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Evaluation of the Glycemic Index of RD43-Rice, and Its Products by Means of in
Vitro Glucose Digestion Mimic Techniques
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ABSTRACT

RDA3-rice has a low amylose content and a
moderate glycemic index. The Glycemic Index of this rice is
low in compared with other rice varieties. Based on the
above data, the researcher has the idea of converting rice
flour from RD43-rice into four products: noodles, pasta,
bread and cakes, with the aim of reducing the glycemic
index in the product. Those products were analyzed the
Glycemic Index by means of in vitro glucose digestion mimic
techniques. These techniques were analyzed the rapidly
available glucose content (RAG), the slowly available
glucose content (SAG), the kinetic constant (k), hydrolysis
index (HI) and the glycemic index value (eGl). The results of
the experiment showed that the RAG, k, and Hl values of all
four products correspond to the eGl values. Where products
with low RAG, k, and Hl values produce low eGl values, while
in products with high RAG, k and HI resulting in a high eGl as
well. The use of RD43-rice flour for processing noodle and
pasta products did not change the eGl of the product. The
rice noodles and pasta noodles from RD43+ice flour had eGl
values of 51.47 and 54.87, respectively, which were in the
low Gl range (Gl £55). On the other hand, the use of RD43-
rice flour in bread and cakes processing, lowered the
glycemic index. RD43-rice flour bread had an eGl value of
63.64 which was in the mid-medium glycemic index range
(Gl = 56-69), and RD43-rice flour cakes were eGl value of
28592, which is in the high glycemic index range (GI> 70).

Keywords: RD43-rice flour products, rapidly available glucose
content (RAG), the kinetic constant (k), Hydrolysis index (HI),

glycemic index value (eGl).
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Angsthinna (glycemic index) ¥50 Gl \Ju
wihedanavesnslulamsarasesuimaluden
asTulainsnazuandiduiinaeg1asamdalu
syinenstesemnsinean Gl flendaus 0 1 100
Fuiuiemnsiuiinasenisifiuduesssiutiaa
Tuidenuinniedos ndanisuslanomsiu 1u
181 2 84 3 991 G9An Gl @nsnsasuunld 3 seay
A A1 Gl g1 (HA13nnndn 70) A1 Gl Uunans (56-69)
wazAn Gl i @landesnin 55) [1] Tnemsuslarens
AfiAn Gl A1 viedeAn Gl anas axvIEAUANTERY
thanaludon uwazananudedunsiinlsals

Femsinsesiasatiimaluovnsmumdn
anauagld 35 msneaedlua (In vivo experiment)
Tnoldonanasinsiifigvamudsusadungudetis
willosniinanetasediinadon Gl wasn1svin
nsnaaedluautuaeudsgsen wazidealddne
ADUU9E iBxn Englyst et al. (1992) [2] Tawaun
FWsiesreensinseesntarseansiulawmsaly
omnsiifumaluvaennnaes (in vitro experiment)
Fezuisgoandu Rapidly available slucose (RAG) uae
Slowly available glucose (SAG) Ingagmunetisusnne
mnanglaaildannisgesanslulansadeioules
ag195asn1eluian 20w (RAG) wagdn 100
WA (SAG) B35 mst Id B sunuUiansteunis
pafuvasinnaluau nsvaaeudieIsdnuiilving
donmdaaiumneaedunyudlaenmzauduius
SENINAT RAG LazA1 Gl IANEDnAa 89U Mo
Sopade and Gidley (2009) wag Mahasukhonthachat
et al. (2010) [34] la@nw1ensiniseesudslunasn
nnaesmeeuluddoouls iszoznm 0-180 undl uwan
AMuIens1N158 oelaudsmuauns the modified
first-order kinetic W&21A18M31N158 DEwd 9 Leta
funnuesiivhmalaeusean (Estimated Glycemic
Index; EGI) 91n@1n15 Gl=39.21+(0.803-H90) [5] &+
1NMIA NP udunaTEni el §URNTT sl
i uismsfildnanismeaeud duiusTuluna
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JUAU 4 509910 U Buile wavdidu [6] lusuns
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LUz lusinAe s daAnviun1ani Chiu et
al. (2011) [7] ANWINUINAUNSUUTENIUDIUNSN
ANRTULINNaANBY9RBLRIEANNNSnanENIN1SU e
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4‘ a = U d' 1 2 v a
WaSeuisuiuaui lilasuuseniuemisaai
1IRAHN
Indndusivarnvatevienindudused
USELNOUNAN LT U NARANUNINNINLAU NIELA 87
YTV LAZNIEAT TINNINAAN UNVUNDU LU VUL
Yauazian dsdrulvevinunannutliaansontsvtn
r-ﬂ' ] Ly o % a U '3 1 dyr-:l 1
U Wwundadud1Uzvae lnendnnuaiuantdan
Aydunnasglusyivas (8-10] uwaziluiuauland
PANLINUIVYTINNTANWINTUIRT ST UN TN e N U
LL{]dmﬁLﬁaqmﬂﬂqLmumﬂﬁﬁ'nmﬁLﬁuaﬁdagﬁuﬁ
(allergen) Tnauanldnaunulundndusnvalsvin
i puuda [11] VLA [12] @UNIEAT [13] 50N
% [~ [ a [ a [ & ¥V + ¢§
wleinuingAunanlund@asdoeidumeien [14]
v v &, v v | | | =
Friug Nd3 Wunugtmlilseyiuas 7
Lo 91nnSHaELTUE SN Ug U MeNa NS IS
wazug anssuus 1 naudidednanssans W
HAKFNFS A unusiolsAkasuadnI iy wazlasu
Mssusoaiug Wetui 17 fuenew 2552 [15] 1ud
Ao a a YRR a a P
PRUSINeilad syeuan (Usunaesiilad < Sevay
20) wardlAwviuinasglusgiuliunais (Gl = 56-
69) annsvedaulu MALUSuuesdladn19uIUY
27 g [16] 9nniivTinaesiiladluseaugs (Ui
pvdiladsonay 25-33) danayinluinisilasuwlad
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sefuhmaludondn isslassadreiidudunse
vosorilaavilvisumedesidutihmauazgaduld
Frnnezilameiudsilasadadulsia [17] 27n
M3fnwIYe Wasusun et al. (2017) [16] $19ug N
43 Jafivsunmesilaanindudovas 18.82 wazden
asndrdsiug nu1s Afaveglutiedesay 14-17
wagyhlsandaiitimatiug nuas (Gl =57.6) i1
nidartug A5 (Gl =69.1) endlsfimudmviaaes
aetugindudnidafsddmaseduuiunans
(Gl = 56-69) USinuezilaguonainazdaiuduwus
fuAstiinaudad dlanuduius furn RAG waz
SAG 91N15AN®IU8Y Sahaspot et al. (2015) [18]
MmsAnwiUTsuisuUTunn RAG wag SAG Tud
willmawandidustudesn 31 g wudrdn
Frifivsnmesiilaagenindamieaian RAG o
niluvaiziian SAG dawlmgigendn uagwuinen RAG
Hanuduiusidsauiulsunuezilad A1 RAG Lay
SAG Mmaﬁwcﬁmmﬁ;wnamqlmﬁazgaﬂamﬂdaa
[ihgnszuadenainomsiuilaalu 20 Wil (RAG)
Laran 100 wiidaurSeundin 120 (SAG) Tnesta 2
Adianuddnuilonin ewnsfifian RAG 49 uazen
SAG s el adenslulawmsaluenmsty
ansnsngndesdeiouleslivdsuduinanglea
laeg1951at57 wanslilfiuinan RAG uag SAG 39
Fusniudsisienuddiivzanunsaldlunisued
Serndiivenimaluemsly 81 Sahaspot et al
(2015) [18] svyIndmiiiuTunen RAG aglusesiu
# (foendn 10 n3usle 100 n3utgn) anansauva
ualdindanetustuiianduithaadi daudmid
A1 RAG 883891374 10-18 nSusio 100 nSudmign Wu
Ffifardivimasziutunans egralsfan
usnaIndadeiuaeiudin uazUiinaesilaad
wANE 13T uT dsnan onnuatusalunise esld
suidwaremfuithmalueimsuda Seiliade
Jufidemanennuaiunselunisdeslsd Wy auin
voudiauds TassadnsazaunuILLuTeINanYs
wls sEaunsean@ludiedy nsnesinvesdiauls
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nsuandlvasnankUsluseninanseuiun1svany
sutsUSunalusauuaglotuiifuesdusznauly
911115 [19-20] Fevanas WAy way lusfudisleglu
919113 a@nsaluduluianavesesiilaglueimis
naned uluianald sdausening amylose-protein
complexes Lag amylose-lipid complexes Lagd 1ua
Tnsvasddesthmalulasiadiainlddas fina
Wanmswasuudasssiuimaludenld [21]

ndoyanina1EIdeadiuuAnlunisi
wlananistnandnaneiiug nvd3 lwdsguidu
WAt 4 wila Toun Wumede unadi vu
19 wazaudn Tnoywmiaieandrdudiiaaly
NanSeiRIna wazinisussduddaivina
Frempdadunuunisdestimalunasanaaes
Tnevhmsiaseviaseluid

1) MydesgiaUiinasihnianglaaiign
08157 (rapidly available glucose, RAG) fufidi
20 hag U%uwmﬁéﬂmaﬂqiﬂaﬁqﬂs'am’f’] (slowly
available glucose, SAG) L‘fJuU'%mmﬁwmaﬂqiﬂaﬁ
waeegfigngesludn 100 wifidaun (Wi 120)
[2] uag

2) Uszifiudsuithana (eGl) Ingldinada
famunisyesudeludiegrsnisieulasdlunasn
nnaed Wunan 180 wi [3-5]

T80 aunsal wazIENIINARDY
1. mMsmsenudeananasdng nvas

widetmanesiug a3 thanususisieleies
UALAYS BUNTUATUATIVLIAR 60 W Tt ananasdnn
943 AElUAeseimaeiiuasysadiuadvdvhona
wazltid utng A vl anansdnlunsudsy udu
HANST0T e en urnas autls wasaudn
ol

2. MIATENTI NVA3 %eEn
wandnaeiug N143 Ynvegneendend
Pl 198nsatasiewn 1:1.5 Inedmiin thim
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43 negn NielvIwszinaaiivagyssdiuanail
wwnasialy

3, meEuileRen (Faudasann Sirlert, 2010) [14]
s mauiuda 2 ges o 1) duds
11131 (dadRns s seyness) nauiuwd iy
dends uay 2) tudanannsdn nuas waufuuds
Suduends lusmsds i mreud siudsmds
80:20 Tneiwitin Uuiudlanals 8 & 10 dlus el
wtlapati 9nduitudesudlid uuiuiassu
mssulethilguugiiiifion 100 ssmisaidea 3 i
5 undt thanfsaudssanas 1 $lus wazdandady
G deuvudialifigumndvosuu 12 dalus aeld
duredenan thinegnadumeierluiinszini
piuazUsediuAdviiiaanely

4. MSTWERT (RARwUasann Sutirawattananon, 2015)
[13]

wisndunanvole 2 ans laun 1) uds
anduuils (Wsanansving Yevay 100 Tnesinuein
way 2) wlaansinmendsanalusnsidiu 50:50
Tnetimin druvewdilunsazgasinseuliin
Auunzunss Wande vy warlaln nauuas
wnlhdnfuaunsislgeuln thAoulauuy sy
ay 250 N3 Sealiluunumun 0.15 89 0.2 WwuRUAS
Falmduduun 0.2 lwUMuns x 0.3 WURLIAT x
4.5 wuiiuns tilvdnileth 3 wit udrangamgd
fhevidu dlvouwisiignmgll 75 esmueaidea
Huan 4 $alus auiinnuiuliiudesas 12 iy
AirszmanivazUsvidiumdaitimasield

5. Msyivuude @alUasann Thanavarakom, 2014)
[11]

wisydunannde 2 ans loud 1) wleand
yunis (Wlsandmsvinu) Sesas 100 Tnethin uas
2) utanansvrseudsanalusnsidiu 50:50 lag
widn thdwveaudaransindeuinumzings
aslusnenay ntufninnanse Sad uasinde
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aslU thdunauufnaudisams i nduan 1
wit ditelfaunautundfy andudos b
vhadly Anauu 3 wiit Weladususudutouls
Wasuauslunsanauduaudiviunans #
AU 3 Ui antuiuiueniasly Anauuny
12 wit thlavuutlaildunldnvusuasuniigumnd
30 aeAwaded WWwaan 90 Wil Tnendeunuds 1
F7Tus Wilanwanlaeinideen wasuroauasy
90 w7 thieulnsndauladuiou Aouay 185 N3
nsuinueliduieunay wlifgamgfives
ihldlufuvivazuniigumgfl 37 ssmwaidoa 1Ju
a1 90 w1t Yrlueuiigamall 190 ssrwaldoa
i 20 wit danslilsmSuitonumgdives dadwiin
wazihluTseimaniinasyssfuaduiinia
molu

6. MsTAN (AawUasain Chueamchaitrakun, 2011)
(12]

wisudunanwds 2 gas loun 1) wdand
A0 (ulseandnsialun) Yosas 100 Tnetmin uas
2) wtanlansvrmeudeanaludnsigiu 50:50 lne
dwiin reuueduasiadlnens (EC25) fdiuna
meaNUsunasaui snvasduasy Useanu
15Ut iutmanasiag iy ARt uasudae
AMusUuNane Ussana 15 udl inleln waaled
Ty frermiEasus B tealmanmsu e
i indofinauiunds aduivuniifunau lagld
AnanEaen dnlafissiUszanns 300 n3u eufigamagd
160 asawaifoa Wutian 35 wd ddamesian
ponaniud warwnliduvunzunss 4aimidn
wazihluTesgimaeiivasUseduandudiina
olu

7. N153ATITINAL
a '3 L3 = v 1 a
ATILIN9RUsENEUNINAT ToA USun
AMNTY USunalusiu YSunadlesiu Usuiuennis
wazUSunan AnuAsved AOAC [22] NUUAIWINI
Usunauasiulawmsananus (Savaz) Qeely 100 -
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nasauvesUsInanuty Tusau Tusi 1 wagle
979113) warFINAMEINUTILaTinieduRla
LAae3fe 100 nSues Tnemwinain (Usuna
TUsAu (n5Y) x4 + Usunaulatiu (nSu) x9 + USun
Astulawnse (nSu) x4)

8. msuUszdiuAnduiivhana

nsUszdluAdsdunmassmadad o
wuumstesthaalunasannass Inenisinsie
nsaselul

1) m'ﬁms']zﬁmﬂ%mmﬁwmaﬂq%aﬁgﬂ
808157 (rapidly available glucose, RAG) Fundid 20
LLasﬂ%MWmfﬁmwaﬂqIﬂaﬁQﬂ&i@&ﬁh (slowly available
glucose, SAG) Lﬁuﬁmmﬁ;’]maﬂ@ﬂﬂaﬁmﬁaagjﬁ
gnegesludn 100 undidaan (Wil 120) [2]

Jinsgiviinanangleafigosdiuas
152 S ues Englyst et al. (1992) [2] 1hdeened1n
wualiaziBen Fafegedn 0.5 ndu adlunaen
naaosfifilivue 50 faddns Wuasazanaudu
U103 5 Tadans uazihluguil 37 ssriealdes
Junan 30 unit wdsanduduladouozdian
AULLNTY 0.1 Tuas Usung 10 daddns wavld
ANUAVUIALFURIUANENAN 1.5 LoUfluns 317U
5 qn uaziAnansazanoleuluideUszneulusie
wulzaidunema (invertase) WWUASLOAY (pancreatin)
waradlanglagina (amyloglucosidase) Usu1ns
2.5 fiaddns 1ntuthedalugudeinioave
AUANEMYIT 37 ssrniwailea Wulian 20 Wil
Fetuneuii3end lolnsladavesanistd (starch
hydrolysis) #30n15808LTs Mé’amﬂﬁ?u@mﬁaasm
11 200 lulasdns Tdaslunasnavnassdidansazany
WMUeaseYay 66 Usuns 4 Tadans wavivasn
naaosiegdundulugusieriuil fmelniaug
mUANgVNRT 37 ssrwaldua Wunaidn 100
U %ﬁﬂﬁlﬂﬂﬁ?u%@ﬁ%@&j’]ﬁﬁlﬁmﬂﬂ’]iﬂ@ﬂLL{]\‘i (starch
hydrolysis) 111 200 lulasans Taaslunasanaans
fiflasavansoniusasovas 66 U3 4 fadans
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eg19ildainnistesudsfitien 20 was 120
uit adenesimuTnainanglaafigndesiss
(rapidly available glucose, RAG) LLﬁzU?ﬂnmu"j’wma
ﬂ@uiﬂa‘ﬁ'q ngout1 (slowly available glucose, SAG)
ey emsdiesginusinainnalagldy
maaw%‘mmfﬁmamﬂ Megazyme International
(reland) uaziUSouisudsinaniinia Tngldnsm
mmgmmaﬁwmmqim funasmnUinanima (g
glucose/g sample)

2) Usziiiuangaiivhana (eGl) Tngldinaia
fnntun1sgeswdaludiegrenisieuladlunasn
NAaed [Wuan 180 Wil [3-5]

Andatiima (Glycemic Index) siaudasan
75994 Mahasukhonthachat et al. (2010), Sopade and
Gidley (2009) waz Goni et al. (1997) [3-5] théeesfi
NUNTOULAILALS DUNTUAZLATIVENA 0.5 Jaauns
USinau 0.5 nSU maudvansavaneeulvsldavherluaa
(alpha amylase) (azansoulad 40 danTu Tu
a1savaelolfeunsdiantuines AUUNTY 1.2
Tuais arpnudunsa-ane 5) Usuas 1 Jaaans
Mntuivasarseulediuudy (azarseuleyd 1
n3u luansavanensalalnsraesn Arpadunse-ang
1.5) Uanes 5 findans diludslusndouiigamnd
37 ssmwaea Wuan 30 Wil ilidunanedie
asavanelaneulansanlan Ay 0.02 Tuans
U 5 Hadans waaseulgiunuasionu Lay
wulelnglading 3 yiln luasarangerdimadvines
U103 5 fadans niomisensazaneesdiansimes
U305 25 edans thansazaneildluvufignmg
37 sarnwaidoa lusrandeudiiinswemasaan
\iusaeg199itian 0, 10, 20, 30, 45, 60, 90, 120,
160, 180 w1t ¥hlUAiAsgvvnUSinamalasly
ﬁmmmauﬂ%mmﬁﬂmamﬂ Megazyme International
(lreland) waziU3outfisuysunaninalaeldnsm
mmgmmaaﬁﬁmaﬂqha AU ANASTIU IS
goela (the kinetic constant; k), Anwtiniseagla
(Hydrolysis index; HI) wazAduithaa (estimate
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Glycemic Index, eGl) m335u84 Goni et al. (1997)
[5] A9aun1T A first order equation il

C=C.. (1-e™

C = mpnududuresnsgesiag t (ue/s)
Coo = AUAAVBIANULUTUVDINTEDY (Ug/Q)
k = the kinetic constant (u1¥?)
t =187 (W)

RNTUA IR LAlE s (AUC) Aedunis
AUC = C.. (trto) — (Coo/ K[ 1-Expl-Kltr-to]]

AuAnviinisgesla (Hydrolysis Index, HI) ¢
#un1s

HI = AUC of test food

AUC of reference sample

x 100 (%)

N6 HUTLANI AN UAUAIDE1991989
a a v ¢ &
Apvuntav1d (EveNISULEN)
ARHUIRNE (estimate Glycemic Index, eGl) aal
AUNS

eGl = 39.71+ (0.549 x HI)

9. ASIAATITHNNEDR

mAnTeimaeiiuarmsUssdusuivina
IMNUNITNAGBILUYU CRD (Completely randomized
design) thifeyafildundianzimnuuususu uas
W3 HUL B UAINLANAI9YIARA R 1835 Pair-t
test fiszsunnudotudosar 95 Tngldlusunssu
d1593U SPSS

NANISNAABY LazIaNsal

1. Mswseimaaiivasdna nua3 yegnuazuds

na1st1 nva3
dwdumsiinesivnegatiiimalusiedis

faudndudesmuauusuiuaisivlansely

Fro813lx i USaiwindy Taonsdnulunded
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9199905 unuAstulamsndInsunisiAsIEAn
iU wnalurasannasian Argyri et al. (2016) [23]
anmvualiflg19iusuuasiulawmsadimnnu

Ao WA 0.25 ASU PNRANITILATIEBIAUTENBU

3

PR RO

Al votds Wa1astm nd3 wagdd nvd3 nean
Han1sNAaInuIlananisunn neds JUsunu
aauiitionni i nua3 waan shlvidnd i
Astulawmsn 1UsAu leemsuagianvesudanans
Tnianiiganindiavegn egdidudidgmnaada 7
seRuAULT o uSonay 95 (p<0.05) Aanandlu
Table 1 wii1uUsunalvsiunesisanssnogng 1aidl
ANLANA1ITY ag1edTedAyniead Asedu
Al eudesas 95 (p<0.05) Fadudmiums
Sinseimeduiumaluiede 1ol seg e
USinaumnsTulawnsadiwindudewindu 0.25 nfuds
¥ USuneumae19 0.53 wag 0.31 ASY @1%5U
A1081391017 NU43 y3an wazudanardistng nva3
puanunely

nnmsfinsannsmnsUanUasetinmalag
Tdwaiafnnunsgesuddudieg1edn nud3 yeen
wazidanianasdm nua3 areeuladluviaenanaaed ¢
wansly Figure 1 azdiulsiluanmedivhnisiinuiloy
nsld@a0enei fUSinamsTulamsaivindu Ao
WinAv 0.25 ASU @1unsageeusuaans lulewnse
Fanamlamuaniglung 120 Wit Sanurmd i
120 USananiwnalusosnaduned failunsvaaes
WiouszdiuAsuiimaluiegdagldisiEsunuy
misiast'utq}ﬂ%maaﬁwmasuaaﬂuiwaaﬂmaaﬂﬂEJ

1) Ainsesiasinaimanglaatigndes
137 (rapidly available glucose, RAG) way Usune
1inangleaiigne et (slowly available glucose,
SAG) [2] uhay

2) Uszifiudnsaiiinna (eGl) Tngldmaia
fasnunseeawtalumle el luieennaass
Junan 180 Wi (FaUasannISves Goni et al. (1997),
Sopade and Gidley (2009) ez Mahasukhonthachat
et al (2010) [3-5]) MurmA1AsTi voIn15E o8l
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(the kinetic constant; k), Arnafinisgagla (HI) Iy
HI = (Wun b ns e 1e19/Nun e ns muasuuuie
917 (Reference food))*100 NUUANUIINAAYL

Umnalneuseuna (estimate Glycemic Index; eGl)

198 eGl = 39.71 + (0.549*HI)

Table 1 Chemical analysis of RD43-rice-cooked and RD43-rice flour.

Amount of
Carbohy
Moisture Protein Fat Fiber Ash Energy sample for Gl
Sample drates
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) %) (kcal) determination
(o]
(g)**
RD 43 rice 51.60+2.26 0.34+0.10 0.11+0.09 0.42+0.02 0.27+0.03 47.25+2.25 191.41+9.51 0.53
cooked
RD 43 rice 10.72+1.45 6.85+0.31 0.03+0.02 2.25+0.33 0.54+0.06 79.61+1.17 346.14+5.7 0.31
flour
N 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.000* 0.000* 0.125 0.000* 0.001* 0.003* 0.000*

* indicated significantly different at 95% confidence interval (p<0.05) as measured by paired t-test.

** indicated the amount of sample (g) which composed of 0.25 ¢ of available carbohydrate for Gl determination

—8—RD 43. rice cooked
1.40

1.20
1.00
0.80
0.60
0.40
0.20

Glucose content (ug)

0.00

0 20 a0 60 80

—8—RD 43. rice flour

Bread (reference)

100 120 140 160 180

Time (min)

Figure 1 In vitro starch digestibility during 180 min of RD 43-rice cooked and RD 43-rice flour

compared with reference sample (white bread)

2. malFsuifisudiunaimanglaaiigngos
157 LLaziJ‘%mm‘ifﬂmaﬂQIﬂaﬁgneias%’waa%’n nv
43 vagnuazutenanaidnn nua3

A1 RAG waz SAG Wi usnnisndinesii il
auddfiavanunsaldlunisusd ferdaiives
thanaluemslg A1 RAG wa SAG munedUSunal
5’1@'121ﬂgiﬁﬁﬁ%gﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂdaaﬁ'@jmzLLaLﬁammﬂ
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21SNUSLAALY 20 W71 (RAG) kazdn 100 w1visn
U1 (U177 120) (SAG) @IMN5NAAT RAG g9 Uazen
SAG $1 BuNgANUIWTIIaAsulamsAlUeIUS
5 1 % 6 v a" [~ go’

Wuanusagndeeaieeuledliudouduuinig
nalaalaegesimiatnandusuiun RAG oglu
seaunn (eendi 10 nTusia 100 nTuv18dn)
aunsawlanalaindianeiuguy Jedviduinia
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i1 dhutnfislen RAG ogjseming 10-18 nusie 100
n$udnan iudnifafsiiniasesudunans
[17-18]

HAN1TUSELTUAT RAG LAy SAG WU
USU104 RAG Ay SAG 989917 NU43 1agnilan

[

WINNU 2.61 Wag 0.93 ug slucose/s sample MLERY
Failerfigendndn RAG uaz SAG vosudlanianisdnn
nua3 Fafianviadu 1.10 wag 0.17 ug slucose/s
sample ANa1AU (Table 2) Taguinniney1ed
Fod1dyn19adf 7seiuainud esfudesay 95
(p<0.05) wanslmdiuin utwisemslulawsnludng
nw43 yegn annsagneessnoeululliivasuiy
ihimanglaaldegmnianiudalanitn nas
wianuansmaaesiunsaiAU3una RAG uay
SAG 983917 n43 wegnii leazdlandiainia aan
N3@nWIYes Wasusun et al. (2017) [16] fiwudnan
RAG LAy SAG 18312 nud3 vegniiAndl 21.85 way
12.64 fiadndusio 100 n3udaegne Wewisuiieu
nsasuulawesdn RAG way SAG nuimedna
nv43 nean wazhdanandsdnd nua3 e RAG as
N11A1 SAG luUSu1avnAv 2.81 wag 6.47 i1
ANFIRU LERIlRLINI1USUIa SAG (USHaunIs
goptnmadiuiii 120) vewudl Wanasdn nuas 3
fAfishnen RAG (USunanhmnafigeslsiiuniifl 20)
dadunnsafuayudn ueannddnn nva3 dms
Uandamiranasonuilddindt 412 nuas vagn

v v
v A

11989190 9991NH081999 2 HIUNTEUIUNITWUS
JUNWANAAULALUIIANALHIUNTEUIUNITYNEN

Y 9
2 1%

A18ANTouds lUIEnI1INTEUIUNITAING 1
sunadiausaziinnszuiunisaaniluedy 16
Ju gelatinized starch [24-26] Tuvueiiutiananis
417 43 WrunseuIunalenalunisualindueng
faeeI st u (UALWY) uazsouNIURZLNTITOU
YUIR 60 WY FInTTUIUNIIRINE1azTI TR
ounaveaudedauinadidnas vilwieuled
annsndnfsoymadautsldietu wazduaduly
\inn1sgeenlstoulasl [26-28] agnelsinnuly
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sEnIINsrUIUMsadiudidautasiinnisuly
(swelling) wazlmnean dwalidgsonisgneae
Frooule uagazdanddostimasenunldedi
590157 [29] Fadumamaiudaiigniaanilududilu
T1vsandseglulassairsiiesenisgneesde
TW1avsandanuaosusuimuimasenunld
wnnuazaenAdefuNaNTAae sl

3. pswWSsuifisudiasiivesnisdesld Ardudinas
dosld uazdrduiithana vasdn nuas vegnuag
udaanasdng nva3

Aasiivesnsdesld (k) wazmduiinistes
I (H) Wudawnsfimesiy el deruanunsealy
mia'aasuaaLLwa%amﬁuimmmﬁagﬂummmaz
anunsah Ul lunsussidumeduiivinia (eGl)
Tughetald [2-5] SfivateuideiinuiiAsns
msgealausennaiinisgeala (H) danuaenndas
FuArdaiiinia (eGl) walundnsasiduiioion
[10, 297 wdunnas [9, 30] vuut [31-32] wazuuy
W [33] Tneomsiidan Hi @1 dawalidan eGl o
f8 N15AN®IVBY Barine and Yorte (2016) [31] 1o
a5 U811 A1 k luseaumuansind A
asalunisnudenisgeunleiauluslluseavas
warNISANYIYBY Jaisut et al. (2009) [34] WU A
kinetic constant (k) W&z A1 equilibrium concentration
(Coo) 1TumITTR0d U3 Banruanunsalunis
dooldvosutludnndss friuomnsifian k uas
HI #1 Seanunsolddadfennsiien eGl Tusedusnla

nansnaasdlunIsAneIRSsinudn A k
Yaaudana1Isinn nva3 wazdnd Nud3 vegn den
WA 0.1729 wag 0.1924 w1 ! anudiau (Table
2) anuiuladnan k 299917 nud3 negniiA1uinnin
wenana34912 nud3 Feiauaenndosiud Hi
193912 NU43 wsgn (Fevag 28.29) figenituds
Wa115917 Y43 (508a821.26) Lasdadonnansiu
A1 RAG uae SAG figenin (hifeil 2) uansloiisiu
wdanearilulawnsnludng nvd3 negn daay
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annsanusiogngesfeteuledainiudmans
11 143 dawasilidng nva3 naan fidn Gl igs
At Wana$dnn nuas egalsmamuiiiaan k.
HI wag eGl vaudanansdng nud3 wazdnd nvd3
wIgn danuuwnnaneiu egreliddedAynieada
fiszuaudeiudosay 95 (p<0.05) dlofiansan
A1 eGl Y83ty NU43 yegn wudndainiu 55.24
Fsogluraadrdiitman (G1<55) s Urunang
(Gl =56-69) wazdafilndiAsatun1sfnuwives

Wasusun et al. (2017) [16] fiwuindn nva3 ysgn
fiAn Gl wihitu 57.5 Tuvnigiutaianiidng nvas &
A1 eGl Wiy 51.38 %aaaﬂ'lusd'gqmﬁsaﬁﬁfwmaﬁﬁ
(Gl<55) fatonaiiosarnnszuaunisutsguiiuan
prafudamailiauaiuisalunisgneegnie
wulgiivesaynadiaudiudnanuazutananns
danuwaneeiu (feesurglurinve 2) dawasia
Toiiaen k HI uazen eGl vasimysandafiuinn
wlanlanasdn

Table 2 Rapidly Available Glucose (RAG), Slowly Available Glucose (SAG), the kinetic constant (k),
Hydrolysis Index (HI) and Estimated glycemic index (eGl) of RD43-rice cooked and RD43-rice flour.

Sample RAG (ug/g) SAG (ug/g) k (min™) HI (%) eGl
RD43 rice cooked 2.61£0.22 0.9320.19 0.1924+0.0637  28.29+9.57 55.24+5.25
RD43 rice flour 1.10+0.25 0.17+0.04 0.172940.0287  21.26+6.22 51.38+3.41
N 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.001* 0.002* 0.132 0.346 0.346

* indicated significantly different at 95% confidence interval (p<0.05) as measured by paired t-test.

4. n5Ieszvmaniivasndndueduileien
wunadn vuute wazvuaananudanainidng
nv43

Tunsneassinnisiseuiisussalsenay
el sz 1enansuedunlefier duniad
unds Lazauuanankdanadstn nuds way
NARSTE U @unadn suudls wazvu
wnanutamuviaswans lown wdsinmuyissnain
ulatndnsunIeynese) (rice starch) dsu
nanSueiidumoier wandvuuds (Wsedns
#114) (bread wheat flour) @RS UNE A U L& U
wasagrunds wazitsandian (wdeanansiia
Tun) (cake wheat flour) @11 UNARN UAVULLAN
ANUAINU NANITNARBINUTN

nAnSnTdumeRgnnulananissn ne
43 fuTmalusiu lusfu uasidiigandnndnsdios
Euroisrannudsinamuiownain (wiled1dn
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ATUNTEYN0R) (rice starch) (Table 3) agadl
TodAn19ads Aseduanudety Sesay 95
(p<0.05) Haienaiiiosanudananidn nvas 1y
wafhm3oua1nnstdIuTeudntutanun
Tagmsuabiidune (dwie) ldfinszuiunisluns
Maalusiunazlufuesnainudai olildanige
Wesegaiion Tuvasfiutednurioman Wil
Tdmsmegynesy) 1uanisvusand s
nszuaumslunsfsalusiunaylosiuuds sy
wanansang naas filesedailusiuuasluguly
w3 ailidumedisnainutianannddnn nvas
Uinalusfuuarluiuiiganinduieiferanuds
F1muviesmann waziilesainszuiunisidnens
yhlsifiansUsznevetuvisfinsansnn Swmanussg
gnidneenlumeasnaneiunaUIunaLdve Ly
Ao ganuadmuiownainiidaisni gy
Aederanuilanansd nas Tuvasfisiusuna
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mslulewnsafigeaninuwazyimaleonsliunnsiig
fu Wuilirdanedndunisid grarnut sty
VosmaadarUSunandsnuiisinindunae e
nutanansdn nuas wad Usunamdsenud
WnNnI19199nUSInameslsTunarTUsA U8
Lldgnidneenainudenannsdnn nuas e
dnsumsiasisimasvivinaludaegi
W eliieg19ivsunamslulawmsaivindy fe
WU 0.25 N5 A9l USUNuR 9819 0.28 uay
0.30 n§u dwsudegadunisifgranut g
wazdumsigrnnutanangdng nuas mudsuy
folu

NARAUILEUN @AWY INa1IST1Y N
43 FU5uralusiu loomis wazid i snan
nanSalEuNaAanwteand (wdsvuuts) (Table
3) penedifudfunadd fissduanudeiuiesar
95 (p<0.05) eioriiosmnutistiflosdusznau
Yoslusiufisnnia wazdiearusznouvesiudu 11
wazidulefiganinutisand [30] Usznauduutlaana
gilaudsvundaduudsanfuinlusiiugs daavinln
@unananitenanasdng ned3 dUsunaluseiu
wazlgonmsiisninduniasnanudsand Tuvas
Fvsinaletulifieuuenaieiy Wufiurdanals
MnUsuuasiulawmsaveaduniamainutanas
117 nv43 dargenindumanianutanidawayin
TilAUTunamdsnuiiaaninde fafudmiuns
Snssimandetiinmaluiedne wieliioged
UsinaunsTulawmsafivinfufewindu 0.25 ndu 39
T USunuA10819 0.37 way 0.35 NSU d1n5U
F208 190 EUN1AR1NLT RS LagldUNId@A13IN
wdananisana nud3 auasunell

wanAamrudtaanudananisans dusuna
Tshu wagloamsishniwandasvuntaannuds
a1a (wlavunls) (Table 3) ag1edidedAgyn19ads
Aszauaudesiudosas 95 (p<0.05) Wil 019
Hosanutlsinafiesdusznauveslusiudininid
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uazflesAusznovvesluiy 1 waziduleigenii
wileana [30] Useneunuuwdandviiautsvundady
wlandviinlusauas 39 vilvivuadeanudanans
417 1943 SUSunalusiunazlyonmsiisninvuy
Jenrnutisand Tuvaeifiviinaanslulensaigs
n11 wausunaledunazialudainuuanea 199y
Faudmunsinszsinatduiinalusiedne
Welwieg19iivsunansiulawmsaiiviniu fe
WINAY 0.25 nsu FeldUSunumaege 0.44 uay
0.40 n5Y @ msumngrsruudsnutead way
undaannuds wa1sena nuasz audsuneld

nansugvusAnanudananistn nud3 4
Umnadlusfu loenmns 1 wazenslulansniigendn
nansusivuuAnankdead wdaan) agied
Fod1dyn19adf 7seduainud esiudovay 95
(p=0.05) Tuvaue iUz ualusiin wudnliddaany
wansnef saiiiesanutlsandedaudadniduuds
andadalusuniniuiadudauisvunds vl
YUILANAIALTS WAISV1D 143 WAZIUULANDIN
uianalifianuuananafusangn sedudimiu
As3AszmAdyiuinialudegne i ol
Freg1edivsunamlulawmsaiivindu fe iadu
0.25 n5u F9lgUSunuAle8ne 0.91 way 0.84 N5y
A5 UAIDE19VUILANIINLUIEANE WaZIUNLANIN
wdanansena nvd3 muainusely

nNsasanInsUanUaestnnia
lagldwmatiafanuniseesudslusiieg1andns
Eurheden @umad vuuds wazvumdnainutl
pupInatnlaswdananisvns nvds adetaulel
Turaeannass Aauansly Figure 2 agwiulainly
anzfiviinisAneilaenisldfed e s
asTulamsailvindufewindu 0.25 nfu @wnse
gogusunumsiulamsananailavuanigluian
120 W7 FenuimEandd 120 Ysunaimnaly
Fretasund
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Table 3 Chemical analysis of rice starch noodle, RD43 rice flour noodle, wheat pasta, RD43 rice

flour pasta, wheat bread, RD43 rice flour bread, wheat cake and RD43 rice flour cake.

. . . Carbohy Amount of
Moisture Protein Fat Fiber Ash Energy
-drates sample for Gl
Sample (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (kcal) .
(%) determination
(g)**
rice starch 5.27+0.07 348+0.12 1.96+0.42 1.10+0.08  0.33+0.00 89.85+0.38 382.96+1.87 0.28
Nood RD43 rice flour  7.53+0.14 3.76+0.11 3.74+0.86 132+0.14  0.17+0.01 83.48+1.02 376.25+2.09 0.30
oodle
N 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.000* 0.041* 0.032* 0.077 0.000* 0.001* 0.014*
wheat (bread)
f 5.63+0.06 19.28+0.18 547+0.15 0.79+0.04  0.85+0.01 67.98+0.34  398.25+0.54 0.37
our
Pasta RD43rice flour  5.25+0.03 17.58+0.09 5.54+0.18 0.11£0.00 082+000  70.70+0.26  402.99+0.96 0.35
N 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.001* 0.000* 0.632 0.000* 0.007* 0.000* 0.002*
wheat (bread)
a 25.37+0.25 11.55+0.39 2.67+0.10 2.78+0.01  0.58+0.01 57.05+036  298.49+1.50 0.44
our
Bread RD43rice flour  22.25+0.32 10.09+0.14 2.72+0.05 197+001  0.55+0.02 62.42+0.24 314.55+1.62 0.40
N 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.000* 0.004* 0485 0.000* 0.081 0.000* 0.000*
wheat(cake) 775,018 0154010 13931019 0414002 115:001 27614037  27239:044 091
flour
Cake  RD43rice flour  41.48+0.34 9.18+0.14 1758+035  0.65+001 120+000 2992+047  31459+263 0.84
N 12 12 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.000* 0.778 0.000* 0.000* 0.001* 0.003* 0.000*

* indicated significantly difference at 95% confidence interval (p<0.05) as measured by paired t-test.
** indicated the amount of sample (g) which composed of 0.25 g of available carbohydrate for GI determination

6

—@— Noodle_c

' ’ —@— Noodle_f

Pasta_c
—@— Pasta_f
—@—Bread_c

Bread_f

Glucose content (ug)

@  J —@— Cake_c
—@— Cake_f

—@— Bread (reference)
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

Time (min)
Figure 2 In vitro starch digestibility during 180 min of rice starch noodle, RD43 Rice flour noodle,
wheat pasta, RD43 Rice flour pasta, wheat bread, RD43 Rice flour bread, wheat cake and RD43 Rice

flour cake compared with reference sample (white bread).
Note: Noodle c: Rice starch Noodle; Noodle f: RD43 Rice flour Noodle; Pasta_c: Wheat (bread) flour Pasta; Pasta_f: RD43 rice flour
Pasta.; Bread_c: Wheat (bread) flour Bread; Bread f: RD43 rice flour Bread; Cake c: Wheat (bread) flour Cake; Cake f: RD43 rice flour

Cake. and Bread (reference): Commercial bread.
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5. mﬁm'5'1zﬁmﬂ%mmﬂgﬂmangiﬂaﬁgnsjaaL‘%q
uaz Usinanimanglaafigngasdh vaswdnsiost
duriefies iduniadn vuuds wazauudnain
udanarasdng nvd3
Tunsneassinnisilseuiiauan RAG uay
SAG SEmInNARS T AUAREY Wumasn Yu
U9 wagruaananutananistn nua3 uasndndum
Eureien dunadn suuts wazsudnanudl
PNUYIDIRAN LN WU TImUBmana (rice starch)
dusundnsaeidumedion uilenduundls (bread
wheat flour) @ usundasiuaidumaniazuuuds
wazudeanaiAn (cake wheat flour) @ usundnsioua
YUUANAIUEINY NENITNARBINUI
nAnSadumeRgnnulananse ne
43 §1A1 RAG qqm"n.é’uﬁwLf?fa’af\]’mLLﬂﬂst’f’nmm
Vioanane (Table 4) uanaliliiuii ulwsemsiulawsn
Tudumeoideanudananidn nuas awnsagn
aia&n?fwLaulezjﬂﬁw?{&JuLﬂuﬁwmaﬂqIﬂavLﬁaem
IdnTdumeisnuddaurosmatn 39
AanAapINuMiAn k, Hi wazA eGl ﬁqqndw (W7o
6) winazidumnuuanang egrelafidedrdgynis
adf Tisviumnuderiu Sovaz 95 (p<0.05) Hufi
Funaldd1an SAG vesduriederanutanaing
417 NV43 ﬁﬁhﬁqaﬂd’] Euraigrainuietnm
Voanann nadenaiiissanesdusznovvedusiu
wazlvsiufifiuinniluduiodsrainutsnanns
4717 n43 (Table 2) e1ad1u1salusindoviilag
Watdulaseas1uds@ousening amylose-protein
complexes %38 amylose-lipid complexes [21]
vasaniutsgneossnoteulesifunan 120 und
danaviliian SAG W@ursiiisnainuteananddnn
nuas denfianadls WetSouifiouan RAG was
SAG Y09R L duAl8LA BranulanaIsan nds
way W@umeisranuilsnmuriemain nuiie
RAG fA7inn31A7 SAG wansliiiuinudande
aslulansaluiadumeiisrainudsiannsdn
nU43 waslduniend 8910wl 1amuteIna e
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aansngngesldenadiluundii 20 (RAG) uazeos
IFnnTufiuniii 120 (SAG) FsiorluaudAfinues
wAnSusiTiazdanUdesthmadndnssuadonsts
19 sgnalsfimmnuunnsicuaiarn RAG uay SAG
Tundndueiidumeidets 2 vin wuilidawald
A1 eGl voInAnSuTdureieia 2 vdnilany
WANANAY (Wt 6)

nanAUILEUNEA191nLT a1 NY
43 1A RAG kag SAG aIniTnansdaaidunian
nudleand wilwunde) sgneiduddymnadn 7
sesumad esfudevaz 95 (p<0.05) (Table 4)
wanaliiudn wdasenisiulawnsalutduniadn
nulanastnn nud3 anunsagneeemisioule
Thwdsudunianglaaldogemadaniidu
wagnanuteand (wilwuuils) Fedonndosiunis
A1k, Hl waga eGl ﬁgqndw (i 6) WS udieu
A1 RAG WLag SAG vaddunianiannitanarisdn
nU43 WUIIA1 RAG ﬁmﬁqm’i'}m SAG Tuvausd
unnagnannutieand wiswunis) A1 RAG fnd
A1 SAG lnetdunisadvayuliiududanse
Astulawmsalutd@uniadiannutananistnn neds
annsngngosldagunniitausuniiv 20 (RAG)
waztogladnasiiundivl 120 (SAG) luvaziiutande
Aslulawnsalutd@umaniannuteand wdsvuuds)
doelddnlunae 20 unfusnuazdesldunntuilund
7 120 Watenaiiesanesdusznovvedusiuuas
Tyamnsidunniluduniadiannudsand Wik
uuds) (Table 2) Tnglusauaaiunsalusiuma
prilaaiiadulassas adesdousyning amylose-
protein complexes [21] sausteUsunaleaimsly
fhegefienaluiinasiliinimanusalunisgnees
srgeulgsvoadunananudedd wdsvuuds)
FanIndurnaianudananistng nvd3 egalsna
ANLLANANIYBITIAT RAG Way SAG Tundns s
Eumadiis 2 via wuinlddenalitan eGl vos
nARSUTduUNEd1Te 2 sdadauunns 1Ry
(#99 6)
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nanAugvuutaankdanaiisinn nuds o
A1 RAG hay SAG qﬂﬂ’iwﬁmﬁm%mumﬁﬂmmlﬂa
= 1 a o o o aa dl U
a1 (wlsvuute) sgedidedAgyn19ada A5zau
ANUONUSPYAE 95 (p<0.05) (Table 4) wanslu
Wil wiaseenslulawsaluvuud sanud ananns
¥ 1 1% 66 v d‘ <3
113 Nv43 aunsagndesnigieuledlviiudsudu
wimanglealdegnesaniininvundaanudsand
(wisvuuds) agrslsAanuinliaanmdasiua k, HI
warAN eGl AnuIvuntaannwdeand (wilsvuuts)
fangeannvuntannudeanidn nvds (e 6)
WaSeuauan RAG way SAG va9navuudsann
wiananas917 943 wazvundaankdead (wia
uutle) WUINAT RAG TAMIANNINAT SAG LAt
wivdmdansaanslulawsalussvundsainuda
Nan25917 NU43 wazvuudaanudad (Wil
U9 aunsagndeaulaegratig luuin 20 (RAG)
wazdasleuNTUNUITAN 120 (SAG) Fedarduauls
ﬁﬁsuaqmﬁmﬁ’msﬁﬁ%Uamﬂdaaﬁwmaﬁﬁajmma
1H0A019719 LUlUNSANYIATILNUINAT RAG Uag
SAG asuundanudanansdn nud3 avaandue
1) oA A o ' =
AAUNUINNAN eGl Nenndnvundaannudsad (wis
uutle) (v 6)
a %3 L3 v 6 YV =
NANAUNVUULANINNLTINANITU1D nvd3 T
A1 RAG W SAG ANNIHANN U YULLANN WIS
a1a (wladn) egndidedrAgyneaia Aszauninu
\Wesiuspeay 95 (p<0.05) (Table 4) wansliliiu
wiarseasiulawmsaluruuenankdanaliseng
43 anunsagnegesmeieuluiliiuasuduiina
nalaaladininvuaanainudeand wdaan) @9
vV % = 1 d' 6 1 v Y
A0AAAINUNTIAT Kk, HI kagA1 eGl 191n31 (Fde
6) L aUSEULNIBUAT RAG kay SAG UDIVIYULLAN
NBTINAISTTI NVE3 LAaLIUNLANINNLT9ENE
(udaAn) wuddn RAG defiaandnan SAG uandli
=3 1 A 6" 3 %
WinIdansansiulansalunsvuuLenannws
Na25917 NV4A3 WaLIUULANANLTIANE (wilaan)
mmiagﬂﬂaaléfasmi’mﬁ'ﬂumﬁﬁ 20 (RAG) way
goglatracluuniii 120 (SAG) Faduaui@nluia
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UsvasdidiosnenmsasiinisUanUdestihmaiing
nsvualdenlaag1esinsa ag1alsiaulunisdnen
afsiludifauadnanutananidnn nuas wazauy
wnanuleand (wdadn) szgndesseioulesild
281957AL57 wAnsNAwnuULlsadnlentmais
917 1943 Sevay 50 lundndugivuaianainids
Was1 nua3 ilrien eGl finanitvuudngin
wieand (udaan) (e 6)

6. NM5AsIZRAATivaInsEaeld Arnadinng
gould warAdvduin1a vosuansmal iy
Aresied wdunwiasn sunds wazauudnainuds
wanasdne 43
Tunsvaaesinsiisufisuarsfimst os
& (0 Arsaiiniseesld (H) war Fiviana (eG)
s WAnSIduMeRe Wuwadn vt uas
uIANALTINAISTY NV43 LasNANA aTLEU
el Wumas vunds uasvusdnatnutlsng
Nomain lawn wisu1Inuiasmana (rice starch)
dvsundnsaeidurefien uilsanduunis (bread
wheat flour) @S URARAUTEUNEA WA VUL S
wazuleadnn (cake wheat flour) @S UNARS
YUILANAIUAINU NANISNAGDINUI
nanSuTEumeRgInnulananssn ne
43 1an k, Hl way eGl ﬁqmdwaué’uﬁam?{mmﬂ
wadmuiiownain (Table 4) Sadanndaaiuna
N15UsELUA1 RAG 1ay SAG weudananisdng nu
43 figeniwesdurieieinnuisinmiomain
(Wt 5) umeigranulsdinnuismainuas
Eureiiganutsnannsdnn nuas fa eGl den
WU 48.71 uag 51.47 muansy Feeglutiaei
Fudinanasi (Gl<55) GafiAfdniin1sAneves
Kraiseang and Srikaeo (2011) [10] 7 Wu7 114
AL 8291nutedq a9 k HI way eGl iy
0.004, 86.39 Waz 79.03 AuaIRU waziiienauny
Ysunawdadnmeudeinudsesiilaggs Sogay 5
f4 Youaz 25 wuin vilwieen k, Hl wag eGl dan
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anas lneA1 eGl 9g381nINg 66.61-74.62 aEelsf
AUASAN B lUATIT WU k HI way eGl
wanginseg el Teddynieada fseduainy
ForuSesaz 95 (p<0.05) wandliiiuinnislduds
Na1I5919 NV43 WNULTIU 1NN DIRAR Souay
100 lsivhlAngaiivnavesdumeReUdsuas
NARAUILEUNIER 1AW TINa1ISU1 N
43 fif k Hi wa eGl figeninveadumiasnainuds
a1a (Wllavuntle) (Table 4) Fedonndasiunanis
UsglliuA1 RAG Wag SAG 1atdunian1annutl
Wa1n§91n nva3 Afleiigeninduniadianuds
a1d sanansluiaded 5 egrelsAnunisdnuily
adsiinudn wandaeidunadiannudsand uas
NARAUTLEUN @A TINaN59719 nvd3 dan
eGl Wiy 49.80 waz 54.87 muddu Faoglurag
Andstiinnan (Gl<55) A1 HI wag eGl lunnsinun
adsinuindaniisininailaannnisineives
Osorio-Diaz et al. (2008) [9] 7 ¥1n15A Nw1N1S
naunundsardvia durum feudsaindagala
(chickpea flour) Tugns1dqu Sowag 20 wag 40
WU A1 eGl anaan 80.68 10U 70.70 uay 61.45
A uniad i naunusoudsand g nlaly
a1 Seway 20 way 40 muaRy pgslsNAnNg
N13NAaRIlANNEDAAGRINUNNSANEIUDY Milde-
Laura et al. (2018) #imu31A1 k, HI wag eGl vo9
EUNERT v nud aTudUsndaausunts
I1lne Tudadiu 4:1 dA1vindu 0.02, 42.25 uay
45.95 @suan k, HI kaz eGl anuaiay Wamile
Usunalusaufidussrusznoulundnsuidaasy
Iifin starch-protein interaction vlviudaaglu
Tassasfiennsionisgneesseioulesl Geaiuayu
Fuwalunisfnuiadel fidumiadianudanas
USinadllushufinnnnindumaganutlmansdn
n943 (Fauansluiite 4) dswaviliiian eGl fidien
aanusiinazgendneglafiduddgmneada 9
seduaMuesiudenas 95 (p<0.05) uandliiiiugi
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nslaudananistnn ned3 uwnuudsand Sevay 50
Livilandativhaave sdumadiudsundas
nansugivundanitananisdns nvds 4
A1k Hi wag eGl inatvuntsainudsad (wils
wunda) egrafiteddymeata Aseduanudesiv
Ypay 95 (p<0.05) (Table 4) Fsdonndasiunanis
Uszidumn RAG uaz SAG luiadedl 5 n1sAnwly
adsinuin nandueisuniaannuds W nu
43 fiFn eGl Wiy 63.64 Feaglutasadrithng
Urunans (Gl = 56-69) lunaiindnsasivuaiaan
ulaand A1 eGl windy 77.54 eegluraedndivdl
ﬁgwmaqd (Gl >70) F9d@onndastun1sAnE1909
Ferrer-Mairal et al. (2012) [32] WUIWaR S ugIvUL
J991nU1781830A1 k, HI way eGl winfu 0.35, 85.5
WAy 82.2 AUENRU wazdl evauvuwdaandnay
resistance starch $34AU dextrins ﬁﬁsﬁu%faaaz 9
WUl YbALen k, HI way eGl a@aqagjﬁ 0.32, 79.1
LAY 76.0 ANEIFU N15ANRIVBINI 3 ANLARIT
ARaNIsatunisgndesnlgieuledivesdnie
adlulansnlundndnsiiaiianas seiidosann
Vsunalusaudiiusndulundndusisuud son
wanlana$977 nua3 (ade 4) FeuSunaldsiiu s
agluams awnsaludvluanavesesilaglu
smsnareiduluanaidsdouszning amylose-
protein complexes dwalnisuanvasstnaly
Tnssadainladnas fualvanniswdsunlassesu
vimaludenld (211 wandfifiuianaslduds
Wa1159717 nvd3 wnuldeaa Sevay 50 vinlvan
Fyiithaavendndusivuntanas
nanAuTvUILAnALTINa1IsT nud3 3§
A1 k, HI way eGl sndnuusdnanuilsana uiadn)
agafifudfyneada Aissiuanudesiudesas 95
(p<0.05) (Table 4) Jsaonndosfunanisuseiliue
RAG Lag SAG vumAnanudananisadng nvd3 dan
mniuuadnatnutieand wiludn) fuanduide
7 5 nsAnwluadeiinudn waedasiouudnain
wleanduazauutanainutananisan nuas den
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eGl WU 549.98 uay 285.92 Fseglutaeandivil
1maga (Gl >70) aulddnan eGl lun1smnaes
pdsiidenAoudnaganiimsfinu1ves Gularte et al.
2012) [33] finus1vuuLAnanudearaiann eGl
winru 89 wazilenaunuuiadsiout sainda 4
Y00 Lawn chickpea, pea, lentil ey bean Tu
§ns1dru Sevay 50 Tnevmidn wuiwinlidn eGl
anas v 69, 74 way 79 dwmsuutlsaind pea,
lentil waz bean a1ua1FyU Tuaas udsa1ndn
chickpea vlien Gl indwdy 88 uaznisanas
03A7 Gl Turuadnanuiled wdiilesannuiuna

wlanugeenilogludl srunsesdausznaulusiu
U d' I3 [ d' 1 a Y a [ ' 1

waglvduonaluladendaasulndndadigneee
mgulwilagnTu FeaennassiunisAnelunss
dy a = LY} a U 3 2
JUsunalusiuwas oty Tundndusivuuanann
wlenla1a39n7 nvd3 gendnluvuaanainudeand
AabaAn LU 4 YiNTRAA ST UINAVDIVUNLAN
NLTINA1IST1I 143 TA1anad 1.92 Winanvuy
v = Y & 1 v & vV
WNANNLTIANE hanalmAuinnslante Wa1asen
nv43 wnuLteand Savaz 50 vinliAssiuinng
YDINANN UNVULANARN A

Table 4 Rapidly Available Glucose (RAG), Slowly Available Glucose (SAG), The kinetic constant (k),
Hydrolysis Index (HI) and Estimated glycemic index (eGl) of rice starch noodle, RD43 Rice flour

noodle, wheat pasta, RD43 Rice flour pasta, wheat bread, RD43 Rice flour bread, wheat cake and

RD43 Rice flour cake.

Samples RAG (ug/g)  SAG (ug/e) k (min™) HI (%) eGl
rice starch 1.72+0.05 2.46+0.05 0.1483+0.0046 16.39+2.55 48.71+1.40
RD43 rice flour 1.83+0.29 2.15+£0.17 0.1779+0.0102 20.89+3.32 51.47+2.82
Noodle
N 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.553 0.039* 0.315 0.136 0.204
wheat (bread) flour  1.15+0.04 1.33+0.07 0.2870+0.0967 18.39+0.45 49.80+0.25
RD43 rice flour 2.17+0.04 1.87+0.10 0.2448+0.0976 27.61+8.82 54.87+4.84
et N 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.000* 0.002* 0.000* 0.145 0.144
wheat (bread) flour ~ 3.50+0.11 3.65+0.03  0.2633+0.0574 68.92+5.40 77.54+2.96
RD43 rice flour 4.00+0.09 5.22+0.12 0.1527+0.0122 43.60+7.27 63.64+3.99
Bread
N 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.004* 0.000* 0.000* 0.008* 0.008*
wheat (cake) flour  27.88+0.41  21.54+3.57  0.1937+0.1088  929.46+87.95  549.98+48.28
RD43 rice flour 13.40+0.70  12.34+0.41  0.2419+0.0800  448.48+42.63  285.92+23.40
Cake N 12 12 12 12 12
Sig. 0.000* 0.011* 0.001* 0.001* 0.001*

* indicated significantly difference at 95% confidence interval (p<0.05) as measured by paired t-test.
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dyuna

$17 na3 Wudfidseauindadud
Wrnaluseiudiunas 91nnan1s@ne1ves
Wasusun et al. (2017) [16] fivhmshnsnezsiansad
hnaludiinean nud3 isududna nuis Tae
yhmsfnuluayws wuidn nva3 Sedeiiiinag
ol 57.8 ailertfounindnaiug nv15 Afandil
Uaeg 69 wardahnisTiesiziuIanues
haanglaafiunngiss (RAG) wasUTunamnad
WANAT (SAG) lnan1sAnuilunasanaaeIundti
11U 27 WUF WaN1TNARINUTIITI Nua3 TAn
RAG Uaz SAG 9l 21.8 waz 12.64 mg/ 100 g 4
fianditaanintasiug nu1s andeyaidesdiy
Fanansaduiiinvesnidsedul Adanuuszead
doanisiiudananiitn nua3 ludsguidu
nAnSaaiduriefion idumadi vuuta wasuuy
A Tnessnfudieanadvduinalundn s
Fanan wazvimsussdiusedinaluutananns
171 n943 waznandud lngldimadalduunuunis
EJ'aEJmﬁ@m%maaﬂfwmasuamulwaaﬂmﬂaaq 1y
¥msinseadasoll

1) Ainnesieuiinahmanglaafigndes
157 (rapidly available glucose, RAG) wag USuna
ﬁéﬁmaﬂgiﬂaﬁgﬂﬂaa% (slowly available glucose,
SAG) [2] wag

2) Uszifiumsuithana (eGl) Tneldimaia
fnaunisgeaudelusiiegrenaseulailunasn
nAao 1Wual 180 il (Maulasainisvues Goni
etal. (1997), Sopade and Gidley (2009) Lag
Mahasukhonthachat et al. (2010) [3-5])

nsUsziduAdaidunnalundnduedu
Melfen Wdumnad vundla wazvusidn Auussy
nutananstnn nud3 Tagleisidsunuunisyey
mapeduvasimavesauluvasanaass ltoasy
il

mMsimseiasutiimalunansaaing ¢
¥in wuhiUBinahmanglaatigndesisa (RAG)
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Arnsiivesmsdesld (k) wazvArdaiinsdoslel (H)
fauaenndestuafyiuinna (eGl) Tnod
NARA TSR RAG, k way HI Tusesusazvinlis]
A eGl endae Turaeilunandusifislan RAG, k
uay Hi Tusziugedanalst flen Gl igavudy
nstgudananisdns ned3 unuudesriniu
wosmann fewar 100 Tapvmin luvinldendedl
dhanaveadumeieaUasunlas @umeieiain
wilsnlansdnn nua3 fen eGl favindu 51.47 3
oglurasandvdithemash (Gl<55)

A5 uwdananisen ned3 wnundeand
¥ouay 50 Tnevmiin ldvildedaithnaveadu
WraR WA sunUas nandueduniadiannuds
wa1254 nva3 fan eGl ity 54.87 Fsaglutag
Andiiinanas (Gl<55)

M5 uwdananise1n ned3 wnundeand
Zovay 50 Tapunin viliAdvithniaves
nanA g runtsanas nanaugivundsanids
wa1254 nva3 Tan eGl ity 63.64 Fsaglutag
Andtithmalunans (Gl=56-69)

A5tTLTana115917 nua3 unuwdsanad
Zovay 50 Tapuinin v ldArduithaiaves
NARAMTYULLANANAT VUILANINLTINEa1959719
nY43 @ eGl M1AU 285.92 ?fﬂ@ﬂiummﬁ%ﬁ
5191%1@& (GI>70)

nnAnssUUsEAA

{37800 U0UAMANEAISITUAUAANS
U1 INe1FBUNI@1TANNT IHIUUTEUIQUIN
NUYANUUNITITYUTANDIITIUATYAAINTAY
atuayu Usedndauuseanu 2562 (Jusigle) vin
TinauidelassnsiiAntuls veveunmynains
nvinu wazldmidnfdninermand dmsunis
S1IBATNAYRIN T901AS anufl uazedosiloly
1933y Favevounman o Temail
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