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sialan snAded feflinguazasn i ansaaaounns aosasariaayunan onisudy
wuAide S. aureus Taeshansarmmenuainasnasdvinazasiaves S 7 ¥ia Toun
Tunss Tuwnn Tuzenns wnPfuil 1917 DUITY UATNTUNG NIVARBLGYIE SudaFanat
A% Disk diffusion LL@ZV]G]N@UWW]Q’WLﬂyﬂﬂyuﬁfﬁq@ﬂ@dﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁ@?uﬂﬁ‘jg‘i_mz\‘iLLUﬂﬁL%'f—_I (MIC)
A8 Broth microdilution WALVINAIIHLY HT UAG ATBNENTAT ATUNITRTUUAT IE 8 (VBC)
NANFATE WUA1 araaiRanaauing 4 oila Sqradudade Ae Tunss Tuezang s
LAZNTUNG fA1 Inhibition zone mﬁu%qa 9.54-22.93 AAAINAT A1 MIC WAZ MBC 184
ansainaylureg 0.25-8 RaANSN/AAAANT uay 2-128 AANSH/ARAART AHAIFL
Tngansadnanlurzuasdudadalaffigasiann MIC uaz MBC Aa 0.25 uay 2 RaAn3N/
fAaaans auddl uananilsnaadanaiafinn MBCMIC nannan 4 fsiuanasdamanii
fandsudadauun Bacteriostatic activity a9Anan AT H wans i aayulnsne
nange ¥in Suszansnmlunisdudadonalaauazanianimmdundndomaud
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ARNARY: ANUINT S. aureus qw%ﬁuﬁ’\i wuAfiEe
Abstract

Staphylococcus aureus is a major human pathogen causing infections in multiple
organs and is now becoming antibiotic-resistant which is a global crisis. The aim of this study
was to investigate the antibacterial effect of medicinal plant extracts for S. aureus inhibition.
Crude extracts of plants, including Psidium guagjava L. leaf, Oroxylum indicum (L.) Kurz. ledf,
Garcinia cowa Roxb. ex Choisy leaf, Curcuma longa L. rhizomes, Alpinia galanga (L.) Willd. rhizomes,
Cinnamomum verum, and Syzygium aromaticum L., were obtained by ethanol extraction. Their
antibacterial activities were investigated by disk diffusion method. The minimum inhibitory
concentration; MIC was performed by the broth microdilution method and the minimum bactericidal
concentration; MBC values of these extracts was tested. The results found that 4 herb extracts
namely P. gugjava ledf, G. cowa ledf, A. galangarhizomes and S. aromaticum rhizomes showed an
inhibitory activity which the inhibition zone as 9.54-22.93 millimeters. The MIC and MBC
values of these extracts were in the range of 0.25-8 mg/ml and 2-128 mg/ml, respectively.
The G. cowaleaves extract was the best antibacterial activity which MIC and MBC values of
0.2 and 2 mg/ml, respectively. In addition, all extracts showed the MBC to MIC ratio value
greater than 4. Therefore, these extracts presented the bacteriostatic activity. These results
show that many Thai herbs are effective in inhibiting pathogens. It can be developed into an
antimicrobial product used in food, which can help to reduce the incidence of food-bormne

diseases.
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Staphylococci inuuaitZadinulavia liiv3nafanisesmusilnamwizysian
Twasayn wansniidadsmunsounsludsdanmeg Adudadudenie Aamiaasemis
 aunerilalud Tad ssnsavin i annsf el etuala Tasanis Staphylococcus aureus
Wndenelsail ddyuinsianie armnsorinlndalsnfind suazuaaseiniszaslsn
Tanannnae Taun TaaindadiAomis ﬁﬁTwyLﬁmﬁwjmum Amdalunszumdan uay

?_I\‘ﬁ/'l’]Gf‘ﬁ Lﬁ@TﬁﬁﬁLﬁﬂ@’]ﬂﬂ’?‘W‘l‘i (Foodborne disease) T@ﬂWUﬂ"I‘J‘U‘LALﬂﬂu S. aureus TuTﬂTﬂ

(Mebkhout, 2022; Rikamalia, 2018) aiuanmamiisiinnifalsaemisidniy weneanl
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WU L%y’ﬂ(5'1/@ﬂ’&lﬂﬁyﬂﬁ%@ﬂ’]ﬂﬁgﬁ'}uzﬂﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ (Anosa, 2019; Islam, 2018) Tasianiz Methicillin
resistance Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA) naluifinlspRnidafisnaussuaziulymandy
a0¢l5afnd alulaenanuna (Nosocomial infection) N158 AL BULAT L%ﬁﬂ@: widvinlmiAn
mw'gut,wwm‘[immn"ﬁ?u T%Lqm‘fumﬁ%’ﬂmmmm:ﬁéﬁ?%éﬁﬂﬁqqﬁu N Tpevialy

masnenlsrfia@asnn S. aureus TremIBouznguindi@an wanwumsmesee@eiiineain

nandsenlzndatuananng (B-lactamase) Tngiannzidin MRSA finaslzetuanlaledu
Tunnednen Fudugfidnaziafsege uazdaqiudanuan MRSA Aasuanladedw

(Gherardi, 2023)
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FanuFefiniafnuiduii anumnansdusagAunaseiia b Seiganulnad
WasEBsAIDRn M nEan niiddty AnimihansarnaeinannlasnunTsalunswe
uazdnd fiesannfinaenaiResiinasnandlowSsuifeuduaisiad (Bemardini et al., 2018;
Gertsch, 2016) fls1891WATaN A AnsatAsnaxsinaatefiasiqns suds S. aureus
sanfsuunfiFenalsneindn Taun ansadnainnauazmdainnd ssadasnlunss
Turzuag saainaIned uiunaingn (7293047 uarelgun, 2567; Aziz et al., 2024;
Ngene, et al., 2019; Oklo et al., 2023; Sithisarn, Rojsanga & Sithisarn, 2021; Tinrat, 2022)
Tngannzansadnennniung aisnsadugs MRSA Ta (Yassin et al., 2020) Tnessddeil
AinquszasafoAnuiasaianagienieasinanuing 7 3ia Taun Tunss umm
Turznng manafiudi wenan oue wazntumg Tunnsduss S aureus oasutnamant
fAagananmen fignsaznounmgneiad (Phytochemical) imnunsagudsuundideln
BT Uil (Tannin) W& (Phenolic) WanTauasa (Flavonoid) o tnils (Saponin) kae
Faaanun (Alkaloid) Lﬂugu (ﬁuﬁ’ﬁuﬁ LRzAE, 2565; Ngene et dl., 2019; Sithisan, Rojsanga &
Sithisam, 2021) flesannanstaznauvnengnuediinuluRaasined acsuanae s ay
Aouaesily wazdsinayfutadenaiadaznig Tnaanizanneded Inlmlvesiiy anim
nsEAAuln szHEnsALN A AATHIIRABEN N19TANITNNNIEINERS InT9IEnTS
nnsafAans (Isah, 2019) Aarindsilaniafiazaunugns sudadarasmsuinglunasin
wiani Berasai (nansnsoaiuaysesanng ieatunislaasulnstunissnunlsninda
waztiuuane i insimundundndammi o ladss Tuminionisunme
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BAHRN5ITY
1. AseBEN1sAiasyKine
sidiapsnaRaasming Taun Qanveass N uasszang s98E9manai ui
Y9197 aUlE uaznung a1enniazenn shldeuTnuneiigomgf 40 asriraies
auuns uanlTulnunsaziden Tasinayulng 250 n5u waludavinazany 95%
wVupaENIRS 250 AaRART fue iigomnines wWiszezoan 7 94 uaansasansin (i
suwediazaIeeanAI8LAR ey Rotary evaporator \UAsaRTigomgR 4 ssrisalfea
Wevinlumaaouna
2. MIAAUEN S. aureus
Fushognsantalnfiansdmmnelmasmain Taasilalnises (seuldenla)
Talugeitusimennida #lnindunas Stomacher 7l AaniEa 250 rpm waan 1w
s naanrasla lndsunos 25 niu Taasu Tryptic soy broth; TSB+10% NaCl U531, 225
Hadane ﬁﬁﬁq@éﬁafﬁﬁNLWﬁ:L%y@ﬁqmmﬁ 57 pemiraBaa iuaan 18-24 Falag uan
1101 Streak UNBIMIS Mannitol salt agar; MSA ‘l_iNLW'Wﬁ,’L%yﬂ‘ﬁlﬂm‘lﬁqﬁ YA NGRIC It
iininan 24-48 Falus \@enlaladiffigusnsnan Aindemes e ludnudnuns
Fougnuaneuasilunagaunnsdauadl Taun niassnsenlosnzaniaanisasisienle
Tauaiaauazn g aEnaausWANnealueamng PR-mannitol (FAuLAsa7N Weldeselassie
et al.,, 2020)
3. mswwaﬂ‘umwf'w'mmﬂf]%uwm S. aureus A7%3% Disk diffusion
mzm‘uﬂmufqﬁﬂmﬂg‘j%qum”w%% Disk diffusion (Kirby Bauer’s method) ®1H
ﬂy@ﬁﬂ‘mumm Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute; CLSI (CLSI, 2015b) TWEJLW"IZLﬁy?_IQ
S. aureus UH®1%119 Nutrient agar; NA ‘ﬁlﬂqmmqﬁ 37 seAnEaBed Wnnan 18-24 %LfJ‘l:m
ﬁf]mﬂ%umwﬁusﬁummmm 0.85% NaCl T 0.50 McFarland standard (U5snauie
U5230104 1.5x10° cfuiml) TdnduangTuiisnmsnnide f«g'mq‘fumiLLmu@@ﬂL%y@Tﬁﬁm LA
Dnavaammasnng ilindeuse g Muller Hinton agar; MHA TaviaRasinamis sty
ﬁamﬁﬁmmmﬁy@LL@VQWLw\iumﬂg‘j%uzmmgm 3493 9 wida TAun Penicilin G (10 units)
Sulfamethoxazole Trimethoprim (25 Tulpan3) Oxadilin (1 TdlAsNS1) Novobiocin (5 [lAsn34) Gentarmicin
(10 Blpan3a) Erythromycin (15 Bilasn3a) Cefoxitin (30 Bilasn3a) uaz Clindamycin (2 Tilasnsu)
snlfluniigomgd 57 asrmaales iwaan 18-24 dls ammalpedaaauILgHEnANS
2892904 (Inhibition zone) LLﬂzﬁ’lTﬂLL‘JJ’NN@ﬂ'J’l:LIVE"JGII@ﬂﬂﬂﬁ%%ut@ﬁﬂ‘ﬂy@ﬁ’mu@ﬂﬂ\i CLS

(2023)
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4. ﬂﬁiﬂﬂﬁ@qu%ré'uﬁzaL%ymmm‘mﬁ'mmgufwﬁma%% Disk diffusion

15 LN @ﬂHuTWﬁTu 50% Dimethy! suffoxide (DMSO) Tl A s 100 AaANSH
AeRadAns uaznARaUN1IzU AN daresEnsad anewinTnasey Tnensmazde
LUDI1T NA UgoumnRl 37 asAirailea Wuaan 18-24 #alue dmsudanaaouisdes
TflAsnugwnaiy 0.50 McFarland stondard uaaTsdnasudana i smanidoquad
Tumsuaauans oty dagrmasanensang dluindsuueinis MHA Tniafansin
2115 T4 TAIHIBIMI TR N UARA TSI NLE D (BRPLEIN I MEN A
5 AaAINA) UHamnT MHA fidnadeuan snimensnsstinilsdesbiBanes 20 bilpsans
pawAsn shfuusfigamgf 37 ssmisadea tuaan 18-24 49lus aruwalaednaniamn
NHENa a9 Ta NAaes 3 41 TnsfunnRaniinen 50% DMSO ignaruRs

5. ﬂ'ﬁwm@uméﬁmﬁuL?Tu{us"iﬁqﬂﬁmu'ﬁﬂé’uﬁgemsw%fymu%@ (Minimum
inhibitory concentration; MIC) WazATANITNAUATG AT AR TS (Minimum
bactericidal concentration; MBC)

YIASELIAT MIC A9838 Broth microdiution srserimuazes CLSI (2015a) Ay
iz AUAMII NI USRI ATENANY 128-0.25 RAANSuADRaAART A8AE1Fa919
asariAliamaadaida Mullr Hinton broth (MHB) A39az 2 w1 Tnagaansatmlanns
50 Tulpsang nanfiuemnsdesda MHB Usnnas 50 Tulasans ashs Microtiter plate kA
FAoansanlnana i fvun waadiside S. aureus T ade 10° cfuml asly
nquay 50 ulasang sluafigomnfl 57 esmieadea Wwomn 18-24 49l uadla 0.18%
resozurin asluvigaae 30 bilpsang sinldusmedn 2-4 4alus anuwaniameseulnedsing
maAsudvasdegau anduiiiGu-sa uansn asadnamandudiniaeinues
@oln unnndangEulasutudeny uanin aresdnlemnsadiudiniaeigeeataln
Tngan MIC Aa Asslasausngaassansadalumguganief iiuidinGu-a nagey
aaaiinay 3 90 dmdigamuauay aenzemsiaesdeuazida ety Gowth contro
aasganauAnuantaiRnizeIsia s @ el Sterility control LazVARDLNIAT MIC 293
slfanzansAsniaifiaadu Taaleen Tetracycline nagauAiAmITHTLTZANg 128-0.25
TulAsnsunafiaffng aaun1anARELINAT MBC 9XaITaiAg Y Agai a1snTagug
EDINMMARBLYINAT MIC 15 Streck emnaisiie NA shfusfigausnfl 57 svrnaaides
iiniaan 18-24 Falus aunan MBC Aa amemiaidsadad linunisiesgeeade

UHBINTT
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6. NISAAIIZANHOR (Statistical analysis)
Tagn1smiaaeds aaudeaiununnsgiu wazilfoufisuanuuanaenag
3% One-way ANOVA 71 P<0.05 UWAENIAMHULANANB N N d 1Ay NaiAseni1engy

M383% Duncan’s Multiple Range Test; DMRT Aqeilaunsu R studio Version 4.4.1

WNAN15I98

Tnlafiuns S. aureus UHPMNTIADIEE MSA RanEnienan 1UBsU SRnanmas
delugenunasazfndunanuan gunan Sesdadungy Wnanzanasuazlauogiag
Winuan sunsngesiiaaunuinealn dennd 1 Taedeidauenideuliulana
mmquGiﬂmﬂf]%qumw{@ﬁmumm CLSI (2023) Wuan a’jmmTfm}@mﬁ@unﬂ%ﬁmﬁT%
VAFBU 8NLaRe Penicilin wananndidadaaulanasn Cefoxitin 5@@%@@%@ MRSA

(Yuceel-Timur et al, 2024) famn9nadi 1

(c) (d)

AT 1 ANUIEa S. qureus UWRENANTITVIAFBLNNTIAS (a) TAlaTiuL MSA (b) AnEos

Tmﬂﬂﬂﬁ’?‘ﬂi’l‘i‘iﬂu (1000x) (c) ﬂ"l‘i‘l’lﬂﬂﬂUTﬂLLﬂQL@ﬂ WAz (d) N1F8a8LNUHINea

A151991 1 navasauAKimefEanans S. aureus IneB Disk diffusion

Antibiotic disk Inhibition zone (mm.) Interpretation
Trimethoprim/Sulfamethoxazole (SXT, 25 pg) 28.5+0.35 S
Clindamycin (DA, 2 pg) 29.78+1.83 S
Erythromycin (E, 15 pg) 27.37+0.07 S
Novobiocin (NV, 5 pg) 29.02+0.48 S
Cefoxitin (FOX, 30 ugq) 28.97+0.19 S
Oxacillin (OX, 1 pq) 20.25+0.15 S
Gentamicin (CN, 10 ug) 24.55+1.9 S
Penicillin G (P, 10 pgq) 17.55+0.25 R

NNELNA S = susceptible R = resistant
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_____________________________________ ______ ____ ____ ____ ]
9
o o

miwm@qu‘ﬁ‘ﬁusﬂ\u‘ﬁ@Lﬁmmuﬂmmaﬂﬁmgﬂmmﬁ% Disk diffusion wuan
A9ENAINANWING 4 20 aMn90Tuds S. aureus IagfaiaAs Inhibition zone g3
9.54-22.93 faANA3 Inga13aineaIn1A91e17 Inhibition zone NA19Tigm dmMSuaTsariA

filnaunsasusadaln fe TUWNT WPRNE uazaUs FIn19797 2

o

A15197 2 NMINAFBUNEEUES S. aureus ﬂﬂdﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂHuTW‘iﬂ’]ﬂa% Disk diffusion

Plants Inhibition zone (mm)*
T3 9.82+0.66°
Turenng 9.54+1.45
W92 22.93+2.06°
UG 9.78+2.50°

VHNTRILNR ~*data presented as meansS.D. from analysis of three samples, in triplicate

- % Means+S.D. with different letters are significantly different (P<0.05)

devnansarafisnsnsadiuded@e ln Unaasuman MIC uay MBC WUAM §M3ariaenn
Tugzma9iiAn MIC G%”I‘ﬁ@qlﬂ Ao 0.25 AAANSHADRARANT LATAA1 MBC WNAU 2 RaANSwH/
fadanT 99989871 Ap ansarinennTUNSITiAT MIC Wi 1 AaAnSHAasans uaziinn MBC
Wiy 32 faANSN AaRART Aenan9it 3 Wi lUuwasian MBOMIC (Mogana et al.,

2020) wua1 asafianneadAINInnLn 4 usBanansaiaignadudinisieinaesia

(Bacteriostatic activity)

ﬁni"ldﬁ 3 A1 MIC MBC az MBC/MIC ratio m\amiﬂﬁmgﬂwwa S. aureus

MIC/MBC
Plants/Antibiotic

MIC (mg/ml)  MBC (mg/ml) MBC/MIC ratio  Antibacterial activity

Tunss 1 32 32 Bacteriostatic
Turznng 0.25 2 8 Bacteriostatic
L‘m\;ﬁ?jﬂ 8 128 16 Bacteriostatic
NIUNG 4 64 16 Bacteriostatic
gUfdauy MIC (ug /ml) MBC (ug/ml)

tetracycline

2 pg/ml

16 pg/ml
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s. aureus A s entiluazn@nsiomannladuamgnabiialsanimisul i
Tnedanesmmudadonannbilauasnansdom (ausgunne (Pondt et dl, 2018; Thoha et dl,
2004) dnsuid o7t usnlans il fanalanesdouynafiaf avaaeuuasi oanfes
siaAgn Aa Penicilin ualassn@assnaininaulamegn Cefoxitin ffstif%’mﬁuL%y@mju
MRSA (Yuceel-Timur et al., 2024) §918914N19AAUYN S. aureus @ﬁﬂLﬂﬁ@ﬂfﬂle{ LR
Taunnaznn uazwuaResn Peniclin S4anaz 82,60 (Pondit et dl., 2018) LATHUIEBNAN MRSA
Wl lndvsneas 86.80 nsumian MRSA azvinTnnisinidedauquusuaznisinum
?.l’mmﬂ'ﬁyu LW’ﬁﬁxL%y@%@m ﬂ@glzu Penicillins Waz Methicillin (Syed et al., 2018)

SR mﬂﬁmqw‘ﬁgﬁ’us’—% S. aureus 1l a9AuA9LAE Disk diffusion WLA1 &13ETA9NN
TuWss Tugzang wanen UATNIUNG ssndudadeln Wevnlunasaumean MIC Y3119
aaaataaIntugEanefiiAn MIC uaz MBC Gf’ﬂqm Am 0.25 uaz 2 FadnTN/Nadans
AINFIAL WATTIANNIZNTW 100 AARNSH/AaAAAS § Inhibition zone WA 9.54 AR INAS
Felnasoanansiun1sAnyiges Ngamsurach & Praipipat (2022) finuan &13ataan
Tugznafiananagieniueasnnsnduds S. aureus Tz Tnafiaanuigngs 100-400
fafnsw/Aafans fA7 Inhibition zone 2117 7.30-8.50 AaANnT wod ei3suiteuriu
HANNTATEY8 Tinrat (2022) finuan Suszansnmlunissudadelauesnian natafe
anaaiaENs ST elafin s 400 AaAn3/Aadans & Inhibition zone 211A 10.60
fafuns wazdA1 MIC Waz MBC Wi 25 uaz 50 fadnsw/Mafans anaisy e
AangounaeaiBenisniaadn wua sAdadnann lrazeznantuniaurasulnaiie
afinanaassAdeil deiuszaznaiiuraguinsludainazaedaiuladeniisiians
yinlnanataznaumnneg avaisaensnlanntesn1eii wananillssansaintunisdeds
Fetliupydurinresdinazang asenwuaamsarinnasoneaiilsyavsninginen
a197 admnanazdlou uazdindu anud Ay sz nafiun azeida tumulnad
ArNaNTa un1sazans tudainazana lam e miues dnsuansngnuiafiny
hlurzansiiananagieniuea Snaesfia Taun wilidu o1 ndu Watluess snesess
MBIRNeYA LATSAAMABYA LAYANT Secondary metabolite mvﬂsfummaﬁﬁwmmﬁﬁﬁfy
Tunspuuuaiide Ae uanlmuaswaslang@uan sondenanlanesafgoiaai®
nansuenfieanduausneans 2,2-Diphenyl-1-picryl hydrazyl (DPPH) aiiufingnuiiugn

ANSATUDLHNB RSN NEATAWNIE (A sz ALUMT (Ayoola et dl, 2008)
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o
o o

ansadnantunsauindnansadanilenidqnasuds S aureus (afansasmann
ansannanTurzaag $A1 MIC waz MBC mNRU 1 uay 32 RaANSH/AaAaNT AMHATRL
FefianenATENLINENS AR AAILEN I AT TURSIFHNSasUSs S. aureus TamaReafY
flan MIC Wiy 20 RaAnsuAadans Tnefan MIC genansanisnaaeunss viatianaiv
HANI9INAE NNSER AT UANAITREARgatuiTunstlansansaiaenTurysas Wesann
fazazinaniaurayuinaludiaransrasnasiues uenaniyiaeesdiayinazaiaded
naneUszAvBn NS @uaRenti Wesendeatanaein ashian Mmic ﬁqmiﬁ
Ae 40 AANSWANRART (Ngene et al., 2019) dmFusszdfaiiaangnidudadaiing
Wlunss Ao wisdn Fanusnnulunsasandemnindin wanlouesn wasiiuesn (Bashir,
Ado & Alli, 2021; Ngene et al., 2019)

=

ﬁ’]ﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂiﬁﬁ@@’mﬂ’mwgLLN::L‘V1\‘1y"l°ﬂl"Iﬁﬂixﬁﬂﬁﬂ’m?‘uﬂ’ﬁgﬂgﬂL%ﬂ FENAIHT AD
1A MIC W 4 uay 8 AAANSH/AARARST ANEIFU TAglanIZ @St AeINImININAS
Inhibition zone ﬂdywﬁqm Ae 22.95 Aafwns uAfl MIC gogn ARaINTARELTINDSIE
DNFENANNNTAUANAISTH NANIAE NNTNAFBUAILAT Disk diffusion BVFINANNNTUNS
ﬂi:mmmm‘mﬁmuuqyummmﬁymL%y@ Tagaunnly RN AYBINITURSAITINAINIFO

T‘l«éﬂq‘iﬂm‘ﬂﬁﬂNﬂ@ﬂﬁmﬁqﬂq‘iu‘v\ﬁ %QNGNNT@I?_IG]‘NG]E?IHWG‘I Inhibition zone (ﬂﬁﬁiﬁ HRCATUS,

v v
o

2562) FNE1UNT A e azvin T Inhibition zone Fawiabigy uNINENTIHazABlIAHIE N
gelunsfudadiendaandafinan Aaluansfisl inhibition zone N1 P19 TMHANTITMARDL
MIC galn WpsaniBeanssdniaiuaamneuinlaenss nlnendanisuns tunsdlfl
NTUNSTIA [quA asHaRD AT MIC
ppNlsfimunanisidonseil Usingan ssadnaniumng menafingi uareu e
Tumunsadudadeln Geflare9udaufnun wua1 a19aiAIINWNALAZINAAYBILANT
AIFAAIININLANTN uazasainABIeINEaIINBLTY an1sadudadala (dris &
Habibu, 2021; Oklo et al., 2023; Sithisarn, Rojsanga & Sithisarn, 2021) ASHUNNGAIRANTIANAL
Lo & & o ! a A ! o a & ¥ o & 'ax
grsduiagerssanaainunasilafianuuanaieiu el ulnannnaiedads deunds
n3afin Sreza1unsurENuing siawediavinazans fefilanataniuan Selineg iy
anenzrasiaayuingd lpananuasnizlgnfifanmuanasuuanaait AnEmeees
a. A y ¥ . = =4 ! A& o ! San o/
AuUgn Reuanaaniinainy a1g1esiy vidaranaiiiudiesny uananiditnisanin
gomnAuarsyezaani o luniseufsneuilUadafdfnamuieaiy (@hymn wazaos,

2563; Nimrat, Soodsawaeng & Vuthiphandcha, 2018) #1919 UNAN19VIANALN ﬂl 7 MBC/MIC

Fouansbrivanansaiayneinesngnbuuududnisie3ayeecide (Bacteriostatic activity)
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r—_ |
Tnansfipngvsdudanisiadnansidoiiazasiunisfindmaunlieide Feoengns
Tasnnasiudansasslisiin aanasfioangnilasnissnde (Bactericdal activity) 9z8ing
TunsinanenseaadaisaaLusiusHeadde (Biology Libretexs, 2025) nansadeluadsfl
uansdiuanuinaanssfied dnanmisziluimusell Taansianuazsiasey
AOUENITAR M AN azamnsainlUims Tl sf A IenIsunne ez RIEEN
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