International Food Research Journal 24(3): 1102-1109 (June 2017)

nternational

b——

Journal homepage: http://www.ifij.upm.edu.my

Application of multivariate analysis to the study of mechanically deboned

chicken meat (MDCM)

" Amaral Mello, M.R.P., 2Moita Neto, J.M. and *Torres, E.A.F.S.

!Adolfo Lutz Institute. Food Center, Sado Paulo, SP, Brazil

’Federal University of Piaui. Department of Chemistry, Teresina, PI, Brazil

3University of Sdo Paulo. School of Public Health, Department of Nutrition, Sdo Paulo, SP, Brazil

Article history

Received: 28 June 2015
Received in revised form:
3 May 2016

Accepted: 4 May 2016

Keywords

Mechanically deboned
chicken meat

Raw materials
Multivariate analysis
Proximate composition
Mineral composition

Abstract

Mechanically deboned chicken meat (MDCM) is a raw material produced with specific
mechanical deboning equipment using cheaper chicken parts such as the back, the neck and
meat clinging to the bones. Mechanical separation changes the composition of the original
raw material, resulting in meat with higher fat and mineral contents; then, determination of
proximate and mineral composition of MDCM obtained from different chicken parts, lots and
suppliers permitted evaluation of the variability of raw material used in manufacture of chicken
meat products. The objective of this work was to study the possible variations on composition of
MDCM derived from different suppliers and different chicken parts using principal component
analysis. The results obtained were interpreted using multivariate analysis and showed that
there is variability among the raw materials, especially in respect of different chicken parts
and different manufacturing lots. The proximate and mineral compositions of MDCM products
were affected especially by processing conditions.
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Introduction

For many different reasons people can prefer
eating chicken than beef or pork, since chicken
can be consumed in the form of whole carcasses,
chicken parts or processed products (USDA,
2014). The mechanical deboning generates parts of
low commercial value such as back and neck, but
mechanical separation causes a considerable change
in the composition of the original raw material. Many
authors have observed lower protein content and
higher values of total lipids and cholesterol (three
to five-fold higher levels) in mechanically deboned
poultry as compared to the manually deboned poultry
due to incorporation of lipids from the bone marrow
and the layer of subcutaneous fat (Froning, 1976;
Botka-Petrak et al., 2011; Pereira et al.,2011; Biohaz,
2013; Song et al., 2014; Irshad and Sharma, 2015).
Beyond the higher fat content mechanical separation
incorporates skin which has a substantial amount of
protein (e.g. collagen) and is eliminated together with
the bones during the process of mechanical separation,
thereby reducing the amount of connective tissue in
the end product (CFIA, 2014).

During mechanical separation bone particles are
incorporated into the mechanically deboned meat
(MDM) thereby increasing its calcium content which
has been used as a measure of the amount of bone
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present in MDM (Froning, 1981; Biohaz, 2013).
MDM meat has also increased levels of fluoride and
iron (Komrska et al., 2011), since iron content is
twice as high as of the manually deboned meat due to
bone marrow incorporation and the increased content
of the heme pigment affects the color of MDM
making it redder and darker (Field, 1981). Then, the
composition of MDM can present several variations
concerning composition which are primarily due
to the type raw materials, presence of skin or lack
thereof and the meat/bone ratio incorporation
from mechanical deboning, as well as type of the
mechanical separator equipment used (Nagy et al.,
2007).

Food is multivariate in nature and the product
quality is a resultant of sensory and instrumental
attributes (Los et al., 2014). The combination of
experimental design with multivariate methods
such as principal component analysis (PCA) can be
powerful tools for improving the process of product
development (Song et al., 2014). Ultimately, the
purpose of most multivariate analysis is to develop a
model that accurately characterizes some properties
that are difficult to measure directly, thereby leading
to more comprehensive product and raw material
testing (Hair et al., 1995). On the other hand, PCA
is based on the correlation among variables, since
it maps samples through scores and variables by
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the loadings in a new space defined by the principal
components. The PCs are simple linear combination
of original variables operating by scoring plots allow
sample identification, checking if they are similar
or dissimilar, typical or outlier. The first principal
component, PCI1, is defined in the direction of
maximum variance in the data set, and the subsequent
components are orthogonal (uncorrelated) to
another and maximize the remaining variance.
Once the redundancy is removed only the first few
principal components are required to describe most
of the information contained in the original data.
Interpretation of the loadings vectors (PCs) obtained
through PCA become often easier when they are
rotated to better match with the original variable’s
directions which is called Varimax Rotation (Sharaf
et al., 1986) that maximizes the variance in each PC
and the last effect of this rotation is to decrease the
effect of those variables with intermediate loadings
and increase the effect of those with large (positive
and negative) loadings in each factor (Ferreira et al.,
2000).

The most widely used multivariate statistical tool
in sensory analysis, PCA is applied to acceptability
studies in which the input data consists of a sample
(rows) by consume (columns) matrix, and the result
is known as internal preference mapping (Greehoff
and MacFie, 1994). When applied to descriptive
analysis, the input data is a sample (rows) by
descriptor (columns) matrix, usually constructed
from the mean values over assessors. PCA reduces
the number p original variables (columns) into a
fewer number of k unobservable variables (PCs) that
are linear combinations of the original ones. The main
objective of PCA is the explanation of as much of the
variability of the original data as possible with as few
of these principal components as possible (although
it is possible to obtain as many of them as them as
there are original variables (Borgognone et al., 2001;
Song et al., 2014).

Analyses of the main components (Moita and
Moita, 1998) and of the hierarchical grouping (Bruns
and Faigle, 1985) are complementary techniques:
the first one, through objective criteria, reduces
the analyzed variables to a new set of parameters,
allowing the construction of two-dimensional
graphs that contain more statistical data; the second
technique interconnects the samples through their
similarities yielding a dendrogram in which similar
samples according to the parameters chosen are
sorted amongst themselves (Moita and Moita, 1998;
Hérdle and Simar, 2015). The use of these techniques
is becoming increasingly frequent in the field of food
science, especially in meat foods (Karlsson, 1992;
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Figure 1. Process for obtaining MDCM

Fongaro et al., 2015).

The main objective of this work was the
application of multivariate analysis to the study of
mechanically deboned chicken meat (MDCM) in
order to investigate possible variability of proximate
and mineral composition regarding MDCM from
different chicken parts or distinct manufacturing lots.

Material and Methods

Material

This study used mechanically deboned meat
obtained from different chicken parts, three different
suppliers, coded as 1, 2 and 3, and different
manufacturing time periods (lots) as shown below.
The samples processed by supplier 1 were especially
supplied for the execution of this research; whereas
the samples obtained from suppliers 2 and 3 came out
of production lots used by meat product industries.
The MDCM from supplier 1 had the following
chicken parts: neck with skin (Nws), back with skin
(Bws), a mixture of neck and back with skin (Mws),
neck with no skin (Nns), back with no skin (Bns),
and a mixture of neck and back with no skin (Mns).
Four different lots (1, 2, 3 and 4) were obtained from
supplier 1. Considering supplier 2, two distinct parts,
e.g., amixture of back and neck with skin (Mws coded
with the letter S) was used. Seven different lots (1, 2,
3,4, 5, 6 and 7) were obtained from that supplier. In
a single lot, the MDCM from supplier 3 contained a
mixture of back and neck with skin (coded with the
letters GM).

The MDCM was processed as shown on Figure
1, immediately after slaughter (-18°C in up to
48 h) using specialized equipment owned by the
slaughterhouse in three different plants. The samples
for this experiment were removed in 0.5 kg portions,
packaged in polyethylene bags, frozen through ultra-
rapid processes and stored at -180C for subsequent
analysis. At the time of the analyses samples were
defrosted in a refrigerator over a 24-hours period of
time, homogenized and subsequently analyzed.
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Table 1. Proximate composition (g/100g) and pH of the MDCM

Supplier Sample Mpistmre Ash Fat Protein pH
1 Nwsl Q6L 20.73 11.41 6.69
1 Nws2 Lod 10.42 13.32 6.60
1 Nwsd L4 19,50 12.00 6.40
1 Nwsd 0.74 12.61 11.03 6.51
X=sd B8=0.20 10.50=0.87 12.10=1.14 8.57=0.00
1 Ewsl 0.72 213.40 1222 6.54
1 BEwsl 131 2130 1283 6.50
1 Ewsld 082 2414 11.58 £.40
1 Ewsd .67 021 17.14 13.14 £.30
Xtad 65.72=2.67 0.03=0.26 11.52=3.16 1244060 6.42=0.02
1 Al 65.25 0.72 21.75 11.70 6.61
1 Nyl 66.53 113 1030 13.27 6.66
1 Awsd 63.87 0.83 2297 12.70 £.40
1 Awsd 71.05 0.82 15.52 1334 6.62
X=sd 66 68=3.11 0.BB=0 18 19.91=3 28 12.75=0.76 6.60=0.07
1 Nnsl 66,85 083 20.00 12.01 6.57
1 Nms2 67.65 008 18.62 13.22 6.70
1 Nmsd 6658 0.00 21.44 11.88 6.20
1 Nmsd T0.37 0.71 1501 1256 641
X=sd 67.B6=1.73 0.B6=0.11 19.22+2 52 1242061 6.40=0.25
1 Ensl 65.55 0.7l 2282 11.53 6.44
1 Ensl 65.02 082 2172 12.61 6.62
1 Ensd 63.02 082 24.80 11.77 6.40
1 Ensd 73.28 0.6l 1532 11.45 6.45
X=sd 66.72=4 51 0.74=0.10 21.17=4.10 11.84=053 6.48=0.10
1 Minsl 66.61 0.24 20,54 1272 6.61
1 Ninal &B.77 026 17.50 12.00 6.68
1 Ninsd 63.34 080 23.60 11.42 6.30
1 Ninsd 60,65 065 12.83 11.40 6.51
Xtad 67.00=2 81 0.70=0.10 20.12=2.63 12.13=0.84 6.53=0.17
2 51 £3.44 0.77 24.42 11.50 6.38
2 52 64,67 0.70 23.52 11.40 6.51
2 53 65.36 0.04 1148 11.23 £.40
2 =4 &4.60 0.82 2207 11.12 6.50
2 58 £4.40 0.04 23.26 11.05 6.30
2 56 63.50 0.85 25.57 10.22 §.40
2 57 66.06 105 20.02 12.04 6.30
Xtad 64.70=1.20 0.88=0.10 23.18=1.73 11.24=0.56 6.40=0.02
3 GM &4.05 o.7e 2301 11.87 6.60
Taotal X=sd 66.30=2 62 0.B5=0.15 20.08=2 78 12.05=0.82 6.50=0.13
CT (BE04) 0.04 0.05 1.00 0.30 0.05

X: medium, sd: standard deviation, CI: confidence interval;
Nws: neck with skin, Bws: back with skin, Mws: mixture of neck and

back with skin,

Nns: neck with no skin, Bns: back with no skin, Mns: mixture of

neck and back with no skin;

S: seven different lots from supplier 2 of Mws;
GM: single lot from supplier 3 of Mws

Chemical analysis

The determination of moisture, fat, protein, and
pH content was carried out in accordance with the
Analytic Standards of Adolfo Lutz Institute (Instituto
Adolfo Lutz, 2005). Mineral content (calcium, iron,
phosphorus, magnesium and zinc) was determined
using an Inductively Coupled Argon Plasma Atomic
Emission Spectrometer (ICP), Optima 3000 DV
model, Perkin Elmer brand, as recommended by the
Association of Official Analytical Chemists (AOAC,
2012). Instrumental conditions and operating
parameters were: radiofrequency power (1350 W),
nebulization flow (0.72 L/min), auxiliary flow (0.50
L/min), pump flow (1.50 mL/min), plasma (15.00 L/
min) and specific wavelength values (in nm) for each
element (Ca [422], Fe [260], P [215], Mg [280], and
Zn [213]).

Statistical analysis

Data from proximate composition and minerals
were analyzed by one-way analysis of variance and
means were compared by the Duncan’s multiple range

test. Principal Component (PC) loadings and rotated
factor matrix were calculated by SPSS (Statistical
Package for the Social Sciences) for windows (release
10.0) and double cross-validation was performed in
order to define the number of significant components
in principal component analysis (PCA).

Results and Discussion

Proximate composition

Proximate composition of mechanically deboned
meat from different chicken parts (neck, back,
mixture of neck and back, with and without skin),
from supplier 1 and from a mixture of neck and back
with skin from suppliers 2 and 3, are presented in
Table 1. Moisture, ash, protein, and lipid (g/100g)
content of MDCM in the current study were different
to data obtained by Cortez-Vega et al. (2013) (66.39
x 89.30; 0.85 x 0.50; 12.05 x 10.40; 20.98 x 1.50).
Souza et al. (2009) found higher lipid and protein
levels but lower ash and moisture values in MDCM
compared to those found in the present study. The
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Figure 2. (A) Principal component 1 vs. principal
component 2 based on proximate composition and pH; (B)
Principal component 1 vs. principal component 2 based in
mineral composition for the raw materials

MDCM produced by Souza (2009) had 37% of fat,
which surpasses the 30% permitted by Brazilian
norms (BRASIL, 2000). Compared to the MDCM
obtained by lonescu ef al. (2003), the meat product
from the current study had similar values of moisture
and ash, but increased content of fat (21% x 14.1%)
and decreased values of protein (16.6% x 12.1%).
Proximate composition of the raw materials
from the different chicken parts from supplier 1
for all parameters (moisture, ash, fat, protein and
pH) presented little variation. Nonetheless, one can
evaluate the variability of the raw materials better
using multivariate analysis. For it we used a data
matrix consisting of five variables (moisture, ash,
fat, protein and pH) and 32 samples. Therefore, five
new variables were generated, denominated principal
components (PC). Each principal component was
constructed based on a combination of the five
original variables where the weight of each of
these variables in the construction of the two most
important principal components were describe
below: Ash PC1 (0.07619), PC2 (0.86581); Fat PC1
(-0.93891), PC2 (0.24825); pH PC1 (0.57731), PC2
(0.31712); Protein PC1 (0.73029), PC2 (0.55274);
and Moisture PC1 (0.82387), PC2 (-0.50933).
Analyzing the weight of principal component

Samples .
= Figure 3A

[
Bl —

M
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B
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Figure 3. (A) Dendrogram obtained through the variables
of proximate composition and pH; (B) Dendrogram
obtained through the variables of mineral composition for
the raw materials

1 it should be noted the samples that were poor in
fat (-0.94) but rich in moisture (+0.82) and protein
(+0.73) are on the graph, along the positive axis of
this component. Component 2 showed differences
between samples regarding their ash content (0.87)
but not pH or protein. The percentage of variance
accrued on the two first principal components is
78.2%. This means that the results for principal
component 1 vs. principal component 2 showed
the 32 samples of a statistically privileged window
(78.2% of the statistical information).

Figure 2A presents the samples distributed on the
graph according to principal components 1 and 2.
Samples provided by supplier 1 are distributed across
the entire graph reflecting higher heterogeneity
of these samples. Proximate composition did not
provide evidence of similarity between same source
samples (neck, back or a mixture of neck and back),
but rather between same lot samples, as can be seen
in connection with lot 2, which is found in the upper
right-hand quadrant. The same phenomenon can be
seen with regard to the 4th lot in the lower right-hand
quadrant. Lots 1 and 3 are more similar to each other
and to the other samples from other suppliers. Based
on the location of lots 2 and 4 on the positive axis
of principal component 1, we can say that these lots
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Table 2. Mineral composition (mg/100g) of MDCM

Supplier Sample Ca Fe P Mg In
1 Mwsl 302 15 1204 11.2 1.&
1 Nwsl 108.5 12 170.8 14.2 1.4
1 MNwisd 171.1 34 2206 1.9 1.8
1 MNwisd 497 31 177.3 18.3 28
X+txd o2 1=60.8 2.B=06 176.B=41.1 16.4=4.7 Lo=0.6
1 Bwsl 38.1 1.2 128.6 11.2 1.3
1 Bwsl 1487 1.4 1812 14.2 L5
1 Bwsd 158.7 e 216.2 18.5 13
1 BEwsd 487 32 183.8 21.9 1.
Xtsd DT B=843 26=06 1B0.1=37.1 160=46 1.7=0.4
1 Abwsl 482 10 142.6 12.8 1.3
1 Abas2 155.4 1.3 2264 17.4 1.5
1 Abasd o043 kR 121.1 20.3 23
1 Abwsd 68.6 6.0 210.3 2.6 19
Xtsd Dl 6=48.5 J.6=1.8 192.6=363 1B3=421 20=0.7
1 Nmsl 483 10 134.6 12.0 1.4
1 Nms2 165.3 1.4 1808 15.3 1.8
1 MNns3 157.2 34 2028 220 21
1 MNmsd 4.4 kR 1200 222 1o
X =sd 104 0=56.0 2.0=00 1B4.1=33.0 17.9=51 1.8=08
1 Emnsl 314 232 1200 122 1.4
1 Emns2 1381 1.4 181.0 16.7 L5
1 Ensd 120.6 3.5 183.5 18.5 20
1 Ensd 378 3.5 178.8 0.1 1.7
Xxad 82.2=540 2007 170.6=285 17.1=3.6 1.7=0.3
1 Aimsl 61.7 1 1482 12.8 1.4
1 Ains2 151.1 1.3 121.8 15.5 1.&
1 Aims3 126.5 3.3 2008 21.5 21
1 Ainmsd 50.3 5.1 186.2 223 24
Xtsd 02 4=413 3.32=14 1Blo=21R8 1B.0=48 1.8=0.5
2 51 46.8 2.0 121.6 10.0 L
2 52 4801 13 1183 o7 1.0
2 53 1526 5.3 2076 20.0 L7
2 54 87.5 1.4 155.1 14.5 1.4
2 585 1728 32 214.0 12.5 25
2 56 1282 15 1783 17.4 1.5
2 57 22000 16 1304 21.5 21
Xtsd 122 4=850 209=1.1 176.6=46.7 16.1=4.8 1=
a GAI 516 1.2 1460 13.4 1,1
Total Xxad DE.4=55.0 2.0=1.0 170.0=34.0 17.0=4231 1.B=0.5
CT (B504) 12.1 0.4 12.3 15 0.2

X: medium, sd: standard deviation, CI: confidence interval;
Nws: neck with skin, Bws: back with skin, Mws: mixture of neck and

back with skin,

Nns: neck with no skin, Bns: back with no skin, Mns: mixture of

neck and back with no skin;

S: seven different lots from supplier 2 of Mws;
GM: single lot from supplier 3 of Mws

differ from the set of the other samples due to a lower
fat content and/or a greater moisture and/or protein
content.

The seven samples from supplier 2 are more
homogeneous and are closer to each other in the
left quadrant of principal component 1. The sample
coded as S7, from the same supplier, stands out
from the others in that it has higher moisture, ash
and protein content but a lower fat content. Sample
S6 also stands out from the others due to a higher
fat content and a lower protein content. The unique
sample from supplier 3 had a central distribution on
graph of the principal components, indicating that its
composition is close the average composition of the
set of 32 samples.

We can see the similarity between the analyzed
samples through the Figure 3A dendrogram with
scale of similarity of the dendrograms generated
by the SPSS program ranges from zero (greater
similarity) to 25 (lower similarity).The dendrogram
shows three different groupings: group a, which
basically consists on the samples from lot number
4; group b, comprising the samples from lot 2; and

group ¢, which consists of all the other samples. In
sub-group d we see sample S7, which is different
from the other samples from this supplier, which
appear in sub-group e.

In summary, the current MDCM had higher
content of fat and lower content of protein, which
can limit its use in meat products. Excessive lipid
content in meat products contribute to undesirable
dietary intake of fat that is associated with increasing
levels of blood cholesterol and triglycerides as
well as enhanced risk of overweight, obesity, and
cardiovascular diseases (Kopéevoka et al., 2015;
Marangoni et al., 2015; Odunayia et al., 2015).

Mineral composition

Mineral composition of the raw materials of
the different chicken parts from the three different
suppliers is showed at the Table 2. Present data
indicates that there is a great deal of raw material
variation where mineral content is concerned. This
is more noticeable in connection with the calcium
content, which ranges from 32.4 to 220.0 mg/100g.
As we mentioned previously, calcium is the mineral
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that reflects the composition of MDCM the most. In
Brazilian norms, calcium levels in MDCM should
not surpass 1.500 mg/100g (on a dry basis), as well
as protein levels should be at least 12% of the product
(BRASIL, 2000). Previous studies reported both
lower and higher calcium values in MDCM meat
produced in Brazil compared to the present data.
Gongalves et al. (2009) found 10 to 460 mg/100g of
calcium in MDCM produced in Goias State, Brazil,
and Kolsarici et al. (2010) found calcium values in
MDCM produced in Turkey ranging from 52.1 to
179.52 mg/100mg. As occurred regarding calcium
(52.07 mg/100g to 179.2 mg/100g), iron (1.61
mg/100g to 3.37 mg/100g) and phosphorus (206.79
mg/100g to 295.94 mg/100g) values obtained
by Kolsarici et al. (2010) were similar to those
found in the current study. Similarly to proximate
composition, we do not perceive skin influence on
mineral content for the same chicken parts.

The behavior of the results can be better
evaluated by means of multivariate analysis, and
to do this, we employed a data matrix consisting
of the five (5) variables (calcium, iron, phosphorus,
magnesium and zinc) and 32 samples. The weight of
each of these variables in the construction of the two
most important principal components are described
below: Calcium PC1 (0.58038), PC2 (0.78900);
Iron PC1 (0.76550), PC2 (-0.53018); Phosphorus
PC1 (0.92374), PC2 (0.34032); Magnesium PC1
(0.94742), PC2 (-0.11361); and Zinc PC1 (0.84910),
PC2 (-0.30478).

In the linear combination that generated principal
component 1, all of the variables had a significant
weight, especially magnesium, phosphorus and zinc.
As all component 1 variables have a large weight,
principal component 2 differentiates the samples.
The positive axis of component 2 will differentiate
the samples that are calcium-rich (+0.79) and/or the
ones that are iron-poor (-0.53). The accrued variance
percentage of the first two components is 90.4%.

Figure 2B shows a clear separation between the
four lots of samples from supplier 1, as they occupy
different graph quadrants, e.g., supplier 2 samples
form groups close to lots 1 or 3, with sample S6
standing apart, that is close to lot 2, and sample S7
also standing apart, that is richer in calcium and
phosphorus than the entire set. This sample, however,
has a more homogenous behavior, reflecting more
controlled processing conditions than supplier 1
samples. Only supplier 3 sample is close to the
samples from supplier 2 and lot 1 from supplier 1.
Regarding supplier 1 raw materials, they reflect no
similarities between the samples coming from the
same chicken part; however, the similarity is found in
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samples from the same lot, prepared under the same
processing conditions.

We can observe the similarity between the
samples through the Figure 3B dendrogram, since two
samples that make up group a stand out from the other
samples in the set due to their higher iron content. The
other groupings reflect the same behavior identified
in the analysis of principal components. Groups ¢, e,
h and g contain lots 1, 2, 3 and 4, respectively. Thus,
one sees that the final composition of the product is
quite heavily affected by processing conditions, as a
function of two different sets of variables (centesimal
composition and mineral content), which point to
similar conclusions regarding the analyzed samples.

Although many authors suggested that
differences in raw materials are key factors in
MDCM composition (Botka-Petrak ez al., 2011; Ng
and Huda, 2011; Komrska et al., 2011; Nitipong et
al.,2014; Song et al., 2014) the present study showed
that processing conditions rather than different
chicken parts were the most important determinants
of composition differences in MDCM.

Conclusions

Greater variation among raw materials of
mechanically deboned chicken meat was found
primarily from different processing lots, rather than
from different chicken parts. Therefore, the product’s
final composition was affected by processing
conditions as revealed by both the proximate and
mineral composition differences. This behavior
became even more evident in the samples from
supplier 1. In the present study, the major variation in
the analyzed parameters was especially concerning
calcium, minimal and maximal calcium values in
MDCM samples (on a dry basis) varied from 2 to
15-fold higher than the permitted values of Brazilian
legislation, which could provide an excessive
incorporation of that raw material in preparation of
sausages and other meat products. Although many
authors discuss the influence of source or type of raw
material in the final composition of the product, one
can see that processing conditions were the greatest
source of influence.

References

AOAC. Association of Official Analytical Chemists. 2012.
Official methods of analysis of AOC International.
Gaithersburg, Md: 19th ed., AOAC.

Arvanitoyannis, 1.S., Bloukas, J.G., Pappa, [. and
Psomiadou, E. 2000. Multivariate data analysis of
Cavournmas — a Greek cooked meat product. Meat
Science 54: 71-75.



Amaral Mello et al./IFRJ 24(3): 1102-1109

BIOHAZ. 2013. Scientific opinion on the public health
risks related to mechanically separated meat (MSM)
derived from poultry and swine. European Food
Safety Association Journal 11(3): 1-78.

Borgognone, M.G., Bussi, J. and Hough, G. 2001. Principal
component analysis in sensory analysis: covariance or
correlation matrix? Food Quality and Preference 12:
323-326.

Botka-Petrak, K., Hrast, A., Luci¢, H., Gottstein, Z.,
Gomerc¢i¢, M.D., Jaksi¢, S. and Petrak, T. 2011.
Histological and chemical characteristics of
mechanically deboned meat of broiler chickens.
Veterinary Arhives 81(2): 273-283.

BRASIL. 2000. Ministry of Agriculture, Breeding
and Supplying. Secretary of farming defense.
Technical regulation for fixing identity and quality of
mechanically deboned meat (MDM) from chicken,
cattle and pork. Brasilia: Normative Instruction n° 4.

Bruns, R.E. and Faigle, J.F.G. 1985. Quimiometria.
Quimica Nova 8: 84-99.

CFIA. 2014. Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Meat
processing controls and procedures. In: Meat hygiene
Manual of procedures. Ottawa, Ontario, Canada.
Available at URL: http://www.inspection.gc.ca/food/
meat-and-poultry-products/manual-of-procedures/
chapter-4/eng/1367622697439/1367622787568?ch
ap=0[08/17/2015].

Cortez-Vega, W.R., Fonseca, G.C., Feisther, V.A., Silva,
T.F. and Prentice, C. 2013. Evaluation of frankfurters
obtained from croaker (Micropogonias furnieri) surimi
and mechanically deboned chicken meat surimi-like
material. CyTA Journal of Food 11: 27-36.

Ferreira, M.M.C., Morgano, M.A., Queiroz, S.C.N.
and Mantovani, D.M.B. 2000. Relationships of the
minerals and fatty acid contents in processed turkey
meat products. Food Chemistry 69: 259-265.

Field, R.A. 1981. Mechanically deboned red meat.
Advances in Food Research; 27: 23-107.

Fongaro, L., Alamprese, C. and Casiraghi, E. 2015.
Ripening of salami: assessment of colour and aspect
evolution using image analysis and multivariate image
analysis. Meat Science 101: 73-77.

Froning, G.W. 1976. Mechanically deboned poultry meat.
Food Technology 30(9): 50-63.

Froning, G.W. 1981. Mechanically debunking of poultry
and fish. Advances in Food Research 27: 109-147.
Gongalves, R.M., Gongalves, J.R., Gongalves, R.M.,

Oliveira, R.R., Oliveira, R.A. and Lage, M.E. 2009.
Avaliagdo fisico-quimica e contetdo de metais
pesados em carne mecanicamente separada (CMS)
de frango e de bovino produzidas no estado de Goias.

Ciéncia Animal Brasileira 10(2): 553-559.

Grenhoff, K. and MacFie, H.J.H. 1994. Preference
mapping in practice. In MacFie, H.J. and Thomson,
H.J.H. Measurement of food preferences, p. 137-166.
Glasgow: Blackie Academic and Professional.

Hair, R.F., Anderson, R.E., Tatham, R.L. and Black, W.C.
1995. Multivariate data analysis. 4" Ed. New Jersey:
Prentice Hall.

Hérdle, WK. and Simar, L. 2015. Principal component

1108

analysis. In: Applied multivariate statistical analysis,
p- 319-358. Heidelberg: Springer.

Ionescu, A., Aprodu, 1., Zara, M.L., Vasile, A. and Gurau,
G. 2003. The obtaining and characterization of the
mechanically deboned chicken meat myofibrillar
protein concentrates. Annales Universitatae Dunar Jos
Gal Food Technology 6: 44-52.

Instituto Adolfo Lutz. 2005. Instituto Adolfo Lutz.
Métodos fisico-quimicos para analise de alimentos. 4.
ed. Brasilia: Ministério da Saude.

Irshad, A. and Sharma, B.D. 2015. Abattoir by-product
utilization for sustainable meat industry: a review.
Journal of Animal Products Advances 5(6): 681-696.

Karlsson, A. 1992. The use of principal component
analysis (PCA) for evaluation results from pig meat
quality measurement. Meat Science 31: 423-434.

Kolsarici, N., Candogan, K. and Akoglu, 1.T. 2010.
Effect of frozen storage on alterations in lipids of
mechanically deboned chicken meats. GIDA Food
35(6): 403-410.

Komrska, P., Tremlova, B., Starha, P., Simeonovova, J.
and Randulova, Z. 2011. A comparison of histological
and chemical analysis in mechanically separated
meat. Acta Universitatis Agriculturae Silvae Mendeles
Brunensis 59(1): 145-152.

Kopcekova, J., Lorkova, M., Habanova, M., Chlebo,
P., Ferencikova, Z. and Chlebova, Z. 2015. The
occurrence of risk factors of cardiovascular diseases
and the effect of dietary habits on the lipid profile and
body mass index. Potravinarstvo 9(1): 330-336.

Los, F.G.B., Granato, D., Prestes, R.C. and Demiate, I.M.
2014. Characterization of commercial cooked hams
according to physico-chemical, sensory, and textural
parameters using chemometrics. Food Science
Technology 34(3): 577-584.

Marangoni, F., Corsello, G., Ferrara, N., Ghiselli, A.,
Lucchin, L. and Poli, A. 2015. Role of poultry meat
in a balanced diet aimed at maintained health and
wellbeing: an Italian consensus document. Food
and Nutrition Research 59: 27606. http://dx.doi.
org/10.3402/fnr.v59.27606.

Moita Neto, J.M.. and Moita, G.C. 1998. Uma introducdo a
analise exploratdria de dados multivariados. Quimica
Nova 21: 467-469.

Nagy, J., Lenhardt, L., Korimova, L., Dic¢akova, Z.,
Popelka, P., Pipova, M. and Tomkova, 1. 2007.
Comparison of the quality of mechanically deboned
poultry meat after different methods of separation.
Meso 9(2): 92-95.

Ng, X.Y. and Huda, N. 2011. Thermal gelation properties
and quality characteristics of duck surimi-like material
(duckrimi) as affected by the selected washing
processes. International Food Research Journal 18:
731-740.

Nitipong, J., Nongnuch, R., Kamonwan, R. and Teeporn,
K. 2014. Effects of combined antioxidants and
packing on lipid oxidation of salted dried snakehead
fish (Channa striata) during refrigerated storage.
International Food Research Journal 21(1): 91-99.

Odunaiya, N.A., Grimmer, K. and Louw, Q.A. 2015. High



1109 Amaral Mello et al./IFRJ 24(3): 1102-1109

prevalence and clustering of modifiable CVD risk
factors among rural adolescents in southwest Nigeria:
implication for grass root prevention. BMC Public
Health 15: 662. doi:10.1186/s12889-015-2028-3

Pereira, A.G.T., Ramos, E.M., Teixeira, J.T., Cardoso,
G.P., Ramos, A.L.S. and Fontes, P.R. 2011. Effects
of the addition of mechanically deboned poultry
meat and collagen fibers on quality characteristics of
frankfurter-type sausages. Meat Science 89: 519-525.

Sharaf, M.A. Illman, D.L. and Kowalski, B.R. 1986.
Chemometrics. New York John Wiley and Sons.

Song, D.-H., Choi, J.-H., Choi, Y.-S., Kim, H.-W., Hwang,
K.-E., Kim, Y.-J., Ham, Y.-K. and Kim, C.-J. 2014.
Effects of mechanically deboned chicken meat
(MDCMM) and collagen on the quality characteristics
of semi-dried chicken Jerky. Korean Journal of Food
Science Annals 34(6): 727-735.

Souza, C.F.V. de, Venzke, J.G., Flores, S.H. and Ayub,
M.A.Z. 2009. Nutritional effects of mechanically
deboned chicken meat and soybean proteins cross-
linking by microbial transglutaminase. Food Science
and Technology International 15(4): 337-344.

USDA. 2014. Chiken: from farm to table. Food Safety and
Inspetion Service. 8p. Omaha, NE, USA: USDA.
Vicente, S.J.V., Sampaio, G.R., Ferrari, C.K.B. and Torres,
E.A.F.S. 2012. Oxidation of cholesterol in foods
and its importance in human health. Food Reviews

International 28: 47-70.



