INVEM DR B CERER 5 DFEEE
— I\ ERD AR O— LT —

= =) gj; i ’E d I= ZA
INUEMICEENDIERMER S T FEE TS R DL E)
RN DEEBRTBEEEBEDH SN TR [—
L. REDEIELT S,
1 L
HEDODAHAAE -
1. NOEMICEFNIERERBEMOLEHZF | ||Q| |
GCIMSIZ &Y 4T
2. NODELHEHRBEDHLH D EENEOPLS
EIR 5 T l|||
1
1, ERMERSDOEE 2, BRRERBICEIT5/VDOLEE
. L7k 27 3.6 34 32 30 30
H B =
<+ \UEEE2E 2op)
J:J;) 025 i TN\ ;J‘;*Ei?% *’F_% .".“
= @ o e ) be7sis 26 34 3533 32 32
g b FEEEFEI () 0 1 2 3 4 5
BEREE
; - . e
PC1(26.9 %) 3, LBRELERSE {faﬂ zz "“. .
AR SR TORE N WA RER
't“/"j'—lléiéﬁﬁ%%:@'}‘/ﬁ\ 2'62_6//2_7"2.‘8 29 3 31 32 33 34 35

FAltE S E
s %
‘Nakamura, T., Tomita, S., Saito, K. (2018) Metabolite profiling in dough during fermentation. Food Science and
Technology Research, 24(3), 509-517.

PR R EHIB. BIER— (2018) INUEBERHZ LAV EMB A TO I IL DT EIS LB E Y E O HIHH
BABREZEIFSEE Vol.65, No.7, pp.343-348.

¢ EEE KREFRE: PR BE

e BRI A B: BREMHEEESRES
\ MEYHEL =Y

T305-8642 ZiFEDLIEHEZTE2-1-12

_70_



