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Abstract

This paper mainly studied the effect of PGA on the quality of fruit pulp juice beverage. Through
single factor experiment, the stability of the product was evaluated, and the optimum adding
amount of PGA in the pulp juice beverage was found to be 0.03%~0.05%. Then the orthogonal ex-
periment showed that the optimum adding amount of the compound functional ingredients was
0.03% PGA, 0.15% CMC-Na, 0.07% xanthan gum and 0.10% Citrus fiber.
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B R E 2 G gk s Rz b R R L ST ALERE AR, BRI R RSN AR T RIS BEE T 9%
A PO 0 H 28R T, W B THGOR Y S 3R E R UORHN A R, U P R B SR ORI R
JE[1]. ARk, EBERIMG. A7k EH. BABRNELZEERKEMR T, RITURHT A AR LR 2w
KT BRI

PR e & C W& EAEK R A FIRTS, — B Rk RS ft— N AN — H4E4 R C /REMHIMEZ,
MO “YE C 21" o BVRHOEH RIF I IVE G R 2f 4, L A G A2 B epk[2] -

TEBEIR TN I BR Dy — M ORAIR BT BEAE ) 2 R AT AR i, KR BUBORE R (A, TR 5y 1 454
R B SRR RRK P AE R, SO LR SRR A IR AR E . R IAE R I
YORL T, SEEAT HE IR IS iR R BOR . SRR T T REBRAE pH3~4 YEE N, B pH (H PRI RS
FEWGR, £ pH = 3 ML ERASE, £ pH =7 WFAE/KAR, MEFBLS H e BB 77 S H0 A8 A I A E 9 R TE OB
BEAF, FIPRAT RAF IR AR, BRSO R A e TRt b, IRmRARCR R E YR LA
A RIFIMER . A0 B, RAE~URiE, " R TR E . UORE Rk, T BRI
BT, BT ORI, SR e AR E T3]

2. ¥ 5EE
2.1. BE#R5iRT

JEORE: BRI AT, BEPZ 22BiX, .
Wkl BIOBE. OKBERE. LZUEE. ATERIR. PGA. CMC. SHJRAZ. MHRR.

22. WKERE

BRSNS, STUITALBERENL, s BTNl BB K.
3. KHE
3.1. BEERF*E

PAETRD B ABE RS | (L B0 JEURHRC R0, 20 7 8 PGAGEEER A I 1) FR Y B 21 4E 3 45 (CMC-Na) .
TR AN DU MRS E A, BT DI AR HEN LR FEAE A I 5, RIS REMIER . 8 7R A e
BRI Aa T BEAT T [4]

1) FERERBR R RIR G A I AR RIS LN, O ERIR N —RE IR, WE IR T R e A
RN &

2) FENEVBUIR L S BRBH IR A VT V8 I A28 S I AN RO LT, 70 700 I PGA (BERR TA — W71 -
R ELTYEZAN(CMC-Na) . 355U IR IR AN DU AR AS E 7, BEAT RIS, WS H HIARE RUR

3) K Z AR E AT I, A B i S TC R U A B A RS E 77 5

4) P B DU AP RS E AT G, BT IEASRES, BRI T, A PEE, AR
RN OR

DOI: 10.12677/hjfns.2023.122016 123 5 E R


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjfns.2023.122016
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

MR <5

3.1.1. EiHEss
BT EASER T, WNFE 1.

Table 1. Basic reference formula of fruit juice

® 1 RAEKRSERS

Jkl AR HE AN g Bk ga vt
= 3% 1% 1% 13.7%

3.12. REFXEF=TEHRIEE]
FURDHE . ACHERE . 1L AL — i — 1 g
Fa g 70— VR i — 1 I} — VR A — T L — H 5
PRI |
J < AR VA ) R B B O — RS I pH
3.13. BMEER

1) VRA: FHERFAUBRGE SRR 7T (N BB IR I L i, PR o] i [ A R AE 8% I P
¥ DR AHERE. WLALEETE TG Rk, AR NE, AR IR SR T, R, 1hgg
PRI ERES o SR K AR 2 55k I 5 (0 SR SR 2 e IR Ay, /KN TR B 72 i BT 75 RO IR B

2) VARC: AT ARSI U, BEAMIN— e KU DABE R R S, AP S I T B AR 0.1
ml, flrP=iaE, K.

3) ¥R AVEMAYCRHRE R REE I LT, BT B R AE VTR AR TR . S [ R %
IRURL I — D 2 3550, BINREIB R, 8Nt 5 R Z ISR Ty, ISR 2 2 7
AYUHE, EUCRMARE—. BE. BAh, BB S R R RN SRS L K, 18
i 60°C, 4% /) 20 Mpa..

4) WEREF O PFIEREN 250 ml i, RIEE O,

5) KEH: 7Edh/KH AT 30 min, /K AH1 % 50 B g R

3.2. FEMMEIRLE[6]
I & T i) 45 O SR P TR ROk F B e TR, RO, 4000 #/0HEER, BaO 15. 4
wE0ELEBEREGEMTEEEE, HEmEFEE:
Bl = R T RYUE E
CLE T 1, RIS S AT R OB R e PR T
4, BR511i8
4.1. PGA I ERTHE

411, BOSBRSHITR

IR YR R AR 77 AT 508, EREAR I EARMEL T, 53 PGA MITNINE, KATFA
[FITNINEE ) PGA X R AR B ORI E M I B2

Big B, BO)E, MR LERERES TRIERIEDY 1, Prakfa e R A RER T UoRA =52
M AR, ABSEERT T AR AR S TERE AR R E I R, AR MEAS B FE IS5 R [7].

HI7E 2 ATLUR L, 78 PGA MR EE/INT 2 —ERIEIL T, L2 HAS N ZU00E 2 IR e B b
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i 1; PGA MR X —fE)5, WEMHENSME 1. BERIDEAZRER I ZEBAR,
PRI AR RORBGT . [FRE, A 2 sPi v] IS BRI 4518 PGA oy —Fmdda e l, Xt T
I PORME IR AT AR 8 AR, FUAR &= {XAE 0.05%%] 0.10%: A5 AE %2 2R 47 e e Ok «

BT AR E R Z A& — @ R, RIE PGA A B XML AL, FH AT &N e, —
BB T RRAS, PGA AR A )i AR A T RO R A= e, T, F RIS MR L S
HApbAa R A, R R A PORHE BRI IR E BRI 1 1 A

Table 2. Effect of PGA with different amounts on the stability of fruit juice beverage
2 2. TNEERIMER PGA X RAB R IRHERE MRS

PGA B0 A EiEWE (mm) B0 5 T JZ DT i (mm) Ei=)
0.01% 54 13 4.15
0.05% 54 16 3.38
0.10% 58 14 4.14
0.15% 63 7 9

4.1.2. PGA 5EE B {EREFIRXT LRI
FEAFRL AR R 22 3 RN AT RS, [ R e A NN 0.10%, & BUA8 ik fa e 7 i fh 2k,
X PGA FIHE JURh B R 5 34T X EL ARG

Table 3. Effect of different stabilizers on the stability of fruit juice drinks at 0.10%
= 3. 0.10%HYA N 8 T AR REFRE R ST sHE E A #20

Yl B0 A EiE S (mm) B0 G R R (mm) P B
PGA 58 14 4.14
IR 44 6 6.33
CMC-Na 62 12 5.16
BRI 43 5 8.06

e 3, FTLREILIT 458 PGA X R URHI AR & RUR LT HoAth JLARAZ 2 7], CMC-Na Al
TR IR RORA K PGA, BN I AR E ROR e - AERUE R XI N 0.10%0F, 70 PGA (1R
PREE LR, EREERS N EUUE RS EREA 414 BINEEERE R OR, S s o
BiJE, LRGSR S LA 6.33; ¥in CMC-Na AR ORL, s s 008G, i E SR,
FEERE TR Ly 5.16, A 5PN 0.05% PGA [HTCRLETR (1 LLAE ARIL, 7] W, CMC-Na 72
SERCROUKT PGA; IR RITUOR, @0 @G, HEDE, LREERS TREIERTN
8.06, LBl RAELE 1, AT W HARE SRR E IR .

4.2. BIFRFHTHE

FEAR R BAL IR L RN E BTN, L PGA NFRER], WRINE A 0.05%, S8 iy
JREEATS R E AR AR A ORI SR R A AR

4 5 AL 4G 5 R T OB E VE % BR8], M SRR A BURCR I B R A PR 7 R
BN 4 PR) e AR LA = TR — /K1 B IR A B0 R 8 24 5 26 A
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Table 4. Homogeneous condition factor level design
= 4 Y REHEFRIRIT

KT AU Bt 5 (Mpa) Cii £ (C)
1 1 10 30
2 2 20 60

Table 5. Evaluation of horizontal orthogonal test results of homogeneous condition factors
5. HREHEFRKEERZRGERITE

RIS A B C FJEIE W FE (mm) T JEUTUE = B (mm) thiE
1 1 1 1 63 7 9.00
2 1 2 2 54 23 2.35
3 2 1 2 54 16 3.38
4 2 2 1 58 14 4.14
K1 11.35 12.38 13.14
K, 7.52 6.49 5.73
Ky 5.675 6.19 6.57
ko 3.76 3.245 3.285
R 1.915 2.985 3.285

I AE RANEE 5 Pty BURE, $49J50% AN Tl B2 — DRI 30T I F) e B2 R 22 K B/ NI 9 RC >
RB > RA, I R YORME E PE (5 i K AR 2 B B, H OGRS B 1, 39 B EON EL AN K
I s FIBOR, R E MR, 20 Mpa IR RCR 20T 10 Mpa 9350 38CR s 60°C ORISR 24T 30°C
IR o SR ORI AL AL 25 P9 AgBoCoy BIEIBRIREL 1 R, HJ5THR E 60°C A5 Ik /) 20 Mpa.

4.3. pH ERITE
AR TR IR 1 it AT ks, e R E FIMANINE Dy 0.05%, SRJA 4% pH fH, HidE
L7 S5 A LRSS N R UG R R LB RN, RIS S A R A BRI OB K i pH B

Table 6. Effect of different pH values on the stability of fruit juice drinks
= 6. T[E pH EXTHRIHIRRHEE MRS

FET pH=32 pH=35 pH=38 pH=4.1
PGA (LL1H) 3.10 3.38 4.14 4.23
B (LU AR) 3.41 3.52 3.81 3.97
CMC-Na (Hu1H) 4.41 4.33 4.05 3.88
IR A (L 1H) 7.56 7.29 6.50 5.69

M 6 FrfEm ar kn, Joieoxt T AR e 77, pH (E AR HAs e V™ A ol 2 s IR 2 [ 9] 7E— M
FBOLR, XTI PGA RABIRITUCRE, M pH (B8 35 A, H ERERS FEIENEEL,
FEI pH {EAE 4.0 DUERTSERGE 1, BISLI BT UOB S TAa e, st 2 i pH 65 A T PGA Kd% Hfa
SERCR . X CMC-Na Kt FERRIEDCOR o HAS € MERANIN PGA,  (HAERIRYE OB A8 RURIE AV
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M; M ERATUUEHBES pH B, RIS BERAR AR, XUt 3 5 A TR 5 (1 i 7R 1
pH {EL 7R AR B ORI AN K, 7E S BRI O A IR L A e M TN T BERR X P AR e 77k
Ui, MK 3~5 ATRAE M, H LEERS T2 UT0E R & U 2 B AR 1, XUl B e ROk
N, 3% pH EAIRCIAR IS, BItndE pH B 3.2 I, A B EAN A B R &m0 B S
H RS NEDUE RSN 7.56, 11024 pH AN 4.1 B, ZfHEIAER T 5.69. v 0L, DUEEERREAN
Fe B A SRV OB Z R sE AR O . PRI, 7R R ORI, AR BT DN (A% 77 AN [ SR 1 %
pH fE, RAEXFEA BEHE A 5 43 BIAE R M7 TH A N R okt

44, EEREFHNMR

441 BATREFIRERE
W RS INESH R 1 #TEm, ROERRHEGREN, BURASF SR AR RE AT 2
FE, MR 3 DU o fi i SR A AR RRUE FRIREAT BRI o A 7RI (R 4 S kiR 45 SR e 7 iz [10]

Table 7. Test results of different composite stabilizers

F 7. TEIEAREFNELER

S5 HERER i E R RN
1 PGA 0.05% CMC-Na 0.05% #JE K 0.10% TR AN 0.10% 1.80
2 PGA 0.05% CMC-Na 0.05% 5% 0.10% FHiEE 0.10% 4.26
3 PGA 0.05% CMC-Na 0.05% R 0.10% K 0.10% 3.53
4 PGA 0.05% CMC-Na 0.05% KHii 0.10% HHEERREN 0.10% 4.98
5 PGA 0.05% CMC-Na 0.05% BB 0.10% HHEEIREN 0.10% 3.89
6 PGA 0.05% CMC-Na 0.05% HZ 0.10% R 0.10% 5.26

6 —
+HI[1 p—
20 1
P =
24T
M (—
=3 F
iy
=, L
ﬁ2
K
] 1
0 1 1 1 1 ]
1 3 4 5 6
SEIG S

Figure 1. Stability effect of different composite stabilizers

1. FRIEAREFNRERR

gEE 7 K 1 A LE AR E SR e AR R OR R e RUR ZE R K, b 1 S E A RERIN
R SRR, 6 5 E A RE IR e M i 22, MORTE G AT B EC I DU Fh i PR AR 52 7N PGAL
CMC-Na. % & [ AN FE BR A o
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442 BEREFIFERSNHE

ARSLHHAT = FFE=KF LOGBYIEAT RS, B e G MR RN =K, $%ZIEAZRI Ty AT IERE

weit, seiR it Ik 8.

H = S FaE AL PRI T K1, PGA. CMC-Na. 35 J5U KA R 53X DU A e (A 3k 47 52 O w SR P 2
RO E BOR iU, DI, g DL DURR A AAREAT RC, A% DR A FR) 1 [R] 3 2

Table 8. Lo(3* Orthogonal test design
# 8 LBNEXKKAR

KF PGA(%) CMC-Na(%) 11 5 (%) TR (%)
(A) (B) (D)
1 0.03 0.05 0.06
2 0.05 0.10 0.08
3 0.07 0.15 0.10
Table 9. The results of orthogonal experiments
9. [ERXTLWHER
R A B C D DUVEZ =i (mm) i W (mm) EbfH A2
1 1 1 1 1 17 56 3.29
2 1 2 2 2 28 40 1.42
3 1 3 3 3 40 36 0.90
4 2 1 2 3 26 46 1.77
5 2 2 3 1 28 42 1.50
6 2 3 1 2 26 43 1.65
7 3 1 3 2 30 38 1.26
8 3 2 1 3 26 44 1.69
9 3 3 2 1 22 26 1.18
Ky 5.61 6.32 6.63 5.97
K, 4.92 4.61 4.37 4.33
Ks 4.13 3.73 3.66 4.36
ky 1.87 211 221 1.99
ko 1.64 1.54 1.46 1.44
ks 1.24 1.22 1.45 1.38
R 0.63 0.89 0.76 0.61

SEEG A RN 9 Fron . AR 5 2B G AR TGt LI v B B AR 22 ] OK B/ N IRUT 9 Rb > Re >
Ra > Rd, UiHI7ESE G820 70 ot B DO € Tt B2 e i KK /2 CMC-Na, HGR 5 R, 1 PGA s
B2 /DR G RRE RS E ROR SR A B .

SEA1E 2 AT T, X B IE A EG BT RIS I SRV T ORI T B 00 58, THEL A B O ML 0 43 5 G TS
FEERE NEUE S E I IR R TR R, nT UG R AR IS AT 0 LU ZE L DL b B A
ZWI AT LEZN, Wi SHEAE 1 T, a7 n Bon UM AER G, PR RE R K
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KA, R GRRE D S ORI AR e BOR t s — R e A Roe ACR Z IR 2 . 58 3 AT iRyt b
EIEWRS FEUE R AN 0.90, SEARLE 1 i, BHHHZAR 5 N R P e IR Ry
R EE R T, 2R e R 7 3 PGA 0.03%, CMC-Na 0.15%, #JE % 0.07%, RN
0.10%. 25 9 I FTR b2IE WS NEUTER LA 1.18, SHAELE 1 s, (Mg tn]
PURIL, HEBRA HMIUTE, EENA B, S8 = . A RI e FIR Z R 77 08 PGA 0.07%.
CMC-Na 0.15%. 3 JiJiX 0.05%. ¥ #ER 5N 0.08%, 1 7E Hi [ 1 5 K 22 i3 1, 24 PGA HIVKFE N 0.07%H,
A PGA IR ORMB L EVEY. AT 0L, @R EER) PGA S SRR A4 BV, AR =
IR E RUR -

2.5 1

1.5 f

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
B as)

Figure 2. Effects of compound stabilizers with different compounding methods
on the stability of pulp-based beverages.
E 2. TRIEEAANE STREFIX RABIRTRE MRS

EEBRS TRIEREL

4.4.3. BHFAL

RAE TS 1 2 & e e F R R 5 AT AR . W FEFERHENSRE 1, S8 ERN
PGA 0.03%, CMC-Na 0.15%, #&Jiiz 0.07%, WF#aiREN 0.10%, ¥R &4F . Bk 1 Wk, ¥IiEE
60°C F1¥4 )5 i 77 20 Mpa, pH {E#%HI7E 3.0~3.5 Z ], iXIess R a0k 10 fis:
Table 10. Verification test results
= 10. WIFRIGLE

HERaER HE MR BB R

15 a1, AR, Ui FWEWS T EUIE R L 1

% 10 iTLUEH, IR E A Roe A Ec R 5 7 S258,  RENS 15 BIR e MR T ) S R Ry k)
5. &g

1) PGA X RARFV ke A BB, £Vl NEEE PGA IREZMIEIN, Stk it
SEMEMGE, (HE X —EZ )5, BEE PGA IRE NI, Sorffa e 2898, HEARPZATIE, M
IR ETEY), PGA MBS INE N 0.03%~0.05%. CMC-Na Flig i ik ftfa @ ALK T PGA, M BEIRAAIT
faE By 2 — e,
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2) BIFAEHLAN pH AR /NS 220 ST ORI AR P 7 AR — s SR o 3015 S R i RE FE KT pH
B IRE E  RAT R A A e ME SRV ORI 3 03 25 AR« ¥ IR B 1 v, 355 5 60°C A i & 77 20 Mipa.;
AT R AR e M SRR pH (E45¢F: pH =3.0~3.5 2],

3) R AR ORE b B SRR ] BEHE(PGA). CMC-Na. B JRUKE . I35 BRAM HE A BB 1Y)
FOEHR . TE SR ERMBI R UoR R, Ber= B FERSER . ZafeE R, ke Rt
755 PGA 0.03%. CMC-Na 0.15%. # 5/ 0.07%. 84N 0.10%.
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