
Figure S1. ACE % inhibition graphs and IC50 values of control 
gummy (I), enriched gummy (II), hemp hydrolysate (III), control 
gummy digested (IV), enriched gummy digested (V), hemp 
hydrolysate digested (VI)
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Linear regression equation R2

I y = 44.718x + 30.059 0.9787

II y = 46.78x + 28.231 0.9873

III y = 76.827x + 67.602 0.9804

IV y = 48.978x + 39.73 0.9802

V y = 46.195x + 42.897 0.9395

VI y = 62.453x + 64.449 0.9889

Table S1. Linear regression equation and R2 values of control gummy (I), 
enriched gummy (II), hemp hydrolysate (III), control gummy digested 
(IV), enriched gummy digested (V), hemp hydrolysate digested (VI)



Figure S2. Force versus time graph of gummy samples
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