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analyzer. The egg protein model and the ideal protein model recommended by the Food and Agriculture Organization
(FAO)/World Health Organization (WHO) were used to evaluate the amino acid nutritional value of edible fungi.
Results Edible fungi contain at least 18 kinds of amino acids, including 8 kinds of essential amino acids for adults
and 2 kinds of essential amino acids for children. The content of special effect amino acids such as adult essential
amino acid, non-essential amino acids, sour amino acids, sweet amino acids, bitt amino acids, children essential
amino acids, medicinal amino acids, branched chain amino acids, flavoring and coloring amino acids, primary amine
amino acids, and that like were 3.19%-10.90%, 4.51%—-16.24%, 1.73%-7.77%, 2.09%-7.39%, 3.03%-9.73%,
0.55%-2.30%, 4.84%—17.16%, 1.30%—4.86%, 2.90%—12.06% and 3.94%—14.89%, respectively. The differences of
amino acids content among different edible fungi were significant. The percentage of essential amino acids to total
amino acids, the percentage of essential amino acids to non-essential amino acids, the score of amino acid ratio
coefficient, the essential amino acid index and the nutritional index were 40.86%48.72%, 69.10%-95.00%,
46.19-88.18, 58.37-83.43 and 7.12-24.53, respectively. The difference in nutritional value among varieties were
significant. Methionine+cystine were relatively surplus, valerian acid, isoleucine, leucine and lysine showed serious
deficiencies, while phenylalanine+tyrosine, threonine and tryptophan each variety showed different performances.
Through clustering analysis, the samples could be divided into three categories: High, medium and low quality

protein groups. Conclusion There are some differences in amino acid composition and nutritional value of 18 kinds

12

of edible fungi, which have different development and application prospects.
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Table 1 Source of samples
s A H S s Al H b3
F1 72k WH 25 B F10 FLH; A H Je it
F2 Tt AW H B Fl1 EARH ARHH Je T
F3 LS AW H B F12 BARH AHH U/ R
F4 A WH W HE F13 HRE HHH WA
F5 AT AW H BtEE Fl14 SR ZALWH Ji5] 4% B
F6 WEpAE: PWH 5t By B F15 LS P H i £ EL
F7 0 1 24 WH W HE F16 A fif 7% R H =R
F8 LTI 74l AW H Je g F17 (UEZN REH i & B
F9 ST WA ~EHR F18 Eupn); K e i L

132 ZIREAIE

BEIR: FRE0.2~0.5 gialAf, B TRMWE LGRS,
A 1.5 mL 4 mol/L & kAR, BIRA TR URE AR
W, MBS, 7E(110£1) cClEIR THAR ., /K% 20 h5,
A 6.0 mol/L R FI, HI pH=2.2 Fr4RR $N % vh il 1
SEZE, 4000 r/min 5.0 10 min, B EFERAEN

HAhZIERR: 2% GB 5009.124—2016 (il &4
FhnifE B P EERAIE ) .
14 S|EEEFTEN

B GETEE R S 18 RV A B A IR 4 BRI,
AT 5 LR (essential amino acids, EAA). 3E TR &R ILRR
(non-essential amino acids, NEAA). JLEEWAT; 2 FEBR (child
essential amino acids, CE). FRIAISZILER (sour amino acids,
SOAA). FHIEISEILAR (sweet amino acids, SWAA), 7S
2 JLM2 (bitter amino acids, BIAA) ., # % #:& (medicinal
amino acids, MAA) . Z5F2 AR (branched chain amino acids,
BCAA) . 7552 I FR (aromatic amino acids, AAA), MEF&
# & ILFR (flavoring and coloring amino acids, FCAA) ., {Afl%
FLZFEBR (primary amine amino acids, PAAA)K) & & FIEL 1),
HPE B A O & K& 4 lk 41 41 (Food and  Agriculture
Organization, FAO)/ {3 T4 41 41(World Health Organization,
WHO)Z I Z R IR P bR U 2ot 45 B
FEHFAE SR . @ IEBL H{E (amino acid ratio, RC), A ILFR L
{8 Z % (amino acid ratio coefficient, RCAA)FIZILHR HLIH &
%043 (amino acid ratio coefficient score, SRC). W52 ILfRTE
% (essential amino acid index, EAAI) .5 7354 (nutrient index,

NDESHAH RS 3ok,
1.5 HE\ELEBESH

BARRIEAT 3 ORI, R X Fon. FIH
Excel 2007 #il SPSS 19.0 #A:XF BHE LA 743 H AL L
2 HRE5Sh

21 REBRMAREE
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ERULHAET. 18 FhEr R SRR T . EIERR
EAA SiFI NEAA SUEPEILE 2. 18 P HIAMEA RS
O 9.52~33.54%, HA & EESR FS, WAKA FI3,
AHZE 3.5 15, RUIAIRE BB A BT A s 22
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Ah, LA Cys Erar Al i, &R NEILRFZ
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FIFR LAY 23.64%~29.91%, HP & EHRERA F5, Wik
BN F13; BIAA &N 3.03%~9.73%, & KM E 21
34.15%~41.94%, &R E &R FS, RAILKSH FI3;
SOAA Fll SWAA —# & 5 Hoh 49.05%~56.86%, J& BIAA
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% 8 Bl AT Z AL A1, Arg Al His J2 JL B A K AR
Frba 9%, 18 R E IR CE &kl 0.55%~2.30%, %
TR 6.69%~10.42%, Hi & Eimmih F12, HAR0
H F15. MAA ¥ Asp % 9 F, 7E—tie b o, Hik
MNEARRES R, SRR R BT T A0, 18 ST
ShFE MAA AN 4.84%~17.16%, (528 HE R M
59.58%~67.48%, H i &t Ml F5, mARMN F17.
BCAA 73l . JLE MR EILAH EAA FTFEEE 40%.
41%J0 45%, M. MR s IR 2 RE IR
JBt, HAT PR AR UG S R . PR O A e R
LR BRI P B D e v e FAU) . TE s A (A R Hefthy
FLENIR S BN 3.0~3.5, TS HFZ iR 1.0~1.517,

18 FHEFHEIN BCAA S h 1.30%~4.86%, WM F5, Bt
AN F17; &5 EAA B 36.36%~44.59%, Bl F5, ffEAY
9 F16; 5 AAA BIHAE 131.13%~211.48%, il F14, 5
IR F9. FCAA 2 55 5 R R B IR A SE R 2 Ry
A HAT AR B AT, e AE S E), 18
AR AR FCAA S84 2.90%~12.06%, (52 IERR
) 35.41%~48.51%, Hh & & mrh FS, wAKHh F15,
PAAA FIARESE T PP W ms iRl = A T 3 s U,
O3 1 1 R SN LR A S0 A ) R ST A i ) A
AU 18 MR PAAA SN 3.94%~14.89%, &
FIHFR IR 48.11%~58.06%, HP & Emih FS, el
B F15. 28GRI 0, &6 P AR A R B it 22 R
BOR, WA S BT, EGThRerEE MR A.

#2 TEBAENERERSE(%)
Table 2 Amino acid content of different edible fungi (%)
LR FI F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 F7 F8 F9 FI0 FIl Fl2 FI3 Fl4 FI5 Fl6 FI7 FI8
25 A
r TE“'“_”E‘%I‘I ) 1.04 080 071 0.63 130 111 053 1.00 070 1.10 0.39 0.33 035 0.61 0.75 0.96 0.65 0.73
1soleucine, 1le
B R
0 ’%%‘é‘@i‘ ) 170 136 126 1.07 198 1.88 0.89 1.65 1.16 1.79 0.61 0.71 0.52 1.08 133 146 1.08 1.16
eucine, Leu
5
a *ﬁ%%‘ ) 153 120 074 0.83 178 1.58 070 136 1.04 1.54 026 0.50 045 0.86 127 1.47 082 1.23
ysine, Lys
(eysteine, Cys) 0.7 020 007 0.1 021 023 007 0.16 034 0.7 008 0.07 0.12 0.13 0.14 021 0.07 0.22
cysteine, Cys
Jt s L.
Eﬁmﬁnif?mme’ 1.07 1.06 135 1.06 1.06 142 083 132 1.15 116 0.67 090 0.58 0.89 1.12 1.24 1.14 1.05
(5
(tyrosine, Ty 0.80 0.7 0.54 042 089 1.13 070 0.67 0.77 092 031 0.36 026 038 0.53 0.67 0.50 0.53
yrosine, Tyr
ST A TS
RNEB 09 086 078 067 126 116 057 109 093 119 048 045 035 0.62 084 098 103 0.86
(phenylalanine, Phe)
#5: (threonine, Thr') 122 0.97 090 0.76 1.54 123 0.64 1.20 0.86 131 053 0.62 041 0.69 1.05 1.01 0.79 0.85
=07}
CEm 028 026 052 026 040 028 024 035 042 042 0.11 026 0.10 022 048 0.30 0.16 0.28
(tryptophane, Trp )
74585 5
(}‘}:‘%%\IMI*) 135 1.00 096 0.87 1.58 138 0.66 124 092 137 055 0.52 043 0.89 091 1.10 091 0.88
valine, Va
AR
(histidine, His® 0.57 043 039 031 059 054 025 054 033 051 0.13 029 0.18 028 047 041 035 0.39
stidine, nis
Nk = A
( *ﬁf%@i " 1.61 1.16 1.00 076 1.56 1.53 0.67 122 0.84 121 042 0.56 0.52 0.63 126 1.89 0.81 0.95
argnine, Arg
e
%'j\i&(ﬁsmrme’ 240 185 1.62 146 278 232 122 234 133 256 0.88 1.02 0.76 141 1.86 2.00 1.37 1.86
sp
2R
(secine, Ser’) 129 101 088 079 144 120 0.61 1.17 078 131 039 0.60 043 071 1.09 092 0.83 091
AR (glutamate, Glu)*  5.01  3.87 2.17 2.83 436 431 228 533 322 521 085 124 099 1.97 327 4.17 2.00 3.61
fifi% R (proline, Pro”)  0.88  0.65 0.70 0.59 1.03 132 048 1.13 0.57 0.88 0.60 043 035 0.54 042 094 0.63 0.80
W% MR (alanine, Ala)  1.56 1.17 1.03 1.00 1.89 2.08 0.78 1.66 1.35 1.68 0.53 0.76 0.49 0.89 144 133 097 1.39
55 1B
(lﬁﬁm@ " 121 093 1.00 0.80 149 128 0.57 1.14 079 118 040 044 041 0.64 099 1.02 0.65 0.75
glycine, Gly
W LR R 928 7.51 722 6.15 1090 10.04 5.06 921 7.18 9.88 3.60 429 3.19 586 7.75 8.52 6.58 7.04
ELFEER M 1550 11.84 940 9.07 16.24 1594 7.63 15.36 10.32 15.63 459 5.77 4.51 7.58 11.47 13.56 8.18 11.41
f= 2y 4 2L
A 2478 19.35 16.62 15.22 27.14 25.98 12.69 24.57 17.50 25.51 8.19 10.06 7.70 13.44 19.22 22.08 14.76 18.45
(total amino acid, TAA)
HEH 31,12 24.64 24.89 21.74 33.54 32.67 17.29 31.43 23.88 31.88 9.63 12.24 9.52 15.64 24.33 27.68 22.85 27.29

(crude protein, CP)

T A B LR #AR G R
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Table 3 Content of flavor amino acids in different

edible fungi (%)
A SOAA SWAA BIAA SO/T SW/T BIT
Fl 7.41 6.16 871 2990 24.86 35.15
F2 5.72 473 6.93 2956 2444 3581
F3 3.79 451 6.97 2280 27.14 41.94
F4 429 3.94 563  28.19 2589  36.99
F5 7.14 7.39 9.73 2631 2723 35.85
F6 6.63 7.11 930 2552 2737 35.80
F7 3.50 3.08 464 2758 2427  36.56
F8 7.67 6.30 841 3122 25.64 34.23
F9 4.55 435 645  26.00 24.86 36.86
F10 7.77 6.36 8.75 3046 2493 3430
F11 1.73 2.45 336 21.12 2991 41.03
F12 2.26 2.85 402 2247 2833 3996
F13 1.75 2.09 3.03 2273 27.14 3935
Fl4 3.38 3.47 522 2515 2582 3884
F15 5.13 4.99 7.16  26.69 2596 37.25
F16 6.17 5.22 834 2794 2364 37.77
F17 3.37 3.87 6.13  22.83 2622 41.53
F18 5.47 4.70 630  29.65 2547 34.15
T SWAA TR 4 L2 A it BIAA T IRZS Z LR B SOAA R

R IR S, SO/T: SOAA/TAA; SW/T: SWAA/TAA; BUT:
BIAA/TAA,

‘=

[EBREFNETN

BAEFRM EAA B2 5 A A ] Y
M LB FRAN 2, 25 £ PR i o 3 g 2R b IR 11 22 e K
(EHERR 5 5% 62,58 FI BT A 20 S i TEILER 50 18 FhEr

23

BT, T FAO/WHO Frfifsist . KT EE A
X, Wi F13, F4, FI18, F3 W&k, LHARRSHEHE
MR RENE . SRR ST 2R & 20 H
%ﬁﬂﬁ4MWMMM\@N%%W@ﬁ%$
FAO/WHO #r#ffsizl. MUFEE ALK, Hrh bk
%%Fw =IRAH F8, mhﬂﬂ,xﬁﬁmmmﬁwﬁ

FARRFN T4, ,uaﬁtlc/a}i, BT ER, B
ﬁllﬁﬂ%% PR IR i R, N 2B % L R
WATLR G TN -

A2 A BTk 2 LA B B A B 1 T I B 1 S A b 2
R G ES5SHEEARKMITHEK, REEEYEARE
FEMEE AR . RES%EARSIN S R EIER,
SRC L\ FAO/WHO fENBAE S HHK, EAAL. NI L4
EEAENHEEAS SR, S a2
SEERIELE 6.

SRC & 4 2 LR oL Tl il = [RIAR R 26 P9 58 97
I E T3 AP ikl RC>1 I, FoR SRR ), M
RC<1 i}, F/REILMRBLZ . SRC HIEIT 100, FEHRESR
Hrilidm; SRC /b, EFRM BB, B 6 FTH, 181 &
FH T Sh RIS SRC K 46.19~88.18, Hirr, F1.F5 #l F10 #£4)
¥IKT 80, F3.F9 .F11.F15 1 F16 1F/ YK T 60; Met+Cys
AT, Val, Tle, Leu., Lys REZE AL, HFFRf#E:
F MR, Phet+Tyr. Thr, Trp & bFPRIMA—, Al I, K&

B Y 06 5 E FE R L 5t (the total of essential amino acid, JHEE SRS Met+Cys HIARXF 0, {H 5 Fhla) & E 5UE F:
TEAA)J 1784~2590 mg-g' N, i, F15, F14, Fl6. F17 H25W 2, Hh FL. FS A FL0 )8 TR E AR,
x4 TREAENFRNBEERSE(%)
Table 4 Content of special functional amino acids in different edible fungi (%)

Pl CE MAA BCAA AAA FCAA PAAA CE/T BC/A M/T BC/E FC/T PA/T
F1 2.18 16.42 4.09 2.17 11.94 14.20 8.80 188.48 66.26 44.07 48.18 57.30
F2 1.59 12.86 3.16 1.69 9.22 10.83 8.22 186.98 66.46 42.08 47.65 55.97
F3 1.39 10.46 2.93 1.84 6.59 8.26 8.36 159.24 62.94 40.58 39.65 49.70
F4 1.07 9.90 2.57 1.35 6.78 8.27 7.03 190.37 65.05 41.79 44.55 54.34
F5 2.15 17.16 4.86 2.55 12.06 14.89 7.92 190.59 63.23 44.59 44.44 54.86
F6 2.07 16.61 4.37 2.57 11.45 14.42 7.97 170.04 63.93 43.53 44.07 55.50
F7 0.92 8.43 2.08 1.51 5.52 6.70 7.25 137.75 66.43 41.11 43.50 52.80
F8 1.76 16.12 3.89 2.11 11.50 14.18 7.16 184.36 65.61 42.24 46.81 57.71
F9 1.17 11.23 2.78 2.12 7.85 9.14 6.69 131.13 64.17 38.72 44.86 52.23
F10 1.72 16.76 4.26 2.53 11.80 14.26 6.74 168.38 65.70 43.12 46.26 55.90
F11 1.73 12.47 2.99 1.85 8.65 10.51 9.00 161.62 64.88 38.58 45.01 54.68
F12 2.30 14.90 3.52 1.95 10.71 12.82 10.42 180.51 67.48 41.31 48.51 58.06
F13 1.34 12.00 2.77 1.67 8.44 10.59 7.26 165.87 65.04 39.35 45.75 57.40
F14 0.91 8.48 2.58 1.22 5.84 6.94 6.77 211.48 63.10 44.03 43.45 51.64
F15 0.55 4.88 1.55 0.90 2.90 3.94 6.72 172.22 59.58 43.06 35.41 48.11
Fl16 0.85 6.18 1.56 1.07 3.89 4.95 8.45 145.79 61.43 36.36 38.67 49.20
F17 0.70 4.84 1.30 0.71 3.21 3.97 9.09 183.10 62.86 40.75 41.69 51.56
F18 1.16 9.40 2.64 1.69 6.04 7.25 7.86 156.21 63.69 40.12 40.92 49.12

1E: CE LA & LR His Il Arg; MAA ZGHI& LR Asp. Glu. Gly. Met, Leu. Phe. Tyr. Lys fil Arg; BCAA S HE% KEfR: Tle. Leu

M Val; AAA J5F R IERR: Phe, Tyr Fll Trp; FCAA 3475 5 % (A% JLR: Glu. Cys. Val,Leu. Lys. His 1 Arg; PAAA {1& 3L ILMR: Asp.

Glu. Pro. Gly.

Ala, Lys Fll Arg; BC/A: BCAA/AAA; BC/E: BCAA/EAA; M/T: MAA/TAA; FC/T: FCAA/TAA; PA/T: PAAA/TAA
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Table 5 Composition of essential amino acid in different edible fungi and comparing with egg’s protein and FAO/WHO
standard model (mg-g™' N)
Pl Tle Leu Lys Met+Cys Phe+Tyr Thr Trp Val TEAA E/T/% E/N/%
Fl1 209 341 307 249 380 245 56 271 2059 41.36 70.54
F2 203 345 304 320 363 246 66 254 2100 42.79 74.80
F3 178 316 186 357 331 226 131 241 1966 47.11 89.08
F4 181 308 239 336 313 218 75 250 1920 43.89 78.22
F5 242 369 332 237 401 287 75 294 2236 44.22 79.26
Fo6 212 360 302 316 438 235 54 264 2181 43.88 78.19
F7 192 322 253 325 459 231 87 239 2107 45.94 84.99
F8 199 328 270 294 350 239 70 247 1997 40.86 69.10
F9 183 304 272 390 445 225 110 241 2170 47.37 90.01
F10 216 351 302 261 414 257 82 269 2151 43.00 75.45
F11 193 342 326 324 352 270 123 234 2163 43.81 77.96
F12 217 330 332 327 373 228 68 248 2122 42.57 74.13
F13 167 266 282 291 318 195 64 202 1784 42.22 73.08
Fl14 244 432 344 408 400 276 88 356 2546 47.40 90.10
F15 253 396 169 487 513 344 71 357 2590 48.72 95.00
F16 169 363 255 495 414 317 133 266 2410 46.92 88.39
F17 230 341 295 460 400 269 66 282 2344 46.36 86.44
F18 178 295 224 331 418 216 44 249 1956 48.44 93.96
X 331 534 441 386 565 292 106 411 3066 49.80 99.22
FAO/WHO 250 440 340 220 380 250 60 310 2250 36.35 57.11
TE: B/T W57 SRR 5 2056 S L 1 40 e TEAA/TAA; B/N 575 S IEIR SR F5 20 S MR & i /3 te: TEAA/(TAA-TEAA).
*6 TREAENLEREREFNETS
Table 6 Nutritional scores of essential amino acids in different edible fungi
B%  RC. RCAA FAO/WHO A
Ile Leu Lys Met+Cys Phe+Tyr Thr Trp Val SRC EAAI NI
RC 0.84 0.78 0.90 1.13 1.00 0.98 0.94 0.87
Fl RCAA 0.90 0.83* 0.97 1.22 1.07 1.0 1.01 0.94 88.18 6395 20.52
RC 0.81 0.78 0.90 1.45 0.95 098 1.10 0.82
F2 RCAA 0.83 0.80%* 0.92 1.49 0.98 1.01 1.13 0.84 7745 68.24 16.81
RC 0.71 0.72 0.55 1.62 0.87 090 2.18 0.78
F3 RCAA 0.68* 0.69 0.52 1.56 0.84 087 209 0.75 46.19 67.03  16.68
RC 0.72 0.70 0.70 1.53 0.82 0.87 1.25 0.81
F4 RCAA 0.78 0.76* 0.76 1.65 0.89 094 135 0.87 6746 63.51 13.81
RC 0.97 0.84 0.98 1.08 1.05 .15 124 095
F3 RCAA 0.94 0.81%* 0.95 1.04 1.02 1.11 1.20 0.92 87.77 73.14 2453
RC 0.85 0.82 0.89 1.43 1.15 094 089 085
Fé RCAA 0.87 0.84* 0.91 1.47 1.18 096 091 0.87 78.36 68.61 2241
RC 0.77 0.73 0.74 1.48 1.21 0.93 1.45 0.77
F7 RCAA 0.76 0.72% 0.74 1.47 1.20 092 143 0.76 68.17 69.03 1194
RC 0.80 0.75 0.80 1.34 0.92 095 1.16 0.80
F8 RCAA 0.85 0.79%* 0.85 1.43 0.98 1.02 1.24 0.85 7766 65.03 2044
RC 0.73 0.69 0.80 1.77 1.17 090 1.83 0.78
Fo RCAA 0.68 0.64* 0.74 1.63 1.08 0.83 1.69  0.72 3691 72021720
RC 0.86 0.80 0.89 1.19 1.09 1.03 1.37 0.87
F10 RCAA 0.85 0.79* 0.88 1.17 1.08 1.02 136 0.86 80.54 7102 2264
RC 0.77 0.78 0.96 1.47 0.93 1.08 2.06 0.75
F11 RCAA 0.70 071 087 134 084 098 187 o069+ o8 73791795
RC 0.87 0.75 0.98 1.49 0.98 0.91 1.13 0.80
F12 RCAA 0.88 0.76* 0.99 1.51 0.99 092 1.14 081 7634 6899 19.10
RC 0.67 0.60 0.83 1.32 0.84 0.78 1.07  0.65
F13 RCAA 0.79 0.71* 0.98 1.56 0.99 092 127 0.77 .37 837 1593
RC 0.98 0.98 1.01 1.85 1.05 .10 1.47 1.15
Fi4 RCAA 0.81* 082  0.84 1.55 088 092 122 096 v 8343 1305
RC 1.01 0.90 0.50 2.21 1.35 138  1.19 1.15
FI3 RCAA 0.84 0.74 0.41* 1.83 1.11 1.14 098 0.95 3930 80.19 7.72
RC 0.67 0.82 0.75 2.25 1.09 1.27 221 0.86
F16 RCAA 0.54* 0.66 0.61 1.81 0.88 .02  1.78  0.69 48.36 7983 9.77
RC 0.92 0.78 0.87 2.09 1.05 1.08 1.09 091
F17 RCAA 0.84 0.71% 079 1.90 096 098 100 083 OX19 74% 712
RC 0.71 0.67 0.66 1.50 1.10 0.86 0.73  0.80
F18 RCAA 0.81 0.76 0.75* 1.71 1.25 098 0.83 0091 67.08 6042 1381

T 5 — PR MR



%519 4]

PN, S [ R TR R @ SRR AR SO S SR AN

7729

EAAL AR BE AR A b T AR, 2R G
R LT RIS S & R R 4 R T
JrEM, NIRAE EAAL BJERE %08 T E A& &, X
W T ) R R R R R S R R Bk 6 mT
18 AN Er B SR AP NIy 7.12~24.53, v, F5. F10. F6,
F1 Al F8 i NI ¥ F 20, F15.F16 #l F17 f NI ¥{&F 10,
o5 TR, By e W i E A B E SR M 2E R W R, FS .
F10. F6. F1 fll F8 & AR sP i sy & U

24 MHEXMTHEEEDH

Hi# 7 W[ %0, TAA, EAA, SOAA, SWAA , BIAA, CE,
MAA. BCAA., AAA. FCAA Fll PAAA Z Al 1EAEN: .35
RIIEASEHE, Wil E/T. E/N. SRC il EAAT #3440
2o kel W, LG PEN B W E A RS SR, TR
BRI i R 2= T A3 S 2 AR R

W5 M (cluster analysis, CA)RETE £ 455 7] B 2
73 () R BRBRRE A 2k, R P AR T35 R B R 2
(BT PR R G, ARl A DGR B LT A5 9, DI AT LA EL O
oA P AR Rl B L4015 B ZE A AR, Xt 18 R A
B CP. TAA. E/T. E/N, SRC. EAAI fll NI #1785
B, BRI 3 Ward 23288 R 225 7 Fi
P, SESROLE 1o IR R A PN 4 H I s P S bRl oy, Wl 4y
325, 551254 F1, F5, F6. F8. F10 1 F2. F4. F11,
F12, F13, HEEAMN .. £REIMm 0 E MR EF M
HPES = RRIE, B SIRPRm TIa 4, 565 2 2580 F3.F7.
F9. F18, HARI . &% LM it F 2 iR 5 R i
TEAY Rt 9HRE; 5 3250 F14, F15. F16. F17, HA &
FIBT A 2R R B SR B TR I o IR R AIE
AL, TR SR BRAR Ly b S e T 45 BT it R [ S R 4
FURRIE R LB SR B 1 2 5

®7 AEIRBESSERMABEMEXEIH
Table 7 Correlation analysis of amino acid species in different edible fungi
TAA EAA SOAA SWAA BIAA CE MAA BCAA AAA FCAA PAAA E/T E/N SRC  EAAI
TAA 1 0992 0976 0988 0987 0.932 0.998 0984 0946 0.992 0.995 -0.739 -0.740 0.711 -0.405
EAA 1 0.947 0988 0995 0921 0984 0991 0.960 0972 0975 -0.659 -0.660 0.671 -0.386
SOAA 1 0.943 0938 0.893 0.984 0940 0.887 0.990 0.988 —0.837 -0.835 0.754 -0.434
SWAA 1 0981 0910 0977 0986 0943 0964 0975 -0.683 —0.684 0.678 —-0.367
BIAA 1 0.947 0982 0984 0952 0970 0972 -0.664 -0.664 0.651 -0.401
CE 1 0.938 0907 0.847 0938 0937 -0.738 -0.740 0.649 -0.372
MAA 1 0975 0936 0997 0.997 -0.767 -0.767 0.722 -0.423
BCAA 1 0.939 0964 0969 -0.648 -0.649 0.735 -0.342
AAA 1 0915 0918 -0.533 -0.536 0.556 -0.392
FCAA 1 0.998 -0.795 -0.795 0.747 -0.412
PAAA 1 -0.795 -0.795 0.739 -0.414
E/T 1 0.999 —-0.660  0.481
E/N 1 -0.656 0475
SRC 1 -0.263
EAAI 1
RS
0 5 10 15 20 25 . NN
F6 ' ' - - : 3 Zig5rhe
FIO}
11:? VIR i N A SRR = ) £ R T4 ot o )
F8 | BRS¢ Rk WEESEAR L, RO
?{3 ]—J FikFe4, oA 18 FMESERR. I CP. TAA, EAA
:E F2 Bk RN 22 S L, BAR TR PR,
ggf} SOV s FEPAE BRI, FO, BRACHR F RIS F SR A
F15 f9 CP. TAA. EAA Tk KA /IEPL K
Fis + FEVEY, EHAE . MEORAR SR 1B RSRACH ) 4 B
F14 | — SERR Y EAA BILLHI/INT 40%, FAABE TR & o5 AR
BT SUHIART, JLP RS A0S 2 Lok . BT, ik
77 PP H SR 8 1 K

F18

B Rl T 2 SRR AR R I
Dendrogram of hierarchical cluster analysis of amino acid
nutrition of different edible fungi

Fig.1
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H . S HPUSHARPY, Aedfigs | 0k . XSRREMF 2R
B HEERE 66%L b, AU R ARt g
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i A5 Sl e BT PR By T HLAT )RR T & i 5t
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WHH>EHH>12 4w H & F>FAO/WHO Frififi=l>
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