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Abstract: Beer is one of the most widely consumed alcoholic beverages all over the world. Different studies have 

been carried out to enhance the quality and acceptance of beer. Various raw materials including herbs and spices 

have been used as a beer adjunct or flavoring for centuries, especially for specialty beer. The objective of this study 

was to investigate the effect of green pepper on antioxidant potential and quality characteristics of beer. Addition of 

green pepper enhanced the antioxidant potential and the overall acceptance of the beer brewed with different 

proportion of pepper without deteriorating its basic chemical properties. Based on the overall acceptance as well as 

the antioxidant potential, the optimum proportion of green pepper to be added was 60 g in 10 L of water. Results of 

the present study imply that green pepper could be used as an effective enhancer for antioxidant potential and 

overall acceptance of beer. 
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Introduction 

Beer is one of the famous alcoholic beverages all 

over the world (Sohrabvandi et al., 2011) and is 

prepared from starch-containing raw materials as a 

source for maltose and glucose and is fermented by 

brewers’ yeast. Barley is used as the main ingredient 

of starch-containing aides or extenders for 

fermentable sugars. In order to influence taste, color, 

and body of the finished beer product, mixing of 

different varieties of barley and their malts like 
Munich malt, Vienna malt, British pale ale malt, or 

roasted black malt is also in practice. In addition to 

barley as the main ingredient; other cereals like, 

wheat, wheat malt, corn, rice, and millet are also used 

as starch-containing adjuncts or extenders and 

sources for brewing beer. In most cases hops are 

added to beer to enrich latter’s flavor mainly 

bitterness and they also act as natural preservative. 

 

Fruits like cherry, raspberry, and peach have been 

commonly used with Belgian lambic styles of beer as 
a beer adjunct or flavoring for centuries. Among the 

different starch-containing adjuncts, fruits are 

popularly used in wheat based beer in which the 

latter provides a lot of texture but little flavor to the 

final product. For instance; Fruli, a wheat based 

Belgian fruit beer, is made of 70% wheat and 30% 

fruit juice (Fedora and Fedora, 2014). Fruits are used 

as key ingredients in some beer styles; however they 

are also used to contribute to the flavor and aroma 

profile of other styles. Fruits like cherries and 

raspberries are added to the finished beer followed by 

a further fermentation to produce a special fruit beer 
(De Keersmaecker, 1996). In addition; vegetables, 

honey, molasses, candy sugar, or other fermentable 

sugars are also found to be used to add their distinct 

flavors to beer.  

 

Herbs and spices are also used in some beer styles. 

Spices like allspice, anise, cardamom, caraway, 

cinnamon, cloves, coriander, gingerroot, juniper 

berries, and vanilla bean as well as herbs like sweet 

gale, heather tips, and mint could be used to enhance 

the flavor of the brews (Nachel, 2008). For example, 
some beer styles like Belgian Witbier uses coriander, 

Finnish Sahti is brewed with juniper berries, and 

http://www.ijsciences.com/pub/issue/2017-05/


 

 

 

Addition of Green Pepper Enhanced Antioxidant Potential and Overall Acceptance of Beer 

 

 

http://www.ijSciences.com                          Volume 6 – May 2017 (05) 

50 

traditional beers in Britain are brewed with honey 

and spices. As beer is a worldwide beverage, many 

countries have been practiced brewing their own 

local beer specialties for centuries. German beer such 

as Pilsener, Düsseldorfer Altbier, and Bavarian 

Weissbier are famous ones. Similarly, beer from 

Great Britain named Ales and Stouts are also popular.  

 

Pepper is a very important spicy food with different 
nutrients and phytochemicals having health 

promoting effects like anti-obesity activities (Jeon et 

al., 2010), antioxidant activity (Domínguez-Martínez 

et al., 2014; Jang et al., 2015). Although pepper is a 

widely used spice crop, no scientific study on the use 

of peppers to brew beer has been reported so far. 

Therefore, the objective of the present study was to 

analyze the influence of addition of peppers on the 

antioxidant potential and other physicochemical 

characteristics of beer. 

 

Materials and Methods 
Chemicals and materials Folin-Ciocalteu phenol 

reagent and DPPH were purchased from Sigma-

Aldrich (St. Louis, USA). All other reagents were of 

analytical grade. Beer mix (The Great American 

Beverage Company, Reno, Nevada, USA) was 

obtained from a local store in Daegu, Korea. Pepper 

(Capsicum annuum L.) cv. Longgreenmat grown at 

Yeongyang Pepper Experiment Station, 

Gyeongsangbuk-do, Korea was used for this study. 

There was no specific reason for using this particular 

cultivar. 

 

Preparation of pepper beer samples Pepper beer 

was prepared as described in previous study (Cho et 

al., 2015) with some modifications. The beer was 

prepared by 4-step fermentation process using a beer 

machine (Model 2000, The Beer Machine Co, Reno, 

NV, USA). A commercially available beer mix (0.9 

kg), yeast (2.5 g), water (10 L), and different 

proportions of fresh green pepper cut into small 

pieces were allowed for fermentation at 25°C for 6 

days, then storage at 4°C for 3 days, again 

fermentation at 25°C for 7 days with 5 g added sugar 
per liter of fermenting product, followed by storage 

at 4°C for 3 days. Different varieties of pepper beer 

were named as B-0: ordinary beer containing no 

added green pepper, B-30: pepper beer containing 30 

g of green pepper; B-60: pepper beer containing 60 g 

of green pepper; and B-100: pepper beer containing 

100 g of green pepper in 10 L of water before 

fermentation. Addition of various proportions of 

green peppers was expected to have differential 

influences on the physicochemical properties of beer. 

A range of green pepper concentrations was used for 
brewing so that an optimum quantity of pepper could 

be identified to prepare superior quality pepper beer. 

After preparation, the beer samples were stored at 

4°C until subsequent analyses at different intervals. 

Chemical characteristics The pH of pepper beer 

was measured with a pH Meter (Model 250, 

Beckman Coulter Inc., Fullerton, CA, USA). 

Titratable acidity (lactic acid g/L) was measured by 

adding 5 mL of pepper beer sample to 125 mL of 

deionized water and titrating with 0.1 N sodium 

hydroxide to an endpoint pH 8.2. Alcohol 

concentration was measured as described by Ough 

and Amerine, (Ough and Amerine, 1988). All 
chemical measurements were replicated three times 

and the average values were reported. 

 

Total phenol content The total phenol contents were 

measured according to the Folin-Ciocalteau method 

(Singleton et al., 1999) with some modifications. 

Fifty microliters of beer samples and 1 mL of 2% 

(w/v) aqueous Na2CO3 were mixed in vortex and kept 

for 3 min. Fifty microliters of 1 N of Folin-

Ciocalteau reagent was added to the mixture and kept 

at room temperature under dark condition for 30 min. 

The absorbance was measured at 750 nm (Multiskan 
GO Microplate Spectrophotometer; Thermo Fisher 

Scientific Oy, Vantaa, Finland). Total phenols were 

determined as gallic acid equivalents (µg GAE/mL 

pepper beer), and the values are presented as means 

of triplicate analyses. 

 

DPPH radical scavenging activity DPPH radical 

scavenging potential was measured according to the 

methods described by Cheung et al. (2003) with 

some modifications. One hundred microliters of 0.1% 

DPPH methanol solution was mixed with 0.1 mL of 
sample. The mixture was allowed to react at room 

temperature in dark for 30 min. The absorbance was 

measured at 517 nm (Multiskan GO Microplate 

Spectrophotometer; Thermo Fisher Scientific Oy) 

and the radical-scavenging activity (RSA) was 

calculated as a percentage inhibition using the 

equation: %RSA = (1 ̶ Sab/Cab) × 100, where Sab is the 

absorbance of the sample and DPPH solution; Cab is 

absorbance of DPPH solution without sample. The 

assays were carried out in triplicate and the results 

are expressed as mean values. 

 
Sensory properties evaluation Pepper beer samples 

prepared with different amounts of green pepper 

were rated for color, flavor, and overall taste, 

respectively, on the scale of: 1= very bad, 2= bad, 3= 

moderate, 4= good, and 5= very good (Kim et al., 

2015). All the sensory properties were evaluated by 

20 volunteer panelists (10 women and 10 men) 

selected from the list of graduate students of College 

of Agriculture and Life Sciences of Kyungpook 

National University, Daegu, Korea. The results 

showed are the average values of 20 evaluations for 
each sensory property. 

 

Statistical analysis Data were subjected to analysis 

of variance (ANOVA) using SAS 9.4 (SAS Institute, 

http://www.ijsciences.com/


 

 

 

Addition of Green Pepper Enhanced Antioxidant Potential and Overall Acceptance of Beer 

 

 

http://www.ijSciences.com                          Volume 6 – May 2017 (05) 

51 

Inc). Differences between means at p<0.05 were 

identified using Tukey test. Average values are 

presented as mean±SD. 

 

Results and Discussion 

Chemical characteristics The chemical 

compositions of ordinary (B-0) and pepper beer 

varieties (B-30, B-60, and B-100) during storage at 

4°C are shown in Table 1. The pH values of beer 
varieties were in order of B-100>B-60>B-0>B-30 on 

0 day of storage. The values of B-0 and B-30 were 

not significantly different (p>0.05) on 0 day of 

storage. The value of B-100 was the highest whereas 

that of B-0 was the lowest on 30 days of storage as 

compared to other samples. It was also highest for B-

100 on 60 days of storage but the lowest was for B-

30. In general the pH value of particular beer sample 

has been found to increase slightly increased on 30 

days of storage but again decreased on 60 days. The 

high pH value of pepper beer varieties might be due 

high pH value of green pepper fruits than that of B-0 
(Derossi et al., 2010; Charlo et al., 2012). Slight 

increase in pH value of low alcohol beer was also 

found by Sohrabvandi et al. (2010) during storage at 

5°C for 20 days.  

 

The alcohol concentration was also significantly 

different (p<0.05) among different beer varieties. 

Sample B-60 contained the highest whereas B-0 did 

the lowest alcohol value for 0, 30, and 60 days of 

storage. The alcohol concentration was found to 

slightly be increased with storage except for B-0. The 
results of the alcohol concentration in pepper beer 

during storage also agrees with the results of 

Entwisle et al. (2008). 

 

Titratable acidity (TA) value of pepper beer samples 

were significantly high (p<0.05) as compared to B-0 

for fresh as well on 30 and 60 days of storage. 

Among the pepper beer varieties TA values were not 

significantly different (p>0.05) for fresh and stored 

for 30 days, however B-60 showed significantly high 

(p<0.05) TA value on 60 days of storage. The TA 

values were found to increase with storage time 
irrespective of the beer varieties. Pearce et al. (2016) 

also found TA value increased for some beer samples 

during storage at 4°C, however the mechanism of 

increased TA could not be explained. 

 

DPPH radical scavenging activities and total 

phenol content The DPPH radical scavenging 

activities and total phenolic contents of pepper beer 

varieties were significantly (p<0.05) high as 

compared to B-0. (Table 2). The DPPH radical 

scavenging potential of B-100 was the highest for 0, 
30, and 60 days of storage. The value for B-30 and 

B-60 was not significantly different (p>0.05) for 

fresh beer sample but was high for B-60 on 30 and 60 

days of storage. The higher DPPH radical scavenging 

activities of pepper beer varieties might be due to 

higher antioxidant potential of peppers (Domínguez-

Martínez et al., 2014; Jang et al., 2015). The reduced 

DPPH radical scavenging potential of beer varieties 

during storage might be due to lowered reducing 

power. The results were in agreement with those of 

the previous studies (Li et al., 2016; Yang et al., 

2017). 

 
The total phenol content (TPC) of pepper beer were 

significantly different (p<0.05) among different 

samples and also with storage time (Table 2). The 

TPC of B-100 was the highest on 0 and 30 days of 

storage whereas the lowest value was found for B-0. 

The TPC of fresh beer sample was increased with the 

amount of pepper added to fermentation mixture. 

With storage the TPC decreased for all samples 

variedly. The highest TPC on 60 days of storage was 

found for B-30 followed by B-60. High total phenol 

contents of pepper beer were probably caused by 

addition of green pepper which contained large 
amounts of phenolic compounds (Nagy et al., 2015; 

Byun et al., 2016). The polyphenols, flavonoids, and 

flavonols in alcoholic beverage are the reasons for 

antioxidant activities (Park and Lee, 2002). Since 

there are multiple mechanisms involved in alcoholic 

beverage preparation, no single assay could 

accurately measure all the antioxidants within the 

mixed or complex system (Hong et al., 2009). The 

reduced TPC of beer varieties during storage were in 

agreement with those of the previous studies (Li et al., 

2016). The reduced TPC during storage might be 
related to raw materials and brewing processes 

involved (Piazzon et al., 2010) as well as the 

oxidation reaction of phenolics with free radicals or 

polymerization with proteins (Kuchel et al., 2006). 

Addition of green pepper prominently enriched the 

antioxidant potential and total phenolic contents of 

pepper beer.  

 

Sensory characteristics Sensory characteristics of 

pepper beer varieties are significantly different 

(p<0.05) with the amount of green pepper used as 

well as the storage time (Table 3). Measurement of 
sensory characteristic is a key in evaluating the beer 

quality. Color values of B-0 for 0 and 30 days of 

storage was the highest among the beer varieties 

whereas the values were not significantly different 

(p>0.05) on 60 days of storage. The flavor value of 

pepper beer varieties on 30 days of storage were not 

significantly different (p>0.05), however the value in 

B-60 was found to be significantly high (p<0.05) on 

60 days of storage. The overall acceptance of B-60 

was significantly high (p<0.05) among beer varieties 

on 0 and 30 days of storage. In general, the overall 
acceptance of B-0 and B-100 were lower than those 

of B-30 and B-60. The results of overall acceptance 

showed that B-60 is the best pepper beer variety for 

fresh consumption as well as after storage for 30 or 
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60 days. Flavor differences suggest important factor 

for development and marketing opportunities of the 

alcoholic beverage products (Pickering and Cullen, 

2008). The perception of oral sensations is complex 

and can be influenced by various factors like 

ethnicity (Prescott and Bell, 1995), gender and age 

(Mojet et al., 2003), overall health/medication 

(Schiffman, 2007), and other psychological and 

physiological factors. 
 

Conclusion 

 

Addition of green pepper into the beer brewing 

mixture enhanced the antioxidant potentials and the 

overall acceptance of pepper beer without producing 

any adverse effect on the basic chemical properties of 

beer varieties. As the overall acceptance value of 

beer is a key determinant for quality preference, the 

optimum proportion of green pepper to be added was 

60 g per 10 L of water. The antioxidant potential of 

the pepper beer brewed with the optimum amount 
determined in the present study was also considerable. 

Results of this study suggest that green pepper could 

be used to enhance the antioxidant potential and the 

overall acceptance of beer. 

 

Conflict of interest 

The authors declare no conflict of interest. 

 

References 
1. Byun EB, Park WY, Ahn DH, Yoo YC, Park C, Park WJ, 

Jang BS, Byun EH, Sung NY. (2016). Comparison study of 

three varieties of red peppers in terms of total polyphenol, 

total flavonoid contents, and antioxidant activities. J. Korean 

Soc. Food Sci. Nutr. 45: 765-770. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.3746/jkfn.2016.45.5.765  

2. Charlo HCO, Ferreira AF, Vargas PF, Castoldi R, Melo DM, 

Braz LT. (2012). Alterations in levels of npk, electrical 

conductivity and ph of substrate, in cultivation of peppers. 

Acta Hortic. 927: 437-442. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.17660/actahortic.2012.927.54  

3. Cheung LM, Cheung PCK, Ooi VEC. (2003). Antioxidant 

activity and total polyphenolics of edible mushroom extracts. 

Food Chem. 81: 249-255. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0308-

8146(02)00419-3  

4. Cho JH, Cho M-G, Cho D-H, Kim I-D, Dhungana SK, Shin 

D-H. (2015). Addition of ripe persimmon enhanced the 

antioxidant potential and quality characteristics of 

persimmon beer. Fruit Sci. Technol. Korea 1: 7-10.  

5. De Keersmaecker J. (1996). The mystery of Lambic beer. Sci. 

Am. 275: 74-80. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/scientificamerican0896-74  

6. Derossi A, De Pilli T, Severini C. (2010). Reduction in the 

pH of vegetables by vacuum impregnation: A study on 

pepper. J. Food Eng. 9: 9-15. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jfoodeng.2010.01.019  

7. Domínguez-Martínez I, Meza-Márquez OG, Osorio-Revilla 

G, Proal-Nájera J, Gallardo-Velázquez T. (2014). 

Determination of capsaicin, ascorbic acid, total phenolic 

compounds and antioxidant activity of Capsicum annuum L. 

var. serrano by mid infrared spectroscopy (Mid-FTIR) and 

chemometric analysis. J. Korean Soc. App. Bio. Chem. 57: 

133-142. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13765-013-4295-y  

8. Entwisle J, Garrett J, Elahi S, Roper P. (2008). Investigations 

into the effect of selected storage conditions on the alcohol 

content and original gravity of beers samples. Food Control 

19: 461-464. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2007.05.008  

9. Fedora B, Fedora L. (2014). The Foodie's Beer Book: The 

Art of Pairing and Cooking with Beer for Any Occasion. 

Skyhorse Publishing Inc., New York, NY, USA. p 15.  

10. Hong YH, Bae SH, Jung EY, Son HS, Shin KS, Kwon KH, 

Suh HJ. (2009). Radical scavenging activities of Korean 

traditional rice wine, Takju. J. Food Sci. Nutr. 14: 109-115. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.3746/jfn.2009.14.2.109  

11. Jang YK, Jung ES, Lee HA, Choi D, Lee CH. (2015). 

Metabolomic characterization of hot pepper (Capsicum 

annuum “CM334”) during fruit development. J. Agr. Food 

Chem. 63: 9452-9460. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.jafc.5b03873  

12. Jeon G, Choi Y, Lee SM, Kim Y, Jeong HS, Lee J. (2010). 

Anti-obesity activity of methanol extract from hot pepper 

(Capsicum annuum L.) seeds in 3T3-L1 adipocyte. Food Sci. 

Biotechnol. 19: 1123-1127. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10068-010-0160-5  

13. Kim MO, Kim ID, Dhungana SK, Lee JW, Shin DH. (2015). 

Influence of blueberry and black rice powders on quality 

characteristics of the Korean traditional rice wine, takju. 

Food Sci. Biotechnol. 24: 439-444. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10068-015-0058-3  

14. Kuchel L, Brody AL, Wicker L. (2006). Oxygen and its 

reactions in beer. Packag. Technol. Sci. 19: 25-32. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/pts.705  

15. Li H, Zhao M, Cui C, Sun W, Zhao H. (2016). Antioxidant 

activity and typical ageing compounds: their evolutions and 

relationships during the storage of lager beers. Int. J. Food 

Sci. Technol. 51: 2026-2033. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.13173  

16. Mojet J, Christ-Hazelhof E, Heidema J. (2003). Taste 

perception with age: Generic or specific losses in threshold 

sensitivity to the five basic tastes? Chem. Senses. 28: 397-

413. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/chemse/28.5.397  

17. Nachel M. (2008). Homebrewing for Dummies. 2nd ed. John 

Wiley & Sons, New York, NY, USA. pp. 87-90.  

18. Nagy Z, Daood H, Ambrózy Z, Helyes L. (2015). 

Determination of polyphenols, capsaicinoids, and vitamin C 

in new hybrids of chili peppers. J. Anal. Methods Chem. 

Article ID 102125. http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2015/102125  

19. Ough CS, Amerine MA. (1988). Methods for Analysis of 

Musts and Wines. 2nd ed. John Wiley and Sons, New York, 

NY, USA.  

20. Park CS, Lee TS. (2002). Quality characteristics of takju 

prepared by wheat flour nuruks. Korean J. Food Sci. Technol. 

34: 296-302.  

21. Pearce I, Culbert J, Cass D, Cozzolino D, Wilkinson K. 

(2016). Influence of sample storage on the composition of 

carbonated beverages by MIR spectroscopy. Beverages 2: 26. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/beverages2040026  

22. Piazzon A, Forte M, Nardini M. (2010). Characterization of 

phenolic content and antioxidant activity of different beer 

types. J. Agr. Food Chem. 58: 10677-10683. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/jf101975q  

23. Pickering GJ, Cullen CW. (2008). The influence of taste 

sensitivity and adventurousness on generation Y’s liking 

scores for sparkling wine. Not paginated. In: International 

Conference of the Academy of Wine Business Research. July 

17-19, Siena, Italy.  

24. Prescott J, Bell G. (1995). Cross-cultural determinants of 

food acceptability: Recent research on sensory perceptions 

and preferences. Trends Food Sci. Technol. 6: 201-205. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0924-2244(00)89055-x  

25. SAS Institute, Inc. (2013). SAS User’s Guide. Statistical 

Analysis Systems Institute, Cary, NC, USA.  

26. Schiffman SS. (2007). Critical illness and changes in sensory 

perception. Proc. Nutr. Soc. 66: 331-345. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/s0029665107005599  

27. Singleton V, Orthofer R, Lamuela-Raventos R. (1999). 

Analysis of total phenols and other oxidation substrates and 

antioxidants by means of Folin-Ciocalteu reagent. Methods 

http://www.ijsciences.com/


 

 

 

Addition of Green Pepper Enhanced Antioxidant Potential and Overall Acceptance of Beer 

 

 

http://www.ijSciences.com                          Volume 6 – May 2017 (05) 

53 

Enzymol. 299: 152-178. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0076-

6879(99)99017-1  

28. Sohrabvandi S, Mortazavian AM, Rezaei K. (2011). Health-

related aspects of beer: a review Int. J. Food Prop. 15: 350-

373. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/10942912.2010.487627  

29. Sohrabvandi S, Razavi SH, Mousavi SM, Mortazavian AM. 

(2010). Viability of probiotic bacteria in low alcohol-and 

non-alcoholic beer during refrigerated storage. Philipp. Agric. 

Sci. 93: 24-28.  

30. Yang F, Luan B, Sun Z, Yang C, Yu Z, Li X. (2017). 

Application of chitooligosaccharides as antioxidants in beer 

to improve the flavour stability by protecting against beer 

staling during storage. Biotechnol. Lett. 39: 305-310. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10529-016-2248-3

 

 

 

 

Table 1. Chemical characteristics of pepper beer during storage at 4℃ 

Sample1) Storage time 

(day) 
pH 

Alcohol 

(%, v/v) 

Titratable acidity2) 

(g/100 mL) 

B-0 

0 4.12±0.02c3) 4.02±0.02d 0.11±0.01b 

30 4.21±0.03c 4.09±0.03d 0.12±0.03b 

60 4.20±0.02c 4.08±0.02c 0.16±0.02c 

B-30 

0 4.10±0.01c 4.17±0.03b 0.17±0.01a 

30 4.13±0.01d 4.19±0.02c 0.18±0.02a 

60 4.01±0.01
d
 4.35±0.03

b 
0.19±0.02

b
 

B-60 

0 4.31±0.02b 4.21±0.04a 0.18±0.01a 

30 4.33±0.02b 4.43±0.01a 0.20±0.01a 

60 4.30±0.02b 4.48±0.02a 0.24±0.01a 

B-100 

0 4.65±0.02a 4.16±0.01c 0.16±0.02a 

30 4.61±0.04a 4.30±0.01b 0.18±0.01a 

60 4.51±0.03a 4.31±0.01b 0.20±0.01b 
1)B-0: Ordinary beer containing no added pepper, B-30: pepper beer containing 30 g of pepper in 10 L of water, B-

60: pepper beer containing 60 g of pepper in 10 L of water, and B-100: pepper beer containing 100 g of pepper in 

10 L of water. 
2)As lactic acid. 
3)Values are expressed as Mean±SD of three replicates. Values followed by different superscripts for same day of 

storage within column indicate significant difference (p<0.05). 

 

Table 2. DPPH radical scavenging activities and total phenols content of pepper beer during storage at 4℃ 

Sample1) Storage time 

(day) 

DPPH2) 

(% Inhibition) 

Total phenol content 

(µg GAE3)/mL of sample) 

B-0 

0 65.71±1.96c4) 723.18±4.21d 

30 52.78±2.71b 566.98±7.21d 

60 40.77±2.33
c
 320.11±2.99

d
 

B-30 

0 77.51±2.31b 1,009.70±2.77c 

30 55.26±1.67b 821.27±4.12b 

60 51.71±3.17b 666.21±3.71a 

B-60 

0 78.27±1.23b 1,190.91±6.71b 

30 70.00±2.92a 767.31±28.21c 

60 60.16±2.71a 650.21±7.21b 

B-100 

0 83.97±1.33a 1,321.82±3.32a 

30 70.17±1.19a 892.12±4.32a 

60 66.00±2.31a 612.31±2.71c 
1)Samples are defined in Table 1. 
2)DPPH free radical scavenging activity. 
3)Gallic acid equivalent. 
4)Values are expressed as Mean±SD of three replicates. Values followed by different superscripts for same day of 

storage within column indicate significant difference (p<0.05). 
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Table 3. Sensory characteristics of pepper beer during storage at 4℃ 

Sample1) Storage time 

(day) 

Sensory characteristics2) 

Color Flavor Overall acceptance 

B-0 

0 4.21±0.11a3) 3.61±0.11c 3.61±0.17c 

30 4.31±0.21a 3.60±0.09b 3.65±0.05c 

60 4.22±0.16a 3.69±0.21b 3.66±0.04b 

B-30 

0 4.01±0.21b 3.99±0.03b 4.12±0.08b 

30 4.00±0.31c 3.89±0.31a 4.17±0.04b 

60 4.21±0.21a 3.77±0.34b 4.20±0.15a 

B-60 

0 3.87±0.10c 4.23±0.16a 4.31±0.09a 

30 4.12±0.21b 4.22±0.18a 4.51±0.03a 

60 4.30±0.11a 4.34±0.09a 4.41±0.20a 

B-100 

0 3.88±0.17c 4.00±0.12ab 3.51±0.15c 

30 4.12±0.16b 4.11±0.01a 3.21±0.11d 

60 4.21±0.19a 4.00±0.05b 3.23±0.09c 
1)Samples are defined in Table 1. 
2)Quoted values are mean±SD of triplicate experiments (n=20) based on 5 points score (very poor, 1; poor, 2; fair, 3; 

good, 4; and very good, 5). 
3)Values are expressed as Mean±SD of three replicates. Values followed by different superscripts for same day of 

storage within column indicate significant difference (p<0.05). 
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