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Comprehensive Research Progress on Buckwheat Protein
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2. Key Laboratory of the Deep Processing of Bulk Grain and Oil Authorized by Ministry of Education, Wuhan
430023, Hubei, China; 3. Wuhan Zhongdi Testing Technology Co., Ltd., Wuhan 430078 , Hubei, China )
Abstract: Buckwheat, with high protein content and reasonable amino acid composition, has many physiological
functions including lowering hyperlipidemia, hypertension, and hyperglycemia, as well as antibacterial and anti—
tumor functions. In addition, it also produces low carbon emissions. The buckwheat protein used as one of the
high—quality alternative sources of animal protein, therefore , has received increasing attention from scientists in
the field of protein science. At present,the research on buckwheat has mainly focused on: protein extraction,
physiological activity ,and composition and functional characteristics. According to the domestic and foreign re—
search status, this article aimed to review the extraction process,subunit composition, secondary structure ,nu—
tritional quality, physiologically active ingredients, and functional properties of buckwheat protein, as well as the
correlation between these properties, and to indicate the development of subsequent directions for related topics.
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ties

HEE W

B IR RMR R RO R RS R R SAT S A ,2022,43(8):185-192.

FANG Qiguo, SHEN Wangyang,ZHAO Meirong, et al. Comprehensive Research Progress on Buckwheat Protein[J]. Food Research
and Development,2022,43(8):185-192.

Iz N R, AR R R BRETE KRR B U5, IE P o HOm B m[:#iﬁl\fﬁﬂlm AT EAE 4
N3 L H DX (AN = Tk FEV R0 X ) Rl s . 1R BRIEFHING IR 2 F . FRAGHE 77 A2 - i 57
P B R AR L PR AT RRSE A AE A B 1 O 4 (Fagopyrum esculentum Moench) FI% 57 2 Fagopy—

FATH = E RS A TR H (2017YFD0401204-3 )
YEH A 7755 E (1988—), 3B (VL) , FEiemi o Az W 7 1) i TR
AR 2555 (1979—), Lo (D), T4 BFE 07 ) F i T AR



2022 4 4 H
o5 43 5 8 11

186

RaftnSRAR

EHELR

rum tataricum(L.) Gaertn],

Fr 22 i B ORI PR 8 A AR TR R B
HEN, HE S AEAR KITAEAR KRR L=
LA B = BRI EAN LA AT
s BAERAIFEA o A WTTE R, 574 H BURAT P
& T B R T C LA AT LR A0 A
PUMAEY) UL SR Z R 2 INEPER A, A5 BhiE S i
BN TEARF T2 (BIanS i etk K28 R IERIEE
FA ) AT L 25 4 i R A S 1 B 5, VR — P L SAe
PIRIRAIER 5T, SR EE FUTO0 T S e A 11 ot
PR AR ot , A R A R T A 25 BAT R R 5L

1 FEEARIRE

P SCHR A B, OC TFR 22 88 I B R U7 1 2R
BRARFR UL BT BRI (Osborne 43475 .
1.1 BERRR T

BB R U0 S H TN ek )i ) —Fh o 22 2R
IR IO v | DR B2 1 S A AR A WOs i 3 22
BT, PR 45 Rl 2 1 ST TE , DT 43 B 4 B
FeAE AT ATIE SO &I, AR Ui R, 7
pH 1A 9~11 I, pH (X575 22 25 1 5T (1 2 B3R 52 1 e
K, HEIEMAHX, EXUBF5 R, Y pH>10.5, 1554
B TTPRECR T, oF &0 pH (AR 252 8 i
B RS 75 SR TR
1.2 fgfeE

it $ G H A A R4S, — R el i R R AR
UL, 4G IR kB Ky FIrEmEn
JOT 5 53— R 38 ) ol e A 1 T 2 B ol AR AT
PEZIK, PSS G BN G T R G A2 R A T, I A
XPELT 3 FORFEIZEAYER (I (Rt . rPedeFnss i 2
SRR PR IBCR Y 52 ), 5 & B0, B 2 1
Tit 114 H2 RO e s, ZE DN 4 0.3% IR 55 °C BRI L
1:11(g/mL) .pH10 Z5/4 N HEEL 4 h, 42 UR ] 1482.57%
1.3 Ehimk

BT IR FR A BEERAT . TR R K b R
(B SRR B AN S R B o A R R AR
UUUE it o PR AN )8R 11 A 2 K P By v o PR AT
ZE5E, TG AN (] v B 1) v P 2 ol 45 8 11 o
o GTERT IR o X — A DTRERT ik A A R
BT ARG RE AR, T ZHFERARRS
PIi o3 15 o WRIERT o3 R EE 40% 1 FEE AT 80% 1 Fl
JE (IR 28, B 4 B3R A e ) R T TR e b X 7 7 22
A BTHAT — IR IR UUTE , B384 2 0 FHBE I ik
DEJENTE , AS A SRR SO 1) 46 AT Rk 93.2%

1.4  Osborne 43443

Osborne 1 =2 & FUT 4 FhAL o0 TR0 4
PR T8 22 S A7 2 B 20 24 B, W 2R F (albumin)
9% F K, BREE 1 (globulin) 5 ¥ TR R 1 WL, IS 48
& (prolamin Yo T 50%~90% .15, A (glutenin)
Dy TR o SRR ] Osborne 348 1 42
IR S22 KSR B VR MRk B 11, AE R L
1:20 (g/mL) FEFERFT] 60 min FEFERE 35 CHEHT,
FEA W B IR N 35.86% ; TEEh & B 1% , BHR 1L
1:13 (g/mL), i2 42 E 50 °C, 3= H2 0 E] 90 min 4514
T FEABRE PR 5.60%.

PRTHER, SRS Y TR R IBOT TE X P4 A
FrA TR Al py e e, 45 R U R FH R R vk
A A5 22 A 1 Al B e i, oA 75.02% , #h R AR Z
H 66.49% , AL (oo—VE K3 Tl FHIOBE AL ) SR A1, LR
49.07%. 25t bidk 4 RO IO 251 s R AR G
S5 AT LUE ), B R T i $R R  (HJ2 FR L
b AR R 7 5 DR R R B W B 1 AR T, L R PR
15 YA 5 B8 11 B B IO AR X S5 AR R {H R P U AR
Bt HARBCRBAR ; FhAT ik R BOR fa v, AL ATE T
e 15 K PR B Hb A2 B8 s 4R i 40, AS 55 28 1 5 Osborne 77
Gor BOETRAEST 5, 7 U (H X T [ R 5
&2 P B o S AR 22 5, A5 i UM AE
2E 5, IR U T 22 R F ORI . Ik 7555
FE AP Bt B Bk B 32 B OB g L
BRMARE F B B (WGER AF4E2) 0 T, S 3UE
P15 ) e 2 BRI

2 FEFARMIEAMR _RLEN

FREEAR FESAEES BRER BEEA
MAEA, HhiEE R (FEA SR 28) FBkE R (&
TR 8S I 138) 2k 2 AR 1 o, Wi AR 1 A
A A ERIR, &S FUBRE B M E RS A
Jo IV 5 S 400 2 T A ot A TR M R TN A T
e EE R LYK (sodium dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel
electrophoresis, SDS-PAGE VEE | T SO i A 1 v R R
T AN SRR AR B A 22 e i, Rk
TWHIH 16 55~20 %, 732X 32200 31 kDa~
43 kDal™, Monshi 55T A 35 8 57 242 4 15 Y
16.24 .40 .43 .48 kDa V.5 2 R 15T

FEA W E T 25 WA Tk A 1E 8 kDa~
16 kDa JE RN , H A8 JC i, Geiselhart 5515 1
Zheng S50 B T 3T 4N 16 kDa JHJE T 28 11
gL
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FEABRE (A R A B IR IR 2 S R A O
R, B IR BRI A 9 S E2A WA BRIE
A 7 4 F2AR, KSR BRI SR 40T it
FLOMGAE 25 kDa~28 kDa Fl1 32 kDa~43 kDa JE P, 0
A E MG TE 57 kDa~58 kDa 431 {5 19,
Milisavljevie 4 WIFFE & B, 5742 8S SR AR 93 1
2R 57 kDa, 138 BREE I M 2 HEA N, BN S
FRME a-2 k(36 kDa~43 kDa) FIBSPE B-Z2 k(23 kDa~
25 kDa), B T3 i B AH B%E 42, Zhou SFXIBFFEIIE
St, HA R Z KBS S 6 METERR. TR
VR A 3R 1353 540 31 10 kDa~28 kDa
F1 80 kDa~90 kDa!,

X T IR B A B A5 B T RAE T 2 1
B M 47 4 6 3% B (Fourier transform infrared spec—
troscopy , FTIR ) Fl & — {7317k (circular dichroism,CD ).
Tang SF2E BYBE R BRTTIE A Osborne 43232 43 S R HL
TAEEFEAE B FEA I E A MERE A R CD
TN 3 PSR R ) SR T T R AR A5 Ry
B (DFFREEATY o-180E B-T1E B-F M
KR He 25N 6.2% .36.8% .23.0% K11 33.9%; (2)
FEAEE AT o 1RIE BT8R MAATC A 5
Fea3 i 15.4% 31.3% 21.7%F1 31.6%; (3)F2 Bk E
FIh o-I2E B4 B-FE A FNTCHL G i o331k
6.4% .36.3% .22.8% 1 34.5% . Guo SFZHE i CD J7 k%)
IR R B RAESE R R, o181 -1 B-H%
FA TSR M o g3 5 R 33.9% .22.8% (11.3%F11
32.0%. Choi i BRI MR ICE 1l 77 42 3K
FFRIH CD AT A R R FRAE 45 5 IR -1
TE BT B~ F AN TC LA Hh 9 5 L 430k 15.0%
25.8% .28.9%F1 30.3% . Jin 54 i B AR BRI HE B G5
HEAT, 454 FTIR BT RS FRAE, 45 R BN a-
IRWE BT B A MIC LA R 5 B4 ok
14.5% .46.6% .20.8% . 14.4%

g5 FRAL, SR RO AR O B2 AN
], HAS R A 2 A — S A A E W] i 25 5

3 FEEARMEFAR

T A2 5 1 SRR IR i I B MR A Y
R E AR A R iR 25
WO T2 B R S5 R N T A R A S 5
Wi 5 A= R R T B IR T A R 5 R T 2
PR A I A B2, M AIT , A W) P R A ot Jo
oo PR, T 8 R IR A T R R R TR
A% R A5 B i I AR T LA SR s 8 1 A R

oL, B PRS2 1 8 SR Y 7 ik R iR Ab e
FT T AR AE IE 1 S FEBR PE 7 (protein digestibility—
corrected amino acid score, PDCAAS) FIA] J5 1L (1) 475
IRy (digestible indispensable amino acid score,
DIAAS )™,
3.1 FRAEH R SRR AL

FrA W A B 1 BT (R R AR e AR
T S B R, B ik 18.9% ), Hr i Z(iR 5
PP EBR A B A, R 2R — R AR, Ho A & Sk
P2 i 48 T BT A AR L Rl 5 A A
21 (Food and Agriculture Organization/World Health Or—
ganization, FAO/WHO )R 5 5 (AN5R 1 FroR™), ik
B e s A S E A WE A FHERC, AT A
I B AR R A BT

F1 FEEARPLEREBEMLILR

Table 1 Comparison of essential amino acid compositions in

several proteins

/100 g H 15

AHEm LEiEi~ WFEE FAO/WHO Bl
TR 3.94 3.95 4.0
& R+ E R 1.49+41.50  1.44+1.54 35
iR 5.19 5.35 5.0
SoeE R 4.11 4.29 4.0
SRR 6.93 6.96 7.0
MR+ RN AR 2.87+5.11  3.03+5.13 6.0
Pz 5.98 5.97 5.5
(ERAY 1.05 1.17 1.0

L SEAFPIXE 1500 3372 FEab AT o0, K BLIR 42
an AP R, LA R 1 A 25 5 s Hoh il R A2 &
FER R O (11.10£1.72)% , e BRAE 1 7.18%~
16.51%; 1777 4 AR AP 20 (10.79+1.53)%,
W BRAENR 7.04%~15.83%), Tien 55K B, 5%
A2 Wi 5 A RN DUAE AR SR 2 A AL B R, 5 Y
PR FRA AL WA A AR & s, HELH
FIETRAEPL, il F A A AR, EEIR , e &R A
SERPR TR o Ge FFEPWIST T ASEMRAE W A PN
OISO, BRI ML T FREHR (tartary buck-
wheat flour, TBF), ﬁ?%iﬁiﬁ(tanary buckwheat bran,
TBB) H TA S SRR 5 42 5 & s 7 TBF Al TBB
WRBR o , HUCRR @R KRR . 5825
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁf H (gas chromatography—mass spectrometer,
GC-MS) i F7 2 AN [R5 28 B 1 20 73 (9 70 A1 1
B, G5 RR Y Bk WFASFIIRFL 8 5 19 R AR,
HARMR & R 7 A& 7e P 15 M Em, Hi s
IR R R R AW . SRR A AN 10 RhFRZE
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(SPhEE A 5 R 32 ) AT R ZF A0 38, 94 Hr il
TE R TR RS & m AR SO, 45 R R &3
JRFE3 MK BT SR LG BRI &
R K, DS RA e S 7L P & H =
W S AR EA R, RIS 2 AR R
TR 1) e PR R 5 22 2R AR R L T 3 SRR AR A B,

PRI, X 57 22 8 TR UL, 57 242 Sl PO [R] , A
SRR B B AN [A], LS INAE o o A TR SR 2 R PRI 2
FEEBAL, B ER KB o A B S i & ZEAL IR T 20 AT L
AR = LR 5
3.2 FEEBAIIERINELER

T 30 2 Al o B P T B Tl b i R K
) ZR IR 2 — , AL R 2 IR (N sg Bk K Pk
PR T S5 A A A5 ) RIS Cn 52 38 i 4 i 25
4 K B A B 590 B MR AN R A PUE SR )
PIREH R R, I, — SO0 T , 2258 5
PRI RN SIS Rl 2 ke 4t i 322 3 1 B AT AR

Guo FFRFSE & B - 8 FE 4215 B 1 R AR T R
VR B FTH AR 58 81.20% .79.56% .66.99%
1 58.09% . 722 26 T AT AL R BRI A 2 5 T
Ay H R R SR BN R 22— SR/ NER AR5 R B
A DA A W AR B A B A B ) g Ak R AR
DA R 28 CRIVER P A 2 A8 T s 3 ), DT 2
IR B FUTUARSME L3 . Chen SFWRFFEIESE - 75
10 min~60 min 7K FAKbHE ][] Y, 55242 8 s Ok
FHNZ 1 10%38 G40 ) RSN Ak B 7K A b P s
JE) PP A2 T BTG, Tl D R 2 7 A Ak S AT R ) v 8
A RASER U, BT BEXTHE 5 A8 85 R A
FH o R e A B 0 I S T LA NS 22 2R 1 S AR A
fhe, LT BB PR 6 75 e A B G B 1 T R 2 A
(B-He A S B RRAR ) . /KPR — B B 45 e A S g
AT HE I T il Xt 26 1B (A D AL ad K e ] 7 8 7
P Rb BB ESF5 AR (1 B R UL, RO BRARTE AL, RAEE
SO LY T AN RIS 26 15 57 242 2R A AR AN AL
BRI , 25 R 7S « BB R UTHE 1 M v o RO s i ( B
TRAME AR IR, HUCRER P, fe a5 2 WU , T g
Ji R 2 22 B W) A A 43 B 3 AR 57 2 R 1 T T Ak
B, Chen FFPWFSE T AN 060 8 (1 AR A1
FRF 5, g5 5 B WL PR IO (1 R A L3R
T 25 T AR IO ER BT B B

4 FEEARKIIEESFIE
I A U SOE A POk T IR A R
(1 — RV, anda ik FLAEYE 5K A

PR GRAPES . KR O &k st AR R Ll
(FEFFEA IR ) AR R BT O ik (e 2
DLV R ERHTEE \Osborne 43403k ) AR & 1 i
Ab B 5 (e . SERLAE SO R AL R PRI e Ak 3
85 ) FIUAS R A A5 R 28 (pH (B | T8 0 38— A B 5 ) #1F
Al BB SR 22 20 1 BT A B S5 48 LA S8 7 it Jot S 1Y
ARk, TR A 3X S il A5 A8 5 7 T A2 A Ab SR 255
EFEZ A BT RERFE AR Ak, BT A X 2L D RERRIE 1Y)
DS S R T A 1 B 0SB (A R T PR AT L 2 T
KV AR AR T = A ),
4.1 R[EFEZE iRl 57242 8 1 By R R 52

IR AFR FH R P IO A ML 1 o
SR J5 H] Osborne J5 2353 I 15 8 1 BREE T (BEV
HH BEA,GEREY] A H 0 E B RS )
ML F R Rl VE S LA IR
FENE, BREE A FLALARSEVE , A 2R LAV Rk
Wit BZH5R HT Osborne 75133 Bl B M0 T 385 38 57 42 15 1R
FBREE A, S5 R A8 pH [ 4.5 W (5RA
P BT 9 4 H ), 3 R 2 2 11 0 1 T A B2 8 B A
Hrh R R R LR, Y pH (H R 4.5~10, % 4150
FI BB BE pH BT H R b s A [R) 20 93 26 5 )
BREE R LTS E PR R R I AR E
b, VLB T LA AN ] il b 5 242 45 403 £ VDD R
PEATEZE R
4.2 R[EHRIO X TR 8 1 B D REARR PR I 52 )

T3 RS TN R SR AR i IR R
Jo BRAG AR ) 52 W), 235 SRR B - B R R 012 1l 45 1) 3K
BT e & NS R R B R AR e T e = 3P I BN
R WA AR 1 5 ) R K R R P B e, R
A AR R A
4.3 AN[FE BT 5 B0 57 22 4 BT Re AR PR Y
Al

Xue SFFSE A I 38 3o S 18 5 g 5 | AW B , 1
T T 0 A A AR TR AR S K i B
THRABUF T RIS RERMN B IE, 5
WF, 228 E B LA A FL AR P A P o
IS Jeb SRR SN T 17 57 22 488 1 SR A )
A 3 Ml SRR (A0 22 2P RRS SRR LA
Jei v T ST 5K T N FARE 231 KA AR TR R
SR SIS, S0 T SR A R B LA A F LA AR
FEPE, o DL 1A R LA et o Jl /NS
W & WS PURITE Y (L I =i - S DD (LR I R
FeE PR RV GEIRERE MRS B . g AR
W, IR At S EoK AL LS R i
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PEYA B, 05T B LA v A e
BER AR TRIE , 26 P10 I /K P R S 5 R AIG
4.4 BTN R NSRRI 1 52

MY R, FRME S5 (pH {H 4.0~6.0)775%
2 E A BRI R, Y pH ERT 7 B, W e
pH (BT i i, WKk B B 0 T 8 2 L T s B
1,35 CHF IR B, 0 WS I T 3 T e B2 AL
RS RN AR e R B R 1 T B T e T T

5 FEEAREWEERR

FrAZ A SR PEZ IR, A H BAT R AR [ |
T3 MU A EAS AL BT 55 AR A2 P
51 HU@fk

PR MR Z AR T HARFED P R — K2 Ik
Yyl 5 1 12~100 N FERRIRIEAN, 25 ik P
FIEIR , BATHUANTE L A3, I AR A0S 2 AR
Prs P, A A0 TR ORI S 4 v A R K M R R
PrAmMZi S s, EEIUEIER], HAS R
PE TR T T LR # BB ] . Wang S5EH A
W B AT RN 11 kDa WIPTEERK, et
pH(1~5)F1 20 C~100 °C, HAT i Fa 2 AT 5 Cui 55
MEFREZE R alifh i 43 NSRRI 2k, H
21 37 b AR R e R A 1 B 0 A TRTIR XS
21 {3 ERURSREIRIEA T, 3 MRS 2 A B
5.2 FRARE RG]

B2 1A 6 55) Ctrypsin inhibitor, TD /24§ — 2558
A 5 11 5T 7K A TR P 1 2 1 B 2 ik, 37 A T R
FIBEHM G F TR AR 2K, th 69 E SRR
J8, 3TN 7.9 kDa, AT — LA PG A, HAT
Ve AR HURE BURR N SR D RE

BRI A IBIEE T A 57 A R P T 6 5] (e
combinant buckwheat trypsin inhibitor, rBTI ) X} i ff1 ff1 J§§
BECRFE RS2, SRR oBTI X £ BEBE I 1) 11 B2
TS, AT LA RURAR A8 A A R m ok i
IFUCEBEIL A R . R ZR SEOTE rBTT A7
RN 5 oBTL 14> T a-IBE M R, 15 a-IBiE
S rBTI R ARG I P B0 DX I8, XM 20 A2 23 3z
T PR T 9L, v] REAT 1l e ed O A A
53 FEIEAR

F%Iﬂl)j}ﬂi((antihypertension peptide ) N4 M ke
KA RIRR 2 —Fh BA IR 04 Rk R |
fiff (angiotensin—converting enzyme , ACE ) 3 15 1) 22 Bk ¥
JBt , REAEAT S5 b BEL L A5 55 K % P A Tt X L 14 0]
FNH R IR E T IR BRI R AR . Ma SF2IA

Wil I et ACE IR, 10 kDa i 25
FIBEEE U , R FH B 7 3 4 (0 i 358 e 2o D 400 i 3 A
SRS ROR (5 S 2k 0 1% Jr ik gl Ak ACE i,
I AR I 2R 0 R L 25 YA €0 3 - Ik A
ACE #1358 A =K Gly-Pro—Pro, Koyama P57 &
I, DNFLIR A I (38 30 TR 22 2 h 4 B T Y 6 Fh 22 ik
A BRI R
54 PrEafetE

FEREE SN SRR AN A=A [ i JE A
HEeW i, &8 R G A B KA B, R
AR R R G LV, i i) B R S S e A
A B RS F, S8R Bt U1k, 52 IR [ EE A
AT S 00 LA P05 P28 R GG o RV IE 55
M4 EAFSLL DPPH [ B3R BR 30845, F 3 Al
(BT 2R UG 1 26 e R ) A R A R
BT, Wi GRS P B DPPH e JERCR
e, TR 1 A 38 (3 kDa [ AR (038 , BN f i
PEALA S J/NT 3 kDa thor TN Z K. FRfE
AT B R 11l 3 2 B K A K R
TP KL A AR i ) S BT UMk BE 7 RAR B 1) i 4B
T .DPPH A HBEFRAE ST o Chen SFPHIF5E &3, 518
FRAZ IR [ R R B RE 1 5 55 KU R Bl AR
25 R P PR ERHTIR IR, Luo S50 1 ik 2 1 it e
IR E R, I Y 3 M2 R (PL P2 P3)IH
BB PR ILRE T, Hoh P3 B LIS PR
5.5 FRig . bE

o I L 2 A AR P A AR Bl 3 B
JOT 53 A AR P AR AT TR 9 R T 13 A ) — 2 i, 35 1
2 1A PN ) 2R T I 0 7 24 R AR 5L, T 5
BN RAE , T AR PRI o AN PR EL AR 1, 3
22 46 [ ST RE A% b A ALK A 9% IEL [T 2 3 o 14 36
i 55 B0 HE T AR I TR 22 2 R T AR, X2
SRR R I, 5 A B U A W AT R i 1 e
L AU B 5 2R B Bl LA SRR S R AR T REAE
TEH BB/ BUR N B K . Zhou RIS & 21
T IE A2 B TR ACAT DL o 38 i AR R 1Y) &5 A A HE
T A 2 45 10 3 L 1 e £t B AT it L AT DA ks g 1
A= RS, P 9 E , 386 0 i 8 e B U 7, DT
By 1k S IR B S E"J%Hﬂ@?ﬁﬂ.ﬁthang SO K
PR, 5 5 A B P o 1 5 IR R A HE T, LA KA
e R [ R A MAC , AT AP JR o i) 25

6 RE
FrAH A B A — Pl Sk B AR
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PrRESEAR AR LI B S (BRFRA A A
ERIF AL S22 1 B BRI 1 MR BRI LA £ T
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LR B DI RERFE A NI B = 57 22 3 R T AR 1
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