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Research on Organic Acids in Fruit Wine and Acid Reduction
Strategies

CAO Ying, GENG Yao, HAN Naixuan, WANG Zhaoli, WANG Xueshan, SUN Zhongguan"

(College of Food Science and Pharmaceutical Engineering, Zaozhuang University, Zaozhuang 277160, China)

Abstract: The type and content of organic acids have important influence on the quality of fruit wine. Proper amount of
organic acids can give fruit wine soft taste, and has certain antibacterial effect. However, higher organic acid content causes
the unpleasant sensation of sharp prickles, which seriously affected the sensory quality of fruit wine. Therefore, it is of great
significance to master the flavor characteristics and acid reduction methods of organic acids in fruit wine brewing. The
imporant organic acids in fruit wine are reviewed, and the physical, chemical, biological and emerging technologies for acid
reduction and their application are emphatically discussed. The advantages and disadvantages of various acid reduction
techniques are also compared, in order to provide reference for the production of high quality fruit wine.

Key words: fruit wine; organic acids; organic acid reduction strategies; physical acid reduction method; chemical acid

reduction method; biological acid reduction method; emerging technologies for acid reduction
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Mo TEEARA =R, BT ERAS B B B P BRI AE PR R T e A, SR AE S SR IR -FL R kI

BR N Wit AR T R B A R HLER B 22, (A 5R%
P2 1o S SR R e ot R v ) — R B BRI, AR SCEEXT
WM, BGEANGE T R PR E AR, TR
B AR AT SR T BRI VLR 5w, DL
A A e SR S, PRSI b & R R L S i
1 RBEPRENEE

R A YIRS S BT aEE, EHK
F e B R L, RIS A PR
EMIER, IR —ItlR . IOt K ouiR B A E
TR GG SR, WA TR . SEIRL . AR . R
PR FIFLIRIX ) LIS E MR A AE T4 R 8ok e, B
B TR, X R XU B A TR

SN, B Sr X HHA T R G

1.1 GEAR

Y41 7% (Tartaric acid, TA) X & #2570 BRY, /1
N CHOy, B—Fh IR, BRth R, HRIR
B, FAETREHOKER S, THiE S SrEiE, A
0 P R E S ARRIERR . WA AR XA 2 pH 1Y
AR g A, I B o, B A W R R e,
FLXT U XK A 52, WA PR S AR B —
FEAEI SR B R, LA SR ], T A 1R A R
BTRIFER A AL G — A N, Z 5 dHEBCE A TR
TE%, B BE &G 0T T M, 228 2 P SRS A AR R
PR R EOW A BRI, AR BRI T,
P8 e 2 R 32 21 N AL 2R RS T R . X 2R
TEBRE A2 Hh i 52 B2 W AH PR V5 YL B, T PR 55
fRIE R ZLIRFN 2.1, WA & iR iy S i, 5 17
YR
1.2 #ri5ER

Frglg (Citric acid, CA) XA MR, 531Xk
CHO,, B —Fh =IRIREEY, BRMEIR . FE/K RN
BRI B SN, R DR E S MBS S K
W EEE ., fERAS S B RANTE SE0RRR,
BEAZI T S B B BRI XU o PRI SRS JRUREAS ],
S AR O AR R B 22 5, AN R 28
PIT RTS8 240 TG AT AR TR S B AHZE T 3K 10 /50 78
SRS AR, K TIRIR 2 R R A E A =

(malolac-tic fermentation, MLF )3 B2+, #P208 n] 5%

R PRI A Ry R ).
1.3 ¥R

SESRR (Malic acid, MC), 43 T8 C,H O5, J&=
—Fh ZICRIR, LR AT IR = 20%), ZA71E T
AN IR LA | SEIR R A 2R S R S . AR
PCPEICHRITRIA, FHAT ¥ R, S BRI TR . RIS
SRR RE i, P A ) R X UAR S 5 MR R
(o i SRR AT RE | L A4 N
RV, TP REEL R, ASHI T g 1
LR ST TEFLIRE IAVE T, &5 RIR-FLIR
R (MLF ) AR v R 1Y) S92 SR R A AL AR R iy FLIRR
BN A (B2 B 1 (W), A T HAAT 7 XU 4
SR A R AR Sy 24 5 18 1) (Schizosac-
charomyces uralensis) F1 514 24 58 B+ (schizosac-
charomyce pombe ) A BEHUSEIR AR AR MRS, IF

LA 210 A 11,

PR A A AR o
1.4 IEIAER

BEFAPR (Succinic acid, SC), 53T N C,HO,,
SE— PP T ITRIR, MR MR . BEEAMR 2Rt AL
Pt RBP4 = IRIRIEIA | SR MR- 2L & 1 A5t
A AN AR IR LR RS, RERKP AN PR TE & 1
FIREIAVE T . WILA F BT PRIR SR, BB o e Bk, 4
JBUE T ITBEARR MR 530, A A TR P R B R 44
Py, S i G AR A B TR AR RS

I, TR AT AL e P G
1.5 HBE:

FLMR (Lactic Acid, LA), 73130 C3HO;, 72—
Fh—JTIRIR, TR 1 3R PR-FLIR A P FINERS A 1%,
R ERE , IRVERSRAMEAA . PIFLIRIRYSE
IR, B SR PR R - LI e I L e SR 1 11
JEGFIURUBR,, 1772534 AT LA B 2 BT 1 35 Bl 31—
ARSI R o FLIRTE SR P A4 E I RATARTR L 54
PR, e — Rl SR AT A L BE RS T A KUK B AN 4% K
PRV A 2 ANV E PR A4, — RS A LR %S

/b, it 500~600 mg/LUT,

25 BT, A LR B A PR Y 28 5, X SR

R REPEEA LG

Table 1 Comparison of important organic acids in fruit wine
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R TR Ml iR S
e SFRCHO IR S A
A W TR PR TR A XA, R

— LR




544 5 149 BB, A R LR MR - 459 -

B8 T JERTRUMR 77 A2 T AN [RISE ], B 43T 4544 | 1R
P TR YR DL R X B 4 52 e A5y T A T Eh A Sy
Hr, 4 1 iR,
2 [PEERTRERE

H AT S MR S R R 14 7 1 REAT LA Sl
WIFRREIR TS | ALF MR AR IR AR TS
DA B MR AR .
2.1 YIFEREERK
2.1.1 RIS IRIEIRTE ARV VR IR V2 2+ AL
I A R ER S TR EARIE A5 4R (0 °C £&247) T 4
i, FEEVR S UERR ZLUTHE, IR SRR AR & i) H
P, 30 H AT LARRARER BEAE 0.5~2.0 g/L REEUT )
Sl 21O SR PRIV R 1 X A 26 T A T A RS, &%
B A R T R PR RRAIR T 2.2 g/L, TE— B R
VR TR o (HIZ s SR SR
AR, MAERREALE YIRS By e B EMH. K
MR RIS T AT BRUTTE SRR ARS8 , FERER AR
IIMAATART S MJEIRF) o B AR, 284k s (R T 4
75, Hah JIIMFER, 7E PR A E .
2.1.2 FEREREIRTL R RRRAE IR S FE 1 IR B s v 11
S AN AGE R KRR SIS A 1, (e SR SR A
P B BRAIR I i o FRUEEAES R RIS R AIK LA
SRR, TF5T & B S b ek it 25% B, &
JE WP AN T, RS 2338 . B R bR
P 5SSO R A W ., L i A R R R (e VP A v e, XU £
Ko BUERTE IR R S S0 E 52, RS TERR I
R F S B (A5 . JBCHARIXUAR IR 52 B T B S i, -
H i AR R8RS B SIS, s T SRV A
(R ENTCTE AR P CRREEVR , AXWRAS K2 1) S BT e s
A1 /NG RO B 2 I, K AR 7 SR IR B ) 1R
e, BT S BRI AR A S B 0.12 g/L, SRk
Bl = AR ME( = 0.16 g/L), HAFFECEERI =5 IR
R ASIR AR, DA EWFFE 2B, R K s
YRR IR BE PT AT EAS = o
2.1.3 HBPIFFERL: By R A HE T
AN AP S VE T, FESMInF i 254, BARH
B35 1] SRR AN B B Btk A4 2, Mk 215
1) H 19, J—Fh oA R R k2 A
RO S AT s A DR, SRR R W AR IR
JEE IR HL T SRR, R 0 i B 55 e s T i A
DA TRERRAN RS , Az M SR v 14 T i o P 15 s e Je s
B P 12.0~14.0 g/L FEZ 6.0~8.0 g/L, H R Hph 35
1A RS SRR BRI IR OB TR
AR AN D B P R 22— H S R, Elodie 455
F X 5 BB 33 4T (electrodialysis with bipolar mem-
branes, EDBM ) Xif s k2 HRAPG A5 i, SIS T ehe s SR
BRI, BT IR A B i H Y. Pelletier 574
AE it Ik o e 475 9 254 SR EDBM. X &2 4 485 7
BEATIARAR AL EE, RS T AR %, HANE TN

PEAEATAT S YRR ), A A B — ek A
PREGIEIR T o (EAFE R IS, B aYE, TAEHL
SEHLTLLAT, W2 5 e A B 5 WAk B R4t 35 25 1)
I, S B TR U 555 5 W) B e A e I iR =22 T R A T 10
AFR, Yal /b PRl 25 o AR A A =2 R AN Rl a2
FELVB T R R EL A RS i s o AR R M B . PSR S T /)
REAERAI . 55 S8 A LS AT, FESLBRA P HoAy
T Z W FHRTSS

2.2 {LEERERRE

2.2.1 WRFRESFEIR ARFRESIFEIRIIZEFIH CaCO; fHi
SHE P A PRI A HLIRESERDTTE, Mk E 4
AR AR R B2 1 — b 7 ik o DRI B 1R ek R v e AR 1
CO, 251 A A SRS M IR, B TR S RAE 12 15 B
WA TR 52 BE R IR sl R WERT IO RETR . LRI IR
D7 BAT SN P . BRI ROR W3 L AR AR
MO N HBCR) Z . RSP W gE R, BRIRES AT
TS B R 0 RIS, BLENIng S 0~5 g/L BRE
PR R B3 . MR AR T 2 F5e B, 24
ATRBREE N 0.5~1.0 g/L B, %4 SR 31 04 s B TF
SrIR B RS, FLERAE I 0, SR es i
o, WY pH R T Er, SR P L (03 I R
G, BB VRSB R K%, [RIAsH & Feead R sz 2] 3 i 271,
XOEH T Ca' R E T A, (IR0 S B VR Bk [l e
ARG P ARG, 251 BRSO | Yl el T A5 ]
L RTR AL S — PR RATR R il 25 ORI L, T S0k
P05 Ko s 5 AR A TIDR BT A, P (el 2 o 284 P
WREEVEFB], HARAS T R BE AT BILAS 251 R R 41 Ja
BB, 546, A PR B A M B TR IR,
(RSN, REFRFRIE /N, AR/ DHER P,

222 BETIHILIER BTk M R R
F B ES T3 W IR RESC e igs il H A TRAR 25 1, AT
IR BRI IR BE 1 H C0; B A8 BRI 1k i
WEGL 5 | ASMIE S T 2R pH i s 11 a] &,
WA, BHUF N B3] B T 38 $ 125 B4 1R 1A A 98 AN EEAR
%4, ZEUL AR AP W G A B, L1400 AU E A5 e An)
A il G A T BRI, AR R IR B T 66.7%.
Li &8 B3V o8 & B, i FH B 28 7 38 #e BxF g 335 LA
2:11.98 1Y L BIAL BRI 4G # A {T, /£ 15.5 °C TALER
4.35 h, WA MR RBRFIRE] 69.01% 1] JiH7E 55
T FEAS [RIRAERR T 12 X2 AR R SRR A 5 ), 25 3
BH: SR D301 KFLRIAEALER S, AAE S 14 B i
BEAIR 4 g/L L I, BERZSETT I8 40%, H AL i iK%
HH P88, W BRI 28 . XIS A6 N D314 55
WA R XTBRAA T T TR IRAN B, A iz i n]
i BRI 18.26 mg/L FREAIRZE 7.55 mg/L, H AW H A
VIR . R . WA TR . SERMB S ZMA LR &=y
HIT R BHAT, T3 R RETR SRR FRAR, 45
VERTEA . BB AT B AL . AR, 366 A5 RS Tl
Ar=,

2.2.3 SERPEUBRIERR  FERBHE R RIR KT
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ZBEI o, LRI v PR R PSS SRl P i s i 2
Fe 55 HPY A HLRR R EL A A AR, DT BEATRIP A2
BE o AHFEERME =T B LR T S SR R AR TR,
FEMREE A R, NG s o 19 5 DRAENS Wh ok
B, 5 F 6 g/L PSRN EEAEXT AR R0 R 1 19
S5 LR PR B2 4355124 11.0 F1 10.6 g/L, HIA 3k
FERGA IR T 6~8 g/L FUbRHE, HITIRBEXTREAL
SRR 5 17 S BE R AT ] S 0 T Rt e s BRI AR
WP TUBREEJT TE IR, 7T DL 18 AR
W =R o S B Oy e L A U B 19 U B ST 5
b, B 6.0 g/L 5eERMHFN 2.2 g/L Na,CO, FH&s AT
R AR SR PG (Y R JBE AN 13.69 g/L FFEAIR % 7.63 g/L,
RIS AT IR 44.27% . IR AEREARA R AR R iR
A TRIR, 348 BR AL I (038 11 /2, v SRR T .
2.3 HYIRERGE
2.3.1 FLERUAREIRTE  FLERTARERR I i U2 F FHFL
Fi% B AE SR 12 - ZLIR 8 (malo-lactic enzyme, MLE) Y
AT, PR IR - LR AR R LSRRGSR L-
FLIE A AR I R, Lytra 4505 3@ 13 572 1R 1R -
FUIR A IR, PR T R VLB ) S R A% A g Tl R
T LR, BEREAR TR RS, S = 1 LA 2450 1
LA, [RIA T IR AR ) R A5 -

I T AR KA U 1 (1 FLIRR B Sy W] R R B
J& R R DA N ZLAT B @ SR LeiiE n A, HRTAHIC
PR ORI AR YRR T 2 A3 832 i . BHER
PR E AT MLF iy 22U, A L —
PR XBBGEAER WY T FLRR B R WL G T P A2
A BEXT R A I BB, & 3 Y R TR
JEEBH 5 BR Bl (Leuconostoc mesenteroides) , 5 A
1.0x10° CFU/mL, &5 55084 9 25 75tz D311,
AT IR N5 2,18 g/L, R R
= o WZEWBRTE (Oenococcus oeni) TE MLF &A%
RAEIE VAR TR L, $2 = 44 5 0T, B9 g 4=
SFEEAEN . Gao S5U0 WFSEIGIIY BRI PRSI R
BERt, BRI 96 h N 90% LA F AR R
BEMEFE AL N ZLIR, A SRR T IR B2 s (HIPS 253
BREA T2 TR PSP 2R R R, N e
78 o TR R b, ZLERAT PR AT A T e iR
PR S 3R A W, RS 7K AZ 15 L IE7KOF- | IR pH S50F
ZNARIZITE A5 . SRR BREAAH LY, ZLERAT PRI Y Bl 52
TR, XA A S R AR TTRREE R [
AL AT 7 A AT ZR AN B 2R, T T R A8
W AR BT FLIR B By @A WSS AR W FLAT
(Lactobacillus plantarum ) X G5 Hh ST K& i #2119
SR, REIRGSIN 2% (v/v) IR ZUAT Bl 25 R T 2R
W AR B, ARA I PRI, s Z Ry H.
RWET R Fe55 . FLERTEE L MLF A LLA R4 B 2R
W R A LR, (A RS iR IS 1, (HZ
Ik PAFTE A HEANERE « A I 25 RouEdas il 45
(i) BT TS M B PR SSCR

2.3.2 FEERERE T SRIREREIR (A 7 R v 4D PR 1
RN RIS B RS, R I PR PR A B e S R TR T

(malicenzyme, ME) FAER T, I8 SERAR- £ Bk %
(malo-alcohol fermentation, MAF ) 34 4504 32 R R 5%

ek S RAN 05, DLk BIRERR I H . ANH)

FRLAR A 1R T =X, I LR TR BB AT — SR IRIG I A

FPRRRR, [RIA 7= A i TR AYEH G T, A AR AL

R I,

2.3.2.1 PRI EEEERRERR BRI IR L ( Saccharomyces
cerevisiae ) FEHL K W R A FEAER Y, 76
R RR, TR PR B A R A &5 R SR P AT AL
MR . 2SS4 TP BT 2H 43 AR Ak, 1 17T 5 e SRV g Jak

WRABTEE X SCHeREES BIFSEXT LE T ORI PR
Wi EE B (71B. CECA. VPS5, BV818. Montrachet)

TER T FEA_ 22 5, & PIBRIE TR Montrachet
KRR VAR, BRIREE J15s, HEGPEEEN, B

JHHT R R AF o A RS IEENT 43 20 M o S R TR 1Y e 1
A, & ERERY R TP2 . BRI IR L) J4 A < iceh Atk
AP A 25 TP A It st v B A RATROREIR AR, (0.
HEmRRe S EUK SR A AEZE S . XIHEISEEPY X s
SR STE SRR 0 IR B TR R A 7 7 2 B S R, R R PR i -

ZJ22 X 3R 0 B i 5N 28.36%, S 2122 PI34
1 ZG13 3% 3 BRI i R 3 H XS . SO,.
TR FIOHH L6 i 52 M Bty , ELAT 6 SR R s P 2 FH 1

.

2.3.2.2 JAEEMEIRERERETR AR AR R AT

PRI, 25 KPP AS AL FE R i 5, 6

FEARBRPEE R, AE B AR RIRERT, ARy e B A

b DN E 17 Brivs vy g L L ey S AR B | U A S S - )

S NIRRT AT A B A5 20 Y, T AWl A oA 2 Al 4

T SRR, SR AR, BEE BHF A G X HEE

PHRPY P B AR IR A SR AR AR DA S il T AR AT

XoF R 2R TP R 12 SRS, & BN BRI I B AT

W TR KRR, HON FH A BTS2k Z 19T
Tl BEMEHEAT MAF [HEERERFR 245 R:, 1 2451
B )& H0 SEVY Z4 5 1L (Schizosaccharomyces pombe)

X SEIRR (19 53 FIR B 90%, JE:FEARSE SR 1Y BEAR
Bk (EAESEERA: = b, R SRR S48 ) 2 o LA i
BTN R AN S SRR R, B AEAR R

RUBR, 3 TP o R A, AN Bl . SR EFRTE

BB R D R I B . SR IR R LA R 22 W B TR

X & R PRI A BRI TR AZ T, s S AT
TR ST IIRETR o AR TG SRRk SR
REPR T 250 B, 2R IT R % EELE (Issatchenkia orien-
talis )M 130 AR I FEAF 305 18.12%, FERRZACR:
e HAL BRI R HLR RS TERARAR, (e . 2RI IR

LB Y8 R B (Pichia fermentans)JT-1-3 Fl1Z=ly
SRR (Meyerozyma guilliermondii) JP-4-2 435
HFESR, TS XA PLIRISRIR R AR . 4521

R, M. guilliermondii JP-4-2 X FE IR B8 3 B
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151 (28.30%) , 1H 2, 1 5l i 255 W 1 A AE 240 i X Ay
IR B FH s 33 AR FH e IS RS P B AR s 1
6P SR R L T OB e S . 7R e R 2 B
(Candida utilis) "THEAIRA MY L-3E50R | A58 . 3%
FAWR S5 A HURAE iR, RS A USRI h A
LI 5 2, Pt e VR, 2 DA SRV o O A A8
Sz —01, AT O, S BRI R A SR 1 A PR R AR
W T2 RAEE AR
2.3.2.3 R EEERERR o 2%, AENRE R AR
2 BRI A SR AS A2 U 4 8 W P B R, I LA R
XTERIP T IR AT ST, 2 IR TR P B 2 P 11 ik
it L ES TS 2 it A BRI R B AR, AR TR A L
P P14 2R i, TR 3 S IXUARS e AR L o T B vy 1 SR S
Ah P Zhong JFP7VFSY & BREE AR EERE JT-1-3 S5
MV RV 7R PR RVO002 I Ao FH X SR Ak 5L b
PRI IR R I 1 458 v I B A RE AR 52 77 . Monika
SEDS) e IR A TR B IR 0 (A B T AT A 28 T
PR PRRR FE AN 18 5 i, AR AT 4T 75 <
R, D34b, TR IR (Kluwyveromyces) HL G
ISA AP SR P A A R AR v 81 52 R RE I RE 0, [RI Ik
TERTERIPY 7 BE TR G Rl R b, RRASAL ] Vi s TR 3
B 70%, [EIRFIEAR 0.3pH AN, IR B AE M 5EmR
B9 H 9B, Rantsiou 25107 AIF5E BRI 157 RF N7 AR R
22 (Candida zemplinina) 16 K BERT, K B0E B
2T 5 SR AR 0 LB S B AT H K, R
i NI, MIMIESSRIR A A& ey 2 FH T EH
B e e Y S - 1 N Syl S VAR E B A NP U BUE |
PHRTPY Pi-B: A5 PR PR - Y A 2 P TP A4 o il s i P
W) AR SSAN (RIS B MR A R, AT
SRAPS P PR TR0 11 22 08, BN SR PR, e ST 1)
A et
2.4 FCLPEBSIIAR

Rt Rl AR ARG K, DR TR H 2%k, il ad
FL PR TR A 35 7 104 R TP T B 1 kg SRS [ R 1L T
B, TRl B A i TR AR A R, Gn [ A g
Jitm (Bt ) H AR N A I N AR T A 4, LR
TREIR P AR AT 35 . S BN T & ), Ding
LE103) ) S RGP RE CGMCC 2.1628 A7 H & Ak,
Zepl =HS IR B, -5 T RE R IRl A

GS3-1, HEEE G (10 d PITHAE 4.78 g/L SERER) b
H R R T 225.2%, X £ GS3-1 1EHE = B
e A1 SR 7 T LA AR R ST . Vilela 254 f)E
Al PR R [ 2 AL IR IR B S26 FHF IR M 44 0 4
KAERR I B A A i, B S26 FE 72 Al 168 h A AT
(RPN (1.1 g/L LR . L 12.5%vol, pH3.12)
FRIFE S R 3 5y T BAAER: 28% FiT 62%, S8 A XZEK [FH &
FUERIPG IS S26 TRIMRRENES A RUHE T #4242 IR 7 4 10
FYEL T . Kosseva S8 ZEIR LG iHF 5T & B0, FH SR I
PRER D e 2 [ .2 LR PR AR M EA T MLF, nlEf %
G HR PR S SRR A T 30%, B Ak S5 S it B 4 U i
2 f5LL o Maicas 51 SR AT 1F HELfap (19 BT S R4
2T A28 W B T e PSR BR AT LA, ek T s A
W) I ST e, T2 NE e X ] 253 10 8 31 SRR A Ak 5 ey
F 50%, HAE 24 h PG TIAZE . HET, Fr$REmmEiR
MIAFZETTEAN T 4305 T, FLRERRALT M R se e dgdas .
FHMSF RSB TR 22 L B AR G BRER TS 52, AT
W) 771 FITEFE R H A ER 155, E TR I SEBR ALY 4 1R Sl
R HARZE
2.5 RAEER

TR BRI S Fe W e AL = hn a2 v, ik 5]
PRAR P RRETR SR, 5 R FH PR P L s 2%
BRI A PR, LIRS T, T = R
125 BRI ARG R R RS T A0S A 1R, SR 7T
A FH R ) — S VI AR AN 2 5 i VPG (1) 78 9
(O S  m m B IS | AR 2 T B0y
AFRRE, LR S T SRAR R TR R I . i T ke
IR A, T LIRS HAR SR AR Es A0
72X, AnSEEA TG AR IR P AR v ek ik 22 BT
VEW . SR TFARST FEWIFSTAN R BE 1R 7 125 % AT REETR
R ASEMRT, IR G BRI A 45 SRR vRAab
RO o B3, IE 0~4 C BRIREMTF, ik
FH 0.5 g/L BRFERAT . 0.5 o/L BRAREAT . 0.5 o/L AR
By 52 A R TR S BEA TR G R IR, A TN 114 S 12 s
% 6~7 g/L. FTRBEXTA YR I B RE 1585558, 457501
JEAERERRSE IR BRI TAEEIR Iy T8I, {5 R XSS 1 (4,
BESZINAR TS, 1] LIRS HAB IR R s b2 )y 2 &
e FH IR B RER B 04, 18] B AR TE 32 SR B9 (003 F0 i
O, VR BRIR T U S SR R, B AT R
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