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Abstract: This study aimed to investigate the regulatory mechanism of hot air drying at 130 °C on the quality characteris-
tics and flavor formation of Grateloupia livida. Drying kinetics, nutritional composition, rehydration capacity, microstruc-
ture, and the variation patterns of volatile flavor components and lipid substances were systematically investigated. Results
indicated that 130 °C hot air drying achieved complete dehydration of G. /ivida within 24 min, driven primarily by internal
moisture diffusion. The dried product exhibited excellent rehydration performance (rehydration ratio: 1200%~1250%),
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while principal nutrients (e.g. polysaccharides, proteins) were well retained. However, obvious collapse and pore shrinkage

occurred in the microstructure. A total of 89 volatile compounds were identified. Among them, the key aroma-active com-

pounds with an odor activity value (OAV)>1 including 1-octen-3-one, (E,Z)-2,6-nonadienal, a-ionone, S-ionone and (E,E)-

2,4-nonadienal. Lipidomics analysis detected 3790 lipid species, dominated by saccharolipids (SL), glycerophospholipids
(GP) and sphingolipids (SP). Twenty differential lipids (VIP>2), including PG (16:0 21:1)[M+Na]" and PG (18:3 21:1)
[M+H]", were screened as potential flavor precursors, participating in thermal oxidative cleavage and Maillard reactions to

drive characteristic flavor formation. This study elucidated the influence mechanisms of 130 °C hot air drying on the quality

of G. livida, providing a theoretical foundation for the development of high-value flavored dried seaweed.
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BE=99.9%) . SENEE(L4LEE =99.5%) . I (4l =
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200~1800 85T 43—F FG B i F ity Joa i FiL o Lk, 33218
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70000, MS2 7E M/Z200 533134 17500,

1.3 HIELIE
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&l Sankey &% o
2 HBRESH
2.1 EREREATEIAN T R4 T

Bl 1 Bos T 130 °C Al A2 b 75 IR iR iy
BE RS FE AP R B A AR S . IR 1A
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Fig.1 Hot air drying characteristics of Grateloupia livida
TE: A RT3 T T PRI I 388 7K 73 LU Bl T A5 Pk ] #9728 1
25 B A M DR ISR MR T A5 3 B R A T F) A2 T

2.2 XTI E KRS S 7R R 43 RO 220

2.2.1 HHUEIFRMST T SRR RS AR
EEFRASY (LA THET) UL 1, 75 PRSI EE 5) b iy 6
I3RS 12.20 /100 g, SRR 59K 53 [
A BRI 25 B 13.32 ¢/100 g AHIT ; REEr &7 4 ot & 45
M 45.06 g/100 g, L= A URP g KA T T
UM 0.71 g/100 g, FEMARAL TR #2205

F 1 FORERIASE A A TR 5SS I A B TR &

(LIFEi1)
Table 1 Nutrient content of Grateloupia livida and other algae
(on a dry basis)
B SR WAy NEELgE MEA MR M
(g/100g) (g/100g) (g/100g) (g/100g) (g/100 g)
TARIRIABE  12.2040.09 45.06£0.07 22.60+0.34 0.71+0.00 5.23+0.18
HPRIRIAE™ 1625 6.60 2277 2.18 -
mﬁﬁg@ 12.08~19.47 - 13.76~23.42 0.10~0.47 32.2~63.8
BORBUBESEY 1063 5.02 3.73 0.25 -
JeZmizeR 11.16 8.23 19.24 0.14 -
L 3.78 10.00 39.42 17.20 -
Y 35.00~40.7  6.3~7.00  10.00~10.7 0.3~1.70 -
S Sl 9.2 - 44.15 3.52 -
T " RN TR
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HITHECH 5.23 g/100 g; M H T AR T AL
BN ZRBEEL S, (B30T TR R A 5, 5 T H A0 v
2, HIEAT UL, TR A s S AR B AT 4 S B
15 ALAR W B AR, I AT — e HLER AR
B2

2.2.2 EILFRA ST IR A P 1) 2 L R K
25 L UL 20 75 IR s 9 A0 A S LR (TAA) 1Y
JE RSN 16.99%, 5 3 £ T 5 A 95 14 A ] 2%
(17.31%) P £ 8230 s IR THP IR IR A 352 (22.24% ) 1)
LT (38.62% ) =PI (3.5%) P Ji
I (15.23% )22 VAT (2.4%)PY ) T DRIB A 348 (14 00
T @A IERR IR BN 6.20%, 5 b A& FE/E 1Y
36.49%, 3T T- WHO/FAO HEXF 1O BIAR AR TR 1 5
i (EAA/TAA TE 40% 2470 5 i & IR S5 IE
SN EBEIUE R 63.51%, KT WHO/FAO Z:3%
A FRREN(EAA/NEAA £ 60% LI ) o FBHEIR
WA TR ] o B SRR BR 4 A EL ) B, mT RO B 2R
Fo 534, EARIRIASE A 6 Pt B FhmR, a3t
TR el B B0 40.08%, 5B 43%(43.99%) 22 2%
BEEE 2 (41.90% ) ) AHIT, 1 HH E PRI v 58 HLAT f0f i
JRUBRARE 5, ELAT XU I 88 B T R 10 7 -

2 TRIRIAEE I SE R LA

Table 2 Amino acid composition of Grateloupia livida

DRI (%) JERLTFEEIER (%)
IR (Thr) 0.86+0.03 KA (Asp)” 1.75+0.05
iR (Val) 0.94+0.03 BRI (Glu)” 2.13+0.06
B R (Met) 0.29+0.009 HEm(Gly)™ 0.92+0.03
Sesea R (1le) 0.79+0.02 AR (Ala)™ 1.10+0.04
AR (Lew) 1.31£0.05 225 R (Ser)™ 0.91:£0.04
RN % (Phe) 0.80+0.03 il & (Pro)™ 0.72+0.03
R (Lys) 1.00+0.04 1 MR (Tyr) 0.58+0.03
{455 (Trp) 0.21£0.01 20541 (His) 0.25+0.01
EAA 6.20 MR (Arg) 2.09+0.06
MEILR(TAA) 16.99 It 2% (Gys) 0.340.002
EAA/TAA 36.49 fiE R FERR (FAA) 3.88
NEAA/TAA 63.51 AR LR (SAA) 293
EAA/NEAA 57.46 HMNEAA 10.79
(FAA+SAA)/TAA 40.08

T * R ER Z KR (Flavor Amino Acids, FAA); ** %R R 2 LR
(Sweet Amino Acids, SAA); W77 & FEM2 (Essential Amino Acids, EAA);
JE 7 E IR (Non-Essential Amino Acids, NEAA); M2 JH& (Total
Amino Acids, TAA) .

2.2.3 BBWHBRELATSrAT TR BATE v IE DT 1 2
T Jo b Sy BRI 45 R UL R 3 T DR A B o S G
2 BB TR (saturated fatty acid, SFA ). 2 FhEa
AN FIHE DR (monounsaturated fatty acid, MUFA) |
2 F Z2 AS 40 A1 A 7 BR ( polyunsaturated fatty acid,
PUFA), 3505051 0.45., 0.053 F10.18 g/100 g,
FIRIR A T Y NG T 5 1 BIR(0.71 g/100 g), {H SFA
M ERcZ, bR 7E SFA P, LIAEHERR(C16:0)
S, B ER 0.41 g/100 g, H & A /b G RENR
(C14:0) . Pt BEAERR BAT PR | 40 . U855 4u it
FEPESF LAY, GRS MG AL . AL SR (]
A FE MUFA o, HAI H vl R (C18:1(cis)-9c),
TR (C16:1-9¢); 7E PUFA H, A& H AE4 DU 7S
fig(C20:4, ARA) AN ik I AR (C20:5, EPA), &
S35 B1°A 0.089 2/100 g, 0.087 g/100 g, P FLfi)
Yoffi(1:1) . ARA HAEEICIZHML T TR Co 4%
IR FVESAE . VR TY MUBE A S5 /E PO EPA HAA[%
I | AR BT LA LA K 35 L4 SF T RERY . Fh
WERT N, RIS A T T B IR AP 2IS I 0T 414K
B, A B —E REE R -

2.2.4 WWIBAAT TR IR A A6 9 B B L
2% 4, JLRGI Y 5 FhE mOCE N 4 PR TR, H
ErimBE TR IR AR A D PR TR MR A PER | 416
Bl Hodh KB B0 i (15436.17 mg/kg), H
UK 2 Na( 11398 mg/kg) . Ca(8922.76 mg/kg) . Mg
(8147.90 mg/kg) Al P JTLZ (5581.68 mg/kg) . Hifih
Kl H i) Mn(13.18 mg/kg) . Fe(77.16 mg/kg) . Cu
(2.46 mg/kg) . Zn(67.91 mg/kg) i 1 43 B X T4
I BT TR B IR,

Na. K 75 AR P 3= 2 81 4514 P9 e 0 - 14
YEH, X Na BT L)%, K. Mg W BE R I, ik
AF Na. K L33 Na |, K 95— 028X 1A 92 i 55
JCB2 SRR AR Y Na/K FUAE R 0.7, X FH G Na/K
PEAEAT& FAR MRS B 75K, A B PARu0 A, IR
= XU ; 5350, K Mg GRS SZ a2 il 2 5 HE AT
W B USTRIAZ IR 196 1, AR S Al 48 Y
Z A TIRER Y, Ca AIA BEE R, XTYERE AR
A FER A S ZIE T E; Fe 25 A AR
PIE T . T3 AN Z PRG0S A Ak, 7T LSRR A0
LR M A FR AN G2 AR ) AE | T AR, P E &

3 TR R TR AL

Table 3 Fatty acid composition of Grateloupia livida

My FAG R (SFA) 8 (/100 g) R A (MUFA) 54k (g/100 g) Z AR TR (PUFA) 435 (g/100 g)
Cl14:0 0.039+0.002 C16:1-9¢ 0.012+0.001 C20:4 (ARA) 0.089+0.01
C16:0 0.41+0.02 >w-7T MUFA 0.012+0.001 > w-6 PUFA 0.089+0.01
YSFA 0.45+0.02 C18:1(cis)-9c 0.041£0.002 C20:5(EPA) 0.087+0.09

-9 MUFA 0.041£0.002 Yw-3 PUFA 0.087+0.09
>MUFA 0.053+0.003 YPUFA 0.18+0.02

TE: Yo-7 MUFAZ0-7 RSB HURIL; Y 0-9 MUFAZZ0-9 R 5 LAEFIARIIR; Yo-3 PUFAZ0-3 R ZAMUHENIR; Yo-6 PUFARw-6 R

AHIFRIVIR -
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Table 4 Mass fraction of mineral elements in Grateloupia

livida
WRILE RSB (ngks)  MEICE  FiE%(mgke)
K 15436.17+125.34 Fe 77.16£1.12
Ca 8922.76+£56.99 Cu 2.46+0.02
Na 11398.72+134.17 Zn 67.91£2.91
Mg 8147.90+59.12 Se ND
P 5581.68+116.15 Mn 13.18+0.17

E: NDREARA I

JEBY; Zn VE A AW TER A B TR, BEi it A K
KB NET . 4EFr S 400 A BT AR AN IE 5 AQ
W FEFZ/D 300 FIEFLL Zn SHEFBIIN 72 58525
BT FR P AIAZ RIS . 25 PR, IR A v

PN E SR/ pive

FHUETT I, 130 °C #RURCT RS 75 IR R A 2 T
mn A PR RS AR BT SR AT 4E | R IRETE, F =
WS B, 2R . JRITIRA &, ot E FEE,
EIRMEIE .
2.3 AR FIERTE KRR

52 KR AR A bR 52 3] ke R BRIR S, SR
JFHOR A e BT R A 5 AR . K R
A PR R A P8 A BT Y B R AR 2 —, S UK Hlk
K, F KRB AT, Foo st A v H B 1 i
R EE /NPT IR 2A BT, 527K 0~2 min, FH4K
Lo /RS E AN R S S R VO E - S =) U I
EVRETIIY 81.6%, J& TR /KW EBE; B 7K 4~8 min,
2K EEARACANER B, KGR BE RS2, nIRE S TS
TR A 5 D IS AR IR G, AL RRAIG, USSR
[, BEAS T 7K FE BRI PNER Tt shiAa oG,

A 1400 -

1200 A
1000
800 -
600
400 A
200 A

0

6 8
SZKEF ] (min)

B RENTTZENSTAINES C

SKEE (%)

0 2

R S e ,i‘ ’ ‘
P2 Tl T DRI Y S K R
Fig.2 Rehydration characteristics of dried Grateloupia livida
TE: A KO s B 6 75 bR 05 8 38 1) O 27 0 B TR
(10x40 % ) 5 C FA XU~ 1 55 bR 5% s 355 194 016 23 b o 5% T A%
(10x40 1)

R BB 5O W B WA I 7K S IO 45 44

FH- SR ELBRIA AT HURS . AR 2B AT, i
e T ORISR A S A N B e v . HES Bk BE %, A
MNP, TDRER L RGO R . A 2C
LN, ST RIRIABEAR L, 130 °C THRAGRESLAZ
IR JE BRI A B SR, FK RS Bl B2~
HOFLBSE, A3 B A e G
2.4 ARTERHMRMEEHIRIFE

I 3A BOSRTATHOULAS R RT 0, V& R ELAS Tt
FH TR RIS A i R TAT AT AT AR LBRE, R/ N
2 FLBET I TR AR i 2 T DU AR X 60, I
] DL IE AR RYIR, X AT REIE /K28 K SR ZHA
i S5H2rEt . WnE 3B R, TR EAS TR
R TAT 2 AT Y HL R IO TTRAAU At i AR AR T
DS SRy | o B S, IR SRR . e
DL, T AR 2 TR T RIS A o8 A A Rl ,
ECAMMLAG SR EAR . TUOMES A 1R B A AL BT R /L,
X RIS R —E

500 im 1100 um

B3 0 R A B ROMLES 1 B R i)
Fig.3 Effect of drying on the microstructure of Grateloupia
livida
TE: A VR URELAS TR R MR8 55 FAXU T 70 IR G A B 10 6
T A4 LB 1] 5 B ¥ TR LS 43R A 7 PR G A ot 5 PR A
DR A 2 A ) R AR TR 41 0 PR B LS s A B BB R UCH

500, 100, 50 um,

2.5 ERIRMSEERX T RSP XRTL

>k HS-SPME-GC-MS 43T # X 1 4 i 72 v
IRIRZE L, X482 0. 8. 16, 24 min J5BRIABEE A4
R PEWN L G T4 AT, SR Y 89 R R )T,
HARDLIZE 1GPEWATIE R http:/www.spgykj.com/
SCEEIIZERT) o W25 TR Rt ) RS ) 4 442 4 P
BRHA TR, b G PR R R e g H A2
A, G R ANE 4A R, PR 2RI E Y,
i 22.5%; BES | E2E | R FES RS Y, S0
14.6%. 14.6%. 13.5% Fll 9%; Milks . BRIE . Bk
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Fig.4 Analysis of volatile compounds in Grateloupia livida
under different hot air drying times

H: A RS YRS IRIE Bl B $ARCT M i 7 o bR st
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DRI A A TR A g A ) SRR IS g AR
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PEAT, ¥EE Y RSB s, 8 8 min B AG HY
45 Ffr, 16 min K i 32 P AT, & 24 min B
K 19 F, SBCEIT, A5 S L MY B S S b

TR IR (SRR 4C i) . Bk
Ui, BRSSP0 S RN S TS R4
P, FESALEPN SRR P RS, B b &
P S TR RTAH EL 22 AT, RSS2t 549
A9 B DU, P SCHk [12] 4138, s b AR S 44
KPR A S S AL A ) AE T i
5 22 ISyt A O SRR RS, iX T HE
SRS EURIS I RN R .

R TS 53T (PCA) XF US40 8] 25 3%
KPR AT ERAE A TR e B, 251 ULE 4D, ilad 4
AFEAE 53 fi s FE BT 1 2 A4, PC1 Al PC2 BTkR
SR 44.7% Fl1 20.5%, BT 7 2ZE TTHAERIE 65.2%.
1E PCA &, 8. 16, 24 min T4E4HF1 0 min GHr i
PRIGEWA ) AFAE T AT S B [RS8 min AEAHZH S
HAth A 2HARE ) 4325 e SAEA ., ] RERE RS Ta] PY A5
R K L A PRy D 5 | R A RE I 4 R ) T Ak )
4k, 16 Fil 24 min B R ZH S HR 4325 M HE &, T E
R RN R 2 SN

BRI A P 1) SN RN 2 P AN
BEAY 5 HS-SPME-GC-MS 43T 3145 14 A0 X &5 e
R, AFTEARIEIE K PELH 5 OAV RN PPN HXT 4
RS DTRRFREE, MR E ARt i Hp 1) S it
YRR . BT 25 XU 5T 1) (AP 1B 1
AR P e S HORR N XU B (B Y EUAEL, 7531
OAV., IRt OAV KT oiEr | iR M4
Sy BERILER 5.

e s FioR, FERR R RR Y 4 aFR]A,
RIS IAFERE S ALY SE Y 7 A OAV AT s 3% &
PELA Sy IEC M . 1-2E05-3-01 . 1-2245-3-F . (E,Z)-
2,6-T T . a- 25 B -2 % =1 . (E.E)-2,4-T
s, b, 0 min FEER IS 7 FR4HS), 8 min %
5%, 16 F1 24 min 4358 2 Figl 5. XLEfLE PR
P FLARBFAE AT B TS SRR . IR | VTR
R Rz R RO 2 OAV>10 B, FEoRIZALS %
BARF DT K. i 17 -3 (OAV>10)
Ko pE RS A ot 4 A P AU LA TR 2 BTk

SR it A SRR W oL R A Tt it
BOAEAE, W56 5 B nT R b2l al Sankey &I (& 5) .
MRYE 557 T B e M 52 5 R R T 12508 -
3-fif . (E,Z)-2,6-T- & . a- 582 B, p-55 % >4 |
(BE,E)-2,4-T-JaST . XSl 7 il e TR IA
R A B o 1 SRR R HE X R BT . & 5 HiE i
SR T AN R TR] AR S b SRS S A S AR
T FAEX BTk Lo (GRony ik v, STk ), O min #f
it R SR S P4 IO A 80 e R X DR 3 e v, HAR
i 8 min. (HASFEREAVIE, a- P p-5L 2 22 H1E
AT R R, XML G A 2 2
AR EFERFAEY, (B,2)-2,6- T J&IENILE 0 min,
8 min £ A RS, T 14 -3-1 . (E,E)-2,4-T-
ATEAAE 0 min HER, BEEE PUXCT R IETT, 197
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Table 5 Characteristics of volatile substances in Grateloupia livida at different hot air drying times
OAV
F5 & [ (ng/g) - - - - SR
0 min 8 min 16 min 24 mim

1 IEC 3.66 0.025+0.01  0.07+0.02 ND ND BT, 24, FESSOERER,

2 1-2¢5-3 -1 0.003 11.2143.29 ND ND ND BERE . L ER

3 1-34-3- 1 1 0.06£0.025  0.13+0.04 ND ND BEGG . B, LRk

4 (E,Z)-2,6-T- Ik 0.02 3.01£0.59  3.17+0.49 ND ND TG, TRk

5 a-ZZ 0.4 0.91£0.33 1.05£0.37  0.61£0.48  0.82+0.54 BE 2 5RIE

6 ST 24T 0.0579 3.64+1.03  4.18+1.29  2.40+0.35  2.64+1.80 VRV N it

7 (E.E)-24-T- 5k 0.06 1.18+1.53 ND ND ND BHERL BE IR E
VE: BRI E 3V & PEY) TS WA A W https://www.femaflavor.org/flavor-library FlThttp://www.thegoodscentscompany.com; NDZ/R A H o

A .L

0 min
BT 4T
o
‘“‘...-b 8 min
(E.2)-2,6-T- —Hisii I &l
T —— —— .
O —— d t6min
(E,E)-Z,{t_—i:‘ﬁkf_‘g - I 24 min
IEC
Bl 5 IR [RIRAXUT A5 e ] PR R A A 47 2 M) o

Sankey &

Fig.5 Sankey diagram of characteristic volatile compounds
of Grateloupia livida under different hot air drying times
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Hih#h5 (Glycerophospholipids, GP), 1§ 5 i & & 1E
AT AR T 2 IS B3 16 min 155
IE{H 14114.69 pg/g, 24 min B[ ZE 12405.03 pg/g.
XFPARAL AT RIS PR RITHA/K 5328 2 S B0 U AN
SRR G R R B b S
g BRI 2B 53T 37 AN, HAHXS &
AT WIE 6B Fias . ERMESCHINEF A 71, H 6C~
&l 6F MR JE/R T S B 6 DR ISTEANF]
TR A AR B i A AR . Horp SLOEMA
R, R TR 8 min B 5 IR R S BB 44%
(5647.82 ng/g). SL WHALFE: FfZLME L st H
A1 ( Monogalactosylmonoacylglycerol, MGMG) . i
R LM (Monogalactosyldiacylglycerol,
MGDG) . —ZUBHEL AR Hili(Digalactosylmonoa-
cylglycerol, DGMG) . il kMt s H i (Sulfo-
quinovosylmonoacylglycerol, SQMG) . fiff JL s ik —
Mgk JL H 71 ( Sulfoquinovosyldiacylglycerol, SQDG) .
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Fig.6 Lipidomics analysis of lipid composition differences in Grateloupia livida under different hot air drying times
TE: A CHIRBUE & VR B WIRBUE S E & 2 1E; C~F 2 0, 8, 16, 24 min ARG &
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40 — 201
(5]
S 2
S 207 we o8 ° s . e °Up
= 0 _‘; 10 | GO 8 © Down
~ * 8 min %‘B 0 M 0 min vs. 16 min
—40 ® 16 min - PLEMmge a ;' B 0 mi .
. e @, ‘.ﬂﬁ 4 S min vs. 24 min
60 24 min ..° ‘?- :
—-60 —-40 20 O 20 40 60 s X3 AN
R o A
PCI (44.2%) o AN o
XY o Qq“a
Q‘o Q‘“\ o
C FC>2 D FC>2 E FC>2 F 0 min vs. 8 min
90 159 85 27
L . 1811 12 1548 5 83
153 172 125
1058 53 2 702 24 17 1099 51 6 42 14 28
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ZyE (33:6) [M+NH,]* 487
ZyE (16:2) [M+NH,]* 5.77
Cer (t42: 1+0) [M+HCOO] 5.78
Cer (d42:2+20) [M+HCOO]" 5.89
MGMG (16:0) [M+HCOO]" 6.11
DGMG (16:0) [M+HCOO] 6.41
SQMG (16:0) [M—H]" 6.58
Cer (t17:0_25:0+0) [M+HCOO]" 6.60
ZyE (28:5) [M+NH,]* 6.96
PI (54:6) [M—H]" 7.25
ZyE (26:5) [M+NH,]* 9.13
PG (18:3 21:1) [M+H]" 21.1
PG (16:0 21:1) [M+Na]* 21.4
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Fig.7 Screening of differential lipids
0 A AR RGBT & & E RS0 B B o K ULE]; C~F SRR B T4 f5 i 4E BLAL, Hodr, € 25 0 min vs. 8 min, D 2 0 min vs.
16 min, E 2 0 min vs. 24 min, F 24 8. 16, 24 min 433 5 0 min 8] J& 5 (14 He4¢; G o =41 3L M i it (P<0.05, FC>2, #l VIP>1.5)
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Table 6 Differences in lipids of Grateloupia livida under
different hot air drying treatment

&) I3 Py VIP  log,FC
PG(16:0_21:1)[M+Na]" PG 3.16x107 21.14 11.94

PG(18:3_21:1)[M+H]" PG 2.92x107 21.11 11.93
ZyE(26:5)[M+NH,] ZyE  5.92x10° 913 527

PI(54:6)[M—H] PI 246x10°° 725  12.89
ZyE(28:5)[M+NH,]' ZyE  3.15x10° 696  3.75

Cer(t17:0_25:0+0)[M+HCOO]
SQMG(16:0)[M—H]
DGMG(16:0)[M+HCOO]
MGMG(16:0)[M+HCOO]

Cer(d42:2+20)[M+HCOO] Cer

Cer  2.00x10°  6.60  3.00
3.03x10° 658  2.10
8.85x10° 641  2.62
248x10° 611 233
2.83x10" 589 244

Cer(t42:1+0) [M+HCOO] Cer  871x10° 578 251
ZyE(16:2)[M+NH,]" ZyE  449x10* 577 348
ZyE(33:6)[M+NH,]" ZyE  3.68x10" 487 252
SQMG(20:4)[M-H] SQMG  1.80x10° 475  3.78
ZyE(13:1)[M+NH,]" ZyE  4.75x107 473 286
CL(87:13)[M—2H]*" CL  188x10° 438 326

PG(16:0_20:5)[M-H] PG LI8xI10° 410 223
ZyE(28:6)[M+NH,]" ZyE  134x10* 397 438
MGDG(16:0_20:4)[M+Na]*  MGDG 4.53x10° 397  3.15
LPG(16:0)[M—-H] LPG  2.03x10° 389 367

TR L R H v (Digalactosyldiacylglycerol,
DGDG), H:7F SQDG. DGDG #1 MGDG 5 7 S 4,
I, Y@ T FUbESS . Aekad b, 2 LIE R ntaf
PAREERA) =2 RS 5 ( REAR 1Y) 70%~80%) Y, HAFFE 3R
I A PRSI, Pra bl 2L s . Ak, GP
e TR R TP I, SP # B AE 0~16 min Py
W4, 24 min BFREA T B, B4 = T R 5, SP 1Y
FHE T RS U R R A BB s e 2C7, GP 24
WRFBEAG RS LA S0 H MBI B a1, 25
b, winsEIg R L SL, GP il SP N EEHE N AFAE, H
Hr SL Fil GP 5 3= S HiAT, 3X 2 AR R B9 A AL 53 al
PR I R PR XU 0T CUNRERs | 2S5, J2IB
AR XU ) SR A2

S [RY R R A Hg B ] TR R A 88 i S5 4H B B PCA
SYPTESRANE TA TR, BRI F 5 (PCL 1 PC2)
SR 2 BTk N 62.1%(FH b PC1: 44.2%, PC2:
17.9%) o 4% T B 4H HAE PCA FYF543 & v 5 31 BH
Wb 53 S A, USR] TR A 1] s A B BT & S A AE

2= 5 A5 J5 B4 07 328 SR FH XU BB A v 22 A5 5K
(Fold Change, FC)>2 8§<0.5, H .3 MK (P {H)
P<0.01. i@ K IE (& 7B) i AL 22 55 B o o A
=, kAR (log, (Fold Change ) ) 4 Xt {8k 2 BH £H []

BB i 25 S i 5, A AR PR (Flog, o (P fED) ) ARG

T, U B BT/KSF R (FC<0.5, P<0.01)
LAFEC>2, P<0.01).

Venn (& 7R T 3 i Rl — A [m] T 7 4 1 st

WA [A] AR ZH 8] LEAR, gt 5N R asa] i b
EFLE (B 7C~E 7E), )53 73 Fh2E A8
(&l 7F) . VIP>1.5 B AE2EAL-G WAl & X 45
ANFEFE S P B Sy, VIP P4k, 2 BTk,
TEASZH MR T S SSOERAR LB, AR TR BE Y
WRIABEARITT VIP PPorEdT T 1P, B 7G i3k 6 W
THfEEH VIP {Hi= Y 20 P22 S50, Al & PG(16:
0_21:1)[M+Na]", PG(18:3 21:1)[M+H]". ZyE(26:5)
[M+NH,]". PI(54:6)[M—H] . ZyE(28:5)[M+NH,]".
Cer(t17:0_25:0+0) [M+HCOO] ., SQMG(16:0) [M—
H] . DGMG(16:0)[M+HCOO] . MGMG(16:0)[M+
HCOO] . Cer(d42:24+20)[M+HCOO] . Cer(t42:1+0O)
[M+HCOO] . ZyE(16:2)[M+NH,]". ZyE(33:6)[M+
NH,]". SOMG(20:4)[M—H] . ZyE(13:1)[M+NH,]".
CL(87:13) [M—2H]*", PG(16:0 20:5)[M—H] . ZyE
(28:6)[M+NH,]"'. MGDG(16:0_20:4)[M-+Na] 1 LPG
(16:0)[M—H] o [FIBRARBTATAE N XA AN R] T A
WA BERIFREY . PG(16:0 21:1)[M+Na]*, PG(18:
3_21:1)[M+H]". ZyE(26:5)[M+NH,]". P1(54:6)[M—
H] X468 =20 DTk, FRIH AT B2 X 43 R B T
ZH RN HA PR ZH PO AERR AR, BRI B TR S = A
USRI SCE R 5T

3 g

AR 130 °C PRI R AL BT R AR A B, 2R
GiAs s T Iah 17 . BRI . BOKEERE . TIOWESE 4
B R R G S5 BB BT M s A28 b AR . 45
ZZHH, 130 C UM, HRIRIABE AT ZE 24 min IR
FI)5E STk, TR R S LR (A R SRARRTE, ZR I
2 AR EE H NEOK Y ROLE = 5. THR S deiA
AR i B RN E, (HAN S5 PSR . SR T
[ E X AS [E] TR AN ] A5(0 L 8. 16, 24 min) FE
MISHT, FeSE 2 89 PR A AL &, BT bR
Wiyg 2 (N 65 Fh 2R 19 Fh), FF2EE H 126465 -3-
il . (E,Z)-2,6-T-J@lh . a- L2, p-5220 24 WiFI(E,
E)-2,4-T- UG 5 Fh QS IR HEY BT (OAV>1),
Hrh, a- 52 BT p-55 B LW = FRAEAE, W 1-2545-
3-BRAAFAE TR AR T i . BB BT 4 2 43 HeAS ) 541
3790 Flig i k&4, LA SL. GP F1 GL A3, idaddH
[a] kit Hh 1Y 73 Fh2s S e, dE—2B 45w ) PG
(16:0 21:1)[M+Na]", PG(18:3 21:1)[M+H]". ZyE
(26:5) [M+NH,] 4% 20 Fh g5 nl 45 X 43T B
By G s AR S8, Hodh PG(16:0 21:1) [M+Na]™, PG
(18:3_21:1)[M+H]". ZyE(26:5)[M+NH,]". PI(54:6)
[M—H] A BEEXURIE 1Y) SC B It -

APPSR T v S A T R A S in T )
FATYE, IR MR BT S5 A BT A B s T T
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