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1 #RlEAZ®
1.1 #E 5K

RS M 22 15 5 (IR IG YT ) s & & 2 =
R a-VERE (5 J7 Ulg) FEALHE (5 T Ulg) , bt #&
FeFERHCA R A R EE (5 77 Ulg), T E R
BEZE W EORA RS ) BEME 22 200 A A R
B AHE RZRE CE A0 1 2R A e B Bl A= P B4
JB A A BR S F) 5 48 K (99.9% , W ) , 35 [ Sig-
ma—Aldrich 22 6] FPE IR (B 4% , D7 e 1 520l
A IRA ) BRIR N (B a0 , RESE A AR L TR
A R B B IR S A IR — A = SR
BREALER =AM RS (O Hr ik ) , 4 T I
KATAHRARIRZESNF; O B BRI
(B REEEgL) AR AL Tl
1.2 UE5EE

SS300 A = =0 FAREHVEL B0 ML, sk KU T
K ZE B O LT A R A R CP225D AL 5 K-
7 1) 9% 22 B 4 2N\ SHZ- T R G 3Rk B8 48 | |
TR 2R A AR ALER ) s UV -1800PC 1Y 48 7143 56 56
TF, L 835 A AR A BRA Rl HWS-12 A8 g fa
WA, AR TR A A BR 2 | 5 7890B -
5977B B I AN, 56 E L FER BB A BRA F] 5
1.-8900 A2 HEW2 H 2h /- A, H A H 3L A )
1.3 Hi&
1.3.1 SR EMMIT RO & DERELWUE.
KA, V2 mm JEEME R, AR 15
min, —18 CH#E 24 h, B & MR, 1500 r/min
250 10 min, WA B0 THIBOT IR AR S 2
W, VI pH (L E 4.5, IR 43 %1 0.5% 1)
B, TE 40 CHAF T HEATEGE 5 h, hug , w8
RIS N R B8 0.75% 0 a—TE K AN 0.25% 4
fBt, 80 CHEMFE 4 h, JnFAZ W % )5 PR 4F 5 min, fff
it 2 0 5 a0 AR A A T U
1.3.2  SERIfE N AN &R
1.3.2.1  AMIEREFDZEXS SOV 52 B 40 g 4%
BT, A NS N BT = 3 R 3.0% Y 2 2
Wi AR R OB ORBE R R pH (2
7.0,100 CJZ ¥ 20 min, ¥ & = )5 , L 3EFi 1l
2 WU E PE 3 A g AVFHTHE AR, FUEL 6 R
[Fi] &/ Xt 5 4 S 1y e 1) 5%
1.3.2.2  ARWESHEBEGR NG 40 ¢ D82

fiff R, A0 RO S N T = 43 8K 3.0% , 43 il R OR
WS R R L 1:4,1:3,1:2,1:1,2:1,3:1,4:
1A, J8% pH {H % 7.0,100 C&MFF &N 20
min, % H F 5, DL SRS N RUECE T4 A
A oo AVFFEFR , HCEON [ A BE 5 05 52 I L A1)
Xof S A s o R ) S

1.3.2.3 SMEBEG IR 40 ¢ S8 T
W, 43I 4 1.5%,2.0%,2.5% ,3.0%,
3.5%,4.0% W S ECAM RS (ARE 5 R0 B it Lol
1:3), J#% pH {HZE 7.0,100 °C 4% 1 F & ¥ 20
min, ¥ H F G, DL SRR KN BUECE PF 4 A
A o HVFNFERR , FL ST L AP IERE AN (] 4% 0t %o
e S N R FE 5

1.3.2.4 VR BU40 g 8% SEEE T, I
T i 8 3.0% 1) B EC AN IR (A B 5 5 T
Feok 1:3), % pH HZ 7.0, 53 %14E 80,90, 100,
110,120 C&AF F R 20 min, AHEERIE, L
BT L TR VRSN AN A o A PER R, S0 HT
AN TF) J52 0 05 3 Yo S 7 7 Iz o7 A 8 1 R D

1.3.2.5  JIEFE] B 40 o A% B T W TR
T 5 8 3.0% 1) B EC AN IR (A B 5 5 T
Fe ok 1:3), 9% pH HZ 7.0, 78 100 CH&AFF 5%
SN 10,20,30,40,50 min, 25 B E iR, VIE
P78 52 07 I P T A g R RN FE AR, 53 HT A
[Fi) J52 I Y5 J3E XoF 56 8 Jz o7 A% 38 11 5 )

1.3.2.6 #Ihh pHAE B 40 g D8 R 1, U
T o 8 3.0% 1) B BC AN IR (A B 5 B T
bk 1:3), srnli#Eik & pHE = 5.0,6.0,7.0,
8.0,9.0, F 100 °CJZ )i 40 min, ¥ H £ E )5, U
7KL TR VRSN AN A o A PER R, S0 HT
ANTR] BN pH A X 5 4 728 Js2 1o i B ) 20

1.3.3  SERifl 0 4 IE i g ik FE R &
SEUG A5 A A 1, 3 R X S A S R M R
(R A SRR TS 0 i | R I I B B R B R R R pH
B, F IR 1 R IKE R Lo(3%) IE 250, X
iR N AT AL, DURE TR AE I % 5
fe bR, TSR

1.3.4 JREWE 10 a5 L i 5 A4 4k
W /N VP BTG — A TR e HR % 2 SR I
Ji O T AR T VR ) XU R AR A T B PR
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Table 1 Levels of key factors using Lo(3*) orthogonal array design
K P SN RN R A/ Y B B/ °C B B 18] /min K & pH 1A
1 25 90 30 6.0
2 3.0 100 40 7.0
35 110 50 8.0
®2 DHREMBTRBREITFMNRE
Table 2 Sensory evaluation criteria for potato juice
PN
Fikos
12 25 34 4 5 54
S PRk, R AR BReRBE, T ARk REER ABRMGEARIN KA R%
cd JE PR
Mok R E e Mk AR sE Mk EeREE ARMAIARNE ABKEREIG X AMARL
A M AR Ak E, RARIEL BE,TAER PR AR ek K AL e ek B RO Ak
WA A Tk A A WA AR, T BERARK B A A AR TR W A AR AR
VA B 4n
ok F ek BaayEteR, Tl BREUR R LR R R AR
ok EARA R, REET ERKRE, T Ak, TAH#E ABRMERING LE%R
% bl s
B Bk T B B ok AR mE G R EFREE R EF IR AR BR R BE R AT
BB R
1.3.5  SERLPE R N oR BRI 2 MOR B 30 NAREEATEE R RN R S R

mL, 7E 4 000 r/min 5/ F #4720 10 min, 3815
B0, TR 10 £5 )5 T UK 420 nm &b I H K
TEHE 25 R LA A g TR,
1.3.6 BT W R R ot S % Bl i
] U8Rl 08 2, B 5.0000 g 913, fiTA 10 wl
JE B 0.1306 mg/mL 948 IR NFRIE IR (IF
T HEE)  BEME T 60 C/KE TFEA 30 min, 3 A
50 um DVB/CAR/PDMS %53k ,60 CHfff 30 min
Je, AEAARB BN 5 min, GC-MS 43-#7 5%
PF . 34 DB-WAX UL, & 7M. EL & 5 fE
.70 eV; B FIHIEE.230°C; MUZATEE 150
°C; HERE R 250 °C; AR LR IR . 250 °C; 3K .
He ; FEAEREEC . AN A 30303 . 1.0 mL/min,,
FHEFE R .40 CHFF 2 min, BL 10 °C/min F+3] 120
C, Lh2.5C/min F+3] 150 C/EEEE 5 min, LA 10
°C/min FF3| 230 °CJ5 445 10 min,

AL TFREHL NISTLLL 335 4 0 135 08 0 5 33 (%1
IR R I DL AT i — 20 X g T, ge it It
Bt B K T 80 (F KA 100) B4y, LLAR % N

A CXV.
C (mg/kg)=—-x7000- (1)

Kb, C—HBY RS &, mg/kg;A—H
Fr AL A 4 0 1 B, mAU - min; A —— N B3 4 06 1
B, mAU “min; C——W 45 ¥ T & W B mg/mL;
V—— PRI IR R, WLy m——FE i i g,
1.3.7 AMIEEMEAITE RS B F AR
g3 8 i SOHAE K B R A 4 2K (2) THE AR
T BEE (OAV)791 ) OAV = 1.0 Sy 56 8 XU 9 i
0.1<OAV<1.0 MM TEXRY) T ,0AV<0.1 A%
FEAE A AR P I

-_C
0AV= 5 (2)
X P k& W w4 X E R pelke;

OT——% Ak & Wy AE KV W TP i RS8B4 ek o
1.3.8 WEAR FENINE SHEgFEEX
(7 36 BRI S 1) AR5 AR i A S AR RS i 3
BN 20%M — A LR WIRGIRA A, E|T
#E 2 h,5 000 r/min &0 30 min, B WM 6
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mol/L 9 HC ¥ WK fif )5 i & 52 W2 B 301 43 )
HEAT R DU 43 HT o
1.3.9 g iR S i A AL BE 71 20 #
1.3.9.1 RARERE T MR PR RS SERI I 5 OF
FEVEAE L, B 2.5 mL A SV, A pHL 6.6 Y%
MR Eh 2 i 2.5 mL, A IMA 2.5 mL 1% 8 £k
FAMBW , R IRA G T 50 CRV 20 min, 7
A 10% =% Z B 2.5 mL,3 000 r/min {4 F it
T80 10 min, B EVE W 5 mL, ITA 5 mLL 2818 7K
A1 mL 0.1% = FALZEW, =5 FXF BKE 2.5 mL
B b O A SR B ZE 48K, T K 700 nm
A OGEE . # N (3) IR R T
MR EE T1=A -4, (3)
HP A, TRV W A A A
FeCls 1R GV W W OGREAA
1.3.9.2 DPPH A i iiEKRE S8 Li 2005
B REE M, Bl mL BES, IIA 2 mL 0.2
mmol/L. DPPH Jo/K £ B, % W 30 min, 10 000
r/min .0 1 min, B EE RT3 K 517 nm 280
WCME . 25 FA VR IRFRIE K B DPPH ¥
W, X R LSRR R ZR IR KA R R S T,
(4)314 DPPH H L5 6%
DPPH FHEHA(%)=(1-1 215 )x100 - (4)
0

A X B W A A ——FE T Al
WG R s A —— 25 A ROGRE(E .
1.3.93 ABTS AW EIGERE S H WM EZ0 )
AR B, BT mL BRI A ABTS TAE TR
3 mL, iERIRY 10 s, I EMS L, T K 734
nm 20 E WO BE | #i20 (5)1H5 ABTS A i 2 7E

A%H_Am”n

ABTS H H%%?%ﬁff%(%ﬁﬁxloo (5)
XA .y 25 AV BROWOE PEAE A

FE SR TR FE A

1.4 HIBESH

A P bR Y M R 3 Uk, 45 L B + b
e 22 I KR . DUERE SPSS 22.0 #4753
£ (P<0.05) 7301, 5 AF Origin 2017 Z5 14,

2 ZERESM

21 EHNERNBEFRIBFHHHE

2,11 AMEWERNZE AR b2 02 5 R 5 S 18
S 07 568 JBE ) S P DR R AT 1 R S A A
49 2 IOE T A TEL B8, 3 W HG S 2 S 1 L 1Y
T JEE o (R o NI 22 2l ) 908 5 0 708 B o 7 e
5 S IR B 2 M A ) 96 i 1 B v R AR T
AN G BEARRTE  USINREWE 22 25 Wl | ) 2 B
FIRE 4 T S DB ) T 85 47 8 B I k47 AN 1)
JE , HLRE A S 0 A 2 ARG AN R SN B A R Y
LEKE SR S N AT 1 R RS N Y
PRI, 1 PP S Bt A v, SR A B 0 R T
XU, TURRME R T /SBRMERE V5 TU bl A9 AR |
Rl S L 3 e bR, s I A R O SR A
Bl R 7S BRHRE , 22 25 W OB D OBl , 2 5 R P B
IO F) T35 P A 5,

30 q0.16
f
Ho.14
25 _%_ %
d e 7/ 0.12
_} % c o
C
<E . _EE b M= E1/Ho.10 T:;
&K £ | o =
B g 15 . Ho.os 4 8
[ / £ §
g l / 0.06 X E
g c c % 2
9] 77 7 % 7 //— 0.04 <
7 7 / /
2 % é Ho.02
N a1
0 4 0.00
AEE PERE EERE WEE OB AW B

LINTE RS
Exogenous sugar type
AN FREROR 225 8.3 (P<0.05), T IA]
B SMEEMENERNBERMTREEITES
AR S FE B ( Asoonn) I 10D
Fig.1 Effects of exogenous sugar types on the sensory

score and A g, of Maillard reaction juice

AT 1 &5a T 2 AL, TSN [ S J50RE 2 ml
A . D T B B AR T VR XU . A I A W SR W
i A A S LR PP E S B, RIS I A B
R AT SERAE RN, AR TG AR T B
B T AT VROAR AR IR ph P 2 AT L R AR
Tl £ 119 9 7 48 S I (MRPs ) & S fie o 28 7 bk
G R B RCE o de i, AR WE ) £ 1) MRPs
BN RN, EE AR O R A A
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SRR Vo> e . VS IR BT B T A T TR
B, (EVEW™ A T Rk B R XU ]
BF = A 7B ek, AR AR KR B2 T
R TR VR BEAG o VS 0 76 B 6F MRPs XU F B
H—E B THE R (R LB o — 5 i R
7 T FROGT AR YRR R 0 R S A — 1Y el
ER L BRBOR A G SR G IR E 40 Fl L7
Fa e PRSI S 31PN S =

2,12 ARBEFIRBET S @& 3 A, s
Ivi) Jo 5 LU ) AR W 55 SR W, B R R T 25 R
WIE . YU IR AR 5 R AL o 1:3 B
TR B E V3 B 8, A o THBCK, DB SERLAE
J N HEATRE BRSO LR A R R BEARNE S A h
JEAR R 13 B,

213 SMEFEEEORINGE  HE 4 05, L
J 17 R B A A2 T A/ W A I g 1 o T 32
T Y AN RS A 3.0% ) RN Y
BCE Vo fem, SR AR SN B AL T R K
S5 i — 20 4 R T AR S I, 4 A R R
ol H T R AR R VRS T R SN 4.0%
S HCAMERE R ORI R B A R A R
VRO B B RRAIG 25 b, dE 8 3.0% M e id SN HE IR
e,

214 RPNEE  mBE S AAL, R A 8
Wi 52 7 ek T v T 38 8 o, % P 9 7 s i AR
V3 B 2 107 Y B AL B RN YRR VPO —
T Pl P B L 1 88 T 28 8 TV TS K
B 100 CHil A 1 BN IR 4 B o T 110

—v— B —o— EI
—e— HAE—— 55

B2 SMEHEMENERBERNTREETSHMN
Fig.2 Effects of various exogenous sugars on sensory

score of Maillard reaction juice
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Ratio of compounding
B3 AEERBERELLNENERETHREE TS
F R S B 1E ( Asoorn) BI S 10
Fig.3 Effects of mass ratio of xylose and fructose

on sensory score and A gy, of Maillard reaction juice

30 q0.45
B EEIFS i

7771 0.40

0.35

- 0.30

0.25

-1 0.20

VR

Sensory score/4)

W't BE (i

Absorbance value

10.15

10.10

- 0.05

< 0.00
L5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

yliksie
Amount of addition/%

B4 EEIMNENE(RERE)RMEX EHERNITIR
BB 43 0 IR S BE B ( Aseonn) B ST
Fig.4 Effects of the amount of exogenous mixed sugar
(xylose and fructose) on sensory score and Ay,

of Maillard reaction juice

30 q1.4

2 e ¢ _ v
P L c ' .
D‘E . Z -0.6 "U‘E
{ﬁj %10- 2 % -0.4 g_%
; 11 s

5 . b % % % 0.2

V) y/ é é ‘% 0.0

i
Temperature/°C

B5 REBEMNENBRMETEREETS
FN R S B 1E (Asponn) B 22 10
Fig.5 Effects of reaction temperature on sensory score

and A g, of Maillard reaction juice
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CAN 120 CAA T il & 1 S IR B V4 B T
M, FRERAEEEIRE TV Z MR EY
Jo, P A R R AN [ XU R B 0 P TR R
FEI 100 °C Ry 338 B S I il

2.1.5 NETE 1B 6 FTRLE R N B ]
ANETIE TN, A g B BEE AW K, SEHLAE SR
FEEE AW ss . 7 B W B B 10~50 min 22 £k B
MRPs J&E W5 58 L IHE TR, 485 [E 2 40 min
IR VR e . 24 VIR ] FE 10~40 min 22 [H]
BT M, MRPs H 9 XU ) oA W B Tl R R

” d —0.6
Kl b c? H% “%wjgé
5 T e
(%10 h / 0.2 =
8 % é % é é 0.0
IRf i)
Time/min

6 [BzRYEXENERNITRERTS
AR S 1A (Ason) HI R 18
Fig.6 Effects of reaction time on sensory score

and A pou, of Maillard reaction juice

22 EXRBLERSTEWIE

3 AT, 45 TR 3 S P A I I I S
TV BB V43 5 I Sk B2 N R > 1R & pH
(B> 07 B () > MRS I i, 3% 4 nE 4 A
FOF SN R PE A YA R e (P<0.01),
LR i Oy S 3 B SR &R pHL > 5 R (R >

DG JEE PE AN 5 24 BB K T 40 min B, 448
380 B N IR T A AN RO, PEATBEAK 25
e B 40 min IS B BN ]

2.1.6 KR pHAE HE 7 018 K RZPIH pH M
5.0~9.0 AN W7 £ 55 1, Ay, WO BE (B W8 K, 46
W € 7 1 iz S B2 3 Bl pHL (B % 388 00 1717 AN 1 44
5 o SN SRR DT 43t B B AR R D 4R pHL (A
R BT R TR, MR R wILG pH HA 7.0
B BCE . 48 L REL pH7.0 Nl B
M. pH 18,

25 va. d ‘0-8
£5 ., . é”ﬂgg
el
5.0 6.0 p;l.o{ﬁ 8.0 9.0
pH value

B 7 RE{EFENE pH EXERER TR
BB TR BE 1 (Asom) B R0
Fig.7 Effects of initial pH value on sensory score

and A pou, of Maillard reaction juice

MR N AL, SRESIIER 8, hE3 A
A, Bl SRR N A A OB TR 110
°C, S W B} 8] 50 min, SMEBEER N4 3.0% , 1K &
pH N 6.0, FEUCI &M T , R 3 Wik, i
S WA BN i B B U P4 24.80, VT
AU B B, 2 07 R 3 v

®3 EXRWER
Table 3 Orthogonal design experiment results

B5 B8 JE/°C B i} ] /min IR N A F /% # % pH 1L BF IS
1 90 30 2.5 6.0 17.70 + 0.42
2 90 40 3.0 7.0 18.60 + 0.28
3 90 50 35 8.0 17.85 + 0.21
4 100 30 3.0 8.0 19.60 = 0.14
5 100 40 35 6.0 22.55 + 0.21
6 100 50 2.5 7.0 21.00 + 0.42
7 110 30 35 7.0 22.25 + 0.07
8 110 40 25 8.0 20.65 + 0.21
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(8% 3)
5 B i g /°C B 5L B 18] /min SR I e/ % & % pH 1A BE IS
9 110 50 3.0 6.0 24.80 + 0.42
k, 18.05 19.85 19.78 21.68
ky 21.05 20.60 21.00 20.62
ks 22.57 21.22 20.88 19.37
r 4.517 1.367 1.217 2.316
K4 EXRBAEDN
Table 4 Variance analysis of orthogonal test
TR R 75 F B W R ¥ 7 F1a 2K
AR AR A 90.564* 8 11.321 130.622 <0.001
3B 7 605.556 1 7 605.556 87 756.410 <0.001
B 5 63.401 2 31.701 365.776 <0.001
B B 18] 5.621 2 2.811 32.429 <0.001
SR A A A 5.408 2 2.704 31.199 <0.001
4K % pH AL 16.134 2 8.067 93.083 <0.001
R E 0.780 9 0.087
Bt 7 696.900 18
RIER £ 91.344 17

2.3 ENERMNATJETRIES R RA K
5e2&RoMm

I 44 SR A T SRR S 7 A S R S R 43 i) 4G )
2| 35 145 FAEREL G (R 5), MK TS
SRR TR, SE R RN W R 2R T | B )
SRR, AR T RSB, WET
i R EE R O SRS T B R I E S
HIRRF JERNELNZIAEY D5 w
i FEASE TR - Y (OAV=1.0)2 Ff
O XUR ) 5, R L OE 2 (0.1 <O0AV<1.0)2
R XU P T, 3[R T E 4% S B R T VR
LA IR UL SR 00 R 5 S P48 f iy b =
SRS TR 2-WAE T R RO p-EY
il (OAV =1.0)5 Fft 5 5 JAUBR 4 5T, 8% FH B (0.1 <
OAV<1.0)1 BIEHE P XK P 5T, I Az itk e | it g
SR IACE Y, T S P B T R A R
RES,

WEEA T, H R E WAL RS
o iR AR A D R G R Z B, DB
B A, K RUBR BT R AN K 3 26 55 B i Ak & P T
RER A T 8% AN i b S0 M 0 B A, R R
LI L G Y R Y BTRTIAR, X S8 E AR
TE 1 1) o A

T 26 W) Jon ELAT AR A WL A, IR = A
XS TR B A WA T R TTER, X e T
AR T H il =R A S A A ik 22 S T R R T TR
rh R Btk SURE ) SR AR e TP A 2 Y o
KR T n—6 Bin-9 AL FAR U5 W2 1 S AL RE i |
1 Co~C12 1A S Wy ot B (AL A1, Xk XU i ik
BR, A rpim s 7 O, Hrh o2
SRR 14 S8 AL A B RSO P T FESZ G R
AR W AL SRR R R A S RN, AR
FE2EW) T, X 2L W) i 5 Maillard A1 Strecker 2 v E.
A OCHRDS AV U R I 5 95 A R AR A R B o
e S 7 A A AN 3 ) TR IS R SRR M = AR

BN =) 2,3- AR IR 2-1E
S0 05| | nbk E R 2 H R I E I T R A
R . FESEhFE i B, A R R i
Streeker [ 7= A B AL S A2, 0 K 220 KR4
JoT A TR JC AR AL T A0 S5, 28 4T A U 1% i R
KAE Y2 % D E IR ALy, A RIR
B IS T ORI, A7 4 SRR A, PR AR 2 | I Feg
NI M R AL 5 W H B AR Kby 2R
Sy MRS MR SRk b A Y e DR
FEFH S o A0t 7E 56548 S R s DU
LA SN E 37 e s A 7/
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LR LIk SRS A TR B 2O T B-F
% | IE O R 9 A BB R, G4 BN
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Table 5 Volatile flavor composition and content of juice before and after Maillard reaction

B B i i EX X9k
£ R 1 4 A CAS & BE/ REH#HE . .
g L) aE /gL OAV aF/pg- L7 O0AV
FAEBRE TEAUAEEFTE 128-37-0 NA NA 1.58 £ 0.10 NA 251 +1.14 NA
1-Th-A-TH AR 3454-07-7 NA NA 0.19 £ 0.27 NA - -
2,2,5,5-w WA B 3075-84-1 NA NA 0.70 £ 0.99 NA - -
F-3
PR TS E Tk 110-54-3 NA NA 0.50 = 0.02 NA - -
T+ 294-62-2 NA NA 0.51 £ 0.07 NA 0.51 +0.72 NA
WirEk a-MARME 469-61-4 NA NA 0.52 + 0.02 NA - -
-k o M 99-86-5 NA NA 0.67 + 0.94 NA - -
RFWH 629-20-9 NA NA 0.17 £ 0.24 NA 0.32 +0.46 NA
(+)—-AF B 5989-27-5 10 A 0.46 + 0.65 0.05 - -
S 2-F Ak 5- FH  1490-04-6 NA NA 3.36 + 0.01 NA - -
T B
R B 100-51-6 3 EA4=R 032 £0.02 0.11 1.11 £0.35 0.37
2-T AT E 104-76-7 NA NA 1.39 £ 0.13 NA - -
(R) ~a,a—4 - =¥  7785-53-7 NA NA 0.64 + 091 NA - -
A-3-FRTH-1-F
i
AR B 77-53-2 NA NA 448 +0.10 NA 1.35+0.13* NA
IR B 696-71-9 NA NA 0.36 + 0.51 NA - -
5-¥ A -2-vkvh VB 3857-25-8 NA NA - - 0.48 £0.01 NA
2,5-= ¥ 4-2,5-T 110-03-2 NA NA - - 1.69 +2.39 NA
— B
Bk F R 124-07-2 3000 InEsE R - - 1.45+£0.26 <0.01
wk
£ 112-05-0 NA e Wk, 1.16 £0.55 NA 1.04 £0.13 NA
R F ok
IERBR 334-48-5 69 000 B2k - - 1.80 £ 0.35 <0.01
2 iE T B 66-25-1 4.5 @ JZ ek . 1.58 +0.05 0.35 - -
ok
B 124-19-6 1 fig A 1.85 £ 0.14 1.85 4.83 +0.34* 4.83
HE A%
IE 124-13-0 7 Mg W5 A 0.54 = 0.03 0.08 - NA
R B 98-01-1 9562 KRk 293 +0.00 <0.01 15.54 £21.97 <0.01
B AR
2-R K -2-T Mk 4411-89-6 NA NA 0.34 + 0.05 NA 0.78 + 0.41 NA
2-¥ R T B 96-17-3 1 ¥R AR - - 10.86 + 3.22 10.86
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(&% 5)
Rt iR 7 i £ 35 1B R R
el 1oty % AR CAS 5 RAL/, BERE
e T 4% /ug- L' OAV 4HF/pg L OAV
E S 100-52-7 3 F A=k - - 30.54 +4.68  10.18
I Rek
2wk v S 1003-29-8 NA  NA - - 5.10 +0.43 NA
X TE 122-78-1 4 F A - - 46.83+8.51 1171
LEES B ¥ & 79-77-6 0.007 %% 2% 198+279 28286  11.81+1590 1687.14
2,6-= (8T H&)-4- 10396-80-2 NA NA - - 0.72 +1.02 NA
#FAE-A-FK-2,5-
R M —1-FR
e Nk 689-67-8 60  RAEAEF 0.89 £0.01 0.01 - -
(E)-1-(2,6,6-=%  23726-93-4 NA  NA 4.04 + 0.34 NA 4.09 +0.94 NA
E-1,3-RT = -
1-4)2-T M- 1-FA
4-(2—ckvp )-3-T  623-15-4 NA  NA - - 0.58 +0.82 NA
W —2—BR
B % 2,4-= A5 120-83-2 NA  NA - - 1.22+0.25 NA
T E B 93-15-2 NA NA 0.40 + 0.02 NA - -
2,4-= R T EEB 96-76-4 200 RA& 3.55 +0.22 0.02 3.03 £0.58 0.02
4-TH K -2-F AL 7786-61-0 NA  NA 1.15 + 0.06 NA 2.54 +0.16% NA
Ky
Ry 108-95-2 5900 NA - - 1.99+044  <0.01
S 2,2,4-=F L R = 6846-50-0 NA  NA 10.41 = 0. NA 21.68 +9.24 NA
BT B 20
KAy B P S 119-36-8 60 A FiwmA 0.60 022 0.01 1.36 +0.32 0.02
A
+ =B P By 1731-88-0 NA  NA 0.10 + 0.14 NA - -
T 8, 3 B 112-32-3 NA  RA&%  050=+0.70 NA - -
e e 929-77-1 NA  NA 0.12 £ 0.17 NA - -
7K A B 5 B 118-60-5 NA  NA 0.27 + 0.38 NA 0.34 +0.48 NA
+ v9 B 2 By 124-06-1 NA  NA - - 0.34 +0.48 NA
ZFRE owmw 110-86-1 2000 NA 1.66 +0.02  <0.01 0.86+0.70  <0.01
3-W ke 108-99-6 NA  NA 2.06 = 0.06 NA 1.54 +0.12% NA
R 289-95-2  1.2x10° NA - - 3.06+£4.33  <0.01
2-9 bk 109-08-0 280 000 " F vk | - - 76.18 £ 1636 <0.01
% Aok
2-C ks 13925-00-3 430 000 &R & - - 0.97+1.37  <0.01
2,3-= 9 Atk 5910-89-4 100 ER - - 1.00 + 0.26 0.01
1 A
2- LB AR 1122-62-9 19 fAEmEA - - 0.33 +0.46 0.02
2- T BE A koA 1072-83-9 200000 "% & & | - - 135+022  <0.01

B Aok
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(&% 5)
Bt B i v i EBBR R R
el o4 4 AR CAS % BE/  REAR
g 1 &%/pg Lt O0AV 4% /ug- L7 OAV
P 4 95-16-9 80 MK, - - 3.17 £0.32 0.04
B ok
2,3,5-=Z W kwk  14667-55-1 10 NA - - 1.74 +0.75 0.17
2- LA Kk 4177-16-6 NA  NA - - 0.64 + 0.90 NA
2— 7 Bk v 3194-15-8 NA  NA - - 0.69 +0.10 NA
3-F bz 1008-88—4 NA  NA - - 0.55+0.77 NA
2-TE A 1122-62-9 NA NA - - 0.33 £0.46 NA
2,5-= WK Bk 5676-58-4 NA  NA - - 4.57 £0.94 NA
T NA FR TR A2 5 =" Fm AR 5 9278 36 LT B LT R TR 2 T KUV ) 5 B AT A 3 25 5 (P<0.05) .
24 EHNERNA.ETEFERERSETHL I, s AL B R T 22.52% ., i e it
AR EE M EEERICRZ —, & WP IURER S =AM, rTae&h TR

Bl G R RIS AR ) B ORI, JF S B

PRZ P I

B L KL PR, R A

R H12 6 AT, ph T S8 B BN I R A TH AE

TR BRI | R I DR 2 BE R Y

e R

1 0T RIS (0 e i A 0 A ) B R S R
Ui B8 A B R B B i Lol & AR T B R AR AR Frp
fief IR 0 35 R R I R = BRI o L 43 3 T 2.88%
F10.85% , M5 R S L2 o LLsk /> 1 3.72% ., LAk,

®6 EFHEREMNIKEBEBTRIHEESERSENZM

Table 6 Effect of Maillard reaction on free amino acid content in enzymatic hydrolysate of potato juice

k¥l A B i 7 i /mg - (100 g)7! % F 48R i ik /mg- (100 g)! EE/ %
& ok AR R R & 2B (Asp) 333.2 + 0.8 254.2 + 2.6* -23.69
2.8 (Glu) 266.7 + 0.7 230.3 £ 2.1* -13.65
it 5999 + 1.5 484.6 + 4.7* -19.22
HeR AR BR 7 Z R (Thr) 15.6 = 0.0 11.8 £ 0.0% -24.13
2 .2 (Ser) 157 £ 0.1 12.0 £ 0.2% -23.52
i Z R (Pro) 225 0.5 213 £0.1* -5.00
‘H‘ﬁl‘:‘i"&i(@ly) 9.8 £0.0 8.2 £ 0.0%* -16.79
7 28 (Ala) 10.9 £ 0.0 10.2 £ 0.0% -6.69
&t 74.5 £ 0.3 63.5 £ 0.4% -14.71
S & -8:§ 28 8% (His) 18.5 £ 0.2 10.6 = 0.0* -43.03
2R (Arg) 60.4 + 0.2 21.4 +0.3* -64.59
4 2R (Val) 33.8+0.3 28.2 + 0.8* -16.49
A (Met) 6.8 2.0 7.1 £1.6 +4.89
5t 56 Z A (Tle) 13.7 £ 0.4 11.0 £ 0.5% -19.48
5% 2B (Leu) 9.2 £0.1 7.0 = 0.0% -23.89
A& ZUBR (Tyr) 22.1+0.3 17.1 £ 0.2* -22.48
SR 7 2B (Phe) 18.7 £ 0.0 16.2 + 1.3* -13.54
i Z R (Lys) 28.0 £ 0.2 19.4 + 0.2% -30.68
&3t 211.1 +£3.9 138.0 + 2.3* -34.66
BB AL R 885.5 + 5.1 686.1 + 7.0* -22.52

T 2 7R LI PE R N RT 5 TR b i o R R B4 A A 3 25 5 (P<0.05)



200 hoE

M

2022 55 11 #

& A8 B N 7 ) S 0.3~3 ku IR 57— 5 T
R AT 2R KA S IR A5 o R 2 B 1R TT ik i £ 17 fi
R K [B] BRS38— 7 AT, 33 26 49y Jot ] DS i v i A
BEDRFROR , 53— Jr T, U B A AR SO A
MPRs Z 8] &A= T BRSEAH BAEH  HE 3 TR A
(R TR A S RIS I 2 0 v A 1 ki
DA, PRI 9 7 78 sz 7 X T 4 S Rl A R R 1Y
WU S R 1 2 RN LB R AR G

25 EHNERNW.EESLETRNENMENK
iE

M 7 a0, b8 B A TT W AR AL MRPs
VI piEert, Bt SehiiE son 451 T i 4%
TR WY EE )5 (DPPH B BB BR 3 (ABTS
FI R RV bR 3 8 3 R, R B SE P 2 N e
YR AR MR R 0, v REJE R TR
NS 7R AR B T 8 2 e A Akt

R7 TREMIELESE

Table 7 In wvitro antioxidant capacity of potato juice

s BB R (Asgm) DPPH & W 3 3% i %/% ABTS B w2 % /%
I b B w iR H iR 0.52 +0.00 21.85+0.01 52.18 £ 0.05
EBIBR R 1.74 £ 0.00 77.67 £ 0.00 85.30 = 0.04

3 #iig

AT LA B 4% 2 T A T JRURE, JE e B
SIS, LA WU E V4 AR AR AR 0 B AL
SRR 11 26 A S W SR A AR A R . AR S
S S IC AR SRR LG 123, WS BT i ) 4R
3.0%, RNAKRZ pH EHH 6.0,110 C/ N 50 min,
FERAENIR Y B oy M R B . SEH A8 S i b e 2k
Yyoa B 2R o m s IR TR T R
HEmE WL TRE R R OB EEANEESR
13 LA KR I (b WE S BT R R AR K AR U 2R
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AR, A IR 8 3, 6 A XU 15 92 R A 31 e AR
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Maillard Reaction Improves the Flavor of Frozen—-thawed Enzymatic Juice Derived
from Cooked Potato

Li Jiao'?, Zhou Zhishuai', Shen Guanghui'*
(‘College of Food Science, Sichuan Agricultural University, Ya’an 625014, Sichuan
*Key Laboratory of Agro—Products Processing and Nutritional Health, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs,
Yaan 625014, Sichuan)

Abstract In this present study, enzymatic hydrolysis and Maillard thermal reaction by adding exogenous sugars were
employed to produce Maillard reaction products (MRPs) for flavor improvement of enzymatic hydrolyzed juice by-product
derived from cooked potatoes prepared by frozen—thawing process. Single—factor experiments combined with orthogonal ex-
periments were employed to optimize the enzymolysis liquid reaction conditions. Changes of volatile favor compounds, free
amino acids and antioxidant activity of Maillard treated juice were analyzed. Results showed that the optimal parameters
for Maillard reaction were: 3.0% mixed xylose and fructose with a mass ratio of 1:3, initial pH 6.0, and reaction at 110
°C for 50 min. The types of volatile substances in MRPs were increased significantly, the content of hydrocarbons and al-
cohols were decreased or even disappeared. Moreover, furfural, dimethyl butyraldehyde, benzaldehyde, phenylacetalde-
hyde, pyrazine, pyridine characterized nutty and barbecue aroma formed, and therefore contributed to the flavor improve-
ment of potato juice. In addition, the total content of free amino acids was decreased by 22.52%, the umami acids and
sweet amino acids increased by 2.88% and 0.85%, the bitter amino acids was decreased by 3.72%. In terms of antioxi-
dant activity in wvitro, ferric ion reducing antioxidant power increased by 3.35 folds, the DPPH free scavenging activity
increased by 55.82%, and the ABTS free radical scavenging rate increased by 33.12%. Overall, the application of Mail-
lard reaction by adding exogenous xylose and fructose can be used a promising strategy for improving flavor and antioxi-
dant activity of the enzymatic hydrolyzed potato juice by—product.

Keywords potato; hydrolyzed juice; Maillard reaction; flavors; free amino acids; antioxidant activity



