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Product Development of Gummy Jelly from Karanda (Carissa carandas L.)
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Abstract

This research aimed to study effect of karanda juice concentration and honey for sucrose
replacement on karanda eummy jelly. Karanda juice concentration was varied at 25, 50, 75 and 100%. It was
found that L*, a*, b* values and pH of gummy jelly increased significantly (p < 0.05) with an increase of the
amount of karanda juice. The most accepted formulation by panelists was gummy jelly with 75% of karanda
juice. Moreover, gummy jelly were prepared at various ratios of sugar to honey of 40:40, 50:30, 60:20 and
70:10 for flavor improvement which ratio of sugar to honey at 70:10 was the most accepted formulation. The
chemical composition of summy jelly from karanda showed that moisture, ash, fat and crude fiber were at
64.27, 0.01, 0.02 and 0.06, respectively. Phenolic content was 0.90 ¢ GAE / 100 ¢ FW and total antioxidant
capacity was 87.39%.

Keywords: Gummy Jelly, Carissa carandas L., Honey

UNANED

Aol ingusrasdiiiofnsmaresaududumesiurinmanrunilv wesidmaunuinianede
nanSeituiiead Fernududureniszienauzuniv fe 25, 50, 75 uwaz 100% wansAnwIMUT nsiinTuTes
Unahuzihemangunli dhldrnnuaing (L9) dduns () edudes (b%) wazen pH iatustadfoddayma
afif (p < 0.05) wagAuiwaduzahamuzuiaudNiy 75% Wugnsitmeasulvinissonsuunniign Wethanus
USinaminanasietnia Inelddadau 40:40, 50:30, 60:20 way 70:10 Lﬁaﬂ%’w;ﬁama NUN qmﬁﬁé’mdauﬁwmaﬁa
thils 70:10 ¥y fuaaeulinisseniuinniign Wethundinsziesduseneumaniiveatuil ladugsieniuzunnli
WU fiUSinannuty i Tt wasdle wiiiu 64.27, 0.01, 0.02 waz 0.06 AUAIAU YenNImIIanUUTI
asUseneauiluedniyintiu 0.90 g GAE/100 g FW wagauainsatun1siueuyadaseviniu 87.39%
Adndny: Muflead uzahwmugunly dils

A
wzahwmuzuniluiviteluivedewasluioduineg dnlngfenianldiduesnulsasie uzana
wnzunlilissdusznaummgnuaiunuevatewie wu a1susznauiiuedn a1susznauraliuess asweulnly
iy nan Yinna wagimiud Wusu Sadundsansiueyyedassiiddy Snvsdsdinmamalaruinisgs Ineluka
anlquisnisiueyyadassnnnimaiu @naniud, 2559) nainassnaniiddnhlitagtuduilnaEuddnuas faw
FoentsuaNzaeanzulin iy sgshaaugunbiduisiiidnenmuesdunalfideauain arunsathunld
Usglowlldinnang thanlddmsumsussduasalunmsugsomns danldlugramnssuemsiioguam uaztagdud
wAnfusiannueituziimnuzunlinlidudmuszneundn Tasianized widwan fausivusmulaeliisanid
Wit Wesutsemuasiinantu dafufifedeianuaulalumaiuzshwmuzunlisndudiulseneulunndusity
fiwed ileifunmAmslasunsliuiandusivuamiu neiiingUszasdifeAnuuinuanduduresningig
ymugunlitensndndufiosd worAnwidnadudmarethistenisnanfasituiioad fieifiundusada s

MUTIATIBVAUNNINIEAIN N1AT kazelszamdula

" aendeningrmaniuazmaluladniseims ausmalulad aminerdenuiganssnd 64 s ausnnuds a.flaq 9. gassll 41000
! Science and Food Technology Program, Faculty of Technology, Udon Thani Rajabhat University, 64 Tahan Rd. T.makaeng Muang, Udon Thani
41000, Thailand.



o

118 Ut 52 atul 1 (fumy) wounne — Asvnau 2564 1. INAEnSn e

aUnIaluaEdsNg

thugshsmuzumlidehemiuarein Wgniunasgnaniudasaiu 1:1 Juwauuennin thiludumaie
196 Tnesuitonmgfl 70 ssmeaBea uiu 7 widl sesliliu vuvhusfiadmunszuiunsnanlasudadu 2 n1s
Vnaed MsMAaesd 1 munarududuretshwmurur imszay Tnowususinamududureniuzi
WIUEUNIIA agn lmm 25 50 75 waz 100 % dlensuarnududuiimunzay ﬂﬂmv‘f’]miwmamﬁ 2 Imﬁﬂm
am’lmwaqmmamammmmmvauLwameauLLa ysapliiutufiiead laedsnsdiu 4 gns Ao ‘LJ’IGHaLLa”"LJ’INQEJEJ
r1/1 40:40, 50:30, 60:20 wag 70:10 ASU

JumpunWAARuTieaauznINELNIW

W3sthuzsh syl e ety thana nsnde3n was nde (@miunisaasd 1) uay weEw ety
thana, s @miunsmeaesd 2) ddumanilduduiigumad 70 ssrwaideaUssunn 7 unit sindislilnsy

U

a

a

Usganas 5 wit ugulnewlafinn@alau dlulilugifuiigumnivssann 10 ssmnwadea umw 4 $2lus azld
nanSuaifufiwadiushomuzunlv

N53LATIRRANINITNINIBAW IsluasmsUssamduiavesaninriiuiiead

mMnsesimsulssamdudalaenslifmaaeuidlnetu S1uau 20 au nagourdnuuEFuinaY loun 3
sand naw iedufauavauveulnesau Wnsvageuwuu 9-Point hedonic scale

nsleTziamamsiunenm s nslenghideduda lneldia3es Texure  Analyzer Bio
Brookfield §u CT3 uaznsiinseviend lneledesind B9 Hunter Lab u color Flex (CX1463) ) M33iAs e vinninm
el M MslessimuSinarewdsitazaisliionn Tnawedes handheld refractometer 8% ATAGO n13
nszimUTunansa-ang Tngldindes pH Meter 8% Sartorius n1s3eszsimUiunansaiilaasnld (Titratable
Acidity, fwandiu % nsndn3n) MsiAssesiUstnaumaadl eun aruiu 1d @ule laty wasuSunaiiuedn
(A.O.A.C, 2000) uagAHAINIAlUNTIALEYYATATEAEIT DPPH

MURUNTNAGDUUFNaNYTa! (completely randomized design, CRD) lun153iAs189AMAMNINEAN
uazLAdl LLaB’JNLLmumi‘mmaaﬁLLUU?jﬂuuﬁaﬂamyiiﬁ (randomized complete block design, RCBD) lun1susziiiu
AN MNIUsEAMANNE lagTasien 3 o ﬁwsﬁ’aaﬂaﬁlé’mimeﬁmwmmiﬂﬁu (analysis of variance, ANOVA) liag
\WiBulsuAuLaneg vesradesieds Duncan’s new multiple range test (DMRT) fiszduauidesiu 95% Tngld
TUSUNIUAATIZANSEDR SPSS

NAKAZIITAINANITNAADY

MnsAnmviinaanudutureahushonmuru il lunmsisdnsussuiiosd fudsusunanng
Wudureshuzshomuzuniv 25 50 75 wag 100 % wuimsieszimeinulssamduda lnenuin msnageunis
Uszamduiadunausassavdliianuwandsiusgadtedidy (P>0.05) iiesainueiramiuzuniiviisaw
routhadienthuarliiinau Johbivaaeuduliiiuninuunneng wimsnageulumsuEuaileduda wudriiny
upneeiueg1elited1Ag (P< 0.05) Tneflnurevanawmuusinaniuvihmmuyulv udeghdlsiny msmageu
arweulnssunaaeudulinrureufufioadifusinauemdudutiusiomiusunl 75% wnfian 1
AnureulasTINTisEAUAT UYL 7.25 mﬂﬁ?uﬁ'ﬂ,ﬂﬂizLﬁu@mmwmaéfmmEme Tnon1sinanioduda wuiudas
Fregnaianuuaninsiueensditeddnmneeda (o < 0.05) TngAnsuandieenveteynsiauds (qumminess) firiady
ag/lurie 401.83-1,042.47 NSy dauAusaildlunisides (chewiness) firndvegluti 53.96- 136.96 fndgu m
gumminess WazA1 chewiness ummeawumuﬂsmmmmmmumaau’m shemguali eradlesannisiivdy
vosmuduturenihuzhomurunliilfdnduesansienaludunaunmnzausonsiamariuinnty uazin
msdsuuvasdasdunse-ansvesdiunauviiliaeluanaiidilndfuginiloniaiin cross link Tty (Poppe,

1997) dhunsussiiunaninniainuadl wuan Apudunse-ans (pH) finnade 3.46-4.01 Imaamﬁﬁmmvﬁwﬁmm
muumammumﬂw 75% 311 pH mmam wazUSinuvesudeitazanetils (°Brix) fenadewiiu 60.9 maaﬂam“‘
aududuil 75% undnwelunisnaassd 2

MNMIIgATIINMIIAAesT 1 IAnwdnaduiivngaureniniauasinislunisusgunandosituioad
dhauzshamuzuniv wud nMsessimeulssamdudaludug ndu savd deduda uaveuveulaesives



o

1. Inemansinung Ut 52 atufl 1 (fumy) wounne — Asvnau 2564 119

wanAusifdieadlsifruuanssiuegididoddymeada (p > 0.05) wisnumureulnesndslugnsd ¢ AT
thanawaginiedl 70:10  n3u freaeuliiaziuunnuveuuniign widy 7.55 Wethluvssidiunmamamnisdnu
menmlaemsiaileduda wuin gumminess 1AULANANSAUNNTUEIRYNNEDA (p < 0.05) Imaummaaaa
lut3 269.97-649.25 n3u uawe chewiness fiAuadeeglutag 29.49-80.11 fladqu mamwmummwamaﬁwmuuma
soldoduia iefiuUSinuhmauazantiis vilien summiness uazd chewiness anawugdy eaiiiosannnis
anUsnasglasavhliuinaveaudeiioranslfanas Tvdwmarolassaiauasdoduiavoatuiiond Tnvglasarioais
wusglalasiaunmelumariliinlassasisanulia dnavililasadiswenaaudanss (Tau uay Gunasekaran, 2016) @
A L* firiadseglutng 4.07-5.46 a* wndveglurng 1.33-1.93 uaw b* lafveglurng 0.18-0.44 Farvimualaifay
wanshefuegefidedfyneEda (p=0.05) isswniuziromusunluiaihadusssuanududuiildsdaai
Tn&iApatu Tasduszneundnvesiuiioad Ae duzshwmuzunlifinudiaty nasueulvlseduiidundu
vosssaimglungunlanlussdilidinaung (@nws wag Asuszan, 2560) andinanundnesuiaihlinaaeuidengnsi
a4 Afvsinuheawasiiied 7010 ndu Jugesiungan Wothinleszsinanafiued dinsa-rs fauade
3.69-3.89 AUSnauveudsfiazanethld frnady 56.00-69.00 “Brix warUuunindnindaiade 0.45-0.88 % lay
AndsUiinunsndninluusazgesliunndnaty deilluiugshmmusuniviinsduridvinde nandsin nsnuan
LAYNIANISUISN ImEJW‘Uﬂim%m%ﬂiuﬁmmumﬂdﬁﬂimﬁuﬂ (@nan1ud uazAny, 2556) druvsunailueaniinuly
rAnSuTRuiaduzidimninguniusinm 0.90 ¢ GAE/100g FW Ssdidansasanuaan eswiniinisideadlagld
anududuvosiuziamanrualvegd 75% uay 135 war Yogns (2560) wuidinisldaimuieu finavinli
ansUszneuiiuednanas Insmnufeusnavilimsuszneuiiuedniinnseendindunazaaesly wagnuimansasid
AN IaluN S eYyaBasE Ay Uiinaud Yiinondule uarUiinaluduinty 87.39 64.72 001 0.06 way
0.02% AUAU

dyuna

nsitmunEnfasituiisadnmirugshemugunny wuimhugshomugunildsnsduseniahma
sovisduTinam s ueyyadaseiomags uaraududursnihuzsimusuv 75% Wuviinafivengalunis
wAnfufiead uarannsaldiiandudunanimiuimafiofiundusdlituiuiioad Tnoduaaeulfnzuun
mureulaesin Tussduaziuureuiunats 3aldgasfivmnzaulunswaniufivaduzihmnauzgunlv sgidlsiay
nsuBnfuihoadnninugshwmururlniifasiuoyyedassgouar s sund fondugaduromansasid g9
\Wudnmadennisvesuilnaioiiniiinfuusemunalitos guilnaisnguain uasdaduuuimanisiiuyanlyii
uzshamuzunlvisneiey

Avaunnl
ANLHITEvRTOUAN A1V IIneIansuasinalulagnise vty uninerdesivdganssidl Alvainy
AT IEgUNIalLarA3alalun1TIve

LONE1581994

ananiugl duan, 2559, mwmﬂ,‘w W'ﬂmimﬂmlwwmnmamaﬂsﬂsmu MIANTUAULAYAT, 44(3): 557-566.

aﬂamum Auan, Eﬁﬁﬂﬂ UBYHAY Uazias ﬁ’i(ﬂi‘“ﬂaﬂﬂﬂ 2556, nMsUszdivUSunaasngnualiunlsenisuas Aanssu ¥eans
mua%aaaiﬂu Carissa carandas L., M3ansununuens, 41(1): 602-606.

gnns finlu uay AsUsenn fisen, 2560, n1sariawenmusinaweulnleeniuaingnueiimniugunv, Jymiawdsayaes,
anivadl, AuzIngeansuazvalulad wninerdesisdgmumnamss.

1358 I58TAuSE uaslovns YATWTNN, 2560, waﬁuamiumuﬂmwﬁﬂwLmﬂmﬂﬂumaﬂimmawsﬂamauﬂuaaﬂ YSuaunauls
ety mmmmm’tummmaumaaaiv LLauﬂ’138E]JJS“U‘\]’1ﬂNUSIﬂﬂ“IJaQNaGmiu%‘UﬂUGUTJm MIANTURTINGE -
ATUASUNTILSAY, 9: 91-103.

A.O.A.C, 2000, Official of Method Analysis of Association of Official Analytical Chemists International, 16th ed, The
Association of Official Analytical Chemists International Gaiersburg.

Poppe, J., 1997, Gelatin, pp. 144- 159, In Imeson, A. (Ed.), Thickening and Gelling Agents for Food, 2nd Ed., An Imprint
of Chapman and Hall, London.



o A

120 Uil 52 atiufl 1 () weuaas - Aonas 2564 1. WEEERsinYns

Tau, T. and Gunasekaran, S., 2016, Thermorheological Evaluation of Gelatin of Gelatin with Sugar Substitutes, LWT
Food Science And Technology, 69: 570-578.

D ® 9 9 @
‘ m 25% 50% 75% 100%

Figure 1 Raw and mature Karanda fruit Figure 2 Appearance of karanda summy jelly using

(Carissa carandas L.) different concentration of karanda juice

Table 1 Physical and chemical analysis, sensory evaluation of gummy jelly using different concentration of
karanda juice and ratio of sugar to honey.

Concentration of karanda juice (%)
25 50 75 100
L*"™ 7.67 + 0.84 6.98 + 0.62 7.66 + 0.56 6.46 + 0.74
a* 6.16 + 0.36° 4.93 + 0.29° 357 +0.44° 0.96 + 0.15°
b* 1.43 + 0.60° -0.20 + 0.34° -1.07 + 0.51° -1.61 4 0.23°
Gumminess (g) 401.83 + 22.18° 515.93 + 15.41° 809.43 + 21.26" 1,042.47 + 8.29°
Chewiness (m)J) 53.96 + 0.68° 56.56 + 3.22° 85.09 + 4.13" 136.96 + 3.02°
Total acidity (%) 0.36 + 0.01° 0.55 + 0.01° 0.92 + 0.02° 1.35 + 0.03°
TSS (°Brix) 52.60 + 0.40° 57.73 + 0.24° 60.90 + 0.21° 64.50 + 0.75°
Overall preference ™ 7.00 + 0.36 7.00 + 0.23 7.25 + 0.22 6.70 + 0.29
Ratio of sugar to honey in karanda gummy jelly ()
40:40 50:30 60:20 70:10
L*™ 4.71 + 0.84 4.07 + 0.11 4.61 + 0.28 5.46 + 0.45
a*" 1.93 £ 0.16 1.50 £ 0.78 1.86 + 0.39 133 +£0.14
b*"™ 0.44 + 0.23 -0.18 + 0.39 -0.23 + 0.16 -0.56 + 1.10
Gumminess (g) 649.25 + 59.85" 350.70 + 38.72" 377.27 + 36.85° 269.97° + 20.88
Chewiness (mJ) 42.06 + 9.43° 24.49 + 3.78° 80.11 + 14.27° 58.91 + 8.89°
Tritratable acidity (%) 0.68 + 0.02 0.62 + 0.06 0.74 + 0.06 0.66 + 0.01
TSS (°Brix) 56.00 + 0.58° 64.33 + 1.20° 66.67 + 0.88 " 69.00 + 0.56
Overall preference 6.75+0.28" 7.1040.26" 6.75+0.30" 7.4540.21°

Table 2 Phenolic compounds and total antioxidant capacity of Karanda gummy jelly.

Treatment Phenolic compounds Total antioxidant capacity "
(¢ GAE/100g Fw) (%)
Fresh karanda juice 118.23 + 0.46° 81.58 + 0.95
Gummy jelly (70:10 ratio of sugar to honey) 0.90 + 0.12 87.39 + 1.83

Table 3 Chemical compositions of Karanda gummy jelly.

Sugar : Honey ratio Chemical compositions (%)

In Gummy jelly Moisture content Ash Fiber Lipid

70:10 64.72 0.01 0.06 0.02




