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Effects of SO, on the Determination of Diacetyl in Beer

XU Da-hao
Jiangsu Food Occupational Techniques College Huai’an Jiangsu 223001 China

Abstract  The hydrosulfite in beer would cause deviation of the determination of diacetyl content in beer by EBC method. However
the innovated CC method could effectively avoid such deviation. Through the contrast experiment of the two analytic methods  the re-
sults indicated that SO, would influence the determination of diacetyl as EBC method applied however CC method had the superiori-
ties of high accuracy and rapid operation. The main difference of CC method and EBC method laid in the distillate distillate gathered
in strong acid solution for CC method . Tran. by YUE Yang
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