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Research on the Key Technology of Drying Process of Punica granatum L. Leaf Tea

AN Yu-hong' ,REN Ting-yuan® ,LIU Jia? , HUANG Yan',WU Yong'
(1. Agricultural Engineering Department, Bijie Vocational and Technical College,Bijie,Guizhou 551700;2. Food College,Southwest University,

Chonggqing 400716)

Abstract: Taking Punica granatum L. leaf as material, referencing to modern green tea production and processing

technology,the key technology in the manufacturing process of pomegranate leaf tea was studied. The results showed

that, the influence of drying process on the quality of primary and secondary order of roasted Punica granatum L. leaf tea

was twice baking green temperature>>twice baking green time>>pan firing temperature>thrice baking green time>>thrice

baking green temperature™>pan firing time;the best drying of roasted Punica granatum L. leaf tea was:twice baking

green temperature 85°C ,twice baking green time 15 min,thrice baking green temperature 60°C ,thrice baking green time

30 min, pan firing temperature 50°C ,pan firing time 2. 5 h,
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Fig.1 The young wild mushroom
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Fig. 2 The slitting diagram of the young wild mushroom Fig. 3 The cross-section diagram of the mature wild mushroom in stipe
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Fig. 4 The formation process of wild mushroom spores under the microscope
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Fig.5 The wild mushroom spores under microscope
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15 EARR S TTS BB F/h AT L — 2 B T Fig. 6 Electrophoresis of PCR amplification of
ITS gene region from wild mushroom
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GGGCAAGGATATTCGGTCGACAGGAGGAGGGA
GCTGTCGCTGGCCTGCGTGGCATGTGCACGCTC
TCTTTGGATCGTCGATTGTCTTTCATATCTTCAC
CAGTGCACCTAATGTAGGATGCCTCTCCTCCGG
GAGGGGGGACCTATGTCTTTTTTAGACACCTGC
AGTTTAGAAAGTCTCTGAATGTTTACTATCGTC
GAGCCCACGACGTGGGTCGGCGAGATAAAAGT
TATTACAACTTTCAGCAATGGATCTCTTGGCTC
TCGCATCGATGAAGAACGCAGCGAATTGCGAT
ATGTAATGTGAATTGCAGATCTACAGTGAATCA
TCGAATCTTTGAACGCACATTGCGCTCCTCGGT
GTTCCGAGGAGCATGCCTGTTTGAGTGTCAGTA
AATTCTCAACCCCTCTCGATTAGCTTCGAGGGG
GAGCTTGGATAGTGGGGGCTGCCAGAGACCTG
GACCTTTGCGTCTGGGACTTGGGCTCTCCTGAA
ATGCATCGGCTTGCGATCGACTTTCGACTTTGC
GCGACAAGGCTTTCGGCGTGATAATGATCGCC
GTCTTCTGAAGCGCATGACAGAAGGTCTCGTGC
CTCCAACACGTCGACATCGCCTTCGATGTCTTC
CTTCTTTAAGGTTGAACTCCAATCCAGGAAGAA
TACCCCGTGAACTTAAACCATACCATAACCGGG
AGAGA, 694 bp.
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Research on Species Identification of a Wild Edible Mushroom

LIU Gui-qiao' , HE Hua-qi’ , WANG Jian-ming®
(1. Agricultural College, Hebei University of Engineering, Handan, Hebei 063000; 2. School of Life Science, Anhui Science and Technology
University, Fengyang, Anhui 233100;3. Xingtai Modern Vocational Technical School,Xingtai, Hebei 054000)

Abstract; Taking a wild edible mushroom from Chengde as test material , the ecological environment and the morphological

structure of it were studied in this experiment; meanwhile the species was determined from the perspective of

morphology,molecular identification was done by extracting DNA and amplifying, sequencing ITS, Comprehensive regular

morphology indentification and sequencing ITS, species indentification was conducted. The results showed that, it was

Chroogomphus rutilus by the above two results. The results laid the foundation for developing its value of application.

Key words; wild edible mushroom;morphological identification;molecular identification

121

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

