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UNANED

midelundsilfitaguarasaifiofnumavesdamaruioundlng (Cucumis melo) notilunszurunmsviin
Tnlumdlne Tuamefinieam qrssueyyadasy uarnsseufumassamdudavomwdniun Inslvdnsauie
waslnenet (W/v) 3 gns Taun 1:1 (T1) 1:3(T2) wag 1:5(T3) wstnene Saccharomyces cerevisiae Lalvin EC-1118
TnedSuannvdumilnivsinamendsiiazarstila 22 ssuing was pH luws 3.8-4.2 Taaan 15 $u Tunisuth wa
msfnmmunUTinuveudsitazaneihlafeun (15S) fwnlusanas Ineidleduannszuiuniswlinia 3 gas fan TSS
WU 8.30+1.65 7.10+0.10 way 5.53+0.59 asmuing awdiyu dmsuliinaueansgeatsiivualuniindy Taefud
15 flanmiusesay 10.80+2.30 11.77+0.12 waz 10.57+0.38 lagusuas mudsu nglunuauunnaneiueensd
ﬂ’ﬂﬁ’lﬁ’fgmqaaﬁﬁﬁzﬁumwL%aﬁuéuasJaz 95 A1 pH wazUSanansavioaun (TA) lufuit 15 an pH AU 3.6820.02
3.22+0.07 uay 2.92+0.08 uaz A1 TA WNFUsoEay 0.32+0.03 0.29+0.03 uay 0.28+0.02 twinaeu3uas aud iy
(p=0.05) ﬁ’m%"uqwégﬂuauaﬂaﬁaiglgﬁ’lmiﬁmzn 2 a1 fie UsumansiueAniianan LLazqw%fﬁT’mmgzﬂaaﬁinw?%
DPPH wuvvis 2 Anaefluusluaiintunuszezinan nsluiuil 15 fuSunaansiluedn 90.05+2.88 72.97+7.18 wax
75.63+9.84 fadnfuunadnnedadans LLazm'mmmﬁﬂiummuwuawﬂaﬁasmmﬁu 0.83+0.12 0.930.06 Lay
0.93+0.07 fiadnsulnsdongnedadans (p=0.05) Fadmdusosaznisdudanifu 56.85+9.50 41.84+7.78 uax
33.71+9.10 mami"dizLﬁumwi:amé’uﬁamﬂt;gmaau 30 AU NUTIATHULATIE NAU SENR wazaTveulneTINYes

4 3 gmseglusgauliunand (p=0.05)
Adfey: uwaslng lu asmueuyadasy Luwaly

ABSTRACT

This research aimed to study the effect of the Thai melon (Cucumis melo) pulp-to-water ratio on the
physicochemical properties, antioxidant activity, and sensory acceptance of Thai melon wine. Three
formulations with different Thai melon pulp to water ratios (w/v) were used: 1:1 (T1), 1:3 (T2), and 1:5 (T3). The
fermentation was conducted using Saccharomyces cerevisiae Lalvin EC- 1118, with the initial conditions
adjusted to a total soluble solids (TSS) content of 22 °Brix and a pH ranging from 3.8 to 4.2 for a period of 15
days. The results showed a decreasing trend in TSS; at the end of the 15-day fermentation process, the TSS
values for the three formulations were 8.30+1.65, 7. 10+0. 10, and 5.53+0. 59 °Brix, respectively. The alcohol
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content exhibited an increasing trend, reaching 10.80+2.30%, 11.77+0.12%, and 10.57+0.38% (v/v) on day 15,
respectively, with no statistically significant difference at the 95% confidence level. On day 15, the pH values
were 3.68+0.02, 3.22+0.07, and 2.92+0.08, and the titratable acidity (TA) values were 0.32+0.03%, 0.29+0.03%,
and 0.28+0.02% (w/V), respectively (p=0.05). Two parameters of antioxidant activity were investigated: total
phenolic content and DPPH radical scavenging activity. Both values tended to increase over time. On day 15,
the total phenolic contents were 90.05+2.88, 72.97+7.18, and 75.63+9.84 mg GAE/mL, and the antioxidant
capacities were 0.83+0.12, 0.93+0.06, and 0.93+0.07 mg TE/mL (p=0.05), which accounted for inhibition
percentages of 56.85+9.50%, 41.84+7.78%, and 33.71+9.10%), respectively. The sensory evaluation by 30
panelists revealed that the scores for color, odor, taste, and overall liking for all three formulations were at a

moderate level (p=0.05).

Keywords: Thai melon, Wine, Antioxidant, Fruit Wine

1. uni

firsdwnaduiividenugnlulszindlng Tnsanizaamieneuuy wu unsnn uady wasy waumgy
Wnves uzsy (Tanma & Tipkumpo, 2019) idudieluana Cucumis ﬁw%iylﬁuimlﬁyﬁiuqagau anunsaUSuR iU
anmuanaeulaiuazUgnlaluyngdmenessana Tasundlneluvssmalnglaumsnssmeiuginnduaiun
gunquueskarylnegunng q Jagtulinsgnitentsaiuniu tnsunseannsndnuilaelavissaoousasa
un uenanidaduiiviidarumumunelsauazutasingiivlainniiensnaunssinduiivgnluduasvgia naoouves
unslvefenluduinanviouussu iy n1snes aqunagniswviuduresnu waziedesiu 1wy thngfundlne thudda
wagiiwalsl Tnsundlne i duunasansomsiifiguendmivimgse Tneusenounis Iniiu wen-ualsiiu nsalian 510
913309 ansUsenauiiuedn [siy dna wavarseengminisdaninvatesiin uenaind fnuasifinnaenditu
UseTonl 1y wnUan Auuziss ALY Auoyyadass AuNSnLAY Augadn aunsiausalunssing $u
Jaany waznsunuaeiu (Suwannarach et al., 2024)

huiduiedesdudssinnuoaneseadidninuiuuies9e1iuu Ussnauaisansdrdyuansvin 1y
iofiaueanagea 1 arstulawnsn ndiluea Sailen ouley anslnd Janiu LAZLTEIAAN 9 (Thepkaew, 2012)
hudundesduueaneseaiinannisledanuminduinogu fanazlednalunalilunsaiyduiaddeudu
Loanesea wazn1sansvaulnoanles Tudagtuinmainalunaresiaunanln wu wwn dulssn Aui wazaw
B lala Ssananseidnuazeoniuunssinunanlniladnae 1wy usdeina uasen T2 wazaniies idunu
(Suwanposri et al., 2022) ﬂ%qﬁuLLmIij:umiU'%Iﬂﬂm%ﬁumqLﬁaﬂﬁé”mﬂﬂ'mﬁuimqa%u asalnluwalylasuan
fomAniulunaineseneides iosmndunstmandanensineeslunesduinasnsendnuananausad
vannvane ludaduadesiufiduselosneanie wasdiamsaialelunisusznaveimsle wenaind Tdsd
assnaunssunme lnefaumsaneudswomisiinlsailavndontazarudulaingdlanisanluiuan
(LDL) wasdisilasiud (HOL) anunseluiduemsiaiuduiugdaelsaummniu msuilnaluiuasdntosasaistiss
szuualauagvaonien wavansnssiuanuiunssaunuiemudnninale nisuilnalulimaiunanenarisan
mmL?iawaqmﬁl,ﬁmiiﬂuxL%ﬁ’ﬂgLLawxL%qéauqﬂwmﬂleﬁﬂﬁyw (Boonsupa, 2011; Higgins & Llanos, 2015)

dosnundlnegndunaluiifiegnafvinuduasiunidslang shlnfneugydendanmaiuieuas
delomamaaswgiamndmungluiiunat esslsfinm undlnefinuaud@nmnzauesed dunsinvsinidy

WATDIRN LTI INTUTINUIMASIINMANBaRaNTEUIUNITINIUYRTan BnadignuluniennAmIalnsuInIsuas

84



R ] N R DEEEEE—.,

RMUTTO Research Journal Vol.19 No.1 (January - June 2026) ISSN 3027-8325 (Online)

DOI: 10.63271/rmuttorj.v19i1.271523
ansmueyyadasy evslsfionu mamuauauauTRmaednonmuazmsinwasddyssminssuiunsinluli
undlvedslufisenunisfne dundnefidnvundodufauasUsumiiunnnisnegy msfmunsnmaiud
wanzavazassanetatewmail uenani nsrvrumsmindsdinanemaivasuulasesansusznauiluedn n1sm
é’mﬁﬂa'am?'immsau?jqﬁmmﬁwLﬂuaéwéﬁLﬁa%’ﬂmauQammﬁamﬁﬁrzsﬁiﬂﬂaau%’uiﬁ muﬁiﬂﬁ’vmimmmL%muumaa
mw?mawa@m: (DPPH) Tndesnnigandsduannisniin Fsaennnestuuumiansideludagiuiyaiuunis
asuasednenmveshunalulmduaiosiufioguam Afassenoufiuednuazansauoyyadaseged uainnig
ﬁwmmawauw%észmwﬂizmumi‘mﬁﬂ (Hur et al., 2014; Boondaeng et al., 2022) ety Meidonavianliuan
undlve Felundsundusumdunsdaogmafvinvuarandymmandmmamanuasudeis uwdadunsia

yanviuingaulunestiu awaSumslausslevunnninenseseaua warassassandndumasesnuniuionivum

v
o

nEUANIANUNBINITVRIH USIAlUTIRTUlBnAIe uiTeluaselddliTngussasaiioAnwinarednsaiuile

v

wislnepatlunsyuunsulinliuundlve TuawaudAniaeiinnenin grsniueuyadasy uazn1seeusumalseay

Fuita Wardunuimalunsiaundssaunbhuwnlneidaunwnsll

q

2. A5n15NAang

2.1 unslng
wdlnefilalunsdnuluadailosnanaainmauia 3 dualudios sunewies Smdamvsysa lae
dndenangnaundlnefigniiud fivdonauysaarlufsestwionnds tanatsharwazenanouilulea
2.2 Baduazmsinsoadadiudu
SLUﬂ’liﬁﬂ“ls}’]fﬁ% gaﬁir‘v]’mmihy’l Saccharomyces cerevisiae Lalvin EC-1118 (Lallemand Inc.) Tun1s
wifnlagly USinm 0.8 n¥u dwfuimin 4 dns vhnisugnianiaglaaduihazerafigumnivssanm 35-37 o
Wwaldua Usuiu 15 1adans AuLul 9 Ty fisls 20 Wit aududunles
2.3 fupsumawdssmiminlniundlne
nandsuiminuaslneduannisiuadlneinandvazein ndwhmaniaisuasaumineen
uardsinideomduiiorontundnelelunszuiumanin Tasuuseenidu 3 gas fo 1:1 (T1) 1:3 (T2) uag 1:5 (13) ¥
msvifndsas 4 Ans S 3 91 Usulndvinuvendsiiarmethlavun 22 esauing lasmsfsinianseen
ndurhinisusunn pH Imaﬂﬁ@mw%m%ﬂiﬁagjhm 3.8-4.2 ¥nsa et potassium metabisulfite
(KMS) 0.15 n31/ans andufivansomsiugannie diammonium hydrogen phosphate [(NHg),HPO,; (DAP)] 0.5
N31/8ms uag yeast extract 0.4 n3u/Ans Aaiishs 24 Frludlugungiives dsmnduiindodaniisdenliadudmin
vinsvsinduna 15 Su iudiosian 9 3 Yu ieAnwinuast@niaaiinienmn LLﬁSi]V]éGT’mEJHMMaaﬁW Lﬁa??u?jm
nszuruMIMIn ¥inseRnnsuiinlaensifis KMS 0.15 n3u/ans wazthussalavin ndsandurilvlalaslonis

anazneumeaiuiung 3 Ju feangll ¢ swwadea uanihlunaaeunisszamduda

2.4 NMIAATANYIAENUATNATINIENN
yhmslemennaausimaadinenmsznamanin leasen feil
24.1 Apniviinaveudsiiazatenld (Total Soluble Solid; TSS)
19 Refractometer Inglaviaanvsagaiiognsiinesnisiaveansuuunuuian 1-3 vien Jad way

DIUANTITEAULAUTIBRBAUNUAN (Sirikhansaeng et al., 2022)
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2.4.2 Aasiviunueanaged
USinniueanaseaiiszlasnisly Ebulliometer wyaifionvasinduuisuiisudugaiion
Thuunsle (Sirikhansaeng et al., 2022)
2.4.3 Aasizianudunsa-ane (pH)
Ansngneanudunsa-aseaiendlasluiaias pH Meter (AOAC, 2000)
2.4.4 ApmiUSinansaauadilnmsald
Dndree1eUiuns 10 fiadans aduviaguaamauin 100 faddns Mnufsinduiaeg 30

a

1ad8m5 waynen phenolphthalein s98ag 1 91UU 2-3 nen AnUulmnsenslufeulansenlyn NAuwLUL 0.1

¢ N

uesuen uasaraedsududvuyeou Tnonisidsudaznesasiiidunatesnsues 30 Juft Sufinudunsves
Toifeilansonleniily ndumanade wasvhnmssummyiinunsnimusluzuvesinin (Fauasmin Joomwong
& Katdee, 2020)
2.5 msﬁnmﬂ%mmawsﬂsznavﬂuaﬁﬂﬁawuﬂLLazqw"anﬁﬁ'ma%aﬁasz
2.5.1 ﬂ‘%mmmsﬂsznavﬂuaﬁnﬁy’wm (Total phenolic content)
AnwuTinaansusenoufluedniisnun faulasain Butsat (2018) Tnsdindieens feesay
10 lulpsdns aslunau 96 well-plate vii Folin-Ciocalteu reagent 50 tulaséing iala 5w waadn ooy
ATUBLUA e8aw 10 U3uns 40 lailashns nifufsmiindu 150 lulasdns deiislilugnumafives 1 42lus anduily
fnansganduuasiinnuenindu 760 wilumng wagAiuumUumsusznauiluedniiaualaeifisutuns
mmgmmﬁaxawmmLmaﬁﬂﬁmmLﬁu%‘u 10 20 40 80 uay 100 lalasniunedns
2.5.2 MIAUBYLadETEAEAS DPPH (2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl scavenging)
Any1gns n1snuoyyadasenae3s DPPH dalUaain Butsat (2018) Tastiniog1auTua
1 faddns Mnsdumisaiinimisiseu 10,000 seunewdl Wunan 10 ul gamnil 4 ssmiwaldys ntudiun

fheensviinay 10 lulasdns wawhnisideanadu 2 wnvesiesnauiuy ameteniuea 10 lulasans nduiRuaisavans

=

DPPH A anuny 0.1 fiadTuans 180 lalasdns adlunqu 96-well plate sefishaluifiafigumaiveaduna 30
iludnmanuansalumsnuoyyadastlasifisuivasazarsanmnsgulnsdont (Trolox Equivalent Antioxidant
Capacity; TEAC) fiamnaunuy 0.05-0.4 fadluas LLazﬁwu’Jmm;@ﬂasmié’uégna%aﬁaig (% Inhibition) ¥8s#18874
PNANNTT

Ao = A

% n3tfuga DPPH = x100

Ao
We A = NMIRANAULAITRILUMIA (18N1UBA 95%+DPPH)

A= MIQANGUNAIURIANTHIDEN (Fee yiTeasaratou1nsgIulnsdond+DPPH)
2.6 NMINAHRUNUTEEMAUAE
msnagouiiiumsiusensesssun1sifeluuyus [BTURB No. 2569/135 (17)] Tugmaaoudiluniu
msfineluduan 30 au Aifiony 20-50 9 auesiuintesiuLeanosen guamudeuss ludinsen Wuuyas veiuse¥a
unkoanesen uadlne warBan lasormadamesduseunsumeauasinslauaraiusoginsmageulanaoniian
Taglufinansznula 4 msvsediuamniwlnlauuunaaey 9-Point Hedonic Scale MaunuMInaaaskuUANluUSon

auysead (RCBD) Inglapmeaeuiduvioniiolnazuuuarueu 4 a1 lawn @ ndu sav1f wazauveulngsdy
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2.7 MIIATITANGEDR

N5ATIENVRYALALIATIENANNLUTUTIU (ANOVA) vinmsileuifisuaiadenisds Duncan’s

Multiple Range Test (DMRT) fiszupnuidesiusesas 95 meTusunsu SPSS 11asdu 25

3. NANTSNNADILAZIANTAINE

3.1 ndszvinaaalfmaaivadlniwndnelusewinenisudin

MnnsAnunsUasuudasunmmaadveshiuuadenuan Usina TSS filaannisinuiuanad
Figure 1 wurndloszeziianiaviiniutu an TsS fuualunanasmngns tnednisdsuuasesnannluyas 6 Yuusn
gosmandinlunndaogs Tae T1 Sanade TSS anadann 21.53 nde 8.57 o9rUING T2 anasan 21.67 iwde 7.37
9FUING WAy T3 9AA99N 21.43 1de 8.90 peUING WA NTuTl 6 A1 TSS vasvia 3 g3 Duurlunaeurnsnsd
Tne T1 ogluvas 8.30-8.57 earuing T2 agluwaa 7.03-7.37 83A1U3ns uaz T3 oglurae 5.53-8.90 83AUINY
nssfurminnueanoseataziiuuniu fauandlu Figure 2 fuTuuuoaneseaiiiutunngasluris 3-6 Yuusn
aensdaau Tae T1 T2 uaw T3 Tuwis 3 i’uLLﬁﬂﬁmiLﬂ?iﬁluLLﬂadﬁlﬁﬂ;aﬂas 01U 10.77+1.86 9.73+0.15 waz 6.73+0.99
TaeUsunns mudu Fdlumuannuuananesnafideddnsadaiisy fuaudeiiusesas 95 (020.05) swmeiiess
w3 3 ndsanudi 6 auéuqmmzmumwﬁﬂi’uﬁ 15 WUNUSHIILeANeBRYBLH 3 ans innlundieed Tneluiudi
15 wua1 T1 T2 way T3 dUSuaueanegeainifusosay 10.80+2.30 11.77+0.12 uaz 10.57+0.38 lnsuSunns
MUEFU (p20.05) awvpivsinueaneseaifingsduosneraniuas TSS anateseranidaluras 6 Yuusn inan
msigamaiyiulaluszszninas (Exponential growth phase) 3dlvthmaduuamdsnundnlunisasneaauas
WAMLEANDBEALLNTIgY ndsantufl 6 BanFuungssasasil (Stationary phase) tipsanUiinanimaluszuuanas
UisﬂauﬁummLsdumjyummuaamaaaéﬁqﬁu%uﬁuLﬂuﬁwiaLsuaé nlafanssunsuinvzasiiauarAInig q ARy 9
Asfl (Ribereau-Gayon et al., 2006) aeslsfiny ileAuganisvdnnuin T3 Ssasfiunluunisnfiuduresueanoson
087971 9 Anon 15 Fu Seneaingnsdu anvadunss T3 fdanamauniensgeiian shlniviuusnoimsig
aunnieundlnesiian asalvdanaiyidulngn nszvaunaudeuimadueaneseniwiniulussnam 4
LL@%I%L’J@?U’MWJI’]IUHNLﬂyﬂqli%ﬂ%ﬂﬂ‘ﬁ (Ribéreau-Gayon et al., 2006) USunaiuoanesoalunsAnuniinaae ey
NuATuue Joshi et al. (2016) Afnwnssdalnanueunguarlnueanssenturissesas 10-12 TngUsias Uium
Loanesoa i NT usEnINTEUINNIMTA fauduiusfunisanaswesUSuaeswdsiiazaredila (TSS) a1y

syoznanuly iewindanlvihaaduunasomsduiuniaasgiivle lnsdanazaasinaalunanaidunsa

a o C

UNIY ‘\]’IﬂﬁuﬁdL‘UgU‘NL‘G‘IALLE]@ﬂ@ﬁ@éLLﬁ%%’l"Uﬂ?%‘UE]ulfﬂ’ejaﬂVL"UG; (Sirikhansaeng et al., 2020) u@ﬂ‘\]’lﬂ"ﬁ NI¥UIUNTT
Fananailninasnassladu 9 TR WU NALwETEA weTMadlen nInTnITn nIALanRn waznsnesdnn
(Suwanposri et al., 2022) M3asuutasni pH LansAs Figure 3 dleisunszurunisnsinen pH 983 T1 T2 whag T3 &
wluvanaslu$ud 3 Taesl pH AU 3.51+0.02 3.02+0.04 waz 2.77+0.05 Aud1sy antuasBunsiilugaeiud 6
15 Wuan T1 §lA1 pH 885811919 3.63-3.68 T2 8858119 3.19-3.27 WAz T3 aysemne 2.88-2.92 Taglutudl 15 T3 4
anudunsagaiige Tnefian pH Andigawniu 2.92+0.08 seaawAe T2 1A 3.2240.07 wag T1 AU 3.68+0.02
(p<0.05) LLajﬁmm;ﬂmimaaa%ﬁmiﬂ%’uhw pH uaz TsS Suaulvlnalfissiu wanuinfiosunsyurunsdn A
aosnduiisnsmaanasitlamitu Tae T3 fia1 pH anaasiign (2.92+0.08) luvaisii T1 faanasussiian (3.68+0.02)
aildunaunain “mmqﬁWLWag (Buffering capacity)” Guaw%mmﬁaumiwaﬁLmﬂ@ﬁaﬁuiul,w{asqm T1 defliile
undlneunnitgagfinsnoriilunasussniivisinsannansn-nisluszuulaiing T3 Fudoarswiniian (Ribéreau-

Gayon et al., 2006; Domizio et al., 2023) n15AnE1UT LU TA (s08avUInYNABUSIAS Iugﬂﬂm%(ﬂ%ﬂ) qn19
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Wasuulasiiennasaiun pH Tudneauznniuessdnay fefinnsdsuntadiugs 3 Tuwsn niuarABUTIIAT
Tay T1 fa1 TA Funu wnfusesay 0.31£0.05 YnlinaeU3inms Ssgenan T2 wag T3 (p<0.05) fiflaumifusesas
0.12+0.01 uaz 0.10+0.02 dwiinmaUiuns AWy (p20.05) LﬁamzmumiuﬁﬂL%ﬁgj?hﬁuﬁ 6-15 T1 {13
Wasuulasen TA ansesaz 0.40+0.05 vu 0.38+0.04 0.41+0.05 uag 0.32+0.03 twrinaeUsinns awadu T2 §
MsLUaBuLUAIINTaEaY 0.39:+0.09 tu 0.35:0.03 0.36+0.01 uay 0.29+0.03 WvinAeUIu1ns MU waz T3
Wasuuwasansesas 0.34+0.04 1u 0.35+0.02 0.33+0.03 uay 0.28+0.02 tmtinAeUsung MU (Figure 4) N3
anaded pH inINNsavaNTeInsAdursolusTmamavin nande Wenszulumsuinduiuly Banasudnnse
SunFonns 9 Wiiudu (A1 TA geiv) dswalnauwuruveslslasaulessuluasazarefiudu an pH Teansiag
(Ribéreau-Gayon et al., 2006; Suwanposri et al., 2022) LLsﬁuﬂﬂi‘vlmaaqﬁpﬁé’mﬂﬂﬁyﬁuﬁﬂmﬁﬁma%ﬁu(;uﬁaums
Usuanme wnunliunsdsuasmendinisusuaninsnasg i dniuiienuaenaassiunguimsndinlg
waluiald mamsAnwiifaenaassfunuideres Chaikulsareewath & Singhapol (2016) fis1earunansAnynsuan
Ludulrsanauuasenimuliansaifintussmnsnssuiunisvin wasan pH axiinisanas fanugannsiisan
wAmeuleBuneswaninniflunissesametmaglasaduimangleauasilsning nglaafsgniudsudueniuea
wazarsveulaeenlen luszmnamsninazinisasensaiintu awalv pH anas waza TA Wfintu mswdsuulas
99 pH waw TA ludnvuzdl Domizio et al. (2023) lassuenifnnnanautitiivleslulwduisainnisiiegvesnsa

a a

BuNIEVANEYa WU NIANITNITN U1EN Te3N uazkaARn NIRBUVSELAaraTAINNITLANAILANAISTY LiTBNSA
wianluswdululiy agvhuisewavaseaunareanisiinindetuu Tuseninanisvdn nsnduniewaiiaviin
nsrviunsiduindeunvaty sauduussinne 4 lulw amalninnisanagneuveundelnuna@eunismsnuag

waadeumsinsnlanie Jadunalamaninieiinbudauan iidussuuinmesausssui

25
2 20 \
Q
o
Q 15 a
_q') -
3 10 a a a b
o . f; { 4
e a : a a ab
o a g 2
= > a a a
0
0 3 6 9 12 15

Day

Figure 1 Changes in total soluble solids of three Thai melon wine formulations

during a 15-day fermentation period
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Figure 2 Changes in alcohol content of three Thai melon wine formulations

during a 15-day fermentation period
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Figure 3 Changes in pH values of three Thai melon wine formulations
during a 15-day fermentation period
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Figure 4 Changes in total titratable acidity of three Thai melon wine formulations

during a 15-day fermentation period.
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3.2 HadnTeilsinauadnuazansinuayyadastluldundlneszudnanismdin
3.2.1 manUSunasnsuaaniiaviun
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Figure 5 Changes in total phenolic content of three Thai melon wine formulations

during a 15-day fermentation period
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fUaUId8v09 Boondaeng et al. (2022) ﬁﬁﬂmmmyma%aﬁaﬁw?w?% DPPH Tulauduuysn wmﬂqm%(ﬁywuawa
Saszanifintussninenavnaes uazaennaesuILidores Konwar & Kardong (2019) fifnwinisvsinualunsena
Syzygium 1973'1Emmdwmzmumwﬂ’mﬁﬂﬁﬁwmwiy'mawa853:Lﬁw“u’ymﬁmﬁauﬁuﬁ’mahjam Tnerinsnnalud
Arwannsalunisiidneyyadassiiuiu lneanistinouyadasuifiniunnsesay 54 luhnalian iusosay 86-
95 Tutiwisin miLﬁmﬁu‘uaqqm%‘ﬁywa%aSaiﬂmzmwmwﬁmﬁmmﬂﬂi:mumwﬁmhaﬂiss?umiﬂszﬂauﬁwﬁzy
i weullweniiu uavansusenoufiuedndu q senuaninghu dwmalngninueyyadassfiuuiniy venani
aundeflalunsvingsiimsvantaseninorilunaslinanadu 4 anduanm orafansanadedinduesln uay
Tndfluealns « Afgvsnueyyadaszgatuluszmamantn madfiutuvesquinueyyadasznalndananduiunes
o1fduansm enaiduangil T1 Sawannsonueyyadaszesnulnggn sesasuniie T2 uay T3 adunauan
AT UesSITE L oundlenot 9nnsAnymuan sosasnssusteyyadaselulauystunsetuTinaansi
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Figure 6: Changes in antioxidant capacity (TEAC) of three Thai melon wine formulations

during a 15-day fermentation period
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Figure 7: Percentage of free radical inhibition (% Inhibition) of three Thai melon wine

formulations during a 15-day fermentation period.

Table 1 Consumer acceptance of three Thai melon wine formulations during a 15-day

fermentation period

Sensory Evaluation

Sample

Color Aroma Taste Overall Liking
1:1 (T1) 6.50+1.43" 5.93+1.68™ 6.13+1.78™ 6.00+1.63"
1:3(T2) 6.27+1.36"™ 5.80+£1.58™ 6.27+1.68"™ 6.07+1.62"
1:5 (T3) 6.40+1.40™ 5.63+1.69™ 5.53+1.87™ 6.07+£1.76"

Note ns indicates no significant difference (p=>0.05).
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geufumeUsramdudavedhuundive Tnevihnisvifnidussesinan 15 fu nuanideduganisviin e TSS via 3 gus ey
Tuw29 5.53-8.30 09A1U3NY HUSIALBANDBOAINNTUTEBAE 10.80+2.30 11.77+0.12 ua 10.57+0.38 lnsU3uns
MUY (p=0.05) §A1 pH aq'ism"m 2.92-3.68 (p<0.05) UaLA TAlusUnsngn3n Wnfuseay 0.32+0.03
0.29+0.03 WA 0.28+0.02 tniinnou3uns AUy (p=0.05) Tuﬂ'1iﬁmsnﬂmuaw'liasluﬂﬂﬁﬁy’luaqa@Saix lag
AnwuSinaasiuedniiaun qméﬂﬁ@?ﬂua%aéaizﬁyﬁa%‘% DPPH LLasﬁyaaazﬂwsé’ugqa%aﬁaiz wuN U
uedniauediuuluufissiutunuszernanlunisuin wuioirugvdnsauoyyedasy wassesasmsdiudeyya
dase Taglymesluiiniunindenns 2 i nsmaaeunisszamduda wun msdsaiduluyniveediuia 3
ans danfilnaldestu (p=0.05) Tasyuslaalumssensulnundlneluynifivseglussduseuuiunans win T1 fn1g
gousUAzuLUANLTEUlAYT NGRS 3 gnT 6.40+1.63 Azuuu uagla¥uAsILLNIAILE 6504143 uagaTy
NAY 5.93+1.68 igegaivuiieriu tieidumssnsedunmnmuediuunsle nuATeiiveauonugdwiunmsiaune
gonfie AsAnyinavesnsulbfiAuiioanaunseanswessani uazaasinsgansUssnauiilnndusanie

insealietuge elduveyalunmsmuauunasgugunmnduamzveaundlng

5. AARNSSUUSENA

o [ a

ANEITEVUDUAMVANGNTANUINTIIVET UazAUeINg IanT AnIneImansuazinalulal 1 Ine1dy
VA YNYTYIN A IANBYLATIENEazdwIeANazadniun1TlyaUnI waviaIesdene 4 saudeaImud

wesuuRnmslumsaduayulneniddedisgasimed

6. LBNEITD19DY

AOAC International. (2000). Official methods of analysis of AOAC International (17th ed.).

Boonsupa, W. (2011). A study of wine fermentation from apple [Unpublished master's thesis]. Rajabhat Maha
Sarakham University. [in Thai]

Boondaeng, A., Kasemsumran, S., Apiwatanapiwat, W., Ngowsuwan, K., Vaithanomsat, P., Trakunjae, C., Janchai,
P., Jungtheerapanich, S., & Niyomvong, N. (2022). Fermentation condition and quality evaluation of
pineapple fruit wine. Fermentation, 8(1), 1-11. https://doi.org/10.3390/fermentation8010011

Butsat, S. (2018). Phenolic compounds and biological activity of extracts of various fractions of Reaw
(Amomun chinense C.) and product development of Amomum chinense C. leaf tea [Research report].
Rajabhat Maha Sarakham University. [in Thai]

Chaikulsareewath, A., & Singhapol, S. (2016). Wine production from pineapple mixed with carrot. Agricultural
Science Journal, 47(27, Suppl.), 165-169. [in Thail

Domizio, P., Luciano, A., Marino, A., Picariello, L., Forino, M., Errichiello, F., Blaiotta, G., Moio, L., & Gambuti, A.
(2023). Addition of organic acids to base wines: Impacts on the technological characteristics and the
foam quality of sparkling wines. Molecules, 28, Article 7423.
https://doi.org/10.3390/molecules28217423

Higgins, L. M., & Llanos, E. (2015). A healthy indulgence? Wine consumers and the health benefits of wine.
Wine Economics and Policy, 4, 3-11. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wep.2015.01.001

93



R ] N R DEEEEE—.,

ISSN 3027-8325 (Online) RMUTTO Research Journal Vol.19 No.1 (January - June 2026)
DOI: 10.63271/rmuttorj.v19i1.271523

Hur, S. J, Lee, S. Y.-C,, Choi, I, & Kim, G.-B. (2014). Effect of fermentation on the antioxidant activity in plant-
based foods. Food Chemistry, 160, 346-356. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.03.112

Joshi, V. K., Kumar, V., Chauhan, H., & Tanwar, B. (2016). Preparation and evaluation of muskmelon wine:
Effect of dilution of pulp, DAHP, pectinesterase enzyme and citric acid on physico-chemical and
sensory quality characteristics. World Journal of Biotechnology, 1(2), 56-63.
https://doi.org/10.33865/wjb.001.02.0007

Joomwong, A., & Katdee, W. (2020). Effects of brewing time period on physical and chemical quality,
antioxidant activity and sensory quality of Gynostemma pentaphyllum tea. Agriculture and Technology
Journal, 1(1), 27-37.

Konwar, A., & Kardong, D. (2019). Assessment of antioxidant activity in fresh juice and the brew fermented
from Syzygium cumini (L.) fruit. Current Trends in Pharmaceutical Research, 7(1), 143-149.

Ogodo, A. C., Ugbogu, O. C., Ugbogu, A. E., & Ezeonu, C. S. (2015). Production of mixed fruit (pawpaw, banana
and watermelon) wine using Saccharomyces cerevisiae isolated from palm wine. SpringerPlus, 4, Article
683. https://doi.org/10.1186/540064-015-1475-8

Ribéreau-Gayon, P., Dubourdieu, D., Donéche, B., & Lonvaud, A. (2006). Handbook of enology: Volume 1. The
microbiology of wine and vinifications (2nd ed.). John Wiley & Sons.

Sirikhansaeng, P., Saenkhot, N., & Chumsena, L. (2020). The study of chemical properties and sensory test of
roselle wine and roselle mix with mulberry wine. Rajamangala University of Technology Tawan-ok
Research Journal, 13(1), 111-119. [in Thai]

Sirikhansaeng, P., Neamtavee, W., & Boonkomol, P. (2022). The study of chemical properties and sensory test
of sato (glutinous rice wine). Rajamangala University of Technology Tawan-ok Research Journal, 15(2),
9-18. [in Thai]

Suwanposri, A.,, Inman, T., Thilarak, P., Supong, K., An-atngam, P., Bunmee, Y., & Sriwilai, D. (2022).
Development of corn wine production using Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Agriculture and Technology
Journal, 3(2), 36-47. [in Thail

Suwannarach, N., Khuna, S., Thitla, T., Senwanna, C., Nuangmek, W., Kumla, J., & Lumyong, S. (2024). Morpho-
phylogenetic identification and characterization of new causal agents of Fusarium species for
postharvest fruit rot disease of muskmelon in northern Thailand and their sensitivity to fungicides.
Frontiers in Plant Science, 15, Article 1459759. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2024.1459759

Tanma, S., & Tipkumpo, N. (2019). Effect of herb crude extracts mixed on chitosan to inhibit cucumber
pathology. Ramkhamhaeng Research Journal of Sciences and Technology, 22(2), 23-34. [in Thai]

Thepkaew, N. (2012). Effect of maturity level, bromelain activity, and yeast strains on the quality of

pineapple wine [Unpublished master's thesis]. Rajamangala University of Technology Lanna. [in Thail

94



