
346    December, 2015           Agric Eng Int: CIGR Journal Open access at http://www.cigrjournal.org           Vol. 17, No. 4 

 

Traditional storage methods and their effect on quality 

characteristics of wheat grain in Sindh, Pakistan 

Shakeel Hussain Chattha1*, Che Man Hasfalina2, Benish Nawaz Mirani3, 

Muhammad Razif Mahadi2 

(1. Department of Farm Structures, Sindh Agriculture University, Tandojam, Pakistan; 

2. Department of Biological & Agricultural Engineering, Universiti Putra Malaysia, Selangor, Malaysia; 

3. Institute of Food Sciences & Technology, Sindh Agriculture University Tandojam, Pakistan.) 

 

Abstract: The change in quality of wheat grains in terms of physical parameters (moisture, test weight, 1000 grain weight 

and insect damage), chemical parameters (protein, fat, ash and starch) and flour quality tests (falling number, water absorption, 

dough development time and dough stability) were observed during storage in conventional structures (earthen bin, metal bin, 

bulk covered and room store) for 12 months. The results showed that test-weight (66.8 kg/hl), 1000 grain weight (39.67 g), 

protein (8.9%), fat (1.82%), ash (1.62%), starch (61.64%), falling number (285 s), water absorption (62.54%), dough 

development time (4.7 min) and dough stability (7.47 min) were recorded highest in grain samples collected from earthen bin 

followed by metal bin, bulk covered and room type store. Grain moisture and insect-infestation were increased during the 

whole storage period.  The maximum insect-infestation (27%) and moisture content (15.2%) were observed in grain samples 

taken from the room type store. Wheat grain stored in earthen bin showed better quality characteristics as compared to other 

storage methods.  Hence, the adoption of earthen bin should be encouraged in the developing countries. 
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1  Introduction1 

Cereals are principal food sources throughout the 

world which provide more nutrients than any other food 

commodities.  Wheat is one of the most important cereal 

grains, with high production and utilization containing 

more than 20% calories (Nadeem et al., 2010). In 

Pakistan, the most commonly consumed and least 

expensive product of wheat is unleavened flat bread. 

Furthermore, wheat is used for various other bakery 

products like bread, cookies, cakes, buns, pastries, etc. 

(Mahmood et al., 2004). In Pakistan, about 8693 thousand 

hectares are grown-up with wheat with the total wheat 
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production of about 24.2 million tons (2787 kg per 

hectare average yield) that contributes 2.2% to GDP 

(Government of Pakistan, 2013). 

Agricultural products need to be stored from one 

harvest to the next and sometimes beyond that for 

multiple reasons.  The farmers store their produce for 

own consumption, for sale at some later date or for seed 

purposes.  Wheat grain is commonly stored for a period 

of several months from harvest up to processing (Barna et 

al., 2009).  Therefore, grain must be stored under proper 

conditions in order to maintain the necessary nutritional 

and rheological properties for usage by the milling and 

baking industry.  Different methods have been adopted 

by farmers for storage of grains (Hosakoti et al., 2013).  

During storage, grains experience variations in 

composition and quality, especially if ambient conditions 

are unfavorable (Gonzalez-Torralba et al., 2013).  Cereal 
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grain losses can reach up to 50% of the total harvest in 

some countries during storage mainly due to insect 

infestation (Fornal et al., 2007). 

 

The chemical, physical as well as biological factors 

that exist in the system are the main cause of deterioration 

of stored grains.  The main factors that render the 

quality of wheat grains are storage structures, moisture, 

geographical locations, temperature, insects and 

micro-organisms (Govender et al., 2008).  Insufficient 

storage methods tend to reduce the amounts of fat, 

vitamins, proteins and carbohydrates due to the attack of 

molds, rodents and insects (Lamboni and Hell, 2009).  

The physical properties of the grains such as color, test 

weight, and texture also affected due to deterioration of 

wheat grains (Nasar-Abbas et al., 2009).  Jood (1990) 

reported the substantial losses of the minerals, vitamins 

and carbohydrates in the cereal grains contaminated with 

insects.  This leads to the final product with undesirable 

taste, aroma and become unfit for consumption 

(Vassanacharoen et al., 2008). The objective ofthe study 

was to investigate the effects of traditional grain storage 

methods on the quality of wheat grains. 

2 Materials and methods 

2.1 Experimental site and wheat grains 

The study was conducted in Shaheed Benazir Abad 

district of Sindh province of Pakistan during 2013-14. 

Wheat grains were obtained from the farmer’s field 

andassessed for physical properties in terms of moisture, 

weight of 1000 grain, test weight and insect damage, 

chemical properties in terms of protein, fat, ash, starch 

and flour quality characteristics in terms of falling 

number, water absorption, dough development time and 

dough stability before storage. These initial values of the 

data were used as a baseline reference. 

2.2 Storage structures 

In Shaheed Benazir Abad district farmers commonly 

used following grain storage structures: 

1. Earthen bin:  It is usually circular in shape and 

made of clay mixed with straw as the binding material to 

provide strength (Figure 1a). 

2.Metal bin: It is a cylindrical shaped structure made 

of iron sheets of varying gauge depending upon the size 

of the bin (Figure1b).  

3.Bulk covered: Farmers simply dump the grain on the 

ground and cover it using straw and mud plaster to avoid 

grain losses.  Ditches are dug around the structure in 

order to drain rain water (Figure1c). 

4. Room type structure: It is usually made of burnt 

brick masonry construction with mud or cement mortar.  

It may be composed of multiple rooms closed from all 

sides and of variable dimensions.  It has walls, floor, 

roof, windows, doors and ventilators (Figure1d).  

2.3 Sample collection 

Total of 3 kg grain samplewas collected from top 

(1kg), bottom (1kg) and middle (1kg) of each storage 

structure by using the sampling probe after 12 months 

storage. The grain samples were kept separately in plastic 

bags, labeled, sealed and brought to the Laboratory of 

Pakistan Council of Scientific and Industrial Research 

(PCSIR), Hyderabad Sindh for quality analysis. 

 

Figure 1Four different types of grain storage methods used in the study (a-Earthen bin, b-Metal bin, c-Bulk 

covered, d-Room type structure) 

 

a b c d 
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2.4 Measurement of grain quality characteristics 

Wheat grains were tested for physical properties such 

as moisture and test weight by following the procedure 

given in AACC (2000) method No. 44-15A and 55-10, 

respectively.  Insect damage was assessed by the 

counting method as described by Wambugu et al. (2009).  

From each storage structure about two hundred wheat 

grains were randomly collected and visually observed for 

a number of insect damaged and undamaged grains by the 

presence of holes in each grain.  Weight of 1000-grain 

was calculated from randomly selected 1000 grain from 

each storage structure and weighed on digital balance.  

Chemical properties of wheat grains such as protein, 

fat, ash and starch contents were determined according to 

AACC (2000), methods No. 46-10, 30-25, 32-10 and 

08-01, respectively.  

Flour quality tests such as falling number and dough 

rheological studies were determined by using falling 

number apparatus and Farinograph (Brabender D-4100 

SEW; Germany) respectively according to the procedure 

described in AACC (2000).  The farinograms were 

interpreted for different characteristics like water 

absorption, dough development time and dough stability. 

2.5 Statistical analysis 

All determinations were carried out in triplicate and 

standard deviations (S.D) were calculated according to 

the method ofSteel andTorrie (1980).  Means were 

compared with LSD test at 5% probability level. 

3 Results and discussion 

The freshly harvested wheat grains were dry (14.3% 

average moisture) and showed no indication of insect 

attack.  They had high average weight of 1000 grains 

(43.01 g), test weight (74 kg/hl), protein (11.82%), fat 

(2.93%), ash (2.03%), starch (66%), falling number (312 

s), water absorption (66.4%), dough development time 

(6.82 min) and dough stability (10.13 min). 

Climatic data on the experimental site showed an 

ambient temperature range from 24.92°C to 43.80°C with 

a mean value of 36.03°C, while the relative humidity was 

ranging from 61 to 83% with an average value of 75% 

during the whole storage time (Table 1). In the present 

study, it was observed that the moisture and temperature 

were optimum for the growth of insects for causing 

maximum damage and maximum contamination.  These 

pests start to grow when the temperature reaches 18°C 

and continue to increase in number even at 25- 35°C 

inside the stored grains (Ilelejia et al., 2007). While, Nasir 

et al. (2003) have found that the mold growth and insect 

infestation were more in treatments having higher 

moisture during storage while the treatments with lower 

moisture showed no infestation during storage in 

polypropylene bags for 60 days.  They further concluded 

that 9 and 10% moisture is suitable for storage stability of 

wheat. 

Table 1 Relative humidity and ambient 

temperature of the study area 

Storage period 
Ambient 

temperature °C 

Relative 

humidity % 

1 July, 2013 41.38 76.00 

1 August, 2013 39.80 76.00 

1 September, 2013 39.13 78.00 

1 October, 2013 35.60 79.00 

1 November, 2013 34.60 80.00 

1 December, 2013 25.60 81.00 

1 January, 2014 24.92 83.00 

1 February, 2014 29.40 80.00 

1 March, 2014 33.00 78.00 

1 April, 2014 40.40 63.00 

1 May, 2014 43.80 61.00 

1 June, 2014 42.20 65.00 

1 July, 2014 38.51 75.00 

Mean 36.03 75.00 

 

After 12 months of storage moisture content of grain 

was significantly raised in all the traditional storage 

structures (F=57.9; P ≤0.000).  Moisture percentage of 

grain when stored in earthen bin, metal bin, bulk covered 

and room structure was 14.90%, 14.91%, 15% and 15.2%, 

respectively after 12 months of storage (Table 2). 
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The maximum grain moisture percentage in bulk 

covered storage can be due to high respiration of insects, 

fungi and grains.  The previous work of Stephen and 

Olajuyigbe (2006) also indicated an increase in moisture 

of the cereal grains due to aerobic respiration of fungi 

during storage at 25°C - 30°C.   Khaldun and 

Ehsan-ul-Haque (2009) reported that the early moisture 

percentage of grain in tin, poly bag, and cloth bag was 

10.66%, 10.13%, and 9.89%, respectively, but it 

increased with time period i.e., after 60 days it became 

11.08%, 10.67%, and 10.98%, respectively mainly 

because of respiration of insects and fungi. 

Insect-infestation of the grains was significantly 

increased in all the structures after 12 months of storage 

(F=74.8; P ≤0.000), having 16%, 17%, 19% and 27% 

insect infestation in the grains stored in earthen bin, metal 

bin, bulk covered and room type structure, respectively 

(Table 2). The maximum insect-infestation was observed 

in room structure might be due to high temperature and 

moisture conditions. The results regarding insect 

infestation found in the existing study are in harmony 

with the previous inferences of Dubale et al. (2012) who 

found that over 6 months of the storage period in gombisa 

and sacks traditional storage systems, insect-infestation 

increase from 2.42%- 20.75%. 

After 12 months of storage test weight of the stored 

grain was significantly decreased (F=1509; P ≤0.000). 

Test weight was higher (66.8 kg/hl) when the grain stored 

in earthen bin followed by 66.6 kg/hl in a metal bin.  

The minimum test weight was noted (65.6 kg/hl) in room 

store (Table 2). This might be due to the high grain 

moisture, which causes an increase in respiration rate 

leading to loss of test weight of the stored grain.  This 

could also be due to the presence of high insect and fungi 

in the stored grain which reduce the test weight.  The 

results regarding the test weight are supported by 

Karaoglu et al. (2010) who stated the increase in 

temperature, storage time and seed moisture percentage 

lead to a significant loss in test weight of grains. The 

prolonged storage period with high dampness is the cause 

of high insect infestation and finally loss in seed weight 

(Mersal et al., 2006).  According to Sisman and Ergin 

(2011) the decrease in test weight of wheat grain was 

higher when stored in masonry structures than reinforced 

concrete. 

1000 grain weight of the stored grains significantly 

decreased after 12 months of storage (F=293; P≤ 0.000).  

The higher 1000 grain weight (39.67g) was observed 

from grain stored in earthen bin followed by 39.62 g in a 

metal bin compared to lower 1000 grain weight of 39.27 

g in room store (Table 2).  The least weight of 1000 

grains in the room type structure can be because of high 

insect and fungi attack. Basunia et al. (1997) recorded the 

lowest weight of 1000 grain in the top layer of the 

bamboo bin because of high insect infestation as 

compared to wooden and metal bins.  Vales et al. (2014) 

also reported that insect infestation of pigeon pea seed 

significantly reduced 100 seed weight and the lowest 100 

seed weight was observed after 8 months storage. 

Table 2 Effect of storage methods on different physical parameters of wheat after one year storage 

(Means ± S.D) 

Storage method 
Characteristics 

Moisture  (%) Insect attack (%) Test weight (kg/hl) 1000 grain weight (g) 

Earthen bin 14.90± 0.01c 16± 1c 66.8± 0a 39.67± 0.02a 

Metal bin 14.91± 0.02c 17± 1c 66.6± 0.02b 39.62± 0.02b 

Bulk covered 15.00± 0.03a 19± 1b 66.4± 0.03c 39.53± 0.01c 

Room structure 15.20± 0.02b 27± 1a 65.6± 0.03d 39.27± 0.02d 

LSD (0.05) 0.0399 1.8828 0.0442 0.0339 

Note: Mean values ± SD triplicate determinations. Mean values within a column with different superscripts are significantly 

different at P<0.05 
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Protein content of grain was also significantly 

decreased after 12 months of storage in all the structures 

(F=446; P ≤0.000), having 8.9%, 8.87%, 8.8% and 8.57% 

protein content in the grains stored in earthen bin, metal 

bin, bulk covered and room structure, respectively (Table 

3).  The loss of protein of stored grain can be due to the 

occurrence of high temperature and moisture, which 

increase the activity of proteolytic enzymes 

(endopeptidases and exopeptidases).  It might also be 

due to fungi and insect-infestation in the stored grain. 

Naoufal et al. (2012) stated that at extreme temperature 

storage condition (45°C), protein content decreased by 

8% and 3.6% for Amal and Arrehane wheat varieties, 

respectively. Arian et al. (2004) also found a decrease in 

protein and gluten content of wheat infested with insects 

during 15 months storage. 

Fat content of stored grains was significantly 

decreased after 12 months of storage (F=83.9; P ≤0.000).  

The highest value of fat content (1.82%) was noted in 

grain samples collected from earthen bin followed by 

metal bin (1.75%), whereas the lowest fat content (1.63%) 

was found in room store (Table 3).  The decrease in fat 

content can be attributed to the presence of fungi and 

insect on the stored grain.  Rehman et al. (2011) have 

also found a decrease in the fat content of stored wheat 

grain due to the growth of fungi as compared to the 

freshly harvested grain.  Bamaiyi et al. (2006) observed 

a decrease in fat content of cowpea grain due to insect 

infestation during 3 months storage. 

Ash content of grains was significantly reduced after 

12 months of storage (F=295; P≤0.000).  The maximum 

ash content (1.62%) was recorded in grain samples taken 

from earthen bin followed by metal bin (1.60%), bulk 

covered (1.57%) and room store (1.43%) as shown in 

Table 3.  The lowest grain ash content was found in the 

room type structure might be due to high insect and fungi 

percentage.  Danjumma et al. (2009) from their research 

findings also found a reduction in the ash content in 

maize after 3 months of infestation.  Whereas, Rehman 

et al. (2011) explained a decrease in the ash content of 

stored wheat grain due to the growth of fungi as 

compared to the freshly harvested grain. 

In all the structures after 12 months of storage, 

starch content of wheat grains was decreased significantly 

(F=4273; P ≤0.000).  The maximum value of starch 

content (61.64%) was noted in grain samples taken from 

earthen bin, while the metal bin ranked second which was 

observed as 61.57%.  The lowest starch content (60.55%) 

was found in grain stored in room store (Table 3).  The 

highest loss of starch content of wheat in room structure 

could be attributed to high temperature, moisture, fungi 

and insect-infestation. Bamaiyi et al. (2006) found a 

decline in carbohydrate content of cowpea grain during 3 

months storage under insect infestation.  The control 

samples had higher carbohydrate than the infested ones.  

Bhattacharya and Raha (2002) reported a decline in the 

total carbohydrate contents of maize during 12 months 

storage period due to the utilization of carbohydrates as a 

source of energy by the storage fungi.   

Table 3 Effect of storage methods on different chemical parameters of wheat after one year storage 

(Means ± S.D) 

 

Storage method 

Characteristics 

Protein content 

(%) 

Fat/ Lipid 

(%) 

Ash content 

(%) 

Starch content 

(%) 

Earthen bin 8.90± 0a 1.82± 0.02a 1.62± 0.01a 61.64± 0.02a 

Metal bin 8.87± 0.02b 1.75± 0.01b 1.60± 0.01b 61.57± 0.01b 

Bulk covered 8.80± 0.01c 1.71± 0c 1.57± 0.01c 61.32± 0.01c 

Room structure 8.57± 0.01d 1.63± 0.02d 1.43± 0.01d 60.55± 0.01d 

LSD (0.05) 0.0231 0.0282 0.0163 0.0249 

Note: Mean values ± SD triplicate determinations. Mean values within a column with different superscripts are significantly 

different at P<0.05 
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Falling number was also significantly decreased 

after six months of storage in all the selected structures 

(F=35.9; P ≤0.000). Falling number of grains after 12 

months of storage in earthen bin, metal bin, bulk covered 

and room structure was 285 s, 283 s, 281 s and 272 s, 

respectively (Table 4). The loss of falling number may be 

due to the pre-germination process that might have 

occurred due to high moisture of stored grain.  The 

decrease in falling number suggests that the 

alpha-amylase activity increased over the storage period.  

The increase in alpha-amylase activity has a very drastic 

effect on the dough and the bread making process. The 

flour with high α-amylase activity produces a sticky 

bread crumb together with a low volume, which are 

detrimental for bread making quality (Every et al., 2002). 

Warchalewski et al. (1985) found a decrease of falling 

number from 360- 307 s during long term wheat storage, 

i.e. 4 years in closed containers at 20°C and 74% relative 

humidity. 

Water absorption was significantly decreased in the 

stored grain after 12 months of storage (F=14311; P ≤0. 

000), having 62.54%, 62.52%, 62.15% and 60.75% water 

absorption in the grains stored in earthen bin, metal bin, 

bulk covered and room structure, respectively (Table 4).  

The reduction of farinograph water absorption may be 

attributed to the loss of protein and gluten of stored grain 

resulted from fungi attack, insect attack and high 

temperature and moisture conditions.  The water 

absorption capacity is used to determine the protein 

quality and content of the wheat flour and it is the is the 

most important physical parameter which has drastic 

effects on the farinogram (Finney et al., 1987).  The 

flour which has a high water absorption capacity helps to 

improve the texture of the breads and other end products 

(Simon, 1987).  Yamamoto et al. (1996) observed higher 

water absorption percentage in flour with the higher 

protein content.  Furthermore, Marathe et al. (2002) 

stored wheat flour in pouches made up of polyethylene 

and stored at 27°C - 30°C under relative humidity of 

59%- 87% for 3 and 6 months found a decline in water 

absorption capacity. 

Dough development time was significantly 

decreased in the stored grain after 12 months of storage 

(F=7596; P ≤0. 000).  The maximum dough 

development time (4.7 min) was noted from grain stored 

in earthen bin followed by metal bin (4.52 min), while the 

minimum value (3.7 min) of dough development time 

was observed in room store (Table 4).  The decrease of 

dough development time can be due to decreased protein 

and gluten percentage of stored grain resulted from the 

presence of fungi, insect and high temperature and 

moisture conditions.  The results of the present study are 

in line with Bashir et al. (2013) who found a decrease of 

dough development time (5.13- 3.27 min) in the highly 

infested grains as compared to control after six month 

storage.  Similarly, a decrease in dough development 

Table 4 Effect of storage methods on different flour quality parameters of wheat after one year storage 

(Means ± S.D) 

 

Storage method 

Characteristics 

Falling number 

(Sec) 
Water absorption (%) 

Dough development time 

(min) 

Dough stability 

(min) 

Earthen bin 285± 3a 62.54± 0.01a 4.70± 0a 7.47± 0.01a 

Metal bin 283± 0ab 62.52± 0a 4.52± 0.01b 7.35± 0.01b 

Bulk covered 281± 1b 62.15± 0.02b 4.35± 0.01c 7.20± 0.02c 

Room structure 272± 1c 60.75± 0.01c 3.70± 0.01d 6.54± 0.01d 

LSD (0.05) 3.1223 0.0231 0.0163 0.0249 

Note: Mean values ± SD triplicate determinations. Mean values within a column with different superscripts are significantly 

different at P<0.05 
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time of wheat samples was observed by Sanchez-Marinez 

et al. (1997) after 180 days storage at room temperature. 

Dough stability of the stored grains significantly 

decreased after 12 months of storage (F=2952; P≤ 0.000).  

Grain stored in earthen bin had maximum (7.47 min) 

dough stability followed by metal bin (7.35 min), bulk 

covered (7.2 min) and then room store (6.54 min) as 

shown in Table 4.  This could be due to the loss of 

protein and gluten of stored grain resulted from the 

presence of high temperature, moisture, fungi and insects 

in the structures.  Bashir et al. (2013) have observed a 

decrease of dough stability (6.03- 4.30 min) in the highly 

insect damaged grains after six month storage as 

compared to control.  The results of the present study 

are also supported by Sanchez-Marinez et al. (1997) who 

observed a decline in dough stability of stored wheat 

throughout the storage period. 

5 Conclusions 

Quality of wheat grains was adversely affected as a 

result of storage in different types of traditional structures. 

An earthen bin for wheat storage is the most economical 

and appropriate storage type in terms of the protection of 

the quality characteristics and reduction of the quantity 

losses as compared to metal bin, bulk covered and room 

structure. Therefore, it is suggested that wheat grains 

should be stored in earthen bins in order to minimize 

quality losses. The areas with similar storage practices and 

climatic conditions can adopt earthen bin for wheat grain 

storage.  For climate other than the current study area, the 

performance of the earthen bin yet to be evaluated. 

Acknowledgements 

The Authors would like to thank Higher Education 

Commission of Pakistan for financial support under the 

project “Strengthening and Development of Sindh 

Agriculture University Tandojam”.  

 

References 

AACC. 2000. Approved Methods of American Association of 

Cereal Chemists. The American Association of Cereal 

Chemists. Inc., St. Paul, Minnesota, USA. 

Arian, M.A., A. Tasneem and M. Afzal. 2004. Quantitative and 

qualitative losses of khapra beetle infestation in stored 

wheat and cost/benefit ratio of fumigation. Pakistan 

Entomologist, 26 (2): 69- 74. 

Bamaiyi, L.J., I. Onu, C.I. Amatobi and M.C. Dike. 2006. Effect of 

callosobruchusmaculatus infestation on nutritional loss on 

stored cowpea grains. Archives of Phytopathology and 

Plant Protection,39 (2): 119- 127. 

Barna, O., R.M. Burluc and O. Baston. 2009. Studies regarding the 

effect of temperature storing of Flamura 85 wheat on the 

rheological properties of dough. Annals Food Science and 

Technology, 10 (2): 359- 362.  

Bashir, M.H., S.U. Mahmood, M.A. Khan, M. Afzal and K. Zia. 

2013. Estimation of nutritional losses caused by 

Rhizoglyphus Tritici (acari: acaridae) in stored wheat. 

Pakistan Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 50(4): 631- 

635. 

Basunia, M.A.,  A. Takemi and H. Yoshio. 1997. A comparative 

study of the quality of rough rice stored in bamboo, 

wooden and metal bins. Agricultural Mechanization in 

Asia, Africa and Latin America, 28(2):  41- 47. 

Bhattacharya, K. and S. Raha. 2002. Deteriorative changes of 

maize, groundnut and soybean seeds by fungi in storage. 

Mycopathologia, 155(3): 135- 141. 

Danjumma, B.J., Q. Majeed, U. Abubakar and N.D. Ibrahim. 2009. 

Effect of pre-treatment with plant powders on the nutrient 

composition of maize grain Zea Mays infested by weevil 

Sitophilus zeamais Motsch. Nigerian Journal of Basic 

and Applied Science, 17 (2): 211- 217. 

Dubale, B., S. Waktole, A. Solomon, B. Geremew and M.R. Sethu. 

2012. Influence of agro-ecologies, traditional storage 

containers and major insect pest on stored maize in 

selected woredas of Jimma zone. Asian Journal of Plant 

Science, 11 (5): 226- 234. 

Every, D., L. Simmons, J. Al-Hakkak, S. Hawkins and M. Ross. 

2002. Amylase, falling number, polysaccharide, protein 

and ash relationships in wheat mill streams.Euphytica, 

126(1): 135- 142. 

Finney, K.F., W.T. Yamazaki, V.L. Youngs and G.L. Rubenthaler. 

1987. Quality of hard, Soft and Durum wheats: Wheat 

and Wheat Improvement (2nd Ed. E.G. Geyne, Editor), 

Agronomy Monograph No. 13, Medison, W.I., pp. 

667-748.  

Fornal, J., T. Jelinski, J. Sadowska, S. Grundas, J. Nawrot, A. 

Niewiada and W. Błaszczak. 2007. Detection of granary 

weevil Sitophilus granarius (L.) eggs and internal stages 

in wheat grain using soft Xray and image analysis. 

Journal of Stored Products Research, 43(2): 142- 148. 

Gonzalez-Torralba, J., S. Arazuri, C. Jaren and L.M, Arregui,. 2013. 

Influence of temperature and relative humidity during 

storage on wheat bread making quality. Journal of Stored 

Products Research, 55: 134- 144. 

Govender, V., T.A. Aveling and Q. Kritzinger. 2008. The effect of 

traditional storage methods on germination and vigour of 



December, 2015  Traditional storage methods and their effect on quality characteristics of wheat grain in Sindh, Pakistan  Vol. 17, No. 4 353 

maize (Zea mays L.) from northern Kwazulu-Natal and 

southern Mozambique. South African Journal of Botany, 

74(2): 190- 196. 

Government of Pakistan. 2013. Pakistan Economic Survey, 

Finance Division, Economic Advisor’s Wing, Islamabad, 

Pakistan. p. 21-22. 

Hosakoti, S.S., S.S. Dolli, U.S. Hiremath and J.G. Angadi. 2013. 

Methods of storage of grains by farmers and losses during 

storage. International Journal of Agricultural and 

Statistical Sciences, 9 (1): 235- 239.  

Ilelejia, K.E., D.E. Maier and C.P. Woloshukb. 2007. Evaluation of 

different temperature management strategies for 

suppression of Sitophilus zeamais (Motschulsky) in 

stored maize. Journal of Stored Products Research, 43 

(4): 480- 488. 

Jood, S. 1990. Studies on nutritional quality of wheat, maize and 

sorghum as affected by infestation of Trogoderma 

granarium and Rhizopertha dominica. PhD thesis, 

Haryana Agricultural University, Hisar, India. 

Karaoglu, M.M., M. Aydeniz, G.K. Halis and E.G. Kamil. 2010. A 

comparison of the functional characteristics of wheat 

stored as grain with wheat stored in spike forms. 

International Journal of Food Science and Technology, 

45(1): 38- 47. 

Khaldun, A.B.M. and M.D. Ehsan-ul-Haque. 2009. Seed quality 

deterioration due to temporal variation of biotic and 

abiotic factors in cucumber. Bangladesh Journal of 

Agricultural Research, 34 (3): 457- 463. 

Lamboni, Y. and K. Hell. 2009. Propagation of Mycotoxigenic 

fungi in Maize Stores by Postharvest Insects. 

International Journal of Tropical Insect Science, 29 (1): 

31- 39. 

Mahmood, A., F.M. Anjum, S. Ur-Rehman and A. Ahmed. 2004. 

Physical properties of some Pakistani wheat varieties. 

Pakistan Journal of Food Sciences, 14 (3-4): 1- 9.  

Marathe, S.A., J.P. Machaiah, B.Y.K. Rao, M.O. Pednekar and V.S. 

Rao. 2002. Extension of Shelf life of whole wheat flour 

by gamma radiation. International Journal of Food 

Science and Technology, 37 (2): 163- 168. 

Mersal, I.F., A.A. El-Emam and M. Amal. 2006. Effect of storage 

period, seed moisture content and insecticides treatment 

on wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) seed quality. Annals of 

Agricultural Science, Moshtohor, 44 (1): 111- 124. 

Nadeem, M., F.M. Anjum, R.M. Amir, M.R. Khan, S. Hussain and 

M.S. Javed. 2010. An overview of anti-nutritional factors 

in cereal grains with special reference to wheat-A review. 

Pakistan Journal of Food Sciences, 20(1-4): 54- 61. 

Naoufal, T., E. Ahmed, M. Jamal, S.C. Hanae and O. Malika. 2012. 

Influence of ambient and extreme storage conditions on 

the technological quality of two Moroccan soft wheat 

varieties. Electronic Journal of Environmental, 

Agricultural and Food Chemistry, 11 (5): 497- 511. 

Nasar-Abbas, S.M., K.H.M. Siddique, J.A. Plummer, P.F. White, D. 

Harris, K. Dods and M.D. Antuono. 2009. Faba bean 

(Viciafaba L.) seeds darken rapidly and phenolic content 

falls when stored at higher temperature, moisture and 

light intensity. Food Science and Technology, 42(10): 

1703- 1711. 

Nasir, M., M. Butt, F.M. Anjum, K. Sharif and R. Minhas. 2003. 

Effect of moisture on shelf life of wheat flour. 

International Journal of Agriculture and Biology, 5 (4): 

458- 459. 

Rehman, A., K. Sultana, N. Minhas, M. Gulfraz, G.K. Raja and Z. 

Anwar. 2011. Study of most prevalent wheat seed-borne 

mycoflora and its effect on seed nutritional value. African 

Journal of Microbiology Research, 5 (25): 4328- 4337. 

Sanchez-Marinez, R.I., M.O. Cortez-Rocha, F. Ortega-Dorame, M. 

Morales-Valdes and M.I. Silveira. 1997. End-use quality 

of flour from Rhyzopertha dominica infested wheat. 

Cereal Chemistry, 74(4): 481- 483. 

Simon, S.J. 1987. More wheat with superior baking quality is 

needed. Cereal Foods World, 32:  323- 326. 

Sisman, C.B. and A.S. Ergin. 2011. The effect of different storage 

buildings on wheat quality. Journal of Applied Sciences, 

11 (14): 2613- 2619. 

Steel, R.G.D and J.H. Torrie. 1980. Principles and Procedure of 

Statistics. McGraw Hill Book Co. Inc: New York, USA. 

p. 663. 

Stephen, O.F. and O. Olajuyigbe. 2006. Studies on stored cereal 

degradation by Alternaria tenuissima. Acta Botanica 

Maxicana,77: 31- 40. 

Vales, M.I., G.V.R. Rao, H. Sudini, S.B. Patil and L.L. Murdock. 

2014. Effective and economic storage of pigeon pea seed 

in triple layer plastic. Journal of stored products research, 

58: 29- 38. 

Vassanacharoen, P., W. Pttanapo, W. Lucke and S. Vearasilp. 2008. 

Control of Sitophilusoryzae(L.) by radio frequency heat 

treatment as alternative phytosanitary processing in 

milled rice. Journal of Plant Disease and Protection, 

115(1): 45. 

Wambugu, P.W., P.W. Mathenge, E.O. Auma and H.A. Rheenen. 

2009. Efficacy of traditional maize (Zea mays L.) seed 

storage methods in Western Kenya. African Journal of 

Food, Agriculture, Nutrition and Development, 9(4): 

1110- 1128. 

Warchalewski, J.R.E.,  Klockiewicz–Kamnska and D. Madai. 

1984. Changes in amylase activity in wheat and malted 

wheat grain after long storage. Acta Alimentaria Polonica, 

11(4): 372- 384. 

Yamamoto, H., S.T. Worthington, G. Hou and P.K.W. Nug. 1996. 

Rheological properties and baking qualities of selected 

soft wheats in the United States. Cereal Chemistry, 73(2): 

215- 221. 

 

 


