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Proteins play a crucial role in the field of biomaterials due to their inherent biocompatibility, \ “j%#' ;; #
bioactivity, and ability to interact with biological systems. However, the biological origin of \\ +32 11 26 82 67 %f’:; L
these materials also raises questions about the risk of disease transfer or other ethical OERRs s ol
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considerations. As a result, recombinant proteins are often proposed as a workaround. * @ggraulus.bsky.social 2" comacs

However, designing and expressing recombinant proteins is not straightforward and requires
a good understanding of the necessary steps to translate a gene of interest into purified
proteins that can be used as biomaterials. The numerous interdependent experimental
parameters make this field challenging for biomaterials scientists new to recombinant www.uhasselt.be/BDG
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Moving forward
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Recombinant DNA technology allows unparalleled a Hoj ° ‘I
control over a biomaterial’s structure and properties. :
They are definitely worth the effort. functional modular defined degradable ethical
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