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e %30 i) daw vie clawllly LYl Lol sl e adll ciliag ety asad) e zal
GO ) sda uSan Ml ¢(%3.76-2.58-2.153) 1 usail) maill 38 el g
el 382 Jatid) Glee ol Ay e Samd ¢ punl (3839 aill 33 8 aaSl SRl b gyiadd)
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dagally 5L Cagand) anly callall b Tows SSYI Gigond) Jgemma 98 aill of LS ¢(Dewettinck et al., 2008) sAY)
paxienall el dine 3 dalhaally dag3ll) daals o Jggual) 5o Ciigonl) 138 05S (islel) (g dpn e Ll
doad) 38l (ggan auiil el & el e Aualdl) Glalil) e waal) nens 89 (Hager et al., 2012) il delia
i) (383 e ern Jatiad 4 o (53 el Bl ahasia) il Base Jgen il By el 8 JaS Ul Jigially
Olaoye et al., ) 3siwall maills dasipall daSal) Qs Jlly 3al) auieas 6 Lgalainly saill dubna (AT Jaalans
Gl (535 Las Gpead) ie BaldY) Liine) alea) (mns ) il el (38 iy ol elly ) 43l (2006
& Sl pUaill ape il ies HLAS el Cije N ((Dhingra and Jood, 2001 ) 4503l cilatiall (ailiad g saga
G o Aaw)) Aesdiiall el Clatie of Cus ((Aludatt et al., 2012) cilisg ull padi e Sl A Ghlial)
bl Slsid) (PIA a2 2Ll madll 383 ae lagien of sajier puedll 383 patiy Gl delia b aadis
408 LS dalsall o 220 ) ) Gilaie aladiad aa g cdipaad)l Sl J8 (e e dl) Ciladie aladiuly alaa¥l s
glucan D-B—(4-1) ,(3-1)kakss (IS5t 35n5 e 2S5 Eum B-glucan olsdll AL Gl ZELaYL E el
plakall delica 8 aga B-glucan asas o JUlly i) (sal Uy id oS (ggina (abig ol sSsla sl of oar (53l
il e G eedl) 5 alainad o) ((Jaby et al., 2005)%9-2 o el & B-glucan (ssise zgliug ¢ edd) (s
of Celal il o3 IS (Sabeha, 2010; Makarim et al., 2012)lies Ghall & Gluhall (e waadl gsuage OIS
slad) puen 3 Sluball eyl dlia IS Ll Jsite e o9 50 Lie i %15 Ga ST anety el 385 e
Azizand ) 3al) asess & Ol pealll (383 ALYl el (383 (e %20 e ST AL (s oot (et pglil ollad
Ll Jlo olun€ GLIYL all uedll G el e (Izydorezyk et al., 2008)@iss WS «(Mohammed, 2013
dgine PA e 80 donaa 53l 4l 58l delia b aadiedll el 383 juedll 383 (e %20 dila) o 2y ¢Ab)3a)
delia & pedll (385 aladin) Jos ciludyy o8 33 (Gupta et al., 2011) L0 ¢ olgall ALGN 33130 G e U
AT Ly Gy cille Bags 5 Cugon gl mall 383 ga Jurdl) 383 e %20 Akl o) ) 4ial Sy cugSul
~10) At Caally el 38 el 38 Jlaiied 3 o (Koushika et al., 2013) e a8 saigl bl 5a e
D) (385 e Balie LaeS alasiiad (f g gl Al saga palliads Cpmall Ll ailiad) e (%40-30-20
Skl aaall daglie sabyy Db paliasly Calesinldl) 8 bl Galiaial 38363 ol %40-0 (e zli dawy

il iV

:danl) Caag iy ya

AiaY) aleal Dy eadl) day Cam go2aty (gabeal) Lty taganl) e (931 gl aa eadl) (3 Lalal laga lases 3300
el AV Qgall dralae e Asite ey A< 5 Ll dsay meadll G Hall Jlaia) ol Gy dpulld]
i) il g PIA e dalil bl 8 ZA (adng i all elal sy rall) cilaial LA Bagall s o
Cliaall adll (3ol dunglsn s bl ailaddl duhy ) Canll Chap 38 Gaw Le o Ly il didae iy lisly

el 38 (e Ailiia IS5 )
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r&add) (§ohg 3
Al algal)
OsSaw illg) %85 — %72 zhain) Jwds 3)siall (gyhall madll o ol dal e duhall & cadiel) codlaled/
LA Gy g 30 580 oy (5asa)l Mo g ) (383 %72 glaiul dais (S ead G 5V s e Ll
oy (s gady) sl digem 5l o g0 Al ddee any el Cgin ada o5 3 gy JSE liae) s
Jal) dee a8 ¢t s ) (Wabeiidy caall ol ol e gde A e daxs ) Adenal iy dinkas
el Gy pa Susailly g3l madll 30 Cilans aas dagi o Behadll 03 e Caagll Oy ansall il
oseda (MM 280 ki Jaie e Jsaiall) el Gy 50l madll G (g2 (g Jlafidly Bls 5 (adall dilee o) 2y
DLl el day asgall madll 3 s il sha] @ alie IS5y ¢(%30-25-20-15-10) a5 i)
o Slall Lt Ldee ol (pailaie S0 LAY dulee (g0 el 2 ARl JIana) st Gadly (UM 350 Jiie (s
AT s (6 187) Bba daon o iuall B Ledaing GabSY) g Calil (ol e LS
el s
r a8l Llaast) st
Gl ol s dele 1.5 52 024105 S day lo el G (b dushall <oy thiga )l giall Aual)
(AACC, 2000) Ity 44-A15 das,hall o)
dayhall s 08-01 43, (180-150) 324l 2°525-550 8)ha dapy e Brajall A 2Ll 3 alo )l Agial) Al
(AACC, 2000) désasall
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(AACC, 2000) J labg 30-25 culuSsu Slga aladinds <oy rcilagll Ligiall duaill  ®

(AACC, 2000) Uiy 32-45 i ylall o) iV 50 Sles aladials ¢yl alal) GLIBT Lgial) dutl] =
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Uiy 38-A12 (3, AACC uun (cuisldll 1) aie iy (ilally udajll) cpislal) GaaS a1 i glall e gig Bae
Perten Glutomatic 2200 with ) gislll duwe Jlea alasiuls elliy (AACC, 2000) ddsasall disyall
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ol $hall a8 3l (Konica Minolta CM-3500d, Japan) oslll sl Sles alasiuls opall) jlasl) &5 :opell)
A ylall G b HES Jaall i (D) 4 Alal) dall 5 cpm 3 sl Ul iy (L) A of Cum L* 2% b

-(See et al., 2007) 4igasal)
: aall Laslsnsl) Jlladl) L

~15-10 Lyl audl aaly 5 Ke ehal &) (AACC, 2000)d Gy 54-21 23y AACC :diléginldl sl
(%30-25

Gl (@l Glal) + cillawgied il ey o) Ko E0 CHLEY) g Cul i Alasyl dolatl) o
(P<0.05) 4& (s5ine o lansiall (p Liginad Go,all 2aatl Fisher jlaal o 5 ANOVA (plal) (Jias
Minitab19 Alas¥) malipdl aladiul;

tAGBlial)g geiliit)
- pdilly geadl s BINSS (i ply Lol duslssl) duiluass) ailaasl) —1

~10) %owy peaall Jusally 553l meadl) 3l (g slly ala)lly dushal) a9 Ll ailiadd) (s (1) Jand) Cpw
w38 e (%30-25-20-15

ghasud) sl gadl) (382 Cilimal) el (583 dousi 821 e (ggine ISy Gaba® ashayll L (o (1) Jyand) il oy
G e %30 L) s 212(%9.78) ) uwdll 38 G %0 Ailial dsasi vie (%11.91) (e crminil Ean (%72
30 Lagas gadar sl 56 0y pu e 4l Ciliaall peddl) (383 Fansi 52l i Tagalal) midiall Lgha)l) (ggina (s ¢ uaddl
«(EL Yamlahi et al., 2013) dulall slsall (ggina a1l Load (Slg cpntall paal Lah ol Ton daga dabeal) sdag Cadass
S (D %0) 2aLall Dl (%14.28) (e dugha )l das (alins) Gu 535 (Aslam et al., 2023) g it oda (i
(%85 zhainl) sl maill (383 e s dic dushll (gine (il WS uadl) 382 e %10 dila) vie (%14.03)
sic (% 9.08-9.87-10.52-10.69-11.24) cilawss (P<0.05) 48 (g5iunn tic Lilian] dage dusine 3oy el (3
ool (383 5l el 38 me B i slajll (ggima 2y 3 A ) ALYl (% 30-25-20-15-10) dilay) ca
Giig « ) (383 (30 %30 @ acall madll (383 die 3 (%1.070) I 1 alall die 3 (%0.436) (3o cadly G
el (383 e i vie Lilian) age (gsine U< dloyl) Aucs ) 38 ailie (Sdug <(Yagoop et al., 2017) ae miluill o3
Aot g 83 Syl Aaesi g LBl s 3525 ¢(%2.153) N 2 wlall die 8 (%0.943) (e ity pedll (3 sl

EL) o a8 alo)l) Zod glin)) e caly jondd) (3 il GAl dga ey cdga e ssaill aall 3y & Alal)
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ol Fas L)) Caaes L 13 ddlad) alal) (bl e (%2.06) el 385 8 sle )l (s53na of (Yamlahi et al., 2013
Gsime 8315 O (55 Tl S0l Canlll L) Jeasi ) ol o oSl o3 (35 ciliaall Ll (38 Asesd 5015 ae
Laeal Zacatly Ll 20 L) A3 (%0.61)2 &3jlke el 383 (30 %501 (%1.34) N s (38 %51 (%0.68) (e sla)
~12.48) &) aidl) sy el G Bagal) Mo madll 383 pe i vie Lilias) aga (gyien allS) af 38 (45
e ) o2 g (Mgl e (%30-25-20-15-10) sedll 38y dilaa) el (10.90-11.24-11.45-11.60

s sail) il 3dy ) el (38 ddlal vie (gl (gsina BTN «* <(Abou-Raya et al., 2014)

sl guadl) (383 AT (0l 3ol dughal) Alaa) (alliadl) 1(1) Jsaad

(%) cxiad) (%) 2k (%) skl

12.99+0.46° 0.436+0.14" 11.91%0.76° (%72 gaiul) 1L
12.48+0.06° 0.520+0.015" 11.13+0.45° %10 =
11.60+0.08° 0.746+0.05° 10.81+0.46" %15 3 3
11.45+0.13% 0.856+0.080" 10.29+0.38 %20 g }‘
11.24+0.22% 0.91620.06° 10.07+0.14% %25 ¥ Ej
10.90+0.41° 1.070+0.03"™ 9.78+0.38" %30

12.3040.23" 0.943+0.25% 11.18+0.20% (%85 zhiiul) 23aLa
10.80+0.03" 1.016+0.98" 11.24+0.13% %10 -
10.76+0.01" 1.093+0.06" 10.69+0.64" %15 ! 3
10.74+0.01" 1.140+0.10° 10.52+0.83" %20 g :5
10.74+0.00° 1.173+0.04° 9.87+0.53% %25 4 :ij
10.71+0.01° 2.153+0.04° 9.08+0.70" %30

P<0.05 & (s5ise e Ligine (o 35n5 e e aalsll dpenl) b dgilinal) CiaY) U

s pedlly peadl) guds LiNAS (Cild¥)y clandl)) duilasl) atflasl 2

sasall Mo eall 3830 el (385 (po diliaall Zausill 525 e paall Ausiall Zpusill 3 Augina 5305 (2) Jsaadl (e aadls
-10) Jlaiay) el Jgll e (%1.01-0.85-0.77-0.74-0.68) N 1aalill due & (%0.63) o condyl Eus
sasall o el (380 Giliaall juedll (383 doasi 5315 ge 0l dsasi 5315 & asedl 3gm 385 ¢(%30-25-20-15
Pha g @y Lal) cin B 5B Ol of G puedl) (383 A5)lae (%72) el 382 (DY) A (liasY
&l ae Al o328 iy ((Henrry and Kettewell, 1996) ~aall 38y & saal) daws J& il peadl) (ad dolee
dous e (%1.12) Y (et %0) aalall dne 3 (%1.03) (e Opaall dusi g i)l BnY G (Aslam et al., 2023)
Lgiall o 5l (%85) fugall maill 384yl (383 dilia) ool (931 dga ey ¢ el (383 (s (%7.5) il
lall s lae il il pumdll (383 (e %30 dilia) e (%2.58) S 2a8Lall e b (%1.20) e i) Cun
&) el 3Ad aalal) due 3 (%1.20) (e gsaall daws g lin)) BaY Gus (Yaqoob et al., 2017) ) Jeass A
SV (2) Jsaall il i LS L (%25-20-15-10-5) dilay) el gl e (%3.20-2.83-2.76-1.93-0.80)
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& (%0.21) (o i) Cus Bagall Mo il 380 Ciliaal) paedll 3 daw 8305 ae Al GLIY) (grina 50l
el LS (Salem, 2005) daiii g daill 038 35 ¢ yeedl) (383 (e %30 dilin) Ao vie (%1.00) ) 1aalall die
—2.63) I 2:0La (%1.66) e SLIY) L Canisy) Cun duginall o il cusaill madll 380 el (38 dila)
Z DAY A 53031 L) s L)) A cedl 35as ARl Jlain¥) sl Jsil e (%3.76-3.06-2.69-2.47

Sally aladl Gl A 52L51 a5 Al

g el (3:8s JiNAT (LY ) AdLasl) (atladl) :(2) Jsaall

(%) ol Ll

(%) <Ly

0.21+0.09' 0.63+0.06" (%72 glaiul) 1L
0.59+0.04°f 0.68+0.04 %10 5
0.71£0.05° 0.74+0.03 %15 i3 'i
0.790.06° 0.7740.03" %20 3 29

' * o
0.91+0.16° 0.85+0.05" %25 ¥ g =
1.00+0.18° 1.01+0.12° %30 1
1.66+0.07 1.20£0.05° (%85 gliiul) 22L%
2.36+0.03° 1.24+0.06° %10 -
2.47+0.14° 1.1840.02° %15 i3 i
2.69+0.03" 1.31+0.05° %20 3 2

' E
3.06+0.41° 1.76+0.03° %25 35 =
3.76+0.66° 2.58+0.29° %30

P<0.05 42 (s5iua Ao dugina B8 3529 i Ao aalsll dganl) B dgaladall cipal) Jui
el Gy ae sall adl) 58 (Cuplil] Jalty cilally cilssl (i) inslyiSil ailail) -3
G pedall Jgaill madll (3835 8a5al) o madl) Gial oglall dilag el (iglally Gyl G8slall dacs et
(3) Jsandl & miluil) mpe 23 Mg ¢(%30-25-20-15-10) el (335 Ashall (3 aodiicadl) yua i)
G i) L By ae byl (piglad) daws 8 (ginn (aleA uedll B8y Bagall e madll G Jlagiu) ol
—20-15-10) iy Aol madll 383 Sl (%24.30 ¢26.10 <26.80 ¢26.85 ¢28.05) ko)) opislall davas culs
(EL-Taib et al., 2018) xs zaluill oda (i ¢(%35.55) 1aalill dums Lijae Jisill Je il 382 e (%30-25
—10) il jundll 38y ddlia] 20(%16.5-19.8-23.4-28.4-29.0) (10 byl Gighall dai (aleds) Jaal (gAllg
Layhag 8N 51l 2gmy Ly bl Cnlil) e D) s ie bl (glal) s 8 DAY o ¢(%30-25-20-15
4all il Jaae Cus (Dhingra and Jood, 2004) Leall duay Al gibil) ae djliie gl il oSl Aaiial) dallal)
—15-20%) Jlaiw) il (%23.0-24.76-26.45-28.48) juril) (383 acaall padl) 385 Glisal ulajl) cpsiglal) aail
i i (ggine (Rl (o el 383 ac ol cusdll madll GAN il (sl s of Lad Jasl LS ((5-10
Oslall ad Jmad o ol s 8 ¢(%024.80) 2aLalL 435as (%18.60-21.05) Jgll e cialig (%15-10) Jlagw)
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sasall Jaiall oY ol Al il Bl b AR das g iY@l 6 Cundl dpas Jaial) G Sl vie (il
o8 O (3) Jsandl (B slsll lilal) cypglal LS eouishill doue Slen (o 4 G A s o M) QS Jiud
vie (%11.83) (e cumins) Gun Jaia¥) duas 52b) e digine oot (aidd sagall o madll G8a Glall gl
LS ¢(Dhingra and Jood, 2004) as gl s3a 3dsg %30 ddla) das vic (%8.11) N (Lend %0) ddla) duws
el (g asall Mo radl) gl Aadlil) Jlanal) o vie digine (g3 2gng (Culolall Q) Coishel) ducgs (s el
Sl @iy (%89.77) 8Ll disey 435as (%61.66) I (%89.11) (e potl) Coabdi) 38 ¢ jualll 383 acaall gl
(Inas, 2020) dugglal) A<ual) aobads o Jant lly LYY dows gLy elld 3 Cudl dgaag Bagal) o mad) (38
) by po sl el G (Ouis) el iladly el (uisll) aglgiStl galladd) +(3) Jaal
() o) Oaglid)

(%) Gilal) iglat)

89.77+2.43° 11.83+0.95° 35.55+2.90° (%72 gliiu) 1aals
89.11+0.38" 9.44+0.02° 28.05+0.35° %10 =
80.19+2.21% 8.95+0.49" 26.85+1.48" %15 b3 'i
74.4242.11" 8.940.26" 26.800.84" %20 g 2 2
65.28+1.77" 8.26+0.23" 26.10+1.13% %25 4 _1 )
61.66+3.60° 8.11+0.07 24.30+0.56° %30
76.27+1.93 8.47+0.42" 24.80+1.56° (%85 glaiul) 208L%
58.43+0.14° 7.07+0.32% 21.05+0.77¢ %10 5
44.74+3.48° 6.19+0,51° 18.60+1.56° %is | 3 % i
ND ND ND %20 g 2 E
ND ND ND %25 g 2
ND ND ND %30

ND= not determined  P<0.05 4& (g5iua (o Ligina (3938 35n9 oo o 2algl ganll 8 dglinad)l GapaY) Ju

Ol chpdfa o padlly madll by bli Lilee il —4

(%72 z)aa) sasad) Mo madl) 3830 ()50 —aal) b* (sl = jeal) 8% ¢(agal —piad) L* (olll il jage
(4) Jsaall 8 el 38y acadll (%85 zlaiul) Lusall madll (38

Ol A sl e WS L* e coniy) LS (ol podacdl danyo e yang (63 L ydigall dad of 8ymaall il il iy
Dol (38 Lasi 83L) pe Lillian) age (gpine IS Hagall 13a dad (ualiil (@) ol ) Jle cumiil WSy ()
S Talal Ll (90.19) e okl day cumidl Gua (%72) el e el 38 Ciliad)
Joaal) e e o WS ¢ gl e (%30-25-20-15-10) Jlaiw) il (87.80¢88.12.88.28:88.65:89.04)
Cilasg Bliadl Gacall 5015 ae (goine IS8 L* el dad (el (o jpedll 38y (%85) sl 38N aexs o
Oo ol il ALRY) s pe lads A aidl) aes o Tl LS ¢(84.63) by %30 dilin) daws die Lol dad 3

@l Sally el 38 Ol Aals ) g pemall 5 a0 dagidl a3 of (S o(86.87) by 208l die ded
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«(Ramy et al., 2002) ledl Jeags Al daiull po gilull oda (3imy ugailly sagall Mo 3dall polas dajn (aliasy
g TS Lgl s el (38 acaal) (usailly 52gal) M) (ool madl) 3o of zlasad ) oSlel 35S0l cliball el
O Al @% Osll) jdise dadi Ll ((Bhatty,1993) sedl) (38 d8lia) Lo o calin) il 13 (Kly 3830 Glaal (s
dage Dusine (358 235 o3 (4) Jsaall e Jangd 38 ¢ ealf) ) sl oad e ey @% J dussll i) <l LS 4
((%25-20-15-10) Jlaiu) causi die el 383 peaall 5352l o madll 82 Slues 1aalal) due o Lilas)
Lo pe ARall 3% ) Aoy (grine Sl Sasall o el (383 et (383 0 %30 Ay st Clas G B
s (Yagoop et al., 2017) el duasi A il ae i) o3a (3é05 ¢(0.66) culiy dilay) s ALy 13aLal)
G (e %25 i) oo 2ie (86.10) ) 1aLall (86.53) (1o i) Cus L* Oolll Hdige dad 8 (aless) LY
@l ops G (%25-0) dilia) s vie (1.57-1.32) aidl) daws Cam % (olll jdi5e dad b 8ol ang LS ¢ il
(0.98) 2:mlall due & il G Hdgall 138 Ao (A Dugine 820) ) (%85) gl madll 382 jueidll (3 dilia)
e Ju il b* ed Wl ¢l 383 (e %30 dilaal vie dad el sy Jaiu) s tie aga (gyine gl Jaad
(V) 83sal e madll 383 il Lols Lilian] dage Lisina (3958 2gmg i Jsaall Gl (e JaaDld ¢ jaal) (ol
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Abstract

The aim of the research was to study the effect of replacing high quality wheat flour
with zero (extraction =72%) and ration wheat flour (extraction=85%) with different
proportions of barley flour (10-15-20-25-30%) to choose the best refinement ratios
barley, this study was conducted in laboratories of (Faculty of Agricultural
Engineering and Biotechnology - Homs University, Central Grain Laboratory -
Damascus, the Grand Homs Mill. The results showed a highly significant effect of
adding barley flour in the properties of wheat flour (Zero and Tamwini). Wet,
protein, wet gluten, and dry gluten of both flours decreased with the increase in
barley flour addition, while wet and dry gluten values of Tamwini flour are not
determined at replacement ratios (20-25-30) % and for wheat flour to the barley
sub-re-ingestion due to the blocking of gluten washing machine, while the
percentage of ash, lipids and crude fiber increased with the increase in the
percentage of barley flour addition, the following values were recorded(1.070-1.01-
1) % respectively at the addition of 30% of barley flour for high quality wheat flour,
while the results were (2.153-2.58-3.76)% for tamwini flour at the addition ratio of
30% of barley flour. Thus, these results reflect the significant difference in the
chemical composition of wheat flour. In addition, replacing wheat flour with barley
flour led to significant changes in Farinograph indicators of wheat flour (zero and
tamwini). Water absorption and dough development time (second), and the degree
of dough weakness (Brabender) increased for both types of wheat flour after barley
flour was added and the replacement rate increased due to the percentage of fiber
in barley flour, and decreased the valorimeter value.

Keywords: chemical properties- rheological properties of dough- wheat flour-

barley flour- Farinograph.
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