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Effects of Adding Ammonium Nitrate in KMITL 2 Nutrient Solution on Growth

and Phytochemicals of Brahmi (Bacopa monnieri) in Hydroponics
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Brahmi (Bacopa monnieri) is a medicinal herb that plays a crucial role in human health.
Its Pharmacological properties include disease treatment, brain tonic enhancement memory
improvement and antioxidant effects. The purpose of this research was to investigate the effects of
adding ammonium nitrate (NH;NO3) to the KMITL 2 nutrient solution on growth and the enhancement
of important phytochemicals content for medicinal use in hydroponics systems. The experiment
involved different NH4NO5 concentrations (0 (control), 0.5, 1 and 2 mEg/L) over 8 weeks. The results
indicated that concentrations of 1 and 2 mEqg/L significantly affected plant length, number of
branches, fresh weight and dry weight (p<0.05). In contrast NH,NO5 did not affect root length (p>0.05).
The highest average amounts of phytochemicals were found in Brahmi extracted with 95% ethanol
at concentration of 0.5, 1 and 2 mEg/L, including total phenols, total flavonoids, total saponins, and
antioxidant activity measured by DPPH assays, with statistical significance (p<0.05). However, it did not
affect antioxidant activity measured by the ABTS assays (p>0.05). Therefore, adding NH4,NO5 at
concentrations of 1 and 2 mEg/L to the KMITL 2 nutrient solution effectively stimulates the growth

and phytochemicals content of Brahmi in hydroponic system:s.
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wsadlsiwsud (Bacopa monnieri) fiovlu
fvayulnsifunuimlusuguanvesuywd Tned
assnaumundrinelunisinulse vrgsanes
A1UNTI9 wazduoyyadase Tnsauisveds
TanUszaed il of nwrseduaundudues
wouludenluwnsn (NHNO,) lugnsaisazaiese
91913 KMITL 2 fimunzausenisisaudivln waz
USinaansaAgniamisunndvaansuiiluszuulagn
filsau anmsiiusenlufonlunseifannududu
WANKANAU 4 529U 9 az 3 31 l@ud 0 (¥AAIUAL), 0.5,
1 uag 2 mEqg/L Wusyeznan 8 dUai wan1sAne
wudn nsifiswenlandenlunsafinnnadudu 1 uae
2 mEg/L @3150n58A UN15LAS kA ulnvoansull
I aruemddy S1uauis dinan wazdwmin
wite ag19ddudAYNI9EnA (p<0.05) ualddinane
ANYIIIINNNADH (p>0.05) NAUDIAITNENWLAL]
wui1 msiusesludenlumsaiianududu 0.5, 1
Lag 2 mEg/L USinanadesnnilanainnnsadamnsdl
728 95% Lem1uea bk USurmflueartvua
Usunamlahuesdiionn Ysuaeluduiaun
wazUfisenlunisiueyyadase 1ne35 DPPH aes
Hdpd1Ayn19adf (p<0.05) wabiidwnanaUfizen
lun1siueyyadase lagls ABTS neadid (p>0.05)
sethy maiusenludeslumsaiisysumududy 1
wag 2 mEg/L asluansansaganesneImig KMITL 2
fUszanSamnszdun1TRTAUle wagnisasie

ansdAgueansuiilussuulgniivliau

Adfsy: weull wouludeulumse
NMSRSYALLe ansiueyadaTy

szuuUgnivulinu

AN

wssalifunsud (Bacopa monnieri (L.)
Wettst.) ¥nog1u13d Plantaginaceae a1u1sanulsl
WalUluandou wazwnideu (Saran et al, 2022)
Tuvssmelnsannsanuiayngiinia Gudisae
vouduluiituuay fdnuuedduidesvenluniy
fuRuiigutu sinoenmute luifesenuuunssdu
Uareluuu aenddvnn nieduiveeu (Figure 1)
ansavereiuglaing waidndufivayulnsiiden
Wusgraunlunisundangsiavuesduiiie wu
MeugNsMLadYIne1ivdmsudansandn
asngnuadiiduasdueyyadaszlinaengy
wiu lnalalen (Glycoside) amiasun (Alkaloid)
g11UTlu (Saponin) Wazuea (Phenols) (Subashri
and Koilpillai, 2012) Sﬂwgaﬁ'dwumiaaﬂqﬁ‘mq
Fanmeiln Bacoside A (Naik et al., 2017) Fafiu
asdUsznevlunstlostussuuysyamiidfy siuds
fqiiiunrumsesivesuysd lnsammgnueives
wsufilasuniseausuinduiivayulnsiigeanes
fusjaumssdn aunsadaninnieusnniens
TsafiAnanmaiden Jamnzauiagianimuiiu
wAnSasiifloqunin FanruinuninisssuuUszam
vosuyweldunilsluaimddyfvilinisidulams
LATHINAVOIUTENAAIL ) AAAY AINTIITUYDY
padn1seusielan (WHO) avnn1salfiaii eanan
AnundniessuuUszamasifistudu 129% n1elud
A.A. 2030 felsadalaes uazanzauondon
3u 9 (Bhardwaj et al., 2016)

szuudgniglsduiduinalulagnig
ManYRsaIsaruANaMA e sialdR il
finaunmganmngaundmiunsihluldlugpaivnssy

PILaYDINISLETH 1gaIUIT0anANULE 89989013
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Vuilloumsfivainiu rsiuns waglavemiin Snits
Faiunandn srudsanszoziaailunisinizlgn
iosnnitlisngaduussigisnduldlaenssan
asazanesmoilannsafuA vanandnld
159171 (Jomthaisong et al., 2015) \iuLigInanan
Iurndud ewouiisutunisugnitslufu
(Maneeply et al., 2018) mminﬂswfumﬂﬁu
UszdnSarnnirsndnarsngnuiaiile laenis
ﬂ%’uLﬂﬁauaqﬁﬂssﬂawaqmiazmaﬁmmmi
(Kiferle et al., 2013) Fslumsmzugnitaieszuy
UgniivlfduiitadondnivilifvaIgdvlaldd
NMILATUSINOMNIMUYTIUANUA DINTVDIY
urazatin Jomthaisong et al., 2015) Iﬂaﬁmmmi
Tulasiay (N) Wussdusenaudunididdynais
wiin 1wy nsnesdlu TUsiu teulel uagnsntianddn
(Chrysargyris et al., 2016) 5@L‘1“;lusmmmwé’ﬂﬁﬁ%
AeIn1sUsIaNInlunIzUIUNTENATIEA B LA
warmIdaasiziansngnuiadl defivanansalasuly

sUveenluielenau (NH,") wazlumsnlossy

a

(NO5) (Khammar et al., 2021) ﬁ%amgﬂmuﬁ%u
unumeen1sasyiuinvesiy lunsafnvldsu
Tulasiauldiiesneazuanseinisluidndes n1s
wanlugeuldd wilunsadidolasululasiauuin
Wuldagvilrluvesiadnisiasgidulaunn Tulld
Wedu eenaenyn wagluduniuselsaniawua
madenldseavlulnsauiivangananse
Freriiustansasaivle vuiavesly wazUsune
mamﬁmimﬁwﬁymﬂuaﬂwum (Chrysargyris et al.,
2016) Snitesidmanenisnanansngnuaivesiiy
ayulnsla (Chrysargyris et al., 2017) Fodunsdnen
nsiiuuesludeuluinsnasluansazaiesine s
g3 KMITL 2 siansiasegiiule uazasdfgves
nsufilusvuudgnitvlifuasduasudunanin
gt uieuTana uazamnw dudunisdiuyad
N1aAsygnavesn van ulnsaanisunlulely
NPRFIMNTTUNITNARNEYT LAZRIMNTETURNDUAUDY

ANUADINITVDINAIALUDUIAR

Figure 1 Brahmi (Bacopa monnieri (L.) Wettst.)
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THLHUNTNAGRLUUdNENYTal (CRD) lng
Anwnsiinssruanududuremenludonlunse
(NHgNO5) Tuasazanes19 01115805 KMITL 2
(Table 1) sionsiasuAvle wazasdrAyvoININT
Tuszuuugniiwlifu wuu Deep Flow Techniques
(DFT) wusn1svaaesaanidu 4 3an15naass Ay
szrumuduturesenludoulunsadiivady
asavany §adl 0 (gmAIUAL), 0.5, 1 WAz 2 mEqg/L
YANTNARDIAL 3 g1 9 av 12 aagugn SauTavae
144 fedan

FEUUN1UgN
ddunsuiiudaiiontoanizdiugen
ATIENIUTEINQ 6-7 Ty, fnsInuarAseen 9Nty
Ugnmaudl 3 Av/daelgn ngsddudaeenit uas
ildugilunaesszuuda 1elildlRsUgnaiely
TseFousyunavszanm 7 Yu wdsndudieasgn

vusnluszuudgnitvliaulunsazyanismaass lag

USUan3a¢a18519 0 MSIERT pH 6.5-7.0 Uagen
n1st bl (EC) 1.50 mS/cm asuauweuluioy
lumselugnsansazaesinovnstidanuiduduad
Taensine pH waz EC mn 2 Ju 1ileasy 1 dUami
sgaedsuansazarssinevsinidilunauny
2 lu 3 vesmnuguesdsldansazaty naensuziIa)

8 FUmYURIN1TVIAaDY

asiiudayanisiaigiule

Tuiindayanisaiaydulannduaiilu
svgziaan 8 dUnviweinisvnass fall

1) anugmaau lnelyldussininangiu
voasdui mioanianuanluudengaves
AUNANWINT

2) $1uAuRs TuswUA LA TRt WIN
AUNANWINT

3) AN813510 Ingleldussininainueny
1NALAUTINDIUANETINVDIAUNSANIUT]

4) iunsufiwaduiandwhminas way
ilueuuiei gunnd 600w, 1utan 24 7lus
ndutludaheinuis

Table 1 Chemical composition of the experimental nutrient solutions in KMITL 2 formula

Chemical composition

NH4NO; (mEg/L)

0* 0.5 1 2
Stock solution A
(CalNO3), « 4H,0 (kg) 3.767 3.767 3.767 3.767
Fe-EDDHA (kg) 0.303 0.303 0.303 0.303
NH¢NO5 (g) 0 40 80 160
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Table 1 (Continued)

NH,NO; (mEg/L)

Chemical composition

0* 0.5 1 2
Stock solution B

KNO; (ke) 1.796 1.796 1.796 1.796
KH,PO, (kg) 0.653 0.653 0.653 0.653
MgSO, » 7TH,0O (kg) 1.037 1.037 1.037 1.037
ZnS0Oy (9) 4.756 4.756 4.756 4.756
CuSOy » 5H,0 (¢) 1.016 1.016 1.016 1.016
MnSO, + H,O (g) 14.194 14.194 14.194 14.194
H1Bos () 8.894 8.894 8.894 8.894
(NHg),MoQ, (g) 0.343 0.343 0.343 0.343
NHzNOs (g) 0 40 80 160

Total N (mg/L) 170 190 210 250

*Using KMITL 2 formulae as control treatment

d13A11aYLadasE (Antioxidant)

1) Sumoumsann tmsufifiounisainnns
uluduavidl 4 wazdUansidl 8 undluliaziBunde
winatluaunuaa weldidusegslunishnsei
a1siuenyadase neuiuIunm 0.20 nfu anneog
Fvhazane 2 wdn 18uA Yindy uay 95% Ethanol
Usinas 20 wa. utiduszeziaan 24 $alus senslily
oaumgiivies ensuszaziadINNTesLNTTANY
N384 Whatman No.1 U5uuSanaslsinsu 20 wa. 1iu
Snwansafnluvinduiioamad don. (Fauvasain
Chang et al., 2002)

2) MIMUTIUAIATURYLADATY

2.1) USunauiluearianun vhansafamsudl
100 pL naufutnay 500 ulL L Folin-ciocalteu
reaent 100 L wenlFidTuudadadi o136 wadl
NG UAY 7% NaCOs 1 1a. waztndu 500 L

@ ' a

Wl iuudsaneld 90 urdl TnAganiuuas

7 760 nm Tay Spectrophotometer dildiiiaufy
A158¥aN8NINTFIUNTALNAGA (Shirazi et al., 2014)

2.2) Usinastalaueesimun Wiansaie
Wsudl 50 pL L@y 10% AlLCL; 100 pL e liainu
mﬂﬁ?‘u@m 1M Potassium acetate 1 ua. LLaz‘ﬁlﬂﬂébu
2.8 wa. we IR T uud i adi 903 30 urit Yaan
Qﬂﬂﬁml,mﬁ 415 nm lag Spectrophotometer Andi
LaeuivaIsazalsuInsgIuLAl0g iy (Karimi
et al., 2022)

2.3) UsuaumnTuduvanun dansadia
W3Ldl 500 pL win 0.5% Anisaldehyde reagent 500
ul wenlidniuuddaiald 10 wift andudy 50%
Sulphuric acid reagent 2 1. wealhidniu arniu
hvasavaadluduly Water bath figumgil 60°w.
fidlfunu 10 unit ndudaiis3idu Yadgandy
wasii 435 nm ng Spectrophotometer adildieu

fuansaganeuInsgIue Uiy (Vador et al., 2012)
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(3) Mg wiUisenlumsimeyyadase
3.1) DPPH lag35ve4 Shirazi et al.
(2018) \383 0.0029% DPPH fafisbilufifinunu 15
unfl ndanduiarinisganduuas (Araauau)
Mntuhansatansud 50 uL L@y 0.002% DPPH 3
ua, wehlidfuudasafidiluiifla 15 undl Tae
@jﬂﬂﬁuLLmﬁ' 515 nm 1ag Spectrophotometer 1
AfldnfuamIgns
DPPH (%) = [ AbS ontrol = ADSrmple / ADScono 1 X 100

3.2) ABTS lag3591 Leite et al. (2018)
W38 7 mM ABTS 5 mL S2uAU 140 mM K,S,0,
88 L weial3ludidaunu 16 42Tus Wensunanti
@19 ABTS 2 ua. 11139919018 99% Ethanol 150
L ndsantutaAInsnandunas (Anuau) i
arsanansud 300 pl WRuansiiesudl 2.7 va.
el fundadenaliludisn 20 Wit Saengandu
wasii 734 nm Tne Spectrophotometer tAnilaun
ANUIUAUGAS
ABTS (%) = [AbScoriot — AbSeample / AbScomot ] X 100

A15IASITIVNA

v

Y19 0U AN LA AINNITNAABIUITLATIEI

Y

AMUWUSUTIU (ANOVA) WSsuiguaaae tagls

Duncan’s New Multiple Range Test (DMRT) fissdu
AnsBesiu 95% shelusunsunsuiamesdsagy

NaN1578

n1ssgYLAule (Growth)
nmsvaaesiinkenlueslumsadiseiu
AnududuuandsiuluasagatesineIms KMITL
2 vesmadsamanilussuuugnitaliAudioduan
MIMAR8Y 8 §UATY NUI1ANNEIEY FIuIuA
dhvidnan wazdmdnude Sanuuensistuedied
Hod1AgyN19adA (p<0.05) (Table 2) TnaAruLdndy
2 mEq/L demanani1ue181dwad sveansud
unfign Ao 44.36+4.27 oy, vaugiluaandudu 2
uag 1 mEg/L wunsufifdnnuiaedsinniige fo
18.25+4.96 WAy 18.02+3.86 1 4/F U AIUEIFU
TudSuruAUTNTY 1 wag 2 mEg/L §9dINane
Uminaniad sundian Ao 7.88+1.92 uaz
6.81+0.94 n¥u AU WA Tut T Aus
WA undian A 0.58+0.11 uaz 0.50+0.07 n¥x
audIRy vusfinududu 2 mEg/L dwasonn
#191NRABINTIgA Ao 9.44:1.72 . uslaiumneing

o o

AuedslitodAgn9ads (p>0.05)

Table 2 Effect of different levels NH;NOs; on B. monnieri plants grown in hydroponic

NH;NO, Plant length  Number of branches  Root length  Fresh weight Dry weight
(mEqg/L) (cm) (per plant) (cm) (g/plant) (g/plant)
0 35.93+2.55° 9.97+0.77° 8.48+0.16 3.93+0.69°  0.31+0.05°
0.5 37.43+3.92% 11.61+2.50% 8.11+0.92 4.13+0.69° 0.33+0.07°
1 42.82+1.70%° 18.02+3.86° 9.19+0.89 7.88+1.92° 0.58+0.11°
2 44.36+4.27° 18.25+4.96° 9.44+1.72 6.81+0.94° 0.50+0.07°
P-value 0.037 0.034 ns 0.008 0.011

mean + standard deviation, ns = not statistically significant (p>0.05)
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d13A1UaYLadEsE (Antioxidant)
USinasiluearianun wuindavinasany 95%

evuea Tuduanid 8 anuidudu 0.5 mEg/L wu

USunauadsuiniiagn Ao 80.55+2.89 ugGAE/mL

fAnuuana1siueg1sldyd Ay n19aif (p<0.05)
LLﬁiﬁiﬁﬁaxawﬁﬁﬂgﬁLﬁﬁmmLLmﬂﬁiﬂﬂaﬂﬁdﬁﬁ'ﬁlﬁﬂﬁm
N9EdR (p>0.05) NeludUa%?l ¢ wavduanvd 8
(Table 3)

Table 3 Effect of different levels NH4NO; on TPC (ugGAE/mL) of B. monnieri in hydroponic

NH4NO; Solvents
Distilled water 95% Ethanol
(mEg/L) 4 weeks 8 weeks 4 weeks 8 weeks
0 50.17+6.36 54.94+4.36 73.88+6.70 72.14+4.22°
0.5 57.14+7.45 62.06+3.65 83.35+2.49 80.55+2.89°
1 46.99+2.80 57.37+1.90 82.52+3.98 77.75+2.62%°
2 47.06+1.59 56.15+4.52 80.13+5.30 76.15+0.90%
P-value ns ns ns 0.043

mean + standard deviation, ns = not statistically significant (p>0.05)

Usuamanlauegaviarin wuindvinazane
95% Lonuea TUdUAIN 4 ATy 0.5 mEg/L
HAnuuana1snueg el dedAy n19ais (p<0.05)

Wuﬂ%mma?{wmﬁq@ g 189.71x3.64 pgQE/mL

WU eafusvhazatsdindu luduaviv 8 fe
72.76+3.29 LugQE/mL uardUa Wil 4 fie 67.09+6.99
ugQE/mL (Table 4)

Table 4 Effect of different levels NH;NO; on TFC (ugQE/mL) of B. monnieri in hydroponic

NH4NO; Solvents
Distilled water 95% Ethanol
(mEg/L) 4 weeks 8 weeks 4 weeks 8 weeks
0 54.52+0.73° 66.09+2.97° 173.95+3.00 165.61+5.94
0.5 67.09+6.99° 72.76+3.29° 189.71+3.64° 168.00+3.77
1 67.04+2.97° 67.95+1.43° 180.71+2.60° 175.61+4.36
2 65.61+2.18° 68.57+0.75% 181.80+3.29° 170.85+6.54
P-value 0.013 0.045 0.002 ns

mean =+ standard deviation, ns = not statistically significant (p>0.05)

32



Journal of Agri. Research & Extension 42(1): 26-37

Usanamnldduienun wuindavhazane
95% Len1uea Tuduasii 8 Arsdudy 0.5 mEg/L
wuUSu1ied suinyiqn @o 76.19+3.25
mgSaponin/mL ludnvesduaiii 4 anududuy 1

mEq/L wuuSunauadvandiae de 61.51+4.34

mgSaponin/mL sotanfvharateuindy lu
FUa9id 8 Arandudu 0.5 mEg/L wuuSunanads
uInfign Ao 9.12+0.22 mgSaponin/mL uagly
FUaifl 4 anandudu 1 mEg/L wutBinauadesnn
ﬁﬁjm A® 7.83+0.71 mgSaponin/mL (Table 5)

Table 5 Effect of different levels NH;NO; on TSC (mgSaponin/mL) of B. monnieri in hydroponic

NH4NO; Solvents
Distilled water 95% Ethanol

(mEg/L) 4 weeks 8 weeks 4 weeks 8 weeks

0 6.31+0.09° 7.46+0.68° 54.39+3.04° 65.62+3.29°
0.5 7.72+0.02° 9.12+0.22° 60.65+1.23° 76.19+3.25°

1 7.83+0.71° 7.71+0.54° 61.51+4.34° 72.14+1.41°
2 7.22+0.28° 7.64+0.92° 56.61+1.24%° 72.52+2.83°

P-value 0.005 0.046 0.043 0.011

mean + standard deviation, ns = not statistically significant (p>0.05)

Uisenlunisiueuyadase 1ngis DPPH
WUIIFIazats 95% tenuea ludunsii 4
ATy 1 mEq/L wuuSinaiedeunniige Ao
14.45+1.43% wazludUa1nii 8 mnandudu 0.5
mEq/L wuUinaladeunniian Ao 8.17+0.62%

sesasuIfiazatsuingu luguasii 4 Ay
Wudu 0.5 mEg/L wuu3umad sunniiqa Ao
5.67+0.55% luvazdUa1sii 8 wuusSuiiade
unnfianlugnnIuny Ao 5.19+0.55% (Table 6)

Table 6 Effect of different levels NH;NO5; on DPPH (%) of B. monnieri in hydroponic

NH4NO; Solvents
Distilled water 95% Ethanol
(mEg/L) 4 weeks 8 weeks 4 weeks 8 weeks
0 4.87+0.60%° 5.19+0.55° 11.95+0.24° 7.97+0.48°
0.5 5.67+0.55° 4.14+0.38° 13.93+0.42° 8.17+0.62°
1 4.99+0.18% 3.82+0.30° 14.45+1.43° 6.68+0.13°
2 4.47+0.12° 3.74+0.24° 12.52+0.86" 7.41+0.27%
P-value 0.047 0.007 0.025 0.10

mean + standard deviation, ns = not statistically significant (p>0.05)
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Ufisenlunisiueuyadase ne3s ABTS
wuirdwhagargiinau Tuduanvin 8 Aty 1

mEq/L wuUSunaadeanasiin Ao 96.89+0.49%

Hmuuananeiueg Nlted Ay 19Ena (0<0.05) We
fviavaty 95% Loy1uea lUlANULANAIINEDR
(p>0.05) NeludUA9i9l 4 wazdn19in 8 (Table 7)

Table 7 Effect of different levels NH;NO5; on ABTS (%) of B. monnieri in hydroponic

NH;NO, Solvents
Distilled water 95% Ethanol

(mEq/L) 4 weeks 8 weeks 4 weeks 8 weeks
0 96.52+0.53 94.92+0.48° 98.68+0.90 99.24+0.57
0.5 96.80+0.93 94.97+0.90° 99.66+0.57 99.57+0.14
1 97.31+0.64 96.89+0.49° 98.91+0.08 99.47+0.29
2 96.24+0.58 96.80+0.57° 99.09+0.16 99.19+0.35

P-value ns 0.006 ns ns

mean + standard deviation, ns = not statistically significant (p>0.05)

32150iNaN1538

NATNAAINITIIYRULR uazansdAey
goanssalduinsud 7R useduanududy
wonlaudoulumsanuin Aueddy $1uaua
dmiinan waztmnuste fauwansneiuegied
Tfodfyn19aan (p<0.05) Asgduaudud 1 uas
2 mE/L Feiivsunaslulasiousiavian 210 way 250
un./a. llaenadesiu Ruangdej and Laohavisuti
(2012) Anw1ANUIUHTUVRIENTALANYTINRIMNTENT
KMITL 2 siensiasayiiulnvesnsuiilussuuigniny
1%y wudn Vsinadlulasiouianun 57-170 un./a.
fnsasyiuladfign densldlulasauluina
Funzandudsududmsunisasydvinvesiiy
yian1e q daruraslunisdunsiziaisisznou
dunidnansvie wu nsnozdlu TUsAu oulul way
nadaIAasn (Chrysargyris et al., 2016) N3
wiydulavesiivfiwnnansfudeddmnududuyes

Tulasiaulusgaunmunzay fegrary Tun1sane

nssiulavessuallesiug lngssAuaUTLTY
vaslulnsn 200 un./a. aansaiuANNgIveIRiY
Iavgnamungau (Chrysargyris et al., 2017) wagn1s
WIYLAULAVDIAULAD WUIT TEAUAMNTUTUVDS
luiwsm 14.6 mM anansaiiaengs s admdnlu
(Khammar et al., 2021) uananiin1sasaivla
POIFUTUTENT WUIITEAUAMNTUT UYL ULA A
5 mol m? dsdanaliinnisasislu (Kiferle et al,
2013) Fedonndastunisdinui 1iosa1nn1sidia
seduanududuvesuenludeoulunsalutladois
wasomasniule warlinandansudaedu fudy
Mnsansnszfuvesnenlufenlunsmeraifisndes
fuunumsinensiulasiuiidfysionisdaunsiz
ABLEAL U3 ONTZUIUNITHINAIYVDIAITUTENOU
Suvisdlufivfidaadumsiasasiuln (Khammar et al.,
2021)

NNSANANTULAE 95% Ethanol wuuTunwu
a1sngnuaiigs loun USinasflueaiiavan Usuiel

Wahweuaavin Usinamluiunvun uasUfizen
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lunisinueuyadase lneds DPPH Anuunneneiu
agaiifadAyn19add (p<0.05) Asefuaududy
0.5, 1 kay 2 mEg/L fusinalulpsiousiavae 190,
210 waz 250 un./a. F9liaenmdostu Ruanedej
and Laohavisuti (2012) Anw1A1ududuves
41502A1851981M15gRT KMITL 2 an13d1ueuys
daszvoansuiiluszuuugniivliau wudinisuan
wsudlidanninansitueyyadasegenisidaiiy
WuTUYDIA158a1851981M15805 KMITL 2 anad
TaguTualulasiau 57 un/a. dewadsou3uiu
asUsneuiiuearnun wWudefuufaseluns
#1usuyadase 1as3s DPPH 10391015910
asemsinaliiuAnauaien wazuiuduile
Snwiaugavesiualulad Ssqusnisdnueysadasy
Veaiiyuilanng o e5urefanisiiegvesdiulszney
fivengusniedanw uagwanmadl (Khammar et al.,
2021) fvffiusafiueageannsadeaiunisiin
pondindurenioifeo arnnmaridnouyadase uas
Fufaiaesoenindy (Chrysargyris et al., 2017)
fhogaty Vinafluoaaunsafisdudeldsuamnu
Wuduvasluwsn 14.6 mM Tuduias (Khammar
et al., 2021) uagAaduTuYeslwAIn 200 Un./a.
TuAuaumes (Chrysargyris et al., 2016) lagna
yoshilasauausansedunsdanseiasoongns
metanldmudetumsnei deinisuszgndld
sinomsiulasiulussuudgniialiaulaiie s
demanon1siasaiuln wissaunsamusnsIng
dupsivsinas waznisavauaisiulamse vinlvife
nsdunsginiaiinmesansyAegiidaifuou
Jussduszneundn dudumsusznouveanisin

BUsavesy (Barzegar et al., 2020)

#3UNan133Y

MnMmsRnuszduATIdt TNy auves
wonlufouluimsaaonisiasyiule wavansanngy
vosnssadliimsudlussuuugnitaliiu wudims
Wisnwonlufenlumsnanansansedumsiaiapiule
Snviadwmarenmuamuemauidsivsinaasngny
wiigedu fadu maduenTudoulunsaiisedy
ANUNTY 1 Uay 2 mEg/L aslugnsansavanesis
91913 KMITL 2 aansodaasudunandaligeiu
flaUTunnmaraunwvamsuiluszuuUgniilitu
Tngivayulnsfivgnuuuliduazligninisdinm
fladies uazannsomuaulilagnisdanissineims
Fadudssndulunisadreaunaszninemnis
RS YLAUIAVDINY WAL AITHANEITEENA QYVOINY

Wielstleniadigalunsimunidundadosiiiogunm
AnAnssuUsENIA

HadevevauanuUnT 9wl d1msu
Az lun1si3delvgnaes saudenuesmalulag
nsinens danndumalulagnszaeuinaninnunms
aranseds A ldansatuayueUnaaiuasd ud
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