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Effects of nanofiber from plant on stability of food emulsion
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Abstract; This paper elucidates the preparation and
characteristics of nanofiber from plant, analyzes influence on food
emulsion stability and the research direction of its preparation and
modification technology is also prospected.

Keywords: plant; nanofibrils; food emulsion; stability; steric re-

pulsion; electrostatic repulsion

0 L PR VR 5 K 19 R AN RV A YRS T A E Y
FUAL BRI B 3 — 1 R HAE — 5E B9800 N A 2 %
PO 2 B IR AR AE B4 e vp LA TR AT LA A i ok S i sk
I3 Al 5 A AR BOT B TRE .

SRR A bR R W A A2 W B BT R AT ROk IR T
TSP L B PRI OR IR AT e RAE AR S
HRTHZ AR S 2R 2T R R 50 ER — [F) A4 A ) A D
WSS TERTRL . R AT 4 R A £ A I T B vk AR AE T
AR B — M S b B T REDRE S T A ERGR TE E
b, TR W TR AR Z BT AW
JTRZRTE . SR RAR A7 TE 1 2F 4 3R 78 2 b 07 5 19 2 B
PRtk b3 AT BT Bk L I AR SR TR B BE 2B AATTIT 6
TF—SE UM ROR LU T 47 4 R — Se D) e 4 1. AT 97 K
AR LA PR A JUOKREOR A 4R b
WY T2 A 2R — S R A 1 Hh AL A AR RE RE T R
TR — o FY DK LT 4E 53 g 4 K 7 A 2F 2 K
LT ALK ET Y L 99K & MR T 2 32 B0 5 K S T Ok L 2T

ESTH :AFKETRHEIT I E (45 :196170327A)

EEB A AW A971—), B db B8 oK 2 g TR 1
+ ., E-mail:1548936038(@ qq.com

I 5 H #:2020-07-20

A K 2 2t 32 2 5 gk WU g AR S Al DL — i Ak 3 4
Tempo Ak Bl R G AT ) & . PIFh 28 BUEF 4 Y B 6 A2
S LR JU LA Sy 88 A UKL S 2 £ i Pickering FLARWK .
YRR Y v DL Al S 2L A AR B R B 5 B S BAAE
FH B HE B 7 2L bR R % T 3 o ST A BEL B 4 P B
B HE RV P SO 0 WL B e 1T 4 S50 B 1 L PR VTR
HRE MTHSEORERZ 24 MRELRE., X=E
00 1) AR A ) D0 U A K £ A 1) o A B KR 4 BT 44 OK £ 4
XoF 0 it LR AR A M 1 5 L O X R A T ot B R
WESE 7 1 R AT TR BR B A A R 4 K 2 e FL R R
B )z N AR A B AR

L WY DG A £F i i il %

HYRIBA LR 5T 22 7T AR AR Y 58
L) RS A5 . HArF 58S By D- ik g A A B
FELA -1, 4 W o 2 1 A R 0 v o T A R Y C
P B —CHO M Cs i b —OH JE B 2F 45 B nik mrg 25 25
o MM B 3 RN OH, 4 BI0F 2.3.6 fiiff)
3 AR BT LR IR T Co>Cy >Cy 5 Co o7 b 1Y 5 i
A 3 BE L HE A AN 7 R 10 4% 5 Co 067 1 1 8 R Tk AL
S0 BE L Cs i B PR 2 % X s —OH B4 19 &
R R R T AT RE M. FIRS B T —OH 1
FATE  EF Y 200 38 b 4 N R ) 40 4 1) 1 % I 2F 4t
FELE MW A ESEHX X R IEE X, G
T IX P F 2T 4 2 4 1 22 1) LA B &85 XA % T T UK A
FEXE LT LI ERE AR REE KA
FEFHE G REWKIGEW MK, /> FHERIES K, NG
SRR Tl R

SR Y R A A K v R RERE 5 BT RE T AR LTS
Y, TRt R xR B 7 vk B S MR R AT I A — IR AR
3 AN TN < AR AT oM A 2 R 0 5T L TIAL B O vk 09 g i
AR Tl Ak i v e i ol BT o A R R 4 K £ 4 1 )
HE— AWM. O Wi BRAKM g R T MX



&M | Vol.37, No.4

WAk 722 kg 245 it B2 5 ) 27 4k 3R A 19 7 i R 4K AR 4T
G X i — B BRI LA K BIL g0k, R E<
350 nm; @ il i HUAR I3 7 R & 5T T 2F 2k ) 45 & X fiE
T2 11 A P 2 B R L B SR K B B BN S AR AR B A R

okt —— (T
FAR {

MEES EYEAKFENRIIARBBEENTNE

= 42

TRET Al 4N K 2T 4. B A% 94 oK 2. i IS B O K

G0 AR 2 B R RN ER AR R BE R AN K £ 2 1 o)
— i T Al B A R A
il 7 B LR I 1 PR

H

* >N

9 75 1% BEAT il #

mrs —— guiy — (BT

— T > BRES R F fie o O
— MAERRE  mIERR Z itk
— TEMPO%UfL — i SR Tt
RS T R kbl
> BRI > BUEAREY R
— ik — BRI

> K R Al

B 1 2R 2 4 & % 2K
Figure 1 Manufacturing roadmap for nanofibrils
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Figure 2 Characteristics of nanofiber from plant
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