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Abstract

This study investigated the effects of adding Fengqiu Gongqin leaf puree, whole eggliquid (hereafter
referred to as egg liquid), rapeseed oil, and salt as variables on the sensory quality of biscuits. Through
orthogonal experiments combined with Box-Benhnken response surface methodology, the optimal
formula for whole grain biscuits with celery leaf puree was determined: celery leaf puree (20%),
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egg liquid (58%), rapeseed oil (39%), and salt (1.90%). Standardized production processes and
multi-dimensional evaluations confirmed that the sensory score of the optimized product reached
90 points, with significantly improved nutritional characteristics compared to traditional recipes.
The productis rich in fiber, low in saturated fatty acids, and exhibits antioxidant properties, making
it suitable for individuals with high sugar or fat intake. Additionally, this innovation addresses re-
source waste and environmental pollution caused by discarded celery leaves, providing a theoreti-
cal basis for the industrial production of functional biscuits.
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B EVUT XA T BT, WAREDT, ME AR SR b, AR AP SRR R R . A
WEFCR N IR & TR E N L5k, Bl UL LBt e . XM, et g B /R e
BRE TG USRI NS5, F IR SR 2 Ak e 5w L T A6 R e AN e RIBC T > a0 BT i
HEAC T BURT Y A dh B A B R AR, BEAT T ANBUN A A AT, DAIERAS — R S T REVE DT
[11[2], NIRRT DR DF T L ERARTT IR B KIS, — B DRI SRMA B 2HMHIETE, R
KESFAMIRFY, APOARGEH A WAER 5 4431 [4]. WFFCRWT, LR oy 35 B UM 1 (K3 e it
BT, REAE I A1E T A Bt ] e 2 SO RE M AN IS, TR (R, (ki (e, MM, FERaEw
FN[S]-[8]; FEARIMNE, JRSEHE e, TRBTREARIE, ORI, FEACIERRE, A0, S5 %k s,
YRS B A P [9]-[12)555%, XN BHAG 2 E ikt

FER AP, FIRIRR A INIT R M Th REME b A VFZ LB Bln, 204U R 13]. AT
B A[14]. BRTBZRRYI[15]. Zopmilssd, DL 2 RMEYIER O N & S 4ed I O TS 2K B b i K
NEFI#SER T, 3 IR PR A RS R AE 3R T b (8 FROMEL, IR BESE I E TR PR IE TN BE[16] IXLERT
FCHRRNED I DET I R SR AL T BB AR AT SRR =

HATES EE PO BT, BEIFRMEIRIME. PSRBT DR g T el
FErf,  H R G S BRI TS RO A R AR AR Th e s, DAISRAG . e IR AR i d et
BET, JFRECCE — M TS R ST R BLR

ZRERTE, BT IOTERA AR, S HETR M TR RIR A SRR . HidA
WEIT, A B AR BETT AR GE T e 1) BB A Feg S AT (1 JEL i AN 5 72k

2. B EFE
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2.2. FEUH{E5IRAN

{X#%: JYL-YZO1 FEA AR N ——JURH B A PR A F] s RIS H L —— Wi LR i B 2 A
PRAT]: 3£ G3EPro A —— MEMBEFEAMRAFR: & PTX-JAL000S T7rZ—HFRF—
EgSES AR AR . A% DRP-80L fHIRIEFRAH: H-1650 & XNEOHl—— Rl GRS A RA
fl; CXC-06 FAF4EM A —— g tER {38 E PR A ; TMS-PRO 4: H sh£F 46l e Ui A ——Ab 5t
FZERHATPR A 75 EClassical3200 — o FEL DAD H 3l 2 45 i SORAH (i A —— KRR RR 0 M A2
AIRAF: UV-1800 %4h - AT WA e v —— Rilg ik 3 R A A ;s SC-80C A b5 B A A%
IR s K860 HLIKE B ——iF RE AR K H AL HI A A IR A 7] SOX406 % KL HUR B ——iF fe Rk
HARERH B R AR ZDI-4B W A E M e 2 B —— LR AR

WAl BRER(H2S04) A AN EA(NaOH) B CHRER HI(NaxS:205) /K LBk >99.5% iR (H3BO3) ——
[ 25 4 A1k 247 BRA 715 >95% DPPH. >98% ABTS. & TPTZ ] FRAP i&7]. HPLC 2% Trolox. >2500
U/mg BEE . R, HE—— FigEr AR A R AR 14% wiw =560 EEE W >98% At
L ZF(TBA)—— R s AR RHCA TR A R s IR FF B (FAME)ARAE S (37 ARG A3 FE)—— Lifg
AL R I A IR A F] .
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Figure 1. Process flow diagram

E 1. TZRiEE

24. BEER

2.4.1. BEHIEHA

AEWAT RIGSE T & MR MRA, IINTRA TR R I A, TR A R F R &
D R BB T TR B AT, TR A HLELEE N 2 mm (T, M EE RSB A 2R, DB, A
B, NE TEEAM, WHEIEEN30C, BE 15~20 min KA HTELA .

1) BT diIE T %

A B 4 (10 7 I G BRAS PT343 S AR . AR BE, TE BRI, V) 3 em B). Bk R4
30 Bp(H AR ER), LRI VKOKAEI R RZ) 4°C . SRR 02 1000 tpm, 10 #0) L BRRTH 2 R K575
RERE IR BT E FBS UOKOF 500K BRI 2 5:1) R PTEAFITRS . (BUam: BT
SRR, PR LER 0.1%. AR 0.5%. EDTA 4K 0.01%) 4§ FPRHRHL, (RN, BEAT Bkob 3T
F(EAT 10 72, 1501 10 0, HEE 3~4 Ik, GRS ARRE A 25C), w1152 H 40k )y 20~30 mesh
BB 90%E FEE -

2) FIRIEA R I

S5 /N R R K & 50%, FEARTRFTAY TR 00 A5 A A RIASEE P 50 AR N (— Rk U AVRE &4
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SMEAHEAE, IR 0.3%. BEEE 1%).

2.4.2. &%
TRNIERS, B i R IR EE 4 T A 180°CHI 160°C, £5F 20~30 min 5, MEEHT REND,
B A BT,

2.5. BEERRE

(EHE AL R . BT R RS, 2% CRER IS TR M AH STk [17]-[20], e 54
FHDFFEE VR B MM EZE N Z o HARBINE. SERRINE. SSHFmRmE. ahins.
FrlL, FIRE LGV RS H I, TR =R YRR I & (30%, 25%, 20%, 15%, 10%) X3 (80%,
70%, 60%, 50%, 40%)~ SEFFHI(20%, 30%, 40%, 50%, 60%). B EL I (4%, 3%, 2%, 1%, 0.5%) VU~ H A
FX BT E VR4 IS
HEHSTREITE

t 10 &3k TSI [ 5 N RO B PN, 0 O A7 I B VR4 [21]-[25], Wi &1 100
a5, VA RRUEN R 1.

Table 1. Fenggin leaf biscuit evaluation criteria form

= 1. HEMGTERER

i o o
ST, CORTER, IS, TR, TR 1925

%gﬁﬁ SR, RS, A REIECNT 1) 9-18
SRR, SRR, HiR 0-8

‘ SRR ERAE, AR, TG 19-25
ngﬁ S e, GERN, TG 9-18
SRGE, GERNY, BN 0-8

) EEWA, GEHFAFEOER, TRk, [, AT 19-25
%gj;? EESVE, B, CURERIE, A, W 9-18
FEAR, KHAE DB 0-8

Wi s 2 FLR, 1%, TFLFE 19~25

ﬁiﬁm WA Z TR, Ad, AN, Foid KTUR 9-18
WA E TR, R, A AL 0-8

2.6. BURAE

TR0 75 AT 3 Ik, A Origin 2021 JRAKHAEEIFI ST 7041, FEFIH Design-Expert V8.0.6 %X
43347 Box-Benhnken 156 B i1 H153 47

3. ZRE S
3.1. HFMH BT RIFEC S KT E

3.1.1. #HAEMSRRME S HTRRNF
TEE I PFTIEAT S 64T, EE AR 30% 25%. 20%- 15%. 10%, SEAFiH 40%,
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K H 50%, BEL 2%, FCAERTUEFIRAS A RO I OF T 45 6 TR PR ARSI o A P BE AL b e i
PN THTRETRIAR 30 mesh /e A7 UKL ES U8, B VR & 7K F L0 90%, T P AR HCRE 20T 1 1) Al R 2
REE, FHIMASTFRL L, mEEZEH, Ui, SUsdREhESLR, (AR, Bt AR,
HIE 2 AT, HEDFIRININEN 20% I LL B, e R0, dsndbdr &g, prrikn
AT, B 5 Wi R AN, BG4k SN =4 s IR IE 21 20% HIRHR B PR ARG B E PR feom,
SIS INE R, TR K SR, S EUEC DT IR S R, RS DT AE SO
SURASH B 2K, AMEAEEE, IR,
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Figure 2. Sensory scores vs. Fengqin puree content
2. HAEMRAMEST RE I AR

3.1.2. BEERMEX HTFRREAEN

TEE PP IEARE T &N, EERSERINIIE 80% 70% 60%. 50%. 40%, HTHIE 20%,
SFFI 40%, B3 2%, FH DAERIUE AR R s In & DF 45 & B VP R . 3SR T Ui
FEMOE A DR IR, RO A B AMES %, EERESIENER, &N E A6
B KA T TR, A IR R, i AT 1), (R R I E (35— A s 45 1 2] S e i
PR LA T, B P 1A N R AR SO T RIS A0 S5 ([ 24] B It 2D i R 11 A S
Bz Eiin ik, KW, Btk E B AR, W KIEEL G, A, 2R
FrelfFH, XS E IR INEAE 50%~70% 0 CIRAE, WL 3. BEE ISR I I B 130 e Tt ia b, U
MORERE . Bk, BEERVE. RRFPEAH G AL S I, Wi 2R BB EEE, S THANEE, B
Bt /K 43 B T 5 AN A B TR I VAR R SO IR, RG22 S U SRR A K A Bl B,
TG i [25]-[28]

3.1.3. SEFFHRRMEN SRR
EREYFTERABR T HMT, EEEEHMRINE 60%. 50%. 40%. 30%-. 20%, 37EHUE 20%, 39
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W 50%, B 2%, FHLMRTTETFRA R RS INEX TSR & B PP MR, ik 2 s 4 aTRE
i, SR INEDY 40% 0 SR & BB S0 e, BB SO g in,  OF T 1 15 SN 5
s ESRFM A INEB I, PR ARG Z AR PR, SRUUHLRE A T Y RS54 B 2 UK LS |
AR R Z R 29], IR INERAE 40%I QR kS g, E R0 B B, iF 2 1 A SER il i
B AR T ik U e R AR RSP, S T 0 RORTRT BB [30] (317
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Figure 3. Sensory score vs. egg liquid
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Figure 4. Sensory properties vs. rapeseed oil
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3.1.4. BREARMEX HTFRRMEN

R MDA R T 41T, B 4% 3% 2% 1% 0.5% B hRIneE, LLEE TR 20%, Kk
M 40%, XGEIR 50%, ML EERMAFERMEXNS PR E VRS 9rE. R B EEATIE I R,
CERAEE S AR, MESRNBINEN 1%~2%0, P TrEERSBmE. HTRAIGIED T —1
HEIEFRCAE T, HASSENICRES, SARMEER TCIEER S Rk, XHEkIE RN, H
FEBEE B AR INECE G A B FUER, SRS ST R BATR R EL R, MO SNEE &
AT SR N T AL TR B sy, AR IR B SE MR, W BB VR4 S S e
FEE R AN INECRIA B 2% B4y, SR e sh gkl in &, UHT R E VR0 35 T BE, Mot gl s
FURmE . BUEDFTR, &R EERNINE32], MR IE MY 5 A R T A, EhesE
IR i R A7 SO (= o e <iav = S o e A L s S TN i [T A B NP N/ 0 1 1 P = T YR
Ut )5 5% K [33]-[35].
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Figure 5. Sensory response vs. salt content
5. RRRNMEXRE TS HIFM

3.2. N EIREEZEMGEESH

LR R IEAS RS AR AR (42 2), XA WS SR B SRS & I B AR 4%
G EEdE, i Design-Expert V8.0.6 #2317 Box-Benhnken 40 v AId FH ¢ 2 Fdg it 47 o dlr, 75
BB FHR(A) WEI(B) (O BH(D), KRR LSS FEAT [ A T k4T 77 22 50 i 3. 31
IR TR -
e Y =8742+6.944+1.75B+0.051.71C - 0.68D + 01.254B +2.634C +1.354D
WEGEEVE) 2 2 2 2
—-7.02BC+0.48BD+4.63CD—7.834" -3.24B" —-3.78C° -2.97D

FH( 3)AT%n,  [EIEBIALY) P-value f <0.0001, % 7#E3, Lack of Fit (JLKT) N 0.5515, ZFA
B3, [PIABIAH 2 R 2 R-Squared = 0.9444, V%A & 5% Adj R-Squared = 0.8887, Tl i & R %L Pred
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R-Squared = 0.7465, RS E R, REREEZR N, BEUEAH X R A SN BAE K138 . F
1 A. BC. A>. CD AWMEBERE, MNMEENFAN: 4>C>B>D, WFR R HFMERAE > A
w > BERHE > fHHE.

Table 2. Response surface methodology experimental design and results
2. MNESERRITHERRER

%\‘ SUIPN >
SO R b SEREME  RRESME  mEmE oy
%A %B %C %D
1 19 15 50 40 2 69.2
2 26 25 50 40 2 80.0
3 8 15 70 40 2 70.1
4 2 25 70 40 2 85.9
5 13 20 60 30 1 84.2
6 10 20 60 50 1 80.8
7 22 20 60 30 3 71.2
8 24 20 60 50 3 86.3
9 29 15 60 40 1 71.9
10 21 25 60 40 1 82.9
11 25 15 60 40 3 65.9
12 23 25 60 40 3 82.3
13 16 20 50 30 2 68.1
14 1 20 70 30 2 87.0
15 12 20 50 50 2 86.1
16 20 20 70 50 2 76.9
17 11 15 60 30 2 71.8
18 27 25 60 30 2 81.2
19 18 15 60 50 2 67.0
20 6 25 60 50 2 86.9
21 4 20 50 40 1 80.0
22 14 20 70 40 1 81.3
23 15 20 50 40 3 82.0
24 17 20 70 40 3 85.2
25 3 20 60 40 2 89.0
26 7 20 60 40 2 88.3
27 28 20 60 40 2 85.8
28 5 20 60 40 2 84.0
29 9 20 60 40 2 90.0
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Table 3. ANOVA of regression model
F 3. EEAERFESH

Source Sun of Squares df Mean Square F Value lfr _0?1:;
Model 1433.44 14 102.39 16.97 <0.0001
A-B 7T 578.24 1 578.24 95.84 <0.0001""
B3 HER 36.75 1 36.75 6.09 0.0271*
C-=EH 35.2 1 35.02 5.80 0.0303"
D-&# 5.60 1 5.60 0.93 0.3516
AB 6.25 1 6.25 1.04 0.3260
AC 27.56 1 27.56 4.57 0.0507
AD 7.29 1 7.29 1.21 0.2902
BC 197.40 1 197.40 32.72 <0.0001*
BD 0.90 1 0.90 0.15 0.7048
CD 85.56 1 85.56 14.18 0.0021*
A? 397.76 1 397.76 65.93 <0.0001*
B? 68.23 1 68.23 11.31 0.0046™
C? 92.72 1 92.72 15.37 0.0015™
D? 57.15 1 57 9.47 0.0082"*
Residual 84.47 14 6.03
Lack of Fit 60.22 10 6.02 0.99 0.5515
Pure Error 24.25 4 6.06
Cor Total 1517.91 28
R-Squared = 0.9444 Adj R-Squared = 0.8887 Pred R-Squared = 0.7465

W CRARWEE KPP <0.01); FREEKTFP <0.05).

Normal Plot of Residuals

Normal % Probability

I T I I
-2.00 -1.00 0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00

Internally Studentized Residuals

Figure 6. Studentized residual probability plot
E 6. AFEREEGENESHRE)
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3.3. ML ERBHITFE I

PR RO B AT 2 e B8] 6 (WA B REEMSRZ )W B R, RS mIEAHRSIE — 2% H
LRMiL, Joibim M R, R EIRAE AR RN R AR T WA N SR A AR R 2 Al AR -2~3
ZIRER], FORBRAHERA G S5 LR, BREONHER, A E RS H M.

Residuals vs. Run
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Figure 7. Predicted vs. actual value
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3.4. M EALSH

e ra sty
s
L "o,;q{;i‘ o‘:o,'cz:c:;o,'o"
2EARAS
' 0
24 0
vo:‘l

%
ZRIR R
ALK

BESSITS

B
50.00 15.00

(a) A x B interaction

(a) AB IR A H.

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2025.158133 1071 gk Btz


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2025.158133

RS 5%

LS T
o
e
ot T e gy,
s
L
s
s
s
L

7 2

s h s
e s
s e

oA st

s

5

s A e e ety

St A o e e
% et e

g e 2

72 e
yod LR
2o, e,
A e e o s S e
oSy rsoh s e s
R o Ao oaross 228
W22 ey o e e 22
TRk 5522
RS e A
< e
5o ogee
L5055

L
LRTALRL
255

A: R

(b) 4 x C interaction
(b) AC HIRZE A .

S
Ii Z e S
N
r e
y 70 .
4o o

%
2%
e Z
et
T ST
5 2 "Z:;"777:;"4:,';4::;»:g:.:;;..,;,,,
65( — ’—- e s i
[il1} 0y A A Aast
| W
m e

- .00 .
; A: FIERrR
1.00715.00

(c) A x D interaction

(c) AD IR FEAZH.

p 3500 55.00 B: BERX
C: AT 30.00'50.00

(d) B x C interaction
(d) BC AR

AR
1072
DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2025.158133


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2025.158133

RS 4%

(e) B x D interaction

(e) BD iR &R H

BREZSITS

(f) C x D interaction
() CD PRI H.

Figure 8. Response surface optimization analysis

B 8. MaRzE MR

W E =AFE RS, HA RN A PR, R0 A A R E O R VA R, )
T AR K TR S R P o F W ST P 8 I %0 AB. BC. AC. AD BIZE HAEH R A E 42 4 PR 5L
2%, BD. CD Wi EIAR P, RIS LAV N B, BRI 2 2 A pT R 4 R
HA—8E,

Jf i Box-Benhnken ft AW ¥ 35 A i T S AR GBI AC 77 416 s E I 20%, A9 EW 58%, =K
¥t 39%, 13k 1.90%, AMRABEIAAEIEHEITIRE, 5 23H AU EE RS N 90 4y, HEIREAHF,
VLIRS AY o] {5 AL A FE S ARG, LA I RC 5 b e 8 5 il M S R AR DG 255 .

4. MRS

SR S A W B AR BRI E, LI QIR AR T 20%E e + 39%3EA I + 100%
RETN + 1.9%3 + 58% S ERM); MR SEAMHESE T (75%E M + 35%HE + 100%(E A + 58%
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KGE) . MARAEIR A 1 T2 BRI E T E AR R o, BREIE 3 bk, BEHEUURIAE 10 SR
BT, FEREAL 30 BB P REAL PR S b T AT B K, W DR TSR

4.1. FREBEDH

XF g R G B ) 38 O Bt EAT 540 AT, AR i A QTS 77 T I R T A T SRR v
THEIENY (GB/T 20980-202 1M KhrHE[36]-[43], W% 4.

Table 4. Physicochemical indicators of Fengqin Leaf Biscuits

= 4. HAMGHFEUER

fabr bt S 45 R

K EEY% <6.00 5.52

HAREE% 13.90

R (LABRER B 1) % <0.40 0.31
B mg-g! <5.00 0.18
HEAE g <0.25 0.11

& &4 5 % 2.56
P ¥ 540 CFU/g <10
B CFU/g <1

4.2. QIR S SEEMRBIEU ST

4.2.1. BB 5= RESE S N RS

DS B DT G BC T (5 J e e ) 5 2 AR GERC 5 (UMD R SR ke 1 22 57 AP
SEMTTVEA[44]0 SRR 5 BT IL: BF M IR RFFUE TS M BRI, DAL 1 B, 558
BET IO 52 oK

J R
IR

Table 5. Texture profile comparison between conventional and innovative formulations

5. QUREC S 5= B RS X EE

2H 5 T (g) et (g) M (mm) N EEE (m))
7= H X R 1255 + 85 990 + 62 22402 135+1.4
el 1060 + 62* 840 + 65" 2.7+04" 15.1+1.6"

e SRR STEAAMEEREFE(p<0.05, tAE); WE 25C, W 50%, FRERES N 10 mm; AR GTAT
D 50, HRBCFEIME.

BT RS INE CRFFOF T AR RN, Dot 7 BRI RE I, SIS 38 SRR LT 9 7 oK
42.2. ERTY

ReRPFTiC T 52 AXT DT, BENLIICH I REA RS & 2T & R HEAT I E X EL45], E AP RIE&
LY 7> U T BN 0.128%, SR BT IS B 4P 4 B 0 B T 24ME 0 3.019%, BIGIHTEC 7 (&
YRR AN IR 23.53 ff.

423, FENAESME R EIAF IR AT
{1l DPPH (46 )4 ECPIALGFFOHURALRE S, +/MRESATIRSE BFHE J: 2 418 DPPH B i
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DNV I E G A7 R R R A T, 6 BT B 5 (5 7 I8 ) 5 2 AR G BE U (5 6t R Y
PFFHT TR TR 22 R58 . FEAE T 30°C 65%AHN R & &4 R A7, JFE 0 MNHA 2 MAL S AR
BURE, RAE E R bRuE[45], 2 WIS 2L (PO V) LLITAL b g S AL FERE s % 230 eI 7 W9k T 1%
ZRHRSE MR, R ANEC T AT A(0~2 B EAFR BT, (ER A B I 08K, BE AL 7 S L RE
JIHAT RN HAERIR L, BUARKE W2 6.

B}

SR, R

Table 6. Peroxide values of control and innovative groups during storage

6. MRFZOFAFN = QBAETFRERESNETRLERRE

FHAF T ] 25 [ 4H. (3% ) POV (meq/kg) BB HE R + VC) POV (meq/kg)
0M™H 52403 4.8+0.2
21MH 24.1+1.5 183+0.9
54MH 42.4 2.8 (E#F7) 247+ 1.2 (%4)
e AR CRM ARdE S HE AR, BNFER 2D 3 0K, MR ZE <10%, #5 POV S8, DA 75 HE B 0] 1

U -

4.2.4. PERHES & BN

WL 7, SRS B v o0 A A9 i A S AN AT AR i R EL B [ 501 [517. B3 EE 7 1R A0 g i R e
T2 6 R 35 (AR R J7 BT I 7 AN R g T R AT K FE R T s ANV AN i R X B A B A 2 i
% BEAAE IR S 9D O I8 UG s P SERERMN R B RN RIS . OB 54 (el B ke B 8o e
ARG WMREEHULRFRILRE, EEEBANERIGRE BT 4R R B, MR .

Table 7. Physicochemical parameters: innovative formula vs. blank control

F 7. BIFE S 5B REBAIBUSHITRE

A B A RIEER %) PRI %%

W T H AN G 7R AN R B R
75 [ X HE 0.128 41.6 19.112 51.843
BFrEC 7 3.019 58.5 32.885 6.115

e Bl 10 A E-FEME .

4.3. HEMGTFIhsEF SR

KH INFOGEST FrfE a7 E A [52] [53], B T OFTED . BAVNGREE . 567 7
FERC 7 (BBTC 7)) -5 A8 Gelic 77 (5 T RC 7)) U RE S A S ARt . 32 200 2 Ve A W AL R PE RDS (PRI
1b3E#;, Rapidly Digestible Starch). SDS (1238 L. 3E ¥}, Slowly Digestible Starch). RS (FTPEUEH;, Resistant
Starch) & &) &R A5 A3 DL ST A R ki (1 Ji & 4T 4Rk, 45 SR LA 8.

1) RDS &K, BRI RE BB ek - 25 & Y70 R 13858 77 615 5 (3
KWK 488 nm, KA 520 nm). 7E 1047 cm P A1 1022 em ! AL WL BHFAE WAL RS, TESE C-O BEHREHAR
1, RFTERD - ZByEEEIE . A FHBEFR OO E , 455 B SRZ AT a-VE B 0 1 28 B TR A B4,
4% $(Ki, Inhibition Constant){i ¥ 0.28 £ 0.03 mm.

2) SDS ESETE, A PGHR A AT O, AR 2R e B RG FE AR 15.2%, B 7 SR LR
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RIMNE . FFUE20E Ky R 1 H I S FLBR G M (P FLAE 2.8 + 0.4 um).

3) RS BEWM, HAMRIESLIR(EH] 3.5 kDa IEHTH) R/ RS A8 NE DB (SCFAs, Short-Chain
Fatty Acids)/™= &34 42.3%. &AM IKEA= B $6 £1(eGl, Estimated Glycemic Index)f# % 58.3 +1.8.

Xof REZEL VAR PR XS e A b A B B R S TR OB A (JE B A e ), BT R O (O 3R G
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s SRR UK BEE N 32.5%, SEEEY BUZRR[54] [55].

Table 8. Peroxide value (POV) profiles of the control and experimental formulations during storage
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izt olEa 2 LG T R REE

RDS (PRIE I IERT) 147% fR (L EE) Wi |
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RS (FUHEIER) 136.0% TRGEEHEE) L ETE
TH AT 2 B (k) 0.18 min™' 0.42 min™! e

4) QUFTECOT N 2 M - SER B SR, B 8 R EE o, GURTEC T A B AR Gl T AR
R HEDh REAIN T4 B BAT R ZO0Y, Ar RN D REvE iRk A & 1 i B AR e i 7
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A 5 I I T A IS A B T A AT ARk, DUMIRE N2k 5 R A R E R RE, Bl &€ LBl T
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RECEE N : SR 39.95%, HTFHTE 19.90%, & 2.10%, MHEM 59.50%, BIHEC T =5, MRS EE &
AR, e RS EmA, MY SRR RIE Y, AR TR ER B e A S ERE. A
(R R AMYAE S = X s E R, B> TI5 Q5,38 AR AR R IR 17 R 2 G £ 27 4
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