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Microcare MT iludnsgiud ansia3qyuasqadn uazans Cosmo P813 iuanssziunduniouastiiuey
nmadeuUszAnsnmnisdusansaiyeadouuaiiGedeitidmnimuandeinunaisunsgy
wAndmaignaiunssus eanismadeud wa \euvaiiSedildnadeuio aniillafonda saisus
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vilafe dieuazdnlve saudeanisAneuszansamdunisannavlifisUszasdluguilnadaedsnis
Uszifiuneuszamduda wannsvagaunudn UszAnsamnisudatoidsnunmuassdnsiusiaseie 3
gasfiszazasseuiiduduuaiiGoannndmdnfusiaiugy daulssansnwnisdus adoidaUinaunudn
wAnfmTasEs 3 gasiianfesaznisdudadengluting 92.75 - 100 wamsvadeuUszAVSAMNITAANAY
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i%i"um?ﬂlu (natural deodorant) (Cosmetic Ingredient Review,
2012) wagtweunau TCFF Fineline blue #ifigaautifnay
8 uluWaUszased (malodor-masking) Tagvnisnagey
UszAnsnmdudadeuvaiiis $auau 2 AR 1NLINTIIU
qmamﬂsimﬁm%ﬁwa Ifurifeanfiladonda soiiod
(Staphylococcus aureus) & s uwuadii3 sadawnsuuan
wazieaweside Tals (Escherichia col) 3 uduuuailiievin
wnsuau sauldiimsmadeuussansamlunsdudinavlaie
Uszasdiind uluddleaanlddreisnsdszamduialy
aanaiassIuIL 20 AU n1sAnwlund el LS Ane
Uszansamansdrunanlundnsfaeii pmandeinesdreli
w?ﬂmﬁm&ﬁﬁ@mamﬁﬁmmﬁ'ﬁaqmi nsAnulanaasuluinain
dlosssund 2 afiefe dlnudadudulelusivandaiuay
fihedaduduloiwaglaaainiis Useloviildannisdnm

AognInaniuaNiussansnmnesngnisewunilise laed

u

=D

K o [

nauimedminglaieidusunisatenengnsuazdoya

q

nanAe et lUsosomaniive

gunsaluazIsn1Ide
1. Mg ARSI ST Ana LSt R
Tunswamngassdndusiausdvdana uldfaszacd
Tuafsdl Idvins@nunsiuau 3 gas asldarsdivimgad
(function) WANH 197U Imaqmﬁ' F1 19'@15 Microcare MT
(INCI: methylisothiazolinone) ﬁwﬂﬁﬁtﬂuaﬁé’ugﬂmiw%ty
YOILUANLIY Wag @15 Product-21-BN (INCl: PEG-40
hydrogenated castor oil) wnd1fiiduasdirvazany
(solubilizer) Qmﬁ F2 o wans Tego Cosmo P813 (INCI:
polyslyceryl-3 caprylate) ?5\‘1L‘f]umiﬁiiu"maﬁﬁ@mamﬁaiﬁu
n&u (natural deodorant) a’auqmﬁ" F3 Wil udunay Tego
Cosmo P813 way TCFF Fineline blue vinuidifiviney
(malodor-masking) (Table 1) lnsusnwaua1sludIu A uag
dau B muusazdliavanedniuy wavandunauay A uay
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2. myamTzvianvaauledhaienaosganssml
ihewazinulasuananngueavludimedminglavie
(Cluster of Sukhothai Ancient Fabric) Tnedidfheneaindie
Hreuu1m 39.50 NG (tex) WSIAUI9 7,600 LwuRdafu (cN)
wariluuneannaelnuuia 16.18 tnng (tex) WIIRIVIA
4,050 wuRTY (cN) tdrs 2 vialuudlundnsasianse
y¥anaulifiaszasdidunan 5 und annduthdudiesnain
wansaust Uaoslifuiainlnenaduinl Fuunszanuiin iy
a1 24 $alus ¥hnsiaguihlidawn 2 x 2 msaeuRiuns
Mntuthiluaeamnsldndesqanssmiamesle (Nikon,
model C-BD230, JAPAN) Tngldonuasatanin NIS element
fifdweny 20 W Funnauuandsvendudislud ui
dunminfiasuasneuvasansiadanasuuiandivisly lngld

windudunsnaaesniunu

Table 1 Formulation of Malodor Eliminator Spray

Formulation (% w/w)

Part Ingredient Function
F1 F2 F3
A Fragrance TCFF Fineline malodor- - - 0.30
blue masking
(INCI: perfume)
A Tego Cosmo P813 natural - 0.30 0.30
deodorant

(INCI: polyglyceryl-3
caprylate)

A Product-21-BN solubilizer 0.30 0.30 0.30

(INCI: PEG-40
hydrogenated castor

oil)

B Water solvent 98.70  98.40 98.10
(INCI: distilled water)
B Microcare MT anti- 1.00 1.00 1.00
microbial

(INCI:

methylisothiazolinone)

3. M1IVAFeUNITIUSIUUATILSY

wuaSed ldnaaaudiuiu 2 arewug laun aniiila
< o a = a a a
ABNAd BaL38d (Staphylococcus aureus) TIUUBUATLILIUA
WASUUIN wazLeawesiey Yals (Escherichia coli) @ 4 u
wuaiiSeedaunsuau msuainaavuiseinemans way
walulagualszwalng (37.) N15WS8NBINSIAINELY D

(nutrient broth) Usgnaunde 9W8 nedinsa (beef extract)

Usuna 3 ndulwulnu (peptone) 5 n$u,thndu 1,000 fiaddns
LAz WNT TNz (nutrient agar) widsnTngiiiy neu (agar)
15 n¥u a1sazaredmivusvanmlinidunasfearsazans
Twifounaalsel (0.85 % sodium chloride) N13Ln3 e i
nagou Taevhnsdadlvuuesinihedutusnauauadusiu
AUENa1e 25 Tadunsdmiun1snaaaulenunIN kazIuIn
Wurugudnans 48 fafnsdmiunmadeuldaiina Tned
Fuilsisiunisainge anduhiluyuludnsusiasdode
nduliilonuazudesliduisainlaeaned uinlfuunszan
writnudunan 24 dalus whidshlunaaey Tddnduduge
AIUAN (control group)
3.1 MInadeUMSINULUATIS 8V ImERs e (1R
8998 muanasgIunaniusignamnssu (Wen.) 121
\du 29 - 2554 nsUsEfiunsiuLUATIFvvesAne (Thai
Industrial Standards Institute, 2011) fituneuRai
1) MansuownsTumind ot uasluatuwisde
wownsfumsideiiumeilidendiuiineg 10.0 fadans
adlurnumzdofiiunmahlidousarmuudiudeslions
wdasts Tnenshlilddeluniietsdale Agaugi 121 asm

wawdya AUl 205 Alawiada Wunan 15 wii

¥
P

2) mawdsmeiumsideduuiluanunzde wisy
ownsiuiifvinaiidiome waerlifuadluginififigumgd
45 asmisaidoa Mndulivadonaaeu (Aududu 1 -5
x 108 CFU/mL) U311as 1 faddns ldasluemmsiumeido
150 fiaddns weegeusaiionsyaneuuafiGeliiafe ufam
onsTifnuadieusuns 5 fadans asuuarumed o s
omsiuduasudesliomsudada dluneaeunislu 1
Falag

3) MIFUAMAAE LAY UANATUALULDIMS 9 1uAY 1 Bu
Tguinduiatuomsiumedeetwids thlvvmdunan
24 9l figaunindl 37 sarniwaldoariui

4) maﬁlqmim%m@ﬂmaaL%al,wﬂﬁﬁa AUITZUTLUR

L v dou & A a v
Jseuuingugawuaise lagldans

H = (D-d)/2
Tagf HAD S2eLIn1950UT U7 dUd ahuAiLS e
(Hadiuns)
D Ap IHUNUANENANT IV U AL TR LA
2 v du & a a a
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3.2 MIVAABUNTATULUATISBUBINAR AU (1FeU3una)
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\au 30 — 2554 n15UsEuNISEIuRUATISBvesd e (Thai
Industrial Standards Institute, 2011) ﬁ%umauﬁﬁﬁ
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a1¢u (serial dilution) Arsasavansdnsulsvannliidu
nans wazimzide (pour plate) vuaIUIHITe SEUMsITe
998 2 91U SERUAMIEeNeTl 1 wih (100 dilution) 10 Wi
(101 dilution) wag 100 ¥1 (102 dilution) MEFU

5) ﬁwmummﬁmwwwﬁua lﬂﬂmwm%aﬁqmmﬁ 37 99A1
wadea 1waan 24 $9lus Juswaulaladesswuaiise
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fnandudadentugud

6) ¥199a7 2 way vaail 4 Vumeid oildd unaday
ﬁqmmﬁ 37 gemwandua Wuan 24 4alus wmansazane
dwsuusuanmlndunans USuins 100 Sadans asluaiai
Tatunagey wehwamegusadune 1wl deusnuuaiise
genaINTUNAEBY

7) dmsuusuanmlfidunans uazimzide (pour plate)
VUAITUWIETD sEdunsesnsay 2 91U seRuAIEeans
7 1 1 (100 dilution) 10 %1 (101 dilution) wag 100 ¥
(102 dilution) Mua1AU
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waidea WJunan 24 Falus Yuswuleladueswuaiiieuy
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Sovaz lagldgns

R = [(C-A)/C] x 100
Tnedi R fe $ruaulaladl (CFU/mL) veswuafiieTianas
(Sovay)

A fo Srunulelaiivesunaise (CFU/mL) iTuls
MnFunpEURRNLATIENsEILUATISY
Favaumedofigumgfl 37 ssenvaidoa
Junan 24 Falu

C fio Snulaladlvosuuaiide (CFU/mL) Ul
9107 unado Ui Ll anua ar 188158 1u
wafiBsdsdnaduiadoriugud

wnee A1 C vad1uwindy 706 (CFU/mL)
way Wiy 3,244 (CFU/mL)

4. msUssiugaiainIsdudanaulsiin/ssasainmie
nsUssfiuguantfnissudandulifssyasdainuie
Tnen1susziiund und o7 wuaiisoas199 1 (malodor
evaluation) 35n15aALUAUBY Gulumser (2015) lngnadau
NARAUYIAUDEANATINNIU 20 918 AINITIARAZLULAINLTL
v09nd wnd olud uk1 5 56U (5-point intensity scale)

o %4 o dy
MYUR AL LUUAIT

0 = laifinduwide 1 = Induwiedpauin
2 = Indwuie 3 = Jndudiunans
4 = INAUTULI 5 = INAUTULIWN

ynsUseidiulaedansundnduamagevadld 2 a
asuuinlnuuazindhedmdsnuun 7 x 7 wufues doliiu
Arduiatunansuaiagneiade anndudicly 5 wiitlwduste
whilugnluAnusnasulurendeataataslusumves
vshmstwiamileasielden andusiaaiasainldidoly
nanda TneliiudduileSunisaanundndusidudadu
Ranids Wensu 8 Halus unsdudeaniitelforanatasussiiy

LHUVBINAULVIBNTURN

5. MIUATISAHAN AR

N1331A UYL TINT T 115918 1a8 a1 aT
At (mean) A1d@2ulD 891ULUNIATFIU (standard deviation)
n13TATIgviveyatdsouuuldad @ one way ANOVA
WedeseaunUsUnureansieseinsiusuaiiieves
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(P < 0.05) Fiszsilagldlusunsudniagy SPSS Statistics

Version 24

HALAZINTINANITIVY

Han T eianvauzidulevesinluy (S) waskndhe (C)
deldduiatundndusiasduarUdeslifiuiuie arndu
dlaneninsiendesqanssmii idavens 20 i1 wuin
wanfausiia 3 gns (F1, F2 uag F3) Biiaasiungnouvesans
dunanvuiuddafisutuindunioyamuau (CT) Faifuy
wAnfuaiva 3 gasdanumnganiianusoldid undadus
awssrdnnaulifissvasddusudorinld mnsuninisldau

nernlruaziihesulufsaansalalaluddidy (Figure 1)

Figure 1 Microscopic observation of fabric at 20X; silk (S) cotton (C) in each treatment;

distilled water (CT) and formulation F1-F3

HaNARBUUTEANSAINNTATULUATIS BLTIAUNINYDS
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a o I ¢ o a |2 a o ¢
nanduaiaUsgvdanauluiausyasd wudnsueivia 3 ans

(F1, F2 wag F3) finauaudfsnunisiasyresuaiiiolad lag

a I3

Ao & a a . ey
AATIENAINTLHLWTIDUN YUY ILUANLTY (inhibition zone)

' ¥
A a =

Aiindusausinluu (S) wazingne (C) Heualugg 7.33 + 0.29
f19 10.00 + 0.00 Jaduns Aaviwandlu Table 2 wagwuin
HARAITS 3 gns ausadudatouuailiFelans 2 Yseian
v U a a a = @ L3

launuwuafiSesdanunsuudn Aeanewus Staphylococcus

a a a v s . . .
aureus WAEKUANLIYYUALNTNAUANEWUG Escherichia coli
(Figure 2)upnanflfanuimdndnging 3 gasiuseansanilsl
LANFIN UL BNAFBUANULANANALRA-UDY inhibition zone

v

2935N15N19EDR WHLHaNTUNTLELLUAITOUT UNAFBUN

B
o

udanuanise SA vasdluundrandnvesd iy o1y
Wiz Ennuiinuazden (A1FLEUsgRaNLA) AN

f1fy Liesndnluunesnnidusiei vuiaannin (16.18

v
a

wind) dhilhe (39.5 wnd) e TanihiinnuasiBonnindedaug
Aannnd dsduduinSsenassdudaiuiuemaidsadold
wnniFufansunsuiensyanevesansiudelding uasile
WisuisuUssavsnmuemwandasilude 2 slianuirawise
fudadl SA. (7.50 + 0.00 mm & 10.00 = 0.00 mm) léigana
o EC. (7.33 £ 0.29 mm @1 7.83 = 0.58 mm) Fsdenndasiy
NaNAEDUVBIEIAULEY methylisothiazolinone Askanaaeau
Jriianudutusgaiisudadeld$esas 50 (Minimum

Inhibitory Concentration; MIC) @1% S UL¥ 8 SA uay EC

Wiuseeay 0.03 wag 0.04 puasu UseanSainnisduda

LUANLS g RINanA o LtAnaIna@ns MicrocareMT

2

(INCI: methylisothiazolinone) \feaa1nid umﬁmqﬁuﬁﬁ@
AuantRs g suuaiifsuazoygnlildlalundndus
\r303dens (Michael & Irene, 2004) lunsinwiassiludnd
NNgAsTUTuIUa1T Microcare MT windufasouas 1 lag
hwitn Sedswaliuszansnmnistiudanuailideve sudn s

4 3 gas Jiuandaiy wardiunanindundusunaunneg

Ausudi wanaly Table 1 ludnanausedns annisduds

wUARS svRINAR T

Table 2 The anti-bacterial test in each formulation (qualitative evaluation)

Inhibition zone (mm.)

Formulation Staphylococcus aureus (SA) Escherichia coli (EC)
Sitk (S) Cotton () Silk (S) Cotton (O
Water (CT) 0.00 + 0.00 ® 0.00 + 0.00 0.00 + 0.00 0.00 + 0.00
b b b

Formulation 9.67+029°% 867+126° 7.83 +0.58 7.83+058?
F1 3

Formulation 9.83 £0.29° 7.50 £ 0.00° 7.83 +0.58 7.67 £029°
F2 2

Formulation 10.00 + 0.00 833 +0.76 * 7.33+0.29 7.33+029°?
F3 . »

Data are means + standard deviations of three replicates (n=3). a,b,c Difference letters

in the same column indicate significant differences. (p < 0.05)

Figure 2 Inhibition zone of silk (S) and cotton (C) in each treatment; distilled
water (CT) and formulation F1- F3 when test with Staphylococcus aureus

(SA) and Escherichia coli (EC)
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NanAEauUsEENS AN UL UATIIS LT 9US YR
nandasiasdudanauldfisUszasd wudwdndneina 3 gas
= va o Q’II a a a v Qg)l v 1
fnuaudfdudinisasyveswuaiiielans 2 Ussinn laun
wuATSe¥lawnsuUIn @a18Wus Staphylococcus aureus

a a o & . . =
LASWLUANLIYUALNITNAY @V8NWUT Escherichia coli L1BvNINTT
nageuludnluunazinie (Figure 3) HaaInA1sAUIMAISOY
azn1sudanuaiise (% inhibition) vasHAnAugidanaasu

v

ared by wuIRAn S uriaunsagud Y anuanisela

Sovay 100 dunsnadeuludfhenuinndndusianusaduds
wuAvL3 8 Staphylococcus aureus ta5esaz 92.18 — 92.75
ward'ue suunA LSy Escherichia coli (FCQ) e T ouas
95.15 - 95.31 Wofinnsaniiviinvosimuimaniasine 3 gns

ausadududeiiennasuiuinivulaanimeasulubdne

o v

2 % a = % A =
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AMUALLDYANINAINTIRNUARININNTY DIUIEAATUNAR TN
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Igsnnndudlevhannegeuisliuseavsnmitgand
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Figure 3 The anti-bacterial test in each formulation (quantitative evaluation)
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Table 3 malodor sensory evaluation

Mean of malodor intensity scale

Formulation

Silk (S) Cotton (C)
Water (CT) 0.60 + 0.50° 0.90 + 0.31°
Formulation F1 0.45 + 0.51% 0.40 + 0.50°
Formulation F2 0.15 + 0.37™ 0.15 + 0.37°
Formulation F3 0.05 + 0.22¢ 0.05 + 0.22°

Data are means + SD and a,b,c Difference letters in the same column indicate

significant differences. (p < 0.05), n=20
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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to study the effectiveness of inhibiting bacteria growth and the
deodorant effect of three malodor eliminator spray formulations. The product has a
different composition consist of Microcare MT (an antimicrobial agent), Cosmo
P813 (deodorant) and perfume. The antibacterial test was conducted quantitatively
and qualitatively according to the Thai industry standard's fabric standard testing
method. Staphylococcus aureus and Escherichia coli were used as the representative
of bacteria by testing on cotton and silk fabrics. In addition, this research also
investigated the deodorization efficiency through the sensory evaluation of
consumers. The results revealed that the qualitative antibacterial activity of all
formulations had a larger zone of the inhibition than that of the control product. The
quantitative antimicrobial efficiency found that all formulas showed the inhibition
percentage in the range of 92.75 — 100. The malodor elimination results showed that
all formulas could reduce the unpleasant smell of cotton and silk by consumer
preferences studying. From all efficacy results, it can be concluded that the malodor

eliminator spray product can be further commercialized.
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