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Optimization on fermentation process of high antioxidant activity

of Malus doumeri fruits beverage

2 RE!
CHENG Tian-de"
(1. m AL R = BE B S 2 i 2 e T AR T i

N N 42
R Y
XIE Qing-tong*
51151052, AR TR MBS TRZBE AR M

Jif T A
YOU Li-jun®
510640)

(1. School of Food and Drug, Qingyuan Polytechnic, Qingyuan . Guangdong 511510, China; 2. School of

Food Science and Engineering » South China University of Technology, Guangzhou, Guangdong 510640, China)

RE-RAIRS ST EHAEZRRLBELBRGRAK
BE A GZATR M AR AL AR R W AE X B R 0 4R A R AL A
ARy e o R R S B K B Ao vl @ AR AL B R A R
REMABMIZEMN. ERET KRR LBERE RN R
BACH A IEMER A Faep =1.214 22X (0.386 2F, +
0.241 2F,+0.196 2F;), k= A 8 T & A 4 A 2 %
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B e 28 d, RR W AE R Bk i) F oy, —3.42,
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Abstract: The comprehensive evaluation model of antioxidant ca-
pacity of Malus doumeri {ruits beverage was determined by prin-
cipal component analysis. Based on the antioxidant capacity of
fermented beverage of Malus doumeri fruits, the single factor
test and the response surface methodology were used to find out
optimal fermentation conditions. Results showed that the com-
prehensive antioxidant capacity of Malus doumeri {ruits
fermented beverage was Fup = 1. 214 2 X (0. 386 2F; +
0.241 2F, +0.196 2F3). The optimal fermentation parameters of
antioxidant fermented beverage of Malus doumeri fruits were;
fermentation temperature 30 C, adding

Malus

starting at pH 5.0,

20 g/100 mL.  of doumeri fruits, inoculating

5 mL/100 mL of LGG, fermentation time 28 d, Fu 4 =3.42.
Keywords: Malus doumeri fruits; fermentation; antioxidant;

principal component analysis
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AR, s ST R T IWEES BT, EEE™Y
WEoE T ISR S R B T2, TR I 5D OB TR R I
MR RBE L2 DRTRoT 45 R R R I & K AL
G KRS T o Bl FHRAMEESEBETZ
SRR & B I T BAR BTG, 7R R R AR . HL
A N BE % 1R B S L M T R A AL BE T AT R
G5, AFTF 5= S D e tE I . S T IR AR KR
IS R TR 2 R B T2 A5 8 T B R B iR P A Ak fE
SR A R S LA K T TR F 9 PR B A A ik A R
A R W BT A A R ) 25 A PP M AL LR R A &
P TR 25 5 PSR A B8 0 (8 D PE AR 36 b, 00 46 70 B AR AR TS
PR LA R R Y R W T2 A R B AR S R R LA BT
SRS RE & A ST 5 R AR AL R K4
1 MRS
1.1 KRRWLE

SRAM T AR AR 3% 1L B 5 1L R 3 (2019 4R
10 ), i KR I RIS F 4 CUKA PR .
1.2 FERH

B FLAT I (CBS98073) . | AR B A W B B A
FR2A 7 5

FEARE T L 2, 2-006 2% -1 3% R 3% (DPPHD 2, 2-
I 20 WL (3~ 2R I WE W k-6t ) CABTS) : 43 By 4l , 3%
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Sigma 2\ 7] 3

WETFRILER LR EKBEEEUD
(Trolox) : i #E i » 9% [H Sigma 2\ A ;

RESLIR (BUIE AR« b oA o 0V 00 2B A B B 1y
HRRAH

P AR TR A B A T A R DAY TR R
1) A BRA T
1.3 FENE

L AU REHL . DS-1 L, RS RS A R A T

R K B % LDZE-100L-TIT B4, |t 22 R y7 g k) s

£ Ty R B2 IOk 4 HL4L : EC-02A 51, bt M B A1 BL A A5
PR 5

RN ZY-800 B, Fig 2 AR M RHLA BR A 7 5

BLAHL: TGL-20M AL, 1 p WAL 2 B = AL &8 F R A
MR 5

239606 BE 3. UV1800 MU, | i 35 M8 Bl £ AU 28 A R

»
=l

AMRAL: PGG-01G B, K Wt 3L 4 BB 3% & e A KR
e IR A AN . MS1 R, [ TKA 24w
£ I) fig W #5 {X : Filter Max F %I, 3% Molecular
NG
1.4 RWHE
L4l WAEMR R RAWIATE T —80 Cikif
PRAF 25 T 1 36 AT A B 2 2L AT T Al 31 MRS R 7 B 7%
BiE A AE M, 37 CHFE R 24 h I FRW T 4 °C
4500 r/min B0 20 min, WA R, A 0.85% 19 A L3R
KV 2 IR AL 2K (> 107 CFU/m) i )5 82
B fdi .
1.4.2 KEETZ

() T

KR LBk >EH >R E R RG> A
— R BB OS> KR LR BIR

(2) BRAEZE N AR BB E 1 1 KR IV e T &
M2 35 BT 60 L 0.2 % M FT ¥R L w8 Wb 6o fin
A 2.5 kg HEVHEIR G WS 5 % £ 100 L R BEHES .
121 °C K& 20 min, B EEIE . ] 2 mol/L ) HCI(&
NaOHD i pH 235 E 8 . 3 A W€ = 1 R 2L
FFRR (LGG) TR, T8 W BE T iF 17 LK.
1.4.3  F8HrE

(1) M4 & . % Folin-Ciocalteu [t €30, 43 31
X F 50,100,150, 200,250,300 pg/mL {3 £ F B2 7% K
£ 760 nm FHIERE TRRARMEM . LA 5 Rl
y=0.3762+0.032,R*=0.999 2,

(2) ECHLER & R T O A AL A — PO U TR (SBO) 1
a2, 4y 3 Sk A 0. 50, 1,00, 1. 50, 2. 00, 2. 50,

5
I
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3.00 mg/mL M JLE R AR MEE AL 490 nm FHlfEILE R
ProfEiis . LRI D7 y=0.481 72 40.005 3,R* =
0.998 9,

(3) B&ii# &5 8 Khishova %5 1 7 1 8 47 Il
FE 43R 10,20,30,40,50 pg/mL ) BE R R AT E VA TR
TE 548 nm Tl fEAERMARHEIN R . LA H B Ry =
0.011 22 +0.056,R*=0.995 6,

(4) %, 3 20 U it 11 (ORAC) : 2 I Wen 251 iy
J7 AT AE S Lh Trolox g M it i V6 b5 o i 28 . 431>+
ST E 3 R IME . AR ORAC {H %R 50
KA T HE A Trolox X4 (pmol TE/g DW),

(5) jF4 A 335 B AE f1 (PSC) : 2 18 Adom 25777 (i
J7 AT A . DL B 0 HE IR IR (Vo) A% & 1 2 (GA)
B B ACAR Y T, DABRER 22 v s W AR T A AR R R AT
25 IR T BRSO AT I 3 IRBCE- S {H ., RS PSC
EFR 7R R R I T HE Y Ve 24 (pmol VCE/g DW),

(6) DPPH [ fy 3£ (DPPH - ) 5 I3 % . & I8 Blois™'*
BT B AT 8 . 4 Fr AR RV RS 210" mol/L Y
DPPH # W AR BUR A iR T #E 30 min, DL KAE
JZ W, F 517 nm T E WO B 8 i 1545 1 DPPH
B H R B

(7) ABTS [ 13 (ABTST < )EBRZ. 2 BT 7%
SO 7 kAT E . L5 mL 7 X 10 mol/L Y
ABTS, i A 8.8 uL 1.4 mol/L B K, S, Os » AR A J5 i
B 16 h {45 ABTS TAEWK . 43 51HL 50 pL Ff il ik CH [
W R WEWO M 5 mL ABTS THER FRE+H . BB E
10 min J§ T 734 nm 4bW € WG BE , LAASINRE 5 ABTS
TAERAE RS W, AT E 3 BT ¥ 8, 23 7 545
ABTS H i3T5 BR % .
1.4.4 PIEABE GG IEM BRI A, % 20 g/100 mL
BB R RIN & 5 mL/100 mL & B A LGG
R L 7E 25 °C WIth pH 6.0 RIS T KIE 56 d. %5 7 d
HURE—¥K .4 500 r/min 8.0 10 min, B 3 W0R: 0 H: 6 35
B & i S R LB = & L ORAC,PSC.DPPH - A
ABTS" - ke 1. 5 MR RES 1 7 vk k47 £ L
G343 BT B R A L R R R AL R D SR G TR L
1.4.5 FARERZFRE

(1) RS LA 5 4 X e TR O T A T 2 9 2 i < 7
25 °C #4h pH 6.0 . LGG #Fh i 5 mL/100 mL % F% 14
ST 4 B3 5,10.15.20,25 g/100 mL % % Ik B0 T8
PN IR

(2) LGG # Flr it X & I W P08 A6 6 P 19 52 e« 78
25 C \¥11G pH 6.0, KB ILAE R I & 20 /100 mL % J#
WA 485048 1,3,5,7,9 mL/100 mL & W% R 1 ¥k
BEHAN LGG BB .

(3) & Bl BE X & WE W B A AL TS M R 52 m . AE
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20 g/100 mL Z B By KR I % & .5 mL/100 mL
KRB LGG #:F & W1 46 pH 6.0 B4 4T . 43 3l 7
15,20,25,30,35 ‘C N 4T & .

() ¥4 pH X & BB A TG 5w < 7 25 °C
20 g/100 mL % B i i < SR 1L A& W it .5 mL/100 mL
RN LGG B R 41 F . 40 5Lk pH 2.0,3.0,4.0,
5.0,6.0 W) b pH HE1T KB

TR Y R WE 56 d. 4 7 d BURE—K .4 500 r/min
B0 10 min, HU_b 335 980Re W00 3G G o I A o L B A L R
=& #  ORAC.PSC.DPPH - iHI2 M ABTS" - 1§k
R R A & T TR P R AL AR ) 25 A TR AR A
K B B S AL RE ) SR A TR AR 4
4.6 mpr AL IS e SR R BRI 0 Bl L, IR
BRI LGG A0 & B ) 4G pH b 8
R R E L LR TR BT AL B ) 25 A PR AR 4 S IE
6 B 15 V1 e LTI 3K 4« 1 A e O P o B AR AR T M R SR I
5 % W A e L2 4

I

BRES . BREAEREARUERBRNRABIZMAL

2 giRS0hr

21 MENENEETNRE
2,11 PrAAE I E R ORI K B P T

AATEAR R AE R AR 1 iR, AR 1 AT, RS & B
Fsf R A ZEE 4, B My i B T A & B B R O R R B Y
P & EEWY ORAC.PSC.DPPH - 3% [ % fl ABTS" -
T ok B A B =2 R R U R R U I K I I BR P, KR
WLt & W B A AL RE A TR

2.1.2 HURALIRRRGT AT Rl & TR Y B4R Ak
RGP S an %k 2 Bk, 3k 2 AT, ABTS" -
R DPPH « IR MBS &R 3 MM ER R
B 4y WAk F) 26.67%,16.30% . 13.39 % . H A5 b5 1
R RBHMT 5%,

2.1.3 PRI GE AWM ERS A TR
7 Pl AL IR bR 2 IR B R R S 2 R SR AR o 22 A
AL T X6 25 i B 1 A 0 50 B0 2 A A o A b 3 B

1.5 HIESH E=(X—X)/b, @D)
K JH Excel # {3 17 % 8% 58 it 43 #7. F Design- VLA
Expert 8.0 {747 i Bz T8 73 A » 4% 4 3 0 495 SR 08 2 LA k——% A6 bR 1R HEAL AH 5
IR X% A8 hr A € 16 5
K1 ARLEBABEIENRSUERENER
Table 1 Test results of main antioxidant indexes of Malus doumeri fruits fermented beverage
LEER XiBRBER/ XoREMAE/ X BEiaR/ X; ORAC/ X; PSC/ Xy DPPH+  X; ABTS™ -
i) /d (mg+g D (mg+g™ ) (10 Zmge+g ) (pmol TE+ g 1) (ymol VCE-g 1) #HRE/% R/ %
0 63.67 41.33 388.66 578.45 282.96 45.58 23.67
7 64.37 43.98 398.32 586.23 297.35 53.26 30.08
14 66.83 47.66 415.86 598.62 308.25 61.78 38.57
21 68.37 54.18 430.58 605.78 316.75 68.74 49.66
28 70.02 58.36 4128.82 612.73 319.06 71.88 53.28
35 68.54 59.89 426.22 616.35 321.58 75.13 55.82
42 67.55 59.96 426.59 620.06 323.28 78.23 57.94
49 67.56 60.13 425.38 622.35 322.16 77.08 59.02
56 67.45 60.56 426.21 623.86 322.67 77.15 59.56
F2 XRLUBEREBENAESLEREITSTER'
Table 2 Statistical analysis results of antioxidant index of Malus doumeri fruits fermented beverage
i Xi BB/ X Bl aE/ X Ba2mat/ Xi ORAC/ X5 PSC/ X; DPPH+ X7 ABTS' -
(mg+g b (mg+g™ ) (107%mg+g ) (umol TE+g 1) (umol VCE-+g™ 1) WK/ % HERER/ %
T 67.15 54.01 418.52 607.16 312.67 67.65 47.51
I R 70.02 60.56 426.59 623.86 323.28 78.23 59.56
5 /ME 63.67 41.33 388.66 578.45 282.96 45.58 23.67
e 2 6.35 19.23 37.93 45.41 40.32 32.65 35.89
b 22 1.89 7.23 14.10 15.38 13.23 11.03 12.67
AR S R 2.81 13.39 3.37 2.53 4.23 16.30 26.67

TSR RE AR
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X——Z A8 bR 0 - B 18 5
246 b B BR HE 2 (SD)
M 3 I LLE /3 A F s 1 Rty 22 sr ik R
2357 82.36% L EEAME T 7 W L EHEALIE IR L

A5 B 3R B T BRI A R B o T RT3 A
TG
2.1.4 PLAMNRRIGEIFMEIAL  di3k 4 WAL RESS 1
TR i R B ER & i PSC Ml DPPH -« 5% . i@
552 FRA I EE R BB A & ORAC.PSC fil DPPH - i
B DL S 3 B R B M A R ABTST - 3
P2 A DPPH - ¥ Bi 2, #E U 7T AR 2 B 4 48 A5 22 18] 11 A6
KMk LB X B4R bR A 43t BRAE ] — E B4

M2 4 f 3 B4 00 R AE 1) =, AT 3 AN LA A
RN

%1 FW4y:Fi=—0.132X,+0.723X, +0.032X, —
0.187X,40.626X;+0.586 X, +0.118X; ; (2)

2 EM4Y:F,=0.825X, —0.154X, +0.065X, +
0.752X, +0.536X; +0.605X ; +0.018X; ; (3

3 EWAr:Fs=—0.086X,+0.118X,+0.776 X, +
0.107X,40.124X;40.596 X ; +0.645X; , (4)

AL e T R ) 3 PR AL RE T E

Fus = 1.214 2 X (0.386 2F, + 0. 241 2F, +
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2.2 BEZRRE
2.2.1 RIS S R P A TR B R

Pl 1wl A T T ORSR LA A T 9 1) 1 4 A 3 1 T i
P, U HOE 0~21 d, 4 R Y IR L 08 W1 B W RE R T
240 M A 2 DR LR v Gy B 0 AN BT I 3 R
WA T BE R AR 9 R 1 o i SN o1 AT
FEREI S5 R 1 R S i g RS x4
T P i BT /NI R R RE S R T A A
ik BRLFR) o A TRV PR AT 4 A RE 0 B DR SR L R A o i 3
JITHT 3 5 Xl BERAE 5~20 /100 mLL A i AR 2R 14
WA P LW (A 7E 20~25 g/100 mL % W A9 R
AN A PR B3 555 75 08 R T 20 ¢/100 mL
R T W7 A R R LA 4 o A o o TR G AL I

2.2.2  LGG R B0 R B HL S AL Em g h 1A 2
ALHL R BERI . LGG A B i U6 20 ST A AL RE T A
KAH % B 5 00X B 22 S A WL LGG HRh i 5 ~
9 mL/100 mL & Ml 6 20 A 78 fo il 2 3 AC 8 45 W
1 22 I LGGHE Fh ik %] 5 1l 2 T 8 A 0 4 1k RiE ) 32

4.0

>
W

b
=}

—+—5¢/100 mL

of antioxidant ability
N
n

—a— 10 g/100 mL.

Comprehensive evaluation score

AR BTNy

0.196 2F;), (5
F3 WEESFERHKE
Table 3 Contribution rate of characteristic
value and variance
LD FEAE(E FETHRR/ Y% BITTER/ %
X, 3.09 38.62 38.62
Xz 1.93 24.12 62.74
X3 1.57 19.62 82.36
Xy 0.62 7.75 90.11
X5 0.35 4.37 94.48
X5 0.27 3.37 97.85
X7 0.17 2.15 100.00
F4 EHSWBLERE
Table 4 Eigenvectors of principal components
T Xu X X3 Xy X5 X X7
F/  —0.132 0.723 0.032 —0.187 0.626 0.586 0.118
F, 0.825 —0.154 0.065 0.752 0.536 0.605 0.018
F; —0.086 0.118 0.776 0.107 0.124 0.596 0.645
T XA R A o Al (R X AR 2 R T A AR

Xs R E & &

AR AL X AR A iy B I e

Figure
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d1E £ 281
ik © .=
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S § 22 —e— 9 ml/100 mL
20 1 1 1 1 1 J
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Figure 2 Effects of inoculum size of LGG on antioxidant
activity of Malus doumeri fruits fermented

beverage
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Wil A BRI e 5 mLL/100 mL &R B 72 A 1Y LGG 45 7
e AT R N TG AL R

2.2.3  RBEIE X K WER P TE PER R i 3 a)
0,25 CA 30 Cil e 41 i bt L e ) (4 3 o T Al it
A, HAES 0~ 28 Kk 5 41 1 Bt A 1k i J) {8 748 1k i £k
JLFEA,28 d 25 25 CIRIGAMIT A EBL T
30 Ck g 40 . Bt % JE AE 25 °C 7 A3 i 47 ) g T AR Ak
2.2.4 &I pH W KBRS A AT 2w I 4 a)
AL pH 4.0,5.0,6.0 50 24 M B A AL AR DI 1E 9] W&
FHAKIRA , Hx 3 A bt S AL RE I E 1 W T 28 &
JeM G W B 4R pH 5.0 Z2 45 #EA47 R 17 1 15 1k
.

ZEAHRNRRRER.BL TmyEHXRIRES
AP BSRILAE R & 15~ 25 g/100 mL & B . LGG
A 3~7 mL/100 mL &KW iR 4G pH 4.0~6.0, K %
T 20~30 °C #5100 21 R R LAk & 8 17 pT AL e
fHTESE 0~28 RIG KN, Z 54 08 B Wil 22 . N Lol Ak
A P IR R R 45 7 TG 5 T kTR [ 2 8 28 .

347
L
R 32p
s
SEaof
P:_: =
IE =28}
iq‘# £z28
AN PRt
Rz 2267 ——15<C
@= g E —a—20 °C
fﬁ £Z24 25
2E 22 30C
S ——35<C
2'0 L L L L L L L )
0 14 21 R 28 ‘ 35 42 49 56
R R TR]
Fermentation time/d
B3 ABEENSKRLELERRLANFTLG T
Figure 3 Effects of fermentation temperature on antioxi-
dant activity of Malus doumeri fruits

ermented beverage
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£
g
5
X 37
€E 228f
iz
ﬁ; '226* —e—pH 2.0
m 5 E —a—pH 3.0
& 3. p-
Egg” —apH 40
5;__1: = 22 —»—pH 5.0
S —e—pH 6.0
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yoAaing |
Fermentation time/d

B4 Aeds pH 3F KR OL AR L B R AR E K4 R

Figure 4 Effects of initial pH on antioxidant activity of

Malus doumeri fruits fermented beverage

BRES . BREAEREARUERBRNRABIZMAL

2.3 MR ERALIRE

2.3.1  mapi AR A sy DL R I ORI Bok kR
SR LA S I 1 o TG A 18 TR R 5K ke 5 TR .
2.3.2 AKIREER BT7 =M RO LR e R B4 R T IS
g S5 R ke 6 Frn .

5 XRLUELZEAMEBAKREERRKFER
Table 5 Factor level table of response surface optimiza-
tion experiment of Malus doumeri fruits fer-
mentation
K At BLGG#ME/ C }\‘%Ill%‘?ﬁﬁﬂ%/ D & Bk
pH (10 2mLe+mL ') (10 2gemL 1) JF/C
—1 4.0 3.0 15.0 20.0
0 5.0 5.0 20.0 25.0
1 6.0 7.0 25.0 30.0
6 KRRLEZEBEMMEBERALRBER
Table 6 The results of response surface optimization test
of Malus doumeri fruits fermentation
A ass A B C D i ALRE 1130
1 0 0 1 1 3.04
2 1 1 0 0 3.03
3 —1 0 0 1 3.02
4 0 1 0 —1 2.83
5 0 0 —1 —1 2.47
6 —1 0 0 —1 2.45
7 0 0 0 0 3.38
8 0 —1 1 0 2.88
9 —1 —1 0 0 2.61
10 1 0 1 0 2.92
11 0 1 —1 0 2.67
12 0 0 —1 1 3.09
13 —1 0 —1 0 2.32
14 0 —1 —1 0 2.63
15 0 0 1 —1 2.90
16 0 1 1 0 2.99
17 0 —1 0 —1 2.75
18 1 —1 0 0 3.00
19 —1 0 1 0 2.71
20 0 0 0 0 3.56
21 —1 1 0 0 2.67
22 0 1 0 1 3.17
23 0 0 0 0 3.00
24 0 0 0 0 3.56
25 0 0 0 0 3.46
26 1 0 0 1 3.16
27 0 —1 0 1 3.12
28 1 0 —1 0 2.81
29 1 0 0 —1 3.07
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oI 7 AL BB P AE<C0.000 1, 35 B [ 09 PE AR
FLEERATE, JPIT P {H (0.927 5)>>0.05, 13 B B A iy
AR DR 22 50/ » BE 5 B b U 43 B KR LI R I8 T 25
BR ACH D XTEERA BEFEMZN . B R B X &R
W A 8 25, 2% PR 380 R L A i I TR A AL BB ) R TR 1Y
KN Ry : A>D>C>B, X Design-Expert 8.0 &}
X A A R R AT B0 43 B 4 O SR LR K I YR P AR AL g
NEAEA I E SR e R R kB L2

B 2308 | 2020 F 12 A | RéSHUM

i pH 5.10 . LGG 2 Fh & 5.05 mL/100 mL & B . K
Sl A S A 20015 g/100 mL & BE . KB R E
29.83 “C , st I T Y 2R L A A B VBT S AL RE T 45 5T
Oy 3.46 Gp. AT Ji fEERAR TR SR pH 5. 0.LGG & Fh
5 mL/100 mL R KRR IS I 20 ¢/100 mL
KWW 30.0 CARAF T REAT 3 UK AESE B & e I i) 2 0
28 d, 1S5 BT ME R 3.42 4y, 5B (H 3.46 h L2
FAEZE S R UIZ BT RL 22l 17

RT RRLUBEBNMEERRATESTER

Table 7 The results of analysis of variance of response surface test of Malus doumeri fruits fermentation

Ty 2K U5 R A H R ¥y % F{H P {H e
LAY 2.53 14 0.18 11.23 <<0.000 1 % %
A 0.41 1 0.41 25.25 0.000 2 *
B 0.01 1 0.01 0.71 0.414 3
C 0.18 1 0.18 10.87 0.005 3 *
D 0.38 1 0.38 23.46 0.000 3 *
AB 2.25E—004 1 2.25E—004 0.01 0.907 6
AC 0.02 1 0.02 1.22 0.288 7
AD 0.06 1 0.06 3.57 0.079 6
BC 1.23E—003 1 1.23E—003 0.08 0.786 8
BD 2.25E—004 1 2.25E—004 0.01 0.907 6
CD 0.06 1 0.06 3.57 0.079 6
A? 0.67 1 0.67 41.47 <£0.000 1 % %
B? 0.40 1 0.40 24.85 0.000 2 *
c? 0.86 1 0.86 53.18 <£0.000 1 % %
D? 0.16 1 0.16 10.11 0.006 7 *
w2z 0.23 o oo
EE 0.01 10 1.08E—003 0.02 0.927 5 AN
afi {7 7% 0.21 4 0.05
= 2.76 28

tox BARA BEMZER(P<0.05), * x AW BEFEMEZEREP<0.0D),

3 &ig

(1) R iy T 9 9 BT 4 1L RE 0 3 fr B2 L D)y
Fupn=1.214 2X (0.386 2F,+0.241 2F,+0.196 2F;) , &
PO T A DR AR LA T O Y e e R T Dy R A pHE
5.0, AW I 30 °C L R INAE HS i 20 g/100 mL A ¥
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