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A Simple Spectrophotometric Method to Estimate of

Monosodium Glutamate in Food Samples

Noor Ghazal, Dr. Amed Halabi
Idlib University, Faculty of science, Department of chemistry

Abstract

A simple, fast, economical and environmentally friendly
spectrophotometric method has been developed to identify monosodium
glutamate (MSG) in food samples. The method relied on the interaction
between MSG and the Il.lead ion to form a complex non-colored formation
[Pb(CsHgNO4)2]>* showing a maximum absorbance peak at a wavelength
of 256nm. The experimental conditions affecting the absorbance of the
complex were studied and the linearity of the method was found to be
subject to Beer's law within the focus range 0.75-32.1 mM, with a good
correlation coefficient (r = 0.9997), a limit of detection (LOD) of 0.075
mM, and a limit of quantification (LOQ) of 0.229 mM. The method was
successfully applied to determine MSG in some food samples (noodles-
chips) and the results were compared with those obtained by a reference
method by comparing the values of the t-test and the F-test at 95%
confidence level. Based on the GAPI green analytical index scale, The
developed method was shown to be of excellent greenery and the methods
provided are simple, easy, cost-effective and suitable for routine analysis
of MSG in foods.

key words:

Spectrophotometry, Monosodium glutamate, Complex, Lead (I1), Green
chemistry.
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Introduction dadia 1

@lilaadl ST o (Monosodium Glutamate) MSG s sall daalal cilabisle
5aleS aaaiid (Wijayasekara and Wansapala 2017) alaaiu) g le gud £51321)
(D,L) Laail) (e pSlas MSG élliais «(Yu et al. 2023)4:3 Y1 ) caliad 348
O e aesll (THUY et al. 2020) L aSpall ddg paall 460 5uan 5508 gag
el e 43 dilead) MSG ciéim (Food and Drug Administration) FDA
G alalall Jolin ey inall L) BV ce £3LY) 2 4 Y Gle IS as dudd
Blad) MSG 4uS (3585 o sy s (Chakraborty 2019) MSG e (ssias
s o 225wl (g (Nimse and Corporation 2015) 0.5 g ¢ Jal aladall
(Ali, Hammad, and El-Malla 0.3-1 g g2 MSG (e (a5l sdaall o wisia
58 (LDso) oplaill Taig ) iall 3o 5006 — I Aisaall Ausadl) dejall laiag <2021)

-(Husarova and Ostatnikova 2013) awall (59 ¢ 15000-18000 mg/kg
MSG S ilS 13) Lok aaal g 6liall 3 MSG (gsine (e i€l (s lallg
MSG wantl claall e el cupad ¥ ol i Zhadll Zueudal) 3gaall paiia
B 2 @llyg MSG (ubiy Jod 8 HPLC 4l caendiad L Lgia ol3all
dansyl chloride a2ai s «(Thati n.d.) 8)slll Ci IS 2asi b MSG Sy
aaaial Lads «(Soyseven and Arli 2021) sl CailS alasiuly MSG Blasy
Gsb Lo Al o dlS plaai b MSG 3laa¥ (DNFB) Gy 55t 55 Al
e @llyg MSG il dgaalal) g3kl caenaiad 385 o(Lateef et al. 2012)aduaciid)
Jie oo dsb die palail i (Spe elhey Grulio (dlS g MSGUe i
sie dipealoaial Cuady Ol 331 akee el (53 SN Gulaill (oISl
Laall ca &Sy (Marlina, Amran, and Ulianas 2018) 621nm dasall Jsh
340NM dasall Joba vie aiwal aial oy Tane Ty Iabee el (530 DA
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Cwdg  1,2- napHthoquinone-4- sulfonate sodiumceilSs (Prasetyo 2018)
Shrall dyaliaiol Crody SluysCal) e 5 452nM dasall Jola die atvaliaial
Ll 0 @kl cuenn ol LS ((Ali et al. 2021) 387nM dasall ok 2ic
o desilae 4Ly Qlal 3D Lladn wly (CV) agall Lulits clliy MSG sl
«(Baciu, Matei, and Visan 2020) cadl o &__cadll 5 50 <I (0 a2
e &l 5 NiBAI-CO3 (s Ak Alaall SPEs Jinall (5080 (kb alasi sy
-(Baciu et al. 2021) 3k o pll dasplay aliall y2a3 g (NIAI-LDH) 2S00
26050 el 8 MSG a3 b &8l s Al Zasld) Qi) 3k &3
B ) 28 a] (Ll ela Sakes dugy i b ARl ) L pres oK
Aoy daipla dappla joghail Gl 138 8 daagil) Sy cdalailly 2Ll dyglladll ddaalil)
il Slea aladi wl dandys Bd5ie CadlsSs dga plasiwly lly MSG il

UV-VIS sy 3538 aibal
Experimental Section and) anadl) 2
Apparatus and Tools sy Bgaly) 1.2
g shaY ((Hach) 45,5 (e (DR 4000U) Jhb (s b ebie a2t
200-dasall Jska Jlae (yana (1X1)CM F3)l5S dudis 3550 &igacall dpdpdal) lslal
obees st iy < 1nM el dla2iy 1 NM/MIN a))aie s de s 800 NM
e Ultra Sonic 45s—all 358 L z1saY) Sleas (DENSI) 48, & e +0.001g
0.01 <& (Wincom) 48— (e oady pH dageall days (eliie ALEX 4S5,
8yuxie doll daeas cilalag Isolab A<)—i& (e 0.45um Lgiba duigSoia cilaiag
dibide Toala) dupde sy da ) dibide 3583 Liana (Blsas (Cung i) anal
Slead) ol Aublll cLuliall Casals Thermomac 3Sy s (e alline 1D
(UV-PRO analysis ) i—als Slasy gob e @y—ula o d—aial i)

.software
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Chemicals diliassl) gal) 2.2
«Solarbio i$y& =) (99%) \gislis CsHeNNaO4s.H20 asaseall dulal cilabigle
asyall 20Ss )08 (MERK 4Sy5 ¢ 153) 999 435t Ph(NOs)z palall il
Gl ges &3 .SIGMA-ALDRICH zl 65% g3¥) s 5 99% 4l
i GlSy 5 g Adadll Gyl (e (sl pan—im oale) Ls1aa)
Preparation of Solutions tdallaal) juaaad 3.2

(B3 Sl 25 481y MSG (nwsa (30 18.7 g 035 1M V) MSG Jslae
Zlsad) Slea o dlinil) ae jhaid) sla) (pe 4 udly 100 Ml dau e
i Jhidl clally aasl) oLl 23 Plady) ola s 5 min saads Aas .l (348
(Shah (Prasetyo 2018) .alag Hl Olas @AY oSan cleg (& Jainng 5)LaY)
et al. 2020)
O ) paba)ll @l (e 160 MY (35 :0.08 M Y1 A (aliayl) Jslaa
Capily 10 Ml A s ana B0l Clih 5 8IS 283 (100 MY AL (ala)l
BLEY) hidl oLl aaal) acl & DA la ia il el (g 3
e Jslae 50 0.7 Ml ans 3371 0.1 M 55 i)V Gaaes Jslaa
oLl e 2aeS I iy (1.37 glom® 28BSy 6506wt 55l 53) S5l <3V
el oLl 25 Wty 25 Jolaall @lig 100 Ml din e sann B3 (b il
SLay)
.J;I_uas‘i)ﬁ:\ﬁ OA 0.4 g O‘ﬁ . 0.1 M Q};\S‘):l 6‘9:13‘5_‘&“ .J;I_UAS‘B‘)J:\A d}XAA ‘):L—A.AAB
Dhial elall (ga £0aS capdly 100 M dieus pana 353l Culi 5 483 p5035call
BLEY) Ga Sl Wb aaall 28 el ola g
Preparation of Sample Solution ddal) Jslaa juass 4.2

sl (a A Aijp idly vun (K8 Lghuilans Aiall e Clie 5 (ggina aka
i (8 Cmaagy (penddl Glie Jlan 5 gy a9y alall lie Jla 0.5 9)
daall Guaally 10 min sadd Jolaall elijas aa il elal (he dueS Ll Gl
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CR? S > d”.l‘ S\.AL_.JUX‘ di.éj d}l;.qj\ C._Ja); ?:’ (9 .J)._x:)} ..\5)_4'3 cﬂ)’.’é 63 70°C
Balall (e g b 6 ciml Jlaal) 20 U8 sl (358 caal)ll Joid 5 200
alaaiuly Sletll Jolaall i cAploal) 53000 in Sl elally anall aaliy 522aal)
(Alnokkari, Ataie, and Alasaf .Lall Jals (5S eling 0.45Um Gy xdija

2013)

Standard Graph Line Sl g.'l.uS\ dail) 5.2

L) MSG Jslas (5 Lalin Lasan 10 Ml G dpana (3lp Alides 3 pnss
iad Lanh lgia JS N 0.08 M (aliayl) s Jolan (0 1.8 Ml Gilidy 1M
bl el HLEY) s asall Loy NaOH 0.1M dhalug 8 xie Jsladl) pH
Jsb die (<l daad) Jallas daboaial (ulii 3583 5 g o Jillad) 734
i) e . agytall Sl lae Lgaads Aaphlly Ojlie Jslae Jilie 256 NM 4 gall

MSG Sl (e Aggan 3815 Gluad (bl Sl

Results and Discussion didlal) g msliit) 3
Spectral Study dadadal) dyall 1.3
s e €1 S el 83)las MSG gy delil lo daphll ada
dage Job die alie (aliaicl 4ad a8 s)lly pH=8 xic [Pb(CsHENO4)2]%* (sske

rdelil (385 S Galia)ll 3)lsds MSG ciliis o delill Guassy 2560

o
Pb2+ P Ho’k/\‘j\cr N

O Y — [Pb(CsHaNOW
e gls Jan5 S0 8305 PUE Con oy I MSG gn abaasl 352 L5
.(L1 etal. 2009)
S alal) s Jslaay MSG dilladl (aleatiad] Cigala (1) U Giapns

. [PB(CsHsNO)2]?" JSiall siaally
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colad) Jilia 0.1M 5385 MSG (1) :dullaal (abaia¥) cigah :(1) JSal)

J<iall shaall (3) «slal) Jilia 0.01M S5 A Gabafd) @l (2)

Jslaal) Julia pH=8 sic MSG ¢w 0.1M iS5 [Ph(CsHsNO4) ]2

£ A4t

(200-250)nM Jlaall (ana AY) Galiaial (Siad (g2 MSG & (1) cial) i
(250- Jball fpaa dullly Amax = 213nm e ebaell Ll aia¥) (5Sig
S5 Lo e (3151 385 Amax = 284nm die eliall dralsia¥) o485 320)nm
Jslae Caida &) Jaadls LS (Cahyana, Andika, and Liandi 2020) aaal) 3
5555 (200-250)1M Jlaal ania (V) paliaial Siad (52 (2) paleal il
(330-360)nm Jlaall (peuca dxllly Amax = 219nm die abaall daliaiaY)
Lalaia) (g3ah o) (Sarg « Amax = 300nm e alaall daloaial) (35S
(Svoboda, Kubelova, and Slavitek . Al al—a)ll da]yall colyull 50,
e 0.1IM 3855 [Pb(CsHeNO4)2]2* U< iiall dhaall Cinda (3) cidall Wi <2013)
230-Jlaal) (yasn (alaial dad (s 3 oWl Jsbaall Jilie pH=8 xic MSG
A (5 o) oK .Amax = 256nm die gl adaall (alaicY) dady 290 Nm
oalaial 4 iy [MSG-Pb2*] (she yue (dkas) Sye J< i ) (alacia]
.256nm e alae
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[MSG-Pb?*] siaall J£45 e A ail) hagydl) Ladys 2.3

Study the Experimental Conditions Affecting the Formation of the
Complex [MSG-Pb?*]

Dla e éllyg [MSG — P2 staall Ui 8 8550l Lpanyatll Jag 5 &l Ca o
- paa Jslaall pH) Jie lag ydll (oany yuriy derall aliaial pat 4y
)y dagie dldicl 23 Mg ¢ (daloy¥) dvwi= Bhall daje-clilmy) dwlud— )l

.(Qu and Wu 2005) (OFAT) 5aY!) Jdalgall bty aalg Jale s

Effect of pH Solution Ll pH 86123

Jsk xic [MSG — Pb?*] diaall dual aial 8o osll pH ad uis 550 ()
Qllae 10 e canty (1-100m Lo pH 2 (e Jlae e &lldg 256nm s sal
Aiare dad die e JSPH bia & 5ag MSG (e 25MM - 5S35 )5Sl daaall
2y uag aeall Jaall (& Jolaall pH dasial 0.1IM @gi¥) s padiulg
e (2) JSAl Gasns cgoldll Jadll (A pH ad e Jsasll 0.IM asiasuall

t Jasgll pH dad iy [MSG — Pb?*] kel dpaliaial

°© o
[V, I -

2oueqlosqy
o O
w »

°o o
= N

o

0 2 4 6 8 10 12
pH
[MSG-Pb?'] sis dualaial b daushl pH ad 5l :(2) il
L) e Teay ol pH dad abiajl alay dalaiaV) dad o Ll G
o8l il V1 7-8 s pH 1) o e Jlaall die gl dad alael lig 4y casal)
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Siaal) Tag pH >1 a8 die adl Gl o (Kag 8 (e ST pH o die € (K
aied aly s pH ) ded g Us)) ae Jelitl) 35350 2ajs J<Aall [MSG-Ph?]
G o oS pH > 8 aib dic Al aiel) (ailin (K1 (pH =8 ded dic alaall
lebaliy) oo Liage gl s Talaws¥) b S ala)ll Do i e

.MSG o
Effect of Reagent Concentration a8 il .2.2.3

e sae jaanty @l shadll dawalaaial (& S Galaa)l 585 580 )
0-38 (i Canglyi palayll (e ddlida 3€)5359 0.1M MSG (e <l S5 (ggas
Belf a5 (pas 2Min Baal i)y 8 daidll aic la gl pH s 3aa MM
ity Sewall Lyaliaia¥) iy (3) UKD (ayang 256nM tie Siaall draliaicy)

ikl S

20UBglosqy
SO0 RpREpRR
'R TR XX )

o
N

o

0 10 20 30 40 50
C,mM
[MSG-Pb?"] s dualaia) A pabayl) Buba <5 ili (3) Jead
IS ooy Cun SN Galiayd) 35 2033k 23 Shaall dpaliaial of mill) i
S palayll syl 15 06$ Lavie (Ko L ST d il el (5S35 Shaal)
SIS0 vie il dpealaial] Tag @ A Galea)ll 53)Ld (e 14.4 MM

o alall o
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Effect of Time on Complex Formation Adaal) (&S ‘_g il i 3.2.3
Talaial Belj cad codic dualaia¥) 8elyiy Sl Ll JiaY) cpill dudyal
Sl Jag MSG Jslad P2 Caal&ll dalca) ddaad (pe cangli dia)l A Siaal)
s¢b§ L”\.\'\i L:'\.:\ ‘C A'/\b d( A:I‘.a uaémle M\ 5\:\_.4\_‘.4;34\ sdie (;jﬂe (..SM\
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[MSG-Pb?*] siaall dualaia) (b ulidl) (paj il :(4) Jeid)
&) e alSl AL ) ysh alae (555 256NM die deall A el aia¥) ol Badu
Siaall dpaliaial o Laadls LS ¢ aad (< < diaal) o e Ja e MSG
ol A alaieY laaey fas 5 6mMin sael S cilyas g0 Loy Ayl Jas
2l gl g ye pe (Sl Nhaal) GlSE ey ) (Blinl) 138 (Ghed g Cipila JSd
e dlS)) ABLa) (pe 2MiN (lss 2 Seall A alaiaV) (el Cigas Gy e
Lalatl) ey a ) el (mias Lol s dulag) s ekl o3

Addition Sequence Effect clblay) Julest il 423

dpalaial) dad 8 [MSG-PH?*] diaall Aa) slgall cililiayl Judes 5l ()3
e ilS5 0.01M WyS5 MSG (e JS ALy & 3sae Al ellig sadll
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PH=8 xic 0.IM 8355 asmigall 2oy )105 14.4MM 5385 S Gala )l
ool a5 2min saal U g bl el all blal (1)dsandl o Cags
256nm e &bl sieell dvaliaial)

Sirall ACERY agal) clblia) quii Juakess 1(1) Jgaal

LalaiaY| s ) Jeeleatl
1.100 Pb?* + PH+ MSG I
1.622 Pb%* + MSG +PH I
1.276 MSG + Pb?*+ PH i
1.474 MSG + PH + Pb?* \V}
0.630 PH + MSG + Pb?* \%
1.098 PH + Pb?*+ MSG VI

die Steall Lowalaial A 8 iyl Jodas i 58l (5) ISl xagyg
Lrabaiadl] Ao el cadael 11 Al G aadU 2min sadd Ul aeg 256nm
Jstaall pH Lo o5 MSG 4ilia) o HLas¥) sleg b Yol (sl png Jlas 52

0.1 M asaguall 2uSy 08 aladnul

il

LY Juluss

39UB0I0SqY
=
(7, ] N

(WY

s
tn

[MSG-Pb?] sira dialaial (b Jolial) s)ga dila) Juuless U8l 1 (5) Jsa
Effect of Temperature Bhall da e il 523

0-45°C Jlaall (yaia [MSG-PD?] sbadll il 8 )l dapy s 5l L)l
(:Lq; e\&;lu.:\.’ 10Min 8aal g aall dayall 2ie Jglaall 5))ad) AQJJL:\A.A a WITEN
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L el il Gl 2 eg dalall Bl sy 32l laaey dullaal) @l 5 ¢l
LS Galiayll i Jelae o paeaill Julae 256nM xic Sixall

1 -
0.9 -
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03 -
0.2 -
0.1 -
0 T T T T
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T,°C
[MSG-Pb?*] Sira dualuaial & sal) dajs il :(6) Jsad
e Aagine 4 (sSE daall Al aial o) (6) JSa 8 Al i) o Cags

20UBqIOSqY

(T. Hughbanks Jelill 4oy (ails ) @lld agar5 5°C (e J3l 5n cilay
Jadl) e (S e ST (5% Bl dapa g i) pe Fraliaial s 3 €2017)
Blall days g i) vie paililly el aial] fas & (25-30)°C shall day o
LAlal phall clayy e 2dad)l S8 sy ) Gl1d giady 30°C G
(Cahyana et al. 2020). L
[MSG-Pb?*] s (8 Bl ¥) duudi 1aa5 6.2.3

Stoichiometric Relationship
31l Sl pala)ll 3))sd 5 agmgeal) dolal ilabisle siae Jali)) daws Cuusy’
(0.5-1-1.5-2-2.5-3-3.5-4-4.2- .25 0.1 M 5355 MSG (e 835 agas
25 0.08 M 535 Y1 S Gablayll Jolaa o Lallive asang 4.5)ml
Slatislall JlaaY) aaall (¢S Euay (4.5-4-3.5-3-2.5-2-1.5-1-0.8-0.5)ml
il Jsladll pH dascag 25Ml drs dana Glsa M SmI pala)llg
& Crag¢256nM e Jalladl) dualiaia) Cued 5 0.1 M asidgeall 2S5 0
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eyl o AN 3 A1l lseal) Ll Falotial) iy AL Crans)
(Ntoi and Eschwege (1:1) Lls,¥) dows cuilks [MSG/ PbZ+MSG]  caslsll
{(7) JSA) b miase s LS 2017)

"
w

1.25

90UBqIOSqY
-
N

1.15
11
1.05
1

0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
[MSG / Pb2*+MSG]

kel il A Job Al Sbad) sl 1(7) JSad)
A =f [MSG / Pb2*+MSG]

Ayl d4dlaaa (e (3Ra1l 3.3

Validation of the Method
Faclsall gl aigall o gaiat 3hal Addaill dphll Ldlas sl o
(Stefanini- (Al —duels i) — a2l —_Laal) Jlaall — duhaall) s (ICH)
Oresic 2022)

Linearity dahil) 1.3.3

Lhal) A Casyd [MSG-Ph?'] shee il Bl dunail) Jagydll Ay any
5 Lleall IS5 5 a9 MM 2 [ie MSG S 535 256nm ie Seaal) doaliaial ¢y

clya
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) drala Egan dlaa

MSG-Pb srall duddall ailadll :(2) Jgal

MSG (Parameter) Jalaall
0.75-32.1 (MM) sl Sl

Y=0.0188x+0.0426 @bl Sl ) dlalas

0.0188 (MM) (S) astied) Je

0.0426 Foalaia¥) e e alalinl) Ak

0.9997 () By Jales

0.075 (LOD, mM) aisll aa

0.229

(LOQ ,mM) oSl apaall 2a

Recovery

Lelajiuy) 233

—d MSG Ll i V) o)l 68y daall 4 llanl & ayylall A m o 2 SE
e Liliaa TS g3 ns Lgia JS adaall Jllae 2Dy amat a5 A aliall i)
Laliaia¥) uld o5 ¢ adl) Jladll ea 3oSHll pses a8 Cimng MSG
Aol 8 A caliail) ar 8 (g a3 oS (e 256NM aie ALl J sl
e JSI (n=3) Clye EDLS il )y <52 MSG HS5 by ai adl)
) Al =5 (3) Jsnal) arans Jolae oS3 dp caliaiaV) lauigia 34,
daa 2155 Lae 95.14-102.2% daclaiwl) dal Caaglyy dn L) Jiagill o

Gl ) dan Nl g Ll

By shaal) A plally 2aaall MSG 2 Lusla i) il (3) Jgaad)

gl dacl) | RSD% | D 4 saadl 585 3aldl €
e ls il n=3 (mM) (MM) MSG
%
102.20 0.71 13.60 +0.003 13
97.30 1.22 18.19 +0.006 18
95.14 0.97 28.00+£0.006 29
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Precision aaal) 3.3.3

as—ll DL L8 HLas) PLa w8y taal)l A blanll & ayylall 483 a0 s o3
O asll LA A8 o a5 G o(Inter-day) oL s3al 483 (Intra-day)
sl pam o MSG déhise 3 S)i 4D ), So EDLS 2 a3 PLA
Gl pSa EDE 3paat PUA e al 3380 A8 i a5 apll i 8 )
A A A5 Pla @iy dadll Jladll e a i dibise 3 S)5 A0
Gloaal GVl an 8 9glam ol Eus A8l 2 aa &1L (4) Jeaall (e
Gl 0.89% daidl) agal) LA 3831 Gln 521 RSD% (go-iall (ol

8yshaall Aabdanl) Zayylall 283 35 1305 1.8% Aasll asall (o 281

5y shaal) dyshlly aaaall MSG A j)sil) il 1(4) Jgaal

Inter-day precision Intra-day precision Sl

n=3 n=3 i
RSD% | +SD | g sy | RSD% | #SD | gy ey | 339
(mM) (mM) e
MSG (e MSG (s MSG
(mM) (mM) (mM)

1.80 | 0.003 4.96 0.895 | 0.001 5.13 5
0.33 | 0.001 10.70 0.330 | 0.001 10.80 11
0.41 | 0.003 28.9 0.350 | 0.002 29.10 29

The Robustness

Rl Aie 433

Al Ay PLa 5 MSG asasl 5yg laal) 4 latl) &gyl 4 5lie o
2l Apcaloaial Aad b il oy 3 mea  Bpial) el kil s
Lays Al €5 (PHA0.2) dsgynall iy saiall Chia s \R% duela i o) 4w
5 (5) Jsaall (my—as (25622)NM iasall Js—dog (2743)°C 5))—all
Ll e la i Y1 a8y 53 all RSD% ard jadi Eua Ayl 43l av s
51 Glael 8 MSG 2ot & i€y 8)5 Taall & oldanll 4 5)yl) 450 )

rered S eladl) Jag pd s a2 ddhaal)
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B shaal) A phal) Ailia 1(5) Jgaad)

) drala Egan dlaa

RSD% +SD SBugia Recovery RS il
(mM) .
R% saaal) Variable
(mM)

99.23 0.528 7.8

0.62 0.004 99.23 100 0.532 8 PH
98.46 0.524 8.2
941 0.325 254 A

0.38 0.002 95.05 99.31 0.328 256 (nm)
94.75 0.327 258
98.1 0.291 24 T

0.56 0.002 98.10 98.9 0.293 27 ,°C
97.32 0.289 30

Method Application 14yl gt 5.3.3

G o0 Aaladl) Gsadl (e Cinad Al Clie 3 MSG aaadl syshaall Akl il
5S acsgie lion 25 (a9 e JSI ) K0 A a5 3B ¢ andll— as Y Iz Ll
MSG (0 52X b€ 35309 (6) Jgand) 8 daiagall i) (s Cum Ldie S 25mn0all
) 55l a9 (A1l gl (385 Lgs zsacaal) ClaaSl pe ST ag L3I Cilinal) b
i e it e Bl 23t Ll llas ) ol g L) Jeagill 5 3
5 (F-test) _Laa¥) ulay ¢llys (Marlina et al. 2018) (ulaill CadlS ga s2ixty MSG
Jsaadl mase 98 WS 2 (golaw Ly Cilayd 2305 (95%) A dygw e (t-test) LLosY)
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Bishall A2kl Aoty ¢l clie 3 MSG duaS a5 :(6) Jsaadl

Loz yall d2yyhallg
Agnm el )l 5 shaall ;L
n=3 n=3
56.8+0.0015 57.5+0.002 SD+MSG 4..8"® g“)ﬁw
(9/kg)
1.835 t-test™®
1.78 F-test™*(©)
34310.002 34260002 |SD+MSG du ”
(9/kg)
-0.316 t-test
2.33 F-test
(9/kg) zlaal
0.623 t-test
2.33 F-test
. (9/kg) el e iy o D MSG dueS Gilua 232
19 (golss 95% i digmsg 2 duys dn)d i Alganall F-test iedb
4.303 L*S_g\.«.u:i 95% 4% Z\zl_y.n‘g 2 2\:1); da ) die ZUJM\ t-test dad.c

@3kt il Usanall F s (ga il @il Clisal) maaad Lguonall F dad of pilial) gl
& MSG sl i hall il oy dagine 338 2 Y Jillis 95% A dugw vie 19
tad e isal ol Clinel) poend diguenall T dad o) il jelsd LS 358030 il
P dgine 3908 g Y Jlly 95% 48 disw vie 4.303 (gola Ally dlganal
yaa] Byshaall Aahll A5 daca oS5 135 A08Y Cliedl 3 MSG yasdl (il

A1) il & MSG
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P35 wung Al ARy am A llas By la g L 8y dY) i) 6 WLaa¥) )
$:ls (PPS) —baill —all (el il Lgie dbilas culld 33 e ()3l 13 g
caineS Sl pg s J e Aollat A alas J ST A s alas paad (o 3 ding
aoadl il i 3 o5 .(Galuszka et al. 2012)55¢a¥ls <ilsaY)
pead el Lalaill g9 ane auaat PLA (e 8ys-haall Anphall 250kl )y ad
G (7)) dsaad) o mdase s LS Caad) 13a (o Aaadi ) laledl
5aall 55 wmdl) Ay (87%) Aalldl il el siall &bl & s jall ]

-B)shaal) ddyyall
Bishall Lkl il (PPS) ) gubiall sl i 1(7) Jsaad
PPS
1 <10g oala )l il )<
4 <10ml sV e
1 <10g psdgeall 20Ky )08
0 0 UV-VIS Al
Spectrometry
5 >10ml cabla)
0 <0.1KWh UV-VIS Zalal)
Spectrometry X
400 yesd)
2 i
13 el g sanddl
Conclusion ladall 4

253l) Msall 3 MSG daws 2l awsiial) b Jlaall b Laida Zinyla oy3ha
i3Sy MSG gy deliall e diphll cuadie) us (AlS A3y A omy aial
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Glaiaall @l dia)l G (e ALl Sl oS0 5 Lae SN e o el
Aagplall gkt (Kay By b il ALl (i &Sl ae MSG Lkl (g Anslil
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