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Abstract: Chickpea protein was used as the raw material in this experiment, and a series of chickpea protein hydrolysates (CPHs) with

different degrees of hydrolysis (DHs) were prepared by double-enzy me digestion. Using the CPHs as the substrate, descriptive sensory analysis

and gas chromaography-mass spectrometry were employed to analyze and compare the flavor characteristics of flavor peptide products

prepared from the model Maillard reaction system to identify the most suitable chickpea proteolytic system for the preparation of Maillard

reaction peptides (MRPs). The results revealed significant'differences-inthe sensory attributes and aroma components among MRPs prepared
from CPHs with different DHs. Compared with other samples, the MRPs produced from CPHs with a DH range of 23.03~26.02% contained a
large number of aroma compounds and showed an gpparent meaty and umami taste with a long duration. Correlation analysis on the aroma

substances, sensory evaluation data, and. electronic nose data was conducted using partial least squares regression and the results further
confirmed that the CPHs with a DHrange of 23.03~26:02% is a desirable substrate forthermal reactions toproduce MRPs.
Key words: chickpea protein hy droly sate; Maillard peptides; gas chromatography mass spectrometry; partial least squares regression
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Table 1 Volatiles:and their content of MRPs (pre pared by CPHs with diffe rent DHs) i dentified by GC-MS

Y% e KI A% /(g 100 9

MRPO MRP1 MRP2 MRP3 MRP4 MRP5 MRP6 MRP7 MRP8
1 2- L1 815  0.9% 0.0¢¢ 000° 011° 0.00® 0000 000 437 0.00°
2 2-T#A 904  0.00° 512 0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 000" 0.00° 3.52° 4.0
3 2- %R 978  0.53¢ 1.3 000 0.0 000° 000° 0.00°0 116 1.14°
4 2- & R 1176 364  000° 000 0.00*° 158 0.00° 000 0.00° 1.21°
5 6- % #-2- R 1233  0.00* 015 000° 017 015 0.16° 000° 014 0.11°
6 # K A 1280 0.08  2.86° 481" 690" 3000 4659 3.84° 0008 3.89
7 2-F 1) 1289  0.00% 113 117 1320 139 0.70° 149" 1409  1.00°
8 2,3-F = 1313 0.0  0.00*° 0.00° 017 000° 011° 016 000°  0.00°
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9 5 A R ) 1332 0.20° 052° 094 0008 065" 033 038 03 02F
10 2-+=#A 1484  0.00° 012 0.00° 000° 016 000 0.08° 000° 0.0
11 et AR R 1843 032 039 041" 029 043 054 026" 048" 0.6
12 LB B 806  0.00°  0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 000° 056" 094 000" 0.00°
13 LBR LBs 893 097 357 1451" 3847 424  20%F 1056° 2139 149
14 T B8R T 986  0.42° 0.00* 000° 056 000 000° 000° 054 0.53°
15 LB THES 1070 014 0.0¢¢ 036 0.10° 0.10° 0000 000 023 0.1%F
16 LB % B 1115 0.00*  0.00* 063° 000 079 000° 000« 00¢ 0.00°
17 TR LAY 1230 0.2¢ 0.16¢ 022¢ 023® 022 021° 018" 037 021
18 LBR Thg 1268  0.50f 04 035 038" 04¢° 0.59% 026”° 000 0.87"
19 T B A B 1360 0.0  0.0¢° 0.00° 0.00° 000° 000 035 / 015 0.00°
20 F B TBs 1428 052¢ 056 048 072" 043" 067° 00F . 000 = 062
21 ¥ BR R 1547 0.0  0.00* 0.00° 042 031° 000° 000 0.00, 0.00
22 BRER = LB 1653  0.14° 034" 032 028" /028 023 1036 _020° 0.2
23 o o 1688 1.84°  0.00° 060° 000" / 000" 315/ 027° 624 031
24 y-T A B 1692 0.0  0.00*° 0.00° 0.00° 000 000 015 0.09° 0.0
25 + W B A B 2021 0.00° 015 0.19% 032 012®2 .013° 016 000  0.00°
26 ALK B 2141  0.00°  0.00° 00C° 0.07° 0008 0008 024 000 0.00
27 TE 1146 1.23% 824" 107 3249 1200 833 171 1.9 265
28 RBE 1248  0.00*  046° 032" 020¢ 027 023 000° 015 o0.21
29 TEE 1350  0.00*  0.41° 053% 040 036 038" 037 033 043
30 3-F B 1387  0.12°  0.00°¢ 0.00F. 0.41° 0.12° 0.0 000° 000 0.5
31 1-¥ 4-3-B5 1442  0.0®  0.00* 0.0 030 0000 004" 041 036 0.00
32 IERBE 1448  064° ~ 071° 088 093 077 082 08%¥ 000 088
33 2-THATE 1480  0.22% 021 «022¢ 034 015° 017 015° 0000 0.14°
34 A B 1536  2.13 025 1.08¢ 0000 0.00° 3.06° 041° 740" 0.61°
35 Fiz 1548 0.46° 055 0600 000 0000 069° 038 110" 031°
36 1,3-T =8 1565 0.00° 027 040 0008 021° 000 000° 000° 0.0
37 2,3-T=5 1566 0:.08 © 0.00° 0.00° 029 0.00° 0.00° 000° 053¢ 021°
38 E-2-F )z 1602 0.0  0.00*° 0.00° 00¢° 0008 000 032 024 0.00
39 B 1648 0.0* 019 019¢ 017 009° 017 000° 0.0 0.0
40 ERan 1832 0.12°  0.00* 0.00* 0.00° 000° 027 000° 029 0.0
41 =8 1952 0.41f 040" 019" 034 012° 099" 0.64° 0000 0.5
42 7 B B 903 149 45  0.00° 0.00° 000° 0.00° 0.00° 000° 0.00°
43 R EE 916 0.0 0.00* 1.30° 079° 360 33%¥ 278" 388 492"
44 REE 984  0.00° 073" 3300 157 247 000° 208" 000 0.00
45 TEE 1077 017 239 528 6.05% 235 190° 671" 646" 210
46 F B 1383  0.46° 1.21¢ 146 1609 089® 145 132 165" 1.08
47 MBS 1452 112 179 263 195 2118 181° 157° 241" 166
48 B Si1S 1488 031° 056 061" 075¢ 045 080" 0000 1.39°  0.48°
49 B 1512 0.28° 6.83 549 805 405 507 662 151" 1551
50 + = 1698 0.08%  0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 003" 010 005 000°  0.00°
51 LE 1443 014 179 2190 114 352" 114 169 177 1.3¢
TR
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BELER
52 TE 1837  0.00°  0.12° 02 000° 012° 000" 0.00° 0.00°  0.00°
53 26-—RTHATH 1898 034 3609 3.80" 436 339 262 268 156" 170
54 EE a0 1963  0.00° 278 4790 3079 2166 236 358" 226" 1.32°
55 AP 1180 0.12°  0.00° 0.00° 0.00° 000" 000 036 11.52° 0.49°
56 R M 1186 0.0  0.00* 055 0.00° 017° 123 000° 000 0.00
57 ENaN 1246  0.12° 0.00* 031 011° 000° 000° 000° 0.1¥  0.00
58 4 Foei 1275 0.00°  0.80° 0.00° 0.00° 0008 000 112 097 0.0
59 4-F A5 LA 2302 169 6.93 944" 746° 584 5320 790" 409 475
60 R 1211 0.0¢% 0.0 000° 028 000° 032 060 0.90°  0.00"
61 R 1185 0.21° 0000 0.31° 049 038" 041% 120" 096" 0.60°
62 2-F 2otk 1260  0.008 044 0.00* 0.00° 0.39° 000" 045 / 060%.  2.60°
63 2,5- =7 Fotk 1317  0.00°  047° 000 000 000~ 000 067 . 204% = 462
64 a-F AR 1886  1.2%° 040 115" 142 114> 126 2.95° 156" 1.14°
65 2- ;R Aok vy 1214  0.00*  0.00° 0.00° 048 0.00" = 0.00° 1068 064 0.40°

E: a-i BATHER & 69 RF) LAFF KA £7 2% (p<0.05).
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