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Abstract 1 

Pulsed electric fields (PEF) is an innovative physical method for food processing 2 

characterized by low energy consumption and short processing time. This technology 3 

represents a sustainable procedure to extend food shelf-life, enhance mass transfer, or 4 

modify food structure. The main mechanism of action of PEF for food processing is the 5 

increment of the permeability of the cell membranes by electroporation. However, it has 6 

also been shown that PEF may modify the technological and functional properties of 7 

proteins. Generating a high-intensity electric field necessitates the flow of an electric 8 

current that may have side effects such as electrochemical reactions and temperature 9 

increments due to the Joule effect that may affect food components such as proteins. 10 

This paper presents a critical review of the knowledge on the extraction of proteins 11 

assisted by PEF and the impact of these treatments on protein composition, structure, 12 

and functionality. The required research for understanding what happens to a protein 13 

when it is under the action of a high-intensity electric field and to know if the 14 

mechanism of action of PEF on proteins is different from thermal or electrochemical 15 

effects is underlying. 16 

 17 
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Introduction 23 

Proteins are remarkably complex long-chain molecules consisting of amino acid 24 

residues linked by peptide bonds, likely constituting the most versatile compound found 25 

in food. From a nutritional standpoint, proteins are macronutrients essential in relatively 26 

substantial quantities to support bodily growth and repair, furnish energy, and supply 27 

crucial amino acids that must be obtained from the diet since the human body cannot 28 

produce them1. Proteins are present in a diverse array of traditional foods, 29 

encompassing animal protein sources like meat, dairy, fish, and eggs, as well as plant 30 

protein sources such as beans, lentils, and nuts. Beyond their nutritional contributions, 31 

proteins serve as fundamental ingredients in the food industry, leveraging specific 32 

functional properties that facilitate processing and form the foundation for product 33 

performance 2. The primary functional properties of proteins include gelation, 34 

emulsification, foaming, water binding, coagulation, and flavor-binding capabilities. 35 

These attributes, influencing protein behavior during food processing, arise from 36 

complex interactions among protein composition, structural conformation, 37 

physiochemical properties, and other components in the food matrix 3. 38 

Enzymes, which catalyze chemical reactions, are proteins synthesized by all living 39 

organisms. Frequently, endogenous enzymes within foods accelerate chemical 40 

transformations leading to alterations in flavor, color, and texture, thereby diminishing 41 

the overall edibility of the food 4. Nevertheless, these enzymes also serve a 42 

technological role by expediting various reactions in the processing of food 43 

commodities or ingredients 5. 44 

The configuration of protein structures hinges on the sequence of amino acids and the 45 

chemical bonds within both the polypeptide backbone and the side chains of amino 46 
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acids. From a structural perspective, proteins exhibit four levels of organization: 47 

primary, secondary, tertiary, and quaternary. The structural arrangement of a protein 48 

plays a pivotal role in its functionality, as it determines the protein's ability to interact 49 

with other molecules. Any alteration in the shape of the protein at any structural level is 50 

termed denaturation. Denatured enzymes may lose their functionality, while, 51 

conversely, the functional properties of proteins may necessitate the maintenance of 52 

their structure or a previous denaturation 6. 53 

Food processing significantly influences the physical, chemical, and functional 54 

characteristics of proteins. Throughout this process, the intrinsic interactions among 55 

amino acids may be altered, resulting in protein denaturation. Additionally, amino acids 56 

may engage in reactions with other components present in the food matrix. These 57 

reactions can lead to diminished bioavailability of amino acids, potentially reducing 58 

digestibility 7. However, they also contribute to color and flavor development in various 59 

foods, exemplified by processes such as the Maillard reaction 8. Furthermore, 60 

endogenous enzymes in raw materials or commercial enzymes used during processing 61 

may induce proteolytic events, breaking down proteins into peptides and amino acids 62 

9,10. 63 

In recent years, innovative food processing technologies such as pulsed electric fields 64 

(PEF) have emerged with the aim of efficiently manufacturing and preserving food, 65 

thereby reducing energy costs and enhancing the sustainability of the food sector 11. The 66 

main goal of employing PEF in food processing is to induce electroporation in 67 

microbial cells as well as cells from vegetable and animal tissues. This aims to achieve 68 

microbial inactivation, enhance mass transfer, or improve process efficiency by 69 

inducing alterations in the textural and rheological properties of the products 12. 70 
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PEF treatment is typically applied throughout two metallic electrodes that are in direct 71 

contact with the liquid food product or with the liquid in which solid products are 72 

submerged. To generate the necessary electric field for inducing cell electroporation, a 73 

voltage of thousands of volts must be applied between the electrodes 13. This process 74 

involves the passage of electrical current through the product being treated. The current 75 

that flows in the electrodes consists of free electrons and in the material placed between 76 

the electrodes of charged particles such as ions 14. 77 

The impact of different stresses such as heating acidification, pressure etc., imposed 78 

during food processing on protein composition, structure, and functionality has been 79 

extensively explored and is currently well-understood 15–17. However, it is necessary a 80 

more comprehensive understanding of the effect of PEF on the functional and biological 81 

properties of proteins. 82 

This paper seeks to provide a critical review of the recent research conducted on the 83 

effect of PEF in protein processing including protein extraction, its impact on 84 

physicochemical and functional properties and its effect on enzyme activity. Those 85 

aspects need to be more deeply investigated to understand what happens to a protein 86 

when it is under the action of a high-intensity electric field are highlighted. 87 

Fundamentals of pulsed electric fields processing 88 

PEF technology constitutes a physical treatment method involving the intermittent 89 

application of high-voltage (kV) pulses of a duration ranging from microseconds to 90 

milliseconds to a product positioned between two electrodes. The applied voltage 91 

generates an electric field, the intensity of which is contingent upon the gap between the 92 

electrodes 11. 93 
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The key process parameters defining the efficiency of a PEF treatment include the 94 

electric field strength, the processing time (which relies on the number of pulses 95 

delivered and the pulse width) and the pulse frequency, denoting the number of pulses 96 

administered per second (Figure 1). Another key parameter is the total specific energy 97 

(kJ/kg) dispensed in the treatment chamber to generate the electric field which is 98 

determined by the applied voltage, processing time, and the electrical resistance of the 99 

treatment chamber that depends on its dimension and conductivity of the product. 100 

Despite being a non-thermal technology, PEF treatment is associated with an increase in 101 

the sample's temperature due to the conduction of an electric current through the food 102 

material with conductive properties (Joule effect) 18. 103 

The main effect of the application of an external electric field to a biological material is 104 

the electroporation phenomenon. Electroporation consists of the formation of local 105 

defects or pores in the lipid bilayer of the cytoplasmic membrane enveloping the 106 

cytoplasm of eukaryotic or prokaryotic cells. Consequently, the cytoplasmic membrane 107 

becomes permeable to molecules that would otherwise be unable to traverse it in its 108 

intact state 19. Depending on the intensity of the treatment applied (electric field 109 

strength, processing time, specific energy) and cell characteristics (size, shape, 110 

orientation in the electric field), the electroporation of the lipid bilayer can be either 111 

reversible or irreversible 13. It is reversible if the bilayer returns spontaneously to its pre-112 

breakdown state by recovering membrane integrity. If structural changes in the lipid 113 

bilayer due to PEF treatment are permanent, electroporation is irreversible. 114 

For electroporation to occur in a cell subjected to an external electric field, the 115 

transmembrane potential must surpass a specific threshold, resulting from the build-up 116 

of oppositely charged ions on either side of the non-conductive membrane. The 117 

transmembrane potential induced by an external electric field varies based on factors 118 
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such as cell size and the intensity of the applied electric field. As a result, the critical 119 

electric field strength necessary to induce electroporation in larger cells, such as those 120 

found in plant or animal tissues (0.5–1 kV/cm), is lower than that required for microbial 121 

cells (10–15 kV/cm) 20,21.  122 

The electroporation of microbial membranes results in the loss of their selective 123 

permeability, leading to microbial death at temperatures lower than those utilized in 124 

traditional thermal processing 22–24. Additionally, electroporation of the cytoplasmic 125 

membrane proves to be an effective method for enhancing mass transfer phenomena 126 

across cell membranes. This process finds applications in various food industry 127 

operations, aiming to obtain specific intracellular compounds of interest such as 128 

proteins or to remove water from foods through drying 25,26. Alterations in the textural 129 

and rheological properties of products, where the structure is largely dependent on cell 130 

integrity may be achieved by irreversible electroporation of cells of food material. The 131 

modification of textural properties in plant and animal tissues serves as the basis for 132 

diverse PEF applications, including reducing the energy required for cutting, facilitating 133 

the peeling of fruits and vegetables, and tenderizing meat 27–29. 134 

The primary objective of processing through PEF is to generate an electric field of 135 

enough electric field to cause cell electroporation to achieve microbial inactivation, 136 

enhance mass transfer or modify the food structure. However, generating a high-137 

intensity electric field necessitates the flow of electric current from one electrode to 138 

another through the treated product. This current flow may lead to undesirable side 139 

effects such as electrochemical reactions, electrophoresis-based phenomena, and an 140 

increase in the sample's temperature 30. These side effects may result in electrode 141 

fouling due to the formation of a particle film on the electrode surface, migration of 142 

electrode material, and modification of components, that may impact the nutritional, 143 
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organoleptic, or functional properties of the processed product 31,32. On the other hand, 144 

the lack of homogeneity in the distribution of the electric field in the treatment zone 145 

may cause over or under-processing or dielectric breakdowns 33. Consequently, any 146 

study aiming to understand the effect of PEF on protein processing requires a correct 147 

definition of the processing conditions (electric field strength, pulse width and 148 

frequency, total specific energy, etc), to reduce the unwanted effects caused by the 149 

current flow and an appropriate design of the treatment chamber 34. These issues are 150 

essential to prevent methodological artefacts and to minimize the unwanted effects that 151 

may occur during the application of PEF. 152 

Extraction of proteins assisted by PEF 153 

The escalating demand for total dietary protein, driven by the ongoing global population 154 

growth, necessitates the exploration of sustainable and nutritious protein sources. This 155 

exploration extends to alternative sources such as microorganisms, insects, seaweed, 156 

microalgae, and by-products generated during food processing 35. Typically, these non-157 

traditional protein sources require prior protein extraction to enhance digestibility and 158 

bioavailability. 159 

The efficiency of protein extraction is augmented through cell disruption methods. 160 

Mechanical grinding, osmotic shock, high-pressure homogenization, ultrasound, and 161 

enzymatic hydrolysis represent various physical and chemical techniques employed for 162 

this purpose 36. While these methods effectively release proteins from cellular 163 

compartments by inducing complete cell disruption, they often result in non-selective 164 

extraction of compounds and micronization of cellular debris. This undesired outcome 165 

impedes the attainment of a pure protein-rich extract. In contrast, PEF increases the 166 

permeability of the cytoplasmic membrane through electroporation, facilitating protein 167 
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extraction without disintegrating the cell structure at a minimum processing time and 168 

energy consumption when compared to other techniques 37. 169 

Variables such as the strength of the electric field and the duration of treatments 170 

significantly influence the extraction process 38–40. Furthermore, extraction conditions 171 

following PEF treatment, such as pH, temperature, or extraction time, have been found 172 

to impact protein extraction efficiency 41–43. Due to the huge number of factors 173 

influencing extraction assisted by PEF, optimizing protein extraction conditions should 174 

involve the use of response surface methodology, allowing for the simultaneous 175 

optimization of individual factors along with their possible interactions, rather than the 176 

more time-consuming one-factor-at-a-time approach typically used  44. 177 

The interest in the application of PEF to improve the extraction of proteins from 178 

microbial cells, especially yeast and microalgae, is growing (Table 1). The cytoplasm 179 

of microorganisms contains proteins of varying molecular weights and structural 180 

conformations. Consequently, the size of pores generated by PEF treatment 181 

significantly influences the extraction process. Using various, fluorescent-labeled 182 

dextran molecules with different molecular weights, it has been observed that the radius 183 

of membrane pores may range from 0.77 to 5.11 nm, depending on the electric field and 184 

the duration of the pulses 45. This finding, coupled with the fact that PEF-induced pores 185 

allow access to the cytoplasm without disintegrating the cell wall, offers the possibility 186 

of sequentially extracting peptides and proteins based on their molecular weight. During 187 

the initial moments after the application of the treatment, amino acids and small 188 

peptides are released from the cytoplasm, while macromolecules like proteins and 189 

nucleic acids are retained inside the cytoplasm 46. Extending the incubation time is 190 

required for efficient protein release. Consequently, an electroporated cytoplasmic 191 

membrane could be used as an ultrafiltration unit for separating compounds of different 192 
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molecular weights. Combining treatments that cause membrane pores of different sizes 193 

with extended incubation times could permit obtaining protein fractions of varying 194 

molecular weights 47. 195 

Yeast has become one of the most utilized hosts to produce recombinant proteins for 196 

industrial and pharmaceutical use. Recently, the applicability of PEF for improving the 197 

extraction of recombinant proteins accumulated in the cell cytoplasm from 198 

Saccharomyces cerevisiae, Pichia pastoris, or Hansenula polymorpha has been 199 

evaluated 25,48,49. On the other hand, the efficiency of PEF has also been demonstrated in 200 

cases where recombinant proteins are secreted by the yeast into the growth media. 201 

Electroporation of the yeast biomass once the production process has finished allows 202 

the extraction of proteins that remain in the cytoplasm, improving the yield of the 203 

process 50. Large intracellular proteins may require subsequent incubation with lytic 204 

enzymes to increase cell wall porosity for efficient recovery 25. 205 

The possibility of inducing reversible electroporation by applying PEF treatments of 206 

moderate intensity opens the doors to designing more eco-friendly biotechnological 207 

processes. This approach requires adjusting the intensity of the PEF treatment to 208 

reversibly increase the permeability of the cytoplasmic membrane, facilitating the 209 

release of proteins from the cytoplasm without killing the cells. This approach has been 210 

demonstrated for the biocompatible extraction of proteins from the microalgae 211 

Haematococcus pluvialis and Chlorella vulgaris 40,51. 212 

PEF technology also emerges as an innovative tool capable of embodying the principles 213 

of a circular economy by facilitating the extraction of proteins from by-products 214 

generated in the food industry that represents a significantly underutilized source of 215 

protein. Larger animal and plant cells require lower electric field strength for 216 

electroporation compared to microbial cells. PEF, coupled with aqueous extraction 217 
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enabled obtaining high-purity protein extracts from complex animal and vegetable by-218 

products matrices 27,37. The energy efficiency and scalability of PEF in reclaiming 219 

proteins from chicken waste has been highlighted 52. Compared to traditional methods, 220 

PEF consumed significantly less energy, positioning it as a more sustainable and 221 

environmentally friendly alternative. The scalability of PEF enhances its potential for 222 

widespread adoption in industrial protein extraction processes. Mirroring its success in 223 

meat processing, PEF's versatility is further demonstrated in the valorization of fish 224 

processing by-products such as fishbone or viscera isolating collagen and proteins with 225 

improved emulsifying properties compared to conventional enzymatic methods 53. In 226 

emerging protein sources such as insects, PEF enables enhanced cell permeabilization 227 

and biomass disintegration, facilitating the production of high-protein, dry, defatted 228 

insect-based food while maintaining protein integrity 54. 229 

PEF represents a useful tool as a pre-treatment to improve the extraction of proteins 230 

from alternative sources and by-products of the food industry. The scalability of PEF 231 

enhances its potential for widespread adoption in industrial protein extraction processes. 232 

However further studies on the optimization of extraction conditions to design efficient 233 

and reproducible extraction processes for industrial applications accompanied by the 234 

evaluation of the impact of extraction on subsequent purification operations are 235 

required. 236 

Effect of PEF on structure and functional properties of proteins 237 

The exploration of PEF for altering protein structure and, consequently, functional 238 

properties has attracted considerable attention. Investigations encompass both animal-239 

plant and plant-based proteins, with studies aimed at comprehending the mechanisms 240 

underlying the effects of electric fields on proteins isolated from diverse food sources. 241 
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Whey proteins, caseins, ovalbumin, and soybean protein isolates have frequently served 242 

as models for assessing the impact of PEF on protein structure and functionality (Table 243 

2). As shown in the table, different studies have found that PEF may modify the 244 

physicochemical and functional properties of proteins by improving solubility, water-245 

holding capacity, emulsifying, foaming, and gelation properties. Fundamental studies 246 

conducted with sophisticated techniques such as Raman, FTIR, or fluorescent 247 

spectroscopy conclude that PEF may alter the secondary and tertiary structure of 248 

proteins by reducing the α-helix content and loss in β-sheets 55–57. Polarization of 249 

protein molecules, exposure of hydrophobic amino acids to solvents, and the absorption 250 

of energy by polar groups of proteins that may generate free radicals capable of 251 

affecting interactions among protein molecules have been hypothesized as the primary 252 

effects of PEF on proteins 29,58.  253 

The aforementioned PEF effects on proteins that may cause modifications in surface 254 

hydrophobicity, protein denaturation, and protein aggregation affecting functional 255 

properties are similar to those caused by thermal or chemical effects 29,59. Generally, the 256 

modification of the physicochemical and functional properties of proteins requires the 257 

application of very intense PEF with an electric field strength and duration much longer 258 

than those required for electroporation of cell membranes (Table 2). Under these 259 

intense treatments, the spatial and temporal distribution of the electric field strength and 260 

temperature inside the treatment chamber, especially in continuous flow treatment, may 261 

make it difficult to discern the effect of the electric field from other unwanted side 262 

effects such as temperature increments and electrochemical reactions. 263 

The potential of PEF to alter the secondary and tertiary structure of proteins has led to 264 

investigations into the modification of allergenic properties in food proteins. Results on 265 

this matter suggest that PEF treatments do not significantly reduce the allergenicity of 266 
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plant or animal proteins 60,61. Studies have shown that PEF treatment did not induce 267 

structural modifications in allergenic proteins found in peanuts and apples 62. While the 268 

primary allergenic protein in peaches was denatured by a combination of PEF treatment 269 

(25 kV/cm) and moderate temperatures (50ºC), in vitro allergenicity remained 270 

unaffected 60. Conversely, it has been observed that the immunoreactivity of egg 271 

proteins was only minimally impacted by the application of very intense electric fields 272 

(35 kV/cm)63. 273 

Currently, results presented in the literature on protein modification by PEF are 274 

challenging to compare and sometimes contradictory. Different experimental 275 

approaches used by various authors and the lack of a correct report of treatment 276 

conditions make it difficult to replicate experiments in other laboratories. Basic studies 277 

aiming to understand the mechanism of action of PEF on food proteins should be 278 

conducted with protein isolates using a batch parallel treatment chamber that permits a 279 

uniform distribution of the electric field and strictly controlled treatment conditions 64. 280 

The extent of electrochemical reactions and temperature increments occurring during 281 

PEF treatment depends on the total amount of electrical charge passing through the 282 

electrodes during the pulse treatment. In this regard, different strategies, such as keeping 283 

the applied voltage, pulse width, and frequency as the minimum value required for 284 

generating a sufficient electric field, as well as using an electrode material that 285 

minimizes electrochemical reactions, may be effective in significantly reducing the 286 

number of electrochemical reactions and temperature increments 34. The integration of 287 

molecular dynamics simulation of the effect of the electric field on protein structure, 288 

with numerical simulation techniques that permit the evaluation of the distribution of 289 

temperature and electric field strength in the treatment chamber and the occurrence of 290 
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electrochemical reactions, could also result in a very useful approach to understanding 291 

what happens to a protein when it is under the action of a high-intensity electric field 65.  292 

Therefore, before exploiting the potential of PEF as a tool for improving protein 293 

functionality more basic research is needed to understand the exact mechanisms by 294 

which the application of an external electric field affects food proteins. 295 

Inactivating, boosting and triggering enzymatic activity by PEF 296 

It is widely acknowledged that endogenous enzymes can expedite undesirable reactions 297 

in foods, leading to spoilage 66. However, the remarkable catalytic efficiency of these 298 

ubiquitous biomolecules has been harnessed to enhance processing in the food and 299 

biotechnology industries for centuries 67. While the potential of PEF technology to 300 

decrease or impair enzymatic activity has been extensively explored, its ability to 301 

positively modify enzymatic activity has received comparatively less attention. 302 

Several studies have demonstrated the efficacy of PEF in inactivating various enzymes 303 

that may cause undesirable changes in food attributes such as loss of texture, color, or 304 

flavor. Table 3 presents examples of recent PEF applications for enzyme inactivation in 305 

both model systems and foods. It is shown different sensitivities of enzymes to PEF, 306 

along with processing conditions such as electric field strength, frequency, pulse width, 307 

treatment time, specific energy, temperature, and characteristics of the media in which 308 

enzymes are suspended, significantly impact enzyme inactivation. However, as it 309 

happens with the effect of PEF on protein functionality, the mechanism of enzyme 310 

inactivation by PEF is not yet clearly understood. Destruction of enzymatic activity by 311 

PEF has been linked to structural modification and protein unfolding due to changes in 312 

the secondary and tertiary structure rather than the primary structure 29. Similar to the 313 

effect of PEF on protein structure in general, the application of very intense PEF 314 
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treatments is required to significantly impair enzymatic activity by PEF. Although 315 

thermal effects can strongly influence the impact of PEF treatment on enzyme 316 

inactivation, most studies in the literature do not distinguish between electric field and 317 

thermal effects. Some authors have reported that the inevitable increment of temperature 318 

that occurs during the application of the intense PEF treatments or the combined effect 319 

of the temperature and the electric field are the major reason for enzymatic inactivation 320 

33.  321 

PEF technology has been found not only to decrease enzymatic activity but also to 322 

enhance it by either boosting or triggering the enzymatic activity. The boosting of 323 

enzymatic activity through PEF is associated with structural modifications of the 324 

enzyme. However, triggering occurs due to cell electroporation, causing the enzyme to 325 

uncouple from cell organelles, facilitating contact with the substrate.  326 

The impact of PEF on enzymatic activity can yield opposing outcomes, either 327 

stimulating or inhibiting enzymatic activity, depending largely on the electric field 328 

intensity. A gradual increase in enzyme activity of α-amylase, β-glucosidase, alcalase, 329 

or pectinase with electric field intensity up to 12-15 kV/cm, beyond which the activity 330 

declined 68–71. In contrast, papain activity was inhibited at a relatively lower electric 331 

field intensity of 10 kV/cm 72. This illustrates that the enzyme type and specific 332 

conditions of the PEF treatment can substantially influence the enzyme's response. 333 

While the precise mechanisms behind the PEF-induced increase in enzymatic activity 334 

remain elusive, the mentioned studies suggest that these changes likely result from 335 

modifications in the secondary and tertiary structures of the enzymes. These 336 

modifications can lead to the creation of additional active sites, alterations in the 337 

enzyme's overall globular structure, or modifications of existing active sites. Such 338 
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changes can also lower the free energy of activation in enzymatic reactions by fostering 339 

proper substrate-enzyme orientation 73.  340 

The potential of PEF to trigger endogenous enzymatic activity in various cell types has 341 

been demonstrated in several studies. Electroporation of the cytoplasmic membrane of 342 

S. cerevisiae by PEF not only facilitated the release of intracellular compounds but also 343 

triggered yeast autolysis, representing the self-degradation of cellular constituents by its 344 

own enzymes 74,75. This effect is attributed to the release of hydrolytic enzymes such as 345 

proteases and β-glucanase from plasmolyzed vacuoles after electroporation. The influx 346 

of water, a consequence of uncontrolled molecular transport through the electroporated 347 

cytoplasmic membrane of the yeast, decreases the osmotic pressure of the cytoplasm, 348 

causing vacuole plasmolysis and enzyme release (Figure 2). 349 

The rapid liberation of mannoproteins from the cell wall of yeast treated by PEF was 350 

correlated with the increment of β-glucanase and protease activity in the supernatant 351 

containing the electroporated cells (Figure 2A) 76. The potential of PEF to reduce the 352 

duration of the "ageing on the lees" step by triggering S. cerevisiae autolysis has been 353 

demonstrated in both white and red wine 76,77. On the other hand, the fact that the 354 

amount of total amino acids released from yeast biomass treated by PEF along the 355 

incubation time was higher than the total content of amino acids determined before the 356 

application of the treatment has been associated with the hydrolysis of proteins by 357 

endogenous proteases released from plasmolyzed vacuoles (Figure 2A) 74,75. Promoting 358 

proteolysis by endogenous proteases during extraction by incubating cells under optimal 359 

protease conditions could permit obtaining protein-hydrolyzed compounds like essential 360 

amino acids or peptides that possess bio-functional properties such as antihypertensive, 361 

antioxidant, and antimicrobial effects 56,78. 362 
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The extraction of carotenoids from PEF-treated fresh biomass of yeasts and the 363 

microalgae using ethanol as a green solvent, was also correlated with triggering esterase 364 

activity after electroporation 79–81. Ethanol was ineffective for extracting carotenoids 365 

when the electroporated biomass was suspended in this solvent just after the treatment, 366 

as the interaction between ethanol and carotenoids was too weak to disrupt the linkage 367 

of carotenoids with the cell lipids. However, ethanol was effective after incubation of 368 

the PEF-treated biomass in an aqueous medium for several hours. This effect was 369 

correlated with the triggering of esterase activity in the electroporated cells, which 370 

hydrolyzed the association of carotenoids with lipids (Figure 2B). In this way, the 371 

ethanol-carotenoids complex could diffuse across the electroporated cell membrane 372 

driven by a concentration gradient. Esterase activity triggered by PEF also resulted in a 373 

positive improvement in the extraction of carotenoids from the dry biomass of 374 

electroporated cells yeast using as a solvent ethanol or eutectic mixtures 82. The 375 

successful enhancement of the lipid bioaccessibility of C. vulgaris biomass by PEF also 376 

required incubating the biomass suspension after PEF treatment. Proteome analysis 377 

identified four endogenous cell wall-degrading enzymes that may be involved in cell 378 

wall lytic activity during incubation after PEF 83. 379 

The triggering of the activity of endogenous enzymes enables the extraction of cellular 380 

compounds without the need for commercial enzymes and with a minimal 381 

environmental footprint for extracting lipophilic compounds, such as carotenoids, from 382 

both fresh and dried biomass using eco-friendly solvents like ethanol or eutectic 383 

solvents. Consequently, in addition to improving mass transfer through the cytoplasmic 384 

membrane, electroporation presents a promising tool to modulate the activity of 385 

endogenous enzymes, with wide-ranging applications in the food and biotechnological 386 

industries. 387 
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Conclusions 388 

PEF represent a valuable tool for the food and biotechnological industry for enhancing 389 

the recovery of valuable proteins, improving protein functionality, and inactivating, 390 

boosting, or triggering enzymes. These effects may contribute to enhancing food shelf 391 

life and quality, as well as improving the sustainability of the food sector by reducing 392 

energy costs and contributing to the reuse of byproducts generated during food 393 

processing. 394 

The mechanisms of action of PEF in improving protein extraction and triggering the 395 

enzymatic activity of endogenous enzymes located in the vacuoles are associated with 396 

the well-understood electroporation phenomenon. However, broadening its scope as a 397 

procedure for modification of the structures and technological functionalities of proteins 398 

requires more in-depth studies on the mechanisms involved under appropriately 399 

controlled treatment conditions that permit to discriminate of the effect of electric fields 400 

from other unwanted side effects that may occur during PEF processing. 401 

Data availability 402 

No data were used for the research described in the article. 403 

Author Contributions 404 

J. Marín-Sánchez: Conceptualization, Writing - Original Draft, Visualization. A. 405 

Berzosa: Supervision. I. Álvarez: Supervision. C. Sánchez-Gimeno: 406 

Conceptualization, Writing - Review & Editing, Visualization, Supervision. J. Raso: 407 

Conceptualization, Writing - Review & Editing, Visualization, Supervision. 408 



18 
 

Declaration of Competing Interest 409 

The authors affirm that the research was carried out without any affiliations or financial 410 

ties that might be perceived as potential conflicts of interest. 411 

Acknowledgements 412 

The authors would like to express their appreciation for the financial backing received 413 

from the PEFREV project (Grant ID: PID2020-113620RB-I00) of the Spanish Research 414 

Agency. J.M-S. and A.B. are thankful for the financial assistance granted by the 415 

Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación and Ministerio de Universidades, (Spain) 416 

respectively which supported their academic pursuits. 417 

Declaration of generative AI and AI-assisted technologies in the 418 

writing process 419 

During the preparation of this work, the authors used ChatGTP 3.5 in order to improve 420 

readability. After using this tool/service, the author(s) reviewed and edited the content 421 

as needed and take(s) full responsibility for the content of the publication. 422 

References 423 

1. Sá AGA, Moreno YMF, Carciofi BAM. Food processing for the improvement of 424 

plant proteins digestibility. Crit Rev Food Sci Nutr 2020; doi: 425 

10.1080/10408398.2019.1688249. 426 

2. Kinsella JE, Melachouris N. Functional properties of proteins in foods: A survey. 427 

Crit Rev Food Sci Nutr 1976;7(3):219–280; doi: 10.1080/10408397609527208. 428 

3. Grossmann L, Weiss J. Alternative Protein Sources as Technofunctional Food 429 

Ingredients. Annu Rev Food Sci Technol 2021;12:93–117; doi: 430 

10.1146/ANNUREV-FOOD-062520-093642. 431 



19 
 

4. Kuddus M. Introduction to Food Enzymes. Enzymes in Food Biotechnology: 432 

Production, Applications, and Future Prospects 2019;1–18; doi: 10.1016/B978-0-433 

12-813280-7.00001-3. 434 

5. Zhang Y, He S, Simpson BK. Enzymes in food bioprocessing — novel food 435 

enzymes, applications, and related techniques. Curr Opin Food Sci 2018;19:30–436 

35; doi: 10.1016/J.COFS.2017.12.007. 437 

6. Akharume FU, Aluko RE, Adedeji AA. Modification of plant proteins for 438 

improved functionality: A review. Compr Rev Food Sci Food Saf 439 

2021;20(1):198–224; doi: 10.1111/1541-4337.12688. 440 

7. Mauron J. Influence of processing on protein quality. Bibl Nutr Dieta 441 

1990;34(4):56–81; doi: 10.3177/JNSV.36.4-SUPPLEMENTI_S57. 442 

8. He S. Study on Physicochemical Properties of Food Protein. Molecules 443 

2023;28(24):8145; doi: 10.3390/MOLECULES28248145. 444 

9. Gurumallesh P, Alagu K, Ramakrishnan B, et al. A systematic reconsideration on 445 

proteases. Int J Biol Macromol 2019;128:254–267; doi: 446 

10.1016/J.IJBIOMAC.2019.01.081. 447 

10. Foegeding EA, Davis JP. Food protein functionality: A comprehensive approach. 448 

Food Hydrocoll 2011;25(8):1853–1864; doi: 10.1016/J.FOODHYD.2011.05.008. 449 

11. Raso J, Heinz V, Álvarez I, et al. Pulsed Electric Fields Technology for the Food 450 

Industry. Second. Springer International Publishing: Cham; 2022.; doi: 451 

10.1007/978-3-030-70586-2. 452 

12. Nowosad K, Sujka M, Pankiewicz U, et al. The application of PEF technology in 453 

food processing and human nutrition. J Food Sci Technol 2021;58(2):397; doi: 454 

10.1007/S13197-020-04512-4. 455 

13. Kotnik T, Kramar P, Pucihar G, et al. Cell membrane electroporation - Part 1: 456 

The phenomenon. IEEE Electrical Insulation Magazine 2012;28(5):14–23; doi: 457 

10.1109/MEI.2012.6268438. 458 

14. Loeffler MJ. Generation and Application of High Intensity Pulsed Electric Fields. 459 

In: Pulsed Electric Fields Technology for the Food Industry. (Raso J, Heinz V, 460 

Alvarez I, et al. eds) Springer; 2022; pp. 55–106. 461 



20 
 

15. Meade SJ, Reid EA, Gerrard JA. The impact of processing on the nutritional 462 

quality of food proteins. J AOAC Int 2005;88(3):904–922; doi: 463 

10.1093/JAOAC/88.3.904. 464 

16. Galanakis CM. Functionality of Food Components and Emerging Technologies. 465 

Foods 2021, Vol 10, Page 128 2021;10(1):128; doi: 10.3390/FOODS10010128. 466 

17. Rastogi NK, Raghavarao KSMS, Balasubramaniam VM, et al. Opportunities and 467 

Challenges in High Pressure Processing of Foods. Crit Rev Food Sci Nutr 468 

2007;47(1):69–112; doi: 10.1080/10408390600626420. 469 

18. Astráin-Redín L, Raso J, Álvarez I, et al. New pulsed electric fields approach to 470 

improve the blanching of carrots. LWT 2023;189:115468; doi: 471 

10.1016/J.LWT.2023.115468. 472 

19. Mahnič-Kalamiza S, Miklavčič D. The Phenomenon of Electroporation. In: 473 

Pulsed Electric Fields Technology for the Food Industry: Fundamentals and 474 

Applications. (Raso Javier and Heinz V and AI and TS. ed) Springer 475 

International Publishing: Cham; 2022; pp. 107–141; doi: 10.1007/978-3-030-476 

70586-2_3. 477 

20. Donsì F, Ferrari G, Pataro G. Applications of pulsed electric field treatments for 478 

the enhancement of mass transfer from vegetable tissue. Food Engineering 479 

Reviews 2010;2(2):109–130; doi: 10.1007/S12393-010-9015-3/METRICS. 480 

21. Feng Y, Yang T, Zhang Y, et al. Potential applications of pulsed electric field in 481 

the fermented wine industry. Front Nutr 2022;9; doi: 482 

10.3389/FNUT.2022.1048632. 483 

22. Toepfl S, Heinz V, Knorr D. High intensity pulsed electric fields applied for food 484 

preservation. Chemical Engineering and Processing: Process Intensification 485 

2007;46(6):537–546; doi: 10.1016/J.CEP.2006.07.011. 486 

23. Saulis G. Electroporation of cell membranes: The fundamental effects of pulsed 487 

electric fields in food processing. Food Engineering Reviews 2010;2(2):52–73; 488 

doi: 10.1007/S12393-010-9023-3/METRICS. 489 

24. Selma M V., Fernández PS, Valero M, et al. Control of Enterobacter aerogenes 490 

by high-intensity, pulsed electric fields in horchata, a Spanish low-acid vegetable 491 



21 
 

beverage. Food Microbiol 2003;20(1):105–110; doi: 10.1016/S0740-492 

0020(02)00082-5. 493 

25. Ganeva V, Kranz A. Selective extraction of recombinant membrane proteins 494 

from Hansenula polymorpha by pulsed electric field and lytic enzyme 495 

pretreatment. Microb Cell Fact 2023;22(1):251; doi: 10.1186/s12934-023-02259-496 

z. 497 

26. Punthi F, Yudhistira B, Gavahian M, et al. Pulsed electric field-assisted drying: A 498 

review of its underlying mechanisms, applications, and role in fresh produce 499 

plant-based food preservation. Compr Rev Food Sci Food Saf 2022;21(6):5109–500 

5130; doi: 10.1111/1541-4337.13052. 501 

27. Gómez B, Munekata PES, Gavahian M, et al. Application of pulsed electric 502 

fields in meat and fish processing industries: An overview. Food Research 503 

International 2019;123:95–105; doi: 10.1016/J.FOODRES.2019.04.047. 504 

28. Shams R, Manzoor S, Shabir I, et al. Pulsed Electric Field-Induced Modification 505 

of Proteins: A Comprehensive Review. Food and Bioprocess Technology 2023 506 

2023;1:1–33; doi: 10.1007/S11947-023-03117-X. 507 

29. Taha A, Casanova F, Šimonis P, et al. Pulsed Electric Field: Fundamentals and 508 

Effects on the Structural and Techno-Functional Properties of Dairy and Plant 509 

Proteins. Foods 2022, Vol 11, Page 1556 2022;11(11):1556; doi: 510 

10.3390/FOODS11111556. 511 

30. Roodenburg B, Morren J, Berg HE, et al. Metal release in a stainless steel Pulsed 512 

Electric Field (PEF) system: Part I. Effect of different pulse shapes; theory and 513 

experimental method. Innovative Food Science & Emerging Technologies 514 

2005;6(3):327–336; doi: 10.1016/J.IFSET.2005.04.006. 515 

31. Pataro G, Ferrari G. Limitations of Pulsed Electric Field Utilization in Food 516 

Industry. In: Pulsed Electric Fields to Obtain Healthier and Sustainable Food for 517 

Tomorrow. (Barba F (Francisco J), Parniakov Oleksii, Wiktor Artur. eds) 518 

Academic Press; 2020; pp. 283–310; doi: 10.1016/B978-0-12-816402-0.00013-6. 519 

32. Morren J, Roodenburg B, de Haan SWH. Electrochemical reactions and electrode 520 

corrosion in pulsed electric field (PEF) treatment chambers. Innovative Food 521 



22 
 

Science and Emerging Technologies 2003;4(3):285–295; doi: 10.1016/S1466-522 

8564(03)00041-9. 523 

33. Jaeger H, Meneses N, Knorr D. Impact of PEF treatment inhomogeneity such as 524 

electric field distribution, flow characteristics and temperature effects on the 525 

inactivation of E. coli and milk alkaline phosphatase. Innovative Food Science & 526 

Emerging Technologies 2009;10(4):470–480; doi: 10.1016/J.IFSET.2009.03.001. 527 

34. Pataro G, Ferrari G. Electrochemical Reactions in Pulsed Electric Fields 528 

Treatment. In: Pulsed Electric Fields Technology for the Food Industry. (Raso J, 529 

Heinz V, Álvarez I, et al. eds) Springer; 2022; pp. 143–166. 530 

35. Fasolin LH, Pereira RN, Pinheiro AC, et al. Emergent food proteins – Towards 531 

sustainability, health and innovation. Food Research International 2019;125; doi: 532 

10.1016/J.FOODRES.2019.108586. 533 

36. Gomes TA, Zanette CM, Spier MR. An overview of cell disruption methods for 534 

intracellular biomolecules recovery. Prep Biochem Biotechnol 2020;50(7):635–535 

654; doi: 10.1080/10826068.2020.1728696. 536 

37. Arshad RN, Abdul-Malek Z, Roobab U, et al. Effective valorization of food 537 

wastes and by-products through pulsed electric field: A systematic review. J 538 

Food Process Eng 2021;44; doi: 10.1111/jfpe.13629. 539 

38. Martínez JM, Delso C, Álvarez I, et al. Pulsed electric field-assisted extraction of 540 

valuable compounds from microorganisms. Compr Rev Food Sci Food Saf 541 

2020;19(2):530–552; doi: 10.1111/1541-4337.12512. 542 

39. Meglic SH, Marolt T, Miklavcic D. Protein Extraction by Means of 543 

Electroporation from E. coli with Preserved Viability. J Membr Biol 544 

2015;248(5):893–901; doi: 10.1007/S00232-015-9824-7. 545 

40. Gateau H, Blanckaert V, Veidl B, et al. Application of pulsed electric fields for 546 

the biocompatible extraction of proteins from the microalga Haematococcus 547 

pluvialis. Bioelectrochemistry 2021;137:107588; doi: 548 

10.1016/J.BIOELECHEM.2020.107588. 549 

41. Parniakov O, Barba FJ, Grimi N, et al. Impact of pulsed electric fields and high 550 

voltage electrical discharges on extraction of high-added value compounds from 551 



23 
 

papaya peels. Food Research International 2014;65(PC):337–343; doi: 552 

10.1016/J.FOODRES.2014.09.015. 553 

42. Akaberi S, Krust D, Müller G, et al. Impact of incubation conditions on protein 554 

and C-Phycocyanin recovery from Arthrospira platensis post-pulsed electric field 555 

treatment. Bioresour Technol 2020;306; doi: 10.1016/j.biortech.2020.123099. 556 

43. Sarkis JR, Boussetta N, Blouet C, et al. Effect of pulsed electric fields and high 557 

voltage electrical discharges on polyphenol and protein extraction from sesame 558 

cake. Innovative Food Science & Emerging Technologies 2015;29:170–177; doi: 559 

10.1016/J.IFSET.2015.02.011. 560 

44. Boateng ID. Application of Graphical Optimization, Desirability, and Multiple 561 

Response Functions in the Extraction of Food Bioactive Compounds. Food 562 

Engineering Reviews 2023;15(2):309–328; doi: 10.1007/S12393-023-09339-563 

1/FIGURES/1. 564 

45. Bensalem S, Pareau D, Cinquin B, et al. Impact of pulsed electric fields and 565 

mechanical compressions on the permeability and structure of Chlamydomonas 566 

reinhardtii cells. Sci Rep 2020; doi: 10.1038/s41598-020-59404. 567 

46. Ganeva V, Angelova B, Galutzov B, et al. Extraction of Proteins and Other 568 

Intracellular Bioactive Compounds From Baker’s Yeasts by Pulsed Electric Field 569 

Treatment. Front Bioeng Biotechnol 2020;8:552335; doi: 570 

10.3389/FBIOE.2020.552335/BIBTEX. 571 

47. Scherer D, Krust D, Frey W, et al. Pulsed electric field (PEF)-assisted protein 572 

recovery from Chlorella vulgaris is mediated by an enzymatic process after cell 573 

death. Algal Res 2019;41; doi: 10.1016/j.algal.2019.101536. 574 

48. Okamoto S, Murakami Y, Urabe G, et al. Nondistractive extraction of 575 

intracellular molecules from yeast using PEF-assisted autolysis. Electrical 576 

Engineering in Japan 2022;215(1):e23372; doi: 10.1002/EEJ.23372. 577 

49. Guerrero-Ochoa P, Aguilar-Machado D, Ibáñez-Pérez R, et al. Production of a 578 

Granulysin-Based, Tn-Targeted Cytolytic Immunotoxin Using Pulsed Electric 579 

Field Technology. International Journal of Molecular Sciences 2020, Vol 21, 580 

Page 6165 2020;21(17):6165; doi: 10.3390/IJMS21176165. 581 



24 
 

50. Ganeva V, Stefanova D, Angelova B, et al. Electroinduced release of 582 

recombinant β-galactosidase from Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J Biotechnol 583 

2015;211:12–19; doi: 10.1016/J.JBIOTEC.2015.06.418. 584 

51. Buchmann L, Brändle I, Haberkorn I, et al. Pulsed electric field based cyclic 585 

protein extraction of microalgae towards closed-loop biorefinery concepts. 586 

Bioresour Technol 2019;291:121870; doi: 10.1016/J.BIORTECH.2019.121870. 587 

52. Ghosh S, Gillis A, Sheviryov J, et al. Towards waste meat biorefinery: Extraction 588 

of proteins from waste chicken meat with non-thermal pulsed electric fields and 589 

mechanical pressing. J Clean Prod 2019;208:220–231; doi: 590 

10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2018.10.037. 591 

53. Li M, Lin J, Chen J, et al. Pulsed Electric Field-Assisted Enzymatic Extraction of 592 

Protein from Abalone (Haliotis Discus Hannai Ino) Viscera. J Food Process Eng 593 

2016;39(6):702–710; doi: 10.1111/JFPE.12262. 594 

54. Smetana S, Mhemdi H, Mezdour S, et al. Pulsed Electric Field–Treated Insects 595 

and Algae as Future Food Ingredients. In: Pulsed Electric Fields to Obtain 596 

Healthier and Sustainable Food for Tomorrow Elsevier; 2020; pp. 247–266; doi: 597 

10.1016/b978-0-12-816402-0.00011-2. 598 

55. Taha A, Casanova F, Talaikis M, et al. Effects of Pulsed Electric Field on the 599 

Physicochemical and Structural Properties of Micellar Casein. Polymers (Basel) 600 

2023;15(15); doi: 10.3390/POLYM15153311. 601 

56. Zhang S, Sun L, Ju H, et al. Research advances and application of pulsed electric 602 

field on proteins and peptides in food. Food Research International 603 

2021;139:109914; doi: 10.1016/J.FOODRES.2020.109914. 604 

57. Zhao W, Yang R, Zhang HQ. Recent advances in the action of pulsed electric 605 

fields on enzymes and food component proteins. Trends Food Sci Technol 606 

2012;27(2):83–96; doi: 10.1016/J.TIFS.2012.05.007. 607 

58. Zhang L, Wang LJ, Jiang W, et al. Effect of pulsed electric field on functional 608 

and structural properties of canola protein by pretreating seeds to elevate oil 609 

yield. LWT 2017;84:73–81; doi: 10.1016/J.LWT.2017.05.048. 610 



25 
 

59. Sui Q, Roginski H, Williams RPW, et al. Effect of pulsed electric field and 611 

thermal treatment on the physicochemical and functional properties of whey 612 

protein isolate. 2011; doi: 10.1016/j.idairyj.2010.11.001. 613 

60. Tobajas AP, Agulló-García A, Cubero JL, et al. Effect of high pressure and 614 

pulsed electric field on denaturation and allergenicity of Pru p 3 protein from 615 

peach. Food Chem 2020;321:126745; doi: 10.1016/J.FOODCHEM.2020.126745. 616 

61. De Luis R, Arias O, Puértolas E, et al. Effect of high-intensity pulse electric 617 

fields on denaturation of bovine whey proteins. Milchwissenschaft 618 

2009;64(4):422–426. 619 

62. Johnson PE, Van Der Plancken I, Balasa A, et al. High pressure, thermal and 620 

pulsed electric-field-induced structural changes in selected food allergens. Mol 621 

Nutr Food Res 2010;54(12):1701–1710; doi: 10.1002/MNFR.201000006. 622 

63. Yang W, Tu Z, Wang H, et al. Immunogenic and structural properties of 623 

ovalbumin treated by pulsed electric fields. Int J Food Prop 2017;20:S3164–624 

S3176; doi: 10.1080/10942912.2017.1396479. 625 

64. Ghoshal G. Comprehensive review on pulsed electric field in food preservation: 626 

gaps in current studies for potential future research. Heliyon 2023;9(6); doi: 627 

10.1016/J.HELIYON.2023.E17532. 628 

65. Wu Y, Qin S, Zang Y, et al. Numerical study of the effects of pulsed electric 629 

field on β-casein. Innovative Food Science & Emerging Technologies 630 

2023;89:103484; doi: 10.1016/J.IFSET.2023.103484. 631 

66. Huis In’t Veld JHJHI. Microbial and biochemical spoilage of foods: an overview. 632 

Int J Food Microbiol 1996;33(1):1–18; doi: 10.1016/0168-1605(96)01139-7. 633 

67. Fernandes P. Enzymes in Food Processing: A Condensed Overview on Strategies 634 

for Better Biocatalysts. Enzyme Res 2010;2010; doi: 10.4061/2010/862537. 635 

68. Tian M ling, Fang T, Du M ying, et al. Effects of Pulsed Electric Field (PEF) 636 

Treatment on Enhancing Activity and Conformation of α-Amylase. Protein J 637 

2016;35(2):154–162; doi: 10.1007/S10930-016-9649-Y. 638 

69. Lu C, Yin Y. Pulsed electric field treatment combined with commercial enzymes 639 

converts major ginsenoside Rb1 to minor ginsenoside Rd. Innovative Food 640 



26 
 

Science and Emerging Technologies 2014;22:91–101; doi: 641 

10.1016/j.ifset.2013.12.010. 642 

70. Li Y, Zhang S, Bao Z, et al. Exploring the activation mechanism of alcalase 643 

activity with pulsed electric field treatment: Effects on enzyme activity, spatial 644 

conformation, molecular dynamics simulation and molecular docking parameters. 645 

Innovative Food Science & Emerging Technologies 2022;76:102918; doi: 646 

10.1016/J.IFSET.2022.102918. 647 

71. Zhang F, Tian M, Du M, et al. Enhancing the activity of pectinase using pulsed 648 

electric field (PEF) treatment. J Food Eng 2017;205:56–63; doi: 649 

10.1016/J.JFOODENG.2017.02.023. 650 

72. Meza-Jiménez M de L, Pokhrel PR, Robles de la Torre RR, et al. Effect of pulsed 651 

electric fields on the activity of food-grade papain in a continuous system. LWT 652 

2019;109:336–341; doi: 10.1016/J.LWT.2019.04.037. 653 

73. Poojary MM, Roohinejad S, Koubaa M, et al. Impact of Pulsed Electric Fields on 654 

Enzymes. Handbook of Electroporation 2017;4:2369–2389; doi: 10.1007/978-3-655 

319-32886-7_173. 656 

74. Yang G, Wang R, Gao JR, et al. The effect of moderate pulsed electric fields on 657 

autolysis of Saccharomyces cerevisiae and the amino acid content in autolysates. 658 

Int J Food Sci Technol 2021;56(1):441–451; doi: 10.1111/ijfs.14659. 659 

75. Berzosa A, Delso C, Sanz J, et al. Sequential extraction of compounds of interest 660 

from yeast biomass assisted by pulsed electric fields. Front Bioeng Biotechnol 661 

2023;11; doi: 10.3389/FBIOE.2023.1197710. 662 

76. Maza MA, Delso C, Álvarez I, et al. Effect of pulsed electric fields on 663 

mannoproteins release from Saccharomyces cerevisiae during the aging on lees 664 

of Caladoc red wine. LWT 2020;118; doi: 10.1016/J.LWT.2019.108788. 665 

77. Martínez JM, Delso C, Maza MA, et al. Pulsed electric fields accelerate release 666 

of mannoproteins from Saccharomyces cerevisiae during aging on the lees of 667 

Chardonnay wine. Food Research International 2019;116:795–801; doi: 668 

10.1016/J.FOODRES.2018.09.013. 669 



27 
 

78. Mirzaei M, Shavandi A, Mirdamadi S, et al. Bioactive peptides from yeast: A 670 

comparative review on production methods, bioactivity, structure-function 671 

relationship, and stability. Trends Food Sci Technol 2021;118:297–315; doi: 672 

10.1016/J.TIFS.2021.10.008. 673 

79. Martínez JM, Delso C, Angulo J, et al. Pulsed electric field-assisted extraction of 674 

carotenoids from fresh biomass of Rhodotorula glutinis. Innovative Food Science 675 

and Emerging Technologies 2018;47:421–427; doi: 10.1016/j.ifset.2018.04.012. 676 

80. Aguilar-Machado D, Delso C, Martinez JM, et al. Enzymatic Processes 677 

Triggered by PEF for Astaxanthin Extraction From Xanthophyllomyces 678 

dendrorhous. Front Bioeng Biotechnol 2020;8:552006; doi: 679 

10.3389/FBIOE.2020.00857/BIBTEX. 680 

81. Martínez JM, Gojkovic Z, Ferro L, et al. Use of pulsed electric field 681 

permeabilization to extract astaxanthin from the Nordic microalga 682 

Haematococcus pluvialis. Bioresour Technol 2019;289:121694; doi: 683 

10.1016/J.BIORTECH.2019.121694. 684 

82. Artigas-Hernández D, Berzosa A, Aguilar-Machado D, et al. Using eutectic 685 

solvents for extracting astaxanthin from dry biomass of Xanthophyllomyces 686 

dendrorhous pretreated by pulsed electric fields. Sep Purif Technol 687 

2023;324:124496; doi: 10.1016/J.SEPPUR.2023.124496. 688 

83. Canelli G, Kuster I, Jaquenod L, et al. Pulsed electric field treatment enhances 689 

lipid bioaccessibility while preserving oxidative stability in Chlorella vulgaris. 690 

Innovative Food Science & Emerging Technologies 2022;75:102897; doi: 691 

10.1016/J.IFSET.2021.102897. 692 

84. Grimi N, Dubois A, Marchal L, et al. Selective extraction from microalgae 693 

Nannochloropsis sp. using different methods of cell disruption. Bioresour 694 

Technol 2014;153:254–259; doi: 10.1016/J.BIORTECH.2013.12.011. 695 

85. Coustets M, Joubert-Durigneux V, Hérault J, et al. Optimization of protein 696 

electroextraction from microalgae by a flow process. Bioelectrochemistry 697 

2015;103:74–81; doi: 10.1016/J.BIOELECHEM.2014.08.022. 698 

86. Postma PR, Pataro G, Capitoli M, et al. Selective extraction of intracellular 699 

components from the microalga Chlorella vulgaris by combined pulsed electric 700 



28 
 

field–temperature treatment. Bioresour Technol 2016;203:80–88; doi: 701 

10.1016/J.BIORTECH.2015.12.012. 702 

87. van der Kolk JA, Chordia A, Vermue MH, et al. Mild and Selective Protein 703 

Release of Cell Wall Deficient Microalgae with Pulsed Electric Field. 2017; doi: 704 

10.1021/acssuschemeng.7b00892. 705 

88. Carullo D, Abera BD, Casazza AA, et al. Effect of pulsed electric fields and high 706 

pressure homogenization on the aqueous extraction of intracellular compounds 707 

from the microalgae Chlorella vulgaris. Algal Res 2018;31:60–69; doi: 708 

10.1016/J.ALGAL.2018.01.017. 709 

89. Jaeschke DP, Mercali GD, Marczak LDF, et al. Extraction of valuable 710 

compounds from Arthrospira platensis using pulsed electric field treatment. 711 

Bioresour Technol 2019;283:207–212; doi: 10.1016/J.BIORTECH.2019.03.035. 712 

90. Carullo D, Pataro G, Donsì F, et al. Pulsed Electric Fields-Assisted Extraction of 713 

Valuable Compounds From Arthrospira Platensis: Effect of Pulse Polarity and 714 

Mild Heating. Front Bioeng Biotechnol 2020;8; doi: 715 

10.3389/FBIOE.2020.551272. 716 

91. Käferböck A, Smetana S, de Vos R, et al. Sustainable extraction of valuable 717 

components from Spirulina assisted by pulsed electric fields technology. Algal 718 

Res 2020;48:101914; doi: 10.1016/J.ALGAL.2020.101914. 719 

92. Liang R, Cheng S, Wang X. Secondary structure changes induced by pulsed 720 

electric field affect antioxidant activity of pentapeptides from pine nut (Pinus 721 

koraiensis) protein. Food Chem 2018;254:170–184; doi: 722 

10.1016/J.FOODCHEM.2018.01.090. 723 

93. Zhang J, Tang T, Jiang Z, et al. The modification of ovalbumin surface properties 724 

treated by pulsed electric field combined with divalent metal ions. Food Chem 725 

2019;293:455–462; doi: 10.1016/J.FOODCHEM.2019.05.016. 726 

94. Agoua RS, Bazinet L, Vorobiev E, et al. Substantial Improvement of Tryptic and 727 

Chymotryptic Hydrolysis of β-Lactoglobulin Pretreated with High Voltage 728 

Electrical Treatments. ACS Sustain Chem Eng 2020;8(39):14775–14785; doi: 729 

10.1021/ACSSUSCHEMENG.0C03904. 730 



29 
 

95. Melchior S, Calligaris S, Bisson G, et al. Understanding the impact of moderate-731 

intensity pulsed electric fields (MIPEF) on structural and functional 732 

characteristics of pea, rice and gluten concentrates. Food Bioproc Tech 733 

2020;13(12):2145–2155; doi: 10.1007/S11947-020-02554-2/FIGURES/4. 734 

96. Li Y, Zhang S, Jiang P, et al. Exploration of structure-activity relationship 735 

between IgG1 and IgE binding ability and spatial conformation in ovomucoid 736 

with pulsed electric field treatment. LWT 2021;141:110891; doi: 737 

10.1016/J.LWT.2021.110891. 738 

97. Zhang C, Yang YH, Zhao XD, et al. Assessment of impact of pulsed electric 739 

field on functional, rheological and structural properties of vital wheat gluten. 740 

LWT 2021;147:111536; doi: 10.1016/J.LWT.2021.111536. 741 

98. Xu FY, Wen QH, Wang R, et al. Enhanced synthesis of succinylated whey 742 

protein isolate by pulsed electric field pretreatment. Food Chem 743 

2021;363:129892; doi: 10.1016/J.FOODCHEM.2021.129892. 744 

99. Morais ATB, Morais STB, Feitor JF, et al. Physico-chemical and structural 745 

modifications of caseins in micellar casein isolate induced by pulsed electric 746 

field. Innovative Food Science & Emerging Technologies 2023;89:103476; doi: 747 

10.1016/J.IFSET.2023.103476. 748 

100. Arroyo C, Kennedy TM, Lyng JG, et al. Comparison of conventional heat 749 

treatment with selected non-thermal technologies for the inactivation of the 750 

commercial protease ProtamexTM. Food and Bioproducts Processing 751 

2017;105:95–103; doi: 10.1016/J.FBP.2017.06.004. 752 

101. Okumura T, Yaegashi T, Fujiwara T, et al. Influence of pulsed electric field on 753 

enzymes, bacteria and volatile flavor compounds of unpasteurized sake. Plasma 754 

Science and Technology 2018;20(4):044008; doi: 10.1088/2058-6272/AAA400. 755 

102. Sharma P, Oey I, Bremer P, et al. Microbiological and enzymatic activity of 756 

bovine whole milk treated by pulsed electric fields. Int J Dairy Technol 757 

2018;71(1):10–19; doi: 10.1111/1471-0307.12379. 758 

103. Mannozzi C, Rompoonpol K, Fauster T, et al. Influence of Pulsed Electric Field 759 

and Ohmic Heating Pretreatments on Enzyme and Antioxidant Activity of Fruit 760 

and Vegetable Juices. Foods 2019;8(7); doi: 10.3390/FOODS8070247. 761 



30 
 

104. Wibowo S, Essel EA, De Man S, et al. Comparing the impact of high pressure, 762 

pulsed electric field and thermal pasteurization on quality attributes of cloudy 763 

apple juice using targeted and untargeted analyses. Innovative Food Science & 764 

Emerging Technologies 2019;54:64–77; doi: 10.1016/J.IFSET.2019.03.004. 765 

 766 



31 
 

Table 1. Recent studies on the application of Pulsed Electric Fields (PEF) for improving protein extraction from microorganisms. 
Microorganism Treatment conditions Protein extraction after PEF treatment Reference 

Nannochloropsis sp. 20 kV/cm, 4 ms (53.1 kJ/kg) 6% of total proteins (no incubation period). 84 

Haematococcus pluvialis 3 kV/cm (8 kJ/kg) 8-fold increase in protein extraction after 24 hours of incubation compared to untreated 
cells.  

85 

Chlorella vulgaris 17.1 kV/cm (111 kJ/kg) 5% of total proteins (no incubation period). 86 

Chlamydomonas reinhardtii 7.5 kV/cm, 0.5 ms (180 kJ/kg) 23% of total proteins (1 hour of incubation). 87 

Chlorella vulgaris 20 kV/cm (100 kJ/kg) 5.2% of total proteins (1 hour of incubation). 88 

Chlorella vulgaris 20 kV/cm, 100 µs (7.76 kJ/kg) 30% of total proteins (24 hours of incubation). 51 

Arhtrospira platensis 40 kV/cm (122 kJ/kg) 100% of total proteins (6 hours of incubation). 89 

Chlorella vulgaris 20 kV/cm, 47 µs (150 kJ/kg) 50% of total proteins (24 hours of incubation). 47 

Arhtrospira platensis 20 kV/cm (100 kJ/kg) 17% of total proteins (3 hours of incubation). 90 

Saccharomyces cerevisiae 3.3 kV/cm, 12 ms (120 kJ/L) 90% of total proteins (16 hours of incubation). 46 

Arthrospira maxima 25 kV/cm (100 kJ/kg) 72% of total proteins (2 hours of incubation). 91 

Haematococcus pluvialis 1 kV/cm, 20 ms (200 kJ/L) 46% of total proteins (45 min of incubation). 40 

Saccharomyces cerevisiae 20 kV/cm, 240 µs 70% of total proteins (24 hours of incubation). 48 

Saccharomyces cerevisiae 15 kV/cm, 150 µs (87.7 kJ/kg) 66% of total proteins (24 hours of incubation). 75 

Hansenula polymorpha 5.85 kV/cm, 21 ms (158.8 
kJ/L) 

30% of total proteins (2 hours of incubation). 25 
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Table 2. Recent studies on the effect of Pulsed Electric Fields (PEF) on protein structure and functional properties modification. 
Protein Treatment conditions Changes con structure Influence on protein Reference 

Canola protein 35 kV/cm Secondary and tertiary structures altered by 
changing α-helices and β-sheets, increasing 
amount of free sulfhydryl groups and surface 
hydrophobicity. 

Significant increment in solubility, water-holding capacity, 
oil- holding capacity, emulsifying capacity, emulsion 
stability, foaming capacity, and foam stability. 

58 

Pine nut protein 5-20 kV/cm Altered α-helix, β-sheet, β-turn, and random 
coils of peptides. 

Increased antioxidant activity.  92 

Ovoalbumin 16 kV/cm, 0-2260 μs The combined effect of metal ions and PEF 
the surface hydrophobicity and surface 
tension increased with pulsed time firstly and 
then decreased.  

Enhanced surface properties. 93 

β-Lactoglobulin 20 kV/cm, 300 μs Increased α-helix, decreased β-sheet and 
random coil elements. 

Increased tryptic and chymotryptic hydrolysis of β-
Lactoglobulin. 

94 

Pea, rice and 
gluten concentrates 

1.65 kV/cm, 100-300 ms PEF induced unfolding, intramolecular 
rearrangement, and aggregate formation, 
altering protein structure. 

Increased water and oil holding capacity and solubility in 
gluten concentrate. 

95 

Ovomucin 10-40 kV/cm Significant alterations in the primary, 
secondary, and tertiary structures of the 
protein. 

Changes in the spatial conformation could reduce 
sensitization. 

96 

Wheat gluten 2.5-12.5 kV/cm, 2-9.0 s 
(1.650x103-2.475x104 
kJ/kg) 

As field strength increased, α-helix reduced, 
β-sheet increased, while random coils 
remained stable. 

Significant effect on solubility, water-holding capacity, oil-
holding capacity, foamability, foam stability, and emulsion 
stability. 

97 

Whey protein 
isolate 

10 kV/cm Surface hydrophobicity, exposed sulphydryl, 
and total sulphydryl decreased. 

Improved succinylation. 98 

Micellar casein 
isolate 

16 kV/cm, 6-31 μs (24-
100 kJ/L) 

Induced reorganization in the configuration of 
the micelle. 

Enhanced protein digestibility and peptide formation, 
potentially enhancing its nutritional value. 
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Table 3. Recent studies on enzyme inactivation in model systems and food by Pulsed Electric Fields (PEF). 
Matrix Enzyme Treatment conditions Observations Reference 
Sodium-
caseinate 
hydrolysates 

Commercial protease 
Protamex™  

14-18.2 kV/cm, 1-90 s The maximum reductions in enzyme activity were 66% and 72% at 14 and 
18.2 kV/cm for 900 and 500 pulses, respectively. 

100 

Unpasteurized 
sake 

α-amylase 

Acid carboxypeptidase 
40 kV/cm, 1-9 ms PEF caused slight inactivation of α-amylase. 

Acid carboxypeptidase was inactivated by PEF at 4ºC but activated at 
25ºC. 

101 

Bovine milk Alkaline phosphatase 

Xanthine oxidase 

Plasmin 

25.7 kV/cm, 34 μs Alkaline phosphatase activity decreased by 96-97%, xanthine oxidase 
activity by 30%, and plasmin activity by 7% after PEF treatment. 

102 

Carrot and apple 
mashes 

Peroxidase (POD) 

Polyphenol oxidase 
(PPO) 

0.8 kV/cm, 0.5 ms. Pretreatment 
at 20-80 ºC 

PEF treatment at of 20 and 40 ºC had no significant impact on POD 
activity.  

PEF treatment at 80 ºC resulted in a 90% reduction in both POD and PPO 
activities compared to the control. 

103 

Phosphate 
buffer 

Papain 10-13 kV/cm Maximum inactivation (64%) was achieved using 13 kV/cm, 288 pulses, 
and a flow rate of 0.2 L/min. 

72 

Apple juice Polyphenol oxidase 
(PPO) 

Peroxidase (POD) 

Pectin methylesterase 
(PME) 

12.5-40 kV/cm, 100-400 µs 12.5 kV/cm (76.4 kJ/L) resulted in a 36% reduction in PPO activity and a 
49% reduction in POD activity.  

12.5 kV/cm (132.5 kJ/L) led to the inactivation of PPO, POD and PME by 
over 90%. 
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Figure legends 

Figure 1. Main process parameters of PEF technology. 

Figure 2. Schematic diagram illustrating the improvement of the extraction of cell 

compounds by triggering endogenous enzymatic activity through PEF treatment: (A) 

extraction of intracellular and cell wall compounds, (B) extraction of lipophilic 

compounds from fresh biomass using ethanol as a green solvent. 
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