAEREMEET 5 L S, F£7o—
AT A1 TRIZE W IR R ORFT OIRBZ I SEZTEAEZRET 720
(22U IS NVEOIRRBAI AT 528, £ 0 XD il e Sk 2% T 40 kDa B AEN
BIRANCBAT L CODERFOBIE SN, RS FHEROBEHEOLUE LR DL, &5
27 00— Ry — B X OERSFRIIAT L T DR B S 7,

PUlbZzFlHwd b, REPICHEEL QO EROEA-E X, &I L 2BE M
(BE[E]) . FERE TREH OBERE R E B E O MRER OEM L Il IC I 1) 2 KR T oo KEH
A TRRIZ T 2I8EBH & Ok & Vo TeEAEIC & - TlBEER S 2T, FEDE

HENREE—V~BITT 5, FHCEXVKEINIZ S5 40 kDa 3 LU0 14 kDa L F kb

WHNRD FOEAENERICBITL TS Z LW LN E o T,
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3—3—2. K# 40 kDa & H'E O

AR O 5L (3 —2—51H) IIRLEFEICL Y M#kE 1.5 kg 75 KE 40 kDa &
FVEL RS R AT A 150 g 21572, Fig. 3-2 1T DB AR O SDS R 77 U LT
I FEXKER R Z R L. (Lane 2), HBORE LT, KRERHKE X O E—/L DR

%4 % Lane 1 & Lane 3 12f: L7~

kDa

67
43

25

17
14

Fig. 3-2 SDS polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis of purified barley 40 kDa protein
Lane 1: Extract from barley. Lane 2: Purified barley 40 kDa protein. Lane 3: Beer
S: The standard protein mixture. bovine serum albumin (67 kDa) , ovalbumin (43 kDa),

chymotrypsinogen (25 kDa), myoglobin (17 kDa), cytochrome C (12 kDa).

L—2 2R L7EL DI, BoNEHEEREMTIHE O RERL, o rEiRfEEA
BOBEBEN LS FES 40,000 EHEE T 72, FIRRCUKE) L2 KA (Lanel) 120
F TN BIRGFITHT TEEO R KPR SN, B Sz KE 40 kDa EH'E

TIEFE CBEEZICEORV Y RSN, £, FRHICUKE) L7 R#E & —L
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(Lane 3) ZIZAFED Fig. 2.1 THRH S 720 & [FERIC B — WIZREAY 72 3> RoHIZsy
& 40 kDa OfLEIZAN Y RO S iz, KZ& 40 kDa EHE & ©—/L 40 kDa HH'E O
NURE, BEDPR—TYy =77 FBRERLIEDIZR LT, BEF T o— RN
v RBIR AR L, B TR A ST LAy 7 & 40 kDa O — kIS 2 (RFF L7235
BN T OARE 2o TW\WD Z L 2R L TWD,

FE L 72K 40 kDa BABE D7 X/ A HTRE R % Table 3-1 1" L7z, oz
7 X B EE Hejgaard IZ K » TG SN2 O [168] L 1ZIF%ERIC—H L, HIDIE

D KZ Protein Z 2MER Sz Ll L7z,

Table 3-1 Amino Acid Composition (residue per molecule)

of the purified 40 kDa Proteins in Barley

Purified Barley Reported Barley

Amino acid 40 kDa Protein Protein Z [158] by
J. Hejgaard
Aspartic acid and asparagine 33.1 32
Threonine 18.6 19
Serine 33.5 34
Glutamic acid and glutamine 44.0 44
Proline 15.2 14
Glycine 28.4 27
Alanine 39.8 38
Valine 32.2 31
Methionine 3.4 4
Isoleucine 16.4 18
Leucine 43.4 44
Tyrosine 4.7 9
Phenylalanine 22.1 24
Histidine 9.4 9
Lysine 21.3 20
Arginine 10.6 10
Cysteine n.d.
Tryptophane n.d. 4
Total 376.1 383
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3—3—3. PiKk#E 40 kDa &E'E (Protein Z) MiFDOME
AR L7283 — 2 — 7THOHFIEIC XL D ERE L7=HikE 40 kDa B 1'E (Protein Z) Mg D

PE %5~ % 72 12 Ouchterlony 7£IZ X U G0 ROGE 2 i~ 72, fE$ % Fig. 3-3 1Z/R L7z,

Fig. 3-3 The results of Ouchterlony test

AS: Anti-serum against the barley 40 kDa protein (Protein Z)
B40: Purified barley 40 kDa protein (Protein Z).
a! Extract from barley.

¢t Beer

PIRE 40 kDa HH'E (Protein Z) Mif& 3 — 3 — 2 HHIZFR L2 EBARIKEIROMEE 2 A7
TR E 40 kDa B H'E (Protein Z) & ORITITIHIMRZ2ILRAR D MR S v, [AIFLMIE
B ENLHURL ., HURE L THWEKRE 40 kDa HE'E (Protein Z) A5 AIZFF LY
CRIGT 2R eR Lic, £, ZORBEHRITREMEE (£X) sL0e—1 (HK)
EIRPUAR L ORI bR S, T OB 2 @E LTS Z &b, Al K
HECE— LD L5 REAEOREM T OKRE 40 kDa FHEH'E  (Protein Z) DOffH<E &

(v MUEBRIKEBFIZLD) ITHWD Z ENHKDLZ L 2B LT,

E— A OEAE LHIRZE 40 kDa EEAE  (Protein Z) Mif & OREZ S HIZFEL <
NLDIC, B VEREEZSVIER 0~ 7T 7 4 —IZX D B L, AL OREH
HLlblo, nly MUEBXIKENZ LD APULE & OST 2EAEOREZ AT,
Fig. 3-4, Fig. 3-5 \IR L7z L 51T, v 7y MuEERIKENC BV TR S L2 LR O &

X (40 kDa EH'E (Protein Z) DIRE % KL L CTW5) 13EAEREHEHBRD 40 kDa &
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HEICHYT 2= BE —BL TV, EMOESIZHT DRSO HIRn2 &
B b AFUMEIZE—1H 0 40 kDa HHE'E (Protein Z) (ZHFRINZSUST D HLAED D
A ZEEMER LTc, £, MEREOE—ZBRIZONWT, RS FRY a—L4 (HSE
77 21~28) (T1E4rF 8 100 kDa DL EOEAE R DTN S, WiES 38 A v —7
IZL7- 40 kDa EBHE, 0%, B E S 44~70 ([ZHNT TT r— R E— 27 BIEHT 58
2 — 0%, Fig. 3-2 1R LIEBRIKEN N F — LR —FH L TWe, 7ok, HEoE S 83 LA
BEIZAEH LTV D B — 2 137 VBRI & O BE/ER TRV A L CE Ko FERE

EEZOLNDN. O DRIERR E1TAT > TR,

0.25 0.25
0.2 02 g
)
. E
5 B
12 0.15 0.15 5
0 2,
< o
(e}
g -
3 0.1 0.1 £
& '3
oW <
=
0.05 0.05 &=

0 g 0
0 20 40 60 80 100

Fraction No.

Fig. 3-4 Gel filtration chromatography on Sephacryl S-200 of beer proteins.

@: Concentration of high molecular protein measured by Bradford

method.

Ot Concentration of 40 kDa beer protein derived from barley Protein
Z represented as the height of precipitation on rocket

immunoelectrophoresis by using anti-Protein Z serum.
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~ o ﬂ} \l | .AA‘* - J‘ ;..

ZA ',uu,. "Wf KOO H X R HX IO Se

22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48 50 52 54 56 58 60 62 64 66 68 70

Fig. 3-5 Rrocket immunoelectrophoresis by using anti-Protein Z serum in the fraction

of gel filtration chromatography of beer proteins.

3—4. /I

ARFHICEET 2BABEZHEL TV 7201, BB O —VREICEENIEAE
S, B - A - REETREAZR CREE—VICEIEGE TRICBWTEDL I ITBITLT
WS AR T 5 FHPME L 0D, SDS-RY 727 VLT I RESIKENZ HN T~ E Z
A REME TR N D F RIS > TEEON Y R S zns, A - 3
B TRZRDIC LI > TREDEAEN E— /BT L TOSERF MBI S L, LY
PiF, 40 kDa DO E HEITLERNCHIA TRA R TH LRICBIT L Tz, $£72 14
kDa LU F DRSS F- D7 10— R7p30 B E—/b~BAT LT, B —/bigE TR
O L 912 100°C LT 90 4y Al O 22 RIS U 2 BVEME, BB TR T3 0°C
PLUF ORI 31T 2 5 B e W TRETIET Y BT o X5 eiERBANC X 50
B E, BABEZRINIRET D L O ITEMT 2RV EBFMET 208, ThbDTRA
BRTREDERAENE—A~BITLTNDEEZBND, £To, TORTHFE 40

kDa ODEAEIZ, £DO7 I/ BHRR, REFIGIZ & K& Protein Z ([ZHI2KET 5 2 L 23

45/129



MRBESNTE, AHIEINEDEAEICOV TR bA~OBE TR L TN 2 2B E—1

DV HIZEET AFZRICB WA L I 5,
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FHATE. E— N OaRFb L RKEREOBRIFR

4—1. &

S

AT CIIREI O KRZ G, B3 - A - FEBE - BTl - 872 S olE TREA/F T, o
FOMREAENE—APIIBIT LT 202, ZRETE—LOEf bIZEd 240F
FEZBN T, FESGWE 2L FRINTHR 2 D7D Z < IR STV D, WFER 22 LR TRk
AN b oI, WWRHICEET 2 & B2 5N NENRYBLRREIL, TaOHRIE
DA AN, WIROER REOE S, KEHIE, IR D DKy DARIE, Rk,
PV REEE REMEFETH D, AFFHICERT 2L EE L, TICEET 2
WEZFRE L TV 2 ENER b O b LOXRICER L LB 6D, AFE
IZRWTIE, R LWHEBED S b, E— A OXREREIZEH L, afb & otz

AT,

4 — 2. EBMEE X OERSGE
4—2—1. FEBKE
v— LIy iRe e — BT B X OERNMAO BV A F—2 A4 O RERE, (T

Hdh) =iz,

4—2—2 VEEbL

V7B K D1ER BREIL ASBC AEEICHE T [15],

4 —2—3 FmiEMAl

R Vhfilg+ b U w7 A0 Sigma 4B, Z 0 U LT L o — WA LA

4—2—4 RKEHEONE

A LA RO R R SVR-S 2 7z,
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RIEFE (pns) 130V OREE (n) LR RDIPETHY | RIEREORY 277
(BAL : st glsec, u: glem/sec (=poise)), PR | TSR | Z &R 5 17] D A W
EHZIZBROEPI L L TR LD, REHREORE I ITBERENE, Bk, MBHTE)
EOZONH o0, KEBRTIETPHLREORMR, B =0 us OREITHE LIz FikE

LCEEEAZBM L, Fig. 4-1 IR LI FEIZ L0 FTREO HIETIT 272,

Rod support —— [

Torsion wire —>

]
Mirror
/Detection pendulum
Sample solution

Sample vessel —\{ ______ \1 "]

Fig. 4-1 Schematic diagram of the rotational viscometer.

AR E LI B —/1 200 ml 270D 7RVRAE T, RERERFORBIIL (£ : r1=7.5
cm) (ZEFDICIEZ AL (FFE] t=0min) , IKW\THR LY EH k=173.8 (g * cm?/seca) Dt
TOMTHRY FFbN-ABKOT 7ara—F ¢ 7% LR (r2=2.5 cm) %3
BHILN O ©— LR mICHEAh S 72 (t=5min), fREL. REHLE —EMAEE o (red/sec)
THEEHRS 72 (t=bmin), MHIA L B —/LKi & O OKE D IZHS HRBPL (FRifks
BE) O RITEEHIL o EER 7 & [ U A MRV, BT 2o ML r L850 o
A0 (rad) TEILT S, ZORNMUAZREOETHARSTZ, 0 KO KRKXEZHNTus

N, FH=a— FUMEOLEIT AT OREERME (fs : dynelem) MR TE 2,
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ps=k(0—0w— 00 (1/ri2—1/r22) /4r o (1)
fs = k0o (1/ri2—1/r22) S4xnln (r2/ 1) (2)
0w : JHEERKEREE L2856 ORI

00:H=a— LR T o — 0 MIBROEMELST & ©=0 2/ L7ZREOMH

UL, B X5 I — L OREIBRFINZ =2 — P oMb E=a— b oPE~EZ1 L

THEME B A2 R T, 22 TE (1) RzonTiE, 0w L 00 2 F /Ao

HEE (usa) &L THRDEIICELE,

usa=ko00 (I/ri2—1/r22) 47 w (3)

(3) RiTBNWT o THEERLZZRED 0 LAMNIERE 02720, usaldo TRTZ LA

k5,

usa=mo ({HL. mITEE) (4)

FoT, P TIIREMEZ R T OREHE (psa) THRL, TOEZRNA 0 TRE

LTERFTZEE LT

Wiz KBRS LR (SVR-S, Wit ) OBz Fig. 42 (R LT,
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Fig. 4-2 SVR-S Rotational surface viscometer (Kyowa Interface Science Co., Tokyo).

HEIT 7 BRENR, B SRR S D, JIEIE 20°C OIEIRE T, KE), fEER
2RO LR L TIT o7, Flo, BENICHIET 25613, REOELNZET 5720
(2. BT & B —) VR Al RIS Rl L 7R ABIC LT, ARSI 1T 2 RO e 2 Rt~ B

>77,

4—-3 MRBIUEE

4—3—1. E—/LREFEDRIEHZL

T~k Bl X > THEFLEZRE Lz S EEDEEE VAT —% A7 (2110~
127, SMENRKEWVIEEVEARLRBRWV) OE—LOZNTORAERE (nsa) ZRTENL
180 ZRRFFICHE L7 iR % Fig. 43 108 LTz, T — X IR IRV, K KT VU]
e N UL+ T T U LEREET & U U DGR 72 2 RS B ORI R IT A< AT
IRHo e DR LT, B /L OREREE IR & ST L, ZOHMOEE N T —L
WK TERLZ LML, T72bb, WaFFbORW (ZEARE) BE—/ME LR

P 2R R E DEEMB R E WVERA B L R o7z, £ AR 7 FEiETER O WK D
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Fig. 4-3 Changes in apparent surface viscosity of beer with time.

Angular velocity (»)=0.10 rad/sec.

4—3—2. U= VRIEKEHEINEL LR D X H & ORERR

E— VR A INEFE L FE D DE & ORREZA NI T 572010, REKEIZE
ELBRAI G4 2 MIEBR 461 30 23725 50 43 DR ORI EHEINEEZ V) L EFEL L, W
FHORMR (n=50) 27wy k L7z (Fig. 4-4), WM& OMICITFRWVFABIRIRGED i, &
EREN E— L DIaFR b2 KT YOV L OTHDL Z ERW BN ERoTo L &b, Tuks

LORBDHEDIRIEL 70D Z L bW LN E o T,
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Fig. 4-4 Relationship between velocity of increase in apparent surface viscosity and

Y -value. Angular velocity (©)=0.10 rad/sec.

4—3—3. E—LOEmFME

E— LR OELETREHAR (0-0 #i#) 12XV EICHE L7z, Fig. 4°5 (ZiafFb o
7% 2O E—/L (2123, £110) OWREIM#E, REERZORE t /T A —& &
L OR LT, WBEHROMEE MBI (fs EOHBOAE) 2LV us OHEDIFN
2, REH=2— P D IE= 2 — oD, TRDBIRIROMER LY () o5k

SOV TE D,
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0 (x10 rad)

B(120min)

A(10min)

B(40min)
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Fig. 4-5 Force-flow curves of beers having different foam stabilities.
Beer A: O, £=123
Beer B: @, =110

JAFRFHORWE123 DE—/L (A) OKMAEIX, t=10 min [ZHBWT, G272 AMNEE &
EUTIS N E BRI TR SN =2 — h R R L, ZOBBRTIE /o —ETH
D, (3) Xrbusato (HDHWZXO) bbb T—ETHDL I LRI ND, Lo
L. t=40, 60 TIEZHLFIBIRSAN KB & o7, bbb, ST AWEEIC
LoTusaPBbT 2 =a— Mo HarL, ERTTEZ 0=0 IZHI L2000

(2) REHWTHEMEIND fs fE23 Table 4-1 1R L7z L S IZREITEIM L=, —F,
WWFFHDE 52110 DE—/L (B) OXEIL, t=10,40 T==2— b EEr L, Bk %

R LT (t=120) K9 FF==— b HERLT,
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Table 4-1 Surface Viscometric Properties of Beers

Surface Viscosity Surface Yield Value
Time Ms fs
Beer (min) (g/sec) (dyn/cm)
10 0.12 0
A (2123) 40 0.28 0.13
60 0.30 0.19
10 0.05 0
B (X110) 40 0.11 0
120 0.31 0.04

ZDEIIT usa PREFRFIZELT 2FHIE, E— L OREN =2 — b EPbI = —
R MEA~ZET 2 H2RLTEBY . BREOHBIC XY RROMEENR N (B 50T
BN ZWBIIHONTL D, DFVREFHICE— A REDERISEVEEZHOTL S
ZEBWEMNE ol Elo, WAROLORR L E— VDI D, T ORRRFAIITIRY Vi

ZHODLMEOBREMNIFLORE EXIST 22 L bRaEni,

4—4. /NE

JAFFHICEET 5 & B 2 6N DRERRWERAVRHEDO T | RIEAGEICHE B U7t
AT o Tz, REAEF 2 HOTEHRHORER, E— A ORNTORERE (1sa) [TRAEZ
oA L T BRI 2 Z L VB L, JaR b0 RV E—/UE &2 OBIEE LR
Tholz, FTOpsaBINEE LEFFS (2) & OMICITRWVAARBIRIEED i,
REFEDAFFHEZRTUEDOOE D THLZ VLN ER ST, S HIT us a DR
T, E— L oREA =2 — F o MENbIE=a— P AT 5FEZRLTED,
CORENREWIZLE, 72D HLRMEME ZRERICHEIN S E 2 HE 2 < FFo e —uiZ

CHHEBELNRRWZ LR ENT,
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FBoH5E. B0 bICESTAEAEOMNE

5—1. f#&n

.

AT TR I A 2 FIOTCRET OFER . RIEE AR H 2RI VIOV LOTH D
LWL EIRY | REHE Z RSN S o ME 2B FHOE— I LA b
BWZ EPRENlc, WRbORWE—LZEEET L, H5WIRuRbEUWET L7720

A E o T RIS E AN S E L BRI ERDOWEERET DI ENEELFZZD
No, €I T, KETIIERN LA HICECED L L SNOREHRROE D FEAE &
KIEKE L OBRIZAER LT 2T o FE L, E—aficaEhsma FEEEON

HIZHOWTIEH 2ET, FEBE LRPOE FEAEOFEEII OV TN 3 TR~

F

oo RETITEAGOMMICKEL 5 27208910, BERKICEZHEEND L b T A
Jnu~ NMEOFEZHAEDE THmEEZITV, E— L ORERED FR 255 EAE N F

FET 20 E 9 MTERZ Y TTRFNZ1To 7,

5— 2. FEERMEHS X OEBR A
5—2—1. EEME

=3ty RN e e—V BT (i) & Wiz,

5—2—2. HEGE

AARE LI- =)L 6 L ZHilET =7 LA CHEITLIEZ1T > 7, BAFIE 40%0> 5 60%
DOENCHT T DX % 20 mM el b U v LfEEi#E (pH 3.5) (S LD b, [FEE
HRIZK LT 0°C, — BN ZIToTo, NEWITZE OB L VRE LT, ZOBITNKE
[FIREE R C M LA B 21T o TG A A > &#a 7 v~ ME{K S-Sepharose Fast Flow (7 7
V=TT R EA 32X EE 16.0cm) AT TA LN T AT U7z, RIFEEHE Tl L
7205, 1.0 M NaCl ik Cles S oA E it S ¥, Bbh otk 20 mM

Tris HaEfeiEE ik (pH 8.8) (Zxf LT L. Z OFMT K & [FEE ik C Fl b LB 217 -
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Tofaa Ao A8 7 n~ FEIK Q-Sepharose Fast Flow (7 7 /L~ o 7 HHL B 2.6 X &
S 25cm) R TALED T LM L7z, [FREE R T L2 b, 1.0 ml/53 OFGET 0
~0.6 M NaCl#&iZ (1,200 ml) T2/ 7 Vx> MEHEZITV, 4ml OO0 Lz, 728,

ERONT LT v~ MIET0CIZTITo 72, BB HE ST 280 nm DR ERWLIN % 1
EL, Eo—EMASELT I BRIREZIE LTz, ZOEHE—27 05 E QIR
ENTWD LS DMy (k45 F1, F2, F3, F4[H5y) 131 A4 2Bk LT

BT 217\ BRAMEIEE (7 2 = 408, oF%= 0 v k 10,000) THEfE L7,

5—2—3. SDS-RUT 7 UNLT I RFILVERIKE)

Laemmli [151]D 715 T{T - 7-,

5—2—4. RU T2 VN7 I REBFERIKD

Pharmalyte pH 3-10 (7 7 v~ 7 #8) 258 5% RV 7 7 VLT I R VEZHNT
12° CTT 7~y THERT T v F_y FEXIKEEEZ AN TTo 70, BIEIETT7 7
b~ 7 #0 Manufacturer’s Instruction (27> TIT o7z, KEIEO T /MIL156% MY 7 1

HEERRICIRIE L, T LAWY RaBERE LT,

5—2—5. 7T WO

B2 2—2—A4AHHITRLEFETITo 2,

5—2—6. mRAKIEW

7 x ) —)VRRERIEE AW T, Jva— AR EREY R L L CER LT,

5—2—7. BUKMHENERZ v~ 777 4 —IZ X 2 EAEOBUKIEE 5T
Slack & Bamforth @515 [801iZ% - T, Octyl-Sepharose CL-4B (7 7 /'~ 7

)y BT LEHNTIT- 2,
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5—2—8. % “HIKHIE (Ouchterlony £)
B 3®E 3 — 2 — 7THH|ZFL L7z FiETHERL L72 K& 40 kDa & FH'E (Protein Z) Fuifl

HxEHANT, B3%E 3 — 2 — 8IHIZ/R L7z Ouchterlony @ 5% [159]1% AW CTIT -7,

5—2—9. EHEMIOIERHOWE

Rudin @5k [12]23EAL L, EE 4emXE X 60 cm @ Rudin F = —7 (Porosity 3
DA T AT 4 N2 —35E) ZHVTo72, 200 ml ORI 220722 Rudin F=2—7
ICEEALL, KBH AT TTFa—7 My FETREL, 10 BRONMLEZGFENRE T

HETITST,

5—2—10. FREKEOHNE

FAFE 4— 2 —4HR LB Em Ao SVR-S 2 W= FiETiTo 72,

5—2—11. Jab

¥ 7B K D1ER HREIL ASBC AEEICHE T [15],

5—3. MRBILUBELE
5—3—1. BE—/VEHEDSH

Q-Sepharose [&2A AW v~ 777 4 —DEAERH /Y — % Fig. 5-112, %
LSO SDS A Y 77 U7 I REXVKE) (SDS-PAGE) #EH % Fig. 5-2 |1~

L7,
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Fig. 5-1 Chromatographic profile of beer protein on Q-Sepharose anion exchange column.

*Amino acid contents after hydrolysis.

MW (kDa)

67 |

43—-..

17 -

B S F1 F2 F3 F4

. “g:”

Fig. 5-2. SDS polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis of beer protein fractions obtained.

B: Original beer.
S: Sample prior to Q-Sepharose chromatography.
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Fig. 5-2 IZ/r L72i@ Y . EICH L7zt B —/L (Lane B) & S-Sepharose # H\\ T
HE DWW, WHAFEIZ X > CTiEHE S 7z Q-Sepharose 1 7 A7 v~ MIHT B EATOY
> 7V (Lane S) @ SDS-PAGE TDO /N> RXZ—31F & A #0372 <. S-Sepharose
Z AWTZRTLERIC K> CEAEITRME S L, B L \BITIC k> T, EmafA LRvEmn+
D IRIKACI AR FACE W DIBRDGL TN D LIl L 72, Q-Sepharose 72 HIEH SN2 EH
Hix, coEtih#» o F1, F2, F3, F4EZ O 4 D250 Lz, ZRENDE S D
SDS-PAGE 7p#rfE s (Fig. 5-2) 13 F1 432 10 kDa ¥ (2 FEEAIRARR 72 3 R&E7R L

c—7. F2, F3 @433 %210 kDa, 15 kDa LA F O3 &Y — 7 m— R0z R L
2o E£7c F4 W31 40 kDa D4y F B2 FF O/ RaR L, 5 2 EIZB W TH L
IZ72 5> TV 5 KZE Protein Z HCROEHAE TH D & B2 bl

Fig. 5-3 IZH1KZE Protein Z HLiK %2 W TIT o 7o )% L HE#GE  (Ouchterlony %) (12
£ B KWy DGSEISEMEE R TR AR LT, PUKZE Protein Z HiLik & ORI F4

S DIINGIERE R L, £ ORRERRITHURE Protein Z Hifk & HUli & L THWE

Protein Z #£5h & ORI S L7 LR & WZEE LT,

Fig. 5-3 Immunodiffusion of anti-Protein Z serum (AS) and beer protein fractions.
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LI E® SDS-PAGE £ X OV InBEMEOFRE RN G, F4 B4 3E & L TKER K Protein Z

MBS Z L R LT,

5—3—2. B—/VEAEHES ORI

ATE CRLal L7 £ D IS B — v DIafeh L BB E T 2 ERN N Lo TNDHE
TR & R CRlal L7z B — VR B OB A G225 2 & &2 BRI, R hks
FEGTH 2 T F1~F4 5y O AR 2 W& L7z, Fig. 54 1TRLizX o, &
53 13 7 2 FETRDRE B B BE 27k L, 0~60 mg/l DI EEFPAIZ IS T, F4 B4y SRR

BT i R THDRE P IR 2 A HH L 72,

0.6

i@ F4

E (3

@

T 0.4}

Ny

o

b4

<> 0.2
F3
F2
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Fig. 5-4 Velocity of increase in surface viscosity of beer protein fractions.

AIYEC F4 W53 13 KZH K Protein Z X W kD Z L3> TEY . Z O DR
B WEEREEHINEE 2742 & 12, Protein Z HISEDE & AR B IZHF] 220 & P
OWHRMEZH L TCWAAREERH S, TOMEZIH LN T 2 L FEKRRIC, B—Lho

BREOHE LR TO X VMR R 82~ 2 LT, aiBEOm L, ZD72DOiE
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B LROBE, REFEOBRECORN D ATRENH 5, Fxld, REBREICENT,
Protein Z %, #ufibz B 5720 OBEEMRE D FHRIIEM L TEB Y. & Protein Z
G KRE (JLKPE Bonanza) OA&RLRi#E % H T Protein Z ORER IS -2 2 F04 L |
fronisyf~—7— (RFLP marker) 2N@&k~—0—& L THMHAETH S Z L&A

LTwWa [70],

5—3—3. v—/VEAHEESO(EFRITEE

Fohic

E

TDOT

171

J RS K ONR AR & &= A E L7k SR & Fig. 5-5 1ZR LT,
F1, F2, F3 5y D7 3/ BEAARL & B LT, F4 B IS0 872 DA s L, IRIE il
NOEAEOBKMEE LBRNASH D EBEZ ONHBUKMET 2 B (Z Z Tl Ala, Val,
Met, Ile, Leu, Phe & EF L72) G EDWLMBEHEWZ ERRBO LN, T72bb, Bf
AKPET R /G R (mol%) D 72WIEIZ F1EiZy728 27%, F2 Ei5y A 28%., F3 [E5y )3

29%., FAEI R bE< 36% Tholo, o, BELSHESETHAR LV oToEmIET
TOEBPE EHERORIE (A4 7 —FRIGEBZBND) IZERKT 2 &EbN D RKIEY
EEATEY, ZOG®RIZZ NV a— AEEME TORWIRIZ F2 #5753 4.1%, F1 #5353
4.5%. F4 5378 6.7%, F3HEDM 7.9% Th 72,

Amino acids (mol%), [////] Hydrophobic amino acids

[l] 1 2|0 1 410 1 6I0 Tl BO 1 1?0
Asp, Asn  |Thr| Ser Glu, Gin Pro Gly :ryr Lys| Arg Aia Val lle 7/ Leu
& hi“ Ii*il Z M7 /'ﬁe
\
o ESN ‘i //
. .
A -_“ i /
:
I0 é 1|0 15 2I0 25

Il carbohydrate (% as glucose)

Fig. 5-5 Amino acid compositions and carbohysrate contents of beer protein fractions.
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BoNI AWy OFEERZRY) 727 VL7 I NEBREXUKENC L0 RE Lz, IKER R

% Fig. 56 125 LTz,

pl S F1 F2 F3 F4
9.30 —
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657 ~*
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3.56 —

Fig. 5-6 Polyacrylamide gel isoelectric focusing of beer protein fractions.

S: Sample prior to Q-Sepharose chromatograpy.

I

ZIENZ VT2 Q-Sepharose 1321 4 U AR HIKRTH VU . BEERHIICITEHEB S OB WD 10
SIEWS T ORI & D, Fig. 56 2H30n5 X 91, F1ESGITEELD 6 LLED
WAEMERE., F2H45013 5.5 726 7T OFMEREEL, F3E3IE 4 7026 TI2H T TIRWERMEH
WOEBR DA E R L, F4 BT 4005 5 O EPROERMEREIRIC 9 LTz, &

DEGFIZE 25 T &ld. EEOMMR NN FRENENDOE 3 ZMR L TR, &b

F4 4313 Fig. 5-2 @ SDS-PAGE DOfi Ri3 0 FEIIITH—IZAZ 2 b DD, FEHRIIC
FZHON FERL, BWEAT 57 I BIERENASBANEM S TEMEZ 1T
TWAHZ ENHERISNS, ©—v® pHIZ4RIHZOBETHY . Z0 pH I IZHEELE

FrOoBE BT CREM 2 K> 7o R, WREMET L (B 72e 55 (I35 B s
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SIS I L) JAIRREICHAE ST <D 28 THURLERICHFG T HH/HERTE

Do

5—3—4. B—/VEMEm5YOBKMEE

BHNTZ 4 ODESIZHOWT 5 — 2 — 7 IH|Z/R L7z Octyl-Sepharose CL-4B (7 7 /L~
ST T NERAWTZEOKMEREER 7 v~ 7T 7 4 —I2 X B FIETERA-OBUK
PEEE ST 24T o T, B TERABILZ DS T ORMICHAKEDRNT I/ iRk E R > C

. BUKZ o~ 777 0=, ZOBUKMERS & SRR I OBUKEIT R D Bk
IR AAER ORI LIS ETH 5, BUKIIZR A B % 5 2 2 ENICIT, #H
B REE, pH, REIEHER, =F L7V a— LR ERbDN, A4 mE (HEERE)
PIIRNE EHK & OBUKEIZRAEE TR 72 0 | HIREEZ T 2 L BUKMEE OIRVIEIC &R
FENEREL T< 5, ARFIETIE 25% 88501 D (HN1)2S04 7 T F-4fi{k L 72 Octyl-
Sepharose CL-4B 71 7 A2, 25%8af1E & 72 5 & 5 IZ(HNW2SOy Z ¥fif L 7= B — L & it
L. iy W5 ZBKMED “Hydrophilic” B4y, RUNCTHERE 2 FiF CABKTELTS
5y & FPREE DOBUKED “Moderately hydrophobic” iy, 50%TF L2 2 U ot— /LTI

H3 275 Z 5RO Bf KD “Strongly hydrophobic” 7y & L7,
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Fig. 5-7 Ratio of components with different hydrophobicity in the four beer protein

fractions.

BEIC 4 EIZRBWT, B =L OyaR HITITRIAE OHEINRE SR L, £725—-3—2
HFIZBW TR L2 L 212, B /MZEENLEAEOETICE W TE, F4 B3N T
RPN E ORI E O MATRD b A £ OFMIZIL Fig. 57T IZR LICA B OT
I/ BRALRIC IRV T F4 B OBUKIET X BRIERDP RN EBERNDOO LS EEZ B
%, ARIETIE F4 52 “Moderately hydrophobic”, “Strongly hydrophobic” % &>t
% & 82%WBKMEDFEWVERE TR SN TWD Z LY LN ERoTe, ZDOWGy MK
THEHE, F5—3 - 1HICTBEL LI LOICEEL L TKERK Protein Z 22685 &
EZONDN, EERICIT5 — 3 - 3HTOHFEERBSIKBORMENO G, [ U FREELF
HIR0S B EMANAEHEIEMN STV DB BIE S L. ZHIUC K > TEUKMED R 5 5
FEEATNDZEPHERTE L, D ER_7 X512, F4ESITHKEDO W E S FEA
BOFTHEESNL TS ZENbEWRERELZA L, ZAMNAREBICT 7 ZHEMT S

HR Lo TNDZ LIRS ICHERITE 5,
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5—3—5. EAHBSOIEF H~DFG

BEIE Calk ~ 7= W B2 0) 5 15 CHERI S 7z & — VR -l 5 OVEFF b~ D % 5% [EHE
(NS el RN EZ W TEoFEAE (5F 5 10,000 BLE) &RV 72 RS
TR B — WZIRIN L C (R EEIRE X 50 38 KO 100 mg/l O 2 KHEZFRTE) JafFb %
WETLHHT, FONTCERERSOEFHL~OFLEZRE L, [WiboREIL, ik
5— 2 — 9H|ZFIR L7 2ZE RUDIN iEZ W, IETF = — 7 O EZ G ERE T H5HT

P A2 1T o 72, #EH % Fig. 5-8 1T LT,

(50) (100)

Fig. 5-8. Foam stability of beer protein fractions in ultrafiltered beer.

(): Concentration of protein in mg/l.

FRAMIEIEALEL L 72 E— WA FE B ST 0 L RESN TV DRSS FIE (Y a
e, @BA A %) PO E—LERCRETEENTND LT, 45 10,000 2 L
DEGTEAEPERMLTN D, Z ORIMNERLE e — L oyEfFHiL, Fig. 5-8.D /8D
BEIOR L XD IIE L7igikiEZ—BHI L TR L-EN D, @ FEAE B IR aF;
HIZESTARAIRDERTH L Z ENWLNTH L, FI~F4 5y 200 L 7B XIZE
WTC, FAEDZIRMLIZ b OBRRBLEE LTEAREHEZR L, IRWTF3ES &V FERE

mofe, TOHFEFTE — 3 — 2H TNy ORMRERERR & —B L7c, U EDORK
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Rino, BV TOERAEIIES FORBA TR0 Y alit L OMAERIC XL > THaFEb
IZHGTEEROENTOEN, TOEAVTEAESFOMEICL > TRR2->TEY,
EVBUKMERE L, REBEOE DT (ZZTIEF4HESY) OFGENEH NI LIRS
Nic, Flo FAmGORERy & LTiE, SDSAY 77 U7 I RERVKENR L OEIL
EAEDRER DD REMFLHFIZE £ D KZE Protein Z Th 5 L i TX | KZ Protein Z

DIAFFH~DFE 2B RRT DR & e o7z,

5—4. /E

v—romsFEAELZ., Bt B, B ALY cBAA I~ b T T 4=k
DB ZATV, F1I~F4 By D 4 SOy 2457, SDS-PAGE 73#rfé &, F1 #5723 10
kDa JTiZ FL OB 228 0 R &R L7e—5, F2, F3 533 H 4 10 kDa, 15 kDa LA F @
Y — LT m— Rtz R Lz, £72 F4 Bi531% 40 kDa O 4y 1 & & RO B /e
Ny RERL, K& Protein Z HCROEHABE Th D L HEZE LTz, HIKZE Protein Z Hilk %
FAWTAT o 7o g “HALHUE (Ouchterlony ) (2 K 2 KI5y O SR B 4 i~ T b
. PUKZE Protein Z Hiik & ORIZIE F4 W53 O B30 S % R~ L, F4 W5 08 K&
Protein Z Mk TH 2D Z & ZfEad L7z, RIEAGEZ W2 or OfE R, F4 53 ISR RT
ISRV R AR 2 R L, 7 3 BRI OfSH, F1, F2, F3E4 D7 3/
BAALRE & bl LT, BUKPET 2 B8 (Ala, Val, Met, Tle, Leu, Phe) &8 ks HLi v
ZERROONT, RV T 7 VAT I FEERESIKI O OMER, F1ESITHEERD 6
VI EOIEMEEAE, F2 E3E 5.5 205 7 OFPEEE, F3E T 4205 TN TEW
PRI DR r L, F4 3T 4 705 5 O HiRB O ER P REIIZ /94 L TV
2o ZTOBEMITENT, EEOMMA Y RRBIES, &bl F4ESIE SDS-
PAGE OF RIS FEICITH -ICRZ 500, FEAMICIIZHEO NNV RERL, &
A3 27 I BEENABRANEM SO TEMELZZ T TW\D Z LRI ST,

BUKMEMBERERZ n~ s 77 7 4 =AW ORER, F4 B BBKEOSWERE Y
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F TSN TWD ZEBHLNE R T, BRINEBIC LY maFEAE (5 10,000
L b)) ZBRZE U7 BRAMIERALER & — /U2 A 53 22 0 L T2 Rudin EIZ K D aFiH~0
HEARME LT A, FARSDZIRNMLIZ b OBRRBEE LTARbLE R LTz, Zhb0
FERNG, BBMEICEERZA L, LVBKERELS, REBEOEW S FOEAKTH D
F4 By OFGERENZ LR ESNTZ, F4 B ORERMS L LTiE, SDSAHRY 727 U
7 X RERVKENR L OEISEMEORE R0 b REMHFICE £41 5 KE Protein Z Th 5

CHAHET X, KZFE Protein Z DIEFFH~DH 2B RBR T HFER L 7o 77,
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56 T, BUKMEE HEOIER 5 ~O %5 O RGLE

6 — 1. F&a

%

ZHAVETIZ, WA BICH ST DM UK OREIZERE L TA LD RERE D EH 25
FHICRSBES LT D Z L0, REHIK Protein Z 78 Z OBUKMED 2 JaFF HICKE < F
HLTCWaEMMEI Sz, D EOMml e EREMICHREES 272012, E— R O&msg+E
HEZBUKMMRE R 7 v~ b 7T 7 4 =2 X o THBEEITV, F& L TRERE Z 5

L LTEDOME 2R~

6 — 2. EERMEHS X OEBR L
6 —2—1. EBRE

=ity Re v — VBT 00 (L) -,

6 —2—2. BUKMEHEEH 7 e~ o7 4 —ICX D E— VERED /M

AP E B —/L 200 ml IZHALPEEN 1.OM &7225 X O ICEMF L, IR C—REHE L
Too A UToiRE 215 050 BfE (28,0008, 10 43[H) 12XV ERW=Z 9 2T, T 1.0 M Fiilg
TN U T AR T LB UK EAE 2 e~ 797 4 — 17 A (TSK-Gel
Butyl-Toyopearl 650M, Tosoh Corporation, Tokyo, Japan. Ef% 2.6 cmX £ S 10 cm) |
it L7z, 200 ml ® 1.0 M #ileF U U LK TH 7 L2 &EHF LIZOH, 200 ml © 0.4 M
Wifgs U o AR, 200 ml 0 0.2 M Aitig T b U 7 AEHKR, 200 ml OZEEK, LT
200 ml D 50%=F L7 a— AR CTEABZNA L THOBEZIT> 72, e, iHiT

3.0 ml/4y, SyEERIEITFERIC TIT > 72,

6—2—3. mHOREDE., BUKMEERERES (H4) ., KEHK Protein Z O E &34
BT REREOEREIL. VBRI Sephadex G-25 Superfine # £ CA L= =

7 I Fast Desalting Column HR10/10  ([E£ 1.0 em X K& & 10 em) (Pharmacia,

68/129



Uppsala, Sweden) ZHWTITo7z, &K E LT 10 mM kT MU O AR E H,
EIECTHEH 2.0 mI/4y TR L7z, 100 pl O — %20 T7 KL, ZORA FRY 22— A4
1.2 ml Z B 1T D B0, H 282 — 2 — 4 HITR LI FIETIKR SR Z1T
W, REE6 -2 —4HHITRLEFIETT IV MBEYEEL., TORENGEAE

5

il
G

L7z,

BOKMEE BEm sy (H4 #i5y) OERIE, BOKMHREEN 2 o~ 757 0 —#1K
Butyl-Toyopearl 650C (Tosoh Corporation, Tokyo, Japan) # X CA L= =47 A (HE
13 emXEX 2.2cem) ZHWT To72, HAHEE LB E—/L 90 ml IZHiEE) R Y
A 142g HAfRLC, [ME—/LT100ml IZER L7 (BT hY U ABEEITZ1.0M &
%), EIRT—KEFER, £ Uit am 000 (28,0008 10 43fH) 12X 0 BRV\Z,
FERZ, T 1.0MEEET b U U AEE T L L BREA 7 A2t 30 ml @ 1.0
M#iEE T Y U AT T 2 EPE L0, 15 ml OZAE K CEKYER 2y (H4 1
57) EAEBESET, ZE 20mlICER L, £0 1.0 ml #EAEGREE, F2E2 -2 —4
IR LTe FIE TR R Z ATV, A6 — 2 —4THIR LT FIETTY XV ELY EE
L. ZORENLEABERA R LT,

KZEH K Protein Z DERIL, #53#3 — 2 —8HITRLZu Y v MuEEKIKEEC

L0177,

6—2—4. 7 BRI
72 o (Ef) X, Ishida & [161]0 FEICHEV, @ERIKs v~ N7 77 4 —
A7 2 Shimadzu LC-9A (Shimadzu Corporation, Kyoto, Japan) & o-7 # /L7 /LT &

R ERHEHEFRT N U UL ANTZAR A M T AFERMEIEEZ A D TITo 72,

6 —2—5. REKEOHE

FAFEA— 2 — 4R LW m b o SVR-S # W= FiETiT- 72,
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6—2—6. SDS-RUT 7 UNLT I RFIVERIKE)

Laemmli [151]D 715 T{T - 7-,

6 — 3. FRBLOBR

6—3—1. BKMHAEEHZ a~ N7 7 4= — VEREDSHE

TSK-Gel Butyl-Toyopearl 650M % JlW\7= BRI AIER 2 o~ s 757 4 —ic kb
—/VEBAEDOSER R L Fig. 6-1 1R Lc, /o, FEDICEENLEAE L SDS- AV
77 UNT 2 REXKIKEICONr LR % Fig. 6212, &4 ORAEEDNELEAED

EEfl% Table 6-1 1257 L7=,

800 0.4M 0.2M 50% 80 :
Na, S0, Na,SO; Water Ethylene Glycol |

JVR B
— 600 4160 =)
E) Fr. H2 =
£ 400 ] Fr. H3 Fi. H4 =
= Fr. H1 — 140 5
= 1 2
< =1
200 - 120 8

i

g

O 1 .""zl L% P wirrm k‘ O

0 50 40 60 80 100 120

Fraction number

Fig. 6-1 Hydrophobic interaction chromatography on TSK-Gel Butyl-Toyopearl 650M

of beer proteins.
Solid line: High-molecular-weight protein (HMWP).
Dotted line: 40 kDa protein.

Arrow indicates the change of the eluent.
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kDa S OB H1 H2 H3 H4 S

Fig. 6-2 Sodium dodecylsulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis of isolated fractions
of beer protein obtained by hydrophobic interaction chromatography.

S: Standard proteins.

OB: Original Beer.

Table 6-1 Quantity of proteins in fractions isolated from 1 L of beer

Fraction HMWP* (mg) 40 kDa Protein (mg)
H1 218 0
H2 181 10
H3 96
H4 27 3
Total 522 16
Original beer** 480 20

* High-molecular-weight protein.

** Determination was carried out prior to the fractionation.
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BUKMERAIER 7 v~ b 75 7 4 —I2BWTIE, A A 23RBS @O IREE TBUKRE & 23
F VKO @mOE VB ITHEICRE L, BUKEOEABEIIRAEETICN T L% BiEd
Do A A UREE AR b L IXBMERIIC T2 & WE U7 B BB IR D O IEIZ
U, B bBUKIED@SWE B R b I TS L TR %, Fig. 6- 112" L7ZEL D
12, b BUKYEORY (BN Mgy & LT HL B4y, Bl N U v AR OHIRE %
0.4M,0.2M & FiF % Z & THKMEDIERWIEIZ, &4~H2 %y, H3BOBMEICEH L, 7

FAKIZ K 18R Tl b BUKPED S He B BRI Lz, RfiIZ 50%—F L 7
U a— AR TH T L&l L, EAEITIFEACHBRITEN T, RRKICLDBIERT
FEAEOBRAENEE SN LB XD, 2 E CORBIERD IR H ~DOFH I RIE
STV D KZE Protein Z H12K D 40 kDa & HE OEHALE A R T 572012, vF v b
EERKE CRIEAEDEE N NY — 2 =F— L7, Fig.6-1 0B Tcru~ /7
LR LIZL 91, RERFROFEA'E X H2, H3, H4 W4y D 3 DIZ0 0 TR LT,
BB, THIIRERVN, H3E 3 -2 -5HEORLEFETHERL, FE3 -3 —
2IAITR L2 X D1, A5RE R & sl U 72 K Protein Z H A& [Al—&ff TAZ u~ K/
774 —cfli L7z & 2 A, K Protein Z 13 H3 4y O ED AW LTz, Z OfERD
B, KREMOMILFITAFIE L= Protein Z 1ZHZ0O/E TR PIZBW T, E& LTS
ErbolBEZONDEMEZT (F3FE3 -3 - 2HIIRLIELIICSDS KUY T2V
T X RERKENZIBNT, AN R0 7 m— RICE L LIcFHS, 585 —3— 31
R LT EDIERY 727 VAT I REEREBERKEICENTE— LT OZNITERO%EE
MAERLIZZ EDEEE TRP COEMNEZ RE L TN D), —#H0srFiEXk v BUKEDS T

~ (H2 ESCEH L2 b D), F—# 05 713 X 0 BUKED 7~ (H4 B L

bo) EEE LTI ERHERITE D,

Fio, TR 15 kDa L FOEABIZOW TS H3 BEGICEAD A RRRDHD D
AT, H2, H3, H4 B3 IC{E->TT7 m— Ry — Ui, fime LCESHEND
FiL, B POEAEIIICA OREPISHFEL TOWIEEE2ZE L, o FHICA LT ICiE

JRWEKMEE A FSOBEAEOESAERLE L TE—ILRIZFEEL TWAEWIETH D,

72/129



6 — 3 — 2. BUKMEAERS DRk

BKMMREERZ v~ 87T 7 4 —I2 X > TH DIV B V- 5 O 3K kG % 38 kG
FHEHWTONT Lz, 728, AEITE Y BE— IRV REZ T 572012, BRAMNERE
MW TESDFEAE (4F5 10,000 BLE) &R 72 RAMER A ©— L2155 vz H,

H2, H3 5 LU H4 Wi Z eI 72 5 K O ISR L CREREZE L., MRz

Fig. 6-3 12/~ L7,

3.0

| !

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Protein (mg/L)

Fig. 6-3 Effect of the protein content on surface viscosity (V) of fractions H1 (O), H2
(0), H3 (@), and H4 (W).

4 DDWGTITAT # B7p DR FERAAE ORI 278 Ui, A bBUKIED H1 5 134

Lo REFIIC W TRERE ISR ST, @RH~OF5 RN EHEE Lz, 7
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b RMMENMES . RENES 25 L (70~100 mg/L) T OREAEE DI %2
B L7z, H2 B3 —E V- VVOREARE 2R L, REIDIS U TREKE 2SN L7z
L RICHE~Z Hae Wiy & g LTI 23/ h S o7, b BUKPEO = He B
IPVTIREE IRAT U CREREEE NI L, Z O8R4y & ik LRI E -
7o B LOREKE LTARLOBMRICOWTIEE 4 4 — 3 — 2T K 512, 1akf
HLORWE— /I ERIAEEDEOVFENRINTND, AERICEVBKMEZ v~ R 7T
74— X o THE ST b BUKPED @ Ha B0 B R EER A 0O 22 T kG LR PE A
RO LiE, ZOBESMERBICKRELS FE LTV O EENRGHLE E2 D, £
72, Fig. 6-21Z/kL7= SDS- KU 77 VLT 2 REXIKEOFER S HA W5 2138 DR
HEONC R (V=) B S, £oHI2idsF & 40,000 O Protein Z HkDEA'E
bEFENLTND, DFV, 1L LTIL Protein Z N EH T XRXERbLHFGEAE LS
R DM, FERIITRE - G TREPICBOTEREIIBKMEICES2E 2 b2 b H M T
BN Z Y | FERELTIVEAEOSW Y FENARDICEETH22 R0 £
(35975 15,000 L FOESFOEABEICOEAD EERZ D, ZOXIITERBIZHFST
LEEEIISTREE, TOEMOEGNE W EMER BRI K > TikE - TL % Lfsamft

DECY g

6 — 3 — 3. BUKPEES OREREIZKITT A Y o BROZE

A Y «BBPNEAREDLIZH ST 2HENEL OO TEY . ZDORA I =X AEHESTEA
B LFEET HETHREEEOEWEGERETER T 2F L SN TWD 27, BERLZXL D12
A ITRERE L RFFL R ECBER L, WRHICHST 2EAEN E— L ORKRREIZIB
TEREMEOHMEZ LT ZEEHLNIC L, ZRETOHRAENDL, T E TRBS
NTERAI=ALIMA T, E—/VEHED LD DITBUKERAEDA Y o BEOBIKE
L BUKMEMBEAEMICESWTHEG L, &0 FUEEEORWES IR Z TR T 2 FIE 5 2HE
MTED, TNEWIET D72OICUL FOFERZIT o7, T720b, ~A vy MEEIZXD

ARy 77— 2EEL, ZNERINEELEIC L > Ty FEREZRELLE—1L %
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A L7, ZHUCEKMEHEEER 7 a~ N7 7 4 —IZ KXo THOLNZ 4 SOHESr (H1,
H2, H3, H4 [lj5y) ZEELIZE— VA2 LT, &4 Oy OREIX, Table 6-1 (26
ST ERFRRRIC L > TR LN E— L P O K 53 DR EE OB R RICE S W TR 2R
FEZRPRE LI, ZHICHROA Y o B Z — KR NV AT —Z A 7D B — /L Y
A Y o BRIEFERIPA A A0E L, 3 BERE (17, 27, 37 mg/L) A 3%E - VMR L, RKikhE 2 1

E LT, o fEf% Fig64 I[IRL7,

2.5

1 | 1

0
0 10 20 30 40

Iso-alpha - acids (mg/L)

Fig. 6-4 Effect of iso- a -acids content on surface viscosity (Ve) of protein fractions H1

(O), 220 mg/L; H2 (), 180 mg/L; H3 (@), 100 mg/L; and H4 (M), 30 mg/L.
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b BUKMED H1 BigyiE, 220 mg/L &\ 9 A ERE 213 54 Y o ik & O BEIERIC
L BRMRE ERITIT & A CBI S AR o 7208, BUKPEO S H3, Ha B33 Y o i
OREREED & REFEED ST 2 BGABIH S iz, F12 H4 BT 30
mg/L & W) KRR A B O R EHE ORNAEE S hic, ZOFNLRIRETH- T
HEKMEEABEIEIR Yy THEDA Y ol OMBEIEREZEL, ZOfRRE L UBRS L
BERPAREIZE L CTEERICSEWEIERE Z TR L, 2R aikeLZELISED & v

DA =ALNHEHEND,

6 — 3 —4. BUKMEAEE S Ol ~DOEF

Ry TEREITEANER SN ZERFHNATEY . B — L OEOES ITRIEDH 7 X
DESH L HND Z EBRBRIICE LTS, FRRIZ, WaICHETH5EAE S A Y o
EOMBMERAORERL L THA~EREND Z ENEDNTWDHD, BUKIEEIE 0D
SOTFENRER SN FE L2520 T, BUKMEERER S Th 5 Ha W5y OIE~OEEDOE S
WERRGET D & LT,

WARLORLL “HEOE—L, TRLbLEAFLORNE—/VA (ZfE 121) Liafeb
DHLHE—/L B (ZfE113) #3UkHE L, 1afsbilEiE X ik BloRIEIZB W T, B—L
22 E R OPFITIENT 230 HFHE L7cZ T — V28R L, JaiREpIicaEsnd v —
IWINEIET DD &> TiEbN - E— v &jg e —/L (Collapsed Foam) & L, Jiie—/ &
Dz, wEmasFEAE, 40kDa EAE, H4ESO =HBAIZHOW T2, fik%

Table 6-2 |27~k L 7=,
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Table 6-2 Quantitative Analysis of Proteins in Original Beer and Collapsed Foam

HMWP* 40 kDa Protein Fraction H4
(mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)
Beer 3 Original Collapsed Original Collapsed Original Collapsed

Beer Foam Beer Foam Beer Foam

A 121 535 740 42 67 26 66
(100)*** (138) (100) (159) (100) (256)

B 113 537 730 25 44 21 39
(100) (136) (100) (174) (100) (191)

* High-molecular-weight protein.
** Foam stability in Sigva value.

***Number in parentheses is concentration ratio.

2O — L& BT, WE L SHADEREIIRE— /L&KL T, W@ —/LImEmn
RETHRIHSNTZ, ZRNETORERNS, WAHBICHFFT2EAEOS FRL LT
(T 72 RZ WK Protein Z, B XA BICH G T 5EAEE S & L Chtam )72 H4 ]
EBINARLD RN E—/MZBN TR E— /MR STV D Z 035380 b, FRIZEUK
PR FVEE S Cd D HA i IE, EFFDORVWE—/LAIZEBNT, JHE—/L 0K 2.5 fFIC
BRESNTOD ZEMNH LT, T =X IR R0O0BA Y aBbEABDLFELIZ
FERICIRME SN TS Z LR LML RoTlz, THHDORENS, BUKMEEREIZA Y o
Wt AW EBRT 5 2 & THAMRREED | (ZIRFE T DS CREREEE ML
JORERmZ LV BEICT D 2 & THHDOLERICHEGTHZ RN o7, o, &
DEGWITERIERFHORWE— VI EZOBLNHEFICRE L2 LRH LML o

776

6—4. /INE

E— A F oS FRABZHEKMEHREEN 7 o~ 8777 4 —IZ Lo THEZITV, F
ELTHUKMEZ L E LT, ZOMEEZHNT-, 56N 400D S5, b EUKME
DV Ha Bi531357 1 & 40 kDa £HI38 L OV 15 kDa DL FOEHE D DR SN TE Y |
AT X KZE 40 kDa HOROEBEHE TH D Z & 2 MEMICHEGE L7z, L L, K& 40 kDa

BAHEHKDOFIE H2, H3 B b S v, ZOFIFIKRE 40 kDa EHENRE -
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TR T EVEIZ X0 BOKPEICIEZ A U TV A ERHA LN E o Te, RIEKED S
Hrint . BUKMEREZ) T 5 H4 B3 IS mWRIAE N ZEO biv, 722 OMEITIFE Co+
R TS LD BAREOEmWWEE Z R > T FOFERREWVEEA LML, £,
Ry TERETHDLAY afg L I(EFT T, L VDT HA B ORERENA Y o BEOYRE
ICHRAF LTI U7, I BUKTE S A5 D3I IS I S, fFb o RV E— LI
EXOBRNPETH DL Z L 2R LT,

BB IOAREICBIT ORI, AFFBICHFSGT5EABITS TS LTIERE

Protein Z [ZHK T 5 40 kDa BHEIZAE H XX L 4IFIC, BKMEOSHSEWIHBLETH

0

ARLFSGEABEZRA, FEFCEE TRA 2 6 OME SeHliz TV, SEOIE Y A

FITES TN Z AR BUGREICERET 2 EiEmfhiTons,
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BTE.  EERECREBAE SR O DICE 2 58 L SRSV E R OB 3

7—1. F&ih

.

INETHE/LICHESTOMEL LTESFEAEICER LTRES FREL LTRE
Protein Z HREP'E., £7-EAEOYMEL L TBUKMEIZER L, BUKEOSWERED
FEHIZOWTHARTE L, —F, AFHIC~A T RIHFEGT oHEA L L THERHRERE

RIS ORENRE SN TWD (103, 107], &V DITFEEROKIZIZIFET 5 Proteinase

P

A (PrA) OENRKEWE SHFEMZARAFZEN TN TE 722 [104-106], PrA OiEMEH]
WL TEEONBREIToMR., CNFETHE SN TWD HETITESRME & #R L

WBEIZOWT, +oRRmNEonnolz, £Z T, ZIETPrA O THREINT

37,

K

W% Yokosawa D ik [162]1 2 WA T 5T, B — IV HIZE TN AW ER D OREL
5 Z &7 < [FIEERE OMEF 7215 2 BRI EE R S HIET 2 Fika et L. O TH

BE3R DIAFF B~ D & BT D F 2l AT,

7— 2. FEBRMEE L OERTE
7—2—1. EBRME

E—d AN e BV # R THROBR T ~ v e fvie, BRI e — VB
Wiz, BERIEMERIEDOREE & L TE~7F |~ Succinyl-Arg-Pro-Phe-His-Leu-Leu-Val-
Tyr-4-methylcoumaryl-7-amide  (Suc-R-P-F-H-L-L-V-Y-MCA) (<75 KH#FZEFT,
Osaka, dJapan) %MWz,
X FEREA 3K Proteinase A, Leucine aminopeptidase (Microsomal, from Porcine Kidney
Microsomes), 7-amino-4-methylcoumarine (AMC). pepstatin A, chymostatin,

antipain |3 Sigma Chemical Co (St. Louis, MO, USA) fE#l% v 7=,

7—2—2. E—/LE#R: Proteinase A OfE

[FIfERE OFRIE, B OH, Hifr, Bk v~ 797 0 — A F B n~ 7
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TI4 = AT u~ NI T T =N TIT o7, JEREERE 1.5 L Z3s Doy HfE &
AR KSR 2 2 [Al#R 0 IR L CHEF L. 2L @ Mcllvaine #E&#E (0.2 M NasHPO4 IA#K &
0.1M 7 = MR zEA L, pH 7.0 [ZHREE L TR (CRE L7, T 2 iR 16
WFfEIEFE L CH QL2 T o 72, 1m0l TR oz BEICHIBRT T =7 L& 95%8afn
FEL 72D K OICIMR LT, TR & a4y HECAED . 300 ml @ 0.2 M (NH4)2S04, 30 mM
Tris HC1 (pH 7.2) (Z¥f#E L. FISEEHR C T O b L 7Bk EEH 2 o~ b7 5 7
+—717 2 Butyl Toyopearl 650C (Ef£ 2.6 cm X £ & 12 cm) (Zffk L7z, [RIFEMER 100
ml CTH 7 L% LT-%. 50% ethylene glycol, 30 mM Tris HC1 (pH7.2) TW% L 7-E#
FEURH L7z, % 50 ml 2 300 ml @ 30 mM Tris HCI (pH 7.2) I[ZIfE L CkaA 4
Z#: Q-Sepharose Fast Flow 7 v~ k277 7 ¢+ —7% 7 . (Pharmacia Fine Chemicals,
Uppsala, Sweden. [EH#E 2.6 XK X 12cm) (2 L7z, [AFEEHK 100 ml THF LD B,
0735 0.8 M NaCl, 30 mM Tris HCl (pH 7.2) ® VU =7 77 Y= MEH (RH : 2.0
ml/min) Z17\, {EMEE 5y 24 T 30 mM Tris HCI (pH 7.2) (2% L CiENr 247572,
BATNIR & T 0 [RIRE TR CFfi b L7cfa A A 2 Z&H Mono-Q 7 v~ N7 7 04— 5 A
(B 1.0XEEX 10cm) 12t L, 05 0.5 M NaCl, 25 mM Tris HC1 (pH 7.4) ®V =
TV M (E 1.0 ml/min) ZATVIEERS 20, Zoruv 7T T 4
—% 2[R L, {EWES AERS LT, Kk n~ b7 7 4 —IZBW T, BHEEE

— 7 £ 280 nm ORI — 7 13572 —F Lz,

7—2—3. B—/L Proteinase A (PrA) JEPEDHIE

RERROE—L b L < ITBFRHREAIRIL T ® Mcllvaine #EE i (pH 6.0) TIHMHED R
ST U T 2 f5~100 fERREICAHN LTz, BHOE—LO5E1E 2 fEARBEY Th -
7o AR AFEL 1000 % 1.5ml BOBMNE T T RAF v I/~ 70T 2 —T7IZHILL
2o ZHUC, HAFTHAEEMED B D Proteinase B (PrB) {EMEAM S 2 572012,
dimethyl sulfoxide |Z¥%f# L 72 1 mM chymostatin (PrB [HLEH]) . sul Nz 7=, Fiz.

77 > 7121 dimethyl sulfoxide |23 L 72 1 mM chymostatin (PrB R #]) , 100
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mg/l pepstatin (PrA [HEH]) 5 ul 21z 72, BEERGIE dimethyl sulfoxide (Z¥EfE L 7=
0.25 mM #&E (Suc-R-P-F-H-L-L-V-Y-MCA) ¥&i#& 5 ul 2z TRt S, PrAlc L% L-
L HOERIE 21782, 37°C T 1RHOKIEH, WIgKBPic~A 7 nFa—T%
BT TCRISMEIEZ T T2, ~A 7 0F 2—T7 ZHE%. 10 ul @ leucine
aminopeptidase ¥A#% (0.125U) L O'100ul ® 0.5 M U U EEF b U o A5RE R (pH
7.5. 50 uM chymostatin, 5 mg/l pepstatin Z 1z, 3 K 37°C TR 247V, WL 7=
L-V-Y-MCA O7 X / Rimfln 67 X/ Wk 2 i S W, RA&AYIZ 7T-amino-4-
methylcoumarine (AMC)% ifE#ff < t7-, ###E L7 AMC ##¥tH1 ¥ 27 77 1 v~ HPLC
T L7z, HPLC > 27 A3 & (Shimadzu Corporation, Kyoto, Japan) o, &
7Lz hr—7—SCL-6B, HE{EA==y | SIL-6B, R 7= b LC-9A, @tk
H#s RF-550A, 7 —4% A 7 7' L —4# —C-R4AX Z H\ 7=, 7 7 A% Nova-Pac C18, 3.9
X 150 mm (Waters, Millipore Corporation, MA, USA) % HV ., AEERIZ 15 mM V) >
W NV U LRk (pH6.8) : 7 h=hUs (1 : 1) ZMHWZ, {fEHE0.6
ml/min, #RHIEEEE 380 nm, HOEH R 460 nm 2\,

F7o, AHE TIL PrA OFEETEIEC SV T, 37°C T 1 pmol DILE & /3 i+ 2 B R TEIE %

1=y bk (Upra) LELTDHHFL LI,

7T—2—4. uFbH

2B L DIERF L HIEIL ASBC AEEICHE -T2 [15],

NIBEM 712 & % 7 5 #17E 1% Klopper [17]0 715129 - T NIBEM Foam Stability
Tester Z AV TiT-o 7=,

RUDIN 52 X A1 ff 5 ORIE L Rudin D71k [12]% &% L 7= Bishop @ ik [163]%

AW TITo 7,

7—2—5. SDS-RUTZ VAT I R IVERIKE

Laemmli [151]D 715 T{T - 7-,
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7—3. fMRBIUOBELE

7—3—1. E—=HD PrAEHRIEIZE T 2 57HE AMC © HPLC I X 2 &=

MCA %7 X/ KIS T D EMAT T R 72 B0 iR OTHERIE IS B0 T
(X, WEEE L 72 AMC 233 230 E 2 SOWLER TRIET 2008 —fKITH S, fEx D
TARETORER, Fex 1X Yokosawa B D J5iE [1621% FV T & — /L O 153 iR Ri5 M
DWE ZRA T ZODOMERZ R L7c, — 2 BIZE— A PICE N5 EINE
PERIEDHEL D2 ThHhD, 777 DRIETEWEIEARE IS (&0 biFaEHF
E—LRREARD E— L DSEEITENNBEICEND) . M RIEEZ B LW E
2. BHAYE T 2ilElE AMC 2 X 2868 E OBy 2 i3 2 F0 8 L WA H T L
%o > HIZ Photobleaching (CtiRf) & EFONILHLETH D, HOCEFORIEICI
T, = FUCEHEENDHNWE D FHECICR S LD Z & TR ZOMRAEEZ L,
FHOFREIME T T 5 FHCTERMENLE LR WESRNBI S 7z, BEEE L 72 AMC OEOETHR
A= AHIZEENDEIEWE LU BEL TR 2 E0RHRIVUL Z 0 SO REIXFR
BECARIR TE B LB X T, 2T, RSO T b HPLC 12 X 0 f#i{fh s iz
AMC OB % T 2 HiEERE L, x O PHFERN D, 77 A% Nova-Pac C18, 3.9
X150 mm (Waters, Millipore Corporation, MA, USA) . & HfiIL 15 mM U ) kU
v LR (pH6.8) : 7 h=hUL (1 : 1), ¥iEIE 0.6 mUmin, MR IIHEHERE
380 nm, HOLIKE 460 nm WA VY 7 T 7 4 v 7 WifH HPLC 04T L0 . —o3#rY
720 4 5LINIC, B OEMBE O BEE LT H 2 Lied | ERIER < AMC & 43HT
TEDERME R LTz, MUSHET Z O AMC 54> HPLC 7 n~ 7' J L% Fig. 7-1 (T

R~LUT,
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Fig. 7-1 The HPLC profile of the AMC determination with fluorometric
detection on PrA assay: (a) standard AMC solution (200 nM), (b) unpasteurized

bees sample, (c) yeast filtrate sample.

Fig. 7-1 (a) (&R L7z X 912, AMC fEHES I ZERFFRE 2.665~2.666 43 DU HHALE 12 B
—DE—J &R LT, () [DRLEE I, E— A OSHICBWCHERE L 725 B —Lih
DHINHE TR THEIBY ORHNEICKE R E—7 Liros THRIES L, AMC ORHIZE
BrREIRnole, #oT, E—AHORNMEDET T 7 & LTORER,
Photobleaching iR tt) (2 X 2RRAEFR OM S 2 B 2 FAHKRD Z L3 b e 72
St F72 @ R LERERIBREBIKR O L 91— AT O BRHREN TN D L 9 2GH

FEGFEDRSMENTRETH D Z L bR LT,
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AMC OWEEEIZJE U= HPLC (2361 2 MBS KAFERPEIC > & | Fig 7-2 17 L=,

AMC 10 mM~1 pM ¥ EEFPH 2 35U T BATF /R ERE D R S iz,
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Fig. 7-2 The linearity of the AMC determination by isocratic HPLC.
(a) 20-100 nM AMC, (b) 100 nM-1 uM AMC, (c) 1 uM -10 uM AMC.
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Table 7-1 (278 L7z,
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Table 7-1 Repeatability of the PrA assay for an unpasteurized beer and a yeast filtrate

PrA Activity (Upra/ml)

Samples Number of Mean Range Standard Coefficient of

Samples Deviation Variation (%)
Unpasteurized beer
Day1l 10 17.7 16.9-19.1 0.687 3.9
Day2 10 18.2 17.4-18.9 0.510 2.8
Day3 10 17.8 17.1-18.7 0.490 2.8
Yeast filtrate
Dayl 10 382 354-407 19.7 5.2
Day2 10 384 341-416 24.5 6.4
Day3 10 403 373-433 16.8 4.2

RS - HRIRGE L b BIF AR EAE B AL, AUE TRICH 1T 5 E RIS EE I 14
25 2 RE 2 A 5 e iR L,

% 38 SIS ORI ELRRE 2 f ~ 72 il R & Fig. 7-3 128 LT,

700
600 -
500 |-
- | o
= 400 -
=
5 i
Z 300 - ®
200
100 -
0 5 r‘t’\ q’ Q
0 0.5 1 15 2
Time (h)

Fig. 7-3 The concentration of AMC in dependence on the reaction time.
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PrA activity: 0 Upra/ml, O, 5 Upra/ml, A, 10 Upra/ml, [, 20 Upra/ml, @; 30 Upra/ml,
A.

RESRTGPERR (2 LLf] LT 37°C, 0~2 WEfH O SUSHFHIC B W THEMMEDERD i, BERE

PEDORENFRETH D Z L 20T,

7—3—2. PrAIZ L D1aFFBIR T OMGE

AEIERE U7z PrA TEMEREE A B £ 2 T, FEERIC E ORE DRI T EORE DR H &
A= RAET LT ONT, E— RN ORI L7 PrA 28V e — VIZIRINT 55T
HGICB T 1AM EOHLEE L RAEFEBR 21T - 7,
AREE T — 2 — 2 TR LIz E— VEERE PrA OFSHIC K- TH Bz PrA 250 SDS 7R Y

727 UNT I NEXUKE) (SDS-PAGE) 7 R4 Fig. 7-4 ([T L7,

MW(kDa) S 1 2

94
67 -

20 —
20,1 -

14.4 e
6.5 -

Fig 7-4. SDS PAGE of PrA from yeast. Lane 1: Commercial PrA from baker’s yeast
(obtained from Sigma). Lane 2: Purified PrA from brewer’s yeast. Lane S: Standard

proteins.
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[4H10 Lane 2 1275 L7 X 912 SDS-PAGE (235U C, 437 & 41 kDa Of7 B2 IZITH—D
N RZERTECHERINTWDLZ 2R LT, £/2, 2L LT, filkSLTHH R
VEEREHCR D PrA & OHE A T o2, THETHE SN TWSEY [104], Lane 112

ROBND KD ITIEEFR—D5F&E (41kDa) 2 LTV L HEAMER LT,

A, VR G RER U7 PrA BG4 BVLELIC X o THRAF T 5 R A0 R & R TE
SEE—/VIZIRINL, 20°C T 26 HREIRAF L7 OMaR b 2 B2 21 ff HHlE % TRIE
L7z, Fig. 7-5 (R L@, WTFNDOEFHHESFIEICB N TS, MRIEMEOR SIS

C TR b OBE 2K TABIH S,

124 254 110
a) c)
252 s
1224
105
_ . 250
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£ 120 £
S — E
- 3 E
g $ 248 = 100
© = 4
5 & =
& 118 S
246
95 |
116 |
244 |
114 R N 242 e o T TR FO S O
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0075 10 15 20 25 30
Activity (Usra/ml) Activity (Usa/ml) Activity (Uera/ml)

Fig. 7-5 The effect of the addition of purified PrA on the foam stability after storage
(20°C, 26 days). (a)Sigma-value method, (b) NIBEM method, (¢c) RUDIN method.

fam> 1 — 3 JAOREIEICET DMIEDE TR LIZ L D12, @R bOREET, &£
D XD IR DFHEZFE T 2 T K> TERRLZFENRE SN TV D, SRIAVWEZ=">
DFiED 5B, NIBEM L34 HESEER TR OILSBRH STV D HIET, FHRERK

Z I CTHRIR DA T3 2 BRI E 92 J715 T, Sigma % & RUDIN i (HRV ) (3

87/129



KO OPEREE 2R E L, JWIRORZEMIZRET 2 HETH L, 46, FEORLR L =
DSOWRFFHRE T EONT BN T HIEHELOE TRBN SN2 L b, E— L EERE
RO E AN RIERE DS E— VB ICEEREBELZ b0 T 2 LML E o T,
ZAVE COMEN DEERORIICAFAET HREH = FRIOEASHIESR L LT PrA &
AT PrB 3y S Tnd [164], AE, PrA IZ X D1EFFHA~D X A — U & EHIIC MR
RELT=23, ZHNETERT 572912 PrA, PrB OFLEAZ AV TR [/ ISR O 1 FFH~
DI A= % MR HERR LTz, PrA OEFEAITH % Pepstatin A, PrB OHEHITH 5

Chymostatin, Antipain Z FEEVLE E— LIZEIN L, {2 b ~OFE L FHn L7,

fE 8% Table 7-2 IR L7,

Table 7-2 The effect of proteinase inhibitors on the foam stability after storage (37°C,
7 days)

Inhibitors Concentration PrA activity Foam stability
of inhibitors (Upra/ml) (Sigma-value)
Beer A
pasteurized None 0 120
unpasteurized None 7 115
unpasteurized Chymostatin 50 uM 7 115
unpasteurized Antipain 5 pg/ml 7 115
unpasteurized  Pepstatin A 5 uM 0 120
Beer B
pasteurized None 0 118
unpasteurized None 12 112
unpasteurized Chymostatin 50 uM 12 112
unpasteurized Antipain 5 png/ml 12 112
unpasteurized  Pepstatin A 5 uM 0 118

Beer A, Beer B & HZNEVLEE (pasteurized) L7z D1k PrA {EPEMRTHEI L= D%t
LC. FEEULE (unpasteurized) @b DI PrAIEMENERG L, SRAFHZRIZIEFFD Sigma fE
PMET L7z (Beer A: 120—115, Beer B: 118—112), Z #UiZ PrA fHEA|ITH % Pepstatin

A ZMATZH DX PrAJEWENER L, AR HOKFITEBO bNhr o7, THITH LT,
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PrB [HE#IT& 5 Chymostatine, Antipain Z¥shI L7 6 D% PrA {EMHICHE A 5.2
T.OIBE e — L ERICHEF LR T AR Lc, 2 OFE GEEREHORE A5 iRl o
FOHL~OEEIL IO PrAIC Lo TH 726 3INTND Z & a2 R LT,

Lo TE—NEEE TRV TEMEZEET 2720123, 77 2A0BEHRTHLEFHLH
HEABZHEMT 2% LT LT, BRASREADMWEERE TH D5 PrA OEEZIH T 25

DOWANEETH D Z LIRS NI,

7—4. /ME

INETHFHHICHESGTLOIMEE L TEOFEBEICER LTER, —JF, Jaffbic
A FACHFEGETHEHE L U TERNOWENICIEET % Proteinase A (PrA) DR 23
HEINTWD, ZOHRRPEZFHEMITARD72DITIE PrA OIEMEZ EMICHIE TE 5 2 & 23]
FEERDD, THETHE SN TV D HIETITHBNE &K URBEIZOWT, o725
NELNRNoTe, £Z T, ZHETPrA OFETHE SN TV L7 T K
Succinyl-Arg-Pro-Phe-His-Leu-Leu-Val-Tyr-4-methylcoumaryl-7-amide ~ (Suc-R-P-F-H-
L-L-V-Y-MCA) % fl\ 7= Yokosawa H D H{EAZ QAT H2HE T, BE—APICEENLHFEL D
iy DR Z ST D 2 & 7 < [RIEER OMES 2R M 2 R IRAIC BB R S HE T 5 HiEx iR
At L7, WEHERAIEICBWTRIEE D77 7 O0mS (E—AFICHENDH AW E O
1£). LU Photobleaching Otifa) Z[EBEES 272012, BEFE UG TAR L 72 7-amino-
4-methylcoumarine (AMC)% A ¥ 7 77 « v 7 HPLC THi{EIZHRIE T 2 J7 5% A,
WO ZOORE A [FIRFIZ[ERE L, 85572 PrAVEMEZ ©— L O EME DR EEZZ T 5H 2
ERKHETED Z L 2R L, PR CRIBEREDIaRT b ~DRE L FiEd T 5720
—UEERE LD PrA 2R BV E — LICIRIN L, BRAFEOIEFHR LR T 2HE Lz, 3
SOWEFFHLRANEE (Sigma £, NIBEM %, RUDIN i) O4TOFHME T PrA 2 X 578
FHLOR TR bivle, £, Rk o FRUE AR R OBLEA 2 AV 7o i
BRoOfER, PrB OFBIIEED ST, 55 PrA 2 X 2 A CIHRLE v — L ORI O

FORTITHEL TSI LA LML, E—EEE LRICBW MW EEZRET 57
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WIZIE, 77 ADERTHLEFHOHFGEAB LRI 55 LWAT LT, BERHERERSD

%32 CTdo 5 PrA OFEMEZMHT 2 FOMEMNEE TH D Z MRS,
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F8E., WHREOHREZ VI 2 L— b LIciafs balfhiik oz

8 — 1. F&an

.

A S0 1 — 3. NAOMEEICET 8] IZBWTINETHRES LTV DY
FHOMEEZOW TR Lz, “E— /b OyEn By « WY 2 i ri Il 2 o130H
BETHY, ARIFTFEBHIZRLOTHL, Lo, THEZRIE TROEEOMERGE, £
7B OB T Sk S 2 72 OITIT EBIN RSB E OFr 2 1] 57O ETERBINR
BEICE SR HDMLERH Y | EARHIIaE S OWEENLEIZ 25, BUEOTERHH

EIEEAL D 72012, TR D OPHRRESS, YKD& SO THES 2 | 7RA B IO

HIE FTRE 2 RBFrEZ W THEEL L, Wb ofHiiE LTWn5, T E THEE OHRRE
A & BB ER B LR & Ao T D FEEIIAFIE L TRy,
ZITHAIT, AP E— N2 ECEIE 2 BITE 2 A8 —/WESELZBEE L. ZhiZ
Ko TERNIZE—/LOEORR T2 EEAR L, IREmEPE LT 5 E CORM, ERN
B VB L OVE U720 A BIEH R £ TORFH (Foam Collapse Time: FCT) %
FHICHEET 2 FIC L > T, HBEEOWRFE L v X 2 b— b LIciafF baFlivE Db % 43

o ¥ D IVIZHE R AETRIS AT L7,

8 — 2. EERbEHS X OVERR H1E
8 —2— 1. FEEBE
EBRICHW - B — VI ENESAOTROEZEE—/L (K2, 48 T8 682> ) &H

Wiz,

8—2—2. jafb
T IEIC X D IEEEBHIE X ASBC AEEICHE -T2 [15],
NIBEM 12 & % 7aFs HRIE X Klopper [17]10 5529 - T NIBEM Foam Stability

Tester % HWTITo 72,
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RUDIN {£(Z & 2 1afFH OWEIE Rudin O 51 [12]% 82 L7z Bishop D5k [163]% 1

WTIT2 7,

8 — 2 — 3. HEHEMNT

4=7C SPSS6.1J for Macintosh % 7=,

8 —3. MARBLUEE

8—3—1. EEE T I ab— b LIia# baMliEiE &40 E

Al R ERAAT =AM EEEROER T 7 MIAMP E— A ZESEO#B & 72
LRNCERNTE— NV ORELERIIHRTLHTH D, £ ODITHERDITEMAERIC
AR E— L ZESBEOSRMHRETHDH, I T, HTaIHEND 334 (BHE214, &tk
124) OHBEOE—LVEESEOEE | it 292 0% ©F A Titsk - T 2 F 4R
Trlzo BERE— /VIZEWNED 11 SO THIRE ©— /LT, B — /L OIREEITEBEOS S
23TV 6°C, =il % 20°CIZRRE LT, e — 7 7 X%, By — L2 FER LU
B TR —BROIERASNDID 642 7T72 (W ety F, BS K9ty
F) EHWE, BV EESCEOBE AT A RE L, EXICET AR L ENThD

10 %D T 7 ADFR OO R EZBI Lz, #EH% Fig. 8-1 & Fig. 8-2 2R L7z,
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Fig. 8-1 Pouring time determined by video data analysis (poured by 33 people, 11

brands, for a total of 292 glasses).
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Fig. 8-2 Percentage of foam in the glass at 10 sec determined by video data analysis

(poured by 33 people, 11 brands, for a total of 292 glasses).
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EERECTHENR @D -0 5 05 THOMT, FHEIZ 61, AVT7
6.0 B, IEHERE 1.38 ThoTz, o, HEEKboTehH L O — VOV HEIT 165.6 g
Thole, ETHICEDEETFHETIE, MNRWVEREIZT T AN S XN E— L Z21ES T
—ANE DT, FEREORE TIHENHRWE 9127 T X BRI R & Rl g izni
W, RETHE—/VEEITI50g/ ME Lz, E->T, BE—AZESKHE LTE, B—
JL 150 g IZAYS T 21X REMICHBE L, (6.1 7+165.6g) X150g=55H &5 L& L
Too TADHRIZOWTIE, EERENSIL, EEKRD-THE 10 BHZD 7T 2D R Dl
DHERIT 35% 0D 40% 05 bRE N @ o To, ULEORERNG, FEOEE LV I 2 b—
T HEESRME LT NEZWR 5.5 70, Jab3 40%, S E—/VERE 150 g) #HFMT

HHFLL, TNEBIME ET 2 B E— LR SBEOIER AR AT,

8 —3—2. B—/LHBIEZHDIER
ASEOBHEBEIBOER CTRVEELE-DIE, E— L2 ESEBICABBE—ILIEZED L =

HERARIZLTE =L EESHENI R THDH, BES%E Fig. 83 1L,

) pivot
Newly developed pouring apparatus

Conventional pouring apparatuses ‘

Fig. 8-3 Placement of the pivot. Appropriate placement of the pivot is at the lip of the

bottle, not at the bottle’s center of balance.
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=L THICBONTUTMEE AN T, FEITE— L2, AR TERLOREEHE
To0IC, FRIOESEAMERAT 25605250, —HAIIZ Fig. 83 D FTORIZH 5 K
INHEOFLEIEIZ LB Z 2T 55 0O08%0, L L ZO8hE Tz an EFIcH<
TeOITHEWERER & L TOE— L ERWIOHFEITITH D E 24 L D ERIZ 2 5 etk n &
5, BT A TR LIEABOBIE TIXEAE2 ORI E— L ZESEE B ERICE L, £
TeYEO R E SRIZEWESGRITE LR L L) R 22N REL 2D T L2 AHOH)
EOBBIHTE, U EomREBEL T Fig. 84 [ZABlZ R L-ABIE— A FESHAE
% L7,

Fig. 8-4 Programmable beer pouring apparatus.

AH#E— kX O BE) 5 A Fig. 8-5 (2. £7-Hl# k% Fig. 86 (IR Lz, &
[FEEH U7 BREh iR —2 O VI ZEIEZ D720 T, b 2 /845
DIELTZHDTH D, T—ZDEEZHEN—TEDRESIT., FEIC 5 O [alds A X

IE7e b7V EX P oRESAEEPHIIIERT IO D T, SEEMIZ Nl ESANZPA
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Fig. 8-5 Outline of the operation of programmable beer pouring apparatus.
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AL FHRy T A UDK5128N-m

Fig. 8-6  Diagram of the control of programmable beer pouring apparatus.

WEIHER T 281E7 7 7T LOMERITRATERR 24k 0 IR J 95 TITV . BRI KR

(633 ml) 75 3R, HE (500 ml) 75 28D —/L & A &R CEET, HEEH

M 5.5 %, 1utbR 40%, ESE—/LER 150g #EHT L5707 T LE1EK LT,

8 —3— 3. JafFbfE FCT (Foam Collapse Time) DX HA

Pts, REETHRLNaF biE% FCT (Foam Collapse Time) fEE# L, ZDEH
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Z [TE— VIR 6°C, =il 20°C TR 40% « FEFEH 5.5 B « ©— L E & 150 g THE

IV HREE L, WA R 2 5 F CTICET HE# (B) TR+ 21 & L7,

8 —3—3—1. #ifHE

FCT JIEIZET 2K AHEIL, WE & Ao iall LI — MROGBRRLZ TR T 1K
ERARZ T EHET D, B L, BEOMEAKEICHS U2 Rem Tl < TAOERS N
E— VRIR DAL T D D& s CE IR TR EHIET D, ZHUC X 0 HEREN
MU, HUEASORL G FREL 725, IRENRZ D ETE NI RBUL, BEFF-7-RE
EIRZALNDDE LW, RUEETIE FREICFLE 5 X 9T R T A I v T 2B
WCEDTWD, DF Y, BEOEARITHKEIZHE L2 A TlEe<, JMOERESHE—/IL
DENEAT DD EMHER TE RS TR LHIET 2 HIEEAEAT 5, EREORIEICHKT

D& D b R, 5 B O OMF % Fig. 8-7 1T LT,
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Fig. 8-7 Transition of the foam surface: 5sec before collapse point (A), collapse point

(B), 5sec after collapse point (C).

BROXA I 71X Fig. 87D (B) ThH, HERHT A XD KX 22 1a B e IR I
L, =L OERRZED THRESITHE LR (A), AT A ZDORERIADE
BN E—NDOEIZEL LTS Z A 27 (B) Z5C LT, ZOEEND/NS fejghl
WA ERERIZEL TV (C), FoTHED b b—=2 7 EFEDIE, #RHE IR &

AL 720N,
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8 —3—3—2. fatH (HEVwmsHr) Az FCT A

FCT fElE Mkt 40% « (L &M 5.5 8 « B — L E & 150 g THEAN AR L, %
N2 % E TICET S (B) ) TRIN, EERITIZZORMEZ R THZT L D1
BINOE— N ZESHTOIIHBE—AEEHEE o T LT, EREPLE— DI
LEONEERERIZEY , T A TH o7, €T, FEEMIZIE, TaE 40+
10% « B —/LEE 150+5 g « (EEHEEM 5.5+0.5 BO#PHN THEANT-T — 2 1 biEbh
LEEOBEMEZ AV, Ak e v — LV EHEL 25, JalEREZ BER ST 55
[FUFHTIC L0 15 602 EERFEm D O HEHIICIE S 40% « ©—/LEE 150 g ITHY T
LDREMELT, Thia FCTIEE T 5 k2L F L Lic, BEREYFVHE FCT E L D

%% Fig. 8-8 \Tx L7,

foam coliapse time [s]
foam collapse time [s]

Fig. 8-8 Foam collapse time value is estimated by multiple regression analysis of nime

data. Foam collapse time is estimated for a defined foam layer (40% foam amount and

beer weight 150 g) considered to be a single layer.

BRI TEE R e BV HEZBHAK S T HEEREIZFE TR RmE L 25, B
FTHPELE L TR T _REBE LA N 7 ofima B8 L. FCT & Tldakb=x

40% + E—/VEH & 150 g O#FHNZ TR Fim & A2 L TEEZRNT 25 E L,
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8 —3 —4. HUEFHEIC X257 — & INE & ik

FEICHREREAM SRV A L N—6 HIZFTY T AZE— L EFENTE BV, AR TR
GE R S E e, BT Fig. 8-9 1R LIZaHii s & VT, i ARl (Overall
Evaluation), 7% (Stability), 7325 (Foamability), £1#% 7 (Adhesion), & Al
& (Creaminess) @ 5IHAIZOWT 1~5 B TR L, ATHA I 6 4 O FHfE A

FELE L THW-,

FHEETEA
%5 Bl End
l | |
l I I
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jais
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Fig. 8-9 Evaluation sheet for visual foam assessment.

JFEh (Stability) (ZJARENTZT 7T AD FICRFFSNEMICER, 1BNH
(Foamability) 13iEV 2% DI H BAICEH, 45M (Adhesion) 3@ 4 LT
BRCZ T ZADBEEIZ ENTZITET 20 E R, F AMMNE (Creaminess) (Tia2s Ei
7V —I—ThOHMIER, ELTENLZRAMICA T ENLZIHEMEIENLTY

NZHEH LR AR (Overall Evaluation) % 7l &7-,

HEEL T2 00— /L% 6 AICEWVWTE LWT — 7MW~ T, sHliiZiE 57 F
ABEROKETH RN, HOOEWESICEREE S, 1A 3 & HEUEICHEXIFHN A A A
—V LTRSS, LA L, BEfofER, 2 OFF 2 s fifE & LT o ok,
DR D X VOB Ll L, it L CTEVWEE—L 2 8220W T, 20

2 ROMAEEDE (Bl : A-B, C—B) 2fR&EMEE LTHITZ2/ToF L Lic, ARIET
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F LT B0 M (B /1100 52) OMEEZIER L TT —Z ZHfF Lz, 2 s OZZ i
TOHE. SANVBITS~10 AN MELE ENLH3, AROT—FEFE 6 4 TIT->TkY
Yo7 7 NECTRIBEIZ 220 &l L7z,
LLEDHIEIC L > THBIZT — % % Table 8-1 (Z7% L7z, &3l 50 410 FCT 7,
Sigma 7, NIBEM 7. Rudin 75, J@3# A2 (Overall Evaluation), Jaff5H
(Stability) 7. {a5zH (Foamability) 7, ff&ME (Adhesion) 72, F AHiS

(Creaminess) DT —Z B3 E5NT-,
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Table 8-1 Difference in foam stability value and visual impression for beer pairs

Differences in Foam Stability Value

Differences of Visual Impression Grade

Pair No. Sigma FCT NIBEM Rudin Overall Evaluatior Stability Foamibility Adhesion Creaminess
1 16 10 46 19 1.8 1.7 1.7 1.8 0.5
2 8 11 24 10 0.3 -0.5 -0.1 0.7 -0.1
3 10 -1 21 6 0.8 0.9 0.2 1.1 0.5
4 11 -1 51 16 -1.1 -1.2 -1.5 -0.4 -0.7
5 0 10 2 1 1.0 1.2 0.5 1.2 0.1
6 -1 20 1 -2 -0.5 -0.2 -0.5 -0.5 -0.3
7 8 3 29 2 0.4 0.1 -0.5 1.3 -0.4
8 -11 -1 -42 -18 -0.2 -0.5 -0.2 0.0 0.1
9 4 2 5 9 0.6 0.4 -0.1 1.2 -0.2
10 1 -5 5 4 0.2 0.3 0.2 -0.1 0.2
11 0 -1 9 -0.8 -1.0 -0.7 -0.3 0.0
12 9 9 24 3 1.0 0.9 0.0 1.2 0.3
13 6 0 19 0 0.4 -0.5 0.2 0.4 0.2
14 7 0 35 11 -0.5 -1.0 -0.1 1.2 -0.5
15 2 -15 4 -3 -0.9 -0.6 -0.7 0.8 -0.6
16 4 0 5 -14 -0.3 -0.7 -0.5 -0.3 0.0
17 -3 0 -1 0 -0.3 -0.1 -0.4 0.0 -0.3
18 -5 -6 -28 -2 -1.3 -1.4 -1.4 -1.2 -0.4
19 -8 -3 -31 -11 -0.7 -1.2 -1.0 0.5 -0.6
20 5 10 32 9 0.1 0.7 -1.3 -1.6 0.7
21 1 -8 -0.9 -0.9 -1.0 -0.4 -0.5
22 1 -10 -0.8 -0.9 -1.5 -0.1 -0.1
23 7 -4 -0.3 0.0 -0.4 0.0 0.4
24 -7 -7 0.1 0.3 0.3 -0.3 0.4
25 5 1 10 -2 -1.0 -1.2 -1.2 -0.8 -0.6
26 6 2 3 -2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.1
27 -14 2 -40 -15 -0.3 -0.4 -0.8 -0.4 -0.5
28 12 -2 -0.5 -0.5 -1.1 0.0 -0.5
29 0 14 12 4 0.0 0.3 -1.0 0.0 0.2
30 -1 -15 -0.6 -0.6 -0.5 -0.1 -0.1
31 0 7 -0.6 -0.2 -0.7 0.0 -0.3
32 -7 0 0.3 0.0 0.4 0.9 0.1
33 1 -12 -0.8 -0.7 -0.7 -1.2 -0.5
34 -1 0 -5 -7 -0.3 -0.3 -0.5 -0.1 0.0
35 8 -2 0.4 0.1 0.0 1.0 -0.1
36 -1 -1 -5 0 -0.1 0.2 -0.1 -0.5 0.1
37 -13 -8 0.0 0.2 -0.4 -0.8 0.8
38 6 0 9 7 0.0 -0.1 -0.1 0.2 -0.1
39 16 17 53 14 1.2 1.1 0.0 1.5 0.3
40 2 -13 -2 3 -0.4 -0.7 0.0 0.0 -0.2
41 8 0 18 5 -0.2 0.3 -0.3 -0.3 0.0
42 0 -10 -2 -1 -0.5 -0.1 0.1 -0.3 0.1
43 -1 0 -12 -1 -0.5 -0.1 -0.6 -1.8 1.1
44 -7 -8 -18 -11 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.8 0.2
45 7 -2 30 3 -0.1 -0.3 -0.1 0.3 -0.5
46 -6 0 -20 -6 -1.0 -0.8 -0.7 -0.6 -0.7
47 13 16 34 8 0.9 0.5 0.3 2.1 -0.7
48 6 0 13 3 0.4 0.6 0.2 0.0 0.0
49 -6 2 -3 -5 0.0 0.5 -0.3 -0.8 0.2
50 9 3 25 14 0.5 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.3
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8 —3— 5. FCTfii & H#FHF X OERIaF: HHIEEIZ K 5508 & D REF%

ARElD TEEREOHRREZ VI 2 L— b LA baHiiEoM%) 2NEXT S & Z 51T
KD HBEEOREFHESEVaRF BRIEEEZ T2 ETHY . ZhEFHET 572912
BF A <R K B RFl & FCT EAS & 0 & 9 2 BRI 8 5 OB 217~ 72, 8
— 3 — AMEZBER L= X 912, 7SV OfE 2 OFF A Mk & Ll D o1k, Ao
JETE DX VDRSNS AR ST L, 5L THEWVWEE—L 2 HIZONT, 20 2.8
OIEEDE (B : A—B, C—B) #REME LTI 2 To72, £T. HEHM 2L

B LTI AFHE (Overall Evaluation) 75 &, 1512 L A7aF5  (Stability)
7. FCT 74, Sigma 7%, NIBEM 7%, Rudin 70 BIRZ 072081751 (0 WAHE) %
Table 8-2 178 L7z (FEBEOFHIL, ik Lz 6 282z T, #5rH (Foamability)
7%, %M (Adhesion) 7%, % A7 & (Creaminess) 75% % 72 9 25k OIS %
IR L7223, 22 CIEAiE @ 6 ZROMBTTIIZ R L), FCTHAEL &b m\ W Z R
L7zDi3iais &t (Overall Evaluation) 7= CTHIBIRE 0.549%*, KWW THREIZ & 570
FitH (Stability) 7 CHIBIFREL 0.491%* L 720 | FCT (TR L 2 VaFE HRFM 4 S L C
WD ZEPRENTZ, HEROTRFFHEIEM & OB, HEREOEVIEIC NIBEM 87

0.423**, Sigma fEZ= 0.366**, Rudin 7£ 0.341* L 72 o7z,

Table 8-2 Correlation coefficients 2

Overall Stability FCT Sigma NIBEM Rudin
Overall 1.000 0.884** 0.549%* 0.416 0.483** 0.400*
Stability 0.884%* 1.000 0.491%* 0.318* 0.417*%* 0.379*
FCT 0.549%* 0.491** 1.000 0.366** 0.423** 0.341*
Sigma 0.416%* 0.318** 0.366** 1.000 0.930%* 0.807*%*
NIBEM 0.483** 0.417*%* 0.423** 0.930** 1.000 0.852%*
Rudin 0.400* 0.379* 0.341 0.807** 0.852%* 1.000

a Coefficient, two-tailed significance. *: significant LE 0.05; **: significant LE 0.01
Valuables are differences in pairs for: overall visual impression of foam quality, visual

impression of foam stability, FCT, Sigma value, NIBEM value and Rudin value.

103/129



FCT fE23 7= H Oyd % K3~ 2 H[AIEFE O H ALz 23, Jaih & il (Overall
Evaluation) EDFHBIREL 0.549%*, BRI K D7k (Stability) ZEOHHBIRE
0.491** [T EMBNTEHWFHBI & X E 2 2, L L, ZHET CHEIOFERROARED
BN=biT TiERwy, Zo0ZBEMORERATFNDRHTIT, 2 OBRICHMOZEEAD IFE+
WELHIIBRICANRS TEIRDLRY, 22T, RAKCT —2 TS L72EL b
(Foamability) 7=, f1%&M: (Adhesion) 7=, ¥ A#fi/& (Creaminess) 7£D7T —# % ]

WTRARBI AT 21T - 72,

1

< [

Partial correlation

o~

) 3

Fig. 8-10 Image of partial correlation between two variables.

Fig. 810 {Z/R L7z L 912, ZHODELKHOBEMRZTHRLEHINDTEH, ZDORERICMO
RN RNTTHEEEZEIZAN/RL TE e by, Fig. 8-10 IZBITHEHA LA B O
FABIBER 113, 2. 3 OMBERBEAEWGE. 28 C ORELZT 5, RMEMIL. 0%
8 C OBINRZHIE L T, A—BMOHBEBREZH~L Z LRk, T7hbb, B8
A YR T 5 F CRAEMAE ORED BN S v, RS NATZREROBRIEAFTREIZ R D,

Table 8-3 (2. {325 (Foamability) 75, {71 (Adhesion) 7&, F A&

(Creaminess) 7EDFRZYEBR LI RIABIATHIORERZ R Lz, FCT 7 & /uib &7
(Overall Evaluation) 7=DFHBIFRET O UAHBIMENT DR & Fele LT EF- L. 0.683%*,
RNTHRFIC K 2108 H  (Stability) 72 CHBIMREL 0.486** & 72 | —J5 T FCT iz & 1t
kovaks HREM & DML, NIBEM fE#7° 0.306, Sigma {7 0.223, Rudin 7 0.232

AR L7z,
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Table 8-3 Partial correlation coefficients 2

Overall Stability FCT Sigma NIBEM Rudin
Overall 1.000 0.753** 0.638** 0.193 0.271 0.147
Stability 0.753%* 1.000 0.486** 0.145 0.264 0.198
FCT 0.638%* 0.486** 1.000 0.223 0.306 0.232
Sigma 0.193 0.145 0.223 1.000 0.911** 0.769*%*
NIBEM 0.271 0.264 0.306 0.911%* 1.000 0.826**
Rudin 0.147 0.198 0.232 0.769** 0.826%* 1.000

a Controlling for foamability, adhesion and creaminess. *: significant LE 0.05; **:
significant LE 0.01
Valuables are differences in pairs for: overall visual impression of foam quality, visual

impression of foam stability, FCT, Sigma value, NIBEM value and Rudin value.

IHNHORERIT, AR L7oiR 2 B U721 fs B IE SO R R SIER D HARKERY
WS TE 7 FFHHGEE &k LT, & 0 B OET RSO ER RS S
NHZEERFLTVD,

SHiTING 6 BHOHFUMZ, 7 T A% =08 &2 TRkl L7z, FERIPEDOFRIT,
REWRFEDOOL S THL ¥ 2—7 Y v Nt L Ward iE4 V72, FHERER) 58

sHaEn=sr rue /7 s% Fig. 811 2Lz,

0 5 10 15 20 25
Num Frmm—————— frmmn - o ———— o m————— e ———— +
b § :,—

2

3 —
4

5

6

Fig. 8-11 Dendrogram of measured foam stability values and visual impressions.
Variable 1-6 are differences in 1: Sigma value, 2: NIBEM value, 3: Rudin value, 4: overll
visual impression, 5: visual impression of foam stability and 6: foam collapse time (FCT).

Squared Euclidean mearsure and Ward method were used. n=39.
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FCT I3 HAIZ X 53Hli Td 1k a 7l (Overall Evaluation) . JaffH

(Stability) &RU 27 T A% —IT@ L. ERkOIEF HLHIERE TH 2 NIBEM %, Sigma
%, Rudin IEIC L DE L ITRID 2 7 AZ =8 T 2HENY 5L 72 o7z, NIBEM i,
Sigma ¥, Rudin {ET B — v Ol HIFERCAFER Y TR E ICh7c» TEA S T E 72 fiE
SENZEE D H H1aki LREFIETH D05, AT Lz FCTIEIZENA LY & HIZAM
OHRBIIEVEAFF HHEETH D Z & BFEFHIC bR S L7z,

S BT, JuREFHE (Overall Evaluation) 7878 EDABIZ L - T bEUICHI TE
D ERNTY D12 O BENR M AAT 572, 7248 Z O HIZIak A 7EE (Overall
Evaluation) 7&& i GO @ 72dF D (Stability) 72T B L THT 21T -

77o EHOERNOFE R % Table 8-4 (Z/x L7z,

Table 8-4 The result of stepwise analysis of variance

Pairwise Deletion of Missing Data

Equation Number 1 Dependent Variable. TOTAL

Block Number 1. Method: Stepwise Criteria PIN 0.0500 POUT 0.1000
SIGMA FCT NIBEM RUDIN TATI TUKI KIME

Step MultR Rsq F(Eqn) SigF Variable Betaln
1 7264 .5276 41.326 .000 In: TATI 7264
2 .8289 .6871 39.535 .000 In: FCT .4088
3 .8500 71225 30.371 .000 In: TUKI .2444
4 .9099 .8280 40.918 .000 In: KIME .4056
Multiple R .90994

R Square .82800

Adjusted R Square .80776

Standard Error .26506

THRIRZAT O &, Ui b, FCT &, MR, FAZDIMICARNERSNZ, &
FABIER S 0.91, REFRE0.83 TH Y, A= HDIEOKREFHEZ BITHHATE D Z &N

oL imole, £72, FTC AT BHFHEOIES HAEDRO “FHICERRSNTEY, 1@
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MHETHHA TE QWAL 2R L<SHATE 8%, 2F 0, FCT AZFAMIZLD
TG RN 2 3 2 OIZL B R JEE & 2785, —5 T, NIBEM 7. Sigma 7&,

Rudin Z (3B E L GRIREN T I 2o T2, Z O Fig. 8-11 TRLEZZ T
AR =B > THLNET L Fa s I 708 REFRLETH S, ZOMENL L, 40
Bi%E L7z FCT IEN AR OBREITEWaAFRF HRIEETH D Z LN E 2 D, EEE THIE S

TR A RHMZE O BB O # AR X % Fig. 8-12 1Z/R LT,

. Vs
1.5 ‘

Ld i1
®

o

1111

o
W

Q
o

1111

=
W

1
o

Difference of the overall visual impression

—1-5 IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII rrrryrrria LU

-1.5 -10 -05 00 05 1.0 15 20
Estimate: multiple linear model

Fig. 8-12 Correlation between the difference in overall visual impression and estimated
value using the Multiple linear model. Factors included the difference in foam collapse

time (FCT) value, visual foamability, adhesion and creaminess. r2=0.89, n=50.

107/129



8 —4. /&
B L DTN RN ¢ W ZRAEHNHIETT 5 DITHERE TH Y . ARITEBL D

DTHDHMN, ZIVE THEE OB M &2 Z BB L TEM & 7> T2 J7EIEAF
FEL TR, Z22C, AMPAE— L2 ESEIE 2 BB TE 2 BB b — VIEEH A BH%E
L. T K> TEANTZ =L DI ORF- 2 BIGLEE L, IEREAFEHT 5 E TOR
fH, EDRITZ B —L i JOVE Ujd D ) bk £ TOREE (Foam Collapse
Time: FCT) Z#aIHICHEINT 2HFIC L > T, HEFORT L I 2 L— b LIlafFbiF
MLz Lz, 334 (BPE214, &tE124) O FLEHAOCTABAE—LEELS
AN 7B & 2R LTRSS, W6 VT, BE 9BV TF DI T R — N EES KN
L LT NEXKH 5.5 Fb, JathE 40%, HESE—/VERE 160g) WO RMEEZHID HL
Too ZOE—NEZORMZHIMEREHT LB -V ESEABRIE L, LL,
FERRIZIZ Z OFM AR IS T L O ICEN O E— VA ESHT OB e — e S L
HoTLThH, EIELE —/WROENFOANHEERERICLY | H#EIIATETH S
B, JEE 40+£10% « B —/LEHE 1505 g - {EXEEM 5.50.5 O#FHAN THERINTZT
— A DO HEROREME HV, R e B VERZHAZE, R 2 H
B H & 3 2 EEUFATIC K 015 541 25 BEEYFFHE 2 BTN Ta SR 40% - B — L EH &
150g IZMHY T2 RAHE L T, Zhve FCTIE L 5 GEER L% E Lz, ZoJikzH
WTC, BRI SRV A LR =6 LT T T RAZE— A EZENTH BV, B THEOM
Bl S, JaR AR (Overall Evaluation) . J@ff%H (Stability) . 1@ 25

(Foamability) . 3% (Adhesion), ¥ Affi7E (Creaminess) @ 5 M HIZ-DOWT 1~
b P THR R L, FHALIZ 6 4D VEEAZNRFEL LTHW, 1affh (Stability) |
R ENTET 7T A0 RITRFF S0 00MZEH, Wit (Foamability) (37EWE# O
MHEAIZER, M (Adhesion) X2 LTV BRIZZ 7 ADBERIZ 72T AT
ETDHMER, FAMNS (Creaminess) [FTENENTET 7 —I—ThoINITEH,
ZLTENL ZREGIICHR TENZ TS ENMEN TV DA B L TERa w b

(Overall Evaluation) ZaPli w72, FEERIZIE, #lx OFESE MR EHEfE & LT o @
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(X, HFEORER O X VEDORZEN AT & L, i L THEWEE—L 2 JIiZo0n
T, 202 ROMEEOELNRMEE L TRIT 21T o L Lic, MBEETTS (0 AHBE)
Brick v, FCT A L &b @B 2R L7201 3ais &7kl (Overall Evaluation) 7
T, WWTHRIC L 51aFFD  (Stability) 7T, FCT IZHRIC K 2 1aFF b a4 Kk L T
WHZEMIRENTL, S b, ARG FHEIZERT S &L Bbh 5 &8, Wb
(Foamability) 7. {77 (Adhesion) 7, F AMiS (Creaminess) 7D Z PEFR
U 7o ImARBETT ST Ot R, FCT fizE & 1o &7Fffi (Overall Evaluation) ZZDHHBIFREL
(30 RAHBAMAT ORER & e LT EFA L, —J5 T FCT 22 & 1k Diaks HHRIE & O
BHIME T L7c, 2B ORI 7 AZ =0T > ThRah, AREE%E L7z FCT i
RPN LN TV DR HHIE & i LT, L AM BRI aFE:HlE

ETHD 2 EPMERIC bR S NIz, ELEBURDSHT OMRN S b TR EMT ST,
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e
7
=

E— L DI BT DR D RS B, IHEE RS 2\ e B 2 A9 5 -

PRI THD, ZTOEDIITIAREHICT T A2, HDWIE~A T AERT DS
BREFE L, BEREOBRLEY | EPMANE (REBESES) CEsiRoSo s
I ZORGERIEL, X BAREICIE, OB AR L, Bk - BRESR A Rl kT D
SHET v R 2UET LENLE LD,
FxiZ, FTREBICTIRACEET L LGS TV L E— LT oES FREAEDOMWE
AR D70I1, SDSARY 77 UV vT I REXKE) (SDS-PAGE) Tt — /L HOREHE%
SEEL. KEEO S VINGEREEZH L, v =27 AT R U RiER KO VAR RV
NTTFH—BIZ L DEEREGEEZHWTT 2 Kiiids LU VR F 2 RO RS 54 21T
572, SDS-PAGE T34y & 40 kDa 3Tl (ZHs7 L7=/3> R4, 10 kDa, 8 kDa iTi4iC
B BHERET D &L D77 m— RNy e Lz, 40 kDa & AEICHOW TIBEIZ#
EN TV 5HKZE Protein Z IZHKT HEAEOHEHREIZIE K Lz, —J7, 15 kDaimildh
DAY AT CilifE L7z 7 m— R 72230 RMFFE L, 10 kDa, 8k Da JTiJIZ FEEIAIHE
Ny Rt EnT, TRHOOEABEOT X EBRHESC, 7 X K, VR F 2R
BT BITER DT X BRECHIA R SHv, ZFHOROE A fiRER WL - Az
JeR DEAEZHMOBNCERKST D2 LT WAk s L7 2/ R, IARFIR
S IVICEERHEIL SN2 L, EHICBBICETARHTICYZEAEICA AL 77— K
JEDEST L, o F BN b a RO CRISERIPE TR E BB ObND, ZD
EOREREOWTIANE— LR HIZEG L T a2 6NN T 0ERH D Z &
R LTz,

WARHICHEET2EAEZREL TV 20IciE, FROe— AV KEZICEENHEAE
PR, BRI - AEIA - BB TRAR TRKE—VICELBE TRICBVWTED L S ITBITLT
W AT HERME L2 D, SDS-PAGE Z# HWTil_7= & 2 A, 1A - BEETE%E

DI LTS > TREDEAEN E—/MIBIT L TV ERFMBIZE Sz, LD biT, 40
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kDa fHir O A EIL L EMITHIA TR A % LRICBITL C\e, £72 14k Da LLF O
BFD7m— RNy R E—L~BITL T\ e, £OFTEH 58 40 kDa DEFRE
%, 07 I AR, ST Z 0 KZE Protein Z (ZHIRT 5 Z & AMERE S a3,

22O 0EAEICOWTER B ~ORAEZHER L TV 2 &R E—LDiaRs HIZH
T OBV CREEM L2 5,

JAFFHICEET 5 & B 2 6N ARERYERARHEO R REFSEICEH L7z
{LFHIRAT 24T o 7o REMEF 2 AW TERET O/ R, B — L O R OR ik
(psa) IFRIEZIZAL TOHOREFANIIEMNT 2 Z LB L, JaFboRVWE—LIEE
ORI R TH o To, EREAGE ZRFFACHEIN S & 5 EE 2o —Lig
EHaRbLRRNWZ LR ENT,

= OESFEAEOHEEZ L VFELHRL 2O, B, BA 4 - A F v
ru< 757 4= L0 SE LTV, F1~F4 B4 0 4 SO Ei5y %137-, SDS-PAGE 4y
Pridi . F1E4372% 10 kDa dTi 2 LRI e N> AR Lic—J7, F2, F3 Hi4y 13 Hi
10 kDa, 15 kDa ML FO4yF &Y — o7 u— Rpyfiz s Lz, £7- F4 Ei4yi% 40 kDa

D EAEFFOMIRZR N RE R L, KZ Protein Z RO EAE TH 5 FH & 7R
ZRE U7, RIS W20 OFE R, F4 B R BRI & O ks B IE B 4
B Uiz, 7 2 BRI AT OFE SR, F4 B ITBUKIEY X RS O m 2 &
DR BT, EEAITOWVTIE, F4HEE 4 55 5 O BRI BRI IZ /34H LT
We, BOKMMEERZ v~ b 777 40— AWt OfER. F4 B4 880D @R
HEDFCHRSNTWD Z R LN E oz, BANERIZ K Y maoFERE (OFE
10,000 LL F) ZBRE L 72 BRAMEEAEE & — U IZ K5 2 U L CHa R b~ D8 A A L
72l ZA, FAMBZRMLIZb OB RO LZELEFELEZ R L, ZULDO/MRND, B
PEICEERZA L, LVBUKMERE S, REMEOESW S TOESETH D F4 B O
BENGWI ERENT, FAREG ORI & LTI, REMALTIZE Fh b RE
Protein Z Tdh % LHAHETE | KFE Protein Z DIIFFH~DH 5 2 R T HFER & 7o

776
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BEEEOBKMENEFFHICEE L TS Z ERHER SN, 2 i BEICHEET 5
ez, B Oy FEHEZBKEMHEEN 7 v~ 77 7 4 =2 X > THl%1T
W, FEE L TREREZFIE L L TCEOME LT, otz 4 >Olisy (H1~H4
53) DO B FEbHBUKIED E He 53 13551 40 kDa 1535 L OV 15 kDa LA FOEH

ENORER SN TEY, Al I3KE 40 kDa HOROERE CTH 5 Z & 2B HERE L
7o LAL. KRZE 40 kDa EEH'E RO 113 H2, H3 B2 bR S, ZOFETRE
40 kDa & AE S « fd TRPIZZ T 72 A IS X0 BUKMEICIEZ 4 U TWh 2 :8 0 5
MmEIp oz, RIEKEEDSHTING ., BKIERES Th 25 Ha B3I @O RIAAEE RO 5
. EFOWEIZFE Lo FRBRTH XV BKMEDOEWEE ZFf > T 0 FOFEHRE
WHEEZFA LI Uiz, {afbICHFET2EBEIT 0 F L L TIERE Protein Z (ZHIK S
% 40 kDa EHREIZE B T & L 4FFHS, BUKMEOE S LW BERTHURbHEERAE
A ERCEEE TR Z 206 M il 21TV, B D& D AR STV
2 LaR bBEICEMN T 2 L itmiT b b,

WRFHIZY A T RCHFET 2HE L L THE STV DR ORI AFAET D
Proteinase A (PrA) {22\ T, AM-~27F F Succinyl-Arg-Pro-Phe-His-Leu-Leu-Val-
Tyr-4-methylcoumaryl-7-amide  (Suc-R-P-F-H-L-L-V-Y-MCA) % ffi\ 7= Yokosawa & O
FEEZWETHHET, E—AHIIEENDTEL DI DEEEZ T 5 2 & 72 AR OM
5972V ME A BRI BB R S HE T 5 HiEa et Lo, IEMREICRS W CHELE 827
o7 OEE (E—=AHICEENLHENWEDIE) . LU Photobleaching (i)
ZolalkE L, 9972 PrA &M 2 E— VT O EMBE OB LZZ T 5 Z LR <AETE 2515
EERL, fFETE—/VEBEREL D PrA ZKRL, BULB B — /L ICHIN L, PRAFE OTaFT
HIRFZHE L7z, 3 2O HHIEYE (Sigma 5, NIBEM %, RUDIN #5) O£ TO
FHME T PrA I K 27aFF b DR T ARO bivle, £, Bk FE AR O
PREH 2 OB OFE R, PrB O BITRO T, DS PrA (T X 5528 T
HE—VORFHFOIEF B TR ECTWDL Z EZH LN LT,

B OB R - EN ZEEENSHIBTT D OIXHEE TH Y . AR B b
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DTHDHM, ZIVE THEE OB M &2 Z BB L TEM & 7> T2 A7
EL TR, 22T, AMPRE— L2 ESEIE 2 BB TE 2 BB b — VEEH A BH%E
L. T K> TEANTZ =L O ORT- Z BB L, IEREAFEHT 5 E TORE
., EDRINLZ B — LR JOVE Ujd D ) bigiEk £ TOREE (Foam Collapse
Time: FCT) Z#aIHICHEINT 2HFIC L > T, HEFORT L I 2 L— b LIlafFbiF
L% B Uie, JabksE 40110% « ©—/VE & 150+5 g - {EXRFH 5.5+0.5 R OFEIFHN
THEPNET =20 oGO N2ERONEMEZ AV, JaRe v — LV EELHHEH.
RAEEIRE ] 2 H AR & 3 2 HEUR TS & 0 5 b 2 EEGFE D b # eI Ta R
40% » B —/LVH R 150 g YT 2 RAHE L T, Zx FCTEE 35 HIEEARL2EL L
oo ZOHEEZRNT, R SFL A NR—=6 HICF T T A=A ZENTH S
VY, BETTIROWE 2 i S &, Jaik G Rl (Overall Evaluation) . VafiH
(Stability) . 7a52% (Foamability) . fF#t4: (Adhesion), ¥ A#H2>& (Creaminess)
D 5HBAIZOWT 1~5 BFETEHRA L, FHEA T 6 4 DO FEERFMEL LTHWE,
EBRITIE, E 2 OFFR AR L LT D O, ARORE O X VEOREN B AHE
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