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Abstract
In order to develop a healthy jam product that meets the needs of consumers, the production
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process of South African orange jam and the sugar substitute test were studied using the sin-
gle-factor method and the response surface method. Firstly, the single factor experiment was per-
formed to determine the optimal amount of sucrose, citric acid and pectin with sense evaluation.
Secondly, sugar substitute experiment was carried out to determine the optimal amount of sucra-
lose and stevia sugar by the single factor experiment. And then response surface experiments
were performed optimize the production process of orange jam. The results indicated that the op-
timal process conditions were as following: 55.49% sucrose, 1.60% pectin, 0.10% citric acid, ste-
via sugar (0.055 g, replacing 12.95% sucrose) and sucralose (0.829 mg, replacing 1.03% sucrose),
which then are mixed with orange juice at a ratio of 1:1 and concentrated.
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1. 518

AR, R R, RITRHOTO, FRIKRE. EEBSEEENRE. G, FEmA%EE R
C, WS WE. EVIRCL R AS . B BREE[1]. BB AR, RGN ZH, BARTITE,
PRIRAIE 2 Thak. #2 G BB & LK T RRE,  Im R R e IR P R 15 771 5 A i e AN AT DASE B /KSR
MEHIT, T H AT KR AP E 2]

SR PEE I B R TR R Y 130 fiF. RAREAHEL B LRAIER . SRS MAERKNR S, &
A F T ATIB m L . HE PR AERRIE . OO KRG ZE[3]. —SUMEMERNEE S, ONIERER 600 fiF; K
A, At NRFEAERIER . SR T AR & BB FR BRI N HE, AR AR AR . BER
PN, FR GG, A A R, HfRether, TG, SRaAiiE, 5REM SR L.
STEITH, HAMAEAEE, AHRET T AR A& 1 1/3~1/2 [4].

REOREHEN, HEZF, BT EEEH, Hnr DA RL A & 5 & A DL Rk, 776 AT
ATEAITE TR AR IORIE AT A, — MR S R M T 2 A = SRR (S SR
WAL, HArE NS RIE . ASES AR RS g ), i o R g A e 1 T A B A AL T RE R
PSS HIE T 2. DA RIRRE AT 1. SR il 4 5) BLAGEAR 1 s %

2. MREREB] [6] [7]
2.1. #8

JERELAR: mARRE . RERE. RAS(E S, WEREE SR ERAR) . AR (R, Wik
EERARAR) =FUER(ERmg, WHbE R ERAR). MEEE &M, W% > 750, HIEX
=25 R A ).

IXHS: BEHLEhE: 25 w, JAREMEIGHEEHIEGRAR) B @EI%E: 2100 w, | HR3E
AR B RIS A TR A F]). JA2003N B R (HEE ) LH-Q20 #HrtA (UMb E AR HG IR A
A). KEBChZE: 1200w, THEFE). pH it(5: pH-25, L), Q¥mEEM )5 .
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22. TEHIB
Bhitk — i e — 25 Y — FHF — 3T K — BB e — 358 BRIk 4 — 25 B — KB — ¥ 20— il o
2.3. BIEES

Pk radEre . PRk EPEET. B . O IRE. TR AR

TEDE: AR E SRR R I 56T, NS BT A M R AR R IOK 4.

FRE N RN 72 5 B S R A rh (AR5 J8E 4 5 T R 356 1) XU

PETE: 45 1.00 kg R¥s 2 H] 1.33 kg (IR TIT 9

RCHE R TC: AR YR HE S AORUBE B & LU R SR =/ (B & + JKJIRER)],  7E ROKHR C AN RV 2 1) JRE W
W ARKERT [ E KR, SCRRE 00 B e LU BCHIA . 7E 90~100°C I #HE /K, I SRR 28 SR fie 58
VEM, R MR KRS 5~6 min, FIHLRES BaBb /K 4ERFIREE, 55 INAT R MR VA WA R 15 R PO AR

PEPERAE : R (BRI S 25 B KPR AT R BIR I 4% 11 IRA B, JRURTHe . {3 il
G RAS AR PAK R, B R A RN G AN A . IRGE 9 e, SEHES

K HTREPPERE R pH B, FrUCRGeHE S, 203 DUROCRE# S, 18 100°C 444
NG 20 min, BUH S 4330 80°C . 60°C. 40°C [I/KEEAT 40 BOA 18]

2.4. 753%

24.1. ¥WMF5E
RV INE : SRR DU e CE s pH B9IsE: RAIEE S pH 1HE.

2.4.2. BERNE

JeCLRERE . ATIEIR . SRR INEAT R RIS, CURE RV E R AR R ) At
IINE; AR5 P DL = SURERE FOE 4G 08 E A D s AT B DR R AN RS, IR IR PR — 2D = AR
TSR R AE R I R[], ARJE DURIR . REME. = &REREAIEH 29051 4 B IFRm ik as, AR
e hn T T 224107,

B ARG FRE & A2 45% K IERE . 0.3%FF IR A1 100 g Ry, 7F 500 w I HL Rl iR~
Wl 9 735, W B RIIKE N 0.1%. 0.6%. 1.1%. 1.6%. 2.1%1) 5 /K, BF 50 F IR FE %o B AR g L %
RE VNS R, BAKFRE 3N ER.

FERE LR 2R FRE R I A ) SRR SRR N, FFRREL 100 g Ryt 0.3% TR, 7E 500
w K LRI R B R ke 9 4y Bh, BB ERHIRIE N 35%. 45%. 55%. 65%-. 75%[1) 5 AN, B SRR
FEXT r AR SR BB VR4S A s, AR E 3N EE.

PR R R A0 s AR IR 0 i e R RERE B ARV N, JFARE 100 g SRyt #E 500 w )
HL RGN IR R IR AR 9 0, BB IRIKE N 0.10%. 0.15%. 0.20%. 0.25%. 0.30%] 5 /K F, Wit
PR BT g JEAE R IR EIE M A e m, BASKPIE 3N ER.

AU R A ARG PRI BRI A R . BERE . BRI R (T R BN R E WL
SEMER, ki/NKRE), FREUE 100 g, 7E 500 w AR T kYE 9 b, B = SUEREA
TEFERIELBIA 0% 20%. 40%. 60%. 80%. 100%FH] 6 /K, FEARHEHE1 H MR K AR 21 E
A, BRI A R R E BRI, BF T = SR RE AR ot R R R R B RIS R, KR
BI3INHKE.

TR BN ARG RIS R B E R . RERE . ARSI B (T B R B R E R L
DEMWES, ER/NKREE), FREUE 100 g, £ 500 w YR E T kYE 9 b, B AR B AR
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HiREe 5%

FEMERIEL 5] 0%, 20%. 40%. 60%. 80%. 100%] 6 /KT, FFMRIETHHES H AK B BB R R
A, BRI REATEIRIGE, B FCE P B AR L B AR R B E VPN S s, BN KPR
B3 NER.

2.4.3. MR ERERIT[11] [12] [13]

FERRFR A AR b, DURE PRS0 M niqe, DURES. RERE. FHAGPEH . —SURERE RN g
NBEAE, K Box-Behnkend A3 3 /K- FREAT IR i, BEATHIVE T2 RAFAL . BRI PR AT A4
WA 1o

Table 1. Experimental factors and level table of RSM
1 WEEREERKEER

K&
7J<S’Z > ez S —
A BL% B: JENE% C: HHZHEH /% D: =&UEHE%
-1 0.6 55 0 0
0 1.1 65 20 20
1 1.6 75 40 40

244, BEWESE
MH A 12 44 25 35NN B A T4 /N2, DB JRUR BRI ZH A OIR 76 3 J7 TR SR B kAT B v
PERIARAESS & 7 AR B 505 AT 5% STk 2 [14] [15], VR FrifE 172 2,

Table 2. Sense evaluation standard of South African orange jam

* 2 FFRREREITSE

PEAITIE PEAM b Nzl
BAmERG. BH G 16~20

%20 43) w, LR 8~15
WEA, TOBE 1-7

TR . T RFIER, SRR T R AR A, IR 32~40

R 171K (40 43) TRER R, A R AR R 24~31
PRk IR, A R R 1~23

BB S FEE D sl R 32~40

LUIRA (40 41) BikB5), RS, sl 24~31
Bk, Mtz 1~23

2.45. BIRAIBS %

4K 1IBM-SPSS-Statistics 19 #FiE47 5[ 2= 77 2 734t FIF Design-Expert 8.0 FA4: 447 i S i1

G HT o

3. /RS S

3.1 RERERAFHNHRE
3.1.1. RERMERESF

DRI IE L A N A R ) R R A I ALGUIRTS, FHZ IR 2 bRuEREAT P4, 45 R 3.
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iR 5%

Table 3. Additive amount of pectin
3. RERME

St RS
0.1 69.60 £ 9.78A
0.6 76.70 £ 6.20A
11 76.70 £ 7.29A
16 72.80 £ 7.32A
2.1 71.50 £ 11.15A

Ve FSIRAEFEFRE P <00l KPEREEE, FM.
H2% 3 a5, ANER R A INEX R E A GURS I LR EEZR, WRE N 1L1%K RN E S
SR R, PRI FRIR E A 1.1% ) BRI ) B o,
3.1.2. ITEERRMEREE
TR LG E LT I A [F) B A AT A5 R T4 T I SR (O XU, %35 2 ORRUEREAT B VMY, S5 R I 4.

Table 4. Additive amount of citric acid
= 4. FTIBERARME

% R pH EEN T
0.10 3.47 81.25 + 5.44A
0.15 3.33 77.90 + 4.84A
0.20 331 82.80 +5.47A
0.25 3.29 78.90 + 9.15A
0.30 3.26 75.85 + 10.04A

FHE% 4 a0, SR RTAG IR A 8 I ok B3 XU PRS2 T S 8 1 22 5, S e /D IR N A 0.10%
NP SN
3.1.3. EREAMEREREF

ARG 3L 77 0 AN ] 2 A Ol 40 g R SR 1 XU S AT v Ve T & &, 1532 2 bR uERE AT R
PR, 455 5.

Table 5. Additive amount of sucrose
< 5. FHERAME

HE% L R TEA1% BEITNE
35 385 75.70 + 6.50B
45 46.0 79.00 + 4.29AB
55 54.0 80.60 + 4.22AB
65 57.0 83.00 + 8.33A
75 63.0 67.00 £9.76C

LA 5 AR, BEE RERER LRI, RVA TR OZ AT e AN R RERE RV IR R SR
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RWRFMAT BB 225, B PP RIS E PR IR AL ass, HBEREAN NSy 65%I, JLEE PEHT
7yt 1B 45%A1 55% & & (M HEME L 3 PEZE e o 10 2 R W A0 I B 75% 0, LR PR 0 E
IG5 A B RN 22 5 2 o NN 6595 EL VA L P A R I A1 41 (0 R Y R, RS FR I
WA T L SE s R T RHUSe s, BB HOsE 200 . 5B 65% /2 1M )3 B AR

3.1.4. HBWEHRMEAESE
WRIETURL AT RN, B0 AR B2 REREAT 130 Ao AR B DR 3 16008 2o Y A 2 R SR A 94 2 D 7
B CEECA AR AR A RE I B R v, P EEAT RO VPO LAIRAS T A B R IR R AN, aE R 6.

Table 6. Additive amount of stevia sugar

6. WHEPEEHRME

% A A B % RPN 5)
0 51.7 79.40 + 6.55AB
20 45.7 85.00 +5.31A
40 41.7 77.60 +8.96BC
60 35.0 72.40 +7.20CD
80 28.0 70.40 £6.74D
100 18.0 60.90 + 8.67E

HI7% 6 IR, ANE] R0 B0 AR R RO R B PR R . A AR N Y 20%
I, R DR, il (Hi 5 0% s ER A H R E R . AR NEm, e
RERGBRAIG, SR ) A AR IZ T AR 72 . WOs % 2002 B S 4G 1 1ok B AR IN B 2R3

3.15. ZSEFERMEBAERE

252 ) ORM N = SURERE IR P L 9 FERE (1) 600 %5 AT = S RERERAR B 2B 40 e, DAPRACIE bE
A, RIIE S I A R B = &R R % b, 3T IR I e B = AR R B AR, 45
W7,

Table 7. Additive amount of sucralose
7. —EEERNE

EHEI% TR T EEFN
0 54.0 66.70 + 6.27CD
20 46.7 78.60 + 5.66A
40 37.3 71.40 + 6.32BC
60 33.7 71.90 + 3.73BC
80 27.7 75.40 + 4.09AB
100 18.0 61.40 + 10.53D

T 7 AL, AN R = U B AT R X R B R . —EUERER IR 20%
I ECE NS 0 e, 80%. 60%-. 40%-. 0% 2 & 1) —SUEHEIR 2, 100% M 1S 0 el . 8 20% 7
B AR RS B R,
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3.2. MNERESRS S

A Design-Expert 8.0 #LFFXT 4 8 MR EAT [ G0, SRS B RERE S R SRR
SRS SRS E VNG Z A B AR, 153 8 R TR

& F 35> = 24.82761 + 54.00567A + 0.76354B — 0.072313C + 0.38350D — 0.38500AB + 0.037500AC —
0.43000AD + 9.37500E — 004BC + 3.75000E — 004BD — 7.18750E — 004CD — 10.78667A2 — 3.40417E —
003B2 — 2.17917E — 003C2 + 8.05208E — 004D2

&

Table 8. Experimental methods and results of RSM
#8 MUERBSRSER

FRET S KRS RIgI% W% HARET%  ZEUENE% B DI AR R R AR T
12 1 1.6 65 20 40 67.50 68.44
19 2 0.6 65 40 20 73.80 73.28
20 3 1.6 65 40 20 74.00 71.43
21 4 11 55 20 0 78.00 79.12

2 5 1.6 55 20 20 76.60 75.71
26 6 11 65 20 20 78.00 77.36
25 7 11 65 20 20 75.90 77.36
28 8 11 65 20 20 78.40 77.36
15 9 11 55 40 20 75.70 75.29
24 10 11 75 20 40 76.00 75.71
18 11 1.6 65 0 20 72.20 73.55

1 12 0.6 55 20 20 75.00 74.46

8 13 11 65 40 40 72.70 74.14
13 14 11 55 0 20 79.30 78.53
17 15 0.6 65 0 20 73.50 76.9
9 16 0.6 65 20 0 74.40 72.93
16 17 11 75 40 20 73.90 74.14
6 18 11 65 40 0 74.80 76.61
3 19 0.6 75 20 20 76.20 76.79
22 20 11 75 20 0 78.10 77.45
11 21 0.6 65 20 40 81.10 79.64

7 22 11 65 0 40 79.70 77.59
5 23 11 65 0 0 80.65 78.90
27 24 11 65 20 20 78.00 77.36
23 25 11 55 20 40 75.60 77.08
29 26 11 65 20 20 76.50 77.36
10 27 1.6 65 20 0 78.00 78.93
14 28 11 75 0 20 76.75 76.63
4 29 1.6 75 20 20 70.10 70.34
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2P < 0.050, NRRHERIFEEEN. BH BRI R0, BE 9 R Al s, @ rir
R R R E VPN B A R R 2 BURI A B3, SRR EEP < 0.01). —XKIIA B3, CEE, B
AEFE, DA R A REE, BPARYE, CCAEYE, DPARE: ZHI AD H#E¥, AB. AC,
BC. BD. CD A& . 1 FAH AT LAE H2ma e SR RSB PR A E kR 2 C B > AR >D
—EJERE > B .

Table 9. Analysis results of regression statistics
%< 9. EAGI s

PRZEERIR 7R H BJ7 FAH P
it 206.08 14 14.72 4.10 0.0062" B3
AR 20.28 1 20.28 5.65 0.0322"
B- Bl 6.98 1 6.98 1.94 0.1849
C-Fit s 24.65 1 24.65 6.87 0.0201"
D- =S 10.74 1 10.74 2.99 0.1056
AB 14.82 1 14.82 4.13 0.0615
AC 0.56 1 0.56 0.16 0.6981
AD 73.96 1 73.96 20.62 0.0005™
BC 0.14 1 0.14 0.039 0.8459
BD 0.023 1 0.023 0.006 0.9380
CD 0.33 1 0.33 0.092 0.7659
A 47.17 1 47.17 13.15 0.0028"™
B? 0.75 1 0.75 0.21 0.6542
c? 4.93 1 4.93 1.37 0.2607
D? 0.67 1 0.67 0.19 0.6715
7= 50.22 14 3.59
AL 45.45 10 4.55 3.81 0.1046 ENTES
AR 477 4 1.19
syl 256.30 28

e THRRERMEEP <0.01); "FREREEEP<0.05).

R EERE. EAERET . = SUSERRT rE FER S R VA4S 20 1D S 14 Ve S TR 5 e 2 L] 1

F Design-Expert %7 {475 30 ey J8 [ A0 48 1 2 [, 43 17 AN [ DR 3 0] 7 A6 SR IR B VP 197 B A8 ELSE
M S 7 P P 18 3 PR s R T 26 B i A SR 3 R B VAN A5 20 A8 A R i R, 9, U o DT 3 0 o A S 5 Uk
HVPI AR (MR BB g S 25 o T A5 v 4R L Hh T B B s % DR E R e R SR B VAN AR 4 s
M AT CABE B () 15 H et T 258 55 i 2 Hh e /AR 2 P v o B0 S i 2 T ) e v o, LS5 i 2R (R TR AT
DA B BRI 5855, WIRIED A m R, B RAAR R,

B L(a)mI N,  SRRORT R WA I 0 m R R I B PPN 2 A LRSI IR T, RN
WA o 50 SR R AN R R VS o 2 1028 ELAE L e RS B VRN S i B . MR R T 1.0%~1.2%2
() [ T L RE W B A T~ 50%~58% 2 A1 RE[F e A B, B AR RS K B VAN 1570 B SR i £ 5 1 1 348 o g 38
K BRBRE ST 1.0%~1.2% [AIFE [ 28 . REHE & 5 T 50%~58% L [A]FE [ E (H I, F AER BB vFN 15
3 B SR 5 R B 1 I T BRI
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() RIS 12 R A S [ 1288 2

T
1.00 1.20
A RE

A 0.60
o (b) SURCHIE I8 116 S0 9 5 TR 5 B4 P

0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 . 1.60
A R
() SRR = G TRERL- B 5 MV 4 i e % e

- @%%ZSW o ’ %a@ 755,00 60.100 6%%);; 70I.00 75.|00
X X . B: L
(cly TRERERTVTE 440 R 182 2 T TR T 45 2 2 1
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- T T T
55.00 60.00 65.00 70.00 75.00
B: JEHE

© 40.00
7 32.00 -
76 >
X ) %24.00
S~ ’Hl
{ELE,[ 73 ® S
it I
111600 4
a)
40.00 ; » 008'00 1
—
: ~732.00
. //ﬁoo e 0.00 | : |

o 16 6.007 R
\ﬁf?/;% 8-06(%%?{00 o &»\z\%\*ﬁ% 0.00 8.00 16.00 2400 32,00  40.00
e ’ ' ’ C: #%H
(F) THAR T AP0 = SR SR 580 M W [ T 5 ren 2%

Figure 1. Effects of sucrose, pectin, sucralose and stevia sugar on sensory scores of South African
orange jam

B 1 EHE. RE. CSEENHEETHANENEmIERREREITNE SR

B L(b) T, SRR AN E S AN I ] R R B R B PPN AT o IS EL R R AR T,
B FAT 5] . 0 B SRR o 2 AN 26 0 17 2 B 1028 AR N B FE R B VPN AR - e A B 3 . MRS &
T 0.8%~1.1% [8) B [E 5 {f . FHAGHEE & B T 0%~8% 2 8] 3 [ e (A, F A IR e VRN 1500 B SR M
5 R B 1B 0T BRI

EHE L(c)mI%n, SRS B = SUREHE & 20 AR SR IR B VPN S o A B IR, S
LRITERN o 0 I SR R A S A HAE Y M AR R B PN R A A R . MRS BT
1.0%~1.2% 2 [B) 5L [E e A8 . = SURERE S RAL T 16%~24% 2 [8) 5 [F e I, FE R IR B TR 1540 b SR i B
S=AUERE RIS, MR S EE T 1.0%~1.2%2 (A5 [FH . SRS RS T 16%~24%2
() ] 52 A N, R FERE IR VAN 7343 0 Bl SR i i 5 — UM B (1 189 v PR . 4 SRR S AR T 1.0%~1.2%
Z AV A . SRS R T 16%~24% 2 [ E [F] 8 BT, g ARRE B VAR5 43 Bl SRR = ek F =
SUEFER RN BRESEET 1.0%~1.2%2 [0 5 E e E . =& S EK T 16%~24%2 1] 5:
[ T BT, e ARAE B B VPN 15 40 SR e 2 P 3 I AN = SRR B (R D T K

B L(d) T2, A S A R o R R R R B PPN S o A LR R IR,
LRI IR 0 B AR T P BT R B R (28 LA FE N R AR R VAN AS s R . AR
FIKT 0%~8% 2 M3 [E Eh . HERE & RAK T 55%~600. 7] [F (I, AR BCE VRN 1540 It it 2 0
T 55 R R 3G N PR

HH I L(e)rT %0, 4 rd AER IR B PPN A 0 Bl = SRS W 5 R e 1) 184 T B 1
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iR 5%

TP (AR, BH AR SR = SRR 35 B0 g AR A OS5 20 IS L M 2 I 2
S EUOMRIR o U B AR S R = SRR S B S AR DN AR R E RN AR 0 R R .
HIPEHE S BT 0%~16% 2 AL HEEE . =SB & T 0%~8% L ML ME I, MR E IHN S
7y B RH 4 B8 R 5 = SRR B A1 I AR

3.3. REEL A RYIEUE

FH Design-Expert BRS040 A A SRR BN B 81 1.60%. M A & 1) 55.49%. EH45HE
BAREERE R )y 12.95% ., = SURERE B AC R B 1.03%, BBV IS4 I TSINAE Sy 81.18, A Ba ik A 7 f) v
e, TEmALAEAE NI 3 AN PAT LS, 19 3 m dER A 5 B VPN 1S40 P48 R 81.50, 5 FIUIIAE G 2. 2%
PERZE(P > 0.05). KL R TZESHRTER.

3.4. SEEe M (FRdRE R E) S H Mt E R RERIXT L o4

LHZA _E IR PP /NG A I S 560 2 i e T 77 #1417 P o = SR A i 7 L A 6 SR (o L A 2R ) i
ATRCE VY, ARIEE 2 BB PP ARAEE S, TR 12 0PN 45 TG54, AR5 0oF EL T i 7 i 7 ek
BRI T I 22 57

HI7¢ 10 WTLAAE Y, rEARRE RS B PP A TS 0 s v T I B A AR, BELR T R AR R
R R LG e B A P R T 0 . B AR R I (P R GUIRS B 15 0 R T I EE A R A, (H2
ZEFEANR R o AR LR AR R R AR B R B RS A T T BRI SE A S R AR IE L T e b

Table 10. Comparative analysis of South African orange jam and other orange jam in market

% 10. FIFERES T EMELERENX LS

ES tE PR 1 HIVRE RE VNS5
LERE S 17.56 £ 2.61A 3452 + 2.75A 33.81 + 3.44A 84.55 + 5.65A
EEER 18.35 + 1.94A 27.96 + 2.18B 35.28 + 2.95A 80.38 + 4.93A
N
4, &g

AICWHAL T = ERERERIE 40 B AR (R R R R T A T, R R R B, R
Fma R A T R AR R I HIE T 2S5 R RNBRAESECh: JeleH IR N 55.49% R Fl A
W SRIEH 1.60%HF L. 0.100% 7R #4995 1F(0.055 g, E4X 12.95% 0 JHEHH) At = & 4#(0.829 mg,
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