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Moisture Sorption Isotherms of Four Echinochloa Species Seeds
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ABSTRACT. The equilibrium moisture contents (EMC) in seeds of four Echinochloa (E. crus-galli var. crus-galli, E. crus-galli var,
echinata, E. crus-galli var. praticola, E. esculenta) were measured at 20°C with equilibration over a series of lithium chloride
solutions with relative humidities ranging from 0.11 to 0.8 to determine sorption isotherms and safe storage relative humidity.
Standard seed sorption isotherm models i.e. modified Henderson, modified Chung-Pfost, modified Halsey, modified Oswin and
Guggenheim-Anderson-deBoer (GAB) equations were adopted to evaluate the goodness of fit to sorption isotherms. This study
indicated that EMC of seeds was significantly different in four Echinochloa species at various relative humidity. The modified
Oswin equations for E. crus-galli var. crou-galli, E. crus-galli var, echinata, E. esculenta and GAB equation for E. crus-galli var.
praticola were adequate models for the EMC data. Seeds of four Echinochloa species have monolayer moisture contents when
stored at RH < 0.1. These results show that seed moisture isotherm model should be selected according to genetic variation.
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M = (Ellis et al, 1990).
Jejne EAe) Az, A 2NN B 487
OPYAEO) FAHEL o}z A7} WA e AR o] A= AREA ] BABEolN )¢ FReI 8

So R PR MENL 1Y ARG WA o) B AR sjEe] 122 ol8T T FRUY FHUL WS
ZH o|th(Hamilton, 1994; Schoen and Brown, 2001). 3}X]  oFQ] &£x}o] &Alo] Erlulslit). sFA|W ofAE EA=
gk FAY] A7) HE Folle Fas ARgketd Halh B4 o agh FEt 2 sl ool 7] o
WS T A3} Qopstal WSR ofizt Wol g ge ol 71Ee] 28K FAeRE 24 ML 48] 4
o A&7t AYSHA Hr o= HE AU &AHR ofojl X otk AigE W BRTATETTY wAf gk =
O A 27 F SARRUNET AGLEL 5} S50 €l SLGEIAY olgehH T4 Aueld o
o 2 g U B0 A Ortodox sed) | WIS SAsked $49] FETHE FAT 5 2

u°1' FE

aFol| A E|EE oAE 4= Qdtt  th(Probert, 2003).
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CEARS SRS AR AR A4 AL a4 &4
Soll tigh =214 Fsk4] Hdoll Sagt ulE AYH,
AH Az, Ag279 BAS 4 FecHRockland and
Stewart, 2013; Vertucci and Roos, 1993). TFEX}= =235}
2FS Brunauer-Emmett-Teller (BET) RS o] 8354 5&
TH5HAS AT RN 4T = Qth(Brunauer et al,
1938).

1] &> (Echinochloa P. Beauv.)2 A EE 7307 owdl
Al E-(Monocots), F2]AE(Comelinids) H=-(Poales) B3}
(Poaceae), 7]Aro}la}(Panicoideae), 7]A<(Paniceae)o]| <3}
+ %(Genus)o|tH(Kim et al,, 2008). A Alof| vf-¢- E2] &
25t 53] g W ofdtiof 35%0] HESh= Aee &
A et dA Sy gtel= E9(E. crus-galli P. Beauv.
var. crus-galli), =3\ [E. crus-galli var. echinata (Wild.)
Honda], &= (E. crus-galli var. praticola Ohwi), 73] (E.
oryzicola (Vasinger) Vasinger), US+=3] [E. oryzoides (Ard.)
Fritsch], @I [E. colona (L.) Link], tRtT](E. glabrescens
Munro ex Hook. f.), I [E. esculenta (A. Braun) H.Scholz]2]
L F o] B3ttty H i1 E o] ¢lth(Kang, 2008; Lee et
al, 2013). B3] E3], B3, 23]t Seluet Wt ol A
Hop e e oz FAFsto] HA7F o A Fx
o|tH(Acenas et al, 2013). SHA|F H| & S0 "] AEH A
gl tidt =2 AFE o83t LHA =3ef Bl
29] g-go] thFEaL glom, o HEo) gt 7|54
of gt A7t R EUA M2 4§ Ao A 7HA
7} 272 =]11 Q)i (Lee et al, 2012a; Lee et al.,, 2012b; Park
et al, 2008). & A-LollA= H& 45, =1, 29, =9,
W FAe BegaRAel A Rag Ausls] slato
v]% gatele] 5egYRAl Ha el (ASABE, 2007) 2
modified Chung-Pfost, modified
Halsey, modified Oswin, Guggenheim-Anderson-de Boer
(GAB) 818 WIS, 7t 5 F400] et BhAlE b
e 2ot ol F Bote] 94 TAS W FLES
L LR S P P
et vuty 5 S| &8 7HEe dHlolHE Al
5o, 78 & FA A Az, g ANk gt

modified Henderon,

= o =
5/8& vlasial,

EERTE
EX A=

Aol ALSE Eu), 23], 253, 3 (Echinochloa crus-
galli var. crus-galli, E. crus-galli var, echinata, E. crus-galli
var. praticola, E. esculenta)®] A= 1ejdjstu ofAJZ}A
Amgateaolx] B} wol ol gaigich. 7+ Al 2010,
2012, 2011, 2008\l 7] %= FFFA A FH =L

A RrE ol &3 & Lo g7]o] ©A -20°Cof A

EXtHE T=E2& 2 (Equlibrium Moistue Content; EMC)

=X

o

159 FANRY) FLEHIMG AR Siolel A
A 20°C, 0.9 s oA AP +EEE & B
oLk o F Atk 0904 B Fao| ofFolxl E2f
AlEE 20°C, 0.11, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.92] A&
T 2N ARAA FEEEE AFT ddsEs o
et F=9] LiCl g5 Halg7]of ¥of 24453 eHGold
and Hay, 2014). thfet Aoisol o] 287 o=
Hygrometer (HP23-AW, Rotronic, UK)& o|&s}o] &-2l3s}

ATHGold and Manger, 2008). s> @ 0| o] Fo|xl FA}
o] pRGlES. FYFALA A FAPEALR o Wt 103°C
A2 o] g3t SABFATH103°C, 72 hr).

Equlibrium Moisture __ Fresh weight—Dry weight

Content (%, d, b) =

- x 100
Dry weight

[e]
I=3=1
% tH(Table 1). Modified Henderson &2 7] A 9]
2ol AT A Alzoll 71 FHIHA A
Frdlo|tt. Modified Chung-Pfost =& &
Q3 A4 oA s} Azo] A% Alsaelo]r, Modified
Halsey el S0 e Aoz wrele] ozl
T50] SAEO Aol AT mEolrt. Modified Oswin
e A| w0l 3 BAjo] 27a Agudo]s, GAB
ZEe 2y FolgndR e 4o AFE AR 7}
A =0 A5 LEhdl mElo|ch(Chen, 1990; Al-Muhtaseb

EHEX}E TE &2 (Monolayer moisture content)?| 0=

AlE & HE GRS FEEES AS5h] fste] &
2554 dolE F ASEE 045 nuke] glolgE
Brunauer-Emmett-Teller (BET) F4]of] 5} v|Ad 3|4
H248 4383} th(Labuza et al., 1985).

M, C(ERH)

EMC = A RI —ER I C(ERID)]

oI7]oM Mp: TS T, Ce 99 Aol
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Table 1. Models used to predict moisture sorption isotherms for seeds of four Echinochloa species seeds.

Moisture sorption model

Parameters References

Modified Hend,,son

EMC — [mgl —ERHZ)T/ ¢
_A(T+B)

A, B, C: model constants

T: Temperature (°C) Thompson et al. (1968)

Modified Chung-Pfost

EMC = (C)ln[ln(ERH)(T-rB)}

A, B, C: model constants

T: Temperature (°C) Pfost et al. (1976)

—-A
Modified Halsey
A, B, C: model constants . ..
1/C , B,
EMC = [7%@} T: Temperature (°C) Iglesias and Chirife (1976)
In(ERH)
Modified Oswin
A, B, C: model constants
1/C , B,
EMC = (A+BT)[ ERH J T: Temperature (°C) Chen and Morey (1988)
1-ERH
GAB
EMC = AB'C'(ERH) A, B, C: model constants
[1-B(ERED][1-B|(ERH)+B'C'(ERH) R: Gas constant 8.314 ] (mol - K)! Labuza et al. (1985)
BB exp (}—llf) - (Q‘) t: Temperature (K)
R R

YEMC: Equilibrium moisture content.
“ERH: Equilibrium relative humidity.

SHEAN

2ARE RE o) tfolo] AjaE ¥ ko 1
Aot ZF g Eel gk Als S8 SR AR
I} LSD test (0=0.05)= SAS 9.2 (SAS institute, Inc.)2] Proc
ANOVAZ o} &5t0] Sa5tolch. 3 S-e843H4 el
of tigt B]AlE 3]FE AL SigmaPlot 10.0 (Systat software,
Inc., USA)S &-83519 ).
F9 27 welo] Muel] flelo] T8e] MRS W
boich melo) e muel AAEAL Fofo] mY

Ol

o e umstect. A3 THZA BT AL 2
o A9 mdo] dlojelo] ke vhads ks Aow
Zhstoct A% 2t Bate) dee Bl v ek

weln Brsee melo] Agie wds A4 doly

7+ 2219] A H|wE 95to] HAA 2%} (Mean Relative

Error, MRE %)2} 4B o] ¥ ZF @ X(Standard Error of
Moisture, SEM)S &85}t

A 3HMRE, %6y ofle] A1 Bl Aktsigton],

~ 100

Pt

em0] HEQAHSEM)= oflio] A2 o] g3te] AXIBIL).

3 (Mi-My?
DF

SEM =

o704 Mitz &3], Nz o) 53], N2 Hlo]e 4, DF
£ malo] zgwolrt.
F

EEp

]
2

a1

% Bxto| MilEE ¥ YT

9 4% FA] 20°Col|A 9] i i B
(%)l A &, ASE, T3 AEEo AsEE B
l.;o 0_4,{—](p<001)ol Hl—ﬁgoﬁ:} 5_,_] %u,} %E], E]
HE 29| ZAjol| A AGET} 0.115E 09714 Z7}8f
WA PP RS0 7.9%0 4 16.4%2 Z717F WEE
At AtiGE ZHzke) thete] 4% vt 1 A
0.1155 040742 9] A& A1t A thE & FAkel H|
sto] f=BRgteFo] A et on) 050004 0.70714] 7¢
M= 450 BRFPEF FoAd Sl Zel7t EE]
A QFSket. 0.70578 090714 &) 7ol M= FET] FA7H
ThE 3%0] Blgle] W& EatFo] LERGTH(Table 2). 11
Fo| = B1ata AEE 0.5 097129 HELET
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Table 2. Averages based of three replications of equilibrium moisture content (%, d.b.) obtained by desorption at a range of
equilibrium relative humidity at 20°C for seeds of four Echinochloa.

Equilibrium Equilibrium moisture content (%)
mmidry Dol Bl Bauseli g e
0.11 7.943 8.100 8.099 8.829 0.239
0.20 8.773 9.348 8.950 9.473 0.178
0.30 9.958 10.225 10.183 10.581 0.297
0.40 10.638 10.849 10.848 11.202 0.233
0.50 11.318 11.472 11.514 11.824 0.408
0.60 12.143 12.371 12.335 12.525 0.313
0.70 12.723 12.888 12.774 12.999 0.314
0.80 14.567 14.670 14.082 14.658 0.342
0.90 16.412 16.452 15.390 16.317 0.650
LSDg 5 0.392 0.286 0.287 0.317 0.307

Table 3. Estimated parameters and goodness of fitness for five different isotherm models of desorption data for seeds of four
Echinochloa dried at 20°C.

. MRE N Residual
Species Model df A B C hl h2 (%) SEM R Plot”
Modified Henderson 3 7.078x107 41.492  3.943 - - 29163 04646 097 CpP
Modified Chung-Pfost 3 587.283 -5.647 0.362 - - 1.7522  0.2743  0.99 UD
E-crusgalli = \r gifiedHalsey 3 5973 0221 4479 - - 30474 04143 098 CP
var. crus-galli
Modified Oswin 3 17331 -0301 5.875 - - 1.4475 0.2630  0.99 UD
GAB 5 8377 0.347 1.566 1143.98 11746.02 1.9448 0.3331 0.98 CP
Modified Henderson 3 4.506x10° -14.984 4.177 - - 3.0056 0.4384 097 CP
Modified Chung-Pfost 3 862.125 -3.305  0.376 - - 1.7079  0.2483  0.99 UD
E-crusgalli 4 dified Halsey 3 12847 -0090 4712 - - 26695 03843 098 CP
var. echinata
Modified Oswin 3 19.613 -0403 6.196 - - 14388 0.2255  0.99 UD
GAB 5 8701 0.334 1.553 1136.94 11848.41 1.9623 03143 098 CP
Modified Henderson 3 2.367x107 6.137  4.662 - - 2.8738 0.4410 0.98 Cp
Modified Chung-Pfost 3 705.251 -10.946 0.419 - - 25985 03377 098 CP
Ecrusgalli 4o dified Halsey 3 2428 0487 5202 - - 38705 05135 095 CP
var. praticola
Modified Oswin 3 16983  -0.281 6.807 - - 2.1497 02825  0.98 CP
GAB 5 9223 0.073 1.487 4732.74 10833.09 1.5695 0.2431 0.99 UD
Modified Henderson 3 2.367x107 6.137  4.662 - - 2.7412  0.4410  0.97 Cp
Modified Chung-Pfost 3 1676.181 0.000  0.409 - - 1.5940  0.2341 0.99 UD
E. esculenta Modified Halsey 3 11.141  0.060  5.188 - - 23976  0.3340  0.98 Cp
Modified Oswin 3 16022 -0.210 6.861 - - 14017 0.2278  0.99 UD
GAB 5 8943 0.151 0.031 3088.09 23564.41 1.8954 0.3075  0.98 CP

“UD: Uniform distribution; CP: Clear pattern.
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Fol Wskr) vha WE20) 2~15%, M) 1.5~7%, T
Shm o 5-30%, H3h 1]o] 7-25%0] HlEl HGFS uf 3
4 FA0) BRFRAES S F7 v vl A}
TFS B4t (Aviara and Ajibola, 2002; Sun, 1999; Walters
and Hill, 1998). Q802 2o Arisw 8 BRI
£ Aol FAe] S x4 Bo| Aeo] YTS
2= Ao A Ql=d|(Ells et al, 1989) o= T&
24150 shepa 24 0|7} BEL Zfolo] ulste] E
AgFe BojZeh
& BXte £ S25554 =24

14 45 FA0) 717 SLFERA EELDE (modified
Henderson, modified Chung-Pfost, modified Halsey, modified
Oswin, GAB)9] Al4=~=3} MRE, SEM, Akx}E4] b= Table
317} Zt}. 1 23} modified Henderson R E-2 E1] 9} 1o
4] modified Halsey IL2-2 £1]¢} £-=3|o]| 4] MRES} SEM
7b 7V A el 2ela B, 9], 3= modified
Oswin ZdofA|, £E1]= GAB ZLEof4 MRE®} SEM7}
7V A UEbg 5744 Bl g 2hAE A At
Modified Henderson R @& R E Zof A Ha-H5=F 10%
oJs} 1k} 14%01d FHHE M oS E AL 10~14% H7F
2 # d=EE AoZ YERGT 18|31 modified Halsey
DEE RE Fol N BHFETS 10% olak Hrjol,
10-15% 7 ThefolZ, 15% OIATIHE T 23]
th. GABRES FETE A2t LE FolA] 33T
o] 90| yelyttt. T10) vldle] Modified Chung-Pfost2}
modified Oswin®2 &2 H| W %] A7t &l o] Lpepyity. o]
P3 A0S S WS 1 AHY Ae S EATA
22 =9, =9, 5oJ4 modified Oswin2 4, FE3]=
GABREI2 Thehelch. MRES} SEM, RHAHEA S Eo}o] A1
HE w14 45 FA0] gjg 27 SLGHIAL Fig 19}

Loket. AAl 2 dlolE et S2EEAeS B4

¢l A T2EF5A SHHE Ealdh

o % 2450 14 SLFHTA RUnA Es
modified Henderson @ o] ¥ ZZ}+= Strohman-Yoerger
equation, 254F= Oswin 22, SHEF (lentil}2 modified
Oswin?} GAB Hdlo] Adl=l ®H 377} Qlth(Chen, 2003;
Menkov, 2000; Soleimani and Shahedi, 2006; Sun, 1999). &
Age] 5% 4FoIA 21He] A mdo] e Aol
Fael woke u F50) 914 TANLE FLESTA
of Ao #03 2910.2 tehx] Rtk 1elnE &
e 4 SREere Ao vnky 23S 9
SN T2S JANE AE SU AY

=Y Aurslof & Aow AR,

¢
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Fig. 1. Desorption moisture isotherm at 20°C from modified
Oswin model for E. crus-galli var. crus-galli, E. crus-galli var.
echinata, E. esculenta and from GAB model for E. crus-galli var.
praticola.

Table 4. Monolayer moisture contents (MMC, %, d.b.) and
standard errors (SE) at 20°C for seeds of four Echinochloa.

MMC (%)
6.783
6.996
6.923
7.267
6.992

SE

0.189
0.271
0.186
0.239
0.102

Species

E. crus-galli var. crus-galli
E. crus-galli var. echinata

E. crus-galli var. praticola
E. esculenta

Average
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H %] th(Fadeyibi et al.,, 2012; Menkov, 2000).
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Ol Az A0 E WO ofPAE 2R oA HLE T Gold, K and Hay, E 2014. Equilibrating seeds to specific moisture
Qlovt o]t FAstE AR AL AR Fo|= 1A E levels. Technical Information Sheet_09, Royal Botanic Gardens
t A4 Az 2o B 6| Ao Almech g opy  KewUK

AE 2200l A ThER}E LBl 72he 2|1 o] & Gold, K. and Manger, K. 2008. Measuring seed moisture status
89 oA A= 2nslere] 22} A% AYz|EHA using a hygrometer. Technical Information Sheet_04, Royal
GaFol] et Aot A W o ABE FX5o| o Botanic Gardens Kew UK.

F2540] T3t glojEjo]A o] o]2oiAol 3 Ao} Hamilton, M.B. 1994. Ex situ conservation of wild plant species:
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