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Evaluation of Phytochemical Contents and Antioxidant Activities of Unripe and Ripe

Coccinia grandis Fruits Extracts
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GRAPHICAL ABSTRACT ABSTRACT

Coccinia grandis fruit Phytochemical analysis Antioxidant activities
- Decocien Total phenolic content DPPH radical scavenging assay

Unripe fruit » Total flavonoid content ' sy

ABTS radical scavenging assay

o Total beta-carotene content
Decoction

Ferric Reducing (FRAP) assay

Coccinia grandis (L.) Voigt is a
ubiquitous tropical fruit used as food and has
attracted attention as a potential natural
source of antioxidants. The effects of solvent
type and extraction method on C. grandis
fruit at different ripening stages were
investigated in this study. Aqueous extracts
were produced by decoction, while ethanolic
extracts were prepared through maceration
from both unripe and ripe fruits. Total phenolic
content, total flavonoid content, and total
B-carotene content were determined.
Antioxidant activities were evaluated using

DPPH radical scavenging, ABTS radical

scavenging, and ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) assays. The results showed that the total phenolics and flavonoids in unripe fruits

were highest in the ethanolic extract, while the ethanolic extract of ripe fruits exhibited significantly higher B-carotene content (p<0.05).

Importantly, the ethanolic extract from unripe fruits demonstrated the strongest antioxidant activity, as indicated by the lowest half-maximal
inhibitory concentration (IC_) of the extract in the DPPH assay (180.90 + 20.25 pg/mL), along with the highest ABTS and FRAP values

(55.94 + 2.04 mg TE/g extract, 105.34 + 4.39 mmol FeSO,/100 ¢ extract) among all samples. In comparison, decoction extracts showed

relatively poor antioxidant activities, possibly due to heat-induced degradation of phenolic
These results highlight the potential of ethanolic extracts from unripe C. grandis fruits

materials.

and flavonoid compounds during extraction.

as functional food or dietary supplement
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#a1 Coccinia grandis (L) Voigt {ufiniwndeuiinuliviluuazldiduomns warldfuanuale
Tuguzunasesansiueyyadasynsssuni snideiiinwinavesiiafvhoraeuazismsartaromsaria
Mnuamdiildansssnsaniiuansaiy Tnsansadahgndeudeisfuwararsatnieniuoagninion
feTsuininanuasssezAvuazszezan Tnevhmasmusinamsituednsay Uiinamsailuesdsm
wazUmanumualsfiusan qrsiueyyadassgnussiiudaeisnisiidneyyadasy DPPH 33nsidn
ayyadasy ABTS uagn1svAdeuUAINEIaluNSIAdwe3n (FRAP) kansfnwinudl arsadaleniuea
Tunasdsduiivinaasiiuednsiunaswarluesdsiugeiian Tuvasiiasataoniueaainuasidgni
YSnaudualsiugandtegadidodAyn1eadd (p<0.05) ANARALENIUOAINKAMAIAURARIGVS AU
oyyadasygeiian Tneddanududuiituddldadomis (c,) shitgalunisnaaay DPPH (180.90 + 20.25
pg/mL) wazlvirgeanlunisnageu ABTS wag FRAP (55.94 + 2.04 mg TE/g extract Uag 105.34 + 4.39 mmol
FeSO,/100 g extract) denSsuilsuiudethatmun Tumenseifudn asatafiedeuseissliqrssu
syuadasyrouinh Fsonaflauietestumsidenaansvesmsituednuasrahussdduinanaiudou
Tusswinnszuaumsara wemsdnwiiuandidiuiivineamaesnisliasafmenueasnuamasivlu
mswannduingiudmiundadasiomnsitaiduniondndaeiasuems

Y

*RSURAYBUUNALIY: savita.che@mahidol.ac.th DOI: 10.14456/tst}.2026.22

70



7 34 avvil 3 WOYNIAL-TQUILY 2569

5a15Imermansiasimalulad

1.unin

oyyadasy wuefidluianaiisidnnsou
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vaiwmaiuazene miq‘uwé MshLkeaNeged
lavgntin $3deine) Wy Sedganihilewan ndsain
?ﬁﬂizﬁué’qnd’n@ﬁ@iwma AwgnIaevIeNIY
nszuUNITwUedduaunateilusyyadase
auyadaszannsaviiisentivanstluanadfey
wiu Tusiu Tusiu wagidule Juhluganudens
veawadadulnsaduarmsvhenu suduiiade
dessonisiinlsatesmansedin Wud Tsnuzide
lsadedniau lsaveudin lsaluvnnu lsadalwiues
TsraaUszamaidon ma [2] faunsdudanisiin
a%aﬁaiw%amiammmLﬁwmﬁtﬁmm
NIZUIUNITOONTATUISTAMNEAgysanisUasiu
wavyrasmsiinlsalifindoiessing

mié\'ﬂuawaﬁaiwmaﬁﬁaﬁﬁmmm
Josfunievrasujizeroondindudaiuaing
drfyvesnnudsmedelasiadianasnindives
waa denaliiszauanudsnigveswananas
assueyyadaszannsanuldvialulunaldl wée
WY 91T UATHANANINGTTUYIR 019 InTUT
F0fiud swdsaslunquiluednuazialiuesd
Fafunumlunisanannuidenennnszuauns
sondwdurunalniivarnvate waviiseauii
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i annsadudsnisnfneyyadassriumainiig
Juglilalasnuezneuvsedidnaseunneyyadasy
deralvioyyadaszinnuatiosuazanmnudene
1939Ad11NNTFUINNTOONTATY uanINT
arsnquiandiadeiiantuaiusalunisduds
nsyuun1seandnduvestalUlusfuiinanumun
wiush (LDL) waganansafndnoyyasendiaune
UfjAi381 (Reactive oxygen species; ROS) lgiagiail
Usgansnmlsegnaiusedvsnm 3]

#1849 (Coccinia grandis (L.) Voigt; syn.
Bryonia grandis L., Coccinia indica Wight & Arn.
\Huitelunad Cucurbitaceae A¥inagnaunsuanely
gimeeide Fefudedluusamalveldud uaie
(nzimdva-usisesaen) dnuau (nawie) waz
Ansinde (n1anana) sdaduliiondugnuenine
sedtu iledusenmugenly ludeaGeaiou suly
nievsainanidunan 3-5 wan wiuludiuais
AautsEnuariinulueny 1-2.5 wufiwns aen
soniismdaidudenszavdu fdnvasduiondu
AoNdu1gUsyd e 1.5-3 wufiuns narlunadn
SUVBUIUIY 81IUTENU 2.5-6 LYURLUAT ijafjﬂﬁ
Aunsan wazfiwdadwaunnnielu [4] wasdsdn
\uundsvesmgnueiifiddyvatongu Tasiowz
winuelsfiudaduamslunduuelsfiuessd uonani
HARNRETIEUNINUEINALLEAAARER Wiy
glUdu fuedn wagnarliuesd Feagviouds
Fnenimmnsianmiinainuarevesivwiad [5]
Afofinusnldssyinaddaigrimandeine,
fidndymaneusznis wu qrsanseiuimaluiden
qwéﬁmawaﬁaiz quisdunISIay wazgndiu
amglusulueninund [5-8] Ssusfemmduly
lavesnisUszyndlduasmaslunisimundu
wAnAtusiLaSio v onan Anusiiitoguam

og1lsfimu deyadvingrmansiiiuien
\isugrifiueyyadasyszuinamamdsgniagua
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fdaRudaiiagagedanin miﬁﬂmﬁ?jqa{qﬂsmﬁu
waziUSeuifiougvisiueyyedassvemamaaiaos
swovan iehlugaudnlafidanubadudeaty
n1sidenldnamasidanumuizausenisld
Uselowflun1simundundndaeiasuenvsvse
wan s guA M

2. A/N13AUUNITIVY
2.1 ansiadluazdanaunsal
answdiildlunsnaass Tiud SieRudinGu-
Flofay (Folin-Ciocalteu reagent), 2,2-laiia-1-
Wn3alensi@a (2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl;
DPPH), 2,2-0z@lu-0a(3-tofiatvulglvosledu-
6-Falwiinuedn) [2,2-azino-bis(3-ethylben
zothiazoline-6-sulfonic acid); ABTS] hagnn
wnaan (gallic acid) $ngonnudom Sigma (Uszine
ansgeiuini) evgilideuaaslsd (aluminium
chloride) uag Loanastnuedn (ascorbic acid)
SngoanuIth Ajax Finechem (UsginAooaLnsias)
duansieiitug Mdlunsveaessdumsaiinsne

A9 (analytical grade)

2.2 MSATEUAITENAINNARITIAULBLAIGIEN
HasAIRULAZENAUAIN Sneline Tanin
a1l ieudamau w.a. 2568 lagduunalugn
uagAuraINasasaInnsiasundvesianally
e nanuiinAdeaiaue mmzﬁwaqﬂﬁﬁa
Aunsasinaus Tnodadonaniznadiiiddingi
AsUAqUaEeTian 90% vosRINAT LA HATITA
wauviseiidmilgnAnaanannsany TN
&ilazenn FuduTuruindn 0.5 x 0.5 x 0.5
wuAlues suwidludouansoufigumnd 60 asm
wadoa Wunan 24 $alus andudvlunivusde
adniitevinnsafnludunousiely
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2.2.1 miﬁ'&lﬁ"amf’l (Decoction)

FanadsAuuazuaiangnegiaag 100
% Wk 300 adans wazvhmsiudunan 15
Wil #§991ntunsesdiensEAIENTes Whatman
No. 4 \fiudiuansadnuazininldaingrdn 2
ads vansadaiildsudndefunazildssme
\ieanUsinaninauldansafaneuiddneasdu
Awudsiamardtinna a'mﬁ?ulﬁu%ﬂmﬁqquﬁ
-20 serwaded aunInavinluiese

2.2.2 msslngagieniuea (Maceration)

FanadndsRuuagnamagnegisas 100 niu
LALLONIUBAANUILUTU 95% USHnS 300 Jaddns
yhmswinigamgiveadunar 24 alua vhs
wenfunsinsn ndminiunsesdienseanunses
Whatman No. 4 \fivduansatauaziininiilaly
afanan 2 A% antuthansafavauasdae
funarihduvswvalUssvedioandvhazatsau
I¥ansafanenuiddnvasduiudfananddnia
uazifuinuiigumal 20 ssmwalda uninaz

P lUAmsie

2.3 Mynzivsnamgneeiiluasafaiuas
A196NALENIUDAYBINAMIAAULAEN

2.3.1 msmvsinaiarsusenaunuaansiu
(Total phenolic content)

nsmUSunaasUsEnauTluednsInA LY
N335 Folin-Ciocalteu [9] lnunanansann
nas1aIUsuns 20 lulasans fuansazane Folin-
Ciocalteu reagent Usu1ms 50 lulasans Tu
lulasinansiin 96 viqu anduinfiguuniives
Wuan 3wl idvansazarglaifouaisuaiun
ANNTNTY 7.5% w/v Usuns 80 lulasans wag
Uulufiiadunan 2 $lus dleasunanvinisiaen
ms@mﬂﬁuuaqﬁmmmmﬁu 765 unluluns
Tngldiades Microplate reader (SPECTROstar
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Nano, BMG LABTECH, Germany) Wan1snadau
sealuureniunsaunadnauyase 100 N3y
¥89a15a@0A (Grams gallic acid equivalents;
g GAE/100 g extract)

2.3.2 msmdsuruarsusznaunaila
wagisau (Total flavonoid content) [10]

nanasanaramasUsung 100 lulasans
fuasazatvezgiiflounaslsn anududu 2%
Y3u1ms 100 lulpsdns Tululasimanviin 96 vau
Mndutuiigumgifendunar 10 writ laed
nswendusvey '1/|°ﬂmﬁmmﬂ'15@‘mﬂ§uumﬁ
ANETIAAY 415 WIlues frewp3es Microplate
reader USinauansusenaunanliuognsing1eu
Junsuaesdfuauyana 100 nSuvesarsann
(Grams quercetin equivalents; ¢ QE/100 ¢
extract)

2.3.3 nrsmvsuraiarsiud malsniusy
(Total beta-carotene content) [11]

sEENTaYaY Aacetonitrile : Methanol :
Tetrahydrofuran Tudnsidau 50:45:5 (v/v/v)
dmsuldidudvihazatglunsmiouasuinsgiu
winualsiuwazansatanasas antumdonans
wnsgruuaialsiiulagazatgiudiwalsiu 5
fadnsu Tudvihazananan 10 Jadans wavinng
L%amaLﬁaiﬁlé’mimmgmﬁﬁmmL%’m%’u 100, 50,
25, 12.5, 6.25, 3.125 way 1.5625 lulasnsu/
fiadanslnewnion 3 Sronilsnsnmaaes

dmsudiegne Teansatanasdaravany
Methanol :
Tetrahydrofuran 11lU¥1A15 Sonication 1Jutan

ludivinazate Acetonitrile

2 $hlus Mnthumissuensreniesdusisadunan
5 il waviivauansazarslalidmsuiasesi
YA 5ainanaam30a15u19 551U UA1uALS 7Y
USums 100 lulasans wuaslululasiwansia 96
wqu LLaxi’mﬂ'wmi@mﬂﬁuLLaqﬁﬂawuaﬂaﬂSu 450
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WlULLIAT MeLA39 Microplate reader Usunadtudn
walsiusreanwduniude 100 nfuvesansadia
(g/100 g extract)

2.4 mimaaqu%‘ﬁ'ma%aSaizmaamsaﬁmﬁ']
wazaNTENALENILBAYBINAMAAULAZEN

2.4.1 n1svagaugninIsnayyadass
DPPH (DPPH radical scavenging assay) [12]

AN TANANAAAWITaTava8UInTIIY
woanesUinuwada (Ascorbic acid) Usuims 100
lulasdns waunvansazans DPPH Aududu 152
lalasluans Ysums 100 lulasdes lululasinan
%iin 96 vigu Mndutumswaslufifiafigamndies
Junan 30 widt nrsmeaeuildarsuinsgiu
Ascorbic acid LHungumuauuin iieasuivua
narinAnsgandunasiinueindy 517 uily
RS Feaded Microplate reader AUIUAIAIIL
anunsalunisidneyyadasyues DPPH uanswalty
Sovarvnsnstiuds (% inhibition) neldauntseieil

% Inhibition = [(Ac-As)/Ac] x 100

Toeii Ac flo ANNIYANFULEAIYDS DPPH Way
As D AMNTTRANAULAIYDIATTFIBEN

Mnumuamaudiduiiaansaduds
ouyadasgldiovay 50 (IC_) 1nnsmlAnmdiius
¥4 % Inhibition LagAMUITLTUIDIETANANE
46N

2.4.2 n')5w@aavqw§n°7a”wayya5a53
ABTS (ABTS radical scavenging assay) [13]

NILAIENATAZANY ABTS reagent Usznau
#8 Reagent A Buduansazans ABTS aududi
7.4 fadlua1$ way Reagent B uduansazany
Potassium persulfate AUINTY 2.6 Hadluais
111 Reagent A liaz Reagent B uwaufiuludnsdu
1:1 warfaBiluiifiodunm 12-16 $alus itelhiin
ABTS radical :nifuideaansazans ABTS USinas
1 fiadns Mmwumuealsuing 24 Uaddns uay
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Usuanududuauldainisganduuas 1.1000 +
0.0200 firseapdy 734 wiluwms

ansanaNasawIansuInsgIu Trolox
Usums 10 lulasdns waudvaisavaty ABTS
Y3ums 200 lulpsdas lululaswasviin 96 vau
valuiifinfigamndvondunm 6 urit amndutas
msamﬂﬁuumﬁmmmaﬂ?{u 734 WlUUnS A
LECR Microplate reader WaZAIUIUAIAIIY
anansalumsmineuyadassves ABTS lngseny
HalugUresiiadniu Trolox equivalent (TE) siansy
Y93a15ann (mg TE/g extract)

2.4.3 nsynseugnEFueYyYaassAe33
Ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) [14]

iansananasasUsning 500 lulasans
nauivaITazane 0.2 M sodium phosphate buffer
USums 500 lulasdns wazansazae 0.1% wiv
Potassium ferricyanide Usu1as 500 lalasans a1n
ﬁ?uﬂummaﬂua'wﬁwﬁqmmﬁ 50 parwaldyd
Junan 20 wifl Weasuna Wuansazane 10%
w/v Trichloroacetic acid Usunns 2 4aaans ag
wan i mmful,wﬂmsazmﬂﬁaﬂauaz@m
Vams 100 lulasans waufuthngu 100 lulasans
wazliNansazane 0.1% w/v ferric chloride Usung
20 lulasdns lululasiwanyila 96 viqu Jar1nsga
nAuuasTiaueNIndY 700 wilwuns feiAses
Microplate reader Ingsnsnunausunallossues
§a (Fe?) lugdves mmol FeSO, slo 100 nuveq
a@nsann (mmol FeSO /100 g extract)

2.5 NMSAATILUNIEDR
sﬁ’a;ﬂamﬂmsmamﬁy’wmﬁ%ﬁums%ﬂ 3
%y Immwmuwaiugﬂmmm,aﬁa + drudoauy
413574 (mean + standard deviation) n13
Iagimeanaaiunisaelusunsunauiomes
SPSS (IBM SPSS Statistics) Ingldnsiasizsianiig
UTUIIULUUEDING (Two-way analysis of
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variance; two-way ANOVA) WeUsziiunavelade
vdnuazdvinasiusewinatlade Wenuanuumneing
ag19lddIAYN19ans vinsTeuiisuau
LANA19TENINeANRAEYRINgUFI0 81942873
Tukey’s HSD Tneruuaseiuiioddymnisadnion
p < 0.05

3. NANISIYKALINTAINANITIVY

3.1 MsdsiUsinamgnueiiluansatniiuas
#1981 ALENIUDAVDINARITIAULAZEN
nEansAnwLaadiiuivdavesiar
AEaNYUALIYYLMIANYDINARNGIBVENARB U
ngnuialledlitdud1Agni9ada (p < 0.05) 970
Table 1 wuarasanalenIUeadINNafIasAulR
YSunuansusenauiluednuazrlalivesdsivas
fian Tnefanuviniu 4.85 + 0.26 g GAE/100 g extract
waz 0.40 = 0.04 ¢ QE/100 g extract AMAIRU &4
qmdwmiaﬁﬂmﬂwaﬁhﬁaqﬂLLazaﬁafTﬂﬁ’]aéNﬁ
Hod1An19eda nansnanazisuisuszansnn
Yo3leIusalunITannansUsznaufiuednuay
Wahwessaniieidefiy nansAnwildenndesiu
Menunoumihfissyinenuealuiniasaneid
ANUMINZaNdnsUNTainanTUsEnaUTiueanLay
Wanlawess iiesenilarududaviunancds
Aoutnege Seaunsnainarseengniliagied
UsrAvsnn uenanilluuiunvesnmsdszegndldly
H99tu nrsidenlditnisadauazdvinazasi
Uaoadodegunnvenyudiaudidnediads
Lamuaaﬁagﬂﬂmim%ﬂuﬁaLﬁaﬂﬁmmmmém%
nsafansUszneuiiueananniiy (esaniiunu

o

i Senudufivdn wazdinudssenisldauly

JEAURNAMNTTUTENTNUNIUeA [15]
venanianuseuiildlunsyuaunsduile

w3puansannetadnaliansiiueanunwdain

NN598NTLATUNTDNITWANFIVBILATIAS 1IN LA
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Tngtamzansituedniiivylensendavanesiummis
FaflanulernuSousazeondiau [16) dmsuans
Tunquilanliuess ANuSouaIuITaLINTaaIERI
vadlassaiimunaliuesd sudnsgayde
nilansendauavnisiinnszuiunislelowelswdu
(Isomerization) dwwalvusunamaliuesdiinga
wuluansatmhanaaileseuiiouivansatinem
woaddlildanudeulunszuiunsadn [17]
JLULANUANVDINAMGIAIHAR DU WS
Usgnauiusdnuarwailiussnegelidedngy
TagnuduasndsduiivTunuaisaenaingenin
wastAaan wansAnuiaonadeafumeauyes
Lee and Joo asneuinasanmuniLea 80%
YomamasRukazgn duinamstunguiiuvednuas
wahuesdanatesinnuidionafudinsiauid
Haan laenudtUSuia Chlorogenic acid Tunadu
Wity 56.13 me/kg vauzfilunagnanaundeiiies

9.96 mg/kg WagU3un Rutin Tumafuiiniu 152.40
me/kg anadnide 114.12 me/ke lunaan [6] luvny
AU suiualsiusunansuunlduunneiig
panly lnenuiansaiaeniueavinaadidsgni
Unauusnualsfiusiugsiign (17.91 + 0.06 ¢/100
g extract) Uargenitansainainuasidefuegedl
foddy wunldudinanaonadosiumemuiisey
nsrUINNsanveNaliinansedunTdLATIEN
waznsavanvesaslunguualsivesalagianie
winuelsiu Sadussaingiiieadestivavesualsl
lussezgn [18]

3.2 MnagouquBUaYYadasTuRssAiaL
uazansainENILDAYIINARITIRULATEN
wan13Ussidugvdiuoyyadasruedans
afnnuamasandliluned 2 lnenuiiasadn
Lamuaafﬂ’mwaﬁi’ﬁaﬁuLLamqméﬁmau;ﬂa@aﬁzqa

Table 1 Effects of fruit ripening stage and extraction method on the bioactive compound contents

of C. grandis extracts

Ethanolic extract

(Maceration)

Aqueous extract

(Decoction)

Parameters

Unripe fruit* | Ripe fruit* | Unripe fruit* | Ripe fruit*
Total phenolic content 4.85+0.26° | 2.35+0.25° | 055+0.02° | 1.11 + 0.02°
(g GAE/100 ¢ extract)
Total flavonoid content 0.40 + 0.04* | 0.20 +0.02° | 0.01 +0.01° | 0.02 + 0.02°
(¢ QE/100 g extract)
Total beta-carotene 724 +0.22° | 1791 £0.06° | 0.03 +0.3° | 0.17 + 0.04°
(¢/100 g extract)

*Values are expressed as mean + SD (n = 3). Data were analyzed using two-way ANOVA (p < 0.05). Different

superscript letters within the same row indicate significant differences according to Tukey’s HSD test. GAE =

gallic acid equivalent; QE = quercetin equivalent.
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fgelunnismsmeaeudld nafinanaonadoiy
318971UV09 Kondhare and Lade Gﬁqizqd%ﬁ'aﬁwmi
afawasasnumesivhazatefiuananeiu favih
azaneluniIusadIulsaliiAn ABTS radical
scavenging activities q&ﬁlqm 39983U1AD 1}’1
lapaolsiny ov@lau wasllnsideudnes anu
U Han1sEnwkansliiuiinsamiuealu
nsanaNafIasRvaINIsaaiaalsusnouiuean
waznaluesnlnog1eliuss@ndnn dwmalans
afinsiqnsueyyadaszgendt [19]

Asnageu DPPH tunisusziliuainy
au1savesansaueyyadasylunisivlalasiau
oznouunoyyadasy DPPHe duduoyyadaszii
aranatios Tnsaenuiduduiianasodudsoyya
daselasesay 50 (c,) FeUsEwsvansamlunis
Tilslasiauiigandn wanis@nwinuinaisad
LenueaIInHamdeiulidl 1IC_ iiigaiile

Wiguimsuiunguaulagdianminiu 180.90 + 20.25
pg/mL uansiiadnganlunisiidnenyadasy

o

Wunaln Hydrogen atom transfer (HAT) fluiudn
Feaoandesfuuiurafiuednuazraliuosdi
ganIttunguainan nasanaralulilumadeniu
57897784 Lee and Joo (2022) muitansarin
PNWAMGIRULaERAMGIGNMERIazate 80%
wnwea T IC_ 9nn1svnaeusieds DPPH
WU 5.87 wag 83.97 pg/mlL MUEIRU wangld
dudgrsiueyyadasziuunliuananionasmas
st dunagnunniu 6]

wenNi ansafAEYILeATINHARNATHY
§dlvien ABTS wag FRAP gufigaegnsfifiudndigyma
affleiSsuifisuriungudu fio 55.94 + 2.04 mg
TE/g extract Wy 105.34 + 4.39 mmol FeSO,/100 g

extract MUAINU

Table 2 Antioxidant activities of C. grandis extracts from unripe and ripe fruits obtained using

different extraction methods

Ethanolic extract (Maceration)

Aqueous extract (Decoction)

Parameters

Unripe fruit*

Ripe fruit*

Unripe fruit*

Ripe fruit*

DPPH (IC, , pg/mL)

180.90 + 20.25°

348.25 + 64.85°

963.53 + 47.78°

446.41 + 40.27°

ABTS (mg TE/g extract)

55.94 + 2.04°

30.58 + 16.39°

11.13 £ 1.01°

27.55 + 9.07°

105.34 + 4.39°

86.39 + 13.04°

23.87 + 2.31°

47.12 + 2.47°

FRAP (mmol FesO/
100 g extract)

The IC, value of ascorbic acid used as a reference standard in the DPPH assay was 3.03 + 0.06 pg/mL.

*Values are expressed as mean + SD (n = 3). Data were analyzed using two-way ANOVA (p<0.05). Different

superscript letters within the same row indicate significant differences according to Tukey’s HSD test.

TE = Trolox equivalent.
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