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Abstract: The aim of the study was to provide a reference basis for the preparation of high-quality rapeseed protein by salt-
extraction. Cold-pressed dehulled rapeseed meal was used. The salt-extraction process was optimized using single-factor
experiment and response surface experiments analysis, and the physicochemical properties were investigated and compared
with the protein obtained by alkali-extraction and acid-precipitation. The results showed that the optimal conditions were as
follows, pretreatment with phytase and hydrated ethanol, 0.75 mol/L CaCl, extracting medium, pH6.5, solid-liquid ratio
1:12 g/mL, temperature 53 “C and extraction time 90 minutes, and achieving a protein solubility of 27.96% under these
conditions. Furthermore, the resulted rapeseed protein achieved a higher protein purity at 77.12%=+0.63% and a lower phytic
acid content of 0.13%+0.01%, in comparison to the protein obtained by alkali-extraction and acid-precipitation method.
What's more, SDS-PAGE analysis revealed that the main components of salt-extracted protein were albumin. Its higher con-

tents of a-helices and S-turns dominated its stable and flexible structure, also leading to better solubility. This experiment
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provides a basis for using the salt-solution method to prepare high-quality rapeseed protein.

Key words: rapeseed; slat extraction; protein quality; physiochemical properties
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2032 FAERHETE 2 3 S (E (2020~2022 4F) 3%
£ 4%; A RE N AL TR EEZEFREZ —, &
WA E A AN ok T2 88.4 7/ N/KR, I
FERA T E AN, FRE ERE IR (2017-
2030) Y#5 i : # 2030 4, I EHJFE R & b 2 b
50% SHPE A AR .. HYEESE S
AT R D T8, T A SR fif sl e B AR =i e i g%
i S RIS EE DT, A B THEsh &
W) ZR G E TR R A R, )
2035 AR (T AR BEIA F] 2900 {23570, H
HrAE A S S T3 O RS 69%8), MR T
RISt FRERYE AR, bkl s
T 1753 J3mEM SERFOPRE TR E S — ikl
VEDI SR P @I =4y, FLER P & s . 2R
21 T, e — R T FL R i R L (H A
oA i E TS SR, 8 E T i el
BE, BRINMEEAC . SERFER (1 25 7 vk R 20 FE
pH SrEeasthilids | Ehva ik | Wil a2 e o il 45 45,
I LABRIA B2 TCk v Ry )z AR 7 i A
PASRFER = S PR TR . PUE R & Hmr . WfE
2%, FLEEFE S X FREEAS AU, K i i SO S A 2
P AT R A F AR AR A L EE .

VA N H RTME— Tl A H 45 mT & SR
PP, Al R O P B T B = AR
TR € i R R A= KL SUR Ty NI I e 3
[H; Burcon, DSM 72\ A &M $hikiZ e &8k . iR
T U8 A5 T A I SRR A B AR U S 3K 1S FDA
Y GRAS TAUEE™1, k4], Fetzer S5 78 RGEHRIT LR
T A ST R P b 2 B, PR PR R R B R R
0.25 mol/L NaCl n] 3203 = & (453, Mg 232
St ER B TR 1 S T 230855 B P IR HR AL
SR MEAER B AU W) % BAER PEEREE b (pHS.5) (R ik
i NaCl A F) T Sekr s A28, JTa5-5 s nT
SRR H AR AR P AR & B, BRI R AL PSR
AR R A SR IS 7 55 22550 DAV ME NG Sk T
OFAA A ERE, R 55 R (pH6.5) i R (150 mmol/L
MgCLy) $E BRI Jr il & TR G . CLiEvk A<
WAL SEAT R o BRIk R A B =X &R
BT A B TR | pH SEN Z S AR R RE A H B
M EE T R IBCSER . R, AS SCHERT A E 4 Sk A
b, DI RZ ¥ SRR Sk Sk, FEEA TH0 8 35 T
SR TRAL P A Bl 1, AT BRI 3R S e O 1T ST R GEAR
58 TERE TS B FOmAE | HEH pH SESEOSRKT
PRI SZ ], I DA PR TSN 25 11 S i B 5%
KT 1 SR ok BRSBTS F 2R 1 I W AR AR,

D815l o 1| B B o e i Bt B S oy LG 38
1 #MR5RE%E
1.1 MRS
Rz e MESERFIE S ML \ kAR 1) 7= S O &

A BRA SR SEAFER I GE/E CAP)  BRPERIFELT
AR BRA F s AHPRIE(S U/mg) . BT PR
HR—IK | SEARAL. TR IR AR R A BRA
] ; Bradford = 85 ¥ B2 52 i 55 & . SDS-PAGE
BEREtl RS . YL 1 Marker(14.4~97.4 kDa) .
AxFEH PRSI (F DTT) bt RHCA IR
I8 FRPRAS T AT S W AR MEY) 52 (0.1006 mol/L)

AU EDI IS SRR UER) ST B AR AT BR BT w5 HoAfihiat
FXEI R L= AT Al

BJ-150 Z IRl EVEFERBEIFERA

H; KRS FE28 B pH i1 ARRFERI 2R
(P EDHBRA T ; TGL-24M S E 0Nl Wisg
B A PR ) LGI-30F ¥R THENL  Jb gt
TR B K A BRONF]; UV-1780 B4 4R ] UL435t
JeETE EEER RN BRA T KN680 4= H 3))
PLIC 2 /A U ARG RERL AU A R A H
YS3010 43eil e P =R RHE A RS 75
NS-90Z Plus N1 EE K BAV 53 BTAL T R EE 5a Y
#53 A FR2\ 75 FEI Tecnai G2 F30 37 & S92 5 HL 7 i
IBE  2E FEI 2\ H]; Olympus FV3000 #0634
Wik BEAMRERICSHE; Apreo C A ST
F e FEERRWHIREIHEH (P ED B RA A
DYZC-MINI4 AUHL KL . WD-9143B EE AR R 58

At — YR A FH .
1.2 SKWHE
1.2.1 RS R A T2k
1.2.1.1 FHFEHE SR A TR

B 4 b HFRARE-ZB PO ﬁﬁfw

— O I T — . — — ¢
ot BITEL Highsm Wi %T i

FRFEA otk Tl B —— LR B0
SDP

Aoy W Ak O - HSCAEE dak R R v M SRR DR, My R ik
60 H i, B T4, RO Sk ok 45

A PR it - 2, WS T AR B . 7R RIS 96 3L -, SR
TR ARG G S BERT AL BRI A B SRA T UF . BGE
B S HESERF IRy, SKFERIE LE 1:8 g/mL IR &, ##%
1 U/g N AAB PR, FH 1 mol/L £k % V8 5 ¥ Wk pHS5
JEAE 50 °C 54 N 1 h )5, 4 °C 514 F B O
(8000 r/min. 15 min) WITHE, #F—2H 70% 2 FEFE
Bl L 1:8 g/mL. pHS. 60 °C 454 F4bEE 1 h,

BLODBTTE: LIRS IR AW, FRES T ESL
HUOTVE, UIVE RN I EE Sk 0 o
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TRV DI RESEAT O sk, S 3
WA TR ARG $EBOR OB, LIE BT,
PR TS BRI R -
1.2.1.2 SEFFEAIRSE T 200 RRESLE. 7F
ST BERTACER LAY |, ISR AR P A R
TN EZIPPINTERR, IR EEELFPZS . B TFIR .
pH. BHE LY . IR AR R R sz . B, [E
AR 0.5 mol/L . $2HX pH6 . &L 1:8 g/mL.
ZHEIRE 50 °C . 24T E] 90 min, FEFFZESA NaCl,
KCI., MgCl,. CaCl,. Na,SO,. K,SO,. MgSO,; [# &
CaCl, #EHUA T $2H pH6 ., KBHE L 1:8 g/mL . 24
HREE 50 °C. IZHERTE] 90 min, B FHREE N 0. 0.05.
0.25. 0.5, 0.75. 1 mol/L; ElxZ & F5mE >4 0.75 mol/L
CaCl,. B L 1:8 g/mL . IZHRIEE 50 °C | 1ZHEATE]
90 min, $£H pH 5 5.5, 6. 6.5, 7. 8; [&lE B TR
>4 0.75 mol/L CaCl,. #£HX pH6.5. IZ4#L1EEE 50 °C.
VRPEHE] 90 min, BHELLF 1:8.1:12,.1:16,1:20 g/
mL; [# 528 F38Z 4 0.75 mol/L CaCl, . 24 pH6.5,
BHAEL 1:12 g/mL . IZ32EEF8] 90 min, IZHEIEEE 30,
40. 50. 60. 70 °C; [# & & + 58 B£ 24 0.75 mol/L
CaCl,. &8 pH6.5, B L 1:12 g/mL. ZHEIEE
50 °C, ZHEHTE2A 30, 60, 90, 120, 150 min.

YV ATETR v B o W e A= RS e 64 € O B o O o 1 (D
BT RIS CaCly, BHA LS 1:12 g/mL ., $EHHET
[G] 90 min, | FH IR N T 43 Hri X pH., 5 FomE | 12
B3 ANHEEH L. HRIE Box Behnken i1
TR, #EH pH(A) | B TFIR B (B) RIEEE(C) A
Ar e, VISR TS 2o N AH (Y ) i 7 =B 2= =K
S rA i ;LS5 , AR AR BRI T2 A, ik
BRI S ERIT IR 1.

F1 ma R AR R & 5K

Table 1 Factors and levels of response surface experiment
5E S
K- -
A: pH B: B8 & (mol/L) C: fRECC)
-1 5.5 0.5 40
0 6.5 0.75 50
1 7.5 1 60

DL AR S v T 2738 R R L, B0
(8000 r/min, 20 min, 4 °C) J5 B Fi5 W, H BT 42
(3.5 kDa) TEZEAB /K FBNT 2 d e, BRI %+
WA ST SR, I2/E SDP.

1.2.2 BIATRDUERI ST S5 KaANE Iy

PRI TR TR H, BGE it 60 H I i i e v 15

SRR, BEEEALBR)S, R L 1:10 5 LB FoK

R4, FH NaOH V5K R pH = 12, £ 60 °C K4 F
= 90 min J5, B5.0>(8000 r/min, 20 min, 4 °C)H |-

W, FH 1 mol/L 1 HC1 7Y pH £ 4.5, & 4 h J5
B5.05(8000 r/min, 10 min, 4 °C)EILHE, B THS

FYSRFFER FTRE S, 184E AAP,

1.2.3 SKFEBLTE AR E
1.2.3.1 SRAFPPKSFE AR SEAME  RAH
IR GO R AP R S B K S &= . &% GB
5009.5-2016 1L [G xE &k (BR 1 T #6550 R %0 N=
6.25) W7 JFRHI B Ve Sk O R RS ot i 2 1
J R,
1.2.3.2 RFOFhPLEFRHE TS RMNE 6
T SR S AR AR 7 v D E AR S P R A,
DA BT B TR R — K B v i 42 B A il 2R R
Y=0.55637X+0.03658, R>=0.9996( X 7~ BIT Tk
TR E— 7K B (umol/mL) | Y ZE/RIAR LGS .
VTR FR BRI B2 ¥ M S KPR sl I B8 38K 0.1 g T
15 mL 048 7, 87K 1 T-2€ 10 min K&, A2y
90 °C MI#IK 8 mL FFZEA 40 min, F E R EIF HK
B 10 mL, i385 B 2 mL 5 0.1% #2 W L4148
24N 3 mL Al 4.0 mmol/L & Ab4" 2 mL iR G FEEIR
S 1 h J&, T 520 nm A REWR'CIE, FRPEFRERTIZE
SR e R A

FATR Pt SR FH — S e TR0 A i P AR
R b, FREUEESR 0.05 g IIA 25 mL Fthg (pH2),
REIE 60 °C 454 FA%4F 30 min, INA 0.25 mL 0.3%
AT RE K AZ BRI, FH 0.02 mol/L 11 =S8 AL i i
T 22 ER LT (0 H B (AR ST

CxVx0.2357

*E@f?g%(%) = T x 100 ﬁ (1)

A C 2 = E ISR M (mol/L) ;s V hii
TEVHFEM =AM AAFR (mL) 5 0.2357 fRFRA45
TFAERR VT HLA 2.8 1~ Fe’', Bl 1 mmol =& bkISFE
0.2357 g HHIR; W MRS BT (g) -

BN i S5 X RKAS A0 T R FHAR AR
R R SR PP I B B, VRS M ek, HAK
SRy, BUAR R B B T IR HESY 1 mL 55 0.5 mL
AT . 2 mL (19 7.5% BRERENIA VAT 7.5 mL [
HB A /K R HEIR S, 70 °C A& 4F 30 min J5, 7E 750 nm
TN OB, A5 kR T ZR Y=0.00975X+0.00616,
R’=0.998(X TR E TIRUKE (mg/mL) | Y FTREE
WG o BURFIAES, 1 g, LA 10 mL 70% B
s T2 iR iR BEIR S 5 min, 5508 7 (6000 1/
min, 20 min), B 1 mL b3 FE FaiR e ab 3, i
HAE 750 nm R IWOGIE, MRIEBRERTZ R 1 RE
S
1.2.3.3 SO ECRATUHATONEEF RO R 2
1. 1#% 5% (confocal laser scanning microscopy, CLSM)
XFSEHT « 2 VSO B B3 S U O O 45 44
PEATIEEN . BURE S I 1 mL 2.5% S8 1% [ %
24 h J&5, EHVKE Y A MLERE S BT AL 30 pm 198,
M YR AE JFH 0.02%FITC. 0.01% JE % 2. 1 1% Cal-
cofluor White Stain Xf Y] Fr #7440, = IRBESCYL
15 min, 43 BI7E 488, 545 Fl1 405 nm F A7,
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1.2.4 #hdEssfraE i 2ilE >R Brad-
ford W E AN [FIER I S0 T bR i th i, 15931
T H B EE AUAR AR D Y=1.95901X+0.002322, R*=
0.9925(X /R BSA M (mg) . Y FRBRIEICHED)

. BT BSA L E
EAREHZE%) = — LA — %100
Sy O = AR R E L 5

WD)
125 SRR IR R SO0EE R T 5

1#4% (transmission electron microscope, TEM )il 5E fx%
AEERT SF T SR PR B I M TE SRR, $RE
Wt 0.22 pum BEfS TRk AR X _L T 3E 10 min, 7% 00
PR SR A L I G (2 2 min, 2RI, 7E 300 kV
s R S TSR

1.2.6 ARFISEFFE B bFe bRl

1.2.6.1 SEFFEHECOESSTHT SRA YS3010 435G
AN SE SRR ARSI L7, " bYE, IS5 h
D65 eI .. EAR 8 mm MIELX | 10X, #5177 FIHR
A% TE RN B A TE J= , BGE t A oy APl 52 L,
PR AR R ST S I SO T, AR e I
A TIE o

1.2.6.2 HEHFEMWIEAL N S8 ik 1.2.3.1 1
1.2.3.2 Y7 RIME SDP (BT ) . AAP (i
FRUTEE ) . CAP(MTESHFE ) = FPARISEFFE 1
AR T i MpUs SR &

1.2.6.3 SDS-PAGE %¢ ¥ B vk &z ] = HR Wang
A0S [y Sy v T SDS-PAGE BERE L VK, IHAEE
MEU, BART R, BEl 5% MH4E IR 12% 14
Sy B, BUE B HIE WS AR v 101 SR
RA, 3 5 min 5 E5.00(6000 r/min, 5 min), B &
W10 pL $EF T BRE. FEPE R R TR UKERIE, #IthH
JE 80 V [ 30 min M2 120 V. HIKSE KRG R %
O P gL G R g 0, R TR B AR
TR AT o

1.2.6.4 8 H 02T 4G (fourier transform infrared
spectrometer, FTIR)IxE KA FTIR MEANEE 4
) AR, FREL— 2 AR S KBr LA 1:10 1RG5
Y5, S T LD AN GRS A b Al 4 U B (400~
4000 cm™) = #, & 5 F Omnic X 4 BL 1600~
1700 cm™"' P EEEIE A TR, FH Peak Fit 4.12 k{4
ST EE PR B A

1.2.6.5 SRAFEE I RETE S IOBREREN 1Y
IR M8, BGE BRSO 25 B oK P RS
il 1 mg/mL PR SRIER, iR TIRSYE% 1 h e, H
1 mol/L B HC1 #1 1 mol/L 1) NaOH ¥ %% % % pH
Z 3~12 [AAN[AHE, # iR F4ks2iR 5] 0.5 h, Bl A&
10 min(4 °C, 8000 r/min) B 3%, FH Bradford 75
E WP E A S &, H U AE] pH M58
HH R A T Y T A

= ISR EAFCYE
fli\/\ 00 = - — 100
%E“J " 4‘1(/) ﬁéiﬁlt{jﬂzg)ﬁé\ﬂ x

A (3)

[FIEHI 5 AN W] pH 4544 R 35 UL T ) Zeta
ERIvAS
1.3 #IEAIE

T SIS E AT 3 IR, G RO - HE bR T
22, R SPSS 20 Xt SL 4G B Hm 1 T AL AT ANOVA
B EFE M4 T, P<0.05 O B 3 M 25 5%, SR A Origin
2021 FHMAAEE .
2 HBRESHh
2.1 ERRES- CEFFUCIE XS ST a9 R

YU FEH & R BRI SRR B Y
EEHEZ P gk 2 R, MRS &K 24
P T A B T A SRR R SR R BT e IR R, Ab3
JE AISRATDF AR AR . AR FLEN & 2 T 4 B BRI R
24 0.84%. 27.91 pumol/g 1 0.65 mg/g, & GB/T
22514-2008 AR ) PR H kAR (i & i <
35.0 pmol/g) YR, [AIRPEREE FH R & i3I, 1X
[N RGRS R S oIy R U o =i ) N 1 S O (1 1S I T
71N, TSR T2 H PR 3R 8 1 BT AT AR e, i oy
THRR T A BEYS 510040, FLAR USRS R TihAE
(E 1a); WY EMEIR, J5A g anms . migS
AR PRSI, TR R AN SR BB A S
S — Y ERCIR (&) 1b), BV 24 18] 4776 558 55 19 25
F307 P2 TP USSR TR A S, vTEH R A
B INENT S AE Sk

T2 OSAPHHE D SR

Table 2 Chemical composition and content of rapeseed cakes

Koy MER HER Gt S

JEUR

(%) (%) (%)  (pmol/g)  (mg/g)

sy 128+ 3844% 40+ 12737+ 17.61%
56 K Vo ME SRR

MBI OF 0.13* 026  0.16° 1.08* 0.02°

ey 597+ 4014+ 084+ 2791  0.65+
e S

e 023 033 001" 0.18° 0.04°

TE: ARVNE TR [ — S8 bR 8 22 57 3% (P<0.05), & 5~3R6lA).

e HE B i HaEBR

B 1 SR BCRAT R oI SS+4 CLSM K]
Fig.1 CLSM images of rapeseed and rapeseed cakes
T a: THERKE, b: TRV MESRAFUE, ¢ IEESERF I
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2.2.1 SRATERAELAIRECR R R LY Ehes Rt
] B R ST I ERIAE RO . H &l 2a W11, 4H
[F) B8 o B A N R B RS — e BRI o=
AR 9 AR, Hirp NaCl s 2 F s H R e
=14 14.33%+0.30%, HRK 2 CaCl, i, HEZ
6] JC i 5 P 22 5% (P>0.05),, #H L2 F MgSO, I A
7 R ] WA A ER S A, AH W] BH S T3 AR R
SRR 0 SRR IR A ORI TRk, 5
Hofmeister 20 14 BH S 7R 7 AH—202; 71-3%, FIIH
CaCl, HEHL R HIE W P A R & 5 W 0T Ak
ZEALBHZH (P<0.05), XM 0.12%+0.003%, 31X 1] fE &
PRERAARR S 55 BS F 486, BUE T AR IR A 2
ULIEP), L8575 18 CaCl, AbPRA & A R R IR
FAFR 5% B8 R, ¥ CaCl, UEATER IR L R BUEE 1Y
flAk.s

@ 209 mEA PR 10
=V iy
- 16 1 . F0.8
é, 3 . ab b A , A \?
- 12 be ¢ Lo.6 &
H B o i
gﬁ D ¢ &
= 8 0.4 &
S 2]
K 4 . 0.2

S (.:\ C»\'” CJ\' %0'& %O'> %0'&

O KON © QJY
R
(b) 351 : ‘
30 i :
. .'lft{{‘ bgib ‘biii_lg
X ! :
< 25 FET
o
3 20 ! b
K Pob2 b
‘{J‘E\’ 15 babab e
E{ 10 4
59 ¢
o Ld
OGRS 120 XSS IR IR
pmoRyd it OO =T ! an
RN pH RHELL  RHREE R
(mol/L) (C) (min)

B2 BRI RN SN I BCR B2
Fig.2 Influences of extraction parameters on rapeseed protein
extraction effect

L AR PR R Rl — SR b B 22 53 10 3 (P<0.05)

TERAE TR B RS AR |, DE— s
R A S ROV R I SR I sE ), 255 an & 2b Jir
TNe ESE, R PSR H R B TR B R R R IS T
TR AR I S, B Tl A 0~0.75 mol/L i}, 25 14
SRS 0.12%+0.02% $E55 2 13.19%+0.18%,
Rt i Bt A 125 i B G RS, B LA R AT R, 31X
5597 75202 F) ] MgCl, $2 BGERFEE H i T s
B3 X A B DN B B R B ARG O BIER
BSFHREERRS N, B BT S A bR S A BAE ARG

i, DA HE S 1 B0 i, (H Y B ol gk — 2B K
B, B BB KRR S 14, B S5 8 s AR B
VBT, M 3 i 2 1 B A 3 H P, Rk ik 0.75
mol/L MBS FomAE . HIR, BT H38AE pH6.5 4%
TR IS BB N 15.84%+0.12%, IF7F pH7 4140 T
RIAL K 13.74%+0.34%( P<0.05) , #EN 5 5 HF
12S BREE 125 i 5 24 7.2 A 2P, R pH6.5
AT 20508 . A, R LE AN 1:8 HEm ==
1:12 B, 35 B H R 17.23%+0.90% 5N =
26.22%+1.81%(P<0.05), *HEHE LbaAkLg e, Bl
b 1:120 1:16. 1:20 B9 % 2 55 5 2 26.22%+
1.81%. 28.39%=+2.44%. 29.71%=£1.68%, & % H =R
B AL e, (BRI W sE, B4 mJo i kR
(P>0.05); CLHPERE Lb g3 sk o el 544 BT se
SRl N HERE 10U L %%, (H 25 B3 SCBRA: ™~
FRHA LA B R, RIAGE 1012 fefdeki b o
BE—2, 88 3 H SR A2 IR IR T (8] B2 i AR AT,
YR E N JerE e R RS, BARTE 50 °C Bfik
#) 27.13%+0.52% . £ 90 min FAYFEHAT [A] N3 =
28.39%+0.04%, HEW 5 &5 [ BT iy i ) 2 A 3P4 1
FATFEAE 60 H 25 A a] U E K, B H IR
JiA] fe <3 & A IRARUTTE M- BUE 1 BT 3 1 %
ARG BRIHEISE 90 min A feAEiE A ] .

2.2.2 SRAFERAFLVEERE NS AR
FEBIERE F, e CaCl, W . B L 1:12, 32
PEBFE] 90 min, AR T E—2EXF pH, B o JE
AR E AT . AR YE Box-Behnken JRIHHAT 3 [K
2 3 RGBT, I NG RN 3 i,

# 3w BT S 4

Table 3 Design and results of response surface experiment

WS A:pH  BETHE  CIRE EAFENRG%)
1 0 -1 -1 23.967
2 -1 -1 0 22.087
3 0 0 0 27.360
4 0 0 0 27.903
5 1 -1 0 20.430
6 0 1 1 25.082
7 0 -1 1 24.300
8 0 0 0 28.765
9 1 1 0 20.333
10 0 0 0 27.297
11 0 1 -1 21.401
12 -1 1 0 21.822
13 -1 0 23.550
14 -1 0 -1 23.616
15 0 0 0 28.121
16 1 0 -1 20.265
17 1 0 1 23.179

2.2.2.1 FAFTE R ITAA ST 5 07 2250

FIFH Design Expert8.0.6 A4 %F 45 AT 2245
BT (R 4), XTHLA WE 7 R IEAT 7 224537 i i 25
MRS, B BRI T ik Z oo A RLA, 1S 28R iR
WHR(Y) 5 pH(A) . B8 (B) AR H2IRE (C)
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BT A Y=—155.83067+45.7058 A+49.3294B+
0.70903C+0.168AB+0.0745AC+0.3348BC—3.8781 A%~
45.489B%-0.013586C%, H & 4 0] Hl, LA P <
0.0001, B AL A0 0 0 52, RRAR 4y Hh fz AR &
55 may 8 AR B 22 A OGRS AR B Y G $BLIE
0.7452, BRI B2, WIrE2 M THEAB HERYS
pH. B 73 B AR Z AL R ZI0HRE R
R’=0.9858, LR AT, #F—F1, —IRIFA(A.
C) A kI (A%, B>, CH Y P{HIJ<0.01, 32 H I
AC. BC i P {H<0.05, BP 4% A% i 28 506 A5 A 52 iy
.
F4 EABAETT 2007

Table 4 Analysis of variance for regression models

SRUEER  SEOrA HEEE ¥Ur Ff PlEH BEHE
LY 132.62 9 1474  53.84 <0.0001  **
A 5.90 1 5.90 21.54  0.0024 o
B 0.58 1 0.58 2.10  0.1903
C 5.89 1 5.89 2151 0.0024 o
AB 0.000705 1 0.000705  0.026  0.8770
AC 222 1 222 8.11  0.0248 *
BC 2.80 1 2.80 1024 0.0151 *
A? 63.32 1 6332 23137 <0.0001  **
B? 34.03 1 3403 12435 <0.0001  **
C? 7.77 1 7.77 2840  0.0011 o
B2z 1.92 7 0.27
R AT 0.46 3 0.15 0.43  0.7452
2R 1.45 4 0.36

A 3 134.54 16
R 0.9858 9 Ry 09675
T *FRORZE R (P<0.05); **Fon 22 Fi i 3% (P<0.01) o

2222 WA HEZZ BAEHSGHT AR ST R
b, BT T R T2 A D R R A s
SRIVRZM . AN 3 BT, ALY b 58 5 PR ER X .
TR BEN . FF AR, S m &M BDE, SR
7 SRR B pH(A) | B T30 (B) M HEHGE
BE(C) g R S ST Ja R B 24, 1 BHFE M N,
HH AT AP R N AL, BRI Sy RAT. RIS 45 54
HIHRE, A2 HAEH AC. BC X8 H BUis H SR i
2 (P<0.05), Z"YRIA A2, B2, C? %45 i H 58
B it 25 (P<0.01) o ATE BT R ok, srbr i feds:
B R PR A SN pH6.42, B T3 EE 0.75 mol/
L. ZHRIEE 52.91 C, Z&M THISE B RN
28.05%. ZESLBRERAE, B IEME R T 235
LA CaCl, HERESFHEATHREL, B F 98 /F 0.75 mol/
L. pH6.5. IZHRIEE 53 °C. B L 1:12 g/mL | $2HL
B TH] 90 min, AR R HEFT 3 IRCPATEESE, 15818 M
SRV R 27.96%+0.54%, 5 FRIS(EAH XY, S2U6G(E
FIFIIIE EAT B A (A DG, D6 RH 2 o7 TR AS TR R
AL AR

2223 SRATEPIRBURIES T XTEALSFE T
FASRAT R PR BUS IR A TIE SR AR .t B 4 mT 4,
FRVE PRI T ST AR 1 R 43 AR — g Bl sl sk

HEBUEHE (%)

e
RS

Pl 3 A% P o ity v ]

Fig.3 Surface plot of responses to each test factor
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Fig.4 TEM images of salt-extracted rapeseed protein solution

IRIE RIFAE (FHARL 25 nm), /DR g PRtk el SR 42
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2.3.1 ANFEEFFEAMEGE RIS 203k
KR AR EPEWN R 5 FiR. ATLLE H, SDP Al
AAP W L", a"., b'RIZE5 B3 (P<0.05), H:Hr SDP 2
IRBEERO, . AAP SR (A, 5 CAP IR (A7 AL
W ) 2505 (1] 5), 3l A 2 G e %A
NIRRT, Tl ey S R A USUSON A



- 286 - £ Tl B

2026 4F 8 A

xS AFSFFEANGE
Table 5 Color of different kinds of rapeseed protein

KR FRIEBITECSDP  BIAMUIEIAAP TS EMICAP
L 87.73£1.02° 70.93£0.34° 97.02+0.12°
a 0.48+0.02° 6.06+0.15" 2.40+0.06"
b 20.46+0.19° 29.73+0.13° 16.64+0.14°
AE 21.62+0.62" 39.33+0.16 15.90+0.12°

BRER A AR O . SN, i EATIERAT 1Y
SERFHE H PRI IR TIE 19T, 507 525"
JH S5 IR e ERE AT RIS SR 3K

& Q@

K5 AFESAFEAMDLA A
Fig.5 Optical images of different rapeseed proteins
TE: WNZE AR Ehig B A BOATRUIE A R
*}E El o

2.3.2 AFEISEM & A MRl S & Wil
AT LS 3 L 0 B SR i W B AE R, ik 6 it
7N, SDP P EE & RN 77.12%+0.63%, W& T
AAP(P<0.05), SHTHAER S H & P Sk 3 1
2li BEAH I, H R KT Jia 5P Rl NaCl £k
8 U B A5 3 AT 9 T S 11 0 S SRR R 1 94.39%+
1.70% FAZEEE, HEI—J7 T8 5 LSS0 E A SR H L A
KRR SEAPAIAT G, 53— 7 THELA R MR RS
of 8 Uk -3 T AU b B S H Al AR R T TE
PLEE IR & 12 )7 1, SDP A9 AE IR & fi S A A Ky
0.13%+0.01%, X M RESEERhIF IR D Ca” SR E S
ULTE YA, TS o Fe A R N & 5 3 H — AR5
Hi; {5 SDP Wi S B 3E S T AAP, X 5 E %
ST FH 55 R v R 1 1 A8 00 SR AR 1 rh R A H B
H . BIARR UL A5G 21.7 umol/g HY4E SRAH I ;
B3 A WFFEEE th, TR pH(3~7) Y5 Bl N 1 iy $2
BCRILPANSZ pH S2IRPY, TAERRE S8 T HAR R
B pH T W e, BIAR R B 5 5 Tk R
R RS s SDP I £l & 55 CAP AHIT, JF
P BALT AAP, X2 AAP BiEETRIGE

o MEAMAD KGR

Table 6 Chemical composition and content of rapeseed protein

JEE A (%) TR (%) Bt (umol/g)  E M (mg/g)
SDP  77.12+0.63°  0.13x0.01° 3.43+0.13" 0.13+0.02"
AAP  72.75£1.59°  0.61£0.06 1.95+0.29" 0.43+0.02°
CAP  80.74£0.87°  0.27+0.01° 0.20+0.03¢ 0.120.008"

2.3.3 KNI[E K 1A SDS-PAGE K FH SDS-
PAGE 43 HrEL s ik 5 i B 1L X il A8 52 A 4R,
FRY S o AT IR g RIS, LR A Sk 8 1 22

12S Bk 1 (Cruciferin) 1 2S & H (Napin) 2H 1,
Bk AR A, H a-Z2KEE(30.0~40.0 kDa)

il p-22 iK% (20.0 kDa) DA sl ZE 322 40 AR, 8 A
ShTR B L, HH 4% 2 iK4E (4~5 kDa 19 /)NaE FlT 9~
10 kDa WS ) 2l ME 6 7T & H, SDP BH
S 3 545, S FETIE~31. ~20.1. <14.4 kDa,
FfLh<14.4 kDa %5745 > 32, ULHH SDP H1 Lk Napin 20
Sy EZ2; M LE, APP 5 CAP ££45L P IJCH] il <14.4 kDa
B 457, 33X B N Napin RIS PESE A HA45H,

P 117,
..I ———
# s
v ey d Ie

31kD

. —
; — Napin
SDP

AAP CAP

K6 SRk SDS-PAGE &3
Fig.6 SDS-PAGE diagram of rapeseed protein
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2.3.4 ANFEESEFE DY FTIR 61 Al B 41
BTSSR ESAN I 43T, 3RS
MWERE 1717 (1600~1700 cm ™) 47 25 35 F AL FH T AN
[ 2 S AT A o-1RE . p-YTE . p-FEFATC
FIE R BART S 2P, & 7 A= RESERFEE A FTIR
Pk B B S, Hod 1612~1631 em™ | 1689~
1701cm ' 5 Y& 454G 3%, 1631~1645 cm ™' 50
B A 26, 1645~1678 cm ™' 5 a- 12 E4S H A ¢,
1678~1689 cm™ 5 B st ¢, iz 7 nJ 40,
AAP 5 CAP ZH&EMLE LM, BARE&h p-3T

f-sheet

E‘E‘ 5
2 2 S
m\ﬁ‘ =
Q| i 3

Random coil

d*A/dv?

1720 1700 1680 1660 1640 1620 1600
W (em™)
K7 SRR FTIR Jtik
Fig.7 FTIR spectra of the rapeseed protein
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Table 7 Secondary structure of rapeseed protein

FEEL pTE(%) RGN (%) o IRBE(%)  BEA(%)
SDP 22.44 17.37 2041 39.78
AAP 3478 17.58 17.40 30.24
CAP 35.48 17.78 17.00 29.74
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Z, WENDRIA R DT A FR 55 S 25 S o e A AR 1,

MIE R T S g-3r & 454 ; SDP AR AHXT 458
= o MR E RN A5G R A i 5 LR & Napin( R 4R
Napin EA7 55 LU a- 12508 ) A7 B, i) H BAg

TR RE OGS S R WIE . IEA 1, ASIRIEE FH [a] A JGEL

NS EICH E 255 . BRI £ S gk il

B SR VLA SIS I RS, SR RS

SEUO) PRIRIFSE 45 SR A — 2k

2.3.5 ANFESATERAMEFARE BEABEMME

FA W) A e BB DI REARRE R, anEl 8 R, FE
pH3~12 5[ P, SDP. AAP FlI CAP 4% fiit P ¥ [
% pH MFHE R SRS THE ka3, HARRZ%
4 SDP(29.29%+0.99%~75.17%+2.77%) 5 AAP
(17.26%+1.22%~76.59%%1.09% ) FH Et.ELAG o5 25 (1 45
R, 5 DAY A — 3, (B AR

FHAEUY SR FHERA 45 6 IE PR HUE 11 85% LA 5
B (pH2~12), il & H AU Ab B 25 T SRep R Y

VSRS . 209, AAP F CAP 14 I ft 155 Y 7E
pH=~4 Lbs/IN, T SDP WITE pH=5 B U % fif B f /S,
HEM 5 AAP R AERTT(pH4.5) #4745 (1 B HL4H 45
PIBREE A =, 1 SDP L Napin “HEAH K. AN, #H
StREE, AAP K1 CAP YJTE pH4 451 Zeta Ho{vi 4
SHE /], SDP ZE pHS B Zeta HA/3EE 0 mV,

@ ¢ -=sppP
-e- AAP
70T -a-cAP
:i; 60 -
N 50
S 40l
30 + 2 b
20 - \g/h
10 1 1 1
3 4 5
® 30] 4 CISDP
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Fig.8 Solubility characteristics of rapeseed protein
under different pH conditions

T:: a: VARRIE; b: Zeta LA ; AR FRE R R — &1 T KR )
BARA T2 5 B (P<0.05) .

3 &g
AR SRR [ A ER BRI T 20T T &Gtk
., FEXF SN [ AL P EA T T AR, S5 R 2

BH, LI R v Mk S UL, AEEA TARIR - 27K 2
B Ao YR AR B A SRl |, A CaCl, B9 N PR B IR,
TEBS T9RJE 0.75 mol/L. pH6.5., KBl L 1:12 g/mL,
53 °C 41 FIEH2 90 min, £885.COBHTR IS 7 3454
M & i . U s E T S m IR SR B ) S 1%
DI EHAE L, SR ST SRAFE L AR 8
Napin 2153 B B INRE i A a5+ B B AL s i
Frrko 25 b, ERISVEATVE S S B L Rl e
RBEAEZ —, A 2R FT AT AL X B v i A kT
I RSER, S BT R PR A ST 4
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