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RIS 83 52 SRR, Hrb 2 ANERIRBGR P S E SRR, 11 NMEREDRT 4 B R E aaEifEd, 229
ST BB Alternaria sp.) X 20T i Fusarium graminearum FIEISC RS, JAMHIZ =ik 82.6%. il 5 GenBank
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Antimicrobial activity of endophytic fungi isolated from leaf and fruit of
Eucommia ulmoides
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Institute of Chinese Materia Medica, Henan University, Kaifeng, 475004, China

Abstract: Objective To isolate endophytic fungi from the leaves and fruits of Eucommia ulmoides and evaluate their antimicrobial
activity.Methods The endophytic fungi from the leaves and fruits of E. ulmoides were isolated by plate culture method, the
antimicrobial activity was evaluated by standoff method, and the ability of producing bioactive compounds of E. ulmoides was
investigated by HPLC. Results A total of 52 endophytic fungi were isolated from segments of healthy the leaves and fruits E.
ulmoides. Extract of two strains had a retention time identical to that of authentic chlorogenic acid. Eleven out of 52 strains exhibited
antimicrobial activity to four or more fungal pathogens. The strain 29 (Alternaria SP.) showed maximum inhibition against Fusarium
graminearum, and the radial growth inhibition was 82.6%. These endophytic fungi belonged to genus Alternaria, Nigrospora, and
Dothideomycetes compared with the fungal sequence database at GenBank. Conclusion Plenty of endophytic fungi from the leaves
and fruits of E. ulmoides are found and 11 strains have antimicrobial activity. The antimicrobial activity of these endophytic fungi
could be exploited in the biotechnological medicine and agricultural industry.
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7% )©, ko Eucommia ulmoides Oliv. J&FtAhF}
(Eucommiaceae) BUA7ME— 1 — AR, Hob i
ANy, BAGMITE . smiie . 2 me. #ph
FERAARU A SRR . BRI e
A, EAEATPIRE. PURESyaEE, Rk,
FEAE PRI SR IR IR I F 08— T AL AR A
WBRIE I BE TR, AR R T — R AR . N
FEATRE D A 43 B P AR TR 77 AR TR S e 4 2 R
PPN 25 HT PRI 2845 . Chen 2P )k ff
ZE R ey S B SRR I N AR B .
BRI ZEH L W B 3 A= Mk il e rh 43 s 5]
152 ANBERE, SRR, ANIF] = HIAT A s P AR LR (1)
Mt bAEE 2 . Hl, AL A R o7 3 2
e B TIN5 3  M  le o )
2Rz WAL TR IE RS, H AL A A wAE T
TR H. MR ERE S EEwARE, HANARE
Hpuprh s EZEH, AR BN AR
WFFUR D, RN R I B e . AFSUAL
INTT B R (R A A Py RO R S b 4 B P AR LB,
% B A RS AR, A R e Y i,
T LW 29 AR MY = b T il

1 w8l

11 #

2013 4 11 M1 2014 4 5 HAEIT g K25 24 I
Yl BEALZEEL 5 #RICHE S AR, SR IBOFT if
R SCE TR &, B S AL
Eucommia ulmoides Oliv. A RIS Sz, Az i &
AVl bR 2= A T AR . AR B AT R
4 22 ¥% 1 Rhizoctonia cerealis Van der Hoeven, /)37
2 J& 9% % Drechslera Sofokiniana (Sacc.) Subram.
Gain., A%k JJ1# Fusarium graminearum Schw.,
I RE 2E f AT Bacillus cereus Frankland; A 28E05
H 4 v & B Staphylococcus aureus
Rosenbach, 1% & %k % Monilia albican, J&8 fLvb
(S Salmonella choleraesuis , K 1 #
Escherichia coli.

1.2 XF5EFH

Xf B 2 B R B H AR TR A AR U s A op et o
Bt Deyama SGAzMEI%, 2804k kil i i o B0k
99.2%.; RCEAH IS Agilent 1260 ! (3 [H
Agilent A7), % G1311C PYcHiE%E. G1329B
H B E SRR A . G1316A HHilnAf . G1314B nf
AR e K2 AR I 2% . ChemStation6.01 (4% T4 34 ).

2 A%
21 HEEFRENHE

3V A R R 6 R R R Oy R S A T
JIE (PDA) [l AR IR, HAdeds 2 B 1)
BN R AE B F /KR 2 30 min, &b A JE L 45 2]
LG, N 2% 2 2%55, AT pH.
R UL S e R R FH PDA W ARG 7R
22 #MREEERS B

FEAEAR B R S ) 1.5 em AT, B8 L
cm AN, eI 5% LA EE 30 s, ARJEH
2% K AR BAC B H 24 3+ 5 min, JER K
Uk 5~6 i, HFT PDA [R5 5R0E Eo A —
U R I TE B KRS O R R R S R 77 3
JE T 28 ClEERTFRE P RIFE, 5d G AL 4
M U4 Wkt T s et . Ak s KRR A
PDA [l AR TRV R b, B A e G 1E
4 CHAF M RAE
2.3 FERHLIEMER 2 B RIFIE

P& B REE RN T 100 mL PDA A R: 35 56 v,
30 ‘C. 120 r/min KM% 7 d. B H 8 75 3 40 il
WA AR 2] 30 min, BEFFVEAE 14 000 r/min 4% 1F
TFE 10 mine EIHWA 0.22 pm jEREBE it
T HPLC 23 #78, (a 343 % Hypersil BDS Cig i
(250 mmXx4.6 mm, 5.0 pm). BLFEARE T a2y 4
JECPE Sk ot B, 6P A A T g AR A A
HEATRL I o SRS K 1.0%800 R /K v - FH RS (72 ¢
28), AR E 1.0 mL/min, &MY K 360 nm,
FEdRL 25 C.
2.4 FEIEKIFIL
241 PUREE R AR AR B B O A — A
{5 B F [ & PDA B KL MG R, 2 AN AR
PH 3 em. BB s DB IR LA AF 30~32 C1i
WAME PR FE 4~5d, MEMREIAEE. LIICEHZE
/K F PDA KiFR SEEE IR A BIPEX i, BL 50
ng/mb 3 SR BRI VA A PH X . AN AR RS
TR BEAEA L AR, B 5 NMEFRINL,  REFh b #E
WHE 3 IKEL,
242 HERKHERVE O T BRI TR R AR
PP e UREy: RS A 0 1 36 1 P 2 B
7E PDA AR FR R 15 77 5 d, B0 I EIH R 30 mL
BN 1L ¥ PDA [Bl 455 77 55 v il ORI T
REAREFRILBN 3 NN, 76 30~32 CHE &
NEER 4~5d, MEBURNEETE . RAELUGR
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ZETR7KH PDA BRI 48 U/ A T, LA 50
ng/mL SRR R AE A P X B . Appp b E 4 3
RESL

Bt 23 M7 FH Excel 2003 5 ge vt $edh b4 74 H 57,
F SPSS 13.0 #1475 T7 2253 Wt -
25 EMOFEE

XS 400 BT 25 R R A0 A A B 2 ) PN A B
W, WE TS [ppl s RS . WAE R 5 d
W, BEATHIEICE 224k A TR CRE)
A TR N 20 DNA sk 74 (DV811A)
P LB LR 21 DNA, A E SRR R ) & Ui A 10k
1T LA 8 g/L Ty bl b s v v RS D P 2 5 DNA 1952
Ho P W ITS XTSI 0 1TS-1: 5°-TCCGTAGGT-
GAACCTGCGG-3"H1 ITS-4: 5'-GGAAGTAAAAG-
TCGTAACAAGG-3’. 51¥). Taq RAWEIEA I
WA TAEY) TREEARRS AR AR . PCR &R NAE
%420 pb, 7 30 ng BAR DNA. 514K 0.4
pumol/L. 60 umol/L dNTPs. 2 mmol/L MgCl, /% 0.5 U
Taq DNA 4. PCR ¥ 1% N AE S1000 Thermal
cycler PCR 1 _#1T.PCR W AE/F 4y 95 ‘CAZ M 5
min J&, #E4T 30 MEFRIY 94 ‘CAETE 50's, 52 CiE
Kk 60s, 72 ‘C#LAi1 555, FZ: 72 C4EAH 10 min )5
T4 CORAF. BTN fa# PCR SN =434t
HONGHERFEE B B A R A J AT . P
JFHI{E GeneBank 34T Blast Ebx, #fie H A8 .
3 HRE5NR
31 HMANEEFEMSE

WA PDA [ A8 97 5L 11555 5 d 543 B H A
WAESLE A 14 RIZIEIEAT s alide, AR L vk
TEARATHIE /32K, 2013 4 11 4 A A AR
sy Atk 19 3 39 FEECE, 2014 4F 5 HREE
(R R SR s 4y 549 31 52 BR LR, 4 2 UCREEAE
FIREA > B AR B A AR IR IEAT RVR S0 AT, I
AR 3 52 BRE W (%' 1~52).,
3.2 FERMIEMER S B

Fl HPLC 25543 2 2% 52 #fAt Py A= S p HE
ITresp i iR ae %, SRR, 475 240K
PR DAL= Az 43 JU I, BUE AR 5 40 1) 24 0.210 F1 0.205
mg/L. 2RI I HPLC FaE WL 1, FE
ok LS 2.
3.3 HIEEKIFIE

W03 BARAFIY 52 AT A P AR L BRI Ik ) IR
FVEMATREPUR I, R EW, A 11 kX 8

f
i
6.0 6.5
t/min

1 FFEEEX R HPLC
Fig. 1 HPLC of chlorogenic acid reference substance

50 55 70 75 80 85

SRR

50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85
t/min

2 4 SHEHEIHPLC
Fig. 2 HPLC of stain 4

PR BETR S0 B 20 ) L R R R BE I E A (R
Do MNARBZZEARPEHRA 8 NMwitk, Hrh
9. 18, 41, 42 SEAME A TEELIE ] 3 mm LA F
XN R A MR BCR A 9 ANErE, H 41
SRRBEAN AL S] 3 mm. X AR IR B AT R Ak
B 10 SRR, b 18 5 42 SRR N
3mme TIERE SRR B AT BRI 7 AN BREK,
18 SHMEIBEIRA A 3.5 mm; W4 (2 KA
FEPUEHAA 9 ANwibk, b 18 SRRV A =ik 4
mm, 27 Fl 42 SEHANE AR 3 mm. XA
PR PRI 5 AN SR E LT IR A
KIGFF A REPUSCR A 3 M bk. Bz, Fhfhw
Az LR RE IR R SR R RS A L, e NS
093 B P ASONS 4 2 0 T 8 BRI RS DUV E L, 0P
4R 3 TN EEU B RS BUE 59

AP URE S ARG WU E AT 0 B 1 FH P P A
A VAR I TN BTG TE (3R 2D SR RIRAR
B AE RN Rk 60% L _EAT 3 ANERE, 20N
7. 9 F AL SEEkE, ARTAERTIREE S S PR F de
(1) 42 5 WRARHD R 22 % 8 TCARIAE FH o 6 /N 22 AR
J& RN 2k 60% LA ERIBEBRA 7. 23, 27, 41 Al
42 “FEERE, TAERTIRRE TR G VR IR 27 5 B
PN E IR 69.0%. X ARA AR B ] Fak 60%
LA 9 ANBkk, HEFR SRR IEA 3. Lk
JEXTIREVIIE S AR KR, T 5 R R IR U 1)
AR, B 3 W 7 H AR A At 1 1 0 1 R
XU 2 AR RT P A R S ey IR AR — 3%, (H
TEXPIREVE T AT R GG R VR TR 1 5 AR 2R H1A
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F1 MEEFIELHEER
Table 1 Results of antimicrobial activity through standoff method

iy T ER 55 52 /mm
KB DN E ROAE W E SROMERE AOSKE BELDIIRE Kt e

1 1.0b 20b 20b 05b 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a

2 0.0a 15b 1.0b 1.0b 20b 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a

7 20b 20b 25¢ 30c 10b 10b 0.0a 10b

9 30c 15b 15b 1.0b 20b 0.0a 0.0a 15b

18 3.0c 1.0b 30c 35¢ 40d 15b 0.0a 0.0a

23 00a 1.0b 20b 0.0a 20b 15b 1.0b 0.0a

27 2.0b 0.0a 0.0a 2.0b 30¢c 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a

29 15b 20b 2.0b 25¢ 25¢ 20b 0.0a 0.0a

41 3.0c 3.0c 25¢ 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a

42 35¢ 1.0b 3.0c 0.0a 3.0c 0.0a 25¢c 0.0a

46 0.0a 0.0a 25¢ 0.0a 15b 1.0b 1.0b 25¢
ViR 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a
ISH ] 3.0c 25¢ 30c 30c 20b 15b 25¢ 30c

NEERRRZER BEM, P<0.05, FH
Lowercase letters show significantly difference, P<<0.05, same as below

R2 BHLEKERZNELBLER
Table 2 Results of antimicrobial activity through growth rate method

o EEHESLA
o RN ADENEWE RS R T S OmdEke AaSE ELYTIKE K E
1 26.7b 527¢ 71.7d 69.0d 0.0a 0.0a 00a 0.0a
2 0.0a 29.1b 60.9c 476¢ 48D 12.0b 0.0a 0.0a
7 71.1d 80.0e 69.6d 78.6d 0.0a 8.0b 43b 0.0a
9 62.2d 309b 26.1b 50.0c 95hb 0.0a 8.7b 3.3b
18 33.3b 255bh 71.7¢ 33.3b 0.0a 20.0c 13.0b 13.3b
23 0.0a 70.9d 63.0c 0.0a 48D 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a
27 6.7b 69.0d 0.0a 429c¢ 20.8b 0.0a 43b 10.0b
29 51l.1c 56.4 ¢ 82.6e 76.2d 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 6.7b
41 68.9d 78.2d 69.6 ¢ 00a 00a 4.0b 13.0b 13.3b
42 0.0a 81.8¢e 67.4c¢c 0.0a 14.3b 120b 8.7b 0.0a
46 0.0a 0.0a 80.4¢e 0.0a 19.1b 8.0b 0.0a 10.0b
[0 T 0.0a 00a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a 0.0a
FHPEXSIR  58.2¢ 72.9d 69.8 d 66.7 d 52.3¢ 61.4d 56.7 ¢ 61.6¢C

a-X L b-RPRFEAMBNEYE B AREMENE T AR R B-7 SiEkk
a-control  b-Antimicrobial activity on standoff method ~ c-antimicrobial activity on growth rate method = A-Fusarium graminearum  B-stain 7

B3 7 SEHMAARMEEIIFER
Fig. 3 Inhibition of endophytic fungus stain 7 on F. graminearum
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F1) 69.0%, MAMEIVE Bl i) 18 S ARIAMEIRA.  HARMW AR . A RS F,  [F 5

h 33.3% . X HEAN N SR EUH R K HS BRI EAN T
P 2 B R ) 27 5 B RO < v 6 A R B AN A
20.8%. EXTUFETATHEHUERI 7. 18 1 29 54
PRAE AR K Ak i 22 1200 0.
34 HMETE

X HA RAFI RO 10 ARy 2 S0
FRIEAT ITS P52 Blast LLXTARIL, 1. 2. 7.
9. 18. 23. 27. 29. 42, 46 Sk ITS JPH 54k
K HuJE Alternaria IIECANFIE P FIARBLEE A 100%,
Rk, X EE PRI JE T8k F8 s Alternaria sp.. 41
SRR TS P4 50 5 & Phyllosticta. JR1EF)E
Peyronellaea. 25577 )8 Phoma [{]—SERh2F 514
LR 2 100%, M AEH & HIHJE b 12w ]
(Ascomycota) JEZER4] (Dothideomycetes). X fE
BE AR AR AT AT P RO SR SRR 1) 4 5 AR AT
ITS JPHIM e, £ Blast LbXHRIL, 4 5 FikS 2
J& Nigrospora sp. /N BERRAHLEE K 99%, fiffise L
)8 T )= Nigrospora sp. .
4 itig

FEAf A 48 b DLZE 2 N2, i AT 5T e 36 AT
i R S b 4y BN AR LR, 7 P R] g
£ A AT, Amold™ ) O IR N AR U L
T2, Souza %5 D%\ Strychnos cogens Fil
Palicourea longiflora 173 &5 P 4E FL 3, 1 R Bt
WAERR S T2, Eam TG ik, Btk
i A AR B B ST 2 A T2, DA R g3 B AL A
WAETE IIBE TR D, RS R A, S
SEAHIFFT ) H 72 73 25 HAT B 4 N AR R,
R B 2 B AR, RS o s B H B E
(1) P 2B B

Strobel 25115 1993 4 1 Ve WA IH-41 A% Taxus
brevifolia [¥1 ) 5 8 43 & B — A AR LV ME Rl o3 55
IR N 42 EL T Taxomyces andreanal Nutt. . iX— %
A N RS P Ry DR SR AL TR I R, Ak
T YN A B R LR PR O RG] . AL
b P 2 T 43 B R AT — EWFSE, Chen 450
DY TS R AL A Bz v 23 B 31 1 K™ G SR IR 1 L
o xR 2 DR 2 o e U ) SR B Bk PG i A AL fh
J oy B R 8 MR RA NI AR I N AR . A
WEFURIN 2 D widkae ™ B4R .

Strobel 25Tk K4 P9 75 BLTE B B R
Clthks AVLIR . 2855, f LURY 1E B MW 2

LN s A SRR, A A R T

MG BT VR R 20 B U . AT 5 23 ) 0 kg

A A PR I T R AR AR BT LR )

FUN 0 Jo Va7 PO 00 G 35 1 P o 0 22 10 BT 235 2R

WIS R LR, O E 2 oy B B PR O 2k

PRI BE U o T R V254100 A7 S v 90 BT A 5 82 DA 4

WG P SRR, HAMBIA 0 o6 B 5 5

E R IELE . 85 RADL, TRk 3 200 11 NS L

PR 8 B S0 B b 22> 3 B IER, iR

10 MRk (90.9%) X AR A B0 B A A I T

H 9 MNMWEE IR TE KT 1 mm, 18 E LI TT IR

TR AR AT T A 5 A A 3 ST dk (27.3%),

HAWE LN o AT WL, PN 2 G 5 A 0 Ji

PRI BUAE P A 2 v T o0 N 2R S0 T I 4 S A

Mo AR AR 0 IR 2 A — 5, (H— 1

X URF Y25 PP R T AACR WY R 1 TR PR AE A K ARy i A

TAERTRR, Ui 42 5 AR R AR 22 8% W AE X I

HAIER IR Ik 3.5 mm, T AR KT v il o]

N0, AT HE AR URF I O Jat v A T A AR R R AR

B, B AR TR S B S U . A 54T 2

(K1 10 Bk A A B B A 2D S R D iR AT 3 A

ER, DO R R AR SR WAL, AR

— R ) IR AL R o

SE Ik
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