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Optimization for pectin extracting procession from coconut coir
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Abstract

The goal of this research was found to the optimize extracting pectin condition from coconut
coir by hydrochloric acid solution. Designed treatment from minitab program and follow the main
factor was 2.0-3.0 pH, extracting time were 30-300 min and temperature were 70-110 °C. We found
that the best condition for %yield was treatment 6; pH 2.5, extraction time was 30 min and
temperature was 70 °C and this treatment has 1.85 %. The lowest of %yield was treatment 4; pH 2.0,
extraction time was 165 min and temperature was 110 °C and this treatment has 0.10. When we
analyzed this data on box — benkein design mode from minitab program. We found that the main

factor for extracting pectin from coconut coir was pH- time. Their coefficient value was 0.00218519.
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uzvduiivlunszgaunduiidomsinermansin Cocosnuclifera Linn. foidufimasugiadnuin
wilaiivhseldliusanalneduognann Snviduitnismssdiauaznisiomslutansssunedafuaus
Haguiinsldusnidudiudsznounasaun siluenininanandnounineenuiluldasduagdsd
puAevendedildanugningy Wiennangninduiisununnduly msdaturildenidesin
svznalumstosaaedonmanzniniuldinaiuuesdwansenudedaundonlfidu enadnaumiiy
viefluuawmandelsniionvdsmansznusoauamuasdauld (Devi & Pillai, 1990)
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Waenuaugninaniniduuvasiagiduiimasnnuasddunilunafunusui Wefnwiddasiadamg
Mo mveseziUdensangniannuIdl IndwessssunanddyuariisaunseguiiaviefiSeninmaiu
(Obada et L, 2018) Fsanusnthlulivszleviludugaamnssnevng msndaues edosiu o1 lvuazane
uazsluivhudaunndenlasannsniuniedouiinds ielnanedulsararstistisannisgayalu

msladelad (Mihai et al., 2015)
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uzw%waiﬁﬁ%’aaaswawﬁmﬁﬁﬁqm 1ne91#e35 Response surface methodology (RSM) Fadunszurunisuis
Alduanuisuluthstuiiessnuuuisnsatalasvuuuiasmendamansorfoauduiusvesiiaded
fnastonisanafuiadesauiiinaieduusls 3938n13uuy Box-Benkein design futliuguuuunilsves

RSM AlddnSuniseanuuunisnaassiiaindsuinnin 3 dauusiuld (Moorthy et al., 2015) Lol
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Wefnwannevavauninadenisadamaiuanidensausninilvidsesaskandnnnian lne

Uadenldlunsiduasail fie pH agludis 2.0-3.0 aildlunisadia Ao 30-300 w1l uazgaumgiiildlunis
anm 70-110 °C
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FumaunsATeuUEenNaNTnE1n
Lﬁuwaww%'néauﬁshLmﬁmxw%’naaﬂLLﬁ’JmﬂmmmaﬂuLﬁumLmﬂmaumﬁgmmﬁ laglngiondIu
\Wonauzwindvuenandennadifawasdiuvesnzateen antutiordenuanznindufiune
fnduneulidunaauen 5 wufwns mnduiluduesdeadeniosduazdendiie Nanotech Ju
NT-010 &l 1500 306t wazifiuinwiendonuauzninittuldigumgd 4 °C ilelddmiudunauns

annmaly

Tuneudinsatamaiiu

Fuifowdonnanzndnfiwseuliin 100 n3u wWundu 2,500 fadans Mntudunsalalasaassn
Wy 12 Twans dmfudiuen pH vesheratnnusifuildndondonisiualunsaouargumndald
INNMT0DNRUURETUSLATY Minitab® 110554 16 (Minitab Inc., State college, PA, USA) mﬂﬁ?uei’%ﬁumi

ananuanzlumisnei 1

A15199 1 wamnsmanglunsanalaglaluswnsy Minitab

#3U pH nan (i) gl (°0)
1 25 165 90
2 2.0 165 70
3 2.5 20 110
4 2.0 165 110
5 3.0 30 90
6 25 30 70
7 2.5 165 90
8 3.0 165 70
9 2.5 165 90
10 2.0 300 90
11 2.5 300 70
12 3.0 300 90
13 2.5 30 90
14 3.0 165 110
15 2.5 300 110

WIBASUANUAINUALULAREANSU NSBtwarAuLilaiUdankausns1INlaruENv1IUNTlureRdaSau
WU 95% Lofianeanadaaliiy 8%e QReC wialdlunisanaznauinaiu Tudnsidrudsuing 1:1 widusiu

nznouwmpAulinoamgl 4 °C Wunan 1 Au diluduisuiiowsnaznaunaiiuninmss 10,000 soUse
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Y7 UL 15 WA ANBUNARUNLRAN9918 70% Lafiaweanadaa unaduluaui 60 °C amiemiauausau
Wwan 12 93109 UAkazsouRIURTBNTIVUINYRY 0.25 Tadins WiludaivtniiennSovasnandn tngly

aun1si 1 fedl (Wai et al, 2010):

Sovavnandn (Y%yield) = Wmthuafufiadald x 100 (1)

Untinveatadonnausnsnluann
o - a a4 wyy - P
AuanwziUssiuvaInARuNaialiandanuaNsni1n
wnnafuiiadaldnsaaeunudnvasnyilsidulanddgiiodunsnseuduendnualveansi
annladnduarsmeiulpofisudvaisuinsgrumaiudie LOBA Chemie (Mumbai, India) Laun1swan
559001303 fiA1 %DE Uszunad 63.0 — 66.0% A38LA384 Fourier transform-infrared (FTIR) 8% 8 Perkin

Elmer g Spectrum Two Usemeiansgarusnitugaenauninud 4000-800 cm™*

nsiAseidaya

thnansitefovaznandniiliudazsiiFuidnglusunsy Minitab® 1esdu 16 Arduuszansnng
aanesuuuLdunsiLazidoulun1sUfduiusias1v%#a833 multiple linear regression (MLR) d1u1¥u
msfnwadsiauduiusszristadeiianmiiafodn pH sternatlunisatnuazgangiiasgnusidiudae

second order polynomial

AN5199 2 WARNISDYATHANANYLNARUNANALAINUADNNANENILAAEANSU

#3U pH a0 (W) gaungdl (°C0) Tovarnakan
1 2.5 165 90 0.41
2 2.0 165 70 0.37
3 2.5 20 110 1.22
4 2.0 165 110 0.10
5 3.0 30 90 0.32
6 2.5 30 70 1.85
7 2.5 165 90 0.42
8 3.0 165 70 1.29
9 2.5 165 90 0.42
10 2.0 300 90 0.43
11 2.5 300 70 0.20
12 3.0 300 90 0.11
13 2.5 30 90 0.80
14 3.0 165 110 0.14
15 2.5 300 110 0.18
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1. $owaznawdnveumauiiataldandennauzning

nanAdelovhmsatamefiuaniudonnanznind iy 15 diunurdesasnanansidlunied
2 Inwdevaznananiifiagsiianiemiui 6 farfovaznandnaintu 1.85 Jedian1glunisainde A1 pH
windu 2.5 anlunisafawindu 30 wikagldgamaiivintu 70 °C uaglusniuil 4 T¥evaznandniign
winfu 0.10 Faflannglunisaindo A1 pH windu 2.0 palumsafnwinfy 165 uiikazldgamadviiiu
110 °C edninudenwauzninifosasnandnreuidiiloiouiuiaguinduidu 1Wasnnaduuzia wu
JeuazHandnyiniu 21.85 (Bahare et al., 2017) 3aluildenuzinnuiogaznananeogluyie 18.8-32.1
(Oliveira et al., 2018)

2. awna¥u FTIR vauwaduiiarald

awnnsuveunaia Fourer transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) 1Juwnafiafianuisald
Annpinaganabudumanaiuiiadalsaniudennanznin lngerdunsunnganaduvesvilaiduia
fadnlulassadamaaiivesnafufiafalifeufuarsunsgunaiu sadedsldnsmoaoudosduis
audnuuzvessiudosarvyloasestadunyilsidutadiviuenfessfununimvesmeiulddnmmise
(Yang et al,, 2018; Dranca & Oroian., 2018) dlailssuiisuisdnuuranasuveanaiuiiatnainiuden
Nﬁ@JSW%”I’JﬁJU'E‘LJLL‘U‘UGUEN?IL“LJﬂG]%IQJ?I”IiaJ”IMij”IULWﬂau (Begum et al., 2014) Fefnwinmsatamaiuainiuden
yyunuidmnuadendeiu dlunmil 1 lnsanniuvesyiliiduiaidafyuszneulude arnadud
950 wag 1200 cm Lﬂu‘daaﬂ?{uﬁuaamﬂ'ﬁLM@%LLamqﬁuﬁz C-C (Santos et al., 2013; Oliveira et al., 2016)
awnaduiivasadu 1530 1510 cm™ wag 1640 - 1660 cm uanasuvevyioatsesuasmasuendai
imgagifunloaisesnudiy (Oliveira et al, 2016) Seiltanduaunaiuil Hanedudanunauasisu
wnannsaiunsvendsnisfisturessosasmioaiseslumaiudude (Kyomugasho et al., 2015) Tuung
nsdianasuiiintuonafimavsuluandldlunsdidnyindueealsflulianags dedulasdlngasld
awnm3uiiusing 1650 waz 1750 cm™® yieuinnlndidsailiolinsesitisfovazmyioatses (Bichara et al,
2016) dwduarnasulutaenau 2900 cm™ iunsuansiovgjiunend (-OCH,) flanunsauenisanuaunsa

Tunsiiaduareanafulduntudeanasuiinnuaudngs
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A 1 alnesu FTIR Yesansunnsgiunwaiu (1) aduiaiaainiudenuausniniiiu 6 (2)

3. LUUINRDINANAANERAS
Tuns3deililietnavessevazuananainlunis199 2 asluluswnsy Minitab® lagLaenaunis
second order polynomial #sa@ansauansnwatduluudiasmendamansaoinsaianafuainUiena

LN PIFUNNTA NS US DU AL NANARWARNINILUANNITN 2 PaT)

Y=8.05341+ 2.11694X; - 0.187257X, -0.0185237X; - 0.0700000X,” + 0.00123125X,” +
0.0000178326X5” - 0.0220000X,X, + 0.00218519X;X; + 0.0000398148X,X5 2)

dlounuen Xy, X, Wag X unuA1 pH, aaumgiiuazianlumsadamafiuniuainu

nNanIFITesina nuihdideiifiinaseSesarnandavesnisatmnaiuainiudentausniniie
Yadua1u pH SAranduiusiindu 2.11694 waziiedoaiuaetadeaussozinatlunisana Jarandunus
WU 0.00218519 saenndastuaniseinumsatmnaiuannildondafindle (Kazemi et al, 2019) @3
wuhiadediu pH veshadainaseiosasnandnuniign Inannsedusenanyitlutaniiduimo
yoslushusuasiiviinandulslutangs nsadamafuantantuiitasedu pH lunisadaduauniian

Paflszoznantunsanamefugdadutiadoasuavaadiuuauiuluiasiuasvinlisesasnandnanas
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Contour Plot of %oyield vs Time, pH
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INNINA 2 WUIMIBLY Surface contour line mode 1ATUSHASH MiniTab aglananisyinuneses
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Ineliasesile Fourier Transforms Infrared Spectroscopy (FTIR) Namiﬁﬂwﬁﬁaaqﬂlﬁﬁﬂﬁ

1. anneivnzadlunisadamedulifesasnandngegnaoiiun 6 Fallan1izan pH vy

'
1 a

2.5 wanlunisania 30 uii waslloaumgiinldlunisadawindu 70 °C dramanfiewiniuesas 1.85 wagly

Y

a 1w

F3UN 4 Fallanndzan pH windu 2.0 atlunisadn 165 wil waslgaumglivindu 110 °C dadssiiande

9 Y

a P | P 1%

wiriu Sewar 0.10 FsarnnmsilSeudisuivanddendnwinsadamafuaindandunuinfianizildaiios
aznanAnunigalimioudu dedunsadanaiuluwdayiagaziiannelvunzauuanasiuduegiv

Y

1%

asAUsznevvasTanuuiliduly TUsiu Indueanilsduntesifiedla (Caroco et al,, 2019) dwmalviAnvesioy

azuanan (%yield) aafuly
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2. weRufiadnldnndensanznin Wieaznanandoudneinilodisuiuluiandu egqslsh
munanieililumsidendatiiilinsounquisangugalunisatnmafuliifosasnananuniign ogils
fonuilefiarsandayiladdudadiddylulasaeanauiivuiua snasgiumaiunui anasuiive
venfanmunwnARLAevYloaIsestIsAaY 1530 ~1510 cm’ uaz 1640 - 1660 cm! lumadudiadaan
Waonuauzninifuilinsmganinansmasgiuwaiu dafuneduildanddontauzniasiiamnings
NIASUINTFIUNARY filunAsefiatamaiuandondule (Roy et al,, 2017) ﬁwuﬁﬁaaawy}amﬁa%
TumaRuwiniy 70.79 Segandluansinasgu (61.0-66.0) fdulusuiandsmsiimsfinuieanioziianus

ananaRuINUABNNaNE NS 1 ALe S pEASNAKNARNINTU

Jolduauug

1. Msmanefivanzanlunisadaumaiuanudenusninnisueieveuunnising fien pH
Yeuthenafnuinnii 3 wastosnin 2 dmsulededussosarlunsanaliiiy 50 wiit elildaniiesd
winzaulunsanmmaRuandsnugninisely
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