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B] =% . =X

Bl- 4B AR I 9
Bl =~ = RABRELT Sl 11
Blz ~Z B4+ 2w jTiddl o oo 14
Ble ~ 4B o ® asT. e 15
Bl ~WPF~SPF & IPF =2 F PHE ™ 2 A4 3% ...... 50

@B ~DWPF ~ DSPF £ DIPF ** % fr PH @™ 2. 4p¥3 f2 & ... HT

B - ~r4 WPF »* pH3. 0 2 4p ¥t/ f# & 5 100%=2 DWPF~DSPF £ DIPF

AR PH ET AR IER. 58



AT N
RSk Lp BOPRTUA R FrRB A S ERE K

-

fAs e B hok? a 2R 2 R WA (Fe(l))dS i 4 &
BB ARG WA e p e

B HRT 2 ATE PR T ATT B R A 2R
KA SBAB A BPIFEER S L SRS AT L RS
Brr B2 AR EAITE - RS AR sz e F s kDl iR
THHAGREE R Fe()2B Rt 4 o 25T » KAWL
1 AT OFR (FL) 5 58 (P<0.05)5 A A4 304 » tggi s 297
¥ (DWFL) % Spx#-kfz2 2% 2% (DDWFL) z 2% 3% (P
<0.05); 4273512 DWFL 384 5 5% (P<0.05); 3¢ H 2t 12
WPF 22 DWPF % £ % 3% (P<0.05)-

SR L &A% > 2 DWFL 22 DDWFL 7 £ 58 5 S22
K fEts DWFP 22 3 ;3 449%54 (DSPF) = 384 Rlv 3 - ‘¥ % K22
# 7% 44954 (DIPF) Bl vk *% o

¥ & I%A 2 dp 7 f2 & & WPF & DWPF ¢ pH3. 0  4p 42
P 413 pH4. 0~pH5. 0 P> & 2R 6> % 1420 20%; & pH6. 0~pH10. 0

s )2 WPF ~ #5413 %% (SPF) ~ DWPF #2 DSPF w #%i>4p % -



R K2V &8 99 ok R ® adp s iR KRR £ 30
LA B ARdA IR R AR A CKET K S 9 40-50% H ¢ 2 DWPF
¥R ik opld. 0 22 pHo. 0 H Ap 33 f# & 9 & 60% 7 - R4k 3 0
120% = & & o

fHFe(MD2 &R+ 384 > KGFFH LY > WPF &
o E A BE0.05% FF o PR R ¢ ARt SRR AL
P12 DWPF 2. Fe (IM):E R & & 3 ﬂ"]‘ EEE 0.1 2R

Bt S ABAE e o



s =
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B MY AT FFER LI > L FUBE T e fo g i

L SP o R 2 BERRL WG T 40~50% %
10~15% =+ A v XPBLBBTALIFEPT T E S FH
e % Fm}f*}];*, ﬂm@%‘rﬁ,ﬁ,\\y R EENP SRR
(% % - 1999 ; Baker et al., 1979 ; Dallman et al.,1984) -

B - B PR R S E B by 5o S

W R AP T G S AP R A E S o R T R
¥

T o et - k0 R R H A

1%,\

‘ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%’*f” REFA GRS S 62 % 2
& =
p =+

oA F R I B Fa RS - RS TR A
RS ’9*.3,,?%' » by 1A E nb“fi BhodiHd Rkt 23R
Ea i R Y e S N R MRIARERS
¥ E o~ pfafe 8 5% (formulated foods ) 4eij 4o 2 5 Bl %
Rt AR TSR B (e 0 1992) -
MG 2P R REOTREAS R AR R R R RIS #
BRLARRRBZ Y FRFERLATEFR AP = § 48
(Fe() &+ B R = = Ha(Fe(Il)) 2 a4 -i&m &5 4

ba d BB R heofT 0 MR A B A 2 o
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SF (iron) #it s L H 5 e 7 jcd ~

|
e

(microelements ; trace elements) 7 # 1+ > 5 B4 &

CREES T {1 BT SN o RBP4 P v Ap

\\\

A PR L R B S AN s £
7 R A EOBTAAMER P RFOES > BREEAP

AR o

(=) BFas &

FHRP2ZBZEYEE S THEL-bE ) - B
HWET027h9 > 28935455 S ELPYE LT
3H-45Fs A EOL) S TR BEPN2.3-3.05n 0 &

BB E fmre po s d FT48 (hemeiron) ~ 7 4BE 2 F
(hemosiderin ) ~ 48 3=9 (ferritin) % > € M348 733V 3 &
HAGAF 55% BT acte e o 104 AR ¢ o H AR

ZONIFER S MR BEE P ok - AT o R P 2@%“
40-60mg/dL » i o € & £ A - = F-v  (hemoglobin)
2 A% o i dn L4 (heme) £ i Ik v (globin) & 7

FonF2ZEXUBEY LR F 7 34 E B o

9



£ - s Agga@’gr;’ﬁ/}fﬁa ’g;&i
Table 1. The distribution and content of iron in
the human body

B E (o)

3 wd3 wHi

q

e (kg) B4BE 2 i2F 9l

f

70. 0 4.26  3.10 0.120 0.00336 1.03

(Ponds, et al.1995)
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BUF aep ¢ X0k 2mg/dL > 5 ¢ 0.1mg/dL o gt th o 4B

2,
)

i

2P tmf2 4 % (cytochrome) 2.3 =4 » 'w%® 3 A2 iFs i*a
i % (catalase)~iE¥ * %% (peroxdiase) ¥ 3 ‘% 7 7 3
Z_ (#% > 1998 ; Pond et al.,1995 ; Lieuetal., 2001) -
ARGt d NS RV B B Y T0% B
AL H TR 28 ke 88 hY el -9 (myoglobin) A %] # 3
il e @ s x5 b)Y EUARE A F I ek i 3 e
B2 v v (myosin) &2 4+# F-v (actomyosin)¥ - & f = f%

FPBHEL - S R RAMERL T G M < H8n20% I

gl
¥
¥

A E AP AR L Y Ul v (ferritin) &
x4 F (hemosiderin) z &% 73 3558 &5 5 ¥ 0K ~ B E F BE
EH e k- (Pond et al.,1995) - § RPN uBRE S
£ 59500-2,000 5> 2 $ B EE A B D FdFEL PR
¢ 42iF 200-400 £ 5. > X 25% EF REEFE LG BT RS
EIRG AR E S 42 (Hallberg et al.,
1991 5 Worthington ef a/., 1988)

R BT AR A RS = B3 (Fe') e Sk

w«

v (Bi—globulin) %4 » & 2848 %v (transferrin) & & 4
EiE o W ¥ EE R e R 5 20-40% (Lieu et al.,2001)-

EH G BT kR 0 T 100 F 2 80-165 F R 0 A1
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= 100 = 65-130 = 5. (Pond er al.,1995; Taylor et

IR

, 1988 ) -

(=) B F e i

BT AP a2 Rl L AR B ER
MYPRRITEENE S BT A Y o9 23 B AR
pide EdHF0 Rl i n il I AREKE
L eng Ite > HIEh Sy 5 AP REE D e TRy
FRIE D IR o i Fou HACR P AR Fow 2 AF AR TV R F
F oo iRl REEEATE o gt b s B den JF A% 4 (heme

enzymes) > & &+ Byfghe e d F o iFF V4 AfRFEE B
A8

=

F MpEE 0 AT L EEE chif 2 F]F (cofactor) ¥ > #0F &
b R

- I

W%

y

\\\Xr

THR S ER P R R

i

f
g¥ iy f%ﬁ"ﬂ\ p d 2 (free radical ) > @ :E 3| 2k P i 2 A

£

=

2 (A2 ) 1 3REEDHF (3551998 Vip et

al., 1988 ; Rosenzweig et al.,1999) -

(2 ) 4 e
1~ 29 F

MBI RRCERN REE LR S FF Ny s
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BT o G0 AR F T e 17 R B E
EheBl- o &P BT R G BB FH el F T
£ 10% -15% Ak S KA P RS s pE o 4
+ Ak EeiE 2 450 d T4 4l (receptor) B & 03] 5

Bt i A0 2 BARES RI A B E g el i 50 0 B ST e R
Teid ez WA+ Ay = = B3 L2 Ak9 B E 127

N4 T REGFOTTER . R RS ORY [ h BEM Y B e
48

Fov A g AT w d TR HARE  E% 2
(biliverdin) % — § fpt s 0 %2 4B & e i 2

(bilirubin) > & p =& 42 § & 4 250-300 £ roc*e o % » "2 i 3

B ? L4 F-v (albumin) s & 38 3 9958 (Gfig it (E®

(esterification) f6"g"& i £ » WA "2 Z L AR R = P2

# (uroblin) SEARR @ L 0 > 75455 H P 48 F Fla ik on

Lom g R ’F&E"}“EE’?’%&?E’ FRrEA L o
SRS R R AR AL (AR T R

Bk el o B S P BT IR B R € X FT M o Henje B
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G4¢ Uk (22 ¥ 20 =% ;) heme iron and non-heme iron)

i V——— L
= % 4% (Fe™)
25k \
i 7 A
e

Pe"' & P&’ + At (g 30

| (apoferritin) (ferritin)

v

Jl_jﬁ'iﬁﬁ Fe’ 4843y «—>FH 30 4f & 8
(transferrin) (transferrin
complex)
i >/ VT I
U Fé qgtg iz %\, E'E'_P;%T \ BJ—E%T
F AR RS B0
v (4dv 523 (L4877
i % ZapE2 ki @i BE | hemosiderin)
(fmre d %)
\' ,
v
kR
oy (///j;;7l\\\:\\\,
i it R 37 S S N

Bl- . SBF amp 2 o
Fig.1. The utilization of iron in the human body
(Ponds, et al.1995)
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(1) * BT ey K
C RSP K B S T RO PV L e |

\\\

m.]-ﬁﬁ
AR i 1 A R R B AT o AR Y AL
WE BRI T80 2R GBT ks T oI mayit
ki o A flmie \ 2 TR O SR T ez e A M i
k2 2 (erythropoiesis) 4vid P 48 f b & (IR ¥ 48 {ochili 46
o PR s Fla @SR Aok TR B RS

BF2 ARt T 5 L5 By BE WA S DA

cy

%m0 RHS LS H A (Bl- )2 £V s ~$ 1 a5
WP R B TS Fle R n BT AH S 2%
FIRE P SR e 2 Pp 02 K R oo R BV AT R 2
2 BFFOHFHBTERTFZ I @R Ty (F B
fodko 2hi & BB T I T R4 gL B @ ok & FTA e S
¥ 3 4v - & (Johnson et al/., 1990 ; Pehrsson et al., 2001) -
IF A ST P R P E R BT S e E RS
FReZ 18% 5 BT EE ™ €453 AL LR R TR

o gk R A SR S R RE LD

7 Y
R&M2T

\-mL

g‘;oiﬁ%ﬁ’v};»]’(@i%]ﬂiﬁﬂﬁi a];:ﬁv,\v]’{-_!i‘v‘ ggﬁg\é%:ﬁ\
TER o= 47 5 AW - P A2E
6.5g/kg & > I E BT & LA MW BT 66mg/kg @ - - p
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% i / AB% fn P \ = ;% (blood)

(GI tract) (mucosa cell)
(4= 4%)
S R
i
2 mfe b Fou B
v LA RS E B 3o B8
—= s > (i Jedlh)
B (FHBEgier )
3 it
—_ /1'\_/ - ~ N ’
= p A > T4 FY — 1 »
(transferrin) N T
| AR |
(apoferritin)
v
——>2 3 4o F B R
(83 (ferritin)
L (T ) RETF TR A
=

\_ A

=BT
48w 23

Blo . = WABRGET s

Fig.2. The absorption mechanism of ferrous ions
(Lieu, et al; 2001)
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oMY F AW BT Mng/kg - F AP E 0 = K

F €2 x5 (Walker et al.,1999)c st ek » F REP 48 F 44 2

Ra

oy e R ERPFREC L FHBTES R EE A

R 2 H Ao - Sk RIR A (3-10 %) BT FS AL

Ef
s

Tl Sl s §AEY o RHREL Y & e 2 SRR G &
THa R 2 12-48 )R = S LI AL T 4R
R o §RABF DLW AFIR A8 F R AT
(hemochromatosis) @ & m i = M8 it cn% % (Walker et

1., 1999)- d= et BB £ - ¢ 34k o 1< %05 i (1schemic
heart disease) ~ ¥ % & LR T (porphyria cutanea tarda)
2 (ox Hoapd ) & (Walker ef a/l.,1999) 5 # % 4p o
5 pd A (freeradical ) F B> 104 p d e > (R4E
Rtz i M2 R P; kv (atherogenic oxidized low density
lipoprotein) £77) = » i@ = S andf i} > v i B B /Y a5k
B P e g Bl (4R 1998) o

(2) %5 i # i engi ik

mAfot o i PR RE Y = RS 2R RS

BER B P OB ONSTEh S AR L F 2 0 B B4R Rt

HIN L LR R L SE TR L A e S )

F_L

EBREMAHEImefE S cp d F (free radical )> & p o
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AALBIREHI A w2 G T m A4RF s BT

VAR ST N i A AR B n R Y s B A =
RAFABH S A Y BAR R wme Ao 2 ERH L2 He iR &
‘em % (Jacobs, 1987)° gt b » = B4B3F € 20 Fv B &
Poit 2 2 A 3 F ey B NS fRYL Ml S 2
af ¢ kit &4 8 fk (phytate) ~ ¥ #p¢ (tannic acid)
Birp BE P T GEEL A 4 A3 B P 3 Jl
(B = XFleming et al., 2001;Hallberg et al., 1986; Hurrell
et al.,1989) -
= AT R AR R - A o A B g TR

BE~ 2 45T 0 @48k By (transferrin) &% & 48 30
(apoferritin) E 4&4&ff > GE M o f2c = W4k @ 24 <3 48
Ik %v (Fe-transferrin) fo# 4% 30 > e fci®® A5 ~ 2
Sdp R A g > PR L 28 ) B+ (M
e ) B Z AR ST AL E e P07 7 ARIR B0 2 MB
39 (apoferritin)®m ¥ izA 39 T2 7 ERZHNBF

R AR o - T

“3
o

O FeolTZ AT 0 L F I IR F]L

34 x5 F e

o
o
Tt
"
-
&
\
He
i
pal
-
o
S
&
i
|n‘
|ml.
p
(i}
(3
=)
k.

RP oA EEELNGR AL TR (FlEE 0 1995
Mosen, 1999 ) -



% i / AB% fn P \ = ;% (blood)

(GI tract) (mucosa cell)
g RIS SRk EAS v
L&t (transferrin)
Fe™ +
B F-v
___I___ (apoferritin)
AR v
(Fe-transferrin) f¥§1?%?
. ) >
— & 485 v
(ferritin) 4 X H B v
\\\‘ 4/// (ferritin)
RE T RAFER S M
*
& B4R
42w a3

Bl=. = B4BAS 2 Sofedsd)

Fig. 3. The absorption mechanism of ferric ions
(Lieu, et al; 2001)
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Fe ‘\\\\
Heme Heme
l lysosomal
@ @ enzymes @ Fe
Fe

|
Fé@Fj m, \ Fe
(T

— B Fe
TF-Fe -
receptor

<

N /

TF : transferrin

Bz . iﬁi’%\‘ré_jém’?é P OEIRR T o
Fig.4. The absorption of ferric ions in the cell
( Johnson, 1997)
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3 fedk 2 e (achlorhydria) # T3t & § #9% 304 18 |
oA KRS R E AR L B Y @ FHT AR
P BAEPARE O PRY A S IR > 2 FOb S I8 e
7 “,ﬁ% F TS o 7R TR MR ET ST S de MR € TF MU R e
Yoo Fla 4 ez Hfra B2 el Do FRFHBT R i
G TR ALY A BT 0 T GBS MT LR
(Lieu et al.,2001) -

(3) B & & ek &

G BT 2 SR AP BT kR &k E KR
AR T A in d TR & T4 a3 AP 25t
TF TR - BY BB FEOA L FHBT R TF NG
20% o 2ha & FAB ST F R G 3-8% 0 2t ¢ TR B
AR R R R R 5 VIRt 0 A SR T
e HU X325 BT on i d FHRRT LFE 7
Y G ETRE - Bl OSSR (specific
heme-binding sites) #t3 (Carpenter et al., 1992 ; Rao et
al., 1978 ; Reddy et al., 2000 ; Roughead et al., 2000)° g+ ¢} >
Fahe A PR BABTREFHEMHHBT IR £ 82
P Ty PN R BT AL R P T ST R € 3 e
(Allen, 2000 ; Anderson et al.,1981) - @4 ¢ e = i» » 4
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BB (L ¢ FHL L) B R ERE R 2L BETSF
heiEP~ 8 47 ¢ chfufo ik (ascorbic acid )k fe o~ PR B (K
CEFPVER) FVHAGEM @Y R BRI R
b sofrens 4800 ik g jz (Chen et al., 1984 5 Davidsson
et al.,2001 ; Perks et a/.,1996); ¥ &p 5~ g g5 ¥ 2 2
F F1+ (meat factor) > i & HF|H 30 FAF 1 25 /ad A
(-SH group) 2 Faczh > P B Rz B4gdp+ m Big2tn ¢ F 48
Z2 vz (Beveridge et al., 1974 ; Garcia et al., 1996 ; Gordon
et al., 1989 ; Layrisse et al., 1984 ; Martinez et a/., 1996 ;
Mulivill et al., 1998 ; Nemiroskiy et a/., 1996 ; Nemiroskiy
et al., 1998 ; Politz et al.,1988) ; m vert s ¥ ¥ fr B 55 & ¥
ehH B A¢ (tannic acid)’ ¥ 2 2048 & $ ¢ efE ik (phytate ) »
gotid TR s A~ BERFLEF A EREF ;3
P o R ERYIES A - BRARY FHE RS T
A LB ACAT  E € ad R R et K S BT 2 et
b AP fod RRand R € BT P iR B 0 @ Fril4s
B2 sz (Ball etal.,1990: Craig, 1994 ; Deehr et al., 1990 ;
Gleerup et al.,1995 ; Hartman et al., 1955 ; Hallberg et
al., 1991 ;Hallberg et al/., 2000; Hurrell et a/., 1989 ; Samman

et al.,2001) -
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E
(1) #H
BT A RPN AR 4«;’%‘6 ﬁ;ﬁ]%nﬁ sﬁ’ﬁis?l’ﬁ ki = A5G
BRES T A IS T p Y Mg oA
Y524 P PFEHN30-3 F o i RBTEEE S 2

121 F A AMB TR R A K o - Nk iz den o

‘ﬂ\

7 1-1.5 F i ke Fu ;“Pf;r‘ SUB TR EER 0 R
¢ LA FREY R iRy B & A 8 K (Lieu et al., 2001) -
(2) fI*
@??éi%é»%ﬁﬁugﬁﬁﬁﬁ’iwé?d—@é
H o FT-Trohdy - B2 A - AT (heme) % £
X2 AF &S AH A S Y R% F (protoporphyrin) == >

J ,u;égf\»},%zéﬁ’vr fﬁﬁ;fﬁ?’é’\;ﬁ‘ BIkFv &Em Il}l%\'_n_“l'% ;

BT R R TR EERY GRS F Bz Bt o
7]‘ ’@?’Z’}t‘:)»"]{)\ ‘E‘JFE F\ I—/Li tmpé J;‘b v A 7ﬁ F&g ) ﬁ&%ﬁP\ ll—b ﬁj—

% «hif ]+ (Pond et a/.,1995) -
(3) #i
AREB T Y 4R G SR oS e g ka B L H
120 = ehd 7B g 18 B WS R T E Plme o 7

¥ (reticuloendothelial tissues) 7 "f AN AN NN e 2 g
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PR B Mmoo WE Y Y Fed AAF I TR SRR Y
b kAaMEL 2% i TE R 2% | (direct
bilirubin) > @ M#re =42 pl 5 "F#E%2 % | (indirect
bilirubin): # % i f T 3A®E » 5 ¥ AT > s e F A B2 do
PR R D M > ST H MR E A T L - g R R
R R R AR AR R > AN SRR AL R 3N A
BISt SR N R AR EOFP RIS PR R RS e R o
Lo ? o f ] A MR TRRRD S R

v i Iﬁ%}tﬁii@@ 5 0 BFEE é ;}7&;&\3 4y s B$—n**‘ m e P\ @’E N “E_l;é\’

o
=

fratig e S e R B T sl PR Rk

B AR o Tk I friek SR SRR S 7 0N E AT
'1+’r‘ﬁ_\3'_l‘1 ﬁn léiﬁiﬁ)\-ﬁ-/lil}ﬁ‘& -;‘ *KQBJ@Q\;F%

(Pond et al/.,1995; Lieu et al.,2001) -

T

AR R BB N 0.1 F R K ERE N

0.3_0.5%_;u e /;F’?\T'z\ﬁ\}; fgﬁ’l‘m”é’\i‘ X ’gﬁ'\'i /’)iﬁ”iﬁg ’

BREHZ0I9FR P 3 FaRmAPE 1§33 RFLAD
WA L E X MABTH0.6F 5 F et P GBI

EoRTmiEp 1L1-2.1 %% A 97 b% guFES pga v
A uB R B AT 2.5 £ 5o (% 0 2001 5 Hallberg et a/., 1991 ;

Tapiero et al., 2001 ) > b 7= FdFb g § 125 3 4 48 o 2
24



(Lieu et al., 2001 ; Pond er al.,1995) -
() ZR2#&E>E
REY BB ARRY R LE P AR L RY

v

=

\—’?—%ﬁpﬂ)_&igip}sﬂ_

\
2
pal
a~
[}
N,
3
Y
i
g\«
o
ey
3~
=
b
ey

BN A R BB T LG TR S F A B
T EiERERTLRAL A W T oo

Pl EdK A PBT R RE R E RIS FIA A7 R
AR (22 ) B 8 JI AN 0 PRt E L

15 F g E ) Y EE%E?PL‘/':]& fvo Al g ¢ & 1,000

&R HED 2,500 £+ BB BAAE D X S g R E
T - ST ERAMN AL R AR

AP EFEET O o8 3 Bl 2 5 (Martin e?
al., 1996 ; Sawaya et al.,1996) -
FrelaiFd § 37 s P B S R\FE 507 122 20

WA E10En > FEFEL 510 FR  RE SRl i



Ao E B REeeRERE (F/p)]
Table 2. The daily requirement and recommend intake
of iron (mg/day)

W E R EREE
§fezt 0.5-1.0 10
S
7 5w~ 0.7-2.0 15
BE Yo A 2.0-4.8 30°
oA 1.0-2.0 12-15
523 0.4-1.0 10
B2 0.5-1.5 6-10

‘ARkiEd ¥ 82 #iiT o
L RA S WIS A B P E R T30 F R MEE
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( ) Fl«f’”" R
A A frp G S4BTl R RS9 203

P 30% chn & FABE 2 KR oo gt th s TR F L4 g

$ORABE o B SR K9G 32% T R
”gil’f“o] by EIE R 5 R~ inat %,}Lﬂm,ﬁ;}%x e esg A o ] v e

al., 1981 ; Jacobs > 1987 ; Langstaff et al., 1993 ; Nielsen et

,1994) e ptob o AT KA Fd Bl R kMG R (8
Mgt X af? (%1998 Clark et al., 1987 ; Rosenberg
et al., 1985 ; Stephane et al.,2001)-

S FE AT MR 0 95 40% Es d E 4B
SRR R AR A AT T B e AR G0) AT
Flafd STy L e M B oot &
o R arY 287 2R ALER ¢ T4 (Berner et
al., 1985 ; Davis et al., 1990 ; Davis et al., 1992 ; Hallerg et
al., 1997 Hurrell et al., 1988 ; Jackson et al., 1992 : Miller

et al., 1981 ; Monsen et al.,1978) - Flpt » AT ¢ » 2L
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X BT R ES ETBET A PR Faresa o
ittt 2 CEF R e ¢ Tt ER-ERPRE
Blgdrdls AR PR B2V RE S iRt A F o
od 72 AR SFEFH ARG Y @ B e R
Feamojz £ R 4pd 2 (Craig, 1994 5 Du et a/., 2000 ; Helman
et al., 1987 ; N et al., 1995 ; Rose et al., 1998 ; Tarasuk et
al.,1999) - 3 A ERLTT B BBETR E2S 0z 0 FEokE
ER BTV gk A YU FRARR Y BEURE
PIF FlE ST R S RYa B4 S5 7 Ul 7 £ (Garcia
et al., 1996 ; Lieu et al., 2001 ; Schricker et al., 1983 ;

Slatkavitz et al.,1988) -

B NS -

Wk L v B R By R4 Lk 2 g
F15% eht v AL g B BN 10-T0% 4 L
P ki B0 85-05% R B FlaA 4 r5 Az B 2 B A 6-25
% e+ 5 ¢t - % (Baker et al., 1979 ; Ponds et al., 1995 ;
Johnson, 1990) o &R P 7 55 40% =+ R Ko 5 B il
o st L fdt LB E05% =+ (F2 ) EMA

R R A RARAR S L T 2. 1% 0 2 10.T% 4B R
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22 R RRFAEZEE T 2 A ()
Table 3. The percentage of potential iron de-
ficiency anemia in Taiwan

W L2 1434 282,965 4 BeE A2
M E oA 59. 4 51. 8 I
LB 58. 4 48. 6 3
TR 56. 2 50. 4 2
35 4 55. 3 46. 2 6
14 F] 66. 3 44. 6 9
¢ 53. 0 33. 8 19
% oW 50. 0 39. 1 14
o5 56. 1 44. 1 10
2 4% 53. 0 41. 8 12
oo 62. 8 44. 8 8
AL 62. 4 48. 3 4
3% B 49. 6 49. 8 11
o 50. 6 34. 9 18
¥ 58. 9 45. 4 7
L 51. 9 41.6 13
B L 59. 2 A7. 4 5
B 48. 5 37. 4 16
LF v 57. 6 38. 9 15
i 47. 9 35. 0 17
Y 50. 7 30. 9 20
282087 TiaE 55,7 42. 8

1 2 h 82, 965 4
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BT AR0.2% o A2 1% o WA 4B E Bk gt 2 A A
Pr s i o LR 3y N 13-18K B A TR £ 2 24 5 e

IR T e A L S 63.2-13.9% 2 0 Ti5E4 56,6
% o kel AR 4 % 43.3-14.6% 2 B > T¥aE K 5 8.5% (£

) MY YAy AT IR PHOABR S HEBT 2

EHREFONET RnF CEY LR G40y FBTEL A

\iﬁ?ﬁ\g Ej—‘ﬁg r—]‘wﬂ"- ]T/nL'\ ";;C,; r’}i %7?4 m P é@?ﬁ” R

o 19-50% 7 14k AP B 24 S ki o 4T U

5 FR0% o MR BHERE Y T TS RRER

AP AL 2 g m R AR L 5 8. 9-14.T% 2 B TiaY
PILG% (£3 ) fREE2ZEL > FFELE > 7 7T

WD FEA BT (HE 1999 & - 2001 ; Bothwell, 2000 ;

Hallberg et al.,1991) -

(=) BF# LR ¥
R N
WHez B Aasyd o Lo R & F F e

STF N 5 40% 0 b OB T F Rl G 5-10% 0 T E X
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Table 4. The relationship of iron intake and iron de-
ficiency percentage of both sexes i1n the age
of 13-18 years old in Taiwan

y N 2 1 . - A Y Ln 2 Y
BEPE FZERE 2P A T EERABT RS F

(mg/day ) (%) %) (%)
<6 <40 13.9 4.0
6-10 40-66. 7 3.3 12.2

10-14 66. 7-93. 3 6.1 14. 6
>14 >93. 3 3.2 3.3

'YL A ME pBTERERE S 15 0g

(&% > 1999)
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Table 5. The relationship of iron intake and iron de-
ficiency percentage of both sexes i1n the age

of 19-50 years old in Taiwan

HEE O HZHRE TR HERES AR
LA RS 2P A RSB

(mg/day) (%) (%) %) (%)
<6 <60 0 <40 14.7
6-10 60-100 0 40-66. 7 11.2
10-14  100-140 0 66.7-93.3 8.9
> 14 > 140 0 >93.3 11.7

1 95 pBFEaRHFELE 5 10 mg -

24 MEPBTEHESE S 15 g
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G40 HORR R E TS Fel e B M s o
2‘@’?%1\:&%4\1

g p/gﬁ‘r SN ﬁ?\'rﬂﬁﬁpi\} =

A L
ZRENEF D o F LB e E DK o FHE K -
PARE A2 om0 » § 7 ME A A 2 (Bothwell,2000 ) -
3NBETR YA
BAIFG BERE - AGREFINL A SALESE - K
R RdEA A g5 R ARTUBT T4 (Hallberg et
1., 1991) -
4~ v2F BT Hp 20 4 TR A4
PRV A At MERS D ] KA Y EF S E 0T AT
Mdeh- B> MELNAPFN= B A MPMBTR R RS B
T FIREE LB R 0 RS R 2B ek £ oo ek
RN e EY o PHERE T

SRR kR 1Y
f A 2 A2 3 L

4% Z_(Beard, 2000 ; Pehrsson et al., 2001 ; Sheard
et al.,1994) -

5~ p &84 2 (chlorosis)

AN - SR T _u_ﬁ?friﬁami

o B\

=

2 TR &

2 S L AN Sl
BN R ek E ¥ B30 T M2 T o
6~ #EP~chig G ¢ 445
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G FEWAGE  SE G SHEY ¥ 7
5 Frd) 4% ?ic;»]&:ﬁa?‘]é »Aofe ik s B #ﬁ;i y 7T g * 4% *F,frg'q’ﬂn;
Yz(Ball et al.,1990 ; Craig, 1994) -

(=) F L ¥
BatprPpEgELLAELELEOES > A T KE FEI RS

#r 52

T HZF LM E AHEMEN SRR W TG oA A

W RERAREIT RS SR - Lt §ERE
BAB A G BEF T EANZ o FESantg > a PELA
Pacn oo T F RED D TR AMEE Y 25y

i/%@ﬂzmrﬁfﬂ,i’g_rﬁ %E{( lrag }ﬁ \%Eﬁ\ﬂi’ﬂ}s‘%

=
AR

By AP 3G d B BIL G 1 iEa A ~ER A

¥

v

Mo AP AERAPRE? BEFHEL N L AR 1T

w7

DA KEEE T F R L sl A B o L

B2 yaraci s @ et B8 (Beard et al., 1990; Beard et
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)’ﬁfg'%n RTINS N N R EE },E\;"fii\g’ﬁ J ﬁi“g{ﬁﬁ;’}]\ LES A g‘_%‘ » 3B
ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%%—%f&;&fﬁ;% e RPN 2 B, 2 F 4 A DA o
g%%“?‘&%ﬁ‘; AR A ZE YRS T . A i’fr’ﬁf&]‘ﬁ
oA IR A CANHFRERONE T L W E S
BT B MR fobs (T2 BT RS T rnion d RALE

TR A e b SR AR Y 0 T A AR AR
B4 F 47 32 8¢ <3 (Allen. 2000;Brigham ez

al.,1996;Lieu ea al., 2001;Rosenzweig et al.,1999) -

@
i)\}"

FUBE 4% 2 > 3 2 P P % 0 FAF L BT o BRde

s
Bidw B @FZ 0 FHF TP L RBRES YA

5

Z8 (4okd T4 a2 #Be 2 2E- 2 20 E@
Eﬁ)",&’ﬁ”ﬁéipﬁm}%q’ﬁi?w%ﬁ g A R Bl A
FAFGF MO LR P EFA L £ L0 Sk TR
Fihe 2 2P #2F QI Lorik2 F 2P T et
P BB 2R ey & = A TRk P RIS &
WA S EENE BB LA 27 2 (Mosen
1999;Rosenberg et al.,1985;Wien et al., 1991 ;Wood et

al.,1998) -
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R AL L R ETE d B S4B A £ 2038 TR R P T
EEBEA A L B R s D E = BE A a i i eord
£ (School, et al.,1992) -
1~ % - FFE

i 5 48 ;Ffrm Fod o JLFEELP @ﬁ%\‘r%’:‘”‘%@‘ PR B2 R
FEEM AFEY > B P O3 48R o o
(sideroblasts) i}’ % 5w 4o 2 )RR T " 2 12gpu /LT >
@? 4 % REEE dim e ¢ i _JF% ijﬁt‘mﬁﬁ’?"‘ CRN

& (total iron binding capacity ; TIBC) + = o

Bt LB n thd o pFRY S REF T Lo n
MR E N R BT R A A MY A PR g
WREF s WV R B BT A e RT T R
Yt 3R % F (free erythrocyte protoporphyrin ;
FEP) + = » @l s AFehd - BAHR BT IR E TS
Eonm A AT RRFHBET A LR RETRIE S ¢
BB bmd 247y 32 ¢ T ¢ B4nG ) doo 3RH 5
Tk o
I~ F K

i

AT o BP0 T R g IR
36
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AR SUNTFFRNT o F P S URER ] ok T
HEPm{BE o< ] 7% - (anisocytosis) % & { 4P & >
oAk e BT A ¥ ehloa IR & 2 Bldoit £ 913

"44 w9 | (pencil cell ) fw s P VB IR o

(=) 454t 2 ks & R gl
WML

% i~ %d g% % (Gordon, et a/.,1989; ) -
AR £ Yo LN A N

WoE s B A S R EEE S T A SR BT e e T
A1 H sz (Hurrell, et al., 1989) -
JA it 2CzEE R

B2 FCF BB T2 sz 7l 2Cmad g 78
23 d FER odE i H{ES S e ToRES (Davis, et
al., 1992 ; Hurrell, et al.,1999 ; Lucarini, et al., 2000 ;

Perks, et al.,1996) -

B s A TR TS N

‘.‘B‘k\

FEOFHR D i E ﬁﬁ{“’ B A ehy 2 F & K 2 RIEX
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ZJEf B-'F—E“""T\EILXJ; g‘x E{jﬁjé_r‘{ni - L, & %IJ B-'F—F;ﬁ "J :‘_a 1 3 N ,:'_ , t/] T\!:v
BEME2Z 1.5% (M 1999) miFigad P B A @ 5uarg)
Tl A A BA ALY P B E SRR - RAA SRS

oo %é'*’éflﬁi‘izﬁ?él’ AT AR - RAT Y RNR
il 48 ﬁf;’l'}ﬂ'%‘j“%;"‘f?? T4 OBEE G b AN IFRT

Hprkh ki ¢ Ba A b~ Fo T AN L TE S g2

s;—%%li 1 I‘%ﬁﬂ% LA @ ATLag \))f;’ﬁ”gln%w—,# ‘?Kip\/ﬂ

¥ ies g o

TR EeRERY 0 R0 A RE RS

SRR il X2 A FERORH R EL L R

MAEd R M EEFEATATHY GBS EFA T AR

FAVHBEITRLFELZ X 2T E > B REME

A
IR I B R Sl 3 R Rt o

R SR G S E R A REA S - RERA
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A
$

Gz Ek o AAEEETOREEN1,2005F (F

1995) @ % - R B - BT AL FENT AL - FI
+ 2§ gk %”%*%@%wébvk Ws AL T gt
- H R M M2 B R R

(=) BBy 2§ &
=1 A Y 7 >
o IR Bmi*ng‘ RAGH & GF 52 FRE L

A WA R BRA }P\ﬁ\/r’}%‘ X o S “%{\mﬁﬁéj\ » 2\ i A

dinid
v
@
)
?111

FHAFS AR BE AT E R S AR

R HE B R E PN ERIAY  BIPRERY T2 EEE
SR B MAr d 2 ATon e gt # ’@?‘r‘ a4 2 A-Bi B % dk
L o5 A o 2 S % M B T : ’ A A
faz. 2 &7 F 0 He g fhodpieft (lysine) ~ v Rk

(leucine) ~ B v *%f& (isoleucine) ~ &7 %<& (threonine) %

Wit (valine) 2w A s BE ¥s o
I~ 3o
E P\?'mﬁiﬂ:é]& _4_;31‘}5],1;@*: v & A & [ ”Lr%'m}n %ﬁr'—%‘ﬂ

|L77‘EF"J’?37{°}"E'P|§ é.&aﬁg ﬁ}?—‘,!{‘f’%‘iﬁ)’} /)E“‘ﬁi‘
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Table 6. The crude protein and metabolism energy
of porcine by-product

EEe T (%) e (keal)

SR 72. 8 3840
T 67. 1 4680
R 66. 7 4790

; 64. 3 4925

= A7. T 5950
] 39. 5 6520
. 33. 4 6950

(%~ =51996-)
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P e Gvo e R4 LI AcRERET o BRFERY
#100g % 7 30gehdv HzE BHHB AR S fpRT > ok
100g e p 232 p 4p 5 > Ak FANFE S Zfodp Aok = 0T

& 100g s oge BT 33 L AR FE pERENT FY T2

- Lt ERE S TR

@2 FAELDFOETRAEL G A E L L
Femie 2 Wi TR FE TS R LR EdHzE o

FriBl TR 2 R ERIR LA FEE A F A

FodF oYy A A3 e B E RS- 23t & A-= 100g
FE TR 3 43, 800IU chasd 2 A 7 £ > RREH B a5 1a
RV EDEEMEF pERELTE AR APEE FA

kiR o

\ﬁ;
S~
e
o
/ﬂm
F";'i
\ N
e
o)
_‘?\J\:‘\;
T
i
('N
A
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aaa
FuE
=
;\?\1;
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PEESLEBTALEBRE S TR g o poh g
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Table 7. The content of protein and iron from
different foods

0 (g @ (ng)

7% (100g) 30 18.0
¢ (100g) 30 3.7
r (100g) 28 3.5
¢ (100g) 21 2.0
g (100g) 30 1.5
A p (100g) 26 1.1
>~ 6 1.1
2 5250ml 9

(5 - 1985)
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L

AR B de A FE o d NN EiE A BREGAS E B

A

v
BEPpd G B R A4 anad 2 Biaakih o & 100g
z 1.03 Esoenad % B> @& 100g chm i 5? > Bz 3 0.33

Tt 2B 3w ERn0.22F5 02 00.10F w0 F

ERFNH U PG o5 [00g BIPES A E B R Te
FlariF p R EL R S g 2/3 LR el £ B

2

5. oo & IOOgmﬁBP”;@E\J ”’Tg,m %BZ v ENEE
k& pERE g ARt & B kiR (31985)
H~i4 2% B

a4 % Be® MIBLEPIpR 2 2 2 HEEg o s HE £

BErg o HY gty EE L Eﬁgglgr\i;r} B e T
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FixdFaasd 2 B> Kk & 100g Pv £ 2 & 2 K & piE

REZTE AR d F BeshkiR (5% 0 1985)

Bl 54 » 2 b ddid 5 % 52 i 2> 3 0 04 & 4o chif 1L ez o
IR R A R oM GEd s HIRE B A EpHkoR
100g shpE " %k ? » Bl z 7 201 Erochmagfe 7 £ 0 B3 RA P
81 EFw» FRENT.60F 5 0 A F b b T 0 2 4.5

EFrRoRE T4 4E5 > TipFH gl (580 1985)0 =

100g ¥ ad s £db k= p2iRELATT AR LIRS
% ik o
T 485

WF B 239 (hemoglobin) 5% & {6352 i g P ds iz

O

=y

FoAEFHFIFIL B AR AR kB
RIgwd F o v e A gk 8 2 FmEahk e
& 100g chpE s e R G IS TR auB T s B 0 B2 p h
3.T¥ i PP h3 5T Zpen2 0% 74 F n1.5 %

o dp el 1l E o fER N E LGk - 1y o & 100g

TEET| L RS P ERELTE LR LB R

b
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PR AL FBHEAL PR RSP r KR
Z_f& (pantothenic acid) ~ £p&(folic acid) ~ 2% (choline)

;':" AP . M AA % - kY ) = 2 3
2 4 % (biotin) & o gt b > FAF7% 75 2 5 o9~ 4~ 49~ 45

PAEEE NN TR DO s UL T N R

wE
Ak
W

oG sy (o 1994) -

7~ H-‘F—P%Ti_ﬁ‘_ﬂ’}l‘]%

H_T__E-)J—‘;: _ Yl /‘ r:!-, u} - 2 A N 2 2
Lo ARALT EGnE R d N 2T R

/31 L = N2 ~ S 2 A 27 ¥ ,
BEHEEF > LTA MRS AR L ?—@ﬁ?iiﬁ?ﬁfﬁiﬂlﬁﬁ
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HoA s
- RS

(=) Jﬁu—n

PEp B B2 3TEF Y ;ﬁ(FL)"‘f—i SR 2R

:H
e
o

(=) WiEpEE ~ 4B 2 4570 A
~ % 3-v %% (pepsin) : EC 3.4.23.1 DAB, Ph Eur. Merck.
¥ 3-v %% (trypsin, pankreasprotase) : Cat. NO.
11781. Ferak.
3~ 2ba & FREA L pp P LRERRG € ALNO.F-0015) > &
;v 2 FeCls » 6H:0 > (M. W.=162.22) -
4~ Ladp—+ TR Ap 7 AP RS ED FH g4 (NO.
JBLOT083) , # = 3% : CiaHsN2 » H:O > (M. W. =198. 22) -

(Z)RFk 22 Wi

Ziea & (1993) 22 2 B A bcitdeT o
IR s 28 St AR
(1) g R B w7 E4er 5B (V/V) ZHK-o

(2) B2CT#immp> R 5 10 44 o
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(3) #&:% 5, 000xg > 15 ~ 4@ o

(4) Ay £ 4e » 5B (v/v) ZA K-

(5) A E4E (2)~(3) 2 (4) hH2 =% -

(6) def & orlE2 2 iR B iRts » T RiBAR
R4 (water soluble fraction) °

(7) Je g imismse » 5% (v/v) 0.6M NaCl i3 7% -

(8) £4F 2-4 4% Zx (1az4 k1 0.6M NaCl i3 i@s~it 2 ) i
125, 000xg &~ 15 4 43 ©

(9) o 172 i E IR 1 0 2 TR RIBER R INA

(salt soluble fraction) -

(10) Je &7 2_ Ak T 5 2 A 384 (insoluble

fraction) -

(11) &% (6)~(9) & (10) “ri# 2 & 44 ik 3ok -

g

(12) #-tmB ik 555 2 B4 11 -20°C 4 o 1 > % U ok e B
BE R NEEEY A w1k R (IPF) - @

73 34 (SPF) 2 7 73 429545 (TPF) -

2~ BT 2 KR
(1) &% (1987) 2 > 2 B Ar4r™ o & BB ki3 e (WPF) >

gk (SPF) > &2 33 (IPF) % & & 5g > 1
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250ml 7 & K Ris o

(2) e~ % 3= a2 1:100 (WW)> 2 0.IN HClao?d £ 2
pH2.0 > 2 37 C T KRif 2 /| PFiE{T-KfZ o

(3) $20.1N NaOHwo?A Z pH 2 7.0 > 4v » "% 30 f2 % 1 ¢
50 (W/W)» & 37CT™-kig 30 » 45 -

(4) 445 80°C » 30 A48 > B FeE 2 3% o

(5) g (12,000xg > 10 A 48) o

(6) & &g 31 ¢ ik 508 ok 5% T IE EEE R IRKIR TR
(DWPF ) ~ A% % -k 2 i3 125%4 (DSPF) & p%% -Kj%2 i3

37 (DIPF) = 304 o

Z >~ AT
(=) — v A 547
2k E2o R A~ A A S e BB ET e ey %?AF—AJ@A‘O‘A‘

C=zple_> @ fEi %2 § ¥ (nitrogen factor) % 6.25

#-'= g7% 2. WPF ~ SPF ~ IPF ~ DWPF ~ DSPF & DIPF z_ "+ &
A S REL D EX T S LR S
Wa/Wex100% > 2 ¢ Wa 5 55 52% 2 WPF ~ SPF ~ IPF ~ DWPF ~ DSPF

2 DIPF 2 % e 5 > Wi Rl 5 AT E -
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(=) =2 B AR
% (1987) 23 25 &F4c™ o

1 ~ 2 HC1 2 NaOH pe @ pH2. 0~pH10. 0 273 /% 100ml -

2~ % w4 ~ WPF ~ SPF ~ IPF ~ DWPF ~ DSPF ¥ DIPF #+ & 0. 5g >

S 3R 30 A 4 o

3~ EET 11 3,000xg 0 s 30 A48 o

4~ 1 gPGE (Biuret method) Rl &b ik v FiRAR » 1F53%

pH Bz 3-v FiafER -

D~ /4w WPF & DWPF & pH3. 0 & 2 3= Fi3 2R 5 100% - £

Bait et mTEFApEAfER (relative solubility) e

(z) #4843 (Fe (1)) R Rtz pl 2

I~ Lagdps (Fe (1)) e sNE T

(1) &jzm (1992) & £ 51 &Fdcit 4™ o B~ FeSOs o TH0 72 *%
A&k > pupE kR 0~2.5-5-7.5~10~12.5~
15 % 17. 5ppm 2 &35 %

(2) B~ W L4BIRBE R 3% & 95ml B 30 4a255g ¢ » & B 4e »
I 488+ 457 # dml (1, 10-phenantroline) # 2./ &35
R

(3) * 37TC-kig 30 ~ 415 > uigsd 2, 200xg 3 15

24 o
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(4) B~ R drow i > 34 ik (V530 Jasco SERIAI.
NO.B151160512 Japan. ) ' 530nm & & * jp|H x5k
B TR LI A RERREERER -
2~ ¥4 e 4 i) 2
(1) &izw (1992) & Mulvihill (1998)2 = i fcit 40T o #-
LI ECE R R Ol EAgkY > R EHEARA
W5 0~0.00-0.03-0.05~0.1~0.320.5% -
(2) 4~ 100ppm 2- FeCls(FeCls e 6H:0) 2 1.5ml » %A B £ 4c »
e & D9 I s+ dp v A dml -
(3) * 37°C-kig 30 »4fs > 1gEsd 2, 200xg & o 15
P
(4) B R dposife > = % B0 A L& 12 530nm i £ 7P H =
RE > TERESEIT L AL LIV I RS
K

L4gap+ (Fe (II)) 23 % ©

RS AR

B OTIE 200 B BE L AR A 47k 3L SAS B s (1997)
AT R B - AR 425 (General Linear Models
Procedure ; GLM) & {7 % 30 34 2 % 4 7 R R V03 % 2

ABMET > T test it Tiofcie2 L B FMH -
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4L 2 2 A
P R

N
Fr#EFug (FL) 22 k&2 ~ s s e igins e doo B 2 £ 4 5
& T1.68+1.98 ~ 1.5240.12 ~ 4. 1010. 22 2 21. 36%1. 22% - 32
{62 257 (DWFL) ~ -ki3 7% (WPF )~ # /3 (5% (SPF) &
a9 (IPF) v B g2 — S A A58 S 4rdk ~ 997 o
ka2 w o gok i BiREY Mgk 8 20 (DWFL) 0. 46
+0.12% # 8 » w2 k3 g (WPF) > #3449k (SPF) & 3

AbEs (IPF) £33 3% (P>0.05) % TG0 52 5

Bl m oo Mg fs 2%k (DWFL) 5.1840.33% % &8 -
# gk g (WPF )~ @03 9% (SPF) &2 72 73 1254 (IPF)
Sy REEEFLE (P<0.05); # a3k (IPF) 2
A g B0 31T20.52% w2 BT b= B &EApVERFALR
(P<0.05)> FI4x 3R 2 F A2 & 3 30 Pk S 97id & o K03
Mirks (WPF) 2@ A ) (SPF) » X2 BRlZ 2 2 8% (P
>0.05)-

Fe PR RS G0 ML EpYE 18 29k (DWFL) 3 19.2340. 96%
% 0 A Ak (IPF) 17.86+1.98% =t 2. » r%—ﬁF’B’ EAR W

(P>0.05)> @ ki3 {574 (WPF) 2 B3 2974 (SPF) B Flik
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Table 8. Proximate analysis from different fraction of liver powder

5 kA RA g ek B
Sample Moisture Ash Crude fat Crude protein
%
DWFL' 0.4640.12° 5.1840.33" 19.23+0.96" 73.83+2. 36"
WPF* 0.26+0.08" 1.12+0.20" 0.23+0.08" 94.32+1. 43"
SPF’ 0.15+0.06" 1.02+0.12" 0.68+0.07° 93.55%3.12"
[PF 0.184+0. 05"  3.1740.52° 17.86+1.98" 75.49+2. 54°

VSRR RIR 2 2T o

: Dry whole fresh liver.

z . KA BRI o

: Water-soluble fraction from porcine liver.

B DY EAL VAR S R

: Salt-soluble fraction from porcine liver.

Y SR R L UL S

: Insoluble fraction from porcine liver.

CriRETARF*ATEFLE(P<0.05)-

““:Different letters in the same column indicate significant
difference(P<0. 05).
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SR A L Tt g B e Gk 8 297 (DWFL) Flok A

|~

Ik

GRS Rerigrg BAREHES 2B (IPF) 2429

RGO R IAT D FIERRE B LB RIEA R 2 o

\F‘

fe v T2 G 0 2ok EFS (WPF) & @05 574 (SPF)

7 B4 % 5 94.3241.43% ¥ 93.5543.12% &% - &#H v S Bk

v

TEHEFLE (P<0.05) g%t 2% (DWFL) 7z £ &

d
=

w0

73.83+2.36% A =t o 7@ s uE(FL) & 2% 5 2%+ (DWFL) & £
%(1998)% + 2 (1996) 74 452 % % 4p iz

SFEE KR 0% 2978 (DDWFL) ~ -kia #5%¢ (DWPF) ~
#ip sy (DSPF) & 2 i3 4374 (DIPF) 2 - &= 4 24755 %
ok 4 AT e kKA R g% 2974 (DDWFL) ~ ki3 374
(DWPF )~ # ;% 445%% (DSPF) #2 2 ;3 #5374 (DIPF) & & % 0. 31
+0. 05% ~ 0.22+0.09% ~0.25+0.06% £ 0.12 +0.03% - 25z
%% (DDWFL) z 5% > » 2 3425k (DIPF) 7z &5 1
ew FFRERFLE (P>0.05)-

KA Sk 0 s 2974 (DDWFL) 2 £ 5. 68 0. 74% 8 »
BHTZXTEEEFLE (P<0.05); kiz w4 (DWPF) -~ @
A8 (DSPF) 222 344578 (DIPF) = ¥ @44 ¢ Rl Aid

MELRE (P>0.05)-
o rn9m G o 0% 2978 (DDWFL) £ % 72 5% (DIPF)
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Table 9. Proximate analysis from different fraction of liver

digested with pepsin and trypsin

b = kA A e ol g

Sample Moisture Ash Crude fat Crude protein

%

DDWFL' 0.31+0.05" 5.68+0.74" 17.511.14" 72.53+5. 23"
DWPF®  0.2240.09" 1.65+0.22" 0.49+0.13" 93.92+2. 45"
DSPF’  0.25+0.06" 1.82+0.20" 0.98+0.19° 92.55+1. 86"

DIPF'  0.22 +0.03° 2.08+0.29" 15.87+1.06" 78.40+2.02°

IR LD 95 EEE s Pl

: Dry whole fresh liver digested with pepsin and trypsin.

Ll R AR KR RN A AR

: Water-soluble fraction from porcine liver digested with pepsin and
trypsin.

Tl AIT L BB IS o

°:Salt-soluble fraction from porcine liver digested with pepsin and
trypsin.

TSR RSR L R B TR

' : Insoluble fraction from porcine liver digested with pepsin and
trypsin .

iR FEYARFA AT EFLREP<0.05) -

““:Different letters in the same column indicate significant

difference(P<0. 05).
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B ¥ F B4R 175141, 14 2 158741 06% B 5 o -kig 14574
(DWPF ) 2 33 3% (DSPF ) d »t-Kfgm 2. mplighsz £ 2 ™o
s & 7R R RN (P<0.05) -

o d-v & o 10k B (DWPF) 22 93 42574 (DSPF)

R AW 5 93.9242.45 ¢ 92.55+1.86% B oA vA KR

s
Py

7% % £ (P<0.05);5z% > " (DDWFL )2 # ;3 1+ 3%# (DIPF )
R AN T2.5345.23 ¢ 18.40+2.02% 3 K R W AEHEF
£ B (P>0.05) 5p2% kfz2 5% > (DDWFL) £ % (1998)
BRI RIS R RER - K s AR <

JT R K 315 2 7 3 Rt e R4 (DIPF) de 3d 7 5 83 i+

w:

SARE o gt b kB S (WPF) ~ Big 258 (SPF)~ 5% %

kg kia e (DWPF) 2 a4 k22 B3 9% (DSPF)

SRAFE CRBRBRS R R RS RRES ik o G
’?E] 57‘5& \3% o
S EBERF LR

e

EREE KRR L R 2 e B drd L e o ho R TR

(FL) % & % 100g > iz 2% (DWFL) fc 5 28.24%5 % - 7

BN

%3 ks (IPF) 15. 08%=c 2 » @3 M%k (SPF) & 7.96% 5 -k

Bk (WPF) 23 5 4. 62%8 ™ o 4z 5% > %% (DWFL)
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£ 5 100%3 & > 23457k (IPF) 4o 5 53.40%% % > B3 1
ks (SPF) & 28.19%=% 2 » -kiz 5% (WPF) 16. 35%% i<

Pe TSRS A A A e Ry R s E 1A 3 9 (TPF)

R KRR E IS 2 e ded - AT o NURTHE TR
(FL)Z # 5 100g > £p2%-kfzz 32°% 2% (DDWFL) Jc & A
30. 65%E B » # 3 17k (DIPF )11, 01%=x 2. » % 14+5%% (DSPF )
5 10.66% > ki3 12574 (DWPF) e 3 8. 84%. 1 o 4ret 2 5 fi%
% k330 29%% (DDWFL) £ 5 100%:* & > # ;3 4% (IPF)
fed & 35.92%B< % > a2 (SPF) & 34.78%=t 2 » ki3 i
45 (WPF) 28. 84%B. 14 o x4 KR {s2 WA AP o A -
fe g iR gE Fe AT B2 p ek (IPF) 7 863 0 =4
fef v i = %7 h® - Ak 40% 2974 (DDWFL) & X
% (1998) %% % #p 1 o

v 2 e (DWEL) ~ ki 5% (WPF) ~ B3 #5374
(SPF) £ 72 iz 13545 (IPF) w 384 SG-Kf@psk (7% % 15 jud 2
LB od 21 il LET i iR MR RIEE E H S 4
¥ mpEA kiR 2 ka4 (DWPF) 34 - &0 @ BB
9% (DSPF ) %4 fx 3 ek 34 > k282 % i3 3%k (DIPF) &

FRIRE R e R BROR 2 R FIV A GAGRE A KRS R A
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Table 10. The yield of different fraction from liver

# 5 £F e fo &
sample (g) C %) C %)
FL' 100. 00 — —
DWFL’ 28. 24 28. 24 —
WPF® 4. 62 4. 62 16. 35
SPF* 7.96 7.96 28.19
[PF° 15.08 15.08 H3. 40

SN <G 7 I AN

"*: Same as table 8.
DAL B AR A S o
°: The weight percentage of different fraction compares with fresh liver.
TTBRERE TR E RV R LINAFRE A S o

": The weight percentage of different fraction compares with dry whole

fresh liver.
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Lt v EREFOKIRZFRE IS T
Table 11. The dry weight and percentage of different fraction from
liver digested with pepsin and trypsin

# 5 £F Yo & ° o &
sample (g) C %) C %)
FL' 100. 00 — —
DDWFL? 30. 65 30. 65 —
DWPF’ 8. 84 8. 84 28. 84
DSPF* 10. 66 10. 66 34. 78
DIPF’ 11.01 11.01 35. 92

L
' : Same as table 9.
Pl B ATETRE B2 ISR A F o

°: The weightpercentage of different fraction compares with fresh

liver.

"B R R RS 2T R AINS R A o

": The weight percentage of different fraction compares with dry whole
fresh liver digested with pepsin and trypsin.
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%/J\ ,rﬁi/ f%-}i\ &7}(&%?%?&6 i/Aﬁ*}ii\z%t,,” ‘gmﬁ";ﬁ_—%7}<ﬁ

4y
-\

2 kg 37 (DWPF ) & 803 149%4 (DSPF) & 384 Jo 5 3 4 >
B g 23 e (DIPF) % 2 B e 22 g ps 4 kg is 2 ok
i e (DWPF) 22 303 123%k (DSPF) & F e e 8405 =
By
=R pH Sk B ER 2 B

ok H (WPF) A pH3. 0 B33 i3 57 5 100% - 54 5

fe ¥ ki3 13k (WPF )~ 80 1474 (SPF ) £ 3 73 123%34 (IPF)

\4

R a2 pHET2Z A ER > H X5 40B T 977 - KA

fvi

t 3%k (WPF) % pH4. 0 ¢2 pH5. 0 # 4p 7% f2 & 13 10% » pH6. 0
praz 43 80% 0 H A B > 80% 5 Wiz 4k (SPF) #pH4.0
22 pHb. 0 H Ap 73 fE & 7= 130 10% > & M Ry 3k (WPF)
R T 2 A f2 R o pHT. 0 pFez i3 80% 0 H AR B 2 80% s
PR (IPF) HEip¥iafam  ®3050% 2 ¢ A4 pH3. 0~
pH9. 0 B g 3% 10% 5 e 5 18 2. /K3 M3k (WPF) &2 %73 14
e (SPF) - 48 5 & * # K2 pll6. 0~pH10. 0 & & 4p 4473
fRR PN 2 A 80%=+ -
B pEZ KR KA (DWPF) A pH3. 0 a3 R 37 5

100% > S48 67 FEpE2 kfg2 Ria "k (DWPF) > #8314

"k (DSPF) £ 7 ;3 15+ (DIPF) = %4 &7 k pH & T 4p %
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Relative solubility(%)

R EACD)

——JPF —8—SPF —— [PF

WA
o] |
|

N

T ]
RN /
AR /

BT ~WPF ~SPFE&IPF&* FpHE™ Z 0¥ f3 R -
Fig.5 Comparison of relative solubility with
WPF, SPF and IPF under different pH value.
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BIER BB RAoRS Tm o SR E KR ki 1 (DWPF)
“# 7 pH4. 0 22 pHS. 0 # 4p $473 2 & 10 20% 7 H A% % > 80%:
it % -kfzz2. @3 149k (DSPF) & pH4. 0 22 pHb5. 0 EH 45 ¥4% f#

1 10% 0 & At R 3k (WPF ) b e ™ 274 2 & > pHT. 0
22 pH8. 0 P 3 80% » H 4R 33 80% 5 p¥ % kjdz 7 3 1%k
(DIPF) HApsiafam w 13 50% > £ ¢ & pH4. 0~pHS. 0 & {
M 10% 5 U EE R kR kiR 5 (DWPF) 2 B3 g

(DSPF ) # pH6. 0~pH10.0 BF H dp 3 f# R =5 TO% F o
B fia paks (WPF) e pH3. 0 PR3 f2 A 75 100% > G4 o

¥ @S EEE KR KB T (DWPF) ~ B3 425%4¢ (DSPF )
Y3 p s g (DIPF) =384 %7 F pll BT 4R i3 i3 & -
S hoBl= A o SRR kR ki3 8 (DWPF) 4 & pll4. 0
2 pHS. 0 H AP $H3 i3 A 9 & 60%7h > H AR 330 120% > ¥ 00 &
pH3. 0 P* 147.25% = &% ;> pE& -k f22 85 3 (DSPF)
pH4.0 &2 pH5. 0 HAp i3 f2 2 ) & 50% = + » HARY 43 110-
135% » & vz A3t kA p ik (WPF) >t Aple kiR T 2.3 f3 R 5 &5
Af % kR 2 % 125k (DIPF) HAp$ig e i v 1130 00% > # @

% pH4. 0~pH7. 0 RBF ™3 50% ; S22 -Kfgie 2300 3 H jp 4t
BFERIPRARIET R E 5 40-509% 0 ko fEERfEV R B

Bk aia g R
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Relative solubility (%)

in¥tia iz a (%)

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

—— DWPF —&— DSPF —— DIPF

pH
fBl= ~ DWPF ~ DSPFeDIPF*+7 FepHie ™ 2_p%h%
AR o
Fig 6 Comparison of relative solubility with
DWPF, DSPF and DIPF 1in different.
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f2 R (%)
Relative solubility(%)

%
1=

s

—+— WPF —=— DWPF —— DSPF DIPF

160
A

140

120 k‘\\

100

o L\

. \\Q/ [

40

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

pH

Bl - ~ WPF>*pH3. 02 4p %73 f#2 & 5 100%2 DWPF ~ DSPF &2
DIPF** 7 e pHiE ™ 2z 4p 3 f& R o

Fig.7 Comparison relative solubility of DWPF, DSPF
and DIPF 1in different pH with therelative solubility
WPF under pH3. 0.
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o~ A4S Fe (2B R it

XEpER AT kR (WPF) - B33 158 (SPF) &
#ig ks (IPF) * = s Fe (M2 B Ra 4 4ok + 2 47
oo wokip i (WPF) 3842 > ke £ 5 0.01% - Fe (ID)
228 : 2.03i0.02ppm’i7]&4t§ié 0.03% »Fe(ll)z z & 2
6. 12+0. 45ppm ° i7]34cﬁé 0.05% > Fe(ll)z 2z & % 8.03t
0. 62ppm ° ":i—?/] e g eiAr o Fe ()2 Z £ 772 /40 ¥ 7

Bl ¥ LR (P<0.05): % Fe (I)it:E

/

@-E-i\g%c o;fltﬁi-g;;
0.05% -0.1% >0.3% £ 0.5% P Fe()2 7 £ £ 2 28 ¥ (P

R

\4

>0.00) B HBRaw 4 e daefeo BB (SPF)
Ao iR 5 0.01% > Fe()2 £ 5 Oppn/ml > 4 & 5
0.03% *Fe(ll)z 3 & % 0.16i0.01ppm’i,’]?4vﬁé 0.05% - Fe
()2 &5 0.2120. 02ppm > F 4 £ 5 0.1% > Fe ()27 &
# 0.5220. 28ppm » SEF i 4e & e o Fe ()2 7 Evi - it
HeExEHFLE (P>0. 05)’ e 5 0.3% 'Fe(l)z 7

¥ 5 1.7620.30ppm » F4c & 5 0.5% Fe(II)z2 7z & 5 3.08+

0.3lppm > Fe (I )z z & ¥ £ 2 (P>0.05)-
A7 A MM (IPF) 384 ’a,'?/’]‘ t® = 0.01% ~0.03% £

0.05% P> Fe()2 2z &% % Oppm> 4 & 5 0.1% > Fe(II)

—_—

—_—

2% %;OO8+001ppm’] r® & 0.3% Fe(m)z2z € 5% 0.18
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FLt o v RAEPEE AT Fe(IDD R R 2 a4
Table 12. The ability of Fe’ reduction from different fraction of
liver undigested with pepsin and trypsin

Fe(I)sz & (ppm/ml)

Type of liver powder

Liver powder

content (% )  WPF’ QYK IPF'
0' 0° 0" "
0. 01 2.03+0.02""" 0*'" 0"
0.03 6. 12+0. 45°"" 0.16+0.01°"° 0"
0. 05 8. 03+0. 62°"" 0.21+0. 02"'® 0°"
0.1 8.87+0.83""" 0.52+0.28""  0.08+0.01""
0.3 8.92+1. 22" 1.76+0. 30" 0. 18+0. 04" °
0.5 9.26+1.08"" 3.08+0.31°" 0.21%0.08"°

DL FARK T R E

":Distilled water for control.

2*4;7){;:@}1‘;%\,,\ o

**: Same as table 8.

iR FEYARFAEAT T EFELEMP<0.05)

““:Different letters in the same column indicate significant
difference(P<0.05)

Y Rs)e AR EA ARG AT LR (P<0.05) -

" : Different letters in the same row indicate significant difference(P
<0.05)
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+0. 04ppm ° 4 e ® 5 0.0% »Fe(m)z 2z & % 0.21+0. 08ppm °

HZEAEHF AR (P>0.05) % v fdnfe 4 B 2 K73 420

e

8
~
=

PF)~ @3 145k (SPF) 222 345k (IPF) %t Fe(I)

=

R4 i R R CRd SR ST Y A (WPF) &

Bt o 2 ZREHFLRE(P>0.05) -
HEF Rz ok i e (DWPF) ~ 803 12554 (DSPF) &

2% (DIPF) =384 Fe (M) 2. B e # ok L = #7577 o
fe g Kk fB2 ok 1T (DWPF ) 3 4 & 5 0.01% »Fe (T1)
2.z % 5 1.08+0. 01ppm/ml > i,’]tﬁ?i_:% 0.03% *Fe(Il)z 7z &
& 3.0310. 22ppm/ml > 4 £ 5 0.05% > Fe(Il)2 7 £ 5 6.08
10. 25ppm/ml > S F e B eH e o Fe (L2 7 £ 752 3 4 >

Ty EHEMELE (P<0.05) % Fe (4R R £ # 4 -

¢

mw

g
Fe(IDE R+ iz A s 5 A2 HFLE(P>0.05) -

#-kfzz @i sk (DSPF) 22 7 3 3% (DIPF) %t

FURpFRSITR SRS AE Y Z M Fe (D2 B R4 B
poki et (WPF) > A SRR -k 22 kg 1255 (WPF) > »0 ik
e g 5 0.01%~0.03%2 0.05%F% » $f Fe (IM)2 B kit 4 g s

% 22 kR R (DWPF ) s &> e A 2g ¥ £ B (P>0.05)
B ® A 0.1%0.3%2 0.5% - BIm ¥ # Fe(MDE R 4 e

EarfeT)a g r LB A < (P>0.05) 5 &@ip g (SPF)
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Lz~ EpEE kRl Fe(D):R A2 i 4

Table 13. The ability of Fe” reduction from different fraction of
liver digested with pepsin and trypsin

Fe(I )z € (ppm/ml)

Type of liver powder

Liver powder

content (% ) DWPF* DSPF* DIPF*
0' 0° 0° 0
0.01 1.0840. 01" 0 0

0.03 3.03+0.22°"" 0.05£0.02"" 0.06+0.01""
0.05 6.08+0.25" " 0.21+0.08"" 0.1240.02""

0.1 8.76+0.62°" 0.31£0.05""° 0.39+0.04°"°
0.3 8.58+0.52°"" 1.07#0.35°"" 0.91£0.12""
0.5 8.73+0.45°"" 1.9640.58"" 2.16+0.20°"

1
1.
2-4
2-4
a-e

a-e

A-B

A-B

B 2 B

Distilled water for control.

DTt A4 o

: Same as table 9.

CREPARF* AT EFLE(P<L0.05) -

:Different letters in the same column indicate significant
difference(P<0. 05)

AP A RFA AT EFLREP<0.05)

: Different letters in the same row indicate significant difference(P <
0.05)
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R EFER KR RIS (SPF) a4 ® 5 0.03% 0. 1%
¥r (. 5% » ¥t Fe ()2 B R 4 BSHE 2 AT B3 74

(DSPF)fi"‘éf B2t plA K AR A5 A7 B (IPF )
EREF kR A B R (DIPF) > 2072 4 7 %% 0.01%0
A0 HepX b Fe (M2 B R 4 A SR ARIZL 733
t3F4s (DIPF) & & 5 2 RFI¥ a5 Fe (MR Rae 4 2 39
Fas Al bk (WPF) &2 Ria 42554 (SPF) st i

Bv FAGA LR E  HBR BENR o LA A

—\\

5o kv FAIH L HFe(IDERG AP TS > Lxvd 7

g

BT (IPF) #%0 S d kfae - Bd AT %]

3
N
~

ﬁ&l_—h L 4 = /] 2. F-v ?A\+i‘g4t v om o H iﬂ'FG(Iﬂ)xﬁﬁ'

IS
W

B, B8R BT ST o L AT ¥ : At
BBV Attt Lh0 FASE

3

RS T T RS

Aol s RS AR E 2 BAE TS o e F(1993)

FRHAFERF 2 A B HBTRRS FERAS SR
4 2 10,000-3, 000 pFok i > St AIE (A 5 £ &)

SVRAF V2 TR RRARF ESFI RS BIAKED
LY
6 i F v AG-SH group)se ™ #-= 4 (Fe(II)) &+
T = A (Fe(I))&E+ » fedoft Fod Fil &Kz e
s L 3B R oo R T A sy 3 (Campbell, 1999) o 7 % % 24
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PH8. 0 vt b2 B3 ™ » BRI 3 -SH ¥ it A2 "k pe B o = W 48
(Fe(M))z i 4 &% T 4 30% 4oBripléat 2 -SH ¢ & &4
(Jocelyn, 1972) o & * F s & % ko1 > ¥4 -k fRB2 7§ sec L9

AR pH T2 AR LAkt Z fa(Fe(ll)2ER4 T

u—

aw b A
i X

o
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B SR 2 RTHE ROTRO SRR ST A R (s T
AR - R A AT e F v e pH E T AR A ER B
Fe (M)z B Rmac # “7i8 & % 40T o

1~ =S o2 ke wargE s (FL) 5 &% > 2 310
o (IPF) B i 5 & > g i 29 (DWFL) 2 £53% > 73
MoFgs (IPF) =2 ;5 femq g v § > % 2 DWFL % 5<% > 7 33
MR (IPF) =k 2. » SR -Kfgis 2 &P o ke ~ Ak ~ iy
e v FINE g E kiR 2% (DDWFL) & 5% 5 5 p%
FokjfRis 2 ki3 1 (DWPF) & Bz 42 (DSPF) "+ 2 fe v T 2 &
Rl 3 -

2R 2 4R S & o 2 DWFL 22 DDWFL z € # % - IPF 22 DIPF
Bl=k 2 5 S5 p% % -k jztc DWFP &2 DSPF 2z qz 5% 3 > DIPF ez "% o

3rtAkpH BT RS2 APHBIFR > AR LY
v WPF tp a3 iR 3 > IPF & £ %% /%@;75‘ » 12 DWPF #p
WiafERE&E > DIPF & £ o G2 a2 2. A &R AR HEB
2B 22 WPFpH3. 0 ™ 2. 7% i3 & v fep % 3 4 409 2% » 2 ¥ 1
DWPF % &% -

4~ Fe(M)zBRiad =5 K S pEE Aaw o 12 WPF

i SRR a2 18 DWPF $t Fe (M) 2z B Rmae #? &3 o
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Reductive Ability of Porcine Liver and its
Digestive Peptide Powder on Non-heme

[ron.
Wen—-Chuan Chu

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to manufacture high
protein powder from porcine liver by enzyme digesting to
increase 1ts solubility in water and the reductive ability
of ferric iron toim prove the absorption of non-heme iron
in human body.

The fresh porcine liver samples were bought from
traditional market and stored at 4C. The samples were
divided into whole fresh liver(FL), water-soluble,
salt-soluble and insoluble fractions followed without or
with enzyme digestion, then those frozen dried power were
analyzed the general composition, the weight of percentage,
the relative solubility in different pH-value and the
reductive ability of ferric iron. In result, FL was the

highest in moisture(P<0.05). Dry whole fresh liver(DWFL)
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and digested dry whole fresh liver(DDWFL) were the highest
in ash(P<0.05). DWFL was the highest in crude fat(P<0. 05).
Water-soluble fraction(WPF) and digested water-soluble
fraction(DWPF) were the highest in crude protein(P<0. 05).

DWFL and DDWFL have the highest percentage of dry weight,

but DWPF and digested salt- soluble fraction(DDSFL) were
slightly increased and digested insoluble fraction(DIFL)
decreased slightly.

When compared the relative solubility of each group
with WPF or DWPF at pH3. 0, all fractions were below 20% from
pH4. 0-5. 0. The relative solubility of WPF, SPF, DWPF and
DSPF were equal around 75% in pH6. 0-10. 0.

Each fraction of porcine liver powder treated with
enzyme could raise the relative solubility about 40-50%
than that without enzyme digested . The relative solubility
of DWPF at pH4. 0-5. 0 were around 60% and other pH were over
120%.

The fraction without enzyme treatment, WPF had the
highest ferric iron reductive ability on the concentration

at 0. 05%, and DWPF needed to reach 0. 1%. The ferrous iron
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reductive ability between WPF at 0. 05% and DWPF at 0. 1% were

no significant difference(P>0.05).
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