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‘A # i F)(Coniothyrium sp.)ic A2 2 5 fE2 5 b 5 » 5 &£ 2 B
%é%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁié%°ﬁpiﬁﬁi IS
Coniothyrium sp. CSM # 4+ /& (4.4 FHuk e % o 5303 & 5 X F
it fae fig X B MARIR 2T 4P ¢ K 4 47 (Ultra Performance
Liquid Chromatography, UPLC) #%_ - FEiu# i 5 B9 ¢ 2 3
Brefeldin A(BFA) - % 7 4% BFA 2 & 7 Sk (7 Atk éFiE » B %17 5]
,%%A5ﬁﬁﬁBHMégﬁ£’wgﬁ””ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%éﬂﬁﬁ
o BEFEAM B LA F RS L B2 5 F k3 Brefeldin A
AR o REFRFPFH L HPLC A3tH 22 BRAF > £ %73 3
Brefeldin A eh% = % & F » 187w F R (Tt % &2 30
T im i 77 F px % o fek ot Brefeldin A e % = % 4 4 )k & 15pg/ml
S HED 24 | B 0 e S L 72.90 % 0 5 iE 48 ) P ASR 1S dm e
FieS s 4919% - % UPLC &3 % - B A frane iAo it

B AR R ARSI RS TEHE G R



Abstract

It has been well known that fungal Coniothyrium sp. can produce a
variety of bioactive substances, and some of these substances have
already been developed as commercial biocontrol products against plant
pathogens. Besides, some Coniothyrium sp. strains are capable to produce
secondary metabolites with the efficacy of anti-proliferation against
cancer cells. In our lab, an endemic endophytic Coniothyrium sp. CSM
has displayed the ability to produce Brefeldin A (BFA), an anti-cancer
compound. The objective of this study is to improve the yield of BFA
produced by this fungal strain, and to search new bioactive compounds in
its fermented cultures. The experiment results briefly describe as
following: the yield of BFA of this strain reached 47 mg/L after eleven
day fermenting by using stir tank; a fraction of cultural extract separated
by using HPLC has showed anti-proliferative effect against A549 cancer
cells. The best anti-proliferative performance of this fraction was to
incubate cancer cells for two day at the concentration of 15ug/ml; the
fraction contains several unknown compounds, according to the analysis
of UPLC. These unknown compounds are worthwhile to identify in the

future.



AW 4

oW

‘ni l‘,

I A3 L 2 AR TOE F A PE R RA
EFRFAL OB 2 - o AR AT RRAEI A ESFREREY
(Setaria palmifolia Stapf ) Z 3%~ D] FARE AT R ZTHFTHF K
% Coniothyriumsp. ; B35 %% ¢ 2. = = R #He ¥ 4 8% % w9 AB49
23 fmPe HUNT 3 & R amscd > B P 530 Huh? ard B sk i o
L F SR A e BIE G e TR e R A A

BRd FnGEFRA - AHFTY L REFnmed 0 £3

\

E- S S A RHPF T AR

—~

&
Fa
i

W mPe (7 me
FRET A BRI EIBAA I ORAFLHA L RS A
oL AREBRERSSAIWHET LT T FURT & 4 Brefeldin
As R FER Y T F ARSI s A o AT P g Bt
PHBRAUG A R0 SRR RS 2 UPLC ATET R

Brefeldin A 2 *t » & 3 PfAE 2 F b= i o



re ;;Je'riéﬁ

KRS 23 B 2 5B FoRfd 448 PR
FPREFAF LR L - o AHT AL ARAD AR EREY
(Setaria palmifolia Stapf ) Z %4 3 3]tk o 755 2K A
(Coniothyrium sp.) °

FARM AR EY X EH L ™ (Deuteromycoting) ~ "y B
(Coelomyctes) ~ z %72 B (Sphaeropsidales) & f - (Campbell, 1947)
KPR RO B A R & o

ARERFFRG LR E A2 g REFER S 0-30C - 1220C
B E 0 EBRAET T I EEKEAAS L+ 4 £ (Campbell,
1947) » 4 £ frg sz b if pH 2B A3~62 FF - 4 £ F 50 2

< g F A g E T A F % 47 (Muthumeenakshi et al., 2001,
McQuilken et al., 2002)

PR ELTERPERF LR W F L PE R(S
sclerotiorum) ~ -] %% F& (S. minior ) (Whippsetal., 1992) ~ = ¥ ¥
124 B (S. strifoliorum )~ 2 ¢ -] 2 5 ( Sclerotium cepivorum Berk )
(Turner et al., 1975) » j& > 5 & e 5142 ihe & ~ B2 5 E
%5 (Whippsetal, 1992) « £ § & - {5 ~ (7% BF £  $HE 4
BRI E SR R, 2004) o 5 FRE I mES §

E# (£ %,1998) -
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1 ~ Macrosphelide A

4 7)( Sclerotinia sclerotiorum)£_2 zk & 4 4] e A s R 7
¥ 5l4e 408 f&1 4 Hp i op (Boland et al,, 1994) - d p 2 2 5 C.
minitans = =t i3 ¢ 5B~ 4 348 3] Macrosphelide A & 5 #r 4] 2 7
dE RS TR RSt £ o #H3p R EF Sclerotium
sclerotiorum F#r4»c % 1Gsy (#7450 Y E 2 & #7% * hik i kR )
% 46.6 ug/ml %+>% Sclerotium cepivorum #r#]2c% B 2 2.9 pg/ml f? &
&+t Sclerotium sclerotiorum ~ @ % Macrosphelide A Jk & 3 4c 3] 175
ug/ml pF > p| = 2> Fr+4] Sclerotium cepivorum 74 £ - (McQuilken et al.,

2003) - B - 52BN
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2 ~ Coniothyrione
i 2 E f C. cerealis MF7209 4 31} = =t % #4= Coniothyrione ¥

Y
"=

SMe

e o0 3 R iE T B AP lp R F N e T A o

Coniothyrione £ 4 p 2 2 7 C. cerealis MF7209 ¢ ~ 317 3| 2
Z O R R - AR R AR T Em R wR L £
A B 5 P FRE R P e 39 & 2 o Coniothyrione i # 3t ¥
PipERE 30S < B & @ 2 r-protein SA 43l :c R @ & Tl > ¥ F gEd
#r4] DNA & = s @ o R 2 & - i r-protein ﬁﬁ#@]ai%z‘a‘wﬁ:d
r-protein <72 & & k3 »xenig Fod F & R X F¢ g o

>+ Bacillus subtilis 4= Haemophilus influenzae & |- #r41k & 3
16 ug/ml> ¥+ Streptococcus pneumoniae % Enterococcus faecalis # -] $r
F1k & 5 32 pg/ml o @ $3 5 R ko 7 Staphylococcus aureus s -] Fr ]
R & 32 ug/ml > 2 ORIEF] 0 FE & ICsH E 5 5 pg/ml v ¥ 0

fo4474] DNA & 2 ICq &

& 3pg/mle R = & H 24830 0 (Ondeyka

etal., 2006 ) -

OH O HO O




“+@ = ~ Coniothyrione %1 5"

(= sk = =
19937 ¥ 2 = & 4% ey £ 384 3 7] Taxomyces andreanae » ¢t

PRAEFT AL FRFEFTaxol > LFRE AN L EFH- B LA

i

et

2 A SR R B AT 2R 7 kiR (Stierle et al., 1993) o » % 17
FI* E ARSI T e 2 R inre 2 L ATaBE e R R EAA L
T e e v AN S de T
1 ~ Palmarumycins

d C. palmarumfr X & Coniothyrium sp.2. < #e ¢ & 38 5] -
#7ers 4§ Palmarumycins CP1 > 5o s ¢ it AN A F 1 &

F3F 5 T2 $ 8 > ' & 5 o Palmarumycins CP1 4p 2 e 47 7% |4

R AR R E ~ L FSA & 2 Frdlrig e chd A& (Krohn et al,
2007) °
> }gkiﬂ Palmarumycin CP1 2 # #7424 £~ Diepoxin ¢ = SR7 ¥

$30 I Bie St B P GIM B R - W ehf e A

P g mPe el 4 o T A 4»;‘73'*’9}’]{}% w2 MCF-7 Fr#4se # 1Cg &
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5] 5 0962164 fr 1.13 uM; & $# 4 §T5* %Ay i MDA-MB-231 2 ICs,
B 261201 fr 244 uM - H 5Bl = 5 2 43¢ (Lazo et al,
2001) -

Thioredoxin-1 (Trx)i & 22 smoe 5 4 foimiz 2= 2 B ehir$ ¥
BB > @ 3F 5 R hmre 3 4§ d 3 Trx i & % JR o Palmarumycin
CPlew 143 »adrd| Trx e B £ R R H KRB &7 5 8P I3
o BREFAFELLIET oA H A1 LS P RER PX-916
B3 Ry Rl i e {s € 387 4 2= Palmarumycin CP1 £

FlFEd] Trx fe TrxR-1 i € 4 3% - Palmarumycin CP1 2 PX- 916
¥ g ] 5 ﬁl?)%fim?é' MCF-7 2_ ICg0 » %] 5 1.0 uM 4 3.1 uM> "/ 8] =

= 2 %45 (Powisetal., 2006) -

U
L ISH o o o

Diepoxin ¢ SR-7
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PX-916

o] CH

Palmarumycin CP)

'+ B = ~ Palmarumycin CP1 ~ PX-916 ‘.‘éﬁfi;‘ .
Diepoxin ¢ ~ SR7 &3

2 ~ Mycosporulone
J%_C. sporulosum s+ f¥i P X B0 3R D) E 5§ g S o
4 F coniothyriol = Mycosporulone - £ # Mycosporulone £ § #r1

<L A=, N

Pseudomonas aeruginosa {= Staphylococcus aureus £ 3 # -] #r41)k &

16



% 14 pg/ml - &ﬁ“)ﬁa};’a 7 Candida albicans ~ Candida tropicalis %
Cryptococcus neoformans & 7 &) # 4]k & 5 14 pg/ml - LR
CREFSOELF Y ATRE L s gl Lt R e
;;_%5 B2 aR1EVVEG LEOFEEHBE 5 ﬂ‘.‘sﬁ]&;‘ (Guiraud
et al.,1999) -

¥ob p g gl e > G0 Mycosporulone 3% A g7 5t AU e ke
(MDA-MB 231) ~ # 73 m#e (PC3) fo % &d i Jpimee (L-1210)
erfrd|sedk 1Cso 4 %] 5 7.7 ug/ml ~ 2.6 ug/ml 2 0.3 ug/ml o ¥ £ 3¢
¥ e siere (MRCs) k& # = 2 100ug/ml =27 2 4 M > e d
FET Y e 3R] 0 FP TR R DR G a2 g R

O HOO

TRl ~ M os;}grulone .f@g—ﬁi;“
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3 ~ Brefeldin A (BFA)

BFAE - B2 5 - = <%y ﬁa‘.‘éﬁ#éﬁ% Rind 2, &5 PR
1958 # (Singleton et al., 1958) - & 3 #& b 04 $* 5 #& (Penicillium
decumbens) 4 i 3| I AL & L 5 Ducumbin o giS 4 AR H B AP REFT §
AR K3F P HE s fie A kR (¢ F Penicillium cyaneum - P.
brefeldianum ~ P.simplicissiumum ~ Ascochyta imperfecta - Nectria
radicicola ~ Curvularia launata - C.subulata, Phoma herbarum 2
Phyllosticta medicaginis % (Betina et al.,1962) & #g {8 F] o gt ¢k i7Hp »
= Paecilomyces sp. # A.clavatus. % g @ % 3.(Jianfeng et al., 2002) -
5 %19603]1970-#F & A frﬂijéa%} BBFAL 3 S A F AP EN ¢ HHin

mejgaﬂ* . % % (Betina et al.,1964; Hayashi et al., 1974) -2002
£ 2_ {8 57 7 #F BFAH 2T MCF-7 5 g w0 %2 $& cnafr 4] 5 v Taxol 3

(ICs=2:5) > & &5 a2 pehp 2 EFL ABP TP v 7 FRE T

4‘\

e
(Wang et al., 2002) - j£ Phoma medicaginis # 2 «"BFA¥ 12 %3 H B 7
it R WAARE B B F- SR 4 (Weberetal., 2004) - 4 ++BFA
EF SR EE SR ElRE > REA SRR G TR o T
FLEE S B e A1 & SBFAC F LBFADA 1 & i

LB

18



OH
= P 0 H - 0
- o -
ey

r"-'lr

z _’_,-"'-
HDIIIIOI/‘\/\f
ﬁIILD .,!F%\ D

D_
13-O-brefeldin A

HEIT

15-Demethyl- Brefeldin A

Brefeldin A -~ Brefeldin C ~ 13-O-brefeldin A ~

15-Demethyl-Brefeldin A % 54 3¢
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frf L 4= ¢ BFA € #r4]ARF 1: {7 42 3 coat proteins3| fm s j
571 = 3 0] e (transport vesicles) siE 4z o BFA » F A& % 3t frd] &
e TG X v Fena il IR NS A s -0 R % ¢ kiRl - BFA
¥ OFCE A S B Tk (sphingomyelin cycle) » sB ¥ 3f - L M W
A RS CcHM A RE R fEKR FREE -HEFRRIR A W
Ve 4 ] B BEA T R A et 2 e g e ot Fon A o

BFA¥ > Z i imiz £ 3 ¢ Y1k e @ﬁi%l BT TR Bg i 2
% ( Klausner et al., 1992; Lee et al., 1999; Nebenfuhr et al., 2002;
Pelham, 1991; Sata et al., 1999 ) - Susana% #= 3 % # 12 10pug/ml BFA
BANE F T PR e i S pERE 60% o

F 3 4p 1BFA L 7 #ﬁ:},}%i Bl VORI R :}J%i (enveloped
viruses) @l i 7 p 2 fm e S F BE v 2 R 4 3F 4 - (Dasgupta et al., 2001;
Irurzun et al., 1993; Mirazimi et al., 1996; Suikkanen et al.,2003).* ¢t
Harry % 2% 9 2 1pg/ml Brefeldin Ais % 3*GH3Mm®e » ¥ Frd| H £
33%3F-v F4 &= (Harryetal., 1994)

BFA E_ - f& ¥ * 39 # & 4| & > ¢ 4] ARF-GEF
(ADP-Ribosylation Factor-Guanine nucleotide Exchange Factor) Jf‘f e
2L ARFEBGTPase» 22 % f A% A xf 2253 o ok pdrd)

Aegd o B g BATE N ihded Fardlap T o RERZNERE

20



AR AT e b s E IR e TR e b G FR S A i e s
(Nebenfuhr et al., 2002) - 4Bl = % 2 4= %8 p ARFenz 5y s 2 4 »
BFA%t I+ # =% enF & (Anders et al., 2008) -

BFAT®* p &k 5 & H ik % # F]+ Sec7-type GTP-exchange factors
(GEFs) ¥ eh=t B ~ > qy M2y S E DA &4 F T it H iR 2
PTG A& L E T - G- 5 ADP-ribosylation factor 1
(ARF1)(Jackson et al ., 2000) - 7 it i sPARF1EE fmiz 5502 [ 5 - B &
B W 4@%&—-&% g e A & S wie ¥ G ehifedrded T8
A ¥ 3 £ & «niv* (Gillingham et al ., 2007 ;: Mossessova et al .,
2003 ) - GEFs (Guanine-nucleotide exchange factors),%g d & ARF&
GTP(i% 1 fi)frGDP(2 /B fi)2 B w2 & kM mA I E EHE - ¥
ARFZ #5 q¢ 18 B-GTP-K f2 = GDP = 5 % % it » ARF-GDP A& GEF it
it T 24 GDPec g ] 1 ik - H HGTPR & & 5 /% i i (Mouratou et

al ., 2005 ; Gillingham et al ., 2007)

A B
cytosol cytosol
r ; V'

R

Membrane

Membrane
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R ~ ARF e it EE 2 {HBFA ik R
(Ar ¥ 152 7 GEF #ARF enig it fo| 2 e fe; B:BFA i T )

EAV I - A
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- T RARF B A KRB E

BFAR s 4 (T 5 - AERhA T 1 Em BIL ¥ 3 iddn
BB AT AT o R MR TE € bR 0t G ¢ 3 ILBFATT
v 82 285 R+ o § (Sausville et al .,1996) - 7 #tBFA:T
B R EARATPAT R RFERRSIRT EF BFARHL &
$A B BBHOEF AT U REE A A A B H
okt o Phillips & &_iv & # ¢ % 11 7-N,N-dimethylglycinate ester of
BFAT fL8 % breflate ¢ 45 L 4B - -Breflate % 7 BFAL % 70
E2OVOAMM S B ARk g F AT E RIS eng s 7 B oo (Phillips
etal .,1998)

3T KBFAY ¥ s R R 4 of F 4 (ER stress inducers) o @ 38 4p

RPN DGR FRRT AN FRN D DB O

e

RAREfRN o o B R B A N EARE AT TR TR P 5
pR R4 (ER stress)A 4 o @ p BB A € Erd F a4 B iRE
o f5d BFAR A3 M R4 o ia Jlee st iv i (iFEAF YA

fRag L L @RI s ] -
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HEWBFAL G A REMEE BFANEY § B xR g o g

RZER P 5 R FURESF T -
A A Frdlp R E F S 6+ F A F 4p i dehydrobrefeldin A
(7-0X0-BFA) ¥+ ] ~ o ¥t 4448 4 4 8 F A < M erre % { B3 BFA -
B EBFAGZ F it 6 60 A £ 0% R L RPN %0 & o

=

FA G R

k=1
\—ﬂ
\'4-
(3%

TH o FR ks P ERE2 ABFARF

g ¥

BFAKt & » 4 & 1+ BB L Ho WA RRE - F1% (1 2005)

<

EEI I EHRAFFINEREE R 2N (54%2009(F ) 7 5 B
209 ~ (NH,),S0, 4.0g * KH,PO, 1.0g ~ MgSO,7H,0 2.0g » CaCO; 5.0)
R EERET BB E FSHZK-14 2BFA v 843 4 ¥ 151.6 mg/L -
v pd 3 ERCEBFAS B HAR T E160 Mg/l b oo g
(&% 2009)% § & F %% BZIB0827022 2 # il 4 BFAR £ 7 & &
043.8mg/L o ¢ » Fl4 iRl AR L ARK P ALSER AR
(5 4 %300g(% )~ # 5 #259 ~ (NH,),S0, 0.2 » KH,PO, 0.5¢

24



MgS0,7H,0 0.5g » NaCl 0.5g ~ 3 3 2.0g) = % = 41* 15 i% + i

Fltk o E 2 A £ ARE0.5X10° Bie 3 o BFASHGEFAA

¥ 239216 mg/L > T i i A

j’:

\“‘b
«3\4}

Flot AR R A0 B R R PEBRAG TR e s R
B4 RREEI FARRE F 2o RS BFAZ R 2 i3 4

Al o ¥ hu PR 5 & P THPLCIE (7 4 47 0 45 5 A BFA

PR R e R R R R R BE A P T AR o

'+ @B ~ ~ dehydrobrefeldin A (7-oxo-BFA) :sﬁ;;“
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- e
-~ &R
-)Pr2EF
dF R B R R LR LB R AR
(Coniothyrium sp. CSM) -
(=) Xpwmre
A E ’9}']L}§’F>m "z Ab49 (BCRC 60074) p-p & 51 £ EF 7
AP FTREFEFL Y S o
(2) A ABRFE
LEFRE %A

(1) Modified mycologyical medium (M broth) » pH 7.0£0.2 -

Benzoic acid 0.05 (g/L)
D-glucose 40
Sodium acetate trihydrate 1

Tryptic soy broth 10

(2) Potato dextrose agar (PDA) » pH 5.1+0.2 -

Bacto agar 15 (g/L)
Potato dextrose broth (PDB) 24

9. mre s A A
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RPMI-1640 cell culture medium » pH7.0£0.2 -
RPMI-1640 basal medium

Fetal bovine serum 5%
L-glutamine 2mM
Non-essential amino acid 1%
Penicillin and Streptomycin 10U/ml and 10 pg/ml
Sodium pyruvate uM
S RERRE

1~HE 3B HFHE (YANG TAMIN INSTRUMENT CO., LTD.
Model : YMT) -
2 ~ pH meter (EUTECH instruments, Cyberscan 510, Singapore) -
3IEEEEH (1) WEEERE % #H(KS ROC)-
(2) 178 # % $a(Sanyo, Janpen) -
4~ & ok 5o R kS (VV2000, Heidolph, Germany) -
5 FBksEE (RELLL Buchi, Switzerland) -
6 ~ =45 (Risen, Taiwan)
7~ (1) Mg 3o (Hettich, Janpen) -
(2) %4 k3o (Hettich,Germany) o

(3) & Ak & 3 @ 3oty (Hettich,Germany) -

8 ~ HPLC (High performance liquid chromatogramphy)
(1) L-6200A Intelligent pump (Hitachi, Janpan) -

(2) L-4200 UV-Vis Detector (Hitachi, Janpan) -
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(3) D-2500 Chromato-Integrator (Hitachi, Janpan) -
(4)~ +7 21 % += Hypersil HS C18 5um 250x4.6 m (Thermo, U.S.A.) -
(5)X ® & 3] ¢ 4 Hypersil HS C18 5um 250x10mm (Thermo, U.S.A)) -

9~ Hm I Ay i AP A AT % b

UPLC (Ultra Performance Liquid Chromatography)
1. Quaternary Solvent Manager — QSM

MODEL CODE : QSM (Waters,USA.)

2. Sample Manager — FTN
MODEL CODE : SDI (Waters,USA.)

3. PDA e\ Detector —f& %8 " 71| ¥ 7] B
MODEL CODE : UPL (Waters,USA.)
4. FLR Detector — % 5k i jp| 2
MODEL CODE : UPF (Waters,USA.)
5. A3l 4L
Acquity UPLC® BEH C18 1.7 um 2.1x100 mm (Waters, Ireland)
10 ~ 48370 % pEHY

7.5L % Al »p Fpcd Fap A KR, MGT50V - (AR f4 4, Taiwan)

7. ?'Eﬁ—a E
(-) BEAAUA
L f s £ A eaL

#-PDA fe @l = f6 11 121°C ~ 15 & 5= 7] #-= f#t¢ PDA & » 12
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HEr R 3 FRFERY o
(=) Coniothyriumsp. CSM /& i % 3:4é 3% %
1~ A4 A
#- Coniothyrium sp. CSM 12 B~fk 7 /& W]*7 B~ = B F Sk H3g & 3
PDA } » 8% 7 X EBR%4 L5

=

L F
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2~ R

¥

&2 LR

jRE TR

W32 % . PDA 7 3 9% enf o B T 0.840m et B e

P~ 10 2R [F] 2 sk 0 32 & %0 100 ml M broth jz fa 32 & A& ¢ » 12 150

rom> 25CR @ % 5% » U

L X I 7.
2. /] Hhi%a\n,—i‘-f 4

NS

Coniothyrium sp.CSM 3z % 7% 9 % » 11 $v3L BB~ 103%f £ /& 0.84cm

APt ~ 100 ml M broth # > r2 150 rpm > 25°C 3 %

g%a@&’un%mmﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%éﬁ%%’iwiﬂ“ﬂ

WitE ~pH B2 ERP T E -

29



3. W R

% 7.5L #E N aEd, (agitated fermentor)ie (7 55 & > LR TP
EHFGHE pHER® ~ARZEE FEF TR
BAFERLT

B HEER: 25C

CEE T AP HRENERE

- ¥k 2 150 rpm

BAE 5%F 5 &R
LTI o 1vvm
BAWMHE 2L

4. mAEZT BRI
PG F BR (s 2 Rt 4CT o504 s s (11000rpm» 30 A
$8)f5 > B~ iR 5 0.2um g WhB g 0 ™ A4 47§ 41 Lichrospher 100 NH,
(5um) > 250mm x 4mm (Thermo,Germany) - # # &+ 4p 85% ¢ #
(Acetonitrile) » s 5 1.0ml/min > B~ 10ul g% i& 7 HPLC 47 » £
SRRz R e TR e

5. 7] 5 M dE £ Rl
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SRR R RSN R R A Nk LI RECE S R
SRRR L AR SRR 1 0 BE G RS g M0t 60°C 2 4 R0

TlEE o rEEE kf&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁioﬁﬁugdw
WE/L 32 & % % 1 ©

IRk

Coniothyriumsp.CSM i i 32 % 5 % {5 > A RS2 B AR > &
Aeth < B i Al 4k kSR R R kS 10 B (500 mlksEa
50 ml) » #&HCEB P 2 422~ 5ml 3 Agik be » B B fiEZl R T
B SRFE - R o s R SRR Iml TR o
UPLC /@t F A4t o ¥ - 3 5 #5 8 F B2 D38 8405
DMSO (Dimethyl Sulfoxide) ¥ » #-e ¥t kR A 2 3 FIER (82
(7 fm Pz & LRI
[ARCY ER R -PAR o)

7 UPLC % 473 ]? 1+ (ACQUITY UPLC BEH C18 Column, 2.1x
100 mm, 1.7 um) # #+4p 5 50% z % (Acetonitrile) » 7z 0.5ml/min »
A E 2 W/ 0 BPIRFERF 2 2480 WRLAER 5 210 nm e & 37

WA RS

L % % 4 ¥ 4£ Hyperpre Hs C18 8u 250x10 mm
(Thermo,Germany) > # #4p 5 70% ¢ % (Acetonitrile) ;=& 1.0 ml/min >
AR E S50 pl/= o WPIPERFE_30 A48 WA E S 210 nmo B B
10 o & == i HPLC Jc & % » B & Tl ik 54 % /ié‘ﬂ”ﬁ-i ",f”ﬁ i
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>~

F—'a‘ » 427% >+ 100 % DMSO *
(z) B F brefeldin A 3 2w
1~

#-HER D
A= T X
MTT assay
Fa 12

—MTT assay

MTT ( 3-[4,5-Dimethylthiazol-2-yl]-2,5-diphenyltetrazolium bromide )
BEBYkzZ g EP o B - AR L T DR
Pe FUkRY P et ex 4d

T AL
G J3a e & fF(SDH)frim®e ¢ % C ehis* =
tetrazolium B B 4] > 4 & g ¢ ¢ formazan & & > formazan & & =02 =
B Eme e 0 (Hmred JRIApL R § R
#R)e 7 41* R OD.EH A

el
a\\

' 7 i # MTT
foim s B R MTT chii
H

4 (formazan
Iljé,-g‘) "LODIE' IL‘T\ | f“ﬁ%ﬁm,rﬂ’n”i‘m”é’ﬁiﬂ F{MTTassay
fm¥e 03 edg ik o

D%.,a,,@

N~

| T
mitochandrial
reductase
MR- > smve N3pA 4 formazan 2 F Ok B
e
H
(1) Chemicals
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DMSO (Scharlau)

MTT (Sigma)

(2) Reagents
0.5 mg/ml stock solution
MTT 5 mg
PBS 10 ml

120.2p filter iy ° #F kBT 3 304°C

2~ 3
(1) MT T3 ) e B (i & A

"2 RPMI medium#-MTT stock solution #f-f# = 0.5mg/ml MTT

working reagent o

(2) 4 # e

LB Plmre s £ 96 344 ¢ EaLd 100ul B AR B
B2 X10° B imez > 33 & 5% CO,~37TCHEEREH#HY - Fimw pb
I E R F A E I o 2 (53 9644 ¢ 2 mediumig (FMTT

4

(3) %4 A~
1. #c#iR)2-96-well plate > 4c » 100 ul /wellzZ MTT% % -
2. % »r37C 5% COmme st R 4% A4 P PR EET R
MTTH B A2 FRES B R g n W -

3. B~1196-well plate » /| w gz ¢ MTTIA7% » 2 & F i * 3
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4 v 2 MTT2 & o

4. 4¢ »100 pl /wellHDMSO » 2 ~ 32 % 6 ¢ 204 48 > # MTT
AR AR

WD T R TE A OMITE S % 273

f25:DMSO¥® % % ¢ o

5. M ELISA readerip] i £ ODsgsz_ 3 18 o Ja 8 ‘w8 F 5% o

MTT assay 4 #7im% o V4T

fm 2 15 % 5 (cell viability %) = (O.D sampie/ ¥ P& %Econtror ) X 100%
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RE R

N

= & R B TA 2§ 2xd $ 544 F <0 Coniothyrium sp.CSM
BRoOKEBEr P PEIRFRATEARE  GEL LT BFARS A
P BT ke FRE A o iy E P4 5 UPLC A 47 4
S4cBl- o Bl Y TR 0.777min T 5 BFA -

3004

BFA
R

120+ 2004

1.00+

080+
] 0.00 020 040 1 100 120
Minutes

y

00—

E—— |

0404

020+

- ~ Coniothyriym RN fia 5 2~ 4 UPLC

0.00 ' A
] i ,llv\j}.x_’r? . P AN

T AL A P AL A JL B B I
“Fig . 1. TREUPLC dhdlysis of €Bniothyritith sp. C3M cultural 'eXtracts.
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"W ET BB FRE  RMILALAS A SR AR AL L P LR
e A t5 > M UPLC » 4722 BFAAE > 2% 4B - - BFA 2 & 1
INEE N & EE I F o

50

40 -

30 A

mg/L

20 -

10 A

[—
0 T T T T T T T T
Bl = -~ Coniothyriumsp. CSM % ra# 75 BrefeldineA 2 A7 2 - 48 -

Screening strains

Fig. 2. The comparison of Brefeldin A productivities of Coniothyrium sp.
CSM strains.
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I CBRRPURSMEZ R
SRR, - AP EEF T AMEE DB R EELTE T e
B FI B KR BRERS A AP R T AR
o
(- ) Coniothyrium sp. CSM & 24~ 2_ fm Pz 3 M4
#- Coniothyrium sp. CSM *+ M broth #¥g 7 £ 2 ¥ % 5 % >
AR L fRT fin F B> 500ml g e 97 F B0 16 mg E B o
16 mg e 423> 1 ml e DMSO #a5 4e 4% 5 &R R
LB 18R R im e ABAQ B (T imie A PR o B R Ao = o
F B S 430 ABAQ £ 4 P B ok oSG Ac B 24 ) P2 (5 0 0
MOk R 2 pg/ml T PR erdr a0 dme s K 9 5 69.4% 0 5
JE B 4 pgiml B F Ap dedlsc ko dmie S L 67.8% o e BER
8 ug/ml 4% F-prrdlrcdk v e @R B P PR 0 w3 s S 5 623
%o BB R tvik AR 16 ng/ml 5 R G B AT F Rk o PR T RR
APt 3 AR T il F o w3 B B 542% - @ AD49 figd
e 8 P2 st efk&EFril ek { s ¥ BB LMk
B 0.5 pgiml 4 P Ag chfrd e > e BiE R 95 927 %o kA1
ug/ml w#e 35 F Bl 759 % o % ik A Bk HANE R

A549 2 *E]:il_'; 43 m%’;pﬂ,"] 3% o mPe T,:j- e _;}‘ =3 50% o é’_ﬁxr’g /%
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K 16 pg/ml > fmoe g 5 84 221 % o

PR R R e

2 E e A S S

)i*i bﬁﬁ&?—‘g‘m:}’»rvﬁ A o
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(1) | S—

120 - '
100 - [ | T
P T T . %
5 |
i 80 T
=)
% 40
20
(o) o , , , , , , ,
control 0.5 1 2 4 8 16
toem ik B (pg/ml)
100 A T * %
S 80 - -
B
2 60 x
2) ) * * *
% 40 - _ * * %
T T )
20 A B \ N
: s.w@t (P%)S)w\*** %mﬁ%@ @on\

Bl = ~ Coniothyritin SpoGSM 3 fik 7% 308~ 4 2 4w "2 F 4470|3816
- (1)24 /] pe(11) 48 s R & (1 g/ml)
Fig. 3. The survival ratios of A549 cell treated with ethyl acetate extracts
of Coniothyrium sp. CSM culture. - ( I )24hr (11) 48hr.
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7 E Bdo 4 ABA9 fmPe | Rk e B deBlw foT o d NER 1
2ug/ml & 4-8ug/ml & fe wie A f 8500 ¥ 0 B R R AT G N & o
24 ) sk e e 2 pg/ml B gl R 2 T o e ey B0 g e
2 e FICHAL > ERKEB D 8ug/ml pFie e [ 3L P BRI e o
fmr b AR A PRG kR BB DR R 16 pg/ml P m Fe B R o e B
48 | i T o R 2 ug/ml B A TG BE R e PR
4 X IRFA; - 8 ug/iml o I R 1J@K$ L & N AL 5 ¥
fmie F mIE R AR A A RE R A 27 > 16 pg/ml a2 T AT
HmE LR A Y > BAr ¢ mie AR o
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ZCRERAEARRE FORHEEFTAL

(m

7 R
R

Coniothyrium sp.CSM = =& # &t # > BFA & @ 25 sa= > o
R RRC FREEEPTAEORE > TUBFA AR 5 dpik -
(1) mimz 3258
Az A AY 57 AT 5 AR E IR 5 VBB
TR FTARR B EFcd - BT UAHRBL A T H BN
R R BT B FRARS » B SHHEEFTAZRN G &
Mo FSHITE 2 G o N E T BRKREFSHICE ST T BT
FAEER BN FPBAR RSB E S LR TAZ TP X
WHBRRES > LT ORT 2 M AR 2R
Mo h BB AR PH E S BREREL BT > DRkl T ANE
Efr R ARSI A A pMABRERPHE L 2 .
()% B2 BFE
~F 7% 2. Mbroth ¢ 3 3 Casin 2 Soybean meal » ]t &% 4e
1.0%% R A#ERZ ALY ;é“:’é%“f AABEZRAN > N B FF iR
i TR o RS R ArE =
FoREEBRREREAR T WAHERERTADERS T A

v A& AV ‘},9124\2 B PRl A JBFA A A 0@ $ T 5 B8

%
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N
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Bk F RFHREAPH E 5 ’;‘;"Fﬂw%é] o R & A0 B
FoAHRAL RFILAM AL LER P B ALY Df R SH
AR R 0 3 pH EH e o

%gr} F AR ST E S AR T A e

Hfpaplex FAAME - HRAH S E A2 B F e+ 3

DA FAESE A N RN T FRE SRR REpERT
ASHELIE TSt HP FE RV FREFERFIE L, B
FHBFARI B Ry H o A RE I AHA L > e

MmAEFTAL BN H R A F R A JIRE - Pl S AR
FORDE T Rk E > FUMIcEpHE B uu L &3 0 0 REER
LB FRIESE B A A Y 5% % 4% Coniothyrium
sp.CSM # 4 = s i Ja 4 5 BFA -
¥R SE RS AR AR R0 A ARG $ TR
REELERP T A PARE > BHRRK RV R2ZT 5 § Y

FBpor g AR A RS 0 - 2 FI A UM E A M43
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# — ~ % R ¥ Coniothyrium sp. CSM fFskic &£ ~pH 2 BFAER

-
7 2 o
i)

-~

Table 1. The effect of various carbon sources on cell mass, pH value and
BFA concentration of Coniothyrium sp. CSM cultures

Carbon sources Cell dry weight Final pH BFA (mg/L)*

(4.0 %) (g/L)*
Fructose 6.04+0.06° 5.32+0.15° 28.96+0.73°
Maltose 8.61+0.01* 6.87+0.10° 16.30+0.62°
Sucrose 5.44+0.04° 5.4520.09° 35.48+0.19°
Lactose 3.36+0.02° 7.74+0.15* 8.99+0.40°¢
Control 7.72+0.03° 5.660.05° 40.02+0.03*

T ORBABFREFLLX o
:x : Control % ﬂ]‘ e A%FH 5 MR R o

3. 1: Means of triplicates + standard deviation.
A-D : Means followed by the same letters in the same column are not

significantly different (P <0.05).

# = ~ % ¢ % /¥ Coniothyrium sp. CSM fFsksc £ ~ pH @ % BFA kL

B2 B
Table 2.The effect of various carbon sources on cell mass, pH value and
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BFA concentration of Coniothyrium sp. CSM cultures

Nitrogen sources  Cell dry weight . pH"  BFA (mg/L)’

(1.0 %) (g/L)*
Yeast extract 5.58+0.20° 7.62+0.08"  12.93+0.43°
Malt extract 7.57+0.43* 7.04+0.06"  37.74+0.18°
Tryptone 4.91+0.13° 7.83£0.01"  2.08+0.00°
Peptone 4.98+0.77° 7.71+0.04"  1.64+0.00°
Control 7.72+0.27* 5.29+0.01°  40.02+0.03"

L OBAFRLZLX o
:x : Control % %;‘;‘J& e R A E A o

3. 1: Means of triplicates + standard deviation.

A-D : Means followed by the same letters in the same column are not

significantly different (P <0.05).
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(#4303 pE 33 % 5%

Ed AR FH 7 RAL S § Reng fEiE 2 %20 Coniothyrium
sp. CSM enAsstscE 1 2 BFAJER RS @St A7 2
B2 R TarENEFRA RS TALE AABOSR -
RN F RN REAAY BT R > B AAHRAA -

R heB T T 0 F iR pH B FEPFR A S BT R 5 T S A

fR3z &k BESE A A2 RUSF > AP G LA 2 aEF o PR

e

AERIBPFRARY BLAPRLEE A FLENESELS > @
AL PP TERPH Ev 2 ok k# pH E48i7> 4 - Coniothyrium
Sp. CSM *t 33 & % = R Azil & » $dcd KL Fu Mg @ st 0 2
EIO¥S R SARN T FUMitE 9d 8 glL 2+ o E L4 F BFA
MHEZ AR RER o EHGHALEEN O ERLEY T R &
FER o FREOH BFAT REESMA £ TRF o B A

WEFHSME £ fRAR  BEIS 10 X BS IR FH %

ol

—+— pHvalue

—a— Cell dry weight (g/L)
—#— Brefeldin A (mg/L)
—+— Residual sugar (mg/ml)

1 T




BT ~ 33 s88 pE i e £ B 7 Coniothyrium sp. CSM - pH & ~
FloticE ~BFAZ BAEZ ERA Y Dl 1 -
Fig. 5. Variations of pH value, cell mass, residual sugar and BFA
concentration of Coniothyrium sp. CSM culture during the time
period of fermentation.
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T~ AR E A

FONE R il 1 OBFA o T2 R BRI
P~ HPLC » 7 BI(® = ) " BFA 2 *bo iy 5 ehz i R 3 Fraction 1 (7-8
min) ~ Fraction 2 (10-16 min) » B %] jc & pt = F3d P EI% > HFTS4RB
*> DMSO ¥ & {7 fm¥e 4 iRl > LRV R L rdlfimie 2§ o
NP F R o

o T B (F-1-F-2) 8% 2 4 573 > DMSO ¥ i (7 fm v & 4 ip[2E o

F-1 2% 4B - > 05ug/ml 0 F-1 %43t Ab49 & 34 & 24 2 48 /| pFi5 @
HMEF RN B2 [ PFwmie 3555 954 % kR 2 ug/ml wie s
L 021 % o (i 48 ] P B % 0 24 [ BEAE L 0 Pk B 2 pg/ml
24 EEY HREE 0 T AL EA L G ok 4 o R

EEMBEFN od BT F-1H3 AB49 LG - H hd Bk o
B F-2 %Y el ~) 42 24 P F-1 2% 3 ER
FTRHFweZ RN REE 48 FF-2 2 4 F g2 T > kA 0.6ug/ml
2 12ug/ml Bg F 3535 3 F-l@%k e % 35 F &2 55 923%~90.7
0p o

B gk i B ¥ kT aEsk i % AT 02 (Je 0 2009) o F-1 $43 AB49 7 B & 4

Moo F-282% 2% w2 4o BFA @ ’t’i"pi\"%#ﬂ F-2 MOER T &2 3 7%

Frflme 2 £ R - HRF P2k AR TE drgek -
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= ~ Coniothyrium sp. CSM /% # BJ:A?& s fig % B~ 2. HPLC
PR

Fig. 6. The HPLC analysis of the
acetate extracts. __

niothyriupn sp. CSM cultural ethyl
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S 80
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** . Significant (P<0.01) - ***: Significant (P <0.001) -

Bl- ~ Coniothyrium sp. CSM ¢ fé ¢ fig 3 B~4~ & HPLC 4 3t &
$ Fraction 1 2 ‘m®z & {4 p)3% (1)24 /) pF (2)48 /| P& -
Fig. 7. The cytotoxic assay of the Fraction 1 collected from the HPLC
eluent. (1)24 /- & ; (2)48 | P* -
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** : Significant (P<0.01) - ***: Significant (P <0.001) -

B4 ~ Coniothyriumsp. CSM ¢ ft ¢ fig 3 B~4~ 5 HPLC 4 4 &
F Fraction 2(% &k B)2 w3 R (1)24 /| pF (2)48 | P&
Fig. 9. The cytotoxic assay for HPLC product of Fraction 2 of
Coniothyrium sp. CSM ethyl acetate extracts. (1)24 -] p*

(2)48 - p+ -

[e]

i

nninth ' A7 g 1> T I E 5 2
000 UPLL » 4.4 060 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.6 140
Fig. 10. The UPLC analysis of Coniothyrilif®€h. CSM ethyl acetate

extracts Fraction 2 that incubated in liquid culture for five days.
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P i e A AL R s F R FIRE BFA XL BF RS ok
LI
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B9 i4Tmglle A kT 5D BHER A AN § o2 FBz
it 221 s BFA A 2 P e

",f 7 BFA ¢t 2_ Coniothyrium sp. CSM % fiz /% e 5 B4 » 5 HPLC
kB = i % At & Fraction - 1 ~ Fraction -2 (F-1° F-2) » #-5 itk &
AR m i & R B R KT F-2 Fr R m e sn gk Bt F-l e

i BFA$E Flmied B3 3T 4 bokiA A G RHES
LTRRER R L TR A KRB UA P RBEAA oMM B Y
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