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Study on Performance of Edible Soybean Protein Packaging Film
ZHAO Yuan-hui , GUO Yu-hua » HUANG Zhen, TENG Li-jun

(Tianjin University of Commerce, Tianjin 300134, China)

Abstract: Soybean protein packaging films were prepared. The impact strength, tensile strength. elongation,
tear strength, transparency, moisture permeability, and haze of the soybean protein packaging films were stud-
ied. The results showed that when the concentration of soybean protein isolate is 6% , soybean protein packa-

ging films of the best comprehensive performance are obtained.
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Fig. 1 Impact strength of soybean protein films
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Fig. 2 Tensile strength of soybean protein films
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Fig. 3 Elongation of soybean protein films

BEE SPIREDEENEI, AZ D BE SR RIP
KEAW NE, = SPIREDEAE 4% ~6 % 2B,
REDBEEBRNMRBRE NEAREARE, B SPI
REBNEBII 6 UG, KEDBEEBERENKRMBK
XTI, XTEREN MBS SPITREBDE
BARWT EF S BRIKFRE SP1/E B R b, BUE
ARENBEECENBMARIBI, MMTESKEDE
BRI RMBREAY N,
AREEBENHHEENE 1, B8 1 TH:HE
& SPIRENHBVBI, HIFHRELE LT, S8R
Ch SPIBVREDEUN 6007, PTHlS L SRV HT R =
ERS,MEEE SP1 M8 DMK SN0, HiE =



1% T PACKAGING ENGINEERING Vol. 33 No. 19 2012-10

50 ®

5_

B 4t

Z 3t

2}

i

&K 1p

=
0 1
4 6 8 10

SPIF 4345 / %

P4 R R P A R

Fig. 4 Tear strength of soybean protein films
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Fig. 5 Transparency of soybean protein films
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Fig. 6 Haze of soybean protein films
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Tab.1 Moisture permeability of soybean protein films
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