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Effect of vacuum extrusion on the quality and

function of coarse cereal noodles
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Abstract: In order to explore the effect of vacuum extrusion on
the noodles, the nutritional components, quality analysis and
functional evaluation of the vacuum extruded coarse cereal noo-
dles, common extruded coarse cereal noodles and wheat flour
noodles were carried out. The results showed that the effect of

vacuum extrusion on the nutritional composition and functional
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characteristics of noodles was not significant ( P>>0.05);
Compared with normal-pressure extruded multi-grain noodles,
the vacuum-extruded ones had good texture characteristics with a
smooth surface, showing teeth non-sticky. The content of total
phenols, total {lavonoids, rutin and quercetin in the multigrain
noodles was significantly higher than that of wheat flour noodles
(P<C0.05), and the antioxidant properties were superior. The
starch digestibility of coarse cereal noodles was lower than that of
the noodles with wheat flour, which was more suitable for people
with abnormal sugar metabolism.

Keywords: coarse cereal noodles; vacuum-extruded technology;
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F & B2 DEVELOPMENT &. APPLICATION

WL,

H T A G /N2 by 35 T A T AT DL % T 4% 1 F O
B2 W B A HORAE TC K T A A LT B TR BIF 9 A
o Rt s TR, A 2 K B
14 75 B 4% AR 7 (58 16 PGB S B B T B
FHE 252 42 93 THT 115 Tt 199 552 W oK 3 R TR 0 ] T R S
T BT T2 P AT B 5 & B L LS BRBE AT LA
by g TR A U SR R T Bl = e U = Tl G
oy B v 4R S T A% M BRE T . F 9 L A D A o A
M4 T2 WE B EE b b X 3028 B R 28 R i 2k L TR
BF I 2% K 1T 4% LA Mo /N 22 003 THT 2% 08 R AR W43 0 47 00 22 L OF
HEAT IR PR M 28 2 W B A BT TR 43 BT DA BOTE R T Ak
%*ﬂﬁ’fﬂtiﬁ%\ﬁ:\)ﬁSﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ‘:ﬁﬂﬁl“ﬁﬁﬁ,ﬂ
RESHEBMIE &S H RS R AR E &M/ EBE
e BRI D AR AR PE B0 2200, R IS S 2 R T A% 1 F T 4R
2%,

1 #e 505k
1.1 ## 5

HFECEFES S ME@EM2 5 FROILF
2000) « L1 PG 45 Rl B} 2 g 48 77 it i A9F 50 9 5

B i e /N 22 B - A R T R A A

T 2% 00 R 7] - e BT B IR A A PR A

PIT M R R 92.5%, [ 25 & AR W A G
E I 5

DPPH.TPTZ. /3 #r4li, 35 [F Sigma 23 7 5

a-WRVEH 13 U/mg, 3 [ Sigma A #

HE 400 U/mg. 3K [H Sigma A7 ;

R TR« 43 A gl R ER 2 WAk 27 380 A PR A
1.2 UFEsEE&®

T2 AR M3 HL - HK-860 Z4, 7 1 77 il BH ML Ak i 2%
AR 5

TRRHIL < 7 il 3 M OBUIE K 25 ML KR ) 5

B3 B R E S I AL : TESY-9.41 7, 47 1 XL K %
LA A PR

Ji Ky Y. TA-XT2i SMS #I,
Systems /A #] 5

WA EREAL 1100 B, HEARRHE A B A 5

ANy R BE T A380 AL, B2 AN R (i) AR

[# Stable Micro

/L\\

Il

i 5 IR IR 95 4 SHA-CA B, 5 N B B 4 5 A IR
AT

1.3 R HE
1.3.1 T SRHE Sl 2%
(1) EEBEAMRm & /NE « FE  H/H Wl

ik 2.00 ¢ 3.75 + 1.25 + 3,00, A 0.5% & 42 B 51,
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K& 45% K 58 “C L& 10.5 min J5 FL25 B R HilE .

(2) WIESF A Jk /N 3« HRR I
)y 2.00 = 3.75 : 1.25 = 3.00, 40 A 0.5% 1 2% &t B 7). fin
K& 45% K 58 °C . & 10.5 min J§ 57 K HI1E .

(3) /NE BT %&: 5% GB/T 35875—2018, il A
0.5% M & A, msK&E 31%. K| 30 C, A
10.5 min J5 % H$f 6l 1E .

Vg VR BT 1 T8I 2% TR S MR L i
EORAF
1.3.2 BEACE I 4

(1) 7K4Y ¥ GB 5009.3—2016 $ 47 .

(2) JRAY 3% GB 5009.4—2016 47,

(3) -3 GB 5009.5—2016 47,

(4) 8 ¥ GB 5009.6—2016 $447 .

(5) VEH & GB 5009.9—2016 $ 47

(6) BERL4E . GB 5009.88—2014 47,

() WEHIER 7% GB/T 9826.88—2008 4T,

(8) HHEVEH - ¥ GB/T 156832008 447 .
1.3.3  EVHE S =D E FREC 0.5 g WA R, A
50 mL 70 % FEE 78 70 "C R /KBHEI 3 h, i3 i, BUE R
1 mL,filtA 0.1 mol/L =&AL W 2 mL Hl 1.0 mol/L
BERET VAWK 3 mL, A )5 84, # & 30 min, 7E 420 nm
Kbz S BE L 43 S B 0.0,0.5,1.0,2.0,3.0,4.0 mL ¥ fF
9 0.05 mg/mL [ T b5 HE V(700 BB B RD B F
10 mL HIEGRE A, i b Oy Bk I e WO B, 22 il A o it

T 40 B, F—4 C%

2RI 2B M A5 AR R 4 Y =10.162 8X +0.000 2,
R*=0.999 7. ¥ X (D8 BB & &
m X 50
F - ’ l
VXM D
KA

F— R B S 5, me/ g
DR & O T B8R B T IR i, mg;

Vel 7 AR R mL;

50— FEM B AT, mL;

M—F R g,
1.3.4 B aENE B 1.3.2 HFEMIEWR 0.5 mL F
25 mL HLZERE L 7050 A 3 mL, | b 3 A R N
W 0.3%)2 mL IBA IR (0.6 % =& ALEk A 0.9 % 1y £k
FALEILL 1+ 0.9 WHNREA)1 mLL %5 BEOEHE 5 min,
JH 0.1 mol/L #8245 » B 6 i & 30 min, 7E 720 nm T il
SEWOEAE 4 0.05 mg/mL ¥ & F B2 b i 1A T (70 %0 F R
SRR F B AN [ e BE B I T R T AE W (0.002 ~
0.016 mg/mL), 73 W 2 mL A [w] ¥ BE i & 7 1R T
VRS 4 T T e I 2 WROR BE , 2 I bRl 2R 00, &K
ARt £ 5 Y=9.086 3X—0.005 7,R*=0.999 6,

P (DS &
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1.3.5 T ERSEWE RSO @355,
0.05 mg/mL 7 T Hrifi W& A 0.05 mg/mL i} B2 3 b5 i K
% 0.45 pm JE P PR S . 4 8RR 0.5,1.0,3.0,5.0,
10.0 pL F1 1,5,10,15,20,30 Lo LI AR A B A1 06 TG AR
B A TR E bR 2 Y T AR & Y=
71.72X —7.106 4,R*=0.999 9, M jz B H Y=
106.74X —26.703,R*=0.999 9,

FREL 1.0 g M4 My AR BE i FH 70 %0 FEE 70 "Ci242 3 h
JE B EIE E AR A 50 mL AR, 0.45 pm 8 IR IE
J5 L #ERE 20 uL. iR oy o KRR 30 °C LK 360 nm, 3
A 1 proRt

*1 SRREGILERHE
Table 1  Mobile phase of high performance liquid
chromatography
15| VA M/ 2% e i/
min % % B/%  (mL+min" 1)
0.0 56 24 20 1.0
6.0 56 24 20 1.0
7.0 20 60 20 1.0
13.0 20 60 20 1.0
13.5 0 100 0 1.5
17.0 0 100 0 1.5
1.3.6  Z& & it BTl i€

(1) F5e M 2 il B 1) < B 20 R 1A 4% F 250 mL iy K
L3 min BFIRCH — AR BEHE B R L 48 0 AR TE
WRAEAE UAE IR 30 s A — K L &8 E 0, G [ O
T 2 bk 1]

(2) Fpe M2 Bt ] 3 B 10 AR I A% o 1 4 A & IR A
B R e S L, AR sh vk AR . 5w —
HARP FELERH K. BTGP EEE,
R (O REERLE.

—_— w
CLR = v =0 X 100% (2
K

CLR— ZR MR AR, 0

W— BRI &, g;

M-— & E A, g;

C— &Ko &=,

T 257K 43 & 10 I 5 7 0 1T 4% B AR TR Ok K

43 F0TTH A% B W S R HE TR DU e K 4y 2 R
tE.

(3) WKZ 510 MIE & FRE)G, THKTER
Toe fE 2% A A R) L 57 B 8 A% B L W5 T KAy BRETT di
G EEmA R,

AERS - ASHEMNARAZRRSHEN XN

M

WA = — " % 100% . 3

Favi: L

WA—F K%, % ;

M——&J5 T 4 E . g;

BATH M E R 9.

1.3.7  BEEPEM RN ECE R X A AT R

i%’hu%ﬁEU: {(BEFEU . RARE U, & 0 U;;,@J

MU FO Us SRR Us, dhik Us ) 5 PRI 4E V= (4F,

HL 28 HP RSl 90 4 o T0 43 25 50 41
SR SB/T 101371993 M@ &5 I RN E N . 4

P (0.10) R IR ZS (0.10) i M (0.20) (B (0.25) .3,

FPE C0.25) 3| 1 BE (0.05)  f Bk (0.05), Bl X = {0.10,
0.10,0.20,0.25,0.25,0.05,0.05} ,

B 10 44 BH T 8 AR5 %%ﬂﬂit SR
PR B PR ISV SR 3 RPIE 4% EAT B — T U

I LA SOCE BRAS B 3 A BOMI A BE R BRI C R G
WHEY=X « R HP X HRELE R B
1.3.8  FAgME W& T K4 B 5 P47
TR YE AR LR 5 ). SHORE

(1) TPA Wi : % ] SMSP/36R #£ 3k, Wl 77 4 &
2 mm/s WEEE 1 mm/s WEHEE 1 mm/s; Ffi L&
JE 10 mm; #2461 5.0 g; A H 75 %,

(2) f5 Bk ¥l A/LKB-F 48 3k, W A o A
I mm/s M #E 1 mm/s U5 #E 1 mm/s KM L5
JE 5 mm; 571 5.0 g BAER 752,
1.3.9 DPPH H W EHEERRIWE HICK LB & Wk
BES 2X 10" mol/L 1y DPPH ¥ . FREL 1.0 g # 5
50 mL 70% I 70 ‘CH4E 3 h 5. B0 B B W, W
2 mL DPPH ¥ i 2 mL A [l e B 1 B 5 42 BOR (1~
5 mg/mL),fE 515 nm AW WG B Dy, 2 mL K 52 E
WM 2 mL 70 % FEE, W56 D, .2 mL DPPH ¥ ¥ .
B2 mL 70 % HEE G E N D, 3% 3 (O35 DPPH A

R OB 7
K:<1—D17D2>><100%, 5

A

K-—DPPH H i 5 M5 %, %0

D, —FEWRAE 515 nm 2 A IOGHE

D,—FEW 5 70 B WY IR & WAE 515 nm 4L (Y
I

D;—JinA DPPH U J5 B 5 60 % B BE IR &
WAE 515 nm Zb 1y OGRE
1.3.10  Syrafbrg yE R FRAP .4 0.2 mL
FEMARIURE F 10 mL B2 L, A 0.6 mL 7K Al
6 mL Fil#FE 37 C i) FRAP T 4E# (10 mmol/L TPTZ
V20 mmol/L = S L8k % . 0.3 mmol/L F W2 #1 2%
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PRYEW L s 1 10 R A S EE 4 min, T
593 nm ALK SE(E . 5B LA 0.1 ~1.0 mmol/L FeSO, i) #5
TEVE WA b fE il 42 AF W RS S 0 4 fE R J) LA FeSO,
(mmol/g) FERU,

1311 BRI E  FREEA 50 mg KL E D
RIRES B AR T HZEHE M (ROK LAY & LR &
I ZE KA K Gy BT IR T RS B A 4E S D
Jn s mL ZE 48K FEh K FBIAL 5 min, B EIG A 10 mL
HCI—KCl 22 s (pH 1.5) & 0.2 mL B & [ W W%
(0.1 g/mL) ,7£ 40 C F#E % 60 min, B E1, 0 9.8 mL
0.5 mol/L Z R4 (pH 6.9), il A 5 mL «-JE ¥ B &
(2.6 W sl b, 78 37 CF &) 8% - 76 0,20,30,60,
90,120,180 min £ B 1 mL ¥ {8 . ¥ K i b K G
5 min, L G0 bR fE B 3% DNS 3k A AR A
T A% I I T A5 T A R Y R R e R Sa B
TEH O (3% GB 5009.9—2016 $47) K TS, = (5) it

B 22388 | 2020 £ 5 B | RS

BReEmHfLE,
Sx X 0.9 0
SD = - X 100% . (5)
.

SD— A%, Yo s

S 45 I [ 578 1k I3 0 #4240 mg;

TS— B i BB A & B, ma.
2 RS0
2.1 EFRRAHW

HT 2 2 W, /N 22 0 T4 0 BRSO TE R A e T
JR R 2% o (R IR £ 2T 4 L R A T LB R 5 0 A VR A0
AR TR S A = (P<<0.05), A/NEM T AR ASE
FET RN R R . BLAS B R AR A 2R 45 5 R R T A
A 2% KR T 2% 14 3% A 43 N D) R Pk B 43 5 i TR) 25 5 9F R i
2 (P>>0.05) , Ut B 35 23 BF 4T 2% M If 4% 0O 8 R (6 AR
ES AR

R2 SHEAZNEEIRS (TEE)
Table 2 Basic ingredients of three kinds of noodles (dry basis weight)

FE it K4y % BT/ % fig Wi / % TER/ % JE £ 4k / %
ANFE Ry T S 0.70+0.02" 14.3840.08" 0.4470.,04" 73.7840.78% 4.000,33>
HASFF R A AR 0 4% 1.5640.00% 13.3140.05" 3.2040.03% 69.9640.52" 9.6240.347
HE BT E AR 5 1.5640.01% 13.57+0.06" 3.2140.04* 69.47+0.40" 9.64+0.377
FE i BB/ (mgeg ) BB/ (mgeg ) MT/(mgeg b it ) /(mg g™
/INZE B THT 2% 2.47+0.14" 0.640.04" — ——
B R A R T S 5.9140.09° 5.6740.06* 0.08740.002¢ 0.008+0.002%
B R A4 MR T S 5.98+0.08¢ 5.8240.05° 0.094+0.008% 0.008+0.001%

T B TR R 25 5 1 #F (P<0.05) .

WFFE R o S5 b & B e R
JR A3 T e T RR P R 0 B A
EEONAROBET L A R R Y IR e L RR LA
FesIN 22053 Sy TRk ] 4 B0 0 M THT 2% G T 26 L SR 2R ) o
i B T 2 B LU /N B T AR

2.2 FHREFBRD W
2.2.1 ZEEEPRME 3 RO AR A A TR 3. B

B IR 22 W TET 25 55 8 TR B TR 4 0TI 2% 14 B A2 280 4l B 1) L 0
KR (6 I T 2 25 5 (P>0.05) , LK F /N B 1 4% .

F3 SHEAEFMNEERR
Table 3 Cooking quality of three kinds of noodles
oy I A WK 2/ BB
o I /8] / min % R/%
U2 5TTE S 9.0040.21%  89.92+3.11" 6.7140.23¢
B BRI & 6.50+0.33%  62.54+3.74> 8.15+0.11°
HOEFE A 4 6.0040.27°  65.10+1.53>  9.6140.09°

T W3 B OR ] R 25 5 8.3 (P<C0.05)

{EL Pl T 2% B 28 B A0UR R 22 e W) I (P<C0.05) , LS BF )R
AR THT 25 10 26 28 00 0% 3N T T 5 T R A 09 R A
R RO B R AT B TR B9 T A% AR BOL M L S50 TE
B AN AN EREYE D \TANER® &Y
AR A LR SR R AR SR A AR
T 2% 254 W IR 2% A0 R 5 W0/ I 242 T 2% 1R 28 AR R
WY AR T A MR 4 AR 6.71 06

2.2.2 WAFRREIEN Bk 4 HER W 3 R AL
AVF A /N FE BT 4% 88.20 2. HOE B R AR MR W A%
85.05 43 i FEHY HE 42 1T 4% 81.20 43 /N B I 45 1 4%
TR R B R A % B 25 5 W0 die i s LS F R
T KR THT A% (00 00 396 L 22 TR ' 3\ S5 M B S HOA D 3
RRGF AR F & Z4 M, O R A MR L ok AN 22
Hor TG 2% s W T BF T i) A A 2% R THD A% 1 JRRO I L HLST 6
F o T2 28K RO 2 L O T2 R AR

2.2.3 AW BAGPEM WS 5 PR, EAE B E R MR T
25 /N R T A5 AR L 5 [0 52k R B A TG WD 22 S (P>
0.05) , Bl £ /)N T+ /1N 22 My 11 2% » 50 W] 20 25 5 s % R 1 2% 0 s
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Table 4 Sensory evaluation results of three kinds of noodles
FE i HR (ERES RIRE EOE B JE ¥ S
e 9 8 7 7 8 8 7
FA B ES
) s 1 2 2 3 2 1 2
HRTH 2%
7% 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
4 8 7 6 6 7 7 7
s 2 3 2 3 2 2 1
HRTH 5%
% 0 0 2 1 1 1 2
i 10 10 9 9 9 8 8
7INFE B THT 2% H 0 0 1 1 1 2 2
= 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
RS SHERHREESH
Table 5 Texture analysis of three kinds of noodles
FE i TR/ g /g w52/ g Je g NEL WG jiE FibtE/ (g 9
JINZZ A T 2% 399.42+7.30*  84.2040.28" 36.17+£0.02* 8 831.39427.25% 7 435.284118.96° —235.85+£7.69°
28 B b 1 A 269.66+8.91"  89.6843.19* 35.9340.53* 8 747.01+49.42* 8 134.98+135.18* —189.23+15.47"
T R AR A% 248.12+5.97¢  83.8942.43° 32.3840.90> 7 210.98+65.96> 7 939.45+200.47> —248.30+13.91*

T WA B AN [ 7R 22 5 35 (P<C0.05)

JIWHRHT BE I I T /N 22 b T 4% L AR R 46 AR T 5 190K B fig
TR A 2 T SR RN O R B2 B R 2O I A%
5 W BT R 2 M T 4% (9 T A4 22 57 i (P<T0.05) , BLoS #F
Tl R 1 THT 5% 45 J00 53 4 48 AR 38 4 T 5 R BY R 44 *EE/T,
WA 78 A 1R B 05 o 3 2 R THT 4% 1 D9 9 5 A (9 TR A%
T S A R O B S B R T 4 E’J%ﬁﬁfﬂiéﬁxﬂﬁ
5B EAR T TR % T 29 B IH 45 (P<C0.05) , 1t W 225 3% T fiE
% {1 1] 2% 32 TR T A1 TG 2% %ot & Sk R0 27 447 19 266 B 4
i THT 4% 1) JR R U o

A A B A R n] LA K 4 5 Rk S 4

A AR HEEE R 5 K 4R B R 8 T S 0 4% 2 T T AN
?%VFP}E/HBEJZ Li 0020 K g 4500 B s R W)L

TLMEEIE:%JE'?»&L ) DO 2 24 K AR 25 A

IS 4R A S T A BE . X5 R 0 B S B g
FRTHT 45 (0 B BE 0 35 1 T R 5 T 2% M THT 4% 0 L 28 K
REMTHELS EMANE R B WIIE T % H 1M
AR ST . B B 25 5% e m] I T T 20 T 45 1, Rk
e L TR

2.3 ZAREE BTN
2.3.1 HLEALK T E  wE 1 TR .3 FhiE 4% DPPH

B H I B B8 ) 34 BE B IR R R A 3 g 1 5k )
—EREEEITZARE, W &M IE R8BS
Tr/NZE R A T SR T T R R S A G, TERE
iR B 1~4 mg/mL B}, 378 B JE 4% K H 4% 19 DPPH

100
©
T
% E 80f
& 2 - DT
2 6ot —e— FLZSFF IR 4RI 5%
=z —a IR RS 4%
H %
ﬂzjg 40
ol
ex 20t
&
&
& ././.,/I—I
0 \ . . ,
1 2
ﬁuuﬁsm{ﬁl(ﬁr
Sample extract concentration/(mg *+ mL™)
B 1 3#d@%e DPPH & &k imrk £

Figure 1 DPPH radical scavenging rate of three

kinds of noodles

[ E T B 6 0 R BT R 22 T 4% . fH >4 mg/mL i},
T H %) DPPH H el 58 1Y 35 R Rg I AT 32 B R 1 R
ARTHT 2% 14 JEUREAE [ S BT A 55 10 356 4 43 & o A O R R

b — 25 1 W B B 4R AR X 22 M I 4% ) DPPH A i %
T BRBE I TG R

SITEAIR T H FeSOprMER 2y vy =0.707 52+
0.024 7,R*=0.997 0, "] 11 H 45 1 3 Fi i 45 1) Bt A Ak fig
F1. WP 2 PR 2R T £ 0 R T ATk RE O I B 5
FE M5 . HLE s B S 0 2R I A% B B ATk g
pTE 31N

FMUHE S BT AEALRE ) B TN R E & 5 BE IR
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~ 0.07
50
- 0.06
[=1
£ 005
Iy <
4o . 0.04
o' E
7 g 003
£ 0.02
2" 001
=
0.00 -
BT
MR A%
PE i
Sample

B2 3#@&eERAMNED
Figure 2 Total antioxidant capacity of three

kinds of noodles

ST B g A R — B0 S 0 S B AR B v AR T AR
He 2 7= b W B AL g
2.3.2  TEMWEARME TR A 2RI T, AR bR
W R y=0.685 92 —0.008 8, R*=0.999 5, [
&l 3 W LA .3 BT 4% 09 S R T A R AERT 20 min ¥R
KB ORI R ET 20 min P BE T A6 14 TE B S PR I AL
TE AT o PR I T R AR e AT Ak R g P O A TS I
Wi, 7E 20~120 min I, Z K1 2% (4 58 B T 1k 35T 4R 4218
T U6 B 2 R TET A% O B A 2 0 3 I R R 2
SRS Th v AR I B T /1N 22 K T A% E R T b 5 B A
P, FE 60 min R I M TAT 4%, U0/ 22 0 THT A% 5 20 TR
FAHLE T Ak 3 R B, B PR TH & AR IR . 120 min
ZJG 3 P A TEM AL R R B Wil TR X EHE A
TH AL 5 391 35 R 7R RE Bl Ak 1 T T R L O R T A R
2R AR AN B R TS AL RR B A% R THT 45 109 8 49 T Ak
FH WAL F /N 4

Peng %575 R BUMH B 2 R T HoA 57 P A 4k &
P BN o 25 A oY R T 1 AT 52 I 3 A
RO Ak 5 LA I 22 000 fF 9% J B S 5% 22 W 1 77 76 o 42 75
TE B P BT M E R i 02 HE E B UKL 1Y 32 IR 2R A it

D
(=]
T

wn
(=}
T

A
—o— ILZS B ARMR I 4%
—a— H R E R

VEM T AL

Starch digestibility/%
(%) e
j=} (=)

[=3
(=)

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
NERtqing ||
Digestion time/min
B3 3#@mie bR
Figure 3 Total starch digestibility of three
kinds of noodles
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B vp U AS B IR AT 25 T 5 5k 8.7 mg/100 g, 3 JE5F
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