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233 avrnlsaled, waanas nimaduns, adss gn1san uaz gN5Ia A3I¥INA

v o
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UNAnga

uzw ey (Phyllanthus emblica Linn.) favswgunssuazgnihanlidumayulwinuadsuninasluwoupiinig
Lo Lﬁaaﬁnﬂﬁmsﬁnmu&aiwmmwﬂauﬁﬂiﬂwﬁ@iaqmm‘wLLa:miﬁmawaSaizga muﬁé“ﬂf':ﬁaaguﬁu"l,ﬂﬁmmﬁm
2113711 (Functional Food) wuulwdifmadumsanaanuzanudanasluleania Lﬁmﬁwmiﬁma%aﬁmz lagin
Lﬁamaawauwwﬂawnvﬁqﬁ 40 4n3 mmfuﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁuﬁdLLa:ﬁnmmwaaqu%%ﬁ@i”ma%aﬁai: WUINAUTU
s3Usznaufluaarisnua (Total phenolic compound) vasnIanaNsauLaxdefinuirin 0.35£0.01 Sadnsunsaunadada
NINRIIENG 61 Ferric Reducing Antioxidant Power (FRAP) %auamLfluﬂ'”]Lﬁsuwi’m"umsﬁ’ma‘%aﬁmzﬂn 89 Trolox (Trolox
Equivalents Antioxidant Capacity, TEAC) fia 285.42+3.27 §iaaniudaansana 1 niu An13dwauysdass DPPH 289813
gnanzauden Sauvinudesas 106.7 Waldanududuvesansana 200 lulasnsudaiadans uazden 1C50 Wiy 63.31
lulasniudefingas ludunaudann Lﬁanvlaﬂﬂ’fmmaiumaamaL'ua'%lmmaaumsﬁmawaaas:Lﬁalﬁmawsaﬁ'@am
vzanutanfinnududulugisdosas 0.25 A9 1.25 lagsimin WiauAUM I I WN L SE I AUHE (NUA28EN9
30 aw) wudtmadaasssnasslluleansusasas 0.25 WulSumimanzay Lﬁaamﬂﬁmﬁ%iéﬁua%a‘ém:ﬁﬁ LazNg
ﬁaaﬂwaﬁu’ﬁnﬂ’lﬁmmau%’umﬂﬁq@ Garin msiusnsaianzanutavasluloaniviaduumanemsnannaasmsiains
Aduenldde’ly

ardany: naduauyadasz, uzanaden, laaniy, amafiduen

NI

@ (2
o A

Uaaunit

q

Qu’%‘[mﬁmmé‘iu@”maﬂdla LéaaqmnwwLLaz"ﬁaQamﬂn"ﬁmmﬂumms ligamwnisuainilinig
w”wmLLazﬁﬁTygmmmsﬁLﬂum (Function foods) Lﬁalﬁﬁﬂsﬂwﬁ@iaiwammju’%‘[muaﬂmﬁamﬂqmmmﬂnmmmﬂu
01m13Und wazasiisamduszaneaedliuandrsninanmisun@say (Brusotti et al. 2014) uanmnft;ju‘%‘[mfi’ﬂﬁmmaulﬁ]
’Luﬁawaamsﬁma%aﬁmz (Antioxidant) ﬁagiummsﬁﬂﬁm wzayyadrzduaingidnyveslianaosiia iiu nae
naaaALdaaldisn (Atherosclerosis) LANINANY (Mutation) Uadtmaayinliifaliauzissunisia 1saaa lmuasnialsaanudn
\Fou vhltiAanssuaumysniay ﬁﬂﬁmsﬁﬁmmﬁmﬁagmmifu Tsaledasniauuazanudensosirome udu (Lobo et
al. 2010) ﬁﬁn%aﬁ'ﬂmnmUﬁw”@umLLa:ﬁ@ﬁugm"Laﬂn%'uﬁLaumsaﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁtm%féﬁua%aSaizanﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁmiaanqw%?ma%‘amw
(Hwang et al. 2009; Sagdic et al. 2012; Cam et al. 2014; Hiranrangsee et al. 2016) agdlsnaNaINMITAUAIT 691wy
NenuidumIanannuzaadevadluloansa

m"mwﬂau (Phyllanthus emblica L.) ﬁ%ammé’anqw’j’u emblica #38 amla W38 Indian gooseberry Lﬂuﬁ"ﬁﬁwuvl,ﬁ
ﬂ”l'svl,ﬂsl,ml,nwﬁﬂl,al,%s‘[mLawwzgﬁmﬂﬁﬂﬁnu{aul,t,aﬂsnm’au (Luo et al. 2009) Lﬂuﬁmmﬁ'uﬁ'jmzmmﬂauﬁqmmma
lnzwimigs ganlddredaniug uing uazniaezllu wazdsfiuaaiBon waanads laaau ualsfiu Inazdiu lslunaniu
uazluaz@u (Charoenteeraboon et al. 2010) Iuwammmﬁauﬁ?mﬁw‘ﬁﬁﬁmmLaﬁmga dasanndunuiin uazlndfuesidn

o A =

Y o &1 L A |
fudsznay (Morton, 1960) uanannh 3dnmsdnswuiasanannuavzwnlanigniduiuaiiselutesdn (Gao et al.

T
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2018) anufsueandiatuveslaldlusduaunuiuiudi (Low density lipoprotein, LD) (Nambiar et al. 2016) nazquld
\inazwanlnda (Apoptosis) Y ILraRNLLIIa L (Kumnerdkhonkaen et al. 2018) dasnwnsifauwatdosnszinng (Gastric
Qs ﬂq/’ aaa a IJ { v Qs Qs 2
ulcer) (Bandyopadhyay et al. 2000) anIndusIljitevasanlodueanngladiaadafmidosnumainmlawmnuld
(Liu et al. 2017) uazditrsanaNuLFaMIIaTade9 gluiemoniliolauniauanny (Singh et al. 2013)
Tuauddpaisi Lianvinnsanunuleaniy thasanduwasrnnuniovuslnan ke 1dhnNInaNs LAZNIZUIWANT
a A o 1 v o A a g o ' o o A 2 a €
WiasunIndnaIanaNz N laun Ui dsaTuazdie wldiduunasldansduenyadas: defidslomidaguniwlu
o a A o <& AN e o o A o a5 A A NI
duzesansnguaInialinfidua e SLumu@lauﬂvl.wawamwmauwLﬂummqiwmsaaﬂmmammwmaquﬁ%
. & o ¥ A o A A a o ' Y a
(Ferreira et al. 2018) uananiasanannuzaudendadumssiannirdenuduivdosniiasdinayyadass
o & g ao cd A o a a v a o & Ao & &
Faned laslunanasasih Sdagdsessdinaiumdueuyadaszlulaanin ldnfadusiomsnddszlomiuniniu lay
lgmsananauzudanangsn 40 @n3 (lemueatasas 40 (U5ana9) lasdszanm) vuduadluninialaaninnounisus
I a5y A [ 1 v o A A a o
uwis uazAnwgnidueyyadasslusssnanzaudanduduusslaaniufiaiuasana

ABANRWNITIVY

NILAILNFITENG

'fnNau:ﬂnmjamnnauuqaﬁ'nﬁhmuwmul,ﬁﬂu WWIANTINWURINAT s lwazone Asliuds udasianvimdugu
UG 0.5 LTUALNANT ‘vxﬁ'amnifuﬁmwmﬂauﬁvlﬁw%mm"l;ﬂauLLﬁaﬁqmﬁQﬁ 40 a3anLTalTaE Iwud sunualiaziduaan
nanetduns uazslUseurwazunsstosawia 300 lulasuas a1nin ﬁwmmmmﬂaumuﬂuqﬁ 40 TuaaEInNg
Wz oNURT 1 niudaga 9 Haddas Dashlwadn wili 7 Ju ﬁgmﬂgﬁﬁaa waztin lUnsasrudmauaziv1ILNg an
PIMAIN LN ALLENIHERBBNTABLA38S Rotary evaporator ¥nlUigLaSas freeze dryer auuis miﬁﬂmmﬁﬁaﬁm

Waos wazAulu dessicator

s ledAnIuansalwazwasiun

Wtinananse 150 niuuazinazena 100 Jadaaslalunido aalWdhunasausiunauidon aniulsulnlvsauas
Useelwidansans iuam 7-10 wifi ldvindeufidansasmilontu wnsmitlilwiin sdanseiueiuguds 400 nsw ¥
wzun 1 Taulde waziidaniedunliasluedesds tduanldiloszidua @unsmsananzanutonasly Faoas 0.25, 0.50,
0.75, 1.00 uaz 1.25 lagsimiin auliidhiu annsiwinleansumanildussasudaiuna 1 52lus @law1n 30 n3uaues

gandan NINFNTINNWAY oSN wTuD 13 sinsiunaun a U dwluasastulaanTuduig 15 win

msm‘%w@has.i'mvlaﬁn%'uL‘ﬁ'a"?Lﬂiﬂ:ﬁqfﬁfms@h%awgaaai: (@aulas3IT a9 Hwang et al. 2009)

ﬁ'n?hama"l,aﬂﬁﬂﬁazmﬂﬁqquﬁﬁaa Farinwinlaansufiazanslwla 10 nsw \@utanuaaduy ok (Absolute
Ethanol) Y331617 40 fafdaT Mmunanaiataliidnu isnsanacladindamnnd 4 ssaaaidos uian 24 7219
indnadei le ludwmIssfinanuisasey 8,000 saudawii waan 15 wifl daulaildluiemewSunmasdsznay

Auoa ﬂ’J’]ﬂJﬁ’]Nﬁiﬂluﬂ’]ié’ﬂﬁ]“bak&ﬁﬂaﬁi: DPPH LLa:mmmmmmaomiﬁmawaﬁmﬂumﬁﬁa%ﬁi:qW\Ia‘?%ﬂ

mMAAeeRiamanslsznauiluaanivan (@auLas3Tvag Singleton et al. 1999)

Tilassazanuaiagisssnavzaaton niadiogsloaniuivinsanaasinaIuIugs Meududi 1000, 500,
250 uaz 100 lulaIniudaiiadfiay U3anas 20 lulasdias lalu microplate 1110 96 waw MNiwAuEIazaNs folin-ciocalteu
reagent 100 lulasfas luusdazngu devnduansazaslaladouaiiuaiua (Na,CO,) 80 lulasfiny iwinlwidniu danaly
30 mﬁua:ﬁﬂﬂi’@mms@ﬂﬂﬁuuaaﬁmwmmﬁu 760 Wilwauas 3110 A anUsuainearsnuaLfisuinTauna-
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A A A a A A v A o &
an (Gallic acid) "Dqﬂﬂi']wll'](ﬂig']u"ﬂL@]iﬂll'ﬂ']ﬂﬂi@]l,l,ﬂﬂﬂﬂ 6].1\'1ﬁNﬂ'\iL“EGLﬁ%"ﬂaﬁﬂi"]w&lqﬂiﬂqu )] ﬂﬂﬁ y = 3.9497x + 0.1138
(R = 0.9999)

msﬂﬂaaumﬁNmmm’lumsﬁ'n%’uawga%aszﬁqzﬁ% DPPH (aaudadi5u89 Yamasaki et al. 1994)

ulasInzanasagnmsananzanylon wiameadslaansuivmsstassfinananiugs fenudutu 200, 100, 50,
20 uaz 10 lulasniudadadfas Usunas 100 lulasias 1alu microplate 2110 96 naw NI IazaY 2,2-diphenyl-1-
picrylhydrazyl DPPH 100 lulasdas ldluudazngy winlwidriulasldifanasenne ﬂuﬁfﬁqm%gﬁﬁaﬂuﬁlﬁ@ 30 Wil
ﬁ]’]ﬂ‘lfuﬁwvlﬂ"i'ﬂmms@ﬂﬂﬁmmﬁmmmaﬂ?iu 517 wilwauas laoldgm 40 @n3 1w blank za3aIazao@Iang lawiad
Wisuruas control Mitlsznaueis Absolute ethanol 100 lulasaasuaz DPPH 100 lulasaas R LIV R LI P CAVGIRIELERE
pPPH élasaunssolyil

(Abs control—Abs sample)

%DPPH radical scavenging activity = x 100 (1)

Abs sample

\ila Abs control fia snmiganiuusszasansazas DPPH 100 lulasiasuaz Absolute ethanol 100 lulasias
Abs sample fia AnIgananLEIzaIcaiINaNUTUTUEI ) 100 lulasdas nuansazans DPPH 100 lulasdas

NINAFIUAINTINTA1WN13501815291Ma 33N (Ferricd reducing antioxidant power, FRAP) (dauya933289
Benzie & Strain, 1996)
a o < A a =5 a a A a a & a a
Wninaundanuuianiss Usunas 90 lulasdes ssludiasuwe 4 Gafaas 31niu 1fin FRAP reagent 13unas
900 lulasdiay uazanidnatng 30 lwlasdas shilddunamnpiidesluniiadunm 30 wifl uaziadinisganduusafiana
A ° ' Y A Aa € 6a a a AN v e
811084 593 wilwaas SwimdinnumanInasmIdueyyadalunidiislzanein laswSoudisudldnunn

V939 U9 INI8aNT (Trolox) ugasanisurirlumineiisdnsuaaslnisandedansuvasaiazaisaiadng

mMsdszilinamn Nl sz MaNAE (Meilgaard et al. 2015)

SL"ﬁmg'aJsTaashaﬁ"lai"lﬁmumiﬁnammﬁwmu 30 au laglinazeuaietnglaanin 30 niuludianwaad@ndud uas
BEIAAUIIILULEN IR AULAz T8I 8ALATLUUFUEING) LLazLL'«m'«jﬁUlﬁﬁ”ﬁi:Lﬁﬂ%i’%Lﬁﬂﬁﬁ'ﬁJﬁﬁﬂﬁNﬁm
Toansuuaznolduassssumd lasroufunazndnloaniundazaang dosfinminaathndeiiauazonanewaye %ag&?
Uifliwazdaansanszauanureuasliuuuunasulizifiug ununadszamau i ﬁmu@lﬁﬂmuumﬂmvl,ajﬂnaumnﬁq@L‘f]u

1 wazlaudsnnuranunfigaidu 9 (9-point hedonic scale)

MINATEANIFDG
a & o o a & o a = 9 @ a &
myinnzdguawnadszamduds azidunsliensiuuuaiudsdas: sudunmesevuuululdwiniines
Lﬁa\1ﬁnﬂmiLLﬂsﬂsauszMNﬂejuvlajmiwL'mua (Levene’s test, p < 0.05, n = 9) uaslifdmsuaasanauanuasuuulnd
(Shapiro-Wilk W test, p < 0.05, n = 9) uaznaiSauifisuiisgamunsalalaslimudisuifivudwnguasiauduaio
) \ & \ a a % a o | ° Y o @ a
fmILndumImasaunivue Sunsenzingnimidueuyadssznanimaaasriiadni 3 duazindayauniienzd
naneahalasltlysunsy SPSS (IBM SPSS Statistics, version 23) 3107129 @1319 ANOVA UazA1anuulsUsiufia1aig
\asiuagfl P < 0.05 iHamanuuandsagiivaday laslsi5ua Ducan uszusasdndudnads seudownanasgu
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wauazanlinawna

Panmasisznauilnaaninan

nnmMTensEnlsuamssznauinearinue woiluassnauzudendvsunmasUssneuuednnnua
WAL 0.35 £0.01 dasnsunIaunasndansussana aaa13197 1 GefdlndifpeiunIAnB1ves Charoenteeraboon et al.
(2010) wuhlusmsanauzautoudoin fasuszneuflueaninun 34.2241.74 n3uaasnsaunadndesnsana 100 N3y uas
NNMIAN®IVa4 Fitriansyah et al. (2018) ymsatanauznuandsianiow wulsinmesUsnaufinaansnuadszuno
0.40 NTUNIAULNARNADFITRNA 100 NTY lummzﬁﬂ‘%mmmiﬂszﬂauﬂuaaﬁ?ﬁmmaammﬁ'mmmmjamnﬂLumuaaﬁmga
14 81.50+3.70 f19 120.90+2.10 AaANTUVBINTALNAANGBNTURITENG (Liu et al. 2008) mm@;ﬁ@hﬂ%mmmsﬂizﬂauﬂuaa
Yanuavasansananzanutan e lawini mzﬂLﬂu"l.@i’mﬂwamﬂmuﬂauﬁﬁwmﬁﬂmgﬂLWﬁz'ﬂgﬂimwﬁmn@mﬁ'uﬁmmw
21me nleaas anwudn wazFnanindy wazmsleeavhazaefiuandanu lagwuianaviszaevisnae iaunsa
aﬁ'ﬂu:?nmjaM@Tﬂ%mmmsﬂsznauﬂuawﬁmuﬂ@‘iﬂ‘ﬁ'q@ (Luo et al. 2008)

1 Af‘ll a Qs ¥ { a Qs v v v
A13199 1 qmmua%aamwadmsaﬂ@mmuﬂanLLazvlaﬂﬂ'§uﬁL@waWiaﬂ@ﬂ'smLw*’umamaz 0.25 f19 1.25

~ “ , e Trolox equivalents
3smansilsznauuaa A1 1C50 91n25
e & N a e o antioxidant capacity
f20819 NINNA (FAANTNNIA DPPH (lalasnsa . .
(TEAC, Naansalnyaand

a

LNAANABNINAIDENS)  GNBUNAaNafanI)

ABNINAIDE)
fIEnANzTINY an 0.350 +0.01 63.31 +1.62 285.42 +3.27
fIFNAANNULTNTUTDEAE 0.25 0.011 £0.00 - -
fIFNAANULTNTUIDLAE 0.50 0.021 +0.00 - -
fIFNAANNULTNTUTDEAE 0.75 0.024 +0.00 - -
fIFNAANULTNTUIDLA 1.00 0.029 +0.00 - -
fIFNAANNULTNTUTDBNE 1.25 0.025 +0.01 - -
laansuitliiasumsana 0.052 +0.00 196.26 +2.08 0.01 £0.00
loansufiisSumianaiosas 0.25 0.072 +0.00 186.27 +2.75 60.71 +4.97
loansufiisSumianaiosas 0.50 0.098 +0.01 180.6 +1.97 31.65 +3.30
loansufiisSumianaiosas 0.75 0.101 +0.01 170.21 +9.80 22.67 +1.91
loansufiisSumsanaiosas 1.00 0.122 +0.00 154.64 +10.79 17.38 +1.37
Vlaﬁn'%'uﬁm’%ummn”ﬂ%’ama: 1.25 0.100 +0.00 116.57 £19.43 15.55 +0.06

WalienzinyTunmasdsznaufinesvaslaanivaasaivediresiunyaniugu (Lilduasana) waziduansana
vzanudanlulSunmIasas 0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 1.00 waz 1.25 LaNaaINWaadlua1s 9N 1 NMINaaaInuInlaanINiiuans
@ % A a a & a ' Ao o e AaAa A A a
snauzNdauiiduiinmmadsznaufuaaiiniuainlaaninganiuguatnadindayn1eada (p < 0.05) leanIufdums
ananzavdavdSumsasas 1.00 ﬁﬂ‘%mmmsﬂisﬂauﬂuaagaﬁq@ WINNU 0.122+0.00 UaANITNNIALNARNGANITNVDIFT
o ¥ ' A o @ Aa A = A A a [ ¥ a o
snauzaulay agelivgdamnaia (p < 0.05) val,aﬂﬂm’q@muqu wazlaansundusnsanavzandanlulSumiasas
0.25, 0.50, 0.75 uaz 1.25 ﬁﬂ%mmmiﬂizﬂauﬂuamﬁwwhﬁ'u 0.052+0.00, 0.072+0.00, 0.098+0.01, 0.101+0.01 LR
0.100£0.00 adnsunIaLNafndanIuvaIaIaNaNzANNlay aN&1aL Hwang et al. (2009) TewinlasnSununauaznan
& A A & a X a & A a & v o A
hrtuasdvTunmsnsdzneufusananuaiinduamuiinmaznawhiiues lasladuaznewhiiuassdluanududugigadn

o . oa o a A & a & A a_ o a_ i a _aa
150 ﬂi&J(ﬂﬂﬂIaﬂiNvLﬂﬂﬂiiJ AUSnumIUsznouRAueandnuaiiudui 2.06 Jafnsuniaunaandalagans
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mwmmm’lumsﬁ'nﬁ'umwaaaszéﬁﬁ% DPPH

lumswﬂaauqﬁ%ua%aﬁaiﬂﬂﬂ%‘ﬁ'ﬂﬁéfﬂﬁua%a’ém: DPPH Nalugﬂmaﬁaﬂazmmmiﬁuifo (%inhibition #38
%DPPH radical scavenging activity) LLa:mmﬂ&lLﬂTﬁquﬁﬂ'ﬁJiﬁvﬁ 50% (Half maximal inhibitory concentration, 1C50) L‘ﬂumﬁ
fu'afuamﬁmmmiﬁmawafa‘mzﬁﬁﬂﬁmwmﬁuimaa DPPH aaadiaeaz 50 Wuiinsenuayyadass DPPH 2848138ma
wenuuzanuteulaglienudutusesmsanawinty 50, 100 uaz 200 lulasniudadadans Ihenfasazuasnssudaviniy
51.12, 61.64 uaz 106.7 mudau nldidomnuduiuasssaiaiuidu mmmmmlumsﬁﬂﬁuawa DPPH #¢in
Wndwrute uanfforldundiwaamn 150 wuissananzanudandanrinny 196.26:2.08 lulasniudadadans a1n
#n 1c50 aiinldinszansamlumsdueyyadaszussmanaspuiinnimssianzauden Tasmsinasgiuiliae
50108 (O-tocopherol) 24.63 lulansudaiafans G9xaandasnuMuisuues Charoenteeraboon WazAm (2010) A8
Nama‘maaqu%@ﬁuawaﬁmwaamiaﬁ@m‘muﬂauﬁam{wﬁ 1 1C50 agj‘ﬁ' 51.3+16.5 lulasnsudaiasins Soduend
mnnhnmuﬂaﬁnﬁﬁ@hagﬁ 8.5:0.7 lulasnsudofiafans 1ia Liu uazams (2008) ANANANZINNY aTILLINIRES WA
ECs, (Effective concentration by 50%) #2835 DPPH agluta43:ni19 11.23:0.9 i1 45.44x1.0 lulaIniudadas =‘fuag_uin“u
nﬂﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬂmﬂm:ﬂgn wazlAININNIIEININTZIU Quercetin Bt ECs, 14 6.6 0.5 lulasnsudaiiafans

Wahassnauzanudanildunduasluwloansusasaiwassimesiun u,azv‘hmﬁLm’]sﬁﬁﬁmﬁwmi@”ﬂ{ua%aﬁmzﬁ'
Aedululoaniu Tasnsuauasanauzvudonasldanududusasssanaisosas 0, 0.25, 0.50, 0.75, 1.00 uaz 1.25 lag
iwin nansef 1 winlddnleansu Alifmssnaian 1C, ay;'ﬁ' 196.26:2.08 lulasnsudaiading el anwaUSuno
FIRUaaNINAA UaZAI ICq maavlaﬂﬂ%maﬁmm@;ﬁ]’mwua’li@T’mawasz’LuamaLuaif%" NIUIT8UAY Huang et al.
(2012) 191w InuasUssinnansdsznauines adrsnalanesd uaznaulnlosfinlunsvesaasaiuess dadu
gaudsznavveslaansufivinmsdne Vf@ﬁmmsﬁufaa%aﬁm: DPPH wasaasaiuaisluleanineranass Geanaifinan
nIzIUMIHAa I MInGasasalueSusuds uazausonanmIndalaanSuman

Tuamefloansufidussanasinuzaiatoufian IC50 anasinias (@15199 1) hasanenugudusessnsana
mmuﬁauﬁmvlaiga ROAARAINUNNIANEIVDY Hiranrangsee Laza e (2016) sdﬁmwmil,ﬁumsaﬁmmLﬂﬁami"aqﬂaalu
Vl,aﬂﬂ?mmuf‘:aﬁaq@\ Wuinfasazua9n3Eusa DPPH gaqmﬁl 83.6+0.54 1uvlaﬂﬂ’§uﬁLaummﬁ”@mﬂl,ﬂﬁaﬂﬁ'm@%“asaz 2
lummzﬁtﬁaLaumiaﬁ'@mmﬂﬁaﬂﬁaqﬁaﬂaz 1 fefeuszaasmIguds DPPH 75.1£1.09 uazwnliiduansanaasly

lasn3y Sd1Teuazaainsauss DPPH 52.6+0.23

ANNEInIwNI3AgUszgassn

Lﬁafsmﬁzﬁqwﬂumiﬁmawaamzﬁ'gzﬁ% Ferricd reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) ﬁﬁqmauﬁ'ﬁiumﬂﬁ'
didanveulasltlnnandidusmsazaoinasgiulunadSouiiivy :1e91ua1lugy TEAC (Trolox equivalents antioxidant
capacity) S'fiamnUﬁm%mmmaamsa:mﬂmaaﬂ%ﬁﬁmwmmiﬂlumiﬁmawaﬁaimaﬁmﬁnmaamséﬁama N
mMIfns wuiﬂmsaﬁ'@mmuﬂauﬁqwﬁumﬁmawaﬁm: WiNNL 285.42+3.27 fHadniulnsaantaanINuaIaNI®na
vzrnutow aougasluasef 1 Wadspufisutunsfneues Liv uazams (2008) inuinanugutuiogss 50 w983
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