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Analysis of Active Compounds and Antioxidant Activity

of Northern Local Yams
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Abstract

This research aimed to analyze active compounds and antioxidant activity of northern
local yams by examining active compounds and initial chemical compositions in local yams.
This research aims to support the development of alternative health foods and commercial
cultivation, as well as to provide data for the conservation of indigenous plant genetics. The
study was conducted on 10 varieties of local yams consisting of Luead yam, Sa yam, Jaoprao
yam, Krab yam, Hua Chang yam, Praoyao yam, Mue Suae yam, Aon yam, Sao yam and Lueang
yam. A complete block randomized design was used, replicated 3 times, in the farmer's plot
of the agricultural product processing community enterprise, Ban Pa Kha, Bo Suak Subdistrict,
Mueang Nan District, Nan Province, in the 2024/2025 production season. The experiment found
that the 10 local yam varieties gave significantly different yields (p < 0.01), with Luead yam
being the variety with the highest yield potential at 3,713.94 kg/Rai, and there was a positive
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correlation between the yield and fresh tuber weight, dry tuber weight and leaf area index.
Luead yam revealed the highest starch content, while Jaoprao yam had the lowest, with
values of 79.24 and 55.86 grams per 100 grams, respectively. Krab yam showed the highest
protein content, whereas Jaoprao yam had the lowest, at 13.13 and 8.87 grams per 100 grams,
respectively. Lueang Yam contained the highest fiber content, while Sa yam had the lowest,
at 5.60 and 2.68 grams per 100 grams, respectively. Hua Chang yam indicated the highest total
phenolic content, and Luead yam had the lowest, with 323.08+0.17 and 102.52+0.11 mg GAE/g
sample, respectively. Jaoprao yam exhibited the highest flavonoid content, while Luead yam
showed the lowest, with 330.41+0.23 and 238.81+0.05 mg GAE/g sample, respectively.
Moreover, Hua Chang yam illustrated the highest antioxidant activities, with 61.68+0.13%
inhibition by the DPPH method and 86.73+1.45% by the ABTS method, respectively. The
antioxidant activity of Luead yam extract was strongly correlated with its phenolic and
flavonoid contents. The results of this experiment showed that Luead yam had a potential
for planting in the Northern region of Thailand. For further research, the genetic variation of
the native yam should be studied to maintain the genetic diversity that will help maintain the

quality of the native yam.

Keywords: Growth, Flavonoids, Phenolic compounds, Antioxidant activity, local yam
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Table 1 Common and scientific name of northern local yams

No. Common Scientific name No.  Common name Scientific name
name
1 Luead yam Dioscorea alata L. 6 Praoyao yam Dioscorea glabra Roxb.
2  Sayam Dioscorea filiformis 7 Mue Suae yam Dioscorea esculenta L.
Blume
3 Jaoprao yam  Dioscorea spp. 8  Aonyam Dioscorea esculenta (Lour.)
Burkill
4 Krab yam Dioscorea inopinata 9 Sao yam Dioscorea filiformis Blume
5  Hua Chang Dioscorea nitens 10 Lueang Yam Dioscorea wallichii Hook.f.
yam Prain & Burkill

n1sugnuaznIsauasnen
msUgniuftudwlueuddeisndunig
Tngldviouiugdadudinvesddulddu vum 15
x 15 Llufiung duiiugliannsdisanasiiv
egrsuudnilufiuiimamiiovssUssmalng
nfufinisuunsiavesiuiiutunudeyaan
NUITelazienasaunIUTFIUYee Wilkin &
Thapyai (2009) lagUg nsevI19LA o UL Y18 Y-
SuAN w.A. 2567 lngn1maasiugn 10 wlas
NAABY VIR 1 x 15 1Rs Wszesdan 1 x 11uns
AguuasUgniewana@niia nslieislonnyUgn

19 3 dUnmivdwen waziasumedugns 13-13-21

fsnsn 25 Alandusiels Tuthaduseudingszes
Wi Aulaiud (Ussunas 90 Tunaeugn) ns
Samsdngiinlnelddaioet 1dun nisldideslas
Tamesunseatuvauneulgn itedesiulsasin
wilwdnsn 5 nSuseviau dvmsunisauAuuey
youluuagvuowazion ideuvaiise Bacillus
thuringiensis Tusnsd@u 80 nSusiath 20 &ns 30
videnunsszundiunmsinnislsalugauaglse
51w q T uunaniLse Bacillus subtilis Lalgian
20W1 931 50 n¥usleri 20 Ansaaviudionunis

SEUINUDILSA

238N ANHRIIES]) TR 24 AU 1 1ns1AN-Rgunen 2568



69

Figure 1 Characteristics of local yam 10 varieties 1. Luead yam 2. Sa yam 3. Jaoprao yam 4. Krab yam 5.

Hua Chang yam 6. Praoyao yam 7. Mue Suae yam 8. Aon yam 9. Sao yam 10. Lueang Yam
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@@ (analysis of variance) ANULHUNITNAABDILUY
quneluvfionanysal waAIANLANANTZIINg
ALadedieis Duncan’s new multiple range test
wardiasizvianduius nuISves Gomez and
Gomez (1984) Tngldlusunsuiinsgvivoyansada
STAR 2.0.1

WNaN1538LazN159AUS18HANTSIVY

1. M3R3YAUlnvasEAULAZUSUUNANER
Funutuns 10 Wug durminiaan
Uminiuine aviiuilu dmdnionas dandnien

LIS 91U A GUUS UIURIF AU LAz UL

v
1 o A

nanAniasels (Table 2-3) wudud utIuNe 10
Wug Winandnsineiu egefidedidgygamnieada (p <
0.01) 91nN15AN®INITLAS LA UIAUDIAIAULAY

USUNUNANERYD I UNUTIY 10 WUS WUl WIndni

anugiunutume 10 Wug Suwinanegsenin

3,895.11-6,921.84 nSu wavlneiadsduwinan

1%

5,752.52 154 lngduidan Tuknay Juns1ie17 way

v Yy o« 2 o sa

fusauiiiminmanliwnnanaiunisada tJuius

2
v

fuminanunndniugdy o egreditdudAnydmng
add (p < 0.01) Imefuminian 6,921.84 6,536.92

6,375.15 uay 6,266.04 ¥y AUy luvasd g

o

du 9 HulvnindiantesninegnitudAydmig
adif (p > 0.01) Wmdnuiaiugdunudiune 10
Wug dumdniiuniaegsening 516.60-902.38 n3u

warlagmasiunntniwe 767.76 n3u lnesulnay

72

N

Julden duni11e17 dudou wazdulolde 9l
wrmdniuislaunnanesfuniead @ 1 uiugid

a

tniuiennndniugay 9 sgddudAyome

7

87 (p < 0.01) Tnefhimiinitausts 902.38 877.98

863.21 861.10 way 778.37 ASUAUAIAU TuET

Wugou 9 duilvmdniuwisieenitegraiideddgy

v

evnaadi (p > 0.01) (Table 2) Fuduiluiugiiu

wutwne 10 Wug Advilnuinluegsening 1.07-1.99

ASURLUAT kaclaeRdulasinuily 1.41 1519

'
O | v faa v

wuies lnesdudannazaiuen Hunusna sudnug

]

lunnndiugdu q egnddediAgynieada (p >

0.01) Tnadiada uilu 1.99 uay 1.97 A1519

a

wuRuas luvusidudoudaduiugiuniudu 7

NERsNSReNUaniuuINAdatudaninuueg el

Y 9

' ¥
v o v A N oA

Hod1AyBm19ada (p < 0.01) Inesiudoudauinum

Tu 1.56 Ans10guRuUns (Table 2) nandnianols

Wugduitutuns 10 Wug dnandaiasielseysening

)

1,185.51-3,713.94 Alansussls uavlnoiadeiinandn

Pnals 2,457.52 Alansumals Imaﬁmﬁamﬂuﬁuﬁ:ﬁ
finandnvselsinnnii ugdu 4 egredifuddnmis
aid (p > 0.01) Inedlnandniminals 3,713.94 Alansu
sols luvmeditudeudadu fusdufiuduiinuasns
fenvgniuinniigaludminuusgrefidoddad
Nad @ (p < 0.01) Tnedudoulinandnianols
2,260.87 Alansusiold (Table 2) dwdniananius
fumutuste 10 Wus duminiaianey seniis
1,060.05 - 2,928.26 n%a wavlneiadsiitnminionan
1,994.05 n¥u Tnesfuidenuasdudou Sethmine

el

anlyuanaetuniead s sJunusnduindnianan

q

'
a

WINNIINUAY 9 egeddudAydmisada (p <

o

0.01) Tnefldmiinianan 2,928.26 W8¥2,914.72 ASU

' ' v
[ o v a

pruddy lurmefiiusdu 4 Suildwdnionantios
niregadiveddydoneadd (p > 0.01) (Table 3)
i uaiusutiut i 10 Wug Sdwiinn
Wiiseg581Ine 229.77-524.83 n§u wazlasiod ol
thwiinianusis 422.89 n¥u Tnesfuidon sfus sl
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WJu "’uﬁ:"“'umﬁmmuﬁamm’hﬂ’uﬁ‘ﬁ'u 9 agdl

Waddy8meadd (p < 0.01) Tnefldmdniouie

524.83 509.03 500.50 Lay 486.70 NTU ANUAIHNU

Tuvauzdi ”uﬁ: Bu  duibudnonukalosnitegsd

u

Taddadmeadd (p > 0.01) (Table 3) 1w

¢ o

LLGUUQWQWUWUﬁMUWUUWUVN 10 Wug M‘\]’]H’JUﬂQLLGUUQ

]

mamuagizmw 1.33-3 fN LLaSIG]EJLQa aummum
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LY

LYUIABAY 2.43 N4 lagduden Juw Juns1ie1)

ffufloide wagsuan 1uiugATduuAususios

wnnIugdu 9 egrditfuddameada (p > 0.01)

<

¥

Tnefidnuiufsuusiony 3 A luruedudou T
dwiugduiutuiinwesnsieuvgniuanniiaaty

Jrinvnuet1eildudAgydwneada (p < 0.01) lay

TUdaU NI UIUNIWIUIRBAY 2 N4 (Table 2)

Table 2 Fresh weightof tuber, dried weight of tuber, leaf area index and yield of local yam 10 varieties

Local yam Fresh weight of Dried weight of leaf area index . .

Varieties tuber (g) tuber (g) (sg.cm.) vietd g/
1. Luead yam 6,921.84° 877.98% 1.99° 3,713.94°
2. Sa yam 5,328.32° 670.38" 1.97° 1,787.45°
3. Jaoprao yam 3895.11°¢ 516.60° 1.07¢ 1,185.51'
4. Klab yam 6,536.92°° 902.38" 1.83° 3,530.55"
5. Hau chang yam 5,590.34° 750.43° 1.27° 2,301.34°
6. Praoyao yam 6,375.15" 863.21% 1.12° 3,036.83°
7. Mue suae yam 5,800.64° 778.37°° 1.18% 2,706.67°
8. Aon yam 6,266.04°° 861.10° 1.56° 2,260.87"
9. Sao yam 5,340.15" 716.49° 1.14° 1,604.61"
10. Lueang yam 5,470.92 736.65° 1.10° 2,407.83°
Mean 5,752.52 767.76 1.41 2,457.52
Ftest o = = .
CV (%) 6.92 7.43 4.53 1.93

** = statistically highly significant difference (P < 0.01); Different letters labeled in the same column showed statistically

highly significant differences (P < 0.01) using Duncan's New Multiple Range Test.

uuiseduiugiuiud1une 10 Wug 4
UL UaYTENIN 2.00-9.67 sy uazlay

WRAYNIIWIUNIADAY 3.17 WINAU Lagdudoy Lay

Tugn d91uuimsenuldluaneaiuniass Lﬁuwu

2N

o

ﬁﬁﬁwmummammﬂmwwuﬁau 9 pe9tTydA EU

o
o

An

e

N9aif (p < 0.01) Taedlduruiinedu 9.67 Lay

Qe
b

3.33 WARAUAINEIAU TUVUETINUS DU ) Wuil

)

v a q(

TuIuiIReRulseniteglitedAydmieata (p

< 0.01) (Table 3) NNNANITNARDILT BT 215 0
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v
P

Handnveiugiunutune 10 Wug wudduiudiu

Tinandnsinanusgnaditedn

Tnesudenduiugil
du 9 agefieddyd wmnead i
nawan 3,713.94 Alansusels waziiioRarsannig
WigdulnvesdduarUSnanandnsiuiutiu fe
dveinstaan thuiniuste suiiuily nandadels
VA nienan tanidnia e SIUIUA WU uat

Sunuisenu uandliiiui duiudiuis 10 Wugi

v
]

'
a

1)

FoyBaneada (p <0.01)

Winandnaandniugdunuinu
(p < 0.01) Tawlw



fianuaunsalunisusui wazlinandndstudle
Ugnlu ufl Sandauiu wazainuanisiiaaes
ANAUNUSTEWININANER DIAUTENOUVDINANARN VD
fuuu e 10 s Wi nenAnTasuiutu
solsfanduiusmeuiniu tudnifan tndnoh
Wik wazsrdiuily Tnefldandusiugvindu 0.8326,
0.8075 tag 0.4485 aua1au (p < 0.01) (Table 6)
Feaoandesiun1snnasived UsIaa gULAL LAz
UM %’umgsaﬁ (2567); az009Fs ASINET WarANY

v o

(2561); $ndy ATUITINTA (2558); §1UIY BITAN

594 upzAME (2558) Lagindy ATUTIINTN uavAe

¥
v v § ' o A

(2558) InglaNdUNUSTEUININANAARITUN WU 1UT

o

gaiuaniduiugNdesAusenevrenandniiffe
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Wwiinian dminiuis wasdvliuilugs eenals

fimunisiiudenlinandnganitiugdu 9 du A

]

sala '3

WinasuduiusNlesAUsenauvaINanannf 393l

]

Ymtinan 6,921.84 n5Y fmensus 877.98
n%u figadlituiilu 1.99 msraeufiuns wasaenndss
fun15nnaes Darkwa et al (2019) finudn HanAEn
solsfigeiuasdanduiusmauinsswinmananiiadi

gaiuNISRSULAULAveIERUNG 1y dmniian

v '
1Y o

audnuilu 3Usrelu Adanudunusnisuindiy
HaRdn M8 AsuINnNITeaesiidsasulan du

donluiugiiuiuiunlinandnguazinuigdmiu

nsUgniuituiniamile

Table 3 Vine fresh weight, vine dry weight, number of branching/plant and heads/plant of local yam 10

varieties
number of
Local yam vine fresh weight vine dry
o . branching/plant heads/plant
Varieties (g/plant) weight(g/plant)
(branches)
1. Luead yam 2,928.26° 524,83 3.00° 2.00°
2. Sa yam 2,720.47° 509.03%° 3.00° 3.33°
3. Jaoprao yam 1,085.83' 229.77 2.00° 2.33
4. Klab yam 1,313.12° 339.77° 2.00° 3.00%
5. Hau chang yam 1,644.78° 430.07° 1.33° 2.00°
6. Praoyao yam 2,443.87° 483.13" 3.00° 2.00°
7. Mue suae yam 1,060.05' 432.67° 3.00° 2.00°
8. Aon yam 2,914.72° 486.70°° 2.00° 9.67°
9. Sao yam 2,631.85° 500.50" 3.00° 2.33%
10. Lueang yam 1,197.43° 292.40° 1.00° 3.00™
Mean 1,994.05 422.89 2.43 3.17
Vv (%) 3.83 4.11 7.50 9.99

** = statistically highly significant difference (p < 0.01); Different letters labeled in the same column showed statistically

highly significant differences (P < 0.01) using Duncan's New Multiple Range Test.
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2. Paanausnsddey wazansdnuoyyadasy
nsAnwIaIsNaNuAll USuiaansdanfigy
AnuAslATNTg waznvdsuoyyadasy dldi
nM3AsziUTuauds Ysunalusiu Ysunanduly
Usuauansituedn Usunaansvanliuesd gqusau
PUaBds¥A1875 DPPH way ABTS assay luilu
futi 10 Wus ot Uanauds wugiufiudust
10 #ug HUSunaudeagsening 55.86-79.24 n3u sio

100 5y wazlneadedusunanda 63.47 nsU #o

[V 4

100 n3u lnedudemduiugAfivsunauntsgeni
Wugau 9 egraidudAyBaneada (p < 0.01) lned

USunauwds 79.24 nsu #9100 NSy TuvpueAwugu

goudaduiugiunuduinuasnsioudgniuuin

ngaludaninuudusunauts 56.31 n3use100 nsu

s

(Table 4) YSuaulusau sugsiunuduns 10 Wug

]

USunailushuegsening 8.87-13.13 nfusia 100 N3y

waslagpdsiusunaldsiu 10.65 ASU Ao 100 N5U

o

Tneiuunay wazduden Wuiuglivsinalusivas

)

'
v a

nIMugd 9 ag1aditdAydmneads (p < 0.01)

o

Taefusunalusiu 13.13 way 12.92 nSuMa100 N5u

75

Tusneiiugiudeudaduiugiufiuthufiinuasns
Touugnifusnniigaludmiauivunalusiu 9.12
NTuUMe100 NTU (Table 4) USunanduley Wugsiu
fiuthusita 10 Wug Uhnaudulogsswing 2.68-5.60

A5 #i@ 100 N5U waglasRdedusunanduly 4.13

o

n$u wio 100 N3u Teesfuvdes WurusAiuSunandu

q

'
a

legendniugdug egrelddedAgdmisada (p <

o

0.01) IaesiuFuaw v uly 5.60 N$U #9100 N3Y
Tusagiiusiudoudaduiugduiuduiiinuasng
feugniusnniigaludmimiuiiuiinandule 4.99
nuse 100 n¥u (Table 4) 9MnKHaNIINAADILIlD

NATUINITN IO UM T A Y LAz UTENOU

v a

Maadidaerulugdunuinuanenuegralidedfgda

o

N9@dA (p < 0.01) FadvidwavesasRudTuTuiing

AeuTuamds 1siu uazidule Jsaenadasium
VARBIYBIUTIN QUUM Uavayy Junsysal (2567);
azRIAs ASINAT wavAe (2061); $nde ATUIIAA
Im (2558); 9118 BITNNITOY UagAME (2558) LAy

[

3Ny ATUTILAININ LagAuUy (2558)

Table 4 Starch content, protein content and fiber content of local yam 10 varieties

Local yam Varieties

starch content (%)

protein content (%) fiber content (%)

1. Luead yam 79.24° 12.92° 2.90"
2. Sa yam 65.25° 12.54° 2.68°
3. Jaoprao yam 55.86 8.87° 4.99°
4. Klab yam 58.38° 13.13° 4.25°
5. Hau chang yam 62.99° 10.11° 2.94
6. Praoyao yam 64.21° 10.00° 5.01°
7. Mue suae yam 67.85° 9.11° 3.21°
8. Aon yam 56.31" 9.12¢ 4.99°
9. Sao yam 63.31° 9.09° 4.68°
10. Lueang yam 61.30" 11.63° 5.60°
Mean 63.47 10.65 4.13
CV (%) 0.25 1.21 2.35

** = statistically highly significant difference (p < 0.01); Different letters labeled in the same column showed statistically

highly significant differences (p < 0.01) using Duncan's New Multiple Range Test.
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v '
~ v zl

Fratf uitus sTud ududl S nenmuas
wunlinliUSuua ssdfey waresrusznaunaail
Wesugs Idunsuden dallnmamisoimsysina
TUsfuge Vimnauth Vnandule egluinausivia wa
nsAnuURInaAsTiueAnwusTunutuste 10 Wug
fUSunaansiuedneysening 102.52 = 0.11-323.08
+ 0.17 fadinfuauyaveinsaunadinaeniuaisana

wazlnuadedUsunuarsiuedn 284.91 dadnsy

auyaveInIaLnadnsensuasaia lagduiidne du

= = s

N5 warduden FeiUsunuiuednuINNIINUG

]

A

3u 9 egedidudfydmnadd (p < 0.01) wazidu
s siuedngsiign Inesiusunaemnsiue
8n323.08 + 0.17, 321.59 + 0.09 wag 320.86 + 0.11
fadnfuauyaveinsaunadnaensuasann auanu
Tuvaugiiiugdy o TuTunumsiiuednuandaaingiy
Fou egafidudfyBaneada (p < 0.01) tnefudou
HUSunaansiuedn 280.01 + 0.10 TadnTuauyaves
nInunadnsansuansann (Table 5) aannaadiuy
NAADIVBY UTTAE QUUAT Uaradisen innaaus
(2567); YU1N3 AIA UazANE (2566) waz Mohsen
and Ammar (2009) Wu31 YFuua1susgney
Huednanansannanmdudeniusinuilueingy

a9 InedUsunuarsusenauiuedn 320.86 + 0.11

Y

a a o a

fafnsuauyavesnsaunadnaensuansann way
Usanaansalauesdiugiunuduts 10 Wug 8
YSunuarsnanliuesn oy seming 238.81 + 0.05-
330.41 = 0.23 TadnSuauyavonnesBiudaniuans
afn uarlagiadedusumansrailiuosd 310.22

fafinfuauyavensaunadnsensuaisanna lagdu

OV %) =

319317 dunnav Suden Suan uazliuingns Jad
Usunuansianlauesduinniniugdu q egnadl
Taddydamneadd (p < 0.01) Lﬂuﬁuﬁ:ﬁﬁﬁmm
aslaluessigsiian lnedusunams waluesd
330.41 £ 0.23,330.35 £ 0.22, 329.47 + 0.15, 324.07
+0.12 way 323.58 £+ 0.05 TAGNT UANY AVDY
\nesaRusonsuansatanudy Tuvaediiugdu

JUSuauans Wanlrussaunnsnganniiudou Jady
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v ¢

Wugdunwiuiineasnsdeuugniuuiniaalu

Jwriavegnefiduddydmeadd (p < 0.01) Tng
FudauduTuia a1snanlausss 283.99 + 0.17
fadnTuauyavennaidiuieniuansain (Table 5)
A9NAADITUIIUNAADIVDI AUTN WINLAY LAZAME
(2561) fidnwansdfymnelasuinisvesiuideond
WiaAulan ety §svvd swanan anisazau
29AUTZNIUNINLALITOILULEDR way Wu et al (2005)
finun SwﬁwamﬂamwﬁuﬁﬂqﬂLLazmmLLmﬂm"N
vaaenugaziinananslinandnwasUsunnn A
nielasuinisiagtanigluatgwus Dioscorea
oppositea. Wag Dioscorea alata L.

donAdaIty UTTR LAy Aisen (2567)
nuinAnwsfunauariudenduiunaaisuszney
Wanlauessann1sTiasieviaiud uilesana
Dioscorea spp. ﬁqmdﬂﬁuﬁ:gu 9 wamimaaqu%(
Fueyyadasedaeds DPPH wudt suflutiuis 10

v &

g (Table 5) awnsasnueyyadase DPPH fidn3ey

a

v v
U v o

a¥nN1T0UTIAILA 19.96 + 0.85-61.68 + 0.13 Lazlae

\wdeilnnsaueyyadase DPPH 52.04 aesiuiitng

Juiden uazduanimi Jadgniaueyyadase

DPPH 1nnn31iugdu | egelitied1Aymnsada (p

< 0.01) lnedlgnsdueyyadase DPPH firSesay
ﬂ']iET‘UE]zﬂ 61.68 + 0.13 61.29 + 0.18 uas 60.91 =

1.18 Tuvaueiiugdu «q dansdueyyadasy DPPH

]

wanandiudeu Fudwiudiuiudiuiiinensns

U a

aatudaminuiuegeiived1Agds

o

) =

Heudgniuunny
n3adid (p < 0.01) Inesfudeuiigvdiuoyyadasy
DPPH fiA1¥08azn136U8 s 34.03 + 0.43 (Table 5)
LATHANTAADUNYEAIUBYYaDATE ABTS Wuinsiu
fiutiuke 10 Wus aunsafueyyadasy ABTS fia
Sovaznsiudsdaust 46.67+0.51 - 86.73+ 1.45 uaw
Tneladsiiuunugvisinueyyadass ABTS 72.52 Ty
ffusfadne siuden wagsiuanindn dqnsdiueyya
dasy ABTS mmdwﬁuﬁjﬁlu 7 aeafitdudAydmi
afid (p < 0.01) Tneflanddueyyadass ABTS e

SpuaYn1SgUT Y 86.73 + 1.45, 85.43 + 115 way
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84.83 + 0.20 Tuvaueiugau 9 Jonsiueyyadase

'
o a

ABTS upnansaniudeusg1eiitedAgdamnieaia (

©

< 0.01) Ingdiudouilgnsinueyyadasy ABTS A3ee
agn1sg U’ 46.67 + 0.51 (Table 5) annnanas
AR AFUUSEANT andunus senineusuna

o

a1senAty wazauansalunsiueyYadaTyued

¥ v
£ o

WG TuNUTILN 10 UG WU NINAFRUYNSAI

PULAdATYAITS DPPH Handuiusnisuinseaugs

fulSunaansiuedn warUsuaansvaliuesn g

'
=

JAranduniusivndu 0.8855 way 0.9683 Tuaeuz?
nsNAEeUNNS Ausyyadasy ABTS Janduwus
MUINsEAUgIIuUSINasiueanuazUSIMaNs
Warliuesn laulAanduiusyindu 0.6013 uag
0.7758 (Table 7) @0AARBIAUNUNARBITBIUTIAY
guui uaz aAiTe1 wgAUS (2567) Wuingndiu
BUYAIATEAIYIT DPPH Uag ABTS Yesaisaniagiu
nanaziiuLE endauduiusnsuanduUsum
fluednuar Waliueedsiuiieseilalusuiiut

@na Dioscorea spp. kag@onAd 8 uUNNNa 3 9de

7

wazAME (2565) WUIT N1ITNAFBUAITHANWLATILAY
uiadueendiaturesiuiiutiuana Dioscorea sp.
Tuasatatuiiutlasnismeaeude3s DPPH uas
ABST darnudunusvesufurud usdnuas
walaussdfingaawuieilquiduoyyadasy ABTS
vosfui udui duiussswinsUsnafluednuas
Walhuesdenaidunaunannisidigniiaduiu way
Tassa¥rmaadivesiuednuagralaussdfinulu
arsatatuiiutud fnadenisuansqnidusyya
§asz ABST uaz Das et al. (2012) fiwuinGunasens
susyyadaszinulufisurazsdadanuunnsieiy
thutufuaninuanden wasvdaiug Usinausswlu
fiu Tfvdnvesiivithumeaeuyiinuasituedn
USnansrlatliuesd daduarsusznouiifiunum
AdrAgylunisdueyyadass Tngazyaslunisdy
Fssfisevesansiueyyadase sgnslsinunis
fiansatnsiuidng Suamndn waesudendinvddu

auyadasyaae3s DPPH way ABTS laniign

Table 5 Phytochemical, antioxidant activities and inhibition activity of local yam 10 varieties

Local yam Phenolic content Flavonoid content DPPH ABTS

Varieties (mg GAE/g DW) (mg QE/g DW) (% inhibition) (% inhibition)
1. Luead yam 320.86 + 0.11%° 329.47 + 0.15° 61.29 + 0.18° 85.43 + 115°
2. Sa yam 274.17 + 0.15 304.83+ 0.12° 55.25 + 1.15° 61.72 + 1.17"
3. Jaoprao yam 307.26 + 0.21° 330.41 + 0.23° 60.91 + 1.18° 84.83 + 0.20
4. Klab yam 316.65 + 0.24° 330.35 + 0.22° 59.16 + 0.10° 7757 £0.25'
5. Hau chang yam 323.08 + 0.17° 323.58 + 0.05% 61.68 + 0.13° 86.73 + 1.45°
6. Praoyao yam 321.59 + 0.09% 32274 + 0.16° 58.49 + 0.22° 82.38 + 1.12°
7. Mue suae yam 301.37 + 0.18 313.96 + 0.19° 51.64 + 1.46° 64.83 + 0.18°
8. Aon yam 280.01 + 0.10° 283.99 + 0.17° 34.03 + 0.43° 46.67 + 0.51°
9. Sao yam 306.60 + 0.27° 324.07 + 0.12%° 58.02 + 0.75° 79.20 + 1.70°
10. Lueang yam 102,52 + 0.11° 238.81 + 0.05' 19.96+ 0.85 55.86 +1.35°
Mean 284.91 310.22 52.04 72.52
Ftest = = = an
CV (%) 0.81 0.96 1.13 1.63

** = statistically highly significant difference (p < 0.01); Different letters labeled in the same column showed statistically

highly significant differences (p < 0.01) using Duncan's New Multiple Range Test
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Table 6 Correlation between the productivity, composition of the productivity of homegrown local yams

from 10 varieties tested

Fresh head
Characteristics Dried head weight leaf area index
weight
yield 0.8678" 0.4211"

** = There was a statistically highly significant correlation (p < 0.01)

Table 7 Correlation Coefficient between the amount of phytochemicals and an antioxidant ability

The amount of phytochemical

Antioxidation activity

Phenolic content

Flavonoid content

The restriction of free radicals DPPH

The restriction of free radicals ABTS

0.8855 0.9683"
0.6013" 0.7758"

** = There was a statistically highly significant correlation (p < 0.01)
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