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conditions. Methods Fresh Lanzhou Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er were used as the raw material. A combination of
single-factor experiments and an orthogonal test design was employed. The study examined the effects of
post-ripening duration, concentration time, concentration temperature, amount of water added and the dosage of
D-sodium erythorbate on key indicators, including soluble solids content, total flavonoids content, total phenols
content and sensory evaluation scores of the prepared pear paste. The influence hierarchy of these factors on the
evaluation indicators was analyzed to identify the optimal preparation parameters. Results The processing factors
mentioned above significantly affected the total phenols and total flavonoids content in the pear paste. The optimized
preparation conditions were determined as follows: A post-ripening time of 30 d, a concentration time of 35 min, a
concentration temperature of 65 °C, a water addition level of 20%, and a D-sodium erythorbate addition amount of
0.70%. Verification tests confirmed that the pear paste produced under these optimal conditions achieved a soluble
solids content of 87%, with total flavonoids and total phenols content reaching 682.00 mg/kg and 484.67 mg/kg,
respectively. This demonstrated effective retention of bioactive compounds and significant antioxidant properties.
Average sensory quality score was 81.5 points. Conclusion This study successfully optimizes the preparation
process for Lanzhou Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er pear paste. The optimized process effectively retains active
components such as total flavonoids and total phenols, significantly enhances soluble solids content and sensory
quality, thereby providing a reliable theoretical foundation and practical reference for the standardized industrial
production of Lanzhou Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er pear paste.

KEY WORDS: Lanzhou Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er; pear paste; processing optimization; total phenols; total

flavonoids; soluble solids; sensory quality

il

0 5

224K JLEL(Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er) & i [ 7 [E Vh
b X —FiRp Bk A4, LR SR GRS KUk 8 57
BAE, & 2R EYRE RSy, AN, MRS
FEN 2 ISR IERHIN T A L8 e —Fh HA T i k0% |
THPEESE RO G, b IR 2 Rk )
BEVE RO R D SR, BB AL, Wbt
Ak TR BT 1O SIS i 2 2 T Y
FHIE; XS T, R S LR R, R PR R
JH B O B 0 1 B 8,

FUBE RN T TR R A G B, R AT Y
IR R, WA RALE I TR0, ANFEP
el I (U0 Fe e i 5 LA Ve i) e A S BN L« 1
(8] )2 i 3 52 ) PO PE A0 (An s B . B R O AR E P S
mb BT ARG M o AL, TR AL 3ELCUn )5 280 B R s i
WIE T EE AL . BN, 575 « R KEED
FIBFFR R, TRINZS & R 2 IR 3R T 42 FH AL E T
FALY AR R, AR ZE R TLE. MRS
P, SO0 FE T A R TR TR A RO, 2
HILA X —Fp IR, KRG HAVE 20 m T IR
CFRRRe s T2, il TSR AL E &
KA B L B S M AR AT A IR R 25 8]

T, AMRRAESWERERAR, REFHET
JEEAETT] . MBI . WRAEES ], oK BRI SN

LS M U E I R A2/ NI SN N SN TS
SERLC SR R ARSI . i RGN L ZHRSEL, BT
B3 — B RERSTESRATARUERLE 7™ i 1 [R5 FRJBE M
B HOLEUA G T AT I A a9 i ) - PR
Hom Pt b im R L T2, LI 22 M BOLREE IR
HEAL L R T AR PR AT SR i B AR 5 TS %

1 MR5ERZE

1.1 w5 S5EE

IR 22 M LEL T 2024 4£ 9 [ 28 H R4 T 22 T
ISR A AL o SRR 8 Jliadh, s —3L.
T R E . L. KR/ANES, ATEHEIE YN
12.0%=+0.5%, AJVEEBR N 7.5 g/kg(VASERIRIT) . RIY K
iz [l 4 CW I A7 o

W AR AR ) | B R A (N2, COs) RS R EN(NaNO,) |
AL (NaOH) (M HT4l) . B FRRARE S (SEE 96.1%) .
JLESEARME S (L RE 98.1%) Y BBy | 8 A 50 £
D-RHUIA MRS . MR . RIR(EMPOAL s &4 TR
FABRAAFD; AICL « 6HOZERE 99%, DU R s R A
FRAFD.

RE-52AA Jight 7 k(Lo EALUER) ); WYT
TR (RS A AR A FRA F] ), UV-4802 %5
SN EETT DL JE AT E i LA FR A A ]; PHS-3C 24 pH
TR RS A R wl); EPOCH 2 BYJEARAYL (S
BioTek Instruments 2 ]); TGL-16 HY B HL [ RE I SE 56



120 B il 2 A iR A I A 4

FH1TE

EUEFRABRA ], PX85ZH #IHLFRF-[KEE 0.1 mg,
BAZEWY AR (F M)A PR ] 1; IXFSTPRP-CL-48L {414
IS AS (i 0 5 SE R 28 7] ) o
1.2 REHFE
12.1 T¥as

BOLBLBLE A= T WA BB LA — JFoRE R 2
— B TR TR — B R 2 - AL B 3 g — s vk
AR ORAETRRE | AR . KR BLUE .
122 Heh#URL AL & T4 &4

VOB B LA R W 600 g(RT M EE Y N
11.5%+0.5%) . MUKE 20% ., FrERRTSINE 0.10% , SRR
T 0.1%., EASHGEIRE 65 °C, We4EmtiE] 30 min, W4E
WA N EAFE 78 RAL, WA E RN 65 °C, H=E
0.07~0.08 MPa, 7t bRk T2 4RI iy Beml k474K
JLBALE PR R ROE A T AR

FEMRNE: WEEAFRPILR)E#I0. 10, 20,
30, 40 d). HeARIHE](5~35 min), HAFIREE(50~75 °C). fiI
K EE(10%~50%) . D-SEHTI ML AR M AN (0.1%~0.9%) 35 N &
X ) LAY E I BT T B A E SR AR R, R TR R 3R
EASARIRSS, REET FR HARS— R, HAS AR .
1.2.3  AdpERGp R

Fie 1R T2 AE SRS 58 AN [ 5 T R] L R 4 e (A]
WARIRSE . K . D-SEPUIR L FR AN i S T2 b PR
Jei, XFEROLEARLE Fp A R R 28 A W TE R T
HEATIAE .

(B2 o A BB

By IR AR B B SR Y | il Aeme
I e AT, WA s, BIEREJLEELE 5 ¢, A 70%
T 5 mL, 40 kHz #87 JEHEHL 10 min, 12000 t/min 250> 20 min
J&, BCETEWR, IS m2SERIOR T 4 COKFRIRAEE&

(2) 6 5 2 A A

S BN S SR AR AR L, 2 B R B 4E
STk, WA S, B SR 0.4 mL il & A FK
ILFSFVERRINA W, SRFIA 2 mL ARAREHAF, BiHEs2)
JEEEHE 5 min, BESZEIIA 1.8 mL 10% (m:V) Na,COs
W, MR 1 h, FAEHEETE 765 nm R Hk o
BE, BAMRIG AL, 125 L HEAE A2 AT IE . FriEmisk
HIIE LU B FBRAVE AR, TR Y=2.808X+0.0012,
r’=0.9994, FESLEE SRR E TR, @ X hET R
FUBRER RIS B TR Z T (mg/ke) . WIGE I
WL HRE S B S ke

(3) B ) 5 o P 2

SER A B RN R SR = bR Bk, SR OPRIS
U0 e T gk < USRSk, e Esh, (A
1.2.3() P A FEGR . RPN AR BUR 30 pL % 1.5 mL

ZEMKH, JEIA 90 uL 5% (m:V) NaNO, 5, S5
BETERTHE 5 mn, A 018 mL 10% (mV)
AICL; » 6H,O AL, fdE &) 5 HCE TEIR T e
6 min, FfiJ5 A 0.33 mL Z£{%7K 1 0.6 mL 1 mol/L NaOH ¥%§
W, IRAAEH A EI T 510 nm T2 KRG,
BRI L 0.3 mL HEEAE 28 Foxd I, AR fh 4
MAERLLA RZAVE AR, RN Y=2.0939X+0.0183,
r’=0.9991, Ff i B # & 5 O AT BLERE AL L
AR Y327 (mg/kg).

GOFILREENRE T

K ARG #4810, 10, 20, 30, 40d). H4EATA](10.
15,20, 25,30, 35 min). ¥R4FIRBE(60. 65, 70, 75, 85 °C).
HKE(10%., 20%. 30%. 40%. 50%). D-FHidh MBER4NES
fE0.3%. 0.5%. 0.7%. 0.9%. 1.1%)T ZHIVESAm%K
JLABE IR B . AT R LA B ROKEYE, |
10 #5252 T IR0 B A48 7 BB PR ik,
SRR AR . TR B 4 BHRER YR AT
a5, LA 10 NP IR A5 53, TP 4Ehn MbRifEIL 2 1.

F1 HEEEIFNIERRIRE
Table 1 Sensory evaluation indicators and standards of pear paste

5 H s ‘ﬁ*{fgﬁ
- BErEwa, ALE 21~25
25 ;\) EREEA, ROERE 11~20
G, JoOhRE 0~10
ppes PR, FH 21~25
25 49) ERPRACRE, A 11~20
LR kol NE AT 0~10
- FRFET 1 21~25
(25‘;\) i 2 i 11~20
TR AL FH 0~10
o PN IR R 21~25
o3 ;\) R 11-20
TCBLAE TRl AT S0k 0~10

1.3 BEZRRIERREFIT
1.3.1 FHEERBAKFE
SRR A ARRFILBE N 0, 10, 20, 30,
40 d; A& B: We4imfla>y 15, 20, 25, 30, 35 min; KX
C: WA 60, 65, 70, 75, 80°C; HE D: fn/kiH
10%. 20%. 30%. 40%. 50%; K% E: D-HHUIRIMRING
R 0.30%. 0.50%. 0.70%. 0.90%. 1.10%. #&%KHZEK
R A4 A 5 S ] 30 d, Wk ZEBFa] K 35 min ., HR4HIR
JE 65°C, KE 20% ., D-SEHUIRMLERENIR & 0.70%.
1.32 XA KIEZ I
FF BB N R 45
HZE 5K, 3k 2 s,

. B T IE A



55 6 4 gk IF, & Z2MBILELELE I T L 204 B g M a2 5 0 BT AY 52 i) 121
#2 REEZRKFEE
Table 2 Table of experimental factor level
HKFEZ AR TRIFILE S #UW)/d Bk 4 5} ] )/min CHEARIREE)C  DUKE)/%  E (D-SHidR M BREN S IR )/ %
1 0 20 65 10 0.50
2 10 25 70 20 0.70
3 20 30 75 30 0.90
4 30 35 80 40 1.10
1.4 HIEAIE SRR S R TS R RRRE S, fEE R 30 d

PSS 3 N ER, SORIBCFAE, R SPSS 8.0 %k

PESEFT SRS, SR FH Origin 2022 B HEATA R .
2 ZERE5SH

21 BRFABERSF
AR I L5 2 MBOLE T F BB n

2.1.1

B 1 BR TR T TZEX 8L

B R

HERI . AR ATLIR, B o2 it i, AL

S B/ (mg/kg)

R B (mg/kg)

6001
500

===

(=]

600T
5001
400
300
200
100+

Fig.1

JERJd

400
300F
200+
100
0 10 20 30 40

65 70 75 80

AR EE/°C

600

o

& 500

=1

£ 400

1= 300

&

3% 200

i 100
0

& 1

IR R fE 512,75 mg/kgo XNy il B Y S AR 0
HET R SE A ERTER BB AL . AN ML BE S5 R ) AL i 1AL
Je—Z B M S L, DTS A A T B2 | B e 5 e A AR
WIS BRI, R AR EE K 2 40 d B,
IR &R BLUR R, aTREIR TR SO B S T B I
JE B B S B ARG ) g et e o S T 2
WRA MR, W48 35 min B &R, A
573.00 mg/kg. VLFFAERIZESRICRAL A W O 5T h R
B 7 ALEF, RITEE BRI ) (1.5 h) N B s i f

700
600

500
400
300
200
100
0 15 20 25 30 35

et 1] /min

20 30 40

Tk /%

111

ST i (mg/kg)

600 -

500

400

g

s 300 -
200

i
13 100 f

/(mg/kg)

i

50

0.30

0.50

0.70 0.90 1.10

D-STI ML R ENAS IR/ %%

AR A A A O LB rh S BB ) 5200

Effects of different processing conditions on total flavonoids in Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er pear paste



122 B il 2 4 oA I A 4

FH1TE

T, SRS AR I ) 0 PR RO T8 T, RIS Y
WRAR I A1 R B, ARSI g R . W4
TR %) v D B B TR, 7E 65 °CHY i
4 481.75 mg/kg, IXIESE T #EAAL YA E, &
TR R R 5 Sk, R SRR A BT
B2 S v SRR B IR A3 i R RE X
il B A AR, KA 20%A) & R, ik E]
507.00 mg/kg, UiAAIE & A K A R FRRIGEE, Hilz
K43 I T4 DR HIE K e 44 st I ] S SRR R 2k o L4h, D-S
BU I 0L 2 A 19 A 0t e P % R B B S R

B VA Ik 3G, SE T R S R AR, ARV
0 0.70%0F BB IEH 488.75 mg/kg, Midi% HHilfE &
B T RE, PUTE RS E SR P AR PR 0.30% 9IS i

K.
10 20 30 40

JE#W/d

65 70 75 80

WA JE/°C

450

400 |
350}
?300 A
=250 |
ﬂﬁzoo-
=150+
1 100 f

50 L

400 -

350 |
300
Dasof
i 200 |
T 150 |
100 |
50 1

3

BB R (mg/kg)

RE LM HILERLF F L8680k
R B AR S R A M AL, (B
PE(E 2) SRR 30 d B, S & iR (339.33 mg/kg),
X 2 5 S A AR PR S S b TR I SR A Y K
it ST P02 W A e G, RS R S BT, U
AR B TR0 4 i B2 S B0 28 o SR AL SR A 1 E R R =2
—, 35 min I3k 379.14. WR4FIRERIFEZ IO, 65 °CF
R (281.01 mg/kg), FE—BRUE T GRS By B R
AR, 145 Rt 5 BE R P O LB 5
LS (ISR AT R 2 AR SR A 25— 30 K
20% S A B (353.31 mg/kg), X GELE HESS R—
0, FRUREDTIE T 38 B A AR AR S5 A R 7 A S 1 v 4 ) 0
PR B PR 3 o D-BUIRMBRENTE 0.70% 7N~ 2on
BB AP R (289.35 mg/kg), HALHITE T 354+ E4

o 400+
< 350t
£ 300t
o 250+
&1 200 F
&= 150+
B 100 f

50

0

15 20 25 30 35

YR /min

20 30 40 50

Hn7K /%

2.1.2

400
350t
300
250
200+
150}
100}

50+

1]

=
&1 200f
=
T 150}
100
0.30

0.50

0.70 0.90 1.10

D-SHUIR LR AR I/ %

K2 AT 20X ROLRELE B 5 0
Fig.2 Effects of different processing conditions on total phenols in Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er pear paste



%56 34 s 07, A S MEOLARRYE N 20 SO TG P 3 5 S R 123

1l 22 1 AU PR 1 RN B Y bl 3k, DA T SEL BT 5 245 1) e 48
A5 5 AR B A A A R 1
213 AR I ELZMHAHRIVERELF P TREER 44
AL

AP T 9 e R R VR T SR AR AR
KEPAEFR(E 3). 52 30 d BRI B R R
(81.5%), X J RE VR T Ji5 ik A5 2 11 S5 52 PN 3 ) 55 22 W
PR AT PR RE R et 35 min SYR4EIEE 65 °CHIfE
AT T & Ay BA R 2 78.5% M1 78.7%, FRUIE
1o 8 B A K S [ 2 T A B T B KR, (R4 4 T 4
SyEE, FIRMARME R K R R 2
20% /K B AT RS 78.5% % &, WK EBET 30%)5,
LR [R) AR T B 2 RE R S R A . D-SEHUR M
FRENUS ALl 0.70% 5, AT VP [ R 4 & ot 36 31 0
(79.75%), X 1] REIAI A5 25 F H AT AL VE b T 8259
JETAE N SR S R A RE, DI S G R B T T

[

o

il

EipiZ27/Iaad

214 REITEEMTHILAETHREFNIEIRG
2

A

PR CE A R T TR S AN, T KRS R
(& 4). JF2 30 d AORE SR IEAT 5 55(79.50 41), HASHAR .
FURCHMA, UE S 20 KUK 40 R A A S 1 ), e
AP 35 min. WEE 65 CCRYRESHAERNPRE . AEFIXUR I
T, PEAETE 4 B1h (78.50 43 Al 79.00 43); i 75 °C
DI ERE S SOk BRI, AR, R TR, K&
20% I FE S 7E 7B B 5 XUBR A 1 BUAS fee O -, 153
(76.75) M F ik & 2L AR (AT fE ik T 2680 sl ik = (RUR B2 TR )
FIRE R o D-SFHUIR MR A AR I 0.70% M BE il DR (R 58 3
TG MR T AR A5 o e SR 43 (78.50 43), 3o v i vl E S|

AL 2R R IR, SEOEAIEIL, XEEEERS L
IRHRALFE bR DGR, B R B E T N ST AR T 1 A
AR R AR SRR e A b
82 r
©
= 80
b 78
§\ 76 t
H 74 L
3
T2 i
= 70
15 20 25 30 35
W4T E] /min
9r
X L
ﬂ\ﬁﬂ 78
Q! L
\% 77
‘?Ef 76
§75 B
= 74
10 20 30 40 50
K&/ %

11

. 84¢
ﬂ% 82l
e 80+
R 78}
R 76}
= 7
& 721
= 70}
68
0 10 20 30 40
Ja I/
821
X
< 80
i
&1 78
§ 76
E 4L
o 74
K721
= 70 -
68
60 65 70 75 80
AR /°C
E 801
X 79[
|
QI 7 L
§ 77
B 76|
sl
w5k
=74l
7
030  0.50

0.70 0.90 1.10

D-SHUR ML RN Nk /%%
B3 R L X O LA RYET ol v [ T 490 1 52 i

Fig.3 Effects of different processing conditions on soluble solids in Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er pear paste



124 B 4 4 T e A 2 178
80 -
78
K76t
R
Bk 74 L
Bining
#7210
70 +
68
10 20 30 40 15 20 25 30 35
JE B/ 45t ) /min
82 78
30| 77
78+ I
& KI5t
X 76k BN
R KR 741
=74l B
{ug fur 73
igd L 8]
# 7 B0
70 L L
68
60 65 70 75 80 20 30 40 50
WAEIRE/°C Hn7K /%
82 -
80 -

L 78}

K
R 76}

}\
74t
2
‘721
70}
68

0.70 0.90 1.10

D-SHUR MR N /%

Kl 4 KR T2 HOLRAYE 1B PR 52
Fig.4 Effects of different processing conditions on sensory assessment in Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er pear paste

22 EXMfARAIELESR

FET PR RO 1B 4 KO8 B S U8 0.10.,20.30 d(A
JE A 40 d BRI IR IR W& TR LK), Wediat Al 20, 25,
30.35 min([H 15 min RIS 90358 SR E SR 0 57
AR, MRATIRBE 65. 70, 75, 80 °C(IH 60 *CHEAE R K 1L
IS, Feuau 2k A A P BOE IR LK), ik 10% .
20%. 30%. 40%(FH 50% 07K & TCik i 2 vl v o &
SR, BRI KE); D-RPUIR MR 0.5%. 0.7%.
0.9%. 1.1%(F 0.3%M 7N ERAN B B & 35 oK),
Bt Lig(@)IEACIR, 453 3, % 4 R H2zobr i
3 PR BRSSPk ABLCIDLE (5
30d. #4i 35 min, 65°C. fIZKE 20%. D-RHUIR iR
0.70%), FEARIEL(65 °C)RI I/ DIy, st EIE Y S
B TR KT AuBLCDLE(WE4E TR 80 °C), {H 80 °C

A BB (267.23 mg/kg) & AL 65 °C (281.04 mg/kg) T [
5.9%, LrEIEHER LRI, o AR IR R 65 °C.

52T LR 4 BN MR 4 I 1A (W 22 5F 7 AN
1157.544, F=7.939) K & (i 22 7 1 647.557, F=3.292)
B MAVE F T (P<0.05), [FAMA . WEEIEE . D-RPUR
MR BN AE 235 R (P>0.05), #5 I Z M 0 : R4S
[F]> 117K 2> J5 BB A)> D - FEBTI I R A V8 I > Ve 4 T
23 mMIZWIERE

W BT IEZR I a5 8, BOLARF s T
LA EWENR ABLCIDE, . KA A TE T H 54T
CEEER . S, AT TR SO E AN R A
oKV, RHAAREMSGA M, Hh, FHZE B M D
XGRS S B R B o R, MR A XAl R
YRR E fh B £ SEH . W T ES A G M HRILBEE



46

ik 7,

S 2 INBOLRET I T 2 Koy S PR35 il 5

/‘?/ ﬂﬁ

125

AR HEA A T EE 0 TR . AT RIS . ARER 4
ZORE BRI, EHILBBLE & TEMSHE RSP, W
24 B[] RN 7K %o 72 i Jo 2

HA R

E RO, T B ]

®3 BILRHEI ML L@EXRELE

VRGN S D-S T LR B AN i D OR 2 B 1 S 25 1
RWE T 20 R, R E e P e 4 1 18] 5 o
UDFEO

ur‘ﬂ o ﬁ
K

KM KSR, A RERTH™ dhir G

Table 3 Results of L4(4°) orthogonal experiment for processing optimization of Pyrus ussuriensis Ruan’er pear paste

RIS A B C D E 2 A/ R a%ﬁ BT M
(mg/kg) (mg/kg) B 4/%

1 1 1 1 1 1 266 84.05 70 68
2 1 2 2 2 2 395 211.60 75 73
3 1 3 3 3 3 274 200.95 79 71
4 1 4 4 4 4 299 196.15 80 76
5 2 1 2 3 4 252 115.50 72 70
6 2 2 1 4 3 186 85.75 76 76
7 2 3 4 1 2 519 423.30 77 80
8 2 4 3 2 1 538 441.40 75 73
9 3 1 3 4 2 215 89.80 80 78
10 3 2 4 3 1 256 166.05 79 77
11 3 3 1 2 4 649 473.85 80 78
12 3 4 2 1 3 623 395.50 83 81
13 4 1 4 2 3 446 283.40 84 83
14 4 2 3 1 4 498 371.80 79 77
15 4 3 2 4 1 281 221.60 77 75
16 4 4 1 2 653 480.50 85 84
K, 308.500 294.750 481.750 476.500 335.250

Ky 373.750 333.750 387.750 507.000 488.750

Ks 435.750 430.750 381.250 402.000 382.250 o

K 512.750 571.500 380.000 245.250 424.500

2% 204.250 276.750 101.750 261.750 153.500
Pk Ay B, C D, =

K, 173.188 143.188 281.038 318.663 229.025

K, 267.237 208.800 236.050 353.313 301.300

Ks 281.300 329.925 276.737 240.750 241.400 A

Ky 339.325 379.137 267.225 148.325 289.325

e 25 166.137 235.949 44.988 204.988 72.275
Pk A, B, C D, E,

K, 74.500 76.500 78.000 77.250 75.250

Ky 75.000 77.250 76.750 78.500 79.500

Ks 80.500 76.250 76.750 77.500 79.000

AL PERE Y

K 81.500 81.000 80.000 78.250 77.750

W2z 7.000 4.500 3.250 1.250 4.250
AR A, B, C, D, E.

K, 72.000 74.750 76.500 76.500 73.250

K, 74.750 75.750 74.750 76.750 78.750

Ks 78.500 76.000 74.750 75.500 77.750 .

Ky 79.750 78.500 79.000 76.250 75.250 R

e 25 7.750 3.750 4.250 1.250 5.500
Pk A, B, Cs D, E,
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Table 4 Analysis of variance significance

E;
wr fjﬁu A F FIRRME B
A 175.446 3 1.761 3.290
B 1157.544 3 7.939 3.290 *
C 118.675 3 0.807 3.290
D 647.557 3 3.292 3.290 *
E 186.417 3 1.268 3.290
2 294.12 6

1 #2557 8 35 (P<0.05)

X} AByCIDE, TEHAMAT 3 IWELIIIE, 45RUFE
5 WIFRIB AR BR: % L TR EEEEY) 87%(5%
T 16 HIEASRIIYE 76.8%), SEHH 682.00 mg/kg, L
484.67 mg/kg, HIEAHIBIEH(E N 653.00 mg/kg. S
480.00 mg/k)ZEHBI/INT 5%, CETESY 81.5 S (il |
FURERE . B4 WAR), H 3 REEIEA S R $(variable
coefficient, CV)/NT 2%, Fasgth REF; BRALRHE: mlvA T
FIEYPFSEN 87% (CV=1.2%), T 16 HIEGRH{E
(76.8%), HAF4 GB/T 22474—2008 { £t e E 5 bniE R
) Hren TR = 65% I ER, JBET LT BN
81.5, 80.5. 82.5 4%, FIIT43 81.5 41(CV=1.1%), JTeHtikz:
5, R T ERUEME RAE, vl A A TR, W
SR AR, BT Al R (87%) i T IE A8
I (76.8%), JEHAETF Il T2 T KAy 8 LR SH R R
B RIERF—65 eCiHedrisi/ > T HE R HERHRJS, 1M 20%[1
Jok a1 BERRRE, X —45 04 2 GB/T 22474—2008
AL MERDE Y =65% 1 Bk, HAGMER > & &t B 3 & T
T ESEFUT ABIMEZ 30 mg/g)P”. M5 BB EESLT
REEAEYENY T, BB BT R ALE R E il R
f@ThRe, Fa MR AR E U RAARN A T 2R
RETE B 7 T HA WAL, AP R e . B %k
JUESHIN T SR T HARARE 0,

#5 WIERELER

Table 5 Results of verification experiment

Sy psy] ALV BES

B /(mg/kg)  /(mg/kg) HIE/% (100 43)
BTE 1 681.00 485.00 88 81.5
EH2  682.00 486.00 87 80.5
HHE3  683.00 483.00 86 82.5
FHIE 682.00 484.67 87 81.5

A FEAAFAE WIS TR B 2 b s (D) ARIRIEA R R i
BEC 0 °C ., 18 °CH B . —80 *CURIF ) Bad 7 Hp ik
PERLAT RN, Jo 0T 45 G AR A 24 o BT B 2 0 5 1) FL A4
AAREEAE QDU T3 M AL RO By . B
T ), B2 AR P D RE I IR (AN BB NZ | T Al S A% SR Th R B
fRETHLFESE ), 75 F— 3 i sh Wik 56 sk A R 2 iR e

SEHINREEMIR Z
3 & i

MO B [H 2 e IEAC IR I 45 51, FF 45 IR 1A,
22N LBLBLE 0 e B 45 T2 8 N L BL R S R
30 d, 4GSRl 35 min, WRAEIREEFERITE 65 °C, ik
20%, [EIIESIN 0.70%01 D-FHUIR MRS, 7EM T2 40F
T, BRALE AT TR & R IA S 87%, TR A
1 682.00 mg/kg, Al ol 484.67 mg/ke, JEE N RITAN
SFHPESY 81.5 AM(CV=1.1%), T HRRIL S, B4
PR B E DUREREH TR B IR AR

Z T LR BT, 8 R 0045 5 25 e 45
ATy, AR T ISR AR L AT T
(AR 22 DA SR KU i A4k, R s i 1A g 15 Xk
DL B A3 5 2 ORI i B ANRRUE S (), LA ST
AR AT A7 22 M LB T 7=l S BUbR o Ak AR P= R A1 T 52
PSS A7 5 S R TE
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