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Abstract

An effect of using ultrasound-assisted solvent extraction of phenolic compounds from Wan nang kham
(Curcuma aromatica Salisb.) rhizomes was investigated. In the extraction process, 3 experimental parameters
affected on extraction such as ethanol concentration, temperature extraction and time extraction were used to
determine the optimum extraction condition of phenolic compounds from the sample. The results suggested the
optimum extraction condition was 50% (v/v) of ethanol concentration and ultrasonic extraction at 30 °C for 120
min. This condition gave the crude extract yield of 23.50% on dry basis and the highest total phenolic contents of
120.83 pg GAE/g dry weight. The antioxidant activities of crude extract from the optimum extraction condition was
further investicated by the 1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylnydrazyl (DPPH). The results revealed the crude extract
exhibited relatively high antioxidant activities with ICso values of 7,945.32 ug/mL based on crude extract.
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1. Ui

J1Uu19AY (Curcuma aromatica Salisb.) 1Ju
Wsuauaﬂaaiuam Zingiberaceae agludsAligatu 9 9
wazaiiu dnvauzadofuiuiuuluasn i uazlngjndy
fasiuldAunuulsluuvdem® nihdfindes dndueon
(] fasswamaiugisiiiutiu de Wudwndiua
winAgndniay wAYInvies wagdnwiunalunszinig
M3 ﬁmmmqw‘émqméﬁﬁwmmaqmiaﬁmmﬂ’jmmq
f1 wuihdlgvddunisdniaul2] qrsdiueyuadase (3]
quisFueaduseldl, 5] grsmiaaduinenndniiia
anansdrdglunguinesAialiuesd (curcuminoids)
Faanslunguilusenavludasansdrdy 3 vin Ao
1) demethoxycurcumin 2) bisdemethoxycurcumin
wazlnelamy 3) curcumin Fauasvdniinuluansara
331U u19A1 [6] dneglunguansusznauiluedn
(phenolic compounds) Wuansdindscda llazareth
wrazarelanlu dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) acetone
ua alcohol [7] FsansUsenevlunguiiuedni fqwily
nsfueyyadaseiia fnuautilunistiesnieavadi
gnvhane wieldsuanudemeaineuyadeass Jungu
yosmsUsznouiiunumdniidnaroguninve il
Tnggrvananuidsasenisiialsairoussiiiuanng
ddyresniadedisludagiu idu Tsauzise lesen
Anusulaings lsanasnidenluaues wavlsaiala 8]

Ya0udanuindinisuransusenevlunquiluednd

uUszyndlilugnamnssnemis 81 uaziaiesdiens
9819UNIVANY [9)]
nsvvaunsaimduduneuiidrdnylunisuen
a1seengninIsdaniwandiy [10] 3in1sadauen
ansuszneufluednildfulaevialy fe nisafasdedash

avane (solvent extraction) SauAUNSITAIINSOU LAY

Lildanudou [11] Jagtulalinnsimunisnisadalngld

Adudandalefia @r9a21u8 20-100 kHz) Sy
frrazarelunisanafiiedns (ultrasound-assisted
extraction) [12] §433n15iden Ao Trsansveviianns
afn ddunisine Waaunglian wazfuisad
UsgAvBamgadesainsliiAausingnsaiuauiedu
(cavitation) dwalimainazansainsavyansdfgyoon
MnwadiaThianataldietu [(13]
MuiTedifngUszasdlunisdnwinisaia

a15Usznauiusdnaindiagraunininuuiealaely

Fairazargieniueasiufunisidniudanileda
LLasma'caaauqméﬁma%aﬁasmaamsaﬁwmuﬁlﬁ
#2875 1,1-Diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) W @ ¥
Wisuisuuszansamanidiueyyadaszfuans
U1%9§1U Butylated hydroxytoluene (BHT) ez Alpha

tocopherol (vitamin E)
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2. TanaUnsaluazisn1sidey

2.1 NIIIVTIN LAZLATINAIDES

FIUTMFHDYNNIIIUUNAT PINFIVAAIUTY
arln d1neveuls Jwmingvys ludrufsuunsiay
2560 Wdegeiisiusnldundrsliazein eniden
wagdulddvuindn aanduimievlugevaniou
flgungf 40 osAneaiea aufedisiidndnasi
(AIuTuteunin 10%) udr3siuiuadloiaies
unazdeadmsuldlunsainsely

2.2 nrswraniazfiwuizanlunisaia
d1susznauiuednainfiegig

Wnsfnwiieman e imunzadlunisaia
a1snauiueinaInieg s lngoenuuunIAaaswuUds
auysal (Completely Randomized Design; CRD) @nw1
Yasuiifidvinadonisvaass Ioun eudutuvessa
A¥aULONIURA AUV UATITEELIAINITANA fruA
§1uIuN1IMAaeT 3 $1989N15NARDY NNSVRasIUsTNaY
U 2 Juneu fe

2.2.1 AMSWIANUTNTUTDIRIINaTAIE
evueaiivinzalunsatadogn
Wnsatasegsiiwiodldainds 2.1

Tnensudiegsluivhavarsieniueail 3 seduay
LUNTU Ao 50% 70% Way
yaefreg1enafiiazateinfu 1:100 (inidn/
U3u1ns) afnilgangil 30 ssAwaidea unan 72
Falus Bnrsnsesuannineen Wluseimedieiaies

95% lagUsuns leonsndu

TEMUUINTEUUAYINIARU U MntumUsunades
avwald wazmsiadmsigiusunuaisusynouiuedn
Wunvesansaindile Wenaududuvesinvhazans
‘ﬁ“stawﬁmwmmaﬂiumsaﬂmma&m

222 nMsmaungi LaIZLLa7]
wngaulunsaiasetilagldrdusanileda

Mnisafasiegsiediviiazaed
winzauiildands 2.2.1 fie a1saraisieniueaniny
Wutuseway 50 lneusuns Ineldonsidrudeines
¥azanewiiy 1:100 (ndn/J3unas) vnnisadadg
ultrasonic bath (Bandelin sonorex digitec, iq' 1 DT 510H,
35 kHz, 16 W) ﬁqm‘mgﬁ 30 wag 50 PeALY LTy @
s¥e21781 30 60 wAL 120 W17 nTumUSunadesay
nald uarasTIATIEUSnaasUsynauiiueanimun
gea15aiafldainaniizeig q Lﬁaqumwgﬁ
wavszeznafivnzadlunsainsetng
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2.3 myanzdmnUsuadsusznauiluedn

As9TAsIEUSaEsUsEnauTlueaniianan
(total phenolic content) Tuansafadils Inel433 Folin-
ciocalteu reagent [14] Imamﬁwmmsamﬂﬁuumﬁ
ANE1IAAY 765 wluuns dewadesalalasinle
finod wavdunamUsuiaiiuedntanuaainnsw
UNTFIUVBIAITATAIENTALNEAGN (Gallic acid, Sigma-
Aldrich)

2.4 nMsAnwgnENIeTanmvesarsanaile
lunsluansiuayyadase

NAADUANNAINNTATUNTAUB YL A ATEVDS
ansataneuiildainde 2.2.2 #2635 DPPH [15] Tnens
’J’mﬂ'wmscﬂmﬂﬁuum'ﬁ'mmmmﬁ'u 515 U1 TULIA S
fensesadalasinlafines wasmanududuvesans
Fregaiviilianududures DPPH anas 50 wWesidus
(ICs0) sauﬁy’qm%auLﬁaummmmsaiumiﬁmawa
dasenuansuINTgIU BHT wag Vitamin E

2.5 M3inTeidayaneata

irdeyailduniasiziainunysusau
(Analysis of variance; ANOVA) wazilSeuLigumly
LANGIIVDIANRBENANITNAADINIETT Duncan’s new
multiple range test (DMRT) fisziuanuiesiuionay
95 Tagldlusunsudnsagy

3. HAN1TNAABILAZINTAING

3.1 annadutuvesdariiazateeniuead
winzaulunisannansusznauiuednaindiegng

A1TANEIANUTNTUYDIRIYIIaE a8l NIUDE
fwmunzanlunisadadiog1aniiennduiiuuies
(Figure 1) wuineniueafinnuduiuiosas 50 lng
Uuas Wuanududuifiussansamunndigalunis
afniegs lnglisesavualavesansana (18.60% voq
dmidnue) wasUsinailuedntanuniiatale (42.56 ug
GAE/g 183t miinusie) geanegalidedAgynieats
WANINANITIATIZIELY Table 1

Figure 1 Rhizomes of Wan nang kham
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Table 1 Effects of ethanol concentration on the
extraction yield and the total phenolic contents of

Wan nang kham rhizomes by maceration.

Total phenolic
Ethanol

concentration

% Yield” "™ contents” ™

(ug GAE/g)
50% (v/v) 18.60+0.11° 42.56+0.33
70% (v/v) 10.05+0.05° 36.94+1.86°
95% (v/v) 5.53+0.03° 33.90+2.76°

" Data were based on dry weight basis.

“Value are mean +SD (n=3). Different superscripts in
the same column indicate the significant differences
(p < 0.05).

3.2 gauugdl uazszezaimanzanlunis
afinansusznauiluadnaindegelasldadusania
Taiia

n1sfnweniguugll warszeziaani
wanganlunisadamedislagldfvinazatseniuea
AU uTusoay 50 lnudTuins (Aavinazane
fimunzan) wanwualy Table 2 wuiinisafadietng
Tlgaungil 50 ssmwadua szozIan 30 Wi Wuane
fl%Senaznaldvesarsatingan (24.64% vosmin
wire) sauTeliAUSnaiuednteuaiiainle (12059
ug GAE/g YoM uRs) Qqﬁqm dusuaniiznisana
figumall 30 serwaldoa szegiaan 120 Und 19y
annznisatailiifesaznalivesansaingesean
(23.50% vosimtinuie) wilfadSunaiuednin
(120.83 pg GAE/g vosthmiinuiia) ﬁaﬁ’ﬂiﬁqqﬁqﬂlfduﬁu
(siumneinsegnefifoddynieadn) uasdlowssudiouna
msafafetefianneiifunisainlaeiznisudlugai
ava1y (wansvaasdlude 3.1) wuinisatalagldadu
Sandladasauiilinanisade Govavnaldvosarsaria
wazUSnafiuedniiamuniiarald) gand1 Taeldszoziom
msafindiduninunn

3.3 qw‘éé’maqgaﬁaiwaaﬁqafhamsaﬁ’ﬂ
ny

LLamwamimmaaquéﬁma%aﬁaiz (Table
2) In&33 DPPH veiiegeansaianeuiildainudas
annznisaia (o 3.2) wuiraisadaneviildann
anmznisafinfioamgil 30 ssrnwaloa szoziIan 120
unil fiusgansamlunisdiusyyadasegeiign
(ICso = 7,945.32 pg/mL) iloisuiiisudsyansanly
nsAnueyyadasyvesfiedatsataneuiuans
1NIFIU BHT Uag Vitamin E wulndiedeansainneu
fildanmnaninznisada fussansamlunisiueyya

e

Fa3eAINTINAITUINTFIUNIER Fawanliannisfnwiil

ADAAADINUNANITITEUDY Lee wavAmy [3] 71



NINTIMEIAERsuamAlulad unINg1duauaTIve

vhnsAnwgrifiueyyadastvesansataanninin
weAn lngnuinisadamegislaenisualudiiazaiy
vueaifuinan 24 $lus agldansafaiifignisiu
oyyadaszlagds DPPH (ICs = 270 pg/mL) fiAnd1nng
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afnlnedsnssndndaeindunan 2 $alus (ICyo =
2,760 pg/mL) warasuinuuiuansusenaviuednly
asanniinalaunseiugvsiueuyadasyvesansaiaila

Table 2 Extraction yield, total phenolic contents and antioxidant activity (ICso) of Wan nang kham rhizomes from

Ultrasonication.

* kR

K KRE

Extraction Extraction time Yield (%)~ Total phenolic contents ™ ICso
Temperature (min) (pg/mUL)
0 (ug GAE/g)
30 30 20.08+0.33° 118.21+1.21° 37,832.39+1.59
60 20.31+0.24° 121.07+1.68° 9,690.08+1.25°
120 23.50+0.35° 120.83+1.83% 7,945.32+1.68°
50 30 24.64+0.21° 120.59+1.41% 8,608.47+1.36°
60 22.03+0.30° 118.21+1.19° 9,957.58+1.25¢
120 21.62+0.40° 120.11+1.11% 9,733.87+1.65°
BHT 180.32
Vitamin E 383.14

" Data were based on dry weight basis.

“Data were based on crude sample weight.

“Value are mean 5D (n=3). Different superscripts in the same column indicate the significant differences (p < 0.05).

4. d5UNanN1TNAas

anmiglunsainiliansfluedngegadmiums
nAaol Ao nsanfetgefinaratsieniuea
AnuNduSevay 50 lneUsuins ladnsidiusingis
sefvhavanewihiy 1:100 (hwidn/U3ums) shansare
Tugredansnleda fgungil 30 ssmwaldoa 1Wunan
120 Wil TnelvAUsunaiiuedniavuaiiadaldwindu
120.83 pg GAE/g wotnifnusts wazarsanadlad
Uszavsnmlunisiueyyadasgeiian (ICs = 7,945.32
pg/mL) wARanr iR nananvasansaia (23.50%
yonimtinuii) dosniannznisainfigaungd 50 asm
walded svavian 30 uni dlewSeuifiunanisadadils
i Funanisafadiléannisnisudiiedisludasiazane
(maceration) fian iz safaLieatu wuinisaialag
THmadandudaniledasufuiiiazaieduisag
Usgdvgnngandy laglvinansain (Sesazualivesans
aftn uazAUTIuAueAnfanuadiadald) Agand
sansaansresanildlunisafeldiduediann
dneg
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5. finAnssuusznna

VOUBUAMAIUNIUANLNTTUNITIVYUNIYIA
waglasanisoydndiugiivduionnannsesvdiiv
W Ang1dumalulad nszvuNaIsuYs (aNds. 198.)
Rafuayunulunside
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