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hE S ES . TS254. 4, TS251. 1

FRE A R R DL FRA | DR FR0 E
LTI K SRR W S 2 — gt 2018
AR R IR IR AR DL S B i 1 463,51 J7 v, 7 D13
B 91.93% , Horb MR 2 Ik SR DL
B 27.88% M, WG (Aloididae aloidi) 2 B% = T
FR U A — R IR Vv DL S e T AR sh 1]
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EABEA A, X SERTTE UL ;AR B
A TOK R B R R -5 Ak B T R — R A A O
WK e R Ak B ) A ™ 0 ™ 0 ) R 26 5 0k I
FRFH T W A7 25 08 T RS TR)S) BT LA e
TR B R =, AT LASE B E AR B9 T
B il U B RS o (B TS T4 g T A ] 52
W Pt 0K | 1 T 4 A 0 S/ 5 T R T )
RBFFTEEAT R

ST T A T 2 e s A X e TR TR
WRAMIER 1 R 25 M) 1) 520, 0 A e T Ak 255 1 s it
IR AR B A A F 22 8] B8 PP E D IR  BIFSE 4 2R
i BERE A i b JTORE RO A =R B R

1 #R5HE

1.1 #R5RF

WG (HEIS ) | B N T AR PE K 7= 1 37 5 UK R 1
fit} (500MG ) & & KUk 2 FH R (11039) , 2928 £
9, At s AR AT B F] 0. 05 mol/L A 4H AL
B PR TR A VAR, KT O EORS AL TSR T A7
BEIR (53 Hr2k) |, f = (R HE) A2 il A R 7 5 5L
R (A al) L-SP2R R (o3 Hral) , B4z T 0 ( B
M) ARRA R T W (S al) | ke i 1R B
(SDS) (4r#rah) At R ERHLA R A A,
1.2 (UFEHiE&E

HPP. L. 2-600/0. 6 AU & b &, REAEZ 2R
RN s HH -4 RV R KB, 5N AR H 2
PR\ ; Biofuge stratos % 5 XA VR i B 2 AL, L [
Thermo Fisher 23 7l ; Kjeltec 8400 %l 4 H 8l & 21X,
Fig i Foss 23 T ; SA 402B AU H 775, H 7K Insent 23
] ;7890N -5975C AU A (A3 — B B 1Y (1100 #Y
T R A (3 AN, 55 [ Agilent 2 ) 5 [F]FH 3046 BCH:
B EAIFEBCFAR 20 mL T %S A 5, SEE Supelco
3 H]970CRT RIS/ 6 EE T, B % R # X
A PR H] 35S -4800 AU Kk A B, H A H 57
Al UV =2550 B8 AR AT UL o 60 BE v, B HE Y
FECIM) A B2 T IRTRACE — 100 U e B i 75 46
LLAMEIEAL, HAS B A F]
1.3 ZWHE
1.3.1 #H&H&
13,11 g il a5

AN ) T 7 A R T o YRR %) 41 8 B — o 19
PR G 12 17K, 0.2 mol/L NaOH ¥ W

pHEHZE 7.0, # RN AN 0.2% BIME A& HEH
FE IR 26 P (B L 10 1), 43 S0 FE 150,200
250,300 MPa 4 J) F 25 60 min (4351 LA UP150
UP200 ,UP250 ,UP300 &7 ) , 2R 5 50 C /KB Ik,
fif§f# 4 h J5 100 °C K 10 min, & H o3&, &0
(8 178 t/min, 20 min) B35, —40 CHR TR, & H.

"B A LT AP VR P T B« DR 28 0o v TR Ak
B HAb |
1.3.1.2  H5HAZE A 42 HL

IS P (R AL P v A3 FER% A 2
FEARFRAY 20 mmol/L 1 Tris-HC1 (pH {4 7.2) , 53k
Y51 ¥R (5500 r/min,90 s) ,7E 5 000 r/min 551F F
B30 15 min, BRI S MU BT I R 2
W AE e Jm — WRUTTE A 2 A5 R T 20 mmol/L
Tris-HCI-NaCl & # ¥ (% 0.6 mol/L NaCl, pH {f
7.2) , = (5 500 r/min) )57 30 s ZJ5,5 000 t/min
B0 15 min, ;U EVEWRE T - 80 CUKF R R H
(CEARBULFETE 0 ~4 C & k) 7,
1.3.2 B4R EEGMN T

1) B RO BC &, = B #E%) HI Hernandez-
Ledesma 2510 (175 1k I ol it | v AR BSR4 48 (1 il
FUAE 2 45 0.50 g, FH B R 2% vh % & (pH {H
7.0) M IRGER R 100 mL (0 ~4 °C FEfT) 2%
A EZEEAS T B B

2) e R AR R T3 43 3k 150,200, 250
300 MPa, 25 RIS 8] 2 60 min 5 K AR, DY e U 5 {5
B1E0 ~4C (WOKIREY) .

3) BB A 25 < K Ak B G A BRI, 7E 50 ~ 55 °C
(R 2 R A 30 min, 23 38, YRR, LIS 2218 &
JE AL R AR HRAT

4) BTG AE . % W kAT,
1.3.3 B RLBRGNE

£ GB 5009. 124—2016 ( £ i Hh 2 KR 1 )
SEYI X B R R Y R T (R (TAV) TPk
A, W),

TAV=C/T (1)

(1), €, PR Y T A 4 B,
mg/100g; T, 14 PR W) S5 (14 R T (B, mg/100g
1.3.4 AZFmegn g

o3 & . 18 K (5 wm, 4.6 mm x
250 mm) ; i BhAH 0. 05 mol/L Wi R — S04 — H Ly vk
(pH {H 4. 5) ,'Iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂfﬁ%,/ﬁﬁ 0. 8 mL/min ;i
FEfRE 20 pL; SN 25 % 4 254 nm; B[] 20 min,
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VRN AP .0 ~ 7 min, R % 1009% ;7 ~
10 min, A 5348 100% HEE; 10 ~ 17 min, R F 7%k
85% B~ R FH /08 25% Wi R — 4017 ~20 min,
A% 1009 HE

P il 2 0 2 . BRR R R X OBE A% T IR
(AMP) 5'-LHF R (IMP) 4% 0. 01 g, JH # 4fi 7k %
fife, 25 F1100 mL, 75 2 JJT fE ¥ B2 100 pg/mL 1Y
i A W, BB #fE £ ] W 1,00, 2. 00, 4. 00,
6.00.8.00.10. 00 mL, il A 4 /K % 45 & 10 mL,
TRAT, e i) o it vk B 6 B 43 391 R 10,20 .40 .60 .80
100 pg/mL MIARHEM . #EFE20 pl, T 254 nm 4
e U R RO TR AR 1 o o e B i R A 3 4K BT
BIE, DAGT R B R AR bR, i AU A AR
2l bR e £k

FESR AL IR FRILS o WEMG AR IR A 15 mL i &
SR 5% AR, 2K G T 4 °C 8 674 t/min
> 10 min, B35, DLEEH A 10 mL 5 & 741
R 5% WA IR AR SRR G, B2 kb
T, 1 5 mol/L KOH 14 pH {H % 6. 75, #B4li/K 2 %
£ 50 mL, W I 1 mL &£ 5 B B, 0. 22 pum E %
1.3.5 &fokip ik

BRRE 2Mi (EUC) ™ AT a(2) .

w(EUC) = Y w(ai)bi+

1218 ¥ w(aidbi | [ 3 w(apbj] . (2)

K (2)H,w(EUC) , K &, ¢/100g;w (ai) ,
it R 24 L2 (Asp (Glu) BT 734K, 2/100g ; bi, i IR
FIEFRAXT T HRKE 1A X & 2250 (Glu A 1. 000,
Asp 4 0.077) ;w(aj) , ZIRZ IR (IMP ,AMP) B J5T
WL, ¢/100g; bj 2 BRAZ AT R AH XS T IMP (1) FH X
fif B Z 40 (IMP 4 1. 00, AMP 4 0. 18) ;1 218, Hh[f]
(EEY S
1.3.6 AALBER &g E

o 3% %% . C18 B (5 pm, 4.6 mm x
250 mm) ;i s A A 0. 01 mol/L B iR — &40 /K I K
(pHH 2. 8) H BRI 95:5) , lfe FH AT e 74 0
AU 0.5 mL/min; $ERERE 10 wL; 28 S8 I 28 Uk
£:205 nm; B} [E] 15 min,

PRufE R 22 B HR SRR AR L
fR450. 01 g, ¥ FHLEK, &4 5] 100 mL, BUhRiEE
FI# 0.50 1. 00 .2. 00 5. 00 ,10. 00 mL, il A 4fi 7k
FERZE 10 mL, A, 810 pL, F 205 nm A0 &

g v RO TR, A R R R A R 3 UK O
o VI HLIR o e B2 A A AR s 003355 06 T AR R 0
Aeb, 2R EIT 4R

FEMALEE . LS ¢ BRI 0. 25 mL it 2 534k
5% AR IR A)EHE 20 min,9 143 t/min B4 B0
10 min, W1 mL _F35W, 0. 45 wm JERE S IE
1.3.7 @&FE&nE

SRR A0 Ty pk Ikt o i G AR R
TRFR LA RS 10 155,0. 45 0. 22 m (UER 8 | IR 80
mL AERCE T T PR x| e R R
T . PAZ K (30 mmol/L KCI 1 0. 3 mmol/L
AR ) Ras FIXTR,
1.3.8 GC-MS #l &

BESRAEEC L BUS mL BRIV, 2 A AR BN
I, A, % 8,50 °C K A4 10 min, 16 A &
AR AT S B FAR, 27 4k Sk R TIZs AR A W Ff
30 min, JFFfE

{3 4514 Agilent 7890N TS AH (5, 1% 4%, HP —
5MS B4 (30 m x0. 25 mm x 0. 25 um) ; #EFE
MR R 250 °C; B NEA, Wk 1.5 mL/min; A 43
i AR S HE R IR R Y O R A5 IR B 40 °C, fR
4 min, A 5 °C/min BERE EFA-Z 90 °C, P14F 5 min,
FHATHEE R 5 C/min _FTFE 230 C, 445 3 min,

Bk o B O Ko T35 (ELIR) BT
AEHE 70 eV 5 (O — i 422 TR 280 °C |, B IR E
230 °C, PUARAFIRIE 150 °C ; Bt d9 448 Fl m/z 30 ~
550 u,
1.3.9 ¥% & SDS—PAGE 0 &

S %5 7 U8 O vk ok ot R R 4T SDS -
PAGE 43#7
1.3.10 HEE& G Rk &L Z

20 mmol/L Tris-HCl Z& & ( & 0. 6 mol/L
NaCl, pH {8 7.2) 4 #F & 5T & ik BF 97 3% 1) 0. 25
mg/mL, R FHHEN A G BT i SOt B, e
FAF ORI K 295 nm, BEEEYS N 5 nm, 1 E
1 000 nm/min , 3 Bl 250 ~ 350 nm, REE K 2,
PAGE iR 28 IR IR
1.3.11 BE G Rk e

FH 20 mmol/L Tris-HCl 28 WA (% 0. 6 mol/L
NaCl, pH fH 7.2) ¥ # & B = W B 0 5% 3
0. 1 mg/mL 2R LA WG/ 66 B 1 2 Y6 i
58 244 . T R 200 ~ 340 nm, DL ZE s T 2
ERoT A
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1.3.12 BB E O Leh & i shobign 2

B AR5 (TR K ) 5 100 mg KBr( i H
1:100) V&G, WFEE, He R it FH ) L i A5 4 21 A0l
PEALAE 4 000 ~ 400 em ™' FEATREI, 23 BER 4 cm ™!,
2 20 °C, B3 10 W ie S EdE
1.3.13 B Fofafear

TS S O B MR U R R R 5 (A £ 5k
NELF5 mm x 3 mm x 1 mm HLHE IS ) | B -0 S S 0% s
M4 BTSSR nE s & 10 KV, g
3HEE Mn Ka 132 eVI?
1.4 ZIEAIE

R AT 3 IE K, R B SPSS 19.0
AT ANOVA Jp #r Al IE 32 1 55 8408 70 A, P < 0. 05

20001 a
a

1600% b /
w0 12000 4 be } o
3 /,// %7 7.
e
&

0
#IE  UPISO UP200 UP250 UP300
A5
(a) MUK 1A

J 255 B E R Origin 9. 1 #AF2:14

2 FHRS5HMH

2.1 ARBEELENEENZN

B AN ] A B 5 XU 2R AN & A R
P 6 3% 1 AR Ak, KUBR B 1 E R ) 250 MPa
(60 min) Y 251 T S By , IR 770 1843.95 U/ g,
o R R R T 728. 66 U/g, /% JEAY 1. 65 15, 45
£ BE 2 A EAMTEE ] 250 MPa(60 min) 4514
NS AR S A 2 F AN B PR A
e (19615.59 U/g) , J# FERY 1,07 £, Ui IR
o Ak 3R A0 XU AR 1 RN A2 R T TR

250001

20000F a I
— b
_'5015000-/ _ b % /T
S 7
éloooo—

5000f

0
#JE  UPIS0 UP200 UP250 UP300
45
b) ZEE A

ARNG FRFIRZR B (P <0.05)
P N[ g A B XU 2 PR A2 45 38 11 TS )52 )

Fig. 1 Effects of different pressure treatments on activities of flavor protease and compound proteinase

L 1 AT, Bl R T A3 KUK B 1
56 FFHE TR RS JUHAE 300 MPa B HEPE
R R AR TR RERG . S UE L R
T30 B AT DA A 0 R R T —E R
NI R IE P, IR T, XU B s
P AT REBE S | B M O 2 8 L AR A
IS SR A R o

LEERFE AE 250 MPa 60 min B9 504 T Al 2 5
HAEEAMMNARE AR, B2 58A
it i v X XA B 1 G P G 3 95T P R R (22
S ) Xt T A S I T A R 1 AU
2.2 AEBEEAIEYT S S LB

Fe 1 SRS 7 Ah P 2% 1T T A 1% U 25
R4 AR S ot 43 0, th e 1 nl g, R A B S 1
Tt i R T U 2 R R O i 4 RO L R TR R A B
4, H 28 K ZH0iF 55 2 FE 0 T i 53 50FE 200 MPa (60
min ) G e KAB . X HH 8 A7t Y AN AN (] = e

A0 P R g Y T AT, AN )RR g A B T S A A TR
(TAA) i 43 UMW 75 ZAETR (EAA) Ji i 70 503
KT W FEFE MR, T EAA/TAA JLF 0L, X
AF R po Ak B T L v G 8 P A R T i 4K
AR FLEL A1)

gE4 TAV (B AT, 24 TAV > 1 B, #oR %Y
XoP A it A S A A o B Tk, LSO K, 5 i
F2 RAFRZH 5 Gly  Ser . Thr, Pro 1 Leu 4b, H:
fludi 25 2 B TR TAV ¥R T 1, Hop & bR 220 2L 1R
(Glu ,Ala) TAV ¥1KF 6 ; I, Glu F1 Ala X il A
ML R, H P R A R
(Lys. Met, Val  Ile Leu, His, Phe) TAV #¥J/NT 4,
Ala [ TAV KT 6, ZHRE IR T TAV {HiE KK,
Ala 15 h £ ff 119 BIp ] 907 125 20 1R, th A o 8 DUk,
R 7 45 5%, AT LA IR v s Ak 4 T 68 {68 il 1) 45
SRR WA DA T B8 e T AR R i 5 i
i I £ 5, A T A R ) XU
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Tab.1 Effects of different pressure treatments on free amino acid mass fraction of Aloididae aloidi hydrolysates

mg/100 g
i SRR/ W UP150 UP200 UP250 UP300
- (mg+100 mL~") w TAV w TAV w TAV w TAV w TAV
Glu 30 226+11"  7.53  247=+13*  8.23 24912 830 246x11° 8.20  229x9"  7.63
Asp 100 104 +6" 104  117+6*  1.17  120+5°  1.20 121 +6*  1.21 108 £5”  1.08
Gly 130 96 +2" 0.74 108 +5*  0.83  110x6*  0.85  108=5*  0.83 987"  0.75
Ala 60 367 +19°  6.12  390+23°  6.50 394 +25°  6.57 385%28°  6.42  374x23" 6.23
Ser 150 118 2"  0.79  133x7*  0.89  135x4"  0.90 1335 0.89  126+3"  0.84
Thr* 260 202 £10°  0.78  220=+11* 0.85 22413 0.8  219x7°  0.84 21212 0.82
Pro 300 110 +8° 0.37 139 +6° 0.46 138 £8° 0.46 130 £7%  0.43 120 +9* 0. 40
Lys * 50 173 £7°  3.46  192+8"  3.84 194 =x10*°  3.88 190 £5°  3.80 18212 3.64
Met * 30 71 £4° 2.37 78 £5° 2. 60 76 £5° 2.53 79 £6° 2.63 79 £3¢ 2.63
Val * 40 124 4> 3,10 1348  3.35 1347  3.35  133£8"  3.33  136£5"  3.40
Arg 50 170 £10°  3.40 186 +9*  3.72  186+7°  3.72 1819  3.62  182x11° 3.64
Ile* 90 110 +6" 1.22 123 £5°  1.37 122 £4*  1.36 120+6*  1.33  124x5*  1.38
Leu* 190 181 9>  0.95 200+11* 1.05 195+12° 1.03  192x12° 1.0l  200+10° 1.05
Try ND 70 £3% 69 4% 90 +5¢ 66 £2°¢ 74 £7°
His 20 63 +4° 3.15 69 +4° 3.45 69 +6° 3.45 69 =7° 3.45 66 =4° 3.30
Phe * 90 100 +6° 111 107 +5° .19 108 £5° 1.20 103x6* 114  1103*  1.22
EAA 961 1054 1053 1036 1043
TAA 2290 2512 2544 2475 2420
EAA/TAA 0.42 0.42 0. 41 0.42 0. 43

ND AR SR TAZIR 50 =3 HUFHFEIER , AR FRERR 25783 (P <0.05),

SHERME H S PUEEOR TR | R AR A5 A [+ 1400

WEOR [ 2 RN IR 7 Ak BT A AR 5 2% 1200 i e
SEREIERT R APRIREN, DE 2 BT =l B Curaoo
UGN NN USSR e Vi oL % ool U HLE D UP300
THE TR, 75 200 MPa(60 min) H B {E , 43 §6m§ % %

51 8731 187 988 369 438 mg/100 g, i 54 85 4 i DY :
R TR 4y BUIG 34.32% | 46.66% | 38.84% | e §§ T e
14.50% 17.229% ., Ferh vk Fuk o6 ok 2 g 5 N LR
SRR, U S 5 S, LB SRR SNk ok

SRR,
%Eﬂﬁﬁéﬂ E/‘j 5 %%%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁg ﬁf%ﬁ%@é‘i;(}lu\Asp\Gly\Ala;Eﬁ%%%Eﬁ:Gly\Ala\Ser\Thr\Pro\

ACERZE o r AR A A TR T A B e TR A B X Arg; R IR : Lys Met , Val \Tle Leu  Try ,His  Phe ; Jo Ik 2 3£ 4 .

AR A L3 1 ERRABE A, T g ML O Ol Asps FRPREAERR: Ol A M. ARG TR 225 0 8
2.3 FRBEELENLTRREESHHOYM e

G NEILS: o o G
HoK 6 & w
2% 2 SN[ R J7 4L PR B IMP AL AMP A B

IR IMP RS AL ke b R it JH Fig.2 Changes of mass fraction of free amino acids in
B 2 AL T IMP o7 o o s acton o7 e s 1t

i ° ’ " LR Aloididae aloidi hydrolysates treated with

Iy BUAE 250 MPa fiz i, oh 176. 30 wg/100 g, I # difforent pressures
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e Ab BERT LA ke AR R XU T L g s A 2
WAL AL, BERE TR T B9, IMP B B e T

WS b T3 UP250 F1 UP300 28 IMP J&i it
o T REAC B, 22 7 3 (P <0.05)

g

F 2 NIRRT A B S e A RO Y TR A R R )

Tab.2 Effects of different pressure treatments on nucleotides mass fraction of Aloididae aloidi hydrolysates

2051 IMP/ ( pug-100g 1) TAV AMP/(mg-100g ") TAV
W 92.60 +1.90° 3.70 x10 3 2.88 +0. 03¢ 0.06
UP150 89.70 1. 00° 3.50 x10 73 2.58 0. 00" 0.05
UP200 87.70 £4.50°¢ 3.50 x 1073 3.38 +0.01" 0.07
UP250 176.30 £3.70* 7.00 x10 73 4.03 £0. 00 0.08
UP300 174.30 £4. 00" 6.90 x10 73 2.48 £0.02° 0.05

[RIFIAFEF R FRR 2R BE (P <0.05),

FEE R AMP ST 5 3 850 T IMP, 45 b B2 22
SEE(P<0.05), H 250 MPa B i & 43 5 i
1,0 4.03 mg/100 g, 7E 300 MPa B} AMP Jii 5044
/N, H/ANT R, H 2. 48 mg/100 g, X Al RE & &5
FEAI il 0 25 1 B S AL g™ AR S 3L
2.4 ARBEHELAEI EUC BIFNT

R SLR 5 2 WA R ] 7 A U R O,
FAR R AR R Sk T S0 4 T M VA 5 0 A A
WA BEWR , W] SR EUC PP fef R S B R
UP150 ,UP200 ,UP250 . UP300 411 EUC {E /N335
40.41.0.43 .0.47.0.53.0.44 g/100 g, MAE IR
BI{E R 0. 03 g/100 g, 45 ZH Bl it ) EUC (B35 = Tk
KRB, HHE A K TR R4, i, Al
R PR s P T A T 25 4R B 0 rh i) 2 R A 5, N R
WA =B B A AR T — 2 i3 S
2.5 AEESEAEMNFINRRERENZN

26 3 FORANIR 7 A B X 1 0 1 A oA WG
vk BE 15, 25 R i (P <0.05) . AR 3 7]
DIF 550 TR AR L, ZLIR B vk S Rl G R ) 1 3
KM, 7 150 MPa H Blf5 KAH (3. 75 mg/mL) ;
BEFAWR T L B 5 0 8 K B4, 7E 300
MPa H 35 KAH (8. 77 mg/mL) , BVt A 7] & J7
FLIR T 2t W 3 ek 20, 3% TR I o vk B B, 45 A
TAV {H A 15, FLER FI 3L MR TAV HIA KT 1, 36
A AR AL I 76 B S vk Tk, R 2
BEIAMR . BRIAMR B FLAh Y (N BEFIER 4N, FR T
DUZ) &g = S ) R e T, SRR N
SRR HE (1) M — B AT HLIR SRR, Cpk 2 A
FHPT S AU B SR A BR 45 R mT A5, A G i
it SEEWR W) 5 A A MR N U S A R R, L P 3R R
TAV {EE T I0 BS S I MR FAZ 1 1% , 156 B 7 D1 25 i

R h IR IEM N FE Y, A ISR AR
R R BRIAMNS 43 Z R AN AT AH SR A, OF HLaT LA
T SV R R 0 R N O S R AR AN Bk
RRAHELAE T, o] LA i TR e VA 1) 5 R (LB v 77
EAFRE R v T A T RE e e A T B
BRI 15 o A e WA VR S DR A

F 3 NI A BT A ey A AT LR S B I 32 B R )

Tab.3  Effects of different pressure treatments on mass

concentration of organic acids in Aloididae aloidi

hydrolysates

15 p(FLIR)/ AV p(BEIIER) /

(mg-mL™") (mg-mL™")
igis 3.33+£0.05" 2.64 7.33+£0.03°  69.11
UPI50  3.75+0.03° 2.97 7.77 £0.07%  73.26
UP200  3.25 0. 04° 2.58 8.13 £0.03°  76.69
UP250  2.97 +0.03° 2.35 8.25+0.05"  77.80
UP300  2.60 0. 02¢ 2.06 8.77 £0.03*  82.77

[RIFIARFE T FRR 2R BE (P <0.05),

2.6 BFELERSH

- U R R R S8, P LATE B
AR JRE B i At L PP AR R B — B0k, SRR HLAR
b 5 e R Tl A R )RR R B 3 RN AR R )
XoF YA TP Y L~ S AR (5 T 1) A TR, DI 3
AT LA Y e e Ah PR ) S A R T i, L
Bl TR - IR S 2 B S TR RERY
3 B AE 250 MPa (60 min) W 30 % K (8, K
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Fig.3 Radar diagram of umami values of Aloididae aloidi

hydrolysates treated with different pressures

e o R R I A R, 569 5 50 0 1 60 L 19
Tab.4 Results of bitter, fresh and aftertaste PR , MERNE  BA Wt Ak 1) 7 , EERY A S
e e E R TR TR T AR T A

WL 17.01 £0.00 5.08 £0.00 12.63 £0.00 2.42 +0.00 %,@ﬁ@ﬂﬂ%lﬁlﬁj}lﬂ' ,Eﬁ%m*ﬂ@@ﬁ@@%*@%ﬁﬁﬂiﬂ:&
ST NI IR R . B AR 5 —Fh R
EEHG R IRYI I, FATK R 5 R RO, 7K e
FEAIG, Sk SR IOR AN, 3 A UERT RS PR ATRC:  ydu R SA , 2 SE R R ) 1 3h EA k

UP250 12.50+0.22 0.90 £0.30 13.64 +0.04 2.60 0. 13

IR it A TROXUARAT 8 R H Strecker 521 7= A ) 2 ik 2 W A 2 LI 07 386 o
2.7 GC-MS &RNH AR RIS DT MK R B 6 78 2R A XU T a2 £ ) 288 0

NI Ty A B AN H S AL 4R R Ry K SRR RRR,

RSO G RR GC-MS S5 R 5
Tab.5 Analysis of GC—MS results of Aloididae aloidi hydrolysates treated with different pressures

s o M

min I UP150 UP200 UP250 UP300

[[EES 5.40 s ND 0. 80 ND 0.74 0. 80
14. 00 2-2.FE B 0.56 0.77 0. 89 1.01 0.53

16. 68 Iy R ND ND 0.43 ND 0.35

34.51 9+ /\di-1-1% ND ND ND ND 0. 44

At 0.56 1.57 1.32 1.75 2.12
[(ES 3.55 it 0.32 0. 68 0.24 0.44 0.48
4.30 S 2- IR 0.31 0.57 0.35 ND 0.52

6.23 IEC B 0.71 1. 11 0. 65 0.75 0.78

9.65 B 1.19 1.37 0. 66 1.18 1.35

9.89 3-H IS 0.71 1.28 0. 60 0.73 0.38

11.72 IR 1.73 1.58 1.26 1.15 0.73

13.08 1E 3.81 4.08 2.67 4.03 4.06

14.56 R 1.53 1.37 1.25 1.19 1.56

14. 96 S22 1.83 1.93 1.20 1.59 2.23

16. 83 T 4.24 3.83 2.67 4.75 3.33

22.02 Rk 2.21 1.42 1.30 3.79 1.19

24. 35 L 2-Z& I 1.71 1.59 0. 81 1.56 1.88

29.20 + 3.47 4.74 ND ND ND

36.78 A & RE 1.52 ND ND ND ND

it 25.29 25.55 13. 66 21.16 18. 49
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SRS
P —— r({;‘ré?é’)/ o A AEXT i/ %
min I UP150 UP200 UP250 UP300

Tk 5.22 CiE S 0.81 0. 80 0.57 0.42 0.53
8.50 X~ HI 0.09 0.14 ND 0.13 ND

9.29 B ND 0.76 0.11 0. 84 0. 65

11.91 1,2,3-=H% 0.53 1.10 ND 0. 61 1.37

13. 68 1,2,4-=H% ND 0.61 0.21 ND ND

13.70 ES ND ND 0.68 1.18 ND

20.91 %% 0. 04 0.05 ND 0.22 ND

&it 1.47 3.46 1.57 3.40 2.55
[TES 25. 88 EV ND ND ND 1.71 ND
25.90 SRR 3.27 1.05 3.00 4.09 2.14

25.99 4T HOR ND 2.18 ND ND ND

32.19 2, 4- T HR 0.97 ND ND ND 0.83

&t 4.24 3.23 3.00 5.80 2.97
[LEES 10. 94 4-F 2P 0.14 0.19 ND 0.33 0.19
11. 49 6-H 32 P 0.08 0.17 0.13 ND ND

11.92 IR T 1.15 ND 1.46 ND ND

12.47 2,3-F W 0. 81 ND ND ND ND

16. 30 2-T-fif 0. 67 0.73 0. 66 0. 89 0.91

25.53 FH 5 T 3 Y ND 0.69 ND 1.26 0.97

&t 2.85 1.78 2.25 2.48 2.07
[[iES 3.98 IR T 0.68 ND ND ND ND
6.74 2T 2.25 2.28 0.71 1.73 2.05

30. 64 TR — g 0.41 1.00 0.56 0.91 0.36

39.18 AR5 R e ND ND ND 0.11 ND

At 3.34 3.28 1.27 2.75 2.41
aee S 21.68 + 0. 34 0.74 0.22 0.96 ND
25.68 + =k 0.73 0.90 0.96 1.04 ND

28.88 e 0.26 0.43 ND ND ND

40. 57 EHJuke 0.27 ND ND ND ND

At 1.60 2.07 1.18 2.00 0.00
Fedts 9.05 IR 0.05 0.10 0. 09 ND 0. 04
13.46 2,5- T HHOR ND ND ND ND 0.53

13.88 XA ND 0.65 ND ND 0.40

25.39 [Eife 0.99 0.78 111 1.92 0.55

26.33 LS ND ND ND ND 0. 12

Gt 1.04 1.53 1.20 1.92 1. 64

ND FRAK
2.8 BEEAEEIRES SDS-PAGE 747 PAGE 4+#fr, 200.,100.50 .43 .35 ~38 .32 .18 kDa 43

K4 AFE A B i UL 4 B SDS - Py EBENIERE B AILERE B WLRIZE A IL3h
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Fig.4 SDS-PAGE analysis of myofibrillar protein of

Aloididae aloidi treated with different pressures
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Fig.5 Effects of different pressure treatments on ultraviolet

absorption spectrum of Aloididae aloidi protein
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Fig.6 Effects of different pressure treatments on endogenous

fluorescence intensity of Aloididae aloidi protein
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Fig.7 Effects of different pressure treatments on FT-IR

of Aloididae aloidi protein
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Fig.8 Scanning electron micrograph of Aloididae aloidi

protein treated with different pressures
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Abstract: Aloididae aloidi was used as raw materials to study the contents of free amino acids,
nucleotides and organic acids, and the changes of volatile flavor substances, protein structure and the
exogenous enzyme activity of Aloididae aloidi hydrolysates with ultra-high pressure treatment. The results
showed that the ultra-high pressure treatment could activate both the flavor protease and compound flavor
protease, and the former was activated more strongly. Compared with the normal pressure treatment,
ultra-high pressure treatment led to higher contents of free amino acids, succinic acid and monosodium
glutamate equivalents in Aloididae aloidi hydrolysates. In addition, ultra-high pressure treatment gave
enzymatic hydrolysates better umami and overall flavor, more main volatile substances, and less
unpleasant flavor substances, which changed the composition of volatile substances to achieve flavor-
enhanced effect. Ultra-high pressure destroyed the protein structure, which could promote the release of
flavor amino acids, improve the flavor of the enzymatic hydrolysates, and increase the protein utilization
rate. Ultra-high pressure treatment could improve the proteolytic degree and promote the release of flavor
amino acid, nucleotides and organic acids by improving the protease activity, especially flavor protease

activity, and destroying the protein structure.

Keywords: Aloididae aloidi; ultra-high pressure; enzymolysis; flavor; protein structure
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