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I R £ i 4 2 it 4 A A Sl A 2 P O 1
H e AR A [ AR DA B R R
ORI 5 A IRAE 2 (W] 2R 1A DG 280 . A S
BARZ RN FE R “BRVR” TR P R Rl R
HRE IR T AR BRI AR BRER A R RO M
HA A 15 2% T R B SRR 2 T A AR ELARE

1 BB SRR A B EE RN
1.1 ERSERLR RN

WY T 2 A R AL AR R IR AR | R ER LA X
AR, kiR iR LA CO, 1Y 3 i ik i 15
fif VI(Carbonic anhydrase VI, CA-VI) b H M
VAR ARG 7 S R3S BRI R AP TE 1Y B Gk T e
& pH {H, 40 HPO, \H,PO4~ H;PO, ; ME i # 11 1Y 2%
MRV B R TR A R E Y B TR YT, 2
X PR A MRV T B 9% R o
S5V BT AR A2 19 pH (B T PR A pH E E
2, NI T4 YR 000 72 o Andreas 2557 F £E
IR R e, JF SRS ik 5 & 3L, pH (E
TE 3.5~5.0 I, MR o b 22 iV Y i1 4 o 8 o
WER 1 o HR AT 5T R ] WV 1) 2% v B T M YA
AR [T 77 A 2 5, DT S Wi A7 o TR A 114 S RTT
TR . Zhang %5158 1 M YRR b 14 44 S R P 7 a2 3K
5 I AE pH<S 51T MEWE a—TE #3 i (Salivary
a-amylase, SAA)TGEYE BHEA & ES BAZ ME
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v ZH R, S PR 0 R S 0 A FE AR R AT Rt R 383

RIEMEK R, 2 U MER R ( 7F IR M R BE b & 4%
B 455 NRBCE PENIE R, BE & Fras R
W BE RN, 2% R RE T A8 i 1Y) 32 3K X TR R
IR 5, R WA ZZ o BE T 2 R A 5
R BN AR AL, SR, TR ST P R K B
CA-VI 5 MR 28 v BE 1 A ARG | I T ke J
5 o I B A R IR A S, IR R
M, H 156.0 mmol/L 74 fR 1 3% 1 & 15 s Fil 45
s, MR YR F 43 I3 N T 38% M1 53% , H. i 3 5 i
T TREE S (B 46 A 082 29 ANBRE )T,
IEAh , Neyraud S5E8% 30 28 Fy 15 R SR 384 0T -5 380 1) e
VOB 1A B0 A T AT R AR A SR 3R R g
Fo

T 0 38 R TS R Y A B R I AR
WF5E & B0, R ) s AR W Y P 9 Na* Cl-,Ca?*
SR A SAA VR BB B TR R AT R MV Y
Na*Fl Ca> ¥k J 1 35 TH i, B vk B 5 R0, 5
FLTWRAE EL R R X RV Y i AR, e
SAA FRYR A2 SAA 6P K & T ol ad e
A A TR ORI B8 i B L3 AR R )L R M A 3 B )
FE5t, A5 LR A A G fk BRE L (Y SAA
B9 P R F 10 Neyraud 28 2HIIE 52 R B 1] 5|
2 SAA B FE TR, LAk, Bader SR 5T K L
Ty 162 TR 0 U n) 175 5 b i 401k W) i (Myeloperoxi-
dase, MPO) N, {4k &5 1 58 1k 18 v 0 F % 14
fifg b= AR BURR 9 OCL, Hoxt 8 % PR M 40 i AT
U

WV A4 5 N S AR 2 DA G, IF 9T 3R
WY, LR S IR IS SAA JKFEA &, Chen %04
KB AR 48 %X (Body mass index, BMI) JL#
Xof A TR T 5 R £ SAA R I (R I i s
SAA K5 % BURAE T SAA KR HAE) W55,
W55 % B, Fo AT VLR E )L 35 78 #7168 R R34S SAA
TEVELCE T I O PEA SAA BESEAL K- T3 T,
UE AN, Lin 88U i — 20 fF 95 4IE 52, 5 4 B A2 3K
# O(HCG) HlL, BAMEEAEER S R 2iH
(CNAG) 7¢ BR300 e 4 e 0 A AL AR fE S, Hop
HCG 1) SAA {358, 17 CNAG H SAA I M
55 CaW BEFF i . DL, 2R M35 /Y SAA 5 4
Fb A W] AR S A7 3 = A A R 1 & WS 4R b
Z—

1.2 MRS FH R R

RS2 e AS B 5 v die 52 A ATT0CGHE Y BR 58, T
KRR T — B B AT R AR A A 15 3 S L
BITIRE, AL RIS A 2R M Wi A 57 37 53 Fil AR A ok
YL W, B NN B ) Y 18 5 A e 4
P B2 F AR S AR A RERS 5 LR SRl
BB 9 50T, Addai AFMYH 5% %8 (Glucose)
VWK 60 s, 707 2 BEHOR S5 10 min, WA F-
¥ pH {H 2 ZF#K 0.50, F 5 min J5 HHEHE pH
BEAR 0.23, —MetiE oL T, 5 M K 0 4 L it
R 5 RV T SAA IS PRI E R TN Y], VER
TER S Dok 5 A EwE WAL, WL SR
IR TR ML, R MR AT A e S R A2
SAA TE L 2 5TEM K . ML, 7% 2R
Bl BRSS9 1, X S8 0 1 BAT R IR Y AT ORI R
P BRAKE rh 3 A7 ) 2 W SR8 53 A 1807 26 W 1) T
B o W BRAKT 2R A RS VERITE SAA B4
KA BB (R RE ), T E IS R, 2
WA T IR RS, 5 A7 WA LG, SAA I 1 1
Il ERERE 1540 5 SAA MR S IE AR, 5
AWFSERD], P EIR BB 4F B 5 SAA TR PEAHE
Caroline %FPIBfF 5% Ml W 1L 53 57 P S AE TR R K
BHAF AR SCTE S5 R B SAA WEPE S i B AT
TR I AR Lamy SE24% I 7E I VS AT A 10 MR VR £
JEEREE M A (Salivary immunoglobulin A, S-lgA)
SERPUE D, HOSAA WS DT 4 52 A0AH OGO
o WA RERY SAA WAL AT g 5 B i MoK 77
TEARSCHE, 78 1 R 2ot SRR rh R 45 46 S ] ) AR
M.

Rodrigues 4¢P 5% & #L, il v £ (141 5 )L
X R SRR A OG A S M U T BMIT A
o1 5 368 e 52 4 X M TRUA) (A 0 I T 0
FH R A AHUER 9 A 1A SAA [ CA-VI K V-4 3, T R
e R S A e SR 0 ) R (BB R | Cystatin)
KA, R TR AR AR Y P % D R A 2
T, MRV CA-VI & i B ER 00
(BB R DX IR B B, AT e Al CA-
VI & TR Ik 2 — , B B & i BRI R
RS e s T L 3§ W RS i L = G e SN i
RTE DR B W 0 5 G R e 6 v e 2 28 00 E A
M.
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1.3 RS E KRB

TR — P AR T U, R A R 2
R BE AR, F LA R I 6 A ek
WAL BE R RS 5 s 2 IO 55 99 IR IR 2 5 i s
IR AR R R |5 2R RN & R
SRR SRR SRy — i B A A B A A RN R Y
B 1R R T AR BILIR S 32 R 8% vh o vk B 3R 1Y 3
WP A R B RE A R R Y AR AR
JE A, ) IR AT A 6 —n— TN 3k A E
(PROP), 0] Tl H A~ A X 37 1K B 07 1 25 5
Tiziana ZEPE KAIERA T PROP AR5 2 Fi)E T 0
PE R B2 5 11 A (PRPs ) B M Y UK i il K S A
X R EEN 1(Ps=1) -2 A, @
AT 5E PROP 551 % 1 PRPs 22 [] 55 i ELAA i 56
F B XF PROP &N 43 R AR IR 58 5 (8 PROP 1R 2
BTG RN ) AR BR B8 (W PROP A H 48 L) |
AR SE 2 (XF PROP A 38 U 1Y ), & R H 45 bk 5
B Rk T Ps—1 11 -2 & FKF- /AR5
#, # W PRPs 12 ¥t T PROP A9 7 Wk J&& %0 21,
Melania %5 2138 o &5 0% A0 615 - B 3% 55 03
(HPLC-ESI-MS) /3 # Ps—1 #1 11 -2 #& 1 5 %1 4
B AT R IR, e R AUE W LK &R (Arg) Il L—H8i 4
M2 (Lys) 5% T PROP R R, e Ah, e i 2
F2H 5 PROP (1 2 I 32 14 51 F BMI (45200

W H NN CA-VI KB FE 575K A K, Pa-
trikainen 25 POF] FT CA=VI Sk [ /) BB R BF 58
CA-VI 7EWR S Dy g iAE R3S B = CA-VI 23
FECR BB S CA-VI7E SR8 ) fig
PR SR — B, S 2459 ) CA-VI T R 5 3L
Wi 22 20 0 X R g J [ ki ) PR 25 22— . Rodrigues
AESHIE I T OME I 22 PROP il | 75 4F A Ik 3
(ST) My CA-VI ik /KT 5 B 68 F R X
W B AR, Tk SR 5 AR MRV S 1 A G
BT IR AR R . E—25 UL AR RS
X4, R0 )L MR TR AR 1 A A R R
1552 BMI 5200, 45 3 3¢ B F H 6 % AR B Y
JLEE Hon i o e R KPR,

T A, 5 I I T A AR 2R A G . Miche-
line S5} 0 Y 2 (20 BCHEAT T HOARE, R IR 7 R YA
FL K PR A 2 B 255 A BE S, 26 AN BE Y
FEARBURM m B2 S 2 AR LR,

e 052 A I W VR P S A B KT SAA /R
G REEREE 1 WF 58 2 W, 10 JHs P ) 8 1A IR A 2
IR AR (18— o o ) [T 52 A PR o Martin 5515911y
WEFE KRBT, e REAR T X 2 TR U
Neyraud 5" B, >4 E 8 A BRI 5 HE 2
ASBRAARFA LG, Fh R 00 7 e Y v 2 1 o AR R A
N

TR AR T B B A BR ) — B T R
BT S IR SRR R . Neyraud 25834
R, LG 0 A AE AT L ik R AR R A U S
Ca® 85 - M REARES 1975 K . Keast S5 5245 1
FLIREE JWLRG A= W5 A S R A 0T Wh Pk 5 R 4 9 553
RORBAF , T FLIR BRSO B i . TEWG A s
TRCE T f e TR 14 22 W 23 3 0 MR vh 22 B 45
A AR AL AR D 2R S A R B R X
st s 3t s & 2 W0 Y e OB R R KA
KB, Crawford SEP9% LA Z 10 H 25 Z W i)
WRERIFE, MEW T PRPs FE M 28K - I 3 1
I, 5 2 H ) SRS A R B R 2
Mol 1w & 2 a W O R, xeek
WY, oA Sk T ok A A T M A TR R i R
G AN 4f
1.4 [R5 KA

B AXTLERF RN LT | 238 AR E P L
KT HUR R T A7 45 B 2 3, kA
IEE RSO DN N9 R LU0 IWAEE WY K2R
fY A 2R3N, MR VRCREAEAE AR X B 4 A2 D T
HA TP, MW 5 A R 1 S 0 A
F% . Caroline ZEPIfF 58 % e CA-VI KM 54>
PR R B 4 P B AR OCOC 2R, MRV P Y CA-VIT 4k
1 22 APk 5 ER B BN A P ROR K 22 5 HE R
A OGS R 2 i i e VA 35 2 2
(AR AL, Lamy ZEP9% B SAA 1% M 5 i E 40 5 1
R FR , R PE 2> 5 8 H A A A K, SAA
T M e 1 323 6 R DT 3 B AIRES,

Stolle S5 i 5 1t 4 [ BT 20 2 7 vk | & 30 hee
VI B KA 3 P NaCl SR R sk 38 2 (1)
FETEZE 5, Rl 2 22 R AU TN JO TR0 P 2 52 e 4>
AT AR B9 JR R 5 3 WD e VR 2 1) K Al A R T
NaCl 85U i A 45 CBEAE 5 SR B30 Y 1 5 ]
A % 2 1 il ot D) R 20 494 15 3 B (ENac)
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v ZH R, S PR 0 R S 0 A FE AR R AT Rt R 385

RV 28 S L O o 1 o ST R 2 ey s G T A
50 I AT e /b ENac -5 00 6425 3z fan o AT B
WEHR I % 1 R AR BT (SWATH-MS) 5 B 1T
Was AW, UEBTT PN BRI P4 78 5 ma A 14
NaCl s ke 2 B 22 A0/, HL 28 9 46 I g
7= A R A T I G Rl R SR ) A
F o 8532 4T NaCl SUsit: 2l |, Hond i
JOR TG 7% P b 2 1 0 5 T T R UM NaCl 22K
E W N B RE A e B N A e
FH 4 461 59 (Lipocalin—1) 51 B B C B9 BEA F &
(B2 AT NaCl ASSHUER (2 35 6 R,

Qe AT ) et e i NS DR K S Ol i 1 B
£ TR B A3 5 e Y DD 1 2 %A% AT DY, e
VO PN VA A B TR A I R T
(BB M YR B 1 50 A 114 e A O | e YR P 2
P T T P P9 00 R B R P Sy AT DA i — L e Y
B, B s ER R 1 2 K, Wk & W 2 ke
ENac AIBE& S5 N KWK R G, 7 AR+
JRHCR ST — M W X AT 5 i — 2D S
1.5 MERS SR

20 20 J5 11, R g PR A A R A 5 Rl AR
PRIE . AN T HE 4 R, SERR AT DL
DR HE SR IR R 55 IR A AT B B A A 1
PEFIRTEAZPE > 2 i ef s sRIR & 6 e, B o
[ £ 1T, ) A g AR B R (1, AR (MISG) Py —
o6 A 3 o ) RS A R OR AR i B S R R (H A
FEAE— 5 1 28 4 KUl

L-BRR (L-Glu) L- KRR I — F 75
A A ER AN A% S IR % R 1) S R T DA e
7 AR T R SRR U, TE e AR B A]
DL I — g vk, 02 0] DL Ak sl R b P X
B B0 A S HAT BRI AES, LT IR (IMP) | 54
2 (GMP) 45 5° — R Wi A% 1 BRAE A i Ak ) o 1y
AR e AR TR B B iE
FPE B FEAE I, RO | IR AR SR
A% A TR A5 VR A L A i 1 56k 70 0T Aok L 12 4l
i,

i R SR A M D0 R B 843z, nT R B ALK IR
A EFRYIT . Dong SFOTAl T 8 &k fa 1) 2 25
SEf IR AT, I L IR o v T e A U
FEMRAN 5 K WERAT BRI R, 45 R R W ek i rh

FERCH L-Glu F1 IMP 215 & £ BR 1, Scinska—
Bienkowska SEPUAFSE 1 I ) N TR L-Glu 7K
G EER Z R OC R, 4 3R I A2 Y 4 T
o L—Glu ¥ B Y AR 22 S £ 52 i i IR SR R0 1) e 13
S I AR e IR

fief IR 49 J5T T 30 Aok R Y K, 53 5 W) A R X6 JE At A
B R Sasano SEPHIT T W] 7 AR B IR Y L-Glu
AT L8 e R 30, AT 36 Ao 4 5 IR B — M Y S
K VACE DR E R R 23 5 R AR A AR D
PRSI . BESE B Y B R H R IMP .GMP [A]
I A AE I, RV A 1 2%ty 8 TR SR W ., U B ok
R A TR R YR 1 7 A — e A DY YR o
it DR R ZZ (A  OC R P SEAR DR AR R, KRRl
X — B KAk,

1.6 ERS“AERK” B

Running 5™HIE W] 1 E B8 4k K 55 A5 195 12 7T 5
IR R SE , Ud B R U7 R B A7 TE Y T BB, O 42
H T “oleogustus” — 18] , i T i H “oleo” /& 5 B 1Y
AR T “gustus” 48 MK IE . Keast SN <5 7
WK BE LS  HE 7SIRGE . Yasumatsu S5 POHIE B
T RE Wi B AR ST R S A AR A A, S INESE T
TR "R L, IR D ORI A7 AE 7T e 5 JIE i
A7 BT B D B AR T & B WO R B8 45 3 A
HTAEMREEERLARHEZENRE 2 E L,
SUR T8 GEFR EEGAE 2 CH,

JIE T e | % T il 45 R VR 1 T B i AR
JAE FE T By 0 AT R e A7 3 1 MR YR R 3 T
e B T IR A IE 1 . Vors P SE T 5
I i M7 TR R A S ) i S e Y ok, 5355 A JHE AR 10 7
FAOCHE , e A R ITEAE B AT, 5 IE WK
AR E M, NE M2 5 % M R U7 i K - B
%, M2 H A CA-VI K358, AR KR EY
oI Ui 29 8 D5 B2 (Free fatty acids, FFA) W] fEJ&
T SRR B R B BRI FRA A TR R 77 7 2 152
K FET 5| Kk £ 4 BLE S 44 S0 g1 Neyraud
SR YCUE B T VIR MU I 1 N2 32 1A
W) FFA VB2 52 10 35 IEAH O X R OC R W BE S
g s WA b U APE A G

Wi YAoK, 535 BILAA X g U7 0 G A R R R
A G o WFFE R T, e I Aot 1% 12 o 2 T M Y o
A K FFA, 30 FFA B VR 5 B {H, Feron
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SFIE 5T e LR P CA=VT G /K7 ] g i i
PRI RE AT PR TR (Y ME VR pH R, 2 TR YT R D P
o SRR B9 R I, B I R B AR G V4 5 R SRR
P R Y P A A v EE IR T AR i 1 R A
SEHEEEMACK R, BUBE R ARG R &Y
A A Y R Y Ca v BB, R i I IR 5 14
MBI, Caroline 5557 A BHLE ¥% U 12t 5 B
V5 B 4 5 AE AR O, Zhang S5O0 5Y 2 3052 i 6 1) e
RN 0 il 5 PR e T OO, R R AR A R
BRI, St I B T B 2 i L o R A
Fea A, MDA R E B oKL E
AR I, AR WA A T R e U A
g3, VR 7 T P S AL = B DR ) I
SR ARG 5 i 4E B EA OCOC R T, MR ) 43
AR J5T ) 23 5 3k SR S Wi AR

i B 1 U 7E B FH A R b 2 g | R e ek
AT E&FEY R BCE R, BR T ERIEME
WN T SRR C R, HHER RS T
fift B 07 RN VB FEAIL TR, DT 1 3 AN 40 R
e 150 14 19 Gt B P £ I e A ST UE R L AL
R ] e 10 LR R S T AR O s B R R, O
AR SRS i 7 2R BB R R T
JRUBHN A G AT AEAS S B B i AR LR,
Ul R B it e i it — T L R
1.7 BERE“RRKR” B0

BRI Y 0 P LIV 12 R IR, S — Al B T
e — PR IE R R BRI T AR T AE R
AERURY AEREUM AEAUA i 55, 1 4B AR YRR
TG B AEABURR 2 R AR R e 5T 1Y, FEHUT Y
AR FD A s 152 Pk B 7 35 1L AU 4K & 9 (Sanshool )
Sy FE BRGNP T, B O BRI A RROR
I FRE IR AVE S AN R AR ARG B A AR AR
FEAEZE 5%, Bader S5 U J1EA B (AEABL) HY  lim
S AR O T O R T OGS %) SR AR R b 2
Bz, dE— B0y EIOFHE T 8 T EVE R i
KB4 5 ; 4 Half-Tongue £ 35 07 , B3 -B-111
WER R —y-IIE - IR AR I
LLUARUER 55 AT 5 | 2% ) AR S5 4 e XA ALY
P2 B —a— LU AR JE —y— 5 LU BUER AT 5] 2 R
BRI 5[] A 2 300 S 50 X A8 1 3 S o e gt
¥ Bk —oe— 1L BUER P 5 K MR VR 4 06 1T 4 S X

P B 1 32 B —B— 1L ABUER U AN ET,

WF 5T & 3,3 AN [R] 77 |l 0 A6 AR AR B A
4 PSS - I ABUEE (- B y— Al &—) ¥ 5 BLRR IR
P& B 1 95% LA b, T[] 7 H A it o SRR IR
Wy o it N R 1L BB AT 0 2 B L
T 37 CIE 120 d Jr, R i P 5 R JRR i JBE {1 A1
B BL 4E /R R FE 78 %0 (Scoville pungency units,
SPU ) $4 4 A [ 72 B2 [ A, IR R 400 Jo 8 &5 1 5B ¥ T
Rt PR R Y e M T YA U | iR B0 BRI ) PR A A
KA LU 551, A 27 50t i A6 ABURN T B ARUZE A A4
YRR B (B AT 5, JF i — DRI T H
JOT 20 5 G B W A AR, KT JRR AR B4R BEE 1Y) T
PEN T R ATIE IR s 4 R R W] I 1 4R Y T AR
JRIR W) 5T 5 i L BEAERUREAIR 1 37.3%, T ALY
PRI 55 JEE LU B AL AR T 11.09% ; [ o 0 3 73 0
T 235 2R Ao 3 T ABURI BN AR 3 D% e Y 11 38 4%
ST 18 i T AR AR, HAG I ) AR T AE AL,
AERUEAT B 3 YRR IR B I RIS 2 L, AE AR X
Yy 52 Bk —ouB— LA IR 5 W) ] 5 Mo VRO i T
Hehn, HLFCRP R B A IR I 2 1 A
P15 A 35 BEAE (B 19 A4 3 4 4 BE )T
1.8 MERS“HRAKR” B

“ERIR”IE AN R T AL G R IR BT, A Ok 1Y
PR R A e — b B A IR R e
L5 A ROV R VE Y AR E (Somesthesis) . “HUE A
CRBE™ 5| K IESEHE Barry Green & XA fb2#
Y PR 5 (Chemesthesis) . BB B A 22 KR 55
B JEURHES AT A, SR ) v i A UK
ROk A BB B B R 259 5 (Capsaicin) ; BRI
fr B BRI 2 R AL A R 1 A8 (TRPVI) ™
A B H T, 7E B A B0 BOUR 2R AU 23k
23 Ftrol o BOXUBR AN AN B f5 205 A R M i gk, e
A R Rl 2 B 3 R LA s 2 2% A e A A ) o Y
A,

WFFE R B, N MR 70 7T 52 Wl R & 1
KU 5 1) B 7, Katsukawa ™57 T 4K B H
PR R BT A0 i S o i i 52, 25 2R R
SRR R 2L VAT YR R 1140 R X JO i £ ) A P 1
I 28 T Ml R A B A BOAUER  OR) 1 S
min, W% B W A TH VY 73 00 147 S 35 48 7 s
R B A MRV PE, AT LS el & 0.075%
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vl i 2B A%, 5 ok 90 B Jn 04 A FE AR KA R R 387

BRAUZR B 78 7000 R T 0 FE s SR A T X k3%
1f1,30 min Ji7 T A0 T HR 0 PR VR 4 0 o SR o, HL
BRAZR AT 7] S5 ARG b 1 v Y ) A Y, et
240 BT S 7S PR U e Y B TH W 53 W ek 2 B
S B, I WA A AR N 2 R A 1T 5 1 )
TC, 2 W BRAUZR X fedt e N 0ol Y& R B TH i 43 10 )
e HLA B A AR I, AR 5T K B, AR 4% ik
I PR T 0 B 2r AR B 24 ] B e PR R
W7 RS N U R R (8 43 00, FRORBUER IR Ak
SR I U0 B TRPV L AT DL 5 T 60T i e
W4 1 TRPV #5417 Capsazepine (CPZ) fiit
AbFE 30 min, W] I BRBBR A4 73 WA I, 5 2
EHESS, BN XT AT AR EAT B AR A WA
FHUA BB 20 3 7% 5% 0T 1] 6 Vi SR 5 114 e YR 4
W HORHEEIE IR ES TIEREERE;
FEIRVR AN LR ] S WA 8 X VSRR T
FRUA 5 R G 3 R A MV A e, v DL A e
VR 258 X B AT WA DR 1 43 95 R 4 e R U
FEE R R R B FE L (Scoville heat u-
nits, SHU) 23T 5 9.1 24008 SHU 10~500:
I % 37 R 0.496~1.395 g/min;2 g% 423 SHU 500~
1 000 M7 % 1.395~2.153 g/min;3 g3k SHU
1.000~1 500 M % 2.153~2.749 g/min ;4 94 &
i SHU 1 500~3 000 e i % 2.749~3.569 ¢/
min;5 FSEH SHU>3 000 MER I %>3.569 ¢/minl™,
k] U 5~10 A B A MR TS
S5 G PR SR g M YU 2R = ] ) R DG R B e R
RO BT 22 B PR R AT S MR U R R
JE A G R IR Y 5 AL T R B A
e S N B I SR R
Katsukawa™!%& B B IR & 4R BUF AR i
L N - S i € A S D/ (OR N AL
HL KPR BT 5 5 S B IR 5 T 09 2 1 R () A
oL, HEA P e 202 2 1 B R TG 7 R 2 2%
PSSR Tk Se R B S SRR IR
F T B SRR e R A s 2 S S IS S T A
TRRP R BEIN R S HEY BT, X LR I ] RE A B
THEA A R EY IR E . Lorenz 257 3
6— 2 PR (2F ) T I 317 5 W VRO = 1,
53 BT B A W YRR 1 T 2 1) B R AR I AR Ak, 4

BN, H IR 6-2 MR RS, 4 5 B3 ek &
H Bk A B H K S-% B 1 P (Glutathione S—
transferase P, GST-P). #{k 7 & H B-1 (Heat
shock protein beta—1, HSPB1). #K75E 70 ku &
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Table 1 The relationship between salivary nonenzymatic protein and taste perceptions
kR 3FE R G ok AR X B A Lk
R IR R G R M 2 R AT BB R S ) AL [6]
BAl)E , Hm T R R A R FE [71-19]
R EOS e Y2 EME LA [82]
i i & G 4 L5 U Bk AR R M AR % [25]
R R G AR T AT A T AR [33]
ER &N N Sy X ES [42]-[44]
E &R SOy A A [53]
JRkek 4 R R R iR R 8 e AR [7]
PR E TR ER TR G [73]
AT & 3B R AT E R T B E e [36]
A EHF R E I Z K F R G [31]
s #F ek SR A B BRI E KRS [25]
WERMBILE I E KRG [31]
s F NaCl JE LR AEE  Bdp Z & M3 5% [40]
RFEHE A R B, S-1gA w [24]
ERBMERE SR HRT AR ES [32]
FRORBN L F R B LA F A BE ,S-1gA 423 e [80]
PRPs PRPs 42 it PROP & 7k & %2 [29]
% B R i#5 &k P PRPs K -F 2 353 Ae [36]
S ek a FIBAR S By YRR T SRS TR ORE [36]
AR % K HrRIR % Ik, 3 5% ok [42]-[44]
B E S MR H B TN A R o R [73]
HSPB1 6-E R F R, FE R FHEK [7]
HSP70-1 6-E 3 ERME , FE R E B [7]
B &G Al 6-EE R MG, F E B FEAK [7]
@A -3 & & 6-ERFE R BE ,F R FHEK [7]
PIP 6-ERF R, FERF N m [7]
SPLUNC-2 6-EE RS, F AR E K [7]
Zn-a—-GP (S-S b I & =0 [7]
B FRABNLE LA R LR FE RS, & e [80]
F2 ERBOEHSKEEMAEXYE
Table 2 The relationship between salivary protease and taste perceptions
v iR A G B TR IE A K M RS
SAA BRAR G ,SAA FE I SAA A F T 5 [6],[9]-[12],[15]
R R % v SAA BB e SAA iR ALK P [16]
R UG SAA E G e [20]
SAA FHEHREF 2 AR XA [23]
SAA FHL#R P RAFSYERAELXZ [24],[38]
xR AR AL AR SAA K H [25]
Fokm MR, B EFHAKF SAA [32]
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iR G B TR GE AR K M HH LK
CA-VI CA-VI BB B CO, BB E ARG T A AS [6]
AR AR, CA-VI K -F 55 [25]
CA-VI & F ALK, $rok o ) g B8 4L [26]
PROP #)# ) ,CA-VI K -F 2 T & [25]
HeZ CA-VI F 2 09 Fok B So [30]
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NERE % 3K, 04 ik CA-VI A 38 3% [59]
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Table 3 The relationship between salivary non protein component and taste perceptions
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Cl- Al CloR 2 213 [9]
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Ca™ BRA e, Ca R A 253 [91,[16]
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BB L—Glu L—Glu 7T# % Sk B 4m 50]
L-Glu 23 v 8F ok 2 S 64 Iy BL RS [51]
L-Glu =T ¥ A s 2 it | 7 ok 58 AR 52]
IMP IMP T # % 8 vk A 4o [50]
FFA FFA 5T 5] & g Wy ok As 5 44 [591,[60]
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Advances in Physiological Correlation between Saliva Composition and Taste Perception

Wang Min', Yu Xuening', An Qi', Yang Huixin'?, Yuan Yue', Gai Shengmei', Han Tianlong'?, Liu Dengyong”

(‘College of Food Science and Engineering, Bohai University, Jinzhou 121013, Liaoning
’Liaoning Kazuo Hybrid Wild Boar Science and Technology Backyard, Chaoyang 122305, Liaoning)
Abstract The mechanism of food oral processing and taste perception is a hot topic in the field of food nutrition and

health in recent years. It is mainly based on the interaction between food and oral cavity, and uses interdisciplinary
methods to study the changes in the structure and physicochemical properties of food during oral processing, as well as
the oral perception and a series of physiological reactions caused by it. Saliva is the first body fluid of mammals con-
tacting with food when eating. It is a clear, slightly acidic, viscous oral secretion secreted by three pairs of large sali-
vary glands (parotid gland, submandibular gland and sublingual gland) and hundreds of scattered small salivary glands.
Saliva is composed of water, a variety of inorganic substances and organic active protein molecules, and has a variety of
important physiological functions. This paper focused on the interaction between saliva secretion and basic taste including
sour, sweet, bitter, salty, umami, and generalized taste including fatty, pungent, spicy, and discussed in detail the re-
lationship between saliva secretion and these taste perception, and summarized the effects of saliva in various taste per-
ception. It will provide a theoretical basis for further study on the physiological correlation between saliva composition
and taste perception.

Keywords saliva; amylase; taste perception; fat taste; oral processing



