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8 E. AKX 25 5% 4G (soy protein isolate, SPI) 4 RAt, #l &R E pH A BILEL F &G L4
o R £ A F Ak R AT R B = 6t S H RIS LA e SPL A E AR
P AT LA SRR R AR o A A F R AN L,
BHTILE A SPLI 256 fo A LA M 0 SLICHE 25 R0 R R pH 4422 60 )L 3 SPI
SR XM ABERER, S pH A 3.5.5.5.6.5 8, =4 MAREAA A 2 2HH0AA T,
pH1EA 4.5 0F £ &k 4t A it e fe /7 ,pH 184 7.0.7.5.8.5.9.5 Bt T & A B AKA TR, A
pH L3S hm | G o 0y AL T iR $r36 hm , B e pH AL A 9.5 B, SPI BB E I3 £ 157.09 C, %
pHAAEA 7.5 B, B &M LA E M A SLACA T sk A8 ) pH A T 35 FRZE (SPL 20) 5 Al 2 % 4R &
7.70% #7 13.44% (P <0.05) . R pH A 2 H K ILH F-SPL 44 49 454 i@ it A 4% pH {8
T & B AT SLAC 0 K 2R G R A
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B RAEAER T, R AR s 2B, Bt A
PR, TR S 22 By B 1 SCHR R FE R pH(E Y38 K
BT R R AR A S Bl A 2 1 5 A R
Hh R, 528 P 5 ) S B S R A I B R
FAHEAE AR T2 pH (ER T 10 I, SRGRIREE
T W S8 A R R, o T RUR R,
SRR R F AL R KB, B pH (A
RN, A5 28 5 SPL &2 & FLIR M ZLAL TS LR
SEVESCRE ARG 1G5, LA G P AL AL R e e e ma v
SN T HUAERRPE S5 0F R ok, AT L pH (B A 203 &5
M) 22 135 2 1 SOAH B A R T g

LR ZEZE I —Fp, 25 h A 24
R R AR TR U A YT RE
e IR R PR B R SRR T
AWMU, LA R SABEEA™ K
BHEAM EWEEASMEER ) HE, pH A
SRR LA R S SPL Z[H] (AR AR H Hid v A
AL, HAREAE ML AR B0, AAF 5 25 AT
T pH EXFILFE 5 SPLAH A A MR, 434 AT
pH (EX LS E 5 SPI 455G 26 M1 ) | SPL #VEE 4 . —
PN = RLER FULHERRE R IFRAT LA RS
SPI WA ELAE 5 =X VR FHA A5 2 AR AL, LAY K
LW - E AR EAE S &L SPI ZE4A A
FHEL LSRR 5 5 1

1 #R5H*

1.1 #R5ERH

LR (R T 98% ) , LRGeSk
WAHRAR; REDBEEA (R E98.7% ) , i
IR R K2R S 2 e A e g = | 4 KEL
T PE IR U =R b B AT BR A W 5 HAtA50] 44
RO A I AR P ] 2B K
1.2 UFE5E&&

HI1850R H1 a3 i U AL, 1) 1 9 43 52 30 =
T RABRAF UV -800 B ANAT WL A BT,
T A8 A B2 ] DSC 4000 Y 24 7R 45 i 5 34
A, I IR BB AR A FR 2\ 7] 5 LS55 RIHEEIEX,
FE[E PerkinElmer 2\ H) ; Chirascan ﬂ:@ﬁ'{:ﬁaﬁﬁ(,
e[ Applied Photophysics 23 A]
1.3 KBHE
1.3.1 SPI I

%7 Speroni 25" (R £ 07 9 S & v, A

PRI BR T I 7 12 4R B SPI, ¥4 600 g JEAS T
A9 LEETF/KT, NaOH I (2 mol/L) JF5 pH
EWA 8,%?{52 h 57T 8 681 r/min &> 20 min,J:‘]%
WHIERTR (2 mol/L) ¥4 15 pH {H % 4. 5,4 C L P
B oh, Bl EIE W, DUUETE 8 681 r/min T &0
10 min, 2.0 5 BUR SFU0TE , 5 SR FRZE 1R K Uk
J& , T8 681 v/mini.C> 10 min, F NaOH ¥ (2 mol/L)
PR B R e, SRS 1Y SPLIR R TIF
WS BRI 4R45 SPL, A FH 4 [ 3hdl e A A &
SPI Ji 5t 734k 98.32%
1.3.2 ol
%% Zhou %7 15 A8 MAE TR, K 10 g SPI
50. 4 g JLAR B AREAAE 49 mL 10 mmol/L 1
FRERZE A W (pH 1 7.0) ™, 43 51 2 mol/L fY
HC1 F1 NaOH V95 57 pH % 3.5.4.5.5.5.6.5.
7.0.7.5.8.5 F19. 5, = F @SB 15 min LA
#5 SPI 784> i, it A pH3.5, pH4. 5 pH5. 5,
pH6. 5 pH7.0 pH7.5 pH8.5 pH9. 5 £, i I i b
ihiBAT48 h( 4> i i 1k {E . 8 000 ~ 14 000 kDa) ,
6 h T4 1 YK LA PR 58 2 B, i T 42 40 w] L
I VEHEREHHE B TRAE 280 nm AL AR IR I | B 2
I R BN 22 B 1 0 4 25 B, il BT IR TS 8 R I
Hs AR 48 h & H
1.3.3 JLEZ 5 SPL&4&EAhnE
ZISCHR[ 18 ]I LR S SPL 4566 M7,
ZAYT 8000 r/min 4 °C A4 F B L 20 min, BT
TEYIINA 5 mL Jo/K & B3 & F w1 i pEas L 5wy
W% 5 min J5, T 8 000 t/min . 4 C &1F F &L
20 min, B F 5 52 H: 280 nm Ak A9 WG AR
PILA R EMGIT R LA R R, LA R R
AR T A L (1) (3R(2)
R =1 -7 (1)
m,
K)o, m W E AW E O BT LSS
RN, mg; m, N LA R B E , mg,
w :% o (2)
K(2) T, 0w WEESWHEBILA RN T LT,
mg/g;m, N AP LA Z R TR mg;m, NN
AR AN S, e,
1.3.4 FA4MHAe T Hn g
A& Tang AELOT B 5 v O Y ok, i B SPI
R 10% B ILASE-SPL B A Y, K HEFK
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7 mg MEAYREETEARGYRZN/NA
B, HE L FESLL 10 °C/min BYEEE N 20 °C THE
F200 °C ., Z5RH Pyris FAFHT, 0 SR KA IR
JE(T,,.) F#JE M (AH) .
1.3.5 ZowmsHme

FH 10 mmol/L . pH fH 7.0 WIBEBREE 2% v W BT
B pH HR LA E-SPL E SR, R &5
HEE T EEVR A 1 meg/mL, 5851 AT L 43 560
JETHARE ILAS K - SP1 & & WRE i 9 R SN IO
HFHEP KR 200 ~400 nm , FAHGEEIBE 1 nm , 1455 &
100 nm/min,
1.3.6 A&k @sKmn g

Z I Jiang 21200 1y gy vk ,H 10 mmol/L pH M=
7.0 BB IR R 28 vp VA WO BN R pH (E L AR
F-SPIE GV AR & T 9 705 o/min T
B0 30 min, B EIEW, BRI £6 22 whis WK SPI i
HWRERBER 0.1 mg/mL, B 4 mL F B A
40 pLik FE 9 8 mmol/L 1Y 8-7 Jiie He-1-Z8 fiff MR
(ANS) , JRGIRS), E ORI 390 nm & T K
468 nm PE4E L HE 5 nm M EE 10 nm/s Fidsk
YEOGTRJE BB K N DGR S R R
VR EL A,
1.3.7 Ao =—RmEHNT

S R Sk R RE S EAT IR e
SEIER 0T LZE Z-SPL & A ek AR
b, fHH 10 mmol/L .pH {H 7. 0 MY IREE 2% Wi W
e RE I R, A W TR SPL T R WK R
0.1 mg/mL, % i 5% F T i & 33 WK 190 ~
260 nm, V648 1 mm, Z5FEFNEREE WA RO I 1 [ —
%3 IfE it CDPro 8 f4-a BREE .
1.3.8 Aok AFREALN

FH 10 mmol/L .pH {H 7. 0 HBEER LR 5% vhizs i Bic
BAR pH (ER LA E-SPL E SWHEWR 25
i BT R R 0. 1 me/mL. FFHZE G HEAL
IS R I 26 D60 1B IR K 295 nm, F 4
JEHEIR 300 ~ 500 nm, JEE£5E R 5 nm, FHHH E K
500 nm/min'*! | J3HIFE 293 310 K B 1E iR 414 F ik
VST ., 43T B 75 11 B8 52 Wi W ™ A Y 5
TR

JLASZEXT SPI K 5 Al 33 Stern — Volmer 77
2P g s], W (3) .

F/F=1+K7,[0]=1+Ky[0] . (3)
K (3) H, Fy AR INILAS Z i SPIL 15 5k

& F RESIMILZR R I SPLYOGHRAE K, Aok TIEK
WEL, L/mol; [ Q] K FNHE , mol/L; K, 4 Stern —
Volmer B H L, L/ (mol+s) 7, WATIN LA R A}
T T TR A LS R, K
et 107 24

#4 Stern—Volmer J7 25446 N0 (4) AT —2541
MribLZE R 5 SPL M BAE 25 G O s 8O 45 &
W,

el K ke[ 0] . (#)

K(4)H,K, 8 SPL SILAZRENE G HE ,n H
THEBEA R

WRPEIR TS BT LA R S SPL Z | i AH B
YERDT, R (5) ~ (T HEFILE RS SPLE &1
HAR A OB RE (AG) (kG E (AH) FURZE (AS),
AH>0,AS >0 EZRIM MK E/EH; AH <0,
AS <0 FERIUN S AEFERETT;AH <0,A8 >0
FERINFRAEH S,

AG = -RTInK, ; (5)
Ko Am(1 1
me =% ) o ©
AszAH;AG ) (7)

K (5) ~(7) P, R IR M HE %L,8. 314
J/(mol +K) ; T NSE B B, K K, o T 3R X
A4S W EG K, 0 TR TR RS & 88 AG
AT A HIRE k) mol; AH 942 k]/mol 5 AS Jy i
A5 1/ (mol -K)

1.3.9 B 5o F s

FIF AutoDock Tools 4. 2. 6 #A4H1 Pymol Zx {1/
FEILASER - SPL ik AL, SPL A4 AR IR S5 F 1
TS ZE PDB ( Protien Date Bank ), 11S 2 H Z
154 10D5 |78 4 A 1UIK, 2% 4k hps: /
www. resb. org/pages/search _features, BoiA& JLASE 45
FHL [ PubChem Compound, 2 % W 4it 4 https: //
www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/pecompound?’ , ZARE I £
RARITFREIRE TR PR B R
FUBTAr T IR PSS H A ARG 5 0% A 2 et
T SZ R Z 18] (A EBEAR EAEHT, R - AutoDock
Tools 4. 2. 6 FAFIATILAZR 5 SPL Z A9 TXfHE,
TEXTHESFEPAUE IR AW 10 MG, I 40 2
A A HBEE AR Z , i Pymol AT 5 X 45 R i
FTRASI AL HAAXH 55 A2 BROCHR 28 ] .
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1.3.10 H&wsliuttagn 2

BEAE YR 8 mL, [\ H P in A 2 mL K
SR, B A AR 10 000 t/min 54T 1 min J5,
STHD T2 2R HURE 50 WL, IA B 5 mL Jit i 4344
0. 1% 1) SDS % 1 1215 T 500 nm AR5 M
JEEE, DL SDS W RAE I as Fo R AL E T E
JE T 10 min J5EREENE . FLAIE M (EAT) &2l
fefasEth (ESD) #220(8) 20 (9) 5™,

2 x2.303

EA[:px(l -¢) x104

x Ay X dilution 5 (8)

A
ES[:A—“)XIOO% . (9)

K (8) . 2(9) H, EAT B i it SPI I FLALIX
I, m*/g;p A SPI BT KL, ¢/mL; @ AIMARIAR 3
B AR Rl A S 174, @ = 0. 25 dilution N Fi
BEAT 5 Ay o7 500 nm 4L O min B SERE; A, R
500 nm A 10 min FYIEOGE

FEFLRIB ) 4 58 S , A A I 20 wl
FLBFES , BT TR MBS I S8 R RET
DHEEY A L e 40 x  HES 10 x K6
TR T TS , AL IR D e d A4
1.4 HiEsbiE

RSB 3 KA, 85 9 LI + drife
R2ZEFon . B Statistix 8. 1 200722 55 W 1k,
K AR H Sigmaplot 9. 0 22

2 H#RESH

2.1 pHEXILFEZE-SPI EGYWESERANEN
LS ZE IR AN SPL B8 LAS &R W it e ke 1
THEMEAERWNE AR, R 1, hER AT, 7R
PERMFT , B GG EE pH B R EE
TR, FE SPLAFH AR B e KAE . X R TR A
PR T KGR S5 , LR DINE , ik 5]
KGR S R G 5ok, FEOGH 7 2 B
Bt 5 8 1 o ) SR AR iR A B 1 B E , (IR A
ERERPEENZH S EER, SREEASGNE
W SN, DA 2 M LS 3 A G 3R SPT e 4%
ILAZE W &8, fERMEARSE T, 2800 a8 R A
SPI e LA R M BT BEA pH (B 3G Inmidg n, >4
pH HiE%] 8. 5 B, ANFA B4 b, & i F ot
ST, pH ELAR (8 35 45 #4 B I, SPL Y Y i 7K
PR R R B, LA RS SPL Z M IEH I H
AR A AH BAE A S BAE T VR ki

THMEAE RIS G Rt ik AL AR A F
100%
R 1 pH EXTILA R AR AN SPT 44k
JLZE R R0
Tab. 1 Effect of pH value on catechin entrapment rate and

content of catechin loaded in SPI

£H5 IR/ % w(HEH)/(mg-g™")
pH3.5 93.38 +0. 12° 93.38 +0. 12°
pH4.5 96. 77 +0. 20" 96. 77 0. 20"
pH5. 5 96.11 +0. 12° 96.11 +0. 12°
pH6. 5 92.97 £0.31°¢ 92.97 £0.31°¢
pH7.0 92.72 +0. 12f 92.72 +0. 12f
pH7.5 95. 04 £0. 20" 95.04 £0.20¢
pH8. 5 99. 67 +0. 12° 99. 67 +0. 12°
pHY. 5 100. 00 +0. 00* 100. 00 +0. 00*

AN [ R e ) 51 B 25 S 3 (P <0..05)

2.2 pHEXILFEZE-SPI E5YWAEE I
B TR BN Tt R S 2 AR R A
R R Y 4 v AT ek T AR b A M
%2 BRI pH X E &G e g,
32 0TH BRME S T LAS R -SPL A iR
PR KR TR T LA E -SPL Z & W%
FEPERAR, W5 )2 G 2 S A8 v, B 1 pH {H
TLLA RS SPI 25 4 B B A%, Al ) 1 KL%
R-SPIE AW e e E R, P&, L2
E-SPLEAWMAMIREH 69.42 CFm &
72.34 °C, UL LS E W0 T & A ket
PESIETN LA R -SPI AW A YR W T =
157.09 °C , HAE pH {4 8.5.9. 5 By 514 T 45— {H
ok 3 v B {1 R 8 A AN 1 3R T A A
TLAER S SPI ACBC AR B3 K, U248 T SPI 45
KT B A AR ENE,
2 pH {HX S Y HFLE I
Tab.2 Effect of pH value on thermal stability of complex

t(B—IEE) / (B e /
25 ( ) AH ( ) AH
C C
pH3.5 58.72 50. 56 71.93 60. 17
pH4. 5 58.78 50.53 72. 04 63.75
pH5. 5 64. 54 51.47 74. 54 68.35
pHé6. 5 64. 89 51.36 85. 54 80. 57
pH7.0 72. 34 60. 46 98. 34 94.55
pH7.5 127. 65 169. 65 147.53 206. 47
pH8. 5 142. 67 200. 95 — —
pH9. 5 157. 09 340. 58 — —

“—"FIRARE
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2.3 pH{EXILEE-SPI E5WEHREM

Kl 1A pH H T2 GW 565, mE 1
AL BRYEFREE R LS E - SPT &2 A W1 Y S8 A g g
2 E TR P, Ui pH 2 m T LR
R-SPLEGYIMS, XA HeSe R TR MR B Al
SPI 454 e A= SR AR | AT &8 43 05 2 PR it K Jk 141 e 07
BRI, B SPT 25 /i 45 B3k, SPT DT iE 4
il TILASZER S SPL WYAHEL AR H, BHAS T N &8 & (a2
A2 8%, S ECER IS AR /N, BRI T,
SPI S5 M7 J | A0 10 76 SPT 45 44 P9 38 A4 & €0, 35 A 2%
B AR TILERE SPLAHEAEM X —45 R 50
L5 AT

NS
1.0 L |\v/ I T k\ |

200 220 240 260 280 300

Alnm
BT RTA) pH (B S5 W0 SIS 52 R
Fig. 1  Effect of ultraviolet spectrum of complex under

different pH values

2.4 pHEMILFZZ-SPI ESWREHRKER
=AU

ATA] pH {E X JL 2% - SP1 & & W) 2% 1 i /K 1
s AN 2, SPL,JLZS 2 - SPL & & ) 3% 1 i 7K
HEIBEE pH A KEET RS LA @S, 57
A5 SR A B e /ME . IX AT R B TR R SR
ANFI TSP it , HL7E 55 FlL oS0 B 30 975 i 1k B 2, SPI
STk A g, S EOULA R -SPL B S Y
IRPERAR, BHAS T LA R 5 SPILiE o si 7K /E F 45
Ao 4 pH {E T & Bl SRt SPT ¥ i Pl 3s ok,
HIPERR S T, SPL 73 450 e I, B # T K 4r -+
{14 i 5, A s 7K 5 AT 5% 8 Wi P ARV VR, Y R TR TR
1) 2 T K 1
2.5 pH{EXILEE-SPI E&8W _REHRIF NN

B — etk AR A M LAE R -SPL B &Y
TR AR pH BT B A WA R EE ) &
3 H A E A AR v R B pH (LY
HR, o-B80E & i 5 LT BT o A
PEFAE TR el B-Fe & B R %2 1k

AR FHAE . pH EXT LR - KO B E AR S Wasi - 576 05 m 131
18 000
- SPl
16000 =2
A
14 000 E B B ;
Sﬁd, (Je Df De Cc d - b I
2 12000F
=
® 10000
8000
6 000

35 45 55 65 70 75 85 95
pH

ANTF) TR R 4 ) 22 57 Wk 3 (P <0.05)
B2 R[E pH (X 55 W 2R T s K P Y 2
Fig.2  Effect of different pH values on surface
hydrophobicity of complex
(P>0.05) , JCHLI £ ith & i 52 R BB, MRME&
PFN 5B 0B K A e A1 B A H Ok | 22 ik 1 e
BRI A E RS, o SR ESS I AR E , 3R
MR o-BRBELS I & D s MAEBRME AR F T, SPI 45
P RETT | 22 JIRHEE P ¥4 110 i 7K ik DA 22 5% o, Hig i SPI
SILZERANEAE AL s SFEEE R B B /K AR BAE
5 S E IG5, o MR8 S S, DHoRSE RS
ErLAERY R AL, ZE P ST SPL A L B
IRV pH A, FREE Y 1 55 BT (4 57 FL g o F i
PR AR S 1 U R AR E I, TR R A AR
FH R R P ek 8 i S [ AR T 2 o MR 25
P ER 2 AR S T E SRR E M B
PESRAET , - SRBELE I L BCASSE | IX AT REJE 1h T i
FAFT LR S SPLES GBI R %, —F M EAE
M FEZRIM S A RREETE X 5Tk
T Ao 23 e B 48 R AH AR IE
3 pH EXIE S —REH R

Tab.3 Effect of pH value on secondary structure

of complex %
g e
451
o- 12 iE B-#1& B-F&fh JEALI A i

SPI  21.43 £0.12¢ 27.27 £0.06" 22.40 £0.10* 29.50 +0. 00°
pH3.5  15.67 +0.065 27.02 +0.06b¢ 22.20 +0. 10" 33.20 =0. 10°
pH4.5  17.13 £0.06" 27.00 +0. 10b® 22.90 £0.00° 33.00 =0. 10°
pH5.5  17.40 +0.10° 26.87 +0.06° 22.60 £0.10° 33.10 =0. 10°
pH6.5  17.53 +0.06° 27.05 +0.10™ 22.80 +0.10° 31.70 0. 00"
pH7.0  22.33+0.06° 27.27 £0.29° 22.73 £0.06* 28.80 +0. 10¢
pH7.5  22.57 £0.06" 26.13 +0.15¢ 22.27 +0.35" 28.70 0. 10"
pH8.5  24.77 +0.12* 25.63 +0.06° 22.40 +0.10° 26.30 =0. 10°
pHO.5  24.83 £0.06° 25.63 =0.06° 22.10 £0.10" 26.35 +0.15°

A T By [ 5 R0 22 5 W3 (P <0.05) o
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2.6 pH{EXILFEZE-SPI E&5WHEERNZN
4 BILA K - SPL B AW 1) 5 6 T Ko 4R
(K,) BSEOLEE(n) B8 HEU(K,) . B8l
PUSI B RS AS TR HHN 2.0 x 10 1L/ (mol »s) ,—
PR R 24 5 AR K RGBS B, 2 [
PR VR AN 2 38 o Al 48 ik ) 45 Oy 2R 2B I T 2 o i
AT 5t e AR IR 22 8] Y A HLE T kAR
0, 24 FTEL RTE pH T, 4 AL BRI K,
WRT2.0x10° L/(mol-s) , JLASZ B SPI 1%
R BRI KT e K Bl A8 VR o 8 B A B

PRI, JLASZE X SPL PR K AL N Sk i A K, 2 M
ILEZRVUBSEHER TS SPLE A, 456 O LT
SRR SR Y pH (4 3.5 .4.5.5.5.6.5
B, K, L A o v T4 K 3 2 Bl A R K Y
bR, 5T Bz B R SR KOF I %45 R
5ot B T A% R S A i R A AR
A SRR, RV VW 8 TR 2 K, B A
AR BRI FRAT ARSI R UL, I A L
ZRE-SPL B EWIE56 Rk 25 2 (B AF1E 3l 71,
(IR K e R AT LA AT KR

4 SPI-LRREGWMIOCHEIH B L5 B 0LE B 2B

Tab.4  Fluorescence quenching constants, binding-site number and binding constants of catechin-SPI complex

25 T/K K,/(10* Lmol™') K /(10" Lomol ™' +s7") R? n K,/(10° Lemol ~1) R:
293 3.08 3.08 0.992 4 0.8825 10.13 0.9959
pH3. 5 310 3.15 3.15 0.9957 0.790 9 4.12 0.9979
293 3.00 3.00 0.998 2 0.9105 14.22 0.996 7
piH-> 310 3.44 3.44 0.997 3 0.8707 8. 69 0.998 6
293 2.62 2.62 0.986 3 1.0822 53.72 0.9858
pHS. 3 310 3.70 3.70 0.998 1 0.8728 10. 52 0. 996 3
293 2.79 2.79 0.988 6 0.9539 17. 83 0.9955
pHo-3 310 3.67 3.67 0.999 1 0.8208 6. 50 0.998 4
293 3.10 3.10 0.9977 0.7773 4.56 0.995 4
pHT. 0 310 2.91 2.91 0.997 1 0.799 8 5.01 0.9959
293 3.64 3.64 0.984 8 0.8025 4.65 0.998 2
pH7. 5 310 3.39 3.39 0.9956 0.8297 5.61 0.997 4
293 8.41 8. 41 0.996 9 0. 986 2 69.76 0.9959
piS-> 310 8.25 8.25 0.9909 1.0590 149. 42 0.997 5
293 11. 40 11.40 0.9728 1.0895 239. 06 0.9912
pED. 3 310 10. 82 10. 82 0.9925 1.0915 262. 66 0.996 5

12 4 A BRYE S K Rl TR A0 T i
BARG, B 25 1R K SR AR S ka3, U WA Bl 2%
FFIEREEAMTILE RS SPL A EAEH,
H24 pH {E 4 8.5.9.5 i, LXK S SPI AHEAEHK
BEAA G 1, ARSI R S h M85 &7
MAETOZE 1L o B R RAE A ZHma 55—
MEAFRSTEED kX — 2R RPILKES
SPI (454 LB T 1, 3 th S5 2 R (45 AN 1
ek, BI>4 pH {4 8.5.9. 5 I, —H A EAE B 45
Grhie b nag H g 25 5 100% , BRI A1
T K, W T E WA R T 2 A — R R &
R R R PR N RRIA G SPL SR AEBURL, THl -

WARHE TR R AR AL il LR R 5 SPL 1Y
MEAER; 2T, BEFSHILERY
SPI AHE A LAY LA R -SPL E 5 AT E , &
A H B GG SO T N, XS IR
PEAR AR BAACIE

5 & pHEXILE RS SPLAAHEAEHIFA T 27
SRR, RS AT TR pH (T, 45 b3
MW AG ¥kl W JLASER 5 SPL WA B.AE
Az pH E W, ¥ B B4, MAEAE pH {H
™, HEMEAER A RTRRE, H#ES alH, Y pH
flik3.55.5.6.50,AH<0,AS <0, i JLEE S
SPT A AH A 3 22 o B AR L 2005 2 pHAE A
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5 pHEXTILZERS SPLAHEAE MM #2800
Tab.5  Effect of pH on thermodynamic parameters of

interaction between catechin and SPI

AG/ AH/ AS/
2151 T/K
(kJemol™") (kJemol™") (Jemol~'-K™")

293 -22.47

pH3.5 -39.99 -59.81
310 -21.45
293 -23.29

pH4.5 -21.89 4.80
310 -23.38
293 -26.53

pH5. 5 -72.43 - 156. 64
310 -23.87
293 -23.84

pH6. 5 —44.82 -71.59
310 -22.63
293 -20.57

pH7.0 8.38 98. 80
310 -22.25
293 -20.53

pH7.5 4.17 84.30
310 -21.96
293 -27.17

pHS8. 5 33.84 208. 20
310 -30.71
293 -30. 17

pHO. 5 4.18 117.24
310 -32.16

4.5 B ,AH <0,AS >0, 70T [AI/E s 3222 R S A
JEAEAE T s VA AL T v sl A R, AH > 0,
AS >0, F/EH F1 BB N BOKAHBEAER, 454
FEHR KPR ZE Bk B, TR ME S5 1A F T SPL 1935
fift, FL pH {EL7E 55 L BF 3 s SPI 3 M 1 B 22, SPI
ST KA S EOLASE - SPL £ & WsiK
PERAR , BELAS T ILAS K 5 SPL i s /K /E AR SS 4,
H IR BN BRE 514 T LR E S SPT K T L/
FHEs6 . 24 pH (EFF e 0 5 14, SPT ¥ fif 1k 4
K, BOPERREL N, SPL 2> T 454 e It A F T K41
TR S, (K L I 2 R i B AE T VR D, 1S RV TR

(b) 11871
K3 78 1S HH 5 ILRRIEHY

Fig.3  Structure of 7S protein, 11S protein and catechin

(T K, I B FILAS R HA Bk LA T
REA B T 5 SPI AR MR PR 55 141 k2 i /K AH B A
o JLZERZRAE S R pH (A T B B B 2 5k
it , 5 86 (AR B TR L i, ML R BN
4 pH (A TE P s S5 10T, JLAS R 5 SPL LB K
FHEAEHMS G .
2.7 JLEZE-SPI E5WH FXES
HRPGULHE R BOARIE], SPT AT 4324 28 7S 118 Al
158, Hob 78 A 11S A 3L SPI I 70% 2247
JEE R SPT A SRt o, I IRk SPT AR 7S
1S A5 ILR R Fxb ) |3 2
TS EM IS EHA SILERNE, K 4 K5 5351
JETS A S AR RS R, MK 4
ALALFE TS EEAYPA 3 NEEREES S5 T HILA
R, Horp gk MR 3L 20 5 h Ser275 | Ala283
GIn158 , "B A1 e =2 18] A7 78 5 ik 1) it K AH B AE .
LS AL TE 11S AR 2 DEERERES 5
T 5 ILA R WX E2, o m K M gk A AR
Gly242 Ser248, Z53RF W . SPI 5 ILA R Z [HJE 1
T 7 A, BT DUHEWTE LAS R 5 SPL 45 & it
R By e R LR R AL o S B T 2
() R 5, A R T FCAAS /N o3 FE R G PR
T R R VR, e LA R S 1S EE A
7S AL A IR HUKER ) RS EEAEH X
— 55 Rl 5SS R — 3, pH H A Tk SR
TILA RS SPLAHE AR 7 X 2y B K AH H.
1EH .
2.8 pHEXMILEXZ-SPI E&4WILERIKRE
Eap=AG!
2.8.1 pHIAAILE F-SPl £ 4 LA 04 %k
6 J& pH {EXT SPL AE A Y7L 1L 16 v & 7L 1k
gk, hE 6 nl %, £ pH N 3.5.6.5
BF, LA E-SPL 5% 540 pH E 54T SPI 3L

(e) JLEH
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K4 78 EHSILAKAXHESS

Fig.4 Docking result of 7S protein and catechin

BI5 118 #EFA-5 LA R A X s R
Fig.5 Docking result of 11S protein and catechin

BT B EZ R (P >0.05) ; 4y pH{E T, JLAS
E-SPLE G WA E Y B E R T RA
(P<0.05) Ffig pH (ARG K, LK -SPL Z 5
FLAb G 2 e PR E BT R 78 SPT 45 L i
(pH {H 4.5) BTk B e/ IME ; >4 pH H Ry Bl P
ILRE-SPL Z & WA EET AL E E 2R
(P>0.05) XAl figs& h FRRPESM T, JLIHIE SPI
AEH BRI, SPT M LAS R -SPL B & K R UL, il
AR REAY (B G ol N e o U1 V1 I 7 O B e I R ]
TR i PE S5 T, SPI 45 My v g e i o, 5 L%
FAHEAE RN, 2 AR R IO MR AL URL,
BRTEAGERAIMERIGSR, 2 pH EHH 7.5
i, &G A R FL AR e M LR pH (T SPI
73 ) 4R 7. 70% F1 13.44% (P <0.05) ,
B b, pH (HB WK, LA TR -SPL B G4 & By
5, PR R LA M B 2 38 K (A T pH B A B
WHE,SP1 5 LS R 2Z (a4 & K, A7 L gk
(AH B, S T b il s R AR AR ) B G 2 1)
HLZRFE -SPI E W AL E MM FF 2 T &, It
HhEEEFR 6 IMZE R A, JLAS 2K AT 3 = v B
PEZAET SPL R FLALAR & M Ul LA R & 55 3
SRS M RH T E AR E ),
o LB AT P I A A RS ) kA, pH (X

LA -SPL & AW LA 09 52 ) 55 2 18 5 7K M 1Y)
AR B LA R -SPL B G 3Lkt &
LA BN W AR T K A KIS pHL B ) 722 4k
i LIS - SP1 S & Wy 4l i) J U8 | DN 52 e &2
SRk,
2.8.2 pH{EsFILZEZE-SPI SLILiR # o A 49 % v
Kl 6 JE AR pH (X & A 1A R FLAR W B 520
HI Il 6 ATAL, 2 U 3R 78 R 1 A 58 vh AL RT R/S
AN FUIRE A ) FE 22 5 AR rh MR 25 1F T
6 pH X SPLRIE A WFL AL M AL AL R Y i S
Tab.6 Effect of pH value on emulsifying activity and

emulsion stability of SPI and complex
FLILTE FLALRE
SPI 2EY SPI 2HY

pH3.5 27.47+0.29" 26.94 +0.28" 10.23 +0.18° 10.36 +0.09°

415

pHA.5 18.41 £0.70° 23.19+0.00! 4.16+0.10°  4.28 +0.20¢

pH5.5 17.24 +0.81° 24.57 £0.53° 9.59+0.08¢  9.59 +0.13°

pH6.5 25.47 +0.26" 24.77+0.38° 11.12+0.12" 13.27 +0.13"
pH7.0 28.04 +1.45% 29.44 £0.24* 12.24 £0.16* 13.46 +0.05®
pH7.5 27.78 £0.23" 29.92 +0.74* 12.65 £0.05* 14.35 0. 42°
pH8.5 28.20+0.73" 30.57 +0.29° 12.70 £0.40* 13.73 £0.59"

pH9.5 27.49£0.73" 30.51 £0.16" 12.51 £0.05" 13.38 £0.27*"
AR FRRR RS B 2% 57 35 (P <0.05)
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(c) pH{E 5.5

(h) pH{E1 9.5

C-SPLAJLAHE-SPLE G,
El 6 ANIE pH {EN 2 A FL IR 52

Fig. 6 Effect of different pH values on emulsion of complex

FUILTRH BLAS R, FUIRRCRE AR ¥ 2], 7% pH
{Eoh 4.5 I, AT BB 2 BOR A FLALIURE , HR/NAS
— RJER N EA R R AL T 0, 2 5K A K
FULBRL R 5 R A — R, FLALWURL R AR B
HAF pH T, 5 SPLAAHLE , 245K 5 A9 2L AL UKL
RAEEE &, FLABOR BB, s R S5 3Lk
HPEAFLARS E PR AR — 2,

3 5% it

AT I ML R 5 SPI 255 26 H ) A E.
VERIBL B2 LA D5 1, 858 1 ASTR] pH {E AL BT
JLZRRYS SPLMEAE M, 48R &M, ILER
5 SPTFEREFR 5 v 25 5 28 M 7 48 58 X ] i 2
TR N ZFE MBI 2 5 B
TRASRGIAR B A FIBLH] & B, pH S A4 282 AN 5
JLZRZXS SPL K J7 3, 38 Z S DL A5 K

T, A B A0S 1 245, 24 pH
fH43.5.5.5.6.5 Bf & Z M A EAE A S EE N
AR 72 pH (E N 4.5 B, 352k SR R 7
167 MUERAL T sl ad P A R Rs, 32 gk A
HAER ., BEA, BRI EE P R AR R o IR ELE AL
EW L FWEGUKMER R, pH (E AT Ak
R SRR T G H T RE I T, 7R 2 1
TILEEMRIT, 5 SPL#H TN S5 4, ST 42 25
HAERAMFEERALLE,
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Effects of pH on Structure and Emulsibility of Catechin-Soy
Protein Isolate Complex

ZHAO Juyang', YUAN Huiping’, YAO Hengzhe’, CHEN Yiyu', GAO Shiyong" "

(1. Postdoctoral Programme of Meteria Medical Institute, Harbin University of Commerce, Harbin 150030, China;
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Qingdao 266100, China;

4. College of Tourism and Cuisine, Harbin University of Commerce, Harbin 150030, China)

Abstract: Soy protein isolate (SPI) was used as raw material to prepare protein complexes loaded with
catechins under different pH conditions. The interaction mechanism was explained by analyzing thermal
stability, fluorescence quenching type, binding site number, thermodynamic parameters, and secondary
structure content by differential scanning calorimetry, ultraviolet-visible spectroscopy, fluorescence
spectroscopy, and circular dichroism spectroscopy. The binding affinity between catechin and SPI, and
the emulsibility of the complexes were analyzed. The results showed that fluorescence quenching type of
catechin on SPI under different pH was static quenching. FElectrostatic interaction was the main force
between catechin and SPI when treated under pH 3.5, 5.5 and 6. 5. Additionally, hydrogen bonds and
van der Waals forces were the mainly intermolecular forces for the complex under pH 4.5. Moreover,
hydrophobic interactions played major roles in the interaction between catechin and SPl at pH 7.0, 7.5,
8.5 and 9. 5. The thermal stability of the complex gradually increased with the increase of pH value.
Furthermore, the SPI denaturation temperature of complex increased to 157.09 C at pH 9.5. The
emulsifying activity and emulsion stability of the complex at pH 7.5 were 7. 70% and 13.44% which
were significantly higher than those of the control group (SPI) under the same pH (P <0.05). The
catechin-SPI complex structure could be changed under different pH treatments. Thus, soybean protein

food base with good emulsibility could be prepared by regulating the pH value.

Keywords: catechin; soy protein isolate; interaction; pH; emulsibility
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