nsmanznanastunsaiauarnisinasezilululasuiuuriudaganluiudUs nas

19

UINENIATA NN YA

"3‘1/1EJwﬁwuéﬁ/@uﬁawﬁwaamiﬁﬂmmwﬁﬂgmﬁmwmamumﬁm%
19V UNALULAETININ LWL N WUU A 2
AMANALLlagIINN
WNIMeFuAaUINg
Un1sfinwn 2568

AVaNVRINMINYIaLAaUINT



Aaa LY [ af | U/
nsmangnanaalunsadiauarnsinsezilululasnuluunureganiudu

dUzviag

Tne

UEIATAN NIWILR30yR

"31/1mﬁwuéﬁﬂuﬁawﬁwaqmiﬁﬂmmwﬁﬂgmﬁmwmamumﬁm%
@19V UNALULATTININ LAY N WUU A 2
AMANALLlagIINN
WNINeFuAauUIng
Un1sfinwn 2568

AvANSVRINBIINYaYAaUINT



OPTIMIZATION OF EXTRACTING AND SPRAY DRYING AMINO NITROGEN
POWDER FROM CASSAVA LEAVES.

By

Miss Sirada SUBJALEARNDEE

A Thesis Submitted in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
for Master of Science BIOTECHNOLOGY
Department of BIOTECHNOLOGY
Academic Year 2025

Copyright of Silpakorn University



v Y Aaa [ o a
NIUD ﬂ’]i%’]ﬁﬂ?’]%%@]%ﬁ@lﬂﬂ?iﬁﬂ@LLaBﬂ’]iVl’]N\‘IE)S?,JIUIUIGﬁL"Uu

wUUNUEpeanlusud1 UL rag

lne UNANMAT NTNETeYR
a1 wAlULAETININ WU N LUU N 2
919158 9UInwmen HYILANENTIANTE AT UTEN UBULY

AugImNTIUmanswazinaluladonamnssy unningdefauing lnsuiiansaneylii

Tndudrunteunanisane AUENGNTINGIMERTHNIT MR

____________________________________________________________________________________ AMUAAMLAFINITUAIEAT LAY

o IS

({Yeansnanse a3, o3ues a3s9nles) welulaggnamnssy
Asaiureulay
____________________________________________________________________________________ YIETIUNITUNT
____________________________________________________________________________________ 919TENUS N van

____________________________________________________________________________________ HVSIAAIN1EUBN

(919158 3. VAN gaR)



650920058 : MALULATTININ LEU A WUU N 2

aa

WA AR NINGRIYA: N1smanenangalunisanakasnIsvikeesily
Tulpsuiuunudeganlududivenas 813138NUTnwIneinusvan : fYlemans1asd
M. WINTEN LU

Tudfuduznasdordunnadlulasiauilasuniseeusulunisdngad wmsizand
TUsfunnde 30% wagnisaialulasiauaintududendnededdismaniinienin e

s

ynmsatatuianusuisnnfosdmadensadald dufunsinuniddagusvasdiiien
anngiagalumsafaluiudignddilfanutuduresesilululasiaumniign uaziiie
nNAansnvenmMaarnluudUsns (CELP) Wunssuiunswures annduaze CELP U
Wisuiisuiuunaslulasiausial (YM) Tupisustnleniueasasias Saccharomyces
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650920058 : Major BIOTECHNOLOGY

Miss Sirada SUBJALEARNDEE : Optimization of Extracting and Spray drying
Amino Nitrogen Powder from Cassava leaves. Thesis advisor : Assistant Professor
Nardrapee Sanchez, Ph.D.

Cassava leaves, containing up to 30% protein by weight, are effective nitrogen
sources for yeast fermentation. However, extracting nitrogen components from cassava
leaves requires physiochemical methods, where extraction severity can impact
nitrogen release. This study aims to optimize the extraction conditions for cassava
leaves to maximize total amino nitrogen yield and subsequently produce Cassava Leaf
Extraction Liquid Powder (CELP) via spray drying. The CELP was then compared with
general nitrogen sources in yeast malt (YM) media for ethanol fermentation by
Saccharomyces cerevisiae TISTR '5196. Using Plackett-Burman Design (PBD) and Face
Central Composite Design (FCCD), along with Response Surface Methodology (RSM),
the optimized extraction condition was determined. This condition included a 20-
minute extraction time, 40% solid loading, and 150 mL extraction volume. While a
particle size of 212 ym and a temperature of 120 °C were fixed. Under this condition,
the predicted nitrogen yield was 209 mg of N, while the actual yield was 221 mg of N,
resulting in a 6% difference. The optimized CELP production condition was
subsequently obtained, with spray drying parameters set to an inlet air temperature of
140 °C, a feed flow rate of 3 mL/min, and a maltodextrin concentration of 12.5%. This
resulted in a nitrogen yield of 19.2 mg of N/¢ of powder, which is 8% lower than the
actual yield of 20.88 mg of N/g of powder. Statistical analysis revealed that inlet air
temperature and feed flow rate positively influenced nitrogen concentration in the
powder, while maltodextrin concentration had a negative impact. The CELP exhibited
favorable physiochemical properties, including a water activity of 0.295 and a solubility
of 99.3%. In ethanol fermentation, the CELP media yielded 6.25% more ethanol than
the YM media under equivalent glucose and nitrogen concentrations after 24 h. This
study demonstrated that optimizing extraction and spray drying conditions led to the
effective maximization of agricultural waste utilization as a valuable nitrogen source

for biotechnology applications.
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1. lannenanantumsainesilululasuainluiudevaslaunnias

Aaa

2. lpan1agnananlun1suienieIsnsnues

3. l9ng CELP fflasininwazaiuisaiusnenlaluszaznatuiuieinlviduselovd

q

[
= = (3

< 1 o [
Wuwnaslulpsaudusuraesdan



UNni 2

LPNAITHAZINUILTINYIVDY

TududUsniae (Cassava leaves)

Huduniwesduiudends Inefdnvarvedudusutlufes Gimple leaf) N9
Aavedluagnyuisuseudduiinsdniesideuten fulueaiididemieduns dly
vousiluaziufundndnidunan Sunundnidud 3-9 winilaufulufadudduiiyly
Faomil 1

Tnestugiuduendsitlilunuided 1iun Wugssoes 89 Wuiugiianansadunu
lsalugauiunans vengeuduiteen Muludiletonsing d1duddendu (@aduidoway
WawwinIne1denwnsenans, 2558) Sudusnasanuisaiunlduselovilavnaiu
sauslnafuomslaonsy dwiulusfudugndsannsoliifuoimsdn luguluanmnuis
Junauivomisid ssdaiuagiiuemmantd desanifutngiuinuasidauamig

Inyunis TngdluSunalysauestia 20-30% (Boundy-Mills et al., 2019)

A 1 Tusfudusnaniugssuas 89

anluwaglad (Lignocellulose)

a

luffudUgndsnednluwaglaa (Lignocellulose) nilwaglaa Ledlwaglaa uavdniy
Juesrusznaunmelulasiadiwesiagad Tudnsdruunnsneiuduegiulssnmvesiang

anluwaglaa (Lignocellulosic materials) lnevhlunuiwaglassesay 40-60 isfiwaglaaios
a¥ 20-30 wagdniuiaway 15-30 (Karuna et al., 2022; Lee et al,, 2008; Mota et al., 2021)



TUsAulusad i

(%
o

neluves plasma membrane auaaniviuazilusfvegausauseanlalu 2

Uszunm fie Integral protein MvJulusAuilaifiusey unsnagusvin lipid bilayer ¢ vinliAn

sinuaglossuansanudieants WsAudnUszwnn fe Peripheral protein {WulUsiund
Uszquazyoul asiuisegtuuenvostuludu Jandinivedlusfuvuboruwadiu fs 1Ju

LUsAudmsuruds (Transport protein), lUsausudeysyas (Receptor protein) waglusiugy

wosoulysl (Enzymatic protein) Josic & Clifton, 2007)

ANSane (Extraction)

nsafadetnseu (Liquid hot water : LHW) t8unssuaunisadasieniiudeu T
dosnsanaiaiifududaufisen uwiendenuiuiionuauaniusvesiiluanngreaan
oaumgifildavegsening 160-240°C Togazdsraselefiwaglas arsiilsvasnnsadinazer
TunmuvuAaudsiaman (sluny) drufiduvesudsdulvgenduwaglaa druveanandiu
Tngidwediwaglad LasiAnvaniauiedin wad aasiinisusuan pH TiegTuyae 4-7
iesniludiadsnanvinlfiediwagladdsnseglunmvesiedlnmes (oligomeric form)

dreantymmsiiasadnimdulndwesinddnase (Pawongrat, 2015) Fsdofvasnisann

[
¥

adad I a 2 a o/ ! L1 'Y !
MIYITUAD 13JLﬂ91ﬂ’]iﬁﬁ’]‘EJG]’]“UENETW@']%IUI@L@?G] LLa%IMLﬂﬁﬂWiﬂﬂﬂiEJUQUﬂim LAYBDLAYUD

FiAedesldundudiunuuin Feilaeanluszaugnamnssy (Maurya et al,, 2015)

)

31891UNTIT8YY (Karuna et al., 2022) ldvinnisarinludiudgnasnisiisouieningy
arilululpsauresnsaesiludasemiuvadivad Fearunsamanseasilululnsussnainiy

dlgnaalauniign (271 + 25 mg-of N/L) ilailguiigununsanamiesiauazns

NN99BNLUUNIINAADY (Design Of Experiment: DOE)

'
[y a

NUAITBUSNAUNEULaglY Plackett Burman Design (PBD) wiiaAnnsasmtade il

o w 1 v

naeglitydAysaANLTuYetesilululngiau M uflY Central Composite Designs

o

(CCD) omaniznananseUsunuesilululngau lnedseazdeadsiolul
1. n1399nUUU Plackett Burman Design (PBD)
(Plackett & Burman, 1946) laiauanisoaniuunismaaed 1Wun1sinsziiite

AnnsosUadeniinaog1uiitudfgyseainauaussiinesnisaintadsdiuiuunn (Abd EL-

Hamid et al., 2022; Bagewadi et al., 2017; Plackett & Burman, 1946) 1ngn1588nlkuunIs



nnaes Plackett-Burman lun1sneassazld 2¢ factorial arrangement 1luiiugiulaeiivuy

N v 5

uuansgu Taoaglddydnual (+) Aosedugs uag () Aesedusn damsedl 1 uazlunis
fundmeassusniuayfuuuuunnsgiu nenivomn 7 Jade (0 szBuiusming
Fresiuaunsnnans (N) Wiy 8 antudmasesdeluazinualudnumslaseadiay
(cyclic construction) tfufe n1shdydnuaiaavineves Initial block Tuwndfuntian uas
1lUauasu N-1 59U drudsnaasgavinsayldssduiigannilads (Plackett R L, 1946)

U d‘
MIFNT1N 2

d‘ o U a Idl U A U
191NN 1 LLNU@J’]GﬁgWUﬂWMﬁULllGliﬂLLEYJLLiﬂIUﬂ'ﬁVIWﬁE}\‘mﬂﬂLﬁ@ﬂ N-1 Jaselunisnaaes N

ﬂ%ﬂ
N Yadendoandunses, keN-1
8 + + 4 -t -
12 1 Yy + -1 tA
16 £ +F NS + 7 - -
24 T b oAb T - R TN - -+ - - - -

AN 2 ANS19NISTNABILUY Plackett-Burman Aid3717Y 7 U338uLasaananandnaviin 8

ANINAEDN
éﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁaﬂﬂgUﬂiaﬂ (factor)
(treatment) A B C D E F G
1 + £ - + - + +

oo ~ (o)) (S} i (SN N
+
1
+
+
+
I
I




2. n158anLuU Central Composite Design (CCD)

NFDONLUUNITNAABIAETS Central Composite Design (138 box-wilson design)
dunisneaesiiidadefideinisAnudadeas 3 sedu Wnudedgdnual -1, 0, +1) ud
wnuilazusutadeuuy Full Factorial nduidenuna Runs wieunsan1iznisveassfisndy
iielilsdeyaiiismerenisadauuudnaeamada Tne Model fildlunseonuuunmaass
Usenaulumie 3 d@7u (Bezerra et al., 2008; Nassiri Mahallati, 2020) @f&‘f‘:

1. Factorial points (29 funisthusunsvaaesuinveSeasiuiu k Jade Jausias
Podail 2 5o fe Aisedu +1 waz -1 ndudiuvilweanismeaes

2. Axial points (2k) ﬁmumﬁ"ﬁjﬁ]ﬁ'&lﬂﬁ]ﬁaﬁﬂmﬁmﬁwmzﬁiﬁﬁhﬁﬁaﬁuaﬁcﬂiﬂﬂa’]q

3. Center points (Cg) Amuarngastiadetiadenniidnans (3esn 0)
FuugatunIseankuy CCD Taun (Co) awLiNAINNI55IUAUVBY Factorial points, Axial

points waz Center points Wufta N = 2¢ + 2k ¥ al, Fanndi 2

? °
I
| ° - o
I LT — [
—1-——e———_,_ﬂ———4 — of —— 4. 94 — — 10
o~ : ~ : 4
I t
) &
Factorial Points Center Points & Central Composite
Axial Points (Box-Wilson)
Design

A1l 2 Model Tuniseenuuy Central Composite Design

3. Response Surface Methodology (RSM)

35n15N U INANBUAUDNTULNAT ANINFTUAGI AAARS LAz dd A dInSTUN1ITAS 14
LUUINAD T IUTEINThaz g UTelgvuaInBUUINaDIR 18NS0 NLUULAENISILASILANIS

NARDINMINEEY Feazdodaduievoyaredady Tinguszasdiiionsansaanisaineaia

9

anunsatn Ul le Ml eanevaussiaulala sudnSnaandLUsa1eia hazLiiavinue i

A a v vy a a a a ¢
anngifaanazanalavTuaesiilululasiauuinian lnedaseiain auwUsusiu

Y Aa ¢

(ANOVA) Taefiansaunannan p-value v99ad8a1ee 1tasizianuunlsusiuladssuiey

[y v o w

vAydAYNEdRNNIUR, N1IATITRANdulsEansuein1sandula (R-Square: R-Sq)

WDAATIZRANUNIZELYBINITNAaRsT A nenwuUl] wagiasiziinsad Normal plot

6 1 LY v

WDAATIEAANENFUNUS 1987 UTENINAIYIUINLEANNEUNT AUAITLANNNITNAGDIRT



MIMEANIETINTaLveRarFIuUTIINENNITYIAneE (Regression Model) d1mu
MsadsaunIsiuenseaunsnaaesUsinaesdlululaswuiilsandededildlunisadia
dWonsiuainisyiunsainlusunsudefisutunanisnnassade Tasthamestasedilaan
MR duUsyanavesaunisanaey (Actual Code) andeuluaunisf 1 nSaufunsiu
NuRnevaues (Response surface) A7l 3 fla3uneAIUAURUS SEIeAIMBUALRIAY

J38NAINANDANNDUAUDY
=Bo+ XX bix;+ YK byxe + XK biixix; + (1)
y = Bo i=1DiXi i=1DiiX;2 1<i<j PijXiXj T €

lay y Aeladeiineinis; ardudssdns (Coefficient): S AoAn Intercept 3o

Armsfl Geanidufidsanedads V ot x Wu 0, b; Aerrduuszanduestadedasy
v dAaa

Tngazidumfazinlidads Y wWasuudas; x detladedasy Jeaziduladenidninase

J998N999n15

o

Tumsmendudsedns (Coefficient) vildlaetindoyanlaainnisnnaesuninsey
mensrUINNImNAdineEns welrldarlunisadisuuudiaes awnsanilaainaunisi 2

ey 3

= (=) (Vi—y)
' L(xj—x)?

ntent (mg N/

Nitrogen Cor

AN 3 NFIUNURINOUAUDY (Response surface)



NISYILNAIENIZUIUNTNUNBY (Spray drying)

ax ° v v ' . & ad o Y ay vo PN vaa

WAsimmenIsUNes (Spray drying) lWuasviwiinlasuanuien Taen1sleis
dy ) gj gj Y o PN Y v 1 1
UlueFwsnduldivanaivnssuuunawasnagdnlan Tuanissen 20 Wiuegraunsvanylu
NARAUNDIMNTNANIUTLLAN WU NARAUIIATDIRY, lUSAUNaTnnNYLaznIul (Wang et
al.,, 2019) FadoRveINTVUAIENSHuNegTuABNIEUTEANTA M a1nsadnuiguaudR
malarunsianuasndrfudunszuiumsianunsailasinga lngldansazareasiunios
Aa v Y o § v a & & <, A
niinstinsuaauseuauviiansazaefgnuuluazesdey antussivenateluaveai

a Y a LY cay v 1 [y = o o/ o & Ao < ' ' 1
azLaammﬂL.Lazimmamm%wlmgiuaawmzm Favhliusendanundanuiardienan1svuas

uideiiReadasiunisaia (Extraction)

Karuna et al (2022) lednwnsldluiudrsndsduwnaslulasiaudmsu S. cerevisiae lu
mMsnsfneniuea wieuusuifisuiuuasulasiouialuluemms Yeast malts (YM) Tngld
nsafa 335 Aensadadaeiideu A wasnsnieans eadnozilululasimuainly wui
nsafalusfudizudaineiduniou (CLWP) waadliiuusinuesilululnsiaugsgai
271+25 Gaansuvedlulasiaunsdans waznsnosdludassduluglu CLWP fe
nsnngenfinuaznsauaataiin ndminvnduna 24 42l ewnsdieatefisl CLWP agls
USnaiemueaginiiemnsidsata YM wnde 5 w1 ieisutvangildd ciwe Tu
amwﬁﬁmmL%uﬁi’fuﬁuaaﬂqiﬂal,l,azluimmuﬁwhﬁ’u (Karuna et al., 2022)

Suriyachai et al (2020) Iﬁﬁﬂ‘mLﬁmﬁ"umWﬂamwﬁaﬁthmiaﬁmﬁasJﬁﬁ%'au (LHW) 7
seURASedensaserhetalng emslelnsladauaznanduomuen Tagld3snmsituin
novaues Jadeildlunisadaldudgaumgl (120-200°C) Amnududuvesnsa (0-1% v/v)
uazsEezm (15-45 unil) senandnnglaa wuinannsfimnzaue 162.4°C Wunan 29.5
wiimensadailain 0.45% v/v dealvinandanglaagega 91.05% 1nnisielasiadaniey
wulsdvaawaglaa wazlunmsndateniuealasusansiindunaznisninnieudu doali

NANAALONIUDALINAY 93.91% (Suriyachai et al., 2020)

Olawunu et al (2014) AnwuAgfunisaiaudnuilugaglaaaindsialneiiluvesnde
Nansuwen3nala Taesldnszurunisananisunsou (LHW) Lagn15aine8a19 #2019
PONLUUNITNAARINaMIAN Iz TIuNzaulaely Central Composite Design (CCD) Way

Response Surface Methodology (RSM) ﬂ%ﬁaﬁiﬂﬁuﬁqmwgﬁ (150-200°C) szaztan
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(10-60 w1¥) wazUsuaveds (3-10% w/w) wuiilinandandnuiluwaglaainuizay
Ngail 55.5% Ngaumni 200°C Wukian 60 Wil waz 10% w/w lunsiasizidugiuine,
wansliiuiuilignsusazneu nsenuiweliiuindnivgaeeninanuiluwaglad

aunsaanalnangdsinlnalagldnisannaiginsaukazang (Olawuni et al., 2024)

Gong et al (2023) l@@Anwin1safawuu mild pretreatment dwsuiuenau lngldnsade
| . | ) Ao A Y] v v H S W ~
IUALAIIRBTINNY Tnen1smanenananiielylnaududuresiiniasandug
a [ ° =~ a o [y a A a <
gaumgin1sanin <100°C wendnlulalenuea dwmsvannsiviansauegiusunveudsly
USunaugadie 30% ndamandnnuitaunsondnluloonueald 86.88 o/L naansillvidoya
WIANLA IR UNANTENUIBINITANANAIUNTA/AN9EDITUNDUABNITH AR ULBU Y WA
msfnudliiuinnszuunIsaialuuEsugNE AmIzanngauuiussansnmdmsunis
niinluleleniuea (Gong et al., 2023)
av aa 1% 19 o Y v ' .
NUIRNAYITINUNTINUAIABNTZUIUNISNUNDY (Spray drying)
Aragliez-Fortes et al (2019) la@nwin1smian e iuganvaianssnienssuIung
auwisnuunules laglidsnisnevanesiuiy Yadenld laun aamgdeiniaviid (130~
170°C) uavUSunauealamndvisu (60-75% wb) wuiigavigioniavidndwadisonanin
HaaznIaneanesin TuuariivSunaiaudu n13Audl karn139nnNuaulSURanTENUT
AUAINUITIUNOAANGNTU 8A1IENITANAAFIMSUNTTOULIUT BN D gaunnd
91MAvIET 148°C hagUTunnealawmndniuagil 75% wb vauilailio nsilwesinaiilin
TlanananNg 67.9% USUNUANLTU Wb 4.2% NsaLadaasin 90% nain1sAull 60 Uiy

ANNAINNTAIUNMTANAINAY 21.7 g TO9U/100 ¢ VBIAAITUIN UaziduruAudnanaady

Y930uN1A 9.2 lulAsiuns (Aragliez-Fortes et al., 2019)

Arebo et al (2023) IiFnwnisfunswanmstumaiioddy (OFsP) fignuludeunaaud
wAlsiusgansiueyyadaseuaza1susenauiiuedn lagldmaianisviliurauuuniurey
wazld38n1598nUUU Central Composite Design (CCD) adeild léiun gamgiioniavdn
(150-190°C ) 80310131 (10-20 mL/min) wazANNTUYDILDAlALANDNTY (5-15%)
wui Weiinmnududuvesuealamndniudssalinananme auanansalunisazany uag
USmnanudualsfiuresss OFSP azfindu uddieiuduazanas annefinzauiignfo

gauniniadi 172.71°C dws1n15ivaretemns 20 mL/min wazuealaandniu Aau
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Ut 1% vilnlanandnes OFSP fip 48.46% laslinnuanunsatunisazaly 26.839% wuen
walsTiu 25.823 meg/100 ¢ uavAILTuSLING 13.862% LLazﬁé’ﬂwmzﬁuﬁwaaaymﬂm
OFsP WugUsmnmdsuuaziimsdnGoshiainaue aguldine OFSP fiannzwsnzandian
Faiwiualsiugsaauazauantinismonnuazannsmhluldlundnsasignsomsld

28198 Us¥aNS AW (Arebo et al., 2023)

Wang et al (2019) la@nwAgIfunsman1ieianantun1snanxeain Soy Skim alaain
nszvIuNsanameuinlgieulysl (EAEP) ienAnnsuiswuuriulaenilndulndas Jadedn
14 Lo gaumgiennieuidn (140°C , 160°C,, 180°C wag 200°C ) wsinnsiva (3, 6, 9 uae
12 mL/min) WagANudud sl (25%, 30%, 35% wag 40%) AoNanIINVesdl (aw),
(. = 1 v a 6 v A ’oj v

ANWAUSE, ANUNUILUUITIL, AYUAITE (CD), ATUNITAEAIBUT (WSI), 3801AAUFIU, N3
nsratevenulng wagauannsalunisiueuyadase lpsunansenuegeddudAyan

a

N13101993NITPURAMVUN U RETUANFAIINY WUIIFNIILAITN UL A AN TENUDEL 1]
WudAgseauaunsalunisiiueuyadasyvesnidindiulndlulSuaun anieia
Nanfianusondnlalagnsinbiwiamemsnuwianaamginiadn 160°C snsnsinaves

9 L}

2113 6 mL/min Lagmuididuresaaude 35% (Wang et al, 2019)

Ma et al (2020) léRnuilunisdiouaalnuifada wsla TCCC 13007 uWARNIAUNLLT-0Ed
Tudnfin lnedmsinazgnuenide minduazddnlessurieunisouwiauuuriudes uas
wsfweslivmngauuazyiinismaasstadeiion (Sinsle factor) Wisdentladefiinanseny
1nfignan 7 Jadesenisauusaluunudes wuinealanndvisududatislunseuuisi
FdatneUsuusnsruIunseuurildegneditivdrdny BBmsnevaussiufingnliitevnanioyd
Afigeesiadugamgionnavidn uswuvesnsviu wasUSuamesealaandniy ey
W153109$ Y0953 UIUNTOULKILUUNUHBBYR A sATan 8T T unuan -oz A TudafiT nls
wanzaudign wuin uealaandviEu 30% gumgionnAvidn 130°C uazusIfuesNNTYiL
0.35 MPa 1iumsfimesimunzaniianvesnisviliuie snsnsfusivsiunsazgads
62.74% AzuuusIeYT 85 wazUInansaunuun-ediludifizney 67.5% uazdnsinis
Auw GABA 07 60.7% nadwsinaniesingudmiunisvsgruianisnaansn

wnuy-ezdilutniisnanumidnlusedugaamnssusiely (Ma et al., 2020)



12

a

Kemsawasd (2018) la@Anwan1ieiuussunsansanaludusnasnioiniasinuishuunog

Welildnsansadalududiznasildnudnvazinlunsididududsznaulueimiss

v v
IS o

AuanUANIINIEA mLaziedl Wy § ANPu n1sazatel sauignslunisinueuyadase
(Antioxidants) anigNmngadlunisviuianaamaiennavidl Ae 150°C gaumgilviaen
50°C 9m351n151%a 0.5 mL/min laenansuinsansaialududusnasnladaiovasnanan
A a & ] s aaa I cala Y o o

ANd ANUTUIUANNTL UazABmesLeATiIf (A,) agluinueind uenanllddlansdfsy
naunailiuesdfiuTutgalaun Quercetin, Luteolin, Kaempferol, Apigenin uaz
Isorhamnetin TunsWauIRARA LA 0IRNTITNaNA1TaR N TUTud U naIns ou
win 3 in 1 levinsfnwaudAniaaiinenin dnvazlsingromaniuyvaii1unsau
U wazmsvausumaszandudaduneensuvesuilan nansAnwivesfanssunisdiu

a a i~ a £ = v & a &£

auyadasy USunaansusenauiiuednuasaiseannnsniedinin uandliliudanisiiuauves
gustuyne dusiudsndenduwiaves Caffeic acid waz Epicatechin Miduuszlevise

avnIN (Kemsawasd, 2018)

Eroslu et al (2018) e@nwuienfunisatauasnsiuisuuununeslunisudanslsady
Mndrunauvemalsadluarruliiningauiian Taeldse leasiiuinneuauss navesi
uwsiidesnsfeUsutniniauaansitn (AA) uazkeulsloenfululumoiionun (TMA) w89
AR nudmnsfimesAminzauigadmiunszvunsainde gungfienniavtn
130°C gaumgienniaesn 85°C Lazdnsndruuealmandniy 18.4% fordurriimunzay
‘1‘71%3@ mﬁlé’%gmﬁmﬁamaaummLaasim‘wsuaa AA ey TMA ﬁqmwgﬁ 4°C uaygungil

1% 1d % v 1 A a o a 1% o %
WInaaulunan 90 1u WU’J’]@G]S’]H']?EJ@EJ?I&’]EW]QQJWQEJ 4°C  HagURAULINABUAINIU AA

9 Y

[y

987 41.4 uay 48.2% wavdmsy TMA 8l 233 Wag 37% AUy (Eroglu et al,, 2018)
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UNi 3
35N HUIUIY
Y- & ) o = - | 4' < Y v o o ° 9
MAdetiudaeanidy 3 diu i 4 Ao dwdl 1 10unssudu Tududiendaasgniinuis
WATUA A LIAINIUIN wazyinnIsAnYIAIUUSENaUYRdtududIUL1aY nTUSUNISNAadly
gl 2 Aemannisanastunisanalududivsmas weolilinauesilululasauuinign
waraLiunisludun 3 Ingininanaluvinliwiaagdsnnsyiwrsuunutey welrasainluy

st Ul aznsiAuSIY

T
‘ Cassava Leaves preparation ‘ ATUN 1
‘ Cassava leaves composition
Y '
=
| Screening - Plackett-Burman Design ﬁqu“ﬂ 2
‘ |
‘ Optimization — Face Central Composite Design Extractions
[
v
‘ Optimum Condition |
I
\ 4 4
| Liquid ‘ | Solid ‘
A4 .
) =
| Optimization - Face Central Composite Design | dq UN 3
| Spray drying ‘
‘ Amino nitrogen powder |

| Amino nitrogen Evaluation

ANA 4 FunUlUN1TVININITIVETRENINTI

AU 1 NSWSsULazIRUTENaUVaIl U LA UL 1A

1. mswisulusiudUenas

ludfudgrdaiugssens 89 fanmi 5 lH5UANNOUATIEAIINEYILAENTITTE

A5. NUNISIA LNBISTTY UNINYIFULNBATAENS INTNUANLNaLAY Tae TusiudUsnasan
) v Y v ad [ (v (% a" 3 ) %

LNV IALAIA2835N15ANLAATUNAIUSEUIN 2-3 T4 A9NINTA 6 INNUUVIINITUAN Y

Y

A3 BeUALEULLDAAa (Retsch, Germany) wazinlusiudruzuasualiyinnisienauinniey



14

GECR Vibratory sieve shaker (Retsch Model AS 200, Germany) lagagiinvuia 212 pm

(35/70 mesh) lundruusenaulaseasiakasyinnisans

9 6 TusudUegnasmnnuan

2. Msmauysenaulaseasisvestududiuzvias

2.1 Msana@iegnanIgn (Extractive in water)

Asananaeul DI Tgunluusuna 190 mL adluvanuSunswasyinnis31909nusunng
TSuiuLAIad Soxhlet wiauAuLUAIB9inANsou taeliulnanu Thimble Uszuna
4-5 sousiotlusuazlinlvadoudunan 24 42lue Weounareludlavaesinliaungl

ANAY LATYNNITANANIYLENIUDARND
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2.2 NSANAA9819928LeNUea (Extractive in ethanol)

wdnmsatndietnazyinisasadasenuease Ingldeniuea 95% Tuusuna
190 mL aslurinUiunsuwazyiinisslisuiuedes Soxhlet nSoufullaunaadosiiniy
%au Tnelviinlnasitu Thimble Uszunas 6-10 seusiedalusuagliilvadoudunan 7 $2lus
dethnaeidudlavdesiinlfgumadanas iluifudendsildannsadaluudduliide
Awnsgdinely drulududivsndsunlu Thimble Wunlunsesgaainielagldnszaiunses
Whatman #1 Tuns38 Buchner #5aufuaianigieniuea 95% Usuias 100 mL drldannled

witd waziludwsigvaniukazininnalasasienaly
2.3 Msmaniuwariinnalassasigiulududiuzvias

2.3.1 MIAsYUFAI0ELaE Hydrolysis
2.3.1.1 dlusudUzndsiilgannisainaotiuasioniuead anutaudan
Aurs1eak Tneds 300 + 10 mg Tdlu Extraction volume tubes 3 vn waeutuiintimen
2.3.1.2 W@unsA 72% sulfuric acid asbw Extraction volume tube usagwn
AUl

a

2.3.1.3 11 Extraction volume tubes WalUansluiaies Water bath figaumgil

Y

30 + 3°C 1unan 1 Fluamfeuiuauansnn 5 wi
2.3.1.4 1#u11 DI 84.00 + 0.04 mL adlu Extraction volume tube Lazivgn

LWNDLADAY

a

2.3.1.5 11 Extraction volume tubes b Auto cleave ﬁqmﬂﬂm 121°C u

U

nan 1 $alus ntiuiniislildeumgiianas
2.3.2 ATIEA9819 Acid insoluble lignin (AIL)
2.3.2.1 W¥nsesananiAnsesanslu Extraction volume tube 91e crucibles
adluraviues Wewsndmiifuvesvauazvends uanifvldvinfuiiognaseanm 50

mL

a

2.3.2.2 11 crucibles Afinnluauluimniigaumgil 105 = 3°C Wunan 4 $alus

Y

pagantuluRnly desiccator waguinumin

a

2.3.2.3 1 crucibles Afnnluauluiigamndl 575 + 25°C Wunan 24 + 6

Y

209 nasanuuilUwnlu desiccator waguiinydndn

2.3.2.4 AruuUsunal Acid insoluble lignin (AIL) Tagldannis (4)
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Weight -Weight ..., |- \Weight - Weight ~Weight
%1 4 IL:( g crucible plus AIR g ﬂmb]e) t g crucible plus ash g mtmb[e) g protein X ] 00 (4)

ODW

sample

2.3.3 AATIERA9819 Acid soluble lignin (ASL)
2.3.3.1 thansiiivluwaafessSine 50 mL ududl 2.3.2.1 Wieszilae
HA3ea UV-Visible spectrophotometer i wavelength 270 nm laglt 4% sulfuric acid
\Ju Blank
2.3.3.2 Auad3una acid insoluble lignin (ASL) Tneldaunns (5)

UVabs xVolume ,,, . xDilution
% ASL = x 100
exODW. x Pathlength (5)

sample

08 UV = ANINISAANEUIES UV-Vis

Volume hydrolysis liquor = Y311¢5984n594 86.73 m

s Volume
Dilution = anple
Volume

+ Volume

diluting solvent

sample

€ = miams‘ifwaama%amwﬁﬂfmmm?iumww ARSI 4
ODWearmpte = duinvesihedremiiedu mg
Pathlength = A ugIRUYBNEaa UV-Vis wihedu cm
2.3.4 Tinsesidhedrsinmalassadng
2.3.4.1 thansiAuluradetha3ana 50 ml dud 2.4.2.1 sndszana 20
mL warlduaalenmsuoiun ieusuaa pH Tﬁmagjﬁﬂizmm 5-6 IngldnszmyinAn pH
2.3.4.2 19581 10g 198 1S UNNTIAIIEY HPLC Tnansosd1siIusiingasauln
0.45 pm astuvIniufiagne wagimsienlauly Standards CVS wagldmaduy Rezex™

RPM-Monosaccharide Pb+2 (8%) Tun1s3u@ms1g1t HPLC

2.4 nsymontulududusvas

a

2.4.1 41 crucibles lUwmnitgamadl 575 + 25°C iuaan > 4 dalus ndsnduiily
sitnlu desiccator wagdufimiintn

2.4.2 Fuiwiinlufudzndafigeldiunszuiumslag 0.5 a1 2.0 ndu ldasly
Crucible wioutufiminiin laeTinsizvidn 2 ads

2.4.3 11 crucibles lwnigamgil 575 + 25°C 1unan 24 + 6 Falag ndaintiy

P lUWnlu desiccator wagdusinyd1ndn
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2.4.4 UM% Ash laanaunis (6)

o Ash— Weight ,.cinie pius ash

ODW .

sample

- Weight

crucible x 100 (6)

1ng Weight crucible plus ash fi@ Wntinuas Crucible $9uAU ash
Weight crucible Ao U mtinves Crucible

ODW sample A UINLNFI8E9

dauil 2 nsmanieangalunisadalududlends
1. NM59RALUUNITNAGBY (Design of Experiment: DOE)

1.1 n19eenkuy Plackett Burman Design (PBD)

Tdn1seanuuu PBD 1iarnnsastadsfidanadansannozilululasiauainluiu

'
[%
) o v

dUenad lnedadenaulavasain luauideiineys 5 Uadsdiunainanuiefinedves

(%

[
v

il 1. gungil (Temperature) lapiin1551891uRavaINs oMy dnen1susuaniniud

AMudIAYaaNIsiiuUAsE1vaumanslunszuIuNIs LHW denalviinisidnlaseasng

Yaa

aﬂiuwa@ﬂaaimm%{u (Suriyachai et al., 2020), 2. ssz13a1 (Duration) laedin1551891UNa
ﬁuaﬂmﬂﬁi’fszsJ3L’amm'amsﬂ%’uaﬂmﬁ?uﬁmmﬁﬁayiaﬂazﬁw%mwmsama&hmaqLaﬁl,sziagiaa
waziwaglaa (Olawuni et al., 2024), 3. YunaLA1A (Particle size) Ingiin135189MUNAYDY
nsldvunneyaanensUsvan nnuIdaeduiusiudedndalumsaieinainusounas
1A ﬁ?fadma@iamsamaé’amaﬁaaﬁﬂiuma@aa (Kammoun et al.,, 2023), 4. U31195089015
ann (Extraction volume), uag 5. Usuiaweuds (Solid loading) Tmeinssneaunavednis
TiUSuusan1sUSUaNINEINas o USEAVBNINUBINTZUIUNTANALAZ AUTUTU NI ONANER
Yasa5ain (Gong et al, 2023) Fin157197t 3 Tngazldifies 2 levels (+ waz -) Tuusasiade
N1300NLUUNNTNIAADILazILATIZYNadElTlUTUNTY Design-Expert software (Stat Ease,
13.0 trial version) Tneiinsnaaesiavun 12 @n17g (conditions) LALNARDINAT 2 AT &
ANgT 4

MsATERHaNINAADITLaE AT IEAAILUSUTIU (ANOVA) Tnefiansanainandes
Confident level MaserinnaulsusuldSouiisuiuantodfynieadffiiivun Jsnns
naaesneuni Tl ldiulsiiduanududuresaisiad Potassium Hydroxide (KOH) 1y

YadeluiSnseanuuuilsme uwallesanuadnslunisadfuansadu insignificant (p-value
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< 0.05) FefiolifidedArysonavesUSunaezdlululasouils Jaldgniunldduladely

N1599nLUU PBD

A1519% 3 msraansdanlsnaulalunisesnuuu Plackett Burman design

Code Factors Unit Low level (-1) High level (+1)
X1 Temperature °C 120 200
X2 Duration min 10 60
X3 Particle Size UM 50 212
Xy Extraction mL 50 150
volume
Xs Solid loading % 10 30

A1519% 4 MN1TIINTOBALUUAITNAABILUY Plackett-Burman design lnauans Actual

(Code) v03akUs

Condition | Temperature | Duration | Particle Size Extraction Solid loading
O, (X1) [ (min), (X3) | (um), (X3) volume (%), (X5)
(mL), (X,)
1 120 (-1) 60 (+1) 212 (+1) 150 (+1) 10 (-1)
2 120 (-1) 60 (+1) 50 (-1) 150 (+1) 30 (+1)
3 120°(-1) 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 50 (-1) 10 (-1)
q 120 (-1) 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 150 (+1) 10 (-1)
5 200 (+1) 60 (+1) 50 (-1) 50 (-1) 10 (-1)
6 200 (+1) 10 (-1) 212 (+1) 150 (+1) 10 (-1)
7 200 (+1) 10 (-1) 212 (+1) 150 (+1) 30 (+1)
8 120 (-1) 10 (-1) 212 (+1) 50 (-1) 30 (+1)
9 200 (+1) 60 (+1) 212 (+1) 50 (-1) 10 (-1)
10 200 (+1) 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 50 (-1) 30 (+1)
11 200 (+1) 60 (+1) 50 (-1) 150 (+1) 30 (+1)
12 120 (-1) 60 (+1) 212 (+1) 50 (-1) 30 (+1)
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1.2 NM522nLUU Face Central Composite Design (FCCD)

LY o w 1 a a

WonsruladvlunisadafiduaednildodAyreuiuiaezdlululasiauainnis

99NLUU Plackett Burman Tusite? 1.1 lnglarmdendadeniinudifguinmun 3 Jade
AIRNTIN 5 UAIUINNBBNKUUNIENIENATIaRRI FCCD Usenaumie Axial points (2k) 1Tu
-1 uay +1 wnu legldlusunsuy Design-Expert software (Stat Ease, 13.0 trial version) el

A1SNAAIIMLA 17 conditions WALINISNAABINATI 2 ASI AIRIIIN 6

M50 5 meansulsilinasgsitdedfyronuntuvesnsnosilululasuila

1NA1TRDANLUY Plackett Burman

Code Factors Unit | Low level (-1) Center (0) High level (+1)
X1 Solid loading ‘| % 10 25 40
X Extraction mL 50 100 150
volume
X3 Duration min 20 30 40

R399 6 A1TINTEBAUUATINARDILUU Central Composite Design Tnouans Space

type, Actual way Code 793AYT

Run No. | Space Solid loading Extraction volume Duration
Type (%), (X3) (mL), (X3) (min), (X3)

1 Factorial 40 (+1) 150 (+1) 20 (-1)
2 Axial 25(0) 100 (0) 40 (+1)
3 Factorial 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 40 (+1)
a4 Axial 10 (-1) 100 (0) 30 (0)
5 Center 25(0) 100 (0) 30 (0)
6 Factorial 10 (-1) 150 (+1) 20 (-1)
7 Axial 40 (+1) 100 (0) 30 (0)
8 Factorial 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 20 (-1)
9 Axial 25(0) 150 (+1) 30 (0)
10 Factorial 40 (+1) 50 (-1) 20 (-1)
11 Axial 25(0) 50 (-1) 30 (0)
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12 Center 25(0) 100 (0) 30 (0)
13 Factorial 40 (+1) 150 (+1) 40 (+1)
14 Axial 25 (0) 100 (0) 20 (-1)
15 Factorial 10 (-1) 150 (+1) 40 (+1)
16 Factorial 40 (+1) 50 (-1) 40 (+1)
17 Center 25(0) 100 (0) 30 (0)

2. M3vinsanaeeinfeu (Liquid Hot Water Extraction: LHW)

Slevinseenuuuntsmnaes PBD way FCCD Bovudosud aniiufiassihnisatadae
35 LHW mun300niuuun1snnassusdisag Condition mun1s1eit 4 uay 6 Tasdslusiy
dsndaunny %Solid loading udtinlunanuii DI aslu static Parr reactor 300 mL &4
awil 7 wazthluldlumni (furnace) palgamaiiuaznandlssenuuuly ndsannsarda
Wi reactor aam'mﬂLmLLazﬁﬂaﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁLL%ﬂﬁuﬁLﬁammUﬁﬁ%m LAILENTBIUTIBONAIN
YDUNAWNIYNTNTIQYYINIALTNTEANTOs Whatman #1 Tunsag Buchner fsniwdl 8

& o ] A ) a oA [ ! & @ [ P o a 6
nntuhannidulusiuiegludiuveavaiuldinuiny lnensudduieiilyinseiin

Usunaesllululpsuluthaiailutunousald

mwﬁ 7 static Parr reactor 300-mL
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AN 8 NTBdEeYINIAlLNTEAIENTEY Whatman #1 Tunsae Buchner

LR

3. NM5IAUIUIU Amino nitrogen
Yunaesiilululasnuluansadnainlududlends gnialdlngliyavaaeu Primary
Amino Nitrogen Assay Kit (K-PANOPA, CAS Number 7727-37-9 3101 Megazyme (Bray,

Ireland) B4tunaUNTNARBUNUYIANNAILULTIYBINNER

4. msmuiauazUsuanseeviluamaanlusudUymds

nEannsuvinsatenuan e idnaauds i felsihataddiaszin
aqﬁﬂizﬂauﬁlﬂuﬂmazﬁiuﬁqu&hﬂ?mﬁaﬂaw (Central instrument facility) &
UMINeseNina laedasisRusuimnInezilu (Amino acid Analysis) lagld AccQ-Fluor

Reagent Kit IASI¢HNIUA 2 35 LA
4.1 smUsuIUNIAezilunavun (Total amine acids)

4.1.1 thsheganana 1 mL lunauiu 6N nslslasaassn (HCY wasliay
Soudl 110°C \Junan 22 Halus

4.1.2 W@y internal standard wazyinmsUsuysunadaetn DI 8l 100 mL was
NTDIMIVLULLUTUTUA 0.45 pm

4.1.3 wanas AccQ-four Mdudumasnsiineysius (derivatization buffer)
uay AccQ-fuor reagent LiteflazviilviiAnoyius

4.1.4 Mntuiegsazgnliarudoud 55°C unan 10 wiit deudadlulu
HPLC &1 Condition d1w¥u HPLC thidinsevinsnevilulaeld Poroshell C18 (4.6x100 .,
2.7 um) W3auAY Jasco FP2020 fluorescence detector man1slua 1.2 mL/min 499

sodium acetate buffer/acetonitrile/water as mobile phase ﬁqm‘mgﬁ 35°C
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4.2 nsmysunanseesiludasyluinana (Free amino acids)

4.2.1 thsegranain 1 mL TUnauiu 0.1N nsalalasaassn (HCY

4.2.2 Wiyl internal standard wagynmsusuySnadaetn DI Rl 100 mL was
N0IMELUNLUTU cellulose acetate VUM 0.22 pm

4.2.3 wamas AccQ-flour Miutumesmaiineywus (derivatization buffer)
uay AccQ-flour reagent LitefayyinliAneyitus

4.2.4 fregvazgnlviaudeuit 55°C Wunan 10 it newdadldlu HPLC

d@1uil 3 nswanrsarilululasaulagnisnulae

1. MISYIUWIPIELAIY Spray dryer

nsvaaedlaeldipSes Spray. dryer 3% Buchi B190 Mini Spray Dryer Fan i 7

a

augnugimnssukazmalulagdinimuiend (llome) ddnauimuiingimansuag
waluladuvisuszndlng dwivannedlflunsdanudosiuazgnoonuuudieds Face
Center Central Composite Design Taegtiaseiiasinszinanundl 3 Jods Fadudaseiil
auddeylunsniuiles (Arebo et al, 2023; Sharma et al,, 2023) 5197 7 uaglunns
ponuuuldlusunsy Design-Expert software (Stat Ease, 13.0 trial version) Inadin1mnass
W 17 conditions WAYMNSYINaBIHAT 2 ASs Fems1eit 8 dmsunadnsiisesnisiold

o Y v P a
manfianuduturesesdiululasiauunniian

AT 7 el nidlunisosnuuu Central Composite Design

Code Factors Unit Low level Center High level
(-1) (0) (+1)
X1 Inlet air temperature °C 120 140 160
X Feed flow rate mL/min 1 2 3
X3 | Amount of maltodextrin % 0 15 30
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MITNT 8 A1TNNITODNUUUNITNAABILUY Central Composite Design JEEGER Space

type, Actual way Code ¥93ALUT

Run Space Inlet air temperature | Feed flow rate Amount of
No. type 0, (Xy) (mL/min), (X3) | maltodextrin (%), (X3)
1 Axial 160 2 15
2 Factorial 160 1 10
3 Axial 140 1 15
4 Factorial 120 1 10
5 Factorial 120 1 20
6 Axial 120 2 15
7 Factorial 160 3 20
8 Center 140 2 15
9 Center 140 2 15
10 Factorial 120 3 20
11 Axial 140 3 15
12 Center 140 2 15
13 Axial 140 2 10
14 Factorial 160 1 20
15 Factorial 160 3 10
16 Factorial 120 3 10
17 Axial 140 2 20
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-
A0S e S

Al 9 13es Spray dryer éu Buchi B190 Mini Spray Dryer

2. MInTIRAeULAL AT IR TRY e sHu Tl
Tneasdinszvinmuautfusnidu 2 dou feeluil
2.1 AauauU@AnIsMenIn (Physicochemical properties) (Wang et al., 2019)
2.1.1 YSsnamai (Moisture content) #e3 AOAC (2016) 952.08
2.1.2 Unmtindasy (Water activity, Aw) Iagaein3os Aw meter (AQUA Lab
model 3TE Series 38 v 3.0 71 (Adeogun et al,, 2019) gaumgil 25°C
2.1.3 dnfitet (pH) JaseLASes pH meter (Starter 2100 pH Bench, Ohaus)
2.1.4 g8 (Color) A@szuU CIE (L*, a*, b*) Jaseia3eaind Hunter Lab Digital
Colorimeter 1 COLORFLEX 4510 fiialsl loiun @rd L*, a*, b* 1ne
fin L* Usuendepnnuainewesiiatine flmsaues 0100 (Hln-aing)
a1 a* Ysvandernududidouazduns ediduaunneddden miduuinmunedduns
A1 b* YeuendsAiaududtitunasdndes Ariduaumnedduniu ddiduuin
RUYDIELNA B
2.1.5 ¥opaznisavans (Water solubility, %) Ingwinsnazaneiin 1 ¢ sievn DI
15 mL wdanusiewiangnniuans (maenetic bar) nan 1 F9lus wdawinidegadn

wwsealuies (Centrifuged) mIMu3259U 3000 soumaundt tWunan 10 uil wazihdula

euitgamadl 105°C
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2.2 dug1WwInem1egania (Micro-morphology)

2.2.1 WWAvBINIUR (Particle size) trsnavaretnfisnsnan 1/50 (W)
MdIeInNTUnIuA BT uENNIUENT (maenetic bar) wan 3 undt uazhludimseidne
1384 Zeta sizer Tngld refraction index 71 1.33 Hunan 20 undi

2.2.2 FuguAngn teen@nd Aluminum stubs Tagld Carbon tape wagi
mMaadausienes tilulasizisieedes Scanning electron microscope system (SEM)
j:u Hitachi SU 8000 Scanning Electron Microscope, Japan 7 5 kv unan 15 wdl

Tnetada 2.2.1 - 2.2.2 avinsdalaseinageuiegafiviisnuiasgivageu
Audulumalulaguvend e ddnnuinuineimansuazinaluladuviani (@)

s2aznaluNSNAERUUSENIN 2 — 3 FUANMNAINNAWIDES

3. ayrvaeuAnanURvestosiilululngiau (Cassava leaf Extraction Liquid Powder

(CELP)) Tlglunsiduunasiulasiau gl Suuvadulasiaulunisudneniveaaindas
S. cerevisiae TISTR 5196

3.1 Nsw3ENEaR S. cerevisiae TISTR 5196 titewdusfaide (inoculum)

Vi s. cerevisiae TISTR 5196 s1uqu 1 1aladl 810719115 YM medium (yeast
extract 0.45 ¢, Malt extract 0.45 g, Peptone 0.75 g, Glucose 1.5 g) ﬁlazmﬂuﬁﬂ DI 150
mL Ut 30°C Wuna 12 %Imﬁg’fﬂm%auwmshﬁ 200 $9U/U

3.2 NSWSENEINS WEHANEYVITUEaITN S, Cerevisiae TISTR 5196

Buannnsusuusinaesilululpsiulung CELP Tiwhduusunaesilululnsauly
219115 YM lneisuainnisiausunaesilululasiouaetenms YM Usua 60 mL dvinfu
22.2 mg of N waziloTausinailulaswuainansazans CELP 0.5 ¢ luvh DI 7.5 mL wuindl
ANVINAY 3.93 mg of N 39911n15AMaAMUIRes1Y CELP 3 ¢ d1SUnIStm3eNe1mIs
60 mL wielildarlulasmunindu YM wazluanefianusunalulasiauaiad wilswes
Tulnsauluems YM Fosld CELP 1.5 ¢ ndaanniusihnisazans CELP lumsin3enenms
Foaide 60 mlL fufuiieonnsidsadonmun 6 anny feil

1. Control 1 (I CELP 1.5 ¢ wazti DI)

2. Control 2 (19 CELP 3 g Lazt DI)

3. YM + 15 ¢/L glucose

4. CELP 1.5 ¢ + 15 ¢/L glucose

5. CELP 3 ¢ + 15 ¢/L ¢lucose

6. Glucose 15 ¢/L
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Tnewsousionan 6 @anzasluwan Fermentation 100 mL w3susiavua 60 mlL lngaxil
pMaisate 54 mL wazde S. cerevisiae TISTR 5196 10% (6 mL) 9nsurluusilug
Incubator shaker %1 30°C wehil 200 SeU/UT wazAUSDE197inaT 0, 4, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16,
20, 24, uaz 28 Falue udnhldTnmnuadyivlavecdie (0Dy) #aewA3es fluorescence
spectrophotometer 7 600 nm Mntwihnmsiludumissdieanugasey 4000 seuse
it Wunan 1 unil Wdennazneundiiendulalunsesds fitter 0.22 pm asluwan vial

a2 mlL wabiluguiuduiiesethlunsvinusunaseniueasieds HPLC
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uni 4

NANISNAADILAZNNTIVTAINANITNAADY

a1 1 Msiasevissrusenaululusud Uz nag

1. wan1siesevesryUsenaululuiudends

Tusfudends aneugsyens 89 wudnfidh 10% wamuvesarsUsznouiianunsa
aftldanntanimadieh DI way 95% wyueaniufuldfiavan (Total extractives) 41%,
Acid insoluble lignin 22%, nquaw 13,6% wazloway 7.7% delimaunziunsduuvas
asuerlumsniin venanildedlulpsian 2.94% Weuwhiulusiu 18% Feanunsoldidu
wadlulasiaulunisndinld Wesudueuivedun ulusfudendaiug 50 KU Hu
AlUsAuUsEII 20% (Karuna et al., 2022) lududendsiug Medan anunaidey Slusiu
9¢fl 33.6% (Yeoh & Chew, 1976) uananiidadomentu #ug sumiswedly uaversves
fyazddnsnasieUSuaunasannmvedusAuluiudiends (Chaiareekitwat et al., 2022)
dsulusiluaetusisilndifeatunisdnmdounting dseglutag 17 - 30% (Hue et al,

2012) §39151991 9

A15199 9 WAYDIRIAUSENBUYDILUNUAIUL NS

Composition Unprocessed leaf (%)w/w
Moisture 11.1
Ash 9.9
Total Extractives 41.8

Extractive in water 28.9
Extractive in ethanol 12.9

Acid insoluble residue 22.4
Nitrogen 2.9
Structural Sugars 22.0
Glucan 13.6

Xylan 7.7

Arabinan 0.7

Total 99.0
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daufl 2 wanziiangalunisatalusiudusnds

1. namsendentadeiifinasennududuveseriululasiouanlutudUzngs

PRABULHUNITNABDILUU Plackett-Burman (PBD)

Fmsatnezilululasounumsed 10 Tnedmnududuvesesilululasiau (me of
N/L) Husaudsfiony dediaszinanisvnaasselusunsunieadi ANOVA udanuintaded
finaegrafuddsennududuvesesilululnswufiadaosnuild 3 J9ds Wud Ysua
vowdasudy, Usumsvesnisatn, wazszeznan Ineflssduamudeiu 99.99%, 93.11%
Laz 89.2% muansy sananslunised 11 wazidlofarsanardudszdns n1sannes
(Coefficient) Wu31 Solid loading fanduuin nuneauiUsinarewdisududmanseny
avindeUsinaesilululaswudiatneenunld wakiy Solid loading azanu1saLfinnIy
duduvesezdlululnsiuiianauild dau Extraction volume uag Duration fanduau
weAUITuUs R dsanssunisauseUsinaezdlululnsiay dmsu Temperature
uay Particle size laildfinasgsiivoddnymousimeriilululnsiau Ssgnimunlinadii
120°C Fadugamafifidsonuitansafidadniuuaziefivaglaaes naindaiag iy
anluiwagladld wazoynian 212 pm idesnansihisedldoynadnunmnldlunisada
Dunailusunisuseudandsauasan sttt 3 Jadedluldlunisesnuuuns
NAABILT of NANT M SaLYe IR Az T 9T N nA 28 T8 Ui eUaLeIuUY Central

Composite Tunrsnaassnaly

A15719% 10 NANISNABBIUBILEUNISNAADILUY Plackett-Burman 9117U 12 WHUNISNAADI

Run | Temperature | Duration | Particle | Extraction Solid Concentration
°Q), (X1) (min) | Size (um), | volume | loading (mg of N/L)
(X3) (X3) (mL), (Xy) | (%), (Xs) )
1 120 (-1) 60 (+1) | 212(+1) | 150 (+1) 10 (-1) 290.618
2 120 (-1) 60 (+1) 50 (-1) 150 (+1) | 30 (+1) 864.068
3 120 (-1) 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 50 (-1) 10 (-1) 282.833
a4 120 (-1) 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 150 (+1) 10 (-1) 212.125
5 200 (+1) 60 (+1) 50 (-1) 50 (-1) 10 (-1) 172.554
6 200 (+1) 10(-1) | 212(+1) | 150 (+1) 10 (-1) 282.185
7 200 (+1) 10(-1) | 212(+1) | 150 (+1) | 30 (+1) 834.877
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8 120 (-1) 10 (-1) 212 (+1) 50 (-1) 30 (+1) 1302.59
9 200 (+1) 60 (+1) | 212 (+1) 50 (-1) 10 (-1) 323.701
10 200 (+1) 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 50 (-1) 30 (+1) 1028.84
11 200 (+1) 60 (+1) 50 (-1) 150 (+1) | 30 (+1) 646.754
12 120 (-1) 60 (+1) | 212 (+1) 50 (-1) 30 (+1) 897.152

AN5199 11 waneA1 Model, factors, regression coefficient, P-values lag Confidence

level VaIANULLTUYRILUIASIRUIINBHUNITNAABILUU Plackett—Burman

Source Coefficient p-value %Confident level
Model 249.2474 0.0007 99.93 significant
X1-Temperature -1.16766 0.2071 79.29
X,-Duration -2.49533 0.1079 89.21
X3-Particle size 0.744804 0.1176 88.24
X4-Extraction volume -1.46174 0.0689 93.11
X;5-Solid loading 33.41886 < 0.0001 99.99

2. HanmsAnwIdadeMmunsausaUsuiaesilululasaunfabants Ae35HuR

ARUAUDY (Response surface methodology; RSM)

a

Wensiutldefidmasywildudinyseusunuezilululasiau (mg of N) 31nn1s

nAaae PBD dresudelain USuaveauwdasudu (Solid loadings: X;). Usunasvesnsana

(Extraction volume: X5), Lagi1a1 (Duration: X3) 33v1A1999nUUUNIINAGDIAY FCCD

INUUUIHNANITNAADINILATIEANIITNURIADUAUDY Fabandlunns1en 12

R399 12 HANITVIAADIVDILNUNITNAABILUU Face Centered Central Composite 918 3

Uady
Run Space Solid Extraction Duration Amino nitrogen
No. Type loading (%), volume (min), (X3) (mg of N)
Xy) (mL), (X3) Y)
1 Factorial 40 (+1) 150 (+1) 20 (-1) 220.688
2 Axial 25 (0) 100 (0) 40 (+1) 101.976
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3 Factorial 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 40 (+1) 12.909
4 Axial 10 (-1) 100 (0) 30 (0) 41.387
5 Center 25 (0) 100 (0) 30 (0) 92.245
6 Factorial 10 (-1) 150 (+1) 20 (-1) 49.625
7 Axial 40 (+1) 100 (0) 30 (0) 186.955
8 Factorial 10 (-1) 50 (-1) 20 (-1) 16.931
9 Axial 25 (0) 150 (+1) 30 (0) 111.371
10 Factorial 40 (+1) 50 (-1) 20 (-1) 78.882
11 Axial 25 (0) 50 (-1) 30 (0) 66.589
12 Center 25(0) 100 (0) 30 (0) 126.042
13 Factorial 40 (+1) 150 (+1) 40 (+1) 174.565
14 Axial 25 (0) 100 (0) 20 (-1) 115.663
15 Factorial 10 (-1) 150 (+1) 40 (+1) 53.907
16 Factorial 40 (+1) 50(-1) 40 (+1) 99.607
17 Center 25.(0) 100 (0) 30 (0) 128.572

WI9YINNSNAABINT 17 NAaDILa 3UINANITNAAINLAL12ETLAT1EANULUSUTIU
(ANOVA) Uaga333aeUAiiangauvestaya 94013053980 UAMNINUDITRYAIEATIAARY

[

&
YU
2.1 NANTAATILALUUIIADINITOANDYTLUNTE E

PNKANITIATICAANUN AUV IAUNT TN 8T UTUATY Design expert 1avin
NMIUUZEILUUTIA0 4R DMINTNLUUANNS T N ZaNd s UN153 AT AU U TIY
(ANOVA) unmuuusiasauuudunss (Linear) iesanniidnteddayneadaifivanzay oy
p-value fitfosnin 0.05 (o < 0.05) Fam1519 13

= a ¢ . ! o
19N 13 LAAINaNITILATIEY Fit Summary Tuwsaguuuinaes

Source p-value Lack of Fit p-value | Adjusted R? | Predicted R?
Linear < 0.0001 0.5638 0.8511 0.7622
2F 0.2739 0.5966 0.8664 0.4389
Quadratic 0.3301 0.621 0.8796 0.4063
Cubic 0.3686 0.9636 0.9095 0.9389




31

2.2 HANSAANTUIANNYNABIVBIUUUTIABT (Model)

1. NNFATIVADUNITNILINYBUULAINLIIUNE (Normal plot of residuals) WJunns
n3IEDUAILANAS (Residuals) vesdayainfinisuanuasteyauuuuniivielsl fnmil 10
NUINHANWUEAITNTEANUFPNULLIFUATS LAAMIITUINTNTHINWAILUUUNR

2. MsnradeuANuTusvesrUSInaesdTululnsudildannnisiueuasnis
VAABIIZI NUTIAINSTUBATAIMINAaedasITulin g uRimmiiuun Tdudlng
furdunussan Fanmdl 11 Fesvenimasesthdedassidenin@nwdulienumngan

Normal Plot of Residuals

48 8 3

Normal % Probabxlity
[ )

Externally Studentized Residuals

AN 10 n3vinsZABLUULANUASUAR (Normal plot of residuals)

Predicted vs. Actual

Predicted

AT 11 AFINTEMINAYNUNIEAUAINITNAABI59 (Predicted vs. Actual)
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2.3 nafduuseansvaansanaula (coefficient of determination)

AduUszansveansindula (R-Square: R-Sq) uAildueniesaznsildsunlas
¥938a38 auNatunsaasurelametadedassluaunisonnss NanISIASIZILAAIIUAISI9N
14 A1 p-value 983UUUIIABIUBENI1 0.0001 Fedeairddedrney lunataiuisaurluly

MUIBNANISNAandla

AN5199 14 NS IASITINSOANDEVDINURINOUAUDA

ANOVA for Linear model

Source Sum of | df | Mean Square | p-value
Squares
Model 150.66 3 16.74 0.0002 significant
Solid loading (X;) 102.88 1 102.88 <0.0001
Extraction volume (X3) 33.40 1 33.40 0.0002
Duration (X3) 0.2032 1 0.2031 0.6104
Lack of Fit 3.12 5 0.6232 0.6935 insignificant
R2 0.9679

N5 164 ApreraundsUsaulagld linear model wasdAdudssans nis
fnaule (R2) Wiy 0.9679 WafiA R? poudadilng 1 uansdsmnuusiug vesmsihaunis
regression TUl4 Wil eviunewadus s endigeunndedu Tagialuasiian R? agetios 0.75
(Haaland, 1991; Hu, 2017) wazmipuldwmuizauvaaiuusiassiunadns (Lack of fit) 1u

AN A UNUTUAD A karn15ILASIZRNITONDDY FINUNBDI NS LUUIIABINNNDEY

Y

(regression model) ld@unsnedungANENNUSILTa3958rINemInUsBase (factors) AUA?

wUseu (response) lasgnaiteane (Weisberg, 2005) Tus1uidadinuin lack of fit ludl

Y

1ydn

[

WN9EDR (p-value > 0.05) ANUNITAUAAIDIANUALNZENVDILUUTIADIAUNASNSALA

o

o

nsliUade Solid loading MU3uaues avililarUSunaesilululasiaugedu laed

' [
= = !

A1 p-value < 0.0001 FsiiparUSunuvewdadudwmalrusinalulasauiuiu nania

Y

(%
v 1

anauudnaiufelnuilady Extraction volume Inadian p-value = 0.0002 Lasainnsld
YFumsnisanaundudy dawaliniuaiusalunisaratgveningslu deyglvuniu

anansaBudniaaneadiulszvesveasiiwaglaauasiwagladlas wasliiuwsatuinIesaInms
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LNTUeIAIgNazataInvewd wi1ddavinazaneslangnisunsvasiin (Fick’s law of
diffusion) TaeifleldUiaasfazatenniu asvaeliansesalululanaululududends
undeenugiviazansldietu inszannsoanarududuresitazarglumaivhazane
winldUsasunniiuluazyiliansndmidenns Ussavsnmlunszuiunisanasuazidunis

WinAwnu dmsulade Duration 7flA1 p-value > 0.05 fodnlaiidudrdnsldinadesiian

=

lunsada welilaasinaesilululaseuiiadign Weswinduladedmalaenseae

q

JaumanifenIsaiawazfeaiatsanswivaumiinisidnandestuiioaunsoanndany

s I

A [ va 12 < d‘ [J % @ Y 1 1
dlunmsanialas uindediodnluaneivunslumshvinszuiunisadadngauna lngll

biansuseneuihsiennuiewdenaats Nzdesdnfiuwasieliwagladludnluwaglaalas

2.4 wan1saseaunsynulemUsinaesilulule sy

aseaunisviuigarvsuamezilululasan lneihaidadei lnannnisimsisi
duUsyandvesaunisannsy (Regression Model) vasarUsuuoriilululnsiau wanis

WATIVRAnTlUATIN 15 aun1T0neey (regression) d13N30AI 9@ power term Tugy

a a A L v s

994 code factor landauni1si 7 IngaunisiaiunsauseiiudnsnadunusvaIiys [y

a

a (J 1 [ = 1 a R Aa 1 a a
N1INANTUNAUTUA AUV ALAUIN UﬁﬂJ']ﬂJsUE]\‘iLLGUQZLI@VISWﬁGl@UiMWﬂJB%QJI‘HIHI@LQU

'
=

11ANI1US NS UNSan A wazid alduSuinstunisananauiuliazdanalunisauso

Y

Usunaeslululsiau
Y = 113.85 + 68.50X; + 52.50X, — 26.17X2 (7)

MINT 15 ANUARIALARBUYBIANENYSEANS (Coefficients) TugUvas code factors dmsu

LAASANATOAODULUULAURNT (Linear Model)

Factor Coefficient
Intercept 113.85
X;-Solid loading 68.50
X, -Extraction volume 52.50
X2 -Extraction volume -26.17
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2.5 namsadsiuimevauewesiUsinaeyilululnsiou

dieldaunisnsiuneaSunaesilululasou Sahuiadansiuinnevaues
(response surface) lngfinnsananiadefidmaneauiuaesilululasiau aannsml 3D
dlelrdunTunansd s uaeydlululnsaudsuuni wavdunudansdanisilaeyily
Tulnsiauas NN 12 wudmmwﬁmmzauﬁq@iumﬁaamwuﬁm%’umiaﬁmﬂ%mmas

Alululnsiau laun Solid loading 40%, Extraction volume 150 mL wag Duration 20 min
Tnefidade Temperature wag Particle size fviuAAafiAl 120°C WaZ 212 um meldanie

fana1 Usunaesilululasunlaannisvauielawindu 209 me of N vauefiriviinisass
301U 221 mg of N 911nnNI1AIN15YIUNY LiafwIanuINlauaaIaAf ouayi

Uszanal 6%

¥: Total Nitrogen (mg of N)
¥: Total Nitrogen (mg of N)

¥: Total Nitrogen (mg of N)

S X3: Duration time (min) 25 X3:Duration time (min)

2 xtraction volume (mL) 3
" X2: Extraction volume (m) o X1:S0ld loading (%)
X1:S0kd loading (%)

ﬂ']‘W‘ﬁ 12 ns 3D PINNURINOUAUDILANINAVDINTS Interaction sewinamaztadunu Y: Usunaey
flululmsiau (me of N) Ing a) X;: Solid loading (%) iU X,: Extraction volume (mL) b) X5:
Extraction volume iU X5: Duration time (min) Lag c) X;: Solid loading (%) fiu X3: Duration

time (min)

2.6 NANNTIATIEVNTINTTALAL USUN NI AL T UNINUAN bUsUE1 Usiaa

NANNTIATIEIINTRALATUSUIUN A0 AU INUAYD U LAY aY 1NANS19N 16

wu1 finseeedluvisnuavdsanngndessmensail 210.8 me/g waznsnedludasylutada
a a a I fa ~ P RPN

19.29 mg/g laeiinsanganiinuniign sesasundunsauweausinuazerariiy Failillewiey

aw aa ¢

AunuIdenieszrininsnesdlululududivends nuiinseesdlunwuuinigaluludy

duevraaiuwmilouludded (Hue et al,, 2012; Karuna et al., 2022; Yeoh & Chew, 1976)

waranawdfenewnind wuinsangandinvimiiduuadlulasnuiivisdunseilusiu



35

LAZNTTUILUNISTINATG dsalvanunsarndnnsnesdludu Asndudensedydulald uas
fadianunsownagniangmainlidundsen (ATP) Admnuddsonsieveawadine
tricarboxylic acid cycle yenandianunsnanaILAsEnvasdad 1iosannnsduasen
ngnlsTou Fuduasiueyyadaseiddniivliivadaddanstuauaieslanasld

INNTNAALNIUDE (Wu et al., 2013) Fadunanuieitunsaueanfnfifnuinaansa

HrenseAunsRsaiulavesdadlauntunelianiizniiannie (Algéus, 2006)

AN5199 16 sRakazUSuunsaasdluauanantusudUs nas

Total Amino acids Free Amino acids Free/Total amino
Type (mg/g cassava leaves) (mg/g cassava leaves) acids (%)

Aspartic acid 40.5 1.2 3
Serine 114 5.0 43
Glutamic acid 46.9 1.3 3
Glycine 6.8 0.3 5
Histidine 3.7 0.3 8
Threonine 10.1 1.0 10
Arginine 1.0 3 -
Alanine 27.6 3.6 13
Proline 14.3 2.0 14
Cystine < - -
Tyrosine 5.4 0.8 14
Valine 1533 1.6 11
Methionine - - -
Lysine 5.1 0.2 3
Isoleucine 6.5 0.5 8
Leucine 7.8 0.7 9
Phenylalanine 8.4 0.9 10

ayunaludiui 2 31nn1seenwuy PBD LileAnnsesdadeninanausuineosdly
Lulpsiauuniiga wudn Solid loading, Extraction volume Wag Duration dnauniign ag

A1 Confident level agjﬁ 99.99%, 93.11% W@z 89.2% AUAWU uaziowrlumaniiziia
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ﬁqmimﬁ%miaamwu FCCD w11 Solid loading 40%, Extraction volume 150 mL wagly

DA 20 Wi ansaariansaesdlululasaulausuinaunniignegi 221 me of N uaganen

Y

N15¥1U18A38 respond surface methodology 8g# 209 mg of N wazilalias1esiviin
pzdlu nudlwadadnsangmidnuiniian 5948301ABNIALIANIAN NdINasanIs

R3YLAULA NMSININAIQYUATANNITRBUAUBIRDANLASEALUNIVLN Lagnsnozdlunanale

v
C% aaa

Luilaeglugy free amino acid fanuadidinazsaanisdesneunivvaunsanaduuazinluly

Tumsmanyvisenssyaulala

dail 3 Nsmaneiiangalun sy urulsgnasaialududUesnas

1. wansAnwdadsmemnututuratasilululnsiaunlaain CLEP smedsiuR?

naUdWBd (Response surface methodology; RSM)

a v

Jadeidnu loud onmgianda (nlet Air Temperature: X;), $ms1nsinasn
U1 (Feed flow rate: X,) LagAUuTU89@15vin LS (Amount of maltodextrin: Xs)
noA1UsuuesdlululasausenSuNaie (amino nitrogen content; mg of N per g of
powder) FredEiuinevaues (Response surface methodology; RSM) 9831AS1%15
NufmevauedlagazshinuuRuniseaeiidmsesnuuy face-central composite AILAAY

Tumseit 17

R399 17 NAN1TNNABIVDNUNUNITNAABILUY Face-Central Composite fg 3 Uady

Inlet Air Feed flow Content of
Space : Maltodextrin
Run Temperature | rate (mL/min) nitrogen (mg of
Type (%) (X3)
(0 (X1) (X3) N/g of powder)
1 Axial 140 2 10 17.54
2 | Factorial 160 3 20 10.06
3 Axial 120 2 15 12.86
il Center 140 2 15 16.32
5 | Factorial 160 3 10 15.06
6 | Factorial 120 3 20 9.81
7 | Factorial 160 1 20 11.31
8 | Factorial 120 1 10 15.68
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9 | Factorial 160 1 10 15.84
10 | Factorial 120 1 20 10.88
11 Center 140 2 15 17.34
12 | Factorial 120 3 10 16.95
13 Axial 160 2 15 17.19
14 | Center 140 2 15 14.46
15 Axial 140 3 15 20.66
16 Axial 140 1 15 16.08
17 Axial 140 2 20 9.85

A9 13 AI981907 1090115 Spray drying mnunNseenluunIsnass Central

Composite Design

W19V IN1INARBINNUNTNAGRINT 17 NAaBILTITINaN1sNAARINlANIATIERAY
WUUTIU (ANOVA) UagnTIadeuasiisngauvedveys 33n1InldauaunInveddoyasy

ASIVFDUAIN
1.1 HANTSIAIITLUUINADINTAN DDLU AN

ANANITIATIZRAI LI ZANVDIENNITANa0alUTINTY Design expert LAY
AMTULULUILUUTIADUN DI TN UUALN T LR ZaNd 1T UNI9ILATIZ A LU TUTIU

(ANOVA) WU131 MMULUUT1a99uuUiIa9a83 (Quadratic Model) tiiasa1niandedifgnig

ananvuzay lae p-value < 0.05




1.2 HAN1TNATUIANUYNABIYBILUUTIABY (Model)

38

1. ANFATIVADUNITNILINYRUULINLIIUNE (Normal plot of residuals) WJunns

MTI9EBUNTUANUITBYAUUUUNAVRIEIUANANY (Residuals) vaataya AenIni 14 wuindl

SNYULAIINTLANYFINNULUNFUNTS LA IALTAUINENITHANLAILUVUNG

2. NNSAFIFBUANUAUNUSVBIAIAN L LTUYRIRsilululasuN A N1V une

KWALNISNABDIDTI WUINAINISYNUIEWALAINITNABDIDS LU ANFUNUS LU A AN 9Tk LTI

Wlndfulduniesyy a0 15 Feusveningisvesdadudaseiifenunfnwiduiinng

N AN

Nitrogen Content

Color points by value of

Nitrogen Content:

654.535 [0 1377.84

Normal % Probability

Normal Plot of Residuals

w
=]
|

[t=]
w
IR A

~ )
(== o
1 I

5]
o
I

- noow
o o o
| |

[ R

L]

-3.00 -2.00 -1.00 0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00

Externally Studentized Residuals

AN 14 nsvinszaeluukankasun® (Normal plot of residuals)
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Predicted vs. Actual

Nitrogen Content
1400 —

Color points by value of
Nitrogen Content:

654.538 [ 1377.84

1200 —

1000 —

Predicted

800 —

600 —

600 800 1000 1200 1400

Actual

AN 15 AFINTEAINAYUNIENUAINITVIAGBI5Y (Predicted vs. Actual)

1.3 waAnduUseansvaanisanaula (coefficient of determination)

AduUszandvesmssnaula (R-Square: R-Sq) tumfiliveniosaznsildsunyas
9999238 AuNausaasuielanetadedassluaun1sannsy NanISIASIZILARNS I UAISI9N

18 A1 p-value UesluUTAeItBYAdl 0.05 Tedeafitad1Aey lunatawsaululedvinune

NANISNAADILA

AN5199 18 NS IATITANITAANDHVDINUNINOUAUD

ANOVA for Quadratic model
Sum of Mean
Source df p-value
Squares Square
Model 140.44 9 15.6 0.038 significant
Inlet air temperature (X;) 1.08 1 1.08 0.6122
Feed flow rate (X;) 0.7562 1 0.7562 0.6696
Maltodextrin (X3) 85.03 1 85.03 0.0021
X1X; 0.6216 1 0.6216 0.6981
X1X3 0.726 1 0.726 0.676
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X2 X3 0.987 1 0.987 0.6257
X7 8.01 1 8.01 0.1895
X3 6.99 1 6.99 0.2167
X3 25.08 1 25.08 0.0371
Lack of Fit 22.29 5 4.46 0.3544 insignificant
R? 0.841

21AAN597 18 TiAszsiaunUsUTIulaeld Quadratic model azdinsfiansan
duusransnmadindulainiu 0.841 aunnsilin B2 Begenuusiugivesnisiiaunisiuldiie
yueviennaziu nadnsseudamndstu Taealuaunisiisnunluldasiien R? oehatios
0.75 (Haaland, 1991; Hu, 2017) wagArmnnuliimanzanvesuudnassiunadns (Lack of
fit) wuindedlifiuddneadn (p-value > 0.05) IileuansfisnINLmINTaNTDILUUTGRY
funadwsle

nsl4tade Inlet air temperature AszRunatsasiilildainududuveasiily
lulnsiaugedu esnndugumnfiiagsiflinadldfuiinruduvdon water activity 7
wangay iliannsmfuiowldun venainiusadugamaiiliaaenuauifvosas
analududUends druanududuves Maltodextrin laan p-value < 0.05 wansindutlade
AfsvsnareamdNturosesilululngiau las Maltodextrin Faeifiuuszansainnnsg
vietuuInduaensnesily Ingasdosiunsdesamelusswiteduneunmshuridosduda
fuauou (Sarabandi et al., 2019) Juilularrnuduturesesiilululasiaugs wagdn
dvdlafiddnyAoansnsamunuuaidiniseile wu szhaammi@mmm%u (Nadali et al,,
2022) uaranianiinislnavowmsitu iesanuealamndviutisanaunieuardasiu
M3MEFIveINs (Ghosal et al., 2010) uaznslitadsnnisivasudniigsezdmalilsen
anududuvesoziilululasiougs ilesandnsinisivadigaassilfeynavuimdnasuasiiy

avepuuIy yhlvdudaduenniasouduas Juilvdnssnuiauaudivedulasiaulile

1.4 HANTSA3198UNISINUNIEAIANUNTUVD IR A luluIns Y

aun1synuigamULTuratazdlululnsiauasalnenisiiardadenlaainnig
TATTRFUUTEENSUDIaUN15aAnDY (Regression Model) U84A1AINILTNTUVB DI LY
Tulpsiau wan1siasizinandlunisnedl 19 aunisanasy (regression) Mduaunisniuiy

asaes (Second-Order Polynomial Equation) assaasneaunisluguves Code factor
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lansaunisi 8 lag Y Ae Arpnududuvesozdilululasiau (mg of N/g of powder) @21
Fuanwaldus X, Ao Inlet air temperature, X, Ao Feed flow rate way X3 Ao Amount of
maltodextrin

Y = 16.45 - 2.92(X;3) - 3.06(X2) (8)

A5 19 ANUARIAREUYRIAIAUUTEAYT (Coefficients) Tuguras Code factors dmsu

LAAIANNITOADBULUUATAY (Quadratic model)

Factor Coefficient

Intercept 16.45

X1- Inlet air temperature, 0.328
X,- Feed flow rate 0.275
X3- Amount of maltodextrin -2.92

X1X, -0.2788

X, X3 0.3012

X, Xs -0.3513
X? -1.73
X3 1,62
X3 -3.06

1.5 ANSE519NURINDUAUDIVIANIANUNTUVBIR L IuInSAY

dielgaunisnisvuneaiaadudureserdlululpsiou Jedanadiansmiuio
AaUAUDY (response surface) Inafinnsanndadefidmadoanududuves o
fululasiou 99nnsl 30 dieldunSuuansdwSinaevilululnsauusunus uasauns
wamadamsiilsesilululasiaugs annmd 16 nud vinaugsgeuesdiuldwesnswiiidug
ﬁmasﬂuﬁwﬁﬁ Inlet air temperature 140°C @1uUIu1ad Maltodextrin agjﬁ 12.5% LagnIn
i 17 wui mmmﬁﬂ%mm Maltodextrin 12.5% tiuazld Feed flow rate aiﬁl' 3 mL/min
delda 3 Jadedenan unuanlufiaunisd 8 wuin avldmududuveserilululpsioud
19.20 mg of N/g of powder waziietvhnisadalaglidadeafmainuin liusunmesdly

Tulnsiaufl 20.88 me of N/g of powder %qmﬂﬂ'jwmmiﬁmwagjﬁ 8.38%
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Factor Coding: Actual

3D Surface

Nitrogen Content (mg of N/g of powder)

9.81 [ 2088

X1=A
X2=C
3
Actual Factor s 22
B=3 2 20
B 18
g 16
5 14
o 12
E' 10
[ =4
U
=
o
o
|5
o 120
£
2

C: maltodextrin (%)

A: Inlet air temperature (°C)
160 10

AT 16 NIINNURINOUAUDILARINATDINT Interaction 52939 Inlet air temperature

U Maltodextrin fiaf1anuuturasesdlululasiau

Factor Coding: Actual 3D Surface

Nitrogen Content (mg of N/g of powder)

9.81 [ 2088

X1=8
x2=c¢ g 2
g 20
Actual Factor . 18
A=1396 S
=139 2 16
-
s 14
o
2 12
= 10
=
@
=
o
o
(-4
@
o
g
=

16

C: maltodextrin (%) 18 2

'EB: Feed flow rate (mL/min)

20 3

ANA 17 NFINNURINDUAUBILEAINATBINTT Interaction ¥4 Feed flow rate AU

Maltodextrin faAanudutuvedasilululasiau
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2. wamsﬁﬂmamauﬁﬁmmmﬁlﬁmm/‘h Spray drying

aauauTRvessdildannsanngimngauiign wuinldumams (powder yield)
32.91% mududuvetezdlululnsiourews 20.88 N/g of powder ANuaARIfvaeL
(Water activity) 0.295 Fadiodrfiarusmngaslunaifuine Usinueuduegil 0.60%
wazauaunsalunisazated 99.3% ded1dnisavarediauin lddusududou wazns
n5¥A1890eNsTiadnaus (A e 18) ﬁmmmaummaamm?{aﬁ 426.21 wiluuns Wie
Anseidendesganssaididnaseu (SEM) wuih medidnwasfunssnauuazuuiiuiiad
veniunsdiuiuarsesgu (1md 19) Fadudnvaziluvesnadildainnsviutauuny
oo Feseanfient erainanmssemevastiedisindalusswinanssuiumsyliuis v
TR uififinnsavauveslUsiulnd i uindgnvaeiiendu 3 ddsiumand daevildiaves
ounaliisaudng iesnnlvsfufinramuuazanudengu Seilviuiavesouna

naf llgElENeIEIeN1sULAY (Wang et al., 2013)

g TV 1 R ‘
NCTC 15.0kV 6.5mm x200 SE(L) = 00pm |

AN 18 AWEE SEM UadReansana luiiud1Us raeanmsauniawUUN U ey fndsveny

200x

L ey S |
50.0pm

ANA 19 AINAE SEM UDINIETENA MUNUANULNA9INNNTDULALUUNUNDY ANaavene
1000x
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3. wan1sAnwINsiUIsuisunIsRsIRulAuesEan S. cerevisiae TISTR 5196 Tu

oMsABuTeT VLR 6 @z

n51Re CELP wiisluniswiingnedad S. cerevisiae TISTR 5196 flanunsondn
wnueald (3ian, 2553) namit 20 wuitlugag 8 Falususn nnsldemns CLEP 3 ¢ + 15
me/mL glucose ﬁuﬁaﬁﬁmiw%mlﬁuimaSﬂas’;m%ﬁLLazqmdwmmi YM + 15 mg/mL
slucose wafinUsinalulnseunasasueuyindy wazluams CELP 1.5 ¢ + 15 me/mL
slucose fanUsinailulnsaunimis nuimswsadvinvedadiuriiuaneiildeims
YM + 15 me/mL glucose gauanslimsuinumasiulasiwulu CELP dJuanunsavilidotas

S. cerevisiae TISTR 5196 fimsiasafvlalafiazsinsiunnninnisideonns YM

dmiuenmsildifies CELP wiesetraieniu nuindeiimswdyiviniiduazasd
vdndalud 12 sl slucose lpweuier Wolnsisuiivlnednedng wazds
fnssaivlnegvids 24 F2l19 Fauansbiiiugy ungsrsvoudiauddyuindenis
WIAUTaLazNITUUIRITRY cell drunratiulasiaulinamdifgyas cell productivity U84

& ..
e S. cerevisiae

OD 600 NM
\

0 a 8 12 16 20 2
TIME (HOURS)
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