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VNI 719340 (Thunbergia laurifolia Lindl ; 296 Acanthaceae) ﬂaﬂﬁtyfu (Clitoria ternatea Lindl ; NPTLeguminosae)
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Inhibition, Ferric Reducing Power, Anwanilunisdweonladinlsdiualag3s Tyrosinase inhibition activity waz@nsngnale
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The comparative study in bioactivities of Rang jeud, Butterfly pea and red grape peel
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Introduction: Rang Jeud (Thunbergia laurifolia Lindl ; Family Acanthaceae ), Butterfly pea (Clitoria ternatea Lindl ;
Family Leguminosae ), and Red grape peel ( Vitis vinifera Lindl ; Family Vitaceae) are becoming a popular herbs for food
supplement and cosmetic ingredients. Phenolic compounds are major components found in these herb extracts which
possess an effective antioxidant activity and may help to delay cell-aging due to free radical species. However, It is lack of the
comparison data among these herbs. The aim of this study was to compare the biological activity of crude extracts among
leave of Rang Jeud, butterfly pea flowers and red grapes peel. Methods: Chemical analysis of the extracts were determined
for total phenolic compounds by Folin-Ciocalteu assay and total anthocyanin by pH-differential method. Bioactivities of the
extracts were examined for antioxidant activity with  free radical scavenging (DPPH), lipid peroxidation Inhibition, ferric
reducing power, tyrosinase inhibition activity and antimicrobial activity against Staphylococcus aureus DMST 2658,
Staphylococcus epidermidis DMST 12853, Bacillus subtilis DMST 15896 and Pityrosporum ovale ATCC 64061. Results: The
amount of phenolic compounds found in the extracts were as followings; butterfly-pea flowers > Rang Jeud > red grapes peel
and the amount of anthocyanin found in butterfly-pea flowers > red grapes peel > Rang Jeud. The free radical scavenging
activities of 3 extracts were ranked in the following order: red grapes peel > butterfly-pea flowers > Rang Jeud whereas
inhibition of lipid peroxidation activity was as follows, Rang Jeud > butterfly-pea flowers > red grapes peel. In addition, the
reducing power of butterfly-pea flowers exhibited more efficacy than Rang Jeud and red grapes peel. Furthermore, Rang Jeud
leaf extract showed the highest antimicrobial activity. However, all herbal extracts processes low tyrosinase inhibitory activity.
Conclusions: In comparison among three herbs, all extracts possessed good antioxidant activity which Rang Jeud extract

appears to be the most potential herbs for further studies in terms of product development.

Keywords: Thumbergia laurifolia L; Clitoria ternatea L; Vitis vinifera L; Total phenolic compound; Anthocyanin;

Antioxidant activity; Anti-tyrosinase; Anti-microbial activity
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A5ALIANN139Y
11 s13af

grtadfldlunsdnuSaadt 2,2-azobis-(2-
methylpropionamidine)-dihydrochloride  (ABAP) (Aldrich,
Germany), 2,2-diphenyl-I-1-picrylhydrazil (DPPH) (Fluka,
Germany), Ethanol (Merck, Germany), Potassium chloride
(KCl) (U3sEnienasauaiamd, ‘nw),
(MERCK, Geramany),
Ammonium thiocyanate
(Aldrich,
(Aldrich, Germany), Trichloroacetic acid (Aldrich, Germany)

Folin Ciocalteu
Gallic acid
(Aldrich,

Germany),

(Aldrich, Germany),

Germany), Ferrous

chloride Potassium ferricyanide

e Ferric chloride (Aldrich, Germany)
1.2 3Emsanaarsanluseia aandwdn uazildan

BdnUAY

o &

lunsiaaa aandyduaa tivanauayulng
AMSLARTANRAS WA1AINBIasvauLin las'ldTualny
DUATIZHAN 39.03.373 Aiiad LludroRgeiiananyal
%oaguvlwﬁoﬂmuﬁulum\iLaaummml, W.¢. 2556 &%
wWaanajuuasuiildiuanuamiamziainuism Jaiaa
wsuliiueisnia %aLﬂuu%ﬁmamvhﬁmna\ju ﬁt\‘iagjﬁ
SImTauasTEN Tatuneumsanavzlilusiasa aen
O TURG uazllfanajuuaduis 200 g ¢a 95% ethanol
600 g AnLdlusaan 1:3 sau (wiw) wanisliluifiaas
woe 2 FUaw ﬁauﬁwmwmaqu’ﬁf@mﬂ
1.3 nsvdsumansuanlslaenindnonaalasis
pH-differential method
gasIanaanluigda aandytu uazifanaiu

uasfiaglu 95% ethanol 10 pi ldadlu 96 well plate lag
uiai 2 ngu fia pH 1 uaz pH 4.5 mjw?'i 1 16n 0.025 M
KCl pH 1 133103 150 I mjw‘r‘i 2 1@3 0.4 M sodium
acetate pH 4.5 US81@35 150 pl wanlidnulasld pipette
cafaly 15 wft vinnanae 3 60 udth ldiadnganauuas
7520 nm uwsz 700 nm  anuwhendlaludwimmn
Usinmansuanlslomindivue NG

A = (A520 — A700)pH 1 - (A520 — A700)pH 4.5

1167 A 18 wIIAN Total anthocyanin pigment (mg/L)

TA = (A x MW x DF x 1000) / € x 1

fwIonAisuniy cyanidin -3,5-diglucoside 715 MW = 611

€ @8 Molar absorptivity Sifvinniu 26,900 M'CM”

DF @@ dilution factor (15)



2. LNRTNEATIAY
U0 12 atiufn 1 w.a. - 0.0, 2559

a a £ a o a o o a '
ﬂ’]SLﬂSFJLIL‘YIﬂl]ﬂ?’!ﬁYI’N‘Ii’Jﬂ’]W‘lIE]Gﬁ']iﬁﬂ@]ﬁ&lunLWﬂUTNﬁm ABNDIY T LLaiLﬂﬂaﬂa\!uLL@N

239UIA INFIUTN UAZADAE

1.4  nvwdSamansiuadn laa3s Folin-Ciocalteu
assay

gamIanaluieie @ané’mﬁuuauﬂﬁaﬂa\jmmaﬁ
at/lu 95% ethanol 20 pi laaslu 96 well plate &GN 10%
Folin Ciocalteu phenol reagent 50 pl nan RN G
7.5% sodium carbonate 40 pl mﬂﬁ?w?iqulﬂﬁﬁ@ﬂﬁﬁ%mlu
#fla 2 $2lug 30 Wit vivevaa 3 40 LAIAFNIQANTULES
7760 nm ﬁwmﬁvl,ﬁu%ﬁamﬁ'unswxlmmgwwuaa Gallic
acid
1.5 DPPH (Free radical scavenging) methods

gasIanaanlusida aandyu uazifanaiu
WA ﬁa:mﬂag’lu 95% ethanol 100 pl l&adlu 96 well
plate dau%quﬁmﬁaiﬁ’lﬁ ethanol 50 pl lunnwnaw NNT
\Ba39an NNt uYedr1Tanalusiia lauds 2-fold
dilution fiaz 50 ul lugruvessnsuiasgruazly Glutathione
(GSH) 10 mg/ml 100 pl u§LANR1IazaY DPPH (2,2-
diphenyl-1-1-picrylhydrazil) 1 TuT% 0.0004 M U301617 50 pl
adlunnwnga mﬂﬁu%qwﬁlﬁﬂu blank a7 N5 aa LA T4
915 5w udnfuluide 25 wift vinonae 3 91 ud
ﬁwvlﬂi'@mg@ﬂﬁuumﬁmmmmﬁu 490 nm ﬁn@i’]g]@nﬁu
W&t LU It %Al (%Inhibition) 3INFNNNT

%Al = AbSconror — (AbSgampie — AbSyan) X 100

ADS ontrol

1.6 Lipid Peroxidation Inhibition Assay Method

L@384 Linoleic acid 50 pl /ml 14 80% ethanol wan
9aa3lu eppendrorf tube 50 pl UATIATLAEINIATIIU GSH
10 mg/ml 14 Deionize water lagasanaainlueia aan
dryfu 1WRanaiuuad waz GSH 50 pi avldlu Linoleic acid
Aasenly dluiide aniwdn 007 M 2,2-azobis-(2-
methylpropionamidine)-dihydrochloride (ABAP) 10 pl "?TGVH
10 w7t 59ld 20% acetic acid 150 pl nanlwidiwudfAsly
5 w71 %197g Incubator 7 70 °C 1 Flug Fafiudragnemn
Aevzdt lasiaun 75% ethanol gaan 160 pl laasly 96
well plate lag13ana 20 pl wazluaIuwes blank 3zl DI
water 20 pl ﬁnﬂﬁ?ulﬁi 15 % ammonium thiocyanate 10 pl
& 10 mM Ferrous chloride 10 pl o multiple pipette AEHIC
AUl 3 Wl inanua 5 61 udniluSaen

@ﬂﬂﬁuumﬁ 500 nm
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1.7 Ferric Reducing Power Assay method

L@%meimmgﬁu GSH 3 mg/ml ,2.5 mg/ml, 2
mg/ml, 1.5 mg/ml , 1 mg/ml ,lL8z 0.5 mg/ml 1w DI water
uigasIanaanluida aandydu 1Wianaiuuad uaz
GSH #esowlinn 250 pl wawsy 1%  potassium
ferricyanide 250 pl @3uwa4 blank 3gla Phosphate buffer
pH 6.8 250 pl NEUNL 1% potassium ferricyanide 250 pl
nanlfidiuuas incubate 750 °C 20 wafi 3sla 10%
Trichloroacetic acid fiazatlusin 250 Lﬁaﬁq@ﬂg’jﬁ’%m
7915 10 w# 9N Centrifuge 71 800 rpm 10 Widl uda
pipette supernatant 81 30 pl lalu 96 well plate l& DI water
160 ul uazld 0.1% Ferric chioride finzanelusia 10 pl Waw
T Aslsn gaunDived 10 w1l vmanua 3 61 il
i'ﬂmg]ﬂﬂﬁuumﬁ 700 nm
1.8 Assay for tyrosinase inhibition activity

& phosphate buffer pH 6.8 U331@3 120 pl adlw
96 well plate LLﬁ’Jg(ﬂ L-tyrosine 1.25 g/ml “?‘iwﬁwlu DI
water 40 pl Talu 96 well plate aa 500 U/ml mushroom
tyrosinase "?im%mﬂu deionize water 40 pl a9l 96 well
plate zmr?umuﬁlﬁﬂu blank 9 nsiwlaansaiaanly
31990 ANt L/Aanaduuad uaz GSH 1 mg/ml 40 pi
a4l lasld DI water 40 ul 1w negative control ﬁnﬂﬁ?ul‘ﬁ
auto pipette WaulHiETULAD incubate i 25 °C 15 wdl
lufifle vinvianue 3 40 dauiadganauuailwiagi plate
60  Awf udtaf 475 nm  shenfildundiwmen
%Inhibition INFUNT

%Al = Abscontrol - (Abssample - Absblank) x 100

ADS onirol

1.9 mi‘nmaaaﬁqu§maamsaﬁ'm‘lunwﬁufanwm‘%mu
ulauosida S. aureus DMST 2658, S. epidermidis
DMST 12853, B. subtilis DMST 15896 L.az P. ovale
ATCC 64061

ﬁﬁl,%a S. aureus DMST 2658, S. epidermidis
DMST 12853 uax B. subtiis DMST 15896 &J'WL?TENI%
Tryptic soy broth &7 Incubate 37 °c w24 T,
niweIoudelitla 0Dy, = 0.1 pipette Bann 300 i
spread 1M plate auuks ULNATRRULY agar plate 1d
FIFNALUTNIN AaNaW T LLmLﬂﬁaﬂag:uLLmﬁaglu 95%
ethanol a1y 50 I danqa 9054 Incubate 37 °C 1w
1IA1 24 TU. UEIQHA §2ULT8 P. ovale ATCC 64061 1aan 14
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ﬁlzﬁw‘f?am centrifuge ‘ﬁ 3000 rpm 5 WAl (ﬁmLLalﬂ“ﬁv'u)
mﬂﬁ?u g}ﬂd'sumaa oil “?T\‘i WAILAN Normal saline a9l
vortex 1wl centrifuge 7 3000 rpm 5 Wil uFFea19
L‘%aﬁjﬂ Normal saline Lﬁﬂ‘lﬂﬁ ODgyy = 0.1 pipette L%a
U511 200 pl uaz Olive oil 200 pl spread 1WA plate 4
Tkusts ﬁnﬂﬁ?wmmqamu agar W82 pipette ®19&NA 50 pl
adludangu Yvanae 3 0 ﬁai’?ﬁgmwgﬁﬁaa 3 %
Faiuiiiu plate WA

HanN1SAN®1IAY
1311 % Yield 20I81IENAT9IA

MM INAREILRan % Yield 2a9s38nalagns
TNULANEIUVAY 95% ethanol BaN@EEY Rotaevaporator
wazsnun i ltustef 60 avemaiFaawuin asanaain
wWasnaduuadll % Yield g{lﬁq@ T098INNABRITFNANN
aandmdusa wazarsanaanlusiiiasa daiviany
3.08%

7.48+0.04, 0.02 UaT 2.27+0.12  @WAAU lasyin

NIRUA 3 B1 (AIANT1N 1)

mMIvdSanmasinadalasis Folin-Ciocalteu assay
AMNHANINAREIMIMUSUURITAREEN Nans
aﬁ'@ﬁazmsagiu 95% ethanol WUTENIFNAINNABNA YT
ﬁﬂ%mmmiﬂua'ﬁngaﬁq@ JadadaNfaRIENALUTIIA
LaraIRnallfanaiuuas F9R AL 137.0544.83,
83.34+6.06 Uz 32.16x0.01 NARNTUFNYAVBINIAUNARA
fofatnauks 1 N3N MuEEy (anefi 1)

[
£~

nsmdsarmansuanlsloariwdniunalaeis  pH-
differential method
NnEamInasaImMImdSunaasuanlslooniug
ﬁv’\‘l‘ml@ las3s pH-differential method WUIRIIRNAN
aanaTwl13u1m anthocyanin ga'ﬁ'q@ﬁa 8841.3+72.3
mg/L 3eI8danAamIananiiana{uund 4984.2¢119.6
mg/L LAZE1IRNANNTLIIIIN 1431.0£89.1 mg/L ANE1AL

(@719% 1)

M13191 1 Ut Total anthocyanin Wae Total phenolic compound (n=3)

1/341a anthocyanin

1USumwans Phenolic tisuny

#138nA
(mg/L * SD) gallic acid (GAE/g DW # SD)
§13RNALUININ 1431.089.1 83.34+6.06
RIRNANDND YT 8841.3£72.3 137.05+4.83
sIanalfanaiuued 4984.2+119.6 32.16+0.01

GAE/g DW = §afn3uauyauainiaunasn 6aniateuis 1 niu

Lipid Peroxidation Inhibition Assay

AN INanss WadnenUszansnwlunisdnu
a%gaﬁmﬂ@]ﬁ% Lipid Peroxidation Inhibition Assay W31
gIanaluTNsafianud Nt 297.9428.7 pg/ml s1anIn
ﬂ'uﬂy'aa%a’émzﬁ 50 % Vlﬁ?lﬁq@ JadMdUNABRIIRNAADN
327.3197.6
941.5+89.9 pg/ml auEGU Femsananssusiia s1asa

DT pg/mi uazasanallfenaiuuas

ﬂ'uﬂ'm%aﬁm:ﬁ 50 % l@@nd18NIu1a331% Glutathione
(GSH) 4699.8+646.4 ug/ml A7 ldugang (a131971 2)
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DPPH (Free radical scavenging)

PnNEaMINanss WadnenUszansnwlunisdnu
mﬁaﬁmﬂﬂﬁ% DPPH (Free radical scavenging) W31
ﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁ’@“ﬂﬁaﬂaéuu@m aﬁwﬁingugdag;&aﬁaizﬁ 50 % VL@Ta
fige 10.9£2.0
72.0+£3.9

ug/m 3898INNABENIRNAAANA Y TY

pg/ml UWaERNIIENALUI193a 281.623.5  pg/ml
ANEIAY TIRITRNANIRINT A mmmﬁuﬂ'\m%a’ém:ﬁ
50 % le@Ni1&131a337% Glutathione (GSH) 443.8+36.9

ug/ml (13797 2)
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A13191 2 61 ICyy VAIRNIRNAINNIINARALADAT Lipid peroxidation (n=5) uaz 33 DPPH (n=3)

Lipid peroxidation (ug/ml)

DPPH (pg/ml)

#198N0

(IC,,%SD) (IC,,%SD)
GSH 4699.8+646.4 443.8+36.9
fIENaluTIEa 297.9+28.7 281.63.5
RIRNAADNDYTH 327.3+97.6 72.043.9
sIanalfanaiuues 941.5+89.9 10.9+2.0

Ferric Reducing Power Assay

IINHANIINAREY Wadns1UszanTnanlunis
Reduce Ferric (Fe3+) 1ae3% Ferric Reducing Power Assay
va38138nalusnida aendydu uazidfanajuuas
WIsuiisuny Glutathione (GSH) %ﬂﬁﬂumsmmgm

wud1 asanailfanauuaiananin Reduce Fe” lgdanin
GSH 1.72 i analussiasunsn Reduce Fe' l@@anin
GSH Uszanm 1.20 ¥ sauananensnt Reduce Fe''
léasnin GSH Uszanm 0.69 v (a7l 3)

{ ' v 9 o A 3 = @ v @
Gl"li']\‘lﬁ 3 ﬂ']ﬂ'l']ﬁJL‘UﬁJ‘IluTadﬁ']ﬁaﬂ(ﬂﬁa’]ﬁJ'ﬁﬂ Reduce Fe ' vLm@]ULﬂE]Uﬂ‘Uﬂ'ﬂNL‘U&J‘U%‘U?JG GSH (n=3)

#198NA

Conc.

(mg/ml)

equivalent to GSH
(mg/mi£SD)

FIFNALUTIIN

o

RIIRNAADND YT

miaﬁ’mﬂﬁaﬂa\juum

1.20+0.06

0.69+0.02

1.72+0.09

Assay for tyrosinase inhibition activity

INHaNIINanas iedneUszantaiwlunis
ﬂ’uﬂg\‘imu"[sﬁﬁtyrosinase lag3% Assay for tyrosinase
inhibition activity vasssENaNANUTNTWTIRAE 0.2
mg/ml Wuitasanasg i GSH fudaianlod tyrosinase 'l
95.72+2.00% MEIBVBIENTANANLIN FI1TRNAINLUTIIIA
27.80+2.41%
FDIRINIADFIIRNAADNOYTU 22.04+2.42% UATRIIANG
Lﬂﬁana\juum 21.48+3.69 %aN&1AU

o & & . oa A
funTagustan ey tyrosinase Vl(ﬂ@ﬂq@

mswmaaamqw%filaomsaﬁ'ﬂslumiﬁuE?omil,a%zy
wivlazasda
INNHANIINARBININEVaIEN ANl T UL
ﬂ’]iL’iﬁtyL(?l‘]_II@l“UadL‘%?FJLL‘]JﬂﬁL%EILLatL%aﬂW‘U’jWa’]iﬁﬁ'@ﬁ]’m
lueda mminﬁugaﬂWSLa%vaﬁuImmaaL%a S. aureus
DMST 2658, S. epidermidis DMST 12853, B. subtilis DMST
15896 WAz P. ovale ATCC 64061 Vlﬁaﬁqﬂ 098NN DENT
snanufanaduued LazaIRNAINABNAYTUAUIIAY
onifwde S. aureus DMST 2658 ManIariaaansmdu
mmmﬂ"uﬂv'avlﬁaﬂ'hmmﬁ'@mﬂLﬂﬁaﬂa\juum (@197 4)

a15191 4 walunsgugemaasdulaveadeuuafiFoussTouaIgIana

Inhibition zone (MmM+SD)

R1IENA S. aureus S. epidermidis B. subtilis P. ovale
1% Chlorhexidine 25.810.4 18.8+0.4 17.8+0.4 -
0.25% selsun - - - 17.6+£0.5
fIEnaluTsaa 17.0+1.6 12.8+0.4 13.8+1.6 11.8+0.4
R1IENAADND YT 13.810.4 8.8+0.4 8.8+0.8 -
msaﬁ'mﬂﬁaﬂa\jmmd 11.41£0.5 9.8+0.4 10.4+1.1 9.8+0.4
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andsrgnaniInanans

1939 (Thumbergia laurifolia Lindl.) \JuNwlu296
Acanthaceae anyanasiiadasdisznaunanaglu  ngw
Wuadn (phenolics) nguualafiu 1w afidu (lutein) (Chan
et al, 2012) URZHIWURIY

delphinidin,  apigenin,

glucopyranoside 8¢ chlorogenic acid INMIANEN
a o ' ' a £ o

NeWITENUIIETUTzneunguiueaniignidineuya

B@yr JULINTTLAA lipid  peroxidation  @WNIIBNLELNG

(Oonsivilai et al, 2007) LazATBNWINRIIANATININ
sunsndusaBauuaiisy Bacillus subtilis Ié (Cheeptham
& Towers, 2002) uasiignslumidusamafindiwinuas
wraaNztTIldlasn1sininldioasaa1ouwuy apoptosis
(Hahnvajanawong et al., 2013)

@aﬂﬁzy%'u (Clitoria ternatea LindI.)LﬂuﬁﬂuN?T
Leguminosae  sNIgNAAanayTwladdlsznaunanfiass
phenolic compounds, phlobatannins, LLaZ tannins (Mathew
et al, 2009) auFIINAandyTuaylungy flavonol
glycosides LT% quercetin uazuaulsloanfiug (anthocyanin)
(Kazuma et al., 2003) NNITANHITBINUIINLINENT
ﬂfe}l%J flavonoids s alkaloids ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁfﬁ’maggaaaiz ETLIEIBG
n3ifia lipid  peroxidation  TzaanIialinludugaduly
waaalian linnaaaidaanalandsdmussdunsdnisuia
lasaaUSunow malondialdehyde (MDA) WA
madmuvl,*‘nﬁsuperoxide dismutase(SOD)

catalase (CAT) (Patil & Patil, 2011)

6
WAL LT

afuuad (Vitis  vinifera  Lindl) \uieluaed
Vitaceae 13 polyphenols  wanfiwuluansaniaaiu ldun
. oA . . ) Vo
caftaric acid @41 tartaric acid ester 284 caffeic acid &%
Nﬂf@]qﬁﬂ’m’ﬂ’mﬂu anthocyanin F%ha malvidin-3-
glucoside. LLaz flavan-3-ol catechin (Rice-Evans et al,
v ‘AE e 1 v
1997) TG HENTNITININVBIRNTENANL I TNGU
auNABRIT JULINAA lipid  peroxidation  Laz dunT
AnLaUN@ (Vitseva et al., 2005)
MNMINAFDINUIN msaﬁ'@]mﬂLﬂﬁaﬂa\juumuﬁa
il % Yield g97g@ 329890nABFIANANNADNDYTUER UL
@ A = & A A '
f13anaanlusdiaaa 1ummnmmuawwnLﬂaanagu
A o Yo v v ' A o o K A
uasfhanldnumsaliudsunten eathananadedl %
Yield gdﬁq@ wazilladnudszantanlumaduasdn

PONTLATH N4 3 Na N WU UsednTawlunnsguss Lipid
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Peroxidation  weassanang 3 Thasmusagusslaanin
813019337% Glutathione (GSH) Boanudeuasil ssara
INUTNIN EIRNAINABNEYTY Uaz F1IENAINLURanN
RPN ANAAL (miwﬁ 2) fudszinTawlunseu
a%gaﬁmﬂ@ﬁ% DPPH (Free radical scavenging) W31
ssanans 3 sieaziiuszaninmdnin GsH lagansania
nnFenaiwuas mmsnﬂ'uﬂv'aa%aﬁmzandﬁmmﬁ'@
aanansuLazluTeiaauiay (7197 2) uasWUINENT
afians 3 i 1Ju reducing agent Auandan lagans
snaInifenaduuadaIuIn  Reduce Tane Fe' iu
Fe” lddnii GsH 172 v lwvaefistaanlumiia
#3130 Reduce lane Fe' finuwiniy GSH Uszaunms 1.20
¥ FIUBNAABNATH 9z1ani1 GSH (@159 3) Tiaftua
lunmsilluansdueandiatunudIuim anthocyanin - uas
phenolic compounds 9@ RIRNAADNAYTUILILIN b
anthocyanins LRz phenolic compounds gdﬁqﬂddwalﬁﬂu
g3ananil reducing power mﬂﬁqﬂ Tuwmefisnsanaly
999 ATIINL phenolic compounds %asnNI1 ®F1IENA
AaNdfYTu uANINNIIEIIENAIURoNa{HUAI UAND
anthocyanins @1 &9nalWiiUszansnwlunssuss lipid
peroxidation vlﬁﬁﬁa;ﬂ lummzﬁmiaﬁ’mLﬁﬁana\jmmamn
WU anthocyanins  #1nW6 phenolic compounds @‘iﬂﬁqﬂ
sanaliindnayyadasz DPPH vlﬁﬁﬁqﬂ wafignslunis
EQJ'UETG lipid peroxidation L8z reducing power ﬁfaﬂﬁqﬂ ﬁg\‘if:
asanans 3 siadussansainlunisgudoduled
tyrosinase @1 (13199 5) usasiEsERaT 3 ThasANTD
aaauiTuvasFAalddesnn iednasanaun
vmsanenUssanimwlumsdudenalsafanis 4 ofia
léun S. aureus DMST 2658, S. epidermidis DMST 12853 ,
B. subtilis DMST 15896 &z P. ovale ATCC 64061 WU
grananlundia musnsusimusiydulaveads s,
aureus DMST 2658, S. epidermidis DMST 12853, B.
subtilis DMST 15896 W8z P. ovale ATCC 64061‘1@%/(:1“7]'%@
seInanfAamIananilianauiad uazaIENAaINALN
SyfuawiGy onituda S. aureus DMST 2658 fians
aﬁ'@@ané’tg%’ummmEJ"Ugaiﬁﬁﬂiﬂaﬁsaﬁ@awnLﬂﬁaﬂa\ju
uad  adelsiaudszaninwaesansana lusdaluvns

gFanalinRianiiazdInd18130193371% chiorhexidine



2. LNRTNEATIAY
U0 12 atiufn 1 w.a. - 0.0, 2559

a a £ a o a o o a '
ﬂ’]SLﬂSFJLIL‘YIm.]ﬂ?’!ﬁYI’N‘Ii’Jﬂ’]W‘lIE]Gﬁ']iﬁﬂ@ﬁ&lquvLWﬂUS’Nﬁm ABNDIY T LLaiLﬂﬂaﬂa\!uLL@N

239UIA INFIUTN UAZADAE

digluconate (1%w/v) LAz selenium sulphide (2.5%w/v)
(@137197 4) Fn1sdnsrasanalusianddnindiale
UszneaunadanuindUsunmasiuwaantosniniinuly
Uszinalnavinga $9a199dunannainanuuandvas
ﬁyu‘ﬁ'ﬂgﬂ 215MILAY WAZAEWUT (Chan et al., 2011)
Rice-Evan et al., (1997) lanumuissmnssy
WAgnuANNFIRRE TR laseasues phenols  Hu
Uadninlunsdusandiatu sslungu polyphenols
Lﬂumiﬁﬁqmauﬁmumiﬁﬁ@awa’éasﬂ@?ﬁﬂ'jﬂ vitamin
C uaz E Wasansansnlilusaan ussdianasanlda nia
\{lw reducing agent 7ia wanandisafidnsmwlumsin
msﬁ%’uﬁ'ﬂamimmww:m@;mﬁmm:mm@ﬂﬁ (metal-
chelating agent) G9fununnlunisdueandiadulas sy
Aulanswinezldisad §Asomaiineyysdestld e
NI NUTN ™ total F

phenolic  compounds

anthocyanin maomsaﬁ'@aguvlmﬁga 3 a%ha Usznaunu
a’mh:naimé’nﬁﬁmwwuluaquiwsﬁLmn@mﬁ'u nu
Uszansnnlumsdusendiatudiananuted lwifiuiiena
RIS 89022891A9831989 phenolic  compounds
LANGEIINY AI9TLAWLAINNYSTN1 ™M total phenolic
compounds 184314303 ¥a8NINAYTULAITNL reducing
power  U9IT1HINILHINATN waNaNRNN AT ETUENaL
wanpThanauiuionaginadanTiiunIeanlszEnsnw
lunsduansdueandiasu e

a’mwami‘nﬂaaaauﬁuvl,ﬁ’hauquvl,wsﬁza 3 il
ﬂs:%w%mwiumsﬁﬁ@awa'ﬁmﬂﬁ?} LATRINNTASUE S
m3ufie lipid peroxidation & @svinezdidnaniwlunisiinan
waldunaaduanldifadlosiuanuiiadndvassnanme
ﬁLﬁ@mnmimﬁmmmmLﬂ%ﬁ@é’hﬂawaﬁmz LWARIVDY
a%a%aiuﬁ@mnmsam%aLLUW?']L%U i wiogasvinly
HALREAD12 polymorphonuclear leukocyte Uae
macrophages i lvinanidausiaisniaurinldiinng
sivayysdarzludiniounn dnalwlusdugniinaiy
Ansdaatsasasneldiiaensoniay uanmnft%’a%g'i
a’mu,mLmﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁmf{aai”’mawa’éaima:ﬂs:ﬁumsa%’m
Lumﬁumﬂ%mﬁaﬂnﬁaﬂ;ﬂﬁﬁagnﬁﬂms iy
ananieliiAamslngd wazifanzSeiamisle Briganti &
Picardo, 2003)
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