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aueTIedn 4 cm uavindslnanwadideuderiuluiln ieTaussiinssriiululinvasyhnisvenlufiamensdeuluia
uazfimmnensantumstouluiln Tunmmeasutenuznin Tullagndamnisvenit 20 asm wasvenlideniienumun 3
mm dmunmsUendifnaglvanavessnindiaaniiseunsaureasning 30 wag 60 rpm mnuFseunsinlutie
0 110 uay 220 rpm LiiesuifisunseiinszyiduluinvazynisvenuarUSunanisindulefifvewsndn wans
nagounuiAwssiinsyiduluiindaulugiinlufienisiainfunisteuluiiaanisdendifuayindnauaziile
Wisuifsumussnuinnmsvenuzninlegliluinfinnmstniienuidiseu 110 wse 220 rpm vaigvnisUenanuisetiean
wsslunsUenldegeiifvddyuastivanufinumaiadulefiiaveszndn madenfimnuiiseunisvsuvesuznii 60
rom samuauswesiufiadn 220 rpm faumunzadlunisuen Taganunsaanussnsgyhiuluiinas 28.29 way 40.16%
wazdiUunanduly 1.78 waz 0.00% dmiunisvenaidinaslvana auadu

AdAty: uzniaeey, Tulladn, n1sden

Abstract

A young coconut peeling machine for force measurement of peeling was designed to use an oscillating knife
with 4 cm of stroke for peeling body and shoulder of a coconut. The oscillating knife was attached to load cell to
measure action force to the knife during peeling in feeding and normal to feeding directions. In experiments, the
knives were set a cutting angle at 20 degree and thickness of peeling at 3 mm for peeling body and shoulder of
the coconuts at 30 and 60 rpm of coconut rotational speed and oscillating speed of the knife at 0, 110 and 220
rom to compare the action force to the knife and fibrous area after peeling. The results showed that most action
force to the knife was in the normal to feeding direction for body and shoulder peeling and the action force to
the knife was significantly reduced when the knife was oscillated at 110 or 220 rpm during peeling. The fibrous
area was decreased when the action force to the knife was reduced. The optimal peeling condition, the coconut
rotational speed at 60 rpm with the oscillating knife speed at 220 rpm, showed 28.29 and 40.16% in the action

force to knife reduction and 1.78 and 0.00% in the fibrous area for body and shoulder peeling, respectively.

Keywords: Young coconut, Oscillating knife, Peeling
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Jarimopas and Ruttanadat (2006) wag Jarimopas et al.
(2009) leWaueasesUanuzninauaunsaUonnauznd
TiRaTiZeumuaufesnsvesmandoanls uaaus
sevitldlunisuyuuzninumzendeutiegs (300 pm)
a1admaliugninnseifinesnsgaguussbunstingaaen
NNy uazdesvhmswasuluiiandsnsvonyn 4 50 wa
\fosmnuendeluagsiliAndeuinnusnaiovena
Tunmaindulovdinmsdendueafnnnyumesnisven
anuavesluiin uazanuiwesludiaiidien duvand
a'qwaaiamiLﬁmmimﬁammaqmmm%‘amaﬂﬁaﬁgﬂﬂaﬂ
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in3asenuldenuzniniiesnuuunasimuniy (Figure
1) gnihanldlunisusnidenuzninn Faa1nmsmaaoy
osuluduwesnalnansiasurauzndvazden wui
Fuadesdinalnfianunsodudanauzndnlad navend1ald
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wa Auddu msvendida Wunaiedeuiivesaluiialu
wunusuiieienildenuznina lasluiaviyuideadu
WuIUOU 85 93" (Figure 2a) n1sUenluana Wunns
indouilvesgludnadunuduiiodrvenidenusnin
Tagludavinyuidesiuuuiueu 145 asen (Figure 2b) 40
Tulausiazyn Uszneumelnanwaddmiuinusalidiiu 50
kg $1u2u 4 ¢ s dulassaiiswesyaluiin Tnsuys
siausadu 2 fenng laun Aantenisasteuluiiauay
fiamasaainiunisteulufia urazfianidddlnanvad
§1u 2 1 Filvanwadmanivimiidushsuusnseiin
anlufiafifasseguuyaludin (Figure 3) Inaniwadyndai
Ansauuysluilesumsasuifisusussaieiuaauiesen
anlnanwadnowiinisnaaau tasldindes Universal
Testing Machine (UTM) 3u 5569 890 Instron S1ufuLA3es
Data logger u EDX100 8% KYOWA wuirfianauduiug
ﬁqa TngdaA1 R agluyae 0.997 fis 1.000 dwsulvaniwad
v 8 ¢ dmdulufifitunldlunnsvenidenuzniseu
N ALALLAAINTA 304 YUKDS YU 3 mm LUALYBY
fin 15 pea uarlunsmaaeulufingnisliyuvesnisven
Waenuznda (cutting angle) Aldlun1suandsuasiva
HaR® 20 B9
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Figure 1 A young coconut peeling machine with

oscillating knives.

Feeding direction

Feeding direction

(b)

Figure 2 Directions of knife feeding for young coconut

body (a) and shoulder (b) peeling.

F is load cell for measuring force in direction of feeding.

N is load cell for measuring force in direction of normal to feeding.

Figure 3 Characteristic of an oscillating knife attached to

four load cells for force measurement.
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dnvosluiln 3 s2dU A 0 110 way 220 rpm Tuilafiadiu

' 1Y) 1Al a a &
#1799%198n0g# 4 cm uazAIvUIveLUFeniignuen fe 3
mm d115un15ueniednfiiuaslvanavesusniig way
TuwazNvinnisuanugninnusuadvazluana wsenly
TunsvenugninlunsazRoulyveinisdengnrinisine
TagnT1suwsansaInanzwinseirduluiinluiidnienis
Jaunariienigseainnunisteu wseannseyinduluianiu
wdivanadsyninevinisuengniiuaifienies Data
logger g1 EDX100 8%e KYOWA fia31aaudvadanisiiu
Vo3la (sampling ratle) 100 Hz

wWaenuzniniignUenudazgngniiuiniainuning

ai A a ~ ™ | 3 P
wagveaUdeniignuenitemuseiildlunsensieniinnig
a a % a ' a

n13Uen esntlaanusnINgnUantaazualvuin
Anuneldviiu nevinnsideniudeniignuenneuiiaseu
gnvinev0In15UonNANe1INTaTaUNITYYUYDIUENIT)
waginAugvetUdan annduinlienllangningae
Ndo4fdnea U PowerShot A2300 8%a Canon hae
Apsrgviuinmaemelusunsy Image) [oAIUIUAT
anunIwadswarinlumsiuawsaiinlaanlvanead
wWialdJuausuadslunisuanuzndnluisasna A1wsed
laannisdenluidagnInuuigniiunuSeuiisuany
wANANaN19@dAnl8lUsWATY SPSS (Version 9.0) Taglais
analysis of variance (ANOVA) wag35 Duncan’s multiple
range test (DMRT) lun19itasnzit
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HauzniIvatunisvenildanudaznagnuiun
Usziilugnunmmdsnsden ievnfoulvvesnnuniiseulu
MsnyuYesnEniLazamisevreslufiauuutng
wanzaufigadmiunisden lnsgnusziiuludiuvesainy
Seuveaiangninvdningnuen wuseendu 2 du leund
duiuiinsendiuaznisdenlvana dsluditldideu
snduludiuvesituiivesnisiadule (fibrous area) e
Aadsuainnisen dmsumsmesiduituinisingy
TENTARIUIUAINELNITT 1 (Rattanadat, 2010) i
wulouuiaugninuasnisvenlden (remaining fibrous
area) gustarvuiiulaudadisnmituiiusiandrondos
#3nea Ju PowerShot A2300 8% Canon wazldlusunsy
Image) Tumsiaszsimituiusiosdoiuiiadulouuin
wgwdn dmduiiuiiiatmusvemzndndanisuen (total
surface area) usnauduazlnanaauIsafuILIN
duMSMALARIMSINSIEMIAdAEnS
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remaining fibrousarea X 100

Fibrous area (%)=
total surface area (1)

3 WawazIvsal

31 ANWAENINNIENINYBINANLNTTI

uzwindousitnisUeniianugaaded 17.8 cm
Lﬁmwummﬂgm 0.55 cm wagdlnnunaeded 15.0 cm
AndoauunTgiu 0.33 cm duduugnimdsiingg
ﬂaﬂﬁquua%ﬁ 13.3 cm fi'n,ﬁauuummwgm 0.44
cm mmqﬂwéwamﬁaﬁ 8.9 cm véhl,ﬁ'mmummwgwu 0.45
cm Wuruguinatsluanaadef 12.6 cm Andsaiuy
119315714 0.19 cm LLazLé’umu@uéﬂaNgmmaLa?%aﬁ' 11.0
cm ﬁ%ﬁmmummﬂgm 0.14 cm (Table 1)

32 msiauseildlunsvenusnin

mﬁmLLsaﬁ‘Lﬂﬂumanﬂmw%ﬁaﬁmwm%aiaumﬁmu
YBIULNI™N 2 SRR 30 Uay 60 rpm WaANLLEITEUNIS
Fnaasluiin 3 sedufio 0 110 way 220 rpm Feilufiag
sgrdnegn 4 cm wagUenluliaunuivesuden 3 mm
gnvin1sinsent tneudsesnidu 2 dwfe wseildlunng
Yangrsh wazussildlunisdenluawa

321 useilldlunisvanaria
J1nuareInIsvannuitusaiinseiirdvlufialudia
memsteulufiafimnuiiiseunvyuvesuzndn 30 rpm
aasiseunsdnvedludiad 0 110 uay 220 rpm fiAuse
#l4lun1sUeniade 0.171 0.066 uaz 0.067 kgcm’
AUAITU LagfinaiseunIImauvesENiT 60 rpm
Anuisasaunstnveslufingl 0 110 uag 220 rpm TAuse
#ldlun1sUeniade 0.139 0.096 waz 0.077 kecm™
mudy dmdunseiinszviuludalufianeieainnns

deuluiafiaanm$arseunisuguvesuzning 30 rpm
ausisounisdnvedludiadl 0 110 uag 220 rpm fiAuss
fl4lun1sUeniade 1.183 0.847 uaz 0.668 ke cm’
AU WA IseUNNTILUTRINENI 60 rpm
aansiseunisdnvedludiadl 0 110 uag 220 rpm fAuse
7l4lun1sUeniade 1.071 0.903 waz 0.768 ke cm’
Aua1AU (Table 2)

NavpeAsUIduseinszrhiuluiindusnniinduly
fermensannfumstouludin indulufienisnsdeuluiia
Aoudnetios WewSsudisuaussiinssvhiulufialufians
éiy’amﬂﬁ’mwi’]aﬂuﬁmmmﬁﬁﬁmmL%qsaumsmuﬁum
WznE17 30 rpm wuAwssiinseiAuludindniinnnusa
59U 220 rpm da1deuniiAuseiinsziirfuludndnd
AMUL5950U 110 rpm wazAwsafinszirduludindnd
A$Iseu 110 rpm detesniduseinssiiuluiadn
fimusiseu 0 rpm eesditodfnyfiseiuainudesiu
95% dmviiaufiseunivyuvesuznii 60 rpm
wudAwsafinseiAulufiadniianusaseu 220 rpm &
Ausafinszriiuluiadesnitlufindniiaanudisev 110
rpm uazAussiinseiiuludindnfiannaugiseu 110 rpm
fientosninausefinszviiulufindniinnnudiseu 0 rpm
agnalifeddnyfisiuanundeiu 95 Wesiwud WeRiansan
fludiadnnisdnfianusiseuwiiu Wufe 110 uway 220
rpm LagAILLEITOUNITNLUVBINENE1IAITUAD 30 uax
60 rpm wudiausaseulufiadn 110 rpm ldfiAanu
wanAavasAussTinszyhAululin uifinanadaseuludindn
220 rpm AussiinszyiAvluiavesnisueniiauisaseu
N15MYUVeINENII 30 rpm dATBENIINITNYUYBS
uzndfinusaseu 60 rpm agrsiiteddnyfisyauaiy
\Josiu 95% (Table 2)

Table 1 Physical properties of young coconut before and after peeling.

Coconut Dimension Min Mean Max SD
Before peeling Height (cm) 16.2 17.8 19 0.55
Width (cm) 144 15.0 15.7 0.33
After peeling Height (cm) 12.2 13.3 14.4 0.44
Shoulder height (cm) 7.7 8.9 10.1 0.45
Shoulder diameter (cm) 12.2 12.6 12.9 0.19
Base diameter (cm) 10.8 11.0 11.5 0.14
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Table 2 Results force measurement on knife in feeding and normal to feeding directions for body peeling.

Coconut Oscillating Feeding direction force (kg/cm) Normal to feeding direction force (kg/cm)
speed knife speed
(rpm) (rpm) Min Max Mean SD Min Max Mean SD
30 0 0.117 0254 0.171c  0.053 1.056 1.353 1.183e 0.117
110 0.027  0.118 0.066a 0.034 0.815 0.925 0.847c 0.036
220 0.026  0.100 0.067a  0.022 0.597 0.741 0.668a 0.046
60 0 0.070  0.176  0.139b  0.036 0.983 1.222 1.071d 0.087
110 0.060  0.139  0.096a 0.023 0.807 1.000 0.903c 0.060
220 0.046  0.150 0.077a 0.018 0.675 0.809 0.768b 0.047

Note: 1. Each condition was used 10 samples

2. Values with different letters indicate significant differences at p < 0.05 by a DMRT

322 usiildlunisuenarda

1nuareInIsUannuitesafinserirfuluiialuiie
nensteulufinfimnuifiseunismuresuendn 30 rpm
anusiseunstnvedluiiadi 0 110 uae 220 rpm dAwse
7l4lun1sUeniade 0.113 0.053 way 0.036 kg cm’
AU wazfiannuiseunisvuvesmgnig 60 rpm
nsvendeasseuntstnuedlufingi 0 110 uag 220
rpm Sieuseildlunisueniade 0.101 0.064 uay 0.043 kg
e mudndy wazussinseyinulutinlufiennsdeannnis
douludiafinnuirseunismyuveanzni1a 30 rpm N3
Vandneanuidiseunisdnuvesiufingl 0 110 wag 220 rpm
fifnuseiildlunisueniade 0.900 0.531 uag 0.437 kg cm’
AUAITU Lazfinaseun I TILYRIENI 60 rpm
nsUendeamiiseuntsdnvedluiing 0 110 way 220
rpm fAuseiildlunisUeniade 0.767 0.574 uay 0.459 kg
cm @uaIRU (Table 3)

HavpIATLsIndefun1sUend1i Hufeduseiinseyi
fulufladrunnnlufianisieainsunistouluiin e
Wisuisuausaiinsyiifuludalufienisdenniunns
douluiavnaadaiauidasounmsvauvesmznin 30 rpm
wuausafinszviiuluiadniinnusaseu 110 wag 220
rom Sialiuanenaty uadiduseosninluiadniinmuss
50U 0 rpm egiifadfyiiseduanuidotu 95% dmsu
An13L52 50U INHUVDINENIN 60 rpm NUTIATUTIT
nsgvhiuludindniinanudaseu 220 rpm fifusafinggsi
fulufintfosninludadniininusaseu 110 rpm wagAws
finsgyrdulufiadniiaanudaseu 110 rpm fedeend
Arusafinszirfuluiindniinanniaseu 0 rpm egnadl
Hedfnfiseduanudediu 95% WeRansanilufiaiinnis
Fniinanadisouiindu Wufe 110 uag 220 rpm uax
AYNLSITOUNITUYUVBINZN31ATUAD 30 Uaz 60 rpm
wuinAwsafinsgiiuludealifauwannsegnadfoddy
fiszuanandosiu 95% (Table 3)

Table 3 Results force measurement on knife in feeding and normal to feeding directions for shoulder peeling.

Coconut Oscillating Feeding direction force (kg/cm) Normal to feeding direction force (kg/cm)
speed knife speed
(rpm) (rpm) Min Max Mean SD Min Max Mean SD
30 0 0.070 0.144  0.113c  0.022 0.840 0.998 0.900c 0.043
110 0.034 0.079 0.053ab  0.015 0.488 0.597 0.531ab 0.035
220 0.006  0.080 0.036a 0.025 0.379 0.516 0.437a 0.041
60 0 0.086 0.140 0.101c 0.018 0.676 0.840 0.767c 0.052
110 0.049 0.091 0.064b 0.012 0.517 0.618 0.574b 0.035
220 0.026 0.053 0.043a 0.010 0.403 0.511 0.459a 0.034

Note: 1. Each condition was used 10 samples

2. Values with different letters indicate significant differences at p < 0.05 by a DMRT
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Figure 4 Force signals of young coconut peeling with
rotational speed at 60 rpm and Oscillating speed of
knife at 0 rpm (a), 110 rpm (b) and 220 rpm ().
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Figure 5 Force signals of young coconut peeling with
rotational speed at 30 rpm and Oscillating speed of
knife at 220 rpm.
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\AnTuiady 12.95 8.55 uaz 1.57% fiarnaseunmsdnues
Tufln 0 110 waz 220 rpm MUEIFU wasfinugisounis
NUUVBENIT 60 rpm fUsunandeuiiintuwade 15.44
6.92 uay 1.78% finnusaseunisdnveslufin 0 110 uay
220 rpm A1u&IFU (Table 4) d1mfunisvaninanadi
AIULEITOUNITNYUTDIUZNEIT 30 rpm fuSunandeud
\Antuiade 4.12 0.00 uay 0.00% Amudiseuns¥naes
Tufin 0 110 uag 220 rpm MUY wazfinusaseunis
MyuesNENEN 60 rpm fUTuanAsuiiAntuade 061
0.00 wag 0.00% firugiseunisinvedluiin 0 110 uaz
220 rpm MUawU (Table 5)
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Table 4 Percentages of fibrous area on peeled coconut surface for body peeling.

Coconut speed Oscillating knife Sample No. Fibrous area (%)

(rpm) speed (rpm) Min Max Mean SD

30 0 10 6.95 21.23 12.95 4.54

110 10 2.49 22.25 8.55 7.27

220 10 0 7.59 1.57 299

60 0 10 4.68 28.43 15.44 9.15

110 10 0 16.09 6.92 572

220 10 0 5.94 1.78 2.63

Table 5 Percentages of fibrous area on peeled coconut surface for shoulder peeling.

Coconut speed Oscillating knife Sample No. Fibrous area (%)

(rpm) speed (rpm) Min Max Mean SD
30 0 10 0 9.29 4.12 3.13

110 10 0 0 0 0

220 10 0 0 0 0
60 0 10 0 4.87 0.61 1.72

110 10 0 0 0 0

220 10 0 0 0 0
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