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(p < 0.0)
(r > 0.05)
Standing height Symmetry index Uniformity
N-lite B®
MS F

Standing height ~ Symmetry index Uniformity index Standing height Symmetry index

147 13.96 0.45 136.45' 1142’ 2.05
1.07x102 1.22 0.22
(P < 0.05)

(P >0.05)

L.ab
MS F
QT.
L a h L a h
5 9.96 6.10 1298 2195 14269 10351’

12 045  4.28x102 012

(P< 0.05)
(p>0.05)

Uniformity index



37 ; L, ,b
B®
MS F
Sov (. wmememrermem e
L a h L a
5 3.95 0.74 4.78 16.72  88.56
Error 12 023  844x103 0.13
(p < 0.05)
™ (P>0.05)
38
B®
SOV df MS F
1 5 4,09 323.88
Error 12 1.26x1072
(r < 0.0)
S (p > 0.05)
39
N-lite b'k
SOV df - MS -
! 5 45.13 48.43 184.90 2891 39.63'
Panelist 35 1.66 1.39 3.20 1.06r8  L113™
Error 175 1.56 1.22 2.59
(P < 0.05)

b (P> 0.05)

109

N-lite

N-lite

71.33
1.23™



40
! N-lite B@

Sov T VB i

5 7915 85.96 12476 4399 6507 4283

Panelist 35 1.39 1.28 1.64 0.77r8 0.97r8 0.5618
Error 175 1.79 1.32 291

(p < 0.05)
ns (p > 0.05)
Al
N-lite B®
SOV d.f WS F
, 5 132.10 170.64 597.35 115.04 184.05 298.18
Panelist 3 0.89 0.89 1.87 0.78m8 0.96r8 0.93r
Error 175 1.14 0.92 2.00
(p < 0.05)
5 (p > 0.05)
A2
N-lite B®
Sov df. - WS F

{ 5 90176 100038 374364 8069  79.95' 126.78'

Panelist 35 9.93 11.93 28.53 0.88rs 0.95r8 0.96r8
Error 175 1117 1251 29.52

(p < 0.05)
B o > 0.05)
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A4

SoV

Error

45

SoV

Error

N-lite B®
SOV df MS F
5 1.55X104 390.82'
Panelist 35 42.89 1,07rs
Error 175 39.85
(p < 0.05)
(p > 0.05)
batter Polydextrose
M F
df - >
L »
5 531>102  5.00x108 2.41x103  99.00* 466.35’ 0.36rs
0 53x104  106x10e  6.65x103
(p < 0.05)
(r >0.05)
Volume index
Polydextrose
MS F
dlf. . .
5 0.65 1.21x10s  1.90X103  247.02' 264.26' 66.03'

12 2.65x103 4.61X102  28.83

(P<0.05)
(P>0.05)

111



46 Standing height Symmetry index Uniformity

indexi Polydextrose
MS F
SOV d.f
Standing height ~ Symmetry index Uniformity index Standing height Symmetry index Uniformity index
5 5.65 69.38 0.58 1.96X103 29.73’ 1.76°
Error 12 2.87x103 2.33 0.33
(P < 0.05)
(P >0.05)
A7 L ab
Polydextrose
MS F
SOV Hf
L a b L a b
' 5 16.64 7.21 20.73 22.26 2.10X102 37.83
Error 12 0.74 3.42x102 0.54
(p < 0.05)
(P >0.05)
A8 L, a b
Polydextrose
MS F
SQV
L a b L a b
' h 1.40 0.57 8.07 4,12’ 4557 26.69'
Error 12 0.34 1.25x102 0.30
(P < 0.05)

(P> 0.05)
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49 1
Polydextrose
SoV df MS F
1, 5 6.88x102 18.44*
Error 12 3.13X103
(p < 0.05)
13 (p > 0.05)
50 )
Polydextrose
SoV df. - WS -

5 62.27 72.88 268.06 46.21' 71,63 111.25°

Panelist 35 1.04 081 2.03 0.77rs 0.79r8 0.84rs
Error 175 1.34 1.01 241
(p < 0.05)
S (r > 0.05)
Al
Polydextrose
M
SOV > F

5 1925  97.20 98.69 2232 67.96° 3314

Panelist 35 1.25 1.01 2.66 1,458 Jis 0.89r8
Error 175 0.86 143 2.97

(p < 0.05)
o P> 0.05)



52

Sov df.

Panelist 47
Error 141

53

SoV

Panelist
Error

4

Polydextrose
MS F
276.09 282.04  1.11x10 284.71 356.15
1.28 112 271 1,328 1,42rs
0.97 0.79 175
(p < 0.05)
r >0.05)
Polydextrose
if MS F
5 37159 41849 157584 13485 13528
35 1.85 371 5.81 0678 1.20m
175 275 3.09 6.03
(r < 0.0)
(p>0.05)
Polydextrose
SoV df MS F
, 5 1.23x104 826.97
Panelist 35 16.97 114"
Error 175 14.88
(P<0.05)

(P> 0.05)

114

636.52
1,55r8

260.95'
0.96rs



' 55
SOV df.
3
Error 12
ns
56
SoV
Error
ns
57
indexai
SOV df -
3
Error 12

115

d.f.

batter Maltodextrin

MS F

)
5.56x102 1.90x108  3.30X10'3  660.12' 192,57 G.18°%
842x105  9.95x10  1.78x102
(P < 0.05)
(P >0.05)

Volume index
Maltodextrin
MS F
0.33 6.12x10“  976.35 390.38' 424 56 42.04’
8.44x10"  144X102  23.22
(p < 0.05)
(r >0.0)
Standing height Symmetry index Uniformity
Maltodextrin

MS F
0.95 14,58 0.45 317.89' 37.51' 1.17rs
3.00x10 0.38 0.38
(P < 0.05)

(P>0.05)



h8
Maltodextrin
M
SoV Hf S
L a
' 3 27.84 10.44
Error 12 0.17 8.74x102
(p < 0.05)
(p > 0.05)
59 .
Maltodextrin
M
Sov Hf S
L a
, 3 2.30 0.73
Eror 12 0.25 1.28x1072
(P < 0.05)
(P > 0.05)
.60
Maltodextrin
SoV df.
3
Error 12
(P < 0.05)

(P> 0.05)

18.55

0.18

Labh

3.03

022

MS

8.88x10

1.31x103

L a b

L

158.97"

9.01'

67.50

119.47

51.12

116

101.68'

13.48'



61

SOV df. -

Panelist 3H
Error 175

62

SOV

Panelist
Error

.63

Sov df

5

Panelist 3H
Error 175

'8

(P> 0.05)

Maltodextrin
MS
61.81 67.45 257.73
11 091 2.35
0.89 0.94 2.43
(p < 0.05)
v >0.05)
Maltodextrin
MS
21.21 82.89 95.70
1.05 1.38 250
175 1.03 087 2.98
(r < 0.05)
v >0.05)
MS
281.36 287.26 1136.12
0.93 0.59 1.79
091 0.74 1.76
(r < 0.05)

68.77
1,245

20.53
1.01rs

71.72
0.97rs

94.79’
1.58m8

Maltodextrin

309.31'
1,028

383.69'
0.79r8

117

105.66
0.96r8

32.05°
0.83r8

643.31'
1.01r8



64
Sov MS
.5 325.06 292.44
Panelist 35 181 1.37
Error 175 2.09 2.36
(r < 0.05)
5 (r >0.05)
.65
SOV df.
5
Panelist 35
Error 175
(p < 0.05)
13 (p > 0.05)
.66
hatter
Maltodextrin 60%
SOV df.
3 4.18x102 2.
Error 12 8.30x105 6.
(P < 0.05)

13 (P>0.05)

Maltodextrin
F
1233.95 154,97 123.82
3.56 0.861 0.58rs
4,05
Maltodextrin
MS F
1.09x104 794.18'
11.98 0.86r8
13.82
N-litt B® Polydextrose
MS F
40x10s  4.69x10'3  503.60' 385.76
26x10s  3.02x102

118

303.97°
0.87rs

0.15
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67 Volume index
N-lite B' Polydextrose ~ Maltodextrin 60%

MS F

Volume index Volume index

SoV df

3 0.26 4.77x104 52841 23.77 2437 67.10'

Error 12 1.09x10?  1.96X103 1.87
(P < 0.05)
(P >0.05)
.68 Standing height Symmetry index Uniformity
inde® N-lite B®, Polydextrose ~ Maltodextrin.
60% ’
MS F
3 1.05 5.22 6.25x102  364.87 1.64r5 0.33r8
Error 12 298103 3.18 0.18
(P < 0.05)
(p > 0.05)
.69 L b
N-litt B® Polydextrose  Maltodextrin 60%
MS F
SQV df. -
L a b L a b
3 39.13 1.82 16.48 156.31' 156.92' 85.20
Error 12 0.25 4.98x102 0.19
(P < 0.05)

(P>0.05)
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10 L, ab
N-lite  ®, Polydextrose ~ Maltodextrin 60%
MS F
SQV ol
L a h L a b
: 3 5.98 047 9.68 19.12 205.82 77.52
Error 12 0.30 2.29x103 0.12
(P < 0.05)
(P>0.05)
71
N-lite  ®, Polydextrose ~ Maltodextrin 60%
sV d.f MS F
3 4.70 911.38
Error 12 5.16x10 3
(P<0.05)
(P> 0.05)
12
N-lite  ®, Polydextrose ~ Maltodextrin
60%
M F
SQV df. - >
3 6302 76.56 276.93 4363 T76.34' 39.51'
Panelist 35 101 0.79 142 0.70  0.78rs 0.48 5
Error 106 144 1.00 2.96
(P < 0.05)

(P>0.05)



13
N-lite  ®, Polydextrose ~ Maltodextrin
60%
sov i WS F
3 2847 10197 12574 2811 90.09° 2889
Panelist 35 1.35 1.09 2.50 1,33 096 0.57rs
Error 105 101 113 4.35
(P < 0.05)
(P >0.05)
T4
N-lite B®, Polydextrose
Maltodextrin 60%
SOV df s i
3 125.01 154.31 550.72 98.00' 117.36' 187.24'
Panelist 35 0.95 141 2.54 0.75r8 107r8 0.86r
Eror 105 1.27 131 2.94
(P < 0.05)
(P>0.05)
15
N-ite  ®, Polydextrose ~ Maltodextrin
60%
sov df. - MS i
3 40072 48720 177007 5152 67.11 92.04'
Panelist 35 646 6.65 19.09 0835 091 0.99r8
Error 106 777 1.25 19.23
(P < 0.05)
(P> 0.05)
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76
N-lite  ®, Polydextrose  Maltodextrin
60%
SOV df. MS F
3 1.14X104 301.91'
Panelist 35 28.79 0.75r8
Error 105 38.01
(P< 0.5
(P>0.05)
17
High concentrate
SQV df MS F
: . 4.1
High concentrate el 10
Panelist 3% 0.77 0.48rs
Error 105 1.63
(P < 0.05)
(P>0.05)
78 Response Surface Metrodology
F-test for significant?
a
Cake volume ~ Volume index ~ Symmetry index  Uniformity index
Linear
X, 0.89 0.47 0.90 0.04
X2 0.06 0.01 0.00 0.15
Quadratic
X2 0.16 0.02' 0.12 0.76rs
X2 001" 0.00° 0.00° 0.28rs
Interaction
X, x2 0.27 0.49 0.31 0.02
1= . X2
b* = significant at p= 0.05
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