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oA T L E, VA B R K BEH W (naturally fermented sausage, NFS) 4 &7 B, sH K & T R BEA W 60 = de s (A &35 |
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H L EE BN, RBEREA 60% . LEKBENRAF A 2.5% A BB (EHREFEHMIMAFE)RETLA 2:1
B, BB IR S A 8240, HARA A AR . AR T A B A M 6 AR LR B AR ) LA o MBS B &
K EEA AT 23 2 F (P>0.05) ;40 8 F 48 T 71.05%, i 30k 2.3 5 Aok B ok RR Y B AR, @ BR ok 4% 14
W 2.3 3% (P<0.05)
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Process Optimization and Quality Analysis of Low-Salt Dry Fermented Sausages
ZHANG Hongchuan', WANG Xueqing', WANG Zirong', XU Heng?, XUE Yuanyuan?,
ZHU Sicheng', YANG Qixia', XU Zequan'"

(1. College of Food Science and Pharmacy, Xinjiang Agricultural University, Urumqi 830052, Xinjiang,
China; 2. Xinjiang Tiankang Animal Husbandry Technology Co., Ltd., Changji 831400, Xinjiang, China)
Abstract: This study identified the optimal sodium chloride substitute and optimized the processing technol-
ogy for low-salt dry fermented sausage (LSFS) using single-factor experiments and response surface methodol-
ogy. Using naturally fermented sausage (NFS) as a control, the product quality (texture, color, sodium con-
tent, water activity) and taste profile of LSFS were analyzed. The results showed that with transglutaminase as
the salt substitute, and a composite starter culture of Pichia kudriavzevii and Lactobacillus plantarum , the opti-
mal conditions were a salt substitution level of 60%, a composite starter culture inoculum of 2.5%, and a mass
ratio of P. kudriavzevii to L. plantarum of 2: 1. Under these conditions, the sensory score reached 82.40, which
was close to the theoretical value predicted by the model. The hardness, chewiness, springiness, cohesive-
ness, L* value, and a* value of LSFS showed no significant differences compared to the normal salt content
group (P>0.05). The sodium content decreased by 71.05% , demonstrating a significant salt reduction ef-
fect. The saltiness, bitterness, and astringency were significantly reduced, while sourness was notably en-

hanced (P<0.05).
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K W I 2 VA S R 1A e sh B 105 ok 32 20K
LU )5 5 R TR R B B R AR R A
PR JBE T A R AR N T A, I A — S T MIAR X I8
i R T A I RN T R A R
T2 A0 i A1 L R 1) KU BT M TR A2 0 9 5 i . BE
T4 2 A R R T, AT O T B0k A R
S5 IR S At BRE ) T O R 2 DA T B R, T
S WA g A T M e R R K e it 22 1Ok B AT
T At R R A R 2 2 B A AR
ik, S A U O U R, DR, ISR
T 1R R TR I ) T R AN SR J T 2 0 B £
T NI S ) S L RS B sy O BN o
PRl ity T 3R AT R 25k B8 O AT LRI R BT
AR ER B AR AR N R A ER A TR I 5] |
AT AR B9 A 5 SR 1 s Jal A SR 124 R o T
PR RIS, BAEREAR R B 82 & B 2
TR T AE UL O vk 2 —  (HL 2 5 R A T o 1 ot B 22
T SR AR S B D 50% JiT L 2 B IR 28 R 4
I G BN, WA R NEL A T AR, R i AR AR
TR IT RARER M i WA R0 1%, R A AR g s 3L
MRER IR AR ) R M R 790 S50 AT 2 2R B R A
Y7, WERRTA LR A A K A DA M TR A R R R
il s b R B, G T R R I I 2 T
THURR A XU 0S5 R T BT 1 RN 65,55 G 5 3 5
EYEWELE B3 SRV FURAT I 243 15 & 50 TR
TR TR I I , 23 W38 A0S R IR At i Y TR 8 e L
FEARS!; 3 ol e B (2R LY R % 4 M2 AR I B AT
SO FIDURR B TR DR ARER B )5 , e b o viAe
B (FEIEBE BRI RS IRIE) BT A, 1
SR AR 7 M A SR BT, JHG v PR LI R PR A R R T
REFIDORR EL LG PR IE REE A FE 1 IR 7 B4 Rl A A
SR T AR FUAT I & B FLAT B MAR ) FLARLAT B8 ) LA
VB AR B0 A IR, LASCEAR 6 T A I 7o Mo 4 T s 20
A FRRIL,

T LR AT B8 AT LA 2R FLIRR , BRI pHL L, 40
1) B0 A AR DO 2 T A A O 8 T AR 7 A R TR A
UHCER J5 XU, 3 T 5 28 g Jo s R €11 B IR T
AE A FLIR , By 1k A B A e I, £ 78 J O PR R B
TSR AN i R A S0 P i 5 7 e T 2 1 K S
it S5 it I E — DA R KU P T B, 88T 2 e 78 i 1) XL
BREEINEE M, H AT, A FUA AT 1 S B R R
B T AR ER T A& B 75 17 (low -salt fermented sausage,
LSFS) BYBFFE 8> o BT 1k, A5 5% i 3030 16 75
) B AR ) AR B 5 R PR B 2 A DA A TR L R
B DR R B 7 A AR R T A A I W AR T2, 5K
IR 5 R I B BRI T 365 i ()
Dol 3 B A T A i Jo 25 78 5 (I IF LA 1 4R A 1 I

R Eh U (F0RL B 29 ) 6 IR R E IR ER
KR I R B2 GRS AR AL TR, JR Mk R 2
5, SO N AR 2 1 75 o 0O 0T AR 7 I T AR (16 B i
IS

1 #MBEFE
1.1 MRS

B A RIS I A i R R A IR ST
A B AR B AR ) ) R AT PR TTAE A D 5 A b R
(B 0w 46 F A YRR FRA W) 5 B BRER
3 W5 75 25 B (veast peplone dextrose medium, YPD ) i A&
B IR MRS W - 7 5 e B Tl e 1A ) H R
AR F] s 228 ARy AR - T s AR RSN« DY
4z L 25 BR S W) 5 S PR L ER A« YEVE A ) 5% VC
A PR A A AL VLR RHME 2 B i R BR A D
LIRS « 17 B 4 PEFLIR B B A A7 BR S 7 5 I BRI
Yy - 22 B RE IR A B2 7] 5 45 2 It M e 1 (transglu-
taminase, TG [ ) (Fi7E 122.6 Ulg) (ZR T AR A YR
BABRA A] 5 IR M AL A5 AT BR A W) 5 o T AR 2
ERIK B s AR A PR 2 B A R W R ) FLAF AT
LR3 (Lactobacillus plantarum LR3) . BegR % LE XM2 (Pi-
chia kudriavzevii XM2) : B3 Al KA B Bl 22 5 2424
B E A E R SR R E BRI
o0 &« DU S B A WU R B A PR A
BRAFIRPRIC , HAR R 28 S o pr el

Al 204-1C B HL 53 A7 KA < g4 - FE 4 2 A 4%
() A B2 R s MGO-090 28 PRIAIL - A 111 w7 IR X ]
et H s 1) 1 A PR N ) s HSX-150 1R R0 8 45 554 . L ifg
HGE IR 5] PB-260 MR FE 1T : A RHU SR
B IR ; Aqualab Pre IKAIE AL . EE Decagon De-
vices 23 A 3 XT2i JFE A9 1% : JZ[F Stable Micro Systems o
W) 3J7-350 (R (0 254 RN 4 UE U A A R 2
A} 3 T6 2t 2 Ah ] WAoo BE i A a8 Hr i FHAY
A PR BT 2 7] 3 SA402B HL T 7F R 45 : H K Insent
NS 8
1.2 ik
12,1 BRI AL il 4

FHE ) LR AT 8 5 52 o BERE 1 0 I /2 MRS A
HYPD WARKE SR 3L G Ak 3 Uk, 35 1 1 T T T 42
FPTE MRS R A YPD W AR KRG 35 B vf, 0F- 43 301 7 37
28 ‘CIFH 12 h, T 4 °C.6 000 t/min #.0> 10 min, 35 5%
IE W, FH IO TR AR S K BRI 3 WA RS B A,
RAFE
122 LEE&ERIHIETZ

BCT7 - B P S B o e b oy 8= 2, g il 511
FULSUREA B9 i SRS AN 19 BERE 1% #1405 |
0.05% JLAH IR £ .0.015% S PUIN ML AR B .0.1% 285 |
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0.1% FASAMUN (0.1% F.A& W, K BEF S N AL A7) AR
P A, R RO 107 CFU/g.

T R A A LR 5 I 43 ) S B3 A
L 757 B VB o IBE R 1) R R R B 48 PR L
T AR P A 8 A S5 T B i b 802 A TIR A AR
TR AT Y P BE AR AR R e I AR 1550, 4 °CF g i
8 hs ) JE 1 4 (%) PR A & B ) I LT B8 B A
THE I o A G A B E A 45 RS = AT 10 ming
JR 235 St B0 A L 5 SR A A T 48 h (A G i
£ 80% L 31 °C) 5 K S5 AURE 55 5248 v 1 A X
R E 4 I 2 70% 15 CHEAT T, 17 d J515
Bt LA A SR LA 7 (naturally fermented sausage,
NFS) A %) .

1.2.3 HERRE
1.2.3.1  EERERARW X A I 75 I it B0 ) 5 i)

A3 R NS AL FLERES KSR (TG B R
PR, BN 70% R EERI RNl 2.0%
e & BRI TR IR & Fe ol 101, 35 W K B G % 4
i W R pH B L (825 SR AT I 2, R AT IRCE
T
1.2.3.2  EERBRAREXT A E  fi JB B 5 i)

43 R A TG B RS 7 2 A 50% . 60%
70% . 80% .90% £} £ £h B AC &L, & W 70 U i
2.0% S BC L BRI AN Lol 121 Bl R IR
BT KR 4 TR pH A (B 25 PR TIN E , AT
BRI
1.2.3.3 &1 IR0 8 o0 e Xof 4 1 5 M it R0 ) 5 )

H TG B 70% L), 43 3R 1.0% .1.5% .
2.0%.2.5% .3.0% (5 Ji7 [z it 53 %00) e W 510 S o it 2
Fho PR Z BRI MBI E LR 1:1, Fk
P2 B W B 2L A o 1 TSk (pHL (L (B 25 04 T, 5
T E RS
1.2.3.4 K210 K B0 o X % T 7 Mo ot B 1) 52 )

TG B 70% LG L UL 2.0% S & ) 42
Foli gt K B8 iR T B 5 A ) LR AT B 40 4% BT =
4:1.2:1. 121, 1:2 14 3R R AT I o 75 W 1 A8
Je R R A R 1 A pH A 22 HEA T , A TR
BHIF5r.

1.2.4 1A 1 AT

HRHE Box-Behnken i H 1531 5, & A Design-Ex-
pert 13 B4 LUBCE P43 R B AR, 54T = &R =K
I 17 A6 A R RIS . AT BE LA £ 00
Dy A, 3 Oy 22 434 Il AR R AL G G 56 i 8 AT
SMTEf e AR R T S8, R 5L 1.
1.2.5 A oHr

Z: 2% 5K I B SEIR Ok K R R A R
FEGYIR 2 em & A RAE AR BT R4 3G 2 £, 0 L

® 1 MOREIREEEZRSKE

Table 1 Factors and levels of response surface tests

KOF AEHEN B E@a&ﬂ%%ﬂ C R
/% NI/ % i
-1 50 2.0 4:1
0 60 25 2:1
1 70 3.0 1:1

T AR PR RN R T S RS A P/
5, T A 0 R RE 40 R 1.5.10 mm/s, AR B
i 50%, fil k& s E 5 ¢, il BRI A B,
1.2.6 BEIFN

BB 12 Z ML A (6 5 6 &) 4k
(R E PFE /NAL 5E R, /N AR 4 GBI/T 22210—
2008 1A 55 P il it 8 v P B ) A TR I AR R
BEML 3 M7 ECT- 45, P RE /N I 5% 3 BT A R i A T
Oy o BB PR AR AE DL FE 2, PRI A 4 5 o AL L
B VHLBUIRTS AR S

®2 RBRBEIISIRE

Table 2 Sensory scoring criteria

mH PEo bR

AN AMESEEE R JEARIENE I RS TGS E
IRARE ) AREEARGERE  RANE AR RN
HERAESC M (10~<15) (5~<10) 7% (0~<5)
T A
(15~20)

aEF PIRRRE VIARZELT PRAREE IR RGE

e shER O BEEE R0 A WEiLSE G
EEpinEs (10~<15) ToIEE FeE(0~<5)
(15~20) (5~<10)

AL UNARSEC UIHECRSE. WAL G YTl A

A % BAaE B ik(5~<10)  #itk(0~<5)
(15~20) (10~<15)

AWk RERBEERR O ARE® G WM BA0EN
AR, FHOBEARR  (5~<10) JE B
FMRMRARLE R (10~<15) (0~<5)
E(15~20)

Wk RWRLEIE S TRWRTIR O RWRKTHR R
BRI Ak (10~<15)  BORIREL A& (0~<5)
WAL TCHI G2 N

P (5~<10)
(15~20)

1.2.7 a2z

S PRI RESI L B F W LB AE 1)
H 2 em JE/NBE, R (0 22 4300 /N B ) TG S
(L)AL (e ) (E AN BE (b ) (H, H4 B H1 A0
HEBEEC),

C=ax + b

1.2.8 &% pH EHAIE

%% GB 5009.237—2016( £ 44 FH R hrifE &
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fn pH ARSI 5E ), In A 10 AR5 R0RE B 1) 0.1 mol/L 1)
SRR S P 0, ¥ AR pH T E pH (A
1.2.9 /KA B 2

7% GB 5009.238—2016( & & % 4 [ K bpife &
At K BE DN E ) IS g A A il (8 FH 7K 2016
A 2 7K 5317 B
1.2.10 4B+ & I

68 P A B L 0 7k DX, e R B 5 45 4 T 2
BT EE.,
1.2.11  HFHFoHr

52 J& A A SO Jy v R B e, B 10.0 ¢
VIR R T I A 80 mL #B 2l AKIR 4, 30) Jo e
3 min, JFAUELCTUE . BOE IR A i B AKRE S AR A8
ARG MR AR AT , R RAE 3 kL5 1 4
BludE L.
1.3 Hdgaba

K H Design-Expert 13 54147 e vy 1 2 56 15 11
55381 Bl R A SPSS 20 #4119 Duncan’s Multiple-
Range Test #E17 . & VL7387, IR 1] Origin 2024 1A
TER

2 HBR5HW

2.1 BERRACYIXS K B I b SO A R i)

211 BEEAXT R A I B RBP4 A5 e
AN [R) B £ AW % 7 1[5 A R DT 43 1Y 52

L3 3.

x3 AERLERYMNEFBREMBEE LSRN
Table 3 Effects of different salt substitutes on texture and

sensory scores of sausages

AN L/ R
BT ey mmbe O s mEIT
a7} mm
SAER 288941+ 117244+ 090x 049+ 75.33+
377.94¢  194.53:  0.06° 0.03¢ 11.83¢
FLERES  1705.00¢  621.94+ 087+ 045+ 67.00+
207.53"  112.52  0.07° 0.04 10.44¢
JER 1949.01+ 681.22+  0.84x  0.48% 68.44=
235.71" 91.10" 0.04¢ 0.02¢ 13.012
TG  2519.83+ 1038.85:+ 0.88+  0.44x 7244z
387.06°  200.37*  0.04* 0.04 6.91¢
BEREIRE 1839.92+  564.05+  0.65x  0.45% 51.67+
g7 253.78" 89.21" 0.05" 0.02¢ 6.90

T : [FIFUA R ING FR 3R 28 5 135 (P<0.05) .

e 3 FroR R HATEAL AN TG A AU R LR /Y
Al BE R WH IR 2 3 T 3 41 (P<0.05) , B EE
& Iy AR R B9 7 i SR 3 R R (P<0.05)
5 HBRYR N R TR E 25 (P>0.05) . P
B JEETE 4 721~6 360 g 1L Bl A AT 45 11 2 5 4R A i 1Y

JEE RGO A R L EAL B TG B AR 70% £ ER
J& R BT TG L, 5 R SRS Y A Y
T 2 717.61 g AT, TG B A LAEAC &R v fiEs
SO e 77 A e S 105 e AR ) e il o1 D B P
SR Z TR i R 4 i B 2 A8, T i R 419 o
AR gRUo-20l - MR PE43 1T LA, AR TG
JRER FLER SR N & B A 0 B B Vo i T
B . EAE R E R 40% AR 48R
PR, 5 77 A2l F AL BR AR 50% & 3R VR ph s
HRAS S T 25 5 7R 7 S A AE W I 8 R R 4 ik
Campagnol D57 & B, TN NN 25%~50% 1 AL AR
A= N RON TRk Vi I AL I (SN [ S Ve e N
e, EALFIE N BB R R I Bk 4R
R, JE R AT RB R R B M R R 25 T R &R R,
I HIBCE VAN bR v T 2R T 25 A B AT R, R I
E IR
2.1.2 GERRW R R pH (BRI Y 52 0
AR BRI A pH ABRSZ 0 WL 4.

x4 AERHERYEHEFM pH ENIT
Table 4 Effects of different salt substitutes on color difference

and pH of sausages

%:;f PE o b c oH i
SfkH 43.99+ 6.05+ 6.58+ 8.94+ 5.13+
1.93¢ 0.27¢ 0.28" 0.19 0.05*
FLERES  43.20+ 571+ 8.71+ 10.49+ 4.97+
1.03¢ 0.76° 1.85% 0.72: 0.06"
RER 4455+ 5.35+ 7.62+ 9.33+ 4.90+
3.28¢ 0.27¢ 1.63% 0.844 0.07°
TG [ 41.95+ 5.12+ 8.61+ 10.03+ 5.10+
0.33¢ 0.63¢ 0.76% 0.38% 0.02:
BRI 44.64+ 5.84+ 9.90+ 11.49+ 4.66+
| 0.95 0.30° 0.04¢ 0.07 0.09¢

T A NG R 3R 28 5 8.3 (P<0.05)

Tl pH {H 22 5 23 5200 7= i KUK | J5T 4 B 5 45
FEPE . MR Ry G I nl S B0 5 R T R K AL 1A
)2 HIES TR B S K AR BEAEH , BAR S K A
HAEH, 5w B AL REPERY I pH (E &3 R Y
FR WA, XoF 7 i 0 0 0 XU 7 A= AN R 5 i AL I 5 o 47
pH {E 3 B TR, 3k 4 v, ELB TG B FLIR
B OMRER R R OO R N BB AR B
pH (LT 5.30, AR pH (B AT 400 il 55 0 127 A 20
PR AR, JEC ™ i B 4R pieel ORI, B RE S U AR
B i A i pH A 3 KT H A 2 (P<0.05) , R
JEAR R R, Ut W P B 4 HEUY 4 om0 A O T 7
€] pH {Elzﬂo

B CIRE RS IRAE, F 56 R
PRAEE R, BRI EEBR R, AR 4 RTHL BEREER U €
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R R EE Y 4 i T A8 (P<0.05) , SAAL BT FLIR Y |
JIKER (TG g 2 I8 A4 (0% 10 R 22 57 A 3% (P>0.05) ¢
a*(E B WA N A A FIA O, XA AZ L 51 pH
(LAt 2F SV LZL 8 R AT ), B i b+ B
SEMRTH B B R AR, BFFE R, bR T
i R AR AH 5%, A AT R WA N Sk 2 v 1) i s 1 v
F8 M 22 1) B 1 A 2 7 A A B0 (0 B AR OG0, b
8 T e -5 I B SRR AR G, ELBR I Sk 5 v B i sl 1
HP R e 22 T 4 S 77 A B B 0 B3Rt AR S AT SR AR
WP e DR Y 69 b+ W] 8 sy, DA AT B S 1 B
TGN B A
25 b, TG B AUE RS I i Bk R TR (0
PEBCHAB AL G N e 4% TG Bl B AU £ T i
JE SR
2.2 BB R ER A W A Mg o B S
2.2.1  E R AR A I A I A R V2 5
FLER B AU A A AR E PRI 52 R IR 5.

x5 TAEEHBEREXNFTHREMBE TSN
Table 5 Effects of different salt substitution levels on sausage

texture and sensory scores

Josi

Ny /g I PiEmm NEH O EEIES
/%
50 120029+ 651.17+  0.90+ 0.52+ 73.89+
137470 73.98 0.03¢ 0.01° 7.66°
60  1175.76x 58277+  0.90+ 0.46+ 7411+
170.33*  55.68" 0.03¢ 0.06* 8.08¢
70 1102.16x 499.12+  0.92+ 0.53+ 71.56+
49.44¢ 57.56" 0.02¢ 0.04¢ 6.42¢
80 997.61+  454.56+  0.91=+ 0.48+ 61.11+
145.42¢ 87.51¢ 0.03¢ 0.03¢ 9.65"
90 714.98+ 29222+  0.89+ 0.47+ 61.67+
136.68"  47.69" 0.07* 0.02¢ 8.73

T : I R INE 5 R RR 28 57 .35 (P<0.05) ¢

2R 5 TN, 75 P 1) Bl £ 5 R A A 4 n
RS, TG B 90% S m , F bl B B 2% T %
(P<0.05) ; 5 50% B AR AH L, 70% At Y RH I 44
3 TR (P<0.05) 5 AR B 1 7 i 3k F g 5 )
To FENE2E R (P>0.05), RiEEHBQEARM, &
BB I W B E PR R T %, 5 50% B R AH L,
80% B AX & 1 BE 4y W T [ (P<0.05) , 80% A
90% Fe At (1A i VI T 412U B HLA 1 5 S 5iR Z s
R, A AR 2% T R T RE R TR AR T
Ko I, 7 B T R V5 0 P 7 TR 1 TR 0 0 A 5 SR 0l 55
T JICEE e R AR, ASHIF 9% 45 R 5 Pk T G A gl R
AR,

222 BEHBREXNKEEW pH (ARG

AN T) £ 6 B AR X A B B RN pH A 1Y B2 T
W 6.

k6 TERBRBREXNEFEEMN pH ENFM
Table 6 Effects of different salt substitution levels on color

difference and pH of sausages

JEE A ATV A ] i b*{E C pH {H

50 44,90+ 551+ 5.52+ 7.81+ 481+
2.55" 0.65* 0.86¢ 1.06" 0.07¢
60 47.79+ 5.16+ 6.15+ 8.04+ 471+
1.93¢ 0.12* 0.63" 0.53" 0.03"
70 50.26+ 5.19+ 5.98+ 7.92+ 4.54+
1.55¢ 0.48* 0.16" 0.37" 0.01¢
80 48.15+ 6.08+ 7.18+ 941+ 4.59+
0.89" 0.55* 0.42: 0.66% 0.04¢
90 48.50+ 6.11+ 7.84+ 9.94+ 4.59+

1.40 0.52¢ 0.47¢ 0.53¢ 0.04¢

1 [FFARENE FBE 3R 25 55 18 35 (P<0.05) o

Wk 6 frn , AR E B EX & EE W pH (A
A WER . REER N pH RSB RAE K
1M FEAR L 50% B AC R T, pH (W 3 & T H A 2 (P<
0.05), 4K 70% .80% .90% I}, Tl pH {H T
WEBA. 50% .60% .70% .80% F 90% LT,
Fn i pH /N T 500, BEE B ICE T, H
Xof e A i v LR VAT 1 00 1 8 T ek s ol R 1 R A
J TR0 I TG 7 B A T4 A B BeAT PR R 2277 1R o

2 6 nlH, i BN 70% B, L+ B
T HAL ,90% BACE LR b+(E I i T AL . %
A5 T BB T 2R I 0 D AR AR b E T . Bl
HEHBRERM, REEW b ER AT ST EE
A mBARE TRl A L. ZE ISR 50% .60%
70% B+ HEA T N 1A
2.3 B C A PSR AN AR X % e A g i I A 5 )
2.3.1 ST A AT I o K I A i SRR R PR3
OpAT|

O T & T ) AN 0 %o P ) LR VT 43 1) 5 i)
W27,

®7 EBRKEFRMENEHEMMBEITIHH0
Table 7 Effects of addition of different starter agents on sausage

texture and sensory scores

%gﬁgj” B W B mm R ﬁg
1.0 2 146.53+ 792.22+ 0.84+ 0.42+ 65.44+
102.75" 113.86" 0.08* 0.05* 10.21#

1.5 2483.57+ 71142+ 0.87+ 0.39+ 61.00+
250.89:> 144.78> 0.052 0.042> 13.14>

2.0 3001.31+ 835.34+ 0.88+ 0.33+ 68.89+
495.77* 171.51 0.042 0.04> 9.78%

2.5 284526+ 101441+ 0.87+ 0.44+ 75.22+
384.14* 302.00* 0.04 0.04 9.22¢

3.0 2 055.66+ 564.71+ 0.78+ 0.36+ 72.44+
240.74" 110.35" 0.11* 0.04 9.75%

T : FIFUAR R ING FR:30R 22 57 .35 (P<0.05) .
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1 7 WL, SR RN A O 2.0% I, 7 i
B 5 8 25 5 T 1.0% i1 3.09% (P<0.05) ; 2 it & I8 57 s
TR 2.5% W, 7l LI E 235 T 3.0%(P<0.05) 5
ST R BRIt Ry 1.0% .2.5% 197 I P9 56 1 W
T 2.0%. A& R ERIIG HEOT & B R AR
KEF R, A i i AU Y SR 2 A
orfi EVEBER I , B N BRI RO R BE I A, S
FUREJE | UE O T e, A A TR R A4S o G ==
3.0% W, 75l Bl 4 WY TR B TR R i I8 R B
(9 pH B B P, S PRI T A A B A5,
K FHA G B TR, B E PRI, 2.5% BN
BRRCE IR T A 4 41, U B Y S T R
TR FR) S e 2 DSOS SR O TR PR IR ] X Rl 2 LG
PERYSZ AR, B RRPE A S THIR R AR B2 th T 3L
T T A I o At PP oK i 2 1 BT BB AR IR T 55
TP, L PSR AR E KT R TE R I N ERIE
T B BRI I 45 45151,
232 KWK TERIES B X & BT pH (B AT PR
R

S S TR ) T4 e ) A g (5 7 R pHL A Y 52 1)
L% 8.

%8 REEREBHFMENE SFH pH HOHM

Table 8 Effects of total addition of different starter agents on

color difference and pH of sausages

PN
5 E R A e
N - L* * b* C H
WITRE/% o fit pH fil
1.0 44.90+ 551+ 5.19+ 7.59+ 4.49+
2.55" 0.65¢ 1.422 1.432 0.01"
1.5 47.79+ 5.16+ 6.15+ 8.04+ 4.52+
1.93 0.12 0.63¢ 0.53* 0.012"
2.0 50.26+ 4.85+ 5.98+ 7.70+ 4.55+
1.552 0.23" 0.16% 0.022 0.012
2.5 44.82+ 6.08+ 6.85+ 9.16+ 4.53+
1.00" 0.55¢ 0.92¢ 1.05¢ 0.01*
3.0 48.50+ 6.11+ 7.50+ 9.68+ 4.53+

1.40% 0.52¢ 0.71# 0.86¢ 0.03¢

T : [FSUA R INE TR 3R 22 57 8.5 (P<0.05)

W 8 Frow , Bl 52 IC & 790 0 2 A 14, pHL B
B B4R, 1.0% B F i A pH (E I BAK T HiAth 4 41, 1
A4 WFHE pH HI L E LS. BLRMET &
J ) pH AB /N T 5.30, 4 F4¢ 423 IO (H & 2 1
1) pH AR S RME K, FEOE R E AN D2 .

e 8 fitzn, 1.0% F1 2.5% 1 L= B A T~ HoAh
21 ,2.5% F1 3.0% B a*(E P & T AR 25 410 B
FEH SR TC W PE 22 5 (P>0.05) o a7 A ) ff i
T R4 AN S LR L 2.5% 5 3.0% 175 i i (o TR
IR AT, HA A B R B0

Zi I b B R RS I R, & W R
fn AR G ARSI i S B AR 2% . I,
VEPRIE I R BRI TR IR 2.0% .2.5% . 3.0% HEA7 0 )3 TH
5
2.4 SHC A P o X e TR W i B 1)
241 S TE K TR O A LR A A B SO R R TRy
) 5 1

A2 TC 25 T 1) o et L T 05 17 S ) AR B 143 ) 52
W29,

*9 SRABFRELNEHREMEE TSN
Table 9 Effects of different mass proportions of starter agents on

sausage texture and sensory scores

V=3 S, 2% =b e
02 T % T . JH
=g T NE3 B 3 |
T fifl /g A FE/mm NS N
4:1 1458.87+ 513.16+ 0.86+ 0.47+ 75.89+
177.13¢ 84.11° 0.05¢ 0.042 3.37
2:1 1651.05+ 591.65+ 0.83+ 0.42+ 78.00+
158.92¢ 53.45" 0.04* 0.02¢ 6.10?
1:1 1437.72+ 581.21+ 0.92+ 0.40+ T72.78+
196.62¢ 106.83" 0.03# 0.04¢ 6.34¢
1:2 1503.99+ 733.78+ 0.88+ 0.51+ T1.11+
190.66¢ 88.21¢ 0.08# 0.04¢ 6.602
1:4 1694.11+ 736.08+ 0.90+ 0.46+ 69.11+
250.48¢ 23.992 0.05* 0.03% 8.34"

T - [FUA R NG TR 3R 22 5 B35 (P<0.05)

FH 2 9 AR, A [) 52 TC e T 591 Jo o L oy s 0 i
PR M SN R EREE. &
F14) PEL P-4 B A 2 LA AT AT %) 7 b R i 3 3 K (P<
0.05). FERBECAMR LR 2:1 A1 1:1 B, &
R BART A S E B AR B ol 1:2.1:4
a1, R e . Ul IR P FLA AT B BE S
S R A B W SRR, RT RE 2 A B LA TR A o L
L ONTTEIRESEINE RS- o NI & &g 77k e S D et
FIEER AL, M B R BRI T o 1:4 B BE T
BB AR T ARG B R R R B Lol 201 B B
Wi o
242 LB F G L A BRI pH B R
A

A2 T % T 59 U i E X B € A pHL (AL A 52 ) D,
# 10,

1% 10 AT, Bl AR LA AT 81 A9 o R3S K, pH
R AR S BAIG . HEaR T R 5 R ) LA AT 12T 7 0T £ L
14 B, pH (BB A T HAL A ; B2 AR A S AE P FL
FEAT B R B FE Ry 201 s, pH (B 2 s T HAR AL . 4%
iy pH (EXIRRZE 530 LT, B R B & I 104 4
AR (H25 R pH (IS SEEMREL K AL
BT P ez AR e A R i bRy 201 iRk
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Table 10 Effects of different mass proportions of starter agents

on color difference and pH of sausages

—————

HRCRRR w0 ¢ pHIH
Jpin-4d

4:1 46.16+ 4.62+ 7.52+ 8.83+ 4.58+

2.74 0.44¢ 0.73" 0.84¢ 0.01

2:1 41.22+ 6.29+ 9.79+ 11.14+ 4.62+

1.18° 0.232 1.312 1.632 0.022

1:1 44,72+ 6.11+ 941+ 11.05+ 4.58+

0.82: 0.69" 0.87 1.12¢ 0.01*"

1:2 48.47+ 4.84+ 7.01+ 8.53+ 4.55+

2.65* 0.16¢ 0.93¢ 0.72¢ 0.02%

1:4 45.50+ 5.28+ 721+ 8.93+ 4.50+

1.59 0.28" 0.42b¢ 0.48¢ 0.04¢

TE : A AR NG FRER IR 28 5 W25 (P<0.05)

i 10 AT, S0 A ) o e L oy 102 W, Lo fl
B B A TR s ol 201 B, o (EH 5 b+ (H I
AR RNy 201 11 BB R T HS
Mo &b BRCARS R LR 2:1 B, P2 BRRE TG H
gt s, R, SRR LR R T b 4:1.2:1 1011
HEAT R O TR
2.5 A IR A5 R 5 4 p
2.5.1 M B TG PR IR 6 45 SR K 25 M

M 10 TR 90 TR 25 SR LR 11,

R 11 MR ERERITRER

Table 11 Design and results of response surface tests

ez A B C Y IR E
1 0 0 0 82.0
2 0 -1 1 74.0
3 0 0 0 83.3
4 0 1 -1 71.0
5 -1 -1 0 70.6
6 0 -1 -1 73.5
7 1 0 1 68.4
8 1 -1 0 68.2
9 0 0 0 82.4
10 -1 0 -1 71.0
11 0 0 0 83.5
12 0 0 0 84.0
13 -1 0 1 72.6
14 1 0 -1 70.1
15 1 -1 0 68.2
16 0 1 1 73.2
17 -1 1 0 71.5

FFH Design-Expert 13 F/4%} 17 HEHE T2 8
[ 434, A5 B N AE S A A & 2 [ A A R, Ik

£ 10 )7 F -k Y=83.04-1.354-0.300B+0.325C—0.225AB~
0.825AC+0.425BC-7.9142-5.51B>-4.61C?, [0 )FEHI )y
2P LR 12,

R 12 MO RCE B FIEE TS E S

Table 12 Analysis of variance for response surface regression

model
IR CEA At By FE PMH  BEME
MR 552.58 9 614 7257 <0.0001  **
A 14.58 1 1458 1723 0.0043 ok
B 0.72 1 072 08511 03869
c 0.845 1 0.845 0.9988 0.3509
AB 0.2025 1 02025 02394 0.6396
AC 272 1 2.72 322 01159
BC 0.7225 1 07225 0.854 03862
A2 263.28 1 26328 3112 <0.0001  **
B 127.72 1 127.72 15096 <0.0001
c? 89.39 1 89.39  105.66 <0.0001  **
k2 5.92 7 0.846
JeAUIR 3.23 3 1.08 1.6 0.3225
aiiRZE 2.69 4 0.673

¥ = 558.5 16

1 e RIR LM B 3 (P<0.01) o

P 2% 12 AP0, 1220 1 1 Y R AR Y P<0.000 1,
Tl BRI, 8 2, AW Pl 0.322 5, N3, i
A S0 (5 S PR G 8 Pk 25 5 BRI R0 mT . A8
HIE) R? =0.989 4, R%= 0.975 9,R2,,.,=0.899 9., 13t ] 1]
N AE AE AL 1 97.59% HE FH AR 7Y i B, ELRG % N
21.674 4(KTF 4) , 2 B b [m] )= A5 TR 4005 B A, Y
SR 2 ) MR 225 /N . BT A A2 B2 .CP 1 P
{E/NT 0.01, W EE P45 M & 3, HAv7s e R 4]
A PAEKT 0.05, P8I X ECE P43 5 i A i 181,
HF AR AT, 4% PR 20 BURT VT 5 0 R/ MR U R ACEE
R E ) >C (e A& 90 i b ) >B (5 Tic % e U
Jindt) .
252 AFHZEALHAER- B

5 PR 38 58 EAE FH 4 oz T DL Pl 1

85
80 +—

&

B 751

Biing

-

3.00
2.80 70.00
% —
§@5§ 2‘602.402 0 p 0060.0065'00
@’W@? 72,00 50.007" ﬁ%k)ﬁ’;'%
k/7/7§/ A
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e Table 13 Texture and color difference of two types of fermented
801 Z 50'33333‘%%\ sausages
ﬁ 75 /’/’/;{’{m?s‘s%\:%‘\ \
m Y| TR a wp OO R e e
5 Al £ om0
‘ T~ NFS 2108.19+ 972.53+ 0.98+ 0.48+ 4391+ 1132+ 4.77+
433.79¢ 189.36* 0.02* 0.03* 0.80° 0.74*  0.48"
LSFS 1963.57+ 93591+ 0.96+ 0.50+ 43.58+ 11.49+ 5.69+
1: ' S 23536 81.39"  0.03" 0.06° 147° 041° 0.50"
Cr, 21 . - WL RPN R R 2L 2
@@&@v 2150005500 ﬁ%&)‘cﬁ'% 1 AN RING 7R 2R 24 573 i 3 (P<0.05) .
K. B
iy ! A TG WG 5 & ) 19 2L 7 1R FH B8 7 IR 4h b 38
R iy ) A ool B EOR T, LY LHE S o*
85 {0 % 25 5,1 LSFS (9 b 1 & % 55 T NFS(P<
80 0.05) , 33X 5 W Al 75 Jizg ) Sh WL B — 2. LSFS 1) b*{E
S kL O U IR e I P B T R DR LR AL
& HEBE R,
=2 70
2.6.2 KT E RENE T R
65 7K 3 T JEE T VA S K 43 ) 4 IR A 5 2
" S5 AR K 5316 BE R A R il b A 2 AR AR B A
. 2602.803'00 £, AT HEFr B 5 % 4, IE K AR T, NFS 5
ﬁg%@%/ 4:1 200220 2-4?&%\:ﬁ“\\§;|‘70 LSFS 17K 4317 BE AR AL AN i 2 UL 2.
77 @‘Q Ve

gy BA
B1 SREHEZEAMZEEANEZESREERE TS 20 A NG E

Fig.1 Response surface of the interactions among various factors

to the sensory score of fermented sausage
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WA & T A i 1) SO A 5 (6 L 36 13
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Fig.2 Water activity changes and sodium content of NFS and

LSFS
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(P<0.05) . T4} E] 25PN A e A 1 19 7K 43305 & ) O
W27 (P>0.05) . FEH BB, NFS By 7K 531 B2 1
AT LSFS, 285124 0.79 #1 0.84, LSFS & T NFS 1]
e/ NaCl B/ DR T F B 9B & e, S 3508
L H HKER B . (H NFS 5 LSFS f 2 iK1
1 0.8 Zifi A5 ATk g & 5 HISE T 2508
WA ER 1E H AR KT B9 0.9, LSFS AUANES 7 & it i
e F NFS(P<0.05), FF#E T (71.05+0.07)%. H L%
T REEE RO W2, B2 e rEEdE.
2,63 HFEHESH

HL 35 20T R G RE S L0 N5 Sk, AT b
FE S S8 T8 P44, NFS 5 LSFS A9 454 58 0 17 (K
B RS BT an &l 3 Fis

18
16
141
12
10
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6F
4F
2k
0 A
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SHE
Q

-8 6 4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10
PC1(58.0%)
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Fig.3 Electronic tongue radar and principal component analysis
of NFS and LSFS
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