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o é;gieﬁb/éﬁ
EF s e g RAYY AP RFF-BLF E R AEAHP TR
KA ¢ FEIOR S L G R AR o blde D2 F s AR PR 2
FORAE .o b £V ¢ S5 RG AE 230 § fhons % A dH TA_T0 5 R
ErApM B 7 sl k> e RSN B2 EF A5l Bl ke -
-AFETEReA B 2 up 2 R - BATEA GRS F LR (Gunatilaka et al.,

2006) °

- CPpAEEHEA
(") PLERTBREZFLER
PEEHE- BRAG AT oA A L PP NPE o SRS R
F7? P v i s A SRR o R PR §5lAsF A 2 b Aopik
g P A E (Wangetal, 2002) -
B R EE R RS AP E R PR 2 E ey AR (B
—H RN A HE ] Al FE RN B RS A A A R
AP 2 5 FoRG SRS AN MU PR AL Bl G - it e
(MMSHNWw%yz@%%iﬁﬁ%@ﬁ¢ﬁlNkﬁﬁgiﬂimﬁ%&
, ;%‘LLL#H H- LA E FOfELAE (Carrol et al., 1986)  i&— HFA T HFIRP 2
Jﬁ" EiBARY A RE R - NS R LY AR F L R
T o bldef 2 SEAP AL AEIJRAM G 7 LF IS A
PN RRE xS A4 B (Clayetal, 1989) 5 f & Rekiienst B £ £ My 4
£ X Bgpy g F},{J:\T‘F'ﬁ-,f‘al.@‘fﬁﬁ"iyﬁ’»%["é\ B3| - kP 2 2 ) Taxomyces
andreanae 2 [F]7 1 & 2 2 F A BPA § ¢ TR RN ahFuR F 5 Taxol AR e 0
SR RBH T o Gd PP R R REN IR E PERT Rk LR
RENZEF- S5 A2 R gAREF DRTI R E KR (Stierle e al.,

1993) « 3T kHAT N 4 B F = N AR L 20 BH 0 FEY ] B it
2



LTSS SRR T R A LR S

(=) pP2ERAFEE
FHP 2L FEF LM GRS 2T A2 ARt a BINA (Weberetal,
2004) :

NSNS 8

FAEFIEAP A ERAAIJIEAPRE FENRADFEAL F P -
AP T REFIFLT e 8 o p L EHE - L EFEE
(mycotoxin) * §T&2+ % L #sium i d (Agee etal, 1994) - ¥ iR v H e b L X

Hew 4 o p 2 EFRFTRAGESFBMPRBCER S 0 kS AR oW
3 ¢4 Neotyphodiumsp. > £ BB RIT s 7 ~EF 2 £ 2 FI B X T

TR B A AESF L A D ARE M (0 2006) o

2. AAfEF P2 E R

AAES FIRFR S DB BT ERPFRABRIZIAFL JLEPLER
FAEGEAEFEAL FEF L IABF > F A aF LRS- FEY
o RIEE E Mg 2 & 0 Bblde: Fusarium, sp (Kuldau et al., 2000) -

poangenp 2 B F~ 5 A f A% (Ascomycetes) 0 4 @ 455 IR hfE S
A2 BERAME B L AMA (2 02004) EEFASHI DN 2 EHILT = 2HF
% (Fungi Imperfecti & Deuteromycetes) > # 24 323 3 FiE- H a3 (2>
2001) c p 2 B FF A F A DI LAt Bl - 7o 0 B¢ A Phoma medicaginis
E01071 % Medicago sativa 2. 5z & 5 2 maltose extract agar (MEA) _ ek
o (A) BE? F 2Rl AR e 3 5 U2 AT F ST HFNZ L2

32 % 7] i& (Weber et al., 2004) -



# EZ 3 s
5 E‘n'l‘j‘
i) 4 7
7 (C) %F‘ffﬂf(ﬁ,
g
B

P

v -2
ujmij,‘%ﬁ 7 L s
* I P ’—{t—» -
N\ g2 E
l\)o




Sl e

Iy
P
=
|
b
>

et LAY AL F IR AHP T A P AN IR ER

PRI Pedlp R AR B Fr o bR R L dr R e 2 K

s
AN

(=) *ﬁa)ﬁi}@‘m*}?}; e o

1. Phomopsichalasin

i 2 E /] Phomopsis sp. ¢ 224 phomopsichalasin > % % 7 FAlmiAt 2

F 4 pg 1 phomopsichalasin B > 435 & ko 7] Bacillus subtilits #r 7k & 0.12
3

cm> ¥ Salmonellaenterica 3 0.11 cm> @ Saphylococcusaureus R 5 0.08 cm

(Hornetal., 1995) » "Bl = 5 # B35t -

"} B = ~ Phomosichalasin 3¢

2. Helvolic acid
AR EC SARET BRI NehR Tl — 0 A AR
¥ #1464 Cynodondactylon ¥ %4 #t: Aspergillussp. (Strain #CY725)» £ 2 = =t {&
B¢ B de fait &4 Helvolic acid ~ monomethylsulochrin ~ ergosterol f=
3B-hydroxy-5a, 8a-epidioxy- ergosta-6, 22-diene ("B = ) » H 4> & g da 47 35 4%
# Helicobacter pylori 0368 | #r4]ik & 4 % 5 8.0, 10.0, 20.0 f= 30.0 pg /

5



mle @ # # Helvolic acid$+*+ & i 5 & ' 7] Sarcina lutea, Staphylococcus aureus {=

Candida albicansz. -] #r#])k & 4~ & 5 15.0, 20.0 = 30.0 pg / ml (Li et al.,

2005) -
HICHH _‘_,-""l- &) ".1|_
o LA Bl
" s K L1 0N e
Me | Me P ! oo
__::_-_':"'-\._‘I__.-"]"-\.\, Iy f;f__-.'~..,_h__,..-m__w_:_;-:"n_ —H
H I Me
l:-l':‘-'-:;ﬂ.“"'-\_-'"fhl"'-\_-'" - .._.-"-\'_Q._._{\__..___.- I'-'\.'\'.\',"_.___."'
©H DAc Me OMe OMe  OH
be O
1 ¥
¥
i | - o
A N - e '-A“'“*w.'L
TR L] T I
| e, 4 |
- [n |]’ ]
L5 - —
-~ ) e ™ "‘";} 'i""'-.
H
] L il ..-'“'1 -}"rl:h =
I._]“.- ""'\---""%'\-'\:5.-"" Hi -~ .
X 4

*t® = ~ (1) helvolic acid (2) monomethylsulochrin (3) ergosterol f=

(4) 3b-hydroxy-5a,8a-epidioxy-ergosta-6,22-diene 355" e



(=) Fp 3 F= %
1. Cryptocandin

#_ Cryptosporiopsis cf. quercina ¥ #% ¥| Cryptocandin (*f Bl ) 2 % - f&

3t cytochalasin (fm%e £i56 & & fave £ 5% ) ehit £ 4 (Strobel et al., 1999) »

"= i PRk B HEP- cytochalasinsfimacrolide % - cytochalasin #f s ¢

F125 % dmve B JE 2 veds v (RS (R0 2000)0 A& g0 mie o AR Sl

# 2 DNAYA > w5 = > Gwme i) ¢ 5 EF: (Binucleus) 2 #ct”

(Micronucleus) hA& 2 o 7 1 d fepr A 2 F kA2t it £ F b R E e

tha fhorpd - Byt E B H WA fBIE AT 84 SR R E B edr

ek BB B ‘*‘F]Ilii R E ,F_"}é b g s gk o

OH
HQ,
a H 0
M
| H
o LKL R ]
N O
]
HO o4 ©
| |
HM i H oH
P
OH o
[th:llJ

‘i Bl ~ Cryptocandin 35" e



M -~ Wit dhcryptocandin 2 H s L AR F A 5ok R E R Bl gk R

(Strobel et al., 1999) -

MIC (pg ml) of antifungal agent:

Test fungal Cryptocandin ~ Echinocandin B Amphotericin B
Pathogen

Candida albicans 0.03 0.3 0.04
Cryptococcus >20 >20 0.04
neoformans
Aspergillus > 20 > 20 0.03
fumigatus
Candida 2.5 - 0.01
parapsilosis
Histoplasma 0.01 - 0.01
capsulatum
-, Not tested



2. Ambuic acid
*> Pestalotiopsisspp.# Monochaetiasp. % cp 2 E ¢ 4 3 Ambuic acid ("
BT ) izt 5F %KEF 25 ug ¢ Ambuic acid $#3+ 24 £ & PDA 1 1 % dup
REE F Pythiumultimom # # &%~ - 9 2.0cm = + ;& 3t Cephalosporium

gramineum chdr ek s o ldeom = 0 T AH B4 (Lietal, 2001)

CH

OH

*tBlZ ~ Ambuic acid % 1‘?5‘ °

3. Macrosphelide A
p 2 2 [ Coniothyrium minitans ¢ 32~ Macrosphelide A ('@ ) 3¢
s RIEE ) Sclerotiumsclerotiorum f- Sclerotium cepivorum & § Frdlsc % o H 4t
% tk 2 77 IGsp (median growth inhibition concentration) 4 %] % 46.6 % 2.9 ug /
ml > it Bl 5 B4 (McQilken etal., 2003) -
18
. O

- L 13
H O""'-..f';“ T OH
8 O 14

S . e 1B, 17
B | [- 8 :
- .J'H“JJ o _.‘-IFJH
- ey - 3 o, 2_- -

‘it Bl ~ Macrosphelide A 1 3o



(=2 ) #rdlim™e > 5

2T A A

el g

= 7

a"lfl’ﬂ

iR med BT ¢S EL A S

fm¥ k= (apoptosis) # T2 # * 5 @ k= o A fLlmrefRsi i 5’—\:};} fm

LER

P k= LA ds e

+ -
Mt % =

T EEN

,

=X

4 78 R [?5337;,4_5—:,%‘;45 F/mﬁ.}\’ﬂ

i

|[ch~ B R 3 Bh- k7

| 4

BRE4 Haiffe o o

19 g

LR

L= L Fw

fh- fime g R c E R R XYL EFAL L E

R AL e B A A e kS DI % 0 L B e B oA g

E PR e A D L me k< 2 me s

S A R BT e Y 20t R

v Z_ L—L‘ﬁio

‘m¥% &= (Apoptosis) w2 3 7 (Necrosis)
7= RN H - & — FHAp R enim P
fmie L ol o~ B IR
tm ¥e W Bt B S AsgE ~ By b I R £
phosphatidylserine “} 3
AR A URTR=YEE: Bl IR
RE A hin T e Y
(Cytochrome C ~ Apaf-1) BRI
S FEERE
e E Al feiga) & Dimse = o] 4 HIE e E T 2
P iz Ad R R A LR PR 3

DNA *# iz Bl PHER 3P Rl A AT S A D
R A R
DNA 30 & % 7 ¢
w52 % iR B EY ~ mF LR AL Evglmi i~ ~ F % L5 BA 2
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1. Taxol

J&_Taxomyces andreanae 7= =x R ¥ 2 i s 2 & 3 g 4 ¢ B
Uy B 7 4R e s 4 B Taxol (B~ o Stierle etal., 1993) > F fk+ % 5 4
E KB LAY aop 4 E 7 Pestalotiopsis microspora A d 4 BT
(Strobel et al., 1996) - % ¥ FDA (Food and Drug Administration » & 5-% 4 ¢ 12 %)
301993 i gt B R VY I N R PR R IR 0 (T £ AR mie
AR g B mre N (T 5w § 2 R 2 cE 39 (Microtubulin) i & 0 i@ H
T gFREAL[E Mwre g2 70 A ERF ? & (Metaphase) > & 4_#

P2 %= (Haldar etal., 1996) -

‘it 1=~ Taxol %3¢ o

11



2. Brefeldin A (BFA)
& Penicillium brefeldiamum # & & % 3 Brefeldin A ("8~ ) &2 F- = &
PP R 0 B3 Frdl  fARg b crc Sk (Harrietal., 1963) © 2002 & 2 (677 3 3
F BFA #** MCF-7 3* & ‘o "s gk crapr 4] 50t Taxol 52 (ICs5o=2:5) > ® & % &% F chp
4 E A2 A3 Y v v g % & (Wang et al, 2002) - j&_Phoma medicaginis # #
9 BFA ¥ 11 iRF BB Eend BB WAKE # E Fo- S8 2 (Weber et al.,
2004) o @ F4riE* ¢ Frd|#r 4] ARF-GEF (ADP-Ribosylation Factor-Guanine
nucleotide Exchange Factor) = ﬁ e & > ARF 4 GTPase » %2 % f A%+ ~ 2
Foe A o Aok A At o B g RATA X hdee Fardl e T o 2 E2
SER P AME At BRI g ARG TR A @ e 2

(Nebenfuhr et al., 2002) -

“t B~ ~ Brefeldin A 45 -



3. Radicicol
Radicicol % - #& Hsp90 (Heat-shock protein, #t ik F-v ) erafr4]# » Hsp90
Fov € T e A e e en B o MH dr g2 (5 € R LU v T
mEEdrlpa A2 Ha o Ea EREB WA we k- g T - & Ephedra
fasciculate & ¢ A& 3 di - tkp 2 E fF Chaetomium chiversii » j&_EtOAc % B~ 4 ¢
% I Radicicol &8 #f 0247 & 5 A4FFrd] X 555 T 2o %2 $k MCF-7 2. Hsp90 hré 2%

(Turbyville et al., 2006) - Bl 4 & Radicicol iz 5% -

R4 =H, R;=CH;, R; =Cl

B oW N =

R1 = R2=CH3, R3=C|

-]
e
|

=R3=H, R;=CH;

8 R1=R2=CH3,R3=H

“t®4 ~ Radicicol 45"
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Microbial strain

Nature products

Structure

Biological activity

Reference

Aspergillus parasiticus

Sequoiaatone C

s fi (Brine shrimp)

LDso": 300-600 uM

Stierle et al., 2001
Stierle et al., 2003

Nodulisporium sp.

Nodulisporic acid A1l

Nodulisporic acid A2

il vk

LCs% 0.5 ppm against A.

aegypti

LCsp: 0.3 ppm against L.
seracata

Hensens et al., 1999

14




AR Z B3 BETAL L X RERE (L T)

Microbial strain Nature products Structure Biological activity Reference
Penicillium Mellein Fup & 0 #rd] HCV Dai et al., 2001
Janczewskii (Hepatitis C virus) protease

5 4 11
ﬁﬁ/ ﬁ/ IC 50: 35 uM
2
7 x}}\;,ﬁ
8

on o

Phomopsis sp Phomol T FoE L $EED KmF 1 | Weber etal., 2004
oS | 53.20%:0r 1%
: L3

"'ln.\_\_h_.__.-'ﬁ‘_.\_'__,_ﬁh

T

HO "H""'-\.-"T' 0 "'-\""‘--._--"T'-\._.-"E-:""-\.

2 _ Medium lethal dose. ° - Medium lethal concentration.

15




FEEFELEEEY §AL - LEKNT SABE T % BT TR ES R

THOHNERAES AT AEDR DA

(- ) e

Jesterone % Hydroxyjesterone (*dBl-+-) = —*Ff &_j&_ Fragraea bodenii {& 4~ ¥
°C B4

Yot

A Hrdianp 2 3 f Pedtalotiopsis jesteri i 23 21 = 974 4 i b
Fef»»-LpRhELR2BEAET ? & DPrdlscsk - 27 Jesterone ¥t
Aphanomyces sp. (st R #EFT i § il ABm B F R # S LA SO R) 2
Phytophthora cinnamomi (1 ] > € 5142 & & f{F % 30 i@ FFF) = fak

Fedc ) drdl kR Y 5 6.5 ug/ml s vt Hydroxyjesterone & 3% % (Li, 2001) -

JLOH

&
e

HCy

.
on M oy M

Jesterone (1) Hydroxy-jesterone (2)

"B ~ Jesterone % Hydroxy-jesterone 3¢

(=) =5 31

Graphislactone A E_j&_ Cephalosporiumsp. IFB-E001 #8 | e 14 4 5 (R -+
- ) By it ;ﬁ’—“ﬁ—: pd Aensi o my a‘% dtd LDL ICsy (Medium inhibition
concentration of low density lipoprotein) = 7.3 uM » -] 3% R $<% i # Butylated
Hydroxy Toluene (BHT) z. LDL ICsp: 20.7uM » # 7+ # 2% * {4 BHT % » # %

L OEPET R R . - S T 7 4 (Song etal., 2005) »

16



OH O
I

L]
A 0

J e

. .-"ﬂ":‘-':."-h S
H40) d =

e Tl

H TOCH,

¥} B~ — ~ Graphislactone A g 5* -

(z) Mgt R T

oy o M 2 3 Penicillium janczewskii ¢ A #E 1 %k ch
Peniprequinolone (1 = ) § UGS P10 T R % o kA K & 100-300 mg
/1 (Schmeda-Hirschmann et al., 2005) ; e+ 5 # RS 10mg/1 pFek & { 7 i)
40% FaHf-p g ehd & 0@ E 100mg /1 FRIF = 24r4] (Kimura et al., 1996) » F]*

o R E S L L E R g kY AR BEEFA T B

OCH,
15 'ffi\“ﬂ 13
21 16 LH“ |J 12
OH {E/XDH
19 17 : L }
Flo] 7 = 3
8 8 ‘ID 2
|
H

%+ B+ = -~ Peniprequinolone % f?;‘ °

(e) 4§47

R E & Iris germanica sk &0 A gt - k€ 2 4 F Efr (Irone > "B+ =)
TR F 4 eop 2 E K 13 A (Rhizopusoryzae) > B Ak E G K R Ak ¥ ¥
MREAM L PR RS TEY L SR ETL X RGeS (R 1999) 0 @ J
Botryosphaeria dothidea iztip 2 £ F% ¢ 45 3/- 84 # # F Nootkatone % pfk >

17



- & sesquiterpene > £ F "F MARFg S e iR B 1P Efra & gl o 1y
RAfEne v ne L3 A RE 0 5 RFRT Y FEL L FE 2%

4 A& 1% M Ayl £ (Furusawa, 2005) »

[romee Mootkatone (2]

“tB - = ~Irone = Nookatone .3 e

=<

B R4 B EITE kAR

TR AR F A AR hh S Bk 30 GG S A BekE > Fe A2

=l
X
D7

B4 AR A N o T E KR ST L i R EE c A1 BB

t\me

E O o - Rl Az i vaed DAL RS GVEFE > d e IrE AR B E
Bp AR P 5% (Gunatilaka, 2006) » F]pt BB A 7 e B AR o 3F 5 HF WK S
BER LR AN G A S BB TR 4 5 (55 19945 & > 1999) »

2 FPLEP P AL RLG FEREFES Y FEA L DA S (55 2002) -

1;{_,/?‘—’\%"!3’ E]\é}ﬁ’_iki 4_@:#5—% l’}fa / ‘Uﬁsz\mxifﬁﬁg;’h&,ﬁ-a- » R 7t T:’,tﬁ_
WEAG AL SR REP R R AR RFLE (5501999 - 25§
ARAILFA2ZEFRHAM R ZAHMPFTFIFAT BB RRZANGEL  §

A

FPeo MR BHFREPRRER AR BF T iR e R HERIT AT F 2
A& £ JI* P & NMR  (Nuclear Magnetic Resonance) # % H éﬁé;\ oo FE
% MS (Mass Spectrometry) #& & H A+ £ | > i&d FrEO LN A TS o
Fo SRl A 344 gEd Pl DNA (DNA) 718 5] & foid 20
fAsg c Efi2 Fh rDNA B - HEMP @RI DAFITE 17 EHE - 5B
Hix8d - B7 #4372 2L 4L 7 15 %  (Intergenic spacers, IGS) #t = cho @
T wRSEY ¢ 7 585188 2 285 AT H2 B i - pHEETRR

18



(Internal transcribed spacers, ITS) » A W F 5 ITS 1 2 ITS2 Al faszgs #48¢ ITS 1
% ITS2 % FA 7|54 B 7 12 (Conservation) » @ 21fr f64 $+ A0 A £ B i % > 7]
g% 3§ § 0513 (primers) 4r b PCR (Polymerase chain reaction) = ;% k#3# ITS 1
2 ITS 2 B 7] > i DNA ZH v 42 {6 § ¥ Fa T B FfEsE s @ (% 0 1997) 0 B~

RBRTCEFTREEFEIRERZEFAL I He+ 2 ASAIG - S 82 B ER

SU R

ETLFAG A LEFHR 2 ET A s LFEHLFPE 2 EREF AR
FE| 4T B AR o
ITS 5 primer
w—
m— 185 rDNA 5.85 rDMA 285 rDNA
GS ITS 1 ITS 2 GS

-_
ITS 4 primer

R~ EFDNA A Fl2 Ak %42 PCRA B33 =% B (F °2001)-

dREHLT A RE o Ao AR S ARKERN S XV SBREHR
KRR FBPIEE AT SR RS G KB ANF R AEES T e
RPEEW AT UAREA A R T R R B i s £ TR

FARE AR R (0 2000)

19



\\\?’;r
P
—
o~
3
\\'?i‘_
q\l‘
py

— S E R
(=) MAEH
§F A B SR AR LR S0 thA S PN 2 B E2 A RE

R0 Sl 001-050 o

(=) Z#pRFA
L% 8 8 & 5% % R | #x Bacillus cereus- Escherichia coli ~ Salmonella
typhimurium - Saphylococcus aureus = Serratia liquefyacieus o # % 7 & 2tk

Aspergillus niger ~ Botrytiscinerea %2 Rhizopus oryzae -

(2) XHwe
CHUE SR AS49 S fin®e Huh7o 3 it § < B $ ik
L ivim?z (Aortic smooth muscle cell) % F72 < Bl.<%p 4 wm* (Neonatal

rat heart endothelial cell) -

(2) BARSFE
1. EFAR44

(1) Modified mycologyical medium (A M) > pH7.0£0.2 -

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

Tryptic soy broth 10

(2) Potato dextrose agar ( f§ - PDA )
Bacto agar 15 (g/L)

Potato dextrose broth (PDB) 24

20



2. mEFR AR

(1) LB (Luria-Bertaini agar)

Bacto agar 15 (g/L)
Sodium Chloride 10
Tryptone 10
Yeast extract 5

(2) Nutrient agar ( f f NA)
Bacto agar 15 (g/L)

Nutrient broth 13

3. wme A A

(1) DMEM cell culture medium (Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium) » pH 7.0 £ 0.2 »

DMEM basal medium

Fetal bovine serum 10%

L-glutamine 2 mM

Non-essential amino acid 1% (5 ml)

Penicillin and Streptomycin 10 U/ml and 10 pg/ml
Sodium pyruvate 1 uM

¥ ¢ B~ D-Glucose 1.75 g i3> 5 ml & F/k? > £ 18 0.22 pm B g 2 {8 4e »

medium * o

21



(2) RPMI-1640 cell culture medium > pH 7.0 £0.2 -

RPMI-1640 basal medium

Fetal bovine serum 5%
L-glutamine 2 mM
Non-essential amino acid 1%
Penicillin and Streptomycin 10 U/ml and 10 pg/ml
Sodium pyruvate 1 uM
BT
B Vitdg— o
E N S

() BRES 2 8% hnli
1~ o F i
iR]3# 48 B. cereus~E. coli ~ Sal. typhimurium-~ Saph. aureus % S liquefyacieus
ZRBHEINALF S37CER 16/ FF - P+ H - Figts A LRI R
FEIEBRANGE A E T SmINAAG B H L -
i¥ l%flis/fa" Ft& A niger ~ B.cinerea 2 R. oryzae #2744 344 PDB ? i
Lo A3 23°C~3-7 X2 {68 ] AR DEFAEZFE S0ml PDA s B %

A4 23°C 372 o

¥

2~ FRRAADUE

/4.1

F_L
94

BAEE B i s R Lml & FpkET 0 B~ 0.1 ml FRE R R
A NA AR L > RS R Iﬁi@"ﬁ—f— Ao Bt aE Fiz 10ml & Fk

%ﬁ‘,,a;tg?—a-,B’»OImI ’*EE]“ B R A PDA LR E > RESR Y o

22



(Z) ¥rEF FAL 2P 4 5 FiE
1~ Fr 4 B RlE
B P P RRB 2 50 thh 2 B E3 4 PDA AR ELA > A E
57911 % > 4% i B4 E FHM DT 0.84 cm A FE 0 S5
% (Mycelia) 233 % A% (Medium) TR 7 5 HRFHONAR £ AL > 37°C 1
%16 P Rl E4r AR E A4 (om) o M-S BHRT AT E 1 R R T H
PDAR AR »23°C B4 = T SRBFHr AR | -

2~ FriFE 2 E

d P GEBSN L FA YR A PDA L 579 11 % > BA
SR A Ad R E- A AT S0ml e d P o 4o 10 ml -~ 95% BtOH > # 3
20 min {4 %< > 6000 rpm ~ 20 min {5 B~ b Fix B MR I Y HLE 0+ 100 ul &
BrkiET o k& 100 %5 £ % BT 0.63 cm (] RS I ER (4240 10 ul)
RIS I BBRAR ZBBREFDR AR AH 16 1 F (BRwE)
13;§(%&ﬁﬁ)¢ﬁ$-Wmﬁﬂl’@lpwm&ﬂﬂ**’wﬁtm
ARPEP RS> g AEEP Blad iFE /5 4P “f M RREHRARY T

Sl (H0632A) TEARRE G BT LI EEA ] -

gy L
i
. 7
e ig ‘ amae

R s FrEIRRIE S S e
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T2 kR it ZH07 o R FaodrdDosk o AER D FE B O

~ R
L1 p 2 2 2 7148 DNA 2 4 B~

#1713 * ¢hg_FastDNA® Kit (BIO 101, U.S.A)° %332 % # PDA plate + ¢h

T AR S9 0.2 g kit P 7% F ¢ Lysing Matrix tubes > d *t & Flinrz fE 5 &
TORPEATIE S F] P T R BIRE @ K Epe 4e » BIO 101 buffer> p 7 CLS-Y

(800 pl) ~ PPS (200 pl) ~ PVP (40 pl for 0.1-1%) % B-mercaptoethanol (36 pl for
1-3%) o %] # % * FastPrep R E} AR 4BRF 5 ftskis 24,4 £

A R 3-4 Fco £ 14 14,000 rpm B 5 A4 40P~ b ik 600 pl 2 % § 2 Binding

BTEE S A4 0 2 14,000 rpm Hreo 5 A

}vx«}

Matrix T #7g ¢ »REBF &
48 3 ",%.f ')'}3"/‘& » 4v ~ 500 ul SEMS-M buffer > ;& £323 > 3w 3 2480 2 “,‘T‘,
P page 1 A4 R “/f_ ik o Bfé4e » 100 pl DES buffer
(Deionized water) ¥ % § %) 2-3 &4 Hro 1 A4 B0 iR i 13 3+-20°C -
F1* 0.8% Agarose gel ~ 1 K basepair Marker ~ 110 R4+ & % 1/10 & 84
tracking dye & {7 % /A A 47 0 FEIRF 4 BT 2 7 F148 DNA -
#-2 F FDNA * 4 g3 K 100 2 66 g A Xk R R At £
260 nm T 2 kim0 gd H B K- E F DNA kR RS 25 pg/ml o (TS

DNA Az 2 # o

1.2 R &ps 4 F & (Polymerase chain reaction, PCR)
1.2.1 Primers
ITS 4 : 5>-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3’ (Primer 1)
ITS 5 : 5>-GGAAGTAAAAGTCGTAACAAGG-3’ (Primer 2)

ITS4 ¢ £ % 28SDNA s =5 2L F1 A 5 »@ ITSS R4 & & 18SDNA
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fSE R 7 > 5d PCR#FH A 18S rDNA ~ ITS 1-5.8S rDNA-ITS 2 % 384

28S tDNA & 71 o

122PCR 7 &k % 4 (ul)

Tatal %8 7% (ul) 25 100
DNA template 1 (25 pg/ml) 4
Primer 1 0.25 (10 uM) 1
Primer 2 0.25 (10 uM) 1
dNTP 0.25 (10 mM) 1
Mg 1.5 (25 mM) 6
10x Taq buffer 2.5 10
Taq 0.2 0.8
dd H,O 19.05 76.2

1.2.3 PCR condition
M C KRS A4 21694°CFRL1A4 58CFRBL A4 T72°C F

o1 #4802 H e 30 BTk 72°CF 57~ 4 s 4rt 4°Ce

1.3 T A A 47
A& 23 E <P PCR A4 & Frld o & % 2%« Agarose gel 2 100

basepair 1 Marker > (5d T ABRRTE A F

I

%] o 2 {8 #-PCR & Jedr ehE %

© FAREA 100 1l (£ R4 407) BREW L B v el A T Ry e

14PCR A 49 F &1L
#-7&_ Agarose gel W fc ¢ PCR % £ 4] * Gel-M™ Extraction system
(Amersham Biosciences, Italy) & 7 & it o % L # T Sl b B4 E »

microtube ¥ > 4 » 500 ul GEX buffer > ** 60°C T 5-10 4 45 > F9% 48 % >3 /% >
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EN

B AArez {8 B ik be » o Mpehg ¢ 0 H %% 1.5 ml Microtube 13,000 rpm

ok

ol 240 3 “,%" ‘)ﬁ'i,’% » 4v ~ 500 ul WF buffer » g 1 448 0 2 f'f

e o4 » 700 ul WS buffer (R § EtOH) 3 1 4 40 3 o T i o - 137 37°C
W4 ¢ 2% 10 4 4818 B 3T AT Microtube 0 4e » 40 pl Elution buffer (& #°K) »
FE L2440 o | A4 FI)H 5 DE F DNA B 5 2% Agarose gel

ﬁ../\&*fr F:\.}o

1.5 4% & i * (Ligation)
iz * yT&A cloning kits (Yeastern Biotech Co., R.O.C) » #-fxi2if» + & =
otz B FDNA F P~ 6l & kit ¢ 2 BufferA~B-yT&A % (Vector)
(BZ) 2 Tdligase & 1pl v AR & » 2MWAH 10 pl o 22 ¥ 4°C overnight & &_

25°C 1 /] pF

1.6 #7251 * (Transformation)

B E. coli % i 'm?z (ECOS101, Yeastern Biotech Co., R.0.C) 40 ul # Ligation
(G2t SulREIE > B3R 1S 2 4ais > 3T 42°C RiF A4S o I #an i@
fo At T 34 A B DNA P EE R~ o 4 4r 3 A ds 0 KR SRRl 50 pl %
#* 7z 3 IPTG (Isopropyl-B-d-thiogalactopyranoside) ~ Ampecillin # X-Gal 7 LB
plate + »37°C 3 & 16 -] p# > $*P~v ¢ B 5d PCR R 4% & L /w2 KPR

A

X o
P

~

1.7 GErFrz & e\ 48
1.7.1 Primers
M13 universal primer :
5’GTTTTCCCAGTCACGAC3’ (Primer 1)
M13 reverse primer :

5’ TCACACAGGAAACAGCTATGAC3’ (Primer 2)
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1.72PCR F s % 4 (ul)

Tatal %8 4% (ul) 10/ ¢

DNA template

Primer 1 0.1 (10 uM)
Primer 2 0.1 (10 uM)
dNTP 0.1 (10 mM)
Mg** 0.6 (25 mM)
10x Taq buffer 1

Taq 0.08

dd H,O 8.02

®FEF 7 RPBU3Fe RS B4 LB plate (7 1% Ampecillin~IPTG
2 X-Gal)» 37°C % 16 /] FFiaifs 3 ¥ eh#iks o fﬁfgm’7 # 22 PCR

FREMN B4 vz iR &1 5 DNA ficdF o

1.7.3 PCR condition

95°C F J& 10 ~ 48 > 2.1 95°C F J& 30 ) > 50°C & J& 30 §) » 72°C * J&
45 fyt = 5‘5%3@5 25 B TR 0 72°C & J& T A48 Bis b APt 4°C - #-PCR
A F1* 2% Agarose gel » 100 basepair Marker 7. 74 & 7 {6 ‘54 + & % /| Fx
oM FE R LX) Hh ¢ FTE B 2223 ml § 1% Ampecillin LB

REBZERCIICREIRA 16 FEHEE 278 -

1.8 & ' § DNA 2 4 B~
i * Mini-M™ Plasmid DNA Extraction System Kit (VIOGENE) » #-32 % 47 ¢

Fi% 7 10,000 rpm T s 10 A48 0 2 "$J it is 4~ 250 pl MX 1 buffer (P 7

-

RNase 7 %133 4°C) /& £353 » ## T 1.5 ml Microtube ¥ » 4c > 250 pul MX 2

buffer ¥4/ £ » BT E 5 A 475 40 » 350 pl MX 3 buffer =48 £ » 3w 10

|t

A gh e Wb iR A 3 Mini-MT ] P gs 1A J iR AR 0 4~ 500 ul WE
27



buffer gt 1 A 450 2 %% 4 > £ 4 » 700 pl WS buffer (* 7 ¢ ) 4t 1 A 4
%ulﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁ’ﬁ%u3AﬁwﬂmmMm+§ﬁi%w%¢%ﬂé%
Flepene fg > #A5 1 1.5 ml Microtube + > 4 » 30 pl EFRFE 2 A 481 0 3

s 2 A48 0 H-FTRE DNA #-20°C Heig o

1.9 =&
Begd BT DNA P~ 9 pl 4t 1 pl (10 mM) o primer (yT&A forward
primer £ yT&A reverse primer » fj i TAF & TAR) > ¥ % ¢ &7 7 i d» Fhc2

#5747 R208 F A o
Laes Kpn1(434)
S 1{436)

Eco R (441)
| £fincd 111 (44%)|

_o—'-'_'-. -

\
i : [Bgl 11 (452)]
h] F&A Bam HI (458)

2728 bp Xba 1 (466)

Sal 1 (472)
Pst 1 [482)
HindII1 {490

KRS S yT&A A8 A TR -

Multiple Cloning region 434 bp to 490
lac Z gene 511to 149
Ampr gene 2528 to 1671
T7 promoter 402 to 439
M13 universal primer 359 to 375
M13 reverse primer 528 to 507
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() A2IrEPF T2 M 2L FPRAEE 2L
1. A s A 50
FENAIIAS TN L EFO38 FEE g EAEE 1-10 & PDA

AL 2 LS A -

2. MMRET F ST
hipEaa gl ¥ oy /}ﬁrgaB’»");&‘_ﬁﬂ;,a, PDA » W p » FEF IS
MBS IPRCFE ARSERAE Y F P ERT o fplate ¥ 2l U2
BEA S o Heslide B UAIBF Y >3 23°C A0 X 8 BIRET BLER R

B8 -

(I) RERAP2LIFAFHTF FL 52
Al
#32% % PDA 1+ 9-11 X ¢hZE > * 2 /% 0.84 cm ehfp it B B~ 10 3EF17

F¥. > ¥ 100 ml M broth % &332 % 8¢ » 12 150rpm > 25°C 32 & 5 % » 11t %

ETS

a- -
F]mo

2 R B AER

pm > 25°C % 5 % o

3~ 5 R A F
TR ASR o AMBAYME B AR (1T Lk REDS X2 £ R R 10

/

(400 mljk 552 40 ml) » £ * % 884§ <1 ethyl acetate 7] R i 415 - # % -

%

T o K40 ml G A B~ (54174 %Y 5 ml 1X PBS (phosphate buffered saline)
P oopH 6.6-7.0 2 B RlEFE ST 2 88K EWUF T 10ml £ &i7wmed

PR FrFRIE . V- 2 R # 40 ml WA BN FSRB Sml TS >
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HPLC i3 »cfr A 47 o

() FrFd 2 o 3 (PR

1.PDA 32 % % jp fi 12 & 2 ‘moe 4 [Hip) 8

2.

BEA R Rtk AS49 (B R A S 5% FBS RPMI 1640):k & 7| 5%x10*
cells/ml » B~ I ml/well 3 &>+ 123445 ¢ 24 [ pF > 2 155 34 4 » 900 ul 7 I 18 0k
B i FE D5 (PDA 3t % 917 95%2 M2 o e iz ¥ 5~ > M brtoth 2 PDB
fl*r e e fpiPo v BRETHFE2E2 108 2 3ROSR LAARAD
22 REAFRLwE sy AFERRADY R FFENFCDRT]) o B AN
5% CO,~37°C %4 Frdlei » v - BERPBS Mipk fﬂﬁ»‘ﬁ 2 e »
wre ¥ o EBRRITZ E4F 0 A B[~ 18 24 ) BRI L R ECE R H e iy
B E o tmiE 3 E F (%)=

(B 5 ey 8 s BB TE0ME [ 4| iy S s e T35 1) <100

RER A C T @5 B2 e PR

B AR R etk AS49 (38 & B 5 5% FBS RPMI 1640) ~ "5 w0 #2 tx Huh7
(10% FBS DMEM) ~ Smooth muscle cell (3¢ & #& 5 1% FBS DMEM) % Neonatal rat
heart endothelial cell (= %} & fm* > 32 % & 5 1% FBS DMEM) ik & 5] 5%10*
cells/ml » P~ 1 ml/ well 33 &2 12345 ¢ 24 ] fF > 2 {55 34 4 > 900 pl 7 -7
BRI FEBS T (20 1012 50 1) 3 %2 5% C0O,y~ 37°C 12 % 4 4241
w e nH - Bk R APBS 1 AR e B ek » lmte Y 0 F BIER P2 47

A BAN 4 ~ (8 24 0 PEE 48 /] E&’f | #* _n_ﬁi“l'ﬁi:‘?'?”‘% Hmre 355 o
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(=) ikfEs & o fht fia 5 PP 2 dr FRlGE
*E T 0.63 om ) H KRB E B (ol 10pl) BT RS E fE
Ju & FF Bacillus cereus ~ Escherichia coli ~ Salmonella typhimurium
Saphylococcus aureus s NA 35 % 75+ BLEH drFTk < /| o * £ § 7 PBS iF

BirdlE

(N) A E RGBS T4 6449
1 2 kipl &
Bep 2B R ARRSY ¢ e i E B0 b A BR3P 0 Cono.
#038 ﬁrﬁ 400 % » Eu. #039 ﬁn‘ﬁ 200 2 > >R FR LS EH210nm T A0

by S VA e ]’F%TA\“‘ fe b2 R e

2. % - =% HPLC A
g % e 9 % Al ¥ 4x & Hyperpre Hs CI8 8u 250x10 mm (Thermo,
Germany) » # #>4p 2 70% Acetonitrile » ;% 1.0 ml/min » ;3 » $& 5 50 pl/=c - 1§ g
PR E_30min 8 RIAE 5 210nm > g & 100 T & 3] g 504 i /}&‘ﬂﬁé ‘ffj 15
R B OR-H LR RS 1S A%E 0 4173 %Y 100% DMSO (Dimethyl Sulfoxide) ® (5 # %) »
B-H R R A ED] 100pg/ul 0 Rimre & MR ¥ E - R SR 100% ©
% # i& 7 HPLC & 47 #-i%# % Brefeldin A (BFA, 1 mg/ml) P~ 10 ul> 12 4p = HPLC

i1 22 Eu. #039 2 P-4 2 47 B #0 BRI * Mbroth 3 % £.F it 2 4 BFA -

(14 ) HPLC 2 # 2. /& ip)3#
1. e iRl &
* 347 0.63 cm ] A Box B HPLC Jc & % i 8 (4040 10ul) 5T
REST 7w fim R ] B. cereus~ E. coli~ Sal. typhimurium~ S aureus s NA 35 4 L ¢
1% = fop 23 ] A niger ~ B. cinerea 2 R oryzae snPDA 2 & At o BB H

FEER AL £ £ DMSO 'L e
31



2. ¥ F PR
d 3> DMSO 3t fmPe 5 & 4 Fpt-H 2 4740 A4 1/1000 12 F o #w B i
%k B F24] A 100 pg/ml > 10 pg/ml ~ 5 pg/ml ~ 2.5pg/ml 2 1 ug/ml » 33 5 & %55 R
P Rk A549 % g 'mPe 3k Huh7 9k & 1) 5x10* cells / ml » B 1 ml / well B A&

123949 24 [ PEis4e I B RAFHASRE R E 242 48 [ BFRERTE
Mk o

3. %= = HPLC A #t2 @& § »cs A~
% L% & A ¥ 42 Hyperpre Hs C18 8u 250x10 mm > # #4p & 70%7 f% >

ik 1.5 ml/min > 3~ R 5% 30 pl/=x > @ RPFR E_30min > © RIAE 5 210nm > g

B 10> - #H A gt ks A s < £k o

4. e F T L4

4.1 h 12

FI* A8 B f B dwore B o2& 12 34 &+ > F o ¥k # DAPI

(4',6-diamidino-2-phenylindole) % im¥s +% > LR nPe B F F (7 w%e -~ BT o

DAPI > # - féic &2 DNA % & ey L L& > o L BB %™ » DAPI 4 4|
B A * soh kgt £ ek ps o F DAPL &2 9 DNA % & o+ s it £ 5 358
nm > F S F SR E S 46lnm B FACROR EFFZETES I &I o Aot E

SN 2B AR 0 LA DAPL A9 (eni % o ARMET T

‘E\\“\

NF AT re e hint o A ¢ S IR b DNA § AR SFIE AL A 2
FEES R AE3 T RE AP o Ao BP9 ¢ FBla H A i © b ok

/i3

P Pk DNA BIL Y B fi -
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B~ ~ DAPI 4 ¢ -

42 9 5% %
ERETHR 123G R A F 0 e~ PR - BIEAR D PBS
iz i8> 4v ~ 1 ml~ 2% Paraformaldehyde (165 %) # % 20 4 4 > #-lm%e F T

WA b2 (53 AR o~ Iml PBS R RS A M AR %158 2 4°C

S ERE
2 ¢ ekt 1 mlTriton X-100 (# Z 1% Bovine Serum Albumin > BSA) 3£ ‘m
RUCE IR LM AN 0 R THE 30 A4 0 PBS R FES Akc =

4 ",% PBS 4¢ » 1 ml DAPI (working solution conc.=1 pg/ml) # £ ¥ 10 » 45 > L
BEREMETREL BE  FRAPERE LS 4 v 2% PBS BT

;g—;;tsa\ﬁ—,ﬁ T ~10 240 TSR BRwmE L4 A

5. i3l imrz ik (Flow cytometer) 4 #7iw% 4 £ ¥ 2 4 0
510 A2
IR 5 Pk R - RERF - RN R R4 (fluid stream)® e3E R

¥ Kl/fﬁ Vg e kst > BV A5 mie s A3k SDNA S8 - me AR

=

= (apoptosis) ~ fmPe p AT LG R R ¥ ~pH B2 ¥ EE o VU A e R
Food T AU e chi b Gl ) A R B T e TR kAT B

FARE elmie o
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be PET AR VAT f TR TeE RS 2N o AP AT
e78_PI (Propidium lIodide) ¥ %/ » # 5 - A4 R 4 H) » PI STl £ 536

nmo ¥ kR E 623nme 6E B o Py kR b Lime Hcp

(1) Sub G1 (Gap 1)
VO A FR RV A (TAmre A (S dme o d AR el < ) T2
Mo AP PRERBEET BT R Ed PIA I 32 % o
(2) Gl (Gap 1)
RALFwmiechy £ 0 44 WP 5 2% -
(3) S (Synthesis)
K& mre A ER R -
(4) G2/M (Gap 2/Mitosis)

R mie BT AN R P 2 4E

QA0627-A349.002

=
=
& |_
= S
=]
v ;_l
£ q I
= ] 1 G2/M
o Su
o
= 7
Y
= LI 1
1] 200 400 Go0
Fl
5.2 ?5@"12‘
AN AR R FINEEF TLF TR w4 £

WHP 0 L H- AS49 5 R fm e 1 2 Huh7 9 fwve chik B 3 5 5 1.5x10° cells/ml > B~
3ml %% 6 24 dish plate + 24 [ BF{S > 4c » 3 ml/plate HE FF B4 F
Compound 1 ¥+ A549 4c » ek & 5 0.15 pg/ml 2 0.015 ug/ml > @ ¥ Huh7 4c »

34



ek & £.0.015 pg/ml 2 7.5x107 pg/ml» i 4 Fres & A eipdle £37°C5%
CO3 % 242 48 /| P> 2 o382 k- iz e - 15 ml s g o
0.5 ml 3 % 7B % plate £ 4c » g~ @ > 2 900 rpm 3< 5 min > 3 "ﬁ%i iRk
v 1 ml PBS i# % cell pellet » #-fm?z 2 # T i g ¢ » £ * 0.5ml e PBS /Bix >
Fe #%4 900 rpm 4t~ 5 min- 2 % PBS £ - i Votex % — if % 4e » 1 ml 70%
o R e T ek il SRR R R e LR 835 5 2 4°C T H 2 30

min {8 %% °

53PL %4
2 #-PI (working conc.=40 ug / ml)%2 RNase A(0.1 mg/ ml)¥2 1ml 57 PBS ;& &
353 2 PI solution {8 % >tk b (Z@k) > L HFH 4T me o 4°C T g 3 A

4 3 ",% C B% o F A &4~ 1 ml 0PI osolution » 428353 - %% 37°C 12 & 44

30 48 0 Atk Ty 0 B OURN mRe R A AT o

(4) 8 B 4
L 23 A 4

BH G ket S50 io R E AR R BH GRS T0% T FEY > (T >k
Fds o

2.IR Wz k3 A 45 (Infrared Absorption Spectrum)* NMR-'H
A RGP AL EFRRTLECF RS LA AT o KT R A

(Chemical shift, 8) % 7w °
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N
i\

SEa w

S

% 23t

7

)

- PR TN AR RS
(-) :}»’Pﬁ‘]ffl%fﬁlﬁmﬁ
FoFEFR - BHE000-050 0 2 E FEPDA P& 5792 11 % >
AwpEE E A (Mycelia) 23 & & & (Medium)enr Fra sk > FIRHE P = 4k
Sn%L 005 ~ 008 ~ 033 ~ 035 ~ 038 2 039 chph 4 B F¥* G +FE F &~ et
5 (B- ) T Ba ¥ 22 A5 10 ml 95% EtOH % B~ 4R 7% > 100 pl ehi
Fk? P10 pl4e 2P RIRE > RPHREE ST 9 11 X cafr ek o I %
AP #2 ¢ 005-008~033~035-038 2 039 =~ thH P 5 B4 (Extract)¥** G (+)
7 B. cereus 2 S aureus & § # & ek o S oaureus £ 008 Frarc ik i o &
% 0.87 w4 5 038 Frpre kst 0 &) G 093 24 5039 %= 5 083 24 (F
= (A)); @ ¥ B.cereus £.033 % - 5 1.09 =4 > 038 & 008 & 7| % = 0.87 = 0.85
285005 %= 5 044 24 (BZ(B))o
3% G(-) 7 E. coli ~Sal. thyphimurium 2 ~ Ser. Liquefaciens 4 038 32 % 5] %
SAPEFAHNE 2B G() pReFFiDoR RS (B ) FrFER S ) A E G
0.73~0.61 2 0.83 =4 ;039 % = £ % 5 024-022 %2 027 2>~ (B-+ = ) 2018
2033 2 5Pb g R RF I Ed I At BErEpa kA FE 4 AT

B K RT URE F B i 7 HPLC A 47 2 4r RIS @ 001 3 o
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Bl- - A3 EFPDARE &~ 32 ¢ BEBFHGOFEMTEHRA | -
(A) S aureru (B) B. cereus

Fig. 1. Inhibition zones for G (+) bacteria of endophytic fungi EtOH extracts which
incubated on PDA for seven days. (A) S aureru (B) B. cereus

B R2EFALSES S 2L BERFHGORARL L -
(A) E. cali (B) Sal. thyphimurium (C) Ser. liquefaciens -

Fig. 2. The endophytic fungal inhibition zones to G (-) bacteria of EtOH extracts that
incubated on PDA for seven days.
(A) E. cali (B) Sal. thyphimurium (C) Ser. liquefaciens
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(A)

——e—— No. 005
124 Jo TRTTTION No. 008
o ——-%—— No.035
—-—A—--  No. 038
1.0 1 S — & —  No.039
E 081
=)
(O]
c
(@]
N 0.6
c
je
2
g 0.4 |
0.2
0.0
day 5 day 7 day 9 day 11
Incubation time (day)
(B)
1.2 - NO. 033
NO. 008
NO. 038
1.0 - NO. 005
NO. 035
NO. 018
5 0.8 A
o
c
o
N 06 4
c
§e]
S
£ 04
0.2 4
0.0

day 5 day 7 day 9 day 11

Incubation time (day)
Bl=z PDAR %2 P 2 E AL WBEBPE GH)adrFitr 2 R0 o
(A) S aureus (B) B. cereus.

Fig. 3. The time effect of endophytic fungal EtOH extracts on PDA culture for G (+).
(A) S aureus (B) B. cereus.
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(A)

1.0 §

—e— NO. 038
o NO. 039

0.8

0.6

0.4 -

Inhibition zone (cm)

0.2 1

O

0.0

day 5 day 7 day9 day1l
Incubation time (day)

(B)

o o o L
~ ) e o

Inhibition zone (cm)

o
N
0

O

o
o

day 5 day 7 day9 dayl1l
Incubation time (day)

(©)

1.0
0.8 1
0.6 1

0.4 -

Inhibition zone (cm)

0.2

(o4

0.0 T T
day 5 day 7 day9 dayl11l

Incubation time (day)
Bz ~PDAR A2 N2 LR BEPPE GIPrFR it 2 RO
(A) E. coli (B) Sal. thyphimurium (C) Ser. liquefaciens.
Fig. 4. The time effect of endophytic fungal EtOH extracts on PDA culture for for G (-)
bacteria. (A) E. coli (B) Sal. thyphimurium (C) Ser. liquefaciens.
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(=) 72 ZR RO/ R Fr R

kAL KA R R R Fbe ek AR 038 2 039 L FIFH I B
G Frck 0 Aot 2 2 %t o B R F T 038 4 B. cereus B ek .9
Ampicillin 5.08mg/ml % Tetracycline 640 ug/ml; & %>+ S aureus £_ Ampicillin 14.3
pg/ml £ Tetracycline 212.8 pg/ml - @ ¥+ E. coli &_ Ampicillin 109.5 pg/ml 2 %
Tetracycline 124.9 pg/ml ; ¥+ Sal. Thyphimurium B]%_ Ampicillin 431.1 pg/ml %
Tetracycline 90.9 pg/ml -

B 039 A B FEF B4 B R E¥ B.cereus 2§ e E itk 0 H3T S aureus A
Ampicillin 9.9 pg/ml ¥ ¥ Tetracycline 135.3 pg/ml 2 & - @ ¥ E. coli &_] *%
Ampicillin 100 pg/ml 2 %2 ¥ Tetracycline 38.9 ug/ml ; ¥+ Sal. Thyphimurium B]

Ampicillin 201.7 pg/ml % %) Tetracycline 23.6 pg/ml °

() #lp R & 7

Lgﬁﬂi%:}l%/ﬁ! f A F Frdlrek cop 2 £ F 005 ~ 008 ~ 033 ~ 035 ~ 038 £ 039

NP

Ap 2 EFAREAS5T792 11 % 3 Aspergillusniger » # A2 fig 3P4 ¢ %

)

008 cgr APk < - |7 & L - X 2 {51 HAchbEe (% 11 % 1.59 24 > BT
2 A- )0 r0E 005 E 4 % B FrEk 153 24 Hepr AR 4 1 F e e
FER40% - ApPFER A% > 033-0.19 24 ~035-040 24 ~038-0.25 24 %
039-0.17 =/ o & Mycelia 2 agar 38> ¥ g R AT & L - 2 FriE* o §3
¥4 % o $ Botrytiscinerea ® 3 > #.4 008 # Mycelia ~ agar % P 5 B~ 4 &
FliE® o HAPE Y FFRFEY o

=

= A E /¥ 4 Rhizopus oryzae sifird] S fo o (2 300 008 s ik f
WoAREI YL - AP EFRST E T 107 24 ATk o EH R Fril
T RALm Fe S RLE R G4l 24 F T PR 4 B B 005 ~ 008 ~ 033

035038 2 039 &% kR 2 % * $2 2 Ampicillin fv Tetracyclin 1€+ i > 11 2

%]

(e SRR
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)

14

SR 2 EFPDARE S Lo L e BERFHEBRERE FLHRA ]
(A) Aspergillus niger (B) Botrytis cinerea (C) Rhizopus oryzae

Fig. 5. Inhibition zones of endophytic fungi EtOH extracts for three pathogenic fungi which

incubated on PDA for eleven days.

(A) Aspergillus niger (B) Botrytis cinerea (C) Rhizopus oryzae
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-2 fAP2ZERARAT O N AH=FHREFAZFFEERS R
Table 1. The inhibition zone of six endophytic fungi that incubated for 7 ~ 9 and 11 days.

Tested pathogenic fungi species
Aspergillus niger Botrytis cinerea Rhizopus oryzae
No. Endophytic fungi | Material | Day7 Day9 Dayll Day7 Day9 Dayll Day7 Day9 Dayll
005 Agar x 0.30 0.65 0.12 X X X 0.12 X
Mycelia | x 0.57 0.33 0.06 0.13 X X 0.15 X
Extract 1.50 1.53 1.44 X 0.06 X X X 0.9
008 Agar X 0.23 0.70 X 0.01 0.08 X 0.06 0.30
Mycelia | x 0.27 0.52 X 0.09 0.16 X X 0.33
Extract 0.25 0.59 1.59 X 0.31 0.36 X X 1.07
033 Agar X X X 5 X X X X X
Mycelia | x X X X 0.24 0.30 X x x
Extract 0.19 X X X 0.35 021 X X X
035 Agar X X X =4 ‘E?]' X X X X X
Mycelia | x X X 0.16 X X X 0.21 X
Extract 0.40 X X X X x X X x
038 Agar X 0.35 0.21 0.09 X X X X 7
Mycelia | x 0.23 0.35 0.21 5 7 X X 0.17
Extract 0.25 X X x X x X x x
039 Agar X 0.12 0.64 X X X X X X
Mycelia | x 0.14 0.56 0.07 X X X X X
Extract 0.17 i i i X i X X X

x: not detectable
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=
|
8

4
G

FLG%

R4
F

hy%
4y
i

Y54vd Z A1 0 B oAb & B OITS 1-5.8S rDNA-ITS 2 A %15 71 &
NCBI AL vt 215 el 4p 0 & - % % & o 005- Botryosphaeria dothidea ~ 008-
Phialophora sp. ~ 035- Alternaria tenuissima ~ 038- Coniothyriumsp. ( 2 = # 4 Conio.

#038) .2 039- Eupenicillium brefeldianum ( 12 = #§ £ Eu. #039) - 008 &2 X ] 5 %

BoF o e Bt R E o R rvﬁauv%%ﬂ«waé i %
(Hofmann, 2005) ; @ 038 g2fk» 3 enfd L B> P F > L ¥ - fEE Fj° G4k
P{%m?u%%ﬁéiﬁﬁﬁﬁv%%wﬂ%%ﬁiﬁ0@@%Mﬁ%9&%%

TiEE e b2 w2 F ket g A 4 8 Lehdr s 4 [ -Brefeldin A (McCloud, 1995) - e
T N R kA RRAHS TG LR Sl 2R EFR G
7% I Brefeldin A 175 7 o
d b EH & 7 e Conio. #038 2 Eu. #039 ¥ 2% »x¥rd] G(H) 2 G- A
i ans vz a BT F¥E G(H)drdla 4 #5 0 B G () Fdrdla 4 B0
i}}% o endrFpck @ 7 iE 4 Conio. #038 2 Eu. #039 p 2 E AR IFL AR

it ehi B gk o
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Table 2. Five endophytic fungi.

] 5 B KT (e R F=ran
- ——
005 Botryosphaeria dothidea (99%), |t %" ] > € 3l 2 (F7 0 1992) »
008  |Phialophora sp. REH @ > X BEER 2 F R BDE FE A A F kB e A 4 (Hofmann,
(95%) 2005)
035 Alternaria tenuissima (99%) T 4h3E A, € 5!5,3&4;&3%@:;@;{;5, 7 - B R EHERAAMEAL R TR
(Robertshow, 2005)
038 Coniothyrium sp. FES R ",4rt 1§l desei ek £ 45§ 0 eh Coniothyriumminitans © A8 3 7 % ok iF 5
(95%) A F s adrE A (Vrije, 2001) o
039 Eupenicillium brefeldianum Eupenicillium brefeldianum ¢ 2 2 #u % 4 brefeldin A (McCloud, 1995) -
(98%)
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Table 3. The growth of endophytic fungus Conio. #038.

EAE AN (S 4 E bk

EIEE £ e 4O

E né‘%ﬁii‘%ﬁ;}}%—’:j_ﬁ’iﬁl4l o

5= = B4 FAEE S 1.93 24 0 h G - BIRGE 4 FS
Sz X vod FAEEE 2,69 o &

EHERS B4 FSHE T 275 o

E vod FSREE ST 2.83 24 o hRRE & a4
EHE FlOEEE IS 321 o4

N x ﬁl[;%ﬁﬁj? 3 73 ’\/4:\

%4 = AT 386 o0 > 2 RERBAFYE > ¢ L RS 7
LA Fl5E 5 3.86 24 0 2 5 F A -




o s P23 F EU#039 thd g

Table 4. The growth of endophytic fungus Eu. #039.
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Conio. #038 % PDA 32 % ;A F 2-9 X 2_ 4 E 35 o

Bl ~ M2 EH

Fig. 6. The growth of Conio. #038 endophytic fungi that incubated on PDA for 2-10 days.
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Bl= ~ P2 % FEU#039 & PDA S £ A 2:9 2 2 £ 447 -

Fig. 7. The growth of Eu. #039 endophytic fungi that incubated on PDA for 2-10 days.
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(A)

(B)

s

BN~ P 2Rl T RS B A A RS A

(A) Conio. #038 (B) Eu. #039, bar =5 pum.
Fig. 8. The microscopy morphologies of endophtic funi (400X).

(A) Conio. #038 (B)Eu. # 039.
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(A)

I M broth-ethyl acetate

100 ~ 1 PDB-ethyl acetate
— [ PDA-95% EtOH
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>
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Diluted fold
(B)
100
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(@]
5 60
S
2
E 40 +
>
©
O
20 A
0
2X 10X
Diluted fold

B4 ~ 025 Fe A58 AS49 mve 3 (pIE o
(A) Conio. #038 (B)Eu. #039
Fig.9 .The cytotoxic assay of four Conio. #038 extracts for A549.

(A) Conio. #038 (B)Eu. #039
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100 4 m— A549
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= 80 4 T mmmm Aortic smooth muscle cell
‘g T——1 Neonatal rat heart endothelial cell
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24h 48h
Incubation time (hour)
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8 20 1
0
24h 48h
Incubation time (hour)
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Z 40 1
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8 20 A
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24h 48h

Incubation time (hour)
B+~ p 2 27 Conio. #038 ¢ fh2 fin 554 F e fhimte 2 F PR3 o
(A)FEZ4 72 4 (B)10 &4 (C)50 & #-1}
Fig. 10. The cytotoxic assay of ethyl acetate extracts from endophytic fungi Conio. #038 for four

cell. (A) two fold diluted (B) ten fold diluted (C) fifty fold diluted.
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= A549
— —3 Huh7
g 801 mmmm Aortic smooth muscle cell
§ C— Neonatal rat heart endothelial cell
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24h 48h
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T 20
O
0
24h 48h

Incubation time (hour)
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80 1
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20 1
0
24h 48h

Incubation time (hour)
Bl - P4 EFEWHOZY ¢ fhe a3 B e fhimve 2 3 J2RIGE -
AVEBF 15 58 B): 847 (O * 8
Fig. 11. The cytotoxic assay of ethyl acetate extracts from endophytic fungi Eu. #039

for four cell. (A) two fold diluted (B) ten fold diluted (C) fifty fold diluted.
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Control

-~
H

24 hr

Bl = ~ N2 B 5 Conio. #038 3 B4 [ 4e » AS49 ime 24 2 48 | pE2 kw®e Al fL ] o
Fig. 12. The A549 cell morphologies of endophytic fungi Conio. #038 ethyl acetate extracts for 24 and 48 hours.
Bar=10 um
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24 hr

B+ = v ] 42 5 EU#039 584 B 4c » AS49 tm®z 24 % 48 | P2 w2 | fL W] o
Fig. 13. The A549 cell morphologies of endophytic fungi Eu. #039 ethyl acetate extracts for 24 and 48 hours.
Bar=10 um
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O ORE 2 b kT 0k kg o
(A) 038- Coniothyrium sp. (B) 039- Eupenicillium brefeldianum

Fig. 14. UV-visible spectrum of the ethyl acetate extracts for endophytic fungi which
redissolved in methanol 038 and 039 which incubated in liquid culture for five

days.
(A) 038- Coniothyrium sp. (B) 039- Eupenicillium brefeldianum
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Fig. 15. The HPLC analysis of the endophytic fungi Conio. #038 ethyl acetate extracts
that incubated in liquid culture for five days.
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Fig. 16. The HPLC analysis of the endophytic fungi Eu. #039 ethyl acetate extracts
that incubated in liquid culture for five days.

Bl ~p2EFAEUH#O39 R e £1 X ¢ ke fia i P42 HPLC 4~ 47 -
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_.L_......alL S H =

Retention time (min)

B+ = - Brefeldin A (BFA) # % % 1 mg/ml 2. HPLC 4~ {7 ] -
Fig. 17. HPLC analysis of BFA. BFA = 1 mg/ml.
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%I ~p 2 E ) Conio. #038 ¢ fe ¢ fig 5 B4 2 HPLC 4~ 4 A 47 2 ‘mz & JLRI3F o
Table 5. The cytotoxic assay for HPLC product of Conio. #038 ethyl acetate extracts.

(A) A549 (Control cell number=47.5*10" cells/ml)

Fraction powder concentration (pug/ml)

Fraction 100 10 5.0 2.5 1.0
1 Cell number 47.1+£0.05 - - - -
Viability (%) 98.6 - - - -
2 Cell number 30.3+0.12 [41.9+0.12 |46.7+0.16 - -
Viability (%) 63.79 88.21 98.32 - -
3 Cell number 33.5+0.07 |35.7+£0.12 |[37.6+0.04 |45.9+0.12 |47.240.02
Viability (%) 70.53 75.6 79.16 96.63 99.37
4 Cell number 46.4+0.02 - - - -
Viability (%) 97.68 - - - -
(B) Huh 7 (Control cell #=35.8%10" cells / ml)
Drug concentration (ug/ml)
Fraction 100 10 5.0 2.5 1.0
1 Cell number 35.3+£0.04 |35.2+0.08 - - -
Viability (%) 98.6 98.32 - - -
2 Cell number 16.5+£0.01 [17.3+0.01 [20.9+0.38 [24.4+0.03 [30+0.06
Viability (%) 46.09 48.32 58.38 68.16 83.8
3 Cell number 10.2+0.06 (13.1+£0.04 |(16.7+0.04 |18.8+0.14 |21.27+0.29
Viability (%) 28.49 36.95 46.65 52.51 60.61
4 Cell number 35.5+0.07 - - - -
Viability (%) 99.16 - - - -

wm iz Be="*10" cells / ml

- : not tested
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Retention time (min)

Bt~ ~p4E ﬁCOI’]iO. #038 7 i 22 7 X ¢ ﬁ’ﬁz‘ ﬁ%jﬁ‘fg"«f’” % = B R
HPLC % 47 -
Fig. 18. The HPLC analysis that the third fraction of the endophytic fungi Conio. #038
ethyl acetate extracts that incubated in liquid culture for five days.
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Fig. 19. The cytotoxic assay of compound 1 for A549.

24 hour Control cell number= 33.6*10* cells/ml.

48 hour Control cell number= 445.8*10" cells/ml.

100 1 = 75 ,9/ml
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Fig. 20. The cytotoxic assay of compound 1 for Huh 7.

24 hour Control cell number= 25.6*10* cells/ml.

48 hour Control cell number= 40.6*10* cells/ml.
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Compound 1 conc. (ng/ml)

Control 0.75

Cell Phase ‘ ' - i L

5um

o . . . .

Bl= + - ~Compound 1 +4c » A549 * & & 24 /| pF2. DAPI 4 ¢ B -
Fig. 21. DAPI stain of A549 that added with compound 1 for 24 hours. Bar =5 pm.
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Compound 1 conc. (ng/ml)

Control 0.15 0.75

Cell Phase

- . . .

Bl= + = -~ Compound 1 4c » A549 # & & 48 /| pF2. DAPI 4 ¢ B -
Fig. 22. DAPI stain of A549 that added with compound 1 for 48 hours. Bar =5 pm.
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Compound 1 conc. (ng/ml)

Control 0.15

Cell Phase

o . . . .

Bl- += ~Compound 1 4c » Huh7 #* ¥ J& 24 -] pF2. DAPI 4 ¢ B -
Fig. 23 DAPI stain of Huh7 that added with compound 1 for 24 hours. Bar = 5 pm.
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Compound 1 conc. (ng/ml)

0.15

Bl- + 2 ~Compound 1 4c » Huh7 #* & & 48 /| pF2. DAPI 4 ¢ B -
Fig. 24. DAPI stain of Huh7 that added with compound 1 for 48 hours. Bar = 5 um.
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Cell Phase
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Fig. 25. The cell cycle of A549 that added to compound 1 for 24 and 48 hours.
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Fig. 28. IR spectrum of Compound 1.
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