EEARZEE 31DH BREF R BISE
KEE F %

(BRI KFHET S HripE  712100)
E 57 m

(ERRSRELRERERE (SR 464000)

WE BT WA TR O H1 5K ( Leuconostoc oenos)3IDH  [RMEAGE:. 5L £,

18~ 00T hydsTERM - LMEB(MLF) (0 B5E B, pH<3.18f, MLF % @%: 31DH
X SO, itk 60mg /L HAER 12.8% MFHIE. WMLt MLF 5, S8 TH 20~ 3.5 /L,
FRBMERR 9 EF 020~ 030z /LA 015~ 0.2g /L, RBEHHEKL S L. NBRTET

H. 0. iE, FEEDIHRE.

X@ia WABEREIIDH, TAWRE, EREK - AMEE

¥R - F M % & ( malolactic ferme

ntation, MLF) {F 3% — #h 4 ¥ Rk B2 7 3, %

RETAHGARER. UMM EYNEE
HETHEEATERNER ). ARBEL
MLF ZZMAENEZN, BBERTHND
fr HEBELRAESEAT RABY. B,
AT EHRBEMHEHEREN T R
MLF. & F A R @R A R RO N4,
MLF 255G, MmN Qe =gk i g R
RIKREW. Nit, SEEER-FERG, UAR
X H RS TR AL

WY HZW JDH 5| g £ H, Xt H M
FERERSR, BRABRMRERSY. £
WR#E3DH AR E TAHHEBE L™ L &
MBI TaEdE MR MLF M #&ERENE
.

1 #RG*E

1.1 HE#RftiSgEas

BB Leuconostoc oenos) 31DH 3E4#:
T4 08 o o B 5 B Tl 2 5 B SR
CRRATRRRA 48 T2  (Cabernet). o 1 %
(Cabernet Sauvignon). {E#]|E( Cavignane) fI
R HE(Pinot noir), MRATEER WM
JFORL 3 4.
1.2 ITEHRR

R B~ WK REE EH—
TE— 1% 3% BB M 3IDH #i74 %
BiR. &ABAENEB, =KER.
1.3 EMERLEET Ktk

1996 — 01 — 23 ey
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EAL R A R R AT, RS
FHE RN REERES. 18~ 20 C Ik
%6~ 7d, FHFAEEGE 10° /mi B3 HERH.

1.4 SAE

141 BM. HRM. WHEE 2S0, ¥
® SO, AN, BTN ERRER AT
AE T EHT.

142 pHEE: MEitE.

1.43 MLF &#: BERFE?.

1.44 HEHWFEEET: RABRKEE
YR ANITE.

2 HBR5E

2.1 31DH WFEFANBERE

211 BEX MLF B EZm: 7645 7 BRI
kb 31IDH, BFRIEE S MLF EMEAR
HESSRINXER. EREW, 10~ 25T
BEWERN. MLF R XEHERERNA R
TidE, EXRAELRNSTEMEREMR
BEE(RD. MNEERERRSENRRY
friy MLF EERA S SRS %, 18~ 21T
& 3IDH # 17 MLF & B & B &
21.2 pH@Em: HHBEM pH EHER
3IDH &R Bt A MLF E P RERRE
B FHMBERAOTRERERY. pH A
3.1~ 3.6 2, 2 MLF #9ndEkE#E pH
MM AmSE EEXRMEEBRZ EFH
(B 1). pH<3.18f, MLF F5ahExE; pHfE
M3.1 58P 3.2 64, 31DH #% Bk 5 K
B, MERRABEAMIIFE, pHEMNM

wmEY ¥ E® <15

3.2 k3 3.4 5, MLF #E R4 R
EAMEBRARARBERNN. —BIFERT,
FEHTMLFERKN TOREE pH 34
2.8 ~ 3.58, 31DH # pH3.1 I F R, MLF
e or it 9 0 K R F A B AT, {2 pH>34
i, #fTMLF EEHEETELAMSBAR
MIfERS .

a0
30|

201

MLF (¢/d)

10

1 1 1 1 LT

i I
3.1 3.2 3.3 3.4 35 3.6

pH

B 1 pH3t MLF #EERIERMEEHIEW
L MLF: 1L %8

2.1.3 31DH %} SO, liHit: &M+ SO,
IR &% MLF R i e iR, 31DH
%54 SO, HRE i, & 60mg /L, EiX

YEHE ., MLF B AEHF(FR2. K
TEERER, £SO, XEMEMEK, MLF®&
AR H MLF s iR, EAABREHD
SO, 5% pH W RIPH A Br R8N, HBE&
9 pH BB{H45 474 SO, i E A SO, ¥ 4k, ¥
B SO, MK, ARG
E2ERARH, BEENHTHERY MLF
HodEHE. MM SO, £/ F. 3IDH R

%1 BEYMLF ZERELERS SROER

Pissisic RREHNE BARSR SSRmE: FEARSR SSRM %
() (d) (/L) 0.05 001 /L) 0.05 0.

10 >40 0.235 a A 0.280 a A
15 21 0.257 ab AB 0.315 b AB
18 16 0.340 ¢c B 0.4%0 c B
21 15 0.346 ¢ B 0.44] ¢ B
25 . 12 0.34 d C 0.663 d C

i AR LRI AU TR,
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AR P2 BIIIRERR, B MLF  $53%)5 0 31DH f840 12.5% QM & 4 T %

EEWFEER. fIMLF: Z¥5Barnny 56
214 JIDHMBHE M TREREH £ 128% BEELMH TR MLE. B, 4
(#£3), JIDHEEHEBHERE. 29k FfEF 31IDH # 47 MLF ®] L # 4 1 09

#®2 E50,KEX MLF EENEN

BLatmi © % 50, ¥ E(mg /L)

% & B %) pH 2 30 40 50 1] 70 %0
%R 10.8 328 ++ ++ + + + -~ -
ATk 1.5 3.36 ++ ++ + + + — -
£ Fim 10.7 338 T4+t +4 ++ + + -
Bk .8 348 o+ + ++ ++ + + - -

++ +MLF0d 435818 ; ++MLF20d [y 528 .

+  MLFmiglgs; - MUF R

%3 BB 3IDH i#iT MLF &M
R A #* i

# B £50{mg /L) #E SOmg /1) A % 3l DH## 31 DH @y
1992 g1 % + 55.20 28.25 1.9 + +
1992 g7 22 11 25.28 £31 120 + +
1993 g i % 41.60 18.42 11.7 + +
1994 g o g %) 2.00 117 + +
1995 w: fj B 3274 17.41 125 + +
1995 £ M 40.28 20.07 13.3 - -
1995 47 24 39.00 16.32 12.8 - +

i o+ 0dpyk e T MLE —30d gk MLF

W 35 0 T 8 A\ LB b Ay 2
22 3IDH %M MLF B #EERRL K "7
-] 5 0.4}
221 MLF3{&EBRSHTE & oxf
2211 BRRMTH: BE MLT &, 8 ;E 0 2k
PEEAEAT TR, MLFE&®RS, 53R |
H. BREWEERE 20~ 34g /L 2 [(A 2). /10 11/10 14710 17/ 10 207 10237 1076710 29710
BRREEER R EFIMAEEE, H34g /L /) BHERR(E/E)

MRS B S SR, 228 /L.
2212 HFERMMTE: MLF S bl kp
BEEREN LTI 3). BRRSRNEEA : :
HER MLF 275 I % A0 5 MM T SRR

b, HRBAERSBERSA /AL, E3R0 OAGRUNHES MLEE, %

B2 MLF 384 R riEr e R L
WL sk I feRm; UL RER; V. B
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RERMAMLEF, EFAWEER020~ 030g/L
I N :

9.5¢+
8.51

7.5F

E#(g/L)

6.51

5.5
01’_, 1 L t I 1 1 1 !
8/10 11/1014/10 17/1020/1023/10 26/10 29/10

REHMI(B/R)

Bl 3 MLF 8 R A il ke R i aE (b
wie: L omibes; L s UL 4Rm; V. 5B

2213 HEREATWA: & MLF R WHEE
HEAMESELAWEA 015~ -022g /L 2]
(%£4). KREHEH MLF 512X KA infE

S B

N 17 .

RIC. SHEBSHE ZREEE. 2
FRMAREMAENER. BRETRNELR
BSRTHENTESR SEIERSEZH

£ RIK, BRMEAE.
F4 MLFEEAREEENTL

——— R R Ek(g /L) SSR M5

MLFg MLF)5 #igfg 005 001
[ A3 0.235 0.432 0.197 A
% 0.231 0.386 0.155 b B
tERm 0.180 0.389 0.209 a A
Bk 0.182 0.380 0.218 a A

2.2.2 MLF EHBRTFERBNZEL: Kok
1 3T DA BB e VP AT A WA B R
HAL AT LAHBTAT R A O Ry T
HPHE 4 AR, RS LR, ®a; AT
Sk, OBEEME, £6~ T2ZER, OKHE

%5 MLF HRGkEREMOER

- " bopchiin MLF 5V #is I E R _ MLF |5
HHEK FEHE( %) BER(g /L) . B(g /L) FRHEY
Ch% 460 10.3 3.818 1.435 5.05
R 3.32 105 3945 1.443 5.1
R 312 10.6 3755 1.391 5.45
=i 512 1.3 3,589 1.258 6.45
BEL HS0, 3
M6 BHEMMITESER
WHERE i o - PP i
' Y k& MLF Ehad. BERE. WEKRShE, SEe. fl
LIy £ CaCO,ERE © Shafh. REVE. WHEEHE, BWRAEDE
MLF & W, HUSMREENNEE. nBEA. i
# % MLF EOA6, REERS. BEXHE, SR
AERE CaC0, [t EALfl. FRE. OWKYE. B
MLF £ 4 Fhat, BREMRENNE. OKEHE. S %Ki
*#: MLF e, ARE BAE BERE
HHmR CaCO, fERE LaFEA. BRE. mmﬁsxmﬂ, L5 37]
MLF 524 Hamarize, FREMNE. WEEDE. HR
F# MLF HMaA, RERE. BeER %K
RHiE CaC0, g HRO6, AREF WEES, kE
MLF 524 B, RPEREHS. AEEER. ADNTWE. KK
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STUDIES ON ENOLOGICAL CHARACTERIZATION OF
LEUCONOSTOC OENOS 31DH

Zhang Chunhui Li Hua
(The College of Enology, Northwestem Agricultural University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100)
Xia Shuangmei
(Department of Plant Science, Xinyang Agricultural Academy, Xinyang 464000)

Abstract The enological characterization of Leuconostoc oenos 31DH was studied with
four varieties of grapes’ dry red wine. The results indicated that the optimum temperature of
malolactic fermentation (MLF) was 18 ~ 21 C . At low pH value (3.1), MLF was hardly in-
duced. This strain could tolerate high concentration of SO; '(6()mg /L) and ethanol (12.8%,
v [v). The results also indicated that after MLF, reduction of total acid varied from
2.0-3.5g /L, volatile acidity and ester increased: 0.20—0.30 g /L in the former, 0.15—0.22g/L
in the latter, flavor balance index reached to 5. Compared with control, the wine undergone
MLF tasted softer and mellower, MLF caused by Leuconostoc oenos 31DH was beneficial
to wine quality.

Key words Leuconostoc oenos 31DH, Dry red wine, Malolactic fermentation
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