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Optimization of ultrasonic-assisted deep eutectic solvents extraction of
sulforaphane from Raphani Semen and study on biofilm inhibition activity of
Pseudomonas aeruginosa
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Abstract: Objective Ultrasonic-assisted deep eutectic solvents (DESs) was used to extract sulforaphane from Laifuzi (Raphani
Semen), and its extraction technology, extraction efficiency, solvent recovery and utilization rate and biofilm inhibition activity of
Pseudomonas aeruginosa were studied. Methods Response surface methodology (RSM) was used to optimize the extraction process
of sulforaphane from Raphani Semen, and DESs was recovered by macroporous resin adsorption. Results DESs synthesized from
choline chloride and lactic acid has the highest extraction rate. After optimization by RSM, the extraction rate of sulforaphane is as
high as 22.20 mg/g under the conditions of lactic acid to choline chloride molar ratio 3.16:1, water content 40.82%, liquid-solid ratio
20.96:1, ultrasonic time 39.94 min, ultrasonic temperature 40 ‘C, ultrasonic power 400 W, and the recovery experiment shows that the
extraction rate of sulforaphane repeatedly extracted by DESs is 20.92 mg/g, and the recovery rate is 95.05%. In addition, the biofilm
inhibition experiment of Pseudomonas aeruginosa shows that at the concentration of 256 pg/mL, the biofilm inhibition rate of Raphani
Semen DESs extract is 53.84%. Conclusion DESs, as an extraction medium, has the advantages of high efficiency, environmental
protection and reusability, and can be used to extract sulforaphane from Raphani Semen. At the same time, it is a new idea to apply
DESs as an extraction medium to extract effective components from other traditional Chinese medicines.
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KRR, Al “E b kTR, A TTTE
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B, EME. M. BE, BAWEERK. BAME
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MRS, Hh s MRRERE T EERAN
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A5 R BRI FH I SR IO 7y — S R e 00, i
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N R 1) 32 EE 7R, (H G (RIS YER 2 32 BB 5
W R0 PR e A 58 vy, LA A 5 A7 AE R 240
Ja B Al TAERE 2%

IUAHR I E A F ARG @ IG S A2, &
Y0 A B E ORI B8t Ay B HU 2OV AS 88 A A B R
IR, AR5 T8 MR RIEIUS ], 325
PR, RS o B (R HER R 2k sy, MEDASE
PORTEEHE . Bk, FHREREIEFIH T3+
2 MR RIS 2 E AL,

SEEEFIRIT AR T IR B KR,
g AT, RILIEE T (deep eutectic
solvents, DESs) B AW ik, g, JoEe AL ]
AN AR E R B A, PRI 2
RO ARG, BT R B R A S AN kR
A 52120, ARSIV R th— et =i =
SR (hydrogen bond acceptor, HBA) FIE{ B {it
LN (hydrogenbond donors, HBD) ZH& 1 Bkt
TG, Hok RO T AN o Al o P )

24291, £1%F DESs i 20, TR AR O iz

Hﬂ?@nu TR TR A (SN R U2 Sk B
P B SRE0., AR, 2 B RO R Rl

HEHL, {H DESs $&BGRAR - Hid a7 it 798
AR, HENREAZ.

DRI, A S0 SR FH 7 il B SR v R R B
ARO8331, - fift FAS RIS A TR SE R T R 8 B
E 7 i AL s ol VS L VAT O e vi W S
[ B SR FH K FLIB BB R V2 (BTSRRI 3 MR ER
Al DESs #71, VP Z kR TR SRR E, DA
9 DESs $EHUZ o St ] S Ee JLml, B
WA 1 fis.

R .
/ P m
\HBA S DESs
N y J

% B
HBD # MK
f F_
T RN
&ﬁ: %U AB.8. D-101.

T HPD 600

TABS
1 DESs {RHEKER FHE MRERIRIZ

Fig. 1 DESs extraction process of sulforaphane from

Raphani Semen
1 ESHH
1.1 {435

Forma 3111 BYHEAIK RS, RIINEARIA AR
HIRAT: 1260 Infinity 11 B SO G REAL, 27T
IXBEA TR AT SW-CI-2FD Bl TAES, 5%
%QE;WQismAﬂmFK-%'mszH
THIRIEFRIEIR, Bl —{HET /AR AR: D
IﬂmOﬂ%OCﬁﬁﬁWﬁ,%ETMMOmMr
Scientific A ] .

1.2 #R

SRR T2 T T MY, & 8w KA
Wi E— R BEREE, AT TR B
% N Raphanus sativus LTSRN F. D-101 X
LM . AB-8 KRALW AR SALIEEN . 2. £ —F%.
W= AR MR IR&=. SRS T
MR B MR EIR S, fit'S CKA454,
JRESTH0 99.0%, WET{E[E Sigma A F; /KA
HFE (MH) WiZA MH B80T 5 S A
ARAEWRAF]; 4. BRAKMBRESD. ZHETR
(DMSO) T T N TR A F R A H] .
2 FAEEHR
2.1 5T i AniE s E A ECH
2.1.1 Al0 AW BT AR H

(1) A10 ¥&W: 1 4.785 g Na,HPO4-12 H,O.
2.994 g KH,PO4. 2.992 g NaCl. 1.995 g (NH4)2SO4
R AK BRI E R 2 100 mL, RBIfF.

(2) BT ¥: i 5.549 0 g CaCl,-2H,0 (C)+
4.760 5 g MgClL-6H,0 (M). 0.135 1 g FeCls-6H,0
(F) ek AN ZE/KE R E 50 mL,  FE4% 500 pL
M. 50 uLC. 500 uLF. 450 mL Z&1#/KiE &, Rif5.
2.1.2 PBSZEMPiA @%%mﬁAh*%1Mg
MR A8 0.2 g, AL 0.2 g, ELBN8.0¢g 5N
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NEBTAREM, W pHEE 7.4, FB4KER
1L, milmmEKEE, B4, &£H.
2.1.3 i (ABTGC) 53 (5 8 & BRI /K
RS D) BHl  ABTGC £595%: 1 A10 8. BT
TR 20% 5] 2 A 20%0% 7K At s B (I R
AL . A10 FN BT Y59 7 30l FH i 1R 2873 K T
AHEZERE, MR 450 mL BT %%, I 50
mLA10 W, FFIN 5 mL 20%7% 25 8 & 5 mL 20%
FRK MRS B (20% % )4 S 20% IR 7K g 1% g5 3 H
ISR, RAWAEE T4 CiukFE, &H.
2.2 BRI

SRR TREG £ B RS, IFE 40 CTR
Je» A2 AU L 5 (60 HD, & H . i
SCHRIGE, AR REZ ] & DESs, HBD #1 HBA
R ELE 80 CA Finddist, BEE
TER— FEWHWA . HBD Al HBA HA A
[FFp251¢ DESs, WK 1 s, % WL DESs &2 B A
[FIC A 5 SRR Z B — e Y = LR R,
BT EALERN S B SR 2. EEHA A
VIR . 525 SCRRARIE 1) 7 70 A0 BB I S 1 R LI
BB 0L, K LB NS IR R Y, DL 95% L
Ve 3 /K E LA EIRMIE, SHZE
TR e O RERR, A5 DY,

#Fz1 A [EFZEH) DESs
Table 1 Different kinds of DESs

pR HBD HBA W5 ) B LG
DESs-1 LR FALNBH 2:1
DESs-2 FrERTR AN, 2:1
DESs-3 LR FALRH 2:1
DESs-4 L FALRHR 2:1
DESs-5 JRE FALRH 2:1
DESs-6 A= FALRH 2:1
DESs-7 LT FALRHR 2:1

23 NRMAARHNHIEREEXRRER
FEEFRIEY MR EATHS 5.0 mg, BT 5 mL
TR, NIk P EER R R I, BRI 1.0
mg/mL 2 MR AT, S8 5 H 1.0 mg/mL
o HE AV 4 I EE i A 0.1 0.24 0.3+ 0.4+ 0.5, 0.6
mg/mL ] R FXS R A, 3E47 HPLC 294 .
s S EU823], Ak A Cosmosil Cholester
(250 mmX4.6 mm, 5 um); I AK-LHE; &
IR 0.8 mL/min; #4330 C; MY 201 nm;

HEFER 10 pL; VEMRE 1% E N 0~10 min, 10%~
80%Z.JiE; 10~15min, 80%~100%Z.JiE. itk & W,
K2,

_N\_0.6mgmL’
0.5 mg'mL™!
0.4 mgmL™
03 mgmb
02 mgmL
0.lmgmL!

6 ‘ r 3 ‘ 6 ‘ 9 r 12 o 1‘5
t/min
2 FEREBRENE MIRWBRBIKE 201 nm TH
HPLC
Fig. 2 HPLC diagram of sulforaphane standard solution

with different concentrations at 201 nm

F R RIRE RS RE EAS i IE, DsifE
TR DT B BE AR (XD, 0k HE it VAR ) 0 T
BN (YD, ZeilbriEdhZe, 19220 BH77
T2 Y=1X107 X+5X10° 2=0.9995, 45FFHE
MR ZETE 0.1~0.6 mg/mL I R IAFHRIZLER R
24 ERRTPE MIRERENITE

1 2B BOCERE FHEEUR 0.5 mL, i\ (i 2% 1)
FEERIR 0.5 mL, %21, 7E 201 nm Rl & i+
2 MR ER AT AR o KU TRIARAC AR U it 2Rk 15
RIS MR IR, BRI AW AR SR
AR N SRR

IR =CVDIM
C NYEFRUEfh it RG0S MR R IR EIKIE, Vo BiEH
IRA, D RS, M 9k &R &
2.5 SEFRFHE MRREARE

RS TR AR 5.00 ¢ E THEEMF, %
FEVBCRIEE 10 1 I DESs 50.0 mL (/K& N
30%), WRA¥A, #E 2h G, BNEFICE, 78
35 'C. 350 W A 30 min, AHEER, &
W EEOE N, 8000 r/min 20 15 min (Z L
A2 10 cm), FFEUUE, BEBUFds HBEREE.
[F A, 38 B S iR i 0 -3 ) Sie ko FH I 32 37 1
(95% LIS HE0E), ERISEFMET, SR
PRSI A PR BUE AT UL
2.6 DESs fi2Ea9i%$E

FREL 5.0 g SEAR TR 8 fn THEHEs+, 43
FEIEORIEE 10 0 1 N 95% L BERW R 2L 2 -
1 f) DESs (DESs-1. DESs-2. DESs-3. DESs-4.
DESs-5. DESs-6. DESs-7), HE&/KE#H 30% (&
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IKEFRK GEFNARFIEL), AR 30 C. s
FIE] 30 min. A Th3R 350 W iE{T DESs HIEF,
WIGEE 3 W SR IE 3 MK 2, FFMEIAE
FIHE IR I 5 T A LK 95% LBt SRR+ rh 2
MRS, H 7 MRS E 7] H DESs-3 (3,
R -SALIRERD R FE B R BRI R s, oA
SLEG I HL DESs-3 (CFLER-SALIEGD 1E FE U7 .

OS%ZmE AWy
DESs-7
DESs-6
DESs-5
DESs-4 _ i
DESs-3 i
DESs-2
DESs-1 - __h

0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
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3 95%ZE2RELAFN DESs {2BUKE 201 nm TAY
HPLC
Fig.3 HPLC images of 95% ethanol extracting solution

and DESs extracting solution at 201 nm

®2 REURFIXE MERERERNZME

Table 2 Effects of extractants on the extraction rate of

sulforaphane
PREUAN  1RIE/(mgg™) | IREUAF  1RIE/ (mgg™)
95% 21 42739 DESs-4 4.893 6
DESs-1 7.561 6 DESs-5 4.541 1
DESs-2 7.5728 DESs-6 5.703 5
DESs-3 9.662 7 DESs-7 6.3412

27 BEZRABEZRELMEZRTE MIRIZEN
IR0

TERf % fefE DESs IFH R 38EaE 1, $218“2.57
TR PR, REEFRESEAR T K 5.00 g B T4
R, $ MR 10 2 1 D\ DESs (AL 554k
JEREIR &L 2 0 1) 50.0 mL (CF7KEN 30%),
REWE), B 2h G, MANEAECE, 1535 C.
350 W FEEAHREL 30 min, AHETR, BIRER
EELEWN, 8000 r/min &0 15min GHO¥42 10
cm), FYLIE, BP0 EER AR KikE %2
ARG EEE TR LG, FKE Wk, &
FEINIE) . PR R D) EE R M R R 1)
SN AT IR 6 AR ZN SRR TR R M R
ORISR RS, IR P S T 8 MR AR AR

W R gomm R P R I 4 AN % B B KTk AT
J5 4 Box-Behnken % 11-(Box-Behnken design, BBD )
S
271 FLRS SRR 5 A & EE AR SR E R
R AFEALRS SRR 11,
2010314010501, 65 1IN, EAETFHE N
i & IAREUCR 250N 7.273 3. 9.863 2. 15.504 9.
15.068 9. 8.411 4. 4.103 7 mg/g. Bt FLIR LK)
Hhn, B MRR S ENRE BT, HARS
SALTEBRA LB A 3 ¢ 1, SRECRIA R R RAE, 4k
sEIMFLRE, & MRRIRBGE N, R E]
e, fEHIET DESs AR, EnFLRm =
A B#{IC DESs IR EAZLE K /1, Mg hn H bR
Sy EON R R e ), TR MR IRICE
Tt HEMELRSENEZ, SRS 2155
A%, X EHPRH 705 DESs HIAH AR S,
MR R R . B, k4008 5 SR
PRGN 3 11, AR N ) & U 2 i i
7K
272 FUKEXNE MREBIEM RN ANEEIK
B 10%- 20%- 30%- 35%- 40%- 45%. 50%- 60%
I, SRR MR PRI 3N 2.272 8.
3.6850. 10.016 0. 11.117 5. 15209 1. 14.409 2.
12.460 4. 6.433 2 mg/g. M EHIKEN 40%H, 2 b
IR IRHICR R . B/KE LN DESs $2HUSR 1)
HESH, BAHIAT DESs KIBFERMIEER . 1
/K E K DESs IR EE, [F)I t 23520 DESs
(RIAR N, 80 FEE IR AR AR T 38 v 77 5 S Al - ) 4 f,
BET G INSERE 7 rh 8 MR BRI, R EKE
it 2l DESs H AR, HISS T DESs 5
SERRE TR AE ELAE T« WOkSE 40% &5 K EF R

R
2.7.3  BRHEXTE MRERFRBCRRE AR

EbA10:1.15:1.20:1.25:1.30:1.35: 1.
40 11 I, SRR R N ER KSR IR R N
9.140 1. 16.459 1. 17.165 0. 13.475 6. 5.258 4.
4.2533, 22363 mg/g. BEEWELAIREAL, 25 M
FIEHR BRI I G RS, HraeRA
DESs FIMAFE T 3B T AR 2 B ReR R H
WL EIRe S AR . BEE TR LI PG, SRR
TR MZIE, & MRERICRA W, 4|
BIHEEIAF] 20 0 1B, 2 M ERSEE AR IA B 5 K AH s
UER FERRARIRRL LG, GV R, SRS IR
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SERE AR R AR 72, SEGRE MR R Tk
ARRER, MM AR NP, B, &
520 1 1 ERUEHL R R B K

2.7.4 AR RN MR RSEDER N A ER
A 100 204 30, 35. 40, 45. 50. 60 min i,
SRR B MR R IR 7308 5.154 31 9.068 1.
13.026 4. 16382 6. 17.709 4. 16.8022. 13.795 3.
9.028 2 mg/g. fE 10~40 min i 7] B LUK BESE
6 75 N [ AR 3 0T b, R A I (R,
FEO TSI AR - 0 BB AR AR FE R, B MR
fipta 2, PR EFF; 7F 40~60 min [ [A] B Y 4
AN, AT REAE R gt b A i TR s, 2 b
T 2% IV AR 2 W e O A, T AL A i Hh 3
% AR I (K MR R R E A
—SER, WERECE RE. Rk, &R 40 min /E A
6B 7 B 1) R 2R R e A 7K P o

275 HAEIREN S MRS A ER
FEIREE 25, 304 35. 40, 45. 50, 60 CHf, AT
HHEE MR R SRR 008 2.575 04 3.013 1.
8.6472.13.7853. 14.539 1. 13.407 7. 11.936 8 mg/g-
I e 7 U R PR T e, B N AR IR AR e T S
XAy R B ) T, etk — S SR
TAHRREE AR S, IRVE A ST 3 Mt
RIMAETRE /s (HREE A RE A, &l
B PERE, MERICRE TR B, &3 40 CIEA
7 iR DR 3R ) e K

2.7.6 HEDIEXNE MR RSRIERR W A ER>
A IE 200, 250 300, 350, 400, 450. 500 W i,
SEREFHEE MR R EEE 739008 3.962 8+ 5.056 2,

52095, 6.1824. 10.3564. 9.753 1. 7.624 3 mg/g.
B S Th A, SEAR R DR AR R
SIS ETFE FREREY. R A RS A )
RITE, IR SIEA A n, i
IR R I, SRR S (H4ThR
o R, FRECEIFIRIRK, X2 F Y%t
R, PR AR IR R R IR IR R SR TS B AL o
SRR AR, T FEGER N, ik, &
£ 400 W E S D2 R 3R I e 7K T o
SEO RN RSB R, DSER TP MRER

PEHE N MR LL AT R, SRR SRR T b
TR PR B RN R . R P I (8] > VBOREE > W 1)
> EKE>BEARE>BAEDZE.
2.8 BBD LIMIKIERITZ
2.8.1 BBD Siikit K3 /K1 4 [FZ BBD 5%
AR T2 MR ARk R RS
B Al -, DA MR SRR e SR, L
g (HBD) S&LIERL (HBA) #FifELl (X
FKE (X)), R (X)) AR (X HE
SR 3 KT, A RlBA-1. 0. +1 Zwhd, [
REACFEIF LK 3, H R A S TR 55
N 40 CHI1400 W. F|H] Design-Expert # At X} 25 F
BRIZ AT BALE, RASERR 7+ 038 M2 3R

e
2.8.2 WARIE (RSMD fLALIRHCEAFE R K

H BBD 25885 Je B 3 MK 4 MREK, BH S A
HEHHR TP B AR S AR E M . BBD S5
RGBT KL BIR IR 3 FoR, SLIss Rk
4 FIE 4 Fow, EHEE TR T, ARE S0 EoE,

#*3 BBD ZWiRIT5ER
Table 3 Experiment design and results of BBD

R ¢| Xo/% X3 Xs/min e g5 X1 Xo/% X3 Xa/min o 9T X1 Xo/% X3 Xa/min o

(mg-g™) (mg-g™) (mg-g™)
1 4(+1) 40(0) 20(0) 35(-1) 1697 11 3 45 25 40 1838 | 21 3 45 20 35 16.27
2 2(-1) 40 25 (+1) 40(0) 13.89 12 4 40 15 40 1442 | 22 3 40 20 40 22.25
3 3(0) 40 25 35 14.35 13 2 45 20 40 10.65 | 23 3 40 25 45 17.77
4 4 35(-1) 20 40 9.85 14 3 35 15 40 1519 | 24 3 35 25 40 15.79
5 3 40 15(-1) 35 16.92 15 3 35 20 45 1580 | 25 3 45 20 45 13.89
6 2 40 15 40 11.97 16 2 40 20 35 1049 | 26 4 40 20 45 13.13
7 3 45 (+1) 15 40 14.53 17 3 40 20 40 2137 | 27 3 35 20 35 13.71
8 4 40 25 40 17.22 18 4 45 20 40 17.63 28 3 40 20 40 21.52
9 3 40 15 45 (+1) 14.53 19 2 40 20 45 1582 | 29 3 40 20 40 22.25

10 3 40 20 40 2246 | 20 2 35 20 40 12.48
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x4 WNEEAREGESHR
Table 4 Variance analysis for response surface regression mode
KIE - CPHAA BAHME ¥ FHE PiH FIR T J5 F HEE B F1iH P1E
R 341.24 14 2437 32.07 <0.0001 | Xi? 166.87 1 166.87 219.53  <<0.000 1
Xi 16.15 1 16.15 21.24 0.0004 | X2 96.94 1 96.94 127.53 <<0.000 1
X2 6.06 1 6.06 7.98 0.0135 | X3 41.10 1 41.10 54.06  <<0.000 1
X3 8.07 1 8.07 10.62 0.0057 | Xa 65.63 1 65.63 86.34 <<0.000 1
Xa 0.41 1 041  0.55 04725 | %% 10.64 14 0.76
XiX2 23.09 1 23.09 3037 <<0.0001 | ZHLLIH 9.68 10 0.97 4.04 0.095 4
XX 0.19 1 0.19 0.25 0.6216 | iRz 0.96 4 0.24
XX 21.02 1 21.02  27.66 0.000 1 | &F0 351.89 28
X2X3 2.64 1 2.64 3.47 0.0835 | R? 0.969 8
Xo Xy 5.00 1 5.00 6.57 0.0225 | Rag? 0.9395
X3Xy 8.44 1 844 11.10 0.004 9

£ E 7277% S £
= 2 Py I |
8 ;0"
P P P
o on &n
) £ S
= = =
% = =

B4 Xiv Xov Xov Xa XREEAMEIRTFHPE MR NERZZNDA G R &

Fig. 4 Response surfaces (3D) of effects of interaction of X1, X2, X3 and X4 on extraction rate of sulforaphane from Raphani

Semen

K Z e ENEME 8T, DARECE Y W AR .
REREIRIFUN T 2 IR T H 78 Y=21.97+1.16
Xi+0.71 X,+0.82 X3+0.19 Xa+2.40 Xi.X,+0.22
XiX3—2.29 X1X4+0.81 XoX— 1.12 XoXa+1.45 X3X0—
5.07 X12—3.87 X22—2.52 X2—3.18 X;2. MRIEILEE
HRERITTZ o R (R 4) fLEH, BN
PR R 2 (P<<0.000 1), RIPTAEE (P>0.05),
KB EFEELF, BIAEIH R R?=0.969 8,

V)G R2=0.939 5, FIiZEA 5 SepregBud fE 1
WA E R, TR SR A . ik 2 H

HAT b, TG, TEVIR MR (XD, EKE
(X)) R (X3) LLRSZEUE] (Xa) 4 /> 1 IR0
L W5 A ERROR EE S R R B W S B
(P<0.01), F/KEXIRNEREFRELRH (P<
0.05), T HANFE R TEHPK RN X1 >X3>X,>
Xio 2 IRWAZHAEH XiXo XiXa XTHEHCE BA R
ERm (P<0.0D), XaXaw XoXa XTIEHUEAA R
FRH (P<0.05), XiXsw XoXs XFHEHUCR MR
B3 (P>0.05). #N38 H K Z0 4 U R0 1) i
EEFHETN X1X0> XX > XaXa > XoXa > Xo X3 >
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XiXo AREENABA P S, SRR T2
A NFIR S AR R A 3.16 1 1.57K
TN 40.82%- ORI 20.96 & 1. A AN 39.94
min. HFEEE 40 C. BAEIIE 400W; HAERRE
N 22.20 mg/g.
29 RMIEENEHRIEIER DESs EEF ALl
2.9.1 MBI LEMLAE  #F DESs fefEHEHSE
P RHEEL 5.00 g SRR, SRS IE SR T+ 35 Mt
FIERACE, FESMMMEAR LRI, AT PPN AR 1Y
MEFLIAERR S o 7R FEFR IR T AT 2 IR S8 ]
M S MREMIRICEN 22.01 mg/g, LK
H S TMIE (22.20 mg/g) $ZIT, VA 1% P B U 45
RS, ST 8 MR R — P R
R T — & 3R A

Wi 15 T 43T DA R i A T 25 R S A 9 v ik
ENERD T, RN RS, HUEEE
B TR RISE R, %R, Ed e A
GRS T L TR SE 6 45 SR AT T AN, /2R T
2 REWUEEFE. BRI A, HEER T
KT B2 H AR R SR BCR AR T 2 MR R 5
BT 25 i 75 4l B RS VA IR B AR T
E MRZSRH T —Fhart . R, mRumE MR
R T2,
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W BRI S, B ISV T E SEAR T 8 MR
(PI B 2 5 R PP R KL kAT 8, RAL
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b5 R AR B3GR B 2R IR G HASCR B,
i, AB-8 WIS i ik 97.49%. 4k g Fl &5 K
3.0 g I, KrI6ah K AB-8 W AR 2448 T D-
101 F1 AB-8. [AIE, SR 95% L BEX I B i 11
AB-8 fRURIH, fRIR IR 82.63%. L, RHK
FLI g A1 NADESs fijf, 4 2%

®5 AREIKXFLMIEXSRERTFHE MIRRMELR n=3)
Table 5 Comparison of adsorption rates of sulforaphane in

Raphani Semen by different macroporous resins (n = 3)

RALIBRB fERAR Hit/g W BA /%
AB-8 3.0 93.34
6.0 97.49
D-101 3.0 84.25
6.0 94.55
HPD 600 3.0 70.85
6.0 83.81

2 MRS KILIE I IS DESs ¥ T 44 [l
R, AT R4k 82 . fnFR5% ¥ T DESs
H S MR, ANSEIG RIS ) DESs 28 2 ik
M TRBGERR TS MR, HIBHEIL 20.92
mg/g (n=3), [FEFIFHZN 95.05%. UL,
DESs £ KALW R B f5 , 1A 77 5 B M i iy, T PR
SR o
2.10 $R4R1ER SRR B A YRR HN I SoI6
2.10.1 A S AR B A A AR BE (minimum
inhibitory concentration, MIC)SE5  FREUE & i,
o 7AW 2% DMSO %1, el 256 mg/mL (1)
B CFF MR R H0N 22.01 mg/g), £ MH
Wiz TR MRS — B RIR TR (Rt
H DMSO A 0.2% ) s B 5035 7= B s, H MH
W7 55 97 B ZEAE 600nm 2 K AL FIROEE (Ag00)
fH 4001, %M.

p MIC FIE: 275 PA Wik, 4—KH
CLSI #E4 FTcE: 2 M B A U DESs $2 U At
W25 (BIATER) 1 MIC, %k o 45 5
MBS, HERIASEL 100 uL & 4F 5 R 7R3 I\ 2]
96 fLIRH, MRS —RIIRREIRE, BEM
100 pL B Ja (0T, [FIR B 2 AA (ks oz
FO. WHEA (7 0.02%DMSO O FHPEXHEZH
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AEARSEL 100 pL & 2585355 T 96 fLik ., 3%
FEFh 100 L FRE S I, FIREE 2 A4 (R
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mn ekl A PBS IR L2 RE AR
s TS, R 120 pL 33%0K Bs BRVE »
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Table 6 Biofilm inhibition rate of extracts from Raphani

Semen against P. aeruginosa

2H 3 R E/(ugmL™) ) Z/%

Pl &R 32 72.68
DESs #54) 256 53.84
128 40.02

64 18.92

32 10.82

16 7.98

8 5.36

4 4.23
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HERA AT B 75 5 Bh IR BCRAR T 8 MR M 5
LA MR LN 3.16 1 1. & 7K &y 40.818%.
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FR SIS .
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