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Abstract

Limnophila plants show numerous medicinal applications in the traditional system. The plants are reported to
exhibit significant antimicrobial activity. The present study was carried out to investigate phytochemical compositions and
antibacterial activities of Limnophila rugosa (Roth) Merr. Methanol, ethanol and water crude extracts of L. rugosa leaves
were evaluated for total phenolic contents, flavonoid, B-carotene and lycopene. The study revealed that the alcoholic
extracts obtained significantly higher total phenolic contents, flavonoid, B-carotene and lycopene than distilled water
extracts. Aqueous and alcoholic extracts were investigated for antibacterial activity by agar well diffusion method against
Staphylococcus aureus, Escherichia coli, Bacillus subtilis and Vibrio cholerae. All strains showed similar sensitivity of agueous
and alcoholic extracts of L. rugosa leaves with clear zone area about 0.7+0.00-1.4+0.71 cm. However, it was founded that
ethanol crude extract of the plant had high tendency to inhibitory against S. aureus with MIC and MBC value of 12.5 and

100 mg/ml, respectively. The extract was found to effective against gram positive and gram negative bacteria. It can be
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developed for using as an alternative treatment of infections and encourage the local plant for more benefits.

Keywords: Limnophila rugosa, phytochemicals, antibacterial activity
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Limnophila (33 Scrophulariaceae) tnanawiazAufiinnmumanedn pond-loving Ssuansliiifiufanisdsegluaning
wndeuiifth fidluana Limnophila nuldluieidens Susenidedld uewin uavesmnsids luvssimdlvenvatewus L. rugosa
(Roth) Merr. fialngdn 511 fdetuilosmuiiosiiusneg fo dnnszlau nszoon unee s dnvzosy uaznuar (Fows ying,
2551) fiysminduliduaniideary Ao Marshweed fenvilnaliuinan Snismzveeius uarsmherunaeduinasugia
yianilwesury sthilasmammsayulnse vasuduiaume wile vou wiuvthen sduldduudi wenunanwos druvasly
Fetullaany uiedariendle ufuuniiondusnduay Srduazihihdunenssve Mnmenuneumihwuiitluana Limnophila
Uszana 40 ¥lia fnsAnwesdusznaumaaiiuazindainewuin a15afnain L racemosa waw L. indica anunsadussnisiadey
YRILUATILIY Xanthomonas campestris Wag X. malvacearum 1] (Dubey et al., 2002) ﬁﬂﬁu%amsmsﬁnﬂ L. conferta @111358
&u Eq?ﬁl,%a Staphylococcus aureus, Escherichia coli e ¢ Pseudomonas aeruginosa 16 (Reddy et al., 1991) @21 L. rugosa il
srenuannsadudauie Salmonella typhi wazidasly (Kapil et al., 1983) wona Nty Suksamram uazAn (2003) Smuans
nevadensin (5,7-dihydroxy-6,8,4'-trimethoxyflavone) tag isothymusin (6,7-dimethoxy-5,8,4'- trihydroxy- flavone) ainaisann
L. geoffrayi %aﬁamﬁmumié’mmia%a@aix EJsJ"laiiﬁmmmu"?é’]’aﬂ%ﬂﬁa}w‘hmﬁmesﬁaaﬁﬂizﬂawamﬁwqrwmﬂﬁ NETANN
fias1i L. rugosa Anwaudinmsdedudouuafienelsaluuyud suonaanudutudiaadannsadudinaaigueate
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(Minimal inhibitory concentration; MIC) wazeiude (Minimal bactericidal concentration; MBC) ¢ %ﬂﬁﬂﬁ;ﬁ’ugﬂuuwﬁiﬂﬂﬁﬂ
Huthufuanntu wszmildnnuUasafodosasivaineneuuauarasiaiaug mamsinens siuduiisiosdufiviatu
vilamnidunaiuusasdagiunulugusuduiuntgniiu ez Huomsitauemdarunisuasiasmenmae angf
Hoyaiesiuinlimsuisihiasmaumaayulng lnenaanmsidodesqrimedinmeesensatnunfiesifiunntuasaduayu
osfanudingitiyyviesiusasyinlviisiuthuduiisangminnldusslovinntusazenaimunsiufumelulafasielu vihlhan

Dundnsausisssufndnueanle

gunsaluazIsns
msaseNasannInlunydgi v 1aza188unsy
Audhegnefimamianiiuil eades a.amugiond mnduihiamzdnlundsvhenuavenauas i Fuduiugdng eu
Iuisflgamgd 50 esmueaiea Wusvozina 2 u fedeuanuiu wavihllusasndoadeniasiy fedrefiiunseuuazun
W Azgnaindieiniazate 3 via Levuea Wnuea waztndu Fashegrsitunudildadluriagruyauin 250 faddng Usuna
25 n¥udevan ntuinfTharatsusazelaluuiiing 100 faddns tiludiadouuen A 200 seudeund figungiivies
Juszesinan 3 5u Wd1hunsoedIuueaInenaInnIn fmefne1Iuie thatsadails Wiadesssmedinasais (rotary
evaporator) ttevhmsuendwhazaneeenlagldanmgiinsseme 45 ssnwadua axldansluguuvuansadaney
neagdnuzAussnauvesansadaiildluuasduiazats Sufindwinuis wesdndnlefiuduanandliannisar
(Phrompittayarat et al, 2007) AMNFATAUIN il

Wositudnandnnlaainnisania (%) = [Wvinaisataiils / divindegawiasudu] x 100
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nN153AsIeUsuIaia1sNuednsau (Total phenolic compounds)

97198901035N19V04 Singleton wagAmz (1999) Av Uansain 1 Jadans nausauiu Folin Ciocalteu reagent Usuns 1
fladdns welidniu feidld 3 unit 9rntuinansazane sodium carbonate (20%) Usu1ms 1 adans UuuSunnsdeiingu
Usannide Tl 10 Sedaes Wiulilufiiauu 1 99l wenduteg Weasunathlufamnisgandusasiienuemadu 725 wly
Wwng ANUSHIETS phenolic 919899MNN5 MR35 IUVBY gallic acid (GAL) TnawansUSualunuls Tadniuves gallic acid se
NTUYDIANTANA (Mg GAE/g extract)
msaaszivsurnailaueed (Flavonoid determination)

£1999A1335n15U84 Chang kagamy (2002) Wansanauiunng 250 lulasdng neufuingu 1.25 fadansuay 5% NaNO,
Usuns 75 Tulasang wehlhdniu daiiald 5 undl arnthuivansavans ACLH,0 Usuas 150 lulasans wesldidniu aandurinis
N304 fioN WAL NaOH 1 M U311as 500 lailasans waztnduuiung 275 lulasans welidniu agldansasaneiiidsuy wdiluda
Amsgandunasiienueneau 510 yiluwes Auwaviamswailiuess $1983ann5mlinsgILes quercetin (QU) Tneuans
Ysunadluniae fiadniuves QU siansuvedansann
msaaszvidsuranudualsiuuazlalatiy 'P-carotene and lycopene determination)

91999M10IDN15909 Nagata Wag Yamashita (1992) e azatumsansana 100 Jaansuluaisazatunan acetone-hexane
(4:6) V31193 10 faddns lwerunu 1wl 91ndunsesiionszans Whatman was 4 thlufarinsgandunasiiannueiadu 453,
505 ey 663 UIlULLAT ﬁnﬂﬁ?uﬁ’lblﬂﬁ’lmmﬁmm f-carotene Wag lycopene #13gn3 Ao

B-carotene (mg/100 ml) = 0.216 (Agg3) - 0.304 (Asgs) + 0.452 (Agss)
lycopene (mg/100 ml) = 0.0458 (Aggs) + 0.372 (Asys) + 0.0806 (Ays3)

A fiB AINIRANGLLEN
n')smaaumu?wmﬁw%zﬁya S. aureus, B. subtilis, E. coli 4az V. cholerae A28/35 agar well diffusion

Faulatanisn1sues Rauha wazAmy (2000) nzidswuaiiioudazeiaiildunanaanduiseinermansuasmalulad

|
o

wisUszielveluemsidesdeuiia Nutrient broth (NB) 1weA135350U 200 seumewd 1uian 24 43lus figamgfl 37 eaen

s 1

Wwaled 91nuuLLuANBeMaeaRUsSulsaaeliifiguwindu McFarland No.0.5 (1.5 x 10° .wadrelaaans) walnaslinivu

¥
~ =

o1msAsNTevia Nutrient agar (NA) ¥in1sianemquaniadukiugudnats 8 fiadums vuoims NA fifldeuuniiGeinaaouinde
Vud duansadnasilnseududu 1 fednusedadans Usuins 100 lilasins adlumqu vudsadefigumgl 37 esrisaides
Huan 24 Halus mﬂﬁy’ué’dLﬂmmamié"ué’?ﬂL%@ImaimLﬁumu@uéﬂmwamﬂaﬁLﬁmsﬁu yNIVnaes 3 91
n1swadeumAAIdugaiiannsadudininatyveuds (MIC) #2635 Broth dilution technique UazAIIITNTUHIGN
figansagindals (MBC) 42658 Agar dilution technique

FinLUag1nI5n13ue9 Pojananukit kaz Kajomcheappunngam (2010) n1snageaunial MIC suau%ya S. aureus, B. subtilis,
E. coli uaz V. cholerae vasansafinanniias i iuduivaoamnass deinunisanifosiuau 10 viaen Mn1sgeemisivad NB 1d
aslunasail 2-10 vaonaz 1 Jadans udgransadaiidiosnsAnwaslunasadl 1 uway 2 vaonas 1 Jaddns Giamnﬁ?uammﬂwaam
7l 2 $11u 1 edans ldadluvaend 3 vhavhuesaferiuilluaumaoni o dmsuvased 9 Wonauansatauazomnsidsadedn
fuldRudagransavatofisll 1 Gaddns dauvaendi 10 axfiwiormadsndeiiesesaferlifiansartn 348y positive control
MnduimdeuuaiFoiifesnmsmaauiiviuuiinadeudadvlunnvaen viaenay 1 fadans ud diluunilguugd 37 ese
walda unan 16-18 2l n1seusanIT MIC 11)7?7&mmmmeq'wuaaL%aﬁLﬁmeﬁuiuLL@iawaam wWisuWiguriu positive control

21nA MIC @315a1u1ma1 MBC 16l I@aﬂmaamﬁlﬁﬁmwmjumﬂmwmaaumm MIC Tmuazinde (Spread plate) a9
Yue s NA U3ums 100 Tulasans mnududuvesansainfianinsasideldesdunmlinunisiasauentewuaiidouuaiuenms
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N15UsBIUNANINTDR

Wisuisuaadeuesiiedslagldisuesiunau (Duncan's new Multiple Range Test : DMRT) fsgautisdAgynisaia
0.05 sglusunsudnsagy SPSS

NA LAZISUNANITNAADS

mﬂmiaﬁ’mmiﬁﬁmmﬂiviwﬁwﬁwﬁ’aﬁwazmﬂ 3 9l lALA WTUea LYNLeA LAY NUIENYAEIINIENTNTRS
ansafaveuildanirharatsmiusanavionusaiidiendunawiln druasataneviildaninduiiddhanaduwazia
Tnwansataanlusidoumuenifesasvesansanaiildunniian Ao 15.25:0.76 Wosidust sosaan fo asafaainlusthieie
yupauaztndu 18un 12.2542.35 uay 11.48+2.21 wWaesidus audisu fuanslu Table 1

thansatnlusiiiiatndesshazaiena 3 winundinseiusunaasUseneuiivednsionua Iagds Folin- Ciocalteu
Colorimetric Method Lipuffuansunnsgiunsaunadn wuin ansafaneulusnidedsharaisiuniueaiazionueaiiuiing
miUszﬂa‘u?\luaﬁﬂﬁgwmanﬂﬁqﬂiﬂﬁlﬁmﬁu HAWYINAU 235.25+12.42 mg GAE/g extract Wag 225.95+12.52 mg GAE/g extract
A1uEETU Arudaearsaialusidngaedindu fA1AY 103.85+21.29 mg GAE/g extract fauansly Table 2 lnsdiulng

v
a =

asusznounusdnavazanslarlufnihazanedunisidanmings azansladntiesluiuazazaraslafituilogumniigeu (Walter
and Purcell, 1979) Wethasafaiilduninnegivimamaliueed 1as35 Colorimetric Aluminum Chloride Method Ligufiuans
LINTFINAIDTTNU WU miaﬁ’mLfmmaamaﬂwﬁwﬁﬂ%mmeaﬂ’JuaamMﬂﬁejm (94.17+2.37 mg/g extract) 7998911 Ao @15anin
FeAvinazaleIUea (85.17+4.09 mg/g extract) waztndy (8.30+0.31 mg/g extract) AMUAINU I1NNITANINUIN Fiavinazane
Alunsatmdushulsiiddey wszanansaduifmnUSinaesasussneuiiueaniiatmldanlusmni fasvhazanedunisi
Fonfiansan 3 vl Téud wmiuea tevuea uazihndu iusvhagan giifonthunlflunsafnansuiniian Tnedvinazarsum
usauazienuealdinuAdeifeulfunnfigelunsatinaisusznoufiuednaindegsnamgnuaans (Hayouni et al., 2007; Pinelo
et al., 2005; Mazandarani et al., 2012) upnanasUsENoUNURANLAY WaﬂwaaﬁuﬁamiﬂdmLmiiﬁuaaﬁé‘fﬂLﬂumiwqwmﬁﬁ
IFsueualafuegannlutiagiu Snsnuhasnguualsfivesdiduasiueuyadasy annsndelnensiiuszuugiiduiuly

q

$raneesywd (Mohamed et al., 2003) tuduelsiuuazlalafuduaslundguualsiiuosd Suduasisiuvesinifiue funum
ddylumsinmguninuasssisanniizmsinide Jesfulwadannnsgnesndindunazananudssannsiinlsaugise (Rosati et
al., 2000; Kong et al., 2010) MnMTIAsRUTIasuiualsiiusaslaladuluasatinuer vlusith wui arsafinneuiildannd
vhazanslemusauazmueaiUinanuiualsiusarlalefugannniasatalusmidldindudusvhazae sl deswnan
Araditanesivhazanefiunndrsiu Tnsdndanmiagsganudsimusauazieniuea uansiiluedn Wwatlauess wiualsfiu
wazlaladuilanmdrlndidssfuiumiueauasieniuea Mdummusauazioniueaiadufihazareildlunsadalusduie
asaeuUSinuan g nualilid feaenadesiumuideves Sati wazane (2013) ivhnsnaasdagadiaasanluudefie Seliiua
vosvhavareluvueadieniu Tnsmlumsasmduduneuddyiesyinlilfindsansesngrimedanmanitvuazausneg vesite
U3 asduszneuLazAnuuiqvisvesamsoanguiiildinnsatatutueg fulssaiwiednuasanigniaeisuia nmdaves
aseengVENINTIn Suuvesierns uazanzuieiinisada Wy vinvesihazas nan gumgil ArenIuAsTUNILANe Tu
Fumeunsara [Hus
iernasgnuaiimnansusznevituednuazrialiuesdluiiwnansviadgrdlumsiufinsaiadivinveatouuaiise
(Sukumaran et al., 2011; Bhargava et al., 2012; Jain et al., 2012) Fati ?jw‘hmiﬁﬂmauﬁﬁma&huuﬁameﬁﬁaddiﬂiuwwé
yasansanalustn Inemaaeumusinnduds (inhibition zone) §e3a agar well diffusion vagoufuie 4 ¥ila leud S. aureus, E.
coli, B. subtilis uag V. cholerae wuin ansafinannia 3 fviavaneiimnuanunsalunissudadonuniise ldmunsuuinuasunsuay

Tnedianusnandalndifssiulsznia 1 wuiwes uadadoundn streptomycin 1autdudy 100 lulasniunaiadans (positive
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control) fauanslu Table 3 Wovhnismaaeumenaudutumgafianunsadudimasigueadold (M) wuh asafnanlusih
feivaraneievusaiuwiltufiazdudade S. aureus I8ATian Smanududuiaasinty 12,5 me/ml sesawn fe a1sataain
fviazansmuea fmaadidiunaninty 25 me/ml a'aumiwmaaummmmLﬁwﬁuﬁﬂqmﬁa’lu’ﬁaﬁ%%aié’ (MBC) wui @15
afaneuanlundmndniarasansoande S. aureus Wfinranduduiign 100 me/ml fauanslu Table 4 aonadasiy
iAfeves Saun (2547) Fefnvinavesiivayulwsiiutg 9 via fuuatadeswhazaisiaiag lHur dndu wuea way
wivuea nui ansatnasulnsiiliiemusafiuivinazansaslvinaiian
PnmsAnemavesluT it anatinsesvihazaresne Wud wuea wenuea wasindu wui arsatnnenuiilaiid
wazaruniiafunnisifudeaiuegiuausinisidavesivinararsmaiinduasiinadearsadinild Inslusihiladade wmiuea
uazienueaannsaazatsdoonulduinninindu Wefinrsunandenuin avsatnainuniuealinandngegn annsnw
arsngnwall nud wnueakaslomusaiinannsalunisateasddyainlunildlndiAsstu esnnumiueaiduda
avaneiitivszavsamlunmsararenirann dunnldlunsatnosdussnevdfgyiifduasdildvhazarseuledluiinduietu
lovnuea uadenlfleniusamnniunsiznagnniuasiufiviesnin iemusadadudwhazarefifuiniiniullunisazas
wnnithueesdignslunissufinanasydulnvesgdunidldsne Wethinataasazannsnssvelendihazaweenldieniy
ih (Useiasg, 2528) dessudisumnuduiusssniuSinaa g nueaiifiinuifugnssud atouuaiidenuiiiuuldululuma
Featufefansatalusiivsiafiuedn sarluosd winualsiuuaslaladuuiinasnasiigrdlunistudatogedemuriu v
Lﬂ‘jaw’]ﬂﬁﬁiﬂixﬂ@‘lﬁ\l‘uaaﬂﬁ’llﬂiﬂgUéﬁL%@@ﬁu%%éﬁ@Iﬁﬂ‘lﬁ (Esekhiagbe et al., 2009; Sengul et al., 2009) finalnlun1syinananis
wadveanuaiiFovianeidevulalanatadu (cytoplasmic membrane) wagifavulaaduadlusiu (membrane protein) (Hayriye
and Melissa, 2015) dhuanslunguailuessuasainannsofigriiesuiueufiususdudadewuaii3eld (Liu et al., 2000;
Sato et al., 2004) agalsAinu am‘iﬁaimmiﬁl,ﬁudﬂm’nfﬁawLﬂmma'waqmiaaﬂqwéﬁﬁmmmmiaiumisj”uégﬂL%yafiaiiﬂiu

wyudld ety o1afiaudululdgefiasinlusniwdssandldluiuens Inswns wdunssy wagmensunmeg

dyuna

Favhavanetia 3 ¥l flo wniuea tleniuea wavihndu Sauaansalunsatnaiseengrdaniusiile Tneansatnan
louBAkaziueaianTUsznautuedn Watliuess wiualsiiu uarlalatunnniasatalusihamiingy devhasadad
WumpaeugnslunssudsmaasyivTnvendeuvafiFedelseluuyud wuth arsafaainit 3 dvhavanefiauanusaluns
fudatouuafiGeldtunsuuinuasinsuay Wevhnsmeaeumeanududumaniianunsodudininaiguesdeld wul ansadn
nlusmdeslemueaiiuuliuiivsdudade s aureus ldafian frranududuviniy 12,5 mg/ml dunismageumiaiaaia

Wutumgaitauisesndeld wuin ansadnanlusnhmndwiazaieaiusesnie S. aureus laiAnududu 100 me/ml
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Table 1 Characteristics and % yield of crude extract in different solvents.

Solvents characteristics of extracts % yield dry weight
Methanol dark green, sticky 15.25+0.76°
Ethanol dark green, sticky 12.25+2.35°
Distilled water dark brown, sticky 11.48+2.21°

* Means with different letters within the same column are significantly different (P<0.05)

Each value is expressed as Mean + S.D. (n=3)
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Table 2 Total phenolic, flavonoid, B—carotene and lycopene contents of crude extracts from L. rugosa leaves.

Total phenolics Total flavonoids B-carotene lycopene
Extract
(mg GAE/g extract)  (mg Qu/g extract) (mg/g extract) (mg/g extract)
Methanol 235.25+12.42° 85.17+4.09° 5.943+0.19° 4.017+0.16°
Ethanol 225.95+12.52° 94.17+2.37° 11.408+0.95° 5.67+0.22°
Distilled water 103.85+21.29° 8.30+0.31° 0.006+0.01° 0.012+0.004¢

¥ Means with different letters within the same column are significantly different (P<0.05)

Each value is expressed as Mean + S.D. (n=3)

Table 3 Antibacterial activity of crude extracts from L. rugosa leaves.

Inhibition zone (cm)

Extract S. aureus E. coli B. subtilis V. cholerae
Methanol 1.10+0.20 1.40+0.71 0.95+0.35 0.90+0.11
Ethanol 1.10+0.00 0.97+0.12 1.00+0.28 0.86+0.04
Distilled water 0.80+0.17 0.85+0.07 0.70+0.00 0.70+0.06
Streptomycin 3.60+0.17 2.60+0.44 4.13+0.40 3.58+0.39
95% Ethanol NA NA NA NA

NA = No activity

Table 4 The minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) and minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC) of L. rugosa crude

extracts against tested organisms.

MIC/MBC (mg/ml)

Extract
S. aureus E. coli B. subtilis V. cholerae
Methanol 25/100 50/100 100/NA 25/100
Ethanol 12.5/100 >100/NA 100/NA 50/100
Distilled water 50/100 >100/NA 50/NA >100/NA
NA = No activity
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