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Antioxidants, total phenol and total flavnoid standad curve 

 

 
Figure S1:DPPH antioxidant test of Quercetin standard 

 
 

 
Figure S2: Hydrogen peroxide scavenging of Ascorbic acid 

y = 0.0511x - 0.7262

R² = 0.9564

RC50=1.83±0.2
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y = 1.2469x - 0.744

R² = 0.987

IC50 =61.6±3.6
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Figure S3: Ferric reducing power of Quercetin standard 

 
 

 
Figure S4: The standard curve of total flavonoids content as quercetin 

y = 30.762x -1.981

R² = 0.9853

EC50=13.4±3.1
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y = 16.731x - 1.545
R² = 0.9997
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Figure S5: The standard curve of total phenolics content as gallic acid 

y = 16.203x - 1.059

R² = 0.9955
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Figure S6: H-NMR compound 1 



 

 

Figure S7: HMBC compound 1 



 

 

Figure S8: HSQC compound 1 



 

 

Figure S9: COSY compound 1 

  



 

 

Figure S10: HNMR compund-2-Apigenin 



 

 

Figure S11: HSQC compund-2-Apigenin 



 

 

Figure S12: COSY compund-2-Apigenin 



 

 

Figure S13: HMBC compund-2-Apigenin 

  



 

 

Figure S14: HNMR compund-3Chrysoeriol 



 

 

Figure S15: HMBC compund-3Chrysoeriol 



 

 

Figure S16: HSQC compund-3Chrysoeriol 



 

 

Figure S17: COSY compund-3Chrysoeriol 

  



 

 

Figure S18: HNMR compund-4-luteulin-7glycoside 



 

 

Figure S19: HMBC compund-4-luteulin-7glycoside 



 

 

Figure S20: HSQC compund-4-luteulin-7glycoside 



 

 

Figure S21: COSY compund-4-luteulin-7glycoside 



 

 

Figure S22: HNMR compound 5rutin 



 

 

Figure S23: CNMR compound 5rutin 



 

 

Figure S24: HMBC compound 5rutin 



 

 

Figure S25: HSQC compound 5rutin 


