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The Comparison of rosmarinic acid in Orthosiphon aristatus extract

by high performance liquid chromatography
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UNANED

nsAnunETTagusrasdifiowIeuiisuuununselsauniinvesansatavgimuanuan (Orthosiphon
aristatus) Mgy 70% e uea MnuvaLmIEUgnTLAnsatY 10 unds naaeuseilasinlnnfibuuiaung
uazlasslnnsilveamaaussourgs nuluvaliUnunandnvesansaiaveugaiian fe Jwmiausdugi
Wiy 13.12 wWedldud uazkandnsiian fe SwiaiBeens Wiy 6.66 Wedidusd nanmsvageulasinlnngi
LUURUN NUSNwalzsesRaiane Dailonse st wagiumisuauansiian (Retardation factor, R) Winfu 0.35
AsafuasuInsgIUnsaAlsansiin nan1snaaeuMeIslasuinnsvesvalaussausganuImutulnivanse
Tsau3inwiniu 12,50 Wil wasfinuandilumsgandunasggeiinnueiady A ) wiriu 329 uluins
MnMTIeTEiURnunsalsaunitin nuihdmiauasueniivinaunsalsanidninniigauiniu 350,86 lulasndiy/
fiaddns (Goway 1.75) drundmuauniinandmineyarinunsalsauniintesfigauiniu 81.16 lalasniu/

a

fadans (Fogay 0.41) Bsn1sATIe9ieae HPLC ladinsnageuanugniesuazauulieiiovedisiages nue
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R? WU 0.9997 %recovery Sowaz 99.74-108.02 Arauuiugingluiuwayseningdu a1 %RSD wihiu
0.1 - 1.9 uaz 0.3 — 0.6 MUAINU UsNANUUAT LOD hag LOQ wiriu 0.06 wag 0.17 tulasniu/fadans auasiu
wandliiiuiniFieseilinnugndeuazindedolunisinszinsalsaunsinlundvuinu

AdAeY: MeruInua, nsalsaunin, lasinlnnskuuiiun, lasuiinnsivesviadaussausge

Abstract

The objective of this study is to compare the amount of rosmarinic acid in Orthosiphon aristatus
extract from 10 different origins. The methods were used thin layer chromatography and high-performance
liquid chromatography. The leaves of Orthosiphon aristatus were extracted with 70% ethanol. The results
showed that crude extracts from Prachinburi province were found the highest yield at 13.12 % while
Chiang Rai province had the lowest yield (6.66 %). TLC fingerprints showed a similar pattern and a spot
at retardation factor (Rf) value of 0.35 was identified as standard rosmarinic acid. According to the high-
performance liquid chromatography, Kmax was 329 nm and the retention time was 12.50 minutes. Nakhon
Nayok province has the greatest amount of 350.86 microgram/ml (1.75%) of rosmarinic acid among the
planting sites while Yala province has the lowest at 81.16 microgram/ml (0.41 %). The method validation
of the HPLC technique demonstrated good linearity and represented a high correlation coefficient value
(R?) were 0.9997, %recovery was 99.74 — 108.02. Intra-day and inter-day precisions were showed %RSD
value 0.1 - 1.9 and 0.3 - 0.6, respectively. In addition, LOD and LOQ were 0.06 and 0.17 micrograms/
milliliter, respectively. It has been demonstrated that this method can accurately and consistently analyze

the rosmarinic acid in Orthosiphon aristatus.

Keyword: Orthosiphon aristatus, Rosmarinic acid, Thin layer chromatography, High performance liquid

chromatography
N - hydroxy-5, 6, 7, 4’ tetramethoxyflavone (TMF)
e 1MuIALLY (Orthosiphon aristatus — lwwulgiu (sinensetin) kaggw1lvsu (eupatorin)
(Blume) Mig. ¥3e Orthosiphon stamineus Benth.) \8udiu [3] 9nns@nwnfiiiusnwuinansadaanue
oglured Lamiaceae wurhlUluuauieiBonsiusen  vuaauniigvissueyyadass [4-6] funisdniau [5-7]
Fesld fnduveuidniies sanRfeutiswy warsaLfy fuuzssongnuuin (8, 9] funisaiavasadenl
[1] fdassnananld Tudaaniz Sulh wagdsaansold  [10] fhuwvinu [4, 7, 10, 1] dudieretle [12] was

Snwlsanszinnglaaniveniau lsawumnu lsalade  dudsnmsiasyiulavesiuaiiiie [4, 5, 10] Tnvansdnay

sniau 1seuiv wazlsala Wudu (2] fnsdnen
sarUsznaumaaiinudlwgduansngu phenolic
compound laun nsalsaun3an (rosmarinic acid) 3’

fgrdnsndnine1tneuae nsalsaunitn uenaind
§4151897UN153LAT 1Y 9AUTENDUNILAR Y INg
NUIALLINININUNEIR9AUAIBITN AT NN
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WUURIUN [13, 14] wazrdslasuilnnsifiveainan
GHERRME NNE) wudesrussnaunaniifianetuy
aehaiitfodfnsedn uenanidedinsAnmmsldnge
Tsaun3dnlumsinunlugtaelsaiugiiusifionids (atopic
dermatitis) [16] wagdinsululglunsiuniseniau
fuilunlugiieiiuiniuggnia (seasonal allergic
rhinoconjunctivitis) [17] agnslsAnalulszinealnads
laildinsAnwinnuuanAsveeIRUTENEUNALALUD
weMUIARLIIINRUTIA 9Ty ﬁqﬁuﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂm
WisurisuUTunansalsansdnvesaisadnng
VIUINKUNT INUNAIUNVEMUINLIT 10 wned Tu 5
giinavesUseindalneg Ao mawmile n1AngTueen
Weanile Apnate nale waznianyiueen Aae3d
TAsunnsflLuuRIug wagdslasunlnnsWeesman
aussauzge iedudeyalunisifenuvasugnual
mnmLLmﬁ:ﬁ@mmwLLa3ﬁﬂ%mmmiﬁﬂﬁzﬁmmzaﬂu
s lulgmensunmdaely

WA NAUNISIY
Ns3BNAIaE19aNULNS
Freg1amamuaanuafiiuiiealuifieu
WoARN1EY 21N 10 wiauwizUan thanmnuis e
8 4lus awmﬁulﬂauﬁqmwgﬁ 50 29ALTADYE UU 5
Flus thliun uwdseudenzunsuues 80 arntuth
NV INUIALNILAY A2989ay 50 ATU LAY 70%
wuea Usuins 1,000 Jadans ﬁui’?ﬁqmugﬁﬁaq
Wunan 3 Ju ndunsesdienseaunses udath
Fregnafilalussmeiendvhazanuoansnewrses rotary
evaporator thansafiniiufigamgll -4 sswniwaldea
aunInagihluldanu

A1SNAFUAY Thin Layer Chromatography (TLC)

WHHASAN VIS IR INUELIIZUGN
A9 9 WAZAITHINIFIUNTALIANNSTEN azaiesiY
lenualrlANUNTURIpg 1A 10 Haansu/Aadans
ntunendeg1asuns 10 Tulasans asuuwsy
Tasuvns fluuuiaung (TLO) fiwdeudie silica gel

60 GF254 (Merck) wu1a 10 x 12 wufiwng 14igaia
wasufidu Ingdu tefiaas@ian waznsanesiin
(toluene: ethyl acetate: formic acid) Tugns1au 9:9:1
Ny TLC Wiigaandouiiindeuluangaibusiy
Uil solvent front dnkulasu AT Weonueli
Wi psRdeuNanIskenasnelauasdanslilean
fieuennay 254 uaz 366 wiluwns MNTURILI
WA R, YomaUaTataTiny

N15NAaaun 28 High Performance Liquid
Chromatography (HPLC)

LATIUAI0Y 19EITANANY 1M UIA LN
AILINTU 20 Hadnsu/dadans lueniuoa nTeeNu
membrane syringe filter ¥u1n 0.45 Tulpsiuns U3ues
fidn 20 lalasans Tpniawrdeudie 0.1% nsnvlesin
Tuth (0.19% formic acid in water: A) uazerdlalulnsd
(acetonitrile: B) ¥gAodNtLUY gradient program
wanainseit 1 Sinsziilagldiaies HPLC — DAD
system (Shi-madzu, Kyoto, Japan) l¥aeduil C18
(5 lulasiuns, 4.6 x 250 fadluns) gaungiiaedu 40
perwalioa snsinislua 1.0 adans/und [6] Auia
mUTINIRlsaun3in WeuivansavaleunsgIunse
Isann3fnlutnsanuidudu 50-800 lulasnsu/iaaans
SENUNANTIATITAUTINMNTalsaunsinludiegg
wg e lunilensusetindnuis 100 ndu
(¢/100g DW)

miwmaa‘ummgnﬁaaLLazm'mmi']L%ﬁﬂlﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁ
AA5129 (Method validation)
Asnaaeuadldudunse (Linearity)
ansavasuInIgIuNIAlannsin ANty 50,
100, 200, 400 way 800 lulasnsurediadans Usums
20 luTAsans As1esiaae HPLC ntuadiansav
UINIFIUTENINANUTLTUIDIENTAZAIBUINTFIUAY
Huildingm wasvnandulsyansanduiug (correlation

coefficient, R?)
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A58 1 IgnAnaBuTiLu gradient program

1381 (W9) B (%)
0.0-3.0 80
3.1-6.0 70

6.1 -11.0 60

11.1 - 14.0 55

14.1-19.0 5

19.1 - 24.0 5

24.1 - 28.0 2

28.1 - 30.0 0

N13UIAIAIINLL UL (Accuracy) Taudn
A13AEANUUINITTIUNIALTANNTEN ALLTNTY 50, 100
waz 400 lulasnsudedaddns USums 20 lulasdms
Baddes HPLC Tagvhnisdndr 3 adadunmmen
FRUaENIINSUALTDIANTALAIEUINITFIU (%recovery)

A1smaufissvesaiesile (Precision)
nagoulngunaIsazatsuInsgIunsalsansin
AULTNTY 100, 200 way 800 pg/ml USums 20
TalAsans Twns1eilag HPLC Tnevinnnsdndn 3 ade
ﬁm’ammﬂ'wmmLﬁaaﬁuadLﬂéaaﬁalugﬂ%q%’aaax
ﬂmﬁmmummgmﬁuﬁm‘ (%RSD) M1A1AULTIES
neluiu (intra-day precision) LagMIAIAILLTIE
5¥113193U (inter-day precision)

MsAnwImAIAT Nt udgafiann s
A51294L9 (Limit of detection, LOD) wagAANULUYL
Argafiarnnsasunldog1agndes (Limit of
quantitation, LOQ) TnefansanaInAu LT Uiy
BN T1AIUTENI N Y IUVDIATALANLNINTFIUAY
dryayausundu (S/N) i 3 waz 10 @y LOD waz
LOQ #1uaau

ASAATIZHNSEDA
nsSsuiisuUsununsalsaunsinueans

aﬁ’mmjmumLmqmmma'uwwﬂgﬂﬁ'Lmﬂm"mﬁ’u

3Lﬂswﬁ9’hamsmﬂ'wLa§auazdamﬁmmummgm

Tnwananldlun1simsigsifie One-way analysis of

U v o w

variance (ANOVA) fAnunseautiudgyn1eaia 0.05
NANISINY

ansanavieTUTBIIUIALTaR A 70%
LoVUea mmmnfiuwwﬂgjﬂﬁy’a 10 unasludszinelng
WU 10 fegns fdnuasdundiinna Sseu
Atu-gousnafudntes Tnouvdeifiuiinanandngs
fign (%Yield) fio Samiausdun3 sesasnde dmin
uaswIEN wazdamintdnanil lnedusunnsosasnanas
Winfiu Seway 13.12, 12.78 way 12.48 audnu Tuvae
flansatavienuna muInusnnuEINzUgndmia
Fea310 TUnantesiigafe Yeva 6.66 Lansdansng
72

NAN1SNAEBUR2Y Thin Layer Chromatography
MMTIATIEAENTAN AN TUNE AU w110
AIBEN LiBuivaIsuInsgIuNIalaunsin dlonsna
dounelisidansihlelaninnuenndy 254 wily
LIRS NULBUTULES ﬁﬁwLmﬁaﬁuaqmsmmgmmﬂha
w3ln (R Wiy 0.35) Turauefidumisdu q vesas
samlinuuauiiunasiinsstusumisuesnsalsau3an
nsdanafinnue1indy 366 wiluwng wui1ans
1NIFIUNIALTANSEN UﬁwﬂgLﬁuLmUﬁﬁwﬁu (R Wil
0.35) LLazmsaﬁwmwzﬁmmﬂLLmﬁLmuﬁﬂﬁmg
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M13199 2 Anwaued Wil LarTevaHANAAYRIETANAVENUNEIMUIALIIAINUMELN UGN TUANGTY

waadiun Anwuzdansana Ywinansafneu Souaznanan

(g) (%)
PIAUATUILN (a) fhnnaseu 6.39 12.78
Jandnauasugy (b) dhanaudu 4.73 9.46
JmInuATaITIA (0) Ahanau 3.40 6.80
Jmiadisesie (d) amnaudy 3.33 6.66
FariausTugs (e) Apaudy 6.56 13.12
Jadnvays () Anaudy 5.04 10.08
JminuATIEL (g) dnaseu 3.60 7.20
Jminelass (h) ahanagou 5.78 11.56
Jariadandl () ahanagou 6.24 12.48
Jmingzan () Annaseu 4.39 8.78

Favauliitiosndn 7 wau (rmdl 1) f R, gowmaufinen  wusnildnwasveslasuilnunsuiindrety Insfiad
IFanansatnneIu wansdensei 3 Retention time 12.50 W7 fdnwzaunasu wayan
ganduuainmeAduggn (A,_) winiu 329
NAN1SNAEaUA2Y High Performance Liquid uﬂumm(mwﬁ 2)%amaﬁuaﬁmmgmﬂm‘lsamﬁﬁﬂ
Chromatography WARIFINING 3
ARaN1sNAandlaTuilnnI i vnnan
amimuzqﬂmﬂéhasmmjmmml,mﬁa 10 wuaq

M50 3 dnwalrd uagen R veuauasiiwenlannasatagiiauinlagds TLC

wAUEIT Anwurdvsauans R,
1 Fuhidu (blue) 0.20
2 Fuhiu (blue) 0.35
3 A\ (green) 0.38
4 @ (light blue) 0.40
5 Auna (red) 0.50
6 dunsdy (red-orange) 0.60

7 dunsdy (red-orange) 0.70
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8.0 =

00 =

A 1 TLC chromatogram meldssddanslaleianiinnnuennndu 254 (A) uas 366 (B) wiluums
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MR TIERUTINNIAlTausinvesansane
METUNE VLIRS 10 wnaauwizdgn ddulvg
ganuunna1snueg NltedAgyn19adf (p<0.05)
TAYaN TN AN IUNE TMUIALNIINIITAUATUIBN]
USinaunsalsauniiingsiian wihiu 350,86 (Sevat 1.75)
sosaunfedwinvayiiian wiriu 319.93 lulasnsuw/
find8n5 (Fouar1.60) uazuvasfinuu3uiunsa

Tsausiin Yeufigadedminezan indu 81.16
lulasndu/fadans Govaz 0.41) agalsinu e
Wisuisuidusies fanudiarsadaneiung
RUINLLT IINNINTAUATEITIA JWITee518 Javdn
Usn3uys wazdamdauassvdun ludiaanuuansieiv
VAR uanadInsId 4

A19199 4 USunauiazsesavnIalsaunsinveswmevuinkianLaszUgniuansieiu

LR 9R29819

(ug/ml extracts)

J3ununsalsaunsin

$ppazvasdSuunsalsaunsun
(g/100g DW)

nTauATUILN ()
JaminuasUgy (b)
Jandinunsanssa (0
JWineesY (d)
FIAUTIRUGT (e)
Jainvays (f)
JrTauassaN (g)
Jminelass (h)
Jawindaadl (i)

Jrinezan ()

350.86 + 0.06000 °
157.69 + 0.00882 °
238.60 + 0.00333°
199.96 + 0.17000 ¢
225.42 + 0.01856 “©
319.93 + 0.00577
207.58 + 0.00577 *©
103.41 + 0.00333 ¢
261.41 + 0.00577 "
81.16 + 0.00000 '

1.75
0.79
1.19
1.00
1.13
1.60
1.04
0.52
1.31
0.41

*Monysaneiy LanatadianuunnseegeiitedAgnieads (p<0.05)

HansMadaUANgNaLazaLTefioldvas3s
N1531A312% (Method validation)
nan1sadouauduldunse (Linearity)
wanslifuinfidnuasdia Togldaunsdunse fe
y = 19668 — 616706 wazAduUsTAVSanduing (R)
Wiy 0.9997 wanssan il 4
N1SNAABUNIAIAIINYNADIVBIITIATIEY
(Accuracy) Inenfnansazaeanasgunsalsauniand
nsrvaududuasluludes 1ang 1mulIanug
WAIAUIUNAN Yrecovery HAWINAU 99.74 - 108.02 %

AINHANITNARBILEAITIIDNITILATIENAINA 1D
fanugnifesgemannasifisensuld (Fevay 90-110)
HanIsNAdeUAI LY us1veLASaile
(Precision) Wu11 intra-day precision &A1 %RSD iy
0.1 - 1.9 @ inter-day precision &A1 %RSD LU
0.3 — 0.6 IINHANITNARDILEAIITIBNITAATIEIRING T
fianuusdudimunasineensuls (%RSD tounin 2)
mamimﬂ'wmmLﬁuﬁu@?wqmﬁmmiﬂ%mswﬁ
16 (LOD) wazermududusgniarusagueile
ag19gnAed (LOQ) Wud1en LOD uax LOQ wiriu 0.06
waz 0.17 lulasniu/Aadans mussu wanadennsnad 5
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2x10" =
Y = 19668*X - 616706
R = 09997

210"
=)
<
K o
o
g
2 1x10"
()
hel
fa
=
©
3 J
©

5x10° ]

0 T T T T T T 1
0 200 400 600 800

concentration (ug/ml)

Ml 4 N5MNINTFINENTATAELIRTEIUNSALTANIS TN

A3 5 HANINAADUALYNABIYEIIBN1TIATIEY (method validation) nsalsausinluansatiangmuinus

Validation parameter Rosmarinic acid
Linearity
linear regression equation y = 19668x — 616706
R’ 0.9997

Accuracy (Y%recovery)

50 pg/ml 108.02
100 pg/ml 103.80
400 pg/ml 99.74

Precision (%RSD)

intra-day 0.1-1.9

inter-day 0.3-0.6
Specificity

A (nm) 329

retention time (min) 12.50
Sensitivity

LOD (ug/ml) 0.06

LOQ (ug/ml) 0.17
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aAUsBuaraTUNANTIVY
PnmsAnwileinseiUSinansalsan3in
mnmaaﬁwmwzﬁmmmu,mmﬂLméuwwﬂ@jﬂﬁ
ansiuludsemdlng wazainasmemviavaty 70%
LOVINUDA WUIENTARAREI UG IMUIALINTSoUazT0Y
Handnagluyasening 6.66-13.12 Faaonmdosiuns
fAnw1ea Suhaimi wavmmy (8] AidnsAnwinisads
VGIMINLLEE T0% enueasiufunisldrdudes
mufige wuUinamsataverungmuinunegly
%39 5-10%
HAN15ILATIZANLATUNINAT L UURIUN
wudansaasgunsalsansin den R whiu 0.35 uae
lennaevaisatang muanwuinielduas
Sansliletananuenandu 366 wiluwns wuinduay
asanun 7 wau Tnenan1svadeuesansatang
WUIRLLIN 10 wnas Ureriinsalsaursindu
asfUszneumaadl ewnuauans fien R uaziidnse
fluansunsgunIalsausiin dennaediun1sAnwIves
Kartini wazgaag [13] lavihnsAnwvmegeuaisanialu
YOI INUINLLL (Orthosiphon aristatus) 31n 11
e Tudulatiide #2875 Thin Layer Chromatography
(TLO) wudn dlen R wirriu 0.20-0.30 Faflawinustavan
wazsngdnunzsesiuiansihiiolasnlnnsfiuuy
HIUNAR18AGIAY uaﬂmﬂﬁﬁﬂaamé’mﬁu%gah
Thai Herbal Pharmacopoeia U 2021 finuuauans
dhRutaay deiisufuansunasgiunsalsauniin
flf1 R Wiy 0.30-0.37 1neld Mobile Phase szuy
Weniu [1] wasdlowSeudisuansaaveg w7
wraamnzUgn laun daminuasuien Jwiauasusy
JarinuAsadssd Jminusuys Jwminvays Jmia
unsT AN uazdariatami unngiuuauansiiitu
Fonau uaneiunliufifivsnansalsauiinunnnin
an 3 unaannzUgnde Jmindiesse Jaminelass uag
Jimdaszan Ausnguovansliddaau Seaiasingn
F08199NUNaRINa JUsanunsalsanisiatoy
FaaonndostunanIsinsziie HPLC

PNMINAFDUMIBITIATUNINNT I HUBINA?
ausTaULgs (HPLO) wiazuvasiidnuazlasunlnunsy
witeuitu waduildnsmuansnaiy wandidiuimgh
WnLIILAazuva i usuaesdUsyneunuadli
uane1eiu Iaglunisiasigilsunansalsaunsdn
NUMENTIAKIRTNYS 10 wvdeliUSinainselsausin
9ej5eMINg 0.41-1.75 ¢/100 g DW Tsaonadoafunis
Anwlulsuinmdulaiidefiadang muiawuidae
WYNUDAN 9 Uad WUUTHUNIALIANNT TN BgsEnIng
0.19-2.60 /100 g DW [15] Tunnsdnwrilnumein
wALLILMAITUTInsalsaun3inundign Ae
Jmiaunsunen uazuvasiiiUiunasiosiian ie damin
gran Jauansstuegrsiiduddynieadi (p<0.05)
PInMIAneTiunUIUSINaesEUsEneunaadl
yosiivaulnsluusiasiuifamuunndetu osn
AURIU @nINnioIne Usinauludilasu sauvie
annzuaiuan [13] uenaniteafinananeius oy
gosfiy raanluniafu wazdededudunden
3w 9161 [15] warannsAne Shekarchi [18] A1z
Uinunsalsaun3inlufivayulnsdu o 29 aeiug
Twaed Labiatae wuiniuSunausaus 0.00 - 5.85 ¢/100
¢ DW Fafinnuunnsnsiuegnafituddymsada

“Lumiﬁﬂmﬂ%&ﬁﬁmimaaummgﬂﬁmLLaz
anutdetioveitiinseiUiinuasddiemain
HPLC wudﬁ%‘imiwﬁﬁﬁmmgﬂﬁamasmL%aﬁa
ogluinausifeensuld aanasiunsgIuves ICH [19]
wuinAanandudunse fivaseududy 50 - 800
lalasnsu/fadans den R? winfu 0.9997 @1 LOD uay
LOQ Wi 0.06 tag 0.17 lulasniu/dladans auaeu
wazdiofmsei intra-day precision &g inter-day
precision (%RSD 111U 0.1 - 1.9 uaz 0.3 — 0.6
Audwu) agluinaeisnnsgiu %RSD deend 2 du
%recovery HAWYINAU Sovay 99.74 — 108.02 %ﬂag”[,u
inauaifigeusuls (90-110%) 91nn5AAT 129 Retention
time dnwaizvetAlnndy wazd A wesiin wud
AsafiuansIIRsEIUNIALaun3in lnedl Retention time
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wihiiu 12,50 w1l wagdidn A iy 329 iluwins
Faaonndosfunsaneves Heradi wavAniy [15] uay
Lau wag Chua [20] #iléSnseimusuamensa
Tsaunstinluansanavamuinuu lagly RP-HPLC vila
Gradient elution WuivIsAemesiiiiienugnios way
aanidede warlul 2019 MsAnwwes Guo wazans
[21] la@nw1das1zvinsa Usenauniaaiilunan
i lagldislasunlnnsilveamaiaussaugge
wuUlAYLazuNaaiUnlnsum3 nuInlesausenauni
il loun nsafluedn 26 wfia Wanlauews 11 ada
lawesiiuesn 6 viin nsnladu 4 ¥da wavunudluu
5 %iin uennifmussdusznoumaadiinniigade
nsalsanisin
nsAneATelfunsisuiieulsinanse
Iiam%ﬁﬂmmmiaﬁ’mmﬁmumLmemma'wqﬂﬁ'
unneinaiy Aaedslasunlnnsiiveavalaussauses
(HPLO) Fawaannmsfnuiinnudfayduegrannly
aunsansisagy dviuliidugiudeyauaziuims
”LumiLﬁaﬂ%amajmumLmemma'uwwﬂqﬂﬁ
wuUsuunsalsausinaiuinasiusy Thai herbal
phamacopoeia @ognamungan wothluimundy
AR ST euTNTILNTE MWIAWLY et T4l
MINsuNdLaassasialy

AnAnssuUsENA
nsfnwildsunsaduayisean i
windunulng AugNINeINIsSITUIR UN1Inede
walulagsyuenadaiy Inenvnanauns Jamin
AnauAs kazNgUUVaNansNsEmgUNUlne Ine1de
NsaEnssauguaTUss Jamdnfivalan AusansITMEaY
waganiyenans an1unsEUIUTIYYUN

GHELELRNGR
1. Department of Medical Sciences, Ministry of
Public Health. Thai Herbal Pharmacopoeia 2021.

Bangkok: The Agricultural Co-operative
Federation of Thailand, Ltd; 2021.

Tabana YM, Al-Suede FS, Ahamed MB, Dahham
SS, Hassan LE, Khalilpour S, et al. Cat’s whiskers
(Orthosiphon stamineus) tea modulates arthritis
pathogenesis via the angiogenesis and
inflammatory cascade. BMC Complement Altern
Med 2016;16(1):480.

Chua LS, Lau CH, Chew CY, Ismail NIM,
Soontorngun N. Phytochemical profile of
Orthosiphon aristatus extracts after storage:
Rosmarinic acid and other caffeic acid derivatives.
Phytomedicine 2018;39:49-55.

Ashraf K, Halim H, Lim SM, Ramasamy K, Sultan
S. In vitro antioxidant, antimicrobial and
antiproliferative studies of four different extracts
of Orthosiphon stamineus, Gynura procumbens
and Ficus deltoidea. Saudi J Biol Sci 2020;27(1):
417-32.

Alshawsh MA, Abdulla MA, Ismail S, Amin ZA,
Qader SW, Hadi HA, et al. Free radical scavenging,
antimicrobial and immunomodulatory activities
of Orthosiphon stamineus. Molecules
2012;17(5):5385-95.

Hsu CL, Hong BH, Yu YS, Yen GC. Antioxidant
and anti-inflammatory effects of Orthosiphon
aristatus and its bioactive compounds. J Agric
Food Chem 2010;58(4):2150-6.

Wang Q, Wang J, Li N, Liu J, Zhou J, Zhuang P,
et al. A Systematic Review of Orthosiphon
stamineus Benth. in the Treatment of Diabetes
and Its Complications. Molecules 2022;27(2):444.
Suhaimi SH, Hasham R, Hafiz Idris MK, Ismail HF,
Mohd Ariffin NH, Abdul Majid FA. Optimization

of Ultrasound-Assisted Extraction Conditions



UA 8 auun 2 NsNAU - SUOAU 2565

2. ong. InAlU. FIBaoinauwsinasa 91

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Followed by Solid Phase Extraction Fractionation
from Orthosiphon stamineus Benth (Lamiace)
Leaves for Antiproliferative Effect on Prostate
Cancer Cells. Molecules 2019;24(22):4183.
Batubara I, Komariah K, Sandrawati A, Nurcholis
W. Genotype selection for phytochemical
content and pharmacological activities in
ethanol extracts of fifteen types of Orthosiphon
aristatus (Blume) Mig. leaves using chemometric
analysis. Sci Rep 2020;10(1):1-11.
Ameer OZ, Salman IM, Asmawi MZ, Ibraheem
Z0, Yam MF. Orthosiphon stamineus: traditional
uses, phytochemistry, pharmacology, and
toxicology. J Med Food 2012;15(8):678-90.
Lokman EF, Saparuddin F, Muhammad H, Omar
MH, Zulkapli A. Orthosiphon stamineus as a
potential antidiabetic drug in maternal
hyperglycemia in streptozotocin-induced
diabetic rats. Integr Med Res 2019;8(3):173-9.
Dubois M, Bailly F, Mbemba G, Mouscadet J-F,
Debyser Z, Witvrouw M, et al. Reaction of
rosmarinic acid with nitrite ions in acidic
conditions: discovery of nitro-and
dinitrorosmarinic acids as new anti-HIV-1
agents. J Med Chem 2008;51(8):2575-9.
Kartini K, Jayani NIE, Hadiyat MA, Avanti C. Thin
Layer Chromatography Fingerprinting and
Clustering of Orthosiphon stamineus Benth.
from Different Origins. Pharmacogn J
2020;12(1):1683-91.
Hashim S, Beh HK, Hamil MS, Ismail Z, Majid
AM.
Chromatography Method Development,

High-performance Thin-layer

Validation, and Simultaneous Quantification of

Four Compounds Identified in Standardized

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Extracts of Orthosiphon stamineus.
Pharmacognosy Res 2016;8(4):238-43.
Hernadi E, Rohaeti E, Rafi M, Wahyuni WT, Putri
SP, Fukusaki E. HPLC fingerprinting coupled
with linear discriminant analysis for the
detection of adulteration in Orthosiphon
aristatus. J Lig Chromatogr Rel Technol
2019;42(15-16):513-20.

Lee J, Jung E, Koh J, Kim YS, Park D. Effect of
rosmarinic acid on atopic dermatitis. J Dermatol
2008;35(12):768-71.

Osakabe N, Takano H, Sanbongi C, Yasuda A,
Yanagisawa R, Inoue K, et al. Anti-inflammatory
and anti-allergic effect of rosmarinic acid (RA);
inhibition of seasonal allergic rhinoconjunctivitis
(SAR) and its mechanism. Biofactors 2004;21(1-
4).127-31.

Shekarchi M, Hajimehdipoor H, Saeidnia S,
Gohari AR, Hamedani MP. Comparative study
of rosmarinic acid content in some plants of
Labiatae family. Pharmacogn Mag 2012;8(29):37-
41.

Guideline IHT. Validation of analytical
procedures: text and methodology. Q2 (R1)
2005;1(20):05.

Lau CH, Chua LS. Solvation Free Energy
Simulation for Rosmarinic Acid Extraction from
Orthosiphon stamineus. Methods Protoc
2019;2(3):64.

Guo Z, Liang X, Xie Y. Qualitative and
quantitative analysis on the chemical
constituents in Orthosiphon stamineus Benth.
using ultra high-performance liquid
chromatography coupled with electrospray
ionization tandem mass spectrometry. J Pharm

Biomed Anal 2019;164:135-47.



