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Abstract

Haze formation and precipitation are critical quality defects for
clear drinks. Mei vinegars, produced from the maceration of mei fruit
with rice vinegars, showed increase in turbidity and presented dark brown
sediments after storing at room temperature for 16 weeks. The turbidity
of depectinized mei vinegars reduced less than INTU and present amber
color after filtered by diatomaceous earth. The turbidity of diatomaceous
earth filtered mei vinegars increased 51.34NTU and 0.87NTU after tannic
acid test and gelatin test, respectively, which indicate mei vinegars may
contain large quantities of haze-active (HA) proteins, but only few HA
polyphenols. Diatomaceous earth filtrated mei vinegars treated with 2.5
g/L bentonite removed ‘almost 100% of "HA: proteins, which kept the
turbidity of mei vinegars to less théig:;l_NTU throughout room temperature
storage for 16 weeks. In contrast, the sarne vinegars samples treated with
different doses of silica gel were.able.to-removed only 20-45% of HA
proteins. Result of this studiés demonstrated that HA proteins in mei
vinegars were the major factor to cause haze formation during room
temperature storage, and bentonite treatment was able to remove the HA
proteins and stabilize the clearness of bottled mei vinegars when storage

at room temperature for 16 weeks.
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B — RSO RERS  EAHRRERS oo kBindE -~ 5
Byl B RE - BT RIGIRAN - REREERE -
FEAM X B BEAE A — AR A R ER% - RE 70 £4K > &
BogRmEHERH TEBE AR SRR KRR
WHH o R B E S 0 BECE AR B ey R ALGE » 2005) o

8 4R A 8% B A 04 38 2B oo Rl b Aok & 0 B AR S B R
HEXNHERRER - R EX R E - BRATHHEREEZ & A
& EHRARBRAEATERE A A Ak T oy X8RN+
Atk ERAR G F AR RS AR F RSO REE E 5 i
B AR 0 B A B AR, RS M AHGHBA EM- BATTEH LT
TE PR - M EREEEE .

Mg 0 24 Prunus mume Siéb. %t Z_ilcc 3L X % % mei 2, Japanese
apricot » B B A S BB LA IE PR R RARPEZ S
FrEH e BAISE R REHIZE T F LK R BRI
# 300 £ 1000 2 R 2 Ly bg (8K 0 2005) © % B & b fe g2 5a15 £ 40
Bl ~ KB A= PR & PSR & A E
BB IRES c UR S RSO LM EATHEEEEZE & > 2006)

MET B RURAR ~ HRAESR 0 B EUURIEZ R T AN EE - T
BMESHMER RERAXTEESHER EadMBTEARENER
THREENERRY RV 8 MEATRAMARS > L H
REEmBHOAERE BREF AR RS R —RERKR  EF
WA he TR 0 R AR AR SR L AR ah BABE P9 P (BR 0 2005) -

R BB AF] 0 E(liqueur)dy —4E 0 A DU T B RAZ AT KB
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ABF > —EKEFEZ BT EHRBRSE LLEHETHILE
REAFR BAEGEANMORTALEB RO IRDERGESD -
R EME e B RAE BieTRANE EAE kB B R e Z A AR
Aot AN ERRA -~ BRER FEEABEEMmEBEER RE
HAEB -

R AR — KRN ASR CAEBENIUBIA LM
REZEBSOMNER LE—FPEHEENBE TR EHHRE
B AR - AR Z B 8RR A AR EE 8 R B 698 A 91388 ik 32 1%
HESLEZBBGHHXIEFRBIHASE X R EZR UMEAHE

ZAMRE LB REL 4F



A ATABE R

— BT REORY

HeFRE T LA 90%EKS 0 7.6%0 5 KA A4 0 65~ 4% ~ 47 ~
M B MEBRME T ELE(R ) - BTHEIRBERZARSE
(fructose) ~ & & #E(glucose) ~ A& #&(sucrose) & 1L 2L EZ (sorbitol) - #-F 7
RBE LR E R B PR BRREIE XIS ERIEERR T g
SEMA KM > RER=FENERA A T MY -

WF R S5%MAMKEL - £ B UAFHBE(citric acid)® 2 E R
% » H R A3 KB (malic acid) > JLINRE A F 2V & 89 ik 35 & B (fumaric
acid) ~ % 34 B% (succinic acid)&ﬁ@é&(oialic acid) - R ERAEARG 15
REE S EMAS - ™A REEST A AR ¢

ﬁ%%@?%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ%@%’mmga%aﬁm@%%m
¥ o F iR % By A b/a\%i% ck:lllorc%en_i-c acid & (+)-catechin - [&(1994)
A

H ¢ pL catechol 5 & & % * H =k & chlorogenic acid & (+)-catechin - £
(1995) £ JE #E#5 i+ + RI4F ey By 281 &4 £ & & chlorogenic acid &
(+)-catechin o #&(2001) LA & 2R 48 B 47 - 4T iR A B T &9 By Fa 1L &
Mo AR EH 9IS 0 H U catechin 2 F & ©
MTROBHEE R RaBee i I EAhBTRATY
leucoanthocyanin Fu(+)-catechin A7 sk, (55 * 1980) 4 B BEARAE F 4
&4 catechin f£ B YL 38k & 270nm & 400-450nm & A RIL 5% » 4
TEH4 A 200 HARBRGINRBET KB e - ERBEEFE
MAEA RNAETAE | — BTV A4 & & 2 A1 468 (precursor) ° £ £ 2
catechin £&i® polyphenol oxidase 2% £ %2 & P& A F 2/t R =48
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R— T ERRY(F 100 )
Table 1. The Nutritional values of mei (per 100g)

JA B

#F (k) 29
Ko (%) 90.1
8% (9 0.7
Re R (g) 0.5
K EVEBE 4 () 7.6
BHx (2 0.6
K45 (g) 0.5
85 (mg) 12
i (mg) 14
# (mg) ' 0.6
$n (mg) N2 > 2
47 (mg) g 240
PEEF (g 'R || W20
A FABBREM) o\ | 65

* K AREE 5.5%
(Fz > 2001)



EREY MERASRENY I KBAGGTHRAMMRLBE » &R
WA R K 270nm & 400-450nm R K BRI EHE o B —BRBA R
sk 1742 & leucoanthocyanin #v catechin 42 BT #8542 © 7T e 4 B A4F
A » & leucoanthocyanin #v catechin &9 reactive electrophile & 5 6 3% %
8 TEAL E L &yan ¥l B — 4 F leucoanthocyanin % % 4 $E4% F b &y et
AR AR 4 4-(covalent bond) » & Z & —F R EH i o F 2 4 2000 &4 4
eRe -

=~ R BT E

RtPeREHEARR IS HEEF > NE 0.00lum > K E
1000um (Dickinson, 1994) o0 33 b4 Fot) P 394242 /7 Inm £ 1um
2 MG BRR T RIEO RIS o W AR lum BFR] 5 A T
#3, %(Van Buren, 1989) - |, A

S5 6 %38 BB RN A TR & 2 0 m k8 (Carle,
1998) : S |
1. #a Kb+ (Coarsely dispersed cloud sﬁbstances)

WHEMEEERRABR - BER L @ILE - BEFBM R PR
#4E Imm A L o
2. #m]vRF(Finely dispersed cloud particles)

M EEROERERRBE I @l ~ i d R (cell
aggregates, chromoplasts) ~ By A BRI o agtmpargt h > E XG4
1-100pum £ 4 -

3. B34 ’E (Colloidal substances)

sFEME X B AR F8B4EE &G R AR (dissolved

starch) - iz sbskr 869 A% & 0.1-0.00lum £ % -



4. 3.1t4 8 (Emulsified substances)

LM E E R R — et T Bl REE BB E E - HEE
EANEFEBRMG BILEESREARN > FEERIARKRLFAL
(creaming) > $LIL LB H ANMAB R T F -

Rt Pk-F2 o9k A A 35 AF R (van der Waals attractive
force)~ & MEAE A ~ 74 71 (solvation force) ~ #t & 4F F (steric stabilization)
HH T TRAGF  QEEA N G RR TR ZRMELE DT HAE S
B ARDABBFMERTFABRFRBREIGELH I H(ERE
1994) «

Dickinson (1994)#% i — A& &M ok -+ R 42 € 693 F KRBT A 4
BT R
L 3Lk B3F

RS A A T B R B LA R o TR
R 607 5 AL R AT 14 78 B 2 4 6 5 ¢
2. Jt(sedimentation) ' |

B LR % AR T B SRR R R -

3. % %t (flocculation)

RAE 8 da R SRER KM T B Z AR RG] 0 W IR R KB FR
Koo WH R EATEGRE - Bldo o K AR T AT R A 5 L(tea
cream) °
4. %t 7% (coagulation)

Bk R E B R LFR L AR TER S Flhoh G M
MEGHE -

5. 48 % #(phase separation)

EREREAFTEREOBEME RN ARELL -



2B R A (cloud juice) P ey FAREZE A L €A ARBAARIET
SR B % AR F R T (clarified juice) P EF A A K FREB LTI
% > B 5 EEUBRIA LB A o

S ARERETRBILEHR BB R F
BEHRABREEYRER TN A LI - BTS2 M =48

(—) AR F

BEHROAMAEDERTFAERAAIARGEHLER BB
RE - FERTRBBTHRANMAEN T L HEERTHEAREE
A RER IR - L ERARTT *"ﬁkgé’y WY BT RE R AR
HRREREBRE ﬁﬁﬁﬁ(ﬁk ; 1995)

(=) EMER T ; _ :

Rt ¥ RIS A 2R SR R R R T 5 Y A ) K
Ko 2B EAERAERONBERL L BAMERGE T o bR
RitA—ELSELRIBENTRERRAFRRGR S R E KR8
Tk B A R R 6 0 R > 0 e R % 6 BE R BP 8 5 LR o A1
A 5, &4 (Stoke’s law) 7 LA B e 3+ Bk ey im ik &

Y|l

d2 (pp - ps)
Vo= ——mmmmm§¢
18u
Vs - FRAMLILMEIR B (m/s) d: Elgsmk 542 (m)
pp - FAREE (kg/m3) g EN ik E (m/sz)
ps i R E A (kg/m’) W oREREE (N-s/m’)



Rbs g R AR TP AREMGO R ABRERTHIOFLANE
TP R AE TR A R RIRBE PR AR R R AR LR R X B
£ RERRGBERGFEE -

(=)eEHE T
RitvwydEamtr iRt Pos FrRisit2RETAT
BRBEDRBRNBNEZRA T -

1. By

Heatherbell (1976) 547 & F 3 R it o BB LI > Btk 7
TR S E ) 90% ° R A MFAREEE 2 F S5-8% 8B 0 A AR A
RAET 1% Bt R ki R B9 R T a0 BRI 5 7 4
Tk T3] Ae o B AR T BRI R o N B e k2 4
1-16um » 7 5 465 7% i M i R SR B g ot 47 R o
BE| G0C LR 77, 2% 4 BT & B 1 1 ) A 7 (hazo)
%%Mp1%@0ﬁ%%%ﬁ?ﬂﬁ%ﬁiﬁ%%%%%i%ﬁﬂ%
AR AT > BRI RIEBC LG B T IR
R BT G A2 P 9T A MGk £ 1k (retrogradation) 0 B pLES A LR
(Beveridge, 1997) -

2. %8 %
FOEEBERII RGBT BEA AR EBRE (LK
)i R B P& G H (heat-sensitive protein) R A& A BT MK G
% (heat-unstable protein) % M A7 & H & /)N FEK K B R FRRL » KR
B mkk BLARIRTeRBHRILBS R AORE - RET
ERRBZAORTFILT  UEEE2ETHRKR S HRIFHZ O IUK
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WP ARG E 2R G  E T3% Fo— AT LW TR AN
(BB E1E 50%)f 3 g R AR a L1 30%)8 48 5 F Fl(Klavons
and Bennett, 1985; Hsu and Heatherbell, 1987; Klavons et al., 1994;
% > 2000) o % (2000) 22 B #(2006)45 i} » £EFRLFERTF 0 )4k
BUBRAR B KREEEOEMER EOE XS HERERMMEE L
i BAKEMEEEGE S EHEETE - Hsu HE A(1987)% Granny
Smith SafE 8 R+ /TR G H 24 BRBEAXAFRERBLBRAR
% 8% % »F =4 21~31kDa (x100Dalton) % i ; fn Wall & A(1996)
HARE SLAEHE R #ATHE > 53 Mclntosh ~ Golden Delicious &
Jonagold 35 R it ey KEMEZ A E 5 F2 A4 32kDa - Waters % A
(1992) - # ) 8 /B F BB EEE T H#%;‘EE BREOESHA &L
&% asparagine ~ aspartic acid v glycine ~'serine ~ threonine ~ phenylalanine

A tyrosine % fi 3k B

Y|l

3. mBA H HiEyEILe Y
Rt b ey KiE R G Hah & R R A 15 A Tk R B 4 K
T o BFRARTE A BIUBIRLZNARR T Boky £1Lsh 0 TR
W&k G fEy It &4 ik A (Beveridge and Tait, 1993) -
Siebert (1999):#% sb%8 B 48 Z & & M i& s R it SRR E Lk by B 4R
IeA- A & G 8 » 54 % % haze-active (HA) polyphenol #= haze-active
protein o & & 7F 38 R i+ 5L F - #7 H catechin Fv procyanidin &9 3 4
BT By RAAL St R IF Q) L BRn E 0 B L BRty E BT AR H R AT
BEMERIFBEEEG R BERERN ST MiERTEARFIL
B kadamBltemTRES T e (DEGERAZAR
THRZBBHAARNABRLES  RAEAE S THHRAKER S B

B EK B & A SR8 4 & (Asano et al., 1982);(2) % By %840 5l IR BR
9



(proline)Z RE BK 7 mx 48 &~ 4 » 1E W 1b4-4h 4 4-(Bianco et al., 1997) 5 (3)
ARy FHRAENERT B BEASWRMEIEN RS &8 AL F e BIE
A ik By FEIeA4 EALH AR quinone {E4% 0 B &k G d Lay-SH &
NH, & %47 1.4-ho s AE A (1 4-addition) Tt i 248 42 45 (% » 1992) -

B G BB RILOA B I SR e A KA B2 B % (H
=) EEAEBBILEH_FETERERN  —HETLEEHUAKRA
WEREHE  BEARESH  EHFARBE LA TR EErELLS
Mg EEMRRE A=K 2 R FaERIFNBERT > RHHE
B BB JE B hu{l 32 K (Siebert ef al., 1996) - Heatherbell (1984)2% 2 15
5 F E(16~24kDa) & &5 £ E 2 (pl5.2~8.0)x F B » FHEREE » 4
P2 B By G REH AR S 2 Tk T BN AR 64 T 3 p LR
(Klavons and Bennett, 1985) ~ & 25 % "R ~ 5 5 BERHE E TR X
FR¥ 45l > ip AL F prélii_a_i L._,'E;?_%.hydrofcyproline SERDS AR
5 918 EEE R A Tk (Hage’rm;ﬁ_.-&.Butler, 1981; Lehtonen, 1996;
Siebert, 1999) - Proline ¥ o Se4khir Sl A & &40 fr B > BT 1
Bt BK (peptide)2E & » AT & é\é@%@% (Baxter et al., 1997) - % % %
F YR 0 K FEAM T procyaniding & R IR LS BEF A
hydroxyproline &% & 8 &6 2B F R+ A AR B L 91624 45]
zZ — (Hagerman & Butler, 1981; Asquith & Butler, 1986;
Ricardo-de-Silva et al., 1991; Siebert, 1999; Wu & Siebert, 2002) o

4. R
—BZRTFBRETERBTERA T A RiTey pH A

B354 2> AL pHETAREREGE» FRATE

R+ P 2 RB R & Ffr(Kilara, 1982; Carle, 1998) » X%+ B &

B

BEEH
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[Polyphenol] = [Protein]

g !

[Polyphenol] << [Protein]

[Palyphenal] >> [Protein]
1] | 1

— > BHE LI

&= Polyphanol molacule

Protain molacule with fixed
nurmber of polyphenal binding
sites (i.e. haze-active)

B— %48 ﬁ?g—%@ﬁiﬁ’ft‘/\#@/\ tb{ﬁdﬁj‘/mﬁ 2 B4

Fig. 1. Conceptual mechanism of protein-polyphenol interaction.
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HRINCENTEETHEAENE HBr—INEAaEHBEY
g (protein-pectin complexes) » 7K 7z M R B (soluble pectin) 4--F B #r -F /]
BoFRSAEHMAF > BHibizeB i TR RFNRT (B
=) o th 3 Rk B2 & 5 A2 0 LB protein-pectin complexes €42 % 4 3
AR A= i B b o EE ey &k a g B4FE 5] 5 (electrostatic
attraction) 7 & L X A TE A BB TR ARF R FHIKREM E
4 8% (Baker and Bruemmer, 1972) o
B R 7| AL 09I M LR B R 0 ¥ R B 86 B (pectinesterase; PE) &9 1 A
A EMARE =) o RBE:ERE W HEALY BN AR IET K8 bm R 4
PEESAEA— R FERPEBAAGEFIABRER LT AR
(methoxyl group) K #% > ## tisF &% (methanol) > B @ A% R 4 B 1L 42
J (degree of esterification; DE)® 4 & Befi F &% 49 £ B (low-methoxy
pection) 5%, F B & (pectic acid) » Ltb--%‘ﬁ Y ﬁ——ﬁ% MEEF(LE A Ca®h
AT IRAGAE AL AR BRI T //’Eﬁx(l m )» Cameron % A(1998)3%
Bt E M A e R E_Pﬂzdaﬁ’:‘ PEGIAE R » 15 R & 4 258
o BB AT 85 A M B O e BB 7 3] AL 60 LR
REg > TRAEEFZEMLRBART T flho @ Hinit B A PE a1
RARAFIR B Y & ik RB & ST AR SR B &M B f & £ K
BB LRI, % (Laratta ef al., 1995) 5 ;¥ # 5 7+ 8] £ & PE 6915 A
A% R B M A U (Sims et al., 1993) -

5. 5184 BT

4B A BT (ko Ca - Cu' ~Fe' - Mg"%)R B A aI1LBR R
THER e8EGE - REWE - 5B boW B8 & S MR
694864 0 B M ik Ak R IR B A AR S UL 69 3R, & o Baker & Bruemmer
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CLOUD PARTICLES: - COAGULATION AND SEDIMENTATION

IN SUSPENSION: ~. ~ OFCLOUD PARTICLES:
Positively charged & ;‘_-;Fgﬂloyving the action of polygalacturonases
Protein-carbohydrate-complex . | | "Zi";gi‘i)artial degradation of pectin and release of
Surrounded by negatively charged pecti = Itlhe protéin-carbohydrate-cornplex
e | 1

Bl = ~ R T 4 B AR A R e 1 P 5
Fig. 2. Cloud particles in suspension coagulation and sedimentation.
(Carle, 1998)
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Pectin lyase Soluble

Pectin >
(PL) short-chain pectins
Pectinesterase
(PE)
Polygalacturonase . Soluble short-chain
(PG) pectic acid
Insoluble
pectates Cloud
Precipitated cloud "

B = ~ BEEAR A SRR R ARHE @SR 2RI
Fig. 3. Theory of orange juice cloud loss via enzyme action.
(Crandall et al., 1983)

14



Pecmlcsterasc

00H5 COOH COOH COOH COOH3 COOH3
Pecim]yase
Pectmesterase
4
COOH COOH C00H3 COOH COOH COOH
Polygalacturonaes
Pectlyase

-r7

B w ~ (1)K 8585 (2)%%%&&&(3)4&*%L%E@M@zﬁz A&
Fig. 4. The action mode of (1) pectmeste‘rase (2) pectin lyase, and (3)
polygalacturonase.
(7 ° 1992)
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(1972)35 8 > ZRF AARB s TRBEEE > AE RS TIAR
75 M 2B Y 8 45 (insoluble Ca-pectate) » B € 3% s A4S B it 2 ik o &
(Bl £) - #8(1985)38 & & #h i+ 4 F AT A Aok & 300ppm LA/ B 45 3
T ABALRBEERYSR  ERB T e A B B LHp
) B F $UbE B BS(polygalacturonase, PG) &y 4E B o iE b 458 F ] fu df 4
BB RES  RARB Y, FTLREARC MR AL S M~ &7

SR EATRET G EREETEFBHLAR  BRIERB S F oK
A BRSHEAKRKRBAES  ERTEE LA o $(1996) 7745 & &
Ak 200~300ppm 2 RALSS > TAMIR S FEEELTIHE - 2
% A g R (500ppm) B e 1B 56 2 T 5 B H i JFAT A 46 B 4T
MPERT LA @G RRC T AR LG8 T X B RE o
%L%ﬁﬁéﬂﬁmiﬁi%%ﬁ&’éﬂ* LHBEZELHEN
o R TR BB S 5 i#%%@&? RS TSRS
WAL T F o - ';i

\\\

N

H‘z

w~ RABFZF L

BHRIT T EZ AN RT PARM AR T PRI RE
HRFEMHABESTREFRTOEGZTEALARBRARYDE
FH o — R EEF R E A58 F (clarification) & i#{t(fining) f X
W o A3E TEE ) RERABRBT AW LR TR BRIT P2
RBEMWER Y niE > RibaERmBEEEHFRTFZ RAKERES T
o RB -~ B F)0 M URJEBEFMIZEE - BEMIATEE
FRHREE -BREX BB - BERERBIMRE R -EGE
B R B MEEEE) . T3 RIRART P RmFLE > &
WAL BRI P B A R R R AE R AT 2 2,
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NN
. L] - [ ] * L] + »

CQOo

GO~ MO
>
HO
OH ~0Qc <
COO ‘o P
HO~

©)

Bl &~ RIPE5H & &3 it AS R T B8 # f ROLIE B 2 K ]
Fig. 5. Calcium pectate structure responsible for most gelation and cloud
loss in citrus juice: (a) “egg-box” dimmer; (b) aggregation of

dimmers; (c) an “egg-box” cavity.
(Grant et al., 1973)
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%)ii}i}% ;{?T%f /%%] ‘XQKT/«’:\ iﬁk(‘ %Elﬁiljﬁzﬁxéﬁ '1773}&73@ . Lkb /?
1bay B 6 Ak BB A A R B RNBZ M E R BA B BE
Wi e MABAFEAAEATHSERELEERMAOER B 693 1992) -

(—)EBEREFR
l. RB o aEE %

Ritdas%iEsa > R TREERBRS > AIZURBESER
& REB AW WFRE - BIRTREHEZHZ  EHPEFRIT0
FRBA G s BE AR 0 B FR T TR F g5 v
REBEFHESAR I TF-FROBERRE S MEERLSUT A&
(AR 0 1979 5 % » 1992)%

(1) & B -fs &5 (Pectinesterase, PB) %%@a%’h}nﬁﬁ@%ﬂ?’i o8 Esft
# K (-OCH;) » #H ¥ 8% - F%‘ﬂ'&%g%"’?@‘é’fbfri}i(degree of esterification,
DE) « {2367 & 44 3k S0 1 ek, ALl i 1 -

(2) fﬁi—"F?Lﬁﬁéﬁéﬂﬁﬁﬁ(Ployg'alac:ullronase' PG).¢ B ¥ FUAEELBL BB 7] LAK
R IKES 1L R B 49 a-1 4—%%%&}%((1 1,4-glycosidic linkage) > #% A 2 F £
DR AN TRE 2Bk H SRR RBAER

(3) R #Bg(Pectin lyase, PL) : R Ao EA AR TS
EE AL RB 0 B A N FRB MR REEILRB R L RBERAAA
ER -

Flores £ A(1988) s L A H R T A AR BEREZ A EZ LA
pectinase & protease @] LA 34 AuAB iR R IT BF 2 3 R ik R (flux) o
Pecteolytic enzyme(4w PG PL)4. 7T Al 748 R i+ Z 2 R EBUFE T R 12
% 2] 90% (Schimitt, 1988) -

-
1=

-

2. B B
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RGBT REFCSUT WS E
(1) a-B ¥y Bg(a-amylase) : ] g & KA B »F W2 2 a-1,4-glucoside
G 0 E AT HEQRTY) ~ B HHEN0%) R EFEIECLN) E ST -
(2) B-# Ay Ba(B-amylase) © BBk IF B B 3% B R KM a-1,4-glucoside
G ALK
(3) % # ¥ & ¥ 85 (glucoamylase) : w1 & ¥ Ik 3B B 3 & R K AR
a-1,4-glucoside 42 > Z 4 &) B #% -
(4) Bkr-1,6-% 5 % H &5 (amylo-1,6-glucosidase) : 7 A 7 5 A2 % 48 5%
SR > 1992) o

(=) #El R E -

ik Rt o T A0 SRR AR e AR R B AT 3
. . | _
1. B8R B (Gelatin) : h | :

R AR o 2R R AR E & (collagen) &K AR
R0 A TR Rk SRR % BB pHT-9 2B @ B
RAB T Be 2 F BRI BBy MTIF > £ EBAL pHA.7~5.1
7 A (Schrieber, 1976) - g AR i@ ¥ AR MEH T &R BARRABE
MEBA BBEAEEHAB - AR BRI H#LRE L TE
A RHBGE > 1992) -

ABART T YRFANELREENE - £R T pH A HE
NARABBELE TUAFATHUBENTLES ARt F
wATAZBEE TR ERA s THESEFREZTIHFA
T & #7 i (Calderon ef al., 1968 ; Heatherbell, 1984) - $5(1992)45 & &
S50 B ER 9L R 5 - 60 B BK (peptide)&k 2 P 7 BLGE » 0 BRI AR

=N
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JE S R o 35 Van Buren & Robinson(1969)35 & BA B $2 8 % R 2
EoNRE > MABMFTRHHERT pH AN LZEEK > ABWHEE
PEFEARSE - LR AT - FRITTEF S ESHR U RA AN

ZHRAEY W ERABTEREFSE WM RTZBEFERGEE
1982 ; Bannach, 1984) -

BB R 3 38 K A R B8 F R I AT R G AL B AT AT FE LT

A TR B FAE A R REIR G E 4o B F(Waldt, 1967) &4 - #2KHA
B-EA FLey R 24 H 87 R o i8R F1E6) R R (Amerine
etal,1976) - (A B F X R BE - £EE4F - RiTATRERE -
pH- 2B #F - A2 2 - NBIERAAZER FIBE
(Hodgson & Beavers, 1981) o

4

ui‘ I

2B AR é&ﬁé%k % Pk TE X B EIFILE G
R ERT VA2 BEER D KE°$$ AR G A~ A4t 0 BISER
Y RAEF 05 A f% EEAGWAT THRABRT %
LB EWBRRBENRAKGICAY FRETEEELAR
ReGFIb- EZE— AR — RS mERANEZSERMORT i
ATEFL —BREABEENMARTIFRMFEEZHE  BiuNAB
HEZRABMGHE KR o BERE KA 20-100g/1000L -

¥
MW S
m
#®
~H>r

‘%Ec}

3. £ t(Bentonite)

erBH L 2T KB ALO; 4Si0, nH0 > B Rt Xk
REMEAERFTRAGFLE -ELHEEN AALEEHRETR
it RE ST RIMAER B T EE MO KERZTEERN » BBEE

Redbsh > & LT RMET PAERABAR RSB S e98AB > ik’ B
20



G ¥ H B HRiwe £ (5pounds/1000gal) T4 K EMHEE G E A4 &
50-100mg/L ¥ % 2-10mg/L (Blade & Boulton, 1988) - Hsu & Heatherbell
(198745 H E L RFEAFHHRRT P XREMEGE NS FEREL
32-45 kDa z fd o

4. &7

%7 B (silica sol) & &9 B (silicic acid)agk 7% - Z3L% Ak - SiOH 4
B4 29-31%2 1 > pH A X0~ 10%a B & T i T 2 A48 4
30~100mm 2 B > b @ A % 250nt/g - RS L AT R 28 BRI
T BE 4 5~100m b Bk | 100-460m%g 2 B o e
ERAEMBTAEL  EARAFNLRRIE  EAFFLEANT
o AR B A 10°25°C. 2 R 1 B B A % T i 40~45°C
(> 19925 #k > 1996) « & B T (silica gel) 4 & Bt > TRMHFLE
2R F o o B EM Y - & G E AodkEk(furfural) © 57 B F 75 7T SAA]
AEEZ@e 88 AON)EEGEHAZ AR FURAMES  RAH
proline $1 hydroxyproline % B¢ A% F 69 3h K& & A SR KM GBS &R

=

M %& & H 5 F(Siebert and Lynn, 1997¢) -

5. B M T akeg oz B (Polyvinyl polypyrrolidone; PVPP)
PVPP & & F T Mieibog oz &R (polyvinyl pyrrolidone; PVP)4& 22 451k
Rtk AR IERERREGY  SMAGE K THRRMW S &

ety R R PVP 4 -PVPP A ¥ 5B ¥ P4 EZHER NS
21



X AHEEZ BFRERB% L - PVPP & &y — B #F0 g5 4k B A K
B2 fesb B2 e B X R LA @ s Bt 4y pyrrolidone 3% 0 i3 3R
Bl 4F 7 PVPP ki F ey &k & £ - B H g sh & 89 $2 K (carbonyl group) X
HEZEEHRBFAE BAERBOEESL  RLTHEEZE LR
REARRETEBZELOER BRECHNEEEELF 41
BE(RBMB)NEASTFTRIINFER W ELASBILEMRE
MEEEEAEAZME > Bk PVPP T EEE GE % Lotk
% RJE - PVPP 1 2 ipfb s b B R B EZaw H1& > M
Bk LB EM R ER > BLREMNABRE G YT &6 RRE
(b > 1996) o

F e A 6y PVPP — g A2y % F5E A © g R PVPP R4

— kB % BB A R O W R ES %é&ﬁ\ﬁ%&@ﬁ
Bl R K% ﬂrMb/\#éJ%’cFﬁﬁiTsE BB (Fk 0 1996) -

-'E

E?IU

(=) ho2h e 32 ..

SEPT TV SR TS TS S O Pl g
Motk AR BERESBEREERTPZEGE X% Bk HIUEH
3R, % %5 4 (Van Buren, 1972 ; Heatherbell, 1984) - Wilson & Burns(1983)
DA RIENERT > BRI P EGEUBRT R REUAREIET
B MATBE F ARG T R R - BlAIR(1979) 4% BLA B £ 65°C
mEh 5 dE > RIZEIE 0 T UAER] RAFEEFEOR o Hsu % A(1989)
#% Granny Smith 38 £+ A SRR A% BERAEFRE Bk
SRR B S8R IMBAR BRI T EFREFEAMNRK

22



(9) &S Bk

BondE AERBRCBE > ERZAGRBERME £ o R
Mg -BEE MEIIBERODEANTERSEREECRE
(10000rpm 24 £ ) 7T 58 (Z£ » 1996) o s 5804 BIZ4H| A & Ao
IR SLEES ) o BEVS IR P 28 BLAR SOTRIRARR o AL R R
HLEY BRI IRAE G > PTEAE /R B & ) o S 1 30 KR
B o B SR B W RRR R F E AT 6 AR I S 2B R 1 T v v S E
B o ERSEBBENT > ENLBECHNFS > FRVREM LR G
TUBHC B NEL o BEddES RNy #GE - 1992) -

% (2000) LA 40000xg #Eo AR LHERT > RAVAEBET G
10.ANTU [ % 1.6NTU - {2 R o A5 R A A2 K & & H S 1 f ik
ARBERNEFGRE o

B A — ﬁu%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂ¢zﬂ%%ﬁﬁ%%$%%
A o Bk LR T A R T A T e
3 o i T 4 % FJB i (surface filtration) ~ % & 83 (deep bed
filtration) ~ % i@ & (membranes filtration) % 7 X, o & /& &5 & 44 805 48

Y|l

RIEAMFLIE R R T35 A8 Rk B BIEIEAE R R BIE XA A %
/& f zﬁﬁky%fﬁ(ﬁuﬁﬁz —'l'—)HT i - [E] 345]]1{‘}%%}7
FUR FIR A N AR AF B F IR R A BIE A o L+ R EFERE) 5 EEFL

B dmy TABR AR Z A E R o3Il e RERTKER
W E o B4k B (micron sized) ~ R ALK 4 (sub-micron sized)#y iR
Bk F-TRA+ 4 5 69 BIERAE R X LR AE 5 8E( & F0 B 0 1994)-
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1. & #% X (Diatomaceous earth)i& g
£y %X B —AEBE R 0 & & B e e E ey B (diatom) B4 B AT
B ERREARZREOFRANERM RS R RIS EAE
RREE BTG TRy > B EEREK 1238 F & K K
Tk e (& Fo 50 1994) v e946 2 A i B 70~90% 649 A ALEY 0 #1 3~12%
BY7K 5 o B7 R L FRR KONE A 0.5~12um » FER A 0 ARG E
MERE FEROBEFERS  ERERRNETHE -1 Aak
2 @E A @mATE 20 £ 25m” > n FAEAE & 0 A dm fa K I BN AR R AL
B ER(EFEARAARYWSZ— 2+ 52 —) TRFIIEEE
By R (AL 2 1992) o LA BB A1) 0 45 B AL R 3R L MR 4 R UE AR
BATHIE > B LR R LIRS B BAf kL TRE 100 £
150 a6y iE > %8 ?B%i’g%’“ﬁii VR BAT A R BB E R
B(E » 1996) - Ll )
i & (Ultrafiltration; UF)
A2BIEAF A B \%Zﬁ}ﬂﬁxﬁﬁ% WO s 2 A T H A 0 6B 69 AR HA
& LB 64 7L [ (pore size) KN RE & 4 0 i@ SaFEE SRR

(Molecular weight cut-off ; MWCO) %k % 5~ 8 BE K 3f »FLIE AL 2@ 18
BZR Ry FE - BAITERFRNAMERRBIEEE > F 2204
MR K # 4 2kDa~500kDa MWCO & $& 8 - R it 41 A A2 B IR & & e 3 AT

1R B2 72 3 9 AR R £ 48 20kDa~200kDa 2 Fif » 7T ;A& 4 R it
FPEONRIFRT O ERTEIRENEFTE

ABIE IR F A RERRIT P 2% G Y - Hsu & Heatherbell(1987)
35 22 10kDa MWCO #2387 H R H 8 2T E4 90%8 &
BY EERFRTIPHEGESEHRE 3~20mg/L - 3RAF VA



FE& 4 12~30kDa = i > pl &£ 4.1~58 G &kEKR 227D
TR 80~95% ey E LA & -

I BBEAFHRARARZEHRZIHE

R &EF I o IR TR IR B IED ~ LB ERI
TEBLATRBARLIAZIME — 2k HTHBRBTEFRE N
Rt -BFARTAEEE-ZSBMLEMREERB RO BRBRR
FERRTAMRABIRA ZAM A - THARPZERLHRTHEZIRRERF
B UL TFwWIA :
(—) 3

AR TALE 5 B B AL T AT Y R 8 (Siebert, 2006) ©
Mulkay & Jerumanis (1983)45 JEARE R B Ey AL S A 5 & AR
SRR P ﬁk%“@hA%ﬁg%ﬁﬁé“HA»%ﬁ%m&é%
-%& 8 B 0L E Rk G 1996) Gao % A(1997) 24 0.45um hydrophilic
Durapore % f2 18 g = 10k MWCO Amicon ultra cell FMBEZHRFTL
S T2 64 7R F B 37 7 B 6 34 B SRsk f%ﬁ TR B RE TG

iy
P

# 4% 0.45um hydrophilic Durapore % B8 JE 2 38 £ it 60 R E g 2
FERE e A B E L > 10k MWCO Amicon ultra cell #2138 %
ZHRTOQRBENEE LR B A BEE LA 7 ]
NTU - Wall £ A(1996)tb iz R it WAz QA RLHELERZIZE
HERBETERATHERGEFARTRBAELEIS AR ZIRET AT

EHFARTEARETBAGT  BHEASE 348 HRRAT
#E14 % By At A4 (4o chlorogenic acid ~ catechins ~ procyanidins % )4t A
AERTHRERBRGREGY  ARTEERARBRABARS
o EREBAEGMAFHELEL S RZ > BRBIRTATE RS RITA
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S b MZ RAAREB  FRUARAR AR RME
(=) BE

BETREEAL RRBHZ M E RIS RER 2T TR
FH& B TR S B TTAE R T A o el 6942 & SL4E A 3 o » BLIR
EX b @RS, FREMRE MR RRBENHRE (TR HH
Yo BB 64 # 4T o Padill & Mclellan (1989)4% /& 7% 38 2 7+ % %] B
18°C 1 43°C #ATRT AR > &R BT 43°C BT ey R > 7N
18 B PR B B 3NTU # % £ 9ONTU ; M B @ 18°C o4 B iH1E 4+ &
Z INTU ° [R(199) AR R o F 2 3] 5 1% FR 09 A2 B8 B8 74 1808 7 48
T REXBNARRBRETRITIHATSR  SREARTER B
F & 3] 54 R (30kDa) & A2 @i B e 2 3687 it 5°C T By b AL
4 5 &M EAR4E A 30kDa i:&ﬁﬁﬁ E THA 25°C 2 E =R
R AR -
(=) pH &

Siebert 2 AﬂWQMﬁE% e g olndinon izt
{8 Y188 E 2 BAABATAF R wa%'é#iﬁﬁ‘: pH 7 4.2 Z &8 » BB R
AERRGRBHER > DAL pH BHAZBEENETE - Wu &
Siebert (2002)4831 AR+t pH AR A HE LA RZBE » &R
S35 R tey pH B4 3.0 Fo 3.5 R84 R AR A B S 7 pHS.0 8993
Rit - RERApHERBAE RS T EEENE TR TG HE
METE HEZBIEEMU A RFKRELES  BmERTESHH
ARBAE EpHASNEGEWE TR  EainARSMA
T M aEe ke A ZHER 0 B IR E E &K (Siebert,
1999) -

A=W 'i'
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(m) KB

Tajchakavit % A(2001) 4 7% BB 4345 X 3R B0 1 7 98 R T 097 75
BEHRARBZHGETAE  BRETR WA REABERS £ TR
7358% 0 BEHEBRRTORBEML LA 090NTU » By IER]AA
BEEZR  HIERAEZTRARIIRALBHZEZRTF -
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%~ BRIk

— > BERH
1. ¥+
AERATER XM T A KF#(Ta-Ching) » 58 &M KE

MERSALGRE - HIERH G ERERTEEEREENT

B0 WATIER]  H vk BEAHA -

2. WA

AERAERZHEAE KRB 2R 45%E8 A KL THR G

Ty A TR 8] e

— R

1. Bovine serum albumin (BSAj :-&T"?a-i‘bazole ¢ Coomassie brilliant blue
G-250~ Diatomaceous eqyth (écidEWashed, ﬁot further calcined) ~ Gallic
acid ~ D-Galacturonic acid" mono_hydrzite ~ Jodine ~ Potassium iodide
%% 5 Sigma 23 & & -

2. Fluoraldehyde™ Reagent Solution (o-phthalaldehyde, OPA) % % B
Pierce Biotechnology /2] & & °

3. Folin-Ciocalteu phenol reagent - Hydrochloric acid ~ Isopropyl
alcohol ~ Potassium ferrocyanide ~ Sodium carbonate % B Ak &k 2 8]
B b o

4. Bentonite ~ Gelatin ~ Phosphoric acid ~ Sodium hydroxide ~ Tannic acid
% B A Nacalai Tesque 2\ 3] & &b ©

5. MN-Kieselgel G (silica gel G) A 4& B Macheret-Nagel /3] & &4 ©

6. Pectinase® 5XL % 3% 4 Novo Nordisk Ferment 2 3] & & o
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7. 95% . BF (95% ethanol) & & M 38 B M Ay A MR/~ 8) & ob ©

C AR B
1. B dk & 3+ (pH meter) : £ B JENCO 2 3 # & ° Microcomputer
pH/mV/TEMP Meter 6171 #! o
2. & # 1& (Color and color differentiometer) : Model 985917 -
BYK-Gardner ° AC ADAPTER AC-A12 #! -
3. & ¥73(Refractometer) : £ B Bausch and Lomb 2> 3] & && » Abbe-3L
Al o
4. 4% E 3 (Spectrophotometer) : 4 4 Metertech 2> 3] # & » SP8001
Al o
5. 78 7 3H(Turbidimeter) © % B'HACH® 3] £.% > 2100AN #! o
6. #2iBJE % % (Ultrafilter system); ﬂ*‘ = 2‘% o 3] Hdh o BIE R
ROMICON, CTG, 1” HF1.0- 43 PM]OO °
7. BAKSIAR - Perkm Elmer /A.:é] Ha% o PE Victor3 A o
. 96 U =+ 1F A (ELISA plate) Nagle Nunc International /2 3]
H o o

oo

W~ Bk
AN THEBXEEBR DT BERERE =1:122
FEuf o BREN 20 AMHAEBEAMTmE  RNEFRTERITREAEN 4
18R » A US 80mesh E&éi ndkER RN ~ RBERE » BIKF
US 200mesh #2 US 325mesh & 48:& 471878 » 1522 ABE R &
(—) ZEMEE 2 — AR IRALAE M 47 (B 55)
B2 % A A B R R R B B & R A (turbidity) ~ TT MR
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5 #1(soluble solid)%-& ~ pH 14 ~ ¥T /& & B (titratible acid)E ~ KEM
% & % (Soluble protein)4-& - %4 &y (total phenol)4 & ~ KAEMEB
(soluble pectin) 4= °

1. &%

Hoon g otk 0 B LEFRAE £ HEModel 985917, BYK-Gardner,
AC ADAPTER AC-AI)E £ B T RIE X °

Hunter L~a~b~C~Huefgd : L& r~=FE > L4425 100 654242
B LEAOARRE a AL ALd a A ARFAL%E DEA
ERARE bEAEGFTAES - CHEATEHEE  CHEBRKEN
AR CHEA 0855 KM - Hue 14 %5~ & B (hue angle) cL~a~b~C »
Hue {8 % & £4Z X BT -

2. RIBE

%o %006 4 ¢ oUB ERHHACH - 2100AN) & 3B TR 2 -
2 £ LA NTU (nephelometric turbid;@-ﬁnit)%ﬁ °
3. THEREKY SR > '

1 5 8 (3500%g » 204 BUL 5 BB 4 3 (Bausch and
Lomb > Abbe-3L) A ER TR XX > BUURERBERERRERAE
B £ LA°Brix & o
4. pH &

Roon B3O 12 0 B _E R LB aR £ 3 (JENCO > Microcomputer
pH/mV/TEMP Meter 6171) £ 8 F A& 2 -
5. 3% % 8% & (AOAC, 1984)

Hoob B O 1R 0 B B TE IR VA R AR K AR 10 430 B 20g MR 2L 0.1N
2 NaOHu, (#1418 = 1.005)i% % £ pH 8.1 » 324% NaOH,oZ K48
(mL)» EAT I ARFEALZ T HTEHE - BALl% (w/w, as acetic
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acid) & >w °

NaOH 4 #£ & x0.1005%0.060
TRERE = x 100%
2.0

6. KiEHEEBE2=E
(1) Coomassie blue method (Boys et al., 1997)

# #F 100mg Coomassie brilliant blue G » &% 50mL 95% /@45 ¥ °
BN 100mL 2 85%(W/v)BiBE KiEik » LA KBETFKHEE 1 A8
4% %] Coomassie brilliant blue %% °

HeondEsf% 0 B 0.1mL &K 0 AAwA 0.05mL 2 0.1N NaOH -
B Au A 3mL Z Coomassie brilliant blue & > ZRA£ 3 E 30 4
4 U kEE (JASCO, Model 7800) ] & 595nm F 2 % {8 -

AZ £ 75 5% LA bovine sérum albumin. (BSA)&E # : 4% #F 100mg BSA >
7 0.1SM R AEhn (NaCljZk 8708 & %5 100mL » #5515 0~ 1
2~3~4-5mL> jmymz%;:@ :lbmi ﬁ;'@aﬁﬁ c BERBARBERZ
RAAE G HAR R R IL W Ma%f%#%iﬁ‘fmz% BEHRE - B
mg/100mL (as BSA) & 5~ o
(2) &K% (it > 2006)

HRon B G 0 AR KR T RRISEE o B 20ul MR o
2 & 96 LA EARES (96-well ELISA plate) + & B 518 well 458
M Ao A 200uL FE 4 E B £ ¥ B % Fluoraldehyde™ Reagent
Solution » # 5 %-4% /g L& Perkin Elmer Victor3 % 4 58 5 #7 1& 18 8] s %
# 330-390nm/#& 4t & 436-745nm X % KA -

¥ A R A BSA BL# ¢ ##F 500mg BSA JERN A A K P 0 LA KA
KXKEZEZEIL BH5E0~2-4-~6~8~10mL R A448K<E&F 10mL
MECKAF - B & RERBEFRZZAMAE TR RS RL > ANEET
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L2 EAERE - B4 ug/mL (as BSA) &5 -
7. #8&y 4% (Julkunen-Titto, 1985)

o B ok 0 IR EF IR VA RS KRR 10 45 0 B 2mL M RIR e A
ImL % Folin-Ciocalteu phenol reagent 3% %) » # % fm A 2.5mL % 20%
(WIV)Bx BRAN IR » L iRE KA E 20 548 » BA5 Bk E 3 (JASCO,
Model 7800):8] & H# 765nm T 2 & K14 °

12 & 7%k oA gallic acid B & ¢ ¥ #F 100mg gallic acid /A7 74 £87K
¥ AKMAKEZEE I00mL > HBoAER0~2-4-6~8~10mL X%
#BAREEE 10mL MEET - B EREZEBERZBRAMERUTEDY
815 DNFERIT B AR SL X B R E - #4120 mg/100mL (as gallic acid)
8. KiEM £ B4 & (Ting and Rousegg, 1986)

#% 4% 0.1g carbazole 7E 7 95%_@:5? .‘1’ X £295% 2, B2 & % 100mL
Bp 45 2] 0.1% (w/v) carbazole reagez"f_.

B 15g # & An A 30mL, 95%Euls R 134 4 # 1 10000xg B
10min » & Fr b &R AR JUE A B 60%§ R BE AR 2 R HB A 30mL
SRABKIRA A 0 2L 3500%g #es 15min 0 JL & EER 0 A AvA 30mL
RAB KR A3 G 0 LA 3500xg B 15min & 2 R EFRRASHE o
Aa A IN NaOH %% SmL- A& LA 348K £ & E 100mL o Bf A4k S8R -
B ImL 4 S5 7% 0 Ae A 0.5mL carbazole reagent 3% %) » F& v A 6mL jE
FiEg > fe 85°C KGR RME 25min > 47 2 F IR AN R KE
(JASCO, Model 7800):8] 52 E 7 525nm F Z & K14 °

12 & 78 % LA galacturonic acid At # : 5 #F 100mg galacturonic acid
BN KRB o UMK EEE IL B RE0~2-4-6~8~10mL
AR T EE 10mL ME AT - b &R EZEBRZIRAME LR
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Eehipth o NGRS ARSI KA REBIEE - B0 mg/L (as

galacturonic acid) & 5= °

(=) B EAER B AR AARES P /A A AR AR 2 AR (B S

7 A K B PLIZ R ARES R R B A 0.45um I8 B 3k LB IR R Ak
RORBBRFZRF% > BATEHRRBZBAE RS EESH -

Bk PLHAKE ¢ LA iodine test 48 B](Van Buren ,1989)

AR 1g mb 2g mALEFIEAREN AR T BUAMAKTEE
100mL Bp 43 2| st sk ] o sk B % € B4R A7

B 10mL 4 A K a & pusk Smin 0 A4P R F 544w ImL w
RERAHY > 2R EARPERA SR » T RS
J£ ° % B 2mL AR &8 hu A2mL gt ] /E/\i'J g FRTEaRER4&
eI B BT RE %ﬂ?jﬁ‘%ﬂw‘aﬁ&

2. KEMREB ¢ L alcohol test ff,é /EJ(Van Buren ,1989)

B 15g 45 5w 30mE. 95%Z 88 5 A 4 1 10000xg B
10min » 3 24 B 8R38,5 B A7 IRUKILIRADED 5 F M BURE - &7 A Ak
3. A2FEM % By ¢ LA gelatin test 48 /8] (Siebert and Lynn, 1997)

AEAE 1.2g BB IR AR AR Y » BUAARMBAKTEE 100mL > Bp
2] 12 g/L A AA] -

B 100mL A& sh v 2mL BA B RE] > B4k LIER ¥ 4 A 240mg/L
B M RAR A R ERME 30min 0 35 Hk SR E B EL R A v B
B K% IONTU A EBp PR IE » Ror A ARFBES Bk -

4, EMEZEEGE A tannic acid test /8 R](Hsu and Heatherbell, 1987,

Siebert and Lynn, 1997)

FFE 835z BEBIEMMN 20mL 95% B >0 B AMAKETER
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100mL > Bp4% %] 83.5 g/ B % B 3K 5| o

B 100mL # & Av A 2mL B 28R E] R SRIER T 44 1.67g/L
BER > RAGE KA TR ERME 30min > 54k 0 F B LR R o
BERHE RN IONTU A LB AGHERIE R T ARAFEREG T H4-
5. 4REBE-T ¥14R 3k © LA Metals-ferrocyanide test 18 /2](Van Buren ,1989)

B 20mL # &% Av A 2mL 0.5% ferrocyanide 7R R A 4 > ZF 4
AR &L E A B BTG RE 0 RN A SABETAFAE o BB 20mL 4 oh
Ae 2MI1 3N HCI /&% #2 2mL 0.5% ferrocyanide 7% & &394 > %A
BEEETAGHRIE  RTHEBETFL -

(Z) ZEMGE P REREQEFRTRS B4 82 A2 (B~
2R MBS LA 0.45um’ 75 R 44 ﬁ:&ﬁ%\%ﬁ;ﬁk%% & ZHRFI%
TR FHE G HARH I SIne S -
L RBHECT 48 ' ¢
F 100mL # & o ACSTL 508 A <A BB P A 052~
468 10g/L BH8 » LA mT B E R 30min - LB E
FRERBE  LARBEHmEER AL TRERHEEGETZ S
(Siebert and Lynn1997) -
2. FMSHALE

B 100mL #% &b Ao A SmL B BRE] - AR AR T2 A 0200

400 ~ 600 ~ 800 ~ 1000mg/L BARE » R 44 4 % £ £ % # E K& 30min -
DR BT R R IRE B 3 SURE R e A AT kS TR S B2 S

& (Siebert and Lynn1997) -

(W) RE&EE T X EAEEEARLERMFIMEF LHE pH A

TAMERY c RFREGERERS B EIVEE )
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Ao 25uL/kg 2 1B 8% % (Pectinase” SXL)7 & A el Rk ¥ > £
FHTAER S0 54tk o # B 4°C T KB 16 /8 (% » 2000) > AR
A 24 US 200mesh Fo US 325mesh # & 4831878 - RJE 7tk Bl E H K
BHERBEE DHERRBAETAE A BEREIHRRBZ L
o AT A A T2 A MBS | (sieve filtrated mei vinegars, SF) ©

BN 15 N R 8 B-F > 45 Whatman No.5 8954 78 %
15 ey kmy k£ B — 34y Ll X IR MBS DA @I 7K BIE AT
1FZ R AT A TRk LiBEMES | (diatomaceous earth filtrated
mei vinegars, DF) o 7 B — 2f 45 7% /& #5 BE LA 5 F 3| 5% #%& [k (Molecular
Weight Cut-off, MWCO) 100,000 (100k)#4 =+ %2 45 4 i % (Hollow fiber
tube)i@iE > MLy ik BIEAFENEUR RIAT A5 % " AR BIEAMES ) (Ulira
filtrated mei vinegars, UF) °

IR L = M B AR O ’\ ﬁ%zg /ﬁ B MEER RS E - pH
&~ "Tim BRI ~ Kzt e d ] /a\*ifi? WaBy e E  AIR—IMr L=
FE T R BIE X AREE R ’F:Eﬁﬁ%%’%’iﬁfi AT E 001025354
56~7~8~9~10~12~14~16 ﬁﬁxﬁa R IR B~ TR
hag pHE - REEEGEMREESBHSE  ENHEE 0 A
16 AR He%E-

() HEEAF R B A& 2 % & (Siebert and Lynn, 1997)

BUZEMEE A w0 ~2.5+~5.0~10.0g/L 2 & + 815788 » LUE
TR AR 30min 1% 0 B ABRZEAY & £ AT R BE o B 100mL JE
oA 2mL BEEERE AR TAH 1.67gL B RAE A%
LEERFFERME3IOmIn: RFEFRELERFHE > L LULEEIE A
RGP R T RGHEGEZFHRAR -

4?&
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(7%) R RIE F R ISR KRR E R IR &% RIBE ~pH M
TIENERY G Ea Gt eI E(E 1)
BURBAAMEEE ) N 2.5g/L 2 & X @1y RE 0 DA B R
30min % > B ABE oAy B 2 AT RBIE ATAFRIZIER AT £
T R IE-5 ik B8 MBS | (bentonite treatment-diatomaceous earth
filtrated mei vinegars, B-DF)#2 [ 27 B % 32-57 3% + i@ g M &4 | (silica gel
treatment-diatomaceous earth filtrated mei vinegars, S-DF) o B kit —4&
FEREFREBREREFRIEZA % LBEMRE N FERT RITHAT
g EREEHFE 0212345678910~ 12~14~
6 BEAR - Bl RBE ~ THANKEMY2E -pHE - RFHEEEE
R FELEBSE /"775"1%1%2"’3 0 & 168 7 X H &% -

(£) #3toit Al

LA A R AT P ﬁﬁ %’1‘ M A 4 (Statistic Analysis
System, SAS) » BL8 F \1:)’1(AVOVA)& % %% 547 (Duncan’s multiple
range test) 4T & IA o H7 %ﬁ#ﬁi?fﬁf 0 A5 3L S AR M S
Fa & 48 B M - #7 (correlation analysis)JF LA SAS #58 »#7 o

36



8-10 7 B A £ 18
N

A~ ER > R

a.
/Q\L/

US 80mesh E & &3 %

& 24 US 200 2 US 325mesh & 48318 7%

EL RN R IE MR R R

|y

A AR E R M \#ﬁ’

"ﬂxli’f;b.ﬁ Ti \)fﬁ
IR 3t L Ve s Pry

B ARz RBmAE— | |

Fig. 6. The flow charts of the experlmental des1gn (1)
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J N |
B i@k 100k MWCO UF i@ J
N L ET WEESE
5% ik Me A UF 8 gt B8 v A
,// A RRR /%ﬁkﬁ\ziéﬁ\*ﬁ
BE77 IR J N
/57?;%&_5&51%\
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-

. £ > j:\LH‘ ib-znih%ﬂ\ /zlLfi—— i ;
Fig. 7. The flow charts of the experlmental demgn (2)
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B ERENR
— ~ A #@fﬁ%zﬁki—r M
A oPBTARREBZ ZAMBEZ LABEAEERY -

1. &3

ZEMEE SN L A 4048 &, (reddish-brown)Z ik B2 > SR EB 62
BMEBRBEANRLEABAEZEZE - kBB EREKBAEZAEEES
Hunter &-38 %18 » L {8 & 94.68 F&£41K 4 91.45 > a {5 £2 b {4 %] &-0.08
1 8.54 #m 2y 1.19 92 13.145°C & d3-9°01 3 o % 13.19 > Hue 44 2] &
9m1%%m&hﬁ§%ﬁf¢ 15T 0 i R S5 i H B
FoHEAB AT T A A 1 AR AT éi_%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%z@l

2. RBE

R MBS0 RE R %ZMWMU BN EEEBGCIN
INTU) - iZiafa 2 i F o HRAR AL ~ XA R > SEAB T L
RABEBETFHRExtrac) B RB - ¥ 845 - FAaTEBTRY
B M FREBSEBRZRAZR ~ B - TERBE G
mpprE R AR THTARALERREHELAZRRA -

3. AN ERY - pHER T B B
REMGEE T AR M S E S 6.12°Brix » S H EEREEZ

3.57°Brix - pH A % 2.75 > $17 £ 4E K BEAR ] o =] i & Bk L DA BE Bk 31

B 44490 0 EAE KRBT AR B 4.5% > {280 SAS S8 AT
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R~ ZAMERRZELSME

Table 2. Physico-chemical characteristics of original mei vinegars

7 8 oA i
L* 91.45+0.61
a* 1.19+0.21
b* 13.14+0.87
Chroma 13.19+ 0.88
Hue 84.84+ 0.56
Turbidity (NTU) 46.77+ 3.61
Soluble solids (°Brix) 6.12+0.13
pH value 2.75+ 0.04
Titratible acid (% as acetic acid) : 4.44+ 0.27
Soluble protein (g/L as BSA) 4 _ 26.28+ 1.78
Total phenol (g/L as gallic acid)| .\ [~ 0.36+ 0.02
Soluble pectin

4 ’;F‘J |

161.97+12.16
(mg/L as galacturonic acid) -

40



ERBMSHZomERBTIRERREZE o

4. REMEEGE - BB BOREERE
#] A Coomassie blue method R E/ZEAMEE P RKAREEG T4 E
B eRARTY AR EAKREMERAE T - AL A
Coomassie brilliant blue X E| /£ 8 3L 7 P R G RIRT > g 8% G
AREMEZS » BRAE 595nm FXRAMEMFLREERE - £
Rt -t - EATatesdtd o Sk —FEBEX
0.1N NaOH 753 Bp =T 4% 4 R 75 0R T ik, F PE 2 539 die P 2 pH {3 4T
Z (% > 2000 ; # > 2006 ; & ° 2006) > {1248 Z EAEE P A hotE BB
zNwHﬁﬁ&’ﬁw%ﬁm%pH&4%&ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ%

HEOAERELE - A NaOH Yz RiE ER & A IN o A%
ARg e, pH & AP 12 Z/ %% io’b&i,% ’ J]‘ﬂ'iufv’*"]ﬂt/%f—iﬂié T RE
R | --E

FIR & AT A X B ER = EF" E%(o-phthalaldehyde, OPA) & #i2 % 3
B~ 2K -%&8q  -REW %ﬁ%“i%ﬁi}iﬁ & AT Y 0 BP T
F o 48R0 8 330-390nmy/ A4t K 436-745nm 2 &Rl Faek G
HIRE R o RRERATE B 23X 8] & Fluoraldehyde™ Reagent Solution » P
4 0.8mg/mL z OPA » E-T 88z &g g R E#E A 10-500ug/mL -
WERARERB RSB EETZTE BRMARZEL > BLEm ERR
X B ARLAGBAEEXTH - 24 &LEHRE S — & (primary
amine > 5] 4w glycine) B & %5 E # (8 = E#E M (A > 20006) - & BSA 542
W AS%EEEE AR > BLE R AR ERBZ OEEE G T IARE 0 B
WEREEGE e AR EATHRERABRE L EBELRT
B BTRWANAX AR EA BB T - ZEABEHEZTHARL

il

~
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A ARLEETRAE  ARIDRRIAKEREGOE S EA
26.28g/L > suBAER ST B Tgkg (R—)Fo il AR R BEey 1g/L
THREFRE T AN ARAGTZAEEFATARE —BREBFL
i g T -

Z MBS P AR LK R R RS 5 %) 4 0.36g/L 2 161.97mg/L
bR AT EAE KB T SR A MARAIE] SRR IR F AR R
B T ey dhiRdy o

= EAEOR B SR AR P A A AR X KR R M

L 45 R B % i M B ﬁiﬁkwmﬁi?ﬁ@fﬁﬁk 5 ) MR

%A B 60 pH ST R IEE A 5 B AR — R AR B 15
Bk KB — s R LT TR € £ B B L
%ﬁ&ﬁi%%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%%iﬁ NE TR P

F2 A ER—FARRE > AL 0.450m JE I AT ABIE Z AT A
o BIRREMR T BETRERRAREBEA L B AKE
PR

AZFTHE-AHERRBRZARBE Y BEALEREARTZ M
KB 45 R o W& 1Y iodine test $2 metals-ferrocyanide test 2 4 £34 2
RIEMRIE » BE-n AT 45K B 2 HMEE T B B - BN R
BTG A c AT EMEEE T > alcohol test ZIEMRIE > {22 E
AGEE P R BTG RE - 7 EAE L BE YY) gelatintest £ R 2R M > ZE
g E% 42 gelatin test AT 12 0% 2 L+ 8.00NTU (#IE A7 H) » KkF 2|
L+ IONTU = 4Z # (Hsu and Heatherbell, 1987; Siebert and Lynn,

1997) > R LA TR FRB TRAETHSMEERFVETFE  BERE
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BRI BRI EATK B AU 2 AR 2 MR
Table 3. Oualitative analysis of haze formation by substances in mei
vinegars and commercial rice vinegars

. % A g SN

By SR

Iodine test — _
KIBEPER B

Alcohol test + —
RHME S BN E

Gelatin test trace —
RERESY :

Tannic acid test ' T T
&5 BT

Metals-ferrocyanide test | [t b —

+ GHRE —  BAERE

43



KBS ¥LZ E MBS 4 tannic acid test E R B AGMRIE » BATRE S S
ArRFHEAY -

Siebert and Lynn (19972 H it IkrA &k G B A S B E
CaARER A RR BB BB EKEREGTHERHNYSE

RERABRTRGEEEGTARGFR ZMMEAN S E REEE

BEARGHSEBME T N BE 8 a XN E AR E S5
KB R G EAFA M A R RE  ERBHE LA - FIALANE
S EEREKAB RSP RER T ER oY
RE > 3 AR & AT #5208 L3 (R B R B B - R B AT R A )
RETRFHECGERALFR S BME 05 WIEHEIE EARZ P
Rk T REEE G H RRTE Z BT 2 5 FHG

7 ¥ 4% ok 8% 9153 f M 65 Efannic Qeid test 1% R IH 3 ho a5 B
15.31INTU #2 61.93NTU (E /\) ﬁﬁ-rﬁzxé#ﬁ@*é’]iﬂ% MEGES2EH
AT EAE KRB 445 Jlﬁilkbii%%oa]/ %#ﬁ@’*“l’ e FMHEEE K

SR BETRY ﬁﬁ&% %E#ﬁ$%+wo

2. REAMBTRAGHEOTALGH SRS EZIRAT

Siebert £ £ % (1996)F R K A FHEE G T BALFZHE S B ALRE
AMEE G REAKEEZEAE-SMASMANT T S LE
REGRBEN A RRE  FEREAEREZEZN S By 48 REF > B
R % 8% & '8 - % By B 52 (protein-polyphenol oligomer) » R & &
AR EAR(E —) 0 SLEFAR SHIRIR B9 IR B BB R T @R R R
JE A8 31 Z 75 % (Siebert et al., 1996; Siebert, 1999 ; 3% » 2000) 5 3] f£72 &
MEFRAPRRREZEEROABRBIRAZRFEEE G Y Stk

BHLBMMEZEE BATTUBRZR AR S wE % 800mg/L BF
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-

Commercial rice Me1 vinegars
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A\~ LA tannic acid test 5] AR ZaR B A hufl & o EAF R B HLZ A
mEBEFEMHEAH IR

Fig. 8. The haze-active (HA) protein content of commercial rice vinegars
and mei vinegars represented by turbidity increased after tannic
acid test

45



Turbidity (NTU)

10

O | | | | ]
0 200 400 600 800 1000

Gelatin (mg/L)

B L ~ R ) 8 R TR A B T L 2
Fig. 9. Effect of gelatin addition on the turbidity of mei vinegars
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Turbidity (NTU)
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B+~ REAH = fﬁ%’;@xﬂaﬂiﬁ/ 7] ﬁ&@iwb/gﬁ Gz BE
Fig. 10. Effect of tannic acid addition on the turbidity of mei vinegars
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o BIRZILR I AR R RME 0 EAB A g4 200-1000mg/L
ZPERRBE oAz 2R RIBEE  BERZAEETER D E
RFRSMFE BEMANE A 8g/L Bk BERZ LY oE
ARAEB+) RABRERBETZARETESARENAGZHES

B -BEGEREINREHESIBME -

=~ REBEF REHRAGEEREALTRHMT 16 BREALRME

RHREGNRAGR N T LYY

Z A MBS 428 US 325mesh #4938 (4970 A& = 0.0044mm)Z
& o RAR KN HFLEAR R @SS R o 12k 42/ 7% 0.0044mm
2t/ N TR G AR R A R P AR TR E 5 %
7y LM LR AR A AN AR YA A KSR
EAR TG A 6 B B A 5] i 3l AR AR S
S E AT e — SRR N AR -

o 25uL/kg 2 B B 8% (Pectinase Y SXL) 7 2 A M B Bk & » 4
T TAER S0 péaE B A ER > B EMNAC T EE 16 NeF - Kk
& 5 LA US 200mesh #o US 325mesh &4 &5 49:88 Bp 13- 3] T2 582

Vi

(sieve filtrated mei vinegars, SF) - R &2 FBEE Y KERRZTB 2E &
RETZAMEFTORBME O T2 5 R LR IZAARE AR
Rk EEATRBRIE BRI XIERNA TR LBIE AR

(diatomaceous earth filtrated mei vinegars, DF) o 7 B — ¥ 47 /% /& #5352 LA
100k MWCO & P 2 4 4e Bt 8 4T hm BB » 1FBI 00 /REBP B T 2238
JeMeES | (Ultra filtrated mei vinegars, UF) o E i = #& F ki@ 78 X #g B
AN 300mL 2 E AR > BB B H > NERT RS

XA o
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1. &E%4k

7k B AR SN L A A R 69 3R 34 & (amber) iR B o LL X388 AT
#% Hunter 278 % E L 1 9145 aR 5 4 9442 a L b A5 &
1.19 #1 13.14 F&4& % 0.12 #21 9.44 > C i g 13.19 E4% % 9.37 > Hue {&
Rleh 84.84 4% 89.45 > BATH % L BRAT AR &R A S
ZE(km) -

R AMEE LA 100k MWCO &y ¥ Z 8 4 2 AT AR BIE B> & K 4R
PR EZ R FZBE  FBXERMR LG ZRAME EHEARE
B—fRHEE R T REESBAIRAERBEREBREL H K
HEAR DAL B E MBS AT R M 2 & TE SR o 0 S HEBIREMES T R
2 E&MA L@ E 100k MWCO JEfis m A2 @18 & £ L &R
2 THER B > 124 ik — *&:A% ?io

>\

2. RABE
m@ﬁWM&£W¥iﬁa ﬁé:%%ﬁééﬁﬂan%ﬁ
% 049NTU » 4h L 2 335 i ik kB - BT B R I 2 M b 2
TSVt RT3 AE o BEFS TR
REMBEERENERMGHHLAEALR LMY &8
16 BEEGH TR ES HRBE G 46.77NTU 3w % 60.70NTU (B
—) BAAREAE 1-2 BB TR B A LB T AR IS HRR BT o B
17 16 B1% 3 BRI T LR E 2| A IRB By o A& RE
o B 200 #1 325mesh & 483878 64 7 X Bk A A RARE ¥ o) RIE M da
R BB E R MR AARBRBEIZIRAR -
B+ — P TR AR L BIEAARE AN EREFIRR
BENAEE L2 &8 16 B4 L REE G 0.49NTU 3%
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%9~ By LIBIE AT R AR RS FE AL X L
Table 4. Physico-chemical characteristics of mei vinegars (SF) and
diatomaceous earth filtered mei vinegars (DF)

SF DF
L* 91.45+0.61° 94.42+0.27°
a* 1.19+0.21° 0.12+0.05°
b* 13.14+0.87" 9.44:+0.28"
Chroma 13.19+0.88" 9.37+0.18°
Hue 84.84+0.56° 89.45+0.15°
Turbidity (NTU) 46.77+3.61° 0.49+0.06°
Soluble solids (°Brix) 6.1240.13" 6.0240.03"
pH value 2.75%0.04° 2.75+0.03"
Titratible acid (% as aceti¢ acid) 4.44+0.27° 4.36+0.03"
Soluble protein (g/L as BSA) 1\  26.28+:1:78" 25.12+1.96°
Total phenol (g/L as gallic acid)| | ==+:0.40+0.01° 0.36+0.03"

(K

** Different superscripts” among <medns | of" the same row indicate
significantly different at 5% level.
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Fig. 11. The turbidity of mei vinegars (SF) and diatomaceous earth
filtered me1 vinegars (DF) stored at room temperature for 16

weeks
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Aoy 9.86NTU 2y 3% LiBIEMBE AL B4 A7 AT 6 MR B E LR A RAE XY
huo BEAE 6 BB RARBE S 12INTU » shEAR BB AR FHZRkEE 10
WO RBE LA R R ARE > BEF 16 BRMAHE EFX
fE o BEAF 16 B AREE TV & A ERBLE BRI A RE 0 37T 2
FEIRIBARIBRER A D iuE c Rk RE T % LBEME
# FR % @ 85k — RO B (post-bottling haze) 2 3, % & E B R B AL B FH
RIZAREE R AR R B Y -

5

3. K& Gy By
Bk L iBIE A AREE 0 4B 5 & B 0.40g/L FE1K % 0.36g/L > K%
MEAE2ET m&n&m&mﬁﬂsuyxﬁwy%fﬁwﬂﬁw
BEGRH D EE G ST CHBR KB
B FaniEi g - éﬁ"?]@e»ﬁ%é TSIy A B ERERE
RERGFHEEGERRAT®RS &%\—*&/\ B RERERR T EAURZ
tannic acid test $1 gelatin. test 5 l%\z/m/"j fE 38l RIFAEAL F R G

HoikeFM S Eh\z/'g,\fi‘(Siebert and Lynn] 1997) -

4. GHESEALZFEEGY
% % + 388 1% gelatin test 3| A2 23875 L 3 Aufd € & 8.00NTU M1
% 0.85NTU - tannic acid test 5] A2 2 /&% 3% mfE Al &3 62.07NTU &

&2 54.6INTU (B+ =) BATHBER:88 % B EEINAREZIA
FHEOE L mAFHSEBZ IR -
AMEEE LA B 4BIE LRy S L iBE ~ BRBNE BEEAFEA R T AR R

6 1% H tannic acid test 3| AL X R 5 E 3 miE n 5 & 64.40NTU #2
51.34NTU F&4& % 31.10NTU #2 19.84NTU (B + =) » #a~#58 P A %

MEGE 5 EE EHAFME I mBH T E o LA SAS 3BT
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B gelatin test

80 N O tannic acid test
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Fig. 12. Effect of diatomaceous earth filtration (DF) on the haze-active
(HA) protein and HA polyphenol content of mei vinegars
represented by turbidity increased after tannic acid test and
gelatin test
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B E | # T tannic acid test 3| AR X RFE A | RIS B EH M
oH o BRBTAGHEBIESY R LBEAR T T REE £ tannic
acid test 3] &g 2 JRH E 3 huid | IR B A8 1530 7] £-0.9451 £
-0.8249 kA FHE GAAM(RE) > ¥R @GR S % 18
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R B RAAGEE YLy % 3B 8 MBS 2 R % & ¥ tannic acid test & gelatin
test 3] A2 2 JR7% 3 ho {8 69 48 B M 5 A7
Table 5. Correlation coefficients of the turbidity, turbidity increased after
tannic acid test and gelatin test of mei vinegars (SF) and
diatomaceous earth filtered mei vinegars (DF)

SF DF
I
R H LR
Tannic acid test 5| A 2 iR & F 3% ofd -0.9451 -0.8249
(0.0001)* (0.0003)
Gelatin test 5| #e 2 &% & 3% jufl -0.4819 0.0312
(0.0810) (0.9157)

*Figures in parenthesis indicate -significant levels of the correlation
coefficients.
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Fig. 13. The haze-active protein content of mei vinegars (SF) and
diatomaceous earth filtered mei vinegars (DF) stored at room
temperature for 16 weeks represented by turbidity increased
after tannic acid test
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Fig. 14. The haze-active polyphenol content of mei vinegars (SF) and
diatomaceous earth filtered mei vinegars (DF) stored at room
temperature for 16 weeks represented by turbidity increased
after gelatin test
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Fig. 15. The soluble solid content of mei vinegars (SF) and diatomaceous
earth filtered mei vinegars (DF) stored at room temperature for
16 weeks
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Fig. 16. The pH value of mei vinegars (SF) and diatomaceous earth
filtered me1 vinegars (DF) stored at room temperature for 16
weeks
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%ﬁm%%ﬁ*%zﬁé&%n?T%ﬁ%ﬂ@%iﬁﬁmw% WBEy
AT L 94.42 J8 4 96,075 afh 91 b {5l s 0.12 51 9.44
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Table 6. Effect of bentonite treatment (B-DF), silica gel treatment (S-DF),
and non-fingnig treatment (DF) on the Physico-chemical
characteristics of diatomaceous earth filtrated mei vinegars

DF B-DF S-DF
L* 94.42+0.27° 96.07+0.65*  95.31+0.46™
a* 0.12+0.05°  -0.39+0.04°  -0.07+0.07°
b* 9.44+0.28? 7.62+0.04° 8.63+0.19°
Chroma 9.37+0.18? 7.50+0.11° 8.61+0.23°
Hue 89.45+0.15°  92.54+0.23*  90.89+0.23°
Turbidity (NTU) 0.49+0.06° 0.38+0.08° 0.32+0.06°
Soluble Solids (°Brix) 6:02+0.03" 7 5.93+0.33" 6.02+0.10°
pH value 2775+0.03" 2.8540.02° 2.8540.02°

*b¢ Different superscripts among meafs of the same row indicate

significantly different at 5% level
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Table 7. Effects of bentonite treatment (B-DF), silica gel treatment
(S-DF), and non-fingnig treatment (DF) on color-characteristics
of diatomaceous earth filtrated mei vinegars stored at room
temperature after 16 weeks

Color measurement Treatment Initial After 16 week
L* DF  94.42+0.27% 93.94+0.43%,
B-DF  96.07+0.65% 94.97+0.07°,
S-DF  95.31+0.46",, 94.32+0.26",
a* DF 0.12+0.05%, 0.54+0.32%,
B-DF ' " -0.39£0.04%, -0.2120.04°,
S:DF —>-0,07+0.07', 0.24+0.14°
b* DF..  9.44+0:28% 10.48+0.82%,
B-DE L 7:62+0,04% 8.33+0.13"
S;DF | ="8.63+0.19' 9.68+0.47",
Chroma DE| T 9.37#0:48% 10.49+0.83%,
B-DF =07:5040.11°, 8.34+0.13°,
S-DF - - 8.6140.23", 9.68+0.48",
Hue DF  89.45+0.15%, 87.14+1.47%
B-DF  92.54+0.23" 91.96+0.82%,
S-DF  90.89:+0.23% 88.62+0.77°,

* Different superscripts among means of the same row indicate
significantly different at 5% level.
xy.z Different superscripts among means of the same column of color
measurements indicate significantly different at 5% level.

65



Al % 038NTU £2 0.32NTU » ok @A F RIZ2 57 5% LiBJEEE
BREBREEZERN) ZH MR LEREHAZIEFTRE - £ LR
7% LiBIEMEES N FIRALAAEAE 16 8% 0 HIRHE & 0.38NTU =& 4
F5 % 090NTU (Bl +\) > {228 SAS Sk phBa S M £ B2 4 RFE
TERABEER  MUARRBELNMNRAEREFTZRE B+
AT BB RIE-E % L BEMGE R REEFRIEZY E L BEM
BE AR 6 B BEAFBEXN o RAHE S A 1.2INTU > 45
1 B AV FZ RS fEAE 10 BOVRIREE LA R A e R
BEgg 16 AR AFEEAZTH - 5 16 BRYBRE-7%E L
WIEAMEE X L E i 0.32NTU EF 4 4.76NTU - RN RE B F
BRI 25y % 2 BIEHEE(9.86NTY) > B3 L RABEF R T ST H A
RRR 2SR A RE ANBERLREZET FTHRERLZH
{ym%mmﬁgszU@mﬁ§g®@oﬁ%%%ﬁﬁgiﬁﬁ%
ﬁ&%i@ﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%%&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ»@@ﬁﬁ@%
BT L A2 A R A e R 2 R -

3. G ST EaE

BRIy 5k L BIE MBS S ey B e 3 -5y Bk L iBIE MRS 2 gelatin
test 3] A2 643878 B 3% Ao fE 2 %] & 0.50NTU $2 0.49NTU > 81 & & %% &
W2k L BREMBEARBE LR RARFTRIEZMEENZRET
#A R gelatin test 3] Ae 2 RE E W A R2 A B E 2 1L > 277 16 8
% BB ¥ a4 A 0.28NTU #2 0.23NTU (B + ) B+ &RFH
WATRFRE RGN FI S YT H LA U EF AR
:|:r o

66



—— DF

Turbidity (NTU)
(->) (\&] ~ (@) o0 (@) (\©)

0 g 8 12 16

Storage time (week)

B+ N\ >~8tsspg ﬂiﬁ'ﬁy /ii- /ﬁ#ﬁﬁiﬁi/m%ﬁ 16 H R H
B2 %
Fig. 18. Effects of bentonite treatment (B-DF), silica gel treatment (S-DF),
and non-fingnig treatment (DF) on the turbidity of diatomaceous
earth filtrated mei vinegars stored at room temperature for 16
weeks
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Fig. 19. The haze-active polyphenol content of bentonite treatment
(B-DF), silica gel treatment (S-DF), and non-fingnig treatment
(DF) diatomaceous earth filtrated mei vinegars stored at room
temperature for 16 weeks represented by turbidity increased

after gelatin test
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Fig. 20. The haze-active protein content of bentonite treatment (B-DF),
silica gel treatment (S-DF), and non-fingnig treatment (DF)
diatomaceous earth filtrated mei vinegars stored at room
temperature for 16 weeks represented by turbidity increased
after tannic acid test

70



10.00
.g 8.00
/M
g 000 Thpepty ser—s—yp—
E
o 4.00 r
O
,_54 —— DF
R 2.00 F —8— B.DF
—&— S-DF
0.00 | | | ]
0 4 8 12 16

Storage time (week)

—t— - e BB R IFHE G LGB A TR 16 BT
BEHEMHEZIRE
Fig. 21. The soluble solid content of bentonite treatment (B-DF), silica
gel treatment (S-DF), and non-fingnig treatment (DF)
diatomaceous earth filtrated mei vinegars stored at room
temperature for 16 weeks
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