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Soybean dregs (fresh)* Moisture (%) Protein (/100 gdry  Fat (/100 gdry matter) | Dietary fiber (g/100 g

matter) dry matter)
80.0-85.0 152-33.4 83-109 424-58.1
Soybean Whey (Tofu)* Carbohydrates (g/L) Proteins (g/L) Fats (/L) Minerals (g/L)
850 133-820 39-100 39-46

*Refers to the dregs/whey produced during the production of traditional soy products, to differentiate them from the production of SPL.

Ash (g/100 g dry matter)

3.0-45
Isoflavone (mg/L)

About 50





OPS/images/fsufs-08-1372148/fsufs-08-1372148-t002.jpg
ations

Advantages

+ Improvement of processing applicability

Improvement of palatability

‘Technology promation in industry

Reducing the risk of

Additional raw material costs to produce |+ Production of new soybean

Soybean dregs ‘microbial contamination the end product tissue proteins

Fullutilization of residual proteins

Consumer acceptability

Qualiy evaluation and

High added value of end products promotion of new products

zation of

Reducing environmental pollution Processing and

other by-products

Reducing the risk of metal ions Enrichment and change pattern

Reducing the risk of of functional components

‘microbial contamination

Technology promotion in industry Rescarch on other terraforming

Soybean whey

Enrichment of potential Imbalance in throughput capacity and whole-seed processing

functional ingredients

Food safety evaluation technologies

Reducing environmental pollution

Reducing treatment costs





OPS/images/fsufs-08-1409293/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





OPS/images/fsufs-08-1409293/fsufs-08-1409293-g001.jpg
Individual
[characteristics

Sustainable
management of
wastewater use

(SMWWU)

Education and
extension

Management and
planning

Contextual

Environmental

political

social

Cultural and
religious






OPS/images/fsufs-08-1372148/crossmark.jpg
©

2

i

|





