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a) Structure diagram
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b) Working diagram
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Fig. 1 Structure and working diagrams of the automatic under — tank sampler
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Table 1 Effect of two sampling methods on acid value, peroxide value, red value and linolenic acid content of edible oils
MR{E(KOH)/(mg/g) % ALfE/ (mmol/kg) EARIER W RRIR 5 1/ %
i W ofzh Tz g Az T s Az T wxt Az T gxd
1 0.09 0.09 0.00 0.21 0.23 0.02 0.8 0.8 0.0 7.19 7.12  0.07
2 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.17 0.17 0.00 0.7 0.7 0.0 6.87 6.89 0.02
3 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.35 0.35 0.00 0.8 0.8 0.0 6.48 6.51 0.03
Wk G 4 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.32 0.31 0.0l 0.9 0.9 0.0 7.42 7.47  0.05
(—%) 1 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.28 0.28 0.00 0.8 0.8 0.0 7.21  7.17  0.04
2" 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.23 0.22 0.01 0.8 0.8 0.0 6.85 6.83 0.02
3" 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.41 0.41 0.00 0.9 0.9 0.0 6.54 6.55 0.01
4" 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.37 0.36 0.01 0.9 0.9 0.0 7.55 7.52  0.03
e s 5 0.09 0.09 0.00 0.33 0.37 0.01 1.1 1.1 0.0 1.08 1.05 0.03
}(EE;*YE 57 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.42 0.42 0.00 1.2 1.1 0.1 1.06 1.07 0.0l
5" 0.08 0.08 0.00 0.55 0.56 0.0l 1.2 1.2 0.0 1.07 1.05 0.02
R 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.25 0.23 0.02 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.092 0.091 0.001
%FEZM f 6" 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.29 0.29 0.00 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.089 0.089 0.000
! ) 6" 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.33 0.33 0.00 0.8 0.8 0.0 0.091 0.092 0.001
N . 7 0.82 0.81 0.01 0.81 0.81 0.00 1.1 1.1 0.0 0.111 0.113 0.002
J(JI_E%EYU] 7" 0.88 0.8 0.00 0.84 0.85 0.01 1.1 1.1 0.0 0.109 0.112 0.003
7" 0.85 0.8 0.0l 0.87 0.87 0.00 1.1 1.1 0.0 0.111 0.112 0.001
8 0.57 0.57 0.00 1.21 .23 0.02 2.6 2.5 0.1 5.87 5.91 0.04
NG R 9 0.31 0.32 0.0l 0.8 0.8 0.01 2.5 2.5 0.0 6.62 6.61 0.01
(=90 8" 0.49 0.48 0.01 1.38 1.36 0.02 2.5 2.5 0.0 5.79 5.84 0.05
9" 0.33  0.33 0.00 1.02 1.02 0.00 2.6 2.6 0.0 6.59 6.63 0.04
10 1.56 1.54 0.02 0.82 0.82 0.00
PN R 10° 1.83 1.8 0.0l 0.8 0.91 0.02
10" 1.29 1.29 0.00 0.97 0.97 0.00

T Bl SRR IBERY 55 2 UORIHS 3 UCHURE, R [l o ZL{BLIE FP Gl RS2 (—20) AR R (—2R) FIAA 25 1B FF
{H (—20) KA 133. 4 mm FLERE, ARAEAE I (—28%) A R G (=20 KA1 25. 4 mm Ho @A

Note: * second sampling , #* * third sampling , the same below. In red value determination, 133.4mm colorimetric cells were used

for first — grade refined soybean oil, first — grade pressed corn oil, and first — grade refined sunflower seed oil, 25.4 mm colorimetric

cells were used for first — grade pressed peanut oil and third — grade refined soybean oil
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Table 2 Effect of two sampling methods on DBP

content of edible oils mg/kg
, " 5 5 2 3%
i WS g e i
1 0.08 0.07 0.01
RIS 2 0.06 0.06 0.00
(—%) 3 0.09 0.08 0.01
4 0.05 0.05 0.00
IR 5 0.10 0.09 0.01
(—%) 5" 0.11 0.10 0.01
SR 6 0.08 0.07 0.01
(—%) 6" 0.09 0.09 0.00
FEREAEA: T 7 0.12 0.12 0.00
(—%) 7" 0.11 0.11 0.00
e 8 0.08 0.09 0.01
(=50 9 0.09 0.09 0.01
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