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NIABUAWAY (Response Surface Methodology; RSM) 99LKLN1TNAADN
wuLLlsEannans (Central Composite Design; CCD) Aunansenumatiasslunisain tHun mnndinduresansazane
N1uea (50-80 Wefidus) srazinanlunnsanna (10-30 W) uazenmdIuaeInauAeninaneAeg1Taza18eN11ea
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(1:15-1:40 g/ml) NRFABLBUILARALAUBINANET WLINAN1ITNNTANANVNIZAN AR ANENTUIAIENILAA 1981
Tunnsarin Lazdmandauaesnauinanasaasazana? 59.00 Wefidus, 22.00 W% uaz 1:28.00 NFU/NA.ANNAIAL
Hfsnnmuedniisunn deunuanlouesdianun qnasinueyyadaszfiaeds DPPH uay FRAP WinriL 51.0141.50
mg GAE/g, 27.32+1.81 mg CE/g, 29.69+1.41 m mol TE/g Wa¥ 21.42+0.58 m mol TE/g ATNATAL NANNUANGN
1 al o o o aa o o = = o o a o a ; 1
BENNULANATYNINADA (p<0.05) AFUANNITINATIHLAAAL 2 LATHAIANLTZANDUAIANNIINANALTEINGNY
0.965 84 0.979 annslsaumauAflFannImaaesuazAIaInnsnunaiileiiduduesauprainAaaueg
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521N 0.16-2.94 1laFidus
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Abstract

Response surface methodology (RSM) was used to optimize Ultrasound-assisted Extraction (UAE) of
bioactive compounds and antioxidant activities from lotus petal (Nymphaea lotus L.) and central composite design
(CCD) was applied to investigate the effects of independent variables as ethanol concentration (50-80%), extraction
time (10-30 min) and solid to solvent ratio (1:15-1:40 g/ml) on responses. The optimum ethanol concentration,
extraction time and solid to solvent ratio were 59.00%, 22.00 min and 1:28.00 g/ml, respectively and the values of
total phenolic content, total flavonoid content, antioxidant activities as DPPH and FRAP were 51.01+£1.50 mg GAE/g,
27.32+1.81 mg CE/g, 29.69+1.41 m mol TE/g and 21.42+0.58 m mol TE/g, respectively. The second-order
polynomial equations were significant (p<0.05) and high regression coefficient ranged between 0.965 and 0.979.
Comparison of the experimental values with those predicted values was almost identical with percentage error

between 0.16 and 2.94 %.

Keywords : Nymphaea lotus L. Petal ; ultrasonic-assisted extraction ; phenolic ; antioxidant activity ;

response surface methodology
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unidn

Taifuigluqad Nymphaeaceae wilgvildialwanteunazianvung a1unsoutsanntd 2 29 Ae
Nelumbonaceae & un ﬂnuﬁ’laﬁdﬁ‘ﬂﬂlfmmxi (lotus) wAE Nymphacceae NgNLagUATA (waterlily) n1silgniialuy
Ustinaanigaiaing Au giu dwde inudll uarlng deudqniluftsssdy wasiuumssenuns uananiitd
arunsnldiduayulnsinmiisn lnaanizilsemaauiinisiinnasuaasiionass i lidudeunanaasen lunng
nnsunng (Kredy, 2010; Hu & Skibsted, 2002) duiutlszmalnaiinis@nedayanendaineanasatianans tHun

nasuazaentaignisiueyyadascgelnefiansngunanluend snthannsnannisgainnglaa arsdananns

=

anmAaignadeslunisueuudy (Steinrut et al, 2017) AINN19ANEI28Y Wongklang et al. (2014) lAANHanEsu

=
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o
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o a 1 1 Q’/ = 1 ¥ o v c o Qf = =

wndinadaulnnjazioise lilfinn sz Tead  lunszusunisainanseangnanies@aniniinszuaunisuas
3301987 ANANEAT NITUIUNNIRTARIES AR lEhA (Ultrasound-assisted Extraction; UAE) 1Aannsannanniaasn

< g o A ' p ° = o o Y
N IUANANNHTUADRNITANATINNE i"]ﬂ’]vLN@]\‘i ldansazaaluiFunnen ﬂm%ﬁﬂiuﬂ’]ﬁ‘@ﬂmmqLL@$1°]]L'J'Z\1’]1LLF]"I§‘
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ANANAU Lﬂuﬂ’iﬁ‘@ﬂﬁ‘l’]tﬂﬂ?%@%ﬁﬂ’]wq\iLL'Z\IS?I‘TJ‘W@\N’]LLW] Tmﬂ@amﬁfsnuﬂﬂ@@ﬂm@ummmmmq\ﬂﬁmmmxmﬂm

linanissziinueanasainiatslasainativinlfinisaaduesiunniianistonamusaainiva llgansazaianinau

o a a

(Vinatoru, 2001) #nsAnsindaninlatinnn llunsainanseengninisionniudngavvaieatia tun 2amae

angaanssuusgiTuel s (Riciputi et al., 2018) luuuruiauds (Ngoc ef al., 2019) ilaaniugu (Chmelova
et al., 2020) LATAZIYIuN (Chakraborty et al., 2020) \{lugiu

MNI9ONULILULILRUAEIRDLIALE] (Response surface methodology; RSM) lun sinatinAtaniuazinaila
NIRRT sL AN NNLN I NN S AN TN Ta ﬁﬂﬁmmﬁwmﬂ@éfﬂLLa:ﬂﬁﬁuﬁuﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁi@rﬁhmmum (Hammi
et al., 2016)7N1911 RSM 111 ln19a35719uULa a9 AR ANER3NNa9d8d (Quadratic equation) 289NANDLALA
foanisaaniuLLUUgauUszaunand (Central Composite Design; CCD) Tmﬂﬁmuﬁ%ﬁﬂizqﬂﬁﬂ% ccb lunng
AnenanInzsafARMNYaN 11y ﬂwﬁm:mmmq:mmﬁ’mfmafafaﬂqw%(mﬁqmwmmu:iﬁyuﬂ (Chakraborty
et al., 2020) qwéﬁmawga%m:mnﬁl’mm (Yang et al., 2019) U3naufuednannidaaniuiin (Zivkovic et al.,

2018) 1ilufi

v v ' -«
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Aaiuudde TR Usraad e An an1azn1saninanseengnen e uazgnsinueyyagdssing
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AngAnmiladelunnsananaunaniiiane 1Hun Anudinduaeaeniues srazinalunisgansn LaanIdauIeInaL
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ccp Meatedlsz@nsnn iallunuwinislunisdinaniaznisanafimunzanuwaziludeyaidasdiulunisseaan

wazisegnsldansarinainnaunentians lunansusiaune nyas sl

A8ALUUN159AE

1.0198 78 uNALABNAA 8

paniiaa1a@uns (Nymphaea pubescens Willd) mﬂﬁyuﬁmﬂ”luwﬁwmﬁﬂm‘mﬁgﬁqmmm’m anaLies
Famdnenglan Lﬁ‘umm;Tf;@N‘Emdﬁu{iﬂumuﬁﬂﬁﬁmLmnmuﬁLﬂuﬂ?\\'um@ﬂLmzmm'a@ﬂmnﬁuﬁuﬁ ansutinay
panhaedunsrAngzetaazug itz 5 und il dsantlssan 1 $aTue dfluduugarinuntuls
avidsndasAasii (blender) liuaan 30 Fund ‘Emaﬁﬁmmmm%wﬂuﬁwﬁ 83-87 asidus unldAnaning
nnsasmRmnzansialyl Useynsinnaaaaed Dangnoi (2016)

2. ANWIAN192U8NN12AAANALABN LA TMNNIEANAILIN1T 1938 RSM

'
o o =

AnmtladudnAyndnasiaaninznisania 3 dTade 1Hun Acnudindussaeniuea (X,) seaznanlunisain

o

(X,) uazdnandouradnaunentiangsaansarattenIuea (X,) Tnun1seeantuLnIImMAaeIluL central composite
design (CCD) nuumszavaasuiaziladanldinmn 5 sviu An Nsesuauuaan (-OL) s2AUAN (-1) s2AUNaTY (0)
FTAUGY (+1) warszAuLInuaani (+0) HANUIURINARRITINNA 18 FINAADY ﬂﬁ‘;’ﬂﬂﬁ’ﬂ’]ﬂﬂ’]iﬁmﬂ’]"ﬂﬂﬂ Ngoc

et al., (2019) waz Zivkovié et al., (2018) AIA13I9N 1

A5 1 ‘Jj@’ﬁ/‘ilLL@zi‘zﬁUﬂl‘ﬂQﬂqiﬁﬂHq@ﬂ’]’lZﬂ’ﬁ‘@ﬁ/ﬁﬂg‘]_lﬂ/')@’]ﬂﬁL‘MN’]Z’&N@]/'JEI RSM wuun1nmaaas CCD

Independent variables Unit Range and levels (coded)
-0L(-1.682) - 0 1 0L(1.682)
Ethanol concentration (X,) % (v/v) 40.00 50.00 65.00 80.00 90.00
Extraction time (X,) min 4.00 10.00 20.00 30.00 37.00
Solid to liquid ratio (X,) g/mi 7.00 15.00 27.50 40.00 49.00

Fanaunaninaafuiunisuaziden 10 N3N NNATARINAN19LIULAALAINARBINAUNA N AR A0S LATD

q a

gamsnlaiia (ultrasonic; UL-20LDT, A3nuE 40 kHz, 320W, Scilution, Uszindlng) Juunn ndnaxenaxan 320 x 530 x
120 RAAWAT YIAINANA I LBLAA L AINARBININTBIENUNIEANNIAALRS 3 UFatiNaldnR I uaztin lUAuR

-18 ANATAITEE A NN ALABNTIABNNENUNTERATUATIN 1 N14RAlUATIN 2 Fa8ANI19ZNIIRRALANDNAS

v

sauansanan insassaildmnds dliiinsszmesiavinazataesndaarsesssmearsiunvyunglfigooinie
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a

(rotary evaporator; Hei-VAP Value, Heidolph Uszinaigasuil) Nanumni 40 esdAgaidead Annisasay 50 rpm Azl
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v
o

¥iaMuA (Total phenolic content; TP) Wsununanlauessvianun (Total flavonoid content; TF) WAL NBANUELYABATE

o

2835 DPPH uay FRAP mu’”ﬁmmr’fm@Wﬂﬂﬁ‘um@nmmﬂmnmmmslugﬂmmm‘wunmwwﬂwmmu NnIs

a

£
ad 4

nAaed 311 UNanlAN1diATeinaiflaad BN uiinauaues (Response surface methodology; RSM) Aol

Tdsunsu Design Expert 6.0 1iNa@319uuuanaean1eamnAdansinalulaasaud 2 (Second order polynomial

o o < 3

model) FIANN1TN 1 LﬁﬁmLmuﬁmmﬁﬁﬂ'qmwLLmﬂﬁmﬂfjwﬁﬁﬂmmmmmaﬁi:ﬁmq’mﬁ@ﬁu 95 1w

(p<0.05) flendutlsyAvisresnisindula (F) innndnvidewind 0.80 (Sai-Ut et al,, 2015) WATAIANNANIL (Iack
of fit) TRAULLS AR sT AT s 95 wlafifusd (p > 0.05) @3N LAUDGLLIL 3415 (3D) iam
anaznisananaunentagigaintadanliluntsdnwmnizanniisiasn TP, TF uazgnisinueyyagaszfioein

DPPH uaz FRAP g44a liarnnisinuesiaaiilsunsy Design expert

_ﬁ+Zﬁr}(’,+ZﬁwH,+Z Zﬁ.}ff‘f (1)

i=1 j=1+1

Tnef Y Al Adnnsmeuaues, X, X Ae faullsdasy, B Ae Arad, B, Ae dudsrAvaresauniadunss,
- 0
B.ife duilsrAndaesanniaidulis, Bij Ao dutlsz@vsresannisddunudseudnasiaudls

3. N1INIUADLIAN1IE ﬂ?ﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬁ)ﬂ@ﬂﬁ)@ﬂﬂ’]ﬂ’?ﬂ

) b4

thANgNZaesn s ATINN U TiTisa s TP, TF LATONBAUEYYABATEAY8TE DPPH uaz FRAP inuun
. . 44' v . 1% d' k2 o 1
criteria M nunaEunig9dn (maximum) annisinuisfioallsunsy uazaniozrednisainildszauaesusias
laqufszAUAT (worse ; -1, -1,-1) 92ALEY (high; 1,1, 1) LazILAUNANN (center; 0, 0,0) ¥IMINIINARBIT
(Sreela-or et al., 2011) NN BaUeuAIRlFaINN1INAARIRLAR IFANNN1INIUAIENN197 2 (Hossain et al.,

2012)

Tne? n, Reduanieyareinimmaaes v, Ao AfIlAAINNIIMAGes wazV, AsAflfainnisiiuwie A
FAnatiAnfitiesndn 10 wesdud feldfugnisfimunzauiinainusindede (Chodok & Khumkhom, 2020)

4. NM7UATIE V@JJ‘UEI%@\?@’?Tﬂﬂﬁ)ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂ’?ﬂl

-

4.1 n193tAs RN U ueanauN A (Total phenolic content; TP) ﬂizqnmmﬁuﬁ‘%al,ﬂﬂzﬁm@q

Samavardhana et al. (2015)
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Hnansananauaentianadinams 400 TuiAsams iRndnsazane 0.25 N Folin-ciocalteau reagent U5unms
2 NARANT WATLAN 7.5% Na,CO, 115u1ms 1.6 Nadans mmﬂ,ﬁL%’]ﬁuﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂuﬁNﬁyﬁﬂuﬁfqmmﬁ 50 BANTALTEA
Hunan 5 it seliluiiiafiguuniities 30 wiil dnlddndAganduuasiinanuananiu 760 unltuwms fos
spectrophotometer (Evolution 201 UV, Thermo Scientific, USA) ﬁf]mmmiﬁmmﬂu@%ﬂﬁmmv%mmgmm‘mLm@
an (gallic acid) mmfmmLﬂuumﬂﬁﬂaﬂ@mw@ﬁmmﬂmLmaﬁﬂﬁim‘j’mﬁﬂ Fnaeing (mg GAE/Q)
4.2 runuanloues Fianun (Total flavonoid content, TF) $i283% UszgniiniudsiiAsneines
Samavardhana et al. (2015)

U141387ANALAANLTIRNLTNIRT 1.5 RaRamT LANUINaULIIAaINaaas (DI water) U3nIms 1.25

1 '
a

Hadang adlunanannaed ANUWFN 5 % NaNO, sunes 75 lulasdns nanliidindussllundangumgiiieaily

q a
'

= 2

AN 5WIT AINTUAN 10% AICL 1inms 150 Tulasans Adlilundiangmuugiiviesiiunan 6 wiil 1laasunan
WAs 1 M NaOH U3nnms 500 lulmsams idntinaulsdanndeey Uinnns 775 lulasans wanlfidinduuwazdnan
p = A ° o aa .
AANAULAINAINENIAAY 510 1Twmm? AuannBianTaueadiunaWNIAgIULATITY (catechin) 21811
nafluniiaiadaniuanyadaauaTidusatwingaetng (mg CE/g)
4.3 antAnnsfiueandinduiiaeis DPPH (2,2-Diphenyl-1-picryl-hydrazyl radical) Usseinfinnsiadiassd
21849 Samavardhana et al. (2015)

1181382818 DPPH Windu 10 mM 1311m3 3.8 1aaans 1dlunasnnnass WBingnsannnauaantagns

'
= a vy

sunms 200 laulsansuanlidingu s iluiidafiguunideadunat 30 wifl thandarinisganauuaad
pruEnaadu 515 unluums Aanmnliunnnisiueendiadulnediunifiauainnavinsguresinaend
(Trolox) i"]F;I\ﬂLLB\I@L‘ﬂuﬂii’]ﬂﬁ@'?ﬂ:ll@@Nyjmﬁ‘ﬂﬂﬂtwaﬂﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁiﬂﬁ”’mﬂ/ﬂl;l/‘J’af-‘_i’]\‘i (m mol TE/g)
4.4 mw'&mWinél,qu%rﬁ’]umég@%m:‘llmﬁ% Ferric Reducing Antioxidation Power (FRAP) Uszgjnsimnnsis
A=HIR9 Samavardhana et al. (2015)
\ANAIAZAE FRAP reagent 119U 3 NaAAAT LUNARANAREY Farinnduiiuans 200 lulasans uas
Fuansatanauaentaaaiinng 200 llasans wanlidnfuseis SRR luiifladungn 4wl aani
ffmrﬁhmﬁqmﬂﬁuumﬁmwmmﬁu 593 unlwwms AuIMILENIMN9iueandndulaaA uneuaInnsw

wmsguresinaend (Trolox) senunaiiumbiefiadluasuyadeesinaendsetinindaetie (m mol TE/g)

HAN15IAE

1.N719ANMIAN 1SN AN IANNITANANALABNLAAE]

NANTIANEAN19ZNNTATANAL ARNLTE8 AWNIZaNFeATE RSM 1En1seenuuunisnaaed CCD TnaAne
ot 3 tfade 1Hun Arndinduaeseniuea (X,) szazinalunisania (X)) WAZAMINEIULRINALARNTA A 815D

an9pzAnLleNIues (X,) Neanuuunimaaedld 18 Amaaes dsznaufaafuniaunanaGaa 8 A1umls AU

e —
739



IANIINENANARTYINT TN 26 (AU 2) WOHAIAN — BIMIAN W.A. 2564

BURAPHA SCIENCE JOURNAL Volume 26 (No.2) May — August 2021 UNANNIRE

BN 6 AWML WAZNNTNITITZAUNAE 4 AILUL F9AN997 2 AINNITANHINUIN 138N ANALABNLTAA8HAN TP
waz TF a¢/lutaq 35.03-51.68 mg GAE/g kAT 16.22-27.99 mg CE/g AMNATAL §1BAUeYYa84s2A283E DPPH #
22.59-28.90 m mol TE/g WazAs FRAP #1 15.02-22.34 m mol TE/g

v

F1597 2 an1aznisanANAUAentiatuazaNRresansanasiarl TP, TF uazqvsfinuenyagasyéiaads DPPH

wae FRAP
Independent variables Responses
Run
X2 X,” X, TP TF DPPH FRAP
e (mg GAE/ g) (mg CE/ g) (m mol TE/g) (m mol TE/g)
1 50.00 10.00 15.00 4517 23.94 25.15 18.63
2 80.00 10.00 15.00 40.84 18.79 23.35 15.24
3 50.00 30.00 15.00 45.52 22.31 24.77 18.23
4 80.00 30.00 15.00 41.94 1717 24.35 15.31
5 50.00 10.00 40.00 42.71 21.35 25.20 18.44
6 80.00 10.00 40.00 35.03 16.22 22.59 15.02
7 50.00 30.00 40.00 43.85 21.05 27.06 19.91
8 80.00 30.00 40.00 42.62 20.81 25.68 18.64
9 40.00 20.00 27.50 48.57 23.80 26.13 18.85
10 90.00 20.00 27.50 41.77 19.02 24.69 15.47
11 65.00 4.00 27.50 39.66 19.83 23.02 15.30
12 65.00 37.00 27.50 43.06 20.24 25.23 18.58
13 65.00 20.00 7.00 41.24 2212 24.22 17.84
14 65.00 20.00 49.00 37.14 17.54 25.99 18.13
15 65.00 20.00 27.50 50.66 27.33 28.90 21.87
16 65.00 20.00 27.50 51.68 26.73 27.39 21.43
17 65.00 20.00 27.50 51.08 27.99 28.36 21.67
18 65.00 20.00 27.50 50.64 27.41 27.96 22.34

° X, : Ethanol concentration (%) : -0(40.00), -1(50.00), 0(65.00), 1(80.00), +0(90.00)
0 X, 1 Extraction time (min) : -0(4.00), -1(10.00), 0(20.00), 1(30.00), +Q(37.00)
° X, : Solid to liquid ratio (g/ml) : -0(7.00), -1(15.00), 0(27.50), 1(40.00), +0(49.00)
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2. HANNTAATIEHAINBLTLTIUURLAMNNIEANTDIULILA VAN N AL AIAET

HANNSILAIIZIRN TP, TF UazfMEf1uenya8asefiotas DPPH uaz FRAP eda1saianaunentiagng (g
712) TN NTLBRULINADINNADAAIZAT INA LRSI AR1AUN 2 WUUANTE(code) 2a9siauLstiadanldlunis@nn

ilpuanspudiigesiaudslunisingn faunisf 3-6

TP= 50.94 - 2.08X, + 1.30X,- 1.06X, - 1.87X,” - 3.32X,7 - 3.94X,” + 0.90X,X,- 0.12X,X, + 0.91X,X, (3)
TF= 27.35—1.74X, + 0.23X, - 0.68X,— 2.07X,” = 2.61X,” = 2.60X,” + 0.62X,X,+ 0.61X,X, + 0.94X,X, (4)
DPPH = 28.13 - 0.63X, + 0.74X,+ 0.47X,— 0.95X,” — 1.45X,” = 1.04X,” + 0.33X,X, - 0.22X,X, + 0.54X,X,  (5)
FRAP = 21.79 — 1.23X, + 0.82X,+ 0.41X,— 1.58X,” — 1.69X,” - 1.27X,” + 0.33X,X, + 0.20X,X, + 0.68X,X, (6)

N1TMTINGALAIMNENNUTUBILULINABIN N AR AR TLAZ AN NANIZANA8N152 ATz AL 5L 991
(ANOVA) 18381013/ T1LAa (model) uazAinanangy (lack of fit) Adntlsv@nizenissindula (R) uardutlsydns
n13mpaulanin U Funh (adjusted RY) A9A137199 3 WUIWLLRNABINNAMIAANERTIRS TP, TF Lmzqmqﬁﬁm@%a

o

Ba92fn238 DPPH uaz FRAP mauduiusuazivunzan  TnafiansanAiaonuuanssaeneilidadnanynieada (F-

value) TDIULILANAITIN 4 NNALAAIERTNTZAUTEAATY 0.05 (p<0.05) aztfiulFaUULAI00INNATLAA ARSI 4

uutanaasnliianuuansead e lied1Auneaia (p<0.05) IAaLLILANA8RI 4 UA1 p-value (<0.0001) N1 1H

L4
a Yy

noudlaseililumsdnenduaseda TP, TF WAZONBHNUeLLARAIT9EAE DPPH WAy FRAP Tnensulasuulas
pwdiiusaetiadevis 3 Suasiarnismeuauesiaztivendifidaliduiiiuionesaues Geuandliidiuiapana
WMNIZANTBIULILIANABINNAAAIANT Lﬁ@ﬁmimﬂmmﬂmugﬂm\ul,uw‘immmqﬂmimmmm’ﬁfﬂ’mﬁﬂmmmn&m
NNEDR (p>0.05) LAAKINANNUNIZANTBIMLILANARIN AR AEATIUL INA LN A BN AIN N ATIAANERS
4 4 W HAnnumsnzantesAtanglaasuLaandinaiaAl p>0.05

AM5UA1 R WAz AN adjusted R AN 1 11NN FUAN T AN AU US LA AN S AN TR ARV
AMAANANT WLH1AY R 289UUUANA8S TP, TF LL@:qw'ﬁrﬁﬁuﬂwH@Em:é’qﬁ% DPPH uaz FRAP @1 R 1¥infiu 0.979,

o '

0.968, 0.965 waz 0.966 AMAIAL AnAAINaesLelfidriayaainnimasssuazdeyainliainnisinue iun

anansnavasriadesia 3 tladaaiunsadinduléin 97.90, 96.80, 96.50 way 96.60 wWafdus ANaAL dounwanan

2.10, 3.20, 3.50 uaz 3.40 wlefidus ilunanianiadaaunliaiunsonsuauls  d1mfuen adjusted R 8/ 0.955,
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1
«

0.932, 0.926 Ua¥ 0.927 AMNANFL TIUULANABINNADAAIARSNIAAN R LazAn adjusted R° InéLAEaAn 1.00 Azl

AuuHBEgelunsinwsaniszimanzanunsaianauaentinans

¥

s115797 3 annnalndluien AvduilszAvivesannisannasaes TP, TF uazqvsfinuayasaszfoads DPPH

wae FRAP
Coefficient Responses

TP P -value TF P -value DPPH P -value FRAP P -value
b, 50.94 <0.0001 27.35 <0.0001 28.13 <0.0001 21.79 <0.0001
X, -2.08 <0.0001 -1.74 0.0002 -0.63 0.0015 -1.23 0.0001
X, 1.30 0.0016 0.23 0.4027 0.74 0.0006 0.82 0.0017
X, -1.06 0.0052 -0.68 0.0307 0.47 0.0083 0.41 0.0477
X12 -1.87 0.0002 -2.07 <0.0001 -0.95 0.0001 -1.58 <0.0001
X22 -3.32 <0.0001 -2.61 <0.0001 -1.45 <0.0001 -1.69 <0.0001
X32 -3.94 <0.0001 -2.60 <0.0001 -1.04 <0.0001 -1.27 0.0001
X 0.90 0.0378 0.62 0.1076 0.33 0.0976 0.33 0.1941
Xis -0.12 0.7417 0.61 0.1085 -0.22 0.2392 0.20 0.4063
X 0.91 0.0360 0.94 0.0242 0.54 0.0146 0.68 0.0189

23

Regression model

F-value 41.50 <0.0001 26.67 <0.0001 24.72 <0.0001 25.04 <0.0001
Lack of fit

F -value 6.48 0.0774 4.95 0.1092 0.36 0.8482 3.98 0.1424
R’ 0.979 0.968 0.965 0.966

R’-adj 0.955 0.932 0.926 0.927

anmsfnEnanasiunzaslunsatanaunaniaans mmmagﬂiﬁdmmmiﬁ' 3-6 N lunnsvinung
AN TP, TF Lmzqm%réim@%@%mzﬁqﬁdﬁ DPPH uaz FRAP aasnisainnaunaniiaanelietnagniias lagiansun
natlpnge] vesannisiugtlresnatiiiadu (inear term) watinnavaes (quadratic term) wazwAatitJ&NUS (interaction
term) FAANIT 3

3. N19AFNNIINALRIADLUAYAIAINULILAIRBINNAAAIART

N194519n N AU ReLERaaLUL 3 TR (3D) ANLULANABININAMIAAIEATIUaNN137 3-6 Weaduis

pndniufaesiiadenAne Adsedn TP, TF uazgnifuenyadaszfioaids DPPH uaz FRAP Taansnuanads

e —
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a a \ o PR < o PR , o ~ = o o 1 o '
ananainvessiaulmliAnwadsiaudsnivasaregluszaunane aanani 1a uanstanisldadesaniusendng
¥ o o Aa v o = o '
Asdindureseniueanarszaziaanlunsaianiseliun P Ingdadadnsndauresnaunentaaiese
ansazantianueaat luszAunats wudiaadinduseeniueasauiuszaznan lunsaianiindudenaliien TP
Wnaw Wanosdinduassianiusanazszazinarlunisanminauninndn 57.12 wlafidus waz 22.11 u1d

o

ANNATAU Ruasar TP nRuunltuianas wanainisanuinananadunuaastiadssendnaszazina lun1sainuag

FNINAIUIBINALADNTNANUADANTALANLANIUBANNNAFBFADLENIDL TP A9NINT 1b LHaNszazinanlun19a:n
NN 22.11 W WAZBRINEINTRINALABNLAE1e7 1:26.08 (g/ml) danaliiAn TP Huudltinamnaaiduiu dusy
AnTnadaNiuaearladeszdnesreznan NN ALAL SN AIUTBINALADNLNANUABAITAZANELENIUDA LaTiTads
AudindurasientueastluszAunalinasianl TF uaznnasinueyyadaszfaeds DPPH uaz FRAP ASnIn? 1c-
A A o P a T P o
1e NUINNBNNTZaZan luN1Taiagena LiAN TF, DPPH was FRAP N lHuiinan wazideaszasinan liunisdann
UINNT1 19.57, 22.83 WAY 22.49 U1T WATEMINEIUIBINALABNITIENLFABANTAZAILLENIUBANHINNGN 1:25.10,

1:31.63 uaz 1:30.00 (g/ml) AnaseFunmaedAis 3 ANuwl liinanas
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51.51
45947 SSSEEN

] TS N
4038 e ‘\\\§\\\§\'§
34.79 ’$ PO \‘{‘{'{\\\
2021 CEOTSOCTIIIARASAAS

TP (mg GAE/g sample)

37.00

TF (mg CE/g sample)
(]
3

S:Lratio (g/ml)  17.50

Extraction time (min)
7.00 4.00

©)

2215
19.49
16.84
14.19
11.54

FRAP (m mol TE/g sample)

49.00
38.50
28.00
S:L ratio (g/ml) 17.50

7.00 4.00

@
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51.56
45.05
38.55
32.04
2553

TP (mg GAE/g sample)

28.00
S:L ratio (g/ml)

~20.50

17.50
12.25 Extraction time (min)

L
7.00 4.00

DPPH (m mol TE/g sample)

49.00
38.50
28
S:L ratio (g/ml)

17.50 12.25

Extraction time (min)

12.25 Extraction time (min)

NN 1 neNuRRaRaUauestaanInlunsatanauaaniinantresaninadaniwastasan g Anunsan TP

(a-b), TF (c), DPPH (d) ez FRAP (e)
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annsAnunladeffisieaniaznisananaunentivanefvinnzansedi TP, TF uazqnisinuauyasaszsion
35 DPPH uaz FRAP g4dn M lfannnisvinunaioslisunsy Design expert wudnifBunamimanzanasiusiazladedios

nsldansavaaaniuaananudingu 59.17 wedidud (X,) szaziianlunisaind 21.48 wdl (X,) uazlddmsdou

2

28INALABNIIAEFABANTATANLLENIUEAT 1:27.87 (g/ml) (X,) Huaser TP, TF uazansiuayyadaszfiaeis
DPPH waz FRAP gagn tnaidlen TP, TF winfiu 51.50 mg GAE/g wag 27.63 mg CE/g AMNANAL [VEHIL0UYARATY

D

873 DPPH uaz FRAP JAyinri 28.32 m mol TE/g uaz 22.11 m mol TE/g AMNA1AL HN4n192n13anafmunzan
Aana191 M luN19IMARALNINIUGBLRNIEANIATANALABN LA ENUNIZANANNNI e e L

4. NMINIUABUANIIENIANANALADNLIAA TN IZAN

T1AN19LN1ANANALABNLTARNENUNIZENAINNNTR W A28 1 sunsNNn 1 N1 InuaeUd N1 EN198 7 A

al o al :/’ O’I o o 1 Aﬂl v o n’/l o Y @ o [~ A v
naumantaeanAfe lun1maaestnazninisUiue fainnsnnuiaeeid 3 dade liilluanuauiinvselndumes
o 1 ‘d‘ E% o Adl [ :: dl o al o v v
AuArnlFainnisinwaniniiga Astiulunimougeuaniosiiunizanaesnisainnauaentaanafoenis i

-

ansazansenIueatiANdingu 59.00 wlefifud (X,) sraznanlunisaini 22.00 wid (X,) uazlidnsdauaenau

2
. . 4 5 o 2 . v 4.
ABNLANFABAITATANLENIUBAT 1:28.00 (g/ml) (X,) tnaldaniavaesiladesis 3 dadelunsainnsesiy worse
(50.00, 10.00, 15.00) 9¢@1 high (80.00, 30.00, 40.00) WazszAlU center (65.00, 20.00, 27.50) FIMIT19N 4 1NN
nImaaasinLaznagatiiatudunarasns uuudataameadinAaninalfianiazinaniu wudnlBaiu TP
waz TF Wil 51.01+1.50 mg GAE/g Az 27.32+1.81 mg CE/g WAYONBHN ULy aBaTA983T DPPH 4az FRAP &
ANYINAL 29.69+1.41 LAz 21.42+0.58 m mol TE/g AMNAIAL TNAIAINNNINNIUNE LU LANAANNNATIAAIARTHA
P o i a aApy a o A A o o o PN - P
wrauauiuAteasen liannimaaesaisanaiuietiudunarasnislfuuuanansmieadinanans wuanal TP, TF
LAZENBFANUBYYABATEAYETT DPPH uaz FRAP MlHAINN19M1u18faaulLa1aean NAdn A ansuazA1aINNIg
VNUNETBIANIIZIBINNTATANIZAUA T2AUQY T2AUNAIN uazanazimsnzaniainfiAesiy Taaiasnnann

AlefiduirasaNAaIAARDU (%E) HA1BLIzdne 0.27 T1e 1.54, 0.38 114 2.94, 0.16 119 2.79 uaz 0.81 14 1.93

wasidus pauansu
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A5 4 NIINIUGDLANN LEAINNIINIUNL AL AN LHAINN1INAABITIUBIEN1IZNIRAANALABN LTI AN E

Nupnsinaiusiadn TP, TF uaxgnaf11eysyadasehiaeds DPPH waz FRAP

Responses Extraction conditions

Worse® High® Center® Optimum®

Predicted value

TP 45.32 41.67 50.94 51.50
TF 24.43 20.05 27.35 27.63
DPPH 2477 25.92 28.13 28.32
FRAP 18.45 18.47 21.79 22.11

Experimental value

TP 45.69+0.95 41.32+1.61 48.69+1.86 51.01£1.50
TF 22.83+2.73 21.19+£1.21 25.13+1.66 27.32+1.81
DPPH 26.02+2.56 25.80+£1.70 30.70£1.98 29.69+1.41
FRAP 18.91+£0.52 17.46+£1.04 20.97£1.42 21.42+0.58
% E
TP 0.27 0.28 1.54 0.32
TF 2.34 1.79 2.94 0.38
DPPH 1.60 0.16 2.79 1.54
FRAP 0.81 1.93 1.30 1.07

“Worse (run 1): X,:X,: X,as 50.00 : 10.00 : 15.00
°High (run 8) : X,: X,: X, as 80.00 : 30.00 : 40.00
°Center (run 15) : X,: X,: X;as 65.00 : 20.00 : 27.50
dOptimum : X, : X,: X;as 59.00 : 22.00 : 28.00

AANSNANNSIAE

1511133 RSM #981N139194HUN1IMARBILUY CCD 1% luntsfnmnaninznisafnnaunentianad
winzansaununslidaminlaiia TnaAnwiilade 3 tade 1Hun Aoudinduaeseniues (X,) szazanlunisarin
(X,) uazdRsdrutednaunaninansedaIsazanenIues (X,) fidisiasin TP, TF Lmzqw%rﬁmmagu@%m:ﬁw?ﬁ
DPPH uaz FRAP luilsunnigegn wudAn TP aMn@anaasi 16 flA1 51.68 mg GAE/g AN TF a1ndannaasil 17
A1 27.99 mg CE/g LL@:qwéﬁ’]uwsﬂ@Em:%aﬂ’?ﬁ DPPH A n@mmaaadi 15 SA1 28.90 m mol TE/g uaz FRAP 41N

Aamnaaen 18 Up1 22.34 m mol TE/g Aaen13ldaniaznisannluszsunans (center point) luwanizianiaznisana
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2193989MAAaN 6 HuasaaNiRvesansainlulsunuiniiaangawiniu 35.03 mg GAE/g, 16.22 mg CE/g, 22.59 m mol
TE/g ua¥ 15.02 m mol TE/g AMNAAL H1KaannsnaaediilTeuiiauiunanisAnsaesindsevinuaulénanis
nAaRIRLANFAN9TU Iae Nakprasom et al. (2017) l@AnE1an19siwmnnzanlun1sanaEunauiuednianunann

pantianand lnawmalinadnfaelulasian JBunuAuedniauuminiy 134.58+0.20 mg GAE/g DW waziA1nng

v L4
o o

Leleuya8a9z DPPH Winfiu 24.02 1lafifus waz Wongklang et al. (2014) liAnmqvfinuensagaszaedtionang
faanismsinfaaieniuea 95 wWefidus lusraziaan 394 wudanauianadneiien EC,, winriy 16.32 pg/mi 1ilu
Hrnuniangaidedfisuiudaulsznausne 1edtianan Teanimeassiuansaiuluvegivaienugin alauas
ANiNduYeIaNTazanY FauatATeNNe N M lunsruaunIain

AINN19ANHIANI9EN19ATAKIYE RSM $auALNI908NLLLNNINAAEILLL CCD IntNA13t41a1NAN
Fudsv@ndresannisnnnas (regression coefficient) AuananeiuluusazTaden i lunsdAneaenadasiuan p lu

AN9NT 3 WUIULLAIABNI 4 HAHIMNIZANAUNITAFNLLLAN AN NAMAAN AR INA TN ARIAUN 2 1148987

@ 0 o

A1 p AAuLansAsaeneldadAnyneaia (0<0.05) ”LuLLm'@:ﬂ'ﬂzﬁ”mjaﬁ:ﬁ‘v]‘“ﬁLL@xﬂﬁﬁuﬁuﬁ'ﬁqﬂmmxﬂwﬁ’ﬂ Wil

'
o o A

A p AAntiaandn 0.05 azuanaiivAaulsNdpud1AnYININNGY a1nAT R 289uuuaaesaed TP, TF uasqnssiiu

o

ayNaBAIH875 DPPH uay FRAP flfannnmeaesdpauimnzaniianunsnian Wesuiaanuduiugzasen
fageilFlunnsinenfusanifivesasainainndunanthansdeiliegazmdng 0.965 - 0.979 Seaanakesiy
ANsANENU84 Sai-Ut et al. (2015) WUdnAn R RilEAesTiArannndn 0.80 Lﬂumﬁ%lﬁLﬁuﬁammﬁuﬁuﬁ‘ﬁ@;wwdwm
muzﬁumﬁuﬂ@%mﬂum?ﬁn‘mﬂumLmuﬁmmifuj uana1ne1 R fifesflAunngn 0.80 uka Chodok &
Khumkhom (2020) na1291A1 R FTANENINE 1.00 NN UAAIEILLLANA09IN N ATIAAN RS AN ZENNAT
u@ﬂmﬂﬁymﬁmugﬂ (lack of fit) PRI AN N ATIAAN AR STIH BTl A UAN AN AT (p>0.05) FaugmTaAY
WMNNZANTDIUUUAN BN ARaAaan S UL INA T A HA T NMNNz AN UdaYAN19MAABY AINLULIANA8INIY
AOAANARTIR9AT TP, TF Lmzqw'ﬁfﬁmwsﬂm'ﬁm%qﬁ% DPPH uaz FRAP flndiluuansinennsadifi (p>0.05) lneiflen
Winriu 0.0774, 0.1092, 0.8482 way 0.1424 ATNAIAL mﬂmﬁm@'wl,mmﬂﬁl,ﬁud’]LLuuﬁmmmEﬁﬁmw@ugﬂﬁ
Weenaiudayaainnimeaes HAnumNIzaNTesuULAIaeIneAtinA1anfuuuIna Tl s FuULA1aBINTg
pdlnFNARSIT 4 Tuaunns 3-6 anansnliviungen TP, TF meqm"ﬁrﬁmﬂwaﬁmz’mﬂﬁ% DPPH uaz FRAP léating
Qnéies

ANULLANA8INIATIAANARSFIANNST 3-6 NUTANNTTIFRAMMIINNZAN iesanKaannIsAATIET
AuLs1aauTRsENNNS 4 AN p<0.0001 %ummmwLmemﬂﬂwﬁﬁmﬁwﬁtymmﬁﬁ ANAINNANILIR9Y)N
ANNNIHAT p>0.05 AWFUAN R° wazAn R-adj HAN8Esz1dne 0.965 - 0.979 uaz 0.926-0.955 drunsnagi1sidn
%H@ﬁ%’mﬂmmmmmemﬂwﬁmwﬁmmL%’]ﬁuiﬁﬁqmmuﬁmmmqmﬁmmmmﬂu@mwﬁ 3-6 AAU

uxugN @ N33 N M TN IR AaN1 NN 2 AN T
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ansnaresladeNAnwis 3 tade NRsensRuRRomeuaueuUL 3 AR HnasatFuos TP, TF uazgns
fuayyadaszfoeds DPPH waz FRAP Niinauatieldaddnymnieads (p<0.05) Wenauidinduaasansazans

a K ] ' a | | eq}/ . a | a
MUBANNINATaINasan Tl atuuLlasANAmLTled (polarity) 2a9a1sazane Taadnsanslssinnuaananunem
azangpanNIaNEasI093m i lunsyuounisain aenadesiu Sahin & Samil (2013) wudninfag luaisazanamin

v v A a ] v & v I~ a' = a ] d'
M‘llm\mmwmwmmmmamumm‘lmmaﬂﬂmmmmmmﬂﬂlummeﬂWammﬂm'aMummgmmm’m g

v

ansilsznavuadnluigazesflugilaas aglycone Basy visa glycoside Aviuifzunuaasiuadnnainliazgnitun

a

AuAnNTindaresanslseneuinseaiulssinnaesiluedn (Feng et al., 2015) iaaannianiuaanantnaulude

AN (Chew et al., 2011) saiiiamuAudnduaeanuaaiuasanNiudresansazans nldaAN

1
= =

\udatsanasdanasiatiunniuedniannlfanas Tanstszneuiuednuazanseangnin1adaniniignaianias
posfludanmiewiumnuiiuiaresaisazate aannisAnenudiiaaidindureasaraaieniueaingay
11NN91 58.15 iwlafidus Anaseanifanuiudaresenueaiilasuulasdinananisazanaaas TP uaz TF 90l
= o A | A a o . . = o ) = |

TN unliinnanas @auaninaaddnndiuszienaunaniinanasalFuIuaNTazaaNIUaaNNaRa1FN

TP, TF LAZOMEAuaYyaBATEA2835 DPPH uaz FRAP NHuu ltiuinauiiaBunudnadaudinaioiiniu Toe

o oA s . o A4 o vy o oa ! o = & A
ATAIUNINTUA a8 lUNNINIZANE WA ARLE ARE1 [ TA lUTEUINNIELIUN19ATA TR ARLATIAARUNNAL

Fannazaauazniliiinnes (bubble) aanmauludaesdani ldinesiuinneanwaziia micro jet NRNAIINLTINAN

'
PPN

#AnuNsaNNaNe N AR RN TN WA NE RN s8N mNaa LERSETN (Vikhu et al., 2008) DaudidnnslEensdiuaas
naunantagnasalBuua1sazasenIueatiNIuarinali3un TP way TF JuuaTHniindy waluion
anadrungeganlilunisannlllsfdselomilunisatnanslidiBuinmniy. wdazliinlidunulunisaimina
L, o | ! A o \ o a & -

WU (Cissé et al. 2011) UBNANNRERTFIUTzUININALTa18Aa3u UaTaz AN uaan Nt uaz liiaaang
ansazanglunisainaminignasinuenyadasslininianas (Ngoc et al., 2019) iadndauszndnenautians
1 dl = 1 d’l t:lln % ] dl o o = 1 a v

AeUFNIUA1TATA AN URANAAAI NN AR NUN RN I29AaE 9 NFNNATLa17asa18anad RNARBNITIAANITASN
WOIRINIARLLANINTUY TIQANITOENNIATENINFINNAZANLLALAR8ENg Pandey et al. (2018) @analiiAn TP &
wrliluanas Wea1sIANnNBAUEYYATATEALEAE DPPH Waz FRAP gaa1sananauaantingns wudng sk

a

a = ¥ o & o a = o A a = =9 % Iy
anyagasriuliniiniusennfedlluiianiafeaiuiuedn anuanisAnsgnsiueyysdascliinasennies
AUNNTANIUR Pandey et al. (2018) waz Nakprasom et al. (2017) wud’]mmaumu@wmﬁ'ﬁqw’%ﬁmm‘gﬂ@%mmm

o = 2 a o U = a ! o Y o a % !
ansanpazluun il lunaheaiudAineuanesesiuedn doulladaiiunaizesnisaianaunaniiaany wudd
Waszazinanlunieaimiaaulsunm TP, TF uazqnfnuenyadasy DPPH uaz FRAP Haniintuiulllufianig

LPenUiUN19AN I8 Chodok & Khumkhom (2020) lun1siinszazinainisaianzdaannanzunlinnn linanig

o o

wnsuaztamuaaans denalil TP uaz TF gnanneeniiNinuasdniuiiugnfinueuyagassiinausioeduiu
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oy . - oy S o o .

wilaszazinanliluntsadnuimiivaumunzan danaliidinninuiuednanaiilasainiusieainedees

ansusenaviueaniianisilasuwdadluifuansatingu (Dahmoune et al., 2014)
annnsihdayanisvinunaiauiudiaganismasesdiiva nauasuan 19z ANALABNTIRAN NANNZAN

nalfianiazipaaiu wudndayaainnisinuaiianlndiresiudeganimeanedn WaiarsanaAlefidusae

'
oA

dl 12 o 1 dl 14 (3 1% o a o = o 4
AINNAAIALAADL (%E) faen1sinA R lfanniinefaauuuaaensAmaAan s BaLRruiuaAn l§ainnis

NARAIAANAT LNBEUTUNTIELULRNABIN AR AIART AN 921919 0.16-2.94 wWafidusd @analfinfluaniony

U

MunzanntaandndedaiesaniiufAiaNAaInA R UtaTI4anAREITU Chodok & Khumkhom (2020) %

&

1 ' & & d‘l =2 ‘ﬂl o b4 ] a @
nanaadefidufrasnunaaidauainnisanenaaniulfldaniv 10 Wefidud

a71nans3e
= o _a o = PN a o s
nMsANEIAN1IENNERANALABN TR AN ENMNIzaNfedans1 lrllasaniunisUseynld RSM uazesnuuy
NNINAAEIULL CCD NLFMULLRNABINNAMNAAIARTT IARANMNNzAN Hesainuaainnisimaziaonulsleon
LRIANNN 4 WA p<0.0001 HAMHMHNZANALNIATULLANABINNATAANERTINAIERY AR INANgLeYN
aun1eaf p>0.05 A1 R aglsidng 0.965-0.979 Tnalianiaznisaianausentitanaimsnzandaanisliarsazany

enuaanANdingy 59.00 wlefifus (X,) srazarlunisanain 22.00 w (X,) wazlddnsdruasesnauiiaanasie

2
AN9ATANYLENIUAAT 1:28.00 (g/ml) (X)) TmeAliainnismaseuazAtainnisinueiaAnlndiRasinauaneda
KULRNABINNAIAA1EATAIN170U NN 1 LN 3N e v anazusnzan s Ineaninzaeanisanm anunsa il

wanaluntinnaLrasnantiianeiwaaa NN TN agn e ioNn M lsy i lssall

AnRnssulsznA
ADKZETINNTI9879 20 UAMIATINNIE LN ERUEN TN AT S WTLEINIANNIZINTATFANAANILNNT AU

AANY AUTNLTHININNTT (BW.68.) HMANENFTAAYAAIATIN Natiuanunuise

LaN&19A19DY
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