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il , Rk B SRR AR 2R
FAR A7 3, 2 AR, UK & B AN AR e, 5
PRI A AR 7 Tl AR AR 77 s A R R AR, T P ol
A P SR A LR B R A R T RN TR
P 0] 1) T RIS, A X R A AU B T
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ARTP #= NTG # & i & &9 ff g AR KK 8% 2 x4 B2 W Rk 49 3% v 191

R PR, b i B HE IS B BE (Yarrowia lipolytica)
C11 eyl s e 2 B HH B 96 1k, TG O 0.84 U/
mL, HEFPER A 7 R 2R 5T i ] R
SR, R TR P XU b AR R 23 1Y AL 70 A iR 2
WA OB AL R IR TR N RS, RS
st UK B RRE |, 42 T 77 il KU, S 1R A Tl Ak A= 7
TR T 7R BT i R OB (R, AT 5T R T i I AR
T 0 HL A B B 7 0 M 1 A B U8 TR EE B C11,
PLHCA R R B R, SR H ARTP NTG 7578 £ A 0 1
R B T A O R AR TR AR, IS L S g 0 T
Mg 2 R A AR A B0 o B S o LA B TR DY 1
rh B 0 XUR g S5 2 ), LS R TR TR XU
T 5% 245 5 S 1 326 2 A Tl e T ) 2 1 JEL B

1 #MEFE

1.1 ##

L1 RS ARG B AR R A A B I 19 &
C11, 2k F v [ 55 o 2E ol DR A B Pt

R R R A B R AW HAR A
(SR ER/ANEIRE TR} P N1 1IN 3 = =311 ) P 2
RN, [ 22 s AR AR R A IR A ] = TR
R TR TR () A PR S W 0 i R R 1y
(p—NP), £ [ Sigma—Aldrich, LA 3551358 50 #r
ai %,

1.1.2 555 YPD WA I 5L e bz ik 10
o/L, HEF R 10 /L, #i %4k 20 /L, £ & 17K 1 000
mL,pH 6.0,121 °CF K 15 min,

i B IR AL WERER I R 5 /L, B 10 ¢f
L,3fg 13 ¢/L, %% 77K 1 000 mL, 121 CF K H
15 min, K5 FFEERZE 60 CHRMA = TR H
THEEFL AL 40 mL,

RWERT IR AR S o/L, B K 10 /L, 1K
WG 9 FL AL 7 20 mL, (NH,),S0, 1.0 g/L,K,HPO, 1.0
g/L.,MgS0O,-7H,0 1.0 /L,

1.2 E&5E

SX-500 KF#%, HA TOMY /A ;DRP9162
B edE, b AR AR S B A AR A PR 2 F Infinite
M200 £ Dy REREFRAL, Fi+ Tecan 2 Al ;Five Easy
Plus FE28 pH T, #He—F6H 24 FifEA R
25 ) 57890A/5975C S AH 35 - BT, K Agi-
lent 24 H] ; CF16RXII ¥ R 5.0 4L, H A Hitachi 24

A) ; ARTP-IIS 528 F Fi AL, 1A R 2= 08 i 4%
RAFFEBEE BRI L
1.3 Fik
1.3.1 WEBRH & TSRS REERE C11 B
B, 2% R B B P ) YPD W AR B 3R 56 h | 8%
F£ 24 h EXE . 4 500 v/min B0 S min, 75
TR, A PR DUTE G A AR B R K TR v, VR R R R R
ODgoonn 4 0.6~0.8,
1.3.2 ARTP NTG W2 BUILR MLy 2shl L H
10 pL Wl T2 L, MR ZEEhEHGIF
[E 2 . ARTP i AL TAES 40 A #2120 W 4k
PRI B 2 mm S 10 L/min, 2 3402 0,10,
15,20,25,30,35,40 s, 4 3 52 B8 5 e B B A, R
(R VTR 7 o G

B 0.5 mL BT R 50,100, 150,200,300,
400,500 pg/mL ) NTG ## (10 mg NTG ¥y K H
1 mL NERBhEE ), A 0.5 mL 525 1 B, 28
CH 7 H: 7% 0.5 h, it A Na,S,0; % 9 mL, &0,
WA TR A R I O R B AR R U A 8 R O
B8 B ARFAR X IR 47 (D) IR BSEE

IR (%)=

X B 2H TR V% B =175 78 4 R VR B %100 (1)
X B 20 R v R

133 AKMidkmedl S EKEMN T YPD )
R FR 3L 15 °C, 180 r/min , FE PR 4% 24 h, 18]
FERR 2 bW B RCE B K 600 nm Ab OB E il
IR AERK I

1.3.4 77 i s 16 5 722 TR K 179 i 32k

1.3.4.1  ZRASTBRMPIE  H Ab B AT 1) DA B
R BE 2 107, 23 S B 100 L %45 2 = T B H i fig
M, 28 CTHEFE 2.d, Highs A U & 7K ik el L
RS E AR, IR A A, S8 B R TR b
PRI PR 1) S8 AR AR AT N — 2B i E

1.3.42 SRR T A A 4h Rk ) 0
PAFH AL AR AR R R, S KRR
PR TR ) 5 A8 Ak T A T ot 0% 000 3% A O 3 1 1 TR AR
29K TR 43 B4 P T TR B SR B b 15 °C 200 1/
min Z57F T 8597 28 h, WOAR AR 5.0, R 13 )
SE B

1.3.5  BGREIE SR FH X 35 2R I vk 0 g s e
T DAY SR T /2 e (p-NPB) MY, 74
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X E SR Y, 38 A A ODyionn, P 1] 220 15 i
. B 1 N 230 °C pH 8.0 B & E R, 1
min PIAE BT 1 wmoll Xof iFf 4% 1y Ffr 7 6 119 il 2

p-NP bR i Z6 f9 s Bl p—NP AR fE 7
W (2.0 mmol/L) , 43 5l B[] AR FE A Jis v R S5 79 T
W p-NP B &4 0.04,0.06,0.08,0.10,
0.12,0.14,0.16 pmol, 30 C/KIA 15 min, To/K £ %
kB0 A OD g, 22 il W 6 B —p -
NP St brifE 2k

b AR A . B 100 WL RIS, A 1.9
mL JEYZE Wi (% 1 mL 10 mmol/L ) p—NPB %
W) 19 mL Tris—HCL 28w i, AR &8 F &
ODygionmo 100 L 28 W Ry 6 HR 32 2 (2) TRl

W% 77 (Ul )= [BX(A=A,) +b]xn 2)

Vxi
Ak Frife ith Ze e b P 4 1 2 78
I A ——HF SR OB HE s A —— X IR OB
i AT B 5 V—— VAR B mL;e—— % g
&, min,

n

1.3.6  Z7AFTRMRAE T G2 PE T 9% 58 A8 TR Pk
B I ) J ol R Bl pH A K S BEAR R Bk
XoF il Y 4 5200 I (20~80 °C) \pH {H (6.0~
9.0) . LEEARFI> B (4%~16% ) B FE , L) p—NPB K
JEEH I L AR AN [R) S 25 A4 T g I Tt 1) it 07
1.3.7 75 TR BRBR 7 B W e S o0 b LUK
e J5 1 P R i 6 2R 193 i (C4.C8 .C12,C14 ,C16) K
IS I 5 2 25 DA R g I T X A T) IV 400 ) e S e
1.3.8 MAMIHI  FALPRVES U BRI 5T Y
AR, 3 R 3%, 10900 A Rk s 40, 3%
TR B N AR K, D1 — HIE BTG
R TR bR (3% R 5 R E A 107 CFU) 25 C
TE I 2 T 28 d, K BESE U  BURE S EAT N — 2P 4)
Br o

1.3.9 MAMEEITE SHHRPFEIN L
Xof % T I R TR A T IR BT P o G 2 % TR i, 7%
BGTE 15 0Tl IR E P N B4 V4 R i
FIVEE . PR FRUEINZE 1 iR

1 BAREBITEMRAE

Table 1 Sensory evaluation criteria for sour meat

F 5 7~9 o 4~6 o 1~3 %
& & HEBLE,GHLE WRFA SN ETERE NI I b N A W E 8 E K, BEEA
MUHBE  WNRFFERM, EARK P s A A Bk — Sk P AN B SRR R 2
ek BR ok Ak AR ek E BB T & B Aok iE P kR — & AR WA, O B £
Ak HRBAEBESA BRA BEARM, RSk AMAARAFE A RNBEAR AEBARL, FAUAL
THELE  TREL — % N R
1.3.10 B LMEY BN 2 % Zhong  WRHIFH A AE

8 POV Jy v G I 92 e Ve KR 3 o, K U R A
2 o Wb EF A RE B AT 20 L A, 60 CE AR AR
B 0.5 h, ZEBURFE 40 min J5 , 808 2 BCL 6 A
AT SRR 1 R R A AR A AT

GC-MS &1 UG 35 °C, 8K 5 40l L 3,
5,20 °C/min 93 I+ 2 50,150,250 °C, FF4E 5
min, 3% : 19091S-433HP-5MS (30 mx250 pwmx
0.25 pm), F2EZ, i 1.0 mL/min, ELJE, 2+
TR 230 °C, LT HE 70 eV, R 2R,

FEMES R X NIST 11.LMS brifi [ % |, 2%
G U B T8 H, X KUK W 0 AT M Bl
BT AT BT . TR R R T
T HKUR B 2 (UMK 6 PR OAV) B i€ X

1.4 ¥iEE
K H SPSS 23.0 #4447 545 0 1 , R H O-
rigin 8.5 F A2l Hr L A ARIE

2 #HERE5HMH
2.1 ARTP #1 NTG F T 8 5t X i 2&

22 ARTP Hl NTG 5748 J5 B bk i B £ i 1
B . I 1a ATAD, AR EIE SR ARTP Ab 3 A
J¥1] P9 2 T AT b T Ab R 10 s DL BOE AR K
218, ALBREFE] R 15 s B, B RREOE R C 35 95%
DL s Ab B 40 s, BOFEHIA 100% ., f & 1b AT %, B
#H NTG 5 v B i 38, AR Bt R Ak a5
ARTP 5748 45 B R B[R], >4 40 38 57 5 ¥ B2 100
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ARTP #= NTG # & i & &9 ff g AR KK 8% 2 x4 B2 W Rk 49 3% v 193

peg/ml B, AR SO 3K 90% LA L, A 3 o 5 v
4150 pg/mL B}, BOE R E ik 98% , Ak P 5T Uk JiE
400 pg/mL B, AL F A H] 100% , ARTP il
NTG iF75 A2 2 B Ry m sk i A8 Oy =X, i al
2 5 = Ak B TR B S AR B T RN B AR .
TR AE AR & BB MR AT T, &iFAR b H
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Fig.1 Fatality curves of ARTP (a) and NTG (b) mutagenesis
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R T A S LK Mt P AR 1 KN, IAEROBE R
K 95% 11 V-4 Bk UK fife P LA DR T R TR AR UK
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PR LM E T 16 BRI, 439l n 44 N1I~N16, H
b 6 kA KRIGOLIL TRIBHE M, & N9 N12~
N16, 72 LA 1 13 AR B bk A B 0G 77,

25 —u— Cl11
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Fig.2 Growth curves of ARTP(a) and NTG (b) mutated strains

2.3 REEKRIEHESESE
¥ 08 1.3.5 75 Jrak Oy e 1T AE 08 0 A TG O DL
A T R IS R 6T IR T S8 AR Rk TR A

FEE RN 2 IR .4 ARTP Y78 )5, 7 BRE 72
BRI T TS 1 A R, P DL AL Bk AR
RZ WG SRR IR R 2.17 £5 . NTG #7E4H



O &

194

|

AT 2024 55 5 W]

i

(1) 6 PRIEAS PRIBGTE 77344 prsfag , DL N12 2878
PR it 0% e o, A S R TR PR BTG 1Y 1.43 £, A iR
T8 P ff i HR EG B BT 7 R 05 6 I % R 0.84 U/ml,
AHIEFE rpl i DA b 2 Bl AR Oy AR 200 B 15 e
T R 1.85,1.26 £519, PR IE FEBI G B
i 1 v 7 B PO R ALK, 28 ARTTP 175 745 &b B 75

LR T 25.98%, F 2475 PR A ARTP NTG 2 &
AR gy A B B 15 B 8 AGOOT, 1R I il
WA T 12 4%, LI g R R0 A LU i i
2 155 0 0 T 5, ELGT e 2 AR O R, T LR
ARTP 528 R W I — 26 | 58 48 Bk g 17 1l ity 1% o

o

i

x2 MEPBREGCH EKRMRTKREBRETNELSR

Table 2 Assay results of enzyme activity of Y. lipolytica C11 strain and mutant strain

@ HEF X & A /U-mL? R EAEHME
H2 4G T AR RS AR OKBEHF C1 - 0.715 £ 0.058 -
A4 ARTP 0.847 + 0.042¢ 1.18
A6 ARTP 1.007 + 0.044¢ 1.41
A7 ARTP 0.841 + 0.038¢ 1.18
A8 ARTP 0.952 + 0.061° 1.33
Al2 ARTP 0.961 + 0.068 1.34
Al13 ARTP 1.554 £ 0.061° 2.17
Al4 ARTP 1.139 £0.117" 1.59
N9 NTG 0.779 £ 0.024% 1.09
N12 NTG 1.021 + 0.044¢ 1.43
N13 NTG 0.847 £ 0.026" 1.18
N14 NTG 0.830 + 0.036¢ 1.16
N15 NTG 0.803 £ 0.019% 1.12
N16 NTG 0.842 + 0.054¢ 1.18

T AN [R)/ING S5 71 S A8 TR ML A0 G 07 i il % B A Y 35 1k 22 5 (P<0.05)

2.4 RIHRAG A EEEEF M R
DL 38t > 04 A 7 e AR I A6 A3
Al4 N12 [H AT GR B AR X4, W58 8 A5k IR
5 T 4 e 135 UL 0 pH (H L & PR R A3 Kt il
T 1152 1) 1 g 10 GG 0 e S L 25 SR 3 BT

R VR TR A W 1 g J T o A Wi R 2 7E 30~
60 °C>!, H1 &l 3a BT, 4 Bk 2875 B i I Tt 45 325 308 )3
BN 50 °C, 4 R 20~50 CHT, B Rk g i i B
WA BT R TR R 50 SR B 7 1 e B i
IR B f e B S W N . MR E R 80 CCHY L4 Bk
RAKRNE BT 20% LA b 0 A X BT AR 4R
PR BE  lAEAS TR TRLEE T A Bl G AR fh e 34 5 4 R
AR B K BOA A, AR X S R 7E 50 °C ik )
100% , 2175745 J5 Mg 105 Wl foe 3 o o ik B8 W A3 K A
4k

H1 Pl 3b TN G B i A 5 A8 TR AR B I e
pH {4 5.0~7.0 B} AH X A 16 324K, 38945 F 20%,
pH 5.0 Bt L 5043 BTG, U6 BH i s B R it i, Bt

& pH {E MRG0, Jg 107 B B0 BE 2 2% = ,pH 8.0
AR X R T5 E 100% , B IS BT 2 5T T B AR
vl UA B 0 B AE 55 R R A5 T A S A X R
TRRMEIREE T, R U5 DA AR RN 58 25 DA AR B 107 56 1 0
Bl pH B 1) A8 fb kS AR — 30, Il pH HI N
8.0,

B R AE CBERAATE, 0% I8 SRR
Sy BOG BTG (R B 3e HN, SR G
it % o BEAE CBEARFR S B 35, B I Tt R o) ik 1%
BWEAR . Y CBERBU BN 8%, AH X I 5
2 55%LLT , SBERFR T ECH 12%IF AR S 1)
AR 20% o Y L BEAR B B s ik, 9878 B AR i Tl
it 7% R XOT A B TR PR TG A, DI AR S i s e
X T AR AR B £ A — R B AR PT BE

&L 3d 1, S AR R i B TE IS4 Sl C4 iR
ZAF T AT EEIG I8 100%, TEIRY R C8~C16 I,
IS 7 R YT Tl % AV, 106 BH 2% 728 K g 107 il T C4 iR
YA R R R IR TR R AR 1T B E C8 IS 451 T M
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Xt B B Rk 100%, FERCETRY) P B EAR AR R R R A T AR AN IR I B B DT
PR I et A B ARG AR TG BE G DT Lip8 16 FL O 12 DAL AR 48 2 I ALl it 3 1, 1 W HOAS
KRR (C8) . &1F )5 IR WX AR T KBRS

120 120
[Jen
N2
I A6
| N8
A

100 100

80 80

60 60

AR il 1
Relative enzyme activity/%

40 w0k

20+

AF X il 7%
Relative enzyme activity/%

= 0
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 50 60 70
ik 2
Temperature/C pH value

(b)

AF il 7%

Relative enzyme activity/%
% T

Relative enzyme activity/%

0 4 6 8 12 c4 c8 c12 cl4 C16
VN XENAT J/isk?]
Ethanol volume fraction/% Substrate

(c) (d)
T RN Rk 3R 7% R [R] 98 28 B R BT 7™ Bt A0 I 07 Bl A2 AS TR \pHL (| C BRS84G35 M 22 5% (P<0.05)
B3 EE(a).pHE(b). ZEERSE (c)MEY (d) X RETEKREEENZIT
Fig.3 Effect of temperature(a), pH value (b), ethanol volume fraction (¢) and substrate (d) on enzyme activity

of mutant strains
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—_C

W5 A2 J5 N T T il 9 4 v ) 98 A8 AR N2, —
A13 R R BER, FAR R EE AT R 3B 3 AR A A
SRR R g5 R IIE 4 Fron . HEFR N12 A1 B (o A

A13 R 2 A 75k BN S B KB, #4550
VEor b, HAEDE w5 47 B384
T HR KB P AE R A Wk 2 T
M-S XA A 225, e TR
(P<0.05), VLRAHZR I8 AR B9 R & B Ay ok
DR B B A2 B WS N5 AR S TR B R AR G
P14 TAC 5 TR TR A ot P J I ot I

26 BAERMEZEUXEDHSHT

Sk (%)

WL C X IR N12 A0 A13 Sk 45 B A i U0 EG B2 6 C11 R 78
By ()RR AT IR 5 N12 #l A13 404 #5122 5 (P<0.05) .

SR SPME-GC-MS ¥ 0 5 2 4 BE il 40 1% 4 REERHRAOEETN
B R 25 NS 2 TR 3 AR Fig.4 The sensory evaluation of sour meats at the end

of fermentation



196 hoE

M

2024 “F-55 5 H)

M 44 Fp¥ERYED T, BRI R R ZH
16 B B2 Z 0 13 i BE2E 4 Fh R 25 2 i, L
CYIR 9 Fl, AREBASELEELS YRS
Sk 20 B, 4 AR AR T 4 & M TR E B
JON12 440 29 F,A13 418 32 A, HEE2E &
J5 B R AT B S T BB RS AR B
R AT DA 2 K T 3 A v XU 3 5 )

ERYIRAEM IS A E AR AR S W
HZMFAERRES, AR KEEA H A 2 Fifg,
MR AL (N12 A13) 23 5B T 9 Fh Al 14 F
HEEZE B Ik 417.55 pg/100 .1 626.35 wg/100 g,
Sy AJEXT IR 12.2,47.7 f5, HP TR . T
B2 T IR IR O TR 28R TR & &= AR fb i K, Ui i
PR AR TR AT LR TR 2RI SR 4. A13 4
FEMFIEE S & & LR & T NI12 40,A13 41
W TR S TR 5 B A 798.48 wg/100 g ¥R £ T
132.62 ug/100 g, % 12 . g 197.63 pg/100 g, i B
ZRALRR A13 A E A P BRAE ST .

P28 W) T AR FEFP 28 EAR LR, (HAE & &

X R SRR AR 25 S, HE T 2 A
WA AR ERAN BN ERE, SRR
9.52,2.15 pg/100 g, A< H P HAT A A o 15t i BBk
TR R B S5 T A TR I FLAT 1R R I8 1 A i v R
U R FH RS T B VAN 0 A R & T R i 5 T 2 R
MR AR R = R R Y = A IRk, SFEE L (E,
E)-2,4-%% S RA BRI S, HAAT
PR AR #E 2P R TR A KR, T T
NEETE 3 HAE M TP AR E S &

B R 25 W) A 235/ mIRB R W FE K I
AR R A T BRSO, b ARk R o W
R 12 M -3 -, & & 43 2 X B4 19 3.05,
3.24 4%  H B 2 W ot % A R AR AR R — B, %t BE
25 4 AT A AR 30 Y A SO R D TR g
WA RMEA B YRS A TN, 3 AR Yy
AR 42— PGk i | H b BRZH R N12 20 & B3
1, RN AL A ) T BEORUR TR U N, R
BT, R TR PR XU ) 5t A — i 1Y DT R R 128,

®3 BANRTEIMLAMNSE

Table 3 The content of volatile compounds in sour meat samples

BRNMEASE Y

4% /pg- (100 g)™

C-28d N12-28 d A13-28 d
B % (16)
TH LB ND 96.85 + 136.97 798.48 + 126.91
TBR-3-F & A ND ND 16.82 +23.79
T BR A B ND 16.72 +3.62 18.72 £4.62
T8R-1-F & & 8 ND ND 108.14 + 93.41
4- TR RV B3R T B ND 30.08 +42.54 ND
TR T B ND 141.28 +4.99 161.28 + 6.99
TR L B ND 27.06 +5.96 37.06 +9.96
TER-3-F & T A B ND ND 3.87£547
T AR -2—+ vk Kk A ND ND 20.79 £ 29.40
TR T B ND ND 19.68 +10.89
F R LB 20.08 + 8.05 54.63 £ 0.18 132.62 +9.44
TR 2-T K T Eg ND 8.90 £ 12.59 58.98 £ 11.36
2-W R T & -8- W Bk £-6-F B2 By ND 3.14 +4.44 ND
R Wi Bt T B ND ND 47.35 + 8.81
TER-1-F & T s ND ND 4.93 +6.98
BB By 14.01 £0.13 38.89 £0.03 197.63 +27.13
& 34.09 £ 8.18 417.55 +211.32 1626.35 + 375.16
Bk (13)
T B 21.39 +4.28 147.14 £ 111.27 36.35 £ 20.60
B B 3.08+293 6.58 £9.31 10.65 + 15.06
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(% 3)
A & ®lps (100 g)"
C-28 d N12-28 d A13-28 d

(Z)-2- et 11.17 +7.96 58.65+ 11.37 ND
KR B ND 9.52 +13.47 2.15 +3.05
X 26.58 + 11.93 62.66 + 26.72 63.88 + 23.41
S5— TR IR R -1-M P Bk 6.82 +6.02 21.49 = 10.00 ND
fom 580 +5.75 1714242 20224955
(E)-2—%F W i% 51.01 £8.22 106.87 = 15.45 ND
T 113.08 + 14.15 188.78 + 3.20 109.78 + 4.21
(E)-2-% Wi i% 17.30 £ 24.46 63.19 £ 27.33 3.16 +4.47
(E,E)-2,4—% =it 64.61 +27.70 138.32 + 94.44 158.05 + 531
+ ok 75.17 £26.57 73.58 +£29.47 129.24 + 68.26
SN 221+3.13 ND 9.07 +5.58
b3 398.22 + 143.10 878.49 + 354.45 542.55 £ 159.50
B £ (4)
1-5F W -3-B% 53.52 +21.54 163.29 + 13.72 173.29 £ 13.72
YT Rol-e 36.33 + 19.65 3541 + 14.83 40.67 + 5752
6-F K —1-jk B ND ND 2941 +£41.21
4,8-=F - 6.85 +9.69 ND ND
b3 96.70 = 50.88 198.70 + 28.55 243.37 £ 112.45
B £ (2)
T ND ND 0.65 +0.92
Fm 6.42+0.12 24.40 +27.42 ND
h% 3 6.42 +0.12 2440 £ 27.42 0.65 +£0.92
£ (9)
6-W HE —1-F N ND ND 12.69 +13.99
1-(T AT &)k ND 13.66 + 19.32 ND
3_J G —1— 79 B S AN R 3 ND ND 6.43 +9.10
2o R 3-F ND 18.86 + 26.67 ND
3_GH Rk —1-7A B ND 19.08 + 26.67 ND
23-F-m 20,62 +31.99 ND ND
2— %k vk v 85.59 + 12.68 167.31 £ 19.72 5.83 +8.24
1-QA K YER2-FTAL LI ND 7.58 +£10.71 ND
l—%—4—+1‘: e ND ND 8.54 £ 12.08

8 108.21 + 44.67 22649 + 103.09 33.49 + 4341

B R P B b 2% sND FoR RAGIE]

2.7 XREBMHERKRY RS
ARG PEIE (OAV ) VAR #5 & PR B 1
BT, 0AV=1 A& W 7E AR ) ke
FAEF, OAV {H R, X H& UA JXUBK B3 ik ik K, DA T
0 R TR P i TR O 18 e XUk B ™), 25 SR Ik 4
FToR , — LRI H 15 B OAV [HE KL &Y, £
BUNPRIS FEARIEEAS . F AR R WAL AR s 2 F
FEFRIY R, W AL 6 A, Hoh R 2
fig . TR LT . 2F TR £ R (22 TR 4 Tig 1) OAV {H 5

WEEARE WE BEEER,X
SOEER I — L E W TR AR, B . TR (E,
E)-2,4-%% IR IR 1—2F I -3 -5 1Y AR 16 PE(E
8w TH e A Y, R R KRR EEEA, B
A OAV EHW B m TR IRE . K iEZE 2 R
AR = B, AR BB 6 R AR XU
DA AR O, HLE S — A T i R T
HAEFW, (E,E)-2,4-%% "Wl BA &%,
CREEA PR LA KRER, 1-Fh-
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Table 4 The OAV values of key volatile flavor substances in fermented samples

OAV

BR A Ak F /g kg 8 d N1228 d 21328
TR L 0.900 0.00 1 076.12 8 871.97
T B8R R B 18.000 0.00 9.29 10.40
TH]RT 8 110.000 0.00 12.84 14.66
TR T B 1.000 0.00 270.60 370.60
¥ B T B 5.000 40.16 109.25 265.24
BB LBy 5.000 28.02 77.79 394.86
T 2.500 85.56 588.57 145.38
33 0.009 3426.33 7 313.73 11 829.59
(Z2)-2-p Bt 2.200 50.79 266.61 0.00
P S 0.850 0.00 112.04 25.34
F ik 0.587 452.85 1 067.43 1 088.25
(E)-2-3% Mm% 0.300 576.61 2 106.32 105.28
S5 0.020 13 291.03 31 329.09 31 940.00
(E,E)-2,4-% =} B+ 0.023 28 090.09 60 139.46 68 715.42
1—F ¥ -3¢ 0.027 19 824.01 60 476.11 64 179.82

3 Zit et al. A review on microbial lipases production|[]].

DL fie B B EG B RE 11 AR B B kR, A
ARTP #1 NTG #4752 A0 B, il ad = T /2 H 7l g
SRR RIRT i R T A O A2 HE 4 R T TR K R
AF KR A6 A13 A14 N12, [ 1% 5 5 2 375 A28 [
1.41,1.34,2.17,1.43 45, WF5EEASET 5 1R PR 27
PRI ARAAE O, 253 C11 RN 5828 Mk 1 f il i
B fdE pH EIEAR 5 R & A AR 0 50 °C 8.0,
O BEXT R 1y T it 3% A 00V o AR 4 TR AR B U
K S R BETR (C8) , i 48 2 Ak AR iy AL #L )5 4
Tk 5 705 ke G D17 Tk X 6 5% i (C4) Ve 0 88 Oy R, 0o
KBERR W 1% PEAC AR, DLOR 6 H ARG 4R i e &2
5278 Bk A13 N12 S R I, & I 25 o s 1047 J%
BVEE IR R MR BRI, 45 R RS AR
R WEAH LU, B2 DA 2 TR PARE i I RO G R ] B
FE B AT RN E, A RRY RS R
W R B, 2 A LR AR B g — 20 F 5 DL BRI ]
AR T N F L R R N R B
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Effects of Yarrowia lipolytica by ARTP and NTG Mutagenesis on Flavor of
Fermented Sour Meat

Guo Bingrui', Jiang Cuicui', Zhang Sufang', Liang Huipeng'?, Ji Chaofan',
Chen Yingxi', Dong Liang', Lin Xinping”
(‘National Engineering Research Center of Seafood, School of Food Science and Technology,
Ddalian Polytechnic University, Dalian 116034, Liaoning
*China Resources Breweries Company Limited, Beijing 100000)

Abstract  Atmospheric and room temperature plasma (ARTP) and nitrosoguanidine (NTG) mutagenesis techniques were
used to treat Yarrowia lipolytica C11. Enzymatic properties of the strain were studied. Four mutant strains A6, A12, Al3
and N12 were screened out, and their enzyme activities were 1.007, 1.554, 1.139 U/mL and 1.021 U/mL, respectively,
which were 1.41, 2.17,1.59 times and 1.43 times of the original strain. The optimal temperature and pH of the four mu-
tant strains were 50 °C and 8.0, respectively. Ethanol could inhibit the activity of lipase, and the optimal substrate was
changed from C8 ester to C4 ester. A13 and N12 were inoculated into sour meat fermentation, and the volatile flavor
substances were determined by solid phase microextraction combined with gas chromatography—mass spectrometry. The re-
sults showed that inoculating mutant strains could improve the sensory quality of sour meat and promote the production of
volatile flavor substances such as esters, aldehydes and alcohols. The odor activity value (OAV) of ethyl butyrate, ethyl
hexanoate, ethyl octanoate, ethyl decanoate, heptanal, nonal, (E,E)-2, 4-decanodienal and 1-octene—3-ol were signifi-
cantly increased, which gave sour meat rose flavor, mushroom flavor, burnt flavor and fruit flavor.

Keywords lipase; Yarrowia lipolytica; atmospheric and room temperature plasma; nitrosoguanidine; mutagenesis; sour

meat; volatile flavor compounds



