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Abstract

This experiment aimed to study the optimum conditions for maintaining the stability of chlorophyll in
Chara corallina with sodium bicarbonate (NaHCO,) solution using RSM (Response Surface Methodology). Factors
used in the study were NaHCO, concentration (X;), reaction temperature (X,) and reaction time (X5). Chlorophyll
concentration (ug.g™") and green value of chlorophyll (-a*) were analyzed. The results showed that the R-Square
(R?) value of the regression equation coefficients for chlorophyll concentration was 92.98%. This demonstrated
that the concentration of NaHCOs, reaction temperature and reaction time could have explained 92.98% of the
variation or change in chlorophyll concentration. For measuring green values, the results were similar to those
for measuring chlorophyll concentration. The optimum conditions for maintaining the stability of chlorophyll
were that the NaHCO; concentration was 0.3 %, the reaction temperature was 90 OC, and the reaction time was
10 minutes. The above conditions yielded the highest chlorophyll concentration (7.647 ug.g'). The results of
this study can be used to maintain the stability of chlorophyll in Chara coralline. Maintaining the stability of
chlorophyll allows for more efficient utilization of chlorophyll.
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Hagtuarwalalunisihansliiuagndusaninsssuefnlddundy dosinarumseminludiueiu
Uaendevesanshiduazniusadliainnisdansizi mﬂﬂﬁ'ﬁé’aLﬂi’wﬁﬁﬂﬁlﬁmﬂwmﬁﬁmLﬁmﬁummwmmuuwé
U8 McCann et al. (2007) WUINTTUUTENIUR ST AN 1M 59Y qummiaaimud (Hyperactivity) EUEN
Winlugawu 91y 3 T wag 01y 8/9 U iilefinnsanluudvesauamsnans wiiasldléunsmeasuiam wonanL
1AF8v89 Amin et al. (2010) WU M$NTU (tartrazine) uaz AsTudy (carmoisine) Fadudduasizsiildluenms
finaluetozddyfoduuarla Tnefinaudfivsinas wammiddunsuidgmisiufenisiharslidnnsssusi
wlrluommaunudduaszi

ams1eiun (Chara corallina) Beuuslaaiuiinluusdminvesniald MmsAnyLLssdunuinaming
ﬁ”mﬁaﬁﬂ%mmwaabﬂaa’iuwaéqaﬂdwmwiwﬂﬁ;ﬁm%ﬁmﬁluS] U'%mmwaaiﬁlaéﬁgmﬁnﬁmmmaﬂﬂumsﬁmﬂﬁﬂu
asTdnnsssund snstheaslsiladunldiduansdansssundfinisldfunnunuuda (Shahid et al, 2013) A
Fosnsaaslsfladiiuduetrerod osmuaunsyndndifiud ulunisldanslidainsssunnd (Hung et al., 2014;
Sigurdson et al., 2017) lusinuguam aaelsiladuazanslsiiaduiiuselevisesanigvesysd (Tumolo and Lanfer-
Marquez, 2012; Ghidouche et al., 2013) aaslsfladdnuautiduoyyadassuazdumssnavidesiulsaisess iy
12159 (McQuistan et al., 2012; Subramoniam et al., 2012; Jokopriyambodo et al., 2014) aﬁiwlsﬁmumimgﬂul,l,ﬂaﬂ
lassasanaelsfladidueuiusvinligaydefianssuly (Albanese et al,, 2007; Comunian et al., 2011; Benlloch-
Tinoco et al., 2015; Yilmaz and Gokmen, 2016) aaslsfladasagosaaeiduoyiusliieidesangydslossy
Mg? Tuluananaelsiladiiongnelidvinavesdauindon 1wy gumgll uas oondiau A1 pH uazteuleyl FuinliiAa
s sundatlasiadrawesnaslsladaunatadudinianznen (Yilmaz and Gokmen, 2016; Solymosi and
Mysliwa-Kurdziel, 2017) tletesiunisdesaansidusysiususnaslsilad sinvuifnindefidlossuveslans 15y Na*,
cu wi3o zn* asly lessuveslanzmariignindrgrammunesinsuiieatnjisenssuinslessuadlansiu Mg
Tnemsunuinilidaueaiesunduluiandsavemeslnsy fmnunumusonsauazgauniilafnii Jsdesiunis
geysdedilenvesity (Kidmose et al., 2002; Willows, 2004; Ngamwonglumlert et al., 2017) n1sidenld NaHCO, Tu
mMsAnwndaiiiiosannanisAnewes Kaur et al. (2018) Fsdnwrluudenladnuin NaHCO, Hre3nwdideuarysuna
ﬂaaii“?\laﬁiﬁﬁﬁlqmﬁ'mﬁ&mﬁh potassium metabisulphite, sodium bicarbonate, sodium chloride lLaig calcium
chloride warlutialiAlfiiuun NaHCO, Faduindesfiuvidsssumanunsandnndus pH VBIANINUINSDUIANA
vauilaton LLazé’U*ﬁamiqﬂgﬂ MsuNsNIza1Y MIvandsegiiduiy Msieen wazarYInEandauveTadLieen
Faunisurdalagld NaHCO, Saduwwmnsiifidnenmlunissnuilsausids uasiisneaumsanuitisideswniy
(Wang et al., 2021)

nsfnwiadsliingUszasdifiomannefivmngausonisinuminasiivesarsinaolsiiadluanediuds
#8 NaHCO, Tnefnwanneilmunzausieisnuiinevaues (Response Surface Methodology) fauusaudildly
nsfnwn leun Armidudures NaHCO; gaumgilumsiufasen uazszoznanlunisiufasen nans@nwils
danld$nnmnuasiivesansinaslsiladiiielannsathaaslsiladlulduselondladussans amanndu
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f’mm‘mﬁSﬁ’ﬂuﬁﬂﬁagamﬁwﬁwﬂﬁsm Mntuaanamieluiiien Wunat 2 wiit uwdahlvuadaegald
azden (Numodlsmensutidenudaszninsnissenisadunsaely)

A15891A518% metal-chlorophyll complexes

N1589AT12% metal-chlorophyll complexes Ingdinuuasisn15ues Rahayuningsih et al. (2018) way Salama
and Moharram (2007) thawsefiiunisainuazuauda 70 n3u viufAseransazaiindoves NaHCO; Usinns
280 fiaddns Ainnadudu gamall wazszozamuiiadefidnm

A198na metal-chlorophyll complexes

affn metal-chlorophyll complexes Tnsnsiisegnsansedildannislianudey Usunes 10 fadans wada
ARBLDNIUDAANTUTY 96% UTuns 25 Haddns Tu Erlenmeyer flask shaker Unurnanadnlgegiiidounsoss
hluldlu shaker water bath figaumindl 60 °C 1weseaada 135 rpm LWuan 45 unil

5Tzl uveInaslsias

Aesizianududuvesraslsiad a1u3sn15U94 Rahayuningsih et al. (2018) Tngn1sihaisana 6 n3u 139319
Fwerdlau 30 Jadans naufiet 98 magnetic stirer A31357 1000 rpm Juran 15 Wit wdsnuansada
#0619 5 fladdns luhnsvyusmlsafieanuiiisey 5000 seuseundl Agamall 25 ssmnwaidea uiu 10 uni
nsesansananlaiunsznunseaues 1 mntuthansavaredulanvinisiamanududuresnaslsilad Arwen
AL 645 uaz 663 nm AwuAIdLTuvesraslsTiad auaun1sVes Zhang et al. (2009)

Chl, (ug.g?) = 12.72 ODggs - 2.59 ODggs wovveeeeeecrrrerrrerereererrneee (1)

Chly (Uug.gh) = 22.90 ODgys - 4.67 ODggs weveevreereerrreereeeeeereererrennee ()

Chly (Ug.g?) = Chl, + Chl, = 20.31 ODggs + 8.05 ODggs ... (3)
A5INAE

Sapndseisasiand (Colorimeter) H%s Hunterlab Ju ColorFlex EZ (Useineanigawsni) vinnmsinen L¥,
a*, b*, 1ile A1 L* Usueniena1uasng (100 = 917, 0 = #in), a* value (+a* = red, -a* = green), b* value (+b* =
yellow, -b* = blue)
N159ONKUUNINAADY N15IASIZRNANISEDR waznIsMmIanfivunzay
nsinunszavastadeildlunismases

Yadeiidnund 3 Jade Ao arududuaes NaHCO, (X,) gaumndlunsuiasen (X)) wazszesiailunisin
UgAsen (Xs) nstmuasyiuvesiiaderis 3 Jad nefiarsananeuiddedidetos mamassandeiu uazdediin
yoursesdlefldlunsnaaes Feszduvestadeildlunsnaassd 3 sedu Ao seaus (1) szunans (0) wazsEAugs (1)
fananslu Table 1

Table 1 Factors and levels of each factor used in the experiment

levels
Factors
-1 0 1
NaHCO; concentration (%) 0.00 0.15 0.30
reaction temperature ( °C) 70 80 90

reaction time (minute) 10 15 20
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ﬁﬂmﬁmwﬁmmgazﬂ.umS%Jﬂmmmm(ﬁ’waaﬂaaiiﬂaéiua'miwﬁmﬁ:n Ialdlusunsudnsagunisadf
Design expert version 13 fuuag dun1svnaesuaraenuuunIsnnassuutend-wsiuay A8 3 Yads usazdaded 3
AU LLasﬁm'ﬁv‘f’]ﬁgﬂﬁQmﬁmaw 5 A%y FuiuFedisnumioneassiaiun 17 miiovaass uanass Table 2

Table 2 Experimental sequence of a 3-factor Box-Behnken experimental design, 3 levels per factor, and the

midpoint was repeated 5 times

StdOrder RunOrder PtType Blocks X4 X, X3
8 1 2 1 1 0 1
1 2 2 1 -1 -1 0
12 3 2 1 0 1 1
4 4 2 1 1 0
15 5 0 1 0 0
17 6 0 1 0 0 0
3 7 2 1 -1 1 0
13 8 0 1 0 0 0
6 9 2 1 1 0 -1
14 10 0 1 0 0 0
11 11 2 1 0 -1 1
2 12 2 1 1 -1 0

13 2 1 -1 -1
16 14 0 1 0 0 0
7 15 2 1 -1 0 1
10 16 2 1 0 1 -1
9 17 2 1 -1 -1

ANSIATITHNANNGEDR wazn1san1zfimINzaNd838 RSM
ASAATITINANSEDRA

mﬁaaaauﬁagaﬁlﬁmﬂmiwmamr{auﬁwlﬂﬁLﬂiwsﬁﬂ'wé’uﬂﬁzﬁwémaamifﬁ’mﬁﬂa LagILATIENAIY
wsUsiu TnseianduUssanivasnisindulalaefuinainaunisues Hu (1999) arntuiasssinnuuususiuite
ATIVFOULNAINULUTVDIUUUTIADY  LAaTAS19ENNITYINIUIY Lagds19daun1syuneanUlduturesnaslsilas wagAnd
e (29 dhemathamestiadeildanmslinneidudssanivesaunisonnesanifeliodluguvesaumsseluil

3 3 2 3
i=1 i=1 i=1 j=1+1

MIaNETiNzaNR2835 RSM

dieldaunsdusuruisanududuvesnaslsilad wazA@fen (a*) uds Jehunadiansmiuin
novausarnslassweududunaslsiiad uasadden (%) Weuduilaseildlunismeans wasmeanilads
ﬁmmzauﬁqm Lﬁ@lﬁlﬁﬂaahi’?\laéﬁﬁmmLﬁuﬁuuﬂﬂﬁqm waza1dilen (a%) gegn tngldlusunsudnsogunisadn
wianitldanneivnzanuds thannedananluldlunswisuamslszneuidedourasnaslsiiadanamsioiuds
Womenududuvesnaslsilad s 3 9
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Nan1sANwILazIasal
YSuaumaslsilaa wazn1sinAdidenvesansusenauldedou
miﬁﬂmﬂﬁaﬁﬁwa@iammmﬁmmaﬁﬁmﬂams'wﬁ’mﬁﬂuﬂ%gdﬁ UsiuAUAIAIINNNTIATIZIAIY
\duduvesnaslsitad wavnsiaddiforvesansusznouiBeadeu metal-chlorophyll complexes Mifintu nan1svnaos
Lanssd Table 3

Table 3 Chlorophyll concentration and green value (-a*) of the metal-chlorophyll complexes

Number Factors Chlorophyll Green value
Test NaHCO, reaction reaction time  concentration (-a%)
concentration temperature (X3) (minute) (ug.g™h)
(X) (%) (X,) (°0)
1 0.3 80 20 6.971 -8.54
2 0.0 70 15 4.995 -7.76
3 0.1 90 20 5.119 -7.94
4 0.3 90 15 6.724 -8.34
5 0.1 80 15 5.730 -8.08
6 0.1 80 15 5.338 -8.03
7 0.0 90 15 5.426 -8.08
8 0.1 80 15 5.244 -7.96
9 0.3 80 10 7.191 -8.71
10 0.1 80 15 6.035 -8.16
11 0.1 70 20 5.878 -8.14
12 0.3 70 15 6.278 -8.30
13 0.0 80 10 4.917 -8.63
14 0.1 80 15 5.779 -8.05
15 0.0 80 20 5.608 -7.98
16 0.1 90 10 6.216 -8.25
17 0.1 70 10 5.034 -7.92

NAN1SAATIZANSEDA
N13ATIAHDUANYNADIVBIUUTIADY
mﬂmﬁﬁﬂmamwﬁmm::aum'ammm@hmadmiﬁﬂaaiiﬂaémﬂmm'wﬁmﬁ:n W1 17 miemaas uavima
ﬂﬁ'vmamﬁlé’mmwaauammwmad%'a;ga’hﬁmmmmzaw’%ahﬁwmﬁmiwﬁmmgﬂﬁawmLLUUﬁTﬂaad mndeya
fianumnzandnianiessiaduusyaniveinsinaula (R-Square: RY) uagiinsgiauuysusiu (ANOVA) n1s
n3apUANA oAl 3 Tuneufle (1) srTIvdeUNMINTEATILUULINKINUNG (2) MInsraapuaraiuBassres
T8Ya (3) N1IATIVADUANULATTVRIANUWUTUTIU  21INNIINTIVABUANIUYNABIVDIFULUUNITNARBINUTT AdIu
andsvesdeyaiildannnmmeasadulunuaunigiuie 3 9o fe (1) dunndefimsuanuasiuuund (2) adaunnded
armndudaserofu uay (3) AruuUsusiuiiadosnin Jsaguldideyaildannsmaassniiaugniomuar
wnzandmumsthlviessdaduussansvesnisinaulanasiinszinnuulsusiu
asadsaunsiuieanududuvesnaslsiasuazAdiven
INMTTATEREUUSEANEvesauNsann eI LT uTenaslsadnuin duUssavsvesaunisanaey
ANUuturetnaalsiladial R* winiu 0.9298 (Table 4) kand31 AULTNTWYDY NaHCO, aauvigillunisviufgasen
wagszznalunsviufsen amsnesutsanuduudsnenmsasunlamesnnududuresraslsiladldfosas
92.98 s‘i‘fdmmsaﬁﬂﬂa%’waumiﬁwm&JLﬁ'amﬁhmmLsﬁ'u%usuaqvaaaiﬁ\laa‘iumm'wﬁwﬁ:ﬂé’ﬁqﬁ
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Y = 17724399 X, + 0418 X,+ 0.700 X, + 18.50 X7 - 0.00154 X? + 0.00646 x>
+0.0025 X, X, - 0308 X, X~ 0.01089 X, X\ oo (1)
do Y = avwduduvesnaslsilad (ug.g?)
X, = ANudutuvas NaHCO; (Conc = 0.00 - 0.30%)
X, = aangiilun1svidiser (Temp = 70 - 90 °C)
sregianlun1sviAsen (Time = 10 - 20 u1i)

I
I

dlofiansannisvineumunzauvesaunis (Lack of fit) wudaen P — value w4 Lack of Fit SAviafu 0.5007
(Table 5) &silda1nnin 0.05 yilanansaasula wuuiassiiiaumeiioawesiudsluannig faiudeanunsai
aun1sgnsnuanlalunisyuiganuduturesnaslsiladlunissnenanuasiivesraslsiaanie NaHCO, luaiunsie
el

Table 4 Response surface regression analysis for chlorophyll concentration

Factor Coefficient Estimate p-value VIF
Intercept -17.7192 0.0028
A-Conc 3.98533 0.0001 1
B-Temp 0.418303 0.1918 1
C-Time 0.700205 0.6499 1
AB 0.0025 0.9794 1
AC -0.30367 0.1474 1
BC -0.01049 0.0072 1
A? 18.50444 0.0185 1.01
B? -0.00154 0.2946 1.01
2 0.006464 0.2745 1.01

R? = 0.9298, Adjusted R? = 0.839

Table 5 Analysis of variance for chlorophyll concentration

Source Sum of Squares df Mean Square F-value p-value
Model 7.26 9 0.8064 10.31 0.0028
A-Conc 4.83 1 4.83 61.77 0.0001
B-Temp 0.1633 1 0.1633 2.09 0.1918
C-Time 0.0176 1 0.0176 0.2247 0.6499
AB 0.0001 1 0.0001 0.0007 0.9794
AC 0.2075 1 0.2075 2.65 0.1474
BC 1.1 1 1.1 14.07 0.0072
A2 0.7299 1 0.7299 9.33 0.0185
B? 0.1004 1 0.1004 1.28 0.2946
2 0.11 1 0.11 1.41 0.2745
Residual 0.5477 7 0.0782
Lack of Fit 0.2262 3 0.0754 0.9385 0.5007
Pure Error 0.3214 4 0.0804
Cor Total 7.8 16
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MNNMFeneiduUsEAnsvesaun1sannesvesrnddsmmuin duussAvivesaunisonnosvesandideaiien B2
WU iU 0.9117 (Table 6) kaneI1 ATNTUYEY NaHCO; aamdlun1siuisen wazszeziaailunism
Ujnsen aansnosuismNuLUIensUAsuLamesididaldsesar 91.17 Fsannsathluaisaunsinneiiie
endiderluamseioudsldwsd

Y = 467+058X,-03237X,+ 0046 x, - 10.37 X + 0.001692 x? - 0.00703 x?

+0.0867 X, X, - 0.1600 X, X+ 0.00265 X, X, oo 2)

deo Y = édden (dh -a)
AUDNTUVRY NaHCO; (Conc = 0.00 — 0.30%)
X, = gamgilun1svifiser (Temp = 70 - 90 °C)
sregIanlunsviAsen (Time = 10 - 20 u1i)
\efansannsviansINzaLvesannns (Lack of fit) Wuindn P - value ¥4 Lack of Fit fifvinifu 0.082

>

<
I

(Table 7) @3dAm1nndn 0.05 vlaunsoasuladn wuuiaesiifianuneisavesinlsluaunis daudsaunso
aunstsfunlglunsiuead@delundnwanuasiivesnaslsiladae NaHCO, Tuansefinudsld

Table 6 Response surface regression analysis for green value (-a¥)

Factor Coefficient Estimate p-value VIF
Intercept 4.66975 0.0059
A-Conc 0.576667 0.0035 1
B-Temp -0.32368 0.1861 1
C-Time 0.04565 0.0297 1
AB 0.046667 0.2748 1
AC -0.16 0.0818 1
BC 0.00265 0.0598 1
A? -10.3667 0.0049 1.01
B? 0.001692 0.0217 1.01
« -0.00703 0.0185 1.01

R? = 0.9117, Adjusted R* = 0.7982

Table 7 Analysis of variance for green value (-a*)

Source Sum of Squares df Mean Square F-value p-value
Model 1.01 9 0.1122 8.03 0.0059
A-Conc 0.2592 1 0.2592 18.56 0.0035
B-Temp 0.03 1 0.03 2.15 0.1861
C-Time 0.1035 1 0.1035 7.41 0.0297
AB 0.0196 1 0.0196 1.4 0.2748
AC 0.0576 1 0.0576 4.13 0.0818
BC 0.0702 1 0.0702 5.03 0.0598
A2 0.2291 1 0.2291 16.41 0.0049
B? 0.1206 1 0.1206 8.64 0.0217
2 0.1301 1 0.1301 9.31 0.0185
Residual 0.0977 7 0.014
Lack of Fit 0.0764 3 0.0255 4.78 0.0824
Pure Error 0.0213 4 0.0053
Cor Total 1.11 16
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wuUIIARINNAMIAMIENS UTeaNnTamMTUNIUIEAMUTITuYeIAaelsilad 21NN1IANYIAIINAIRITEY
paolsfladaag NaHCO, luamseduds amnsadunairensmifufinevaussesauidutuvesnaslsfladlads
Figure 1

99nn51¥ Response surface uag contour plot (Figure 1a) aruiduduresnaslsiad WeRinsantaduass
Jadvfe armidudures NaHCO; uargamailunsiiisen lnefvualiszeznatlumsiufazenegisziunany
wui arududuresesslsiedifiutudionududuves NaHCo, Wiy wargamgilunisvhufAsenfiutu e
#suntadeansladefe Aududures NaHCO, wazsveriatlun1sinu]isen lnedmualigumgilunisi
UfAsenegiisziunans (Figure 1b) wui1 Anududuvesnaelsiadiintufionududuros NaHCO, findu uax
srovnalumevhufisoniuiu dunavesgamgilumeahufite warszsrnalumeahufisen derwuslfenw
udures NaHCO, ogffiszdunans (Figure 1) wut anududuvesnaelsiladifiutuluaesnsdife Wegamgdlunis
ﬁwﬂﬁﬁ%aﬂLﬁu"ﬁu wazszoznatlunmiuiitetanas uas Weonmgilunisiujienanas uazszeznanlunisi
U;jﬁ'%ml,ﬂ'u%u

Chiorophyl
Chiorophyl

8 Temp e A Conc

(a)

Figure 1 Factors effecting concentration of chlorophyll in Chara coralling, a: effect of NaHCO; concentration

and reaction temperature, b: effect of NaHCO; concentration and reaction time and c: effect of reaction

temperature and reaction time

infevaslanzannsainmanuasiveseaslsiiadluilodefiold idesmnindovesavsidnluunufuuniiden
leeaululuanaveseyiudaaslsiiadlsiduasusznoudsdeuiifidideanviiounaslsilad udaziinuasiiluszming
ﬂSSU’JUH’I‘iLLU‘iE‘ULLagﬂ’liLﬁU%Jﬂ‘lﬂ’lﬁQdﬂ’i’]L‘ifaLgaﬁﬂjﬁ‘lmamﬂaa%@ﬂaﬂx (Jone et al,, 1977; Elbe et al., 1986;
Tonucci and Elbe, 1992; LaBorde and Elbe, 1994) nns@nunasaiild NaHCO; 1iesannanis@nenves Kaushal et
al. (2013) a@nwinisaanluiilen (Colocasia esculenta (L) Schott) W1 NaHCO; teannsgadediBavesiuiilen
16#fian waglien antioxidant activity gsga WuiisafunisAnuluudenladves Kaur et al. (2018) emudn NaHCO,
EU"JEJ%JﬂHﬁLE?JmLLaz‘iﬁmamaaIiWaaﬂlﬁﬁﬁqmLﬁaLﬁﬁl‘Uﬁ"u potassium metabisulphite, sodium bicarbonate, sodium
chloride uag calcium chloride

Tnevhluanmamdnveansasudvesindidelussninenssuaunisuandensidsunaslsiiadidy  #lelw
fu Tagdnswaves pH Alsavesinazidsududideomznoniflognauiounionsuaniziidunsa (Gold and
Weckel, 1959; Gunawan and Barringer, 2000) NavaaU3u19 NaHCO, nnmsenuesaiiorssieuiieai pH Lruiy
Favilfanududurosnsolsiladguniudousinuues NaHCO, 1ndy Srufugumaiiiastu was araduduves
paelsfladuntuiiousinaves NaHCO, inniu Saufuszeznafigstiu annisAnwludaufenves Koca et al. (2007)
wuhddvesdndsainmeldegernimioutual pH lanas dmiunadauvesgumgiilunisiufizen uay
srovnalunsiusety avududuresraslsiiadifintuluaensdfnarndisiu gumnifuiasdudafondn
\losannsgadediToivesnasisiladidesanauiounareendiatudulnafulunuuasedrduind wes
Arrhenius (Arthenius first order reaction) m1stasuuUasgamniifisadniiosazdsuadonisindeufivosaaslsilad
(chlorophyll kinetic) (Aparicio-Ruiz and Gandul-Rojas, 2014) Jadusi149 fidinanesnsuazaaueianivesnisiie
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anmeaaslsfiad 1wu Anueu Anudunsa n1swIafivinvesgdunid wazanuduvaawas (Cuny et al., 1999;
Gunawan and Barringer, 2000; Gaur et al., 2007; Erge et al., 2008; Inanc, 2016)
b4 ﬂy a 1 =
nMsas1eNURInaUdUDIYRIAETEY (-a%)
WUUTIARINNALAAIEAT NI0FUNITAUSUTIUIBANELTET (-a%) YoInaslsilad 91NN1SANBIAUAIRITDY
Aaalsfladiig NaHCO, luamseiude  awsarhunadensiiuinnevauesesrddealana Figure 2
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Figure 2 Factors effecting the green value (-a*) in Chara corallina, a: effect of NaHCO; concentration and
reaction temperature, b: effect of NaHCO; concentration and reaction time and c: effect of reaction

temperature and reaction time

91nN3IM Response surface way contour plot (Figure 2a) mMaATen (-a%) lefinnsaniaduasdadefo A
\uduues NaHCO; uazgamailunsviuiisen Tasdmusliszeznanlunmsviufisenegiisedunarsmuin A
Juaidenivtudeanududures NaHCO, ity wergamgilumehufAseiutu Wefinsuniadvassiladvie
AudaduYes NaHCO; wazszozialunmsvinufasen lnefvualigamnilunisiiujaseiediisedunats (Figure
2b) wui s dudifeniviudeeududuees NaHCO, Wty wagsvozatlumsihufiseniutu dunaues
oamgilumsUfisen wavszeznanlunsviu§aten Wefmuslvianuiduduves NaHCO, egfiszfunan (Figure
20) wui merududdeafsiuluassnsdie WegnmgilunmsviiAsenfindy uazszeznalumaiuiisenanas
ua iegmnilumehuiAsenanas uarszernarlunsiiisewiutu Taglinaluhueafertueiududures
Aaelsilad

dwiunszuiunisanin gauuiidnasensyuiun1saia (Sinha et al. 2012; O'zkan and Ersus, 2015) Tijskens
et al. (2001) l¥AnvInsAsuuasrdvesuienladuardnderluszninenisain wuiilutisusnvesnsaandnia 2
viln ddedauiutu esnmsdsuuamesmsdeduilifidvieffidetonduasifdeiuoniulddniu
Lau et al. (2000) AnwravesnsamnisliiSmuinlutusndifsvemsliufuiviudelirnuioulura 70 uay
98 pernwwaLiva nsfnwluamefufiediidosnndnmigamil 70, 80 uar 90 esmiwaLdsa nsifivvesguUNgd
Fvdwmarilfanududidendviunieanududuvesaaslsiiadifindu drunsdnwves Pinsirodom (2003) Anwea
10sgunall (50, 75 wag 100 asrngalea) anudunsn-ang (4, 7 uay 10) wazanududuvesdsinaslsa (100, 200
wae 300 ppm) doAuAsiIvesdideivesansanalume Tnenisinnsudsuulaesanddieinsos Hunter color
meter wuinfigaumgdl 100 ssrealdea ATrvesansadalumeiisunsiianauilewIoudisuiuiionmgil 50 ua
75 peraLled uaﬂmnﬁﬁqmmﬁ 100 A LgATE ﬂ'lﬂsi’f%qﬁﬂaavljﬁﬁssﬁummL%’usﬁugn%uﬁma‘lumﬂ‘ﬁ'ummm
FrvesdiTorvesansadalume delasoaududuresaisiu Neo and Zhao (2007) 1dAnwilaseadnemes Zinc-
chlorophyll-derivatives complexes Tun15wUssuanuns (green pear) G'zfdﬁwmswmamimaaaﬂqﬂLLW%ﬁ'ﬁmiLau
ansazanededlonsu (zinc ion solution) Fuwdenndaduanmn (zinc lactate) Aududu 0, 1,300 way 2,600 ppm
Tuusiazyanismaass igamai 94 ssmiwaidea 1unan 6, 12 uaz 18 uit nuindesnududuvesansazansded
lovoudinannduazdwmalisuiurededlolifuindu shlgnunsihinunssuiunisussuifioanasanunsi
Ny
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nsmifadefivunzauiign
ms‘mﬂ"rfjﬁ]é’aﬁmmzauﬁqﬂumﬁﬁﬂmmmmﬁwamaakﬂaéé’aEJ NaHCO, Tuamsreiuns wiellaany
dutuvesanelsiladgegn Tavan1igfvnyaniissd
- X, = ANUdutuves NaHCO; (%) =03
- X, = samaiilumsiujasen (€°) =90
- x,
mﬂamwﬁLumzam’INGTuvlﬁmmL%m%umaaﬂaaisﬂaéqqqm Wi 7.647 ug.g! diehanedimunzaui
I¥uvinsveseumnududuvesnaslsiiadinadamuin aududuvesnaslsilad Wity 7.329 + 0.007 ug.g! @S

srezlianlunsviugasen (uil) = 10

anmsfivnzadlunisadanaslsiiadgenfivedndu wu annesfiuunzadlunisatneraslsiladeinlu suji (Pleomele
angustifolia Roxb.) Tagld ZnCl, \Jussnweuasiivesraslsiladnuinanefivanzasiie pH 7 anududuves
ZnCl, Wiy 700 ppm aamnnd 85 C° Inafiu3una total chlorophyll content (TCC) Wiy 47.2975 mg/100 g fw
(Rahayuningsih et al., 2018)

ayUnanIsAnen

mﬂmiﬁﬂmamwﬁmmzaﬂumﬁ’ﬂmmwmdﬁwmﬂaak‘?\laa‘iummﬁar’fmﬁ'aéf’wmiasaw NaHCOs
10838 RsM Jadeiildlunisdinude anududureddaionluaisuaiun (NaHCO,) (X,) gauniilun1sugsen ()
wazszezatlumsiuFAzen (X nulanmsfivnzaufe anaduduves NaHCO, winfufesay 0.3 guvgiluns
vUFATen wirdu 90 C° wazsreznatlunsiuiter winiu 10 undl Fsannzdanan Tdmanduduvesnaslsilad
g9an (7.647 ug.g-1) wan1sAnwiilaannsailulflumsinuauasivesnaslsfladluamsioiuis Fanmas
vosnaelsiladdsmasiomsliusslonilumsviniduasd wavdsnasonmuamiddasuinsvesnaelsilad dufonisinw
anuashvasnaslsiiadviliannsaldusslovianaaslsiadléiussansnmennty

v Y
naussleviviudou
Aideuveysemadtunanuiliinaysslovivivdeu

AnfnssuUIZNA
YOURUAN NBIUALAIUINIAanT IFeUaruinnTsu (newuduaiy 2u) ddnnuamgnssunisduasy
Weeans Ieuaruinngsy (@nad.) dmsunuganyunsinideluasall

nsdausanlunMslisuunaMuvaidey
ANuARTITY war aunAgiu: uwinid uzm. M3UFYRANTITY nsifdiusaulunisesnuuy navaass N3
nagou 3esletn FWnsiudeya wae criteria: UNSAU wzm, M50 9IzA. N1sTALIVTaYanIsIRTIsideya N3
wUswa: unsml uzim, A1301 238A1A. MFINNEINTAHE NMswanan1sleuiieuiudeasuniesdanug vengud
WAL WNSHY UL, @130 23801, N5HEINSINIUAISTEUAUatUUNAINL: UNSAY UL, AN5NT BIAIA. AITIAAIT
atfuayueiosilo WeaUfURnns uax Aginst: aagd Adeal
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