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This study aimed to evaluate the effects of banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) on the physicochemical and microstructural 
properties of beef meat emulsions. The emulsions were formulated with BPAP added at levels of 0% (control), 0.5%, 1.0%, 
and 1.5% of the weight of the raw beef used. Due to the formulation process, the final BPAP contents in the emulsions were 
0%, 0.013%, 0.025%, and 0.038% (w/v), respectively. BPAP, 100 g, was found to contain 25.19 g insoluble and 6.20 g soluble 
dietary fiber. Among the minerals analyzed, calcium and zinc showed the highest content in BPAP. Incorporation of BPAP at 
a level of 1.5% of raw beef (w/w) to the emulsion resulted in the higher water holding capacity and the lowest cooking loss 
compared to control. Furthermore, the addition of BPAP up to a 1.0% of raw beef (w/w) level enhanced the emulsion capac-
ity, emulsion stability, and apparent viscosity of the samples. Confocal laser scanning microscopy micrographs revealed that 
the emulsions containing BPAP at 0.5% and 1% of raw beef (w/w) exhibited a more stable and homogeneous microstructure. 
These findings suggest that BPAP, particularly at 1.0% of raw beef (w/w) level (0.025% in emulsion, w/v), can be effectively 
utilized as a natural functional ingredient to improve the quality of meat emulsions in food formulations.
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INTRODUCTION
Emulsion-type meat products come into existence through 
the emulsification of muscle proteins, lipids, water, and as-
sorted non-meat additives. The emulsification mechanism 
is explained by two hypotheses. The initial theory, termed 
oil-in-water, involves the formation of a myofibrillar protein 
film around fat particles to prevent the accumulation of fat 
globules. The second theory, known as the physical entrap-
ment theory, explains that fat globules are embedded in a pro-
tein network and that the stabilization of fat particles occurs 
through the myofibrillar protein gel network [Gordon et al., 
1992]. To prepare meat emulsion, myofibrillar proteins, which 
can be soluble in water with salt and act as emulsifiers, are 

first extracted from lean meat through the chopping pro-
cess, then animal fat is also finely chopped and added to 
the meat batter. The chopping process is used to produce 
a meat emulsion from protein extracted from lean meat, 
fat and water [Gordon et al., 1992; Zhao et al., 2019]. The fat 
particles stabilized in this matrix affect the sensory properties, 
technological characteristics (water-holding capacity, cook-
ing yields) and textural attributes of the meat [Kumar et al., 
2016; Zhao et al., 2019]. However, concerns about the adverse 
health effects of excessive fat consumption have prompted 
extensive research around the world into the production 
of low-fat and healthier meat products [Chappalwar et al., 
2020; Choi et al., 2014; Kumar et al., 2016].
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One of the ways to produce meat products that are both 
healthy and functional is to use different plant materials rich in di-
etary fiber as a functional ingredient [Das et al., 2020]. Consuming 
sufficient dietary fiber has been reported to reduce the risk of de-
veloping some chronic diseases, such as colon cancer, obesity 
and cardiovascular disease, by lowering cholesterol and triglyc-
eride levels [WHO/FAO, 2003]. Various dietary fibers, with differ-
ent non-starch polysaccharide compositions (pectins, hemicel-
luloses, lignins, etc.), show not only positive effects on health, 
but also have different technological characteristics, including 
gelling properties, that can improve the emulsification, and can 
influence the sensory rheological, and the desirable textural 
properties of processed meat products [Das et al., 2020; Unal et 
al., 2022].

The banana is widely recognized as one of the most com-
monly consumed tropical fruits, known for its high carbohydrate, 
dietary fiber, mineral, and vitamin content. It is also rich in several 
compounds with antioxidative activity, such as carotenoids, 
phenolics, ascorbic acid, and tocopherols [Singh et al., 2016]. 
The banana peel, a major by-product of the food industry, ac-
counts for approximately 30% of the fruit’s total weight [Schie-
ber et al., 2001]. Many studies have highlighted the potential 
of banana peels, which are a burden on the environment, to be 
used in the food industry, especially in the production of bakery 
products and pasta [Gomes et al., 2022; Puraikalan, 2018; Salama 
et al., 2019], although recently also a meat product (chicken 
sausage) with the addition of banana peel powder has been 
formulated [Zaini et al., 2020]. They are of interest due to a high 
dietary fiber content (40–50 g/100 g dry matter, dm), mainly 
the insoluble fraction, which accounts for 75% of the total dietary 
fiber [Emaga et al., 2007]. Another component of banana peels, 
important in terms of their use as a food ingredient, are phe-
nolic compounds, including dominant proanthocyanidins with 
a high degree of polymerization, procyanidin dimers, flavan-3-ols 
and flavonol glycosides, which are responsible for their higher 
antioxidative potential compared to banana pulp [Rebello et 
al., 2014; Someya et al., 2002]. Banana peels are also a source 
of other bioactive compounds like carotenoids and biogenic 
amines [Pereira & Maraschin, 2015]. Additionally, they contain 
essential minerals like potassium, protein (8–11 g/100 g dm), 
polyunsaturated fatty acids, and essential amino acids [Emaga 
et al., 2007]. Despite attempts to use this cheap and easily ac-
cessible material in food production, there is a lack of research 
on the use of banana peel albedo as a functional ingredient 
in emulsion-type meat products. Therefore, this study aimed 
to explore the effects of banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) on 
the technological and microstructural properties of beef meat 
emulsions.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
r  Banana peel albedo powder preparation
Banana fruits (approximately 5 kg) were collected from the Medi-
terranean Region of Türkiye (Antalya). The banana albedo used 
in this study was obtained by carefully removing the white in-
ner layer (albedo) from the banana peel surrounding the fruit. 

The albedo was then air-dried at room temperature (at approxi-
mately 25°C) for 48 h. After drying, the albedo was pulverized 
using a grinder and sifted through a 60-mesh screen to obtain 
a fine powder. The resulting banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) 
was stored in airtight packaging at 15±2°C in cold storage until 
further analysis. 

r Preparation of beef meat emulsions
Fresh raw beef, with the moisture content of 72.01±0.25 g/100 g,  
protein content of 19.21±0.08 g/100 g, fat content 
of 8.29±0.47 g/100 g, and pH of 5.89±0.01, was purchased 
from a butcher in Konya, Türkiye. To prepare the beef meat 
emulsions, the methodology detailed in our previous study 
[Unal et al., 2022] was used, with slight modifications such as 
mixing time and oil temperature. To this end, 25 g of raw ground 
beef without BPAP (0.0%, control) or with BPAP at different levels 
(0.5%, 1.0%, and 1.5% of the weight of raw ground beef, w/w) 
were mixed with 100 mL of an NaCl (2.5%) + K2HPO4 (0.5%) 
solution and blended for 120 s in a Waring Commercial 8011 
blender (Stamford, CT, USA), resulting in four separate slurries. 
In the next step, the slurries (12.5 g) were blended with 37.5 mL 
of an NaCl (2.5%) + K2HPO4 (0.5%) solution and 50 mL of corn oil 
(9°C). An oil was added at a stable rate using a system described 
by Ockerman [1985] with a cold water-jacketed burette (4°C). 
The dispersion was carried out at 13,000 rpm for 20 s until 
a uniform mixture was obtained, ensuring consistent texture. 
The BPAP contents in the final emulsions were 0.0%, 0.013%, 
0.025%, and 0.038% (w/v), respectively.

The experiment was conducted with three replications, e.g., 
emulsions for each formulation were prepared separately in tripli-
cate, and all analyses were conducted on the three independent 
emulsions for each formulation. The prepared emulsions were 
stored under controlled conditions until further analysis.

r Determination of dietary fiber content and mineral 
profile of banana peel albedo powder

The dietary fiber content (soluble and insoluble) of BPAP was 
determined according to the AACC International method [AACC, 
1999]. The soluble and insoluble dietary fiber contents were 
expressed in g/100 g BPAP. 

For the determination of mineral content, 1 g of dry BPAP was 
subjected to wet ashing using sulfuric acid and hydrogen per-
oxide, as described by Babiker et al. [2021]. The mineral content 
in the resulting ash was analyzed using inductively coupled plas-
ma atomic emission spectroscopy (ICP-AES). Varian-Vista ICP-AES 
instrument (Varian, Inc., Mulgrave, Victoria Australia) was used, 
which operated under the following conditions: radio frequency 
plasma power was maintained at 0.7–1.5 kW (1.2–1.3 kW for axial); 
plasma Ar flow rate was 10.5–15 L/min (radial) and 15 L/min 
(axial); auxiliary Ar flow rate was kept at 1.5 L/min; the viewing 
height was 5–12 mm; the copy and reading time was set at 1–5 s 
(max. 60 s), and the copy time was 3 s (max. 100 s) [Babiker et 
al., 2021]. Quantification of minerals was carried out using data 
on similar minerals obtained by analysis of certified reference 
samples from the National Institute of Standards and Technology 
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(NIST; Gaithersburg, MD, USA) [Skujins, 1998]. The mineral con-
tents were expressed as mg per 100 g of BPAP.

r Determination of total phenolic content, total flavo
noid content and antioxidative activity of banana peel 
albedo powder

The procedure suggested by Cetin‐Babaoglu et al. [2024] was 
modified to acquire the extract from the BPAP to determine 
the total phenolic content (TPC), total flavonoid content 
(TFC), 1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) radical scaveng-
ing activity, and ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP). 
Five grams of ground BPAP were suspended in 100 mL of 70% 
methanol (v/v) for this purpose, and incubated for 1 h at 
25°C in a shaking water bath (250 rpm). Following incuba-
tion, the supernatant was separated using centrifugation at 
13,400×g for 10 min.

To determine the TPC, 0.1 mL of the extract, 0.4 mL of dis-
tilled water, and 2.5 mL of a 10% Folin-Ciocalteu’s reagent (v/v) 
were placed in a tube and kept in the dark for 2 min [Škerget et 
al., 2005]. The sample tube was then filled with 2 mL of a 7.5% 
Na2CO3 (w/v) solution and incubated at 50°C for 5 min. The ab-
sorbance of the reaction mixture was measured at 760 nm us-
ing a UV–Vis spectrophotometer (UV-160 A, Shimadzu, Tokyo, 
Japan). The TPC of the BPAP was ascertained using a gallic acid 
standard curve, and results were expressed as mg gallic acid 
equivalent (GAE)/g.

To determine the TFC, 150 μL of 5% NaNO3 (w/v), 2 mL of dis-
tilled water, and 0.5 mL of the extract were put in a tube and left 
in the dark for 6 min [Eyiz et al., 2020]. The sample tube was then 
filled with 200 μL of distilled water, 2 mL of 1 M NaOH, and 150 μL 
of a 10% AlCl3 (w/v) solution, and it was left to stand for 15 min. 
The absorbance of the mixture was measured at 510 nm using 
a spectrophotometer (UV-160 A, Shimadzu). The TFC of the BPAP 
was calculated using a catechin standard curve, and results were 
expressed as mg catechin equivalent (CE)/g. 

The DPPH radical scavenging activity of the BPAP was de-
termined using the method described by Brand-Williams et al. 
[1995]. Briefly, the BPAP extract (50 µL) was added to 2,950 µL 
of a 100 µM methanolic DPPH radical solution, and the reac-
tion mixture was incubated in the dark for 30 min. The absorb-
ance was measured at 517 nm using a spectrophotometer 
(UV-160 A, Shimadzu). The DPPH radical scavenging activity 
of BPAP was expressed as Trolox equivalents (µmol Trolox/g), 
calculated using a calibration curve prepared with standard 
Trolox solutions.

Then, 10 mL of a 2,4,6-tri(2-pyridyl)-s-triazine solution (10 mM 
in a 40 mM hydrochloric acid solution), 100 mL of sodium acetate 
buffer (300 mM, pH 3.6), and 10 mL of a ferric chloride hexahy-
drate solution (20 mM) were combined to achieve the FRAP 
reagent [Benzie & Strain, 1996]. After that, 225 μL of distilled 
water, 2.25 mL of the FRAP reagent, and 75 μL of the extract were 
vortexed and allowed to stand at room temperature for 30 min. 
The samples’ absorbance was measured at 593 nm. Iron(II) sulfate 
heptahydrate was used to plot the standard curve, and the find-
ings were reported as mg Fe2+/kg BPAP.

r pH measurement of beef meat emulsions 
The pH of the beef meat emulsions was measured following 
the procedure outlined by Zorba et al. [1993]. A pH meter (WTW 
series pH 720, Weilheim, Germany) was used to assess the pH 
values. To this end, 10 g of each emulsion sample was homog-
enized with 100 mL of distilled water, and the pH was directly 
measured after the calibration of the instrument with standard 
buffer solutions at pH 4.0 and 7.0. The readings were taken im-
mediately after calibration to ensure accuracy.

r Measurements of color coordinates of beef meat 
emulsions 

The color coordinates of the raw and cooked (cooking condi-
tions as for determining cooking loss) beef meat emulsions 
were measured in the CIELab space using a Minolta chromam-
eter CR-400 (Konica Minolta, Osaka, Japan), in accordance with 
the method described by Hunt et al. [1991]. The instrument had 
a measurement area diameter of 8 mm and a range of values 
from 0 to 100 for L* (lightness), ±60 for a* (red/green), and ±60 
for b* (yellow/blue). The measurements were taken under D65 
illuminant with a 2° observer angle, ensuring high accuracy for 
surface color analysis. Each sample was measured five times 
to ensure consistency, and the average values were recorded. 
The results reflect the surface color characteristics of the emul-
sions, providing comprehensive data on their visual appearance. 

r Determination of beef meat emulsion cooking loss 
and water holding capacity 

The cooking loss (CL) of the beef meat emulsions was determined 
following the method described by Mejia et al. [2018]. For each 
formulation, exactly 30  g of the emulsion were portioned into 
50 mL polypropylene tubes. The samples were then subjected to 
thermal treatment in a water bath (Nüve, Ankara, Türkiye), begin-
ning at 50°C and gradually increasing the water temperature until 
the internal temperature of each sample reached 72°C, which 
was monitored using a thermometer probe. Following heating, 
the tubes were cooled in ice water for 5 min, inverted, and stored 
at 4°C for 14 h to collect the released exudate. The difference 
in weight before and after cooking was used to determine CL, 
expressed as a percentage based on the initial sample mass.

The water holding capacity (WHC) of the beef meat emul-
sions was evaluated using a modified version of the method by 
Hughes et al. [1997]. Ten grams of uncooked emulsion batter 
were placed into glass jars and heated in a 90°C water bath for 
10 min. After cooling to room temperature, the samples were 
wrapped in cotton cheesecloth and centrifuged at 7,245×g 
for 15 min. WHC was determined by measuring the amount 
of water retained after heating and centrifugation, relative to 
the total moisture content of the sample. Results were expressed 
as a percentage of retained water.

r Analysis of emulsifying properties of beef meat 
emulsions 

The emulsifying properties, including emulsifying capacity 
(EC) and emulsion stability (ES), were determined according to 
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the method of Ockerman [1985]. The endpoint for emulsifica-
tion was identified using the procedure described by Webb et 
al. [1970]. To measure EC, the corn oil was added to the beef 
meat emulsion from a burette, and the electrical conductivity 
was simultaneously monitored by an ohmmeter (YX-360TR N 
Multitester Fuse and Diode Protection, Sunwa, Tokyo, Japan) with 
an electric potential (mV) recorder (Labsco Laboratory Supply, 
Louisville, KY, USA). At the emulsification endpoint, the conduc-
tivity suddenly decreased, a sudden reduction in resistance was 
observed in the ohmmeter reading. The oil addition was stopped, 
and the total volume of emulsified oil (added to beef meat emul-
sion) was recorded from the burette. EC was calculated as mL 
of oil retained per g of protein. The protein content of the beef 
meat was determined by the Kjeldahl method [AACC, 1999]. 

To determine ES, an emulsion with corn oil was formed 
as described above. However, the emulsification was stopped 
when 110 mL of oil was used. Then, 20 g of the emulsion were 
weighed into test tubes and heated in a water bath (Nüve) at 
80°C until the core temperature reached 72°C. The tubes were 
centrifuged and drained into a volumetric cylinder for 10 h to 
collect the unbound oil and water. ES was calculated according 
to Equation (1): 

ES (%) =100 – (SO + SW) (1) 

where: SO is the amount of separated oil released by the emul-
sion and SW is the amount of separated water released by 
the emulsion [Ockerman, 1985].

r Determination of apparent viscosity, flow behavior 
index and consistency index of beef meat emulsions 

Apparent viscosity (AV) of the newly formed beef meat emulsions 
(approximately 25 g), kept at a constant temperature of 20oC 
using a thermostatically controlled water bath, was measured 
at four different rotational speeds (10, 20, 50, and 100 rpm) using 
a rotational viscometer (Brookfield, DV2TRVTJ0, Middleborough, 
MA, USA). Then, the flow curves, e.g., apparent viscosity vs. shear 
rate, were plotted. Using linear regression analysis, the data 
were fitted to the power law model presented in Equation (2) 
to determine the flow behavior index (n), consistency index (k), 
and determination coefficients (r2) [Barnes et al., 1989]:

ηa = k × γ· (n−1) (2)

where: ηa is the apparent viscosity (mPa×s), k is the consistency 
index (Pa×sn), γ· is the shear rate (1/s), and n (dimensionless) 
is the flow behavior index. For n<1, the fluid is pseudoplastic 
(shear-thinning); for n>1, the fluid is dilatant (shear-thickening).

r Texture profile analysis of beef meat emulsions
Texture profile analysis (TPA) of the beef meat emulsions was 
performed using a Stable Micro Systems Texture Analyser (model: 
TA.XT Plus, Godalming, UK). For each formulation, exactly 30 g 
of the emulsion were portioned into 50 mL Falcon tubes, which 
were then cooked in a water bath (Nüve) at 80°C until the core 

temperature reached 72°C. This process took approximately 
20 min. After cooling to room temperature, the samples were 
removed from the tubes and cut into cylindrical shapes with a di-
ameter equal to the tube’s internal diameter (28 mm) and a height 
of 15 mm for TPA measurements. Seven representative samples 
were randomly selected from each analyzed emulsion to ensure 
adequate representation of the overall texture profile. A cylindri-
cal plate with a diameter of 36 mm and a 50 kg load cell were 
used. Each sample was compressed twice, with a 0.1 s delay 
between the descents, at a distance of 5 mm. The following test 
parameters were applied: pre-test speed of 1 mm/s, test speed 
of 5 mm/s, post-test speed of 5 mm/s, and 50% compression. 
TPA was conducted at room temperature (21°C). The following 
textural parameters were determined: hardness (N), adhesive-
ness (N×s), springiness (mm), cohesiveness, and gumminess (N). 
Hardness was determined by the maximum force required to 
compress the sample, cohesiveness was calculated as the ratio 
of the positive force area during the second compression to that 
during the first compression, and springiness was determined 
as the distance the sample recovered after the first compres-
sion. Adhesiveness was calculated as the negative force area 
during the first compression, while gumminess was defined as 
the product of hardness and cohesiveness [Herrero et al., 2007].

r Microstructural analysis of beef meat emulsions
Microstructural analysis, including the acquisition of confocal 
laser scanning microscope (CLSM) images, was conducted us-
ing a Nikon A1R1 instrument (Nikon, Tokyo, Japan), equipped 
with a helium/neon laser at the fluorescence excitation 
of 520–530 nm in accordance with the method specified by Zhu 
et al. [2018]. The resolution of the images was 1,024×1,024 pixels, 
and 10 images were captured for each sample. 

r Statistical analysis
The differences were considered significant at p<0.05. Results 
related to the BPAP itself, such as dietary fiber content, mineral 
profile, total phenolic content, total flavonoid content, and anti-
oxidative activity, were expressed as mean ± standard deviation 
(SD). In contrast, results for the emulsions (including both BPAP- 
-added and control samples) were presented as mean ± standard 
error (SE). Data were analyzed using one-way analysis of variance 
(ANOVA) to determine significant differences among the beef 
meat emulsions with different contents of BPAP. The statistical 
analysis was performed using Minitab software, version 16.0 
(Minitab, LLC, State College, PA, USA). Post-hoc comparisons 
were made using Tukey’s honestly significant difference (HSD) 
test. The assumption of normality and homogeneity of variances 
was checked prior to conducting ANOVA.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
r Dietary fiber and mineral contents of banana peel 

albedo powder 
The dietary fiber content as insoluble and soluble fractions of ba-
nana peel albedo powder is shown in Table 1. The content 
of insoluble dietary fiber of BPAP was found as 25.19 g/100 g. 
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r Total phenolic content, total flavonoid content 
and antioxidative activity of banana peel albedo 
powder

The TPC and TFC of BPAP were found as 9.16 mg GAE/g 
and 2.67 mg CE/g, respectively (Table 1). The DPPH radical 
scavenging activity of BPAP was determined to be 97.90 µmol 
Trolox/g, and the FRAP was 45.40 µmol Fe+2/g. 

BPAP was a rich source of phenolic compounds compared 
to by-products from other tropical fruits, e.g., Can-Cauich et al. 
[2017] found a TPC of 210 mg GAE/100 g in mamey sapote 
peel, Selani et al. [2016] reported TPC in guava and passion fruit 
by-products to be 254.7 and 175.6 mg GAE/100 g, respectively, 
and the TPC determined by Lopez- Martinez et al. [2023] for 
guava, mamey sapote, and passion fruit peels ranged from 185.2 
to 365.7 mg GAE/100 g. Regarding banana fruit, Someya et al. 
[2002] showed that banana peel contained four times more total 
phenolics than pulp. 

In turn, Rebello et al. [2014] reported that TPC of banana 
peel was 29.2 mg GAE/g. According to Salama et al. [2019], 
the banana peel had TPC of 71.685 mg GAE/g. These values 
were higher than the TPC shown in Table 1; however, the whole 
banana peel was analyzed in the cited studies. To the best of our 
knowledge, the TPC of only the albedo part of the peel has 
not been determined so far.  In addition to TPC, also the TFC 
found in our study for the BPAP was lower than that reported 
for banana peel expressed as rutin equivalents (3.354 mg RE/g) 
[Salama et al., 2019].

r Cooking loss and water holding capacity of beef meat 
emulsions

The results shown in Table 2 indicate that the incorporation 
of BPAP into the beef meat emulsion affected its CL and WHC. 
The WHC tended to increase, while the CL tended to decrease 
with an increasing level of BPAP in the beef meat emulsion; 
however, significant differences (p<0.05) were found only be-
tween the emulsion with the highest level of BPAP (1.5% of raw 
beef meat, w/w, corresponding to 0.038% of emulsion, w/v) 
and the control. These changes could be due to the present of di-
etary fiber in banana peel. Overall, these findings were in agree-
ment with our previous research, wherein the use of pumpkin 

Moreover, its soluble dietary fiber was determined as 6.20 g/100 g. 
Emaga et al. [2007] analyzed the dietary fiber content in banana 
and plantain peels from different varieties and fruits of different 
ripeness and reported higher soluble and insoluble dietary fiber 
content in dessert banana peels (36.3–42.9% and 6.8–13.7%, 
respectively) compared to the content of these fractions in pow-
dered banana peel albedo found in our study. In another study, 
the soluble and insoluble dietary fiber content of banana peels 
was found as 9.60 and 32.00%, respectively [Salama et al., 2019]. 
In turn, Zaini et al. [2020] prepared banana peel powder with 
total dietary fiber content of 44.03%. 

The mineral content of banana peel albedo powder is pre-
sented in Table 2. Contents of individual minerals were found as: 
3.85 mg/100 g for calcium, 0.27 mg/100 g for iron, 90.83 mg/100 g 
for potassium, 2.85 mg/100 g for magnesium, 1.11 mg/100 g for 
sodium, 9.47 mg/100 g for phosphorus, and 0.1 mg/100 g for 
zinc. Romelle et al. [2016] found the Ca, Zn, Fe, and Mn contents 
of banana peel as 19.86, 1.72, 15.15, and 9.05 mg/100 g dry peel, 
respectively. It is thought that various factors like soil condi-
tion, state of fruit ripeness, plant variety, irrigation regime, soil 
type, and which part of the fruit is used can cause differences 
in the mineral contents of a given type fruit sourced from dif-
ferent regions [Bartual et al., 2022; Emaga et al., 2007]. However, 
it was concluded that banana peel albedo is a source of dietary 
fiber and some minerals, so when used in product formulations, 
it will increase the dietary fiber and mineral content of the final 
product.

Table 1. Mineral composition, dietary fiber content, total phenolic content 
(TPC), total flavonoid content (TFC) content, and antioxidative activity 
of banana peel albedo powder (BPAP). 

Parameter Content/activity

Ca (mg/100 g) 3.85±0.11

Fe (mg/100 g) 0.27±0.01

K (mg/100 g) 90.83±2.05

Mg (mg/100 g) 2.85±0.04

Na (mg/100 g) 1.11±0.04

P (mg/100 g) 9.47±0.13

Zn (mg/100 g) 0.10±0.01

Insoluble dietary fiber (g/100 g) 25.19±1.23

Soluble dietary fiber (g/100 g) 6.20±0.01

DPPH radical scavenging activity (µmol Trolox/g) 97.90±10.29

FRAP (µmol Fe+2/g) 45.40±0.01

TPC (mg GAE/g) 9.16±8.43

TFC (mg CE/g) 2.67±0.74

Results are shown as mean ± standard deviation. DPPH radical, 1,1-diphenyl-2- 
-picrylhydrazyl radical; FRAP, ferric reducing antioxidant power; GAE, gallic acid equivalent; 
CE, catechin equivalent.

Table 2. Cooking loss and water holding capacity of beef meat emulsions with 
banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) added at different levels.

BPAP level  
(% raw beef, w/w)*

Cooking loss 
(%)

Water holding 
capacity (%)

0.0 (Control) 10.47±2.61a 15.71±0.41b

0.5 6.10±0.14ab 17.96±0.77ab

1.0 5.24±0.18ab 18.31±0.56ab

1.5 4.76±0.93b 18.95±1.34a

*The final BPAP content in the emulsions was 0.013%, 0.025%, and 0.038% (w/v) for 
BPAP added at 0.5%, 1.0%, and 1.5% of raw beef (w/w), respectively. Results are shown 
as mean ± standard error. Values with different letters (a–b) within the column differ 
significantly (p<0.05). 
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powder decreased the cooking loss of beef by 17.38%–21.99% 
[Unal et al., 2022].

r pH value of raw beef meat emulsions
The pH values of raw emulsions were 7.25–7.26 (Table 3). BPAP 
use in emulsion formula had no significant (p≥0.05) effect on pH. 
There are conflicting reports regarding the pH values of meat 
products and the addition of different sources of fibers. Fernán-
dez-Ginés et al. [2003] reported that the pH values of bologna 
sausages did not change significantly as a result of the addition 
of citrus fiber. In contrast, Chappalwar et al. [2020] reported that 
the incorporation of banana peel flour in chicken patties caused 
a decrease in pH. Sarıçoban et al. [2008] also found a gradual 
decrease in pH of model meat emulsions with the increase 
in the level of lemon albedo added to them.

r Color parameters of raw and cooked beef meat 
emulsions

Color parameters of raw and cooked emulsions are shown in Ta-
ble 3 and 4, respectively. The incorporation of BPAP did not affect 
the lightness and yellowness of raw emulsions (p≥0.05). The L* 
values were in the range of 85.18–85.57 and were higher than 
those measured for the cooked beef emulsions (71.46–76.13). 
The cooked emulsion with BPAP added at a level of 1.5% of raw 
beef meat (w/w) was characterized by significantly (p<0.05) lower 
lightness compared to the control. A similar effect of reducing 

the lightness of corn pasta and extrudate after replacing 5% 
of flour with banana peel powder was observed by Puraikalan 
[2018]. 

Regarding the a* value, the addition of BPAP caused signifi-
cant (p<0.05) changes only in raw emulsions, for which the a* 
values ranged from −1.00 to −0.41 (Table 3). The BPAP addition 
at the level of 0.5% of raw beef meat (w/w) resulted in a higher 
(p<0.05) a* value in raw sample compared to the control emul-
sion, whereas no significant (p≥0.05) differences in a* values were 
observed among the emulsions with BPAP content. Additionally, 
there was no significant (p≥0.05) effect of BPAP incorporation 
on b* values of both raw and cooked emulsions.

Huang & Bohrer [2020] reported that the addition of com-
mercial banana flour at 1%, 2%, and 4% levels increased a* values 
and decreased b* values in beef emulsions after cooking. Con-
versely, Kumar et al. [2013] observed that replacing 3% and 4% 
of lean meat with green banana flour in cooked chicken nuggets 
did not affect a* values, while a 5% substitution significantly 
reduced them. These findings indicate that banana flours may 
enhance the red color of cooked and cured meat products, al-
though the effects appear to vary depending on the flour origin. 

r Beef meat emulsion capacity and stability 
The ES and EC of beef meat emulsions with different contents 
of BPAP are shown in Figure 1. The control sample had the lowest 
EC and ES. Adding BPAP to the emulsions at the levels up to 1.0% 
of raw beef meat, w/w (up to 0.025% of emulsion, w/v), gradu-
ally increased their EC and ES. A further increase of the additive 
content caused a decrease of both parameters. Similar results 
were obtained by dos Santos Alves et al. [2016], who investigated 
the effect of pork skin and green banana flour blends as fat sub-
stitutes in bologna-type sausages. They reported greater emul-
sion stability when up to 60% fat substitute was included to the 
product. In contrast to our results, Chappalwar et al. [2020] found 
that banana peel powder did not affect the ES of chicken patties.

r Apparent viscosity of cooked beef meat emulsions
The flow curves of cooked beef meat emulsions are shown 
in Figure 2. In addition, the parameters of power law model, 
including flow behavior index and consistency index, deter-
mined for all emulsions are presented in Table 5. The consistency 

Table 3. pH and color parameters of raw beef meat emulsions with banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) added at different levels.

BPAP level (% raw beef, w/w)* pH L* a* b*

0.0 (Control) 7.25±0.01a 85.57±0.03a −1.00±0.04b 10.97±0.04a

0.5 7.26±0.01a 85.27±0.05a −0.41±0.02a 11.07±0.12a

1.0 7.26±0.01a 85.37±0.20a −0.62±0.16ab 11.11±0.03a

1.5 7.26±0.01a 85.18±0.29a −0.68±0.15ab 11.02±0.01a

*The final BPAP content in the emulsions was 0.013%, 0.025%, and 0.038% (w/v) for BPAP added at 0.5%, 1.0%, and 1.5% of raw beef (w/w), respectively. Results are shown as mean ± 
standard error. Values with different letters (a–b) within the column differ significantly (p<0.05). L*, lightness (0 – black, 100 – white); a*, redness-greenness (+a* – red, –a* – green); 
b*, yellowness-blueness (+b* – yellow, –b* – blue).

Table 4. Color parameters of cooked beef meat emulsions with banana peel 
albedo powder (BPAP) added at different levels.

BPAP level  
(% raw beef, w/w)* L* a* b*

0.0 (Control) 76.13±1.15a −2.44±0.15a 15.47±0.71a

0.5 76.08±0.47a −2.28±0.02a 14.56±0.22a

1.0 74.38±0.30a −2.28±0.03a 14.58±0.53a

1.5 71.46±0.11b −2.22±0.05a 15.41±0.48a

*The final BPAP content in the emulsions was 0.013%, 0.025%, and 0.038% (w/v) for BPAP 
added at 0.5%, 1.0%, and 1.5% of raw beef (w/w), respectively. Results are shown as mean 
± standard error. Values with different letters (a–b) within the column differ significantly 
(p<0.05). L*, lightness (0 – black, 100 – white); a*, redness-greenness (+a* – red, –a* – 
green); b*, yellowness-blueness (+b* – yellow, –b* – blue).
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index was in the range of 64,206 and 92,667 mPa×sn. The emul-
sion with BPAP added at the level of 1.0% of raw beef meat, 
w/w (0.038% of the emulsion, w/v) had the highest consistency 
index of 92,667 mPa×sn, while the lowest flow behavior index 
of 0.137. Therefore, the flow behavior index showed completely 
reverse trend with consistency index. Similar findings were re-
ported by Sarıçoban et al. [2010], who investigated rheological 
properties of beef emulsions with the addition of sunflower 
head pith.

Incorporation of BPAP at different levels affected the AV 
of the beef meat emulsions (Figure 2). While the addition of BPAP 
at the levels of 0.5% and 1.0% of raw beef meat (w/w), which 
corresponded to 0.013% and 0.025% of the emulsion (w/v), 
respectively, increased AV compared to the control (0.0% BPAP), 

the addition at the level of 1.5% of raw beef, w/w (0.038% 
of the emulsion, w/v) decreased AV. The AV of all emulsions 
diminished with shear rate. 

Choi et al. [2009] investigated the quality characteristics 
of low-fat meat emulsions by replacing pork fat with various veg-
etable oils (olive, corn, soybean, canola, and grape seed) and rice 
bran fiber. They stated that AV values of all groups decreased as 
the rotation period increased. Therefore, the highest viscosity 
values were found in the meat samples including rice bran fiber. 

In addition, Choi et al. [2014] found that the inclusion of mak-
geolli lees fiber and varying fat contents had an impact on 
the frankfurter meat batters’ perceived viscosity. All raw batters 
were reported to be thixotropic, with apparent viscosity de-
creasing with rotation time. It was also determined that higher 

Figure 1. Emulsifying capacity (EC) (A) and emulsion stability (ES) (B) of beef meat emulsions with banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) added at 0.0%, 0.5%, 1.0%, 
and 1.5% based on the weight of the raw beef used. The actual contents of BPAP in the emulsions were 0.0%, 0.025%, 0.038%, and 0.075% (w/v), respectively.
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Figure 2. Apparent viscosity of beef meat emulsions with banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) added at 0.0%, 0.5%, 1.0%, and 1.5% based on the weight of the raw 
beef used. The actual contents of BPAP in the emulsions were 0.0%, 0.025%, 0.038%, and 0.075% (w/v), respectively.
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levels of fat and macgeolli fiber in the samples caused more 
pronounced changes in the apparent viscosity of the batters.

Apparent viscosity is an important parameter affecting 
the quality characteristics of meat, and emulsions with high 
apparent viscosity are preferred, since high apparent viscosity 
emulsions are not easily broken [Choi et al., 2009, 2014]. 

r Texture properties of cooked beef meat emulsions
The texture parameters of cooked beef meat emulsions with 
different contents of BPAP are shown in Table 6. The hardness, 
adhesiveness, springiness, cohesiveness, and gumminess were 
in the ranges of 3.65–4.00 N, (−1.80)–(−1.38) N×s, 0.89–0.94, 
0.72–0.77, and 2.63–3.04 N, respectively. When increasing 
the addition level of BPAP from 0.0% to 1.5% of raw beef meat, 
w/w (which corresponds to 0.0–0.038% in the emulsions, w/v), 
the hardness of the beef emulsions decreased, while there was 
a fluctuation in the springiness values. On the other hand, adhe-
siveness, cohesiveness and gumminess of the emulsions were 
not significantly (p≥0.05) affected by the addition of BPAP. 

The decrease in hardness observed with increasing levels 
of BPAP in this study is consistent with the findings of Bastos 
et al. [2014], who reported that the addition of green banana 
flour to meat burgers resulted in lower hardness compared to 
the control samples, likely due to the water-binding capacity 
of the fiber. Similarly, García et al. [2006] found that the incor-
poration of inulin in a jelly form into sausages led to a reduc-
tion in hardness and an improvement in elasticity. However, 
in contrast to our results, several other studies have reported an 
increase in hardness following the addition of various dietary fib-
ers. Choi et al. [2007] found that the incorporation of wheat fiber 
into meat products significantly increased hardness. Additionally, 
Zaini et al. [2020] showed that banana peel powder increased 
hardness and chewiness in chicken sausages depending on 
the inclusion level. These conflicting findings may be explained 
by differences in the type and structure of the fiber used, its 
concentration, degree of solubility, and processing method (e.g., 
fresh or dried). Furthermore, the interaction of dietary fiber with 
the protein matrix and the fat content of the meat product can 
also influence textural outcomes. As highlighted by Yadav et al. 

[2018], such factors are critical in shaping the textural properties 
of meat products, as they can alter key texture parameters like 
hardness, springiness, and chewiness depending on the fiber’s 
characteristics and the processing conditions.

r Microstructure of beef meat emulsions
In our research, the effects of BPAP on the microstructural 
properties of meat emulsions were observed using a CLSM. 
The CLSM is a suitable method to scan the distribution of oil 
particles and the interactions between oil and protein. The CLSM 
micrographs showed that the particle sizes of the emulsions 
containing BPAP at levels of 0.5% and 1% of raw beef (w/w), 
corresponding to 0.013% and 0.025% in the emulsions (w/v), 
were smaller than of the emulsions without banana peel powder 
and had a more stable, homogeneous appearance (Figure 3). 
In addition, the oil particles of the emulsion containing 0.025% 
BPAP were more equally and better dispersed, and there were 
fewer voids in the emulsion system. Zhao et al. [2019] reported 
that in the CLSM micrographs, the meat emulsions without re-
generated cellulose fiber had considerably larger particles, while 
the emulsions with higher fiber ratios had smaller particle sizes. In 
agreement with our results, the emulsion with 0.8% regenerated 
cellulose fiber had the smallest particle size, and its oil particles 
were more homogeneously dispersed. Qi et al. [2021] suggested 
that the citrus fiber was mainly imbibed as well-dispersed par-
ticles in the oil-water interface of the emulsion particles, thus 
stabilizing the emulsion.

Câmara et al. [2020] reported that the addition of chia muci-
lage to emulsified meat products caused changes in their struc-
ture assessed by CLSM. In the case of 2% chia mucilage powder 
and 2% chia mucilage gel addition treatments, while a definite 
grade of cohesion was observed in the protein structures, the fat 
particles, which had a well-described view, were imaged as 
looser and less connected in the protein matrix, particularly 
in the samples added with 2% chia mucilage powder. The authors 
suggested that this result, seen in the images of the samples 
with 2% chia mucilage powder added, could be straightly as-
sociated with the lower emulsion stability. In the current study, 
the stability of the beef meat emulsions with BPAP at 0%, 0.5% 
and 1.5% of raw beef (w/w) was found to be lower than that 
of the samples with BPAP at 1% of raw beef (w/w). In addition, 
the CLSM micrographs of these samples with BPAP at 0%, 0.5% 
and 1.5% of raw beef (w/w) showed they were less bound, looser, 
and inhomogeneous. Câmara et al. [2020] reported that when 
the emulsified meat samples contained the double amount 
of chia mucilage, the protein structures in the CLSM micrographs 
were more porous, discontinuous, and non-uniform.

Zeeb et al. [2018] found that the use of pectin substantially 
modified the microstructure of raw fermented and emulsion- 
-type sausages. Other authors also observed that dietary fibers 
influenced the microstructure of meat [Han et al., 2018]. Tong 
et al. [2018], using CLSM micrographs, found that konjac glu-
comannan formed homogeneous gels with myofibrillar protein 
and showed good conformity with it. The conclusion was that 
a matrix-like structure was formed. 

Table 5. Consistency index (k) and flow behavior index (n) of beef meat 
emulsions with banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) added at different levels.

BPAP level 
(% raw beef, w/w)* n k (mPa×sn) r2

0.0 (Control) 0.177±0.00a 64,206±979 c 0.999

0.5 0.144±0.02b 88,823±4,233b 0.990

1.0 0.137±0.01c 92,667±1,578a 0.998

1.5 0.142±0.01b 66,068±537c 0.996

*The final BPAP content in the emulsions was 0.013%, 0.025%, and 0.038% (w/v) for BPAP 
added at 0.5%, 1.0%, and 1.5% of raw beef (w/w), respectively. Results are shown as mean ± 
standard deviations. Values with different letters (a–c) within the column differ significantly 
(p<0.05).  r2, determination coefficient.
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Table 6. Textural properties of beef meat emulsions with banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) added at different levels.

BPAP level  
(% raw beef, w/w)* Hardness (N) Adhesiveness (N×s) Springiness (mm) Cohesiveness Gumminess (N)

0.0 (control) 4.00±0.07a −1.62±0.71a 0.93±0.01ab 0.76±0.04a 3.04±0.20a

0.5 3.82±0.09ab −1.80±0.04a 0.89±0.02b 0.74±0.02a 2.83±0.03a

1.0 3.89±0.01ab −1.38±0.36a 0.94±0.01a 0.77±0.01a 2.99±0.02a

1.5 3.65±0.06b −1.51±0.14a 0.89±0.01b 0.72±0.02a 2.63±0.08a

*The final BPAP content in the emulsions was 0.013%, 0.025%, and 0.038% (w/v) for BPAP added at 0.5%, 1.0%, and 1.5% of raw beef (w/w), respectively. Results are shown as mean ± 
standard error. Values with different letters (a–b) within the column differ significantly (p<0.05). 

Figure 3. Confocal laser scanning microscope micrographs of beef meat emulsions with banana peel albedo powder (BPAP) added at 0.0% (A), 0.5% (B), 1.0% (C), 
and 1.5% (D) based on the weight of the raw beef used. The actual contents of BPAP in the emulsions were 0.0%, 0.025%, 0.038%, and 0.075% (w/v), respectively.
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CONCLUSIONS
The present study results indicate that the physicochemical, 
emulsification, and microstructural characteristics of meat 
emulsions could be improved by using of BPAP. The addition 
of BPAP up to 1.5% of raw beef (w/w) level, corresponding to 
content of 0.038% (w/v) in the emulsion, increased the WHC 
and decreased the CL, hardness, and chewiness, which could 
be due to the presence of dietary fiber in the banana peel. How-
ever, the incorporation of BPAP up to 1.0% of raw beef (w/w) 
increased the emulsion capacity, emulsion stability values, 
and the AV of the samples. Regarding the CLSM micrographs, 
BPAP up to 1% of raw beef (w/w) (0.025% in the emulsion, w/v) 
led to more stable and homogenous meat emulsions. Con-
sequently, it is recommended to use BPAP as a cheap source 
of dietary fiber in meat emulsions at a level of 1% of raw beef 
(w/w) (0.025% in the emulsion, w/v) to improve technological, 
textural, and microstructural properties. Further studies should 
be undertaken to clarify the effect of banana peel albedo 
powder on the microbiological stability and bioactive potential 
of meat products. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
The authors would like to thank the Selcuk University Coordinat-
ing Office for Scientific Research Projects (SU-BAP 18401182-Kon-
ya, Turkey) for all their support.

RESEARCH FUNDING
This research was supported by Scientific Research Projects 
of Selcuk University (Project number: 18401182).

CONFLICT OF INTERESTS
The authors affirm that they do not have any known compet-
ing financial interests or personal relationships that could be 
perceived as influencing the work reported in this paper.

ORCID IDs
H. Alp  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5833-9611  
A.S. Babaoglu  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4643-7454  
N.M. Dilek  https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2506-2067  
N. Erdem  https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7012-9251
K. Unal  https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9005-6160

REFERENCES
1. AACC (1999). Approved Methods of Analysis (11 ed.). American Association 

of Cereal Chemists. Cereals and Grains Association, St. Paul, MN, U.S.A.
2. Babiker, E.E., Uslu, N., Al Juhaimi, F., Ahmed, I.A.M., Ghafoor, K., Özcan, M.M., 

Almusallam, I.A. (2021). Effect of roasting on antioxidative properties, poly-
phenol profile and fatty acids composition of hemp (Cannabis sativa L.) seeds. 
LWT – Food Science and Techology, 139, art. no. 110537. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2020.110537

3. Barnes, H.A., Hutton, J.F., Walters, K. (1989). An Introduction to Rheology. Rheol-
ogy Series, Elsevier Applied Science, New York, USA, pp. 11– 35.

4. Bartual, J., Navarro, M.J., Pérez-Gago, M.B., Ortiz, M., Palou, L. (2022). Irrigation 
strategies affect quality, mineral composition and internal rind browning 
of Mollar de Elche pomegranate fruits. ISHS Acta Horticulturae: V International 
Symposium on Pomegranate and Minor Mediterranean Fruits, 1349, 47-56. 
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2022.1349.8

5. Bastos, S.C., Pimenta, M.E.S., Pimenta, C.J., Reis, T.A., Nunes, C.A., Pinheiro, 
A.C.M., Fabrício, L.F.F., Leal, R.S. (2014). Alternative fat substitutes for beef 
burger: technological and sensory characteristics. Journal of Food Science 
and Technology, 51(9), 2046-2053. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-013-1233-2

6. Benzie, I.F., Strain, J.J. (1996). The ferric reducing ability of plasma (FRAP) as 
a measure of “antioxidant power”: the FRAP assay. Analytical Biochemistry, 
239(1), 70-76. 
https://doi.org/10.1006/abio.1996.0292

7. Brand-Williams, W., Cuvelier, M.E., Berset, C. (1995). Use of a free radical 
method to evaluate antioxidant activity. LWT – Food Science and Technol-
ogy, 28(1), 25-30. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0023-6438(95)80008-5

8. Câmara, A.K.F.I., Vidal, V.A.S., Santos, M., Bernardinelli, O.D., Sabadini, E., Pollonio, 
M.A.R. (2020). Reducing phosphate in emulsified meat products by adding 
chia (Salvia hispanica L.) mucilage in powder or gel format: A clean label 
technological strategy. Meat Science, 163, art. no. 108085. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2020.108085

9. Can-Cauich, C.A., Sauri-Duch, E., Betancur-Ancona, D., Chel-Guerrero, L., 
González-Aguilar, G.A., Cuevas-Glory, L.F., Pérez-Pacheco, E., Moo-Huchin, 
V.M. (2017). Tropical fruit peel powders as functional ingredients: Evaluation 
of their bioactive compounds and antioxidant activity. Journal of Functional 
Foods, 37, 501-506. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2017.08.028 

10. Cetin‐Babaoglu, H., Aydın, H., Kumas, R., Arslan‐Tontul, S. (2024). Enhancing 
nutritional and functional properties of rice starch by modification with 
Matcha extract. Food Science Nutrition, 12(6), 4284-4291. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.4087

11. Chappalwar, A.M., Pathak, V., Goswami, M., Verma, A.K., Rajkumar, V. (2020). 
Quality evaluation of low-fat chicken patties incorporated with different fat 
replacers. International Journal of Livestock Research, 10(1), 14-21. 
https://doi.org/10.5455/ijlr.20190925071113 

12. Choi, Y.-S., Kim, H.W., Hwang, K.E, Song, D.-H., Choi, J.-H., Lee, M.-A., Chung, 
H.-J., Kim, Ch.-J. (2014). Physicochemical properties and sensory character-
istics of reduced-fat frankfurters with pork back fat replaced by dietary fiber 
extracted from makgeolli lees. Meat Science, 96(2, Part A), 892-900. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2013.08.033 

13. Choi, Y.S., Choi, J.H., Han, D.J., Kim, H.Y., Lee, M.A., Kim, H.W., Jeong, J.Y., Kim, 
C.J. (2009). Characteristics of low-fat meat emulsion systems with pork fat 
replaced by vegetable oils and rice bran fiber. Meat Science, 82(2), 266-271. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2009.01.019

14. Choi, Y.S., Lee, M.A., Jeong, J.Y., Choi, J.H., Han, D.J., Kim, H.Y., Lee, E.S., Kim, C.J. 
(2007). Effects of wheat fiber on the quality of meat batter. Korean Journal 
for Food Science of Animal Resource, 27(1), 22–28. 
https://doi.org/10.5851/kosfa.2007.27.1.22

15. Das, A.K., Nanda, P.K., Madane, P., Biswas, S., Das, A., Zhang, W., Lorenzo, J.M. 
(2020). A comprehensive review on antioxidant dietary fiber enriched meat- 
-based functional foods. Trends in Food Science and Technology,  99, 323-336. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2020.03.010

16. dos Santos Alves, L.A.A., Lorenzo, J.M., Gonçalves, C.A.A., dos Santos, B.A., Heck, 
R.T., Cichoski, A.J., Campagnol, P.C.B. (2016). Production of healthier bologna 
type sausages using pork skin and green banana flour as a fat replacers. 
Meat Science, 121, 73-78. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2016.06.001

17. Emaga, T.H., Andrianaivo, R.H., Wathelet, B., Tchango, J.T., Paquot, M. (2007). 
Effects of the stage of maturation and varieties on the chemical composition 
of banana and plantain peels. Food Chemistry, 103(2), 590-600. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2006.09.006

18. Eyiz, V., Tontul, I., Turker, S. (2020). Optimization of green extractionof phy-
tochemicals from red grape pomace by homogenizer assisted extraction. 
Journal of Food Measurement and Characterization, 14(1), 39–47. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11694-019-00265-7

19. Fernández-Ginés, J.M., Fernández-López, J., Sayas-Barberá, E., Sendra, E., Pérez-
Alvarez, J.A. (2003). Effects of storage conditions on quality characteristics of bo-
logna sausages made with citrus fiber. Journal of Food Science, 68(2), 710–715. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.2003.tb05737.x

20. García, M.L., Cáceres, E., Selgas, M.D. (2006). Effect of inulin on the textural 
and sensory properties of mortadella, a Spanish cooked meat product. 
International Journal of Food Science and Technology, 41(10), 1207-1215. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.2006.01186.x

21. Gomes, S., Vieira, B., Barbosa, C., Pinheiro, R. (2022). Evaluation of mature 
banana peel flour on physical, chemical, and texture properties of a gluten‐ 
-free Rissol. Journal of Food Processing and Preservation, 46(8), art. no. e14441. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfpp.14441

22. Gordon, A., Barbut, S., Schmidt, G. (1992). Mechanisms of meat batter stabiliza-
tion: A review. Critical Reviews in Food Science and Nutrition, 32(4), 299–332. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408399209527602

23. Han, M., Clausen, M.P., Christensen, M., Vossen, E., Van Hecke, T., Bertram, H.C. 
(2018). Enhancing the health potential of processed meat: The effect of chi-
tosan or carboxymethyl cellulose enrichment on inherent microstructure, 
water mobility and oxidation in a meat-based food matrix. Food and Func-
tion, 9(7), 4017-4027. 
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8FO00835C

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5833-9611
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4643-7454
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2506-2067
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7012-9251
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9005-6160
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2020.110537
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2020.110537
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2022.1349.8
https://doi.org/10.17660/ActaHortic.2022.1349.8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-013-1233-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-013-1233-2
https://doi.org/10.1006/abio.1996.0292
https://doi.org/10.1006/abio.1996.0292
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0023-6438(95)80008-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0023-6438(95)80008-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2020.108085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2020.108085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2017.08.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jff.2017.08.028
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.4087
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.4087
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2013.08.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2013.08.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2009.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2009.01.019
https://doi.org/10.5851/kosfa.2007.27.1.22
https://doi.org/10.5851/kosfa.2007.27.1.22
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2020.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tifs.2020.03.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2016.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2016.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2006.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2006.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11694-019-00265-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11694-019-00265-7
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.2003.tb05737.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.2003.tb05737.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.2006.01186.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.2006.01186.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfpp.14441
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfpp.14441
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408399209527602
https://doi.org/10.1080/10408399209527602
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8FO00835C
https://doi.org/10.1039/C8FO00835C


169

K. Unal et al. 

24. Herrero, A., Ordóñez, J., de Avila, R., Herranz, B., De la Hoz, L., Cambero, M. 
(2007). Breaking strength of dry fermented sausages and their correlation 
with texture profile analysis (TPA) and physico-chemical characteristics. Meat 
Science, 77(3), 331-338. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2007.03.022

25. Huang, S., Bohrer, B.M. (2020). The effect of tropical flours (breadfruit and ba-
nana) on structural and technological properties of beef emulsion modeling 
systems. Meat Science, 163, art. no. 108082. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2020.108082

26. Hughes, E., Cofrades, S., Troy, D.J. (1997). Effects of fat level, oat fiber and car-
rageenan on frankfurters formulated with 5, 12 and 30% fat. Meat Science, 
45(3), 273-281. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0309-1740(96)00109-X

27. Hunt, M.C., Acton, J.C., Benedict, R.C., Calkins, C.R., Cornforth, D.P., Jeremiah, 
L.E., Olson, D.P., Salm, C.P., Savell, J.W., Shivas, S.D., (1991). Guidelines for Meat 
Color Evaluation, National Live Stock and Meat Board, Chicago, IL, USA, pp. 1-17 

28. Kumar, V., Biswas, A.K., Sahoo, J., Chatli, M.K., Sivakumar, S. (2013). Quality 
and storability of chicken nuggets formulated with green banana and soy-
bean hulls flours. Journal of Food Science and Technology, 50(6), 1058–1068. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-011-0442-9

29. Kumar, Y., Kairam, N., Ahmad, T., Yadav, D.N. (2016). Physico chemical, micro-
structural and sensory characteristics of low-fat meat emulsion contain-
ing aloe gel as potential fat replacer. International Journal of Food Science 
and Technology, 51(2), 309-316. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.12957

30. Lopez-Martínez, L.X., Villegas-Ochoa, M.A., Domínguez-Avila, J.A., Yahia, E.M., 
Gonzalez-Aguilar, G.A. (2023). Techno-functional and bioactive properties 
and chemical composition of guava, mamey sapote, and passion fruit peels. 
Polish Journal of Food and Nutrition Sciences, 73(4), 311-321. 
https://doi.org/10.31883/pjfns/173218

31. Mejia, S.M.V., de Francisco, A., Barreto, P.L.M., Damian, C., Zibetti, A.W., Mahe-
cha, H.S., Bohrer, B.M. (2018). Incorporation of β-glucans in meat emulsions 
through an optimal mixture modeling systems. Meat Science, 143, 210-218. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2018.05.007

32. Ockerman, H.W. (1985). Quality Control of Post-Mortem Muscle Tissue. Dept. 
of Animal Science, The Ohio State University, Columbus, OH, USA

33. Pereira, A., Maraschin, M. (2015). Banana (Musa spp) from peel to pulp: 
Ethnopharmacology, of bioactive compounds and its relevance forhuman 
health. Journal of Ethnopharmacology, 160, 149–163. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2014.11.008

34. Puraikalan, A. (2018). Characterization of proximate, phytochemical and an-
tioxidant analysis of banana (Musa sapientum) peels/skins and objective 
evaluation of ready to eat/cook product made with banana peels. Current 
Research in Nutrition and Food Science, 6(2), 382-391. 
https://doi.org/10.12944/CRNFSJ.6.2.13

35. Qi, J., Song, L., Zeng, W., Liao, J. (2021). Citrus fiber for the stabilization 
of O/W emulsion through combination of Pickering effect and fiber-based 
network. Food Chemistry, 343, art. no. 128523. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.128523

36. Rebello, L.P.G., Ramos, A.M., Pertuzatti, P.B., Barcia, M.T., Castillo-Muñoz, N., 
Hermosín-Gutiérrez, I. (2014). Flour of banana (Musa AAA) peel as a source 
of antioxidant phenolic compounds. Food Research International, 55, 397-403. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2013.11.039

37. Romelle, F.D., Rani, A., Manohar, R.S. (2016). Chemical composition of some se-
lected fruit peels. European Journal of Food Science and Technology, 4(4), 12-21. 

38. Salama, M.F., Abozed, S.S., Abozeid, W.M. (2019). Potentiality of local wastes as 
a source of natural antioxidant dietary fibers on dry pasta. Journal of Biological 
Sciences, 19(1), 92–100. 
https://doi.org/10.3923/jbs.2019.92.100

39. Sarıçoban, C., Özalp, B., Yılmaz, M., Özen, G., Karakaya, M., Akbulut, M. (2008). 
Characteristics of meat emulsion systems as influenced by different levels 
of lemon albedo. Meat Science, 80(3), 599–606. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2008.02.008

40. Sarıçoban, C., Yılmaz, M.T., Karakaya, M., Tiske, S.S. (2010). The effect of different 
levels of sunflower head pith addition on the properties of model system 
emulsions prepared from fresh and frozen beef. Meat Science, 84(1), 186-195. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2009.08.046

41. Schieber, A., Stintzing, F.C., Carle, R. (2001). By-products of plant food process-
ing as a source of functional compounds – recent developments. Trends 
in Food Science and Technology, 12(11), 401-413. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-2244(02)00012-2 

42. Selani, M.M., Bianchini, A., Ratnayake, W.S., Flores, R.A., Massarioli, A.P., de 
Alencar, S.M., Canniatti Brazaca, S.G. (2016). Physicochemical, functional 
and antioxidant properties of tropical fruits co-products. Plant Foods for 
Human Nutrition, 71, 137-144. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11130-016-0531-z 

43. Singh, B., Singh, J.P., Kaur, A., Singh, N. (2016). Bioactive compounds in banana 
and their associated health benefits – A review. Food Chemistry, 206, 1-11. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2016.03.033

44. Škerget, M., Kotnik, P., Hadolin, M., Hraš, A.R., Simonič, M., Knez, Ž. (2005). 
Phenols, proanthocyanidins, flavones and flavonols in some plant materials 
and their antioxidant activities. Food Chemistry, 89(2), 191–198. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2004.02.025

45. Skujins, S. (1998). Handbook for ICP-AES (Varıan-Vista). A short guide to vista 
series ICP- AES operation. Version 1, Varian Int.

46. Someya, S., Yoshiki, Y., Okubo, K. (2002). Antioxidant compound from bananas 
(Musa Cavendish). Food Chemistry, 79(3), 351–354. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0308-8146(02)00186-3

47. Tong, Q., Chen, L., Wang, W., Zhang, Z., Yu, X., Ren, F. (2018). Effects of konjac 
glucomannan and acetylated distarch phosphate on the gel properties 
of pork meat myofibrillar proteins. Journal of Food Science and Technology, 
55(8), 2899-2909. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-018-3208-9

48. Unal, K., Babaoğlu, A.S., Erdem, N., Dilek, N.M. (2022). The effect of pumpkin 
powder on the physicochemical, emulsification, and textural properties 
of beef. Journal of Food Processing and Preservation, 46(8), art. no. e16728. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfpp.16728

49. Webb, N., Ivey, F., Craig, H., Jones, V., Monroe, R. (1970). The measurement 
of emulsifying capacity by electrical resistance. Journal of Food Science, 
35(4), 501-504. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1970.tb00969.x

50. WHO (2003). Diet, nutrition, and the prevention of chronic diseases: report 
of a joint WHO/FAO expert consultation (Vol. 916). World Health Organization.

51. Yadav, S., Pathera, A.K., Islam, R.U., Malik, A.K., Sharma, D.P. (2018). Effect 
of wheat bran and dried carrot pomace addition on quality characteristics 
of chicken sausage. Asian-Australasian Journal of Animal Sciences, 31(5), 
729-737. 
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.17.0214

52. Zaini, H.B.M., Sintang, M.D.B., Pindi, W. (2020). The roles of banana peel 
powders to alter technological functionality, sensory and nutritional quality 
of chicken sausage. Food Science and Nutrition, 8(10), 5497-5507. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.1847

53. Zeeb, B., Schöck, V., Schmid, N., Majer, L., Herrmann, K., Hinrichs, J., Weiss, J. 
(2018). Impact of food structure on the compatibility of heated WPI–pectin- 
-complexes in meat dispersions. Food and Function, 9(3), 1647-1656. 
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7FO01577A

54. Zhao, Y., Hou, Q., Cao, S., Wang, Y., Zhou, G., Zhang, W. (2019). Effect of regener-
ated cellulose fiber on the properties and microstructure of emulsion model 
system from meat batters. Food Hydrocolloids, 87, 83-89. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2018.07.044

55. Zhu, X., Ning, C., Li, S., Xu, P., Zheng, Y., Zhou, C. (2018). Effects of L-lysine/L- 
-arginine on the emulsion stability, textural, rheological and microstructural 
characteristics of chicken sausages. International Journal of Food Science 
and Technology 53(1), 88-96. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.13561

56. Zorba, Ö., Gökalp, H.Y., Yetim, H., Ockerman, H.W. (1993). Salt, phosphate 
and oil temperature effects on emulsion capacity of fresh or frozen meat 
and sheep tail fat. Journal of Food Science, 58(3), 492–496. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1993.tb04308.x

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2007.03.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2007.03.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2020.108082
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2020.108082
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0309-1740(96)00109-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0309-1740(96)00109-X
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-011-0442-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-011-0442-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.12957
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.12957
https://doi.org/10.31883/pjfns/173218
https://doi.org/10.31883/pjfns/173218
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2018.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2018.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2014.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jep.2014.11.008
https://doi.org/10.12944/CRNFSJ.6.2.13
https://doi.org/10.12944/CRNFSJ.6.2.13
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.128523
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2020.128523
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2013.11.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodres.2013.11.039
https://doi.org/10.3923/jbs.2019.92.100
https://doi.org/10.3923/jbs.2019.92.100
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2008.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2008.02.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2009.08.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2009.08.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-2244(02)00012-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-2244(02)00012-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11130-016-0531-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11130-016-0531-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2016.03.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2016.03.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2004.02.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2004.02.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0308-8146(02)00186-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0308-8146(02)00186-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-018-3208-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13197-018-3208-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfpp.16728
https://doi.org/10.1111/jfpp.16728
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1970.tb00969.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1970.tb00969.x
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.17.0214
https://doi.org/10.5713/ajas.17.0214
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.1847
https://doi.org/10.1002/fsn3.1847
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7FO01577A
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7FO01577A
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2018.07.044
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2018.07.044
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.13561
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijfs.13561
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1993.tb04308.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1993.tb04308.x

