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Table 1. Results of total sugar change rate on Saccharification enzyme

Sample No. Pretreat. method pH Total sugar change rate, %
1 Control 5.01 -
2 Viscozyme L (VL) 4.95 41.38
3 Sprizyme Plus FG (SP) 4.98 24.56
4 VL + SP 5.05 59.47
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