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Abstract: The fatty acids (FAs) play a significant role in the flavor of fruit wine. In order to establish an accurate analysis method for them,

organic solvent liquid-liquid extraction was utilized to extract-the fatty acids in fruit wine followed by methyl esterification with sulfuric

acid-methanol. After comparing with two different pretreatme
)

for 40 min. Eight types of fruit wine were qualitatively charas
tested via internal and external standard method. 28 kin

the most abundant in all kinds of wines; reaching round

onditions, the optimum temperature for methyl esterification was set at 80 ‘C
ased on the standard fatty acid samples with GC-MS and quantitatively
werediscovered, which varied little among different wines. Palmitic acid was

s of the total FAs. Mulberry wine was demonstrated to contain the highest FAs

concentration of 78.21 mg/L among 8 types of wines. The RSD of all FAs concentrations obtained by this method was below 5%. In addition,

this method showed more than 87% recycling efficiency, high accuracy and precision of the analysis.

Key words: Fatty acids;

W%é%ﬁ%ﬁ&mkﬁﬁkﬁ%%%%%ﬁmﬁ%
A A HONRAB AR, He bR B2 R Tl 1 v
AF pH HEERIEHIBAERR I vl iz R,

YiksEHEA: 2018-01-30

EeTH: ERAARZFESINE (21777034); "RETESHIFE A
IE (650465); kEMRELITRITE (2014038); I~ HRAMLIFRAL
SI#IE (513036)

&N TEL (1987-), 4, BMERSIIANE, Mit#issE, #sAmE: %
B

BiREE: B (1978-), &, t8L, BIEHR, WisTAE: A, FENE
LT

266

; GC-MS; liquid-liquid extraction; methyl esterification;

JEWIBR PRI, Whrw, i FaRE
BilR 2. RASRIRNERIRR, THHATEN
TS S A TR . 5 ) R R A VR B A Y . R
AhERE. BEEH . SEIIE. S5, Hep
FilR- PR BB AL A TP B L R et w2 B
SRR, T MRS N 7 ik 2 A S AR RS (GO)
[OLER < R BT (GC-MS) M, AARE A 4y B
UF R R R s IR A, (XA 43
TIRER DNOERMIIER A RPR Y, A2
) ST 55 55 FROAR T o L2 AT, RO 7 FE R
GC-MS FIMRFALETAT BRI 7 i AR RS PR
AR A AT IR R S, (HF T e
IRBONEBRERT . XA VA R, AR
TELIERE GC-MS Ve, GCikwEN T, XFREH



MK EmBHL

Modern Food Science and Technology

2018, Vol.34, No.7

FIRMTIR 2 it A T .

AHE TR A WU IR R BGE S BDOR & £ 2R
W RHENTR, HIGRIR- A R ALEE, K GC-MS
LA E R SR IR IR A E T, IR GC ik
MR IR . DAEL FHERALACEE, g DKt
NRITRRAE GC Cuilht: b i R 0, AT S 4 1 14
AN H A P i BT AR S i, D R A

R AT AR E AR L2 K A

1 EEMRERE
L1 EZ A KA

ol PR, IR, £RR. B, HER. W=
IR (Calhnie), RiEEZ; + IR, YRR, +
Bleig. BEARRR. TIURR. T HPULERR (EihRiD,
Fluka; FIfE. “&HE. 1IECk (G, EEXR
Hhy BRER. IR JTOKERRREN (PRalD, LigEZy;
SRR PEBRE . TEARE . AR, HOAIE . RAE.
ARG JEHRAT B E R

[
GCMS-QPZ100 plus SAHEIE ISR, HA @T?ﬁ#‘ﬁ,

53 Agilent 7890B S AH Y, JEH Agilent; MX5S
M7 R, 2£E METTLER TOLEDO.

1.2 ARoBE V5 R Wy e

12,1 I &AFRAEA]
FETFRE— B CIR (Ceo) PR )
2 (Cgo)s TR (Cog)s MR (Cign)~ FAERR (Cpg)y/
ISR (Crao)~ T HEER (Crso)v FHERMR (Craods
FBLEER (Cir.0, WAR)EEARER (Cigo)~ T UER (Cio.0)-
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pL+ 1.0 mg/mL WAREBRARELSE, I 2 mL 1EC
Fiv 2 mL HEE, | mLIRBRIR, 1HIRFEREIL. A
JEHI 2 mL 1E S8, #NRE I 2 mL £ B 7K,
Ped®, HRAHAE, KA 2 mL 1ECGERERHIX,
A AW TCKBREREN, B IEl, F IR,
ERE 2mL. ¥ BRI IE ORISR 2. 4.

8+ 20. 100 {5 L/, Boii A FRIBR LR LRI A
PR AL

1.3 FriaE

1.3.1 JEBR e33R

HY 10 mL 4, fIA 30 uL 1.0 mg/mL Ci7 AR
WL %37, H 10%E S GHRA 0 pH KT 12,
IONIE Ce- & ke (2:1) ¥ 6 mL, &% 5 min,
AR, FEANUE, RE/KHy EEAE 3
e

TKABA 10%ER IR pH A /N 172, FHINAILE
k- —E R QD AENIBR 6 mL/2AE ¥ 5min,
R, WERAENUAE, AR 3 R, A
HUAH.
13.2  JS Rk a4 B AL

1 _ LA RPE HUR R A 5 mL 257K, K
L2 R, FEIKFH AYHSTEKERERSS (500 C
Bk 2 b A, FABEJRER i), A 2 mL
w1 mL IRGREER T 7KW Rl ER AL B — r i A] 5

X:

Ja¥ N 50 mL 73w, A 2 mL

BT K ¥ 7K, PREENUAE, WthEE M
W AN AR TR BRI S, FEIRBORSEZ 0.5
mk, % GC fl GC-MS HFE.

L4 DB & 1F

141 GC 454t

ik HP-5 (30 mx0.32 mmx0.25 um); #EFE
JLEE. 280 °C; AUIES FID JGFE: 310 °C; A4k
50 °C (f#4#F 2 min), LA 10 “C/min FEEZTFE 200 C
Jes FELL5 ‘C/min FF5E 290 'C (f£FF 5 min); #/K:
Ny, it 1.0 mL/min; 2SS E: 400 mL/min; &<
ME: 30 mL/min; EWXIE: 20 mL/min.
142 GC-MS &1

i HE Rxi-5siLMS(30 mx0.25 umx0.25 um); ¢
SPRERE; TR ] 0.8 min;  HEAE IR 280 °C;
EAARHR 50 °C, L 10 “C/min FEETFE 200 CJa;
FELL 5 C/min T4 290 'C (R4F 5 min). B FIRIEE
200 C; HEITRE 250 C; IR 2 min; EI
R, fEm= 70 eV; 452K Scan.

i % R B R M

1.5.1 ZHESHT

TERAEERZFAF T, KA GC-MS MAZ H gL
AP R R AT AE i BRI A, AR i D R b A
FLEE TIRIER, 454 GC-MS iR R R AL

267

1.5



MK EmBHL

Modern Food Science and Technology

2018, Vol.34, No.7

W R DT RRZH 7 14T 7 1 7
152 20

TERAEER R T, KA GC MAE H R ab £z
Ja IR R bR G FE S RA, &l TAEZ. 456
GC-MS M TEE R, RAHIMRESS A P AREX R
FESEAT E BT, R TAE f 2R3t T AN s 1 R 1)

SR
L6 BB SIT AT

SEIGEHE R origin 8.0 /EFE, Excel 2016 4bEE4)
Mo

2 ZR51He

2.1 prACE AT
2.1.1 YEsikiBE

800

_._Ce-n
-o-C,,
700+ *C
»>C,,
-« C,,
600 —Cp,

E 500+ c..

U THIHL / (Pa*s)
o | % 4%
D000

400 +

30040 50 60 70 80 90

Fig.1 Effect of methyl esterification temperature on the
of FAs in fruit wine
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Table 1 Effect of pretreatment methods on FAs analysis in fruit

wine

T wmew 7T TET RS
5 £ /(mg/L) /(mg/L)
1 i Ceo 0.39 0.06
2 FE Cso 0.75 0.09
3 T8 Coy 0.19 0.03
4 R Cioo 0.33 0.04
5 R Cizo 0.25 0.04
6 K2R Ciao 0.82 0.12
7 +AEEE  Ciso 2.95 0.52
8 BT Ciso 2.95 0.52
9 +EE Cirg 1.13 0.16
10 RIS ER Ciso 0.77 0.17
11 + B Ciog 0.11 0.03
12 Z4vdRER Cuy 0.46 0.07

DAUERRION, J7id— 1.3 FE A3,

T B4 mL FE, A 10 pL 1.0 mg/mL N
PRI, VR21)E H 10%3h R WH pH<2.0, F 6 mL
1E k- H B (2D ISR 3 IR, #k% 5 min
SEEERE T, HANUE. KA 10%E &
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TR =, AR, AKHE 10%ERER 1
pH<2.0 )5, FH 6 mL IECki-—&HFht (2:1) iEL:
W3 K, WA EEEIFEIAE. R
BRIF 51— RS EIERAGI,  XT EEPiRp 72T
AbFE 5 R IER I & & CRAL LU 1 LR i T R
BHTHRD, 45RFR 1. B 1 ATAL, R %
H R SO R I R & B SR =y Tk . X ]
BB B TKAHI pH (RO, ik —Jek
H KOH BlMHE A, 35 Z MR IIR M A,

PAYREE = BT AR AL SO R ZA AR R, B S Rl B S T
TR B T T R PRV AR o

22 HMTEEEER

2 RBHARIERR S A IR R & MEEE
Table 2 Detection limit and linear range of FAs in fruit wine

) i R
Wi 4 AR R? LKAETE B (mg/L)
/(mg/L)
ETE 0.9972 1.15~29.64 0.06
)3 0.9975 1.20~31.02 0.18
FA 0.9981 1.29~31.29 0.10
Tl 0.9986 1.30~33.76
b3 0.9990 1.09~28.27
A ARER 0.9994 1.07~27.72
MEER  0.9998 1.19~30.74
+AEE 0.9999 1.08~28.00
B 1.0000 1.02~27.17
BE B 1.0000 1.23~31.84
+LBR 1.0000 111228 .82
—teRi 0.9996 1.06~27.46
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%, FKH W&&ﬁ%éﬁﬁﬁx TR WK 4.

HH4 TN, 8 P IE HR3LAs tH 28 FUARIITR, &
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7821 mg/L. X RER T M J B & FLeTh gE
B RN LRK R 2 o 1Ak, SR RS
DAK R A, 1 I EERE B E MR . A2 T
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KITHEERFE,
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Thereplicate measurements and recoveries of FAs in fruit wine

xa Hsl H52 3 H 4 E
VYo RSD/
IR A AR gy NI W maf i el bl Eal owi ek

mgll) /mgl)  Amgl) /AmgL)  Amgl) /Amgl)  /mgl) /Amgl) %/%
IE B 216 0.06 1.95 0.07 1.95 0.06 1.95 0.06 1.94 0.06 1.94
R 2.26 - 2.17 2.16 - 2.15 - 2.18 - 2.18
FER 2.28 0.10 247 0.12 2.51 0.11 2.47 0.11 248 0.11 248
BN 2.46 0.03 2.60 0.03 2.60 0.03 2.90 0.03 2.90 0.03 2.90
RBR 2.06 0.06 228 0.08 2.33 0.08 2.28 0.08 227 0.08 227
A AEER 2.02 0.04 2.14 0.05 2.12 0.05 2.14 0.05 2.13
K 2R 2.24 0.10 232 0.15 2.34 0.16 232 0.14 2.33
T+ AIRER 2.04 0.06 2.18 0.09 2.20 0.09 2.18 0.09 2.19
HAGER 1.98 0.40 227 0.40 2.18 0.45 227 042 227

HTR
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LR
B g B 2.32 0.09 2.45 0.11 242 0.11 245 0.10 2.44
+ LB 2.10 0.02 224 0.02 224 0.03 224 0.03 231
i{’;f 2.00 0.03 1.80 0.05 1.80 0.05 1.80 0.05 1.81
7 4 8 MEPAERAEL S E s Rt
Table 4 Statistical analysis of the results of FAs content in eight kinds of fruitwine
B Wh 44 xR AFR i il min R RIS & (/L)
(ME %) HHE HAEE LSS
1 TE T B TE CeH,,0, 7.269 1.16 0.39 0.35 4.69
2 B BR T B 3 CH;;0, 8.756 - 1.11 - 1.83
3 FE T B Fg CsH; 60, 10.363 0.81 0.62 043 523
4 L85 B S CoH;50, 11.793 7 0.24 0.07 4.70
5 RBL T B BB CoH0, 13.137 0.8 0.3 0.2 3.27
6 F B 9B FoB CsH,04 14692 7 030 0.1 .05 0.88
7 + B P i FARER C1,H,40, 15.612 1068 /030 0.1 137
8 10- % A+ 484 F 85 10-F A+ 8 Cp3Ha0, 16.468 0.25 0.19 0.06 0.53
9 13-F A+ = B T B 13-FEA+ =48 CsHy0, 17.457 0.32 0.16 0.07 0.78
10 + 9 B F g BER 3 17.877 2.87 0.99 0.39 4.18
11 12-F A+ ek B F B 12-F A+ ke B 18.602\ 0.12 0.06 0.03 0.36
12 9- W A+ vkt ig ¥ Bg 9-F A+l ig 18704 0.38 0.18 0.07 1.07
13 + 78 ¥ B + AAREL 19.04 1.18 0.67 0.28 3.16
14 13-F A+ A 48R F B 13- 3+ Z AR 19.677 9.70 1.71 0.26 4.06
15 9-F M BR W B 9-F>ShER 20.00 1.62 1.13 - 3.81
16 BB T i EN T ) 320, 20.284 11.41 3.55 147 2135
17 14-F F A>Tk 88 T B 14-F X459 240, 20.859 6.68 1.30 0.21 3.79
18 iR T By TR € oH340, 22.595 1.35 0.78 0.37 4.17
19 FABEL T i ARG ER C15H360, 22.932 2.73 0.75 0.37 4.17
20 + AB% P B +AER C1oH350, 24.32 0.22 0.12 0.08 -
21 10,13- =+ MR8 10,132=+Mft CyHi60, 25.158 0.29 0.16 0.05 0.56
22 —+ 88 7 B ety o3 CaoH400, 25.737 0.50 0.16 0.07 0.88
23 + iz 8 T By B il CyH,0, 28.029 0.52 0.12 0.05 1.78
24 -;V@me B PN CyH,0, 28.235 0.84 0.45 0.18 -
25 ( + = s L AHER Cy,H40, 28.573 0.64 0.24 0.12 1.78
26 = 2 Vi —t+ZIRER Cy3Hus0, 28.897 1.22 0.48 0.25 343
27 e plicp e i Qe —tRER CyyHu0, 31.332 0.81 0.49 0.24 2.06
28 — Ao ER T B ZtNRER Cy6H5,0, 33.524 0.78 0.19 0.13 0.84
RE B2 % F/(mg/L) 47.91 15.54 5.62 78.21
5 W 4k AL IS TR IR et /min AP IR S mel)
(& ER) B RBARE  WEAE  HE
1 o F B LB CeH 50, 7.269 139 8.16 3.54 -
2 B BR T B y; 3 C;H,30, 8.756 - - - 2.18
3 FEL B Fig CsH 60, 10.363 2.90 3.56 4.76 2.79
4 T84 F B T CoH,50, 11.793 0.19 0.48 0.41 0.95
TR

270


https://baike.so.com/doc/6746773-6961319.html
https://baike.so.com/doc/6746773-6961319.html
https://baike.so.com/doc/6746773-6961319.html
https://baike.so.com/doc/6746773-6961319.html
https://baike.so.com/doc/6746773-6961319.html
https://baike.so.com/doc/6746773-6961319.html
https://baike.so.com/doc/6866703-7084147.html#refff_6866703-7084147-1

MK EmBHL

Modern Food Science and Technology

2018, Vol.34, No.7

BEER

5 KRR T B RBR CoH0, 13.137 1.02 1.18 1.78 1.42
6 F B 9B F-m CgH,,0, 14.692 - 0.34 0.28 0.59
7 + B T s A AR C1,H,0, 15.612 0.20 0.55 0.57 1.18
8 10-F A+ =458 F Ag 10-F A+ 88 Ci3Hy0, 16.468 0.13 0.36 0.27 0.56
9 13- A+ = h B8 T B 13-F A+ =k Cy5Hz00, 17.457 0.14 0.38 0.33 0.70
10 + 9B T B SR Ci4H50, 17.877 0.66 1.90 1.65 473
11 12-F 3+ o bt ig F B 12-F A+ kg Cy6H3,0, 18.602 0.06 - - 0.30
12 9-F 3k vk Bs F By 9-F A+ Eg C16H3,0, 18.704 0.14 1.13 0:33 0.75
13 + A8 T B AR A C5H300, 19.04 0.66 1.12 1.50 2.58
14 13-F 3+ 2 b B T B B3-FA+AERBR  Cs0, 19.677 0.41 1.26 0.99 1.00

15 9> Mg ' B 9+ MR C7H3,0, 20.00 0.63 g
16 F B T B EN T C16H3,0, 20.284 8 1535
17 14-F S0l B T B 14-F &+ CyH30, 20.859 03 1.03
18 B T B R C1oH340, 22595 v 064 0.72
19 FASER T B ARG BR C15H360, 22.932 10570 /287 1.34 3.84
20 + B F B + LB CoH350, 24.32 0.13 0.198 - 0.79
21 10,13- =+ =¥ B4 7 B5 10,13- =+ =88 CyHs0, 25.158 0.12 0.22 - 0.53
22 — B B =+ 25.737 - 0.32 - 0.67

23 B T B )RR 28.029 - - - -
24 13- =+ —BR b BR F B IR Cy,H,, 0y 28235 037 0.61 0.32 1.17

25 —+ =B FEs LA ER CyHy0, 28.573 - 0.55 - -
26 —+ =R T A —t =B Cy3Hy0, 28.897 - 127 1.60 2.20
27 kR T B —+ R AR CaHyg0, 31332 0.40 0.67 0.81 2.04
28 SRR T B =5k 50, 33.524 0.26 - - 1.30
R oy B2/ (m l 12.56 33.46 2612 47.19
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