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Extraction and Biological Evaluation of Stemona collinsae Craib
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Stemona collinsae Craib is found throughout all regions of Thailand. This kind of herb
possesses medical efficiency preserved with villagers’ local wisdom. The purpose of this research was
to extract the Stemona collinsae Craib herb. The total phenolics were determined with the Folin-
Ciocalteu and antioxidant activities were assessed using the DPPH assays. Biological activities of crude
extracts were investigated against citrus canker and to compare its effects with copper sulfate solution
and Bacillus cereus bio-fermentation formula used for farmers. The results revealed that crude
dichloromethane extract contains a maximum of total phenolics content 6.21+0.83 mg/L. The DPPH
radical scavenging activity of the crude dichloromethane extract showed the best efficiency at ICsy of
46.62 mg/L. The crude ethanol extract inhibited bacteria that caused canker disease with the best an
average clear zone of 12.67.00+1.73 mm which better than copper sulfate solution and Bacillus
cereus bio-fermentation formula. Moreover, the crude ethanol extract also repels mealybugs, blue

mealybugs and red riders of lime.

Keywords: biological evaluation, natural products extraction, Stemona collinsae Craib

UNAnL Naethayulnsvueunevenninana yUsinamuednsiy
NAAOUVENISANUBYYADATEAILTIANTLEE N15ATUY
wuouAEneIn (Stemona collinsae Craib)  15ALAXNDIVBINLUIY LazlUTEUTEUGNTNT

'
Y

a ] a a a al % o 6 O
magmnﬂmmawizmﬂm HUSLANTNINNINEA PANNVBIFITANANUAITararenUllosTalnaLay

[ [ v

muniideyayrviosduinnune nuidedidngusvasd  Wwdn¥inimanswau Bacillus cereus Mnunsnsly

118



Journal of Agri. Research & Extension 41(1): 118-130

HaMsfnwnuansaiaveulnnaslsiinuiuium
asHueAnTIngean 6.21+0.83 un./Ans daugninig
Auayadaszalgnaila DPPH wuitansadaneny
lomaglsilinuiussansanlunmsdueuyadaselad
gl 1C5 Winfu 46.62 un./3ns ansafinnenuien
usaseNgSFuLUATIGsa IR veslsauacneS LA
fgadedadsvenndeslou 12.67.00+1.73 .
wazeengvs lininasazatureUesdamauazii
ndn¥inmansuay Bacillus cereus uanaIntans
affanenuieniueadianunsnoongrisumasuls
wasudadsamuaziiulsunsiidudngvosuzunld
anee

ANENATY:  NIINAAOUANTNINTININ HERSUN

55UVIANITANA  AUDUAENEIN
A1

a o ¢ ad a avyw - o ¢
HARSugisTTuyIRAedanlaainiiy dn1

a ¢ ] - ° v ¢
AUNIE warlIsy Nanunsauulduseleviliduen
Snwlsanudalundaduaiasuomisuiaguan
w3e3d1819 Yaqdunslondnduasssuvifnig
n1sinuashasuaudengaduises o Weean
drunsaneliiianannes1en1elun1usig o uag

a

Fuslanfimnuidesiuiilesannlalvansdaases Fedl
anuannsivgs asulnsiiinanlddnuunnivisiey
TugUvesansananeruuazansuian’ vonaniudl
n1snssussuayulnslusliuuvsednumesing 9
Weauazaanlunisinluuszyndld Wy ady
walga wa wazdle Wiy saenaudinsideayulns
waredaieatunisesngnisnuilsaldediad
UsgdvBamuieatueunuiagiu gnidaulng
Frianld IHun arsdiuumnds Shwlsauwn seae
AULAYIT LU HERAMIIUNNYRE (Taxol) a1sania

naIMIenziaield i 1unzSIasnan A9

ayulnsvangwidaldilueungemds wsuasienany
wdaunds IouA nnaede uwrAie gnee wazdu 9
wanfamfilfidueiesdienausgiiuia laun wauas
vty venandddiaulnsildibuarsiude
wuAfidey e Tavieridnuuasdngiis uavaihUsan
(Deewatthanawong et al., 2019) 131 A17L39 4
viuty nswifien osw uazyidouma Judu Tae
ayulnsildiuegludagtudrunaiduayulnsisl
nsldfumegisseiieondunatsnuiy fiiusng
Tushseriut saaduayulnsdiinisseny
Tuunauisesng 4 vasiiinsfnyddeiewun
wardummanSusifiddynayulnafiuundude
vunldgnualsanng q 1wy Tsadndeldalalsun
2019 Feiinifuanansaniasulnslneiauidizue
uwalgaeinfionsguanuiesvaididsiaide
(Butcha et al., 2022) \loann13uLi1v0381930
asafinndrsssmaidsaiunsuaglinalunig
Shunitldumels mswiRanisiesssn (Multidrug-
Resistant; MDR) Tuiianseunaneie
wusuntsveintluiigayulnsana
Stemona MA Stemonaceae ﬁqﬁﬂiyim‘ﬁuﬁmsum
Ineihunlguselosdluaiusng 9 wu Jesdunisiin
wuauUand nuratesiunisiianueu AdaLiu
(Kontun, 2014) ¥ anaflgouLarfLiuToves
waaIE1UBLNINN (Charoensuk, 2017) é’uéjﬂmm’%@
voudosmatsia Liun Wos1 Colletotrichum
gloeosporioides (Charoensuk, 2017) Mduan AU
Tsauouunsalualunsndiu 1Wos1 Pythium
delicense #inalsaluin L%’aiﬁ Pythium parasitica
AduarmnveddsanilulinalasianizluniFou
wazilo91 Pythium oxysporum duanvemdnues
Tsaftenlulsinanlssesu (Montri et al, 2014) Waiun
Jundadudiasdidaiuadu (Rhipicephalus
sanguineus) Fufunuasiinuingdnuvuoglivy

guavliiAnlsasie q Tugde wu an1glainaig

119



5ANTIVYLATANASUITINTINYAT 41(1): 118-130

Aavaunauuiidwaliifaunaindeuazlsainige
nwesluliaidendng g 8nvatelsa (Kontun, 2014)
anunsneengvsdnfseune1dfinauveunylaA
wirdueletesiunfu® (Boonkusoli et al., 2022)
Fulduarannsnslivesiidenueuledn Wewn
nusunIgneInasatsniegianadusya
(Stilbenoids) B uasnguwedfiuea (Polyphenols)
fanunsadueyyadaseldfuazivouwalunis
aaﬂqw%‘ﬂﬁw (Montri et al., 2014)

'
a

wzurnduiivdnaiunsineddaulneuuiu
uzuMWaluiviasegiadidgvasdsznalng
\Juitvrsd Rutaceae fi3oinerAransin Gitrus
aurantifolia (Christm.) Swingle Aaulnetsndeouly
UWMIEMTUUT0WNT druvndanauenanagly
Ugsamnsudadslddudniundesiudidoufuuin
nsuslaauzundaililasuansiuesyyadase
Yosiuuzisa i vzasanuun wazdesiulse
3u 9 Tumsgeamnssudsldarsadnintuainia
ururitefudiuuszneuvesiniesdionsuayna
g1¥nwlsaunriln urunaiuisalgnlaynnia
Thuszmeviheldliiuinuasnslides winnsugn
urunidsraudammsssuinvenieuuniise
(Xanthomonas campestris pv. citri) mmmaﬂiﬂ
WAUNDS LLazLL;Jaqﬁmgﬁ%dwalﬁﬁuﬁﬂgﬂmma
anavgu1n (Sapapporn and Thanikkun, 2013)
sgdlsfimuuseinelnedaideliusouiuanugay
ANYTAIVINAN AU TTUNIFUALANUVAINTAIENS
Fanmdaduiszing ﬁaﬁfuﬂmzﬂiﬁaﬁmmsﬁ%
wiisnsudtlgmlsauaanefurun ruvsiignsna
durdindu q lngmshasulnsfislinnluviosdiuanyh
miaﬁ’mLﬁawﬂaﬁiaaﬂqméwﬁﬂ%aﬂﬂw (Biological
activities) Wa¥MIAUMNAITIULUU (Lead compound)
nayulngmewmenen (Stemona collinsae Craib)
dethlldlunrdamilvfunguinunsnsiivgnuzun

wagNyasenadunssuIneg1esulssagluveil

saAns LI sHaalussFugRamn Ty
soly MrfusmddeiFaltngussasditelnldansadn
nayulwsifignidulsaunanevosuzunliiy
yuvy wagiilewIeuifunyinisdanmvesasadin
fuasaraseoUivesdamauazimindanmine

WUANILSY Bacillus cereus

gunsaluazasiad
arsiaiildlunisideramumduinsanis
AR (AR grade): ALY (DPPH; 2,2-Diphenyl-
1-picrylhydrazyl) ¥ ® 9 FlukaChemie (Germany)
Wau-gloAalweIielaus (Folin-Ciocalteu reagent)
nsawnaan (Gallic acid) ¥®9 Sigma-Aldrich (USA)
T uasuaiun (Na,COs) ¥89 Ajax Finechem
(New Zealand) lulastiUa (Mechanical Pipettors
BIOHIT) 989 Merck (Germany) A3 DITENEAITUUY
anAUAU (Rotary vacuum evaporator) LLazLﬂéaﬂ
dansililetanAdidaaUnlnsivlniiines

(UV spectrophotometer, USA)
FANTUNTIY

nsafag1sdfgyayulnsTnuuaumeeIn
WuayulwsnueunevenanUguulza
fualza snovee Fantayisud luadedl
19738d159anuuluszuu (Systematic sampling) Tag
A13919uUasd5998mAs (Quadrats) BUIAN4
4105 9717 4 LWAT TEEENTENIINUAT 16 LUnT
(Thapyai et al., 2017) Tnea1sudaclufiuiidned
12 wuas msa”ﬁaaL'%':Mﬂquwuiu@auﬁ’umau
LAELAUAIDE NNUDUAIYNYINUIA1YINAINEE DA
sudutuun  Aauauuisain wddsaulnsus

F1u7u 500 nu ldadlugeirdaungelvuiuldas

1%
|

Tulawd? afnmledivinazatedunsgnivinieiu

)

USu1ms 3,000 ua. laun enwulanraslsimu

120



Journal of Agri. Research & Extension 41(1): 118-130

LOVIALBTNALDNIUDE LAZLINIUDE ANNAINU U1ES
afnayulnsiinsesudiunsemedvinagaefienied

SYNUFYYINALUUNYY Waziiufigamgll 4%,

n1sn1Udsu MW uaansau (Total phenolic
compounds)
n1smdsuaiiuednsinlagdsWau-gle
fiawwe (Folin-Ciocalteu method) (Rutnakornpituk,
2017; Thumpala and Seanthaweesuk, 2018) Tnedl
Tupouitddy Fed n1swssuaITazangWau-ile
Aalatudu 0.2 Tuans lnetiunansazaneniu-gle
Fawoududy 2 Tuans Usunms 10 va. azaresaein
ndulSuUsunsldasy 100 ua. wisuaIsazany
Todeunnsvaiumdudu 75 nfu/ans lnedddaiion
A1suBlun 7.5 n§U azatedisuindunazUy
UYsunslvinsu 100 1@, 1W38UaI5aLaI8uInTEIU
nsauwnadnudy 100 un/ans Taeds 0.0100 n¥u
avangluthnduuuBinestiasy 100 a. Yrunideans
Tidanuantulugig 10-100 10/A0T WTIUETANR
wuounene1N Uty 50 un./ans Tnedeansaie
0.0025 1n. azanednduLdUuUsIRsTvasy
25 ya. YiUnansazansunsgIuviseansann 0.5 ua.
Wiuasazanendu-glefaiye 2.5 ua. e lidniu
Tntuduansavareluiouasueiun 2.0 a. 1we
T fuudvassls 1 $alue antduslusadnis

= = =
@ﬂﬂaULLa\‘iMﬂ’ﬂum’mau 765 uﬂul,imi

Na WO /Na MoO ~ ——  [phe-Mow O 1*
2 4 2 4 11 40
GRIARN AUIU

nAgaUNITAUIYYaBaTElaeISANWNLIaY (DPPH

method)

BaAfenduisinseiiliaiugndes
U

AITU LU

o

g189 418 d¥AIN WarIIALsg

o
o

(Rutnakornpituk, 2017) mumaumﬁ,mwﬁﬁlmm
ASASBUAITALANYANALDTAUTNTY 100 Un./
805 Tuansasan ol IuoaLaIASENANTFAIBE19UaY
a1sazasuInsgu BHT Tildmnududumingu 25,
50 Wag 100 Un/Ans muanu nelduindsn 45 220
wazlunmazanudutuazieslduindyndnuiu 3
930 wazdn 1 vinduvinaruau sl 46 130
Ywa 1 1@, ¥09ENTaLAUAIDEUALEITUINTFIY
Tunsazanududulaluvindyr 3 Tu Wevinis
naEeuaIsiletsay 3 91 9 ntuliunaisazane
ALY 2 wa. ldvindululdasanuudulvegln
ansdiiu waenta 46 aluiulTluidingamgd 37°.
Wutian 30 undl mmﬁ?ui’mﬁwmaamﬁuuawm
arsazaefinnuenndu 517 wiluwas Auuen
Wesidudnsinueyyadase (%Radical scavenging)
NAUNT

Acontrol - Asample

%Radical scavenging = X 100

control
Lfl’e] Aontrol Lﬂummim@ﬂﬁuuawaamsﬂémmmm
U q q

< | =Y
Asample SUAINIIAANAULEITDIASNAEDY

N1SNAFBUANEN1ITIN NV eEISARASINNUBY
ANERINABLSALAILNDS

didouuaiide 1.5x10° CFU/A. 1naguy
umnzEeditiomnsiass PCA Tngldvhadedoan
afenasuuIUINEITe Wssnasfeg sy
6.0, 8.0 way 10.0 un./ans Usuusumsamelawuia
Fanenlen (Dimethyl sulfoxide; DMSO) lHUN LAY
N304 (Paper disc) YUIA 6 UL, INNUULHUNTEAN
Awmdsundadinaisiieds 20 lulasdns asuy
wrunsatunseslunsazadudy a1nduin
wrunszawnsostuiiulludilifuasainanduiaa

1 lua uanhannuudeineseuld diufaiuay

121



5ANTIVYLATANASUITINTINYAT 41(1): 118-130
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Figure 1 The general characteristics of Stemona collinsae Craib
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Table 1 Total phenolic contents of Stemona collinsae Craib extracts

Samples Concentration Absorbance Polyphenolic content X+SD
(mg/L) (765 nm) (mg/L)
No.1 No.2 No.3 No.1 No.2 No.3
Crude hexane 25 0.023  0.025 0024 0183 0314  0.258 0.2510.06
extract 50 0.024  0.024  0.031 0.258  0.258  0.651 0.3910.22
100 0.034  0.029 0.03¢ 0820 0539 0.820 0.73%0.16
Crude 25 0.053  0.063  0.053 1.887  2.449 1.887 2.07£0.32
dichloromethane 50 0.079  0.079 0077 3348 3348  3.235 3.100.06
extract 100 0.139  0.138  0.113  6.719  6.662 5258 6.21+0.82
Crude 25 0.026  0.023  0.021 0.370  0.202  0.089 0.2210.14
ethylacetate 50 0.028 0.028 0.020 0.483 0.483  0.033 0.33+0.26
extract 100 0.027  0.033 0.028 0426 0.764  0.483 0.56+0.18
Crude methanol 25 0.021 0.022  0.021 0.089  0.146  0.089 0.11+0.03
extract 50 0.021 0.022  0.022 0.089 0.146 0.146 0.13%0.03
100 0.022  0.023 0.022 0146 0202 0.202 0.18%0.03
Crude ethanol 25 0.062  0.061 0.063 2393 2337 2449 2.3910.05
extract 50 0.078  0.070  0.069 3292 2842 2786 2.97%0.27
100 0.073 0.076 0.073  3.011 3179  3.011 3.07%0.09
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Trolox standard and samples

Figure 2 Comparative ICs, values of 5 crude extracts with Trolox standard
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Table 2 Antibacterial activities to Citrus Canker

30

Samples Concentration Clear zone (mm) X+SD
(mg/L) No.1 No.2 No.3

Bio-fermented 6.0 7.0 7.0 8.0 7.331+0.19
water mix with 8.0 7.0 9.0 9.0 8.33+1.15
Bacillus cereus 10.0 10.0 9.0 10.0 9.66x0.57
Crude hexane 6.0 7.0 7.0 9.0 8.3311.02
extract 8.0 7.0 7.0 9.0 8.3311.02
10.0 9.0 9.0 10.0 9.33+0.57
Crude 6.0 7.0 8.0 8.0 7.6610.55
dichloromethane 8.0 7.0 9.0 8.0 8.00£1.00
extract 10.0 7.0 13.0 9.0 9.6613.05
Crude 6.0 7.0 7.0 9.0 8.3311.02
ethylacetate 8.0 7.0 7.0 9.0 8.33+1.02
extract 10.0 9.0 9.0 10.0 9.33+0.57
Crude methanol 6.0 7.0 7.0 8.0 7.331+0.19
extract 8.0 7.0 9.0 9.0 8.33%1.15
10.0 10.0 9.0 10.0 9.67+0.57
Crude ethanol 6.0 7.0 9.0 8.0 8.00x1.00
extract 8.0 7.0 9.0 9.0 8.33%1.15
10.0 13.0 10.0 10.0 12.67£1.73

311 Table 2 WU’j’INaﬂ’]iWﬂﬂﬁ]UQ%éﬂ’li
frudeuvaiizefiduaimaedsauaunesluizum
Tnshansafiafildannnmsatadesvhazats 5 4ia
laun eniwy tnaaelsiivmu wiauedive wniuea
wazionuea wssuaududulfivsinandeans
dinogIyning 6.0, 8.0 Lay 10.0 un. AIUEIAY
Wisuilsuiuansasanenedosdama uazimiin
Fanmgasuau Bacillus cereus WUIENTANANEIU
Fasonusaauisafiuidenuafiioliffige

1ANRA8U999ARYSIIUTN 12.67.00+1.73 U3, Fadl

ANRAYTBIARYS M ULINAINE1SAaTa18n U DS

Fawln wazdmininngasua Bacillus cereus
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lsAuAunasyn 9 1 Ju uAsU 2 dUa1i (Table 3)
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Table 3 Antibacterial activities to citrus canker in experimental plot

Samples Concentration Number of the day for spraying samples
(mg/L) 3 a4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Crude ethanol 10.0 - - + + + + + + o+t A
extract
Copper sulphate 10.0 + # #  #H  #  # # # # # # #
Bio-fermented 10.0 - - - - - - - - - - - -

water mix with

Bacillus cereus

- = inactive to citrus canker; + = starting active to citrus canker; ++ = antibacterial activity with 50; # = leaves and branches of citrus drying
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Figure 3 Basic structure of stilbenoid
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