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GRAPHICAL ABSTRACT ABSTRACT

This research aimed to

compare the total phenolic

®

———— content (TPQC), antioxidant activity,
Water (W) and antibacterial activity of crude
Ethanol (E) extracts from the peels of three
; Methanol (M)
N citrus fruits: lime, tangerine, and
Ratio 1:10 . X .
24 h, 50 °C kaffir lime. Extraction was

%

performed through maceration

883

using three different solvents,
distilled water, ethanol, and

[ A—
ey

DPPH radical scavenging activities Antibacterial activities by disc diffusion technique

®

methanol, in a 1:10 solute-to-
solvent ratio at 50°C for 24 hours.
Among the solvents tested, methanol proved to be the most effective for extracting phenolic compounds, followed by ethanol and then
distilled water. The highest TPC was observed in the methanol extract of kaffir lime peel (11.76+0.15 milligrams of gallic acid equivalents per
gram of dry weight), followed by the methanol extracts of tangerine and lime peels. Antioxidant activity, assessed via the DPPH radical scavenging
assay, was highest in the methanol extracts for all citrus types and showed a positive correlation with TPC. For antibacterial activity, methanol
extracts from lime, tangerine, and kaffir lime peels were tested using the agar disc diffusion method, producing inhibition zones of 12, 14, and
23 millimeters, respectively, against Escherichia coli, and 10, 12, and 24 millimeters, respectively, against Staphylococcus aureus. Further analysis
of MIC and MBC values indicated that the methanol extract from kaffir lime peel exhibited superior antibacterial and bactericidal effects
compared to the other citrus extracts. It also showed greater efficacy against S. aureus (a gram-positive bacterium) than E. coli (a gram-negative
bacterium). HPLC analysis identified hesperidin as the main phenolic compound in the extracts.
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Vsnaiuedngin msfnwgrsiuuueii3elaeds Agar disc diffusion ansafnmueandonuyun
AT wazuEngn Saudnadudsld 12, 14 was 23 Sadwasiu Escherichia coli uay 10, 12 uas 24
fladwnsiu Staphylococcus aureus A1 MIC wag MBC LLamﬂﬁLﬁu'j']msaﬁmmeuaammﬂﬁanmsﬂ@mﬁqm‘ﬁf
FruuazshuuaiiBeldiniasataanddonduemmuuazazun  feidmuinusyansamlunmsduas
shuuafiFeunsuvinfniunsuay dethasafalunsvasumeiinvesasfiuedndeiaias HPLC wut
Uszneumeigamasaudunan

"usyyadaszuaziuLUATiSeTasa1TAineIN

u

Science33-N6.indd 42

Y a . .
*WIURAYDUUNAIU: jkaulpiboon@yahoo.com

42

DOI: 10.14456/tstj.2025.45

6/1/2569 BE 10:43



71 33 avuil 6 woARNIEU-51u21AY 2568

58153Imemansuazinalulad

1. uni
JaymifuasisuguuaznazguaIni
ddnlutagtu anngudniAnainnginssudes
Tumsdniudin Wy nissuusemuemsitlign
ANy ﬁuau%’uﬂizmmuuﬁﬁmsﬂqaLm'ﬁamﬁ
fiadu innseina uarladu mansesnidine
finuaiongennanndsaunaraunndon Sni
dlaiAanisidutneiinnglderufTuefiiuay
$1ulu Feladomarigilrwadlusrenieiinng
a¥reanseyyadassuiniu audignnig 1aden
oondadu (Oxidative stress) fio Aaziifloyyadass
nNIuEIAeuyadaselliiisme warainane
fananidnaliiinnisiatefidule TUsfiu
Tuitu uazluanavinadndug Tnomsvhanedanan
dadunnudenneanneendindu (Oxidative
damage) @sluianatdimuneiiiia Oxidative
damage azunnsrafuluufudnuanzvesead
¥l LAYALTULIEIEN Y Oxidative stress 7
Aoty dwaliiinlsauaznizeneg wu Tsams
yuuinlalazasniien (Cardiovascular diseases)
1sAuzi5s (Cancer) 1sAuvnu (Diabetes) 15ANS
s¥UUUTEaM (Neurological diseases) lsAneszuU
AHANAY (Immune diseases) WAAIIBYIINN
(Aging process) ¢ [1] wonanil wAnssunsdien
UfFhuzsnnidumusuludmansenuliideros
Aiinadesotinuarinssnuiienduiniu (2]
pgslsimuilnuddesnnuneauaivnumsluns
tUosiunig Oxidative stress LLazmuzL%aﬁyam
wadenuiadunsléansataainayulng G
Juwumafidanuvaende Lirevafiv lifans
andnauazidufinsiuduanden tnetnidevansnags
[3, 4, 5] wuhasadnniiensaldnsznadugay
Usheansuszneufluedndaiinnisiueyyadasy
uazfuuuafideld Gefivanadu (Citrus) ddneglu
2 Rutaceae fifurialuwniounasiuniouty
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pinmaedenziusendeds Wuliimuawelwgvse
IBudurnadngs 5-15 was fvunaiidu Tuwoy
adunandulilsingalu senmoniemiodudensn
WALEN uraznenduruAuENas 2-4 wuRwes
fndurendy1n 4-5 AU wagdinasimyIuIuun
Unfineniinduvey nanauaueens vunnen) 4-30
WURLIAS LHURIUANENA1Y 4-20 wuRlung [3]
fivanaiiaudidynienisdn Tnenareving
msUgniitethualuiuany viesududnalsl wad
nduney Lssanflanswaliuessuazaluuess
Tuden ludwhiinsadninsuruunndailid
saien wanfuunainiuiuavrailivess
ounsuisuvesiinluanaduifanududeunas
Tinsuswausiafuiueulusssumi vareeind
$¥nduiugnaniifondgniuuasiinnudfy
ensAn laun duds dunsnign aueu ugun?
(Lime %EJ"QJ‘V]EJMWEM% Citrus aurantifolia swing.)
duifeamu (Tangerine oinenaans Citrus
reticulata blanco) wazugngna (Kaffir lime
FoImenenans Citrus hystrix DC.) Wusu andeya
NIy [6,7,8,9,10] WU ﬁ%aqaﬁqmulﬂﬁw
arsusenauiluednlaganizngunailiuesn
(Flavonoids) %ﬂﬁgmﬂmna%ﬂqmaLﬂﬁL‘fJu’NLLmu
welsundin (Aromatic ring) Aifis uouvlensenda
(Hydroxyl group) segluluiana ansaavaty
Tuhl§thaunsdiundeavareinldlifidn sheehs
arsraliussdfinuinlunalinszgady 1wy
L@aNe3nAY (Hesperidin) 1aaina3du (Hesperitin)
W13UIY (Naringin) wagsau (Rutin) %Qﬁqwémq
FINNNRANNANY LIANOIAU (Hesperidin) laz
L@aeIAY (Hesperitin) isdasiuniiivaondon
nnsenaungluraeniion Lavangas1eniy
Wausdireaanauuinaiofosey Wudy uas
nsean Hawmedudiunisivaiouvendenluds
aYnwhsme teshedudendesiiussunndie
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N33 §m/%ﬁmqmamﬁLﬁumié’ma%aﬁaiz
asfunuaiite wazddlgrsanthnaludentin
nstfudsnsvieureseuluiueani-ngladina
e [9]

agelsiny wiiudenvesiianszgady
A9aeug W Orange (Citrus sinensis (L.)
Osbeck.), Lemon (Citrus limon (L.) Osbeck.),
Grape fruit (Citrus paradise Macfad.), Sweet
lime (Citrus limetta Risso), Fruiter shikri malta
(Local names) wag Chinese citrus [3, 4] dn1s
senuisauandilunisdiueyyadassiaziy
wuASeuntne wandasnslunsannasdrdey
finannvansuazuandnsiusenly fadu $1uide
TudslFelifnguszasdiftenwiiouifiouysina
asfiueAnsIn qvdiueyyadaszuazuuafiGe
yesansainaniUdenwaliinszpaduiidenuilaa
TunsaSoulne laun uzura (C aurantifolia)
dudlevnu (C reticulata) Wawsizn3a (C. hystrix)
Fohnsatmansdfyiefviharanefiunndieiy
3 9l ndouiUsndumuduiusssrineUSunn
mﬁluaaﬂiwﬁwuﬁuﬂis?ﬂm%mwftumsaaﬂqwé
Fueyyadaszuazuuaiite Tasauildaansa
uluussandldlugnanvnssueinisuazen wu
nsudndennaliovuiaiioquain vienis
wonansddaluansataveuiienmunduendnwm
Tspsioly

2. gUnInlLazAZNg

2.1 asndiuazianaunsal
asUASFIUNTALNAAN (Gallic acid) 99%
wunuaa (Methanol) 99% Lanuea (Ethanol)
lgiaguA1sUBLUA (Sodium carbonate) Tn@au-
%Iam’m(]a (Folin-Ciocalteu reagent) AfifiLe
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(DPPH) woui@au (Amplicilin) wazlauniiada
wonlya (Dimethyl sulfoxide %38 DMSO) Foan
USEW Sigma (USA) 1ulau (peptone) 21aUTEW
Nihon Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd. loiuunaslss
9INUSYN J.T. Baker (Selangor darul ehsan,
Malaysia) Banarin (Yeast extract) Waz Mannitol
salt agar 91nUT¥W Difco (Bacton dickinson and
company, USA) uazasiafians insaaudinsess
(Analytical grade)

2.2 NSAILNEITEAND

isegaudenuald Toun ugun duldien
WU wazuznga filfunneandyuiiioady
HAKAAYDINGUIANNIYUTUNUBIENTY T9nTn
Unustdl Dulanunsdund waudl 48/2 miil 3
fuanuedauds dunenuetdes Jamiaunusiil
12170) wiseslaedaudensiegdliazenn Al
wiafigungiivies Mufefiaiiieanvuindiogn
inlveuliuislugaiuauannnll figamnll 50
ssrnwaidea Suiminidenualiouuiate 3 via
i 40 niuldnwugdn visellevgiliiluunasd
Un 9nduiindvhazatefdids (Semipolar
solvent) lown wilawsanases (Wn1usa; CH3OH)
uazlefialoanosed (1l0yues; C,H.OH) wazsi
avaneiita (Polar solvent) léud thndu (H,0)
UTuas 400 faddns (Bnsd1uvsaUaansosiavi

a a

avane 1:10 nSu/Aadans) anduugnald 24 9alus

'
a

Tugrunuaamgiiioamadl 50 ssmwaidea 1o
ATUNAINTOIAITAZAIEMIBNTTAIBNTOUUDT 1
semedhazanseeniagliiaiesszimegayinie
(Rotary evaporator) AUAITANAUNIUDALAY
lomuea duamsatnmi s utauuiden

uwls (Freeze drying)
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2.3 n1saasizdsunuiuednsau (Total
phenolic content - TPC)
aaansainniuienuzund dulganiu
wazuzngaTiazansdieg 99% wynusandy
0.5 fiadnsureliadans Usunm 150 lulasans
ldadlumasanaaosvuiadn Mntuivansazany
0.2 Tua1§ Folin-ciocalteu reagent 1 fiadans
adlunay #1913 5 Wit Wuansazane 7.5 % (W)
Sodium carbonate (Na CO) agld 1 Hadans
wasilidniy fdlifigumgivesdunar 30 wil
ifmﬁﬂmﬁamﬂﬁuumﬁmmmm%‘lu 725 U lung
¥en 3 ads men oD Wiy Jufinualaesten
oD wdsfldluIsufeutunsmannsgiures
a1sazae Gallic acid Uuiine1 Total phenolic
content filsarnnsnidaiineiduiiadnsuauya
y09nsaunadnsenuiminuiive uddenans
§70879 (Milligrams gallic acid equivalent (GAE)/g

% inhibition =

(OD control — OD sample) «

dry weight (DW) of the sample peels) dwsu
vaen Blank Td 99% wvuea 150 lulasAnswau
iU Folin-ciocalteu reagent 1 fiaaans Lay Na CO,
1 fiadans [11]

2.4 mslenesiquddiuayyadaszlagds DPPH
radical scavenging assay [12]

AransannanUienuzul dulisannu
wazugnIAAMUNTY 0.5 Tadnfudeiafifng
Ysuw 1 Jaddns ldaslunasnvaassauialan
\Wua1sazany 6x10° luans DPPH Usuias 1
faddns aslunasariunu (Control) warviaen
nagouiitasartn nalidniu wazduieliluiie
flgmnRvondunm 30 wiit deanduininluin
ﬂ'wmi@mﬂﬁuumﬁmmmmﬁu 520 uluLung
¥gn 3 A%a e oD, \le uaztufinua fuam
WA % Inhibition f\mﬂmLa?ﬁJsumﬂﬁ@‘mﬂﬁuLLm
YR9ENTANA ANANNIT (2-1)

100

OD control

AMuualy OD control =

OD sample =

2.5 nrsdnwRanssunIsdudanisaiyues
LuAdiEY

2.5.1 wilnvauuaiiseitdlun1sing)

wuafhIedildlunis@nwiusznoudie:
wuAlSBMNTUAY Escherichia coli ATCC 25922
WAz UATIITBLATUUIN Staphylococcus aureus
ATCC 25923 (MSSA, Methicillin-susceptible
Staphylococcus aureus) %ﬂWULﬂuﬁqawﬁéﬂizﬁﬂ
fiu (Nomal flora) U3naunszsmzemns-dld was
USRI MuaIay
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AINIIAANTULAYRIARAAIUANTIIWABYYadasE DPPH agufien
AINNsAANGULEIYRaNsainminUgNsefueyyadase DPPH

2.5.2 n1snadauni1suns (Agar disc
diffusion technique) [13]

nMsnaaeUidmdnmsuns Ineidvansarn
NUFBNULUT AT UazuEnIn UTHIN
50 fadnsuazatslu 10% DMSO uaznenasuu
NIEAIYNTBIVUIALTURIUANGNAI 6 Tadlung
(Filter paper disc) ﬁﬁqmauuﬁmﬁﬁummiLﬁumﬁjua
Agmnzidouuaiiteildlunsaseaauly lag

@

gnsmsunsvasanseangsiulUluemsidee
Janswadevuadusuaugnatvedaula ey

UBNINANUEINITOVBIESNUNLNAGBUIAINNT
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Fudadelduntoaiioda nan1stiudinisaiyues
wuaiiseinlaanvunvesaulalasauiniduniu
@u&?ﬂmwaﬂ%ﬁla%LLUimﬂﬁuﬁUmmmﬁuﬁuﬁw
gnvesansdeannsadudanisingueanuaiiie
(Minimal inhibitory concentration %38 MIC)
Tnelunismeaaesild Ampicillin (10 lulasna
AouHUAaN, Wider-spectrum penicillinase-
susceptible drug) [14, 15] \uansiSeuifisungu
Positive control wazld 10% DMSO WuasiUieu

a ! .
W UNgY Negative control

2.5.3 N15ANYIA1IUTUTUAIgAYEITTI5T

F13150dudansieyveuuaiiisy (Minimal
inhibitory concentration, MIC) lng351909791y
919131487 (Broth dilution method) [9, 13, 15,
16]

nsmaeddusigavesansiiannse

v o
LYY

HUBINTDTYVOILUATISY TULINLHTINAITNAFDY

= ¥ v

ATPNUNTY 200 HadnSudalaaans iua1vnsiaed

Lﬁ?jyamm Luria-bertani broth (LB) fiflansazans
10% DMSO 1 fiadanslumasnnnass :ntuLmSes
ansnadeufianududusigg lnen1sndenans
VAEOULUUEeRaLEes 2 wh (Serial two-fold
dilution) freesiasatemaniitlansavas 10%
DMSO Avuslviaudidugavnevesasmaaeudi
du 100.00, 50.00, 25.00, 12.50, 6.25, 3.13, 1.56,
0.78, 0.39 waz 0.20 Jaaniuseliadans uaziAu
10 llnsansvesdeuuaiideitsuulaladminiy
10°-10" CFU siafiadidns (0D, = 0.1) asly udn
v‘hmﬁﬁmﬁqmuqﬁ 37 asrwalea WJunan 18
Flus thnesaneassusazvaenluyinsinains
@mﬂﬁuuﬁwaqwaéﬁmmanﬂ?{u 600 uUNlULUAS
Wotanswsaiulnvesuuaiie mnldfinisaesey
dulavesuuafids e1msiasaideayliiiinain
°q'uu,azﬂ"1miamﬂé‘uuawﬂmﬁwﬁu) TagAIAY
duduvesansneaevlunasavnassfiianududy
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toeigniilufimaisapivlnvesnuaiiGefodue
MIC wagiuualin Ampicillin AatuguLe 0.5-10
lulasnsusdefiaddns Wuarsiieufisungu
Positive control wagldf 10% DMSO Tuasides
Wowaduasisudfleundy Negative control
Tunmsfinwanududushanvesansftanansnguds
NNSLA3QYVBILUATISE

2.5.4 M3ANYIAITUTUAIGAYDIT15

ansagiuAiiseviasn (Minimal bactericidal
concentration (MBC) lng 3539919 uamsinad
(Broth dilution method) [9, 13, 15, 16]

Mn1medaufaaINnIsageu MIC (o
2.5.3) Inethesifsadewas 100 lulasansan
navaoavaassiliiAneutu (aifimsiadyduls
voadouunAiide) vhmadenszaneasmuiuewng
doutednad lnenasavnassiiaudutuves
astosigailifinisaauivlnvesuuadiFeuuiu
osdesdesziedur MBC fusli Ampicillin
ANududutag 0.5-10 lulasnsuredadans iWuens
wW3guiigunay Positive control wag 10% DMSO
JuansiSeuiisungu Negative control Tunis
AnwanududuiaavesansfiaunsosuuaiiGe
Wavtaa

2.6 MIATIVIATIINENTEARYAELATEY HPLC

asarnvenldennaliifiiivsunadiuednsou
aan wazdnvsnatanmAiian axgninanasadeu
wasafyieLa3es High-performance liquid
chromatography (HPLC) (Agilent technologies
1260) Tnsdnarsadn 25 lulasans wrudnldlu
Aodul SphereClone™ C,, Column (bEUNIUY
Audna1anely 4.6 x 250 Tadwns, YuIReUNIA
5 lalasiums) (Phenomenex, USA) n53370
ansddeysie UV detector finnnuenandu 280
Wl Ingly Acetonitrile: water (20:80, Usunmas

faUsums) WU Mobile phase lunsvvansann
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NonI1IN3%E 0.5 Aadanssouil 1 40 asmadea
Wisuisurtinasdryitlanvaisuseneuiluedn
wmsgruinulalufensaldvesiunsegady [9]

2.7 mMslaszidaya (Data analysis)
NITVNABIAN vﬂumuﬁé’f&ﬁ VNNINABDI
Frog1atien 3 ads wan1smmansiilduanaduei
mean = SD ¥doyafilfundinsgimanuunnss
NeadAsEnIenguAluANkarngunagey lngld
TUsunu t-test (GraphPad software) Avumlin

P<0.05 uansdieauuanieeelidydAynng

AIUAY
3. HAN1SANWILAZIDTAl

3.1 MsiesizUSunailusdnteun (Total
phenolic content - TPC)
HAINNSUILURDNUL U dUREINU LAy
ugngn Wigemeiviagatguanaaiy 3 wialy
nsdeIgnavatenufvinazaewiniu 1:10
(40 nYusie 400 fiadans) nuin Fvhazanefiviune
audefinduainUsunaesasusznauiiuednsy
ﬁgmmqaqmL%'mmué’ﬁﬁwi:aw%mwmﬂmﬂ"LU
o8 (Figure 1) Tl 99% wWnuea 99% Llenuea
wavihndu muddu Tneansafaildanshazans
99% wWnueaNABNUYNIA JUWEIMITY LA
1ru17 USUuasUsenauiueansIuminy
11.76+0.15, 6.64+0.11 waz 4.30+0.15 Haan3u
auyavesnsaunadndeniutvinuiy auddy
[17] 9MnAsMedeuNsainasaefivazaied
waneneiy wudldusunaasusenauiluedni
wAnA1afy Sdednuasvesansatadlaiduas
gmwumuﬁaﬁmﬂ@mﬁ’u AUTIBIIUVDY Saleem,
M. et al. [3] lanmaaunisidansann 3 afia lawn
80% Lovuea 03T1AU LaT 99% Wnuoa Liedrds

wavl,ﬂquaé’m (Lemon, Grapefruit, Mousami,

Science33-N6.indd 47
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Fruiter Waz Shikr malta) WuIMNsannnIY 80%
ovuea IAUTiuiuednianungsanosidl
Woddey sesaundues@lau uay 99% wnuea
audiu slinanisvaaesfiuandaninansine
i fnudr 99% umueaduivinazanefiafigalu
nsadnasnnidensaliinsznaduvesing uazile
AnszsiAnnnuiitavesans (Polarity) 3efiansan
nAAfilaBidnesn (Dielectric material) wax
1A59a519m19AT (Chemical structure) [F89aIRAU
avuiitrarnunludestaidu water (H0) >
Methanol (CHaOH) > Ethanol (CszoH) [18]
%Lﬁudwmmﬁ%’maameuaa%agmaﬂmﬁq
anunsoafnansddynUdenaaldliianguiita
wazlifitrlureuiniinirentimslidhuasionuea
Juivihazane

3.2 nMawneiansfiuoyyadastingds DPPH
radical scavenging assay

dlethansadaaududu 0.5 fadniu/
ﬁaaﬁmﬁlé’mﬂﬁaﬁwazmaﬂgmmmmmaqu%‘
Aueuyadaselagds DPPH radical scavenging
assay Wuhansatannsiegslinaauiilunisdu
asFueyyadasy wazilelTouliivuauanansn
Tunsdueyyadassvenldonualiinssnadui 3
iin oliiviazats 99% wmusalunsada
wuensafnainidentiznge (85.95:1.239%) fqvid
fusyyadasygean sevawndy

duleImIY (59.12+1.38%) Uazuzu1d
(40.50+1.92%) @ua1su (Figure 2) MNNANTS
nAaDs NUIgNIFueyyadaszvesansaiai
muduiusfiuinavesansiiuednsuiiadald
feflansTiuednsauunngriduoyyadasefazann
mulueag
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Total phenolic contents (mg GAE/g DW)

12 7

10 ]

8 1 *
1T
1 =

6 - [ —
E 4.30

4 3.50 I
B ==

27 ges

o 1

W ‘ E ‘ M
Lime Tangerine Kaffir lime

Citrus fruit peel extracts

Figure 1 Total phenolic contents (TPC) presented in different extracts of different fruit peels. The data are

DPPH inhibition (%)

expressed as the mean + SD, n = 3. * p < 0.05 indicates significant differences among the three

extracts. W, E, and M stand for water, 99% ethanol, and 99% methanol, respectively.

100 -
90
80
70
60
50
a0
30
20
10

Lime Tangerine Kaffir lime

Citrus fruit peel extracts

Figure 2 DPPH radical scavenging activities of different extracts of lime, tangerine and kaffir lime at

Science33-N6.indd 48

concentration of 0.5 mg/mL. The data are expressed as the mean + SD, n > 3. *P < 0.05 indicates
significant differences among the three extracts. W, E, and M stand for water, 99% ethanol, and

99% methanol, respectively.

48
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3.3 ﬂ'1iﬁﬂ‘leﬂﬁﬁ]ﬂiiuﬂ’]igijgﬁﬂ'ﬁw%muﬂ]aﬂ
wuATiSY

TunsnadeunnsiuuuafiSede s Agar
disc diffusion technique veasansaninanUden
waldifs 3 via §iseldidonioufisunaves
ansafafildannisld 99% umueaduivhazane
Tnenuinfivsinuansatn 50 fadnsufiazanede
10% DMSO ansafnaInUasnuzu1 duilisnninu
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Figure 3 The inhibition zone of different extracts from lime, tangerine, and kaffir lime against (A.) E. coli

ATCC 25922 (B.) S. aureus ATCC 25923
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Table 1 Minimal inhibitory concentration (MIC) of citrus fruit peel methanolic extracts

MIC values®
Microorganisms Ampicillin Lime Tangerine Kaffir lime
(mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL)
E. coli ATCC 25922 10.00 + 0 25.00 +0 25.00 £ 0 6.25+0
S. aureus ATCC 25923 2500 1250 + 0 6.25+0 313+ 0

?All data are shown as mean = SD derived from triplicate experiments.

Table 2 Minimal bactericidal concentration (MBC) of citrus fruit peel methanolic extracts

MBC values®
Microorganisms Ampicillin Lime Tangerine Kaffir lime
(mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL) (mg/mL)
E. coli ATCC 25922 10.00 £ 0 100.00 £ 0 50.00 £ 0 2500 £ 0
S. aureus ATCC 25923 250+ 0 25.00 + 0 1250+ 0 6.25 + 0

“All data are shown as mean + SD derived from triplicate experiments.
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Figure 4 HPLC chromatogram of (A.) hesperidin standard and (B.) methanolic extract of kaffir lime peels
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