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Chemical and Microbiological Changes in Durian Poyah During
Fermentation
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Fvevemdndurivawsnseulusswinnminiigumgives (25-30°C) W 5 dUaii
PNMsAnMsUABLLaIAT wute pH vesmdnsusianasann 5.1 il 4.37 e
Auannisnitn uaviliaanudunsafinduainiesay 1.66 \Huderas 1013 Ui
AT 1 LLaBLﬁulﬁJﬁﬂ"]Lﬁmﬁuaﬂlﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁmw’lﬂﬁﬁﬁ (p<0.05) Tuvaziivdu
asTulaimsn Tsiiu wavletuildanadlesveznalunmsndiniiuty wasdednwinis
WasuuasnegadinelasfinaumaudsustasnuuwuaiiSeromn Sade uay
wupTiEeuanin wuindSinauuailBevomeluusasduansidausdUnmii 1 5 audl
USnaiiuaneinefusintu 16.2 + 0.84 x 107, 15.6 + 1.22 x 10°, 12.3 + 0.65 x 10", 9.3 +
133 x 10°waz 5.3 + 0.05 x 10° CFU/g anuddiu USinaadssianunwiniu 10.8 + 1.11 x
10°,10.3 + 2.31 x 10, 8.6 + 0.88 x 10°, 4.3 + 1.08 x 10°way 3.3 + 0.02 x 10° CFU/g
AUEU B U 1, 2, 3, 4 way 5 LarUSinnuuATiSoLanfAnvaawindy 132 + 0.3
x 10°, 12 = 0.57 x 10°, 10 + 0.95 x 10°, 3 + 0.4 x 10°way 2 + 0.25 x 10° CFU/g
pudiU wagnmsfnwuisuifisuuiinaiiuedn wailouess uazqninisidnoyya
Sasy ABTS vesndouanuaznaniasiUainsyiiou wuindsuanduiinafiuodniivn
Weenimandueivaienziion InelAniniu 0.04 + 0.04 pgear/gu,Mar 0.18 + 0.14
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Abstract

Durian poyah, one of the traditional fermented products, can be produced
by mixing durian flesh with salts and chili prior to fermentation. This research aimed
to investigate the chemical and microbiological changes in durian poyah products
during fermentation at ambient temperature (25-30°C) for 5 weeks. At the end of
fermentation, the pH of durian poyah reduced from 5.1 to 4.37, along with the
increase in total acidity from 1.66 to 10.13%. Moisture, ash and fiber contents
increased while carbohydrate, protein and fat contents decreased with increasing
fermentation time. For the microbiological property, total bacteria count, total yeast
and mold and total lactic acid bacteria were monitored. It was found that all
microbiological counts varied considerably during fermentation. Total bacteria
counts from 1” to 5" weeks were 16.2 + 0.84 x 10°, 15.6 + 1.22 x 10°, 12.3 + 0.65 x
104, 9.3+ 1.33x 10" and5.3 = 0.05 x 10° CFU/g, respectively. Total yeast and mold
were 10.8 + 1.11 x 10°, 10.3 = 2.31 x 10, 8.6 + 0.88 x 10", 4.3 + 1.08 x 10 and 3.3 +
0.02 x 104 CFU/g at weeks 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, respectively and total lactic acid bacteria
were 13.2 = 0.3 x 10°, 12 + 0.57 x 10, 10 + 0.95 x 10", 3+ 0.4 x 10" and 2 + 0.25 x
10° CFU/g, respectively. The comparative study on phenolic content, flavonoid
content and ABTS free radical scavenging activity of fresh durian and durian poyah
revealed that fresh durian had lower phenolic content than those durian poyah
(0.04 + 0.04 vs 0.18 + 0.14 ugeae/Sqw)- No difference in total flavonoid content was
noticeable between both samples. However, fresh durian showed superior ABTS free
radial scavenging ability to poyah durian.

Keywords: Durian poyah, Microbiology and chemical changes, Nutritional value,

Fermentation

1. unih
n3sudunalivenionvomwninedunannudesannySouiisaninesesiul
finAuusaudAldsunsengevindusvuimals (Srianta, et al, 2012; Ho & Bhat, 2015)
donidudnivg e fulssmuanuaziluutssulusuuuudug annisdinunues
Charoenkiatkul, Parunya wag Kunchit (Charoenkiatkul, Parunya & Kunchit, 2016) WU
Nissuaeiugiounas vell nszay waznun1d dusinanduleeysening 7.5-9.1 nfusie
100 n¥utveinusi LLﬁzﬁU%ﬁJ’lmﬂﬁIUTami@LLazﬁwmaai‘giwiN 62.9-70.7 53U Uay
47.9-56.4 n¥uste 100 n¥uthwiinuks nudu Tnedunafiuednuasanaudilunsdu
arsiueuyadasyliuanssiulundaraieiug nissuieinlunalindnvesnialalaed
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fuiivgninniiandlefieuiunalsiaingun WesganiavesmidsurnildasihySeudivie
nmsustaarsevisuUsiUlugubuuine wuhuvidunieuniunserindudeiens
nEsudmiviussmudufuindsiifiedunsrergnafuinwmSeuliuubdu
Tnglidedldansiall (1w @303, 2539)
UatenznBeuonGouihsmmindunauusuiaufaseldszovalumsnn
Uszanay 5 §an9h desnsudssmutuesaunsvanglungunseuluiud 3 Saiayouauls
vosUszmalng Inedsuuuundndusinanussmaniaife (wswa suguna, 2505) AGeniy
wiedih (tempoyak) SadundnfasimEsunsinfiondondsumauiuinge Ussuw
Yovay 3) minfiguugiveaduiia 3-7 Ju udrthinsuusemudviimielidu
d1UUTENOUVDI0IUNT IﬂaL%@ﬁﬁummmﬁﬁﬁ”igluﬂizmumwﬁﬂLﬂuLLUﬂﬁL'%aLLaﬂaﬂ
lneanny Lactobacillus plantarum (Leisner, et al., 2001) uaﬂmﬂﬁé’ammmwwﬁa L.
brevis, Leuconostoc mesenteriodes, L. mali, L. fermentum, L. durianis (Leisner, et al.,
2002), L. corynebacterium (Wirawati, 2000), L. fersantum (Ekowati, 1998), L. casei
(Mohd & Tan, 2007), Fructobacillus duriunis (Endo & Okada, 2006; Leisner, et al., 2005),
Weissella paramesenteroidesway Pediococcus acidilactici (Yuliani & Dixon, 2011)
IWuuaiiSouanindudeiinuseaniay pH Mlunse nsauaniniinuaiiSouaninuandy
annsaaglunsouetoskagyhlfemsuasnSeunsiznsadildainnisndny iy pH
19491913an 29188 U NMITUeAEE Wy wuailde TnaamzuuaiidedivhlnAn
15A (pathogen) (Manas, et al., 2014) ﬁg\‘iﬁﬁ]’mﬂ’]iﬁﬂ‘lﬁ’]sﬂm Chuah (Chuah, et al., 2016)
Tunsfnwinsegsenveaidonelsaluomsssainenszuaunisviinudnfasidulsinuns
Lﬁ]’%ig‘ﬂa\‘il,%a Salmonella spp., Listeria spp. Wag Staphylococcus aureus Tusgningn1s
winmusssund wasilevnisiindenslsa Salmonella enterica subsp. enterica
serovar Enteritidis ATCC 13076, Listeria monocytogenes ATCC19115 uag
Staphylococcus aureus ATCC6538P ilefinumsegsonvandonolsalusswinanisviin
wialadn nudndenelsadis 3 via TuSuuanaseswaidesdaudtuil 0 f 12 vesns
wifn waglaimuidle Enteritidis wa S. aureus GauAtudl 8 vosniviin luneitlinunns
L%%EQ%QQL%’E] L. monocytogenes Faussudl 12 vsanisustn sedliilesunannisanasedg
59157989 pH AABRUATESINIALANAN NIABETRn waznsalnsiledn Tudisusnaes
nannaandaemuledn funumilumssufimsiasyewuaiiienslsadug fatunis
Wendulsemundndunanyseunindedininudasadegelunisuslon
y3vudualiffausmeemsgaiduinumdnulusiuaslulanmuazusom
#neq MiduussleviiesunmedauniduiimuemsAndunandasivainzy Souang ity
ymthudielildemmslusuuuulniniauussloviguennieannisimiouniunas
wandasniFoudugeslsinudeyaiisiiunan fusieiogySoulutagiusaiives
nasnaunuslaadililasuanudoutaznseonsu é’aﬁmﬁaLflums?mwamqﬁ‘f]zgzgmaz
erfunsdaaiunansusilnduissnunsnarsemiadeifajudufinunisdeunlag
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Maniueiuargadiimeveidndarloeizseuluszninnismdn Weldludoya

1%

fugudmiumsdenuazduaiunisusinandndueiluswian
2. F|NIANIUUATY
2.1 msnanUaenzyiseu
thiflenoutiuamssemundaUiinm 2 Alandy nnauauiuindouns (90 i)
wazn3nan (10 niw) WdrAudunarszsanu 510 wid anduthanldnvueg it tnadn
wiolilviemadluldudalienmniivies (2530 ssawadoa) Wunan 5 dUnv
yhmsiusegislunng dUnnsi ieTinsizinsiasuudasan pH UTinunsavienun wa
WabuwamegaTaine dwivesdusznoudesiu Sdldun amutu ey Tudu & dule
wazansluleinsn agimsinseiludUavii 13 way 5 vesniaviin dnuiinaiiuedn
frovun vianTuoedviavan wazawannsalunsidneyyadass ABTS avinseiludan
voadleneuaniUiouifiutunansasivewgnSouiiviinesy 5 dUa
2.2 N1FIATIEINILAL
2.2.1 N1590A1 pH
$ar pH frewniestar pH Tnemstheeens 25 ndu eufuindy
225 §iaddns AUulidrfundiluiac pH drewe3esindn pH (Amin, Jaafar & Ng, 2004)
2.2.2 mwezinsaauadieisnislanm
thietns 5 niu ldadluriandnuunn 200 Seddns iWsindu 95 Sadans
wdmenasazateiuenIaY fevar 1 91w 3 vea welndiwinislaswmsneie
a5ara181AIgIL NaOH 0.1 uaduea sufisangd lnsasazasaziuasudidudvuytudin
USinaesrnnasguiiliuasdnasiinansaduiesasveansauanin (Ranganna, 1979)
2.23 nwnziesdusznaulosdu
AnsgFnUTmaaneiu iimayialusiuuiun aluty
Uinaudele wagUiinauaniluleinsn Ingives AOAC (1999) wazuanmmnglusuvesiosas
2.3 msiaszinsUAsuuUam1aqadnine
AnseiUinutogdunisiamauBinadaiuarsiaan (Amin, Jaafar &
Ng, 2004) LarUSInaLuATiSeLaninsaviun (Kang, et al., 2003) UU®11135 Plate count
agar (PCA), Potato dextrose agar (PDA) wag De man rogosa and sharpe (MRS)
MUY
2.4 matieudfisutBuamailiuess UsinaiTudniomn uazauaniang
Jusnsdueyuadass TunSeudauaznndaivaesniseu
2.4.1 nMFiesivTInuailiuesd
AnwnanmaUasuudasdves Aluminum chloride (ALCLy) MaiBUD9
Bag, Grihanjali iaz Bhaigyabati (Bag, Grihanjali & Bhaigyabati, 2015) Ing) AlCl; agluduiy
e C-4 YaevyAlannanausiiumis C-3 uay C-5 veaylansentavemianliuuasnanliuesd
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Aarluansuszneuifsdeuiifigniidunsa dmumsiesziildlasmaeieudedraile
viFouanuazidnfnriveiesyBou Giumsmsin 5 Ua) Aiumsviutauuugidonuds
(freeze dried) snavaneluthndu (100 blasnii/dadans) Ui 1 fadans nausaenmuea
2.5 faddns 1ndu 10 fadans uar NaNO, fosay 5 USuns 0.75 Nadans wdivud
guvndives 5 undl andulfiuansazany AlCL Souay 10 Usuns 0.75 Sadans Uil
gaumnIvionduian 6 Wil wdudn NaOH 5 faddns udusuusunslila 100 Jaddns
mﬂﬁuﬁwlﬂﬁmﬁWﬂﬂiamﬂﬁuLLaaﬁ 510 wiluluns faewA3ee UV - Vis Spectrophotometer
waARIUIETUFUVOY P cotechin/Saw
2.4.2 nTBATIEHUSHIUNUDAN TN

Aazivsunaiiuednsmlegld Folin-Ciocalteu reagent m1dAgNT
909 Lister & Wilson (2001) feil thiegsitdiunseiouduiieatunisdassd
Usuraunanliueenun 3 Jaaans WHu 2 uesuea Folin- Ciocalteu’s reagent USunns 300
lalasang ﬂuﬁqmmﬁﬁmtﬂunm 5 Ut ndsantULAL Na,CO, So8az 25 (W/V) 900
lulasang Usilgamgd 45 sariwaies Wunan 30 wiit Wlugwensganduasil 765
wlns frewr3es UV-Visible Spectrophotometer wan e UIUVOe Ug oae/Suw

2.4.3 nmFeszviauauURnIsiueyyadase

Tasrgnauainsatunisinatveyyadasslneldis ABTS
cationdecolorization assay (Re, et al., 1999) TnetfmegefiinunsnI s gaiunis
Apsznvsunaranliusenun 0.1 Tadans nauiu Working ABTS reagent 0.9 Jaddns
wéuugmniivies 3 unl udathluiadimsganduuasi 738 unluiing felaios UV-
Visible Spectrophotometer 81uaIduAnNamalaeldgns

% Inhibition = 1 - [Aqmpie/Acontrod X 100

Lﬁ'aAsample = mmigmﬂﬁuLLmﬁ’iﬂiﬁsﬂaqmiaﬁ’ﬂﬁaashﬂﬁmamﬁ’u
Working ABTS reagent
Acontrol= mmi@mﬂﬁul,l,mﬁi’mm Working ABTS reagent ravfULh
ndu
2.5 NM5IATIZANGEDR
uansmansvaaeduglvesAadn: dandsuuumnasgiu nninmaaes

3 41 n1sudsuntasasen pH Usununsa ﬂ?iLU?iIEJuLLUanNﬁ;a%’ﬁV]EJ’I 93AUsENOU
Doswmaadvomaniae uasmslnneitiinildmiatuesduasgrisnstdaoyya
SaiﬁmiwﬁmmmﬂﬁhwaqmLaéi‘aLLazmmLLUwiau%ﬁa;ﬂah&J"?%‘ One way analysis
of variance (ANOVA) Tngldlusunsudiiagy SPSS
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3. WaN13IY

MnMsAnwIMsasuasmaaiivaznegatainelunszurumsminleiens
yBeuBuFumonsHanUseenFeundninniiesgian pH waziiasginnyiinanse
g ERUSinawUaiiSe Sad wazuuaiiieuanin nommaidunan 5
&Uash ndurimsdundnfasiaegniSouludunid 13 wag 5 mAnwiesduszney
maaiifosfuuarinneimuimnuahuesduiinailuanuazquinistinoyyadase
WisuifisuiuydsuanludunigarinsreanisusindaduanisAneiluusazduneud
eandendil

3.1 mswAsunUaswasdn pH wazlSunansaluseninansudnuansasivaiens
NiTeu

MnMsAnuMsUEsuLlase pH Tusgwnsudinudnsiaeivaiensseu

ml,maﬂmw 1-5 Wu31e1 pH ﬁ]vamaqm*mu 51+0.82, 4. 41 +0.65,4.43 £ 0.34,4.38 +
0.03 uag 4.37 + 0.12 AUEINU Luaauaﬂmumumwm miinsanawwer pH lifianny
uANATeAUMEiA (p<0.05) ) 984 l3AAINNTANAIVDIAT 1 pH Tuszgwinamsminaanarinlien
mmvduﬂsmmeuammusmﬁmmmm (p<0.05) FausdUawiil 2 veanisnin Tneil
AuadresUSinunsasauaduniLsninfuSesay 1.66 = 0.76, 8.33 + 0.52, 8.9 + 0.51,
9.6 + 0.11 uaz 10.13 + 0.08 swddy WeAuganszuaunmsiindauanslunin 1

3.2 Usannudun3s Bada wazuuaiiGouanfintianun

MNMFATINsAsuLam1RaTinevesHandaeivetenzySouly

seviensmindausidUaifl 1 -5 nuhUiiauueitiSetomelundsfasiUanzydeuly
wiavdUavariiusunnanaslae@anviniu 162 + 084 x 10, 15.6 + 1.22 x 10, 12.3 +
0.65x 10°, 9.3 + 1.33 x 10°ua¥ 5.3 + 0.05 x 10° CFU/g audeiu Usinadadssanun
finlaeiadowiiiu 10.8 + 1.11 x 10°, 10.3 = 231 x 10°, 8.6 + 0.88 x 10", 4.3 + 1.08 x 10°
way 3.3 = 0.02 x 10" CFU/g snuddiu LavUSinauuaiiGaaniniauslagadewiniu 13.2
+03x 10,12 + 0.57 x 10°, 10 = 0.95 x 10°, 3 + 0.4 x 10'kaAz2 = 0.25 x 10" CFU/g
audsu TneSinamuaiiie Uinadads wazuuaiiiouanintanan luszninanis
ninAuAFUAR 3 anasededifedfynieadi (p<0.05)EaiUSsuiiieufuUsina
Foludansiusnuasnsviin fuuansluani 2



213E15IVYT UMINYNREINVAUATATSIINGY 7

6 - 12

5 =10

4 - - 8
%
f=3
=
3 - - 6 aﬁ
o =
a2 - - 4 g
3
-
1 - - 2 =

0 T 0

1 2 3 4 5

Ea
srozna lumaniin (dlam)

-O-pH —o—15munia

amdl 1 mMsUBsuudasmesd pH wasUiinansaluseninanisuinudn Sasiveieny
v;L%EJuLLam%’aaga’lugUmLa?ia + dudsuumnesguanmMvages 3 1 uay
FdnusiwanesiuluusardUniuansauuanansiueegeditoddynieadng
sefuAIdeiiufouag 95 (p<0.05)

20

15 4

Finavua (10" CFU/g)

~ el

g

1 2 3 4 5

o s o
segzna lumsvin (@lansh)

H s & a &
——Suanaiidoimun  m-lSatadsmisviue  —o=SuauuaiiGouanannavua

Al 2 USnauuailite Sadsuaziinauuaiisuaninnounlundnsasiaens
IS LLam%’ayJa’lugUfﬂimga + AUDUUNATIILTINNTVAGEY 3 1 uay
FdnusiwanesiuluusardUniuansauuanansiueegnsditoddynieadng
sefuAudeiiufouag 95 (p<0.05)

WICHCHA JOURNAL Vol. 35 No. 2 July - December 2016




8 MIEITIVY UMAINYIRY TV UATAITITUINY

3.3 asdusznaumanafiosiuvesdninsivaiensniGeu

dlethkansnsiainenFouninuesdsneumaniidewlduimainesi
Binamsiulamsanmundsinannuguuinasd usinadusiiudimalatuas Ui
dllelasmsiusegnanandusivoiengyiFouduig 3 dav Aeduaii 13 wag 5
wuihUinamnslulawsaiaanasenafiteddyn1aadn (p<0.05) 91ndUawd 1-5 Tag
\Aswihu¥esas 70.13 = 0.14, 61.91 = 0.75 way 55.13 + 0.81 AMudwy AuTuTiean
utuanduansidl 1-5 Tnladewinfudesas 7.13 + 0.64, 7.44 £0.96 uaz 15.20 + 0.42
mudsulSineadniiafiatueereiitodfmeann (0<0.05) andUnmiii 1-5 Tnatade
WinAusesaz 2.90 + 0.02, 9.51 +0.29 way 10.58 = 0.33 auaiaulinalusiuliaiana
Tnewndeuifudenaz2.46 + 0.18, 2.37 + 0.15uazanadagefltudfyvneada (p<0.05)
wihiufesaz 0.65 + 0.15 ludUamid 5 Uswaluiufirnanasesefiteddynisadn
(p<0.05) NdUAYT 1-5 Tneaasviniusesay9.98 + 0.57, 8.05 + 0.13 way 7.52 + 0.03
mudfunarUSinandulossiafiutuandunid 1-5 lnedawnaewiiudesas 7.94 +
0.02, 10.11 + 1.15 4:a210.60 + 0.03 MUAIHU Sauandlunisned 1

3.4 VsnailludnwanTouesd uazquiniaiinayyadass

mnmsAnwtiinailudnialuesduazqvsnisindneyyadaseludaogng
NissuanAzkanSuaUal ey nunUsinailudnluniSsuanuansinsed1eiitdeddny
nadfidersuiisuiuuinailuanlundnsasiveiseniFeu(p<0.05) Tnglundnsusi
Uargiseusivsunamludniviniu 0.18 + 0.14 pg e/gy taglumiSeuaniuSinailludnminu
0.04 + 0.04 g GAE/gdvawumsﬁﬂ%mmﬂaﬂauaaﬁﬁgﬂunGauamLLasmamﬁméﬁUameﬁ&mﬁ
AbiLANe19 uN19a8R (p<0.05) (MSvuaaduTutaunailaueedyiniu 0.09 +
1. YOpgcatechm/gdW LLauiumamﬂmsman%wLiauumL‘mﬂ‘u 0.09 + 1.69 UScatechin/Saw) e
mmsnqmmimwauuaaaiuwmﬂu‘mLisuamuqmmimﬂmaumaaasummﬂumammw
UawnenFeustuiitoddnmuada (p<0.05) lnglunBeuaniiqrnmardneyyadasewinty
$o0079.04 = 0.01 luvazilundndasiveisnzy3ouiigninsidneyyadasziviniy
oA 50.09 + 0.14 Fauandlunnsnad 2

M599 1 sadusenaunuaiiiUasiuveninsdueivaienzyisey

a9aUsenau (5oeay) FUAAT 1 ST 3 Uad 5

Astulansm 70.13 + 0.14° 61.91 + 0.75" 55.13 + 0.81°
AU 7.13 + 0.64° 7.44 +0.96° 15.20 + 0.42°
8 2.90 + 0.02° 951 +0.29" 10.58 + 0.33°
TUshu 2.46 + 0.18° 237 +0.15° 0.65 + 0.15
Taugfu 9.98 + 0.57° 8.05+ 0.13" 752 + 0.03°
Waule 7.94 + 0.02° 10.11 + 1.15° 10.60 + 0.03"
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ToyauaniALafie+d T UUNINTEIN IINNMITNARBY 3 FISNYITLANFAINAY

TuwaatfgnfunansnuLanasiueg1sltedAyneadansesdunudetuiosay 95
(p<0.05)

M50 2 Usinasiiuedn warliwesd wazgnsnsidneyyadasevesiseuaniay
AR UaLenzniSe

AATIEN IEEIGE nanfeiUaLeEnFeY
WA (Ugear/gan) 0.04 + 0.04° 0.18 + 0.14°
WA IUDYA(UG catechin/Sn) 0.09 + 1.70° 0.09 + 1.69°
audnsidneyyadase (Fauas) 79.04 = 0.01° 50.09 + 0.14°

ToyauaniAafie+d T UUNINTEIN IINNMITNARBY 3 FIRISNYILANAINAY

TuwaatfgnfunansnuLanAsiueg1sltsdAyneadansesdunudetuiosay 95
(p<0.05)

4. n1sefuTIBuaTaTUNANITINY

NNMsANYINMIUABULamIRaT N ludUnii 1-5 vosnsusinndn St
Uawneyidu wuhUinuuuaiite Sadn uasuuediSouanfniavunanasannduniiuen
fedunvigarine Meilundnsusiormsnsinlaeiilugdunidifunumd dyasdu
auv3dlunguuuaiiFeuaniin Tnetamzlundumes Lactobacili Alutiagtudesanldidu
Tusluledn wagiiteisududmsumsaanevnsvsin (Giraffa, Chanishvili & Widyastuti, 2010)
dlosnnuuaiiSeuanin annsaaisansiindusaiiftundnsasild (Manas, et al., 2014)
nsauanFniinantudwalinansasemminlneThludsaien LAZAINARDNITLATY VDY
Foluszmrinemsnsiuguiu Lactobacill veusasaluanizidunsa fisssu pH Uszana
5504965 %nmm%msuaaL%@ﬂéuﬁluama“'17'iLﬁuﬂiﬂawmefmﬁ’ulﬂmmma WINA O
#1399 (Hammes & Vogel, 1995) nnsAneluadeinuivinawuaiide Sass LAy
LUATIS B LANRNT IVLAAAIAABANTYUIUNITHAR mmﬁaqmmﬂmﬁaLﬂﬁmmman \Fu
mMslsizidenszurunisvdinduly 1 duand mmswszgsuaqLsuammmvmqiwz
stationary Wag death phase WWLABINUNIINAGDIVBI Amin, Jaafar wag Ng (Amin, Jaafar
& Ng, 2004) AfnwmavesUTinaundesensiuasuniasendn fusiiFounsinimuledn
waznuhUsinauefiieuaninasfintulugae 2-4 Juwsnvesnisndndadunisiasaly
5¥8% exponential phase wé’ammfuai’ﬁmm%aﬁgqLwﬂﬁL’%EJLLaﬂamLasaﬁuw%éﬁwmw
anas meiliennanUinansauasndelundndusidmanonsasyvende laelude
wuaisenguitidu heterofermentative  vz1a3alddlundn fausindindesininfosay 1
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Tuvuedlusdedasiiivsinandesnnnidesas 3.5 svduadulinmessyreuuafiGowanin
ﬂ&juﬁlﬂu homofermentative Lﬁ]’%iglﬁasﬁu (Pederson & Albury, 2014) wenNTUTI
ﬂiﬁﬁl,%laa%ﬁaﬁﬁuéamaiﬁmm’%zgsuau%a&m6] anaeRauAFUATYT 2 uazarnn1ImaaBIes
Wasnin, Karim ez Ghazali (Wasnin, Karim & Ghazali, 2014) wuuuadiSouaninialsl
anunsniaseyldiiienn pH IUﬂizuauﬂwsmﬁﬂnL%&Juﬁﬁhﬁmdﬂ 430 Fedonndoifiunis
Anszvien pH uaziinansntauaiiAntulusde fasieissniou fnuiiinanse
qﬁuaamﬁﬁaﬁﬁzgmqaﬁa (p<0.05) Fausdun1id 2 LLﬁ%LﬁNQQ%‘LAﬁQ%@H@% 10.13 + 0.08
Lﬁaﬁuejﬂmzmumwﬁﬂ vl pH fesedldlundazdunvivesnisminandiag us
agslsfmunsidsuutasvesan pH thiliflruuansnafunmsenn (p<0.05) Tun1smaaes
itadlunanfusiomandtnlneiilulussnienszuaunaniindr pH %a@auﬁ'aguq@
nssurumsvinuazdsainliaaudunsaiudy (Xiong, et al., 2013) lagUsuunsa
favmainulundnsusiisouninagegluguvesnsauaniinuagnsnesdin (Leisner, et al.,
2001)

a

WethnSeuniIunszuunsuin a1sewmsidlegluniseuazgnasunldlung

9
|

\W3nyesgauns dwaliosdusznoumuniidesuresmansusiiudsunuasly aann
nsAinuiasdUsznaunnaiidesuresnanusiuoiseniiouluadsinuiidaudy
i uegeiitoddynieadn (p<0.05) luduansiit 5 vesnisviin seiliesunanionssy
vonoulwsinidefiasnylusswienamvin dealiAnufitelelnslatauasninudsuutls
Huthealusdndae shlviunmnnutulunds Susiveesdugaduogismaiiilugas
yhevoamaviin adnuUnFluyiFouanasiviinaniigeieiesas 659 (a3 A3AvIuns
wazALBLe, 2547) dmSunsiutuegeliudfymeatnvesUSinand (p<0.05) o1y
rnarnnUSnasndefiivaslulundnAeidausdnouduvesnisusin (Kasangi, et al., 2010)
dwavilisamdiresuiinandulfiugetutuiu (Sani, et al, 2013) aehslsfniuns
WasuuasesesddsznaumaniidesfusiaUiinmuanudu i uanidulsduazunneig
E]EJNEJTJEJE!’W]EUV]’N?IQ@ (p<0.05) dlewSsuidisuassninedUamiii 1 veansuinduduand
il 5 \flefuganszviumaninluraziviinaesivlensn Wiy waglutuasdaianas
navnIvEziIaTtuNIVIn muimsmalﬂﬂimmmﬂulatmmiuw Seulzileguszanaiosas30
vosasAsznoutiavan Tnsnaduutiiesar 12 uasihnaussanudosay 12 - 18 uay
LuamiaumqmnﬂwzgﬂL‘Uaauiﬂmumma TnovhluuTinautsazanaavidofesay 4 (ilo
NaEn 2¢1915AM1UINN15AN®IVDY Chuah LLasﬂugm (Chuah, et al., 2016) nuIn by
nsvtumaviinednUinamaluguesiniaglasa Winlea uaznglasa azdien
anad iosnanuuafiFeuaninlunguiiifu heterofermentative tufsimanguilulélu
nmaasiulnuaradsensakanfnuasnInesdnn aaensuldesaisueulaeenluiesnu
Wliusinaunsiulamsaitassildanatesaituddymeadn (p<0.05) wazaonrdaiiy
navesUinainsafifisgetunarUiinunsueulaeenlediiadatuinlien pH Tusendng
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nszviumaminassnaadomnaniveulaeenledanunsariuiasefuiuasiadunse
A1suatinle (William & Robert, 1992)

UinadusivlunBouanaszilogiosas 3 laveglusUveaoulesifiddnildlunns
Wasuudafuhaa (nsudaasumsinens, 2547) usogslsinunsanasegaidedAgy
MeadiA (p<0.05) veaUsmnalusAulundndueivaienzsouludunianineseanisndin
Aeduonnnmadeanmuesnsuszneulusivlus@n gt mnglusiuazdeaninldine
Tuanmeziluns (Ogunbanwo, et al., 2013) sainmsanwnuinAl pH luduadd 5
YoInaniivaezanasiis 4.37+0.12 dwalivsunalusivanasegraiuladnluduanv
FaNAN7 uaﬂmﬂﬁmilﬂ%wmL%aluiwdwﬂizmumwﬁﬂmmiaa'ama&iamisiaaamasuaa
Tusuluwdnsasildivuii (Kasang, et al., 2010) dwmiulusAuiigndesaaeaviudeuluog
Tuguveansnesiilu 017 wislefiuuardaiiu Fensnozdlumariaunsadsuludy
ansUszneudamlesiauduansiilinausalundnsoet 91nnsfnwives Wasnin wazauduy
(Wasnin, Karim & Ghazali, 2014) wuindileszeeiailunisvsinySeufiumniuuima
ansusznavlungudamosandintude dmsuuimnalufuluniouanisieguszanuios
a¢ 3.9 agluglvadnsnlediudase nelinnaiiiesn nsnlowadn wasUrauiiAnluysuinas
faiiuogfurtianaraeiuguomidoutuiy :1nmsfiny1ves Charoenkiatkul karALBwY
(Charoenkiatkul, Parunya & Kunchit, 2016) nudUisnailvsuianualuySeunueunes
yilaffigefign Ao nsardlidn TuvasiiniFouaeiugusd nszau wagnounth fuTua
lmﬁuﬁgwmiugﬂsuaaﬂiﬂIaLaéﬂqﬂﬁqm dnsumsanasosiinalluilunsdnunasiiy
aenAdaafiuN1sMAABITEY Sani warAudue (Sani, et al., 2013) finuiuSunaslvdudy
Tnglundnsasiemsniinazivasusvanluiudusludulusiulidud (Achinewhu,
1986) uwrinsanasiintuiudniewnannsasyresdelusswiemaindisndugeld
ﬁg\‘iﬁ’m’laLLa$ﬂi®1°UﬁULﬁ@LﬂULLMﬁQIUﬂWiﬁ%’]ﬂwﬁﬁﬂﬁuiﬁﬁUﬂ’]iLﬁ]%iyflJ@QL“Uaé (Sani et al.,
2013; Fadahunsi & Sanni, 2010)

uennidevhmsinuisieudsuUBnaiiuedn warloued wazgranisiin
auNAdaTEYRISsuAniUNAATugIVoeeYTau nudlundndusivaeisyseudined
Uhinafiuedn sialauees wavansiuoyyadass Inslanizeg19Beuiinailudnuazqns
nsrdneyyadassiiugsiuosnaiifoddmsadn (0<0.05) ieIeuiisuiuniiouan
failifosannnszernanlumenindwmaliarsddymanssdaiidoglunieugnatnesnun
11N (Sieliwanowicz, 1998) danalviansinaTiuoalunanfasioensiuunanniuhli
quinnatidneyyadasegetudaeiduiuaina1uifeves Poovarodom  wazAuduY
(Poovarodom, et al., 2010) wuibuniseuaniiusunalndiluea windu 1.66 + 0.08 mg
GAE g DW uasiiUSsnaianssnueyyadaseiinnisnaasulagis ABTS uag DPPH i1y
11.98 + 05 uay 5.61 + 0.3 umM TE g DW audsiu vaiansindiueauazarlovess
fdfalunSeudunguuesansueulnlosndunazvialalua(Toledo, et al, 2008)
ueananfinmsmuTiadeuaves Ho uay Bhat (Ho & Bhat, 2015) SswuiiluySeuan
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Usgnauluimeansindfiuea waliwewd wailalua weulnleeniiu unuiy Ienliug wazue
Isitueen wivSunaasdAymaionsunneineiu Yuee Useuen1anvaINaniseunIe
MellanyTuaasdrdyinuluyiSsuaawasndndugianniseundnIeanunsaiaug

a (%

wAnfusiannisuliduomsifioguninld fduannsideiensniouiiedu
wAnAusienvnsvinidsnsnuamialaruins uazansddymanesiaifuilanaiunsa
Uilnaldegnsuann iy nasnsudunuimislunisdaady Wannlvndndueidunianuas
iieatfuayuliAnnsiiugamliuindnsausinifnangddyy wissduselulusuan
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