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Table Al1.The raw data for the absorbance and DPPH radical inhibition percentages of

Puag-Haad
Final N1 N2 N3
i (::/l;:l) n  Abs Mean i:f;‘ n  Abs Mean i:l n  Abs  Mean i‘:;l
1 0.188 1 0.160 1 0.178
1 10000 2 0.184 0.194 73.00 2 0.168 0.165 7368 2 0.167 0.178 75.82
30209 3 0167 3 0.188
1 0.180 0.162 1 0.185
2 50.00 2 0.184 0.183 0 0.160 7448 2 0.181 0.182 7523
3 0.186 \ 3 0.180
I 0.199 1 0.196
3 20.00 2 0.190 d 7390 2 0.197 0.198 73.09
3 0.193/' 30200
1 0.32/ | 1 0338
4 10.00 2 ) . {6 5731 2 0342 0335 54.40
3 ; 3 0325
1 1 0.493
5 5.00 2 3769 2 0483 0489 33.39
3 3 0492
1 1 0.564
6 250 2 1925 2 058 0574 21.8
3 3 0.575
1 1 0.643
7 1.00 2 10.74 2 0.643 0.642 12.66
3 3 0.639
1 1 0.623
8 0.50 2 6.06 2 0.667 0.651 11.42
3 3 0.663
1 1. 10737
9 0.00 2 0.00 2 0.733 0.735 0.00
3 3 0.734
Table A2. The average pefcefitage of DPPH ifihibition of Puag-Haad (Mean + SD)
1 n —_
E - B o % SD
00.00 73.00 ¢ 73: 68 75.82 74.17 1.47
0.45
’Q RIEINTUNRII AL o
10.00 55.67 57.31 54.40 55.79 1.46
5 5.00 33.32 37.69 33.39 34.80 2.50
6 2.50 19.10 19.25 21.82 20.06 153
7 1.00 7.11 10.74 12.66 10.17 2.82
8 0.50 4.04 6.06 11.42 717 3.81
9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Table A3. The raw data for the absorbance and DPPH radical inhibition percentages of

oxyresveratrol
Final N1 N2 N3

Ho corzc:legl;::;lon Abs Mean i:; n Abs Mean :;‘ n Abs Mean i:f;x
1 0.119 1 0.142 1 0.129

1 100.00 2 10122 0.119 8650 2 0.146 0.140 380.80 2 0.113 0.120 86.34
3t 1017 3 0.132 3. 0117
1 0.101 1 0.128

2 50.00 2 80.07 2 0.130 0.129 85.28
3 3 0.129
1 1 0.141

3 20.00 2 7962 2 0.136 0.137 84.33
3 3 0.135
1 1 0426

4 10.00 2 5722 2 0429 0423 51.73
3 3 0414
1 1 0611

5 5.00 2 3268 2 0622 0.614 29.90
3 3 0.610
1 1 0712

6 2.50 2 20.11 2 0.738 0.726 17.19
3 3 0727
1 1 03818

7 1.00 2 F—10.97= 9.14 2 0.820 0.817 6.81
3 3 03812
1 1 0.832

8 0.50 2 745 2 0.831 0.833 491
3k 3 0.837
1 1 0.874

9 0.00 2 0.00 2 0.875 0.876 0.00
3 3 0.880

Table A4. The average pefCenitage of DPPH ithibition of o

xyresveratrol (Mean + SD)

No BT E Ve Ii 3! ri z SD
1 00.00 86.50 ¢ 80.80 .. =~ 86.34 o 84.55 3.25
2 y 47 4.05
AW TSNN T URAIVEENNE: 5
4 9 10.00 59.54 5722 51.73 56.16 401
5 5.00 28.09 32.68 29.90 30.22 231
6 2.50 14.97 20.11 17.19 17.42 2.58
7 1.00 10.97 9.14 6.81 8.97 2.09
8 0.50 5.20 7.45 491 5.85 1.39
9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Table AS. The raw data for the absorbance and DPPH radical inhibition percentages of

Trolox®

No

Final

NI

N3

concentration

(pg/ml)

%

Abs Mean inh

Abs

=

Mean

%
inh

1

100.00

50.00

20.00

10.00

5.00

2.50

1.00

0.50

0.00

WN = WLWKN—=WN=—=WNKN=—=WKN=~WKN=WKN—~WKN —~WN -

0.039

0.031  0.039 95.88

0.047
0.047
0.045
0.038

0.8}
0.799

301
841

96.57

96.49

95.33

87.35

41.23

19.44

7.02

3.12

0.027
0.027
0.027
0.028
0.027
0.027
0.035
0.033
0.032
0.087
0.087
0.076
0.388
0.379
0.377
0.576
0.586
0.590
0.706
0.660
0.706
0.734
0.728
0.729
0.744
0.747
0.751

WN = WN = WKN=~WKN=—=~WN=~WKN=WHKN=WKN =~ WK -

0.027

0.027

0.033

0.083

0.381

0.584

0.691

0.730

0.747

96.39

96.34

95.54

88.85

48.97

21.86

7.58

227

0.00

Table A6. The average per€efitage of DPPH inhibition

of Trolox® (Mean + SD)

X

d ﬂ 21
No @ g = = bhl L") SD
1 100.00 95.88 [ 96.57 dom 96.39 QS 96.28 0.36
2 fq W’Iﬁq ﬂ Em u ﬁﬁ] ’g nﬂ'] a &t.os 0.58
3 ] .33 - .79 1.13
4 9 10.00 85.22 87.35 88.85 87.14 1.82
5 5.00 45.55 41.23 48.97 45.25 3.88
6 2.50 19.71 19.44 21.86 20.34 1.33
7 1.00 9.89 7.02 7.58 8.16 1:52
8 0.50 4.58 3.12 227 3.32 1.17
9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Table A7. The raw data for the absorbance and DPPH radical inhibition percentages of |-

ascorbic acid

No concentration

Final

(ng/ml)

NI

N3

Abs

Mean

%
inh

=

Abs

Mean

%
inh

1

100.00

50.00

20.00

10.00

5.00

2.50

1.00

0.50

0.00

W= WKN—=WKN=—=WN~WKN—=WKN —~=WNKN —~WN—= N —

0.078
0.079
0.063
0.071
0.069
0.064

0.073

92.95

97.29

97.33

95.36

'86.47

62.88

31.21

26.18

15.55

0.00

W= WN = WN=—=WKN—=~WN =~ WN=~WN=—~WKN=—=WN -

0.029
0.029
0.034
0.040
0.035
0.038
0.038
0.038
0.044
0.082
0.091
0.094
0.289
0.312
0.284
0.570
0.553
0.578
0.699
0.622
0.627
0.723
0.752
0.755
0.836
0.832
0.849

0.031

0.038

0.040

0.089

0.295

0.567

0.649

0.743

0.839

96.34

95.53

95.23

89.39

64.84

32.42

22.61

11.40

0.00

Table A8. The average pel_édlage of DPPH ifihibition of I-ascorbic acid (Mean + SD)

C

O~

n

No = = X SD
1 00.00 9295 ¢ 97.29 96.34 Qs 9553 2.28
2 5 . J 44 1.93
3Q Wlﬁqnm uw;]q VI:EI’] a EI.oe 2.15
4 9 10.00 81.29 86.47 89.39 85.72 4.10
5 5.00 62.88 62.88 64.84 63.53 113
6 2.50 26.94 31.21 32.42 30.19 2.88
7 1.00 19.17 26.18 2261 2265 351
8 0.50 1217 15.55 11.40 13.04 2.21
9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Table A9. The raw data for the absorbance and DPPH radical inhibition percentages of
EGCG

Final NI N2 N3
No  concentration n  Abs Mean .% n  Abs Mean .% n  Abs Mean .%
(pg/ml) inh inh inh
1 0.095 1 0.084 1 0.084
1 100.00 2 0102 0.097 8791 2 0.080 0.082 8860 2 008 0.089 88.00
3 0.094 3 0.083 3 0.098
1 0.099 1 0.092
2 50.00 2 0.104 0.088 87.81 2 0.082 0.090 87.91
3 0.103 3 0.096
1 0.089 1 0.09
3 20.00 2 8643 2 0097 0.096 87.15
3 3 0.094
1 1 0.095
4 10.00 2 87.07 2 0.105 0.101 86.43
3 3 0.103
1 1 0.099
5 5.00 2 8407 2 0.102 0.102 8630
3 3 0.105
1 1 0245
6 2.50 2 66.07 2 0.196 0220 70.44
3 3 0219
1 1 0502
7 1.00 2 3278 2 0509 0510 31.48
3 3 0519
1 1 0610
8 0.50 2 1584 2 0621 0617 17.06
3. 3 0621
) 1 0743
9 0.00 2% 0.00 2 0.749 0.744 0.00
3 3 0.741
Table A10. The ayerage péreentage of DPPH fmhibjtion of EGCG (Mean + SD)
C o1 —
- FEE" AT I ——
1 00.00 87.91 ¢ 88.60 .~ 88.00 Qs 88.17 0.38
2 : ; &EII] a EI.M 0.33
3q W‘Tﬁﬁ ﬂ %m ﬂWﬂ’J 811" 32 0.98
4 9 10.00 88.24 87.07 86.43 87.25 0.92
5 5.00 85.79 84.07 86.30 85.39 1.17
6 2.50 60.99 66.07 70.44 65.83 4.73
7 1.00 25.80 398 31.48 30.02 3.71
8 0.50 17.37 15.84 17.06 16.76 0.81
9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Table A11. The raw data for the absorbance and DPPH radical inhibition percentages of

pine bark extract

Final N1 N2 N3
e cor;c:legr;t':‘al,;lon Abs Mean i.:‘l,x n  Abs Mean i:; n  Abs Mean i:f;]
1 0.092 1 0.122 1 0.093
1 100.00 2 0091 0091 8822 2 0097 0.105 8636 2 0092 0093 87.97
3 0.091 3 0.097 3 0.093
1 0.096 1 ; 1 0.079
2 50.00 2 0.085 0.083 8929 2 0.085 0.085 89.00
3 0.095 3 0.09
1 1 0.09
3 20.00 2 87.82 2 0.09 0.091 88.18
3 3 0.087
1 1 0.102
4 10.00 2 87.18 2 0.100 0.099 87.14
3 3 0.095
1 1 0.109
S 5.00 2 8636 2 0.102 0.106 86.19
3 3 0.108
1 I 0369
6 2.50 2 5522 2 0347 0358 53.51
3 3 0358
1 I 0618
7 1.00 2 21.50 2 0597 0.607 21.13
3 3 0.607
1 1 0711
8 0.50 2 11.92 2 0.704 0.709 7.97
3L 3 9711
1 1 0.783
9 0.00 2 0.00 2 0.765 0.770 0.00
3 3 0.762
Table A12. The average péreentage of DPPHfnhibition of pine bark extract (Mean + SD)
() 1 —
No —t—ﬂ - 'i I'BI [+ ] X SD
1 0.00 88.22 ¢ 86.36 o 87.97 o/ 87.52 1.01
2 81 0.60
3q W’iaqnm uwaqm’]a Ei.zs 0.48
4 0 10.00 87.18 87.18 87.14 87.17 0.02
5 5.00 85.94 86.36 86.19 86.16 0.21
6 2.50 48.22 55.22 53.51 52.32 3.65
i 1.00 19.87 21.50 21.13 20.83 0.85
8 0.50 9.98 11.92 1.97 9.96 1.98
9 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Table A13.0ne-way analysis of variance on the ICs, values of DPPH inhibition

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square E Sig.
Between groups 130.852 5 26.170 145.463 0.000
Within groups 2.159 12 0.180

Total 133.011

— pha = 0.05
3 4

5

6

4

3 5.480

1 8.253

2 4 8.777
Sig. \ 1:‘1 J‘L_-»‘H" 1.000 0.664

r
]

i i i¥ |
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Samp e Slze 3.000.

Where; 1 = Puaﬂlu ﬂgynﬂm 3@“1&"’1 ﬂ-:iorblc acid, 5 = EGCG

and 6 = pine bark extract

amaﬁﬂimum'mmaa

Means for groups in homogena
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Table A15. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 0.5 pg/ml of DPPH test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 366.384 5 73.277 16.121 0.000
Within groups 54.545 12 4.545

Total 420.929

Table A16. Multiple compar | of DPPH test

pha = 0.05

Sample "
: /] E‘ ,\ %\\‘“ 2 4
2 AN
1
6 9.957
4 13.004 13.004
5 16.757
Sig. 0.516 0.333

Means for groups in hom ; cefi = AY |

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa i :

awn:er:- 1anr;ub fk]:ﬁi] ﬁwﬁ Qn%‘wy A] nagjrblc acid, 5 = EGCG
A ﬂﬁﬂifu URIAINYIAY
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Table A17. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 1.0 pg/ml of DPPH test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 1215.310 S 243.062 35.225 0.000
Within groups 82.803 12 6.9000

Total 1298.113 17

Table A18. Multiple compa | of DPPH test

LA
AN

///%r;m —

3

2 ,...., Q

1 .

6 20.833

4 3 ." :‘L 22.653

5 3 78 5 7 30.020
Sig. : 1.000

0952
)

I
rit
i

Means for groups in ho . p'_{»

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa

w6 poe e ‘I‘lﬁJ ¢l ‘W?J!% %’W‘EJ“HT T
AN TUNMINGA Y
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Table A19. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 2.5 pg/ml of DPPH test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square 2 Sig.
Between groups 6055.474 5 1211.095 132.806 0.000
Within groups 109.431 12 9.119

Total 6164.905

Table A20. Multiple compaiisons-% ibiti l of DPPH test

S

//M'\\\\?' pha = 0.05

Sample N i : -
(] —= N\ ° -
1 3 20. i 7 ‘
),
4 3 Eh
6 3 52317
5) 3 65.833
Sig. 1.000 1.000

Means for groups in homo get

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample S

)
Mpu 1111 141311
RIAINIUNNINYIAE
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Table A21. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 5.0 pg/ml of DPPH test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 9135.005 S 1827.001 373.549 0.000
Within groups 58.691 12 4.891
Total 9193.696 17

éﬁﬂ of DPPH test

Table A22. Multiple compagiSORs % inhit

Sample 00
3 4
2
1
3
4 63.533
" 85.387
: 86.163
Sig. 1.000 0.998
Means for groups in homdj :;:';‘-—__'ﬁ—_—li"

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sampl

:! i¥

Where; 1 = Puag-Haad, 2 fos¥resverat oﬁ Afw o ﬁ ﬁs bic acid, 5 = EGCG
and 6 = pine baﬁxuﬂ ?I Ej j )E] %

4

ARIANTAUNNIING 1A Y
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Table A23. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 10.0 pg/ml of DPPH test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 3809.288 5 761.858 116.571 0.000
Within groups 78.427 12 6.536
Total 3887.715 17

1/ 2

Table A24. Multiple comparisons % ;inhil r@ml of DPPH test

\}\ S

\
Sample //// '{:\ \\\ bset for alpha = 0.05
\‘\ 2
1 : 9
2 .pu.. 'f “' "
4 % : ' 85.716
3 ﬁ 87.140
6 ’Ef:": 87.167
5 = 87.247
Sigs. 0.974

Means for groups in ho

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Samiple S

.!_l

e BTN il S
AN TUNNINGAY



146

Table A25. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 20.0 pg/ml of DPPH test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 946.912 5 189.382 74.184 0.000
Within groups 30.634 12 2.553
Total 977.546 17

Table A26. Multiple compatiseins-%-inhib ion@ml of DPPH test

Sample il 0;)5 7
1
2
5 87.317
6 88.257
4 94.057
3 94.787
Sig. 0.976 0.992

Means for groups in hom ;

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Samy

pi. ?;121 ?‘WW%W EJ"] fﬁ“"”
AN TUNNINGAY
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Table A27. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 50.0 pg/ml of DPPH test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 930.973 S 186.195 52.807 0.000
Within groups 42.311 12 3.526
Total 973.284 17
Table A28. Multiple compaiisensYo-inhibiti n&ml of DPPH test

AN
Sample /// “ﬁ' \\\\'\ aipha=00
1 Es l\ NN 3
& 178 1
2 .;u.. \ 84.467
5 % 87.670
6 \ 88.807
4 95.443
3 96.083
Sig. 119 0.998

Y

Means for groups in hom 5 e

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa i Siz

‘;‘Z‘LHﬂBﬁﬂﬁWﬁWIﬁﬁ‘”
amaqmmumfmma ?)
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Table A29. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 100.0 pg/ml of DPPH

test
ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 984.667 5 196.933 61.564 0.000
Within groups 38.386 3.199
Total 1023.05

Table A30. Multiple compa g/ml of DPPH test

1
2 \ 84.547
6 87.517
5 88.17
4 95.527
3 - 96.280
Sig. et ¢ 0.204 0.9948

Means for groups in hompgehous subs: ots are display ved.

a. Uses Harmonic Mean S

Where; 1 = Puag-Haad, 2-;0£resveratrol 33 rolox 4 = l-ascorbic acid, 5 = EGCG

md 67 P'“ebﬂ*%‘%l’mﬂﬂﬁwmﬂ‘i
ama\m‘mum'sﬂmaa
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Table B7. The average percentage of superoxide inhibition of Puag-Haad (Mean + SD)

No conc % inhibition . SD
(ng/ml) NI N2 N3 x
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 233 4.96 3.60 3.63 1.32
3 10.00 12.02 13.39 9.51 11.64 1.97
4 25.00 29.20 25.02 27.11 2711 2.09
5 50.00 55.06 53.04 52.04 53.38 1.54
6 100.00 90.31 89.35 85.60 88.42 2.49
Table B8. The average pe @ of oxyresveratrol
(Mean + SD) N
NN 77/ B LN -
(ng/ml) I]ff E N2 t\\\\\ e
1 0.00 0.0 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 7.19 2.81
3 10.00 12.32 1.57
4 25.00 26.98 152
5 50.00 56.81 0.31
6 100.00 94.51 0.88

Table B9. The avera 03[-

N g ;*'rolox® (Mean + SD)

conc{w@Em— Y | =

Y aem) e &2 : >
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 16.96 |5 11 21.24 17.77 3.14
3 31.39 1.45
i ‘iJEJ gifIEJ‘Ifis WEﬁ’Tsﬂ‘i
5 67.79 1.39
6 100.00 92 69 7 92 93 . 92,71, 92178 0.13
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Table B10. The average percentage of superoxide inhibition of I-ascorbic acid
(Mean + SD)

conc % inhibition
o (ng/ml) NI N2 N3 x A
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 4.76 4.80 4.93 4.83 0.09
3 10.00 13.38 14.67 16.00 14.68 1.31
4 25.00 30.97 34.74 34,03 33.25 2.00
5 50.00 ' 3 57.31 4.53
6 100.00 48.17 4.15

Table B11. The averag g "?f} Sup \\?\:1\‘ on of EGCG (Mean + SD)

- 7 7 7 L vmniviion - -
(pg/mi) IJ’ l ﬁ— 2 L0 B -
1 0.00 00 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 74.37 3.53
3 10.00 84.81 2.67
4 25.00 89.47 1.68
5 50.00 92.78 027
6 100.00 91.51 118

iy |
Table B12. The ave _V Of ‘ pine bark extract
J|

(Mean + SD) - -

No conc (= % inhiBition = D
GW)

1 ls Tl =’ 0.00" 1 ¥ ooo 0.00

61.16 6229 . 5867 1.85

1.52

QW”TMW?‘ELJ (e 0] WEJ']G El

50.00 94.36 92.74 93.23 93.44 0.83

6 100.00 88.22 90.27 88.80 89.10 1.06
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Table B13.0ne-way analysis of variance on the ICs, values of superoxide radical

inhibition
ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 5893.474 5 1178.695 536.909 0.000
Within groups
Total

Table B14. Multiple compa f superoxide radical inhibition

77117 r\mu W=

g H?;IE? ‘\\\‘\ < :

5 ;P} P F

. SHRAY

3 = —=

s :

4 ‘& 40.243

2 44313

1 _ 44.113
Sig. LY. 3 1.000 0.678

Means for groups in homogen ngus subsets ar

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample |ze 3.000.

Where; 1 = Puaﬂ{u ﬁj‘qmvﬂ m ﬁ‘ﬂﬂ“”]‘njcorblc acid, 5 = EGCG

and 6 = pine barﬂlextract

amaﬁﬂimum'mmaa
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Table B15. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 5.0 pg/ml of superoxide

radical test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 14664.44 5 2932.888 497.177 0.000
Within groups 70.789
Total

Table B16. Multiple co sari€og tion at 5.0 [Igfiml of superoxide radical test

Sample 2
3 4
1
4
2
3
6 60.707
5 74.367
Sig. 1.000 1.000

Means for groups in homogenous subsets are displayed.
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Samplqis =3.000.

ﬂUEJ’JVIEW]?WEJ’]ﬂ‘i

Where; 1 = Puag®Haad, 2 oxyresveratrol 3= Trolox 4= l-ascorblc acid, 5 = EGCG

" GQWeﬁaﬂﬂimﬂJiﬂﬂﬂmﬁﬂ
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Table B17. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 10.0 pg/ml of

superoxide radical test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 18703.84 5 3740.767 1145.587  0.000
Within groups 39.184 12 3.265

Total 18743.02 17

Table B18. Multiple com on 0:0.g/ml of superoxide radical test

| .

., n\x

ﬁ "\‘ \\\\ alpha 0.05

Sample
: 'f \\\\\ 2
2
4
3 31.393
6 84.063
5 _ 84.810
Sig. % _—;;::.—.: 1 0.995

Means for groups in homd

i |
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa »I e Size = 3.000.

Where; 1 = Puaﬂ-l%d g@ﬁﬁ%g wg,%%mm acid, 5 = EGCG

and 6 = pine barklextract
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Table B19. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 25.0 pg/ml of

superoxide radical test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 13986.43 S 2797.285 1104.068  0.000
Within groups
Total
Table B20. Multiple co | of superoxnde radical test

AN
lue— )\m‘x
LT AANAN

3 4

2

1

4

3 45.947

5 89.470
6 92.320

Sig. 1.000 0.308

Means for groups in homo us su

a. Uses Harmonic Mean San e Size = 3.000.

Where; | = Puaﬂ-lu ﬂ 'lmﬂ mﬁwcﬂ mgrbnc acid, 5 = EGCG

and 6 = pine bark extract
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Table B21. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 50.0 pg/ml of

superoxide radical test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 5053.750 S 1010.750 236.059 0.000
Within groups 51.381 12 4.282

Total 5105.131 17

Table B22. Multiple co 1 of superoxide radical test

Y
Sariipls / / s: {‘l\\%& or ;lpha 0.05 :

1
2
4
3 67.790
5 92.783
6 93.443
Sig. 0.996

Means for groups in homog DU
ple Size = 3.000.

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa

Where; 1 = Puﬂ{u ﬁﬁ nﬂm 5 wlﬂq Il]ajorbic acid, 5 = EGCG

and 6 = pine bark extract

amaqmmum'mmaﬂ
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Table B23. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 100.0 pg/mlof

superoxide radical test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 4720.116 5 944.023 211.823 0.000
Within groups 53.480 4.457
Total

| of superoxide radical test

ABRN
Sample / k “\ :\\\\ g alptn=0.95
 Tea W NE 5

i TN P\
1 88.420
6 89.097 89.097
S 91.513 91.513
3 92.777 92.777
2 94.507

Sig. - 0.072

Means for groups in homogus SU

5 e Size = 3.000.

Where; l_puaﬂ;uﬂ’l‘l(l}al I WH DT i - 0o

and 6 = pine bark extract

amaﬂn‘imummmaa

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa
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Table C7. The average percentage of hydroxyl radical inhibition of Puag-Haad

171

(Mean + SD)
R final conc % inhibition Puag-Haad
(ug/ml) N1 N2 N3 x SD
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 29.97 27.42 32.00 29.80 2.29
3 10.00 51.67 50.70 54.35 52.24 1.89
4 20.00 70.44 68.72 73.12 70.76 2.22
5 50.00 : 34,64 85.82 84.89 0.84
6 100.00 : - g 90.06 1.72
Table C8. The average percentage-of hydroxy! radical inhibition of oxyresveratrol
(Mean + SD) \ “ :
final conc l I f f ﬂ m: “ oxyresveratrol
No. (ug/mi) JI / m A \‘\ \N\ x SD
1 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 37.11 2.56
3 10.00 61.22 2.85
4 20.00 77.29 1.40
5 50.00 88.48 1.02
6 100.00 90.67 0.96

al inhibition of Trolox® (Mean + SD)

final con —;M_! .

Trolox
N, (ug/mi)| % AY | x SD
1 0.00 ---i; 0.00 0.00
2 0.50 E 15; 3.90 16.01 15.16 144
3 ' 27.24 22. 12 24 92 24.76 2.56
4 2. 00 ﬂ 60 41.90 1.58
5 ﬁmmmmw BJe) =
6 96 12 1.01
7 97.36 96.46 98 26 7 36 0.90

QW'N;NﬂiﬂJ lJW]’JVlEJ']ﬁ d
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Table C10. The average percentage of hydroxyl radical inhibition of l-ascorbic acid
(Mean + SD)

N final conc % inhibition l-ascorbic acid
B (ug/ml) N1 N2 N3 x SD
1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 0.50 14.37 26.75 2234 21.15 6.27
3 1.00 39.35 34.65 34.36 36.12 2.80
4 2.00 59.50 57.44 58.16 58.37 1.05
5 5.00 : 94.64 96.24 1.70
6 10.00 97.44 1.42
Table C11. The average p ibition of EGCG (Mean + SD)
e I e S EacG
' (ugim Ilﬂ E. m«.\“ 3 x SD
1 0.00 S0 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 45.66 3.80
3 10.00 65.77 2.05
4 20.00 73.96 2.06
5 50.00 81.43 1.81
6 100.00 84.12 1.32

Table C12. The average percenta; dical inhibition of pine bark extract

(Mean + SD) M—— V4

final conead = o pine bark extract
o (ug/mh) | | N 2 N fﬂ ; )
1 000 0.00 0.00
2 5.00 2.25
- fudihediwain i S
4 3094 1.34
5 49.15 45.89 46.88 47.31 1.67
6 60. 1.29
; VBl s
| =]
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Table C13.0ne-way analysis of variance on the ICs values of hydroxyl radical inhibition

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 4789.145 5 957.829 622.922 0.000
Within groups 18.452 12 1.5.38

Total 4807.597

Sanipls A / 5& f \\»&-‘\ for alpha = 0.05

4 3 1&_ AN 3

: '*

5

2

1 }" tﬂa o “.l

6 ] 48.556
Sig. 0 Y 0% 1.000

Means for groups in homo zerd Y )

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa

el : m
1y -

i 1+ iok 1) 1 11: 4| e
ammmmumwmé’a
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Table C15. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 5.0 pg/ml of hydroxyl

radical test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square E Sig.
Between groups 17319.270 5 3463.853 347.365 0.000

Within groups 119.662
Total

Sample I r ’\ifi’k pheaj= 005

6 7 AP T N
:' .r * i \

, DA

5 i e "‘7.-:-.17 /

. =y ~ 84.963

4 Lot : 96.240

Sig. \Z 1.000 1.000

S
Means for groups in homoge g’i us st

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa 5 e SmeA 3.000.

Where l-puaﬂi‘lﬂ’lﬂﬂ NIVE N0 i 500

and 6 = pine bark extract

amamamumwmaa
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Table C17. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at 10.0 pg/ml of hydroxyl

radical test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 12742.68 5 2548.537 671.212 0.000

Within groups 45.563
Total 8. /

=

Table C18. Multiple comparisens % n at 10:0 pug/ml of hydroxyl radical test

\\\\\

“-.

Sample vyl r "\\:’u pha=0.05

'/} Eﬁi ﬁ\\x§.\ : :

6

1

2 61.217

5 65.773

3 96.117

4 97.440
Sig. 0.113 0.956

Means for groups in homog us subsets

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sample Slzc 3.000.

Where; | = Pua@ly E—l lﬂﬂ mﬁmﬂ msjnbnc acid, 5 = EGCG

and 6 = pine bark extract

W?ﬁﬁﬂiﬁ“ﬂﬁﬂmﬂaﬂ
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Table C19. One-way analysis of variance on the % inhibition at the highest concentration

of hydroxyl radical test

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 1533.124 ) 306.625 178.573 0.000
Within groups 1.717
Total
Table C20. Multiple comiparisens %4 tnhibition at the highest concentration of hydroxyl

radical test

s
Sl \ pha = 0.05
f VAN

3 4
6
5
1 90.063
2 90.673
3 97.360
4 97.440
Sig. 0.991 1.000

Means for groups in homog us sub
|
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Samp e Slze 3.000.

Where; 1 = puafll:u ﬂ '1/ nﬂ mﬁﬂﬂ ’Lnsjrblc acid, 5 = EGCG

and 6 = pine bark extract

Qﬁ?ﬁﬂﬂiﬁ“ﬂﬁﬂmﬂaﬂ
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Table D1.The raw data for the absorbance values and the percentage of hemolysis of
Puag-Haad; (a) before UV —irradiation and (b) after UB -irradiation

(@)
Conc Sample in water Sample in PBS %
n average SD
(ug/ml) abs blank diff abs blank diff  hemolysis
0 1 0.811  0.030 0.781  0.083  0.030 0.053 6.79
2 0.819  0.030 0.789 0.030  0.047 5.96 5.83 1.03
(control)
3 0.831  0.029 0.038 4.74
1 0.802  0.047 0. 0.013 1:72
200 2 0.821 0.65 1.40 0.66
3 0.808 1.84
1 0.790 .7.81
400 2 0.789 7.85 7.94 0.19
3 0.796 8.16
1 0.793 2.09
600 2 0.780 0.14 0.88 1.05
3 0.794 0.42
(b)
Conc . Sample in water % P SD
(ug/ml) abs hemolysis
1 .5852, 94.60
0 — Y |
2 0.64 V_ 52 85.41 90.06 4.60
(control)
3 0.629 029 600 0.57 0. [ 90.17
1 0.598 0. 047 0.551 0382 0 047  0.335 60.80
B AN g o o
3 54

: 81 0.067 0514 ¢ 0.230 0067 0.163 31 7

"9 ﬁ’lﬁ g isbi ] ”m g o

0.624  0.077  0.547 0.177  0.077  0.100 18.28
600 2 0.638  0.085 0553 0.122 0.085 0.037 6.69 13.48 6.05
3 0.639  0.083 0556 0.169 0.083  0.086 15.47




179

Table D2.The raw data for the absorbance values and the percentage of hemolysis of
oxyresvertrol; (a) before UV —irradiation and (b) after UB -irradiation

(@

Conc Sample in water Sample in PBS %
n average SD
(ug/ml) abs blank diff abs blank diff  hemolysis
0 1 0.753  0.031 0722 0.055 0.031 0.024 3.31
2 0.757  0.032 0.725 0.032  0.023 3.15 3.50 0.49
(control)
3 0.761  0.031 0.030 4.06
1 0.751 0.017 2.43
200 2 0767 3.19 2.97 0.47
3 0.755 3.28
1 0.761 2.62
400 2 0.775 434 3.23 0.96
3 0.748 2.74
1 0.749 5.04
600 2 0755 5.45 5.37 0.30
3 0.746 5.62
(b)
- t o
Conc o Sample in water il — D
_(ug/ml) abs ank =~ diff" = abs’ diff _ hemolysis
1 -—-'--—'—"'_"T.'L‘_,f‘"_‘,"‘-:‘“ 91.19
0 —————————— Al
2 0.563% 40 B 9095 9154 o2
(control) - i
3 0.570 038 99 ] 0038 0.492 92.48
1 0.515 0475  0.294 0 040  0.254 53.48
" & F'J M ﬂ?ﬁ WoRIneIng > -
3

’ l 0.052  0.466 I‘-0228 0052 0.176 37 75

"] Wlﬁ D TRUENTIN IR =

0522 0072 0450 0123 0072 0051 1125
600 2 0524 0069 0455 0.137 0069 0068  15.00 1334 191
3 0539 0065 0474 0130 0065 0065  13.75
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Table D3.The raw data for the absorbance values and the percentage of hemolysis of
Trolox®, (a) before UV —irradiation and (b) after UB -irradiation

(a
Conc Sample in water Sample in PBS %
n average SD
(ug/ml) abs blank diff abs blank diff  hemolysis
0 1 0.808  0.031 0777 0.066 0.031 0.035 4.50
2 0.820  0.030  0.790 0.030  0.058 7.34 6.39 1.63
(control) ' ;
3 0.807  0.028 0.057 7.32
1 0.803 0.032 4.13
200 2 0.790 5.38 4.80 0.63
3 0.787 4.87
1 0.794 6.14
400 2 0.793 6.93 6.32 0.54
3 0.791 5.91
1 0.793 6.28
600 20776 4.55 6.13 1.51
3 0.784 7.55
(b)
Conc . Sample in water — 3 —— SD
(ug/ml) abs bla “dift = - aps di emolysis
1 0.601 29 0572 0585 0029 0.5 - =" 97.20
0 _
2 0.6._ AN 95.48 96.74 1.10
(control) !
3 0.596 .56 0:029° 0.558 97.53
1 0456  0.030 0426 0.448 0030 0.418 98.12
~ g YInang oo o
3 EJ 0.03 33

. 37 0.034  0.403 ‘-0 427 0. 034 0.393 97. 52

"9 Wtﬁﬁﬂ TUIAINY N =

0436  0.034 0402 0418 0.034 0.384 95.52
600 2 0440  0.035 0405 0422 0035 0.387 95.56 94.58 1.67
3 0.441  0.033 0408 0411 0.033 0.378 92.65
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Table D4.The raw data for the absorbance values and the percentage of hemolysis of |-
ascorbic acid; (a) before UV —irradiation and (b) after UB -irradiation

()

Conc Sample in water Sample in PBS %
n average SD
(ug/ml) abs blank diff abs blank diff  hemolysis
0 1 0.749  0.030 0719 0.067 0.030 0.037 5.16
2 0.739  0.028 0.711 0.028  0.031 4.39 4.40 0.75
(control) ) » ’
3 0.779  0.031 0.027 3.66
1 0.778 0.021 2.83
200 2 0.771 5.90 5.76 2.86
3 0.775 8.55
1 0.770 6.32
400 2 0.776 8.08 6.57 1.41
3 0.777 5.30
1 0.770 3.99
600 2 0.780 4.04 4.34 0.57
3 0.776 5.00
(b)
Coms n j Tk average SD
(ug/ml) abs  bla “enft- = - aps - di emolysis
v
1 0.555-°20.030 0525 0554 0.030—— 052420/ 9981
0 e ———- >
2 0574540 I 93712 9660 3.06
(control) i T
3 0.568 30 0538 0030 0.518 96.28

1 0.626  0.031 0595 0.570 0 031  0.539 90.59

ﬁiuﬂﬁ deymeIng =~ o

l 0.031  0.610 I‘-0580 0.031 _ 0.549 9000

QW”tﬁﬁﬂmﬁWﬂﬁmﬂ Bpr an

0.661  0.036 0.625 0.610 0.036 0.574 91.84
600 2 0.646  0.036 0610 0619 0.036 0.583 95.57 92.46 2.85
3 0.660 0.032 0.628 0.597 0.032  0.565 89.97
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Table D5.The raw data for the absorbance values and the percentage of hemolysis of
EGCG; (a) before UV —irradiation and (b) after UB -irradiation

(a)
Conc Sample in water Sample in PBS %
n average SD
(ug/ml) abs blank diff abs blank diff  hemolysis
0 1 0.788  0.031 0757 0.069 0.031 0.038 5.02
2 0.781  0.028  0.753 0.028  0.040 5.31 5.02 0.30
(control) ) " ’
3 0.792  0.029 0.036 4.72
1 0.805 0.020 2.61
200 2 0.796 4.10 3.41 0.75
3 0.808 3:51
1 0.791 3.07
400 2 0.796 3.06 3.37 0.53
3 0.800 3.98
1 0.776 2.87
600 2 0.789 2.58 3.76 1.79
3 0.783 5.82
(b)
€
. n : » average SD
(ug/ml) 3 diff - - ab: i emolysis
0 1 95.75
2 . 95.97 95.26 1.05
(control) !
3 0.601 29 TUST2eE. 0. 0.538 94.06
1 0.589 0.540  0.508 0 049  0.459 85.00
" EIﬁY]EJTIﬂH elaAng, =
3 93

. 91 0.049  0.542 I‘-0519 0049 0.470 86. 72

©9 thm TR NG~ =

l 0.677  0.063 0.614 0478 0.063 0415 67.59
600 2 0.579  0.064 0515 0473  0.064  0.409 79.42 71.46 6.89
3 0.675 0.065 0.610 0476 0.065 0.411 67.38
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Table D6.The raw data for the absorbance values and the percentage of hemolysis of pine
bark extract; (a) before UV —irradiation and (b) after UB -irradiation

(a)

Conc Sample in water Sample in PBS %
n average SD
(ug/ml) abs blank diff abs blank diff  hemolysis
0 1 0.746  0.027 0719 0.077 0.027  0.050 6.95
2 0.783  0.027  0.756 0.027  0.046 6.08 6.41 0.47
(control)
3 0.770  0.028 0.046 6.20
1 0.873 - 0.024 3.05
200 2 0.873 4.55 3.69 0.78
3 0.893 3.47
1 0.810 -5.69
400 2 0.832 5.66 6.51 145
3 0.814 8.18
1 1.111 1.29
600 2 1.123 1.66 1.33 0.31
3 1.155 1.05
(b)
%
o n ST " average SD
(ug/ml) abs ank  diff = - abs * dif emolysis
» -
1 0.5465°0.033 0513 0545 0033 ——nepai™s 99 27
0 Y, g
2 0.541%40 0 99.61 97.88 2.67
(control) .
3 0.567 29 0.5 0.029 05 94.80
1 0.537 0(?1 0.282 0091 0.191 42.83
B ﬂ 9] Yl YRINUING: =
3 53

: 19 0.065 0454 #0212 0065 0.147 3238y

"9 Jﬂ'"tﬁ OISR IR

0.553  0.132 0421 0.163 0.132  0.031 7.36
600 2 0.556  0.138 0418 0.162 0.138  0.024 5.74 7.00 1:12
3 0.560 0.142 0418 0.175 0.142  0.033 7.89
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Table D7.The average value of percent hemolysis for Puag-Haad after correction for the

non-UV induced hemolysis.

Average % % Hemolysis Average %
Conc (pg/ml) % Hemolysis SD
hemolysis after 1.5 hr hemolysis
5.83 94.60 88.78 84.23 4.60
0 85.41 79.59
(control)
59.75 0.67
200
22.94 0.93
400 i
12.60 6.05
600

\

Table D8.The average valug'of perce n "oxyresveratrol after correction for
the non-UV induced hemolysis.

Average % Average %
Conc (pg/ml) SD
= emolysis
88.04 0.82
0
(control) 92.48 88 98
ﬂ 7] ﬁ gj /] ﬂ ? 38 277
200 TJ.EJ ’J wﬂ w
48.97
AW mnmw'ﬁﬂma g
400
3293 29.70
537 11.25 5.88 7.96 1.91
600 15.00 9.63

13.75 8.38
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Table D9.The average value of percent hemolysis for Trolox® after correction for the
non-UV induced hemolysis.

Average % % Hemolysis  Average %
Conc (pg/ml) % Hemolysis SD
hemolysis after 1.5 hr hemolysis
6.39 97.20 90.82 90.35 1.10
0 95.48 89.09
(control) 91.14
92.32 1.55
200
90.70 1.29
400 ’

)
RG \

B\

4 ) = i \ oy 1.67

f‘

Table D10.The average va corbic acid after correction for

the non-UV induced hemolysis. :f,{, S 2

Average % 3'-'?’” "' olysis  Average %
Conc (pg/ml) : >molysis SD
hemolysis  after1.Sh —‘;_.H emolysis
470" = 9220 3.06
0 1 ‘ 93. T 89.32 uJ
(control) 96.28 91 88
ﬂusﬂq %wjueﬂ’]ﬂﬁw 1.88
200
94.1¢
AIRINTRANINYARY =
400
93.07 86.51
4.34 91.84 87.50 88.12 2.85
600 95.57 91.23

89.97 85.63
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Table D11.The average value of percent hemolysis for EGCG after correction for the
non-UV induced hemolysis.

Average % % Hemolysis  Average %
Conc (pg/ml) % Hemolysis SD
hemolysis after 1.5 hr hemolysis
5.02 95.75 90.74 90.24 1.05
0 95.97 90.96
(control)
87.57 5.28
200
84.34 1.25
400 ’
67.70 6.89
600

Table D12.The average value @
for the non-UV induced hemolys ’E

Average et Average %
Conc (pg/ml) (o ysis. I, L SD
he ; _"_I{"‘ emolysis
6.4‘ 7 T 9146 2.67
0 - 99.61 9320
(control) Con 0480 O/ 8838 ,
AUt AN IREING
200 q 44.16 40.48
o o ad L Y
R1aNFHUNTINYIAY o
4009 31.73 25.22
31.94 25.43
1.33 7.36 6.03 5.67 1.12
600 5.74 4.41

7.89 6.56




Table D13. The average values of percent relative hemolysis of Puag-Haad
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% Hemolysis % Relative
Conc (pg/ml) Average SD
(corrected) hemolysis
88.78 105.39 100.00 5.46
0 79.59 94.48
(control) 84.34 100.12

59.40

70.93 0.79

200
.11
400 \
\ 14.96 7.18
600 \\

Table D14. The average'™V

i\
cRei sis of oxyresveratrol

\
A

(N
-

i ﬂuégwﬂ@j%’waﬁni
AR1AEAT0I NN INEAY .

9.63 10.94
8.38 9:52




Table D15. The average values of percent relative hemolysis of Trolox®
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% Hemolysis % Relative
Conc (pg/ml) Average SD
(corrected) hemolysis
90.82 100.52 100.00 1:22
0 89.09 98.61
(control) 91.14 100.88
93.33 : ; 1.72
200
1.43
400
1.85
600

5. . \
Table D16. The average'va A ﬂ,,,, %\\ sis of l-ascorbic acid

% Hemolysis "’"‘ﬁ e

ﬂugi?wmgé’wmm
ARIAATOINLINY .

91.23 98.95
85.63 92.87




Table D17. The average values of percent relative hemolysis of EGCG
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% Hemolysis % Relative

Conc (pg/ml) Average SD
(corrected) hemolysis
90.74 100.55 100.00 1.16
0 90.96 100.79
(control) 89.04 98.67
81.59 ‘ 97.04 5.85
200 91.58
1.38
400
7.64
600 - \
6 \
5. o \
.V-l, F ;
Table D18. The average'va ! e \ olysis of pine bark extract
g i ﬂa !E! 4" P
% Hemolysis
Conc (pg/ml) i A f:{, Es o Average SD
TOTEDT
92 gLt 38 100.00 292
0 i e B T B R e ——— ; d
(control) /8 "}',‘
i 14 142.95 1.24
200 40 48 44.25
ﬂUﬁﬁ‘l’lﬂﬁfﬂ El'mﬁ
400 25.22 ¢ 27.58
Qﬁ? AMINNBINYUINY ..
4.41 4.82

6.56 7:17
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Table D19. One-way analysis of variance on the percent hemolysis at various

concentration of Puag-Haad

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square E Sig.
Between groups 9879.839 3 3293.280 223.301 0.000
Within groups 117.985 _ 14.748
Total b

Table D20. Multiple compari
Puag-Haad

is at various concentration of

= i &k‘ alpha = 0.05
. I IE-'.EE-. I\ 1\ 2 :
3
2 59.750
1 84.237
Sig. 1.000 1.000

Means for groups in ho :y:. =

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Samr

,;!'
et “ﬁ"ﬂ:ﬂ"?ﬂ ﬁﬂ?ﬂﬁ“’l’f’(‘i
Qﬁﬁmﬂ‘imuﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂ
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Table D21. One-way analysis of variance on the percent hemolysis at various

concentration of oxyresveratrol

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 10217.31 3 3405.771 876.648 0.000
Within groups 31.080 8 3.885
Total

Table D22. Multiple compai is at various concentration of

oxyresveratrol

AN
Sample 2L E’ "\ »}\\ﬂk pha =005

77555 TN — 4
A\

a 3

3 3 A

2 3 LEh 48.380

1 3 Yol Y 88.040
Sig. 3090 /4 1.000 1000

Means for groups in homoggnol

a. Uses Harmonic Mean AP

1 ,
A ¥
Where; 1 =0 pg/ml, 2 = 90 pg/ml, 3 =400 pgml 4 =600 pg/ml

ﬂ‘UEl’JVIEWl?WEﬂﬂ‘i
ammﬂimumfmmaa
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Table D23. One-way analysis of variance on the percent hemolysis at various

concentration of Trolox®

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 22.785 3 7.595 3.750 0.060
Within groups 16.202
Total '
Table D24. One-way analysis*"Of variance on.the percent hemolysis at various

concentration of l-ascorb

X

"\N: F Sig.
Between groups h 4 \ 3 3.652 0.063
Within groups
Total

AULINENINYINS
ARIANTAUNNIING 1A Y
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Table D25. One-way analysis of variance on the percent hemolysis at various

concentration of EGCG

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 924.086 3 308.029 15.800 0.001
Within groups 155.967 19.496

Total 1080.054 ~ °

Table D26. Multiple coripa “'?"-m, is at varlous concentration of

S~ ')\\ N

— / / & ‘\l&}\} bset for alpha = 0.05 2
y A\

4
3 84.347
5 87.567
1 90.247
Sigs. 0.412

Means for groups in ho -:'V

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sari -‘i

e ﬁﬂ%ﬂmfwm
ammﬂimum'mmaa
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Table D27. One-way analysis of variance on the percent hemolysis at various

concentration of pine bark extract

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 12110.73 i . 4036.909 1643.609  0.000
Within groups -
Total

pine bark extract

or alpha =0.05
Sample
3 4

4

3

2 39.280

1 91.463
Sig. 1.000 1.000

am
10us subsets 2

Means for groups in homoge

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Samplis:ze 3.000.

-0 fLHEAT) mﬂmm
ammnimum'mmaﬂ
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Table D29. One-way analysis of variance on the percent relative hemolysis at 200 g/ml of

Puag-Haad, oxyresveratrol, EGCG and pine bark extract

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square E Sig.
Between groups 4921.140 3 1640.380 152.477 0.000
Within groups 86.065 8 10.758
Total

Table D30. Multiple co

Haad, oxyresveratrol, EG ;

emoly51s at 200 g/ml of Puag-

Sample

‘h.
,. ‘\. ‘R'« or alpha = 0.05
aer W

3 4
4
2
1 70.933
3 97.037
Sig. 1.000 1.000

Means for groups in homogenous subset
a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa; '!i e Size

[

Where; 1= Puaﬁau 9 Wﬂmwm Mrk extract
AR AINIUNAINYIAY
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Table D31. One-way analysis of variance on the percent relative hemolysis at 400 g/ml of

Puag-Haad, oxyresveratrol, EGCG and pine bark extract

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square F Sig.
Between groups 9089.846 3 3029.949 1090.204 0.000
Within groups 22.234
Total
Table D32. Multiple co ol the percent i emolysis at 400 g/ml of Puag-

Haad, oxyresveratrol,

Sample _ ‘\\ k for alpha = 0.05
-f-ﬁi hAN\Y\ " 3
! \
4
2 36.1433
3 | | 93.463
Sig. V4 1.000

Means for groups in homa ’

a. Uses Harmonic Mean Sa

Where; 1= Puaﬂﬂﬁﬁrﬂeﬁwwgaﬂ ﬁrk extract
AR ﬁNﬂiﬁN RN
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Table D33. One-way analysis of variance on the percent relative hemolysis at 600 g/ml of

Puag-Haad, oxyresveratrol, EGCG and pine bark extract

ANOVA
Sum of squares df Mean square E Sig.
Between groups 9613.543 3 3204.514 110.473 0.000
Within groups 232.057
Total
Table D34. Multiple co he elative hemolysis at 600 g/ml of Puag-

Sample o " "\\\\\ ubset for alpha = 0.05

2
4
2
1
3 , 75.0233
Sigs. — ..... B4 1.000

Means for groups in homogen

Where; 1= Puaﬂq;ﬁ ﬁ ﬁmmﬁﬂrfm ;ﬁ?rk extract
MIANTUNNINGA Y
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