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MODIFYING CHITOSAN FROM SHELLS OF BLACK CRAB
(SCYLLA OLIVACEA) TO MAINTAIN THE QUALITY
OF FROZEN SHRIMP
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Abstract

Soft-shell crabs are naturally occurring black crabs that grow through molting,
a process that leaves behind discarded black crab shells. The objectives of this research
were to 1) produce chitosan from black crab shells and 2) study the appropriate type and
concentration of crosslinkers: pentasodium tripolyphosphate (TPP), sulfate, and citrate at
different concentrations of 1, 2, and 3% to modify chitosan from black crab shell and apply
these modified chitosans as a soaking solution for Fenneropenaeus merguiensis (banana
shrimp) before freezing. The results found that chitosan from black crab shells had a degree
of deacetylation of 72.11+4.13% and a whiteness index of 70.13+0.98. Chitosan showed
the water holding capacity, water solubility index, fat binding capacity, and swelling
capacity equal to 1.07+0.28, 3.15+0.75%, 9.87+0.65 g¢/g sample, and 1.80+0.98 mlL/g,
respectively. The study examined various parameters of frozen banana shrimp stored at
-18°C for 6 months, including the production yield (% yield), thawing loss (% thawing loss),
drip loss (% drip loss), pH, thiobarbituric acid value (TBA), total volatile base nitrogen
(TVB-N), and trimethylamine (TMA). Samples treated with chitosan modified by TPP
exhibited the best quality preservation among frozen food products. These treatments
resulted in the lowest drip loss, measured at 0.55+0.18%. Furthermore, they demonstrated
superior efficiency in inhibiting lipid oxidation, as evidenced by the lowest thiobarbituric

acid content of 0.75 mg malonaldehyde/kg sample.

Keywords: modified crab shell chitosan, pentasodium tripolyphosphate, shrimp soaking solution
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wsenszaesiluasuseneudmanmaniuywitbiyliamnsasensvunelilaenss Jagdu
Audasn1syduvesiesnaradundurilviinisdssyfaluguuvur fndsdunuldae
(MGR online, 2015) 111 msdmmieyaddndrumelulsune 5% uazdsenn 95% Mnesdesms
Yilsluiamaneillifiaunsgnesysundeiaduduuun nssnesdunilduundstngiui
dAglumsndnaslaleeu venmileannudeniuasunumiin (Kanlapaphruek et al, 2013)
lelmenudunedudnenlsianensaszquan Usznausae A-nglewniiu (D-glucosamine)
wadu-0zdfa nglayniiu (N-acetyl-d-glucosamine) Mdeurusewusylnaladnn via 61,4)
Tnedndssiuuudy Talasmidueyitusvedlaiuiildanufasenisidayezdfasenain
luanaveslafiu (Gierszewska & Ostrowska, 2016) nswanlalneuanladududuneuily
anillunmsnan Saiiduneunsidalusiu (Deproteinization) Msidnndews Demineralization)
M3Miad (Decolouration) waznsmiamajesFa (Deacetylation) FumeuvEEudHareauTR
yaslalneuiilashed u (Musmade & Mahatma, 2021) 1l ssannlalmeuiiausaudsule
1931019 (Biocompatibility) fina1uaruisalunisyaaaisn1sdinin (Biodegradability)
youth liifufiv fUszquin faudaaduiea fidy sunaulu eunielilasuasdindaldie
fidunssanmiulane (Metals affinity) Wsfiu wazd (Judu lalagudddlugnamnsuen
LYAUI BIUNT LLaz?‘fﬁLLmﬁam (Gierszewska & Ostrowska-Czubenko, 2016) R]’mﬂiué'ﬂwmfs
vodlalauivouthgs wililalneuanunsoaiidlelasaadadulassiumdeauiafiau s
Judedidninslad (Mia & Sahai, 2013) egndlsfinn lalasieaanlalneuilassairdaseaie
andfreuirmaninsziinnlinananedudnalsdidaudu ilidolelaseaianuaios
soussnanudofiunfudiudsznevluuiunugs Tnslanzaisazatonsa (Gierszewska &
Ostrowska-Czubenko, 2016) f]@,mﬁmdnﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁmsU%"ULUﬁ'EJu%%'mimﬁmlﬂimmuhEf[,%
nszuIuMsIonlesdia (Cross-link) 1l oUsuUgammai ssvadlalnwuiiinearsiaiiuay
wsana Aanmeslelnguiueg fusssuriAveasudenlesinu (Crosslinken) lalagiuaninsa
Foalsstuildauulamauduazuuulessu edislsiomu madenlsstauvulossindu
Tunouiidrs wazlududou (Gierszewska & Ostrowska, 2016) 1unsIFEU AT SEWIN
Trifhadinsevrinmfielivvedelnmuiungsuszaauvesesindueulessu (Severino et al, 2016) usilis
namsanlen warlnaledawldiduastamieluanalalnen wimsteesdfanuduivy
(Berger et al., 2004) ﬁamgaumwmiﬁﬁﬂssqau LLasﬂfmﬁﬂimaqaﬁw iy laswednaas,

e wavdamn Wudu Gierszewska & Ostrowska-Czubenko, 2016)
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Tugeavnssuemsialaguunldnedesiumsdendonuaiiuvazdunid st
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AuAN (Chouljenko et al, 2017) uananinsllelneuadovfinaneosssuntudidonudi
gaumgdl -18°C 1unian 90 Yu dwalidhnansaiamesuuaiiefiaialuiiiu (Psychrotrophic
bacteria) wuATiSe Enterobacteriaceae duduuuaiiiefiasayldlunneiifeondiaunarlald
90n3L3U Baduazstesnindiegemuan nsndeulalagudwilinunimmisainienin
v03Uane8ss ssuatuutidonudsid uegeludday (Abdel-Naeem et al, 2021) 52l
\levaBanina (Labeo rohita) udutifenudsiigumad -18°C fndoufindslalanuiiony
nsusnen (12 Uav) wiundafaeg1srun (6 dUaiA) (Afrin et al, 2021) Youlalnguiildy
Summumsiamidealumanadvumeynia sngu wasfiuifndnniilalagu uasdingingsu
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Wonude M1iAu -18°C unu 61U 9nSosasnsHanveIIMsLY LB onuds Sesavn1savaiy

383



Life Sciences and Environment Journal 2024; 25(2): 380-395
|
nsagydeun wasuiseeen@wduvetiudu (nsalnleunstysn Usunumamsswmelaviviun uae
AlmsuSanfiueanlen) WWewnfuetiedufanifuinuldnanmamsdewas e 955U
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i awnalwuks Yrlusuwkedt 70°C Uszana 3 Falus faanud usinin 8% (Fauuasidan
Wisespongpand et al., 2013) mﬂﬂguumﬂiwaai,ﬂﬁamﬁsmuam'awhummswmm 1 da8ns
lansznasyuv WdumilsluiaseiesdUssnaumand (AOAC, 2000) tiudiegns Tugedudon
Tiguungiivieaiiteseldely
2. Mawssuasanalalngu
Fanszaesyusis 50 nfu iiunsnlelnsaasinidudu 1 uediia sasrddieg e
N3 1:10 (w/v) Wisegnsiigamnfivios uiu 1 42lue Weasunaliiudsuasazaisnsa
nn 1 3lus uansazarensalufivenfndu dradaegrdliaiorweniidedandunans
TneTareae pH meter (Starte™ 2200 pH Meter, OHAUS, US) anntiuiivensaranelaiienilensonles
Wutu 1 wesila Sadusetdeasazareladoulonsenles Wity 1:20 (wA) thlugudi
90°C uu 2 Falus Ersdnegndlianitervesinddidndunans uishegslummueafisnsid
Freghesommiuea 1:10 (wA) Wi 1 $9lu wWasuansazanefilduniduesdlou neldsnsau
waznalunsuduRenfuyuea Seiegdlirniorweningadadunans vilkaziint
auwiaRg1efl 70°C ww 18 Falus hdulefu wazthinadalalaeusmidves Wisespongpand
et al. (2013) i oarnlalnliuds Whlalneui ldundnseies Ussnaumaniiniuisaes
AOAC (2000) wazaudAdsminiinude 3
3. audRdwmthiivesansatalalngy
3.1 AIMIidnnyesdia (degree of deacetylation, %DD)
wisuansavanelalpgmuannsgne)idudu 0.04% v lumsazaneninesdsn
Nt 0.1 Tans Usums 50 dadans nimseivaisazane Potassium polyvinyl sulfate (PVSK)

1aeld Toluidine blue LJudufiALmaS A1uINANULTNTUYBY PVSK Tagld 1-n-Hexadecyl
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pyridinium chloride monohydrate 1T UATALAYUINTFIU AW %DD IN&AUNT [1] (CRFPRETON

Ueno & Kina, 1985 Wag Sukwattanasinitt, 2001 919819ku Wisespongpand et al., 2013)

% DD = 100 100 x (50C- 161ND (1]
(42ND+500)

e N = AN uYed PVSK (N), D = nasnewasusunnsiltaannsinnsalalagiy
wag blank, C = Anuutuvaslalagu (%)
3.2 AndkarANIAIRIEAMNYY (Whiteness Index: WI) Taginandnewaiosin

Ad (Colorflex EZ 45-0(LAV), HunterLab, US) waganuagian WI annaunis [2]

WI = 100 - V (100-L*? +a* +b% 2]

33 AnwaudAdmindivesasaialalngu
3Lﬂiwv‘immmmiﬂii;ﬂ']iéﬁuﬁfﬂ (Water holding capacity) uazsiaiinsazaneii
(Water solubility index) n11 35404 Luft et al. (2021) FvpsziAnuaunsalunise ulvdu (Fat
binding capacity) wazn15nafa (Swelling capacity) #1135U83 Zhou et al. (2006)

4. Fnwemududuiivnsauvesasidenlostulumsanuladalagu lnowmseon
ansazanglalagududu 0.5% wiv fiazansluansazaensaosdindudu 0.75% v/v T
Lﬁyalﬁ #211U (Magnetic stirrer C-Mag HS7 Package, IKA, Germany) 7 25°C unu 24 F2lug
Usuaitendu 4.8 muarsavanslanedlansenladidudy 0.1 luans wiensanassniudu
0.1 Twang Aoe 9 Wnnwupzlufsulaswednoans viedmsn Msodamadutu 1, 2 uay 3% w/v
naa I i eRendu (1,500 rom w1 15 ud) Iaiduansavarelalneudnudas (Fauwdasis
YB3 Wisespongpand et al. 2013)

5. Anwuszansamaeddalamuiauladiunssnenuniniudidenuds

Tnowmssuansazanslalaeu wavlalnusawlasildasidonlodu 3 viia 1, 2
uay 3% w/v azangluth waulmdudodentu wisndautaevun 22-25 d/Alansu &l
azo1n Yonden widsluansazateunu 15 uril Seanaldann PP auin 16 x 26 x 3.3 94,
AQUATAR LY INATAAN (HDPE) Fatange uazihldifuiiguyidenuds -18°C (SHARP -
CX300T-W, SHARP, Japan) 41U 6 LAou Fanmd 1 (Figure 1) szeznadanaduseeziiand
wanAnusifautidonudasuAnnisiudsunUasnanm (Gongalves & Junior, 2009) easuiian

1A9E1911RTIIABUAMAINASL
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Figure 1 The appearance of frozen shrimp storage at -18°C for 6 months

1) $evarn1NARVDIDMSUYLEBNLTY (% Freezing yield) mu3swes Pinyosak
et al. (2019) Asauns [3]

Freezing yield (%) = whwiinfegradauauds x 100 (3]

PnTInNFeg19noULTLTa

2) Segazmsaqid guilorinnisazany (% Thawing loss) AMu35ve9 Zhang et al.

(2020) Aeauns [4]

Thawing loss (%) = (thwtindiegrauwtuds — dmindiegaududardsazans) x 100 [4]

ihuiindeg1autuds
3) Segarmsgayden (% Drip loss) AN335ve Gongalves & Junior (2009) A%euNTS [5]

Drip loss (%) = (thwtindegeaneuazaneiiuds — dhwinfegsidaavatetnde) x 100 [5]

Jninseg1avidsazatetinds

4) AITILEY TUNTUUAIDLINAINIDVOY Zhang et al. (2019) uazinArfilowAy pH

a

meter 5) USunansalilaunddy3n (TBA) maABuss Zhang et al (2019) 6) Usanausnafisewmle
Wiavan (total volatile base nitrogen; TVB-N) #1835 Modify Conway Microdiffusion 91135984
Siang & Kim (1992) 7) anlasiusaniiueanlen (TMA) fnuUasainioves Hasegawa (1987)
6. AATIZANANINEADA
MIWHUNSNARDIUY 33 wilanals va Taevinisnaaes 3 1 0157 ATEH
ATULUSUTIU (One-way ANOVA) LagilAsIeiANULANA19SEnINgR188190 2838 Duncan’s new

multiple’s range test (DMRT)
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1. asRUsznaunuaiivensenasiuazlalag
A1psAUsENaUMLATveInsEaeyiwazlalaguiaialannnsenesya sauds

ANsIdAnYesdda AAvilauen ANNansalunsaud Avlinisazated AwaIunse

Tunsguludu wazniswesiivedlalaguiainlainnseneyuansfansned 1 (Table 1)

Table 1 Proximate analysis of black crab shells and black crab shells’ chitosan.

Component black crab shells black crab shells’ chitosan
Moisture (%) 2.53+0.37 6.43+0.57
Protein (%) 32.64+0.86 6.89+0.94
Fat (%) 1.07+2.19 1.27+7.69
Ash (%) 31.11+£0.31 0.58+0.71
Degree of deacetylation (%) - 72.11+4.13
Whiteness index - 70.13+0.98
Water holding capacity (%) - 1.07+0.28
Water solubility index (%) - 3.15+0.75
Fat binding capacity (g/g sample) - 9.87+0.65
Swelling capacity (mL/g) - 1.80+0.98

2. viauazanududuilvanzauvesandoulosduildfaudaslalagulunisg
Juansudisrenunimvesiudidonuds
A1fesaznnanvesomisudifenuds Sesaznisgaydeiideninnisazans
nsgapden Afiley warUAseneendintunesluuresduudidonudsitllalasudauas
Ansriaduasuwdfaneunisudidonud eiiifiu -18°C u 6 1ieu uansianed 2 uas 3
(Table 2 and 3) MUAINU HANTNARDILEASIALTILIN ASBATNINERTDI MTLTLE aNUd
yosaudidenudandieesliuananeiunisads (p>0.05)
%faEJazmi@jfyLﬁﬁnfwLﬁadmﬂmﬁaza’lmmﬁ:ﬁmL§aﬂwﬁa‘wud’] Hregnafiudeelelngm
faudasiasmunslodoslaswednean (laTneu-TPP) 3% farfesaznsgaydetiesan
msazaneaiign (p<0.05) Famsldlalmeu-Faumnidudu 3% ﬁﬁﬂ%@&la%miiﬂ@ﬁ&l‘j’lL‘ljadﬁ]’]ﬂ
nsaza1eeylusEAuLA Bty (p>0.05) vaudi nslelalaeny -TPP 1ud 3% 1uansusds
denalifaudonudeinisguyidoindeadesiian (p<0.05) ilewFsuitsuulalngiu-Tep
Aarmdudusiind Tnefinisldlalasm-Swmsndudu 2 uas 3% samdanisldlalagu-dams

v
o

3% dewalinsgaydeiaeglusedudeaiu (p>0.05) AwWN5199 2 (Table 2)
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Table 2 Yield, thaw yield, and drip loss of frozen shrimp treated with modified chitosan

after 6 months of storage.

Modified Chitosan Conc. (%) Freezing Yield (%) Thaw loss (%) Drip loss (%)
Chitosan-citrate 0 (control) 100.00+0.00™ 97.20+0.05¢ 2.91+0.20%°
1 101.10+0.10™ 98.29+0.10¢ 1.67+1.2204
2 101.20+0.50™ 98.51+0.04°¢ 1.38+0.70<df
3 101.10+0.60™ 98.64+0.03° 1.22+0.89%f
Chitosan-sulfate 0 (control) 100.00+0.00™ 96.90+0.08¢ 3.62+0.10°
1 101.50+0.60™ 97.29+0.094 3.35+0.322
2 101.40+0.50™ 98.51+0.087°¢ 2.23+0.39°¢
3 101.20+0.70" 99.34+0.062 0.77+0.16°f
Chitosan-TPP 0 (control) 100.00+0.00™ 97.10+0.50% 3.30+0.00°
1 101.80+0.70™ 98.39+0.10°¢ 2.17+0.320cd
2 101.90+0.80™ 98.61+0.04° 1.84+0.27<
3 101.40+0.50™ 99.36+0.03? 0.55+0.18f

Remark TPP = Penta sodium tripolyphosphate; The mean + standard deviation with the same
letters in the same column showed no statistical difference (p>0.05). The mean + standard
deviation with the different letters in the same column showed statistical difference

(p<0.05).

9915197 2 (Table 2) orasnisagdeiiiioinnisazatevedudibenudanuin
Aegenugaelalaguinuasanunsludeulnsnednaans (Lalagm-TPP) 3% lA1Soeas
msgapdeiiiasnnnisaranganniign (p<0.05) Famslylalawu-daumnidudy 3% derdeuay
msgedetliesnnisaraeeglussAuiieniu (p>0.05) vaugiin1sldlalngu-TPP idudy 3%

= ] v v LA 2 8 % A v = - = = 1Y
Juansuds dewalifwdidenudedinisgadeundaniosign (p<0.05) iWaiuTsuiisuiu
lalagu-TPP Anududunindt Ineiin1slelalawu-Binsndudu 2 uay 3% saudanisld

lalngu-dainn 3% dewalinisaayideunlidregluseiuideanu (p>0.05)
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Table 3 pH, Trimethylamine (TMA), Total Volatile Bases (TVB), and Thiobarbituric Acid (TBA)

values of frozen shrimp treated with modified chitosan after 6 months of storage.

Modified Conc. pH TMA TVB-N TBA
Chitosan (%) (mg Nitrogen  (mg Nitrogen (mg malonaldehyde
/100g sample) /100g sample) /kg sample)
Chitosan- 0 (control)  6.7+0.10° 12.11+0.80° 13.15+0.90% 0.89+0.70?
citrate 1 6.6+0.10%° 11.92+0.10P 12.01+0.10P 0.87+0.65%°
2 6.5+0.10P 11.75+0.80¢ 12.04+0.30° 0.84+0.90°
3 6.6+0.10%° 11.50+0.60¢ 11.49+0.80°¢ 0.81+0.56°
Chitosan- 0 (control) 6.8+0.10? 12.11+0.80° 13.15+0.90% 0.89+0.70?
sulfate 1 6.7+0.10%° 12.05+0.90P 12.04+0.60P 0.88+0.40?
2 6.6+0.10P 11.90+0.70¢ 11.70+0.80° 0.81+0.80%
3 6.7+0.10%° 11.60+0.50¢ 11.50+0.60°¢ 0.80+0.90°°
Chitosan- 0 (control)  6.9+0.10° 12.11+0.80° 13.15+0.90% 0.89+0.70?
TPP 1 6.8+0.10%° 12.01+0.90P 11.98+0.50P 0.83+0.80P
2 6.7+0.10° 11.78+0.70¢ 11.65+0.40°° 0.78+0.80°
3 6.6+0.10P¢ 11.21+0.80¢ 11.160.70¢ 0.75+0.60¢

Remark TPP = Penta sodium tripolyphosphate; The mean + standard deviation with the different

letters in the same column showed statistical difference (p<0.05).

911599 3 (Table 3) Arfltevvasiandidonudsfidrsening 6.5£0.10 4 6.9+0.10
arudaturesansd eulosdwilalneuil i ui ud walaiovd v luanas 1l efiarsan
AlnsiSandusenled (TMA) foeefiuglalasm-TPP Wudu 3% fan TMA deuilan (p<0.05)
wardieg 13wt dalalaeu-damln uarlalaeu-dwnsm Wudu 3% da1 TMA lduanseiy
V9ER i Vsl USanausnait ssuveld et aum (TVBN) 8@1sewing 13.15+0.90 mg Nitrogen/100g
sample Tngfeg 1 utdaglalamm-TPP iadu 30% dea1 TVB-N foefian (p<0.05) wagUTumn
nsalnlau1sty3n (TBA) dA15%ine 0.75+0.60 £4 0.89+0.70 mg malonaldehyde/ kg sample

Famegnaiiutsnelalanm-TPP Wudu 30% fid1 TBA teslan (p<0.05)

anUseNa

ﬁ]’]ﬂﬂ’]ﬁmﬁ’lzﬁ@dﬁﬂizﬂavw}dLﬂﬁ%aﬁﬂjﬁ?’lﬁldﬁl’ﬁ’mﬁl 1 (Table 1) H91u37An
msaffalalaguanydih (Portunus segnis) Asneamumudu Tsiu lufu wasidvesnsznes
YaAfhiAwiniu 13.5+0.02, 10.630.01, 5.45+0.58 Uay 26.83+0.02% #ud1GU Yuziilalau

ﬁﬁﬁﬁ]mﬂﬂizﬂ@dﬂuﬁﬂ’lﬁﬁﬂwhﬁv 2.00+0.03, 0.20+0.03, 0.030+0.01 way 0.57+0.02% sUa9U
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(Zaghbib et al., 2022) vl p391nUFunand ndudus@auninlelaguiddylalagiuid

a a 1%

ANz iuTInaud1d Fanszuiuntsndnuazauninvesingiuisiuduladendwasie

USmnandniliAntu (Takarina et al, 2017) lalnenuiifusinaididussdusenauluyianasmn
derasipautAniuaiinennedlalagu wu aruaunsalunmsazane Jsdmalianuaansaty
mMsgadumeinmyeslalagusi (Ssekatawa et al. 2021) MnUTINABIAUSENBUNALATYDS
lalegnuuazlalaguainnssaesdiuansiiui sunandwedlalaguvensznesyduas
nszassydindialndidssiu anmsiensiadidmihiveslalasuiateldannszaesy
1 Fam131971 1 (Table 1) wudrernnsidanyezdfa % DD) TAWNAY 72.1124.13% B %D0D
\ueniiuansddassairdluanavedlalanslanuaiiasouaz dundngs lalneuiifingunsa
svfilududuusenavlutiunnugasyhliiuselalasmunehluanauassewindianasiud
AlgR (Feng et al, 2012) uazvnlalamudl % DD o vIeliUTInalUsAuge avdwallalngiudl

o

ARwinIsaraein (Ssekatawa et al. 2021) WaRasanAnalanuvvesbalaguiaiala

o a1 '

1NNTEABIYMEAWYINNY 70.13+0.98% ms¥asuinnuedunaiswnanudst unou
mamdanyesdda lalayuariivuindnauazd@aas (Potivas & Laokuldilok, 2014) viliila
Tnguilnnuainannt udshedfisaldaumuasuinnun dmaldsuiniusves
lalaudanfistu uazaddeiatalalnguannseaony Witddnsidamjerdfauiiu
72.16+1.40 wazdla1auinauu1vingy 77.76+1.74 (Wisespongpand et al., 2013) st

ulazanensananuanasiuladutladvddgidawmaliosdussnounandl Anis

hoj
e LD
)

I aa |

Minnyozdfa LazAmaiiauwveslalagiuliauansieii (Wisespongpand et al., 2013)
Wesnmsudenudaduisnisauenemsidrrareswdniusiomsgia wldin

2 <

nsutionudsastiednoignisfvinuwdasusiomamesalieniuiuiy wiluszadng
ﬂig‘U’J‘uﬂ’]ﬁLLsﬂlLgaﬂLL%JET&F’NLﬁﬁ]ﬂ’]iLﬁlauﬁﬂ’lwﬁuadﬂmﬂ’l‘wwﬁﬁﬁm"ﬁ (Sriket et al., 2007)
‘ﬁmmmwmqmw il 9Auv3S uarUsvamduda 991015197 2 (Table 2) wuin¥esaznisnan
Yot WsuUBonuTa (% Freezing yield) %aaazﬂﬁgzy@mfnﬁaqmﬂmiasaw (% Thawing loss)
wazouazn1sguyideu (% Drip loss) vasdaudifonuds iufl -18°C 1unan 6 Wiouden
AauTlNALABeAU 1nerT % Freezing yield fiAliuanm19iun1eeia dA15e1ae 100.00+0.00
&9 101.90+0.80% wanSaeiervsutienuduialuazian % Freezing yield 11nn1 100%
Junaiilesnainduneunisiedoutnuda (ce slazing) ﬁauﬁulﬂﬁr’fﬂlﬁmﬂ'ﬁqmlﬁaﬁﬂu
szrimsutidonuds uenand lalawuenatavzaensgapdeanudunudnfasiauni
mm%yuﬁ'ﬁaqiumimﬁaulﬂimmu%ismaaaﬂlﬂ (Kester & Fennema, 1986 as cited in

Sathivel, 2005) agslsfinu dagifonudsasiinruannsalunmsguinanas ins1glusiuuisau
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AnmsidonaninluszrinamsudiBonuds (Mackie, 1993 as cited in Sathivel, 2005) dlefiansan
1 % Thawing loss Wag % Drip loss wuinfautidenudeiildlealneu-TPP  Anauidudu 3%
1A 9% Thawing loss 117l (99.3620.03) WaxdiAn 9% Drip loss toufian (0.55:0.18) N3k
A" Freezing yield A1 Thawing loss kagA Drip loss fimnusdusgrannsenseuiunisuan
ownsutidenuds iesananuvaniiduafidmansenumaasusia maedannuduius iy
AUNUNITHER Tnglanzee198fn Freezing yield Jusiid faussans amueansyuauns
wiudanasAaun nveamdnsiaeianrine (Lopkulkiaert et al.,, 2009) 91ndaya % Freezing yield,
% Thawing loss k&g % Drip loss 91nA151991 2 (Table 2) wandldiiuilalaguiiataldan
ﬂszmaﬂ‘gﬁﬁmﬁumsv?fauim%miwﬁu Town lalaenu-TPP, lalnwu-dawin waglalnenu-
Funsn awddu firnnandudu 3% mmﬁaamﬁhmigzytﬁﬂﬁwmr’jqLLﬁdLﬁamLéﬁqué'ﬁ JEEGRIHEER
Fesddulsdnsnmuedlalamufaulasitldasideulosdin drsvdelumaduasuddeniou
ﬂ’]iLlfUILgE]ﬂLL%QL‘WIE]%JﬂH’lﬂmﬂ’]W%@QﬁIGLLﬁLgaﬂLL%ﬂéfﬁﬁ‘ﬁl lalag1u-TPP, lalawu-vaunn wag
TAlAU-BLasn muaInu

PnmsiasandIies Arlasusarfiueenles (TMA) Usunasnefisumneldtoman
(TVB-N) waztSanaunsntvilounsdysn (TBA) Tupsdi 3 (Table 3) S?fﬂL‘ﬁuﬁWﬂmmwmqmﬁﬁﬂ’mﬂ%’
Lﬁuﬁ’a%yﬁ”mmmwwﬁﬂmaqmmwsl,a (Martin et al,, 2023) WU31 NISLR AT UTUVDS
lalagunnuUasazdmaliiudidenuladnfiey A1 TMA A1 TVB-N uazan TBA Juwiliianas
Turausnveanszuaumaivinud wiiBenuds Arfilewweaiansivasuas Inonisanasves
Aflervostaunifonuisdianvmnannmaiauifselnalaladdludeds Ainaasoziludu-

Insvieamln (ATP) wagnaniueidu 9 Mmneades lalunsaudnin (Qiu et al, 2014) AouATi Lo

7
a = a

Aty mnzoraiennasusznoune 9 Allgvoduua wenlunde lnsuitaandu dulea

uazdamilu MAnTuanmMsaaefivedlusiu ninezdly wazasomsdu q sauviuouleisnig 9

'
o

wazuuaSefivilfAnnsuwnges (Hui et al, 2016) sad ﬂ"]ﬁLawaaﬁaﬁmmzaumsﬁmmﬂdﬂ
7.7 (Mehmet et al,, 2009 as cited in Zhang et al,, 20199 Freg1smunu lunuideiieniey
YN 6.720.10 89 6.9+0.10 FIwn31 7.7 ﬁdlﬂi@l%’luﬁ@LL‘UaQETﬁﬁ'dNﬁiﬁﬁﬂuﬁ@@mﬁdﬁﬁﬁﬁm%
anaadiolfusnuiuy 6 ey wandliiiuinlalagusaudanisauviafinududu 2 uay

a

39 anunsadudimaiiyuesgduriduarianssuvoneulsiforafaluszriamaivinuld
nadfiuanududulalaguidadunmafulssdniamnisdudininasgresgdunisuas
Aunssuvesoulullvifnndsdu venaind mawdeuulasmfesiiintuszriemsududaas
dsmaseruannsalunsinfud mnuannsolunisduivesdn magydeainnisuss

215 harN1TazatuulLde utandRdmThveatiadnisie (Alonso et al,, 2016)
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NAMILATIEA1 TMA waz TVBN 91n¢13il 3 (Table 3) ernuvanilidusaiivhuld
Taarsusenoud semeldlundadueiomsnzia Tasluseninenissnuindndusioed
asUszneuiiszmeldeenuniiesaingauvidyosans (Martin et al, 2023) A1 TMA 1Hudndi
wansUTaasssmefdnaumsiy vazd TVB-N Wudiithuildfansanmadeuanmyes
wAnSuToIzafiAntuluszriensiivinm Inedesziuinalulasauiuguiissme
¢ iinannlusAulundnfasigngosdasioulsifanivendiaaigaunidasneiu nofmy
A uendasenannineyiilu (Martin et al, 2023) 1INHANTTNIAABINUY 11 1wt 1 onud slus
lalaeu-TPP fimnudud 3% ST TMA 1nnfiga TaefiAn TMA vesdaudifonudasae
Talagu-dans wazlalagru-dumsm deladunndafun1sadf (p>0.05) vazdian TVB-N
AinzdlaaindeudiBenudafiuglalae1u-TPP Amuidudu 3% fdwiniiae (p<0.05)
wandliiiuidsuidonudeiugselalagu-TPP Sunlihiegdenanmiesnindiegadu 4
Feonufunamnannusslufeslaswodreamnuaylalasndonssudimaniouesgaunis
(Lee et al, 2019; Zhang et al, 20199) ¥isii nnsg AR ATgRa NI A anuds (Wen.115-2529)
a1 TVB-N laiifin 30 fadn3u o 100 nudedns Fadeesananuisedie TVB-N
ogfluszAuiinnsgiuimun WeRarsanuiina TBA 91nas1s7l 3 (Table 3) Faduaniithunld
UszlliuszAvrInIsinoonTatureain lunandue (Zhang et al,, 2019%) 9INHANIIVIAABY
wuiauddonudsiudluasazanelalamu-TPp dian TBA feefian uandsifiuitlalnew-TPP
vt duiamsunnatu (baren) 7ifiusyans nmgsumstiostunisunivesoendiaulussia

aaa a

93r}3 (Zhang et al,, 20199 deralifumidenudafnUfAzeneendindurediindnindetisdu

HaN13ANw4 wan LT nszasaymdanudululdlunisihunldiduingfu
Tunsuanlalngny wazannisdnusiawazanuuduiivaizauvedalasusaudamuin
Talagu-TPP (lalngudidaudasiumunzlodeulnsnoanadamn) Lﬂua’mmﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂizaw%mw
Antlalpeu-damn wazlalnwu-dinsm delalaeu-TPP famududy 3% Juaududy

Mmnganlumsihuildiduansudiuedteneunsudigenuds

A3UNaN1337Y
nmsldlalaguandenymdaduaumionnnisudny Tundauladagldinung-
lwdaulaswedeamnfinnudndu 39% Wuasezasudiusimevonidentouniionuds uaz
v g enuden -18°C w1 6 Weou aansaann1sgasden muaNAIeYy wazanuize
a [ Y} 1 @ @ val 1 (Y} v U
pandnduvealviulusyrinanssulunsinus A laanINstelalngusnLUainedama way
lalaguaaulasiiedinsym sideduansliiiuiinisusegndldlalngiuainnszaesyd

aauvasne TPP danuduldldlumsihunimuseseaiieldlugnainnssuems
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