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LT T 28 SR (35 - TR AT/ RAT B R B3
FRBXH BRI B S AT il A S
IR [ 2L 1K

FRE B BER 2, DR, S B
(1. el b R T 0 5 6 1T 5 0 R T R, P TR 8 T A e
PR T 51063152, AR AR E B AL A I THRSCHE TR T 5106105 3. PIRE A
TR R 7T 4 5 B BRSO, PI HIBE 850000)

—

i E. BT E-A A G- w9 AT/ K AT B 18] B (headspace-gas chromatography-quadrupole-time of flight-mass spec-
trometry , HS-GC-QTOF/MS ) H K 3 HE 3 AF L MMy JR 34T AT 52, IF 45 A A Ak & BAA (velative odor activity values,
ROAV) i # S ALK K B Rkt Ji o 25 RN AL 3 P A th 38 51 ok 4 T 44 A (IR BL B X T 80%) , 2 & 8%
R 6 F I KM 6 Fr BEED R A A B R R AR BREM R 3 A EAR M R 2 AP IR EMIR T A B 4 FF
HAudh i 8 A, AP RATE RBE(EA FHER) CRBREF)EERSG,AAATILTE AR LKA T RH
ZOEM R . ROAV>1 89 R A THUEE P FLEE,0.1<ROAV<] 89 M R A | Bk, CRUEE W RLE: A KA Kk M i, A B
XA SRR B AR AE A 3 SO KRR L+ 5, ok BT

KR ALK TR - A A8 & 3% -va AAT/ AT B R U3 5 R A M R 4 AR AT AR E AR R AR R

Identification of Flavor Compounds in Chaoshan Olive Vegetable by Headspace-Gas Chromatography-
Quadrupole/Time-of-Flight Mass Spectrometry and Relative Odor Activity Value
WANG Jianxia'2, LIU Huifan', XU Yujuan'-2*, MA Lukai'*", XIAO Gengsheng'-?

(1. Key Laboratory of Green Processing and Intelligent Manufacturing of Lingnan Specialty Food of Ministry
and Rural Affairs, College of Food Science and Technology, Zhongkai University of Agriculture and
Engineering, Guangzhou 510631, Guangdong, China; 2. Sericultural & Agri-Food Research Institute,,
Guangdong Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Guangzhou 510610, Guangdong, China; 3. Institute of
Agricultural Product Development and Food Science, Tibet Academy of Agricultural and Animal Husbandry
Sciences, Lhasa 850000, Tibet, China)

Abstract: The flavor compounds of Chaoshan olive vegetable were analyzed by headspace-gas chromatography-
quadrupole/time - of - flight mass spectrometry (HS-GC-QTOF/MS) , along with the determination of relative
odor activity values (ROAV). A total of 44 volatile flavor compounds (with matching factors>80%) were de-
tected in olive vegetables, including 6 alcohols, 6 alkanes, 4 aldehydes, 4 esters, 3 acids, 2 ketones, 7 het-
erocyclic substances, 4 sulfides and 8 other substances. Cyclopropyl methyl carbinol, propanal (fishy
smell, grassy flavor) , and acetic acid (sour aroma) had high content, being the main volatile components.
Ethyl mercaptan and methyl mercaptan with ROAV>1 were identified as key flavor substances, and propanal
with 0.1<ROAV<I contributed to the modification of the overall olive vegetable flavor. Fresh olive vegetable

with rich flavor compounds showcased exceptional taste quality.
Key words: olive vegetable; headspace-gas chromatography-quadrupole/time-of-flight mass spectrometry (HS-
GC-QTOF/MS) ; volatile components ; relative odor activity value (ROAV ) ; key flavor substance
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W S (olive vegetable ) J2 DA S F1 7 5 by Jit
B, R 5 BT e R e DR AN R 1 R 2
BRI AR R NARLTES i BRSSO R
WA T YL it DX AR AR SR 7 it =2 — , DR AR R XU T
I RHEE . IR SBIT 10297—1999(H MK 532),
MO S T8 T T =2, 8 I i SR 9 R U M 5T P
] R S YA AR R . 2007 AR S5 ERANAT T SB/T
10439—2007¢ ¥ =) , S ME R 2 T R ARE.
I ) 5 A AR 80 AR B AT 25 AN -
H T, s HE e A 2 i i . HATRBEoY £
RHPTENISE IRSE V38 KK SRS ISR A XU T
Xiao &F213% FH A F B FH AL (gas chromatography - mass
spectrometry , GC-MS) XJ VLG ESE U765 AR LR =
R AMEAL G HEATIR ST 15 3 U RS ) 322 KR 1k
B Sy S W TR AR T, VLV S v Y R R M
AR W ALY 2, 4-  F SEERR 4-2,3E-5-
FHL e e fT 3- 13- 1, 2-mEme  fE AR LR R, TR &
fiE . 2-H 3L 8 R R N i Ak — H R R R 1R
AW Zhang ZEBER F GC-MS %3532 b 4% & M9
TG, S SRR N LR L TR O TR 3- T
KWy ORI 3-(2,6,6- = HIEE-1- R U - 1-08) IARIE
B SRAEG MIA R BE M EERIRE A 5 Luo A5 1R
FH GC-MS X /NS KA G Wit AT 500, K
/N 3 T ARG B e e T R OO T TR A P
SRR B AFIR ) GC-MS XA [7] i 2 i ] DR Sk S g XU
Yy AT 5T, O 45 G AR SR I B2 {H (relative odor
activity values, ROAV )V XS 2 XUBRY) Bk AT 48 7€ L 45
R W RS S AE AR JHE 1 1 XU ) ot 2 B S
B IR FIESS, Horp 120053 BE R OB 2- K 52
SR A EURR TR e e RN G R R ) AU
Y. Yun ZESER ] GC-MS X Ui 75 PR i ol 6 5% Fn
FERMSRAE R VAL G YA TR I, K I SR MG . —
PR e A Pk g P 3oty T R Dy A P 52 ) AR R RIS
WRARIE A 2 G, — A=Ak, A
RIS R TTIR . DL SR 3R WL 4
SR R BT A B A2 2% , HLAZ I T 20500, %
S WU BT AT A R PR TR T . R AR =3 XU 1Y)
WFFEHRE D | T b DX 60,35 SO 52 1) IXUBR ) Jo
ZH L, LA S CH O 8 XUBR ) o i) k= 2R BT 9 o

ST - DU AT/ AT ] BT 3% (gas chromatogra-
phy - quadrupole - time of flight - mass spectrometry, GC-
QTOF/MS) 4y #EA4m , REMELS , IF HLABLE AT R
AE % 76 0 AL 75 W 1) A KL, LU Sl 0 B OEK B3 45
RTERR R, AT LUE A W 00 R A AT
SERUEE o AT IE A TS - SO 3 - DU AR R AT
W] B 45 5 ROVA 1 KOBCE VA, Rl OS5 £
DR ) Joe 2 BSHEA T 7 1 23 BT, 5 68 JHE S B XU 49 Jo
Ayt , LASU A S BG5S ) it i 0 BT S AR — 2 g B
WHEA

1 #MRl5HE%
1.1 MRS

BIORESE T R R AT PR

AEACEA (A2l - KR 85 B 230 A PR
N ERR TEK CBECER HTal) T AR IR R
FAT RN T LB COrHral) Ak (A3 Hr 4k, 75 30~
60 °C) LM (i) . KETT & TR AL T A FRAEA
Al AR | LR EE B AR A RS R R | R A
(B R 53 Hr4l) R Rk 2l
1.2 USRS

7697-7890B-7200 Tii %5 - AH €2, 33% - VU A AT/ € AT S
[F] T A . DB-624 {4354 (30 mx250 pm, 1.4 wm) : 3
[ Agilent 23 7 ; BSA423S-CW H, 7K (i 1 mg) :
75 1] 2% 22 F W 2 W) s HWS-24 HL HAVIE I8 K 8 5% L BPG-
9156A BT HRAE : Bl —fE B2 AT BR A F] ; DL-
400B Y HEME S P VR A - LI 2 AR AR BRZA H] 5 DF-
1018 #E S £14m - 1 1 R P P AR A BR A # 5
JB-1042 Ik 3 B0 Bl - B SR 2 2 A IR 7 5
CBM-20A {38 AH (AN H A HY A W .
1.3 Hik
1.3.1  FESHALRE

W ] — LR MG S TR 2T, - 80 “CAk i, TR
1.3.2  HbFEFRIE

2% GB 5009.3—2016 & i % 4= [F Fbr i £ dh
K3 R 52 ) 5F — 3R A2 RE S K 4 & 5 2% GB
5009.6—2016 1 i % 4= [ AR £ T i 107 0 I e )
55 R I E R AL I R I i 5 S R GB 5009.8—2016
(BME e ERbRE &5 R0 AR R 223
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W L B 0 ) B — v I E A B ) i S R
GB 5009.42—2016{ & it & 4 E FAn e & £ 3845 nd il
FE VSR — R e B R A
1.3.3  EMH
1.3.3.1  FEAhATALH

K B PR IBOHOE SERE 5.0 ¢, B T 20 mL T 25 )
oS B TR MRE TS SRR A CRE SR
PnPGE B 120 °C, 8 i PR E 130 °C, % i 4l
140 °C, Pt 18] 30 min) FEA7 5047 .
1.3.3.2  GC-QTOF/MS 414

GC %51 : DB-624 A3 FE (30 mx250 wm, 1.4 pm);
A HA T B IRE 280 °C, HEREE 1 wL, FERE D
260 °C, /M BERE, M HE 20 1, i # 1.2 mL/min; (5%
FE A 46 1R 40 C L AR HF 3 min, L 5 “C/min T 3
120 °C, 4R J5 LA 15 “C/min FHEF] 260 CL-FF 5 min.

QTOF/MS 454 : 434 772X R Scan B, L [H
m/z 35~800, KA Z 500 ms; L2 7 X Wl T BT 5
T (electron ionization, EI), HL THEH 70 eV ; B T
IR 230 °C.
1.3.4 EEOHr

¥ H DB-624 f4,3i% 4 (30 mx250 pm, 1.4 pm) ,

if NIST 14 £di ATk & R RIS 5], DAL 531
BUMKRARE , R AR — ek it T i
1.3.5  SCHERURY T PF-

Z: B8 Zhu FEE 7 R PE ROAV {E R0 2 S i
P VR ) IR RS 2 XU B9 52 00, B ot XU 53 R R
BRI ROAV 2 100, FE St b H At XU 4 5 1
ROAV(W)nlidad oA

c, T.
W~ c X g 100

T2 €y Coa 5390 R AN R 2 1 153 (R R X 5 i
FRIVRE i XU BT kR B e A A 2 2 Tk 0 SR ARG 55 0, %% 5
T~ T 53 500 R R Bt XU BT R AR B2 e R A i M) o
TR (R RN A48 2R 0 I B, me/kg o

SR RIXRY 0<SROAV<100, 0.1<ROAV<I,
Ul P GTE it ) KUK R A iR s ROA V=1 B, 150 B 3 e
YA i 1 S XUBR ) I, ROAV K, U138 FH i 4%
J ) O it AU DTk A
1.3.6 BEIFM

Pt 10 2 i Lol A Gt (B 2o 4528 ) 4 s B T
Br/NGL, 3 NG RR OBE E FTT b 4 A4S T TG
MWEREHEATIEA (10 53] o BEETEMPREDNSR 1 iR .

®1 BEITMRE

Table 1 Sensory evaluation criteria

LD fi(8~10 43) K (5~<8 43) 1(2~<5 43) 2 (0~<24%)
AR FURRZR %S R il TR, R B R R SL  FERT 22, I B AT SRR AR 22, JOME e KUk | il iR sl aod ke
g An]

S THAAAR , ALK, AL BRIRAGIM TR , TR R R

A A Wi
jares e N B G i
sl JR M) A, T2 IR FRHEE ) 2], JoAils

TUALY R, AT
B SRS
e AR A HEA 5t 9L

FHEERYS) AT R I5) A S s
G 4

ToFR IR, A E R A Sk

14 FdEabr

R R 3 W, 45 RN B e hn i 2, >R H Ex-
cel 2010 43 ¥ i 56 B4 - Y (B bR v 22 , 42 A Origin
2019 1R,

2 GBRESH
2.1 MR R AR A R

WSS rh B LA 9 R A2 2l ad x HOR 4 (R
BT Bl 23 A, 25 L R B 100 g BIORE S K A3
(2.33+0.05) g. 1255 (3.10+0.08)% 51 (45.40+0.29) g
B5 5 (0.17+0.02) g MR SB/T 10297—1999¢ ¥ Jifg =
49 53 288 ) P RASOAYS =5 a8 o it 2 288, A SR ot v g7k
YR R & R IAF S SBIT 10439—2007CHME3E ) HL &
PYIRAETE bR . WE O 09 B s B0 AT e R DR B AS B
A B BES> 2k i T BT H o AORE S b Y B D AR
R, A A O SCHRAGE £ FARE 3 & A 2 Rl v ot

X B il A XIS 118 552 M R AR A 9ol i 2 MO SR 11 2 2 XL
Mz 81,
2.2 MO SRR A o 4

MRS S PR R R ) 8 A0, B I 2 & 1 B k. X
RS 5 R M ST AL B A T 93 , 5 SR N8 2 T
E— AT AL AT g SR A& 1 R

R 2 ATHT, MO S A S DE RS KT 80% (1945
RAERARP BT 44 Tl BRI 6 B BeZit 6 Fi
B 4 F BRI 4 B TR 3 B R 5
2 Ffr IR 7 R GiAk ) 4 B, LA 8 R

TS S AR 22 5 R P BT, B2 ) i (28.06% )
SR, RS 25 (23.34% ) AR 25 (15.24%) W)
o FEBEZE Y T v BR N 5 3 I (26.93% ) 7 1 A
L EEE Y T R, TT S (23.07% ) W & i i, TR R 26
Y R (14.99% ) 19 &t e o FH LG AT RO =5
H 2 T 5 R M W TR 43 Sk A DR B R T



2024 44 A

) S,
w5 ﬁ&ﬁﬁ?‘i-ﬁﬁ& EASEETH 161
F2 HEXELERSERKREE
Table 2 Composition and content of volatile components of olive vegetable
R LS &4k CAS 5 AHXS 55 15/ % R
[i7ES HH iR 64-18-6 0.0420.01 JAEE SR
LR 64-19-7 14.99+0.12 Ji 7101
A 79-09-4 0.2120.03 F BRI
JEsa 15.24
fiss (8)-1,2-4 i 4254-15-3 0.04+0.00
P 74-93-1 0.59+0.04 2o
Z 75-08-1 0.31+0.01 e N i R
= AR 1066-40-6 0.10+0.00
TR e P Y e 765-42-4 26.93+0.19
5T -3- T 475 - 1 -8 10340-23-5 0.09+0.01
Bt 28.06
PSS S B 74-87-3 1.00+0.06
TRH b 74-83-9 0.01+0.00
S b 78-78-4 0.90+0.08
NP RS 107-46-0 0.06+0.01
2,4-HILEERE 2213-23-2 0.09+0.01
PO A 540-97-6 0.08+0.01
Bt 2.14
2N (] e kil 10160-87-9 0.14+0.02
I 123-38-6 23.07+0.13 MR T R
3-M IR H 498-60-2 0.11+0.00
5-FH Lk g 620-02-0 0.02+0.00 FEpEIRI0.15]
Bt 23.34
B LR E 79-20-9 0.03+0.01
IE TR £ R R 17046-22-9 0.01x0.00
IR T T 590-01-2 0.04+0.00
TR TR 109-21-7 0.08+0.01
Bt 0.16
il 2% L 67-64-1 0.41+0.05 SEHRHETTRUE
1T I -3-Fifd 1629-58-9 0.07+0.00 A
it 0.48
ZRIN 2-2FL g 3208-16-0 0.26+0.05
2-TE N LI 4229-91-8 0.01+0.00
2-1F 3 K IR 3777-69-3 0.37+0.04 B BR LR
1-F S nigmg 930-36-9 0.04+0.00
4-(FRHEL) kg 822-55-9 0.24+0.02
3- LB FEN 1072-82-8 0.170.01
2- F i g% 109-08-0 0.30+0.03 I ST A] AL
Mt 1.39
kiR Ak 463-58-1 0.08+0.00
bk 75-15-0 0.07+0.01
R EASE 1072-43-1 0.16+0.01
TR =RR 3658-80-8 0.04+0.00 B3 AR
it 0.35
HAh 3-CHE-2- B 1- P 19780-60-0 0.03+0.00
BR[2.4198-4,6- 765-46-8 4.06+0.16
alivis 123-62-6 1.42+0.09
(KA 2) 1000307-59-8 0.05+0.00
2(KAw44) 74630-59-4 0.36+0.03
3(CKRATS) 55153-12-3 0.61+0.02
3,4-C B —40) 7145-99-5 0.01+0.00
4(KAS) 28564-83-2 0.25+0.03
Bt 6.79

TE ALY 1.2.3 .4 FoRTh AR
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i 016 B 2.14% S8 KR 0 (L, S 3 4 PR 1
wifEd 0.35% i ROAV L35 3.
Hft 6.79%
B2 28.06% R 3 BSHEREY AR SIRE EE
B2 15.24% Table 3 Relative odor activity value (ROAYV) of volatile

570.48%

AR 1.
25 23.34%

B 1 #SER YR E = %R E (LA EF>80%)
Fig.1 Three-dimensional fan chart of volatile substances of olive

vegetable (matching factor=80%)

(PR HFHFR) LR (R

MR B BT rh SR R S R 2,
i HE 26.93% . 2R il TR P ke 2 — R 51
Wop AR R IR, IR S T M I 28 0 A B g
AR R A BRI BE L PR MO S e R I B b S
RETRA ), JEAHDCHRIE , I+ 378 A e id 7 v B ) Jot
AY3E IR T S5 3A 9 09k A AR A G 8 AT BEJ& Y
R AL AE AL R A W AR 7 3 e ol v = A TR A
5 s,

ST R I, MO S TR I 2R W o A 5 g D7 LAk
A A AIE IS A AL 7 A R BRI g 2 Y
FEORE, H A2 O RN, MR v e
& AR ZE L i D7 AUk A 2 PSS T, 481 G I R R
2ot AR BN I, S IR R AN T R DS Ak R
SRAEIN T R v 40 A A e, S oA ARSI &
P ok 7 T s 25 2F SR SIS S5 A R I B )

S RIS T IR & AR, o L 14.99%
S SO SN Tk AR B i AR O S A B IR
LE/EY T LA 5%, Ivanova-Petropulos ZER20F 57 %P1,
SERFIM ZEACRFIN 2 RR R TR T SR KR 2
MR, SASCER—3,

AIARAL B Wt it — KBNS, R
Tl B A D IR BT, AL G I R SR R 2R ) o
XY B SRR R B SRR AR R N AT O, bk
R R A A a-E 3RS G &
RS A s e A e S = o = R AT i 2
ARV FE T S A I R AR R Wk g 2 ) o 42 3 g o
LA R AL B W RS AN ISR I N T R, i, 2-
NG Wk Tl A T SRR T AZ Bk S AR I RN S
HFIH 25 Z2PORE 0 v PRSI 221 32 IO L T PR
Ty 9-FR AL [ H A 5 AR RO AR T AR A L S
3 3 ot SR P S el A S S O £ o S
B A R
2.3 RHEEXRPI A ROAV 2347

30 3 2 ) Ak B 0 A A B Y G )21 1) S

substances in olive vegetable

AR I/

LA BN /% (k) ROAV 18 SUS
iz 0.04+0.01 500¢ <0.1 B
W 14.99+0.12  1.05° <0.1 R
3] 0.21+0.03 0.72 <0.1 SEBRTR IR

R e 0.59+0.04  0.000 34 4.48 R
LB 0.31+0.01  0.000 008" 100 R M
I 23.07+0.13 0.2 029 Rk FFELE
5-FPJEUEIETE  0.02+0.00 6 <0.1 ST
LR R 0.03+0.01 5500 <0.1
AT 0.41+0.05 500 <0.1 SEHHTER

1-80-3-i - 0.07£0.00  0.003 2 <0.1 B

2-IEN ALK 0.01+0.00 0.2" <0.1

THEEZR 0.04+0.00  0.004 20 <0.1 B SRR

T a FoRIZM A il i A ERE BUAE s b 27 fEoK A sl At A 5t P g
0 5 PSS S et A, DSk RR AR it v 9 i B

2 3 A/, S EE(ROAV i 100) X H XUBE (Y
TUHRE K o ROAVE1 1Y SCHRIE R W 0l o0k B
Fis BB , 0.1<ROAV<1 A% K& W) 5 Ay 1E IS , X
TR e AU A A A 1 FH

B BN A R S rh B A AL 2 &
P S5 7 A B 5 38 3k 3R 2 AT AT MR S v A S A
T A T R A AR A I R Al 1 R
S By E AT AR BT A AR B GE () B
Pt | 2B BEAE 7K R A (A AT, R XU B kA K, PRt
Wit T MO SE AR iR XU o T A e i — P 3 = &
— RIS RN 23 A BCEAT B SRR F B . AT B
TR INE YR A R AR AU 4 o 3 s, L
FEEE CETR CBREFRRY B S MR FRE4
JE RIS 47 B DRI KR, S SCZE AR . 22
ISR R T T 7Hh S 5 UK AR AIE e % 90— H R =t
2 T TV S ) OGS XUBR W BT . MO S T B o
Z , DR P A 2 A o s s ) R A L HE ) B ) 1
B HEARR, PRI XS RORYS S5 1) IXUBR DT R AK

X RS St U RS A Ui VE FH B TR B B T IR A 4R Ak
FSERLAE f2 I 7= HE AN, 348 AT RE S OE S8 A s i i) K
SEYIT AR N T R A2 B0 IR, SR S A B 6
AR BRAC SR S-H R 7E 5 5 202 Bl AR TH DR
FiAE B S 0 A BS ST, OSSR BRI S A — e
UG L TR A S 1R R D7 R 7 3 B2 1 n-3 BU 5
PR ) A S AR A i A i — o T B P R
2.4 JREEN LR

BRI PN &5 R A 3 4 s
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Table 4 Sensory evaluation score of olive vegetable (1] FEffam, B P22, pui i . RORE 52 9 4 7= 0. w [ JE R &, 2003,
28(2): 32-33.

) A .

151% TS
A-B C D E F G H 1 ]

W 9 4 9 8 7 8 7 9 8 9 78:l5

Ak 8 8 7 9 8 8 7 9 8 8 80+06

“@F 10 8 9 8 9 9 8 8 9 9  87+06

i 9 9 8 8 8 8 8 9 8 9 8405

M 4 F Rl LU B AR A RORE e (7 1
N B S ARG, A A, BT O T AR
HH R BRI SRE r i i P R L IBC R ) i AR 1 45 45 (R
Ui S B X R A

SR AN TS I LA 2.

2 HHRBRETENEILE

Fig.2 Sensory evaluation radar map of olive vegetable

H P 2 ) FEMIORE S E PR BRI
YRR WK VU @ B IR N
%o AR 4 TLE I MBI TR A
AR 33X 3R BT 1 OO e 20 DLIR 2545 2130 28 5 1Y
AT RIS P (TR | SO SE A By o e B 7
SBHIET L AR 05 2 PR RN R T A 22 55

3 it

ABFFE R HS-GC-QTOF/MS it il il B 32 XU
P B AL TR ST, 456 ROAV 35 X B 5% 1 S ik
IR T HEAT 43 M7, R ARS8 v A s R 2 s |
Bi2s BESS BRISEEE K T R T 44 R (DUECEE KT
80% ) , Ho W 5t 6 Fh  Be KW T 6 Bl EE 2K R
4 B BRIP4 B FRISYI T 3 Fh TR 2 Bl 42
WY T B, BRAC) 4 Fp HABY BT 8 Fh . FEEL
PEA) 5 A R TR 2 P L i TR L 1R, LGB XURR 4
Ji (ROAV=0.1) 2k Z Bl H Bl (DN 1 . ASBIE 5% R ik
P8 32 B 2 ) T A A B 4 T BRI AR AR, A il
Sl ) e AR T — S A B S
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