%24 % W8 SR = T S Vol. 24 No. 8
2024 %8 H Journal of Chinese Institute of Food Science and Technology Aug. 2024
AR YL B B B IR 2R S 75 A 53 50 1T B T i A 2
KIE ', R OB BRI, RRAD, BEEID, HEE

(EEXFHELREAYIRER BEAI 361021
thE AR RMAM LB IR TS E®RE AAEAT 361021
SENTRBAN TREERARL T BEET 361021
CEITHEFERLEERFR ABEET 361021)

HE HFEBRARERUDBIEZELREOR YT R, AAMNRKREZEZARM MNELEF TADR BARFEHRRS
AR RIBIZRERRNBEL TR AN AR A SR FAN 3% K 1 T ey RO B, 4 RAV MB35 % 35 RO
B3 L Ao " L2 F LI (P<0.05),Mm  AEFHAY , ZOR SFRAR FLFTRARPFPERAARES T LR ANE
Wm Mg W et i R BT e LAM R A4S LG TH, o, ZRIZEEFEHRR LMY TAVIAR S, ™
KIEEFE P MR A LB TAVAR S, RAEWKIZEFE FHNF Cl6:] #2 CI83, RIKEMEL XU THRAAEL TS T
KA, BB ERABRI G L FERARLSINANEPAME THEALL AR SERG L KELE, AR ELTERE
KK H- B 5 A0 X oo 45 AR 0 R IRAE AL A R B R Bz e 2 ik A S A AR T H AR A

KEBIE ERE; RKHE; &hkay; MEAWSH, A

NEHES  1009-7848(2024)08-0371-14  DOI: 10.16429/j.1009-7848.2024.08.034

MR P iR R | R E R B
O e A TN T SR o/ A o v G RS
HEH o TR BRE T o A [ B4
WAL ) B A T 3 R 5 B 78 8 0 ) o A BRI 27 %o
2% 7402, 2238 (Porphyra) J& T 2LHE T 4L B 3%
(PR DN LR S W R N S AN
WERBLR O, T oA TR R AT R R —E R ZE R, BN, SkoRF oK IR 5
WA, R E FRAE R B SR G AA AR B AN TSR E e RIE R I E R R =K
(Porphyra yezoensis ) Fl3z %3¢ (Porphyra haitanen- DU K 5850 i b 5 A L3S A Tl A TR A TRA
sis), Hoh IR SRR R E ARG W KB5S EER W B IR 52300 B RN R, ST
B, FE AR WOILA T AR R AR R IR M TR R RO, R R 53 (i TR Y
IR ML T B, IR s R AR, EwEANA,

KJrRWe, B 1 YRR kK5
L2 ORI S N TR E SR LA
R BN 35 SR A AR B4R 10 H 2 AR
(¥ 5 H BT LR, 38 0T DRI 4 0, 20 5 A 7R
IR K ORI K S5 ORI TE R, AN
[ SR B B 3 1) 56 SR AR (L T M 8 IR FXUBR 2

HERNG Y EIRY R0, i ZHE 2 4
PR RS RIS PR, BA R LR L R L AR
b TR A T RES S R — Rl o NS 2=
TR BT i JEURE

I2 SR SR MO TR, SR AT AR AR

K BEHE: 2023-08-29

EE&WAB. WAy QAR =4 W E3H (2021]01833);
i 8 B4 F K % T (2020NZ012015) 5 [ 5%
AR} 27 5 G F I H (22038012)

E—1ER: BRRR, & W1

BEMESE.: H&F E-mail: xipingdu@jmu.edu.cn

£ i ORI A O e AR AL S . il ke
BG4 8 52 0 e Y ST 4T A0 6 R 4R S
i 31 S AL A 25 S N TR e S A i e
N T 28 ) 4% (ANN) i 356 % 2 1)) 32 ¢ 1] 4 AL
(SVM)MIFT MLR Fik1905 32 5830 10 5 5% o ht 4
b 2 BEATHE FAE 55 U T SRR R R S
2 g 0 R AL ) Jog A0l AH DGR SR R B, B R
W Be (kK oK =K KO B SE N 3R 5 SR
LT UEZ S RN I, I A IR B 2 SR B
(1) 338 o0 5 05 ARG 88 1 B AR S BOA [R] SR
WL B B 25 S 1) 8 IR e A1, A SO AN 7]



372 hoE

M

2024 455 8 H

R W B B iz 20 i SR8 SR W AT T 0ESE L H
Xof HL AR S TR S I R R R 4 SR A 3 B R WAL B
WAL AN 2, H T B W 5 IR 2SR
W B B i 5 1

BT UL EWTEE S, ASSCRUR @ dn 555
XG0 A TR R BE S S50 B 3R L3
e AR R R R R R o A
T RN B 8 IR WO 15 B AR Gk
SER WY BE S A O i S bR A OQIRAR AL, Sy AN [
R Bedn e 0 M | 0 0k K g fELR P AR B
WHEARSE

1 MRlEF®
1.1 MEE5iRF

RS T A CGhoK L K =K UK T T AR
A TETAEMST; RIS TR Gk
KK K IR A i TR A T A
MR AR EMT AR ILE, BEECHET ., &
B SRR AN PR E BRER AN AR | FF SkLr W
BLE R o sl g, F 25 R WAL SRR (b et A
PR
1.2 NBF5EH

AL104 53 17 KV Mg e i —FE R 2025 (1)
A RRA ] WSC-S Ml a6, 2248, g AL SR
PR 2> W) 518900 Z 522 A 2l 7 B, H A H 2y
] ;BioTek Cytation—5 FbrAY , 52 E A 15 %% A BR
/> A 3 Centrifuge5415D /553 ¥ VR B0 ML, FEE ep-
pendorf 23 H]
1.3 Fi&
1.3.1  FEShATARE OB ds 50T A B R AL
e, L7 (60 B ), 785 ke G 0 T 2% b R AE
FIE g
1.32 B NE BRI (B &EL2E KR
i R AR A I E ) (GB 5009.5-2016) HEs—
T D AR T AR R 2 A oL 4k Y
M E Y (GB/T 5009.10-2003 ) B 5 1 1 52 4L 41 4k
i R R R A R R AR ME B R 4 0
FE)(GB 5009.4-2016 ) Hr 55— 1l 7 JK 43 7 i 5 1R
P (B A E bR AE 5 s A E ) (GB
5009.6-2016 ) H 55 35 I 52 i i 75 12 5 AR 9l (12
LA FERRE B 5 EERR I E ) (GB 5009.124-

2016) H R 7K fff 7 I A 2 SRR I A 28 B s AR
P ARk R I 5E ) (GB/T 18246-2019) 1
FR PRI 718, LR 3 B 4SO 7 Wi B8 2 R
PRE RS IR (R S 2 EE R gah
R R B9 5 ) (GB 5009.168-2016) H N bRz, F
AR T S i U7 TR 1) R IR B s AR (B
2EZRE i ZTRMNE)(GB 5009.268-
2016) HUER— R E B BT R M DT R AP 2R
M,

133 AEREFRMEEN  RIGHES E R A A
2/ DA 4 L (FAO/WHO) 2 i & L R 1173
PR A FERRTE S (Amino acid score, AAS)!SI

AAS=

BN fiy £ 5 P R R e (me/g) (1)
WHO P73 b AR 2 p AT N Z AR 1R 55 4 (mg/g)

1.3.4 WIS VEAE 0T SR M o 1 8 R I P E
(Taste active value, TAV)IHHE A T8,

BRI R B A
AN = W ey vkl (2)

1.3.5 IR SSE SR AR -5 R M BOG IR AR A
e FH 5 DAL 1Y ph 24 ] U1 TR £ 5 56 ) T 4
SR B AT L, AT R AT
Y =alnX +b (3)
Y = aptaX+aX+a: X+ +a, X" (4)
K on AZ A WAL E 0, b 00, 01,00,05,a,
NG ERRL
K R IR BN S 2 SRR, i ik
E F (R M J7 i 22 (RMSE ) HE BRE A 1 4L
AR, R
2?:1 (}’i—zi>2
2?:1 (yi_&)z

Rzzl—i

(5)

RMSE = (6)

K on S SEIE R i R T (E Ry, A
SCAH 52, BRI TNEL; Ry SEINE P 2 H
1.3.6  DCHRMIAVGGTE AR 4l 455 78U fry 3 00 1 R S5
{EL A FR G 158 22 B0 TR Y (T H AR5 L AR R 25 1Y
P e,

HAXF R (%) = 'Jiyii'xloo (7)

ey S 52, S RS20 B




¥24 5 8 M

R RO B0 3% 8 R B A R o AT A TR AL A 373

1.4 HEQAERFITHE

i FH Excel 2016 4b P 5 544 o 2847 45 11
SN SR TR N R 2E (v 2 5), HIAE
Ik, FIH SPSS 27.0 Bk AF#E 4T 8 R HT (P<
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1 AERBMBRIEERNBEE
Fig.1 Color values of P. haitanensis in different

harvest periods

FE IR BT o 2 KA 92 & BV 4 58 5 1 2K 11 I
T EN 29.50%~29.90% , #H £F 4 5 5N 3.30%~
5.40% , 5 i & 0 3.60%~4.30% ; 55 M 35 28 3% 1)
BN 29.10%~31.10% , 4 & &R
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A J5RR J7 5 e B s 58 5 SR W ] ) S < T g
TR R, R 2 R 43 5 i Bl R A By BB 1 386 o 22
ISP 0 <E - I ECl N N 0 A RN & e = D iy
R 27.87~31.17 g/100 g, HLZF4E % 4 3.03~
3.97 ¢/100 g, K43 % 4 9.43~10.23 /100 g, A8 i
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%1 FRRKHREEROERERMS (01009, LFREH)
Table 1 Basic nutrients of P. haitanensis in different harvest periods (g/100 g, by dry mass)

EN 4 A AL LT Y V& Jig W
kK 30.60 + 0.20 3.03 £ 0.06° 9.43 £ 0.06* 3.53 £0.06°
=K 28.33 £ 0.12° 3.50 + 0.00 10.23 = 0.06 3.10+0.10
=K 27.87 £ 0.15¢ 3.50 +0.10° 9.97 + 0.06" 3.03 £ 0.06"
g K 31.17 £0.21° 3.97 £ 0.06* 9.60 + 0.00° 2.73 +0.06°

T RSN RN T 04 7R 22 53 .25 (P<0.05)
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IR AR T B IR (EAA/NEAA) KT 60% , 2
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R2 TRARBMBIZEXNEERMERSE (91009, A FREIT)
Table 2 Types and contents of amino acids in P. haitanensis at different harvest periods (g/100 g, by dry mass)

S B 4 AR koK EE ZR3EEE ZRIEHE w9 R IR R R
IR 1.62 +0.03° 1.45+0.01° 1.48 +0.01" 1.50 + 0.02"
4 2R 1.98 +0.04* 1.77 +0.01° 1.79 £ 0.01° 1.83 £ 0.03"
R 0.47 +0.01° 0.40 + 0.02" 0.39 +0.01" 0.34 +0.02°
3% Ak 1.21 £ 0.02 1.02 £ 0.01" 1.02 +0.01" 0.98 +0.02°
7 R 2.41 +0.05° 2.03+0.01" 2.05 +0.02" 2.01 +0.04"
X AR 1.31 £0.03 1.19 £ 0.01" 1.21 £0.01" 1.21 £0.02"
R R 1.77 + 0.03° 1.63 +0.01" 1.65 +0.02" 1.72 +0.02°
I — — — —

i % B I (EAA) 10.76 9.49 9.58 9.60
R AR 2.91 + 0.06° 2.64 +0.02" 2.66 + 0.02" 2.72 +0.05"
2 R 1.58 + 0.04° 1.37 £0.01" 1.38 £ 0.02" 1.38 £ 0.03"
B R 3.23 +0.08" 3.14 +0.03" 3.18 £ 0.02 3.30 + 0.06°
H R 1.84 +0.03* 1.77 +0.01° 1.80 + 0.02" 1.89 +0.03°
REN 3.32 +0.06" 2.78 +0.02° 2.80 + 0.03¢ 3.58 + 0.08"
& 2R 1.27 +0.03° 1.06 +0.01" 1.07 £0.01" 1.01 +0.02°
20 R R 0.47 +0.01° 0.41 +0.00" 0.42 +0.00" 0.41+0.01"
LEN 2.04 + 0.04° 1.82 +0.01° 1.84 +0.01° 1.89 +0.03"
iR 1.31 +0.03 1.15 + 0.00° 1.17 £0.01° 1.23 £ 0.02"
b F R A (NEAA) 17.96 16.13 16.32 17.41
BRI (TAA) 28.72 25.62 25.90 27.01
EAA/NEAA/% 59.93 58.82 58.73 55.13
EAA/TAA/% 37.47 37.04 37.00 35.54

T AT A FNG 1R IR 25 57 B35 (P<0.05) ; “—"3RIR R K

F3 AEREMERIZEFZNIERITMN (AAS)

Table 3 Evaluation of amino acid (AAS) in P. haitanensis at different harvest periods

FAO/WHO +F % #7 /&

RIK B A4 AR B kokimER ZREER =REER vy K 3E B R
IR 4.00 1.32 1.28 1.32 1.20
2 B R 5.00 1.29 1.25 1.28 1.18
PR ZUBR + B ZUBR 3.50 0.44 0.40 0.40 0.31
It 58 RER 4.00 0.99 0.90 0.91 0.79
5T &R 7.00 1.13 1.03 1.05 0.92
KR AR+ B R BR 5.50 1.41 1.32 1.36 1.19
R B 6.00 1.05 1.04 1.08 1.00

4 S AR R S R B, L BE SR U B Y
8 i S A RO R IR i WD R A
LIRS R BRI . AT IR S S rh A Y 14
P AR, SR e SN AR (0.38~0.87
¢/100 g) , H R = A & 2 (0.33~0.47 ¢/100 g) , HE
KR KA E R (0.08~0.19 ¢/100 g) Fl 75 & R
(0.04~0.12 g/100 g) (% 4), Horfif i 4 5L iR 1Y

TAV {EHiw, HUORMREERR, 10w k2 R
TAV {HH AR (TAV<D) (8 2), 5350, BRI TR 1)
TAV {EAE = /KB e, HO& KR K, Sk KR
W B BE TAV B A% . P20 2 BUAITR , 2L TAV {H
FEDUK I e, HRJESkKIn S35 UL Lg%
B, UK b7 28 5 A sk oK 37 42 558 H A o 5t 1) 46 I A
AR, KR =K 35 58 SR 8 Sk oK 3 58 5 1Y) i o o
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%4 FRERMNEEEENOHEEEBMER SR (91009, L FREEH)
Table 4 Types and contents of free amino acids in P. haitanensis at different harvest periods (g/100 g, by dry mass)

18] 18/ kK —K =K g K
AL BR 4 AR /(100  &%/gf TAV &%y 4%/ AF /e TAV
£l (100 g)] (100 g)] (100 g)] (100 g)]
BEek R A& AR 0.10 0.08 0.80 0.09 0.90 0.09 0.90 0.19 1.90
B BB 0.03 0.33 11.00 0.42 14.00 0.47 15.67 0.34 11.33
Fek 3 0.15 0.01 0.07 0.02 0.13 0.02 0.13 0.03 0.20
H R B 0.13 0.02 0.15 0.03 0.23 0.04 0.31 0.03 0.23
R ER 0.26 0.11 0.42 0.12 0.46 0.09 0.35 0.04 0.15
EN3 0.06 0.54 9.00 0.39 6.50 0.38 6.33 0.87 14.50
ok A8 0.03 - - - - - - - -
N 0.04 0.02 0.50 0.03 0.75 0.04 1.00 0.03 0.75
B AR 0.19 0.02 0.11 0.02 0.11 0.02 0.11 0.01 0.05
7 AR 0.09 0.01 0.11 0.02 0.22 0.02 0.22 0.01 0.11
B& S BR 0.26 ND ND 0.04 0.15 0.04 0.15 0.03 0.12
E SR 0.09 0.01 0.11 0.03 0.33 0.03 0.33 0.02 0.22
AR 0.05 0.01 0.20 0.02 0.40 0.02 0.40 0.01 0.20
Hy BBR 0.05 0.02 0.40 0.02 0.40 0.02 0.40 0.01 0.20
W —"RRAK
s s (PUFA) Y L Bl fiz Ry , AN AN 5 A2 (MUFA) | 12
2 - o=k FIIR TR (SFA) ¥ HL 9] B I, ELAS [F) SR B b ¢
D 19 SFA MUFA Al PUFA 4 31 5 18 17 5 (FA)
(5 31.93% ~34.93% ,5.61% ~8.11% il 57.71% ~
- - 61.38%, ot ,MUFA & f7E PU/K IR 58 fe g

ik L

B2 AEFRBMERIZESRD TAV EEEE
Fig.2 Radar chart of TAV of P. haitanensis

in different harvest periods

2.5 IRZEIAR AR FE SR Y B ER B L ML

i 7 PR e N ARG A RE AR | 2045 200 O 405 4 7 240
M M5 S5 5 2 MR R B E AU, o d
B LA A B B A A BRSSP 4 A 5 3
HRUT- SR I 7 5% SRR U TR 2 1 22 A A S A TR

PUFA & 87 =IKIn 538 fe i, 1M SFA 75 R
A R ARV ALK 13 R T R
(£5), W& 3 FRFINENIR ,4 Fh LA FRE D
R 6 Fp Z AN AR TR, C16:1 F1 C18:3 {LAE M
KIZEFERR T, 155838 % SFA MUFA 1 PUFA
TE FA W & 4 30 29.90%~35.79% ,7.14% ~
8.59%H1 57.07%~61.50%, 5 I3 SCHkHiiE —2,
ZE TSI Y R W Sk oK 3R 525t SFA MUFA #l
PUFA & &, Hrh SFA MUFA #1 PUFA
5 i A MR D R 43 il 2 C16:0,C18:1 Fil C20:5,
C20:5 #EFR A “ I 0 47, AT o008 K G T g, 38 o A
Z M &I RE ARG ThRE, A B T4 Mo 2 Aciz
fie S, C20:5(EPA) 5 C18:3(ALA) .C22:6(DHA)
A1 €22:5(DPA) H: A4 i w-3 PUFA®, »-3 PU-
FA B4Rl R R T8 3R R, 0] LA 2UfE iF
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NEARK LT, BRI F1 s, JF 230 br R 5
PEBY T E H C18:2(LA) I C20:4 (AA) 2H i Y
w-6 PUFA R {2 R AP w-6/w-3 PUFA 1
WA+ Es, AP AEHASEIN 0-6/0-3 PU-

FA 1 HEAE AR F 1089, AR5 w-6/w-3 PUFA
B AR R 0.37~0.50, LB R W o BE 6 184 i 5 %
PR T A U ER

x5 ARRUMBIZEXNEMRBRMEREE (9/100g, A TFREIT)
Table 5 Types and contents of fatty acids in P. haitanensis at different harvest periods (g/100 g, by dry mass)

Rig o B2 KARIFHEX ZkIEEX ZRIEEE RS

C12:0 0.018 + 0.005* 0.020 + 0.003* 0.016 = 0.002* 0.016 = 0.001*
C16:0 0.966 + 0.059" 0.808 + 0.074" 0.787 £ 0.010" 0.657 + 0.007¢
C18:0 0.038 + 0.002* 0.026 + 0.004" 0.029 £ 0.001" 0.015 + 0.000°
C16:1(n-9) — — — 0.010 = 0.000°
C18:1(n-9) 0.112 = 0.006* 0.086 + 0.012" 0.086 + 0.009" 0.066 + 0.004¢
C20:1(n-11) 0.057 + 0.001" 0.055 + 0.002" 0.058 + 0.002" 0.086 + 0.002*
C22:1(n-13) 0.036 + 0.001* 0.036 + 0.001* 0.035 + 0.000 0.036 + 0.001*
C18:2(n-9,12) 0.092 + 0.002* 0.075 = 0.007¢ 0.084 £0.013" 0.071 £ 0.001°
C20:2(n-11,14) 0.027 + 0.001" 0.025 + 0.001" 0.026 + 0.001" 0.037 + 0.001°
C18:3(n-6,9,12) — — — 0.010 = 0.000*
C20:3(n-8,11,14) 0.057 + 0.003* 0.051 + 0.004" 0.050 + 0.001" 0.054 +0.001™
C20:4(n-5,8,11,14) 0.364 +0.019* 0.321 £ 0.023" 0.322 £0.012" 0.212 + 0.003¢
C20:5(n-5,8,11,14,17) 1.090 = 0.057* 0.968 + 0.069" 0.973 £ 0.015" 1.032 = 0.009*
w-3 1.090 + 0.057* 0.968 + 0.069" 0.973 £ 0.015" 1.032 + 0.009*
w-6 0.541 +0.021* 0.471 + 0.034" 0.481 +0.012" 0.384 + 0.003¢
-9 0.204 + 0.009* 0.177 £ 0.016" 0.179 £ 0.010" 0.188 + 0.004™
SFA 1.023 + 0.060* 0.854 £0.078" 0.832 £ 0.009" 0.689 + 0.006°
MUFA 0.204 = 0.008* 0.177 £ 0.015¢ 0.179 £ 0.010™ 0.198 + 0.004*
PUFA 1.631 = 0.078" 1.440 = 0.103¢ 1.454 £ 0.016* 1.417 £ 0.011¢
FA 2.858 + 0.144° 2.471 £ 0.196 2.465 £ 0.016 2.304 £ 0.022"
TE :SFA (G AR R s MUFA : S AR AR T 2 s PUFA - 2 AR AR TR s TFA - R UHR W7 R s FA BRI s “—" . R ARt AT A TR)/NG 55 k)
FoR 5 3 (P<0.05) .

26 IREFTYWRTEHERUHMBEHTHANE
W) T 0 2 S A AR 2+ 1w AR 00 B K
g5, HAE AN FEARI, ARG SCHRU MRS | 35 550 &
AR EOTE (B BE VERES )  IB T A B B
B R AEGCE TR o H B RE AR RE A B R B
i, B8 AT A AT RO LA T XL 70, A R B R
15 1 B R Y, kS A U DNA &
J 240 L 52 0 AR A 3 A A B T R B LA
] S A A5 A5 R A S 1Y 1 L, 4 SCRRU M1 18 R Wik
Rl BE B ANAS 9 S 50 0 8 670~13 690, 8
180~10 980,17 410~24 650 mg/kg 1l 410~810 mg/
ke, E 0 A A 1Y 2 0T R (590~1 450

mg/kg) , HAR IR BN T 200 merkg, Fifi R UL HY
By, weoc R R N MR
TR, I 6 BTN ARG & i R m )
JF G 41 (20 000.00~24 666.67 mg/kg) , Hi4x It
o MmN HET e B 85 Bk B
fifi, Horh, BROCR MM ICE A S LR A A
L, W EITE SRS D AREAE 2R, X EH
AR IR AR 5 R (g SR A SRS 9 1
WY BTCER & B TR WCHT I, B B B R K
i FEE 7 F ) 0T O 2 BE SR AR B 1 i 2 - T
S, BT ER Pk D B SR AR B e in R R
FOERRES 2 BT BT R B i AR K R
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Table 6 Types and contents of minerals in P. haitanensis at different harvest periods (mg/kg, by dry mass)

TFE koK¥E R ZKIEEE ZoRIEEE LRSS
4 (Na) 3 623.33 + 30.55" 4430.00 = 151° 4933.33 + 45.090" 7 400.00 + 95.39°
4 (Mg) 3 320.00 + 30.00° 3206.67 + 106.93" 3 656.67 + 20.82" 4523.33 +23.09"

47 (K) 22 366.67 + 230.94" 20 000.00 + 173.21¢ 24 666.67 + 208.17 20 466.67 + 57.74¢
45 (Ca) 2 550.00 + 17.32¢ 4953.33 + 159.48" 6 173.33 + 80.83¢ 3910.00 + 17.32¢
# (Mn) 38.30 + 0.30° 97.30 + 1.13 96.13 + 1.65 97.67 = 3.75
% (Fe) 218.00 = 2.00" 477.67 + 8.33¢ 524.00 + 6.93 651.33 + 12.66°
47 (Cu) 13.30 = 0.00" 12.10 +0.20° 11.87 +0.25¢ 19.57 + 1.00°
4 (Zn) 27.80 + 0.20 22.60 + 0.82" 23.40 +0.10" 27.97 + 0.85"
5 (Se) 0.13 +0.01° 0.13 +0.00* 0.12 +0.00" 0.12 +0.00"

T AT ARG 5808 22 53 .35 (P<0.05)

27 IEEXEFRSIERSRUMERNHEXME
3

IR B 7 iR A K OR T TR
KTAAGEEA 4RI B 2258 SR B
JoTFHE AT P s AUZ A R ARG R 52 e, i B
2 AR R MR B A AR Ak ) 52 i A HIE 5 R 4R
FIL SR B IR 3 P I R A B AR Ak Y
b R BER ARG P R AL R V- 7 iR 2% RMSE
FIWT I E BRI LA, RP KT 03 2R
A SE ,RMSE 75 FAE7U(H ,R? #8423k 1, RMSE &
N, FE TR 6 5 B G FLA R R A A Y
e T A T A T AR SR B RLRE B A R
W Bk $E 3 h AR s SR TR ARl o, A
FEA IR E 3 AFAT, BOF I E S T RS ST
R 5T 45 B b RELET 4 R0 T U B SR U B BE Y
Ban oy i B TERUR R, SRR 4 IR
5 5 12t 5 AN [ SR e By B3 0 A7 6 el A B R L5
R In 32 i Al st (8) T, MLEF 4 A
g W5 B9 R? 43 9 Ay 0.864 F1 0.917 ,RMSE 43 %1 A
0.135 11 0.092, WA L1k ] 18 R4 5 72
JERAF (2 7)., Wb Z HE TR A2 2 5 PR f i b AS
DR E SR, LS ARG B R AN TR
AR AR . XT38 2 PO A SRR B BL I 5832 1 a0
e B IR & 1 5 R W B A8 AL R AT i il 2 Il ) A
RILG  GR LR 7, S 485500 R2 KT 0.8,
R B G RBAI SV, BT R U B
B AR A SR N =X (9) TR .

T B ER R A A, SRR T T R B
IV 7T 2 1 B A 5 B 08 B ) 3 58 S A T AR AR

BSUE , W5 25 R B I FE A i, DL 8, K 8
oA BB AR AR K (8) MK (9), il i Excel #X
PELA BT R o By, MK T B IR 53R
255 bR TR S B BB UESE SR (R 9) R
P 200 4 AR BOn 30 ML AT 4t 5 i
I35 0.07,3.48,0.06 F1 0.24 MR 3515545 2 4 4
AR B B I 52 32 1 i i % /= 43 591 4 0.20,0.44,
0.87 1 0.68 ; 5 5 b R M Fr BeAH X2 22 K T 50%,
& B AR B KL 2F 4k R IR 7 7 B 4B e PR A 50 (8)
TCVE WA 45 B B R 2SR R I B . PR
FRFNse e, AR H T LT IR AT 1R
W B B b E B TN 5 2 9 A 1 ORI B S B
EAXHRZ ST 30%, KRR, A
PR e ER R TN R R S o o A T I il
[ =1 A 76 AT LA 5 v A T 75 O EL IR S SR AR 1R
W B, HG v AR R R TR SR e T ) 4 R
15 B 5 AR AR N R, R e T R
SEATERS 2 SR BOT S A BUNAE 5 2% 9 AR 2 ok
W B B S B A AR X 152 25 34T 30%, 28 WIAR 415 451
AW EAR Feadm s am AR &
AT VR T R B AR R SRR 2 SR B,
PR B S R O e O 0 5 R e, AR
24 (5.98+2.40) % ; R A TR\ FAE AR R A
i RS 2 R o o X 55 3 SR BT A i
9 PEE 3 R UK B S bR R 04 AH XT R 22 AL T
30% , 7 WM 4l 40 2 1R | o e IR | 5 2 R R 2
% T et N7 1 T TR U AR AR T A o A o v L
BRSNS 3 R B, Horh S SR i T
(1) 45 SR B HEA | RH G52 22 04 (3.7943.10) % 5 73 AR
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TR G TR 45 48 Aot DU /K A 58S T B 1 T
9 P 4 R B B S B R Y A X R 22 R F
30%, 2= HE T 2 LI & & A Y £ [l )5
LY T 3 o A DX 0 15 T B b5 4R R A A I SR A By
B 25 FLEER 3 RNER 4 SR B TIO(E, 45
SRR EATEE AR T, DA LA REAR #i LA I fh £ 111
VA TR0 o A L0 55 3 RS 4 SRR B Al T
AR L B3 5855 0 45 48 i 7 1 Tt SR Wi B B 1) 595
UEZE IR a1k 10 Fros , iR 4 ML 21 4 A s D5 % =23t
AT ENY 4 AR B B 5 52 B SR WS BEAE X 1 22
BIRT 30%, FWIRKYE LT 4 Flg I & 2 9004 2k
PEREAY 2 (8) TC T ME A 48 78 AR 1t EL 35 58 3 1 R
BB, MRS T S SRR & B AR 2SR R Y
B, R BURYE IR AR A R | 558 A R A A TR
S NIRRT BRI NITR=S - & il Y =
rRR B 0 S IR o TN ) 4 SR R A, A R 2
7 (6.30£1.20)% , i # 4 26 75 2 HE R & i & 1Y
il 288 [ 01 76 G 1k o 6 00 A 1 B AR SR SR
SRR B, 3 TR N T AR L B b R A
YR SRS A PR T A v A S T RN T A T R B
ZRR, ARNEERUCBY B bs 585008 95 o 48 bn 1 &
AL R SRR 25 AR, AT T ORI

Ja W BTN AE 5 SE PR (AT — I 5 28 BRI,
ARG R 2 2 R LA A b 7 G R 5 B 4005 149 [ ) iy

s

2, T LA S AN [ S ) Sk KSR 565K
(0597 ) _(Y1—3026) )
-0.537 1Y,-3.526 |
0.047 -0.268 Y-1.832
0.007 -0.073 Y,~0.532
0.039 -0.264 Ys-1.423
0.084 [x>+| -0.538 |x=| Y2.841 [(9)
0.063 -0.357 Y-2.260
0.030 -0.177 Y—1.447
0.053 -0.276 Y-1.988

AP X AR BE Y, HLER 4k B ¢/100
g(LATBiiit); Y, MBI & & ,¢/100 g(Vh T
)Y MR AR SR, g/100 g (BT FRF);Y,
JEEIR &, g/100 g( LT &) Vs A SRR
M2 & i, g/100 g (LA T RBiRET) Y Mo d i i,
g/100 ¢ (LA T &)Y, MEE R & & ,e/100 g
(LT BTeit); Ve RN ER & & ,e/100 g (LI
JETT) Yo AR ER &, /100 g(VA TR,

R7 IREFEREBRERI R R HLEELSH R RMSE
Table 7 R? and RMSE of the curve model fit for quality indicators of P. haitanensis on harvest period

FA = )35 A2 R? RMSE

AL 4T 2 ¥Y=0.597InX+3.026 0.864 0.135

iR Y=-0.536InX+3.526 0.917 0.092

H R Y=0.047X>-0.268X+1.832 0.837 0.031

R AR Y=0.007X*-0.073X+0.532 0.899 0.017

8RR Y=0.063X-0.357X+2.260 0.871 0.035

I 55 RER Y=0.039X7-0.264X+1.423 0.898 0.033

5T BB Y=0.084X7-0.538X+2.841 0.880 0.066

ENGEd Y=0.030X?-0.177X+1.447 0.819 0.023

Hi R BR Y=0.053X>-0.276X+1.988 0.865 0.025

®8 ARBEHIEERMEEIER (91009, AFHRET)
Table 8 Quality indicators of P. haitanensis in harvest periods (g/100 g, by dry mass)
P EHEEER FNER: o

kK K =K g 7K koK =K =K g 7K
AL LT 2 1.40 3.80 1.40 2.20 3.70 3.60 4.00 4.00
1.40 3.80 1.40 2.20 3.40 3.70 3.90 4.00
1.40 3.70 1.30 2.10 3.30 3.70 3.90 4.00
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(&% 8)
P EHEIEEE Aol BEIEE R
kK =K ZK K kK =K =K K
e By 4.40 3.90 3.60 3.70 4.00 4.00 4.30 4.30
4.40 4.00 3.60 3.80 4.00 4.00 4.20 4.30
4.40 4.00 3.60 3.70 4.10 4.00 4.20 4.30
T EBR 1.65 1.56 1.50 1.49 1.63 1.71 2.05 2.06
1.63 1.59 1.50 1.51 1.64 1.73 1.91 2.05
1.63 1.61 1.56 1.55 1.63 1.73 1.93 2.05
RN 2.01 1.81 1.77 1.76 2.00 2.11 248 2.51
2.00 1.84 1.77 1.78 2.00 2.07 2.34 2.45
2.01 1.85 1.77 1.83 1.99 2.10 2.36 2.48
B R 0.56 0.44 0.44 0.42 0.26 0.22 0.28 0.30
0.57 0.45 0.44 0.43 0.25 0.30 0.30 0.27
0.56 0.43 0.46 0.44 0.24 0.25 0.27 0.26
5t 55 RBR 1.25 1.04 0.98 0.98 1.17 1.15 1.48 1.49
1.25 1.06 0.98 1.00 1.18 1.13 1.36 1.47
1.25 1.07 1.02 1.03 1.18 1.24 1.38 1.47
7R 2.54 2.15 2.02 2.05 2.48 2.55 3.06 3.07
2.53 2.18 2.02 2.08 2.50 2.56 2.79 3.05
2.53 2.21 2.11 2.14 2.50 2.55 2.85 3.05
E SR 1.29 1.14 1.08 1.12 1.45 1.45 1.72 1.73
1.28 1.16 1.09 1.14 1.37 1.45 1.56 1.72
1.29 1.18 1.13 1.17 1.37 1.45 1.61 1.72
Hi R 1.73 1.64 1.60 1.60 2.15 2.17 2.61 2.57
1.71 1.67 1.60 1.61 2.04 2.11 2.45 2.59
1.72 1.70 1.60 1.65 2.05 2.17 249 2.66
®9 BHBEGEXTEHEMROREMERNERNIGIESR
Table 9 Validation results of harvest period prediction models for quality indicators of Xiapu P. haitanensis
TR RO B AT IR £ %
FA
kK —K =K g 7K kK —K =K g 7K
Meyge 0.07+£0.00 3.48+0.33 0.06+0.01 0.24+£0.02 93.44+0.00 73.86+16.28 97.92+0.19 94.04 +0.56
fig Wy 0.20+0.00 0.44+0.05 0.87+0.00 0.68+0.07 80.42+0.00 78.16+2.45 7097+0.00 8291 =+1.78
»am 086+0.06 1.15+0.16 1.65+0.29 1.68+0.27 1422+6.06 42.54+8.00 44.92+9.59 58.02+6.75
HAK  0.83+0.02 1.72+0.15 2.33+0.00 2.15+040 16.86+2.28 14.12+7.72 22.37+0.00 46.19 £9.93
EAMBR  -042+0.08 1.46+0.18 1.34+021 1.66+0.20 141.58 +7.60 27.01 £+9.20 5536 +6.86 58.59 +5.12
A 0.73+£0.00 1.95+0.14 2.81+£043 2.62+0.43 26.79+0.00 5.98 +2.40 3.79+3.10 34.44 +10.69
ZRB  063+001 1.66+0.12 238+0.37 2.07+0.24 36.69+1.32 20.77+3.02 20.64+12.29 48.23 +5.88
RRAR  1.11£0.06 — — — 11.43 +5.60 — — —
MAEB  1.29+0.07 1.77+035 2.61+0.00 242+040 29.12+7.13 16.32+10.70 13.08 £0.00 39.47 +10.00

T 2" 7R 0 TR AR 1R AR 2 L TSR B B
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Table 10 Validation results of harvest period prediction models for quality indicators of Dongshan P. haitanensis
o ] AR A8 3T R £ %
kK —K =K v K koK =K =K v K
MEFZE 2.18+0.80 2.93+0.28 4.59+0.46 5.56+0.00 118.20 + 80.12 46.68 + 13.77 52.86 + 15.17 38.95 +0.00
ER 0.39+0.04 041000 027+0.03 0.24+0.00 61.04+4.06 79.35+0.00 91.06+0.93 94.10+0.00
FEB 0.88+0.03 044005 -045+0.24 0.73+0.02 12.49+£3.06 78.03+£2.55 114.96+7.99 118.33 +0.46
AR 1.06+0.01 1.27+0.05 2.02+020 225+0.08 630+120 3628 £2.36 36.63+6.57 43.83x1.96
&R — — — — — — — —
AR 1.11+0.04 1.15+£032 0.07+025 -020+0.04 11.50+3.51 42.40+16.24 97.77 £8.18 104.96 £ 1.01
FAB  0.73+0.03 0.59+0.01 0.10+0.25 -038+0.02 27.07+2.79 70.61 £0.65 103.40 +8.35 109.46 + 0.48
KRARK  0.03£0.02 -0.01£0.00 -0.10 £0.05-0.16 £ 0.00 97.16 £2.61 100.08 £ 0.00 103.44 + 1.54 103.90 = 0.08
AR  -0.31+0.19 -0.53 £0.10 -1.49 £ 0.19 -1.69 £ 0.10 131.06 £ 19.23 126.53 +5.23 149.54 + 6.33 142.36 +2.56

T s "R TR T MU R R A T SR A B B

3 it
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W40, K A EAA NEAA Fl TAA & 2 5/
S BAT 1 R R FORLET 248 43 ) 52 [ AN Tt
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The Nutrient Components Analysis and Prediction Model of Porphyra haitanensis
at Different Harvest Periods

Chen Xiaochen', Ni Hui"?***, Jiang Zedong"?*?, Chen Yanhong'??, Yang Yuanfan'??, Du Xiping"**
(‘College of Ocean Food and Biological Engineering, Jimei University, Xiamen 361021, Fujian
’Fujian Provincial Key Laboratory of Food Microbiology and Enzyme Engineering, Xiamen 361021, Fujian
‘Research Center of Food Biotechnology of Xiamen City, Xiamen 361021, Fujian
“Xiamen Ocean Vocational and Technical College, Xiamen 361021, Fujian)

Abstract In this study, four harvest periods were used to determine and analyze the raw material properties such as
color, basic nutrients, amino acids of P. haitanensis, and further according to the correlation between the harvest period
and the quality index of nutrient components, the identification technique of different harvest periods of P. haitanensis
were established. The results showed that as the harvest period increased, the L* and b values increased significantly
(P<0.05), while the a" values showed a decreasing trend; the protein, essential amino acid, non—essential amino acid
and total amino acid contents first decreased and then increased, fat and crude fiber showed decreasing and increasing
trends respectively, and ash content first increased and then decreased. In addition, the highest TAV values for the fresh
amino acids were found in the third harvest period, the highest TAV values for the sweet amino acids were in the fourth
harvest period, C16:1 and C18:3 were only detected in the fourth harvest period, and the mineral element content was
higher in the late harvest than in the early harvest. The regression curve fitted to the essential amino acid content expert
emethionin allows accurate identification of the first harvest period of P. haitanensis from different sea areas. This study
established a correlation model between harvest periods and related quality indicators, which provides a theoretical and
technical reference for the identification and screening of different harvest periods and high value utilization of P. haita-
nensis.

Keywords Porphyra haitanensis; harvest periods; nutrient components; correlation analysis; model



