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Study on gel properties and process optimization of the complex jelly of mulberry
and konjac

WANG Xiaoyan', LIU Li?, WANG Haiyan', GU Shanlin', LI Rui'

(1.Chongging Academy of Animal Sciences, Chongqing 402460, China;

2. Third Branch of Chongqing Academy of Metrology and Quality Inspection, Chongqing 402160, China)

Abstract The mulberry konjac jelly with high dietary fiber and low calorie was prepared by using mulberry and konjac
powder as the main raw materials. The gel strength and sensory score were selected as the evaluation indicators. The process
conditions of mulberry konjac jelly preparation were optimized through single factor and response surface tests, and the
composition and content of minerals, vitamins and amino acids of mulberry konjac jelly were analyzed. The results showed
that the best process parameters of mulberry konjac jelly were as below: 0.40 g konjac powder, 0.25 g carrageenan, 7.00 g
mulberry pulp, 5.00 g sugar, 100 mL water, swelling temperature 80 C, and swelling time 30min. Under the optimal
conditions, the gel strength of mulberry konjac jelly was (16.9602 £ 0.3612) N. The mulberry konjac jelly prepared in this
experiment was rich in minerals, amino acids and vitamins, with a unique mulberry flavor.

Key words mulberry; konjac; jelly; gel properties; process optimization
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EAPALSRE WA, g, Sin T, WMARMWBRESZEREHMARRERE, FHERMLED
B A PR R H o

ARSCUAFEE . BB A0 EOR A SR, R TR o M S s R R A e R, ek 1 b T 5t
M REREFERERERETLZ, AMEREREN LSRR, RERELFAGERESE,
1k I
1.1 #E 5

firf P (E R PR B B AT, BER(ERERETREFRERAR), FHK. 7
BROSMEXILT=RAERAT), ARMEGEKTAIARBETERAT), ¥WHRAEMHH. FERR
#E i (Sigma-Aldrich 2 @]).
1.2 EEEE

FTC TMS-PRO FH{(EE FTC A#]), DZKW-4 fE I /KIGH (b5t B B H R 2 ),
FA2004 B W+ KTV ( Lilg#-FRZZ A RA ), JI-1 K% aah it P88 CRmAGEE R E R A
al), LC-20AD At (H 4 B34 5), ICP-OES730 HiEHE &% B PR RSt (5[ Agilent
YNEIDE
1.3 7 &
1.3.1 HRMEF*

PEHUHT B SRR, R, HETJI R, WKW T, HEETEHTHEREESEAR
O S S DR R R B TS, RN E REBFE S RGP iR, BER. AERENEE.
132 REBFEARENHEES

PRE—E Bk R, AR, FEHE, A 100 mL 405K, F—EiREER KRR
HEk— e mt ], BRGERANERREBEYER SR,
133 BEERRE

LB . Rk, FEEMADES &R REREERIEE N FERE, #TRREHLER
5, CURMAZEARE VEE NI FabR, 205035 %28 8 (0.10. 0.20. 0.30. 0.40. 0.50 g). R
(0.05. 0.10, 0.15. 0.20. 0.25 g). FHI@. 6. 8. 10, 12 g). AWHQ2. 3. 4. 5. 6 g). &E
(70~ 75, 80. 85. 90 C)5 /NP FAF SEHE BE = 5 A& FL v 1 it e ol FE I 3 B 184 S il
1.3.4 g R Eit B

ERR 2R M EE Rt b, SR m N e d i, MR R A REKE T .
135 REBFEARARKEENE

R Fz 5 PEE R A (B e i T (N R AU, AT S B SRR SR . MELE A A O SRR, S %R
HHZBREREMA. A FTC TMS-PRO i M4l 2 RERS R, IS E: P/0.5 RNk,
T RTRSL B % 30 mm/min, A E ZE 30 mm/min, L5 53k ETHEZR 50 mm/min,  F R L EE
2 5 mm, FEIFEFEE 50 mm, filik ) 3 N, HEBENEF 2 500 N, FJE A ACH R ET
*}-‘FIB-M]O
1.3.6 REWE

EE 10 BRELITFASKBEHOB[EESRSERERITREIFE, FEMNREHOE. R
MR, PRSI AT BT MU, HARVE bR LR 1.
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1 WEEE

Tab.1 Sensory evaluation

S H VRS Bl SMEIA
ek B, WE—5, BN 16-20
B0 D) CrmEEeR. BN =15
feih ANk, M EAEE 0—10
FERHAE, TE Rk 11~20
MR R, JomoR 510
FEEERE R, JE R 0—4
G A, A rE g, s 2130
FUEGO ) i A, 6 PR e, Al 1120
FURHLEE. B, LFRPEMIMTE, SIDak | 0~10
RUSERE, SRS, BN, L 2630

L — - —
RGO S het, BRRS, REATA, Ak | 16~25

MR TERE, EHAESE, FAE), A | 015

1.3.7 WRAEMNEFRE

K ICP-OES730 {X#8ill s R =R & RIGHEE. &, i, &8 4 By HoENEE, BIEERE
ZHON: REIDIE 1.0 kW; A RNES: FEFAAE 15 Liming SR E 1.5 L/imin; F080
# 0.75 L/min""". F ICP & 5 BB A 3E4T 4047
1.3.8 SER. EEFZFNERZ

KHBEAHGEN EREREFEARGEPHEAERESE, WEH C18 H(GS um, 4.6 mmx250
mm), EANR K22 (UVD). B A: 0.1 mol/L EEERANIEHI(pH 6.5) @ LI =93.0: 7.0, FizhH
B: 7K ! ZM5=20.0 : 80.0. FHHFRECKEM 5 ¢ ZLHIMT, N6 mol/L ThERIE WS 0.1% K My ik & ik
s, AR, BE, B 110 CT/KME 24 h G, NoWRTFEEE, 0 2.0 mL AKEES. B 200 pL Eid
EWION 25 fE R FE S 11 A 8 100 pL FIFERE S 10 B ¥ 100 pL, #245), =i 60 min; #RJ5 0
ANIECBEE W 400 pL e S & FIEIRIE 5~10 s, ERHFEDE, BUFE 200 pL &#, A 800 uL 7K
REIE5, FEL 200 uL EREW, H0 800 L KIRA IS, it 0.22 pm JEREE, BPFSFE S

KH LC-20AD {( &M REREZERETYEER C. By Bay BefIF &, EH Ultimate AQ-
C18 (4.6 mmx250 mm, 5 pm)Ei%H:, ##E 1.0mL/min, i 30 C, #FEE 5 uL, BN K 254
nm, AN A: 20 mg/mol LRHAH AL N pH N 5.8), #ishil B: HEE. XTHRIEM: K% R4
HF C. Bi. Ba. Be XTEAEE, /1 0.001 mol/L EABREMBEES 1 mL £ 85.2. 100.6,
87.4. 82.6 pg MR G XTIEVEM . FEAVAT: FHMBUE BN ZHER T, #%, I 0.01 mol/L #h#R
20 mL, 25 Ci#7 15 min 200, &0, M, BI1E.
139 HEREBFZE

AR ET 3 WOFAT IR, R AR R o W E 45 SRR SPSS Attt iT B E M E R4
B, w2 T 6 K ] Design-Expert 8.0.6 8 3E 51 20 #7 .

2 ZREHS

2.1 BERRE
211 BFEBEAMBENREBFESRFRKBEMBRE TS HNEN

JBE 4 I R £ S — S M R B — e IR T AT R, kB IRR . IRRERE . RSN,
R R RAE ARG, HS5HAh 2R R AT R, MR, BERSE, FIA
S [ FH BI 759 52 e i 45 Joc 1 i S8 B s ol ) Y B s P2 0T . BER R I E Mg R, REEFR
A R R R R RIS KRN R, W 1 Bk, CUEEEREINERN 0.3 g B, BRI
BE AR R R, AR SR T SRR R A /E R R RS 58, AWM s 72
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Fig.1 Effect of konjac powder dose on gel strength and sensory score of mulberry konjac jelly

212 FHERFAMBENBZEEFEARFREREERBEERSSNEE

FE BRI £ v, R S £ i 0 FRE DR 00 Jo R R A 5 VR AN B A B O R B e MR . R 2
— P AT R, A NEE KT AN AT A, FE 0~0.2 g/100 mL N S5 EEEMILEERSE T, RN
IR, BERCIRIEMOR, ZEREBRE A TRES, REBASAE L BB EBETTFE. 6%
VAR [P EL O SR IO, kPR SR IR 0.15~0.25 /100 mL i — B iRk (& 2).
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Fig.2 Effect of carrageenan dose on gel strength and sensory score of mulberry konjac jelly
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BEE R RAME RN, R RS RBERRE RN ER, AR EER AR &4
HECREE, AT 2R R EE R 9R B T BRI S, (BB GR BE T BEE B D . R VRS N B I K S
BN, ERTERIRINEN 8 g/100 mL R E 50 i, SERRIKRMIE 3).
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Fig.3 Effect of mulberry juice dose on gel strength and sensory score of mulberry konjac jelly

214 BWBERAMENREEFEARFERBERBREBSS XN

BEE EPER IR K, REBYFE A RRERRE 2N EH . B V2 #0520 1 K S vk
NS, XEFAMEL RS SEURE S TR, BTAERERIINE 6 ¢/100 mL /&5 & E ¥ 7 KiE
(&, B LUAA 2 A RD B &8 5 g/100 mL(E 4).

1 o6
Joa
. 92&
15 ®
lsc ¥
L 1%
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- 80
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6 1 L 1 1 N 1 N 1
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LK 2% Y
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Fig.4 Effect of sugar dose on gel strength and sensory score of mulberry konjac jelly
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215 BEMNREEFSARFERBERRES NN

B M AGEIKIE IR G, FEEYEE & RGBSR E S TR NG ARG L
B, A RNRER T R RO ER, ERRAE RS, BT T S FR b i e 45 4
R AT I =4 00 25 25 1 28 pOUURR TiE S5 48121, T AR I M R 5 B R AR AR Ak . I FAGA IR I X R
BEEE A B RE BN, EEEN 80 CHHECE 1540 AN kT s o B 2 ik B P 3R, B
T8 WLV IR N 80 C(BE 5).

18 <96
I 494
16 | “____ﬂ“““'--—-—-._., 1
492
' G L
‘14_ 90
L ___i/ 1 ‘
- 88
., | @
" | —-36.
‘IO- —-34.
. - 82
8 *¢I%= IEIE&I | 4
| | A - 80
6 1 " 1 n 1 " 1 " 1 -78
70 75 80 85 90
&R/

P2] 5 il P o) S5 30 R 00 LU VA o P A RS R i e S
Fig.5 Effect of temperature on gel strength and sensory score of mulberry konjac jelly
2.2 MERRKEEITSER
WAL, e o AT S R DR B P A S, (R, AR50 0 i B B O S R TR R I e W e 1A 3
ERFRE G RE Rk Emp) 3 MRERE, 202 BT, FRRKR. FERXRNENE. @l
HE o W e AR SR R BE SRR N RN 0.200 0.30. 0.40 g/100 mL, EHEZME N 0.15. 0.20. 0.25 g/100
mL, REKBMEN 4. 6. 8 g/100 mL. HEPHEARINE Y 5 ¢/100 mL, KRR E N 80 C. LAk
[z am B g il , A 3 & 3 /K1) Box-Behnken iX36 #cit!13, 3£ 17 4ik36, 4% 3 4NF
7. AR R 5K RE 2
#2 WK KT

Tab.2 Factors and levels of response surface experiments

EES
7R 7 T e
i A BESERNR DN (2100 mL) B Az Nt /g- 100 mL-) C FEEHEEINEL/ (2100 mL)
-1 0.20 0.15 4.00
0 0.30 0.20 6.00
1 0.40 0.25 8.00

EREFRABERAER E, UETHENREQA). RREBSBINE®B). RERKBMNEBOC) NAE
B, CARERCRIE (RN MR, *F R ARG &N T ERAET MK, KB 54R LE
3.
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Tab.3 Response surface design and results for gel strength of mulberry konjac jelly

W5 | A EEREIR (2100 L) B R4 /(g 100 mL C I HRINF/(2100 mL) IR 9 N
1 030 0.20 6.00 13.340.50
2 0.40 0.15 6.00 15.340.43
3 0.30 0.20 6.00 13.240.14
4 0.40 0.20 8.00 14.40.29
5 0.40 0.20 4.00 14.940.33
6 030 0.20 6.00 13.320.33
7 0.30 0.20 6.00 13.240.33
8 0.20 0.20 4.00 11.4+0.49
9 0.30 0.25 8.00 15.640.33
10 0.30 0.15 8.00 11.941.27
Il 0.20 0.25 6.00 14.6£0.94
12 0.20 0.15 6.00 11.8£1.23
13 0.40 0.25 6.00 16.940.12
14 030 0.15 4.00 13.120.33
15 0.30 0.25 4.00 13.840.19
16 0.20 0.20 8.00 12.240.61
17 0.30 0.20 6.00 13.340.18

& 4 %0, #HA F=1 105.93, P<<0.0001, FYRIGHTH A IR R E EW, 4%
FHREEE M. KIH P=0.367 8, £ P<0.05 KV LEAEH, MEAEHR MR, BEERE R
RAgi =0.998 4, R R CV=0.43%, HHHA 0.16%MA5 AR iz B A @R, Rz R &1
L5

Fl#& A, B, C MREHBEFEEASRERERSEFmENR T E, ZHH AB. AC. BC 1] P fH{L
#HANT 001, MREEFE S RGN B EERAAREFENEm. 00 A2, B2 C21 P Ak
B THREZKTE. BERBMENFZFEREES S RGRKRERmE R, KR RRRENE, 3
Kmneg., JFEEXE SR GEERRES SHERBRN IR EEEA.

R=13.26+1.44A+1.10B+0.11C-0.3AB-0.32AC+0.7SBC+0.51 A2 +0.88B2-0.54C2

s & TR B 4 0HE e s B R BN BRI B B S AR e AR B, IE B R S R T 1) .

24 BRI AR ] I AT Ay 2 A A
Tab.4 Analysis of variance for the regression model of gel strength

Kol T H HE pi] Fif P
AR 34.84 9 387 1105.93 <0.000 1
A BRI R 16.53 1 16.53 4723.21 <0.000 1
B RHiim 9.68 1 9.68 2765.71 <0.000 1
C S Fding 0.10 1 0.10 28.93 0.001
AB 0.36 1 0.36 102.86 <0.000 1
AC 0.42 1 0.42 120.71 <0.000 1
BC 2.25 1 2.25 642.86 <0.000 1
A? 1.08 1 1.08 309.84 <0.000 1
B? 3.28 1 3.28 936.91 <0.000 1
c? 1.24 1 1.24 354.05 <0.000 1
W 0.025 7 3.50%10-

241l 0.013 3 4.17x103 1.39 0.367 8
Al 7 0.012 4 3.00x107

A 34.86 16

i P<005, EREE; P<001, ERMTEE.

Bl 6 & 3 MEREAER 2 AN 5 S B R TR 0 = g N P, R8BS N % TR 3R (R] 1 22 BLAEE
Ho BB 6(a)b)Rw, I A HliJy e i e 87 i 4 F5F 0 5 bl B B, 350 W JBE ok VA n B 1 R e AR e
e |EERBINE K. BEEFRARMERNEN, JRERFEGRENREGREREARE FHES, R
PR & ) e HE BT E & RGN SRRGRE B 28K, H ETHES-FRE. [ERMGBIYF
FCHE 5 G SRR 11 B 5 BT S e L/
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1T Design-Expert8.0.6 X fF 447, FEHEMKIEE 80 'C. A MHS (A 30 min B, BEFE. FHK. R
BB IME D58 0.40. 0.25, 6.99 /100 mL B 38 4 5 & FUR BE 28 2 B R, & 26 fF R gt
5 P A TIIAE M 17.020 6 No RAMRALE S EGEAT IR RIS, A4 [ E R &0 5N, EIKEE
80 'C, MKW 30 min, BEFHy. Rhf. FRERBINED A 040, 0.25. 7.00 g/100 mL. £ 3 X
AT ARG 5 13 S FE RE 5 4 R B R 9(16.960 2+0.361 2)N, SHEEEITRMIME 17.020 6 N I &
EER, WHNEREBMEAE NS B R

B FuRERE e o M REBRENE

e unu"':;*---._H ‘____,..;-"' A REBRENE

“am
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Fig.6 Response surface diagram of interaction among various factors on gel strength of mulberry konjac jelly
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23 REBFESGRFPIETYRMBELERSSE
WA R R YRR NPT L AU E SRR, R 5 W, REBTEAREPERES
5. Bk, w. BEIURME BCER, HOEE R, &3 702 mgke: KEMEEREEFGEER C.
Bi. Ba. Be WURPHYEAEZR, HPHEER By Sff s, A% 597 pg/mL. RUSFE TR G RKAGEAUF
& FRE .
5 RERES SR EET R R R

Tab.5 Main mineral and vitamin content in mulberry konjac jelly

i F i (mgkg") Hed® T (pg-mL")
Ca 70.242.59 g C 1.26+0.11
Fe 3.8+0.24 HHE#E B 3.52+0.27
Se 0.2+0.05 4 E B, 5.97+0.18
Zn 0.3£0.07 Het % By 3.94£0.51

24 REBFEARFNEERAMKLEE
HE 6 A, REAREBETFRERGFELEGTARLEAR. vEARE 15 EAEKR, RERET
HaRGPRALARTERR, HREGER. XWAAERAETRESIER, B AR
REMBAESSERETAERRT AR RE S, WA DRIA —E T, RUIA R 6 %
MR T E 5 RERG —ENREII
6 REMEE A R R IR & R

Tab.6 Amino acid composition and content of mulberry konjac jelly

HHM Gt /(mg-gh) HAEE T mgg™)

RAE 0.1890.05 W 0.099+0.02
BaE 0.0970.01 e 0.016:0.00
2 F M 0.03320.01 HEAM 0.010+0.00
HE g 0.016£0.00 Tt EER 0.012+0.00
FeEm 0.018£0.01 FLREE 0.018:+0.00
A 0.014£0.01 ESTSEAN 0.012:0.00
A 0.022£0.00 R 0.013+0.00
[ 0.015=0.00

3% i

et B R 3 A O 22 L SR EC BT R A R R I 5 R R S 0 IR EBUR I 3 NEIR, B R
FH Wi I8 7 73 B g 7 S EE TR S G R VRIC 7 19 IR 2 B B, g e v el 9 T 1) O BT 3R S LA
FAE R BEAT IR AR, BT B8 30 SRR B e S o 2 S0 K/ D e B S A T O > R B S I B > 5%
PRI, Ak, BEFER AR R IR RE S RN R R A R E R . 4R,
RAHERZRERTFESRENRELZHRM9: BEH. R, FEK. AawBEGENES N
0.40. 0.25. 7.00. 5.00 g/100 mL. AXKH FHREBFESRETE SV YR, RER. 44+
FEFLER, AFEMEN TR T ARE THEARSH, HARE EERNMRIFTIAEE | IR
fitt o
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