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Abstract: This study aimed to investigate the development of boiled quail eggs using 9 Thai herbs, consisting
of ginger, galangal, lemongrass, red shallot, onion, holy basil, kitchen mint, and turmeric, based on different
methods of herbal extraction. A completely randomized design experiment was performed. The experiments
were divided into 4 groups. Each group had 200 eggs with 2 replications. The 1% experimental group was
the control group for boiled quail eggs (CON), the 2 experimental group was the group for boiled qualil
eggs in 9 Thai herbs based on infusion extraction method (INF), the 3" experimental group was the group
for boiled quail eggs in 9 Thai herbs based on digestion extraction method (DIG), and the 4" experimental
group was the group for boiled quail eggs in 9 Thai herbs based on decoction extraction method (DEC).
The experimental results indicated that chemical characteristics, i.e. protein, fat, moisture and energy were
different without a statistical significance (P>0.05), but carbohydrate, cholesterol, ash, color, total phenolic,
and antioxidant were different with a statistical significance (P<0.05). The 4" experimental group (DEC) had
higher cholesterol, total phenolic, and antioxidant contents than other experimental groups. Hardness,
gumminess, chewiness were different without a statistical difference (P> 0.05) but adhesiveness was
different with a statistical significance (P<0.05). Adhesiveness in the 3" experimental group (DIG) was higher
than in other experimental groups. The experimental results in sensory quality indicated that characteristics
of hardness, flavor, and overall preference were different without a statistical significance (P>0.05) but color,

mouthfeel and odor were different with a statistical significance (P<0.05) in the 1* experimental group (CON).

287
Copyright @ Journal of Agriculture, Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang Mai University. All rights reserved.



M5A1TNEAT 40(2): 287 - 300 (2567)

Keywords: Quail eggs, Thai herbs, total phenolic, antioxidant

unAnga: N1sRBEARSuaTldunnsEmsuayulnging 9 wiin Iaeld 19 91 nrlas lunengn venuwns e
luad newe anszumi wazaiidi ﬁﬁ”fmmiuﬁ%'mmﬁmgﬂwﬁLermﬁiNrTu TNUNUNTNAABILLILGNANY IO
utngunimaaeseenidu 4 ngu nguay 2 i “ 8z 200 Wed g ﬂ@juﬂf]imm@@qﬁ 1 nquAuANlduNNgENIFN
(CON) miumimm@mﬁ' 2 nqulaunnszmdnayulnsne 9 1tinainnssdsnisainayulngaaeisn1999 (INF)
ngumImaaedi 3 nexlaunnszmdnayuinging 9 1inannssdanisaaasulnsdaianissiu (DIG) uay
nqun1aaesil 4 nquldunnsznmduasinglng 9 siaannnesuAansaiaayuinadagdanisdu (DEC) ua
nMIMAABINLTY AnEaiznienianiniadl tdun tsiu los Aonudu uasndaem wansafuednelid
Wad1Atyn19ans (P>0.05) uianflulamsm aaladinesea 161 AR USuuWwedn uazasfiueandiadu
wANFiNgeeN iEAATYNanA (P<0.05) Immqummmmﬁl 4 DEC #i1innninaiadinases Usuuiuasn
wazaNIFNueandLAtl zg\mdﬁn@:umwm@méu @mmmﬁ@z&”mﬁm ANAYINLTY ANNITUANFAINETRNNAL ATATN
Aeald wansinead 9l TTE1AyYneadA (P>0.05) WAAINIINNZRA WANFN9RE N TTREIATYNINEDRA
(P<0.05) ‘lumiumswmmﬁ 3DIG ﬂ'nmimf]xﬁng\mdfm@immiwmmﬁlu NANNINARDLAUNINNNLTEa N
Auda wuan AuLds 28918 wazaugeulagn uanaednldidadAynIeatia (P>0.05) uARNEUY
dsng (8) Aufananuznau LATNAL upnsinsaeialitd Aty n eaia (P<0.05) ”Luﬂrojumimm@mﬁ' 1 CON

AdA: ldunnsen ayulnglne Buinansuedn uavansiueendindu

AN lalisuayulnsduniswmuinandned

A 9 ] a aa Y A o
a1 uuanFneanaNNEnIgld inde T80 uay
Taunnsznduaiusndanuslnauas LATRINARIELATNITLALY ¥Te N13A8Y (Zhang et al.,
puialulddnaandwanised gy Tnensslnaldun 2012) Tnelalnsuayulnslifumnutianluan was
nszmmNAtLUznedineuNInsguduAn  induduednawan 8nisndnluszdugnainssy
NEAT LAZBIMNTLAITNE (NnaT.) MWuilnansiay aanauasNienann naayulnsnfiauiun1d
szt 4 Wassiami (National Bureau of Agricultural 1o 41 auwte Wafn aan@daamunan) 29 1dusu
Commodity and Food Standards, 2006) Tmeldun AINNIFAN®IIY Xue et al., (2022) NAADITLAL
nszmazlinaanu wazllsfudaandilide war  Wedndednwuzmiauaidnianiniaseainegania
lalmandes wigaulddoedmduenasiian  waslassaieluianazesldanniiinainaniuien
(Aadlufasay 20-25 va9tFunafinusinldu3lnm waziaaldsiu nudn nnsldan waslfladndanald
Aadu) (Tanjor et al., 2015) WAREINANNTIIAITES TsAululdanaiaanuudansstu n19ldiiladn e

o = X = vl = ' o =
SLALIABIAALARIIAES AMNNNIANEIT8S Tanjoretal.  TdsAutaalanndaluan Selalnduayulneau uay
(2015) Wudn sunmuresnainainasas luldsng o Tafunzia lesuanuianesnannislulsma waz
faonuduiusiudndousaslauadlulausazain  drsdszma wigslufinnsdsegnelldasulngnelu
Wesannurapamasealanzulduaainis uay nasdyelaayulng Inaayulnsildlunimaseanis

4 = o ' P a \ a aa 2 g e o o
Wasudndaulivasluldusazata ldunsain 9 #fin Wuayulwsitonldeyludinlszandu uas
ldunnszmidndoutiaangn inlideoaainasaa  uiananlunisdgeauns wu 39 91 azrlad lu
dasndnilewFousunuladauaslaln nznga vanlun) vanLag Newe arszund uay

288



nmswaupARA Mg liunnszmANseayulnglne o 1lin

gy %'\1@Huvl,‘wuwimmﬁmqnﬂ;ﬂummﬂﬁﬂ
dasamAuaziasmnaninneen laansienagying
Ineta 9 48l 1ieadaRansdrAyianunsadag
anAgladneses Asiigasulnia 9 1iin wawin

NNINARBIATARQEINTINIDUULAIANNA N TN 16

d1e uaztlaands wmwenzduiTaalaauivaluy
nsuslnAlaunnsenIneclnalaaIAaIaags Haat
M‘lmuuvl,wa‘”lmﬂmemmmmmmm funnsiia
AUATNARBIMI LTI UEN e fingn s ueendiadu
’Lummaé wazsfandslunissaniuesiaayulngng
¥4 9 1in Lwaiﬁuﬂﬁimummﬂmumewvm
deldigslunnasadan

mearaigayingin ldwaneisaaanig

o

PHOVEIRINTIFUBENTLATY TEN9ET A TILL

(34

a

ANLAN (conventional extraction methods) Taaaiu
NANLAT 11 TR (sanding), N13usN (macel’atlon)
nsaiadag Soxhlet WAAENNATALLLALANARES
lfuazAuinaiudnddnaulng Aantsainsae
N791A8N13 N34 (infusion) N36u (digestion) waz
N9 (decoction) %Qﬁmmmmnrﬁhﬂum”muma
(Thipayarat, 2019) Favdu mmwummﬂﬁvmm
ieAnEanE Iz AR AnsnwilediTa
anmnienvlszamdnia Bunuduedn uazans
Fueandinduresliunnsenisuayulnglne 9 s
e s ulazlamfanaguingnasoniyliun
nazn daeAannsarnaslnefiuansnet ieiden
FEnsfwmnzanfunisian 4 lunszuauniaiam
ransTnuaTldunnssmanulnglng

o aa
aUnsaluarlaanng

1. NFLATENAIDENG

ldunnsemmuainunnsenang 30 dlanif

AU lIUNNIENMAaDITURBY NUNRUS W.A.2566
ANNIFHLRIA U BUAZLTNNTATINGG ADILINEAT
ATLNILAY AVTINLNRLNHATANARNT INULUR
AUASUAL AU 1,600 e (Uiiveenidu 4 ngu - ax

A P~ o o = -
mﬂG]V]Lﬁllrlzmllilﬂ']’]llm']ﬁfym'ﬂm'ﬁ‘mﬂﬂﬁ'ziﬂ“ﬁu

241 7 2z 200 Wa9) fuidunan 4 Wil wdaudsae
ﬁm’juqmuqﬁﬂi:mm 4 -10 AL Ealdea Uan
wlaen

asulnslnedie 0 98a Tdud 30 91 nelad
lunznga enlug] vaNLAd NTINTY A1TTUUY uaY
afiudu Tnening anszund uazpzlaiainuiag
BUVTTAMINEAT NUNILAY LAZAATANTUNILAL
Fmdnuaslgy Tmﬂmm@mqﬂLﬁmﬁ'm‘luﬂiquﬁ@u
NNATWUE W.A.2566
2. AENFINNTNANAY

2.1 &ravpnnuazanayulng delduks
wazsiduTwaniune 2-3 mufmas @9 nelad
lunznga venlvel LATUaNLAY) NTINT) UWATANTE
wliFaennzly aiudunas e 14 ieie st
fise Philips 1 HR222 fisziuiuas 2 Tundauinie
Towluiaan 2 wh

2.2 4 dndauayulnsseinfiszdy 1: 4
(Neelapong et al. (2019) Taaldayulnsatiivay
1 d9u 11 4 dau (@g 24" m”l,ﬂ%”lumﬂgm WA LA
nanlug) nziwen sewn anszuny Lazafiudu
atinaaz 100 N3N 223141 900 N5 LAY 1N 3,600
nsw) 51’%1m‘mﬁ%'mmﬁmmguiwmmwﬁﬁaLﬁu

337 1 nsae Junisainayuinalaaud
asyulnaluirfeuiiguunfl 100 esAnaadaa
fuiaan 30 wnil Tneldusieaunuiasldinmel
Iﬁqmuqﬁﬂﬁmﬁ_ﬁ 100 a9 TaLTaa Tanasld
Aran ldanuinslnasa 9 gilnlundeaunuias
Tnelmsfasanald 30 it nsasdaerinanaing

37 2 nasu uidinnsarinlee i dnaufeu

a

gau ] NN AUTTuI 40-60 AL TALT

q

Wuaan 30 wny Ineldudeaunuiaalduinsaln

[
a o

Ifgounniunag 40-60 asAaaidoa ldayulng
Tnanis 9 glinlundeaunuas Jacvde Aruannis
TiiAnnuFaun 40-60 9ALTATIA ARANTTLIIUNNG
anm el 30 Wi nsassaadianaung
aal Al D v L
759 3 nesiu iunssinayulnsluinhen
Ngnmni 100 s aaldea udasiusiallan 15w

Tneldudaaumuaaldunswldiguniuiedn 100

289



M5A1TNEAT 40(2): 287 - 300 (2567)

aernaaifua ldanulnsineria o eiialumsioaum-
LA ﬂmﬂhuﬁﬂmuqumﬂﬁmm%@wﬁ 100 B9AN
allied AARANTTUAUNITANe 1WA 15 wii
NT89A28E19191U (Thipayarat, 2019) Favinmiin
USanniianulns wazninasyulng Taaan
ayulnsllldlunismeans

2.3 dnldunnsgnisdin 41uau 200 Was Ay
thayulwaiiatadaeiasing 1 lude 2.2 41121 2,000
n¥u uazifininde 1% Fufigouundl 40-60 aean
aaidea Wunau 15 wiit wdearniuudlaun
ni:miuﬁmguiwa‘ﬂi:mm 15 9T %mmﬁ
griiutlsznnns 4 asAanaaiiaa sinldunnszni
panaNInANLINT U9990IgayINTA LS
UUNR 4 a9ANEALT U4 agemIaatiAIziany
NANNITNARE il

mjmm?wmm‘ﬁ' 1 nguAuANlIuNNIENI
fat (CON) laiunnsznndia 200 wea ¥rilan 2,000
niu \Fiuinde 1% duflgaumndl 40-60 asATaidea
Wuaaiunu 15 i wasanduuglaunnsennly
thinaeyszann 15 dalue Agumpgigifiulszanm
4 AN TALT IS

ﬂ@jumwmamﬁ 2 nquldunnsznidu
anulnslng 9 alaannssndsnisannayulnadio
801379 (INF)

ﬂ@jumwmamﬁ 3 ngulaunnsenia
anulnslng 9 alaannssndsnisannayulnadio
38n196u (DIG)

mjmmwmmﬁ 4 nguldunnsznidu
anulnsing 9 alaannssndsnisannayulnadioy
A5n19514 (DEC)
3. AATEUANEUINEMN iFeasliunnzm
loun

3.1 WsAum3aE in-house method TE-CH-042
k?,ased on AOAC (2019) 981.10. 1131 2 %ﬁﬂ"l?%ﬂ@ﬂ\‘l

o (% 1 I ac a ¥
41 8 2 [flfJﬂEI’]\i/ﬂ@‘Nﬂ’ﬁ“Vlﬁ@ﬂ\‘i I ENTIATIEU Lt

A3 AOAC (2019) Airiuinistasinmingaesing
32 ﬂ?mm"lmuummﬁ AOAC (2019) 922.06.
UM 2 TMNINARES 91 AL 2 FINRE N/NFNNTNARES

290

3.3 S lamIR LATNANNUANAT in-house
method TE-CH-0169 based on Method of AnaIyS|s for
Nutrition Labeling (1993) AU 2 emmimmm TA
2 F9E1/NguNIImMASe IneaBn1saiAs e RN
AOAC (2019) ﬁmﬁuﬁmﬁqﬁmﬁnﬁq@m

3.4 mmﬁjumm'ﬁ AOAC (2019) 950.46
(B) AU 2 F1N11MAa89 11 AL 2 Aaat19/ng
N9NARD

3.5 ABLAALARTAARINAT 318 in-house method
TE CH-143 based on AOAC (2019) 944.10. QMUY 2
FAMIMAGRd 17 AL 2 FRREININANNIINARD

3.6 Lﬂ’]ﬁl’]&l')ﬁ AOAC (2019) 920.153 U2
FAMAAes 17 g 2 FRREINNANNNINARS

3.7 mm CIEL*a* b* YaRas1uanaaaldun
m‘”m mmmfm MiniScan by Hunter Lab, USA RTUI
2 dmmaaes 91 &z 10 ARREN/NGNNTNARDS

3.8 WAriunUTuuiueansn 1498
Folin-Ciocalteu # AL1Ua3a1n33984 Mohd-Esa et al.
(2010) wazAUANE! mmﬁmﬁqmﬂ?ﬂﬁ spectrophotometer
Tngdidparsazarasangalsuamg 0.2 Hafans
dlunaannaans Anasazana 10% Folin-ciocalteu
reagent U3NNA7 1 adanT anuAngnsazane
Na,CO, 7.5% 1F11A3 0.8 HARAMT mmu‘l,ﬁ’l,%”ﬁuslu
NARANANDI mm%mmunwm 30 1171 AN
fammm?mmn@w,l,mwmmmqmu 765 w1 lulumg
AN IaN e AN PN UALAN TR g
nTALNARAA (ANdNTU 0, 6.25, 12.5, 25, 50, 100
Tulnsnsurananams) TurdeRaanfuanyansaLng
anslaniu (MgGAE/g) ANuaU 2 FANIMARDS 11 Az
3 ANBENY/NGNNTNARDY

3.9 ?Jmm:ﬁqw%rﬁmmégaﬁmz 1435
DPPH snuilasannaaaes Sittisart et al. (2020) wag
§1uANFTY Ty A ELASEs microplate reader Tag
Tnansazaesaadnat3uans 100 tulasans
WANANTaZaNY DPPH (A18LdNdU 0.2 mM azanglu
Wn1uea) U3uams 100 Tulnsans nanlidnnuly
wqulalasinaman feield 30 wiiluida udaill
fi”mmmi@mﬂauumﬁmmmqmﬁlu 517 W luLumg



nmswaupARA Mg liunnszmANseayulnglne o 1lin

FAMU9AN % DPPH inhibition aniefius@siad
wieltl wWesuisuiunmnuinsgIuresansazais
nsaand (ANdNdY 0-50 Tulpsniusatiadans)
AUINIAINIFN e U AR aTT lugUHARNTNANYalNg
aandsaniu (mg Trolox equivalent/g) A1 2 s;ig’]
MIMAREs 1 8% 3 FRBENY/NANNNINARDY

4. chmwﬁ;aﬁ'uﬁ'a

AIZWNIIALULLLNNIAY TN e

Aag Lﬂ"ﬂa‘l’ﬂd texture analyzer Lloyd Instruments LR
5K, USA gusinatinqlaunnseninungunimaaeg
RaNARALILINA (compression test) lag 4% lngu
wuy cylinder probes 2unduRIuAuEgnang 35

RAANAT NANE 0.5 NaRNATAUT Ninanwsas

2110 5 nlanin uazasuAnmAallsunsu XT.RA
(Texture Technologies Corp., USA) AU 2 %ﬂ
N1IMAREY 91 Az 10 FNBENY/NANNNINARDY
5. Msudsziiuanmwnidsea AN
AUNINNSLlszamdndaasldunnsen
ayulnslne 9 1iin doaddnisliazuunpAINToy
9 92AU (9-point hedonic scale) Ine/ldENARaLTN
fildsunsiinedusuan 50 au wdailugans Sruou
14 A1 HUEIS AU 36 AL mqmﬁﬂ 24 1 %‘\‘iﬂ@;N
saasraduguilnevialy ynnmmagaLn 4 ngu
nImAaed uartlseiiumuansuenelssandnld
v 5 #1u ldur dnwnizidang nauss saeni
ileduia uazaurenTanmu Tnansliazuuuann
1 (hifﬁfaumnﬁ'zgm) 49 (mumn‘ﬁ'z\gm) NN9LFTE
Aa0E19nauN1IRIadn Aaatielaunnsznisy
anulnaussg lugeanynyINA 1A 9x13 RIS
31191 4 vleg figounnd 4 espniaaidaaanslaun
NIENIMINNGNNIINAABS WA UsTY TvaLTUA LAY
3 FULUEN UAT Lﬁﬁf‘ﬂiﬁﬁuﬁ%méauﬁuﬁmﬂm
wamwﬂuum feuniInIadu dnmatudesi
sl iednetastin inensaialuges 10.00 w.
(Lawless and Heymann, 2010) Iﬂﬁm@ﬂmmumi—
Hdnausunangmsuanasusssunisaae lunyue
AufuiinAnmn/aindde 4Anlae 411n9un1994Y
WWNTNRA (3.) 390U NECAST | 4119 uasessu

n19348 (Office of Research Ethics) Lileuf 26
WEHNAN W.A 2563
6. MSIATIHLRYANAD A
UndayadneniznianianIw Ll Usunm
total phenolic LWaz antioxidant QMﬂWWL‘f‘z@ﬁmﬁm Way
n1sdsziiuAUN NNl sz A Nd NN ldvanna
WNAINEUAIANNLLTLI9U (analysis of variance:
ANOVA) LAazatANZiANNWANFAINIE NN NG
fqe Duncan’s new multiple range test (DMRT) BINd
LLNuleM@\‘iLLuu@:NmNyJ g0l (completely randomized
design: CRD) Anelltsunsngniiagyl R2.10.1 (Jompuk,
2012)

NANISANEIWAZIANGTDL

NANISANHANHULNINIENIN LA
anwaiznanisnInaesliunnsenidy
ayulnslng 9 olla daenssudsnisadnayulns
fuansneii (Figure 1) iedunmadaannilanidiu
AINLANA19T99R ldunnsENIsEUdangunns-
NAREY Tneldunnszmngunsmaaes 4 DEC W3
mem LLmhuﬂmvmﬂ@mmwm@mw 2 INF
Feaufiqn taeBunniduduia 3 nszuaunIArin
auulnslngsaniuth S1uaw 4,500 N3y d433ng
arauuLe B nsiayulnsunniige audag
MLILISLLAZLLLIR FNASL (Table 1) BenazLnums
aruuudn B nihayulnadenge wesan
mmﬁ"’@u’lm:ﬁua;\im'\mmi@mﬁ:mmmﬁﬁﬁqLLﬁ’@:
agfluvdfeaunuaauundadusiiusssuledvsean
nuNensenRaINIgliANNTau mm@‘lﬁ’ﬁmguﬂm
flaradaanmsfuididy wasdudundniasu |
HATBINITANHIANHOIENINILATN LAT
gasliunnszmiduayulnslng 9 98in Areanssw
Annsaaayulneiunnsiaiy wudn Yiunm
Tsfn 23T AT wazndes uansneiuetng
TifldudnAyn1eadd (P>0.05) uranflulainsm
PRLAALAAIAA LN AN WuRANLAZANIE1UAaNT AU
unnFnas e NRENATYNeaniA (P<0.05) AaeRnng

291



MFATLNEAT 40(2): 287 - 300 (2567)

Figure 1

Physical characteristics of quail eggs stewed with Thai herbs (A) quail eggs boiled (CON),

(B) quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by infusion method (INF),

(C) quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by digestion method (DIG),

(D) quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by decoction method (DEC)

Table 1 Quantitation analysis of Thai herbs from the extraction process in different cooking method

Quantitation INF

DIG DEC

Initial (9) 4,500 (100%)

Thai Herbs juice (g) 3,350 (74.44%)
Thai herbs waste (g)

Loss (Q)

1,023.70 (22.75%)
126.30 (2.90%)

4,500 (100%) 4,500 (100%)

2,700 (60%) 2,550 (56.67%)
1,065.70 (23.68%) 1,052.60 (23.39%)

734.30 (16.32%) 897.40 (19.94%)

*Note: INF (quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by infusion method), DIG (quail eggs boiled with Thai

herbs from extraction process by digestion method) and DEC (quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by

decoction method)
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Table 2 Physio-chemical characteristics of quail eggs with Thai herbs in different cooking method

Quail eggs CON INF DIG DEC
Protein (g/100g)™ 11.57 £ 1.41 11.51 £1.42 11.50 £ 1.41 11.94 £ 1.41
Fat (g/100g)™ 11.59 £ 0.74 11.77 £ 0.48 11.26 £ 0.01 11.80 £ 0.45
Carbohydrate (g/100g) 1.54 +0.05° 1.33+0.04° 1.28 + 0.00° 1.18 + 0.00°
Moisture (9/100g)™ 73.04 + 1.41 72.74 +1.41 73.41+0.71 72.39+1.41
Calories (Kcal/100g)™ 157.77 £ 1.54 157.10 £ 1.43 155.50 + 1.43 158.75+ 1.43

Cholesterol (mg/100g)
Ash (g/100g)
Color
L*

a

b*

Total phenolics (mg GAE/g)

Antioxidant (mg Trolox
equivalent/q)

517.44 +1.42°

0.81+0.01°

83.81 + 2.16°
-261+1.31°
6.30 = 1.68°

3.41+0.20°

1.72 +0.02°

507.20 + 3.11°

1.01 £0.01°

65.80 + 3.02°
-6.94 + 1.50°
64.88 + 3.24°

25.83+1.13°

30.37 +2.88°

515.72 + 1.44°

1.04 £ 0.01°

66.34 + 3.20°
-7.75 £ 0.59°
60.07 £2.11°

21.83 +0.39°

23.48 +1.13°

533.86 + 2.16°

1.01 £ 0.01°

60.62 + 3.00°
-3.87 +0.73°
54.03 + 3.11°

31.89 + 0.86"

41.02 +0.17°

*Note: CON (Control), INF (quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by infusion method), DIG (quail eggs

boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by digestion method) and DEC (quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from

extraction process by decoction method)

Mean + standard deviation with different letters within the same row are significantly different at P < 0.05

ns (not significant) = mean + standard deviation within the same row are insignificantly different at P > 0.05

Figure 2 Quail eggs soak in stewed with Thai herbs (A) quail eggs boiled (CON),

(B) quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by infusion method (INF),

(C) quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by digestion method (DIG),

(D) quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by decoction method (DEC)

293



M5A1TNEAT 40(2): 287 - 300 (2567)

ngun1Imanasau uazlunszuaunisliaanaienu
fuaslng ¥nldqoyduansdsznen tdud dinna
Twesfiazanzinld 1 nsaueanesin uaz
ansilsznevituen denased AuastAlunislmi
UATAINANYIIURILTAR (Arias-Rico et al., 2020)
nsanasresanfiulamsalungunismaassd 2,
3uay 4 Lﬁmﬂ?ﬂmﬁﬂuﬁundumuqm ilegann
Aslulamse dszneusan saparsueu lalasiau
wazeandiau nuldvaly u dhana uils aglag
Tnataiau iludy deluitadanflulansmily
dautlsznen ieldpanufeuiingeluiusz
Vl,a‘immugﬂﬁmmﬁﬂﬁiuLaqmmfm%wifa
Aunylansandantnedasy Waulsasnassouay
azaneinlg (Sampao, 2020) vinlurlanzanesinly
anmislirnuiengs uazdauansiueaniilaseaing
Wuﬁmﬂim@umﬂmm@mum 1 ‘Em@ﬂmﬂﬂmu
ﬂuuuiamaﬂm (OH-group) Taatirmasiinfing
mnmmiu‘lﬁuL@Q@mmmaﬂim@uWu@aﬂ Aa nglag
(Glucose) WATWLNIFIINFNUIZUINNETUTzNaL
Huedndaaiues vileassznaufluedniuansiu
fagnsdsznauiluedn ﬁmﬁfﬁﬁwﬁmmﬂ@%m:
LL@Ziﬂ@‘ﬂuWﬂ\‘iT@WJ‘ﬁla’m’]ﬁ‘ﬂLﬁflﬂﬂﬂﬁ‘Lﬁﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁ‘Eﬂ
aanTindu veslasiu uasTy L@ﬂ@%‘u"] paEnTT Wazmas
1&11@imw,mﬂum'amw@mammLm (Srisawat, 2012)
fatiuansilszney phenolics Assaniuinmaiidy
a19sueandindu denalitiunuanslulameely
n@;umiwm@mﬁ' 4 DEC ﬁ@ﬁnfjmzjummmm%uj

ﬂ?mmﬁﬂumﬁumswmmﬁ' 2 INF
n@;umiwmmﬁ' 3DIG Lmzﬂq;\lmmmmﬁl 4 DEC
laiumnansasneldadnAtynieadia (P>0.05) usiile
Liﬁ'ﬂmﬁﬂuﬁm@jmm?mmmﬁ 1 CON uANFNaeeing
HildAyneada (P<0.05) Tnaynngunimaans
Tsunnsilgesannainae 1% taginae sznausae
lodien feraz 40 uazmanlsfiasaz 60 dvlungw
nsmeaesd 2, 3 uax 4 Wuldunnszmduaning
e 9 1fin ayuwlnsusazafiadlodoney iy

doutsrneau Wiy 39 13 Faansu/100 n5u pzlaf

6 NAANTN/100 NFN UaNLAY 12 NAaaNTN/100 NH
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nanlun 11 Ja8nFu/100 nFu NLing) 4 Aaanu/
100 NFN @LTeunid 31 Haansu/100 NN UAay
1 AaANFN/100 NFu (calforlife, 2023) FafuAadana
ﬁi@ﬁmmﬁwﬁlﬁmmLermrfi’Nrmedeiumu@m
Aunguldunnsznisiuayulng

A L* iiludAnAf uad19 danatludas
60.60 114 83.81 emsluﬂ@mmimmm\m 1 CON 19
M’mmwmm, A1 a* AthuenANuddequay
Auns agllutag -2.61 D4 -7.75 ﬂz\\'ummmmﬁ
2 INF meaumimmw 3 DIG Iummﬁmﬂua
mmmmmmmmmun@umammmu WAZAN
AuLludwaes b ﬂ@umimmmw 2 INF 1%An
pradudindesgeiign lnardlundazngs
NNINARBANAANINATAYAMADY (curcumin) AN
a0 wprafiugy 59AdmnALaE9 (chlorophyll) aanly
NTNZA NTINTY ATITUNY WATTNATANALAY 109 Uay
‘Lsi’]l:m (anthocyanin) AaMNNAN LAY mﬂmy' ﬁLﬁﬂ
annseandinduresarsngunediueaifleslu
Waayulng (Shoji 2007) wnsndxidliTuladanaasin
WA L* a* uaz b* uansneiu Ingannuanismaaed
WU ﬂ@:mwmamﬁ 2 INF A1 a* (Armanudlug
\BeAund) uaz b* (ArANLuAinaeq) ganding
ma‘wmmﬁluj Haeannnssadinislfacuieuls
denasesendngansdluasuinsingn o aia e
WranauMeasnssu uazdu Inannsduliidues
ayulwsiidanadimnn desannaaelsiladline
sanufen e ldiunanufeulaawiluile Inaw
(pheophytin) 111 M@ el aauiudidansiinia
(Phonchalermphong & Rattanapanon n.d.)

Burniuednuaza1sinueandndy a9
launnszmiduayulnsing 9 linfaanssudsnig
AFPTILANFANGTIL HANTNARBINLIN WANFNSaENaT]
HudAtynneans (P<0.05) %an@:umiwmmﬁ' 4
DEC f13unndluedn uaziFunnuanssueendindis
Qqndﬁn@:umimmmﬁlu ‘Emn@:umim@mﬁ 2 INF
uaz NguNIIMAaesd 3 DIG lumsldgmuugisn
mezmmmz%u”lummﬁmuuiwﬁ?q 9 1A AR
WBunuansiuednuazanssnueeninduilaandn
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o v % d‘ % %
N1saNAAILNI9AN LHe9aN NzuaunIsliAuia
livnaanisaadaeslasaaiafiguardounas
199U1A1891ATA FegneesaataAiunaniou
iAnn1sasuutlaslaseainearsngnai
dl o ¥ v v o o 1
ndudaulinateidulasaairalugteynudfng
wiani1gsanAaiuAnlaseafisayiusuasans
woneARTeangenIsTanInlaNINI (Potisate &
Wutthinithisanand., 2021) AAAARBINUNITANHIUDY
Settharaksa et al. (2012) NAn#1a1sUsznaLWUe@N
vanunlungayulnsiidudounanaaaaTaauny
gusurinAanaenlianiuFeunsvauguugi 100

= = N a A a
paALTAEeE N1TH1uansuaanuINNINNg NN
121 a3Angai@ad lunnszasiaan wiludouaes
UFnnouanssiueendiadu wudn Ngoungi 121
a9A AT A HUFN a8 ueand IaduNINng
Pgnumni 100 a9 aaLEaa Lay Tomaino et al.

% aa g
(2005) Anwn@NENaIB9ANNTUABONEAILELYA
BaszuazasriLlszneumainiiveniufimensziean
PRBINALNETA WL Nz ansfueenTuedug
lusziupnaeud 120 esAaiFes Weidauiud
3YAU 80 UAY 100 @A LTALTEA
AN INLU AN

HANT9ILA AN WIHeANAATa 1N
nsznsuayulnglneg 9 48ia Aounssudsnisann
anulnsumanenaiu (Table 2) Wud AAINWEY
A8 ATLAAILINGIAATIAATUITUININITNARLY
O U
vdnileduda wiseeuldiunispeaAfuen (Wu
et al., 2017) aniTAnstianiziunteluiiaaung
wareileANaINNsnTevesAlsznanluiiiaainng
lun1ssuns@aanInaInnIInaAafges (Gupta
et al., 2007) ANNTWANFINTDNNAULAAIDANAIINL
d‘ o 1 dl < dl IS @ Y S o
fvinliannstudeadiataouudsiasusinasan
Banie Aunieluguanaanaugiunsnnaulsaed

dﬂl v A dl d’l A o 1
pnuLREala Ae useildlunsihravsaunaetig

o = o 1 da e
aunseiudagy nedudaetnanldnenisnane
Hardness Cohesiveness Wae Springiness (Civille &
Szczesniak 1973) wansingad1ellddad1Arynns
405 (P>0.05) WAAINITNIZAA AD uRAaald b

nsRaidaLladuiaaanandacing videayld
AUAN NI 109/ 29N UAT AN TN RATE
Anduauninuuedefesldusameiadaaanann
T PRI R R G RN PR Cx I P TR Gy
L AUA0 TN LR AT LN RS NN TLAEN
uAnA19eE 19 Nl g1ATYNI9ata (P<0.05) Falu
mﬁmmim@wﬁ' 4 DEC NuwaltiuAraanuuds uaz
m”m'm‘l,wmﬁTfa‘wﬁ*@mﬁumﬂﬂfifm@iuma‘wmmﬁlu
egann m'mLiuﬂi’ummﬁmguvl,mmm@ﬁifa@mmw
[Heduraredliznaannnisaeninuuteaslings
nasialnseainelilsfy (Kaewmanee et al., 2013)
wiliiganasiennadiluens (Table 1) gLty
ffmmnﬂ?mmﬁﬂﬁqnﬁmmx (Bond water) uannu
Bunasinagsy defunashfiangeanuiuiiees-
uAndanaralnsaadie uslidenamadTuao
mm%u (Thanonkaew & Ruangklay, 2016) \W31e
Wlafnnsqoydedianani wazdsinuinaiiues
fifed lufgayulnedenasafianisanazneunay
mailaeulaslassainetiesiy (Siebert et al., 1996)
TnemaaWuea (polyphenol) lnanslunguansilsznen
Auaa (phenolic compounds) ﬁ@;m‘imm%’ww
wRiduaaumuuelsuain (aromatic ring) AflRau
wylamsanda (hydroxyl group) ﬁiquﬁumjumﬂm’
a4l1lsAn NH-CO Faifluanslsnanaeslaseaing
11/3R1 Uaz -OH, -NH 48z -COOH @nunsaauiuiuss
lalnsiaudnuinsradlasasialianu fufulnsaing
TlsAufemnuniud (Zhou et al., 2018) LaziN"3g
n3Ana981Aty Shikimic acid luitayulnglne
wuan WlumsznwunsaTANA (Ratanadachanakin,
2015) %qﬁi@ﬁuﬁwﬁmfimm%ﬁﬁﬂ@wL%wiaﬁ’u
TusAumaneriiaiefinuoasu iy iedesdas
nand ESEM wunisgausanuiilu granular ana
59907229 INANUeA YT NTATARN wazlUshu
(Xue et al. 2022) v lan ez deduiaredlaun
mmmuuiwmﬂﬁmmmmiﬂ ABAARBITLNG-
NAABITDI Xue et al. (2022) ANHIANHLNILAN
manwn lassaieqaniauarinseadaluanaaasl
gmanmsdnsuasTlarnseaalisiiu wdn nax
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nnaaesildruas Elarndaafinannuudusees
laalianadugenalidaa iy uas
ma‘ﬂa‘zﬂfauﬁzﬁ']ﬁmmﬂum A2 IWanuea (Chen
et al., 2015; Hou et al., 2009) fuadeniafiniuae
TsAufiazanatinldluldanadenasalnseainaas
gasTisAuipausu UL (Zhou e al, 2019)
AN U TERNANAE
AUNINNSLlszamdndaasldunnsen
Fuanulnslng 9 1iia Fardinisaaiuansinay
(Table 4) WUI1 ANNLTS S8R LazANTaLine TN
umnsineaegldidudAtynieaia (P>0.05) wsl
snwuzdaang (8) AnufAnauzndu uazndu
uansngad19ldag1Aynieais (P<0.05) Tae
anwmrauzdeng (A) sesldunnszniayulnsine
9 %4iim ﬁamgmﬂ’mmﬁuﬁu (curcuminoids) Wa e
Aqzq aanlunzna wsznn (chlorophyll) FaRv04
Tdunnsemanulnsmnuassaealaniudmans
Uud389 ANMNTNLAZERUIBIALANANNATNATNNT
arin Inegnaseu iazuuudnumzdang @) laun
m:mmjummmm‘ﬁ' 1 CON g4nINNguNIINAAEY
7l 2,3 uaz 4 iesangnemadulfivgua Flidu
wauazudanai winanilsaunenlunguldun

nszmasulnsannsaiai 338 wudn dnadew
Iiazuundneuzlsng @) ﬂ@'mmimmm‘ﬁ' 2 INF,
NGuNNIMAREST 3 DIG umnsireainglifiiad Ay
N194DA (P>0.05) Lmeiuﬁ'VLé’mLLuuﬁﬂﬂ‘ﬁ'zﬁmiﬁm
mjuma‘mmm‘ﬁl 4 DEC (P<0.05) fiaaann1ssiu
Wuasnisannayulnslaaldaaiufougedanalii
UFuAnudniuesdnnn aenndesiuAld a*
La b* (Table 2) T,mmmﬁ“mﬁmuuiwsrﬁ’wmﬁm
DEC d4aamanisaasiaasnaalsias ynldldun
nrzmfidduandeuiudidainna (Figure 1)
Lﬁmﬂ?mmﬁﬂuﬁuﬁ%ﬁ'uﬂ ARNFANTIUZNAW uAY
nau gnaasuliny LLuun@umawmmm 1 CON 44
mm@um@m@m@u aann ngNNIIMAaeslaun
ﬂianmumguiwm 3 NquNNIMARDY An1stiaNIy
ﬁumﬂuﬁ@mmmﬂuﬂdwn@iumsmm@fam’ﬁ' 1 CON
(Table 3) 'ffi\‘iﬁﬂﬁﬁmmmuﬁm@famm“lumﬂﬁ?m
Winanna avnlaseairslsivlaanafivuausiui
Ay nfﬁlum@muﬂwa‘ﬁ'Ltﬁ@”ivﬁummmummu,m'm
yanaldviniu Tmﬂmuiumiumm@umuuim
iflesannnauusaivlyl uAsasnAuaznisten iy
Tausondnaasuliazunuuansieiuatnglld
URIANATYUNNADE (P>0.05)

Table 3 Texture properties of quail eggs with Thai herbs in different cooking method

Quail eggs CON INF DIG DEC
Hardness (g) ™ 6.33 £ 1.41 6.51 £ 1.01 6.82 +1.60 741 +204
Adhesiveness (g.sec) 0.05 +0.02° 0.08 + 0.03% 0.29 + 0.24° 0.20 +0.17%
Cohesiveness ™ 0.43 +0.10 0.36 + 0.02 0.35+0.03 0.37 +0.08
Gumminess ™ 2.68 +0.23 2.38 +0.41 2.35+0.49 2.72+0.75
Chewiness " 0.02 +0.00 0.02 +0.00 0.01 +0.00 0.02 + 0.00

*Note: CON (Control), INF (quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by infusion method), DIG (quail eggs

boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by digestion method) and DEC (quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from

extraction process by decoction method)

Mean + standard deviation with different letters within the same row are significantly different at P < 0.05

ns (not significant) =
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Table 4 Sensory of quail eggs with Thai herbs in different cooking method

Quail eggs CON INF DIG DEC
Appearance
Color 7.71+1.70° 6.00 + 2.38° 6.12 +2.31° 4.43 +2.34°
Body and Texture
Hardness ™ 7.02 +1.65 6.21 + 2.07 6.55a + 1.73 6.27 +1.78
Mouthfeel 7.33+1.76° 6.00 + 2.49° 5.90 +2.13° 6.02 + 1.90°
Odor 6.38 + 2.19° 5.21+2.62° 5.31 + 2.64%° 5.93 + 2.25%
Flavor "™ 7.02+1.94 6.07 + 2.50 6.33+2.13 6.24 +2.10
Overall ™ 6.90 + 1.92 5.93 +2.48 6.09 + 2.38 5.97 +2.05

*Note: CON (Control), INF (quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by infusion method), DIG (quail eggs

boiled with Thai herbs from extraction process by digestion method) and DEC (quail eggs boiled with Thai herbs from

extraction process by decoction method)

Mean + standard deviation with different letters within the same row are significantly different at P < 0.05

ns (not significant) = mean + standard deviation within the same row are insignificantly different at P > 0.05

G
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