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(GC-MS) J2 THEAff 4 At 11 568 i B it IXUBR ) Jo 170 o 2
I,

SR, B o S R R M S b AR
—/INER A3 KUK 1 DTk, KRR
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value , ROAV ) 7% J& ff 22 £ i 32 7 KUK 9 ot i) — Fo
BT HETH ROAV 7 8 22 TR G B UK )
B TSR AR D o A S ) L B/
W B A SR A AT E R T (principal  com-
ponent analysis,PCA) F1H| 5| K 743 #7 (discrimi-
nant factor analysis,DFA) & H] SPME-GC-MS %%
G ROAV (H#f & SR Y BT, B 1E A5
P A e U 4 25 P RO 0 T3 L % Tl A A 7 4 it
BEAKAE

1 MBERE
1.1 MR5iE&

R, & AFFTHE ; Astree 11/ 1516 LT
7 HERACLES I #g 7 & 2[5 Alpha MOS A #] ;
TQ8O40NX — i DU FF Y < Wik H4X, H A% SHI-
MADZU A7,
1.2 KEEH*

1.2.1 HTFEEN 2% Yo FPE 0 gkg ks
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W0, RO BRI 1 g FESL T 20 g AR AR
& F 56 35 2% 3, 7 B S0 T Pk
6] 120 s, ¥E S HE AT E] 10 s, M2 BFE] 120 s, 20K
T 150 mL/min, BELHAE SO E 5 0k, BUR S 3 IR
e s AT A
1.2.2 HWFHKEN S0 4 S0 Jr kRS 8
B, FRIT.5 g FEMER R 120 mL, IR GRS,
WIRIR % F 30 min,4 000 r/min &> 15 min,
TR IR S EALIE , B0 R AT, X F i AT
& AR I Ak S HEAEBRAE B DR ARG I £5 40 1) S
ek, % 100 mL IR E TH 75 L HAES
o, FE LR AR T VR SR HEAT R AR S AL
R 100 mL A ZEIR K TEVE 10 s, FE SR AT E] 120
s, EE 7R, BUG 4 AR5
1.2.3 HS-SPME-GC-MS ¥zl 2% FH 1512 [ A 3%
WO HEATRE S AL B PRI 2 g BE L TBCA 20 mL
AT JRE I ) T 28 AE O T, o7 B A2
& 60 °C, V-1 15 min, 10025 W 45 min, 250 Cfi#
5 min,

GC %1} :SHIMADZU InertCap WAX & 4
(30 mx0.25 mmx0.25 pm) ; B2 /¥ Fh- i EFE 11
h 250 °C, WIRIREE N 35 CLAHF S min, DL 3 °C/
min J+Z 100 °C, LA 4 °C/min T+ £ 240 °C, {445 4
min; P FER N AN A3 T HERE 5 S AR I . 1 mlY
min,

MS &4 B 72 EL 3500 He; & TR IR
J& 230 °C; #4f >R % 72X Q3 Scan; 943 [l 45~
500 m/z,
1.2.4 ROAV 538 FIH ROAV 5 SURFHE i KUK
DRI R I #5 & MEXUR P) 51, B ROAV max=100,
Hee ¥ &R ROAV #5258 (1) 1153107,

20000
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X P T——%% A 4y S B A perke;s
Tstan BT HR e KA 53 e A, welkg; C
& o3 AN B B, % 5 C 0T R B R 2 43 AH XS
i, %,

1.3 HEHW

FIHI SPSS 23.0 J3 Hr 1A% X Efis i A7 b 35 ¢
G0 FLF S L AR AL SRR SR AR 0 I I B
AT GE A4 0, FUR Origin 2021 #5473 R4 43
M AR I8 3k & M, R Photoshop 2021 #E47
YEEIGr#T

2 #RE5Ie
21 BFESNH

5 PP HL T B A I 3 1 4343 B PCA 25 584
1R 38 1 = X4 sk %k 54.178% , 55
2 FER XA Tk R N 38.429% ,2 4~ E 4 Bt
TTHR R 92.607%, 5 DTk 3 M i 85% 3R Wi 48 J7
PR AT ATE, A PC1 AT PC2 BiSlifU & T PCA %
o b o6 KR AT B BTRRR B T AR AT M
e J5k Z 35 bR 15 8 . ZS4 1 7S5 H B Bh
7.4% , 3 B XTSIV A A 0w BE AR AL, 0] 1A
T HF DFA 43T a1, SRR AE DFA & o4y
BASHWXEIAEAES, Kb En 1
(DF1) [y sk Rk 2 T 88.227% , F W4 2 (DF2)
B STk R IR B T 9.237% , 4> 1(DFL) A3 Al
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BE 48 (5 B, UEEH H DFA SRk 7R L s 3%
A BARH {5 T & 454 DFA Al DIAR I X
535 R .
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HS-SPME-GC-MS % &% F TR AT #7 53 IR 4G IR 4 R

313

DF2-9.237%

22 BFESH

3 I 4 S~ 75 KTk PCA fil DFA

@ @ 10
DF1-88.227%
(b)

B1 BFERNAEMELH PCA 1 DFA 4 Ei&
Fig. PCA and DFA analysis of different Xinjiang pilaf for E-nose

R T, U PCT AT PC2 W14 T PCA %%

o 2 KR 3 (9 TTHR AR, F 6 KL DI=84 , 2

SMT . 7E PCA R 1 R Fes 2 3 g0 i) o1 ik A3 A DU g b S B JEOR 28 bR B, 7E DFA
2 R sk R )5 ] 94.102%

1553 70.382% 11 23.923% ,2 4 F 4y Bt
ST Bk R 1 85% % WIS 1 5.387% , it FeAE i 99.489% A %5 & .

TR 94.305% ,

PC2-23.923%

DF2-5.387%

55 1 I FIER
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(a)
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B2 BFEXRIASEIMERN PCA 1 DFA &4 Bk
Fig.2 PCA and DFA analysis of different Xinjiang pilaf for E—tongue
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1 I 5 AR AR HL 7 D46 0oy
Br ,7S2 783 7S5 X 5| 4§ %% 43 W h 6.59,9.56,
12.87 , BB (B /0N, v] 200 = 3 R B8 A AL 4K
ZS1 1 754 W B B AE e K 43.25, v] N 2 0 AH 0

x1 BFERNEHSN

P/, 5 FOSTE T BEITUIR 19 75 A 18 8o W IE S
M2 A S ML 2 al 5, AR ZE ANS .CPS
W b AFE R EPEZE R . AHS F1 CSC MR 22 5
BN,

- AHS_sourness

—&— 751

Table 1 Discrimination index analysis of E—tongue scs 10 ------ T . PKS — gg
B 4 ) S
% 751 782 783 7584 7S5
781 16.57 32.18 43.25 34.77 i :
ANS - CTS_saltiness
782 6.59 26.29 9.56 :
783 28.58 12.87 .
754 13.24 CPS ) . - NMS_umami
7S5 E 3 BFERNAEIMENEEESHT
Fig.3 Radar chart analysis of Xinjiang pilaf for E-tongue
F2 BT EIIRE K 54
Table 2 Taste analysis of electronic tongue
2 #R AHS PKS CTS NMS CPS ANS SCS
781 54 +£0.15 7.2+0.2° 7.3+£0.2° 5.5£0.15® 92+0.2¢ 33021 5.6+0.2°
782 6.0+0.2" 59+02" 55+0.1° 6.2 +0.15¢ 5.1+0.21° 52+0.1° 5.5 +0.06
783 6.7 £0.2° 3.7+0.2° 54 +£0.15 7.1+0.15° 5.7 +0.15¢ 6.1 £0.15¢ 55+0.15
754 5.8 £0.1° 6.9 +0.25 6.7 +0.1° 5.5+0.1 6.2 £0.2¢ 8.5 £ 0.06° 6.6 £0.1"
785 6.1 £0.15" 6.3 + 0.06" 5202 5.8 £0.06™ 3.9 +0.06° 6.9 +0.25° 6.8 +0.06"

T AT N T) B 78 B0 0] 22 53 1825 (P<0.05)

23 GC-MS#iNELXUMRMEELE
5 Fhi IR IL % e 132 Ak S, Ho
AR (25 FF) ke (16 B ) (BEZE (27 Fh) B

AEXF Fr i
Relative content/%

ZS1 Z82 Z83 784 Z85
sk
Classification statistics

(a)

Z5(26 i) B2 (11 F) BRIE (9 Fh) AWK (15
R BB R, WK 1 RTIE 1, ZS1 %5 1 87
i, 2R (43.31%) BE)E (20.54% ) R XS F 45
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Fig.4 Classification and relative content statistics of volatile components of Xinjiang pilaf
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HS-SPME-GC-MS % 4w, F &

B AR ST AT 58 IR LA R 315

15 5282 M E 92 i, L b 25 (50.68% ) | M k&
(17.41%) ke (10.53% ) FH X F 458 1m0 ;283 %
74 B HP B (11.11%) SR8 (8.11%) X 7
R 2S84 K E Y 92 B o R (32.47% )
$E (11.12% ) AHXF B 48 1R 5 2S5 %0 i 86 Fil, I
HHE 2 (30.04% ) 1 2 (16.85% ) A X 5 B 45 1
2.4 MIEXBEEMERS

5 AR GC-MS 23tk 3 firzs , FeAe i iy
A7 15 5 v R W 5 39 Fh, EE AL . he ke 25 (6
Foft ) AR XS 35 5 £ 7.67% , M 12 (8 il ) M4 - 1y
TR 10.25% (EEZE (11 Fi) AR 25 55 f 19.58% |
S (4 Fl) AN 3 55 B 0.66% (R (2 i) AT
S8 B 0.1% (B JE (2 B ) A2 5 & 0.14%
XL 25 (2 Bl A2 & i 1.39% LB (4 Fh) A
X388/ 1.46% ., 5 ALV LA WA X F- 3
TR 41.252% , AHXE R & Rt 19%0946 &9
10 o5k T —kE(4.54%) . e (2.47%) |
H REN (4.54%) (bl 55 (3.52%) -1 71k (3.63% ) .
(E,7)-2,4-%8 "G (1.35%) 4—55 TN 228 F g

(7.51%) 4-FHAHE-1,3-F “H-1-H
(1.91%) Jz:0-2,4-%% "W (2.94% ) 4-TH -
-G -1,4- IR —1-BREE (2.55%) ,iX 10 Fifk
B WA B A B A R 34.96% , b 3A LS WA
THEM 84.7%,

Jor J R0 H 38 5 HL AT A A A I UK e
SR BA R R bR, BRI IE O IR
WE S -2-F U T PR B AR R 2- & -
1= 1% B A5 2K R 2 B AR AIE XU AL & o201 3 B
HERRER AL G YN B-TR M L H R A e s —
I CRP G ) i M Cy— Pt ) il o Tl s (5 8
WG ) B—A T2 WSR2 IR 2405 W%t H )
THT AR XU BT R 5 A PR PR R AR ML Wbk BE R AL
W B AN TR] S0 R 0 ) XU A — 2 Tk,
Bt uk g AL A W B A5 R R A R AR i g
KUBY—BEHEFMBERERE, OB F5.
Bl (E)-2-FMlE TR KW -l -2
Pt =P i =3 2 I3 Hk ok g oy 2 PR v A A 1 G
R,

®3 ETSHBIEREL(GC-MS)EEMELFIELER S
Table 3 The volatile flavor components of Xinjiang pilaf identified by GC-MS

»E A% 2 xS 1%
7S1 7S2 7S3 754 7S5
peR 1 + =k 8.28 1.32 6.20 1.81 5.08
2 + =)k 2.71 2.83 2.49 1.82 2.50
3 4-F K+ vz 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.03
4 2-f+ =% 0.21 0.23 0.33 0.38 0.28
5 2 - pes 0.30 0.21 0.21 0.42 0.41
6 KD S = 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.05 0.04
oz %k 1 b 0.13 0.15 0.09 0.18 0.14
2 A s =M 0.74 0.33 0.41 0.35 1.56
3 K30 1.04 4.03 1.01 0.45 1.63
4 T 4.77 6.93 1.42 1.44 3.05
5 2-WHE-1-K AN 0.14 0.10 0.38 0.30 0.37
6 1-% 45 W 1.27 2.79 4.24 4.44 5.39
7 -G M 0.09 0.14 0.20 0.25 0.27
8 3-2k-2-WHh-13-T =N 0.16 0.06 0.03 0.31 0.48
[ SE S 1 30 0.62 0.40 0.03 0.62 1.36
2 IE B 0.28 0.40 0.06 0.48 0.78
3 (E)-2-J& Wi i% 0.28 0.27 0.34 1.07 2.05
4 ES 1.27 0.61 0.22 1.66 1.06
5 E g 0.32 0.15 0.17 0.35 0.33
6 (E)-2-F W ix 0.32 0.23 0.10 0.33 0.41
7 (E,7)-2,4-% —fmk 0.34 0.17 0.03 2.50 3.71
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(8% 3)

r kA% 24 %

781 7s2 753 754 755

45 AR E T E 1394 1161 468 450 2.82

0 4-FEA-1 33T H-1-T 2.92 5.50 0.51 0.40 0.24

10 (E,E)—-2,4—% = f i 1.88 0.94 0.18 8.00 3.71

1 4mEIR-2— 3R Tl dm = F—1 - B 429 7.74 0.42 021 0.10

Y | EowE 0.09 0.08 0.52 0.15 0.25

2 0.02 0.05 1.06 0.18 0.17

30 2-(4-FAER)H 2B 0.03 0.02 0.07 0.05 0.08

4 HFALETE 0.18 0.20 0.04 0.04 0.02

F3 | BZARS 0.27 0.04 0.07 0.14 0.07

2 FREEIAFE 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.06

B % | 4Bk TEAE 0.09 0.03 0.05 0.09 0.05

2 LB AR 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.13

EE | (Z)-T-% 0.35 0.33 0.34 171 0.76

2 (E)—y-rik 0.33 0.36 0.55 0.70 1.49

3 2-M Ak 0.74 0.46 0.28 1.34 2.14

4 Hmame 0.08 0.09 0.18 0.25 1.04

5 mAEE 0.05 0.01 0.04 0.04 0.05

tex | - E A 0.18 0.04 0.09 0.11 0.07

25 HURXEESHS

IO A S R XU J2 P A 2 P o8 o0 ) AR R 5
it SOBE B AR R e i, AR RS X
DR XU R 3] B 2 DTk, XS Ak A R R R
(18 S KUK ) BT, 70 A 6 4 A M 00 JB %o XU 114 BT
KRB, ALy S5 A R X 5 4 7 ) T AN 4% 4 T
WERG . DFFE R AR L+ & Rl & T
fR&W, ARG B A 4 X 5 R H BB A
B, PRI Ry 1 — 20 o3 B A e M) B X e 1
SRR B BT R B, R T H3 ROAV #0474 B2,

MR SCHR[27-28 | e Jgui (3] {8 I 134U A
S8 ROAV, AHIESE X 58 45 51 858 13 (5 1
&%, i ROAV KT 0.1 B94% & P9 5o
GERANZE 2 s, (E,Z)-2,4-3% IR X 7
otk K, & X ROAV max=100,ROAV =
1 ) Bt AR & ot kK ,0.1 <SROAV<] 1Y)
YV A SR S B E R . AR 1-f
i QWS BERE (E)-2-T- Ml 2 -2—F Mk |
T (E,2)-2,4-28 "I A- 5050 |
A-FFNH-1,3-C ZIR-1-H . KO (E)-
BRI (B E)-2,4-T "5l (E,E)-2,4-%
TR (E)-2-BHE T -8B -5 T 2

IE KLk IR 18 Fik &4 ROAV K+ 0.1, MR
FRAFELEEFEA . K (E,Z2)-2,4-%5 6
(E,E)-2,4-28 "Ml 4-F N FH-1,3-3C -
I-HEE  (E)-2-28)&mE . T/ (E)-2-TJalE B-
LW 7 LS ROAV KT 1, MR CH T
SRS, HA 11 R A WX IR A B S
WifEH .
26 MIEXBEBESERSHW

Sk i — 25 BSR4 1 A5 Ak, R
F RS WL XU ROAV #4508, f &l 5 w]
WS — W T 22 BTN 59.4% , 55— F U4y
T ZE TR N 19.4%, 5 = FE BT ZTHkE N
15.8% 1 3 A~ WL T 25 Bt %0 94.6% , %W 3
A F R AR AR R R B 15 B . 58— F A
53 b D5[(E)-2- T4 1. D10 (E /) DI5[(E,Z)
-2,4-%% &) .DI9[(E)-2-2 & . D21[(E,E)
=2,4-28 TR E6(B— 55 B ) Ry iE s, AR
TR 650 — F W b, DS[(E)-2-T- %] .D10
(F/) DI7(4-F N F-1,3-FFC m-1-HEE) .
E6(B—4 %) ,DI15[(E,Z)-2,4-%% — I 14w
S 7RSS = s 1, DI(E ) DI5S[(E,Z)-2,
4-%% T I5TE] E6 (B—5 X ) B e B s, C3 (] B
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Table 4 Aroma thresholds and ROAV of volatile flavor compounds in Xinjiang pilaf
o s R B/ ROAV
pg kg 781 782 783 754 785

+ =k Al 10 000 1.56x107°  2.49x10*  1.17x10°  3.42x10*  9.58x10™
+ = A2 10 000 5.11x10*  4.02x10*  3.33x10*  1.51x10°  4.32x10™*
E ke A3 5000 1.32x10*  7.92x10°  7.92x10° 1.58x10*  1.55x10™
+ &2)k% A4 13000000 5.81x10°  4.35x107 - - -
Tz B1 100 000 3.77x10° - 3.77x10°  3.77x10° -
1%, B% B2 4 000 - 3.30x10°  6.13x10°  1.79x10*  2.17x10*
iE T A B3 250 6.79x10*  6.04x10™*  3.92x10°  1.13x10°  1.88x10°
2-L kT A B4 270 - 1.47x107 - - 2.52x107*
34 B5 330 1.14x10*  2.86x10*  6.06x10°  1.03x10°  9.72x10*
2-vk v VB3 B6 600 1.36x1072 - 3.02x10°  1.07x107 -
- ih B B7 86 - 1.97x107 - 3.51x107 -
KV EF B8 20 000 1.32x10° - 2.17x10° 1.51x10°  9.43x10°®
1,4-T =8¢ B9 81 000 - 4.66x107  1.16x10° - -
4k i BF B10 1200 4.09x10*  2.36x10* - 6.60x10*  3.77x10™*
o HE B B11 6 - 3.14x107 - 1.82x10-1 -

2 A B Cl1 4160 3.63x10*  7.17x10™* - - -

A M Cc2 37 6.63x10°  7.65x107 - 9.17x10°  7.14x107
A A C3 13 1.51x10"  5.85x10" 1.45x10"  6.53x102  2.37x10"
& ki = K C4 500 2.79x10°  1.25x10°  1.55x10°  1.32x10°  5.89x107
oK I K (O8] 160 - 8.25x10™ - - 1.06x107
W oo M Co6 1 000 9.00x10°  1.31x10*  2.68x10°  2.71x10°  5.75x107
a-% A Wi C7 160 1.06x10°  1.65x107°  2.35x107°  2.95x10°  3.18x107
* #4r-1,3,8-= % C8 15 - - 1.51x10%  7.55x10°  1.26x107
P % i M C9 200 5.75%10°  1.05%x107 - 2.50x107%  3.19%x107
1- % 45 ¥ C10 64 3.74x107*  8.23x107*  1.25x10™ 1.31x10™ 1.59x10™"
AT M Cl1 410 1.38x10*  1.38x10*  3.68x10* - 4.14x10™
T B D1 4.5 7.97x10! 1.72x10™! - 4.95x10" 6.53x10°
35 D2 3 3.90x10"  2.52x107" - 3.90x10"  8.55x107"
5-F A vk v BF D3 500 1.10x102  1.47x107 - 7.77x10°  1.47x107
KT B D4 350 1.73x107  8.09x10*  9.16x10*  1.89x10°  1.78x10°
(E)-2— ¥ 8% D5 0.08 7.55%10° 5.42x10° 2.36x10° 7.78%10° 9.67x10°
2,6,6-=F A -1-3F TH-1-% 8 D6 3 - - 3.77x10 - 3.77x10
(Z)-%-2- Kt D7 22 - - 9.43x107  3.77x107" -
(E)-2-T ¥ 8% D8 17 1.33x107 - - - 3.99x10
I B D9 170 3.44x107 - - 1.68x107 -
S0 D10 1 2.40%x10° 1.15x10°  4.15x10™ 3.13x10° 2.00x10°
B D11 3000 5.60x10°  5.66x10™* - 4.02x107 -
B=2—3F My B D12 3 2.39x10"  8.81x107 - 4.65x10™"  5.53x10™
(E,E)-2,4—p =} 8% D13 94.8 2.03x10*  9.95x10*  7.36x107 - -
2+ — M B D14 44 1.33x10%  2.57x107 - 6.00x10°  6.43x10°
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(5% 4)
. R 5 BAA/ ROAV
2 Ak Y 5
pg-kg! 7S1 782 783 754 785
(E,2)-2,4-%—fmt D15 0.07 9.16x10° 4.58x10° 8.09x10"  67.39x100 100.00x100
4—5t A IR P B D16 60 4.38%10™" 6.80x10" 1.47x10™" 1.42x107! 8.87x10-2
4—5FRmIE-1,3-R T M- 1-F Bk D17 5.51x10° 10.38x10°  9.62x10™" 7.55%10! 4.53x10!
R D18 4 1.13x10™" - - 5.19x1072 4.25%x107
(E)-2-% s ik D19 0.3 3.33x10° 1.26x10° - - 2.20x10°
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Analysis of Volatile Flavor Compounds of Xinjiang Pilaf by HS-SPME-GC-MS
Coupled with Electric—sense Technology

Yu Ming, Mao Hongyan", Zulipya Maimaiti, Yue Li
(Research Institute of Grain Crops, Xingjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Urumqi 830091)

Abstract In this study, electronic nose (E—nose), electronic tongue (E-tongue) and Headspace solid phase microextrac-
tion—gas chromatography—mass spectrometry (HS-SPME-GC-MS) combined with relative odor activity value (ROAV) were
used to evaluate the volatile components and key aroma components of Xinjiang pilaf. The results show that the electron-
ic nose can effectively distinguish the volatile components in different Xinjiang pilaf; the electronic tongue cannot effec-
tively distinguish the taste of different Xinjiang pilaf. A total of 132 volatile compounds were detected by HS-SPME-GC—
MS, including 25 alkanes, 16 olefins, 27 aldehydes, 26 alcohols, 11 ketones, 9 esters, 15 phenols and 3 other com-
pounds. A total of 39 common volatile flavor compounds were detected. Combined with ROAV analysis, Myrcene,
Caryophyllene, (FE,Z)-2,4-decadienal, 4-(1-methylethyl)—-Benzaldehyde, 4-Isopropylcyclohexa—1,3—dienecarbaldehyde,
(E,E)-2, 4-decadienal, (E)-2-Decenal, Nonanal, (E)-2-nonenal, beta—lonone were the key aroma substance of Xin-
jiang pilaf.

Keywords Xinjiang pilaf; electronic nose; electronic tongue; HS-SPME-GC-MS; ROAV



