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Abstract: The hydrolysed vegetable proteins are acidic or enzymatic hydrolytic product of proteins derived from various
sources such as milk, meat or vegetables. The current study was designed to evaluate the impact of biofield energy treatment on
the various physicochemical and spectra properties of Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate i.e. a hydrolysed vegetable protein. The Hi
VegTM acid hydrolysate sample was divided into two parts that served as control and treated sample. The treated sample was
subjected to the biofield energy treatment and its properties were analysed using particle size analyser, X-ray diffraction (XRD),
surface area analyser, UV-visible and infrared (FT-IR) spectroscopy, and thermogravimetric analysis. The results of various
parameters were compared with the control (untreated) part. The XRD data showed the decrease in crystallite size of treated
sample from 110.27 nm (control) to 79.26 nm. The particle size was also reduced in treated sample as 162.13 µm as compared to
the control sample (168.27 µm). Moreover, the surface area analysis revealed the 63.79% increase in the surface area of the
biofield treated sample as compared to the control. The UV-Vis spectra of both samples i.e. control and treated showed the
absorbance at same wavelength. However, the FT-IR spectroscopy revealed the shifting in peaks corresponding to N-H, C-H,
C=O, C-N, and C-S functional groups in the treated sample with respect to the control. The thermal analysis also revealed the
alteration in degradation pattern along with increase in onset temperature of degradation and maximum degradation temperature
in the treated sample as compared to the control. The overall data showed the impact of biofield energy treatment on the
physicochemical and spectroscopic properties of the treated sample of Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate. The biofield treated sample
might show the improved solubility, wettability and thermal stability profile as compared to the control sample.
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1. Introduction
The protein hydrolysates are derived through the acid or
enzymatic hydrolysis of the proteins. The protein molecules
are hydrolysed and degraded into the small fragments by the
cleavage of peptide bond, hence they are also termed as
peptides or peptones [1]. The protein hydrolysate can be
derived from various sources such as milk, casein, animal
derived (meat, collage) and vegetable origin (wheat gluten,
rice protein, pea protein, soy protein, etc.) [2]. The protein
hydrolysates are used to improve the taste of food products.
For example, soy and other vegetable proteins are used in the
production of hydrolysed vegetable protein (HVP) that is
commonly used in flavouring the meat products, sauces, and

soups [3]. The hydrolysed vegetable protein is traditionally
produced by acid hydrolysis using the hydrochloric acid
(HCl). The process includes hydrolysing in 10-20% HCl at
atmospheric or elevated pressure followed by neutralization
with NaOH [4]. The reason behind use of HCl is that the
process is fast with high product yield and high aromatic
profile [5]. However, some problems might occur in this
process such as partial destruction or loss of amino acids and
toxic by-product formation [6]. The acid hydrolysate of
proteins is available in the form of pastes, liquids, granules,
or powders and mainly composed of amino acids, small
peptides, and salts [7]. The main differences between the
acid hydrolysed and enzyme hydrolysed product are the
colour and aromatic flavour. The acid hydrolysed products
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possess strong aromatic flavour and dark brown in colour;
whereas, the enzymatic products are much less meaty flavour
and lighter in colour [8]. The hydrolysed vegetable proteins
sometimes produced the flavours through the process of
Maillard reaction and free amino acids and peptides are
mainly responsible for the flavour production [9]. Beside,
their use in food ingredients, some researches also reported
their effect in increasing the plasma insulin response in case
of both, the healthy subjects and type-II diabetes patients [10,
11]. The response was reported due to the impact of amino
acids in the blood on alpha and beta pancreatic cells [12].
The literature reported the commercial use of hydrolysed
vegetable protein directly by controlling the overall
characteristics or after some processing [13, 14]. Besides,
acid hydrolysis may reduce the reaction time but this process
have many disadvantages as after hydrolysis the removal of
residual acid is difficult and time consuming. In this work,
the Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate i.e. a hydrolysed vegetable
protein was given the biofield energy treatment and the
impact on various physicochemical properties were
analysed.
The concept of biofield originates from the biological
energy field that is produced from the physiological
processes and thoughts of the human beings [15]. Moreover,
the living organisms can exchange this energy from the
environment to maintain their health [16]. It is also taken
under the healing therapies and recently known for its impact
in reducing the anxiety and pain related problems [17]. The
practitioners of these therapies channel the energy from the
environment and sent it towards certain object [18]. Hence, a
human can harness the energy from the environment and
send it to any living or non-living object. After absorbing this
energy, the object will respond in a better way; this process is
termed as the biofield energy treatment. Mr. Trivedi is also
known for his unique biofield energy treatment (The Trivedi
Effect®) thereby causing alterations in various plants [19],
microbes [20], metals [21], organic products [22], etc. The
main aim of this study was to subject the Hi VegTM acid
hydrolysate with the biofield energy treatment and evaluate
the impact on its properties using several analytical
techniques, such as particle size analyser, x-ray diffraction,
surface area analyser, UV-visible spectroscopy, Fourier
transform infrared spectroscopy, and thermogravimetric
analysis.

The FT-IR spectra of the control and treated samples were
recorded using Shimadzu’s Fourier transform infrared
spectrometer (Japan). The frequency range was selected from
4000-450 cm-1. The spectra were obtained in the form of
wavenumber (1/cm) vs. percent transmittance (%T). The
peaks were assigned according to the functional groups
present in the sample and the frequency of peaks in the treated
sample was compared with the control for determining the
impact of biofield energy treatment.

2. Materials and Methods

2.6. Thermogravimetric Analysis/ Derivative
Thermogravimetry (TGA/DTG)

The Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate was procured from HiMedia
Laboratories, India and divided into two equal parts. For
treatment, one part of the sample was handed over to Mr.
Trivedi in a sealed pack; the other part was kept untreated and
regarded as the control. In treatment methodology, Mr. Trivedi
provided the biofield energy treatment to the treated part
through his unique energy transmission process, without
touching the sample. Further, the treated sample was
characterized for various properties such as particle size,
crystallite size, surface area, spectral properties and thermal

stability profile with respect to the control sample for
analysing the impact of biofield energy treatment.
2.1. Particle Size Analysis
The Sympatec Helos-BF laser particle size analyser was
used to determine the particle size of the control and treated
samples. The instrument was having a detection range of 0.1
µm to 875 µm.
2.2. X-ray Diffraction (XRD) Study
The X-ray powder diffraction study was done using Phillips
Holland PW 1710 X-ray diffractometer. The wavelength of
radiation was chosen as 1.54056Å. The X-ray generator was
operating at 35kV and 20mA and equipped with a copper
anode with nickel filter. The diffractograms of control and
treated samples obtained from the study were analysed and
compared with respect to the Bragg’s angle (2θ) and the
average crystallite size.
2.3. Surface Area Analysis
The Brunauer–Emmett–Teller (BET) surface area analyser,
Smart SORB 90 was used to calculate the surface area of the
control and treated samples.
2.4. UV-visible (UV-Vis) Spectroscopic Characterization
The UV-Vis spectroscopic analysis was carried out using
Shimadzu UV-2400 PC series spectrophotometer. The spectra
of the control and treated samples were recorded using 1 cm
quartz cell that has a slit width of 2.0 nm. The wavelength
range was selected from 190 nm-400 nm.
2.5. Fourier Transform-Infrared (FT-IR) Spectroscopic
Characterization

The thermal degradation pattern of sample was analysed
using Mettler Toledo simultaneous thermogravimetric
analyser (TGA/DTG) in the temperature range from room
temperature to 400ºC. The analysis was carried out under air
atmosphere with a heating rate of 5ºC/min. The impact of
biofield treatment was analysed by comparing the pattern of
degradation, onset and maximum degradation temperature of
the treated sample as compared to the control.
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3. Results and Discussion
3.1. X-ray Diffraction (XRD)
The X-ray powder diffraction studies of control and treated
samples of Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate showed a series of
peaks in their diffractograms (Fig. 1). The XRD diffractogram
of the control sample showed the peaks at 2θ equal to 31.71°,
45.45°, 45.59°, and 56.46°. Besides, the treated sample
showed the peaks at 2θ equal to 32.07°, 45.75°, and 56.77°.
The data showed that peaks of the treated sample were slightly
shifted towards higher angle as compared to the control. The
internal strain produced within any compound can alter the
positions and shape of X-ray diffraction peaks [23]. Hence, it
is assumed that the biofield energy treatment might produce
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some internal strain within the treated sample. Moreover, the
average crystallite size of the samples was determined using
Scherrer equation [24]. The results showed that the crystallite
size of control and treated sample was 110.27 and 79.26 nm,
respectively. The crystallite size data also supported the
presence of internal lattice strain as the increase in lattice
strain may reduce the crystallite size of the sample [25, 26].
Thus, the XRD data showed that biofield energy treatment
might induce some lattice strain within the treated sample that
caused the fracturing of grains into sub grains and resulted in
28.12% decreased crystallite size (Fig. 2) of the treated sample
with respect to the control. The decreased crystallite size of
the treated sample might improve its solubility when used in
food ingredients as compared to the control [27].

Fig. 1. X-ray diffractograms of control and treated samples of Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate.

3.2. Particle Size Analysis
The particle size analysis revealed that the control sample
showed the d99 (particle size below that 99% particles are

present) of 168.27 µm while the treated sample showed a d99
of 162.13 µm. The result showed a slight decrease (3.65%) in
the particle size of the treated sample as compared to the
control (Fig. 2). It was also supported by the crystallite size
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analysis as both are directly related to each other [28]. Besides,
the wettability and dispersibility are the important factors in
the food formulations that depend on the polarity, texture, area
and the size of the protein particles. The particle size of
proteins has its impact on the colour, appearance, and mouth
feel of the food material in which it is used [29]. Hence, the
biofield treatment of the sample may increase its wettability
due to reduction in particle size that further help to improve
the appearance and mouth feel of the food material.

this HOMO→LUMO transition due to which the peak was
observed at same position in the treated sample as compared to
the control sample.
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Fig. 3. UV-Vis spectra of control and treated samples of Hi VegTM acid
hydrolysate.
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Fig. 2. Percent change in crystallite size, particle size, and surface area of the
treated Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate as compared to the control.

3.3. Surface Area Analysis
The surface area of control and treated samples of Hi VegTM
acid hydrolysate was investigated and the data reported that
the treated sample showed a surface area of 0.095 m2/g as
compared to the control sample (0.058 m2/g). It showed that
the surface area of the treated sample was increased by 63.79%
(Fig. 2) after the biofield energy treatment. Some studies had
reported the impact of altered crystallite size and particle size
on the surface area [30]. Hence, the resultant increase in the
surface area of treated sample might be due to the decrease in
crystallite size and particle size after the biofield treatment.
Moreover, the increased surface area helped in increased
interaction between the protein molecules and water that
resulted in increased swelling and viscosity of the protein
dispersion. It was reported that the gelling ability of protein
provides a base for holding the water, sugar, flavours, and food
ingredients [29]. Thus, the biofield treated sample with
increased surface area may be more useful in the food industry
as compared to the control.
3.4. UV-Vis Spectroscopic Analysis
The absorption peak is described by the excitation of one
electron from the highest occupied molecular orbital (HOMO)
to the lowest unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO). LUMO
represents the ability to accept an electron, whereas HOMO
represents the ability to donate an electron [31]. The UV
spectra of the control and treated samples are shown in Fig. 3.
The spectrum of control sample showed the absorption peak at
λmax equal to 265 nm. Moreover, the biofield treated sample
also showed peak at same wavelength i.e. at 267 nm. Hence, it
is hypothesized that biofield energy treatment might not affect

3.5. FT-IR Spectroscopic Analysis
The FT-IR spectra of Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate (control
and treated samples) are shown in Fig. 4. The compound
mainly contains amino acids and carbohydrates along with
some volatile components that are responsible for the
flavouring properties. These include 2- butanone, dimethyl
disulphide, furfural, 3-methyl thiopropanal, etc. [32]. Hence,
the major vibration peaks observed (Table 1) were assigned to
the functional groups present in these components. The peak
at 3226 cm-1 in the control sample was assigned to the N-H
stretching peak of the amino acids. However, in the treated
sample the corresponding peak was observed at higher
frequency i.e. at 3411 cm-1. The peak at 3080 cm-1 in the
control sample was assigned to NH3+ antisymmetric stretching
of amino acids; however the peak might get merged with the
aromatic C-H stretching peaks [33]. Besides, in treated sample
the peak was shifted to a higher frequency at 3101 cm-1.
Similarly, the C-H stretching peaks of carbohydrates and other
volatile components were appeared at 2893 and 2815 cm-1 in
the control sample, whereas, in the treated sample, the peaks
were appeared at 2898 and 2833 cm-1, respectively. Besides,
the overtone of C-H bending of aldehyde group present in
volatile substances was assigned to the peak at 2767 cm-1 in
control sample; however the corresponding peak was not
observed in the treated sample. Similarly, the C=O stretching
of furfural was assigned to the peak at 1762 cm-1, which was
not observed in the treated sample [34]. Moreover, the C=O
stretching of amide group was observed at 1635 and 1622 cm-1
in the control and treated sample, respectively. The NH3
deformation peak and CH3 asymmetric bending peak were
assigned to peaks at 1577 and 1438 cm-1, respectively in the
control sample; however, the corresponding peaks were not
observed in the treated sample. The O-H bending peak
(carboxylic acid) and C-N stretching peak (amide) were
merged and appeared at 1400 and 1406 cm-1 of control and
treated samples, respectively. The aldehydic C-H bending
peak was observed at 1336 cm-1 in the control sample while
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1348 cm-1 in the treated sample. The peaks at 1161 and 1068
cm-1 in the control sample were assigned to C-O stretching and
C-N stretching, respectively; however, the corresponding
peaks were observed at 1143 and 1085 cm-1 in the treated
sample. The NH2 wagging peak was observed at same
frequency in both, the control and treated samples i.e. at 844
cm-1 [33]. The C-S stretching (sulphide) of dimethyl
disulphide and C-C-CHO bend of aldehydes was assigned to
the peak at 655 cm-1 in the control while 640 cm-1 in the
treated sample [35]. Besides, the C-CO-C bending of ketone
was assigned to peak at 561 cm-1 in the control and 526 cm-1 in
the treated sample.
The observation showed the alterations in the frequency of
several peaks in the treated sample such as N-H, C-H, C=O,
C-N, C-S, etc. as compared to the control. Hence, it was
assumed that the biofield energy treatment might affect the
treated sample with respect to the bond length, bond angle, or
dipole moment of the corresponding functional groups.
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Table 1. Vibration modes observed in Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate.
S. No.

Functional group

1
2

N-H stretching
NH3+ stretching

3

C-H stretching

4
5
6
7
8

C-H bending (overtone)
C=O stretching (carbonyl)
C=O stretching (amide)
NH3 deformation (amino acids)
CH3 bending (aliphatic)
O-H bend (carboxylic acid), C-N
stretching (amide)
C-H bend (aldehyde)
C-O stretching
C-N stretching
NH2 wagging
C-S stretching (sulphide), C-C-CHO bend
C-CO-C bending (ketone)

9
10
11
12
13
14
15

ND: Not detected

Fig. 4. FT-IR spectra of control and treated samples of Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate.

Wavenumber
(cm-1)
Control Treated
3226
3411
3080
3101
2893,
2898,
2815
2833
2767
ND
1762
ND
1635
1622
1577
ND
1438
ND
1400

1406

1336
1161
1068
844
655
561

1348
1143
1085
844
640
526
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3.6. TGA/DTG Analysis
The TGA/DTG studies analyse the thermal degradation
behaviour as well as the thermal stability of the compound.
The analysis was done by evaluating the temperature at which
weight loss of the sample occurs along with the maximum
degradation temperature. The TGA/DTG thermograms of the
control and treated samples of Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate are
reported in Fig. 5. The TGA thermogram of control sample
showed the presence of three-step degradation. The first step
was observed as a slight reduction in weight at 54°C followed
by second and third step at 192°C and 260°C, respectively.
However, the treated sample showed a single step of
degradation that started at 173°C and ended at 261°C. Besides,
the DTG thermogram data showed that Tmax was observed at
204.33°C in the control sample while 214.14°C in the treated
sample. The thermal study data indicated that the pattern of
degradation of the treated sample was changed from three-step

(control) to single step. Also, the onset temperature of
degradation was shifted from 54°C (control) to 173°C in the
treated sample. The Tmax was also delayed by 10°C in the
treated sample as compared to the control. Hence, the overall
studies suggest an increase in the thermal stability of the
treated sample due to increase in onset temperature followed
by the Tmax value. Besides, during long term storage and
cooking of food materials, some physicochemical changes
might occur in the protein content that further lead to change
in the colour and texture [29]. The change may also include
decreased digestibility and loss of some reactive amino acids.
A common example is Maillard reaction that causes browning
reaction by involving the reducing sugar and amino groups of
proteins [4]. Hence, the biofield treatment might be used as an
effective measure to increase the thermal stability, thereby
increasing the quality and shelf-life of the food materials
containing these compounds.

Fig. 5. TGA/DTG thermograms of control and treated samples of Hi VegTM acid hydrolysate.
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4. Conclusions
The biofield treated sample showed a significant decrease
in crystallite size (28.12%) and particle size (3.65%) that
suggested the presence of internal strain within the molecules.
The surface area was found increased by 63.79% in the treated
sample that also supported the data of crystallite size and
particle size. Moreover, the FT-IR spectroscopy revealed the
alteration in the frequency of peaks corresponding to various
functional groups in the treated sample such as N-H, C-H,
C=O, C-N, C-S, etc. The thermogravimetric analysis revealed
the increase in onset temperature of degradation and Tmax that
suggested the increased thermal stability of the treated sample
as compared to the control. The overall data revealed the
impact of biofield energy treatment on the physical,
spectroscopic and thermal properties of the Hi VegTM acid
hydrolysate sample. The biofield treated sample might show
good solubility, wettability and gelling ability along with
improved heat stability when used in food industry.

Acknowledgements
Authors are thankful to whole team from the Sophisticated
Analytical Instrument Facility (SAIF), Nagpur and MGV
Pharmacy College, Nashik for providing the instrumental
facility. Authors are grateful to Trivedi science, Trivedi
testimonials and Trivedi master wellness for their support
throughout the work.

References
[1]

Sujith PA, Hymavathi TV (2011) Recent developments with
debittering of protein hydrolysates. As J Food Ag-Ind 4: 365-381.

7

[11] Manders RJ, Koopman R, Sluijsmans WE, van den Berg R,
Verbeek K, et al. (2006) Co-ingestion of a protein hydrolysate
with or without additional leucine effectively reduces
postprandial blood glucose excursions in type 2 diabetic men. J
Nutr 136: 1294-1299.
[12] Claessens M, Calame W, Siemensma AD, van Baak MA, Saris
WH
(2009)
The
effect
of
different
protein
hydrolysate/carbohydrate mixtures on postprandial glucagon and
insulin responses in healthy subjects. Eur J Clin Nutr 63: 48-56.
[13] Ernster JH (1991) Hydrolyzed soy protein and process for
preparing soy protein. US 5077062 A.
[14] Hamm DJ (1993) Process for the production of hydrolyzed
vegetable proteins using gaseous hydrochloric acid and the
product therefrom. US 5180597 A.
[15] Tiller WA (1993) What are subtle energies? JSE 7: 293-304.
[16] Rubik B (2002) The biofield hypothesis: Its biophysical basis
and role in medicine. J Altern Complement Med 8: 703-717.
[17] Turner JG, Clark AJ, Gauthier DK, Williams M (1998) The
effect of therapeutic touch on pain and anxiety in burn patients.
J Adv Nurs 28: 10-20.
[18] Uchida S, Iha T, Yamaoka K, Nitta K, Sugano H (2012) Effect
of biofield therapy in the human brain. J Altern Complement
Med 18: 875-879.
[19] Nayak G, Altekar N (2015) Effect of biofield treatment on plant
growth and adaptation. J Environ Health Sci 1: 1-9.
[20] Trivedi MK, Patil S, Shettigar H, Gangwar M, Jana S (2015)
Antimicrobial sensitivity pattern of Pseudomonas fluorescens
after biofield treatment. J Infect Dis Ther 3: 222.
[21] Trivedi MK, Tallapragada RR (2008) A transcendental to
changing metal powder characteristics. Met Powder Rep 63:
22-28, 31.
[22] Trivedi MK, Nayak G, Patil S, Tallapragada RM, Jana S, et al.
(2015) Biofield treatment: An effective strategy to improve the
quality of beef extract and meat infusion powder. J Nutr Food
Sci 5: 389.

[2]

Pasupuleti VK, Demain AL (2010) Protein hydrolysates in
biotechnology. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg.

[3]

Aehle W (2008) Enzymes in industry. John Wiley and Sons.

[4]

Taub IA, Singh RP (1997) Food storage stability. CRC Press.

[5]

Nagodawithana TW (1995) Savory Flavors.
Associates Inc.: Milwaukee, WI.

Esteekay

[23] Fultz B, Howe J (2013) Diffraction and the X-ray powder
diffractometer. Transmission electron microscopy and
diffractometry of materials. (4thedn), Springer-Verlag, Berlin,
Heidelberg.

[6]

Roy GM (1997) Modifying bitterness: Mechanism, ingredients,
and applications. CRC Press.

[24] Rehani BR, Joshi PB, Lad KN, Pratap A (2006) Crystallite size
estimation of elemental and composite silver nano-powders
using XRD principles. Indian J Pure Ap Phy 44: 157-161.

[7]

Institute of medicine (U.S.). Committee on food chemicals
codex (2003) Food chemical codex. (5thedn), National
Academic Press, USA.

[8]

Hudson BJF (1992) Proteins as a source of flavor.
Biochemistry of food proteins, Elsevier Applied Science:
London and New York.

[9]

Ames JM (1992) The Maillard reaction. Biochemistry of food
proteins, Elsevier Applied Science: New York.

[27] Papangkorn K (2008) Metastable equilibrium solubility of
various crystallinity carbonated apatites and human dental
enamel under acidic conditions with and without the presence
of solution fluoride. Proquest LLC, USA.

[10] Calbet JA, MacLean DA (2002) Plasma glucagon and insulin
responses depend on the rate of appearance of amino acids after
ingestion of different protein solutions in humans. J Nutr 132:
2174-2182.

[28] Alias SS, Mohamad AA (2013) Synthesis of zinc oxide by
sol-gel method for photoelectrochemical cells. Springer-Verlag,
Berlin, Heidelberg.

[25] Suryanarayana C (2004) Mechanical alloying and milling:
Mechanical engineering. Marcel Dekker, New York.
[26] Purushotham E, Krishna NG (2012) X-ray determination of
crystallite size and effect of lattice strain on Debye-Waller
factors of platinum nano powders. Bull Mater Sci 36: 973-976.

8

Mahendra Kumar Trivedi et al.: Physicochemical Characterization of Biofield Energy Treated Hi VegTM Acid Hydrolysate

[29] Ng TB (2011) Functional properties of soybean food
ingredients in food systems. Soybean - Biochemistry,
chemistry and physiology. Intech publishers.
[30] Behnajady MA, Alamdari ME, Modirshahla N (2013)
Investigation of the effect of heat treatment process on
characteristics and photocatalytic activity of TiO2-UV100
nanoparticles. Environ Prot Eng 39: 33-46.
[31] Babu PC, Sundaraganesan N, Dereli O, Turkkan E (2011)
FT-IR, FT-Raman spectra, density functional computations of
the vibrational spectra and molecular geometry of butylated
hydroxy toluene. Spectrochim Acta A Mol Biomol Spectrosc
79: 562-569.

[32] Aaslyng MD, Martens M, Poll L, Nielsen PM, Flyge H, et al.
(1998) Chemical and sensory characterization of hydrolyzed
vegetable protein, a savory flavoring. J Agric Food Chem 46:
481-489.
[33] Lambert JB (1987) Introduction to organic spectroscopy.
Macmillan, New York, USA.
[34] Ong HK, Aashikala M (2007) Identification of furfural
synthesized from pentosan in rice husk. J Trop Agric Food Sci
35: 305-312.
[35] Barnes I, Becker KH (1994) An FTIR product study of the
photooxidation of dimethyl disulphide. J Atmos Chem 18:
267-289.

