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Abstract

This research had produced tamarind vinegars from tamarind wine from four
cultivars of tamarinds, namely Si Thong, Pra Kai Thong, Si ChomPhu and Yak Fak Dab.
The chemical properties, antioxidant activities and sensory evaluation of these vinegars
were examined. Vinegar fermentation was performed by inoculating 10% (v/v) of
Acetobacter pasteurianus into each of four tamarind wines with the initial alcohol
content adjusted to 8% (v/v). The fermentation was conducted for 15 days at ambient
temperature and sampling was performed at 5-day intervals. It was observed for all
samples that the levels of alcohol decreased continuously over the fermentation period
and almost depleted at the end of the fermentation process, which was consistent to the
increased levels of acetic acid. It was obvious that the highest level (5.40 * 0.16%) of acetic
acid was observed for the vinegar produced from Pra Kai Thong cultivar, followed by
Yak Fak Dab cultivar (5.34 + 0.06%). The vinegar produced from Yak Fak Dab cultivar
was shown to exhibit the highest antioxidant activity (47.47 % 0.25%), followed by
Si-Thong cultivar (32.57 + 0.41%). As with the consumer hedonic scale, it was found
that the drinking vinegar produced from Si Thong cultivar had the highest overall
acceptability with an average score of 5.77 * 1.45, which however was equivalent to

the hedonic scale of 9 indicating low levels of the vinegar preferences of the consumers.

Keywords: Tamarind Wine; Fermented Vinegar; Tamarind Drinking Vinegar; Antioxidant Activity
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(Waldron, K. W. et al.,1993)
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Tunnm:ifieondou hanmenindald dnduveumusssumfzesnauzesingiu uwazismm



226 AMAWIMILATT AINTTUMIMUBYLRDIIzUAzMINATBUNIUST T IMRNASTe O dNMEgNIN NNz 4 §1eRug

nsmndnlsitiosnt 4% fagtufisnithinsemmsinlusaduetesiunsmhisuahguioganm
yilviszuugesemsioy maimznwlundaduhdumenmin dusamomilsiismsoussy
wzwlindueIooangomn  wasndumaiuyasmesuzmn  lumsmasasillifnmamnn
mandimenn Aanssuiuounadas: uazmsnaseumolssamdnisrendNmagvina
N2 4 MPRUGF (TUGANe WUFUITMenas WUGATING uasiugdnsinaI)
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1. Fmawamhaumeganlniuzoy

mnbiinznaeesusazseiuiiwsenld hluySusinaesudiazaelilivndy
124 soruiad Taglihmanse uazlinaueansgeavniuiesa: 8 Tagliinauiziiie
wimeide Acetobacter pasteurianus 3088z 10 fn3enanemsiaende Glucose Yeast
Broth wwehumadesienduna 1 Ju adlulnivzowusazseius meiude: 3 waad
USins 150 fadans uildwewuadeood) Shaker wWunm 15 Ju Wudesluiui 05 10
15 fu fetioa: 3 Waed dowinihdusegasy 15 Ju ymsuganszuaumaniin Tnems
misweslsdihdumegionnai 60 asreaded W 30 wi

Tusznhemaniniidusey asnamwmoai foil

1.1 Jeueanedes leemsiiumedislilld Microtube Uameominaunull
Tugamgi 4 emwades JaUnmueanegedfeinies Gas Chromatography- Flame
Ionization Detector (GC-FID) fiia Shimadzu 31 GC2014 #Avwazdunmeld Capillary
Column #fin Rtx-Wax (A211817209A0ANY 30 Jafmas WUAIguEna1g 0.25 Jaawns
ANungesdan 25 lulaswng)  sTuumsdand1s  UJeasnaunlugmnioeosiuingns
150 asrAndaidea gamaizesneauiiauiuan 40 esmugades (Aol 1 W) waziindu
Tudns1 10 evAngadoadowti swdu 100 ssAngadod (AL 1 W) Mannduigdido
gns1mslne 99.7 daddnsremd Ysinnsiian 1 lulasans 1 Split Mode lugnsiaanu 45.0
(Rangkhawong, P. et al., 2013)

12 amadaUsmasesudsiin:awld Tnelin3es (Refractometer)

13 areiannuiunan-va Taelin3esinanadunsa-us (pH Meter)

14 aneinsmansanomunlaemslasmanmemsazanelafoulansonlsd
ANUENDY 0.1 uosuea tngldmsazareiuevimantiu Indicator

15 avviadSmanimanaun #e33 Phenol-Sulfuric Tnsthatagounns
500 lulpsanslalunaannaaes Au 5% Phenol Solution U311AT 500 121 wiiweh SnLUAN
Conc. Sulfuric acid 2.5 findang wenial Tz 10 wiil ihliiammsganauuasi 490 wluwnas
WisuifsuUSmahmadussazaenglasnnsgussAuAmiig 0 - 250 lilasansrofindans
(Miller, G. L., 1959)
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1.6 MINAFDUAINTINAIIAIUBUNADNIZ
MINANBUAINIITUMIAIUOUYNDNIZAIY DPPH (Brand-Williams, W. et al.,
1995) w3sus1saza1e DPPH Auiongl 0.1 mm lneazaiunie ethanol 95% Uiamaig
1 1.5 ml uazUiwm DPPH 1.5 ml Tavdjasernulunasanaassiilbioenlniminu
selimsazmeiufasendu 20 wiii iluinAiganduuaszesssiinuenIAdy 517 nm
ltemueaiiu blank

inhibition (%) = (A, = Aquud/ Apprr) * 100 (1)

Wemnualn - A
A

oep AB MMIAANRULEIZEY DPPH Control

Ao AINIIAANAULEITDIAIDE1INAINIUNATEN
nu DPPH

Sample

1.7 mMInAsauUsziMINRe

managaumelsamduAsrenhdumeganlinzulihnsanulasgas
ihiiusegniauAnan Chailangka, A. (Chailangka, A., 2009) Tnsfidiunaudsil ihdusey
9tz 200 n¥u e 150 a5y s 150 asu wailiindu sndminhisseganlal
nvzomlunageumodszamauna Inaldnmsnagouuuy 9-point Hedonic scale #asAzuny 1
(aiwouanaiign) - 9 (weumniign) limasevdn Tneduimaseuilimumsiindu o 30 Ay
Wazuuuanuverludud  nduhduaiey sEUTe  SENIN UAIATINTOUIINITINAL
MINANBILUUURBNENY ST (Randomized Complete Block Design, RCBD)

MILHUNMINAaBILUguAaan (Completely Randomized Design) n3niuusaz
3 dh amdldnamsiens ndensikamdn TaednnmimanuulsUsu feds
One Way Anova uazil3suiiinufnadsmelysunsu SPSS

wamswﬂaaouaﬁmsfﬁ

1. auammmiafizenhdumeyluszuiemsngn
1.1 USnauesnegeauasUInansanedin

USinnuueanegeauazUinmnsauedin  IMIAMNENTIEEINLzTN
g 4 menug liua fnes Uszmenes Aioug uazdndiamu Taevhmanindedeuuaiie
Acetobacter pasteurianus tnria1 15 1 wudilududl 15 wﬂﬂﬂﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁumﬂg ﬁﬂﬁumﬂﬁq
fninanuzamuio 4 sevud LifivSnauesnesedmieeyluhdumey douaaslumsoi 1
TususesUSnuzosnsauedannuitluiudl 15 vesmsminihdusey hduseganzem
ewusUszmonoofivimansauedAngoganiau 540 + 0.16% Asuandlumsiod 2
FnhdumeganuzsmmenuiUsmenesivinunsanmuatissnhinmeginannne a5



228 AMAWIMILATT AINTTUMIMUBYLRDIIzUAzMINATBUNIUST T IMRNASTe O dNMEgNIN NNz 4 §1eRug

(5.50 + 0.07%) nuIaeees Ozturk, 1. et al. (Ozturk, 1. et al., 2015) %avﬁmiﬁﬂm
F19MUBUYRDETT  TIIMUIATN  UIDI  AMMNDBITIITVNONTING  URTRNHUITRIFAUNTE
Tuhdumegindauuiininululsamansi uashdumenanin Makgeoli (5.61 + 0.03 %)
91AM13398889 Chen, J. E. et al. (Chen, J. E. et al., 2014) LLﬁﬁﬂ%uwmﬂiﬂﬁﬂwuﬂqﬂﬂdw
ﬁﬁﬁmmugﬁﬁwmﬂugma% (2.34 +0.04%) 99nM 3398289 Kim, S. H. et al. (Kim, S. H. et al.,
2012) ﬁwﬁumﬂgmﬂﬁuﬁu (3.38 + 0.03%) (Ozturk, L. et al., 2015) LLf\]Z‘LEWﬁJJE\ﬂEJ‘QﬁHﬂTUNu
(5.21 n3NAB100 {adanT) (Chen, Y. H. et al., 2011)

Pamsniniduamey  nudSnuueanesed  wazUimmeesnsauedin
anmsndmhdumegnuzsmt 4 @ewud ludenaiui 0 - 15 wohuSnaueansged
anaouaznalylumandnduil 15 lunnets wazfivSmansawedAniiniunaenszezim
gasmaniin Taeudmmnsauedineyludie 4.65 - 5.40 flesnnuuaiisonisuweanesed
Tiunsauednn Tnedumluiminiissensms 1 egloweriissdigmnuwingouiimanzau
pasnuudladansndnamwwnseninawdsuudas  fe  dmanudunsa-vaanas
M3 anag uasUSinawesueaneseaiumsamslumansinanas iliUiinm
mafinduneonsauediniiag uazpodlufian

MmN 1 UInnueansdoa lussndemaninigusegnimanusmu 4 §enug

ihdumegivhain Ysunauueanadea (% v/v)
N 4 MIOAUG Wi i 0 wiin Ui 5 Wi i 10 Wi ui 15
finaw 8.91 +0.02° 2.87 +0.00° 0.62 +0.01° 0
Uszmenay 7.97 +0.00° 2.52 +0.00° 0 0
A7) 7.79 +0.00° 1.96 £0.00° | 0.31 +0.00° 0
gn¥inAIL 8.18 +0.00° 0.93+0.00° | 0.22 +0.00° 0

newin - WIBUHNEUANAREMNLUIAG AIDNEINLANAINUIANNLANM T IBEN I 1ATY
muaan (P < 0.05)
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humegAivhan Usunaunsauednn (Weosidun)
NN 4 AU niin Ui 0 Wi Ui 5 winiui 10 | wsindui 15
fnay 0.31 £0.01" 2.7 +1.08 429 +1.74 | 5.18 +0.63
Uszmeney 0.29 +0.02° 3.09 +0.34 5.7 £0.11 5.40 £0.16
FTTN) 0.31 +0.01% 2.3 £0.72 3.81 £1.28 | 4.65+0.71
gnwina 0.31 £0.00" 3.23 £0.22 494 £0.09 | 534 +0.06

nnewne : WisumeumM@asmMuLUIRY AMdnEInuANAIANIANULANMIAueE it AL
mosn (P <0.05)

12 manuiunsa-ts
mAnadunsa-us ambdusegihanuzmt 4 @eiug wuihanms
nageumAIdunsA-uE nudnhdumegnauNmeRusEnsiamuimanudunsa-us
FEAIAY 2.73 + 0.02 uRzsosnamARIduEBgIInNz N usUszmenasiiaanuiy
AIA-UAIIAL 2.86 + 0.36 Asuanslumaei 3 FouzamunazaieviugisoAdsznouiiiy
Asndun3slulmamuanmody

mywn 3 Anudunsauazasnmsniniduaagninanuznuiugag 9

ihduaegivhan AANULTNNTA - La
N2 4 BAUG wiinTudl 0 wiinui 5 windui 10 | wsindui 15
fnoyg 3.78 £0.01° 3.32 £0.14" | 3.07 £0.20" | 3.08 +0.20°
Uszmenag 3.63 £ 0.01° 3.08 £0.04" | 2.87 £0.02" | 2.86 +0.36™
AU 3.70 £0.01° 3.17 £0.11" | 3.02 £0.12" | 2.96 +0.02"
gn¥AnAIY 3.35 +0.00° 2.88 £0.02° | 277 £0.02° | 2.73 £0.02°

newiR - WIBUHBUANARDMNLUIAY AIDNBINULANANNUIANNLANMIINBE I IATY
mosan (P < 0.05)

13 Usmawesudofinzasliionun
namanaseuUSiaesudsfiazaslAnouanuinhduaiegainuzem
seuginsAnmuiUSInueoudsliazaeldmgawindy 9.8 aomuind sesasmAe duaey
NnuzNeL RSN SUSnaesuiiiazaelfivna 9.87 + 0.12 asru3ng fousadlumeoi 4



230 AMAWIMILATT AINTTUMIMUBYLRDIIzUAzMINATBUNIUST T IMRNASTe O dNMEgNIN NNz 4 §1eRug

mywn 4  USmavesudsnazaslalusmmiemsniniduaagainuzeiu 4 S1eRug

hiumegAivhan ASmaesudsfiaza1uld CBrix)
N0 4 MIOWUG Ui 0 Wi ui 5 winiui 10 | wsindui 15
fnay 9.73 +0.12° 9.8 £0.20" | 9.67 £0.42" | 10.06 = 0.61
Uszmenay 10.73 £ 0.12° 9.47 +0.23° | 9.80 £0.00" | 10.20 +0.20
FTTN) 11 £ 0.00° 9.13 +0.12° | 927 £0.31™ | 9.87 £0.12
enwinay 10.27 +0.12° 8.80 +0.00° | 9.20 £0.00° | 9.80 +0.00

nnene : WisumeumM@AasmMuLUIRY AMdnEINuANAIANIANNLANMIAueE it Ay
mosn (P <0.05)

2. mIvAREURINITINMIMUDYLRBNIzTaNNANTBYNINIANZIL 4 SeLE
namsilimimsnageuianssunsmusyyadasrenhduasgiianuz ey

o 4 seWudios DPPH wuinhdusegimanuznuseiusinddnmuiienssumsiu
auyadNsITgReLTS0R: 47.47 +0.25 (A3107 5) AoARREAU Boonsupa, W. et al. (Boonsupa, W.
et al, 2015) lAnpgevfianssumsimueuyadaszeashiivzamiiianuzey 5 sweiug
donvilninzsmdvianmenusdnsidnmuifanssumsmueyyadassgean  (84.63%)
wanaiuzuiuginsinmy  deaanludedmiindge  uanilenzomiinsndunis  ldun
ATAMSNIEN (Tartaric) uaznan@n3n (Citrio) dowalihinmeilinnuzsmmeiusinsinamy
AfINIsuMIMUaUYadssgs (Termwong, N., 2008) 91AMINARBINUI1 AINTINAITAI
auyadsszrenhfumegiIanuzNmeuiinsinmy - fuSmanieeninhdumenivom
FURN0.36 + 0.17%) (Ozturk, L et al., 2015) uazhduseganiunsadsionauing Makgeoli
(67.63%)(Chen, J. E. et al., 2014) Lwiﬁwﬁumaqﬁvﬁmnuzmumaﬁuﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂmu SRR PR
mamueuyadsszgonInhiuamegiianuusawess (12.07 +1.03%) (Kim, S. H. et al., 2012)

MIWN 5 S98AAINTINNMIMUOUYNDETTVRINFNTIBYNIININNDIN 4 TR

ihiumeginananuzaumeRugmg q DPPH(% inhibition)
fnag 32.57 +0.41°
Uszmemag 11.86 +0.11°
AU 20.47 + 0.64°
dn¥inAy 47.47 +0.25°

newin - WIBUNEUARAEMNLUIANG AIDNEINLANAINUIANNLANM I IBEN I IATY
muaan (P < 0.05)
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3. pviavsmanhmanimun Taeds Phenol-Sulfuric
msnagoUYTINAhmManNATanhRINEYIRAAINLDIMG 4 SeWuE wuh
iduseginannuzNaeRugAS TN JUSmiinagegamiay 168.56 + 0.15 mg/I
Fouandlumaod 6

MIWN 6 UTNWIMaresthuEegNiaInNuzIuNg 4 §nug

ihiuamegivhanuzeiy 4 seius Total Sugar (mg/1)
finay 141.93 +0.30°
Uszmenog 131.19 +0.94°
AT 168.56 + 0.15"
gnuAnm 146.75 +1.02°

newin - WIBUHEUANAREMNLUIAG AIDNEINLANAINUIANNLANM N IBEN I IATY
muaan (P < 0.05)

4. mytszfiuauamnelssamdudsdumsgniouAunIsnanduaeY
NANIINUVIN 4 TIBARUT
mnmsUszdivaamwmolssamdnissenidumegnianAnNuzIm 4 Menug
@nes Uszmenes ASuNg uazdnddnmu) Tumsdideaseillfuuunageunsuszdiumeiiu
UsramauAsuy Hedonic 9 scale Test laei@anngueieegny 30 AU 91ANTIATIZANUD
ihdnmagnianAnianuNA S eRL Az LU TEaN S UMM UNALLAN AT UBE 5]
HosAy (P<0.05) shumsvensumud  sannuuassawselifinuuanmosgeiiosA
(P>0.05) un:msgansulunmsamnud ihdvameninannnlnivuiusineoiisziuanudeu
FIGIFAWNAY 5.77 + 1.45 Foegluszivanugenidntios duandlumssd 7

MIWN 7 HANINANBUNISEENTUM IS MENNE DR NENE I8 YN TONANIINUZDIN 4 S18WLT

hinsegiinan . . P
. & nau saLlIen SN | ANNTOUTIN
NP 4 TAUS
finog 5.83 £1.41 [4.40 +1.87°| 517 £2.10 | 443 £1.90 | 5.77 £ 1.45

Uszmenen 593 +1.41 [4.93 +1.96°| 520 231 | 417 £1.91 | 5.40 +1.79

ﬂ%’illlnu 587 £1.21 |540 £1.92"| 517 £2.36 | 5.07 £1.96 | 547 +2.08

gnuinmu 597 +1.12 |537 £1.99"| 5.17 £2.28 | 473 £2.11 | 563 £+ 1.73

nnewe : WisumeumM@mAasmMuLUIRg AdnEsnuAnAIANIANULANMeAueE it Ay

muaan (P < 0.05)
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Gril

Tuszwhamansimhduses uwwafiSenannsauedAnlAliveanssedlumswieulindu nsauedin
Tudmaminiuil 10 USnaueanegedluihfumeginananuznumeiuiUsmonamunag
uansliiuiuuafiesnsoliueansgeduazasomslulniindnonuzmuiususznones
Iiangn  amnmaninnuinhiseginanannuznuaeiuils:menesiivinunsauedngdn
(Gown: 540) MINAOLAINTINMIMUBURBNTHUTThANE BTN SinAY
fifanssumamueuyadsssgoan (Soua: 47.47) ua:manaAdeunaUsamauRaeniduaeY
wionfn  wuinhdumegnionAninuznNmeRuiAN I MAL IR ABANTEUTING IR
Wiy 5.77 dnegluszAuanudeuanties munaninmel 9point hedonic scale oe19lafiniu
iflosnasAdsznevzasmsermsuhunuuaazseRusinnuuanmoiy Jodonarenmam
ol uazAa MU mAuREashfumeginmeiL  InmanasesuandlEiui
ihdvmegiidnsamlumsiamresenludnmumuazmaiivgarnniign  fs  duaey
THanNzTRUSENSANMU  esnniifanssumsmuenydssgoanuaziUSnansAauag
maSouioununuiseves Ozturk, 1. et al. (Ozturk, L. et al., 2015) Q:Lﬁuiwﬁwﬁumﬂqﬁuﬁu
fifanssuimueuyadsszgy wivSmansanamuatiosndl Seua: 4 uanuideihdumenuzny
fanuzmme 4 sevug HfesazUimmnsanomuaiuiesa: 4 deldmnsguseniduaes

AnANIINUINIA

POVOUAM TINTTINEN A INNMERSUa:A U laEuazAUBIATEINONA1 NATINENRUNINEIIAIN
NewATzRRIIUN UMY
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