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Identification and oenological properties analysis of a strain of
Hanseniaspora uvarum from Rosa roxburghii

LIU Xiaozhu, ZHAO Hubing, LI Yinfeng, YU Zhihai, LIU Xiaohui,
HUANG Mingzheng

( Guizhou Institute of Technology, Guiyang 550003, China)

ABSTRACT To probe the oenological properties of a strain of non-Saccharomyces yeast from Rosa rox-
burghii (R. roxburghii), the physiological features were analyzed including the glucose tolerance, citric
acid tolerance, alcohol tolerance, sulfur dioxide tolerance, B-glycosidase and sulfuretted hydrogen produ-
cing ability. Then, this non-Saccharomyces yeast F119 and Saccharomyces cerevisiae (S. cerevisiae) were
used as the fermentation starter to produce R. roxburghii wine. The effect of F119 strain on the quality of
R. roxburghii wine was investigated from the physicochemical indexes, sensory evaluation and aroma pro-
files. Morphological and molecular biology results indicated that F119 was a strain of Hanseniaspora uvarum
(H. wvarum) from R. roxburghii. The F119 strain had a similar citric acid tolerance and sulfur dioxide tol-
erance with S. cerevisiae X16. However, the glucose tolerance, alcohol tolerance and B-glycosidase produ-
cing ability were lower than those of X16. And the F119 strain did not produce sulfuretted hydrogen. More-
over, the mixed fermentation of F119 strain with S. cerevisiae could reduce the contents of volatile acid and
residual sugar of R. roxburghii wine, while not affecting the sensory evaluation. In addition, the F119 strain
co-inoculation with S. cerevisiae increased the varieties or contents of volatile acids, volatile ethers and vol-
atile hydrocarbons, and also decreased the kinds or concentrations of volatile alcohols, volatile esters, vola-
tile phenols and volatile aldehydes.
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A IR AW — A 2 T B G [E] A R A A
AR R EEX IR AEEELTEENE
R, MR 40 e A B A 22 5, vl K W 3 B 20 D R R
£} ( Saccharomyces cerevisiae ) 1 4 B i1 §% £} ( non-Sac-
charomyces yeast) W K3, T WE £ % W O 3R
TR R B, = B AT RS A L R R R
Al R R, 2 A R R A BT A AT 4R K
L FE R T R R A SR Y A2 2k UK 4 T R
FEAR KRR BE | 5 ) S0 1 50 XU DA S S 4
WL A R B AT B BE R ( Candida) ' HE S
BEEEIR ( Pichia)'® 45 7 30 b % B} J& ( Hanseniaspo-
ra) (7] L YERE R R (Kluytverom)"ces)[8] My Ay 1
J& (Metschnikowia )" % . [H It , %5 7 1 Wit 119 W% £} 5
PR 1 B AR A T TR A A R, A R T R A
SR XU i 9 B % ¥ . CLEMENTE-JIMENEZ
FHIRFFRGE R B, AE KW AT BE R (Metschnikowia
pulcherrima)) Y55 P 5% £} 3L 55 7= 0F, % BLAT P [A) £
FI AT W1 6L 455 B 7 1 P A S R O F LS
Priy = . ANFANG $6 i 8% £ 0 2 6 4 B e
B} (Pichia kluyveri) # 17 IR & &K RERT R B, — # #& M
1: O fY Lo 42 B ik, 42 8 1 < A KB ISR X A A W P 3-4
O K LRI AU IE L BAh, K B 5F BE R AR
£} ( Pichi aguillermondii) T ¥k EAG F2 55 P H: AR I 4% Al
PR , o] R £ 0 B 2 1 2 i A6 R AR,
A7 I T O R A AR R A AR Ok
] P Al R 8 B 5 i e A Dy i e, L X
< TR 4 18 o 0F T 3 AR vl A i A T e, A SR
B R i T RE AR

R B (Rosa roxburghii) , i #lc Bt i i Jm AL 9, 1
Zor At TRER X, R EFMERA EEN
R R ZG A L SN BRI A S &
R R AR Gl 2 — 4R R R Rl i, 2018 4F 4>
ARRE T BLIL 1 465 km®, A 7 S {H 3k 31. 61 2T,
BB, B T L) B i R B 5 B AR RS 5, 32 )
B K2 R R4 . (E R R g SR £ DA R
I A 7 g SR R SR 2 — b b AT B TR 4R, BROREE TR
Roh R ERE RS, s Tk R . HA
P 00 B R R B O DAY B A H D ke = AR
TR R e R R L FRE B . AR b 2Ok G A
e B EAT R RER BN . IR B R REPE AR AL AT,
(7= F b AR . R, A BF 58 R A5 G 0 Tk
Yooy B R IF A i, BRI AL B 1
7 7 AR B A R RE B, ST T AR R R L
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1 Me5 7%

1.1 #HE5iEH

HE A S SRR R BTN A E R A M
F Mg BB YPD WL B 9 56 i Z0RR 51K 15 77 &,
B 8 B 2 A R AT PR W 5 R B - B-D) W
7] % ¥ 15 ( p-nitrophenyl-B-D-glucopyranoside,, p-NPG ) ,
IR W] 3 ZYMAFLORE X16 (@ FR X16)
WP R B 2 [ LAFFORT 23 w5 JL A il 7o) 49 28 [ 7= 3
Brat, St 1 s A AE YRR BRA A
1.2 (#E5iE&

UHS5300 55056 i, H A H LA Wl
PHSJ-3F pH {, b i 3 oy B 27 AL 2% e 0 A BR 22 ],
CKX41 8] % 8 6 %i, H A OLYMPUS 2\ w) ; SZM {A )
SRR, v T e o X 2% AT PR ] 5 SA402B L F
TR RS0, HA INSENT 7 v ; Bio-rad TI00TMPCR
1%, % W AF 4R 22 ) s TQBOAONX “TAH FiT il K I 4%, A A
By AR A R ] .

1.3 XBHE
1.3.1 @#ksHLHEX

PREL 100 g 37 fif o 20000 B8 6%, A 250 mL G
WHEE R 8 28 CitiT HAA R, 200 TR RE
510305 RIUCEE, BRRER BRIk T YPD [EHA 7 Hi
1,28 °C 3595 48 h. SRS 4k Pk U A -4 L iy 9
SLbE,RIZ T YPD (& 44 - i b, 1Rk Al i i v B
Mk

PRI YPD [&] {457 Hhe I 4l iy B v e T Bk , O R
S5 el AR PR IR BT R OO WA AN R S A
5 77 UM EE . PRI YPD [&] 447z b 5 B 1 Bk J) 4%
THEMRE FRAE b 28 CHR 3 d, WA HA KA.
e YPD [ {4 fhe |- Sl i) 8 v B R PR R 2R T WL B A
WAL 28 C 595 d, M EE S OFES.

PCR 34/ 1§ B {4 26S rDNA D1/D2 [X 1 ,PCR JiZ
MWAK Z fy 2 x Tag PCR Master Mix 25 pL,10 pmol/L
NLI 5|9 f1 NIA 51975 2 pl, B 2 pl, #b7K 2 R
SRR 25 L, RESHE GRS pL PCR ™ ¥ 55 b
SER VKRG . PCR =ik 4 TAY TR (L) it
A BR 2 ) 47 W, W 45 R A€ NCBI b AT
BLAST [a] 2 J5 51 48 3 H X
1.3.2 WHEKEBE

F119 @ #kLL 10°CFU/mL 4% R T YPD i {4 55 7



JE 28 C 180 v/min 251 F 55 3%, &: @ 4 h HUEE, LA
YPD A 55 75 Fe4F g 25 (% B8, AE 600 nm Ak 0 5 1
B OD AT E R 3 W, SEHUEE 40 h, R4 B ]
1 OD gy, ., 1B 22 il A= 4 il 25 .

1.3.3 @@kt tmE

T A2 M % Bk F119 L 10°CFU/mL e Ji 52 ff
14 4 W T v 439 7 100 150,200,250 300 g/L
i YPD WA 55 7 3k v, 28 °C (180 r/min Z 4 F 55 %
34 h, £ 600 nm Zb ) 53 AW OD {8, FATEE 3 K.

TR 321k of # bR F119 LA 10° CFU/mL £ T
FEARBUS B 3R 3% 6% 9% 12% 15% (1) YPD Wik
Bege3E, 28 °C 180 r/min 54 T 5575 34 h,4F 600 nm 4k
W5 PR OD {H L, PATE &R 3 K.

SO, Tiit 2% - ¥ 1 Bk F119 14 10° CFU/mlL $ ff T
SO, Ji i 7 43 51 24 50, 100, 150, 200, 300 mg/L {1
YPD A gt 28 °C 180 r/min S F 5598 34 h,
£ 600 nm {54 Ab W53 T A OD i, AT EE 3 K.

et A Bk F119 14 10°CFU/mL £ ff T35
MBS 9HR1.5% 2.0% 2.5% 3.0% ) YPD
WA HS -3 28 °C 180 r/min {4 T 55 7% 34 h, 7E 600
nm AW 5 A OD ff,FATE AR 3 K.

1.3.4 sALE AR H

B2 10 WL 10°CFU/mL (9 F119 (3% fin 76 F & ik
BRI R _E A UE 4K R, RO S8 S 28 C
BRI S d, REEREAR 2 G5 . AR ™ 6k =
i th R BMIK, AR a ok ARG A RS
o, R M AR M,

1.3.5 = B-# & F 86t A

5% 5 08 B S5 WF 98 05 5 R I p-NPG 3% 43 B 14 #k
= B-RI A B AEAE ' . F119 E Bk LA 10° CFU/mL
AT YPD K5 75 3Evh 28 € ,200 r/min 1575 72 h, it
1 mL REEW T 55049 .,4 C .8 000 /min &0 10
min, B350 RS, B 0. 1 mL HIAFH S 0.2
mL 35 mmol/L p-NPG %] ,40 “CA£ ik 30 min, fiII A 2
mL 1 mol/L Na,CO, % 1| FZ i , T 400 nm < b ) 52
WG RE L BN AL (U) s R pH 5.0.50 C & AfF
T, 1 min /Kfi# p-NPG =4 1 wmol X if§ 3 45 8 ( p-ni-
trophenol , p-NP) flr 5 i &

1.3.6 & 3 R/ W ALIE AR 42 W)

F PR F119 R R 8 X16 Fp 3L 1: 1 R
AHER TR B b R HE 9 10° CFU/mL, X16
g R REVE R HR AR 3 ANEATER, 25 C
HERBEIE R AE AR R, KB KRE, 4 C,
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3000 r/min &0 5 min ¥, FIF R TS &
ST,

SR FH IR 2 0 S AL R b BT . RO
FLE 15 mg/mL BRI W, 0. 2 mg/mL A 25 B AR oE
Ay 9 B 2 B AR fE# 0.0.2 0.4 0.6 .0.8.1.0 mL F*
WA, MBS 2 oL, BEELH 0.5 mL, ¥ /K
A H,80, 5 mL,3%25) ., i A KGR+ ,80 CTF
K 15 min, B 5 08 K e A 2% 7E 620 nm Ak
W05 FOW O B L DA B O B AR AR, WROG HE O A
b2zl bR e i 2. SR A GB/15038—2006 i 47 i .
SR 58 Y 43 5 i S ) AR 5 R S i A
b ol 2 45 Y g R A ob A AR 8L, O R A e I AL
TR SRR R A R A T G
1.3.7 M RRERFTHENE

A BE A0 L FL 0 BE 55 80 mL, {8 A 1 % b
Pk AR O 1 AP PR AT RGN . 5 R NS
V0 YR 00 B L R A A2 B AG 0 Y S AT, T DRI
T P VR . RBET ) 120 s SRBEHEIE Ry 1 /s,
TEANRE AL EATIE 3 K
1.3.8 #RRBHELMA RN E

SHEBFERAE" WS kR RN
FAUREE U8 mL AR, BIA 2.0 g NaCl,40 “CK
AU R R EFE Y. GC-MS 437 A&
44 PEG. 20 m 5§44 47 25 F 4045 15 (30 m x 250 pm x
0.25 pm) , Z Wit 1 mL/min, #EEE R E 50 C
HRE CHRUEE 235 °C . B IR E 230 °C; PR AT IR
% 150 C , % EMV 947V i & 5148 36 [ % 30.00 ~
500.00 amu. NIST 14. L 45 f ii% P 16 4 3 IC AL GC-
MS RS 75 2 M B8 , A7 5 P2 . R e g B U

AL AT P R SE S P
1.4 HESH

BARGSR LA + bRk 2 %o, R SPSS 21.0
HEAT G B R R T 22 40 B (ANOVA) 16 56 22 57 W 3%
PE,P<0.05 AEFARIFEXL.

2 HRE52H

2.1 FRABEBNKIESETE

R T 7 e O S R AL B SR R Oh
L3 BS54 5) 80 B Ak M R EF R . R FH OEL ) 9 O 2
1Bk A F ok AW Y 8% B I BR, fr & O F119,
F119 § 7 WL 859 5 b, P I at o h 4074
SEMIRIE (1 -A)7E YPD iR L% WA
AICFE GRS i RIEREE(E 1 -B) ;KR

2020 FFEE A6 BEB (R 404 1) | 99




RABSEBET
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\ - F119 fE WL i # @% B & ;B - FLI9 {6 YPD Ky Rl i B &
C-F119 (A HIE A (100 %  bar = 100 pm)
P14 A DU BERE F119 B9 S M IRIE &

Fig. 1  Cellular and colonial morphologies of the F119 strain
PCR A 4F F119 [ #k 26S rDNA D1/D2 [X 5§ i
TP 48, 7E 2 600 bp Ab™ 4 3 1 5845 5 ¥ &4 (&
2) . PR 200 IF Fl BLAST Lot , & LS5 46 1t
A7 0 9 5fh % £F ( Hanseniaspora wvarum ) [7) 5 P & ik

99.66% , NIt F119 J 1 PR FRIRL WA HA
Db i £

%2 F119 ¥k 265 (DNA D1/D2 K PCR " K &5 %
Fig. 2 Amplification of 268 rDNA D1/D2 domain of F119 strain

2.2 FFEREES F119 £ K

A AR B P bR F119 A 2R iR 3 AR, R A
F LG T 2EH ) B ) ) AR e, Hedp
Wi 4 h JiEariy) 4 ~12 h Fyxf Boad 4 W],12 ~24 h )y
W) 24 h AR Ak BIERGEW) . TERGHEW] F119 4=
34 38/ 1 ol Al A R R £F X016, HL 3 U A ] e
X16 & fERAE W] F119 Ak B 25T X16.

35 - —=— F110
—o— X16

4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
Al

B3 AR RERE F119 4 i 26

Fig.3  Growth curve of non-Saccharomyces yeast F119 strain
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2.3 FRMEES FI19 £ BB ESF

Bk F119 1 %5 0 i 52 dE S5 R 4 - A IR,
F119 AJ i 2 0 ~ 300 g/ L 4 &5 Wik B, fE b 3 a4 &
M % Bl BV BE 250 g/L I A6, TR A VR E W R
fi£. 110 ~300 g/L W % B 0 Gk e BE A (RN, F119
A e 5 40K 1 7 b TR 78F £ X6,

bk FL19 Fregmeimt 2 P85 i 4 - B fiR,
HWEEFLI9 (ERRIE 1% ~3% ¥4 K, A2 Em, H
55 b A AR R £F X16 2Z 0] G W 2 5, & W E AR
W REEE FI19 B bR FL AT 3290 ) b 5 98 it 22 4k

Hbk F119 2 8% 2t e 4 - C B R, F119 3
A e E Bt A 2 AR 2 S50 194 R ot 3 o BRI, 7 2 19
R B 6% i A K B & 2B, fE& CmEiEH
SrEOAE TR, F119 5 b e BE 35 4K T @ b b AR i AF
B} X16.

A Bk F119 S0, i 5Z P45 F P 4 - D fioR ,F119
PR TE SO, JF R FE 0 ~ 300 mg/L ¥y0] 4 &, A8 fk 4%
/AN, 5 Dl Al BRI BE BE X162 W] E ¥ X 5, AR
F119 afjiif 5% 300 mg/L SO, .
2.4 MUETERED

TEM AR P A A e AR R R
o HLAT LG R, i R Aok oA R R, ik
SRR — R B R AR B AT S ER .
P19 BidbE ™ e b 5 - A s, B84t C
(0, R FLI9 A7 A w A 2. ifi 3 41 X16 48 A
k€, A HL AT B i Bl AL Z " AR 1 (1S - B)
(M, B B F119 7™ 6k 0™ A4 g 2K F X16,
2.5 BHEMESRTEREND

DL SGF S 6 2 T o BEE Ay 6 AL B, 400 nm {1 MG (i
ML RR, 22 il bR 2k, Ly fE Ry = 0. 130 2x
+0.022 6,R* =0.999 5, W {8 55 0 i 3L 24 1 e 1 2
] HA R UF R X &R . p-NPG W SESS R L BL,F119
o3 B ADB T A RE B, A (13.98 £0.21 ) mU/
mL (2 1), %k B8 | i ol R 3 A% £ X16 7 B-1i %
PEAFAG At 0 (25.41 £0.06) mU/mL, g F119 7 fifj it
9 1.8 fi
2.6 FMARSFIYNAAEAELFENEMW
2.6.1 2| ALR A FAMILACIE AT 69 ¥ oh

LA 1 bk R S A BE X164l fh % BE g % B8 % E
BRI REEE F119 5 X16 dEfTiR A& KR AL R W, fl
BB A AL S bR & 2 B, F119 iR & & B 3
RO/ pH (. LA B IEEM S X16 4 ff
A T 0 B SR R L, 3 X FL19 R A X i ) B



S A BT B RRAIK T X16 Al A RE R AR .

A35r a X16 B 23T a XI6
= F119 = Fl19
20 t
e ~ = ke E L5
8 1ot
0.5
. s R = -
100 150 200 250 300 1 150 9 250 3
T 5 O S g - L) LN -
o 6
Casp Dasr
= X16 ' =Fl119
20 F = Fl19 20t *
£
s15¢ g5
P =
o Lot 8 Lo F
05t 05
*ik o
o L Fm  cwe o U
3 O 9 12 15 50 100 200 250 300
LA S SO W HE/(mg - L)

A — 1 8 TR B - AR HE C - ZBER BUAR R D - SO, Tt e
P4 ARRRINEERE F119 A i 52
Fig.4  Physiological tolerance ol non-Saccharomyces yveast F119 strain

fh:S X160 IHHEE, " RRERBE(P<0.05) ;" R LERMBE(P<0.01)

A 2 HRFEMEBMLIER
Table 2 Physical and chemical indicators of
R. roxburghii wine
BRET ZBEBAES o W?f” u%ﬁW fﬁfh
A=Fu;B-X18 F119 + X16 12020.30  3.45£0.01 3.8720,07" 5.51£0.48° 0.69£0.03
P 5 F119 81k %0 4 ik 1 % s 45 % X16 11.3£0.50  3.41£0.01 4.2240.06 7.71£0.39 0.72£0.02
Fig.5 Analysis of hydrogen sullide production ability of F119 strain " RS XIo I HHELTRE(P<0.05)( FND)

®1 p-NPG REE” B-NEWTFHBEHMNE
Table 1 Determination of B-glucosidase production

by p-NPG chromogenic method

e R 7= i it/ ( mU - mL~")
F119 13.98 £0. 21
Xl6 25.41 £0.06

2.6.2 @AM A FIII ST HARBRE BIEH

# o P60 L0 o o 7
F oL 7R AL R 8%, or ¢ 1 A AR A% £ F119 Xt Fig.6 R. roxburghii wine taste allribute radar chart

PUBAS SIUPL AR TR (A ISR 31 I (. 1 SIS O 2.6.3 dEARAEEA F119 334 4L R B & 4 49 /& 84
W FE SR SR BUJEWR AL ERR R R S5 R ¥

Wl A FRERFEF FL19 FRPREBF X16 10 53 A RE RIS R Ja 53 B Al BRI AEEE F119 6 B4R & U0 Y
15 5 RS 9 B X164l b Sz 0] B4 Rl 22 0] OC I X 806 . F| ] SPME-GC-MS 5 A i 52 4 it i i £ F119

(I 6) . AR AR B X16 384 & R AL LI (F119 + X16) 4%
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EUEEFESY RS . S5RWME3 Fixa, F119 RBREk
P70 B SR b SR AG 40 BRI R B R4y, LR AR
FKA Pl WS 8 B BRI 17 B B 4 B OEER 2 B
M 1 Bb (ESE 1 Bh DA Rbe ke 2 3 Bl X A4 R #E
B} X16 4liff % iz 0] B 0000 ot 4 ) T 40 g R
PEP R 3 AL FE RIS 1 Al (BEE 12 Bl BRE 20 Fh
M2 2 B BESE 1 Rh R 2 Bh DL R RESE 2 B, KRG W
FIbeke s, F119 IRA LREW A T B R0 b ek
[LESN SN /RS Wl BN BN
AR BE ke 2 TRy R 26

RAEFII REGRERM TREY ML, H
FRZS W) LAY SR M e X6 AR Z RE, K T B OEFE
fiX, %0 F119 IR & &R — & B R B 1 FEmm fF
F s FE B 0 i, F119 R 45 A W BE W AV 1 % B AR
W B IR 2, BR AR T BRI Y B
FRBER R A E YA F119 IRA KREFEIR T

B 25 9 01 o 25, (EL T 25 G o K e b 5 A2 L
K EEEY A F119 RE LR & YK X16
HliRh R REA

BEE Y R K N R EFY R, BAEFM
B 2 PR R L REE b R R R Ok
MLBE.CMANEE CRIEE BRI EE.2-HR L
B, JLAE F119 3R A & B2 00 B L 16 25 9 b b ) 43
Sk 45.15% 17.00% 12.94% 8. 67% 1 3.44% ;
(92,12Z2,152)-9,12,15-= %+ N\ F BE . 7-8 18 =
W[3.3. 1] T he-3-H g P EE N-1IEC 362 ,6- 5
FIHRR A R F119 IR A KB 5L 00 b i F A 1Y
FERYE, MR TRIE LRI . CRPR/E.+—
AR BT R (RO 24 k) BB S TR 5- R Ak
2 4"-TRUT R G R A T R R X016 & R 0 AL
Fl R A &

®3 NRARBESVRMEREE

Table 3 The aroma substances and their contents in

R. roxburghii wine

¥ EEEREY SR F119+X16/(mg- L") X16/(mg- L") Fr 1A

1 TR C,H 0, 0.85+0.11 -

2 - RER CyH,,0, 0.05 £0.01 =

3 ¥R CgH,, 0, 0.62 £0.07 2.47 +0.34 T i 4 ok G A7 o
4 2-7, 3 e i CyH 0, 0.09 £0.03 -

N ES 1.61 £0.22° 2.47 £0.34

5 FRE CsH,0 0.18 £0.02 0.09 £0.03 LR FIEE
6  (285,38)-(+)2,3-T_® C,H,,0, - 0.06 £0.01

7 O CeH, 0 1.58 £0. 14 1.88 £0.23 T 10k A T
8 HE CeH,, 0 2.33+0.09 1.83 £0.20 A 0K B8 B ok
9 S-HE2-C C,H,, 0 - 0.18 £0.02

10 2,3-"HR-1-TH CeH,, 0 - 0.73 £0.06

T CgH, 0 1.04 £0.02 2.68 £0.19 ES R GRS
12 SpEg CyoHy50 0.49 £0.04 0.56 +0.06 EH . BE

13 2-F@ CyHy00 - 0.54 £0.05 ¥EF HE OWME BT E HEE
14 6-§ 82 CgH, 0 0.17 £0.01 - ok, B
15 #Z8 CgH,, 0 29.41 £1.45 32.72+2.14 Wk e
16 S CyoH,0 - 1.18 £0.17 WBEE

17 2-7 9 HE-3F R A 79 i CyH,y 0 0.69 +0.05 2.31£0.13

T 35.89+1.82" 44.76 £3.29

18 RTRLE BiH 05 - 0.23 £0.03 KR F

19 ZMHRTE CeHy, 0, 0.40 £0.03 0.20 0.03

20 TRZE CH,, 04 0.57 £0.07 0.41 0. 10 W TR ERTF
21 MBI C,H,, 0, 9.37 £0.75 8.83 +0.98 Fr Ak vk

22 2-HRTRZME C;Hy, 04 1.10 £0.10 1.10 £0.09

23 KRR ZE CyHy, 0, - 0.24 £0.03 e X

24 CmPE C,H,, 0, - 0.17 £0.02

25 OCMRIE CsH,, 0, 7.14 £0.54 8.83 £0.91 HE KEE BF
26 A-CUERRZER CgH,, 0, 0.37 £0.04 0.33 £0.02

27 2-8ER 2K C,Hg 0,4 1.90 £0.17 1.41 £0.15

28 AR CyH 0, 0.24 £0.03 1.40 £0.16 it % &

29 HHEMZE CyHy, 0, 1.03 £0.09 0.72 £0.08 B HE KE2ESR
30 ¥MZE CioHy 24.92£1.96 24.09 £2.57 T B FH
31 WML C,oH;, 0, 1.71 £0.21 1.22£0.18 BEFE URF
32 EMZE C,, H,,0, 0.32 £0.08 0.42 £0.03 HMEF BE NEF
33 (9Z,12Z,152)9,12,15-= 4+ /\FER  CusHy0, 0.86 +0.05 -
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R =

“H3
F< HEMIEY S FI194+X16/(mg- L") X16/(mg-L"") T SURHAE 134
34 +—RRH & C,H,,0, - 0.22 £0.04
35 7-EARER[3.3.1 ) FA-3-H R s Gy Hyg 0, 0.28 +0.01 -
36 ToMOME-2-M3) PRFT EE CysH,, 0, - 0.21 £0.02
37 BRI CppH,, 0, 4.78 £0.36 4.61 £0.57 WY REF NS F
38 N-TEC3£-2,6- 5 79 3 & 3 P jR 4 5 CyyHy NO, 0.11 £0.03 -
39 5247 -TRCT BIRHEBR CigHz 04 - 0.17 +0.03
40 FERZS C. H) 0, 0.09 +£0.00 0.19 £0.02 s mij vk R F
TR 55.19 +4.52 55.00 +6.06
4 HEZN CsHgO 0.16 £0.02 - i
42 2-FfH CyH, 0 0.16 £0.01 0.04 £0.00 KEEF T MIEHF HEEF
43 kPRGN CgHy, O 0.27 +0.04 - i
44 2H-MEIE-2,6(3H) - CsH,0, 1.90 £0.21 5.40 £0.40
PN UE S 2.49 £0.28° 5.44 +0.40
45 ok N EP C,H, 0,4 0.59 +0.08 -
46 HHLRE CyoHys0 - 0.24 £0.01 WHE
47 kR CgH,, 0, 0.61 £0.08 -
3 1.2+0.16" 0.24 £0.01
48 2,6- U7 R LA E CisH,,0 0.88 £0.10 1.21 £0.23
49 EE-H ST Ao g CH,O, - 0.20 £0.11
PN IE S 0.88 £0.10° 1.41 £0.34
51 2,4-"HIREHEPRE CyH,, 0 0.17 £0.03 0.71 £0.09
51 2RI CyHy, 0, - 0.88 +0.05
TREX 0.17 £0.03 " 1.59 0. 14
52 3-HISE N CeHyy 0.13 +0.04 -
53 1-(1-ZE|EZ|E) i CyH,, 0, 0.78 £0.12 -
54 2B TIR[2.2.1] B CioHys 0.13 +0.06 -
PR TS 1.04 £0.22° 0
H, -FrRXL
U 75 PE{H (odour activity value, OAV) A] PF 47 - 3 ik
TV

Pt Je AL & P I AR Y TTRBE , OAV > 1 B, 3%
B Pyl R <A 28 B TR, FLZ OAV <1 &
HLZAL P IR TR EEAS 28 . AR R R R
RGP OAV Wk 4 s, fE F119 REG
RBERBLRT B OAV > 1 B4 13 F, 0AV <1
B9AT 3 B, Lo IESEREAE F119 R G & BER R LA
OAV <1,7F X16 4liff &z BE R+ OAV > 1,
x4 RREREFSHEH OAV
Table 4 The OAV of aroma substances in R. roxburghii wine

_ i 8 {i/ 0AV

e RAELEW (pg-L°Y) FI19 + X16 X16
1 TRRZ. B 81.5 6.96 5.06

2 Z. 5 93.93 99.78 93.96
3 [GY ¥ 55.33 129.03 159. 66
4 2- MR 2. & 200 9.48 7.03

5 W B 200 1.21 7.01

6 PR 1 433.65 0.72 0.50

7 R 12.87 1936.26 1 987.99
8 YN kAN 909 1.88 1.34

9 TR K8 3 150.61 0.10 0.13
10 B 1122.3 4.25 4.11
11 RERZ S 640 0.14 0.30
12 F¥m 1 100 0.95 2.43
13 om 1100 1.44 1.71
14 R 120 8.67 22.33
15 *.m 10 000 2.94 3.27
16 35 1 15 32.67 37.33
17 R 500 1.24 4.94

H T 0 B R S0 A By R LR R, — AR U T
A ERSTMNAE TATR Gk 22—, R R Rk
AR B AP, (H I Tl K R B kIR, HLIR
55 T Im ol i e I A0 MBS S L G xR RY
BEBIF ST HALA 0 0 R SR ) D10 R R R T Gk
Z o WRLRSE BRI AR KR T A RE R RE BRI
H AR Z — S B b, R JH A o 43 B 10 o 1 B
ALATAY Y AT IR A AR A kB L e |k
MR R REUEAT 0 0 R R R A IR Ak LR E I 80 R
FEMPRERE . MR R A B 1 R B AR
Bk F119 X HHAT TR A S b A H i 52 P45 R &
B, % VA B W ABE R ER F SO, ¥y B — E WYt
ZAE, HA RIS . R, X B PR 5 B4 BLAF Y
i 32 M . (%0 PR 5 R Al B AR 82 B X16 AH I,
1 C W 520, 7 -7 A9 W T A6 Ak LA R o A A
REFMEALEE, BHAMEYERREARC K
JEA R LB, T AT B R K T R A TR R,
TG A TR Rl 7 R L % 2 o S R AT A R L
(o LR R M BEAR

TRISTEZZA %54 J & % ( Negroamaro ) #ij %] i i
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