Damascus University Journal of Agricultural Sciences

sisl) 3By pall) 38 el Jladud) ddes il
dpiail) ailadll 4 (Chenopodium quinoa)

LN VPR POV PR S PP POy

- Giad Aaala—de )3 A8 — D8N agle and B o)) giS0 il !

30621 . 0o — Beiad daala—de 3l Auls— LAY agle and b a0 laa i ?
30621 .o ¢ daala sl A8 (AREY) agle add b daul?

tadlal)
Al oy Bhed daals el B LY afde ad 3 Cadl 1 (gl
38y sl e malll 38y o pasall cySially QN Al sasall pailad
Chenopodium ) ALl 1l sd s (pe Adlide asty Uiia Jaiieadlly (500
Lpad e Ll cuudly QI 3al el Sl Jdas o L(quinoa
il oda et Jlly g ynall ALl Cibpisall wren 3 1Al 8 diLaY
3 mall Jaliall chlatiie pglaily 4500l Slinnll 8 sl 38y aladiuy dmall Xl gl
@ gsine Rl ) 1l Gds ddla) cul (AT dea (e 8K i daall
Gilp 8y sl Gay malll 38 (e %40 Jaiud e (%10.29) iy 3l aas
aadll Jalee aiddl (Jilas JSans L 3all esil) anall o8 galiasl Laf el
o e Al el Bs Jlagind 8 1Sl (380 ahasind ol il o3a 2 G (gl
z ) By @bl Cugadl ald et Jal e Al mal) gl e CusSal)
o Canll 1a L a8 midial) 2aal) Jolee 3 dys ) CusSaad) (0 g s
G Jladid L g i) ae Sl Ao o8 b)) iy Jlly dale Sl miln
O Aasine Clig 8 dsag pae Laagl @lly ) AdlaYl ALY b 1es)) Gy el
ISl (383 Laglaas Jaid il (383 (1 gyiaal) CuygSunlly Sall coad) anill Cilap
Lol 3y Jagu¥) A ady ie | sedally Aygimal) iyl iy Cua %10 s
Ay 5,88 1S G giall e Jlagals JaSa) Q) 38 el Laiy %20 i
Sl Gy JaSall cysSally QB SR el cale IS5 Laalall 3 e S
CusCaally QI 58 Adgie el Lee iialll eline ple Jsd pe Yatina Lol
7040 ) dha Ay 158D 583 ae y5hadll

Gl asball (Bias nals Alsne
Vo 39 No.1 (2023): 281 - 296 296 —281 :(2023) 1 222l 39 aladl

2022/2/8 :glaN b
2022/3/22 : sl fust

[0Sl

By Ooilsall Lading (iy)su

CcC

ol ey il
BY-NC-SA 04



Aada oy laew 3y 33en sl ..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il

oiladll el ailasll Sl 38 ol GE cdabia) el

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online) 16 2



Aab .ody Gleaw 35 83en s

..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il

Received: 8/2/2022
Accepted: 22/3/2022

DO

Copyright: Damascus
University- Syria, The
authors retain the copyright
under a CC BY- NC-SA

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online)

The effect of partial substitution of wheat flour
with quinoa flour (Chenopodium quinoa) on the

processing properties of bakery products

M. Abo Hamza', J. Samaan?, M. K. Tohla®

! Ph.D. Candidate, Food Science Department, Agriculture Faculty.

2 Prof Assistant, Food Science Department, Agriculture Faculty. Damascus
University. P. O. Box: 30621

® Prof, Food Science Department, Agriculture Faculty, Damascus University. P.
O. Box: 30621.

Abstract:

This research was carried out at the Department of Food Science, Faculty of
Agriculture, Damascus University, with the aim of evaluating the quality
characteristics of pan bread and biscuits prepared from high-quality wheat
flour and partially substituted with different proportions of whole quinoa
seed flour (Chenopodium quinoa). The chemical composition analysis of pan
bread and biscuits showed a significant effect of adding quinoa flour on all
the studied chemical indicators, and therefore these results reflected the
health benefits of using quinoa flour in food applications and for the
development of health-promoting bakery products as innovative products.
On the other hand, the addition of quinoa flour led to a significant decrease
in loaf volume by (10.29%) when replacing 40% of wheat flour with quinoa
flour, and this was also accompanied by a decrease in the values of the
specific volume of bread. Similarly, the spread ratio of biscuits was
decreased. These results indicated that using quinoa flour to replace wheat
flour had advantages in producing biscuits from weak wheat vatieties in order
to improve the texture of the resulting biscuits, and in producing desirable
biscuits with low spread ratios. However, the results of this research
contradicted the results of previous studies, which showed an increase in the
biscuit hardness values with a high percentage of replacing wheat flour with
guinoa flour in the mixture. In addition, there were no significant differences
between the sensory evaluation scores for bread and biscuits made from only
wheat flour and the quinoa flour mixture up to 10%, as the significant
differences started to appear when the percentage of replacement with quinoa
flour was increased up to 20%. Pan bread supplemented with a higher-level
substitution of quinoa flour showed a more brownish crust than the control
bread. In general, bread and biscuits supplemented with quinoa flour showed
moderate similarity with general acceptance of panelists, indicating the
acceptability of pan bread and biscuits developed with quinoa flour by up to
40%.

Keywords: high quality flour, quinoa flour, chemical properties, processing
properties, sensory properties, spread ratio, specific weight.

16 ~3



U A P FOWRNRYS S PO ...(Chenopodium quinoa) 15:<)) 3dy madll 383 il Jlasiul) dlee Ll

sAma yall Aafally dasial)

OSleid) e dads Aoyl J8 e Austye pallad i Adel o cle Al 45eY) Dl Tase J)
gsinan 3l abies (8 el ao callall 8 Al 3eY) el e amy 5l o a2yl ey o(Hasler, 2002, 3772)
a3l Gl Gadlly Galaally Cilisalil) Jie daulalll Gldaadl 8 el e Sl s o Sl malll Gy (1
e s Al LY Capatl Alglae 8 (GI) amadall jb3al) aseie #1581 25 .(Shewry and Hey, 2015, 179)
Laage lelie Lagee (mal) maill 3 yiinys o(Ferng et al., 2016, 172) JSY) any 35Skl dlaia Ty il yam s S
@ld 43eY) Jsls ga% -(Wolter et al., 2014, 564) 100 4l e 43 Galall Gl cagpd iy ¢ camadall el Gilual
sl e JE o Sa s JSY) a8l gt 8 T Bpia U ) (G <55) (aidid) cadal sl
JaV) Jpsh Dl G Lsedl Ae ¥l il abaly @Sl el Jie dadd)l mbea¥l sy
daial dedle ST Gmitid) el Jdsall 3 3l b o ulud ai< L (Simsek and Nehir, 2015, 257)
e e sa el Hdsall Ghaddiey sl 28100 Bl 50 panadialy Sl Gl Gl ey ol
.(Xuetal., 2019, 87)

Jie Al ghly i degiall Galua) dle caly adly iy sial) S5l lagiia (Pseudo-cereal) 4all) casadl (e 15 aay
A el Cagyh ae Sl o 5l Lghadl Dl copally Wlaly viglly 1uSy AKaY) sasiall bl
Gl Il Aol Al 2013 ale cle] s Zel)lly 433U sasiall aeY) dalaie cuilSy ((Nowak et al., 2016, 47)
Y] Clgiad) G allall sl man B sl gl adng alyiSil laysliis LeOlgiuls Lealiy e ) cangd
(%18-14) a53n A ol 0o Adle dus o gl dia A3l 201080 LS5 ey e aldaly 15l culas
& spy el ey dadiie 4 Cuagl @ JE Gl Gl e Ah e (alal) Ge anSs o WS
Elsohaimy et al., 2015, ) sl d s33ne e dsa¥) (mleal) o2 Cun Ouisdisally sy Gpmallly pfivell
Clinalilly (ladsillly Ll (alal) Lol pe dmaall palaYl Laf i 16€) o6 clld cals Y (207
Sl Al b Lay s salls 250380 LYY (asmalially paiall ¢ Calail) capall) gpalaally (s 858 5ills <isl)
Atkinson et al., ) emsdall jisall (midie sl Ll e 1l aass 2 el e $ke . (Swieca et al., 2014, 54)
(oD i5all dad (e iy Ayshall ahed a3 maill 3 ) 1)) (380 dils) o6 (Sl T (2008, 2281
paa Jie ¢ ol Baga (alias) (& Gy B 1Sl 3 Aila) Gl (el pay ¢ al) delia sk olat) pe (L3l Lo 25
.(Moawad et al., 2019, 2387) (sualalls Ll dalisas cannall 3l

caill 8 sagasall Gl Agilie ailad 4l Hddl 8 dgad) slaall (O i) delia b 1S alaiu) La) oS
Lpeal) ailadll 8 Ayl DET 1) (38 dalia) Cajelal o5 AT 4l e «(GOMez-Caravaca et al., 2011, 10815)
el 38y ) 15l (3 158lial 2019 o3de)s Xu - (Stikic et al., 2012, 132)  cysSalls 5ol Jio il cilaindl
Loty el 3al 3A0 olal 8 55 ol %5 aad I (38 (he Bysn $peS Adla) of ) gl <yl s ¢ il aiaal

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online) 16 -4



Aada oy laew 3y 33en sl ..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il

Ll 3y o o Cua Aasal delually Adlall 5als « ral s aan ) %155 %10 oo LY Ll e
o Lsale JS8 it 38l RS o anl) il elil (dlld ey copiglall ASuS Jhanys (islall (g el iy
o Y gl Apnally TS Gailiadl) 15l Gds 3B oo 155a5 2020 s3dlays SN L 1suSl (38 A8l 32L)
T Ln 80 L 1S 15000 385 (000 %25 JIaial) B of Dsamsgs « alaal) latia Jo 8 Ligm 1ygo (laaly pisal)
S5l pailadl) XS, faa

o 1Sl Gay Jaal mall Gad el Jhaay) ,ah duhy Gl Led sasame ddad) D) claball il
Go eanall CysSaally QI 3l sasall ailiad an ) il 13 o ol badi ¢ Gula) ilatie 3asa ailad
5l (83 (e Adlida oty Wi Jadinaally (%72 bt ¢ nll (383) 335l e aill (38

rAlihhag Gl alga
sl alge -1
Goudl e o3hs 25 28y Lla i) %72 zhatu) daiy (535 G sasal) e maill G laal B il G -1
+ Chsiad Alailaal Aladl)
dBied iy cdge )3 Caganll lin  dase (8 g 5alls Sl g G ) Cia Iy L) 11aS) )50 -2
) G pleatial Tl jsh 3dagsasall (e madll 382 SbesS il Sl (1) Jsasd) s
sl (3849 Bas) (Ao malll 3B Alas g5l Sl 1(1) Jsaad)

(%) s (%209 ¢l (%) stasd (%) Aasiasl
13.05 £0.12 8.50 + 0.331 4.15+0.10 10.55 + 0.42 S G
11.20 £0.15 1.50 £ 0.02 0.65 £ 0.04 13.80 £ 0.42 il 3

oo W3hE & cmley Llils ¢ il pmase chied «ils ) ciayige A8l 525 ¢S 1 adly SRl jumad N =3
- (e Adadlaal Adadl) (3gud)
iSal) Ghally 15l (3B ypant —2
Al el G (1S 383 an el 383) Spall Ay 1A 5t 383 et
-(Quiroga et al., 2015, 220) A 44 gea sall Aspplall Crvn V€l igin sdy A Cpigliall (ggina (i L]
Grain Mill, KitchenAid, Model 5KGM, Whirlpool Corporation, ) dipie dislae 1ol jod gl .2
(M 300-180) ¢ 75 4t daps (383 e Jpeanll Jaie Pla iy ((USA
(%405 30 <20 <10 0) Apuis 158N Gy o)) seasl) 3y Jlaiial .3

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online) 16 »5



Aada oy laew 3y 33en sl ..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il

Pl A apieat -3
Cauvain and Linda, ) 4 44 sasalls (Straight dough) 5yiluall Ziaall 48l cawa (Pan bread) lldll ja apias 2
Sy g 9 afu g 10 calabll mle £ 10 Al sped ¢ 20 « 5y e (382 ¢ 1000 4060 diuaslly (2007, 30
cale s lall Slea g e Lall dpaliaial Caua sl
saglull il shadl o L) &
75) Wiep culs cles b Lnsee Dlae danln Gaall S Gua dilaall sley 3 Ailad) Spll wuen dils) 1
comall ol Agnall el Gl Waryy daadall cldl A€ Cai a1 sealy il Cua ((AREf3)5
(3882 40-35) aall 52a yainsiy
(o° 28) B Ao A (2382 30-25) el AY) jpedil) Al L2
Al 5ylm dayn 8 (356 5) Aaljind 55l dliiis (¢ 120-100) saslsl) dadsill ()0 s oSilly aodaiil) Llee .3
Bha dap e (4882 50) saad el Lty dal e adall L) sledy (a8 b o) i eSSl ddee 4
) Cilia psad (%85) Faadl Aushall (3585 o cangs (¢° 30-25)
(G982 5) 52 (o° 250-220) o sl Bl Am agsall (ol 8 el e Sl aay 5.5
bl uyall L6

Py gSal) aniiali —4
¢ 160 383 £1000 40t diasl s (Moawad et al., 2018, 2390) i 48 sum sall Aipall lash oy Sl a5
lof 1505 Wald ¢ 2.5 < Guall Gsaasa § 36 celo g 5 ¢ 9 S f 300 cAajiga Al 5ay)
A clghaall ¢ Ll 2
Sa e IS8 il o sl GAAly ua)l Gramse Chaal B dam s Al sl ae Sl g 5 L1
Annlall Aulll gy Guilaill
oa 45 5l 5 (gl il plasily aaday cae 3.5 ASlawsy C3jh Cum ¢l Agtn ) clfly diaal) CZd 2
Ly 8 32 22210 3)ha dayd e ol a3
calal g s caly) sl e bS] i e (ABRN Bl Ay ) ciliay Lavieg o ) apyall 4
rysSanlly Sl Apibassl) (ailadll -5
.(AACC, 2000) 44-A15 8, AACC :4yshjll -1
.(AACC, 2000) 08-01 i, AACC :aloyll -2
.(AACC, 2000) 46-10 a4, AACC : (45, =3
.(AACC, 2000) 30-25 4, AACC :cilanlll -4

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online) 16 ~ 6



Aada oy laew 3y 33en sl ..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il

.(AACC, 2000) 32-45 &, AACC :alall LI -5
LYl iy alolls il gsene Go g 100 2k chuasSl Jlea) yaad 253K chaag Sl -6
.(FAO, 2003)
oy gl il Lailadll —6
:(Mudgil et al., 2017) & dagiall dapylall 335 o oQunll Ll Gatliadl) i
oSl (e Jlantiadly (ne) 2 CazsSand) (pa o8 10 58 o LA tiadadll s 1
() 2 Do T siall (A5 i sSaal) (o pa 10 ASLaws Cansd 2 daladl) 48Lass —2
ASladl [ phadll = aadill Jalea 38Nl (e 2aaill Jalee loa A raadll Jalaa =3
10 oS3 2D 568l Janigia bl @lldg o(Texture Analyser) Sles aladinl cuull Adba (uld & :adlall -4
s gSadly SAll Lol (ailiadl) anli —7
omen s it Aind U8 o CusSadly S0 Clisal (olall Jpily palal call) (g€l ¢ ll) Fpall Gailiadll ais
o LS gt ey 51 g s JSI Bl psane e Talaie) ((Al-Marazeeq and Angor, 2017) & dagiall 4Ll
(2) dsall (B e
i gSally S il el anil) cilaga :(2) Jsaad

Lt Ugda aa 133 B3 5las A
1 3 3 4 5 sl

i ibaay) Juladl) -8

ANOVA (plall Jilas il gl L gylmall Calyad¥) o 5ieS ailiil) Calas s <l S &0 GhHLEAY) aen sl
Slan¥) malipdl Aasiuly (p < 0.05) 48 Gsiue o Glangidl o Lgimall Gyl aaail Tukey Ll o &
-Minitab 14

:ABlially i)

g jaall CygSanlly Sl i Ailiall Gailadl) ans —1

Slaall sagall Jle il 38y Jlainl e dilide Gl o giad) (I 3T el Sl (3) dsaal) mags
-(%40-0) 1<) By

gl g Cun g yaall AilasSl el paea 8 1)) G ALY Dyl e 5l (3) Jsadl S L sl
gl ) @lld dsays ((%39.56-35.15) sl By Jaial) A gl ae dugpaall il clie 8 Lkl A
LY mand s el (3 A3lhe 153l 383 (8 JanSypuell e gana o Ayslall 230300 LYYy <l pll s

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online) 16 7



Aada oy laew 3y 33en sl ..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il

Maixall 3oall JSH 45550 sgima ooyl el ) ALYl L (Li and Zhu, 2016) A sl Tl DA e Ll ae
G2 (10 %40 e gslall 3l 3 (%16.10) Y awlall die 8 (%10.58) (e JIaiasY) daasi g Linpyi 1il) e
O Adle A o 1Sl Gy elgial ) @l way (il ssine (B (%65.71) W)laie Balyy S g )5l
Sl clie b alelly Gl clanlll cilyging L sl WS L (EI-Sohaimy et al., 2018) zaill (3 djlia (461 )
i 8 (%1.82) e lanlll gima 33)) a8 ((maill 380 %100) wlal e Aiey Djlie 1Sl 3 L) Gilad)
oo Sl Dol gine ) eladN) il &L IaS) B8y %40 A acadl Gall 3 (%2.54) ) slal
salpll el L gl e skl 38 %40 Aty acadll 3l 8 (%1115 %1.41) LY aalall i (%0.52 5 %0.88)
il cilS LSy ol 38 (e el il G e 10 3 e lin) Ca lanlll ggine b (P < 0.05) dysinal
Gy Aol e Al aalall e Djlie 1) Gay deeadl 3l clie 8 alolly GLIYY a8 e IS8 dygiadl)
G sy Apsall 20l bl odn (Sl el 38 (e alely LI (e el A e gging 53 JalKI) 1
o 1Sl 3y elgin) Casy el Al 8 LS JalS 1A 3 aladid die Lals Agial ikl )l
Glu e Y1 & i ) pe lede Jpeanll o5 ) gl oda @8l by cilinalidlly palaall e ddle s
Glsine Gedy bkl GEy A Gl oS ol s
JaSall 3l chansnSl Jlaa) of aag ey g0 (il e . (Repo-Carrasco et al., 2003; Park et al., 2005)
acaall 3l 8(%78.80) ) awlill 3ia 8 (%86.20) (e Lasale (S (il 8 %40 ) Jasd Aty 153U Gl
Sl 3 (& claallly GLIYY slolly i) sine O ) QRN 138 (gha o oSars ISl Ga e %40 Ay
O A B Jeall b lgile Jpmall 2 30 bl &) Ll oo KU ciligine b i M) el 33 (sgine (e el
peadl) 3l 4l dadl 52l Y ool el 3y W 18N o dala) of cai€ Al Tl gie £30Y) & ) i)
Ayl cssly o(Stikic et al., 2012) b zadll 382 (e gsiadl Sl e clagllly GLINI G850 e el g5
G aladinl e 5,0l e %40 ) deai Gty 153S)) G acadl A9 dedll e Q@) A delia of Ala)

B)Sine DlatiieS daall 3 jaall Jolaall Clatia ekl 153l)

opledl  gginas i)

S (3B po sl AN il Alal) oSl (3) dsaad

%40 %30 %20 %10 %0
39.56 + 1.42° 39.11 +0.42¢ 38.44 +1.20° 36.25 + 0.50° 35.15+1.01° (%) syl
1.41 +0.02° 1.28 +0.05° 1.19 +0.05° 0.97 +0.01° 0.88 + 0.02° (%) S
16.10 + 0.22° 14.72 +0.15" 13.25 +0.44° 11.95 +0.35° 10.58 +0.20° (%) osiasd
2.54 +0.02° 2.31 +0.05° 2.12+0.01° 1.96 + 0.04° 1.82 +0.10° (%) <l
1.11 +0.01° 1.05 +0.02° 0.61+0.05° 0.55 +0.05*" 0.52 +0.01° (%) A&l cilay)
78.80 + 1.31° 2%280.64 + 1. 82.85 + 0.55° 8452 +1.25° 86.20 + 2.44° (%) sl

P<0.05 38 (g5ine o dysine 38 dsas are o aalgll Caall b dglind) o) Ju *

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online)

16 8




Aada oy laew 3y 33en sl ..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il

Jusivally 3350 Jlo el By oo seanall CugCaadl Cilisal i) SLasl S5 (4) Joaad) cpn s8] den 0
AL sl )sdy (38a (e (%405 30 <20 <10 <0) Ay

2lyll dysiall Lol ¢(%7.16-6.55) Aashyll ysiall dousil) iyl Jansl e dlall il Slaasl) S ill T Jilae (S
sial) Lpailly (%17.88-16.56) clandl Lygial) dasill ((%10.69-8.30) clisigyll dysiall dull ((%1.58-1.21)
Ll (3 Lo o i)l die (%73.28-67.87) A< <o 5 SU Ayl Gstl) (alisils (%1.98-0.65) Aladl calidd
Gsime 53y bl i e Sl 3y o Aaigie dagi ol CulSy .y Sud) jumatl sed) padll 30 ALl
.(Alvarez-Jubete et al., 2010) gl Jie &xSLil) Cisanl) ssina (e ale IS Jlef ala Galdly clands aleys iy
%5.2 «oiisyn %145 e 1asl 5k 38 elgal e g30Y) X 2009 o35 Alvarez-Jubete bal duhy s
ol Loaal Al daddl e ol colS My ol %2.75 A8 Gl %142 (IS elis %64.2 (il
5l (385 acaall padll (383 (o pmnall 5SS Sbasll (S5l s (Demir and Kiling, 2017)

sl 3By asdal) CuygSul) clial g—‘lL}A:\S.“ s Al :(4) Jeaadl

%40 %30 %20 %10 %0

7.16 +0.22° 7.10 +0.05° 6.96 +0.15" 6.61 +0.10° 6.55 + 0.12° (%) Aash
1.58 +0.05° 1.46 +0.02° 1.33+0.01° 1.24 £0.05° 1.21+0.02° (%) ala)
10.69 +0.11° 10.24 +0.05° 9.68 +0.12° 9.15+0.22° 8.30 £ 0.15° (%) oxiad
17.88+0.10° 17.34+0.51° 17.10£0.32° 16.88 +0.25 16.56 +0.33° (%) sl
1.98+0.02° 1.430.05" 1.26£0.01° 0.91 +0.02° 0.65 + 0.05° (%) ala Gl
67.87 +2.11° 69.53 +1.51 70.63 +1.24° 71.82 +2.05 73.28 +2.11° (%) il

P<0.05 48 (s5ius o dysine 3308 2sn5 a0 o aaldl) Caall b dglina) CanY) Ju *

g paal) i gSealy Seid) cilisnd daiiatl) Qailadl) ands —2

@l L(5) Jsaadl 8 (%40-0) 1Sl 38y (e Aibide Cans acdall QI 5l Al (alladll 5 &l paje &
30 (Cas 1300.50) ) sl 3ia 8 (Cam 1449.75) (o 3l aas 3 gsine alitsl ) 1)) Gy dil)
il 383 e %40 Jlaiid xie (%10.29) e (midd) jal)l cay aaa G 6l (%40 Lty 15380 3y acad)
b DY) oda gty .ol aan 8 %40 5 %30 Audll (pn Aysine Cligh Hsels ade Alaadla aa sl iy
Al et 58 ASd (s e paldl) oglall e 1Sl 38 elgia) are ) A padl Al Gl Gn )l aaa
52 s clad Taly Lamms S 5al) ellac )y patil) ol AN el G Gl oo cpnal) o) o aclisy e
o=l e . (Enriquez et al., 2003) Ayl cnall ala s 5a Ty Ualiy) Jaiyy oy (lsdll QA e (gglill (g 5l
Ofisp )8 s lldg (¢ 174.35-155.20) on zslis Wliaal) Vsl s daws ady ae call (h35 23 cdlld
(dsie s LS (s Al dga e . (Elsohaimy et al., 2015) zeadll (g ye i)l L) (o 5T A0Sy LaliaY) e 153<l)
7.46) ) Wl 3a 5 (5 e 9.34) (e Lisine (miadl s caanll Lalal Siles bl Lo gl aaall o8 il

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online) 16 ~9



Aada oy laew 3y 33en sl ..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il

Park et al., 2005; Rodriguez-Sandoval ) s il o3a alsiis |l 33 (o %40 dunsiy pedall ) i (§/ a

-(etal., 2012
Aol 3hy acaal) Sl cliad Laiall) Gailadl) :(5) Jsaad)
(/) oo a2l () &M s (Pa) i) paa
9.34 +0.11° 155.20 + 0.66° 1449.75 + 3.15° %0
8.60 +0.15° 162.55 +0.72° 1398.20 + 2.10° %10
8.04 +0.10° 167.25 + 0.55° 1345.15 + 4.33° %20
7.57 +0.02¢ 171.85 +0.21° 1300.75 + 1.65¢ %30
7.46 +0.12° 174.35 + 0.44° 1300.50 + 2.22¢ %40

P<0.05 4 (s5ime o dysina (558 dsag a2e o aaldll dsenl 8 dglind) o) Ju ¥

8 Abally 22l Joleas ASLandly Sl Glld 3 Loy ey oSall Al ailiadd] b 1al 38 550 <0l (e &
Cala)) G i) ASlaws a3 Aduid 50l ) CysSanl) e U 1) 3 dala) cf (6) Jsaall g L (6) Jsanll
3sa ade A ae Sl 38 (e %40 Ay decad) Ll & (a0 7.00) I aalal) die (a0 6.50) (e
3l (383 il gise 331 go Lhail) 2 Cumisd) (liad (%40 5 %30 Aalay) (s G Aalail) ASLes 8 Aygina Ul 8
(e 33.20-30.30) e Cmsliis )€l Gy %10 Aln) pe € mliad) Bl W oSl cp Sl cllla
SV IASY 38y dilia) cal cale Sy o jumaall €l Gliad il Jalee e ASLandly Hhill 8 i) Cual
Gyl die 8 (4.33) LV aalall Al (5.11) go liall 20d Jalae Qi ) oSl jpmnil aeall peadl) 3
2 lavie Gyl 208 Jalae Galiaily Load ¢ siald) 2l 63 piiall dalud) cluhall 8 .13l (380 %40 Loy dec 2dl)
Gandhi et al., ) adall 3825 elagull daiall a5 Lgall 38y Jie ¢ adslall ye G e gl mall) Gy Jlasiud
G decadl sl Cilial daididl saqill E lalas ()0 -(2001; Hooda and Jood, 2005, Baljeet et al., 2010
sl BaS o bl ) oLl dmal) adlsall 230 305 ae palae saw L e IS8 CSall G of Adida ) 1))
Alle ySany il Aol Sl ol el L -(Baljeet et al., 2010) <wsSudl dume & 3353a4l) Aalidll
McWatters et al., 2003, Singh and Mohamed, 2007, Yamsaengsung et al., ) 2aal Jalaa (4 Lealess Oig )
G iy Gyl Aime gallad 1 8 1Al Ay sl G Jaiul of 0 sda el Cua (2012
o sl zl) 8 Aald ST U Al el s ot 8 TSN Gy alasid ol Ul dlali ST eyl
SO LU Jabee <l Aysepall oSl e g )l ) 85 clll oy sSandl ol Gt Jal (e Al il g 15
Sl (e 382 %100) wlall due ol G sl Gy malll Gy Jhad) Gpb ooyl A0a a8 Cunidl)
Ay eal) (383 JIaiials Byanall CuysSunl) Aipal CulS Adla a S Ly ¢ 8Y) gaall ad (e (¢ 4.15) ADla o
e Sl Al ad aloj) iy Al Al el i ae Canll 13a il cacadlss L (§ 3.20) 1) 38y (e %40
¢ua o(Demir and Kiling, 2017; Bilgicli and Ibanoglu, 2015) dkalall & oSl G madl) 38y Jlaiiul dans ¢ )|

ISSN: 2789-7214 (online) 16 « 10



Aab .ody Gleaw 35 83en s ..(Chenopodium quinoa) 15.S) iy waill 383 el Jagul) dlee il
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