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Abstract

The basic beer-brewing industrial practices havelpa@hanged over time. While well proven
and stable, they have been refractory to substamtiavation. Technologies harnessing
hydrodynamic cavitation have emerged since the £98Qifferent technical fields including
the processing of liquid foods, bringing in adva@esisuch as acceleration of extraction
processes, disinfection and energy efficiency. Needess, so far beer-brewing processes were
not investigated. The impacts of controlled hydmaiyic cavitation, managed by means of a
dedicated unit on a real microbrewery scale (23®h)the beer-brewing processes is the
subject of this paper. The physico-chemical festafehe obtained products, analyzed by
means of professional instruments, were compartdhwith literature data and data from the
outcomes of a traditional equipment. Traditionalgasses such as dry milling of malts and
wort boiling becoming entirely unnecessary, dramegduction of saccharification temperature,
acceleration and increase of starch extractiogieffty, relevant energy saving, while retaining
safety, reliability, scalability, virtually univeasapplication to any brewing recipe, beer quality,
were the most relevant experimental results. Theaots of these findings are potentially far
reaching, beer being the worldwide most widely comsd alcoholic beverage, therefore highly
relevant to health, environment, the economy amuh ¢ local identities.

Keywords: beer; brewing; energy efficiency; hops; hydrodyacavitation; malt.

Abbreviations: AC, acoustic cavitation; BIAB, brew in the bag; CN, cavitation number; DMS,
dimethyl sulphide; EBC, European Brewery Convention; HC, hydrodynamic cavitation; IBU,
International Bitterness Unit; SRM, Standard Reference Method.



1. Introduction

Likely produced as early as of 7,000 BC (Pires Brahyik, 2015), beer is the alcoholic
beverage most widely consumed around the world enoatl of water, malt or grains, hops and
yeasts as basic ingredients, which — along wittbteeing technology — have barely changed
over time, except for the diversification of ingrats occurred in the recent centuries (Ambrosi
et al., 2014). In 2014, the global beer productied,by China, the United States and Brazil,
amounted to about 1.96 billion liters, up from hifion liters in 1998. While the market is truly
international, however, beer production is intented with notions of national identity, culture
and pride (Stack et al., 2016). .

Being firmly established since so long ago, themimewing steps have been extensively
illustrated and reviewed in the existing literat@idires and Branyik, 2015), along with the
respective microbiological processes (Bokulich Badhforth, 2013). A recent and up to date
scheme of production processes at a craft brevaarype found in Figure 1 of the study by
Kubule and coauthors (Kubule et al., 2016).

This study critically investigates how controllegdihodynamic cavitation (HC) assisted
brewing can help improving few stages of the beedpction process, in terms of production
time and yield, energy efficiency, beer quality,ii@hetaining or improving manageability,
stability, repeatability, reliability and scalabyli The distinct effects of HC-assisted brewing are
identified by comparing the respective outcome#$ witblished data as well as with data from
conventional equipment and processes. In particihlennvestigation — carried out at a real
microbrewery scale — included key brewing step$ stecmalt milling, mashing, hopping and
boiling.

The idea to introduce HC in the brewing processeafmom its few established and attractive
features such as straightforward scalability, §tsl@nd localized high density energy release to
the liquid medium, including liquid food§sogate, 2011; Gogate and Pandit, 2001).

Indeed, applications to liquid food processing iming the use of cavitation processes date
back to the early 1990s, when cavitation was mastyced by ultrasound irradiation of small
liquid volumes, also known as acoustic cavitatid@) or sonocavitation. However,
hydrodynamic cavitation was later shown to far edigrm acoustic cavitation as to the
respective typical energy efficiendyg. the ratio of the power dissipated in the liquidie
electric power supplied to the system, the relagideantage growing with size (Gogate et al.,
2001; Langone et al., 2015). The same holds for the cavitational yield, dedias the actual net
production of desired products per unit supplietieical energyGogate et al., 2001; Gogate

and Pandit, 2005). Furthermore, compared to ACtators, HC reactors have revealed more



suitable for industrial applications due to widegaof cavitation, much lower equipment cost
and more straightforward scalability.

Referring to another recent study by the authara fdeeper discussion on the principles,
history and emerging industrial applications of tleatrolled hydrodynamic cavitation
(Ciriminna et al., 2016a), few key issues will leealled in the following.

Constrictions and nozzles, resulting in accelenadind local depressurization, alter the flow
geometry. If the pressure falls below the boilirg, water vaporizes and vapor bubbles are
generated. For the purposes of the present stifteretit HC regimes are practically identified
according to the values assumed by a single diroelesis parameteire. the cavitation number
—indicated as CN arin the following — derived from Bernoulli's equaii and shown in its

simplest form in equation 1.

o= (Po-Py) / (0.5p4F) I(

whereP, (Nm) is the average pressure measured downstrearoasitation reactor, such as a
Venturi tube or an orifice plate, where cavitatimrbbles collapsé, (Nm?) is the liquid vapor
pressure (a function of the average temperaturarfpgiven liquid) o (kgm?®) is the liquid
density, andi (ms?) is the flow velocity measured through the nozflénhe cavitation reactor.
Such simplified representation was recently sugablly scientists in Japan, who showed that
the control of the downstream pressu?g) @llows describing the most relevant and desired
features of hydrodynamic cavitation (Soyama andhiitms 2016).

Few years before, Gogate and coworkers identifiegktintervals in the range of values
assumed by the cavitation number, corresponditgaad cavitational regimes (Bagal and
Gogate, 2014; Gogate, 2002), as well represented in Scheme 1 in the aboveiomardt study of
the authors (Ciriminna et al., 2016a). Ideallyheiit impurities and dissolved gases, cavities
would be generated for valuesaoobelow 1, the latter to be meant as an averageyalu
depending on the specific setup. Below a thresamdnd 0.1 on average, cavities are no more
able to collapse and the HC regime turns to chocleitation or supercavitation. Fer

growing over 1, lesser and lesser cavities arergéd while their collapse becomes ever more
violent. For the scope of this study, only the deped cavitation with 0.1s<1 will be

considered.

Quite recently, the validity of the very conceptcafitation number was questioned by Sarc and
coauthorgCiriminna et al., 2016a; Sarc et al., 2017), who issued a comprehensive set of
suggestions and recommendations aimed at imprakiengnderstanding and repeatability of

HC processes and experiments, which will be takmaccount in the following, particularly in



Section 2.1.

Among controlled hydrodynamic cavitation devices, where HC regimes can be tuned over a
wide range while avoiding any damage to the equipment, non-stationary reactors, such as
rotational generators, were successfully developed and applied. Nevertheless, Venturi-type
stationary reactors still appear as the most appealing candidates for industrial-scale applications
due to their superior cheapness as well as intrinsic ease of construction, scaling and replicability.
Venturi-tube reactors are as well usually preferred over orifice plates running the risk of
obstruction from solid particles and other viscous substances such as found in brewing

applications (Albanese et al., 2015).

2. Materials and methods

2.1 Brewing units

A dedicated equipment was built from known or comiy@vailable commercial components,
in order to investigate the effects of hydrodynaoaeitation processes upon few brewing steps
and respective outputs.

Figure 1 shows the experimental installation, idaig a closed hydraulic loop with total

volume capacity around 230 L, powered by a cergafpump (Lowara, Vicenza, Italy, model
ESHE 50-160/75 with 7.5 kwW nominal mechanical pgwéth open impeller 0.174 m in
diameter. Rotation speed was set around 2900 rgrsh8wn in the manufacturer’s technical
documentation at page 48 (“Serie e-SH (in Italla®)16), the maximum pressure and

volumetric flow rate were around 4 atm and 1,500rCrespectively.

—— -
w
————— -




Figure 1. Simplified scheme of the experimental HC-basethifation. 1 — centrifugal pump, 2
— HC reactor, 3 — main vessel, 4 — pressure reledse, 5 — cover and pressure gauge, 6 — heat
exchanger, 7 — circulation pump, 8 — malts cagegsel. Other components are commonly

used in state-of-the-art hydraulic constructions.

Any surface in contact with the wort was crafteddad-quality stainless steel (AISI 304), with
2 mm minimum thickness. The circulating liquid (fyaran be exposed to the atmospheric
pressure or to a given average pressure limitealtbpable pressure release valve. Such valve
was preferred over an expansion tank in order ¢éédawort contamination by substances
accumulated in the tank during successive testie warforming the same task, i.e. tuning the
cavitation intensity through tHe, term in equation (1).

Volumetric liquid heating occurs during circulatidne to the conversion of impeller’s
mechanical energy into thermal energy, particulddwnstream the cavitation reactor nested
into the hydraulic loop, due to the vigorous intdriniction associated with the cavitation
process. As a closed hydraulic circuit, no charfgeotential energy is involved, therefore all
the mechanical energy turns into heat.

A Venturi tube, with the same geometry describedetail in Figure 2(B) of a previous study
by the authors (Albanese et al., 2015), is us@deasavitation reactor and preferred over an
orifice plate since it was observed that orifices guickly obstructed by the circulating solid
particles. Moreover, a smaller circulation pump\{&opompe, Padova, Italy, model NOVAX
20 B, power 340 W, working temperature up to 9%hacity up to 28 L mifj, drives a
secondary recirculation loop through an ordinagtgheat exchanger (20 stainless steel plates,
each with a 0.043 frsurface area), allowing for isothermal stages wieguired in the course
of the production process, depending on specifavbrg recipes. The latter pump was used
after hopping, both to cool the wort and to conieéy the fermenters.

The design allows for upscaling of a single instédin unit up to the order of 10,000 L, for
housing further pumps and cavitation reactors,fandtraightforward integration of isolated
components, such as pumps and HC reactors, indtirexbrewing and fermentation plants of
virtually any size. The advantages of parallelrgeament, obvious for pumps, were originally
found in a previous study (Maeng et al., 2010).

Onboard sensors include a pressure gauge and dg@al dhermometers (not shown), hydraulic
pressure and temperature being the only relevarsigad parameters monitored and actually
used to manage the brewing processes as wellcmtacterize the cavitation regimes.

It is important to note that, following recent remmendations (Sarc et al., 2017; Soyama and

Hoshino, 2016), the wort pressi®gin equation (1) was measured far downstream thel@o



of the Venturi reactor, as shown by the locatiothefpressure gauge in Figure 1. Following the
same recommendations, the flow velocitshrough the nozzle of the same cavitation reactor
was considered. In particular, no flowmeter ha\negn available, the flow capacity ¥61) was
estimated on the basis of the pump’s own charatiedurves — also shown in the
manufacturer’s technical documentation at page'@&rie e-SH (in Italian),” 2016) —
describing the relationship between capacity, l{fggdand absorbed power (W).

The power absorption by the centrifugal pump waasue=d by means of a three-phase digital
power meter (IME, Milan, Italy, model D4-Pd, powesolution 1 W, energy resolution 10 Wh,
accuracy according to the norm EN/IEC 62053-21sxclg. Once the water flow is set, the flow
capacity was assessed every 5 min from the readitige absorbed power, and the velocity
throughthe nozzle was in turn computed from straightforward divisifrthe flow capacity by
the nozzle's section.

While the liquid vapor pressuf® was computed on the basis of the temperaturermgsdihe
water density (1¥kg/m’®) was used throughout all calculations, leading small
underestimation of the cavitation number, sincet sradl starch are less dense than water.
While conceding that not all the suggestions adedrny Sarc and coauthors were met by the
above explained methodology (Sarc et al., 2017altme a so far unavailable theoretical
framework for HC science and technology, the sgllinformation should allow at least the
repeatability of the experiments carried out with same setup including pump, cavitation
reactor and size of the brewing device.

While this installation was designed to perform meshing and hopping stages of brewing, and
fermentation was generally performed in common 2@@ainless steel cylinder-conical
fermenters after receiving the wort from the maiit,few tests were performed without wort
removal, using the installation shown in Figuresltee fermenter.

The malts caging vessel represented in Figure lused in few experiments — also referred to
in the following with the common name of brew ie thag (BIAB) — to better isolate the effects
of hydrodynamic cavitation on the saccharificatém starch extraction efficiency. In this case,
the malts are not allowed to circulate, being cagexicylindrical vessel made up of a stainless
steel fine grid with a perforated pipe arrangechglthe vessel axis, connected to the same
external pump used for thermal stabilization. Tévedd wort circulation is meant to boost the
extraction of starch and enzymes from the malt&IAB tests, malt milling before mashing
was required and performed by means of a smallagomatic stainless steel roller mill. On
the contrary, hops — being pitched after the rerolvtne cylindrical vessel — were allowed to

circulate.



While in the BIAB tests the removal of spent cawuitg malts after completing the mashing
stage is straightforward , in the other experimertismne consuming mechanical filtering and
gravity separation was needed to remove most paliticles. In industrial applications, the use
of a commercial centrifuge, e.g. a decanter cemgeffor soft sediment, is recommended.
Water, before being conveyed to the production, isipassed through a mechanical filter made
up of a 20um polypropylene wire to remove solids particles dde 50um in size. An active
carbon filter reduces chlorine concentration, atéeas odors and flavors, and removes other
impurities down to 7um in size. The pH is usually lowered from about albout 5.5 by

adding 80 wt% lactic acid (70-80 mL).

For comparison purposes, traditional brewing watopmed by means of a Braumeister
(Ofterdingen, Germany) model 50 L brewer, equippéd a cooling serpentine (model Speidel
stainless steel wort chiller for 50-liter Braumeijtand fully automatic brewing control
(temperature, time and recirculation pumps).

Finally, after fermentation, bottling was performeéd an ordinary depression pump (Tenco,

Genova, Italy, model Enolmatic, with capacity aro@®0 bottles per hour).

2.2 M easurement instruments and methods

Along with thermometer and manometer sensors odlbarmain production unit, few
specialized off-line instruments were used to mesathe chemical and physiological properties
of wort and beer.

The acidity was measured by means of pH-meter (&lémstruments, Padova, Italy, model HI
99151) with automatic pH calibration and tempemtompensation. The sugar concentration
in the wort during mashing and before fermentatias measured in Brix percentage degrees
by means of a refractometer (Hanna Instrumentp\Radtaly, model HI 96811, scaled from
0% to 50% Brix, resolution 0.1%, precision +0.2%he 0-80°C temperature range, and
automatic temperature compensation in the 0-40AGea)k Brix readings were then converted to
starch extraction efficiency (Bobtenko et al., 2006).

Physico-chemical and physiological parameters mhéating wort and finished beer were
measured by means of a 6-channel photometric dé@DR, Firenze, Italy, model BeerLab
Touch). In particular: fermentable sugars (0.156 /L of maltose, resolution 0.01 g/L),
alcohol content (0-10% in volume, resolution 0.1B#terness on the International Bitterness
Unit (IBU) scale (5 to 100, resolution 0.1) (Laggial., 2013), color on the European Brewery
Convention (EBC) scale (1 to 100, resolution 1) andhe Standard Reference Method (SRM)
scale (0.5 to 50, resolution 0.1). All reagentsenafranalytical grade.



The electricity consumed by the centrifugal pumeduim the HC device shown in Figure 1 was
measured by means of the same commercial digitermsed to measure its three-phase power
absorption, mentioned in Section 2.1. The eletyrmonsumed by the Braumeister model 50-
liters traditional brewing device was measured laans of a mono-phase -phase digital energy
meter (PeakTech, Ahrensburg, Germany, model 9088epresolution 1 W, energy resolution
100 Wh, accuracy 0.5%).

2.3 Brewing ingredients

Pilsner or Pale were used as the base barley maillisthe performed tests, along with smaller
fractions of Cara Pils, Cara Hell and Weizen, #ttel ones supporting body, flavor, aroma and
foam stability of the finished beer.

Among the hops, different combinations of pelladif&erman Perle, Saaz and German
Hersbrucker were used. In the course of few teatsdied brown sugar was added to the wort
before fermentation, while regular white sugar wdded to the fermented wort before bottling
and maturation. Finally, fermentation was activdiganeans of the dry yeast strain Safale US-
05, requiring temperature between 15°C and 24°Qmaedmum alcohol content 9.2%, used in

any test in the identical proportion of 67 g pe® 10

2.4 Production tests

Table 1 summarizes few basic features of the paddrbrewing tests. It should be noted that
no simple sugar was added during the mashing stamey test. Two tests (CO2 and CO3)
were stopped before fermentation. Three tests@3&nd C10) were performed under exactly
the same operational condition®( same ingredients) to study the effects of stmattthanges
to the malts caging vessel. Five tests (IBU1-IBW&)ye carried out without malts to study only
the utilization of hops&-acids. Finally, two tests (B1 and B2) were perfedmvith a traditional

equipment.



Table 1. Beer production tests, ingredients and conditions

Test ID

Cco1

Cc2

C5

C6

Bl

Co2

COo3

C7

B2

C8

C9

C10

IBU1

IBU2

IBU3

Production
unit?

1(A)

1(B)

1(B)

1(B)

B-50

1(A)

1(A)

1(B)

B-50

1(B)

1(B)

1(B)

1(A)

1(A)

1(A)

Net

volume

()

186

170

170

170

50

186

186

170

50

170

170

170

Malt

Pilsner 25 kg
Cara Pils 1.6 kg
Cara Hell 2.6 kg
Weizen 2 kg

Pilsner 25 kg
Cara Pils 1.6 kg
Cara Hell 2.6 kg
Weizen 2 kg

Pilsner 25 kg
Cara Pils 3.6 kg
Cara Hell 2.6 kg

Pilsner 25 kg
Cara Pils 3.6 kg
Cara Hell 2.6 kg

Pilsner 6.25 kg
Cara Pils 0.9 kg
Cara Hell 0.65 kg

Pilsner 25 kg
Cara Pils 3.6 kg
Cara Hell 2.6 kg

Pilsner 25 kg
Cara Pils 6.2 kg

Pilsner 28.5 kg
Cara Pils 2.5 kg

Pilsner 9.2 kg
Cara Pils 0.81 kg

Pale 26 kg
Cara Pils 3 kg

Pale 26 kg
Cara Pils 3 kg

Pale 26 kg
Cara Pils 3 kg

Cavitating
malts

Yes

No

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

No

No

Hop?

Perle 0.1 kg
Her$ 0.3 kg
Saaz 0.2 kg

Perle 0.1 kg
Hers 0.4 kg
Saaz 0.1 kg

Perle 0.1 kg
Hers 0.3 kg
Saaz 0.2 kg

Perle 0.3 kg
Hers 0.4 kg
Saaz 0.2 kg

Perle 0.025 kg
Hers 0.075 kg
Saaz 0.05 kg

Added sugafs

W 0.96 kg (bot)

W 0.96 kg (bot)

W 10 kg (fer)
W 0.96 kg (bot)

W 8 kg (fer)
W 0.96 kg (bot)

Fermentatiofi

Standard

Standard

Standard

Standard

W 0.042 kg (bot) Standard

Neither hopping nor fermentation performed

Perle 0.6 kg
Saaz 0.5 kg

Perle 0.194 kg
Saaz 0.162 kg

Perle 0.2 kg
Hers 0.1 kg

Perle 0.2 kg
Hers 0.1 kg

Perle 0.2 kg
Hers 0.1 kg

W 0.84 kg (bot)

W 0.07 kg (bot)
B 1.0 kg (fer)
W 0.96 kg (bot)

B 1.0 kg (fer)
W 0.96 kg (bot)

B 1.0 kg (fer)
W 0.96 kg (bot)

Next tests were designed to study the utilizatibhaps’a-acids

225

225

228

Perle 0.3 kg
Perle 0.3 kg

Perle 0.3 kg

Standard

Standard

Installation

Installation

Installation

No fermentation performed



IBU4 B-50 55 Perle 0.076 kg

IBUS 1(A) 228 Perle 0.3 kg

a)  1(A) = installation shown in Figure 1. 1(B) = variamith malts caged in a cylindrical vessel (BIAB).9B-=
Braumeister model 50-liters.

b)  Hops cavitating in any test.

9 Hers = Hallertau Hersbrucker hop.

9 W = simple white sugar. B = candied brown sugar.=bbefore bottling. fer = before fermentation.

¢)  Standard = fermentation in cylinder-conical vesg@D L. Installation = fermentation performed intoet

experimental installation.

3. Theoretical background

Physical phenomena associated with the collapsawiation bubbles were described by Yasui
and co-authors in Japan while studying single-beiblbld multi-bubble sonoluminescence,
showing that the temperature and pressure insiddiagsing bubble increases dramatically up
to 5,000-10,000 K and 300 atm, respectively, dugdrk done by the liquid to the shrinking
bubble (Yasui et al., 2004). The same authors ptedlias well the formation of hydroxyl
radicals (- OH) by developed HC, as a result of msétting, whenever the internal
temperatures of the collapsing bubbles grow ov@d@K. Yet, few years passed until the
splitting processes and formation of those powarkidlants (oxidation potential 2.80 eV) were
theoretically and experimentally demonstrated wess independent authors working with
developed cavitation regimes (0dk0.25)(Batoeva et al., 2011; Rajoriya et al., 2016; Soyama
and Hoshino, 2016).

As a result of the peculiar physical and chemiéfelcgs of controlled hydrodynamic cavitation,
its applications to water and wastewater remediatidegradation of organic pollutants,
reduction and solubilization of the overall orgaloads, and disinfection from pathogen
microorganisms — have received growing attentiah bothe scientific literature and industrial
practice, for which recent comprehensive revievesaaailablgDindar, 2016; Dular et al.,

2016; Tao et al., 2016).

A potential issue concerns oxidatimmocesses that are generally undesirable withifieheeof
liquid foods processing (Ngadi et al., 2012). Homrewithin the range of HC regimes used in
the field of food applications, oxidatipnocesses have been shown to play quite a margieal
in comparison to straightforward mechanical effggtaerated by the collapse of cavitation
bubbles (Yusaf and Al-Juboori, 2014). Indeed, dhbyuse of specific additives such as
hydrogen peroxide allows achieving the needed éxteorganics oxidation in applications
such as water disinfection and remediation (Cirimaiet al., 2016b).

No other harmful side effect were observed to pnetAC applications to liquid foods

10



processing in assistance or replacement of traditichniques, such as those aimed to
pasteurization and homogenization, moreover allgwinperform volumetric heating (via
conversion of mechanical energy into heat) whidbrsfthe advantage to avoid thermal
gradients and consequently caramelization hazaldsifese et al., 2015).

The process of saccharificatiare. the conversion of malt starch to simple fermergaigars
(glucose, maltose, and maltotriose) by malt enzysnebd asi- andp-amylases (Hager et al.,
2014), shows a significant acceleration and infexadion when ultrasonically irradiated, as
long as the irradiation power does not exceed @icethreshold, beyond which the enzymes are
damaged and inactivatélnorr et al., 2011; Sinisterra, 1992). Such evidence, linked to the
increase of the mass transfer rate from reactargazymes, was attributed to the increase of the
permeability of cellular membranes, and to thedfamation of the liquid boundary layer
surrounding the cellular walls (Knorr et al., 20Mpre recently, beneficial effects from AC
were observed in the extraction of polyphenolsp#insugars and mineral elements in apple
juices (Abid et al., 2014, 2013), and in bluebguiges (He et al., 2016).

Most of results from the research concerning th@iegtion of devices comprising HC reactors
to the technical field of liquid foods, arisen dwithe last two decades, involved laboratory-
scale liquid volumes, and foods other than beeh s fruit juices (Milly et al., 2008, 2007),
milk and yogurt (Sfakianakis and Tzia, 2014). Gafigrthe aim was pasteurization, namely to
extend the shelf life, while preserving or imprayitme organoleptic and nutritional qualities
(Albanese et al., 2015; Gogate, 2011; Ngadi et al., 2012).

When applied to the primary fermentation stageswof food liquids, low power sonocavitation
was shown to increase the ethanol concentrationesmes reducing the fermentation time
(e.g., to 64% of the time needed for untreated sampigbge case of beer), due to the removal
of dissolved carbon dioxide by the AC-induced g processes (Matsuura et al., 1994).
Evidence was shown that the ultrasound irradiatiithin a certain power range lowered the
overall acidity, increased the size and densityealfst cells, thus boosting their fermentation
efficiency, as well as boosted the amino acidézation during fermentatioKnorr et al., 2011;
Matsuura et al., 1994). .

Recently, a sample of wort beer after yeast pitghwas treated in an ultrasonic bath of given
frequency and variable power (Choi et al., 2018 hcrease of ethanol production during the
subsequent fermentation increased with sonicatievep up to a peak around 13%, and
decreased with greater power. Around the same q@aaditions, an acceleration of the sugar
assimilation was attributed to the increased pebiligaof yeasts’ cellular membranes and
consequently of the mass transfer, as well as eglexation of the free amino-nitrogen (FAN)

utilization was observed. The latter aspect wasngeketo affect the beer’s organoleptic and

11



physiological properties likely by means of the @mted assimilation of proline. Physico-
chemical and sensorial properties of the finishedlpct were shown to be unaffected by the
AC treatment, at least below the peak power.

Although achieved by means of ultrasound-assiségdation in laboratory-scale experiments,
those early results provided a useful guidancénftustrial scale HC applications.

Further recent works have shown the beneficialiegipbn of hydraulic pressures exceeding the
atmospheric value to the mashing processes, inogete yield of fermentable sugars by
means of the starch gelatinization along with ereymxtraction and activation, up to 20 atm
(Ahmed et al., 2016; Choi et al., 2016). This is relevant in view of the localized wideegsure
waves generated because of the collapse of cavitdtbubbles.

Quite recently, a combined AC and thermal applicatihowed to exceed the purely thermal
treatment in the inactivation efficiency $diccharomyces cerevisiae ascospores in fermenting
beer wort, around the temperature of 60°C (Mildrdle 2016). The flaw represented by the
low energy efficiency, due to the poor performaatte AC process, can be eliminated when
HC processes replace energy inefficient sonocamitdAlbanese et al., 2015).

As a further advantage of controlled hydrocavitatipplied to liquid foods, the focusing of the
heating source in the cavitation active volume cedithermal dissipation through pipe
sidewalls, section changes, curves and other discotres in the hydraulic piping, leading to
energy savings that grow with the operating tentpeegBaurov et al., 2014).

To the authors’ best knowledge, an only publisttadysconcerned the application of HC
techniques to the fundamental stages of beer ptiotuty means of a rotating-pulsating
reactor immersed in the liquid (Safonova et al13)0The declared results, limited to
laboratory-scale volumes (1.12 liters), indicatecey relevant reduction of the mashing time,
down to just 10-15 min, as well as a shortenintheffermentation time by 1.5 days, in
comparison to traditional methods, along with tin@riovement of physiological and

biochemical properties of the culture, without dgimg the quality of the finished product.

4. Results
HC-assisted brewing can significantly affect thegass in every step it is applied to. In the
following, both the potential effects, derived frditerature and past experience, and the

observed ones are discussed in detail.
4.1 Water and wort disinfection

Water conveyed to the brewing processes needsabdmically and microbiologically pure.

Before mashing, water is disinfected and purifiediider to remove microbial pathogens as
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well as other possible organic and inorganic contaminants. Adjusting water acidity can be
performed at this stage.

While not experimentally investigated in this study, the recent literature hints the feasibility of
water remediation directly linked to the application of HC processes to brewing. For example,
Dular and co-authors Slovenia recently offered a comprehensive review, along with their own
experimental tests, of controlled HC as an emerging economically and technically feasible
alternative to degrade and eventually mineralize harmful chemical and biological pollutants, as
well as to inactivate pathogen microorganisms, via advanced oxidation processes and
mechanical effects (Dular et al., 2016).

Beyond water, pathogen microorganisms can grow in malts and wort too, such as fungi,
mycotoxins, Bacillus spp., Clostridium, wort spoilers such as Gram-negative enterobacteria, can
be harmful to human health as well as to key brewing stages such as fermentation, hence
detrimental to beer quality (Bokulich and Bamforth, 2013). Therefore, their inactivation is
highly desirable and, in this respect, hydrodynamic cavitation appears as an appealing

candidate.

4.2 Dry milling

Dry milling of malts, either barley or other grains, in traditional processes is aimed at upsizing
the exchange interface between malts and water (wort) and thus the mass exchange rate of
fermentable sugars and enzymes (Pires and Branyik, 2015). Hydrodynamic cavitation makes
this step irrelevant, since shear forces and mechanical jets pulverize the grains down to less than
100 um within few minutes, as checked during tests CO1, CO2 and CO3 described in Table 1
by means of a mechanical sieve. Figure 2 shows a sample of grains resulting from a traditional

process and after HC application.

Figure 2. Malt particles after a traditional brewing prosdsft) and after hydrodynamic

cavitational processingight).
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Besides offering the typical advantages of wetingl(Szwajgier, 2011), the new process
affords a further increase of the starch extraatate as well as of its overall concentration in
the wort, as will be shown in Section 4.4. Moreotee above mentioned pulverization hints to
an increase of spent malts’ solubilization and egrddability, along with their methanogenic
potential in the event they are sent to an anaexigester for energy and material recovery,
thereby allowing a significant reduction of theoiass waste to be disposed of (Lee and Han,
2013; Maeng et al., 2010; Patil et al., 2016).

Cleaning and sanitization of brewing installatiamsl the production environment, while
fundamental to productivity and food safety, arergg and water intensive. Wastewater
volumes generated by breweries have been estirimated range of 4 to 11 liters per liter of
finished beer, with small workshops on the upp®itliMoreover, such wastewater carries an
high content of dissolved organic substances, whiitinate a chemical oxygen demand
(COD) between 2000 and 6000 mg/L, namely so mugtifggant that often wastewater is
treated on site prior to dischar@emienyo and Azapagic, 2016; Pettigrew et al., 2015). In

certain plants, wastewater and spent malts arefeard to anaerobic digesters for biogas
production. In this respect, based on the argunsahtanced in Section 4.1 and in this Section,
HC-assisted brewing can help both sanitizing asthféicting water and wort, thereby
potentially reducing the cleaning water needs, soidbilizing the spent malts, thereby

enhancing their subsequent biological degradation.

4.3 Heating and saccharification

The mix of purified water and malts is heated tovalpolysaccharides (starch) included in the
malts to be hydrolyzed by malt enzymes to fermdatabgars and amino acids — in a process
known as saccharification — that will be assimiiatg yeast strains during fermentation. Such
heating is performed either by electric resistaflaee or vapor as well as over the whole
volume or part of it (the latter technique beingkm as decoction). Heating involves several
sub-stages — including isothermal ones — in the&saiure interval about 50°C to about 78°C,
closely related to enzymes’ action on wort’s prwgiPires and Branyik, 2015). Mechanical or
hydraulic mixing, although gentle to minimize shéaces acting on the mash as well as
increasing dissolved oxygen to prevent oxidatiactiens, is needed in order to boost mass
exchange, prevent caramelization and the occurreingetentially harmful substances.
Besides its specific physico-chemical effects, bggnamic cavitation is a heating process too,
as mentioned in Section 1 and Section 2.1, whdigeefcy is limited only by the pumps’

engines efficiency. As such, HC application to bregprevents the use of any other power
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source or heating devices, as well as the volume#iure of its heating process prevents the

need for any other mechanical or hydraulic mixing.

Recalling the saccharification step as describe®kiction 1, Figure 3(A) shows that brewing in
tests CO1 and CO3, performed with the setup skdtchEigure 1 achieves saccharification at
48°C and 37°C, respectively, against an average #8 for all other test. Remarkably,
however, test CO2 carried out with an average pressround 1.5 bar with much higher
cavitation number, shows a saccharification tentpegzaof 76°C. While further tests will be
needed to identify the best cavitational regimehiwithe range spanned by the performed tests,
Figure 3(B) shows that the CN values between OntB0a20, readily achievable at atmospheric
pressure (as indeed they were in the experimesgs)n recommendable, while higher CN

regimes are likely to damage enzymes.

Temperature (°C)
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Figure 3. Saccharification temperature for all beer promunctests (A), and saccharification

temperature vs Cavitation Number for three selepteduction tests (B).
These results are in close agreement with predégpsrience gained with acoustic cavitation

devices, as illustrated in Section 1. In particut@yond the acceleration and intensification of

the enzymatic activity under moderate cavitationditions, the observed decreased efficiency
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under stronger hydrodynamic cavitation recallssinglar effect observed with acoustic
cavitation and the related irradiation power beyainich the enzymes are damaged and
inactivatedKnorr et al., 2011; Sinisterra, 1992). The interpretation according to which the
increase of the mass transfer rate from reactargeazymes was attributed to the increase of the
permeability of cellular membranes, and to thedfamation of the liquid boundary layer
surrounding the cellular walls looks like to be ftoned by our experiments (Knorr et al.,
2011).

In summary, it was observed that the activatiorptenature of enzymes aimed at transforming
starch into simple sugars and amino acids dropgphtp 35°C on average, thus shortening the
time needed to saccharification. This evidencedd¢adhe opportunity to start the circulation of
the malts into an HC-assisted brewing device froeery beginning of the process, namely

when water temperature is close to the room tenyrexa

4.4 Starch extraction efficiency

In traditional processes, malt removal and lautgrihe latter in turn consisting of at least two
stepsj.e. recirculation and sparging, are performed at gotature around 78°C, before
enzymes are fully deactivated (in particular, theyene alpha-amylase is still active), with
lautering aimed at extracting the residual fermigletaugars. The whole brewing process
carried out till that stage can take several handsthe starch extraction rate is generally limited
below 80%, unless a more costly wet milling of madt performed (Szwajgier, 2011).

Figure 4(A) shows the starch extraction efficiepwgr the considered tests. HC regimes
established in tests CO1 and CO3 provided oncendlgaibest results (91% and 86%,
respectively, of the starch extraction efficienagiagreby confirming the superiority of cavitating
malts in the CN regime around 0.15, also in congoario traditional brewing processes (tests
B1 and B2).

Surprisingly enough, the overall starch extracgfficiency achieved with BIAB production
test C10 (84%), approached the result obtainedte#hCO3. That result arose after repeated
structural changes to the perforated pipe insidevéissel, as well as after strengthening the
circulation in the same pipe, meant to increaseutmilence and, in turn, the extraction
efficiency.

In other words, while cavitating malts with CN anolu0.15 allows saccharification to occur at
far lower temperatures than any other setup, asaseéhcreasing the extraction efficiency by
20% to 30% over the average of any other setuprefud management of the turbulence in the
malt vessel may also provide very good resultgtims of extraction efficiency. However,

Figure 4(B) shows that the peak starch extractfficiency achieved in test C10 came at the
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expense of process time and specific energy cortsamphe latter more than 3 times higher
than in both tests CO1 and CO3.

100%

74%

% 7%

Efficiency (%)

co1 c2 c5 c6 B1 co2 co3 c7 B2 cs co c10

35 35

30 30

25 25

20 20

Specific energy (kWh/hL)

Figure 4. Starch extraction efficiency (A) and specific sgyeconsumption at peak starch

extraction rate (B) for all the beer productiortses

Comparing the production test CO1 with test B2 fgrened by means of a traditional
equipment), the latter provided a much lower staxthaction efficiency of 71%, as well as an
energy consumption at its peak extraction rate 8B®kWh/hL, i.e. approximately 2.7 times
higher than in test CO1 (10.4 kWh/hL).

As shown in Section 4.2, the application of HC gases pulverizes the malts, if the latter are
allowed to circulate as in tests CO1, CO2 and ClaBlg 1), suggesting that no significant
starch and sugar concentration remains trappedtietgrains. The results shown in

Figure 4(A) look like to confirm the argument.

4.5 Hopping and wort boiling
In traditional brewing processes, after the remo¥ahalts around 78°C (mashing-out), the
wort is heated up to the boiling point (usuallywrd 102°C) and boiled for some time. The

boiling stage aims at performing several substhiatsks. Among them, extracting hopsacids
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and isomerizing them into soluble iseacids which supply the desired bitterness, bugdire
desired aromatic compounds, further inactivatingyeres, sterilizing and pasteurizing.
Moreover, protein precipitation (hot-break) andiation of colloids contributing to foam and
haze stability are further relevant objectives aifibg.

Lasting at least 60 min and usually 90 to 120 rRiings and Branyik, 2015), boiling is usually
the most energetically demanding among traditibnalving stages (Muster-Slawitsch et al.,
2011; Olajire, 2012).

In traditional brewing processes, hops are pitciteédmperatures not lower than 90P€, the
temperature above which the extraction and theeésization of hopsa-acids begins, growing
slowly up to the boiling point. Nevertheless, themll concentration af-acids is limited by

their own degradation, the latter in turn positivebrrelated with both temperature and process
time. Such first-order kinetic process sets limitsthe hops residence time in the wort, which is
a main reason why the hops are generally pitche@dgithe boiling, as well as on the boiling
time itself and on the net utilization efacids, the latter topping in the most favorablgesaat

no more than 50% after about 90 min of boil{hgjci et al., 2013; Malowicki and

Shellhammer, 2005).

Another important task must be faced in traditidir@wing, namely the removal of undesired
volatile aromatic compounds such as g8 (dimethyl sulphide, DMS). DMS in wort and beer
originates from known precursors in barley maltshgiren et al., 2014), its concentration as a
dissolved gas increasing while the wort heats wptduhe negative correlation between DMS
volatility and wort temperature, thus complicatitggremoval (H. Scheuren et al., 2015). Unless
suitable gas extractors are used, which are cestgrgy-demanding and possibly leading to
oxidation issues, wort boiling is the only procaliewing effective evaporation of the dissolved
DMS, as well as its concentration to fall below du®r threshold, at around 50 to &§/L

(Hans Scheuren et al., 2015; Scheuren et al., 2016).

HC-assisted extraction and isomerization of hojsids was quantitatively assessed by means
of the so called utilization factor (Malowicki aghellhammer, 2005). Figure 5 shows the
outcomes ofi-acids utilization in the course of the last fiests listed in Table 1 (IBU1-IBU5S)
designed to study these processes using only Raplethe latter having a mass fractioruof

acids at the level of 7.6%.
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Figure 5. Hopsa-acids utilization before boiling, as a functiontemperature, for selected
production tests (IBU1-IBU5). The theoretical cufgethe “traditional” test IBU4 is also

shown (Malowicki and Shellhammer, 2005).

All tests carried out by means of HC-assisted bmgwaichieve utilization factors around 30% at
boiling inception, a result shared by all the otherformed tests, even when using different
kinds or combinations of hops (not shown). Fewaeatble evidences emerge, showing the
advantages arising from the use of HC processtiihrewing practice.

The utilization factors before boiling exceeded meximum value achieved by the IBU4 test
carried out with traditional B-50 equipment by gpntore than 1.5 times (32% against 21%).
The utilization factors achieved in IBU1, IBU3 aligslU5, when hops were pitched from the
very beginning of the respective processes (tenyrasaround 20°C) grew very quickly to
about 12% at 40°C, with a peak of 18% at 54°C, wherutilization factor in IBU4
conventional production test was merely 5%. Ovat tamperature, the growth of the
utilization factors stalled or even reversed (IBfdi,instance), up to 75°C to 80°C, likely due
to degradation of isa-acids(Laj¢i et al., 2013; Malowicki and Shellhammer, 2005), after
which it resumed very quickly up to the boiling piln the IBU2 production, when hops were
pitched at 78°C, the utilization factor grew quickind achieved the highest peak value of
around 32% at the boiling point, showing that itamvenient to pitch the hops after the
removal of malts.

Moreover, Figure 5 shows that the evolution ofutikzation factor in the traditional IBU4 test
closely fits the theoretical curve (IBU4-model) (laicki and Shellhammer, 2005), making
the same test fairly representative of traditigrakcesses.

Finally, the utilization factor in IBU4 test increed, until approaching the values achieved with
the new installation, only after boiling for abaute hour (not shown). Therefore, for all
purposes of net utilization of hopsacids, boiling becomes unessential in HC-assisted

brewing, regardless of cavitating or caged malts.
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The sensitivity of the utilization factors to thavtation number proved to be very small. For
example, production test IBU5 was carried out \aithaverage hydraulic pressure of 1.5 atm,
resulting in an average CN twice higher compardt thiat characterizing the other cavitational
tests. Yet, results were barely distinguishable.

In summary, in HC-assisted brewing, hops shoulddsereniently pitched after the removal of
the malts (temperature around 78°C), with no neeapply additional pressure beyond the
atmospheric one, while the net utilizationosécids is practically completed before the onset of
bulk boiling, which therefore becomes unessential.

A possible interpretation for the above resulthésfollowing. Cavitation mimics boiling
although by means of depressurization instead aftrigp (indeed, the liquid medium boils in
vena contracta downstream the cavitation nozzle, although eaghycaurvives during very few
msec) (Sarc et al., 2016). Moreover, the pulveibrgprocess observed for malted barley acts as
well upon hops, thereby greatly enhancing the exghassirface of the hops and the mass transfer
to the wort. Hence, the hop oil aoeacids extraction can be completed at lower tentpsra

and in particular without classical bulk boiling.

Although not directly measured in the performedezipents, no flavor attributable to DMS
could ever be felt in any of the beers producedhbgns of HC-assisted brewing. Indeed,
hydrodynamic cavitation processes are long knowaad to very effective liquid degassing
(Gogate and Pandit, 2011; Iben et al., 2015; Senthil Kumar et al., 2000), so much that it can be
hypothesized that undesired volatile aromatic camps are safely and promptly expelled
throughout their generation, as well as the resgecbncentration increase with rising
temperature is prevented. Therefore, also fromgbist of view, boiling becomes unessential

in HC-assisted brewing.

The capability of hydrodynamic cavitation to in&etie pathogen or undesired microorganisms
was discussed in Section 1, as well as provedieéous study of ours to occur at moderate
temperatures (lower than 60°C) (Albanese et all520n fact, correct long-term preservation
(more than 9 months at the time of writing) of lamttbeers produced by HC-assisted brewing
provided a qualitative confirmation.

Finally, foamability and foam stability, the enhantent of the latter being one of the purposes
of wort boiling in conventional brewing as statadhis same Section, were verified for test C6
at 124 and 260 days after brewing: Figure 6 showacaeptable foam stability in time despite a
slight reduction. The choice of test C6 was moguddty its longest cavitation process — most of
which performed after malts’ removal — acrossla! tests listed in Table 1, yet the same results

were observed to hold for all the other tests.
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Figure 6. Foam stability of the beer obtained in productest C6, 124 days (A) and 260 days
(B) after brewing.

4.6 Energy efficiency

The primary energy utilization over the whole life cycle of beer production, from barley malting

to filling and other processes, has recently been estimated in the range 1-1.7 GJ per hectoliter of
the final product (Amienyo and Azapagic, 2016), with typical electricity demand of modern
breweries on average around 25-30% of the overall energy requirements (Kubule et al., 2016).
More in detail, such energy demand includes 8-16 kWh of electricity and 150-180 MJ thermal
(fuel) energy per hectoliter of beer produced (Olajire, 2012; Sturm et al., 2013), with energy

costs amounting up to 8-9% of breweries’ overall costs (Kubule et al., 2016; Sturm et al., 2013).
About 60% of thermal energy (i.e. around 100 MJ/fisLihvolved in wort heating and boiling
(including mashing and hopping), while estimatesraore uncertain for electricity, which is
used for numerous tasks including room air conitig, lighting and so on (Olajire, 2012). A
conservative estimate of 30% average electricibsamption for wort heating and boiling
amounts to 4 kWh/hL per hectoliter. It is worthingtthat such a figure pertains to medium to
large breweries (at least one million hectolitezs year), which are far more energy efficient
than small and craft brewing plants (Muster-Slastitet al., 2011; Sturm et al., 2013).
Moreover, due to the moderate temperatures involredthermal and electric energy demand
can be straightforwardly added up, totaling ab@k8/h/hL (Muster-Slawitsch et al., 2011).
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HC-assisted brewing, contrary to traditional onekes boiling an unnecessary step. Overall,
the electricity consumption in test CO1, carrietlwith cavitating malts (Table 1), was about
21 kWh/hL from the switching-on of the equipmenthe wort delivery to the fermenter
(mashing and hopping stages). When compared wethltove-mentioned conservative estimate
of 32 kWh/hL for traditional medium to large brevess, the energy saving amounts to about
34%, let alone the fact that — as mentioned abaw@ft breweries such as those emerging in
the global market, as well as more relevant tostilemes implied by the HC brewing device
into consideration, are even less energy efficient.

Indeed, limited to the brewing stages involving evatnd wort heating (i.e., from water pre-
heating to boiling), it was observed that the diieenergy saving achieved in test CO1 in
comparison to test B1, involving the most similewqess among those carried out with the
traditional device, was about 33% (specific enaxgysumption 21 kWh/hL and 31.5 kWh/hL,
respectively). Such result was mainly due to a $2%ng before malts removal (water pre-
heating mashing stage), as shown in Figure 4(R) tathe absence of the boiling stage in

test CO1, the latter stage accounting for about 868e overall energy consumption in

test B1. Moreover, it should be recalled that #spective brewing yields were very different:
as shown in Figure 4(A), the peak starch extraatras 91% in test CO1 and only 60% in

test B2.

In addition, it should be considered that operatismch as dry milling of malts and cleaning
and sanitization of installations are unnecessafgrgely reduced, respectively, due to HC
processes. Consequently, their respective energgnigs, which have been partially
unaccounted for in the above, add up to the highergy efficiency of HC-assisted brewing.
However, it should be noted that malt milling, @rficular, is a low energy intensity process,
requiring just around 2 to 4.4 kWh per metric témalt (Frank et al., 2016), that, assuming a
malt use around 17 kg/hL as shown in Table 1, laéesinto a specific energy consumption
lower than a mere 0.08 kWh/hL. Rather, what isvaahe to the removal of the dry milling stage
by means of HC-assisted brewing are the savinggigost of equipment and in the processing
time.

Moreover, the pulverization of spent malts show&éttion 4.2, leading to the improvement of
their biodegradability, as was recently proven (Migiewicz et al., 2016), could lead to the
respective energy recovery in the form of biogasraby adding to the overall energy efficiency
of HC-assisted brewing.

It may also be noted that we did not undertakeasgive energy efficiency measure, such as
for example thermal insulation of the external mstafaces of pipes and tank, resulting in a

substantial heat dissipation (Baurov et al., 20dh)jch would be easily reduced in an industrial
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setup, further adding to the energy performandd@fassisted brewing.

Finally, the energy efficient HC-assisted brewisgusceptible to be powered by solar thermal
and photovoltaic energy with even greater ease aosapto conventional production processes
(Mauthner et al., 2014; Muster-Slawitsch et al., 2011).

4.7 Safety and reiability

Hydrodynamic cavitation has long been regardedtes@aful phenomenon for even the hardest
material structures such as impellers and staisliesst surfaces, mainly as a result of high
pressure wave emission (Fortes Patella and Rei998). However, Figure 7 shows no
damage to the internal surface bounding the camitatrea (downstream of the nozzle) of the
Venturi tube reactor used in the tests listed ibl@4., as well as in several other production
sessions, totaling about one thousand hours ofitper The weldings, visible at the top and
the bottom and representing the weaker part oftinace, were intact too. Apparently, the
strict adherence of the geometry of the used déwitaeactor with recently published stringent
recommendations has produced this highly desiisence of any structural damage (Sarc et
al., 2017).

Figure 7. Internal surface of the Venturi-tube cavitatioredctor, downstream the nozzle, after

about 1,000 hours of operation.

About possible harmful effects on the final prodacpotential issue raised by the use of
hydrodynamic cavitation processes with liquid focdexidation, as mentioned in Section 1,
where it was argued that — within the range oftedéiain regimes established in such
applications — oxidative effects are generally iggigle. That argument was confirmed by the
observation of the beers produced after HC-assistading, whose colors strictly matched the
expectations based on their respective recipegwhibwing no sign of oxidation. For example,
beer from test C6, which involved the longest @ion process across all the tests listed in
Table 1, 16 days after the test date showed a tmlet 2.8 on the SRM scale and 6 on the EBC
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scale, as well as an alcohol by volume 5%, botlthnag) a Blonde Ale beer style as expected
from its recipe (Stewart and Priest, 2006). Thercstale became 2.5 (SRM) and 5 (EBC) 260
days after brewing (see also Figure 6(B) for aaligusight), showing a slight clarification as
expected from the normal evolution of bottled b&&hough subjective and not assessed so far
by an independent panel, the aroma, taste andrftd\adl the produced beers after HC-assisted

brewing looked like to match the expectations fitberir respective recipes.

5. Discussion

This study was aimed at filling the gap left by ld@plications to liquid foods other than beer,
as discussed in Section 3, as well as by the alegaly study dealing with HC-assisted beer
brewing (Safonova et al., 2015), that, as discuss&ection 3, involved very small laboratory-
scale volumes as well as a rotating-pulsating atvitwhose upward scalability was not proven.
The results of this study were achieved at theesafbh real micro-brewery (gross volume
capacity 230 L) and using a circular Venturi-tubaator whose geometry adheres to recent
stringent recommendatioi&lbanese et al., 2015; Sarc et al., 2017), as well as were compared
with the outcomes of traditional brewing proceds&sed on data drawn from both the available
literature and direct experiments.

The observed dramatic decrease of saccharificegimperature under moderate hydrodynamic
cavitation, in particular, was a very relevant agement (Section 4.3), which closely agreed
with previous results discussed in Sectiqii8orr et al., 2011; Sinisterra, 1992).

Equally important process improvements concernedritrease in starch extraction efficiency
and the dramatic reduction of the time to peakaetion, as discussed in Section 4.4, as well as
the completion of the extraction of hopsacids before boiling, shown in Section 4.5 along
with its possible interpretation. Consequently,emidC-assisted brewing, the beer wort can be
conveyed to the fermenters after being heated apaat 100°C, without any boiling, thus
saving process time and energy (Section 4.6).

All the above, while retaining safety and relialyiliSection 4.7), scalability, virtually universal
application to any brewing recipe, beer quality.

Figure 8 shows a simplified scheme of traditiorraMang stages from malt (or grains) milling
down to fermentation, next to the same schemeecttat HC-assisted brewing, as well as to a
list of the respective estimated energy savingsdas literature and observations discussed in
this study. The overall energy saving achievablenegns of HC-assisted brewing from water

pre-heating to boiling is estimated at the leveB@% or greater.
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Figure 8. Simplified scheme of brewing stages for tradiéilofTR) and HC-assisted (HC1 —

BIAB setup, HC2 — cavitating malts setup) procesaksg with the respective energy saving

estimates.
The importance of these results arises from their novelty — the successful, advantageous, safe

and reliable application of HC processes in the brewing industry whose equipment and basic

practices have barely changed over time — as well as from the impressive and growing size of
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the respective market, skyrocketed to over 20bhiliters per year.

The authors acknowledge that the experimentalgddhis study is not exempt from limitations,
the most important of which are the following. Eifsirther experiments should be performed,
especially as duplicates or more of some of thissedl in Table 1, in order to provide a more
meaningful statistics, even if few experiments usel@ast the same ingredients and all the HC-
assisted brewing tests used the same equipment.

Second, especially important issues such as wesiefettion from pathogen microorganisms
and remediation from organic pollutants, that hggramic cavitation has been proved able to
tackle, were discussed only based on the availiébtature, among which a previous work
from the authors of this study (Albanese et all3)0the latter however dealing with the
inactivation of a single yeast strain. Recentlyyvmportant findings and recommendations
were produced, involving an extension of the cdigitaregimes especially for water
disinfection, which should be included in futurgoeximents (Dular et al., 2016). The same
holds for the early expulsion of undesired volagitematic compounds such as DMS (whose
flavor, anyway, was clearly absent in the produseers), which should be measured directly in
future experiments.

Third, only one HC setup was used, using a circdtaturi-tube reactor. However, recent
evidence suggests that slit Venturi reactors otap@rcircular ones as well as other setups,
especially in terms of cavitational yield, as defirin Section 1.

Fourth, independent panels should assess theyjabttie beers produced by HC-assisted

brewing.

6. Conclusions

By means of theory and experiments, this studyshasvn that the emerging technology of
controlled hydrodynamic cavitation has the potémtidoe successfully introduced in the field
of beer-brewing at the industrial scale, leadingitmificant advantages without apparent
drawbacks.

Dramatic reduction of saccharification temperatwe85°C, increased and accelerated peak
starch extraction (up to 30% higher extractioncigficy with 12% less consumed energy),
significant reduction of process time after traaiiil stages such as dry milling and boiling are
made unessential (up to 120 min only for the bgitage), represent the most important
benefits to the brewing process. Other major acdged concern energy saving, estimated at the
level of 30% or greater, shorter cleaning time awnerall simplification of both structural setup
and operational management of brewing processes.

Despite few acknowledged limitations, the discuseadvation in beer-brewing by means of
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controlled hydrodynamic cavitation, which was prdwe a real microbrewery scale, can be far-
reaching and able to quickly spread across thesotisp large, growing (more than 200 billion
liters per year) and increasingly specialized itgugotentially changing the chemistry, the
engineering, and the environmental footprint ofghecesses and therefore producing a major
impact.
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Beer-brewing power ed by controlled hydrodynamic cavitation:
theory and real-scale experiments

Highlights

First ever real-scale application of hydrodynamic cavitation to beer-brewing
Controlled hydrodynamic cavitation assisted brewing is safe, reliable, scalable
The application allows large savings of process time, energy and washwater
Traditional malts dry milling and wort boiling become unessential

Accelerated saccharification, starch extraction and utilization of hops a-acids





