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Abstract

Lichens are symbiosis between fungi and algae. Lichens can produce specific secondary metabolites
which are different from other organisms. Lichens are of interest due to the accumulation of secondary
metabolites in their thallus. The objective of this research was to determine the antioxidant activity and total
phenolic content of foliose lichen species, Parmotrema tinctorum. The lichen was macerated with methanol,
acetone, and ethyl acetate at room temperature to obtain the crude extract. Antioxidant activity of crude
extract was analyzed by 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) assay and Ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP)
assay. Phenolic content was analyzed by Folin-Ciocaltue phenol method. The result showed that the crude
extract by methanol gave the highest yield at 34.74 followed by acetone ethyl acetate, respectively. The highest
yield of total phenolic content was found in ethyl acetate crude extract at 83.15112.52 mg GAE/g DW, followed
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by acetone and methanolic at 754.55114.90 and 443.94111.36 mg GAE/g DW, respectively. The highest

antioxidant activity was found in DPPH assay value with methanolic extract at ICs, = 4.6120.04 mg/mL, then

ethyl acetate and acetone, respectively. While FRAP assay was shown to be highest in the methanolic extract
at 2096.27%9.24 mg Fe/g extract, followed by acetone and ethyl acetate, respectively.

Keywords: foliose lichen, total phenolic content, antioxidant activity
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wuafide suuuulumassyiulnvedlamuduwuuisiilanuaunsolfidudeidinauamuosendlduagly
Uszlewifivainnans (Naksuwankul, 2015) lalrudsznaudesuagamitedsaiunsaasvansiniivianieninie
Suninanslanu (Secondary metabolites) daulngiasisnindruresuazasiednuiamglulanulinulufivsiadu
Feanusaldanstanuluduuneliald lanuuswiaadvansednniznizaidiwunsiinlasmeasadl nsldusslov
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81915 (Papong, 2012a; 2012b)
latauaida P. tinctorum (Despr. ex Nyl) Hale 9atd ulatauwuulnalea (foliose) (Figure 1) T1uunag luled
Parmeliaceae Sudulawusdifiaundnannilgaadnis Snvnziiddyuedlawnuriaiiiulay (Lobe) Fadaniravun
Tugiuszaa 3-30 wudung $8de (Cilia) sndarun 2 Jadluns RI9uuuiadading 138U NUANvarAA 18T
wiesesuwanuwIndn nulediie (sidia) vuadnlduanuausaudsunnuausdniesadieuzniia (Coralloid branched)
uunn nuvihnaateveulau linugesife (Soredia) Rainuansiadadnn nsnaraiadanuls@u (Rhizines) laiuan
wuue wolnilife (Apothecia) JUdenutios woalaalas (Ascospores) JUnTe3audegunseinine nuaslaiay
Atranorin, Chloroatranorin, Lecanoric acid thag Orsellinic acid L‘i";JulaLﬂu%ﬁmﬁwummwémsmaiﬁﬁ"ﬂaﬂ (Nash et
al., 2002) ayyadase (Free radicals) \uansiiididnseudaszaglusuenvesosmounioliiana oyyadassiifinuny
I8fsnunaenisly wagmeuenstenie Asdidiayneinildeandiaulunissdinasfloyyadaszveseandiauly
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Glutathione peroxidase (GPX) Wag Superoxide dismutase (SOD) wa 2) 35 laildiouleyd laun 3m1dud (Alpha-
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1) a1 ueyyadasedi nulusianie wazdmduieules 1fun Catalase (CAT), Glutathione peroxidase (GPX),
Superoxide dismutase (SOD), Glutathione reductase (GR) way Glutathione S-transferase (GST) tHusiu

2) arsiueyyadased wulusraniousla daduieulss Taun Albumin, Bilirubin, Uric acid, Glutathione,
Ceruloplasmin, Transferrin, Haptoglobin, Hepopexin uag Cysteine sy

3) aﬁiéfmauyjaﬁaisﬁwﬂummi wazladaduoulesd laun Tocopherols, Carotenoids, Ascorbic acid, Steroids,
Gallic acid uaz Flavonoids 1dusiu
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(Department of Clinical Microscopy, 2023)
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af1alnefivdu 9 wuns@nwlulawunguylsilas (Fruticose) wiia Cladonia furcata wagngulwales (Foliose) léun
Hypogymnia physodes, Lasallia pustulata, Parmelia caperata Wwag P. sulacata Wua'ﬂamuﬂq'ﬂwmaa‘ﬁﬁ AL
pustulata uanswan s uayyadasyldffigeluasadndoordlay wyuea wagih InmsmAaeuRIETE DPPH way
gonadesiuliinaumsusenouiiuedn waznalussdiiiuiinasnnlulawnuviadifiqriduoyuadasslé (Kosanic et
al,, 2011) laLﬂuaqa Parmotrema waneviin LU P. pseudotinctorum, P. stuppeum Wag P. tinctorum ANAAIBLINI
uaawudwﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂaxmiéi'uégqqqqm fo P. pseudotinctorum (Fernandez-Moriano et al., 2016) ﬁ]ﬁﬂ%’@;&ﬁﬁﬂéﬂm
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WieuspfiugrisinueyyadassuaziianeimuTinumsussneuiiuednsumedinaledlaiauviia P. tinctorum fivhnng
afasemaninduamiuea exdlau uaziefiaerBianiigumniives naaounvddueyyadasededs 2,2-diphenyl-1-
picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) wag Ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) wagilasizndsuiaasusenauiuednsaumie

78 Folin-Ciocaltue phenol wiaidudeyaiiugiulunislduszlevinnlamunguivaloaselilusuan

Figure 1 Habitat of thallus lichen P. tinctorum growth on bark.
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Fregralndlealainuvia P, tinctorum fldlun1sideldanUisssuealudmiaynams wisaiadalna
Todlawnuauliurislugouauiouiigumgf 40 esmaidoa unan 2 dalus ndutunuaduiusunadmiiluds 5
n$u $1uau 3 ads thiegslaiaudunu 5 ndu winfummueauiuas 300 daddns Tuvanguauwazinluiegn 24
lus figauugfivies niunsesdiumsazansdsnszatunsoaues 1 thnnfwdolunindeumiueadidn 2 al
uEnsesansaraesINiy thansazanetualUssmesviharanedeinies Evaporator Wiulluwamfuansuaziily
LLﬂfﬁquQﬁ 80 perwaldua antuvliutidaeaies Freeze dryer wasifvansatanenvluriadadindaiiouly
nadeusioly msadaeesdlaukaziofiaos@on thiegslaiuotnsey 5 nfu wwsinduansazanena 2 wlauasrh
mauduneuwioufumnindesmues tharsataneiusiiusesazvewanan (% Yield) fail

SOUATVDINANAR = UIMUNGIDYNRINITENA / UNNUNAI8819WIRaNauNIsane x 100

4 s a
nsnagaUgNSAueyLaBasTYasa1safianeulaaudl8ds DPPH assay

\WSguaENTaYany DPPH madadu 0.1 mM Taeda DPPH 0.0079 n$u avanglulomueal3unns 200 Jadans

a o 1 a

WS BNANTaYa18uInTIULNTanNGNTY 50 aansumedns Lnedalnsasnd 0.0005 N5 avaeluen upawazusu

<3

o

USuasliasu 10 0adans Uarsavarglnsaandiudy 50 1adnsusadng 113891903840 UBALANANUINTY O, 5,
10, 20, 25 uay 30 Jadndusedns USums 1 Tadans Wivansazane DPPH 3 fadans wehlidnfusd e dlufitiady
1281 30 W LLayaﬁﬂ‘tJi’Whﬂ’ﬁ@mﬂﬁmmﬁmmmmé“u 514 wiluiing feLA3es UV-Visible spectrophotometer ¥
N5VAABY 3 81 ﬁwmmiamnﬁuumﬁlﬁlﬂﬁwmf,u‘m % Radical scavenging activity uag AuIBdAN ICs, N1TASI9NTIN
119551UINT80N49INAY % Radical scavenging activity fifimnududu 0, 5, 10, 20, 25 waz 30 dadnsuredns iie

AN 1Cs, warldifionmnan antioxidant capacity n1333ves Wannawet & Thiangphet (2017)

% Radical scavenging activity = [(Controt OD-Sample OD) / Control OD] x 100
\ilo Control OD A Fn13gANAULAsEI DPPH

\ila Sample OD A ANISAANGULAIYBIATIAIBENS

s
< v a

nsnageUgVsiuenadassrasasaiavenulanu nedsansaiavetuimedisag 0.1 nfu avaremedwiaiefldarin
waztAuliasuuUsSuIns 10 $8dans Yrudeanslidainuwdudy 0, 1000, 2000, 3000, 4000, 5000, 7000 wag 9000
fadnsusiedns UiaunUuing 1 1addes wazihmudussumdouiuasuinsgiulnsaend viin1svmaasd 3 971 Uan

nspanduuailalumiuInm % Radical scavenging activity Wag A1WIRAT ICs,

nsnesaUVSHTueYLadaszvasasafinveUlaAuRI8dS FRAP assay
M3 UNATAZAY FRAP reagent (Acetate buffer 300 dadlua pH 3.6 : 2,4,6-tripyridyl-s-triazine (TPTZ) 10

a a

fiadlua : FeCl, 20 fiadlua = 10 : 1 : 1) Tneds FeCl, mnududu 20 fadlua 0.054 nfu avareluinndu 10 fiadans

o a =

¥4 2,8,6-tripyridyl-s-triazine (TPTZ) Anatdudu 10 Aadlua 0.031 nsu avarslunsalalasnaein 10 Jaddans (

v Y

gaungil 50 2IALALTd) LSl Acetate buffer Tnata Sodium acetate 1.8 5 LAY Acetic acid 8 Tadans Usunig

unauliiasu 500 faddns USu pH 3.6 nufigamgdl 4 ssrwadea Mndudndngy 12 Iaddns uufigumgll 37

serwaea Wuan 30 unil
WTBUAITUINGFIY Ferrous sulfate USuns 2,000 fiadnsunadng laeds Ferrous sulfate 0.02 N3 USu

YSunsmiedinau 10 daddns a$1an5191nsgu Ferrous sulfate U1a13u1msg1u Ferrous sulfate Mnseulaunide
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ndluindulsitianandudiu 400, 800, 1200 uag 1600 Sadnsuredns Twmu 1 Taddns aNtaLAy FRAP reagent 1
faddns dafield 4 unit dluTadinisgandunasi aanueandu 595 uiluiuns faeiA3 09 UV-Visible
spectrophotometer ¥1nN15MAaas 3 Ggﬁ ‘mﬂ‘lj;uﬁ’lﬁhmmL‘?J'wi’fuﬂladmimmgm Ferrous sulfate mﬁ‘auﬂ‘i’lWaﬂmim
LLazmmmﬁuLﬁa’L‘i’f’imiwsﬁqm%‘éfma%aﬁasﬂumiaﬁwmﬂlaLﬂu salu (Saechen, et al. 2020; Benzie & Strain,
1996)

nswssufegsasataneulnaledlamulaediiegisas 0.01 n{u araresesvhasaredildlunisada
U31195 10 fadans ntumndoasdesvazaneldilanudadu 100, 200, 300, 400 waz 500 dadniusiodns

VinunUsunas 1 Jaddnsldnasnnaass wagyinaudunaumnilouniuaIsunsgIu Ferrous sulfate ¥1MN15MAaed 3 4

[%

P lUAIugEiueuLadaseaie3s FRAP luansadaveulamuiisuiunswunnsgiu Ferrous sulfate

1

nsnagaudsunauasusznauiuednsiuvasansanaeulaiaude3s Folin-Ciocaltue phenol method

wisnansazaneluiemsvandududosay 7.5 Tnsddudeunsuaiun 7.5 nfu axanedeindundauiu
Usumsliasu 100 daddns w3suaisazaie Folin-Ciocaltue phenol reagent I[dutusovay 10 lnonanalsazaiy
Folin-Ciocaltue phenol reagent U393 10 fadamsfiuinau Ysuuunsldasu 100 dadans

wiBuasaratemsIUNIILNadndudy 50 fadnfusiodns Usinns 10 faddns laedensaunadn 0.0005
n¥u avanedetndusazUsuuiiasliasy 10 daddns A3NNIMUINTFIUNTARNATNLALTAITALAILUINTFIUNTA
wnadndudu 50 fadndusiedng uiFersheihnduldiieududu 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 14, 16, uay 18 fadnusedns
IUnansazaneUsunng 1 fadans wutnduusues 1.5 Saadns Wnaisavats Folin-Ciocaltue phenol reagent
Wudusosay 10 USuns 0.5 fadas werbmdnduudnfuaisazaielofounisvotunandusovay 7.5 Usunsg 1
fadans werldansavaenauiusaislluiiln 30 unil thansazangluindimsgandunasiinueniady 760 uily
was §aeLA3es UV-Visible spectrophotometer ¥n1svaaes 3 91 WAIN1IRANAULEMATANNTNTUYRIANTaTATY
1RsgIUnILnadnudeun mms IuielSsuiisuiinuamsuszneuTlueanlumsataneuveslaiusell f
75U94 Rattana & Sungthong (2016)

MFATIEIMUSIuE TUsEnouTuednswluaisadavetuveslanu lnanisuarsazatoiegelainunii

Y £%

Wutu 1,000 Jaansumeans Usuins 10 adans tnetaansanaueulaway 0.01 U avatanlgivinazateNldannuad

v 1 a

Ysuusunnstyiasu 10 9adans dnansazaieuniedaneslred1naulidaanutudy 100, 200 wag 300 Hadnsumedns

Vimansazatenn 1 Tadans vieutuneumilauiuansuinsgIunsawnaanasina Uty ¥in1smnasd 3 41 wed

AN sinnsganfuuasiilalumuamdsinaasuseneviiuednyidluasaianeiuannanuinsgunsawnadn

nsAATIERdayaNIeEnA
N1INAGaRY 3 91 AATgriauulsUTIWeIARALYaITRYaLUUMNNFLY (One-way ANOVA) S189TURAMY
ANRdY = @UdgauulInggIL WaENAAaUANNLANANTENINANRRET8gvTesIUTsuisulamas (Multiple

comparison) 18735n1999@eU Tukey-Kramer selusunss IBM SPSS Statistics et 23 ammumwmaaummju

au‘yjiiﬁ (Completely Randomize Design)
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nanIsAnwILazINTAl

Nnuansatnansantialealaavsin P, tinctorum wuinansadavenvitldsesazvesudnuniian fe wiin
pefvaralgINIUeaINAuTaas 34.74+0.20 T098911A0 93dlau (Sasaz 30.79+0.20) uaz wiiaadiem (Fovaz
27.18+0.10) mua19u (Table 1) nnasananerulndledlarnuilunageumusunuvesarsusznauiiusdnsiulag
WIBUWBUiuansuInsgIUNIALNaaN 9INaun1s Y = 0.0088x + 0.009 InediA R® = 0.9962 (Figure 2 (a)) wuinansann
ﬁmﬁﬂﬁuEJaz%T,muﬁ'U%:mzwuaqmsﬂssﬂau?\luaéﬂmumﬂﬁqﬂwhﬁ‘u 83.15+12.52 mg GAE/g DW S0%atiniie ansafindi
wiindelefiaes@an (75.45£14.90 mg GAE/g DW) Waziuvinuea (44.39+11.36 mg GAE/g DW) anuandiu (Table 2) 3
wuhansafaiindndeosdlauiiUinumsUsznevituedngadowisuifeufudminn fuukwesinedn ilesanidy
mMsTnUsinmasuszneuiiuednanansatafiduduiiihusuiunmiin wassuveivhazanenseuiailduiadun
wdsllianududuganaziivsuaeansusenauilueiingemeiuiu

Table 1 Percentage of yield from foliose lichen P. tinctorum crude extract with tree differences solvent

Solvent Color and character % Yield

Methanol Power and light green 34.741+0.20°

Acetone Power and white 30.7910.20°
Ethyl acetate Power and yellow 27.1810.10°

¢ Different superscript letters within each row are significantly different (P<0.05).

dumsiiseiauannsavesqnifiueyyadassvesarsataueulnalealawusin P. tinctorum #1835 DPPH
assay Wu3n msaﬁ’wmuﬁaﬁmﬁ’smmmuaaﬁqm%‘ﬁmaqaﬂaﬁaixﬁﬁqm Tnadian ICy, WINAU 4612.15+44.92 me/L
sesmnAeansaiamelefiaosBmnuazesdlauien IC, IndiAesiu (Table 2) lngilSeuisuivaisuinsgiulvnsasnd
(Figure 2 (b)) lf1 ICsp WWinfiu 0.02+0 MsAasziANLasalunsduasiueuyadassmeis FRAP assay lneiieu
AuasunsgIuasadama 9Inaunis Y = 0.0005x + 0.0516 taediAn R* = 0.9994 (Figure 2 (0)) WUINANTANAR I8
muaaﬁﬁwmnﬁqmwhﬁ’u 2096.27+9.24 mg Fe/g extract ox@lauyintu 1982.93+12.86 mg Fe/g extract Wavlefiany

%meﬁaaﬁqmvhﬁu 990.13+27.30 mg Fe/g extract (Table 2)

Trolox

ic aci (a) (b)
Gallic acid 20000
05 .
045 60.000 y = 2.1596x - 1.6579
£ o4 2 o
S o3 € 50000 R? = 0.9904 :
o : .
© o 8 40000 ey
@
g oz y = 0.0088x + 0.00% ® ®.
£ 8 30000
_ﬁ 2 R = 09962 K
5 o5 & 0000 .
8 u R
< 005 10,000 9.
0 0.000
i o e B 50 e o6 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
Concentration (mg/L) Concentration (mg/L)

Ferrous sulfate (C)

y = 0.0005x + 0.0516
08 R? = 0.9994

0.6

Absorbance

04

02

0 500 1000 1500 2000

Concentration (mg/L)
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Figure 2 Standard graph for comparison with P. tinctorum crude extract. Standard graph of gallic acid for
phenolic compound (a), Standard graph of trolox for % radical scavenging in DPPH assay (b), Standard graph of

ferrous sulfate for ferrous sulfate in FRAP assay ().

Table 2 Total phenolic content and antioxidant activities of P. tinctorum crude extract from three differences

solvent
Total phenolic Antioxidant activities
Solvents content DPPH FRAP
(mg GAE/g DW) (IC5o mg/L) (mg Fe/g extract)
Methanol 44.39%11.36° 4612.15344.92° 2096.27%9.24°
Acetone 83.151£12.52° 7882.08167.69° 1982.931+12.8°
Ethyl acetate 75.45%14.90° 7528.44+129.41° 990.13%27.30°
Trolox - 0.02+0 -
F-test 2861.29 1241.50 3346.43

F-test Significant at 0.001 probability levels.

< Different superscript letters within each row are significantly different (P<0.05).

v v
o

nMylasginnsueysadasyvesasatiavevnlaiauluadsil
Y

°

WHUN5A2Y 2 19A8 DPPH assay Lawdd

FRAP assay nu3nansanasismusaiauainsatunsiluasiusyyadaselaniiagnis 2 SBaonndesiu uay

£% aa

3
Y
d0nARBITUTIBUYEY Sharma & Kalikotay (2012) Iinsevignadueyyadaseaie3s DPPH assay vadlanuyila P,

reticulatum wazanAMELUNIUEallAT ICs, WU 4.39 pg/ml duasainnisieniusaian ICs, winnu 4.023 pg/ml &4

WiuInsieszignasueuyadaszaieslasuannuionegaunivals Wuiiediuids FRAP assay a1sadnsie L

& a

fgvsmueyyadasgeian dudSunuasusenauiiuveinnmuaveslanurininadase W

q

musavedlainuviini

MusaSeuiiguiuasunsgIunsawnulin wihiu 15110.577 pg Tannic acid equivalent/mg ?z’fﬂﬁﬂ%mmqﬂﬂ’hmi
annaleLeyIuea (Sharma & Kalikotay, 2012) ehimm’mmmﬁEJULﬁEJUqwééf’]ua%aﬁaiwaqmsaﬁ’miamumﬁm P.
tinctorum sednsuresansafaiuiununisiidavesansazane taun Unsideusmes (Petroleum ether) tofiansd
1Ay (Ethyl acetate) 9@ 1au (Acetone) Lun1uoa (Methanol) wazi (Water) 31515 W 62835 DPPH assay 1oy

aa

Wiguiilsuivansuinsgiunsaweanastn (Ascorbic acid) gnsiueyyadaseinngnde asadniisesdlauy seean
Ao winueakazUlnsdsudmeasmuaisu (Ganesan et al,, 2015) swwielanusinduididinanisAnuaonnaneiy Wy
lawwaiia Cetraria aculeata Miafnsmeumusaisienuigvsiueyyadassaininanaiigefiaosdinnileiiney

f1875 DPPH assay tulfenfiuUsunavetansusenauiuednsiudusniaunnnin (Tomovic et al, 2015)

Table 3 Percentage radical scavenging of P. tinctorum crude extract from differences concentration in DPPH

assay

Concentration % Radical scavenging

(mg/L) Methanol Acetone Ethyl acetate F-test
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1000 18.62+0.87°  7.07+0.50° 8.42+0.13 351.90

3000 37.15+1.38"  17.47+0.69° 21.91+0.48° 1319.19

5000 52.79+0.45%  30.44+0.35° 31.46+0.38° 3060.32

7000 ND 44.54+0.44° 47.46+1.29° 342252

9000 ND 57.90+1.14° 59.49+0.32° 7394.83
ND = No data

F-test Significant at 0.001 probability levels.

¥ Different superscript letters within each row are significantly different (P<<0.05).

Table 4 Antioxidant activities of P. tinctorum crude extract from differences concentration in FRAP assay

Concentration Mg Fe/g Extract

(mg/L) Methanol Acetone Ethyl acetate F-test
100 1848.00+72.11°  2034.67+120.55°  1047.33+20.82° 122.78
200 1907.33+30.55°  2244.00+30.00°  1048.67+32.53° 1182.43
300 2271.55+20.37°  2007.11+73.44° 926.89+51.24° 541.59
400 2202.00+27.84°  2123.67+11.55° 979.33+34.49° 2009.53

F-test Significant at 0.001 probability levels.

¥ Different superscript letters within each row are significantly different (P<0.05).

Mndeyatosazvosnisiineuyadasy (% Radical scavenging) annansardalataudidanududuvosas
umnsneiuia 3 favharanedes DPPH assay (Table 3) wudnuwliumstinouyadassinndudlomuanududy
yosansanauIniulusia 3 favhazas Tasiamsarsadadvesdlau uaziofiaosfamdalndifsstunud i
uduresans duasafafoiunusanansinsidneyyadasgldininluasatnfoozdlau uaziefiaordiamide
Wisuiisuiuanudududivindy daunismaaeunisiueyyadaseaieis FRAP assay asadadisiumueadl
Awansasueyyadaselifiaelurududuviiiu 300 me/L (Table 4) udazanasdntiosiilorinanududuves
ansarintudu 400 me/L wavansarndeozdlauiiusyavsamiiatudloumududuie 200 me/L uavUszansam
szanaadntiesdiowfiuaudududs 300 - 400 me/L Wuistuansatndeefisozdwniiifistuluanndudu 100
- 200 mg/L upzazanaadntosdiofinmuduiuvesarsatatudu 300 - 400 my/L wanaisEansamlunindu
asiuoyyadaszvesansatndionnaeuieis FRAP assay axiiusyavsamaTianlussduaududuiiunnetuiuey

Audvinazalgvesasanatiu o

ayunan1sin
mﬂmﬁmmsﬁqwééf’ma%a@aszLLaxﬁmmsuaﬁ\luaﬁﬂﬁgmmmaamsaﬁ’wmuiﬂﬁiaﬂaLﬂmﬁim P.
tinctorum 9ndhazans 3 via fusnsinsiufe wyuea exdlaunaziofiaesdian auaunsalumnduansdy
oyyadastldiRoasatinfemiueat 2 Tiaenndosfufe DPPH assay uay FRAP assay wilumanssdufuuTanm
yasasUszneuiluednsanifiusuuuniigade asadadioiofiassdian druarsadassiumueaiuium

asUseneviluednsiudesiian wansigvissueuyadaseegluamsaiaeulanundiiviinaasuseneuilueingy
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teshfinuaudfiduansiueyyadasslinionaduasdunenmilennaisuszneufiuednyiuiiuanignsiueuya

daszluansaiaveulaeu wu a1sUsznaunaliued asusenausnuiiu Wudu
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