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Improving the nutritional value of Syrian barley by
using fermentation

0 ABSTRACT O

A laboratory study was carried out, Some of physical Specifications and
chemical composition of Arabi Aswad barley of the 2019-2020 season
from the third agricultural stability region homs governorate rain-fed
agriculture were analyzed, and compared with (NCR) tables and study the
effect of barley fermentation by using Bacillus subtilis, Saccharomyces
cervisia on some of the physical specifications and chemical composition
of barley fermented. The experiment parameters were distributed to four
groups by three replicates, each group includes 9 samples. The groups
differed among themselves in the duration of fermentation. Group A was
a negative control without fermentation, Group B The barley was
moistened with water in a ratio of 1: 1 and then probiotics were added:
500 mg / kg of Bacillus subtilis and 500 mg / kg of Saccharomyces
cervisia, Barley was placed in plastic containers with the creation of
suitable conditions for the growth of probiotics and fermented for 24
hours, group C was added the same dose and the same method was used
and fermented for 48 hours, group D probiotics were added at the same
dose without fermentation. The results showed a clear improvement in the
Physical specifications when fermenting for 48 hours, as the value of
(viscosity, bacterial count of Clostridium, pH) decreased significantly (P
<0.05) compared to group A, B, and D. The results also showed a
decrease in the viscosity value of Syrian barley compared to international
values. The results of the analysis of Syrian barley showed an increase in
(crude protein, crude fat, ash and metabolic energy), with a decrease in
the nitrogen free extract, starch and free sugar compared to the approved
analysis tables. Results showed a significant increase in crude protein and
crude fat in group (B, C), high significant decrease (P> 0.01) for both
crude fibers and nitrogen-free extract, arithmetic decrease in starch for
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both periods, arithmetic decrease For free sugar in B and significant in C,
fermentation did not affect the raw ash content but there was an
arithmetic increase in C. Significant decrease with positive correlation
between decrease and duration of fermentation for each of (lysine and
serine), significant decrease in B and then slowing down of decrease
(isoleucine, arginine, glutamic acid and proline), The results also showed
a significant increase for each of (cysteine and valine), a significant
increase in B for (methionine, thyronine, phenylalanine tyrosine alanine,
aspartic acid glycine). Fermentation did not significantly affect
(tryptophan histidine leucine). There were no significant differences in
total phosphorus, but the available phosphorous was significantly higher
(P <0.05) for the two groups with a positive correlation between
phytolysis and fermentation duration.We did not find any significant
differences when adding probiotics without fermentation compared to
control sample, but the differences were arithmetic.

Keywords: Barley, fermentation, nutritional value, chemical
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e eV @liska & (ANF) Anti-nutrition factors 4,5l salae Jalse
DY) amn e I of Sy ) gl

dun e adll 2my 40BN Anyel)l Ay 4 Hordeum vulgare sl Jisg
dlal ol 408110 Fluly «,tSa 1187234 daluey zlayly des)ial) dalisdl
e Alle Ao uedl) (geny (2018 sl de )3l Ailasy) degenal) 2018
el e JB lgpama Jalae ) Lo @8l juiaeS axdiing GlIN %60 Lyys ¢ Lasl
e Sl e lils %73 Sl (alidily %27 sl A g )y 53
Ol O (ligigyll e dadiye dawi gsny WS .(Anker,2000) 45l
Gl J88 opalighally algdl e say el Glidign e %50
Ol Ui i ) Oy 3m i el cuishally olslall
Onviinnglls sl Oigf Aaliy AY) Lulul) el aleal) Gans
(Jeroch & Danicke, 1995) 353V sl ae 2355 (sl ssinae o) Lale
che Jsud G e B e JI el clid ggee of WS
Gy Al dsall e aadl e el gy L(Francesch,2005) e
Sleall Al declyy olayall saliadlly auSY) clalcaeS daddl daid)
e Slogsing A aagll Jsandl 43 WS (Lim ef al,2019) cang)

.(Granda et al.,2018) dulill B (jalisd lyag il

asall) s cchina IS Adhy Gl aS IS8 el QS Galing o oKy
Caigylag dlaall e Allally salll Cagyl) daaglondy (Al rlall ¢ sl
(oAl
Jas e Lt Lty T20ms Aapual) 320al) D lilanl) 3DMe 8 el oladi
OB ehaall BN e Al caalll 255 das LK) Aaall (e 20% s
G e Gas aiiyal) ginall (g5 DY) Gl & 80 el g
Aapys ALY Al ggime oRlids) 8 Gl hs %6 jmdll 8 Ll
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Guny Ula zooll vie el 400580 dadl s (20030 ouse) A luins)
non starch polysaccharides a il e soamiall LS e Wigisa
sl Aalall daiall (e JEy 46030 LSl aglsall il aaai ) (NSP)
B-glucans, xyloglucans,arabinoxylans (w38 s Je el (ggiay 3
ZasSila Ll bafipe 3SIall jady OlSsle — Ly 2y o(Partridge, 2001)
s (Bagriacik ef al, 2009) (1—3), (1—4)- B —glucans gall (1
sl Ofe ge (175) Ay sl el WA ghaal el (K

. (Henry, 1987 ) (720) Pljsinl)]

=3 i 1l Y palsall vie 3ulSela apil (el acagll s f-glucan ixy
GlsAll eyl Cays (Jeroch & Daenicke,1995) juill dalal) salall (0 %8
COlalae aliadl ) gam Lee slaa¥) (gsine dag)l g i) olSsa —lall o
Cagb s sy 1 sl 3 ) S A el aliialy aungl

A Ayghy adyy ) o Ual

Gl e s chsin Gl ge 05Sh Jsllisan a5 Pl o LS
%10 4ty 530 i€ e %113 A S W G5byy il Jie dpuled
Al jealiall Galiaial (e pdas sleal) 8 dad) dilae &0 e Ll olsdll Ji
Gl ikl Gl Jad 2 L Wle .(Aman &Graham. 1987) i)l
A1) jualiall Saad o e WA (has dhauls Ghasdl e o el
Omeilly 3l daaled) Clag¥) el e JE Al dagl o) WS lgiaa

(1) A U (Almirall ef a/,1995 ) dajl dgle disda (ysSil dags 5000,
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central starchy
endosperm

5 @Y sl GlSslalindl gl Calcofluor s Acid Fuchsin o Lgiishi sy jwddl dal i adiia 3(1) ady Jeall
Lugol Jsiae ga (08I (3, 0) Ladlly ildl) juadl) csllly (pa3¥)) Ol Cigly AGEN Sigall B jeadly oigsll
(Holopainen. 2015)

Ji elaayl clle) b A1) slsall GalaiaY) Jas of (1996) Bedford L
(CP) Dag S 5=1 e Aag3lll 30L) xie % 40 Lias

s ladie ay el e sadieall bl e o3 A Glapal) o Gu
Annett et ) C. perfringens cilisiue 343 Jagyall (g5 Sall ¢yl gl
Ohanall e el abadia) e sy <) b <Y1 gl oS8 L(84.2002
o LS aan 85 lS SIS maays clusill caagd) Sleall iy 3 3yl
.(Jacob &Pescatore,2012) jeall aa

tlgie galsall 3Dle 8 el 45008) dadl) Gread] ddlite 33k Cua)

( Friesen et al,1992) 4y aalal) x5 55 4)) -

.(Matz,1991) Germination il cluial -

oAy o)) 48 i Ly o Cowieson ,2005) daiadl) cilaydyl dilz) -
AN e 8 555 aal) o8l Ayshys bha (g A5 capadl) Aled oY)
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zlaally modl Adat el aadiey Gl ges % 20-36 laie misi
% 64 ) Jesi caning Laags¥) Jall plana (il G asll e oy )
Aaaliall L) dilaly ellyy Ly & dple il 4 g0 ddalall o<

.(Jeroch et al.,1993)s)ball dlsall 5l e ¢ Ladll

(NS N Apanl) Msall Jlas Led by A8l Adee & Fermentation jueail -
Niba ef al., )Jspeally cally afihall Jio dall LY Juiy Jad cl€pe
Jie Gleliall (o paall 8 dogiie clinkil dlla Gl juedil) @lbia (2009
G lia dage D060 21y Dy Bgs Jimy 3 43V jpeds clilee (Y 2
3 g i ) Lelial) —Aie 3l Gl ool Jipntl 4plSe) Cas
paal) Z Y el alasial 2y pualall cdgl) é L (Farinas, 2015) ddle dad
SESIaN Vbl LK) Je Ayl Ayl Sleiyl Jie Sl (e
Trichoderma spp s Rhizopus 5 Aspergillu = ddaulg (5030 ¢ Sl
Gl gsall saau) sl 5auSY) Glalaeg (Dhillon ef al.,2012)

.(Thomas ef al., 2013) iy dyganll (aleally ciggall

z@Y (SSF) Solid State Fermentation dlall Alally jueddll aadiny sale
Al Cpuat) Alled 448 25 ((FDF) fermented dry Feed sjais dila el
Calall Badaty Aalall cluhall 36 e el e sl e CdledU A8
Gany N Ll lae gk M) sl cilles Cagpla gty gl bl jaadl)
Ll sams ool s padill @il (0S8 of (Said dalse Bae o Calall yuasl
Bhall o clld b Ly el Ay chostivdl FIG) ailiady dayhs e adicd
02 Jlsell olsinas g )5} Ty cTailugll daplag cdimsanl) dnjng cdyshyll
LAl el ¢ DY) Lgdasly dall @il g dbail) iy (CO2
el Jona o pedil) Blee (b 5 LS pedall S slon N ane
oail 4880 Aall Gl Jlaiinla (Renge et a/.2012)s yaanll calatinall 3398
o Landly s (aea Jie dilide Al laiie 038 G g IS
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Clgine alian ks dabide dpeyy) Ak 23l L Aabiadl L o ) o Jgstiy)

8 Ly bl aes iUl ames Lactobacillus LSy muw JUall
. (Couto &Sanroman,2006) s <V awst Ay Jsiliy) jileal)

DYl DleB Ll Al Guay aasall Gugoall pedill o @il oS
G 3ol diiadl QLY G AL mad ued)iaal e (Lsa
il e s PA e DleB Duagipally LibaS gl Glicalall el
Al gl ssinae 2Ly (Sugiharto ef al, 2015)cliy) sgiae (mis
SAls gmead ogaadll 2l i) Galaal¥ly Gl by ALE Gy
el 8 ANF ggiae paaill Jis LS (Borresen ef al., 2012) ¢yl
4t g3l Phytase ayy) dalladl 4o clldl) Jisy o(Sugiharto ef al,2016)
sagasall Adalall chlaiiyl Allad 50l (e Slmd el 8 Lexdieall gyl
15>) anall s cladiall 4o pedill adyy (Sokrab ef al, 2014) sl
Hirabayashi ef )Jilulu)l aligha gyl capi¥) Jladll S Cua (silly SIS

al., 1998)

aeadll o s 3 (Yasar &Gok,2014) a3l gall da 5 3 Gl jueni

sl gl I 53 ) ey Lee el 3 OIS by S e Jli
. (Skrede ef al.,2003)4.512x1)

Oo Adiall Alagadl Sl Sull s5ise 3245 e (2000)  Allosio et al., il
. waill ¢ L8 Arabinoxylan s B—glucan <l Sa

Yiad 2y Sligysll aladiuly Cilall s of (2002 ) Heres ef al, wuasl
e Leriay 3 E coli 5 Sgallad) Jie dimyaall afilall e sliailly 3ylapal Tas
o WS (Competitive exclusion)”:\l:ﬂ doacagl) slall Jala t.a,a&\

Slsn el Galall dpmala Ry Cld 8 (5% lly yguaall (alea¥) gy il
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mpeall afihal) oda Jah duaiy) clleall aa Jalai Ziull o3a ofs ((4: PH)
el ) g5 Las

Ay i eddll of b s (Canibe and Jensen, 2012) sy (K1
Glo iy 38 A Sall Gl joax Jiall Jose e ccidleSU 413a)) i Kl
Lgm lisely el Galeal o Unyl spedadl (oY) gind cCapad) o1af 3
Aeluin) Gt of Jainall e S (Omelivglls ¢ Cpiolls ¢ ool Jia)

RPN

bl Gl jedal il claliiwe b (Giriwono ef al.,2011) S5 LS
dabal 530 L) ) Adlia) o)) Algy 5y Claliae Glld 8 Lay Allad 405
0y pb g CAT Llii; opall 2wy (aidiy 2SO sabadl ¢ L)

.(Lim et al.,2019) sy SOD Llisy GSH cilysive

el 4,35 die § 232 laiag gl (035 5245 (2003) Skrede et al., HLil S
OSsle B usasi o =58l 28529 % Ay A GlSle ll) (alidil ae edl
(05 b adal) ] Aulady) LB ety IS8 dagy) pedil) o8 juedll
Svihus ef al, ) Ly 7 62 dawsy Clodl) (Sele ) (il os 3 canal
Kim ) La¥ s, oS3 dile madll delse COEAY cadl (syu 3 (1997

Ll o )AMM ):\:uﬂ\ ELILC‘}AM& 4,).\)\53‘ BJLDSL.\ Lioas (&Kang,2016
b Lo Bl S Akl padlndly Afla) (S Ema ey 15
Al Syl Sse as oa IV skl a0 Gl AR et ¢l
Aglan Glhugie Ce e o 3 Rl Jaall e elxly Ay Adad

Ggan A ags by GbSall o syigall dalsall sasty ot )i Y A
LAy calsall cilalia) b3 dgle cllali 06 o L) ¢ Uasl
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:adlaafy dad) Laal

QAL 8 Aals (U o) LIS Ulae el (DleY) Gl aladial gy
sabaudly calsall delia bl Gacays £ CllSs (e Il o s Jia dsalil
fsl Auhall cdan Gl L cpalsall Gl AV sall (g Sina Ang S Agidasl)

Gaes & Gl LEWY) Ailkie (e gpsm b A cili€e Jdai -
acinall Zyallall Jglaall o Lginyliay

Glaalsall (s Aflasl) el U amm 8 il 8B -

adi)h g Eiall) dlga

pussall pyall S5 Gans (el Asze o il s Glie e Jpanll
L) bgie Ll dely) GIEN W) Gkl g0 2019-2020 eyl
WS 1l S e a5 1) Bacillus subtilis sl & . 5USl)/ 48 1360
Aeyay cabpnl Slallly el Sligsdl Lt il e dpadl i 3 lasiad
& WS il e el g8 CFU 100000000 585 ale a1 B¢ 0.5
o elue JalaS 18/ike 500 4eja; Saccharomyces cervisia §yei ddlal
LAY Gl s CumaS V) Dlgiuly lald DA e bl ess Gllee
dgpanll Galeadl il WY lehalil AilaYl WSl e e acld
Se JalSll gl aparaill alasinly daill cDleles caeyy Aanaled Slagiyly
Cabia) My Glue 9 degene JS el ) Se OB adlp Clesene g
Ll e 50 Ll 1ala A de gaaall CiilS 3 pedil saay L g Sl ganall
bl & ey 1] dn eladl Lwdll uhag 25 B desenall Al ehal )
Saccharomyces (1« 5/ile 5005 Bacillus subtilis ;e 32S/31a500ki s 5all
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SV slsedl Jsda el AlSaly Lile &5 A€audl Lol & il o cervisia
G paate (S B Gy 3 @il il Aadlal) Cagplal) Aggd ae Ledil
Wypedis o 35 Ha dayr o dbablaall uluay (ha Hlans Bagye dypill A
uWJ RA.DH\ u.nSJ JLQ:\Q\} :\.::‘);J\ u.ns.v :\ALAJ f"’ C %M\ cicle 24 sad
shal & o yaedl (50 Aeyall ity gy gyl dila) 5 D e senall chelu 48 5
oo i paliiue alall paall alall LYY ) (g ) Akl Jallasl)
liiy Aleles JS1 el (e lie dusedd (Lall Sl Ll aalaylle <y
Al saally Jalalg Aaylay Gl gyl s 5 3 (AOAC ,1980) el
Ailal) Ll Aloles Tane Mo aaiad ) ganys Ayl alad) CalN g LS gu Ay yhay
lae Al CQlisSe aues 413 Guald L A )y Joaslly Qlslally (o seadly
@ Al e il (B e iyt S Apanal) SUSall mns Hal LY
Al LIV LS Cayry (3l Ciluays 505l

WPSA Lallall calsdll daliia J8 (e sadind) 5l il alasiuly ME ooy
:(TS1,1991)

AMEn, MJ/kg = 34,31 (ether extract) + 15,51 (crude protein) +
13,01 (sugar) + 16,69 (starch).

1 keal = 4184 J
T aleaVly oliall sisdlly i, JSI jhugll e JS ddai B
Soldado ef) —a NIR (Near linfrared Spectroscopy ) i alaiiuly
A laall FOSS 38,4 aia e DS2500 F g5 Slea Hlaaiul (a4,2011
& oald adal Al Adisseo AS ) (e deass Serial number: 91793152
PH Meter jlea aladiuly dcaseall cipad ¢ yughyla ddadlas
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oaliinall dag3lll ¢y08 (Clostridium spp alaxdl ¢)5lly cadadll 48 aladiul

u-u\.-}ﬁme 38 E)\)A :\;J.J u.‘. (GLQ dA Z/M\ U}ALAtl ) )y.u“ uj;la.d ‘53\45\
.(Rotter et al., 1989)( Brookdield LVDV— Il) L a3

:Auzblially gl

@) Sy Calal) Phodedl sl ae pe Dase Lialisd) gl cyelal
JalS cliidly cilfiball dlaxd b seme @Rl ) delu 24 sad el
slamilly leaS 8 pedill Adladl ad Lo cdelu 48 52d) il de Lgihexin
058y B dadlall aill o (gygull pedll dagyl dad (aliad) Al Cuy cele
dalas ol ol (8 daglll QlSyey sl LN goine Galids) )
(66%)dsusis Lsina Lialiail milial) ciniasl LS (2003 ca5) daiall (S slalil
% dels 48 sad yedill die (81%) sy dele 24 s2d yedill ve dagil
el sl lle 3284 (NSP)non starch polyscared Jlas ga ol 6
Gaglll (aliady bl cunll GlpSul sy el sl Galiasy g 1y
O Aasina (9908 dsag illl edad ol coalsall 3 aaladnuY iyl sl a
(1) dsas aeds (o lismgy Al Caliaall il Calad) e )

Al ) cliaalsall (1) oy dsss

fodila sl | A8 jede el | 24 jede gl | Gl el
Signg
6.7 *4.6 *5.2 6.9 Ph
3.48 *0 “1.4 3.65 b
log 10 cfufg
2.69 *0.51 *0.92 2.72 Cp aagyll
(P<0.05) *
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Ca o lignyl) (DM sl Dauliall Gyl 585 ae el dlee
Calall Ph 28 (e iy (i) Gaeny Gli€Y (mas)iysmall (mleal) # Ly
A geall lelaat arey 5aa ) Ampeal) afhal) Lafy 135 Lcmals Tl Jeasy
(Anderson,1952) s «hylall Glua e 32l LSl slac] dieliasy dlll
e Wl els Bacillus subtilis PBO (e spedadl claliiwdl o
Al AlgSuall dlae Jalse e gsiad 3 .C. perfringens s &l Sl
Bl e Sl Hils cdlg «(lichenin ¢ megacine subtilin) iy ank
s 6 e PH (=lias) i) )alll (Carlson and Poulsen ,2003)
e K oae gl @i WS umdll peds e dele 48 DA 4.5
s A Lsine Laalissl ghay o) (Teo and Tan, 2005) s (Kim,2011)
gl caslgy Clostridium sp. (e Adlide S dia aouly bl ae - cliilagl)
Ay QA (SGle L) aless) ) 1g sl o3l (Skrede ef al, 2003) pe
el oW el 8 lSHle bl s of lagily edall el (e % 29
o Al sl e seial pedll e V) chslily sy IS5 L)
Svihus ef al, ) cusy L@ 7 63 duwy Gl GlSgle Ul (il cpa
Ale el Jalse DAY dAag il alisnl Cans GUA) s (ghe 3 (1997

.S
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ol bl sl (2) B o2

Gila st | 480k jed | 24 sada | Gl i Sk
4 Calan
Ligng
139 *165 *162 137 NEQEIPyY
27 *31 *30 27 AEQRIY
51 *29 *37 52 QR
679 *624 *649 685 SB paliiie
gl
36 37 36 36 AEQRIPY
544 539 541 545 el
30 27 29 30 S
3000 *3126 *3121 3022 il ME :k
cal/kg
(P<0.05) *

oy SAN 501 e S ) e cgppmdl 2] el ypnl) Jila il iy —
Q) e SR Galiiadll (mliail ae ddlEa) A8l Al aleyly L4
Taalell gaball 8 apasall saciadd) Jdlaill gy Ajlie el Sy oLl
CN¥shell Jana (alisi) Cundl 5% 8 (2) s Auadlad) Alal) il ciladaialls

25




el alaAuly g gead) sl Al 3000 Aall) Cpamas

sns 3 (QUS/ &S 1360) daluall sans dalis) Galisily gl sacg il
.(ICARDA,1998) dalisall 53n5 dalith aa alall oyiigull G e ile

J Al Jolaall af e (sl elll QAN sl gl e ag)l e
oan gl o ae J8 el paleal) gsaae oS S8 ((NRC, 1994 )
il CREOU (g 28 cGaadlls Ay<U dlu) L] paleal)
Canyy Al (aleal) L et aay 3 o(CB ) 3halid)ddall gl
@hally Sl alea¥) am B el 3k aal (NO3)el il dlaidl ol
Jlaxindld Lealy (585 8 iliall Juad o WS . (Ledoing and Coudret,1992)
o=liadl yusy L (Bensari ef al., 1990)clall 8 (gsdall (5 5aall o)l

LV s Uiy e se L) 25 ) Al Ly sl g iy o Laal

25)ally uedll ilalaal HAY g pll (p<0.05) Lsine lelin) Candl) il cuy
gsime gl ¢ ppadill Jae (g Aggieall ssise ) gyl &5 a1y Ll ae
G (e S Aggiaall e (mlasil ¢ puadill Sae (s dnles (39l Hlad) el
GRlA ) Ga Cmse Bl Jaelee 25m e V) e JAN alitidly Gl
oAl Sl s (alasi) coiad) SISI Ll b (@lidi) ¢ puadill s
O AAl Sloll sgine b aeadll Jiny ol Al Alleall gsinay A15Y) Alaladl)
el G Aygimae g0 Gai Al Aol 48 J peddll sie dylua 30 dlla oIS

cyaadd (s cligug 4l Caliaall yuedlly Calal)

a5 (NI 8 53 pall 450000 IS gl gy ) Dl ) 13 5m, Ly,
) e 82l A8 Ll ClES (Say 3 ciiang i SlSe ) Lelisai
o Julls (Holker et al,2004) isyd gty Uy GaSl juads
e palini ) U 3 8 edall el b 0Bl e b )
e aall Clay¥l s 3 (Hong ef al,2004) sl amy <y S
ClySafsasmsall AHRN Sl a3 g Lee WAN an bty il
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el pedill sy by (Cowieson,2005) (4slall jaall S ye cdgalal
& 3agasall ANF (sine Q& 3y e dadall je calall cliSal 25503s0)
gl yaliall (Avilability) e 521 ApSal sl ) g% Lee LY

.(Esmaeilipour,2013) 4wl

Oe i edill o s 3 ( Sugiharto ef ak.2016) gt ae gl cslss
Murekatete ) zitis ga Loads calad) LYY gina e Jliys alal) i) (s5ine
80y Bpedall (IS QAN s ) (ssine ALY 18l (AN (ef alk, 2012
& (Skrede ef @/2003) ae gl cidlgs delu 24 3ad (S. cerevisiae)
Coelal ) (2018 sslamenl)an Liasly ¢ prasilly JSU Liil) dag 5l e el
Allosio—) gl we capliai Loty « pedall edl) (gl gl e lelis)
U A bl ggiae saly oo &) A (Ouarnier ef al., 2000

RETER

s gl ¢ Auiaal) Galaa¥) A (3) o Jg2a

n BT Br )M ae e el
B/k8 BN 24 yeda )AZE; <l 5 5 2
Protein 137 162 165 139

Lysine 4.17 3.6* 2.9%* 4.15
Methionine 1.9 3.2* 3.3* 2

Cystine 24 4.2* 4.9* 2.6

Threonine 4.7 5.3 5.6* 4.9
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Tryptophan | 1.3 1.3 1.4 1.3
Isoleucine 4.2 3.5% 3.1* 4.2
Arginine 4.2 3.4* 3.2% 4.1
Phenylalanine | 5.9 6.8 6.9* 6
Histidine 2.2 1.2* 1.1* 2.1
Leucine 5.4 5.8 5.9 5.3
Tyrosin 2.7 4.8* 5.1* 2.9
Valine 3.4 4.9 6.2* 3.6
Alanine 2.4 4.5* 4.8* 2.4
Asparticacid | 5.4 6.2 6.4 5.5
Glutamic acid | 22 17* 16* 21
Glycine 3.9 4.7 5.1* 4.1
Proline 12.1 11.8 11.6 12
Serine 3.1 2.7 2.4 3.1
SUM AA 91.37 94.9* 95.9* 91.25
(P<0.05) *

salindl (uedls GpedU) e UK Lgine Lalissl sl S gl iy
oaes iyl cGpuslsl)onleaN) skl S ey dele 24 5 (gsiea
bgyd Jalgiy Blad) elignsynll gob dagill ol Gl Gl B (g lleclialisla
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Lgina 3ol o alldlly i) e JSI Aygina 30l ilinl) ity WS cadliiulg aba
Al Gaes GV (i AV Jid egd onsie)dl Aeli24 J)
(st Gt Q5N ) o Lisiee il Alee 55 Al s (B (Opedla
padd (990 @ligngy Al Ciliaal)l jedlls Caladl el (o dggine 858 a5 ol LS

(3)ds

GlisSa o dpulul Bsa Bradall FOT 4pal) (alaall (o (ssinall ading
Jalses saill Gepuy Jane e Slmb dall ALK agle caat @A) A3l Jaussl
LS bl GlSa say ojolian o Gang il Dlginly o585 3 Adliaall jpeddl)
&l non—protein nitrogen (NPN) gl je caag iall (e 80l o 58
GaY) alea¥) guieail 4ayysi salels JANLS dipla pladiuls ald (g S s
Lall cwlsl) G 3 dglingn el gpall Galaall cilalial kel 4alaiiolg
O1sSE b Lewadiindy Jall DA e el 4] (aleal) (e £a) e gandl)
Bpadll DA 8 A3sSad) Agpmnll Galaall e g dalall 3] Galeal)
Eoanay A&l (gl Ao g i)l sy B L Jay (Annemdller et al,.2008)

cliggll dygaal) dadll s yredll o U AinaY) (alea!

@Al Al (alal ) clabiglhll Jie 53 i) Galal) dias Sy
paddll haiuly alall alissl yudy a8 Ly (Singh and Sosulski, 1986)
igudY) (alall o) ¢y 3 (Susanne ef al,2013) s g bl culs
Gl coaglsil oaal (S, cerevisiae aladiuly yueadl) ol DY)
(Jacob ef al.,2015) ziti aa iliall cdlia) XSy by epalisla ¢aiiuna
J8 e mms pdle IS0 bl gupadl OB o) bl )
LAY Ay (aleal) COlE 2y ¢ S days gy Y Lealy (@ligg yl)

Jlaxindy IS el 2lpa) gl 520 (AIGOF,2006) il wa gilisll il

g Gl 1 ) pedll LU Ailiae oLl Allae dpead) cLal) e @O
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w5 e il bl LS cdastl) Al dlal i ol 2,3l sl daaliy)
LAl (mmy umy addll o u Al (Canibe and Jensen, 2012)
]l sl i dglaall

GG g JalSl) | shon il Jola (4)d Js2a

g/100g cala e 24 jada ymdi | 48 jede i | 4l Cilas e
TowlFhosphors 1 0.36 0.36 0.37 0.36
PiyieFhosphors 10,23 0.08* 0.05* 0.22

EL"yﬁ’;’{éi."p” of total B, | 64 220 14% 61

forpaiiy 10,09 0.19* 0.28* 0.097

(P<0.05) *

b opedill Baae Allady ¢ JSI ) ohugdl) dad 8 Aygine (3958 35ms ade il iy
JSy Ll st dad g i)l JElly (gouncdl gl yyads Cllall s
Dsdusill IS ) ) A g dgshen AlSG LN ¢ ) ey (4)sas Lpsiedl e
Ghlidl 4l 8 il sal) sal) Aaa L) a5 1ag 350 (B ok #lall e
Clall oy Byate ey ) Adla) 50l Bl a1y Calsadll 2 ) e S5 (A
oalealls (sl = agmielal = il — paall ) lsalsl) pe Cilains (sl
Al saliadl) Slsall (e ldl) iy Y Lpalidialy leacan Jlis Lea Y
@Al Phytase il dlledl 4o A00al) paliall (e soldiuy) 4B s Al
LA Clayy) Allad 3ol oo Nad eediily deadiead) saiall olal) aaim
dcsane shiy o) il alis 3 (Sokrab et al,2014) sl 325 sl
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lese i il jay Lea el malal Jgigi) dila dilaie e Caildl)
Whithead, )soully golaall olad caglall sliadl 83l Y1 Jliys olgal
caleally studll 15 e ak Sl a5 o cslaall ekl (Scott. 2005

(Selle et al., 2000) dswy!

Uaes Jlad aag g3ll Carlson and Poulsen (2003) zils ae gilisl) cadlgs
SV 10 e zali sla clayy e el e Glele 8 any /80 Loy gl
c 35 5yl dnpy die e le P clinlall meal JWlS Jlatg cdasie 4550 20

sl silly cilalimay)
L Asaall il e Allaal) gypad) sl Jdlas a8 CDUR)
cpedl Rl AR ) Aad (puend @

- Aalamdy) Wlsaag

Qi Adlad) Al meesi 8 Afbesl JIWH) ela) e ozl e
il e el Gal) ) g peall e el 8 saeall Cadlsal

iy Ll e CDle) e aby) peddl Alasiu) Jlae & Gl e
e lially el L)
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