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Abstract

In order to improve the shelf-life of chicken meat, the effect of compound preservatives of reduced
glutathione (GSH), citric acid and sorbitol on chicken meat was studied at 4°C, using chicken breast
as material and the total number of colonies, the loss rate of centrifugal juice and the pH value as
indicators. The results of Lo(3%) orthogonal test showed that all groups of preservatives could
prolong the shelf life of chicken for 2 to 4 days. Among them, 6 g/1 glutathione + 5 g/l citric acid + 5
g/1 sorbitol compound preservatives had the best effect on chicken fresh-keeping, which could
significantly delay the growth of total colonies, reduce the growth of juice loss rate and slow down
the rise of pH value. On the 8th day, compared with the blank group, the total number of colony
was 3.82 x 108 CFU/g less, the loss rate of centrifugal juice was 6.32% less and the pH value was
0.33 lower in the 6 g/1 glutathione + 5 g/l citric acid + 5 g/1 sorbitol compound preservative.
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1. 51§

KRS, EIREE, —RATHE ARG TEREAINE HHRZ MR, HHE R 2 I8
FHEH o AR A 5 AR T, A AE I TR (1] — MR L N AEBEXS P 4°C A6 T IRAF SR At
VTR o B TECEA X PR B SR AR 2 X N AR I BRE  ,  TR FE W I BB IR 9, BRI LR U NS A e 2 )
OREETTiE, P DAREAR L OR A 0 AT B B S i ] pAY g A A 08 PR PRt 7 A IRl ff A PR A
M2 QR 7R DR A DA A ) PR S8 DR 7 3 [2] o JH rp S P RO 2 s A R TR 0] A B X0 PR HEAT DR 72 H RTAIT
TN VTR — . EEZKbRHE GB2760-2014 “fr b s A AIARME " rhBIRAE Hi W] LA IS A 2 £ i
HHIB R EREALRR . 2. RERIRDTEREE . FrERIRSE3].

BHHBR(GSH) 2 — i W =K, BB ER(GIu). R (Cys) i H R (Gly)H s, ENERZ
NGB R, EEAEALR R o R E BB, THER A A, BT @ MPTR AL B,
AT 2R e A OREE . 27 A EH ARIE Dy SR B OREE TR, JA e s Ak PSR MR, 2 B AR S BORL A B
R P A AE P BRI A b R T AR AT A AT, AR PR BRI 7 T RORIT FE b, AL
25 ) B AL 7 B DR [ATAN T D B0HT [S]H R DR D5 T At /e, ELARSE NI ST A A, 43 DR H R A 5 e 6 2iE
KT RN R PR BT o PR P AR ST 6 10 3 A5 P D IR D0 P AT 97 B 791 2 — SRABEAT IR T

FPRIR 2 — M IC S ZE RAVER R, FEK A BRI, RABORMBR M. FRIRIVIRIREESE, W]
CLRE N B KWW, BB R A 1, BRICR A pH E, ATERIRC B A B SRR, R2RaKSTEL
FAITT LU T8 i (0 PR 6]

I ZLEE S LA, R E R, HIETK, iR T RS ALK A g BtEm oK. (LEE:
DREHTIIGE A, HARFELVR BRI LM — 02 —, HESERERVEME. LWRETTUESSRS T, 508
HE, PSR E R BT B, (B AT R i R e Bk, DLR G = B Rk
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XIXG A E TR REATHE U TR ], HB A 4ed R C 4R E4E, HEBA L MRRMEAR,
WA EBEE, ARG RES IR S T, R EA . 4EERFRHPNER
VORI o BRSPS A RE NAASR AR AR S-S, AT DIFEAR KRR Bt AR BN IR A H
BRSBTS A RERS IR T AN IR, 23 ORI,  RUEXS LR IR IR R/

AR50 2 A I H B A2 E B R 750 T AT X (R EE SR IR TE, B Lo(B") IR B vt KL
R IR AP BRIR AN L B = CREE TR 128 — IR EEHEAT S, LA A AL B b XS R Y B v B B
ORI R ZE S pH E[7]. DS BE R DEH IR FTARIR . Ll BT = b 5210 B (R 8 7711500 X3 DA DR A ) i
MG, ATRIEXS R R IR PR SR

2. SEIHH., WFAS{LEE
2.1, SEIGHHLFNIR

AP : W57 & T 20 M X 1 28 SRR T 53 D)

HIEE, MR, BERRE. BOIE, DK, BRA T, BmoS, LAE, SBHBRGER
L)
2.2. SCIEN SR

AR, RUERIE A, 4CUKE, pH i, SNBEELTIES, RS ERIREMR, B0,
S, B R,
3. A=
3.1. IBRHRIALIE

W SEH ARG Y, BIR/INER, 45 100 g 4, 3t 10 6y, /KSR T, Wi TR RN T4
() —VEARRR R, TR DS, BT 4COKRH8]. aBH k. M. AL = ey —
SEHBIE IR, i Lo(3%) IE 2SRRI Ak Hh i = 4L S M BRI LA L, AN S =AES, IF
AR, BRI 1.

Table 1. Orthogonal experimental design of content ratio of compound preservative
= 1. SFREFE SR EAZKIWET

2050 B IEH K (gh) TR (g/) L ALEE (/1)
A 2 3 5
B 2 5 10
c 2 7 15
D 4 3 10
E 4 5 15
F 4 7 5
G 6 3 15
H 6 5 5
[ 6 7 10
J 0 0 0
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FoE A B | HSRAOREER], JRRAS A0 A B 1L ALOREEFIVA R RIS 20 min J5HBCHE 5 2 10
Koy, B OSSR, BT 4CUKE . RIS T A AR, FJCEZKIRIE 20 min f5BCRTT
RiKy, BHOFET 4ACHKEPRGFESEH. REE0d, 2d. 4d. 6d. 8d 707 #4108 A BEAT HURE
IM5E S AR B B pH B B OTHRIRUR = IHER

3.2. BIRSHAINE

3.2.1. WEFRERCH

SEIG P g PR B IR S IR B (PCA), LR y: BEERHRE 2.5 9/l, Hi%iHE 1.0g/l, EHE 5.0 g/l
LEMER 15.0 g/l H4 LA_E DU R 73-F2 RO VA PR AR BBURE I B S I 3 28 18K b, b FLVA AR, FE A NaOH
VB HC R 1 85 950k pH 22 7.0 £ 0.2, WRCE PRI FRILIAT 048, IR B s 3R BTN 15
JEZRCK Y, IREEOE 121°C, KB 15 min [9].

3.2.2. HEIRERIKAVECHI

BRI A KR EARFE T ALY, NIKEE 0.75%MEALENIA . DRI A A 22 £ /KK FE t oy
0.75%, B 7.5¢g/l. FCHE 1000 mL 7.5 g/l ] NaCl ¥, T 2K e R AT K, iR E 121°C,
i R 1325 15 min.

323 EWIRMESRE

BHRI SN, & 1g, BHER, 5N =AEA 9 mL AR EKIREd, REGRE,
I IR A S 0.75% (M AR B K 78 iR A, LB IR 1:10 IRES AT, FRHAeR 1 mL 1:10
FEMASTBIMNEEA 9 mL 0.75% 43 EK R E ., ARG RE, i 1:10 MRS 9 mL A3 #K
TREI5], H4 R 1:100 MRS SIR . PR IR A1) 2% Y 1:1000 FOFE 5 519K

FHFS AR AN 1:10 FORE A A0 1 mL, WA, 20l AN PRAS KBRS FRILN, G B 47 PCA 15
FILFAT I GG, IR PR R 46°C AR, MEEFEMA NN 15~20 mL i 5R%E, S8R IR,
FRE S AT RE IR IR A 5] o FRAK R MY 4k 824 Fh 1:100 A1 1:1000 1/ BE FE IRE S S0 . R 81471
SPHUBCEAEN, SRR ILEE G, KR IR B TR B A R, SRR IRAEIE T N 36°C, BRI A
48 h+2h. W EHEH PR & AR I VA SCR AT T, D B B BOR B L2 B T B

3.24. BERVE

FITREAT T B AR EORE S AE vk, HLA VA BE 30~300 CFU Z[a]. 35 A P A v Bl K
T 300 CFU, R T Hdme e e LT AR RV 4. 5 P AP B T 808 /N T 30 CRU, U IR 0] s I 5 2 1
BT T

R — AR AR VRS A 30~300 CFU BRIz B P AR B v 51738
B, Tl LAHRMIMREEE, BN ALEE g X9 AT & 47 IR R 78 8L
LR AN RRE FE IR~ B 7 A TE 30~300 CFU Y R, 3% T CdEAT THER[10]

No2C
(n,+n,)xd

A NOVREAR NI E R B AL C NS SR PRECZ A n A1 n, 2B AR 2 5 i

BHPFRAEG d NFERRT, RIS —FRE,
BOR B UL CFUIG N A3 45 25 20 A ) B V8 A B
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33 itlmER

TR 2 g ZE A HIAGA, 0GR E RN my, A5 E T E.OHLH, 4500 r/min #5010 min.
EOEHE N LE IS, RO AR TR IR T 7K 53 FRE mye RGP ES Oy R Ze %
T HE L]

BV R (%) = (m —m, ) /m, x10

3.4. pH {EME

3.4.1. FRAEE A BEIECH

FHEIR T EAAIREZ e N 110°C, HRIBCEERRR AWM. BIRE M, JRE BN T1R5E Wit T
Tl B FEE . B RPRRE H 3.402 g T I BERR S0, FRET 15 I BERR A 4N 3.549 g (%
PRI AT FREUR 2 TG 42 0.001 g). M # —RIE T 2K T, S 1L FRERIFRERMN, REe
RAE 1 L. WWEMERIT pH EEEIR(20°C) 1A 6.88 [12]. Hoth 5 EE iz br i EH pH 51 4: 0°C
i} pH {# 6.98. 10°CH pH 18 6.92, 30°CHf pH 14 6.85.

FHL T RPAREL 7.010 g — /KA BR (KE £ 0.001 ), 28 5 # HL 7 T 500 mL 28187k, B E 1 mol/L
A AR 375 mL, IIAFBIFFERRIE T, 55 AR ZIEHUE S 2 1 L. LI pH 7£ 10C
I 5.42, £ 20°CH A 5.45, 1 30°CH} N 5.48 [12].

3.4.2. pH MEL B

ARVRELGFTA pH 118 PHS-3C &, WA “Efr. HFEEAME. RIZ” 3541, 0 pH 175 20 A,
BV LA P VR s 4 R LA T R v o FEAS X AL 5 0 pH TR, IR SE A 1k pH {2 6.88 [t LE
MO BT “E AL BIE, ARJE R B3R pH N 5.45 FIAREZE A WGEAT “RIER” KIE.

4. SERBEALIRS 54
4.1 SEBRRERINERSHNTRE

S5 5K NG PR T IEE EE J  HRAE DA, DA TR V& S 55001 22 /0 S A0 0 of %09 PR P B S b AT R 5y, 4 TRR
BHUNT 1 x 10° CFUg B A ADBHEE . 2438 B T4 S 50K T 1 x 10° CFUlg, /T 1 x 10° CFU/g X
PINVCHTEE . 2408 AT 75 B 80K T 1 x 10° CFU/g I ONAR SR AL RV XS P 75 A i | g 1B, 45 3Hh
T4, EEER. HHRT 48T 6 WEAVOHEFA, & HKT 6 WA,

MFE 2 FIZE 3TTH, E 0d I, SRS TE B HOA/N T 1 x 10% o H 4R 1A (1 B 9 i B b
4 5.90 x 10° CFU/g, C HHE7% B8, N 2.32 x 10° CFU/g. BEZE NS AV R B b, Scad 20 J o i
1 (B VR R R IR k. o 3 O HR) VR B O K £, 8d JEIAH] T 3.83 x 10° CFU/g. 52 (A%t
HRZIAE LG, SEB6 20 H 23S PRI T VR S OB K B oh 2218, 76 8 d 5, H 4LIS P I T VA A4 80 9.89 x 10° CFU/g:
E MK H, 768 d k% T 8.71 x 10" CFU/g. EIFE A8 A B v M B0 K7, H 45 1 R AR 6 751
MRCR BT, E 4HR LR AR5 (s R i 2

Table 2. Changes in total number of colonies in groups A to E (unit: CFU/g)
2. A~E HEFR D HEAR(BAL: CFU/g)

ZH 3 A B C D E
od 1.45 x 10° 1.19 x 10° 2.32 x 10° 8.40 x 10? 1.58 x 10°
2d 3.98 x 10* 1.57 x 10* 9.30 x 10° 1.55 x 10* 5.82 x 10*
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Continued
4d 5.22 x 10 6.92 x10* 3.93 x 10 1.12 x 10° 7.94 x 10
6d 8.64 x 10° 410 x 10° 227 x10° 449 x 10° 5.16 x10°
8d 5.05 x 10° 2.98 x 10° 471 x10° 6.56 x 10° 8.71 x 107

Table 3. Change of total colony number in groups F to J (unit: CFU/g)

2 3. F-) HEE R BTN (8AL: CFU/g)
Hl A B c D E
od 9.80 x 10° 1.88 x 10° 5.90 x 10° 1.77 x 10° 1.78 x 10°
2d 7.92 x 10 4.10 x 10 1.16 x 10* 432 x 10 1.23 x 10°
4d 8.74 x 10* 6.90 x 10 5.78 x 10 2.95x 10° 1.21 x 10°
6d 2.60 x 10° 2.54 x 10° 1.18 x 10° 6.52 x 10° 8.64 x 107
8d 212 x 10° 430 x 10° 9.89 x 10° 3.43 x10° 3.83 x 10°

4.2. SECERMREEFIX B DT RR KR HFIT

M 4RI 1 AT A XS AV TEUN TR AE A, % 408 AV B Co vV R R 238 BT B4

BT R R I P IE R KL, =

XA R . TIAE LA SEER AL H AL B Oy IR R F A

N VI ORI R R R K . T DU Y, H AL LREEF RS K 23 7 T B i, | AR B FRIE R
FEXS 7K 3 75 TR B« AH % LS E AL OR 6 77 25 BEAE A IR B2 Ll D XS AR O, 20 T BT T o
R REEFIF IO T LA, (L ALEE R AR —SERE S L ORREIS I RK 7, TR LR 3R

Table 4. Change of centrifugal juice loss rate in groups A~J
4 A~V EHBEDITTRIRKRETRER

ik A (%) B (%) C (%) D (%) E (%) F (%) G (%) H (%) I (%) (%)
2d 7.04 7.51 10.03 10.04 11.4 9.3 5.44 5.09 11.43 11.55
4d 10.07 8.98 12.63 10.90 12.33 10.56 7.80 7.33 12.47 13.54
6d 1231 11.39 12.96 11.66 12.93 12.62 10.41 8.47 13.58 15.32
8d 13.90 14.03 14.26 13.13 13.84 13.41 11.81 10.63 13.95 16.42
——A
18% B
16% ——C
$ 14% =D
S E
ﬁ 12% F
§ 10% G
5 % H
£ 8%
6% '
J
4%
2d 4d 6d 8d
1R (d)
Figure 1. Change trend of centrifugal juice loss rate in groups A~J
El 1 A~ EEBEDTIRIR R R T L iES
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4.3. SERREFIXIIGE pH ERIRNE

MF 5 WLLEH, BEERSRIABOREININ, SANAK pH EHEAREEW L. 2% GB
5009.237-2016 “ i pH {EME " , &M pH XGRS N LT JUABifE RS H: 2 pH ED T T 6.2
I, XS P T R A o — 2 24 pHAE R T 6.3 (H/NT 6.6 I, HIEXSPIKIHT I 25 20 — 2], 4
AP pH K T4 T 6.7 B OB . WRFFTLAEH, PIRJEERA SN, & HASPIS N —SH
s, VURSE AZH. B 2. E AXSN—JUHiEE, Foe & SEaa 2l oM RGPy —0f it 2 . /S RIE
A4, B4 EH. FANEXNS AN GO EERE, FHoAth & S 20 o XS I N A . R G
S A X AL RN 25 N IR ZH XS P pH B8 6.7, RBIM pH EHEAT A, I\ KRG &4 ACZ
AERARJR, {H E RSP pH {E /D

Table 5. Change of pH value in groups A~J
F 5 A~ pH ETIER

HA A B c D E F G H | J

2d 6.10 6.07 6.20 6.10 5.94 6.01 6.15 6.05 6.01 6.31

4d 6.22 6.20 6.32 6.25 6.12 6.27 6.34 6.27 6.30 6.62

6d 6.64 6.58 6.71 6.66 6.49 6.62 6.71 6.59 6.73 6.94

8d 6.98 7.13 7.11 7.02 6.89 7.08 7.18 7.06 7.1 7.39
5. Ih&5

S 7 DT V& S EOC W P A 2E 1RO PRZE T K5 35 EH T 5 XS AR DR T OB XS A . DR, 0
HAGPERN TN ANKRIE, SKIRAR EHE N TN, \RER H HINHARL S HAG PRI T A2
A P pH B RIS AT 700 I, &AL S RC LIRS R B BeAE — e FE R FIEZRXS A pH (E IR, Hrp
E 41 5 B AL R 7R FEH0 XS PR pH B IS K T7 TR SR 50T o AR ZR-G 0 25 SIS 2 S ot B 2H R0 D) 1) 3 e 5 2 dE AT
SHTRTCUE & 2H S P AL DR A 000 XS A 3 RE A 31— SE AR EEAE R, PTIE KRG P IREEI 2 3] 4 RASE,
A DAY 2% B T HG KR T el B O B RV VR R 2, ek pH B 3G . Hor DA H 40 0.6 o/l At H K +0.5
o/l FFIEIER + 0.5 g/l LI BLEE & e A PR R S f . 7R3 8 K, H 4L 2 ot R 20 B v A 241K 3.82 x
10° CFU/g, H 4108 A5 oy TR Ak R b 45 (R IR 4H /D 6.329%, H 418 A pH 18 L IR 41K 0.33.

E&WmE

2018 FFEI FA R 2E B KA “HARIEA” BEIE A e H IO XS AR EE G N T (BB SR
N BNYC2018-2-49); i[548 i iR AL BREGR C(REA %) (#05 [2020] 531 5).
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