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:dariall

s hip e Jis S sa9 ((Myo-inositol-1,2,3,4,5,6-hexaphosphate) <l (mes e 20Aal) (gotas
1385 (Mg 2asssiaally (CatZasealllly cFet2amally ZN*2elisll Jie «lionll) ae donglpryd Jag pig oaragl Sleal
S i) Galeally slially cilisig ol ae dnlie 55 Jasiy LS, (Servi et al., 2008) lgwalisial (msins I 535
Wang and ) acagll Leulls Qi cdabiad) CBlay) cilibee 8 Lle 550 Laa ¢ caringl) Sleal) 8 Alate j2 iltins
GBI dnre A ASIgieal) Y a8 il Gaes 3S15 e (2013 ¢l Wbl duln Lis ¢(Guo, 2021
8 %0.21 by Ly cpadl) 185 32 8 %2.05 5 «%3.57 ol cum lildll Gaan (o el A5 (g5 g L)) (i
Gaens dlina (e s 38 5dlaall Aiplall phiials oal) Gl juiass G (2014 cadldall) aag a8y (oY) 5ual
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aep AN o e ARAA clal) dsag O Y ALYl 3Bl A)lke ilig Sal) (e pifine 3o e A (g
(Sadhetal., lealasial xie jhalie ) (535 38 Laa ¢ uedil) oU51 Lagai A00Sa) (e iy (3al) 2 Y eadl) Caha i dlac
iU Gaen Lyi$s Saccharomyces cerevisiae SLall sued axiiud Lo Lad ooy alasial Alla 8 L ¢(2018
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Saccharomyces cerevisiae jall 5y aaaias . (Verni et al., 2019) 503l daill (s 8 e lun Lo cluldl
(Hur et al., 2014; Minnaar et <lessy) e uad) LAl Saed w8 Cam Gl duaid )y Sigia Iady caaly sad o
sl Submerged Fermentation Lsesall jaedill Lgaal jaedill 8 5aasie 335k pladiul wiy e soles <al., 2017)
o Sl oo el 41 Y «(Sadh et al., 2018) Solid-State Fermentation (SSF) dbeall llall & jaessl)
Melini et al., ) ds¥) slgall 3515 Lol 2alSl (mliady his (6aY) Gyl e dboall Allall peds Gois )
Baliaall 3)aally ¢ Joudl) (gyinall (po Jligilly adll ANas b ALl 6-0 52al SSF Al yedill dilee ciiva Ay (2020
(Zhang i LS «(Célinoiu et al., 2019) il ol DS el A Jsid (s el o Jgaanll 235 c52uSO
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s Jlan Ll€a) Lgie Qw522 Gl (Zhao et al., 2017) jidg cAsseall jaaliall LLa N e Jyiygiy) ddls
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Al L) Y U8 e peiiall il sill

MY Gaea (e gsinal) o SSF uedill Lilae il 1(1) Jgaad)
3 yadial) eall) AT
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Oiglal) Raws mlidd) (2) Jsaall & el i lal) s GlblS by ailad an A dadial) LS plasiu) 4002
paladlly Cpaal) £55 aanns Liadns UisSa (iplall Sy Cun cAaliadll L) 6 5yedial) ANA alasial aie o)l
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Brediall AR Aot die %(29.1 ¢30.5 31.9 32.3) ) cuaiiily «%33.4 oy Lusi 2alal) die s (Lol
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/(P<0.05) (s5iun 2ic (sinn ()8 3539 (A 2l dganll 8 Ailiall Copn) i LS ¢ glunal) CabatV ik Lasgiall (o il jiad
Ayl Laagl ple gas o (Ul 3801 C¥uSall il 3 Badiall AR plasial il (3) Jsaad) b il ek
«(Miller, 2011) G Guaall 35350 5315 pos slall (alaaiial 53U Jaiyig ¢Byediall ANa) dilia) 2ic elall (aloilal
Fias (elall (e 43)g o 15-10 (S gl (aier dam) WAL has Lo aad ain i A e (sginall 38alld
Opaadl Heda () o)) Auhyall o8 (& (5 38 olall pa el (383 mad den (islel) A0l LSS Aoy Ganad) ekl (0
s Aot die ade 5o Loa Jil unall jslas (e 3Lyl Gl (Messia et al., 2016) 3 ligs cspedial) sl 35ass
vie Wl (4283 5.2 Y 4283 2.8 (e %20 Aty AR Ailca) e Loy Chacall jlabey Cundiy) G Spediall y zadl)
() paddl (Adalall 4385 3.9 ) el dual 2283 2.8 (e Cpaall ek () 2a)) 28 %20 Aoy Spedia AR aladiul
I Lae cBpadiia A3 %20 o Lginall uall 84382 6.98 ) wlall due 4 4582 8.58 (e (DY) sl
) s2a 3y Jaldl) e M) die Dl JB Al duidslall AN Gilaa) ) (6355 Spedial) Al dil)
e Lognall Aiall 83280 8.7 ) 3ol dual d880 12 (e A5LEN (amlessl BaaY (o3 (Messia et al., 2016) z
VI C2 ayall b alins) (3) Jsand) (e Jaadlg cBpadiia AMa5 %20 Ao Liginal) Lisall 8 4282 9.5 5 43S %20
Al xe C2 aje af mi b uls (Xhabiri et al., 2016) LaYs cspesiall At pladiad sie digine (S5 ol (3953
Loty calial) 2y i .59 0.45 ) e s 0.49 e crmidd) Gim (%20 ) doa A 0 dalide o
0.54 Al %20 dilaa] 4o die adi)ly sle o5 %15 Azl Lt Mie yia (g 0.51 () 5e Gisad 0.54 a padddl
2m3 25 L AT Cia (8 5t (3520 0.5 () e (is 0.48 (e il (oSl e Lay (8 Ciibaa (3 i . (g
o Al ) ells Jyahy (il pae aie paliss) C3 dad s Jaasl Cum A Al jall 8 oLiill ailad
(Hartikainen et al., 2014) sy <(Hadnadev et al., 2011) 8al 8 sagagell dllailly cliall o slal) paliaial
C4 aie paidil LeS . a Ll diney d5jlae il 8 oLl Gaa€ (aléds) Case cpnall dag3l i ) Adlasl) ddla) ol
el Adee &) (gl ¢8ymeall U ALY bl Wl dsal) A e cUalil) gy slgia) ) Gl adg ccillalall 3
Ligm o bt (A ol sadaal) dalaslly 4805l bl sdag AT ddlagl) (ailadlly Slaasl) Sl iy
Flanl Ao 5paall e aall o oLl duls (amleds) s oS (L et al., 2018) casll viscoelasticity 4ag 3l
shasd dais ¢l ol 8 oLl Gl (33a3 Jaee oalids) e (55 8 C55 C4 e a8 alial Laiy el
el e C5 aid (mlaasl Jasg ((Rosell et al., 2010) Gl sgass sliill il U8 (e 4bganay slall (alisia)
(Hartikainen et al., s «(Hadnadev et al., 2011) e misall Jadl algdy cpiaalls Jodal daliy claall Jal
Lginall il 8 Ll (%10 Gy Bpedia AlAs o A5 o (gint 1 il o meaaly (38 (gl Jasdly o1 2014)
¢Byadiall Adaaly il Glie o (RVA) Rapid Visco Analyzer jlgas saaall dag5lll and caalial s %20 e
alaa) Z Uy aedill (250 28 (Wang et al., 2021) croas cdilgill a3y (gpaaill dag )l juadill dd Cum
el ae ding yu Jaly ) Sl 4,000 dabial) 8 elal) edld Ll acsgll pH a8 seless ) Lgaiasl)
el AN Gl Laslal
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zlall 5 @ds clhlill N gugual) f..s ‘_,.3. ym\ Al dbla) il :(3) Jsaad

C4 sekiGa)  galalie
(N. m) (4) (3) Ol (%o)sal
3.52+0.012 1.77+0.012 2.15+0.012 0.47i0.01 .858+0.01° | 1.45+0.01° 53.7+0.3¢ KA 4;9;54
3.28+0.02° 1.72+0.02° 2.08+0.02° | 0.46+0.02 | 8.95+0.01° | 1.60+0.02¢ 54.1+0.2¢ %5
3.02+£0.03° 1.66+0.03° 2.0+0.03° 0.45+£0.03 | 9.17£0.01* | 1.75+0.02° 55.2+0.3° %10
2.95+0.01¢ 1.61+0.01¢ 1.9+0.02¢ 0.45+0.02 | 7.44+0.019 | 1.89+0.01° 56.4+0.1° %15
2.75+£0.02° 1.55+0.01° 1.82+0.01° | 0.44+0.02 | 6.98+0.01°¢ | 2.05+0.01?2 57.5+0.1° %20

+(P<0.05) (s5ina die (g5ina (b 3png (N anlsl) 2ganll b Aibdall CoaY) i () CabatVlk Lavgial) ce aill i
Sl Rl Gailadll Lawss (4) Jsaad) el iz Llal) ) Lodal) pailiasl 4 dradial] LIS pasin) il .3
Ay Byadial) ANAY ASlial das giial) 8l O dneal) Gaileadll el dal e dagine (3558 393y Langd i ¢l
ilisSa 3a3Y I sgass 3ol SNl ol b)) iy ol Sl sl et Dlee T Cun caalill s %20
Bt i padiall A aladial &) i cciaell ol Gl ol 5031 (oo Lae pedal) dulee Ao 3 3e Jelis
Clabpal) e el w3 1305 A3l 8 Byediall A alasiad ST Lalad S1a) ANAS gl ) dslaaYls Al ol
e Ugguall LSl amny ~lY <l I sedal) dilee dan duang pll GlSHall (e daaS 5ab51 ) cije Al Al

.(Rezaei et al., 2019) Luaaally Lohaall CLSHall Jia A3l

ARlida Gy Bpadia A cillald aladicd (e gl g lall il pwad) andill @il :(4) Jgaad)

plad) J sal) alsil) fuadl) paal daq) Gshall e Oy sl patleii

< Lalaal
4.740.12 4.840.12 4.6+0.12 4.840.1 4.5+0.12 4.7+0.12 4.8+0.28 alad)
4.4+0,2% 4.6+0.1° 4.4+0,2% 4.4+0.3 4.3+0,2% 4.2+0.2° 4.5+0.1% 5%
4.2+0.3° 4.4+0.2°¢ 4.2+0.13¢ 4.3+0.2 4.2+0.1% 4.0+0.3°¢ 4.1+0.2%¢ 10%
4.0+0.4°¢ 4.2+0.3% 4.0+0.4°¢ 4.2+0.3 4.1+0.3° 3.8+0.2¢d 3.840.4% 15%
3.84+0.1° 4.0+0.1¢ 3.8+0.2° 4,0+0.1 4.0+0.2° 3.5+0.14 3.5+0.1¢ 20%

-(P<0.05) (s5ine i (gina G 2gng SN 2nlll 3sanll b Adbidall oY1 jadig ¢ (glanall AVl lavigiall (o ail) yiad

OV pdy e edil) ol 8 daial) (aleal) s Cum ccinila (S Lagenll aiis (Katina et al., 2012) J i g
Cilialgas pedill dlee gyl Ll N BHLEY) Ge aY (olall pailiady ey blds (8 s Lee sl pH
Suxlsi N Ay of e (Zhao et al., 2017)J lag (Katina et al., 2007) olisid) lsd i leesis QA
peddl) ddee Casnn Al (& LA QAN DLSSIsY) e (ggiaall B33 (535 Lee cdiune ey dlalugy Wik
I8 0 plall Jod a5y ) bl ol sle g oy ¢ omedill Bl (8 g gad o Bpedll gl LUSY Gy g
P15 A s Byedie ARG (gead cilhald (e il Zlall AT gl

o Beaiall A aladial 36 (5) Jsaad) oy iz lall i) esdl) cuSil) 6 Gradial) DS plaiial il .4
o) 3 calally Bpediall Al o dyginall climll (g dagine B9 3sm9 Bag) Gua plall il Sheslh Sy
o il 3 3y S Bpmy oLl Galiial o gl i sednal AR e grimal Sl b Dbl du
Clisal 2yl Ao Candiy) LS ANA (e gginall ¢l go skl dus aba) By (53 (Sidhu et al., 1999)
Cdts S (Alal) s b)) ae Gg ol daws Cand)) LAideal) jualiall AAal e dam Bpedie S o daginl)
Hy 5pediall AR Lasid xie % (12,6 <1249 12.35 12.19) U cailyily %12.05 L)y s il die
L 33) ) (G5 Bradia pe o Bpedia CulS elgas G Y AR dilia) o Cus (sl e %(20 <15 <10 (5)
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Cus dagale gai o gl 83l ) Al ues g3z (Nordlund et al., 2013)J gy 3l & KU (g )
Gl s<s of Jaisall e (Moore et al., 2007) caesy ipediall e A lae %10 sl dows il
ssisa & 5l (Nasseri et al., 2011) Lids (WA 2ae s 82b) Sigos @ Bl il A dagaldl)
LI Zgonl) ALY 5205 ) (55 Lae 28Ul jane€ culyua onSI Aada0) Al lISH Aladia) e el 2ay (yiig pll
DA Aot vie caedy) ) AN GLIVI das 3 Taging ST 50U CulSy edatspll e Cums il ilS)e Ll
o 2l (gginall gl ) Aila) ASlaY) Las 8aL) ae AA GILIY) Bas 25 Cas oz lall 3 ) 8 Bedial)
Gligins 83b) ae 33l 3 oaal) (seima 52l (Heshe et al., 2016) La¥s cspediall Al e digiaall cialil)
S e (e ssinadl) il g Les coadall el 8 A ae o) sy S Gl ey cdiload) Ala)
cAaxdiad) Al daw 3ab) ae aall A abayl JaaY (W (Sidhu et al., 1999) sang Lo pe (i 138y caalil)
laylly daghajlly (il At gLl dais Bpediiall Al aladial vie Chas S e grimal) (alias) sl Jiliall

LA Ak dlaie) A e Sl A aliadly GaSay 138y ¢ aalls

(dW) glall sal el CuCall & Badiall AL dla) il :(5) Jgaad

27.85+0.2% 27.0+0.05 26.56+0.1° 25.9+0.1¢ 25.2+0.1° (%) 45k
1.15+0.01° 1.08+0.02° 1.01+0.01° 0.94+0.03¢ 0.85+0.02° (%)
12.6+0.1° 12.49+40.1%® 12.35+0.05" 12.19+0.1% 12.05+0.1¢ (%)
2.5+0.1° 1.94+0.062 1.43+0.122 1.08+0.02% 0.65+0.04° (%) il
1.13+0.01° 1.05+0.01° 0.96+0.01° 0.84+0.02¢ 0.75+0.03° (%) cr
54.77+0.1° 56.44+0.21¢ 57.69+0.1° 59.06+0.3 60.5+0.2? (%o)=)suh 528
1.67+0.03? 1.46+0.04° 1.28+0.02° 1.15+0.05¢ 0.91+0.04° *aglsl) oY gidl)
2.03+0.012 1.75+0.01° 1.53+0.01° 1.25+0.03¢ 0.94+0.02° b sy labidaa

A(£100/cbuysSud pmes (S MM) 52083 Baliaall )0all** (8 / LA (man £ 31<0 3a) st (gginall®

A(P<0.05) (s5iesa tic (s5ine (3 5mg ) anloll dganl) 8 AdbAN CnY) jadi c(lonall ClaVIE Lausiall o i) i

Aulyidl) CLSsal) S5 G BLY) o 33 g 52 salimal spaally sl gginll 1)) Bangd gl dgn e

(8208 3alizaal) 533l ol (sgimall & ddla) 5ol () (g5 Al jueds dilac &) ALyl s dak <

GAY Lglia pasall Jall S Joal) giaadl b leln) LY 53 (Seo et al., 2021) po gl o3 (sims

(Sharma and Gujral, crusg eaBlae Jelis dam jal) 8 dlgidll GlSall J<aal elldg cdilaay) cas 83l ae Al
Jipal e FRAP diph adies dus Al vie Liela)Y) il 50l (8 € ga o aalun 3D0e Jelin (6 2014)

(Seo et al., sy LS coungous ) slhael DA e Y e sl aasil Fe?* ) Fe**/ferricyanide sies
s 83U e Ay 38N clals e pasall 3all DPPH disjhy 5y0kally 52050 saliadll 5yl alay) 2021)
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Abstract

The research aimed to determine the effect of using different percentages of
fermented bran (5%, 10%, 15%, 20%) on some of the rheological properties of
flour, as well as the he physicochemical and sensory properties of Saj bread. This
research was conducted in a private bakery and the analyzes were conducted in
the grains laboratory and the research laboratory in the department of Food
Sciences at the Faculty of Agriculture - Tishreen University and in the grain
laboratory of the Grains Corporation in Latakia Governorate, during the years
2023-2024. The results showed a decrease in phytic acid in the bran as a result of
the fermentation process using Saccharomyces cerevisiae. The results of a study
of flour mixtures prepared by adding fermented bran in different proportions
showed a significant decrease in wet gluten (P<0.05) with increasing addition
rates. The Mixolab results also showed an increase in the rate of water absorption
and dough development time and a decrease in the rate of retrogradation with
increasing addition rates. In contrast, it was observed that the percentage of
moisture, ash, crude fiber, phenolic content, and antioxidant capacity increased
significantly with increasing addition rates. It was also noted that a dark color and
pleasant odor appeared in the bread at low addition rates. An addition rate of 15%
achieved sensory acceptance of the resulting saj bread when conducting statistical
analysis.

Keywords: fermented bran, Saj bread, Saccharomyces cerevisiae yeast, wheat

flour.
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