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Abstract
Dried figs are an important nutritional and energy source in human food, these containing increased
amounts of essential nutrients in a rational proportion: carbohydrates, dietary fiber, sugars (especially
fructose and glucose), proteins, organic acids, minerals, vitamins, enzymes phenolic compounds and
phytochemicals. In addition, these fruits have remarkable pharmacological properties, such as
antioxidant, anticancer, cytotoxic, anti-inflammatory and hypolipidemic activities.
This study aims to evaluate the nutritional profile of some brands of sun-dried figs imported from
Mediterranean countries and sold on markets in the city of Timisoara. The following nutritional
parameters were determined from the analyzed samples: moisture, total minerals (ash), proteins,
carbohydrates, ash and dietary fiber.
The obtained results show that these fruits contain important amounts of carbohydrates, proteins, dry
matter, dietary fiber and low fat contents, distributed in wide concentration limits. Therefore, the
consumption of nutritional principles present in the composition of figs has a beneficial effect on the
health of the body.
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1. Introduction
Fig, the fruit of the Ficus carica L. tree (family
Moraceae) grown mostly in the Mediterranean
climate, but also in wetter regions, including
tropical and subtropical areas or in other countries
with warm summers and mild winters [1, 2, 3], is
one of the oldest forms of food known to man [4, 5,
6]. These fruits were among the most popular fruits
not only because of their pleasant taste, but also
because of their medicinal properties [7]. Figs have
traditionally been used to cure many diseases as a
stimulant, laxative, emollient, resolving cough
suppressant, emmenagogue and for constipation,
hemorrhoids and hypercholesterolemia [4].
Fresh or dried, figs are considered important natural
foods in human nutrition, especially in the
Mediterranean diet based on the fact that these fruits
contain significant amounts of essential nutrients in
a rational proportion [8]. Figs are a good source of
carbohydrates, including fiber, sugars (fructose and
glucose are the major sugars in figs), proteins,

organic
acids,
phenolic
compounds
and
phytochemicals. [9, 10, 11,12, 13]. Also, figs
contain increased amounts of minerals, the
important mineral elements are K, Ca, Mg, P, Na,
Zn, Fe, Cu, but also vitamins and enzymes [9, 12,
13, 14, 15, 16]. In addition, these fruits are easy to
digest and have a cleansing effect on the blood and
digestive tract [8]. The composition depends on
several factors, such as soil, climate, genotype,
maturity and technological aspects [11].
The quality of figs is determined by the nutritional
and bioactive composition, but also by other
parameters related to sensory characteristics,
including firmness, visual appearance, taste and
aroma [11]. This fruit has a nutritional index of 11,
compared to other fruits such as apples, raisins and
dates that have nutritional indices of 9, 8 and 6 [1].
In addition, Ficus carica has remarkable
pharmacological properties, such as antioxidant,
anticancer, cytotoxic, anti-inflammatory and
hypolipidemic activities [17]. Numerous medicinal
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virtues have been attributed to this fruit, considered
a food to invigorate the body that helps to recover
quickly after a prolonged illness, which removes
physical and mental effort and gives the body vigor
and strength [1]. Figs have also been reported to
have
anticancer,
antioxidant,
antidiabetic,
hepatoprotective, antifungal, antimutagenic, antiinflammatory, antibacterial, and cholesterollowering activity [1, 18].

flavonoids, tannins, alkaloids and anthocyanins
[21].
Analyzing the nutritional profile of dried figs (Ficus
carica) collected from a local market in Panipat,
Haryana, India, Neha Soni et al., 2014 [2], found
that these fruits are a good source of carbohydrates
(73.50%), minerals (4.65% ash) and energy (317.78
kcal), with an average content of protein (4.67%)
and dietary fiber (3.68%) and very small amounts of
fat (0.56%). Dried figs contain 16.53% moisture.
Relatively similar results, in the analysis of dried
figs from the Crawford market (Mubai) were
obtained by Vora et al.: 1.8% protein, 0.959% fats,
60.0% carbohydrates, 61.96% moisture, 7.5%
fibers, 0.89% ash [12].

Because fresh figs are very sensitive to microbial
damage, even in cold storage they must be kept in a
certain way [6,19]. Drying is one of the most
common forms of preservation of figs, as it has a
great effect on quality of dry products [6, 20].
Ambika Chauhan et al., 2015 showed that drying
techniques improved the content of protein,
carbohydrates, ash, dietary fiber (neutral detergent
fiber, acid detergent fiber, cellulose, hemicellulose
and lignin), total phenol, antioxidant activity and
mineral content [21]. The same authors reported that
drying destroys the total content of flavonoids,
tannins, alkaloids and anthocyanins [21]. As such,
figs are largely consumed in dried or pre-dried form
and processed with chocolate, ice cream, jam,
biscuits or to obtain a syrup known as fig honey [6,
19, 22].

Regarding the nutritional profile of dried figs,
Muhammad Ajm al et al., 2016 quotes Khan et. al.,
(2011) which evaluating the moisture content, ash
and volatiles of dry fig indigenous to Pakistan that
ranged from 12.89-17.50, 1.39-2.31 and 79.81–
82.25% [24], respectively [14]. Singh A. et al.,
reported that 100 g edible part of dried figs
contains: 23.0 g moisture, 4.3g protein 1.3g fat, 2.4
g minerals, 5.6g fiber, 69g carbohydrates, 200 mg
calcium 77mg phosphorus, 4mg, iron, 100 IU
vitamin A, 2mg vitamin C 2, 306 kcal and 0.1 mg
thiamine [25, 38].

Dried figs, compared to fresh figs, contain higher
amounts of essential nutrients, because the nutrients
are more concentrated in solids when water is
removed. In addition they have the advantage that
they can be available for consumption throughout
the year [2, 12]. The nutritional and therapeutic
qualities of dried figs are mentioned in numerous
specialized works in which the nutritional
parameters of this fruit considered as a medicinal
food are highlighted. Thus, dried figs are rich in
carbohydrates, sugars, minerals, vitamins, dietary
fiber, organic acids and phenolic compounds and
energy [2, 5, 10, 14, 23, 24]. According to USDA,
dried figs are an excellent source of fiber, vitamin K
and minerals such as copper, manganese,
magnesium, potassium, calcium in relation to
human needs [2].

In a study of nutritional benefits and their health
benefits, M.I. Barolo et al., 2014 [26] cite Vinson,
JA, after which 100g dried figs contain 283 total
calories, 0.52g total fat, 66.16g total carbohydrates,
12.21g total dietary fiber, 49.0g sugars, 3.14g
protein, 9.76 IU Vitamin A and 0.68 mg Vitamin C
[38].
Analyzing the proximate composition of dried figs,
Nareman S. Eshak (2018) found that these fruits
contain significant amounts of nutrients: 6.96%
moisture (%), 7.45% protein, 5.69% ash, 0.98% raw
fat, 8.92% raw fiber, 76.9% carbohydrate, 350.95
kcal / 100g energy and 93.04% total solids, - by sun
dried, and 3.10% moisture, 8.42% protein), 7.30%
ash, 1.20% crude fat, 9.21% crude fiber, 73.7%
carbohydrate, 342.6 kcal / 100g energy and 94.90%
total solids - by oven dried [20].

Ambika Chauhan et al., 2015 showed that drying
techniques improved the content of protein,
carbohydrates, ash, dietary fiber (neutral detergent
fiber, acid detergent fiber, cellulose, hemicellulose
and lignin), total phenol, antioxidant activity and
mineral content of figs [21]. The same authors
reported that drying destroys the total content of

Analyzing the nutrient content of dried figs in
Malaysia, Muhammad Fawwaz Khairuddin et al.,
2017 found that they have a higher nutrient density
compared to fresh ones: 30.86% moisture, 3.79%
total ash, 3.93% raw protein, 4.02% crude fat,
57.36% total carbohydrate [27].
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This study aims to evaluate the nutritional profile of
some imported fig brands sold on markets in
Timisoara, Romania. The following nutritional
parameters were determined: moisture, total
minerals (ash), crude protein, fats and total
carbohydrate contents [36-38].

analysis were performed. We calculated the mean
and standard deviation for the analyzed nutritional
parameters and we highlighted the statistical
differences between the nutritional parameters of
the figs from the 5 providers [30]. We observed
relationships between the nutritional parameters of
the analyzed figs and determined the Pearson linear
correlation coefficients between these parameters.

2. Materials and Method
In order to carry out the proposed experiment,
samples of dried figs sold in different markets in
Timisoara, from Mediterranean countries, were
taken. Three sets of figs sold in polyethylene
packaging of 200-500 g each were collected from
five different locations. These sets were used to
make samples for analysis, previously homogenized
using a kitchen blender. The methods used to
determine the nutritional parameters of the analyzed
figs are methods validated and recommended by
Maria Rada et al, 2020 and Nik Nadira Nazua et al,
2020 [13, 28]. The moisture content was determined
by drying in an oven at 105°C until constant weight.
The crude protein content was determined by the
Kjedahl method; crude proteins were calculated as
N × 6.25. The ash content was calcined in an oven
at 600° C for 3 hours. The crude lipids (fats) were
made by the method of extraction with petroleum
ether using a Soxhlet apparatus. The crude fiber was
extracted with 1.25% NaOH, drying the residue for
one hour at 105° C followed by calcination at 600°
C. The carbohydrate content was determined by
calculation using the ratio [100 - (moisture + protein
+ fat + ash)].

3. Results and discussions
The results obtained from the analysis of dried figs
taken in the experiment are presented in Table 1.
The nutritional profile of dried figs (Table 1) shows
beneficial effects of their consumption for health.
The distributions of carbohydrates, total fibers,
proteins, minerals, fats, and moisture in dried figs
analyzed in the fig samples studied (noted as P1, P2,
P3, P4 and P5) are shown in Figure 1. The results
obtained from the analysis of figs from five
producers (P1, P2, P3, P4 and P5) show that dried
figs contain increased amounts of carbohydrates,
proteins, minerals, dietary fiber, dry matter and low
fat content, which varies depending on the origin of
the sample and the nature of the parameters
analyzed. Statistical analysis showed that there were
some statistically significant differences between
the values of the nutritional parameters of the figs
from five providers (Table 1 and Figure 1).
Carbohydrates, the major component of dried figs
were determined in the range of 57.16% (P3) 65.24% (P5). The highest value compared to the rest
of the analyzed figs was determined in P5 figs
(65.24%). Lower values but without statistically
significant differences (p <0.05) are reported in P1
(63.21%) and P2 (61.32%).

2.1. Statistical analysis
The STATISTIC 10 package was used to perform
the statistical analysis [29]. Descriptive statistics,
Duncan's multiple test, and linear correlation

Table 1. Nutritional profile of dried figs (Ficus carica) from local market Timisoara city)
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Figure 1. Box & Whisker Plot fordried figs P1-P5 analised
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Table 2. The correlations between the studied parameters determined
by the Pearson correlation (r, value).

Lower contents, without statistically significant
differences are observed in figs P4 (59.55%),
respectively P3 (57.16%). Increased carbohydrate
concentrations in the analyzed figs show that these
fruits are suitable for diabetic and hypertensive
patients who require low-sugar diets [31]. In
addition, the high carbohydrate content of dried figs
indicates that these fruits have a high nutritional
value and are a good source of energy [20]. The
average concentration of carbohydrates determined
in P1-P5 figs (61.302.81%) is in the range of
values reported by [2, 12, 8, 31].

The average concentration of proteins in P1 - P5
figs (3.120.43%) confirms that dried figs are good
protein sources [12, 13, 14, 20, 27].
The mineral concentration (ash content), determined
in the analyzed figs presents values in relatively
close limits between 1.93% (P2) - 2.75% (P4).
Slightly higher and closer values were identified in
figs P4, P5 and P1 (2.75%, 2.44%, respectively
2.36%). Figs P3 and P2 have slightly lower
contents, but close to minerals (2.16% and 1.93%,
respectively). As the mineral concentration (ash
concentration) reflects the content of mineral
elements present in figs, it can be stated that,
compared to other fruits, the dried figs analyzed
have important contents of macro and essential
microelements [13, 34]. The average value of
mineral concentration calculated for P1-P5 figs
(2.330.68%) is close to the values reported by [27,
33, 36], but slightly lower than those reported by [2,
20, 27, 31]. Statistically, from the mineral content
point of view, no significant differences (p <0.05)
were reported between figs P1, P3, P5 and between
figs P4, P5. Significant differences were reported
between the mineral concentration of P2 and P4
figs.

Total fibers concentration, compounds that promote
digestion and absorption in the small human
intestine [32], was determined in the range of 4.35
(P4) -12.10% (P5). The richest in total fibers among
figs are the P5 figs (12.10%) followed by the P1 and
P2 figs which have very close fiber contents
(9.82%, respectively 9.11%). Smaller amounts of
fiber were determined in figs P4 and P3 (6.8% and
4.35%, respectively). These values show that the
analyzed figs, especially the P5, P1 and P2 figs have
high total fiber contents. The average concentration
of total fibers (8.432.65%) falls within the range of
values reported by [12, 20, 33, 36]. The statistical
calculation (p <0.05) reveals statistically significant
differences between: P5 figs and P1 figs. P2, P3, P4.
There are no statistically significant differences
between P1 and P2 figs.

Fats were determined in small and very small
quantities, the concentration limits being very close:
0.83 (P4) - 1.25% (P5%). The data obtained from
the statistical calculation do not show statistically
significant differences (<0.05) between the fat
concentrations in the analyzed figs. The low lipid
content favors the consumption of figs for weight
loss [13]. The average values of fat content for P1P5 figs (1.060.16%) confirm that these fruits
contain low amounts of fat and [12, 20, 33], which
shows possible hypolipidemic effects of these fruits
[31].

Proteins, important components of food, which
provide adequate amounts of amino acids [17], were
determined in relatively close concentrations
between 2.52 (P5) - 3.86% (P3). The statistical
calculation
shows
statistically
significant
differences (p <0.05) only between P5 and P3 figs.
These values show that figs P1, P2, P3 and P4 are
more nutritionally favored, in terms of protein
content.
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Humidity, an important parameter for fig
preservation, was determined in concentration limits
between 19.68 (P4) - 25.84% (P2). The highest
values were determined in figs P2 and P1, followed
by figs P4, P5 and P3. The lower water content of
the fruit slows down the process of microorganism
degradation and chemical changes [4]. Therefore,
the low moisture content prolongs the shelf life of
the fruit. From this point of view, P4 and P5 figs are
favored. The average value of P1-P5 fig moisture
(22.902.18%) is close to the values reported by
Vincenzo Lo Turco et al., 2020 [35] and less than
the maximum moisture value allowed for retail sale
(24%) without the use of a mold inhibitor [22]. No
statistically significant differences (p <0.05) were
reported between figs P1 and P3, P1 and P2, P3 and
P5, respectively P4 and P5. We report statistically
significant differences between P4 and P1, P4 and
P3. Statistical analyses (Table 2), for p < 0.05,
reveals the significant negative correlations between
proteines and carbohydrates (r = - 0.91) and between
moisture and minerals (r = - 0.85) and significant
pozitive correlations between the fibre and
carbohydrates (r = 0.83). The correlation between
other parameters was less stronreg: negative
correlation between proteines and fibres (r = - 0.67)
and betwen fats and minerals (r = - 0.56), and
positive correlation between fats and fibres (r =
0.58).

Furthermore, dried figs contain significant amounts
of protein (3.12%, mean value) and minerals (on
average 2.33% ash) which shows that they are good
sources of amino acids and mineral elements,
essential components for the hunan body. Dried fig
fruit has a very low amount of fat (1.06%, mean
value) so it can be helpful for weight loss. Moisture,
a parameter that characterizes the shelf life
(stability) of dried figs has an average value of
22.90%, and less than the maximum moisture value
allowed for retail sale without the use of an
inhibitory mold. Statistical analysis (p <0.05)
reveals significant and moderate correlations
between the analyzed nutritional parameters.
Experimental results show that the studied dried figs
are an excellent source of carbohydrates and
mineral fibers, good sources of protein and minerals
and contain low amounts of fats.

Therefore, increasing carbohydrate concentrations
favors (significantly) increasing the fiber content
and decreasing the protein content. Also, the
increase of humidity influences (significantly) the
decrease of the mineral content. In addition, with
the increase of the fat content, the mineral content
decreases (moderately) and the fiber concentration
increases (moderately). Increasing the protein
content has the effect of decreasing (moderately) the
concentration of fiber.
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4.Conclusion

3.

Compliance with Ethics Requirements. Authors
declare that they respect the journal’s ethics
requirements. Authors declare that they have no conflict
of interest and all procedures involving human or animal
subjects (if exist) respect the specific regulation and
standards.
Aknowledgement: The present paper was funded by the
Research Project “Research on the use of biologically
active substances in order to obtain high-nutrition foods",
No 1545/28.02.2019.
References

2.

The nutritional profile of the dried figs taken in the
analysis shows that these fruits contain significant
amounts of nutritional components potentially
beneficial to health. Carbohydrates, the major
component of dried figs were determined in an
average concentration of 61.30%, which indicates
that they are a good source of energy for the
metabolic and physiological process of the body.
Also, these fruits contain high amounts of fiber (on
average 8.43% soluble and insoluble) that has a
number of health benefits.

4.

200

Gani, G.; Fatima, T; Qadri, T; Beenish; Jan, N;
Bashir, O., Phytochemistry and pharmacological
activities of fig (Ficus carica): A review,
International Journal of Research in Pharmacy and
Pharmaceutical Sciences 2018, 3(2), 80-82. ISSN:
2455-698X
Soni, N; Mehta, S.; Satpathy, G.; Gupta, R.K.,
Estimation
of
nutritional,
phytochemical,
antioxidant and antibacterial activity of dried fig
(Ficus carica), Journal of Pharmacognosy and
Phytochemistry 2014; 3(2), 158-165.
Shamin-Shazwan, K; Shahari, R.; Amri, C.N.A.C.;
Tajuddin, N.S.M., Figs (Ficus carica l.): cultivation
method and production based in Malaysia,
Engineering Heritage Journal (GWK) 2019, 3(2), 68. DOI : http://doi.org/10.26480/gwk.02.2019.06.08
Benmaghnia,S; Meddah, B; Tir-Touil, A., Gabaldón
Hernández,J., Phytochemical analysis, antioxidant
and antimicrobial activities of three samples of
dried figs (Ficus carica L.) from the region of
Mascara (Western Algeria), J Microbiol Biotech
Food Sci. 2019, 9(2), 208-215.

Ariana-Bianca Velciov et.al. / Journal of Agroalimentary Processes and Technologies 2021, 27(2)

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Farhangi, H.; Ajilian, M.; Saeidi, M.; Khodaei,
G.H., Medicinal Fruits in Holy Quran, International
Journal of Pediatrics (Supplement 4) 2014, 2(3-2),
Serial 8. http:// ijp.mums.ac.ir
Loizzo, M.R.; Bonesi, M.; Pugliese, A.; Menichini
K.; Tundis, R., Chemical composition and
bioactivity of dried fruits and honey of Ficus carica
cultivars Dottato, San Francesco and Citrullara, J
Sci Food Agric 2014, 94, 2179–2186
Veberic, R.; Mikulic-Petkovsek, M., Phytochemical
Composition of Common Fig (Ficus carica L.)
Cultivars. In: Simmonds, M.S.J., Preedy, V.R.
(Eds.), Nutritional Composition of Fruit Cultivars.
Academic
Press
2016,
235–255.
ISBN:
97801240811
Abbas,T; Khatoon, S.; Alam, R.; Hussain, B.;
Hussain, Z.; Gonzalez, M.Y.; Abbas, Y.; Ali, N.;
Hussain, N., A Physico-Chemical study of different
Fig ( Ficus Carica L.) varieties in Haramosh valley,
Gilgit-Pakistan, IJEAB, 2016, 1(3). 515-525.
http://dx.doi.org/10.22161/ijeab/1.3.31
Mohamad, G.S; Hassan, S.H., Determination of
Sugars and Mineral Salts in Fresh Figs of Iraqian
Cultivars, Tikrit Journal of Pure Science 2011,
16(1). ISSN: 1813 – 1662
Duman, E.: Şimşek, M.; Özcan, M.M., Monitoring
of Composition and Antimicrobial Activity of Fig
(Ficus carica L.) Fruit and Seed Oil, Journal of
Agroalimentary Processes and Technologies 2018,
24 (2), 75-80
Pereira, C.; Martín, A.; López-Corrales, M.; de Guía
Córdoba, M.; Galván, A.I.; Serradilla, M.J.,
Evaluation of the physicochemical and sensory
characteristics of different fig cultivars for the fesh
fruit
market,
Foods
2020,
9,
619;
doi:10.3390/foods9050619.
Vora, J.D., D.; Pednekar, Sneha R. A. ti U.
Patwardhan,
Sheeba
Shaikh,
Biochemical,
Organoleptic Assessment of Fig (Ficus Carica),
Journal of Biotechnology and Biochemistry 2017,
3(2),
95-104.
ISSN:
2455-264X,
www.iosrjournals.org
DOI:
10.9790/264X030295104 www.iosrjournals.org
Rusmadi, N.N.N.N.; Shahari, R.; Amri, C.N.A.C.;
Tajudin, N.S.; Mispan, M.R., Nutritional Value of
Selected Edible Ficus Fruit in Kuantan, Journal of
Tropical Life Science, 2020, 10(1), 11 – 14. doi:
10.11594/jtls.10.01.02
Ajmal, M.; Umair Arshad, M.U.; Saeed, F.; Ahmed,
T.; Khan, A.U.; Bader-ul-Ain, H; Suleria, H.A.R.,
Exploring the nutritional characteristics of different
parts of fig in relation to hypoglycemic potential,
Pak. j. life soc. Sci. 2016, 14(2), 115-122. E-ISSN:
2221-7630;P-ISSN: 1727-4915

15. Alzahrani, H.R.; Kumakli, H.; Ampia, E.; Mehari,
T.; Thornton, A.J.; Babyak, C.M.; Fakayode, S.O.,
Determination of macro, essential trace elements,
toxic heavy metal concentrations, crude oil extracts
and ash composition from Saudi Arabian fruits and
vegetables having medicinal values, Arabian
Journal of Chemistry 2017, 10, 906–913.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.arabjc.2016.09.0121878-5352
16. Ficsor, E.; Szentmihályi, K.; Lemberkovics, É,;
Blázovics, A.; Balázs, A., Analysis of Ficus carica
L. – Volatile components and mineral content, Eur.
Chem. Bull. 2013, 2(3), 126-129.
17. Badgujar, S.B.; Patel, V.V.; Bandivdekar, A.H.;
Mahajan, R.T., Traditional uses, phytochemistry
and pharmacology of Ficus carica: A review,
Pharm
Biol.
2014;
52(11),
1487–1503.
https://doi.org/10.3109/13880209.2014.892515
18. Salma, S.; Shamsi, Y.; Ansari, S.; Nikha, S., Ficus
carica: A panacea of nutritional and medicinal
benefits, CELLMED 2020, 10(1).1-6. doi:
http://dx.doi.org/10.5667/tang.2020.0001
19. Bey, M.B.; Louaileche, H., A comparative study of
phytochemical profile and in vitro antioxidant
activities of dark and light dried fig (Ficus carica L.)
varieties, The Journal of Phytopharmacology 2015,
4(1), 41-48. 1-48. www.phytopharmajournal.com
20. Eshak, N.S., Quality attributes of some vegetables
and fruits preserved by sun and oven drying
methods, Alexandria Science Exchange Journal
2018, 39(4).
21. Chauhan, A; Tanwar, B. and Intelli, Influence of
processing on physicochemical, nutritional and
phytochemical composition of Ficus carica (fig)
fruit,
RJPBCS,
2015,
6(6),
1474-1489.
https://www.rjpbcs.com/pdf/2015_6(6)/[251].pdf
22. Haug, M.T.; King, E.S.; Heymann, H.; Crisosto,
C.H., Sensory Profiles for Dried Fig (Ficus
caricaL.) Cultivars Commercially Grown and
Processed in California, Journal of Food Scienc
2013, 78(8), 1273 – 1281. doi: 10.1111/17503841.12196
23. El Oualkadi, A; Hajjaj, B., Prospecting and drying
method of the local drying fig in northern of
Morocco, GSJ 2019, 7(10), 399-410. Online: ISSN
2320-9186 www.globalscientificjournal.com
24. Khan, M.N.; Sarwar, A.; Adeel, M.; Wahab, M.N.,
Nutritional evaluation of Ficus carica indigenous to
Pakistan, Agric. Nutr. Dev. 2011, 11, 5187–5190.
ISSN 1684-5374
25. Singh, A; Prakash, J.; Meghwal, P.R.; Ranpise,
S.A., Fig (Ficus carica L.). In book: Breeding of
Underutilized Fruit Crops Part I, Ed. I, Chapter 12.
Ghosh, S.N. (ed.)., Jaya Publishing House, Delhi,
India. 2015, 149.-179. ISBN 9789384337407.

201

Ariana-Bianca Velciov et.al. / Journal of Agroalimentary Processes and Technologies 2021, 27(2)

26. Barolo, M.I.; Mostacero, N.R.; López, S.N.; Review
Ficus carica L. (Moraceae): An ancient source of
food and health, Food Chemistry 2014, 164, 119–
12.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2014.04.112
27. Khairuddin, M.F.; Haron, H.; Yahya, H.M.; Malek,
N.A.H.C., Nutrient compositions and total
polyphenol contents of selected dried fruits
available in Selangor, Malaysia, Journal of
Agricultural Science 2017, 9(13), 41-49. ISSN
1916-9752. E-ISSN 1916-9760
28. Rada, M; Lalescu L.; Alda, L. M.: Stoin, D.: Riviş,
A.; Velciov, A-B., Preliminary research on some
nutritional parameters of homemade chocolate with
added spices, Journal of Agroalimentary Processes
and Technologies 2020, 26(3), 223-228
29. John A. Bower, Statistical methods for food
science: Introductory procedures for the food
practitioner (2nd Edition), West Sussex, UK:
Wiley-Blackwell, 2013
30. Are Hugo Pripp, Statistics in Food Science and
Nutrition, Springer, 2013
31. Al-Snafi, A.E., Nutritional and pharmacological
importance of Ficus carica - A review, IOSR
Journal Of Pharmacy 2017, 7(3), version. 1, 33-48.
(e)-ISSN: 2250-3013, (p)-ISSN: 2319-4219.
32. Li, L.O.; Komarek, A.R.. Dietary fibre basics:
Health, nutrition, analysis, and applications, Food
Quality
and
Safety
2017,
1,
47–59.
doi:10.1093/fqs/fyx007
33. Mahmoud, M.H.; Qura, A.Z.E.; Badawy, I.H.;
Abdel-Hady,
Y.A.;
Badawi,
A.G.M.,
Hypocholesterolemic
effect
of
antioxidant
containing fruits in rats fed on high-cholesterol and
fat diet, Journal of Applied Sciences Research,
2013, 9(7), 4233-4244. ISSN 1819-544X;
34. Morais, D.R.; Rotta, E.M.; Sargi, S.C.; Bonafe,
E.G.; Suzuki, R.M.; Souza, N.E.; Matsushita, M.;
Visentainer, J.V., Proximate Composition, Mineral
contents and fatty acid composition of the different
parts and dried pels of tropical fruits cultivated in
Brazil, J. Braz. Chem. Soc.2017, 28(2), 308-318.
http://dx.doi.org/10.5935/0103-5053.20160178

35. Turco, V.L.; P.G.; Tropea, A; Dugo, G.; Di Bella,
G., Element analysis of dried figs (Ficus carica L.)
from the Mediterranean areas, Journal of Food
Composition and Analysis 2020, 90, 1-6.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jfca.2020.103503
36. Dina Gligor (Pane), Daniel Ioan Hădărugă, Nicoleta
Gabriela Hădărugă, Quality and authenticity of the
forest fruits through antioxidant compounds – a
review on chemometric tools, Journal of
Agroalimentary Processes and Technologies 2020,
26(3),
251-257,
https://www.journal-ofagroalimentary.ro/admin/articole/75150L37_Dina_
Gligor_2020_26(3)_251-257.pdf
37. Ariana B.Velciov, A-I. Birtea, Sofia G. Popescu, A.
Nicolae, Simelda E. Zippenfening, Monica Gabriela
Dinu, Nicoleta G. Hădărugă, Preliminary research
on the proximate composition of blackberry fruits
(Rubus fructicosus), Journal of Agroalimentary
Processes and Technologies 2019, 25(4), 248-251,
https://www.journal-ofagroalimentary.ro/admin/articole/21415XL41_Velci
ov_Ariana_2019_25(4)_248-251.pdf
38. Delia-Gabriela Dumbravă, Despina-Maria Bordean,
Camelia Moldovan, Viorica–Mirela Popa, DianaNicoleta Raba, Adina Berbecea, Ileana Cocan,
Ersilia-Călina Alexa, Content of total polyphenols,
vitamin C, mineral elements and the antioxidant
activity of some dried fruits from the Romanian
market, Journal of Agroalimentary Processes and
Technologies
2020,
26(4),
325-329,
https://www.journal-ofagroalimentary.ro/admin/articole/72090L49_Delia_
Dumbrava_2020_26(4)_325-329.pdf

.

202

