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nsAnwnavestusiuaindamaes (SPD) wagloemsienimanansalunisdes
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SPI 52U 20% (20SPI-ER) Aanind 1 uguigniaiudae resistant maltodextrin (RMD)
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UBNINITINUIn peak viscosity ¥os 20SPI-ER dA161nd1 20CB-ER waz 20RMD-ER Lile
#3198 81AT 89 Rapid Visco Analyser @a18unaunainnisdi SPl ansnsnduiuildfuay
graansinaIAluety AuautAnissleladvestiimegn 20SPI-ER wu3n fiAn hardness,
A1 stickiness and solid-like (G”) gani1iaegsinTugUnsandugdehliannsatzaonis
M19UY89 keatln azdliaa (a-amylase) Tusgninanisgeglunasanaaes (in-vitro
digestion) @ siinavilsien end-point concentration (C..) anas wanaINEEMUIIAISTAT
n1sgeginausn (first-phase digestion rate, k) 98491917980 20SPI-ER dA189n71A1899
miEJ'EJEJLWﬁﬁﬁaQ (second-phase digestion rate, k;) Imi’hmqqﬂ 20SPI-ER dA1 end-
point TasdnTIN1IBeEaTiaes (C..,) wagadvithmanan luneiit1ivsan 20CB-ER 4
A1 kivean1sgesnInit e1atleanan  wautsiifeynevesiiininaiianuanysel
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Abstract
The effect of soy protein isolate (SPI) and dietary fibers on digestibility of

cooked extruded rice was investigated. The extruded reformed rice was produced by
a twin screw extruder with the barrel temperature of 90°C. The onset temperature
(To) and peak temperature (T,,) of extruded rice supplemented with 20% soy protein
isolate (20SPI-ER) as determined by Differential Scanning Calorimeter was higher than
that of extruded rice supplemented with 20% resistant maltodextrin (20RMD-ER) and
20% corn bran (20CB-ER). When using Rapid Visco Analyser, the peak viscosity of
20SPI-ER was lower than that of 20CB-ER and 20RMD-ER. These results also indicate
that SPI has been attributed to the competition for moisture and the delay of
gelatinization. The 20SPI-ER cooked rice showed higher values of hardness, stickiness
and solid-like (G’) as analyzed by rheometer compared to other samples which may
retard the a-amylase activity during the in-vitro digestion, resulting in the lower end-
point (C..) of starch amylolysis. The first-phase digestion rate (k;) of cooked 20SPI-ER
was higher than its second- phase digestion rate (k;). The end-point in the second-
phase digestion (C..,) and the glycemic index (GI) of cooked 20SPI-ER showed the
lowest value. The low value of k; was observed in the first- phase of 20CB-ER
digestion. It may be due to the amylolytic enzymes that were impeded, associated
with the high integrity of starch gel dispersed by corn bran particles. Then, the integrity
of this starch gel was reduced during the amylolysis, which resulted in the higher k;
and C..p. The cooked extruded rice with substituted resistant maltodextrin (RMD) and
the control sample exhibited a similar k value due to their similar homogeneous
matrix. The cooked extruded rice supplemented with SPI and dietary fibers was found
to be the medium Gl food, while the control was the high Gl food. In addition, the
effect of fatty acid types adding to high amylose rice (Tahang rice) on cooked rice
digestibility was investicated. The results showed that eGl of cooked rice with 20%
coconut oil (lauric acid, C12) was the lowest value (42.4) when compared with cooked
rice with 20% palm oil (palmetic acid, C16), olive oil (oleic acid, C18:1) and soybean
oil (linoleic acid, C18:2). It was explained that a short carbon-chains fatty acid (C12)
of lauric acid has the highest possibility of amylose lipid complex formation, resulting
in resistance to amylase hydrolysis. Furthermore, freeze-thaw process decreased the
eGl of cooked rice significantly but the eGl of cooked rice with palm oil was slightly
decreased due to the retrogradation efficiency during freeze- thaw process. In
addition, the eGl of samples after thawing in microwave and in 37°C water bath were
not significantly different.

Keywords: starch digestion, reformed rice, protein, fiber, fatty acid
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1.1 aruddny uaziunvasdymiiiniside
TsawvmudunsdutieFedefineliaunsondndugduldifisme viedluld 1§

pgsfivszAvS nmdinawesionudeanisvesinane Tnesialuuda uils tiana uazansewns

dugiunndnfunglea leadisindengadululd wadesldBugaudadusesluuiatisandy

aa a

goulunistrsdsunglaaluidundanu Wesrinmelufiduyduiismenizsdsunglaaludu

a

WA (Diabetic type 1) wios19n e lyanansariduedulultle (Diabetic type 2) $19n78f
wfivfinungladludenguindunse sasilsaummuhdadusofouresnilnsuazii
Tan aniudiunyuunnd enuimugiheuviunlanduinndi 382 §uau S1ou
Fufinduegrenoidos Tnoaninlud w.a.2578 2¢dids 592 &1uau (The International
Diabetes Federation, 2013) lugiuvesUszimalng wudrlud w.a.2556 d1dedInan
lsaumuludnsn 14.93 audauszyIns 100,000 Au nieUsead 8,958 au laednUqe
Tsmmmuiiannsamuausgiuimaludestvoglunusiuniies 142,058 au Asidy
Yovaz 29 BnUszanadesas 70 Wlanusamuaussduinialudonld wesfinlsaunsndeu
wu Tsarala ausuladings Wi laoe lnewdasdilsuuszanaildlunisguasnuigiae
g 47,596 1uun Fedausiniunudeatunazandiuauautie uenanddmy
wnltudhawmiudnuniy Wesmnvusididnlnendyaudin uasfumiunniy
mnhifinstestumuepilsaiidne anludn 8 Ithamthlnesznugiaeis 4.7 duse @nidn
Wlgu1ghazgnsmans d1UnuUaAnTENIINaIsIsng, 2556) ﬁdﬁUﬂﬂi%i?UﬂﬂAﬂ’]W%@ﬂ
milulawmsaluomsuaazstinazyiglvidUigiumuaiunsadnduladenvlinuesemng
Hosnemausazinafiutdmalunssuadenldunntioslivintu dvddtiairemsvia
Twufishmaludesldundeswinlade ssditina (Glycemic index : GI) Fudusaaviive
Uhinuhmaludendifiutundsnmssuussmuomsusiazaiafisutunssuussniuma
ngladluduaumslulawmsnilvinfuvesemsuinsgiu Tne 41 daduem mdnvesau
e dneglungueimsfifian Gl gs dudu mnanusondandndusitidan 6l anas fag
aunsanduwisanslulawnsndnmadenvisliiuguaslsauimiu. vonanddmdududs
\AsugiavesUssmaiiddy Tuednlneinsiduussmagdseend1idusudu 1 vedlan us
Haqiulsmmmuieadulssmaladoendndudy 2 1iunduldeendndudiu 1 vedan
uwnuuszmalnglnedud 2555 Inewied 2556 Ussnalnodsoandald 6.72 &y 18y

v v = a

JuAuaBITIINUsEInAB AT sdseanta 10.48 a1udu (aunAudeandiilneg, 2557) Jdl
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a A Y] . .
AFTUNTTULAZNUNIULDNEITNLNYAVDY (Reviewed literature)

2.1 9717

%ﬂ?Lﬂuﬁ%IuMizqa Gramineae %ﬂLﬂuﬁmﬁmqﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂ (Semi-aquatic annual
plant) ﬁﬂ?ﬁﬂgﬂim&ﬁ?l‘dﬁ 2 species Ao Oryza glaberrima wag Oryza sativa L. \ag Oryza
glaberima fin1sugniuegsdniaanglunivueni3ng @ wsu Oryza sativa L. @117150
wusladu 3 sub-species Toun Japonica type, Indica type WLa¢ Javanica type daud1n
Japonica type Ugnunnmamilevesuseimeiu Uizl,wmmwﬁl,Lazﬂizmmﬁﬂu 9717 Javanica
type Ygnunluduladi@eus laiinnudiAgynienisd wazd1i Indica type avUgniuun
Tumanouldweciu Usanaduie Ussindaludulndu edenzTusenidedddsuiassima
Ine wazdsunmansgewini 1nlvedsdneglu sub-species Indica

drditug Bnie 1 uiugdnidadensandiusidneeiudos d

tﬂl a a 6

Juiugnigedewes sunewanli damdnaseys gudidedunusid husiusauiugdn
SusudFuusaiugaawet w.e. 2545 drlddaianuazUgniiolSeuiieuiug Anenssunis
fA1saiug nsun1sU1e duAsusesiug e Wnie 1 Weuwusihiinunsnsugn Weludn 26
fugneu 2551 lunenmsdld@oisanin Gl wanzdunsuslan wetunde srudusl
e Fadunuaudfndlunisudatde 9ndnee 1 33w exlilaage (27.1%) (n3u
a v v Yo a a o 1 v ) £

Fnsinens, 2547) Jagdudrnalilasuanuieuuazddmuiglunisnisdndudigs

ety

Fraditug doum 1 1 9udnniviiuesiilasgs Ae 30.50% (Fsunn wed
atanuniln, 2506) onsgnaziidnuasiuuazuds Salomihanuussuidunssuiduntedn
i dafunsthdmdium 1 sfamsdesusiadunaduyaaliuimdoum 1 (ns
FNSNYAT, 2547)

14
[

2.2 vtuna (Glycemic index : GI)

A1 Gl 1Juenfignldlunsdadiduemsmusnslumsgaduaisiulaase
TnaFeuifisuanusmadimaludend i sl undsansulsemuemsivssuiiisuiu
9111311A 3§14 (Foster-Powell and Miller, 1995) Tngd 1914137 480510150 %Y
aflulamsnegednardmaldssduimaludonindudntes sufuiaden 6l o
(Jenkins et al.,1981) @1 Gl gniuanuiiuiléidulfesmanouausingladluden (area
under curve: AUC) maianaiansluleiasn AUC wasenvnsiiianmageuazgnunsiag AUC
yos013unsgu (nglaansovuuilanndwaildasldrdivneiu) uazgue 100 1 Gl
aveglugisiaud 0 fv 100 Tuegfuinemnstug duadenisiutuvessziuihnaludon
wnusetes Tnednemsladsnsufivinaludenldunuazsuifuemsuiasgiu



9MMTHUIEAN Gl WU 100 ImaﬁaiﬂmmmLLUﬂﬂajumms Faduunaswesnsiulanse
mue1 Gl oanilu 3 nguAa Low Gl Ao T Gl Uaenituiawindu 55, Medium Gl @i
Gl Tud19 56-69 wag High Gl An TA1 Gl wINNIIUIBWIAU 70 (Nayak et al., 2014) A3
AAszaiAn Gl §2833 In-vitro \unssrassssuumsgessausnisiesluunldauisnisees
Tudldan Tng AUC a]sgﬂﬁmzummﬂmi@uﬁmimﬁuﬁlﬁﬂﬁmawaa Hydrolysis curves
Fdulusny first order equation 396 Hydrolysis index (HI) A1wagdléann AUC vasseen
9IMIMNIAY AUC 209011501 551U Lagan HI AlFnnnsiiesiesiuun in-vitro aylvien
Tn&ABIiUNSTIATIERLUU In-vivo Taedanuduiudidadudindunuauniseelud 6l -
39.71 + 0.549HI (Goni et al., 1997)

A1550UsEMUDIMNSTSAT Gl Aaziinarhlisnsinistesvesaslulewnse
amaqe?fadﬁwaiﬁmm':?amuQmsﬁ’uﬁwma’lwﬁaﬂlé’ﬁimLawwlurﬂ’ﬂwiiﬂmem (Miller,
1994). Amano wazAug (2007) LaWwu1e1913s Low Gl dwsugUaelsauminu type 2 lu
913U (high Gl food) iluingauvan TnensifisSnailwiuesasiinasilien
Gl ¥999WN5aAAY LAYIINNITANYINILATUINITNUIIAT Gl ﬁmasl,umﬁmuqmzﬁuﬁwmaiu
HonvewthelsAluIvu type 2 (Amano et al., 2007).

2.3 Uaeinanann Gl

Uaduinasianisgneasvesmslulansnuaznieyiadine loun
macronutrient composition, Usunalleens, anunila LazUSunuuazlaseasnswesenis
(Riccardi et al., 2008) @evinlrtasumatinanam Gl

2.3.1 Amylose

Tassasramaeiivesanssusznousethnanglaasetuuasen
vl TndnlugjansvazUsznouselinana 2 viln loun exillaa wazorilamniu o
AziinaneauiAuaznisltusyloviussanisunie Tunstlvestnuingnsaiuvesozillad
wazordlamniuiisnsfuresin avdmanededudavhliyausyasdlunnilulduselon]
#1afii (Juliano, 1984 914lAg J9uN wadatanunin wavauy, 2546) Inseazilaadildnuons
Huldnssazdroeuauuiusmoadouts fnfuinifviinuesilaageisannsanusde
nstesldannnindnifivinaesilaas dsalsidnifviuuesilaagsazlven Gl 1
Akerberg Lagamuy (1998) Anwinavasdnadiuresliuaeziilagnousunaezilamaauluy
U1qu1skad sioUTuna resistance starch (RS) waza Gl laguudatnauisiad 70% wauiu
weand 30% smamdusunilsous wuisuaesilaafifiutulugag 3 - 449% dawali
RS Winduuazsiild A Gl flanas Lﬁaﬁﬂmmsgﬂﬂaamawm%ﬂms’i% in vitro digestion Tu
Trmsan 6 meusvesUszmaiaUdudifiuTinaesilaaunnsinaiu nuindnifivia
oviilaags (26.9%) fa1 Gl sitan (68) uaniilevSuuerilaaanasdmwalyl Gl fauiudy
(Frei, Siddhuraju and Becker, 2003) Fegonndasiun1sinenves Hu wazane (2004) Tag



Anwian Gl luda 4 il AdvSuaezdlaaunnsnety Tugae 26.8-0 % wuindeusuiu
oxiilaaufiud uiinasinld RS utuuazyinli estimate Gl fuualduanas Syahariza (2013)
AnvnavedlassainevesesilaauwaroziilalnAfusan1sgngaeaed1Inegnalels in-vitro
digestion Wu1" é’mwmiqﬂﬂaaﬁLﬁu'ﬁyulﬂuwammﬂ longer Amylose chain length Lag
9m37d7Uv03 long amylopectin branches Wag long amylose branches ¢ @ short
amylopectin branches 7 anas uaUSutuezilaalulyUadeifeadi duane clycemic

response
2.3.2 ludiu

maduluiuiinafuantaniameninwagaadvesdnisy weswn
aneoziilagainisniin single-helical complex U lipid §3d21 hydrocarbon vedlasiuay
wdoudlunely helical cavity U89 amylose lag Fatty acid @unsaiia amylose-helical
complex éﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁjﬁﬂﬁ 6 unit 70 1 58U (Godet, Buléon, Tran and Colonna, 1993) A3ug13
Y94 Hydrocarbon chains voslsfudiiut uaziinaly amylose-lipid complex (ALC) tiinla
Wi ud U lne saturated fatty acid @14150LA A ALC Le @ N7 1 unsaturated fatty acid
(Tufvesson, Wahlgren and Eliasson, 2003) 21An15AN®1IN15LAA ALC 999 free fatty acid
3 4ila lawA myristic acid (C14), palmitic acid (C16) way stearic acid (C18) Tu cooking
fice paste lagLAu fatty acid 7s¥AU 1.5, 3.0, LAz 4.5% adlu rice paste ANULTNUY
Uszanal 81% dsgnlsinnueusie Visco-amylograph figamgil 90°C svazraanlunnslof
ANUFBULIL 30, 60 LAY 90 U1d WU myristic acid a1ansaLin ALC formation léAfian
soeaundu plamitic acid Lag steric acid uaﬂmﬂﬁﬂ'%mm fatty acid Wazszoziaaliau
Youiiiina Sedanaly ALC Wty (Kaur and Singh, 2000) loAnwnaves lipid lAwA corn
oil (triglycerides) , palmitic acid (C16:0), steric acid (C18:0), oleic acid (C18:1) wag
linoleic acid (C18:2) #i9 enzymatic hydrolysis 984 normal corn starch (34.3 % Amylose)
, tapioca starch (29.0 % Amylose), waxy corn starch (1.9 % Amylose) kag high amylose
corn starch (68.4 % Amylose) lagifisl lipid 10% Ua9am15Y W38 starch paste Taefiani
3 whvesamiauazlfnufeuiigumgd 95°C uu 8 uniindouisauegrsaiiaueifioliia
a1fludegnsauysal nuin Tassaseiumnsnaiuaes lipid fidinasie enzymatic hydrolysis
Y03an15Y 1ne steric acid Fadu saturated fatty acid fifi hydrocarbon chain Uﬂaﬁqm Gk
C18 @1u19aLAA strong interaction AU hydrophobic cavity 489 amylose helix Tandauss
mﬂﬁlzjﬂ d1u palmitic acid Fadu saturated fatty acid LuLABINULSE hydrocarbon chain
dunin Ao C16 3aiAim strong interaction Muwdausetiosnin Tuwaied oleic acid uaw linoleic
acid #9194 unsaturated fatty acid 7iflusse 1 duns uag 2 dumis awddu Jufe
weak interaction U amylose helix #115u corn oil .8y triglycerides lidwu ALC peak
T DSC thermograms wanun1siWasuuUases 2C Tu NMR spectra Tu C1 waz C4 204
amylodextrin (short-chain amylose) [WulRgIiu steric acid (C18:0) wag oleic acid (C18:1)



wan911 fatty acid uned@aulu corn oil @u1satin complex AU amylose lagli weak
interaction FamMsvAn ALC 9a0u Resistant starch type V (Ai, Hasjim and Jane, 2013)

2.2.3 W

TUsAuv3e protein complexes 7iligndesuazindengludildazin
Mﬂﬂﬁﬂé’ﬂststmﬁammsaszhmizaaé’mwmsgﬂsiaam (Kato and lwami, 2002) Gannon,
Nuttall, Neil and Westphal (1988) @nwinaveslsiudoszduiinaluidonvesias
15ALUIMIU type 2 (non-insulin-dependent) ﬁlﬁ%’ummsﬁﬁfqﬂisﬂauﬁmfﬁmaﬂqiﬂa
50 nfuveriinia 50 nfuuanAulusiu 25 nfu TusUuuuvenieda (lean beef, lrss,
wanfu, lana, cottage cheese, Uan wiadawdosmuin mmiﬁﬁiﬂiau@ammmamwﬁu
imaludenvosUaslsaiumiiu type 2 adld WsAuluomsfisnadruilusiude

aslulawnsasoluduidu 30:40:30 aunsaanwazAIvANsEAUEIAatuEanve L Ul

[
YR

15AuImINuUsELA N @9l @@ U (Gannon, Nuttall, Saeed, Jordan and Hoover, 2003)
wanINganuinemsndlusauganagziian glycemic ANA11130YIHAAAINNATUNIUGD
a a 1Y) a a a by .

dugdunazenatesiunievrasnissuiiennisvedlsaridlauazlsa metabolic syndrome Tu
HU3813AUININY type 2 M HA11¢15A8U (von Bibra et al., 2014) Yang, Liu, Ashton,
Gorczyca and Kasapis (2013) @nwnasly whey protein \Ju bioactive barrier Tugpgansy
aretauleluuy in-vitro lngwudn whey protein #111509¥a0N15QNERLVBIANTST YA
wuledl a-amylase 1 Tumsndunuilionas whey protein sgdiu 20 wag 50% adlu wheat
starch Wi endndua1msndlusaugaunislulansnaaiein oq twin-screw extruder

| . = o Py 1 o A A a £ ' <

WUI1 whey protein dnavinliensinisgesudalaznviuinaludon iiutusg1ssnisaly
YL onsIN1sgegernisuazlsunauinialuldonanad (GL) amas This will reduce
resistant starch and limits the health benefits of high-protein-low-carbohydrate foods,
even though whey bioactives in such foods can be substantial (Yong, Chan, Garcia and
Sopade, 2011). ssiunsiinlusiulutnTuudafinnudululinazyzasnisgngesves
an15y wazvhlignsinsiinduresimaludonanas Fadunadiuiusinaidesnisaiunu

o ¥ )
SEAULIANALULADA

2.3.4 Tvanns

Teomswundu 2 Yseuan 1) leemisilaazaisluun (insoluble
dietary fiber) nunedsloamsitliavangluin wsaznesinlulimiiounssd Wlvaunies
ldinUSuesilunsennzemns 393d@ndy loun waglaa wilwaglaa andu 2) lve1ms
fazangleluin (soluble dietary fiber) mungfidleamsiidoazargluliudigaduunly

g K4 = 19 v = oA g v = 1
ausawusdunguilinnuntiawaslilinunile leownslungunldlirnuniaazis



Favramsduiuvedoulsiiiy active site F9apvzasnsIngngosas druarumiled
Annleovnslunguiilyinumiinagdisszasmandeuiiveasulsiflunisluiuiy active
site danalyidnsIN15888uazA1 Gl anas Brennan way Tudorica (2008) ANEINAYEY
dietary fiber fiof1 GI voudumasaniiliniunisviign Tneids dietary fiber Turaa 2.5-10
% WU Ui dietary fiber Mufisduiinalian Gl anas Ing soluble dietary fiber @3nsa
wmdevan sl iilidarnisnesiivesdiaudasininsinnafludliauysaldmaln
YLABNIYNYDL VDAY uennimumiinfiinduain dietary fiber §ar78anNTINIYN
go8v09an19% 115U insoluble dietary fiber 4aelun1stainensiad eufivesaules]
amylase Tunsluduivanss veasmsgneesvesanisy dwalvian Gl anas 3NN15ANWKA
NaUa4 algenate #o in-vitro digestion vandundanutadnn wudn alginate o1y Ca®* Tu
nsatlasstieaa lasiafiintuazdielun1sBainzuasadoudioutsiioglunadmar
1 rice dough fmnundensaindu fauSsanunsndiovzasnisgndesves rice noodles
wazNavinlian Gl anas (Koh et al.,2009) UANANNTTINNSAN I HATDS green banana flour
ey oat B-glucan %ﬂagljluﬂa:u insoluble fiber Giam'igﬂsiaasuaq wheat flour noodles W11
ansaanan Gl asluaglungy low Gl (<55) ¢ Tneidundiudsandgnnaunudie 30%
green banana flour 1%A1 Gl m‘l’ﬂﬁ'qm (Choo & Aziz, 2010) 31AN15ANEIGABUENIILAL
mMen wveandstnfignnaunusie dietary fiber fiafaainutaina wudn msidn 5 %
dietary fiber aslu 10 % rice starch dispertion S ua#114 swelling power Wag pasting
viscosity sty iesanduiiliazaneiives dietary fiber azvhanelassadrevasesiilam
ﬂﬁudqwaw’mmmﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬂlﬁLﬁmﬁu il free water anAILAY pasting viscosity méfu
wenaniideinasiewsiivesmalelad (G, G”) veskaadrfiuiy tosnn dietary fiber il
g udsnali water mobility U84 rice starch gel anas (Lai et al., 2011) iy dietary
fiber Seanunsntrevzasnisgneesld MuAdeissihnsAnviieudeunavessinvedle
91913 58119 soluble fiber uaginsoluble fiber fonTIgnEoyvaIEMITUALSHTIMIRITY
vossziutmaludon

2.3.5 Processing condition

amwmimﬁmﬁmam'aﬂﬁiLU?{auLLUam%mmﬂqhaﬁLﬁﬂ%Wé’W']ﬂ
nsgneesvesanisalasnsvharendauraduaglassaiiswenda lasdnfikunsduuazns
fsfinavilfnagndesvesanimintuilanFeuisuiuiniliiunszuaunistianudon
(Sagum and Arcot, 2000) \fesanmisliaudevluanefifiusinanuiuiismeny
ansavilidundnvendaudaufanisvasuazais Ltﬁmu:flﬁaLﬁmmi@jmsﬁuﬁé’m@swmﬁa
an1suiaaifluetuiiidewdiwaneen areezdlaanansonainlnanisyvinli
a-amylase @nunsadesansaldieninlundsiu dmalda Gl ity (Cooke and Gidley,
1992) 18nAsdnsaguandrmennzaian Gl eglungy high Gl (68-97) iilesannlindrudu

a

Handaugiiaadluedueg wanysallagliiinsnduindnsssiilndveduanawaglaiing

a A

ANt UBY 19LAUTA (Srikaeo and Sopade, 2010) Han wagamg (2008) Anwl



Wisuiiieu hydrolysis index (HI) Tudnuazdndssdidsliniunislianudeusasfinaunis
Taruseudieisnieg Tnenuin duazdndesfideliniunislieudou (36.2 uas
40.3%) Tfdn HI finndn dnuazdafinaunisliaanudou (89.5 uway 45.0%) uar3snnsle
auSausiedsanelien kinetic constant Tun1s hydrolysis aesdiuaziamiesseadisu
ﬁfl‘fzj autoclaving (0.284 wag 0.199), electric cooker (0.282 wag 0.170), microwave oven
(0.256 Laz0.155) wag stone pot (0.238 uag 0.167) wazUsua resistance starch U94917
Mg A oS BaEFUN e autoclaving (0.2 wag 2.3%), electric cooker (0.3 wag 2.5%),
microwave oven (0.4 Wag 3.4%) way stone pot (1.2 uay 3.8%) Reed azany (2013)
AnwnavesnsruuMUITAanaiy 3 38 Tdu 9ntls drafisl (pilad) wagdarda se
nsgneey TneAnwludnifivsinuesilaaunneig 3 sedu Toun 18.0%, 13.5% way 0.9%
wui1 $1aifiuSinneriilaagaaziiusuna resistance starch gsgn T1dngndeslstesiin
uaziiUunal resistance starch gean sesaaiduindisn wazdnisgndeslfuniian 41
findaduitmeugsivihlinmsdsulasuanglaadiintundsninnisgneosvesanse
Antutiosdaiinaliien Gl anas

uananinsruIumsulssuiilasuauieslusedugaamnssy fo
nsrUIuNTengvyiu dadunszuaumsfisndunounisussuinegluadouden wu s
wan e Madeu n1stugd liRuaamainvaneliifundndos wasansunuliiiy
Jnan nszUILMSIendMIFudananenn Gl Tnsnszurunistonngtudunseuiunisd
waHaUnsIRASeuLar sidey eilnarhlsislautaumnesnuazdiundnveasinutagn
ﬁwawadawawlﬁmlﬂﬂqﬂL‘Uﬁ'aumaqlwaﬁﬁmm%wﬁmLﬁ'afugﬂimi (Barron, Buleon,
Colonna and Della Valle, 2000) an13glun1sndnveanszuiunmsiondnitu lown gaumqd
Fadruvasansviuiin ANSITOUAN] wardug Feavdmanansdsunlasdnunenig
mMenmLaslasiasimaaivesansy Sedemanonn Gl vesnadnsae (Nayak, De J. Berrios
and Tang, 2014)

nisiinslusinsnduduiatudoansiineafludgnangumad
FaaslianeesilaauazanvosdlampiundunnSesdniulvl Saudsusin amorphous state
Hu crystalline state Insnsiin 3nsiniatuazdnalianisamusomagndesifinduiaii
191 Gl anas (Eerlingen et al., 1994) Zhang wagAmy (2011) Anwinavasdruiusoulunis
An3nsinsiaduron1sgnegesuuy in-vitro vesanisvd1s Inefnwilugamgiilunisugiiu
uazazaofigamndl 4°C uay 25°C Wunan 7 u sevay 24 Halus nuindleduauseulunis
wiunazvavaneiiinduiinavilian Gl anasuazanunsaly slowly digestible starch (SDS)
Lﬁluﬁuq&quw'ﬁﬁU 51.62% Tian wagAmg (2013) Anw1 dual-retrogradation treatment
(gelatinization-retrogradation—gelatinization-retrogradation) ﬁqm‘mgﬁ 4°C Tuan15v417
wuansadinuIuia SDS 910 39.3% Hu 56.7% anelu 36 Falu



3.1.2
3.1.3

3.14

3.15

3.1.6
3.1.7

3.18

wlidnmeziilaagalasuniseuasienain vsem weiuesailalusan 91in
JMIAUATIVEN

YTIVNINIAY

Tsiiudumdesielaan (Profam 974) a1n Usemomdy @anln,

G EpRIMERY)

yealnaAngnsunuges (Fibersol-2™) a1n USTeddu @anln,

G EpRIMERY)

$197130nA (NF10085) 195Un1581A51293n USEW Bunge Milling

[

Company (ufiviaed, ansgoLusni)

o«

(%
o w

Prgfuiie: Wsiunvaes, Widuliay, diduuznen, Wisuusns?

woulaal

3.1.7.1  eulwiweduunuasiefnueanieziiiad (porcine pancreatic a-

amylase, A-3176, type VI-B from porcine pancrease) 3MNUIEY
Sigma Chemical UsglnAlauunsa

3172 wulwsiiudu (pepsin, P7012, from porcine gastric mucosa) 910

USW Sigma Chemical UsginAlauunsga

3.1.73  Loulwiuwumsiefu (pancreatin, P1750, 4xUSP specifications) 310

USE Sigma Chemical Useinalauusa

3.1.7.4 Laui%ﬂazﬁiaﬂgiﬂ%ma (amyloglucosidase, A7420, from

Aspergillus niger) 3nUTEN Sigma Chemical UszinAlauuisa
LASDIRTIVUINNA ULADALAZWEURTIFUIMALULEDA (Accu-Chek

®Performa) 21AUSEY Roche Diagnostics Ltd Uszineooainsiae

3.2 §103ugUaInnszuILNISann

3.2.1  mndad1nTuzuannszurumadnngtu

1usUINLlsteiilaaainazdnIugunudsinignnaununie TUsau

dwvaedlalatan s1U17lne hazuaalnaANGRSUNULDY N58AU 10% way 20% LaeltlA3od

Laﬂsimgma{%ﬁmﬂm' (co-rotating intermeshing twin screw extruder: APV MPF19:25,
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APV Baker, Inc., Grand Rapid, MI, USA) 3Usuuni1sdnisesangidusuundndusilinesds
(non-expanded product) flseduaudiy 28% mc muqmqmmﬁmawmaﬁgﬂ 4 Yyudu
70, 90, 90, 70°C masu dnsinstauingdu 0.5 kg/h ﬂ’J’]ﬂJL%’Ji@‘Uﬁﬂg 30 rpm sﬁn%ugﬂ
findalsazgnynuisiigamgivionduna 12 Sluwasfvlugdndiefidulnadn

Y
3.2.2  417%ugUnegn
TugUgnuemevdiousiiulaglifoswinmedndiuvesdnvuglse
s A vy o gy Y & =
Wy 1:1.8 uarguitelindinindnanuanduan 10 wid

9 &
3.23  anwazusnguasiiavugunedn

ﬂﬂmaﬂ‘wmuﬂmﬂgsuaqsunsuusﬂmaﬂmsmaawamsﬂuﬁmaﬂalmimﬁim
(5ZX9, Opttical Co LTD, Japan) mwwummawneuuiﬂmaﬂmswmawma 8x Ay
m‘wmmmasummwugﬂmqﬂwmawma 20x

AuEUTsTalunIgaduLasn1sazaty (Water absorption (WAI) and

solubility (WSI) indices) vasIngau

N13ANYIAIAIINAINITALUNITAATUUILALNITATAEANLUAIIINTT VS

Anderson, Conway and Peplinski (1970) tngdssitagrelszanas 1 g ldluvasndwmiunyu

WBY WNtnau 10 ml wanlwdniusaguulu shaking water bath (SW22, JULABO GmbH,

Germany) figaumil 95°C AIA5350U 174 rpm 1wl 30 w1l 9ntuhu My umiesd

I = | 1% a o = g o v o Y o

2000 g 10wan 15 Wil wendlaasludigegiifleunniviimdnualwazinluouwnan

gaundl 105°C temAuIndIuazagla (WSI) faunisi 1 dingnoudiuilindesnds
mtniveAamaNansalun1saadull (WAN) Asaunisin 2

WSI (%) = (Untinaiulanaseuiny/dnntniiieesiingns) x 100 (1)
WAI (g/g) = tmiinagnauyamywsmles/Aminuisueiiegns (2)

3.2.4  @uUANIN1EAINYaId1 Uy

3241  duuAn1siinRanfluwdu (Gelatinization properties)

Fias1Ev s Ameand luedusa8ias 09 Differential Scanning
Calorimeter (DSC) (DSC1, Mettler Toledo, Switzerland) AnaunUadu1a1n35v84 Lebail,
Buleon, Shiftan and Marchessault (2000) Tnadssa0e1e 7 fiaansu adly stainless steel
DSC pan #iiUsu1ms 60 lulasans wazduinduludasdn 1:3 ww) mnduihlulfany
Zoud81A3 89 DSC1 instrument (Mettler Toledo, Switzerland) Taedalusunsulunis
Ansgifigaumglinaud 25-140°C fi8as1 3°C/min 19 stainless steel pan WanBusageds
(reference) uagld Indium Uuasunsgiu (standard) Tunsaeuifisugamgd Aaudfnig



1"

'
a

T uaulunisiineany lulety (onset
17898 At UNITLANLIAT buLg T U (peak
gelatinization temperature, T) qmmqwﬁmﬁyuqmﬁummﬂﬁmLﬁlmﬁlumﬁ?j’u (conclusion
gelatinization temperature, T.) wag AWAIUBUMATVRINSIAARA UETU (AH) 1oy
19lUsunsu STARe software version 10.0 (Mettler Toledo, Switzerland)

[

LA ALIANA ML T UR YINNISANYIT AL D

9

gelatinization temperature, T,) ’qzuwlﬁ

U
790

3.24.2  @uUfAnsiiawad (Pasting properties)

TasieviguanvAnisiiamasi (pasting properties) Aa8LA3 04
ATILAAUNTALUUTINS? Rapid Visco Analyzer (RVA, Newport Scientific, Warriewood,
Australia) au3ann3ves Reed, Ai, Leutcher and Jane (2013) Inedasegne 3 ndu (dhntn
W) alu RVA can wazindnduadly RVA can fdadnsanomumdu 28 ndu wasld
Tusunsumsviaudie standard profile 2 fasialuil Tnedusuliasesifigamgii 50°C dausl
a1 0-1 uniseA1us? 960 rpm @5y 10 Jurdiusnualanandu 160 rom nasanis
Ansresianniu Wiugangiiiu 95 lurasassaing Wil 1-85 wagmuaugumg Al
Al 95°C LBuian 5 unit 9nduangamgiiawni 50°C Tutisnaseninaiii 13.50-21

warmuANgamiilieafinl 95°C 1Wuian 2 Wil sauszezaNagey 23 Wil

b o
3.25 Anwlaseainavasdniusulusiugs

Anwdnwarmdlassadisvesdein, Tusiulolsan wasdntugulusiugs
T,mmhffhasmﬁLﬁummi’ﬂmsamﬂﬁuuaﬂﬁwwﬁ'aq FTIR Spectrometer (Tensor 27, Bruker,
UK) wazwwaasnsiognewiin attenuated total reflectance (ATR) fiAa1ue13ad Y 400 9
4000 crn'! Taeildn resolution Wiy & cm ! way 64 scans lunisYausiazads wazldan
resolution enhancement factor WU 1.5 Aasizsalansusalusunsy OPUS

3.2.6 Anwauianidslalagvasdnvugunegn

nsfnwlaunfinglelaivesimiuguysgndaudasnainidues Li Prakash,
Nicholson, Fitzgerald and Gilbert (2016) fheip3as3lofimes AR G2 (TA instruments, USA)
FastafusiaAuuY four-bladed vane wadurIugUSnaTs 28 mm AN 42 mm LAy
cup Aislwunedusugudnats 40 mm lnearuRy stress uavgamaliil 37°C thdndiian
an 25 nfulldaslu cup Tnelsdennmaludeshatiosfian aniulsfiandeuiiadu cup au
fiszpeaineaintiu cup Fusn 4 mm wnld 5 widiilelihegailgamnd 37°C

Ainw oscillatory stress sweep test Tut29 0.1-1000 Pa Ainnudaei 10
rad/s Wavg Nl 37°C Wi o1 linear viscoelastic region (LVR) T uAne frequency
sweep lut29210 0.1-100 rad/s figaumgil 37°C uawilein stress 1y 2 Pa Faogfluag
LVR v899nf39g14
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3.3 nsnandrmegnnautgiy

thisfufie 2 ¢ wilviaufeusudgangd 130°C anduiauantudarniuis
10 g Arrumseniudndndunat 2 wift s 13 mlwaziludaly water bath 7
gaunnd 95°C tWuiaan 35 Wil Tnovstuieildlunsfnuilann disiuugndn (auric acid,
C12), dhstutndy (palmetic acid, C16), Yhshuagnen (oleic acid, C18:1) wagtsiudimies
(linoleic acid, C18:2)

331 nsududeuasiazarsdraegnaasningy

ﬁwéhasiwi’hmﬁqﬂuazsﬁmqaqfmamﬁwﬁumwﬁvﬁqﬁqmmﬁ -40°C \Juan
1 §Uavi MntuinanAnuniinsvhazats 2 3 Ao nsvharaedelalasianuaznisviians
#18 water bath figamgil 37°C Wuan 40 uit Wieesiilalufnumsges

3.4 fAnwinsggvastnidusunsanuazinIegnNaNngiy

3.4.1  AAs1zENIUSUe total starch

g vemsunduliagiden JiAsiziniuTunal total starch #1335
AOAC method 996.11 el ¥esa0819Uszaas 100 me aslunasanaas inasazans
80% wevuea 0.2 mL wWierslunisnsgates welmeriu dulasdadanenleaysues 2
mlL vuiwerlmandu dlunduoraiuieauy 5 il duasazarseulen thermostable
a-amylase (300 U/ml) U311as 3 mL werlmandy wazdilunsdusnsiiewuy 6 und
TnetheonuwemdmInmsu 2 wiiikae 4 undiaudisu Weasunainisuy thesnunng
TuenaauAuguyndl 50 °C Uszanas 20 Wil Wnansasanelafonosfinm Srlesarn
WYY 200 dadluas pH 4.5 U5uns 4 mL suadeieuley Amyloglucosidase (20 U/mL)
311913 0.1 mL weliiondu uazdiluualuaisinniunugumgdl 50 °C wWunan 30 wiil
dloasuainisun Y3uusunesidy 100 mL aaetinndy wazirliuuwi sefinnumsasen
3,000 rpm Wua1 10 wadl ratulaundiasiendiniunglaa gadiulaun 0.1 mL ldlu
MaBANAADIYLIA (16 x 100 mm) PINTuifitd15a8a18 GOPOD 3 mL Tuunazasn
NAADIVDIFIDENT NADANARBITEIUIANE D-glucose standard solution (1 mg/mL) wag
MABANAADIDS reagent blanks thuasanaasdlutufionmgil 50°C w1y 20 undt dhania
ﬂ'wms@mﬂﬁuLLaQﬁmmmmﬁu 510 wnluluns wagAwIuUIUIN total starch Anams

USua total starch (n3/ 100 n3u&R15Y) = F/W x 162/180 x 100

e F = USunaunglaaniinsigile
W = dmindegnseuni (n3u)

162/180 = urlawmasdmsuiasu free olucose 1u anhydro-glucose
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3.4.2 Kinetic digestion

Fasegaemsiidulaziden 0.25 n3u Tdlunasndesvuin 50 mL i
arsazaetouleil porcine pancreatic a-amylase asly 0.5 mL mﬂﬁfjﬂﬁqmﬁ’aaﬂwaam
gou 4 Su uasnaulhid e vortex mixture Wiy 20 3undt antuinansavansieulal
pepsin asly 2.5 mL Ui shaking water bath tigiwg17in1us959u 170 rpm ﬁqmmﬁ
37°C uy 30 Wil nansavansledienlansenled Anududu 0.02 Twans asly 2.5 mL e
U§u pH Whdunans inansazarsermatvies ieusu pH iy 6 Wuaisavanswoules
WENYBY pancreatin Lag amyloglucosidase asly 2.5 mL mmfuajmﬁ’aashw?mm 100
lulasAns mamamUiinasinianglaadieinies glucose meter muszeziia fuwioluil
0, 10, 20, 30, 45, 60, 90, 120, 150, 180, 210, 240 "7 Ingkaandl 0 17 Aensduedns
InouRLaTazareoulyina

wisuaisazatsu1nsgiunglaad Auidudy 0.2,0.4,0.6,0.8 uay
1 mg/mL LLagmm’E’ﬂU%mmﬁﬂmaﬂqiﬂaﬁwm?aa slucose meter fimnududusineg e
WANNSANNFITUETENINANLTNTUYRE SAEa18UA ST IUNglAaR uANA NI
maﬂﬁ;’]maﬂqiﬂaﬁi’mlﬁmﬂm%"m slucose meter ﬁ’mhﬂ‘%mm‘tfﬂmaﬂqiﬂaﬁlﬁmmﬂ?m
glucose meter AMTEELIIAIA19Y WA TWIMIA N LTUTe s Ianglaadaaun sl
PNATATALUINIFIUNG LA

ﬁwmmmL%m%usuaqﬁﬁmaﬂgiﬂaiuLwiazﬁzasnmﬁlé’mﬁ’]mmm digested
starch (9%) luusiaziian Tneiteufiuusune total starch #Alg et

Usunau starch (mg) = Uniin@18e19 (me db) x total starch (%) / 100
Digested starch (%) = AMTUYRIIMIaNglAd x 20.5 mL / USuad starch (mg) x 100
11A1 digested starch (%) 11 plot n319 digestion curve LA BUAULIAN
ﬁm’;mmé’mwmsgﬂﬂaa (k)LLﬁSﬂ’J’]iJL%M%ﬂ%@ﬂﬁﬂﬁ]'}aﬂqiﬂﬁﬁL’Jfﬂ e (C.) NAUNT
selud

In(dc,/dt) = In(C_k) — kt

il C, = anaduduveshmianglaaiig t
C.. = ANAUANTUYRIINANgLAATILIAN o
k = 9n39n139n8a8 (¢/100 ¢ dry starch per min)

lng plot n31581319 In((Cipq — C)/(tirq — t)) Was(tipq + £)/2 AUUAT k
fAiiuanudureins i wazen Cawinlaangadauny y (In(C.k))
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343 aduiitinna (Glycemic index: GI)

1@ k wazel C. AlFnFuaniuildnsn (AUC) naunsselus
D; = Do+ D._o(1 — exp(—kt))
Doo = DO + Dw_o

AUC = [D_t + == exp(—kt)| 2

111A1 AUC 3nAuausiaAn Hydrolysis index (HI) Tagtinan AUC vaesagnaiiisufiual AUC

294 reference food MM duvuudew Muaun1saelul

HI = —2Csample . 10

AUCwhite bread

A1 HI AlanAuiaman Glycemic index (GI) muaunssioluil

GI = 39.51 + 0.570H!



uni 4

NaN1538azN15anUsIgNa
= 1 e v g
4.1 NawaﬂﬂsmuLLaﬂﬂmmimaauummmwugﬂ

4.1.1 é’ﬂwmzﬂiﬂnmaﬁnﬁugﬂmqn
ffugunsanidnunzdnngliuanssndrinsaniludauandunind 4.1
uenINBTMUI1TuFUTLaTuFE 20%SPI (20SPI-ER) vvan (n1wl 4.2b) wagdmaugud
\@3 128 20%RMD (20RMD-ER) san (n il 4.2d) fdnwazfrvesudndniiSeuideou
wiloudnTugunsan (nwil 4.2a) Tuvaedid1nduguiiadudie 20%C8 (20CB-ER) n3gn
(Wil 4.20) FdnwaurivenudadnliiFeuideu esanfoyniasridnlnavuialg
nsgeieguinaiivesndnt (Ml 4.20) uazneluwdndnitugunean (nnil 4.30)
Turneiinunzaansluvesiudnd123usy 20SPH-ER way 20RMD-ER vaan(nwl 4.3b was

4.3c) Seudtleuliunnsandtugunean (1w 4.3a)

@

©

A 4.1 T1AUFUNEN (@), T1ITUUNGNLETUAIY 20% soy protein isolate (b), T13TugY
MeSueie 20% corn bran (c), WagdITUFUMETUAIY 20% resistant

maltodextrin (d)
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a B ————_———

T—

-

A9 4.2 dneuiivesudnd1nTuguvegn (a), 9139usUNESUMY 20% soy protein

isolate (b), UTUUFUTLETUAIE 20% com bran (c), uazd1ITusuiliasumey 20%

resistant maltodextrin (d) (magnification 8x)

@ b

© @

Al 4.3 dnwaiznglureudntnTugunean (a), 919uguiesume 20% soy protein
isolate (b), T1AUFUNETUAIY 20% com bran (c), kagdWUSUTLETUAEY 20%

resistant maltodextrin (d) (magnification 20x)
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4.1.2 v’hmmmmsﬂums@,ﬂ%’uﬁw (water absorption index: WAI) wazn15azane
(water solubility index: WSI) ¥ae3ngau
AnwAneuanasalumagadutiuassazagvesingAuildlunissdnd
%ugﬂ (il 4.1) Teud uilstndn (RR), Wsiiudmdedlelatan (SPI), $19717lnm (CB) was
uealnaiandnIuvuges (RMD) figamndl 90°C Fudugamanfinneluusa ieiouiiioy

1%
a [y

Auaunsalumsuivivesingauduwladnadn wudie WAL uaga1 WSI 9as SPI langs

q

a 1

niudetnudn nmslinnuseunanmgigendn 80°C dnavinlulusiu 115 uag 7S iian1side
a0 (denature) Inelassasne quaternary agivdsuutasiunazaglndilulnavesdusium
\WiiesazAaNgiieen (unfolding) wenanil SPI dullAaruanunsalunisduiuiii pH 7 g

Lﬁ'aﬂmm‘ﬁuﬁmﬁﬁm pH 4011 isoelectric point (pH5) ¥89 SPI (Remondetto, Afion and

'
1 [

Gonzalez, 2001) A1 WSI Y84 RMD Hengagauaza1 WAI ¥8s RMD lAngn (i 3.1) @
onafumsne RMD Wulrliueifiazaneunlgaudlalaumiiauaznuanudou (Ohkuma
and Wakabayashi, 2008) Tuvnefian WAl 999 CB 3AndninA1 WAl 499 SPI uag RF 9g14dl
Woddny usiFl WAl 999 CB dAngandndl WA 989 RMD desmnauanuselunmsdutiu
(water binding) ¥89 CB Gﬁuagjﬁ’uﬂ%mm arabinose Tuane arabinoxylan (Doner and Hicks,
1997; Kiszonas, Fuerst and Morris, 2013) slstuarnauisalun1sfunusesun (water
accessibility) Tu SPI geni7 RF Tuwazfinnuanmisalunmsdusuvesi Tulsemsgand,

RF

Wauded1idngnnawnunlg 20%SPl dxavitlyie1 WAl Ngamail 90°C ves

'
a1 o

dunaudAegn (N9 4.2) 1HeannNn1anasueIuTuIiEn1onalinainliusuuung
gnaadutiosas Fudunauiainuszansanlunisuriuvesiives SPl gandn RF (Zhu et
al, 2010) sietuiilananlusaudiun i adunistavinenisnesiiveadauddluseninenis

Tviausou (Lu, Donner, Yada and Liu, 2016).



18

100 a
90 + mWAI (g/g) = WSI (%)

80 +
70 +
60 +
50 +
40 +
30 + b

20 +
10 i ¢ . c ¢C
4 _ ! d
0 - | | - I

RF SPI CB RMD

a i 4.4 Fﬁﬁmmmmsﬂuﬂ’]iﬂmeﬁuﬁ’l (water absorption index: WAI) lagn1sazany
(water solubility index: WSI) figauinil 90°C vaaulatnalan (RF), lUsaui

widpalelyian (SPI), s1979MA (CB) wazuealnanngmsunugas (RMD)
NWINUANFANAUNULLIAY BANLANAS LB 19TTs " Agn19ads (p<0.05)

=WAI (glg) = WSI (%)

20

15

10

0
RF 20SPI 20CB 20RMD

AWl 4.5 Arwanasalunisgaduih (water absorption index: WA uaznisazans
(water solubility index: WSI) figaumil 90°C voeudst1aidn (RF), wagudatnngn
annALNUAIY 20% Wsiudviaslelaian (20SP1), 20% $1913lwa (20CB), way

20% resistant maltodextrin (20RMD)
SNYINLANANAUALUING MBTslANULANAS U 19ildd Ay saia (p<0.05)
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4.1.3  auUAnIaN1enInYaItnIvusy

4.1.3.1  duiAnsiiaanfludiwdy (Gelatinization properties)

audAnsfnanilusiuveutidiid, §197u3u (control), 1ty
gﬂﬁm?mﬁw 20% soy protein isolate (20SPI-ER), %ﬂasﬁugﬂﬁm?mﬁ’w 20% corn bran
(20CB-ER), wagdmtuguiliaiudae 20% resistant maltodextrin (20RMD-ER) gnuanslunin
7 4.6 waTAIT9 4.6 21NN13ANYINUTT thermogram veeudlad121818 8wz biphasic
endotherm (ﬂW‘W‘VT' 4.6) Ilaed first onset temperature (Ty) W@ e second onset
temperature (To,) figamgil 60.5 waz 70.4 ("33 4.4) Feoradusasnannsfiudedrng
MIN13RgnERINT NI Nasaetus Wethuranduiiugudlenszuauns
SangFunudn dau weak crystalline region 1l psanlany To, lud1adugy (control)
uenanismuinaeuitall (enthalpy) vesdniusunniediadainidneualveauts
4131 Wnenisanaswesaearalilunauiainnisgninaievesdasiasiundens (double-
helical order) (Cooke et al., 1992) Gﬁw'asﬁylﬁ’imszmuﬂﬁLé‘ﬂwgﬁ’ummmﬁwma
molecular order 9894 U719431

Native rice flour

20SPI-ER

20CB-ER g a7

20RMD-ER

R A o e ]
H 0 “ 0 &0 70 80 %0 100 110 120 130 C

AW 4.6 DSC thermogram waautidnni, §199u3u (control), FTugUiedushe 20%
Tshudumdedlelaian (20SPI-ER), T10uguilkasunie 20% $1U13lwa (20CB-
ER), LLazﬁz’J’n%ugUﬂLa%ué’aa 20% resistant maltodextrin (20RMD-ER)
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MsLUABULUaweY onset temperature (To) Wunauatnvanedasesufiu
T,mEJLa‘wwsmmmmsalumiqm%’uiwaaLﬁﬂLLﬂﬁuﬂuﬁﬁaﬁﬁ@ (Mira, Persson and
Villwock, 2007) Tn831nn15@neINUI1AT T, peak temperature (T,) #a% conclusion
temperature (T.) 7034173 uz1 20SPHER flgamgfiiiuasiu Fenafiliaonadostunisfnu
mamm’i%’aﬁluﬂdaumﬁwﬁ (Li, Yeh and Fan, 2007; Ribotta, Colombo, Leon and ARon,
2007; Yu, Jiang and Kopparapu, 2015) AsilUsAuTanuansalumssuiuilgasuse
NM5LAA interaction AusEnINlUsRUAUARNS YdINan on1SAALRaNR bt ureaudiauds
(Ribotta et al., 2007) InemsAlusAuaansasuivinlemningainaviUsunanndmiuns
Ananflueiuresanivanas dauen T, wagan T, v099128u3U 20SPHER Feidngadian
Tuvauzdien T,, T, wage T, vosd128ugd 20CB-ER feviriian Tnsnisanasvesgnmgd
WAL dunan1a1nnsii 48 uresUs i@ M unsiineand luedure s audle
(Acquistucci, Bucci, Magri and Magn 1997) mmmﬂuwammﬂ‘mammmmswniwm
wLwliﬂa&JLmamnﬁuuiﬂm8quwummiumimsﬁmmLmi‘ﬂmsfl,ummemimm%uwaum
wda wsien T, wazAn T, maamwugﬂ 20RMD-ER laillanmn91n control I@EJ RMD A1 WA
m‘l’wﬁqﬂﬁawdﬂmaﬁ’uﬂ%mwfﬁawﬁm%’umﬂﬁ@La]mﬁiuwﬁ’usuaaLﬁml,ﬂﬂwﬁn%/ugﬂ
20RMD-ER

719197 4.1 audiiniaanuiouresweawtatnaidi, 9139usU (control), T1iAugULESUME
20% TWsAudvioslelaian (20SPIER), T1AusUasuig 20% $1alne
(20CB-ER), wazd1uusulLasume 20% resistant maltodextrin (20RMD-ER)

Sample

To (°O)

T, (0)

T (°C)

Enthalpy (J/g)

Native RF

Control

20SPI

20CB

20RMD

T 60.5+0.05

ol

n.d.

n.d.

n.d.

n.d.

T 70.4+0.04 a

02

73.2+0.04 b

74.7+£0.20 c

70.2+0.01 a

73.0+0.08 b

75.9+0.10 a

77.9+0.11 c

79.1+0.03 d

76.1+0.05 b

78.0+0.03 c

80.7+0.23 b

80.4+0.40 b

81.9+0.02 c

79.3+0.09 a

82.3+0.10 c

5.9+0.23 a

2.0+0.05 b

1.3+0.11 ¢

1.5+0.16 ¢

1.1+0.07 ¢

’eJﬂ‘t*ﬁ‘V] WANATAUAL LL‘LJ’JGN MNYRIHANULANAN UBE]

4.1.3.2

dguUAn1sIAANEN (Pasting properties)

o o

EGREL

@0 (p<0.05)

nszvaumsieluniswandniugldmalidaudsvsdiuin wanf

Tug9augy (control) denaunilngsan (peak viscosity) gandntnTuguiiasume 20%
SPI, CB wag RMD

Aananslunind 3.6 ilosandaudefiindoagvaslu control
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aunsanaduliuasnadlanlagluiilusiunieloemisundnuing Wedugugniasusie
Tsfuuagleamnsnuiusunanindasy (available water) §1m3UN15HOAILAZNIAALIAR

ludturaudiaudianatiasdanale

1000 - - 120
900 - Control \
- 100
800 - ,°=======_20RMD-ER
I, >

0 -~ 80 O
2 600 - ~ <
O P ®
> Pid 5
£ 500 - ’ - 60 F
(@] 4 —
2 400 =7 g
> - 40 5

300 - =

200 -

- 20
100 \2 20CB-ER
e 0SPI-ER
0 - == L2 - T —10
0 5 0 Fime (min) 15 20 25

Al 4.7 nswdsuuvasnamiavesinidugy (Control), $1aauguiiedude 20% Tusiu
gundesteleian (20SPI-ER), T1TUFUNETUME 20% $1913lna (20CB-ER), wae
Gﬁns‘ﬁugﬂﬁm%mﬁw 20% resistant maltodextrin (20RMD-ER)

4.1.4  dnwazlaseasnevasdnvuUlusiugs

Anwiufduiusmaniszninlusfutuutsiadludtusuivsiugadae
1389 FTIR fan it 4.8 Taganaugedudl 1053, 1047, 1040 way 1022 cm™! wansdianis
f\]mimimaﬂal,wmﬂasrm (short-range ordering) LLaumuaammu (amorphous areas) (van
Soest, Toum0|s de Wit and Vliegenthart, 1995) uaﬂmnummmmaw 994 cm™ Lang
fansduvesiuse COH u,awgauwuﬁﬁzmwmﬂuamw 1w Wuszlalasiau (van Soest et
al., 1995) uenaniANeAduAivIvendslusausg1ataau Iaun 1691, 1647, 1635,
1620, 1536, way 1515 cm~! TneAueaaulugiefianiziangasiu amide | wag amind I
laun 1580-1720 cm™! wag 1480-1580 cm ™! mruaau (Li, Dobraszczyk, Dias and Gil,
2006)

lodn sPl adludnadugunudn anisedielutisaanuedu 800 - 1200 cm'!
fanugeanas Turueilusiufinlugieninueniadu 1500 - 1700 cm ™' fiugetu wonani
Fanuafialuyae 3000-3600 e Aiuansdenisineanvestusy OH (Kizil, Irudayaraj and
Seetharaman, 2002) ﬁmﬂé’ulﬂﬁmmEJnﬂﬁlum"’ﬂaa%‘;w'wam'mizmumil,aﬂwﬁu
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aunsaviliiaiuselalasiausening SPI uazanisy (Lu et al, 2016) Tuvueiujdunus
mapsisenindlgormsiuudetnniludnvugdldaunsaiindulusenitenssuiunis
NNt

a =\ = g
4.1.5 audinisslalagvasdyuzuedn

9 q
£

auUAn1siloladvestnTusunsgnuansdansned 4.2 uanslaowudinen n*
vowniaog 9 nTugUnsgniianiindt 1(0.035-0.101) FesuendangAnssumslnauuy
shear thinning laaA1 consistency coefficient (K*) wagan loss tangent (tan &) Qﬂﬁﬁmw
asuIBAULTarALmTeIvesinInegn (Li et al, 2016) 91NNSANBINUIIRIAIILLDS
wazFnnuimilenvesiiuzunegn 20SPHER fid1gendn control, 20CB-ER, wag 20RMD-ER
oeafitadndny Wwuieatuiufuen storage modulus (6) vestmiugUvsgn 20SPIER 1
A1ganin control egailfivdrAny deoralunamnainnisiiin 20%SPI ivilinnswesiaves
Haudeanas miwawff’maaLﬁmtﬂaLLazmﬁJazﬁIaaﬁmzmaﬁaagjawmuﬁ’uma‘[w&ma%mm
TUsAwAndulasene (Ramirez Ortiz, San Martin-Martinez and Martinez Padilla, 2008)
wazliiuen G suaasﬂ’néﬁyugﬂ wonaNHNISHY SPI FauUasundasautAniamiaanunila
(viscoelastic properties) wastmtuzunsgntiiinandy elastic 1nn1 viscous lnenadils
Wiloufun15An®I909 (Qiu et al, 2015) Gsnudn nstiu SPI dnavinliaranuniaves
amsyinlnanazanssinlnadnmdendistudnios uenanifmuindanuuduaszen
asilenlunssil 4.2 waven G vestivean 20CR-ER HA1gsndn control Fauandliidiu
359 Ineansasniatuaansylen lnelassadnwesaaanisyfinauiuloamnsiil
avangrnavLdsLsanINeaa Suieseeafen (Sun, Wu, Bu and Xiong, 2015) usiagalsh
puf17BugUyean 20CB-ER Sienenuudauaganenuideasnindidiuguyean
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C><)
L2

3299.20

~— 3278.56
— 3272.06
——— 1632.97
——— 1517.58
— 1149.42
— 1077.44
— 997.35

[ OH stretching }

RF: 3299 | a

20SPI-ER. 3278 (1 i

SPI1:3272

Absorbance Units
000 002 004 006 008 010 012 014 0.16

3500 3000 2500 2000 1500
Wavenumber cm-1

AWl 4.8 Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectra vautldnnd (RP), Tusiudmdesloloian (SPI) wasdnauguilieiusme 20% Tsiudumdes
lelwian (20SPI-ER)



20SPI-ER 1Antios Fsnsioamailunsiiaeadluledu (T, T,) vos 20CB-ER faduay
N13N5¥18AI03UNASITI A ULATIU 8D RaD d A lTauTRN1e viscoelastic Vaq
F178ugUnean 20CB-ER fashnindntugunean 20SPIHER Tumedl RVMD dswasiadn G” 109
411940 20RMD-ER iisaidndosfiausiindranuudsuazarmnumienivesdiimegn
20RMD-ER 9gflAnganin control fapnsnsit 4.2 Tnseraifunasnainasdinisifaimarives
20RMD-ER fiAanumilngean(peak viscosity) uazAnamiasan (final viscosity) A1
control wingdlsfinuerAumilngaan, T, way T, ¥8a 20RMD-ER ladunneineain control
agaiiduddy Fesvenldiinsnesiivendautsly 20RMD-ER waz control luunnsing
28197ALaU FalInavilv viscoelastic ¥99913%98N 20RMD-ER LANFI19310 control Ll
Bntios uenaind RMD Siliianunsaifalassiesiuiueaaniildiionin RMD ulnd
wwaAglsfareduiifiian dextrose equivalent (DE) o801 20 waza1usnazaIsUn
19(Ohkuma et al., 2008)

M19199 4.2 audansslelaguestinnUuguyaan (control), 11UV METUAIEY 20%
TsAufumdedlelaian (20SPIER), T1duguvsaniiasumy 20% $191ilne
(20CB-ER), wazd AU UNENTILESUAY 20% resistant maltodextrin

(20RMD-ER)
Sample K* tan O at 10 rad/s n*
Control 31342 + 1.27 ¢ 0.066 + 0.002 ¢ 0.089 + 0.001 a
20SPI-ER 838.21 + 17.71 a 0.085 + 0.001 a 0.052 £ 0.011 b
20CB-ER 816.79 + 27.89 a 0.072 + 0.003 b 0.035 £ 0.013 b
20RMD-ER 376.88 + 8.44 b 0.069 + 0.003 b 0.090 + 0.005 ¢

o

NYINUANANAUA LAY WinefsllauLana s ue sl tadAgyneada (p<0.05)
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16000 # Control 20SPI-ER
1 A20CB-ER X 20RMD-ER
14000 A A
A A
12000 + A AA
AAAAA
10000 |+ , A
€ 000t
< 8000
) X
6000 - Y
éxxxxxxxxxxxx‘
4000
2000 +
0 == E—

¥ '
=

A# 4.9 Storage modulus Y8491 UFUNeAN (control), T1IVUFUNIANTALETUAYEY 20%

a

TUsAudumdedlelaian (20SPHER), $193ugunagniltaiudie 20% $191lnn
(20CB-ER), Uazd 13T UFUNIENTLETUAIY 20% resistant maltodextrin (20RMD-
ER)

4.2 mssiawm%’nsﬁugﬂmqnLLa::%'ﬂmqnwauﬁﬁﬂu
gnsn1snsdeevesansniutiadod A inasedn slycemic response 33013
AATIEALUU Log of slope (LOS) Fufinnaleniswasuulamwesdnnisesuazaunsa
wenausaneslunsgesvesansed uivldaunsane negadaauldanduldaenis
AipswRLUURLRY (Edwards, Warren, Milligan, Butterworth and Ellis, 2014) m334A512%
LUV LOS §9a1315am1A 1AL uT uvesnglaai 9 ayine (end-point product
concentration: Ce.) Wardn31N15808 (pseudo first-order digestibility rate constant: k) i
Aetulusnsnnistosamisaniialudinunszuiuniseesdans (Butterworth, Warren,
Grassby, Patel and Ellis, 2012) Tua1nsii fan1sndussdusznovasdsnsinisyoud
MaNVANE N3IASIZRAE LOS anunsauanadunsild 2 9ae wiawnnnindu Tneaudy
YDIAUNTILFALYIADDNTINTDUVBILARLY I WU Ky, kp LATEIUITONIANAIUINTUVDS
nglaafigaanieluurazdsld 1wy C..,, Co, (Edwards et al., 2014) Aysunsliasgyinuy

LOS ﬁqmmzamﬁ%LLamﬂﬁLﬁuﬁqmmmmmEjaalﬁmaaﬁé’hﬁugﬂLa'%miﬂiﬁuuaﬂammﬁ

4.2.1 waveslUshuuazlganmisianistasvasdnAugunegn
T30 ugUiasulusaunazloa1msnsedu 10% waz 20% WARIANYMY
digestion curve 2 WUU A single-phase taz two-phase pseudo-first order I Co. uag

9n3 N300 aYIUANIlUATIT 4.3 91NNSANYINUIITITUIUNEN (control) kang
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anwalg digestion curve LUU single-phase pseudo-first order A3nIWH 3.10 wazdan Ce.

geandedanalvitnvugunsanaglungu high GI food

LOS
[N
(2]

ey
ceu.
“ee

Control

.o
cea,
....

ceu.
ce,

y =-0.009x - 0.4013
R2=0.9626

cea,
ceuy

Time (min)

AN 4.10 LOS plot Mseiaevestiuguneen

msw‘ﬁ 4.3 In-vitro digestion parameters lagp eGl %aﬂﬁﬂaﬁugﬂwmﬂ (control), G?J"n%(u
iﬂmaﬂﬁm‘%uﬁw 10% (10SPI-ER) waz 20% lusfudundadlelean (20SPI-
ER), mmusﬂmaﬂmasmma 10% (10CB-ER) Lag 20% $1912lna (20CB-ER),
LL@”GUTJ“UUTUMQﬂﬂVILﬂiMWJEJ 10% (10RMD-ER) &z 20% resistant
maltodextrin (20RMD-ER)

Sample k(x10®) Ce. eGl
Control 9.10+0.64 ¢ 75.08+4.27 a 86.24+5.62 a
10SPI-ER 15.00+2.29 ab 60.85+1.60 b 63.13+2.29 c
10CB-ER 11.40+2.60 bc 70.40+3.55 a 66.98+1.36 bc
10RMD-ER 12.20+0.84 bc 60.09+1.50 b 69.66+1.15 b
20RMD-ER 11.50+0.56 bc 58.68+0.48 b 67.99+3.08 bc
Sample ki(x10?) ka2(x10%) Coo2 eGl
20SPI-ER 22.90+2.02 a 10.00+£2.48 ¢ 47.64+0.76 55.72+1.36 d
20CB-ER 3.40+0.66 b 18.50+3.19 a 72.22+3.17 a 63.32+2.29

LY,

NYINUANANAUATULLIAY WiNeRsllauLana s ue sl tedAgyn1eada (p<0.05)
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TTUFUsaN s 10% Wsiunavdeslelean (10SPIER), T1iUusune
Aniasunieg 10% $19713lwe (10CB-ER), wagd1i¥usunsanvitasunie 10% resistant

maltodextrin (10RMD-ER) Lanidnwaly digestion curve WU single-phase pseudo-first

a

order fan1wdl 4.11 uagnsiaaloomnais 2 vlindisedu 10% lifinadensiudsuudas
Snsmsgen (k) vesttugUensiiifodrdn Tuvaiedian C.. v09d19Tusunaan 10CB-ER g9
ni1d123uzUnagn 10SPIER uaz 10RMD-ER agnafitfeddy (m31eft 4.3) Feenaidunaun
Mnoumavualngreshidninefuiuiuiildtuasanidlunsgaduiouleidemalf
anfvgneeslduntuuasiien C.. g9 wonanidmuindmduguysgn 10SPIER e Gl o
A1 control wag 10RMD-ER Taednaduguvsan 10SPH-ER anafidnarmudauazainmiien

d‘ 1 =3 1 v v 1
Mganindegneeslatosnii

Flosedunamaunufisndu 200 wuih 1atusunsaniiiaiudag 200 Tusiu
dundesloluian (20SPH-ERuAzE T usUVSANTIaSud 20% $1912lna (20CB-ER) uang
anwadg digestion curve kUU two-phase pseudo-first order kinetic Fanndl 4.12 (@) uae
4.12(b) Tagdavsgn 20SPH-ER f8msnasgeslutisusniiifasuenintauanysaludanse
(integrity) v8ataad1Iv3ananadileaninnisgoslunseinizems uiidesanndiivean
20SPI-ER fiA1AULT sharANANMTEIER a1 T YI8anALEIN AU ST TUYRY

= [

ulwsitlunmelunautisiidesy Jalnavinlvidnsnisdeslut 2 (k) snitlugisusn
(ko) uazSadssalianududuresnglraignanyinevesdiad 2 (C..,) uaze eGl inin
control Tuwazfidavsan 20CB-ER A k; Wosanlusisusnadnveandafinnuauysal
uTausagauardnanedn 20CB-ER fmanundwasaimumdesguguiedu Jadmali
enzyme accessibility G‘?’]mLLazé’mmﬁgﬂsjaaamm LLGiLﬁ@QﬂEJE]EJl‘LJLﬁummw‘jﬁl’ﬂMQWU’j’]
AUANYTAILTINTIVB19aU1sdN 20CB-ER anasluseninanisdasdevinlid enzyme
accessibility Wiutuuazawmalit k, daas uonanddmuin eGl vosd119san 20CB-ER
A189NI1U131198N 20SPI-ER Tnonansauddenouniiiseauii leewnsamnsnanaay
auysaludusaveslasevieiaale (Liet al, 2018; Tudoricd, Kuri and Brennan, 2002)
Tudorica et al. (2002) T1891uINNITARAITBIAIANILLLLES (firmness) Tuduniadions
JunamnannisasuleomsaiunsadavinsdassievedUsiuwaransvrondunas waz
fanAdeinuiloemsanhiinduavihasemanysaiudussedasiisnaaniivves
wasanulledn (L et al, 2018) uonaninudian C. voed193qn 10CB-ER wa Co.y
Y9s1Iman 20CB-ER liunneinea1nen C.. vesi1amgn control agneiitiuddn Fsusuen
'iflLﬁ'aaumﬂsuaq%’w%’wﬂwwqmaaﬂlmzijﬂizmumiéaaLLé’aﬁ?ummaugsaﬁw‘ﬁmawaq

raantasusIvIlnaliwang19aInNg1IveEn control
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TuvaugN19vean 20RMD-ER wansdnwaiy digestion curve \ilauiud1ing
dn 10RMD-ER wag control A9 single-phase pseudo-first order kinetic Feoradunanian

NSNNAN¥ALLIalUTENINNTEBLUUY homogeneous llaufukazA1 G 09913 UTUTN

£%
v

131 RMD megnliunnsin9aindanean control uananidanuitseaunisiasuloaimsia

[

aeayialidnasarinududuvesnglaaiyngarineuasliinasen eGl agailtodfny

wogdlsinunisiasy SPI uagloemsinarilidnivuunsgniian eGl oglugisuiunans

(medium GI)

4.2.2 wamaansﬂlﬁlﬁuﬁiamseiaamm%’nmqnwauﬁﬁﬁu
Anwnavensalusiuaintngiuiy 4 vie laun vrstungnda (auric acid,
C12), st gy (palmetic acid, C16), Yhsfusiznen (oleic acid, C18:1) Lavinudmdes
(linoleic acid, C18:2) #ioA1 eGl wazU3un starch fraction ldun annsuiigneosldish
(rapidly digestible starch, RDS), ams‘%ﬁqﬂsfaalﬁ%w (slowly digestible starch, SDS) wag
anfanug ey (resistant starch, RS) 89812919 i svsgnaautfu nudn $19v9qn
(control) fiUsmmnglaafigngas (% slucose liberated) genirininsanuautindudanind
4.13 Fwandliifuhmananisuludnignamsatasanusinunglaadigneesld Tay i
eGl vastsgnmanttunrnd e i control Svaenndasiutna RS Aifidgen
control fauanslunisedi 4.4 1803910 lauric acid Tudhsunynddunselesuansduis
gunsaiia amylose-lipids complex (ALC) ladniansalusfusiindug Tne ALC fiindu
annsafinauudawssliudiunanesanssuazrfiuanuanselunsnusenise oy
vaataulylla (Crowe, Seligman and Copeland, 2000; Tufvesson, Skrabanja, Bjorck,
Elmstahl and Eliasson, 2001) 3eiinayinls/3anal RS Wsdullazand eGl é’mflmﬁgﬂsiaaﬁ
F1a9U83 ALC azduiudiusesun1siin complex Auangldindens wagd complex finTu
faudundniiudaussazdsnaldnunonistoalad (Seneviratne and Biliaderis, 1991)
Tuvasfivsfufissidnd uiiinsalusuaise1ania lauric acid 3sansnsaiiin ALC Tddfeendn
dwalifusinu RS tosmidsgnraminduugniiuasiian eGl gandingsanuaniiy
Ngn31 Kaur et al. (2000) Anwwavesnsaladu 3 sda lawn myristic acid (C14:0), palmitic

acid (C16:0) uag stearic acid (C18:0) sian15sin ALC lundatnansgn wuin myristic acid

=

Fadunsaladuifaeduiigeaiunsain ALC launfigauas stearic acid 1in ALC latiee

ign Inedmsanuandiduilan eGl eglunauems Gl é (low GI)

9 9

D.
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mmw 4.4 Jsuay starch fraction wazAn eGl waamasmml,mqmaﬂ (control) I1V1INN
LLMQMQﬂﬂNﬁMU’]ﬂJUNuWﬁ’J umumam umummaﬂ LLauumummam

Sample Starch fraction (%) eGl
RDS SDS RS
Tahang white rice (control) 19.8 42.9 373 82.9+0.0
Tahang white rice + soybean oil 6.8 28 65.2 51.1+1.8
Tahang white rice + palm oil 55 25.6 69.2 47.1+2.8
Tahang white rice + olive oil 5.0 26 69.0 47.5+0.5
Tahang white rice + coconut oil 6.8 20.7 72.3 42.4+1.8
100.0 A

§ 80.0

=

2

£ 60.0 -

¥

=

P

S 40.0 -

=

o Sl

20.0 White bread === Kaotahang rice
s—age== S0y bean oil wepio== Palm oil
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Time (min)

AIN# 4.13 Digestion profiles ¥o3uLsT917 (reference food) %ﬁ’;%’]’s@’]LLﬁﬁﬁ/j&?jﬂ
(control), Wz MATRENNENINTULENE 13, Yidulidy, ddiusgnen
LAz UNINGDS
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4.2.3 wa%aamsl,nil,v‘fmu,azv‘l"lazmwiamisjawm%"nmqnwauﬁwﬁu

dlethamsgn (control) Humsuiudsuazyinazansudmuind eGl anasegi
fifddny (ms1eft 4.5) ilewFeuiisuiutasaniliiiunisududaaziazaty (msef
4.0) \ilosnudinsvhazarsudatuaisesilaalutiveanilinauiduanansonduan
Fadosilndduaeleindedld ddanaimosasldindeddaunsonudenisdesdas
woulesldeiinalsidn eGlvae control anas lnswad ldividsufun1s@nuives Frei et al
(2003) F931897U31A1 eGl vostMgnLAvlIAgaumgll 4°C uu 24 Falusfiansiinia
dravean Tuvauiien eGl vosdmsaniinauhiuundudoiunisuiuduasyhazansudai
T A1 eGl anaaisadntiosUszanas 3.6-6.6% (M3t 4.5) enaidunanamirduiidnuag

nsdaseslassasiandnlm Tne ALC MinTunoun1sudsuwdadinalinn eGl 9899113gn

£

wanuUIaNlAndn control wanNddInUITIRENRIUN WYL TIwazYhazaesag

]

Flulasnseuieuiuisguluensinngamgil 37°C a1 eGl lilunnsnsiusg1alled iy

M19197 4.5 A1 eGl ¥a371I1INWA9EN (control) wagdnIu IR wIAENKaNUNTuUIEY
Meunsududeuazyinazatemeislulasnwazisgulusrahfiaamgll 37°C

Sample eGl

Microwave cooking Water bath at 37°C

Tahang white rice (control) 55.5 58.0

Tahang white rice + palm oil 435 425
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N15434 resistant maltodextrin (RMD) Tud 3 uguiinaseniswosiaveadautisuaznis
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