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Abstract

We summarized classification and bacteriostatic action of antimicrobial activities in plant resources in Qinling Mountains, pointed out

the problems in the research on plant antimicrobial activities at present,and put forward the future research direction,so as to provide reference

for the future research and development of the antimicrobial activity of Qinling plants.
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ZRU R I AE A U A R R W E RS T 103, A R
M AHLIR BT W AR IR A A 2 A, REAE
ZRPHPEAERE (G ™) R REITEA I (G ) L B TE FE Y9
JECRRT , G 7K A AR e Y IR S A0 B 1 A X L BE SRR
(Streptococcus lactis ) IR ROCR B A , e /N R B2 ( MIIC)
H 7.8 pg/mL, 7 FHZEIERIYIIR T R E RIS PR G A
G~ GRRIUAE 0 05 it T 250 A A 0 e 400 TR 801, MIC 1 7.8 ~
62.5 pg/mL,
2.1 FHBEEMMR 0GR RGO R UL
FAR HUE R — HB N RIRTT A ISR PR oA T
firo RARBIAEYI R A AR e M T 3 U i), %
IR BERR T F AT S A ROR A HIEH] . 5 e
WA T2 PR I P Ry B MIC L3R 2,

BRI AR B 2 - I -4 - 240 -6 - T
SERHR LT L AR A B R 2 - WAL -4 - 4 HE -6
- BREEARHIRA C H, 0, 3X 5 Fhb &Y sA T s, K30
PUAHRE ) BRI 2 B R, X E. coli 1) MIC 2y 25 pg/mL,
g MBI KB AR R B A R E A
B 5 AP B ZE AR Y 7y B A B B 2K A IR 2 hE
FUSFFAL AP 6 A Al S F B MGG 1E, T
NHEORS 8 AT ZE SRS 3 1 PR /R SE BEAL 5 ) e o B
FAL S YA S A BT S S WX 4 T 4 T X A B Sl iy 40 o)
ROR B EOR AR ZE P g (25R/S) — IR -5 - 4& - 3B - B2
-3-0-a-L-H{&MH(1-52) -[a-L-{EH(1-4)]
-B - D - AT (25R) — #RES -5 - -3B - -3 -
O-a-L-R{ZH(1-4) - B - D - FZE WX B. subtilis
el ST T ( Proteus wulgaris ) A7 IV &I P, 490 587 P&l B4 0
M 12,37 Fi1 8. 57 mm, [ 2 #F 2 RKX] P. vulgaris . B. cereus .
B. subrilis B4 1) £F 1 56k, G0 T R AR 200 O 15, 96,
11.06.12. 87 mm,
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Table 1 Classification and activity of antibacterial substances in plants
) 3 SRS P FP S BUREE et
fﬁ%)ﬁ Source or Antibacterial 275 3k
ctive substance . .. References
plant species activity
# 2L Flavonoids LREPIAR I 2R E il [7-8]
BRI E R PUECTR BT R [9-10]
GEMEY B A [11]
AW Alkaloids ZABRAYR AR S R A PLAN P BUECTAH [12-13]
ZAERHEY A A [14]
1§14 52472 Steroid saponin B A BrAn [15]
TR TFRITCIER JERUBAEY) LA PTE A [16-17]
HORS IR AEY) AL A [18]
ifiiZ& Terpenoids N i S A Brani [19]
RURBRJE HL PN UL [20]
Bh & URHEY) BUAE Y R A [21]
Z 4} Polysaccharide TR AE ) eI ) [22]
2R B A LA A B [23]
1532 Phenols TR ERK B AT PN BT E A [24]
JRERLRR 28 A Sl [25]
HUAIK Antimicrobial peptides KRR 2 B BUETH [26]
{2 Quinones AR IERE, RESEEY) LA T B EC A DA 5 A [27]
ZE 17K Proteins HARIAR AT KR RS B P T BE BT B AT s A [28 -29]
x2 FILEYEEYRATEARSR
Table 2 Antibacterial effect of active substances from plant sources in the Qinling Mountains
\l]l/‘\ E’ Y=Y 4 Tm%‘]%ﬂ‘ﬁ’ﬂ MIC el
é;infiig i (EAI%[?\%B)} Inhibit bacteria’s MIC // g/ mL ERBGN
plants ingredients A B C D i = References
9/ [R B AR — 50 — — — — [30]
Usnea longissima PAETR — 25 — — — —
2 — HE -4 — FAUHE -6 — AR TR — 100 — — — —
Kasgh b Gy B — 100 — — — —
KZFEF Litsea LN 25 12.5 25 25 25 12.5 [31]
cubeba (Lour. ) Pers. N E Z 2 LER 12. 25 25 25 25 12.5
KIBEET -0 -p - D - HEWEH 50 50 50 50 50 50
B — A Hi P — 200 200 — — —
R 50 25 25 50 25 50
ISR 25 12.5 50 50 50 50
S & 50 50 50 50 50 50
FER#E 7 -0 - B - D - #jZE 50 50 50 50 50 50
Kt B — A — — — — — 250 [32]
Adina rubella BRI 250 250 250 250 — —
g i) 31. 15.6 15.6 7.8 — —
Wik pz 2% 125 125 31.2 125 — —
IIZ5H 3 - 0 - B - D - 2 250 120 250 125 — —
M2 3 -0 - B - D - A b 250 250 250 250 — —
EZANES — — — — — 250
EABEL Geranium g7 — 31.2 15.6  62.5 — 62.5 [33]
wilfordii Maxim. BEFmR — 62.5 62.5 62.5 — 62.5
B — AW — 125 125 250 — 125
KR — 62.5 3.2 125 — 62.5
WETR LA — 62.5 62.5 625 — 125
R — 125 62.5 125 — 62.5
FEM IR R £ g — 62.5 3.2 125 — 62.5
WZsty -7 - 0 — o — L - RZSHY — 62.5 31.2 125 — 62.5
e M — 125 125 250 — 250
W2 -3,7 -0 — o — L - 2T — 62.5 62.5 125 — 62.5
LB} Rodgersia B — 4+ fii — 125 250 250 — 125 [34]
aesculifolia Batalin S S — 500 500 500 — 500
X FEER R — 62.5 125 125 — 62.5
WETIR — 62.5 62.5 125 — 62.5
JUASE — 62.5 62.5 125 — 125
BEIAMR — 125 125 125 — 125
3 - FIEGFEUR - 12 - -27 - R — 15.6 500 500 — 31.3
i< H R F g — 250 500 500 — 250
HIRER — 62.5 125 125 — 125
B M — 500 500 500 — 500
WETH -p - D - mErRg b — 500 125 125 — 500
SR — 62.5 625 625  — 125

T — TR AR B B A 15 AR 0 5 AL A ZE AT B ( Bacillus subtilis) 3 B. KIHFFE ( Escherichia coli) 5 C. 4x ¥ 0,5 % BR B ( Staphylococcus au-
reus) ; D. ALAEEREE ( Streptococcus lactis) ; E. 40 & 2E KT 5 ( Bacillus natto) 5 F. LxMEFT 12 ( Pseudomonas aeruginosa)
Note: ‘— indicated no detection or no test; A. Bacillus subtilis; B. Escherichia coli; C. Staphylococcus aureus; D. Sireptococcus lactis ; E. Bacillus natio; F.
Pseudomonas aeruginosa
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HEZS TS BTG e R 0 1 22 Bl 4 B A B 4
X8 Ff GT 3 Bl G XA A £E AT, H MIC 7 0. 39 ~
12.50 mg/mLo AR WK 25 BB & A 0L E MR Lk B
H BRI 15 M-S, A T FE G YIRS S. aureus |
M B 48 PE AR Y 45 75 (0 35 29 BR B Methcillin — resistant S. aureus
(MARS) B — PItf Ji FH P %) 4 8 €055 % 3K 7 ESBL, — SA
AR, A B AE 8 ~ 10 mm, UL B SE & B 3
TS AR S AFL (14 b3 53 T 35 43% 10 A D 50 40 7T
HRAT I T RCR , 5 0 2 X 25 FL AT B e B, B AR R A B
TR T BRI T RN S T TR -

WAL, FEY MR TR 4y B 5 9 ik &9, BF
FERBL B - A 8 W R XT S. lactis (E. coli 45 5255 WA 36 14,
MIC #5743 200 wg/mL; BREFHHERST , S0 515 HAb Y it
%F S. aureus \B. subtilis B. natto . P. aeruginosa Y4 — 5 BN &
TEHE, H MIC £ 12.5 ~100.0 pg/mL. 3K sk int 2
CBRAFIA Iy 30 8 R G WA T TR IR, A BB
P2 Ak A P L3 B A BRSO R, % G T G T RA
WA 0 M, R T % B BT TS P, MIC 15,6 ~
62.5 wg/mlL; B | =il R R HS 1A 28 Ak A W B 400 B T 2 U
FIXTREE . I e B I B ) 5 MR B Th 43 B A5 5
B2 AN Z M S H A A B X 4 b T R 2 B S
JEFHIEXT S, aureus FLAT BEGF 1 40 35 M, MIC 7E 15.6 ~
62.5 ug/mL,ﬁqjﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁké‘%m%%@ﬁﬁ S. aureus PN 1G
LSRR, MIC g 15.6 pg/mL, EWVE™ 857 % B HUEA3E

SRrP Y ES AR A DR XT 3 R v AR 4 D 24 B B A
BEIEE EEEY AL AT TR AR 2 — R B PR
B hafAs 2 2 e H A 12 b &4, Horb s 9 ik &4
(R Z MG ) X 4 FhANTEA I HIER], Horb 38 - &
FSFEH - 12 - 45 27 - X G~ B E. coli Fll P. aeruginosa
TR R B8, MIC 2351 15. 6 F131.3 pg/mlL.,
2.2 MEEEEWR  EEEG E R AR, R
Sl P ECRRT S | R PR 2H 2R K A e, ™ S ) g |
FREAE IR L YR58 45, A I IR A 2R A = T
0T ELTRERGY  (H H TH 25 P AR W 2E 7 S — 2D T
RHPIPTE 25

PR AEARE =y h & A Z Rt SIS L. MR
THE0 2 B SRR 55 T 1A 8 v 4 A BT B M A
FRA BB 22 B B ( Candida norvegica ) FMHIRE ST, FEAS
FEUO I AR BN SRR A T L R T 4 R A
THER , L MIC 24 0.78 ~6.25 mg/mL,
2.3 MEYRERERREEWR YRR SECREE
20 T L R AL D R 22 DAL T, ELAS [ T
Bl A 3 S A (oo 7 2R R A A 1 ) ) X2 R AR R
HEAT AN TR B 0 50 AR IR 7 F 5 e R B 104 7 i P B
FREI £ R B R A SR I T PSR, IR 3
PIits S —Fh K IR BG4 40 O A= ARG W (e i
T ZEUEAE Y BT W e R I R A2 B MIC T
#3.

R3 FRIEWMEFEERS TUENRERZR

Table 3 Antibacterial effect of active components from plant sources of Qinling Mountains on plant pathogens

T SRR 4 B Rk MIC Inhibit bacteria’ MIC // pg/mL %;gi
Qinling _ Active A B C D E F G H I ] K I Refer-
plants ingredients ences
ARET LNTES 25 25 50 50 — — — — — —  — — [31]
Litsea LNEES T 25 1225 50 125 — — — - - - - —
cubeba KREREZET -0 - -D - i%HHT 25 12.5 50 25 — - - - - - - —
(Lour. ) Pers. =S5 25 12.5 50 12.5 — — — — — — — —
Iz 50 25 100 50 @— @ @— @ - @ — - - = —
S = 25 12.5 50 25 — - - - - - - =
FERET-0-B-D-FaMit 50 50 125 %0 @— @— @ @— - @ — — — —
REF B — 4 B — 500 500 — 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 @ [34]
Rodgersia 27§ — 500 500 — 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 500
aesculifolia X IR R — 125 125 — 125 125 125 250 125 125 125 125
Batalin TR — 125 62.5 — 125 125 125 125 62.5 62.5 125 125
ILZEE — 125 125 — 125 @ 62.5 62.5 62.5 125 62.5 62.5 62.5
BEIAR — 125 125 — 125 250 250 250 125 125 125 125
P -FEFME -2 - -2-]8 — 62.5 62.5 — 31.3 62.5 62.5 62.5 62.5 31.3 62.5 62.5
HEHI R P g — 125 - — 125 125 — —  —  — — 125
HORE — 125 125 — 125 125 62.5 62.5 125 125 62.5 62.5
B S M — 500 500 — 500 500 250 500 250 500 500 125
ETH - B =D — NS — 500 250 — 500 500 500 500 500 500 250 500
S 22 — 125 6.5 — 125  62.5 62.5 62.5 125 62.5 62.5 62.5

T — FORARAGI BN b A 2000 5 A P IS ZE0 7 ( Fusarium oxysporum F. sp. niveum) ; B. AJE I ( Colletotirchum gloeosporioides ) ; C. i ;K

NG (Botrytis cinerea) ; D. SERE LA (Valsa mali) ;E. SE R JE L5 1 ( Cytospora mandshurica) ; F. JMZE 495 1# ( Sclerotinia sclerotiorum) ;

G. /NZZ HREENR ( Gibberella saubinerii) ; H. 525 1 JH9% # ( Phytophthora anthracnose) ;1. F13EBBBER T (Alternaria brassicae) ;1. SMUPEEERGH ( Phyto-
phthora capsici) ; K. M5 IR B IRGHE (Alteraria lternata) ;1. T K KKK ( Setosphaeria turcica)

Note: ‘— indicated no detection or no test; A. Fusarium oxysporum F. sp. niveum; B. Colletotirchum gloeosporioides ; C. Botrytis cinerea ; D. Valsa mali ; E. Cyto-

spora mandshurica ; ¥. Sclerotinia sclerotiorum ;G. Gibberella saubinerii ; H. Phytophthora anthracnose ;1. Alternaria brassicae ;J. Phytophthora capsici ;K. Al-

teraria lternata; L. Setosphaeria turcica
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ROCR, e BEA B J% S B =5 2 Ak 5 W 6 i I J L i TR
( Colletotrichum lagenariun ) A % J& 0 W 05 T, 1 # X 1k
100% 53 Ffrf$§ 44 12 4 28 Ak A W X K KBRS J5E 41 ( Eserohi-
lum turcicum) 47 BRI BEBOR , I I e 1T A 74. 36% 34
Fifr 6 — FHEEHRAC Y S B e B2 AL 5 W v 2 B 0 S e A
BORMAMERCR . R B AR 2T, (25R/S) - 1R -5
-3 - -3-0-a-L-fZH(1-2) -[a-L-Hi
PHE(1—4) ] - B — D — 5 4 E 1 % £ oK KB i 18 (E.
turcicum) | =R E A% 1 977 994 IR 1 ( Botryosphaeria ribis ) HJ
TIVE PR , T 53 31 H 76. 0% F1 73. 7% ; B FRAL
XA AB] A 5 I T ( Fusarium oxysporum) i 10 4 250 2R W]
BWERN 52.4% . FEDY xR ZE TR LS Bk
Ty m I IR, A BER B - 4% (S B AR FR A1, HioAth
A A s nt 4 R R B A PRI E . 1R AR A B
IRBFHIA 8 R R L A X At i s s vl A S A
FH, o 38 - BEFFHICR - 12 — s - 27 - R AE Y L
KRB B i A A, MIC 75 31.3 ~62.5 pg/mlL,
2.4 HMHEWER A LAY S IBORECE K BRI
HATHURHIE . T35 2 T 80 FhZR U4 £ 257 /K Ji ) %t
11 AR A THUR IR, B 17 R L2 AT 11 F
FO A MHIER] BBFFE T 10 T 35E 25 AR ) 7K B
XF 11 RSO AN EAVE ], & A 8 Rl BA T iGhU s
YERT, o 6 R ATV FH H I w00 T v B T A0 T 34
FRTF 2PN . AR I T K A AT A U X
W DL i TR A A P Ao X T T 0 X R e e
J5 IR (Magna porthe ) (M A3k 95. 33% 3 2R e M ¥ £ 2
SRS Sl , R B TR L TRR B 53X A 15t 473 9 i
W ( Dothiorella gregaria) FINHIZRIA 91. 67% ; Il 22 £ K
BRI R KA TR SR SR TR, B X /N2 A s D
B ( Fusarium graminearum ) | ¥5% JI\ 7% J6 955 J5L B ( C. lagenari-
um) SERBIE IR IR T ( Glomerella cingnlata. schr. et. ) 4K
A Rk 100% .

TIHN RN AR BB HAC - W B A U . FE
WA TR 2805 3 A R PR RIS, O AR N AR S AR
SN IS 2N 0 5 A Y ER 7 L S B o A= I 1 L N I STEN VA &
DA B Az R AR 1 4 A 3 A A AT S O B AR
FY o I FARY P9 2R B B HOR AR =, T LK L
TSR FHEIE R Al i AT

XS ZIAZ B i 2RI 4y B 2] 61 BRI A
FCR, oA 3 Bk AR LR R 15 Rl 2% B A 30 T P AR A
13 ~27 i, HUR AR AR W e 2 7 22 R 50 Y Lt i 5 3R
FOA T 5CR dic i, HE MIC 3 51 0 7.8 ~ 15,6 Fil 7.8 ~
31.3 pg/mL, Akbar™ )Tk [E 2204 K 11 1L HBIX R fY 5 Fif
MR R 247 245 FRE T vh o3 B 90 BRI AR AR TA , I X
FOHAT T HUMA Wi PR T i . 25 SR I, 7R 31X 6 3 P T Ak
oA 51 RREAPTELR TG, 32 AR LA BUEEIE M 15 MRor e
Yl T &= 5 ke

3 BERfFEmRESRE
BEA LA ZR T 25 P T i, REL) v e B 5 PR o B

TERAFIIBTRE 259 BIRX ST 6 o B A BRI
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TEARH) v e AR, X LA KSR JEURE h OB 5 IR 2854 3 T 52
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