ERT5 BRRRSAL BB 1
JEME G ESER M HASEHEAS
IEERRIE BT

KA, XE2
(BB E W) TR 2B I AR 5 5% 266045)

B OE. BRI TR a TR, EFORANEGHLRABRERAE ., At—F I L BN, 8 BRI
#Fo Oshorne 55 B EFBEH IO BFOA T LML EG(AFG HEG SFG), 3T L2 o) s 8T
. BREN, ARAEAASESTESH —REM KABHARETEAERNLEF XLEMmEFFaHdhnE
PR SLAGHE AT M RROR B S i E R IR RRE S, v, B9 R@HR KRR, A 5751.67, F &
AR GWARR A AR BB, 2 BEORGFE G IAERIZRIE, 55 A 65.28 m¥g F= 46.37 m¥/g, L5
BEGHIAETERIR, A 16523 min; 5% O F il B @ 2B bt @ A ILEAT, 5 5 % 5.80 g/g A7 5.24 g/g.
KR B E; BR s BRa; B R ARG A ik

Physicochemical and Functional Properties of Chickpea Protein Isolate and Its Components
QIAO Fangrui, LIU Quanlan®
(College of Biological Engineering, Qingdao University of Science and Technology, Qingdao 266045,
Shandong, China)
Abstract: Chickpeas are important bean resources, with a high protein utilization rate and balanced amino
acid composition. Chickpea protein isolate and its components (albumin, globulin, and gluten) were obtained
via the alkali extraction-acid precipitation method and Osborne fractional precipitation method, which was ex-
pected to enhance the application prospects of chickpeas. The physicochemical and functional properties of
chickpea protein isolate and its components were then studied. The results revealed significant differences
among the protein components in molecular weight distribution, secondary structure, and surface hydrophobic-
ity, which led to differences in functional properties such as solubility, emulsifying properties, foaming prop-
erties, and water/oil absorption. Albumin had the highest surface hydrophobicity at 5 751.67, demonstrating
good foaming capacity and stability. The protein isolate and albumin had high emulsifying activity indices of
65.28 m?/g and 46.37 m*/g, respectively, and the protein isolate showed the strongest emulsifying stability
(165.23 min). Gluten and globulin performed better in oil absorption, which reached 5.80 ¢/g and 5.24 g/g,
respectively.
Key words: chickpea; chickpea protein isolate; chickpea component protein; physicochemical property;

functional property

HEE W

Fdr g, 2 a2 B 8 B R AL K GBS A S AT RS AT RS T A, 2026,47(13) :59-66.

QIAO Fangrui, LIU Quanlan. Physicochemical and Functional Properties of Chickpea Protein Isolate and Tts Components[J].
Food Research and Development,2026,47(13) :59-66.

JEWE T (Cicer arietinum L.) &—4EA K S RMEY) , B ESHIE T AENREREENTRTIRZ
JEFHRARI, HASIEMAERE, 2o TR — REGERLREE G . TP e

LR L7 8 VG AT IX 2021 4E R RMR I H (2021-22)
VEZ T T B (1999—) , B (D) AL, HFFE 07 1) < £ B2t o
SEEVER X422 (1974—) , 2o (), R T WSS 5 1)« 25 28 T 558 = EAEMLE 86 (5 200 M S T .
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EFME, & & ZME R R I oK &Y & &
TEGRPAERTH, o AR E FRE5H Eay s
P BEA R R EEIRA NG, Y T N T
B RS H AR,

UEAEA , BB R BE £ it 7 oR A RG4S
A PR AR SO = T AR R AT R P SR A 7R
ARER R e £t Vs o ) 5 2l e R o R A iz FH
W, JE WS G S B L 2 T E Y 20%~
30% , HEA AR i 25 ab i 20 . R, Jo g
AR R T R B R AR R TR

S T LA R D RERREE R DA TR A H
HIRAL DR 22 S A BT b SRR 4 4326 1 ) S5 A8 R AiE
WYIMC . BT, R 2 TIEW G0 B E H 32
I Lo — T RE R PEH , TR 45 21 40 2 1 TR ALY
TR XA JRE B, 5 S 3 — 2 AR AR B W T A 1 19 A 0
PE R CHAE B S By 8 ), LAE S HAE T e &
AR SR I & R

AW R IR B2 174 2 Osborne 439073 25 14
B G B AR BRER A E A, IR
RN TERCEE R BT R AR 2T A GIE R B K
PEO TSR T B, X EE 4 FhEE P, DA & g
i B A H

1 R 5FZ®
1.1 Aok

JEEWE G TR S VRBR IR « A 5 — k2= R A R
A3 8 AR IC Y (Marker) « J6 50 2R3 5 B FRA ]
A AL AN L ke AR R 40 (sodium lauryl sulfate,
SDS) | = 5% H 3% & FE H I [tris (hydroxymethyl ) amino-
methane , Tris], VK TS 2 « [5] 24 48 P Ak 243500 A BR A D
% Ll R250: I AR BHIE A AR A BRA ] 5 4 1l v 2R
AR TAY TR A BRAR S, 5 - AR (2-fi
FEFEHR ) B-E KL 212 | 8-F - 1-Z5 0 2 (8-anilino-1-
naphthalenesulfonic acid, ANS) : [+ 1 22 50 #k A= 4L Bl £
A R  Laemmli #5122 th i H 2R (glycine, Gly) -
R A R BRA F . TR R Al

0.1 mol/L Tris-Gly ¢t BC il : ERA PR 12.11 g
S RPREET S 7.5 o HEAR, H £ 8 FKIEmIT
FEARZRE 1000 mL 2 8. Ellman 270§ : #E6FRE
39.6 mg 5,5 - AR (2-fiF FIK R ) , ] pHS.0 1Y
0.1 mol/L Tris-Gly ZZ PR i I E 45 % 10 mL FR A%
1.2 AU

FD-1A-50 H25 R VR TR . BI LU AR A R
F) s PHS-25 BUEC pH i1 LR 2R A0 a A IR
F) 3 LG10-2.4A 5 3 250 AL« b 7 B0 A BRA A
UV-2550 54N e T : H AR B HA ] 5 FLI70 28

IIOLEETE: LR R AR AT IR A F] 5 DY CZ-24A BIRL
e B AL UKA : AU S — AR R A BR 23 W) 5 Nicolet 1S10
A L AR L LA : 2 I FEER R RBHEL A F
1.3 Ik
131 JEME G5 8 1 M2 43 2 A 4

T G4 B AR (chickpea protein isolate , cP)=
% Ahmad Sofi “FWIHY) B 75 R L 10 AT HR B . s T8 1
BB R R JE L 120 H L LUBHE LG 1:10 (g/mL)
S HERA), FIR TG 12 h J5 R & T ok
Ab B ) 5 T W SRy LUBH EE 107 (g/mL) % T K
H, F 1 mol/L NaOH & WU %5 pH {2 9.0, 76 it
TiHGE 4 h J5,5 000 r/min B0 15 min U B 7
W, 11 mol/L HCLFWRATY pH {2 4.0 fff Ly R
HULIE, 5 000 t/min 2544 F &0 5 min J7 BUE A TURE,
FH 1 mol/L NaOH W4 pH (H 2= H SR R T . B
THEE B R B R B L, T 4 ChEfr e

JE U 55 20 43 8 R Osborne 73 9% 3 25 35 474
JRUS), Y I RV s oy 5 S B FKAR 1:7 (g/mL)IRS),
H il FIRBE 2 h J5,5 000 v/min 2 fF FE 0 10 min, -
IH WD R JE WE G 8K A (chickpea albumin protein,
CAP). ¥ E.LJRMTTIE S 5% 1Y NaCl IR & 21T
FAIR R, B0 5 LI VR RI o 1 M S BR2E 1 (chickpea
globulin protein, CGP) SBFELO R BIUTIE S 0.02 mol/L
NaOH ¥ W IR & SEAT AR Rl R4, B0 5 B T8 W R0 o 18
g G2 25 1 (chickpea glutelin protein, CGTP) . ##77 I-
TR pH E 2 4.5 Zidy, 73l 3 Fhél r e b i L 1
5000 r/min 25PF FES 0 5 min BILHE N A 87K,
FH 1 mol/L NaOH ¥V I 15 pH {8 2 HPEJ5 ¥ VR T4,
i B G WE S A3 R FUBOR  B BHEAE . TESRIUE WS O
HH RS AR LI PR S I, B AN 2% JE AR IR A T s
ESRnW
1.3.2 SDS-Z PN I Tk Jiie B K¢ HL Uk (polyacrylamide gel
electrophoresis , PAGE)

RV IE NG BE IS L UK 2% Hughes 25819109 J7 035
UVEEE T RIS ORI WO B 1 70 JS AR U
IR KA SERE BB AR R o #F 2 mg 1 4 FhEE A
£ i o B RE TR R AR A F 89 1 mL Laemmli
R 2 v (pH6.8) 1, W 5 min J& , 12 000 r/min #5
> 5 mine BEICELC A BY FIH RIS AL T BER AL
80 V HLJE Tz AT 15 min FEATHE S RAH , P4 1L 4
4120 V 3z 4T 40 min SEAE S I HARICY) (Maker)
TFo BCH B Uk 58 Y BEIKE , 1175 E 5 i R250 ¥l
B TR HTR B R A T G (A RBE (5, KE BRI A E
FT IR S50 T AR BRSO ik PR
1.3.3 (G HUIH SR ANEE

SR FE I kI AR . R A
FNRACER 53 T 5 WS TR &, el v A, feff A L
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AT AU E H AR S ZE I 4 000~400 em™!
HILLAMNR IO , 73 BER R 4 em™ BT 32 s,
1.3.4  FHHKME

R PR i 2 T B K 0 5 2R FH Kato 587 755
PEATIE 2498 . FIH 0.01 mol/L B2 522 wh i (phos-
phate buffered saline, PBS) AL #l 100 mL,0.1 mg/mL &
FI R, WK R 2.4.6.8 .10 mL 435 & F 5 4
10 mL 2550, INA LB T /K EZ o 200 4 mL AN
e B A AT, A 50 L i ANS, BEREERES R #E
NS min J& 65 BT TR I, 1
B R 470 nm R DR R 390 nm, ELEE G AR
& (photomultiplier tube , PMT) {185 2 350, il 2 #5401
AN [ P35 28 IV TR BT R 7 s . LA i B
W B R R AR AR, R B AR R, 2 A R il
LR R R B R A Y SR T K
1.3.5 Hik5 s

BB HEE (—SH) & & W E 2% Beveridge
SEO 5 I AT IS A

i 5 0 3k I A < B 25 mg BRI RE VAT
10 mL 0.1 mol/L Tris-Gly 2% M , 25 “CHEEOGIEF 1 he
i E 52 W5 , 5 000 r/min 254 F 5.0 10 min B F
WM AE 412 nm AL FIEW O

SRS B I A AR 25 mg R TRE I T
15 mL Tris-Gly ZEMK .25 “C & 1 h, WHELS RGN
A 15 mL 12% =@ LFREEW .5 000 r/min F51F T 2.0
10 min (EHCFENT o AR S5 UEVR 3 Ik, AAR BIDT
VEY EE T 10 mL Tris-Gly 28wt , in A 100 pL
Ellman 375 78 4018 50, M@ M W AE 412 nm P K Ak
WERE . WS H AL (—SH) & & BA AL & 8 & 6
BE(S—S) EFaEmi A AR T,

7353 % A,, XD
== (1)

S=Y,-Y, (2)

A Y S S S AL R A S Y & umol/g; 73.53
y‘j%ﬁ’ Aupn ﬂ\] 412 nm {)}:{%ﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ %EEB\%//K
JE, mg/mL; D R RES b B (S—S) & i,
wmol/g; Y, Y, 4300l Bsi e S Hi e & i, wmol/g.
1.3.6  HfIE

A R D E 2% Cepeda 0O J5 15 I
FEE . B 10 mL 1% &8 P19 R, FH R 08 W 7
pH {H (2~11) 5 5 000 r/min &L 10 min J5 53 B %,
DSE 38 W rh s e BT A s DAAR IS 2R vk
J& 595 nm bW s il bR i 2, AR vt 2 7 ok
y=7.57x+0.021 4(R?=0.991 08) . 2K )& E (P, %)
LT AR

Y

_M,
P-M x 100 (3)

0

KMy A BE A B, g M, o LR T A
HI R, g0
1.3.7  FLAIEHIR B IR E P
B LAY E BRI E 27 B e g A I iR T
AT S . 15 mL 0.1% EAFARS 5 mL K30
BT B0 T,20 000 r/min BI5 120 s, 435 25 plL
KB AT G 30 min FIFLW, 5 5 mL 0.1% SDS #
W — R AGRAE I E 500 nm AEWERE . FLALTE S
BN, m¥g) MFLAEREPE (W, min) 3% AR ARG TE
_ 2x2303xA XD (4)
C x ¢ x 6 x 10000

x At (5)

W=

A-A,
KN NFETE TR, mYg; WoRFLLRRE M,
min; A.Ay N 0 min A1 30 min BIWOGCHE ; C NEH Y]
TR, o/mL; D KR B 20,2005 @ HGAR, 1 em;
0 A IAARFUI%,0.25 5 Ar S U EFIE], 30 min.
1.3.8  ACiURE ) R i R e
BT R BRI A 57 45 5 A O
HEATIE 8% 145 50 mL YR JE K 1% RORE AN
ABLLAE,20 000 r/min Y5 mine & AR AT
5 J5 30 min B TR S B . R HLHE T (Q, %) AR i
FENE(D, % )8 IR ARITE .

— VO
Q=7 x 100 (6)
v,
=— X
D V 100 (7)

Arp:Q NEWAEST, % D WM ENE, %; V.
Vo Vi 23 3 R %1 G AR FH 0 min A1 30 min B} A9 30 76 44
M, mL.

1.3.9 MoK b it

FH F J5  7K P (water absorption capacity, WAC) &
W% 3174 (oil absorption capacity, OAC) Il E 2% A1 /%
SRS Ty A T 2 A

R E BRI IE - 0.5 g R EAFERIMAS A
10 mL 2 & 7K AUE 55, T 25 "CHFE 60 min.
5000 r/min £ F B0 10 min Ji7 BUH 30, FREC L
B T Y B,

B I o 0.5 ¢ SRR E T A
5 ¢ REGMARE %5 . KRG YHE 30 min, 7E#
B, BEFE 3 min 54— UK. 5 000 r/min 25 1F T E
O 10 min J5 P EJZ A, FRE BRI T P 5
Ho R R WOK R R T A AT

qux 100 (8)
0
ozux 100 (9)

U WO K, ele; O IWIMTE , ofgs Mo Wo ol
EEFES PR, g M MDA B RRINE AR P, 2
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5T B AR IRK BB, g My NI BSO R REE
PR b WA A 8 L VR i, @5 W A A B
HEES T, 2 5WME N KEmETRE, oW, VIFEE
O AR PR SRS I 5 LA T L g
1.4 Hdlssrbr

AL Y AT 3 WEE 5 BCOFHE , Sk &
Excel #bBH, 5% F Origin 2024 ., OMNIC #{F4: 18, %
G114 SPSS Statistics 27 4T B HERGLE .

2 #BR5HW
2.1 SDS-PAGE %53

JEWE GBS HE A BRE AR E AR
SRR 5 454 R i SDS-PAGE HL K K LA 1,

A Marker — AFEZE FIEN BREH  AEA
e
a
100 kDa S S = -_.k
70 kDa — —  — —
S0kDa  Gem— Sl - Q
40kDa Cem— -
35kDa  CEE— ‘ : ' .
B G L
o e ol B8 o &8
15kDa  em— ' = _—
———— S
10 kDa e— | m— n o — ———
B Marker  ZFEEE N HER #AEA
250 kDa ¢ NS e 1 { e
130 kDa e | . R ! '
100 kDa S | |
70 kDa I bl | v | po—
Ere - e G e
35 kDa T ———
-y iy —— m——
25 kDa, B Kpwadaad
20kDa Gumeen® - it 1 o
T :
15kDa  /— -
10kDs Al—

AR JESAT B ARIR A, Marker SHFRIER
B1 ERESEEERHANEAELRFHSERREGETH
k&R
Fig.1 Electrophoresis of chickpea protein isolate and its

components in reduced and non-reduced states

A1 AR PR JRAPE T, CPL 5 HAth 4] /3 B
(CAP.CGP.CGTP) 53 fii B A #a [m] , F 2041 T 95~
100.70.45~55.30~40.22 .17 .10 kDa X 7 N{uFl . H
H1,95~100 kDa £%H7 HE & FE 5 i 7776 oK 58 2 ff 25 19
T H 2 RIRS ARG 1) 8 W 3L 9T 85 70 kDa 7]
A5 T2 11 B A BRI AE 5 45~55 kDa 7T REJZ 7S
W HE B AFFE 5 30~40 kDa RTRER 11S FR1E W FE ol 7S
W IEAEAE 522 kDa AT BB 11S 1 30 3 F B ml A
J0 517 .10 kDa R 2% T sl B = i), AR R TR
M, CPL K HA 43 B 1 4 48 H 7E 30~70 kDa 2
] , 5 B SRR (TR RIS, 30~50 kDa iy 7S BREE 1 &

BELZCT R R I L 3 T4 5 30~40 kDa iy 118 BREE R
P FE 2575 5 20~30 kDa Ry B 4 37 3 5 30 kDa A BB
11S BR A A B W 3 78 JE 38 SR 45 14 F LA sg 8 U7
FE, B0 HA Y I & AR 3R 4 45 6 S 35~40 kDa A fig
S TR WV B R A A B S B A 2
22 (HE AL IS

JEWE G B E A A EE ERE RS B AR
AR LT AN R LI 2.

E
E
g

5204

3
g
= <

00 1 000 500

D L1591S

4000 3 500 3 000 2 500 2 000
W/ em™!

B2 E¥ESEEAREASEONEEMHTRIMIEE
Fig.2 Fourier transform infrared spectra of chickpea protein

isolate and its components

& 2 AN, M O B AR LA 6 MR, 2H 0
EHA S DR, Hr  7E 3 500~3 200 em™ X 3k
4 FHER IO EARL, JEARILE 3 400 em™! B, iM%
XA B O—H R4 dR 3 . 7E 2 900 em™' 4b 3%
A7 IR REAR 0, 3 R F ok 6 2 R R N v ) A N
C—H B4R 35 &0, 78 1 700~1 600 cm™ i N
BERE 1 47, RA CPT A 4REIE, IR T C=0 {H4E R
3. 4 FEEITE 1600~1 500 cm™'F1 1 300~1 200 cm™
AR 43 SR N T e T A7 AR Iy, £ 225
N—H 25 i i sh Al C—N fh 45 IR shfl &4 K07,

2.3 RMHKE

JEWE Gy B HE A BRE A MAE AR

BAKPELE 3,

6000
5000

4000

3000

ik

2000

1000

0
MEEN HEA

HKEH  SEA
ANRlINE R R B (R B] 25 57 3 (P<0.05) o

3 ENEASEARESBEANRERKE
Fig.3 Surface hydrophobicity of chickpea protein isolate and its

components
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&l 3 WAL CAP By R B K M i, M 5 751.67,
XA g5 A SRR A A b 5 A R 2 AR S R 5%
FEAT I BB S ] TR AR AE—R, BB I 5K 4y
T ik, NI T CAP 55 A /K 1 ; CPT R B /K
PERZ N 4846.67, XEH TERZRZMEANIES
A R o A5 g 1) 3% T i K PR AT A R b Ay R G
ZH 43 BTER 45 L 5 CGP FIl CGTP 43 51 4 1 503.33 Al
1 191.67, ZE 10 S48 1) T 36 K1, e B TR 70 14544
HR] B R R S R R B AT SR K SR AT G S LA
AE- 57K 4TI 1 R 4F (4 FH B A D)
24 WEEHmAES S

JEEWE G4y B R L B VBRER R 2R A B S

S S E WA 4,

l4r a a st 720

. ?7 z& a AW 418
= b t 416~
= 20
g m-{ 14 =
2 i ¢ 112 3
Wo° b=
<HI 110 HEH
gy 6 d lg &
S b i
&R 4t -6 ’Eé
= ) ¢ IR

{2

0

0
SEEN RN KER SfEA
ANTR)/INE SRR R R i 8] 22 57 25 (P<0.05) .
B4 EEESIEEAREEASEONRERES _NERE
Fig.4 Content of free sulfhydryl group and disulfide bond in

chickpea protein isolate and its components

IE 4 FTH,COP MilFEs st S i@,
11.6 pmol/g. CGTP [ Ui B #i 3 & & Ik, H
4.88 wmol/g. MIEESFiEL 5 B A , CGP W7 B 5
B f e, X AT Al R P 2 v R R G S A i
ZH K B W S AL COP HAT B 1 RN
Pk 755 H AW 5 % A F AR AT RE S EL A 34
CGTP (177 25 %0 % f e (1%, e WL 2R (1 454 v 19 3
S AP R A B S S T TS T
V) PR A ELVE ), T A SR o, AT RRAER T i L 1 T
RPN TGP o TSI P a1 2 S ) T W N AR
WDy RERHE 25 AR LR

CPI 1 CAP Zfi g & fAH T , 4397 0 17.8 wmol/g
F118.12 wmol/g, EWAE EATITER AL Z5 1 T HA
—EMME, B EA KRR N i S L R B
S g5 T, COP ZRisE & 5 AL, N 2.76 wmol/g,
XA R T 7S SR AT S s . CGTP i —
T S AL T R K, o8 5.74 wmol/g, 33 Fz e Y LA
FI4L8H 7S 0 11S 18 BE AR o 3 il
2.5 R

JEVE G R AR VBRE L RS A E g

EILE S5,

FE41HBE 13
35¢
30

s 25t
g
5 or
@ 15F
ol
& 10}
5-
0
1
35
30}
s )
o
§ 20}
K
I 15f
e
T ot
5-
0
1
25
20 F
55
= st
&
K
z ol
#®
5_
0
1
25
20}
IS
g 15F
K
= ol
Kt
5_
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

pH &
AN PR S R R 25 57 3 (P<0.05) .
Bs5 ENESESEEREASEENERE

Fig.5 Solubility of chickpea protein isolate and its components
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P LS FIAT, 4 T B i ik B AR AL B, 35 52
U B, 22 5 A% 4 7n . CPTLCAP Il CGTP Y% fift 12 i
ST pH3~5 X by A L, A IE T R IR 1
AR 9 pH (EE A B, 7E pH4A~5 B, i F CPL AN
CAP (¥ B 30/ B NTFE IR pH (E R HA B m A
M DRI A — SRR AR pH (A b Can g 5 L iR
PEYCRNAE ), 3 PR 8 15 0T AR Shy 338 98 ) sl e 39
FH DT AR 35 7 o R 1R A BS E o CPT R CAP 7
HrE S E R IR R A 209% L) B I T AT
pH T~ B AT B4 i v e vk, ml LU T4 45 A i vk
pH E & & (N5 GRS ) o BLak, AR T LIAE R
LA S Y 0 i v o 0 it BRI E PR . A
pH {4 8 LL_EHT, CPI A g B AL BT, i il A
= pH (H T BA R EmE, U T — W8S
pH {E A B SN T, b 5 e S A
CAP 7€ pH H°8 8 VL LB ff B b AR 2, X v]
REFR ] T e AE & pH AN FH Tl (A — SR
v pH (A A ep , 0 B R T £ 55 , CAP 758K AT LA
YERTIRE R BT, 0T AR e & Tk b B
BN R R FH Al R0,
2.6 FLILIEHIEBOFLLR b

JEW G A EEA HEH BREAMAEANILL
PEREFE bR ILIE 6.

or 2 a AU LE s 1180

ol | mBliEEE 160
:\;D 50 H b ? 1140 -
2 —H {120 £
B o ; {100 &
9 L i
#Ho30f 180 @
S loo =
= 20f T
= 140

10 10

0 0

SYESEM MER BRER BAENA

NG TR IR FRE R ] 22 57 B35 (P<0.05) .
E 6 ERESEEAREASEANILAFEERERMILEEN

Fig.6 Emulsion activity indices and emulsion stability of chickpea

protein isolate and its components

m &l 6 n] 1, CPL.CAP . CGP F1 CGTP ) FL 4k ik
PEHE B> 9 65.28.46.37.31.81.28.07 m¥g. M %k
% I &, CPL F CAP My FLILiG EFs 0 T R EE A
(44.20 m¥g) M HE 5. 55 H (42.87 m¥g)?, AR 4 X e
SELAR T 5T T, FLAR 1 BE 5 A% e K M RN AR
R IEARSE . R, CPL AT CAP AYFLALTE M F8 B
i AT RE S EATTER = R A B2 A G . CPLL.CAP.CGP i
CGTP 1 LAk £ 2 % 43 5l o4 165.23,134.02,96.52,
75.33 min, CGP 5 CGTP Rk et S5 K&
1 (85.97 min) Fl/NGL 43 25 8 1 (86.79 min) P FLALER

SEVEAIEL. CPIAYFLARS E M fi i T AEE b T ki
G K MR I AR A TS, 5 Yu SR AT S
SR
2.7 EMEES MR EE

JEWE Sy B AR L A IR A AR
AE S AR A E PR WL IEL 7

1oy N e 160
120 + a l@(@}ﬁ%’@ 150
7%

100} 1, 27 lo
IS £
SR ¢ b i
2 130 ®
% 60 5

ol {20 B

0 0
SEEE BN REN AEA

AN TR IR FURE i ] 28 53 35 (P<0.05)

7 BEESBEAREASEAMNEERAIMERREY
Fig.7 Foaming capacity (FC) and foaming stability (FS) of

chickpea protein isolate and its components

1€l 7 A1, CPI.CAP .CGP I CGTP [ fE
5331 R 85% . 111% .65% Fl 10%. CPI.CAP [t CGP,
CGTP HA W i fR itk pE , X — &5 R TR e THE
A IR EE , 5 Ahmad Nadzri 5P 58 45 52K
I, CPL.CAP.CGP H1 CGTP A EVE 9K 28%
49% .29% 1 9% . CAP [ i G J7 I i A2 e o B
B, HKJE CPL A CGP,CGTP A%, itk , CAP.CPI.,
CGP (e Ak i AR e PE S A & i i T AR B
2.8 WRAKAE R

B AR AW A S o T2 R SR A R T
HL oy A5 PR R B DDA G o A B 2 SR K I A TR R 3k
(2R PR AR RA AR M E RS ) 1Y 8 [l E
BB S oK. & TR o e 5 I T 25 F A
VIR E o B K PR R 5k R 1 5 2 R0 o A g
PR W M g B SO S R
WK A T DL Pl 8.

i [ 8 W41, CPI.CAP .CGP 1 CGTP YW 7K ¥ 43
Wk 1.66.2.84.1.84 g/g 1 1.68 g/g, CAP W /K B
HE T HAL 3 R, FIAT CAP B9 1 B K P
AT B 2 PN S Y 7K 3 At R R, S O T K
T, {EL IR B P AT R a5 K A I R Y A B
At A B AR R T WK P . T CPL.CGP Fl CGTP
WK ARG AAIS , T REZ th T e T SR K 3L A 4/
BB T A % IR T KT e

TE 4 FpEwE S AP, CPLAY W M e e, o
6.66 g/g, BF T CAP(4.72 g/g) .CGP(5.24 g/g) LU K
CGTP(5.80 g/g). CPI HATHG® L5 MR RE S, 7]



202647 A

- 1y
ERliFR RafiRSHAR CUECY BEE
35r - =8 etinum) protein: An up-to-date review[J]. Foods, 2024, 13(9): 1398.
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