Original Article

(Y a ) v & X a A 1
NIAUDINDLATWILASNITLU LS L%Elllﬂﬂﬂtiﬂﬂﬁlriﬂ
o [ 1
21aam‘sanﬂmﬂLﬂﬁammzmamaqu

a ay o ¢y Ay €3 o a a_ag
BADIT NI, BUNWI DIINEAT, BIIFFIM HBWNNTWAIAW, VBT amnaa

Received: 24 October 2014 Accepted: 7 January 2015
UNAnga

UNI: mﬂa\juﬁmﬂﬁamm:m&@ag’uﬁLﬂu*‘s’a@;mwmﬁaa’mq@mﬁﬂiiumiwﬁmvhﬁ%%aﬁﬁa\jw?j'd
ﬁmiﬁnmwm'}miaﬁ’@mﬂLﬂJﬁaﬂu,a:m5@a\juﬁmiaaﬁﬂi:ﬂauﬁﬁﬂszawﬁmwhmi@iaﬁwuawa‘éas:
sunsndudageldnanonia é’a&mmﬁ%’ﬁﬁﬁaﬁi’mqﬂi:aoﬁl,ﬁ‘aﬁnmﬁdmmmmsmaamiaﬁ'ﬂmﬂ
wWianuaziwdnejuuaidiadyinazay 3 wila Ietun sih$u pH 3 ethanol Waz acetone lunsdadu
m&%laaai:ﬁ’s i) 2,2-Diphenly-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH), Lipid peroxidation, Ferric ion Reducing Power
Assay (FRAP) LLa:mimaaqu"Bfﬁu5’0mna‘%zyLauimaol,%auuﬂﬁﬁﬁriﬂm 4 1@ fa Staphylococ-
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Antioxidant and Antibacterial Activities of Grape Seed and Peel Extracts

Chontira Khawee', Chantana Aromdee’, Orawan Monthakantirat’, Watcharee Khunkitti*

Abstract

Introduction: Grape pomace, which is a waste material in grapes, is a rich source of phenolic
compounds, and has been reported to contain natural antioxidants and antimicrobial agents. The
objectives of this research is to provide a quantitative analysis of the total phenolic contents from red
grape peel and seed extracted using 3 different solvents: water at pH 3, ethanol and acetone. The
extracts were tested for antioxidant activities and anti-bacterial action against Staphylococcus aureus,
Staphylococcus epidermidis, Bacillus subtilis, and Escherichia coli Methods: A quantitative analysis of
the total phenolic contents from grape seed and peel extracts with water at pH 3, ethanol and acetone
were conducted. Their antioxidant activities, including free radical scavenging capacity using Diphenly-
1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH), Lipid peroxidation, Ferric ion Reducing Power Assay (FRAP) and antimicro-
bial activity were tested by using the broth dilution method and agar diffusion assay. Results: Seed
and peel extracted with water at pH 3 gave the highest percent yield (%w/w,dry weight) of 10.032
0.104 and 8.873 £ 0.144, respectively. The ethanolic extracts of grape seeds and peels contained the
highest of total phenolic compounds of 34.20 + 0.001 and 32.16 £ 0.00 milligram gallic acid equivalents/
gram dry weight sample, respectively. The ethanolic extract from grape seed showed the highest
antioxidant activity. In addition, the IC50 correlated with the total phenolic compounds. The effectiveness
of antibacterial activity in descending order was B. subtilis, E. coli, S. aureusand, S. epidermidis.
Conclusion: Grape seed and peel extracts appeared to have the potential antioxidant action and

antibacterial activity against some bacterial pathogens.

Keywords: grape seed and peel, total phenolic compounds, free Radicals Scavenging capacity,
antibacterial activity
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a 1 =\ L =

2L l3nvinaalianinla 13aNzSy Isaunnn
(Malovana et al., 2001; Kim et al., 2009) 37413
a A a o & X A A L.
fuszantanlunsfudadeuuafisy (Katalinic
etal., 2010) uaﬂmﬂmﬁ'uﬂi:mua\jul,l,uuNamﬂ
wirdefimsudsgtiunfadmaiouglaun T
sk woy 1udn SalunTzuaumInaaeIna1Iay
widanndslsznavlddafanuaziudainaaig
ﬁmminﬁnvlﬂLLﬂsgﬂmdqmm%miﬂ@T@m 9%
mﬂ“ﬁagamﬁﬁﬁ'ﬂwudﬂumﬁamm:mﬁmmag’u
ﬁmi@iaﬁmmgga’éaa:ﬁmmnmmm@é’mﬂu
UrzlomiidyAasanguiluedn (Guerrero etal.,
2009) nIzuIUMIEAANNALWABAIINANTU 3L
UNTRINAGDUTZRNTANINNITIINeN 1iipsan
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WaNLTUA (Shoko et al., 1999; Jayaprakasha et al.,
2002; Vattem et al., 2004) 1uITHIIAN KA
PBIAYNRLALAITRANIT I 9N UG DLV WENT
Usznauuadnfanaled n1sUSouiauaIny
mmmlumﬂﬂumiﬁmmgga’ém:ﬁm 3 3%
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Diphenly-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) nMInagaunns
ﬁuﬂtdmil,ﬁﬂ lipid peroxidation inhibition LLlaza1y
sanInlunTaidineiinuesssdueuyadas:
#2837 Ferric ion Reducing Power Assay (FRAP)
ez ansnwlunsiiuideuuaiizunelse 4
aRalaun Staphylococcus aureus, Staphylococcus

epidermidis, Bacillus subtilis, Escherichia coli
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A5ANRBNIIIVY
1.1 adasfiouazasiadl
Lﬂ%mﬁa: Endecott, Rotary evaporator
(EYELA): Tokyo Rikakikai, JapanMicroplate
reader: BioradMicroplate Reader, pH meter: Corning
lon Analyzer 250 Analytical Instrument Recycle,
Inc. USA, UV spectrophotometer: Shimadzu.
#1351 Butylated hydroxytoluene
(BHT), Sodium lauryl sulphate (SLS) (L3#ntan
AT9LANATUM), propylene glycol, Vitamin E acetate,
Citric acid (U3HNT136 mﬁw’fmu), Ethanol, Folin-
Ciocalteu phenol reagent (Merk Germany), Tryptic
soy agar, Tryptic soy broth, (Becton, USA, Vitamin
E, Glutathione, Thiobarbituric acid (TBA) (Sigma-
Aldrich Germany), 2-diphenyl-1-1-picrylhydrazil
(DPPH), Trolox (Fluka, Germany), 2,2 azobis
(2-aminopropane) dihydrochloride (ABAP)
(Aldrich, Germany)
1.2 NMILAIBNA2DENI
WNNauLay (uoniURanUaziuae)
amuuﬁﬂuﬁauﬁ 55 °C {luraan 24 Falug 148
anuTudszanm 8-10 % ualiazidon sausm
ATTUNTIVUA 60 mesh LALGIBENIARIINITTEN
Vlfﬁqm%{]ﬁ 20 °C ealdiieAidenuaz
WAABd
1.3 msAnw1dsz&@nSanaesisns
aiassluadauazlfanadualsfriazaie
3 7%A
1.3.1 FanamInnuaauaznInain
ihagnefirnunsuanaiialagd
fatnd 1 N3N dadarinazans 3mL lEevinazane
3 giia lefur Hhusy pH LYINNU 3 GI8&1I8ZAY
NIATAIN 81I8zANY ethanol R1IRZANY acetone
(Rafaela et al., 2010) Imﬂaﬁ@ﬁqmﬂgﬁﬁm W
e 1 §endt anniiwiluilumdssi 1,200 rpm
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Wuaan 15 w1 LaiNINIadaienIzaIenIas
Whatman No. 4 \AURIIALa181N509ba bvinns
dnmaaly
1.3.2 310729 %yield Aldanmyana
Warnlantaarnnisnsaslysane
@rinazaNLaandIIAIBIFY N LA
a & . AV o o o
AaTA %yield Nldanmsana lagyinmnaaas

fadsar 3 61 dhdfldlddwimaugas

% wiw Yield = Wit inadtzinaaIrinazaigaan x 100

PNABNAI 1AW

14 mengiBanasnsiwaaniomun
(Total phenolic content)
aamIRNaa§ulinngs 50 pL Liw
wndn 0.95 ml wawliidTudantes vortex
mixture mnﬁug@msa:myﬁﬁammﬁ'sﬂ%mm
1 mi l&aslunaaanaass 1&n 10% Folin Ciocal-
teauphenol reagent YS11a3 5 ml waliidin
Fufianiiway 7.5% sodium carbonate 153103
4 mi wawlsidnin nsiesen blank lEsnauun
fregsuasduasafitudsaiuautunon
GandSwAeuRRSondwnm 2 Falus 30 widt
ﬁﬂﬂ%’@@hms@@ﬂﬁmm@hmﬂ'%aa spectropho-
tometer ﬁ‘m’mmmé"u 760 nm WgUNY blank
(fnneaas 3 ) LLﬁ”m’lﬁ’lLa,éf;l) wendldan
MwarndSunaasiuadn lasfisunanuniu
VAIRNINERIVNIAT3I% gallic acid (Kim and Lee,
2002)
1.5 NM3AINAMANTANIWUNA
ddse
Tasasaiafinunnagauadsulay
FIENIeaEnAITMEY N HaENdILASed
FUAIMALAITIWI 1 g IBZAEAIBAITN
aransfinameylduntiigsy pH LYY 3 a2y
F1INTANUNIATHIN F1INTANY ethanol RITAZANY
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acetone 150105 100 ml a=ldmnududuEudu
# 1% wiv avhnmsieedall sunsanmn
WeasiFudnsiufsazvinnisiieansdrsdrin
azanplifianududugarinedu 1 mgml

1.5.1 MInageugmaNdan1Idn
mggaﬁai: 2,2-Diphenly-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH
Radical Scavenging Capacity Assay)

e sanaUsunas 50 pl adlu
microliter plate 96 g 1383 WANNTNTUVBIANT
afadudvinazansils lagss 2-fold dilution
fine 50 pL L@NE1I8zaNy DPPH @ uLiud 20
ppm (L@ﬁ&lﬂ@l&l“ﬁ"& 2,2-Diphenly-1-picrylhydrazyl
0.0020 g azanlu methanol YSudSanasliasy
100 ml) 130103 50 pL 841 NARY NRNNBLULARS
wauduia 5 wifl wnldiAuludide 25 wift
"Lﬂifﬂmﬂ'ls@@ﬂﬁuuawhmﬂ'%aa Microplate
reader ANNENIAAK 517 nm WeuAUAINI9e
NAULRIVI blank WATFIINIATZIH BHT, Vitamin
E acetate Uz Trolox® HKaf L fwI asmnan
wesiduanmsau rﬁaa%aﬁaﬁ: DPPH (%Antioxidation
Index, %Al) IRNIRNALIZFNTNIATIIUAIRUNT
i [1] YintM 31161 50% inhibition concentration
(c.) AU TIANULTUT UV BIRITA BB AN TLAT
ﬁmmmﬁﬁm%aﬁm: DPPHe l@¥asas 50

%Al, % Inhibition = Abs

control

—(Abs _ —Abs )X 100

sample blank

Abs

control

(1]

Abs

control

fig FNIANABURIVBINADAAILAN
=3 1 A s =1

Abs @8 A1NITAANABLFIVAIRIIRNA RI8

sample u

§1INATZIN

Abs Aa FNIQANAUEIVDI blank

an|

1.5.2 MINazauUMITusIaarlas

pandiaturassnsananilfanuaziudaain

1aeAT Ferric Thiocyanate Colorimetric (FTC)
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\i3 5% w/v linoleic acid 1w 80%
ethanol 50 uL Lawmiaﬁmﬂﬁam,l,azl,uﬁm\juﬁ
AN NTY 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 pL/mL L@w
81382818 ABAP (2,2 azobis (2-aminopropane)
dihydrochloride) 0.07 M 10 pL ¢al3 Wil §ATen
10 w1#i L@iN 20% acetic acid 150 pL W&alwitn
fu aelldiAadfA3en 5 Wit s incubate
ﬁqmv&ga‘] 70 °C Wi 1 52 lug udrhasataan
MTIATZRIABLEN 75% ethanol L1 microplate
96 wau 13u1a7 160 pL LAusIEnanagay
130103 20 pL, 30% ammonium thiocyanate
138793 10 pL wez 10 mM ferrous chloride
U30193 10 pL adlu microplate 96 wan Wawlw
SRl" LL@"M’]M"J@mmi@@nﬁuumﬁmmsm
Adw 500 nm eELA3as microplate reader 3L AEL
AUNIIQANAULRITDY blank LATAITNIATZIW
BHT, Vitamin E acetate a2 Trolox® uafilean
Auranndanlafidudnisiufsvasansaia
(%Antioxidation Index, %Al) TaIRIIANALAZRIT
WAIZIN NENMsT [1] ¥na ldundw s
fiafiiudnstiudieasansaiia (Y%Antioxidation
Index, %Al) LZRITNIATIIU LazHIFAIANNTNTY
yo9drd1sfisunsaduiinisiialadaad
panGLaduiisasas 50 (c.)

1.5.3 MINAFBLANVFINIDIUMT
Tedinainuasmnsduauyadaszd83 Ferric
ion Reducing Power Assay (FRAP)

L@ phosphate buffer pH 6.6
53103 250 pL asluraaanaaad NNEWANINT
snafanuaziudneiuliunas 250 b uaIany
@28 1% wiv potassiumhexacyanoferrate 1381613
250 pL wanfuluudazngn ily incubate @
g i 50 °C Luian 20 Wi 1@ 10% trichlo-
roacetic acid UIu1a3 250 uL ﬁqmmgﬁﬁao NEW
Auluudazngy Foraly 10 Wt s lilwdpedi
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800 rpm 10 w1H TwlasnlaySuas 30 pL
Wnaw 160 L waz 0.1% ferric chloride 10 L
a4lu microliter plate 96 nauKaNAUlULdAzRN
é]zaﬁaiiﬁqm%gﬁﬁauﬂunm 10 w1 1l Taen
mi@@ﬂﬁuumﬁ 593 nm eELA3ad microplate
reader @NwWIhA1 FRAP value W AgUNUR1Y
VAT iwnafildundruamnien Reducing
power TaIRIIANG (%Antioxidation Index, %Al)
WRZENINIATIIN URTHIANANUTNT UV ITI8EN
AsansniatineBnleniesas 50 (ic,)
1.6 UszAnsnmlnmsandauuadise
yagasanaanlfanuazintnagu
1.6.1 mswmﬂ'ﬁﬁ’ug‘enmﬁ@mau
Fauuaitzalayd® Agar Diffusion Assay
1emsiapITe Tryptic soy agar
U33195 20 ml wnadlu plate Jaaua1TUde
nnwideuuaiiBoudsssiafiiadoa iy
200 pL IdmuummﬁmlﬁdLLan‘i'lmimﬁm%aW
ﬂizﬁ]’lslﬁl”sﬁ'mﬁ’]mmiﬁ’m sterile spreader 1312
%qulﬁﬁmmmﬁumﬂuﬁﬂma 6 mm WaIET
aﬁ'@mmﬂﬁanl,l,azmﬁﬂaguﬁaﬁ@@‘f’mﬁaﬁm:mﬁ
s 3 afia laur s pH 3, ethanol Lae acetone
lasld 0.25% selenium sulfide uaz 0.2% ketoco-
nazole LiluiauguLIN TFdiarasudazaia
ﬁlﬁaﬁmﬂuﬁamuqmu woaadlungu Uanas
WAz 45 plL mnﬁvfm_imwl:l,%ai@ﬁqm%gﬁﬁi’ﬁ
Tunn3 incubate 37°C, 24 F7lusudreuualasa
mumLéfmhugmﬁnmwamonauﬁ"l,&iﬁL%a%u
(inhibition zone) WINWLI1E inhibition zone LA
%uLL&@N’j’Iﬁ’liﬁdﬂﬁi’l’éﬁf}ﬂ%@iaﬂ’ligﬂgdL%ﬂ
(Torrungruang et al., 2007) “fly'\‘i 4 1%@fa E. coli DMST
6722, S. epidermidis DMST 12853, B. subtilis
DMST 15896,S. aureus DMST 2658 Wauny

0.25% selenium sulfide e 0.2% ketoconazole
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16.2 mimmmﬁmﬁmmﬁﬁqﬂﬁl’ﬁ
Fuffsuazainounafii3s (Minimum Inhibitory
Concentration, MIC L8z Minimum Bactericidal
Concentration, MBC)

?JLﬂ@lmsaﬁ'@ﬁnnLﬂﬁaﬂua:mﬁ@a\ju
TaslSanududududn 1 mg/mL luemsiaes
%8 Tryptic soy broth 50 pL u&I13897980ANY
[ TuaIfiazAsIuUY 2-fold serial dilution L@
FouuafiZoiadon1sud 4 ofia Usunm 50 L
(ﬁﬂ‘%mm%a 10° CFU/ml) 8911 microtiter 96-well
plate Lﬂuﬂ'ﬂﬁmamﬁuaLL&T’JLgﬂo@ialugTauLgml,%aﬁ
37°C uaan 24 $aluslasls 0.25% selenium
sulfide uaz 0.2% ketoconazole Lﬂumjumquﬁ
wAMInaUIUDI (positive control) 8M1HAIINNNT
w‘%zyl,aﬂmau%a wing1IENaNIUNanuaz
Luﬁﬂa\jummmﬁuﬁamim‘%@Lauimvlﬁﬁa:uam
naaude iflazneusasdeldiFunanududuas
msaﬁ'@mmﬂﬁanLLazLuﬁma\juﬁaﬂﬁqﬂﬁmmm
Fuiimaesydvlaveatouuafiiedad MIC
(Torrungruang et al., 2007) w1@1 MBC lagvinnns
LW']:L%EH]’]H%@IN MIC tHuduly 890 Tryptic soy
agar LLﬁaﬁﬂvlﬂLiTﬂgTaULémL%aﬁ 37°C, 24 $7lug
2161 MIC mnmmvﬁwﬁuﬁaﬁﬁqwaamiaﬁ’@

nnuldenuazdasiuitluflalafiuasisoiaay
(Torrungruang et al., 2007; Microbial population
count, 2010)

1.7 MsIarEineaia

MHUHBNININANDILDLEN (Completely
Random Design; CRD) aTARaLIATIEHAINN
w3971 (ANOVA) uazidisuiisuainunanens
szninganaaad lasds Tukey's test lawld
Iﬂitmmaﬁaﬁﬂﬁagﬂ SPSS version 17 fi3zéiu

o o

#ofAwy 0.05

NanN133g

nsAnsdSuImreIr1 s nafN uas
drzdntawmaidusnsduweyyadarzdluis
DPPH, Lipid peroxidation inhibition, FRAP 310
LﬂﬁaﬂLL@:L&I&@aéuﬁaﬁ@ﬁwﬁaﬁmmm 3 7%k
Ietun 40 U5 pH 3 ethanol kaz acetone lagaia
ﬁqmmﬁﬁaa Wuan 1 fandknuinsiievesn
MazansaInadaci %yield laamsanaldanuaz
Luﬁﬂa\juﬁwﬁw 14 yield gaﬁqmﬂu 10.032 +
0.104 WAz 8.873 + 0.144 %w/w ANNRIGL NIRNA
\WAAB{UGE acetone % yield gaﬁqmﬁwﬁ’u
7.514 + 0.706 %wiw (M8=L8AGIA5197 1)

@137 1 Yield (% wiw) Pildnnifanuaziniaaiudiodiszasriiadngg

part solvents dielectric yield (%w/w) = SD
constant (units) (€)

waan water pH 3 78.5 10.032 + 0.104°
ethanol 243 7.483 + 0.041
acetone 20.7 6.782 £ 0.006

LU water pH 3 78.5 8.873 £ 0.144°
ethanol 243 7.388 + 0.056
acetone 20.7 7.514 £ 0.706

€ = uansfval dielectric constant

*: p<0.05: Tukey HSD among solvent

a: p<0.05: Student T test; compound between peel and seed
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nnmsiensslBnmasinednnanae
wm"]msaﬁmﬂﬁaﬂua:wﬁm\ju@hﬂé]’aﬁmmm
dazfiaiusins lFUSIN nneRnTnuaLAnENS
fu lagfisuiunWanasgn nsaunaia Nans
siaufanuaziudnaiusie ethanol ThUSunm
Wuafﬁﬂgaﬁq@ lagiyiniy 34.165 + 1.037uaz

34.195 + 0.903 NAANTUANYRVBINIAUNARAGD
Aae1alky 1 Ny %agan’hmsaﬁ@ﬁwﬁﬂ pH 3
waz acetone lagansUsznauluadnisnuann
WaaTiaRAT ethanol uaz acetone lainanensin

o o a

2N REIATYNIFDA (31282LBUAGIANTINTN 2)

N 2 PRanaiuednninuasesssanafanuaziudnaiudiudrinazassiiad1 g

Part Solvents Total phenolic compounds (GAE/g DW) ) + SD
wWaan water pH 3 19.517 + 0.913°
ethanol 32.165 + 1.037™*
acetone 24.377 + 0.891™
Waa water pH 3 23.539 + 0.925®
ethanol 34.195 + 0.903"
acetone 32.216 + 0.881"°

GAE/g DW= gallic acid equivalents/gram dry weight

*: p <0.05; Tukey HSD among the solvents

a, b, ¢c: p<0.05: Student T test ;compound between peel and seed

-

RUNELAG ANBINUANEINURANILDIAFIB NI NLANA1IN WD ENIN TR A UN1IFD A

u

MR UENTANITHOUYADRIE
lae3% DPPH wui1 msanaifandls acetone
lﬁﬂs:fﬁﬂ%mwlumwiaﬁma%aﬁaizgaﬁqﬂ
FIUFITRNANNUAAGE ethanol THUT=ENTA N
Iun'ﬁ@iaﬁmawa‘ﬁm:qoﬁq@ 3¥mstiuiatle
WaseanTiaduwnuin anaidfanuaziuaadig

@

ethanol TWdszdnBnwlunmsdueandiagugs
ﬁqﬂLLazlumﬁﬂﬁﬂJi:ﬁﬂ%mWLmﬂ@hammﬂﬁan
a819T%s&IATY (p<0.05) FIWNITILATIZHRAI
usnlunsIfadinesSnvesdru3% FRAP
WudEITEnaaNNaauazidfanalg ethanol
ﬁﬂiz%ﬂ%mwﬁﬁqﬂ (U8B UAGIATIT 3)

madSouifisudszaninnlunmsiueandiatusasansana 2JuANUTNTH 1 mg/ml

LPI (%Inhibition) FRAP (%Reducing power)

GI’I‘S’I\‘J‘ﬁI 3
#2835 DPPH, LPI a2 FRAP
DPPH (%Al)
1wian  waterpH 3 64.746 + 1.031°
Ethanol ~ 91.705 + 1.002®
acetone  92.396 + 0.921™°
LUA® water pH 3 65.437 + 1.106 ™
Ethanol ~ 94.847 + 1.213™
acetone  90.322 + 1.091™

40.559 £0.302
91.264 +1.662
42.747 £0.753™
38.838 £0.323™
98.531 +0.575
88.350 +0.048™

36.046 + 0.323"
54.511 + 0.169*
53.001 + 0.222™°
35.524 + 0.214*
55.517 + 0.433™
54.904 + 0.370™
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2. LNETANEATAENY n'ﬁﬁmaaﬂ%m“ﬁmm:msﬁuﬁdLfﬁaLmﬂﬁL‘%ﬂﬁaiﬁﬂmaamiaﬁﬂmnLﬂﬁamm:mﬁ@ag"u

U7 11 agun 1 w.a. - §.0. 2558 T6EI NI UasAmE

@139 3 mudpuifisudssEninwlunsdusandiatuvesamiainejufianududu 1mg/mi
#2839 DPPH, LPI uaz FRAP (6ia)

DPPH LPI FRAP

(%Al) (%Inhibition) (%Reducing power)
VitaminE acetate  Ethanol 96.543 + 0.903" 90.886 + 0.006 -
BHT Ethanol 98.617 + 0.955 90.143 £ 0.030" 31.338 + 1.304
Trolox® Ethanol 97.780 + 0.892" 90.679 + 0.004 -
Glutathione Water - 90.572 + 0.002" 33.279 + 3.9217
Vitamin C Water - - 30.128 + 2.014"

*: p < 0.05; Tukey HSD one way ANOVA

a, b, c: p <£0.05: Student T test ;compound between peel and seed

'
]

AranumanInlumItineuyadaszi
Jawar 50 (IC_) wuingisanasnnidfen
@28 ethanol ﬁﬂi:fﬁﬂ‘ﬁmwhmiﬁma%a%ai:
@283 DPPH aﬁqmmmiaﬁmuﬁﬂ @728 acetone
wENNIANIA awa%mﬂﬁﬁﬁqﬂ lumsiezd
anwmansalumsiuiimafinadaweaandiadu
wazmsmeanumEnsalumsiusfiasss 50

(ic,) WUIENIENANNINAALazIURana 8 ethanol
Us=@nTnn ﬁﬁqmm:miaﬁﬂmmuﬁ@ﬁw
ethanol IWUszanTanuandrsannifenatned
WAL (p<0.05) UAZMIVIAIANURINITD L
My inesInd83s FRAP asanaanniuaa
uazitdfanday ethanol lﬁﬂizﬁﬂ‘ﬁmwﬁﬁqﬂ
(U8 BUAGINTIT 4)

A1519N 4 mMadTouisudszansnwlunmdueandiadui ICSO@Tw"}%’ DPPH, LPI, L&z FRAP

Part Solvent IC50 +=SD
DPPH (mg/ml) LPI (mg/ml) FRAP (mg/ml)
1aan water pH 3 1.004 £ 0.041™ 1603 +0.031*  1.803 + 0.048™
Ethanol 0.510 £ 0.101™  0.657 + 0.073®  0.858 + 0.003™
acetone 0.600 + 0.085™  1.297 + 0.054™  1.046 + 0.003™
LURG water pH 3 0.792 + 0.056*  1.335 + 0.012*°  1.459 + 0.006
Ethanol 0.973 £ 0.013®  0.516 £ 0.056®  0.832 + 0.032"*"
acetone 0.934 £ 0.001™  0.559 + 0.006™  0.899 + 0.006™
Vitamin acetate Ethanol 0.518 £ 0.103°  0.550 + 0.006 ND
BHT Ethanol 0.507 £ 0.1017  0.555 £ 0.030°  1.593 + 0.014"
Trolox® Ethanol 0.511 £0.052°  0.551 + 0.004 -
Glutathione Water - 0.552 + 0.002"  1.502 + 0.021"
Vitamin C Water - - 1.659 + 0.014™
ND: Not Done

*: p < 0.05; Tukey HSD one way ANOVA

a, b, c: p < 0.05: Student T test ;compound between peel and seed
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mim@hmiﬁ'uSanwsLa%rymaaL%a
wuafiisalasd Agar diffusion technique WuTN
RIIRNANNLNEAGIE ethanol TAUT=RNTA N
ﬁ‘ﬁq@L‘%mﬁ‘hﬁumnmnvlﬂﬁaﬁﬁaﬁ B. Subtilis,
E. coli, S.aureus W< S. epidermidis JUWIALF
H1guNA19Ba4 inhibition zone WAL 20.65 +
0.22,19.61 £0.02, 18.64 £ 0.20 LAz 17.96 £ 0.12

FaRLUAT NEIAL (NUAZLDLAAINIINN 5)
uaﬂmﬂﬁmim@hmmﬁuﬁu@‘hq@ﬁiﬁﬁué”mua:
fTanuafizs (MIC, MBC) 284813810310
\wWaanuaziwdaaiwnuinmsanawandae ethanol
o o & -1 3 L. oad
IWnalun1sdutuszaini®e S. epidermidis ffiga

lasfien MIC winfiu 0.25 mg/ml Was MBC L¥inAy

0.5 mg/ml (NLALLDUAAIANINN 6)

@519R 5 mnaseudszantanlumsiuiadeuuafiievessnsaia 3% wiw nuldanua:
winaulas3t Agar Diffusion Assay
part solvents Inhibition zone (mm) = SD
E. coli S. epidermidis B. Subtilis S. aureus
Peel water pH 3 17.88 + 0.05 18.01 £ 0.35 17.24 + 0.02 18.12 £ 0.12
ethanol* 18.51 £ 0.01 18.59 + 0.01 18.96 + 0.22 19.46 + 0.23
acetone 14.60 £ 0.00 16.26 + 0.14 18.19 + 0.06 16.68 + 0.06
Seed water pH 3 17.75 £ 0.01 16.14 £ 0.00 17.75 £ 0.37 17.86 £ 0.13
ethanol* 19.61 £ 0.02 17.96 £ 0.12 20.65 + 0.22 18.64 £ 0.20
acetone 15.60 + 0.01 16.68 + 0.01 16.55 + 0.01 16.48 + 0.08
ketoconazole 0.2% 18.03 £ 0.02 17.06 £ 0.20 20.36 + 0.12 19.06 £ 0.02
Selenium sulfide 0.25% 19.04 £ 0.02 19.44 + 0.1 21.02 £ 0.14 22.16 £ 0.21
*: p< 0.05; Tukey HSD one way ANOVA
@15197 6 UFAIF1 MIC Waz MBC °1Jaamiaﬁ’ﬂmmﬂﬁanLLa:Luﬁﬂa\ju
@1 MIC uaz MBC (mg/ml)
part solvents E. coli S. epidermidis  B. subtilis S. aureus
MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC MIC MBC
Peel water pH 3 1 1 0.5 1 0.75 1 0.5 1
ethanol* 0.5 1 0.25 05 025 1 0.25 0.75
acetone 0.5 1 0.25 1 0.5 0.75 0.5 1
Seed water pH 3 0.75 1 0.5 1 0.5 0.5 0.5 1
ethanol* 0.352 0.75 0.25 05 025 0.75 0.25 0.75
acetone 0.352 0.75 0.25 1 0.5 0.75 0.25 1
ketoconazole 0.2%* 0.5 0.5 0.25 05 025 0.5 0.25 0.5
Selenium sulfide 0.25%* 0.325 0.5 0.25 0.325 0.125 0.125 0.25 0.5

MIC = Minimum Inhibitory Concentrations, MBC = Minimum Bactericidal Concentrations

*: p <0.05; Tukey HSD one way ANOVA
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v o=t
2. WNRTANTAIDRN

# 11 aifufl 1 w.a. - .0, 2558

[=2

n'ﬁﬁmaaﬂ%m“ﬁmm:msﬁuﬁdLfﬁaLmﬂﬁL‘%UﬁaiﬁﬂﬂuaamiaﬁﬂmnLﬂﬁamm:mﬁ@ag"u

T8531 N3 UazamE

andssuazasduanisidy
mMIansUszEninwaasdiimsanass
luLuﬁﬂLLa:Lﬂﬁaﬂa\juﬁmﬁuﬁwazmﬂ 3 1%a Ao
sy pH 3, ethanol LAz acetone 3LATIEH % yield
Aldnmsaia NansANINLINTRAVEIEITN
NEANURINAGDAT % yield Auandnsimagned
BUF1AYNIIREA (p<0.05) n1sanailfanuas
mﬁmaémﬁ’mﬁwﬂ%’u pH 3 IH % yield ganins
§Naa28 ethanol Laz acetone &InN1IanaLlfen
a\juﬁmﬁwﬂ%fu pH 3 I# % yield gandunia de
Winu 10.032 + 0.104 lwiudaiviniy 8.873 =+
0.144 AWEGU FIF0AARBIALIIWITH Y
Passos et al. (2009) Lﬁaammﬂumﬁaﬂa\juﬁmiﬁ
({3 hydrophilic 15w tinana Tusau wazansilsznay
ﬂuaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ%mmgondwmiﬁL‘fluﬂa;u hydrophobic
A¥nsldiiuas ethanol afa3sld % yield

=

g\‘mdﬁmmﬁ'@é’a ¢ acetone z%mlumﬁ@&juﬁu

2 S

'
=

umimﬂuﬂg;u hydrophobic LT% oil @149 lu
ﬂ’%mmﬁgj@ﬂiwmﬁaﬂ%aﬁﬂﬁmmﬁ@ﬁasJ acetone
16 %yield genitlwden (Poudle et al., 2008)
a =l a
MINaFaUNIUINI a1 IUIZNauWHaan
ﬁmmmﬂmiaﬁmﬂﬁamm:mﬁméuwmﬂ ethanol
. de A e
masaanaa Il aNuedngiiign 89890
fia acetone uazi1UU pH 3 (p<0.05) Wan13
NAsaIN ladAINNREAARAINY Yilmaz and Toledo
(2006) N sanasIUsznauiuadnuazdnu
Qmauﬁ'amsﬁwumggaﬁm:mmﬂﬁamm:
=3 ] g: a a a Y as o =
wina{uiThaFuaILazLTL) lagltrnazasda
ethanol, methanol, acetone Laz1#1 WLINNANTAENG
a\ju@'ﬁ 8eYNazaNY ethanol I¥Sanmanstsznay
WuaaﬂLm:qmauﬁamnﬂumiﬁmmwa’éai:

ANFAREAANBINLNWIILYDI Zhao and Hall (2008)

=

AW ethanol HUseanTawlunsanassysznay
P 4 A A a
Wuadnvinueangninagengatlatnguny

mMslgiih Bnnesnuideuad Bao et al. (2005) fiwy
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hmsstasiuednanilfenuazindnaiusas
ethanol Wﬂ‘%mmmigaﬁq@ iiesanTlasaiie
yavan3diznay Auwadantdu benzene ring ﬁﬁwj
"Lamaﬂs‘ﬁaasi’mﬁawﬁmglﬂmaqaﬁaﬁqmauﬁa
i datunslEerinazana it laun ethanol
mdanusunsalumsazauasdsznaviuedn
IfaudnaanMInasasnsldingsy pH 3 &9
Hudvinazansfifdualiusunmasiluedn
Hauninmsaniagny acetone tuenatdlulyldinrnls
\analnunsagnats nIvinliduednluduny
ldsGuudniansanaznew wiaaIWuadnLI9
wfiaeaduiuaglugtduuy condense ¥inlwla
a:m&l‘fb’l (Huang et al., 2005; Stalikas, 2007) %
acetone {udvinazansfifidrdnseninlwinng
azanoaINUeAN 1A WA LazanMINaaaINLIN
sstszneuiluedniswuefiarialdann ethanol Tn
waadidSunugeniilaan iiosmnanlwaiadia
selimsszauasdsznoufiuedn i winanniie
M3UENUWNUT (Vine et al., 1981)
ANnNaNTIaTERUT=EnTanluas
Duansdnueyyadaszdsis DPPH waad AR
NRIFANNNAAGE ethanol HUszdnTawlu
mm‘flumiéﬁuawaﬁaszgaﬁq@mnn’hlumi
aiaannidan wazunnninin pH 3 L acetone
uEeU anana e ndseansawlumaduans
duanyadasziianuudsiuaiulTinawedans
Usznaufinedndisanandosiuiuisoues
Poudle et al. (2008) wunsvdsznauiuadnias
ﬂifz%w%mwmﬂﬂumiﬁma%aﬁmﬂmﬂﬁaﬂ
LLa:Luﬁwaaa\juﬁmwmmn@hﬁuﬁuagjr“fumsJ
ﬁuﬁjl,m:ﬂi:?m%mwmnﬂumsﬁma%aﬁai:ﬁyfu
srnsiumuSinmansysznaufiuedn iesann
na"l,ﬂmsmaaurm%mmLﬂumiﬁ']uawaaai:
#1835 DPPH dassanaannifanuaziudnain

£ s v a

AlgnoduantduaanBiaTuininNgIN1T0
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Tumslilalasiauun DPPH liaswiiln DPPHH
ﬁnnaaﬁﬂi:nauvL@TLLﬁmina;quaﬁnﬁmmaa%”’m
\u benzene ring faanfiau 2 axaawaglu
luana Fshlanumusalunmstsdianason
rmsuadlaa sanaldanuiduauunnuse
fewasnudiaalasiun@ifigs (electronegativity)
ﬁ'}lﬁ”tﬂmwué’aﬁagvlﬂaq@]ﬁmwmﬂumﬂmﬂ
wazaannngasen Wldheniluiueandoaiu
ﬁ'uNamiﬁﬂmqw’ﬁfmﬂﬁﬂﬂg‘jﬁ‘%mfﬁﬂmﬂa%
pandLatulas3T Ferric Thiocyanate Colorimetric
(FTC) WUINRIIENAINNLNAAG 18 ethanol WU
Qﬂ‘ﬁfluﬂ’]ig‘ugdﬂﬂiLﬁ@]ﬁﬂ@LUEI%EIE]T]‘%L@‘I?%QG
ﬁq@ Tasfidwvinfiu 98.531 + 0.575% uazluildan
WU 91.264 + 1.662% @INUR1QL WUIND
Uszaninnlnalfesnussuiasgn Viamin E
acetate, BHT, Trolox®wa2 Glutathione waziaa
waneaiuatelidioddymesiad p value >
0.05 §IUeN |C501un'13<§'ﬁuaaﬂs‘ﬁl,®°fuﬁa 83D FTC
°uaammﬁ'@mmﬂﬁanLLa:m%a\ju WUIRITRNA
AMNLUAAAIE ethanol e ICSO@‘ﬁﬁq@ fla LNy
0.516 + 0.056 Wazilfantviniy 0.657 + 0.073
usaU uazlanauanaiwagng il nodny
maahia 7 p>0.05 aiSouifsuiummnagu
nmnasaulszinininaasasaiaajuluns
futmafalfAseadanefeandiatudieis
FTC {wsEAl5aU3nms lipid hydroperoxide 1w
i:EIZL%ISJﬁWIIEIGﬂﬁﬁ%EJ’I lipid peroxidation 1nN13
# lipid hydroperoxide tAnaandladinassalosan
(Fe*y \Hunasinlean (Fe*) AsansnaTiaay
USumaes Fe* aanmsvndjisendusenluilon
Islolosiua (NH SCN) iiaiduasdsznay
Fe(SCN), ﬁﬁﬁumiﬂsgﬂﬂﬁuuaaﬁmmmméu
500nm nneaasazldnsaludulaidud linoleic
acid (Juinases lipid hydroperoxide é’dﬁumi
é'ﬁuaan%m%’uﬁﬁﬂi:ﬁﬂ‘ﬁmwgﬁommmEJ’U5‘0
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USunms lipid hydroperoxide luszpzi3udunas
U§7381 lipid peroxidation léu1n sunInasraia
ldndSurmansdszney Fe (SCN)s‘ﬁ'aﬂm
wonniMIdnsanlumsdnesndiatulas
3% FRAP Assay NUINENITRAANNIUAAGIE etha-
nol ﬁqwﬁﬂumﬁé‘n%agaﬁq@ laaflanvinny
55517 + 0.833 uazlwdfanivindy 54.511 +
1.169 Mua1aU A1 IC_d2835 FRAP Assay 289
mmﬁ'@mmﬂﬁanLLa:Lmﬁxﬂa\ju WUIRITRNAIN
LWAAAE ethanol Aen ICso@‘i'lﬁq@] \WinAiu 0.832 +
0.032 guluitfan winiu 0.858 + 0.003 aw
srdustiidunisaaausuisalunisdin
paNBLATUIINNASILAAIINNT3aS Tapld
fsUsznauiBetousasnaninesa Fe* iu TPTZ
(ferric tripyridyltriazine) aann1IaNa&Ilsznay
n&iwﬂuaﬁﬂﬁy‘mwﬁﬁqmauﬁﬁLtﬂumiéfm
sandiatulaslassanonlu benzene ring ez
wylaavsanda Asursalitlalasianezaouiy
auyadaizld GoazvinliAeduansiszney
\Fetouvaananiweda Fe? fiu TPTZ AllEGw
mmin%@ﬁwmsg}mﬁuumﬁmwum’m'&‘u
593 nm Laznansansdszaninmwmaiduans
fusandiaduri 3 5% Ao mMaiineuyadas:
DPPH msfiufamsiAnatiawafaandiaduuas
maifluans3andanuin ethanol Wudavinazany
AlsszansnmlumssiesnsUsznouiinedng
ﬁq@%@msﬂs:ﬂaummﬁﬁqmawﬁahmi@iaﬁm
aan%m%’u‘lﬁga I@mmiaﬁwaamg@a\juﬁ'sﬂé’a
ﬁ'm:mﬁé’anm'ﬂﬁﬂ‘%mmmiﬂi:ﬂauﬂuaﬁnga
ﬁf;m Forislidszansawlumsneasouris 3 5%
gamﬂﬂﬁ’ammﬁ’u FamoandasfuNanIIANE
2849 Paudle et al. (2008) Awulugwddonuas
Luﬁﬂa\juwumsﬂi:ﬂauﬁluafﬁnvxmwﬁ@ lag
Uizﬁw’ﬁmwmﬂﬂumiﬁma%aﬁmﬂmﬂﬁaﬂ
LLa:LﬂJﬁﬂa\juﬁﬂ’s’lmw}ﬂ@i’ldﬁuaaﬂvl,ﬂLL§1LL@i’ﬁﬁ@]
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T8531 N3 UazamE

wananiFinuindszansawmsduasdin
aan%m%’uludmmmLuﬁmzﬁgamnn'jﬂumu
Lﬂﬁaniﬂﬁ%uag‘ﬁ'uawﬁuﬁ LaTHaNINH
UszantnwmaduansduoanBiatuazud Inn
auUsunmansUsznauiuadinionue lauds
FOAARAINUINUIALVEY Xu et al. (2010) #5a
UrzantnrwnmnduaisdaruwsanGiatua 189
DPPH, ABTS az FRAP UazWUINUIz&NTNIN
mydluansdueandiaduiidaunnazulsiuana
Usinnasansiuadniionua (Kim et al., 2002)

mié’nﬁmﬂum&'anLLazLuﬁﬂa\juﬁﬂizﬂau
"l,ﬂéhsmsn@luﬂuaﬁn%mn%mwﬁ@‘ﬁﬁﬁmm
'jwﬁﬂif;%w%mwhmi@iaﬁwm%aqfﬁuﬂ%ﬁma 9
ANLTHA (Shoko et al., 1999; Jayaprakasha et al.,
2003; Vattem et al., 2004) NNANTINARBINLN
3% w/w VaIRITENAIINLNAAGIE ethanol
Wﬂi:%w%mwiumiﬁug\iL%aqa%winﬁlﬁmﬁu
0.2% ketoconazole L8 0.25% selenium sulfide
(p>0.05) FamenARDITUNUITH8Y Lee et al.
(2004) uaz Rupasinghe and Clegg (2007) 'lé@
Uszansmwlumsiudade 5 e ldun Bacillus
cereus, Samonella infantis, Campylobacter coli,
E coli. uaz S aureus. Wuina1stsznauWuadn
fuszansawlunsfudisgefiniinisnasey
FInsnranue BnTeWiTees Jayaprakasha et al.
(2003) Al@vinsnasougnivesasanta (crude
extracts) mnmg@aguum (Vitis vinifera) §an13
Ej'ué'al,%aaqa%wmaau 6 wiia laun B. cereus,
B.coagulans, B.subtilis, S.aureus, E. coli \Lag
Ps. aeruginosa Lﬁaﬁﬂa’liaﬁﬂﬁnmﬂﬁammz
waaendazao 3 siiaiuluvinnismen
m’mLﬁuﬁuﬁwq@ﬁwﬁ’uEjy'\imiw’%@lﬁuim (MIC)
LLa:mmmLﬁwﬁm‘iwq@ﬁl’Es&hL%‘aqﬁuﬂ%ﬁ (MBC)
INNINARBINUIINAVBIRTRNALUAADIUAIE
ethanol 1Wdszansanwlunisiufsuazainige
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qfﬁuﬂ%ﬂﬁqaﬂ'juﬂﬁammuﬂuﬁ’aﬁm:mﬂﬁﬁ
UseanEawannninin pH 3 ez acetone
lagastannséinsuavassfiadi
seanafildaiiacie % yield UsunasnsUsznaviinadin
FIRUA suddn1sdnuanyadarzeauis DPPH,
lipid peroxidation, FRAP uazlseansnwlunns
gﬂéﬂ%mmﬂﬁﬁ&l‘ﬂadLﬂﬁaﬂLLa:L&lﬁ@la\quU’j’l
§1IRNANNLNAAD{UA8 ethanol AUTum
miﬂiznauﬂuafﬁnmﬂﬁqﬂﬁqmauﬁahmiﬁm
a%a§aima:ﬂizféw%mwlumiﬁugaL%aLmﬂﬁL%ﬂ
gomf'lmiaﬁ'@ﬁnﬂLﬂﬁaﬂa\jmmn@mﬁuadﬁl&iﬁ

o o o

wuFAyY (p >0.05)

naansIsnlszne

mu”“s%’mﬁ"l,ﬁ%fmuﬂi:mmaﬁum&umn
nuimaﬂﬁﬁwmﬁﬂ%ﬂLLa:dﬂuiﬁULﬁaqmaﬂﬁniiw
(W18.) TINNU UIENIaea sy sunoToindgen
PWAIAUATINTIIN u,a:"qudaLa’%umiﬁﬁwmﬁwuf
LazNIANENEaT: UMAaINeIay Yni1Ineas
Yauunn Uiszdntl 2556
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