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Vardanyan L.R.1, Hayrapetyan S.A.1, Vardanyan R.L.1*,. Avetisyan A.E.2 THE ANTIOXIDATING ACTIONS OF 
ETHEREOUS OIL OF THE THYMUS SERPYLLUM L. 

1Goris State University, ul. Avangarda, 4, Goris, 3203 (Armenia), -mail: vrazmik@rambler.ru 
2Artsakh State University, ul. M. Gosha, 5, Stepanakert, 2600 (Nagorno-Karabakh Republic),  
-mail: aveartur64@mail.ru 

On an example initiating oxidation of cumen is investigated the antioxidanting action of the ethereous oil of the Thymus 
Serpyllum L. It is proved, that the ethereous oil of the greeping thymes possesses quite strong antioxidanting property. The con-
tents of antioxidants are defined in one oils gramm(1,43·10–3 mol/l·mg) and temperature dependance of parameters k7 and k71 
characterizing the activity of the antioxidents.  

Keywords: Thymus serpyllum L., ethereous oil, activity of the antioxidents 
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