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Abstract: The objective of this study was to evaluate effect of aging period on chemical composition and
carnosine content of beef. Fifteen muscle samples were taken from 3 crossbred [Charolais x (Brahman x
Native)] bulls. Beef cattle was slaughtered at 24 - 36 months and average body weight was 500 - 600 kilograms.
They were slaughtered following the standard procedure. Longissimus thoracis muscles were sampled and
aging at 4 °C for 7, 14, 21 and 28 days. Chemical composition and carnosine content were analyzed. The results
showed that the moisture, protein and lipid content (%) were not significantly different between groups
(P> 0.05). Moreover, aging period was not an effect on carnosine content (P > 0.05). Therefore, it might
conclude that the aging period had no affected on chemical composition and carnosine content of beef.

Beef aging technique can improve value - added of meat without nutritional deterioration.

Keywords: Beef, aging period, chemical composition, carnosine content

89
Copyright @ Journal of Agriculture, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University. All rights reserved.



M5ATINEAT 37(1): 89 - 97 (2564)

£
aa o

UNARED: ﬂ’]iﬂmﬂ’]uw}ﬁmﬂi‘“’@\‘iﬂL‘W@ﬂﬂ‘]ﬂ’]N@‘H’ﬂ\‘ii“”ﬂ znalunstusaasdlsznaunivadinariFuam
a1 fuduludiels Ir;mLu@‘ﬂmﬂ%‘lummﬂmmqmﬂmﬁ@imumﬂmw 3 #1819Wug [Charolais x (Brahman
x Native)] weg] 1121 15 6a TaLi Luﬂmmmnmwmﬁ 24-36 Ao vuiiniedey sz 500- 600 Alaniu
NINIH M NULLNIATFIUAINA anufiufaeteandrsiieduuen (longissimus thoracs) mm‘um@munu
4eciiluszazingn 7, 14, 21 uay 28 Tu udravinlllinssfasddsznaunianduazdfunnuaisansudy

- . o Xo L, ¥ o a w X o d, .
HANITAN®I WU asAtlsznaunisiadaadiiiala visfaazaaspanmy Tlshu uayladaasdalandiunisiy
Wuszezingn 7, 14, 21 uaz 28 44 ldflaauuanstsae alusd1Atyn &t A wananniinuen szazinanluniauu
T nadeliuiuaisanfluiuluielasqoduiu dalu Aeanaagdladn szaznanlunisinldinasie

= - =i = & a A ~ '
nadasuulasresesAlszneumaiiuasFuinasansiuauluilels matiAn1sUnile @ NI s NY AR
1auiialaeaainnisgidenmuAmieinguinig

AdAty: Wala seeznanlunisn asflssnaumanil teanuasan sl

AN adlugeayayinid newazdn lunldnguugd

o

0-4°C fiiludiNndvmqanuazinafan1sqannisg
Aaealareslszwaltng lued midu (Smith et al., 2008)

X d e . . A : o
dunisaaaieldussulunisinems wsluilaqiiu uananiuiag Weladuuvaszesllsnu
nsldussnulalunianensanas Wewwininisdn  IlanudAyd iy Wesanisznaylidos

d‘l o = 1 v o v dl a ° dl ' 1 v v
wiasdnsuazmalulad vy o dhsndivldinessuss namesiiluaudunsananysedliamisoainedls
o 2 & o = & o % el ]
uazan Aatiu nasassialulaqiiuaatiunisaes uazeiatlsznavhldasanstsznaulamillngd nEandn
o o . . X o _ o o
WanistslnAliauazunludoulvin) sUuuunisiaes ALY (camosine, o-alanyl-L-histidine) #4111
Tadlelulaqiivaslfunlasunndunafeaiendn  Hauanddiduansiiueyyadase (antioxidant) §
walalumnan uazifaqiiugusinaliaaudAnyse ANNATNIIDIUNIITEABAITNT IV VDI AR L6
a & Ao - A A o Lo ~ \ A o
Nt lnAeNNAMNING nuRuN NHeARaNEMY  (Hipkiss et al, 2016) WATH 9189 11431 ANFIUT U
59 7 1 aiiadndNuanslfiiudeguantRnN aurntleanunianinlsndalainas (Alzheimer's
ANADIN9T8KLIINA TeanmuTIeUNaNdATy  disease) (Hobart et al., 2004) N3AANIITIIALAEA

Aoy ° & Y 1 oa a _a o o o @ o =
Pdaunvunnuainiie laun & sae15 ndau  luanesuaziala wazdeiaslinisisuaecialan
ANINTNAN UATAINYNTBALLS (Jaturasitha, 2008) AudnAae (Stvolinsky and Dobrota, 2000) A1 1

1 < d’l’ o rdlal d’l o rdgl a o a v 1
atinglafinn Taladludndniszazinanlunsasa Fuarziauniainnsaazi ety 2 aiin loiwn
W anuauLazaunnrasdulanauiilelaunlug) DAY (alanine) WazEaiiAu (histidine) (Peirett et al.,
a :// o I3 a ‘dl = 1 = & nda‘l ‘ﬂl
ANYInAIINdRTRNeaziinnITUIUNNTN FaNTN 2011) AnFluduiiluearlsznauluileienans

) X 2 @ o v & A ¥ a v ' v A o

rigor mortis ¥38n131AIN TR 89N AN HeN A A 1 aiip loun anes nanilewala ln nszinne
& = = = ¥ o aal L& . N o e °
Walalanuwnilen a9lainisnistniile (aging) aaaunnnasial (olfactory bulb) LAZWLANUIU
1 ldlunsdsulpenainimitla liaaw tnawudn wnlundaNiieans (Gariballa and Sinclair, 2000)

& a o & A A = A aAa P S 4 ' o

nsdnielalunszuqunisidqaldilainausa UnuassafTudunfag e dndiuas iy
ﬁﬁﬁu muﬁqﬁmmummn% (Epley, 1992) 35n191in nanelads lawn alnuesdnd (Jones et al., 2011),
Hefifanianieae mmmmmﬂm (wet aging a18%Wug (D'Astous-Pageé et al, 2017), THAL8
%38 vacuum aging) ) 11l um@umu‘a‘ﬂm&m’;‘@@ LA nanuiile (Maikhunthod and Intarapichet, 2005) Wa e

90



NATBYsTaEIIaN luNNsUNFARaIAUsENaUNNALAT
wazSauansansiuduluiala

3l mannsFeulunnslsznauanyng (Bauchart et al.,
2006) t1AU Aaugdnnnsuideazdunszuaunnad
doe oAl mmiiu%u LLﬁiﬁLﬂum‘yU']uﬂﬁi‘ﬁl
mmaslummmmmmﬂm@@nmmu@ mum‘l}ﬂmu
filuesflsznannieluie fafu nisAnmni
mmmqﬂammLwamﬂwwmwmmiw:mm
TunnsduseesrlsznauntuAtuasldunmians
mﬁu%uimﬁjaiﬂiumﬂﬁﬂwﬁ@m@‘wwmmﬁh
‘llmmmsmmmummumﬂam@umiu@ Husinm
fiaulantedruntstiniie

4 a
AUnsaluazIang

ARTVARDILALNNSINUADEN

Tnided 4 lunsdneiaseiidulagy
a8 UggNHaN 3 a18Wug [Charolais x (Brahman
x Native)] lWAE 911 15 A9 Imﬁ@%@umqmﬁﬁ
8¢ 24-36 LAY Yauiniad et szanns 500-600
ﬂiamu Imﬂmmmﬁmmmummmumm
andufuFat1and e dunen (longissimus
thoracis) i @11 A N1 BNENATR9sTE v U
miﬂwiﬂ@mmwﬁﬂ‘im Tnas el udulid
ANILI 2.54 cm udan llussqanLLgaysuInIA
(mi‘j_immmflm) Iﬁqqzﬁ;zyﬂ;m’m (NARANWANARN
PE (polyethylene) / PET (polyethylene terephthalate))
Tmml,ﬂ_iqmiumiﬁﬂwuﬂuﬁqﬁ ’l)ﬂ(i‘iNLﬁ'ﬂIﬂﬁV‘l”]
nnsUNlugzezan 7 94 2) mjwﬁf':@‘llmﬁﬁ’mﬁiﬂu
Wuszeziaan 14 9u 3) ﬂzimﬁ@‘iﬂﬁﬁﬁmaﬂmﬂu
FTEZIIAN 21 TU UAT 4) ﬂ@iuﬁﬂimﬁﬁﬁmiﬂmﬂu
T8RN 28 U Tmmwsﬂmﬁa%%muﬂﬁ 4°C
dlensusy ﬂvmmlumiuummnwumLLm
wwmmummu@mmummu@ 3°num'an@u
nsANEINAATIERe T
N1593LASIzYAIAUsENauNILAN (Chemical
composition)

dndnailedunen N1TATITUNGUAY
6 fiaatne lnedmsneiesddsznauntaail Taun
AaTy Tlsiu uazlasi 1ned? proximate analysis

91

ANNATN9999 AOAC (2000) Inaiuansnalugluuy
Ia95RLay
nesnALazn1eInlFuansAs luduluflasing
\iiala

Biieladounduiledunenuniinmet
nguay 4 Aetng lnaanauSuinansanfludu
ANNADTN19U99 Auh et al. (2010) vinFaatinannriuly
Hudemaafuiuindmaainlesay (deionized
water) TUERdan 1:2 (w/w) Aaenatesiy uda
Aainldwenlugnainpauaug R kL e
flqoungdl 30 °C ifluiaan 30 undt arnduinly
duwdeedfiaanuida 11,000 g qaungfl 4 °C il
1981 20 U1 waaIN13TAlIua1s AT Iud U
A1NATNI7284 Auh et al. (2010) uaz Maikhunthod
and Intarapichet (2005) laaiinn1stilnansazans
gonlaildanndunounisafaliuinians
ArFluduanndruiileduuaniiuamns 300 ul
NANALINNIUeAUTNIMT 900 i ﬁﬁiﬂﬂNﬁQMHQﬁ
_20 °C lutaan 18 £alua annduin T uma e
finanui3a 16,000 g gouuni 4 °C lunan 511
N7a4A L UNTaIIUABUIUIA 0.45 pm LR INN
n1siAeangnsazanadilddaadnsazans O -
phthaldialdehyde (OPA) lugmnsndau 1:5naunn
nsandaees HPLC %1033 1AseitFunnians
AFudulnald HPLC Agilent 1100 waz fluorescence
detector '17{ AINNEYNIA '?V‘I 1 excitation 310 nm LLa &
emission 375 nm $auAUN13 14 C18 column Hypersil
5 0DS 250 x 4.6 mm (PN 7992618 - 585; SN 481419)
LA mobile phase datlaznaudae phase A (50mM
pH 437) U & ¥
(acetronitrile : methanol : tetrahydrofuran =70 % : 25 %

5 % aNansu) Inauanaualugtluunaes mg/g

sodium acetate buffer, phase B

N5IAATIEUNFD B

nsaaeideyalinisnssiniean
L1111 ANOVA NN39AG8LANNLANANSI0IAN 2R E)
AaeR T Tukey AaeTsunsndfaginieada (SAS,
2003) IAUNANTLIAMNUANAIN NG D Aae19T
ﬁmi’qﬁryﬁ' P <0.05



M5ATINEAT 37(1): 89 - 97 (2564)

NANITANELAZIANSD]

szazanlunisUNAaasAlsznaun1ANTaq
Hale

AIANANITAN Iz ZA lUNTLNF B

. e & . .
asAtsznatmnani lutiala wuen szazinanlunnsts
liluasrefoaazeesnanauluiiela (Figure 1)
Taentalannanisunluszazioan 7, 14, 21 way
28 F1 HANFRUAZABIANTUWINAY 70.53 + 0.93,
71.36 +£0.68,71.30 £ 0.57 uax 71.85+0.70 ANNANGL
(P> 0.05) #4aAAAAITUNT3AN®1A4 Li et al. (2013)
91891191 e lafinunstsiluszaziogn 0 uay
14 593 U508 az109ANT UL wANFA T UN9D A
neAFRsaZIa9ANTUIALAlAT 0 LAY 14 51
TANINTU 74.6 LAY 74.4 ANTNANAL WATNIFANEN
484 Shi et al. (2020) N LANIN1TANHIBNINALD
nstnuwuudansdennniwilalagnuananawug
Luxi Tunadiia wudn N9 N ilanszasingn
0,7uay 145w lifiuaranisasuntagan
ce o & & oo d .
weasdusmanduraaiela nadialanaiunisty
wsuuanduszazingn 0, 7 was 14 Ju J5asay
YBIAINTUNNAY 73.35, 73.92 WAL 73.31 AINANSL
d' = o = [ %
WanBaumauiunanisane luasen wudn fasay
agpNTBUadialafiunisdusuElanann
N13AN®NUD4 Li et al. (2013) WAL Shi et al. (2020) HA1
1INNI1 29 laR AN HANTTANEIURY Li et al. (2008)
W91 Fagaraada NI uradialaludounagiile
a=Twn (semitendinosus) NHAUANTLNLL LT ainLlu
2282 14 WAT 21 JU HANFa8aZI09AINTY
wnnada AN uNsLNITuIZEZI9AN 4 F1 asiei
Wad1Atyneada d miufeaazaaslody wuan
M m y v o X
srivinanlunstn il i nasesasazaesluiuluiiela
Tmeidalanninisuntlussazioan 7, 14, 21 way 28
§u FAnFasazuadliuwindy 7.90 + 0.40, 7.61 + 0.53,
761 +035UAY 7.72 £ 0.53 AMNANAY (Figure 2:
P> 0.05) aINN19AN®1984 Li et al. (2008) WU AN
Y . X o o, . o
Sesazaadludureaiialain unisdnuuindeanidly
o a v 1 1 v

sr8IZI9AN 4, 11, 14 way 21 51 HAntdesndesasay

92

salaiureaiielaiiiunisuifuszazioan 28
Ju ad el dad 1Ay n19ana a9 NT LR IAN
Yasazaadlasul duwusuLSunuvedi fasas
183A91NT U anAe BTanLdn halaTiH unst
UL Anfatazaadluunnnnd 1L e H1w
Astnuuuden desarnnisiuunuwiaasifa
mizgrgLﬁmi’m@ﬂmm‘f‘:@mnndw ANIAIULBIAN
Youazaadlasuiidaldacildiuanndndnfasas
489A9143Y (Dikeman et al,, 2013) §auA ¥aaay
284lUsA1 wudn srezanlunisnldinasasn
Yorazaealisiuluileln Inedelaftsianaay
Wuszesinan 7,14, 21 way 289U JA1feuay
aaaTUsRuwingy 23.02 +0.35, 24.23 + 0.45, 2363 +
0.58 LAz 24.10 + 0.31 AANaA L (Figure 3; P> 0.05)
A9AARDINLNANIIANHITES Kim ef al. (2019) 7
Wudn nstuileusrazioan 28 Su Wi nase
nnaulasuutlasredndesnz el siiulundruiile
fuuanveqiilela aanuaniRnEIT99 Ripoll et al.
(2008) 8% 1n19A nraeA sznaUN AT 104
elafivnnistuifluszaziogn 7 §u wuda Wela
flAN3a8aI89AINNT AL 7547 + 0.60 Satiay
199157 UWINAY 1.07 + 049 uazFeuazaeell sy
WinAU 21.67 £ 1.11 WAYAINNITANE1284 Cho et al.
(2016) HgiNnsAnerilssnaumnaaiiveiiala
Finnstinflusraziogn 21 54 wudn ielaildndas
ATUDIANNIUINTL 70,03 + 0.42 Fasinzanslasiud
ANWINTL 6.16 + 0.34 uaziasazuadiLlsfunAnwindy
21.97 +0.30 awSuAFeeazvealusiulazAFeaas
90971 si189N A NEN R U A1annnd1TenL
484 Cho et al. (2016) waz Ripoll et al. (2008) agi14ls
fAnu aerlsznaumaniiveailalaenadiduandng
Aulilula LﬁfaLwi@mwﬁuﬁimmmmmm WuI1
in Lﬁ@@ﬂﬂﬁuﬁgnmmwdw Limousin x Holstein -
Friesian 7l AM¥a8aza89A9nT 1 Tloiy uazlasiy
W1 76,01, 21.64 WA 148 ANNAAU doulalie
AR UGYNHANTTNINN Hereford x Holstein - Friesian
fiAn¥eeazaasrnty ey waslasfumindy 75.76,
21.55 WAz 1.79 ANNAAL Bogdanowicz et al. (2018)



NATBYsTaEIIaN luNNsUNFARaIAUsENaUNNALAT
wazSauansansiuduluiala

. S D4 e aa
LAYEINUAN NATNLe T ULA AT UN A9 WA N
agAlsznaun1aaiAneiu Inaannis@nenang
Kim et al. (2019) AN 1n13ANH129AUszna LN
- 2RV &
wHreuRedu (sidoin) waziadazinn (rump)
Aeunrtusuudlaniduszazinan 28 91 wu9n
" & - . ¥ .
AFatazaa9ANTY T1l3Ru wazluuaeaiiady
TA1WNAY 65.84, 2095 kAT 11.29 ATNANA L
L e & - . &
doupfasazaatnNdL Tlsiu wazluiureaiie
axIwni ANwiny 70.98, 22.08 Uay 5.08 AMNAFU
wananHan N1 luNNTUNA N aesALlsneUNIAR

1 o 1 dD al ] )
Wi Inanwuan welaNeinunisu NwuL @ eny

e a s &
FYELINAN 0,7 WAY 14 U NANFREATIDIANNTU
Winfy 73.35, 73.92 waz 73.31 ANas U dquiiiale
4 . Y .
AEBNITL N BUUWFBITaT9an 0, 7 WAy 14 31
Qe ANFREATIDIAIMNTUWINAL 73.98, 72.49 LAY
o o P = ~ %
72.90 AINNANAL haZINaTaisuANTaL AT YR
5 PN . o .
A NTuIadalaN iunsUNwLLT e nuaznsU N
LUULES WUI1 ANSeeazuetAIINTuIediiale
Aeunistuluszeazingn 091 THunnFAeTunig
A05 wAANFaLATIBIANNTBIHA AT LN TN
Wusrezingn 7 wag 14 93 HAuanA19iun19gn f
(Shi et al., 2020)

804
- — pn S ey
— 60'
X
-
= 404
@
o
= 204
0 T T
7 14

21 28

Aging period (day)
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Figure 2. Effect of aging period on lipid in beef. Bars indicate standard error of measure.
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Figure 3. Effect of aging period on protein in beef. Bars indicate standard error of measure.
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Figure 4. Effect of aging period on carnosine content in beef. Bars indicate standard error of measure.
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