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Effect of Mixed Fermentation on Improving Cottonseed Meal Protein
and Reducing Free Gossypol
WEI Jia', LILi"", LIU Jun', MAO Xiang', ZHAO Qikai"?, ZOU Yuhong'

(1.College of Bioengineering, Sichuan University of Light Chemical Technology, Yibin 644000 , China;
2.Leshan Heng Feng Hua Bang Biotechnology Co., Ltd., Leshan 614000, China)

Abstract: To reduce the content of free gossypol in cottonseed meal and improve the quality of cottonseed protein, this
study used a two-stage fermentation method to treat cottonseed meal. Enterococcus faecalis (E) was first added, and then
Aspergillus oryzae (M1) was added for staged fermentation. The fermentation conditions of mixed were optimized by single
factor and orthogonal experiments. The results showed that when the inoculation amount of Enterococcus faecium was
1.5%, the fermentation temperature was 37 °C, the fermentation time was 24 h, the inoculation amount of Aspergillus
oryzae was 1.5%, the fermentation temperature was 30 °C, the fermentation time 96 h, and the initial fermentation moisture
of cottonseed meal was 50%, the crude protein content of cottonseed meal increased from 39.6% to 49.64%, the acid-
soluble protein content increased from 4.79% to 36.58%, and the free gossypol content decreased from 1370 mg/kg to
45.32 mg/kg, and the detoxification rate reached 96.7%. The results would provide a scientific basis for the high-value

utilization of cottonseed meal.
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2021~2022 4%, H1 E AL B 2920 588 Jy i,
BT 100 23T BIFRAE, A 150 kg AUARAT ™= H 1,
MFFRURARFFEN S B0 &4, HOM SR & 5080,
AT EE IS A xh R, &R B K
R PEM ELBTR ARSI o RIS, MRk R
ZH RVl A B, BRER IR S e RIS, oA iy e S
YR B RS ERAR AL B A4l
(FAO/WHO) HEFEMIARUES, J2&—Fh rl e AR
R ERE AR EVE IR RE PSSR Y
B, R Y AT BB R Y 0.02%~6.64%), Ak
H AR I LR B AR I AN A AR, FLrh &5 S AR AN
e Aok & & L R Ge . BEPEAR, AT it 3R (E
R HERS o T U SR I DU X A0 L A R G L
S5 B B W i R TR Y, (A AR T AR AR i sz
Fsgm . Bk, b TR SRR R T i, T
38 38 REATCARRA o A Ui B A I A s sk s p LAY e
MEEE o

WA FER ARG W fb2r | STk,
YIERLEE T DAL . T R R E TR
o AR AR AN e B A 1 AT SRl 5,
I HA AR . B E T B0, ATIZ TR 5 53
i B SR AR 2 IR AR PR S AS T, A AR
BB FEOMEA T TR bk m oA B ik . mdst
R FEH . BRALERYE FH R R Ak . PR
FRAFON, X B AR I A REARSCR AR AR | B i, (R AEAL
FR AR AR RARIE R G | 3l P 2E, XTI DUE R
R BT AR . IR IR BOA IR S
VTR AR AR A ORI U0, Ah S A AR AR B
[N D i O (EPSE54 N N 7% (I IR A EL 7 | = R ]
TEFERR R R A E A T A 1, SRR R A B A
Wy FEAT 3, MATTIA BB BRI ROR . skAFT A8 ik
R HAE R AT BRI RE 1 i ZLIRR FBREA, (3 AR
i B AR B B I RIS E 40%; S B R AE L ELAR
VEZEFEAT B T LLRFUE B AR 1) 5 i PRI 81.3%; B
kA AU S o 2R EL B A R T EE SC17-1 - AEPFL
FFBS LP15-1: 4 5 2R 4T 58 BS15-3=1:1:10, 315
PR B AR R TR PR U B AT I B A 2 66.28% . HL AT,
AWy e B R B T, FeZe 4, AR AR EAIS, B
AR RSBk,

(B HHT R ZHBO AR E SR ESR T T
A B 38 e A ) R A TG, R G AR
JRIWTFER > . BRI BRI A 2] T KA, (EARA AT
R ST ER P22, /INIK S i RN PV i B 405
%, X FIaged A b E S T & N bR
PR . AERSTHER A, TRV AR BT A YTH AL
PEFNAE YR PSR, MRV A0 & | e s
AR EEMGRERES), B W R T kb h & A )5
B B HRTAOIFIE TR, B LIBAR AN 32, BAR
HEREARIE BRI 1A & i, (HA e — e e, anph 2
P EERCRANE, 2R B 2 SR Rl rh 2 R A= it

RN ZA N, 7 A I S R 2R AT . AR S8R W B
BHRVRREE, v LAAEMGEMFFRAER L5 i R AU he
B2 HE U B AR I TR, S AR AR N
JHATU B Rl
1 #RERE%E
1.1 MREE

K EE Aspergillus oryzae(M1) . BARNEE Asper-
gillus niger( Al) . BRIH BR B Enterococcus faecalis
(BE) . H¥FLFT B Lactobacillus plantarum(L) . BRI
5 Saccharomyces cerevisiae(C1) . 7= il 22185
Candida utilis( C2) . Af $7 10 W% Saccharomyces
cerevisiae boulardii( C3) . ZFALFT B Al 5L 2F U AT B8
Bacillus subtilis(B1) . #sX ZEHUFT B Bacillus liche-
niformis(B2) AL ARG MR ZkEE ARILE
AR A PIRHA FR A FIAE B0 TR

T-114 BIAFHT RSP AU RIS 2o h
BRZSH]; To 5840-AI DLA560 6T dbat i drsE A Y
HA PR F]; QYC-2102C BUHIRIRFFREIR iR
S0 P #5 A BR 2 W) s MFSOBSH-2 U %5 I B 3746

T R T A A FR W] 5 LS-75HD 7.

FEZER KAy TV LR P i A A BR A F]; SW-
CJ-2F B TAES IR NL R IR AR
A H); K9840 HBNHLIE AL 1L AR MERERI AU
AR
12 A
1.2.1 R DR It MR SR
HEINEBNE R IR (PDA) | HRRCR 2 2R 1R
Bt IR AR HFLIR A AR IR (MRS) | 3
AR E TR Rz IR (NB) ; B 58 2R 2 A
FHEFRIE: B 1 7K=1:0.9 (m:v), H SR pH IRSJHL
30 g 2%F 500 mL — A, 121 °C KB 15 min; B2
PRIBE IR BE: W BRI R R A A S TR 5L (YPD) : IR
10 g/L, FEA 20 g/L ., #i%H% 20 g/L, B 100 mL
FEFRAERA 250 mL A=A, 121 °C KA 15 min;
FLIR B REFEHE: MRS B5 37 5225 SClik [9] Bcifil. B
100 mL £7 7RI A 250 mL 19 = FAjflib, 121 °C K
15 min; ZFEAF R FRIE: SR 10 g, TiEMEDE
By 15 g, B 3 g BEREEN 5 g0 &ALEN S g
NZEMWE/KZE 1 L, pH 7.2+0.2, B 200 mL 3537 L5
A 250 mL g =AM, 121 °C KEE 15 min; KRS
FREL: MR 2R - FoKKI=85:5:10 (m:m:m). Kk
I 1:0.9 (m:v), 4K pH; IRASJHEL 100 g 2T 1 L =
I, 121 °C KB 15 min,
122 BRMITEALRIF T
1.2.2.1 BWATBIEAL R ERIE A B AR 2 L 2~3 3755
SRR TR R B, B E A PDA i3 dE, 76
30 °C ¥5J% 72 h; FLER B4 A MRS B3R 5E, 76 37 C
Rig% 24 h; WERETR 2 A YPD 5538 3L, 78 30 °C Bi3%
24 h; ZFFOATF A ZFAAT RS IR 2L, 78 30 °C #5557
48 h,
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1.2.2.2 REF-FIHSE B 1.2.2.1 iR es
DRI ZLERTA . 187 B DR R ZEFRAT B 53 e Ak Bz 1557
3 MRS H73%3E | YPD 57 3% 3L F 2R 4T B K5 37 3%
b, BEFRAAER] 1.2.2.1

1.2.3 @G RIEZS R B AR THE R T
WL 5x107 CFU/mL B3RP 43 03 A B2 K B A B
(121 °C, 15 min) B9 100 g %& P8 35 b CREK b
1:0.9 m/V)IEFRLFIR 1.2.2.1. KBRS RS, Bkt
BT A 70 °CL 24 h HET, Z R KRR 40 B 7,
JHI R Y 2 AR M 114 75 2 o

1.2.4 EEMATFHEZS LIRS WMRAITEE  BE
MR SR HE 100 g BRALE 1:0.9. 121 °C. 15 min KB
Ja, S AESIn e 1.2.3 15 A8 AR AT & IR B A i) SR B
MRUEA TR B R e, IR -G8 i 5% (m:v), 3R L)
H 1 1(viv), REESAAFR 1.2.3, K BRSSO I E #
AR S R A B AR S i, AP U R RERCR .
1.2.5 TR B L EAAFREFE R e iR
A BARAGTTLE, 702 BRIGERB AR BV E S S eI
R TR PR LT T 25 . AR I ER B Ry [ 5
W4 (37 °C, 24 h), FHIMACK & TR 1%, AR
A SR R ZIR bR, TR 1.2.4 AU TR UES 745
Eo HBEKMBEEANFWRILE K5 (45% ., 50%. 55%.
60%. 65%), NFELEIEFIE(1%. 3%. 5%. 7%. 9%),
AN[FE) A BEIREE (26 28, 30, 32, 34 °C), AN[E) A&l
(6] (48, 72. 120 h), $EFP LB 1:1 2540 F, 53 51%F
RHER 1, PRI B ORI B AR Y 2 S Y52

1.2.6 IEACIEGTETE AR HAL PR 2R SR T 1 45 5,
TR M AR R 1 S R S P AR A s i
T S HAE RIS, X 25 R T 2553 HT, DAS O e
M RIS . BRI ZAWILA K (A) . R
(B). M1 EFRIE(C) . M1 &EERFE](D), & UK
2 =IKF Lo(3Y) AU IEAZ RS, LI 2 TR B [ 25 A 1
FRRAPIRIR T A5k IR 1.

# 1 ELRBNE AP

Table 1 Orthogonal experimental factors and horizontal design
Ko A PEAKSY B RIERME CMURBHEE D MUKEHRT
(%) (%) (c) (h)
1 50 1 28 72
2 55 3 30 96
3 60 5 32 120

1.2.7 HALFE bR E M E A& ER IS GB/T
21264-2007 KARPREHFH AR FFRT ) 7 ) iz U BRI 1
T ERYE NY /T 3801-2020 FapRh ik A R 2 4
PRI S YU Ui R 1y >R H =l AR AR E GB /T 13086-
2020 A} Hh it A T 1A 0 S kDI sE e, R
VA AR SR [17] I o 85 4 e 0 A R
Tricine-SDS-PAGE 75U 52 '8, H kPRI B R T8
ANEANT

W(%) = (1 - i%)x 100

o W FORMLEERR, Y%; M, R RIFERTARFFRI
WFBS RIS & B, mg/kgs M, 7R KIS M RPRIUE B4R
i &, mg/kg o
1.3 IR

FRHBPEESRE =K, SR SPSS 22.0 #HfTEANZE
F7 225387, 3 Duncan K57k T 2 5 LA, 56
ZE R A B EAR HE IR 2ZZ 7R, L P<0.05 1B R 22
Sk HIW bR E . SRJH Origin 2018 #E47ETE %
il
2 HBRESHh
2.1 BEREAEISIFHERRRNZMN

ARPRE 1 G5R 0T, R R R R K
HIT B A PP ER & 1P i TR AR P RN RV 285 I RSO R
I, I RS HbA ZE AT DR A K i B AT R I
Ja, PPE BRI B 1 S =4 R T 2 19.8% . 23.6%
1 22%, FHER B R 2 42.5%. 43.21% F0
42.8%, W b i T HA A D . SR AR K fh B TR
PV B A SSCRAR A, HH T RE I B ATOR i B ELAA 0
LT 2k F TG PO, BRAR FEATR v IR 2R Y B,
IR & BT, SRR S ERRAL. (AR EE R
PR RAD R LA 1, I B RERAME . AR ZE AT B
TE R P B v = AR A LR 3 BRI Y pHL, A3 )
FRRVE AR I AYHE Y DRI A ZEAAT R A
HHERAE TR Sl T A I TR R o

@ fEH ~ EHERE @ RIFEN
50 ¢ X 6 7100
C 24
wl 4 B §of 1o 122 {so
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Fig.1 Effects of single bacteria fermentation on protein quality

T A R/ING PR 22 5 35 (P<0.05), 181 2~141 7 [+

2.2 BERESLEEX EREERERIR

ARYEE] 2 G551 0T A, FEZLRR B )@ b, RGERTRY
THFE R, THEEFGA T 94.4%, H S A LA,
KSR RIAF] 89.4% ., TEZEIUATHE P, HIARZF
AT A I EERE ) o, TRk 3] 87.15%. SHF
TR FH ZE AT B A THR B AT I AR Eu s, T el &>l
G 358 1 — MR 2ZEFAT PR (ST-144) , A3 I i B =< n]
ik 48.5% LA b PR XL R ZE AT PR 2R TR
B I, IR R T2 85.11%, 1M A Hh B AE i &k
TR R W R v, W 85 P15 53 e/ N o1 BRI i
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Fig.2 Effects of single bacteria solid fermentation on
detoxification
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TR TR [ A T o
2.3 REESABNIBIFHER 200

ML 3 Al LA Y, WA B R TR TR R I ZH
HIR AR A= N 96.8%, 1M =~ BEIFFI DU EEFF IZH
A Hh e I BE R A 2 94.66% FlI 79.58%, 1l fESE
LA BRI E R T B S B IR,
(B AT R I R E AN RE e e A 4

@ HEN S REED o BEE .
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Fig.3 Effects of mixed bacteria solid fermentation on crude
protein, acid-soluble protein and detoxification
£ : A: E+B2; B: E+B2+M1; C: E+M1; D: E+L; E: E+L+MI;
F: E+L+M1+B2; G: L+B2+M1

FE A ZH, CLHA DX 3 MM G, C
ZH AR R T i RO W O T LA TR R 2 A (P<
0.05) . Ak, w457 FH ié Az 3R bR AN oA Hh B TR PR & T
AR

TE B 4H, E A1 G 4HixX 3 4 —pFheH &, B 41
1 E HEME T PRI EREANK it Z PR B, X PIZH
PRV R I S =B T G 20, BEEK i & FAE 2L
FFERTR A R IERT, AR TR E A S a g s . [H
B, B 2B YRR T E 2H.(P<0.05), UiBH PRI ER
B FUT RS A lEnt, AR T EE. eSS
PR IZH A AR B, A — BRI = R TR
B EE R I B B AR (P>0.05) .

PP E RS TP A C 45 =B R G i

Py B 2 AH LS RT LG H, B 20 19 28 SR AE X T
C ZH 35 (P<0.05) &, iX R W] SR PRI ER T A
ZEAT R B B COR B I PR, (TR A A
HHEPUE- .

LR HRESTT N, i g v C 4R 2R 1 MRS #R
&R, 90 44.25%. 19.57%; ABLL TR &
TEARAASTHIEE R T 11% F1 75.3%. C IR ANES
RHBEZ AT IR E] 96.8%.

S I 5 HH A I BRI AR AT PR A BR B K
i 25 BEAT VR B A I, R A I I AR i R Gk 3 T
96.8%, A AR FLIR, WL AT LR & 1 KK
BN, B T R R FIEE P, [RIAs S T KR
PR PR, PR T IER M N TR, 5
KAarFHEEF L, BRI AR A IR B A5 iy
1, W] H A S0 s g T I
24 [BEIXRABIZEHMK
2.4.1 WIURIK ST XS MR ERA TR R 25 A I 2 B 1 5
me & 4 EFEARFERI GRS R IR AT B R AN
TWFESARI & 5. WIUARZKSITAE 45%~65% Jo BN, FLEE
FA AN 125 25 S BEE WA 7K Sy O T 2 BL5E e
TR, HA B3 225 (P<0.05) . HEHEVILR
KGR 50% Bk EERIAH 47.85%, BRIG R ATEWILG
IKAF 55% B IR ENE AL 24.65%. 1H 243) bA & 1K
SyiBad 55%, BRI & b 3 FRE(P<0.05), l{HE
ST REHRYI/K S-S Bl &, 5 T ORI 23S,
AR, AR NS R IR i) S /K S IS, s A
SZ B, AR I8 o b s 3 22 BIBH RS, 25
RO AN ERERE I REARN ., i B AR M W Bl B 4G
KT R R R RS DT, A g 2E
(P<0.05) , TE#] Uh 7K 53 50% i ik | H /NME 65.32
mg/kg, MRIERIGLEIR, HEHE 50%, 55% F1 60% 1EH
TEAS GG P 2R KPS
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Fig.4 Effect of initial moisture on the content of crude protein,
acid soluble protein, and free gossypol in cottonseed meal
during mixed bacterial fermentation
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R B AR Iy S i . S5 R, REFP ETE 1%~9%,
KR PRI 25 1 o e S B i i B 25 T
Ja NRERES, H AT W25 5 (P<0.05) . MR FITE
RN 3% B IR B B ORAE 48.93%, MRS FR £ 2
LRI EE 5% I IRFERE 35.44%. KD N R
B R AR IR BN UG, dnsRaks i fha, vl fE
SN B RN Z 6] F T8 IR AN T R AR T A,
N F T A= 0 g A A R AR K R i AR Rk B
RS BRSSP G v A,
TR RN 5% BT B EAINME 53.4%. A5 H
R, VPt 5% 1E NRAEERF i T e 2a e .

e HER = RFEA o i
a

Kl s
UiF BEAT B 5 B RN
Fig.5 Effect of total inoculation amount on the content of crude
protein, acid soluble protein, and free gossypol in cottonseed
meal fermented by mixed bacteria

2.4.3 R ERIREEXT AR AR R S AR I S B A RS
w6 SASIEIE R T TR PR R T 1 B A RTE EA
Wy ht . H PRI A e S s AR i R e MR
HH, BIA AR T 8500 R IR . 25 R 3R, K
HREETE 26~34 °C Ju[BIN, IREE A S BMFEIRERN
T 2B BT E TR S, B B rE2E 5
(P<0.05) . TEXBEERREE 30°C Bl A2 R fH 26.5%.
555 FE T a5 SRARTE], 24 R TR BAIET, B
FARRE AR, ASF 0 o238 11, RS 2 TR
FERE I 32 °C, T EIAS Z B T HER, ke &

@ A Fﬁﬁ‘i«%ﬁlﬂ @ AR 30

541 a b
_ N

N
28 30

RIERE (°C)
Bl 6 AR R A TR L BRI E H
e B R I 25 B2 (1) R i)

Fig.6 Effect of fermentation temperature on the content of

crude protein, acid soluble protein, and free gossypol in
cottonseed meal fermented by mixed bacteria

Pt AR T L BRI RE 2 i T T IR R, AR IR RE
TR RN BE 2 ™2 T AR, yass T oR 8%
M= RRE 1, T B AR oA R T R R% S
Vi B AR I 1) 5 e B R P A T e RS R RS T
FOFAT, TE R AR 30 °C IFik®) T H/IME. 2884
K2R, ¥ 30 °C A EEI AR IRE

2.4.4 R AR AR PRI AR R S AR M & 552
m RANEEEAS IR ER, TR B A& AR RS A AR
RIS AR I S B A R AN 7 TR o & R A AR
48~120 h J Bl PN, &5 P17 de il o B[] (4 B i 52 30 5
IR FRERETS, HAT B 25 (P<0.05) ., fHEE
F FIR A A 1 & S E A IR TE] 96 h B 43 Bk 2ok
{H 49.81% Fll 36.65%. A PEntaIX & H & A Bk
SN, AR v, K AR 0 S T L R
KO3 AR A PATRE, 8 & B 2D e, g
KN BE I = £T A 22 il T e AT B TR 4T 4 3 A0
25 ol SH B 14 8 5, i — 20 s T R R
JoR o U SR I e 2 S TR B T R I, HoA
FE2E R (P<0.05), £ &R R] 120 h ik 8] e /ME
46.31 mg/kg; 5 96 h #H Lk, U FF¥ 1.46 mg/kg. %5
BN, TePE 96 h Ay fedE R T E]

- EN s RIFEA o iR
a b

A N

7 96 120”‘“ 0
A1) (h)
B 7 R TR ) TR R A AR RO 1 L BRI AR I A

Tie A 5 P R
Fig.7 Effect of fermentation time on the content of crude
protein, acid soluble protein, and free gossypol in cottonseed
meal fermented by mixed bacteria
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IEAZ IR 45 A 2 i, Sad W8 K W15
PR SEAG, A& R R, TR K Sy, KR
TR, A AR R Y R . T
A SR A E A BRI 2R, PRI A oK s
B8 % PRI R RN s a] o 1B SSRGS, 8 55
U 21 PR 4 o B e, iR F] 35.22%., (HZEG KR
PRI B A 1 A 00 B e el 6, 2 S B A B
O BN S A My K R AR i m T 8 5, 43 llikF]
50.21% F1 45.76%, H. 2 SEREE A &=L 8 1K
1.8%, PIILIEPE 2 S B0 2l Wi E T 240 A&, st
W 22 53T AT 20, o P ¥ R 1 5 B i 1) 2 ORI Ay
D>B>C>A. RS20 f5e I PR 3802 & I [a] | 5 0]
Fe /NI SR AT U 7K 535 Ko Ui 125 A T 48 3 5 i 1) 32
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WA B>D>A>C. RIS e K A6 PR 22 2 1R
S f /N SR e R s R 1 B R 114 2 ORI
R A>C>B>D. RIsZ i R0 K TR ZEWIG K5 5
Wi/ N S A BRI 6] o DAPRIAS AR 1 & B W B %45 hr,
B M E AR SF 40302 A2, B2, C2. D3, Rl
Rl & A,B,C,Ds, RIFIUR K 43 55%, Sh i Fh i
3%, I EE R 30 °C, K TERTE] 120 h, JRIZGER
AT 24 h B E], 2557 144 he
LRGN 22 BT B v A5 R 3R B AN ],
A — 25 43 M A5 PR 20 B A B A R M RN, XoF
2% 2 BARIAT I 225307, Jr 245 5L 3 s, X
5 DA 2R 52 1) Sk 35 PR R AT IR, 2 R M
0.05 B, RIZE 5 m g 5, B3 HEJCF 0.05 B, HIIE

TG e . HE AT DAIWELRE, K45y, Befp Xt R
FA A S B2 ) i 3, BSF R D0 S 35 R ), R TR S R )
2.6 IIERLE

F FOE 2RI IO 25 21, Pt & A,B,C,D; Hl
SIS 2 PEATIGUESESS, S AT A HE — 4G,
RERHAR . PRV 2 1 S S R I 1 2 i, e B
BET. 2, 455 UL 4,

Fh 6 8 SR mT 0, e e 4H A i A R S A 1
TRMT 2 541G, HILRH 2 SHEGHW T 250
AT R, BIRIHAIK ST 50%, Madafhit 3%, K ihd& iR
JE 30 °C, Kl FERFE] 96 he JR-A MR LR ANk
VR S AR Y, UERE Rl T 24T [RIRG

#£2 IEIRIREER
Table 2 Results of orthogonal tests
b - — Rifs i A
e MIEKANOS)  BERVRCS  MIZBRRIECC)  MIZmmEG) e R iR
(%) (%) (mg/kg)
1 50 1 28 72 31.24£0.95  45.33+0.94  50.82+2.13
2 50 3 30 9 33.45+0.25 50.21+1.25  45.76+1.44
3 50 5 32 120 33214098 4731175  46.58+1.73
4 55 1 30 120 35224033  46.62+2.13 46.89+2.11
5 55 3 32 72 33.22+0.88  44.28+0.68 60.311.87
6 55 5 28 9 31.36£030  43.72+1.72 62.35+2.11
7 60 1 32 96 27454033 40.45+1.95 65.44+1.07
8 60 3 28 120 35.25+0.78  43.33+0.88 62.46+1.68
9 60 5 30 72 32.11+£0.2 46.25+0.62  48.64+0.73
k1 32.63 31.33 32.61 32.19
K2 33.22 33.97 33.59 30.75
A k3 31.60 32.18 31.29 34.56
R 1.60 2.64 2.30 3.81
k1 47.61 44.13 44.12 45.28
K2 4487 45.94 47.69 4479
AN K3 4334 45.76 4401 45.75
R 427 1.81 3.68 0.96
k1 47.72 54.38 58.54 53.25
K2 56.51 56.17 47.09 57.85
UF R AR K3 58.84 52.52 57.44 51.97
R 11.12 3.65 11.45 5.88
#3 TEMEER
Table 3 Analysis of variance results
T 2R BT B ¥y FlE PfH v
WILHK o 61.46 2 30.73 135.52 0.000 *
R 15.35 2 7.67 33.85 0.000 *
KR 44.79 2 22.39 98.76 0.000 *
R TR ] 0.5 2 0.25 1.1 0.372
R2E 2.04 9 0.22
A 37185.99 18
# 4  IERAB IR A IR R
Table 4 Optimal combination verification results of orthogonal experiments
X a2 KFALA A (%) RV R A i (%) B AR 7 it (mg/kg)
AR R ARATR - 44.25+0.48 19.5740.36 76.44+0.86
IEASIRE2 S A,B,C,D, 50.21+1.25 33.62+0.52 45.32+0.43
RIEAE A,B,C,D; 50.08+0.77 32.51£0.31 46.04+0.68
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il S5 AR T T 2 AL IR -SRI HE, DA s TR
B R R R P AR 85 F I & o AN 44.25% Fi
19.57% & TH2E 50.68% Fil 33.62%, i 2340 My K i %
M 94.42% FEFE 96.7%.

2.7 AP RSFEBEBIFERS

W 2 PR T S AN S T AR TR A R AR R
1T SDS-PAGE HLIKSHT, LAASAN BRI (AR RALE 2 o)
HE, g5IRANIE 8 BN, 4RI, KA FEXT R4+
EHAABRNEFEA, B TR E R
TE 80 kDa ZEA7 0%, 28 R BEAL ] 48 h IUARAG, BRI T
TR o T AR (T, HoAth /it A Ak
F 17 kDa LR, i K532 U0 S5 AT e iy
NGRS, DA AT S AR RO SR T TE AR R R Y

5 s
B8  AMFPR A IS & AT R AL
Fig.8 Changes of protein molecular composition of cottonseed
meal before and after fermentation
T 1 2 2: TRARRRIRR S 3 TR A B85 R IS TR & Rk
FE i M: AT ) marker,

3 iR

LR RTEIK Sy R | B i B R Tt [a)
PO PRI 2R B IEASAEA LIRSS, B e Ak A e I A T
25 R WIERIK S 50% . SAIEFIE 3%, KT EE A1
VB JE 30 °C. KEERFE] 120 hCK 25 : 96 h, PRIz ER
PR: 24 h) o TEMCASME T, AR PR 5 1 S 551
T 16.71% Fl1 88.31%. FEUFESAR LI E P, bR
FaER XTI B R e, IINACK Hh B TR PR
KW Bt — 2D P i T EE R, i B AR Y S R
45.32 mg/kg. FEIE ST HNE D, KBS AR
MIZE T 80 kDa F%Z 17 kDa AN, #WFSEIE
TR B 22 P AR RO v 14 38 SR S A it v, ELRTAR
R DT E TR TR SO« ASFIE RS

TFRAMFHSRAE T F U, AR v 8 P SOREEAT
TSR SCRS B
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