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Effect of temperature on moisture ratio and color changes of mint leaves

during hot air drying process
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Abstract
The aim of this study was to investigate the effect of temperature of mint leaves undergone laboratory-scale
of the tray dryer. The time required to reduce moisture content of mint leaves from 6.98 to 0.064 g ,../9 iy mtter
on drying at temperatures of 55, 65 and 75°C (constant air velocity of 0.25 m/s) was 150, 90 and 51 min respectively.
Thin layer drying models including the Newton, Page, Henderson and Pabis and Midilli et al. (2002) models were
fitted to the experimental drying data in order to find the most suitable drying model describing drying

characteristics of mint leaves. The results showed that Midilli et al. (2002) model could represent the drying

characteristics of mint leaves most satisfactorily. Effective moisture diffusivities were determined between 0.44x10™"

and 1.17x10"" m’/s. The activation energy for drying of mint leaves was well documented using an exponential
expression based on Arrhenius models, and it was found to be 46.14 kJ/mol. The results indicated that the dried mint
leaves had the highest quantified by a* value and total color different (TCD) while increasing temperature

was -1.52+1.20, 0.10+0.75, 0.85+1.21 and 8.37%6.40, 9.69+5.90, 31.64+5.20 at drying temperatures of 55, 65 and

75°C respectively.

Keywords : mint leaves, hot-air drying, mathematical modeling, activation energy

UNUI

dzazuwnd (Metha cordiflia Opiz) WA Labiatae
3| =4 v d’l’ dal/ a 1 : '
ungdngniaesa unuay ot lunsegaiud
= 1 o a v
Hunasntanianuavy lslneulduazununzia

a s Ao o ¥ a Y
WARafnHeN HANHUTANAUALANTH TunaN
Aaudnenun sulundninesay e luludluaay
fiueiu uasindaunantaninluazszununiilg
AW INBLANIZTI AR NUAN BIaeLaZ lEeN
Wanauaslllugraygulnsviannannaly
- = 1o ) o |

wreand luaysuwmidagnunsaunlunduen
Ufouzuazdsldiluanssinuanysdaszeanain
fanne Tugazszunude M i dndunanss s
Aﬂl o o o adad a =
Wialdlunisingaustinta (ANBGRANTIUNTHNET,
2556) atnalsfinnluluazszundiiangnisg
& o AT =2 a ° \ o A
NUSNENduas e s ludsssuninna L e
rnnulsglifluesasmad wiunsausesanay
Wludauilsznevaeseying (food ingredients) Nae

a

WHsam AN UNTULsEn 1UNNE9TY wananil

AnandannsnanemsauwiaunusdAnylu
nsdndulatevesfuslng nisauuiaiumion
UiAn1slun1susgenis (unit operation in
. de Mys o
food processing) MulEd A uaziananm
nanuanaNIn (§nnuu, 2555) wazidunszuaunis
wilsgUfdosldn@nduaiiatgnisiiuine,
o o - P .
Ne1aunu tlesanfAtaandunlusesiy
ai o Z‘/ a a a =l rai ° £
Naunsnduinsasy i ulneg AU N0
Aannddalueyng wananildedqedudanng
[ s dl 1 1 dl
n1enureseulad Ndenananisilasuulag
A wluamsliifuaengg nsAnsuuLaIany
NNAMAANARAT (mathematical modeling) U84
‘dl o ] ‘i/ a o e
Nl uLl a8 T4 UANNT UL RSN AR ST U
Tuszndnannsauuia uatnsndseudnlaig
natkazA ldanelun1mnans a1u1903AeR
o o \ = = =
ey adNuIuNINetNazIaEATIaNAA LY
v dlv v | [ ] v U a oA
foyaninlienvisednldldiasluiesljiming

(@nnuu, 2555) ﬂ@@;ﬂuma‘ﬁnw%muﬁmmmq



RMUTSB Acad. J. 1(2) : 103-114 (2013)

105

ALAAIARTUBINANARANIANITLINEAT VD
NITUIUNITOLURIULLIANRT N300 i g
AnnsUFudulAs (curve fitting) l¥nannsanaes
fayaaanAdaIiuNanNIINAaadlnta1NI9n
auunifuuuuanandidadu (linear  model)
wuuRnaedliiud@adu (non-linearmodel) wax
WULIA1AB9NIUIN (polynomial model) e ldnns
ANABINNTANLNANNTDULATHIAAT TN
NM9AUKIAN UAZATUIINTLUIUNITOUUNRS AR
AITHANATYADAUNINNANAUITHANR RN
NFNHATALLIN IUANUAINTILLAZ N8 AN
109f131nA Unenfedenaldidudeiidsalunis
ARLABNIFINAL muqu%umummam UATARLLN
ATUNNIDINARN TR Tlaqiiufien sz U@
TUN19AFIRDUAUNINRA RS UST HANR AN
MINHATELLIFENRIgUA1UARAS Commission
Internationaledel’ Eclairage (CIE) %Iuﬂu‘ﬁ'ﬂ@m?u
ati19nd1eluaensizanisg ﬁmﬂmwmuﬁ@"ﬂﬁ'
Rendesiuwusraesniseuuivluazszunifone
wpandena Fofuaideifaeilandsrasdite
ANHIMIUUURNADININANAAIEATLAZNNT
Lﬂ?ﬂlﬁuuﬂmmm@mmw?wmlummumﬂu
syminamseLIadae e e LT AN eLLLLINNAT]
UM 55, 65 UAY 75 BIANIALTE amRang
Ainmsirndulsy@vanisunsranadulsyaning
WAZATNANIUNIZHL AABAIUNIANHINANTENL
ﬂm\ﬂ@:ﬁugmugﬁﬁi@mim?u'ﬂuuﬂmammw%

g¥1l CIE (L*-a*-b*)

ABN19ANEN

NNTLATENAIRENILAZNNTILATIEW AR NTY

Faedrelugzsrumidafitinundneann
AAIAAALNTS ANLANUAINNT B1LNadundg
Faudmdealud dnurdeninaanazes daly
mmmmﬂﬂmmu%Lﬂ?lmugum‘éﬂuﬁ@"ldﬁﬁ
@@nmnﬁuﬂﬂﬂLﬁm”nwwﬁ'@qmuqﬁ 4405
parimadea waan 24 dalue e maaed

inluazszwmianuu 1.0 niu ldludhaazgiido

' '
' T~

A 3 eaud ANunNTeLLelaANTUeen
i ldeuudiesaegouuiisaanion (Memmert
Model 500/108l) Ngmun)H 105+2 aeAgaiiea
wuan 24 2l (AOAC, 2010) AMNTRHEINT
R = ,

TminAeATesiessuLAamnaa (Sartorius Model
CP2245) indayanasiiaastiutinluarss iy
AALLAZUAINITDLLIINIATUITUNI AT AT NT U

aaaluarszuvy Inguanaluannig (1)

me= LT g0
W, (1)

e MC Remr uduaeluassun
(ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ/ﬂ%ﬂﬁmﬁmﬁq) waz W, Wﬁ@f’iwﬁﬂ
Gudusedluazszunan (n§u) Lmzﬁwﬁn
qanvineaedluazszunu (NFN) AINAIAL LAL
FRandauANTuI e TaLus I sTudae
ANFAL A1H1TDANIUARNNANNNT (2)

Mx _Me

MR= ———¢
M, -M,

()

A o !

e MR Aa AR3dauaNTu uay M, M,

[ 1
I~ =

= L o
Me ﬁ’r]ﬁ’]ﬁN"]]HVlLQ@’ﬂﬁ“] AMNTULTNRAU LA

AOTNTUANAR FANNAAL



106

Q.ungd. 1(2) : 103-114 (2556)

=i v v o
LATRANAULANAIUIANTAULLUDIA
Lﬂ%m@‘u LLﬁ\?ﬂN%{’I’]uLLU‘UQ’]@Qﬂ@@ﬂLL‘U‘U

wazaf1elnaaanidanaTNeImng AUZAAINTIN
LATARANMNTTNINEAT HunAnanaudls Gl
doudszneufdnAny laun ssuua¥ieanfau

Fatlsznausoaunadnininauis 1.1 Aladms

AU 3 UA WAZHARNIZUNLBINTA (Panasonic

al

Model: DVUS-940W1 e@mineitlszinciu) pavps

UMY N9981NATEUAIYLATEIAILANYUUYH

2

]
=

321U PID (Toho Model: TTM J4/J5 Uszinacyili )

]

DAdMELFatNaRARIRNgS (Bt CST §u
CDR-3 uanlasisvmaan) a1msusanaziiunnen
H o A a \ I

dtinasuwdasreslugyszumiuazunngn
suAnndesdtynynns RS-485 Tuimiensiariuginen]

TunmaulasdyonuesipTaspaniama a1 sy

1 %
il o

Huiindays annduiiluazszunidfduimin
A o o o DY

(FNFUAIUIU 30 NFN BULTIFaagANARaLNIS
AULILLUDNA (Figure 1) Ngmuuai 55, 65
way 75 avALtaLiaa NAanuEaanasi 7 0.25

a a
LNAT/AUIN

— Air outlet
M
'_____—.

Airinlet
Sample Tray
o-h\\ Digital Balance
Gear Motor % (CST Model:CDR-3; China)

(Modcl: DVUS-940W1

" Panasonic: Japan) ' 0.‘\ Power and
Temperature
Control (PID)

Figure 1 Tray drying system.

4 s . .
ANNNTNINA M) (semi-theoretical equation)
Feaziigtiuuannduiug ugiUnpdenassuesiia
(Fick's second law) @xnsnldlunismndndon

& o o o o aa

PYNTUAIAASTUANNT (3) A wFudanniigLines
= ' A X X =
dhuiuszununEANenanne (infinite slab) WAz
< = o \ A o =
PNVUATIUIIT89590E 198N AR TN

P susradukiuszuy

MR=

8 D, -t
?exp(—zrz 4;2 J (3)

- A o a £ ' X

e D, AduUsz@nanisuns AT
132 AvBEa (ANUNAFAUT) L ABANNILNTe9 L
drszuniTadnlaefanaalulnsimasuunnmaiy
A %
Aaa lN1IaLLES

AvIALA £0.0001 M WAT ¢

@) N193LAETUIATNA BN TLE WA MU



RMUTSB Acad. J. 1(2) : 103-114 (2013)

107

NN9UNS (activation energy for diffusion, E) Tnel
gun3enTiailea (Arrhenius equation) %mfﬂmﬁﬁ'm
ALNIUAR LAY (TN1UAT WAZATUY, 2556 ;  Sacilik
and Elicin, 2005 ; Kumar et al., 2012; Singh and

Pandey, 2012) Aduanslis aunng (4)

o

e D, AeduLlszAndnnsunsannuiy
Use@nBua (I9NAsAUT ) D, Aa ANASTIRY
FTULMAUNG £, AnAmasunszsu (lagaiug)
T Aegomniaesanieu (Rady) uas R AaAAT
284717 (8.314 98/l1a 1AATY)  N1TTLATITIINN
AATIAng TesuLLS AR e Uz
faganfauldinalianisitAgnsiluuannig
anneswuyliF iy (nonlinear regression) fiagl
FRUFLAUTA (qnBde wazAz, 2554; AUAWING
LarANLY, 2555; AN1UAN LAaZANLY, 2556; Sacilik
and Elicin, 2005; Kumar et al., 2012; Saini et al.,
2012) LL@ZHF]IWﬁmﬂﬁzaw‘éﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂaﬁl@@mﬂ (R) AN
lannasana (1) LAZANIINTIAENUBNAHARALAR Y
Andnediaat (RMSE) Wlusaiiiiauanmnuusien
Tunnavinung A RduAnLE LT Aeuladly)

AaLdnd luasng (5) - (6)

N
Zz _ Z:l (MRepr B Rpre,i)z (5)
N- n,

RMSE :J%ﬁ(MR,,,,(,Yi—MR ? )

i=1

oni)

dl 1 3| 1 o ]
a1 MR, uwaz MR, ilud1dnsidou

ANTHTUAINNNTNAREY WATANTAIIRIUAINNTL

ANNNIINTUILUBILLLANABINITAL WIS

NN5ATITUN9RLADSA

f;“mﬁ‘lummumu@uLLﬁqﬁ@mmﬁ‘u@mu
FAUTTAUAN RDILELE Spectrophotometer
(aju Hunter Lab Model MiniScan XE Plus) ﬂ;{‘i@z
10 nfu TaedaA@lussuy CIE-Lab scale lu
gﬂLLummﬁhmmmw/mmﬁm (L% AP
Wuduae/adden (a9 AL ey Arn @
(b WAZAIANNBANAALAEIIN (TCD) 209lu
mmmu@uLLﬁqﬁqmmﬁizﬁurﬁmj Tnaflannis

ANNANTUS AN AR lUdNANT (7)

TCD = |(,-LY +G-ay+&-4Y o

Wa L% a*uaz b* ABAINIIHLRe fATes
TugrszunilusendnanisauwiesaanFaun
A 1 a o=l

* ARANNIIIHINBSA

naleT uaz L% a,* wae b,

209 MATTTUAUAR

NANISANE

HavaIguuNAansilasuulasans1diu
&
ANT U
AINNITANHINATDITL ALY UNY K
sanlasulasdnadaunns@y (MR) 19slu
avsruui I Tnd 19NN s LLEIA 8L AT R L W

ANFAULLLDIARINAINNTULINAULYINTY 6.98

¥
S

AFHUY/NFNUN TN AuUNAaAIH

[nd

UgAY

pid)

Winfiu 0.064 niNu/NFutwiTnude Nigang



108

2.uN3A. 1(2) : 103-114 (2556)

55, 65 WAz 75 asAgaded Thnalunnseui
150, 90 uax 51 Wi uazildmsniseuudaede
WL 2.76, 461 UaL 813 NFULN NFUTTNU
ANNANAL Figure 2 WAAYANANNUSITNINE R
MailAsuulasnnsd iuazinan lunseLuTUes
g st el Anenisaeansviiusn i ea
Tnafinalnnnsnemaanaseuuazananiamly
MININITLAUNIILITA S Taausnuazszum
azdudatuaniouaziinlsngnisainisanein
mm%ﬂuwfqmmgﬁm@ﬂummmuﬁﬁh@qﬁum:

o

UauunRNIa9aNTau tnaAa uFaun

q a

a '
HATLNI

a 5 1 [ ‘3‘ 3| 1 v
Anaulugdaasanann d9ifuAinuFanaas
sensible heat antlsinNRareslugzszuuiaziin
- y .
nsilasuntlasaniugletinazgnaiamuna
X . Yy dn
ANNTY uazgnwean lliuainiafaunlnaniu
In8NA9UANNTaUNIA AT lLT 29Tl B9 latent

heat of vaporization AMNTUNRL LAz IzuMazRe

X Yy Ly
QAULALANANAITNTULA S LU aqualiiunag

X i A a
NAUlUTULIB LA NLIIANN (parenchyma)

o)
D

9

v a (%

o4 o &
ANAUNNIEININUNNATALTEHNINAITNTUN

—

al 1 E2 o
grudeldluszndnanisauusis aantsngniend
FaNA1NALAAAINNLANAINUBIANN AW TBYN
TP e s LazaIiL e LEaN1L139ANT Agiinng
WANFHARAIHTUNIN AN UTILF I RN T AR
LATHANANAUSAIINTFLL N UBIUINRINTIN

v Xz o o ° o
8719117 NNTAULINTINRAALTENINDATINITN LIS
4 . . -
ANV (constant drying rate period) AMNNANITANEN
NUIIHIAANNT Bl UAZ s nUAnAIDENg
$9ALFING IUT TN AUIBINTELIUNTDL WAILA
AN ULAIA L iunTssa liaunseiadnsnig
4 4z 4 da s
LARDUNTRILNTE MU U TNUNT NN UN R UTIN

d1ndnEmIIN1rE IR U NRA NN 1898111 T

(falling drying rate period)



RMUTSB Acad. J. 1(2) : 103-114 (2013)

109

1.0 @

——55°C

Time =150 min, DR, , =2.76 ¢
Time = 90 min, DR, =4.619

Time = 51 min, DR, =8.13 g

08 _
[
=
o 06 -
®
o
£ 04 -
o
=
02
0.0

——55"C 757
watel/g dry matter h
wateljg dry matter h

wateljg dry matter h

80 120

160

Drying time (min)

Figure 2 Effect of temperature on the moisture ratio of mint leaves at drying time.
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Table 1 Thin layer drying model constants and statistical parameters of mint leaves.

drying temperature analytical parameters
empirical drying model constants
model (°C) R y*x10" RMSE
55 k=0.0582 0.9858 10.8096  0.0323
Newton 65 k=0.0963 0.9821  16.5021  0.0395
75 k=0.2175 0.9825 14.1899  0.0356
55 k=0.0919, n=0.8471 0.9894 8.4647 0.0281
P 65 k=0.2307, n=0.6671 0.9996 0.3412 0.0055
age
75 k=0.4304, n=0.6262 0.9988 0.976 0.0091
55 k=0.0576, a=0.9918 0.9858 11.128 0.0323
Henderson
65 k=0.0899, a=0.9424 0.9863  13.4038 0.0346
and Pabis
75 k=0.2095, a=0.9668 0.9827  14.3777  0.0348
k=0.0844, n=0.8931, a=1.0251,
55 0.9928 6.1499 0.0231
b=0.0002
Midilli et al. k=0.1661, n=0.7615, a=0.9007,
65 0.9995 0.1274 0.0032
(2002) b=0.0002
k=0.7036, n=0.5214, a=1.5345,
75 0.9997 0.0156 0.0011

b=0.0003
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Figure 3 Effect of temperature on moisture diffusivity in mint leaves.
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Figure 4 Effect of temperature on moisture diffusivity in mint leaves.
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