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Total Phenolic Content, Antioxidant and Antibacterial Activities

from Centotheca lappacea L. Desv. Extract
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n339ui i fngUsrasaiilefinmgninueyyadasy Yiumiluednsau wzqrinudouuaifeanarsada
mﬁﬁuw% (Centotheca lappaceaq) maaquﬁsﬁyﬂua%aéaisgﬁa?ﬁ DPPH Siasnznusinaasusyneuiluednsou
A28 Folin-Ciocalteau uaznadaunnsdudatouunii3elasds Disc diffusion method MaArAMLTUA1EAlY
nsdudadenuaiiids Minimum Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) uagsmAIAssvusiaslunisadouuadide
Minimum Bactericidal Concentration (MBC) #1121 awaﬁmwﬁﬁ'uw%ﬁﬂisﬁwﬁmwiummyma%aﬁaisLwﬁﬁu
(ICsy) 21.182 pg/ml wazflUsunaansusenoufluedns vy 16.61 mg GAE/g extract aWMW$aé’U§QﬂW$Lﬂ%zymaa
\§ ouuATLS 8 Streptococcus pyogenes b Taefilaun1sdud s MIC waz MBC 1oty 19.33+1.15 mm,
125 pe/ml uag 125 pg/ml audrdu ualuanunsndudsnsniagiivinveadewvaiiiosiin £ coli, S. aureus,
K. pneumoniae Wa¢ P. aeruginosa \n asunanisfinwivesarsatang3unsiauandiniueyyadasy uazqns

AuTaLuATSY S. pyogenes Feaunsaluduniadenlunisshuwlsafindeaanuuaiiisensnanlalueuianle
AEATY: QVIBRURYYADETE QVISAUTBRUATIY anTaNAVITUNS

Abstract

This research aimed to investigate the antioxidant properties, total phenolic content, and antibacterial
activity of Centotheca lappacea extract. The antioxidant activity was evaluated using the DPPH assay,
total phenolic content was analyzed by the Folin-Ciocalteu method, and the antibacterial activity was tested
using the disc diffusion method. The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal
concentration (MBC) were determined to assess the extract's efficacy against bacteria. The results showed
that C. lappacea extract exhibited significant antioxidant activity with an ICs, value of 21.182 pg/ml
and a total phenolic content of 16.61 mg GAE/g¢ extract. It effectively inhibited the growth of
Streptococcus pyogenes with an inhibition zone, MIC, and MBC of 19.33+1.15 mm, 125 pg/ml, and 125 pg/ml,
respectively. However, it did not inhibit the growth of Escherichia coli, Staphylococcus aureus, Klebsiella

pneumoniae, and Pseudomonas aeruginosa. These findings demonstrate that C. lappacea extract
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possesses antioxidant properties and exhibits antibacterial activity against S. pyogenes, suggesting its potential

as a natural therapeutic agent.
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1. uni

a

Tsafadoalugsiniinanidodunis fxaunisiduaivmuesninialsans 4 manidouuadiFe 1w T
yraRanils aun fuwwes fmdsdniay gupmusnay uasil wun Tsemsszuumadumela loun eadniau nevies
Snia wagnasadesdniay unu lsaszuumadiuemns lawn ewnsidudis vess uazefinnnlse idunu uarlse
Anudelussuumadiutaany laun nsaelasniaudsundu nedaanesnay uagnszsnzdaamesniau Wunu fems
A elussuumafutaany Lﬂumsﬁm%yaﬁwwlaaLLazﬁqﬁ’@mizﬁqaLﬂuﬁuﬁugumaamiamL%@Iuiiawmma
(Danchaivijitr et al., 2007) TnsnudeuvaiiSeiiivanmuedlsafndelussuumaduldaanslavesie Escherichia
coli, Staphylococcus aureus, Staphylococcus saprophyticus, Proteus mirabilis W& ¥ Pseudomonas aeruginosa
(Foxman, 2010; McLellan & Hunstad, 2016) %ﬂuﬂwﬁu‘liﬂaﬂL%uaﬁaﬂénf‘immaa%ﬂwﬂ;ﬁ?ﬁamﬂﬁ%wz WABAUNS
%ﬁ@ﬁﬁwa%ﬂqLﬁ'mm'aslwmamuﬁ%ﬁé’mwmﬁyamﬁqa (Boonyasiri et al., 2014) ludagUuiisinayulnsivainvane
¥iin fannsaduniuussmmuduons dvayulnsiadumadondWouvamilwesmmgnuail Segnloindeunadie
ofnfiasnulsnnna q uaglytigesenie Ssduwaluunslvayulnadiuenndunnd (Musa et al, 2023) dadu Ssfing
thayulnsin@nugridudadonuafiForsians q wetnlelunsiauidusinyilsedmiudumadenlumagua
qUAMN

Jagtuanulnslasumnufienlunissnululsenis q naensunisiunatinaisiinanenisduganisaiyaule

q

o c

Y8I9auUNIY (Wongsrisom et al.,, 2014) Tnemey13uns (Centotheca lappacea) lulssndlvedisiosumslauselown
mgsunsluanindsraeniiiorietigesienis e1nsUanidios Smyidadee udaans Tnevun e1u ey Sulsenu
nIoNM Iﬁﬁammﬁu%u wsisla (Kamoltham et al., 2017) anmsAneiinuulneynsuen Endophytic fungi 910
Tu 570 w99 C lappacea Wvﬁﬂiﬁﬁqwéﬁugﬂmﬂﬁﬁa Bacillus subtilis, Micrococcus luteus, S. aureus, E. coli uag

P. aeruginosa (Hazalin et al., 2009) uadsludinsinwgnddudawuaiidonnaisatnlnenss Asdu iufiunaulaess

'
a

BaflvzfnwinuauURgdnueuyadasy wazqrsdududenuailiievesansadneniuearewmgsuns ewdureya

Wasnulunswauthlvlvuselovumemsunmenazindusnaly

2. A5N15NANaBY

2.1 MawIeNaTanane 1SN lagIsnsanaLuURAn
Fodminayulnsng3ung 350 n¥u wanans wazuaasden ntulaadlurnde Tasledaviazany
IUea 95% USu1ns 1,000 Haddns ﬂmﬂﬁaﬁwﬁ'saasgﬁLﬁWWaaé Aullvwuuas wentuay 2 Ade (wuazid)
advay 30 it weiials 1 dUam dleasuimun 7 Yu YiasatnilauinseseInIneenmeEIYIUE NTBNTUNTYANY
N589 Whatman no.1 ﬁﬁmﬁaﬁ’mwﬁﬁ'LngaﬁmﬁaaﬁaﬁﬂazawLamuaa FmssEefara1seannILa og
Jg1ue (Rotary vacuum evaporator) ﬁqmmﬁ 60 asrwaldea aulnansatafiueaiin ntudiauimioannis

smgiiothlUm i Usinaesasaiaila (%Yield) Maauns (1) waziuansainuoIvie 13 uNs SEMEAILAIUTTY

InunITiulas uameneezgiiieurlosa tivliluiieumgl 4 esmwadea aunagihuilyay
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AsAIYNUSINETanA (%Yield crude extract) wamabiluaunis (1)

A
% yield = —x 100 &)
B
Tnef
A = dwinussansfiadale (n3u)

= uwiningAvayulnsasmuily (n$w)

2.2 mivmaauzm%‘iunﬁﬁ'ma%aﬁaiﬂﬂ81%'3%' DPPH assay
2.2.1 FupsumasBeuans
(1) NM5LA38NaS DPPH (2, 2-Diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl)
n9Ww3ea3 DPPH 0.2 mM Tnemsdsanswiin 0.08 ¢ UsuUSanmsmeteniuea 95% lmidu 200 ml
ety wasiullufilufiuas fgungiiveadunan 30 wf
(2) MIWTELaTTUINTZIU Trolox
n9wFENans Trolox ALY 100 pg/ml Tnedsansan 1 mg U3y USinnsnsionuea 95% 1u
Ju 50 ml wazidearslniinranuuwu 50-800 pg/ml
(3) MwFeuansatindiesns
nMaAsELETatf e eeIITY 5,000 pg/ml thansatavgsunsnimeataeniuea Sensarn
F98193171 50 mg USuUSanmsmeteniuea 95% idu 10 ml ludiamuuauay 5,000 pe/ml wazdenndviinuismy
10-500 pg/ml
2.2.2 Sumpummagauguslunsduayyadastingldas DPPH assay
\Biulenuea 95% U3ims 200 pl aslumaai 1 ve9 96 well plate PNTUANATIIATEIU DPPH 0.5
mM 3115 200 pl aﬂquuﬁ 2 U994 96 well plate mﬂﬁ?ulﬁumimmgm Trolox Y3113 100 pl aﬂqumﬁ 3 U89 96
well plate uagifiss DPPH U3aas 100 pl adluviguitiianssnmsgiu Trolox antudsansartavaFunsiiniesilumazan
wuv TnsFesdduanemsaueslumun aruauag 100 pladuvquil 4 199 96 well plate uar3ufiu DPPH
Uses 100 pl adluvquitiiansaavauns vimaviedeuiaesns 3 1 ivlufiiia fenmgiives 30 wit uaethluiaa
pAndunasTimuETIRdY 500 nm msiedeseruUFRullasian (Microplate reader) 9mntiuiueyaiflaluduaaman

Wesitunmséiudseyyadasy DPPH (%Radical scavenging) 1 50% (ICs,) Aanssisaunsi (2)

. . AControl - ASampLe
Radical scavenging (%) = x 100 2

AControl

Tne?
Aol = @1 Absorbance fiinlavesansazaty DPPH

Aumpie = A1 Absorbance TinlauasansuansEneasaraty DPPH fuansdiey

2.3 msaaszidsunuasusenouiuednsau 1neleds Folin-Ciocalteu assay
2.3.1 TumpumSIIEAES
(1) NM3wsELEITAZANENINIgIU Folin-Ciocalteu reagent
Msw3eENas Folin-Ciocalteu reagent TnewwSealudnstau 1 : 10 113 Folin-Ciocalteu 10 ml U3y

Ysumsaetnaulymdy 100 ml
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(2) MIwILNAITALAIBLINIFIU Gallic acid
nsw3NaNTaraINInsgIu Gallic acid ey 100 pg/ml Taedansun 0.001 g YSuUsunns
metovuea Wila 10 ml arntandeansluianuanay 2.5, 5, 10, 20, 40 uag 80 pg/ml
(3) nM3Lm3en Sodium carbonate (Na,CO,) 7.5%
Mse3enEns Na,CO, tnedan 7.5 ¢ USuuSummsmeningu ludu 100 ml
(4) Mswdsuasanafion
MRS UENTAR AT IAAILTLL 5,000 pg/ml ﬁ’lmiﬁﬁ’ﬂmﬁlﬁLLW%ﬁﬁT’mﬁﬁﬂLE]‘Vl’l‘u’eja Faansain
o9 50 me USudSunasmeieniuea 95% lala 10 ml luflanuanay 5,000 pg/ml anduinnidedniia
7Y 100-5,000 pig/ml
2.3.2 Sumsumsvaasss s eiliinaEnsUssneuiiueaniomn gl FolinCiocalteu
(1) \Rienuea 95% U3aas 200 pl adluvaudl 1 ves 96 well plate
(2) sl Folin-Ciocalteu U3unms 200 pl aslunguil 2 ves 96 well plate
(3) LANA151IM5§1Y Gallic acid fAELTY 100 pg/ml U3unns 20 pl aﬁwquﬁ 3 999 96 well plate
9 niuFafin Folin-Ciocalteu U31135 100 pl waztiisl Na,CO, USums 80 pl aﬂwquﬁ 3 983 96 well plate 7ifans
1179574 Gallic acid
(8) iuansatnngTunsiinsedlwrazanuouty Tnededduarnaneieuiesldinn munuay
20 pl aﬂwqmﬁ 4 499 96 well plate a3y Folin-Ciocalteu U311ns 100 ul agtisd Na,CO, Usuns 80 ul asly
Mquﬁﬁmﬁaﬁmmﬂwgﬁﬁuw% 210ty 11 96 well plate
(5) \iivluiliinflgamgiives 30 i
(6) thansiilasn¥amantiuiiluinmganduuasiieniuemindu 765 nm meirieserudjizollulasinay
(Microplate reader)
() aéywﬂi'ﬁ/\lmmgmsuaamsasma Gallic add wagdnszliina a1suszneu Phenolic yadlusheensensarin
(8) AnaUsInaasusznau Phenolic sama?i&flugﬂ mg ¥4 gallic acid equivalents (GAE) /g crude extract
2.4 msnengusTunstiudsnsiaSyveadauuaiiGennasatavgTuns
2.4.1 MavedeunsiusutowuaiiBedae33 Disc diffusion
ﬂ’]i‘l/l@]ﬁa‘l_lﬁ]ﬂ/lgﬁ(ﬂﬁgUélzﬁL%E]LLUﬂﬁL%EJGT’JEJ%% Agar disc diffusion tW3gaeMSIABTe Nutrient agar
Tusuimziies (Petri dish) Mndugulaiudausannide yuuuaiiFofiusuarmulnelndusinade 10%-107 waa
nefadans wnaslwiuuitenmsidsade anduany Paper disc AU IMS A BT e NeRansataUSINN
YUY 1,000 pg/ml AIULLAL Paper disc el Dimethyl Sulfoxide (DMSO) Lﬁusqmmuqm%aau (Negative control)
MN1sVAaed 3 sdgwmﬂﬁu’uﬁﬂﬂﬁuﬁqmmﬁ 37 psmwaidua 1uan 16-24 $3lus émwaimai’mmmLz:whvjuéﬂaw
vaslgumsdud (nhibition zone) Sanuneiduiiaduns
2.4.2 mafnanududusgalunisiusatiauwuafide (Minimum inhibitory concentration, MIC)

EEY)

N1INAFOUNIAIANUYNIUANGATN AT UG L auuUATILTY (MIC) 1835 Microbroth dilution

method Tngtioaansanang3uns tnedoasiiazasan (Two fold dilution) anntumssuidenuaiisenlylunis

o
£ ]

NAEU LAgUSUAMULINTUVDLTY Bl uATLS 8lulniiu 0.5 McFarland 3nnduaald 8119117 100 pl lanaen

U

v
@

Microcentrifuge wagiinasanaiwmiguliosnsag 100 pl arnduildiwenlmundu uaddlduungungil 37 e

wadea 1wnan 24 Falua
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24.3 a1sfnwraududunigauaeansanafainsaginisiasyvaudanuaiiseld (Minimum
bactericidal concentration, MBC)

v v

ASNAFBUTIANANILVUIUANFATANNTON T BWUATILSY AI83T Microbroth dilution method Tag

q

Foveansatavg3uns Ineifevnitazaean (Two fold dilution) aniweeudeuuniieilelunismadeu Tne
Usuieraurulmmiu 0.5 McFarland antfugaidesnsiuau 100 pl la Microcentrifuge tube wagiiuansarafi
w3salaoesay 100 pl antuthluwelmetu uahluusiigumgd 37 ssauduinan 24 Falus densu 24 Falus
Ty diunsmluiifgaarssiuau 20 pl venasuuemsidsadeuailsdudodernaidodoauumnemadsude
Tnermusly Positive control ilwdsuuafideilalunsnagey wazly Negative control wu Distilled water a1ntia
iluunfigamgdl 37 sseiduinan 24 $2lus uardenanana eguinlaladiiintu minluflaladifedulvisany

wuvutuual MBC

3. HANNSNAADILAZITAINE

3.1 MawSENm It AINVIE S UNIIiaza1senuea 95%
aﬂﬂmiﬁwwﬂﬁuwg 2,300 g wataneiaThazanlemuea 95% wazihlussieundagis Evaporation
wlathminansatauazinandiuamueuanns (1) wuamgnFunsla %Yield windu 12.5 vesuSunmayulnsiily
(Table 1) 9nMsAnw AR IUITUIASaRAMETSUNS (C. lappacea) mewomuea 95% Taglaiansmin (Maceration)
Juaan 24 Falusanglanmsiven Iﬁﬂ%mmmiaﬁmmmagjﬁg@aaz 3.3 Fsgesnnmenulunmdfeinunmaisaty T

i']&muﬁﬁaEJazéuanmiaﬁ’wmﬂuﬂwawa‘w 1.0% 14 3.0% (Kamoltham et al., 2018; Kamoltham et al., 2017;

o '
YRV

Tinlapat et al, 2020) feu A1sevazvesansannflnanmsAnwlaunsadoduusinaimungaulunsiilulelu

JURBUNMTNAFDUVIENLAFYINGT WsomsiaunTundniunauwuunslule

Table 1 Percentage yield of C. lappacea extract

Sample Total sample weight (§)  Weight of crude extract (g) Extraction yield (%)

C. lappacea extract 2,300.00 289.52 12.50

3.2 wamsAnwguanIsiuayyadas
mﬂmiﬁmznqw‘ﬁ{mmywua%aaaﬁzﬁummiaﬁwajﬁt.l,w% Me3a (2,2-Dipheny!l-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH)
radical scavenging activity) fmﬂlﬂmimﬂﬁuuaaﬁ'mmmmgu 540 nm 9B uIFILIAT % DPPH radical
scavenging activity LAZWIA ICs, (50% inhibitory concentration) manawaﬁ’mmmﬁﬁuw% lansivlvesaisain
myyﬁ'l,l,wgmmﬁmyumaﬁa y = 0.0347x + 49.265 wazilA1 Rz = 0.9996 4 Figure 1 A1UIMAT ICqo VOIATAR R

wg13uns lawniu 21.182 pg/ml uansly Table 2

Table 2. ICy, values of C. lappacea extract and Trolox

Sample ICs0 (ug/mU)
C. lappacea extract 21.182
Trolox 10.68
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k. R? = 0.9996
8
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g
x
8 49 T T T T T 1
ES 0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Concentration (ug/mU)
Figure 1 Standard calibration curve of Trolox determined

by the DPPH radical scavenging assay

1NNTIATIENNE NI UUYadase Laalyds (2,2-Diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) radical scavenging
activity) InguanausunAuuLYuYeasites s ininasnueyyadasvanas 50% vesasanangyisung e

d a 9 ! ' 9 Y ¢ ! = a a
LU?EJUWIEJUﬂUﬁ’ﬁiJW]iﬁWu Trolox ‘W‘UN%Jﬂﬂ@ﬂﬂﬂmiﬁﬂﬂﬁmﬂﬂmi LLﬁﬂx‘iﬁﬁ’]iNWiﬁﬂu Trolox Mﬂiza‘lﬂﬁﬂﬂ‘wi‘uﬂﬁ

v
YY) a

vdseuyadasslannninansadang3uns Jeaennassiun1sinwignsaueyyadaszvesaisainveruvesaiumile

AungTunsian ICs, Wi 97.16 pg/ml (Wanmanee et al., 2021)

17

3.3 pansAneUsanauasUsznauiueansIu
nsAnwUSinaEnsUsyneuilueansanvesansatianaunsmeds Folin-Ciocalteu Tnely Gallic acid u
415019537 ai"wmswdmmgmﬁummsazmEJ Gallic acid fifimnuuwugansllil 2.5, 5, 10, 20, 40 uay 80 pe/ml
Tng¥armsgandunasiininuenindu 765 nm A281A3 04 Microplate reader furnUSnaasUszneuluednsu

La?ﬂuguﬁaﬁn%’maq Gallic acid equivalents (GAE) #8 1 g crude extract & Figure 2

1 5

E 08
Q
06
% % 1 y = 0.0055x + 0.5004
o
é 04 | Rz = 0.994
£
o
§ 0.2 |
0 | T T | 1

0 20 40 60 80 100
Concentration (ug/ml)

Figure 2 Standard calibration curve of Gallic acid determined

by the Folin-Ciocalteu method
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Table 3 ICs, values and total phenolic content of C. lappacea extract

Extract ICs (Mg/mU) Total phenolic content (mg GAE/g crude extract)

C. lappacea 21.182 16.61

mﬂmﬁﬂmmiﬁmmmiﬂixﬂauﬂuaﬁﬂmuﬁummiaﬁ’mmgﬁl,l,w% A2835 Folin-Ciocalteu Wuan miaﬁ’mmguw
SunsivSunaasuszneuiuednyianun Wy 16.61 mg GAE/g crude extract (Table 3) ansUsznaufluednnula
wnanevisludn waly wagasulng Bonoli et al, 2004) nalnlunanueyyadasziinnnnslvdidnnsounnoyya
Saszvesansdimaniluedn deaglaiduansiiluiduoynadaszdnnoly (Gulcn & Alwasel, 2023) 1 ofiuFunm
asusznoufluednuin éyaaasmiéTUgaaqgaﬁaimsumﬁuﬁywLﬁaamnmwiyma%aﬁaizﬁﬂ%Lﬂumi‘uimaumn
nauiluedn (Kim et al,, 2005) defignuaniFlunisiduansnuoyyadasslar mnmsfnunsatnayulnsvg3unsae
muea 95% thluvhnisnvimusuiaansusyneuiiuednsiuvesasatang1sunsnieds Folin-Ciocalteu uan
miaﬁ’wajﬁLLW%ﬁﬂ%mmmiﬂixﬂauﬂuaﬁmw WU 16.61 mg GAE/g crude extract Wlosannasauszneuluans
afnnmgsunsanlngUseneunie lawn walauesn awfiesesn (Wanmanee et al, 2021) ﬁiﬂiqa%waﬂmaqaﬁ
mg; hydroxyl (—OH) @aitfu functional group ﬁﬁmwmﬁwfﬁqq Seansoavargeoninlasluivaraiefiitaunn
(Zuorro et al.,, 2019) FaaonnansTUILATaves Pramokchon and Chomchoei (2017) lafnwwUSanaansuseneud
UoAntmuAvesaTAR AT UNT WUA ansanane1uTuleiaezdinaiiatawneonaind uieniuea dUsua
a5UsznouueAngIanInIAiy 14.48+0.03 mg GAE/g uaraonAaDafuUILITeres Kamoltham et al. (2017) fila
AnvmuSunaesUszneuiliuedniavieuesansatinna 1S uns wudn nesuwnsfiatanethlanfiunnnimegnIunsi
afametenuea lneiinniu 43.26 uay 39.22 mg GAE/g dried extract AUa6U

ﬁ]’lﬂmﬁﬁmﬂ’]qwéﬂﬁgﬂuauyja’?JE‘HBGIJElﬁﬁ’liaﬁlﬂﬂiyijﬁuwgﬁ?ﬁ&ﬁ% DPPH radical scavenging activity wua1 dan

a a

ICqp WU 21.182 pg/ml (Table 3) ﬁﬂisa‘waﬂﬂwsl,umsﬁyma%aﬁaiﬂgﬁLﬁ'am%mﬁwmimmgm Trolox fifian
ICsy 1111TU 29.686 pg/mtsl;ums‘wmaaquémsﬁmawaSaimyaaﬁ% DPPH activity tuiafiene Tynailunisiasizan
uey Faeyya DPPH uayyalulnsinuiinsidifuaseyluglouyaeguailaslunawihufasouielmineyya eyya
DPPH iilpagluasazansaziidung uandlefiansmueyyadasyindiinnseuunayya DPPH axdsududivies (Naik et
al,, 2003) lunsinAsesarn1sduds ICy, Alimussigaasiiquilunismueyyadasziiian (Kaisoon et al, 2011) N3l
mﬁwitw%ﬁaw%ﬁmau;ﬂaﬁaisLﬁaamﬂiumﬁﬁl,m%ﬁmiﬂisﬂauﬂuaéﬂ (Kamoltham et al,, 2017) 31nN1sANYINTANR
asulwavig3unsae 95% Ethanol tiluvinisfnyigrsnismueyuadassvesansatineunsaes DPPH radical
scavenging activity §lA1 ICs, 11177U 21.182 pg/ml Fagonmaneiuni1sI98ves Pramokchon and Chomchoei (2017)
ﬁﬁﬂmqwémigwuagaﬂaﬁaizmaqufgw?LLW§ wunmsataduefisesBaniiatauenoonaindueniues ﬁqwéﬁwua%a
Saisqqﬁqm Taedian ICy, WU 0.792+0.010 WAz 0.400+0.008 me/ml 7835 DPPH uay ABTS Auansu
3.4 nsAneUszAvsnvesssatangTunilunsiudwauuaiiSe
3.4.1 quissusuouuniiGevesssananaSunsldlneds Disc diffusion

INMIATIIMADINENSTUS wondeuuailise 1w 5 ¥iln Ao WeuuaiiSeunsuuan Taun
S. pyogenes, S. aureus WazwuATiSEunTIaU LAk £ coli, K. pneumoniae wa P. aeruginosa WUINASARARINYN
JunsfigvslumssudadouuafiFounsuuin S. pyogenes warlinuadsiaunnausnansvesUssansnmlunsdudagen
A9 19.3321.15 mm fauansly Table 4 unlusudadouuaitse £ coli, S. aureus, K. pneumoniae Wa¥ P. aeruginosa
Falugenmasstuntsdnulufivasdiisatiuanmuiseves Suwanpugdee et al. (2012) Ailavins@nuussansam
Ypsinsfuvenszmeanazlastlunssud udonalsamuusnavlulaum Ineiide £ coli S. aureus uag S. agalactiae

Anvanudunenseiveanazlasausasdudwiie £ coli, S. aureus wag S. agalactiae la Tagdan MIC (naiy
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12.5, 3.125, 3.125 wag A1 MBC lawniiu 25, 6.25, 25 anuaisu fan1smuseansanlunisdudade tavinnis
Wisuisuiueufdaus Tetracycline Faudu Positive control finalnniseengninisdudwivesiuaiiisalaunis

Iaramsdnasiznlusiunsluwaasuaisenianulinesn

Table 4 Inhibition zones (mean * standard deviation) of C. lappacea extract against
Streptococcus pyogenes, Escherichia coli, Staphylococcus aureus, Klebsiella

pneumoniae, and Pseudomonas aeruginosa

Samples Inhibition zone (mm)
S. pyogenes E. coli S. aureus K. pneumoniae P. aeruginosa
Positive control 32.10+1.03 45.13+0.70 30.02+1.15 19.00+£2.50 9.27+1.36

Negative control - - - - _

C. lappacea extract 19.33+1.15 - - - -

Note: - indicates no inhibition zone.

3.4.2 PudududngavesasatavgsunslumsiudadouuaiiGs (M) uazanududusiigalunis
gindeuuniiide (MBC)

Han1INAAaUNSUsZIEuA1 MIC wudwmiaﬁ’mmagulwwqjﬁLLW%ﬁIﬁaﬁﬂazmaLamuaa 95% il
Uszavisnmilunsdudadeuvaiide S. pyosenes lﬁﬁﬂltha A1 MIC sy 125 pe/ml aruranisnadeuUszidu
A1 MBC WU miaﬁ’mmﬁﬁLLW%ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁTﬁ&JL@W’luaa 95% flUszansawlunisadeuuafise S. pyogenes "Lﬁuﬁ‘ﬁzjm
Taeluan MBC iy 125 pg/ml dananslu Table 5 Ssaonnaosiunuideves Jantanu et al. (2016) fivmsine
nsdusade S. pyogenes Inelaunuilanuslnanauansatauz gy nunasatannudeugsuamnsodudadola laed
‘ummLgusiwuquejﬂawumi%uﬁus“ju’aqqqmwhf'fu 3133 fadluns sesasundeansatnainaen 40 510 Ae wagluuegy
AUAIPU ﬁTﬂLLﬁzi’]ﬂyﬁyﬁhﬁﬂﬂyL%uﬁzjuusqumﬁawu’liaﬁuégaﬂﬂiLﬂ?iymaﬁL%Iamaau WU 12.50 me/ml waziianay
Lmymyuml‘”lqmﬁ'mmmmﬁL%’yammaau MY 25.00 mg/ml LAz LS89 Sutabhaha and Khantawa (2011) 1o
¥msnwgnsausuaiiSoazdesesasatalutnuaneuhluiauimsuefnwlsaimds annsadanie
LAY LoTIaRETIAM LBN1UBA LATLUNIUDR LLazwmaauqwé&?wua;a%wmamwaﬁ’mﬁw?%‘ Agar well diffusion method
uaz Agar dilution method namsAnwnuansatnluinanfiatameenau luaunsadudimsasyueuniise
(5. aureus, S. pyogenes was E. coli) wazites1 Malumsnageula aasatnanamuea Tuausadudimsiadey
YeUATISEI 3 wia waziles1 Candida albicans waz Aspereillus flavus whgwsadudansiasyrendesnelsa
ﬂa’mﬁg 3 4 yiln lﬂyLLﬂl Trichophyton rubrum, T. mentagrophytes, Microsporum gypseum Wwag Epidermophyton
floccosum I (MIC = 78.125-312.5 mg/ml : zone size 12.2+2.1-15.0+0.5 mm) luvaizfiansatanisienueauas
wfiaerdian Svsnsdudinmsiasavesuaiiieriiaunsuuan (5. aureus waz S. pyogenes) wazilesnelsanainiia
4 %iln Tneflqrsamudos (MIC = 156.250-312.5 mg/mL: zone size 12.0+0.5-24.0+1.5 mm) Ain1gvisauuuafise
(MIC = 625.0 mg/mL: zone size 12.040.5-14.0+0.5 mm) Waz31u3 38989 Limsuwan et al. (2012) #¥n15fnen

Usgdng nmvesiivanulnslneneauuaiiiie S pyogenes wurnnsvrguaring usednsamlunisguds

v
]

W9 S. pyogenes lad Tnafin1 MIC uaz MBC aau"LwU'NLﬁmﬁuﬁa 3.91-62.5 pe/ml @ruveunasdiuszansnmlunis

o v v
LYY

§ugae S. pyogenes lagiian MIC uay MBC aglumiafediufie 250-500 ug/ml INNANITNAGBIRINAIVINY F9
anudululanagihansadnanugsunsiniaunlslunssnulsafndolussuumaiudaansiiinannsaneain

WuATitse S. pyogenes tatiasanamsadudiwazaniela aunsiaeiinann £ coli S. aureus, K. pneumoniae

88



RMUTTO Reserch Journal Vol.18 No.1 (January - June 2025) ISSN 3027-8325 (Online)

DOI: 10.63271/rmuttorj.v18i1.263302
way P. aeruginosa ansafnanuaiunsithumaasdunsinuaddl lueansedudatola dsunsdnuadilaih
e ITuNsINNUMALAE I gUNBNNU TINIRANAUAT lwSinaasatavg3unsiiladriduduuadise
Iaifieswilnifien Swaennaesiunisdnuves Poowanna et al. (2014) finunansainsmesainunasens 4 15 uvas il
Uinauasddgunnaniuluunazuvamesinossiilalunisdne wenani lunmsinwadsifinislanaTunsiany
Tunsartelaglilausnaiutszney Suilnlunswisauiivengniunazaiile Fwaennassiunisdnuves Visutthi
(2017) fwum aaunns 4 vesfisvdadeafullgninuuuaiiSelunau Staphylococcus unnansitu sisil msfnuadadl
I%LamuaaLﬁuﬁaﬁwasmmﬂawﬁmLﬁaﬂumiaﬁ’mmiﬁﬁm Fronadureshin Wesndvhazarefiumnasiuanuse

awanaUszdnsnmussansanalaunnaeiula (Srisukong et al., 2016)

Table 5 Minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration

(MBC) of C. lappacea extract against S. pyogenes

Extract MIC (pg/ml) MBC (pg/ml)
C. lappacea 125 125

4. &3y

maaﬁmmﬁﬁLLW%ﬁqm'S‘(sTma%a@asz wariuSuafiuednsiumaiu 16.61 me GAE/g crude extract Tng
WUNTIATILNTY 125 pg/ml ﬁmmmmﬁaﬁua“?nmiLﬁzglﬁuimammﬁﬁ'a S. pyogenes ¢ nansAnwEUENs
afnngisunsoaansavaudumadennieluadulunmssnuilsaindeflinan S. pyogenes laluawinn n1s
ﬁwlﬂﬂssEgﬂﬂ%ﬁqaa'nawﬁwammiﬁm’mﬂ%mﬂﬁ%auwﬁmLﬁ:u wazifunuamaislunisunlodymnsies

UftugniinunIuludagiu

5. AnenssuUsENIA

NUITEaTUld159881908ANNBYRATISNINAULNSNEINTTTTNR unniverdemaluladsvusnadau

W nenanauns warn13IveasItlasunuativayumMTandinnuauenssunITouneni (3v.)
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