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Effects of different thawing methods on physicochemical
properties and structure of largemouth bass
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F enfg g a2 3 2 1 ¥ 2Rf24 (conventional thawing, CT) ~ At 2% (micro-
wave thawing, MT)~ it £ 5 f#.& (microwave combined with vacuum thawing,
MVT) ~ 4z #-& & 7 f2f (ultrasound combined with vacuum thawing , UVT) ~
M & & B2 Kk f24 (magnetic nanoparticles combined with microwave
thawing, MMT) & i& = *t 30 % & B+ 2 F .+ f2/4 (magnetic nanoparticles
combined with far-infrared thawing, FMT) -
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#orap ks 2450 MHz ~ # % 5 300 W -

Mok B8 2 7 f2k (MVT) @ 804 /Ht AP R o RS s
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FFEE4 (%)= (M3 -md4)m3 x 100%
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(standard deviations, SDs) (SPSS 22.0, Chicago, IL, USA) » &8+ #7
% £ £ #E¥#& B (Duncan's New Multiple Range Test) {5 i¢ * ¥ F]5 jh >
%8 A5 (ANOVA) 71t o P /] 3t 0.05 4205 SR F 4 B o 47
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AT ARMELA T ZHAGELAEL Ao pH B
o 2wz dp 4 K% 4 % 5 MT~CT~FMT~MVT-UVT 4= MMT -
MT enfz i 48 % (1.59 + 0.14%) %%E%’iﬁ*v?ﬂ,ﬁi CT ek end s f2f = %>
T AR (L mafR R o UVT e MMT 2 il ¥ £ 3 > e
% > MVT 4= FMT > @ UVT 4o MMT Azl 427 2 ki b -
By A frenig s kg o 7R 25 RF R A iR &Es B RS
SR R Ardi i s o MT 4656 3 F300 40 % dic) AT B BB ~ SR K
dyfei s H R FIE G0 B A MT #p R d St R 3tiE#m i o ¥4 hE
A kAt §H A PR B S - BRI o ERRN
SRR e gt o R G Rt AR IR TAFRE D R
RAg FedFokase 4 T % (Xu, Guo, Ding, An, & Wang, 2014) -
R fREA G EL BT EIFALEAEFALAR  EP 7 Fﬁ*z%" Pl )
AR APPEL < 0w FS fpit > i@l = Neng # > B3 FH
% #%F B FH 4 - Xu ¥ 1+ (2014) {- Leygonie, Britz, and Hoffman
(2012) SFT Y P T B FREARY o kb 0T S {opkit ¢ 4 e B
B - T M Bk s 4 o Attt 4 (BESE) chiTr T
Bk A g bindl s R FHLH e o Lo AR LN R
< g ERL A D (ﬁﬁi ceE gt GBI R) A2 B
¥4 187 pHEE G 6.71 3] 7.04 g e H ¢ UVT fv MMT
B2 FSRiHFALL - fz CT ~ MT ~ MVT ~ FMT mfi&ﬂa pH & %
AFoApELA I EREPHE A A T opH B2 F 7 A £d
g oekek s sifosm lenie B4 %04 (Sanchez, Gazquez & Ruiz-
Carrascal, 2012) -
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Wb A E B FS
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%%?E B AR fp R TR 9 s (Thanonkaew, Benjakul,
Visessanguan, & Decker, 2006) o — A R FMT $ 4. % g d % 14§
B & FEF BRI LT AP AR ko
(2) 5 i~ 47 (TPA)
TPA 7 s ¥ S fensgic > Bipdicche B & 2345 A R S
vE e o S o
237 43 R4 AR R B e {for BT T F il
oo R BARE A S gl fow S G ik B RIS R A
B2 [ R B el ) o
MT fo MMT # &0 & 22 FS 4p i » o F]E 4 & fpicn @ @%@%&
Adv § R B (Caietal, 2018) & ¥ enfiy o & groep o e
ks (dcF BIEB i REIRHRF/A B3 E) 5 M At mﬁ»n
BRI oA f o RERE#31 (Hern"andez et al., 2009) -
iS5 0 FS~MVT e FMT # e 2 5 g% £ & > w3 340
Huw g 2P MVT fo FMT Au23oimiF 1 4 5 R p a9ni s - ha
FRRABRE? EEFDMVT v RS 4% hg-d F g o $3 FMT
fed® s iR At A A mj%‘b:'é_’ﬁ LA MNP 3 wsjc » AREEEBL LAY
MNP i i i@ Esc 4o 1 f2f (Cao et al., 2018) o #75 f#if 4 & vt wh
Mg AR S A R AP o &8 FS Aprt o A7 fRAL A P B R F R L
Erh iR 2L BoREELER -
() MF P i
“F R SRR e s 8T i i LF-NMR R kome -
Bl 2A %07 A v 2 b 2 e > e fagEdlavkAH > Oms<Tan<1
»1ms<T21<10ms ~ 10 ms <T22< 100 ms ~ 100 ms < T23 < 1000
mse TopfrTo 2 EA 03 RRELENEE K T B3 R Rk
bR NOFE TR Tt & pd ko bz F2 ¢ty ixE 2 F 4 (Zou,
Zhang, Kang & Zhou, 2018) - CT ﬁ&wv‘ Bk B AP
B EgZApt s CT RSP H TR F &M ,‘é%'w*; 2d 3
i CT faf sy B it ke 2580 ke ¢  § > FRF LS
% o MVT 4v FMT jiu2 FRETT A1 H@ gae { % Eok o § BT
FS-o x4 P & MVT v FMT fRif 427 $-kind a2 i3] o
To % % 4B 2B-D #771 - &2 FS Apt » f2 ikt & h T21 fo To2 7 3 4e
g AP ORGER R ST o RS A KT R L F B FRE
TR o b O ARR I fodf 2 2 7 i E R L8
A2 ¥ e K ® oI E 2D R4 4 P T kg ¥ K3t FS (P <O0. 05)’
e dfRftes? AFREFLE (P>0.05) 28 ftk&se gvkinid
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R 2B 7 02k o RRFFL e FRa fFaprr et Poigo
R s aRE AR (Po) X3 EFAR (P>0.05) @ Ha -k (P2) i
podok (Ps) A g ?e chgit { GEF -MVT - FMT # & ¢ P2
X3 REEFLRE (P>005) #FStfdpit i e 3308 s v fEf2.1
2% cMVT e FMT #: &7 P chie 33t FSH» i B H & 2l qprt P
BEvE L o gl 2522 SEM - K 0 2 P MVT v FMT AJZ #4540
Bl o a MT &2 I P frd g cPas> 2P { 50
FE kR pd K eiz- BEED AR FRRIrE B A A3 2 B
@ 438> (Ersoy & O zeren, 2009) o pb ¢h » 4% & * 2 & if chfg k>
ERRIE I B ﬁvj%z:sﬁi&#gﬁﬁ;éu (Xia, Kong, Liu, Diao, & Liu, 2012) -
€ H MVT 4e FMT f& i 2 v 02 3522 FS pp ek 3 £ o

JERN TN G 1]

FRefEg > N g d F TVB-N B i LB 3A -

2 FS Apvt o 955 R R S TVB-N E358 F 3 40 > MVT 4 FMT # &
ZBENEFLR P M H e BHETVB-N E4%38 > P 4 3o ¢
3-f RArft g MAAEERAR S > F R4 A% 7 (Lu, 2009) o szt B & £
p > MVT fe FMT 2 @ 30 FFH f2) -

Mousakhani-Ganjeh % 4 (2015)e%= 3 % % B > i 6 & * HVEF
feik > > TVB-N & € Bg ¥ '# i< > ¥ “E%‘“”’i}}—m}imi@ﬁc » 5 eng
FATHE (LR A5 §) &a W% LpFidan (Karaca & Velioglu,
2014) - &4 MVT s > g i TVB-N &7 it £.d 307 M § § [Rdan
EFERE o

2)ERR e L TBA &

TBA &+ M F & = ﬁ‘ (malondialdehyde, MDA) 2z & » 7 = %
E- BB Tf Ay 7 K2 E S g ftrrmﬁi)i
7 24 4 5 e TBA 2 4c B 3B #11 oI FMT # & ¢t > 24 4 % 0 TBA
EAFB W FS (P <0.05) &% FMT rd@ ¥ g B eg I phpcd® o
EUVT 59 IR TBA E5 3 > &7 i HARATR D - BRE* v
tarsy Moo Pgimcny i EpAR AR Y TBA T r4p Bt (Li, Li, Hu, & Li,
2013)c % & * F i § iR T A § AR w e ST 5 e R RGE Ay
T3 itepitg & pF > TBA & ¢ 3 4. (Benjakul & Bauer, 2001) -
I Vs
Jgrb’%‘] 4 5555 > ¥ OURE Feﬁz;;ﬁt TR eg T RS - FS P
BT O e A eng e ) o gt vl e B e s Aol g
¢ [ (Ozuna Puig, Garc'1a-P erez, Mulet, & Carcel, 2013) o T fRif
RA? IvhgE B FRE R -2 6 Bl st MT a2t
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oo BT A R At o UVT R sP veR R P S T 5t > R
gradd o TR UVT 2k 4 5 oo 8 ap sk o 3 MVT k3 »
B FS fpvt o gag P 7 &y o CT-MMT~FMT eng e e » e MMT
R AR R 0 CT v FMT B laaweid asiae e o gt % % 4
P CT o FMT = 2 fj ik 427 $ 4 & BACS T § o) o
(M) Frde T+ His
BSR4 gavegiads 7o -FS ¥ e ghap & »
R R A BT BT % o CT A P R Y FarE A
7o EEY s MMT A ¢ 0o e e st ¥ 3% o MT fo UVT &
fod TR BT > v Ao Fegtfedk o eI eR BT IR
%o e MVT e FMT R &2 6 0 > 25 DR (7 o 383 i i gn
A4 E G5 Rene
SEM siz it & & 22 B e LR enig % — IR0 verhagos e spl B B
R F g4 v g j‘:’@iﬂifﬁﬁr%‘?%} o g gy A d AMyup BRiE R WK
R A BT FELEA Y ZROE AR LS ek a0t R
WEG Mo PP R AT R S § Bk 4 (Bertram,
Schafer, Rosenvold, & Andersen, 2004) - #]* » SEM 2 % ¥ 1 %% LF-
NMR i & » 7Rt B 5| engh a4 K Bk o iS4 P faaBiyg
BEREMARE R f M (Xiaetal, 2012) -
(4 )4p B 24 47
2452 FMBAINT AT OEAFL  FXEAL pH L a
b*~E*~ A A& ~ 4~ et~ wifE s TVBN v TBA (& erdp B 424 47 o
A F: #4p M % B (Pearson’s correlations) #.8 # 77 45 2 B 3% A fids
p R o T AR A ~a@* fv TVB-N 2 @ ~L* v E* 2 & ~ A & free
et 2 B enip B 2393 20 0.80 (P <0.01) - gt Bk 4 » Tidpihz
B3 - Tehk fApM » T2 4p3 B - B ifanlp & 7 0¥ 3=
BTy AR B eahg % o WA 5 0 el ik B chip
RNV SN G
S
fRok & % nfE ki dp 4 o) 34 A% 5 MT ~ CT ~ FMT ~ MVT ~ UVT 4r
MMT o 243 X2 & % > MVT {v FMT & S P Bg 3 > 2 & f2 8 2 2 > 37
¢ &2 FS 4p i o 1335 TVB-N - TBA B £ > & * MVT v FMT a2 chf2 % 4.
B¢ g Biot BT F LR AP - LF-NMR 5% MVT 4e FMT # 5
PRI ke ERE FS AR R RFAL > X P A H B fRL S S 4p o
TP dmre ook S EEkeZ B o CT~ MVT s FMT Hf e vp 4
RS BHME R SEM R £ (940> B 5§ RAFEA T avitR o ko
EER RN -l - s NG B - el - S U R ESIRI . N 3 -
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1. Table 1-The thawing loss, cooking loss, and pH of thawed fillets by
different thawing methods.

Thawing

treatiments Thawing loss (%) Cooking loss (%) pH

FS - 8.19 & 0.46P 6.71 £ 0.04°
CT 2.19 + 0.52 12.54 £ 0.40° 6.92 £ 0.03°
MT 1.59 4+ 0.144 12.47 £+ 0.712 7.00 = 0.01P
MVT 2.92 + 0.03P 13.59 £ 0.53° 7.04 + 0.01*
UVT 3.89 + 0.70° 13.29 £ 2.022 6.74 £ 0.00°
MMT 4.05 + 0.16° 13.61 £ 0.142 6.71 = 0.01¢
EMT 2.49 + 0.13be 11.97 4+ 1.992 6.84 + 0.014

Values represent means % standard deviation. Different letters in the same column
indicate significant difference (P < 0.05).

2. Table 2—The color of thawed fillets by different thawing methods.

Thawing treatments L* a* bt AE*

FS 4425 £ 0.10° 0.53 £ 0.11° -3.33 £ 053 5092 + 0. 094
CT 40.42 + 0.18¢ —0.19 4+ 0.01° —151 + [J.]Uh 5450 + 0.1
MT 4000 £ 0 53d —0.22 £ 0.02° ~1.94 £ 020 55.11 £ 0. 53*’
MVT 41.90 £ 04 0.07 £ 0.09° —231 £ 0.05" 53.11 £ 0.42°
UvT 3768 £ 0 93L —0.15 £ 0.10° —201 % 0.36" 57.27 £ 0.91*
MMT 46.18 £ 1.042 0.11 £ 0,08 19 £ 0212 48,61 £ 1.04¢
FMT 43.07 + 1.48% 0.20 + 0.03° 01+ 0.922 5153 + 1524
Values represent means of three samples = standard errors. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference (P < 0.05)

3. Table 3-The TPA of thawed fillets by different thawing methods.

Thawing treatments Hardness Elasticity Chewiness Resilience

FS 1,966.80 £ 605.28¢ 0.79 + 0,017 1,082.90 + 328.70° 052 £ 0. ma
CT 934.05 + 305.73b 0.66 + 0.04° 360.75 £ 107.71¢ 034 + 0.0

MT 2,030.79 + 50322 0.64 + 0.02° 731.88 + 194,28 034 0. mh
MVT 1,042.53 + 20654 0.75 £ 0,08 463.64 £ 100,05 0.33 £ 0,02

UVT 1,612.40 £ 370.89% 0.68 £ 0.02b 616.83 £ 105.95 033 + 0.03
MMT 1,889. sa + 22295 0.56 + 0.03¢ 584.30 £ 30.42 037 + 0.02°
FMT 1,200.10 £ 119.14P 0.74 £ 0,020 49552 £ 6858 035 + 0,02

Values represent means of three samples & standard errors. Different letters in the same column indicate significant difference (P < 0.05).
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Figure 1-The experimental sequence diagram
of this experiment.

Figure 1—-The experimental sequence diagram of this experiment.
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Figure 2—Effect of different thawing treatments on moisturemigration
in largemouth bassmeat. Distribution of the LF-NMR T2 (A), T21 (B),
T22 (C), and T23 (D) relaxation times of fish meat with different




thawing treatments. The percentage of the total area of the integral

area of different T2 intervals is shown in Figure 2E. “a—e” letters

indicate significant difference (P < 0.05). Error bars show standard

dev

iation.

Figure 3—(A) Effects of different thawing methods on TVB-N of

largemouth bass. (B) Effects of different thawing methods on TBA of

largemouth bass.



Figure 4—Effect of different thawing methods on muscular tissue of
largemouth bass (microscope magnifications x 40, x 100, the length
of scale mark in each figure is 100 ym).



Figure 5—Effect of different thawing methods on the microstructure of
largemouth bass muscle (x 1.5 K).

9. Table 4-The correlation analysis of indicators values.

Thawing Cooking

loss loss pH b* AE*  Hardness Elasticity Chewiness Resilience TVB-N TBA
Thawing loss 1
Cookingloss ~ 0.469* 1
pH 0067 0213 1
Lf =106 =0315 -0.343
at 0322 —0628% —0426
b* 0.568* —0.058 —0.126 1
AE* 0.071 0308 —0.348 —0400 1
Hardness -0223  -0082 -0.356 -0124 0156 1
Elasticity 0569 —0455*  0.09 —0557% 0122 0232 1
Chewiness  —0.582% —0.358 0.373 0454 —0.165  0.839%*  0.233 1
Resilience  —0.668" —0.467* —0.523* —0.455% —0.456*  0.409 0.429 0.745* 1
TVB-N 0.615%  0.665%  0.161 0.330 0472 0076 —0.705%* —0.390 —0.707% 1
TBA 0.788% 0824 0.019 —( |85 0217 0168 0131 —0.653" —0.274 —0.529%* 0757 1

*L orrelation is significant at 0.01 level (P
*Correlation is significant at 0.03 level (P <

< 0.03)

0.01)
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