ARN] j‘ JY 693 Avy cJ\La.fJ s\_\‘j_,\ Jl'\& ;:Lpﬁ {aj.l& 4.l\>;A

Ol ) e s 5 psle aleus

www.fsct.modares.ac.ir :dow Colw

‘;:A}}%_J«LP Jlas

PSR R P S I TER N P P ROV IO IS P ERE S PRPSRRCVIC SRRUPW) RYS JUS{mecws

‘;515}‘5:;.1.0.9&9{,5-

Tl i o O il Jom s 3l 63 Sl

Q.ﬁ‘ nw}jls.'\sg&m‘ )‘)’Ta&iﬂ) a@i})@)w)‘;ls.&fkb 5;;1\.,\9 @L&jr}l& a)ﬁ—\

Ol combesdy O 50 m ol K23l (Ole Jlo 3590l 55 0 ((53)5LES 05 S-Y

o.,\,'s.? e SN
oo (S 3 par L2 Oh gl i glasls el e sdle o Khee (slalis Pl sl gy

G rl 2 oy Sose S Ol S S sS OV g0 b
9 (M).) Yoo U ') CJ‘)S J‘)T ¢(J\¢).> Yoo 5 ') CA.L)S[J bJT clble auw Q\}Sl
bl bylse bl 2 b SaS L dos ¥ B v esgdons 3 o sl
Sloss cL* g}’a}"‘:‘ ‘(’"'} ndf?'r.w sl 9 ej:ﬁ-.: d‘}v\ﬂ ‘UT Ls‘)‘.z\.@.{.: Cn:ﬁjk
o SM S Sy K 5 e 3T IS il 5 S slas S
Sl b cos bl s 50 sla Sy adS Jhassy ol s olol 3 43 8
S 4 ol (gl aS sl OLES odal Cowddy @L:.? (P<+/20) 54 byl
N . * ol - - s

DS 5 IS Pondy e L Gl (Ssns n las S slae o 2l b
5 S03 osSU T Aoy Y/ 5 VENT TWAY 5l L S b 2ha Ol e
3l ..>.>J§ J.\ab- YN Cssllae B s el eslanl C;J»jgnm—;.' Q)j.»w\b,afé 33 &ajj;.:l
0f e SV Ol K b b Ul Ll 5l 53 &S AS pasia B b
(P WM e JKL 818040 G Jsde (JKl VT XV G s
AV log cfu/g Sosusn sl SU slaw (xS e b £ o>
culs Ol Olg e Colg L3 e VAN S Sk s YUAOLY Laxls

L 5ol 09 6l Shas Jguamme S Ol iy Ll 5o (53lgity gy O oY 0 3
33,8 (Boan (SSsmsn G il 5 sthe (S55SS Gla S5

VEEAN/TY il s sl
VELO/ Y/ 1g s s

VEr O/ Y/ bl sl

1S olds

e Sl

K g Slag S

10.48311/£5¢t.2026.119376.83069

RGOy Prvy

rezaei.rahil@yahoo.com

299


http://www.fsct.modares.ac.ir/

\eeo B JYY 6,93 Avy GJL«J’

Qlﬂl L;l"lb Gw‘gf}l&&u

Lo 5 O 5585 5 (sladols oS ol Dlydn S o e
g5 onl Aledd fuae S0 w0 0P gl sy
o s S 55 0355 55 it Ll 53 O enslie or g Ly
0S5 2 S Y= Dobee ol Sl (351 2300 s
Sl sy 5 20 G5 A A0 G ol a0l
Lol S Slarle glas 5l oS conl (s 8L 55
OseYgo 5 53 d gl 5l aS ol el s o |35
SV & ol slea il SIS0 DY e
21055 eslinal 1S I 5 o sl 5 SRl
[o

2208 (S 5 Mg Sl Mae e S
R T S YIS RS TP e TRUSN I R I
3,15 Boes OV puamme cpl Ly e sledan sddass,
Cosby dops £l b el o oy, 5 SO
Lol BLl (e i Sppe 3 5 Lies
ERRRISTPCaIF RN o § IR PN W EH I
oslatal OMe glaes sl 5 55 Ka L o Jals ) ghaea
(VoY) OLen 5 5S1Hlsls Sldllas o Ol o s S
SS 3 (Y0Y0) 0K 5 (ol wg s 5 S 3
P GoliE s Gl et A5 5 bl (sl (58 O
oLl (oY) O 5 (I b 5 o dain (6 5005
Lo aiy SV puamee oS Ul s ] &S5 S
wlinlie [A YV L8] Wsged L5051, sl 5 eslizad
e [y SIS ol DY g il e 1SN A
L e @ 30T S ol W3 4 Ll oS s
Golew S SUw ol SUL 8 558 6 conlis
Loy S35 datee o3 s 8 cl sl
e 33 5 5 S 5o sgme eV et
s U5l e 5518 5 me 5 555 e sl
(s VN (oedS 5 D iy 5 55008 (S S 025
ol S5 Oless s 5358 e ool OMSEe 5 SIS
e sk s IS Wl Sl i o Seles (olew
LYe Qe

300

dodle—)
SOk i bl el e dle | Shee glali
baolon @ Sl Jlax Jals 5 cudle SlE1 s g
OB LS pme AT il bl cladle 53 )ls
o Sl LB e 5 olde 55 Ole Bl 4 s
ool Bl sl o Sk sba e slse Sl atus
O S5 2 Shes e b L SV pamme
3 Sty 5 03y Sbams S sl his o WSlg
ssba U She glalie oS S 0T L dad e Vs
03558 Gk 3L s daes Ak SLS 5l 8 alb
5 oS s W d ks 5l g ol el 5 ASle ]
i bl Kps e Ol LSS s
S spi 0 A Sles Sl olds esle S codias o4,
Lo LSS ks s DS ol Glasdis 28 e sdle
Sl 350 5o 5 ASL adls Oy (OS5 58 o Shes
LV NSl e Gobe Sap b S L 5 e ses
S Az LS o,y a5 LSS s 2
A S g aa LB 0Ll S L;um-ﬂ Loy
534S sph e aiS s LB slas LS Lol 4
OS5 LSSy Nsd e J= Loy A Jgll
JJJHU}.Z&J};;AKJ}J_ 035, 4 aS o3 Jd & ol
Obime gl Ol Wlss Wi o s bl yba bl
Sl aaslE )l Ko 2dlad 5 ad,y obnl S o 5 b )
Lot b Sosmisn i o5l Jlasl o3y, dide
S ool Loyl Slhges wody Sud b aS
e L e iy Gl b LSS e,
s OpSt LS e S ey ep sbagSU
Sk Jels pla BB Shdas S glad SN
slaanaliss s Sl dad 5L K1 ey Sl
Cools hls slpe Olpea a3 gladlly 5 pslie
B OS5 3 S gl V] Lol (B me S s
pslie sdssda pl 5o a8 el e Sl b 25 5
S Gladenl 4 S5 0355 55 es 3l LS 5 035

Gl 335 o d e 5 350 e Jid el S



SS9 3K O Y g0 5 (S5l

O 5 sk o3 5T

el S5 A5 sl (T0Y8) DD 5 godke 5 0558
o il ol gl 508 5,1 5 1S s 3T w0l 5 o518 6L
OV g0 3 (Silwang andlls ol 31 Gua VWV AT 55
ol 5 e sSUasT s o)1 el Kss o 5K
Sl S g2 5 b gln (5L b S el b
sl dyame 4S5 2 Ses (ol OV b
bl sl o dals, gledde b dialy ol s ol
CokS & bt led dog oS 5 et sl
D Ged LSS 59 el (5L 5 sl
L‘“gi‘.b D) :|‘5.4 -y

3150 —\-Y

1 5l Spmsn Sbiu S 46 Gl addles ool 5o
Sdsml (0l OAB) o SL 5,1 (0, el @3
bl ezl d S S (01 et OLEy)
36 3 lge ple s (Ol a3 05 SO) i YsSTsS

A5 S eslial gasl3l Ol e o slaeliy b 5l 5

la by, —Y-Y

S Ky S g e g ) Y

Sas odnl e 8 oS g sl sl L
S sSLaT 8l e bl 35 S
5 OE e 4 S A5 S i s e o3 sl
SO) Oped b 4ids 0 Sle 4 oy a0 lanl S
Sb e HAE Lyl banze 555 L (O] (S S
sl ol feass et Ol alex S SLS
G50 e 4 Idome 5 S Lol sy Sl 5 K
i 5 o3 a1 5 CusSL sl bl s b s
G (Sl ol 03,50 O Jgdr 55 &S SN e 3 )
L5 BLS1 L3 bylses 4 dlo e den 53 5 e Doy 0
oSy Lo bghss 0353581 Db o Sl e oS (5 sba
Colg 03 s Ad byle 4dds Y Ol 4 oS byl
155 03533 gl & (10°CFU/E) S5 ss 1 slags S\

301

ol 3 Sl 5 sedle (Zea mays L.) o3
Slaes sl 3 5wl mbo sl osle Olgea (glie
walis 31 5L e &S ssd e eslatal g e
Wle | Shes DS 5 5 bagmlns om0
Sl s @b 3l eslial sl o lads 555,08 5 Wad b
el 4Bl 5l 16l Y s 53 S 6 slas )]
L 58 S Ll e cilie slas)T S 5 bl b
O 0L ole CadS 5 e pl B (DSl e S 53
VY 0] das

Ca S sl il Vg ST i ) Akl 4l S S
Lole ol slpe L5 s M Jas il SO Llsee
Saieis g dphe edlital (S5t 5 bl (S
S5 s 23 el dol Jslaze oS 5 B> 4 oo SL
1 el o8 T T e Sl ST asls VL
aails 53 U80S Slas lgme s 4 oo SL
Y gme L plde Sl o3 Lyl osle G Ll 55 o0
Sad il esle G 2o S LSl SUL Ohlew ¢l e
e Y olE 2516 ol 50 S a5 ) 0
Rbe s pme slse G Sl Gl a1 s e
DENT ol oo 1 b a3 Il LS 5
byt (3, Soss 3l K Olpea bylse oLl £ b
S il gl Sl s LT b
S8 dpame Glagal sl b b iz 5 bl
Jolss il Ol b s el sl e
drwg 5 e S S, Ol dasal s siabesT
3 Sl S letag 5wt Glr e glade
03 S b bslia (b S (o ol 3 1) (bt
oslizul b 5355 00 S0 K 5 eak e Wl lis s
SaS kS b SV pame A5 4 i las bl
M 53 pb ol 58S e 51D V0] S
o Ol e LS elaad odle 4l 4 Q‘Y_,..a;u
BB iy S Sy &S (Y070) OLKan 5 o3ljdkoms

1- Fagopyrum



\eeo B JYY 6,93 Avy BJLM:

&lﬂl L;l‘j'b Gw‘gf‘y\&&u

DANAT L s 5 Ad an § 15 Saudl

OY a5 L) 5.5 5 colio LLLIB 5 o oale] ot al> o
Slos b (a5 s Sy b 5 485 518 Gl

odls Jlasl aass V0 Ol e @ :ljfdtjl,w a5 YV

Table 1- Experimental treatments used in biscuit formulation

No Corn flour (%) Buckwheat flour (%) Inulin (%)
1 74.625 24.625 0.75
2 24.625 73.125 2.25
3 0 97 3
4 0 98.5 1.5
5 98.5 0 1.5
6 48.5 48.5 3
7 24.625 74.625 0.75
8 100 0 0
9 0 100 0
10 0 97 3
11 50 50 0
12 97 0 3
13 0 100 0
14 98.5 0 1.5
15 100 0 0
16 97 0 3
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Figure 1- Effect of formulation type on the water holding capacity (WHC) of flours
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Figure 2- The effect of formulation type on a) G' and b) G" of dough
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Table 2- predictive models for dependent variable

R? Adjusted
No Properties Equation R?
1 WHC y=+8.57 A+ 8.44 B - 1829.78 C+ 0.87 AB + 1892.07 AC 0.94 0.91
+1897.96 BC —232.26 A’BC - 399.10 AB*C +11980.17
ABC?
2 G' y=+1990980 A+1222610B +2.29x10''C+42944.65AB- 0.97 0.93
3.48x10"MAC- 3.53x10'"BC+2.41x10"" ABC-385577AB(A-
B)+ 1.18x10""AC(A-C)+ 1.23x10'"BC(B-C)
3 G" y=+577747 A+425189 B +6.18x10'°C+49812.4AB- 0.98 0.96
9.35x10'9AC- 9.48x10'°BC+6.48x10'°ABC-3458 19AB(A-
B)+ 3.17x10'"°AC(A-C)+ 3.31x10''BC(B-C)
4 Hardness ~ y=+14.85 A+25.73B + 17151.93C-3.96AB-16908.31 AC- 0.71 0.58
18315.39BC
5 Volume  y=+846 A+4.77B+10754.12 C+36 AB -11076.53 AC 0.97 0.94
—10417.52 BC + 1419.52 A?BC - 6921.55 AB?C +
14902.27 ABC?
6 L y=+28.71 A+24.92B +12038100C-17.60AB- 0.00000018 0.99 0.98
AC-0.00000018 BC+12606200ABC-152.37AB(A-
B)+6299280 AC(A-C)+6307100BC(B-C)
7 Probiotic 0.93 0.92
bacteria y=+2.40 A+3.14 B +230.07C
count
8 Overall y=+3.22 A+3.30 B -144.87 C+2.85 AB + 143.12 AC 0.79 0.68
acceptance +162.17 BC

Buckwheat flour (A), Corn flour (B), Inulin (C)
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Figure 3- Effect of formulation type on the hardness of samples
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Figure 4- Effect of formulation type on the volume of samples
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Functional foods, beyond fulfilling nutritional requirements,
Article History: contribute to health promotion and disease risk reduction. This
study aimed to optimize the formulation of a gluten-free
probiotic biscuit using a mixture design to evaluate the effects
Review: 2026/04/26 of buckwheat flour (0-100%), corn flour (0—100%), and inulin
(0-3%) on water-holding capacity, storage and loss moduli,
hardness, volume, L* index, probiotic viability, and overall
acceptance of the flour, dough, and final product. All responses
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Keywords: were significantly affected by the mixture components (p <
Biscuit, 0.05). The optimal formulation for maximizing probiotic count,
Optimization, L* index, volume, and overall acceptance while minimizing

. hardness consisted of 23.83% buckwheat flour, 74.16% corn
Inulin, flour, and 2.02% inulin, with an overall desirability of 0.769.
Buckwheat, Under these conditions, water-holding capacity reached 9.0 g/g,

G'1.39 x 10° Pa, G" 414,090 Pa, hardness 13.39 N, volume 4.16
cm?, probiotic count 9.77 log CFU/g, L* index 39.85, and
10.48311/f5¢t.2026.119376.83069  overall acceptance 3.91. These findings highlight the potential
of the optimized formulation for developing a gluten-free

o functional biscuit with desirable technological quality and
rezaei.rahil@yahoo.com enhanced probiotic stability.

Probiotic Bacteria

*Corresponding Author E-

315



