Ologas p uilie Bl yi 45 plos wigul il 21 st 3 (ouiy o
By 0 bas GilowuSt 5T

26l by s RS 0l eslend Loy sl adie Cu

6)@&&6@}6))}“6)1&:&@‘) &LLG GL&M}‘;AL&JKLS)M‘)—].
d)ujoﬁbcujd))jus ﬁ}l& :L<..i.;|> &H& @pr :};)lﬁ.i.]b—z
(97/09/25 : % 513 &b 97 f07/01 sy, &= 5b)

s A

gl Gras S Gy crl oo Sl Ll ol S8 2l A (A il Sl b caoltas! gl s sledas Sl S
Sl e azds 20 B 10 ol ;!; S 40 B 30 sles (8020) B ( 5050) s @ g?‘ Jsbl Pl L ¢L«.> L sl
= el Jhe w3 st sl i 5 DPPH 5 cas 5ot 5 ks olS 5 IS Ol A3 eslizad By S oslas gl Al
2300 (OSI) bt s5ll Sals 05a3 L s ojlas sl T llad 5 (5 20 5285 5Sml oy b sl 51C n ol S350
- ot e 2 38/193 5315 ) Jyib oS 5 Oles e 0 fpe DS 5 0 YL L (80-40-20) 6 jlas sdal s il bl pks (5 S
Sl e O3l 53 e o i s (oslas 5 2 S S e 63/40+36/2 ) s 55505 o oslae PS03 el SIS L S
5 Shes g S 53 S S H1Cs0 Ul op 1S s SHpd — 5,8k sud Ky o i s DPPH Ul L) Slas)
ety Ol 1 Y SS e, 2aluST ol o sN200ppM clale U (80-40-20) Ll 5 Coanmy S a3l OLES | GlaensT o1

s olsl (80-40-20) Jles a2 Jsam lp e o teibis

DSt ST g 3eplem 5 gl A1 1O 515 S

reza_kenari@yah00.com :-uis. g, ”

159



UL 5 8l5 ake Eous

L;Ladbljl_}&lj_z}wéwr}‘ﬁ:l{“fﬂd\);p
P.MAT 9 C,\:.&J}).: ‘J_)JJK M."Bj.m ¢ ;J_})}'Lﬁﬂ ERE'S)
eS| Bl ool glyls olS opl 4] 552 e erlizad
ISO' _))*é} “

Yz! 5 Conl 0l 033 Cens =P s pinocamphone

Jpinocamphone S o
b (5 5 SBIS Al g5 J3 4 0T s s A e
g 3 by LS baoslae Sl esliul [5] cl by s
@5 oMe OV pams s BLL 5 LilS (glul il
Sl el a5 BB b 0S| ST S Ol
o plem Lol Dol gl 6 L5l aallas ool
gl p P s s e Gl s gl L2

el B g5 olS S o lae 5l (o B8 5 J b LS 5

\AUZJJJQ‘JA—Z

4 gad ‘531.«@:‘.»1 9 4,@3-1-2

oslinal 4yl 30 Olgie a4y Bgs olS S 51 agsy ool 5o
5 L;MI@? Ohdle olid Gl bl bl 51 Ly ol s
o 3 S bl 35 GBI gles 3 058 S Sl ey
SN S s 318 Sl amys =18 Gles s 5 Sl
[6]

gl Aol sy 4 oylas gl fanl -2-2
fha

Lol _Jsbl O 110 61 s & w5 510510
slabes 5 5 as byl (180:20) 5 (50:50) slacows
(43> 20510 ) il slaole; s (s sl 40 530)
plom > 558 58S BT 053 L Lpul Al plssl o
5 280W s ae 015 L Elma s 30H Jue sl 5
MM s 5ads mle s .23 S 515 200W )~ Ol
o L Lok s o5, 30 5 4ad3 10 e & 4000
Glos bl o 051 w0 aslsl s as Glo 1oyl sl
WDl s Sl S Jame o Ksle s 40
A el S35 5o Suli 05 4 04y B Laelas
b ol slaoslas  ds abons 5 ol o33l Ll
S 3Kl 4 -18 by 53 nlesl bl 0L
[6]

160

dodie =1

S bl il 3 S b OpliS
53 58 sl edes Jlo e )5 ol aLS Glayi s,
olie (shls oS il 138 slge s50 es b 5 (5,10eS b
b O3St G281y 51 o OspmlionS) ks 25, 2V
Sladed Sl 28 Gla G855 3 ek @ das s Fu e
3 gl ke 5 ek 4 e DS Pl 2 o
e 58 o ) a e emmes 5 3sdp Sk ek
Sl Gl pae e SLS 5SS 5 spd e e
s a5 pE sblie Ly alS sla e, s Ol
1]

OseleS1 1 58 s S ps Sl F i S ) s b
Slr eSS s Sl s s R Lo
Sl Jelse 03,5 BLS1 st OpltnSl 5 S5l
S osb el (18 sl sV se B Gl
Sk Jin e gsias Olisl ST Jule S
s (BHA) Usnl Soos J5p (BHT) iy
Loea (PG) NS sz 5 (TBHQ) 0sSsos Loy
bl in oMe mlo 5o Oplienst 5l 6,8 o Gl
25 IS el Slais Sl S J s
acdls oludl e gl » o Sl cl &.(M S ol
[2] ast

e Hen g s Skt 6 b eS| ST SLS 5
Fran g Ust B gl oKl Olpe 4 g
Sl a8 s Ll gl a3 3] s eslinad
sl s Sap s Al wle Sl b glaols]
Hyssopus ke oL L Ly ool 5l 3550 ol4e
sks (Lamiaceae) olelws islils 4 Officinalis
Gl Blo Lt 3 O wdlladin (it aLS s
oS el el 70 6 505l & obss 58 Sl
La ales o b dlo b candigl o IS0 @ 2t
Ol LS (! oDl el 513 Sl L s
Sl ss s ke G SH Sl S S Lo
J{u;“}bggfﬁr;oﬂau_msukujxuwl
Olass sl 1 olS ol pa e ¢ il Sl dip i e ool
o oS S gl ol 5l S e eslinal L (5ol



1399 O‘ié)ﬁfé 417 )92 498 e)w

DOI 10.29252/fsct.17.01.14

e b 5 o5l

6 S edd g Jslome 5l 2l Se 600 5 s S
ol 20 0 55400 5 el I 5340MY (g5l S (60 S
ol b 100l 58 ous T 3 A Ll
Sl S 5 43 8 SLIN S 4 38T ) gl aie
Oged sl 5 1) oo 33 635 o8 D @ O g ol S5
3 A58 100 (o5l oS nlesl sladdd a4 ) el g
slole ppm TBHQ 100 5 o)lae ciles glachile
T dsb s sl Sl ie Ol s ol 5 e S
5t G5l Gl s e A3 0l a6 470
53 50 slos L oS T el s ai3B0 ce
Tt sk oo baasad Cla el 13l Sl
25 5o 3 st il sl s el e 56 470

15 S dslons
AA% = (Aseo)— Acen)! (Aco)— Acso))

4233 60 51 sn 500 Sl 010 =As(0)

4255 60 51 ey sl o 015 ZAc(e0)

o Ol o3 Aals Sl Ol = Acg)

Sk sy =AA%

b god (5550 2 amlie 1 (M) 5T e Ol
a Pl a3 S oMb Ol s 3l s e Ol b
[9] 58 on U3 o 5,550 A3

(OSI) islast g Il pasla-7-2
oslital Capndy oBaws 3 LS (gilul s (sl
PPM) ilis laclale b wisad oshine ol 6l 25500
S oS 30l a sl dd ag e 0r N0
Gl o3 s Ol e s bos iy o) Wised o
cole o 215 5 5 Sl s 120 i w oS
[10] s ok

sobl 5J61-8-2

St oA LS e clalsl S G ol s
ST s ) eslizad b oty slaesls 5 A5 plonil bslias
by Sl amlis 5 & LS (ANOVA ) Ll
Lol LT as el asys 5 e 53 S RIS
s Sl s S S Sose SPSS il s sl eslind
[11] as Excel il 5 5l Ll yol

161

bas S5 DS 5 S 5Ii-3-2

30 D by las 5l S e Gl st ol gl
ik sl 2 den 201 g0 a1 2 ke B0 e
L 10 W8 o Gre 2 Le B2 50 T/ S
423530 ke 81y plnil (gl 5 A3 bl 0l G5,
baised g5 odr 0Lk 3 esls 13 BB les o
Cope 4oy ekl 160 MM o teg by Sl s
7] 5 0y St aglas 5 s 2l SIS Y5 S e
S SN gl e (5 S 5100 -4-2

A Ao B Lo ag gl ojlas 51 2J LW0/5 1z
o5 10561 53 %10 Wil oyl 2 A 01 ¢ Uil
Sl 071 (e T 5 g1 20 e 100 55 o JS o gone T
28 (Jaie o el e 10 55 0 S 2ML) Mo Ko sy
Sl 4 Bld g Glp o ad balae e O 2 L
e A3 S ool el Jple LS (Jslka oslas
Jsb 2 olisl 5 235 3 (St s s l05 bl
Sl o ey skt 403 315 el 4154 e
i S e S e e Ll s AS el 5 S
[6] a2 o oslas ¢ 5 o 5o

DPPH Uil 5lge odlai-5-2

il glaclale Loojlas 3 2 e O3 e ol 5l
Jgls 50 2 e 27 L 1,( PPM 0 evdonYer)
DPPH Jisl, Lials 5 4 ols I 3DPPH JSsl,
5 eslizad U 517 NM s Gl b G bl el
ppm) TBHQ 531 opl 53 i (g, Sl e gus 5 xSl
S (slos 1S 3 5 Coeal S 4 (ke J5ke100
b aglin sl skl Olge a3yl oliE sl 53
o SaSlee J 5 s eslizad baejlas L glawsl o
[B]: s 8 alome 5 dslas 315 0l Ol Aoy &y 50
Scavenging Effect % = Apppri As/Apppn X 100
SIsd = Falll K, o 0051-2-6
S|

s S ol sl
25 g w (ol l&n) dol Sl = 5 I
d= 208 e 10 s s Bl p S (e ST 48

B B el



UL 5 8l5 ake Eous

Il Jod 5l lipd = oty 4 meS codad glls
J5bl [12 513 S1] T cilss - lans L Ol 5 iG]
o b po 5 O3 fid 53 5 (S o 0 5 b
3 0leS| T sl sl Jgame sl s3ladl L
s 5 IS, el

op Gasp OLKen 5 Ole &S (gl andllas 3 aly es o
A olS S gl Ol L5 ,S edaline Aisls plonil 5
chle b o wil e JsbVol Pl chle o axals
bl gl sl 1 o1 bl S 7100 6 725
M&Lﬂtﬂu:sjsw CM)JASJJ:JS,:MLLA}JJ:JS
Sdgd gl 45 Wl 130wl S 12 Ll &
38 hes p i 5 GaenS] BT Lol e 45 A
[15] 55 I 561 I 275 clake s ol

wslie glales zlsl @l gl Sl s L
Glcdls s el Ol 5 WS S5 bl s
EEN S e
- Sl 45340 430 51 L il 4 a5 L Sinuatum
Glos &8 ol bl ol w opl [16] i anly il ol o1 S

VW el das Al 1 P an 5K Ll e SV

Limonium stz

b ok e el Uge 5 0sde JsS0se S > 055
a5 40 5l mis W By sy ol b ocdas e il
S el ol OF s s sdalin J ) g ol S sl
S o 5l o e 5 SV le
Olsm 18 (Bl w3 40 el by [17] 552 Lles)
s S bl e sles

S Oamli sl ey e sl B 0Ly B rmen
Sl 4t mlmtelr 5B s e gl il bt o
JSi Lol &S A8 sl lame s bl 5 SLE
ke Calg o 5 iy aalsl po el ol 5 el Ol
5odd mle 5t 3 Olag Sl Jus cal st
ol am o diSee My L e Dl B fas o
[18] wis ol SLisl IV w0 ol 36 31 L o i
oS S gD 5 Jd OLS 5 Ul 8 O 5 4y
SIE S ke ey TATT £ 855 w1 by
2 o psS 08 S 301 £10/0 5 ojlas o5 55 s
Ol 5 O 5 Gledker J19] a8 0L ojlas ¢ 8

162

Cow g @\5‘3

P OS5 Ll Ayl ples 36-1-3
SHS 5N

s dod SJE gl Jg oSS S Sl
LS Sl e sl J58 LS 5 0l 1 S S
e D> S8 W dgul Al 2l iy b Uy
s 4030 clales 5 (80:20) 5 (50:50) i-J st
AT b as e 0l (43320 510 laoles 5 51 Kl
Ol Jsd DS 5 olde e ol U0 5Ll
Mgme KUK 4 o il gl &S sb
5 780 Jsbl slag Sl ol seslas 5 ((P<05/0)es
Ui ot 80-80-20) wis> 20 0le 5 a5 40 sls
SIS oS e o . 38/193 #5305 1, Sy ol
5 (P<O5/0) 5ls OLes sns ol sl ojlae ¢ 5 55 Al
52 750 51 ass 4 b J5d DS 5 Dlee 8
55 (50-40-20) 4i3s 20 e 0 31 Sl 53 40 (slos
(P<05/0) .o 45/142 % 87/4. 1 , o Olsmo oS

Sut S b SN LSS S Ol
Sedd gl GuS SN LS5 Ol 2088 s S
Lo gl 51 eslinad b aS das e 0L | Bgy S ol
5 (150: 50) 5 (80:20) = Jsbl sla D L) plax
23520 10 sla 0l 5 315 sl x40 530 clals
il (glajles 6 sty BT it S s (
L sles. ds oo OLES (g 9 D8 LS 5 Ol o ) C\f’._:..q\
780 Jlogi 535 olssme 1 Sl RS 4 o il
80-)aiss 20 oly 5 515 slo ax,5 40 sl 55 J 5Ll
A oS 35 S48 5 Sl s Olee 0 2 1l (40-20
S wlas oS 5> S o5 e 634053612 1 s,
Ogee oS 5 ((P<O5/0) 55 s sxe Dl (sl
oz 53 250 bl IS Ll b cos oS Sl 4 bgs
Jie 5 (50-40-20)aiss 20 oles 5 51,8 sl 4,3 40
wslas 8 03 S 05 o T8I32 2L, 0
sp bl b Lol e Ol glhls S
( p<05/0)

Wlea Al Lie b ek sla0AS! 5T b

S dgy b sl 5 s 5o (S g S 5



1399 Oié)ﬁ}é 417 )92 498 O)LA-:

DOI 10.29252/fsct.17.01.14

e b 5 o5l

chle 3 asboly Ul Ecal s 6l 3 S s
LS das e 0L sl sl JIGsly Jlee 2 s L o jlas
JCsly SuS e Olpene b ojlias aan o clale o158l
3 el las @ by doss s Ve s 3L R
20 Sl e s 4y 40 glos Jsb 80 US> L sl
doys 200ppm chle s o5 (B0-40-20)5, 4iss
Chls ) s oS a1y B8/79 L Ll O Sas les
2 G e 8 s st w5 cus 5L L
e o o ol ple boaglie oSS lee b
e S ghls PPM V00 150 50 ol ol clale s
Lge SSlgs dons op 5 omb 5 (P<05/0) . 55 s
538 Al a3 40 ples Lol 5 o oS 5 (soles &
52 (-40-20 50) a5 7250 J b1 I L 4i33 20 e
Lo o0ppm  clle

3 ool sls e jlas sl el aculn ICsp s 4 (S
Sl gl sdias OLES oS ol sl il (slaslas
55 557 50 DPPH 5131 JSGsl, 7 50 Jles a0 36 o jluas &S
sbas a4 by 1C0 Olpe o 2St ol [5ST5 Jaes
> 80 los b Ll il 2lael o les 5 ol
80-) <ol Js! 780 U9 L 4i33 20 Oley 5 o1 S il
Coolt o xio & ol 108 /14 ppm i, «s(40-20
80-30-) (sls Jlewi s o Ol 552 Sl 1y Slst sl
o e 3 S5 e 2555 51 (20 -30 50) 5 (10
S op xeS glyls &S Csp lude cp zin 5 5 S 13
S ol (50-40-20) Sles @ by cd S8 e
BA[142 |, ol ) OF chale

LS5 Ol Rl L oS s 8 0k O 5 Slale
L oas [20] b il o SlanSt ol com Jgb
e Kb S 50 gl adlas 5 g s Lo gla il
DPPH s s sl ploil i3 S (5 HLSen
e st gls IS s 15 250 o316l 4 JSColy Slge Olse
UiolsS 07/399 83/56 . 15/28 s 5« 01 Ka 5 J sl ¢
olas 5, p ) adllae s OLes 5 L3l [21] W s
S5l DPPH s s sl alosil g oS J siks
5 ol [22] s s by 177 pgiml o, 7% 50 s
O-7 sal s ojlaas gl By olS 1Cop Olsas O San

163

a_)La.AP rjf BE J.:.m‘ &JK r;vl\:ﬁ 200 \) J}J QL:SJJ
[20] ws 5 2158

250

a
ab
hc
cd C d
| e I
0 |

= —-
8 s

Total phenolic contents {(mg RE/kg)
S

10-40-50 20-40-50 20-30-50 10-30-50 10-30-80 20-30-80 20-40-80 10-40-80

Fig 1The amount of phenolic compounds of bath
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One of the new methods for extracting natural antioxidants from plant tissues is ultrasound extraction.
In this study, the method of extraction of bath ultrasound with ethanol-water solvent (50:50) and
(80:20) at a temperature of 30 and 40 ° C and 10 and 20 minutes was used to extract the extract of the
leaves of the zoo. Became The total phenolic and flavonoid compounds, DPPH and antioxidant
potency in beta-carotene-linoleic acid model of each extract were measured by spectrophotometric
method and antioxidant activity of the extracts by oxidative stability index (OSI). Based on the
results, The extract (80-40-20) with the highest effective compounds had the highest phenolic
compounds (193.3 + 5.53) mg/g extract per gram of extract) and flavonoid (40.63+£2.36 mg / 40 mg
guercetin in Gram of extract) and the highest amount in antioxidant assays (DPPH radical inhibition
and beta-carotene-linoleic acid coloration assay) and the lowest | C50 showed the best antioxidant
performance. In the Ransted test, treatment (80-40-20) with a concentration of 200 ppm showed the
highest oxidative stability of canola oil. Therefore, the most suitable treatment was to obtain the best
treatment result (80-40 -20) was selected.
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