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Effects of Deenzyming Methods on Quality of White Tea Flower

WANG Chun-guang' , GONG Cheng-yun', WANG Qin', LI Shu-ju', ZHAO Yun-qing',
TANG Guang-yan®,ZHU Wen®

(1. Department of Specialty of Xingshan County, Yichang 443711, China; 2. Zhaojun White
Tea Ecological Agriculture Limited Company, Yichang 443711, China; 3. Horticulture and
Forestry Science College, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract: In order to make full use of tea tree flower resources, white tea flowers were processed by different
deenzyming methods of no deenzyme, microwave deenzyme, steam deenzyme and roller deenzyme, main bio-
chemical composition and antioxidant activity were analyzed by sensory evaluation. The results showed that
deenzyming methods had a significant impact on the sensory quality (P<C0. 05),had a very significant impact
on water extracts,tea polyphenols,amino acids,soluble sugars, flavonoids, DPPH free radical scavenging capac-
ity, and total antioxidant capacity(P<C0.01), and had no effect on hydroxyl free radicals scavenging
capacity(P>>0. 05). The dried white tea flower had the best sensory quality by no deenzyme.followed by mi-
crowave deenzyme and steam deenzyme. Microwave deenzyme was more beneficial to retain the components of
white tea flower,and its antioxidant capacity was the strongest. Therefore, microwave deenzyme was the most
conducive to the quality formation of white tea flower.
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Study on Vegetation Reconstruction Technology of
Deep Plowing in Medium Degraded Leymus Chinensis

SHANG Chen,ZHANG Qiang, LI Ji-kai,ZHU Rui-fen, KONG Xiao-lei, CHEN Ji-shan
(Institute of Pratacultural Sciences, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin
150086 , China)

Abstract: In order to explore the reasonable vegetation reconstruction method of severe degenerative grassland,
improve the resistance and stability of grassland,the paper mainly selected six reconstruction methods such as
fencing, light harrow reseed Leymus chinensis,deep ploughing and planting Leymus chinensis , deep ploughing
and planting Bromus inermis ,deep ploughing and planting Bromus inermis and Medicago sativa ,deep ploug-
hing and planting Medicago sativa , analyzed their community productivity and evaluated effect of grassland
vegetation reconstruction. The results showed that the reconstruction measures could obvious improve forage
grass quantity and quality of degraded grassland, the output of fresh grass increased by 60% with
5194.65 kg + hm* and the vegetation types were abundant.
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