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Abstract

Spiced geese were used as the experimental materials to research the effect of microwave sterili-
zation on meat quality. After vacuum packing, then microwave sterilization was under the condi-
tion of 670 W, 2450 MHz, 9 min, 94°C. The results of sensory evaluation, electronic nose, edible
quality and nutritional quality were used as the evaluation indexes to evaluate the effect of mi-
crowave sterilization on meat quality.
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1. 5|

HRRER ARG, Bl Dokt s AL S, R Ew AR A R K, TR T BLER SR
B B RO AR, AR, RSN “RE =T 2, RERLEER AT LA 9 g 148 8000~10000 H .
1B H AT 2R B pa R R AL 85 77 SN0 DR U™ WR A TARERAS B o, A5 s RS fE A KB i
FEFR 2R ADIS R LREOR . ISR B s RE RO PR PR, T3 A 3 R. RMELT, HREK
RRBEEAIAE, G SR E MR O IR fh 2.

D, E R B AR e DN IR T BT S RAE o R 2% T 5 9k SRR SR 5 T T KRB A AR,
ATHE A 55(2013) [1]LEH 1 ELIRR B PR I A A 1 3 Aok B 7 A0 pa itk 2 . tafe, By
D171 AERCRAFR . SRR Y], PUBCR BB AT s ®E IR R R e, 3R A () (i A2
WALRZE, 7R, REPCRIIR, ATRAEy R85 dh R TR)(8 d) sk i) — R AT Ros
R, ZER5E(2015, 2016, 2017)HF7T 1 AR R AL [2] A IRI 3]0 b 8 -3% BT 28CA (A 52 ) S BB %
TZAEIARAL[4], SRRY], RBERAEZ 94°C, IR E 9 min ALK AR e 4F, A5 3 A
Ja Vs S U 110 CRU/g, i HLA% 1 Sk 2 U B A 15 & A P e

TR A R AT SE RS ) — TR RUR W HOR, BBR B BAT I AR P R4 THE PR
RILTL BEREADN . AT D SRS 5] [6]. HRT, BRIBECR BHALE Il N 05 T LA 212 B 7T R
P o el 3% B Xt o 308 PR it J5 ) 82 T 175 D0 AR S 4 B T BRI, A6 LR AR S R T L 2 0 1
BEAT R, JEXTEL A G SIS A —BETT, 9 IE s R S ORI, e v s RS e I (B3R it B IR AR B
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2.1, WRHRER
LR B AR B

2.2 MIBEENR

YQ2G-03 B AWML, FRKE & mREERI R BAERAT; AN, RN HUA R
A PEN3 BUHF&2, f#[E AIRSENSE AF]; C-LM3 BB MREEE A, ZRAbdoll K2 TR SR
il o

2.3. MEAREEE

RG2S 45 (2015, 2016, 2017)fie A% B IR BE[2]«  IRF T [0k 1 308 3% 11 2% SR B0 S iy B Bl iple R 1 125 4%
B ARA AW T, T E O R TR 4 R IR 670 W S AR 2450 MHz. Z&BE I 89 9 min, 4%
RSN 94°C.,
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25.1. BEWFE
BB % B 5 1 s RS 5 R A T i RS I R B BELHEAT BB YA o 10 42 B PP B2O6) g RE AT KUK L 1]
B HLURSMEEEE, TEPEREDE 1.

25.2. BFRME

LT B A A SRR A A I R T 74k 8 R B X P A AR R AT AT . E T I N E)
RAPCEM T B 6], RS —MERCRER S . — D 10 DA A USRI &8 S 0L AR B
Bl — N RAC SR S A B A R =R A F . 78 AIRSENSE A 7] PEN3 ZY B 7 S PERERfA WL 3E 2,
PEREREA R BIUB A DRI R AL

B8 Rpfs, ik, FUARE, 4 RE RSN, &T 50 ml et
BURPREEGE 1, HEFE SN 5.0 £0.5 go FLFEATIIET ]y 60 s, 1 ] 2 85 1 1544 A A AR R AS
THUERT I 120's, T R] 2 DA A4 S i RSB AE T — 2l g i [m] B R R AS .

253 RAMRIERGEENE. BE)NE

1) A

B8 Hpafs, ~ViRm, PUARE, 750 R SR AWM LEAT S S B E, o AE
52 A GBIT 5538-2005.

2) WE(ETY) M)

B8 R, il mh, FIUARE, 7l B -5 AR B I B LA T B U0 B € . R C-LM3
RUHR VL P BRE DGEEAT I E o AXES M ETE A 3 MRS IR, ASEIR B E AR /MY IR (0~490 N), B V) E
5 mmis, FEANFEACPATIE 7 K.

25.4. BmRigfRCOkS . MR . AER)NE

B8 W patly, R, FAUARE, AR -5 AR I LCHE B2 S BT R W) i A7 78 % i it 1
PROKZ: FARENT . HEE)IE o Se i sq R 0T, W RT/K Sy, B GRTREIE Bk LR DT A
WA, SRJEHS G ) RO E TR S . SRS BRI EKYE GBIT 6435-2014, AR 7 AW
SENKYE GBIT 6433-2006, & 15 )Ml i€ fk #5 GBI/T 6432-1994.

2.6. HIRAIE

K EXCEL2007 SHRIGEIE AT A0 3, KA SPSS17.0 SHRIEIE AT T E0HT. &5 LENE +
PRUEZE R IR
3. ZHRENH

31 RETESR

M1 3 W LAE H, PSRBT G )R EPRE, TR KIA. HE. HLURESE R G TR ENE
Jt(P > 0.05), RHIMANA G TTTH A, TR E X s #E A2 KM . (BIRE 1P E ) 2/ T8 KA
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Table 1. Standard of sensory evaluation of Spiced Goose

* 1 HIBRETERE

TR ik I BT g
7-9 A T T T %*’i"ﬁ’ﬁﬁfgﬁ@’ ot
46 HEE, RO BT, B BB LRI SRRk, B e
1-3 KRB, RO RS, MEOTE A, R il TonE

Table 2. Performance description of electronic nose (PEN3, AIRSENSE, Germany)
= 2. 8[E AIRSENSE A F] PEN3 BB T2 4 gEiid

KB 5 RS REMY T TR AR E A
R1 wic FHES, R F2E, 10 mg/L
R2 W5S REER, MNEEMMEGPIR R NO, | mg/L
R3 W3cC FES R, 'K #, 19 mg/L
R4 W6S FEX AN R H,, 100 mg/L
R5 W5C T BB 75 A Ry Piki, 100 mg/L
R6 W1s Xof RS R A CH,» 100 mg/L
R7 Wiw SR R H.S, 1 mg/L
RS W2S TEESE . BEER R CO, 100 mg/L
R9 wW2w FERSY, WA R H.S, 1 mg/L
R10 W3S AR R CHs, 100 mg/L

Table 3. Sensory evaluation results before and after sterilization of Spiced Goose
3 WEFAENERBRETEER

V5T AL sl U mp7e AUURS %
R 5.90+1.85 6.90 + 1.45 6.30 +1.42 6.20 +1.03
RN F e 5.60 +0.80 6.70 £ 0.57 6.90 £0.74 6.80 + 1.14
RENER 7 I 7 I
AR 6.00+2.16 6.50 £ 1.90 6.20 £ 0.92 6.50 + 1.27
JREAL A 6.60 +0.82 6.00 + 1.49 6.40 £ 1.26 6.00 £1.15
BENER x T 7 7

3.2. BFRMELER

5 [E AIRSENSE A H] PEN3 A B &2 tH 5 35 L AR TR S0 i s, v DASE S =5 sl BF AME 4R
WER, Tz R 20 Mok, FREEESURI SR BT, o] OB A 5 — b & Pk
HIRA S

4 TRUEH, S S1 5B ARK). S3 (FEZAK). S4 (). Sb (i kikz )7 &), S10 (K
BEGEIEIR) e S AR 55, AR IKEE S2 (RAEMM). S6 (ki) S7 (Bifk¥n). S8 (BEk. WEMiZ). S9
(B HUBRACY) B BB AR XS B . IR TS SR ELESR B, S2 (REAM) A B i W 53 PR (P < 0.01),
S6 (FHEd%). S7 (Miftk¥n). S8 (B2, WEMHE). SO (B ML) S10 (KHEKEIEIR) R 5 i 3 PR (P <
0.05), f&IE&AE S1 (5 & ARRK). S3 (HEAIK). S4 (HR). S5 (kb7 &R) AW TG LB E % 7P >
0.05).
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Table 4. Electronic nose results before and after sterilization of Spiced Goose
=4 WERERIERBEFRNESR

(3230 R1 R2 R3 R4 R5 R6 R7 R8 R9 R10

JRBAT 1.91+0.07 6.34+£0.27 1.35+0.02 1.16+0.01 1.09+0.01 7.04+042 950+0.66 534+0.26 6.34+0.32 1.45+0.02
WA 1.86+0.09 554+046 1.32+0.03 1.15+0.02 1.08+0.01 6.25+0.61 8.08+1.04 4.84+0.38 558+0.55 1.42+0.04

wEE

(o ) 0.340 0.004 0.138 0.249 0.119 0.027 0.018 0.024 0.015 0.050

A, ISR F 8, AMRE VRS AR ZEN, BRI ER, RS XS
ARIEREMY) . R, B, BEE. BEmASR RKBEGR RS T A BRI, BA 22 ek
BEF (P <0.05, P<0.01).

33. RRAMBREFREELE ME)UEER

M5 FRTLVE I, WCR A, )R SR A SR, (BB E R (P > 0.05).

IR IS5 R R 5), AT A )BT UL E B Froin, (HIJE R 2k 22 5+ (P > 0.05). B9 Y)
JHEA PTG ] e TR S RS SRR E K gy, SECRAL I RUILET 4RSS A g, BT BT )
fe tha A prsgim.

3.4. EFrmRIER(EKS HiEE . HER)NESR

7 6 FIH, MISE ARG, SRR ZERRREP <0.01), KT 2.85 ME A, MR
FLER (T 53 n(P < 0.01), FIMRMFRAER AR SL8 N 1 2.79 AN E 4 . U = K EBEEFRYRE
IR AT, KA T ORI U FORL R S I, B IR IR R
4. 71ig

1) TR AT s RS T E W RUR . TR AL GUIR A S 3 T 25 1 25 (P > 0.05) 0 {HK
B VPIE 5 Z A FEIREE AR 2R AR o

2) MR E RGBT S ANREE, BAEASIE . i it s, ARSI R A EE
AIRSENSE A "] PEN3 A By S AL A8 2 — P B 70« RS I =By, B PR, EHRERRE N
HITAEFEHRBINR &, Ry “HTE7 [7]. FRUNFESE(2014) [8]5 ] PEN3 Y i SAL AR HRid A
M IEMESOREE . XIBA(2012) [9ME TR E i KURAL % 58 GIER s R4 T 8T Al &SI,
HF 70 3% 9 L B AT DU b [ 30 A S DR R 2 2R3 3 F 5 2% o R B4 (2011) L0 FEL - 2 45 68 25 (X
WERAE 4°CA TR T N FH e B R A SRR 6 A A U, A3 STk B, Ak &
BRETE 3 ol i B S SRR, FRREAT LU i, S5 R mTARAE SR 45 & 6 1 T A AL 5 8 e
I SHTBF FEE S 2HEA T T

ARSI 58 308 3o X A A B S e RS L PR AR O R SR, A5 RO, S2(R A ) AR A e R
PEM%(P < 0.01), S6 (FHE2K). S7 (Hiftk#). S8 (ML, WEMHZS). SO (AHLEILY) S10 (KEEK/EI) A
Ja i HBFK(P < 0.05), L&A S1 (5 EARK). S3 (HERK). S4 (AA) S5 (B &) AW AlG
TR MEZEF(P > 0.05). KUK AREEIEE P B IESRZED, BT ilh 2z, KW
JE R RS AR AE REAL D . HESR. A, WS, MERRSE M Kb T A PR R, HoAA R
Hoii R % (P <0.05, P<0.01).

3) I AAE R I N AE 107 R S5 v SE AR FE I — R bR, BTOL, B ETE — B R BT DU £
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Table 5. Edible quality results of breast meat before and after sterilization of Spiced Goose
5. MUKRAERIERIBMALRERARRERNESR(EM: ko)

& R AR B AW G nENER
T A0 18 (meg/kg) 1.41+151 158+1.35 bR
WRE (BY D) 7118 (k) 2.20+0.63 253 +0.68 x*

Table 6. Nutritional results of breast meat before and after sterilization of Spiced Goose

6. HURARERERISHALAEF REUERNELSR(BAL: %)

Rt B A G REEZER
KIS (%) 59.25 +0.55 56.40 + 0.63 *x
HH AR I (%) 13.47 +£0.36 15.65 + 0.41 *k
LK 5 (%) 25.16 +£0.42 25.77 £0.51 *x

DT L, v v R R S R e R T TR, O AR T AR . A SRR,
AR, R AR AR, HEREMZR(P > 0.05). GB 16565-2003 jHiXE/N e i LA
Y PR i A B R /N T45 T 19.7 meqg/kg, GB 2730-2005 i it A1) ity T2 A A v vh 90 5 A 0SS ) et AE A A 7
INTEET 197 mea/kg, BRI 3G % B AT 10 SEAGE R AN R, BRE R ATEREIN .

ORE S N RN 15 PEL IS o B2, o0 T LA P OR8N e B 1) 7, 34 mT 3388 DU s
JE IR 7 o A S0 0% I 5 45 AR B, R 1 i o R PR B U 7048 B BT i, (5 535 14 22 5= (P > 0.05)
BB A BTG e e 2 i TR B S RS SR Ky SECRAL TRV 450G BT in, R ey
PIE A Fr kg in .

4) pARSA AT, MKW B BK(P < 0.01), BEK T 2.85 AN 4, KA I FIH 2 1 5 38
He 2 Z (P < 0.01), KIS W7 AHL 2R B 3EH N T 2.79 AN 4 A Ui Bl = K B8 5 B 40 5 s A 1
BT /K 450k S BORLIG D5 AR AR R & &3 m, B IR A k.

5. &g

1) PR BT S s R RE VR TC B 1 2 7 (P > 0.05).

2) T mA AR SR, AREE RS TURER ALY B B, B, BRI L K
KR8 TT A BRI, HA 2 Bl 2 35 72 5+ (P < 0.05, P <0.01).

3) WERE G, RS EAE ARG OR, (HIC R #E V2 R (P > 0.05), 1R 5% B I 1 AL (4T
AN, R AVEE N . R e s KGRI BT D) B A TN, (HJE R (P > 0.05).

4) ISR RE G, S K R FEAR(P < 0.01), FHIR I FURE 2 B B 35 5 N (P < 0.01),
AT K 45K S EORUIR I AR B B B & A, & SRR R Rk .

E&mE
FR T HEARIT Y55 92 T H - (R oas s B 8 A R MBI 7). (OE 9 5 15446)
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