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Biochemical component of quinoa grain depending on the variety
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Y cTaTTi HaBef4eHO pe3ynbTaTh JOCNioKeHHs1 GioxiMiyHOI cknagoBoi (BMICT Ginka, ByrneBoaiB, xap-
YOBUX BOJTOKOH, XXMPY, 305K, BiTaMiHiB, MiHEparnbHMX enemMeHTIB) 3epHa pi3HWX COPTIB KiHOA. Y 3epHi
KiHoa MicTutbea 57,0-57,6 % Byrnesogis, 14,0-14,6 — 6Ginka, 7,0-9,0 — xap4oBux BOMOKOH, 6,0-7,3 —
xupy, 2,33—-2,58 % 3onu. JocnigxeHi copTu kiHoa, BupoLleHi B ymoBax [NpaBoGepexHoro Jlicocteny,
iCTOTHO He BiApi3HATLCA 3a AKICTHO. Y 3epHi kiHoa HanbinbLe MicTunock BiTamiHy B3 — 1,45-1,59 mr %
3anexHo Big copTy. lNpoTe iHTerpanbHuin ckop 6yB Ha piBHIi 10—11 %. Hawnbinbwe 100 r 3epHa kiHoa
3a0BonbHsiE GionoriyHi noTpeby aopocnoi nioavHy BiTamiHamu B6, B1 i B2 — Ha 30—38 % 3anexHo Big
BapiaHTy gocniay. I[HTerpanbHui ckop BiTamiHy B5 6yB 15—-16 % 3anexHo Big copty. Cnig BiasHaunTy,
O ICTOTHOI Pi3HMLI MiXX copTamu KiHoa BUSIBMEHO He 6yno, Lo MNiATBEPAXKYE iHOEKC KOMMMEKCHOro
oujiHoBaHHA — 0,21-0,24. 3epHo KioHa HanbinbLie MICTUTL Kanito, docdopy, MarHito, Cipku i kanbuito.
BwmicT maHraHy, uuHky, 3anisa Ta HaTpito 6yB y mexax 2,0—5,0 Mr %. |[HOeKC KOMNNEKCHOrO OLiHKBaHHS
He 3miHioBaBcs i ctaHoBuB 0,11. [NpoTe iHTerpanbHUn ckop MaB iHWy TeHaeHuito. Tak, 100 r 3epHa uiei
KynbTypu Hambinblue 3a40BonbHAE GionoriyHy notpeby Aopocnoi noanHn marHiem i docopom — Ha
83-88 % 3anexHo Big BapiaHTy gocnigy. HanmeHwe HaTtpiem, cipkoto i kanbuiem — Ha 0,1-5,1 %. IHTe-
rpanbHui ckop Ans 3anisa 6y 32—34 %, umHky — 20—25, maHraHy — 20-21, kanito — 11-13 % 3anexHo
Big copTy.3a 6ioxiMiYHOIO CKNaZoBOIO 3EPHO KiHOA MOXHa BUKOPWUCTOBYBATMW Y TeXHOMOrii 6e3rnoTeHo-
BMX MPOAYKTIB.

KnrouoBi cnoBa: b6ioximiyHa ckrnadoea, KiHoa, copm, emicm binka, eimamiHie, XiMiyHUX enlemeHmis,
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iHmeaparnbHuUl cKop.

MocTraHoBka npo6nemu: KiHoa (kBiHOa, KiHBa,
KBiHOS, Keuya, pucoBa noboga) Chenopodium
quinoa Willd. ogHopiyHa pocnuHa poguHu nobono-
BUX, LLIO NowwMpeHa Ha cxunax AHg y lNMiBgeHHin Ame-
pudi [1, 2]. La kynbTypa Mae nepcnekTnBy B TEXHO-
norii  ©earntoTeHoBMX npoaykTie [3, 4]. Xap4oBa
LiHHICTb 3epHa Ta MOro TEXHOMOrYHI BACTUBOCTI, a
TakoX nepepobneHHst 3anexuTb Big 6ioximivHOro
cknagy [5, 6]. Tomy BUBYEHHSA NUTAHHSA (HOPMYBaHHS
OioxiMi4HOI CKnagoBOi 3epHa KiHOa 3arnexHo Bid
COpPTY € aKTyanbHUM.

AHani3 ocTaHHiX gocnigxeHb i nybnikauin.
TpvBanui npouec AoOMecTUKauii KynbTypy 3yMOBMB
3HaYHWMA piBEHb CeneKUiNHO-TeHeTUYHOI  pi3HO-
MaHiTTa KiHoa [7]. HuHi B cBITi icHye noHaa 6 Tuc.
COPTIB L€l KynbTypK, SKi NOQINATECA Ha M'ATb OC-
HOBHUX eKoTUNiB. 3epHO MoXe ByTn YepBOHUM, YO-
pHUM i 6inum [8, 9]. KiHoa — apxeodiT, ockinbku no-
Yanu KynbTuByBaTu ii 65n3bko 6 Tuc. pokis Tomy. [lo
cepeavHu XX CTONITTA BMpOLLyBanu nule B AHAaXx,
a nisHiwe nowwmpunacs no Bcbomy cBity [10].

Y kpaiHax [liBgeHHOI AMepuKn B 3epHi KiHoa
BMIiCT ByrneBofis Moxe cTtaHoButn Big 49,0 go
68,1 %, 6inka — Big 9,1 go 15,7 %, xwnpy — Big 4,0 go
7,6, xap4oBux BONoOKoH — Big 8,8—-14,1, 3onun — Big
2,3 0o 4,0 % 3a BonorocTi 15 % 3anexHo Big ymMoB
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BupoLLyBaHHs [11, 12]. BmicT asoToBMiCHMX cnonyk
3HaYHO 3MIHIOETBLCA 3arexHo Bi NOrogHUX yMOB Ta
enemeHTiB arpoTexHonorii. KynbTtypa nobpe pearye
Ha 3acTocyBaHHSA A00OpKMB i 3poLleHHs. Xo4a KiHoa
MO>XHa BUPOLLYBATU Y Pi3HUX I'PYHTOBO-KNIMaTUYHNX
ymoBax [13]. 3ona MiCTUTb BUCOKUIA BMICT KarnbLiito,
MarHito, 3anisa, Migi Ta uuHKy. BcTtaHoBneHo, wo
BMICT MiHEeparnbHUX pe4YOBUH Y HacCiHHi KiHoa nepe-
BuWye Oinbwicte 3epHoBUX KynbTyp [14]. Kpim
LbOro, 3epHo Li€l KynbTypu Mae BUCOKY aHTUOKCU-
OAHTHY aKTUBHICTb. BusiBNeHo 3HauHy KinbkicTb de-
PYNOBOI, CMHAMNIHOBOI Ta ranoBoi KMCMOT, kemnde-
pony, isopamHeTuHy Ta pyTuHy [15]. 3a3Buyan i3
3epHa KiHoa OTpMMYHOTb BOPOLLHO, sike 40D0aBnATb
Jo xniba Tta xnibobynoyHmx BMpobiB, KOHANTEPCH-
Knx BMpoBiB, Kpym'aHMX npogykTiB Towo [16]. MNpo-
BeAEHWI aHani3 AocnigpKeHb CBiAYMTb MPO MOX-
NMBICTb BUKOPUCTaHHSA KiHOa AN BUpobHMLTBA Npo-
aykrie. MNMpoTe HaBeAeHi BULLLE JOCNIIKEHHSA NPOBO-
AWn1cs B yMOBaX, Lo BigpisHATeCs Big MNMpaBobe-
pexHoro Jlicocteny YkpaiHn. HegoctaTtHbo BUBYEHO
dopMyBaHHs1 BioxiMiYHOT CKNafoBOi 3epHa KiHoa 3a-
nexHo Bifg copTy.

MeToto pob0oTH € BUBYEHHA NUTaHHSA WoJ0 dop-
MyBaHHS OiOXiMiYHOI CKNafgoBOi 3epHa KiHoa 3a-
nexHo Bifg copTy.
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Martepian i metoan pocnigxeHHA. Excnepu-
MEHTanbHy 4YacTuMHy poboTU NpoBeAeHO B YMaHCh-
komy HYC Ta IHCTUTyTi GioeHepreTudIHMX KymnbTyp i
LuykpoBux OypsikiB. KiHoa BupowlyBanM B YyMOBax
MpaBobepexHoro Jliocteny YkpaiHu. Y gocnigkeH-
HAX BMKOPUCTOBYBANM M'sTb COPTIB KiHOa: TiTikaka,
Q2, Q3, Q4 i Q5. bioximi4yHy cknagoBy BU3Ha4anum 3a
OCTY 4117:2007. BMICT >UpYy B HaCiHHI KyHXYTY
Bu3Havanum 3a [ICTY ISO 10565-2003, BmicT Ginka —
3a KinbkicTio GinkoBoro asoty (KoeqiuieHT nepepa-
XyHKy 5,50) (MBB 31-497058-019-2005), MmiHe-
panisauito 3pa3skiB HaciHHa — 3a OCTY 7670:2014,
BMICT MiHeparnbHUX efnemMeHTiB — MeTOAO0M aTOMHO-
abcopbuinHOT CneKTPOMETpIi, BMICT BiTaMiHiB — METO-
OOM pianHHOI Xpomatoprpadii. [1na cratmctuyHoro
06pobneHHs pe3ynbTaTiB OOCNIMKEHD | BUSHAYEHHS
AOCTOBIPHOCTI OAepXXaHUX eKCnepuMeHTanbHUX Aa-
HUX BUKOPWCTOBYBanu NakeT CTaHAapTHUX Mporpam
(MIK «Agrostaty, MSOfficeExcel).

IHTerpanbHWA CKOp BM3HA4Yanu 3a Takol
dopmyrnoto:

A—q)x100
A )

e A — amMiHOKMCROTHMI ckop, %; @ — cbakTU4HMI
BMICT amiHokmcnoTu, /100 r 3epHa; [l — gobosa no-
Tpeba KOMNOHEHTY OpraHi3MoM JOPOCOiI MOANHW, T.

IHOekc komnnekcHoro ouiHoBaHHA (IKO) Bu3Ha-
Yanu 3a Takor hopMyJIoLo:

X —=X ..

n|®; @, O, M, [ pi
IKO = X ... X — X —,
On ch (DZ (Dn
e ® — bakTmyHe 3Ha4YeHHsa nokasHuka; O — onTu-
MarbHe 3HayYeHHs nokasHuka; /[ — gonyctuve 3Ha-
) .
YEHHS MOKA3HNKA; 5 — BIAHOLIEHHS, WO 3aCTOCOBY-
I0Tb ANS NOKa3HWKiB, haKTUYHE 3HAYEHHSI AKMX MNO-
BMHHO ByTn Binblue ONTUMarnbHOro; g— BiHOLLUEHHS,
O 3aCTOCOBYIOTb Afs MOKa3HWKIB, (bakTuyHe 3Ha-
YEHHS SKMX MOBMHHO OYyTW MEHLIUM [A0NYyCTUMOro
PiBHS; n — KiNbKiCTb MOKa3HWUKIB, siKi BUKOPUCTOBY-
OTbCSA B MOAeni.

Buknag ocHoBHoro martepiany. [JocnimxkeHHs
cBig4yaTh, L0 3epHO KiHoa HanbinbLue MICTUTb BYrre-
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BogiB — 56,8-57,6 % 3anexHo Big copTy (Tabn. 1).
BwmicT 6inka mamxe He 3MiHIOBaBCS Bif COPTY i CTaHO-
BuB 14,0-14,6 %. BmicT »xupy 3miHoBaBcs Big 6,0 0o
7,3 %, xap4oBKx BonokoH — Big 7,0 go 9,0, a BmicT
3omun — Big 2,33 o 2,58 % 3anexHo Big copTy. He-
3HayHe KosfMBaHHSA GiOXiMiYHOI CKNagoBOi 3epHa
KiHOa CBIgYMTb NPO BUCOKUIM iHOEKC CTabinbHOCTI iX
dopmyBaHHS.

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

BioximiyHa Copt

cknagosa Titikaka | Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
Byrnesoau 57,6 56,8 | 57,1 | 57,0 | 57,2
BwmicT 6inka 14,6 14,0 | 141 | 140 | 14,1
Bonorictb, % 14,0 13,1 | 13,2 | 13,1 | 13,3

BwmicT xapyoBux 7.0 90 | 70 | 80 | 7,0

BOJIOKOH
BwmicT xupy 7,3 6,0 6,7 6,2 6,9
BwmicT 30mu 2,58 2,16 | 2,40 | 2,33 | 2,42

Y 3epHi kiHoa HanbinbLUe MICTUNOCH BiTamiHy B3 —
1,45-1,59 mr % 3anexHo Big copty (Tabn. 1). NpoTte
iHTEerpanbHu ckop 6yB Ha piBHi 10-11 %. HanbinbLue
1001 3epHa kiHOa 3a40BOSbHSE GionoriyHi NoTpedy
aopocnoi nogunHun BitamiHamn B6, B1 i B2 — Ha 30—
38 % 3anexHo Big BapiaHTy gocnigy. IHTerpanbHui
ckop BiTamiHy B5 6yB 15-16 % 3anexHo Big copTy.
Cnig Big3HaunMTK, WO ICTOTHOI pi3HMLI MK copTamu
KiHOa BMSIBNEHO He Byno, Lo MiaATBEPAKYE IHOEKC KOM-
NneKkcHoro ouiHtoBaHHs — 0,21-0,24.

3epHo kioHa Hanbinblie MICTUTb Kanito, doc-
dopy, MarHito, Cipku i Kanbuito (Tabn. 2). BMmicT MmaH-
raHy, LMHKY, 3anisa Ta HaTpito 6yB y mexax 2,0—
5,0 mr %. Cnig Big3Ha4nTK, LLO BMICT XiMiYHMX ene-
MEHTIB iCTOTHO He 3MiHIOBaBCS 3aneXHo Big copTy
KiHoa. IHOeKC KOMMMEKCHOro OUiHIOBaHHA He
3miHoBaBcs i ctaHoBuB 0,11. MpoTe iHTerpanbHWi
ckop MaB iHWY TeHAeHuito. Tak, 100 r 3epHa uiei
KynbTypu Hamnbinblue 3a40BOfbHAE BionoriyHy no-
Tpeby [opocnoi MANHN MarHiem i doccopom — Ha
83-88 % 3anexHo Big BapiaHTy pocnigy. Hai-
MeHLLe HaTpieMm, Cipkoto i kanbuiem — Ha 0,1-5,1 %.
IHTerpanbHuin ckop ans 3anisa 6yB 32—34 %, LMHKY
— 20-25, maHraHy — 20-21, kanito — 11-13 % 3a-
NeXHo Big copTy.

Tabnuusa 2. BmicT BiTamiHiB Ta iHTerpansHumn ckop 100 r 3epHa 3anexHo Big copty, 2018-2020 pp.

Copt

Bitamin | HIP0O5 fggg?gonggp)‘fﬁ TiTikaka Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5
1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
B2 0,02 11 0,33 | 30 | 030 | 27 | 032 | 29 | 0,31 | 28 | 0,32 | 29
B1 0,02 11 041 | 37 | 030 ] 27 | 035 32 | 033 | 30 | 0,38 | 35
B6 0,03 13 0,50 | 38 | 0,42 | 32 | 0,48 | 37 | 0,47 | 36 | 0,49 | 38
B5 0,04 50 0,79 | 16 | 0,76 | 15 | 0,77 | 15 | 0,77 | 15 | 0,78 | 16
B3 0,08 14,0 159 | 11 | 145 | 10 | 155 | 11 | 151 | 11 | 155 | 11

IKO* — _ 0,24 0,21 0,23 0,22 0,23

MpumiTka. 1 — BMICT BiTaMiHy, Mr %, 2 — iHTerpanbHuin ckop, %, * — iHOeKC KOMMMEKCHOro OLiHIOBaHHS.
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Tabnuusa 3. BMIiCT XiMiYHUX eneMeHTIB Ta iHTerpaneHUn ckop
100 r 3epHa 3anexHo Big copty, 2018-2020 pp.

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

MMIiTKa. 1 — BMICT BiTaminy, Mr %, 2 — iHTerpanbHuin ckop, %, * — iHOeKC KOMMMNEeKCHOro OLLiHIOBaHHS.
Mn 1 y %, 2 %, *

OTxe, 3epHO KiHOa 3a BiOXiMiYHOI CKMagoBO
Moxe OyTW MepCnekTMBHOK CUPOBWMHOK AN BUPOO-
HUUTBa 6e3rnoTeHoBUX NpoaykTiB. Kpim Lboro, 3epHo
Liei kynbTypu 6arate Ha BiTamiHm B6, B1 i B2, ximiuHi
eneMeHTn MarHin, pocdop, 3ani3o, UMHK i MaHraH.

BucHOBKM i nepcnekTvBu noganbwnx  Oo-
cnigpxeHb. [NpoBegeHo aHani3 GioximiYHOI CkNagoBoi
3epHa pi3HMX COPTIB KiHOA. Y 3epHi KiHoa MICTUTBCS
57,0-57,6 % ByrneBsogis, 14,0-14,6 — 6inka, 7,0-9,0
— XapyoBuMX BOJOKOH, 6,0—7,3 — xupy, 2,33—-2,58 %
3onu. JocnimxkeHi copTun KiHoa, BUPOLLEHI B yMOBax
MpaBobGepexHoro JlicocTeny, iCTOTHO He BiOPI3HS-
I0TbCA 3a skicTio. BctaHoBneHo, wo 100 r 3epHi
KiHoa Hanbinblue 3a00BOMbHSE BionoriyHy noTpeby
popocnoi nguHu BitamiHamu B6, B1 i B2 — Ha 30—
38 %. IHTerpanbHU ckop MarHito i poccopy — 82—
88 %, 3aniza, uMHK i MaHraHy — 20-34 %. 3a
OioxiMi4HOO CKNagoBOK 3epHO KiHOA MOXHa BUMKO-
pucToByBaTM Yy TEXHOMOrii ©e3rnTeHoBMX Mpo-
OykTiB. Y noganbmnx JOCNiAKeHHAX OOUiNTbHO BUro-
TOBNATU NPOAYKTU | BU3HAYaATH iX SIKiCTb, BU3HaAYaTn
erneMeHTn TexHosnorii nepepobneHHsa 3epHa, BCTa-
HOBUTW ONTUManbHWUA TEPMiH 36epiraHHs.
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Buoxunmumnyeckas cocTaBndAolWasn 3epHa KMHoa B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT COpTa
B. B Ilio6uy, B. U. BontoBckas, C. A. TpeTbsikoBa

B cTaTtbe npuBeneHbl pesynbTaThl UCCefoBaHUsA BUOXMMUYECKON COCTaBNsoLWEN (coaepxaHne berka,
yrneBoAOB, MULLEBBLIX BOJIOKOH, XMpa, 30fbl, BATAMUHOB, MUHEpParbHbIX SIEMEHTOB) 3epHa pa3HbIX COPTOB
KnHoa. B 3epHe kuHoa cogepxutcs 57,0-57,6 % yrnesogos, 14,0-14,6 — 6enka, 7,0-9,0 — n1LLEBbIX BOMOKOH,
6,0-7,3 — xupa, 2,33-2,58 % 30nbl. ViccrnegoBaHbl copTa KMHOA, BblpalleHHble B ycnoBusx MNpaBobepexHon
JlecocTenu, cyLecTBEHHO He OTNMYalOTCA No KavyecTBy. B 3epHe KMHOa Bcero cogepkanoch BuTammHa B3 —
1,45-1,59 mMr % B 3aBUcUMOCTM OT copTa. OgHaKo MHTerpanbHbIn ckop 6bin Ha ypoBHe 10—11 %. Hanbonbwe
100 r 3epHa kMHOa yooBneTBopsieT buonormyeckne noTpebHOCTL B3pOCIOro Yernoseka ButammHamun B6, B1 un
B2 — Ha 30-38 % B 3aBMCMMOCTU OT BapuaHTa onbiTa. VIHTerpanbHbin ckop ButammHa B5 6bin 15-16 % B
3aBMCMMOCTM OT copTa. CrnegyeT OTMETUTL, YTO CYLLECTBEHHOW pasHMLbl MEXAY COpTaMu KMHOa OOHapYy>KeHO
He Oblno, YTo NoATBePXKAaeT MHOEKC KOMMMeKCHoM oueHkn — 0,21-0,24. 3epHo KMHOa HanbornbLLe CoaepXnUT
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BioximiyHa cknagoBa 3epHa KiHOoa 3anexHo Big copTy
Biochemical component of quinoa grain depending on the variety

kanus, docdopa, marHus, cepbl U Kanbumsa. CogepxaHne MmapraHLa, LMHKa, xenesa n Hatpusa 6bin B npege-
nax 2,0-5,0 mr %. MIHOekC KOMMNMNEKCHOM OLeHKN He nameHsinca n coctasnan 0,11. OgHako nHTerpanbHbIN
CKOp nmen apyryto TeHaeHumto. Tak, 100 r 3epHa aTou KynbTypbl HanbonbLUe yaoBneTBopsaeT buonornveckyto
noTpebHOCTb B3POCHOro Yenoseka marimem n gocgopom — Ha 83—88 % B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT BapuaHTa onbiTa.
MeHbLue HaTpreMm, cepor 1 kansumem — Ha 0,1-5,1 %. MHTerpanbHbIn ckop Ans xenesa 6bin 32—34 %, umHka
— 20-25, mapraHua — 20-21, kanusa — 11-13 % B 3aBUCUMOCTU OT cOpTy. 3a BMOXMMNYECKON COCTaBNSAIOLLEN
3€pHO KMHOa MOXHO UCMOMb30BaTh B TEXHOMNOMMM 6e3rnoTeHOBLIM NPOAYKTOB.

KnioueBble cnoBa: buoxumuyeckass cocmasnsouasl, KuHoa, copm, cooepxaHue bernka, aumamuHos,
XUMUYECKUX 351eMeHmMOo8, UHmezapasibHbil CKop.

Annotation

Biochemical component of quinoa grain depending on the variety
V. V. Liubych, V. I. Voitovska, S. O. Tretiakova

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

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