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Abstract 
Pineapple peels are rich in antioxidants, vital nutrients, and other health-promoting compounds. Thus, this study aimed to prepare waffles 
containing pineapple peel powder and examine their functional, chemical, and nutritional quality attributes. The control waffle sample (CW) 
and waffles (W1, W2, and W3) by adding different ratios of pineapple peel powder (5%, 10%, and 15%, respectively by replacing it with 
wheat flour). Then, the chemical, physical, and organoleptic evaluations of the formulated waffles were conducted, pineapple peel powder 
supplementation has improved the functional quality of waffles by increasing total phenolic, flavonoid contents, carotenoids, and antioxidant 
activity. Four quantifiable flavonoid molecules were found in pineapple peels: daidzein, kaempferol, quercetin, and naringenin, Daidzein 
represents the main compound in the pineapple peels. Nine phenolic compounds were identified in the peel extracts. The main detected 
compounds were chlorogenic acid, gallic acid, caffeic acid, and ellagic acid. Based on the results, W3 has recorded the highest values of ash, 
fiber, calcium, potassium, zinc, and iron, while the control waffle sample (100% WF) had the lowest contents. W3 had the highest levels of 
total phenolics (630mg GAE/100g DW sample), total flavonoids (270 mg Catechin /100g DW sample), carotenoids (20.54mg/kg DW sample, 
and antioxidant activity as DPPH scavenging (32%), as well. Pineapple peel powder used to formulate the waffle batter resulted in a deeper 
color than the control waffle, which looked brilliant yellowish. According to the sensory evaluation, all samples with pineapple peel powder 
received 70 or higher acceptability scores for all attributes. From these results, it can be recommended that adding pineapple peel powder to 
the waffles to improve levels of sensor and functional properties and enrich waffles and other similar bakery products. 
 
Keywords: Wheat flour; Peels fruit pineapple; Bioactive compounds; Fortified; Baked products; Sensory evaluation; Nutritional profile 
  

 
1. Introduction 

Worldwide, the yearly production of municipal solid trash is projected to be 2.01 billion tons, of which at least 33% 
is not managed in a way that is safe for the environment [1]. The byproduct of cereal, fruit, and vegetables is one of the main 
food wastes that is continuously rising, according to [2]. One of the greatest rates of food waste in the world is seen in fruits 
and vegetables, with over 45% of their produce discarded annually. The vast amounts of agricultural by-products that are 
discarded from the post-harvest, processing, distribution, and consumption sectors of the agricultural business might increase 
food waste [3]. The byproducts from fruits and vegetables contain a notably high concentration of phenolic compounds. 
Polyphenols, including tannins, flavonoids, and phenolic acids in fruit and vegetable wastes, that effectively prevent oxidative 
stress and cell damage [4]. Bioactive compounds, when consumed in food or supplements, offer numerous health benefits 
such as anti-aging effects, cardiovascular disease protection, metabolic disease control, cancer prevention, and 
neurodegenerative disease protection [5]. 

However, pineapple is consumed worldwide in various forms, 75% of the fruit is converted into byproducts, with 
pineapple peel being the largest [6]. Pineapple peel is a valuable byproduct with high antioxidant and phenolic content, 
various studies have successfully utilized pineapple peel waste as a fresh and dried ingredient, adding economic value to food 
production, with applications in vinegar, pectin, cereal bars, yogurt, muffins, cookies, and cake [7]. The utilization of the 
valuable by-products generated by the food industry in functional foods would not only benefit the environment and human 
health but also add value, and profitability. Consumers' positive attitudes towards these foods drive a steady increase in their 
production [8]. Such compounds have been added to the formulations of new food products in response to scientific findings, 
offering customers, who are more concerned about their health and well-being, more natural and healthier choices [9].  

Waffles, a wheat-based baked product with a cake-like texture, often served as bread, dessert, or a cake alternative 
in fast-food chains and restaurants, can be made with other flour to lower gluten content and alter texture [10]. Owing to their 
ease of preparation and convenience, most ready-to-eat or quick foods are well-liked by kids, teens, and young people. These 
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goods, however, are not very nutritious. They frequently lack vital nutrients and dietary fiber and are heavy in calories. It is 
crucial to assess and enhance the nutritional quality of food to promote better eating habits [11]. New food products are 
incorporating compounds based on scientific findings to provide customers with more natural and nutritious options, 
responding to their health and well-being concerns. Bioactive chemicals in plant matrices have sparked interest in minimizing 
food waste for long-term food security [12]. Thus, the current research aims to use some underutilized materials to prepare 
unique functional food products with low cost and high quality. The present study was designed to assess the effects of adding 
different levels of pineapple peel powder (5, 10, and 15%) Wheat Flour substitution of waffles and to assess the physic-
chemical properties and sensory attributes in the newly formulated waffles samples to prepare unique functional food products 
with low cost and high quality. 

 
2. Materials and Methods 

2.1. Materials 

Raw materials 

The peels of pineapples were obtained from the fresh pineapples (Ananas comosus) bought from the local market in 
Cairo, Egypt. Wheat flour (72% extraction) was provided by the North Cairo Flour Mills Company, Egypt.  The other 
commodities including sunflower oil, milk, eggs, sugar, salt, baking powder, and vanilla were purchased from a local store in 
Cairo, Egypt. 
Chemical and reagents 

All the chemicals and reagents of pure analytical grade were purchased from Sigma Aldrich Co. Ltd. (Dorset, U.K.). 

2.2. Methods 

2.2.1. Preparation of pineapple peel powder 

Pineapples were washed and a sharp knife separated the peels, then cut into small pieces. The peels were dried in a 
conventional oven at 50°C for 48h the dried peels were ground and kept in a plastic bag until used. 

2.2.2. Preparation of waffles 

The method described by Huber & Schoenlechner [10] was used to prepare waffles. The control waffle batter was 
made using 100% wheat flour without substitution. Different pineapple peel powder proportions (5, 10, and 15%) were 
incorporated in the supplemented waffles (W1, W2, and W3, respectively). Table 1 lists the components of the prepared 
waffle samples. All the ingredients were well mixed, lifted for 5 minutes, poured, and baked into the waffle maker (Sokany 
KJ-108) for 3 minutes. The waffles were stored in sealed bags and kept frozen to preserve their crispiness.  

Table 1: The composition of batter blends for waffle samples 
Ingredient (g) 
 

Control waffle (CW) Waffles with different percentages of pineapple peel 
powder 

5% (W1) 10% (W2) 15%(W3) 
Wheat Flour (72%extraction) 
Pineapple peel powder 
Sugar 
Milk 
Sunflower Oil 
Salt 
Eggs 
Baking Powder 
Vanilla 

100 
0 

15 
150 
25 
1 

50 
10 
1 

95 
5 
15 

150 
25 
1 
50 
10 
1 

90 
10 
15 

150 
25 
1 

50 
10 
1 

85 
15 
15 

150 
25 
1 

50 
10 
1 

2.2.3. Chemical analytical methods 

2.2.3.1. Proximate chemical composition  

The contents of protein, fat, ash, fiber, and moisture were determined according to A.O.A.C. [13]. 

The content of carbohydrates was estimated by difference. The energy value (Kcal) was calculated theoretically 
according to the following equation:                  

                   Total Energy = [(protein ×4)+( fat×9  ) + (total carbohydrate×4)].  

2.2.3.2. Determination of mineral contents 

The A.O.A.C. [13] method was followed to assess the mineral concentrations (Ca, Fe, K, and Zn) in wheat flour, 
pineapple peel powder, and waffle samples using a Flame Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometer (Model 3300, Perkin-Elmer, 
Beacons Field, UK) via wet digestion. 

2.2.3.3. Bioactive compound extraction   

According to Singh et al. [14], bioactive compounds were extracted with minor modifications. Ten grams of sample 
were dispensed in 100 mL of 80% ethanol and shaken for 12 hours at room temperature. Through Whatman No. 1 filter paper, 
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the extract was filtrated, and then the filtrate was concentrated to dryness in a rotary evaporator at 37 °C and kept at 4 °C until 
use. 

2.2.3.4. Determination of total phenolic contents  

The total phenolics in the extract were determined using the modified Folin-Ciocalteu method described by 
Makkar, & Makkar, [15]. The dissolved extract was dissolved in ethanol (1 mg/10 mL), mixed with 0.75 mL of Folin-
Ciocalteu reagent, and kept for 5 min. Then 0.75 m of sodium bicarbonate (6 g/100 mL) was added to the solution. After 90 
minutes at room temperature, the absorbance of the mixture at 750 nm was measured, and the total phenolic content was 
expressed as gallic acid equivalent per 100 g of extract. 

2.2.3.5. Determination of total flavonoids 

The total flavonoids in extracts were determined according to Chang, et al. [16], with minor modifications. An 
aliquot of 0.4 mL of extract solution was added to 4 mL of H2O, and then 0.3 mL of 5% NaNO2 was added. After 5 minutes, 
0.3 mL of 10% AlCl3 was added. After 6 minutes, 2 mL of 1M NaOH was added, and the total volume comprised 10 mL of 
distilled water. The absorbance of the reaction mixture (the pink color) was measured at 510nm. The content of total 
flavonoids was determined in milligrams (mg) of catechin equivalent (CE) per 100g of the sample using a standard curve for 
catechin. 

2.2.3.6. Determination of total carotenoids 

The AACC-approved technique 14–50 AACC was used to evaluate the carotenoids [17]. For the extraction of 
carotenoids, an 8:2 saturated combination of n-butanol and distilled water was utilized. 1g of the material was combined with 
10 mL of water-saturated butyl alcohol, mixed, and left to extract for 16 hours. After that, the extracts were filtered through 
the Whatman No. 1 filter paper, and the absorbance at 440nm was measured. A calibration curve using β-carotene was 
developed. The carotenoid content was expressed as 1g β-carotene/g sample. 

2.2.3.7. Determination of antioxidant activity (DPPH)  

The DPPH method [18] was employed to test the extracts' ability to scavenge free radicals, with minor changes. 
After vortex-mixing 0.1 mL of the sample extract with 3.9 mL of 0.25 mM DPPH in methanol, the mixture was placed in the 
dark for half an hour. Next, the absorbance at 515nm was measured and compared to a methanol blank that did not contain 
DPPH. The proportion of the DPPH radical's inhibition that the results showed was displayed. The following formula was 
used to get the radical scavenging activity percentage: 

% inhibition = ((AB − AA)/ AB) x 100. 
Where the extract's absorbance was AA and the blank's absorbance was AB (95% methanol). 

2.2.3.8. Identification of polyphenols  

High-Performance Liquid chromatography (HPLC) according to Dragovic-Uzelac, et al. [19] was used in the 
analysis. With an Agilent 1260 series. 4.6 mm x 25 mm i.d., 5μm Zorbax Eclipse Plus C8 column was used for the separation. 
At a flow rate of 0.9 milliliters per minute, the mobile phase was composed of water (A) and 0.05% trifluoroacetic acid in 
acetonitrile (B). The following was the sequential programming of the mobile phase using a linear gradient: minute 0 (82% 
A); minute 0–1 (82% A); minute 1–11 (75% A); minute 11–18 (60% A); minute 18–22 (82% A); minute 22–24 (82% A). 
Monitoring of the multi-wavelength detector was placed at 280 nm. For each sample solution, the injection volume was 5 μL, 
and a 40 °C column temperature was maintained. 

2.2.4.  Physicochemical analysis of pineapple peel powder 

2.2.4.1. Water and oil absorption capacity (WAC and OAC)  

The modified method of Adeleke and Odedeji's [20] was used to calculate the WAC and OAC of pineapple peel 
powder. After combining one gram of the powder with ten milliliters of refined corn oil or distilled water, the tube was shaken 
for two minutes using a vertex mixer. The mixture was then centrifuged for 20 minutes at 4000 rpm in a pre-weighed 
centrifuge tube, and the supernatant was carefully decanted. To calculate the WAC and OAC values, the sample's initial 
weight was subtracted from the weight of the sample after the water or oil was decanted. On a dry basis, the results were 
recorded as grams of oil or water bound per gram of sample.  

2.2.4.2. pH measurement  

A pH meter (3510 Bench pH/ mV Meter, Jenway, UK) was used to measure the pH of the sample as described by 
Lario et al. [21] after mixing the sample with water at a ratio of 1:10 (w/v) at 25 °C.  

2.2.4.3. Swelling capacity  

To determine the pineapple peel powder's swelling capacity, 2.5g of the sample was precisely weighed (m) and then 
transferred into a calibrated tube, the volume of which was recorded (V1). 15 milliliters of distilled water were then added and 
mixed. After storing the sample for eighteen hours at room temperature, the final volume (V2) was determined [22]. 
Ultimately, the sample's swelling capacity (mL/g) [(V2−V1)/m) × 100] was calculated, where m, V1, and V2 represent the 
sample's weight (g), initial volume (mL), total volume (mL), and absorbed water (mL).  
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2.2.4.4. Bulk density  

A 50-measuring cylinder was filled with a 10g sample. it was tapped repeatedly on a lab bench to get the cylinder's 
volume to remain constant. According to Adeleke and Odedeji [20], the volume of the sample was determined.  

Bulk density (g/cm) = Weight of Sample / Volume of sample after tapping 

2.2.4.5. Baking loss (%) 
The percent baking loss of the prepared waffles according to Heo et al. [23] was calculated as follows: 
        Baking loss (%) = (weight of batter−weight of sample) ×100 / weight of batter. 

2.2.4.6. Specific volume 

The weight (g) of the waffle was determined individually within one hour after baking. Specific volume was 
calculated according to AACC [17], using the following equation: 

         Specific volume = Volume (cm3)/Weight (g). 

2.2.4.7. Hardness of waffles 

Using the Yuan and Chang method [24], the TA-XT 2 Texture meter (Texture Pro CT3 V1.2, Brookfield, 
Middleboro, USA) was used to measure the hardness of waffles. The force-time deformation curves were obtained by 
applying a 5 kg load at a cross-head spem/s.  

2.2.4.8. Color parameters  

A Hunter Lab Ultra Scan, VIS model, colorimeter (USA) was used to measure the color values of the product, such 
as L∗ (lightness), a∗ (red intensity), and b∗ (yellow intensity) [25]. The color values are expressed as follows: b* (-b* = 
blueness, +b* = yellowness), a* (-a* = greenness, +a* = redness), and L* (lightness; 0 = black, 100 = white). 

2.2.5. Organoleptic properties of waffles 

A panel of twenty panelists from Cairo University's Faculty of Agriculture's Department of Food Technology 
evaluated the produced waffle samples' sensory attributes. Based on a standard hedonic scale that ranges from 1 (very dislike) 
to 10 (extremely like), according to Meilgaard et al. [26], The panelists scored the color, taste, odor, texture, mouthfeel, and 
overall acceptability of the triplicates of each waffle sample. The following categories describe the total acceptability of the 
evaluated waffle samples: < 60, poor; 60–69, moderate; 70–79, good; 80–89, very good; >90, exceptional. 

2.2.6. Statistical analysis  

One-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used in the statistical computer program SPSS statistics package 
(Version 25) to examine the obtained data. At a probability of 5%, Duncan's multiple range test was selected to identify any 
significant differences between the different treatments. The results are presented as averages ± standard deviation. 

 
3. Results and discussions 

3.1.   Proximate chemical composition and mineral contents of wheat flour and pineapple peel 

Mean values of proximate chemical composition and mineral contents for wheat flour and pineapple peel were 
determined, and the findings are shown in Table 2. From the illustrated data, it could be observed that wheat flour had higher 
protein and carbohydrate content levels. In contrast, it showed lower levels of ash, and fiber content than pineapple peel 
powder. These results are in the line of those obtained by Romelle et al. and Mala et al. [27,7]. 

Table 2: Chemical composition of wheat flour and pineapple peel 
Composition (%) Wheat flour Pineapple peel powder 
Moisture 
Crude fat 
Ash 
Crude fiber 
Protein 
Carbohydrates    

11.40±0.02 
3.40±0.12 
0.60±0.15 
0.65±0.07 
11.20±0.05 
72.75±0.01 

5.07±0.12 
3.26±0.01 
3.70±0.21 
12.27±0.15 
4.90±0.11 
70.80±0.04 

Minerals (mg/100g) 
Ca  
Fe   
K  
Zn  

36.58±0.01 
2.52±0.02 
0.62±0.01 
162.7±0.01 

185.0±0.01 
10.78±0.1 
1.78±0.01 
1680±0.2 

Values are means of triplicates ± Standard deviation  
 
The obtained results for the protein and fiber of wheat flour coincide with those of El-Said, et al. [28] who noted 

that wheat flour contents of protein and crude fiber accounted for 11.20%, and 0.65%, respectively, and close to ash content 
(0.53%). Moisture and protein contents in the pineapple peel were 5.07% and 4.9%, respectively. The moisture content of this 
study is consistent with Aparecida Damasceno et al. [29], similarly, protein content is close to that reported by Romelle et 
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al. and Owoeye et al. [27, 30]. The Ash content in this study was 3.70%, a similar value when compared with the previous 
studies [29] but slightly lower than that of Romelle et al. [27]. The fat content of flour in this study was 3.40%; these results 
are consistent with Attalla, et al. [31] but are not in agreement with the percentage of 1.17% reported by Aparecida 

Damasceno et al. [29]. However, the fat content of pineapple peels (3.26%) was slightly lower than that of Romelle et al. 

and Owoeye et al. [27,30].  The crude fiber content of pineapple peels in this study amounted to 12.27%; this value disagrees 
with the value reported by the previous studies. This value is lower than that of pineapple peel reported by Romelle et al. and 

Aparecida Damasceno et al. [27,  29 ], while higher than that of Owoeye et al. [30].  Table 2, also indicates that pineapple 
peel has carbohydrates at 70.80% (w/w). These results are close to Morais et al. [32], who denoted that the predominant 
composition of pineapple peel was carbohydrates. In addition, Aparecida Damasceno et al. [29] declared that carbohydrates 
in pineapple peel flour reached 75.63 g/100 g, and ascribed the variations in the chemical composition of pineapple peel to its 
cultivars and soil conditions. 

According to data presented in Table 2, wheat flour is considered a poor commodity in mineral content (Ca, Fe, K, 
and Zn) than pineapple peel powder. The contents of calcium, iron, zinc, and potassium in pineapple peel powder in this study 
were 185, 10.78, 1,78, and 1680mg/100g. Ca, Fe, and K values are higher than those reported by Sabino, et al. [33], 
consistent with those reported for Ca by Attalla, et al. [31]. Among the microelements required for the perfect growth of the 
microorganism are the minerals Ca, Fe, Zn, and K. Additionally, Zinc participates Zinc has an important role in antioxidant 
defence [34]. 

3.2. Bioactive compound of pineapple peel powder 

The bioactive compounds and antioxidant activity of pineapple peels are recorded in Table 3. The contents of 
phenolics, flavonoids, and carotenoids in pineapple peels were 680 mg GAE/100g, 390 mg catechin /100g, and 49.87 mg/kg 
dry matter, respectively. 

Table 3: Total phenolics, flavonoids, carotenoids, and DPPH antioxidant activity of pineapple peel powder.  
Bioactive compounds Pineapple peel powder (M±SD) 
Total phenolics  
Total flavonoids  
Total carotenoids 
Antioxidant activity by DPPH scavenging  

680±0.10 mg GAE/100g 
390±0.10 mg catechin/100g 
49.87±0.53 mg/kg dry matter 
59.84±0.20 % 

Values are means of triplicates ± Standard deviation  

It has been noted that flavonoids and the phenolic component appeared to be effective in inhibiting the occurrence 
of oxidation. Pineapple peels have a DPPH radical scavenging activity of 59.84% at a concentration of 10% pineapple peel 
extract, as shown in Table 3.  Carotenoids and phenolic compounds may contribute to the antioxidant activity of fruits and 
vegetables [35].  According to Lasunon, et al. [36], pineapple peel extract contained a high phenolic component (5803.21 mg 
GAE/g dry extract). Pineapple peel is a potential source of bioactive compounds including, carotene, flavonoids, and phenolic 
components, carotenoids, which have antioxidant activity as well as other biological activities [37, 38]. 

3.3.   Identification of phenolic compounds in pineapple peels  
HPLC-MS was used to identify and quantify the polyphenolic compounds in pineapple peels (Figure 1). The results 

are presented in Tables 4 and 5. 
 

 
Figure 1: HPLC chromatogram of polyphenolic compounds in pineapple peel extract 
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Table 4: Flavonoids profile screening of pineapple peel powder 
Flavonoids Conc. (µg/mL) Conc. (µg/g) 
Daidzein 
Kaempferol 
Quercetin 
Naringenin 

1.37 
0.70 
0.54 
0.40 

27.41 
14.04 
10.85 
7.93 

55.30 
18.52 
3.25 
2.52 
0.99 
0.98 
0.96 

1105.97 
370.31 
65.04 
50.45 
19.83 
19.59 
19.25 

Four quantifiable flavonoid molecules were found in pineapple peels: daidzein, kaempferol, quercetin, and 
naringenin, Daidzein represents the main compound in the pineapple peels (Table 4). Quercetin and kaempferol contents were 
high in the methanolic extract of pineapple peel as reported earlier by Jatav, et al. [39]. The main polyphenolics Catechin, 
epicatechin, and ferulic acid were in pineapple peels [40]. The flavonoids of pineapple are regarded as excellent antioxidants 
that protect cells from damage for good health by reducing the generation of free radicals [41].

Table 5: Phenols profile screening of pineapple peel powder
Phenols Conc. (µg/mL) Conc. (µg/g)
Chlorogenic acid 
Gallic acid 
Caffeic acid 
Ellagic acid 
Vanillin
Ferulic acid 
Syringic acid
Coumaric acid 
Cinnamic acid 

0.50 
0.48 

10.01 
9.67 

The details of the phenolic component profile and their quantification are displayed in Table 5. Nine phenolic 
compounds were identified in the peel extracts. The main detected compounds were chlorogenic acid, gallic acid, caffeic acid, 
and ellagic acid. Among the phenolic compounds in pineapple byproducts phenolic compounds, gallic, ferulic, and caffeic 
acids were found [37]. Gallic acid, catechin, epicatechin, and ferulic acid were the main polyphenols in the pineapple skin 
[39,40]. The present work presents some phenolic compounds that differ slightly from those described in the literature. This is 
due to the probability that different pre- and post-harvest treatments are performed on fruits and vegetables, which may 
influence their phenolic compound composition. The main polyphenolics in pineapple peels, according to Li et al. [40], were 
gallic acid, ferulic acid, catechin, and epicatechin with respective concentrations of 0.32mg/g, 0.20mg/g, 0.59 mg/g, and 0.5 
mg/g. Pineapple is an excellent source of phenolic compounds and antioxidants with a higher scavenging efficacy against free 
radicals [35]. 

3.4. Functional and Physical properties of pineapple peel powder 

The Functional and Physical Properties of the pineapple peel Powder are shown in Table 6 
 

Table 6: Functional and Physical properties of pineapple peel powder  
Parameters  Value (M±SD) 
Water absorption capacity  
Oil absorption capacity  
Swelling capacity  
Bulk density  
pH 

3.79±0.04 mL/g 
1.66±0.01 mL/g 
3.82±0.03 mL/g 
0.46±0.01 g/cm3 
5.13±0.01 

Values are means of triplicates ± Standard deviation  

 

The swelling capacity and water absorption of pineapple peel powder were significantly higher than those of other 
fruit byproduct powders [42]. The functional properties of peels are useful in the creation of innovative products, which are 
closely linked to the chemical structures of the polysaccharides and proteins in the peels, and are greatly influenced by 
different procedures [43]. The data in Table 6 demonstrated that the capacities of pineapple peel powder to absorb water and 
oil were 3.79 mL/g and 1.66 mL/g, respectively. The water absorption capacity value in this study is similar to that of 
Naseeha et al. [44], but lower than that of Mala et al. [7]. However, the capacity of oil absorption was marginally greater 
than that of Naseeha et al. [44] and slightly lower than that of Mala, et al. [7]. The swelling capacity (3.79mL/g) was lower 
than the previous study reported by Naseeha et al. [44] and Dias et al. [43]. The bulk density of the pineapple peel powder 
was 0.46 g/cm, higher than those reported in other studies [43, 44]. The pineapple peel powder presented a pH of 5.13, which 
is slightly higher than the value of peel powder (4.5) found by Naseeha et al. [44], and (4.6) noted by Aparecida Damasceno 

et al. [29].  While this value was higher than that recorded by Mala, et al. [7].  The differences in the pH value might be 
caused by variations in the cultivar, ripening condition, and storage environment of pineapple fruit [45]. 
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3.5.  Proximate composition, and mineral contents of prepared waffles 

The proximate compositions and energy content (Kcal) and mineral contents (Ca, Fe, K, and Zn) of CW and 
fortified waffle samples with different concentrations (5, 10, and 15%) of pineapple peel powder are shown in Table 7. 
Initially, there was a slight, insignificant increase in the moisture content of all the supplemented samples.  

 

Table 7: Proximate composition and mineral contents of control and fortified waffles with different levels of pineapple peel 
powder.  
Composition (%) Samples  

CW W1 W2 W3 
Moisture 
Ash 
Fat 
Fiber 
Protein 
Carbohydrates 
Energy value(kcal/100g) 

2.60±0.10a 
3.08±0.01d 
20.73±0.05a 
2.48±0.01d 
9.60±0.01a 
61.51±0.01a 

471.01±0.01a 

2.50±0.15a 
3.16±0.02c 

20.60±0.10a 
4.50±0.01c 
9.31±0.02b 
59.93±0.01b 

462.36±0.01b 

2.40±0.10a 
3.70±0.05b 
20.3±0.10b 
4.70±0.01b 
9.05±0.03c 

59.87±0.01bc 
458.38±0.01c 

2.33±0.10a 
3.87±0.03a 

20.19±0.02b 
4.83± 0.01a 
8.93±0.22d 
59.85±0.01c 

424.83±0.01d 
Minerals (mg/100g) 

Ca  
Fe   
K  
Zn  

  39.02±0.01d    
  44.99±0.06d 
213.61±0.01d     
    0.19±0.01c      

39.64±0.01c 
46.32±0.01c  
224.0±0.10c 
 0.23±0.01b      

 39.80±0.10b 
 51.51±0.01b 
252.36±0.01b     
    0.24±0.01b      

43.64±0.01a    
52.07 ±0.01a       
254.7±0.10a 

    0.49±0.01a      
Results are expressed as mean± SD. Values with different superscripts within the same row differ significantly (p<0.05). CW: control waffle 
made from 100% wheat flour, W1: waffle with 5% of pineapple peel powder, W2: waffle with 10 % pineapple peel powder W3: waffle with 
15 % of pineapple peel powder. 

 
However, data indicated that when the pineapple peel replacement levels increased, the ash and fiber contents of the 

fortified waffles increased (p ≤ 0.05). The waffle sample W3 recorded the highest significant value (3.87%) of ash, while the 
lowest significant value (3.08%) was found for the control waffle sample. The fiber contents showed the same pattern; the 
control waffle sample had the lowest value (2.48 %), while all the fortified samples had greater values than the control 
sample, which was significantly different (p≤0.05). The obtained results for both ash and fiber are in harmony with those of 
Aparecida Damasceno et al. [29], who denoted those cereal bars containing pineapple peel flour had significantly higher 
levels of crude ash and dietary fiber. Additionally, Naseeha et al. [44] showed that pineapple peel powder used with wheat 
flour enhanced the nutritional value of the biscuits. The opposite trend was noticed for protein content, which decreased as the 
proportions of pineapple peel increased. The highest protein content was noticed in the control waffle sample, whereas all 
fortified samples had lower values than the control sample. The protein content of CW was 9.60. The lowest significant value 
of these contents (8.93) was observed in W3 containing 15% pineapple peel powder. Similar results were reported in 
supplemented crackers with pineapple peel powder [27]. The fat contents showed different patterns; the fortified sample W1 
and the control sample were not statistically different and had significantly higher amounts of fat than the two samples (W2 
and W3). Conversely, the waffle sample used as the control showed a higher figure for the percentage of carbohydrates. On 
the other side, a gradual decrease in carbohydrate contents was noticed in W2, and W3 (containing 10%, and 15% pineapple 
peel powder, respectively) and reached 59.87%, and 59.85, against 61.51% of W1. The energy value (Kcal/ 100g) of the 
samples under study was shown to be slightly and gradually decreasing, being 424.83 Kcal in the waffle sample (W3) 
enriched with 15% pineapple peel as compared to 471.01 Kcal in the control group. 

 

Table 7 also displays the mineral contents of the prepared waffles. The treatment W3 differed considerably from the 
control and other supplemented waffles (W1 and W2) in all the determined minerals. It had the highest significant values of 
calcium, iron, potassium, and zinc (43.64, 52.07, 254.7, and 0.49 mg/100g, respectively), followed by W2, and then W1. 
While the lowest value of the above-mentioned minerals (39.02, 44.99, 213.61and 0.19 mg/100g, respectively) was found for 
the control waffle sample, there were significant differences between it and the supplemented waffles. The substitution of 
wheat flour with pineapple peel significantly increased the mineral contents (Ca, Fe, K, and Zn) of the supplemented waffles 
since pineapple peel powder is a good source of these minerals. Similar results were reported by El-Said, et al. [28] regarding 
the increase in mineral content of biscuits with partial replacement of wheat flour by quinoa and chickpea flour. 

3.6. Bioactive compound of prepared waffles 

Table 8 displays the bioactive compounds, and antioxidant activity as DPPH scavenging (%) of the control and 
fortified waffles with different levels of pineapple peel powder. 
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Table 8: Total phenolic total flavonoids, and antioxidant activity of control waffles and fortified waffles with different levels 
of pineapple peel powder (on a dry weight basis) 

Bioactive component  Samples 
CW W1 W2 W3 

Total phenolic (mg GAE/100g DW sample) 
Total flavonoids (mg Catechin /100g DW sample) 
Carotenoids (mg/kg DW sample) 
Antioxidant activity as DPPH scavenging (%) 

290±0.1d 
140±0.1d 

10.23±0.25d 
8.0±0.2d 

450±0.20 c 
210±0.10c 
16.13±0.14c 
16.0±0.5c 

580±0.20 b 
230±0.20 b 
18.98±0.62b 
22.2±0.5b 

630±0.1a 
270±0.1a 
20.54±0.25a 
32.0±0.4a 

Results are expressed as mean± SD. Values with different superscripts within the same row differ significantly (p<0.05). CW: control waffle 
made from 100% wheat flour, W1: waffle with 5% of pineapple peel powder, W2: waffle with 10 % pineapple peel powder W3: waffle with 
15 % of pineapple peel powder. 

 
Table 8 shows the statistically significant differences among total phenolics, flavonoids, carotenoids, and 

antioxidant activities of the prepared waffles (control and fortified pineapple peel waffle samples with different levels). W3 
had the highest levels of total phenolics (630mg GAE/100g DW sample), total flavonoids (270 mg Catechin /100g DW 
sample), carotenoids (20.54mg/kg DW sample, and antioxidant activity as DPPH scavenging (32%). Following it, W2, and 
then W1. Increasing the amount of pineapple peel replacement also substantially raised the antioxidant activity as DPPH 
scavenging. Conversely, CW showed the lowest levels. The corresponding values for CW were 630mg GAE/100g, 270 mg 
Catechin /100g, and 20.54mg carotenoids /kg DW sample. In general, the presence of substances like polyphenols, 
carotenoids, and chlorophyll determines the functional bioactivity of plant extract [35].  

3.7. Physical properties of fortified waffles  

Table 9 displays measurement results on the specific volume, baking loss, and hardness of the prepared waffles. As 
the substitution amount (5, 10, and 15%) with pineapple peel powder increased, the specific volume (cm3/g) of the fortified 
waffles decreased compared to the control samples.  

Table 9: Physical properties of control waffles and fortified waffles with different levels of pineapple peel powder  
Parameter    Samples 

CW W1 W2 W3 
Specific volume cm3/g 
Baking loss % 
Hardness N 

2.2±0.01a 
22.1±0.06a 
36.58±0.1a 

2.1±0.01b 
21.6±0.06b 
30.89±0.1b 

2.1±0.01b 
20.9±0.06c 
26.15±0.01c 

1.9±0.01c 
20.6±0.06d 
23.26±0.1d 

Results are expressed as mean± SD. Values with different superscripts within the same row differ significantly (p<0.05). CW: control waffle 
made from 100% wheat flour, W1: waffle with 5% of pineapple peel powder, W2: waffle with 10 % pineapple peel powder W3: waffle with 
15 % of pineapple peel powder. 

 
Table 9 also illustrated that the baking loss of the waffles significantly decreased as supplementation ratios 

increased. Formula W3 had the lowest losses (20.6%), whereas Formula CW had the greatest losses (22.1 %). While baking, 
several complex processes occur, with moisture loss being the main cause of loss [46]. The larger concentration of hydroxyl 
groups in the fibrous structure—which tends to permit more interactions with water via hydrogen bonding—is the primary 
cause of the enhanced water-holding capacity of fiber-rich flours. According to Yeom and Surh, [47], this process is thought 
to be the outcome of extended gluten hydration and starch gelatinization, which is a typical occurrence when substituting 
gluten with fiber. One factor that determines the product's quality is its texture. Table 9 also displays the hardness of the 
waffle samples. There were significant differences between the hardness values of the supplemented waffles, and the control 
formula, CW (100% wheat flour). The control sample (CW) had the highest (36.58), whereas the sample W3 exhibited the 
lowest (23.26). The findings demonstrated that the hardness significantly (P<0:05) decreased as pineapple peel powder levels 
in waffles increased. Conversely, the CW (control sample) exhibited the highest hardness level. The breakdown of the gluten 
network contributes to the decrease of hardness [48]. When pineapple peel powder was added to wheat flour, the starch 
granules were wrapped inside the gluten network structure and changed flour water absorption [49]. The pineapple peel 
inclusion in crackers shows significantly increased expansion, weight loss, and surface crack while decreasing puffiness, 
hardness, and lightness compared to the control [7].   

3.8. Color measurement of prepared waffles: 

One of the key aspects of assessing foods if consumers will accept that novel foods, is color.  The effect of 
substituting pineapple peel powder on the color of supplemented waffles is illustrated in Table 10. Based on the obtained 
result, the color of the control waffle sample (CW) had a significantly higher L* value than the waffle with the substitution of 
pineapple peel powder. The higher L* value means a lighter waffle color, indicating the yellow color of the waffle.  The 
pineapple peel-supplemented waffle samples appeared duller compared to the control waffle. The dull color of the pineapple 
peel-supplemented waffles might be caused by the dark color of the pineapple peel powder. As the percentage of added 
powder increased, the lightness value declined, with the 15% waffle sample being the darkest with the lowest L* value (62.5), 
less red with the lowest a* value (2.9), and less yellow with the highest b* value (18.5). The L* of the waffle samples varied 
significantly. As the percentage of pineapple peel in the waffles increased, the L* decreased significantly 
(CW>W1>W2>W3). Both a* and b* of the waffles supplemented with pineapple peel powder (W1, W2, and W3) showed 
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close values with no significant differences. The b* of W1 was not significantly different from that of CW but exhibited 
significantly higher values than those of the other supplemented samples (W2 and W3). The b* values of W2 and W3 were 
close, with no significant difference. So, the control waffle samples produced were yellowish, while the newly formulated 
waffle using different percentages of pineapple peel powder showed more intensity of color as the added powder increased to 
15%. Our results coincide with Aparecida Damasceno, et al. [29], who found an insignificant difference between a* 
parameter values of 3% addition of pineapple peel flour in cereal bars and control, but the lightness (L*) of the samples were 
similar. Regarding L* and b* significant differences were observed among the treatments, thus the addition of pineapple peel 
flour did decrease these parameters. For the color parameter a* no significant differences were observed for the treatments 
when compared to the control. 

Table 10: Color measurement of experimental waffle samples and control 
Composition (%) Samples  

CW W1 W2 W3 
L* 
a* 
b* 

67.5±0.8a 
2.9±0.3b 
18.5±0.2a 

66.1±0.1b 
3.6±0.2a 
17.7±0.4ab 

64.4±0.5c 
3.9±0.3a 
16.5±1.1b 

62.5±0.4d 
3.7±0.3a 
16.4±1.4b 

Results are expressed as mean± SD. Values with different superscripts within the same row differ significantly (p<0.05). CW: control waffle 
made from 100% wheat flour, W1: waffle with 5% of pineapple peel powder, W2: waffle with 10 % pineapple peel powder W3: waffle with 
15 % of pineapple peel powder. L∗ (lightness), a∗ (red intensity), and b∗ (yellow intensity) 

 
The brown color of the pineapple peel caused a shift in the b* value of the supplemented waffle samples. According 

to reference [50], the increased total polyphenol content may be the cause of the deeper color. With the protein, glucose, 
fructose, and sucrose in pineapple peel, the color changes in the waffles may be related to Maillard reactions. Furthermore, 
exposure to heat during baking may also affect variations in lightness, due to dextrinization and caramelization [51].  Mala et 

al. [7] reported that cookies with a partial substitution of pineapple peel for wheat flour resulted in a notable decrease in 
lightness (L*). A deeper hue was seen in the crackers when more pineapple peel was added. When pineapple peel was added 
at 10% and 15%, there were no changes in the a*. As the percentage of pineapple peel increased, the b* value decreased. 

3.9. Organoleptic evaluation of prepared waffles 

The sensory evaluation of pineapple peel waffles is summarized in Table 11, comparing them with the control 
sample. Significant differences among all the organoleptic attributes of the control sample and pineapple peel-supplemented 
waffle samples were found. The waffle sample (W3) with 15% pineapple peel powder recorded the lowest significant values 
compared to the control and other waffle supplemented samples.  

Table 11: Effect of adding different levels of pineapple peel powder on organoleptic properties of experimental waffles and 
waffle control 

Composition (%) Samples  
CW W1 W2 W3 

Taste 
Texture 
Mouth feel 
Color 
Odor 
Acceptability 
Total overall quality % 

9.3±0.9a 
9.4±0.8a 
9.5±0.7a 
9.8±0.6a 
9.7±0.7a 
9.5±0.6a 
95.33 

8.8±0.9a 
9.3±0.7a 
9.0±0.9a 
8.6±0.7b 
9.2±0.8a 
9.0±0.5b 
89.83 

8.4±1.1a 
8.1±0.9b 
8.1±0.9b 
7.6±0.7c 
9.1±0.7a 
8.2±0.7c 
82.5 

7.2±0.9b 
6.3±0.8c 
6.7±0.8c 
6.2±1.0d 
8.0±1.1b 
7.0±0.9d    
69 

Results are expressed as mean± SD. Values with different superscripts within the same row differ significantly (p<0.05). CW: control waffle 
made from 100% wheat flour, W1: waffle with 5% of pineapple peel powder, W2: waffle with 10 % pineapple peel powder W3: waffle with 
15 % of pineapple peel powder. 
 

Among the samples augmented with pineapple peel, the waffle with a 5% substitution received excellent scores and 
had the highest score for each sensory attribute. Nevertheless, the mean scores dramatically dropped as the substitute amount 
for pineapple peel increased. For all the organoleptic attributes of the waffle sample, W2 scored similar to W1 but 
significantly lower than CW. The results of the sensory assessment of color are in line with those of Hunter's color 
measurements. These results show that the sensory properties of waffles remain slightly affected when up to 10% substitution 
by pineapple peel powder. According to a previous study, adding pineapple byproducts to cookies made with partially 
substituted wheat flour improved both the cookies' nutritional qualities and taste. These cookies also had higher fiber content, 
were accepted by 97% of consumers, and had a 53% purchase intention [52]. Cereal bars enhanced with flour derived from 
pineapple peels showed comparable outcomes [29].  The items' perceived acceptability may have suffered due to the cereal 
bar's increased consistency as pineapple peel flour concentration increased [29]. The results obtained correspond with the 
findings of Thivani et al. [53], who found that biscuits containing 5% and 10% pineapple powder received the greatest 
overall acceptable scores based on their sensory impression. In contrast, the improvement in color and taste of waffles refers 
to the yellowish color resulting from the natural pigments present in orange peels [55]. The present results are consistent with 
those of Lopez-Fernandez et al. [55], who reported that all panelist groups strongly approved cookies that substituted 5% 
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pineapple powder. In a similar vein, Mala et al. [7] showed that crackers containing up to 10% pineapple peel did not differ 
significantly from the control; nevertheless, the panelists' preference declined and the color dramatically darkened when the 
amount exceeded the 10% threshold. Pineapple peel powder is an interesting ingredient for the production of bakery high 
nutritive value and antioxidant especially waffles prepared with 15 % pineapple peel powder incorporation had better physical 
and sensory properties color, taste, texture and therefore, it might be concluded that the acceptable waffles can be substituted 
by pineapple peel powder. 

 
4. Conclusion  

Incorporation of pineapple peel powder into wheat flour by different levels (5, 10, and 15%) for the production of 
waffles is possible based on improvement in the nutritional and functional values such as increased dietary fiber, mineral 
content, and natural antioxidant activities, physicochemical properties, and sensory quality emphasized differences among the 
samples color of waffles. The results revealed that the pineapple peel powder incorporated waffles had the highest overall 
quality compared to control waffles. Therefore, the 15% pineapple powder added to waffles could be significant changes in 
quality characteristics. This outcome would suggest using pineapple peel powder as a byproduct and enhancing the waffles as 
a functional food that is healthier, more nourishing, and more valuable 

5. Conflict of interest 

The authors disclosed no conflicts of interest. 
 

6. References 
[1] Kaza S, Yao L, Bhada-Tata P, Van Woerden F. What a waste 2.0: a global snapshot of solid waste management to 
2050. World Bank Publications; (2018). https://doi.org/10.1596/978-1-4648-1329-0    
[2] Viuda-Martos M, Fernández-López J, Pérez-Álvarez JA. Valuable compounds extraction from cereal waste and by-
products. InGreen extraction and valorization of by-products from food processing, (2019), (pp. 153-186). CRC Press. 
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780429325007 
[3] Ali AI, Paul V, Dandago MA, Ali FI, Amiteye D. Shelf-Life Evaluation of a Novel Functional Product from a 
Blend of Powdered Vegetables. Turkish Journal of Agriculture-Food Science and Technology. (2023) 30;11(6):1009-15. 
https://doi.org/10.24925/turjaf.v11i6.1009-1015.5191 
[4] Trigo JP, Alexandre EM, Saraiva JA, Pintado ME. High value-added compounds from fruit and vegetable by-
products–Characterization, bioactivities, and application in the development of novel food products. Critical reviews in food 
science and nutrition. (2022);60(8):1388-416.https://doi.org/10.1080/10408398.2019.1572588  
[5] Ortega AM, Campos MR. Bioactive compounds as therapeutic alternatives. InBioactive compounds (2019), (pp. 
247-264). Woodhead Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-814774-0.00013-X 
[6] Roda A, De Faveri DM, Giacosa S, Dordoni R, Lambri M. Effect of pre-treatments on the saccharification of 
pineapple waste as a potential source for vinegar production. Journal of cleaner production. (2016),20;112:4477-84. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.07.019 
[7] Mala, T., Piayura, S., & Itthivadhanapong, P. (2024). Characterization of dried pineapple (Ananas comosus L.) peel 
powder and its application as a novel functional food ingredient in cracker product. Future Foods, 100322. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fufo.2024.100322 
[8] Helkar PB, Sahoo AK, Patil NJ. Review: Food industry by-products used as a functional food ingredients. Int. J. 
Waste Resour. (2016);6(3):1-6. DOI: 10.4172/2252-5211.1000248 
[9] Battino M, Forbes-Hernandez TY, Giampieri F. Plant-based bioactive compounds: healthy promoters and protective 
agents. Trends in Food Science & Technology. (2021). https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2021.03.055  
[10] Huber R, Schoenlechner R. Waffle production: Influence of batter ingredients on sticking of fresh egg waffles at 
baking plates—Part I: Effect of starch and sugar components. Food science & nutrition. (2017);5(3):504-12. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.424  
[11] Chaitra U, Abhishek P, Sudha ML, Vanitha T, Crassina K. Impact of millets on wheat based Belgian waffles: 
Quality characteristics and nutritional composition. Lwt. (2020);124:109136. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2020.109136  
[12] Ayala-Zavala JF, González-Aguilar G, Siddiqui MW, editors. Plant food by-products: industrial relevance for food 
additives and nutraceuticals. CRC Press; (2018). https://doi.org/10.1201/b22352 
[13] AOAC, Official Methods of Analysis, 17th Ed. Association of Official Analytical Chemists, Inc. Washington, 
(2000), USA.  https://doi.org/10.1093/jaoac/80.6.127A 
[14] Singh RP, Chidambara Murthy KN, Jayaprakasha GK. Studies on the antioxidant activity of pomegranate (Punica 
granatum) peel and seed extracts using in vitro models. Journal of agricultural and food chemistry. 2002 Jan 2;50(1):81-6. 
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf010865b  
[15] Makkar, H. P., & Makkar, H. P. (2003). Measurement of total phenolics and tannins using Folin-Ciocalteu 
method. Quantification of tannins in tree and shrub foliage: A Laboratory Manual, 49-51. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-
0273-7_3. 
[16] Chang, C. C., Yang, M. H., Wen, H. M., & Chern, J. C. (2002). Estimation of total flavonoid content in propolis by 
two complementary colometric methods. Journal of food and drug analysis, 10(3), 3. doi: 10.38212/2224-6614.2748 
[17] AACC AM. American association of cereal chemists. Method 66–50, 26–10A, 26.41, 66. (2000);41. 



 QUALITY CHARACTERISTICS AND NUTRITIONAL ATTRIBUTES OF WAFFLES FORMULATED.. 
__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________ 

Egypt. J. Chem. 68, No. 1 (2025)  
 

 

281

[18] Brand-Williams, W., Cuvelier, M. E., & Berset, C. L. W. T. (1995). Use of a free radical method to evaluate 
antioxidant activity. LWT-Food science and Technology, 28(1), 25-30. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0023-6438(95)80008-5 
[19] Dragovic-Uzelac V, Pospišil J, Levaj B, Delonga K. The study of phenolic profiles of raw apricots and apples and 
their purees by HPLC for the evaluation of apricot nectars and jams authenticity. Food chemistry. (2005);91(2):373-83. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2004.09.004 
[20] Adeleke RO, Odedeji JO. Functional properties of wheat and sweet potato flour blends. Pakistan journal of 
nutrition. (2010);9(6):535-8. https://doi.org/10.3923/pjn.2010.535.538 
[21] Lario Y, Sendra E, Garcıa-Pérez J, Fuentes C, Sayas-Barberá E, Fernández-López J, Perez-Alvarez JA. Preparation 
of high dietary fiber powder from lemon juice by-products. Innovative Food Science & Emerging Technologies. 
(2004);5(1):113-7. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ifset.2003.08.001 
[22] Asghari M, Karimi Zarchi AA, Taheri RA. Preparation and characterization nanocrystalline cellulose as a food 
additive to produce healthy biscuit cream. Starch‐Stärke. (2021);73(3-4):2000033. https://doi.org/10.1002/star.202000033 
[23] Heo Y, Kim MJ, Lee JW, Moon B. Muffins enriched with dietary fiber from kimchi by‐product: Baking properties, 
physical–chemical properties, and consumer acceptance. Food Science & Nutrition. 2019 May;7(5):1778-85. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.1020 
[24] Yuan S, Chang SK. Texture profile of tofu as affected by instron parameters and sample preparation, and 
correlations of instron hardness and springiness with sensory scores. Journal of Food Science. (2007);72(2):S136-45. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1750-3841.2006.00263.x 
[25] Santipanichwong R, Suphantharika M. Carotenoids as colorants in reduced-fat mayonnaise containing spent 
brewer's yeast β-glucan as a fat replacer. Food Hydrocolloids. (2007);21(4):565-74. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2006.07.003 
[26] Meilgaard MC, Civille GV, Carr BT. Sensory evaluation techniques 4th ed CRC Press LLC. New York. (2007). 
https://doi.org/10.1201/b16452 
[27] Romelle FD, Rani A, Manohar RS. Chemical composition of some selected fruit peels. European Journal of Food 
Science and Technology. (2016);4(4):12-21. https://doi.org/10.37745/ejfst.2013 
[28] El-Said ET, Soliman AS, Abbas MS, Aly SE. Treatment of anaemia and malnutrition by shamy bread fortified with 
spirulina, quinoa and chickpea flour. Egyptian Journal of Chemistry. (2021);64(5):2253-68. 
https://doi.org/10.21608/EJCHEM.2021.55922.3195  
[29] Aparecida Damasceno K, Alvarenga Gonçalves CA, Dos Santos Pereira G, Lacerda Costa L, Bastianello 
Campagnol PC, Leal De Almeida P, Arantes‐Pereira L. Development of cereal bars containing pineapple peel flour (Ananas 

comosus L. Merril). Journal of Food Quality. (2016);39(5):417-24. https://doi.org/10.1111/jfq.12222 
[30] Owoeye TF, Akinlabu DK, Ajayi OO, Afolalu SA, Popoola JO, Ajani OO. Phytochemical constituents and 
proximate analysis of dry pineapple peels. InIOP Conference Series: Earth and Environmental Science (2022), (Vol. 993, No. 
1, p. 012027). IOP Publishing. DOI 10.1088/1755-1315/993/1/012027 
[31] Attalla RF, El-Serafy SS, Fadda SH. Investigation of Pineapple Remnants Used in Fish Aqua Feeds. Egyptian 
Journal of Aquatic Biology & Fisheries. (2022);26(1):1.  DOI 10.21608/ejabf.2022.213363 

[32] Morais DR, Rotta EM, Sargi SC, Bonafe EG, Suzuki RM, Souza NE, Matsushita M, Visentainer JV. Proximate 
composition, mineral contents and fatty acid composition of the different parts and dried peels of tropical fruits cultivated in 
Brazil. Journal of the Brazilian Chemical Society. (2017);28(2):308-18. DOI: 10.5935/0103-5053.20160178 
[33] Sabino LB, Gonzaga ML, Soares DJ, Lima AC, Lima JS, Almeida MM, Sousa PH, Figueiredo RW. Bioactive 
compounds, antioxidant activity, and minerals in flours prepared with tropical fruit peels. Acta alimentaria. (2015);44(4):520-
6. https://doi.org/10.1556/066.2015.44.0023 
[34] Prasad AS. Zinc: Mechanisms of Host Defense1. The Journal of Nutrition. (2007);137(5):1345-9. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/137.5.1345  
[35] Hossain MA, Rahman SM. Total phenolics, flavonoids and antioxidant activity of tropical fruit pineapple. Food 
Research International. (2011);44(3):672-6. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2010.11.036 
[36] Lasunon P, Phonkerd N, Tettawong P, Sengkhamparn N. Total phenolic compound and its antioxidant activity of 
by-product from pineapple. Food Research. (2022);6(4):107-12. https://doi.org/10.26656/fr.2017.6(4).453 
[37] Segovia Gómez F, Almajano Pablos MP. Pineapple waste extract for preventing oxidation in model food systems. 
Journal of food science. (2016);81(7):C1622-8. https://doi.org/10.1111/1750-3841.13341 
[38] de Moraes Crizel T, Hermes VS, de Oliveira Rios A, Flôres SH. Evaluation of bioactive compounds, chemical and 
technological properties of fruits byproducts powder. Journal of Food Science and Technology. (2016); 53:4067-75. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-016-2413-7 
[39] Jatav J, Tarafdar A, Saravanan C, Bhattacharya B. Assessment of Antioxidant and Antimicrobial Property of 
Polyphenol‐Rich Chitosan‐Pineapple Peel Film. Journal of Food Quality. (2022);2022(1):8064114. 
https://doi.org/10.1155/2022/8064114  
[40] Li T, Shen P, Liu W, Liu C, Liang R, Yan N, Chen J. Major polyphenolics in pineapple peels and their antioxidant 
interactions. International journal of food properties. (2014);17(8):1805-17. https://doi.org/10.1080/10942912.2012.732168 
[41] Piskounova E, Agathocleous M, Murphy MM, Hu Z, Huddlestun SE, Zhao Z, Leitch AM, Johnson TM, 
DeBerardinis RJ, Morrison SJ. Oxidative stress inhibits distant metastasis by human melanoma cells. Nature. 
(2015);527(7577):186-91. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature15726 



 Fatma Z.A Zohry et. al. 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

________________________________________________ 

Egypt. J. Chem. 68, No. 1 (2025)  
 
 

282

[42] Lopera-Cardona S, Gallardo C, Umaña-Gallego J, Gil LM. Comparative study of the physicochemical, 
compositional and functional properties of eight flours obtained from different plant materials found in Colombia. Food 
Science and Technology International. (2016);22(8):699-707. https://doi.org/10.1177/1082013216642611 
[43] Dias PG, Sajiwanie JW, Rathnayaka RM. Chemical composition, physicochemical and technological properties of 
selected fruit peels as a potential food source. International Journal of Fruit Science. 2020 Sep 14;20(sup2):S240-51. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/15538362.2020.1717402 
[44] Naseeha NF, Pushparaja V, Vasantharuba S. Development of composite biscuits incorporated with pineapple 
(Ananas comosus) peel powder and evaluation of their quality characters. (2023), 26 (3):151-161. DOI: 
10.4038/tare.v26i3.5643 
[45] Shamsudin R, Daud WR, Takriff MS, Hassan O. Physicochemical properties of the Josapine variety of pineapple 
fruit. International Journal of Food Engineering. 2007 Oct 23;3(5). https://doi.org/10.2202/1556-3758.1115 
[46] Pasqualone A, Makhlouf FZ, Barkat M, Difonzo G, Summo C, Squeo G, Caponio F. Effect of acorn flour on the 
physico-chemical and sensory properties of biscuits. Heliyon. 2019 Aug 1;5(8). 
DOI:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.e02242 
[47] Yeom J, Surh J. Physicochemical properties and antioxidant activities of baked waffle added with cinnamon 
powder. Korean Journal of Food Science and Technology. (2017);49(5):494-501. 
https://doi.org/10.9721/KJFST.2017.49.5.494 
[48] Gocmen D, Sahan Y, Yildiz E, Coskun M, Aroufai IA. Use of coffee silverskin to improve the functional properties 
of cookies. Journal of food science and technology. (2019);56:2979-88. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-019-03773-y 
[49] Jia M, Yu Q, Chen J, He Z, Chen Y, Xie J, Nie S, Xie M. Physical quality and in vitro starch digestibility of biscuits 
as affected by addition of soluble dietary fiber from defatted rice bran. Food Hydrocolloids. (2020); 99:105349. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2019.105349 
[50] Aboshora W, Yu J, Omar KA, Li Y, Hassanin HA, Navicha WB, Zhang L. Preparation of Doum fruit (Hyphaene 
thebaica) dietary fiber supplemented biscuits: influence on dough characteristics, biscuits quality, nutritional profile and 
antioxidant properties. Journal of food science and technology. (2019); 56:1328-36. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-019-
03605-z 
[51] Mahloko LM, Silungwe H, Mashau ME, Kgatla TE. Bioactive compounds, antioxidant activity and physical 
characteristics of wheat-prickly pear and banana biscuits. Heliyon. (2019);5(10):E02479, 
DOI:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2019.e02479 
[52] de Toledo NM, Nunes LP, da Silva PP, Spoto MH, Canniatti‐Brazaca SG. Influence of pineapple, apple and melon 
by‐products on cookies: physicochemical and sensory aspects. International journal of food science & technology. 
(2017);52(5):1185-92.  https://doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.13383 
[53] Thivani M, Mahendren T, Kanimoly M. Study on the physico-chemical properties, sensory attributes and shelf life 
of pineapple powder incorporated biscuits. Ruhuna Journal of Science. (2016); 7: 32- 42,  DOI: 10.4038/rjs.v7i2.17 
[54] Elwardany, NA, Abdel-Aziz, MS., Ghareeb, MA., Ahmed, M. (2021). Utilization of orange peel and their various 
natural extracts as valuable food additives in production of crispy waffle. Journal of the Faculty of Specific Education - Port 
Said University, (2021),13(13), 661-687.  DOI: 10.21608/pssrj.2022.115574.1159 
[55] López-Fernández M, Méndez-Montealvo G, Velazquez G, Perales-Torres A, Santiago-Adame R, Castillo-Ruiz O. 
Effect of adding pineapple (Ananas comosus) flour on the sensory and textural properties of wheat flour (Triticum aestivum) 
cookies. Revista Mexicana de Ingeniería Química. (2021),28;20(3):1-11.  DOI:10.24275/rmiq/Alim2406 

 


