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Abstract

In order to improve the poor color and low vitamin content of konjac tofu on the market, enhance
the color, aroma, and market awareness of Hakka challenge tea. Using a single factor experimental
design, the production conditions of Qicha konjac tofu were studied using sensory evaluation, wa-
ter holding capacity, hardness, physicochemical properties, and microorganisms as indicators.
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The results showed that under the conditions of 2.0% concentration of challenge tea, 2.5% con-
centration of konjac powder, 0.3% concentration of edible alkali, 30 minutes setting time, and
90°C setting temperature, the sensory score of challenge tea konjac tofu was the best, with 82.25
points, 96.25% water holding capacity, and 3.87 N hardness. The challenge tea konjac tofu made
under these conditions has bright colors, rich tea aroma, crispy and resilient taste, and rich in vi-
tamins, minerals, and other ingredients.
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1. 5|8

s, RMEZFSCRNEA, ZRER. B . B SEMNESRE]. RAZEERNES
HREA, DARE, 7R, 8EARE, UK, F3%, UK, FHRAER, MUES4EER, 7050,
SRRENR, ICAIRZ RS, SRR E S EEWgiha C, ZMAT DS aUR. g 5. 2.
Fr BEARE P, AR ARG S &, (R HE TR R, RN nT A B, s IR
WAL, ETTB(2].

J# - (Amorphophallus) ¥ J& T X 74 £ £l (Araceae) i J& (Amorphophallus Blume), 7l “RFE" . “ft
R AT [31%. BACHEFIEY, BEENEFRNERGG. BFERIPAMEEEENER. &
B BG0 . IR RE AR4E R SRR . B 5 A 2P R BT TR E TR [4]. BT H R BE(Kglucose
Glycan Molecular Molecule, KGM)ZEE T ) & BT 50%, J& — M EA REFAEVIAHB LR RIR KT TIK
TEVERE AT 4E[5]-[10]. B, AN, 38 wT LAY /b R AE 27 51 457 8 RO Ae, ot g T I P A J 11
[12][13], XF#fH., “FRumpEa # s, ErTCGR s s, PRk Poc g s B AT ER, 2
244 4 B R S TR AR AR A S JEURI14]-[20]. ARYESK S B4 21 JIRERIFFE T, e g fohE & £
JE A TG, TC. LDL-C FL& R4 &2 & K(P < 0.01), HDL-C, apoAl & /T2 F+& (P < 0.01),
LDL-C 2.3 T B&(P < 0.05), 56 B3 B = 8 iton] B 1 5 A7 76 5 5 B0k 09 1 125 IR LA /245 243 1) - Chen 25[22]
WEFCRI, o AR (0 PR 73 5 BE 0 H 50 28 d (3.6 g/d), IR AHEIEE 1% FE HE 2R (1 IEL T B
JIE i e/ v s FE IR B R B2 LB . #RIE B 1 By S B2 0008 11.1%. 20.7%- 15.6%- 12.9%.
23.2%, FE{5 b R BEAN AT BR AOVR L 73 BN T 18.0%- 75.4%, JBE A H FNEAG 25 B A1 o 252 JEL [ e
R R R O AR, SARE A SR, 36w b vk A v R S HRE,  DASGE IR KF

AR R SRS HEENERYR . KR BENERME, EWNIMNT 2 S35 M0 AR
IR FL. B, WHEERIEN K2 E44E R C BRI RS, RIP#H G0 LA & B
I = PR IR INUAE 26 R I PR R AN AL, [ B 3 ] DAAT 2ttty e s LA R S8 A REOTR B o 6 25 R R0 R A Ak
2%, EREFEEATEILN T &S, DL & o AT 28 BT 8= o s R T E[ 24 LAEAE R
ZRRAIERL, . TS REOCEIERE, IR IERZSERB, HH TRHE AR OR T A R
M TE4MF. BARESRREM. . . 8. 5SM0ESIRE, BREEILMAE LiEG /T
e HO7H, XTEEGERY, RERTORBAMRYRO. e, [RRESMA[25] [26], (H2
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PR 4

Al b AR R S, L OEEGR K A ([27], T H A R4 RS B LR, FrEAARERE LN
IRt Ay BRIDTR. Bk, KRBT B ASs &, Bl — A B RO 4 2K
B, RN, B RIOTER, FNERER SRR, PRI SIS

2. RS
2.1. #RI5iKH

SRR I LI AR, WRETHE B A TR T BTR, mMeit R RRARAR; &
P (B IR B )i I = — /N IRAT A IR A 7] IR, WS R IV 22 e 4ok

2.2, (UBEEE
LIS RN IS 5 AW 1 TR,

Table 1. Experimental instruments and equipment

1. IRUFSRE

EA S iR HFET K
BT RT JE3002 i E TR R A
HO AR IR KRR TWI12 % Julabo 2
EVIL R A e J7 AR A B A PR A
GREFEE 0N DTS2 JE Rt ARAE R B Lo PR A
BT A TMS-PRO  JLH & B EZZRHE A R ST A F

2.3. S Ak
WE TR S8 790 B ASE T oMM 8 s, BN AT .
23.1. TERi2

AR I_. S 2 I_. AR |_. S (L

1R A 4—| W S

2.3.2. BMEER

1) FBEFERIIM 4 $= LLBIRRE— & B4 AR A1 B E A IR & 3950, 7E 2000 mL Bedt Hin A 950
mL 45K, BKTHR S 70CAL, B AMBEFREEINN, FREm#is: 5 min, HEREA,
90 CARIURIZL 30 min 7547, fHEILIEIK A S IR K

2) WAINBRZKE pH {8 : FREX— & B BRBRANIE T 50 mL 4l /Kb, 2218 i NGk, g 3EZ) 1 min,
5 BB 7 Rl A

3) BIEARMR: IR IR RS ) 0 SRR BB R, RE BT, SRR R

KR R DR T
4) FBREARDBERTR: VA5 B, BE S SLRVBN K &S] 10 min 2247, PR AR A, BIET
732 -
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3. BEIESE
B0 0 20 R 22 S0 L 5 B PR O R VR e AR A LR S 7, BRI R
3.1. BERENHE

AR e AR A IS IN G . BEF RSN B HIORIAS i o AT U DA B ek I 1) % 45 2% FiE
TEE B, BANT.

3.1, BHRMAEMENEREFEEmENTZW

[#] 58 B AL IR 90°C  FEZAKI (8] 30 miny B FHBH, 2.5 ¢ JBEFH 30 g« FEAHT 10 g+ 15 g+ 20 g 25 g.
30 g, WRAWA, KAKTHRZE 70°CLAAL, 1218HIE O IR G I R 20k R B M RN I, SR 4k
Zm#AGEFE 5 min, EREANIHAE S HIBEIE R, RETE 90CHIMRE FHEATIEML, K% 30 min, ib'E
A B — M SR, B AUIE T KRR AN I AN B, % pH 1, #EHERL 1 min 2 )5, 8
BB AT A, SR SLZON 90°C IR HUKIA 30 min, ELEIEEERE; AMEARBZ 5, 52
ZI¥ FORAEIR K, RZ) 10 min, FILEH, FrHLEREE, RIAT15 250

3.1.2. BFEMRMEBXERRFIEAROZN

] 5 AR 90°C | AL 1] 30 min. BB 2.5 g #4540 20 g, JEEZEH) 20 g+ 25 g+ 30 g. 35 g,
40 g, BEYS], BKTHEZE 70°C LA, 1818 HIE O LR S IFE SO R RBEE EM RN, SR 5 4k
BEINASEEE S min, EBEAIHASHIREAE—E, RETE 90 CHLRE T, K% 30 min, ib'E
VAR S — P S, B RS TR BRER BN I N B, A% pH M, HiHE K2 1 min 2 )5, 8
BRI AT AL, SR S ZION 90°C FITEIR AR A 30 min, BLEVEEERE; ERMEEMEZ 5, o
ZIW I TAER AR F, K2 10 min, #HBH, FHAKRAA, BIaTER 650 .

3.1.3. RARRNENEREFIE RN

[t 5 AR 90°C « AL [B] 30 min. 45K 20 g« FEFHD 25 g IR A IS, BRI BN 2.0 g.
25g.3.0g.3.5g. 4.0g. KKTHRZE 70°CA, 181830 C2 IR A 17 HIHE 20k AR 54 A A,
SRIG AR SIMBIEHE S min, EBIEATE AR HIRATE—#S, SRAEHE 90 CRITRIR F TR, K2 30 min,
eI IK B — PR ST, H ARV T /K BRI B T, A% pH E, HiHE K2 | min 2 )5,
e e R T AT A, ARG N 90°C ITHIR KA 30 min, EFITEEE; fERAEBEEZ S,
SEZK HBAER R K, KZ 10 min, HHBH, FFHARAGE, BRI B2,

3.14. BREREXNEREFEERRNTM

] 5 AL E N 90°C « FEZALIT ] 30 min. B FIHK 3.0 go FEACHY 20 g JEZEH 25 g AHIAL, KK
THEZ 70°CAAT, 122N CETRA I IRE M R A M R BN, AR5 4k n#diidt 5 min, E
FEMIAAR S HIBETE—IE, RIETE 90 CHIRIE FHHMTIEAL, K% 30 min, ibEATEKBR—FI5 12K
W, BB T /K PIRRIREN I B2, VA2 pH B, HiFE R 1 min 25, 0SB T BT e,
BRSNS 75°CL 80°C 85°C. 90°C. 95 CHEIE/KMH 30 min, EF|'EHER; 7EIGBLAMEZ E,
SEZP I TBAER IR F, K2 10 min, A, FrH AARE, BInIE 2R .

3.1.5. BEREXHER B SRR

] 5 AL IR E N 90°C « IZALI ] 30 min. AWK 3.0 go FEACKY 20 g FEZER 25 g IRAHIAL, KK
THEZ 70°CAA, B2 CETRA I IRE M R A M R BN, AR5 4k n#diidt 5 min, H
FEMIAAR TR EGIE—IE, RJETE 90 CHLRIE T HHMTIZAL, K% 30 min, HEATEKB—MISIMHK
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PR 4

W ST /KB R BV IN N B3R R, A% pH {H, #EFERZ) 1 min 2 )5, B @7 Bk T i A,
BT HEEE N 90 CIE R /KB H &L 1R N 15 min. 20 min. 25 min. 30 min. 35 min HE & ; F%¥
R J5, SLZPEHBERZ KT, K2 10 min, ¥HFH, FHERAH, BIRE2R8.
3.2. BREWEIRNE

H1 10 AR A G T TE/NE, SRAIVEGFIE PR 3E(28], FFRTRIEEG SHE R T SR G
By AR PO AE =TT HTIE E . PPERRHE L 2.

Table 2. Sensory evaluation standards for tea flavored konjac tofu
F2. BREFERRETERE

T AT A 100 40)
B, (Y5, RLBIR 2435
(ﬁi) WA, GEFEIS, TAEIR 1223
e, GRS, BRER 011
FURAIR, A&, Tk 24~35
(ﬁij U, W AR, T 1223
FUBCRLE, AT A, MR 0-11
TR IS, E AR 2130
(fﬁ) HTHOGH, TR, bR 1120
ST, M, s 0-10

33. ERF*.
(iU R DR A2 3 S e VEN DU A e L R A DDA 1 G S ok oAl X R P A

3.3.1. BEEFREKMERONIE

FREL— 52 5 my (5 B0 TR mo) 36 A5 JBEF B E 4000 r-min™' T #5.0r 10 min, {82 FiEW5 4
UKREAN myo BERZFEAK RS FHAIAIR, W —AMREARIHAT =R, B&BCr1E[29].

wHC =220 4 100%
m, —m,

3.3.2. RN

AR HE 25 BE 2 TS 1 RO XA DT PR 20 mm. T8 20 mm. 5 20 mm K GRS ERES. H
TMS-PRO JFHI AR FEREAT TR, FFX MRS Rk 4T 7401, "SI Fan Z5[30]1FAMEIL 231110
Jiik, I T RMIEIE. RA TPA BEX AT T 0. BeilleSEch: kA PSR,
BN AT (AT B T 2 A& RSO S IR 1 s, OB TSR IR B 25 N, iR fE A 5 g #5
SAEREIF AN 2s, Bk SREMEEEA 25 mm, JEAREAN 50%, IR 60 mm/min, 43k 585 KI8E
BN S mm, 2 RG] 2 5o X —ANRAFEREAT 3 Ui, JRaR HeA 1 M .

3.3.3. BURK
BRI F B 2 3 pros.
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Table 3. Physical and chemical testing methods
3. BUmEE

P4 E E =2 i CWAREA
7K53(g/100 g) < 85 GB 5009.3
VERY (A T3E11)/(2/100 g) < 15 GB 5009.9
i H R M (g/100 g) < 2.5 NY/T494
R (KOH) (BAE 7 i1)/(mg/g) < 3.0 GB 5009.229
T EAE(CAAR T TH)/(2/100 g) < 025 GB 5009.227
#5(LA Pb i1)/(mg/kg) < 0.2 GB 5009.12
5 % 5 &K (ug/kg) < 5.0 GB 5009.22
#EE 2 B1 (mg/100 g) GB 5009.84-2016
#E4FK B2 (mg/100 g) GB 5009.85-2016
3.34. WEDKRE
ARSI TFBLan 2 4 fios o
Table 4. Microbial detection methods
= 4. WEYRN T E
PEAr I E PPor bR e
BB TS &SI R T
S GB 4789.2-2010
A
B T ARG AR A 2 A 6 K v ) GB/T4789.3-2003
o 7= EEH_'A\“ [m AT PM’W@‘“I“ e
nzizé%*ﬂ“/@@'nﬂﬂiff%%ﬁgll’/l]& GB 4789 4-2016
K06
BB FAME R R EA R & A
e r GB 4789.10-2016
2 BR B A6

4. BERE DR
4.1. FEFESIRER
4.1.1. BEMRMEMNEXEFIE SR
I8 3L L B ER SRR R B B SR E W ERS % RINE 5 .

Table 5. Effect of tea concentration on the sensory quality of tea flavored konjac tofu

5. BRREMBERETERRE RSN

SRR X A B LR KR it R (5

THARIZ (%) LERES vk JFidth SV
1.00 25.50 23.50 23.00 72.00
1.50 26.00 22.00 24.80 72.80
2.00 26.50 22.80 24.00 73.30
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Continued
2.50 24.00 24.00 23.00 71.00
3.00 23.50 22.20 24.30 70.00
FEAIRE (%) QS VLS JF s By
—a— FK (%)
—e— fifi [ (N)
98 0 T T T T [ 5'4
‘ |
— L
97.8 1 e
4.8
S ) F4.6 Z
i—H 97.6 » %(
= 97.4 }/ -4.2
{ / - 4.0
97.24 -3.8
-3.6
97.0 T T T T T 34
0.10% 0.15% 0.20% 0.25% 0.30%

Figure 1. The effect of tea concentration on the water holding
capacity and hardness of tea flavored konjac tofu

1. BRRENERET ZEFK AR ERIfN

FIE 5 M 1T, iR BENHR R B SR IS RPK R S 2 A
I, BEEEARRENT R, ERET SRNEE D 2 ETHOES, A 2.0%~3.0%0, A8 55
MURE P 2T BEAGES . XRDUSREEERIRER T, RET RN OERR, NERE, 3
BUREVE G AWERTTAE I, BEE R RIKEERR &, 15 BT S0 Rk R AR i D
ETRES . IR, AR BRI, SRR SR IR R N, B AR, AT K
FRAE RO, AR 2 BE Y S AR PP BRI o SR 57 RE R HE A R LI A AR B SR B S TR
B AT E AR AR E RT3

0%

4.12. B¥HRMENERETEESRNORE
I 312 R AE R AOHE R T SRR WHE R 4R R 6 Frm

Table 6. Effect of konjac powder concentration on the sensory quality of

konjac tofu in Leicha

* 6. BFHAREMNERRETEMRAERRNFNT

=%
s

M o M HE AR ETE 1.0%~2.0%

JBE oy R FEE T 438 7% JBE 4 S B JE R B P R

JE R FE (%) [EEREE AU R By
2.00 26.67 21.33 20.67 68.67
2.50 26.17 25.50 23.67 75.34
3.00 24.50 25.67 23.33 73.50
3.50 22.83 25.50 21.67 70.00
4.00 19.17 22.33 19.33 60.83
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Figure 2. Effect of konjac powder concentration on water hold-
ing capacity and hardness of konjac tofu in Leicha

2. BFMREXERETERFK M AREE R

B2 6 BVl 2 W, JBESFR 1A 0 ot 43 B 2 ROV JBE S 5 T R Rp K PR BB 45 TR R W, 7E 2.0%~4.0%
PIZAE T, TR B SR R T B B 2 VS N (1S K 20 ST S BRI 5 . B BRI
MR R, TR G R AR 2L BT s, 2 R O A IR I, R AR
FRER G TR IORAS 8 S0 R K VAR iy, X B R — B R . b, G BT
R EERISE N, FERBE SR R PR AR K, (B I FRAC. 56 5B I AR B S0 1) AR A
EIRESE SRR, € BE R B I B KN 2.5% .

4.1.3. RARRNEXNEREFIE RN
TR 3,13 B E R IO FE 2 BB B YR E A 45 s 7 fiow .

Table 7. Effect of edible alkali concentration on the sensory quality of tea
flavored konjac tofu

®7. RRBAREMNERREF I ERE RN
PRI 0T $35 2% B 50 SRR Y i S Y 5

BB (%) o vk Ji By
0.20 22.20 23.20 22.60 68.00
0.25 23.40 22.60 22.60 68.60
0.30 24.40 25.00 23.20 72.60
0.35 23.40 25.20 23.80 72.40
0.40 21.60 210 23.80 66.40

M7 R 3 AT DR Y, B R BT SRR . RKTEMBE A —E R . 45 RE
WY, FE 0.2%~0.3%MEER IR, JE - LR (0 BB VP AL il Ao SR 70U A 8 PO 388 I oo, 224 5 [ 791 ok
FER 0.3%F, BEVFAA R EEE FITE 0.3%~0.4%], BEE B 7R g, FEABEF 2R
BV BN AR, BEE R R T R, SRR B SR KK PR AR AR IR T R, X2
F TR TR BE ORI A e, LA K PR ATAE L R A AR o (L2 B 5k [ 779
JETbe, FEAREET SRR I, AT AR, AT R E PS4, BRI G R
SIIMEBIE A, DI, ZRE 10 0 BE - S0 (0 XU L2 B SR B AT S, B B P e (5 I 0.30%.

DOI: 10.12677/hjfns.2023.123022 179 5 E R


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjfns.2023.123022

PR 4

—e— TR (%)
97.2 . . ——EEN |,
97.0
96.8 - /}7i 0
96.6 - — 3.8
£ 964 . .. 2
i: voa] 3.6 %
® 060 ¥ L34
9584 / .
9564 o
95.4 3.0

0.20%  025%  0.30%  035%  0.40%
T FABRIH

Figure 3. Effect of edible alkali concentration on the water
holding capacity and hardness of challenge tea konjac tofu

B 3. R RBREERET SR FEK R AR

4.1.4. BEREFHEREFERmRITAT
I 314 R E R IOHE R SRR THE R 4 R WK 8 FTm

Table 8. Effect of coagulation temperature on the sensory quality of Qicha

konjac tofu
%= 8. BRERENERETFEER B RN

5 15 PEE 0 458 4 B Y LB K ot SR

KRR (C) (ERES AL 5 Y
75.00 28.25 25.25 23.50 77.00
80.00 28.25 25.50 24.00 71.75
85.00 28.25 25.30 24.20 71.75
90.00 28.25 25.75 24.00 78.00
95.00 28.25 26.25 23.50 78.00

—u— FFIK (%)

—e— fifi EE(N)
T T T T T
96.8 -
®  La4o
96.7 9/ i .
96.6 1 / 3.5
[
3 96.5 1 =
& L30&
= 308
2 964 =
RS L5
96.3 -
96.2 - L2.0
96.1 -
L1.5
96.0 . . ; . .
75 80 85 90 95

1 [ I 2

Figure 4. Effect of solidification temperature on the water
holding capacity and hardness of Qicha konjac tofu
B 4. BERE RSB R R M FRE RS
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M 8 JeIE 4 ATLLE Y, BEEDR FE R AR BE Y 2R AR L KR SBE R A AN K, TR
B BTt FER BT BB E PR FR R R BORAE — @ RS LA . HiE, fEiREIL
BBl G, BRI R LT, 582 B G BORR /KA RE L PR AR A AR /N o 72 PR 24 ST 31 90°C
Ja, FRZRBET ERREIR O A 2R, B, BEREZRT S, HEE IR FK N &R AL
AR HIHA 2 e REE IR 90°C.

4.1.5. BEREIRHER RS E R m R
FIE 3,15 AR & R 2R BE T SR B PR A A 5 R 9 R

Table 9. Effect of setting time on the sensory quality of challenge tea konjac tofu
9. RENEMNEREFEERE MR

5 [ B ) 458 2% JBE S JE R Y o O PO S

5% [ B 8] (min) ENzs AU gLk B
15 29.50 25.00 25.25 79.75
20 29.50 25.250 25.35 80.10
25 29.75 25.50 25.50 80.75
30 30.25 26.50 25.50 82.25
35 30.25 26.40 25.50 82.15

—— FKYE(%)
T | T I_._ ﬁE}g(IN) 4-5
96.4 -
*""{ -4.0
96.2 - . —
3.5
[ 4
& 96.0+ .
& -3.0 g
% =
i 95.8 1 / 2.5
95.6 L0
95.4 1.5
15 20 25 30 35

58 I8 I ]

Figure 5. Effect of setting time on the water holding capacity
and hardness of Qicha Konjac tofu

5. BERENE R BT SRR AR E RIS

WA 9 K&l 5 ATV, FEANFEFECR RS, B SR NERE . KSR E R, 4
RFEH, AE 15~25 min JEFE P, RN R, 7 IR A . B I TR 23X 30 min AL, R
ARET IR N P AN BE I 18] (AR AT A AR ORI A o 3K A2 PR 2 e i o R B I, SR
JE&§ BB AR SE AT R, AL 7Kk R S P2 I 5 k] B ) 0888 i A i B2 7, 24 €[] I 18] 213 30 miin B
B, FERBET SRR, A I RN, R R AN AR W R AR . 2R BT
A, R SR R LR N R Y 30 min
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4.2. BTN

HRPEAR 2 B SR R AR B VRN W, SRR BT SRR, = E R TR .
KRBT DR HAT BEACTEAR I, PR AR AR QIR 10 s

Table 10. Physical and chemical index test data

= 10. BBIERRE N H R

miH K56 24
K5 95%

VER 0.75 g/100 g

i H b 25g/100 g

ety 0.8 g/100 g

HEAMAE 0.09 g/100 g

it 0.1 mg/kg

W ERER FAe H
44 F Bl (mg/100 g) 0.08
4E4 K B2 (mg/100 g) 0.04
#EFK C (mg/100 g) 4.1
#t o-VE (mg/100 g) 8.8

4.3. REYEMN
Rl 2R BT SR AT RAE V-, PR ARRFR IR 11 s

Table 11. Microbial index test data
= 11, HEYHEIRENETE

For 48 A B % S 4(CFU/g) K AT # MPN/100 g WITIKH AR E R
KR 168 <23 KA H RATH
IS G G Hi% HH%

i b, R AR IR BEAER S INE . B PRSI0 L ek ] J S DA A ek ] N R] PR [ X L
RIUKHER B GRS . R BRI A AN . ARAE 1 1~3 AT DS R B R b
B B SRS BT, HE KA A B BT, RmRE —EIRE R, AR
FEEW B K, A FURARIR I R, T B Py ok, dInER A e
BN AR, TR IR D) 2 3 A 2 R AR R . R SRR AW L, R ORI
FEN 2.0% BEFMHRIE N 2.5% EHBIRE N 0.3%0 DB &R, HERAFEESTR. RIEE 4. B 5
AT LLAG 400 4 B 5 I o VIl P R [ B [ 4, LR . Rk MDA B Y R R . 1ESE
B FRATACII, g 5 B 0 T B (RO CE A B, P RRE . REKPEANBE RS — e R R R e, AR E|
BT BRSO BUAR . X RO BIA — e T AR G, SRS SR 1B
TR, BEENREEY 90°C . HEE I 8] 30 min I i ARRAS, PG IR AN 8], ST . Rkl
JAGEFEBAIIA K o JEAE, TR A A S AR S E M FR AR AT I, VRSB0 168 CFU/g. K
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i

FF <23 MPN/100 g, YD1 ECHAI &M R AT BRI AM L 5 TS bR 25 75 2 M 2 B SR AR v R
5. &t

PEAER, NGRS FRIR & T SRR, A AT B R dh R B H i 2, it
BEFRIFR R, BABKKAT RN ERTEABERMARE T, EMBEY e AT
R EAEERIFRD, fA R DB ORI RE, 23 7 BORRE NF bRk, fERET MG
5 ARACUYE FH A DR A AR5 s IR BIT R KA S 0 2 ¥ 8 2 BILAE B0 00 5 EERL R 11 ST ) oK o R 1T 5
TR — MGt frdh, AT 0K A LA RR T s, BRI 85 . 2T
Ub, ASCIUAERRY . BETRY . ROV ER R DURE VR ReRkrE. R BRALVERT. RUEYITRTR
NVEE SRR, W IR A E T B AR BT . $EAORIREEN 2.0% BEFRIRIEN 2.5% T BRIK L
0.3%. KEMEIREDY 90°C eI E] 30 min. FEIZFAF N HIGREE R SRR D, AuE, TLHR%,
RURELLE, HAEERSER R, i VBT EREERSEI, QREESHRA, BAEBUIrfmmE .
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