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Influence of pH and Temperature on Solubility and Foaming Properties

of Mung Bean Protein Concentrate
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nMsmnapsmuinInfistures pH wazguundillily
nsiauUsdana vinlaudfnisagateuazidinisie
WowodUsiuddenduduiuduegaiideddy (o<
0.05) wazwulUsAuddendutduiil pH 4 Fsgnnou
NasuY 30 Ui figaunniivies faudinnsazateuas
Mdamsiiamessidian wagnuitauiAnisazansuay
A afarlesedusiiudifonduduasiiuliugege
dognénuusvaziiil pH 8 figuvnd 90 ssmwalTea
w1 30 undt lusagfianuasivesmlossifiutuile
TsAutudeadutugninuysluannzidusiig pH 8
sadunsliauieusigumgiilisinit 70 eemn
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ABSTRACT

This research was to investigate the effect
of pH and temperature on solubility and foaming
properties of mung bean protein concentrate.
Mung  bean  protein  concentrate  having
concentration of 6 % (w/v) was modified by
adjusting pH of 4, 6 and 8 with heating at 70, 80
and 90 °C for 30 minute. Consequently, all

samples of modified mung bean protein
concentrate including control samples having
various pH as mentioned above without heating
were evaluated for solubility, foam capacity and
foam stability, respectively. The result showed
that an increase in pH and temperature led to a
significant increase in the solubility and foam

capacity of the mung bean protein concentrate

(p<0.05). In  addition,

concentrate having pH of 4 and stirred at room

mung bean protein
temperature for 30 minutes had the lowest
solubility and foam capacity. However, these
properties would be increased to maximum,

when concentrate was

modified at pH of 8 with heating at 90 °C for 30

minutes. In terms of foam stability, it was found

mung bean protein

that it would be improved when mung bean
protein concentrate was modified at pH of 8 with

heating at temperature not less than 70 °C.

Keywords: Protein  modification,  Solubility,
Foaming  properties, Mung bean, Protein
concentrate
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UNUN

SRILER (Mung bean, Green gram) LU Ul %
nszaia ffen1eineraianiin Viena radiate (L)
Wilezek winUsenaudlelusfiundefesasy 24.24
AnuTusenas 8.10 lutufevas 1.12 ¥ %evay 3.92
wazaslulawmsndenay 62.84 Tnevhuidn [1] dadend
ranleluussmalneuenanldiiiensuslnalnensudn
faiunadaansuieutssuilunaniamifudu Jsaz
18lusAudndendunanasslfsuegluiifisues
nszuduNITHEn Ua0ulseuasyiinisanagnauy
Wsiudrdereonainiidagldnsasautuleduay
Wnneuwingluemsdailusiagn

WsAuddsndulusiuusziannasyans
TU5#u (globular protein) AUs¥noUMIBnaDYAY
(globulins) Uszanausesaz 70 wazdayiiu (albumins)
Yovay 15-20 InoUszunn druilivdefengindy
(gluteling) [2] uonanlsaumandazsznaudae
AMAIMIILATUINITYDINSA BT LU IN A8 TALA?
3, 4] §aliandAFantnd (functional properties)
$99) ﬁﬁmmé’ﬂﬁﬂﬁiaﬁﬂwmzﬂﬁﬂgLLazLﬁf@é’uﬁaﬁuaq
NARAMYID1MT WU N19AALea Nt lAAaB At
mmmmmiumié:uﬁw suvaflanUinsinnles [3-
6] Aiffuiniauddyuindenisndnenisvilad
G’TaqmsﬁﬂwmzﬂsmguazLﬁfaé’uﬁaﬁwmasﬁgwqu
WU HARATIUINGS Asuuseni anvala WHud

WsAudaduarslivesefiandafifinalnnis
Aareaanei TngagSuannlusfufiaansoayansld
Tuianin (aqueous phase) ALLANNITWNS (diffusion)
lUfFsfinduiaszuineeniafuyn (air - water
interface) WAZAZNYIBIUWNINET (penetration) 7
sswhinduiatuednngs Tuduneutdvilauseds
Hranas Tuvuzherdulusiuaziinnisnanesi
(unfolding) tazdntsassialul (reorganization) Tagitu
niilalasian (hydrophilic groups) Wrave
wagiunylalastvin (hydrophobic groups) L9141
wavesena luiignagiindunsizorsenindusiuiy
1Usfu (protein-protein interactions) naetuildu
vievinenelinielu [7, 8] egalsinuaiiuaiunse
Tupsiianesiifasuandiafunusdnveslsiiu ds
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WsAnanfivarulngagliautinsfanesiidesnia
TWsAuanldvr esanldaidsznausielusiu
narevinegsufunavidulsiufiianuiangu
(flexiblity) g9 ilelusAuldvignilinszarsazaanse
fmfeutuinFewnlmidievieruoinaliogisrni
wonandlusauldrnddidnvarfivunsefilusaud
Buaninudivzaunsasusatunnnzneurhilinesd
Aatuianseegen dnvasuiazdieiiunun
yawlosunnsnsaniloswediusfiuviindus [8, 9]
agnalsAmuernisialadanunsaldlaanlu
drulsynaula Uszﬂauﬁ’uLLmﬁmﬁuadmsLﬁmgam
WsAutderdadunanasslianlssaundn fudu
vilifianumengufiazUuussandiniaifaveses
WsAududealagldiBeneg wu n1sgeslusiududen
Tneldouleyd 9annan1saaemuinnIsiutuYes
szunstosdemarililusiudndenfiaimdnisiia
WosfinTuaenndasiuanUinisazanefinty uina
yessERunsefifiutundusinlianunsivesmes
amas [10] yenanddmuinnssaudslusiudaden
Tneldnsnez@ingrevlilusiududendaiidenis
Aaveafiutunsnesilatinnuasiasdudiu [11]
uenaINIoNITILAluazieuleduainisan
wusauURveslusAudesindenisldnnusoulasnis
U$u pH 3nehe Sadufitensgranndmiunisdauds
autsngg vadlusiuduvdes urddlidnisiunldsn
wUsaudRvaslusiudader Tnsanznisineinasy
youiuUshaaesiifineauinsiineswedusiud
Fe7 FaduauitedTasdnuidninaves pH uaz
anudeudifiseaudinisiianesadlusiudnden
Wutudasseldanuildnden sdluduesiidanis
AANeILazAILAIITEIHEs TITANYIHATEIN
wUsiaesfiiideautinisavateveslusiudaden
Wududae essrnnisazareduaudind il
AuduuSegnsBasianisadraewedlusiu siiite
DuwuamslunisldussTemianlusfiudndesely

189 aUnsaluaziEnsnaaas
1. AISATBNINQAU

9

WAASITEY (ATNNYAT) TINFALAZIINUNY

o w o

lng U3 lngen 9in @nvw) gnihanualviasden
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TneldieSadlaifiu (T.C. Motor, Thailand) udlsitldazgn
Wrluseurunzunssues 80 we lagldindasdnuuin
auN1ABIT (Retsch, VS 1000, Haan, Germany)
wardafvlunivusiiarerauazlnain anduds
fredsluiaseiesiuszneunandl Taud aanudy
Wshu Loy i wWuleneiu [12] wagAruruun
USunumsiulawmsnlaenisAtuam (by difference)

2. nsanalusiudndien (Gaulasainiznisuas
Thompson, 1977)

Yrudedndeafilduinaufuindudae
Sadruudsdndoadetingu 1: 15 lnedmdnde
Y3195 wazusu pH Tidu 9 Tty 1 M Na,COs nu
nanuy 20 wid annduihluennsneussnlagld
w3auaunsTad (ALC, Model PK 131 R, Milan, Italy)
i 4,080 X ¢ (9000 s9U/W) tWuan 5 uil laeldy
Uil 4 perwalBya narsazatediulaasly
Tninesuazidrluusu pH WUu 4.5 Iagld 1 M HCL 2y
I¥ansavanouiuassdunwa tildwisaensnadd
4,080 X g \fluian 5 unit iguugdl 4 ssaiwaldoa
Tuduneudifvdiuresnzneul’ SeaviFondruiian
Tushududendudu dufindmiinuasduunsdiulm
UsinannuduuazUsinalusiu [12] mAedsann
N1SNAABY 2 91 LATAIUINNISeATYBINANEN
(hwednuie) se 100 nfuweutlsdanden

3. pMsAnwanAnIsazanevaslusiudadeududu
wislUsiutudendudulifianududuos
az 1 luansazarodwines pH 3, 4, 4.5, 6, 7 uay 8
PIUEIFU NauRENUL 30 Wit Hgaungiives anniu
luwieaeniagldipdonaun3fiag (ALC, Model PK
131 R, Milan, Italy) i 4,080 X g (9,000 S8U/u17)
gamall 4 sarwaded 1Wuvan 5 wil wendiuldly
Jipswiusinalusaulagldns Biuret [13] fall
n153tas1zRUsuIulUsAulneds Biuret:
Ynansazaredegrsasluvannnnaet 2 nasnq ay
5 {laaans waztiy KCL - phosphate buffer naanay
5 filadans 9Nt reagent A Usunal 5 Uadans ag
Tuntaendi 1 uazifiy reagent B UTuad 5 Hadans as
Tuvaend 2 welidntuegied delignmniendy
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e 1 93lus dleasunamitiegnais 2 vaea U
Arnnsgandunadlaeldiniosauninsinlofines
(Shimadzu, Model UV-1601, Kyoto, Japan) finany
g17ndY 545 luluas AMuimmAmsganauuadng
Taunsdtatoluid

Absorbancesas nm
= (OD, - Blank 4) - (ODg - Blank g)

o oD, waz ODg ADAINITAANAULAIYDY
41583818/ 20819711 reagent A waz B AR
Gumz‘f/“i Blank, e e Blankg ﬁammi@mﬂﬁuuawm
KCl-phosphate buffer 7i reagent AlLay B ey
d19u ndudurumiaduduveslusiuly
ansavanesnetsanaunsaelud

AMILTNTUVSIUSAU (mg/mL)
= Absorbancesas nm/ANHTUTBINTINIATFIY

deanudureniminnsgiu Ae anutuves
A5G masnszniaudutuvesasazatelulag
F¥udayilu (bovine serum albumin) Feflaududu
NI 0-5 Uaansumoans ﬁumms@jmﬁmmﬁmm
g19AA Y 585 U luLnS (Absorbancesass nm) e e
Reagent A 9NLASELAINNITHANATAzA8lYRAY
lomsenlas (NaOH Usinas 8 n¥u avanelutindu 40
ladans) nalweTu (slycerin Usina 0.2 n3u azanelu
¥ndu 30 Jaddns) uaransazarsroUilosdawmn
(CuSO4+5H,0 USuaw 0.4 nSu azawiuﬁmé"u 30
fadans) Wimenulrlausuinssiu 100 Haddns
YUzl Reagent B QNIATENIINAITHANANTATANEY
loieulansanlasn (NaOH USuiu 8 n5u avanelu
dndu 80 fadans) uazndwodu (alycerin Usuna
0.2 n%a azangluthndu 20 Jadans) Whderulnls
U305 100 Hadans

4. MsAnwnaves pH uazguvgiiiiseauvanis
azangvaslusiudadendudu
wisnlusiudndenduduliiianmududu
Yavar 6 lnouminaoUsuins wazudu pH ves
ansavangliiainnu 4, 6 way 8 lagly 0.5 M HCL
ag 0.5 M Na,COs U3unal 100 Uadans nduusias
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freg199zgnliaaufeudigaungd 70, 80 waz 90
aernwadea WJuan 30 wadl Weasunaiuiu
Usumsvesansazarliiindu 100 fadans Snade
wagyiliBufiguugivos 91nduiilusiududen
Wuduiidaulsudafianinzaneg d1aduludasie
auvsnisazans (solubility) Farelud
Wsfuddenduduiinauusaudfndfianing
#1399 Preduazgnideasbidiaududu Jesar 1 u
a1sazatsUnes pH 4, 6 Lag 8 MUAIFU NIUNEN
' 30 Wi Agaumgiivies nduriilumissuening
THindoawun3fiag (ALC, Model PK 131 R, Milan,
Italy) 1A2131159 9,000 59U/UNT gaungdl 4 Darn
wawea Wuai 5 ud wendlaluimsgiusunu
1UsAulagleis Biuret [13] wulfgaiutedu

5. N13ANEINAYRY pH uazauuniinidaaudinig

0
= [

\ian @9 (foaming properties) ¥aslusAuaLTIen
Lt

wisulUsiududondudulifianududu
Yovay 6 lnodmifndoUsuing uavUsu pH 20s
a1sazanawdu 4, 6 waz 8 Iagld 0.5 M HCl wag 0.5 M
Na,CO, USuusunnslild 100 faddns annduudas
fetnaazgnilulvianuieuiionmgdl 70, 80 way 90
asrwadea \Junan 30 Wil dleasumunaniau
Usunssnadeldifu 100 fadans uazsinldidud
gruvnfivies IndulusiuduTonduduiidoudsaud
wdrfianizineg drefuazgmiiluiiaseididanis
1nAnaY (foam capacity) harAI1UAFIVDINBY (foam
stability) lnganauUasunann Coffmann wag Garcia
(1977) fastoluil

n153tAsIzYN1a9n1stiaN 8 (foam
capacity): a15azatslusAudndonduduiidaus
audAudrdadinnudududesay 6 lngdminde
U3uns Usias 50 fiaddns gnideatsaeiindulid
aududufesas 3 Tnsdwindeusuins Usuna 100
fladans anntumansazareamusasiulovesnios
nau (Kenwood major, KM600) Al unoalagldn
azndelasldiues 6 Wuan 3 unit wdsentum
dunamunadlunszuenas SufinUSunnsvemios
sutufinarduammdnisfnresangaselud
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Maansiinnes (Sevay)
= (USumsneanded — USunmsvaawainaud) X 100
USUMTVDUUAINDURA

N157LAS1ZNAIIUAIAIYBIN DY (foam
stability): Wesfildarnnismeaiidenisiianeswes
Tusiudwdenduiudegninuysiianinesneg azgnén
adlunensesifidusinugudnans 10 wudiunas 14l
wenvlildRmtvemlesSeuiaueiu Fajmin
Weududu 91ntusesiunsiensesrienszuannig
aun 25 fadans uartufintminvesveunaiiiven
adlunszuenaienng 5 u1d Wuian 30 uai
MU SeazveauvaIfiLenesninanes (drip
loss, %) f;ﬁﬁ’

% drip loss

= UNTNUDIVDIUNANEAAILUNTTUBNAIE X 100
Prinpasunu

v

AUANIAD

v

6. NMIINUNUNITNAADILAZIATIZN
Anwmaves pH wargaumgiiddeantinng
ganouaziduiomesveslusiudndontutudignde
wUsaudd laen131aunun1Iaaauaziinszidoya
NN9@8FALUY Factorial in Completely Randomized
Design 91N15NAA8Y 3 91 uasisuiiisuniny
wand1avesraielneldds Duncan’s New Multiple
Range Test fisefuAIudodudovas 95 lneld

TUswnsu SPSS version 11.0

NAN1SNAABLLAzIAN5al
1. asdusznaumuafivasuiedaderuazlusiuba
ety
nmsihdadeanualiazidendieiniaal
fu uavseunuATLNILUDS 80 Wy azldutleduden
Fauszneusielusaudosay 23.4 Tngtminden uay
asfUsznauduY uansly Table 1 Wothudlsdudend
wisuldsiusnatalUsAumuianisfidauUamnen
Thomson (1977) azl@lusAududendudu (mune
bean protein concentrate) $oay 18.3 + 0.13 lng
dwinuiveutsduden Wsiudrdenduduiiansy
Aoutrandes Ussneudieauiuiovas 84.5 + 2.3
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wazUsenaumiglusiusesay 83 + 2.4 lagunvunuiig
FelnalAesiueIuIdeves Chindapan way Anprung
(2001) Mlas189runtUsAuIgIduTuRanalagld

asazanslaneulansenlonn1uisnisisntUasunain
Thompson (1977) Uszneunlalusiiu Sovay 79 +

1.3 Tneainvingiia [10]

Table 1 Proximate analysis of mung bean flour and mung bean protein concentrate

Average + SD
Chemical composition
Mung bean flour Mung bean protein concentrate
Moisture 8.30 £0.18 845+23
Ash 3.10 +0.02
Protein 2342 + 1.10 83.83° + 2.43
Fat 1.17 £ 0.85
Fiber 0.57+ 0.01
Carbohydrate 63.44"

! calculated from by difference method

2 dry weight basis

2. autAn1sazansvaslusiududendudy

Figure 1 WamINav0Y pH (3, 4,45,5,6, 7
way 8) fidreaudAnisavaneveslusiududendudud
m‘%aulﬁmﬂmﬁmaaﬁﬁumzﬁé’alﬁgﬂoﬁ’mLLUiauﬁ’a
wudrguuunisazatsveslusaudndendudud
dnwauzilu U-shape Tnodianisazansiigaeglutis
pH 4-4.5 ws1gluanizdlusfudvssquanuazay

wiriurilinasiuveslsqlugudilugaisenidn
7

isoelectric point (pl) wena ndnuilusiudnden
duduaziidnsavanediivdudle pH vesansavanedl
Auiinduann 4.5 0 8 uaviile pH anasan 4 u 3
FaflmnuaonadesfuNan1SMAaIw8s Thompson
(1977) way Coffmann wagAmy (1977) WIS
nnassiildansazarsloiouansusiunlunszuIuns
analusauwnunsidansazaneludeslansenlesiniy

Soulbitity (mg/mL)

pH

Figure 1 Effect of pH on solubility (mg/mL) of mung bean protein concentrate

a

3. BuSnavas pH uazgumpiiitidesutAnisazans
vaslushududeadudu

Table 2 h@MINAUDI pH LLasqquﬁﬁ'“ﬁa
auvAnisazanevedusiudndendudundsain Qnen
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wsaudRvasiifanudutulosar 6 lnotiudnse
U3ums Imen1susu pH u 4, 6 uaz 8 wavdluly
muFeudigamail 70, 80 uay 90 aariwaLdea UL
30 WIN ANHAIATIEENNEDANUINUHATEduTuS
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5eNI9AU pH uagguniilinadeauldfinisazany
YeslUshudendudusdgslvdfy (0<0.05) lng
NS iiNAUYes pH azgunginlslunisiaulsdina

yilsAn1sazanevedlusAua BTeIUTUL NI La N9l

DEGRGN (p<O 05) lenidlefintsannanisnaasdil
pH 6 mimeammm‘du 90 asFwALgya VilAAINIS
avaneiintuann 2.67 fednduseiadans Wil 3.12
findnsusofadans luvaed pH 8 mm‘wuammmﬂu
90 pepnwaided VildAnisavarefiuduain 4.06
fiadnSusefiadans WWu 5.16 Aadndudeliadans 39
dindulusasfiunnnd Wesmnneldanmsiibuss
wananUszgsauveslusiuasiianduaviilminus
NaNUaIUseq (electrostatic repulsive forces) 5¥1Ig
oynnAlUsAuLd [15] anngidussdainliiiuss

lalasululuanaveslusiuiAnnisunnaanainiu
Duanvnililaseadesssunfveslusiudoy
sUTwasilingUlng (peptide groups) wagane
Tduaua (side chains) Faiinagarslulassaiiaves
TWsfugnidnoonuviufasenfuidaduasidald
Wudu (16,17 Turaefinavesainudensta wialv
WNnUAze199 1w MliAnn1suanNoanIaIiusy
ladalud (disulfide bonds) MiFeuszninalndesiu
Indwesvedlusiu v3ee1ailiAnn1TuAneanves
Wusefideuszwirminegeny (subunits) vedlndwes
vaslusiu [16-18] lunsdldenasilildlulumes
(monomers) n3aloalniues (oligomers) AidwunaLdn
asuazfieuBangu (flexibility) gatudlusfumand
avaraetn iRy

Table 2 Effect of pH and temperature on solubility (mg/mL) of modified mung bean protein concentrate

o pH
Temperature (~C) 4 p 8
Ambient 0.32' £ 0.04 267" £0.05 4.06°+ 0.14
70 0.43% + 0.04 2.99%+0.12 4.20°+ 0.21
80 0.60 + 0.10 3.06" +0.28 4.77° + 0.07
90 0.73'+ 0.09 3.12° +0.05 5.16% + 0.18

Means in the table with different superscripts are significantly different (p<0.05)

YonaninuImsfistunes pH HBn3nane
nsaraneaNn T fisturesgungll Wsiudauden
\nduiidiauusi pH 8 nnaamgiaglrnisazaegs
ﬂﬁmnﬁaasmﬁﬁmwiﬁ pH 6 waz 4 wayluanwuy
erfulustududenduduiidnuusi pH 6 yniaoeis

wliensag ganeganiy e efigndnuysi pH 4
\feean pH 4 Lﬂua;mmmﬂﬂa isoelectric point M1
Figure 1 vilviUszasiuvadlusiuuiiuaudnisazany
#i pH ﬁqﬁﬁwﬁﬁm wauile pH vesansazanslusiu
fAnfintuardamalfusindnuesuseq (electrostatic
repulsive forces) izmwaumﬂiﬂwummmmmy
sy [15]

4. INFWavae pH wazauunpiindidaniaenisiianas
vaslusAutdgadudu

Table 3 LAAINAYBY pH LazQUNAT ffiflse
Mdamaiaresvedlusiudiidentudundaaingnda
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wsaudRluvaritirnududusesas 6 Inethuinde
U31105 Imen15usu pH 1u 4, 6 uag 8 saudunsli
mm%@uﬁqmmﬁ 70, 80 hay 90vIAALTYd U1
30 WIN NHAIATIEANNETANUINUHATEduTUS
5¥NI95EAU pH waggungiiiinasreiidinisiianes
voslusiudndendudustadvedfey (0<0.05) lng
nafiudures pH uargungdildlunisdaudsdama
Fliingansiaresvedusiuiadenduduiuiu
agalideddy (p<0.05) iosarniflewia pH ves
ansavanslusiududenduduain pH ¢ Ju pH 8 Tae
LufnsTianudou wundinsiianeweslusiud
Fenduduintu 1.6 wih @ndesas 95 Hudovay
147.5) vz Asinaslviaaudeusiudefigungd 70
waz 80 aswaldua vldidssiiereadiuty 1.7
uay 2.0 W muddu wazilelinnuieugada 90
ssrwaded fnavhliiidenisiianesveslusiuda
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Wenduduindugeanis 2.7 w1 (10 Seuay 206
& v O a o w a a
Wusasay 560) A8LUINNTLNNVDINIRINTAAN DN
SNITLANNTULTOY Y WazduRusAunITazalsns Table
2 1psananemduarauinduvinlilusivazanele
g9%u wararunsavi lvlusiuluianaratedninnig
WUneanvemydaluaia (sulfhydryl group) uagwy
lalaslndn (hydrophobic group) unsdau TUSAY
Tuanadanunsagaduiindudaseninsoiniaduinla

' < A £y I | [ a o o
28149520157 [17, 19] Weliainusausiuaigdevinlv
lutanaveslusiuiinnisidsundassusiaiin

Tulumenseledlnesifvuiadnaunsizanuiou
LiiRseinlilaanalsfiunaisdavindu urawise
vateiusyiiilonsenitamiiogon vesluiana
Wshu dewalvdidnuiuveanydaluniadase (free
sulfhydryl group) wagnalalasindn (hydrophobic
group) vufnvesluanalusfiudiuandu (17, 207 39
mmia@m%’uﬁﬁaé’us‘l’aiwdwmmﬂﬁ’uﬁﬂﬁaﬂw
Tndunniudn

Table 3 Effect of pH and temperature on foaming capacity (%) of modified mung bean protein concentrate

o pH
Temperature (~C) 4 p 5
Ambient 95.0°+ 7.1 130.0" £ 14.0 147.5 £ 15.0
70 207.0° £ 5.9 209.0° + 13.0 358.0°+ 8.4
80 186.5° + 12.4 310.0° + .155 389.0° + 15.4
90 206.0° + 8.6 330.0° + 21.0 560.0° + 23.0

Means in the table with different superscripts are significantly different (p<0.05)

5. Han13An®¥IBNENaves pH uazgunginfde
AMuAIIvasHasanTUsAududeudady

Figure 2-8 LaASHAN1TANYWUBSIGUA drip
loss vamlasiildanlusiududoadudu ndmingndn
wsaudRvasiifanudutudosas 6 lngdndnse
U31105 Imen1susu pH 1u 4, 6 uag 8 saudunsla
Anufouiigamgdl 70, 80 uaz 90esAwALTYE UL
30 Wi e Figure 2-5 wansnawes pH fifldondn
AefvenosanTusAudnTendududsfauysi
oounQTAng vauzd Figure 6-8 LansnaYoIgUNINT
fennuAsIvelasantUsiud e ndududeinuys
7 pH s

INNANITNABINUINTEAU pH hazaungild
nareweslud drip loss %50ANLAIRIVEINBIRNN
WsRudwdendudusgrefidoddey (1 drip loss fish
wanafismnunsfivesnesfigs) wuinTusAudiden
\uduBsgninuysiionmgiviossamiunisuiu pH 1u
4, 6 uag 8 imnuAsRlvnIneslifieiy (Figure 2)
wi19gdisne9uInsUsu pH Taduaisassilvnes
TUsiuimunsiaiinduing [19] uwidelfniudeu
Saudreiauguugil 70 srwaldoatuluyinli

rchindapan@gmail.com

ansazanslusiudndonduduiiuzu pH 1w 8 fia
mé’f’maﬂwaal,ﬁwﬁyuasmﬁﬁaﬁﬁzy (Figure 3-5) 819
Lﬁaauﬂmﬂﬂ’]ilﬂwﬁumaa surface hydrophobicity
[19] wagn1siiiuduvesiussladalus (disulfide
bond) Tun1siAndunsnserszninalusaudulusiu
(protein-protein interactions) Yo 4W dulyU 56 ulu
Tnseasrsvolas [9] egrdlsfnuiiofiansan Fisure
8 wuitWesveslusAududendududadiaunusi pH 8
Ingldgaumgil 70, 80 wag 90 aemnaayd Liunnsing
Ausdslitiodfrgy
wonaninuIlesiildaniusiududeada
w57t pH 4 Saupsiaiutusgredidoddydlel
aufouiiutunudisu (Fieure 6) wazidelniy
Fougafia 90 asrwaioa vilvinosdilafinnunasigs
AnsdaulsTusiiud pH 6 (Figure 5) ieanndi pH
Wiy 4 161nd isoelectric point veslusAudITe?
(Figure 1) danavinlyiksenanvesuseyseninalusiud
ﬂ'ﬁfﬁwqm Snwaiisnee1udn surface hydrophobicity
iidageedladeutu pH ifunans [21] daevinls
waslUsfufianmediirnunasaga [9]
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Figure 2 Effect of pH (4, 6 and 8) at ambient temperature on foam stability (drip loss, % w/w)
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Figure 3 Effect of pH (4, 6 and 8) with heating at 70 °C on foam stability (drip loss, % w/w)
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Figure 4 Effect of pH (4, 6 and 8) with heating at 80 °C on foam stability (drip loss, % w/w)
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of mung bean protein concentrate.

*912156U58A7 A3, MAIWMALLLAENITEIMT AMYINENAIENS UNINEIFEAETN NTUNNUNIUAT

*Lecturer, Dr., Department of Food Technology, Faculty of Science, Siam University, Bangkok

59


mailto:rchindapan@gmail.com

MIasmAluladn1semis uvinenduasiy U 9 adud 1 dguieu 2556- wewaaw 2557

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

Drip loss (%, w/w)

Figure 5 Effect of pH
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(4, 6 and 8) with heating at 90 °C on foam stability (drip loss, % w/w)

of mung bean protein concentrate.
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Figure 6 Effect of temperature (ambient, 70, 80 and 90) at pH 4 on foam stability (drip loss, % w/w)
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Figure 7 Effect of temperature (ambient, 70, 80 and 90) at pH 6 on foam stability (drip loss, % w/w)
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of mung bean protein concentrate.
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Figure 8 Effect of temperature (ambient, 70, 80 and 90) at pH 8 on foam stability (drip loss, % w/w)

of mung bean protein concentrate.
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