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1-1. vy Y7

By IR, M, K, A — A MR EEREL, BRIV AME REHAT
MARIRICHERIE L (7 7 2 MEM) | HRICEMLY — 22 RE, FERKL TELGND, &
HIOMERCELA 1L T 7 L AR EFRERIUTEN, 77 v A0 TlidA i 442 250°C T
13 DREEERERLT B OISR L, B Y 7 TidA & 42 350~450°C T 60~90 £ (FiR A RE
W) BERR T 2 RIS H D (v —35.,2020), TARVIZE v Y TREOH E WDILT
Wb, FTARIEYy Yy (EyYy « FRLZ—F) [I7 F A RO (2/=F a2 —x)
MEL, BEIT “5o<K 57, “bobH0” LTWD, ZORBKIIAZEL AW EIRER
BIBERRIC K - TEBLEN D, AFWMSCTIIRMATO EAM (RY) & “4AH” vy
DEAMRY — A% Fd D LRICKRBI L2 EME “7 7 X NMEM | BEK L7227 7 A M
iz 77 AN ERET D, Flo, BibT L7 T A FOYHERLEKIL. 7 T X MO

(a=Fa—x) ZXHRIZLIZHLDOTH D,
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L. FlEBER 7 7 2 M, FEHGRE - RERIC 2 7 2 S ONFISE N EN D 2 L 5[

REnTWD, £72, PR 7 2 M, Thaghipk & BEal (REEsk) & TRt 2 [0

BER% (2 BRFEBERL) 2T DT, 77 A MIBERFITHL 8%, ZhE T sHRI7R

BERRFIENE v Y 7 ORI KIFTHBICET 2R IEHE ST 52 (De Pilli,

m

2022) . 2 BEPEBERR O X 5 2B QIR 72 BERK 5 A IZ BE 9 2 AR TR 5 1 L,

1-3. RO B

H

ERAA—T N L DIRIERREEBER L > T T A ML 22K E LT, 7T A

NEMI DI LR DZRFIEPR Z D Z BB ABND, EHDKZ ETOLDITHG L

T, BERRITIRAFT 2K b HINT D720, BEIFSET L LS s, Lo

L. AAMIDOK G ZIERLT Z LI Lo T, ORI B LT 5720, Z ok

T A TX 20, —FH. TR BT AR o ¥ o A E OGS BE

HOWBRED®mD TS ZMADZET, 77 A PORBEUEPHRFTSNATND
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T TN TH Y | 2 ZIZEZ DN D Z LT, 77 A FARKOBELJEK A~
WENRZEZOND, ZTNHD I EEEE X T, RBFE TR/ N EZREm &2 VW T s T

MEHMDK B REZEODLITIEICER L, 7 7 A MEMO EMEHINZH TH D720
INEB T 5 2 LI KRB~ BIIFAE W EB 2 bLD, Fo,
BRI T 2 2 & TRMANRE LS\ ET D720, 7 T A MMEMF O/NE R 2 T O R
BEEETEB LT, VAR Y—RMEZHER LoD, K@ EZ&EmDD T &N ATREICR
LEZEZOND, 7 TANMAPDOKSEEER®EDDHZ LT, BElk (77 K) oK
NEEbEm RO ERAS—7 U2 HWTRIRRFFFBERKIZIB N TH, 5o < b,
bob L L/ TAMNEEBTE D EWEFEIND,

— . TARBERC Y T A MZIZTF L Rl - RE DTS S D K5TEME  (water activity,
ay) &, FHEE - RIS 2 DR (BHERmE) 23RO 6D, ZiLs DR &z
FUTNETPARBERR D BRI TR & EA —EKEICETH E T TBIRERH D, LrL,
ZOFEFEOWRETAREEREFEMT DL, 7T A NOKDEENDEITIKT LR, Kk
72 BRITHES 72D, T DA ARBERATICHE KA Z & T, RRAdEHETE LW
REMED B D,

By Y777 A MIET L EOBEIZ, THENDIRILUSE W7o i 72 K 57 il i
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NI T A NEMOYNPET BT TR & ARBERRTO RTINS 2 BXPEBER 7 T A |k DR
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AFSCIEA 6 ETHAINLD, H1E (KE) TIIARXOERB LI OHNZBE R,
2 mTIERE (VY Y 7 B LOWE) WONCHIE T E @R ERS L LA+ A —%
—) WZOWTEH L7z, 55 3 = CIIMibigi 2 W7ok 23 Ao L v ¥ — Rz &
ETREIZOWTHRET Lo, /N & KZIMBURE U, fkx K& B oMbk %
P LTz, ZhEETVARMBIOE v Y 7 EAMICEHA L, LA R O—REICRIET
BA BT LTc, 5 4 B CIIHUEIE 2 AWK N 7 7 2 N ORRRIC RIZ T 2RI
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b

BERIC L5 7 F A N OUCE & FAFINC X B ABER Z T A~ OREKEIC OV TR
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2-1. A

AR LU EIC LTS, AR SC IR O EHC BRI/ N, K, B, BERE
W, V=T FANVEMER LT, £, FRO—TITET VAEM UhER., IRk
By, K 2RO, AMOFRIZITTHKO AR —L5X—H5 U — (SD-BMSI06 ; /XF Y =
7Rt W, BERDAAOM B Z M 2 7 2 BERE A O A —22 %
neEnty L, “CYAEE— R ICLo TAMZRR L7, ARLEREOME 2
T FIEHOIREL(L A Fig. 2-1 (27, BRI L £ 553 T25CIZEIZE L, 10 43[FfR

B U7, 34 CETHIE L., 20 ofRESL D (Fig. 2-1),
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Fig. 2-1. Temperature change during dough preparation.



2-2. 7 7 A NAEH

EXRTFTRIE Y7 (BEyYy PR Z—F) IR XS 2BERRR S 5 (=
—v5.,2022),

By AT CTERZ ISem LN TH D | Y ERo7cfxk (av=Fa—x) %
i 2 C. PIIPIEMO Y —RBbhTNWDH L,

« FREROIEZL 0.4mm (£10%LLT), 2/b=F 3 =K DJEHIF 1~2em THDH Z &,
Y ERoTcan=Fa —RTREL N0 RO, BORHDHZ L,

- ABSCRRE D EIRICENETE 5282 HWV T, 60~90 FPLANITHERL T2 2 &,
INEBEBIZLT, AMETIEI =V A ADr T A NMEMARR L7, 4AH 50g #HE
ORNZAE L, MIBEO AL 7 CTHRERICES (FEANE 651 2mm, FS 10+ 1mm)
A 77 7 A MEM (EAL 99t Imm, &S 13£1mm) (TR L7 (Fig.2-2), 72,
BERK S D e DREZAR A [ < T2 012, HIIRD 7 4 — 2 2o THEAICT VX MR E S

7,

circular stamp pizza crust dough  rim of pizza crust dough

10 = 1 mm

13 = 1 mm

circular mold . 65 = 2 mm

Ha >

99 = 1 mm

Fig. 2-2. Preparation of pizza crust dough.



2-3. HULBREY

BRI EIC NV a—AN a-14 FERIC L > TEHSERIZERE L27 Ie—2 L& 01,4 F
AL o THEHSRIGEFE L7ZE0 0D 0-1,6 fEAIC L 2 THIE LT I X7 Fohh
ka5, BHEKERIINET s L, 7TIa s FrofBE (CEOTA) MY
DM CIHERMENC 72 0 . AEOKS T EKFI LTI 5 (Fig. 2-3), 2 OEFE LR

ORUL EFEIEIND  (Tester et al., 2000; Jacobs et al., 1998)

] Amorphous

J Crystalline Heating

Water Gelatinized
Starch
molecules starch

Fig. 2-3. Schematic of starch gelatinization.

Bk DA & AR IR OPEE 1T TEIZ L > TR % (Table2-1) (Fiff, 1996) .
TEER IR 2 A IR T I v — 2 EN AR, BT 2 EEERE L,
IR E DR RN e, Z LI ED L ABFITICHH SN D, —J7, hvEr 3k
o/ N3 T X m— 2 RN E < L WML L THIZE ORI EE MR T2 vk
B L L2RVIKEERR Y B DS e EITRIH &S D,

IO | AR TIIE Y 7 A, 7T A MEHL, 7T A FOfRKMER R S



2 Te ORI/ N el 2RI 9 %, B Do it BE D b 0 - Wb/ N2 ic & %
PRoKIED A B2 RIE, WUEIS Sa IR 7 EA DR O Z UTITHE D L EZBND

D, RCEIRA~DEEZMA D Z LN TE D RITENEN D D,

Table 2-1. Structure, composition, and gelatinization properties of various types of starch.

7w — A g MR ReEkiEE i)

ek K (um) 7 A
: O am (%) (%) (C) * (BU) * (95°C)
A= 2-30 =
- (F4) 13-15) 26 39 75-80 600 24 P N=R)
e 2-80 FEEIZ
A
B E (45 30-40) 20 25 60-65 3000 1153 e
2-40)
I (K 15-40, 24 36 80-85 300 21 L
/N 2-10)
2-35 4= <
= B
=) (EH 20) 17 38 65-70 1000 71 -

* SOOI IRIBIE DT I 1 T I (50~95°CE THAR 1.5°C/5# 60 70 fFr) L b

The data were taken from a literature (/5i4%., 1996) .

2-4. BHERERMERIE

EFREFRMEE (3, RGBS IE (RE) B2 52T 2D hERA DT L
T, BHPERYEESR SRMERER 2 ER(L T A T OICRIH S D, MIRICERREEAZ 5 2
7o & EDISTNE % Fig. 2-4 12T, BRI (Fig. 2-4-a) 135 2 72E AR & RNFRD
ISR L ((FEAE=0°), SEARERAR (Fig. 2-4-b) TIIATAEA 90°F 4L 5, HPERYE SR
&REMERBESE & Ao 2 TR BRIEIR (Fig2-4-c) TiX. AZFEAY 0~90°DO [ T THN

60



ENENDISER Z#HATRTELUTOL I sD (H1+H, 2001),

LRI

KEPE(R

o = 0y Sin wt

o = oy sin (wt + 7/2)

KEREPEIR 6 = oy sin (0t +0) (0 <5 <7/2)

(& 2-1)

(X 2-2)

(X 2-3)

a) A Stress o A Siress o ot . Frequency 1Hz—360%sec
........... 6=0, Sin ot
e _ Strain curve
S~ ~ :_-" — :.-"0 S r
. -:Jl ’I \‘
Strain y > >
N
b) 4 Stress o
\ 6 =0, sin (wt+r/2)
,I
. N
Strain y
N 4N
\‘.‘ -_l'
c) 4 Stress o :
6=, sin (wt + d)
(0 <6 <m/2)
) N /
Strain y >
/ / N

Stress-strain curve

Fig. 2-4. Stress-strain curve and stress-time curve for a) elastic, b) viscous, and c) viscoelastic

materials, respectively.

Stress-time curve



X (23) 1 FTX 24) koK TLENnTE S,
o = (00/70%c080) o sin wt + (o0/yo*sind) yo sin (wt + w/2) (6<6<n/2) (% 2-4)

X244 OF 1 HITHM A, 52 HITKMEEZZNETNEL WD, FHEHOKREEZ B X

NG ETHE,
G’ = 00/y0%c0sd (= 2-5)
G’ = ao/yoxsiné (K 2-6)

L%, ZIZT QIR (Pa), GIIHELFHEMER (Pa) TH Y, LU
RO FEPERI IR & ORGP 2 S LT\ D, R 7, FRACIESE tand | PMEIE 2 25 HE & L
o & X OMMEOESERTHETHD (K 2-7),

tand = G”/G’ (X 2-7)
R (G>G") IZHADESR (BWTET)) Z2HRA12m< LT & RBTRERN
AL, R GCEVbm<RD, GCL GCOENP—HTSH (tand=1L72%) LZDIET
IZBRIRIE ST (yie) & MFIEALS  (Fernandesetal., 2021) . oyie [ IMVEICKRER 2 52 57
DIZER ARG I TH Y | BHRMEDOFEE L LT D (Moriyaetal., 2020) , ARHBFSE
TIXEHOBIBIERICB T 5 GBL O GCDIELE . oy DIEE LA TP —HitE L LCEE

i L7,

2-5. LA A—F—
LA A =2 —3WEDER (BVITEN) L) (B E) & OBRZ TS M|
FEHEETHD, NORE (X, VIR0 S) FHIIZ VT, AACC ¥ (AACC,
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2000b) I L7=3Wn AKZE A (0.25) TOJEMIS TN Lo TEi 415 (Lagrain etal., 2008,
Majzoobi etal., 2016), —J5. WHEDOENR LD E “bBobh” EOFBRNK LS (Gao
et al., 2018) K&l (Shen et al., 2021) TiX, @mEA (0.6~0.7) TOJEAMI 13 BIEFE
R STV D, RIFZETITEEAR (025) BLOEER (0.70) (2B 5 EHEIG
HOEEZ, ZRENFELNS (5oL BIK) SfTEME (bob VDK (ICEETT, &
L RB L7,

—fKIZ, N DT 7 AF ¥ —HEITFIR (20°CHIfZ) TERish D, Zhid, /S0
HRTEEIND ZENZ NI L JREDTIRD LA A — & — M IRPHIREE D FIEZ kF
JELTWRWZ ER ERER B2 HD, L, By 7 IIBERRE R O RRET
BEINDZENEL MOy Y 7 OMifEIZZ L, £ 2 TAIZETIE, VA A—
X —|ZFEE ATREZR BVEDOIREE I 2 58 @ L. 60°COEREE T Lt lE & Fhi L 7=

(Fig. 2-5), Z ORIEFTEITE 4 ETBRH L,

I
thermo couple heater P unger
o2¥ ﬂ

temperature-controller

strain 0.25 strain 0.7

sample

Fig. 2-5. Schematic diagram of temperature-controlled rheometer and pizza crust shape during

texture measurement.
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—J7. TAEBERL 2 T A N OPIBIEMESRE L OER R, 2 BEBER Y 7 A hOT 7 AT
¥ —HEIIET VXN T+ — AL a—F— (ZTA-1000N ; 5 HBUER) Lo Vo H—v
AT 5 (AFRESRREt) 22 B1ED LA A —%—% Wiz (Fig. 2-6), AMEE
D VA A=Z =L 0 b OATE (K 800N) ZRASELH ZLRAETH Y,
TAGBERL 7 T A R LN 2 BEREBERR 7 5 A b ORRE LR LI-Bs o E-2S A dhig (8
WIS )B4 ME o5, REFREREERT 5 2 & TRERBLIC L 57— % D
NIIXRMAOND, —ERAZHEZDHTOICET HMENEL D20, Tk
DWEREEZ @O D ZENTED, REDEMMENRDH D, Lol ZEEORG L, 60C
TRIR LR DRET 2 Z LI Th o 7o 72, BUBR R 3R 2 & T I HE &
FEhid D2 LT lic, o, REBIIANA =V LTHRIATLZEHARETH Y,
REDIE S DI b BERRE RO H 1= I b Lz, Z ORIESEIZE 5 = CHRA

L7,

Fig. 2-6. Compression of the whole pizza crust sample using a rheometer of our own design.
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%3 E ML INZRBE Z WK E Y 7 ARO LA o O—REIC RIETTRE

3-1. KEDHH

7 — RF = — U CILEIRAERF B S FTRE R A28 Tlde < . Z L 0 HIKIRRFEH T
DRERRICI2 D ERAARA—T 2 HWT Y 7 A NMEMEZRERT 2720, 7 T A MEIEWE

(272 %, AKITEAMITH L TR BBARTHEAITH Y (Kilburnetal.,2005), 7 7 A ki
DK EEEZFBmDDLIET, BREEZOLNSTDHILENTELEEZLNLD, LAL,
EHOKG G EEZED D & RIS T 5 2 L AER SN D, ¥4
VAL EOH KA RERA LIS AT, Ko &% O THEHELZ &
HFEEHERFCX 2 Z LA S TH Y (Sciarini et al,, 2012) , AK3HIINIZ L > THEAL
T 5 A O RERNE: 2 ol IR ICIE, BUKEO S FRANTH L L EZ NS, Rk
D IJ7iEIE, 7% (Yamauchi et al, 2014; Parenti et al., 2019) <2K4y S OB LR
M &ENTW5S (Kim et al., 2017; Murakami et al., 2015; Murakami et al., 2016), —77, & v

V7 7T A MINEREKREERSE LIS FARKERTH Y | F ZIZE DN 5

ﬁ

LT, 7T A MARRDERLEIKA~DELENEZDND, IO LaEX T,
AL T N2 2 -T2 7 A NMEHOK GG BEEmD D HIEICER Lic, 7
7 A MEHISNER DR EMECH D72 INEBR A AT 2 L1 K DR ERA~D
WRIFR L W EZ X N5, 7 T A NMEMPO/NZEN 2 TOofbsE T2 L
T, LA O—REZHERF L OD, KSEEEZEODLZENARIZRD EEBEZILND,
ARED HANE, Wb/ TR (gelatinized wheat starch, GWS) % U= /K538 B OEN
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i 4 =7 A MEHIDO L A4 “/‘—‘f[%_ﬂl‘i ‘g—ﬂﬁéﬂi%ﬁﬂ %75’&:‘?‘5 s kf&?}éo

3-2. EBRFE
ZEes

BT o NER (RIERE 7 V—T AR . vakl (R—am— 2 . Al
AF oA . AV =T F AN (HIEAA VAT N—THRASH) . FIA4 14—
A~ (RER 7V —7F4) . NEBE (8L 7 0 v DFDHEERA ) AL
Too INERYI LOVNERB DK G RITEEREE (105°C, 24 FffE) Itk > T, Z£h
ZH14.0+£0.3 /100 g-DM (DM, dry matter) # LN 11.9+0.2 g/100 g¢-DM TH 5 Z & %

MR L7,

FF VARG

FBT VAR UNER . INEBEREY, /K) OB A Table 3-1 (TR, /NEBRK T Table
IR TAREMA, TORULS T bOZMEH Lz, /WNEER. K, #HE+2 Az
E— =27 vy TEEZ LT, ML Y +—F—/3Z (98~100°C) I AN, ¥ 7 Ry
FAZ =T —=ZAWNTHIE LR 10 BB L7z, 15507 M bikky 2 SRR &
THHEIL, A== ) —OFHENTHOMEL L IBA LTz, m—A_X—0 U —TE&E
SRt “EWAHTE— R CAMEFIR L2, SRS E BITEEEEE (105°C,
24 IFRIFEMR) 12 Ko TIRIE L7c, M BH O vy > 7 A Mz f8 L7271 A4 (GWSO0)
[TIKE 60g THY . ZDE X DKy E®IT 0.82 g/g-DM TH D,
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Table 3-1. The recipe for model dough.

Wheat flour ~ Wheat starch ~ Water
50
60
70
80
60
GWSI10 90 10 70
80
70
80

GWSO0 100 0

GWS20 80 20

Unit is gram.

Yo 7 DT

By M VR, NEBE. K. valbl B RTAA—A ) OMEHILRK

% Table 3-2 (Z” ¥, E7/VAEME R CFIETREH 2R L7z, ARBoKoE 8T

JEHLEE (105°C, 24 BRERCHR) (S &> TIRE LT,

Table 3-2. The recipe for pizza dough.

Wheat flour Wheat starch Water  Oil Sucrose NaCl Yeast
Conventional 100 0 60 3 2 2 2
Modified 80 20 80 3 2 2 2

Unit is gram.

15



ARG R

BREAE DT IR (G°) . BEFHIER (G7). BRIRIET) (oyiew) % BIRRE R E
$£ & (Haake Mars III system; Thermo Fisher Scientific K. K., Tokyo, Japan) % FVNTFi~7=,
MEtA T —VicEMAE Yy L, BT T Y v — (EA20mm) 2454 L7- (Yunos et
al,,2021), ¥ > 7 1.0mm, AL 1Hz, & AWE 1% 1Pa~10,000Pa, {RJE 25°COH 5
HHZBNWT @B LV @EIE Lz, 5N 7fMER L 0 EIRDHICRBT 5 @B LT
G L. oyew (GCL CLB—HTDHLEDINS) LaWRE L, HETARE 3 BT

T, PE £ AR YRR 2 R DT,

BEZEWRE
Microsoft Excel 35 J2 O R 4.0.2 for Windows 2 FV N, t #7EFS & O Tukey-Kramer #&7E (p

<0.05) =3FEhE L7z,

3-3. MRBLOER
BT IVAEMO LA T U— R
R ERE RO — L LT, @E O v Y 7 AMEFE LT 7 VA M Ok
& 0.82 g/g-DM @ GWS0) IZ81TD GBI G EHAWNL & DOBR%E Fig. 3-1 12
KT, GBIV GIE 100Pa fFEE £ T El A2 R~ L% (BIEI /168D . 1,000Pa 2
FTHROMIE T L, ZOBKE KT Lz GEREISAMER) . $URIE IR0
T, GIE LY HFICEWEZ R LIz, ZOZ E1X, ZOMERERIIREEICB W CHE
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REYZRREBMER Th 5 2 L 2 BT 5, SIS IHHOMRFMEE LT 10Pa i THO @@
B COMEEZAR ST, EABISIIOHEINC L >T G L G L DEITHR A ITHE E
D, RV TEIEGCEY bEL o7z, ZOZ LI, Z OMERNRIRH 2SR & 72
D, MWD L E2ERT D, GL LD —HT HRTOEAMIETE oyiea & LT

S E o T2,

100000 -

10000 -

G’. G” (Pa)

1000 -

100

1 10 100 1000 10000 100000
Shear stress (Pa)

Fig. 3-1. Typical viscoelastic measurement result of model dough (GWS0).

KEGEGENETNVEMD G, G, oyied (TKIFTEEE ZNEN Fig.3-2, 3-3, 341Z
RT, KTE R 0.82 g/g-DM @ GWSO0 128115 G, G, oyiealE. ZALZ4L 21,020 Pa,
8,514Pa, 4,167Pa Th -7z, ZNHOEITSHEMEE LT, HP T TR LI, WT
NOREHZB W TH UL GO 183 HEREDETH Y | tand (G/G?) DIEIT 0.3~0.6 D
#HHIZH Tz, D EiE, WTNORES # IREE TIXERRRIR D BV 2" 2 &
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EWT A, B/ INEBEDOREASIZE > T tan 6 ITETIK T4 2B H - 7=25, K5
GRIIIEEEE L 2D o 7= (Sumida et al., 2021),

HEBOHEIMZE > T, FHREO G G, oy 1TFEA T — /L TEBAITE T L

‘%_

7= (Sumida et al., 2021; Upadhyay et al., 2012), ZAUFAKDOA[HEZRIZ LD LD TH 5,

— 05, INEO—H%E GWS IZEZHZ D5 LT, @, G, oy DIEIZT 7 R T v 7L
Too ZAVUTHMEIBER ORAKIRIZE DD THY | KoEEEZEmDTH LA e U —Fk
THEFES D Z & BRIBT D, INED 20%% GWS IZE#L L7-54, T LA DK
e 1.04g/gDM £ TEHIHETYH, G, G, oyiea DEIZFE EEE) L7\ 2 & 23
LN oTc, ZOMEHER (K 80g ZBlE L7 GWS20) Z &5y 7 AU 5

ZllcLT,

100000 -
=
& 10000 -
o ]

O: GWS0

A: GWS10

[: GWS20

1000 . . : : :
0.6 0.8 1.0 12

Water content (g/g-DM)

Fig. 3-2. Effect of water content on G of model dough. The values are expressed as the mean +

SD (n = 3). The horizontal dashed line is the G’ of the basic model dough (GWSO0, Water 60g).
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100000 1

<
g':, 10000 4 AN NN
“QJ ]

O : GWS0

/A GWS10

[]: GWS20

1000 : : : : :
0.6 0.8 1.0 12

Water content (g/g-DM)
Fig. 3-3. Effect of water content on G” of model dough. The values are expressed as the mean +

SD (n = 3). The horizontal dashed line is the G” of the basic model dough (GWS0, Water 60g).
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Fig. 3-4. Effect of water content on oyicia of model dough. The values are expressed as the mean

+ SD (n =3). The horizontal dashed line is the oyicis of the basic model dough (GWS0, Water 60g).
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A4 —A D) BDEEGIND, Flo, BEFBRIZEBWNT NI A A —A MIRET A 2 pEA
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F7o. BIMERCIKIEE N A DFEBERFIT D720, F U/NEB- KRS H 5T
VAR (K3EH 0.82 g/g-DM D GWS0 35 X OVK/r & & 1.04 g/g-DM & GWS20) D
ReHm Lz,

ZED G, G, oyiew & Fig. 3-5. Fig. 3-6, Fig. 3-7 IZZNEHRT, MERkE Y 7
At E GWSO0 & DRICKFE T A —Z —DFEZTE) > 7o, —F  BUE AT GWS20
I HEFETED CBL D opea 2R LTZ, THHDORERIT. WL ZEA LI v
7 AEMO LA O— Rk, BIMRROREE T A KT L CTBUR CH D Z L ERRT S, B
oY P EMICBWWCTNEX Xy (VT VBNV T =) 37 AVT Ry NY
— 7 HRE L, A — A NOREEZ L > TRAELTZRBT AN I TS LB 2B
Do DA BNAEEITAEMORHEMEIC G REL 525 2 LML TS (Upadhyay
etal.,,2012), /NEBD 20%Z /NEBICE SR 5 2 LT, /INEZ NV EOGEHRIT
By Yy AT 22%FRERDT L, ST ORI E S TILT Ry T —
TIIFEL 720, HABAYA ANRKEL ol Z N, WHEAEHD GBI oyiad N
TNEHE Y IR o R TH D LHELE SN D,
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T NVEMTORRN O SN L8 Y | PERAM & SUE/AM & ORICHTE T A —

2 —DHEZETEN ST, Y 7 AP O/NEE) O—%2 TOMb STl 2 L

T, K@ EZENMEETH, VA w P—REaMERF e 2 & R STz,
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Fig. 3-5. Storage modulus (G’) of conventional and modified pizza doughs and model doughs.

The values are expressed as the mean + SD (n = 3). Values with different letters are significantly

different at p < 0.05.
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Fig. 3-6. Loss modulus (G”) of conventional and modified pizza doughs and model doughs.

The values are expressed as the mean + SD (n = 3). Values with different letters are significantly

different at p < 0.05.
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Fig. 3-7. Yield stress (oyicia) of conventional and modified pizza doughs and model doughs. The
values are expressed as the mean + SD (n = 3). Values with different letters are significantly

different at p < 0.05.
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3-4. REDKRIE

AREETITH LI RIZ X D IKBET VAR UNER-K) BEOYE v 7 Ao L
1Y —RE (G, G, oyiew) WCRITTREBLZI LI L, 7 VAEMIZENT, &l
BED G, G, oyiew 1F. K EBEOHNN & ILITRHFLA 77—V TEARINTIR T L7223, /)
ZDO—HhE GWS ICEEHZ 22T, ZNHOMEIEY 7 M Ty 7 Le, By YAk
HUZIWN T, fERAEHE BT VAR E OMIZ G G oy DA BT o Toh, &
BHAMD GBIV oyieq ITETVAEHE YD IR -7, BHEEBHARLET 5 Z & THEX
IO ST NT UEEMET U BERIRBEC LD T A BANRELS oolo 2 BN ER
EEBEZDND, —H, ERAEMELGEAMME ORI G, G, oy DA EAITRD B
ol INEMO—E%EZ GWS IZE#T 52 & T, AT H2KGELZHMEETEH L

A=K EMERF TE 5 2 LR S T,
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4-1. ZEDHK

AITEIZIRBW T, /N O—% GWS IZERTH Z LT, LA R U—REa#ER Lo

O, KgyEEEmOLE Y A (WEAM) 2T ZERALNIRT,

AKETIL, Z20OWEAME N7 72 MMARE L, FEfAOBERA—7 %2

WTBERL L7 L 2/ ONDE Y 77 T A FOE, KoaggE, BREH~ ko

By r I ANEHE LT,

4-2. EBRFHE

7T A Mk ERO TR

AT & FERICHER S L O EAMAZ R Lz, Z o4z AW CRROFIE (2-2) 12

L7z, 77 A2 MaiA L7z, 7 7 2 ML, FEHOBRAA—7 (NB-

DT50; /N Y = v 7 Ratt) #HWTEER LTz, 7 7 A NME#MAZT VI =0 ARICE

X, 220°CTS5 TR A—7 T 6 HMIBERR L7,

Ke

e

JITA N =T UM L, EHIZZ T A MO%EME (E£30mm) (290
o7z, B2, MW o7tk a A 7 C LB, WEk, Fao 3 2l2aE Lz (Fig.4-1),
FBHRBL DK 7R B < T2, FalBHERZIZE HIZ Y v 3 — & R U RITA
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NWCTERL, WiRETHE Lz, WEREE (105°C, 24 Rffzi) kv, 77 Ak
DEFNL DK E B2 T Utz WIEIXARE 3 BTV, EWE + FEUE(R 2 % K 6

776

top layer bottom layer crumb (inner)

Fig. 4-1. Images of each part obtained from pizza crust.

RN O

VyYy 7 7 A NHIRETHEAIL, BEED Y Z—Z2 PO TEIRICRM L, EE
AN ARG 2 JE U7z, (RREIIEIZIE 3D A ¥ ¥ (MFS1V2 3D SCANNER ; Matter and
Form, Inc, Toronto, ON, Canada) # M\ 7z, HIEIFABEL 3 BT 2170, FEHE = FEHE(R

ZEhERDT,

77 AF ¢ —lliE

BEREROE v 7 7 T A N A U FaX—F— (60°C) T 8~11 RFE L=,
T I AT v —JEITHEA Uiz, ZORFBRICBIT28E Y v Y 77 7 A MOKGEE
1% 8 /3 PRFF% T 0.480.01 g/g-DM, 11 Z3{#F51% T 0.48+0.02 g/g-DM Th 0 | LREFHAM]
WTOKRDGEAITENZ L 2R LI, By Y7 7 TARNOKETA 7Ty L, A
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VX aN—=H—NTT T L5525 (K 10~15mm /) ([CEIE L7z, $o 7 Lok
TXF I FREHACTHIE L, RE— VL RiZBEDNT AT —VIZ B 2y F L,
TYANT F— AL a—L— (ZTA-100N ; 5 HEUERT) &) o Z—2 27 A (A
RSt ATV A A= —F T, T 7 V% — (B 30mm) % H
T 60°COBREE T, HE 100mm/min CHEME L7z, 5 DI E-ENLMRN 5 A 0.25
L 0.70 \ZB D BT OIEMEIG S A5l Uiz, BEIEEREL 3 [BFo170, EEEE

R AEZ R DT,

T REREAT

22~29 % CE5FHD 231124 7%) OBME4 4, &M 6 HICEDEF 10 4D/ 3%
IV WERE Y Y 7 7 TR NEWEY Y 7 7 T A NOFEREHMZIT o7, SRR
5 PNIZ /SRR E L BBt OIS & 7 7 ADxkE A, -2 (B, KiEER720)
~2 (RO, KEERH D) ORETHAL L7z, FEFEERIZ S OB RERHnc B

5 CHRIZHE U 7= (Callejo et al., 2011),

43, RBIOELR

75 A ND TR L KOG

e

7 7 A ND 3D AXy VEE L RNT OBE % Fig. 4-2-a BL O b IZENEIRT,
ATEEIC BV T MBI & 0 SCEAMTII T A A A AR KE 70D EHEZ L
Too LML, K7 A RBIOWE Y 7 A bORBNTEEIZZNZE1 0.44£0.22g/cm?
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BLU043£0.02gcm’> TH Y, AEETRD N oT=,  ZuE, Beskgiics 7
A NREHHEL 720 NECTOH AV NLIC L D EFEINS T bhiclcd EE 25

no,

a) b)

Conventional pizza crust 155,

Apparent density (g/cm?)
o
(Y]

Conventional Modified

Fig. 4-2. 3D scan image and apparent density of conventional and modified pizza crust samples.

The values are expressed as the mean £ SD (n = 3). n.s.: no significant difference.

KT T AN ORER IRENLTDO Ky E R % Fig 4-3 1R T, D7, Fig. 4-3 12134
HOKSEEOR LI, R TANEWEZ A MEORMT, FEBXOTREOKSS
BRICHEEAITE 5T, —F, WEOKSGERIL, WEZ 7 A FOFREREICED -
Teo WRTRE AL, 7T X MNEOKD G EIIBAMOKRSEREREFAETHTZ &
Thbd, BERPHICEBWT, 7 7 A NORE TITEDSET LB RIS, 20
HEMETE DS NERD © DK 7858 2 i3~ 5728 (Purlis et al., 2009) . 7 7 A FNERIZIEA

27



HMOBEBETOKRDSGEMEFIND EEZLND, LEDOFER LY, Ao SEES
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776
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. T
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(Inner)

Water content (g/g-DM)

Fig. 4-3. Water content of conventional and modified pizza doughs and crust samples. The values

are expressed as the mean £ SD (n = 3). *: significant difference, n.s.: no significant difference.

I TANDT I AF ¢ —

Wk T A D REDTIES)- BRI E Fig. 4-4 (RS, KRERERICBWT, BT
JEINIESOEIMIIE U TR 5 284 7R Lo, ZAUTBELEICH Y T 5,
By Yy 7T A MINUERRO T A FEEE A LT % (Majzoobietal.,2016), =
DI AT VHEETHPEDME < | ARE SIS TSR ER S5, AR RDIT
L7230 BNTFISNEE LM L7, 2B EEIc L2 b0 BEZ 2 615,
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Fig. 4-4. Typical apparent stress-strain curve of conventional pizza crust sample.

PR PRRFISA T D RIEIRATIZ LT3N (FEF 0.25 & 0.70 TO R 27 i L7,
B2 FEE SHEITHRATEY . A 025 TORNMFIEHMENZ LEFE D00 (5]
HLTW5S) Z&&, A 070 TORNTISNMERNZ ST EEDREBD (boH D L
TW5D) Z & EREEMT O IERBIOSE Y 7 A NOKERTOBANT IS % Fig.
4-5 R T, W ORIV T EA 0.25 TO ANTISNCAEBZEITRD Dotz
(RZE B TIENERD A A B AAEEIZ X 5 BT IS H 28 KEHIIC RO L 7=k 5, Ky & B
HINZ KRB A b NleinoTc B2 bivd, —h., £ 070 IZ81F 5 ZANTIE
HiF, KE 7 T A NOHFRERBIERNZ EDNRENT, 7T A MNERDO K G BH3HEN

L7zZ LT, bobVEAmE-TLLEELLND,
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Fig. 4-5. Apparent compressive stress at constant strain of conventional and modified crust
samples. The values are expressed as the mean + SD (n = 3). *: significant difference, n.s.: no

significant difference.

%7 T A NOBERMMAE R E Fig. 4-6 1IIRT, k7 7 A ML LT, &Y T A
MIFOL<, 77 LOREE (bobB V) bEWI LRI, KEATO RN
FISTNCHEEETRD SR o1 BRI CIXAEREZL LTHEZ 7 A Mo
MFELNNT LR ENT AREATO BNTIEIEN TR ORE B EAME» > 72728,
FEZHEZ 21203, EfmEZ K< T2, MEOH e — FELa Ang | B
V—FHEREMO LA —JEETH VLR ERGHRFILTEZZLND

(Njintang et al., 2007) ,

30
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-
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=

Crumb stickiness: 1ot sticky | i e — | sticky
@ : Conventional. O : Modified
Fig. 4-6. Sensory evaluation score of conventional and modified crust samples. The values are in
the range between —2 (firm or not sticky) and +2 (soft or sticky). The values are expressed as the

mean (n = 10). *: significant difference.
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RIS A —7 > (OFW-300 ; BEX 47 XU ») Z T, 200°CT 5. 15, 20 4y

M TPBERL 21T > 7, IR T 30 2ImAI L. IROEBRIZH L7z,

FlbERk 7 7 A S DKy E &
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WCe = (W - Wiat We) | (Wia - Wa) (. 5-1)
Z ZC. WC. (water content for crust dough) X Pk 2 7 A hDKSyE & (g/g-DM) .
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TARBERL 2 T A | ORI

TBERL 7 7 A b O S 2R ITYMHEE & U ISR 2 kD72, PIEIIZEED L
A A= =% Rz (Fig. 2-7), Tlwkek 7 7 A Mkt EICER 150 mm O 7 /LI =
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mm) & U7z, MEEAARE 3 B9 2170, PEEERERE 2RO T,

TlwBERk 7 7 A S OFKTIE L OABER
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IN THME L7 L EORBE S ZFEHEL L THEAR 0.25 B L VV0.70 TOFFEZ M L 7=,

P TAABUEL 3 B ATV, PR EAR R R 2R D T,

ARBERK 7 7 A b OFREREA

ARBERL 7 T A BT D FAKFIABE OB R 2 BREFHE L7z, /S0 U A ME, B4 4.
VE2 44, AR 22~25 % CE¥4ER 23.82127%) ThoTo, sEHIFARE 5 0L
gt s, REOFZ LN SIZONT, 1 (V) ~5 (FH) ORECIHEZIT> 72,
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Microsoft Excel 35 &2 T8 R 4.0.2 for Windows % FV Y, t BiE 36 KL OF Tukey-Kramer FiE  (p

<0.05) %3 L7z,

5-3. MRV LOBE
TEHek 7 7 A kO

TFARBERL (200C, 1543) 7 7 A MO ) -E A dh#k O —Fil % Fig. 5-1 \2R7, £
MEDOPIHNZIBNT, TIRBERL 7 7 A b OIS IJNER A3 L CHEMRISEM L2, 24

AR EEETRAIC L 2 b DO TH Y | DM E 2 b AR 2 J0E L7z,
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Fig. 5-1. Typical apparent stress-strain curve of pre-baked pizza crust samples (200 °C, 15min).

Dashed line is an approximate line.
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ThEBERR 7 T A R RO YRR LKy G L ORISR E Fig. 52 1R T, TRBERK
IFEI O & K@ BITR T L, witEsidm < o fe, PABER 5 3 & 15 7
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Fig. 5-2. Relationship between water content and initial elasticity for pre-baked pizza crust

samples. The values are mean & SD (n = 3). Values with different letters are significantly different

atp <0.05.
BRTERED TR 7 A2 Nt OB RICKIETTHEE Fig. 5-3 10717, AMERE

DN & LB RITERRATH I LT, ZoHIMEm (KFIOoR T EROME E) 1
TEBER R O KL > TR T L7, KFAMERIZB W TREHOLERICHEEZE
MoTM, TARBERR 15 08 L N20 7518 5 75 L 0 ETEENMRVMER N & - T2, AF5E
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Do PIZIE, Y777 AN MOBEICHY T 2 EEIT, 15 0O PiEbEkiz Lo
T, 520g 75 447g IZHib 3%, Z DL & Fig 5-3 WO HEE SNDEERIT 122% 05
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Fig. 5-3. Effect of loading weight on the deformation ratio of pre-baked pizza crust samples. The

values are mean + SD (n = 3). n.s.: no significant difference.
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25, —h. W EENLHET DR, 7T A NNEOL LG E X EANE D+
KR SN TV L RZ T b, NUBEHORBBIINE O Z FLUEMEIC L > TREL
WS 572 (Mandala et al., 2005) . AW TROTZEFREOEMD VT L S RBIEOHE

BB 2% S TR & 7220,

Fig. 5-4. Cross-sectional images of pre-baked pizza crust samples (200 °C, 15min) before and

after loading.

TEBERLFERAY 7 T 2 REELD ay IZRIFT L% Fig. 5-5 10737, IO SRR
EoY 77 TAMD ay 737, TARBERRRER OB EVK S EEBK T 2720,
aw IR 2D, FPARBERL 15 38 KTV 20 0D 27 T A MIPIBER 0 3B L5 50D b
DEVBEBEIZ ay KT L2, BERIEIZEBIT D au &2 L 5 & (Labuza, 1977; Rahman,
2007; Rahman, 2009) . aw 0.95 LA FIZEB W CTEBRS A4 T d 5 Pseudomonas X° Bacillus,
—HOBEREOEBRME S D, ZD ay ITFHEORIE LT, EfERELM, FH, Sk
ERHTHNTND, HIRO TAEERE >~ Y 727 7 A MO ayld 0962001 THYH, T
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fBERL 5 73 DFER (aw 0.96 £ 0.01) LFRIFRETH -7, Li HIE, aw 0.90 DA% 37°C

& L7255, 16 A ISR A A W R L~ UMY 4% 10°CFU/g LA L& 72 %
ZEERELTHD (Lietal,2011), 7— RF=—20ZBWT 16 A E W5 BHUE
TAHBER 7 7 A b Z il - RET D DI+ e Wr 5, LIei> T, PHfBERK 15
SULED Y7 Z AN (ay0.88+0.01~0.91+0.00) (XH IR TOYIE « FREDAREMEZ R LT

WhHEWR D,

1.1
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Fig. 5-5. Effect of the pre-baking time on the a, of pizza crust samples. The values are mean +

SD (n = 3). Values with different letters are significantly different at p < 0.05.
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Fig. 5-6. Water content of normal and final baked pizza crust samples with and without
rehydration. The values are expressed as the mean + SD (n = 3). Values with different letters are

significantly different at p < 0.05.
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Fig. 5-7. Typical force-strain curve of whole compressed pizza crust sample (rehydrated and final

baked sample).
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Fig. 5-8. Effect of rehydration on compression force of final baked pizza crust at each strain. The

values are expressed as the mean = SD (n = 3). *: significant difference, n.s.: no significant

difference.
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Fig. 5-9. Effect of rehydration on sensory score (softness) of final baked pizza crust sample. The

values are expressed as the mean = SD (n = 3). *: significant difference.
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