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ABSTRACT

Cherry tomatoes are a major source of antioxidant, vitamins and minerals. However various processing
methods and digestion system may lead to phytochemical change. Aims of study are to 1) compare antioxidant
contents and activities of fresh and processed tomatoes. 2) compare antioxidant contents and activities before
and after the in vitro digestion of fresh and processed tomatoes. Fresh cherry tomatoes were processed by hot
air drying and freeze drying and then the samples were analyzed total phenolic, flavonoids, lycopene, antioxidant
activities (ABTS and O,7) before and after the in vitro digestion. The results showed that total phenolic and
lycopene contents were decreased while total flavonoids contents were significantly (p<0.05) increased by
processing methods when compared with fresh tomatoes. ABTS radical scavenging activity was significantly
increased in processed tomatoes (hot air drying) when compared with fresh tomatoes; however, it was not
different to freeze drying tomatoes. Antioxidant activity of O, in tomatoes was only significantly (p<0.05)
decreased after using hot air drying method when compared with fresh tomatoes. After the in vitro digestion, it
was found that total phenolic contents were decreased in fresh and processed tomatoes while total flavonoids
(only in fresh and freeze drying tomatoes) and lycopene contents were significantly (p<0.05) increased. Radical
scavenging activities of ABTS and O, (except hot air drying tomatoes) were significantly (p<0.05) decreased after
the in vitro digestion. Processing of tomatoes result in a lower tendency of antioxidant content and activities
when compared with fresh tomatoes. After the in vitro digestion, most of antioxidant contents tend to increase
while antioxidant activities tend to decrease compared with those before the in vitro digestion. Therefore, it
should be taken into account that the processing methods and in vitro digestion highly effected on the change of

antioxidant contents and activities by increasing and decreasing its level.

AdAY: uzWameAwes NsuUTIU @1siueUNABATY NITUINNNTERELUUTIARY
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(catalase) usiansueyyadaszfissnenanealsifiome
sonsusyyadasyiiinunnly Sadnduivesedldtuans
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a

UA3ersendinduiliinfuaisisluiananazazidngd
Uffsegnlgmenisidnduivanseyyadasy
nszuauMsuUssluzdomna 1WuiEnsilazeaeda
91y 5iAuInen wandunisifiumadenliiuguilaa
og19l5finu nsudsgUenavinliAanisiasuudasves
USinauazAanssuvesansinueyyadasyidoglunsideme
(Capanoglu et al, 2008) wonainni1skyUsgy -k
nszuIunIsdeudedanaliansnng g Wa1Eianag
Wasuuladlfiduiy desrnasmaiausofuiulsiu

astulawmsn ninevilunaluanadu q Meglunszuiunis
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=

gosdeazihlugnisiuasuntasSinauasAanssuvesans
Fruouyadaszld (Pavan et al, 2014) FefuauiseFuild
"’mqﬂizmﬁtﬂa 1) WU UUSUIUKAEAINTTUVRIANT
fusyyadastvsszilemaanuaruzdemaTiiunsuls
U 2) WiguiguUTinaumasianTsuvesansiueyadase
TusidemaanuazuzidomaiiiunisuUssuiiiouuasnds

NIUNIZUIUNNTERYLUUINADY

ad =) = o/
’Jﬁmsﬁ'nuumsfma
1. dmgAvuaznsudssy

NLLUDLNALYDT (Lycopersicon esculentu) @nang)
AgAULAeIUsEUI 90 FU INRAINLNAUNE B1LNBLEag
o @ N & A a a I | a
Janindaend inunaamall 4 esmwadua laenulilin
3 JUNBUNISNAADY DINUURILALHI AL YIINITHUS
uzilawaanoanu 3 d1u 9l uslowmean usidowne
dusuinlurnurauuavanseu wasuelamaa nsulnly
° % | < ' ' o % Y P Y]
LA UULYLE NI Inenfazaiuteaininlala 20 nsy
Wnsudssuleenisiuisiuveuauiou metduglamne
anndu 2 30 M9asssuuann anduinluvinuieleely
WSV UUaIn (Tray dryer) 4 UFE 500 8% o
Memmert Migaungfi 70 esrgaideoa 1Wunan 6 Falug

(ANUYUNSIDUWY 26.80%) WneiTananuiaualdg vy

delassdifululngannutudeutiluiiesest 3in1suls
sUlngmsuisuuutiBonuds inuzdomeandu 2 @n
45890 U0A mﬂﬁ?uﬁﬂﬂLvd@amv‘fmﬁqmwgﬁ -60 84A1-
wadua 1Junan 26 Falus sedethluuislaeldinios
uisuuutBonuds (Freeze dryer) 3u Cool safe 55-80
PRO 8%8 Scanvac funan 48 $1lus (Audundasiuie
25.64%)

2. MsmssuflegenautluInszi

tuzidemaeinliiiunszuiunisudssy 20
ﬂ%luLLazﬁB»J"]uﬂiz‘u’JumiLL‘UiE‘UNWﬁﬂﬂ’]iLauﬁﬂﬂgu 26
fiadansuaztunaulneldindosdunauiinnnuidasou 7000
seudteunit iuan 4 wift nuthlumuissieindes
mgumfi'mﬁ'qmmﬁ 4 paAwaLled AI3L5I50U 3400xg
Junan 10 wil dhansazanediulaunyiinisuSudsunsle
16 25 fiaddns \iufigungll -20 ssAwaBeansutily
PG ERER
3. P1siAszRUsuIEsUsEneuTueanman (Total
phenolic content)

A1 1lae38 Folin-Ciocalteu colorimetric
method (Aguilar-Garcia et al., 2007) Wna1sagaie Folin-
ciocalteu ivin1siioansdrendulugnsndiu (1:9 vv)
USuns 2.5 Tadans duausieg1sUsunng 60 lulasans
Yl ludfiadunan 2 und anduiduleie
A1SUBLUA (Na,Cos) AULTINTU 7.5% USuns 2 Jadans
ihluunfigamad 50 esrwaidea w15 ud faAn1s
@Jmﬂé‘uumé’aam%‘m Spectrophotometer ﬁu Spectronic
Helios Zeta ?jﬁa Thermo Fisher Scientific ﬁﬂ?ﬂum’mgu
760 unlutuns tedildldmuramiusunaiiueasvun
WeuduUsuiunsawnadnuesaisazalsuInsgiu (gallic
acid equivalent- GAE) siaurninuiaaesusiiomea 100
n3u
4. SiasziviUsutaansusznaurianliusednanan
(Total flavonoid content)

3A5129A83T Aluminium chloride colorimetric
method (Zhishen et al., 1999) W1@29819USuIMS 250
lulAsans Wutnduusuins 1.25 Jadans uavidulefio

Tulasn (NaNOs) AuENTY 5% USuas 75 lulasans
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fisld 5 it Mnduinergiduaaslss (ALCL) Anududy
10% U3u1ms 150 lalasams 79ld 5 wnit waziiulendionle
asonlen (NaOH) Autdudu 1 lwaans USuins 0.5
faddns imswanliidndu diluindinisgandunasd
AMHE1IAAY 510 unluins wafilduanauisuiuliuna
LB 3TF U (quercetin equivalent-QF) 993d1583a18
wmsgrusedminuwesmzdoms 100 niu
5. nsAwsziusunalaladusienun (Total lycopene
content)

35n156akUat91n Choudhari and Anantha-
narayan (2007) i@aeg1sunuaiulngs Wuhnduusinns
26 fiadans wauliidrtu anduduarsazatonay
Hexane:Acetone:Ethanol (2:1:1) USuas 20 adans 1Av
iganaiifes 5 it seliusndu gaansazansienisy
Aunsduluiarnsgandunasiinnueniadu 503 uiluiing
faauietl

Usinallalatusianan = (Ag, x D x USinauansada x 10)/E'%1cm

(mg/g sample)
e
Asp; fD f»w'ﬂmi@mﬂﬁuLLawaaﬁaa&mﬁmmmmﬁu
503 ululins
D f® AINITIBINAIDYN
Elolem e Adudszanssimnzaeslalaliuy Wity
3450
6. NM193ATIUNINTTUAIAURYYADEsEIAeIT1sWend
aUYadHIE ABTS
1n&35994 Shalaby et al. (2012) naua1sazaiy
ABTS fudisazatglnunai@euilasdann (K,S,0,) Tu
Snsndau 1:0.5 senliludiiia 12-16 Falus 130ans
ansavany ABTS (iawude) sheleniuea Snfnisganau
wasloglugag 0.7+0.02 finruenadu 734 unluwns
YUnsogna 900 Tulasans iy ABTS (finauuds) Usuns
100 lulasans werldnfuuazienisld 15 unil diluiaen
miamﬂﬁuum‘ﬁ' 736 wluns Furansdudased

ABTS (%inhibition) = Ac - As x 100
Ac

Wo  Ac fie Amsgandunasesansazany ABTS

As flD ANNTRANAULEIYDIFIBE
7. M3AAszinanssunsinuayyadaszgUilaseanlud
(Superoxide ; O,)

lngaaudasann Wang et al. (2009) JiUn
d19a¥a18 Tris-HCl Auduty 50 dadluaais pH 8.2
Usung 5.6 Jadans aslunasanaass iueg1eliung
0.2 faddns nanliiddu nduunufiouugd 25
FgaLTd W1l 10 U9l LAY Pyrogallol AuLUatu 0.95
fadluaans Usuns 0.2 Taddns uazinluinrinisgandy
wasiaueIAdY 325 Ulung AMuIasAINTIINSHY
a%aﬁaixL‘fJu%aaawuaqmsé’J’Ua"jy’waw'hasimﬁauﬁwaam
AIUAY

Superoxide (%inhibition) = Ac — As x 100
Ac
W Ac fle Amsgandunaswesiinuny

As fiD AMNITAANAULEIVDIFIBEN
8. N13828LUUINABY (In vitro digestion)

Ine35u93 Chen et al. (2017) UnzilomAdaLay
um%mﬂﬁmummﬂﬁgﬂ Usna 20 n3u wvhmsidun
20 faddnsuardunaulaeld wndosdunauiininuiseu
7000 sauUsiound e 4 wit arnthurhnsusudiues
13 pH Uu 2 Tneld nsalalasmaesn (HCY) AudNdy
5 Tuaang 1@u pepsin 6000 Unit (25.2 fiadnsu) wluualu
émfwmuquqmuqﬁﬁ 37 psrwaided Wunan 1 $alua
30 uit 9nTuUsU pH U 6.5 daeledsunisueiun
(Na,CO;) Aududu 1 luaans waltiu Pancreatin
USuns 5 Haddns dilvvalusnsaiunugungli 37
gemadeaidunian 2 4alus mﬂﬁ?mj’wlﬂmgumf‘ﬁmﬁ
A5958U 3400xg LW 10 uil thansazaedula
wvinsUFuUInaslild 25 faddns Wiufiguugil -20
ssrngaldeanoudluin sz iniUsunuazAanssuans
Aueyadasy
9. MSAATIZINGEDA

LN UNTNABDILUU Completely Randomized
Design (CRD) Nzidawmaeilalsiunszuiunsuussuuas

MNIUNTEUINNISHUIIU 2 35 A nsviuiakuuauauieu
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warn1syuRsLuuudonuds uhnsilsginiuiuna
WAERANTTUVRIANTANUDYYADATE NBULATNAINTLUIUNNT
gosnuuTiant Ma1fildainnisiinsgiuviaade
dudoauuinasgu 9INNIAaes 3 1 Taeld One-way
Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) uazlUSeutiiguai1y
wanensvesAnadslagld Duncan’s Multiple Range Test

(DMRT) fisydiumnuiesiu 95%

NAN15398

1. Havan1suUszUsauTInuasinuayyadasylunsiia
WALYe3
1NNIANYINATDINITHUTFULALTTNM TR ULB LAY
Sou uwavnisvihuiswuuLtidenuds Wisuifeuiudlegns
wzianaan deUTunuuaziINTTNAITAUBYYaTaTY
wuhuzdemeafiniunisuussuis 2 FdmaliuTinuasi
uaaLLaslaiﬂ‘ﬂuﬁ’wmammaﬂwﬁﬁaﬁﬂﬁﬁy (p<0.05) ile
Wigududzilewmaan lneUSunuaisiueaanasandu
8.65% uay 21.87% wag lalaUuanasdndu 48.80% uax
58.02% nuzilowmaTiviuiuueuanouLasuiLUY

wilonulamudau duandduguin 1 Tuvaeiinsudsgy

v
a 3

TaapadtdanaliusuiaIsusenaunallIuagANInU e

WintuegnefiTedfyni19ada (p<0.05) Andu 17.51%

(ULAILUUDUANSDU) WAL 32.73% (YMUAILUULISLEaN

wia) dlofieuiuusdomeaan

2. wavan1sulsUAefanssuN1siUaYLadase ABTS

wae Superoxide; O,
31NN13ANYINATEINITHUTTURBAINTTUATAIY

a

auyadasy ABTS wud Sewazn1sdudseuyadase ABTS lu

a1

giamAnHIuNTwTIUMIEITN VI isluuauaNsau

pnd

v
=< ' =

Wintueenediteddy (p<0.05) Andudesar 2.3 \leifiey
fuszdemean TuvagiinisiuiuuuuiBonudedy Taid
mnsuanssiufuszidomaan fauandlugud 2 diufesas
nsdufsoyyadaszyuilesoonlednuin n1suusudeg

a

Fnsvhukuuvevaniowhlinsiudieuyadaszeuies
sonlunanategeliod1fny (p<0.05) Amduievas 73.77
deeuuuzidemaan luvaeiimsiuiuvuudidenuds
nsdudteyyadassyuiaseanledlifianuuansietuiy

U aLAdn

800

600

Antioxidant content

b Ofresh
Klhot air drying

H freeze drying

antioxidant content

content

a b
c
400 cba
=N
0

Total phenolic Total flavonoid Total lycopene
content

content

U 1 Anadedinuansinueyyadassudazyilalunziamadnuazizliomantiunsuus iy (huisuvsuaueuuas

VuisuuuugBonuds) °° uansdisnnuuansvegeditediynieadifin p<0.05 vesansiueyyadasvusdazyiin

Tuuu%amﬂamu,azwL%Wiﬁshuﬂm,l,ﬂig"d (Total phenolic content unit: mg GAE/100g dry weight; Total

flavonoid content unit: mg QE/100g dry weight; Total lycopene content unit: mg/100g dry weight)
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0 NN\

% inhibition

Antioxidant activity

Ofresh

HH o

M hot air drying

M freeze drying
b

N

ABTS

0o,

U 2 Anadefanssunisdudinisitueyyadase (ABTS and superoxide; O,) lunzilomaanuazuziloinaniciu

nzuIuNIwUsIU (huisuuevaufeuwazyhuisuuudidonuds) °° uansdsrnuunnavegaditedfgmneata

71 p<0.05 vesleosiduinisdudinsiueuyadassunazviinlunzdemeanuazuslomaiiiiunisulsy

3. NAYBINTTUIUNTERBUUUIIARIRUSULaZAINTTY
YRIENIANUBYYADATE
NNNSANYINAVDINTTUIUNTTEBYUUUT1AD IR
Uimailueatimualunsidemaanuasiiiunisu gy
WUIMRINIUNTEUIUNITERIUUUTIADY NELUDINARALAY
uzdomaiinunsuussy fusnamsiuoatsnunanas
agafifadfay (p<0.05) iewisuduneudes Anmdu
19.3% (an), 18.32% (VWA uUBUaNIaU) Lay 28.32%
(hutvusdiBenud) dmsudsuiamaliussdiaun
wuimdsdesiitafiuiunazanas Inouzfomaanuas
uziBomadiviiuinuusiionuds fUsuravaliuess
Wit uegeiifedfy (p<0.05) Wawteuifureudes Andu
156.65% waz 4.13% suau luvasfiusdowmaiiiiunis
wlsguMenIsiuiskuvevanseulivsuunaliuesd
anas Ay 44.49% Ysualaladuneanuandaniiu
nsrurunstesuuuTanslunzlomaanuaruzdomad

H1un15uU T3y wudvsunaiuduegralidedey

(p<0.05) Wlafiauruneudes Aadu 22.43% (an), 65.19%
(MWL UUBUANSOU) WAy 178.34% (ViuAaluuusigen
wie) sauanslumisned 1 990 15@nwInaTeINTTUIUANT
g08ULUUIIABIONINTTUNTAIUOYYABATE ABTS WU
dlodunsruiunisdesuuusians uzdowaaauazusiie
mﬂﬁrzhummﬂigﬁﬁy’mﬁ%‘ﬁmmmmm’tumsé'fué?amg;ga
Basy ABTS anaseghefitfuddy (p<0.05) Wiawieufuneu
goy AU 7.7%, 80.05% way 29.72% A1Ua1aU
WugItuiy mmmmialumiﬁué‘ju’ﬂa%aﬁaizeqﬂl,ﬂai‘
sonlesvesuzidomaanuazuzidomaiiniunisviuiawuy
WiLEaNLTY WU NEINIUNTLUIUATEDELUUTIaD &

Wesidudnisdudsanasednsiifodfgy (p<0.05) Andu

n‘

29.27% way 18.87% Aua10U TUVUENULLUDINATINIUATT

v
o

Puisuuavansauiiuasusn1siudiauladaseainan?

LY

o w

WnAueg 1l dedAgyneads (p<0.05) Waluuiuneudey

Ao 33.93%
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WAL U UL DNLTTS NOURAENEIN1TERELUUTI8D4

A19819UZLUDLNA AIUNSERULUUIIADY AA9INTTLRYUUUINGDY
Total phenolic content (mg GAE/100 g dry weight)

aA aB
&n 391.65+ 3.55 316.02+0.59

° v v bA bB
MUmLUUBUaNIOU 357.79+6.53 292.22+5.00

° v | < cA cB
NAILAILUULLYLY DNLLU 305.98+ 1.48 219.32+2.6

Total flavonoid content (mg QE/100 g dry weight)

cB aA
&n 206.55+2.01 525.98+8.88
o % o bA cB
mMumLuUaUaL e 242.71+1.56 134.72+4.15
° v | < aB bA
AWALUURLEDN TS 274.16+2.19 285.49+2.28
Total lycopene content (mg/100g dry weight)
aB aA
an 673.55+2.40 824.60+2.12
o % o bB aA
YNLLUUDUANTOU 344.87+5.26 824.60+2.12
° v | < cB bA
AWAUURLLEDN LTS 282.75+5.04 787.00+1.58
ABTS (%inhibition)
bA aB
& 91.16+1.19 84.14+1.04
° v o aA cB
YNLAILUUDUANTOU 93.01+0.79 18.55+2.79
° v | < aA bB
YA UULLE DN 92.05+0.56 64.69+1.63
Superoxide (%inhibition)
aA bB
an 52.81+2.48 37.35+2.17
o % Y bB aA
MILLAILUUDUANTDU 132.85+1.70 49.20+3.02
° o | 3 aA cB
uiuURgLEanuda 54.42+4.90 13.13+1.82

ac ~ 4o L e o o g C am o P o ca o
RUIYNANRALUAIULANANDY WUUYAIAYNWFOAN p<0.05 ‘UENLLﬁlaSﬁlﬁﬂ?i’JLﬂi']Z‘Viﬂ'}ﬂiuﬂaﬁuuLﬂEJ’Jﬂ‘LJ

A8 L ERIALLANANITENIALRAEYBINTEUIUANTABULALaINSe R uUUTaesluLa LA (ALade 3 91)

a 4 a o

FV1IUNENTTINY
n1swUssUNdameYesingNsYuiaLULaUAY

SounaznisviuiuuntidonudsdinanoUiuiauas

Aanssunsinueyyadassdlafisuiunzlomaanluiiang

v '
U a

Waiutunaranas InsUSunadlueauarlalaluiusanas
dernunszuIunsulsgy waitadefidsnansenulaenss
AoANAIIYRIENTUTENOUTIURA LAln gaungll uazAIY
Wunsa-ane Wudu (Sud wavame, 2555) Tngusunm
Husansmuniianasiuoraiiennainnisidesaaises

A15U52Na U UPan8MIUS0U @OAAABRINU NIAST WaY

Aty (2551) Meauihmsidanuseulunseuiunmsuussull
duliusiauaisszneufiuoaanas uenaininis
anderesUTinafueaionun eraiinaneulsindfiues
sondwnanarUiAseniaindiiaaviailidiieatesty
woulaal (Del Caro et al., 2004) toulasilndfueasendina
vlfiAaUfAseanisiinduinialasiiansdafudio
asUsenauiiueaiuiuaanTiau ﬂﬁﬁ%mmslﬁﬂﬁﬁwmaﬁ
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