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Application of flavoring component analysis in liquor authenticity
identification
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ABSTRACT: Objective To analyze the similarity between flavoring and real liquor through the detection of aroma
components of brandy and liquor flavorings by liquid chromatography and gas chromatography. Methods By high
performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) and gas chromatography detection, 18 aroma components of 3 batches
of brandy flavorings and 6 batches of brandy were detected, through gas chromatography test, 14 aroma components
of 2 batches white spirit flavorings and 6 batches white spirit were detected. After normalization, SPSS 22.0 software
was used for cluster analysis and principal component analysis. Results Through cluster analysis and principal
component analysis, flavor and real samples could be distinguished. Conclusion Aroma components combined
with multivariate statistical analysis can be used to distinguish flavorings from real sample, which provides a new
idea for the identification of adulteration.
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AEMAERBHR . Bt A Ry n e &R TS
2600 AxFh, ARG FEEEEAEAE2E S, (AR B AR —Fh
AR, REHERFEHERZE N P R,
SHOHR B ol FH 022 4 XU IR

FH 0 8 A A 3 B R O S, i
WINF RS AR . S &R R 0 F SR
SRR B, AR RS 2R, Bl E k. JER
F T ARG 119 32 53 550G P R SR AT 11 S A S R T ),
ot I ARG 45 (2 R LU A Y, AR A 3 )
FAAEAG P TR AT EEAA LT 2 28 (DHAER .
RV 2 B OB EC M B, W 2018 4F 5 78 i ft
PR30 T B A A S ()P RIS rh s I A LA
FEE R, WA I E A it R
I S R S L

H TR 287 i PR BB O B A A R AL R
P R IRIEDY | AR (k| AR R I
FRAEFE R Pk A 25 B A R S B R, Schipilliti 4517
i HS-SPME-GC-C-IRMS FIWiA 4 F] 1178 | b T AH A F1E
KRR A P SRR R A S R ok A TN LA
BA L, BRSPS ARSI e T — ol ) A0 3R 3 5 AR A 0
7)1 v A8 L R I R A A RS 10 0 7%, Sara 2P Y
T T ORI M BRI LA, 45 2 AR AT B AR
PR K 8 0 T FE 0 ol A B ) R A 2R AT T
Vanderschee Z5U'EBR A 2 p K ATEAET TE 22
Hu PP A, LA 2SR 25 Y 1 A ) DETRR TR o X4
XY TS Img/kg, P RS AR
IR . Savehuk EUMIFERBAE (22t b R B0 T —Fh /M
LAY, 1,2-N %, RS R RE R

AT 5 I AR 23 1 B AR i A 2 b R
FEERE AR, BT B T &R R A EAR
BIBA, e BT AR S TR RN & AT
Fd, AR BE T 2 A — AR A B S PR T 44T -
IH—fb i —Fh o AL BT BE, o 0 B 2R 4 (L A e 0ot
(B AR R B AR o 0K Sl I — bk sy T
BOITEEL RENS PO P E KSR B . A5 FRAE
B 5B LAY BEAT IR, A3 B4 LU fH, RROS AT
J WA RE Sl P B LSS B o RIS HT B T2 WLy o A
RGBT B, ARSI S 22 A8 2 (R A 06
AP B R X 2 R B, b TR R A
T A6 RRAE B o AN B S0 HU B T SR 24 HT,
WFFE 22 M AR A A UB 5 FL R R S A AR, &
JE AT F RT3, AT E SRR E . B
T K 2% b AE P E T 0 B R U, IR P R
S TFBHAELENE L . AR TSR, 5
WK 55 ELIRE BO AR E, LA Sy e 591 ARG 5 AR 2 fit
B

2 MREREE

2.1 4. AFI SR
211 & B

Waters Acquity Arc f= S0 AH (%48 (3 ERR SR A 7D,
Agilent 7890B “HH 4 15 A (3E [EI "L HEAR 24 1))
212 &K A

S [ B4R (3E[E Millipore 23 ]); X & (4l
BE > 90%, JbAtimssAF]).
213 # &

3 HER 22 S AL A2(5 AL ). A3(Di A D);

2 HER VB AR : BLDT AR M) B2(f5 5 i M);

6 R A LM ETERE: TI(AHA C-VSOP), T2(fh A
C-VSOP). T3(/iifit C-X0). T4(f# D-VSOP), T5. Té;

6 LYK M1 B AL MI-M6(5 I M),
22 ZWHE
221 Houa

(LA i

B 1.00 mL FERGE 0.45 pm JEAARIN . (BREFE S 1%
10 %)

QA EIE

I 10.0 mL AERANA 100 uL NAR(ZBRIEKHEE . 4 B
32 ), FEIN, (BEAERESTRRE 10 5, BRI 40%FF)
222 BBEEH

(OBA B ER S

45 : PDA, 276 nm. 3% : Waters Symmetry Cig
FE, (250 mmx4.6 mm, 5 pm). I A: 5% IEKIER
+0.1% 18 ; B: 95% L ME/KIEW+01% 18 o Bh BE 4514
0~3.5 min, 0%B; 3.5~4.6 min; 0~10%B; 4.6~35 min,
10~15%B; 35~35.5 min, 15~0%B; 35.5~45 min, 0%B. Ji#:
0.700 mL/min, A:j&: 30 °C., BEFERE: 10 uL,

QYSAHEIHALTR S EL

Kl #%: FID, (3% 4E: CP-Wax 57 CB (250 umx0.2 pm,
50 m), FEIESIREE: 280 °C, EMWS: N2; BWH&E:
30.0 mL/min; %5 < ¥ & : 350.0 mL/min; & < & :
35.0 mL/min; HFAEEEEL: 00 AL 60:1; AR
60 mL/min; ZE<: N2; KFHE: 3.0 mL/min; £&#E &
20.476 cm/s; U 64.0 mL/min % 3% A W &
1.0 mL/min; (IR 40.0 °C; JREFRR: 40.0 °C (3.2 min)
—4 °C/min—44 °C(6.8 min)-6 °C/min—120 °C(0 min)-10 °C/min
—212 °C(11 min),

3 #R55%
3 AZHER

3.1 FARARSEM LR
3HEUK 2 MRS I 6 Uk 25 UG AE, e RO
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AR K S SRS 3] 18 F R4y, Wk 1 FiR.
75 1~8 A ZHIA MIRIRE S, 75 9~18 24
FRREE R MER RSy . AR 1 AT, 3 IR A S 6
HEUR 1 2% b BTG 1 B A TE B 25 5, RS AR Sl b 38k
KB IR . B . T/, M. 5 TR, RUIZH

3.1.2 HFARBRSRESHT

1 355 [ B A7 T 11 22 M ARG T BLTR R A A A SRR
Gy, Hodp 55 MR K S5-I R SR A S 2 54k
WA IR U, I 5 SRS . ASBIFFT IR
TP R KH IR ERE N LS, Hrean

R RSV R Z B O PC RO B0, SRk fr /e AP A ORI S R BRLLS C RO S B, RREIE Y/ L
KRS, NI AMHTIZ 18 A A DRI RI AT IX 45 R LRI LA, AR 2 P
*1 B=MBEBRAEBENETSROFITR
Table 1 Statistical table of fragrance components of brandy flavorings and real brandy
P I 2R Al A2 A3 Tl T2 T3 T4 T5 T6
1 BETR - - - + + + + + +
2 5-54 FH LM + + + + + + + + +
3 TR - - - + + + + + +
4 IR - - + + + + + + +
5 TR + + + + + + + + +
6 5-FH ELBR + + + + + + + + +
7 i + + + + + + + + +
8 T - - - + + + + + +
9 Va3 + + + + + + + + +
10 LR + + + + + + + + +
11 Ve <113 - - - + + + + + +
12 TR BR - + + - - - - - -
13 EAEE - + - + + + + + +
14 5T - - - + + + + + +
15 T T G + + + + + + + + +
16 SR + + + + + + + + +
17 SR LR + + + + + + - - +
18 FEERR 2T + + + + + + - - +
T FRORTERE S RN BIZ LAY, « - P FORARAERE St PRI 232 43
*2 AZHWBERREBESHESKOLLER
Table 2 Ratio of five kinds of aroma components of brandy flavorings and real brandy
b P2 Al A2 A3 Tl T2 T3 T4 T5 T6
1 TR TR TR % 0.98 3.83 6.93 1.90 1.66 1.69 1.43 1.68 1.41
2 R LR LTRI% 0.01 0.10 2.11 1.43 1.18 1.26 0.81 1.00 1.04
3 LI L8 LTI % 4.15 8.66 20.71 32.35 20.54 13.34 18.29 22.05 27.98
4 TR 28 2 TR/ % 2.48 6.21 13.94 13735 13531 95.15 176.21  131.02  132.16
5 S IWE LR LRI Y% 9.96 24.82 12929 53729 529.90  350.07  625.89 45020  510.14
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XF 9 AEEGL S TS LU, HEFT R RIS
#r (hierarchical cluster analysis), #] F 3 J5 BX [ &
(squared euclidean distance)fF AL S EE, 25 ULIE 1,

FE 1 ATE, SRR O MFESL 43 AL 2 RIS 3 /N,
MRS d=6 B A% 9 AMEEEL AT AL 2 25, BRI ITIIRE
RFNRE AR 2 28, RN P& o AL L
BB R R B B RES . MR RSz
TAEBBRNE G, RBRAIIZ 5 FIE s LIES AR K
ST IX 53
313 FARS A AN

R T =% 5 RS LU AEAE R A
B 225, 15 SPSS 22.0 FAFXT O HEUCKE AL 1 5 Tt A Ul
I3 FCAEHEAT 0 o0 i, FORRAE(EL . T 22 DURRR TR L3R
3. MR 3 AT, DIARAEME > 1 hasiE, 53] 2 AR
FIRFE(E S 5 2.98 . 1.69, J5 2 5T H 59.62%
33.81%, R ZTTHkAN 93.43% > 85%.

*3 SHBSROLLEERS TEER
Table 3 Principle component contribution of 5 kinds of aroma
components ratio

IR, RUIE ZH AR S A 2 AR TE Y B A
BAYX Ty, BIARHE SR — F2 a0 R 5~ T LAl IX 73 1 22
AR il B ELTRRE L

MG 4 o BT ] LA i PRI | S I
N1 BT E SR, AR TR 2 B>
TER 2, RUITEVE RS | S xR 22 A kG
L FUGHE A BORAEAT B R

R4 BAZWBEBREZMEEFENER S HFTER

Table 4 Principal component load matrix of brandy flavorings
and real brandy

Har PCI PC2
TR -0.586 0.770
i 0.289 0.915

L 0.733 0.576

T 0.984 -0.014
S 0.984 0.092

EBAHT RHEE JTETRR% BRI %
1 2.98 59.62 59.62
2 1.69 33.81 93.43

PLEIR 2 A4S AR T 9 HEUCRE LA TIESY, 45 R
LI 2 H P 2 FTHL, AT~A3 BERL N A LR, S b oA
TEYH-0.25 T 5 L BRFIEE =48R, TI~T6 B H 2 i
BB FE S, TP TE Y #1-0.25 T 55— S BRI S Y

3.2 HEER
32,1 FABRSKRLG R

2 R RS S 6 R T A, SO
R A5 2] 14 Fig B MRS, W3R 5 PR, “+FoRFERE
Fb HRE I B A A8,  — VRN AR AERE i PRI B ) o
25 AL 2 HEIR I AR B 6 TR FE FOE R 5 R Ve
SWRATFHERRESR, FEER TR S 29050 . T
W, IECURE, R EIAR ARG SR U N300 R0 2 i v T T
PR, ST ER RS, REEE D AT 14 R
SRS I T X 55 o

0 5 10 15 20 25
T1 4 [ I | I | I
T2 5
T6 9
TS 8 [—
~ T4 7
T3 6
Al 1
A2 2 J
A3 3

P12 A S IR RS AR

Fig.l Cluster analysis dendrogram of brandy flavorings and real brandy
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Fig.2 PCA figure of brandy flavorings and real brandy

x5 HEERREEHESHARITR

Table 5 Statistical table of fragrance components of liquor flavorings and real liquor

P BT Bl B2 Ml M2 M3 M4 M5 M6
1 i3 + + + + + + + +
2 LR TR + + + + + + + +
3 AR - - + + + + + +
4 TR TR + + + + + + + +
5 T - - + + + + + +
6 IEEE + + + + + + + +
7 ST + + + + + + + +
8 IE TR + + + + + + + +
9 P SR + + + + + + + +
10 S + + + + + + + +
11 CLR 2 e + + + + + + + +
12 FLIER Z i + + + + + + + +
13 IE O R - - + + + + + +

14 LR B + + + + + + + +
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322 FARRGSREESH

e 10 AR AL T O R B O R 1 &
PFRSY, AR EBFEES SRR R
ERWAESE, R P EFELS T RELE LR T
S, BRIEFSESN RO HAE, T 6 Bis.

X5 8 AR 10 ARSI A, HEFT RGERE
G310, RIS BR G RE B AE AR S B2, 45 5R DL 3.

RRHRE 8 AFREL NG 2 KK 3 /N, Bk A
d=5 BFAKE 8 ANFEM ML 2 2%, BB BB AR KA 4 R
A 2 25, FREIFEHE & 0o 2 Le 91 55 BT A A it

STUMEABRRER . FHAERRZERBRTRE, 8
R 10 P& S50 FUIESS A RIS TIX 43 o
323 FARGS ERS S

R T iE— 00 10 Fg S5 tUEAE B &R
MIEPFEp 25, 15 ] SPSS 22.0 #E%) 8 HL AL S EY 10
TP SORUA 1 H A R T S oA, ANk 7 iR, AR
B, FZETTERFEEIR 2, h3 2 T8, DIHEE > 14
bR, 132024 350 R R RREE 2 50 7.12.2.41, 5
ZTHREA MR 71.21% . 24.10%, By ETTHE K
95.30% > 85%.

Fo6 BETHREBEMN10MFSHSLER

Table 6 Table of ratio of 10 kinds of aroma components of liquor flavorings and real liquor

e A 2R Bl B2 Ml M2 M3 M4 M5 M6
1 LI/ TR TR 1% 4.11 4.41 37.87 42.59 43.13 46.58 4525 38.92
2 TR TR/ LR ZTiR/Y% 22.29 23.30 2.98 3.75 3.54 3.63 3.53 3.04
3 WEA B/ LR BRI % 20.45 34.32 57.32 57.35 59.16 52.07 58.90 56.20
4 ST LR TR % 8.00 8.63 8.00 10.15 10.19 10.21 10.36 8.15
5 BT/ LR LT3R/ % 4.67 3.58 3.53 4.34 4.62 4.63 4.57 3.59
6 TG R L TE /% 4.05 4.56 4.44 5.45 5.46 5.69 5.67 4.48
7 SIEE TR BRI % 13.47 13.06 15.77 19.23 19.28 19.79 19.74 16.06
8 C R T8/ 2 PR TR/ % 8.04 5.84 0.92 1.76 1.34 1.35 1.28 1.02
9 FLR LR/ LR LR/ % 102.44 107.02 65.01 84.50 84.79 83.89 83.60 67.85
10 TR LR/ L PR LR % 10.04 7.94 1.46 1.76 1.64 1.64 1.63 1.32

0 5 10 15 20 25
M2 4 [ I 1 T 1 T
M3 5
M5 7
M4 6
b
Ml 3
M6 8 |—
Bl 1
B2 2

3 PR R IR R IR

Fig.3 Cluster analysis dendrogram of liquor flavorings and real liquor
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Table 7 Principle component contribution of 10 kinds of aroma
components ratio

FIAGET  FHEE JrEsukEs R Z5kE%
1 7.12 71.21 71.21
2 2.41 24.10 95.30

45

PLF3AR 2 A R R 8 HEURAE i i AT PE 4,

ULE 4. B 4 0], B1-B2 BESL N T EAEREAL, 24y
MAES UL IR, M1-M6 1Y IR ELIRE 5L, AR P 2 A 1258
LR SRR RS B 2 A TR E T DU
B b DX 43 PP ARG A i B P A i o

A 8 BT AR HILRCER . IR L
i, 22 ORI TR OBR AN — R M E LA, 7T
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Fig.4 PCA figure of liquor flavorings and real liquor

#8 BETHREBHNERDBITER
Table 8 Principal component load matrix of liquor flavorings
and real liquor

M4y PCI PC2
I -0.897 0.428
TR B 0.953 -0.262
IE Y —0.948 0.246
ST -0.269 0.939
BT 0.235 0.859
T -0.428 0.872
S -0.628 0.775
B 0.976 —-0.192
LR L g 0.931 0.256
5% 1k 0.971 -0.236
o -0.897 0.428

T RES

AT T WA EREBAR ST @IEEAR, XT3 FE
AT S 2 P ARG EAT T AR AR I,
ARSI 10 Py, PR A 11
P o 5 ERE R A M AT FUAR, 1 22 A
ARAGI 5 B 22 B R AR OO, AR R
Kt 3 A I EOE AR B Oy, RUTE 2. A
WG P A R S B R A AP AE I R 22 57

LEE RIS S R o3 B, X 22 AR K
A A AT 5 AR AR LR BE AT 0 b, DAAS
BTSN T LR BRI B 256 BT, ARSI S
TN S B R, R 22 b S B AR A A UM
I35 ERE R R AN s o il i, A5 ER
FA 22 M AR 9 BT A7 FU AR 22 7 1) B A0 O 16 R R
L SOl TR T AR S U A A L 28 S A T
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HI AR SE A0 22 A K S 0 A RS R AT 0 28 2%

Br, JE7R T ARG BB R BRSO, o 1 o — R
RGO SO SR HOR, T B A 09 R A
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