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Abstract: Starch is the principal energy reserve in plants and the macroscopic component of many foods, and functions as
an important raw material for the food industry. It is generally accepted that starch comprises highly branched amylopectins
(AP) and linear amyloses (AM). The molecular structures of AM and AP in starch granules are of crucial importance for
understanding the relationship among starch biosynthesis, structure and functional properties. In this paper, the content, structure
and its contribution to the structure of starch granules of AM are elucidated along with the cluster structure model, the building
block backbone model and structural hierarchy of amylopectin branched chain structure. We hope that this review will provide
useful information for future research on the molecular structures of amylose and amylopectin in starch.
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(amylopectin, AP) MIEHVEH (amylose, AM) . K
ZHOEHEVERM B & H 15%~35% M AMAI65% ~85%f)
AP, —SERAFFRIEH (M AMBLAPR & 53 8053 5l 514 85%
H100%" . 1ER 2 HOAEPI TR £ 2R APH V£ 8
BERI R, 3K 6K 4 AE I8 i O 0 - 1, 6- 08 T BRI A —
&, XAIFAPHCN T Ry 3 GBI AR Ry 1A
B AMEIER IIIREH SRy, BN FEAR L )
KHERTRPE . FETEM R I i FE R, APIIAEI S
B S A VEE R & 1 (soluble starch synthases,
SS) . VEHM4rSZHE (starch branching enzymes, SBE)
fI4ESBE I. SBE Ila. SBE IIb%) FIje#} i (starch
debranching enzymes, DBE) Frffb iy, 1AM 32
S FH I Joit 32 R 9 B 1R RIORE &5 & R UE K & i (granule-
bound starch synthase, GBSS (f1#5GBSS I. GBSS Ib.
GBSS II%) Frifb & ™. RRTEM HAM. AP 19
AT DARR BRI AT A AR, TR I 73 A A0 [
(1) 0 B O B T o A LI R 5 Y, RS A S5
X TR R 28540 S Dh e R PRI A R R B o AL,
TERD T AMA AP AR 40 45 1) J2AH SRS AL 46 D THI BEAT T 23
&, NIER IR O KRS .

1 AMBEE. SRR B S R Tk

AMTE R ZHAEER T 29 1515%~35%, th4 14
HoE UM HHa-D- ok IR 76 26 R I - 1, 4-F8 1 I R D R (1)
LVERI RN 1, AE e T R I T 4 KRR EEIRAR
AMT,

1.1 AMHIEE

AM 5 AP LG C 4 2\ 2 iE R WA st 5 T g
R EE e N R, KETOANAM S & B0 A
Y ORHRIOK) £ ZES I TSRS KK, %
PN DL R B i 5T, R AM S S AE N T E i L
J SR BT A B B R AR

AME = 1 2 B ML k. KRN D7 e vk
eI EERE AATIEE . ROTHF 352 (size-exclusion
chromatography, SEC) %577%. AN[EJ5 &85 RAEAE
AN EER, X2 A&E RNE R 3T ek
JRBLEE AR T T . teAh, RZHEE TIEH KA H
JEEE B 5 AM A TR EAH T E A 3 (BEK IR
K R R BERE X 25 R B, X LR R R ZHOR
SRVERY RIS BARMK, HE— LR B mAMAF &
B, STEE R K. HaracE B e A
IR I FE TS A AMIR B e AL R 52 IR (R B EL €02,
Frfq B0 &5 RN R BMAME & (apparent amylose
content, AAC) .

X T AR R RIE I UE R, AR RN TS I R
AM G =M EAMIFE . ROKTER BRI AACHK Xy 23 1]
BEOIR > 4 T > 2 AR IR > 2", I8 FoK ek
AACHE 5 BRI SE NG T B, H R BB ROKTEAR
F1 A ACHE 2 R R ST /s B35 1 . Rk, AM
YR A (amylose extender, ae) « dull-1. surgary-15%
FLLe H A AR LR AR R 5 T A A ELEE S R INE R . TE
X2 M IR L B R SR AR R T, Dhae B IR (1 R
N, aelf Bt AR R TE N & BUS AR IKVE B 4
Y SBEIID AT 1 A%, AP&r Rk D 17 AT KL e 4 77 AM
Eb ) 5 25 4 1 T B TR K BE R X Gk = SBETIb A 13
aePAL, BT A IR VE N A 3 S K IR P B R AR (1 SO A6 4
T, SEIHMLS A mE.

1.2 AMRIZEH

AMA R b — R AR L M o-(1,4)-D- i K bl
B, HTAMMBZ M, @ LEEE (degree of
polymerization, DP) . % [17°F 35 {H K Al iR AM I 73
T RSP AVEEK . AMIFIDPRE 4 K IR A 7] 1 4776 . 3 2%
5, MR ERAMMN S T RSPBEERBEKREL.
KL NFEL KRR RESRABYIAMIIDP A i 1 4
(190~3880) , H/NprrFiEH s (DP<<1000) i
BOECNS0%~T5%, THHRHE. KE. HEHERERE
K AMIIDP /> A AR X 8 58 (440~9 7700, H/NrT i
B RS BUACN10%~25%"

AM ) 26 M B 25 Mg 3818 T e B-TE WY B 52 42 /K M
SRR 2 BIE B (0 88 AMAFEAE D B 45K . S5 AP
(1 p-TK SR AR BRAE (55%~61%) AL, KL EB
VERT AMIP) B- 7K SRR BRAE K T-80%, 1fil 1 ELAE K oKAMZY
NT5%M . TR (R R 0 R YR T A ) AML 43 32 45 A AT DLSR:
FAAG S RO R R AE I3RS . iRkiE, TRZAMADPE
A TUAE B EEY s 45 R T8 R B S AMAE 358 J5 s BT
HLAT2 MM BIRAMA AN S RHE
FPRCKAMAT3.4~7.6 AMUEE" s AN [ i Fh 5% AMF]
W EEEMEE (DP>4) . KM% (DP>100) , JLZ
6~ 12 AN, Gunning K JEF 1 BB R T HiE
AM ) LS2935 14 4 BE AT TE BBl IR K 70 SCBE 8 A
LS . BRI AMZS MR TR D, B
RIEHE H 7> LAME T SCRFRG M ELL . ) LAM
Oy VAR IR S NIRRT A, R EAREH
B-IK RN PRAE NT2% ~95%, FHIDPJy200~600, 4
I FHS5~20 55 B
1.3 AMDRER BIORL 45 74 (1) 5Tk

—H LK, AMIEERBUR S5 P AR E S, AL
DA TR L g™ KRR, AMAZERURL A 1)
S AAIE], T AMPIAEY G RRAETE R B 2 5 B B TG
PR, SR E T PR FRLL LM SRR R R4
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AMAEBEAG T 140 IR AT DA SER R i, Hix s
VA5 HH IR AMUBE 2 BB DR AS T AR XURFEIRAS , T4 AM
RATLE90 C LA B A RESE A MR . (Rlith, Figie
AN R R ARTER TR Y AMEBE I T Z0IRES, T/
SFAMATRES IR E SR T IEEE A, RS K
FIAMN T REBENL 2 5 T AP XU e 45 /) 5l 5 APFE IE
T FIURL (¥ 5 2% 45 440 A M EL 20 45 AN TG PR 5 17 3 B SR A
B BTYIRE AR R e R, VR Z i AMBE T — A
FRGH B R IR 7K 25 i T F BB e 45 40, e s 5 2 Rl HILAN
NG ST, JE3e. WAL, BRI A B g
[ BRI B AR B FEIXFh I e S5 M, AMEY
PN T 2 B C—H R [ 5 0 AU T e — SR IR TR 1 %
Oy, T TR BIAR b B2 25E UA7 T B8 e i A 0. 7B K
F. N BR. BEFSRKZHBW IR BRI R T
AM-FRRE &Y, FEELAET LB X, KR
Ak PRAIVER, KRR B 94~100 C*™,

7 H AT A2 M ELS R, AMBOAN EEFE T
TEX, HRES APHHIE & 5L (R 8 R B 1 1) A J2 45
RO G AR, AMBE R IR RS A 2
(92, 2 s B B NAM R EE, BIAM % 46 145
i XRIG e R AR Ry (R mESD 458 R Z M4
Erhiym T EEAOS. BT RN E T R,
T AM P S A S5 R SR A M B e Ry N BA ., AM S e
INE R T 45 7 B EE X AM R BT E TE 7 2
98 1) B ] P AMIUBEE [T I) 189 22 . T AMDHS 2 AR S5 M 1 2 5 47
SRMER B, AMEZER I — 85 AT REWiRG T APXUZ JiE i)
gEmAEg, A KEEAMMI T RES S T BUBNE I ROE %
Wi TG 2, A BT UE R BORL 1 25 454, t
S EEmAMBILEE R R (FiE130 T) « AMXTER
FURLSS S A M I DTRZ A R T & &, FRe Y
SRUE T B A SR,

2 APHIZEESTHA

AP HVF £ o-D- P 8 2 B8 8 0 o- 1,4- 05 8 B 52
T % ) 9 8 B R A, X S B R O D o B i - 1,6-
HHOERE R, XMEMAPRANM, N10"~10" [ &
B X Ko 7170 AP VIM R RS, X2
RNEM LR, R ERZZEOE (gel permeation
chromatography, GPC) LEXSECYEZHr Bl %A &
WL, AAPAPIEE TR 5 T By 1 SR SR A7 AE
BT 24 0 AU

AR, Bl 8 TR UE K K 40 45 K4 (R ER AN PR R LA
Feor FREMFARI I, TER I 73 SCA R AR — 2 72
FE EAR B T RBONHYII VAL o 2 A S 1 AN R 1 1)

FONRN & SAC AP R I TAAAE TGS R IR, ek fil
S5 AFE B IoHE . R BUH AR LA G oG (AP
BEBUR /NP SCHTT) B B AR 45 R UL A R T R
A AR 2 DL S S R R P AP 5 AMP AL ZLHER™ . BLAR
H AT AP TOHE K SEBR AL ARSI A WA, (B 4t
2ANF AR YL, RIFRES MR R 16 B 0 B B A5 R
2.1 APIIFRES MRS

AP (1775 45 ) 2 5= T IR A BV 93 UKL 1) &5 K 1T 9
BT th i), 23 SCE5 M B R K AR, R T AR
AR A%, TR T X APA 3 AN N TE
M, AMRSCEEAE SRR A A . AR iR
T2, HARFEM N French# ™, Robin
FEAI Hizukurif 8" Thompsonfsi 2145 HE 45 ix Lk
FHENKA KT, APSHMEM S EEAHE: 1D £
Ir SCARTERE I 20 185, FRIIAEL) 5 APy 3C35% 1 2% 7y 3K
WHIT, HNBEROONIAMNE R 2) JEmBikis
PR K Al B R BT AR FROBIRS TR B 3D B i Je e A
KEEBEBUNARLE . 4) ZIRIRE 5L 4% 72 1 Bl a- Ve B B0
TIIKARTER Sy TR (RIERD BB R 50 ek Bk
B (B 2D MAAE™ . ISR TEN R E#
OB 25 di AF HH DR 0 R Atk B 23 2 AMITT AN 2 AP, IX 2
EIAM 5 HLE & IR BE S5 M43 3] 1 UESE, T v A Atk o
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Fig.1  Typical schematic representation of unit chain segments based

on the amylopectin cluster model“"***
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B, BEEAICHE. Hb, ARECARIEE, @ida-1,6-H
HEAERIAPY T FABRE R, — MR R M EE, A REHE
Foph ik B AT EUR . BEEIME 5 XM 1 A%RE 5 A BAE 11
BERL, R IR B AR DL B i R AR (1 B T g — b
- AB1. B2, B3. B4%EEER. b, Bl#EREE, U
MRS, SRR ARy, B2, B3, B4
BESE R KA, DRlEEE2. 3 NEE AR, Fk
AT R, IR KB R [ (s i, RN 4
TR, [t 4 R A R P 3 1 K AR AT 7
b, BEANAPH T R —ANCHE, BRI ME— I J5 A i ) B
B, CHERIHPOYRIEs A R HR A" . W1 R4S
FRETIe] DIB B E 1, APHA. B, CEEBEK ARG
22 SEARA AT REXTBE 1A R RE 2172 AR T RO . AR
AN AR R v (7 B AT AE— 254 00 AR TR PR 1 B
HMEEFE M I A TP 20 S S S B IR SR v 1036 4 BRI
IABEY N ANEE, T BEEH & T ek . HALBBERKAE
SNBE, ARG A L R A R D

UKL T

a RGN BB b A T A MR RN
Bl FBEIE RO e CBLH i — AN B A R b AR IR A AR
), BEMITERGE R, ST ARIE SRR e O .
EH2 APERMBHABRZBNERTBESEERRE
(OnmELFEE) fnEEY
Fig.2  Schematic drawings of amylopectin molecules forming the

alternating crystalline and amorphous lamellae (9 nm repeat distance) in

a starch granule!"

Pl 2adib s 1 2 T 7k 45 F 1 B 6 AP 23 1 £E S8 R
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Kl2a 5 iR S5 MR SRAR AT A1, APy SCE5 R K 2 HOF
AR b, T2 25 APFE TG € T Fr 2 1R 4 B 2 234
. APHISMEE BRI (245 B P 2 LSRR S5 K 2 5 45 it
H LI o ORI R, IR A S DAL A i
PROG T S JURL ) SR XU S O BT, R B Bt
T o BEAh, APFEHE AR IR HESZR B KT AR E A R
P BRI HE S A DA 3 B B 1) UK R T, P R JRUR
St ) 2 B 16 ORGE 1 o

KI2b s T 5 T A% B T SR A M R AR AP T AE
VER RIORL N T A8 B K 2 2 S E T )2 I BB
fi. iE K. 2b5 G BT E B R B AT A, AP
TR A PR TEE T R KRS, XS Bk
o AP T4 b 2 TA]E i 3 S HE B BB TR R ) )2
AR E 5 FLE R 5 R Z A, %45 0 5 5
RIRE 22 TR /K AR 25 B JC 5E T8 v J2 P B8 1 DU R AR 45 vt )= 1) 45
FIRERT, X Ph &S d = DAGOK AR T s 70 25 H ok, J
JRUSH R B ECE A RO e BT LR e 1 — A B R
W REE3~8 MR, XEWRE N 4dmh =R
S JUA R IR & B Te B i) B IRl 454, HLW] R 2 APy
T HITTER
2.2 AP IE BT G Y

TEXT APTEZE M AT L b, F B AR IR N ) 53 >
HHEAESIDA0],  [FIN A APRIR S 75 2545 3 1 7%
o — LG N IR SR AT AR, X FE 1) S5 W R AE I AN SRR
SGERIARETY, PR HED BT o B EE T T BE AR AEE TN 4
T OB EN TR LR, Bertoft ™ #1Zhu Fan""2%5@
TR () SIS A R 1V A A 4 A T /N PR 3 S BR T B AL i
BICHIAELE, FEX AR S A% B IO AE AP R 4 1 A Hh 1)
HEHES AT T MR . 7EE SRR I, Bertoft%5 42
T A T R R, 7R Pla-1,6- 70 SCORE R S
KHERSEAIE, % SRE LT B T e, HAL
TRORLI T E T ;)2 R B g — P47 T AN AP
T AT REAELE R IR e 45 M . FE B S B Sedt B AL v
FERHETURS: D AP — KB BT AMES
H5T&RRE, MEAERERP RN TELKKEE: |
U] DA AP K B2 [E] I 2 5 1 5 45 46 ALK 2 T
BRZERY, T B3HE S KB BT RE AR AE T AR A
HB% 20 FRIE I [ B R B s A i B T 2 T (R B
(interblock segments, IB-S) JER T H 22/ —&h4r, 1
ASFRAE N AAAELE I P L 3L B 3D FRIEEH
FHAE MG BT R, MIE R e R E eSS b,
HRE SR K B R IB-SH B B 2 S B, X RE T AE
T B TR E KB2BE B R, X AN S AT L
5 AP B s B B 4L A7, & B CAE Y T R R &
CRMEA T AR I SRR R AR
B, AEKGEN “FMEmT , WA eiER S
T 5 BI04 2 P 5 W B B 1T A2 e i 4 Y.

3 mERTARSHNREE

Fig.3  Schematic representation of the building block backbone structure
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o 3G R0 SR AT v B R AR R SR N B R
FATCHTAL R, AR SRR R ) S A 45 ) B 0 R A 1 R
TG, MAERE (E3) P B3R % T B 2R R AP
R 73 AN TE B R OUAE g LA LT 3 L 77 1) 3 e AE 1 28
B, XEVAPHBLEE & B K F L, AR A S
58 ROURTE, T B SHE 32 2L F 4% 1 LA K )36 BT
M EERENFER . NGRS TSGR MR —
FE/NT9 AN 4 BE BT BIIB-SIMDP/NF9, K5 ik 2 [A) 4
E% (intercluster segments, IC-S) FIDPAKT9. I4t,
AN N UM RAE B 42 B BRI B TS i A B B K DP
m, ¥IB-S (DPZ5~T) (KK, XU W% N A-E KBk
— RN, B G BT /NG N, BEEAR S BERE I
BEAb, MG BT 2> SR R, HLBEAS BT i RS 5
ME_IIA %‘Aiﬁé‘gﬂu[%é% .

23 APIZHEIX
23.1 AP IGEE

AP 2 4y 3C 45 16 08 H ) B8 0 B 10 B K R o A ok R
fiE, LG5 IR — M LLARASE B b AN [7] S8 1Y 5 B 0 2L ok k4T
ik . APEITHESATIEHE R Rk . &2
S AE AT I S AL B FF 4 GPCy SEC. i 2B B 1 58 4t
g fkpp 22 55K Chigh performance anion exchange
chromatography with pulsed amperometric detector,
HPAEC-PAD) . ZJtHiFE LIk (fluorophore-assisted
carbohydrate electrophoresis, FACE) Z5:F-BGHAT 0T,

PRI, JUFRTA RIEIAPEA L&A 2
HiEEA 7 (DP6~36) FI/bEMKELLS (DP>36) ,
TERIEA R APLE 73 SC R I B L 43 SR BE 48 D7 THI )
FAAERKI 2 5. K2 HAPREE IG5 DP A 11~15,
KA (I DP 43 ~50"" . AN [E] 4 90 5K IR AP (1 46 4 75
AR EN4.4~22, WRGLT, AR O
HEARER) KR/ KERIL10~22, BN
4.4~8, XAEABAEER 10T KR AR E R, ik
fb, EEEEAPHT S A K KESEEF R EAPES, &
% SR IR K B 1T B ae e Ky AP L ALRRAE

Hanashiro%5 K FIHPAECHL# 7 /S [F] H 4 R IR AP
BICHEM T, RILUADP 128 —/MRe s R AT 0 A0,
FHT AP 2 SRR s %2 05 ) ) R e B A A AT R AP % 70 S
JuHEIX 73 Afa (DP 6~1201A%E) | fbl (DP 13~24RB1
YD) . b2 (DP 25~36HIB2%E) . b3 (DP>36H1B3
) W B R R I B G  RI o 2 (S AR < BRE
PR St i /D, PO PT3RAS I ABE R AP — 9%
AFERIEAPIIARE: BEEAR, £50.8~1.4"". W5k
N, FEERRSTER S R LLAPHIBE KA %, ARLE
bR g S B KR, KR, [, DPN
6~ 8B R BE /AT AR AR VF 2 RIRAFIEATL . BIYTERTAP
FrFEA 11, BIABE LI 3R 40X (“fingerprint” A-chains,

Afp) , FHAFHETT DURAEEDINRIR . X LAk 7ME 1T
IR T & e E G, WIS T S BN A i 2 e
FIMER, AR S5 T QUi 25 R T 45 db (R 1)
HiZiHt, SR EMENET S8 ENApR I H LM
FREFERE TR, X AT AR L AR i A iR R

—UAPHIKEE (DPZIN100) FfEEK. /N,
Rk, BREFMARZE R PRI, B NAPKS T
AT %8 LFEKE, —REES BN ~10%, X
SR KB K 2 e — 2R K BRI AR B RE ™. TR A
NZ5AMA B RURL 45 5 V88 A B 2 APRB K BE 5 ik
(R R, FLS S5 ey AP AR T 3 AT R LR RE " T
A JL B A %R SR A B I DP# A O BT AMBE
BIPER, AT e 5 SUBICE A BB S0 R B it I B B 2H Ak
A2 AM S i .

X FAPHICHE /0 AT, %% Hanashiro %5 78 JLFIHE Y JE
W AP SCHT T 5 FH 98 06 ekl 2- S Bk b e bR id 1 ik JE R
Ui, SRJG A SECH AT K IR 2 FAPH 78t I CHE L DPAE
10~1302 ], HYEDP 38~43[ficf —HHiEg. 4810,
I Z5 AP FRIEVETEDP 49, & B 8 £ K AP RFE I 7E
DP 80, i —HEFE S FIRHIEWETEDP 21~25. FHT41AP
ARG —5CHE, (IR B R R 1 R o
MR IR BT HAAPH T I CHE R T 2 AR K™,
232 AP ICEE

APHMEEFR (1) 72 M I AN Z 43 S I 3 38 J5 MR
Uiy (R B, PSR A SONAP SZ IR BE B . BT A
HRAME, RIS TR AN 53, 1A BREEREA
HNEEER 43 A WEERE /. BT APRA ST EE I BE K0 AT K
B B O A e iR X SUEE B ARSI, AP NS
F 75 BLE I o SO PR BIAS (limit dextrin, LD) (¥ 0EE
REMER TR UbAh, APHIFISMEEK L (average external
chain length, ECL) . “FY¥JPNHEK: (average internal chain
length, ICL) 752455 AP SR MRS B C Bt 25 M I 22
FERAVF S SR e R BT APHEAT FR il P /K fift o] DASRAS 7y
Iy SCEERIREVE IR PR RS . A TR A (015 0 i AP S 1
HRFAE PR B B o

Bertoft4 FT & J& [ 2R AE AP A 30 5 08 45 1 1 A T
PRUIN e 1D SR a-VE K T PR A1) 14 7K S8 R TS00E ¥ 1)
%, f8la-2r 3K 20 DR A RNBER L EGa.
B-VE By B AR IR 25 Bk a- 23 SORVRS 16 408545 B 9, B-LDs s
3) ¢ f-LDstELa-TER Bt — 0 7870 KM, SRAF LR RS
BN oy SO BB G G 4 KA RIER
W G 22l o, f-LDs B 3G T BEAT I 3, FF BAGPC.
HPAEC-PADSK R AFHAE B R iS4 M RF i 2 4
VERY, WU FH - B I 2% B e a- 23 SOBR 1 A1 0 e BL 1S 3
B-LDs, FFURCK FH a-VE Ky Bl 0T 1752 30 AT % B 7K g LARE B0
. B R e
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TE K FH 22 Bl e B I 22 S 1 K g ) 4% % S L B
JOHIERE R, eV HEE T REBORWI AR, &MY
TEEREME =, ER S T R oK IR Bla-4
SCORIA R A1 30 B AE 0% 48 - UE o Blg B 2 R ULIE R AL
ifafp-iE M MERE 2, A 3B-LDs (£UEH) He,B-LDs
(S BERBMAP) , FUCK H a-TE K BT 15 2047 3R
IR BERE /NI . BBy SO G . MRS IR K
LA 3 B T 1) 45 0 22 SRR S R4S AR TP 4 SR I LG I
ME B RAA R [, ASFEEDESAP Ko, p-
LDsfER & FFER o R (B ESE. KB2dE. K
B3%E) , XU ICHEEM o AR VE T B SRS TN
WAEMPBERKE, HAMREBRMERKE 2. AFH
KIFAPE E A FAMNEK N 4E K, ECLN10.7~15,
ICLAT4.4~8 (Al Mz MMEEBRKE) , SN
KTICLN12~19.9 (& BEE B AMERIEEED B0,
5T o, B-LDsiE 58 1 RS o fike ik, DP 3~7 (I
{EDPYSEL6) 1% BEE#E A N A& — AN A R IR AP I RF
fiEIX, BIBHEM) “484(IX” (“fingerprint” B-chains,
Bfp) , WMi%EBEEM = EH KB (DP 8~25) NHFRA

. . [61
BS major-chains'®,
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