ﬂs*ﬁmﬁmwzlm‘l‘ﬂmaa‘uL]Jaanwa\luwwammn‘hmua[umLﬁmlaﬂi\‘lmuama‘mmiu
wammuuﬂmu (TH-ENV wax) ﬁamiﬁmLnunmﬂm‘nwmmsmuI,nm
Efficiency of Fruit Coating Wax from Palm Oil Industry’s Wastewater Fat
(TH-ENV wax) on Banana Fruits Preservation

12/ 1.2/
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12/

Juthamanee Sangsawang” Onanong Phewnil'? Kasem Chunkao'® Paiboon Prabuddham'?

Sarunya Khunandilok”

ABSTRACT

The objectives of this study were to: (1) observe microstructure of grease in palm
oil industry’s wastewater, (2) create the processes of separating and cleaning fat from grease
by non-toxic solvent, (3) compare metallic contaminants in cleaned fat, crude fat and
wastewater, (4) formulating the fruit coating wax (TH-ENV wax) from cleaned fat and (5) test
the efficiency of TH-ENV wax on weight loss and sweetness increasing in banana. Twenty
liters of palm oil industry’s wastewater was collected from grease trapping. Microstructure
observation showed that base oil surrounded metallic skeleton in grease molecule,
molecular size was 0.8x1.1 m2. Crude fat was separated from grease of wastewater by
mixing to 5% acetic acid then centrifuged at 3,000 rpm for 15 minutes.. The resulted
suspension can be visually identified into 3 layers, fat layer on top, liquid layer in the
middle and sludge layer at bottom. Fat was collected, cleaned and used as raw material for
TH-ENV wax production. Metallic contaminants in the fat decreased after the separating and
cleaning processes. TH-ENV wax is a bi-layered composite wax (fat/polysaccharides)
composed of fat, Siam weed extracts, Tacca’s starch in water (3:1), chitosan and water at
30, 5, 10, 5, 50 % v/v respectively. Triton X-100 was added as emulsifier when testing the
TH-ENV wax on banana. Results showed that TH-ENV wax coated bananas’ weight loss
was signicantly less than unwaxed bananas on day 1 of storage and its sweetness

increasing was significantly less at day 5 of storage.

Key words: palm, wastewater, fat, TH-ENV wax, banana
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UNARE

mﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁi’mqﬁ‘zzaaﬁl,ﬁaﬁnmé’ﬂﬁmz
Tuianaway grease MAnduludndsvos
Iwmuqmmwﬂﬁuwamffwﬁumﬁu \ADwWRIL
\Hugnslowndeudonwald (TH-ENV wax)
Tagldlosumitauszeiaudnuinghu
wasnagaulsc8ndniwasy TH-ENV wax
Tums%’nmQmmwmmnﬁwﬁﬁmé’ammﬁuLﬁm
Tnenishoiaidsanndesnlasiessuutina
iidelssaugaamnssuwanirdudu
3Nl 20 8. WAUFIBEN grease Turi ey
andnndnsazluans wud duiiduladiy
(base oil) azagdpnsauununansifiulan:
gualuanawiiy 0.8x1.1 arsnlalasiwns
snsuenlodusanain grease Tapiide
MnaNTUNInR=SRn 5% Tudnsnau dde:
nIApsdAn Wiy 3:1 LLﬁaﬁwmmum"im
finuisa 3,000 sow/and Wuan 15 undl
sunaniignuyumiseazusndieeniiu 3 4u
Ao dulou (fat layer) Fumaawad (liquid
layer) LLaz*‘ﬁy’umtﬂau (sludge layer) Qﬂﬂﬁu
Lﬁ'uafaulmﬁu%uuuqmlﬁﬁwﬁﬂmmazmm
Taswanfuiialudnssu lodu @ dn
Wiy 1:1 LLa:vanﬁmg‘um""im 3 a%s 19
ANNIS) 3,000 sau/dt tuiian 15 widt 1g
losfuAafiu 4.3 wa/Ady 1 8. HaN19IAIZHE
nstudl eulanedrmmaila AAS wu7n
Usuralaneninfivud ou faqlu Ay
ANIATFIUANLaendY Feinladuiiniu
NITUIUNNTYNANMNTLDIALAD m‘[ﬁflui’mqﬁu
Tunnawdn TH-ENV wax Saiflulainfieuyssinn
bilayer composites (lipid/polysaccharide)
Usenaudelesiu 30% asainluauLie 5%
wilvvinlenedan (3 SAURENTN 1 a7U) 10%
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Talazu 50% 11 50% Taptsanas waslis
Triton X-100 97U7U 10 nEAFADUINIAT
TH-ENV wax 200 4A. Qqﬂﬁuﬁﬂ TH-ENV wax
v lgnmasavlscdniainwlunisifiu
$nwand et maenasiiuiies Tasun
TH-ENV wax 31138919608 lusnssin 1:1
\ndoufniAenndediniBnisdy 2 afo uas
FaufiuliTugumgiivies wuih nieiaReudie
TH-ENV wax #msgapdsimiintiasndindae
AlaiunsieRsuageiitdduiseéu 0.01
Wodauiuly 1 Yu wardnsifinduseean
AN BENIINF e liN1unITIARaY
agiipddy WedaAuly 5 fu ndwi
WWRBUAIY TH-ENV wax LSuiiananin
TrsmsRsundasiilden dnsauziawadan
wazaNinassfionaindu alfuly
duan 5 4 susiindredlildindausae
TH-ENV wax \5aiananinluiud 3

mad: 1an dnde lodu laweReuwaden
Haldl nane

umi

g vnsshsuhandauanly
sLuLIATgAY sdutuiilgniimidiuzealan
5% uufigmhdn uasfiudinaunisnan
36% povUIuunsHAnTuiizvaslan
(Petchseechoung, 2017) ﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁﬁugﬂiﬁ‘ﬂu
vhiulgeemsuazifuumsswdssumidon
gt e i ldguasdasaiulndy
Wingusnn iansuauaAagUaIRTILRNTY
JoseuinyBinumawan Foflumne e e
indFnagudoe diduidureadomdnan
N3LUauN13Ae 9 lun1swanddudidy

1383IENaNEAT Ui 36 atiufl 3 fusneu - Sudnax 2561



mMawdaTulhsuAuUsIa 1 fu deliie
WAesann 2.6-33 aus. (Pleanjai et al.,
2004) YApangasmMNIIINARITUIEN
fdnuzgu fima fasuussediacas
ABARBEARTANBUUBE NN NBIAUIENDY
Fudou eansdunifuazasafdunid 1wy
Tovndn e Tave Tavgwin 1 uay
grease (s Tosuiiflaguimnasnnluide
ngaavnIsuNanihTul Aty
athaann Tasazapsfusnuuinhudfadu
fsudatuszninaiiuazeina vinlkszuy
tfaindeseadszansnim

grease Tuthidpzavgaavnasaniiiu
thaw Tuanaillassaswainevesime i
fdonsauwnudadulany grease \uans
ADRABYANIIMAIAYUTY (semi-silid colloid)
finszawagluzesiman siinvas grease iy
adifuANuANAITBIBYAYIENaY Tiananes
grease fpvAUsznay 3 & liun losiu wie
base oil #ifinsalasiu (fatty acid) ¥iaInwane
#ila wnunawzedluana # 3 Uszin fe
metallic soap, organic thickener-clay (silica
skeleton) LLAL non-soap thickener m\‘iﬂ%\‘l
P AA T ULNUNENTDY soap-salt fiL&
wazasdu q zdusglulaiana grease
(Adhvaryu et al. , 2005)

sty (fat) Aifhusuysznovzeslaans
grease #upnldanidsanamnisunan
diudadudeiiuraulalunisdiniuys
snwindiveldiuselemd (recycle) mMundnns
zero waste w3an1siasusaaideliidu
nSwens lisusasasuitaumsesseuy
vhifadude usfssusaasyaaialiiiy
2ausild 9dTefidasiunisualeiuly

didemoslsenunamiudusnlase o
Fodlaimnnin wugy (2550) Ane13dn1au
Tasuanuathonidelsenurininsun gy
Fosinsnloudass Huselsznougenmasiiy
ihuhdnduionanlulafima waz Chow
et al. (2015) Anw13FwuiAsafuniIsuen
ndeunnindsgaainnssaifulay
#1335 anaerobic co-digest ApuluLAY
Tunaalulefma Tuomdsoildunisiladu
fusnléann grease TurhidugnamnIsuwan
dduhduanldiduingiu Tuniswanle
wapuADNNALY (TH-ENV wax) Las@nmn
Useandnmlamdsufensalddandrenni
AN AULAEN

4 ad

qﬂnsmuamﬁmi
1. IngAu

WAUAIDE19 grease a1nULAE
Tusvenladuaaslsserunanuisulaslu
2.891195571 Teevnelssenududsniunis
& % = % o o o A
oAy tievanundsludednladuil
goungfigaiiundy 100 °. i idanuduile

Wy wasfinnsedsudilnaidalrasan
ARDALIAT F9luin1Tanaznau

2. msfinmansuzluenazes grease Fe
wAllA Transmission Electron Microscopy
(TEM)

w3ansalasiufisnosnsnanide
Uaznnnu 1 0. dNRENAUFAIVINaLany Ap
hexane \&ntiag vaunaNildUsuaudntion
\ANRIUU copper microgrid TlLARBUFIE
carbon film ’aj&lﬂ[u hexane tJua1 15 Wi
pufigungfl 30-40°w. tutaan 10 wnil
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WastmefynazatueaniasAnsdingne
fBNany Transmission Electron Microscope
(TEM) a;'u HT7700 Hitachi TEM at 120 kV

3. msugnlasiusanain grease Tutidases
qmmwnisuwﬁmﬁﬁﬁuﬂqé’uuazmiv‘hmw
fr01n o

nmswenlasiuaanain grease [Hmaila
M3vsUWIBY (centrifugation) W3ufinusn
FazaEnIneyansn 5% fuhis sasnau
dnBusasiazaty Wity 101, 21 uas
3:1 AN 500, 1,000, 1,500, 2,000, 2,500
waz 3,000 5au/3u1d uia 15 i
¥n1smaasy 5 31 IATuuUNITUENTY
i 0-5 AzuuYL MAnady winhAaiean
FasrduNMIuBnNTUTDY fat layer MIBLLUUNIAT
1U5eN1UAN (rating scale) AALUAINIAIN
Fenwick and Parsons (2000) gl “usndu
fun” (AzUUY 4.1-5.0) “UBndud’ (Azuuu
3.1-4.0) “Landulunans” (AZLUYL 2.1-3.0)
“Lontutor” (Azuuy 1.1-2.0) Uay “uondu
Taifiau” (Azwuu 0.0-1.0) WisubuaARae
AzuuuMsuendy W@ondaulsnmavaunisg
fifiazuuunmausndugeiign anduiladuan
YNATINALBNARIINTVUIIEN T119U 3 AT
Taeldsnsuladuson whiu 11 fe38ns
Weniuiunszuaumsuenlaiu

4. msangmstuiaulanzuaslansniin
MewmAiia Atomic Absorption Spectroscopy
(AAS)

A3 ENFIDENRINTLIATIEAR T
wet digestion method #28LA389
Gerhardt-Kjeldatherm Lfix HNO,: HCIO,(2:1)
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{Ju digestive agent USuas 10 Na. adlu
frog1eundy loduiiuenld wazlagud
NMANNTLDIALAIUTNIAIAIDE19AE 100 NA.
Awaniu HNO, wWadu 5 wa. 13udr Tiaw
Jousted q aulvaungll 180°s. a1sazany
rszvpaumAnUinaandoy LA HNO,
wae HCIO, Timnu3auauinATu0ad HCIO,
Usaausnn ieliiBusiuazidoanedann
50 wa. Auaolliioladviioru aanu
fegsandeszinstudsulany (Fe,
Mn, Cu, Zn wag Al) fmewaila flame AAS
(AALURINIAIN APHA, 1999)

5 n1sWauIgaslaadauidfanwalsd
TH-ENV wax

TH-ENV wax tfu bilayer composites
fruit coating wax 1J3¢tnm lipid/polysaccharides
Toel losufiunldamindeossgnamnasy
NAMLNTUUNEN 30% WaTAIUNENAY 7 Fotl
f3analuauLie 5% wilsinenedan (wile
3 dunaNtn 1 &) 10% lalasu 50%
1 50% lapusunas Tastfisndn 200 wa.
Tufinine$ udrduse water bath figungdl
40-60 °z. whswanuileimeNeN uas
Talasuadluthau puauacasdiudaideni
\An Triron X-100 adly 10 visa aulviiga
Winlaiuiivihanussoaudl wasasainain
Tuauide ausuduiadeatu aamiu dan
saislflugungiivios dedunauifuiiag
sansaihlulfedavianaldldlaadaadaans
e Tushnau 11 nould

6. NsNAFBUUSEANSN WYY TH-ENV wax
UINRIBUITLATAIINLATBLAYINU
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@

iuRendusnds 2 u laudaiRanndqe
ffrualndAeeiuN1inTmesss nsLAday
RiUAanndlu@ie coating wax 1935015
Jundrsadlusnsiadey udaielvus futh
2 a%s TH-ENV wax #l#lunsmeassiliiiu
mMaFasisinaludassiu 1:1 fmsu
commercial wax 1Ff5zduANdNduny
UL TIU3EM ntusaBsaniinfet
Wluszndmaradinfiul3igungives n3in
Ammsgadsihminldndsauacyaiunsia
ANANTU LIWIIENITIRAIAINRITUIEH
M indnaaNNReve

6.1 AnwWazae TH-ENV wax fian1sgay
WehminTuszninemsiusnen

wesamenendaeiriniiu 3 ngu ¢ az

10 wa nguil 1 wAAsURIWAEDNFIY TH-ENV
wax ngufl 2 lReudsheafeunasnuald
Tuvipenan (commercial wax) LLazn@:Nﬁ 3
TaildipRpuRniaan (unwaxed) wiusnunlu
punpfivisaiuna 5 Yu dedminndonis
Faufiuiudi 1 3 uay 5 TaeFonmingoihadu

6.2 Anwwava’ TH-ENV wax fiaf1ininu
HUDDINAIY

fpeendienin 3 ngu 7 az 30 wa

nguil 1 1wRaudy TH-ENV wax nguil 2
asudsisadeuasnnalifioelu
viosman uazngudl 3 LiwReufnwden ull
Tupamgiivies i3 TaA1ANNMIUNAIN1IY
fodudl 13 uay 5 Taw¥Bmsihudageuile
n&rsusufinalsaNeIna danduen
lamzauiifuhlgamanaugioeia
refractometer (model ATAGO Master-M)

6.3 nsAnsAuRawalesanduzacly
wasuwasnwald

a1z INTIIUIU 31 AU
fa835n15gueE19d18 (Simple Random
Sampling) tiusiusdayafisuuusauny
Wenfuanufswalalunauzes TH-ENV wax
wWasuisuiutineioudsnaaldiiens
Tuviaenann Tma‘[ﬁ”unud’wswmmﬁawa‘[aﬁﬂ
N1ITATEAUULY Likert scale NNAILADN
5 szdu loun 1 (Wewdige) 2 (1 E]El) 3
(Uhunandg) 4 (81n) ez 5 (¥1n qﬂ)
AINIBNITVDY AT (2541)

NANSNARBILAZIINTOL
1. ﬁ'ﬂumﬂutaqamm grease

Tuiana grease filasudonsauunu
oflunifagsniuiungy nszaeiluluih
e uiazngudzung gUseuazdnnuluans
laiwindu (Figure 1) INL@QE\]?JEN grease
Usenauieunulany (skeleton 1138 thickener)
sdufiiu base oil FsUsznousenguamEn
v uasduiiiiueyniadu o (Figure 2)
Wafnm grease nuldindas TEM suau
30 Tatana wudn suin@ABwinfY 0.8x1.1
m5lulATINAT B9 Couronne et al. (20083)
N&a12137 TNLaqa grease 31WIN lubricant
greases fidunuguinasluianatiiy
50-500 walulNAT @9 grease NULAH
fivmafnenluadsiifiounalnani lubricant
grease LW31=N3zUAUNTR Lo uns oty
Tudndsdusfuununatelansduiingy
MABIINTIR MNusInslrazesnssuatngy
FolifimuaziBuawindu lubricant grease
findnduainnszuaunswanfivsdiania
Adhvaryu et al. (2005) Na1171 grease

W UE1SIIABRRBUANIAADARDYATRALDY
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ffpvAUsznauiilu base oil HTULS U
LAz nIeUnduNY) YSuim 60-95%
fJununa1iflu metal soap Usuau 5-25%

(A)

Laransdu q dn 0-10% aNTANINNILAW
uazlAfized grease TUBLTUBIAUTENBLTEY
Tuianamani

(B)

Figure 1 (A) Texture of grease from palm oil industrial wastewater (B) Some pattern of

grease molecule in wastewater (FE-SEM, magnification of 2,000 and TEM, magnification

of 1,500 respectively)

Figure 2 Oil droplets surrounded an inorganic skeleton in grease molecules: “a” as oil

droplets and “b” as skeleton of grease molecules (TEM at the magnification of 30,000 and

120,000 times respectively)

2. MsuENUAzINANNEza Al
qmmwnﬁuwﬁmﬁﬂﬂ’uﬂﬂé’u
m3uenlasiueanain grease lutiuds
Timamunisslaefsnnaussninaniude
fonNInadRn 5% Wiy 3:1 ANLs2 3,000
sau/Aui el 15 wil Selredsasiu
Msuendugegn (Table 1) tAnnsueandTL
Fulasiy (fat layer) Tuzeewan (liquid layer)
LLaz%um:nau (sludge layer) (Figure 3A)

260

mmaulmﬁumﬁﬁmma:mm‘[mamsmgu
wipsludasuladudetiiga whiy 1:1
AMNL52 3,000 sou/Aud Huan 15 Wil
Fwu 3 91 ensuendu 3 Fu Wiy
dougifuigaumgi 4°0. lodudmiesseuas
aopTusImiInginsuugadauaNTAfLL
Tauacliazaei (Figure 3B) wawdngns
paslrsufivnAnuase1auLdintL 4.26 Na./
dude 1 & dladuiivhanuszenaudieen
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sfunghvlunisndn TH-ENV wax e
Naviglio et a. (2014) nanilasuluiigey

Fat layer

Liquid layer

Sludge layer or pellet

(A)

snansadeihawazanafmelalasniavsu
whpshraEsaUgua R aeBun3E

Figure 3 (A) The 3 layers resulted from palm oil industry’s wastewater centrifugation (B)

The 3 layers centrifuged fat with pure water after cooling at 4°C

Table 1 Comparison of average score of separating fat layer in each centrifuge condition

1)

Rpm/ratio” Water 5% Acetic acid Rpm/ratio

Water 5% Acetic acid Rpm/ratio” Water 5% Acetic acid

500/ 1:1 0.0 0.0 1,500/ 1:1 0.39 117 2,500/ 1:1 0.52 1.60

500/ 2:1 20 0.0 1,500/ 2:1 0.35 0.45 2,500/ 2:1 0.49 0.93

500/ 3:1 0.0 0.0 1,500/ 3:1 0.44 0.90 2,500/ 3:1 0.55 1.13

1,000/ 1:1 0.0 0.0 2,000/ 1:1 0.37 1.53 3,000/ 1:1 0.53 197

1,000/ 2.1 00 0.0 2,000/ 2.1 047 0.86 3,000/ 2:1 0.58 213

1,000/ 31 00 0.0 2,000/ 31 0.40 0.83 3,000/ 3:1 054 214
Remark : N =5

" Ratio of wastewater : diluting agent

3. msvuileulanz uazlanzwiin
lasuiinenoeninainids Senns
Yuidlousaandn (Fe) uneniila (Mn) uaz
fane® (zZn) anaennlutidesesas 115,
64.9 LAY 63.0 AMNAIAL LANBILAY (Cu) LAY
axgfiutiun (Al Windunitlutidesovay 36.4
WAL 267.0 l2TUANIAIINTERIALED
fiannmstuidouseandn uasnila nesuag
wazaonzd anavanlulvsiunaunisviianu
drp1nTpuRy 65.34, 67.99, 69.73 LAY
25.64 AINA1AU AN NTuTDIlaneriin
Fvud sululagufivauazoraudafian
Tiuamnsguenudasadslunisuilae

(the Dietary Reference Intakes: DRIs)

finnvualilas National Academy of
Sciences (2001) (Table 2) 9U5u1uTaY
TH-ENV wax #ildlun1sedsuidanndie
G'T'Jﬂ%%'n'li"jmguL‘]‘Jul,ﬁm%y’uﬂﬁumo G
azfinsasndnnndsivnaunisuilag
gounzgitdondariulansiila i uiy
AN IUAINYR AN B TEINIT LA FU
praiiilsumenisiudaduandt el
7.0 88/1 nn. dndnensesdantt (Stahl et al,
2011) mﬂmﬂuﬁmmatgﬁLﬁﬂufﬁuagﬁu
YSana szpEan wasdsnslesy nslésy
argfilnisaidniisadngsenelaeniaiiu
mmi%gﬂ"ﬁuaanﬁommmaqu:LLa:
flaazegesI057 (FAO/WHO, 1989)
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Table 2 Metalic contaminants in cleaned fat compared to standards of MOPH and DRIs

of National Academy of Sciences

Concentration Standard Maximum
Parameter  (leaned fat TH-ENV wax MOPH "  (DRIs)? TH-ENV wax Toxicity
(mg/1) (mg/1) (mg/kg.food) (mg/day) intake (ml/day)
iron (Fe) 7.77 233 n.d. 7.00-27.00 3.00
manganese (Mn) 1.37 0.41 n.d. 1.20-2.60 2.93 ‘/
copper (Cu) 0.23 0.07 20 0.34-1.30 4.86 v
zink (Zn) 0.58 0.17 100 3.00-12.00 17.64 v
aluminium (Al) n.d. n.d. n.d. n.d. n.d. X

Remark: " Ministry of Public Health (1986)

® DRIs = Dietary Reference Intakes (National Academy of Sciences, 2001)

% Stahl et al. (2011)

4. mawsnngnsluaieuRensalii TH-ENV
wax

loipfoutURanwaTH-ENV wax
fnanladdnuus fussanamidadiinadis
azaoinlgd Huloedoudenaald wuy

composites 1U5ztnN bilayer composites

(lipid/polysaccharides) AWsaiUIENINANA
fo lodufiuenldan grease Tuthidelsenu
wamﬁﬁﬁuﬂﬁﬁuﬁumiﬂqﬂwﬁLL"ﬁﬂm\lsﬁ
Hundn ununmesluduaasunaunisnan
TH-ENV wax wazn5iluld (Figure 5)

Purified grease 30% v/v

- Water 350% viv

- Starch in water (3: 1) 10% v/v

- Chitosan 5% v/v

- S1am weed extracts 5% v/v

- Triton X-100 10 drops per 200 ml

Concentrated TH-ENV wax

|

Storaged in 4 °C

< Water

in waterbath

h 4

1: 1 Diluted TH-ENV wax

Room temprature

h

Fruit coating (2 times)

Figure 5 The flowchart of TH-ENV wax production
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5. NMInasaUlsansn wTad TH-ENV wax
TunsfiuSnenndeti i maensiuiien
5.1 Wa2ay TH-ENV wax #an1s
gq&uﬁﬂ‘l}mﬁﬂ (weight loss)
n&efidaudie TH-ENV wax $ins
uiFsiminlaiuanseaeh sl dynoatn

e e

a

UN&87LARBUGIY commercial wax Ti9lu

)

a

FUN 1 3 WAZ 5 ANINITLARDY wax LazNaIe

e

D.

-~ v

MAdBUAI TH-ENV wax #n15gaide

v
° o

umiinlyduana1geteiieddun1eadn
fundreiluipfouRaufonluTuf 3 uas 5 vas

maeAey wax widimsgadiminiiosndn
ndwildindauAuRenageiipddung
adfAfsedy 0.01 Tufudl 1 ndsmsedsy
(Table 3) madafiuvasmsfinfien nsgads
ThninazieduiunaldilindauRowaenls
3 wzlaedauastieiaaiunisuan
wasufsuazmsgadeihdadusiendn
ya9nsgatdeiviin waldsenaudaeiy
80-90% Fa9uMINEE N1SLAREUAMLESN
anilaeifumsgaudeiléife 100% (Fonseca
et al, 2000; Mohamed et al. 2013)

Table 3 Comparison of weight loss in TH-ENV wax coated, commercial wax coated and

unwax banana by Independent T-Test

Day Treatments Mean S.D. T-value Sig.

1 TH-ENV wax 2.03 0.86 2.126 0.048
Commercial wax 342 1.87
TH-ENV wax 2.03 0.86 6.105 0.000*
Control 7.31 2.59

3 TH-ENV wax 6.51 2.90 0.691 0.498
Commercial wax 5.79 1.59
TH-ENV wax 6.51 290 0.225 0.824
Control 6.82 3.13

5 TH-ENV wax 3.86 2.05 0.371 0.715
Commercial wax 3.56 1.52
TH-ENV wax 3.86 2.05 1172 0.257
Control 4.88 1.83

52 Wawad TH-ENV wax #af1
AINHITU (sweetness)

n&efiadaudie TH- ENV wax 3n13
Lﬁu%ummmmmmm\lﬂtLmnmoamoﬁﬂfﬂﬁﬁﬁzy
NWRDATIZAD 0.01 fundefiadouseinem
imapuLABNHAlIIMIMIE eluTudl 1 3 uaz
5 ¥RINSAERY wax wazndlsiiafRaudae

a

TH-ENV wax Hn19i NN UD9AIAIINTIU

[ [y ¥

Tduana1vat WATHE A NIadAtUNa8

3

AlinfouAnyfoniuiuil 1 way 3 ndens
AREL wax UANSRANTUTIAIAINTINY
Azuaned Tuiuil 5 ndIN15ARPY wax
(Table 4) Rajkuma and Mitali (2009)
nanIn MsedsuRRenwaldidunisadng
8N1SLABNKIU (semipermeable) Fudens
aReeans nsmela nnsuiim oxidation WAL
QRELOIEY samemswasuuilodutina
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Table 4 Comparison of increase in sweetness of TH-ENV wax coated, commercial wax

coated and unwaxed banana by Independent T-Test

Day Treatments Mean S.D. T-value Sig.
1 TH-ENV wax 13.15 6.92 0.567 0.578
Commercial wax 14.91 6.95
TH-ENV wax 13.15 6.92 1.686 0.109
Control 19.89 10.57
3 TH-ENV wax 57.76 27.04 0.238 0.815
Commercial wax 55.22 20.23
TH-ENV wax 57.76 27.04 0.013 0.975
Control 57.45 15.87
5 TH-ENV wax 26.56 7.63 0.412 0.685
Commercial wax 28.66 14.20
TH-ENV wax 26.56 7.63 7176 0.000*
Control 57.89 11.53
5.3 mwﬁawa’lwianéumm TH-ENV 12.9, 12.9, 41.9, 25.8 LAY 6.5 ATNAAL
wax PuLfirNTaLAaNAUDY commercial wax

nan19LSsufisuaadiewalasaniu
2949 TH-ENV wax Lag commercial wax
Wy nguiiegwaulnafianufiewela
fanAuwad TH-ENV wax Tuszﬁug\a JLAUNAN
warseiusn Andudesas 71.0 16.1 uay 12.9
mmzﬁ;jmmaauﬁmmﬁawa%m’anﬁumm
commercial wax AaLduSasas 6.5 74.2 LAz
19.4 ANRIFU (Table 5) LilaRINTUIAINNTY
walalasusnndwduwuunaulaesin nduais
il warnduaudusssnmd wudn Tudu
Aansaudanaudulvy Aauveudaniu
2849 TH-ENV wax Tmzﬁ’umnﬁqw 31N
Uunay ew LLazﬁaﬂﬁqm Andudosas
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Tuizﬁuﬁaﬂﬁqﬂ Andusaeas 80.6 (Table 6)
dulnafnirfindurasarsiadly TH-ENV
wax luszdutioy Soway 452 wuciidning
nauzeada15aily commercial wax Tusediu
NnForaz 29.0 LLa:wudwﬁjmmaumu‘imj
wonslanduanaiiusssnmilu TH-ENV wax
lusedunnniedosas 67.7 nurdilifinnu
e lanfuanuiThiassunitu commercial wax
Tuszdvanniae (0%) Tuilgiudss szl
m’mﬂulwiawﬁmﬁmﬁﬁLﬂus‘imﬁiaqmmwuaz
foundenintuntneann Taghvzeslaniou
wWasnwald@duld (edible coating)
Lﬂugmﬁﬂaaﬂﬁﬂﬁiaqmmwﬁuﬁm
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Table 5 Satisfaction of people on TH-ENV wax and commercial wax odour

. . TH-ENV wax Commercial wax
Satisfaction

Number % Number %

High level 22 71.0 2 6.5

Medium level 5 16.1 23 742

Low level 4 12.9 6 194

n=31

Table 6 Satisfaction of people on TH-ENV wax and commercial wax odour in each issues

n =31
Satisfaction level*
Type TH-ENV wax Commercial wax
5 4 3 2 1 5 4 3 2 1
4 4 13 8 2 0 0 0 6 25
Satisfactory odour
129% 129% 419% 258% 6.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 19.4% 80.6%
1 1 9 14 6 4 9 5 6 6
Chemically odour
32% 32% 29.0% 452% 194% 12.9% 29.0% 16.1% 19.4% 22.6%
2 21 4 1 3 0 0 5 18 8

Naturally odour

65% 67.7% 129% 32%

9.7% 0.0% 0.0% 16.1% 58.1% 25.8%

n=31

Satisfaction level : 5 = Highest , 4 = High, 3 = Medium, 2 = low, 1 = Lowest

a3UNANTINARDY

lasuituenlfanindeseslssnunan
ﬁﬂﬁumﬁﬂmﬂ%%‘ﬂﬁmum%mﬁmmL%a
3,000 sau/# Wua1 15 il 1dnsa
psdfn 5% Tudnsndiu 31 slwiAanis
wonlodussnaninds 815l lun13&19
v‘iﬂmma:amlmﬁuﬁmm:auﬁqfﬂ Ap s
Iﬂﬂiﬁﬂitﬂ)uﬂ’ﬁmﬂum%ﬂdLLU‘ULﬁEJ’Jﬁ"iJﬂ’]i
wen dhlasiuivianuaranaudnwianduly
waauwAanwald (TH-ENV wax) Faiu
edible coating wax war TH-ENV wax

fuszansnmlunisiivsneinalotida
IFAiawSeudisuiy commercial wax wui
ndefinRaudie TH-ENV wax finsgade
dhmingesnindeflisuniseie Weda
duld 1 94 wazndqefiiedaudie TH-ENV
wax finsiinfusnsAiaanauiloenin
ndefilsinaunisiaiey Wadaiuly 5 Yu
Tun1sdacfiundrafiiadaudae TH-ENV
azi@aunindniindreilyliinfoud e
coating wax lufuanfiswaladaniu
Tapsmae9 TH-ENV wax Tusedudiunany
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AnfhuSasas 419 fanuianelasanauansiadl
atlusziution Jouay 452 uasfianuiionsls
sonauiidusssunlusssusnnandusosay
67.7 vuziinuienalasoniusesiie
wasudsnwaldluiissnainlagianizainy
Husssumafitioandn TH-ENV wax

LN 19DY

Wug UszLadgasai. 2550. mandnluledisa
nbsfuth§nfuwanuazintunge
Pnuethiieideisinsalsiudassge
gaslssnuaimitudy. diindde
URZWRIUT NN INENAEIIAIUATUNS
q9AN. (UNARED).
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