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Quality and Utilization Potential of Watermelon Peel Based on
OPLS-DA and Cluster Analysis
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Abstract: To explore the potential utilization value of watermelon peels from different varieties, this study determines 26
indexes including appearance, nutrient and active substances contents derived from 21 types of watermelon peels. It uses
Orthogonal Partial Least Squares-Discriminant Analysis (OPLS-DA) to screen out the key substances that determine the
quality differences of watermelon peels, and employs cluster analysis to classify the utilization modes of watermelon peels.
The results show that there are significant differences in the quality of watermelon peels among varieties (»p<0.05). The
interspecific coefficient of variation is the highest for quercetin content (78.49%) and the lowest for pH value (2.18%). With
total acid, total sugar, reducing sugar, dietary fiber, total phenol and monomeric phenolic contents as original variables, this
study performs OPLS-DA analysis to screen out 8 key indicators (i.e. p-coumaric acid, ferulic acid, myricetin, total phenol,
total acid, total sugar, reducing sugar and soluble solid). Based on these indicators, it conducts cluster analysis, dividing the
21 varieties of watermelon peels into 4 categories: Class [ - A12G34, A21, B13W40, B23W82,with high phenol content in
their peels; Class Il - A40G65, B21W79, B3, B5G19, BSW27, with high sugar content in their peels; Class Il - A10, A27,
A48G96 and six others (a total of 9 varieties), with high organic acid content in their peels; Class IV - D14H26, D4H7 and
GP, which are low in representative key substances but contain more than 50% dietary fiber, making them ideal raw
materials for dietary fiber preparation. The results of this study provide a reference for the high value and efficient utilization
of watermelon peels.

Keywords: Watermelon peel; cultivars; Orthogonal Partial Least Squares-Discriminant Analysis; cluster analysis; utilization
potential
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Table 1 Appearance and nutritional quality of watermelon peel from different cultivar

BER(g  EERE BB R Ak
o Mg/ (g- pHIE L L . X )
mn fifi /g . L") (gL (gL 4% FIEY%
Varieties L @ b Hardness sec™) pH Total  Reducing Total  Dietary  Soluble
Brittleness value
acid sugar sugar fiber solid
AL0 27.86+ -2.03+ 3.1+ 253335+ 7851.32+  5.65+ 1.04+ 432+ 532+  58.76+ 717+
0.78 0.68 0.65 19.56 581.22 0.00 0.01 0.57 0.57 0.11 0.06
AL2G34 46.52+  -12.96+  21.49+ 1075.49+ 2243.12+  5.56+ 1.31+ 29.1+ 30.0& 5511+ 5.63+
1.45 0.88 243 35.76 148.46 0.01 0.02 0.57 0.85 1.52 0.06
Al 43.15+ -1245+  20.34+ 1 616.08+ 4820.86+  5.83+ 1.50+ 35.1+ 39.0+ 4997+ 6.30+
0.14 1.65 2.54 54.33 297.41 0.04 0.04 0.71 0.57 0.55 0.00
A7 32.55+ -8.73+  13.86% 1 644.38+ 5636.20=  5.63+ 1.58+ 40.5+ 438+ 6247+ 7.30+
3.13 1.15 2.14 38.68 296.25 0.01 0.04 0.28 0.28 0.21 0.00
45.74+ -2.35+  19.89+ 1163.82+ 409793+ 545+ 1.77+ 45.0+ 514+ 6036+ 8.17+
A40GOs 2.60 0.59 1.55 79.69 575.84 0.01 0.01 0.35 0.85 0.27 0.06
4559+  -11.51+ 1849+ 1261.98+ 448261+ 573+ 1.08+ 48.7+ 64.2+ 7412+ 8.83+
A4BE90 2.81 0.82 1.95 16.20 96.05 0.03 0.03 0.57 0.28 0.40 0.06
4756+  -15.74+ 2773+ 1120.30+ 3107.52+  5.46+ 1.28+ 47.6+ 493+ 71.84+ 7.20+
ATG22 1.74 0.47 0.82 127.56 230.39 0.01 0.01 0.28 1.27 0.21 0.00
4578+  —13.44+  21.22+ 1 346.66+ 3 788.14+ 5.69+ 1.69+ 29.2+ 30.2+¢  69.89+ 5.70+
BI3W40 2.77 2.83 4.59 22.89 135.43 0.02 0.01 0.57 0.57 0.05 0.00
B16 46.59+  -11.79+  19.73+ 1508.61+ 5431.89+ 5.55+ 1.74+ 39.9+ 522+  73.65+ 8.13+
1.31 0.52 1.30 139.27 216.43 0.01 0.05 0.28 0.85 0.40 0.05
43.66= -11.67+  18.78+ 777.88+ 4299.43+ 5.45+ 1.51+ 445+ 502+  49.01+ 4.87+
BaWT 2.74 1.15 2.46 36.60 303.32 0.01 0.03 0.54 0.78 0.01 0.05
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B/ (g R B BRE T
. . MeRg/(g- pHIA . y B ) ,
mn A fifi /g . L (gL (gL £4e% BIEYY%
o L* a* b* sec™!) pH ) )
Varieties Hardness . Total  Reducing Total  Dietary  Soluble
Brittleness  value . )
acid sugar sugar fiber solid
B23WSD 4495+  -11.68+  20.23+ 1393.34+ 3270.20&  5.50+ 1.48+ 47.9+ 50.0+  54.68+ 7.43+
2.67 0.80 1.16 45.57 22.44 0.00 0.01 0.14 0.00 0.00 0.06
B3 4557+ -1291+  20.57+ 869.34+ 3503.46+ 583+ 1.46+ 41.5+ 432+ 83.07+ 5.70+
1.38 0.91 1.17 22.31 81.91 0.01 0.05 0.71 1.70 0.99 0.00
B5G19 37.65+ —-11.23+  18.21% 997.63+ 2451.27+ 5.71x 1.56+ 52.2+ 60.0=  78.06+ 8.23+
5.07 2.80 5.01 76.65 123.56 0.01 0.01 0.14 0.00 0.21 0.06
B8 43.16=  -11.66+  19.15+ 1358.01+ 4 623.24+ 5.54+ 1.61+ 40.5+ 47.0+  62.20+ 7.40+
3.89 1.93 4.16 118.52 131.50 0.02 0.02 0.28 0.85 0.00 0.00
BYW27 43.12+ -10.33+  16.01+ 1133.11+ 211718+  5.67+ 1.41+ 445+ 59.4+  49.02+ 8.37+
3.49 1.19 2.40 97.30 330.48 0.01 0.02 0.28 0.57 1.47 0.06
K 40.68+  -10.84+  17.25+ 1 456.77+ 446879+ 572+ 0.99+ 39.5+ 46.6+  58.84+ 727+
7.73 2.86 5.26 40.59 217.92 0.01 0.02 0.28 0.00 431 0.06
D14H26 28.14+ =321+ 435+ 234242+ 599441+  5.66+ 0.77+ 26.5+ 28.6+  57.89+ 3.83+
0.49 0.96 0.79 257.13 168.29 0.01 0.00 0.64 0.28 0.04 0.06
DAH7 28.29+ -4.06+ 5.20+ 1598.45+ 3228.85+  5.57+ 0.77+ 26.5+ 274+ 7215+ 4.50+
1.73 1.27 1.84 32.10 200.50 0.03 0.01 0.42 0.00 1.54 0.00
D6H17 24.95+ -2.29+ 3.73+ 3 052.46=+ 4563.48+ 5.71+ 0.98+ 38.0+ 40.8+  65.63+ 6.17+
0.63 1.30 1.63 301.80 150.27 0.02 0.00 0.14 0.85 2.68 0.06
GP 39.17+  -1236+ 1932+ 1 488.76+ 4466.51+ 5.86+ 0.58+ 22.2+ 248+ 5420+ 423+
1.67 0.50 0.98 83.95 484.03 0.00 0.01 0.14 0.57 5.08 0.06
W103 45.19+ -12.20+  19.02+ 1706.36+ 4901.21+ 5.63+ 1.68+ 35.1+ 382+  52.38+ 6.23+
425 1.21 2.13 49.98 293.02 0.00 0.01 0.14 0.00 1.27 0.06
255
. 18.23 43.25 40.50 36.98 31.70 2.18 26.67 21.25 2557  16.11 22.00
BEU%

1.2 NE5R

Hanmeidun F6 BEEEHL, | M B HL 28 PR A
H s BT AL, € [E Labeonco FreeZone 22
] PAL-1 80 K701, ATAGO FHA AR A IR
/~ A s PHS-3C 2 pH it , % - Mettler Toledo 2
] 5 UV-5200 58 A 7T I 7300606 B2 iF , B+ Mettler
Toledo 2~ ] s CE-10 B 7p s (o 72 1, YN T = 1
i AL A BR A Al 5 TALXT Plus J5ii #4 4, 5%
Stable Micro System A ] ; LC-20A %Y HPLC, H
A Shimadzu 2 7] .
1.3 SKHE
131 MR  PoIR 2 e A
JESE IR VE I (VT 2 91%~94%) « FI&R
VG R ) AR T 1R S Bk, i 40 H brifE
i CRi4£<0.425 mm) 753 75 JIURZ 7
132 PG5 RM o R EZEENEH

i Y T A 36 2 BB (L o, b*) 5 SR FH BRI ASZ:
N 5 B 6 TS 57 PR E L G E ol AL K S 4
P/2 ¥Rk , BEATLERC AR AT 448 o s, 00 ok 3
1 mm/s, MEHE FE 1 mme-s™, M 53 10 mm-s™,
P 4 mm, ik 115 g. BEMEMBELER
MR 10 7K.

133 ZHRAG4RMA B30 3RE M0
71, M %€ pH & (GB 5009.237) - A ¥ P [& J 4
(NY/T 2637) « 12 (GB 12456) ik J5 Kl A1 5 bk
(GB 5009.7) . 74 JK ¥y H T Ji& & £F 4k (GB
5009.88) % &M E

134 BMEAMARLRANLETESN S5
Guo S 7 1 T I RZ Ky m 52 P 25 470 ot
SE Sy AT & & ) H DPPH H H 55 B
FIFRAPH CEIE R EE D

1341 EmAEilz DRETRNEED,
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K AR ARG Eb (2 00 52 A Ty 2 207, b 28 N
3=0.0387x+0.0044 , R”=0.9995 .

1342 #4AREB M E  FEHRE 0.22 pm A HLIE
JEMEL Y8 5 L A HPLC 1520 Hr BRIy () 4R Je
Bt MR : C18 A A (250 mmx
4.6 mm, 5 pm) , Y BN HH 5 8 A C0.1% FH R IK I
W, viv) FIBCZ D s i i€ 1.0 mL/min, 3 # &
20 pL, #3730 °C, K% < 280 nm. A B BE I
& : 0~5 min, 5% —10%B; 5~6 min, 10%—
14%B; 6~20 min, 14%—18%B; 20~30 min,
18%—21%B; 30~40 min, 21%—25%B; 40~
47 min, 25%—60%B; 47~50 min, 60%—80%B
50~55 min, 80%—5%B ; 55~60 min, 5%B.

1343 DPPHA B A FHh I M %
Gundel Z£" [ 512, A1 1C,, % 7~ DPPH H 3£
B %, B0 50% [ DPPH 3% 4 BlF 35 10 FF

JE
1344 %% -Fi& RN (FRAP)M & ZI

Pico ZEW 1) 52, 25 8 1 K RO AR 23 1A
%, A FeSO, 1E Aybn i 4 ot 22 il e ith 2k , 25 5L DA
Fe* 24 5 R, b fE il 4 4 y=1.0768x+0.0008,
R>=0.9993.
1.4 HiELIE

B SL 50 PR Rr R IE B AP B B 3 0k, 1
Excel 2016 AT H 48 Go it CP AR %D,
fifi i} SPSS. 26 # {4 . Chiplot £& L 7> #7 °F &
Chttps : //www.chiplot.online) # 17 4t 11 45 R (1) 2
S A 2 1 4 M, 48 ] Metware Cloud £k I 43
M7 “F & (https : /www. metware. cn) #F 17 OPLS-
DA 7 ¥ .

2 FHRE57R

2.1 AREHIINSEFRR

21 AN 78 I8 Ao, A10. D14H26. D4H7.
D6H17 4 58 Bz P8 IC, Ho A i oA 28 e . |
1 AT, B G IR L* L a* b B S EE 4 B oA
24.95 (D6H17) ~28.29 (D4H7) , —4.06 (D4H7) ~
~2.03(A10) M1 3.11 (A10)~5.20 (D4H7) ; 3 7 7l
JREY L* a* b ETE 53 730 32.55(A27)~47.56
(A7G22),-15.74 (A7G22) ~-8.73 (A27) A1 1.86
(A27)~27.73(A7G22) . €0 I A= 0 TN 5 A
JEE 43 A7 Y8 L 23 51 A 1 598.45 (D4HT) ~3 052.46

(D6H17) g H1777.88 (B21W79)~1 706.36 (W103)g,
IfE JE A S 43 51 3 228.85(D4H7)~7 851.32
(A10) g'sec™ H1 2 117.18 (B8W27) ~5 636.20
(A27)g'sec”s

21 A it o 78 TG R 034 A 1) 18 S R A
[, 22 B 8% 0 X H8 A 110 ot ok B) 22 5 B 6. pHU{H
(178 S5 ZR R /)N 5 150 B 4 I B pHL B 52 5 P 1 5
Wa 5 /)N o AW R SRR 2 2 178 S R AN
26.67% F121.25% , 38 S B Wl 2 12 1 o i) 22 S
PRl VTR HH B 6 £ 4 5 i A v 19 S F T oA
83.07% (B3) , H K 7 49.01% (B21W79) . 21 Fi
P8 IRz H, ] i P [T 40 1 = L R 3.83%
(D14H26) ~8.83% (A48G96) , 4% & % ¥ N
22.00% , 55 340 J O 2 B 1 b E) A2 S R A s T
J5 R 7 T AT 9 A (3 R 0 3 2 ol R O M R AL
P S5 5 % By 2H R TG G I R AR A MR 5 =
i, BES BB, INEYEEEY) & & R EH G R
PR AR
22 FREFE YRR ERE L EE
221 B R R ey 5ml VH)N R B R
KT IR S AR 2 Bk AN [H) & A S I
B o T R A R R RO [ 3L A
B3 bR S RO O, N 78.49%, T &
FR IR 2 5 N 76.22%; Ja Ty 1) A8 5 &R B i /D
N 20.77%. B23WS82 fh F I & Wy & & i
(3.9 mgGAE/g) , A48G96 & My & & & 1k
(1.61 mgGAE/g) , Ho Z&" i 5T 45 e, 241t AT
WO N Kb MR B & E N 127.93~
218.39 mgGAE/100 g #1 111.00~213.21 mgGAE/
100 g, 5 ARG H A & /A . e —HER
HorkE, LR SRR iR . T &
B RILRER & TR BTERR  IF TR i
AL A ol R T IR TR 3 R I 2, (5 2 A21
FID14H26 H R G H 27 Ji7 8 A 4 22 Bk, A10+
D14H26.D6H17.GP KA tH g 5= . A21
Bl g um R T AR BB R S R A
ARG X HE SR MM RS & & &
B8W27 1 5 L2 2 A i 3R & e, BT Ak IR
FRGERIR VR ILIR R VIF TR & Bk 2 7l
7£ GP. B23W82. A40G65. W103 fil CK W & &
5o PRI, AN T ol 1 7 TR R ) Y
TR o £
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Table 2 Phenolics content in watermelon peels from different cultivar

EJL% e S —— TR ??JL%S XT%‘EM PIEmR I TIR o R W By

o #/(mg- . mg: L (mg #/(mg- (mgkg") (mg- (mg (mg-  (mg- (mgGA
ftl oy (mgkgh) o L (mgkg?) g’ ¥ Gy HWmg L .
Varieties ke Neochloroge ke') Caffeic kg )_ k‘g ) P . ke ) l.<g ) kg™) kg‘) ke Eel)
Protocatec o Chloroge ) Syringic Epicatech Coumaric Ferulic ~ Sinapic - Myricet Quercet Total

nic acid acid Hyperin

i nic acid acid in acid acid acid in in phenols

AL0 68.01+  191.69+ 8543+ 4627+ 37.62+ 176.03+ 72.24+ 48.72+ 89.79+ 48.60+ Nd 83.03+ 3.03+
2.67 12.87 3.86 1.20 0.07 10.67 2.69 2.31 6.23 0.56 4.13 0.11

123.87+ 16929+ 16259+  89.88+ 11598+ 140.75+ 141.33+ 123.63+ 144.09+ 179.34+ 17121+ 34557+ 3.29+

Al2G34 3.80 10.97 7.51 4.39 10.40 0.61 4.94 7.80 3.67 7.89 11.85 13.87  0.07
Aol 150.61+  265.87+ Nd 159.74+ 25540+ 17094+ 133.94+ 24225+ 10554+ 89.60+ 88.58+ 281.56+ 3.40+
242 12.88 14.77 16.42 3.39 6.17 6.17 9.90 545 2.89 18.6 0.10

Ar7 41.24+ 301.69+ 6697+  63.73+ 4998+ 142.66+ 4945+ 6222+ 10253+ 7446+ 7138+ 83.82+ 2.62+
1.45 27.55 5.04 3.87 291 11.68 1.86 0.16 4.63 4.93 2.06 4.04 0.11

AL0GES 4054+ 20793+ 13442+ 931+  59.88+ 29547+ 6845+ 5184+ 12027+ 57.73+ 7289+ 13271+ 3.38+
0.64 13.11 3.55 4.17 0.84 19.49 234 2.12 10.07 0.76 4.06 3.68 0.02

AUSGO6 37.89+ 74.71+ 5852+  40.89+  39.64+ 7617+ 3299+ 36.52+ 56.88+ 44.07+ 6583+ 160.72+ 1.61+
1.06 1.63 2.09 0.22 0.30 5.09 0.04 1.33 4.92 1.59 1.09 7.55 0.02

TG 52.52+ 178.04+  137.54+ 98.05+  41.75+ 26879+ 4329+ 74.68+ 14348+ 63.99+ 66.17+ 5391+ 273+
393 11.66 7.03 231 1.15 1.66 0.30 371 9.90 591 1.83 1.78 0.07

58.55+ 13694+  83.54+ 7576+  61.84+ 12598+ 13584+ 4445+ 51.04t 159.90+ 127.79+ 55.19+ 294+

BIIWA0 1.47 2.38 5.39 2.89 1.17 4.00 7.23 2.39 0.19 1545  3.56 2.53 0.08
B16 46.01+ 20029+ 6998+  50.99+ 4096+ 10558+ 36.00+ 4632+ 89.81+ 58.12+ 60.02+ 128.18+ 2.17+
222 19.26 6.75 2.72 1.37 6.20 0.69 2.03 4.00 1.08 1.29 8.88 0.08

BIIWT9 83.23+ 38148+  89.87+ 5407+ 4642+ 178.17+ 3624+ 5354+ 9245+ 105.77+ 81.95+ 18823+ 3.09+
2.70 15.20 2.36 1.07 0.76 7.54 0.28 1.28 3.11 3.59 2.09 543 0.07

B3WR 133.04+  151.88+  171.93+ 147.99+ 146.95+ 140.15+ 133.97+ 132.77+ 134.10+ 74.04+ 73.78+ 250.02+ 3.90+
2.00 7.22 15.03 13.47 7.35 244 593 8.26 8.49 043 0.64 5.95 0.09

B3 53.72+ 164.88+  72.03+  49.18+  36.65+ 13328+ 3493+ 4525+ 6527+ 76.69+ 6526+ 73.76+ 271+
2.15 9.51 4.52 2.85 1.44 7.92 0.13 145 3.10 3.55 1.43 3.88 0.07

BSG19 66.36+ 351.65+ 12781 5377+ 6034+ 172,10+ 3646+ 49.86+ 8920+ 6441+ 8147+ 19620+ 3.11+
1.76 247 2.53 0.16 0.16 297 0.21 043 227 0.68 1.79 545 0.12

59.60+ 19289+  84.02+ 52,6+ 5248+ 143.08+ 43.84+ 3758+ 84.19+ 5922+ 66.09+ 19721+ 2.05+

b8 433 15.37 797 1.89 225 3.11 297 0.99 0.59 3.14 050 1129 0.03
16221+ 58.88+ 6442+ 4933+ 5244+ 22983+ 3418+ 47.60+ 92.02+ 153.88+ 84.96+ 687.98+ 334+

Bsw7 3.03 0.99 0.25 047 0.72 6.61 1.16 0.82 6.27 0.36 574  41.88 0.14
K 3332+ 65.43+ 79.69+  47.16= 4889+ 208.02+ 3421+ 46.65+ 40.78+ 209.72+ 9274+ 237.18+ 242+
1.39 444 7.80 2.08 3.16 9.12 0.34 2.16 1.79 16.38 5.96 5.88 0.06

DI14H26 133.50+ 161.10+£ 15426+ 1368+  134.07+ 160.18+ 132.66+ 132.64+ 136.73+ Nd Nd 14487+ 2.29+
9.23 9.50 4.80 4.58 8.44 1091 7.89 1.98 8.37 12.99 0.06

DA 75.08+ 118.16+£  106.05+ 5507+ 3569+ 177.04t 4466+ 79.13+ 78.03+ 93.83+ 63.04+ 095.64+ 2.65t
535 837 691 246 0.18 16.00 228 6.48 7.05 6.28 1.38 8.95 0.08
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Fig. 1 Antioxidant capacities of watermelon peel from different cultivar
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