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(C7~C22) 2-H 3k -3-PFfi, & Py Iy ] ;
B, FURHRE AL A PR A AL
12 NE5EH

SPME H 3l #F & F # SPME Z£ B 2F 4t 3k
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FA A TS R A, 92 E e 5 BHE 23 7] ; Sinffer
9000 M [ 1Y , i+ Brechbuhler 23 7] ; JA2003 %1%k
FHTF R, LR ;70008 — & PO FF
Fii, SEE LR F S PEN 3.5 5 1R
Airsense 2~ H) ;2 L Z A AR (BSD1600-
30A / MN1808) , iRHII T H AL A B A PR A ]
1.3 Fik

131 MTTZ
L3011 DHlAEE WS T2 WSR2

FEEHE I 1 emx1 emx1 em KANAT 3 kg (B
B EE L 3:7)M, SR 2R AR TE /N KR
(800 W) &4 T K51l 30 min,,

1312 AZBIMEERNGI N TE MEEERA, 2
FEEPE I 1 emx1 emx1 em KANAT 3 kg (B
T L 3:7) , Wb JS A ] 40 min,

1.3.2  BEIE SR SR 4 T O xR
b AR BRGE RS R TR T S AT
TEAGS, BCE IR /AN B 12 45 24 A 5 BTG %
(145 6 B FIER 6 Z Lk AFITE 19 £ 2 55 %
Z M) ) AT 32 3k ol B S ERCE PR IR0 IF 2
57— Bl gy P R PR, AR ECE PR
() Ltk RS Rl A MRS 1) T R R TR PRI 22
FINE A B o 2 A0 52 8 AR S A7 A 50 °CIY
PRIRA T, DLIA S8 B A SR SR % (25+3)°C
HEAT I PRANUS K il BT B L AR Al
IR AT ER B T LACRUE A [ R i 2 18] 11 %5 1)
HUBPE BB TR AE A SOEKT N AT HEA 3
PEECEAILER I, B AL 1] /N B 4Rt 2 AR A, AR
T2 50 X R T R S R RE i Y R R R S A
i F AR AFR MBI B EE,

x1 RBREFERE
Table 1 Standard of sensory evaluation

M A 0 AF E N
R HRE 25~30
A I 2 15~20

A S E K LRI R E 5~15

H R vk 0~5

Ak WAL F N EFA 25~35
AANBEATE N FRNAA 15~25

FRA A ALEA TR 5~15

H— E Sk 0~5
TR FAH T e 15~20
A% 2 AL SRR B 10~15

B ER AR £ 5~10

R AR £ 0~5

&iF EFENTHA 12~15
XA EHAEFE 9~12

AL & F R 6~9
e R F 0~6

T 0~9,0 73 F/RICATAT AR, 9 73 TR TR
1.3.3  WBOEMEM e AR S YDA 0.5 cmx0.5 emx
0.5 cm, #XJ5 ] HDP-BSW & &I 7¢ 5 4] Jy 4% =X,
(TA) T 00 2t R, 000 A 3 23 2 2.0 mum/s 5 0 v ol 3%
2.0 mm/s; W 5 22 10.0 mm/s; B5 25 :30.0 mm; il
K 11:20 g5 T ELNLEF 487 10 55 D), B3R 5 DU o 3
KB 2 (EM,
1.3.4  Toizs AR H BRI 4 ¢ #F 5 AT 4 mL
LRI AL AR AR N 40 mL 2 BUH P, IRBETR %
30 s, ff HH 99.999% & 26 A S #E AT W4, i 100
mL/min, 60 °C &4 FFA5 20 min, 78 2 UM A T 45
H 4 W B 40 min, SR J5 % #% 2 GC-MS, 7E 250 C
fHEMT 7 min, R EFPET
1.3.5 AAHEOEE- TR A& 0k B A A
4 DB-WAX (30 mx0.25 mmx0.25 um) , Jh iR 2 /5
AR E 40 °C, PR FF 3 min, 25 LA 5 °C/min
4 T IR R T ) 200 °C, FELL 10 °C/min (4 THIE
T TR F) 230 CHAEF 3 min; #50 (He) , [HE
W 1.2 mL/min, #EFE 3R 250 °C, B 102.5
Pa; AN 73 i #ERE

BT 30 5 7R, T RB i 70 eV, B4 IR
J& 280 °C, B TR R 230 °C, MU AR E N
150 °C, #HHIER 4 min, g 25 7EE miz 50~
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) Y o v A R A BBV Ry s R IR 121
1.3.7 SWRIEEM OAV H N AWRIEEL &Y
WP 5 B (E A LM, OAV R T 1, W ik
B WX R AR UK AT BTHR, OAV (E/N T 1, %
HHAZ AL B P 6 i EL Al B SR R,
1.3.8 HF&EST BT Ah 10 &R ALY
P RGBT — R 5 A FE W1C
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Fig.1 ~Cluster analysis of volatile flavor compounds

in different batches of stir—fried Tan mutton
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ANKD M2 A BE AR (9.10.7.8.2.3.1.5 1 6) T
g s R 1 B A R I ERR M . ERE IR R R R4
i LR BT UG R T G R R, R ARA R T
Z 12 R IR R DT A RO 25 S A

a9 B R T gk 2 TR X 10 240 S
PR A E AT JECE PO 49 R G 2 SR e — B,
FEAR 4 B PEOT S5 IR (R AR, X S AR
WRY RIS HT A R — B, BEWIREAR 4 B3 K 1
XU AR B W0 AN 3 5 A 1 = P 45 B 1R 35 45 5
HR A D) X A o R S DA A P 4R R R A
BRHIR
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Table 2 Sensory evaluation results in different batches of stir-fried Tan mutton

FE H& 1 H&2 &3 H&E4 HBS  HB6  HBT HBS  HH9 H& 10
BEIFH 88+£3° 88 +4° 86 +5¢ 80 +3° 83 +2¢ 84 + 44 90 + 4" 92 +2° 93 +5° 93 + 4
%o

WEAL/N 3685.57 = 3602.34 + 3597.03 + 2952.15+ 343295+ 3468.11 + 3697.21 + 3669.57 £ 3750.92 + 3715.63 =

302.41° 172.13¢ 253.68¢ 97.12¢ 239.85¢ 150.03¢ 259.92" 132.84" 183.79¢ 172.52¢
T AT IE AR A /NG Bk 308 28 57 35 1 (P<0.05) o
A
22 IhHIMENERMLEWHN //i
AR TR R BTt R % w
oA GO-0 S, BRI R Rk 2 | | S
FHRI LG AT 0% MIEAHE B RIRAL == o P14 R e 1
SR LA B T R AR R S S A e
SCPE P, W00 2 BRI R R S E o ,;JWWJEQ" "
AW EBRAMRAN . WEMEERESE X 5w 'f?‘l“J““ g
W S o0 / 11 W9 ST AT T "

F G B 2% 1 B g e A S SR p sk 2 R N B A
IO YR B N ) ) AR AR, A S0 o TR 4 R
SRV 0 A9 T 8, ] st b (5 0 S 3o 2 ) 9 & A XL
WAL A YR AR o B Ak, BERY T
LA R X A v ) AU B, X6 2 PR XU — i
WA 2 Tk R AR A W 2 R R IR 7 R A
FEAE AL FE A U T A 2 R R I 2 S IR ) {1 4 M1
(BT, X6 T2 AR AR XU (14 4 {4k 5 B HL A B 4
FHEN BBk B | Wk g 28 A5 6 HE S TR XU (4T
W EA —EER . 9 AU B 1 W = R A
TR 95 FhE M KR IL A, 40 26 FhEES |
15 FPERZE 21 FhEESS 9 FhER 2 5 R A dE 3 Fil
WEMEY 11 Rhik S AL G RS Rl e IR 2R A
.

Ry A% BN K W A b R SRR A A il
id AEDA KB, A 24 FARIGYEIL AP0 FD K
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256, HokJ2& (EE)-2,4-% )&t 1-F-f 5-H
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Fig.2 Fingerprint of volatile flavor compounds

Volatile compounds

in different batches of stir—fried Tan mutton

B2 WEWN RS COEE AN 3-F B SE IS, WS 3 BT
TN o XF 24 AN AT WEHEAT HE— 25 1) B 43 BT, 3 B
FD T =2 H OAV = 1 i 16 R0k 1% ML &
W 49 0 2 PR DGR OAR AR G X 16 b G A
SRAG A T R 0 M2 PR A IE 5 1
ARFBE I B AGEZE 1 Fh(2,3-3F ) (i
K3 (1I-TBE 1-C B 1-F4-3-BF) K 8
(CFEE . O (2)-2-T Ml . B 2 5L T
(E,E)-2,4-%% Z Il KW S50 S 1
P (R AR B Y 3 Bl (5-F Sk -2-
WEWY FH R 3 AR BE DI I 22— R R R ) o 9 Mt
A0 Tl W 2 PR RRAE M 2 e DR A o o 288 32 B2 Ay i
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Table 3 Fingerprint information of key volatile flavor compounds in stir-fried Tan mutton

®E B AL/ .
F5 B/ Yot CAS % %5 S ok b ik pg kg e mEA FD OAV
in - pg-kg! %o
1 693 1-¥8 111-87-5  #wk o figwk 4200  52.19 £8.27 92 8 1
2 730 Fm 124-13-0 ek AviEvk 041 12047 +10.09 90 4 293
3 964 VR 108-88-3  hHtek 2400 152 +0.36 91 2«
4 1017 F8E: 124-19-6  A#fok 253 28318 +19.75 94 4 <«
5 1048 — VA= 624-92-0  #Hek Ko Evk 1.60 3.41 = 0.89 90 4 2
6 1070 TEk 66-25-1 FEek FReck MM 9.18  517.67 £43.81 93 64 56
%
7 1181 (Z)-2-EF#8  60784-31-8 g Wik .k Ak A F& 015 244 + 053 95 8 16
v;}’;
8 1289 1-EB 143-08-8  MWivk  F vk 34.00 6256 +2.92 90 64 2
9 1338 111-71-7  B&Wivk Mk 300 516.12 +36.08 97 32 172
10 13.64 5-F A -2-vE= 13679-70-4 #|#k bk ok 0.83 457 +0.97 92 64 6
LS
11 1393 3-WamiA®mE:  3268-49-3 A Fvk 10.00 21517 £2129 96 64 22
12 1444 2-% ke 3777-69-3 & &vk Kbk 6.00 7637 +5.89 95 32 13
13 1495 1,2,4-=FHA% 95-63-6 # H ek 500.00  0.11 + 0.03 91 2«
14 1517 2-%@ 107-87-9 KRk 280.00  15.82 + 1.46 96 8 <1
15 1601 1-%8 71-41-0 & Bs vk 470.00 120.86 £ 722 94 32 <l
16 1742 1-j5% 111-70-6 ¥k i Fok 50.00  66.28 + 5.06 90 8 1
17 1767 3-%@ 106-68-3 vk sk 1.03 0.13 + 0.02 98 16 <1
18 1845 2-WATHE 96-17-3 ook A 4mvk 1.42 323 + 048 90 4
19 18.62 1-T.8 111-27-3  #isek b Aok 560 2264+ 1.17 97 16
20 1941 (E,E)-2,4-% = 25152-84-5 Mehivk A&k 136 2833 +239 98 128 21
s
21 21.06 1-FH-3-8F 3391-86-4  EdEvk 050 19226 +23.05 93 256 384
22 2312 K VEE 100-52-7  &4=vk  EHEvk 24.00 12597 +13.16 96 8 5
23 2351 K@ 112-31-2  fe2vk #kok 0.10 1.38 = 0.27 95 16 14
24 2841 2,3-¥=# 585-25-1 24wk 0.28 4.16 + 0.52 92 32 15

FMMES 32 H A N B Al B e 3R IR A/
oy T INEERR | SERITE N A — R AN E A
IO -5 A IS 19 T Ak 5 SIS 7 0 R B A e AR
JE& TEAEPORIT Y e B HE T B I 4- O TR 4
BT R . LR X 2 PR XA S DR PR 9
TR DR 5T, i A X6 A A 0 ) S P 4 A
A YIFRBZILL L 4 R, 2546 55 P I 5
T B T SR S A A5 R R XU W I X
T e E S PR XU g ik A K B ) S g i) Ok PR

M R OHS TR - AN IR, N 5
Bilk 4- 25V R A-HEE TR . CRRIX 4 FFEA
R iE XU 49y Joi A B e S PR R R I Y R HL
PR AN 2 0 0 = A XU R e 1 A T ) R i XL R
Yyl 8T A% AP 5T T BRI S A4 P A
R BT, L A AGE I 4— PR RE T 1R, 2442 T 25 PRI 5 il
S R R B, AR O R AR
S LA 4- Lo R A- TP R TR B R AG I
1o B 2 A AN D7 5B A ) 0 2 R A 5 Y
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AR R TR X AT fg 5 K0 28 0 R
PRI B A G A A AR v I A R A EI) 100 C
(FRNEEFR 1 010~1 150 m, S0 7K f4 336 55 95.6 °C) ,
T E 0 i 2o A v 7o 38 1% 1] d5c 55 38 B 1T 3% 186 °C,
FE R AT O R AR R kT AR kA — R
G5 Z% ) S e A i B R R AR S AL
1 P SE PO 9 S TR KUK B 5, A R A HLE
RS ORIEAL A T J ML, T B e PR
4 T PR R B o B 22 5 0 T A o o i
R F B A A 40— 3k R Ak 6 D o S R
AR R B B IR AR, B &AL, H
WRWRFERFEA BRI Z —, X5
PR3 X RB Ap PR I T 45 R — 3, a4 16
TR AE 5 2 P XU P 5, 2 B 3— PP A 5 TN R
BRWE | (Z)-2—T- M 3 i 28y Joi i 41 0 5 3 3
J HA RN RO, XTI A
R AR AT 5 — 22 A A I, 5—HH -2 wig oy it
72 P RO T4 i 32 R A RO U A R B

AR UEBE 5T T 1 0 A M S AR RRE
ARG [] —HE UM AR R 4 3 0y, JFE A
HELLHERE 3 K100 24 3R WRG % i 22 AR X £ BR
B 7] <0.92% , W T AL 7E 0.09%~2.98% 2 ] , J77 ik
(1% 5 A2 TR, R i % B S ) 1 A v D 25 <111 %,
W6 TR PR s M A 25 <3.95% , T 5 PR A | 6 W T R
0T 45 G fa SRS @ (i EEsk Al RN T
b ) W S PR 48 SR A
2.3 #EEMERKRL S W HE N EEGH

Fi U1 3 i AR L B2 2 48 S B Y R R R G
P, TSR IR R T DL A i B ST R
(DT 2 A Y PE A A A O R Bk T
. A 1 DO TR ARy 7 S I U 1 = et L1 ]
AEARL B B 23 SR FH A X e TR FROR SR AR AT AT Y, i LA
FESCBR AT, T SRR — 1 A R B IR T 4R
g B BV AT Z R S AN B A1, Ik 4 s,
DA 37 1) 0 o S R R R P AU Ab A 98 L
PRI Ak B, R FH AR A0 6 1 R X 0 T AR O 5 4
SRS ARSI LE 3 T 10 AN BEAR A A0 X 1 T
20D Sf 156 BH AN [ HHE v 1 i 3 2 1A FE AR 22 T
) — 2

He R, FESD 4 0 I f A 5% A 56 &
B E 2 2R X5 TR IO

R4 Kb HIREE AR R GC-MS #55L E i 8 /Y 18 00
Table 4  Similarity between GC-MS fingerprints

of stir—fried Tan mutton

T A8 % &4 * AR
1 0.985 0.962
2 0.946 0.955
3 0.972 0.983
4 0.803 0.827
5 0.968 0.964
6 0.961 0.973
7 0.970 0.948
8 0.982 0.952
9 0.957 0.981
10 0.973 0.963

R & M R AL & W) R o B 48 2R — 3k, wd WA
a4 5HERE R AETERCR 22 5l i R T IRk
BN 19 9 AN FEAS 1 HE 1 0 1 W = TR 48 B[R]
TR SR T EE YT 9 AN YR BE AR R E W AH BLEE 11
A0 R EOAE 0.946~0.985 Z ], J& 4y 9%l 7E
0.948~0.983 Z [0, i HA 9 Htt b il W 2 A BEAS 1
AEARLE M 55, BB 6% A 1 oz et e o) M 2 TR 4
fbA W R e R DR dE 7 e 2E A Y F5 SR B A
T S POEE I 5 AN () 5 R 2 TR RRAE XU 4 2 B A
ST BB S PR T 4 A A AR B RE B B 1
0.80, T A< 12 56 & B AH ¢ F2 25, i i 9 A Ay 9% (E
0.90 1E A K5 Tl 34 = PR B4 AFARLE B B2 Gl 1
24 AEMFAERELELESHEINSTH

R 48 A 3 560 BT 2 N7 1 R A = PR A v s A M
JEAE 23 IR 10 A4S K0 1 39 = A RE (10 4> 2 1l
WS PRRE S HEAT 438, R R 2 PRRE T 1
UG B ABObR A S 5 O BB RS B, R A7 A OGPk
5 R8T, AP HIREE R 10 MREASHE & PR
R 5T 2 (R AH O (B 3a) BTN, BR X4 BEAR Z 4,
HE 9 MHEARIAE TR — A XN, Uil
H 5 BV S M B A 1 9 e VR D i W S
PRVRE AR 0] LAAEE by e o = PR ) i SO IR RS A5 R, .
Bl 3a.3b s, LA il W= 4R 801 80T 5 57 1
PE R KR AL B 1 o 43 2878 1 % 10 A K0 il W =
PR il 10 /> 28 T = PR Rt i AT 4028 BR T 4
SRD TR E AR AL LASE Ay 9 NI e AR
10 A28 SF AR Al 23 ) SR SR TE AN ) L
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Wh B ) T S A B 2 TR AR B 2 S i
5 5 BB P oI T 07 3R PSR AR AR AT X 0
X5 R (K1) BE OS5 R (R 2) AR
BE LA (3R 4) 13 3 By 25 2R — 30, FRRUE S AR 5 2R
SO HT A SR BRI 9 AN ) W 2 A AR A Y i
SIS B HERI 1 . MetaboAnalyst 5.0 & %7

(a) 12 7
T a A7 30 R (0 HE 32 7 A L $4 0 W 78 AN TR [ BE AR e 2 . X1~X10, 10 >80 8 3 A REAS VI~ V10,10 4> 2]
WEE A, R,

3 HE PC1(55.5% ) F1 PC2(14.7%) Bit 7 2 vk
K 70.2% , i S BFEAS (1) KR REAAE B, R B
it PCA 2B n] LUSE - b IX 4010 i) 28 4 ¥ = A3 11
at, R BRI i e S0 M5 SRR A8 45 )X W Ao
T =M R A, i — 2D IR TR T D
il WE=F PR 4 S LS 1 A
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Fig.3 Volatile compounds analysis of stir—fried and boiled Tan mutton samples
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Analysis of Aroma Active Compounds in Chinese Stir—fried Tan Mutton

Bai Shuang'?, You liqin?, Luo Ruiming", Wang Yongrui'
(‘College of Food Science and Engineering, Ningxia University, Yinchuan 750021
ZCollege of Biological Science and Engineering, North Minzu University, Yinchuan 750021

iSchool of Food and Health, Beijing Technology and Business University, Beijing 100048)

Abstract Using headspace solid phase microextraction—gas chromatography-mass spectrometer combined with gas chro-
matography—sniffer, with the help of electronic nose combined with sensory evaluation, AEDA, OAV and chemometrics,
principal component analysis, multivariate statistical analysis to study key volatile flavors of stir—fried Tan mutton, and
the identification of stir—fried and cooked Tan mutton products. The results showed that the 9 batches of stir—fried Tan
mutton samples selected by cluster analysis were consistent with the sensory evaluation and tenderness values. A total of
95 volatile flavor compounds were detected in 9 batches of stir—fried Tan mutton samples, of which 16 compounds were
the key volatile flavor compounds to stir—fried Tan mutton. They shared volatile flavor compounds, and the fingerprint
profile information of stir—fried Tan mutton was established. The electronic nose was used to quickly identify and distin-
guish the stir—fried and boiled Tan mutton samples. The radar chart and principal component analysis could clearly dis-
tinguish the Tan mutton samples of the two processing methods. This research provides a theoretical basis for the rapid
identification of stir-frying, cooking and industrial production of Tan mutton products.

Keywords electronic nose; GC-0; key aroma active compounds; stir—frying; Tan sheep meat



