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Abstract:

This study was done in the laboratories of Food Science Department-
College of Agriculture - Damascus University and Biotechnology - Ministry
of Higher Education during 2020- 2021. The aim of this research was to
determine the chemical composition, stevioside glycoside and bioactive
compounds of dried Stevia rebaudiana leaves which planted at the Faculty
of Agriculture - Damascus University. The results showed that the moisture,
protein, ash and fat content of dried leaves were 10.11%, 11.81%, 14.55%
and 4.54% respectively. The total carbohydrate content was the main
components (52.61%), and the percentage of total soluble sugars, reducing
sugars, non-reducing sugars and crude fiber were 16.35%, 5.44%, 10.91%
and 16.5% respectively. The total energy of dried leaves was 298.54
kcal/100g. For the Functional biochemical components, Stevioside glycoside
content was 6.08%, total phenolic compounds were 3275 mg gallic acid
equivalent /100 g, and free radicals scavenging activity according to the
colorimetric method (DPPH) was (86.97%). The pH of agueous extract was
5.5% and TSS was 3.7%.

Key words: Stevia rebaudiana, Stevioside glycoside, Chemical Composition,
Bioactive properties.
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rdma yal) dyali-1

e il sy Stevia rebaudiana sl (e lesi 240 Ge Sl 4ly Compositae dblall ) Lisadl oy <y
Jsallal 35 ole 1500 o SSY 61505 1328 (glsabllly (LU 3 Lagiad) cils aa3iu) . (Soejarto, et al., 1983, 71) jens
Al basul) bl Alest cuS Al caliay L (Carakostas, et al., 2008, 53) Juall 435 lgia Glendll (o paall aile
) (Marcinek, Krejpcio, 2015, 146))&'5 «(Chughtai, et al., 2019, 210) g, el caially L5l g5 de)y ) dalasa
%15.5 ) 7.41 (e oy %5.6 N 1.9 (e cadlls %204 ) 112 (e 2losb ol e Lisiadl Gl gsine o
53 Ll ) L) LSl (g Ao gane o ggind Litall @il Gl of ang WS %619 ) 35.2 (e ihan s Sl
ClaysSile gmg ) sdlall o2 3g3 (Kumari, et al., 2016, 162) s Salls 45)lis 550 300 N 250 (e zshyi dylas
Stevioside, Dulcoside, (A,B,C,D,E) Rebaudiosides & cpmsll 488 claslall e g 15l 8 Ll Al Jsisias)
&V 5 (e 7ol Stevioside u3sSsle (e dilall 3531 ssime of (Meireles, et al., 2006, 417) o . Steviolbioside,
oo 4iwd 4% D Dulcoside a)sSie Wi %4 I 2 (e Rebaudioside A asSile (o 3hsY) ssine zsli LS %10
23] &) G 3L Glall Gyl e %0.04 s claysSlil) SL Sy (@hdd Glall oyl Jles) e %0.2
sall el Sy (A Ganll ey e Gl Sl oda el (1) Jsaad) B daiiage AS50e Arpa Cly)sSlal)
.R1,R

.(Jaroslav, et al., 2007, 1853) Ubuga, Lisiad) 8 33sagall (Jodiad) Clujsile) el oilil) 43 :(1) Jgaad)

Molecular mass
Compound R, R; [g/mol]
Steviol H H 318.45
Steviolbioside H B-Gle-B-Gle(2-1) 642.73
Stevioside B-Gle B-Gle-B-Gle(2-1) R04.87
e RB.G by
Rebaudioside A B-Gle Pite-B-Glo(2r-1) 967.01
B-Gle(3-1)
-Gle-B-Gle(2-1
Rebaudioside B H e 804.87
p-(IIL‘G—I)
-Gle-ot-Rha(2-1
Rebaudioside C B-Gle p-Gle-o-Rha(2-1) 951.01
B-Gle(3-1)
Gle-B-Gle(2-1
Rebaudioside D | B-Gle-p-Gle2-1y | * ’1;0[?:(;2(1) ) 1129.15
Rebaudioside E B-Gle-B-Gle(2-1) B-Gle-B-Gle(2-1) 967.01
-Gile-B-Xyl(2-1
Rebaudioside F B-Gle BeGile fXyla-1) 936.99
B-Gle(3-1)
Dulcoside A B-Gle B-Glc--Rha(2-1) 788.87

(s Sdl —a) i Slasally st} o B kel Slappdl (Sl (1 Ll Sllaall o Sl o3 s
LoVl LY Adl. s ey o(Hutapea, et al, 1997, 180) le# sasmsall LayoSlall Loyl clSis

-
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i oe olic] & My casm fawa s &S84 & Stevioside U Agial Gl deall of (EFSA 2010, 56)
Gal Syl 13a i (Mathur, et al., 2017, 920) (s <l Sy by (Joint FAO/WHO, JECFA, 2006, 128)
Steviol JS& e %90 dwiy 2SI & acabaial 2y Cus 5S4kl oK1 e misd Steviol 3 oY @Sl ol
il LS (Steviol Glucuronide JSiy zykl & gl dysadll 5ysall e S ) 4dyyla a8 &3 (se5 Glucuronide
asyiially g5 oyl Leie Aplal pualially dgal) jalasll (e 23 Lisadl of ¥ (Lee, et al., 2001, 796)
Brambilla, et al., ) Whal Ly s caall laka Q5 8 50 Led s shussilly asaudlSls asaliadls ag Sl clijly
I ALY L (L) osnt (e Jly Lae 55 Sl D5lie Li€ull Aaudsy e Y Lagad) clay Sl o 5aa 4 (2014, 20
Lisiadl 35l ssiad WS . (Jaroslav, et al., 2006, 87) 43kl ;o (midiall lalgina 1yl diendl Galpel syl e 2al)
el €508 Gabeal (L8 la @ Jie 300 Balias Gaibad L 3 Jsid ol cilSye e
sac 3 5auSOU aladll Ly (Lasuy) cls GhsY AN csall sgiae uld & . (Tadhani, Sabhash, 2007, 324)
calall (sl el e ¢ /i 25 (300 A el sgima oIS Cua (Tadhani, Sabhash, 2007, 325) leie il
=) 255S1a1) Stevioside ) .%56.82 Y 33.17 e (lsY) 8 5SS bl Laliall giall Al Caagl i Lty
& )l axdall 3525 ¢(Singh, Rao, 2005, 19) Jssiialls 5sSskalls sSilall a5 ciliia EOB (e Cillly Cum (3531 3

(1) J3 8 LS auS i A Jalal) Jediny) asas ) Stevioside J)

OH
O o
OH HO H
H H HO
OH o O
OH
HO H
OH
Stevioside

.( Carakostas, et al., 2008, 52) 1} siiny) 3jsSle Al :(1) Jil
Qi alad g Y IS ulily (Sl (el AiandlS Fpmaall JSLEAD (e apaally Lealinly calySd) Bl 35 Doy
Aygeanll A Ladul) del) Ul alaal) o)y dua ddlle 401ae dad I3 dphall Ghand) (addia coany) Kl (nb
Bl Lfid) G3hY sl oSl Ay I o d) Can 8 Vigy cifindl SSUall o dpael) b gyl Ayl
L 3ied A Aggaal) LGN Aalal) Al 8 32 gagall )iy ) )il e Gl o3 (ssinas Ugn lladl) ailiadlls
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:43.1‘\)23 &L.\S\ 41}6—2
sdariiieall 83gaYly Agal)-1-2
s Aileassl] 3lgal)
Sulfuric Acid (H,SO,) % 96 Sye CuyS aas @
(CUSO,) elaill cliyyS +(K,SO4) asemlisdl ciliyS (1o 1:9 draiy lada e pile elua ol o
(NaOH ) % 40 agsall 2Syy0n o
(HaBO3) % 4 &lyysdl jiaes o
0.2% Jiall jeal jaie e

(HCI) (0.IN) sLdl JglS jinen o

5% Jsid Jglae o
.OL.»SA [
(GBS e

.1-1-diphenyl 2-picryl hydrazyl e
LR mes e
ol Jolae e
tdaddiacall 4 pial) 53gaY)
.memmert 4S$)ke aiall Al Cagad g8 e
.Sartorius 4k piall Al Gulus (i o
behr aS)le paal) Ll JalalS (i yl) aagd Jlen @
.(Lad) _Optizim 3000 plus sl alidadll Slea @
.Funke gerber i)l guall dgllf il o
.(Muffle) 4k paall drina s20ye @
.( BiobaseSY- 1L4H WATER BATHS) 4l aiall isa Soxhelt cilaSsu Jlea o
(memmert) ik piall Sl Gl ales o
(vortex) canl Z3le o
.(Carl Roth-DR 201-95) 38l aiall Sl 250300 Adall slsall 585 (ulid) jagiSIgyll o
.(Precisa pH-900) pH meter 4agaall (uliia jlea @

:deladl) gia —2-2
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:Aal) judand

Giadly el alaill 35155 Lysen) LD dalal) d5gd) 0 Lele Jpmnl) & ) dajlall sl il Gl Caeriiin
I8 e cuindh 5 (Aels 48) sadd Al sha day e cuiily (L) dsje J8) ALK paill dlaje v alal)
Agglhaall ChLERY) eha) ol Ol (ol e ST (8 Culaing Gsana

elal) Qaliial) juans

Bhs A0 o Wiy cele do 14 ) GhsY) (e g1 ALl ddlall Lbagy) Lidiud) GhsY Sl paliiud) i
Rk Cuadiuly 363 5 s 488¥5;50 5000 ey g3 b Al (gl moall w3) B s 30 s (31 % 25)
PH 5 TSS 5 Al LIKH clyamsn KU (e NS 5 3 (538 5al) bl e Al 4 alal)

rlad) Ubasa) L) (3hsY (laassl) uSal) s

{(AOAC, 2000, 17) (& 53,ls}) 3idall Gy Aalal) Wlogar L) 35 g sally aally sloslly duslayll oy IS o
saildy) s

Cim caxill (jany sha) ae (AOAC, 1990, 15) (b 5))sll Gyans )l Aaplall 35 dilall Lol 3yl & Caldy) <)o
A5 & il day ) il 5 ¢(%1.25) 5385 Sl e o 50 Ll Capely ibladl Lisiad) 3l e g 1 2
Spaill we Al ay saal GUlal) dajn @5is %10 asmsall 3oy Jo 10 4 Cipal delu gy saad Al 038 e
el Adme aladinly baal) (mid B e

I g Sl s

Al GLYy g0 e JS gsame ooh ok e (Abou-Arab et al., 2010, 271) Gis LI < sSl
100 3o e lally caally alaylls

AR g SN el

Sl paliiudl e Je 1 Y Gl Cus (Dubois, et al., 1956, 350) 4iyyla (385 45130 AN <l yam g K1) i
Aasiuly el gyl el 5 (%5) Jsill Jslae (e Jo 15 (%96) 3Spal) CapSll (imas (e Jo 5 il sl
Jsh vie LpalaiaV) sy Cawd 488 20 3ad 230 Bl A o Sle plea 3 bl S5 Ll dlhas
O Al any aey lldy ((Spectrophotometer UV-VIS) gl cablaall Hlea Jleaiuly gl 490 4age
b LS A A ol Sl il (Al s Sae 800-0) il 3sSlal) (he ddbide Il A gl dualaial
(2) Jsa
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1.2 y=0.0127x-0.0048
R2= 0.9999

0.8
0.6

0.4

Sasili 490 Araliaiay)

0.2

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
-0.2

Jafpl £ 980
LAl eSelall bl Aatal) 3(2) Jodd)

tAaayall il Sd) pads

.(AOAC, 2005, 17) 52)sll diylall (35 danyall cilyySuall )8

tAaagall e Gl Sl ik

;AU sl DA e (AOAC, 2008, 18) diph (3is daayall ye cilyySudl cand

(Al Sl —KN Kl = damyal) e il Sd))

14,080 dBUal) a8

Sl Sl) (e g1 S of liely Sy, (Gasmalla et al., 2014, 62) sS3ke 385 ddlad) Lasdl (30 A0S0 dallal) ¢y
(S SO st Al e £1 5 sSHS 4 aad gl e §1 Ol (NSS4 s

PR Wi e Al

J) Gsimay BN LSl sina G Jas ) Al DA e L) il palitie 3 Stevioside ssise ¥
(Nishiyama, et al., 1991, 429) J& (1 3,583l Stevioside

TC=7.56+0.96ST

Al @b g Sl (s5ias s TC

1AgIS) e gldl) ygaEs

Gy DLl ey ehal ge (Wada, Ou, 2002, 3497) dighal s Wl sey Lidiad) Gl (e IS0 cisidl) Cualiin
dele caai sad @S5 A bl dlhay Ciaey G Jgitisal (e de 20 Ll capals Aalad) Lanadl 3l e 2 aaf
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o ((10:1) Aoy a2y I L 28] (38835550 3000) grie gSre Hh lem Sl S A Bl day
CLaail) (amy e)ia) ae (Spanos, Wrolstad, 1992, 1482 ) Ji (« dwxiiudl Folin-Ciocalteu 4a )k, Lms <Y gnall
& BT sl i€ e do 4 Canal 5 ¢(10:1) dunsis b Gl e Ja 5 Al Casealy el e Jo 1 381 Cum
2y g [ Gaea (e (8186 de g @l e ey iegili 765 dage Jsh vie gl bl dnalaicl] cud
Y=7.6367x+0.1025 : 4ililee i€y (Jdje 0.25-0.05 ) Sl iy Slllall (ames (po oulill Jsiall jumaas
R?=0.9852 xic
: DPPH (1-1-diphenyl 2-picryl hydrazyl) 4k (38 8 3us3U sliaal) Jalidl) 85
Cua Sl s ¢))a) s (Chen et al., 2006, 322) Jid (e dawagall Asphall 385 )all Hedall <l Laliall (yud
30 saa) Sy a1 dae Jlerinly i 5 ) Jsitiaall e Ja 20 L) Caaealy 3iladl Wil Gl e § 2 331
60) DPPH Uslae (s o 2.9 L) gy Zaladl Laliidl il (e Jo 0.1 sl il s dan e dad
dpaliaial Gl 2 25 )ha Ay o 4383 20 saal Ul (vortex) ) 2 Sleas ziall s o(Je100 /505 S0
s pall bl Slea il e sili 517 dase sk e Gl
tAlabeall (e 50uSY Japsitl A giall Al luns 30080 sladd) Lliall e e .
100 x (A /(A-A) =5l sdall mlsl) bLad %

Al daaliaial e i tA LA dalaial e yud A Cua
:dlagaal) Aoy il
+ 25) sha dap o (o) ele /() Lasind) Ghl (14:1) Loty Gl umndll 5Ll aliivsall Lo geall dajn i
-pH meter Sles Jlexiuls (Shuvo, et al., 2015, 722) 35 4 30 sadl (A1
:(TSS) 4sl) 401dl) Ldual) gal) yais
Mpal) 385 (uld & Cam cOaedl) (amy sha) ae (Abou-Arab etal., 2010, 273) 35 4lSH A8 ALl olsall <yl
s34l (31 £ 25) Byha Ao e (Ja)ele /() batiad) sl (14:1) pusty Gylis pumnall S} Galiviond) 480301 4Ll
eSSl laiuly 3883 30

:AudBliad)g iliit)-3
o Balia) gyl AL Lgs WG Gl e balsiaay Ubos Laiudl @l @Y Shesl) Sl alidy
Wil 31 el S5 (3) IS umg -(Chughtai, 2019, 210) g3 Ciially Liely3 Cig s dikial
lal) Joasi ) il ailiia sa5 %82.36 e ash) (ssina o Aajlall Lisall G315l Cisial Cua g paall Lbagy)
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Alall 3hsY) A Lkl A cialy (s 8. %82.26 Aajlall (351 A5k calS Eua (Shuvo, et al., 2015, 723)
%4.54 %1455 cialy s dlall Lagad) 3hel & cally sleyll ssina (3) JSEN (i 9610.11 (s paall L) il
%13.1 slol 4 cialy Cus (2007, 326)  Sabhash s Tadhani g cpally slell gl co)lss ¢ Sl e cala o35
Abou-Arab ) dul ae dadil o3 )i %1181 Ay s o W) Liaud) Gl gl WS %434 cpall Ll
«wl< (2007, 326) Sabhash sTadhani ¢ JS e A8 Al Ay sty Y1141 il OIS Cua (et al., 2010, 273
4ali e ¢(Goyal et al., 2010, 3) %11.2 <l (gl dad A5 %20.4 Llasny Lasnd) bl oy pll ded el
&) %1211 o (Campos etal., 2014, 289) clusall & dcy)jall Ligull Glysl S Ol A gl Al
@Al Ay Jalse s Lasad) cls e o)) ) Laladl Cagylll ) sle gl 8 Dyl 13 058 85 «%15.05
On oY) el B gl Gl L Shesl) QST B el lpen Sl Bhall daa slaally Al S
Oo S Al LTl pe dBGe as %52.61 LISH ham s KU A Cialy s o3 JSA) Ll Awlul) L)
Loe Ji1 A g paall 40 i snySIl e Ll (3hsl (ssime OIS LS (Serio,2010,28) ¢(Shuvo, et al., 2015, 723)
O L) 3lsl ssine of (3) JSEN Gaw S5 %63.59 lhaasaSl) (ssine il s (Chughtai, 2019, 213) saas
L ¢ 255 3 (Abou-Arab etal., 2010, 273) Caaldl 4l Juagile aa G855 ol dagill o3a5 % 16.5 (IS Al L)

sl 3yall cilasay Ll Caiad Cagyl cadlia) ) sile 1 )5S 38y «%15.52 Y

60 52.61

50
40
30
14.55
20 10 11 11.81
0
\

,p_? 3’ ‘3’ _3*3‘5 i 9;,3’- ') ‘

\,)\)

x4
AR Ulagy; L 3h9¥ bash qus,l 3(3) Jed
CalS sl e clySally Al clpSully 2300 LI GlySal e 280 Liaad) 3l sgise of (2) Jsaall o
Abou-Arab et) 4] Jeasile xe il oda )i ¢ Jall e Galall Gulad e dysuse %10.91 «%5.44 <%16.35
el Lanadl @bl 8 dassall e culySuly dangall culySaally 20030 £0K0 el KLl £ il Gas (al,, 2010, 273
CilS 25l ) sSale (e Aila) Laidl Gl i o (2) Jsaadl i Gl ¢ Mgl e %9.77 <%5.88 <%15.65
<aly Sus ((Atteh et al., 2011, 134) ¢(Abou-Arab et al., 2010, 275) ¢w BLS ad) deasi L ae 3815 1385 %6.08

%

o
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298,54 i)l Laiull GV KN Al cul Win (Ja e %65 %6.75 ajaiuY) aySde 4
362.29 Alall Laindl (3))5Y A< A3l culS Cua (Gasmalla et al., 2014, 63) ae Gilsi ol 1385 §100/5)sIS 5LS
%63.10 ilS G Aalal Lol sl 3 b g KU A p i) I CDUAY) 13 gy of Sy ¢ 100/5)51S 518

(O lls AUl da aae Lasid) o gities o (S A (e

(sbmal) Gilaiy) £ luall ogiall) Ailad) Ligiud) (359 Sslall cilisgall 1(2) Jstad

A Qssall
3.54+16.35 (%) A i) 28 caa S
0.63+5.44 (%) daapall il Sud)
0.54+10.91 (%) daapall b S
2.57+6.08 (%) 335800y) 3435808

1.27 + 298.54 (£100/ g 1S5L8) Al ol

(3) Jsall cpy Cua (Jahan et al., 2010, 67) <suall< Lgn ladll Sl 3aall jobiadl e Lagiadl 3yl a8
Nl AaS cilSy o/ L) Gamaal ahe t 886 G 32,75 (IS Cua AU NVl e Aila) Lasad) sl (s5ias
LaS (o I53n5 ) (Shukla et al., 2009, 2340) ¢(Tadhani, Sabhash, 2007, 325) ¢ SIS 4l Jeagi Lae il 4,1
SN (man (e ol 1880 6150 (f/llall jmas (o b 1884 25,18 G Aalall Lagsid) (3)5Y LI eyl
Ll S Cua Al Latadl 315V Jsilisall dals Lalitiul sauSsd) alsd) bl a6 5 Sl . ) e ¢/
iad caly Cua (Tadhani, Sabhash, 2007, 328) <l Sias e €I cuilKy (3 Jsaall) %86.97 32uS3U sliadl)
Al Jag e Ji el Ly %3317 Jsbud) paliiedl G laaud) Gh e Aol sausy) il
Ll 13 el daSY) Glalias e %9346 e JslY) Galiiudl ggal cua (Shukla et al., 2009, 2340)

sl alaeS il IS aalis 28 3 il LS e dsay ) 52uSY] Claliaal il

(sbaal) G+ lual) Jauugiall) Aolad) Lisiud) Gl 8 Lo Aladl) cilisyal 1(3) Jgsad

S Qs
2.45£32.75 (B/3) Autsl) gl
1.27486.97 (%0) B3usH sliaal) Lol
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Al a5 %3.7 oIS K A ddall dsall e Al Lagad) 3hsY Sl paliied) 385 o (4) dsaadl oy Sl
L) (8)5Y Sl paldiuall 3 4S) A3A dball dsdl 585 (IS Cus (Abou-Arab et al., 2010, 275) ae G5y
iali (e 62 65 Bha dap o padlanuy) 8 dua () Bha dagy ) CDEAY) e g3eh 3y «%9.0 dlal)
Cua (Shuvo, et al., 2015,723) ae dgplise (s (5.5) adlad) Lanudl 3l Galitiud Ll day cialy @Al
Cid mes Ssae 4t o @l Jay5 5.4 ) 5.3 (e Alal) i) (3hsY Sl paliiuall din geal) da s cangls

ABla Ulasa) Liiad) (3¥ ilad) Galiiuall pH (S 4003 Lol dgall ah :(4)J s2a)

Syl C19Sal)
0.5+3.7 Yo dst) 4512l Aulal) afgal)
0.245.5 pH

rlaliingy)

@ Ao ial) sl 4l SbaS iS5 D Bhey dasls —Ael A de)he Ao dall Alall Lisud) 35l o
3l ekl ) e e Wlsiae ofs <(AbOU-Arab etal., 2010, 273) as Lo Yy ystaall Jall (o el
30V lliad e BLas @iy olpin Alladl) 351l LSl Gy 255 5i8uY)
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