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ABSTRACT: Objective To explore the difference of amino acid content in different varieties of Chinese yams.
Methods In this study, according to GB 5009.124—2016 National food safety standard-Determination of amino acids
in foods, the amino acid content in Chinese yam was determined by automatic amino acid analyzer, and the data analysis
and comprehensive evaluation were carried out by correlation and principal component analysis. Results The 16 kinds
of amino acids were detected in 20 kinds of Chinese yams, the total amino acid content was 7.21-8.71 g/100 g, and the

essential amino acids accounted for 27.86%—-34.89% of the total amino acids. The content of arginine and glutamic
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acid were the highest in all regions, and the total content were 20.77 g/100 g and 26.18 g/100 g, respectively. Principal

component analysis was used to extract the 3 principal components, and the cumulative variance contribution rate was

82.78%. The top 3 varieties were Lichuan yam, Xishi yam, Yunling yam. Conclusion The difference of amino acids in

different varieties of Chinese yam has been distinguished by principal component analysis, which provide a feasible

reference for the evaluation of amino acids in Chinese yam, the development and utilization of edible and medicinal

resources, the breeding of improved varieties and the improvement of planting technology.

KEY WORDS: Chinese yam; essential amino acid; principal component analysis; amino acid content
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Table 1 Information table of different varieties of Chinese yams

%5 Al %5 il %5 il %5 il
Al AR A6 [RERITEz] B4 P NIz El P
A2 HEERATILETILZY A7 T 35 Cl FLZy E2 IR ILZY
A3 WRW% 25 Bl FAEHKE C2 w4z Fl Mg L2y
A4 2RI HF 102 B2 AKAILZY DI b2 [ i 24 Gl i MITES]
A5 ELZ B3 it L1 24 D2 JRRLLI 24 HI K EHEILZY

1.3 HRAETIE

2% AN £ )5 P R B L 25 SRR R o b B IR N -
JITA AR S R Sk sk R TR WS, PR R K
U, R AR TR K Sy, ), GEU T -80°CYe Uk
2924 h, BURTIEPUELE T, Bk, T-80°CHALER KA
PR . ERRFREZY 0.50 g TOKAEH, A PINA 8 mL
6 mol/L $hIRIAT, FHINA 4 WARBER . VKB 5 min R
FEAR 3 min, 7 110°CHEJRTHAE KM 22 he FEAHIS,
UEE 50 mL AT ER, $25. B2.0 mL FHRAHRE
HET, A 1 mL pH 2.2 ZMRIRTER IR ST, 22 0.22 pm
ALuE gL, RIS
1.4 SEBNE F 4

Z: I8 GB 5009.124—2016¢ & 5 & & EZARME &
SR RE ), FI IR 43 Hr G0 1L 2 Hh S SRR Y 5
i, DAAMRYLE i AR A AR i . AU S
BN Ayt EIEER TR (B ER) (4154 (100 mm
x4.6 mm), FEiR 47~75°C, #EEEE 20 pL; AIREE 135°C;
ZMRALE 0.42 mL/min; B =EHVERRE#E 0.34 mL/min;
K% 4 570 nm F1 440 nm.,
1.5 HIEAIE

K F Excel 2019 844 HEA 74126 B8 4 8 e G,

Origin 2023 3 HEATAHOCHE M, F SPSS 26 #4347+
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2 HERS5SH
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FIPtEL G . RAERI 25 538 2 W, ANl 2 Sl e
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T 7.21~8.71 g/100 g Z[A], Hh A7 ' TAA . 7EIT
AAFLRT, Glu B =R E, &k 26.18 g/100 g, TEFTA
KEMI AT, TAA H & 2K A AT>A3>B3>

B1>CI1>E1>A4>E2>H1>D2>B2>B4>A2>A6>D1>A5>A1>
F1>C2>Gl1,

W B FE PR (essential amino acid, EAA)F % & .
SRR S (L2525 R B SR AR AN B
FEFE RPN TR b R S AT 7 R EAA, &
N E KM IR Leu>Phe>Lys=Val>Thr>Ile>Met, %
Ha SRV HT I 1L 2 b A P R RR (AL, e AT 7 Al
AT EIERR, o5 SRR & Y 25.32%. AW
A A2 EAA/TAA E SN 27.86%~34.89%,
A b Pl R T B S P A L 2 0 e b B
R N A 2H 21 (Food and Agriculture Organization of
the United Nations, FAO)/H: 5 T 4= 20 41 (World Health
Organization, WHO)P 4315 2 Hh % 22 38 2 H AR S e 77
1 EAA/TAA 2 40%, 3% R BT ILZG 8 F- 0 (B H T HERE (1Y
AR, EEMRAS S FAO/WHO AR BT,
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G BETR 0 BIG T B BUS R R FE Y, A
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Table 2 Composition of amino acids in different varieties of Chinese yams (g/100 g)

. EAA/ MAA/
é ==}
5 Tle Leu Tyr Phe His Lys Arg Asp Thr Ser Glu Pro Gly Ala Val Met EAA TAA TAA/% MAA TAA/%

Al 031 0.59 0.26 0.50 0.16 039 0.78 0.97 0.32 0.62 1.11 0.19 030 0.40 0.41 0.04 2.56 7.34 3489 494 67.28
A2 027 0.51 024 043 0.13 038 121 0.84 0.33 0.86 1.13 0.15 029 0.45 0.36 0.03 2.29 7.58 3025 504 66.42
A3 034 0.64 029 0.54 0.17 043 1.07 1.10 037 0.75 1.35 0.21 0.34 0.55 0.45 0.04 2.81 8.62 3256 578 67.10
A4 032 061 029 051 0.16 0.38 095 1.04 033 0.61 130 0.21 031 0.43 0.42 0.07 2.63 7.93 3321 545 68.67
A5 029 049 025 041 0.13 036 1.16 0.81 0.31 0.65 136 0.14 026 0.41 036 0.02 223 740 30.13 512 69.18
A6 030 0.57 0.27 047 0.15 038 0.87 0.97 0.33 0.63 1.26 0.19 030 0.44 040 0.04 250 7.57 3297 512 67.72
A7 034 0.66 0.30 0.53 0.19 0.44 1.01 1.09 0.38 0.80 1.37 0.21 0.36 0.50 0.47 0.05 2.88 871 33.07 582 66.79
Bl 030 0.56 0.30 0.53 0.20 0.52 1.16 0.89 0.39 0.96 1.26 0.18 0.33 0.54 038 0.02 2.71 853 31.79 556 6527
B2 026 046 022 0.39 0.13 034 094 0.79 031 0.92 1.35 0.13 0.29 0.73 035 0.02 2.13 7.63 27.86  4.80 62.90
B3 030 0.57 026 047 0.15 039 122 1.01 038 0.81 1.55 0.18 031 0.55 0.39 0.02 2.52 857 2943 580 67.71
B4 028 0.52 024 044 0.14 036 1.09 0.88 031 091 1.18 0.17 031 0.42 037 0.02 228 7.61 30.03 502 66.03
Cl 028 0.52 024 044 0.14 039 1.09 098 0.35 0.80 1.57 0.17 0.32 0.66 0.37 0.02 2.35 830 2829 555 66.85
C2 028 0.54 025 0.44 0.14 036 092 091 032 0.65 1.21 0.16 0.28 0.42 037 0.03 2.33 7.28 32.03 493 67.81
DI 026 049 023 041 0.13 036 1.02 0.80 0.32 091 127 0.14 028 0.51 0.35 0.02 222 7.52 2948 489 65.04
D2 029 0.54 0.24 045 0.14 038 1.01 0.97 032 0.71 122 0.17 029 0.50 0.38 0.03 2.38 7.63 31.13  5.12 67.10
El 029 054 023 0.44 0.15 0.37 1.16 0.96 033 0.79 1.35 0.17 0.30 0.51 0.38 0.03 237 7.99 29.72 537 67.28
E2 027 050 023 0.44 0.13 0.36 1.06 0.88 030 0.75 1.68 0.16 0.26 0.49 0.36 0.03 226 7.90 28.56 544 68.88
F1 027 049 023 043 0.13 035 0.85 0.83 030 1.01 1.24 0.14 0.26 043 035 0.02 221 732 30.15 4.69 64.11
Gl 025 049 024 041 0.12 034 1.17 082 030 071 121 0.15 027 038 034 0.02 2.14 721 29.72 496 68.71
H1 031 0.59 0.26 048 0.17 039 1.05 1.01 0.35 0.67 123 0.19 031 0.44 042 0.02 256 7.86 3251 533 67.80
it 579 10.86 5.05 9.13 2.96 7.67 20.77 18.55 6.66 15.51 26.18 3.41 5.96 9.76 7.67 0.57 48.35 156.48 30.90 104.73 66.93

316 MEBRNESARNLE BT, BARERZ AR S, R A HAAE S
Table 3 Coefficients of variation and weights of 16 kinds BER, N TR . AT 45 b 2 ] AR 2 2 B

of amino acids

¥ 16 Fha LRI TAROCHE ST SRk 4 PR,
120 MAHEREL, Lys 5 Asp. Val 283 IEAHK(P<0.05),

Hor FHH rfEzE  ERRBU%  BE

Ile 0.29 0.03 8.59 0.04
Leu 0.55 0.05 071 0.05 Arg. Glu, Ser. Ala ) & ft 5 HA 2 BERR H A HHOCHE, Asp
Tyr 0.25 0.03 0584 0.05 L5 Ser. Glu th#& A M :(P>0.05), KF /= FmL 2 B
Phe 0.46 0.04 9.61 0.04 FER A I AIRIE(P<0.01). RUIEUERRAL Iy Z A
His 0.15 0.02 14.19 0.07 ARG, EAH Sk 2 M RE A e A AR 2 R A 4%
Lys 0.38 0.04 10.68 0.05 YITRE, B TiH—La&HnZ BN ER, JFaefRirih
Arg 1.04 0.13 12.02 0.06 P AS [ L 28 5 0 i 5 SR A 25 (8, B R 2 4
Asp 0.93 0.10 10.35 0.05 IINTHER LR T PPN
Thr 0.33 0.03 8.41 0.04
. . o1n - 0.07 24 AESMULAFIERRERS THRESTEN
Glu 1.34 0.18 13.49 0.06 FE I AT I — Rl ORI PR RS0, el ps DA R, X
Pro 0.17 0.03 14.62 0.07 FLA B R E SR 2 B MAH B R, B4 2T
o 020 0.03 579 0.04 PRSI SO BT IR AT . KRR A WA T 4
o S o B, G S B, T E RN, 13 AR
Val 0.38 0.04 9.12 0.04 > 7 ’ ’
Met 0.03 0.01 43.33 0.21 TEEIIR T 1, HARRE(E ST 50 9.25. 2.75 F1 1.24, H B
TIHRA IR 82.78%, REARA KT /AL R MHILATE L, BT
23 NEIRMLLZE R EERE R 5 A8 K 1 3 4 T 16 FVEIERR S R 06 R I, BEECT 3 4

ABFFEXS 20 A 2GSRI 16 FhZ BERR % 1 25 S kA T FIIIE R A SRR TR B £ AR PR AT A
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Table 4 Correlation analysis of amino acid composition in different Chinese yam varieties

Moy e Leu Tyr Phe His Lys Arg Asp Thr Ser Glu Pro Gly Ala Val  Met
Ile 1

Leu 0.94** 1

Tyr  0.85%* 0.84%%* 1

Phe 0.90*%* 0.92*%* (.92%* 1

His  0.82** 0.81** 0.87** (0.91** 1

Lys 0.62** 0.60*%* 0.79** 0.80** 0.89** 1

Arg -0.13 -0.14 -0.02 -0.11 -0.03 0.19 1

Asp  0.89%* (0.93** 0.68** 0.81** 0.68** 0.47* -0.09 1

Thr  0.68%* 0.67** 0.75%* 0.75** 0.83** 0.85** 032  0.66** 1

Ser -0.37 0.4 -0.26 -0.21 -0.05 0.15 0.21 -0.42 0.09 1

Glu -0.05 -0.06 -0.15 -0.09 -0.11 -0.09 0.32  0.06 0.02 0.24 1

Pro  0.91*%* 0.96** 0.83** 0.92** 0.78*%* 0.58** —0.13  0.94** 0.64** —-0.43 0.02 1

Gly 0.77%* 0.77** 0.74** 0.79** 0.83** 0.73** 0.07 0.76*%* 0.84** 0.08 0.10 0.78** 1

Ala -0.05 -0.12 -0.12 -0.07 0.08 0.18 0.13 0.05 0.34 0.43 028 -0.11 0.32 1

Val  0.96** 0.96*%* 0.80** 0.86*%* 0.79** 0.55*% -0.15 091** 0.66** -0.35 -0.05 0.91** 0.81** -0.01 1

Met 0.64** 0.69*%* 0.59** 0.60** 0.39 0.18 -0.38 0.62** 0.16 -0.50* -0.19  0.70** 0.38 -0.21 0.66** 1

T AR Pearson 287, *F IR .35 (P<0.05), **Fmlk B 3 (P<0.01),

x5 ERIMVBHEER RIS EREE

Table 5 Initial eigenvalues and cumulative variance contribution rates of principal components

A BARFEE(E TV 28 A V- J5 Al
FHAEAH 7 TR % RBTIRAR/ % AR AL J7 ZE TR/ % 2BETIRAE/ %
9.45 59.05 59.05 9.25 57.84 57.84
2 2.59 16.22 75.26 275 17.17 75.01
3 1.20 7.52 82.78 1.24 7.77 82.78

FIH] SPSS HAFXTERILI 3 A F AT HATHAT 53T,
AAHMEACR VLS BRI & 6 FIK 1 BT

®6 EMOBITIEMR

Table 6 Principal component load matrixes

H, BT Ser il Glu 8h, 14 FHEIERRMIRE E ALY | A1 E I st S
W, PC1 ik%] 59.05%, #7% PC1 [ I FEAKILZPE ! 2 3
HIRH FE(5E, Ile. Leu, Tyr, Phe, His, Lys. Arg, lle 0.92 -0.28 0.07
Thr, Pro. Gly. Val 7E M5 1 E#e FRcke s, W% Leu 0.92 ~0.34 0.08
WS | B R MR M BRI B RS Tyr 091 .12 020
2 RHERATRBERIN Ser. Ala. Glu 7EEMSE 3 L4 Phe 0-96 o1 oo
e . BTEA 3 AR A LA S BT AT BRI (35 8, 7T S 82‘3‘ (0);; *g;
VR g2 A TP RRITAT 20 FRILZGHR 16 R LRI 7 ik Af; 00 st st
R R T RO, 2% Ao 055 o oa)
SRS T . SRS, LR The 087 0.40 0.00
R, R 7 RIA, 10 FPZEAERT 0, BEATEX 10 M2y Ser ~0.16 0.80 -0.05
R EMR S . 1555 1 80, A7 500, Ui Glu ~0.04 0.28 0.85
A7 " 1le, Leu, Tyr, Phe, His. Lys. Arg. Thr, Pro. Gly, Pro 0.90 -0.35 0.16
Val Frigisies; 155 2 Eisrh, B1 Ao, BB B1 H Ser, Gly 0.90 0.20 0.16
Ala EE R, 7655 3 B, B4 1535, Uil B4 # Glu Ala 0.10 0.60 0.37
R, Cl &AM 0, Al L5180k, UilFE—A Val 0.91 —0.30 0.14
SRIMEANE] R LU 2 i S R R T AP — E 22 5 Met 0.53 —0.66 0.05
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RT ERDPBOINGERIRHF
Table 7 Principal component scores and comprehensive
scores and ranking

ErE= F1 F2 F3 F HF
C1 0.01 1.04 1.57 2.87 1
B3 0.55 0.97 1.24 2.79 2
B4 —0.45 0.43 1.66 2.08 3
A3 1.74 —0.06 0.59 1.78 4
A7 2.10 -0.10 0.30 1.67 5
Bl 1.53 2.41 -2.08 1.46 6
B2 ~1.16 1.07 0.43 1.08 7
El -0.14 0.18 0.57 0.92 8
E2 —0.85 —0.33 1.42 0.85 9
Hl 0.65 —0.30 -0.29 0.04 10
D1 —0.98 0.65 -0.59 -0.26 11
D2 -021 —0.44 -0.11 —0.43 12
A2 -0.56 0.53 -0.98 -0.53 13
A5 -0.95 -0.26 -0.27 -0.83 14
Ad 0.90 -1.93 0.31 —0.85 15
A6 0.25 -1.23 —0.26 ~1.09 16
c2 -0.50 -0.92 —0.65 ~1.61 17
Fl ~1.08 0.13 -1.07 -1.32 18
Gl ~1.24 -0.28 -0.68 ~1.43 19

3 WiR55ER

WA T FERRAENUARNE ) . H % A 1S T i1
FIRFR FEAH Arg TEMIRAIZAE . iR B . e e
TIRE LA KV T Sy i 2 AR D), 1856 4F LR b
RIL Glu RN N e FE XM E s iR, Bl A
T PP L 4R 55 AORE O —Fh 0. Glu, Asp. Phe.,
Ala. Gly fl Tyr RS, 510 ZEEEUR il

R B i S A A DA G Gly S22 I T IRty B 4 AR,
S5 SEE R AR A S T AERT
Thr 7ESR = WA PERE . SRR S0 7 . RIS BRI AT
Y5 B ER (3 PRV T A RS AR ST
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