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FIG. 5
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CHANGES IN DIAMETER OF HAMBURGER PATTIES
BEFORE AND AFTER COOKING
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FIG. 8
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FIG. 9

EVALUATION OF HARDNESS
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FIG. 10

EVALUATION OF SPRINGINESS
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FIG. 11

EVALUATION OF COHESIVENESS
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FIG. 12

EVALUATION OF CHEWINESS
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FIG. 15
CHANGES IN DIAMETER OF HAMBURGER PATTIES
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