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Abstract ; This study aimed to investigate the effects of different mass fractions of Chickpea Protein Isolate

(CPI) on the emulsifying property of pork myofibrillar protein. The results showed that the EAI, ESI and

rheological storage modulus G’ of pork myofibrillar protein emulsion increased gradually with the increase of
the addition of CPI. When the addition of CPI was 1. 2% ,the EAI and storage modulus G’ of pork myofibrillar

protein emulsion reached the maximum, and the total stable index and emulsification both reached the mini-

mum. The results indicated that adding 1. 2% CPI could effectively improve the emulsification properties of

pork myofibrillar protein, and enhance the stability of pork myofibrillar protein emulsion.

0 5|5

WU ZF 4 85 H ( Myofibrillar Protein, MP ) J2&
WLPR B 1 B b de E 0 — A 20 S LA B B
TR R 50% . WURSF4EE A R SRR
FEURE R 0 R R K AR I RE T, R RS
I rpoxt i 1 R 2K 3 T L o 2 G L B AR
FH. 7S B A O T R b, LR 2R 4 R
15 32 A FR IR BERE R, ANV R AR5 34 Al i HG
Vot FE R AT FLARRRPESSES , DI 52 1 PR ]t 7
Y I AT BN | PR R 7 B A S R U NI
F LI 8 55 ) 2 0 WU AT 48 8 1 FLES
PR TBe, v DA S0 LR 2 48 A 5L
PR 4 e PR I g et

JEWE 5 ( Cicer arietinum Linn. ) J& - FL58 —
FUH R 2, DR = 0 8 1 T D el AR
AABEAE AR BCR iT TSP Z 7R
PR AR AE D = m R B 98 A5 R T
FERIARE . R A 2R 1 0T 24
TR 229% F 5 NARFTR 1 18 Fhad 2k
g Je 8 FpasT5 & IR, I E B R H
( Chickpea Protein Isolate , CPT) 42 M Ji& g & vp £
YBUHS Y — b e 40 B8 2 1 B, B v RV A
WK AR B LA 7 PR A 7
InCrp BA AR i i I wir s, B A, BN Ah e
XK GIr BEE  5 I £ 4 2 A
TEFEA R IE. fln, Bas a5 ™ sy T
PER TG B8 115 08 N WL 21 4 2 P IR K
R RIAABMA IS 2 HRR R LR
MEFIBEIC R 1 2 4 s RS 5 T R

B, T3 PR LA &F 2 8 11 v a8 o £ 4 50k
10% K G4y BB AT LR 2 3 m R A s iy
VBRI R EE RIS /K, T CPT %o WL 2T 4 25 1 AL
FOARE ) 5 ) 38 i A 4. 3T ik, AR5
[ 4 PR WL AL 2F 44 B F b I A [R) 5 o 43 )
CPI, WF5% HxH % A WU 2 4 85 L e SLAL T
£ ( Emulsion Activity Index, EAI) AR R E
( Emulsion Stability Index, ESI) | i 28 45 Pk 4 7,
FRERPER R, LA CPT 78 R & om T
N RSB R A S %
1 MRSk
1.1 #E5iF

JEVE S, 7= H = A SO BIE X b R
B EAER A e K G 0, T BN e
e 52 B F b o 4 i 2 P ( Bovine
Albumin,BSA) , 363 R 3 E RHA R A 7.
NaCl, MgCl, . NaH, PO, . Na,HPO, , HCI, NaOH,
BT KA 2R T 7= e S B R N
(SDS) , g A FR A Wl 5 IE O e, Kt

B TS AL T A BRA ™ & R (2-2 5%

ZHERE) PU 282 (EGTA) , db 5t A BHAE 4 A
AIRTAT AT, LA AR50 A M4l
1.2 FENFE5EE

AB265-S B 4311 K-, Mg 4 i - FE A 24X
fr () A BR 2 F 775 JA3003N L - K
AR A PR R 5101C-4 7Y L 4
P IR UL | I — R A AR A BR A | 775
LM3100 ZU4E 52 560 0 B |, ity S 3% 38 23 7] 77 5
T25 RVE I A sy o S 3K AL, 18 IKA 23 Wl



.32,

BaSd 20214512 H 5536 % %61

Lab—1-50 BUA 7R THRAIL, A6 5 B B S 56 A A
ABRAF]SZ-22A BILLRAL, T HEARE i
BUBCA R 23 7] 7 ; GM200 4 77 2 AIF 35 A, 1
SE N A 77 HH-42 BUKIS R, 8 N E 4L /L 2
A PR F]F ; Discovery HULARY , 95 [ TA {7
3wl TU-1810 B 5840 w] WL 4360 B 31, b
5B A A PR 524523 7] 7 ; TURBTSCAN
LAB BUF8E M43 #7433 B Formulaction {3 #%
NG

1.3 ZBH*E

1.3.1 CPIWRE SHEREF" WL,
VIR S WS TRy 5 25 B KRG T IR G
W pH {EZ 10.0, T 40 CARIB A T L
I R, T 6000 r/min £ 1 F B O
15 min  PFUTTE F S FLEMG OIS LW, 74
T IE VR pH (H 2 4 RS BRI O IR R
HUCEYIF I LBy 7oK Z i, I8 B IR
W pH {E2H 7.0, LSV VR T 5 B 2] CPL
1.3.2 CPLALZEBSTHIMIE  CPL/KSr JENI .
T K3 A A T3 Y 4 BT B B ) A
L T L A

1.3.3 CPIEMAMEFRME %M E.S. Tan
ST A CPT A RRAK T B g |
FUbE AR E T % 0.1 gCPL 5
1.5 mL ZEM /KB R G (% 0 0. 912 ¢/mL)
T 10 mL B0 HIRAEIR A | min JFHRE, 7E
ZEIR T E 30 min, T 6526 r/min 5 33# T B0
30 min, 5% FIHWRJGFRE. CP1 BYRE/K I FdFil

F153FEROMA QI
m
BHARAH=— ©)
m,
m
Hiwmd = @
my
S m, Sy RE ZEIK RO R TR 5 m,
HF 7 FIHW IR AR B B g5 m,
RS R E AL SRR/ gy m, ML

TR IR AFEM O B ¢
FHAE PR ER K 22 wh ¥ (0. 6 mol/L NaCl,
50 mmol/ L BEFRELZZ WP, pH {E°M 7. 0) 4 CPI
(R R BE 4 0. 1 mg/mL, A SRR SATR
AR ) 3 A 3 20 JEHLAE 10 000 1/ min
BT 213K 2 min, BT 3197 o/min F5 3T B0
5 min, W FLACRZ = . X 2L RS e
Br 3% B ER T H AR S, T 80 CAMFTR
5 30 min, T 3197 v/min #4538 F &[> 5 min,
M FLALRZ & . CPL A FLAL IS e ALk R
FENE AR A MA@
U FE M = zE x 100% ©)

T
AL =1 - (II; X 100%) @

K, v, AFALREREY mL; vV, R EAARE /L
R AT 80 C &M FiIEHE 30 min J5 M FLILZ A
BV/mL; R, AHIGFLAL)Z A/ mL.

1.3.4 BRIBESEFEERRR &K G
Li %2 0073k K 0 BB R ORI 4 1%
PRFR R DK UL D 2 24 2 1 32 BOHE (0. 1 mol/LL
NaCl, 10 mmol/L # R £k 2% v ¥, 10 mmol/L
MgCL A1 1 mmol/L EGTA,pH {4 7.0) , {fi |
AT ALAE 10 000 r/min BY%HE 3 R 410 60 s
(BEAJ3E 20 s (]8R 20 s) , T 5460 r/min #53 T
B0 15 min, 3% B, JFEE FIRPIRPIIK
AN 4 f5 AR B K NaCl %0 1 mol/L) Bk
BEAVUEY, IF T 5460 r/min 53 T 2.0
15 min, 3¢ FYE W, EHE XL 3 K, )5 —
BRI g, BV alg 5 A LR T 4R 5 1
WHZE A E T UK, T 4 C /I A, i
KA 2 d. 5 A WL 2 4 55 14 5 e B R
AR R VAT GE | L) BSA FE R bR i 2 1 2
RGAHEES

1.3.5 HANEAEZEIARBHE & HE
PRER K G w4 T LB 2 A A Jo vk 3



KRS, 5. BRI o8& AW NLES % & G LR 6 % +33-

PHEE R 10 mg/mL. 43 5N A 55350k 0,
0.3% .0.6% .0. 9% 1. 2% CPI, i FH /& i 5)
HHLAE 10 000 r/min BYHEHT 59K 60 s( B2
3% 20 s [A]EK 20 s) , T 2229 r/min #53 N B0
5 min, DUEE & A 0. H20 mL IBA
FIA, A B TR 209 11 K 5 1R S
RpF s A WL LT 428 FT L. 3L s T
VKIBEAET  FFT 0~4 CUuRR B
1.3.6 HAES%EBILIK EAL 38 50m
EST MM E S% K. N. Pearce 257" i1k
FEW: JEM MBS W 50 WL % AL 2 4
FAFLW, FA 5 mL JRESHCN 0. 1% By
SDS ¥, e R % IR 2 J5 , T 500 nm B2 Ab
LR GRE i8N Ay ML & 4 REF B it
I, 10 min J5 -3¢ DA L RS 1 A ] 457 8 W X
50 wL AJ3RFLWR, #ie B L3R Oy TR A IR H
JEEE e R Ay Al BN AR R Y
EAT $8%0F1 ESI 544
2 x 2.303

EAl 3584 = 4><A0Xn®
Cx(1-¢)x10

A
ESI 354 = A—“) x 100% ©)

L, CNEAR T REE/ (g-mL™ ) 50 M
FRTRI L, 0 = 20%.

1.3.7 HBANESEEBALRTTIFED
M FIK LS5 00k R g, B
1.3.5 il 85 4 (0 5 PR ALt 28 44 2 1 L, o
FLIR FE50 78 3 AE 40 mm AR RIS & F
Vit Ja (6 Rk s . S22 AIHE 0. 5 mm , A5
0.1 Hz, W28 1%, WIURIREE 25 C. #E 25 C 5%
PETFARYE 5 min J&, LA 1 °C/min B9 THE M
90 C. MIKFRIR M I REA i G
1.3.8 BANEAEERILREARERK
RO TE AR T e A A 2L R 1 B AR
SEFREL. T Bl MR 5 e ARE ot RO =
(20 °C) BB FAFHET ] 1 b R4 ] B et ]

4 s, TSE AR HYZET G () FNRERE SRS Y
U ( Backscattering, BS) |, 1 13 443 B
P FaE TeEh 2 RAT LI ) B RS e FR 2L
1.3.9 HHUIESEEBRILRIANEHED
e 2% X055 %52 Wk, R nBg.
B 1. 3.5 Hl &4 8% PR ILE 27 4 25 1 FLI T B
AT ZIEERY 10 mL B T, T 4 C B
Tor3EFE 1 h2 h 4 h 8 h,icsEANT A HEAY
m AR, F O L FLATE 4L

FUAT 35 2 :Z‘) x 100% @

K, Hy MW B/ em H, i LRI 46
B/ em.
1.4 HELE

AN /D E AL 3 UK, BEARE LAY 45T
RhR 2 PATIE 3 Ik, SEER A5 SR UL (P #{E +
WRiEZE) Fon. K SPSS 22. 0 #1 A% Duncan’s
test £ 45 3 47 40 6] °F- ¥ {8 1 35 1k 43 b, A
Origin9. 0 1EE.
2 ZR50
2.1 CPIRYHER SRR

CPI k2% B 43 1 5 45 5% & 7 | CPL R &%
(6.03+0. 85) % MK, (1.90+0. 22) % B I§
5. (3. 80+0. 28) % B K43 S (81.90+4.22) %
MR BT, BRK ) Rl R NE RS
BEET W E AR AR, R R, EA RS
BRI A4S A RE G, CPT FRALE Al i 45
R, B g CPLAYRFK 1A (3.21+0.08) g, 7l
J18 (5.8520.35) g, TEAMEFKEEE A
((2.60+0.00) g, (5.00+0.30) g) M KTHEH
((3.10£0.20) g, (2.60+0.10) g);%F g CPI ¥
FACTEPE (28, 17+1. 34) m® , Wi TiZ 4R E
ME AR AF B B T (12, 13+0.55) m?) .
it 462 BE 5 R IR CPT FLAKRE SE 1 (75%)
RTF A FE M A5 A 45 2 (87. 14+2. 22) %. CPI



.34 .

BaSd 20214512 H 5536 % %61

P FLIERRE 1 22 5 T e 5 T I L Fh 2 SR BT
T B 2 5 A K. AP I CPI
BA RAFWHRK ) Feim 1 FzL ARk
22 CPLAMENEANRFHEELIR
EAT B0 53 17

EAL Z48 8 1 AR Y iZ L 0 2 rh e v -
TR T A W 6 T, B R T AR 1 T - ek AR
IR -2 B 22 T (A B A CPT s in
XA R L 27 4 238 1 FLU EAL B952 0 Qi &1 1
7w, HPARFEVNG FR R 22 7 B 2 (P<0. 05,
T, BE 1 ATLUE ) BEE CPL B N (3
Jn, 3 AL £ 48 AL ZLIR ) EAL 384502 2
FHE R E. RTIN CPT 34 A LR 27 4k 2
HFL ) EAL 5500 24. 54 m*/g; BE#E CP1 7
I B, 5 R LR S 48R 1 FLI T EAL 45
B ETE (P<0.05), I 7E CPI I Ky
1. 2% 35 3 £ KAH, 4 30. 49 m*/g. X & W
CPT (A TS THIE A L 27 4 26 F1 ) FL Ak RE
J, TR N 1. 2% 0 5% N LR 27 4 2%
HAeFL L R 2.
2.3 CPIFAmMEXERAFET4EE G K ESI
BI04 4

ESI v A i Toae i v 8 (5 4 R 2L R
RREADIZRIARE S CPL IR XT3 N L
JRAF A I FLI EST Bsemaanisl 2 fis. & 2
31 - a
30 |
29
28

27 r

EAIFE%U/(m2-g1)

26 |
25‘%/

24

C

0 0 ,‘3 O.I6 0.I9 1 .I2
CPIZSfNE/%
B 1 CPL#An & x5 W ILR 4 4
&G Uik EAL #93%m
Fig. 1 Effect of CPI addition on EAI of pork

myofibrillar protein emulsion
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Fig. 3 Effect of CPI addition on storage modulus

(G") of pork myofibrillar protein emulsion
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