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wuth ansadalungdae 80% lovuea fieTandudy 100 fedn3u/fedans anunsadudams
WSgende S. aureus IgAian fuwmvendlansudimsiasyvente 2.45+0.08 wufuns
Slensaouamudiudusaalunssudsnisaiyreadowuaiids (MIC) uazarmdudusaely
mssdeuuaiize (MBO) wudne MBC/MIC wesnsaralumgsneininiy 0.50 Sauansnaiand
s S. aureus #Aflan daumsatnlunguazarsafalusswgnisae 80% lonusauas
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Abstract

The study of antibacterial activity against Staphylococcus aureus and antioxidation
of medicinal plant extract was done by three medicinal plants which selected from Thai
traditional medicine textbooks, namely Rhinacanthus nasutus (L.) Kurz, Piper betle L. and
Cassia fistula L. They were extracted using water and 80% ethanol. The extractions
determined antibacterial activity against S. aureus by agar disc diffusion at 10 and 100 mg/mL.
The results showed the highest activity of 100 mg/mL 80% ethanol extract of Piper betle
L. leaves to inhibit bacterial growth with an inhibition diameter of 2.45+0.08 cm. The
minimum inhibition concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC)
were determined. The MBC to MIC ratio of Piper betle L. leaves water extract was 0.50,
which showed the highest bactericidal activity compared with other medicinal plant
extract. While the 80% ethanol extract of Piper betle L. leaves, Cassia fistula L. leaves
and water extract of Cassia fistula L. leaves showed the MBC to MIC ratio of 8.01, 16.03
and 32.05, respectively. Those represented the bacteriostatic activity. Moreover, the
antioxidants of all extracts were detected by a DPPH assay. Water extract of Piper betle
L. leaves showed the highest antioxidant activity with ICy, 3.12+0.06 mg/mL. This research
data supported the use of medicinal plants in skin disease treatment by Thai traditional

medicine. It also showed the opportunity to develop medicinal plant products.
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umin

Tsrdndemsmiadlsafinuldvesluyuinnmauasnnte Tauvmnitogdunis
1#un WWem T¥a uazuuaiide Tasideqdunidusasiinaedanuannsonolsaiifinnuguuss
uanshary edfmiiwessyudasiidausyiiu (Normal flora) ordaguaneviin Weuuafiide
Fnuvesldun Staphylococcus epidermis Wag Staphylococcus aureus Tnewmzdeuuaiise
il S aureus FawuuinaAmiiuaslulnssayn uasduawmuesmsiaidoiiimdlduosiian
(Mamae et al,, 2022) iofiutnunaviosumeaglunnizgiduiush aufnnsfndewuaiiGe
\Fewanilaznslhiinnssniau Uin van une (Kobayashi et al, 2015) maonauluunannes i
NUDI LLN@@@L%@ 397 Janwitayanuchit & Rangseepanurat, 2010; Siri-in & Thiraworawong, 2020)
nsvUIuMEWEN LAl eaisanseyyadase (Free radical) Wiuannu wilugnisanas

YDIAIAUBUYADEATE (Antioxidant) unseiagadimvlainn1zseneengindu (Oxidative
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stress) (Swindle et al., 2015) ‘fjﬁ]ﬁ;ﬂumﬁ’ﬂwﬂiﬂﬁ’mﬂlﬂﬁaﬂL‘?}laLLUﬂﬁL%EJﬂ’]ﬁJ’]iO%JﬂwﬂlmﬂﬂEﬂ
Frugadnialy uiiderosfifimnntuduionninnsliuimnuefigaduas msldeanis
(Muangkaew et al., 2015) %ﬁﬁﬂﬁ’ﬁmmqumwaﬂmLﬁumnﬁu wazdndudesldomvans
Ui munaiasinainadswiosniegs faiu tagtunseuarmufenldnnaifin
granfivasulnsiadudnmadeninaulaussgninudlumemaumdifaanntu laefimsding
o vesiivayulnailedud d suvafi Feriiannntu i ulenaldfivay ulnamaunuendauasizs
ieannszArldaeediiasuinngs uazenanenainadeduszezem (Supaphon et al, 2022)
psdmiveamswmdulvesiiuiinnsitedelsaiieaiuamuinunAvesiavis
waziieifeuaruumansdnelsaluduidae q lumsunndmansanunssiuazssunmeg
wlusamluavnunss sglsinuesdnnuivesnmsumdunulnelusfngdling i
Tsefmdsifiawmmnnsinde fiftesmstufindnuuzseslaafilndidestulsafndovneiamils
Ui 1y AuRsindan esuednuuzldidihdauadliGmingn Adnvasuadugudvie
sudrnyueaneiulsasulutagdu (Department of health service support, 2006a) el
tufinnslamuenfifesdusznauvesiivayulnsogvarosiiuuasmsldayulnsifealunis
$nw101n15979 9 VaslsARINS (Department of health service support, 2006b) wonaniidl
mATsayulnsfivnglufuifidngglsedadudsiléitedelsediiofuanuiisunives
Avifuasioide annsasuruivayulngldds 157 viia (Chaloerram, 2020) agnslsfin
fwayulnsnansvindmamsnudeyaninermansiloatuayunisesuienisinulsa
yriviiaaemsunmduaulng Sy anAdeiid ingusrasfnyuantioudeuussavsam
voaquisiudeuuaiiGerelsamsimdenin 5. aureus uazqvisdnuoyyadassvasivayulng
AFFnulsafmimwemnsumdunulne lnsdnidenivayulnsililumsnsunmdusulne
waztfuayulnsiinuludmindeene 1w 3 vl fe 1. lunesiuda galtifuduuszney
TussusninulsaimddlugiuuueniutssmuuilsaE ou uazenldneuenuimeBnuiimds
2. luwg fufinnsldluandmasndmuinaiiduauiiv vdeassvdvitesnwinanuas
gosnanla 3. lusangne Mdudwuszneuluifuesnulsaimidluguuuuensudseniu
dlethsziundes (voude) senanime fedunuanemideiaainsfudoyaativayu
aadnu3nslifivayulnssnwilsaneidmilivsanmsunndunulneuazduiuimanisiniy

ayulwsriosiunniaunlundndasisnulsalmiuaziivganfivayulnsnoll
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Bandunside
1. fads
Hrogaitvayulnssuau 3 vlinusznaudie neatuds (Rhinacanthus nasutus
(L) Kurz) %q (Piper betle L) wagsnamans (Cassia fistula L) Wuiivasulnsiimnzugniiteld
Husnnwlsavesinedunsunmgiiutuwes maunmdmaden wningdenasnifees
iufegnsluriaiounuanius w.e. 2566
2. P/Msafndlege
thieguiivasulnslaglidnluvesiivaslnssognamneiin feaonadosiudau
Aldvesivayulnsituiinludsnisumdusulng dandliazenn Radoeuliuis udwiu
wazualHunazden dlvatadedvhazans 2 viededuar 80% lovuea
2.1 msafiadaeih

Faneiragaivayulnsag9ag 20 nu WWuun 1,000 Taddns Urlududn

H &

gamaiivsien Wuian 10 undl niunseIdieiuIuIHaEnseEuNTYANETE: Whatman
wWod 4 thansarn aus azed aluuy uwd wd g ues sessmenk swuund onud e (Freeze dryen)
8o Christ 3u Alpha 1-4 LD plus a¢lstansafame1u (Crude extract) et vanssedis
Tunwugiteainududlugifuiigumad 4 ssrivadea

2.2 Msanmaay 80% LaN1uea

'
o o '

Famssrogsfivasulnseensay 60 n3u iy 80% tevnuea 300 faddns udidly
24 $lusiigungiivies MnuINnseeIEnIEAIENIes Whatman was 4 thansarnusas
ilnlssmelemusasensoiaissssimewianeliannganane (Vacuum rotary evaporator)
8o Heidolph u Laborata 4000 efficient igauvigdl 60 ssrwadea axldasaratunis
Lﬁumiéf’m&hﬂummuzﬁ%aﬁmﬁaLLﬂiuﬁLﬁuﬁﬁgmmﬁ 4 D3 LTALYE

Funnidesazvesansann fugnst

%Yield = (ﬁmﬂ’ﬂﬁuaqmiaﬁ’m/ﬁmﬁfﬂﬁumﬁmaguhﬁ) x 100
3. ﬂﬁi%ﬂﬁ@Uq%éﬁﬁm‘%mmﬂﬁL%H?Jaﬂaﬂiﬁﬁlﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁlﬂLLﬁxﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂé}l’]ﬂ 80% L@y1NUDA
3.1 MISSENENTANAA S UNAEU

wisnansananyayulng 3 yilafiafadietuazaingae 80% Loniuea
Tl danududu 100 Jadnsu/dadans azairune 100% Dimethylsulfoxide (DMSO)
Mnudensasaraenealnte iUl ldmududusing q deldlunis

neaeu Ineldea1s DMSO searsavareveawininuesivsaandadugnamuaunsvagey
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3.2 mswieundeuuniiSeiennaeugrsduiieuuniise
wuaiiSelunismnaeside S. aureus thiteuunadiseidsdluvaonvaassii
U3390MN3 Tryptic Soy Broth Y3ans 10 fiaddns Wiluvulugumdesnmall 37 esrmiwaldea
16 4l ovhnsmeseulindernusuuiinalasiisunnasuansgiu McFarland standard
No. 0.5 Tneliiusananieuszanas 1.5x10° Colony Forming Unit (CFU)/mL
33 mavadougvssufimaiqenteuuaiiGevesansatnayulnsiaeds Aar
disc diffusion
N1SNAADUAI75 Agar disc diffusion AauUata1nIsvos Boripun et al.
(2022) Wlsiiuddusanndoquluaoanaaesiifiuiinande S aureus 1.5x10° CFU/mL
dlutneldiavuatuemsimisida Mannitol Salt Agar 990t utiukunsEA T UINAY
Usrmnnidefidansadaayulnsuiins 5 lulasdng Aanadudu 10 uag 100 fadnius
fiad8ns Mevuiwmhomnsdsadeuarldusunseareduaanauiid DMSO aradutu 10%
uay 100% \uaauan imsusmedefigumnd 37 ssmisaibea 24 $alus Tuaniaeld
DONTLIU Lﬁamunmﬁ’mﬁmLé’umu@uéﬂmwaw?LamﬁﬁmﬁﬁvgnL%@Lwﬂﬁﬁ'&l (Inhibition
zone) laevhnanaaeush 3 ads
3.4 nsvadeumanududuiaalunisdudinnaiyivlaventeuuaiiie
(Minimum Inhibitory Concentrations; MIC) #2875 Broth Dilution
nsvaaeumaadutusiiaalunssudinsiniyiivinvendeuundide
(MIC) #8738 Broth Dilution AnUasaIN EUCAST (2003) iwienansannayulnsamnuidudy 50,

a a o 1 a

25,12.5, 6.25, 3.12 way 1.56 fadnsusedaddns ldlumanvquuwin 96 mquﬁﬂimmm%a

¥
= a

viguaw 50 lalasAms intuldiloqdunid S. aureus MAedlumasanaaesitussgoms Tryptic
Soy Broth iU utiautandu 1.5x10° CFU/mL viquaz 50 lallasams thluvuimsdeigamnd
37 psrniwaldea 24 $alus ieasuahMMAdeURIEENS plodonitrotetrazolium violet (INT)
aruduty 1 fednsurefiadang Usues 20 lulesdns nduiluvuiigamafl 37 esreaidea
30 Wi dunanisiUdsunlamesdiiseiuanududusiing 9 vesansain Tagd MIC fean
tushaafilaifimadouuasesd vinsmageudn 3 ads
3.5 mi‘wmaa‘ummmL%'u%’uﬁ?wqmﬁmmmejWL%aLLUﬂﬁL?EJ (Minimum Bactericidal
Concentration; MBC) #1835 Drop plate
nsnaaaulagisn1s Drop plate AALUaIAIN Visutti (2017) laggnansania
Mnfiaulnsiinnududusing 9 mnmasvegeumanududushanlunssudsnmsaiadule

YBUTBLUATILS8AIE3T Broth dilution USu1ns 5 tulAsans asuuemnsiaeaiavila Mannitol
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Salt Agar ududesliui antuluufigamgl 37 ssaneaidoa 24 $2lus dnamsiaiey
dulvendouuadiFe vnmanageut 3 ass eedunennideliinsyuuenmadsntedians
afnanududulamnedansataeududufinanannsosdenuaiidels mndudunm
A1 MBC/MIC (Thomas et al., 2012)
4. nsvedeUNEUeYYAdaITvasansafnTivayulws
MsnnaeUnvdEueyyadasAauUaann Manok & Limcharoen (2015) Ingms
wisnansatndeiuazansatneae 80% eniuea ANty 0.1, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 Uag 1
fiadnfw/fiadans ldadlumanvquuun 96 vauiiusiaanidevauay 100 lulasdng a1ntu
\fisiansazans DPPH anududu 0.1 Sadluans 200 lulasans welmdrfuudniludfeialily
fifln 36 parwaldea 30 uni ﬁ]wﬂﬁfluﬁﬂmiasawlﬂ’imﬁhmiamﬂﬁuumﬁmmm’m?{u 517
wluns (n=3) fewa3as Microplate reader Tngld 95% Lovusailiu blank waziUieuiiey
fuansamsgm Trolox thAnsganduuasdiinldludnm %DPPH Inhibition il
9%DPPH inhibition = [(Aconyel = Asampte) / Acontral] X 100
10 Acyo 719 AINIIAANTULAIYDY 95% enueaiildidu blank
5. nmsaeszidaya
n1313ed1938 nsdnseidoyaildainnimaaes 3 1 Tasuansnaluzuuuy
Anade+duTnuunnsgIu (MeanSD) uarianeinnuuaninawedAindogvsfueyya

Daszae t-test NszAulludAgy 0.05

NAN3IY
1. wamsananvayulng
Snunzauanouilivatneduneniuds lung waslusmgndfe Adeudu Fdna
gou warBiTengeu nudy egnadndesihazansiuas 80% tovuen waviliuiaas
Ifansadafiddnuaeing q fu lnsansadndae 80% Lovnuea axfidnwastuniaiifinnnadud
yosansatauanasty Sosazvesimiinuisasansatalunosiuds Tung warlusamgne Ao
6.20, 2.72, uay 16.95 MU druansanade Tdnuandundnuauie Sevazvenimmin
Wk sesansanalunosiuds Tung uaglumungnéfie 14.70, 18.10 Uag 28.65 MUAIY
2. wavasasatademItiudsnsyvaateuuaiiBedaeds Agar disc diffusion
ansartadeianlunesiuds lung uaslumemgns Aenmududy 100 fadnda
Nadang ﬁqméﬁué‘?@mm?mmﬁa S. aureus Imwmm‘uamaﬂ'ﬁus“?@ﬂﬁlﬁﬁiymam,%yal@ﬁEthfTU
0.98+0.04, 1.53+0.18, Ly 1.47+0.08 LwURALIAT AINAIGIU LLazmaaﬁ'mmguiwﬁaaﬁmﬂmﬁmﬁ

ANLTNTY 10 Hadnsu/Aaddans ludgrsdududeuuailie Tudiuansarinme 80% evnueai
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AuLdudy 100 Tadniu/ladans wulasainan Tunesiuds Tung warlusamgny dvwe
YOIWNTUHIINITLATYVUT DA ELVINAU 1.78+0.04, 2.45+0.08 Az 1.28+0.04 LYURLUAT

v
o w =1 @

Aua1AU wenndansainanlunesiutaaslungaie 80% tenuearmiduty 10 dadnsy/
10883 J9U1AT0INN VTN YVOUT LR8N 0.97+0.05 waz 1.13+0.05 LwUALLAT
Auay duansainanluswngnelifigns MeiliuSeuiisududinuaufie DMSO 10% wag

100% Flsifinadugsnmsiaieueaide S aureus Amanilumssn 1 (Table 1) waznnd 1 (Figure 1)

Table 1 Average diameter of inhibition zone of water extract and 80% ethanol extract

Medicinal plants Solvents Diameter of inhibition zone (cm.)
100 mg/mL 10 mg/mL
Rhinacanthus nasutus (L.) Kurz Water 0.98+0.04 -
80% Ethanol 1.78+0.04 0.97+0.05
Piper betle L. Water 1.53+0.18 -
80% Ethanol 2.45+0.08 1.13+0.05
Cassia fistula L. Water 1.47+0.08 -
80% Ethanol 1.28+0.04 -

Figure 1 Inhibition zone of water extract (B-D) and 80% ethanol extract (F-H). AE DMSO
B,F Rhinacanthus nasutus (L.) Kurz. C,G Pjper betle L. and D,H Cassia fistula L.

3. armdududgalumssiusanmsigidulaveadiouuaiids (Minimum Inhibitory
Concentrations; MIC) LLaxﬂ'a'mH’J'u%'uﬁi"'}qﬂﬁﬁ'lmimi’ll.%mwﬂﬁ 138 (Minimum Bactericidal
Concentration; MBC)

mamanududusiaslunisdudimaaiameadouuaiii (MIC) wazarududy
saniianunsnendeld (MBC) wesansarniis 3 siindaetuardae 80% leniusasoile

S. aureus wWuinansan AR BRI MIC fialde S. aureus ogluyae 1.56-50 fadn3w/Aladans
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LLazWinmiaﬁmegLLaﬂinwqﬂﬁﬁaafﬂﬁqméiuﬂWi@i'uf'?iyaiﬂaﬁﬂ'w MBC finrududu 12.5
uay 50 fladn$i/dedans mudiu urlinugrdende s. aureus luansafnannluresiudy
defnwansatasiey 80% Lovnueanuiasaiauaniel MIC sl S. aureus
ogluting 1.56-6 25 fadn3u/fiadans wasnuiansatalung usrluswmgndiigrisdouuniie
Tagildn MBC Aimnududu 12,5 uag 50 fadnsu/dadans auaidu 1ot ludunen
MBC/MIC wéamuinansartalumgdaeindidnviniu 1.00 Ssfidiosndn 4 vsdiransatalung
FerifinaatRluniseinie s aureus (Bactericidal activity) lunnsitansafinlungse 80%
wiuea asatalusngnEfie 80% eniusauazansatalusengndsaeindian MBC/MIC
Wi 8.01, 16.03 way 32.05 Auay dsiianunnndi a ﬁﬁdwmiaﬁ@ﬁﬂmauﬁ“@E'J“Uégamm%zy

Y99L%0 (Bacteriostatic activity) (Huang et al., 2021) Fauandlumnseil 2 (Table 2)

Table 2 Minimum Inhibitory Concentration (MIC) and Minimum Bactericidal Concentration

(MBQ) of water extract and 80% ethanol extract of five medicinal plants against

S. aureus
Medicinal plants Solvents MIC MBC MBC/MIC  Antibacterial
(mg/mL)  (mg/mL) ratio activity
Rhinacanthus nasutus (L.) Kurz Water 50 - - -
80% Ethanol 6.25 - - -
Piper betle L. Water 12.5 12.5 1.00 Bactericidal
80% Ethanol 1.56 12.5 8.01 Bacteriostatic
Cassia fistula L. Water 1.56 50 32.05 Bacteriostatic
80% Ethanol 3.12 50 16.03 Bacteriostatic

a LN |

s
4. grisAueyNAdaszuasasafianvayulng

< o

nsnadeugni Aueyyadastlngds DPPH assay lusAded 14ansdiueyye
dase Trolox (6-hydroxyl-2,5,7,8-tetramethylchroman-2-carboxylic acid) WuanswSeudieu
NMNAABINUINANTazany Trolox qnisueyyadaszganitasatavesayulnsiogimn
w1l lnefiAn ICs, 4.79+0.12 lulasnsu/dadans daumiaﬁ’magﬂwsﬁaaﬁw WU @5an Ay
esiudslaiuansgrisnisiuoyyadass luvasiiasatrlunguazansafalusungnsuansons
Auausadase Ineian ICs, Wiy 3.12+0.06 Jadn3u/Aadans wag ICs, 4.01+0.32 Hadnsu/
faddns auddu dmsuansadnae 80% Levnuea wudtasadslunesiuds lunguas

Tusameniian ICy, 5.72:0.10, 7.400.92 uae 5.63+0.44 fiadniu/Aladans auddu WeFeudiou
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]
gVsAueYLadasEaee IC, vasasannayulnsvialfediuseninaian ey 80%

o w @

LWVUea WUIAMuLANANuelitedAey Aauandlum1s1ei 3 (Table 3)

Table 3 Antioxidant activities of three medicinal plants water extract and 80% ethanol

extract

IC5p (Mg/mL) (MeanxSD)
Medicinal plants

Water extract 80% Ethanol
Rhinacanthus nasutus (L.) Kurz - 5.72+0.10
Piper betle L. 3.12+0.06° 7.40+0.92°
Cassia fistula L. 4.01+0.32° 5.63+0.44°
Trolox 4.79+0.12 pg/mL

Remark @ Represent statistical difference between water extract and 80% ethanol extract of Piper
betle L. and P Represent statistical difference between water extract and 80% ethanol extract

of Cassia fistula L. at a significant level of 0.05 (p < 0.05)

afusena

msnsuwngunulnedtuiinnsidadelsafiifisaduanuiinunfvesiands sauds
WWINNMIINYIUNANLUIAANG B karisn1sguainel Ineusingegluduisvasisumme
ansauATsiuazi s Tl avnsnssiing wagnslimivenayulnets
sufgmazeiivlui umdwlunariily svndunsadlng Taeuflutagduasiinsfine
3%’85%mmﬁmmaaﬁmagulwmaxﬁﬁumﬁLﬁ'mﬁﬁaqﬁ’uma%’ﬂm‘[imﬂwﬁfﬂi’ (Chaloemram,

2020; Chantarapon et al., 2023) ufs1gazidentoyanmautivesivayulnssegnsn1sduds

' v Ao W

qaun3dnolsnfamisdaisiin Ussneufuiiagtunisiesnainmislioueiidunszsidiodn
TsaRndemeiavtaduilinntu (khoka, 2020) UsgmnudaBuuasnivayulnsifienisgua
fnwmaunusaidueneilasorduesdanuiussgidyannswmmd e madedlddnm
vnaedlaensdadondet aivaulnsidtuiinnsltifiesnwlsei vl sdushsmsunnd usulne
$1uau 3 wiln adadetiuas 80% eniuea lnsn1sdenlddvinazaweiniuasienuea
L“ljaﬂﬁ]’lﬂiﬁﬁE]W’]éjmﬁ}UMé’ﬂﬂﬁﬂqw’]@f’Jﬁlﬂ’liLLWV]E?LLNUiV]EJLLa%@f’WTWaza’lﬁl‘ﬂzﬂﬁaﬂ fadudh
avanefiuguildlunsadaarsuazsaliige fenudaonouaridnoonanarsataldine
ol othansatadedavhazaiens 2 viaumedeukasilSouiisugnisudowazainide
wueiiSenelseimis uasqvisiueyyadasy nuiasatelunging 80% leviuea SiusydvEnIng

fganen1sdudasnisendenuafisesda S. aureus FadunuaiisenalspRnilsfinuyes
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|
ian WaSeuisuivansainnnayulnsylindunldfnuluanuideidn 2 vila aeandesiu
UITIVRIUNUIA ATEA1T5IARATANE (Trakranrungsie et al., 2004) INUUTEENSANUDY
NYATUNUAAIYNTAIUNTIRTYYR LB alAlInTIUTEIN MY BT Ingarsaialungeiy 80%

< o

LOVNUDA LEMIgVSFNUTauwUATFeLava@auwuATlFeinuTNTY 6.25 ladn3u/liadans uaz

o
< o =1

Haaonndosiugvismudenuafise S. aureus lugtelsaniuns (Lubis et al, 2020) uanani
miaﬁm‘wgET@Qﬂﬁmﬂ'ﬁﬁ“aqméﬁmﬁaqa%wﬁﬂwmmﬁm (Kaveti et al., 2011; Yushananta &
Ahyanti, 2019; Lao et al., 2022)

SothasanalunagounvisduoyyadasedeIs DPPH assay Feeyyadasiluasi
fdidnnsowdsaluognouvieluiana daadedhremsvhufAsowaramisofdidnaseu
Mnlanadusnunuididnasouiivismell lneazduufasedeidesiuly wazanusainly
waddsliFinldmasanan suyadastiinnuaunsavhaneluanasing 4 lusrane Wum
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