38 5 Vol.38,No.5
2021 9 Hebei Journal of Industrial Science and Technology Sept. 2021

:1008-1534(2021)05-0414-09

A Y
b b ° b b
( . 100050)
. . . 15
15 15 , !
b (P<O.05)7 ’
:R283 A DOI. 10.7535/hbgykj.2021yx05010

Discussion on the processing mechanism of ginger Magnoliae officinalis
cortex based on electronic nose and tongue technology

JING Wenguang, ZHANG Quan, CHENG Xianlong, SHI Jia, MA Shuangcheng, WEI Feng
(National Institutes for Food and Drug Control. Beijing 100050, China)

Abstract: In order to explore the processing mechanism connotation of the decreased irritation of ginger Magnoliae officinalis
cortex, the combination of electronic nose and electronic tongue technology was used to quantitatively determine the taste and
odor of 15 batches of Magnoliae officinalis cortex materials, 15 batches of Magnoliae officinalis cortex and 15 batches of ginger
Magnoliae officinalis cortex before and after processing. The paired sample ¢ test and principal component analysis were carried
out to analyze and compare the taste and odor changes of Magnoliae officinalis cortex before and after processing. The results
show that only the astringency in the taste is reduced after ginger processing, with significant difference (P<C0. 05); while the
astringency sensor of the electronic tongue responds to the taste caused by astringent substances, and it is perceived as pungent
aftertaste at low concentrations, indicating that the irritation is reduced after ginger processing. At the same time, the meas-
ured values of nitrogen oxide and sulfide sensors in electronic nose also decrease after processing, which implies the decrease of
volatile components can reduce the irritation of Magnoliae officinalis cortex. The results indicate that the electronic tongue and

nose can be used to investigate the mechanism of Magnoliae officinalis cortex and" Without ginger processing, the mouthpiece
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will be thorny' has certain scientific rationality.
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Tab.1 Information of 15 batches of Magnoliae officinalis cortex
( )

1 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils. GAP 20

2 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils. GAP 20

3 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils. GAP 20

4 M. of finalis Rehd. et Wils. var. biloba Rehd. et Wils. GAP 18

5 M. of finalis Rehd. et Wils. var. biloba Rehd. et Wils. GAP 18

6 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils. 20

7 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils, 20

8 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils. 20

9 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils. 20

10 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils, 20

11 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils. 20

12 M. of ficinalis Rehd. et Wils. 20

13 M. of finalis Rehd. et Wils. var. biloba Rehd. et Wils. 20

14 M. of finalis Rehd. et Wils. var. biloba Rehd. et Wils. 20

15 M. of finalis Rehd. et Wils. var. biloba Rehd. et Wils. 20

)1 . . 0 . 5 C v v v v

s o
9 lg , 100 mL
' ( ‘9 (95~100 C) 30 min, )
yC13 1 ) 70 mL , 4 . 3
2.2 . . . , ( ) 30
mmol/L.  KCl 0.3 mmol/L ;
INSENT (TS-50002) , 100 mmol/L HCL  30%
, ; 100 mmol/L KCIl,100 mmol/L
, KOH  30% . 2,
2 . N (n=3)
Tab.2 Electronic tongue taste analysis of Houpo material, cleansing Houpo and ginger Houpo (n=3)

Sourness Bitterness Astringency Aftertaste-B Aftertaste-A Umami Richness Saltiness

Tasteless —13 0 0 0 0 0 0 —6
la —25.10 17.78 7.45 6.39 0.63 5.76 —0.26 —15.15
1b —22.90 16.99 8.67 5.95 0.68 4.75 —0.24 —16.53
lc —22.56 17.19 8.11 6.34 0.77 4.78 —0.22 —15.56
2a —25.85 17.50 7.03 5.85 0.63 6.40 —0.26 —14.26
2b —26.32 16.52 8.67 3.75 0.28 5.75 —0.26 —15.60
2¢c —25.91 18.68 8.18 6.79 0.77 5.87 —0.19 —14.89
3a —29.41 17.71 6.90 4.05 0.31 7.16 —0.31 —12.87
3b —25.92 19.01 9.08 6.48 0.72 5.69 —0.24 —16.02

3c —26.41 17.12 7.54 4.07 0.28 6.28 —0.3 —14.43




Sourness Bitterness Astringency Aftertaste-B Aftertaste-A Umami Richness Saltiness

da —26.66 17.27 7.80 3.11 0.04 7.22 0 —13.81
4b —26.29 19.86 9.08 4.06 0.02 6.46 0 —15.16
dc —24.84 18.01 7.87 3.88 0.03 6.12 —0.07 —14.46
Sa —24.39 17.64 7.24 4.59 0.14 6.15 0.04 —14.45
5b —23.85 18.57 8.96 4.69 0.17 5.44 0.08 —15.46
5¢ —25.24 19.55 8.36 5.24 0.18 6.21 0.05 —14.48
6a —21.98 17.47 7.41 5.50 0.22 5.42 0.05 —14.11
6b —21.72 18.86 8.35 5.61 0.27 5.28 0.19 —15.37
6c —23.16 17.75 7.65 4.94 0.28 5.72 0.10 —14.49
Ta —23.39 17.38 7.73 5.30 0.06 6.91 1.27 —14.63
7b —23.03 16.90 8.91 4.85 0.08 6.51 1.43 —15.43
7c —22.88 16.99 9.18 5.13 0.05 6.59 1.37 —15.02
8a —26.54 18.37 8.90 5.08 —0.01 8.04 1.33 —14.04
8b —25.85 16.50 8.38 4.56 —0.02 7.98 1.31 —14.16
8c —26.38 17.00 9.07 4.50 —0.06 7.76 1.27 —14.12
9a —25.72 17.14 9.36 4.77 0.13 7.66 1.27 —14.64
9b —24.19 17.45 9.75 5.11 0.21 7.02 1.41 —15.12
9c —27.60 17.72 9.42 4.65 0.11 8.26 1.31 —14.14
10a —24.32 15.93 5.65 3.69 0.16 4.05 0 —15.76
10b —26.76 16.62 7.50 3.51 0.10 4.51 —0.03 —15.88
10c —23.04 15.37 6.85 3.83 0.11 4.09 —0.02 —15.59
11a —24.74 12.75 5.41 3.05 0.02 5.93 0.02 —12.81
11b —24.36 13.58 6.13 3.02 0.16 4.91 0.04 —14.93
11c —23.91 14.51 6.03 3.08 0.10 5.27 0.05 —13.98
12a —28.21 16.52 7.32 4.74 0.31 5.81 0.01 —14.12
12b —27.22 15.68 8.14 3.84 0.19 4.94 0 —15.50
12¢ —23.73 13.60 4.50 3.24 0.21 5.45 —0.01 —13.82
13a —24.87 15.61 7.64 4.58 0.17 5.67 0.45 —14.77
13b —23.55 15.28 9.25 4.36 0.22 4.70 0.47 —16.18
13c —17.86 14.07 6.10 4.81 0.28 3.77 0.47 —15.55
14a —25.55 15.76 7.31 4.71 0.23 6.02 0.45 —14.43
14b —23.93 15.89 8.48 4.80 0.27 4.99 0.47 —15.87
14c —25.17 17.31 8.25 4.63 0.21 5.48 0.45 —15.19
15a —23.67 15.84 7.08 4.96 0.22 5.59 0.48 —14.76
15b —22.01 15.27 8.69 3.62 0.21 4.27 0.40 —16.93
15¢ —22.66 15.29 6.65 4.66 0.24 5.24 0.46 —14.81
50 %-2 —5.78 5.97 7.32 0.91 0.28 0.56 —0.18 —18.45
20%-2 —3.92 5.10 8.99 0.13 —0.01 —0.35 0.14 —19.08
An-1 —5.15 7.85 12.18 1.69 —0.16 0.23 1.43 —18.11

2.2.1 o
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Fig.2 Radar chart of effective taste indicators of Houpo samples
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Tab.3 ¢ test analysis of bitter and astringent samples of cleansing Houpo and ginger Houpo
95%
— 0.188 0 1.307 3 0.337 5 —0.5359 0.911 9 0.586
— 0.952 0 1.198 8 0.309 5 0.288 0 1.615 0 0.008*
— —0.105 3 1.130 4 0.291 8 —0.731 3 0.520 7 0.724
— 0.000 0 0.182 6 0.047 1 —0.101 1 0.101 1 1.000
— —0.246 0 0.570 8 0.147 3 —0.562 1 0.070 1 0.117
,120 C o
50% , 120 C, s/ 120 s;
, 5s; 400 mL/min;
s “ s ” 120 s,
o 10
2.2.3 ( 4) s W3S
PEN3 10 N N 3
, ) (P<C0.01),W3S .
o s
4 10

Tab.4 Response value table of 10 odor sensors for all Houpo samples

10
wicC Ws5S Ww3C W6S WsC WI1S WIwW w2Ss W2w BN
0.63 16.37 0.84 1.14 0.96 3.06 14.56 1.59 18.41 0.99
0.68 14.31 0.87 1.13 0.97 3.17 18.11 1.65 16.83 1.03
0.59 19.89 0.80 1.93 0.93 5.19 19.20 2.50 17.29 1.27
0.90 4.85 1.01 1.22 1.03 2.41 13.45 1.34 10.27 1.18
0.43 38.72 0.67 1.25 0.86 5.73 20.33 2.53 22.28 0.97
0.82 3.98 0.92 1.20 0.95 2.65 12.81 1.48 9.99 0.96
0.43 10.46 0.67 1.42 0.84 7.59 16.83 3.28 17.39 1.03
0.50 23.87 0.75 1.25 0.92 4.27 17.66 2.00 21.46 1.05
0.52 22.19 0.77 1.17 0.94 4.21 17.40 1.97 21.23 1.07
0.90 6.37 1.02 1.02 1.04 2.05 10.40 1.16 11.56 1.06
0.52 22.12 0.77 1.35 0.93 3.90 18.21 1.96 20.51 1.08
0.87 4.76 0.98 1.24 1.01 2.08 8.40 1.34 8.97 1.22
0.48 29.19 0.71 1.95 0.90 6.31 23.21 2.73 22.57 1.07
0.56 14.18 0.80 1.27 0.94 3.96 20.39 1.88 20.71 1.06
0.46 21.07 0.72 1.44 0.90 5.69 22.90 2.52 23.13 1.14
0.49 28.46 0.74 1.25 0.91 5.17 17.47 2.70 22.38 1.30
0.68 13.70 0.87 1.18 0.97 3.78 15.30 1.99 15.17 1.24
0.64 17.02 0.83 1.76 0.95 4.77 18.97 2.28 16.62 1.23
0.90 4.32 1.01 1.18 1.02 2.92 11.00 1.55 8.16 1.36
0.39 12.21 0.63 1.59 0.81 8.92 16.34 4.16 16.49 1.16

0.80 3.14 0.91 1.21 0.94 3.42 9.34 1.84 8.41 1.12




420

38

10
wicC Ws5S W3C W6S Ws5C WI1S W1iw Ww2Ss w2w W3S
0.45 9.02 0.69 1.50 0.86 7.56 14.28 3.43 14.63 1.18
0.48 25.99 0.75 1.30 0.92 5.34 17.22 2.45 21.77 1.24
0.50 23.70 0.76 1.17 0.93 4.93 17.17 2.32 21.41 1.22
0.87 5.80 1.00 1.02 1.03 2.76 8.02 1.38 10.60 1.22
0.90 3.68 0.99 1.25 1.01 2.16 6.05 1.39 6.08 1.32
0.55 20.84 0.79 1.39 0.94 4.44 18.54 2.24 20.31 1.27
0.47 29.89 0.71 2.20 0.89 7.16 21.46 3.28 21.05 1.29
0.50 18.11 0.76 1.49 0.92 5.70 21.15 2.72 21.90 1.34
0.47 20.16 0.73 1.47 0.91 5.78 22.05 2.70 22.41 1.28
0.55 22.78 0.78 1.28 0.94 4.11 17.69 2.14 20.67 1.18
0.65 15.60 0.86 1.45 0.97 3.89 15.38 2.03 16.27 1.18
0.66 14.92 0.85 1.71 0.95 4.67 16.28 2.22 15.37 1.26
0.90 3.46 1.01 1.15 1.02 2.84 8.96 1.49 7.38 1.32
0.41 11.26 0.65 1.49 0.83 8.11 15.17 3.81 15.46 1.15
0.80 3.83 0.91 1.29 0.95 3.35 13.83 1.77 10.52 1.08
0.58 6.13 0.79 1.44 0.91 5.55 13.22 2.52 12.79 1.10
0.57 20.23 0.82 1.21 0.96 4.05 17.51 1.89 20.70 1.11
0.58 18.15 0.83 1.10 0.97 3.94 15.26 1.91 19.12 1.19
0.93 3.94 1.03 0.96 1.04 2.33 5.86 1.23 7.71 1.18
0.60 18.16 0.82 1.44 0.96 3.72 17.21 1.97 19.01 1.22
0.87 5.08 0.98 1.17 1.01 2.11 9.29 1.35 9.04 1.27
0.52 25.00 0.75 2.00 0.91 5.67 20.72 2.66 19.82 1.19
0.51 17.74 0.76 1.45 0.93 5.45 21.16 2.62 21.68 1.33
0.50 18.87 0.76 1.38 0.92 5.34 21.23 2.51 21.92 1.26
W1S,W2S
( 3), KMO Bartlett , KMO , .
0.717>0.5, Bartlett 0.000<C , 2
0.005, s > > ;s WIS
s 3 , W28
,3 92.087% ,
/\ ’ )
1.0 \ngSWIW W2W,W5S, W1W s
wW2w R .3
g v W6S W2S
2 O 1S s
2 001 wscd® > > ; L W5S
3 W3C
-0.5- % , W1IW , W2W
WI1C
_1.0-”, N )
005 0 o T 05 0_0‘2-2\;1'0 , o
COmPOHemJ Comvo“
3 . 81.66%,
Fig.3 Load diagram of factor analysis of electronic nose ,
response results for samples 6.94%,
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