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Influence of Microbial Nitrosation Inhibitor on the Quality of New Bacon
LI Jia—yi', WU Zhuo—qian', QU Chang', SUN Xu-yang', Suolangciren',
LIU Lu-lu', ZHENG Yin-yu', YANG Hua'?*"
(1. College of Animal Science Specialty, Tianjin Agricultural University, Tianjin 300384, China; 2. Hetian
Polytechnic, Hetian 848000, Xinjiang, China)
Abstract: This study aims to determine the effects of microbial nitrosation inhibitor (MNI) and antioxidants
prepared from the bacterial fragments of commercial compound bacteria PRO-MIXS5 (Staphylococcus xylosus+
Lactobacillus sake+Lactobacillus plantarum) on the quality and safety of bacons. In this study, MNI and three
antioxidants (tea polyphenols, rosemary and vitamin E ) were added to bacon in different proportions. A new type
of bacon was prepared by pretreatment, pickling, and compression molding. The content of pH, nitrite residue,
thiobarbituric acid reactive substances (TBARS) value, biogenic amine, N—nitrosamine, and other indexes were
determined. Combined with sensory evaluation, this study explored the effects of MNI and antioxidants on the
quality and safety of the new bacon. Based on the results of physical and chemical indexes and sensory
evaluation, the effects of improving the quality and safety of the new bacon were MNI >tea polyphenols >
rosemary>vitamin E. Compared with the blank control (CK) group, TBARS value, nitrite residue, and N-nitr—
osodimethylamine(NDMA ) in the MNI group decreased by 37.5%, 8.1%, and 41.8%, respectively.
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mary, RM)Z1 44 K E(vitamin E, V)4 o FEFRIEES N
oA 20 mL/100 g (A, Herp CKZE il st off A 2 i
JHE W, JE 4 4 591 43 3 S T 0.05% MINTL0.25% TP .
0.06% RM .0.06% Vo 533145 HR 1.3.1 FrfR i 5 s
T 5 BRI 5 ARG pH A JBCE RS
VAR Eh AR B e A A B EL 2 . S ) (thiobarbituric
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Tl e B B S48 AT, LATEAY 4 Bl ST G Ak 40 ) 700 %o B AR
JE R FE
1.3.4  f8bslE
1.34.1 JEWE
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Table 1 The new bacon sensory evaluation criteria
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Ak SR AR 7~10
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FRISIRSRE R 2% | T ERAN T 1~3

HA TCIHE BRSPS R 7~10
W& AOETRBI AR BIERDE 46

ALEZ SRR EORLRS | B2 1~3

He Ry S WL B2 5 He 37 BE A 7~10
sz L ELVE L2452 1 — 4~6
ML MEL IR S 42 AR 1~3

1.3.42 pH {HMIE

HiFE GB 5009.237—2016 £2 i 224> FE GEARE £ 5
pH B A0 Y 8 7 A Tl o
1.3.4.3 TBARS {H 19l

2% Faustman S5 75 T AE
1.3.4.4  EASERER & B I 2

4 GB 5009.33—2016¢ £ i 224 [ ZE bR £ i
HR I PR R 5 A R AR 2 ) HR B A I A
1.3.4.5 AWl w e

4 GB 5009.208—2016( £ % 4 [ Z hnif &
st P AE B D S Y e ) IR A TN E
1.3.4.6  N=JAi i 25 il e

4 GB 5009.26—2016¢ £ i 22 4 [ ZE bR £ i
NI B A A5 A 2 ) i B B T A o
1.3.5 Hdabr

I AL 3 Uk, {8 SPSS %/ E sh /bt 57
M BbnifE 2% , R ] Statistix 8.1 #4FH# Tukey HSD
T o B 24 08 8 4T 4 25 M 4 i (P<0.05), R A
SigmaPlot 10.0 X4 &

2 ER545H
2.1 MNI S5HUEAEAT T E R E 5 A 520

2 S MNI 5318 AT 55 AR B PE43 19 52 i)
gljil:%o

2 MNI SHEAFIXEREE mRIAZNE
Table 2  Effects of MNI and antioxidants on the sensory quality

of bacon
411 RUS LS HAURE BRI
CK 7.51+0.18°  7.32+0.29"  8.51+0.34" 7.51+0.12°
MNI  8.18+£0.19" 8.56+0.21"  8.42+0.23" 8.42+0.22*
TP 8.42+0.15*  8.71+0.45*  8.40+0.27° 8.81+0.44°
RM 8.62+0.12*  8.37+0.12*  8.54+0.27° 8.330.12"
Vi 8.42+0.12*  8.41+0.12*  8.30+0.23" 8.40+0.12"

T [RFAN )N B3R 22 53 135 (P<0.05 )

FE% 2 AL 5 A ZUIREZE A B (P>0.05),
T MINT A4 28 048 A 261 & S R, 5350 MINT 1) A
FT TP.RM . VE 4 (P<0.05), 5 CK ZHAH ., MNI 4
FSRSE R T 8.9%, WA= T 16.9% , kT 2%
FEBERT T 12.1%; TP HARSE S T 12.1%, RS S 1
19.0% , AR BEZ FEHR 1 T 17.3%;; RM 4R E T
14.8% ,BEREE RS T 14.3%  SER T 3232 FE4R 25 1710.9% 5
Vi AL 12.1%, RIS T 14.9% , 34K nT $:32
FE 11.9%. A ILRTAT, MNT 5408402 T 3 s B AR Y
JECE AT, o TP AU el BRI E PN 45 R
5 TP Z>RM 2>V, 41>MNI 41>CK 4.,
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MNI S5HT4AARI AR pH BRI AN 1R,
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75t
7.0t
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pH fi

6.0F

55}

5.0

RIFVING 877 2 5 35 (P<0.05)
1 MNI SHEAFITER pH EHS
Fig.1 Effects of MNI and natural antioxidants on pH bacon
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ZHAREE(P>0.05), {H TP 240 .RM 20 .V, 2H ke
pH {H 5 T+ (P<0.05), H TP .RM .V, =4 [a] 2 5
ANH G o 3K AT RESE R A 2 0 3 AT 60%~80% JLASZ K
AW, IFFHILERBM AW AW R, &S 805
M) pH (B TS, AFST PR, ok 1% A e SE fb Y R A
TR A &G o BT 208 A Sy B 3 P Ak
N A I — R BN A AE BN, TERR AR H 3, PR K
PAH A A A R B R A AR, I RM 2T
RETEIE bR B B SR IR E 08D T R 28 ot , AT 3
pH E 7.
2.3 MNI S5HELFIFHEH TBARS (419540

TR et ELAT A ) T R S B R W SR L R T
TR S T PR SRR DT, T LARS 58 AR BT
e IR IR IR, AT $E v U o 3 B AR A 2T PR o
i P A TR A L, T EA S S AR ] A0, Sun 20
ZAFGEAE K IIE A BEBL H NDEA R W IE 25
EAEN D ALK s uy X SN [ f e o = A =
[ 22 2F NDEA 19 58 T8 B H 3222 5 5 5 & AL 4
A IEAH G . TBARS {2 1 I JIg i 76 el Ah 40k Bef
R VR G SN T T R ) e, R & LA o R
B A A AR 1) PR i SSRGS T 8 B , 7T LA AS 34 b A )
P AR FREE O MNT 59T RI X 35 TBARS (B
M 2 fis

mE 2 A, 5 CK 44A1EL, TP 41 .RM 41V,
ZH MNI 41 () TBARS {H. 73 %I FEAK T 40.0% .35.1% .
32.5%.37.5% , 3-8 F KT CK 41 (P<0.05), FMHIEEM
P AL B MNT 34T 5 22 IR AU R AR (%) TBARS
8, AR AR AR A AL 540, TP 2 B LT
CK #1 .RM 2 .V, 4 (P<0.05),3f 5 MNI 4 2= A 3%

051

04r

03F

02

TBARS {H/(mg/kg)

0.1r

0

RRVINE FHRER IR 225+ 1.3 (P<0.05)

B2 MNI S5HELFIxER TBARS ERIZME
Fig.2 Effects of MNI and natural antioxidants on the TBARS

value of recombinant bacon

(P>0.05), fAF5E on , R i T oA i FEEm
ARG, AT LA S T AR I B R A VR 1T
HEXYTR VSR S T LR 2 Bk
TRV B T 1 25 3 B e R SURK il Ak B Bk
[N BELS A, A EAk A i 3845 6 I, ik B4
AN ARG T B SR A R B X H A1, Ak,
PNV IR I PNINSEAES el
I B S () DR A R B A 4 | Sk A RIS I N 20 B 1
R AR R D i A RN R, R, 2R 2
TBARS {HEAK . EFILEFFE % BL, MNT 0] A5 85040 il
JEEWSCRRT Y AR B, ITAE — e R B IR B AR AR 7 4
ko BT AR 5 SR T LUK 2R 21 5 MNT 515
AT -
2.4 MNI 5H0EAFD R AR A5 R ER 5% B2 5 1) 5 0
TV 2 A Shy £ i 977 700 Rt b A ) A I
JInAESELEE P S A e (B SR A 5
PHAE, MR L AT R R o GB 2760—2014
(B 24 FE AR E S AS INFRE FHRRUE) B
A 6 il LS PR R 5% B AN AT LU I 30 mg/kg, AfA
A AR ER AR S P EESE T, MNT 5404
AT B AR A R £ 5% BA s s AN & 3 B
301
25F
20
151

101

WAl R ER A% P e/ (mg/kg )

5F

0

CK MNI TP RM Vg
ANRING FRER R 25 5 W3 (P<0.05)
E 3 MNI SHEXFIIERTHESL%EENEMm

Fig.3 Effects of MNI and natural antioxidants on nitrite of

bacon
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HITEL 3 AR, 5 CK 4AHLL, Ve ZHAT MNIT ZH /931
TR Eh ok B 1 1 35 AR (P<0.05 ), o Vi AR T
7.8% , MNIL AR T 8.1% , HFHH 2253/ A ER E R
T OBEESEB ALY, th T IHREE [ i (7 S0 1R
AR ER A A it , (T 1 SR A e it , B
T PR S, 980 B R AR AT 2 4 L BE W
TRAL A R A R A SR e SRR B . PRI,
e E T LA OB 1 E N-ME A A o0, 5 CK
AUAHEE, RIETATH BRI ASARER 5% P B FIRATRCR , Al
RE A SR T S0 10 0 26 7 R 88 O R 38 80775 5 i
FRER R, T IR0 25 R 32 35 e . 2255 45
S AR L1 AN 0 — 2 e R 1) A 0 STV g A1 410 6 551
A LR AR 7 i, AR SR e e . iy
P13 AT, Vi ZHAT MNT ZH 19 AR R 3 &5 i 1 35 R A1
PR 22T LI EPRIE A= 3R E 5 MNLE T A2 e il .
2.5  MNI 530 A= P 5 0 1) 52

MNI 5 4 48 A R0 55 AR v A Wy e 5 6 1) 52 Wi o
# 34 PUR.

#3 MNISHEAFIXNEIEREVERS 2NN

Table 3  Effect of MNI and antioxidant on biogenic amine

content of bacon

mg/kg

) Y% g I3 Hihi
CK 82.09£0.19" 17.90+0.20*  3.41+0.04"  127.93+0.35"
MNI  50.01£0.13 15.29+0.40" 4.43x0.12*  120.07+0.96°
TP 51.7120.10™ 14.29+0.28°  3.06+£0.05'  122.69+0.56"
RM  51.26£0.14* 14.73x0.11™ 3.23+0.08*'  123.79+0.25"
Vi 52.78+0.23" 15.27+0.14" 3.25£0.04™  127.82+0.57"

L AR NG PR 22573 B35 (P<0.05)
2501

200
150

100

i R/ (mg/kg )

50F

0
CK MNI TP RM Vi

RNRVNG R R 2 57 3 (P<0.05)
E 4 MNISHEdFEMESERNZM
Fig4 Effects of MNI and antioxidants on total biogenic amines
H15 3 n] 0, a0 A I 21 4 A= Wy g (2R e -
JHie R Fe B A I ) o MINT LA i 75 ek fb (G At A%
Z(P<0.05) , 3% & HUE i B IR HABZH Y St v
MNT ZH 3 1 fi ot 9 2H W RS e 76 5 A b &5 1 AR
43514 50.01 mg/kg 1 120.07 ma/kg. 73 4h , MNI £ HrilE.
I 1 (4.43 mg/kg) 35 5 T HABZE (P<0.05) , 3 ]

FIE A R A SIS Rl 2 5 TRl B IR BT R 2
—, R 5 i — AN A7 At & T 591 Wk S ™,

e e TV Pl A7 AE T 60 v, 32 % o o e
AT o 7 e 2 I R A JI PR I BB T kAT
J AR BT A SR TR B — B Ak SR =4, e L
JH F AR IE ) 1 1T RE -5 1E 8 A AT TR B 7 ) 8 i
ZIBAFAE— B 1R B PR RSN, S AMB A 9T R
B W A W e e e i o R B R T AR T AR
Je AT T A i A W R SR A A SIS S R e 1 22
AP AR ST, BT DA AR5 v] BE A2 i MINT A& 2%
2 WA BRI, 0T AT R S A AR
53 MNI 20 TP 41197 e & 1 i 21K T CK 4H.(P<0.05) .
AH AT B, 76 A W e v A e Xk A2 B IRt B 1 s
TR, A & ik v o] 5 R T 1 LR WA, 53
P A AN, 5 CK AR e, AR rh A A il 7R 38 e 25
IR T 2R 7 5 (P<0.05) o Saldane 55T I, &
AP BT 1000 mg/kg B, 206 AR AR 4%
Fa 3 B R S 5 o SR T I A e -3 &
A T RUE K , AN SR I AR R St e .

F ] 4 A1, MINT 20 79 A6 0 e o o 250K T oA
4 40 (P<0.05). 5 CK Z1AHI , MNI 21 . TP 41 .RM 41 .V,
21 A e e g A i R AR T 18.0% . 17.1% .16.6%
13.9%, 25 I, MNT 4l A= W e ) s8R e A
2.6 MNI SHUEALFIXTEAR Fh N3 Al A0 52 i

FRPE SR T PR b R B i g i Rk 5
H TR S W A i — A & A D i ORIt 59, 9%
PR N-VEARIE . N-MVfif e HAT B0t R FRAK 1 i
PRI R 22 4 DS AR GB 2762—2017¢ & 2 4 [
FhrifE B 5 iE YRR ) nl 25150, T PR o &
o NDMA & W 7E 3 pe/kg LA o MNI SHuE4L 7%
KA N- RSB ma an 2 4. 181 5 FIR .

%4  MNISHEWFTHERHA N-TERS R 20
Table 4 Effects of compound antioxidants on the formation of

N-nitrosamines in bacon
mg/kg

#1%] NDMA NDEA NDPA NDBA NPIP NPYP NMOR
CK 237+ 197+ 266+ 3.07+ 398+ 3.85+ 225+
0.28" 0.08 033 027° 0.16* 0.08 0.12"
MNI 138+ 148+ 148+ 359+ 320+ 321+ 139+
0.24°  0.07° 023 0.15" 023" 0.13* 0.08
TP 172+ 1.68+ 1.60+ 3.04+ 346z 332+ 291+
024 0.10*  0.19°  0.09° 0.09" 0.02* 0.14°
RM 1.92+ 1.60+ 181+ 3.76x 3.53+x 299+ 1.48+
0.09* 0.08* 0.10® 0.11" 0.14* 0.04° 0.01"
Vi, 2.4 175+ 219+ 3.08+ 337+ 350+ 1.68%
0.16*  0.13* 0.14" 020° 0.18* 0.17* 0.07°

VE « VBRIV 7 B R 2 5 1 (P<0.05) .

FHE% 4 AT, W UL 9 F N-EAE e th NDpheA 5
NMEA RBAIME] NDMA 76 & P AA7eie %, BA 3
JHF B R AR A TG . MINT 2H N-YF il i 2 i e
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N- Al e it/ (mg/kg )

%
.

MNI TP RM
RIFVINE T35 2 5 14 (P<0.05) .
5 MNI SHEWHIRT N-T0RB: A B 80
Fig.5 Effect of MNI and antioxidants on total N-nitrosamines
%, 5 CK AAH IR T 21.9%, P MNT A L) I 2 0k
B N-E RS &R RM 20 NPYP ST H:
A4, 5 CK 4UAH ELREAIR T 22.3% . MNI 41 NDMA |
NDEA .NDPA \NPIP NMOR % & 5 HoAb 4% 2 AH Fb 44 B
fi%, 5 CK 410 H A3 I FEAIR T 41.8% .24.9% 44.4% .
19.6% .38.2%. HE 5 Al%1, 5 CK A, HAqvss 4l
N fil e e i 28 (g IR T CK 41(P<0.05), MNI 41 N-
VAR S B EK T TP 41 .RM 4V, 4 (P<0.05).,

\

&g

MNI 5252 W ks 4k R E Y REHR T
R T, OF B CK ZHAH e, MINT 450 Al R £k
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