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Effect of Single-Factor by Ultrasound-Assisted Extraction on Antioxidant
Properties of Extract from Jiaogulan (Gynostemma pentaphyllum) Leaves

Wyiun du’ wag ARned drnsna’

Pichanan Kamkayan and Kitipong Assatarakul*

UNANED
a o dyd o

ATl TnqustasdieAnynavestiade
deslunisatadeedudansenneaud@nisdiu
auyadaszrasansannanlulelfau lngulsseey
AUNTLYDLOVNUDA (Soray 50-90 (VA) 9RT1dIU
veaudaraveuvan (1:20-1:60 ¢/mL) Lailunsaina
(10-50 W) WaEANHUNYDILBUNG YA (FoEay 30-
70) Mnramsnaaamuin JaduiRevieiinase
nsanmgeltudfy (p<0.05) sLTuTeImw
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diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) wag ferric ion
reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) 111U 405.17
mg gallic acid equivalent (GAE)/100 g dry wt., 2.59
mg quercetin equivalent (QCE)/100 g dry wt,
1881.07 uM trolox/100 g dry wt. Wag 2838.15 uM
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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to investigate the effect
of single-factor by ultrasound-assisted extraction
on the antioxidant properties of the extract from
jiaogulan leaves. Four single-factors namely ethanol
concentration (50-90% (v/v)), liquid to solid ratio
(1:20-1:60 g/mL), extraction time (10-50 min) and
amplitude (30-70%) were varied. It was found that
all single-factors significantly affected antioxidant
properties of the extract (p<0.05). An increasing in
antioxidant properties resulted from an increase
in ethanol concentration, solid to liquid ratio,
extraction time and amplitude. In addition, the
best condition for jiaogulan leaves extraction
were ethanol concentration of 70% v/v, solid to
liquid ratio of 1:50 ¢/mL, extraction time of 20 min
and amplitude of 40%. The extract obtained from
such condition had total phenolic content, total
flavonoid content and antioxidant activity with 2,
2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) and ferric ion
reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) methods of
405.17 mg GAE/100 g dry wt., 2.59 mg QCE/100 g
dry wt,, 1881.07 uM trolox/100 ¢ dry wt, and

2838.15 uM trolox/100 g dry wt., respectively.

Keywords:  jiaogulan,  antioxidant  property,

ultrasound assisted extraction
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Beagvanu (aogulan) Sveminenmans
11 Gynostemma pentaphyllum (Thunb.) Makino
Juigiindrandseinadu waslinsimnzdgnunn
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lassasamand laud enluilu awesea Waliuews
weduwARlsAuasNgUBIRUTENOUBY 1L 5179193
nmexiilu Fnfiu ualusiu Feanswmdrilfassnaa
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nludeagraru Fsiwiludeagraiu wisuan
Beagvanu 1.5 nfu wilningamnil 95 eswniwaibea
U3ums 50 faddns Wunan 8 il uazansaninain
lulgigraunsguanilenguaiu 60 fadndu Tu
Wuea Segar 80 USUnS 2 Tadans uasvinn1g
wendunam 2 92l wuih ansadaanludeagvatu
U sUszneufluedniaunuasnaliuees
fanuagsnintheludeagraiuesiadidedi s
ansvialuesslaeamzg A (rutin) iWuasuszneu
TluednfidhfnyvesluiFergvau [4] Falaemluud
Tusssuv@agnuraliuseau1nnin 4,000 ¥ia
anunsauUseanlalu 2 ngumans Ao weulvleeniiud
(anthocyanins) wazweulnuasuyiug (anthoxanthins)
NNWIILNTHENEITHaIUBEAYEIATANA N
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Welnvaiunieinaila MPLC (medium-pressure
liquid chromatography) wuinnaliuessitadinlé
mﬂL?Jmgiwmu%’maaﬂuﬂfjmmLLauTmLL%uﬁuﬁﬁwm
Usznaunae rutin, 4'-O-methylkaempferol-3-O-
rutinoside, ombuoside, kaempferol-3 - B-D-O-
rutinoside, isorhamnetin-3 - O- B-D-rutinoside,
quercetin- 3 - O - B- D - glucoside, isorhamnetin,
kaempferol &g quercetin [5, 6] %ﬂﬁqwéﬁumiﬁ’lu
ouyadasy wazildutelunstiostu sufmiewsae
N3 ANURATE18NTATY TINDITIBAIUAINYT)
Maudefvemannidon uazanAuidsdwednig
\Anlsanzisa ansiueyyadasuiduansidluana
wfesianinsalibidnasou WisvhaswazanU3ana
suyadasyldlvluviaenioadisaudeniyse
p9AUsENOUTBLTARANTTIN WaznyaUfiZegnle
dauﬁiwaqaﬁﬁwﬁ’m%gﬂﬁﬁma [7, 8]
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NAURIS lUNITARAAALTRAAN ) VBIa1T@RRIN
Tudenguanudsiideuinaies dddaeilunsadadl
A8 uraINaIeIs WU N19AN (decoction) N1g
1in (maceration) twaslalatu (percolation) taz
BoONGLanONUNINLABS (soxhlet extracter) N13an
FeAETinandeuiliidesialumsatnansd iy
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srfuFvhazanedunisviedlunisadaansdy
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Wavewmoundyn Seuay 80 lUdnTnduvesddni
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Usurunstaaavhnaratelauinie 3 win wazan
SEELIalUNITENnaY 2 Wiwesioniswa [11] 1ag
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Aeusingnisaim ity levdesadusaniiend
viordudsinnudgeeanulusan 1éud dhude
fvinaza1edunse ?iﬂwaiﬁl,ﬁwvxlaas?fagﬂa%ﬁq?ﬁumﬂ
fumdvavesfineiifiegneluvesiva Fanesufans
vonazvnednduining MilMAsnisudsunyas
MeFULATiLaEN9NIEAINAINLSING WoneIuia
verefazisansiiogaeluingivlviazarseanun
Tushvazany warluvasiivowiaunnosnaziin
AMNAULAZANS aUUS LN TUUS IMAINEND
fufi i nantagaddgninans vilwansi
Foansarmeonuildieiu TnoUsyansnmeeans
afnguiuiladonaneUsenis 1eun aruivesnay
Fos autBvesiaviiazans wazauduveInauy
Beeiild [12]
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1. Msinsgudegsluldeagvaiu
fogrsluiferguaruuisnnuduliify
$oyar 5 numnagiiou Yssnaiu 91nusem
ey Avlds 7 S1dm dwau 1 Alandy uauaws1y
MEWNTITOUTUIN 50 mesh A LARUTEINUATULAY
wvlugeeglifleueedanfiunnielinnizayainie
flgaungfl -20 ssmueandea newldlunismaaesty
sl

2. msrnentladafeslumsanadlendusansennd
AaaNUANIsAuaYYAdaTEvsaITanAvInTY
\Weanvau

Anwniadedelunmsataderdusans e
AeauUFnIsAueUYadasEYeansainIInluledy
VAU BaNWUUMIVARBILULANaLY el (completely
randomized design; CRD) NMUUATIUIUNITNAAD
3 §rauazNITAael Anwiiladeiidsninade
nsanm 4 Uade laun Anududuveseniuea
gns1dIurederarasnal alunisaia Lay
ANUTUVBILBUNGYA i

2.1 Jadevasanududuvasioniuaaly
nsafindeadusansivnafreauAanIsfusyya
daszvasansannanluleaguaiuy

afaradegvaIu Meiriemannausans
8196 (Fd el 400 Tad aa1ud 24 Alavdsnd
Hw Insuvtnaduruaugnans 22 mm) (Hielscher,
sﬁ'u UP400S, Germany) laguUsseaAuuninlny
WUTUVDURNIUBA 5 SEAU Aa Seuay 50, 60, 70,
80 uaz 90 v/v fi’mumfmﬁﬂmimﬁmfjwmu 2
nsu fafvhavaty 120 Nadans Ensiaruveaunds
Aavanal 1:60 o/ml) Wwian 20 unit finany
\uveaUNdyn Seuay 40 Mntuthansazaned
Iuntumdes (Kubota, $u 6000, Japan) i 4500
rom tJwan 10 il nsesdrulaniunsza1unses
wed 1 warszmslovueangldnnzaqyanied
gl 40 ssewaldoa lulns oanduszive
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aayay1ne (Buchi Rotavapor R-114, Buchi, Switzerland)
warliasigviantinisiTueyyadasevesasana
nluidsaguanu evanudiduvesieniuead
wsnzandmsuldlunseasstusely

2.2 Uad8vaednsdiuveudsiavasiviad
Tun1safadaeaiudansigradaeautinisdiy
aYyadaTEYaNENTANAANTUREIfVATY

afarudgfratunlefvinazaelenIuea
Fmnzaudilgande 2.1 foniowanndusans
%70 LAgLUITEAUVRISNTIEILYB TRV LYA"
5 52U Ao 1:20, 1:30, 1:40, 1:50 way 1:60 o/mL
MvuaUSunsiviazaennieg1ainiu fie 120
fiadans arlumsadadu 20 uft Aenuduves
waunagn Yevar 40 Mntutharsazanedilduniy
WA 4,500 rpm vWJuaan 10 wit nsesdaula
HIUNTEATYNTOUUBS 1 Wagseieleniueanigla
mazquapmﬂﬁqmmﬁ 40 psrnwaldea Tulades
ﬂﬁuiszaquQWﬂWﬁ wazdAszaniAnIsAu
auyadaszvesarsannanluiieInnaiu W v
Snsdiuveudsreveunarfimunzandmsulaly
Tlunsveassdusioly

2.3 Jaswvauranlunisanadeaa u
3an31913AfaNUANIIATUIYYADATE VRIS
afnanlulevaiu

afarudgguatuslefinazaelenIuea
Lardnsduvederovesmanmunzauiilaain
$0 2.1 uaz 2.2 foiA3oanAdusansIgg ng
wUsseRuvadIalun1sana 5 seeu A 10, 20, 30,
40 uag 50 W MUUARMUIWLYBILBNNG]R Saeas
40 antutlumissansazanedilad 4,500 rom Uu
1387 10 w19l nsesdrulanIunIEAEnIRaUDs 1
LLamzmaLamuaamﬂé}’qucgﬁgwmﬁﬁ'qmmﬁ
40 perwaidoa Tuln3oendussivieaane was
AnTeantAnIsiueyyadasEvedansainaniy
Bengvanu emnalunsatnfiusngandmu
Tlunsveasdusioly
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2.4 UYadgvaeninuiduvauaunagalu
nsafadaend usansieaddsaudAnisdiu
ayyAdasEYRsEsannINluRIfvIaY

ananuIgIfuaIuaeiinazaglenIuea
dasdvesudedovennan uagarfangaud
I¢ande 2.1, 2.2 wag 2.3 feinTesmannaudans
9190 LAEUUTIEAUYRIANUTUVDIBUNGYR 5 6V
Ao Yosaz 30, 40, 50, 60 uay 70 INVLTUMToa
ansazanefiled 4,500 rpm et 10 wifl nyes
diular1unszaunIanues 1 kavsemeaniuea
melinnzayanaiigumnd 40 esmiwaidea Tu
m‘%lmﬂé"uizmaquigwmﬂ wazdAszandfng
fuesyyadaszvesansatmanluideaguan e
AsdveILoNNAg ATz Ay

3. N153LAT1LRENUANITATUIYYADHTTVDIAS
afinanluldeagvay

3.1 M5As1esvsuaEnsUsEnauiuaan
Wanun

Aips1USunnansUsEneuiuedniiaun
(total phenolic content) vesesaninNludeI vy
1n83% Folin-Ciocalteu colorimetry [13] @313n5
UM T§1UVDAT82aY gallic acid (Sigma Aldrich,
USA) Tnadiunansarane callic acid (ANMLYUUY
0-500 me/L) U3uns 100 lalasans thndud3anms
7 daaans tarans Folin-Ciocateau reagent U3uns
500 lulasans Tuvindsudsuns 10 Jadans wen
Ty wazswnl3idunan 5wt anduidy
sodium carbonate (Daejung, Korea) 5mﬁaﬂ%mﬂm
15 fiadans anyuddulsunsdy 10 Tadans
fevhndu weulidnfunasdandld 2 $ludluiiie
’E’Wﬁwmi@mﬂﬁuumﬁmmmaﬁ?{u 765 UNLULUAT
PTIGELY spectrophotometer (Thermo Spectronic,
Genesys 10 uv, USA) Lagiasigiusineansdseneu
WuedansIUYBIRI0819lAEYINNITAAR I ULAEIAY
asazanedIngg 1 gallic add warmudInmnUIuu
?\Iuaﬁﬂﬂywmmmmemmgmmaamﬁazma
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qallic acid Tngs1enuaasUssneuiiuaaniiomun
Tuniae mg gallic acid equivalent/100 g dry wt.
(mg GAE/100 g dry wt.)

3.2 nsAaszRUsutaEIsanlauaen
hanun

AneiUSinaensrailiuessiivan (total
flavonoid content) ¥asansainanluldelguaiu
A 1875 aluminium chloride colorimetry [14] 1%
quercetin (Sigma Aldrich, Germany) Lﬂuafﬁmmgm
(ALY NTY 0-0.4 mg/mL) Taadiunansazais
11MIZIU 0.5 UAans Fisthndudsines 2 Jaddns
Laza1sazany sodium nitrite (KemAus, Australia)
WNtuSovay 5 w/v Usnng 0.15 addns wauli
AU wa2dsLANaIsazany aluminium chloride
(Ajax Finechem, New Zealand) WuIUSagay 10
w/v US17ms 0.15 fadans Ysudsunnsieninngu
Ju 5 fiadans nauliidriusnadaasdaficl3d
samgiiviendunan 5 wiil Indmsganduuasves
ansazanefinue1Indy 415 wluung fenseg
spectrophotometer Atas1znUsunaasHaluees
fanunvesiies1uuiefuaIsazatnggL
quercetin LazAIUIMMIUTIIUAITHA D YA
ﬁgwmmnmemmgmﬁuaqmﬁazmsJ quercetin
Tusu8 mg quercetin equivalent/100 g dry wt.
(mg QCE/100 g dry wt.)

3.3 m'if‘iLﬂﬁzﬁqm‘émsé’waqgaﬁﬁiz
#2875 2, 2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH)

Annpignsnsiueyyadaszvesansarn
NlURLIfVaLAI875 DPPH [15] Tnewm3ey DPPH
radical (Sigma Aldrich, USA) Tumuea (A2saudy
483 DPPH iU 1.2 x 10 M) @15azane DPPH 71
1lunNTIATEAITAIRANGURES (A UsEana
1.1 LazM38UE15aZA8NIA5F1Y trolox (Sigma
Aldrich, USA) a31atdudulugag 82-625 uM a1n
ﬂyumﬂmmiazmammgm trolox Y3119 50
lulasdns waudvaisazats DPPH 950 lulasans
wazstafislilufidie figumagfives 15 urit fadinas
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@@ﬂﬁuumﬁ 515 il G eI es spectrophotometer
LA ILATIENAIBEINYUAEITUAITALANUINTFIU
trolox Fuagnsnsiueyyadasy Tagwnau
ANTAANSULEIVBIANTALANY DPPH (Ajiia) 938
ﬂlﬁﬂﬂiaﬂﬂﬁuLLaﬂﬁllﬁﬁ]Wﬂ(?ﬁ’e]EJ"N (Aana) G 95387
WINAURAA19VBIAINITAANTULED (Aditerance) HAE
WIBUAY Adiferance ¥99NI1MUIRNTFIUVDY trolox
$189°UAN UL uM trolox/100 ¢ dry wt.

Adifferance = AinmtiaL - AﬁnaL

3.4 MmeAnsziqvsmafiuayyadasziae
35 ferric ion reducing antioxidant power (FRAP)

Annpvignsnisiueyyadaszvesansarin
NNUREIfUaUAIETS FRAP [16] nSeuansazany
FRAP reagent lngna@ua1sazany acetate buffer
25 fadans (W31 sodium acetate trihydrate
(Ajax Finechem, Australia) 0.3 n5u kag glacial
acetic acid (J.T. Baker Neutrasorb, USA) Usu1815
1.6 Aadans udsulvdiusuesidu 100 Haddns
Frernndw) ansazane ferric chloride (POCH SA.,
Poland) 2.5 fiadans (43 ferric chloride 0.27 A3
asluvaausulsuInsvun 50 Jaddns wagusu
USnnsieninndu) wazarsazane TPTZ (Himedia,
India) 2.5 fiaddns (F9 TPTZ 31.2 fadnfu adly
0.1 M hydrochloric acid (QReC, New Zealand)
Usuas 10 Jaddns Turinusuusuinsauia 10

1a88M3) MUAIAU WalAAIUSaUaNSaZaNe FRAP

7 37 pswaled Tusalirnuseu Relaaisavans
dumnaouuna) mﬂﬁjuﬂmmmiazawmmgm
trolox (AN UluYI9 82-625 puM) Usuas 50
lulaséns naunvaisazane FRAP 950 lulasans
gﬂﬁﬂiﬁqquﬁﬁm 4 Wil 'E’mmmig]mﬂﬁuumﬁ
593 wlulns FeLA3es spectrophotometer wae
AN DY 1LY UABIAUAITALAIBNINTTIY
trolox FurasgvsMsueyyadasy Taginau
AINTITAANAULAIIINAIDY 1 (Agna) AIUAINTS

AANAULAIUDIANTAZANY FRAP (Apa) T 931AN
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WINAURAANUBIAINITAANAULEAY (Adirerance) 1B
AU Adiferance VINIINUIATFIUVOL trolox T189U
AURLIE pM trolox/100 g dry wi.

Adifferance = Aﬂnal - Ainnitial

4. NMFAATIZINIEDA

UATILAAMULUTUTIU (@nalysis of variance;
ANOVA) felusunsudniagu SPSS version 22
Wisuifisuannuwansnsvasaadslngds Tukey’s
(HSD) fiszdumnudesiudesas 95 (p<0.05)

NaN1SAABILAZAYTAl
1. Uadwvasanududuvasaniusalunisann
frendusansnendresudAnisdueyyadase
vasasafinanlulReguaiy
INATANYINATOIAMULTNTUYDIONIUDR
Fsgdupnudutudosay 50, 60, 70, 80 war 90 VAV
TumsafisneadudansenddoaudAmsiueyya
dase lnumnundnsdIuiieg WwheRvihazaty 1:60
o/mL Wunan 20 wil Aienuidiresueamage Sevaz
40 wansly Table 1 wuin WewSsudisuaushinig
AuBUYadasEvetansannInluldelgvaiu ns
afndesvhazanenay (sswiseniueasauiui
AUTUTUYDLONIUDE S98aE 50-90 v/V) AUAY
¥azaieun (mududureseniues Sevay 0
VA) NUTINSIT AIvinazatunaNgIunsadane
asUsznauiiuedniianun uazlaliussdnanua
nnluderguarulduinniinisldfarinazaie
agaiifadfny (p<0.05) wardwwaliansainilad
N3 nsdueyyadasy (7e35 DPPH way FRAP)
i ud ued el Wed 1Ay (p<0.05) Tnsansaini
USunauansuszneuiluedns avun ailauees
favian uaganiniadiuauyadaszdieds DPPH
waz FRAP Tusa9 127.39-398.78 me GAE/100 g
dry wt, 0.90-2.87 mg QCE/100 g dry wt,
1252.53-1731.87 puM trolox/100 ¢ dry wt. ae
749.26-2658.52 uM trolox/100 g dry wt. AnuaIay
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yonaniUSunaesUssneuiueanianun Usunal
slanlaussdvianun uazgvsmadusuyadassiae
33 FRAP Tl umunnudiduresonuea
ARy windsnnaududuresonusaliiy
UITLAVANAAUTUI N TAINAIIL AN
nsafasefviavatediiaududall
Windudsnalwdaliuaiuisalunisazateansyin
Fenduldlividu Fadanmdrgegaidetnn
anfuFvazanelndy Wy lnuea avdwald
trveafrvinazatsanas Wedwhazansuazdagn
araneddafilndiAeetu dagnagatsazaiunsa
avangludivhazanglafuasauisaannaseann
nwadldinedu uiilemnududureseniuea
Lﬁmqasﬁuﬁﬂﬂzdawaiﬁ%asuaaﬁaﬁﬁazawsJamaamn
AR miﬁaﬁmléfmﬂimﬁmfjwmuﬁﬂﬁﬂ%fmm
anas [17] lngnisadaluidedguaiuse67vin
ATaNYLENIULALINIUSB8AY 70 v/v dINalnadns
afpfuTunnansUseneufiuedniiovan uazgrsns
FusuuadaszAIu35 DPPH uay FRAP 11nfign
(398.78 mg GAE/100 g dry wt., 1731.87 uM
trolox/100 g dry wt. ke 2658.52 uM trolox/100
g dry wt. mudiu) kagnisanaluldeguaiusie
F1YNaLa8LENIUBAAINULI NI US DEAY 60 V/V
dswaliiasataivinamalussdviaungadig
(2.87 mg QCE/100 ¢ dry wt.) aquzdi [18] MéAnw
nsafanen Citrus aurantium SeRAUSaRT YA
soUsuraasraliuesd waznuldlaninun
Padelunisaindy « iaedl wasuUsseiuresany
WUTUTRIEIURAL U5 BEaY 40-80 v/v @15dnn
Patameiiazatsiemusadududosas 50 v/
fusuuarsiailiussdgefian e1anaaldin
paAUsTENRUVBIEITHAN L IuBeA buNYWAarydnd
ANULANASTUT 9T v e sanTene iy
Tngansiteglungumailiueesd aduarsdrdnves
asanenludedngvaiu W 3Au (utin) 1AedRu
(quercetin) ansnsaazangldfluaniniiddags way
aunsaesurldainnislddaviiazate daany
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WUTUVBIBNIUBARIALIUS UL LUAYINaYae
11N Ylvawhasaelnnauld3gunieg 391150
e daY ww o X g - Y
afinansnivIgalmiagu [19] Natlanunsaesuiela
11910819 UM TAN AN AN UAINA L D9AUTEN DU
Falundnunedavinuesarsusenauiluadniianing
WANA9AU 9 AuaIuIsatunIsazargludavin
dl v v 1 U v
ara8NANULUTUR1ITULA [20]
NANISNAABINADAAABINUINUITLVDY [21]
NANWIDNTNAVDID AT 1A IUVDIHINIATAUNEL

sEminaenIueasuiuLAenisatnasUsENey
Huednanminuasdu lnenan1s@nwinuiinisly
FvazangNansywIntenueaduiun Seuas
66 v/v annsnatnansUssneuiiuaaniemunldinn
flan druFadondasaenausyinueUoaLaY
thaudududesas 70 vAv titeldlunismeassdu
molu

Table 1 Antioxidant properties of jiaogulan leaves extract in different ethanol concentrations

Ethanol Antioxidant activity
. Total phenolic content  Total flavonoid content
concentration (UM trolox/100 g dry wt.)
(mg GAE/100 g dry wt.)  (mg QCE/100 g dry wt.)
% (v/v) DPPH FRAP
0 127.39+4.88° 0.90+0.03' 1252.53+17.24° 749.26+40.19"
50 307.3949.29° 1.73+0.03° 1652.53+14.05°  1278.89+44.44°
60 376.83+5.47° 2.87+0.03° 1699.20+15.87  2027.04+33.95°
70 398.78+5.55° 2.67+0.03° 1731.87+15.53°  2658.52+55.65°
80 377.11+5.91° 2.53+0.03° 1720.73+18.42°  2225.19+47.25°
90 312.11+4.27° 2.2620.01° 1709.87+21.01°  1827.04+36.99°

Remark: mean + SD (from 3 replicates)

" different letters (within the same column) indicate significant differences (p<0.05)

2. Uadyvesdnsrdruvasudenavasuailunis
afndaenausanswdaaant@nisdueyya
daszvasansainanlulReaguaiu
INNSANWINAVDIONINFIUVDILT 96D
YIUNAIT SEAU 1:20, 1:30, 1:40, 1:50 WAz 1:60
o/mL lunsanadierdusansensreautinis
Aueuyadasy (Muuausunsvesveunallunig
ann 120 Jaaans) lneldmvinazatgeniueaniny
Wududesar 70 vAv (AU Ut urasienIuead
wanzauanuansineluded 1) Wuan 20 wad
ﬁﬂmmﬁmam@mwﬁgm%’aaaz 40 WUINETANAVBY
Tudeagrauiiviuaasussnauiluodnitanua
Usinaumalauesdviavan uazgndnisdiusyya
dasea1875 DPPH uay FRAP agluyaq 213.22-
399.06 mg GAE/100 g dry wt.,, 1.52-2.52 mg

* Corresponding author e-mail: Kitipong.A@chula.ac.th

QCE/100 g dry wt., 1391.87-1781.87 uM trolox/100
g dry wt. Llag 627.04-2808.52 uM trolox/100 g dry
wt. (Table 2) Wil adavirazarsfivuaniiugety
autAnsiueyyadaszvasasataillfanifiugty
se iesndvhazansansaunsidiluluvesuds
Winedu uwiignagasansounsaanu1ain
Youdafidudlugunavesiavazarslade us
é’mﬂdaumaa@f’sﬁﬁa“aw&fammLL%’W’fmﬁiﬁmm
wnwed azvinlise LAUVDIRIYNAY a'lEWW]ENﬂ’Ii
araueenun muuamawLﬂmﬁuuaummmuma i
ANutuveIiIgnazatsluaveIvel ey
aveaivazatwiniu [11] Fenanisnaansil
donAdaef U3 Teves [22] 7 Anwiensidiu
YL en pvavaIf aUsuansUsEnaul uedn
HamuauarUsinanaliussdvianuaangnldly
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(Phyllanthus niruri L) WagnuI10As1@ U094
soveuvarlunisatafiuzaude 2:100 o/mlL 39
ansanailuTunaansusznaviiuednuazaliuses
30 lnednadinvoulwareuvaiiinasonands
YoIN1TannRgIeIn Usunuansusznauiluednil
Usunaniiud uuszanadesas 60 losnsndau
yosudsevonmafiniuain 0.5:100 o/ml 1y
2:100 o/mL wariUSinaanasessnnidiosnsiadiu
vesudeteveamandindudy 10:100 ¢/mL
Yuzfin1sldsnsdIuvewd weveunan
Wit 1:50 ¢/ml Tumsafinensaiavedludegany
B nauensUsEnouTiuedniivan Winasmtaluess
favan uagai nisdiuauyadaszdaeds DPPH
uag FRAP gafian wiindduvesudwioveavandi
anas91n 1:50 ¢/mlL 1Wu 1:60 ¢/mL vaanalirans
annvadluligiguarudandinisiuesuyadasy
anaY WAANNITIAT I dayan1saiAvesusuu
asUszneu Huednioun uwazUSunamaliuess
Wanuavesasanalyiaiuunneteiueg el
Teddty (p>0.05) Wielidnsdvemdwievosman
1:50 wag 1:60 ¢/mL Tunisana lasansadaueslu
Feagvauiiuiuaansusenaufiuednianun
WINAU 399.06 wag 387.39 mg GAE/100 g dry wit.
warUSuamalauesdianun winfu 2.52 way

2.48 mg QCE/100 g dry wt. AUa1RU 91nN15ANYN
HAYBIONTIEIUVDIUNAIF DU ILT IR BENTNITAIU
PULADATLVRIENTANAIINABA Limonium sinuatum
(% 1 1 I [y
[23] Inu LU MI1dIUVOUNAINDVOILTY 7 52U
AD 10:1-70:1 mL/g waziuuadadeau lunisadn
AIYAAUSANTIVIIA AD AULTUTUYDILONIUDD
$ovay 40 v/ 1ulaan 30 uril Ngaumnil 30 ear
wallea WuIgNSNISAUeYLadaTEYesanTAnn
WLT UL B usns1duTeUMaIRnBTB LT (310
10:1-40:1 mL/g) Vade LI 98 RTIAIUVDILNAAD
YOWIWINNTT 40:1 mL/g gMENIsAUeLYADATY
= = a v = a =
AN SiUasuLUaINUBEUIN WBUSHIUVBIRAINTD
Aavinazatvlunisanmnudu dawaliiinaau
WANAIYBIAINULTUTY (concentration gradient)
S X I3 Y U a a a i v
Mgeu Juwmelinisanaduseaniamgeninnisld
USHnauueamaIniofvinazalstosnii J9eLiy
ALEINI TRl UNITAazaNevRsa SRy uTugad
= A o | ] & a1 =
WY WALLDINTIFEIUVDUNAINDUDILT LAY 40:1
mL/g Ns¥UINNITazatevesiignavatgludui
Jurewdsazisgrauna
fauanNsAnildendnsdiuveuds
moudanal 1:50 ¢/mL Tunsataluldlunsneass
Tuaall tilesnltuTunuiiviazanelesningg
PganUsuuivinazatglunsann

Table 2 Antioxidant properties of jiaogulan leaves extract in different solid-liquid ratios

Solid-liquid
ratio (g/mL)

Total phenolic content
(mg GAE/100 g dry wt.)

Antioxidant activity
(UM trolox/100 g dry wt.)

Total flavonoid content
(mg QCE/100 g dry wt.)

DPPH FRAP
1:20 213.22+7.28° 1.52+0.03° 1391.87+24.03°  627.04+41.70°
1:30 272.90+3.76° 1.9120.03° 1589.87+12.06°  1030.74+30.60°
1:40 297.94+3.76° 2.12+0.03" 1626.53+11.37°  2388.15+33.95°
1:50 399.06+9.22° 2.52+0.02° 1781.87+15.14°  2808.52+36.99°
1:60 387.39+6.47° 2.48+0.02° 1727.20+13.11°  2391.85+36.15"

Remark: mean = SD (from 3 replicates)

* different letters (within the same column) indicate significant differences (p<0.05)

* Corresponding author e-mail: Kitipong.A@chula.ac.th
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3, Jaspvasnaniildlunsatadiendusansienan
AaduUAN1ITAuBYYAdaTEVEITaNARINTY
Wearviau

nsvnEeUNaveIaldlunisaia 10 20,
30, 40 way 50 U7 FerausanswIRRoauTRANS
Aueuyadaty laglddiazalgioniueaniny
WaduSesay 70 VA Lagdnduveslwiavesvad
1:50 ¢/mL (@an1gfiAfignainaanisdnuiluded 1
uag 2) ﬁﬂawm%’mamauw%@m%asaz 40 (Table 3)
wuiaildlunisadafiuans et udwasnonis
Sudatuseminssvhavarsuasvesds Tnewdlownan
fldlunsataiudu avsadavedluideagraiud
Binaansusenaufiueaniaun Uanamaliuess
favan uagai nisdiuauyadaszdaeds DPPH
wag FRAP maqaﬁaﬁ’mﬁmLﬁmﬁuﬁqmqqqmﬁnm
Tunsain 20 U1 (392.11 mg GAE/100 g dry wt,,
251 mg QCE/100 ¢ dry wt, 181587 uM
trolox/100 g dry wt. lag 2860.37 uM trolox/100
g dry wt. #Na1RU)

Hosannalumsatafifivduaunsase
semsiinusngnisaiainduldfininiiszezina
du sdshefiunaliansesanedusiaiuiadi

lauunin vlvansaeluwaaaiuiseavansuay
unseenuldunnnitnsldnandu [24] uasiileran
lunmsafaiiugstuauiugaauna (20 wf) awida
nsaanesnvesansUsynouTiueanaun ansvan
Tauossiianun wagqninisiiueuyadasedeis
DPPH wag FRAP Yasansannaintuldeinvaiuding
TWsaansddyanas Jseradunamnainng e
¥9aAd WABIAINT geanusaaiienudeuly
nszuaumsaiole esnlunszuaumsarngamgl
yesiegefinmsifintuetaseriies Tnonsmaaes
lainsavauaumgdaninevesdiieg1eeylvie
Tua29 83.00+3.00 erwaldod FaunaveIUsI
aufouiifiutuidinadonnuatosaelnsading
vosa15UsEnauThlrlastEs 1 innsaunlas
NNUYATE9Y W Msineendindureinediiuea
[18, 25] GadonAdeIfUNTTIE9UVR [26] ANUIN
msaftastMsAUTans TR Ta AN 9T (10
W 019 50 W7) demaneusnaasusenauiuedn
Taonisiiuatlunisadnauis 30 u1f Usunw
ansUszneuiluednisumasifisiuogedmay waz
wdanduansadnaziivsunaueansusenaufiuean
WarunanasauRaan 50 Wit lunisarda

Table 3 Antioxidant properties of jiaogulan leaves extract in different extraction times

Antioxidant activity

Extraction Total phenolic content  Total flavonoid content
_ ‘ (UM trolox/100 ¢ dry wt.)
time (min) (mg GAE/100 g dry wt.)  (mg QCE/100 g dry wt.)
DPPH FRAP
10 373.22+4.59° 2.37+0.03° 1714.53+11.37°  2177.04+31.59°
20 392.11+5.55° 2.51+0.02° 1815.87+14.19°  2860.37+36.99°
30 361.28+4.88™ 2.30+0.02° 1781.20+13.11°  2690.00+49.38°
40 348.50+4.64° 2.02+0.03° 1762.53+11.02°  2473.33+34.69°
50 274.06+5.09° 1.89+0.04° 1663.20+12.49°  2290.00+38.89°

Remark: mean = SD (from 3 replicates)

*" different letters (within the same column) indicate significant differences (p<0.05)

* Corresponding author e-mail: Kitipong.A@chula.ac.th
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4. Jadgvasnnuduvasuauninlunisainae
pAuSanswarAeautAnIsAusyyadaT vas
a1sannanlulRedguaiu
amnuduvesueunagaiiudniadoniei
anudfsenIsatnendusansed eswin
ALY ILBUNAALANITINE I UYDIRA LA
Tnomsiiiueadiveuesmagaazdmalingaany
vospdudanfiniu uavdsmadoniugunsdluns
AaUsINgMsalAIRY [27] :INNSANYINAURIAIY
daduveaesmagalumsainsendusans o
andRnsiueuyadaszvesEsainNluReIf a1y
Inglddhasasievusarududusosas 70 vv
nTndILveILTIRpYBRMAl 1:50 ¢/mL waziianlu
nsaie 20 Ul (@angiipngaainaanisdnyilu
Hoil 1, 2 uaz 3) fauansly Table 4 wuinnsadin
muANULUTaILeNNEYn Touas 40 dwalilians
afafiivsunuasUsznouiiuodnieonun U3
wanlausedvianun uargvsnisiusyyadaseie
35 DPPH waz FRAP gafign lneflawvindy 405.17
mg GAE/100 g dry wt., 2.59 mg QCE/100 g dry wt.,
1881.07 uM trolox/100 g dry wt. e 2838.15
uM trolox/100 g dry wt. mugsy wazn1sadai
ANUTNVDILDUNGYATOEAY 70 dawalraudfng
fueyyadasvesnsarinilrdfignet niudAny
(p<0.05) (Usnasansuseneuiluednitsiunviniu
350.72 mg GAE/100 g dry wt. USinananliusea
WAy 1.98 mg QCE/100 g dry wt. LLazq‘m‘é
N13AUBUYATATEAIETT DPPH Uag FRAP ity
1659.73 uar 1925.19 uM trolox/100 ¢ dry wt.
AEY) uenandannisiiesizinanisain
wuihmsataiianuituvesuesmagaiesay 30, 40
wag 50 dealiansanadusunaansusenauiiuedn
Hualifiauuanseiuegheitodfey (0>0.05)
TngUsinmansUsenoufiuedniomuniiaieglutag
387.39-405.17 mg GAE/100 g dry wt. uin1s
ldnnuduvesaunigniovar 40 uay 50 dwali
asataiusinaaliuessianun wazgnsnis

* Corresponding author e-mail: Kitipong.A@chula.ac.th

a ¥ aa

AueYLAdATEAI8IS DPPH Uay FRAP liuansng

Ausy9livdAny (p>0.05) Insansannilusuia
slaluesdvianun uazgysnsiueyadaTzAe
75 DPPH wae FRAP agluig 2.48-2.59 mg QCE/100
¢ dry wt,, 1867.73-1881.07 uM trolox/100 ¢ dry
wit. Way 2727.04-2838.15 uM trolox/100 g dry wt.
AEEU Fananisnaassiiinulndlfsstunuiae
904 [28] fidnwin1sldad usansignanlunisada
asUsznaufiued nit amunannd et 1 Tnad 1
wilendiing uarTinsgidayadefiuianouauns
Tnsuusseduaududuvesueunagadldlunig
anmdusesay 25, 50, 100 (Aagluin 250 Trd
Al 24 Aladsed) Hsnsddwhavaneset
1:20 Wuan 30 wift wuan Wesyduauduves
LLamwﬁgmLﬁusﬁMWﬂ%’aaag 25 Wufesay 46.21
USinauansuszneuiiueanisiundAfiudy wazas
ﬁﬂ%mmaﬂauﬁ'aiwﬁ’ummLsi’fmaqLLa:u‘wa“gm
wnnIdesay 46.21 Feeraidunaunainniseee
gaevasasUsenauiiuean
nsifiumnuduveaneundgadwaliiiie
WENmmﬁﬁﬁwé’wmgqmé’mﬁaﬁu‘%mm‘tﬁuﬁwm
oo dwalhidedeinmnudemenieiinnng
dnv7a Fufinnsusiuvendedefty vinlvans
meluiledoaunsaazansoonundiwhazasld
WA %mzﬁmaﬁwﬁwaammLsi’fmaal,l,amwﬁg@
oninadedoamsngnuaduissiadiatals Hoswn
1A598519909@15 R AALLE B98N TR LAY
uvesuaunaye dwmalindsnuesedufiugsiy
wazliAnALfouty wasUseavsnmlunisade

J9anag [24, 29] ASHUTEAUAIUTUVDILBUNGYA

(%

Mngaungetun1snyilAeAnuduveeuniyn

'
v a

Spay 40 WaIanNsanANN1ILldwaliasann

a

HawdRnisiueuyadassaian (Usuuasuszney
Husdnamunwiniy 405.17 mg GAE/100 g dry wt.
Usinamlalauesdiauniiiy 2.59 mg QCE/100
g dry wt. qm§n15é’1uaqyja§mzﬁw’3§ DPPH

WU 1867.73 pM trolox/100 g dry wt. u,azqmé
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NSANUBLLABATEMIEIT FRAP iU 2838.15 uM
trolox/100 g dry wt.)

dyuna

nn1sfnwdaded erlunisadnd e
dudanTmnddeauTRnisiuoyyadasz vesans
afnannluideaguaiu nuintadslunisadads
Usznaulusie AnuNtureenIuea snsaiu
vosuderavonnar arfildlunisata wazainu
L UYRaNNEYA HHaseaudfin1sainueyyadasy
vosansannfildegnefitodfy (p<0.05) Aneiia

fgalunisadnfe mnduduveseniueaesay
70 v/v 9R5nduveaudanevaamial 1:50 ¢/mL 1aan
fldlunisaa 20 il wagauduveILEUNAR
Yovaz 40 asafaildanazidwaliansadad
USinauensusgneufluedniome Ysinamanlauess
favan uagqniniadiueuyadaszdieds DPPH
uay FRAP gufian denuidetannsnthludssgndld
Lﬂu%agaﬁugmiumimqLmumimaamw central
composite design (CCD) %3 0uuU Box-Behnken
design (BBD) Tunslinszidayadeiiufnouauns
Wovnaneivsneaslunisadasely

Table 4 Antioxidant properties of jiaogulan leaves extract in different amplitudes

Antioxidant activity

Amplitude Total phenolic content  Total flavonoid content
(UM trolox/100 g dry wt.)
(%) (mg GAE/100 g dry wt.)  (mg QCE/100 g dry wt.)
DPPH assay FRAP assay

30 387.39+5.91° 2.33+0.03 1759.73+18.90°  2036.30+63.18°
40 405.17+6.29° 2.59+0.05° 1881.07+14.05°  2838.15+53.38°
50 393.22+8.35° 2.48+0.03° 1867.73£16.65°  2727.04+39.02°
60 363.50+7.64° 2.13+0.05° 1667.73+15.14°  2440.00+33.33"
70 350.72+8.35° 1.98+0.04" 1659.73£18.04°  1925.19+39.02°

Remark: mean + SD (from 3 replicates)

" different letters (within the same column) indicate significant differences (p<0.05)

fnAnssuUsENA

V80 UANFIUNNUNBIUATUAUNTIVY
(am) TassmswanntinideuasamAdefiognamnssu
(W2e.) 59alAT3N1T MSD6210088 (Jagtuidsude
whsnudu dninnueaznssunsduesivenans
Fuazuinnssy vie anad) Aaduayunulunisg
30 uarldFurnunsanetnegsan Uiem ey A
7 9110 ?faLﬂuﬁiaulﬁnuﬁﬂfa8”3%’833@%%@@1%
iiegnanvinssu Tfsingavlunsiiaide (luides
iviaw)
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