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Water Absorption of RD31 Paddy during Soaking in Parboiling Process
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uneausEiansu ansinsnuihnutunglusdedaienssdiutuegrimndilurausnvenisud an
12.39-13.42% 119551UIH (Tu 24.95-35.63% 11AsgIuuis wazdasnsiviuresnnudulusdatnavanasile
svezalumsudiiuay ﬁqmmﬁmamﬁ'@‘i’m’h gelatinization temperature Gﬁﬂﬂmjwamwaa@ﬂﬁffuﬁﬂﬁmﬂﬂd'ﬁ’fnl,rh il
guNQAN1TUYFeNI1 gelatinization temperature $12A1azannsagaduilduInnTd i aunisdmsuriuean
ATaFuasTuINF LYY Becker uaw Peleg annsalilumsvinnesnnutuvesudadlaeiien R aglutag 0.925-
0.990 usiaLNYUEBYe Becker Hf1 RMSE Andnaunsvinuneves Peleg dmiunisutilgamail 80°C Arvnsiflime$ils
MnMTegaunsiuneiaesaunsliafidenndesiunisdeuasmutuilldanmmaaes
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Abstract

RD31 rough rice was soaked in water at several temperature levels and a change in moisture content of
rice during soaking was examined. Moisture content of rice rapidly increased from 12.39%-13.42% (dry basis) to
24.95-35.63% (dry basis) at initial of soaking but increasing rate of moisture content decreased with soaking time.
Water absorption of newly-harvested rice was higher than aged rice at soaking temperature which was lower than
gelatinization temperature (GT). However, for soaking temperature above GT, water absorption of the aged rice
was higher than the newly-harvested rice. Either Becker’s model or Peleg’s model could be used for predict
moisture content of rough rice during soaking, except at soaking temperature which was higher than GT, RMSE of
the Becker’s prediction model was lower than the Peleg’s model. Model’s paremeters of both prediction

models were coincident with the hydration characteristics of rice in the experiment.

Keywords: RD31 paddy, Soaking, Parboiled rice
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9nnszUIMNIUINEnde (Luh, 1991) Msudinaiients
wAmdildlugaamnssdsieuntdniduihguiioanaan
Tunsudlitieniign sistlgnmpfvesiuasnaildlunud
Ansfdawadoaudinisnisnimvestndefindeld dady
anudilalunalnmsgaduimessdadmidenseinams
wiFuduniduaruiiuguiidadnylunisnindaids
Hulvegsgniesuazivanzan faAdeidnwinalanisge
Fuidluduazwdesyiviy warldfinsiaunaunis
dieldesnensivdsuntasauiluadaswinamsudi
ﬁqquﬁ&iﬁﬂ"} (Bandyopadhyay and Roy, 1978; Jideani
and Mpotokwana, 2009; Lu et al., 1994; Turhan et al,,
2002; Vasudeva et al, 2010) Tnefinnsunsveatndlds
winddenasiuegiuiatovarsagieldun Taseass
u,a“aqﬁﬂizﬂaumﬂmﬁmaumémﬁn guungivesiifiug
narlunisud Fadndnansfugiufay siilnseadrauns
a3AUsENoUNINATiAIiY muumsmmsﬂumaumaﬂulﬂmm
anwaglsed1Nuguesdnd (Wimberly, 1983) uonani
sroznanEivinwidonudainisiuifeAfianina
somIgadutuesddiaden Wosndruiiudeddiiy
Purusgdausinisnenmuagauiinaai Auansngld
a1nd1aldeniiviuiealua (Bhattacharya, 2011) ety
nsfnwmageduihwestdeniugineg vednilmiuas
P1UNN3969ATAMUEIAYADAITAMUINTZUIUNITHAAT
fla

F1aug nu31 Wutildluas faludedilaaged
YSunualiladsening 27.3-29.8% (N5UN15917, 2550) hay
Ugnlsvhlluwafistuguaianans (nsunsdn, 2556) us
iesaniduiugindeutrslniliunisiusesiuduay
atdfuayuliinumsnsugnidew.a. 2550 sadaufifeadu
nalnnisgaduiivesiiniug nu31 Sadafiegediedada
ATl nguszasdiiofnumaadsuulasanuiy
yosdnudeniiug nv31 semdrentsusiuaraiiafauuy
mandiamanslumsssuienalnmaldeunamoimiuiy
Tudhaentiug n31 sewirsnsudiitentsuandais
sisludnlysiuagdrai
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Auderuuaziudndu mstamudududuresdiinudendn
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(ASAE Standards, 1998) 9 ntiuussiiegisdindion
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9 ng1LUaen (Lu et al,, 1994; Oli et al. 2014) EERRI
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vunelusuitedavldsuuvassaunisléun Becker's

model lag Peleg’s model
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TUduudarieuss capillary RuUgWIUTBILNAY A
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Tidudeannis (2)

M, = M, + M;+o t03 2)

Taedl M; WWuArmnuduiliintuludausnvesnisud
wazidloadransdunssszning (M, — My) was t°5 4
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FuveIns1MdUnI7ia1991naun1s (2) wazAn o 84
mmammmﬂugﬂaumié’ﬁ

o< = (—5) (Ms — My) (5) D 3)

Tnedi Mg Lﬂuﬂ’mmuwwum’mmﬁmm (gg’, dry ba5|s)
Fedmsumsgaduih M My asildwinfusaatuiinnng
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Bello et al. (2004) S WHuiluiitavessayfiv (m?) uay Vidu
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Dm = Doe(_%) (4)

Wasiuaunis B wazaunis (@) aglaaunns
ANUFUNUSAIT
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In oc= In ocg— — )
Tnefl B udmdsnunsgdulunisunsvesir O molh) R
Wurimsdveetne (8.314 J K mol’) uag T 1luan
gaunillun1sud (K)

dwsuen S waz V mileainaunis (8) (9) wag (10) UJain
and Bal, 1997; Varnamkhasti et al., 2008)
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B = [WT]°$ (10)

dlo L W uas T Jumnuenn anuniiauasninumunves
windBudy

flesanaunis Becker gnadstunnlaeifiugiuain
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J1uddenuazd1Indes (Lu et al,, 1994; Miah et al., 2002;

Sridhar and Manohar, 2003)
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(Peleg, 1988)
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un 2 (2560), 1-8
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basis) t Lﬁuwaﬂumirﬂwﬁuﬁw (s) ky 1uPeleg’s rate
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Root mean square error (RMSE) (Yadav, B. K. and V. K.
Jindal, 2007) 3saun1sAidnnumuizauazia R g9 uay
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Aeuduressdaddeniug nu31 luseninens
wiluthfiguugiisnatu 3 sedu Tdur 60 70 waz 80°C
dmsudilninazdrumusandluy Figure 1 Tnelugaedalug
wsnArmuturestneiud uegeInidiandraN Ty
Sudurestiiudend 12.39% db. adwiy 24.95 27.97
way 35.61% db. Tut1atna LLaxmﬂmm%u 13.42% db.
iy 26.75 28.48 uay 35.63% db. ludralni dwmsu
frudeniiudingamgl 60 70 uaz 80°C mudU AN
\WisulsuAedsvesnsasuudasenuiuluadadily
sgriensutnuiiAanuduludadniignudihiiss
gungiaassiudiaruunniaiusgedideddymeada
(p < 0.05) wazArAutulusEnineanisugvastuiiuas
Jrludiflanunanansiuegreldodrdgynieads (o <
0.05) wuiu

80
70 1
60 1
50 1
40
30 1

Aged rice, 60°C

Moisture Content (%, d.b.)

20 1 / —O0—— Aged rice_70°C
—¥——  Aged rice, 80°C

10 L — —® — —  Newly harvested rice, 60°C
——0——

Newly harvested rice, 70°C
Newly harvested rice, 80°C

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Soaking Time (h)
Figure 1 Change of moisture content in aged and

newly harvested rice at three soaking temperatures.

971 Figure 1 axdunaldinfigumafinisuy 60 uaz
70°C lonaiuluauludalued 5-7 Smsinisiiutuses
AuTuaranasuaziuwaliufiandiganutuaun asly
druduaztilvl thuansivisgungivesiuaziaily
nsudanedidnsnatusninisgadutivesinndden
frdeniintihiiguuaiiginitazinsgaduiiannny
drdenfiusirdiguugiisini luvusiidloszesinanlu
nMsutanduiiudenaggadutnidnlusnntu dnwagns
Wasuwastinarudululudneusgudotunsgadui
Tusgyfiuvhlu ndnfesasinisunsazgeianludisusnuas
WY ﬂasm amawmmama“ama (Chakraverty and Singh,
2014) Finaiudustrendwesmdumelusdadn

Iu‘lﬁﬂLLiﬂ“UENﬂ’]iLL?IHQﬂ@SU’]EJT]LUuNaf\]'mﬂWiVILLﬂaU@Jfﬂ

v

Fuienliesnammiisznousuidndlufudutosing
sgninunavuarudn win1sfiuduvesauiuveq
frdenistruduazdnlnl futiheumgi 80°C 9
Snwariunndseenty lneararuduaziiniudednn
Aoudrsnsiiludalusdl 17 wasduuldufasfiuduoga
soiile ﬂ’]iLﬂﬁsjuLLﬂaﬂu‘gﬂLLUUﬁQﬂﬁﬁmm’thJué’ﬂwms
yesnsutindentigamgiiginingamndiliAanisie
andluidu (gelatinization temperature) LLaxL‘TJu‘gﬂLLUUﬁ
adeiunsrein Taeileutislumdnd1iin gelatinization
ﬁ%ﬁms@@%ﬁwLﬁ'wﬁuasmmm (Bhattacharya and Alj,
2015)

Tunsutihiigumgd 60°C Sradeninnagiienuiusii
nidnlminaenszerinainisug desonadesiusanunis
398984 Tani et al. (1969) mwummauwnmﬂuiumw
PN NUNG mmmmmhmi@msﬁuuwmmmwmLfdu
Frinaziidranind il druilgumgiilunisuei 70°C
Aamuuesist a1 lyallaisstuinnin fadors
idesnanuavesauannsalunsunsveniidlida
diifergeuasdamangranndenaifiniuresnutuly
wand e?m%’unmmiﬁﬂﬁqmmﬁ 80°C AAuAUTEIINg
nswivestiFenimaziinwilduganindridentv lae
Qmuqﬁﬁuaqﬁwﬁﬂﬁzmm 80°C gniansanindusediu
gangfifiaafimanzlunisvadinduie (Bhattacharya,
2011) Kedunisudtiniiguuniodatosazdesiinisgn
VYRt IUFeN N1SENUTENTEUIUNTT gelatinization
i aefimadsunladassaiauddundadn dautlsas
wasuaziiU3nsgeduagnann viliinandeuiivesi
L‘WAJéTum%%nlé’mrmd’nﬁu mamwmaaﬁwéfmﬁq
ﬁaﬂﬂaadﬂ‘UaiJ‘Ufﬂﬂ’ﬁﬂﬂ‘uw@ﬂ‘m?Lﬂ’]VIiJE]’]EJﬂ’]iLﬂUiﬂ‘H’]
srezaUsvin 1 U ‘m‘v:uamwmﬁmmivmnmimaa
A31N 319173 na ( (Bhattacharya, 2011; Bhattacharya and
Ali, 2015)

3.2 aunsvie

AAnuTUldanaLNsTuneTiadstuanduuueed
Becker ua@auuuvas Peleg 1ia Tudraidruazdalng
L‘Ui?J‘UL‘V]EJ‘UﬂUﬂ’]ﬂ’J’]ﬂJ‘UU‘Vﬂﬂiﬂﬂﬂ’]‘mmﬁ@ﬂuﬁ@ﬂu Figure 2
Fanuilutretaluausnuesnisus anutuanaunsyiune
Peleg =lHANTIRINTIA1INNSNAGBILALAIILIERIN
aunns Becker d@auludaedalusd 2-6 AraruTuitldann
aums Peleg ndufiAnganinAnauduainmvnaeuazan
AYNTUDINELNNS Becker LALNEINNISUTR 6 F2lua AN
AuTuaNELNNS Peleg axilrtioninAviuneannaunis
Becker
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Moisture content (%, d.b.)

Soaking time (h)

® 60°C o 70°C v 80°C

Becker's model Peleg's model

Figure 2 Comparision of moisture content predicted from models and experimental data. a) Aged rice b) Newly

harvested rice.

waNa NN Figure 2 Sawuindunsinainaunisin
aoslidnuwasfiuanmaiu lnensdilaainaunis Peleg 9z
fisnwaludulfadios Tusasiinsmainauns Becker
sefidnvasiilidodedesdunsmazuiauas sirset
Foau dnvaznisdsunlasweadunsnildainaunis
Yunenaesaunsiidneuzadiondetuisludaniuas
417l

3.3 AILUEYe9NITYIIUIe
Arduuszaninisinaule (R) wazAinnuaaiamaou
(RMSE) wosaun1syiunesgosaunsuansly Table 1 uay
Table 2 $39110151998WUT1@UN1T Becker TA1 R? ¢
Tu929 0.976-0.990 wazA1 RMSE 5311119 0.516-1.126%

Table 1 Paremeters and statistics of Becker’s model.

dauaunis Peleg A1 R? ag/luv9 0.925-0.999 wagan
RMSE 52%114 0.479-2.583% naontsezlian1sunsy

lofiansanandr RIME vesaunsviunefiguvgiinig
WY 60 uaz 70°C NUEUMSTUNETEesannse e
AuTuTeldonseninensudléa egrelsinuen
RMSE #il¢iannaunisyiuneues Peleg fiantaaninaniile
MnaumsiIeTes Becker aludnuinuazdalual dndi
9RMQiNITUY 80°C Feanunsofinnsaunleindugumniiias
n11 gelatinization temperature fu f1 RMSE voeauns
Peleg {fg9n31A19INANNTT Becker wiludrainazdn
T warlsimunzaudiagldosuronisdsundaninuiy
seninanisudlugungifigandn gelatinization
temperature

T M (%) AM (%) o (x10° 5% Dn(x10™, m’s™) ol E(Jmol’) R RMSE (%)
O
AR® 60 38458 5354 1.3007 0.611 744353 86.87 0.985 0.516
70 42317 8.299 1.4163 0.724 0.976 0.713
80 71.776  2.280 3.1844 3.662 0.988 1.126
NR® 60 40.610  5.918 1.3212 0.341 16741.4 68.58 0.990 0.422
70 41445 8341 1.3118 0.337 0.957 0.907
80 69.092  5.832 2.6828 1.407 0.990 0.900

°AR = Aged rice, NR = Newly harvested rice.
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Table 2 Paremeters and statistics of Peleg’s model.

T Me (%) R (x10”) Ro ke ko R* RMSE (%)
O
AR® 60 43.339 13.654 0.185 5.4044 3.2257 0.939 0.479
70 47.967 9.7905 0.254 3.9441 2.8110 0.925 0.522
80 85.127 29.926 0.258 3.8803 1.3749 0.997 2.583
NR® 60 44.415 13.860 0.195 5.1361 3.1228 0.9940 0.676
70 45.490 8.3645 0.258 3.8800 3.0214 0.9988 0.381
80 74.288 20.586 0.275 3.6352 1.6156 0.9781 1.887

°AR = Aged rice, NR = Newly harvested rice.

34 AIANTIUANNITYIIUEYeNaNTT Becker

Arnafiluannis Becker liun A1 AM wazan O 9
gaumgiiangg dmdudniiuazdrilniuanly Table 1 39
A1 AM; vastnlndagiiarganindrnilunnanumainisuy
ih Fonearridrilmisgiienuansalunisgeduily
Frausnidnduiaiiuinnitdia deerainainuaves
madsuudadasaiunausznintamsifiudne uwagen
AM; m‘LumLmLLavmﬂwm mmmmumaammﬁlumﬁ
memumﬂ 60 1Ju 70°C uay nédvandiauilogamyi
Winduaan 70 Ju 80°C Fedonndesfunanisnaassves
Bandyopadhyay and Roy (1978) Tud11iudne12 n1s
WinTuuarvanawer AM; fanuduiussu celatinization
temperature ¥89917 Tngazidnfinuaunsyiedeig
gelatinization temperature n1nguuIlun1suddeng
Wit usell AM sznduiidnanas dmfudr a ludra
wazdnlndasfiarlndifesiuiinisudiionngd 60 uas
70°C widn @ vostniiutluthguugd 80°C agfiandiy
qq%uuﬂﬂﬁy’ﬂu%ﬂLrhl,l,awﬁ'ﬁﬂmj TngA1 O %30 lump
parameter wansdeArAIT LN wilesnnsunsves
ﬁwﬁwajmﬁmﬁﬁn (Chakraverty and Singh, 2014) Snwasi
a Lﬂuﬁﬁi’mﬁqmwé’w’mmgéju (Activation energy) 34
anusonutladugostismugamgiilunisuy nanfedas
qm%gﬁ‘ﬁ'ﬁ’mﬂﬁ gelatinization temperature La gy 29
qmwgﬁﬁ'qmiﬂ gelatinization temperature (Chakraverty
and Singh, 2014) Lﬁaqmﬂf\;mﬂﬁaum o andaunIsg
Becker aejfivasanmaiiszning 70-80°C Jsaenndosiuna
ASaBUAIINTUIINAITNAADS ﬁafu%aawaqﬂlé’jq
gelatinization temperature ¥84913 N¥31 8g5¥1I19YN
PUNNIAINGT

35 AIATINANNITYIIIEYRIaUNTT Peleg

A1RSTl ki waz ke dmsuaung Peleg wandlu Table 2
B ki waw k, azanasilogangilumsudiiingetuiily
Frumuardlug 1k ssduiusiuniseremuaalunis
wnsBsdniiansazyilisnsnsunslugsusniaunn daw

ko i ausnanhgsaniiudatnannsogadulslads
dendudanerhliusinahiigeduliléasdu fensanag
°uaqﬂ"1mﬁﬁqﬂa'ﬂavﬁauwaﬁuaqammﬁﬁﬁﬁiammsﬁmm
WAAT1ITENINNITU ﬂmaﬂamammmammum A1
AUl luausnuesnisutiifas mmmammum uag
Luamﬂunavmmsa@mumlﬂmﬂsmmmnmwmalm
YoulAveaiain founginisusidediud ki veq
frainasfianganidnlmidndes HuRed1lnezdidng
miLLWi'fuaaﬁﬂwzmLLSﬂL%wlﬂé'fal,uémqm'iﬁmm Faa19
Wunavedlassadrewesinaunazdesinsluwdndn diuan
ko ludmlmifuualiinfiaggandrdrudniegumnigedy
wanedrifinwaludies ﬁmmmmmiumim%’uﬁﬂ*ﬁ
imﬂﬂmwmﬂmmmammmwu Fedenndesiuradnua
N5WABULUAIANTUS NI 1IN R 91 UALHANTS
ATIEANFUATT Becker

36 Amawiuinnzauga

@hm’m%uﬁmwama (Mo) TiUszanaanisues Bello
et al. 2004) sisludrumuazdalnezdanindunm
punpinisutfigeiuuasiimannadoaturisiniuazdn
vl Fan1sidsuutasan M. AUszamanisias e
dinduegnannidoguugiiiivtudy 80°C adloraiinan
mmJ?wlauLLUaagﬂiNmaamﬁm%’mﬁaqmmﬁmiLL‘dqaLﬁu
gelatinization temperature

z%’m%fummms’??uﬁmwama (Mo) lFanaunis Peleg
ffidnwaradiofuiildainnisussuiudieitues Bello
nandeddnfintuilogunginisudgetu wasdangelu
pdraniflogaumgdlunisuiifiziuain 70 1Ju soC
flo391nAn M. Ailda1naunis Peleg fenmandiundu
v03A1A7 k FatunisiuBsunlasan M. dviuaunis
Pele Fauusuniuiuansd k. wazidufiurdunadnan Me
fildanannis Peleg azdiAnganinen Me fidiuanildanis
204 (Bello et al. 2004) Tunnyrgaumngi
37 AMENIUNTEHY

wasunsay (6) lunmsgadudiludrunifiduimain
aun13 Becker dmfutuanviniy 86.87 ki/mol wagly
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'
' [

1 lndfiAviniu 68.58 kl/mol A1 E veet1iiugnu3l 9
-

v '
av aa =

Ielunuadeifidgailodioutuen £ vest1oiug IR-20 Fal
ANVIAY 20.51 kJ/mol (Sridhar and Manohar, 2003) wag
TudrindesWugveuued105 1My 30.46 ki/mol
(Cheevitsopon and Noomhorm, 2011) ﬂ'ﬁwé’nmumzé\:u
Tunsgaduihiasazsioudsannuannsolumsgaduih
vouudatn nanfiofen £ fee Shainsfisduvens
anduiuileguugiiiutufesiiedosnulude (Sopade
et al, 1992) Hufedmiunmsudinfignmgiigaudadni
wfirrmannsalumagaduisnnnindll

3.8 AIAuUsEANEITUNS

AduUsEANSNITUNS (Dn) vesadniuazd 1l
AualaaINauns Becker 38ilA15EnINg 0.337x107 -
0.724x10™ m?s™* \iloutdiinfigaumgdl 60 uay 70°C Hawang
Tu Table 1 dauflgaunnd 80°C f1 Dy, A1 1.407x10™"
m?s ! ludlud wag 3.662 x10™" m%s™ Tudnaan avnuin
A1 D ¥84019LNN13EAININNTIAT Dy v03U1 3 Insdlunn
PUNNINTUY

39 AdarnIsgasin

AdnsIn1sgadutn (R) uazaArdmanisgaduiinly
F29430 (Ro) fiR1UINAINALNIT Pelee wanslu Table 2
43U Ro Bedwanldanndiunduvesannsdi k; Aesdl
SnwarnmaUdsunladluiirmsiinsadiuduiuen k, @auen
R 6’2’5@Lﬂumé’mwﬂ'13rg]msﬁmfﬂis‘mfNmmﬁﬁwzﬁﬁﬂwmsﬂﬁ
Wasuulasdeiuidludnunazdislag nandes R
amauﬁaqmmﬂﬁuﬁumm 60 1u 70°C uaznduLiinTuile
Qmmmuﬂmmhﬁuqﬁmﬂu 80°C.

4 agd

aumsdmsuruneA et uTeamdatiug nv31 4
#51991nAL VLYY Peleg azliAnuranainlunisvinue
Hounitaunisiunefiad1aendanuuves Becker Wilouy
Lmﬁmﬁnﬁqmwﬂuﬁﬁ’m’i’l gelatinization temperature oy
mnﬁmﬁuﬂummm%ﬂuL@Jﬁﬂ%”nLﬂ?ﬂaﬂﬁuﬁ: nU31 @190
a5unelda1nn15 AT TR Tme S99 nENn15Y04
Becker waz Peleg sialudnauriuazdnilal

dlefinrsananamsmfiwesiléannsiaseiaunis
vhuneiaedlduagonadosiu nanfeileudinigungd
60-70°C dradeniiug nu31 Midudnlmiazdauanunsn
1uﬂ’15LLWi'B\i’m‘UEN1§1LLa%‘ﬁﬂﬁ’]iiﬁ?ﬁi’]iﬂlumi@]ﬂﬁffvﬁﬂﬂﬁ
ganiludui daunsutiniigumgiiganin gelatinization
temperature ¥o391aUFenug nu31 Fedldregszning
70-80°C 1y sﬁ’mﬂ'wzﬁmmmmiaiumigm%’uﬁﬂﬁ
nnITluLalul

5 AnRnIsuUIznA

ANeRITevevauAManITuITeuasWauIuma
UANINUINUINEATAIEAS LAYAULIAINTTUAIEAS
FUNILEY LN INENSINURSAERS VB UARILNeLEY T
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