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P I B - TR B 5 GC R
Rkt & 9 T2k

) 1,3 . = 2,3 5 2,3 2,3 pars 2,3 0 2,3, %
x| M B’ A T % N %
(CYHR A K Rl H R 2B B 2200 7300705 2 H i Ak R AF SRl 5 TR B
Hl 2290 73007053 HR4a A4 584 TR S S0se s, Hlr 220 730070)

W OE AR BB R R FI(LLE) 45 6 A48 635 ( GC) A BRLIE B £F 1A AR & R s L& 8y T
LA KR Ie AL E) 2] 7T A RA AT AR B & A B IR NaCl 7 A2 Fo 3 B AR AR 2T 3 IR AOR
8 R5ve  JE S R E RIS 69 R e b SRR vl i X IR AL AR B A B R BOBE I H) BB P SRR LA e R T
L, BREAN BMAGTER LS T EZRIEAKY A FHE 405 W 4 58 15 min,NaCl
FmE 49 g FRFAKMR 5.5 mL, EREREM T L4 GC TABEDR &7 L BB A TN & 54
B o—ih suBf A EE Atz 4 LM, BT A 46.29 pg- L7 #t—FE S T BRLIE B T A
KB TEA Y, ABF R LR A RNIR FELIE B AR A AR 15 0S40 & AT LR AL T B R E

SR AE B RS R RF N AR E
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AP S E TR A R ORISR A
T W iNE Y e e S OR AT e A /N it
S, b O AL S W RCE BE B, BAT AR Y AE
A AR5 R R ELAT T S AT A A AR TR 1
BORAET , o~ B HAT RNE T H AT ST,
T HAA RN, &M A BT, HE
TR E BB TE 18 ~400 wg- L™, I A T 7% 25 115 rpr
A ST, 2 A P A R R DT
FIRITSE N, A% 1 b 0 B A5 ) 32 20k A I
A JEUREAS BT 5 A A T kIR TR T I RE
( Saccharomyces cerevisiae ) 2l il N N7 1E B0 & il B,
REEA AL A7 o A Camesasca 55 B 58 &
PRI RE BYATA3 BRR AT 7EAS 27 ST P4 R 1 A
PUE AT TN K A R RS L &9, ILAh, Carrau =3
VTP P B TR bR M522 HAh 3 Ab 275 W i B AL, 36 4 T
Hh R T8 RIS T FG R T A PP R, T 4 9 v DL B
DRI o~ 1 A B TR RSP IEAE 4 Fh R LS
Yy, ELIE S8 T b mT ) A U5 i DL s b A

s HEA.2018-11-13 #E= HHE:2019-02-24

bR P A A TR Y A R o (H R P R
7RI BRI S R IR ST R L
R v ) B ) T ARG I D7 VR K AT B T R — 2D R
B AR

KA (gas chromatography, GC) H- A5 #4E i
B ASCERA RS A Al A D0 B TR LA e ) T 52 B A
IEAE T2 0 F T A A T s
TR @5 B Z B R i P i & S A T 4R
yUs2 NPT Ty ol IE N 18 8 U R L DR W SRvS
A T2 [ A ZE B ( headspace
microextraction , HS-SPME ) 1" {8 3l 50 A BILYE 77 89 W —
T £ B (liquid-liquid extraction, LLE ) 2T R A
WA LLE R R AU I D EE A S
PEAT R AR, th T 5m A S W 7 A HLAE R Y 23 IS R
e, BT FEi A S WY A IIESE . Andujar-
Ortiz %5 45 & KM @ 3% - B 3% Bk AL (gas
chromatography-mass spectrometer, GC-MS) £ A&, L4
T LLE . [& #1 % B ( solid-phase extraction, SPE ) L4 &

solid-phase
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HS-SPME 3 Ffiif &b 2 75 v 75 48 %4 108 A =4 ok Pl v
FIRCR a5 K], LLE B3 RGeS &2 1k,
HPUSCR IS, R, LLE A7 7E—Se i | i A
PLEF R B e BB AR K Y HAT, #
I AE S B BRI 5 v N A 2, R R R
PR A ARBNE BN | SRR T A 2 BRI 1
SR A O R AR B AR 38 K o B W) oy i Bl
TN (o H A il o BE 25 5 it AR, DT v 2
B B A ) R 7 i 0 Ak R i B
RS PR B, Porto 451 ML AR PAAIR T S
W BE SRR BR P M2 &, Li 500 R
PR A R K PR R, IR R
FH AR BB CRE B 4 = H AR B H BRI e KR 4
FEPRIT IR , {H R 75 I A B 4R B A A A 2 0 A
SR SR HTAL B R D

TER A e T aoh A v | A 2 SR S vh B S AL S )
A0 I 0l TR G 0 BT R 7™ A 1) B— WY T /K A e
T, 2 R PG P AT AR o o il 45 P s i 7 A
M) AR IR B O T IR A BSR4 T IR R
3 3 B PR 3R K 1 T B O R 5 il B LLE A<
KA B T2 3454 GC AR ik, gt s —Fh A
XPHERA | 288 T[] B R I 2 o R A P A i R
TIERIERE TR Mk & R AL S W RE T, B FE N
RIS TR T B DR PR B8 A6 5 0 6 L 42 e
SERl

1 MR5AE

1.1 iXgesry

B PR BE B R LA-FR, I 0 S B PR R 5
FRAH,
1.2 AFISNEE

F BT IF R oo — il b A I P AR
Y0 [ S Sigma 28R S B, B kAl
NaCl 2 [# 7= 53Hr 4k

FHAYLS : PHS-3C pH T, B R A BRI
Al PAL-2 308 TR T, H AR Z % ATAGO A Fl;
1550 A 20K B0 AL, 4 U A 0 ML AR A BR A
A3 JYO6-TIN 8 75 I A0 B BR AL, T 82 AR W Rk i
A BN F] RE600A T Jig e 7% AN, 11 37 5@ A A Y
#8) 3 Clarus500 GC-FID, 3£ [# PerkinElmer 23 Al
1.3 REAHE
1.3.1 #m# FHedes SHEXBED W%,
WU . 28 200 g- L7 £F4E 4 0.2 g- L7 &R . B

PR 4 1.5 ¢ L7 R WA TREHF 2.5 ¢ L7 L3¢
BR3.0 g L7 MR 0.2 g- L7 07 W) . IR S — 40
1.14 g- L' BiFREE 1.23 g- L', SO, W AN N 40
mg-L7"

1.3.2 BREBEHAENLE BT LE 3% T
S RIS B R BRI R TR T 10 4%
RFRTC K 37°C HHE i 20 min, FRIDA SRR
B 249 1 T 28°C 1% 4k 25 min, #4775 (0.2
g L7 W TR Ak S ) TR R R TR R 2 i ) 400 A T
BT 28 CIHIRIGIRAE R IE 5 d, 1 & R4S A s BUR
?ﬂ(@ﬁé%‘[}(4 000 remin”' .15 min ) ,B;YJ:{%EMJ{ZFH ThE
1.3.3 AMEE-AKBETHEMNBE (gas
chromatography-hydrogen flame ionization detector, GC-
FID) 24 &t S5 M 1 IR E Bk,
(oA N DB-WAX (60 mx0. 25 mmx0. 25 pwm) ;ﬁ/—:x;
%\%,(ﬁﬁ 2 mL-min”’ ,ﬂﬂ*ﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁ/ﬂ%fgﬁ 40C,
REES min, LX 15°C ~min"' FHEZE 180°C ,GI%T# 1 min, LA
15°C +min™' FHE 2 230°C, /45 1 min; 1 pL B 5290
HERE, W EE A 5 0 1 HERE TR B2 . 250°C 5 6z ) 38 3%
280°C ; B :25 mL-min' ; &/ & : 45 mL-min™' | %%
K 450 mLemin™'

1.3.4 #iitebminpmiads U_F PN
Vo R A [ b 288 PR A6 5 1 (R AR o Al v TR, e P
WEE 5 WL mL™ BRI, PR 0 5 R e 43 i) A
F%2.10.20.,100.,200 1 1 000 1%, FI ] GC-FID il € AH
N7 P U TR, LA it I e VA 3 R B Al A | e T R R 2
AR IR E SR I EH AR 3 K,

1.3.5 #isHaeEitF R4 GC-FID Frill #
PTG S 55 R | Tl i B A P O 4 R
i 00 IO U TR, 245 45 o 1 1 AR5 30 0 B oh
B AR, T LARE S AR H A B Ak A
B e B A AR T LLE T 2401k,

1.3.6 S FXEEt

1.3.6.1 75 TR X Bl £ 5 W) ZE A s B
1. 3. 2 FRAF AR A _EIHW 15 mL T 50 mL #EE )R
oA SRR — A BEAT 4.5 ¢ NaCl, IR TER= T S
min, H A AEH 15 min, 8 75 P13 505024 300,400,500
600 W, SRJGHZEBUAZR 4 000 remin™' B0 10 min, i
PAFE LKA E R R ATE REE A
I 2 PEEHUS A DA, IEZE (20°C ) He4E 229 1 mL,
PSP E R 3 mL, WU AW 1 pL #1775
Mg, IR EE 3 WK, A& i, i e sk
P AR,
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1.3.6.2 I RD SRS A B 2 B 1. 3.2 3R
ARSI AL FVEWE 15 mL T 50 mL 8B M T, nA
SEARTRA) A BEFT 4.5 ¢ NaCl, IR iERZE3% 5 min, #
PRI, B S TR 400 W, B A A 2350 R 510,15 .20
min, HAABAER 1.3.6. 1, LB BAE & 2 B4k
P R[],

1.3.6.3  NaCl S Xf SR A g B 1. 3.2
RIS AR RE FIS W 15 mL T 50 mL #EFEIE
NSRBI S H e, NaCl RO I 20508 3.0.4. 5,
6.0.7.5 g,{%ﬁ}%%% 5 min,ﬁ?gﬁrj‘rﬂ 15 min,ﬁ?‘?ﬂ]
R 400 W, HARER 1.3.6. 1, leB M & 1 i E

B NaCl BRI

1.3.6.4 ZRWOAAR PO Bl 22 O 2 B 1. 3.2
AT BB FE LI 15 mL F 50 mL 4EJEIH 43
BIA 5.10.15.20 mL — 5 LA 4.5 g NaCl, i#37€
=¥ 5 min, B ETE] 15 min, AR 400 W, H4e
AR 13,6, 1, FOBCER e 2 i, 0 B4R A6 IBOR] 4
2

1.3.7 cam @it 7R R R 45 R 0y Bl
I, FIIH Design-Expert 8. 0. 6 B4 E 47 i 1z T 128 56 15
T, DA & 5 e 8, 1521 4 IR 3 7K L T X
BT AR (£ 1) .

1 MEERREZSAT

Table 1 Factors and levels of response surface test

K 2% Factors

o O A i B NaClHE I ¢ SERGIAE D
Ultrasonic power/W Ultrasonic time/min Addition of NaCl/g Extractor volume/mL
-1 300 10 3.0 10
0 400 I5 4.5 I5
! 500 20 6.0 20

1.4 #HiEAhE

FIFH Microsoft Excel 2010 X568 T 45508 #E47 70
FrAndl P, Fl IBM SPSS Statistics 20 #E47 i 35 14 B
(Duncan 7% ,P<0.05) , K FH Design-Expert 8. 0. 6 #{f
AT 7 TR B B mTUH 23

2 HERESWH

2.1 BiE¥REIFRE f &
2% 2 TTN, 4 i epns A A Wb e il 26 e 1 3 ]

x2 BiEMRK GC-FID 4R
Table 2 GC-FID analysis results of monoterpenes

PTG 2 FK - ER s 1R] LT Kz H R LRMENE I AR b v i
Monoterpene name Retention time/min Linear equation Detection limit/(wg-L™')  Linearity range/(pug-L™') 22 RSD/%
hbs e o
ﬁj@% 11.610 y=6.921x+231. 30 0.996 2 6.96 8.700~4 350 6.75
Linalool

=
“ ﬁﬁ‘?“@; 12.276 y=5.317x+175.10  0.998 3 18. 66 23.325~46 655 6.83
a-terpineol
ﬁf@% 13.710 y=6.678x+71.98 0.999 3 13.71 17.140~4 285 6.35
Citronellol

l] =}

" +§; 14. 465 y=6. 830x—15. 68 0.999 6 17.58 21.975~43 955 10. 06
Geraniol

TR A I 2R, HOH e RAEL(RY) BIAE 0.996 2 ~
0.999 6 YLE Py, RLM X R R, R ERE -
AEXT B 7 f 22 (relative standard deviation, RSD ) & 3
7R, 4 FREATEFRAERRZE (1 RSD 7E 6. 35% ~ 10. 06% i [l
P, 2% B E A MU, T T 4 RS A R )
AT

2.2 BRZRRBERSHW

2.2.1 RBEHEFEFLSHERGZw HE -
A AL B IR 300 WS K 600 W, B A
TR SIS N B R e, HOR R D20k 400 WO,
BATE SRR TR, M 41,003 pg- L7, A A B AR
F2 B FRR A Ul 7 A AR AN 28 AR 38N AR i A
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S ¢

BB A3 1E NS AR S8 TR 0 i B AT BE Ss RA
BT 25 TRl AT RE A LA 2R T A, S BRI
TR | IR I S8 AR 75 D R e 400 W 5K
.

2.2.2 REEEEFAASYFERGY R HE -
BRI, B R B ) A 2 K PR 218 T, 2
ABFEIE]A 15 min B, BRLBE 5 5 Bi g , (H 2488 75 15 [
BT 15 min B, LG RIS 3X 0T RB R T 7R
)3t 4 e AR e A R P R O TR T 3
Y B T A R, DT 3 BSAGE H F BpLl  RERERAI
JIT LA G S0 14 5 B (] 6 15 min 804

2.2.3 NaCl HamZ st 2o mERG Y0 1
LLE 3o 72 v i in TG AL R 2 8 D0 A 12 8 A8 BRI 1 1
it , TAILERAE K AR LUK G 8§ B AR e K AR
R B A S TR B ML, DT R AR AR

45 A
a a
40 +
~ 35¢F
2 b
E_f 30
Eﬁ g o5t
i 8
2 20f
153
a c
2 15
=]
=
=]
= 10f
5 -
0 L L L
300 400 500 600
AR
Ultrasonic power/W
50 ¢
45
a a
__40f
S}
o 351
Z s0f
3
g S 25t
=z
g 20
2
e 15+t
=
10 |
5 -
0 . L L
. 45 6.0 7.5
NaCI¥ &
Addition of NaCl/g

JR0) ] 1-C AT 24 NaCl i A 3.0 g 39
4.5 g B, BEESEIEN T 91.27%, M4k LK
NaCl A3 fin i, Bl & AR 5/, VR S 5 ) NaCl
AE WA 8 A UROR X 2 T AR I T KM
Je T B 1 BH B - 23 W SR A S T e AR AH v 1 e T
i, B HAE KA Hh 1 7, HL NaCl 7 T /K 38 m
VTR AR, IR 7K R v e P 5 6K ) 7 A 0 o 3R 4
B 22 MR 4.5 g NaCl B, 1 2 3630 1 Rk
A, AREETR TN NaCl X 25 BUHCR B THE /N, BRI A8 Bt
FEHPIRIN 4.5 ¢ NaCl BN AHE

2.2.4 FRFKBRIT LS ERG Y0 HE
1-D R, BAE 75 i A IR AA B %) 1 om0 T i
H Y A PR 15 mL ISR & i i s, Be i B
WA R 43,15 pg- L7, S A H LR B 15 mL
B, FARE P E H BEE S BE, IX AT RE R i T LLE 1926

50 B
45 + a
a
40 a
35+
30
25+
20
15+
10
5 -
0 . . .
10 15 20
AR (A
Ultrasonic time/min

50r p
45 a a
40
35+
30
25
20

c
15+
10
5 -
0 . . .

5 10 15 20

R

Extractor volume/mL

T AFVING FRERIR £ KT R AE B P22 7 (P<0.05)

Note: Different lowercase letters indicate that there are significant differences between different levels at 0. 05 level.

E1

BRRKBER

Fig.1 Results of the single factor test
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Wiz  H @MWl R S8k R A BOAAR 2.3 mEEEMRH LLE TZ

I, ZE G R AR R BB 2 38, SO TRR 2,301 AR @R DLRRR AR B,
HE A B b, PR R M AR 15 mL s me R I A AL R TP B A S W AT
BOATE L, M 17 T P R PR AP 5 S At SR 0% 3 PIms.

*3 WEEREEITRER
Table 3 Response surface test design and results

Z Factors

o BRI
Number HF I A R B NaCl Vsl € FEBGIAR D Monoterpene
Ultrasonic power Ultrasonic time Addition of NaCl Extractor volume content/ (pg-L7")

1 1 0 1 0 31.56

2 0 0 0 0 44.53

3 0 0 0 0 45.67

4 -1 0 -1 0 22.70

5 1 0 -1 0 32.01

6 0 1 1 0 36. 42

7 0 -1 -1 0 33.34

8 0 0 0 0 44.42

9 0 0 1 1 41.32
10 0 -1 0 -1 31.98
11 -1 0 0 -1 25.49
12 -1 -1 0 0 21.48
13 0 -1 0 1 37. 60
14 0 -1 1 0 36.79
15 0 1 0 1 32.55
16 0 1 0 -1 34. 64
17 0 0 1 -1 40.73
18 0 0 -1 1 38.44
19 -1 1 0 0 26.91
20 0 0 0 0 44. 64
21 0 0 -1 -1 31.05
2 1 0 0 1 30.33
23 1 1 0 0 26.59
24 1 0 0 -1 29.74
25 -1 0 0 1 27.27
26 0 1 -1 0 34.19
27 0 0 0 0 45.32
28 -1 0 1 0 28.16
29 1 -1 0 0 25.18

2.3.2 A R@EEERA T E oM AR E AT AD BC i P{EHI KT 0. 05, LW B A1 =22 6] 52 B AE

FIH] Design-Expert 8.0. 6 F X% 3 Pranai ik dy AR, B THRE AR ITRZSE, I X [ )54
A A3 A7, IF X B 5 WA R RSO T 22 0 B be (0 BE— 2B Ak, WIARCRL 22 BRI S5 15 B3k 5, A
FVER Y, A5 R AN K 4 Pron, b 22 B 00 AB AC,  FUARAR AT g IRDERERD R IE B R 8L Ry, AR, A
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S RPN R WA XK 45 R LA
Mo S5 M 6 nl g, AR GE KK (P <
0.000 1), HA G =5 L, AR BIIUA W3 /)
TRIG A K mT AR ROk fR R, TR E R B R =

R AP AT AE B, DR o] R B R E AT LLE B9 1.2
ZHAL . 28 10 I B 43 AT, e 245 ) 04 o i T8 [
975 f2F Y = -356.263 + 1.1084 + 9.361B +
21.187C + 7.010D 0. 010AC —0.077BD -0.227CD

0.970 7 3 IE YL E REUL RS, =0. 951 7, KW [ 5778
X R o LA B, RE AR BRI T 97. 07 %

-0.0014%-0.271B*~1.395C*-0. 153D?,

H =131 73 #r

SERTTRL, 4 A PR 0T AL UK MR ) 32 O D

M4 EfAs S R2,=0.882 6,3 — L ULHIIZM R HA A NaCl TSN i > A8 BN AR > 8 75 B )
x4 EERBTESWTREZERE
Table 4 Variance analysis and significance test of regression model
P Rl B B ¥J5 FAE P1H M
Source Sum of squares df Mean square F value P value Significance
i Model 1 381.03 14 98. 64 37.49 <0.000 1
A 45.63 1 45.63 17. 34 0. 001
B 2.03 1 2.03 0.77 0.3951
C 45.05 1 45. 05 17.12 0.001
D 16. 05 1 16. 05 6.10 0.027
AB 4.04 1 4.04 1. 54 0.2357
AC 8.73 1 8.73 3.32 0.089 9
AD 0.35 1 0.35 0.13 0.7193
BC 0.37 1 0.37 0.14 0.712°5
BD 14. 86 1 14. 86 5.65 0.0323
CD 11.56 1 11. 56 4.39 0.054 7
A? 1 104. 68 1 1 104. 68 419. 82 <0.000 1
B? 297.19 1 297. 19 112.95 <0.000 1
c? 63.91 1 63.91 24.29 0.000 2
D? 95. 40 1 95. 40 36. 26 <0.000 1
5%2 Residual 36. 84 14 2.63
JAUI Lack of fit 35.64 10 3.56 11.85 0. 147
4l 2% Pure error 1.20 4 0.30
S Cor total 1417.87 28

T " FRERRE (P<0.05), ™ FRERMEHE (P<0.01) , FIF,

Note: *

2.3.3

indicates significant difference at 0. 05 level , **

v R ) S AR R 4T 45 R

M S 1 53 Pl e

indicate extremely significant difference at 0. 01 level. The same as following.

U DA €0 8 21 0 A A 3 7 B 5 e AER 3 85, i
[P I E AN % =Y T M E R R N | LEIVATIR 3 SN
RIVPAT 2R X B4 0 ) 52 W A 5 S5 v 2k i IR T
WL J2 ke DR 2R [ 5 A D) i 583 , TR 39 7S TR 2% i) 52
PR o, 23 I8 2 W) 3% 7 D] 3R 1) 52 B A T 4K
5512700 P 2-a WY A BT ELRE Y C BT T B
22,15 NaCl US I A LU, B 75 ) 00 Bl 25 52
W SR, ELAEAN[A) NaCl B8  i) 26 0 T B 7 o g
AT BRI 5 BRI RIVE 75 D48 5 NaCl i 2
ANHRE S EAE R E i 2-b AR Bl R

I ) P9 A LR 5 o A S RS W/ IN Y R A I
15 min BHE B B RME ., YA BGRARRIE M2 2y 15
mL B, R B A B B KA, ARSI ZE BGAAR, 5
S AR/, TE R [R)EE P B IE) R, A EGR] A B
PATHE SR SR K, BIVER R A [ 0 A BRI AA R Ta] £ 32
HAERESE, HE 2-c A%, NaCl 705 F1 A8 BG4
RO B 5 et 5 T (74 6 SR ALL , 340 68 BRI 5 o 5 M 4K
K, S AN RIR Ui B =2 3 B R B ., How 7 (&
H T Sz B 4 PR 2R ) 14 58 EAE 55 T O R A b vy
Pras i —.
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Table 5 Variance analysis and significance test of optimized regression model
Kt T {1 o ¥y F i P Bt
Source Sum of squares ar Mean square F value P value Significance
R Model 1 376.26 11 125. 11 51.12 <0.000 1 o
A 45.63 1 45.63 18. 64 0.000 5 -
B 2.03 1 2.03 0.83 0.3757
C 45. 05 1 45. 05 18. 41 0.000 5 o
D 16. 05 1 16. 05 6. 56 0.020 2 *
AC 8.73 1 8.73 3.57 0.076 1
BD 14. 86 1 14. 86 6.07 0.024 7 *
CD 11.56 1 11. 56 4.72 0.044 2 *
A? 1 104. 68 1 1 104. 68 451.39 <0.000 1 o
B? 297. 19 1 297. 19 121. 44 <0.000 1 o
c? 63.91 1 63.91 26. 11 <0.000 1 -
D? 95. 40 1 95.40 38.98 <0.000 1 o
37 Residual 41. 60 17 2.45
AU Lack of fit 40. 40 13 3.11 10.33 0.183
4R 2% Pure error 1.20 4 0.30
S Cor total 1417.87 28

&6 MEPFARBAEEN

Table 6 Confidence analysis of regression model

T H Projects  Mean SD CvV R? Ridf R?

pred

259 Results  33.829  1.564 4.62% 0.9707 0.9517 0.882 6

2.3.4 vh @ TR BEX T X E 7 R

TR RAER A BN e T 5 S50, R T K E [l A A5 A
T 2 B dRe e 25 AR A AE B 1, 25 S PR3 E X i S
A AL S VEAT 3 IR AEIR IR, 50 TE 3 58 T A5 AL
RN 44.06 wg- L7, 5 S UM AE AR T, R Z 8N
(F7), HMUILATIW Z B ALY T 2 S8R
BRI A, AT T SEPRAE L,

R7 BRRIZSERBIERBER

Table 7 Optimal process parameters and results of verification tests

: A N S ST FRE
A I A AR ] B NaCl %A ¢ BRI AT D N N
. - . . onoterpene content
Ultrasonic power/W  Ultrasonic time/min Addition of NaCl/g Extractor volume/mL /( L)
neg:
TR Predicted value 405. 81 15.04 4.91 15.43 46.29
R IE Experimental value 405 15 4.90 15.5 44.06

3 i

SE P B AT RS 46 4 T A ORI 5 A A T 5 0
MREBE TR 2R RS SR AR R H
HAMB . LLE N —F L Gt R TE 5 &M o 4
BOREATZNA, 4 =@%ER iR T LLE fiidhek
W B A2 B HS-SPME3 Fi A i 4 7 1A X AR T 7 R
YRS ZE R 3 RO AR US4 GC-MS £

AW 25 S 0K, o HS-SPEM A0 B 46 i 17
T W, LLE A 3SR 60 3 S 0 o fh 2
%%, Ivanova 22 5@ it LLE 454 GC-MS 4% AR 57
T B RTINS T R R A3 1 G BT T
FIHZ T 26 B bR 28 R® 78 0.995 1~0.999 2
JEEE, HFESAS I RSD<10% , ¢ B1i% J7 1 3 M4
-, Cabredo-Pinillos 5" 7E 147 4 2 W04 44 & PE 1L
GY SR B O e A e | ke | S
Tk 5 B AL 7 G 26 BUSCR , He i — 5 H Be 26 B
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®

SR
Monoterpene content/(ugL™)

BEEE

Monoterpene content/(ugL™)

@kba&:ﬁ’;})/
Cloy Vo

B2

1
ﬁi’?o
u,

g

6.0
5.4

48

42 ¢

36 y Xx‘& o
$®C\{S§ og${b

&

>

12

10 3.0

& F 3 832 B FA Xt BT 2 58 3 M 4 i) oz T

Fig.2 Response surface of interaction between various factors on monoterpene content

WORIRAE S A, AN TR 500 1 A6 I i vh i JS A o 2
SRR A BRI B A 5 T 0t B AN R 2
SRR HE P . T e B A A v
FEABL, A IO AR vp ™ A B B TR0 55 , 2 e ] L
PRIBRD A7 o T S5 ) 28 AR, o 30 i, 5 BUAR B
ORI AT 58 e — S P e A Bl Ak 5 )
A HGH]

R NAIFTE T, 2 7090 r 09 Bl Ak 5 1 4 R
ok 2 SR S b OB S8 S 7 B0 Bl BT AR I
T 2 W o R v 8 TR P R 7 A PR TR K e O R
JC AR A SRR, A A T S A S
IR R A A OB AS B R 20 o nT RE A D R
B EYr, FATA A E AR AU LRR AR R R

(non-Saccharomyces cerevisiae ) ] PLA B R A A
Yy, inFLIR ve & 4E B B ( Kluyveromyces lactis) R A
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Optimization of Ultrasonic-assisted Liquid-liquid Extraction
Combined With GC for the Detection of Monoterpene Compounds
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Abstract:In order to optimize the technological conditions of ultrasonic-assisted liquid-liquid extraction combined with
gas chromatography( GC) for the detection of monoterpenes compounds synthesized by Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains,
the effects of ultrasonic power, ultrasonic time, NaCl addition and extractor volume on the extraction effect were
investigated with simulated grape juice as raw material. The extraction process of monoterpenes was optimized by
response surface methodology based on single factor experiments. The results showed that the optimum extraction
parameters were ultrasonic power 405 W, ultrasonic time 15 min, NaCl addition 4.9 g and extractor volume 15.5 mL.
Under this extraction condition, linalool, a-terpineol, citronellol and geraniol could be detected in simulated wine by
GC. The total content of these monoterpenes was up to 46.29 wg+L™", which further confirmed that Saccharomyces
cerevisiae could synthesize monoterpenes. The results of this study gives theoretical supports for further exploring the
mechanism of monoterpenes biosynthesis and metabolism in Saccharomyces cerevisiae strains.

Keywords : Saccharomyces cerevisiae, monoterpene compound, liquid-liquid extraction, ultrasonic wave, response

surface





