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Abstract: This study systematically investigated the effects of different cooking-reheating combinations (steaming,
roasting, frying coupled with water bath or microwave reheating) on the nutritional and oxidative profiles of chicken breast

using orthogonal partial least squares discriminant analysis (OPLS-DA). Results demonstrated that frying significantly
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elevated thiobarbituric acid reactive substances (TBARS) levels compared to steaming and roasting (P<0.05), accompanied
by reduced a-helix and increased f-sheet content in proteins. Fried samples exhibited lower vitamin E loss
(12.90%~27.96%) and retained higher levels of key fatty acids, including C18:1n-9¢, C18:2n-6¢, C20:0, C18:3n-6, C18:3n-
3, C22:0, C23:0, and C20:5n-3 (P<0.05). In contrast, steamed and roasted samples showed superior protein content, vitamin
B retention, and elevated levels of C12:0 and C20:1 fatty acids, alongside higher protein carbonyls and lower free
sulfhydryl groups versus fried samples (P<0.05). Regarding reheating, microwave synergistic steam or roast reheated
samples displayed significantly higher ratios of essential to total amino acids (EAA/TAA), essential to non-essential amino
acids (EAA/NEAA), polyunsaturated to saturated fatty acids (PUFA/SFA), and greater retention of vitamins B, B, and E
compared to water bath-reheated counterparts (P<0.05). Conversely, fried chicken breast retained higher nutritional quality
when reheated via a water bath. Collectively, frying better preserves fatty acids and fat-soluble vitamins, while steaming
and roasting favor protein integrity, water-soluble vitamins, and stable saturated/monounsaturated fatty acids. From the
perspective of preserving key nutritional components, microwave reheating is recommended for steamed or roasted chicken
breast, whereas water bath reheating optimizes fried samples. These findings elucidate the nutritional and oxidative
dynamics during cooking-reheating processes, offering science-based insights that will enlighten and inform professionals
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about healthier dietary practices.

Key words: chicken breast; cooking processing; reheating; nutritional quality; oxidation dynamics

G PR B —m AR B, T S
Fo WERYRAF=E OISR AP, #UmT R
e o 1 IXUBAC 1 5, 52 BRATE 1 JRUIR 49 o 1 s Tk 1,
AR T -5 AU ALb A 52 X0 7 s ) e 28 JB B 1)
TUGEMEER . 25 18 MERSIILIOKZER . s
R THRAGERA T LB T 72X, JK I = 3 5
P2 BRSO T A P AR HLA B R AT
PFRAE I T s PG BT . B TR R R i 22 5%, 5
BUEFRINIT KA Li 29 ggE R, 4 A&
TRz . AR ZE I AR R 00 S T A A, 2
52 P i S A BRI B WA e Tty =X, O
T 9.15%,

TERZEN T A E #at s, ImEE SRR AL
WEXTHEFEMEF=A 0, 28R R A/KZER
SR FRAERIFR I, TE UK ARG B, POz T 25 S
AR SRR E E R, & AR A b R R
iR R Es T P R UK, TE Lk,
TR, AR BiEENEAEL, AR AL
R Kl A e v R R 9 SR T RTFLBR, S R
PEPERR BTIR G, & AR T g AUk 5 AR B A A S
W™, Dong &5 WS & B, 2E il i £ i g D7 A R
fit, N IR AN H Y 15 5 2 i BRAIG, IR I TR 1Y
5. Li 2500 gsr 3R], BHepE i =F A b2z
P S5 I ) JE RIS 5 B I, (RIS AR TR . AN
TR IR M 28 Fal (UNii 28 1R . A7 2R . RAAZIR) &
R, BIEME T S . Sun B X N Lt 2
Y B E M FHAERIGE. KE L ) i = T =k, TR
Hhds il 0 AR (BT B Ak . B A A B o
Mei 4512 & B L1 Bg PAAE 2& 1 - T80 B2 Al & s i
THEAFRAL. IBREIRSEPIFER N, H S5
R FERRME . 25 1, A BT A TR AE [R5 A2 4
SREmE Cands i 5 PR I S 2O, XA B - #0r
GG, PR R RA TS I 5 B LT oE

RIS B TE R WAL G s — B BeF ox d =X, A 4t
IR K K- EZ RO =NOKE . M) 41658
BT, RGEMANT TS EGREE | BRI X
FESr R . R . 2350 . NRifess) 58k
EME(TBARS H . RIS AL SE 555 52 .
B RIZSE SRR SR SR -2 0iEie S
WA AAATF 5 B e S, UE—A i B bRt
IFIRFAIRE | B R 5 B0 R = s 1 X PR 7
F R,

1 #R5RE%
1.1 MRS5S

LRI Y db T IR A 4 R A R H
40~45 H %, ¥ (260+10) g; 4 b 0 < Tah (& 5
g0 . B (BN JLEEmSEETT; ACCQ-Tag
IR SE[E Waters 2 7l BERR S 4N . %
ik 4N, JRE el dbat) s R A TR
Hl; EhERAK  Srdral, i se A Au R I A BR
WA LR TR 2-AER RS Srbral, 2B Tk
Py T AR L) ey A BR S Wl I A ymilg . &AMk
LN [ A e VM ES P2 R i e e W | B S RSN =T

K9840 HAHLERIL  MEREAR AT ARLE A K
VA PR F]; DH-101-3BS H HVEIRSIX RS R
T IR SR EL AT FRN F 5 ST1004 22 BE 3 2
1 AREEJTAIH T fh A BR F ;s Agilent 6545 Q-
TOF WA IS B SEEZHE R A R
H); MOS-500 |5 — 4G5 Y 5 E Bio-Logic 2\ Fl;
MI1-L213C fkikh T AR )eE 5 a4 B2
Hl; iX6U G4 A% 22 HIAT B H]; Thermo
TRACE GC ULTRA SAH @A (K #% A FID) |
Agilent 1260 Il FsRAHEATEIL  LHEASRHEA R
H]; SCIEX ExionLC™ # = 2L W AH (354X & H
SCIEX A Fl; LC-20A )i AR R HAS
e e S R/N=i N



547 % 5% 2 )

SIH 55 NIRRT 07 2GR P O IR 40 435 SRR A S - 169 -

1.2 LWHE

1.2.1 JUBlRIANEE BT Y L BR AR DT S Ak 4
B2, VI 1.5 emx1.5 emx1.5 cm FLA% P e (2 4+
0.5 g), HENLAT A 4 2. FE4H 4 DREAS, N 1.5% &4
AN 20 min, FEATAS R AN T A A2 AAbh

1.2.2 XN T. =% Yang 5 5 Luo S5
Tk, FMAEE M. XIE(CK), A 3EF7 hn# kb
I; 2% (Stewed, ST), i 500 W HL i b 85 B 2 il s 4%

ill; ¥E(Fried, FR), X3 PYFETFZ 180 °C HUTHIXERA
R . A HIIHNREE AU R 72 °C (Z2 BRI
TEASGM 2 ORI S5 ST BRIV KRS B, —FR 5 T3
AEFEHRAGIN E G E I ZE SR LA T35, — 5 Eas o
BEFETE—18 °C WK 7 d.

1.2.3 P E R RS BORE S 4 B Tk K
(Boiling Reheat, BR) FlIf#i}7 (Microwave Reheat, MR,
2450 MHz. 700 W)E#ZE iR 72 °C, A
AEFRAFRPR (T35 o

1.2.4  SCHEEEFE AT I 2

1.2.4.1 FAUREEMGIIE X962 48R 15 & AR
Y5 3E FE 53 HT 2 (Association of Official Analytical
Chemists, AOAC) J77EI1Y 955.041"5 AT o

1.2.42 PEBSEIMRSEMNE 3% Gao ' Jr
e, MAEB R . BRI S g2t b 81 5 2 5
FA X0 ik PR RE &, DA 20 mL AB 4li /K vk 21 3% 3 ¥k
(14000 r/min, 10 s/¥X, A1 10 s), F-IIA 20 mL 5%
(V/V) = L TRE R STIRS), IFHE 4 °C U8 12 h,
Wt FVEW, JH 4 mol/L KOH ¥ pH = 6.0, iK% E
50 mL R P EZE, i 0.45 pm AU, & . AT
A HANA 10 pL 387 . 70 uL AccQ Fluor Buffer,
20 pL LAY AccQ Fluor AT, RrLLimiEdR s iR
4 10 s, EiRE P 1 min J5 55 °C )% 10 min B
R . W AH i = 8045 4. Nova-Pak (i # C18
(3.9 mmx150 mm, 4 um) ; AccQ Tag A-7/K & #
(1:10, v/v); FEIRZESF 37 C; ZL/MEI#5 KB5F
A 248 nm; PEFERCH 10 pLo PRIBERF AR 1 s,

* 1 AHERGENRY

Table 1 Elution program of amino acids
AR E(%)
A ] (min) i34 (mL/min)
WBIHA BB WEHC
0.00 100.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
17.00 91.0 5.4 3.6 1.0
24.00 80.0 17.0 3.0 1.0
32.00 68.0 20.0 12.0 1.0
45.00 68.0 20.0 12.0 1.0
46.00 0.0 60.0 40.0 1.0
49.00 100.0 0.0 0.0 1.0
56.00 100.0 0.0 0.0 1.0

1.2.43 Ji MABNIRR SEMINE IRl S ESE
Bligh 25" Jr ik A 1il5E . 2% Tan S50 Jy il

BRI & & . FREX 5 g S8BT % 52 P 135 ik
PR S, XA T /K -2 B0 E . FHWHE KIEE
TFARAS I 25 114 SAH A i U7 12 P IR A 7
JARIAT VRN 4E(0.25 mmx 100 m, Supelco SPTM-
2362) SZHL Sy B o AT IRAE IR EE A 100 °C 2 F)
230 °C, AR RV DI 2515 E 43 I E 2 270 °C Fl
280 C. ARSI NEA, Fi# N 0.6 mL/min, 3
FEEoA 1.0 pl. il LA B ) 5 B AR 2R 7 E
BokEtE S e,
1.2.4.4 4i/E3 B, B, S EIIE AR LK
S G k) PR i R 4E AR 2R B, AYIIIRE 225 Yoshida
SO Tk FREX 4.00 g ACFHS AR S, X ELEA TR
WS R, T IR, A 200
ORI E T L E RS A OISl [ [ o <A = S VA e
5 um, 250 mmx=4.6 mm) . W AH A3 S BRI B
EWAK S RSB 5528 375, 435 nm, FiE R
1.0 mL/min, 54 20 pl.

ARV T B B2 30 XS il AR S P 4 A 2R B 19
M AE 27 Bergaentzl6%5P) Jrik, AH (3% -ER B
TESESEAE: BRI 2.00 g AbERS AORE S, X BEf T3
B, AR R, gt 8 R A s B IR TR
FH 33 - HR EE TR A | A iR 3R R L SRR IR A R AR
1.8 um, 3.0 mmx150 mm) . AR CIE- BB IESE
A PR PR S RS 45 375, 435 nm,
OISR N 30 °C. Wi N 0.4 mL/min. $EEEE N
10 pL; i A S 7 2o EST . Wil o =Xk 22 1 vy W
M, BN EE N 3.10 KV, #EfLHE)IEN 30 V. BT
YRIELEE A 150 °C . #EFL RIS 150 L/h,
FIAIREE S 350 °C . BE5T <N 600 L/h.
1.2.45 443 E SEMANE  REINT REHNE
X Jik) AR s 4 AR #EE I E S35 Woollard 452
Fiko XFIDT K2 HANES BURE S e B H . He4rn
J& A DA I 28 14 T 1) v SO AH (i e i
& 354 (A 150 mm, 4% 3.0 mm, BifE 1.7 um)
SYES o TRV S RS 435 294 328 nm,
IR 30 °C, i~ 1.0 mL/min, JEFER A 10 pl.
SRS o, By, O-E T AR E R UEFT Ui
et S e .
1.2.5 FHEA SR A LFE bR e
1.2.5.1 FRILRLPFEHIEL ST HINE RIESEMN
M2 225 Wang S5 0 7 RS EIE R . FREX 0.8 g
PN T T ARAL PR A XS B4 AT 4 mL 20 mmol/L #
iz £h 2% vh W (pH6.5, & 0.6 mol/L NaCl) H 317
4J 3% (11000 r/min, 10 s, 3 %), 4 °C .0 10 min
(10000 r/min), FHEX_ FI5# 400 pL, LA 10 mmol/L
2,4- " fif IR P (2,4-Dinitrophenylhydrazine, DNPH )
4 200 uL 2 mol/L HCI, 30 °C &6 K 1 he ANl
1 mL 40% —%&{ZFiZ(Trichloroacetic Acid, TCA)VLIE
FEH, HE 20 min J5E0 15 min, 75 EIER, A
1 mL &R ZBE-Z B (101, V/V) PR DITE LABR
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FARI B DNPH, R _FiAPER R Filw o, 1
3 mL 6 mol/L EFRINA WA 1, DITESS S
T 370 nm P AN G, FH BCA 2055 &0 45
AFPZH P e o () TR & &
6

BRE( (nmol/g) = % & (D

21, Aypg 4 370 nm PR AL IR OGEE(E; n
WM RS C AR h 3 BT BE (mg/mL);
22000 L/(mol-cm) “HEE/RIHIEERE

T ES #i ik (free sulfhydryl groups, SH) & & 4
A2 MR Liu 2 09 7 2 0 8 FE RS R B . FRER
150 mg £ NN T K 5 A0 BRI ZR T 39 B P, Jin A
2 mL Tris-H & MREE Wik (£ 4.43 mmol/L Z &Y
LR 4N, 0.16 mol/L JRZ . 0.1 mol/L £ & JNLZE v
W, pH8.0), ¥&¥% 1 h, HIEES.C> 15 min(10000 r/min) .
FBHEL 0.5 mLIR& W5 20 pL AY 4 mg/ml5,5' -
B W -2-f1 3 7K H iR ( 5,5'-Dithiobis-2-Nitrobenzoic
Acid, DTNB)#EV5, 1E 25 °C #E'G/ % 30 min, FFIK
B0 15 min B VS, £ 412 nm ZbPU5E . #232K(2)
TR S S ) 5
10°x A, xD

13600 % p

K, Cgy MU HIE = (umol/g) s Ay, N
412 nm PEAAL IO BE(E ; D R I W R RS EL
p RS TR BRI EE (mg/mL); 13600 L/(mol-cm)
1.2.5.2 FHEAHJE R =88 Yuan 529 14
TR E R AR K ait . FH 5 mmol/L Y BEIR
2 W (pH7.0) VEAS 1, IF B8R PR
0.5 mg/mL. KOGFE 0.1 mm A A L kb 7 L% & 7E
MOS-500 [&# — {55} (Circular Dichroism, CD) PN
1733 (190~260 nm) . BURSHOE U T : 4 E
BE 100 nm/min., WA AFE] 1.0 so BJ5, BRI
L5 K B R CDNN S 8EA 73154
1.2.5.3 ACE L2218 52 v 4 53 (Thiobarbituric Acid
Reactive Substances, TBARS) fJill ;2 = 18 Man-
zoor™ Jyik, 48 =& LEREREL, ST AR y=0.6143x+
0.0005(R*=0.9996 ) Ff-5E i, 4554 mg MDA/kg /.
1.3 HIELIE

B A SEE AT RE 3 IR, B A s ¥ LIS

E )

Cgu(umol/g) = -]

{HHRUEZE (Standard Deviation, SD)378; & IBM
SPSS Statistics 27 X5 RI1T 22 5 W2 54T,
24 P<0.05 B AS[RIRE S 2Z (AT FA A i 25 22 55 FH Origin
2022, SIMCA 14. GraphPad Prism 9 XJ %% 3% 3£ 47
2 BRSSP

21 ARMI-EAANEEXBHAXEETFAED
A

2.1.1 BHAFREEMA L TETUEGH P b 22
PR B SR RLGT, ANTRIIN T2 #4807 =0 X8 kg PR 2 1 5 7 o
AR ULER 2, JFEH A B BT & S 90.72 g/100 g
(T30 o FERFEIIN T Ir=XTF, 2% . 98 il it X it 1R 2
P 3 s TER (P<0.05), KEHRIRS it PR it 2 11 BT
ErRLERRIIN T KRS T 5 S 43 SRR T
11.12%. 10.43%. 12.11%, X A] §E2 A FEH SR
ey P R AR v e R TR AR T AR f ek s
TSRS, R 2 IS, KR
W5 Bl A5 R K i S i 2k slokE ) v TR AR 431
Il 1 2 SRR v AR S P,

Tonfack 4507 FEZE A | WKED R A5 3] T 25l
PSS ZEASFEIIN TS, XS T, in1T-5
FROKIE L B 1A W88 0T & i R A 3 22
(P>0.05), BH/K I I8 2 I LT AN 23 s
RN T 2 A3 ) P AR 2R P BT A T 2K o
2.1.2 UFE AR S AR E SR XY g P
PR R IR T, L iR S LR B 5 T, B
M PR S R R (R B SR . T SR S
L& L R 1Y Bk {E ( Essential Amino Acids/Total
Amino Acids, EAA/TAA) | TR & IR 5 IR LT &
R (1Y b {H ( Essential Amino Acids/Non-Essential
Amino Acids, EAA/NEAA ) #8485 (1 ot o & 10 5 2
PENFERR. % 3 5E 1 BoR T AR T2 #05
X ity PR B B R AR Ak, EAR TR Ty =X Ty
B, IR (Wi S ) 1) 5 i i 28 v T HAth 2
(P<0.05), 7E 501.93~766.39 mg/100 g 315 [F 221k .
TG AR 0T B . BRI RS IR Wl BT
TN AR, TR AR AT | IR aETIRE .
Hefripidfal. EARIN T AT, 286, KEflfgxg
5 Y EAA/TAA. EAA/NEAA LGAB NG =5 T8, (B
VA B 22 5 (P>0.05) o K5 X it A ) il 01

ANTEIN TS5 52 35 B RS P BB SR A

Table 2 Changes in nutrient content of chicken breasts with different combinations of processing and reheating

EFRO (TR RW-ST RW-RO RW-FR HE-ST HE-RO

HE-FR BR-ST BR-RO BR-FR MR-ST MR-RO MR-FR

K5 (%) 74.23£0.27% 74.23£0.27% 74.23+£0.27% 71.01£0.25% 70.55£0.18% 62.44+0.32%" 63.46:0.24™ 64.12+0.03™ 57.91+0.11 68.83£0.27% 66.39+0.31% 57.01£0.16™

H T (g/100 g) 90.7242.82% 90.7242.82°% 90.72+2.82%%  89.4+0.58™ 85.96+2.07"° 80.63+0.78% 88.15+0.44"* 89.07+0.57" 81.26+1.29% 91.03+4.82"% 87.46+2.36"" 79.73+1.35%
Wi (g/100 g) 0.88+0.38<  0.88+0.38™  0.88+0.38  0.72+0.15% 2.01£0.33<" 11.57£1.02* 4.26£0.10* 5.14+0.31*" 10.61+0.26™" 2.72+0.34™ 3.17+0.39% 10.35+0.61™
4 HB, (ng/100 g)  28.4320.01% 28.43+0.01% 28.43+0.01% 26.18+0.01" 29.09£0.01* 21.04+0.01% 20.610.00° 23.47+0.28% 21.68+0.01% 25.37+0.01 28.47+0.01% 20.42+0.00™
4E/1:Bg(mg/kg) 6.73£0.49"  6.73£0.49%  6.73£0.49%  548+0.1"  8.82+0.34" 1.15£0.02% 1.51£0.07°° 2.68+0.11°* 0.34£0.01° 3.01£0.10 6.33+0.10™ 0.75+0.03°
A/ FRE(mg o-TE/100 g)  0.49+0.03%  0.49+0.03%  0.49£0.03™  0.4+£0.01™  0.66+0.01"° 1.86+0.04** 0.16£0.00% 0.34+0.01%°  1.34+0.02“ 0.18£0.01° 0.51+0.01™ 1.62+0.03™

TE: [ —A7 RS F R RIZR I — 0 07 = OR R T Bz 8] 22 57 .25, (Al —A 5/ NG PR AR R 2R A — I T 5 BRI 07 302 0] 22 5 125 (P<0.05);

FE3~Fe4MH [ .
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Fig.1 Changes in the ratios of essential amino acids (EAAs),
non-essential amino acids (NEAAs) and total amino acids
(TAAs) in chicken breast meat with different combinations
of processing and reheating
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IR B KR 28 -8 IS L BRI S
YER- K SR | 28 - SRR | R - S A
B M- 52 A5 ARSI 1A
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B AL S I S FEVR T, X PR v S A AR
ft A 2 19 v BEANHL ARG D7 12, HAR FLBT7 0 L A5
o . VAR AN AR SO, | A AR R R T 55
HEAAEFIIRER . WEFRHA R, Z ARINRTT
figt 55 100 F1 IG A5 14 LE{E (Polyunsaturated Fatty Acids/
Saturated Fatty Acids, PUFA/SFA) | n-6 Z N Fljg
WitR 5 n-3 Z A FINRDIER FUAE (n-6/n-3 ) J&H KT A
FEFRME A ASE & IR d R A i B 4
Pr o ANEIN T #T7 = 3G B Y g D7 & B AR 1L
= 2, Rlite & AR ILER 4 T 2. EARFEIN T
T, KEd a9 i P R D7 5 5 25 e T2 A
(P<0.05), HAE 10.35~11.57 g/100 g JLHE N . X
PR A K e B o, WiV E AR RS BT LA 180 °C Y=l
ARG ey PR PN AR K 328 4, T BGA LB, TiEads 3] A i FL
Beb, BN T B SR A LR, ZE TR A
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BRI, PRI & IR, i S5 XERIXS G R T 4G

B & E=A L. KERIXS I PY Y PUFA/SFA Lh{H &
5, RZEHRI S HII 1.62~2.02 4%; YEHIAY n-6/n-3 1L
(EEAK, 2865 HEHAY 1.26~1.35 £5(P<0.05) .
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KIS A (BR-ST) | & il - /K I 52 #4415 (BR-
RO) ) n-6/n-3 LLAH i AR T 15 il - ik &2 R &
(MR-RO) (P<0.05); ¥Edil-14ii 240G (MR-FR) X i P
i) PUFA/SFA LL{E 2380, T n-6/n-3 L{E i U
/(P<0.05) . 33X A] BB g PR 78 42 e F vp HoAo b
R W 1 5t R AN W] L i TR B ) 22 S 5= 25018
TR BT R AN—3 ., Albano-Gaglio 4¢P 25 1R
WoR, 35 R BRI RE T & AN, PUFA/SFA HU{E-S
n-6/n-3 HWEAA 2257 . ANFEFERRE R
IR G T A AT 52 ) 245 5 ) AT SR AL B, 2 eSAs vig
55106 U Tt rA) 2t TR, DT 52 1 JIGE U0 1049 3 et R R T8
SRR WgE R, K S KERIE S S R S S
A FF AR
i 14.60

10.95

PUFA/SFA

n-6/n-3

PUFA (/100 g)

730
SFA (/100 g)

n-6 (g/100 g) 3.65

IO

n-3 (g/100 g)

<z~ SO &SP
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B2 OR[N T S 3 A A i P 22 AN R DT TR n-3 .
ZAMIRNEIR n-6. Z AR AR (PUFA) |
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Fig.2 Changes in the proportions of polyunsaturated fatty acids
n-3, polyunsaturated fatty acids n-6, polyunsaturated fatty acids
(PUFA) and saturated fatty acids (SFA) in chicken breast with
different combinations of processing and reheating

$ O & &
%5&%
@\@\@ QQ&

2.1.4 JKFEMELEE R B, By ipAstE KA. A
SLOGER L TR pHL, BEISEIN TSRS iR R
TR S AR IR T Vi, o Vige SRR LA 2R, T
H22ZBKS3052 I o AR T2 307 =X 39 it PR
YiE 2R B By & = ARL ULER 2, FORMA 4 2R
B,. B, FUE 43910 28.43 ng/100 g. 6.73 mg/kg.
TEAFEIN T J7 20, Bl e g 4438 B, .
By 7 3 TR S5 4ER] (P<0.05), AR, 7K
WEI MO ERIS AR B, & ESTI 29.09.
23.47. 28.47 ng/100 g, 4438 By Srmsriilh 8.82.



<173 -

B NIRRT -5 307 A XN RSB TR 5 S R

i

547 % 5% 2 )

*E R AN L

w00 0FE'T w00 0FETT o 1000FT'T a10°0790°C 2a00°0FC0'T WO00FIT'T wal0°0F90°C 500 0F9T'T w00’ 0FLT T 00 0FST T w00 OFST'T w00 0FST 1 VAS/ViNd
oISTFSIVLLL 8 PF60TIL  oSSOFIL'EI6  wES'SIFSTIIET  (qLIEFSLSLE  oqIS'0FSE9ST  qCTOIFIVEHTIT oIV EFEVPY6  oqSTTFOY'YSS  oqCSOFY LY TS OFPF6LY  wyCS OFPY 6LY vdand
WSOTFILOLL TV TFSOTTY o IEFFHI 608 oS OIFSEVTIT  (oLS'EFHS99E  o8EIFO0LET  wgb€ 1IF660601 (66 0FTLIS  oq9ETFIETLY  1oSETFEI'ESE  oSC IFEI'ESE  1,8E IFEI'ESE VS
»10°0F61°01 «ClOFTEL W 8TOFHLE] 2a0F6L 01 W0 0FSS T, TTOFIOTI ol OFL 01 HEOOFSHEL  qaCOOFHO'EL  whOOFOLET  wgbOOFOL'EL o bOOF6L'EL £u/9-u
WPOPFISSO9T 8 EFTELEY  880F6'888 W TEVIFLO90IT  (qTTEFLOSYE  ooLEOFEC 09T  wg€TLFS6OE0T o LSTFIIPIS  ogITTFVLOSL  o6'0FS 0Py o6 0FSOVY o6 0TS OV 9-u
DEYOFETLST  KOLOFHSTS  STIFILYY oS IFLIS6I Wl€OFLYET  28E°0FLOT b CTFLE 061 wSEOFTTYY 480078865 wqTO0FIGTE  wl0'0FI6TE  +,T0°0F96'IE ¢u
0 0FVLTT gL TOFSE'ST  4g€0°0F90 YT w0 OFLS 1 61’0808 oqI00FIL'S wEETFOTYI wI00FEROT  QEL0FOLT  w9TOFLEOL w91 0FLOL w91 0FLS0I €U9:77D
HOFTP'T an wl0°0F59°0 wEO0FIT'E an an 490°0FE0'€ WE€O0FLLO  5T00FIS0 an an an €Ug:07D
w0FL8T @ll0F6IE o €0'0FS0Y WL OFEY'E an w66 0FFTT ol OFPTE WOOOFLS Y o FTOFOY  wSOOFSOT  SO0FSIT  4SO0FSI'T 0:%2D
wIT'0FLS0 an an wl90F9'T an an wSS 0TSO w90 0FES0 o 10°0FIL0 an an an 0:€2D
005 0F6S'96  wgELOFSEOIT oI STFLOSOT  4gSO'0FT9'801 @60 OFFI6S 291 0F91 € w6V OFLPIT WESOFSLEST  oySTOFISOIT w9 OFF6'T8 b9 OFHET8 b9 0FH6'TS 907D
0FSTT w1 0F6'T w80 0FF6'T w90 0FTL'T WOFTLT el €0F9'T wCO'0FLL'T WLO0FSSE  GLUOFPTE  wEl0FLST wELOFLYT wEl0FLY T €Ug:07d
2a10°0FST'8 @SO0FIETT o 100F9TTI ST OFPY 1T wl00FEES  qLOOFOT Y PO 0TSO 11 WSTOFSOST 41079811 oL TOFIT oL IOFLT wlTOFIT 9ugi0zd
SO OFPS TT an an wlT'0FI9 YT an ol00FIT'T w80 0FIS P wCO0FIOE L EL0F6ST  oySOT0FSS'] waS00FSS' T S0 0FSS'T 0:72D
oSTUOFOY IT ogbTOFEETT o LIOFST'ST wE10F60°ST OSOOFHOL 290 0FSLY wSSTOFPT 91 WCTOFIOl  (POOFLSET  o9E0F89'9  ,,9€°0F89'9 9E0F89'9 T:020
WO OFITOVT  wglbOFISTE  TUTFOOLY  wI€ TFLOVL WSTOFLSET  q100F6EET ST TFLTOLL wSTOFHO6E  qal UOF6Y'8E  w9TOFCT6l 9T 0FCTOL 19T 0FCT61 €uegId
an WOIOFE0Y o ES0FT6'L an b0 0FIS T an an WETOFPO'S  (Cl'0F6SY  oOI0FETT o 9I'0FETT 91 0FETT 1:020
HOFTO'S w€OOFLTY  wEI'0FE09 w90'0FI8'L «aP00F6'1 2aSO'0FI9' a80°0F9L"L WLOOFLTS  oglOOFHOY +0F68'T 0F68C w0F68C 9uUERTD
waT OFSL 0T al00F8L'T awl00FI'E W T0FFPTI 60 0FEY' 1 a€0°0FCT T w8 0FF8'TI WPO0FCTE  @EOOFHOE o l0°0FKS'T o 00FPS ol 00FPS'T 0:02D
OPLVFLUSOYT 90 SFTOLS o 6LTFEIYIL  wLIVIFISLO]  (qLTEFLSLT  oCEOFOOTIT  wglSOFSIIOON LS IFCS'889  oql TFIOTHY oS IFSTEVE o 9S IFSTEVE 1,95 IFRTEPE  O9UT8ID
Wl 0FPET WOFITT € 0F16°0 an an an aC1'0F69'T wLEO0F6T'T WPCOFLIT 8107690 wSI0F69°0  w81°0F69°0 9UTTO
oSS VFIS6S8  ogFTTFSIC09 86 FF6E808  w T TIFHOE6T] 90 €FS0EE  oqTSOFTELOT T EITSG IVT]  qLSOFSCLVL ol UTFCEOE)  wolb OFECLTE  wolVOFEELTIE oLV OFECLIE  P6UI:BID
S00FET wCO0FSSE W PIOFISS SO 0FSH' O€00FITT  2qTO0FLY'T w0 0FP6'S WSO0FISS  oqTO0FINE  oLOOFELT  WqLOOFEI'T  oLOOFELT 16UT:81D
OLSOTIC6TT  ogPLOFIVST  wWETFLELET  wISTFETLIE oL TTFITLOT  oTT'0FS6'89  oqLSETSS'6IE wCOF68ST  ogLL'OFETLOT  oqTEOF6T601  onTEOF6T 60T 45TE 0F6T 601 0:81D
o0 '0F8T Y aCTOFESE oW ETOFIY €0 0FSH9 ©l0'0F68'T 2aL0’0FEY'T w90'0F6TL awSO'0F6S5'S al 0FCH'Y W@600F90T  600790C  5,60°0F90°T 0:L1D
ol 0FLT'ST w6l 0FI'9F 807079565 w88 0FSL'TS «8TOFSSHT  oq10°0FTII WwST0FS0°TS WCEOFTPS  28C0F8S Py wPTOFLEIT  wbTOFLYIT  wbTOFLY9T 1:910
OESTFOIT00S ot TFHSTIY  oSTEF69TVS  WOLOFCOTVL oS TFILYT  og6TOFITOST  w€CLFTVTIL 88 0F8IITS o9V IFEIEY  oqI8OFIOEST oIS OFIVEST o, I8°0FI9EST 0:91D
V0 0F6T T a0FSST WOFET WPO0FLLT ol00FLT'T «aT0°0FTL0 wC0'0F8ET wWEOOFTET  4qSO0FSS'T aSO0FLO' 2aSO'0FLO' S00FLO'T 0:$1D
«0FTY 0 gl 0OFIY T 0T8T w0 0FP6'0 «al0'0FLS0 0FFH0 w100FSTT wSO0FS' al00F880  oSOOFILO  oSOOFILO  wSO0FILO 1410
wST0FST'6 @l OFLLEL o, €0°0FEY'ST 490" 0FET'ST 8T OFS'L aCOOFLL'S w80°0F8L 9T wP00F991 a0 0FS 11 2a10°0759'8 w5 10°0FS9'8 10°0FS9'8 0:%10
an an E0'0FTS0 an an an an w100F890  G€00FHH0 oW I00FHFO  wglO0FFFO  oql00FHHO0 0:T1D
an an an an an an an an an w60 0FL6'T w60 0FLE'T w60 0FLE'T 0:90
eI O¥-IN LS4 y4-dd o¥-¥d Ls-ad d-9H O¥-aH LS-9H Ad-md o¥-md LS-mY —

(115 --77) (So01/8w)

Suneaya pue Surss001d JO SUONRUIQUIOD JUSIAIIP YIIM SISBAIq UMOIYD JO JUJU0D Proe Apey ur saSuey) 4 dqe]

N E LGB ARG < B B ST v 2



- 174 - é’uﬁ&TWﬂ*ﬁ

2026 4F 1 H

2.68. 6.33 mg/kg. X Rl g RT3 T as R,
SECKE T A R AL, IR SR s 2R
T ZRVRAREERE O R, IR EER e (A T BB S B iRl m
R, KA FFELIAS, 3X 5 2R S XER T K o B 5
ARFTF (3R 2); Sl as SO Rl R s T4k, T2
IR, NFER AT B LRI = 7K 43, DA I8 il X2 it
P H KGR 2R B, B BURRRIE RN 25 KBS
RGP GG A A= 28 5 s AR OB s 1 AT Hk
JEMYEE 2R B By & AR . EAREIN T o B,
TEZEN . Bl 52 A G5 XS iR 44 2R B, . By
it WA RN, EAEIN T8 52 el i T 7K
R 5 (P<0.05) . X ATREZEB KSR, 75
il 502 i X0 i P AN T3 42 B BEK 43 P 1A 1
FAG Vi, B Vi 0 SCENIE T35

2.1.5 JBiErHE4iAER E Stk Vi BIREH
He k2R, AFEDIN T2 07 NS A 44 2R E 3
FARE L 2, RO I gEEZR E AU 0.49 mg
a-TE/100 g, TEARE I T 07 = F, X8 iy Py A 4 4=

# E SR i K EH (1.34~1.86 mg o-TE/100 g) .
HR 2B #1(0.34~0.66 mg a-TE/100 g) . 2&#1(0.16~
0.40 mg a-TE/100 g), WA SRS Skoczylas 45034
RV T ) Vi & AR b33 X5
Jn TR AR B (3R 2), Vi i
AR T RE S R S AR, st A g 14 s
HANZE Hl L B v, S AR ISR (8] 5), nlRedE—2
SRR E S iKERI AR SRR STy
B RAL T, ST OUS it PR e 3 T THUE AR, VK

DINEBIRTTE Ve BITLSS; Vg TERETI R T 5l iE
gh 4, PR E T HES B AT R . AEASTEL
TR B, ARV T -2 2 A )5 X i PR B ) 4 = 22

E & B E R (P<0.05), FkInlidiA= 28 E fd
g FBENN, 43 N T 60.00%( BR-ST) | 48.48%
( BR-RO) . 27.96%( BR-FR) , 55.00%( MR-ST) .

22.73%(MR-RO) . 12.90%(MR-FR) . Hrh2&H|-5&
PGSR B 4EAE 2R E &0 AR R, 1T
K KER STk S EM AN Vi SRR E ST
K . KE S5 oK 2 A G (P<0.05), 43l n T

33.33%. 17.28%. XJEHRNZERIG MR LN LS
WG 4EAE 2R E ik, BAEPRPE #O0r U R B R
L FERA ST 22, Alibas S8BT K EIS
ARLBAIZE SR, H s Th 3R Al A B (B IR 4 ) AR AR e Pk
A FR i Y E SR A B S IRy AR A0 A A 3] T4

(S

22 ARIMI-E#RAARNEENERRSEHRELH
220

2.2.1 RILFDFEHIAL T A AT
SRS S LR E AR B R SR B, S 5 e AT
R TSR AOFRRR, BRIEAITE B2 5 8 F R )
i SkasErt. MWE 3A ATAEH, ZEARFEI T T,
K 1 X0 189 PR A BRI T BE (15,18 nmol/mg protein)

AR P i 5 I v T AR R S 0B Tl (P<0.05) o X5
Wang 507 UG5 R—F, fERi e f b e S A
FEZ AL T 5] H s ny#is, S H e
FEoT, B2 RGP, IR T AR i SRR
k5 3 R A A A AR N R AL, Dise il
Pt P 5385 L 2R S8 A I, I I R GUBRIR, S ECE
AT RO TR S AR AN R O R, AR S
i, A R SRR N 5% B ) 57 BIE PR A A A, TR
LRI TR TR, 28 &
555 G (BRI ) B X i A 3 5 e 1 B
I, K-S RS (B . AR BRI SS. 1X
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PG SR ), I S

A 25
) ST
‘q‘é 20 &SRO
& [CJFR Aa
E‘J 15k Aa AaAa
E N\
£ o v %%
by I\
& % %\
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2 1
= Ca Ca Ca é %\
RW HE BR MR
25r 3 ST
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[&]
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B3 AR5 52 HA A A PR 5 2 (A)
s AL (B) Y21k
Fig.3 Changes in carbonyl content (A) and sulthydryl (B)
of chicken breast with different combinations
of processing and reheating
T AN KRS PR R 6] — I 7 VAN [ in B B ] 2 5
% (P<0.05), A[F)/NE FEER R[] — I TR BEA N T 055X
] 22 5 2.2 (P<0.05), [&] 4~&] 5 [l

WSS S B BRI RN E A LR B AR
iR, WS H AR (-SH) ZE il 238 S b il — o Bt sl G
B EA ), RS s S . NIl 3B AT LLE
W, ZEAS RN T 07 =0T, KR XS kg P 7 30 TR B
(8.59 umol SH/g protein) M4 ¥iF 25 s 2k & & B LT
ZEH 5 EH(P<0.05) . FEAFEIN LM rE:, 25 . #5H
5552 $REH A 00X Bt PR B B T S IR AR AT A A, T
il -2 A B2k, 5 B SCE A E R GkIE1)
PR masie—a.
2.2.2 FHHEATTHEMNAR L @G R O
FEAN RN T 52 Ty =X g ) A 2 1 BT — 2 S5 A 1 AR
1, B4E o-M8HE . g8 . 550 . TSI, b
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SIH 55 NIRRT 07 2GR P O IR 40 435 SRR A S 175 -

P<0.05 xR BE(E 4) . FERH R+
W a-B8HE . p-PrE . B-FEFA . TR il 9 5 24550
H 17.89%. 26.37%. 15.10%. 40.59%. 5 J5URFPIAH
He, Zad#din T 58 #BUs =Fhn T 057N a-18iess
AL R s WA S e =X ey VA D R A 1 B P UL =<
(P<0.05). [FIFE, LIRTEBFSTHGE 1T TN T35S
AR 4L, 28 St E S HUE 5 10 55 DL BEE TR i T
=1, o- IR LE YR 5 AT E A Nt FEASNIA]
T 7= , 528 W4 . K HIZEAE L, KEFRIZHA a-1R
TELEFIREAR . p-PrELs Mg ka2 . X n] R
TKE S BRI  T RO R TT | fit s AR HE, R TR
FT IR A6 P S5 T REAIR T o185 E 43 L TH
YENIEE T &4 F R U R, p-9r& 0 E 43 thig
S, SR R SR TR TT, X T BB ST
PN EERMIR >, T3 o- MR IE & B T REFT a- 1R eSS 1L
R p-HTEW, FEASREDIN TR B, ZE8H] . B S el
AR AR S AR IR a- MR ESS P REAIR
B-YrBLEEIN, WiKERIH-EHE G SHAAAR . &
R SEAL AL B AT AT i — IR A TR .

T o- 125 T2 p-Hr8 T p-55 A ] ToR 2 th

Aa [ Aa | Aa

Bab| Ba | Bb Ba | Ba | Ba Ba | Ba | Ba

STROFR STROFR STROFR STROFR
RW HE BR MR

K4 R[EIN TS 5 B 5 RS I A — 24540 & B2 1k
Fig.4 Changes in the secondary structure content of chicken
breast with different combinations of processing and reheating

223 mfRE bR & EAS L IR AL S
AT B OCE L, T R R A A E SR
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and oxidation data of chicken breast after different processing stages between the pair-wise groups
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