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GC-MS : Gas chromatography-mass spectrometry, 7 A7 0~ /77 +—E &35
El:Electron ionization, & 7141t

PCA : Principal component analysis, =433 H7

OPLS-DA : Partial least square-discriminant analysis, 5471 /)> — 345153 HT1
OPLS : Orthogonal projection to latent structures, [E.A2 3547 e/ — e Bl

PLS: Partial least square regression, 17y e/ — 3 [a])q

RT: Retention time, {5 FFFH]

RI:Retention index, PRIFFHEAE

VIP: The variable importance in projection, $f 5212 %952 H D EHEE

RMSEE : Root mean squared error of estimation, #£ & D -2 H 3R ZD - H R
RMSEP : Root mean squared error of prediction, | -44) B FRRZED AR
RMSEcv: Root mean squared error with cross validation,

AN T — g PRI B FEid 7= O N TR



LA
1.1 =3 —iZ2\T

~ AL, AWM DO T IVLR~ T — & (Mangifera) \IZJE L, DRI
JEE S FOREERE AR 72 A LI LD &, 4000 AR5 6000 AFLL B ETOA L R)5 &
SNTEY, HEBROEWRETHD (1). 0%, 7 HidETICHE, 10 5
W T 7VA, 15 HARHIEEICIE, 740y, 15 HACLIRRIS, 77 hEEE, diEy
Higk, 16 ki, 77U B ETHE KL, HIZ, 18 bkl s 19 il fIgalcix, 7oV
RAFT T, 19 LB EFETITUL, TAIBICETILRLIZEEN TS (1) (K 1-1).
BRI, 100 #EZBZ HETAEESNTRY, TEREMIX, AR, FE, #1, 1
YRARVT, TTUN, TAVE Y, SNFRB L AR ale B OEV - EVE T D
(). VI —BITIE, 9 100 EREEHHESNTWDR, 4 B, R P TR S
SN TWD EERREIE, Mangifera indica L.E73> T\W5. ~ 23 —O S FE T
Mangifera indica LFEIZ1TCTh, Bl SWENTFAET HESNTEY (3), MAEIZE-ST,
Ik, &Y, G, IWEEIFFHNTHD (4,5) .

o, A=, BERHS, R THRA RIS H EREX, Va——&IZ
Mz, PiBBLEED @\ T =/ — VI, haT JARESCE XV C, BERERE DK
DHELBENTNDLIEDND, ZLOETREINTND (2,5). FEERIE, 6110 T~

(2023 ) % 5 Y ( https://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/QCL,Acceced 2025/2/4) ,

2029 FIZ1E, 7280 7 b ETHENINT % FIiA A 8% Z £ 5 (https://openknowledge. fao.
org/server/api/core/bitstreams/3e06309f-87b8-44ad-b58f-6¢c4c438b634d/content,

Acceced 2025/2/9), #FINTHA LR RIZTHS (6).
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1.2 REZBITIHREGEICKTOFE

JEPEMIC BN TR, — RIS, TAa/\ T RIZHE DSOS RR EN RSN TND. Z
ETIE, IWEEZEHLIHIECERENTOILTN (7) 23, TFIE, BREMICE
WTh, SEICXTT OB E =— AN E<, WEIE B LIRS S B EA ST
W5 (7).

REMBEIZOVWTL, — &S, BEOPHE), %, &Y, 77AF v—, RAERE
IZEDRE RIS LTS (8-10)03, BEBAFED m\ v~ T —72 E DR FEZIBNT
1%, AR O SE A B OF T, HEFEEFICREET LIRS B LM
BT HHEFHE =— A3 E (11,12). B, JRIBIZHBITLBLEDIL, HEE =
— R EE A TOREORENBZMAENRDENTND (8). ZD7=®, iT
I, v A —REDREICIBNWT, BRICE B LIEREME DR E L aa BEL
BRSSO L B EA~OFEE LN EE> TS (7).



1.3 <~ rI—iZBIIHIREREE

A —ORERE, ENTARE 30 FEDNS 30 0D R 0> By R0 HE B U5 0D Mtk
BN\, Bz RS ST, TR, SN ATEEThHILRIL
WALE T 5 HARZIZIU D & AR HICB W THHEEE SN TS (13). Zhnoih
W CIE, BRAEIOIKIRZ BT 572012, IREM R I LG DM AL /2>TND
(13,14). =T —IZB W TREHKEEDNEAINT HWIX, AIROLBYTHLHDS, —
AR IR SRS L, BREEEROFIEALLT L, HERARLOREEZITITNTD,
BELTZMBEENEICOWTHHIFRFTES (15). ZDXH72TEnD, T4, v —I2
BWTH, IBEREEDE HSN 225D (16) 73, FEE, TORELITEL, HEHE
(ZOWTH, DRRWILRD S S (17).

1.4 BRIZE B Ul 5B FA

TRE R 572008, b R TIEIT, EMCEA BRI THS (18). Lol
72035, EROBERERIM 72T T, 2o OB BAE T KOS LT L IRD
SN OFF R 725 - B £ TIXNEETH -7 (19).

ZOLHeH, B IHICBWT, GRS 7 a7 7 AL LB RERET A B E S
JC, BEEZFHITDIENFRE THDOAZ RN eI ZHAMOVE 2 EH S TnD
(20-23). AZAROIT AFANX, FFE DRI DIrZ X G LT DB, Jltsr D
FEHe 7 a7 7 AV 75T, BRIHE B L2 ERHEIZ B8V T, B RERHIE7S
TCIEEEL D o TR LR T R E DA DT 3 FTRE T 5(20,24) 2D, B REFEAMN T
W7 L OREEEE RERHT A2 7 I BT 2 BBy DR E/RE L DOREND
% (20, 25-30). ZD=, TNHOWEZTE A LIz B O, SHITIE, EhOEHE
PO RAE 72 E ~DTE AR HIFFS TS,



1.5 AZRIZ 2

WEY), KR, B DA RSy T 2R S~ D LA AT LD (31).
XTI, A OBIRITERD LD, DNA ZXRET LT /IT A, 2
VBHERRET L7 0T AIVA, mRNA xR EeT HNT AT TR, Rt
KRETHAZRAITANDY, 7 MEMET 70— O T HAZ R I AT,
FHM LB BRI AR O720, REUOCRE O LB A FIAREL 090 (31).

FTo, TR ET DRy D3 /37 A% 25,000 FEEH, 70747 A% 100,000 FE
HTHHIEITHKIL, AZHREIZ AT, £ 3,000-4,000 fEEE CTHLH-0D, HlgH)T —
SN, BRI S TdD (31).

AERBITAE, RES ) E =T RAZRAIT AL — 7y NAZRaI T A 5558
SD (32). =7y IAZAR BRI AL, BUNAREHRIFIZIESWT, HIE 51
HHOPLOREL TWDDIZRIL, /¥ —F vy RAZR a7 A%, JIE RN 4%t
LW EARDIA LTI — K ITE CTEDATREZR IRV 2L DR & 5t 5 L35 (32).

ABROAIY ZASHFEE (P Ty b7 4 — D) ITOWTIE, BERER IEIE 45 4 T 1
(Nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy :NMR) (33), WA/~ N/ T7 +—'E &47
Hri% (Gas chromatography mass spectrometry : GC-MS) (34), i&{k/n~r/57 —&
BT (Liquid chromatography mass spectrometry : LC-MS/MS) (35), ¥ &7V —
UK ENE B0 HT% (Capillary electrophoresis mass spectrometry : CE-MS) (36)%:73
JRKFIASITERY, TNENOEEIZB T, st S REYoZ OFPH, Fisb
FRx TH%.

ZDH95, GC-MS 1%, GC OFF OB /1o IRFFRF ] 8L, GC-MS (12
WHILDE A A A% (electron ionization, EI) (Z&VFFHN5T7 T A hA T A
JIVOFBMEREOEVO RS E AL TND (37). IBIT, BEMNESST —XOff#ENE:
[Nz, EAKIANTHHI LMD, AXRaITASHITBNT, Kb E<EHASH
TWHIEETHY, /2=y HTIC BN THILHS LTS (37,38).
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HIZ, AZRBIZ AT T, Ao TR SR O KRBT — 225 R
ANCRRIR T D720 IC B A BT D VDIV TWDDS, FENT FIEORIUCE ST, &
Hroo B &G RAFT OO Lo SN RARD LD, /R FIEZEIRT 224
MWEECTHD. AZRAITAFRICBNT, —BAIEASNDFIELLT, 7—4D
WITEARE L TG — A Z R E T D DI D ERLST 08T (PCA) , o7,
I N—T OGP HHEFER O REE A A SN D B ASH 53 B ZFe 55347 (OPLS-
DA) 728 W& 5. Eio, (NMEWT — 2 &R E DM RAEB LS5 61F, BHAR
#53 fe/h kMR (OPLS-R) NHWOND. ZHHDFIEIR, HHERAZ R I AT
—Z ey ML EROH LA EZ S| EHTT2OIZ AR THD (39).

1.6 RFEZXHRITLIZAZAROIT AHFS

R H1THAZR BT ABFIENT BT HMEE, 2010 FFOFMIKT 20 RO HEH
5 2019 FE=DFI 200 12, @2 10 4EFCRIFIZHE L TV (40).

FEIZ, NARL—T Y RAZR I AN LY, SESF A7 o Rilbl-
HIHL AN EE B, REORELRADRIEICHHBIR T EFFE T HIEN
AIREL/RD72E, TDMERITH £HL (40).

~ A —IZBWTY, AZRaITAFAMAIE LT, W, JEEE, IS oE
WEDBERER AT T, TOEKROEZEEZML-L<OHRERHD
(2,4,5,9,41-43). ZDIH72, ~ A=, BNRLIZEINT, IO ENRFETHY,
bR CERERFME) IS T DB B = — AN E Eo TNDIEND, BREFFEICE B L2

B EA~OBLSREL, BBIRZRME O, PAESMLELIR-> TN, LinLZen
5, BUE, ~ A —OERRMELZ ZBIICN T2 — R FEE L TE, FELm
EDHLEIR>TEY, EEEOWE T3 IG5 ELWILR DR DD (44,45). ©
DI, v T —OERRMED BBLRFAR ~DAZ R I AHA O1E H 285 S
MDD, BAEIL, 3 D7 )& pE~ T — O E e LR 4y L OFH % PLS 1210
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EMT LT 1 A IZBROILTUND (44).

1.7 AFEOEZEAR

CTETICRARIZIDNG, ~F =0 BIZEAL T, IrFEOERERMEIT S 9 51H
BHH == ADOEEN N, BRFEA ER LR EE R TR EOLZE LI iiE
NEENTND.

NSRS T D28, w22 —OIERFHIEOFE B W TCEASNTEY, BB
ZEROFIHOL LT SR0FH O EL T, BELTZME LIEABIFFEND
REBEHEEOIEHANPE THLHEZZDND (15). LNLARND, IREO RN ERIC
BJ—DRELITE AT, R—IEENTHEIN T REICB W TERERMEL & O
THEDIITHOENFET .

DX NS, IWEFEEE M A EOREHEO W ES IS T 5701201,
REHIFCB D~ — DM EEZRH ARl - AR T 22BN U THDLN, B
REAFMEICHE B U TR E 2l L 7= i s 1 38 o 7.

ZIZT, RFZE T, BAKMAR D TR 7 a7 7 A il R 5 & LT B RE AR
THERF L BT, RS~ T — O F R EICHE B LW E A7l 52 %
ATz,

AT B I, BREAHEOTHMBICB VT, BKEERS HG T e s AL EE
RERFIEZ BNE S CREZF L 722 <ORE N HD. LINLRAEDL, v T —DF
RERFMEIZI VT, BUKIMEIR > T8 7 a7 7 A )L E ORI BRfENT 2 IV C, EAME
ZEx, R -TE L7 FH NI e o7z, 22T, 5§ 2 W CIE, AR TR FET D
~ A —OEFERMTE 2 (L ThHHA NIRRT v T =5 AL, GC-MS & Hi-
I B NBUKIEAR Sy TG v 7 7 A M KD~ o 3 — O B RERFME & O FR B % fif
Fri, BB LOERRFFEABIAE, ST 5LEbI0, v I —DHRERHE
IZBITD GC-MS Z W/ o2 =0y NBUKYEIR o+ 7 7 7 AV 7 D FE PE
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T AT a A AT,

%3 BTIE, 3 FEITHIEVR—DOIRE CHRE SR — O 7 L 2t
L, BHREFHME GC-MS Z Sk L LT UKy TR 7 e 7 7 A M dD, i
B~ A —OFERAECH B L B2l 52 LA T, Fio, RFETHEAL
7[Rl — DR E TR SN[ — OV 7 i, Bpd D7,
BEONELZ T AV ERHHIEND, LOEWERH I ROLND. DT,
B RERHG S BRI TR 7 a7 7 A L D~ 2 — OB RRFHEREM 31T DR
HINZDOWTY, 3 AERITHO 722 B K OVE REREAM T I 7 /L DR B JV R
TAHIEEA AT

54 B TIE, 52 FDE 3 B TRLNICH AARIEL, S%RDORELELELI-.



F2E AR RT oA —5 MEOE LB RS T
R 7" a7 7 AV & OF BEENT
2.1 #E5

ATEE CHIR 2D, FT4E, w2 T —I12BWTh, BRI T HIHEE =—XD
EED(13) IV, BRERFMEICHE B Lo BN E BRIV COVD. BRERFEAFEAT
LFELLT, EMCEDE M — KA THD2Y, T2 T, BRefrihzsE M
WCBR T2 EETIIWNEETHD. 22T, ARIERDON, ANy 7 m7 74
VEE RN A BE ST T, B AR 5 S AT HEZR AZ AR e 7 A it (17-20)
Thd. flix OREMIZIBNT, BKMRS FREW 7 07 7 AL LB REFIAAR A,
B ARl L 72 E D2 N2 EDY, EOA AMEIZALTHS. LInLRns, =
A —OFEREFFEICBILTIE, SRR, PR 16 A LIS 23 8o 7.

ZIT, RETE, ~rA—0AEREIAE 2 L THY, ZARRMENFIET DA
YRRIT DTG E, iR ERE A T OREN L~ T —5 A HEEAL,
AT EDOEMI LA ERERHIMN (CATA BL UK =277 A1) & GC-MS 128115 /%
— 7y MEUKMEAR Sy A L OB Z AT 5 2L T, TNE o SO RERFE
R KM B 7 07 7 AOVICKVBA T 52 ai . Fe, ~va—0F
RERFIEREAMLZ 31D GC-MS B O BRIy - 7 a7 7 AU 7 O FAPEC
DWTHIRGELTZ. ZOBS, K ROMRZ ML, [EEMEEZ1ED (46,47) 72012, %
RN FIEEL T, BRBENT 7 a—F ThHLHHN2L O PCA L HliHYD OPLS-
DA ZAHAA DY THAT, S 72, I, TaRAE ) TRE N ) THEE St ) ASBE S S 7
HAVRIS T USOUWESFE 3 Sz A T3 2281280, B S 11
W7 a7 7 AV OERERHETMIC B DR BN OV THIHlL7-.



2.2 EBRMEICERTGIE
221 wrA—YUF)L

AR T CHFEFEITZ Arumanis 143, Gedong, Podang, Cengkir Indramayu (LA
T, Cengkir), Lalijiwo @ 5 safRIZINZ, ViESPE SnfEE L THig AL7Z Chok Anan (#-1),
Tommy Atkins (7 7/V), Irwin (HA) O 3 ffEZARRERICHGEAL7Z (K 2-2-1, 2-
2-2 5% 2-2-1, 2-2-2) . 9B, AVRRI T~ a5 X, TPREFAVEF . (48) 1Tk
SUNCGEIRL, WESMPESRFRIT, [50RE ) TPER 28 3 ShFE A C TRy, RS

DN, Irwin (A A) OHD FEHIE: TIERS, IRERIE TH L.



‘Arumanis 143’

‘Gedong’

2-2-1 AV RRYTvra—5 B

‘Podang’

# 2-2-1 AVRRV T2 T—5 fEY LY R

‘Cengkir Indramayu’ ‘Lalijiwo’

—

‘U- N 70 Jb L N 5}:;. —ﬁ}ié/‘jfi
n 4 x4 Az E Hit ANFHE REA BE B R
I Mangifera s omanistas_ TOFAVT REH R PO o
indica L. Cirebon, West Java
Mangifera ARRT i T A .

2 indica L. Gedong Cirebon, West Java EEE:E%‘ Ty Pqﬂ:f Hl/ A
Mangifera AR T . 3?’4“/“‘/“: P — -
Mangifera . Ak FT P — -

4 indica L. Cengkir Cirebon, West Java AEPER ek R (IR HEE- X
Mangi VRS .

5 Mangijera Lalijiwo dags ARE & IO s

Cirebon, West Java

10



‘Chok Anan’(Z /) ‘Tommy atkins’(7 7 /L) ‘Irwin’ (B &)

2-2-2 ¥EHNPE 3 SR

3 2-2-2 BAVEE 3 WfEY VYRR

Hr T o . . —JBEY 7R

Fe 2 %i% EXZI Efﬁgﬂﬁ ]\ﬂzji{ﬁ %&é ﬁég %%lﬁ:g

i Mangifera Chok Anan P i B AR () s
indica L.

2 ?Zg:lcil ]Em Tommy Atkins 7TV J 5 i R FEH] (GN7RY) HEE- T
Mangi . N TTAvYa

3 i Irwin A (T B Gel TEC ) o

11



2.2.2 VU7 VETALER

Fanfl 5 RO ERAAL E e (CATA E~F=y 77 AR IZHEL 72, HIZ,
ZND 5 ROYE 3 R DRNEAZ R AL,

HIDIZ, ALRRITINTT, v a3 —%KENL, ANV TRHEDIT . ZD1%, kx
T, RALFRIZ T, BREFHMISZEMAEMEL T, RAEZF2—7 (2 X2 X
2 em?) (A RUT=. BEJE (Total soluble solid (TSS)) LF2EE (Titratable acidity (TA) )
P T E SHLICT, RAZEL, LR ZHE L. AZFRaI7 258 I
X, BAZF2—7 (1 X1 X1 em®) 2Rl - 8O CTRIFLIZOE, HfbHEL
Tz, D%, Yo7 Va A ARICEHEL, BIERICYVTFE =X ay i —Th#l, &
KoLz,

223 BHERE

TSS (%)%, T XV ESTHEE R (PR-201 « (Brix 0%-60%), Atago, B, HA),
TA (%), KEAL T NI AL T = ) — VT 2L A AR E O HEEIC IO RIEL
7o BEEE (N)IZ, fHEEE (Model HIKF, Tinius Olsen, Horsham, <X 2 /L _=7 N, 7
AVI) AZKORE LTz, SR ORE ST A—F—X, fifH 20 N, 2507 20 mm, #HE

100 mm min™! TH-o7-.

2.2.4 GC-MS 7347 GBUKMEAR Sy T/ 2 —75" > MERT)

WAl U Nl S AT I 9N i LAY el

AB =), oL, JfK, BAKEV D ATE 7o SRR S
MOBIEA LTz, ANRL TR L n-7 v (Cs—Cao) IZ3 7~ T IVR U F (T4
Aarvy, TAVH)INBEEA LT, N-AAF JL-N-NU AF LN 7 v A a7 B HIR
(MSTFA) 13, ¥ —a LA ZRRAE A R, BA) BIEALT.

12



SINTEEE T LN T2 e,

GC 7890A 1T 5975 C Inert XL mass selective detector (MSD) & Agilent triple-axis
detector ZH5# L7225 (7L T2/ ay — R t) &, InertCap5 MS/NP (0.25
mm i.d. x 30 m, df = 0.25 ym, ¥ —T/L AT R) EHWCERLE. 7 —FBfFHE

MSD 7 3IAT—ar (TOL N7 /ay—RER e t) 2 -,

Y TVETLEE T VEIZ UL R A .

ATALERE, 2 HREIO TR THERL, 1 HEDOLRIX, v T =7V =X
v (5 mg) 2, AX/—)b, rauai)L i, @i (5:2:2=v/v/v) 1,000 u L EPEREEAEL
LT, 60 uLDOVER—/L (0.2 mg/100 mL) DIFIEEA /N X, ThermoMixer C (w3
RIVTRER S AL, N T s, RAY) 2T, 1,200 rpm, 37°CC 30 /MR E L.
A FaX—Ta0%%, 15,000 rpm, 4°CC 3 [, w0y (VAR%, B, BA)L,
ZD 600 pLE300 u LOBHRIAKZFLNF 2—7 1A L, B, 15,000 rpm,
4°CT 350 M, EOomHELTz. &0 aBER, 97V L Quality control (QC) ¥
NWVAELTHI L L= T 2—712 200 u L 3205 L7-. QC Yo7 i, Zohf
ZEPEEAL 72T R TOV TN D EEEARE 200 L T2 1 DOFa—7|28HED, &
2, 20D, FILWF2—712200 u L3 20FLIZL DO THD.

T, T, oA —TV—XRTA YTV (S mg) BE EL, AX ) —)v, T
mad/L A, BHK(5:2:2=vivV)NHD TREZ Y 7V RRRIZE G L 725 D ThD.

FNENDT 2—7 DA QIR (XA 7Ty VRS, #E, BAR) LoD,
1 RS Bz RO bbbk s ft, O, BAS) L7z,

2 H ORI, BfsiEsh-v 71l QC R OT T 712100 u L DAY
T &NZ, 1,200 rpm, 30°C T 90 Zrff#RZL, T, L UMEEISDT2D, MSTFA

%50 uL ANz, 1,200 rpm, 37°CC 30 oEEZ L7-.

13



Z D%, 15,000 rpm, 25°C, 3 o], mELOBEL7=DG, EFEA 100 1 L % GC-MS

HAEL, GC-MS VAT AZ 1 un LiEALT-.

I RAHIT LA T &2 e,

GC RMFFLLF D) Thole. A7 Vo1 25:1, Ao ¥ =7 aiREIE, 230C,
FrUTHAX, 1.12 mL/53 TNV LR LIC. BT MR, 80°CE 2 Sr[FfERFL,
Z D% 15C/53 T 330CET AL, SHIT 6 MR LTz, MS RAFHIFZLL T D72
ST NIV AT 7 =T A AT RDIREITZNL I 250°CE 200CTE 7. A3
EIXE A A AL (BLIE) IZL - TEE 70 eV TITo7c. B EFFHIX m/z 85—500

TAX YL AL —RL 3.46 A /FbT-~7-.

2.2.5 ‘BEREEH
REFTAMHIL, Badan Pengkajian dan Penerapan Teknoligi (BPPT) &AL K%L 7D

Agency for the Assessment and Application of Technology 7% 50 44 (PNFR : 4E#ifl &
20 K725 60 1, B, 72 54%, 5 46%) /SR AR LU CHEEL, EhalLl-. B
RERFfZ SERIATIS, SRUANEEIZ, v T — OB IE R Ol B BT Z FE ML
7o (fHE% 1), BRERHMIX, ~R=v27 AN (f+#k 2)& check-all-that-apply (CATA)
(f 8k 3,4) I LV REAMRL 7.

~NR=w 7T ANT, X 2-2-3 (49) (DT 8T, AT RIEREH I D 2 DI FE LT
B, RO ERERHMICIBL, SFRR LD BT & (RFEIZR T, 9 B RUE)
D REE R, FERIE TR T2 FIETHY, iFELIICHETLENRT — 20355
s (50).

REICBIH~R=y 77 ANT, 6 HE (FY, bk, 6, BRI, %%, SaaHm) 2o
W, 9 BEPED REE (A7 ELL720 (D THIEV M) 1-9 A7 E L (oD T &) ) I KD AT
L7z,

14



CATA %, ~F=y 7T ARLEERIC, WA E BERHmIC S NDD3, ~N=v7T
(A MO mVME RN ZGHNLT20, K 2-2-3 IZBWTE, R0
AUERERHM (AT B R ORIl TR (49) THS.
AREICEITD CATA I, fH 3 ITRTEIISHLT, 4 TUIEDHEE, Ty
L, 237 1, Y UIELRWGEE, Ty 2&83, 2a7 0 LU CGHfiL7z. F,
FENTIZIWTIE, IS, AaT 1, 0 A FRNELLUTHRL, EhaLz.

SR IR DBPUENBL

(@ Convantonai Type | ® Spectrum Method (159
Y  Consumer Friendly Ty pe 0 ToS* (2003
D Latest Type §

ERHNEL - - - B
HIINTUD | g ]

ﬁ

B 47 SRR — R B 3R

2:2-3  RERAREBEII RIE DN B ST k)

22.6 7 —ZH

T —HEIFIEELT, B E —IMEIELIZb O % FV 7z (24,30).

GCMS 7r~ k7575 —4(%, MSD Chemistation analysis software {21, net
CDF UL TZ. netCDF JERUCZEHRL T2 T 7 A V27 ) —Y 7N TdhD MS-DIAL
verd.00 ZfEHL T —2k, 7arRNa—Tar, FE-TIA AN T, B —2fk
HDRTA=Z—{ZHONTIE, BE—2 &% 1000 LLELL, ZAL—D 07 J71E1T, liner
weight moving average L7z, AL—U UV fE% 3 AFX vy lL, B —ZIEOEEIE, 10
AFx b Ulz. Tar R a—a oV, sigma window value 7% 0.8, El spectra
cut off Z 200 amplitudes (ZFXEL, FhtiL7=. B —Z[REIZOWTIE, T/ mix

(Cs-Ca0) ZVT > var AT w7 A, Osaka University/GL-Science DB Library (Inert
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Cap SMS-NP, Kovats RI, 530 records) 27147 7V —E L THW. B —Z[FEK DT T
AANDINTA=Z—|ZEHL T, LLFDEEY

Retention index (RI) tolerance: 10

Retention time (RT) tolerance: 0.075 min

EI similarity cut off: 70%

Identification score cut off: 70%

A3 RENL, B AT e Rl % Osaka University/GL-Science DB Library (Inert
Cap SMS-NP, Kovats RI, 530 records)) &bz L TSR L 7-.

E—IBHEREDD G, ML —7 S a2 NEMERIZ LY FHE (L. 7 — &~ T
Uy 7 ALUT, AR ORI cE — @ Tl Sz, kL7 — 2~y
I A& LT, blankD 7 —2%BE (2, AWERIH RO — 27 TIIRWb DZERL
7.

227 ZREMT

Tukey O 2 iR B, Excel Statistics version 6.05a (Esumi Company, # 5L, H
AKR)ZFHNTITV, 95% G KETHEZEZHIEL.

F 53 538 (PCA) J2 OF Orthogonal projection to latent structures (OPLS) [B])i 53T
IZ, SIMCA P+ (Umetrix, V—A4—, AUz —F ) \—Ta 14 Wi, 5 —%D

BHUTATOT, A=V NI A— b A= 7% -,
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2.3 FREREEBE
231 AVRRY T =T —5 RO L 'E REFTAH

FWEREOR Ko 2-3-1 IR . WEREDOT 7 AF v —IZ oW T, E (N)
WCEVRF M L7, LM E O & W FEIT Lalijiwo, A d 8 23K W) A fl X
Arumanis143 & Podang Toh-o72. TSSIZBIL T, fieb @\ infi)Y Gedong, fieh KL
pnFEDY Cengkir Tho7z. TA IZOWTIE, Cengkir 235ch i<, Gedong 23t KV MEH
[Tz, Fe, —RANCRFZORT MEAZFHE 5 (45) BRICHWS TSS:TA L
IZ2W T, Gedong Theh i<, Cengkir TRV MEMIZH ST,

BRI ORE R A K 2-3-2 1T . MATHNA &S MV ShfElE, Arumanis 143,
SCRHZAR SR FELE, Cengkir THo7-. ZOFERIE, WK, A, B, BROFEHfIZB
THRBROFE R THY, Arumanis 143 232 TOIEH Theh iV METHo72. Arumanis
143 1%, TSS:TA LE3EI<, HEEDRHEHI CTHLZENLRINLIRE ST (51). F
72, Arumanis 143 (%, HEZ050LS, BIEOLOLNWIEEL TOHE (51) mHY, 4
[EIDFERLE L=, FVIZ OV T, Arumanis 143, Podang LD E 2 1T7200,
Gedong Tich mVMEA RLTC.

—J7, Cengkirld, HFVERRWALSOHEHE THRBIKWMEZRL, Lalijiwo (%, FYE
FHE TRLIKWETH 7.

LTe3oC, A& 5 L, BREREIICE - C, AT MV ME NS
&2 fhFE (Arumanis 143, Gedong, Podang) & #& & 5T i 23 {5 VM ME 7] 12 & 5 4 il
(Cengkir, Lalijiwo) D 2 DD I T A 3T HIENTET-.

¥/, FHE B B OB HER T 5720, ET7 Y OMBES e ERILT-. ZORk
R, 2 TOHEHA TRA ML OB B @ MERNZH o7 (% 5)

ERERLY, UBEICOWTIE, 5 AR A SO & E NS o 7o b FE
(Arumanis 143, Gedong, Podang) AKX\ ME[H 12 & - 72 i ff (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) D 2 -

2R CTEELT-.
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BT, NRUAMIEY, ENENDETRIZEE Y T 585 2 DbID'HE RE Al 75 2 3
K95 CATA ZFENiL7=. CATA 1L, SRYAMIEST, FHIREDOH LB RERHT
o, BRI L09K, i, 2SR ANMI BT S RE M 75 55 O R8O s F~D
WAL NS, TURAA L RN LD AT RETH D (52).

AWFFETIE, v~ A —DMEO R A KB T 5 E e M HEE 12 JHH (Sweet
aftertaste, sweet, bitter aftertaste, citrus, honey, floral/perfume, chemical, juicy, sour,
fruity, astringent) (22T, 50 ADT U AL XFIUREELTZ. IV AR T A
ZIHTICED, F1 23 89.76 %, F2 73 4.37 %y BEL 72 (11 2-3-1) . F & RFHii oD i@ MBS
Ho7- i FE (Arumanis 143, Gedong, Podang) 7% F1 O34 7 472, A FHIDIL
VMETAIZ B> T dn il (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) 23 F1 QR Y7 4 7 ANZALE L 7. CATA DIR
H ClX, Sweet, floral, juicy, honey taste/aroma 7 2A FEAR O &V ME B2~ 7= SLFE
(Arumanis 143, Gedong, Podang), astringent, sour, bitter aftertaste 72 & 23 & FH D
IRV ME A28 > 7= b FE (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) EAHEEAN @A~ 72,

72, ~"N=v 7T AROREFVOHBIZEWT, AaT7 BN WMiEEICH -T2
Arumanis 143, Gedong, Podang (2B 35 CATA OFHIEH THD sweet, floral,
juicy, honey taste/aroma (%, BREFVIZR T T4 712G THEE LN, AT, ~
=77 ANDBEFEDOFERIE B TR 7 2MEVME A28 -7 Cengkir & Lalijiwo (2
RH1H9-% CATA DIH H astringent, sour, bitter aftertaste (%, BREFVIZRA T 47T
3 5LEzx NI

ZOERNE, TalF OFE 3 RIS EORE (44) IZBWTY, [F)
ETHY, METHIO BT T sweet & juicy 23, #8ERHIMEW 5L FE T, sour
& astringent OTE H EOARBAN E ) 72 (44). Gentile 5 (9) BRIEEIZ, AXVT D 9
FED~> = —"T, juicy, peach, exotic flavors DIA B3, > T —D A ERN T 47 72

FBABILRICH D EMIE L TRY, AW TR S L — L Tz,
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# 2-3-1 AV RRV T —5 RO EFERE R

Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo
X (N) 093 * 1.8 * 093 * 348 * 1035 °
¥EBE (TSS) (%) 17.82 ™ 1832 ° 1536 ™ 1294 * 1418
FREE (TA) (%) 008 ® 006 * 008 * 020 * 019 °
TSS/TA 336.80 ™ 39234 ° 20560 ™ 70.52 * 9742 °
*EI DTN T 7y NI 3557 (Tukey s HSD, p < 0.05). 2 TOMEE n="5 CEMLT-.
# 2-32 AV RXT T v —5 mEOE BBl (~NF =277 XM R

Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo
&Y 658 ° 662 b 58 ® 542 @ 534 @
S 730 4 672 4 624 ¢ 464 B 534
=) 724 ¢ 718 ¢ 660 ¢ 558 ® 416 @
B 710 ¢ 632 "™ 600 *® 514 & 518 @
%Ik 672 ¢ 648 b 58 b 442 * 490 @
=il 720 ¢ 680 ™ 628 ° 502 @ 528 @

KEIRDHT VT 7y NEII A E %77 (Tukey’ s HSD, p < 0.05).

0.8

0.6 ;
Chemical taste/arpm

0.4 sensation._

Podang

® Floral/Perfume
Sweet t’aste aromasensation

Sweét Aftergtgdong »
Honey taste/aroma ¢ @

sensation

Arumanis

Juicy ;
2 € sensation

‘Lalij iwo

’.—‘\stringent

F2 (4.37 %)
o

"Fmit_v

-1.2 -1 -0.8 -0.6 -04 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4
F1 (89.76 %)

FTHERFA <L 50 4 ORI T,

2-3-1 ‘BREFH(CATA) AV R R T wra—5 REDIL AR TV ZR5HTI X

YA A=
@ LAY CATA (R DEHERAN A 75

O e iliz= 7 O MBI 55 FEREC D A3 227 DARY MBI % S FERE
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232 AVRRXLT T —5 REOERS ST

GC-MS 7 #rCliZ, i, Arkle, 7 /a3 BKMAR S 7+ 95 fitE
(Unknown Z & ¥p) MRSz (55 2-3-3). GC-MS 73T CRLNTZr 7 m 7 74
W ERGYAT (PCA)IZHEL 72, X 2-3-2 1% GC-MS 73477 —#% 7= PCA DA
aryruayha—T 477 ay Rl TS, ¥ 2-3-2 OAa 7 7ayMNE, GC-MS
ST CRLNTZ T — 4% VT, PC2 128D, A RO &V ME 28> 72 i fl
(Arumanis 143, Gedong) LKV MEH A2 72 fhfE (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) ] ODEWVE
BRI DTENTELILZRL TV, 2055, o fnfELEpEE A T
B0, APEHLYS East Java, AFHATHEE CTHD Podang D75 PC1IZXD 43S
NnNi-. |io, a—F 477 ayMIBWTE, PC2 ORIT 47N, a5
VMETANZSH > T2 dbFE (Arumanis 143, Gedong) SFHBAD & D% 47 ribose, nicotinic acid,
glycine, 2-aminoethanol, sorbitol 23MZ{E L, PC2 O34T 47 JNZH AR MK M
[B12d o 7= 5hfE (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) EAHRBH D32 45 methionine, aspartic acid, malic
acid, proline, glutamine 23MZEL7-. ¥G RN 2 EME WS D ShfE S FHBE D& 5 Ak
7D ribose, sorbitol, glycine (2 DV T, — RN ERTEHHAZ T IZR YT 4712
FHETHESNTODLHBRIZER#E 5 (53-56) 0385, B ¥ B3 Th D nicotinic
acid (57) IO\ Th, MEFHNEAR T T4 7 72N B L ATREME N E 2 b, FTe,
2-aminoethanol (2O, MO THDHY A NEEIZBIEL TV D H 2R
K5 TdHD (58) . v AATF UANTB N THREART —VICBR7e —EEE FNDHK
EDWEDDHD (59) 13, AN AR EALDIREIZIV NRE DRSNS T
ETHMT LD ELHD (60,61). 48], FEFEARD @V ME RIS ffElE, B
HREIZBIT D ENMELS, ~"N=v 7T ANDRED AT INE T, T8 h, =
NHD AR, B DNDTNTEITLTERY, LU, VO TRE O #RICK
-7C 2-aminoethanol 23 EF-L7-AIREMEL B X DR 5.

A R OARY ME A28 2 ShFRIZFE B D 8% kK 43 methionine |, it 352 7 o %
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PEARIL A ORTIERATHY, MiEE & LIRS 1, ZEITHFET DEAPAR
FOEIRTHZENDD (62). £/, methionine 1%, =F L L DRIEHMATLHD (63). —
R, =F L AL, WEHRLVES D—DT, REOKRAEFH T D20, TAIUTEE
W, BEE BTN 5(63). LLZ2n3s, S EIOR RIZIHWT, A wkl AT Vil
M2 HEIE, methionine 23V MEIIZIZHDE DD, ~N=v 7T ADOHBEDFE
iBARNZEITINZ, TSS:TA B IRWMER Th 7228035, ZDRIEEHEIZ DUV TO
BT Lo,

FZ, ATl O MERNZH D S FRIZ IV TIE, malic acid, aspartic acid, glutamic
acid, proline 72 & DAMERE, 73 /L OMRBIN AL, ZIVHA O EHICEIL
I, malic acid, aspartic acid, glutamic acid I %, E&M: (56, 64), proline I %, HMETE A
(56)~DFHE-PHESILTND.

ZOZEND, A FHIAZ T 2MEVMERNICH D SaFEEARBI DB DRy 53, FRER
W Ir, RRIR TV T DR E OERRICE 5T 2T HettEb & 2 b,

HIZ, PCL IZ&V, Zofthdd 4 ffEEsrEEL T % Podang (ZH8W T, propylene
glycol, lyxose, threonine, xylose, galacturonic acid 732\ M| 237~ 5317, Podang 73
fith i fE R DM 2 R TR E LTS, OEPEMPRRDZE QANFIEN, &
PER EAETITRL, THENLTHHIET, INERNPDIRTESNDETOMEEE AL
TWHATEEME @M DEV NE X L.

Podang [ZFHBADBH 5 %57 D55, lyxose, xylose, threonine {2 DV Ti, HBRIZA 5
I HEDERA (56,65) 133V, galacturonic acid & xylose (22T, RFED B E
IHIIREES R LV ERE T2 (59) THY, REOEHALICE G TDLHE (59,66)
N5, DI, ZNHD S, Podang DFEE A IR T, BEEIMEN -T2 8
IZHEEL QWD FTREM N E 2 T,
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#2-33F2ERERS —E

No Compounds RT RI Quantitative Annotation
m/z
1 1,6-Anhydroglucose 10.934 1726.22 204 GL-sciences library
2 2-Aminoethanol 7.115 1275.80 174 GL-sciences library
3 2-Hydroxypridine 4.578 1038.53 152 GL-sciences library
4 4-Aminobutyric acid 9.499 1541.66 174 GL-sciences library
5 Alanine 5.348 1107.39 116 GL-sciences library
6 Aspartic acid 9.418 1531.77 232 GL-sciences library
7 B-Alanine 8.614 1437.22 248 GL-sciences library
8 Fructose-6-phosphate 15.041 2372.84 387 GL-sciences library
9 Fructose 12.271 1916.30 103 GL-sciences library
10 Fucose 11.247 1769.26 117 GL-sciences library
11 Fumaric acid 7.818 1349.29 245 GL-sciences library
12 Galactose+Glucose 12.521 1954.26 319 GL-sciences library
13 Galacturonic acid 12.711 1982.99 333 GL-sciences library
14 Glucose 12.389 1934.21 319 GL-sciences library
15 Glutamic acid 10.207 1630.27 246 GL-sciences library
16 Glutamine 11.370 1786.19 156 GL-sciences library
17 Glycine 7.515 1316.74 147 GL-sciences library
18 Inositol 13.650 2132.52 217 GL-sciences library
19 Isocitric acid + Citric acid 11.757 1841.35 273 GL-sciences library
20 Leucine 7.155 1279.75 158 GL-sciences library
21 Xylitol 10.917 1723.86 307 GL-sciences library
22 Xylonic acid 11.432 1794.68 292 GL-sciences library
23 Xylose 10.538 1673.36 103 GL-sciences library
24 Lysine 12.431 1940.59 174 GL-sciences library
25 Lyxose 10.592 1680.34 103 GL-sciences library
26 Malic acid 9.146 1498.50 147 GL-sciences library
27 Maltose 17.308 2819.77 361 GL-sciences library
28 Meso erythritol 9.364 1525.14 217 GL-sciences library
29 Methionine 9.407 1530.45 176 GL-sciences library
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30 Methyl succinic acid 7.600 1325.82 131 GL-sciences library
31 Nicotinic acid 7.328 1296.96 180 GL-sciences library
32 Phenylalanine 10.307 1643.20 218 GL-sciences library
33 Phosphate 7.183 1282.50 299 GL-sciences library
34 Proline 7.414 1305.88 142 GL-sciences library
35 Propyleneglycol 4177 1002.85 117 GL-sciences library
36 Pyroglutamic acid 9.436 1533.99 156 GL-sciences library
37 Quinic acid 12.109 1892.17 345 GL-sciences library
38 Ribose 10.757 1701.86 103 GL-sciences library
39 Serine 6.991 1263.44 132 GL-sciences library
40 Shikimic acid 11.628 1822.63 204 GL-sciences library
41 Sorbose 12.205 1906.41 217 GL-sciences library
42 Sorbitol 12.667 1976.42 319 GL-sciences library
43 Sucrose 16.776 2708.21 362 GL-sciences library
44 Threonic acid 9.798 1578.27 292 GL-sciences library
45 Threonine 7.375 1301.74 117 GL-sciences library
46 Tyrosine 12.552 1958.91 280 GL-sciences library
47 Valine 6.590 1223.68 144 GL-sciences library
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PC1 (33.4 %)

Aay vk

PC2 (17.7 %)
s

-0.1

-0.15

-0.2

Ribose ‘.\'imlinic acid
& | o
Glycine
o ®
% °
o ® ° o
®
[
e o ® P
® Lyxose
o .' o o
[} [} Propylene
.’ o b4 glycol
b o
R A
® L PY ‘hreonlne
[ ]
o ¢ °%0 oo
®
[ ] ® °® P [ ]
[ XY J
}Glucl)amk' acidg 9 ® [ ] ®
J Aspa?‘tic acid ® ®
[ © Methionine ®
0.15 -0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1 0.15
PC1 (33.4 %)
— S N O
a—7 47 7 avh

2-322 AURRYTwrI—5 D GC-MS S CELNT-Ry a7V %

L 7= FE k53 4T (PCA)

Aa7 T ey MROETL, FMFIAT LIS OLBIB ) 2753,

RO
(-

n—7 477y O RO A,

O BEFTHIIAZT OV MEANZ S 5 5 EFHBI O EV OBk

SRERHIEATT O MEIH D LR
SRR A= T DRV MBS D An TR AR T

67\

Q A FHEA= T DR MEHINICHD dnFEEARBI O BV B Sy

O :Podang-FHBAD mV VALY
Q :ZDOMESy (Unknowngie) %7R7.
HA TN DEHTRAAT R Fn=3.
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233 AVRRV T~ T—5 LD OPLS-DA O#E R

ATOIEIZEBWT, Hfi7e Lo Thd PCA IZEY, AV KR T ~ra—5 DO
RERFMEIC BT AR AT O SV MEANCH S 5, VBRI H D, ThE e
AR D & BRIy R A LN T2, ARTETIL, SIS 5E e
PEDENZ SHITHER T D701, HiilidD 754 TéhD OPLS-DA % FE i L7z.

Hlilido0 554 TdhD OPLS-DA (%, VIP A3 7|23 T T /A DH| R~ — T —
ELCHEERBERZME T 201002 F1ETHD. 51T, OPLS-DA 1, PCA IZX
S TORENTZ T BEAHERTHZLNTED (46,47). A RRL T~ —5 hEERA
PO EMER OB 5 s fEZ 11, RVMERNICH D s fE A (2 SAEE O FITIVIX

5L, ENENDRE5 T DB ~ D% 5 2 fead L=,

OPLS-DA T, Rl (EAE) N EF LD M, O (BRHME) 237 L0 Ffll
Nz, MEEBIZ, HTIWNEE, REFRET VEHErSLG. 72, VIP ED 1 2L
DR PN LIRS EFIREND (46, 67).

X

AWFFEIZI DT, RP=0.915,0°=0.831 THY, PC1 THA RO @&\ ME 2
Lo FELARVMEENZ S 5 dn i 3 o BES iz (K 2-3-3) . VIPAEAS 1 L EDR 25 2-
3-4 \TRT. K 2-3-4 D 19 R DOH 15 oy i~ T —DERERELFIBEOH HH
IR ELTC, Al MO CRIESZ. 2D9HO EAL 5 5453 H3, nicotinic acid,
glutamic acid, aspartic acid, glycine, ribose T -7z, [X] 2-3-4 12, =D 5 K72 BIT5
pn RO GC-MS IZ331F D FE% 58 EL DA AR 4. B2 B FH D Nicotinic acid &

FFFET % glycine & ribose 238 B FEA O @V ME D H L A0FE (Arumanis 143,
Gedong, Podang) IZZERHIN TV, A FHTO @ WMERNIZH D MFE (Arumanis
143, Gedong, Podang) |Z 1T 22 NHDMHE AN, B HEFHIID CATA THBRIZFHED B
HESH, IWEREIZB T TSS & TSS:TA EAEVMEANIZH ST fEREL —F LT
W — 5, BT AT 5-775 aspartic acid & glutamic acid (3, #8& #EmORY ME A
H5LHE (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) {2V MEANCH 72, ZO#E FICELTh, AL D
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IRV MEANZH D50 FE (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) 28 CATA CEABRIZFFEMNHDHZ 0 E TR
HIZBWT TA D EVMEANICHDZEE—H LTz,

FEk 2 255975 glutamic acid & aspartic acid D& A &I, Lalijiwo (2223, B
TRAEIZRITD TA R° CATA IZBIT DB O R ORHMIE, Cengkir 23 @\ MEHIZH -
7=. Aspartic acid (%, PKOFHIIZISWNT, ERIZEH G T DD EORE DR HD (68).
Z D=8, Lalijiwo (23315 aspartic acid 73 CATA (28T HEBROF I T H LD
AN gWAAY

PC1 Or—7 ¢ 7l (axHil) 238 0.1 LLE DRy %2 2-3-5 183, PC1 DRYT
S 7N, A FEHm O ME RN SH Db FE2ML & L, methionine, proline (ZA1X, B
HIZE 53 HEEND aspartic acid, glutamic acid, isocitric acid EODFHRI N A HIL7-.

ZDRSGy DT, aspartic acid & [RERIZERRIZRHHDHS isocitric acid (ZBIL T
PCA 7217 Tl, A sl OERWMERNIZH 550 FEEFHEE DB BAL 5 sy &L ThltH S
VAV

— 45, PC1 DOFRH T 47 NZALE T DA FEAM 23 5 O E A2 & 2 FE 1T
nicotinic acid, glycine, ribose, fucose, lyxose EDFHBENR BT, ZHHRK T DHIT,
fucose 1%, OB ELFEARICHIRICT 53585 (53) THDHAS, PCA 7213 Tid, #
AR O MEICH D FEEFBIOH D AL 5 iy LTS eh 72,

v —OWREICETHEEHR 44) [2B W\ T, G FEAM O R &R
phenylalanine DASN DT I FEEAHBAN @ VME AN I H o720y, RBFFEIZHB VT
phenylalanine &FEAM DR MEANZH D i fl L DFHES, tyrosine, threonine, glycine 72 &
DWKONDT IR EFAE T O i\ ME 52 sl L OFE B R S A7,

— %12, tyrosine & phenylalanine |, T IEERR K DA MEF K5y D RIBEAE (69)
EENTVDN, SEIDALRRL T~ A —DE1T, tyrosine DA DA RO &
VMBI D S FEEAH BE 30, phenylalanine (22N TlE, CATA (23U TR MRS R
A Th oADK MERNICH DM TH S Lalijiwo (2B 5L TD (56) AT
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REMEL B 2 b,

AR, AT O =V MEAICH 5 fE (Arumanis 143, Gedong, Podang) i3,
glycine, lyxose, ribose 72ED—EH DT I /g, FEFEOFEBENHY, FEMOE ME R IZ
» 5 i FE  (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) (%, aspartic acid, glutamic acid, methionine,
phenylalanine, isocitric acid 72 & D7 /1k, H I OF BN RS-,

ARl O EVMEEZSH 725 (Arumanis 143, Gedong, Podang) (%, CATA |2
BN, HEESFFEA THY, HREZ R THLOHEDHD glycine, lyxose, ribose 72
ELDOMBEADPMERINIZZEND, ZIHDR D HBRIZES 5L TS ATRetES RIS
iz, — 77, Pl O ME A28 A S fl (Cengkir, Lalijiwo) I, CATA 123\ T, B
O R R EI THY, IR RE BT 5L MAEDHS aspartic acid, glutamic
acid, phenylalanine, isocitric acid 72& EDFHBEDMERI NI END, ZNHD DY
FRbCHE RIZ RS 5- L QOB AT REME A/ RIB S LT
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Aoy Sayhk
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Qe q o
@ o° &, o
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® ®
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e et © oo
@ ® PP © Methionine
°e
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Rﬂ%se @ @0 [ ]
[ ] ) L] o)
)
025 02 -015 001 005 0 005 01 015 02
PC1 (21 %)
n—7 477 ayhk

2-3-3 AURRYTrI—5 MWD GC-MS ST CELN-KY a7 7 ANV %

HEL 724514347 (OPLS-DA)

A7 Ty MO, 4RI LS B OLEIBI) 257

SRERHI A= T O ME T H D L R,

SRR A= T DRV MBS D A TR AR

0—7 477y O SO A

0 REFHEA=T OEVMEIANCH D S FEL A BID MV Sy
0 A FHIA=T DR OHFNICHD M FEEARBID E Y By

@ FDftipksy (Unknowndgde) %57
KW TN D HTERIT UL n=3.
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% 2-3-4 OPLS-DA I[ZBIFT5E\ VIP E (VIP > 1) D4y

Compounds VIP score Coefficient
Nicotinic acid 1.5159 -0.051
Glutamic acid 1.4485 0.032
Aspartic acid 1.4440 0.030
Glycine 1.4372 -0.046
Ribose 1.4232 -0.041
Methionine 1.3832 0.033
Fucose 1.3623 -0.031
Lyxose 1.3441 -0.022
Xylose 1.3177 -0.021
Tsocitric acid+Citric acid 1.2051 0.030
Proline 1.1565 0.022
Propyleneglycol 1.1563 -0.014
Phenylalanine 1.1193 0.020
Valine 1.0742 0.012
2-Aminoethanol 1.0730 -0.023
Phosphate 1.0673 0.023
Galacturonic acid 1.0658 -0.008
Threonine 1.0535 -0.012
Sorbitol 1.0175 -0.032
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% 2-3-5 OPLS-DA 281135 PCl1 IZHETHAVRRU T~ —5 LRI BA
72 GC-MS Z FM L U= K MR+ REY

Compounds p (corr) [PC1] Compounds p (corr) [PC1]
Aspartic acid 0.7641 Alanine 0.1045
Methionine 0.7508 Tyrosine -0.2018
Glutamic acid 0.7478 2-Hydroxypyridine -0.2503
Isocitric acid+Citric acid 0.6500 n-Butylamine -0.2851
Proline 0.6144 p-Alanine -0.2914
Phenylalanine 0.5588 Threonine -0.3721
Phosphate 0.5435 Galacturonic acid -0.3891
Valine 0.4800 Methyl succinic acid -0.3995
Maltose 0.4500 Fumaric acid -0.4437
Malic acid 0.4224 Propyleneglycol -0.4466
Shikimic acid 0.4200 Sorbitol -0.5247
Xylitol 0.3408 2-Aminoethanol -0.5354
Leucine 0.3108 Xylose -0.6173
Glutamine 0.3057 Lyxose -0.6322
Quinic acid 0.2781 Fucose -0.7220
Pyroglutamic acid 0.2593 Ribose -0.7336
Fructose 6-phosphate 0.2172 Glycine -0.7624
Sucrose 0.1610 Nicotinic acid -0.7861

Meso erythritol 0.1591

p (corr) [PC1]:PCI1ORTT 47 GREFEM AT 2ME) &3 T T 7 (& #H A= 7
i;%l/ V) DEATICB T DA EE AT KT AMEN 01282 5bE
ZRLTC.
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(a) Nicotinic acid (b) Glutamic acid

0.02 0.09
0.018 c 0.08
0.016 0.07
b
0.014 . 005
0.012 &
0.05 ab
0.01
0.04
0.008 ab ab
0.006 0.03 ab
0.004 . 0.02
a a
0.002 0.01
, - ] , ﬁ
Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo
(c) Aspartic acid (d) Glycine
0.12 0.25
0.1 b 03
c
0.08
0.15
0.06 b b
0.1 ab
0.04 a a
a a
0.02 0.05
a
0 —— 0
Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo
(e) Ribose
0.01
0.009
0.008 c
0.007
0.006 be
0.005 ab ab
0.004
a
0.003
0.002
0.001
0
Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo

[X] 2-3-4 OPLS-DA iZXvHiH &Nz VIP E_ BN 5 R DAV RRY T <3 —5 5
FED LR GC-MS T I XD E X T8 EE

H0EHH : GC-MS Sy AT d 1) D FE IR (Ribitol A 1E) Al : Shfligs
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234 AURRT oI =L~ T—D L

BUKMEIR S F G 7 07 7 AU 7 OB Refe el 2 3B 1 o5 B 2 i 975
72O, B RERFEDEVMIINZ, BAGNTT L | TRER | TR Stk ) D 872 Dot ik
3 fihfd (Chok Anan (#-), Tommy Atkins (7 7/L), Irwin (HAR)) &/\UF —Ta
oL THEALTZ (8,70).

F 2-3-6, # 2-3-7 LX) 2-3-5 1AV KRRV T~ —5 SREICHESNPE SRR 3 Gh R
BINLTZBE A, ~N=v277 AN, CATA OfER4E =T

Irwin (HAR) 1L, ~RF=v 77 ANMZEBNT, REFHIAZT 23 @\ WME R Tho iz
Arumanis 143, Gedong L B/ /ehoTz. o, WEHAE, CATA 2BV TH
Arumanis 143, Gedong & [FIERDEH A Th-o7-.

ChokAnan (#A1) 1%, ~"R=v 7T ANIBWT, BEFHMIAZT N EMETRTH -
72 Gedong EHA R AT AMEN ME R Th-7= Lalijiwo EOF B 21T, IWEH
A CTIE, TSS: TA LE DK AR Al AT 7 A3 &\ ME 7] Cdh-- 72 Arumanis 143 & Gedong
EIREEI @\ ME B T 72, 7=, CATA Tld, Arumanis 143 & Gedong & [RIAEIZ F1 O
EANTALEL, HERBRE THLIEN DI -T2, — T, Tommy Atkins (77

VX, ~R=u 7T ANT, EFHIAZ T DK\ MEIZH 7= Cengkir & Lalijiwo &
H BN >T-. CATA IZBWThH, Tommy Atkins (77 /0) 1%, BRWRNRF)72
Cengkir & Lalijiwo E[FIU F1 #iOR T 7 HNTALELTZ.

GC-MS A0 LITHE, AHEEE, 7/ W% & TRy 7 95
¥ (Unknown 23 Tp) (5 2-3-3) Z#ili72 Lo PCA (ZHEL 72 (X 2-3-6) .

PCA IZ8\ T, Chok Anan (%) & Trwin  (HA) 1%, $AFEMAZT O @\ ME )
THoT-AV R R T~ 3 —Arumanis 143 & Gedong L[RIUV T AX — LB LIz, —
77, Tommy Atkins (77 /W) 1, #EFHIAZ T OIRYME ThoTz A R RS T~
> —Cengkir & Lalijiwo L[RIL7 7 AZ —ITfrELT-.

%72, PCA DA77 7'y NCHRAFHIEAZ T O @ MER O mFEE R 7 T A% — L7
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7= Chok Anan (#A1) & Irwin (HA) O~ 3 —R3 B 3% PC2 DRIT 47 flon
—F (77 1y M, 2-aminoethanol, glycine, ribose 2MZE L7Z. ZOTIE, W
NHAVRRL T~ —=DBHO PCA IZEBWTHR AR A= T O &V ME T O L fl
T&%5 Arumanis 143, Gedong (25 CTH B 70 Th -7z,

—7J5, Tommy Atkins (77 /W)I1%, 5 3 RRUNLEL, 2—T 427 7 my Tk
ek 5355 Th D isocitric acid 2MLE L7z, BEMRIL, 1V RRy T~ T —5
pnfED HD PCA IZBWThH, ATl A= 7 ORVME O L fd Tho Cengkir,
Lalijiwo | 2RO 72 B BERFME T o7z

Lyxose, xylose, propylene glycol 1%, Podang 23MZ &5 PC1 DRI T 4 7 N &
Lz, ZRBDDE, AV RFR T ~ra— 5 SO H T Podang (2RO 5y
Tholz. TNLOFERND, SRR LI T A THHIA R RT3 —5 i
X, BREFHE CHLOMATHIEAT T ITHEDH D GC-MS HAE DH KM 1R
AT DN T TE L A REME DS RIS T,
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F 2-3-6 AVRRV TV I—5 MELHENE 3 LREOERERER

Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo Thai Brazil Japan
BE IN) 0.93 a 1.18 a 0.93 2 3.48 10.35 b 1.07 2 2.55 2 0.65 a
FEE(TSS) (%) 17.82 be 18.32 ¢ 15.36 e 12.94 14.18 a 17.80 be 14.58 ab 14.88 abe
EEEE(TA) (%) 0.08 ab 0.06 a 0.08 ab 0.20 0.19 be 0.04 2 0.26 e 0.03 a
TSS/TA 336.80 bed 392.34 cd 205.60 abe 70.52 97.42 ab 423.73 cd 58.13 a 502.36 d
FATICHITHET VT 7y Mil(a,b,c) TH EZEHY (Tuckey DL EME: p<0.05) .
K 2-3-7 AVRRYT <A —5 B E 3 DR =y 7T AR
Arumanis Gedong Podang Cengkir Lalijiwo Thai Brazil Japan
&Y 6.58 b 6.62 b 5.88 ab 5.42 5.34 a 5.72 ab 5.24 a 6.16 ab
BR 7.30 d 6.72 od 6.24 be 4.64 5.34 ab 6.18 be 4.86 a 6.74 od
& 7.24 d 7.18 d 6.60 od 5.58 4.16 a 5.92 be 5.36 b 6.68 od
g2 7.10 ¢ 6.32 be 6.00 ab 5.14 5.18 a 5.92 ab 5.36 ab 6.14 abe
#®ik 6.72 d 6.48 od 5.82 bed 4.42 4.90 ab 5.60 be 4.94 ab 6.22 od
e 7.20 d 6.80 o 6.28 o 5.02 528 6.00 be 5.20 ab 6.60 o

FATIZHTDHT LT 7y Mil(a,b,e) TH E ZHY (Tuckey DL EMRTE: p <0.05)
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0.8

0.6 -

0.4
Arumanis

Honey taste/aroma 4

O_ 2 .=w Ls
sensation L 4 all] 1WO C €en gl{l
< Swest - x Sow
— Sweet Aftertaste ;‘ o ® B raZlEStnngeont
e 0 | | — '—J ; ; ; ® ;
- Juicy p an
o’ - & .
P POd ang Citrus taste/aroma
=3 . sensation
-0.2 Ritter Aftertaste

-0.4

-0.6

-0.8
-12 -1 -0.8 -06 -0.4 -0.2 0 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 12 14 1.6

F1 (87.18 %)

X 2-3-5 'EREFHME(CATA)L AV RRL T ~rad—5 MR OB PE 3 RfEDaL %
R T VAR LD AT vk
@ FE4 CATA \ZHITAE Heslf fH 35

O bl Z= 7 O\ VBRI 5 0 FEREC D R ATl A=T OIS MEIAI % i FERE
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A
@ Arumanis (1) 1
@ Cengkir (2) 02 - 2-Aminoethanol @4 Ribose
i Gedong (3) @@ Glycine
10 @ Lalijiwo (4) ® °
© Podang (5) 015 1 e (] o
W Thai (6) [ ] ®
M Brazil (7) ® ..
5 Japan'(8) 0.1 PS @ ® o . ®
®
- o 8 O o
8 £ 005 4 Y 3 ®
* % |
= 0 = (] [ ) LJ Lyxose
o ~ 0 —"A!. L o ® r 1
é': : ® Xylose
Proline
L 005 . Lick 20 ° o 8o
-5 -0.05 - L 9@ ®
® 3 ® Aspartic acid ® P [ ® ..
[
01 | e ®o oof
Propylene
-10 ® ‘ .. ‘ glycol
-0.15 4 ) )
[
Isocitric acid
15 -0.2 T
15 10 0 10 o 0.2 -0.15 -0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1 0.15
PC1 (23.2 %) PC1 (23.2 %)
7° N == N ) .
Z2ay7 vk a—7 47 7ayh

2-3-6 AV RRV T~ I —5 MfE Kk OMENEE 3 TED GC-MS S cEbNT-

BKMRS FRE#T 07 7 A2 LIRS 5538 (PCA)

Aa7 7y MROFENL, KIS LEE S PLAISIR) 2R

O wAFHIAaT OE BRI H B TR
SREFHIEAZ T OARVWMEMIZH D FEREA R .

0—7 77 ay MO ORI,

SREFHIATT O MEANZ & DM FEE AR RO BV AL

:Podang S FELAH B OB D57

SREFHIIAT T DR ME AN &5 5L FEE AR B BV AL

:EOMEE ST (Unknown de) %75,

BH TN DHTEIT I In=3.

e@®@Oe®
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2.4 /IR

AETIE, BRgiHiiE GC-MS IZXDBUKMER S - REH & VT, A4 EHEEAL -
YT NTHHA R T~ T =0T EOEREREZ R, S22 E05]
R THLIEN DT, G TN S VWME IZH -7 Arumanis143, Gedong,
Podang I %, sweet, floral, juicy, and honey taste/aroma sensation ASFF{EA)72 B REFEAT
HHETHY, iyl T, BT HEDOHLFEH ribose T2 /2 glycine, B4
IV B3 T2 nicotinic acid AEVVMEMICH 7. —F7, A FHMOIERY MEAIZEH -
7= Cengkir, Lalijiwo I, astringent, sour, bitter aftertaste 234 A072 B RERTAMIE H TH
D, ArEL T, BRMICES T 25 DH DT /R aspartic acid <° glutamic acid °F
F&I% malic acid X isocitric acid 72 ENZVMHIANIZH -T2, BT, A FR T voA—
5 SFEDSBUK AR S ARG Y, Tan ) TAERE ) TS S | O3 BT 6T,
BRERFEIZ I DSV TR, FFE DTN TWAZEZMER T 572012, LT RE
M1 H72 2 AR S BR BE D B/ B~ = —3 WL Chok Anan (#1), Tommy atkins
(7Z72v), Irwin (HAR) ZBIL, MEELT-. EORER, B iHhomEy MEm Th-o
7z Chok Anan (A1) KO Irwin (HA) D~<2T—0, AU RRTT w3 —DARE
D B ME A>T Arumanis143, Gedong L[RILZ 7 AX — T/ ES T, AT,
AT O MEF 128 -T2 Tommy atkins (779 0) 1%, AV KRR T ~r=—D
B Rl DR ME 128~ 7= Cengkir, Lalijiwo SR TAX—|Z S T-. LLE
DZEMS, BRIV TV ThHA VR Ry T ~ra—5 MEOERERHED, Bl
IKMEAR Sy FAREI IS LV 40 B, KD TN LT e RS, £/, TanfdE ] [pEH )
SR DIEWZEIDL T, BUKMHE 5 TR 7 27 7 A WX, BRERHEZ
FHli CEHZEb ol BT, GC-MS HARDOBUKMEAR S TR 7 07 7 A L1k
~r A= EOE BRI OB ML, BB I DS B BIAIZEEAM -
HET 5721, AHTHLIEIRES .
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FIE BPEE OISR —IRE -F—mEO~ I —0F
RERFIME LBUKMEAR > B 7 0 7 7 AL L O 1R BEFRAT
3.1 f5

B2 BT, AVRRUT a5 RS R 3 A FRA R, GC-MS
DBUKHEIR S TR T 07 7 AL, ST & OB BERFIE 0O BV 7 AN - BR AR
WZBWTHH TOHLZEN RSN,

~ A, B ARG LSS R B R BEERL T H Y, BB N & Ao TS
B3, HARD IS 7R MR OBV ClE, BTEOIRIRA LT 572012, iR
OFNHABVIE LIRS TND (13,14). — IV, IREFEL, BREZER OH|EL
T, FRAREDEELZ TN, ZE LB LIE &P I TED (15). £
DIz, WEOEMIL, v T =D E LIS TDHEE =— XD EEDITHIE
T5ETH, BAOMTHS. LLens, IEO RN ERICH —DRELITE X
RN, Rl —IREN TR SN REICBOTHDREDIESSENAELS. DT
O, EREFFEICE B LM EIZEAL T, REROBEM R H5LEZHNLD, £DID
RREBNL, ZHETIZRh o7,

ZIT, AFETI, IRERKEEZIEH LI SE W\ B B 2 7R R F 7
HREHFLOIL, F—IRENICBITDE— MO T2, 3HEMIZh
v, 52 B CHHAMEHER LT GC-MS B OBUKMHEAR S T+ v 7 AU 712k
D, BRERFMEICHE B LIS EIC WL 72, F72, EMCED B RERHIGA B M2 4L,
BUKMAR > IR 7 0 7 7 A NV il BI85 L 9 2 B R A 7B 7 L 2 AL,
THET VOEEL R (EAME), O°(B2EME) , RMSEE (I 28) (2 &> CRfli 3
HEEHIT, 3 EROFBIEICOWTHREELT. TORS, MELTIET AR, 4
W2 Tl A AEETHLMIDONTY, 3 0T —HXIZED, T VO A
TIDBUKMEAR S 1R & - CRBLIIZEHEL 72

BT, RFECTHRALIZFE —DIRE THIGIN [ — OV 7T, 5§ 2 B
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RIRD MOV T A, BEDWMEEZFHE T 20 ENHLHTEND, Lm
B IMRDOEND. TDId, T —OBE RERHEFANIC I ) DB REREA & Bk
AR T 7 07 7 AL ORI T DN TS, 3 FMICH T8 M &K OVE |E
A TR T L OREEEIC R R L 72

3.2 EBRMEEERT L
321 < IE—HUFN

~rA—=Y T, BIRRN (BAK) OF—~TZRNT 6 H (2021 4, 2022 4,
2023 4ED 3 AR I H AR T OIS IV Te~ A — S (Trwin:A8HiS 17 4F7E (2021
R A LTz ARBRCEA LI ) — 0 T AN O BREEHIEIL, IREDA TH
L. TNENDEZ LI, ZDOEDORGE G NOE REF A A= 7 fiPHZ#EREL7Z 10
YT NF oMU, BRERHE X O E A, £l aiTic 0T, #he
IDED 10 7N TA0 T 7L X34 =530 7)) Z3HiiL 7. OPLS 47
HHZOWTIE, Trial 1 &2 Z2FHEL, £ 3-2-1 128155 Trial F 52 LD T —& 1 Ml
(2 Training | EFLESILT=H 7 Ui, FRIET L OREE, [Test) EFtfiS =t~
VL, SNSRI L L TERE VI LT, 7238, Trial 2 D 2022 FE 7)1

%, A O BIRO R TE A L72ZED35, Data set #IIZIE, i & rIME A E
95 Suppl. ] EAEFEL TUVD.
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# 3-2-1 BT LDV S NAE R (2021-2023)

2021 2022 2023

Sample Sensory score Data set Sample Sensory score Data set Sample Sensory score Data set

No. RS* SS*  Triall Trial2 No. RS* SS*  Triall Trial2  No. RS* SS*  Trial 1 Trial 2

1 48.8  59.8 Training Training 1 514 622 Test Suppl 1 452 599 Test  Test
2 424  58.7 Training Training 2 442 59.6  Test Suppl. 2 47.0 578 Test  Test
3 414  56.9 Training Training 3 414 574  Test Suppl 3 39.6  57.1  Test Test
4 36.2 552 Training Training 4 36.6 554  Test Suppl 4 422 556  Test Test
5 272 499 Training Training 5 342 524  Test Suppl 5 304 497 Test  Test
6 283  48.0 Training Training 6 33.8 51.8 Test Suppl 6 224 46.6 Test Test
7 242 47.8 Training Training 7 27.0 48.5 Test Suppl 7 153 428 Test Test
8 154 419 Training Training 8 182 448 Test Suppl. 8 13.8 416 Test Test
9 11.8  40.8 Training Training 9 126 41.6  Test Suppl 9 6.2 376 Test Test

10 9.4 389 Training Training 10 10.8 404  Test Suppl. 10 4.0 364 Test Test

Average 28.5 498 - - Average 310 514 - - Average 26.6 485 - -
SD 13.6 7.7 - - SD 136 75 - - SD 164 88 - -
RSD RSD RSD
477 154 - - 440 146 - - 61.7 18.1 - -
(%) (%) (%)

SD = fRYEfR7E. RSD = AR UE(ZE* RS="E27 SS={RzEHA=T
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3.2.2 VU7 VETALER

~ra—X, RETLWT, BERVER%, 1 X1 X1 em® AIZ >y LT, v Lz
DX 2 —TIZREIZB AR TA T AAZ I % T, GM200mill [IZE0BELT-. Zi
SOV TNERKS g DT TAF Iy T ITHOELNS, Bz EfiL7-. Ehe
R R L 72 7 D5 2 TR RS RO L, GC-MS ZoHT &Lz, 1w Mg DFE
JEODREEVET L, BEEL - P E & LT

3.2.3 WHERAE
TSS (%)L, T VXVIEITHEEE R (PR-1010 (Brix 0-45%), Atago, H A, HA), TA
(%)%, Metrohm 702 automatic titrator (Metrohm, Switzerland) Z{# F L, 0.1molL™' ®

KEEAL T NID 2O EIZLOBIE L.

3.2.4 GC-MS 53#T BAMAR Y T /02— MERT)

BT VETLER Al S DRI L R & V.

AY ) —)v, sanisvb, @K, BAKE VAT E 7 v AR S
OIEANLTZ. ANE LTI S n-T V2 (Cs—Cao) 1ZT 7 ~<T AR F (T4
Ay, TAV) IBEA LT N-AF JV-N-RUAF )L-NU 7 v a7 24 IR
(MSTFA) 1%, ¥ —x b A= 2R GROR, BA) DIEALT.

SINTEEE T LA T2 Ve,

GC 7890A |Z 5975 C Inert XL mass selective detector (MSD) & Agilent triple-axis
detector ZHAH L7- 35 1& (T UL b7 ny—ki&4t) &, InertCap5 MS/NP (0.25
mm i.d. x 30 m, df =0.25 ym, ¥ —T/L AT R) EHWCERBLE. 7 —ZBfFHE

MSD 7 3IAT—av (TIOLNT7 /ay—RER S ) 2 -,
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YT IVETLER VAT LA T 2 .

ATALERIE, 2 AMO TRTERL, 1 HHO TR, v>3—7V—XRIF A7
V(10 mg) 1, A% —)b, zaadVh, @@y (5:2:2=v/v/v) 1,000 u L ENERIEREE
LG, 60 uLDOVER/L (0.2 mg/100 mL) DA NN Z, ThermoMixer C (T2
RV ZRRR &, N7 s, RAY) 2T, 1,200 rpm, 37°CT 30 o lEZLT-.
A2 Fa—Tat%, 15,000 rpm, 4°CC 340 M, =008 (78%, 1A, HA)L,
ZD 2600 1w LE300 p LOBMAKZHFLWTF 2—7 12 A, FFTY, 15,000 rpm,
4°CT 35, mODBELTZ. 30 BE%, Yo7V & Quality control (QC) o
WVHELTHLLHEER L2 F =—712 200 u L 92437ELT=. QC Yo7 ix, Zouf
TR L= X TOY T D EELZ 200 u L0 1 DOF 2a—7 128D, &
2, TS, FILWT 2—712200 u L3 20FELIEHL D THD.

FTo, TIU01E, ~r A =TV —=ARTA T (10 me)E G T\, AX ) —)L, 7
aads/V L, K (5:2:2=vVN)DED TREZ 7 VRIBRICEE L 7-H D TH D,

FNENDT 22— 7 OFEEZE OIRNE (X ATy VRSt #iE, AR LoD,
IMes Rz RO B b a kA, B0, RAR) LTz,

2 H AT, dfsimshizd 7 QC K OT7 T 712100 u L DARFY
T EIZ, 1,200 rpm, 30°C T 90 3 HREL, D%, BIZ, TUALKIEDT-®,
MSTFA % 100 L A1Z, 1,200 rpm, 37°CC 30 /> MHRZL7-.

Z D%, 15,000 rpm, 25°C, 3 43, @O oHELIZDOG, E#EA 100 1 L % GC-MS

HAEL, GC-MS VAT AZ 1 n LiEALT-.

NSRRI L T 2 V=,
GC L1EIZLL T oY Thotz. A7V R, 10:1, AP =7 a R E I,

230°C, I U7 H AL, 1.12 mL/y TNV LEF LT, BT R, 80°CE 2 47
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HEFFL, TD1% 15°C/4r T 330°CET EAL, EBHIT 6 o MHEFRFL7Z. MS 13 LL T
DB TZ STz, NIV AT 7—FA L AT ARDIRE T Z 1 F11250C L 200°CZ o7,
A ANGITEA AT AL (B #2) 12> TEIE 70 eV TiTo7-. BEH®FHIX m/z 85

—500 TAF YL AL —RX 3.46 Av /777,

3.2.5 'ERERHAf

RIATAA T Lo~ T — 2 B RERHE > 7 1 LU THEAL 72,

BREREMIE, D 7edEb 24U B —=02L7= 5 A Well-trained 7 S RU AN &
D IR,

1 [E# 90 53 DL —=2 7 %4 7T BIFERL, SRV EERRETOMN —=2 7S
MFHZETMZ, RIATARATHELIZR— B RO~ —Hh T NE 228
MFERICEHIT CE DL HET, M —=0 T 2R LT,

A TV DR FTIEIZOWTUE, RIATAR T~ —H T L%
K5 g T 3IMDTUHE LR TFHEAT LI T TATF I Iy 7 (T1) (20 TR LZ

(FRHERFRE :5-10°C) . £/, NRVAMIH LTI, TNENOY T IV ZFHEi45

T, SRTAT 4 —H2—TA%ETTNTHE (72), o FAROEER2NES I
Bl E L7,

B REFHAN OFAMIE B2V T, AREFFRO/SRUARMH L7 3EHMiE H Th 5
STOHEA (Hk, BEvk, HEES, aa) oY) SRA Tl E O FE B2~ (4% 6)
ZED, POMERINTWZDT, #ErHIEH DZIIHONWT, BHFEICHIZ->T
B RERFA A St L7z

INRYANT, BRAEFEMIZ DN TO R, FRVIRSEZIEERL, T A — 2k
W (0), @V (100) ZFEIEE L CREEL7-. N2 C, AR B RERET AT 7 1220
TUX, FTA AT =BT D3RV ORNIEZ LT 5729, Inui HO ik

(73,7455, 7SRUART LI, 3EMIZB T 2RE (BFE 10 7LD 34E5y
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D 30 Y 7NN ITKT HFEATT OWFEE 50, FEERZED 10 1272510 RZEAL
L7cDb, "RXYANE B OREEATTEZREE LD AT fE (SS :
standalization score) XL CHV /= (73,74). 70k, EAaTEIL, MAEMILTDR1DZ
NENDORRIANMIBIT A EREFHEAZT THY, £ 3-2-1 ©FEA2T (RS: Raw

score) %, &/ SRYARDFE AT %2 HHIEH LT-ETHS.

3.2.6 7 —ZLE

T B FEEL T, BEE B ELTZH 0% HV - (24,30).

GCMS 7u~hr5 77 —4(%, MSD Chemistation analysis software [ZJd¥, net
CDF &2 UZZE#L7Z. netCDF R UL 727 7 AV 27 ) —Y 7 R Th% MS-DIAL
verd.00 ZfEHL T —2k, 7arRa—Tar, FE-TIA AN T, B —2fk
HDIRTA=Z—{ZHONTIE, BE—2 &% 1000 LA ELL, ZAL—D 07 J71E1T, liner
weight moving average L L72. AL—V U V% 3 AF v EL, B —IZIROFEEIE, 10
AXyrllLic. 7TarRla—a |l ounTid, sigmawindow value 73 0.2, El spectra
cut off Z 10 amplitudes |ZRXEL, EhilL7z. E—Z[REIZDOWTIE, 7/V 2 mix
(Cs-Ca0) ZVT > vav AT w7 A, Osaka University/GL-Science DB Library (Inert
Cap SMS-NP, Kovats RI, 530 records) %747 7V —E L THW. BE—ZREK T T
AR DDINT AL —ZBL T, DL TFDEEY
Retention index (RI) tolerance: 10
Retention time (RT) tolerance: 0.5 min
EI similarity cut off: 70%

Identification score cut off: 70%
oy RIENE, B E&AZMLE Rl % Osaka University/GL-Science DB Library (Inert
Cap 5MS-NP, Kovats RI, 530 records)) &bz LTS L 7=.

E— R EREOD S, BHLIZE — 7 @ N EIC LD P L. 7 — 2~k
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Vo7 AL T, R ORI T — 7 & TR ST, e L L= — &~
I AEAF LT, blank OF —H&REZ, EWFHIHRKOE —T7 TIIRWNED &R
7=, AHHRaIV A MS AT —H2X, T —H 2y MNERl+ MPST000003 ¢ MB-POST

VARV IITRAFSN TN,

3.2.7 SREMHN

T ICBLE T Y Tukey D25 B LIS IR E 1S, Excel Statistics version 6.05a
(Esumi Company, #Uit, HA) Z W0 TITV, 95% EHUKIECHEAEZHIELT.

F 53 538 (PCA) J2 OF Orthogonal projection to latent structures (OPLS) [E])i 7347
I%, SIMCA P+version 14 F£721% 17 (Umetrix, 7V —A4—, AV =—F ) R\, 7

—ZDEHII TS, A=V NI A— R =0 7 H -,

45



3.3 fREBE
3.3.1 EREFHE A& OB E R SR

WARTHIIZOAE B LT, 2021 4, 2022 47, 2023 4FO'FEFHMIiZ ML 7=, FHE
FEAT A& SR X O ARG a3 3-3-1 1T T

TAL AT =BT D3V OIRIIEZ LT 72012, LTz
B 10 o 732D 30 Yo7 W) Ik 2 EAaTEO )% 50, FEUE(R =
10 (222D INUR AL LT=D G, NARVANEE DR AT 2 L Teb D&
237 (SS) ELTHW=. ZDFER, 2021 41X, A7 §iPHAS 38.9-59.8 TH-%) 49.8,
R ZE (SD)7.7%, PR ZE (RSD) 15.4%, 2022 1%, A= 7 #iPHAY 40.4-
62.2 TF-EJE 51.4, SD7.5%, RSD14.6%, 2023 4-1%, A2 713 36.4-59.9 T
fifl 48.5, SD8.8%, RSD18.1% TH Y, H=Z L DOH A 3TN R D0, FFH7R A&
IR, LU RAE Tiam 028 & L7 (3R 3-3-1).

F7o, BUE, v A —OFRBIFRELL TULHIN TODFEEIZ OV T, 2021 4F,
2022 4, 2023 0D 3 FLBHIT RSD5%AIHR, BRI K OWERLLLIZOVWTIE, 2021 4,
2022 47, 2023 H-D RSD BEAEI 22, 42, 52%& 26, 45, 55% THY, HFIZL>TE
I ENALI (3 3-3-1).

AT, BEEE, BREE, FERELLIC DWW, BREFHMEIA=T LA MR L. (& 3-3-
1). ZORER, FEEEIZOWTIE, 2021 41F, R?=0.55,2022 4R, R?=0.000003, 2023
1T, RP=0.23 THY, —EDMEE DN EDbinoT-. BREELHERE IOV T,
2021 EAEBIZ, RP=0.9 LL |, 2022 #21% R?=0.81, 0.75, 2023 42/% R?=0.76, 0.69 T
BHY, RA2T AT, B EL, FEEREMEROEWE M OERITFTRETH L3, 4
TEIHBC B DS DI, BEE LB TS L, H S E RERE M A S A2
EINTERNEVOBER & RIER DG RGBT (44,45).

B, A%OBIRICBEL L, SS AaT A 55 ML LA FEATT, 45-54 AP AD

7,44 SUL T EIEAGT L CERTA.

46



% 3-3-1 S LOEREIE DR A TMATE (227 & OMREEIL A2 T) &k OB AR 2 (2021-2023)

2021 2022 2023
Sample Sensory score  TSS TA Data set Sample Sensory score  TSS TA Data set Sample Sensory score  TSS TA Data set
TSS/TA TSS/TA TSS/TA
No. RS* SS* (%) (%) Triall Trial2  No. RS* SS* (%) (%) Trial1 Trial2  No. RS* SS* (%) (%) Trial1 Trial 2

1 48.8 598 173 0.15 1153 Training Training 1 514 622 162 0.07 2314 Test Suppl 1 452 599 171 0.09 190.0 Test Test
2 424 587 160 0.17 94.1 Training Training 2 442 596 156 0.11 141.8 Test Suppl 2 470 578 16.1 0.06 2683 Test Test
3 414 569 159 0.18 88.3 Training Training 3 414 574 149 0.08 1863 Test Suppl 3 396 571 163 0.11 1482 Test  Test
4 362 552 168 0.18 933 Training Training 4 366 554 160 0.15 106.7 Test Suppl 4 422 556 163 0.06 271.7 Test Test
5 272 499 160 020 80.0 Training Training 5 342 524 160 0.16 100.0 Test Suppl 5 304 497 157 0.13 120.8 Test Test
6 283 480 146 020 73.0 Training Training 6 338 51.8 160 0.14 1143 Test Suppl 6 224 46.6 151 0.14 1079 Test Test
7 242 478 154 022 70.0 Training Training 7 270 485 170 0.17 100.0 Test Suppl 7 153 428 166 0.14 1186 Test Test
8 154 419 161 028 57.5 Training Training 8 182 448 152 022 69.1 Test Suppl 8 13.8 416 156 023 67.8 Test Test
9 11.8 408 145 0.25 58.0 Training Training 9 126 41.6 150 0.18 833 Test Suppl 9 62 376 164 029 566 Test Test

10 94 389 145 029 50.0 Training Training 10 10.8 404 164 029 566 Test Suppl. 10 40 364 152 020 76.0 Test Test

Average 285 498 157 021 78.0 - - Average 31.0 514 158 0.16 1189 - - Average 26.6 485 160 0.15 1426 - -
SD 136 7.7 096 0.047 203 - - SD 136 75 066 0.065 540 - - SD 164 88 063 0075 77.8 - -
RSD RSD RSD

477 154 6 22 26 - - 440 146 4 42 45 - - 61.7 18.1 4 52 55 - -
(%) (%) (%)
R - - 0.55 091 093 - - R’ - - 0000003 0,81  0.75 - - R - - 023 0.76 0.69 - -

TSS:HEEE, TA:FREE, SDATEYER 2=, RSDAHRARAENR £, R 2 (W EE L A= T L FHE

*RS:AEAAT, SS:HRZEE(LA=ZT
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3.3.2 BREFE YT NDRS T T 7 AN D ERMIT M (PCA)

BRERHI L 72t 7 DN, BUKHEAGE# A GC-MS 73T i KA L7z
ZORER, GC-MS /oHTI2 kD, 45 FES S (38 3-3-2).
[FIESNTZRTIE, RES, TIV8R, AR, BERT, o OfET, £ 3-3-2 12
AT 2021 4, 2022 4, 2023 FEDOENENDET LI 10 7 THONT, B
KA 7 07 7 ANV A EE LT, PCA T LTZRE S, 2021 4R, 2022 4F,
2023 FEVVTNL, AT 7y hd PCLIZI-TC, RHT A7 MNORTT 7RI
> CHE BB A7 3 E <72 AN 3 ERE T &7z (X 3-3-1).
02— 4 T HRIZ OV T, xylose, lyxose, thamnose, arabinose, malic acid, o-
ketoglutaric acid 23E RERHII O /AT DY 7 I/VIMLE T D PC1 DAY T 47
WIALE L, CxFIZ, B-alanine, alanine, proline, serine, glycine, citric acid, valine, ¥-
aminobutyric acid |%, (KA T PALET S PCl ORI T A7 NNLE L. v—T 4
7Ty MIBWT, KRS, ROTATM, 2T 47 MENZEN DM T=5HH
— T U TEDOHESHER RE VA OWTIE, SR EWESH TS (75).
DIz, 2021 0D PCl1 Ol m—7 127 7wy MORF A&7 0.1 LA
EERTT AT 14 55y, FAT 4721 5i5y) ORTICHE B U2, TORER, £
NENOFEIZIITH PCL K- A &2EHE 0.1 LLEDOR D95, PCL DR
T4 T, AT 4T RO OEF D, 2022 455 100%, 100%, 2023 4535
76%, 100%—F L7, ZOZEND, 3 FEMELIZ, BREFT AT 23E KM
TRT AR, RO THESNLIENDT.
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*3-3-2 BEIERTERD—E

No Compounds RT RI Quantitative
m/z
1 1,6-Anhydroglucose 10.94 1717.5 204
2 2-Aminoethanol 7.19 1275.9 174
3 2-Hydroxypridine 4.67 1039.8 152
4 ¥y-Aminobutyric acid 9.57 1541.1 174
5 a-ketoglutaric acid 9.92 1583.9 147
6 Alanine 5.43 1108.0 116
7 Arabinose 10.71 1685.6 103
8 Aspartic acid 9.49 15314 232
9 B-Alanine 8.68 1436.9 174
10 Citric acid 11.83 1840.7 273.1
11 Fructose-6-phosphate 15.04 2358.4 315
12 Fructose 12.28 1906.4 217.15
13 Fucose 11.22 1755.2 117
14 Fumaric acid 7.88 1348.6 245
15 Galactose+Glucose 12.60 1954.0 319
16 Galacturonic acid 12.79 1982.7 333
17 Glucose 12.47 1934.6 319
18 Glutamic acid 10.28 1630.0 246
19 Glutamine 11.44 1785.8 156
20 Glyceric acid 7.81 1340.6 147
21 Glycine 7.59 1316.7 174
22 Inositol 13.73 21322 217
23 Xylonic acid 11.42 1782.5 292
24 Xylose 10.61 1672.9 103
25 Lyxose 10.66 1679.8 103
26 Maleic acid 7.52 1309.2 147
27 Malic acid 9.21 1497.9 147
28 Maltose 17.39 2820.2 361
29 Meso erythritol 9.43 1524.3 217
30 Nicotinic acid 7.40 1297.1 180
31 Phenylalanine 10.37 1642.2 218
32 Phosphate 7.26 1282.7 299
33 Proline 7.49 1306.1 142
34 Putrecine 11.23 1757.0 174.1
35 Pyroglutamic acid 9.51 1534.0 156
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36 Quinic acid 12.18 1891.9 345
37 Rhamnose 11.01 1726.2 204
38 Ribose 10.82 1701.0 103
39 Serine 7.06 1263.4 116
40 Shikimic acid 11.70 1822.0 204
41 Sorbitol 12.69 1968.6 319
42 Threitol 9.36 15159 147
43 Threonic acid 9.86 1577.5 147
44 Threonine 7.45 1301.5 117
45 Valine 6.67 1223.7 144
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X 3-3-1 BREFHEIL 7=~ 2 —D GC-MS 7o bz a 7 » A V2L

FE k57574 (PCA)

(EEN2021 £ (FFE)2022 4 (FE%)2023 £
BTN DIHTEATIEIEUE n=3.
(A,C,E) 2a7 7' ay b PCL ih: sl fIE, Aa7 #iH (FLEIZ ) OFWE RS
(B,D,F) PCl D1—F 427 F 1y h*
¥N—7F57(H) :PCl OR VT4 TN EF G- B 0% R/, SRk, 055 3 HELHIC 0.1 LLEDOKR A
B CRIOTATHNCF 5T Dy
N—=JF7 (B) :PCl OFXAT 4T HNEFET D %RL, FERZ, TDH5 3 HELHIZ-0.1 LLTOR T4
B CARITATWNCE 5T DR
TRAR: KA B 0.1 F-12
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3.3.3 OPLS (X5t h'E REFHE T HIET L DL

BMOAZRBIZ ZZBWT, FRoHE, €& THO7 7 n—F 20445
(73). A, ZL<DOEIFHITFIENRIBEINDLT, PLS 1%, T— =TT AT %
SERENCHIHT B2 ENTE, IRALLT WV EOFHMNG, AXRaIT A58
BWTHED L HESNTODFRIETHH(76,77). —MHIIZ, PLS 272 [El)F57
Mrid, X 2% BBAR) 2T, Y 2% OREZEE) OO FRIO-O IS
DN, IR LA ET LR EZHEE T 25 E ICB W THEHINTWDS
(39,46). HIZ, Y ZEEARPIL 72 X BRI 2 R<T2D, PLS IZH~, JOMEIRNNA S T
&% OPLS [EF /38 E 7 )V DEHALZ BT 22RO FIEL L TIRES N
(78). Mz T, OPLS %, HAESLEH, a—b—0 2R AHWE DR #EZ 3%
T=OITIEREND7e L, B AXRaIZ ARSIV TODEELHD (23,28,30).

ZFIZT, 2021 4R, 2022 4, 2023 EV TV OB REFHMIIAS T AN AR, GC-MS
TH SN BRMERE Ay (45 Blioy) ZRl HAEEEL T, ThENDET LIS
OPLS [al)ii 4342 F2 fi L 7=

ZORER, 2021 4E1%, R=0.97, 0°=0.96, 2022 E1%, R’=0.96, O’ =0.94, 2023 4F
1%, R2=0.94, 0 =0.93 Th-o7=. R°L O’ DIEIZHOWTIE, 0.6 LA ETRWET LT
HDHESNTND (39,46,79) 120, WITNOEDTFHIET L EBLIZEWTFRIET LT
bHZEN DT (K 3-3-2).

F7z, Trial 1 &£LC, 2021 FEOH 7V TR LT TIIE T /L OLREL, EETADE
EHLLLEEIZFAIUVE THL THIEE AV, 2022 4L 2023 4EOT 7 VOB HEHT
lZ TR, ZOREE, 2022 421%, R?=0.87, RMSEP = 4.32, 2023 4%, R°=0.91,
RMSEP = 3.47 DF5E CRRDFELE DY T Va2 ENTRIFRE Th -7 (X 3-3-
3).

W, Trial2 £LC, 2021 SEDERERHI AT FHRIET V4 3 32— O A

(RIE LTSy 45 i D86 (58 3-3-2), il A A 2021 8- 7V CREZL 7=
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FAHIET AT EENEOES (VIPAE 0.8 LA E)(80.81)ELT-HA (3 3-3-3), 2021
EH TR 2022 YT NENENVTHRELC TRIET LV TRENRE (VIP
fif 0.8 LA E) 232 2021 4, 2022 D@y & W26 (3R 3-3-4)) ENZENT
BT NEREEL, NIT —rarky N Thd 2023 FY TV OEREFETA=T O
HPESFE IOV T, R? e OV RMSEP 2481212, 22l iz,

F£77, 2021 4ED VIPH 0.8 LL LD 2t AR L T 5 T HIET VORI 21T -
72, 2021 Y 7 VI KRR SE LT B RER A T HISE 77 /L D VIPE 0.8 LA DRk 5y (29
ik57) &2 3-3-3 1R

AR A R E Ry 45 B3 726 VIPAE 0.8 BL RO 29 B3 1T#%Y, 2021 4FI21T
LY TR SN TRIE T VOB, R = 0.96, 07 = 0.95, RMSEE=1.60 C
HY, 2023 FEOY LT NV E R=0.92, RMSEP=3.25 D5 E CTHIFTRE Th -7 (1X] 3-
3-4 AB).

WIZ, 2021 A O 2022 420> VIP A 0.8 LLED RS THY, 730 2 ARFEE TS
BHMEORmW I &2 3-3-4 1T T

ZORER, 2021 45, 2022 4£0 VIP fif 0.8 LL LDy o i@k sy L LT, 24 A5y
PIEINS Tz, AT, 5672 24 iy Al A E L, 2021 FEO' B RERHli A= T 5%
JREESEE U TR LT T LV ORELE, R2=0.93, 0°=0.90, RMSEE =2.07 THY,
2023 =DV T V% R’ = 0.91, RMSEP = 2.88 OF5E CTHIA[HETH 7= (1X] 3-3-4
C,D).

VL EO#E BN, 2021 FEDEREF AT T Z IS A, [RIE L4 45 i Zin
EEELT=TRET /VZEY, 2023 FEOH REFEATTI A= T % R°=0.91, RMSEP = 3.47
DFEEETTRIFTRE Cho7z. HIT, A HEAEET VORGSR BED &S Th
% VIP fif 0.8 L LD D IET, J0EWT RIS EEZSHZ LN TET.

ZOZEIE, VIP EDE WS DA ARG 3528 T, 7 VORI T
BESENENL D RSy DSFLIAE EL L7020, ARR a7 AR CRfE L 72 D8RRI 72 R0y
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X LT DI, AR L3R <HH B 5% BRI IC LD T IR EE ~ D
EAENMEHSN=00b LR (82,83).

BT, 2021 FEOTFRIET NV (RUAEEDFEERST 45 isr) oLz VIP i
0.8 LA EDRESY 29 %4y (55 24 is3iE, 2021 48, 2022 4 2 AE R H) (2o T, 2021
YT D GC-MS RISV B REFHIEA= T (3 K47 (55 4824 |, 45-
54 4544 FUIT)) ZEOMEmER L (K 3-3-5) . TOREE, BREFMEIAa TITRY
TATVHIE OB DS INE e AT T D\ Y 7 W<, XS, B BEREAT
AATNH AT AT VA DD D3 DY REREAT A= T DAR N 7 /WA WA
&Y, OPLS (2L DfE R E—FLT-.

F72, VIP fEDOE 29 JRATINT, Tucky DR EZMF L7 ANOVA Z5HTick
v, BRERHE AT (3 X453 (55 MRLL Lk, 45-54 £, 44 JSLLF) ) ISV CTHEICR
72% (p<0.05) Bz L7z.

ZORER, 29 KT N TUTRBWT, BREFHIAZT Do 7 LiRnygo7
WHTHEEEEMGRTE. 2055, HREHIAZ T LR T A7 ITHBEADH D57
xylose, lyxose D 2 {43, A7 47 \HHBA D& D153 aspartic acid & citric acid D 2
FRGYDFE 4 BRATTOWTIE, BRERHII A=Y (3 X255 (55 miLL L, 45-54 53, 44 ;5LL
T)ENZEIUTBNTH B AR CET.

NS 4 KDL, BEEFHMEAS T IR T 4TI BT 54 TH D xylose,
lyxose [T H WL L CHEIZH 5750 (53,65)030%.

F72, xylose (ZDOWTIE, MRBELHER T D5~ I BV —ADF B ThoHF
Tay LD HE (84-86) THY, FADIMFE THIMIBEDIAICE 5§ DRER N T v
LX 2L —h A2 S REL TN 2L DHE 1 H D (85).

— 7, AT 47T 55 CThD aspartic acid 1%, BEWRIZ AT 53 DA D
HHTIWE (56) THY, v~ T —OBROFMIZB W THR A TR T T 4712 F
G55 THE (44) D385, F7z, aspartic acid 1%, 77 =", TANTX UM,
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TNEIEONHIRIE 21X D LT Dhk & 723 F AR A CIRES DR FEL
B L 72l 73 ELTH R (85,87-89) 7358%. Citric acid %, v — D FERfRD—
DT, —fRIICEERIZE 5T 2618 (90) THhH. T, v =280, BRI
BRERHC R T4 7 I BT DM H DLV E DR DD,

KRR, BEE (VB IOV, A RO ERAEORREERICRBO T,
ORI TND.

7T UERIEFEL, IBEARL AR A S AR A7 E DO IEAY LI ARL ATHIIL,
REORRALEBITWA T HIENBESILTND. Fe, FFEWFHIAR ZADID,
I ULV, B ENDIRNE BRI DENRESNTEY, B, AR
WD ISR DB DN E DB HD (91,92).

DL EDOFE RS, BRETHl AT IR T4 7O H 550 THD xylose <°
lyxose 1%, HBRIZEHH 3250 EL THRE D HHZ LT Z, xylose (2D TIE, B

TIZEY, BINL CWBATEEEL B 2 Dz, 2072, ZOMFE T Lz
TADOIL, BREFHEAZ T OEWMEA OS5 7 g, HEICEESHH T
Z, BEDNHES, DFDITEEPNOBE LR,

BRHZ, BREFHM AT T IC R A T4 7 A EAOH L oy LU Tl S 7= 7 e
FHIRIL, ChETOYrT =BT 2MEICB WD THIRWERETGIAT T I FH 5
THMEM T, BERA~DRESRE, AW AN ROV THHRENRDS.

INHDZEND, BREFHIIAT T D@V MEMIZH D 7L, BEDES, ROkt
(2, BRERHM A=Y DKWY T AT DWW TR, BURDSEIL TWARIEEEL B 2 51
2.

F72, BRI 7 BT, FEEWFERIARN AR 5L COE ]
REMEL B 2 b,
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R2=0.94
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RMSEcv =2.22

55 60

X 3-3-2 GC-MS AT CHRLNTZEK S 707 7 AOVEBBIZEL, B REFHMICH T 5 G TR 7T 25 &L $ L L= OPLS 54T

A: 2021 4F B:2022 4 C:2023 4

FH TN DIHTRAT AL n=3.
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# 3-3-3 GC-MS IZLDBKMIE D TFRET 27 7 AN ZHAEE, 2021 EOERE
MR T ZISEEELLT- OPLS FEIRSHTICEWT, BbI-E\ VIP fEERL

724 (VIP>0.8)

Compounds 2021
VIP score Coefficient

Lyxose 1.41 +
Xylose 1.41 +
o-Ketoglutaric acid 1.35 +
Malic acid 1.33 +
B-Alanine 1.32 —
Aspartic acid 1.31 -
Citric acid 1.31 -
Rhamnose 1.30 +
Serine 1.28 -
Ribose 1.24 +
Proline 1.23 —
Alanine 1.23 —
Xylonic acid 1.23 +
Putrescine 1.22 -
Valine 1.21 —
Threonine 1.20 -
Glycine 1.18 —
Phenylalanine 1.18 —
Galactose+Glucose 1.16 —
Glutamine 1.12 —
Glutamic acid 1.12 -
Arabinose 1.10 +
¥-Aminobutyric acid 1.06 —
Fucose 0.93 +
Threonic acid 0.88 +
Inositol 0.84 -
Phosphate 0.81 —
Meso erythritol 0.80 +
Glyceric acid 0.80 +
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# 3-3-4 GC-MS [ZXBB KRS TRET 077 AV ETAEE, 2021 FBXV
2022 FED'FREFH A T 2R LT~ OPLS EURSHT B WT, Ebh-Euv

VIP [EZRLT-5 4 (VIP > 0.8)

Compounds 2021 2022
VIP score Coefficient VIP score Coefficient

Lyxose 1.41 + 1.66 +
Xylose 1.41 + 1.65 +
a-Ketoglutaric acid 1.35 + 0.82 +
Malic acid 1.33 + 0.39 +
B-Alanine 1.32 - 1.28 —
Aspartic acid 1.31 — 1.41 -
Citric acid 1.31 — 1.59 -
Rhamnose 1.30 + 1.63 +
Serine 1.28 — 1.24 —
Ribose 1.24 + 1.44 +
Proline 1.23 — 1.37 —
Alanine 1.23 — 1.22 —
Xylonic acid 1.23 + 0.12 +
Putrescine 1.22 - 0.59 -
Valine 1.21 — 1.11 —
Threonine 1.20 — 1.09 —
Glycine 1.18 - 1.22 —
Phenylalanine 1.18 — 0.50 -
Galactose and Glucose 1.16 — 1.35 —
Glutamine 1.12 — 1.07 —
Glutamic acid 1.12 - 1.08 -
Arabinose 1.10 + 1.40 +
¥y-Aminobutyric acid 1.06 — 1.07 —
Fucose 0.93 + 1.42 +
Threonic acid 0.88 + 0.83 +
Inositol 0.84 - 1.35 -
Phosphate 0.81 — 0.93 —
Meso erythritol 0.80 + 1.01 +
Glyceric acid 0.80 + 0.49 +
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Relative Y
intensity . b .' b I b I I
a
~ A i
Rauk of (AB) Innsltol . (AC) Phosphate

sensory evaluation I I b

B 3-3-5 2021 VDO TFRIFET VD VIP > 0.8 Fisr 29 k) DEREFHMERAZT X4y (BARAT - HRa T KRR T) OFH %58 FE L
Wer 57 (FR:mAa7 55 mBA b, fk: H AT 45-54 55, & ARA2T 44 SLLT)

BT V7 7y MIXHE B 2%/~ T (Tukey s HSD, P < 0.05). 7Rfk- AR CTHA TV, 3 KB TTHBZDDH TR T AT H G T DR ERH T4 TR G T DR THA.
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3.4 /N

AFETIE, F—RENICBITLE—mfEO~ T —25AL, 3 FMIcH720 GC-
MS FEEDOBUKMEAR 3 TG 7 07 7 A 2R, BRERHEICHE B LIz B 25T
L7c. ZORESR, 3H MO E ‘RIICFHEN ATRE THDHEEHIT, FHEEBIZRY, 07
0.6 LU EOREEOBEWVEREFHMAS T OF T T VEREE CE. £, HEELE
THET NVOEEBZI2IERIZONT, 2021 OV T LE R —=2 7ok,
2022 4F, 2023 FEDOH T N ET AN REU TR, BEELICHE R, —EORETH
BERH AT N TR FTRE CHAHZED DI ->T-Z LTI, EOHBIMEZ R L.

WIS, MR LT T VISR Dl A A AT 7 )V ORETRE D REVELS) (VIP
EDOEWES) ITRDZ T 2T, LT ISR ED A BT 52 803bhoT-.

AT, VIP EICEEDSE, 7 /VOMEIZHER N OHIND, mAa7 - hza
T ARAAT ETORZIZBNTHBEDHDOR TG LS.

LU EDZEND, GC-MS FHEDBUKVER S FAGE 7 07 7 A2 XY, [Fl—E=
WNIZB T DR — O~ T —OERRFFHEICE B Lo BEA Rl rTiE Th o2 e
Dol

T, RBIZBWCGHEL 72 7 i, — iR 52t0TEL 7 IV E
FHOHTH, SWEDZEININY TN EMEAL TODHTEND, BIFEOMFERIZED
I, @R SR bz, ARl B S REt 7 a 7 7L
(XD ERRMAZBEMELS, mOEE TR R ThoTc. Db, v
— O ERFHEDTHBIZ IV T, B REFHE & B KA 5 - 7 a7 7 A L LD
BT O PR RA 72 R BA O FTREMEIZ DWW Th RIS U7,
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FATE RELLSRORE
4.1 AHFFEOFEHE

ABFIETIE, ~ o= — OB RERFEEBUK IR @ 07 7 AL Lo fH B figbT
28D, IRERRE A — O ERERFEICE B U B2 il T 2282 B e LTz,

AR, v~ A=K NI TDHEE =—ADOEEIINZ, BHEEIZBNT
1, WEEH=— A& T EE A T OREOLRENRMAGZ RO TND2D, B
BERFIEIZE B LT B A SR EE L5 C0D. HARZIICH &3 iR ko~
A= TEHASN TV DIRERET, —BAICREEROHENLTL, &
R DL ZI TN, BELTWE - INERFLTNESN TS, £D7
0, v —ITBWTY, FIROWEEE = — R T 57201, IREFKEOTE A
HHTHHEEZOND. —F T, IREOEIEP R —ORKLIIS 2T, BhE
Rt G B OIS SRR EINDD, ZIDEFHEIICEHN L 72 B AR 724
g X VAR Y

ZDT=D, BIKMAR S TR 7 07 7 AL Ee M X 2B BERFA & o 8 B2 i AT
FTHAZROIIAFIEEZEAL, v T —OFHEREICHE B L, RSB0
E2R PSRN - BT 5 2 b2 AT B B TR, BUKMER S R 7 =
T ANVEF RN Z BE ST CTREATHEL 722 OMENRHD. —F, vrT—
OERFHMEDFHIICEAL T, BKMHARS R 7 07 7 AV EH RERF L D
BAFEATICOWT, FERMLEE 2, L 7o #1327z,

ZZT, % 2 mTIE, GC-MS FEOBUKMAR >+ 7 27 7 A WICL DA R R
VT rA=5 mfEO T LD B RER MR A L 7. £72, GC-MS HEAEOBIK
PR TR e 7 Ak D~ T — O ERERHEOFHNIC BT 58 ALz o0
TELLL.

B, BREFAMN (NR=v 77 AKX Y CATA) IZH1F DT LOREE GC-
MS A DB TR 27 7 AV OFIEIIZ DWW T, (FHEMER D728 PCA
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& OPLS-DA ZH#lAG O THATLIZHR, ARIHAWZY 7oz ho i
R A KRS TR 7 0 7 7 A T IOBRBA T 2 LN e CThoT-. £, Bl
KPRy FRE 7 07 7 ALY, T TREH ] TRES St ) OEWIZ DS T,
B RERFIEZ A FTRE TH DM OWT, BB SRR TREM ) T4 E) DB
MEANPE 3 ShFEE YT —a by R TR, FHiLT. ZORER, AV RRU T~
A =5 RO B ORE R EFRRDO RS T, B REFFEICEE DWW B fgsd 3 528h8
TEIz. PLEDZEND, GC-MS HEOBKMERH T 07 71, v T —DERE
FEMEZ R - S 327D ICH H THHZENRIBE LT,
F3FETIE, F—IREHEEOR MO~ I —2 430, 34112720 GC-MS
SR OBUKIEIR Sy T 7 27 7 AV LB RERHI A= T L OFHBI 2 iR AT L 7=
PCAIZIRWTIE, BIAKMERSS FG 7 27 7 A ALY B RERHIE A= Y O - 1 -

[EAZT DAFE A3 3ERNT DT BB &< B L FTRE T o7z, £/, B REREAT
AT IR, BRI T 45 plioy 2 il 28 % L= OPLS 128 W\ T,
3AEMWTIOED R, QP 3EBIZ, 0.8 LLETRWET L (—RIIIZ R?, Q7 &bIT
0.6 LA ENBWET L) THHZENbDh o7z,

F72, 2021 FOY TV TREELIZTHRIET MIZEY, 2022 47, 2023 FEDORRHH:
EOEREF AT ARG E L FRIFTRE CTh 72, BT, BT VOBEIZBNT, &
HLT2 45 155y Do, BT /VOREIZEER WS TS VIP D &V K570 2 4
FICBTDFEBIED R VAS D 24 IR DZET, TIRER M L3 52803%0
ol MMAT, BT NVOMEIZEER ML, BT 5ZE03 e ThoT-.
UL EDZEND, [FA—IRERNICBIT DR — MmO~ T —OE iRt g B Lz
B GC-MS B DBUKMEAR Sy R 7 27 7 AR, BEMELLS, FERE X
CTEHli FTRE CTHDHZEAVRIBENT-. BT, AETHRAL 71T, IhEWB
A RDBND R —IRE TSN F — RfEDO T 7V THY, TDEED I,
HEBURIER S FRE 7 07 7 A VK0T AN HETh o122 805, <
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A =D RFHED I I T DBUK IRy R 7 07 7 AU 7 DYRIRER R
& ATREME A R S LT,

AWFFEDRRIT, F—IRENICBITLHFE — o~ T —DERFEICERL
T B UK MEIR S+ 7 0 7 7 AV EOFR BT IZ LR L 7228 TH 5.

42 SHORE

AREFIE TR AT, BERISICB I~ I — ORISR L E
DI R E W72 F S 5 O BN 72T — 2 L COTE R EEBIT, FFDIT 0 1
I, BRERFEICE AT HERN OISR RN D ATRENEL B 2 b,

F72, EROEREFEMOMREREL TFHET ANEMAMITEASNDZET, BRICH
LUz ENZDNT, ZLDOP T AT —XORGFELZ X TF — 2R ERENns
ZEDNHIFREND. IS, BRSO A B RIS FTREL R B L IC KD B RERT
PRI B U250 B O JEAEE B OB S ~DOTE b B 2 bh 5.

FRE, RBFZURE R I DX, Rl — IR E R OB AR BT DAy DMKk E
B THIWES DN 28D, ZORMEBRAE I, BEERIFOUEE ~DIE
MAERZL TOLBR B S,

F7o, A, BUKMERS R 707 7 AV), ~ v I —OERFEICE R L
fn B A BB R - S T 2720 I E A ThOZ LN R TEIZlod, v F—D
BHRERFEICAE B LI E O e 2 LA I35, M, ARFZEDS, <~
=72 TR, ISR EY O FIE B0 Mg S I IRTEH SN D 2L T,
Bz 72 B ISR D EREREICHE B LI E O RS0 — bl EAHIf SN
2.
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e/

How much do you like mango? How many types of mango have you eaten?

mLike = Neutral = Dislike E]-3 m4-6 u>6

Which one will you choose in the following

conditions? If there are premium mango with price over

Rp 100.000/kg, will you buy it?

m Normal price mango with good quality

= Discounted price mango with bad quality B Yes B No
What is the price range of mangoes that you Can you differentiate the taste characteristics of
usually buy? each mango?

= Rp 20,000-30,000 = Rp 30,000-50,000 =>Rp 50,000 EYes " No
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RANKING TEST AND PURCHASE INTENTION

Name
Age
Date :
Sample : Mangoes
Instruction : Please observe the aroma, taste, mouthfeel, aftertaste, general impression
of each samples and give a score from 1-9 on the table based on the scale
which best describe how much you like the sample. After that, please answer
the question by marking YES/NO
Scale :
Like extremely 9 Dislike slightly 14
Like very much :8  Dislike moderately 13
Like Moderately :7  Dislike very much 12
Like slightly :6  Dislike extremely 01
Neither like nor dislike 5
Sample | Aroma | Taste | Colour | Mouthfeel | Aftertaste | General Do you like | Will you buy
code Impression | this mango? | this mango?
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO
YES / NO YES / NO

&3
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No. Attribute
1 Sweet Aftertaste
2 Sweet
3 Bitter Aftertaste
4 Citrus
5 Honey
6 Floral/Perfume
7 Chemical
8 Juicy
9 Sour
10 Fruity
11 Astringent

£+ 4 CATA L4 FHE

CATA SENSORY ATTRIBUTE

Name:

Age:
Date:

Check all the terms that you consider appropriate to describe your ideal mango

Sample code

Check all the terms that you
consider appropriate to
describe your ideal mango

Sample code

Check all the terms that you consider
appropriate to describe your ideal
mango

Sweet Aftertaste

Sweet

Bitter Aftertaste

Citrus

Honey

Floral/Perfume

Chemical

Juicy

Sour

Fruity

Astringent

Sweet Aftertaste

Sweet

Bitter Aftertaste

Citrus

Honey

Floral/Perfume

Chemical

Juicy

Sour

Fruity

Astringent
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5 82 BRI T ANIBITAIGE B o7 888

&Y Bk & BR ®uk L]
&Y 1 0.472" 0.399" 0.504" 0.514 0.538"
Tk 0.472 | 0.636 0.728 0.636 0.801"
& 0.399" 0.636 1 0.582 0.499" 0.712
B 0.504 0.728 0.582 1 0.683 0.770
33 0.514 0.636 0.499 0.683 1 0.723
AT 0.538" 0.801" 0.712" 0.770" 0.723" 1
ek 6 F3IFZEBEREFMAEBBOY TV AR
AT Hk S FilE X a2y VK
N A ] 1 0.869 -0.478 0.694 0.836
Hk 0.869 1 -0.473 0.811 0.787
[ -0.478 -0.473 1 -0.535 -0.577
77 g X 0.694 0.811 -0.535 1 0.834
aaF v VK 0.836 0.787 -0.577 0.834 1
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