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Y cTaTTi HaBef4eHO pe3ynbTaTh JoCnioKeHHs1 GioxiMiyHOI cknagoBoi (BMICT Ginka, ByrneBoaiB, xap-
YOBUX BOJTOKOH, XKMPY, 305K, BiTaMiHiB, MiHEparnbH/UX €rnemMeHTIB) 3epHa pi3HUX COpPTIB KiHoa. Y 3epHi
KiHoa mictutbeca 57,0-57,6 % Byrnesopais, 14,0-14,6 — 6inka, 7,0-9,0 — xap4oBux BONOKOH, 6,0—7,3 —
xupy, 2,33—-2,58 % 3onu. JocnigxeHi copTu kiHoa, BupoLleHi B ymoBax [NpaBoGepexHoro Jlicocteny,
iCTOTHO He BiApi3HATLCA 3a SAKICTHO. Y 3epHi kiHoa HanbinbLue mictunocs BitTamiHy B3 — 1,45-1,59 mr %
3anexHo Big copTy. lNpoTe iHTerpanbHuin ckop 6yB Ha piBHIi 10—11 %. Hawnbinbwe 100 r 3epHa kiHoa
3a0BonbHsiE GionoriyHi noTpeby aopocnoi nioavHn BiTamiHamu B6, B1 i B2 — Ha 30—38 % 3anexHo Big
BapiaHTy gocniay. IHTerpanbHun ckop BiTaMiHy B5 6yB 15-16 % 3anexHo Big copTy. Cnig BiasHaunTy,
Lo ICTOTHOI Pi3HMLi MiXX copTamu KiHoa BWSIBMEHO He Gyno, Lo MiaTBEpPOXKYE iHOEKC KOMMMEKCHOro
oujiHoBaHHA — 0,21-0,24. 3epHo KioHa Hanbinblie MICTUTL Kanito, docdopy, MarHito, Cipku i KanbLito.
BwmicT maHraHy, UuHKy, 3anisa Ta HaTpito 0yB y mexax 2,0—5,0 Mr %. |[HOeKC KOMNNEKCHOro OLiHKBaHHS
He 3miHioBaBcs | ctaHoBuB 0,11. MNpoTe iHTerpanbHUi ckop MaB iHWy TeHgeHuito. Tak, 100 r 3epHa uiei
KynbTypu Hanbinblie 3agoBonbHAE GionoriyHy noTpeby Aopocnoi nanHn MarHiem i ocopom — Ha
83-88 % 3anexHo Big BapiaHTy gocnigy. HanmeHwe HaTtpiem, cipkoto i kanbuiem — Ha 0,1-5,1 %. IHTe-
rpanbHui ckop Ans 3anisa 6y 32—34 %, umMHky — 20—25, maHrany — 20-21, kanito — 11-13 % 3anexHo
Big copTy.3a 6ioXiMiYHOO CKNAaZoBOK 3ePHO KiHOA MOXHA BUKOPUCTOBYBATW y TEXHOMOTriT 6e3rntoTeHo-

BMX MPOAYKTIB.

KnrouoBi cnoBa: 6ioximiyHa ckrnadosa, KiHoa, copm, emicm binka, eimamiHie, XiMiYHUX eremMeHmis,

iHmeaparnbHuUl cKop.

MocTaHoBka npo6nemu: KiHoa (kBiHOa, KiHBa,
KBiHOSl, Keuya, pucoBa noboga) Chenopodium
quinoa Willd. ogHopiyHa pocnuHa poauHn nobono-
BUX, O NowmpeHa Ha cxunax AHa y MiBaeHHin Ame-
puui [1, 2]. Lis kynbTypa Mae nepcnekTnBy B TEXHO-
norii 6earntoTeHoBMX npoaykTiB [3, 4]. Xapyosa
LiHHICTb 3epHa Ta MOro TeXHOMOrYHi BaCTUBOCTI, a
TakoX nepepobrneHHs 3anexutb Big 6GioximiyHOro
cknagy [5, 6]. Tomy BUBYEHHS NUTaHHS OPMYyBaHHS
OioximiyHOI CKNagoBOi 3epHa KiHOA 3anexHo Bif
COpPTY € aKTyanbHUM.

AHani3 ocTaHHix gocnigxeHb i nyonikauin.
TpuBanui npouec goMecTukalii KynbTypy 3yMOBUB
3HaYHUN piBEHb CENEeKUiNHO-TEHETUYHOI Pi3HO-
MaHiTTa KiHoa [7]. HuHi B cBITi icHye noHaa 6 Tuc.
COpTIB L€l KynbTypK, SKi NOQINSATLCA HA M'ATb OC-
HOBHMX €KOTUNiB. 3epHO MOXe ByTU YepBOHMM, YO-
pHUM i Ginum [8, 9]. KiHoa — apxeodiT, OcKinbku no-
Yanu KynbTuByBaTu ii 6rn3bko 6 Tuc. pokis Tomy. [lo
cepeguHu XX CTONITTS BUpoOLLyBanu nuwe B AHOax,
a nisHiwe nowupunack No BCbomy CBiTy [10].

Y kpaiHax [liBaeHHOI AMepukn B 3epHi KiHOa
BMICT ByrneBofiB Moxe cTaHoBuTu Big 49,0 go
68,1 %, 6inka —Big 9,1 po 15,7 %, xupy — Big 4,0 oo
7,6, xap4oBux BOJIOKOH — Big 8,8-14,1, 3onu — Big
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2,3 po 4,0 % 3a BonorocTi 15 % 3anexHo Big yMoB
BMpoLlyBaHHS [11, 12]. BMiCT a30TOBMICHMX CNONYyK
3Ha4yHO 3MIHIOETLCA 3anexHo Big NOrogHMX YMOB Ta
enemeHTiB arpotexHonorii. KynbTypa gobpe pearye
Ha 3acTocyBaHHA A0OpPUB i 3pOLLEHHS. Xo4va KiHoa
MO>XHa BUPOLLYBATU Y Pi3HUX I'PYHTOBO-KNIMaTUYHNX
ymoBax [13]. 3ona MiCTUTb BUCOKMI BMICT KanbLiito,
MarHito, 3anisa, migi Ta uUuHKy. BcTtaHoBneHo, Lo
BMICT MiHepanbH/UX PevyoBWH Y HacCiHHi KiHoa nepe-
BULY€E OinblWicTb 3epHoBMX KynbTyp [14]. Kpim
LbOro, 3epHO Ui€l KynbTypu Mae BUCOKY aHTUOKCU-
OAHTHY aKTUBHICTb. BusiBNeHo 3HayHy KinbKicTb ¢e-
pynoBoi, CMHaNIHOBOI Ta ranoBoi KUCMOT, kemnde-
pony, i3opamHeTuHy Ta pyTuHy [15]. 3asBuuan i3
3epHa KiHoa oTpuMytoTb BOpOLLHO, ke A00aBNsATb
0o xniba ta xni6obynoyHmnx BMpobiB, KOHAMTEPChb-
Knx BMpoBiB, Kpym'aHMX npodykTiB Towo [16]. MNpo-
BeJeHUN aHani3 AocnigKeHb CBiAYMTb MPO MOX-
NMBICTb BUKOPUCTAHHSA KiHOa AN BUPOOHMLTBA Npo-
aykTiB. [MpoTe HaBeaeHi BULLLE OOCTIOKEHHS MPOBO-
annucsa B ymoBax, Lo BigpisHATbCA Big [NpaBobe-
pexHoro Jlicocteny YkpaiHn. HegoctaTHb0 BUBYEHO
dopMyBaHHs1 GioxiMiYHOT CKNagoBOi 3epHa KiHoa 3a-
NeXHo Big copTy.
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BioximiyHa cknagoBa 3epHa KiHoa 3anexHo Big copTy

Biochemical component of quinoa grain depending on the variety

MeToto po60THK € BUBYEHHS NMUTaHHSA Woao dop-
MyBaHHS BioxiMi4HOI cknagoBoi 3epHa kiHoa 3a-
NeXHOo Big copTy.

Martepian i meToan gocnimxeHHs. Ekcnepu-
MEeHTarnbHy YacTuHy poboTu NpoBefeHo B YMaHCh-
komy HYC Ta IHCTUTYTi BioeHepreTUYHUX KynbTyp i
uykpoBux OypsikiB. KiHoa BupoLlyBanu B ymoBax
MpaBobepexHoro Jliocteny YkpaiHu. Y AocnigxeH-
HAX BMKOPUCTOBYBaNn mATb COPTIB kiHoa: TiTikaka,
Q2, Q3, Q4 i Q5. bioximiyHy cknagoBy BU3Ha4anu 3a
OCTY 4117:2007. BMIicT Xupy B HacCiHHi KyHXyTy
Bu3Ha4vanu 3a [ACTY ISO 10565-2003, smicT Ginka —
3a KinbkicTio B6inkoBoro a3oTy (KoediuieHT nepepa-
XyHky 5,50) (MBB 31-497058-019-2005), miHe-
panisauito 3paskiB HaciHHa — 3a OCTY 7670:2014,
BMICT MiHEpanbHUX eneMeHTiB — MeTogoM aTOMHO-
abcopObuinHoi cnekTpomeTpii, BMICT BiTaMiHiB — Me-
TOOOM piAMHHOI Xpomatoprpadii. [ns cratuctunu-
HOoro 06pobneHHs pesynbTaTiB  OOCMIMKEHb i
BM3HAYEHHS OOCTOBIPHOCTI OAepXaHuX ekcnepu-
MEHTanbHUX AaHWX BUKOPUCTOBYBAmW MakeT CTaH-
naptHux nporpam (MIK «Agrostat», MSOfficeExcel).

IHTerpanbHUIn CKOp BU3Ha4anu 3a Takow ¢op-
MYI0t0:
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A
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ne ® — akTMYHe 3Ha4YeHHs NnokasHuka; O — onTu-
MarnbHe 3HayeHHs1 MokasHuka; Jl — fonycTuMe 3Ha-

o) .
YeHHA NOoKa3HUKa, o BIOHOLWEHHA, WO 3aCToCOoBY-
H0Tb OS5 NOKa3HWKIB, (baKTVILIHe 3Ha4YeHHA AKUX Mno-
BUHHO 6YTVI GinbLue onTUManbLHOro; %— BiAHOLLIEHHS,

LLIO 3aCTOCOBYIOTb Af1A NOKa3HUKIB, pakTUYHe 3Ha-
YEHHSA AKMX MOBMHHO BYyTW MEHWWUM A0MyCTUMOro
PiBHS; n — KINbKICTb MOKa3HWUKIB, siKi BUKOPUCTOBY-
OTbCHA B MoAeni.

Buknap ocHoBHOro marepiany. [JocnigkeHHs
cBigvaThb, WO 3epHO KiHOa HanbinbLle MICTUTb BY-
rneeopis — 56,8-57,6 % 3anexHo Big copTy (puc. 1).
BmicT Ginka mamxe He 3MiHIOBaBCS Bif COpTy i cTa-
HoBuB 14,0-14,6 %. BmicT xunpy 3miHioBaBca Big 6,0
no 7,3 %, xap4yoBux BornokoH — Big 7,0 go 9,0, a
BMICT 30nu — Big 2,33 80 2,58 % 3anexHo Bia copTy.
Hes3HayHe konmBaHHs GioXiMi4YHOI CkNagoBOi 3epHa
KiHOa CBig4YNTb NPO BMCOKWUI iHOEKC CTabinbHOCTI iX
dopMyBaHHS.

Tabnuusa 1. bioximivyHa cknagoBa 3epHa
KiHOa 3anexHo Big copTy (2018-2020 pp.), %

BioximiuHa Coprt

cknagosa Titikaka | Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
Byrnesoau 57,6 56,8 | 57,1 | 57,0 | 57,2
BmicT Binka 14,6 14,0 | 141 | 140 | 141
Bonorictb, % 14,0 13,1 | 13,2 | 13,1 | 13,3
BmicT xapyoBux 7.0 9.0 7.0 8.0 70
BOJTOKOH
BmicT xupy 7,3 6,0 6,7 6,2 6,9
BmicTt 30nu 2,58 2,16 | 2,40 | 2,33 | 2,42

Y 3epHi kKiHoa HalbinbLue MicTUnoch BitamiHy B3 —
1,45-1,59 mr % 3anexHo Big copty (Tabn. 1). MNpote
iHTerpanbHui ckop 0yB Ha piBHi 10—-11 %. HanbinbLwe
1001 3epHa kKiHOa 3a40BOSbHSAE GionorivHi NoTpedy
aopocnoi noanHun BitamiHamn B6, B1 i B2 — Ha 30—
38 % 3anexHo Big BapiaHTy gocnigy. IHTerpansHun
ckop BiTamiHy B5 6yB 15-16 % 3anexHo Big copTy.
Cnig Big3HauMTW, WO ICTOTHOI Pi3HULI MK copTamu
KiHOa BMSIBNEHO He Byno, Lo NiATBEPAKYE IHOAEKC KOM-
MMAEKCHOro oLiHoBaHHA — 0,21-0,24.

3epHo kioHa Hanbinblie MICTUTb Kanito, doc-
dopy, MarHito, Cipkm i kanbuito (Tabn. 2). BmicT man-
raHy, UMHKy, 3anisa Ta HaTpito 6yB y mexax 2,0—
5,0 mr %. Cnig BiA3HA4YNTK, LLIO BMICT XiMiYHUX ene-
MEHTIB iCTOTHO He 3MiHIOBaBCS 3aneXHo Big copTy
KiHoa. IHOEeKC KOMMMEKCHOro OUiHIOBaHHA He
3miHoBaBcs i ctaHoBuB 0,11. MNpoTe iHTerpanbHWi
CkOp MaB iHWY TeHAeHuito. Tak, 100 r 3epHa uiel
KynbTypu Hamnbinblue 3a40BOfIbHAE BionoriyHy no-
Tpeby Jopocnoi NoavHu marHiem i gocopom — Ha
83-88 % 3anexHo Big BapiaHTy pocnigy. Hai-
MeHLLe HaTpieM, Cipkoto i kanbuiem — Ha 0,1-5,1 %.
[HTerpanbHuin ckop ans 3anisa 6ys 32—34 %, LMHKY
— 20-25, maHraHy — 20-21, kanito — 11-13 % 3a-
nexHo Bifg copTy.

Tabnuusa 1. BMmicT BiTamiHiB Ta iHTerpansHui ckop 100 r 3epHa 3anexHo Big copTy, 2018—2020 pp.

CopTt

Bitamin | HIPO5 ?ggg‘?ggggegi TiTikaka 2 3 4 5
’ 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
B2 0,02 1.1 033 | 30 | 030 | 27 | 032 29 | 0,31 | 28 | 0,32 | 29
B1 0,02 11 041 | 37 | 030 ] 27 |035] 32 | 033 ] 30 | 038 35
B6 0,03 13 050 | 38 | 0,42 | 32 | 048 | 37 | 0,47 | 36 | 0,49 | 38
B5 0,04 5.0 079 | 16 | 0,76 | 15 | 0,77 | 15 | 0,77 | 15 | 0,78 | 16
B3 0,08 14,0 159 | 11 | 1,45 | 10 | 155 | 11 | 1,51 | 11 | 1,55 | 11

IKO* _ _ 0,24 0,21 0,23 0,22 0,23

MpumiTka. 1 — BMICT BiTaminy, Mr %, 2 — iHTerpanbHun ckop, %, * — iHOEeKC KOMMMEKCHOrO OLiHIOBAHHS.
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Ta6bnuusa 2 BmicT xiMiyHMX enemeHTiB Ta iHTerpansHuin ckop 100 r 3epHa
3anexHo Big copty, 2018—-2020 pp.

XiMivHUI fobosa — Copr
eneMeHT HIPO5 notpeba TiTikaka 2 3 Q4 Q5
(PAO/BOO3), mr 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Mn 0,1 10 2,0 20 2,1 21 2,0 20 2,0 20 2,1 21
Zn 0,2 14 3,5 25 2,8 20 3,0 21 3,0 21 3,3 24
Fe 0,3 14 4,7 34 4,5 32 4,5 32 4,5 32 4,6 33
Na 0,4 4000 5,0 0,1 5,0 0,1 5,0 0,1 5,0 0,1 5,0 0,1
Ca 2 1000 51 51 43 4,3 46 4,6 45 4,5 48 4,8
S 7 5000 143 2,9 140 2,8 141 2,8 141 2,8 141 2,8
Mg 10 230 203 88 192 83 195 85 195 85 198 86
P 21 550 476 87 452 82 455 83 455 83 459 83
K 28 4500 577 13 560 12 563 13 560 12 506 11
IKO* — — 0,11 0,11 0,11 0,11 0,11

MpumiTka. 1 — BMICT BiTaminy, Mr %, 2 — iHTerpanbHun ckop, %, * — iHOEeKC KOMMMEKCHOrO OLiHIOBaHHS.

OTxe, 3epHO KiHoa 3a BiOXiMIYHOIO CKNagoBo
Moxe OyTn MepCnekTMBHOK CUPOBWMHOK Ans BUPOO-
HUUTBa 6e3rnoTeHoBUX NpoaykKTiB. KpiM Lporo, 3epHo
Liei kynbTypn 6arate Ha BiTamiHn B6, B1 i B2, ximiuHi
eneMeHTn MarHiun, pocdop, 3aniso, UMHK i MaHraH.

BucHOBKM i nepcnekTuBM noganblunx Oo-
cnigpxeHb. [NpoBeneHo aHani3 GioxiMmiYHOI CkNagoBoi
3epHa pi3HMX COPTIB KiHOA. Y 3epHi KiHoa MICTUTbCS
57,0-57,6 % Byrnesogis, 14,0-14,6 — 6inka, 7,0-9,0
— XapyoBuKX BOJOKOH, 6,0—7,3 — xupy, 2,33—-2,58 %
3onu. [JJocnigxeHi copTu KiHOa, BUPOLLEHI B yMOBax
MpaBobGepexHoro Jlicocteny, iCTOTHO He BiOPI3HS-
I0TbCA 3a skicTio. BctaHoBneHo, wo 1001 3epHi
KiHOa Hanbinblue 3a00BOMbHSE GionoridyHy noTpeby
aopocnoi noanHu BitamiHammn B6, B1 i B2 — Ha 30—
38 %. IHTerpanbHUM ckop MarHito i poccopy — 82—
88 %, 3aniza, uuMHK i MaHraHy — 20-34 %. 3a
OioxiMi4HOO CKNagoOBOK 3EepPHO KiHOA MOXHa BMKO-
puctoByBatM Yy TexHosnorii ©6e3rnTeHoBMX Mpo-
AYKTiB. Y noganbLlumx AochigkKeHHAX A0UiNTbHO BUro-
TOBMATU MNPOAYKTM | BU3HAYaATH iX SKiCTb, BU3Ha4YaTu
enemMeHTn TexHonorii nepepobneHHs 3epHa, BCTa-
HOBUTW ONTUManbHWUIA TEPMiH 36epiraHHs.
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Bbnoxnmmnyeckasa coctaBnsowas 3epHa KMHoa
B 3aBUCUMOCTUN OT CcopTa

B. B Ilio6uny, B. U. BontoBckas, C. A. TpeTbsikoBa

B ctaTtbe npvBedeHbl pesynbTaTbl MCCNegoBaHUA BUOXMMMYECKON COCTaBnstowen (cogepxaHve bernka,
YrneBOAOB, NULLIEBLIX BOMOKOH, XUpa, 305bl, BUTAMWHOB, MUHEpParibHbIX 3NIEMEHTOB) 3epHa pa3HbIX COPTOB
KnHoa. B 3epHe kuHoa cogepxutcsa 57,0-57,6 % yrnesogos, 14,0-14,6 — 6enka, 7,0-9,0 — n1LLEBbIX BOMOKOH,
6,0-7,3 — xupa, 2,33-2,58 % 3onbl. ViccrnegoBaHbl copTa KMHOA, BblpalleHHbIe B ycnoBusax MpaBobepexHon
JlecocTtenu, cyLeCcTBEHHO He OTNMYalTCA No KavyecTBy. B 3epHe knHoa Bcero cogepxanocb BuTamuHa B3 —
1,45-1,59 mr % B 3aBncumocTn oT copTa. OgHako MHTerpanbHbI ckop 6bin Ha ypoBHe 10-11 %. Hanbonblue
100 r 3epHa KnHoa yaoBrneTBopsieT buonormyeckne NoTpebHOCTL B3POCIIOro YenoBeka BuTammHamu B6, B1 un
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B2 — Ha 30-38 % B 3aBMCUMOCTM OT BapuaHTa onbiTa. VIHTerpanbHbii ckop ButammHa B5 6bin 15-16 % B
3aBMCUMOCTM OT copTa. CnegyeTt OTMETUThb, YTO CYLLECTBEHHON pasHuULbl MeXay cCopTamu KMHoa obHapy>xeHo
He 6bINo, YTO NoATBEPXKAAET MHOEKC KOMMNEKCHOM oueHkn — 0,21-0,24. 3epHO KMHOa HaMbonbLue coaepXuT
kanus, docdopa, marHus, cepbl U Kanbuusa. CogepxaHue MapraHua, UMHKa, Xenesa M HaTpus Obin B
npegenax 2,0-5,0 Mr %. WHOeKcC KOMMMEKCHOW OueHKn He wuameHsncsa wu coctaesnsan 0,11. OpgHako
WHTErpanbHbIA CKOp MMen apyryto TeHaeHumto. Tak, 100 r 3epHa 3Ton KynbTypbl HaMbonbLUe yaoBNeTBOpsSeT
Ouronornyeckyo NoTpebHOCTL B3pOCMOro Yyenoseka MmarHnem u gocgopom — Ha 83—-88 % B 3aBUCMMOCTH OT
BapuaHTa onbiTa. MeHblle HaTpueM, cepon u kanbumeM — Ha 0,1-5,1 %. NHTerpanbHbIi cCkop ANs Xenesa
Obin 32-34 %, umHka — 20-25, mapraHua — 20-21, kanua — 11-13 % B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT copTy. 3a
OMOXMMUYECKOW COCTaBMSAOLWEN 3EpPHO KMHOA MOXHO WCMONb30BaTb B TEXHOMOrMM Oe3rnioTeHOBbIM
NPOAYKTOB.

KnroueBble cnoBa: buoxumuyeckasi cocmaessiroulasi, KUHoa, copm, codep)KaHue berika, sumMamMuHos,
XUmMu4ecKux a/ieMeHmaos, UHmeepaanb/El CKOp.
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Biochemical component of quinoa grain depending on the variety
V. V. Liubych, V. I. Voitovska, S. O. Tretiakova

The article presents the study results of the biochemical grain component (protein, carbohydrate, dietary
fiber, fat, ash, vitamins, minerals) of different quinoa varieties. Quinoa grain contains 57.0-57.6 % of carbo-
hydrates, 14.0-14.6 % of protein, 7.0-9.0 % of dietary fiber, 6.0-7.3 % of fat, and 2.33-2.58 % of ash. The
studied quinoa varieties grown in the Right-Bank forest-steppe do not significantly differ in quality. Quinoa
grain contained the most vitamin Bs — 1.45-1.59 mg % depending on the variety. However, the integral score
was at the level of 10-11 %. 100 g of quinoa grain satisfy the most the biological needs of an adult with vitamins
Bs, B1 and B2 — by 30-38 % depending on the experiment variant. The integral score of vitamin Bs was 15—
16 % depending on the variety. It should be noted that no significant difference between quinoa varieties was
found which is confirmed by the index of complex evaluation — 0.21-0.24. Quinoa grain contains the most
potassium, phosphorus, magnesium, sulfur and calcium. The content of manganese, zinc, iron and sodium
was in the range of 2.0-5.0 mg %. The index of complex evaluation did not change and was 0.11. However,
the integral score had a different trend. Thus, 100 g of grain of this crop satisfy the most the biological needs
of an adult with magnesium and phosphorus — by 83—-88 % depending on the experiment variant. The least
with sodium, sulfur and calcium — by 0.1-5.1 %. The integral score for iron was 32—-34 %, zinc — 20-25, man-
ganese — 20-21, potassium — 11-13 % depending on the variety. According to the biochemical component,
quinoa grain can be used in the technology of gluten-free products.

Keywords: biochemical component, quinoa, variety, protein content, vitamins, chemical elements,
integral score.
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