Vol. 23 No. 4
Apr. 2023

4 bOE B 2 i
4 A

Journal of Chinese Institute of Food Science and Technology

3 SRR A =) St TR ek 42 L i A RE T A0 B A BR 1) F 2R B9 =2 i

RAF', BN, REFEF' F=Ew', F H'7
("ALRERFRDBFER 5 RE 150030
R

PRk ERRMAFEHTR A RIE 150000)

WE WA RIL(0~5 g/L)*F K & A0 & b 4k & SLR A8 Ao fIg by B2 AU A 09 % vf 15 00 30 3 R30I B 0k R
ERED BB A A ERFFN LSRR, AR b BRI B AR R Em & A Ml Uik
Al BRA R R Pra, HEER . ERBREFTS L LRNBARTRZERMTRIREZ; S RKEE>1S5
Lot RIRBE BAILR RERE R EA el Fe s X 2EZRELRBIE, ERREFANT 3~5L 8, Rk
*FSLiR A AL AR R A B A, EARSMEERUE LR IE P, R A KR E R G R T 15 ku 690k, m RIR T A7 R B &
GEKBREE G, WK R A R 26 e oA B B S B B A B A AR 5Lk (—e 1 B E K, B K 2 b kARt RAR
Wi R Em R G KBAI R K 2 LAk E XD AR KR LA IRA A R BEAK 3.3%, MR ,5 5% dik4g

Yo B AR A LR B B OK A MR R & B K A AR B A LA SLIR IS i B R R 3 e 33.8% .,

%4
XEH/RS 1009-7848(2023)04-0076-10
WK (0il bodies,OBs) J& F 1 H T 77 H
SPERP AR AR, A R ECR, HEHR 0.5~2.5
o, BRAA PN 35 K 35 5 R H I R R AR 2 T B
F 5 1 5 465 40 3R AL B ) 2 B A S P
=R BRI A 2 b OBs T LY
90% ,2%F1 1% , 1.4 OBs & & L Eim 45
3 AR ) 55 T S o, ELAT T o i L A R 9
SiE BRI, OBs AT DL 2o 8 15 B 9% 1) 7 i 0
53], 5ARA TSI, AL FEARAEAL
T, U3 AR T AR A Y 2 T AR BERL, OBs AN AT A
SRy B 7K 3 P 0 ST R AR AR ST A R A o ) O
LR R, JE R AR RIS B BB = 5, an v i
T 5 BRI BTz BN R
KRR OBs 5 RE)Z, XFEEH
THE OBs $2HGS FE b A A7 26 (7S, 118,28 FiIil
28) VR I8 P 35 T - W B L Tl A 3R 1T, R B0 e R
AT HL fr 0820, OBs AR A, 1T BR il OBs 119 1z
FAUSSIEAR SR AT & BB 7 2 A KRR i
FLaF , PR 2L VR YRR T ] g L R 0 R S TR B 2

Wi B HE: 2022-04-23

E&WA:
B LA H ARk 4 0 H (LH2019C032)

F—1EE: AAF, L Wtk

BEEE: & E-mail: yangli@neau.edu.cn

%K B AR & T AR E R4 T H (31801579)

WAk, FERRIL; AT, RIMEDEA; B RA AR
DOI: 10.16429/j.1009-7848.2023.04.008

THEL RS RE PR SRR — Fof LR ) [ 7 ok
W, B BE R a—1,4—2F FUREERR 5 o0 H B, 1) 5
H AN [R] ( Fp PEE a  A  SR R TR A R
R ERIEARIE, TP SR B A R A K
PEATRL fap W PEREN  JER RE AT O i R A B 1 e
W, BE5 7K 7018 U, T DR IE SR S 7 7K Y
VIR SN FLR AR R R R L R
5 2R JB R RE 19 LR DI BE I R W) o S /A R
A2 R B AR AT T T PR S
FIAT, OBs 7R M AL i 56 22 Bt 0 — Fh s LFH
OBs FLIE", i X AR E 19 AN 7] OBs LG
U R A AR B B TSR0 Z i B AR 9 3 B R LA
FEAE IR BAT R4 i PR AR E TR A0 R A AR E e
AT IE T PR PE T A A 2R B (0~5
g/L) Ao R K2 AN AE A il A L RS 2 M B R ) O R
TR SMELLLIF A X 2R 52 LR A T AL A AN RO
ERRYSZ I, DA KRB OBs Hh i 17 R 1) FH = 14

B/
2 D@ o

1 #MEEAZE

1.1 RS
KEMAEAN A B IRER AT, KRG K

g% R AR f 55 10.89%,25.76% F1

18.42% , A6 (W 7K 43 8 11 o LIl B 2 15t 43 0 oy



5234 4 W

FERRIATRE KRR AR SR AR E e B B B A) A R4 %k 77

4.98% ,19.80%%1 58.27% ., “FH AL (P6030-25¢)
'8 4 F B (P6390-100g) , b 5 1 B 4F A Bl 4 A
R\ H] s SDS-PAGE #E i il #5105 & (P1200-25T)
TR Ge F T 5 H marker (PR1950-20T) , db 52 & 3¢
FREABRAR,; BB L (S19279-1g) . ¥ ik
(S19278-5g) il I 45 1 i (S10031-100g) , -7 4
MA R A E] s BT A L TR S E R 3
ST e g,
12 UFE5EHE

AP324Y S B 7RV HA B H(h E ) AR
3] JI-2 GG REBL, H N T B A ) 1 A R
4y ) PHS=2FpH i1, LA B2 E Al
NANOZS90 44 KL EEAX, B 6 L /R SCAL A% A PR
A ;MODELBE -210 %Y 3 P 1 3k X , H &
BIOCRAFT Al ; B AR, 35 E Bio-Rad 28
) ; TCSSP8 WO AL 44 Wl il be , FEESE R A
Al 5 7890 AAH A IEAX, K H ZHER T (th ) A
FRZS W] GL-21M &0 AL, W ma WA B O AL A R
Al
1.3 Hi&
1.3.1  Hl&KREAEAMAILE S Zhao ™
PR AR 7 vk R R S REAE R 18 h J5, 5 9
FEARU 2 B 7 KIR & 8 0,4 JZ 200 H B IEZ
AT 0E, BRI N AR 5 53 B 209 1 R
WKL, 7040 B FF B A RERE OE VAR, KR U
14 000xg #5L> 30 min, i 40 < WedE LI EL
Ry, kB E MR, BUCR FUIRY 3 HUE
20% FEBHA T T 42 LA 14 000xg 250> 30 min,
ERAFUIRY o HE 9 R B oK B
L (14 000xg,30 min) , ZK P REL 3 Ik, &L
EEFURYIN OBs, #RBULFETE 4 CT#k4T,
10 g OBs 43 B47E 90 mL iR +h 2% vl i W (pH 7.0,
10 mmol/L) ', f3E| K ZiliAFLIE (Soybean oil
body,SOB) AL A AR FLW  (Peanut oil body,
POB),
1.3.2 il &R MR K1 g ERE
Ji& (Apple pectin, AP)¥% T 100 mL @ fR £ 2% vh %5
# (pH 7.0,10 mmol/L) H' ,10%SOB = POB #i 10
of L 3 S AL 42 LU 49 e FH Wt 2 4k 2 o 5 MR (pH
7.0,10 mmol/L) % 45 . feJ B LA [A] SR i 75 4 (0,
0.5,1,1.5,2,3,4,5 ¢/L) 5%0Bs FL# . # 8 mL

BE AR T A I B IR P, 25 ClRE 1 R R,
1.3.3  Z-HpHDRIAR I E B 20 pL FE 5 T
10 mL B2 55 22 bW (pH 7.0, 10 mmol/L) 1, #
A FIR 15%~20% , 7R SCHRARLEE AU
C—FLAE SRR FIURLAR 43 A, 43 HORE A S A Y
PritF4r N 1.456 1 1.330, 0 5 6L 25 °C, i
iRFE] 120 s,
1.3.4 IRAMERIEAL R E /Mg R =2
AL LA Y Al S e o 2L v T B I R R 3 1 5
Wi, #% 18 10%SOB 5% POB:f ik +5 2% th i (pH 7.0,
10 mmol/L):10 ¢/L 3R R e =10:7:3 ({AFI ) IR
A, 1E 15 /L R E 1Y K G R A Tl A L
W, 5y i 4 SOB-AP 1 POB-AP,, i &40l
W (Simulated gastric fluid ,SGF) A7 #E (Sim-
ulated intestinal fluid,SIF)M,

H BB 4 30 mL L5 30 mL 7% 2 ¢/L Na-
Cl %W (pH 1.5) R4, IR 37 CilRE 10
min fiIA 64 mg H & H i, H 6 mol/L. HCI ¥4 &
pH BT 2 2.0, 485 , 7€ 37 “C/KIAE (150 v/min 1)
FEIR T HFER T 2 he

/N B . 3 mol/L. NaOH #% 60 mL & i1k
W) pH ETE = 7.0, B 50 mL FTF/NMailfk, %
50 ml. § VL 5 50 mL SIF (SIF: 6.8 ¢/L
K,HPO,.5 mg/mL % i1k 1.6 mg/mL,pH 7.0)1R &
Je BT 37 C/K M 150 r/min $E R R SRR 5 2
h, fE/NBIEALE R, FeZem RGN 0.1
mol/L. NaOH ¥ LL4E+F pH 7.0, JFic % NaOH
W s [0 ) 9 R 2
1.3.5 SDS-PAGE X RIHM AW . & H WHiH
b5 0 FL W R 18 2K g E AT SDS-PAGE 4317 .
SDS-PAGE F1 7% 5 iy 5% 5 £ M 57 44 {5 2 B/ Niki-
foridis SF2AY I ik, PR ESE H 4T T 15.0~
130.0 ku, 5 mg/mL ¥£ 50 F1E B i L BERY FHESE
WIS BUR A G, 100 CCALEE 5 min, B 10 pL #£
v BSCFEL VTR B 4 R TR 4 E 114 IO e 4 )
150 o/L #1150 g/, 53 5 58 v 47 112 8 R 43 301 ok
80V A 120 V, WKW G, B A% Sl ik
R250 Y {0 3% Y {5 30 min J , i (0 55 58 5 HH 4%
TE T, I FL VKR AR IR
1.3.6 WOCHRERME RABOCILRE R
5% (Confocal laser scanning microscope , CLSM )24
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i Nikiforidis 5520 J5 %, 78 25 CF WEE . K]
Ar/Kr Fll He/Ne XU 18 HOGE UL K 2 52
488 nm F1 633 nm, ¥ 0.5 g JE F L1 0.05 g JE &
2T 5 ml SR 0.22 pm A HLRIERE, &
F RE i 2 BER Eh 22 th I W (pH 7.0, 10 mmol/L) i
LRGN, 7E 1 mL A& R IA 20 wL R % 41
YW 50 pL e P EE YW, RS, #EOGERE 30
min, K 5 WL Yo €0/ RE S E Tk A b 5 b aR gk
RO B, B R PR E AT, a6k
NI o

1.3.7 W RR TR E /N SR BE W5 K 8 TE 1
ENE WL (Free fatty acid,FFA )R E 21 H Bt , 7EH
BN HEALBY B, 0.1 mol/LL NaOH i /€ &
4t , LI4ERE pH 7.0, FFA Bl ] NaOH JHAE R £
VL <X (VAT DS

1.3.8  HeWim AR AR E  TERHLE 7 TH ik
Jei o B 50 mL A T Ak 9 2L R fh 4 B GB
5009.168-2016 (5% %k AMbRik )21 g B R %
AL R E . ] GS-MS % 5 F1 43 Hr Bg 15 iR
fis , i i SP-2560 #E (100 mx0.25 mmx0.20 pm),
FE 140 CIARF 5 min, 85 P 4 C/min 3T+ 5
240 CHEFF 17 min, #EFECTREE 260 °C, &SR
J& 0.6 mL/min, JE 7 B2 F R O/ B8 I 8] R AR MEFE o
PR B8 BsF ] T, B 07 1R PR 5 ] 4 A I 0 T
FUAT 0T . B ImR & wEiH i A=,

x100 (1)

50
451
401
351
3.0
2.5

—— SOB
- POB| [t

o | [ [ ] ]

TH

Average diameter(d;,)/pm

i
1.0
051
0.0

AP mass concentration/g- L™

(a)

JE Wi R A FH R 5 n R A ST E

2 0 FFA &+ (me/k
A (%)= ﬂiigi%{;ﬁféﬁ;&rh F?Aiﬁ(ig (Hig)/kg)
x100 (2)
1.4 HiEahiE

XF A LM 3 WE R T, 4 R om R
YIE AR dE 2" i SPSS 22.0 HAF AT BN &R
ANOVA J7 25381, X85 Ko 56 FH F 35 40 (P<
0.05, 2% %).

2 #ERERH
2.1 BREREX SOB #1 POB &% 4 89 8200

Kl la A AP i JE X SOB #1 POB -4 %1
AR EER . R A AP B SOB F1
POB “F- ¥ B 4243 31 4 (1.77£0.30) wm F1(1.73+
0.31) wm, AP & H<1.5 g/L i} K% AP & & Y5
i, W b 2L R A R AR T B 3 AR Ak (P<0.05) 524 AP
Tl 1.5~3 /L I, SOB Kt b AP & & (3%
M2 T M, 1 POB K42 KE AP 25 8 138 i iy 4
K2 AP F >3 of/L I, IR LR A2 R FERE AP
TR s . 2 AP F iR 5 ¢/L B ,SOB
H1 POB - Y3848 53514 (0.98+0.29) um F1(2.33+
0.44) pm, WMEE 1, FLBAEH 1 G AP & &<
1.5 /L MFLIR A2, RIS AP B 2L g bt
AP & E>1.5 o/L LI AF L 1 85 A 3 355
EMARERSE, K b fiR, & pH 7.0 B,
SOB[¢-Hi fi7 (-8.67+0.34) mV ] Hl POB[{ - fif
(=6.32+0.44) mV ] i 2 10 HLAf A 71, 3K 2 R 3L

—s— SOB
== POB

zeta—FL {17
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12+ N

-14 + {\\\ {

-16 {——
o 1 2 3 4 s
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T« BT O RE S E 25 CCIE A 1 AR AR RS .
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Fig.1

The influence of AP concentration on mean diameter and storage stability (a) and the {—potential (b)

of SOB and POB
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¥R R R B kR kAR SR AL b Fe g B B R R B0 vk 79

S R pH(E (4.5~5.5)KF 7, 24 AP & 1K
T L5 /L FLWK -2 B AP 5 & 3G N JC B
FA(P<0.05) ;4 AP &&= T 1.5~4 ¢/L I} Fifi
AP & BRI INFLIR A AL Y AP>3 o/L, M
FhFLW - AR FEBE AP & 5 B9 38 hn i ok g Lo
HLAE TAUE . X EEL5 R L W] AP<L.S /L I, FL
VRCVRLT [) ) 35 FL R 7 AN R DA 5 IR VR ) A |
TN R BEFL R . 24 AP &5 T 1.5~3 g/L
BF, AP ] ) 398 0 3L v 2 T e HE T RN I FL U
RAEM T X MFLBAEAA R e, X AP
SRR B B - 20 A KA T, X
AR LI C—F AR, IR [R] 9 7 FL R 7 35 K
AP S 5>0.3 I FLBAR & 2k 27, B8 fn
SRR B AR AN 2 0RO R /)N R 2 T PR A, X
PRI Ay i B L %) 2R e X A 2R R AT 1) 3 2 A B
M ZR R i 422 30 SRS S B T Y L AT, R G R
1 SR BN 2K, DT 36 380 H fr P AR SR, A
TORARSMERIE IR, DUR B IR I SOB
A1 POB Ry 5t HE 45 9% AP (1.5 ¢/L) X SOB # POB
it i 1 1L 4 5 1)
22 FHEZEBMKE

SOB #1 POB 5 [fl #5 11 4 Bl 40 ¥l 2a #01 2b i
N, ST #E F AR 43 B i Oleosin 25 11 (43 F 0
it 15~25 ku) MAMNEE F (37 B >41 ka) # AL,
AN[FER R OBs 1Y AL 2 AL AN R], X2 i TR
1 i 5 5 A [F],SOB FL Oleosin £ 3 Ft[m]

3

d 30k

24 ku Oleosin
18 ku Oleosin

16 ku Oleosin

&, 7352 16,18,24 ku™, 7F POB WL E] 17
ku Oleosin®,

A S FELT AL X SOB Al SOB-AP FL i 5t 1
2RI SE R AN B 2a IR, kAl 1 ISR 2 BRI
JT2H LR 4y i AL, R W] AP 5 SOB 454 2
e LS, K3 Mmarh, AWK HE WL 20
Ja, AFREST 15 ku WEMA R &KW AEE,
Oleosin & [ it & Az B ik, B8 1 JEG 38 H 30 437 ot
T 15 ka BB AT, MITE 5501 4 TS ULEE 21
SRR A, XU AP RS2
Xt SOB-AP FH1 2 I K it 3 260 5 F1 6 Hr, 2/
WAk 2 h J5 43 F TR T 15 ku B S50 26
— AR KT 15 ku MARAT AR TR s 4 F IR AR
T 15 ku, M HF 4545 6, &0 5 R BALS T 5
I B KR R 315 B TE /D T AR Y B, SOB
SOB-AP Jt Ifi 25 1119 19 2 (1 gtk — 26 K i

PR ST £k X POB Fi1 POB-AP 3Ly 7 i
RS A s 2b BEs A 1 gkl 2 HoAT A
PIE LR, W AP 2% POB o2 8 i JE I 25
Ao M7 3 F1 4 28 POB #1 POB-AP H i1k 2 h )5
1) S TH 2 1 2H B, S T AR R A R [ R B K L
JE FJESB , AR TF 15 ku B9 8 A5, 455 3
TR Vit K A K 47 IR T 457 4, B POB [
SOB 7 B 1 1k B B 1 25 111 52 78 43, AP n] il
K POB-AP A M, 44 56N
POB #1 POB-AP /M iH 4k 2 h J5 19 A & B 41

u
k|

25ku
s

17 ku Oleosin

(b)

T M :marker; 2548 12 T A0 Il AR L0009 78 1 08 B0 5 50 2 A0 AP AR 09 i AR 2008 b 9 2R 1 5 PR 5 45l 3. B AL S
AR FLIE b B S S 25 4 BIHALIS AP B2 1 A LR b i B S 2Rl 5 /i T AR R Tl LR R i 2 TR
T 26 6 /NBIHALE AP B 19 il 2LV Hh 19 2 F S LS ki 7 B A,
B 2 SOB.SOB-AP(a)#n POB.POB-AP (b)f sl iE 4k o | B F 89 SDS-PAGE E i
Fig.2 SDS-PAGE map of SOB and SOB-AP (a) and POB and POB-AP (b) in wvitro simulated digestion
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B, 43 F IR RAR T 15 ku 7K f# K AY B € 28 ¥, POB—
AP KK 53 F AR T POB, 3% 2 BAE /N 1
fE I BE ,POB 1 POB-AP %L ifi 2 9k 58 4 K it .
2.3 (-BfHH

SOB .SOB-AP .POB .POB-AP 7£ {4 &} 5 4 114
fead R - AR an il 3 i, TH AR T, 7L
TR ELA (pH 7.0) 21 =10 mV, &5 BiHAL )G A
i L (pH 7.0) 8325 FE AR (P<0.05) , A & 18] £—
1A G 3 2% 5% (P<0.05) , 3% Al fig Je i T 7 1l 25
PR A KR (B 1), KAz B B R fe e 2L,
S LW AR B, H A AR Y R A
HALB B S, 2L R 7 i — 25 (pH 7.0) B IK,SOB
1 SOB-AP HL {7 434 7E-60 mV F1-65 mV Z [i]
POB F1 POB-AP HiL (. /3 A 7E-55 mV F1-60 mV Z
] A LR 7 ) pHL AR T]  E 57 A BRI 1T i
55 1 R AR DA R K A B i
1™ A I 17 2 A OGN
24 HHTL

SOB .POB .SOB—AP ,POB-AP £ {4 &} 1 4 34
At B rpoR AR S0 A ) B AL N B 4a F 4b R,
#],S0B .SOB-AP .POB #il POB-AP H.f5 % 5 ik
e 5 A JE L (100~10 000 nm ), H. 5 B0E 8l = 1573
i, R AW AE pH 7.0 LbW T R4, A AP )5,
FUBCRLAR 53 A0 2278 ZLWCT S RAR N A5 5 22 0
o3, W AP AU AR FLOR A X SR 1 45
B8, & 5a~5d 1) CLSM EZ B IESEFE pH 7.0
Ib, FLWCR AR RAEFE A AP vl ik 1 0 # f HE
T A 2R A 1 VR 43 O U /N SR AR TR A

P SNSRI AL XF SOB T SOB-AP #Y 5% i 41l

| SOB-AP-intestinal _/ O\ z

SOB-AP-gastical A

SOB-AP-initial /\/’\-,\
SOB-intestinal /\*«-/’\‘__“_‘“‘

SOB-gastical
SOB-initial

L
1 10

(52
Volume fraction/%

‘ s |

100 1000 10000
IR

Particle size/nm

(a)

BB

zela—HL i
{—potential/mV

E 3 SOB.SOB-AP.POB.POB-AP 7&{f sME 1L
HHERER -RANER
Fig.3 The change of {—potential of SOB, SOB-AP,
POB, POB-AP in vitro simulated digestion

da iR, 2B 2 h J5 ,SOB kA2 /3 1 /245
2 A, SOB-AP R840 A 47 B | i A%
P AAETE 1~10 wm, El 5e #Y CLSM H{0EEH
JBT ) B 0, 9 I R 2 i IR 19 216058 S 11 5ik 3 1
i, FLV R B B R ) B AR A, 6 B SOB 2 1 &
FI R K A R P T S R s IR SE H O ER B R
JO R B e R JE TR, O ELAR P AR S 2 A 1R 2
JEAEAE, W AP RT3 K e 5 i R
P, 8K, X R VE A R . 55 SCF 2 pH
2.0, K T OBs 45 HL 51 (24 4.5) A7 A HL Y AP )
AT 5 FAH R B R AT I LT Y SOB K
0L A s (R ALRE, B R R S LR
T 2 1K A R 2 Y L AN AR 2 h
J& N 4a fif R, SOB SOB-AP Rif2 43 4ii 224 |, K
R ARAE 0.01~1 pum, 52 XU S0 A5 | 3% 7] fE 2 RN

POB-AP-intestinal «/ \A
I
= POB-AP-gastical
.S
S | POB-AP-initial ,\_/\"
1=
g POB-intestinal AN S A\
=
>° POB-gastical
POB-initial

\ ! )

100 1000 10000
AR

Particle size/nm

(b)

L
1 10

E 4 SOB.SOB-AP(a)#1 POB.POB-AP (b)ZE MR KL T PR ZE S
Fig.4 The change of the particle size distribution of SOB and SOB-AP (a) and POB and POB-AP (b)

in vitro simulated digestion
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FLWHE AN AR GG, IR 2 1 g i 7E L
WD L, DA T B I T A DA S R
VR R S R e R AR, 8] 5i~51 R
/NI I AR S LB SO S A8, SR B I R T 2 L
WOIRAS 8] 5i~5k 26N Ak Rl ok I 7E KD 50 fil
5j OLEE ] SOB St 5 4 /K fif , T SOB-AP H
AR /NIIE A, FIH SOB-AP 77 /b A58
LK

TR AMELE 16 X POB I POB-AP f4 5% i 4n
K 4b FiR 4 AL 2 h &, POB kL4243 4 (0.01~
10 wm) 22 %%, A 52, POB-AP ki #2345 (1~10 wm)
H#, 2R BES AT, 7EE 5g CLSM H L% 3|
FLI R FRIE B K e R A A, B B

(a)SOB-3 (7]

AbY SOB*AP-HALFY.

F00%um
ﬂ 0,

(e)SOB-&

(i))SOB-f%

o

100 um
m 100

1 (c). POB-JH{L T

&

KA (B 2) iR Al A R, 7E 1B Shohoul g
F /NG AN R R A BE T M AE A, BLIAAE B AR Y
B, AP Ak 22 vl B O BE T, POB ST Y Oleosin Hy
ME N Sy B K XIS RN C S R, T
MARR AR N I F1 C g B8 45 5 5 8 (1 22 il 412
il 26 KR, FLIRCRR M R A, 2L & A TR 4
ARG, i 4b iR, £/ 2 h J5,POB
1 POB-AP ki 18 7 i /2 %% ,POB 2 — 1§ 43 1 ,
POB-AP B i XU 73 A4 . 4l 5k iz ,POB K
AR I A N, R AR BRI B
TR E A, 1 POB-AP w78 I g J& FEIE Bl K 2 2K
FIZRY) X eSS AP 4 T S IR M B, 78
TH AR JE] TR i 1 90 246 45 4

(d) POB-AP-34L AT

100 pin
.’”7

(g) POB-B (h) POB-AP-§

100 pm

100 pm

0_pm 1

B 5 SOB.SOB-AP.POB.POB-AP ZEMSMEILE K TR MU LB T
Fig.5 The change of CLSM of SOB, SOB-AP, POB, POB-AP in vitro simulated digestion
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SOB .SOB-AP .POB .,POB-AP 7 /)7 i 1k i
2 o g 5 R R T B 4n &l 6 Jir 7k ,POB il POB-
AP G i FR BRI 55 T SOB I SOB-AP, 3X 1] fig J&
BT A A AT IR & i TR Rk, H SR

BEAR TR B A, A 3 REER X A8 A= il A 5 1T 2>
THYHUR, TR ECE 2 59 iR TR, K LI
RN BT LRI 5 TR 4G R AR R 6 2 X R
PR BT HE R R, /N TE AR AT 15 min, JITATAE d
14 i J 12 0 o R, 15 min Ji5 i M TR R RS 1
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2%, JF7E 90 min J5 AR E X2 TAE/NAIH
feab R b, AR R B A2 1 I AR 1l K i
A, R a e T R T, Ik i 1T e 3 R
1 1 , B 5 R 17 7K it = 0 e T AR R, i 0 TR e ik
1. /NI AL FE T SOB # SOB-AP fi i ik B i
WAL, T SOB-AP i 1 12 B i it B AT, iX 2R B
AP AT 8 G2 R AR LR T R B B, T i 2R
Jie - B AR AR ELAEH] SR A FLIE R NA G, R
Jieml 38 i g K AVE 1 SRR G, v B IR AR
B DT A0 4 i J e ) TR A RS AR, SOB-AP
T A T AR G Bk R R A T SOB (A
2)  FEFLI AN IS A K fifk (0 8 1 B g ek 22
JIg J5 B K % . ANl 4a, SOB-AP- 5 k142 £ 5 LU
LI 10 wm WY R 3, 10 SOB-H (0.1~10 pm)
WG /N FLIRCE HE AN I, th T SOB BT
TRV K, JHEEE H AR SOB [ i {37 15 £, SOB
JIE 17 iR B ik e B 75 . Oleosin HY 9 i /K Bk B4l o T
MR, 5RZBEREN N A C ML, A5 #E
Jo 1l K, AR bl B T DL RE 22 9 B K
fi#®, 5 SOB-AP #H Sz, TE#E A /N7 IE LB B,
POB-AP 1Y g 7 B BE ik % i 55 T POB(P<0.05),
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POB-AP in vitro simulated digestion
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Table 1 The fatty acid composition of soybean oil and peanut oil
. oy P i g A B BR 20 A%, e R BLH AL B LR i I BR 40 /%
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Table 2 The accessibility of fatty acids of SOB, SOB-AP, POB, and POB-AP in wvitro simulated digestion
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Effect of Apple Pectin on the Storage Stability and Fatty Acid Accessibility
from Various Oil Bodies Emulsion

Wu Lichun', Sun Yufan', Kang Mengxue', Qi Baokun', Li Yang"*
(‘College of Food Science, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030
Heilongjiang Institute of Green Food Science, Harbin 150000)

Abstract In order to investigate the influence of concentration of AP to the storage stability and fatty acid accessibility,
different concentration of AP (0-5 g/l.) was applied as the stabilizer. The storage stability was determined by dynamic
light scattering and visual stability. Meanwhile, the influence of in wvitro simulated digestion on the protein structure,
emulsion structure and fatty acid accessibility was also investigated using the sodium dodecyl sulfate—polyacrylamide gel
electrophoresis, dynamic light scatting technologies, confocal laser scanning microscopy, the release of fatty acid and gas
chromatography. The results show that the storage stability of SOB and POB is highly dependent on the AP concentration
when the AP concentration is less than 3 g/L. The storage stability of emulsions is significantly improved when the AP
concentration is higher than 1.5 g/, this is due to the decreasing of aggregation and increasing of surface charge values.
When the AP concentration is between 3-5 g/L., the influence of pectin to the stability of emulsion reaches a balance
statue. During in vitro simulated digestion, the activity of pepsin can be inhibited by adding AP, peptides below 15 ku
is formed during the testing. The {—potentials of emulsion significantly reduces due to the formation of negatively charged
peptides, increasing of bile salts, and releasing of free fatty acids. In the testing, the free fatty acid accessibility de-
creases by 3.3% with 1.5 g/L of AP compared with OBs without AP, this is due the inhibits of pepsin during the hy-
drolysis of OBs proteins and the controlling of SOB-AP size. However, the free fatty acid accessibility increases by
33.8% with POB. This is due to the bigger hydrolyzed area of trypsin in POB-AP.

Keywords oil bodies; apple pectin; storage stability; in vitro simulated digestion; fatty acid accessibility



