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Screening of active components of Rhododendron dauricum L.
against Trichophyton rubrum
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Abstract: To explore the main active components that inhibit T. rubrum in the leaves of Rhododendron
dauricum .. , 16 compounds were separated and identified from the ethyl acetate phase of Rhododendron
dauricum 1.. ’s leaves by a variety of separation methods based on the bioactivity tracking method. They
are identified as Daurichromenic acid(1), farrerol(2), vanillic acid(3), taxifolin(4), 4-Hydroxybenzoic
acid(5), umbelliferone(6), 2-Methyl-5, 7-dihydroxychromone(7), Maslinic acid(8), corosolic acid(9),
avicularin(10) , syringic acid(11), kaempferol(12), quercetin(13), ursolic acid(14), oleanolic acid(15),
cucurbitacin D(16). Among them, compounds 7~9 were isolated from this plant for the first time. The
results of bacteriostatic activity determination showed that compounds 1~3, 5~7 and 11 had certain in-
hibitory activities against T. rubrum. Among them, compounds 2, 6 and 7 had the highest inhibitory ac-
tivity and were the main active substances, with MICg, of 0. 15625~0. 3125 mg * mL ™ 'and MBC of 1. 25
~5 mg * mL7". In this study, it was first found that leaves of R. dauricum L. had better inhibitory ac-
tivity against T. rubrum and the active monomer was screened out.
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AT TR A2 FR A7 A TE B2 R BB A Y FL T
TGRS 1) G2 K g i [, AN 7 G At
A4 20%0~25% N 11 52 B 52 i, Hevp Bz ke v
AR EOR . A0 B R (Trichophyton
rubrum) &7 B2 JRAE B Y 60 %0 LA . H ETIG IR L
(T FH A TR B S R ST FL T 24540 6 D TR X 122 28
W 2Pk L W DRI oY ST AL BT
WY B ). ThRLZR IR S B TE
2B 22 A Gy e e T 2 1k HLBE RIE /DN 2 4R
FOFR P 2 R 2 — . 242 RS Gl
L2 2R TR Y7 S8 R B i i ] 2
M I SEAR Y RIFFE R, 242 A RS i A TR AR
LA RIS A TR S ) % 22 4 v LA AR S
HVES AR R R G AR A, H 2%
TR B A B R TR B S H AT IE K DL ARGE.
BN e TR e 3l RPUS Y a1 D PAR G Y 2
R EL A ARGy b A SR AR . TR A S 5 i
W 7 B AR B2 22t B W A9 A [R) 2 BRURH » I 45
X 21 B TR A I G PR BRI P T
B AR, SR FRE AT JZ AT MCI 4 247, C18
FEJZ AT K e il 28 1B A 2 AT 45 07 125 0 B A S30ER
A7 SRICRARA A YT 5508 S5 5 TR 6 P A e LA
TEYERLST s DA R AR R0 o 2 1) 24 it

2 HRSE

2.1 # #®
2,101 SREEAHEE 4L RGN TR T ey 4L
T AR 2 A 242 S AR R R RS
AERAL HS A8 )8 4B ) 24 LA RS Rhododendron dau-
ricum L. s ERFR/NEERE AL RS R s B M b
i ORCERAEARAL S0 A= A BR A 1D 5 JRURE M (i 22
TEMAEARHCA IRA FED.

IR (T, rubrum, ATCC 28188) . i F-
T ASERE (ATCC 22019) H PO K 2% A g Bl 22 2
Be AW oEIR 5 A S PR B H Sl g s AR
2.1.2 X A PG G A A 2l Ol
HEHRAL TIRF) ) 5 SDA #5577 5E \PDA 35555 RP-
MI 1640 375 AR EFRH & A BRA ED.
2.1.3 A % NAVH AL CEAK B AT )
R201D J.25 Jig 1 78 K AL CH S = BHLER T ) 5
SW-CJ-1D BUsp N gefb TAE & IR N AL e 45 B
ONHED 5 L IE R S SRR (AL AR A IR A

A s TR W R 281K i LI 2 BT
AR 5 e AR (g RS ) 5 Bk TT4K
M (e 3 V3 530 5 3 s M A BR A 1) 5 LC3000 55 350
FHETEAL (CUV3000 58406 I 25 . P3000 2 J& i ¥
e AEE E A A BR 2 7)) s Sepax Sapphire
C18 {f %4 (250 mm x4, 6 mm,5 pm) ; MCI GEL
vty ) S AR A BB R A BR S D 5 i 2 (5 4
(YMC-C18-10 pm); MicrOTOF Q]I Bruker Avance
[I-400/600 MHz spectrometer ({# € Bruker /A#]).
2.2 /&

2.2.1 AFma R BOCEARS IR R 5
kg o T FH IRV R 12 R i BB, D VR 705 I VR A R B
W78 (Crude extract,CT)770 g. ¥ CT HidEi=
PR o 8L KA A il it (Petroleum ether,
PE) . 8 £ BE (Ethyl acetate, EA) F11F T % (Bu-
tyl alcohol, BA)ZE B, R AH A L =K, & IF R AR 2
B, W R e 445 PE(231 g) . EA(203 g) .BA(101
2) W(279 ) BRI - 1] — W AR &
50 mg « mL~ " B2 FTAL I I 400 R T
2.2.2 EME R B MGG VT L4
S EA FEEY)EE R IE 5 B R I ACRE
FESTRIE AR, Tk BFE. FHATMEE. 2R O BE.
P SE | AT 2 T ) S A ) 0 P R/ 1) 3 B 551 /)
BB BEVEIE W AR BRI, 22 TLC kil f5 5 A
2053 D8 e 4645 3 Fr. 1(10 @) Fr. 2(9 @)
Fr. 3(24 g) Fr. 4(9 g) . Fr. 5(12 g) . Fr. 6(30 g).
Fr. 7(37 g) \Fr. 8(20 g) .Fr. 9(15 @) .Fr. 10(22 g)
10 NEHBOR B, Fr. 3 e Ja 45 A, Al
Bk EES R ELE Y 1(4. 7 @, METEE
MESEF /R Fr. 6. Fr. 7.Fr. 8. Fr. 9 JANG M BE
AR U o 4 DU B 3 FH /b — WO R i i o aok
MCT #: R 38 80 0 FHY 2 e Mot o A 4 R W ¥R
Wedn. b Fro 9 W45 5 b i SR, I H A S
H3MbA % 16 (421 mg) , B4 HPLC Kl J5 ok
RIHA & w5 2 gy, A B Fr. 6 5 C18
540 %6-60 %0 HY I % V0B BE Uk BE. 15 Bk B W
2(850 mg) Ml Fr. 6-1,Fr. 6-2 414}; Fr. 6-1 4k&E i
C18 ., 10 %0~ 1520 FH Bt v i 3 e A5 Bk &
) 3(19 mg) .4(48 mg) .5(54 mg);Fr. 6-2 K{EH
A AL A W Bk, Fr. 7 22 C18 #1,20%~80%
PP 5 VA B R b » 59 81 Fr. 7-1,Fr. 7-2.Fr. 7-3,
Fr. 7-4 {0441 55, Horp, 42 HPLC &3, Fr. 7-3 41
S AACEY) 2;Fr. 7-1 dkskid C18 #,5%~10%
W5 R B2 G, A5 B Ak 5 6 (507 mg) . 10(18
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mg) 11(22 mg) ; Fr. 7-2 2 i il 45 (08 A . 5 %0~
15 06 I B VROBE JE Ve i £5- B4E 59 7(19 mg);
Fr. 7-4 4 R il s ik he , 45 246 59 8(10 mg) .
9(14 mg). Fr. 8 % CI8 £k, 20% ~80 % H A 1
KAEEYE 455 Fr. 8-1.Fr. 8-2.Fr. 8-3 =~ 4y,
Hor, ) Fr. 8-1 HraR B 0 &5 40 B = Ak & 905
Fr. 8-2 4 FR il & (i A% . 520 ~20 0 H EE i b
FEVERG . 1 EL A% 12(33 mg) . 13(567 mg) ; Fr.
8-3 L FE il % fakAE A4 EE A 14(19 mg) (15
(21 mg). FfbEW 1~16 F — H WA EL & & 10
mg « mL " AYZGIR A TFLI I S R T

2.2.3 Mm%k MIEALEY 1~16 1 MS,
NMR,HPLC £5 3¢, 855 A0 & STk b 5 W 2514,
2.2.4 HEROHE A ERERHLT
PDA i3k I 78 28 “CAHMF FidfesssR 7~14 d,
FAR BEER K BE T 9607 i BRI S H 805 | A= B
ERIKFR PR BC B A JE R 5X10° ~10 X 10° CFU -
mL B TRH T LA E s Fl RPMI-1640 K7
I TG R A () B FH o/ N0 R e T
2.2.5 MHEEEMNEGTILE) WHE 100 pL B
BT SDA i FREE LIRS HERZE R 0.6
em FTFLASHTHL  PhasiqL B = 56 1 fL P s 100
ul 259, S 2R E = AN EE , —HIERE A H
X R R A SRS T 28 C SR 7 d W
ST 0 B o A A O FH 7 28 S S 417 1 e
B 44 IBM SPSS Statistics 23 il Graph-
Pad Prism8. 0 Fb #5524 9 1) 300 B 336 M i 1% 40 A
A BRI ) B T RO

2.2.6 JEKEMICHMZE SEERIG
PRASER FhRUEAIFFE T ( CLSD 2008 AFHEFERY
(7= 7 22 R TR P T S R T P L A 24 ) Rk i
B5 %) ( M38-A2) #EfFE"™ . Kibiad 2.6.7

T B A% /em

(A)

2.0+

SO B i T RPMI-1640 5577 36415 L
TR 2 A2 U E » R 3 o g B 10,5
2.5.1.25,0. 625,0. 312 5,0. 156 25,0. 078 125
mg » mL~ " RN ETC R 96 LB EE 13 41,
S5 A4 BT [ Ao 5 R 52 S 1/ N BRE Rl Ay B o
LSR5 BE N — W LA g RPMI-1640 £ 57 5

JECE T 28 CHEEIG AT T 7~14 d, SRS
S SRR 2 NIRRT, 5 A K BRFLXT E
W DR TR S R A R o1 =80 %0) 1 e /N B3
ALY B/ NI (MICy). AR # Ak i
ST EER T (ATCC 22019) , JBT45 254 U e me.
2.2.7 JAFHKREMBOME M R EE
=T MICso 19 96 FLARE I 100 pLL F SDA K53%
Herb AR R T 28 CHERISE R A T
7 d WRERAT TO TR VR A 1 BTG P VR A K 1 e/ N R B
AR A P fe/ NS TR R B (MBO).

3 BERESH

3.1 MRAESMRREZEEME R L B E BRI
EE

SR FHFT AL 52 2428 B S [R) A HURA %o 21
0, T 1 300 T P A A SRR 1A s, 58
FIXTBRZH (CKO AH [ B WA VA 400 350 e o,
R AR B A — o S . Tl
TSI TR R AR K, % LMD ) 3 e e 41 B
R AR AT B TS 21 1B EA ARG 676
PRI 55 T PE AHAT BA #; 5 CT M E. EA A B
s e 2 3w F CT, i PE AR BA A3 &
FART CT. [H, 2422 58 I rp (4 300 B 05 1 40 ok =
FAEPTE EA MK EA ARVE MRS TS SR 5258

CK PE EA BA W CT
(B)

B 1 SEAREL T R R R RAE AT L & L8 1 0 A 45
a~d R FME A 2 F £ F (P<0.05)
Fig. 1 The bacteriostatic results of different extractions relative to T. rubrum in leaves of R. dauricum L.
a~d indicates there have significant difference( P<C0. 05)between the groups
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3.2 ZEMETE

M EA A Fr. 6~ Fr. 9 thorg135] 16 Mk
B AN

&Y 1: AR K. ESEMS at m/z: 369. 11
[M-H]" . NMR %4fs 55 3CHRL7 JHeA — B e s e
iZ At & ¥ & Daurichromenic acid, 43 + =
A Cos Hy Oy

&Y 2. 3R B A R, HPLC A 45 5 8 oR
AL E W I ] 5 R RS R AR s — B0 BIR G A
SRR R BT, S R A B W A A S FR (farre-
rol) »ﬁ%:—ﬁtﬂ? Ci7His Os.

A 3: A 4k . ESEMS at m/z: 167. 15
[M-H]" . NMR %4fs 55 SCHR[8 JHeA —F, i %5 5
AL &Y R A JE 2L R (vanillic acid), 43 F 5
HCsH O,

L&Y 4. 3 B0 8 K. ESEMS at m/z:
303. 25 M-H] . NMR #fs 15 SCHR[ 9 JREA —FL,
WO TEZA G W) R — A R (taxifolin) , 732X
ﬁ‘j C15 le()7-

&Y 5: AR K. ESEMS at m/z: 136. 95
[M-H]" . NMR %4 5 3CHR 10 JEEA —F, i 4858
AL AW R X 2 K B R (prhydroxybenzoic
acid) , 4372k C H O;.

EW 6. H @ E IR 4SS & ESIFMS at m/z:
163.00[ M+H]",160. 88[ M-H ] , NMR %4 5
SCHRRLLT JEEA — 20, S e A& W I AL N TR
(umbelliferone) , 73 F2 K CoHs Os.

& 7% B AR R ESEMS at m/z:
193. 08I M+H1",190. 95[ M-H ]~ , NMR %(#E 5
SCRRL12 JEEA—BL s e iz e £ TR0
JR MR (2-Methyl-5, 7-dihydroxychromone) , 43 T =
N CoHs O,

EY 8: H kK. ESIFMS at m/z: 471. 7
[M-H]" . NMR %4 5 3CHR 13 15 A — B, i 4808
ZALE Y R 1L R R (Maslinic acid) » 4 F3 8 Cs
H;5O;.

LAY 9: K K. ESEMS at m/z: 471. 8
[M-H]" . NMR %4 5 3CHR [ 14 JEA — B, #4808
AL G W R BHE RIR (corosolic acid) , 43 F Xl
C30 H/ISO'1'

A4 10 B 60 [ R, HPLC K 45 5 o8 1%
65 P I [] 5 0 7 B bR i — 30 BIR & R i
7R [) — ) o, WO T 2 AR 6 W) W T (avicula-
rin) , 23 F 2R Coo His Oy

bG8 11 555, ESI-MS at m/z:197. 18
[M-H] ,NMR %4l 5 SCHR[ 15 3 A — 2, S e
AW N T IR (syringic acid) /3128 G Hyp O,

5 12 R BT E A RS . ESIEMS at m/z.
285. 24[M-H] ,NMR ##& 5 Ciik[ 16 ] 5 A —%%,
B Sz A W) R 1L 25 3 (kaempferol) , 431300
Cis Hip O

&9 13 Tk K. HPLC K45 51 5 oR %
A WS 1) S B R il — 3K, FLTR B A
7N R (A — I, WO 52 I AR B W i B 2R (querce-
tin) , 4 F 2k Cis Hy Oy

&Y 14, 3055 5. ESI-MS at m/z: 455. 69
[M-H] ,NMR %#i 5 SCHR[ 17 AR — 30, i e
Ak & Wk AE R W Cursolic acid), 4+ F 2
HCs Hys Os.

&Y 15, Ass 5. ESI-MS at m/z. 455. 71
[M-H] ,NMR %4 5 SClik™ " SR — 80 e
ZACE Y R 55 EUR R (oleanolic acid) , 43 73K
CsoHy5O5.

&9 16 B OB R, ESIMS at m/z:435. 12
[M+H]",432. 93[ M-H | . NMR #¥t#E 5 S #ik
L17 JEEA B0 W e A & W it 2 -3-O-3-D-
IR A BEH (Quercetin -3-O-B-D-xylofuranoside) ,
%%ﬁﬂ‘j CZO HISOH-

Fig. 2 The bacteriostasis results of monomer compounds

to T. rubrum

3.3 BEf4avIeEaRaNMEESE
SRFHFT LI I 72 A Al 5 6 20 (0 6 08 1 1Y
S L AR NE 2 PR, 5 CK AL AERE R
IEAENBESE 7 A FAAL S W0 200 B A
—EMMHEE CREIX 7 A A P 04 10 R R LA
A EA AT 25 P A OB S5 2R ILIAT 3. kLAY
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IR AL PSR 25 T e €0 D) 0 4 T 3 P
F T EA K, UL HG i rp o0 21 (0 5 8 7 A
PR P ) B B ARG R IR AE N
LT A T AL P R A R T 1 A i
3.0+
2.54
2.0 b
1.5

1.0+ { f

I B A%/ em
a
o

0.5

0.0-

N
SEEF AL ST
W W W

A3 BT E LaRAnira B LRk
a~g KM R F M £ S (P<0.05).
Comparison of inhibition zone diameters of mono-

Fig. 3
mer compounds to T. rubrum
a~ g indicates there have significant difference (P <
0. 05) between the groups.

3.4 BELEY MICs, 1 MBC &£ 3

it M38-A2 yE M2 3 4> F2ZE0E MWy T X 41
0, T8 T 10 B /NI B T B A /N S IR, I 53k
PR/ INBERR U35 45 R L% 1.
F1 EETFMEYEITLIEEBER MIC, & MBC &

Tab.1 MICss and MBCs of the main active substances a-

gainst T. rubrum

B MICgo/(mg * mL 1) MBC/(mg * mL 1)
NG 0.3125 1.25
DI AL g 0.156 25 1. 25
EH T A R 0.312 5 5
LR /N BETR, 0.156 25 5

FERS R TP A N R AN 25 F T o R X 41 €
B I 1 MICs, {H 43 24 0. 312 5,0. 156 25,
0.312 5 mg » mL ', MBC {54 %K 1. 25.1. 25,
5 mg + mL " BT B ER R /N BERR (1) MICq, {4
0.156 25 mg » mL™!',MBC{Hi } 5 mg » mL~'. #Z
I ST A6 PN R 00 B 1 5 R /N BE AR X 1
FLRS R AT A6 PN TR 00 % A0 1 38 9 T R R
BEBR.

4 i B

FTFLIE AT CLSI M38-A2 J5 22 26 24 Wi A&~
IR =22k B . PR SR
Z . M38-A FEAMET HIEMERH 24K

A2, FAFT AL T B e 2 51 SR 4, HL
PEUC R T A AT L AT LA A T e 2T
FEEPEL AR IS I, AR SC 5 R AT
AL A S 56 3o A v A% 24 VR I A B . (T AL
2 HUBE LR AR S 50 b 45 2 YT B A BRI A T
M38-A2 J5 58 /& — I 22 22 1R B 1 XA 7] 24 W
JEME AR HE AL R T, AT (AN (] 552 56 2 0 1) 4% 24
E/IMENT R d et = R S W e A G = R P )
SR M38-A2 J7 ZE I 2 AR 52 5 45 3 1 = BL0E M)
Jo %o} 218 T B 11 MICo {HL.

ARSI DSBS ) TR £ TR 26 B h 4y
BN 16 MEGY, Hd ARG T~9 hE IR
MIZHFEY o AR 5], P R T8 1T X 242 A S
YIRS ER TG R e S5 SRR LAY
1~3.5~7 11 $45%F 21 €0 T TR AT — o 410 7 3 1 o L
AL BY 2.6.7 BP0 G T A, MR A5 R &
LT 24ZE RG22 R A3 (R R R P 3 1 L O
BF it G B P B M A B 25 A A i R 2
TR, 216 T TR R e R L R R T, DA
KR 2 TG v 0 L 40 Bz R 88 0 1 50 52 B 98
() Z A 7E X 25 FHAE YT B R 43 1) 0 29 A 5
H SRR R A Rk R TR AT R e 1 1Y
MIC 4 0. 5 mg » mL "M WYy |32 4775 (1 95 1
W16 AR (/9 MIC 24 0. 32 mg » mL~ ' 71
T 25 FARL AT S50 AN X 1 €6 26 8 1 A 0 61 3% 1 AT
FEH B ) IE T REAR B B b i 50 2K U 10 o)
SR E R, H MIC 7 0. 125~0. 25 mg » mL '),
1% T R 1) 8 = B 2 40 o o) 41 T e 1 1) MIIC
90,312 5~5 mg » mL P B A RUIIAE L 5D
LA & ) A N o8 ) IS b Y e 4
ot 25 FH R 4 AL 48 9 X it 21 (2 6 8 B ) MIC 78
1.509~62. 5 mg » mL~' Z 0], ALK LER BIR,
PLAFERG I AL S 2 IR AL R R T A )R
i %oF &1 €8, 8 P 1) MICy 47 0. 156 25~0. 312 5 mg »
mL ", 5 A AR AR L DL A 3
LTl

AR SRR 20 TR 15 2 B v 400 TR T 1 g B
F0 Fr. 6~Fr. 9 B9 AT 1 43 85 R0 35 , X )
TR MR 59 1A T AE U LI T EE AU B TR
COTRHE T rp A T B 1) o0 A A IR SY  Hrp 2
oA HATEYE B A TR — 2. R, X
TP RGP €2 76 8 T A/ FH LRt 5 B VR A
%,
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