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Effect of proteases on the taste of sparerib soup flavoring

XIAO Junfei, HUANG Yan, QIAO Kaina, ZHANG Yuyu', SUN Baoguo, ZHANG Huiying

( Beijing Advanced Innovation Center for Food Nutrition and Human Health, Beijing Laboratory for Food Quality and
Safety, Beijing Key Laboratory of Flavor Chemistry, Beijing Technology and Business University, Beijing 100048,
China)

Abstract: The content of free amino acids in pork enzymatic hydrolysate was analyzed by HPLC in order
to explore the effect of proteases on sparerib soup flavoring. Sensory analysis and electronic nose were used
to analyze the flavor of flavoring samples. The results showed that the best way to make the sparerib soup
flavoring was that m(papain) : m(pineapple protease)=2 : 1, and addition of enzyme 0.2% (based on the
mass of meat, the same below). The total content of umami amino acids in the optimized hydrolysate was
the highest (26.70 g/L). The correlation analysis of sensory evaluation and electronic nose indicated that the
samples prepared by different proteases could be distinguished from each other by principal component
analysis.
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1.1 #R5EH

WG EHE, KA. 2 M. .
Hepe . ZUMgRRS . B, W T Ib s R
P (Fh2SICEANER 1 R ), BRhgk, T 0UR T e
MY TRARA R D%, D-AK. L-A4AE
2 L-K5 2R . L-If 202 | L2 IE & . i R (VB)),
g, W MEL T A RA R BRI HR
.l ( Disodium inosine-5'-monophosphate + Disodium
guanosine-5'-monophosphate, 1+G ), &M%, | &
HEREWAYRHARA R B, g, T
IR — i B AR RO BR S R R AR K R IR
( Hydrolyzed vegetable protein, HVP ), J&E i, &
2, LSRR E S RHA RSTEA ] £hR,
srtrdt, dbnife T P TKABEREA A, A
afi, E RO RA R /KA TR A
SrMral, JE[E Alfa Aescar A H]; S-TEFIEKGIR, 4
Prafi, b#ERIRL T AR AR R A R A F s R
O, Eagal, CEERBE (thED) ARAE
Durashell AA ZHrilil &, RPN RBHA
FRAH]; BBk, BUHEERS I ERAE RAH
1.2 UHFE5RE

RZ-218A LML, BIETZRF B NFUARL
Hl; DGD40-40DWG THL M ZE L, T AR KERIf 2%
Bty AT BRZA W 5 DF-101S SR i #4474+
ar, T PSS A BRI AR JI-1 5% € i
LS P A L A dm T R AR R A A PR A F

TGL16M &2 s R B 0L, e A SE 56 2 AY
BIFRA RN ; Agilent 1260 5 %0 Al €835 Y
(HPLC), ZHERRIHAR/AT]; PEN3 15,

5 [E Airsense 2\ Fl o
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Table 1 Type and number of protease
P H RN E WX E
ENZ1 Hh PR R LR Neu
ENZ2 XU it Fla
ENZ3 ARINEH Pap
ENZ4 S K Ani
ENZ5 B 2 1 il Alk
ENZ6 JEE Pan
ENZ7 B H A Pin

1.3 XWHE
1.3.1 A B R b &

KGO R BR AT WA G e LM R A o # IR AN
H kK PURHR R G 1 1 AP D BERH, AKan
POFRELL P, FRRETEE S0 CIRMAE FE,
TR A 1 he RN &5 R KB R THE 2 90 °C,
fEIR 10 min KEFE, HHE A AR, RARE
&

1.3.2  HeB 7 ook A4k 4 &

FRH 7 30.00 g, D-H#i%5H% 5.00 g, D-AHH
1.00 g, L-2EBa R 0.70 g, L-B% [ 0.70 g, LK
IR 0.70 g, L-I%& R 0.70 g, VB, 0.30 g, 1+G 0.20
g, ¥ Eih 10.00 g, BEREE 2.00 g, HVP ¥ 2.00 g,
J\FH0.02 g, EM0.02 g, FEFZ 0.02 g, 22 0.20 gl
AV B AE 95 °CF N 45 min J& il £5 #4 bf
ik o
133 REIFRMHFE

VEHL 10 442056 F & & % s v AU HES 1 B
P IRE PR PR AR PR AL HEE AR AR KU |
LR . ARV EZE L R, IAURE N 0.4,
03, 0.2, 0.1, ¥EMRITLERREE LY, BIEhr
VMR 5 %R, W EN R EH#HITI4r,
Hod, 0~3 72 AR | 4~6 S0 NERTHGR . 7~9 43 AL
B 10~12 40 M5k . 13~15 20 HAR5H .

DI 0N 0.5% 1 BRAE 7K I V80K B R A1
S, X EERAME 10 4307 DLSCER A [ HHER
7 (150.0 g FEHE. 0.8 g KA. 05g% . 2.0 g Bk,
1.0 g MAH . 200.0 g 7K, BR/KKER 2 h) 1R FFEX
WRPEA S B8, X HEE A RRIE XR S E R 10 43
BERS . BEh. #uk (100 °C) L 4:1:200 Ay
LGRS ST R AN, B AR AR A KD
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W i AU
1.34 #BHARLAREEZMNE 7 %

RERTACEL . B S mL B IR A VRORE A I A
IR 20% 0 5-1 3L KA R KSR L 7E 4 °C |
10000 r/min F&.0r 15 min, HAE WG IF
0.1 mol/L FhRIEWE A ZE 25 mL, i1 0.22 um BTS¢
VB IE I AR IE 52 FR F LR ), FRRAES A .
PATHERE 3R, AERLL COPME £ AREm 2T RoR .

HPLC M55 % SCHR[181IR E : (At R
Durashell AA (4.6 mmx150 mmx3 pm); st A
(B s, BRI A BN RN DU B R ik R 18
0.025 mol/L, pH & 8.2) FlifiishtH B [ AHLEHFI,
R R, PEE=45% . ZI5=45% ) VEBiRE B KX
BN 2 ik FEIR 45 °C dEREER 2 L Kk
K514 338 F1 262 nm.,

K2 TSN AEVE RS R S
Table 2 Elution gradient and flow rate of mobile phase

TEIAA B /Y

£ 88 B [8] /min % i3 /(mL/min)

0 6 1.6
6 10 1.6
10 1.6

10 16 1.3
23 40 1.0
30 50 1.6
31 100 1.6
34 100 1.6
35 6 1.6
38 6 1.6

SR FHAH @35 0BT 17 Fhilie e 24 0k
s, WEALWNT
Ci=[AYAIXAX[CI/A]/S5 (1)
K. G MMM TR, g/L; A
K BRIFERR i 3 B R IR E R, mAUxs; A H
PR b 0 A PR T €0 3% P T A I TR, mAUxs; AH
G R R T A € PR R I TR, mAUxs; Cf
R E BRI SR, oLy AR EIERRE
FE ff RO €63 J Hh (R I T A, mAU s,
1.3.5 &FF5Wuk
ARSI HME TFEESA 10 IAHENEESA
TR I , XA TR] B Ak 2 18 43 A A T g o o {0
R 1 (W1C) X35 B o U ; L% 2 (WSS)
X RGEA G AT RS ARIRAES 3 (W3C) X2k,
IR AU, LIRS 4 (W6S) EEXTASR
Bkl GRS 5 (W5C) MBS HERAS Y
B LIRS 6 (WIS X s he ke fifak; (LI 7
(WIW ) XHERAEY) . s 2 BUek s fL IR E8 8 (W2S)
X e ik A ) IS AR BBURR s B IERAR 9 (W2W ) XA HL

M2, 1 bR

WALy . 5 F UG RIS 10 (W3S) XTheke
UK

BUs g AR E T, FEERT
A 30 min S TR F ST, SERESRAEN ALK
B TR R 300 s, fBZRERIAZEATE] 10s, AR
WfE 5 s, PEFEFEE 300 mL/min, SRAERFE] 150 s,
FESEATHERE 6 Ko RAAHT G i 50 XLSTAT ¥
HL 5 10 ML IR 5 5 (8 (E-1~E-10 ) FURE AN
4 AFFEE AT B W o
1.4 HELEFZE

K SPSS Statistics 17.0 Ff %R P43 F1 44
MR o AR AT W A b, PR R T 25 4)
Br A1 Duncan Kz 367 78RR & 22 8] 1 22 5 (P<0.05)

2 HFREWR

2.1 HEHEZREERIERARIFELER
211 REEFOHERELZEE

91 EL ENZT . ENZ2 . ENZ3 ., ENZ4, ENZ5 .,
ENZ6. ENZ7 (JinEfiE R 0.3% ) XHE 5 R A 517
e il 2% IS O R HE 1 R ARG, R AN A543
B 1 s, M 1 AfE, ENZ7 Hl45 ks e
WAt H S HARE G Z g H 2 R EoR, H
K& ENZ3 Fl ENZ4, 25 b, B0 % 8 [l ENZ7
HEAT Nl AL S5

I ARNEFRFRR 2R REE, TR, P<0.05

K1 AR R o HE 0 R AR 12 B A0

Fig. 1 Scores of sensory evaluation about the sparerib
soup flavoring by different protease
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Z 5 ENZT im0 0 0.1%. 0.2%. 0.3%.
0.4%. 0.5% ( b AJFE ) KR 7 R A 2 1
B, JREIEN AN E 2 B, I 2 aTE, i
fifit A 0.1%F01 0.2%HF 5 HAAE 5 22 8] 35 Pk 25 7
R, HohomgE R 0.2%0 R ECE YEAN 1540
o M B AR, YRR TR, nThEE
T K i R R K S BORE S B S kA 0
i b, Bl mEEE»m 0.2%.
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Fig. 2 Scores of sensory evaluation about the sparerib

or
soup flavoring by different protease dosages (P<
0.05)

2.1.3  xiE WEE B E R &

#%%% ENZ3 .ENZ4 .ENZ7 FiBi435lLh 12 1.1 ¢
2.2 1 IR Chnlgash 0.2% ) B RHEE 7 X
AR, JREPEM AR 3 R, HE 3
AL, 24 m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=2 : 1 Bl & 1) &k
BCE VNS s d e, B A o Z AR 2 P
2557 o AR g AN 2 A R K A R AR X A
BRI B EL AT DTk A A S SR MR, AR
LA T AT DA 2 S 1 HE B 2 A AR RSk . 25
b, SRATAUGE A B K m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=2 : 1
il 25 O HE 1 12 AU 50 10 IR 38R e B

14}

12+
@10—
s 8+
B
w6
jicd

4_

2_

0 A A A A

A B C D E F G H 1
WU A i 5]

A: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=1 : 1; B: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=1 :
C: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=2 : 1; D: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1 :
E: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 2; F: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=2 :
G: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 1; H: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=1 :
I: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=2 : 1

P 3 XU TG il A1 B 3 XU A A R T A5 0
Fig. 3 Scores of sensory evaluation about the sparerib
soup flavoring by two protease ratio
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ENZ4 fEN—FEGEAM, /£5 ENZ3
ENZ7 & B s FH i 58 B AR B i = A i vk, IR,
i IEAZ 4 % %% ENZ3 . ENZ4 Fl ENZ7 L4 9
AATE B2 BE (NN 0.2% ) i X HE S X

ERAAG LRI, BEIEM AR 4 Fin.
4 AT, 24 m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1:3:
3 A I ARG R A A e, B AR 2 )
WS T BK LR RO T N,
R UK A B 2R i ORI R B IR, s
I R P VDA 0 BREE R AU BB AR G, (A
KA — K>, Zi b, R =&EAN
K m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1: 3 : 3 Hl %
AR HE B 3 DA A 0 R R B e

14}
12+
R0}

S5

=3

RE T

8
6
4l
2
0

A: M(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 1 : 1; B: m(ENZ3) :
M(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 2 : 2; C: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) :
M(ENZ7)=1 : 3 : 3; D: mENZ3) : mENZ4) : mENZ7)=2 : 1 : 2;
E: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=2 : 2 : 3; F: m(ENZ3) :
M(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=2 : 3 : 1; G: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) :
M(ENZ7)=3 : 1 : 3; H: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=3 : 2 : I;
I: M(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=3 : 3 : 2

P4 =il 5 P ol 1 XU A A T S 40
Fig. 4 Scores of sensory evaluation about the sparerib
soup flavoring by three protease ratio

215 &G fuy X fik

%t e R R = Y A R AR (N g i
0.2% ), W WA S50 B A RE i AT BCE AN, BVE
PN e A5 0 KL 5 R o

14 -

12+
& 1ol

T

RE P

8
6
4l
2
0

B RS T LA
A: M(ENZ3) : m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 3 : 3; B: m(ENZ3) :
M(ENZ7)=2 : 1

K5 = EE OB S RO 4 HE B 2 UR AR B PO 3 20
Fig. 5 Scores of sensory evaluation about the sparerib
soup flavoring by different protease ratio
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TR HRH BT =FEAMELR. &L, &RItEA
Wi 52 e L9 5 m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=2: 1,
22 EREPHEBEERSESH

Tt i 00 i 5 SR T 1 20 o i o LAl 5 1Y)
FAG R CHEE ] . W HPLC XFRgM i 17
e B A IR & JE AT E | AR 4d vk L
SEPY, SRR PR AR . TR
R B, H TR S0 B R L 5 2 R O
LR TR

XoF PR | RS R = it ] B A L A B A 1) T i
W R R S AT, AR ANER 3 PR
F 3 WA HEE A R RS B R PO B A R

X E 45 R

Table 3  Analysis of free amino acids in hydrolysate about

AR ARG ) B A A =Xk &k 0.2% (/4
W), Hh mENZ3) : mENZ7)=2:1, fEi5%
PR 2% A HE B KRS e HE B A 3R A
AU
23 HEBANKRERBEEITEMMBEFEHE PCA

S

H il B A 24 5 R FECE PR 5 188 20 B B A+
G545 7 B W RBR E AT X L 43 BT, Michishita
L0 e AR IME Y GC-O s Ae T B B dE S5 e
VEANAHZS G AT et R 00 o3, 57 — B & DDA
el ik s TIAN % P7TR AT GC-MS .| H
- B T PR X 3R A TR A6 VR A e 28 A SRR A E
30T, WRGT & BLEEFh B T8 1 415 e 1 SR TG
LB YA .

the sparerib soup flavoring

2.3.1

& A B A X HE R 7 Rk A 0 BB IR e

E/(g/L)
ik a mEnzy): O
ENZ7 m(I;NZl7)= m(ENZ7);
1:3:3
WER TTAEIR  14.0242.67°  25.18+0.04°  18.19+0.34°
A &R 0.67+0.02° 1.5240.01° 1.23+0.03"
aat 14.69£2.69  26.70+0.05 19.42+0.37
Atk 225 0.37+0.01° 1.06£0.01°  0.92+0.02°
i R 0.88+0.18°  0.85£0.25°  0.20+0.17a
BRIz 0.45+0.02°  7.65£0.19°  4.95+0.56"
TR 11.6240.15*  2.76+0.01°  2.44+0.02°
g1 1.29£0.05*  3.12+0.03" 1.97+0.08¢
aat 14.61£0.41 15.44£0.49  10.48+0.85
Wk AR 0.38+0.01° 1.00+0.01° 1.2040.04°
R  0.93+0.02° 1.34+0.02° 1.42+0.08*
SITEM 0.38+0.01°  0.56£0.01°  0.94+0.03°
KNEM  1.69£0.03°  3.99£0.14°  5.22+0.40°
AR 1.44£0.07°  2.43£0.05°  3.50+0.07°
LRI 0.33£0.01°  0.13£0.02°  0.24+0.01°
K AR 1.36£0.03°  1.03+0.01*  0.77+0.01°
HAER 2.9140.01°  5.73+0.03°  13.81+0.13°
fik W2 0.55+0.01° 1.03£0.01°  2.77£0.04°
Mt 9.97+0.20  17.24+0.30  29.87+0.82
Jok MR 0.43+0.04° 1.04£0.03*  2.10£0.25
F{Is 39.69+0.74  60.41+1.33  61.87+2.32

T ARG SR R R A R 2 ) o A e
2R (P<0.05)

T 3 FRRIE R S K R PR R
W AR S Ak, 4 39.69 g/L; R = H/Kfit
F R R B R U S A SRR S B, N 61.87 /L,

Hp R AR S et i m, N 29.87 g/L; XE
e = A BRI Y i £, M 26.70 g/, HHFF

E‘E
RERERR G D . SR RETNER, Sk

W, F %4 3% PCA 4 #71

AN [R) 5 P TR o) 25 HE 3 XU R 118 FL 7 5 R
BIF AR 6 frn. MK 6 A, ENZIL,
ENZ2. ENZ6 4rAifEss — s e, ENZ7
ST AAE S — E A B R, ENZ3 A ES —F
AT IE 2l ENZ4 1 ENZS A T55 — o 12k
h, HWE S — E R M BB ARG ML X 4 7 FpAS
) 2 A 25 O RE B o 80% 1Y L T S AL IR 2R M5 5 4B
AT — F R I, 5 —BE R AR
IEAMSE, SHEE BRI | AT RE37 B X 2 AR E
febR RN, SHEEBRIHIEHEATR ., ENZT Hil &1
FAGTE PCA B L SHEE 7 KR I RAH M, 45
FRETEMEER, R\ REEHEE R IE XL

Biplot (axes F1 and F2: 72.18%)

6 E-10
Sr E:3 E-4
4|
;\3 3+ Pap
821 %
sl =
B[R Neéu
-1+ Pin
_ Alk
2 TR s
-3 Ani .
_4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 1 1
—————— 2-1 01 2 3 45 6 7
F1 (50.83%)
K6 PR 20 B U XK 750 1) r, 1 S 0k AR
BV A OCHEIE
Fig. 6 Correlation analysis of sensory evaluation and
electronic nose of the sparerib soup flavoring by
different protease
232 AeBEF TR A RRFAR G B RN Al T

£ 39 PCA 5#7
AN TR) i e 2 ) B HE 1 UK R 1) He, - 2 R
BIEM AR SMEE 7 B, B 7 AIAEL, ik
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0.1%F1 0.2% [ HE i 23 A7 7E 55— F 4 i Il
Fitf i 0.4%F1 0.5%XF B FIARE S T 55 — E 1Y
T, B 0.3%RE R 7E 5 — E R
A, S SR — R Ty [ REAR A ML X 43 5 RS
[ o0 il ) 5 TR RE o 50% Y H T B AL IR B 15 5
A3 AT — AT IE A, 50% B HL T S AL IR A
SR T AU IR, 5 SR A
K, GHA 3 FUREHE bR R IE A

Biplot (axes F1 and F2: 85.57%)

4 0%,
3k B5:
S
o 2r
S 02% . »
= o1tk BT
< E-4
) E_-6
20
\‘E-IO
—1r 0.4%
_2 1 0'5% % 1 1 1 9.1%. 1

4 3 2 -1 0 1 2 3 4 5
F1 (50.82 %)
F7 i X HE B 1 KU A 1 T B B AR T
iRiESedsl

Fig. 7 Correlation analysis of sensory evaluation and
electronic nose of the sparerib soup flavoring by
different protease dosage

X By H B A 34 B o Rk A A 0 BB R
Fodl, F 4 Y PCA 547
XS A2 T ] 86 HE 1 1 DRV 5 s 1) R T o R Y
PR A CPE QN R 8 IR .
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5
41
3L
—~ 2}
=
2l e
X0
8-t
_2 -
73 .
_4 1 1 1 1
-6 -5 -4 -3 -2 - 1 01 2 3 4 5 6 7
F1 (56.56%)
A: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=1 : 1; B: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=1 : 2;
C: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=2 : 1; D: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 1;
E: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 2; F: m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=2 : 1;
G: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 1; H: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 2;

I: m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=2 : 1

P8 XU A BC L 91 B 0 AU 7 g ) P S S A
VRYER I EP S e

Correlation analysis of sensory evaluation and
electronic nose of sparerib soup flavoring by two
protease ratio

Fig. 8

M E 8 Al %N, m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=1 : 1.
m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=1 : 2, m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ3)=
2: 1, mENZ4) : mENZ7)= 1 : 1 i T4—ES
kR, m(ENZ4) : m(ENZ7)=1 : 2. m(ENZ4) :
m(ENZ7)=2 : 1 . m(ENZ3) : mENZ7)=1 : 1 .
M(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)= 1 : 2. m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=
2 1 T —ER IR, SHEE AR 4
MRE PR EIEM DS, HiX 9 MM AT AR
4 DGR 90% 1 HL T B AL IR E S A T — 3
BT IR, 5EVE 8 hR 2 IEA D¢, m(ENZ3) :
M(ENZ7)=1 : 2 fl m(ENZ3) : m(ENZ7)=2 : 1 il &1y
FE St HE B RRAE AU I B PR, DR IRk
ERRIRES d=
234 =B SRR 3T HER 7 Rk AR 6 BB RN

Fo T 43 PCA 47

AR AT X HE T 2 AU R T E - S R
B AR an & 9 frn . HEl 9 Al ENZ3,
ENZ4 ENZ7 BBty 1:1:1,1:2:2,1:
3:3,2:1:2, 22 3 KBRS T B —F AL
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