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Abstract

Factors affecting the error of amylose analysis in rice samples by iodine binding method
were studied in order to establish a standard amylose analysis in rice samples for laboratories in
Thailand. A comparison between an international standard method, ISO 6647: 2015 and rice
department standard method, TAS 4004-2017 from the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives
(Thailand) was studied. The results showed that the main factor that caused large error in amylose
analysis was the use of pure amylose standards instead of cultivated rice flour standards in
constructing the calibration curve. The calibration curve constructed with cultivated rice flour
standards was linearly followed the equation'y = 0.0161x - 0.0046 with R® 0.9980. The precision
within-day was 2.6 and 1.7 %RSD (n = 5) at amylose 12 and 29 %, respectively. The precision
between-day was 5.3 and 3.1 %RSD (n = 10) at amylose 12 and 29 %, respectively. The accuracy
of the method was validated with rice flour certified reference material BCR-467. The Student’s t-
test showed that there was no significant difference in the result at 95 % confidence level. This

method was used to analyze amylose in 26 rice samples with various cultivars.
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1. unin Frasanug nussdusunaeslulaanianeiu n1s
417 (Oryza sativa L.) did2uusznaunan AaszdilinnuerlulaadelanudiAy ey
Ao ansy Ussneuseeslulaauareslulamaniu - awnsaldlunisduuniuguesdnn Felin1sdiwun

svlulaailunedwesiBuduvesimanglaa lns wdavesdnudiunaeslulaadu 3 nqu ldun

Tuananglaaidendeiuduaeenmenusy o-  dniidlezlulass (< 20 %) Wenanilevziuuas
1,4 lnala@ifn (glycosidic bond) dauezlulaina wilen 91ndleglulaguiunais (21-25 %) way
i Duerlulaanfiuseiuen Adumia o-1,6  daiideslulaaiigs (26-33 %) Wensgniiloas
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McCready uag Hassid idunguisniliaue
FBmvsuuezlulaamenisvinujiseniulelesu
I Ouansduniu (iodine binding method) Tae
Terlulaauiansnaniveslulameiuuiansiu
gnsrdaume 9 Wuaisumsgiulunisadiensu
1IA5FIU WazATIIANITRANAULASTiAILET
Adw 590 nm [3] desnlul a.a. 1971 Juliano 161
Usudgaidiftafiuannuanansolunisviiswesis
TnsUsuivAeuisnawdsntutswesjizeuas
T¥A21081208 ufl 620 nm uald LT esans
wnsgrueglulaglunisadiansivuinsgiu [4]
MNTupInITIEIUssMATIfENTIATEIU
(International Organization for Standardization,
150) Ilaueisnisd Juliano Usuuged uiiduis
1A5g1U 150 6647 Haudl A 1987 wazdnng
Wau3sinesguiisosuauded a.e. 2015 163
ns3usesitinnsgIuananLdu 1SO 6647: 2015
Uszneuse 2 dau dauil 1 3561984 (reference
method) [5] 10u3SmuUsunaeslulaaluiugdn
$railasiag q vesUssnety o faemaila size
exclusion chromatography it 8111 duudls
Frnssitivedifuderlilaang o fu dwd
2 3Aseviiaegne (routine method) [6] G
wiladammsgiuiinsuaneylulaaseisésddu
daufl 1anadiensvuinsgiui eviusuiw
ovlulaaludhudiaegeiivgniuesludse e
thu q FdlRFenmaganduuasiienueniedu
620 %138 720 nm fauglaedizRInTgIUTEAUAINS
i ovtaauaTedainaii enan g
(International Network for Quality Rice, INQR)
Iimnassmenuiisdagdsinegnain 17 s lu
FefpsUfiRnisvialandiuiu 27 wis iiledinse

Usuwezlulaanle3s iodine binding method 7
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sndudulszdrveswsaziioslufinag wuin
Usmnaserlilaaiinszidrluudasiesufoins
fAnnuilesgs uderSouiiouUiunaeslulaai
ArTeilaseninaieslJuRnisnuindiaeiiu
nsvargeentluind miudeg1adeany [7]
venanidmivlsemalneasiiilinmesiiiasy
aglun1nsgIuEUANYAT UnY. 4004-2560 21N
nsgnTnEasLarannsal [8] Ailderlulaauians
Tun1sasansuinsgudvsun1sdneea

Usunuezlulaa lnensiiednulelafuinneeinids
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WINTFIUVDI 1SO 6647: 2015 Ta1d wi

a o

thavlavazlgiunanulumudded
2. gUnsnluazisns
2.1 \Sesilowazasiad

wiadlalenorsissauninsinlafines
(diode array spectrophotometer) 5 u HP 8453
US¥W Hewlett Packard Ussineeasuil 1n3 el
wioin vafloy 5 dumig U MS105DU U3Hn
Mettler Toledo Usginaadnigasiaun lulas
UvUm (micropipette ) ¥u1A 100-1000 L whag
0.5-5 mL Ju Research® Plus U3¥% Eppendorf
Uszinaasud 13 esniuarswarlininudeou
(hotplate stirrer) U C MAG HS7 21AUS 9% IKA
USEINALILALT S LATUY U LAE NAIUANS
(magnetic bar) LUULVNTINSEUBN VWA 10X 6
mm LaziAs esTafiied (pH meter) U FiveEasy
UIEN Mettler Toledo Usenmainlgasiaun

a1500551u8198mde01919 BCR-467
@n1U"U Institute for Reference Materials and
Measurements Usgineiluatd oy @15u1m3g1u
avlulagarnaiuns s (amylose from potato:

A0512.0005) US¥" Sigma-Aldrich Usgineansy
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aw3n wasulstnuiasgunfivsunueslulaa
14.19, 18.70 way 27.49 % 1nAUGITU1IUNY
519 NTUN15T1 NSENTANYATUATANNTAL AU

v a

F9dn dLnedyys Jwiaunusd arsuinsgiu
wianHasAulia -4 °C Tudidu uastheonundl
Tusdirmesaufagamgiviesnouaziiiluds
LeNIUDa 95 % (C,HO, 46.1 ¢/mol)
lensulansenles (NaOH, 40 ¢/mol uSEw Carlo
Erba Reagents Usgin@dnia lolodu (I, 253.8
o/mol) Inunaideulelelan (K, 166 ¢/mol)
nsAazgAn 100 % (CH,COOH, 60.05 ¢/mol)
U3 Merck Uszinagasud arsiadvniadu
LIAILATIEN
2.2 nswideutiudle
UAR28819917 1 nSU Aelnseunans
LaTT OUNIUAZLNTY 40 mesh & 9wt 9g 197 Lef
0.02500 g ld@dntnosuuin 10 mL LAu 95 %
wnuea 0.25 mL Wwilwieulansenlas 2 mol/L
2.25 mL fainal3Aediy (= 16-24 h) andunld
PR IUSRS 25 mlL udUSuUSIRsAetnaY
2.3 msvifisenindnulelediu [6]
Wudindu 30 ml asluvanausunns
YUIA 50 mL LANAIABEEHEN 1 mol/L 0.5 mL Ly
ansavarglolofiu (w3uaain 1, 0.2 g wau K 2.0 g
Tuansazans 100 mL) 1 mlL uasiinansazaneii
wils (1040 2.2) 2.5 mL USudSannsdaeinndy
wairals 10 min waathluinAnisganiuuadsie
w3ntlalononsisdaunlnsinlndines fiauenn
ﬂﬁu 620 nm
2.4 n1s3EunInaINIgIunul el
NINTFIY
thutldnunsguiiivinnuesllaa

14.19, 18.70 waz 27.49 % indslaefuanimiin

1932

yesdniidesduitelildivofidudiiduiavasi
Ao Fautlstnunmsgiu 14.19 % 11 0.01233 g 9z
Ifozlalaa 7 % Faudednunsgiu 18.70 % un
0.02005 g agldeylailaa 15 % Fautstrumsgiu
27.49 % 311 0.02000 Wag 0.02728 ¢ vz lsevlulad
22 uay 30 % awddy tluedsuiudnuis
lute 2.2 wazvhlviiinduazIaAn1saanduuas
nu3slude 2.3 thaArnsganduuasilalasng
nsaATgIu oA amUIIaeylulaaly

9819917

3. NANN5IBUAZIAT
3.1 nswiseutinudle
3.1.1 nsantwtinudslunsidouti

i

i osnthudnudsildSinsness
YsunaerlulaaniuiZuinsgiu 150 6647: 2015
LaE UNw. 4004-2560 A8 0.1 ¢ w3sadutuds
100 mL watluldies 5 mL Tunsvilming
Faufuiteunisannisldansiaiiuazanveadoi
1An9nn153tAsIEs SeldAnwinisandiunnsin
ulawenann 100 Wy 25 mL Tnsanthudnuts
ansiafinasin il suiednwanududures
Prudalfwindy Tnenisldiadesdanadon 5
Funs Faudednumsgiunasiiogns 5 e
widen 2 9 Tagadi 149 0.10000 ¢ iwesnduih
uila 100 mlL uazyadl 2 9 0.02500 g W3vandu
dutls 25 mL ¥iluwseunwidlude 2.2-2.3 1
Arnnsgandunasi lfunadansivunasgiu I
Sﬁa;ﬂaﬁﬂumiwﬁ 1

ieAnsgandunavesiaogng
wdsd17 5 e wmuwanUsunueslulaaain

NIMNNINTFIUVDIUABLYA bANAAILURITIA 2
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\evteyailsuniingzsiseisneaia paired
ttest WU p-value (two tail) = 0.13 Faxnnin
0 (0.05) uansiruUsiaeylilaaidinsesilals
uwnnssegeiifoddry delfuteirminsetu

TunsesguwdaNANUTLTULRITY

Table 1 Calibration curve equation preparing

from different weights of starch

Set | Starch (g) | Regression equations| R’
1 0.10000 |y = 0.0162x - 0.0099 [0.9998
2 0.02500 |y =0.0161x - 0.0046 {0.9980

Table 2 Determined amylose content in

samples using different weights of

starch
\o. Amylose (%)
Starch 0.02500 ¢ | Starch 0.10000 ¢

5 12.48 12.22

10 23.24 23.89

23 26.31 27.25

24 27.96 28.42

25 20.14 20.33

£
o

miAdeiFadennTeniutlaeds
wifa 0.02500 ¢ wp3puLduiuds 25 mL Taedl
Jeulvirdosuatlnduudefiiauduie
Werfusnndign Lesnnsliutstmasg i
a$19n51mansgIu Uinaeylulaadildainnisds
st rusazadienasetuld dutednunsgiu
Lifeuduidoieafivme Sudeedaudstum
winiu usenalderlilaaunluivindu Fadudnumey
fisnannnsldanseslulaauianiueiounsvl
WIRsgIU Az ulaaindoninunvesans
unsgIudedanteinaidn BCr-a67 Alddmiy
PT19ABUAINYNADIVBITET 58y TUTunanTes
fanlunslfouasinasgusradauteidab
fie 0.1000 ¢ Uszlowdvesnsanusaldimidnd
Usinadeslunsianesierlulaa asiuladnly
nsdinsfnuiuginiiiedsinduules [9]
3.1.2 anngfmnzaniildlunnedes

thutla
dothudsinunasgiuuasiiegis
12 5 Faeee TS ouhudanude 2.2 Tag

neaed 2 1n Yafl 1 fialifnsduniude 2.2 1

Table 3 Calibration curve equations from starch dispersion preparing in different conditions

Set Conditions NaOH (mol/L) Regression equations R?
1 Stand overnight 2 y = 0.0161x - 0.0046 0.9980
2 Stir 10 min at 80°C 1 y = 0.0163x + 0.0060 0.9996

Table 4 Determined amylose content in samples using different conditions in starch dispersion

Amylose (%)

No.
5 10 23 24 25
Stand overnight 12.48 23.24 26.31 27.96 20.14
Stir 10 min at 80 °C 12.61 22.22 27.55 27.48 18.42
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WasuuUasany dauyed 2 Wasuduld ledes
lonsenlas 1 mol/L wazniaumae magnetic bar
w¥ausalnudeu 80 °C lu heating block 719
v hotplate stirrer Wuiaan 10 w1t 910U
vhutiata 2 ¥a U AnduazinAnN1saanay
wasnu3slude 2.3 diAnsganfuuaveduts
Frunsgius 2 ga ladenamuasg 16
foyadalumsned 3
Mnduiddaunisnsmuinsgiu
vaudazyaruIIAtazlulaalufiegnetna
uiazyn Iinadsluasned 4 ievdeyadliun
AATIRNEIONSENRA paired t-test WU p-value
(two tail) = 0.50 &911nNT1 o (0.05) waAR$N
Usunaseslulaaidieselaldunnanatuegied
Yodndry deldanzlumsmsoniudesinu
nstesenuiledneiEnednduid
nandusdielumsyhliudaunndy usdnisnauld
nanduilnswssiuiduinldsncilagldnis
nuuazausaudsliLtunns waldlahou

lansanlam 1 mol/L F9mNULUTUAINILUUNS

v
v I~ o

AeAu A3NeAeAutuIagaan lddeddaunsal

v v '

1NYNAUSE NS AR UNUBALLIAN WHABITNI5IY

q

WHUNTIATIZYA1MUN s zaglanaliaszily
fualy dawAsnunfeuvislinnufeuldgunsal
117131 LAglan1gn1siAIusoUA2Y heating
block fiTsuuiAIos hotplate stirrer wiaianu
e vlinaTiaseilaanunsavenldsninnig
Thanuseunle water bath Taglaifinisniu (Ju
38m 1SO 6647: 2015) ®38n15NIUBEILALILAY
Tulwanuseu JuiSaiu unw. 4004-2560)
anmenssotutlet 2 53 Aneasdunuide
Flaidtymudituudaiildannsldinssunaisun

Wiadadeiie wsizauneunavesntanlaaz

Aouddlva) Uszanns 420 um (40 mesh) usiile
wipuieaeisiazlfhutsiduideielsies
aunAveIwlaunieey f1931AN1INIUBENN
Fewdeldeudoussaier funsedmuinie
auAIALYINAREINARRY T likaTlAT1EY
panLeAeussuoanluusazads sunvesutl
MINTTUINTZIU 1SO 6647: 2015 Uag Unw. 4004-
2560 Feszyliuadndeiaiequn Ae 150-180

(%

um (100-80 mesh) Wu3dAIIUdIAYUIN 01

yunvaawtebilaniud 35msouwtan@nyiss

o
ada & asd

aa st dudsMmunzauazelila v daiduy

Wawmentiu waginsgiaild
Faufioauazaanlunuideie
Benwdoaniuda fednemuls uwazthuvilhieg
wagad1n1sgandusadduiudaly vinldaunse
Awnsgezlulaalafiazvaredegandeuiwduy
Srununnansidentdnnsniu 10 widl 7 80 °C
TunswSeuthuils iesinindes hotplate stirrer
51189 Jedwaudia Mideailunisse
LAEAS oS Iud RS AR uRzUsEudaLan
nnn Tusasdununsieresilunsdeinies
UATU
3.2 annazimanzanlunsinufAzentu
lolofiu
SupeuiiAnutaty 2 ogre fe
3.2.1 YTu1nsnsnazaan
1999775 u1AT51U 1SO 6647:
2015 uay unw. 4004-2560 dn1siiunsaezdan 1
mol/L Usunasisnsiuda 2 wih Tunisvinlwiied
vesarlulaanulelafy FeAnwrUSuInsnIneLdRn
Awnzan lngldudsdnunsgiuidozlulaa
27.49 % ww3sudutudenuiide 2.2 uazi

a 1

Ufnserivlelefuniuislude 2.3 lnewnien
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VauA 10 ¥a FuAUNIAREEAN 1 mol/L USung
19 9 Au U pH wazA1nsgaAnduaInes

asavany laanuduiusauandugun 1

0.6

0.5 1 ‘“‘“’ e o

0.4 1 *
0.3 o *

Absorbance

0.2 4

0.1 1
0.0 M M M M M Foa——

Figure 1 Effect of pH on absorbance of

amylose-iodine complex

gﬂﬁ 1 wud19ae pH Amunzauly
Msiinas@eteuveseslulaanulelefu As 4.0-
5.5 Sawinfunsnesdin 1 mol/L USu1ns 0.5-2.0
mL Lﬂ'juﬂ%mmmmﬁyiﬁﬂ'wmi@jmﬂé‘ul,l,aaqqqm

diasnnuudegninisuluaisazaelatioy

v
§ v o

lansanlas saiunsnasdinadiunidsdalalunis

v
a

aviiutvaresiudenouiiagluusu pH vesans

aaa a

azalimuizauiuujiseinsiinaisidedou
senierlulaanazlalody A uninusuno

lavieulansenlaniildlun1swsoudndemnanu

P

USunaunsnesdnildnazaneiunie wagdaepH 9
ANZANVDINI AN LT U ADUTI9N I 91

v =

Taunsaltusuinsnsasnaiulauinga 4 1w wile

v
av A= A

WunsusendnansnuidedladanldlSuins
nsAREdAn 0.5 mL ag19lsAn1y 19391
aa & aa ) P I
prdfnlunsafifinudulegs Jsnanalulovan
panunanasazaeleoUncavuglydnyune
y5ana kRN bElutnnesluisUn Aetu

AU LI UVDINTARETANIINLaN1@N Az UAgU

wasldnaoniial Fsmisida pH vesansaranedl
Aadiduadans il oliituladney luged
Wz a
3.2.2 Ysnesvesansazaielolofu
deoglaladluudlaiuiasesu

v
v a v a o

loloduarlaasiTagouduniu unaisazane

lolafuealidwndne Aatludvesansazaneilnann

v
= aa

nsiiaUAse el d I usan@eIniodilen
a1 9 dransavaneileleduinniiuluazundd
Yaandne vilin1sinAn1sgandunacin
anunatmpaeuld nuAdeiiadlddnvisunsi
wnzauvesansazarglelenuild Tnsldudsdn
wnssiuTinueslalaa 27.49 % thluwIes
vudlemuislude 2.2 waslhAndanuislude
2.3 wilAuarsazatglelofuusuingeg o fu fe

0.25, 0.5, 1, 2 wag 3 mL aua1nu lnednsimsey

P 050 mL 1,

PImLI,
P2mLl,
PlmLI,
P025mL 1,

Absorbance
e
&
&

B3mLI,

B2mLI,

020 BimLI,
B0.50mL I,
B0.25mLI,

450 500 550 700 750 800

600 650
Wavelength (nm)

P-B1mL I,
P-B0.50 mL I,

9:80. P-B3mLI,
P-B2mLI,
P-B0.25mL I,

0.60

0.40

o /\

450 500 550 600 650 700 750 800
Wavelength (nm)

Absorbance

Figure 2 Effect of iodine volume on absorbance
of amylose-iodine complex (P) and

blank (B) solution
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asavansuuasnvesansazatelalefuLnay
USunsaae it ot luindnsganduuas Ie
AUNASUNITNANG ULEAITDIATALA UL URIALAY
wanAusiFalugui 2 (V) Wethawnmuvesuy
asdaueenINNANANsIaLleUT 2 (19)

SUR 2 wudiiAueaRdu 620
nm FYYIUNITANNTULAIVDIATATAUULUAIAL]
Aneunn waAduualdudiasiiuannd il o
Usunasvedleleny sufulunisinsisvieslulaa
TnensiAndfulelesui liasldusunsves
leleAuiunniAuld dygrunisgandunasves
NAn ST TvnavasaratsuUaIue) asiidnun
AU NELLNAS LAZIIUIIAIANEIAALTIENS

891UsI 600

U

@
b

AANFULALAGIER YITOAT Aoy 3
1NN 620 nm UL BINIIINNITTUNIUTDS
arlulamafiuiiAndsulelofuldansdouden
kmaxaau'ﬁ'l 550 nm [10] @ua15L3 99 o uUUD 3

'
1

alulaauaglolefiuaziian A, 889 620 nm A
Tugudl 3 uenanillugud 2 asdtudannsud
Wuasazatelelofu 2 wag 3 mL dygruilan
Tndwiesiunnn druanasudiofuaisazane
Telouiinauain 1 Wy 2 mL SAfisdudies 15
% Wuieafunsivansazanglelefufintuain
0.5 W 1 mL wirdy WewFeuifisusuusuins
Tolopufiduiulumidaviag fdufuiadeniiu
arsavarwlelefiu 1 mL Feflusumsminduiilesu
TwiBu1msgu 1SO 6647: 2015 waz unw. 4004-
2560 lnganu uduveslolofuasviniu A
8.6x10° mol/L waztdun1simseulaleonuly
a15azae K i evh i A duaisazaislag
Telolad (1,) fiazanethlea

3.3 a'ﬁmmgwﬁmmsaﬂumia%"m

NIMNNINIFIU

1936

TuAsnsziniUsunaerlulaaniuis
UNMTgIUVDY 1SO 6647:2015 way uny. 4004-
2560 dn1sldarsuasgulunisasiansieiediu
Taeit 15O a¥rensnlmsgruanutsinnnsgiu
winsun1stasensmIInsgIuIneslulaaus
and Puddeiivldadanamunsgiuis 2 wy
WiawFeuiiieuiu

3.3.1 nywinasguaneslalaauians

Fvzlulaa 0.04000 ¢ ww3euy
U105 100 mL auAslude 2.2 Ineifiuu3uns
vosansaiinnudnday anduthanshlsieduas

o

AANIRANGUKAIINISIUTE 2.3 uAvelinisidy
ansazarweslulad 0.5, 1, 2, 3 waz 4 mL Loy
Toanuuduvesezlulaaidy 4, 8, 16, 24 waz
32 % pauaIay o ovasazareu1inAInIs
aendunaslaanasunsaaniuuas de Ay 7
620 nm (U4 3 $18) 1erA1nnsgAnduLas
620 nm WIATIINIINNINTFIY WU LA FUNT3
W uUnSey = 0.0131x + 0.0034 wazuazil R2
0.9997 (§Ui 3 427)

g‘dﬁ' 4 (F18) wuiran A, 9%l
wirfuiiwsasanududureserlulas Inowndou
970 560 107 600 nm WlowesiSurveserlulad
Wudy swidesanluntsdadieslulaauay
arlulaunafiy §sanunsaiindiulelofuuazly
é’zyapmﬁgqvj Tnediezlulaunafiuliean A, 550
nm [10] druezlulaalian A 7 620 nm (Eﬂﬁ
3 §10) awnesudildSaduanisganduuassis
393815 2§ wilsiniiiesiiuderlulaamas
fozlulamnaiiugs A1 A, Fadeulumedng fsay
wiuldannanesuvesutdnad 7 way 15 % dau
wi9d199 22 waz 30 % wSsuu19nwg7

UINTFIUAUAEINUY AD 27.49 % A2TAT Ay 7
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wiriu Ao Uszaaudl 600 nm ﬁnﬁ?umwxlmmgm
fldfutlednunsguitadenldanisgandunaci
620 nm dafudn A, vesezlulaadulolonu ud
aglaildgafidannisgandunasgegavesaiunny
wlstamsgiufnny isrefinueniaduien
nsgandunasasiindududadiutuivesifusd
ozlilaa faaziiuldanidethdnsganduussi
620 nm lUnaenns mlinsgIu (UA 4 ¥70) axld
AUNTITLEUATI Y = 0.0163x - 0.0044 Lagd R?
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Figure 3 Calibration spectrum (left) and curve (right) of iodine binding method using pure amylose
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Table 5 Difference of amylose contents in rice samples determined with different calibration curves

Amylose (%, n = 3)
No.
5 10 23 24 25
Pure amylose standard 14.93 28.32 32.14 34.19 24.46
Rice starch standard 12.48 23.24 26.31 27.96 20.14
Difference (%) 19.7 21.9 22.2 22.3 215

Table 6 Five days duplicate determination of amylose content in rice samples for precision analysis

Amylose set 1 (%) Amylose set 2 (%)
= Replicate 1 1 Replicate 2 Replicate 1 Replicate 2
1 12.21 12.63 29.00 29.92
2 10.92 11.53 29.06 28.65
3 12.24 12.32 29.80 29.20
a4 12.68 13.06 29.78 29.38
5 12.40 11.84 27.16 28.11

3.4 AUgNABY (accuracy ) wazAMaLdies (precision) V9933
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fifleudutush ~12 % (afi1) uazgeiifienuidudugs ~29 % (fi2) ynyaTiunndogsay 2 5 1u
wivuiutenadslute 2.2 uasiliAnduas TnAn1sgandusasadansivinnsgunuisludo 2.4
Funumuinuerbiladldnadslunei 6
\iothdoyaiiléanmsnsdl 6 11Aiaszsisneaii single ANOVA felusinsy Excel léna
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Table 7 Statistical results of single ANOVA for precision analysis

ANOVA of set 1
Sources of variation SS df MS F p-values Fa
Between groups 2.92 a4 0.73 T7.17 0.03 5.19
Within groups 0.51 5 0.10
Total 3.43 9
ANOVA of set 2
Source of variation SS df MS F p-value P
Between groups 5.39 4 1.35 553 0.04 5.19
Within groups 1.22 5 0.24
Total 6.61 9

Table 8 Determined amylose content in rice samples with various cultivars (n = 3)

No. Rice cultivars Amylose (%) No. Rice cultivars Amylose (%)
1, 5 |Riceberry (chemical) 12.6,13.3 18  |Jow Hawm Suphan Buri 14.9

2-4 | Riceberry (organic) 11.8-12.0 19  |Khao Gong 14.4

6 |RD60 14.2 20 Khao Hawm Mali 15.9

7 |Mali Dum 12.9 21 Khao Mun Poo 13.7

8 |Jow Hawm Dong 7.4 22 |Khao Dang 28.1

9 |Jow Dang 19.9 23, 24 |Khao Sao Hai 26.2,29.9
16 |RD41 204 25,26 |Khao Hawm Pratum 19.1, 20.7
17 |RD43 159
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