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(AOAC., 2016) jusit 620 dage Jsh ie ddiguall Ldbhaall Slea aladinly Lualaiay)

Esmail et al.— Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 13(2): 516-530 April 2026



S19 2026 Slassi 530-516 +(2)13 L3l snalt &y sl Lnal — 193y o Lo

il 620 Aasall Jsh vie Ageall Adlladl Slen plaiiul Afgcall dualaiel) b 5 dugall ABSY 385 il
On ol imie pladiuly Bgal) A 55 ) alaiaV) a8 it b als LS w2 a3 T plasid
(Madigan, et al., 2018) =4l Aalaal)

Y = 0.666019 * X + 0.10634 )

Nm 620 xic dralai) : X .g dry biomass/L Ggal) &) 1Y & Cam

:Addlially sl
ekl S Sl Jilhyly dupin) LSl Lussatlf ludl

¢ pedill DA s3saldl il (8 (X _reat) Zasosdl AUy (P_rear) (e ginally (S_rear) 805 o U8 55 (a8 5
s g am SL Sl e g 12,66 £0.071 eDlgiad LDl dua . Jibailly Ldde Jeanial) 311 a6 (1) dsaadl sy
aagig 3 52 Jeanl) ASlginall lSull e %83.1 gai Jia Ally JoiliY) e g 10.52 + 0.22 z ) 2l juedil) (4
eSO Gl Gl L ASlgad) GlCall 3aS e %521 s i s g 0.66  0.273 iy dugeall 4K
W5 ¢1.48 £ g 0.358 ol 38 2gns ety ASIgiaall Al el e Dagon) ALSTy JiliaY) o DU ASlgiadl) il K
Ay padill Pla gal e 2 bl spndi Koy 8 1305 ASlgtall LIS LSl Jane (30 %11.69 5o iy

-(Arshad et al.,2008) _xeaall PIs ghpa s Al (LS ng d))s ddl) 43U

@) ¢ el e Lilad) gl 8 %95.74 sa Algiaal) A< LSl sl ¢ psadall DA 83Kl @Dlgial iy
Gl dene (0 %62.72 g3 i lly «Jsiti) g 120.1 £ 0.04 Lie K g 191.48 + 1.291 Jobey Lo
Ol Laadls L ASlgiaall BSH LKl Jana (30 %725 5a5 i lly cdugaall AESN e g 13.89 + 0.04 5 dSlgiendl)

Sl LK) Jeae (e %30 s ASIgall cilySad) (e 8L

el YA gl ALl J Y1 B 0a IS a5 1(1) Jpead

*X_real g / l *P_real g / l *S_real g / l

1.5+0.000 0+ 0.000 200 £ 0.059 0
2.16 £0.273 10.52 +0.22 187.34 + 0.04 1
3.52 £0.231 25.41 +0.26 168.65 + 0.495 2
5.55 +0.105 45.13 £ 0.064 137.43 + 0.09 3

8.61+0.1 69.06 + 0.064 99.96 + 0.139 4
12.51 £ 0.071 95.68 + 0.08 52.90 + 0.439 5
14.57 £ 0.045 111.23 £ 0.021 22.21 +0.096 6
14.95 + 0.065 115.39 + 0.035 10.91 £ 0.667 7
15.2 £ 0.072 119.23 £ 0.02 9.52+1.33 8
15.35+0.04 120.01 + 0.055 8.72 £0.744 9
15.39 £ 0.04 120.1 £ 0.04 8.52+1.29 10
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dagal) ANSY Juiny J i) g Uil yeeddl) MA ASigiaal) il pSad) duaS Ajla 1(2) Jgaad)

A(P+X)-S g AX real g AP _real g AS real g T day
1.48 +0.358 0.66 +0.273 10.52 £0.22 12.66 +0.071 1
3.92 +0.608 2.02 +0.231 25.41 £0.26 31.35+0.499 2
13.39 +0.164 4.05 +0.105 45.13 +0.064 62.57 +0.108 3
23.87 £0.192 7.11+0.1 69.06 + 0.064 100.04 £ 0.151 4
40.41 £ 0.456 11.01 £0.071 95.68 + 0.08 147.1 +0.443 5
53.49 £ 0.123 13.07 £ 0.045 111.23+0.021 177.79 £ 0.113 6
60.25 £ 0.674 13.45 + 0.065 115.39 + 0.035 189.09 + 0.67 7
57.55 +1.333 13.7 £0.072 119.23 £0.02 190.48 £ 1.331 8
57.42 £ 0.749 13.85+0.04 120.01 £ 0.055 191.28 £ 0.746 9
57.49 £1.292 13.89 £ 0.04 120.1 £0.04 191.48 +£1.291 10

Al O Lygal) QY (g J il g LYy Sl OSgiad Augiall duill 1(3) Jsiad

A(P+X)-S % AX _real % AP _real %
11.69 5.21 83.10 6.33 1
12.50 6.44 81.05 15.675 2
21.40 6.47 72.13 31.285 3
23.86 7.11 69.03 50.02 4
27.47 7.48 65.04 73.551 5
30.09 7.35 62.56 88.895 6
31.86 7.11 61.02 94.545 7
30.21 7.19 62.59 95.24 8
30.02 7.24 62.74 95.64 9
30.02 7.25 62.72 95.74 10

(1) S mamgy (gl AESI) Spesl) SISy saty Sl iy 550 Dlgia O B 135 5 (o e e 3L
Rs_p = Ll Jalas ey Cumn cghy Ll 8o Joilis)) = iy 5550 oDl G A &1 oy b (AUl o3

Rs_x = 0.989 LLi¥1 Jalae aly ciushy Lind 230)k Ble g8 dugaal) ALY saig 50 Dlgia duwsills Ll 0.998

140.00

120.00 y = 0.5926x + 6.5056 ‘,'
= R?=0.9975 R
& 100.00 PR
S R
[y ’I
g 80.00 e = P
w -I
- A AX
4 60.00 ,,"
g s eee=. Ap linear
S 40.00 .
o X = 0.0781*S - 1.2463 — — AX linear

R? = 0.9888
20.00 "
— *"
— e — =t = — A
0.00
0.00 50.00 100.00 150.00 200.00 250.00
Sg/l

Spadl) il gaiy JgSlY) gz ily BRS gl G ABad) (1) JS&)

Esmail et al.— Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 13(2): 516-530 April 2026



21 2026 Slassi 530-516 +(2)13 L3l snalt &y sl Lnal — 193y o Lo

sigmoidal S (jinie JS& g Soall sail) 38h + pedil ddee (P& Gygual) A0Sy JolidY Ny 80Kl daaS 8 il Alal
oM el sl cstationary phase <Lall sk <log phase <ujleslll sall 55k dag phase sall sk (e
saill alae) S 1 Xonap (9/D) B G Bpadlls Galdl) paill Jaie miag @ (2) JSAN e sk S
el g ceadl ysh gy i A(day) icis - el Jaes ol 1 Q(g /L day) Sisis - SuN) 5S 2 Xo(g/1) S
caldaay) Al 8 alaall g X psaal

17.00

ana.r e R
14.00

y =3.003x-2.963

11.00 R?= 0.9809

8.00

BIOMASS (g/1)

5.00

2.00 S -

-1.00 1 A 2 3 a4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
TIME (day)
-4.00

el paldd) gail) Aadia 1(2) J<&d)

@b 4l il el sk (1) Grn pultienall Alilan o 3Ly 25 ¢ Q = 71.58° st ol i ) sl gl Cannd
sh Laaas T ¢ uedall A06Y) Cag ) Covny el ey S Aol 36 i Lo aind el ol of (o A = 1.49 day
3.9 g/l.day ius b Ladel saill Jaan (588 ¢ padill (o pualdl gl Blgs i 2L 82edll ailesll pail
(4) sl et e 5alel) ol 8 Ly sl paeiny LA sk jselag Ly (alediVly adlilly Jaed) aaey 1530
b Laadacl DG Jane (sS5 5G] @Dlgiad iy Cum et dalee iy B0 30 B A pe ol 1
gl ALSH FSSs pail Slge IS GaliaiYL 8N Dlgial aan 1ol 47.06 g /1. day suesl) e pualall asall dlgs
OS5 Lyt L 2 ) Jaee aiald (JoiliY) 2 ) Jonad Zoills Wl L st o ilall ol in (mldd1 s
2SO Gl Aaillsg . 5alal) asl) s Loy (Bl dnli) Jaee laany 1881 ppedtll (g Guelall gl 3 Lalac
e Jane ga Gl iy (33l Jane & LDl (I gy Lguad) AL gl 4800 5 Lay ASUginnal) 2l 53S0
bl Sl Dlgial Jane o) 82edll gai Jona 2y LalS adl Jinas 50S) Blgind Janas JsiliY) gl Janas 83l
ob LA L gy clled ASlgtadlly B BN e cpnr B Aas Alag paall Bang B Aigeall ARSI 55 o) & i)
Sass Gl 3 Mg (g /1) LAY S5 2 edgual) ABSY ol LalSs LAY bl 50 (e Tejn dllgian 0eal) DS

e Aall Dleal deadnedl) 5550 $Dlgial Jaea 31 13 (b
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coedl) (DA Aygal) Akl § 53lly ASiginall iliSad) duaS B i) :(4) Jgaad)
A(P+X)-SIAT g/l.day | AXIAT g/l.day = APIAT g/lday  ASIAT g/lday T day

1.48 0.66 10.52 12.66 1
2.44 1.36 14.89 18.69 2
9.47 2.03 19.72 31.22 3
10.48 3.06 23.93 37.47 4
16.54 3.90 26.62 47.06 5
13.08 2.06 15.55 30.69 6
6.76 0.38 4.16 11.30 7
2.70 0.25 3.84 1.39 8
0.13 0.15 0.78 0.80 9
0.07 0.04 0.09 0.20 10

el SIS Spuslly Joillyly Dgad) AU Sfpds gl Gl ol gisall] ol
A e Sy =200 g/l sPy=0g/lsXe=15g/l &y Gy bl Jeg Gl clbadl e 3l
130l Gboalil) Aolealls juedll dilany aafil) ae gl ALSY

ax X
%=X-.umax (1_ ) (2)

Xmax

- g/1 Bl AESH 5 alae ) S Ky BT 82ealls (aldl) alie) gaill Jaes 58 gy OF Cus
Lol el alaall Ul 208 Jaad (gppall clasyall ) g oY) iyhe el 0, = 0.674 A1 Lo aasily
Xinax = o033 e 5dlal) sl die 8 Lsaall AR 55 ef 2l Eum oS L 81 bl gl Jemaitial) bl gy

.15.39 g/I
:leudeking-piret z3sai cava 3000 dabialinll Aobeally jpedill dalee (Pla Jolid) # ) 8 BE Jicuy

dp_ dX ;
ar Yde B ®3)

nedil Cigyla (DAL (it il (sS Jle J5 Al o, BT G
el (ps$5 8 B # 0 Ay @ = 0 At il 1) Ll L gailly Jasipe geiiall (ps$5 Gl8 B = 0 Ay @ # 0 o il 1)
bl gailly Jasiye gital) (685 8 B # 0 dady @ # 0 dad il 1Y Ll L gailly Lasiye e

SV o ded Laf Casng LB = 0 gP/gX.day 5msl seiy il e Jolil) 7l ge i ) B dad i
3ah el Gl aladiuly 2@l 23 Clus ge @ = 8.998 gP/gX 8ymeall sy dasiyall JoliY) 2l (o e
Spaadl) st e il K adiny Joiliy) 2l &

o)l Luedeking-Piret z3ses o 300l dolalinll dabaally Sl eDlgin) Sy
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dS 1 dX 1 dp

——=——.—+—.—+mX 4
dt Yx dt Yp dt (4)
s s
Lagaye 1Vx 50 Dlgind (o Lgeall AN Lagaye 1V x ALIAY Ailpal Ladiiad) 55 Dlgial Jome : m Jiad Eus
N N

BRSO Dlgind e i) Joliy)
(5) Aaladll Ao Juanid (4) dalaalls (3) Aalaal) agas

dS_ 1+a dX+ [)’+ ¥ .
dt_Yg Ygldt Yp - ®)
S S S

1253349 Yg = 0.935 gX/gS seeiill Pla dygual) A L3g 50 <ilS Eum (5) Aolaall 3 Lol lpisall A o
LS e Ju @il m = 0.065 g S/g X Jaall dad s Liadl 3 Yg =0.702 gP/gS il Pl Jsilily)
Ales s b salll Ciidige o (5) dstad) gy - sall lie Jla (8 s Dognl A Al AS0al) L <)

il Ay QIS et gl (DAL ) € cpls Bl e

Alaal) ) b sal) chdiia ah 1(5) Jsaal
a&’ BaLall

(Jiménez-Islas et odiedl) juac

-0.044 | 5.3184 | 6.35 0.4669 i S. cerevisiae 1TD00196
al., 2014) )
imA _ RPWA T o
(J'mfl’”ezzo's'as € | 01047 | 25326 | 531 | 03704 | 7 S. cerevisiae ATCC 9763
al., 2014) el

(Livetal,2019) | 0013 | 2392 | 316 | 0125 | s cus. | S cerevisiaeand Candida

tropicalis
(S”rggg gt al, 0 0.733 | 12.80 | 0.095 A M Kluveromyces marxianus
) (A0 G0
& Eus (3) U2l MATLAB/SIMULINK &y alaaiuls (4) ¢(3) ¢(2) Gbaaliall eV aleall (385 8lSlaall 73508 2aca
(it ylay Ja)

Fixed-Step ode4 (Runge-Kutta) A1
Fixed-Step odel (Euler) 2

gl AUy Jliyly 53N cluld iy ol 8 Jeadl Lagl apant) o lall 2305 (6) ¢(5) «(4) JSEY) maass
cdall okl Tadg o siall 7 gaill iy ypedil) Pla Ligand) ABSH 585 3 Adaall sl (4) JS8N gy Cam
cdal syl Gy - ikall gz dgall miliy el (DA 5 3S5 8 Aiaad) lpaal) (5) KA g

ca) iyt g - el oz dgall iling yedil) DA Joil) 35 8 Adaal) @lpatl) (6) JSEN g
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—J i1 f
5
PRODACT
P
(o)

SUBSTRATE

S
oh

=

Aadall dlead Bgaieall Jabaial) 1(3) JSa)

Biomass (g/l)

T T T T

1 2 3 4 s 6 7 8 9 10

Time (day)

coeaddll DA Ligaal) ALY 5855 1(4) JS&

200

Substrate (g/l)
8 g

3

] ] ] ] ] '3
~+-S§_Runge-Kutta

~+—S_Euler

~%-S_Real

Time (day)

Al DA B 35 2(5) Jad)
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120 + ‘::__,__—t:-:.:’—.——‘— ...... T
: = :'—P_Runge-Kunn )

100 - ~+=P_Euler i

. ”

et - {=*-P _Real
= 80| » {
e > '
E 60 | /./
o
= e
= 40| /;.//
7~
20 -
S
o ‘ ‘
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Time (day)

onaddl) DA J AN 55 1(6) JS&

e g 16.64 Dlguls Runge-Kutta Gk S juedill (o aaly age e 4l 233 .(8) «(7) ¢(6) Jshanll e
Al ol L ASlgioal) bl aaS Jana (e %64.32 s Jia ally Jeil g 10.7 zll relld e g cbSull
ASlgea) ) LS B Cleeng ASlgieal) Kl 3 0 %715 sa3 i Wy g 119 sy Lisal
Jene (10 %28.54 sai Jiar sy g 4.75 oo 38 3gmg ity AS1gtesall LI e pa Asgenl) ALKy Joiliy) bl
Dnedil) (e pdlad) asall 8 Lial Jaadlg (ki) b eldaad ol dgils QM) llae ) 3ga 38) ASIgnall A0S il )
bl ASlgiall LSl Jana (10 %62.68 sa Jias Ally g /1 123.47 aldad el ) sl Jeiliay) 55 ¢ Ul
Lganl) AEY 35 G Laadly o b A ASlgindl) LSl Jase 0 %98.5 s g g /1 3.01 ) S0 585
SV 5SGY e g/l 13.72 Wlsie 53l (s g /1 15.22 alal) gl b Lgd A Aol 1) duail puadil) aniiy a5
It ) i LSl (e oalaall Adlll o i) el L ASH Alginal) LSl Jeas (0 %6.97 i SVl

Y 8 el 5eUS (uSay Las

Runge-Kutta d&sa dugsal) ALty J 531y 350 ¢ JSI 4 Lial) 5530 1(6) Jgaadl

X_ Pritacted g / l P_ Pritacted g / l S_Pritacted g / l
1.50 0.00 200.00 0
2.69 10.70 183.36 1
451 27.13 157.80 2
6.91 48.65 124.23 3
9.46 71.65 88.22 4
11.66 91.46 56.98 5
13.23 105.58 34.39 6
14.21 114.35 19.96 7
14.76 119.34 11.32 8
15.06 122.05 6.19 9
15.22 123.47 3.01 10
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.Runge-Kutta 4 a ¢ 3gaill digaal) ALl JuSiig J iy g ik ASigiosal) @l Sl 4uaS 455la :(7) Jgaad)

A(P+X)'S g AX_ pritacted g AP_ pritacted g AS_ pritacted g
4.75 1.19 10.70 16.64 1
12.06 3.01 27.13 42.20 2
21.71 541 48.65 75.77 3
32.17 7.96 71.65 111.78 4
41.40 10.16 91.46 143.02 5
48.30 11.73 105.58 165.61 6
52.98 12.71 114.35 180.04 7
56.07 13.26 119.34 188.68 8
58.20 13.56 122.05 193.81 9
59.80 13.72 123.47 196.99 10

.Runge-Kutta da e 7 isaill dygaal) ALY Ju<iy J 6l @ LYy 8l Olgiad digiall duadl) :(8) Jgaadl
A(P"'X)'S % AX_ Pritacted %0 AP_ Pritacted %0 AS_ pritacted %0

28.54 7.15 64.32 8.32 1
28.58 7.14 64.28 21.10 2
28.66 7.14 64.21 37.88 3
28.78 7.12 64.10 55.89 4
28.95 7.11 63.95 71.51 5
29.16 7.08 63.75 82.81 6
29.42 7.06 63.52 90.02 7
29.72 7.03 63.25 94.34 8
30.03 7.00 62.97 96.91 9
30.36 6.97 62.68 98.50 10

Al dilasy) il b sall Clua ::3 6(9) Jsaall e 2\.’\;\3 (Runge-Kutta z\if_)l::) g;m\:’)“ CJ}A.\H ‘_;1\.«4;}“ (’9323“ a3y
Glhal) Uadll Jausiag MSE Uadll pije Jacsging R? auaatl) Jalew 12N cligall ciliuSn guiil) 8z dgaill 383 il
.MAE

.Runge-Kutta diyhs X,P,S cilubd 3 (sllaal) Uadl) Jauging Uadl) ape Januging 2aail) Jalaa :(9) Jgaal)

S P X Runge-Kutta

0.991 0.996 0.987 R?
66.590 8.035 0.654 MSE
6.811 2.221 0.686 MAE

g 12,75 Dlgauls jedil) e 2y as 3 z3galll 505 (12)(11)(10) Jslasd) maags (Euler dashy Jall dually Ll
Dy Lygaad) ABSY 2539 ASlgianall b Sl aS dane (90 %64.34 525 i Alls «Jpili) g 8.21 z Y bySud) e
JslaY) 7 Dl ASlgiall il ) 2aS o Gl Sy +ASlgall il Kl 2uaS (g0 %7.15 oas s Ally g 0.91
Ll Sl Jene 0 %28.51 sa Jiay s g 3.64 ol ke 38 2gn ity (ASIgiaaal) AN LuaSl) e Daguall A1)
i g g /1 124.57 4l e el ) gl JiiY) 55 pling) soedill a ydlal) asidl (3 Liadd Jaaloy . dSIgisdl
it el ) daail pedl adiiy a5 dugeal ABSY 55 G Jaadl o 8 A0l lSull Jasa (0 %62.93 sas
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Jane (30 %6.99 sa3 Jia g SnN) S5 e g/1 13.84 Wylsie 53y ol g /1 15.34 Laad jalad) a5l b g
LSl e g 197.96 eDlgials Liy Euler dihs z3saill & Baadld 53l duilly Ll 200 ASlginal) b <ol

k) asdl

Euler &yl digall A<ty J siliyly 550 (a J8 4o Litall <530 1(10) Jgaad)
X_ Pritacted g / l

P_ pritacted g / l S_Pritacted g / l

1.50 0.00 200.00 0
241 8.21 187.25 1
3.78 20.53 168.08 2
5.70 37.82 141.16 3
8.12 59.58 107.23 4
10.70 82.83 70.85 5
12.90 102.58 39.69 6
14.31 115.23 19.34 7
14.98 121.34 8.99 8
15.25 123.73 4.32 9
15.34 124.57 2.04 10

(Euler dkyh g saill Aigaal) AUSY ity J giy) g ik ASlgiaal) ciliSud) AuaS &ijlka :(11) Jsaad

A(P"'X)'S g AX_ Pritacted g AP_ Pritacted g AS_ Pritacted g
3.64 0.91 8.21 12.75 1
9.11 2.28 20.53 31.92 2
16.81 4.20 37.82 58.84 3
26.57 6.62 59.58 92.77 4
37.12 9.20 82.83 129.15 5
46.33 11.40 102.58 160.31 6
52.63 12.81 115.23 180.66 7
56.19 13.48 121.34 191.01 8
58.19 13.75 123.73 195.68 9
59.54 13.84 124.57 197.96 10

(Euler &k zigaill dugal) A<l JiSa55 J 6ly) £ Gy B0 giad Listall Ludl) 1(12) Jgaadl
A(P+X)-S %

AX_ Pritacted %

AP_ Pritacted %

AS_ Pritacted %

28.51 7.15 64.34 6.38 1
28.54 7.15 64.32 15.96 2
28.57 7.14 64.28 29.42 3
28.64 7.14 64.23 46.38 4
28.74 7.13 64.13 64.58 5
28.90 7.11 63.99 80.16 6
29.13 7.09 63.78 90.33 7
29.42 7.06 63.52 95.51 8
29.74 7.03 63.23 97.84 9
30.08 6.99 62.93 98.98 10

Esmail et al.— Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SJAR 13(2): 516-530 April 2026




528 2026 i 530-516 +2)13 Lol cuoadd dyypaad) Ll — (g8 ]y i Lo

Lsand) A<y 33)]) e US Sl MAE, MSE, R? (s &3 Euler il als 3 (531 & el z 3gail anis Jaf 50
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Euler &yl X,P,S cluld b glhaal) Uadl) Jauigiag Uadl) aupe Jogiag paadl Jalaa :(13) Jgaal

S P X Euler
0.989 0.987 0.987 R®
75.207 40.972 0.629 MSE
6.085 5.085 0.512 MAE
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Abstract
In this study, filtered and purified grape juice was fermented at 25°C, after the juice
was inoculated with instant dry yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae ATCC® 2601™
and the fermentation process took 10 days, a sample was taken every 24 hours to
measure the total sugars concentration, biomass and ethanol concentration formed
during fermentation. The initial conditions were set as follows: initial sugars
concentration S_0=200 £ 0.059¢/I, initial alcohol concentration P_0=0g/I, initial
yeast concentration X_0=1.5¢/I, it was observed that 12.66 + 0.071g of sugars were
consumed after one day of fermentation to produce 10.52 + 0.22g of ethanol, which
represents 83.10% of the consumed sugars, and the biomass increased by 0.66 +
0.273g, which represents 5.21% of the consumed sugars. The consumption of the
substrate continues with the increase in the fermentation period, so that the total
consumed sugars reached about 95.74% on the tenth day of fermentation, i.e. at a
rate of 191.48 £ 1.291 g, and the maximum alcohol concentration on the tenth day
also reached 120.1 + 0.04g/l. As for the biomass, the maximum concentration of
biomass was X_max=15.39 £ 0.04g/l on the tenth day of fermentation, and the
growth rate of yeast cells was u_max=0.674/l. The process of biomass formation,
substrate consumption, and alcohol production were modeled according to three
special equations as a function of time, which were solved by Runge-Kutta and
Euler methods, where the results of the solution by Euler method outperformed the
results of the Runge-Kutta method in the measurements of biomass, substrate, and
ethanol due to the low value of the coefficient of Determination R"2, the mean
absolute error MAE, and the mean square error MSE, where the values reached:

R%Z = 0.987, MAEyx = 0.686, MSAy = 0.654

R% = 0.996, MAE, = 2.221, MSEp = 8.035

RZ =0.991, MAEs = 6.811, MSEs = 66.59

Keywords: Biomass, Substrate, Differential Equations, Runge-Kutta, Euler.
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