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Abstract

This study aimed to determine the optimal conditions for syrup production from
dried Hom Thong banana using pectinase and cellulase, as well as to evaluate the
physicochemical properties and sensory acceptability of the developed product. Dried
Hom Thong banana was extracted using pectinase and cellulase at concentrations
ranging from 0.05-0.15% (w/w). The results indicated that the optimal condition was the
combination of 0.10% pectinase and 0.15% cellulase, which vyielded the highest
extraction yield, total soluble solids (TSS), and clarity (% transmittance at 670 nm; %T470).
The extracted juice was subsequently concentrated under vacuum at 60 and 70°C to
produce syrup. The resulting syrup had TSS values in the range of 72-74 °Brix, complying
with the standard for fruit syrups. In terms of physicochemical properties, lightness (L¥)
decreased, while redness (a*) and yellowness (b*) increased with increasing evaporation
temperature. Reducing sugar content significantly increased (p < 0.05), whereas total
phenolic content decreased. Sensory evaluation revealed that the syrup produced under
the optimal condition received high acceptance scores, particularly in color, clarity, and
overall acceptability. These findings demonstrate that the combined use of pectinase
and cellulase, together with vacuum concentration, can effectively enhance extraction
efficiency and improve product quality. This approach also shows strong potential for

commercial application, adding value to dried Hom Thong banana.

Keywords: Dried Hom Thong, Pectinase, Cellulase, Syrup
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Figure 1 Dried Hom Thong Banana.

Table 1 Factors and concentration levels of enzymes used for the extraction of juice

from dried Hom Thong banana.

Sample Enzyme Concentration (%w/w)
Pectinase Cellulase
1 0.15 0.05
2 0.10 0.05
3 0.05 0.05
4 0.15 0.10
5 0.10 0.10
6 0.05 0.10
7 0.15 0.15
8 0.10 0.15
9 0.05 0.15

Remark Pectinase and cellulase were used as experimental factors at concentration levels of 0.05%,
0.10%, and 0.15% (w/w). These treatments were applied to evaluate their effects on juice
yield physical and chemical properties of the extracted banana juice.
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3. mswssnleSundlereaunasnin
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=

gy el 60 waz 70 s waldea n1gldnudy 55 mmHg AuilUSuuveILTdN
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AINE19198999n Molaee Parvarei et al. (2021)

43 @18 (CIE L* a* b*) AinszviAdaasiiog1sdianiss color meter (YS3010,

3NH, China) Tusguu CIE L*, a*, b* Iags1891uAn L* (AU@3149) a* (@una/d1387) way b*

v
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(Ewdoy/Arndw) dilumnnsdsunasesdlunssuiunsuan (Cho et al, 2016)
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#1813 99 hand refractometer (Atago, PAL-1, Japan) warsrgaunatduasmIusng (°Brix)
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4.5 Aranudunsa-ae (pH) Yaranandunsn-ansessiegnaneindes pH
meter (ST20C-C, OHAUS, USA) ImaU%J‘ULﬁauLﬂ%@@haaﬂiazawﬁwma%mmgmﬁ pH 4.0
e 7.0 ﬁaumii’mﬂﬂ%q wazsrearunatluefiiey (pH) MNTBUINTFINVDI AOAC (2000)

4.6 Usunuansusznauilusaniavan (Total phenolic content; TPC) ALA518%
USinauansusznauflued nviavand 1633 Folin-Ciocalteu Tnestauuasann Ainsworth & Gillespie
(2007) Tngnaua19819U311%s 0.1 mL Avansazany Folin-Ciocalteu 0.5 mL wag@15azany
Tnfsumndvown 1.5 ml Wanhnduauldusinnssa 10 mL LLazﬁqlﬁfﬁqmmﬁﬁmLﬂuma’l 30 UM
mﬂﬁui’mmmi@mﬂﬁuLLaaﬁmmmm?{u 765 nm KaN13ATIZRUTEUBUAUNTINLINTFIY

nanunadn warsenunailufiadnsunsaunadnauyasie 100 nTuMBEL1 (Mg GAE/100 g)
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4.7 USuaninanasiag (Reducing sugars) 1ASERUSINAIMNA3ATRE3E
3,5-dinitrosalicylic acid (DNS method) @1u Ismail (2024) TnenaufAieg19UsuIms 1 mL AU
a13aza18 DNS reagent 3 mL ntlrnudeud! 100°C Wunan 5 wnil Yaesliidu wazin
ﬁhmiamﬂﬁuumﬁmmmm?{u 540 nm wan1TIATIERIUSBUBUiuNSNIInTgIUNgLAa
wagsrsnuNadunsunglaaauyasie 100 nfuf0e13 (g slucose equivalent/100 g)

5. ASUSTRIUMIATUUSEEMMEUEE

n1snegeuNnIsUsEamdulalasuniseniiun1ssusensusssunsidelunyed

(Exempt Category) 3NAMEN35UNNT38535UM T8 tunyed Ineaudunsuseiiunmseeusy
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6. NFIATIZHNSEDR

Foyaildannimmnassdiuau 3 4 (triplicate) gniianiiasizsidaen1sins ey
AUKUTUTIU (Analysis of Variance; ANOVA) waziilonuainuunns 9o 1995 d1dey
Wisuiieuaad ofae3s Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) & Independent

Samples t-test fisyduiieddy p < 0.05 Ineldlusunsu SPSS

NAN15398
1. QzumwwmmﬂmwuazLﬂﬁmaaﬁwaﬁ'ﬂnﬁqwawmmn

mamﬁmiwﬁqmmwﬁwaﬁmﬂe’hwa:u‘wmmmﬁaaﬁudaumﬂ%’wﬂeﬂﬁ WUl
USinameaudsitazanstnleiamun (Total Soluble Solids; TSS) 1ady 24.53+0.15 °Brix wad]
Arendunsa-ss (pH) eg#l 4.94:0.16

Lﬁaﬁ%ﬁumsaﬁmﬁaaLauvl,evﬂLWﬂaLuaLLazLszjaql,aamml,wumﬁwmam HANSANY
LARIFIANTIT 2 (Table 2) wuindhatamendenisidiouluiiafovazvewanan (%yield)
sywine¥oras 34.56 B9 46.28 USinauwesudeitazanetildvavun (TSS) freglure 28.60 s
31.20 “Brix WagAINIAaLUAS (%T670) Faazvioudanulavesmania daogsening
Jowaz 43.59 19 67.39 Imm;mmimamﬁ 7uag 8 Iﬁwamamqnﬁqm mmzﬁﬁhmidmmuumm
Vnaes 8 ﬁmm’lﬂaqnﬁqﬂunﬂﬂfjumimaan duAdnaszuu CE L%, o, b* uandumsiedl 3
(Table 3) wuinhafandienoumesmniiinnuaing (L) ogseuing 25.80 fa 26.98 vaszdian

A luduns (@) fr1eglutag 0.10 9 0.70 wazArrududmdes (b*) fiA1egszning 2.87

09 3.93
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Table 2 Yield (%), total soluble solids (TSS, °Brix), and light transmittance (%T,,,) of

juice extracted from dried Hom Thong banana under different enzyme

treatments.
Sample %yield TSS (°Brix) %Te70
1 35.53+2.07° 28.60+0.552 54.14+0.08¢
2 34.56+1.97° 29.73+0.08¢ 62.36+0.124
3 35.39+3.13° 29.25+0.39° 49.05+0.052b¢
4 41.52+2.22b¢ 31.20+0.33¢ 49.78+0.043b¢
5 42.61+3.41°¢ 29.75+0.08¢ 46.90+0.072b¢
6 39.30+2.19° 30.42+0.40¢ 52.39+0.02b¢
7 46.28+3.234 30.47+0.48° 43.59+0.04°
8 46.28+1.534 30.30+0.11¢ 67.39+0.034
9 44.45+3 55 30.55+0.48¢ 45.83+0.002°

Remark Values are expressed as mean = SD (n = 9). Different superscript letters within the same
column indicate significant differences at p < 0.05 according to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test

(DMRT).

Table 3 Color measurements (L*, a*, and b*) of juice extracted from dried Hom Thong

banana under different enzyme treatments.

Sample L* a* b*
1 26.98+0.424 0.10+0.16° 3.22+0.02%
2 26.47+0.06¢ 0.50+0.15P 3.19+0.29%0
3 26.70+0.16° 0.70+0.16° 3.72+0.24°¢
4 26.47+0.04¢ 0.50+0.36° 3.61+0.34°¢
5 26.47+0.03¢ 0.51+0.07° 3.46+0.04%¢
6 26.48+0.44°¢ 0.64+0.48° 3.93+1.19¢
7 25.82+0.232 0.68+0.27° 3.07+0.59%
8 25.80+0.01° 0.42+0.03%° 2.87+0.09°
9 26.17+0.04° 0.63+0.46° 3.29+0.43%¢

Remark Values are expressed as mean + SD (n = 9). Different superscript letters within the same
column indicate significant differences at p < 0.05 according to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test

(DMRT).

AR uNTA-a1a (pH) wazUSunasnsuszneuluedniimua (Total Phenolic Content;
TPC) wansluss il 4 (Table 4) %qﬁma@uﬂm 4.82 919 4.92 uag 8.10 919 32.82 mg GAE/100g

mudau lneganaaeil 7 uae 8 U Tarrnudunsn-ans (pH) wazl3uuasuszneuiluedn
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vianualiuansaiuegdiduddgvieadd (p 2 0.05) eglsinudofiansanamaudinig
MENMAUATU NUTYANARBIN 8 TanuaEnINeA AT IUS oAz RINaNaALayAIIY
lagadudnuarimuzausenisuiluiamdondyd deiuiadenganaaei 8 iWuan1izi

wingauigaivernlu@nwisie

Table 4 pH and total phenolic content (TPC) of juice extracted from dried Hom Thong

banana under different enzyme treatments.

Sample pH TPC (mg GAE/100g)

1 4.84+0.072 21.88+0.07°¢
2 4.82+0.012 17.79+0.0120
3 4.88+0.05% 29.74+0.06<
4 4.83+0.022 15.64+0.0120
5 4.87+0.06%° 15.64+0.0120
6 4.86+0.022 32.82+0.23
7 4.92+0.04° 16.89+0.010
8 4.89+0.032 14.33+0.0220
9 4.85+0.022 8.10+0.022

Remark Values are expressed as mean + SD (n = 9). Different superscript letters within the same
column indicate significant differences at p < 0.05 according to Duncan’s Multiple Range Test

(DMRT).

2. gauammMInIenmuaziaiiveslesundleaumanin

dnFun1sfnuinun neealeiUnaienounoInINANIUNTSEMEE Yy INIATN

a

ouUnNNU 60 way 70 DIANLYAT LA NANITNAADUAUANURNMNBATNLEAIAIANTIIN 5 (Table 5)

U

P

wuirSevazvemandnlysuiatagludnievay 37.21 fia 37.51 uazerAuaing (L) ddneg

Y

sewing 24.61 i 24.78 Fevisaesfauushifimuunnsreiueeeiied A amneadn (p < 0.05)
wuRefuieududvaes (b9 fislrieglugas 1.90 §e 1.92 egrlsimy egamging
semeiutuan 60 18w 70 ssrwadea dwmalirinnuduiung (29 anasan 0.97 1y
0.47 agefitfuddun1eada (p < 0.05) luvaiefiAn1sder LA (%T,,0) \iuduandovay
34.47 \Ju 44.33 pgadifudrAyniseda (p < 0.05)
Tuiuausimaaiivazesdusenevvedlesumuiiuandlunisiedl 6 (Table 6) wuinen
Adunse-ens (pH) fiAnegsewing 4.49 e 4.60 Tnsmsifigumninissemedmalien pH
anasegafiifuddyn1aaa (p < 0.05) dmsuusunanianasaad (Reducing Sugar) fieinog

Tutesendn 20.22 §4 55.24 ¢/100g Inenwuinilegungiinisssinegwudmalilinuinig
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3fndifinTuesnadTeddymneeda (p < 0.05) vauefiviuaansUseneufiuedniiavan (Total
Phenolic Content; TPC) flA18g 5119 9.50 §i9 13.16 mg GAE/100g %dqmuqﬁmiizmaﬁ

o o

gudwmalvUSunaasuseneuilueiinanasesuiitdudAyneada (p < 0.05)

Table 5 Effects of vacuum evaporation temperature on vyield, color parameters, and

physical characteristics of syrup from dried Hom Thong banana.

Temperature (°C) 60 70
%yield" 37.51+£2.53 37.21+4.81
[xns 24.74+0.30 24.61+0.37
a* 0.97+0.122 0.47+0.17°
p*ns 1.92+0.13 1.90+0.26
%Tsro 34.47+0.05P 44.33+0.09°

Remark Values are expressed as mean + SD (n = 9). Different superscript letters within the same

row indicate significant differences at p < 0.05 according to Independent Samples t-test.

Table 6 Effects of vacuum evaporation temperature on chemical properties, and

composition of syrup from dried Hom Thong banana

Temperature (°C) 60 70
pH 4.60+0.04° 4.49+0.02°
Reducing Sugar (g/100g) 20.22+0.78° 55.24+1.17°
TPC (mg GAE/100g) 13.16+0.02° 9.50+0.01°

Remark Values are expressed as mean + SD (n = 9). Different superscript letters within the same

row indicate significant differences at p < 0.05 according to Independent Samples t-test.

3. mMsuszdiuannwnslszamduiaveslesundienaunasnin
INNANTAATIERRUANAININEN MAzIATIvaslgSUnTIEnaNneInIn Fau
lusundrenenmnesaniiligumginissemed 60 ssawaldoa uvinisUssidunnnInmg
Usgannduia nanisusufiuniseeniuvesiuslnadauandunind 2 (Figure 2) wuin lo$y
ndreveunewmnlasuazuuuauveulusedugunndiu Tnsdazuuududneazdsing
Wiy 6.03+1.07 AzlUW ATUE 6.00+0.98 AZLUN WAXAINYBULAETIY 6.10+0.76 ATLUY
Fauansdamureuun dmiusunduazsand lisuanuveutiunats Inefiazuuuade

WINAU 5.47+1.17 bag 5.53+1.20 ANua6U
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Appearance

Taste 'Kf Aroma

Figure 2 Sensory Evaluation of Sun-Dried Hom Thong Banana Syrup.

anUseNa
1. Qmmwmqmamwuazmﬁ‘uaqﬁqaﬁ'ﬂnﬁawauwaqmn

vhafinndreneuneminit esduneunsiiieuluiiviunamewdfiazangldiagas
24.53+0.15 Brix Yud0nnd eI U NBaLY0 a8 N1UN5EUIUNITYURS FatniluSunas
maau%qﬁazmmfﬂéqu LﬁmmﬂLﬁfﬂnﬁqul,ﬁaﬁﬁwdwﬂﬁsmummm (Mohapatra et al,,
2011) aehalsfnu A T5S Aldluauiseisnindeiisenilundedusindronnd i
(Uszanns 47-70%) fiesanluduneunisinisusiogsiuiinsduguiodielunisuawey
danalien TSS Afnldiinnnsiieans MeinadinanaenadeiuseeuYes Chavan et al
(2010) ﬁixud'mﬁzmumilﬁuﬁwﬁamiﬁuﬁw (rehydration) @nunsaanUSunamedsiiazay
ﬁﬁlsﬂumamﬁm%ﬂéj’mmigﬂ duen pH veshafing wuiduads 4.94 %daglfl,mhnﬁl,umzau
siemsvheuvesevlesinafiuauazivagiaa (pH 4.5-5.0) Felsiiingauianneiidesions
nuvedeulyy wavaunsaatvayuUssdvsnmueinszuIunsanala (Kumar et al., 2023)

nansvaasansliiuinhaiandreenmesmnmedinslievley Wieuas
YoWmaHANFUEAWINTY 46.28 wagiiUSuamasdaiinzanoilfifinduogluta 28.60-31.20
*Brix Wanuadsaunsaesutglgannisineuseseulsimeaiuaidesaanamaivuluusna
middle lamella d@snalilassadraiodoseusiuazannanuninvesansazars sasitouls]
wagaarasgpaaewwaglaaluniaead vlilassaaraduaniuasanddestiinad
avarsildonuniindy nmshnusiwtureseuledisaesiladsneliiAnnaiasugns
(synergistic effect) fitnasinussansnmnisatauasainulavewdndog (Molaee Parvarei et
al,, 2021; Sharma et al., 2014) mamiﬁﬂmﬁaamﬂﬁmﬁmwmmm Tadakittisarn et al. (2007)
Anuinsideuluimediuaanunsoiunananuazaiulaveiindeldet19iusyavsam

FIWNEAARBINY Handique et al. (2019) asenuinnsidieuledinafivauavivagiaas i
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amnsnianandminndeldaeieiosas 74.15 wavanmmmiliavesimaliieg uiiedey uay
Kumnar et al. (2023) 518914315 euledwansvdinsufuannsafiunananiingael§ae
79% waranAIAUTUALIED 7 NTU Faavieufenaiadugrivosneules (synergistic effect)
ReUszansnmnsann egnslsRnuesavvomanan Aldlunudseimniivieseanuly

a

13IUNTIY %qmaLﬁmﬂﬂmmLmnshwawﬁmi’mqmLLazIﬂﬁqa%ﬁwmLﬁ@lﬁ@ﬂé”mmﬂﬁmu
nszvumahuiaddammuiugidudeieutundsan dwalinsddaesoulesiie
nilswaaanas uardnausyansnmlunistesaanelassasanedudnanlsa

Ve finan1sfneA1AINETNe (L¥) ﬁLLmIﬁua@auﬁaqquﬁmﬁsmmﬁu%yu
Faaenpdastunszuiumsindiimannuiise Maillard uavansualawduiiindunels
anmzlfinTudou (Anese et al, 1999) dauen a* waz b* Suwldudvtulunianne axtou
fansidsuntasvosdluluiianediiduiu An pH vesindreveunssmnanendenisld

[ ' '

vouleslogluyae 4.82-4.92 TnglinumnuuandntegefitedAyseninanguneass (p = 0.05)
S'ﬁqagiuﬁaaﬁmmzaum'amsﬁmmaal,auisuﬁuasmmLaﬁasfuaawamﬁm% (Sharma et al,, 2014)
Usuaansuszneufluednsau (Total Phenolic Content; TPC) vastinaitnngae
vewmawnniunltuanadntosnelianneiliioules Insemeailoldonmgligedusewing
MUY Fem31971 4 (Table 4) msanasisnamanunsaesuigldnnisaanesiveasuseneu
Tluednneligamgiias (thermal degradation) waznsiinufiseneendiadu Feaenndeafi
578971849 Ribeiro et al. (2010) finuinslianudeudwmaliusinamuednanadutwals
vanewia voniniuTinufiuedndsdnasonuniwmissramduda lnslanzosaBaan s

YOANUNNIRATANUAUNUS AUTAHIA WAaLANUTUVBIE FIN15anaIvednsnInai gl

dnfaildsuanueeusunussamduiadiiatu eg1slsinn asiuednluansiueuya

>

v =~ '

daseidAny FallunumedenisveasnIsideuAMNNUBINGA MYl FAINUNITATUANANTILNTS
HAnuazAn pH Mwanganidinnudidglunsshwaunassninnalseleviauauniniag
AumwmMeUszamduia arsuedndsdunumlunmsdugsnmsiinduinia (browning) Taeiieadas

Aufanssuveneuleyl polyphenol oxidase (PPO) & 4t39UfAT 819003t uvesasiuedn

luan1iznileandiau WainswiuanuseusnadwaliiianisiudsunUasesduazannin

YDINANSNA FauN1IAIUANAT pH UagseAuvesansiiuednlvieglutisiinzaniaiunum

@

ddgglunssnwinunmeasles (Argo et al., 2021)
IINNANINAGBIMVVANANY T NUIYANITNAaesil 8 nsldieuludimafiuaiovas
0.10 wazieuladiwagiaasonvas 0.15 iaSovazvemanin USurmvewdiiazargls

UaE %7, qﬂﬁqm TaedAinfiu 46.28 30.30 Brix uae 67.39 AUARU Fam151971 2 (Table 2)
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]
nadsnanandbiivinnsideuledmefiuasuiueulsivaguealusziuanududuiiuna
(%ovar 0.10) fanumzausensaiatindrenin ewinaunsafisUszansamnnisadia
wasUSinawesdfiazaroinle saiendudninnulavesndnsameiluss s udlmnzay
namsAnwilaenadasiu Kumar et al. (2023) Ais1esiinsldiouledsiufuaansaiaia
Andeuazuosnanan warUsinavewdfiazareinld eglsfnw dioldeuledluanududy
guiuly endwmalifnmavanUdesansilliazarsthanuinead shlianuguuesansazans
fiudu FeaieuisrnuduiudidmndussninsUssansammsanauazaanulavewandos
wuilduRsnanaesnadesiu Bhardwaj et al. (2021) ﬁiwamuﬁqmam’%mqwé (synergistic effect)
yosoulesivo yield usidodinduaula fewnianizvosanismaaesii 8 Sunzan
dmsunsihluldlunszuiunisudnleiundremeunesmnludunsudaly uredrdlsiny
A1 TSS Tilet (30.30 °Brix) fanandasninuasgiuveslesunaliidnsagy (>70 *Brix) (Codex
Alimentarius Cornmission, 1992) 3esn8ugesinunssuunmsvhduduinfiuiie i lsndnsosi
ATlAQuNINATLLMTE I

2. AN nLaziaiivadlysUndeaunanIn

‘Lua’quﬁumﬂizmumam%‘&ml%%’ﬂmmfwﬂé’qwawmmﬂﬁaaﬂﬁsmaquzywmﬂ
nsamsnaaeslumsed 5 (Table 5) wuirgamgiinsssmegyanniadssanenuauTinig
nMenmvessdaduet lagviliaanuaing (9 duwnlivanauiegumgiinissemeiivain
60°C 1Tu 70°C vauziirnanududuns (@%) wardivdes (0% fuudldufindu mswasuulas
Fenanudimsiedaidut uemansugt Ssannsoesuigliannuiaten Maillard uazns
muaalamiuvesimasidaeldanglinnudou (Anese et al, 1999) wunltiuiiaenados
U Molaee Parvarei et al. (2021) fisnenuinmsvduduiwalsisennudoudamalie L* anas
wagAn a* wag b* Wuty Feduiusiunisifisturesrnunduvesdluduanadla (%T70)

P hnseandinaeilunisied 6 (Table 6) lauansliifivinindaenou
msvilvidudu e pH eglutiansaseu fedndutsivanzaudeiadiosnmuowanusiay
AsUaonfengduns (aglutn 4.49-4.60) vaurtuTinamsUszneufiuedniianua (TPC)
ﬁLLuﬂﬁuamaﬁLﬁaqmmﬁmﬁizmmﬁuﬁu Tneannzdi 70°C JsanunsasSungldainnisaanssa
N9ANUSOU (thermal degradation) Laznsiineandiaduresasusznouiluedn denndes
FUT1891UT89 Anese et al. (1999) uaz Hafizov & Hafizov (2020) FanuinUsunasinnia3ng
fifutueseiifddy Sudunannmsaansimenhmaluanagriuuaselelasladal
Guthmaluanaiie wu nglaauagninlia wualiiudinanaenndosty Abdella & lbrahim (2024)

wae Arsad et al. (2015) fi5718910IINSLUIUNS WANLS DULBENSYINIUBLaUlglda1u1se
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duadumaiinturoninaindluniwalild maisuasmes TPC uazthaaiaddng
agvoulsnudunusiBwndusenitenuantAfiua1sfiueuyadasELazANNITUYBY
NAN s %ﬂL‘ﬁuﬂa%’ﬁJﬁﬁiﬂumiﬁmum@mmwﬁgﬁwﬂmmmmazﬂ’]i&J@M%’W@ﬂQ’U%Iﬂﬂ
3. nmsUszdiuaunwnslssamduiavasleiundenaunasain

y1nwansUszliunslsramdudanandiiiuiwidndurlesundreneunsnin
#suniseousulusedugeaniuilan Tnsamzlududuazanula sldsunzuuugeiian
agvioudawavesnsltioulnifigreuivugsmnalanazdnvazunnguemandast wudldy
fananiaonndasiu Bhardwaj et al (2021) As1eauininaldfiiunszurunsvinlase
ulwfléfunzuuunseenuiuduasdnuurusnggenionguiliiunsusulge luviues
W& Handique et al. (2019) nuimsldieulaivsiinasuuududnyuzUsngves
WA Susinndeogaideddnydlaiisuiunguauau Tudundusazsand wuiwandoeid
ATLUWAREYINTU 5.47+1.17 wa 5.53+1.20 pudndiu wedlifinnuuanseiueeeditod Aty
M3add (p > 0.05) Fsanunsaeduneldanmslénszuiunssemegyamaivigannisgasde
asUsznoundulazsaszimeieiiiefisuiumsseveluaninzussennaun (Rasoulian et al.,
2017) dwfuanuveulaesin wuiwansusAn M sytutuigamngl 70°C Iiunzuu
MseeNsugeign Feazvioufsmnuaunavesnnudnuuriud anula uassavAvowansiosi
wnliufananaenadesiusenues Abdella & Ibrahim (2024) fiszyinanalavemaniosi
fanuduiusidauiniuniseeusuvesuslng

wiAzuuus N AuLasTarRars e uvBwannaruumslviadeu uRdang
ogluszivTivonsuls uandvidiufiafnnmesnszuiunsdslutiagtiu egndlsinm msUszgndld
walulaBnsinduduiigumnisn uiomelulafiunusuentisfnvindunas salddsdu
HansUssiiumeslsgamduidaduduinnmsldeulsdsindunssuiunssemeaganiaaunse
WannnanAaeilesundreveunesnniidaanniuarldsumssenivanguilaalusedugs

Feagnaudsdnannlunsiaudandvdlusuiasg

A3UNaN1337Y

MnMsAnwanngmsnanlsfiannndevemesn nuin nsldlouludinafiuad
amnududufosaz 0.10 (w/w) Srufuieuluiiwagiaadianudutuiosas 0.15 (ww) 1
Yield (%), Usinaasudefiazaneiildvionun (Total Soluble Solids; TSS) wazAn1sdasH v
uas (%T670) gafigaluannnzidny memdsnsvinliidutudenssemegaayinia wui
Tu$uiien TSS egflutas 72-74 *Brix Fadulunuinasisnasgrundndnsilessunalil (70 *Brix)

' < N a | 1 1 ' @
agalsinny MsiitgminIssemedmaliaIAuadg (L*) anas wazrinnududung (a%)
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wazdmdes (0" wWudu swdwulduniswasuudaswesninulavesndnsdme’ ludu
psAUsEneUmaAll WUt Usinahmasindiiuty vasfivsinaesussneuiiueananamiy
qquﬁmﬁsmﬂﬁqﬁu Nan15UsEiumsUssamduianansliiiuinandaeilesulasu
n1seausunguslaalusedugs lasanieaud aula wazaiuveulaesiu asviouds
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