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Factors Affecting on Maceration and Ultrasound-Assisted

Extraction of Unrefined Grape Seed Oil
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Abstract

Shiraz grape seeds containing the total oil content of 13.61% (w/w on dry weight) were used by
commercial hexane. The objectives of this research were to study the effect of solvent to solid ratio and
extraction time of the extraction of grape seed oil and to evaluate the optimal condition for maceration
extraction (ME) and ultrasound-assisted extraction (UAE). The effect of extraction methods on yield and
quality of grape seed oil were determined. It was found that the optimal condition for ME was obtained at
solvent to solid ratio of 6:1 (v/w) and maceration time of 30 min gave 11.13% (w/w on dry basis) oil yield.
It was showed that the extractive yield increased with solvent to solid ratio and maceration time. The
optimal condition for UAE was achieved at 20 kHz 750 W power, 80% amplitude level using solvent to
solid ratio of 2:1 (v/w) and ultrasonication time of 15 min provided 11.42% (w/w on dry basis) oil yield.
Increasing the amplitude level and ultrasonication time had benefit to improve the oil yield. Thus UAE was

efficient extraction process of oil. In addition, it had been found that the application of ultrasound enables

! ApdzgeavnaTinems anumalulagnszaennddnnminsanansziis ngamme. 10520



10 NNIANTINHATNIZAANLNAN

reduction of solvent consumption and extraction time by 3 and 2 times of ME respectively. For the
physicochemical properties of unrefined grape seed oil were determined as viscosity, peroxide value,

iodine value and saponification value, which were complied with the standard edible oil value.

Keywords: grape seed oil,oil yield, maceration extraction, ultrasound-assisted extraction, physicochemical
properties
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N9LUIUNIANA Lﬁ'ﬂ\imﬂmﬂ%ﬂ?ﬁluﬁ@mmm%uﬁﬁﬁﬁdzg\iLmzmmﬁrﬁlﬁ (high power and low frequencies)
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5%gﬂﬁﬂ1ﬂﬂmﬁﬂ%muﬁu v'iﬂﬁl,ﬁmﬂrymﬁu‘ﬁlvlﬂLﬁmwaLL@zLﬁmmiLmL%ﬂuTNmu (Vayupharp and



NTATINHATNIZABNINAN 1"

Laksanalamai, 2012)84udi9nazinnsimudsnisainduninunenlfiBunnnanangauarsInan wiinig
- mo e ¥ . . oAns - .2 me X
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ANTAIAT WALLENLTU (commercial grade)
2. AENITAHUNUIRY

2.1 MawENdRnAULAANEeIAUsTNaLIBuNAAS{W
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2.2 mmwﬁmm‘V@Mumimﬁmﬁﬁﬁumﬁmduﬁqﬁ% ME

Fepethamafmed 10nsuaslu Erlenmeyer flask 11419 125 Hadiams WainazaEnaniTL mudnsdw
veeFmnazanesarmAaeduTiuA Tch feiignugfites Wensumaniieaussudetiunsasgayan Aty
nszpNTRs (Whatman) wwes 1 ensenendnfifhaeaudsean anthah i ueniovazanteenaninfdog
PassEEgIINA Tl 60 asrimaFun stvaunaTNazaIEazNe NesqayNARENIZAN
nses (Whatman) twes 113 Gwsnnunsesinsfidlaaiannz) uaziuanmniBinomanan (Cyield)
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szzaan lunsara fvuendlu 7 sedu Ae 1, 3, 5,10, 15, 30 uaz 60 Wi eldendamdaunisataiian
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12 ANIATINHATNIZABNINAN

=

ihthsundneduiianaldanannsinzannigad g ME o luandateain ignmnii -18
avrnTaides WerhlAnssianannassindumdnequselyl
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1933a8az 1-100289ANUANNAYA (amplitude) g48A Towriasdansrialdainnaunaniiimualuusaunis
naags aniutinly afpsielnanisuddeiialiaunsuanaiaion Ls'j"famumm?imuquLtﬁfsﬁﬂmmm
QEYEYINTA TEVEFTNATAE Lmurﬁqmmmﬂ?mmmmam (%yield)

2.3.1 AuaNNAYR (amplitude) ﬁnmmummmmamwmmmmmmummnmummmm@\m

Tnammanesldntuntwdasauigeiasaindonaniau fignumgfites Winarlunsais 15w
fladefidnm I4un Aueundan 5 32y Ae ez 20, 40, 60, 80, uaz 100 (AN WAYANLE, 2556)
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Tneriannasiilddenldannimaaesuiode 2.2 fa Sandeuiinazanasionminedy 2:1
TneBunpssietimiin uazszaznanlunisaia 15 uii %uﬂuﬂquﬁ'mmwifamiﬂi“uﬂg\immﬁmLﬁ'm‘ﬁ'm
ﬂ?mmmc@mﬁqmw‘bﬁﬂﬁu@mmm?{zﬂq ﬂé“‘umLL@N‘W%@mmmﬁié’mﬂm@ﬁﬂm‘mﬁﬁ@ 2.3.1 Tnainamnaed
Mnauraudesnnuigeiaeatiniewivluaiasedaanisugiels fgnmofives dadelunsiine Wur svax
e dnawAnerantigeann desundu 6 s2iu Ae 0, 3, 6, 9, 12, uaz 15 Wil At ugdeiel
auAsLan AN TaR AT LA Figure 1

B ME time (min) > Ultrasonication time (min)
e \\xxx‘k\\\\\\L\\tﬁﬁ\\\\\\k\xxx\
" ARSI R R Nt R N R S St A
% LLLE o \\\1\1&1&1
é T3 INERERRERERREEREREEN OO
T2  IEEEEREEREREREEEEEREEREEEEREERRE
1 R EEEE
0 3 Ext?action time ?min) 12 15
Trt1 Trt2 Trt3 Trt4 Trt5 Trt6
B ME time (min) 15 12 9 6 3 0
™ Ultrasonication time (min) 0 3 6 9 12 15

Figure 1 Experiment of ultrasonication time with maceration time for the total extraction time of 15 min.
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3.1 AATHRIALITNELIBNAADJUUTAS

I3uA UBunauaa N (moisture) 1T (crude fat) Talsi (crude protein) 1 (ash) Elale (crude fiber) way
ASTulenasm (crude carbohydrate) s1n3idd AOAC (2011) 3.2 AtAsnziitiunnirasinduudnaduintnduman

oA ey an o o ad A aa o ~ A Ay o v
ajunannliandsanadie 2 35 Ae 35 ME laaaianiuaniasimuzanigaildainnisaasslusiaoda 2.2
e . d' o . s o - % .
WA 35 UAE Ineafiannugniaeiunnzand idannnimaaesluiade 2.3 sdseuiauiBuiaunanantindu
(%yield) wazANAINITn uNainunTuld (%recovery) uananfifaFauiisuiladesine o NHkases
nsana Mun dnsdauaassiainazaissanananadu narlunisana uazgmuuginld lnsiFununanan
TNNUANUIUANNANNT (1)
weigh of oil (g)

Oil yield (%db = * 100
il yield (Yodb) weigh of dry matter (g) v

3.3 3Lm’15ﬁ@mmwﬁﬁﬁum5m@\ju
diundaeduiildannnisaia 2 33 Anssiadinaniniunmeessisusdaedu i
3.3.1 Anmzvipnunila TnelHip3as Brookfield viscometer Snfigaungi 25 asAnizaidea, 100 rpm
3.3.2AmmzsfAnmnuiunse uaznsaladiudass (acid value; AV ua free fatty acid value; FFA)
A1NA3 AOCS (1997)
3.3.3 Almmzdaninasaanlas (peroxide value; PV) muaa AOCS (1997)
3.3.4 Jmaziirnlelefu (iodine value; IV) 38013 Wijs 1335 AOCS (2009)
3.3.5 WAz laniiiliadu (saponification value: SV) mu3a AOCS (2009)
4. WHUNTNAADY
4.1 vindia 2.2 aneununInasesuuLIAne FaaluuAenguanysnd (3x7 factorial in RCBD) Tng
Tan1maaaaiiu 3 41 (Laen)
4.2 ¥iadia 2.3.1 aununsaaeduiuLudenguanysal (randomized completed block design;
RCBD) lngann1snaaadiily 3 U (Laan)
4.3 %4 2.3.2 0aurunameseauiuuudenguanysnd (RCBD) Inadnnimaaeeilu 3 du (uaan)
4.4 vindla 3.1, 3.2 uay 3.3 ‘)NLLNumiW]@mLﬂuLLUUfﬁuﬂuyirﬁ (completely randomized design;
CRD) "MN130n0a84 3 4
5. N5AATIZRLRYANAD A
fihdayafilfundinmzifantsunsuiinmzimieadiidniagd Taedsdinmziaanuulatsou
(analysis of variance; ANOVA) LmznﬁﬂuLﬁﬂ‘um’mLchmm’wwmmm?u'm@mwmmﬁqﬁ% Duncan’s new
multiple range test (DMRT) ainviusiada 3.2 uaz 3.3 ¥nnsuBeyienAefreaanImaaesdag T-test
fiszdunnnuidesiufetiaz 95
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mﬁﬁmm:ﬁmﬁﬂ?zﬂ@mmLuﬁm@\juﬁuﬁwﬁﬁl‘ﬂmmﬁﬁﬂﬁ wudihBinnmenihifidenas 13.61
uasThBunaseanad TWedy Eele 181 uazaflulawnsn Sosas 4.93, 11.94, 37.32, 2.79 uax 34.35 Tngitn
NN ANNAIAL 4aAARBNNLKNANITINLYRY Kamel et al. (1985) %aﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬁumﬁmqu‘ﬁ'aﬁmﬁfmﬁqv‘h
azangnaalsnafu/wniuea (lanndan 2:1, laadsunmng) ﬁﬂ?mmmmﬁﬂﬁmm“méuﬁ”‘@mz 14 wasHUFNNY
Tladn dele 131 uazanilulainem Satas 8.2, 38.6, 2.2 uag 37 (Tmﬂ{iwﬁmﬁq) ANNANAL LAY Fernandes
etal. (2013) ”Lé’ﬁﬂmﬁnwmmmﬁﬂﬁmuﬁm'a\jumnfa\ju 10 aneiugresdszmallsning afpsaasaiiazans
’ﬂimﬁm%wm§wud’1ﬂ?‘mmﬁﬁﬁuﬂgh‘ﬁqﬁ@m: 6-13 Imﬂf‘ﬁyu@@:ﬁumﬂﬁuiﬂmmju UATANTNUINABNTDY
LLud\aViﬂQﬂ@\ju

Table 1 Proximate composition of dry grape seed (Vitis vinifera cv Shiraz).

Constituent Percent wet weight basis (%wb) Percent dry weight basis (%db)
Moisture content 4.70 £ 0.04 4.93 +0.04
Protein content 11.38 £ 0.17 11.94+£0.18
Oil content 12.96 +0.12 13.61+0.13
Fiber content 35.56 + 0.65 37.32 £ 0.68
Ash content 2.66 =+ 0.03 2.79+0.03
Carbohydrate content 32.74 £ 0.00 34.35 £ 0.00

Each data represents the mean of three replicates (+SD).
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2. uaTRIENEIUINEANlUMSANAUNNUINARB{UAILIE ME
31N Table 2 WARINATANERINAIULRIFIINATALFBRINARB{ULAZITEINAN luN9ATAAILRE ME
NiFFTHUNANRAUNNNAASIW WL 2 TTadE A ARIdIuTeIiNNaTAFBNLNAAS{W LATIATT
1 lunsain AnaseiFuIuaNERLENEY (0>0.05) Tnadnsdauaasfiainasa g nNAAa{uNINYTD
PFunusainazaalunisaiaun azinliaunsnanniniusanunlduinnds mezdainazatsazanng
unsudin ) luaesudslideau ieazaneendagnazatuaanin (Zhang et al., 2008; Goula, 2013) @3 lunil Aia
Wi uazfagnararazunsaanunanaesuisiasdasasainazae ldunaassininazans iaidnsdou
109iaraspeTasudFiaanne Nazvin iz Auressagnazatefifieenisazanaeeni aNAanNiATIuay
Wuanznanudndusassiagnazaaluasessasudaussmanessaiasaainii daiuaoududuaes
sognazansluaisazaneiesluresudeazindy lunaneaeamnaivzasoniazais usileiunmaessang
azanelliianasianisazanadignazaeianianilet angaaziansondiiuaniasiannududuaessogn

i = I H .. = o o X & i A gy a X o a
azane Answasuulasdnsellluwisasana lidnazinsdudanunuauinin usinaldausaiaua iy
saslfnavesndaiaziavinazas lddudatuilunaniuiune (Jadhay et al., 2009) FaiiusnIN421IBIRANN
azanesatasudafauiladudAynnanailss@nininlunszuaunisana (Pinelo et al., 2005) Table 2 A
B . o aw S S © v ey as
Windilaiisnan lunsannazin Widununanaaduws AN geas senanldlunisainassesldinan i
4 ase o < ¥ v A 4 o o a

winzan e liiiiararsamnmainiiueeninilininiign videluliuiiiame wanainidany
diflainEnasoinazany asin Wil unananingatu Inafidnandausarinazateseramdaaduviniy
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4:1 uaz 6:1 laefsunmssetinuin T B nunanAngandIfignedan 2:1 TneBannssievinmin lunnsvery
AIN9AAR WinANNIIAIITladedannLdn lHANENaTINTENd R dauT T AtsaRINARDJLLAY
svazinan g Ara BN AR ARTNgTU (p>0.05)

uansmeaashu Table 2 wudnFunnmanantnTuilldanaa ME ot lutaaieeay 8.34-11.31 Tt
winuiia Lmzwudﬂiﬁmmms@mfnﬁumﬁm@\ju‘ﬁ'ﬁmﬂzﬁ'qummﬁqﬁmxmﬂm'@ml,uﬁmﬂ\juwhﬁu 6:1,4:1 UaY
2:1 e BunAssiatinuin HAnuuansteiueenaliladn Ay n1eaiia (p<0.05) Tnennsainfiensngai 6:1 I
Psanmssetiuiin waznanaiin 60 wnil WFunnnanangaign Ao Seaaz 11.31 Tnsiminuds uazilaaa
gunsalunisainle (%recovery) Anflufesaz 83.10 dlaieuRunnsaiadaeiasaniian (Gazay 13.61)
AdumsieeeiBunnladuiomaiaand feeaz 100 wiAeninsda 6:1 wazaanaie 30 Wi es
Tinauan lunnsinean 60 Wi uaztiaduilunislinaudniieanasiannusonis Ae dAnnuaunsnlunig
afinldnnninfasas 80 daufidadau 2:1 TnenFanmssierinuin wudnealiannsnanalinanangawiniy
fighandau 6:1 IneBanassievuin wariiaauanansalunsainldedludasienas 64-78 dedelsiifeane
ﬁi@mmﬁmmaﬁqﬁmumﬁﬁmdﬁ fenandau2:1 e Bunnssievimin ansnsnth b3l Bunounanan
14Tt 478 UAE $aniiids ME uazanndnmsidasnnnaiigeazansnsndoniin sanmnananligeiulasn
%mwm&;ﬁ@mﬁmwdqu 2:1 TneBunmssetimiin uasiisvazioan Tunsaianaan 15 w7 wszaans
anmsaulAasiarinazansuazinanlunsara

Table 2 Effect of solvent to solid ratio and maceration time on grape seed oil yield (%db).

Oil yield (%db)Solvent to solid ratio (v/w)

Maceration time (min)

2:1 4:1 6:1
1 "8.34 +0.13° £9.04 + 0.25° 9.43 + 0.37°
3 "8.59 + 0.16° 89.12 + 0.26° €9.74 + 0.51°
5 #8.70 + 0.15° 9.45 + 0.43" 9.93 + 0.33*
10 "9.50 + 0.19° 89,78 + 0.29" 510.20 + 0.36™
15 79.97 +0.13% "810.10 + 0.15* 10.56 + 0.45%
30 #10.07 £ 0.16° #10.37 + 0.04* 510.92 + 0.27%
60 *0.19 £ 0.27° 810.78 + 0.32° ©11.31 + 0.44°

Each data represents the mean value of three replicates (+SD).
~C Different letters in the same row mean significant differences (p<0.05).

“*Different letters in the same column mean significant differences (p<0.05).

3. narasansianzaslumsanmindundneulneld3a UAE
3.1 ﬂ'ﬁLmuwﬁgmmmmﬁu@mmmﬁzﬂqﬁmmmuz‘hw?umiaﬁmﬁﬁﬁmm“m\ju
AMNHANIINARBIl Table 3 LﬂumiﬁﬂmmLLfauwagmmm%‘lwﬁmmw?{qﬁﬁummuzﬁqﬁumi
mﬁmﬁf]ﬁuméﬁmg’u wurj'mmﬂ%@:ﬁuLL@NWE@@ﬁhqﬁuﬁm@ﬁi@ﬂ?mmmm'ﬁmﬁﬁﬂumﬁmfa\ju@mqﬁﬁmﬁqﬁm
(p<0.05) Tmﬂﬂ?mmmmamﬁﬂﬁmﬁu%mﬁ'@Lﬁ'mzﬁmmuwafgm mmia@%mﬂiﬁdﬁm?ﬁlu@mmmﬁgqﬁﬁ
WANNAYAZGINTT @zmuiﬂﬂ”\mmmmié’ﬁLL@szmmmﬁ?}lLﬁmmnﬂi'mgmmiLmﬂ’iLmﬁu%umnaﬁ'wgmm
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=

ﬂfhﬁmmﬂumiﬁﬁmﬂLf':faLﬁlfammﬂm:‘w"f]‘lﬁmﬁaﬁﬂfgmﬂumﬁﬂ@ﬂmﬁqﬁf;'ﬁﬂ@:ma%’dm%mﬁmmnmﬁq
IARYNTNANE uﬂﬂ@mﬁﬁﬁwlﬁimmqmmmmmLﬁi’hﬁuiﬁﬁ%uﬁﬂﬁﬁuﬁmmmidmmmama Fardus
dunisdaedfutlpadss@nsninlunisanndae (Hemwimol et al., 2006; Zhang et al., 2008) weNaNi Table
3 e limanudnnisldsriuuenn@qniasay 20-60 e lduansineiu usssduuennayniasas 80-100 i
annuindugeiign wazbiuansreiuesneditdfymneadia (p>0.05) fuAaRenmueunaqaiivunzas
dwsuldluarin fe fenar 80 ey liSunnmanAnguiame uaziilasannnnsdueunaangaiuluinls
AnAnaFaugennn deanadanaseasiliznansng 7 Tuhfuillipmusennafeuinnsaanaiald

Table 3 Effect of amplitude levels (%) on grape seed oil yield (%db).

Amplitude (%) Oil yield (%db)
20 9.10 £ 0.07°
40 9.35 + 0.25%
60 9.70+0.33°
80 10.80 £ 0.13°
100 11.03 + 0.33°

Each data represents the mean value of three replicates (+SD).

*“ Different letters in the same column mean significant differences (p<0.05).

3.2 szavnaf daudesanuigeitsannaniuag ME
Anuanimaaaslu Table 2 inlinsudnaninsiumanzandmiunislinauidesianudgetosann
Aa dnsdaupesivinasatssanaNdnadu 2:1 TnatBuimsseuimin ineidunisaanisldianimu iazan

k%

FuuNIsaiady Larannansznusiagn wuandenls wazldscazinanlunsainnieunn 15 Wil ke
AU Maliéanin et al. (2014) NN HaL09Ns MRAUS AR LA AT RN TWNARa U Tnasiasnisan T
sonazanelitieangn wszdainavauduvsd liduiinssedeuondon asmenlddnadousnrinazaiese
uandnedy 2:1 TnatFumssiaimin

Y = , o o a 3 o @ : o
waTeaai lipawAsIAdangutsnaiandsefunmnananinlundnedu Tnanarlunnsais

=

mmmmmmur:mWﬂﬂ?ﬁmmmammmmmmm@\m@m&

v
o

Famua15 U uansly Table 4 WudnanTildnauL
NledAtyneada (p<0.05) Tmﬂﬂ?ﬁmmmm@mmumwummmmL‘wui”ﬂWLme‘Lumﬂmmummmmmm
lagann ﬁ?‘q'ufa“@mmisnﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂmmﬂmngmimmmLmu“lumm@mw denaliioinazaauwnangadnlllu
"J“mﬁﬁwmmﬁmié’ﬁaﬁu LL@::Fﬁ’\i‘ﬁﬂﬁmi‘N@NiﬁN@a%uTmm:ﬂﬂLﬁ'\‘iﬁﬂﬁﬂi‘?&a%'ﬁﬂﬁWﬂﬂiﬁﬂﬂLV]NQ@'M?(mass
transfer) Lﬁuzgq%u uenamupausanslaadliinansfuiafiBnnndugaduaznelumadinldansd
BaannaarAau2neentn BT UEUAN AN LN AT A EEFN Az AN HILLILIE IR (Hemwimol et al., 2006)
AAAARNNILNNUINYURY Zhang et al. (2008) ) I arminTuannwdaunan (faxseed) Wquﬂm@ﬂumﬂm
pausanlrfiadavanaludanonse Funnsanantniy msnsaausanlsinastainanete fiemad
VMR lunnsdusai ANz an N Ty ansnmiunwlidaauinundesqanssmBianaseuuLL
d4249n91A (scanning electron microscopy) AW RNERI N TUNIANN TR LT aeMan Betaeifi

1s@nininlunisana
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Han1IMAaedly Table 4 wudnFunanananiduudneuetlutisiesas 9.66-11.57 Taaiuin
5 y ad o o P - wy s X e A o o
Wi uaznsldpauideanntgs wudlnadaainsunnuanas iiinauainnisldldaaudssnnnunga
¥orny 5.49, 8.90, 13.66, 15.42 uaz 19.77 duduanlunsliaauidesaanungetonanai 3, 6, 9, 12 uas
= o o ~ o A o = o o o a ~ Ay

15 Wi anansu taainsldraudaepnnungenasnseinanain 15 WAl B unandngangn Ae Souay
11.57 Tnadmninuiia uazliSunamanaaniinauainnis lildnaudesanunga F%‘LLﬁLﬁﬂaﬂﬂwLﬁmmm
svtzanain 15 wi) geiefenas 19.77 uasiiauanansnlumsaiald (recovery) Seuaz 85.01 muu
anasfivanzanviLgi Ae nsatadennamAnaNEge A 20 Alaidsed Auenndqnianas 80 7
Shmdausesininazatsenndnedy 21 Tassunnsderimin uazldraudannnaigeatianaanszeay
a1 15 Wi

Table 4 Percentages increased productivity of the yield from UAE compared with ME throughout the

extraction time of 15 min.

Extraction time (min) Oil yield Qil yield increasing Recovery
ME UAE (%db) (%) (% of total oil)
15 0 9.66 + 0.10° - 70.99

12 3 10.19+0.18° 5.49 74.88

9 6 10.52 £ 0.07° 8.90 77.31

6 9 10.98 + 0.08° 13.66 80.69

3 12 11.15 £ 0.11° 15.42 81.91

0 15 11.57 +0.10° 19.77 85.01

Each data represents the mean of three extraction replicates (+SD)

> Different letters in the same column mean significant differences (p<0.05)

4 Nam'aﬁ%'mmﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁﬁiaﬂ?mmmwamLLazqmmwmmﬁ’lﬁ'umgmsju

4.1 ﬁ??mmmmammﬁﬁﬁumﬁm@gu

nsuBeuBsnunandminfundaeiuainianisain 2 38 Tdun 33 ME uas33 UAE uanslu
Table 5 WU9133 ME fluAinnsainlnelidsinasaneazaieninduaantnannaesudslunmedalaafonald
‘ﬁlﬂqmmﬁﬁmmmwmmﬁﬁ’fmma feunfudaazldnanafauumanedalie udlunimaaesd wudn
mmﬁmﬁﬁmﬂmumm[?Tqm"m:mwi'aml,uﬁm\ju 6:1 Tnenfunmssetimiin uazldiaanlunsarin 30 wil
Auauiieaneronudednis Ae HAouaunnlunsaialduinninfesas 80 iesanaanisilale
Andau Adlifindau i dnunRedes 49133 UAE wudndliaanuanunsalunisadaldfesas 83.91 il
AAIEAR AN Tge R Rl B AL AR laumnaniuaeneldadAtynieans (p>0.05) yanani
SanudAansEEEnsaa B ivnazaneldi 3 wih uaranunsnaastaznanlunnaaialdie 2 win
20498N"9ud 5\1LLﬁdﬁ‘%miﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁqmmﬁﬁm uiluszwinefinaudanlsiainnuetaasifinaanadend
dntae uasiiesaniansinnns\fieesanslefiafhumssiniinnau aedinslindanulningaudas
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Table 5 Comparison of yield and other factors for grape seed oils extracted by ME and UAE methods.

Extraction methods

ME UAE
Solvent to solid ratio (v/w) 6:1 2:1
Extraction time (min) 30 15
QOil yield (%db)™ 11.13+0.13 1142 £+ 013
Recovery (% of total oil) 81.78 83.91

Each data represents the mean value of three extraction replicates (+SD).

" mean values in the row are not significant differences (p>0.05).

4.2 AN NN TUNARD U
HATEsaNTRNIAINaNNTeTNAAeJunATRAI8TE ME uazAE UAE wanalu Table 6 Wudn

A1 AnunilauansneiueselidadrAyneaia (p<0.05) TneAnuuilnaestinduiannfagis UAE e
qenindanasaeas ME antes Araduidunsauayninlasiugass anidunainlaaniisds ME uay UAE

TA1 1.34 uaz1.19 mg KOH/ g mmasu feuddnaziaanuuananeadaliadAynieaia wldiaana
WANFNSIUTIAUNIN NNTIN WATNLINANGARINITINNRT§1U Codex Alimentarius (1918) mmﬁfma?ﬂﬁmm
ARAIUNTIN (2533) UATUIENIANTLNTWNAE1T0ULY (2543) FeltinouiAeatu Ae Avualilifu 0.6
feansulnunadunlansanladaeting 1 nfi Uszanns 2 wh enadlunezdslldinunsinWisqvales
navinliilunansfaasenouannAfaeiuaeUIaInIAs waza1gil (2550) Aarminumnanisadas
wnaw Tlnsinasndmes waznnsduen wudniaAn 0.75, 1.02 uaz 1.22 mg KOH/ g mNaNsu %qﬁﬁﬁ@yﬁu
NN ATF I LAETY uazlEnanadniuilddadlandunansfimansdminifurinduienia s inals
videtin I 14 e uiAseadnenald doutBununsaladudasziriguanides (Fauar 0.60-0.67) Fatnsin
Bunaunsnleiudascdszunnisiesay 0.5-15 lugdnsnlaiadinas cFudananisniivlg ([Fan, 2548)
e saanlmfesnuiadaldani 233 (2.66 meq O / kg oil) lalumnsneiuaenafiiadnAynneais A
g luinuaininsgu Ae vinsiulua (fresh oil) azilAmnngn 10 mmumme@ﬂﬂ%m@@ﬂmwm@muu
1 flansu (Wan.47-2533) Alalomuaesingfiuts 2 33 (114.17-114.76 g 1 / 100 g oil) lalumnsineiuatneiite
AAueana waziiAn IndAseiumenuIasaszimnl uazAnle (2557) mm%‘lﬁamummmummmmu‘wmnm
mﬂmm@uvl,m@@ﬂvlfmmu@fmqm SC-CO ) winiu 112.411 /100 g oi TnapnlelefuilugaLigintniuiings
”Lmuuiu@ummmmquwuﬁ”miuiuL@nmmmmiﬁmumﬂummﬂivﬂ@mmimmsﬂ@ﬂ@mmmwamqmu
faglumuu mm’fL'a‘llfamu@;aLL@mmuﬂ?mmmmhuﬂmumujumﬂﬂizﬂ@umﬂmevmmmwum@qmﬂ
oxidative stability  fd1e dauAnadeuniladu wudniAMNuANFANTWNNeans (p<0.05) Taennsuiann
An8ds ME waz UAE Winril 202.62 uay 212.73 mg KOH/ g oil muanay ws ldusnsinanisludienmninwunn
7 GeannAdestaAteUes Akhter ef 4l (2006) ﬁmﬁ’m’if]ﬁummuﬁm@u 6 ANeWUg AaeAannsIagng
anunfivies Anavewuiifliaduasflugng 188.24-210.00 mg KOH/ g oil uaasiiudnnsalasfufiduassilsznes
”Luﬁﬁﬁumﬁm@\juﬁﬁwﬁﬂmL@Q@Iﬂéﬁlﬁmﬁu%'\1mzﬁﬂ@uﬁmﬁmﬂuﬁqm%ﬂmmmTuL@Q@ﬁ@ﬁmﬁﬂimm@
gaensalauiiivesdlsznenlulnsedanaimesen luringiu uazanuAsenas Abdulkarim et al. (2005) $184714
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I FEmsafminiumdauzgdanieulniaznsatadaeiansWiinasanesuadlilmuuansnai vie
aranaaldiaEnsatnfuansneiuliduasaradauiiag ﬁq{’fmmmﬁLﬂmxﬁ@mmwmmﬁﬁﬁu Ny
FEnsataiuaedds Wnaresanimaniinianmeeningi uansreiuann vieetananadni
nsafinlifinareduiFnaninianmaesinundnedu

Table 6 Physicochemical properties of grape seed oil from different extraction methods.

Physicochemical properties Extraction methods
ME UAE

Viscosity (cP) 26.13 + 0.29° 29.67 + 0.06°
Acid value (mg KOH/ g oil) 1.34 £ 0.02° 1.19 + 0.00°
Free fatty acid (as % olecic acid) 0.67 +0.01° 0.60 + 0.00°
Peroxide value (meq OZ/ kg oil)™ 2.66 +1.15 2.66 +1.15
lodine value (g 1 /100 g oil)™ 114.17 £ 0.71 114.76 £ 0.63
Saponification value (mg KOH/ g oil) 202.62 +0.19° 212.73 £0.62°

Each data represents the mean of three extraction replicates (+SD).
*® Different letters in the same row mean significant differences (p<0.05).

" mean values in the row are not significant differences (p>0.05).

#gUuan1sIae

Lmmmuwuﬁmwmﬂ?ﬁmmmwmmmm@v 13.61 Tneniiminuris memaﬂmmummmmu
luaniasfimnzandagia ME dnndauresiinazanesenaudnegusini 6 e 1 TnenSanassierinuin
Hnanlumsaia 30 Wil WiBnnnananieeas 11.13 laatminudis uagis UAE finannd 20 Aladsnd
MAIWAn 750 dndAuennaqaieaay 80 tnelddnsndourassininazarasonananaduivindu 2 sa 1 tae
Usamssieviimin LL@:I%ﬁ?iuﬁmmmﬁ@;Mﬁ’mm@@mm:wm 15 17 WiBsnnumandnieas 11.42 et
il dotaedzRasamsalunisatndsznndenay 80 e Bunnsiuieme lunsiased
A menidty Tnefansnand@maainian 1un Aaaanila Aineseenlas Anleleru uazen
alauiiiadu @ﬂiummﬁmmﬁmﬁﬁuu?‘ﬁm wiglaAAadidunsauazAnInlaiuasganiunimnsgu
Lu@wfmmummmmumﬂm‘LummﬂmuLﬂumuumu (crude oil 138 unrefined oil) mmmmuma‘miﬁ
L3qu3 (refine) Tnensvn Widlunansdansnenieuasinllising uaswudninduflataneaedizildmaniluan
Asfuieaaniion mi‘lsm,mmmwn@;mmﬂmLﬂmﬁwuﬂsmmmwiummnmmuum@mfa\gu Tneazdae
anUEnunslfinazangldie 3 win uazanszazaanlunsainldde 2 winzedinsud Fadunasld
pauGurNiguiesansiriadadugnuianaluladniadendmiunszuaunsammin

nmaRnssalsznA
NuRdeilAfunuatuayuauidaanFdusudssunnusuauilseandeudssuin w.m.2559
ADLTEAAMNITNINEAT anntiunaTulatinszaamindndngnmmsalanses
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