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on preservation quality of catfish
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WE AR Sous Vide 23 (F 333 4 %] 60,70,80 °C . H#
GBI A 5 min) ARG CH]1L CHh e BB RGE
7 A Sous Vide $E I A B A T & % 0R 6F 47 B2 4 2 1R
R AR, 5 BAA I, Sous Vide 2840 & W itk A
% % fo pH A 2 3 ¥ 4 (P<C0.05) , 3 B A7 % 3 04 s By &AL K
F(P<<0.05) . i & L 4&4%%&%%@@&5%%%&%@
(P<C0.01), Sous Vide #:- 32 iF 3£ 28 T W2 3% 5 BA 84 & 1 A%
TR EFZRLEAF B EELRLEARLS TN M, IR
b 6 & AN e B R R AR A 6 R K 5 B g (P<<0.05),
Z AN, P R E 70 °C/5 min % Sous Vide 432, 8 A
Rt KA BRI PG R A,
K827 : Sous Vide ; 85 & 4R 8 m 08
Abstract ;
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The Sous Vide technology at different center temperature
conditions (core temperatures were 60, 70, and 80°C, respectively,
heated for 5 min) on the preservation qualities of catfish during re-
frigerated storage (3 °C+1 °C) was studied to provide theoretical ba-
sis for the application of Vide Sous technology in the preservation of
fish. The results showed that, compared with the control group., the
drip loss and pH of catfish increased significantly (P<C0.05) in the
Sous Vide treatments. Moreove, a high fat oxidation level was main-
tained during the refrigerated storage (P<C0.05). The L * value of

color in three groups treated with Sous Vide were quite stable and

higher than the control during the storage significantly (P<C0.01).
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Sous Vide treatment could delay the decrease of catfish hardness and
the increase of total volatile basic nitrogen content in the later periods
of refrigerated storage, and significantly inhibit the microbial growth
and reproduction during the entire storage (P<C0.05). By comprehen-
sively analyzing, Sous Vide technology could effectively extend the
shelf life of catfish during refrigerated storage when heated at the
center temperature of 70 C for 5 min.

Sous Vide; catfish;

Keywords: freshness; heating temperature;

quality

B T 2 5 A TR AR ME R R T S T IR S SR E W H g
A58 ] ¥4 SR £ 5 Ok i 32 B EE T AR O — b R Y
HEEAFORI, AR E H AR, AR, 5285 0 A5
B UL o £ PRSI 77 JE 790 A A5 o R R I FLR
A IO DT T B B R A A TS B
TR AR AN T St . H2x 5 B R A AN T Y
%,Pﬁﬁﬁﬂnmﬁz& KR . Sous Vide Fi A thFR N 2025 %
T RATH AR AR g — B 5 B, o8 AT TR fE AT
Sous Vide HAZH B MR AR EHIFMESEN,
i ELas BB E 2 BOE ETT IRTF 100 °CO b # — 2 B 1]
e v B AT AR IR R — Rh R T . BR AR 1
— S JEURH R T B R B R O A R AR e
W, 25 EZ & i L& Pr<s (the National Food Processors
Association, USAV 2 158 Sous Vide $5& A A FR R ST N
i EANCS 5 R
Sous Vide FARL 5y St  FE B SN FI8 A )iz AH 2 TE
7 R B P E R AL TR B B, M R AR O SOk
Espinosa % 481 T Sous Vide b ¥ xT i 46 43 A 0 85 12 10 5
W, 245 SR 32 WI A 4 A I 30T 9 £0 0k SR ) B0 PR R g L B
115



s 5 (R &

2017 %% 3

V1T I A R B 2 TRy D A R L fE 2 A 3T B JBE
JEAR R A . Gonzdlez-Fandos 261 #4377 65 °C/5 min.
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pH i1 :PHS-3C &I, I g FHEILERT .
1.3 Ak
131 FEuEs  Wbhfa L E. Sk B B Ml & by,
e LRI R A K (5 em X4 em X1 em) ., FifE FE o &
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D CH, B A E TG+ CHRER A, &4
FEG BT 65 g, Bl 3 AN TAT B 4 dlE —IRIEAT

Horb o R oD IR BRI T B AT AR
TESEAT KV IR Z 00 BT A7 20 R 11 B — 480K — B B 28k R
(2 emX 2 em X2 cm) K G 7E F R ) JUAR] Hho AR L SR )5 TR
R HORG A 12 B8 BAORE R 1 JLART ep s 1 4 A R 19 JL AT
G TR BE S — AR B T K b BEAT KA R A A
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PR A fl 5 B 5 U 4 AR
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L4 BN

FIH Microsoft Excel 2007 ¢4 X % 4§ b7 3 17 %48 1
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2 RS0
2.1 Sous Vide {REEXH R TR KR E I

XFHRAAAESE 12 R I Rk, e K& M (E O B 20
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W8] T Sous Vide AbPRZH B 7T W 2k R — E W 8 3 & T 5T
FRAL (P<C0.01) . fiff 68 399 170, %o Fet 200 A A 3 200 3 98 97 2K 38 %
(P =R A o S R R DN A B 3 A S NIE SN
JIAESET T SR & T U SR N A T B R
o D 5 1 0 P R OO A UL R £ 4 2R 0 R KRR O R
G AT 5 1 LA 35K RE T I RRART ) . % Sous Vide JE3R
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AR M K PERE R DT, I 0~ 24 d B, 45 00 B i)
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o e AT VB SR BRI N, 5 6 R A L L R R 7 R T R
— 7 5 E A2 AR I T AR ARAT Ml g AR B I R
C & & A AR E ) R AR K I bR p I (E . &% Lal o,
I 36 359 P 5 A ) D6 38 B 18] R 5 Sous Vide Kb PREZH 1 7 IR T 2k 2R
e 8 25 i T X BB 4 (P<C0.01) , H. 80 “C b HHLAH ¥ ¥ I 2% R i
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Effect of Sous Vide on the drip loss rate of

Figure 1

catfish muscle
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Figure 2 Effect of Sous Vide on the firmness of

catfish muscle
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Vide RESRAEHE O KA 23 18 S £ A 180 18 495 O, T i o ]
15 5N A 45 60 °C Ab B A 7 IV B R 301 5 BE 65 4E 4% fA Py A
BEF R 70 CABALE BUR B, TR S iRF 2% .
2.3 Sous Vide REI R B ZEE(L " )HIEM

LB RN T S f 1) 5% B2 . f ] 3 AT A, A T A
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ZH R B 25 57 AN B35 (P>>0.05) . IS 24 K .80 CALHEAH
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EHAERI 0~4 d Bf 2 LTS, i REZ e L N E
PR 5K 025 4 e 0 A i | K3 251 . B A
W 18] . Sous Vide 4B HY L HAS AL HL 5 Fa E . Diaz
SUBFIE T Sous Vide Hi A X ¥ 4% PR T K & i £ {66 5
S0 L 25 5 & B 2 Sous Vide Ab ¥ () &k f8 32 W (4 % 3F
WA KA REEL, X 5ARIKE Sous Vide L0 2 b0 L~
(B A5 Ak F B R 1 25 AR B
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Figure 3 Effect of Sous Vide on the lightness (L *)

of catfish muscle
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pH {H 2 A5 &K 7= 3 4 52 J5 & R AR 4k 1 T A AR .
B 4 AT P 0~12 d B ,60,70,80 “CAbEIZ pH (H 2 F
ek e B AT R PR P I B D E D TG SRR R R R
J oA R LR LI R 5 55 A ML, 45 pH (H 2 2218 T R
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A M 4~12 d B, % B2l pH E W] 8 Th & & R oy K
AE W IE Sh oy AR B, AR B T R A AR A . R 0~
8 dif % FZH A ke i pH (Y B F KT Sous Vide fb3LZH
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W5 8]
Storage time/d

B 4 Sous Vide 1R 8t xf#x & pH 1E 89 % va
Figure 4 Effect of Sous Vide on the pH of catfish muscle

TR R R R A 24 K. 60,70,
80 CAbHIZH Y pH {H 70 7 34 it £6.97,6.82,6.99, Hvp 70 °C
AR 5 60,80 °C 4b 3 A W] 22 7 W 3 (P<C0.05), {H 60,
80 “CAbBHLH 2 ] 25 A 1.3 (P>>0.05) . 61 70 °C 4b PR 4 fig
A AN H AL EA 0. & LT M, Sous Vide LEH )5, fi
W pH HE%E TG LRI 70 °C Sous Vide fbH4 B
AR ) pH {H BT
2.5 Sous Vide (REEFFEREIZ L MR BE RN I
HERME R B CTVB-N OS2 K ™ i 76 48 B8 R0 i i 4 T
O 7 R I B B G e 6 L R R A 2 R AR AR
FHE 5 0] A1, 4 Sous Vide Ab 341 % 8 1 35 & M &k B A
(TVB-N) 5t 2 6 58 Hof (8] ) S8 4 17 385 m o 5 % FRC A A0 L
Sous Vide RbPRLH Y5 R PESL A I G H b ge 18 . 5
0~12 d . XTIRZH B N ) TVB-N & —H & T Sous Vide
AR I IG5 4 RIT IR X IRZA B Y /Y TVB-N & i
B T4 Sous Vide REFRL (P<C0.05) s TEI B 12 K,
XHRZE Y TVB-N & & 2 435 5] 22.2 mg/100 g, JAT a2
SRR R, R AT RN E . T 4 Sous Vide
WA AN TVB-N & 2 ERE M Es . Tt
U WL g R MR DSk & NN N1 3 T
A ok i £ R F DT B A RR LB U 1 E K i
4~24 d B}, Sous Vide REPHAH1,60 CAHA Y TVB-N &
B—HE % T80 CA B4 (P<C0.05) Ik 55 24 XK,

PRI R

—— XJHEZ

—— 60 CAbFZH

4 —a— 70 CAhbFH
—v— 80 CAbHZH

0 \ s s s s s
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568 i)
Storage time/d
B 5 Sous Vide #% 8 3t 84 & 48 £ M 3 X R (TVB-N) # % v

Effect of Sous Vide on the total volatile basic

Figure 5
nitrogen (TVB-N) of catfish muscle
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60,70,80 “CAbHEAL /Y45 K M £ JE A & = 40 B 35 B 19.64,
16.02,16.53 mg/100 g, Hvh 60 CHABMA B FEH T 70 CH
80 ‘C AL FHZ (P<C0.05) , ] 70 °C 5 80 “C 4bFH4H = W] 2% B R
B3 (P>0.05); 3¢ B AW AW Sous Vide 4b B 1 A N
RA - WERNE. & LT, Xt B4 | TVB-N &
R 70 CH1 80 °C Sous Vide kb AL & — & 72 FE i
P04 8 I N TVB-N & & BTt
2.6 Sous Vide REFI R EHAR B L ZHREN I
IR g T R Ak RO S ) — B R L R 5 T
FHGR AR HL 2 MR A 2R AE B 0T AL IR 9™ W v N R 19 5 4
AT U 1 i J5R 4 Ak g R RS, f B 6 R P 0~ 12 d
I, 2% Sous Vide AL FRLA M HHALE L Z R (E (TBARS) 2 i 2
T T PR 2 (P<C0.05) o 3% 2 | T A4k B AE 08 41 iF A 5T 5 41
AR Y (MDA (# & &3 1) . Conchillo #2742 1,
JnHAGH F 2 2 AR T S ) TBARS fH . B ik 5 4 9 A
L o AN TR 2 A 1 28 P A v 2 IR S 9 TBARS {H, P
0~12 d i} ,60 ‘CLHZH Y TBARS {fiE T 70 C 5 80 °C kb
PR, A R 98B 7], 60 °C 5 70 CAEBALLL K 60 C 4
80 “C 4b ¥ £H [A] 25 5 WL (P<C0.05) , RN & LIk 0~12 d
B} Sous Vide 4b P o .0 i B % 7, TBARS { # k. X 5
Roldan 4871 fl Sanchez %™ 1y #f 58 45 £ — #(. Roldan
4181 60,70,80 °C Sous Vide R P, 45 5 F W] 80 °C kb
P4l TBARS {E f% 1% .60 ‘C4b¥2H TBARS {lif% & . Sanchez
I EE Y R .80 °C Sous Vide RbHRHE 60 °C Sous Vide b
B, %% A H9 TBARS fH 541k, Adams %50 78— 35 R GBI
o v s e B R 00 o AR T R AR M T T R
Roldan %15 FI Sonia™" A A3k Je K o 45 0 14 o 44 8 B 2 f
WS 0 AR B LDNA B2 JE R 45— 2 40 & A
iz 45 B9 A& 4 %2 2 IRORE » fe & fli TBARS {HFRAK. B I
JC I A S K I 16 ~ 24 d B, 45 b B 4] TBARS {H 2 W &
TR, IREEASE 20~24 K, 70 CAb IR A TBARS
B3I AL 60 C 5 80 CALMA T INEE, It B FE KT
60,80 ‘CALFHA (P<C0.05) . X ULH, £ W38 5 ] . Sous Vide
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.
—— TR
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3 220
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€210
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Effect of Sous Vide on the thiobarbituric
acid (TBARS) of catfish muscle

Figure 6
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1R TRl P ) A R R A 7 AN T R D 45 T B e [R]
T80 CAMAEHE DB EERT 70 CLEY (P<L
0.05),70 CAbH A4 B #% B8 B E MR T 60 Caba (P<
0.05), Mol Z£553 % 3 I % 28 Sous Vide kb ¥R o0y 5 B
70 °C/10 min) J5 , H W8 I T A B ¥ T 1 A 43 AT DL Ji
B 3.46,2.72 1g (CFU/ ) Wl 2 2 T8 3% K M Y 7K F-
B <<1.00 1g(CFU/g) . 3t Sous Vide +5 A 4b ¥ (1) 1 7 . ik
1R P AL JHYR BE AT LA Py e R R TR B YR T R B iR
USRI P Sous Vide $i ARG BRI KT AR (R R A
BV B Sous Vide Fi AR v iy i A< i #4 A8 I B %
IR A Pt o (R U s P DA R AR 32 ™ R R . TR 7
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B 7 Sous Vide $R & 375 & 8 % X3 9 Hh

Figure 7 Effect of Sous Vide on the total number of
bacterial colony of catfish muscle
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AT T 3 oA S A (PR BE 60 °C/5 min,
70 °C /5 min,80 “C/5 min) Sous Vide 4k ¥ XF % 10 15 ¥ % B0
HEh R % SR BT R e . 25 SRR BAR 80 C A
ZH AT L g B M b o AR 1 AR K BB (P<0.05) L BLFE
H A I S A DR A v TR R R DR R B A 2R M
70 CREFELAAL 60 °C 4b PHLZH A ST 4 M 30 ) R S B0
B (P<<0.05) , I H A AT 52 T i fa ) TBARS fH 1 7,
Wi esta py TVB-N & &8 0 pH {6 b FF. 5E 28 7 s 30 6%

i DRTE B ) B L DR BRE  BBCAT . BRL ZE B TP R R
HHU R BE 70 °C /5 min 1 Sous Vide JbFETT LA %575 414 5%
BT AP 0 B R SR TR B R KRR R b AR R AR TR
Sous Vide AN F o (o 47 % BH R L, HAE G E KRR
WA LG Sous Vide £ R P RAAE T, A A 45 A b B R
R 1) B 32 9 R 9 PR R 9 e A XU 5 G o A YA
I ORFRAE TR <3 °C L RB U5 1 1 2F A 7 & LA B 2R g 2k
e B4 b PR R B £ SRR Y R % B R X R R R AT A
I s £ £ A AR B A 2 — 8 I SR AN (B (R AR BT R4 oK B AR
- 3ib i DB £ 28 Sous Vide Jb B G V1IR3 09 7] AR, 3 X6} 8
AP R 8 5 TR 2 — 8 RS L R 22— T
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