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9ONLUUNINAADIIEIRoNanoueayse L, (3% lneiiilaseiidnwimun
4 9338 loun anududuansazateeniuea (50, 70 wag 90 Wasidus) seey
warlunsain (20, 30 way 40 Wi dndrumdnaiuuaroUsaeNIUes
(1:10, 1:20 ua® 1:30 wA) kAZILIADYNIATEINENBILUA (WEmadLUAYIMYA
WARBILUATIANSUUALLNTY 40 WY UALMARBJUUATIHNUAZUNSY 40 1Y) Lile
AATINAN Signal-to-noise ratio (S/N Ratio) wudn anmznsadauinedu
fvanzan Ussneumensldansazaneievuoaianududu 70 Wesidud ()
sspgalumsaia 30 Wit (8, daduiwdneiuuasiouinaieniueadl 1:30
@) LLassummaqmmaaLmﬁmaéuumﬁmummmiﬂ 40 W (D,) @nNIgAandn?
TUsinafiuednfianun Uiinamathuosdinun uagnsiuoyyadassis
Uszillumeds DPPH, FRAP Wag ABTS WNAU 65.49+7.43 mg GAE/ g DM
43.78+5.46 mg CE/ ¢ DM 331.64+5.45, 196.00+4.77 Way 423.03+4.98 pmol
TE/ ¢ DM snugdndiu ansuseneuituedndiaalduseneuseuaiidu Sfueiidu
uazlusloendinu 02 Tuusunn 1.6120.10, 1.01+0.09 wag 0.82+0.07 mg/g DM
muddu AdldannsmeasuazaannsieiaTndifestu
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This study aimed to optimize the extraction conditions for grape seed by-
product of winery using orthogonal array desien L, (3). Four factors were
investigated; these included ethanol concentration (50, 70 and 90%), extraction
time (20, 30 and 40 min), solids to ethanol ratio (1:10, 1:20 and 1:30 w/v) and
particle size of ground grape seed (whole ground grape seed, ground grape
seed above 40-mesh sieve and ground grape seed through 40-mesh sieve).
Based on signal-to-noise (S/N) analysis, it was found that the optimum
condition was ethanol concentration 70% (A,), extraction time 30 min (B,),
solids to ethanol ratio 1:30 w/v (C,) and particle size through 40-mesh sieve
(Dy). Total phenolics content, total flavonoids content, antioxidant activities
as assessed by DPPH, FRAP and ABTS assays were noted to be 65.49+7.43 mg
GAE/g DM, 43.78+5.46 mg CE/g DM, 331.64+5.45, 196.00+4.77 and 423.03+4.98
pmol TE/g DM, respectively. Phenolic compounds viz. catechin, epicatechin
and procyanidin B2 were, respectively, noted at 1.61+0.10, 1.01+0.09 and
0.82+0.07mg/g DM in the extract obtained at the optimum condition. The
experimental values were close to the predicted values.
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1. unmin

oqulunalsfluned Vitis vinifera L. ffimsinzugn
Tunanguszmaiilan dadugthanuslonan sdmhodu
uanlad wazeuwis Wudu dwiudssmalneaguiug
Joni (Black queen) ilusjudnaneiugnileidendgn
iiothuuslananuazianuyssulugaamnssulond
g alssUdsnahliinveanionnnssuiunis
WasluzUTeINN (pomace) FsUszneulusnefiu wien
wazwan Anduusuna 20 Wesdudveaan winegu
Hurveandeiifiuinasnnitgnuesnnequiniduuium
35-52 wWodius sasmiinninitavun [1] wdneduaiy
wiasddgyueasUsyneuiiuednuiniie 60-70 wWesidus
wazalvgfinuduanslungunlaninuea 1wy catechin,
epicatechin, proanthocyanidins tag tannin [1-2] R
ansfananilqulumsiueyyadasy Yesudinaden
aangrautad  aan1seniau [3] finsAnwdiansaria
nudneduuliluomns wu masudinmaddeuuas

AN IIUsEAMENRETENI 19N AU YA RS e

deliuasswinmaudifu [4] fudmsiadnyvesqiunis
LLazaaﬂ%wﬁmaﬂL‘f‘jal,mz%ugﬂalaﬁ 5] mstfudanis
Wasuwawnaduedinenmiasyssamduialusswing
mMsivveId ALY [6] MsinueenBindulundnsioe
guudls [7] \Judu Uszneuduludagiuiimsfnwinish
YoundeNgnaInnssunensuldUslevilunisania
Duansdueandindu Wesnveundesnaruduumas
fifvesansuszneuiuedn uasasiueryadase uenan
ifadumsatsarifiuuasnslivsslovditureunde
NYAAMNTTUNYAT
NNDONUUUNIINAABINIYITDDNONDUDA DELTE
(Orthogonal array design: OAD) %58351M10% (Taguchi
method) Lumsuszgndnisesnuuunsmaseuiteld
Tun1sananuiullsvemdnieg Tnevininisidendsu
#adAruay (control factor) Fwamsnaasiazgnuias
Tegluguvesdnsndiuves signal-to-noise (S/N Ratio)
Fafleuddnlumsmendimnga Inefinudnuazves
S/N Ratio ansnsauusesntaiduy 3 via Ao small-the-

better type problem, nominal-the-better type problem
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uay larger-the-better type problem #i8aninuILYs
dmnaes Uszndanne dunulumsveaes warlvinadng
fiundede (8-9] flvuadeAnuiadedidnaronisndn
Fddfmnmdeuuilnawarannznisiivsnuniivnza
fepenenausa oslst WUU L, (2°) wuiinsldinda
anegU3nia 10 wWesidud THussatamuuurinud iy
ﬁqmmﬁ 5 perwalded dnaneA1nisiiansaluiuway
Amswiiiuiiug wasdidusnafivednuaznissensy
Tnosmvasivaaeuiiuiuniigs (91 uenanidnig
DONUUUNIINNABINILDDNENDUDS Bxlsd W1lglunng
Anwnanmeiivnzauvesnisain weaudnalsaainves
waelumswindaundesiede Flammulina velutipes
[10] AnwUsunaiiuednainnisadmudendunssiiidu
YpuundeannszuIUNIsNanalenslalulasian [11]
Anwnsmanizfivnzausensuandnlaneaudnailse
mm%a Weissella cibaria [12]
Fadunuieiiiinguszasddnuanngnnsarind
WL aUSunadlueaniovae Usinamailiueus
Havin WaN1SINUBYLATATEAYTS DPPH, FRAP uag
ABTS lunsafmuénedulagn1sesniuunsaasieuy
savienauea ozist Weliduuwimsunisihveanie
NNIHEANgRamNITinunsInliUslenllsely

2. JanaUnIaluazisn1Ineaes
2.1 QAU

waneguaneiuglens (Vitis vinifera var. Black
queen) MngnavnTsINsHaRLteuluTminfivalan
AnuenanauanUdonmenzunss iwdneduindn
FptdszRasdneduluisiigamnivonduna 1
Hlus mﬂuum"l‘daumamauamamwwu (tray dryer)
figaumadl 50 aqmmamjsa wilnnudugadied 6-7
Wosldud huidnequiinunseu 30 n3u anuafieiaies
U (grinden) Airnada 7 Junfinazamdigs 7 Juni
fielAliBy 10 it iietesturutouiiinduuriiioshs
yntuuadeisniadusn 2 st dwdseduuniien
WAveteynIA 3 1un I wineduuaTiLn winadu
UaTifneUUmELASY 40 WY (>40) uaswdneiuuaiiiiy



492 NsaTIdouariam ues. U7
ABLNSIVLN 40 Wy (<40) enduthisdneduiishunis
uakazwenvuIaNanialuiueansie hexane Tudnsnau
1:10 (wAv) #e38ms soxhlet Wuszezia 6 92l th
wineduuaitiumsaralutunssmeliuidugann i
Wunan 14 9l vssadneiuunlugeergiidosmond
\uflgaumn -18 esmivaiea auninaziiiluyhnising
inkUadn Ghafoor wag Choi [13] wae Bozan kagAny
(14]

2.2 msfnwanizmsainuanauun
Anwniaseiifinaneannznisada 4 Jade Toun
ANULTNTUYDIEIUEa (A) Sreziallunisana (B)
dndudneiuuasieyiuiaseviuea (C) uazau1neunA

vouuinefuiiiunsun (0) lnsusazdadefiseauiily

TunsAnw 3 sEAU AIR5199 1
MIBBNLUUNINAGIANIENTANRILANDIU
Amdeeannszurunisuanlimeiseenanauea avise
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1 o

mmuaﬂmam 9 awmaaqmmi’mm 2 mmamaauum

(orthogonal array design (OAD)) wuu L, (3

nAnwauanMildlumsasaluniaydmeassainge

W3geanslola (ultrasonic) MUSEELIATNTANYD

ihansanalunsazdmaaesly centrifuge 7 2,150 xg
gaunadl 25 ssmgaded Wuan 10 Wil thansatai

a

7 -18 DA wadyd LLaummﬂwmaalﬂaﬂﬂmaﬁuumau

a a

Budneds thansateilasiaaesnsdldunduiiluiuly
Ngaunadl

IpzviaudAnaunmlumudsinamueinvianun (Total

-18 aedwawdea [15] Tunsirldlelunns

phenolics content (TPQ)) USmamalaueediinun
(Total flavonoids content (TFC)) LLazmiﬁma%a@aiz
se35 DPPH, FRAP waz ABTS lawansarinainwdneiu
gnenluguvenimiinui

as1eit 1 Jadauazszavlunsfnwinisafinubneiuiidenwinnssuauntswdnlal

adalunsdnmn =
1 2 3
AANUTNTULEN 1R (11D TUe) 50 70 90
B:anlumsana (w1fl) 20 30 40
C:a"mhumgmaéuua@iaﬂ%mmmmuaa (Wiv) 1:10 1:20 1:30
D:mumap‘l,mﬂ‘*uadm5@1@%ﬁcimmsm1 WAABULA Luﬁﬂa\jum'ﬁ'ﬁw Luﬁﬂa\jumﬁ'
YINNA DUAZUANTI 40 WIUATUNTI 40
(ground) Lo (>40) L (<40)

A13197 2 N1FPBNLUUNISYINARIEITaananaua axsd lunsainwdneduiivdefisninnisnanliy

. TJasslunisana
fINARDS
A B C D
1 1 (50) 1 (20) 1 (1:10) 1 (ground)
2 1 (50) 2 (30) 2 (1:20) 2 (>40)
3 1(50) 3 (40) 3 (1:30) 3 (<40)
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A13197 2 NsERNRUUNMIIRaewEITeananauea axsd lunsadawansuivdeisannmsudnlid (fe)

. taselumsana
fINARDY
A B c D
4 2 (70) 1 (20) 2 (1:20) 3 (<40)
5 2 (70) 2 (30) 3 (1:30) 1 (ground)
6 2 (70) 3 (40) 1(1:10) 2 (>40)
7 3 (90) 1 (20) 3 (1:30) 2 (>40)
8 3 (90) 2 (30) 1(1:10) 3 (<40)
9 3 (90) 3 (40) 2 (1:20) 1 (ground)
WL

A fornududuansavangieniuea (Wasidus)
B Aaszagniailunsana (und)

C fedndumdnaiuunsiaUiinaseniuea (w/v)
D AOULINBYNIAYDIUAABIUUA

2.3 MmshaneiautAvesansatawdne fuil

widesannszurunsuantay

2.3.1 mylwsvitiinaituednitomun (Total
phenolics content (TPC)) #3e/35 Folin-Ciocalteu Uszend
AINIDAATIZINVDS Luque-Rodriguez uavauy [16]

Ymansanineduu3unns 400 lulasdng Wuans
arane Folin-Ciocalteau 0.25 N Usu19s 2 {adans Liy
ansazanslaifsnnsuolun (Na,CO;) ANUTNTY 7.5
Wosdud Usums 1.6 Jaddnsuaulidniuy dilugulu
raihfouiigamnf 50 Al Wusserine 5 i
hldsluiiflaflgamaivioaduszziia 30 wi Jan
AANAUIENE spectrophotometer fiANETIARY 760
ulums Wieufu blank Taglthnduunuseghs then
fildndunamunaituedniunsiviinasgu nsaunadn
(gallic acid) fimundudy 10, 20, 40, 60, 80 waz 100
lulpsnsusediaddns nenunaduniefiadniuauyad
sumﬂﬁmLmaémiafmﬂ’mmﬁmaiuuﬁq 1 nfu (mg gallic
acid equivalent /g dry matter; mg GAE/¢ DM)

232 YsnamtaTausesiiomn (Total flavonoids

content; TFC) @3e738 aluminium chloride colorimetric

method Usgnfn1uiziinsesives Yang uazansy [17]
vhansafn 1.5 fadans WunduusiAaindesy
(DI water) U3uns 1.25 fadansadlurasannasy i
ansavanglufedlulasdanududy 5 Wesidud Usums
75 lullnsans neslidinduualuifiafigamgivioaduszey
nan 5wl mﬂﬁ?wﬁmmiazmaagﬁLisuﬂaa"l,iﬂ‘mm
Wty 10 Weskiug Ysuams 150 Tulasaas valudidadi
gaungiivieaan 6 uiil Wlersunaifiasazaneluifien
lansenlomdudy 1 luans Ysums 500 lulasans i
Ynduusirandesutiunns 775 Tulasans whuway
’Lﬁwﬁwf‘ﬁ’uLLaz’J’mm@ﬂﬂﬁuLLaﬂﬁmmmm?{u 510 wluwng
v blank Ingldthnauunuiegns dienildunu
mUSnamalinesaiunsmMInIgIUMANTY (catechin)
fimudiudiu 10, 20, 40, 60, 80 way 100 lulasnsuse
fiadans senunaliiumieliadnSuauyadveundiduse
51wﬁﬂLu§ﬂaajuLLﬁq 1 n¥u (mg catechin equivalent /g
dry matter; mg CE/g DM)
233 asinandfinsiueyyadase
2331 audfinisiueyyadaseaieds
DPPH (2,2-diphenyl-1-picryl-hydrazyl radical)



494 MNsasITeuaziau wes. Ui
ia1sazaly DPPH Anuudy 10 mM
U303 3.8 ladans ldlunasannass waziiudiegsans
afinuinas 200 lulasans wedlidfuamuhldels
lufifinfigaumpiviesdunan 30 i dunindnisganu
wANFELAad spectrophotometer finuenadu 515
wiluns Weudu blank lnglduaulegnumueauny
fegs thedlfindnamuinunsiuoyyadasy
TngAunaiieuannsmunsgIurednsasnd (trolox)
spnuaiumbelilnsTuaauyadvesnsaondsotmiin
WaneaJuwis 1 n3u (umol trolox equivalent/g dry
matter; umol TE/g DM) [18]

23.3.2 anuanansalunsiueyyadase
175 Ferric Reducing Antioxidation Power (FRAP)

IW3BUAITAZAE acetate buffer pH 3.6,
10 mM TPTZ (2,4,6-tripyridyl-s-triazine) luansazany
40 mM 294 HCl wag 20 mM w04 ferric chloride k&2
wwanduludadan 10 1 1 1 (vvA) amasu azle
a15aza18 FRAP reagent 1na1sazaty FRAP reagent
$uou 3 Tadans ldlunaonnases WnthnduUiinms
200 Tulasans Wuansaiauiunns 200 lulasans wawln
dhussndliliaauiRseludidadune 4 wit andy
‘E'Wﬁﬂmiamﬂﬁul,l,aﬂﬁwmém spectrophotometer i
AuETIAAY 593 wiluns thenfildinfuamuiine
M3fueyyadase lneAniaiguannsmunggues
Insaend (trolox) Mnesumatumizelalasluaauyadues
Tnsaendsiotmiinudnsduuis 1 nfu (umol trolox
equivalent/g dry matter; pmol TE/g¢ DM) [18]

23.3.3 anuanansalunsiueyyadase
1875 ABTS (2, 2’-azobis 3-ethylbenzthiazoline-6-
sulfonic acid)

19383 ABTS stock solution TeNaLE"T
azany 7.0 mM ABTS U 2.45 mM Tnunaigeuiuosdaims
(K,S,0) Tusnsnaiu 2:1 Lﬁuiuﬁﬁmaqumwgﬁﬁaq
Bunan 16 dalus ielWlé ABTS radical cation fleu
Wldliinisideans ABTS melenuealiiaiganau
uasogluga 0.700£0.030 fiameady 734 uiluiuns
YUnansazany ABTS 3.5 fadans lalunasavaass Tiua
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asataUiies 35 lulasAns wauanslidriudansl s
AauAselufiiadunan 6 wid nduiadinmagandu
waiuiidheeies spectrophotometer 7l 734 wiluiuns
thenfldanduamnyinamsiueyyedasslnemun
WieuannsmuasgIuvedngasnd (trolox) s1891uNa
Humielilesluaauyadvedinsaondratuinudneu
W3 1 N34 (umol trolox equivalent/g dry matter; pmol
TE/¢ DM) [18]

2.4 MINAaBINIUGBULAZEUTUAN1IZATENR
winaguiiwdafisannszurumandnlai
Fwunzay
\denanmeimngauvesmsanaiudneiuivie

€

391nNSTVIUNSHAR Y luLsar SEAUYRIwRarlade

e =)

&

FENNSEENLUUNSNAGBLUUDENaUsa a8 ifise
autiguUSinaiiuednitonun Usinamlaluessiue
M3fueYLadasERIe s DPPH, FRAP wag ABTS luuiunm
gean Lﬁ'aﬁwﬂ'wﬁiﬁmﬂﬂ'1ma‘v’hmst@usTumammgﬂﬁaﬂ
YDIENMZNMIANALAADIY UaTAIUINNIAIAIINAAIN
indeusTwINsATild NS LasAinnassdnasy
Faaunsdi 1 [19]

ANUAAALAARY (Wasud ; %E) =

1 [mmnmsmaad—ﬂ'wmnmsﬁmm]

x 100 (1)

FuInuE8819NA889 ANNMINARDI

2.5 MsATIRUTUUEITUTENaUNURANADY
HPLC
thansarnwdneiuuaiiumsidennszuaunms

afafngaun e giUiinamsng flavan-3-ols
laun wa¥itu (catechin) d9LATNTY (epicatechin) uay
Tsleenfifn 92 (procyanidin B2) feiAdes High per-
formance liquid chromatography (HPLC) Tdmeaul C18
YA 250 x 4.6 Aadluns vuIneYnIA 100A ATI9IAENS
§a8 UV detector finviuenindu 280 wiluwns fannie
NINAFDULUY isocratic 14 mobile phase [unsneydin
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Wt 2 Wesidud (phase A) wavezdlalulasadudy
90 wWasidud (phase B) wazltdnduves A:B Wiy 90:10
AafmegneUsun 10 lulasans Indsnsinisiva (low rate)
WA 1.2 Taddnseouil A USinuvesasuaay
yinannaminnsguitldiannsaien calibration curve
YN catechin, procyanidin B2 l.ag epicatechin finy
Wudu 0.5, 1, 5, 10, 30 war 50 llasnsuseliadans
finuUasann Hatzidimitriou wazany [20]

2.6 MIAszidaya
N139NKUUNIINAABIANTIZATANALIARD I
fdefisnnnssuaumsnanlnideieevenauea ezse
wuU L, (3% Tolunsaruanman S/N Ratio lagmuan
AdnTId S/N Ratio wilnvesinouauesfiuniignie

| Ao

AfiRTign (larger-the-better) fsamnsi 2 [11]

S/N Ratio WuU larger-the-better

lap 1
S/N =—1010g [z i=1 ﬁ] (2)
Wi

S/N fip 8nsnamves S/N Tunmasdmaans

n A9 UIUATNAABIT IULARLANAADa

yi D AN UAUDIlULARTASITOINITNAADITDY

LARYEWIAADY

3. NANTNARDY
3.1 msfinwaniaznsatamineuiivdeiis
NNTEUIUNIHEA LI
msinwnaniiznisatavessdneduilvions
NNNTLUIUNINEALULAENNTEONUUUNTNAGDIAIETD
povienauea axisd L, S1u7u 9 Awaaes fladefidnw
lown anudnduvesansazansienuea wantunisanna
dnduubneduuadeUiinaneyues wazIuIAeYNIATes
wineduishunsueiiiteysinufiuedniivue Ui
salaueeditonun waznsiuoyyadasedieds DPPH,

FRAP waz ABTS FlAHANISNAABIAIANSIN 3 WU

43 atuil 4 ganAu-Sunnau 2563
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Uaunauituodniivun fU3inaegsewing 16.34-60.96 mg
GAE/g DM Usunafluednainnisvnaedaenad odiu
UITY94 Yilmaz waz Toledo [21] wuiUsunafluedn
ma%mﬁfﬂaiuawﬁuﬁ: Chardonay, Merlot a¥Muscadine
Findonmsuanloniden 5267, 38.45 uay 32.12 me
GAE/g DM snadeiu idnaduaneiug Cabemet Sauvignon
uaz Purple grape fiUSuauuedniia1 99.28 wag 15.79
mg GAE/g DM audiu SsuSunasiuedndiumneniu
Juegfuaeiug Fmsadn iudu [22] Ynamails
uaaéﬁy’wmagizmw 10.21-41.26 mg CE/g DM n15611u
aULAdATY InGETS DPPH, FRAP Uaw ABTS fifnagsening
50.65-292.59, 33.78-188.97 wag 62.66-368.15 pmol
TE/g DM anudsy
dmaaesiiaunsoatnuSunafiuedniomn e
salauesdienun uavautRlumsfuoyyadasy inde
75 DPPH, FRAP lag ABTS ﬁqqqﬂﬁa Aaneaesd 3 i3
anmemsatamensldansazatsieniueaiianududu
50 wWesiiud szavanlunsadadi 40 wifl fidndy
wineduuaroUSINaLeN AT 1:30 UarILIABYAAYEY
wanoguuaiunznsa 40 we lngluannzainaaria
HuednfomunldUSina 60.96 mg GAE/g DM Usina
Walauoesausilan 41.26 me CE/g DM audiluns
AueuYadasE IR DPPH, FRAP uay ABTS AN
292.59, 188.97 uay 368.15 pymol TE/g DM aaIau
uazdmaaeadl 6 feaudRlusnudnantesiian Fauans
Tiduhannefldlunsadaiivnnmeiusenindmases
71 3 waz 6 loun anududuvesansavaneienueadiviu
910 50 Wu 70 wWesidus dndubneiuuaneysunm
vupaanada1n 1:30 Wy 1:10 wazruInoyn1Aves
wineduuaruazunse 40 Wy uwdneduundiauy
PEUNT 40 WY eUSinaiiuedniamundiiintuiiaana
Suiusuusinamanliuessioun uasmsiueyyedasy
W 3 38 Mty Tnedsinamesansavanefiiiatuan
1:10 Ju 1:30 Frelumsnszaendsnuvesaniiledn
Tadeuiluasavansseninanisatagaglunisaiom
178aT [23-24] LLassummsummgmﬂﬁL?ﬁﬂmsﬁ'wLﬂ'mﬁuﬁa
warUsvansammesansanaliiuty wenanildsiean



496 Msasidonaviaun wes. I
svprmaasansUsznoviildonnsaialugiomildistu
[25-26]

INWANITBDNUUUNITNARBIAIEIT DBVDNDUBA BYLSE
dramsiufivnzauvewsasadeiiisvdnadeusina
fluednitanun Usinamatlhuosdiun mafueuye
dasyae75 DPPH, FRAP Wag ABTS lagmensnadiuaes
signal-to-noise (S/N Ratio) vasszAUme Tuusiaztlady
dmaaesdiuau 9 dmnans FeaudRivesasatafiing
ynelsivsinaanndundn fudulumsnmildddns
AMUIMLUUAIINNINGR (larger-the-better type)
auaunsi 2 luanmznisatadananasyilildaudh
Tusnusine vasansaingegn Fans1ail 4

9NA5197 4 Wue S/N Ratio vosaudRansania
Lmémaiwmﬁﬁ@iaﬂ%mmﬂuaaﬂﬁwm Usinaunaliueyn
Havun N3AUeUYABATEAETS DPPH, FRAP Wag ABTS
fifegseming 24.26-35.70, 20.18-32.31, 34.09-49.32,
30.57-45.53 WAy 35.94-51.32 prudneiu 9nmiuthan S/N
Ratio vausarseauluusazJadoumenadeiiionnass
(R) FeAmarinawes S/N Ratio vesdadufifiananniigaly
wiazautfvesansainudnejuuauandliiuinlulady
ThilasieautRfiane Inglarade S/N Ratio uaskass
983 S/N Ratio §9m157971 5
e 5 lmsudedndnavestladeiidneane
msannwidneiuualasiiansanane R Jatladuillunis
Anwiifen R geanaziinasiedmouaussiug wnnfian
ynnsAnsnuhdadeiuruineunavesineiuun
finased R vesSunaiiuedniiun Usnamaliuess
Wasn M3MUBYYadasEAIETS DPPH, FRAP Uay ABTS
wnfign AU 10.63, 1112, 14.05, 13.46 uaz 13.87
ANUAIAY LﬁmmmnmumammﬁﬁmmmLﬁmiwLﬁu
fuflunsduatuswhazanelifansazaneanunsauns
NIEBLATIANNISINEIaESTUNTEUIUMSENALARNTN
ﬂummaqmﬂﬁﬁﬁumw’lmg [27] uaﬂmﬂﬁmmmaqmﬂﬁlﬁﬂ
Msvananlunsaneminaansiduasdwalinisanem
snaveshgnazaesewhaalduniu [28-29] Yaduiid

dvdwasesaunliun drduadasiuuaieUiinaseniues

a

Awnganlunsann  ANULTUYDIENTAYANYLEN LA
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wazszezalunisatn snsnavesiladeiifideusunn
Wanlauesdnmungonndssfiuaniznisatiaiiuedn
LﬁaammﬂwgﬂhuaEJﬁLfJuﬂajmaﬁﬂszﬂawﬁwm?\luaaﬂ
levinafiuedngeiinamaihusesifazgenaluse
yltlanuduiusiuUsinuiuednlnensedamalidaniy
nsarinfiaenndesiu Msinusyyadaszies DPPH,
FRAP waz ABTS fidnswavesiladeiidenndasiuanioy
nsatafiuedn Tnomssueyyadasesis 3 Bilamuduiiug
fuvSinoifiuedniten Lﬁau%mm?\luaﬁﬂﬁy’wmqqﬁma
Timsshuauyadasihs 3 Bganulude Feradeves
S/N Ratio fiszduvesusazdeduifianadogugauansds
izfzﬁ"uﬁmmzam%aisoﬁ’waaLwiazﬂﬁaﬁaﬂénwgmﬁaﬂ
uiduanngimnzanilelvasaiaudnejuilaua
Tusumeg ﬁﬁaqmﬂﬁqaqm
anmensataUsinaiuedniaun wazUSuiaman-
Tuesiamunvesansatnudneduivanzay wuinde
Wiupududuveseniueasn 50 Wy 70 wWesidus
fnadaUSinafiueanimun wasUSinamanlauoedivun
fiandudy widlounuduturesoniusady 90
WedduitsinaiiuednimuauazUSinamanluesd
Hauaiiananas Ineluansusznoufiuednnguiid
hydroxylated aglycone forms lulassas1sunginazane
Igalusvhavatsusanesed sazfiansuszneufiuedn
nduitfidasingnafineenunlédeh (30 denndesty
Wang hagaue [31] wuhUSinadtuednimunuas Ui
WalhueesmmaiiUsinaisfuiiodiumnudiduves
lomuea esnanududuresomusaiiiutuiinase
anududh (polarity) YesETavaeeTUeaTiUA s LU
m’mL“f]u%y’usuaﬂéffsﬁwazmmﬂuﬂﬂ%’ﬂéﬁﬁiyﬁﬁﬂﬁlﬁﬂ%mm
asain viauazUSuuasiuoyyadasiuanmeiy
FatnarenuduinfimieufvansUseneufiuoanyily
gﬂaﬁ’maaﬂmlﬁdwLﬁammﬂwﬁzmmmiazmaLLasﬂuaSﬂ
wiloufiu [23, 32-33] Yadususzezanlunisadad
Widuan 20 D 30 wnit TnadeUSunaiiuedniimun
wavUsina atluessamaiiindy uidlossozina
Tumsafinisdudy 40 unit inadeusinadiueaniaun
wazUSnamanliuessimunfifaanas esvoziaan
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TunsafaiiuauiliAaniseendinduresansadasie
ANNTWINADY LU PONTLIU Wazuas dnaroUSinaiiuedn
warwalusssiianas [32, 34] Uadenudndruadnodu
usreU3inaseueainadeuw TS nastusdnitanan
Afutuilevunumesansazanafiudy fuvesuun
BUNIATBAUANDIUUALABIUINDYNALLANBIUUAKTIY
pzunse 40wy Wuseduiitinaseuiaiueangaan
5998 laLA suummgmﬂmﬁmaiuumﬁ"'wm LAy YU
aqnmuémaqjuumﬁﬁwwumLmﬁq 40 L%

NNYayafina1d wudan1znsainUTuuiuedn
wnuazUinamaliuesdvanun Taanznisadai
wnzauiefusenisliansazatsionuoadirududy
70 Wesdus (A) szezarlunisadadl 30 wid (8,)
drdumdnoquuadeuiinaneniueail 1:30 (C,) uaz
mmmaumﬂﬁuaqmémaq’uumﬁmumumﬁq 40 v (D)
Fam5197 5

MsVAdoUNSAIUeYLABasERe3S DPPH 1Uuns
NagauANEINTalun1sIilelasiauernoN U IENTATY
auyadaTzunoyLatet DPPH 35 ABTS lunslididnaseu
fusyya ABTS figneendlademe K,5,0, [35] wayds
FRAP 1Jun13inAn total antioxidant activity amaenaln
NT8AaYRY ferric-tripyridyl-triazine complex Tudu
asUszneu ferrous 30un153nAN total reducing power
Yo sNUeYYABATE Fansnuenyadasesyds DPPH,
FRAP uaz ABTS flannismsainfimnzaudenadasiu
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a97

Aeansavanglemueanuldudy 70 wWesidus (A,) svey
nanlunsariai 30 Wit (8,) é’ﬂd'gul,mﬁmaiuum@iaﬂ%mm
lovueatl 1:30 (C,) wagruIneyMAvRILEnDfLUAT
HUATUNSS 40 Wi (D,) famseit 5 Mndadeildlunis
A wuhiladesuruneymeveasdnequitiiunisua
fiflszfuuansinsfusinasionn S/N Ratio ¥8sn15FUomYA
Baszita 338 infigaieiouifieututadudu Tnswuna
oumAAne{uUATHuAzLNTs 40 Wy Huseduiitinasie
mMsiueyLadasyaan sosmunlind YnayNAWEn
D{UUATILA LazIUADYMALIARBLUATIAUUAZIASS
40 wy  dwdadeiifinader S/N Ratio sesasnldud
dndnSinandeeiuuaseUsinateviuea Anududy
YDIEITATANULONIUDA LATTTULIAIUNTANA AUAINU
DuildendnitdenndostulSinaiivednimun ua
Uunamalauesdiiman

MnMsAnyIanmsatadnequunTizanes
wiazdads (Q wuihldasazansieniueaieandudu
70 Wesdus (A) svezalunsadadl 30 Wil (B,
dndniudneiuuaieUiinaieniueail 1:30 (C,) uag
YURBYNAYBLERDJLUATIHIUALLASY 40 WY (D)
HuanngmsatafivmnzausoaudFludnyiunadiuedn
favue Usnamanlauesdiianun n1siuoyyadasy
#1673 DPPH, FRAP uag ABTS wieldlunsvunsusunm
YosauURlUAUA9Y Melusunsy wazduduaniznis
afafildannisiunesely

A15199 3 mamimaaamiﬁﬁ’ﬂL3J5®ag"wumsmmiaamwumamaaﬁ%‘aamaﬂauaa 9215y

T3t RNUAVDIENIENG
§I\‘1 TPC TFC DPPH FRAP ABTS
NANDI A B C D (mg GAE/ (mg CE/ (umol (umol (umol
g DM) gDM)  TE/gDM) TE/gDM) TE/g DM)
1 1 1 1 1 24.33 14.31 72.73 4910 80.64
2 1 2 2 2 16.89 11.39 52.89 33.78 62.66
3 1 3 3 3 60.96 41.26 292.59 188.97 368.15
4 2 1 2 3 58.49 40.00 288.10 171.77 352.15
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AN3197 3 WANSNABRINITANAANINUATINNTBBNKUUNIVARBYITRaVIBNaUEA B2LsE (7D)

93y FUUAVAIRITENG
ﬁlx‘l TPC TFC DPPH FRAP ABTS
nafgd A B C D (mg GAE/ (mg CE/ (umol (umol (umol
g DM) gDM)  TE/gDM) TE/gDM) TE/g DM)
5 2 2 3 1 32.86 23.75 161.69 96.38 184.66
6 2 3 1 2 16.34 10.21 50.65 38.48 65.34
7 3 1 3 2 18.43 12.21 57.59 40.19 79.87
8 3 2 1 3 56.01 40.10 234.03 168.02 303.64
9 3 3 2 1 28.08 19.52 84.23 58.96 108.66
RN

A fepnuiduduansazatsieniuea (WUesidus)

B Aoszaziianlunisana (u1i)

C fAodndrudnaiuunseysinateniuea (w/v)

D fieruineunIAvosuanaiuUn

ATl 4 e S/N Ratio vesaniRansanaiudneuunannniseenuuunisvaaesiseovienauea ez
A1 st SIN Ratio
NA[DI A B C D TPC TFC DPPH FRAP ABTS

1 1 1 1 1 27.72 23.12 37.23 33.82 38.13
2 1 2 2 2 24.55 21.13 34.47 30.57 35.94
3 1 3 3 3 35.70 32.31 49.32 45,53 51.32
4 2 1 2 3 35.34 32.04 49.19 44.70 50.93
5 2 2 3 1 30.33 27.51 4417 39.68 45.33
6 2 3 1 2 24.26 20.18 34.09 31.70 36.30
7 3 1 3 2 25.31 21.73 35.21 32.08 38.05
8 3 2 1 3 34.96 32.06 47.39 44 .51 49.65
9 3 3 2 1 28.97 25.81 38.51 35.41 40.72
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A13197 5 Tpsgidvinavesaduiaed S/N Ratio wisvesaudRasainuanaiuun

guUGvaIans  tadslunsdnm Ki K, Ks R Q
&N@
TPC (mg GAE/g DM)
A 29.33 29.98 29.75 0.65 A,
B 29.46 29.95 29.64 0.49 B,
C 28.98 29.62 30.45 1.46 Cs
D 29.01 24.71 35.34 10.63 D,
TFC (mg CE/g DM)
A 25.52 26.58 26.53 1.06 A,
B 25.63 26.90 26.10 1.27 B,
C 25.12 26.33 27.19 2.07 Cs
D 25.48 21.01 32.14 11.12 D,
DPPH (umol TE/g DM)
A 40.34 42.49 40.37 2.14 A,
B 40.54 42.01 40.64 1.46 B,
C 39.57 40.72 42.90 3.33 C;
D 39.97 34.59 48.63 14.05 D,
FRAP (pmol TE/g DM)
A 36.64 38.69 37.33 2.05 A,
B 36.87 38.25 37.55 1.39 B,
C 36.68 36.89 39.10 2.42 Cs
D 36.30 31.45 44.91 13.46 D,
ABTS (umol TE/g DM)
A 41.80 44 .19 42.81 2.39 A,
B 42.37 43.64 42.78 1.27 B,
C 41.36 42.53 44 .90 3.54 Cs
D 41.39 36.76 50.63 13.87 D,

K, @81 S/N Ratio ladgvasUSunauiiuadnianus USuiamaliueeannanun nseuauuadaseaieis DPPH, FRAP uay ABTS
Y

vasusazdaduluseius

K. fof1 S/N Ratio adgvesSinaituedniianun Usinamlalhuesdviaian mssueyyadaseae s DPPH, FRAP uag ABTS

vasurazdadeluseaunans

Ks Aar1 S/N Ratio dsvesUSinaiiueanyianun Usinamanliuesdvisnun nsdueyyadaseiaeds DPPH, FRAP uag ABTS

vosusarUadelusyiuge
R Aenansvesrade S/N Ratio 103uaazdady = (Kom — Ko

Q fesviuivnzaulunmsainudeeduluusazdedusieg Aldlunisdnem
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3.2 NISMIUERULATEUSUFN1ITATENALUAR
aquilmBeisarnnisnanlaifimangs
a1 N1TaRATLNZE@LRINNITORNLUUNNS
NAADIRIYI0eNBNaUDa avlsd AlelUsunsy Minitab
wuhmildnnshuedeauTRsuUnadiueanitaun
Wanluossnmun MIAUBYLATATEAILIT DPPH, FRAP
Wwaz ABTS A1 62.92 mg GAE/g DM, 45.01 mg CE/g DM,
327.05 pmol TE/g DM, 204.48 pmol TE/¢ DM uag
401.32 pumol TE/g DM sy iy (13l 6) ntuth
anmensadafivangaudainanuldlunsatnudeedu
unsnafaflefudunanisnaass wuiiivsinaituedn
W 65.49+7.43 mg GAE/g DM Usunamanliusys
W 43.78+5.46 mg CE/g DM MIfueYaBaTEMIY
75 DPPH, FRAP Liag ABTS &A1 331.64+5.45, 196.00+4.77
Wa 423.03+4.98 pmol TE/g DM sussu fan1574ii 6
dlofiansanainunaIAAAe UL 19A1RINANTILNY
LagANMsNAaBITimANLAAIALARBBESE NG 143
89 1.69 Woddud Fasunailuedniauauasnisey
013aBas¥ 35 DPPH Uy ABTS fildainnismaas st
wnnadildannsyueilimanueaaedewdu
windwiudinamtailussdioun msfueyyadasy
#2638 FRAP IdAvhweflunnninmannnisnnassisdana
Thmanuaaaedeufinay
uarmﬂﬁlﬁﬂﬁamwmiaﬁ’muﬁmaiuﬁmﬁaﬁqmﬂ
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AszuILMsHAn Iz AT sEnUSuaEns
Usgnaufluedn laun uafiTu diwatu wavlusleendny
{2 fee3es HPLC 91nnsinwmuiniiuSunauaiidy
WU 1.61+0.10 mg/g DM UTUaUBNMATITU 1vinfiu
1.01+0.09 mg/g DM

0.82+0.07 mg/g DM 91nn15AN®U83 Chedea Lazany

warluslaenifu 92 Wiy

[2] uag Carrera wagamy [36] wuhuaiiduduasusynau
flusdniinuannilandnidudndau 48-51 wWesidud
sosasdudfiuafiduuiunn 29-31 Wesidus waylus-
iy 92 USuna 20-22 wWesdud audwu laed
YTuaansusznouiluedndinanuseniin1sAnyIves
Bozan uayAmy [14] Wyl USUaueauaiidu dnuANTY
waz Wslwendnu 92 vesndneiuanaeiiug Merlot,
Carbenet Sauvignon, Cinsault, Alphonso Lavallee,
Papaz Karasi, Muscat, Hamburg, Ada Karasi W&z Senso
{iAn0g5811n9 4.71-23.8 mg/g DM 2.49-16.88 mg/g DM
WAz 0.41-1.60 mg/g DM auddu USinasfiuansnaiiu
ﬁuasﬂjﬁ’umaﬁuﬁﬁmaéu anufiinzgn anmenie
LLaz?ﬁﬂfmmwé’ﬂﬁummﬁamaqﬁwumﬂmsﬁﬂmﬁtﬁmm
nlusgninmdinuagseeiatlun1sndnuesniney
fogluthlnifunawuiliAemsszvesmsUsenoy
‘Wuaaﬂu,a3WawhuaEJﬁaagjﬁwhﬂﬁﬂﬁmﬁaﬂ%mzm?iwu
Tuwanejuanad [37-39]

A15190 6 AW ANRNNTINAERY wazAIAIAAIAAFeUludNITNTENAARE{UUATIII Y

FNNMEMIFNATLANZAN*

FNUAFIFNG iy Anaaad %E
A B C D
TPC 62.92 65.49+7.43 1.30
TFC 45.01 43.7815.46 -0.92
DPPH 2(70) 2(30) 3(1:30) 3(<40) 327.05 331.64%545  0.46
FRAP 204.48 196.00+4.77 -1.43
ABTS 401.32 423.03+4.98 1.69

NUELNR)

v

*gAngmsananvangauvesiuednianun Waliueuaviavan DPPH, FRAP wag ABTS ldantensannifeniu

A Feasazatsiemueaiinanuidudy (Uesidud)
B Aeszeziianlumsans (uiil)

C fednduubreiuunseUiunateniuea (w/v)
D feruineymAvesuanDiuun
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4. a3
A588NLUUNITNAABIRI8T00NENaUDA DYLTE
annsavnldlunmsmanzfiuvnzadlunsataudn
oduwiefisnnnaudnlad lasvureunavesiuinequ
unLdutiafeiinasoandvesasatnudnoiuinniian
flanmznsataivanzaudiensldasazarsioniuea
Fianududu 70 Wesidus (A) sveznalunsadai 30
117 (B,) é’ﬂﬁ'auméméuumaﬂ%mmmmuaaﬁ 1:30(Cy)
(D)
dlemuseunaziuduannznisatndamanuaainndou

LAZYUINDUNIAYOANGABIUUATINUAZUNTS 40 1%
ag3ening -1.43 g 1.69

5. AnAnssuUsENA

Anuggmsifeveveunndamiomuisinalad 7
ounnesiuineuilfidutagiulunuided nufann
Tineremaniwazmalulagnisems ausinalulad
MIINEATUAZEIMNS IMTINede T giyaasas it
srneanuagmnluidoaedoiouas Tagmaingiaans
dmIUMTIY

6. LONE1T19DY

1. Maier, T., Schieber, A., Kammerer, D.R. and
Carle, R., 2009, “Residues of Grape (Vitis vinifera L.)
Seed Oil Production as a Valuable Source of Phenolic
Antioxidants,” Food Chemistry, 112 (3), pp. 551-559.

2. Chedea, V.S., Braicu, C. and Socaciu, C., 2010,
“Antioxidant/prooxidant Activity of Polyphenolic Grape
Seed Extract,” Food Chemistry, 121 (1), pp. 132-139.

3. Arct, J. and Pytkowska, K., 2008, “Flavonoids as
Components of Biologically Active Cosmeceuticals,”
Clinics in Dermatology, 26 (4), pp. 347-357.

4. Brannan, R.G., 2009, “Effect of Grape Seed
Extract on Descriptive Sensory Analysis of Ground
Chicken During Refrigerated Storage,” Meat Science,
81 (4), pp. 589-595.

5. Reddy, G.V.B., Sen, AR., Nair, P.N., Reddy, KS.,
Reddy, KK. and Kondaiah, N., 2013, “Effects of Grape

501

Seed Extract on the Oxidative and Microbial Stability
of Restructured Mutton Slices,” Meat Science, 95 (2),
pp. 288-294.

6. Rababah, T.M,, Ytcel, S., Ereifej, K.I., Alhamad,
M.N., A-Mahasneh, M.A., Yang, W., Muhammad, A.H.
and Ismaeal, K., 2010, “Effect of Grape Seed Extracts
on the Physicochemical and Sensory Properties of
Corn Chips During Storage,” Journal of the American
Oil Chemists' Society, 88 (5), pp. 631-637.

7. Peng, X, Ma, J., Cheng, KW., Jiang, Y., Chen, F.
and Wang, M., 2010, “The Effects of Grape Seed
Extract Fortification on the Antioxidant Activity and
Quality Attributes of Bread,” Food Chemistry, 119 (1),
pp. 49-53.

8. Kanlayakrit, W., Chantra, J. and Booranasawet-
tatham, S., 2008, “Optimum Condition for Production
of Lookpang-lao in Lab Scale by Taguchi Method,”
Proceedings of 46" Kasetsart University Annual
Conference: Agro-Industry, pp. 371-379. (In Thai)

9. Chandrasekar, V., Kannan, K., Priyavarshini, R. and
Gayathri, R., 2015, “Application of Taguchi Method in
Optimization of Process Factors of Ready to Eat Peanut
(Arachis hypogaea) Chutney,” International Food
Research Journal, 22 (2), pp. 510-516.

10. Shi, M., Yang, Y., Guan, D., Zhang, Y. and Zhang,
Z., 2012, “Bioactivity of the Polysaccharides from
Fermented Soybean Curd Residue by Flammulina
velutipes,” Carbohydrate Polymer, 89 (4), pp. 1268-
1276.

11. Wu, T., Yan, J., Liu, R., Marcone, M.F., Aisa, H.A.
and Tsao, R., 2012, “Optimization of Microwave-assisted
Extraction of Phenolic from Potato and Its Downstream
Waste using Orthogonal Array Design,” Food Chemistry,
133 (4), pp. 1292-1298.

12. Yy, Y.J., Chen, Z., Chen, P.T. and Ng, |.S., 2018,
“Production, Characterization and Antibacterial Activity

of Exopolysaccharide from a Newly Isolated Weissella



502

cibaria under Sucrose Effect,” Journal of Bioscience
and Bioengineering, 126 (6), pp. 769-77T.

13. Ghafoor, K. and Choi, Y.H., 2009, “Optimization
of Ultrasound Assisted Extraction of Phenolic Com-
pounds and Antioxidants from Grape Peel through
Response Surface Methodology,” Journal of the
Korean Society for Applied Biological Chemistry, 52
(2), pp. 295-300.

14. Bozan, B., Tosun, G. and OZcan, D., 2008,
“Study of Polyphenol Content in the Seeds of Red
Grape (Vitis vinifera L.) Varieties Cultivated in Turkey
and Their Antiradical Activity,” Food Chemistry, 109
(2), pp. 426-430.

15. Spigno, G., Tramellj, L. and Faveri, D.M.D., 2007,
“Effects of Extraction Time, Temperature and Solvent
on Concentration and Antioxidant Activity of Grape
Marc Phenolics,” Journal of Food Engineering, 81 (1),
pp. 200-208.

16. Luque-Rodriguez, J.M., Luque de Castro, M.D.
and Perez-Juan, P., 2007, “Dynamic Superheated
Liquid Extraction of Anthocyanins and Other Phenolics
from Red Grape Skins of Winemaking Residues,”
Bioresource Technology, 98 (14), pp. 2705-2713.

17. Yang, J., Martinson, T.E. and Liu, R.H., 2009,
“Phytochemical Profiles and Antioxidant Activities of
Wine Grapes,” Food Chemistry, 116 (1), pp. 332-339.

18. Samavardhana, K., Supawititpattana, P., Jitre-
potch, N., Rojsuntornkitti, K. and Kongbangkerd, T.,
2015, “Effects of Extracting Conditions on Phenolic
Compounds and Antioxidant Activity from Different
Grape Processing Byproducts,” International Food
Research Journal, 22 (3), pp. 1169-1179.

19. Hussain, A.l, Chatha, S.A.S., Noor, S., Arshad,
M.U., Khan, Z.A., Rathore, H.A. and Sattar, M.Z.A., 2012,
“Effect of Extraction Techniques and Solvent Systems
on the Extraction of Antioxidant Components from

Peanut (Arachishypogaea L.) Hulls,” Food Analytical

NIANTIBUALITALT 135, TN 43 20Ul 4 panmAu-§uinmu 2563

Methods, 5 (4), pp. 890-896.

20. Hatzidimitriou, E., Nenadis, N. and Tsimidou,
M.Z., 2007, “Changes in the Catechin and Epicatechin
Content of Grape Seeds on Storage under Different
Water Activity (a,) Conditions,” Food Chemistry, 105
(4), pp. 1504-1511.

21. Yilmaz, Y. and Toledo, R.T., 2006, “Oxygen
Radical Absorbance Capacities of Grape/wine Industry
Byproducts and Effect of Solvent Type on Extraction
of Grape Seed Polyphenols,” Journal of Food Com-
position and Analysis, 19 (1), pp. 41-48.

22. Xu, C., Zhang, Y., Wang, J. and Lu, J.,, 2010,
“Extraction, Distribution and Characterization of
Phenolic Compounds and Qils in Grape Seeds,” Food
Chemistry, 122 (3), pp. 688-694.

23, Tabaraki, R., Heidarizadi, E. and Benvidi, A., 2012,
“Optimization of Ultrasonic Assisted Extraction of
Pomegranate (Punica granatum L.) Peel Antioxidants
by Response Surface Methodology,” Separation and
Purification Technology, 98 (1), pp. 16-23.

24.Tao, Y., Wu, D., Zhang, Q.A. and Sun, D.W., 2014,
“Ultrasound-assisted Extraction of Phenolics from Wine
Lees: Modeling, Optimization and Stability of Extracts
During Storage,” Ultrasonics Sonochemistry, 21 (2),
pp. 706-715.

25. Chan, EW.C, Lye, P.Y.,, Tan, L.N., Eng, S.Y., Tan,
Y.P.and Wong, Z.C., 2012, “Effects of Drying Method
and Particle Size on the Antioxidant Properties of
Leaves and Teas of Morusalba, Lagerstroemia speciosa
and Thunbergia laurifolia,” Chemical Industry and
Chemical Engineering Quarterly, 18 (1), pp. 45-472.

26. Pérez-Jiménez, J., Arranz, S., Tabernero, M.,
Diaz-Rubio, M.E., Serrano, J., Goii, I. and Saura-Calixto,
F., 2008, “Update Methodology to Determine
Antioxidant Capacity in Plant Foods, Oil and Beverages:
Extraction, Measurement and Expression of Results,”
Food Research International, 41 (3), pp. 274-285



NIATITBUAZINALT 195, YN 43 adud 4 fanau-Sunau 2563

27.Durling, N.E., Catchpole, O.J., Grey, J.B., Webby,
R.F., Mitchell, KA., Foo, L.Y. and Perry, N.B., 2007,
“Extraction of Phenolics and Essential Oil from Dried
Sage (Salvia officinalis) Using Ethanol-water Mixtures,”
Food Chemistry, 101 (4), pp. 1417-1424.

28. Buci¢-Koji¢, A., Planini¢, M., Tomas, S., Bili¢, M.,
and Veli¢, D., 2007, “Study of Solid-liquid Extraction
Kinetics of Total Polyphenols from Grape Seeds,”
Journal of Food Engineering, 81 (1), pp. 236-242.

29. Qu, W., Pan, Z. and Ma, H., 2010, “Extraction
Modeling and Activities of Antioxidants from Pome-
granate Marc,” Journal of Food Engineering, 99 (1),
pp. 16-23.

30. Arts, .C.W. and Hollman, P.C.H., 1998, “Optimi-
zation of a Quantitative Method for the Determination
of Catequins in Fruits and Legumes,” Journal of Agri-
cultural and Food Chemistry, 46 (12), pp. 5156-5162.

31. Wang, R., Chen, P., Jia, F., Tang, J. and Ma, F.,
2012, “Optimization of Polysaccharides from Panax
Japonicas C.A. Meyer by RSM and lts Anti-oxidant
Activity,” International Journal of Biological Macro-
molecules, 50 (2), pp. 331-336.

32. Chew, KK, Khoo, M.Z., Ng, S.Y., Thoo, Y.Y,,
Wan Aida, W.M. and Ho, CW., 2011, “Effect of Ethanol
Concentration, Extraction Time and Extraction Tem-
perature on the Recovery of Phenolic Compounds
and Antioxidant Capacity of Orthosiphon stamineus
Extracts,” International Food Research Journal, 18
(4), pp. 1427-1435.

33. Gong, Y., Hou, Z., Gao, Y., Xue, Y., Liu, X. and
Liu, G., 2012, “Optimization of Extraction Parameters

of Bioactive Components from Defatted Marigold

503

(Tagetes erecta L.) Residue Using Response Surface
Methodology,” Food and Bioproducts Processing, 90
(1), pp. 9-16.

34. Sai-Ut, S., Benjakul, S., Kraithong, S. and Rawd-
kuen, S., 2015, “Optimization of Antioxidants and
Tyrosinase Inhibitory Activity in Mango Peels Using
Response Surface Methodology,” LWT-Food Science
and Technology, 64 (2), pp. 742-749.

35. Halee, A. and Rattanapun, B., 2017, “Study of
Antioxidant Efficacies of 15 Local Herbs,” KMUTT
Research and Development Journal, 40 (2), pp. 283-
293. (In Thai)

36. Carrera, C., Ruiz-Rodriguez, A., Palma, M. and
Barroso, C.G., 2012, “Ultrasound Assisted Extraction
of Phenolic Compounds from Grapes,” Analytica
Chimica Acta, 732 (1), pp. 100-104.

37. Gonzales-Manzano, S., Rivas-Gonzalo, J.C. and
Santos-Buelga, C., 2004, “Extraction of Flavan-3-ols
from Grape Seed and Skin into Wine Using Simulated
Maceration,” Analytica Chimica Acta, 513 (1), pp.
283-289.

38. Ginjom, 1., D’Arcy, B., Caffin, N. and Gidley, M.,
2011, “Phenolic Compound Profiles in Selected
Queensland Red Wines at All Stages of the Wine-
making Process,” Food Chemistry, 125 (3), pp. 823-
834.

39. Puértolas, E., Hemandez-Orte, P., Sladana, G.,
Alvarez, I. and Raso, J., 2010, “Improvement of Wine-
making Process Using Pulsed Electric Fields at Pilot-
plant Scale, Evolution of Chromatic Parameters and
Phenolic Content of Cabenet Sauvignon Red Wines,”
Food Research International, 43 (3), pp. 761-766.



504 NIATITBUAzIAILT 195, UN 43 adui 4 fanau-Suinau 2563



