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UNANED

AT fnguszasdifieAnumavosansadaveuaindrudiduresiuaiuudsaiunt (Ageratum
conyzoides L) Trunisafngaeiviasaefiunnneiu tdun 1ndu dufen wazemueaiinuidududosas
30, 60 Waw 95 slaruanansalumstiudade Staphylococcus aureus wazgvistumsdnueyyadasy nan1sAnen
auansalunsiudaite s. aureus 101433 agar disc diffusion Wuansafnandiudiduiianadeioniuea
finudududesas 60 aunsadudaie s. aureus 1¥ifian TauAmdladiivuin 8.52+0.84 fadiuns Wenmaaum
Aanududuingavesansataiidudinisiniguesdeuuaiiie (minimum inhibitory concentration) #2833
broth dilution LLazf’hmmL%’N‘ﬁuﬁﬂqmﬁmmmﬁzhL%@Lwﬂﬁﬁ&ﬂﬁ (minimum bactericidal concentration) A2833
agar dilution wudn fiewiniu 20.83 uar 166.67 adndudefiadans mudRy wagnsAnwgvdiueyyad sy
#1833 DPPH radical scavenging wui1 ansafnaindiudduiiadnaeoniueaiinnududuiosay 95 meqwé

iusyyadastlannanlaedinnuanunsalunsiueyyadasslafeiosay 88.46
ANdATY: @1uLTeaun, Staphylococcus aureus, VAUBYYAETE

ABSTRACT
The objective of this study was to investigate effect of crude extracts from the stem of goat
weed (Ageratum conyzoides L.) extracted with different solvents including distilled water, boiled water
and 30, 60 and 95% ethanol on inhibition Staphylococcus aureus and antioxidant activity. The result
found that goat weed stem extracted with 60% ethanol by agar disc diffusion method exhibited the
highest antimicrobial activity against S. aureus with the inhibition zone of 8.52+0.84 mm. The 60% ethanol
extracts of goat weed stem had the values of minimum inhibitory concentration using broth dilution

method and minimum bactericidal concentration using agar dilution method as 20.83 and 166.67 mg/ml,
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respectively. In addition, the stem extracted with 95% ethanol showed the highest antioxidant activities of

88.46% based on DPPH radical scavenging method.

Keywords: goat weed, Staphylococcus aureus, antioxidant activity
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Staphylococcus aureus LﬁuLLUﬂﬁL%'aﬁﬁgUi'Nﬂam ANALNITNUIN WUAINAIUAI 9] VBITNNY LU
Hatls 9yn Ae wazlduNy BorilnilduiderelsaiivhiliAelsatiossns unasniau unarndninide veauu uaz
oystladniau Jagtunuinde S. aureus fimshiosufTiugfiuanntu (Pesewu et al,, 2008) Frewnil 9y
Tinisusuumnnnersmmasatanisnaununsldouffoue venanilsdnenun asatnanivmaie
yinflgrdlunisiudandunisliudddionslumsiueyyadass|ésnde Sseyyadassluauvemilaivilfiialse
A1a 9 1 lspilauasraenien lsadedniau lsadalewes sauduhbiiAnnisnateiugueasadlusiinieansn
Walduwaduaseld fufunsmansataaniiefiannsadufuowuniise s. aureus wazdqnslunisdn
oyyadaszhesumadonnisinisinm

auusanuni (Ageratum conyzoides L) \unssailifdugn wuldvimnanavestszimelneg arsafnain
auudsanunilasswamuannune wu nseduliAnmsudsivemanan waelanseengrdluiduvensunefe
precocene | Lag precocene i ﬁamwmﬁgﬂﬁwqqawﬁwﬂﬁ (Liu and Liu, 2014) sausagaiuszansamlunns
muau’nﬂﬁuﬁ'ﬂmﬂiiﬂﬁﬁmmﬂ"dﬁm W91 Rhizoctonia solani wag Xanthomonas campestris pv.oryzae (Shabana
et al,, 1990) aeslsfiny msldasataveuaindludiduresauussauniiiatasefvinazarefiunndnaiu
Tun1sdudsnisiaiauede S aureus uaznysnafiuoyuadasediasdinisinyilisnniin dufuingussasdves

o
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nsgugade S. aureus wazanslun1siueyYadasy
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1. AMIAIBUAITAAARIIVIINAIURSIEIUNN

theéduauudsenunfifiurussmnanuythushedile sunsuasine Sarfafivalanluriafeunnay
W, 2561 indwvienuazeanazeuliuisemeuanouiionmnd 50 esmwaiios Wunan 48 Halus 1hdoens
TWuaudunsazidenuazutmeivhazatesig q laun 1ndu thifen uaglemusadiduiesas 30, 60 uag 95
@ity 10 n3u : fwvhazvans 150 faddns) Wuszezne 48 Flus lunsesinenszaenseaues 1 thdwla
Aldluszimedninazangeendeiaios rotary evaporator Wvansarinliluwindunitoumgd ¢ sseivaifos
2. mim%ﬂm“l"lla S. aureus

B89 S, aureus luomnsivas nutrient broth (NB) Unflgaunadl 37 ssruwaldoa 1uian 24 dalug
mﬂﬁuﬁﬂﬁmmmﬁuﬁwm%'aa spectrophotometer fiaue1iady 600 uluiwns Wudeanslilduuaiise
Fiaundadiu 1.5 x 10%colony forming unit (CFU) efladdns Inewfisuiiu McFarland’s standard No 0.5
3. ManadauAusIsatunsiudade S. aureus LLaxqm‘énﬁsLﬂuaﬁié\’ﬁua%aﬁasz

1N13 swap L“T?EJ S. aureus awummwwﬁaﬁﬁaﬂmi nutrient agar (NA) E]gui ﬁ]’m‘ﬁ?mw paper disc

@unduHIuguENa1 6 1a88nT) AUUIUMITIEELTD gaasainINaIRUaIULSI@1uN NdANTL Y
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166.67 faansuseiiadans laasuu paper disc funisay 10 lulasans THihndulasa@eidu negative control

=

uay chloramphenicol 1¥u positive control Ust@eigauuanil 37 esanwadea WWunan 24 42lus s1e91unalag

q U

Tavwadurugudnatuinla (clear zone) MntuFeNAWaraenliauausalun1sdudwngaundny

'
o

ﬂ'mmL#Twﬁumqmﬁmmsaé’ué‘jy’amsuﬁiymau%aLLUﬂﬁL%'a (minimal inhibitory concentration, MIC) Lag®#1A
mmL%’M%’uﬁ’lqmﬁmmmﬂiwﬁaLLUﬂﬁL%EJlG’f (minimal bactericidal concentration, MBC) 1335984 Pojanaukij
and Kajorncheappunngam (2010) uaz@nwaasautinisiduansfueyyadase@aeds DPPH radical scavenging
Tngldansarinanauvesdiduauudsauniiazarsluiviavanesig 9 liud tndu diden wavienueadudu
Yowaz 30, 60 war 95 Aifimuiudu 10, 20, 40 uae 80 Tadnsudeiadans lnsAnwinaisves Sanchez-Moreno
et al. (1998) ¥n15naans 3 91 ImmmmumsmmaaaLLU‘U?jmuyiﬂi (Completely Randomized Design, CRD)
Tunsnageuaruauisalun1siudade . aureus waraINUNIIIAABIWUUfactorial in CRD lun1snadeu
Arwannsalun1ssudteyyadasy dnansAnuilduiiiaseisiaruuususiugieds Analysis of Variance
(ANOVA) wazi3suifisuanaiedaedd Duncan's New Multiple Range Test fiszauainuiosiu 95% Taeld

Wswnsureuiumesdnsagulunsiuianeda

NANTISNAABILAZIANTA]

IINNANITNAGBINUIdIUTBIE W UaULTsa1unITiiIunsadadslentueaiuduiosay 60
firuanansalunsdudaie S. aureus IAandleiiouiisuiusvhazatedu 9 (0<0.05) (Table 1) Ineidusin
gudnarsuinaladvuia 8.52 fadiuns udasadaveviiliieniueaiianuiduduiosar 95 Wudhazae
llansadudaude s. aureus 1§ msfiansatinandrudduvesaiuudsaruniamsadudade s. aureus ldena
ilesnanadiuduvesauufianunilanssamaseduasriatlussdidusdusznouey Feensvaniliiqudluns
Fruwuafise (Amadi et al., 2012) diewansainandiud fuvesauud se@unfiniunisaiadieoniueadudy
Sowaz 60 uM1A1 MIC wag MBC wuindan MIC uag MBC WAy 20.83 dadnsudaliaddns waz 166.67 daaniu
siodladdns Muasu (Table 2)

Kan1sAnwIgMEfueyLadasyvesdFuaIuLsaIUn wudh Weanududuvesarsataifiutuvinly

mmamwdumiﬁué‘?ﬂa%aﬁaizLﬁmﬁu (Figure 1) wagansadnfisinnadudu 80 fadnsusiofadansuagsiuns
aftdaeiemueaionay 95 Tuszavsamlunsdudsoyuadasegeiian (p<0.05) Insannsadudsldfsiosay 88.46
yauzfianuidees Aladdin et al. (2017) Seauinansataanluauuisanunmiinnududy 1 Sadnsusesiadans
wazainmeemuealutudosay 95 danuaunsalunisiueyyadasylasosay 86.85 uay Shekhar and Anju
(2014) wuansaaanluwazaonaruuisauniiiarandudu 30 lilasniudediaddnsuagsinunsatindgient
ueaituduiosay 95 Tmmwannsolumsdueyyadasyldfesas 59.53 msflansarnindduauusiaumions
Tumsfueyyadaszeradunsgaduaivuiaiunifiansuszneviiueailuesduseneu (Amadi et al, 2012)
Fsansuszneviluoailunguansifinuandilunsifuasiueyyadassuazansuszneuiiueatilassaionaadli
Wursumaumdusyfusvennsumuivuduuaringlonsondasgradosnianysesy (Moeiklang and

Ruangviriyachai, 2014) 3ailansusznevitueagnadnldfdeddiiazaneduasimnueanssed
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ansafiaveuandiuvesdiduauwisauniazsanglulevnueadosay 60 awnsadugaie S. aureus A
gauenaniinisagatvansainlueniueasesay 95 Sallgnslunisiueyyadaselanign dau asadnaindiu
Yosarfuaussiaunhasiidnenmlunisiandsygndldlunisdudaie S. aureus FadunuafiSenelsauasds

anunsadnlszandldnsmsunmdidieiduasiueyyadasyladnde

anAnssuUsznA
AIdgveveuANAUdInemans auginermansuazmalulad uminedesuigiyaaasiuilianiy

aynszilunisidgunsaluaziniosdionis 4 Wusdreids
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Figure 1 Antioxidant activity of crude extracts from the stem of goat weed extracted with different solvents.

Table 1 Inhibition zone against Staphylococcus aureus by the stem of goat weed extracted with different

solvents.
Solvents Diameter of inhibition zone (mm. % SD)
distilled water 6.50+0.25"
boiled water 6.58+0.14 "
30% ethanol 6.67+0.38"
60% ethanol 8.52+0.84°
95% ethanol NI

NI means no inhibition zone.

Different letters indicate statistical difference (p<0.05).

Table 2 Minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) of goat

weed stem extracted with 60% ethanol.

Solvent MIC (mg/ml) MBC (mg/ml)

60% ethanol 20.83 166.67
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