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Research Progress of Dextran Detection Method in Sugar
Industry
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Abstract: Dextran appeared in the process of sugar production is formed by bacterial infection
(sucrose conversion). The presence of dextran in sugar juice means severe sugar loss,increased
viscosity of the sugar flow,harmful impact of sugar production and sugar refinery,reduced sug-
ar recovery,and declined quality of sugar. This paper reviewed the methods of dextran detec-
tion in sugar industry,and the comparative studies of different methods at home and abroad,
prospected the future picture of this field. The molecular weight and its range of dextran in
samples were important factors for the results. The molecular weight and its distribution of
process materials and products,effects of dextran with different molecular weight on sugar pro-
duction,and the response of different methods to different molecular weight, would be the re-
search direction in the future.
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