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2(LC10a Series, Shimadzu, Japan)

zHo 8 EA8AL, A7t A
3} peak WAH|IZ A A3} T}

_40

5l stES Folin-Denis B (13)9] ulbz}
BIES | mg/mlL T2 ZAT
5 o] AEY 1 mLel £F74F 3 mLE H7lskaL, Folin

Ciocalteau’s phenol reagent 1 mLE H7}3 & 27°C
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Table 1. R7I& 24 =A

Instruments: LC-10A series (Shimadzu, Toyko, Japan)
Column: Shim-pack SCR-102H (300 mm x8 mm 1.D.)
two columns in series (Shimadzu, Toyko,
Japan)
Mobile phase: 4 mM p-Toluenesulfonic acid
Flow rate: 0.8 mL/min
Temperature: 43°C
Reagent (buffer): 4 mM p-Toluenesulfonic acid
16 mM Bis-Tris{Bis(2-hydroxyethyl)
iminotris(hydroxymethyl) -methane}
100 uM EDTA (ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid)
Reagent flow rate: 0.8 mL/min
Cell temperature: 46°C
Detection: Electrolytic conductivity
Injection volume: 20 uL

Shaking bathollA &34t 58 %
1 mLE Yo g3t AolA A7t 1

oﬂ*i 334 =A(UV-1650PC, SHIMADZU)Z §3=E
Ik HE3tE g3k ¥FEA ferulic acid]
o]-gate] HEFHNS A b5 AFsATh

NaCO; %389}

F2] 8k & 640 nm

11

O

off _IIN
H—l 0_‘_,
il

¢

X M

] 2

o

= 3
g 2t NEERYH FEE =
3 & membrane filter(0.45 ym)= o 3 }04 a9
HPLC(Waters 2695, USA)d| 3933}

Z7AL Table 29 2t}

-.-
o

=35
= 2
=
=

2
\1

i)

ot 2y
FEAATAT 1D Ao 7t FEE9] Fitst E4S
Z43Ath oy Tx9 AEE WS (EE DMSO) &
] 2 gaf3te], 900 uLe DPPH #94(100 M)} 2+ A&
100 nLE EFske] wwrdch o] EF ARE FlolA
3087+ t&%*lfﬂ 3 517 nmow %}E% =359t 4
el
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(Ap—A)/Ayx 100

: DPPH radical &A% 3k 3
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A: ¥HE-8- A F o] DPPHY} Al59] %t
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Mushroom tyrosinase 4 X3l &z}

Melanin &4 9] key &9l tyrosinase®Z 4§71 DOPA
(dihydroxiphenylalanine) 5=+ dopachrome A4 %S H]
wat] Al 2489 §484 dAS5(15S S8sHA T

Table 2. ®l=4& H2EM =9

HPLC: Waters 2695
Detector: Waters 2996, 280 nm
Column: SunFire C18 (4.6x 150 mm)
Mobile Phase A: 98% water, 2% glacial acetic acid in
0.018 M ammonium acetate,
Mobile Phase B: 70% solvent A and 30% organic
solution
Organic solution: 82% methanol, 16% n-butanol, 2%
glacial acetic acid in 0.018 M ammonium acetate
Flow rate: 1 mL/min
Linear gradient condition:
—0.0 to 1.0 min isocratic at 10% solvent B
—1.0 to 71.0 min linear gradient from 10% to 90%
solvent B
—71.0 to 81.0 min linear gradient from 90% to 10%
solvent B
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ANFHHE NES SEHE 2435t 003%9 tyrosine B2 24590 4 AFY A8 FHIES 100%=
S VAE AESt] G4 wES e Yol AT vhSA] st AU AE AAeS SHIIANY

71 & B3 A AEQ dopachrome?] &34421 475 nmol

A FAEE A3 AL 450 ule] 0.05 M so- e 2

dium phosphate buffer(pH 6.8)¢} 400 pL9] tyrosine, 50
L9 mushroom tyrosinase(100 unit)¢} 100 uLo A8 S
H7yete] 37°Cell A 1083 WEEAIZ = A& icecll A
5E7F v &te] HkS-& FX| A7) spectrophotometer
(Shimazu 120D)Z 475 nmell X FREE Z783t tha3t

2ol ARE BAHA e WA vluste] AshgL
EST,

% inhibition=[(A—B)/A]x 100

A ART Bo7HA e W) W ¥ ERE

B AR Sol7h e wroe g F

s 2o
g4 A2 X g4t (disk agar plate dif-
fusion method)(16)2.2 ZA3}H ). HHuj X &iH e

AgE §AL 10 pg/disk EE 045 pm membrane fil-
ter(Milipore, USA)Z 33t Asta doE filter
paper disk(Toyo, 8 mm, Japan)dl 20 uL& &FA)171 3,
SrlE 3] FAAIZ O AlEE FHulA] 9lof Fot
4°C @AM 1212 WA g 3 32°C in-
cubatoroll A 12~24A17F Bl %3k ohS disk FH Y clear
zone® A& FA3}A

EREE

of
=

s EAE W Aol AHEE AT ALY
PA ZFZ2A, FHPAETLI Calu-6, HALHEF SNU-
6015 AHE-3FGITE. Al k-2 RPMI 1640 HiA] ol 56°Cell
A 3087 €x18] " FBS 10%$} &4 Al (antibiotic-anti—
mycotic)s &t Z42He] A& AE-sto] 37°C, 5%
COx9 F&std Mgzl A A-SAA i Fatl o,
ojwj wjA= 2~39 g4 wgst Aot
MTT #4e] o3 AZ AEE SH: TYANE 2 %

BAAEE 2~4x10" cells/mLe) &7t =2 243 -?
96 well microplate®l] 90 pL/well® 3} o] AL 37°
5% COo AIEr|E7 oA 12417F B &Fsle] A ES F-2HA]
7l o2 FEFES 50, 100, 200, 400, 800 pg/mL &=7}
HE & 10 i H7pstAh o] A& 72A17F Ft v FAIZ]
& MTT(3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-2-y1)-2,5-diphenyltet-
razolium bromide) 842 7t welld 10 uL¥ Y3 M E
Hj 7]l A 4A17E B BESAIZ]L & MTT &4 Al Azt
3 DMSO 150 uLE #7}sted 2 Al25 &3 A1AH micro-
plate reader(Bio-Rad, USA)E ©]&3}4] 540 nmoll A &
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8}0:] ng}%g‘ﬂy ,g_%l—c 340 I]n’loﬂlx-] NADHQ] }\(})]/ﬂ
5 AR Pk A 4L TR 14 mL, 10

Tris-HCI buffer(pH 8.8) 0.75 mL, 20 mM NAD(n 0.01
HCI) 0.3 mL, 30% EtOH 03 mL, sample 0.15 mL E+

29 015 mL)E cuvetteol] ¥ & 3 mL7} =5 =4
O}OE] 30°Coll A 587} preincubation 3 2 5%7F 340 nm
A FFEo] WstE SAAT A5 ADHY| &g
controlol 3t Ahgt#EH(mg/mL)e 2 YER AT

ALDH: ALDH®] 3% £4-2 Bostian®] HHS W3
ato] ZAst9on, F3 5 340 nmoll 4] NADH®| 4434
T2 ARZ YT vk S Z2FH4 21 mL, 1.0 M
Tris-HCI buffer(pH 8.0) 0.3 mL, 20 mM NAD(n 0.01
M HCID 0.1 mL, 1.0 M acetaldehyde 0.1 mL, 3.0 M KCI
0.1 mL, 0.33 M mercaptoethanol 0.1 mL, sample 0.1 mL
(= 549 01 mL)E cuvetted] ¥ol & 3 ml7}t HE==
ZA 3} 30°Coll A 587} preincubation & &, 587t 340
nmol| A 3= HelE S5tk A5 ALDH 3%
2 controlol] W Aga(Unit) o2 YeRN AT

2 o ng

AUdtMF

Rl ol dukgd R F 382 Q9 ko] 7
=t Haleh 71A], gl gl % e v
FFolth et A ghako oJa] Qo] o] oF 16% 2
7 =A yElga B, g, a8 7R £2.2 YE
Y THTable 3). ZAW 32 a9} 7129 &afo] o7t

A JEigtoy 2R foFQd Aole A 24

%* e 7RI oF 32%E M A JE A o
o] B (SF 208%), 1] 1L A(108) <L & el Luj
o FFe F 35%= 3 UrE}kkE}. HIEY Cof g
dujol A gk oF 18 mg/100 g& & YEbsth
Table 3. &L}F 2w olufMB

A E(%) g u 7}A] =

Z 38 89+01 36+02 31+02 38+02
Z ek 163+00 11.9+02 45403 68+07
Z2 A} 14401 16+01 15+01 14401
2l o]+ 108+1.4 208+09 432+0.7 35+03
Vitamin C

2k 2k 2k
(mg/100 g) 9 i 7 18
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Table 4. BL2 Heiy 7|4 &2 (mg/100 g) Table 5. ELE £ F&H= E0f 2&of e M =3
F714F Bl B A g BE we w (ppm)
Phosphoric 460.6 121.9 230.2 1,628.4 1 g 9 Total
Citric 71 394.2 39.2 3,029.4 T MeOH Hexane EtOAc BuOH Water
Tartaric 840 124 449 .1 de) 112 813 1026 261 45 2247
Malic 338 56.0 111 44.3 kA 490 1078 79 876 45 3267
Succinic 9724 623.6 2753 4946 9 714 1543 1522 1218 284 5282
Lactic 55.4 245 130.4 184 LS 117.7 97.4 160.8 166.2 32.2 574.3
Formic 10.9 6.8 16.9 6.3
Acetic 88.0 68.7 58.7 26.9 i
Pyroglutamic ND* 35.6 ND ND &7, €9 ¢oZ YEyth £3HE B Fujj9
gropiéﬂic 111;32 Eg Eg Eg 7% EtOAc #8914 714 %9431 hexane, BuOH, & ¥
t . _ _
— o) o2 vebyth BubR e 74 FFE hex-
Not detected. B N .
ane, BuOH, EtOAc, & £89 ¢ 2 Yelga, ddAr=
S| Ak Btak EtOAc, hexane, BuOH, & 89 o3 183 95
Wil Hopd 474k FE Table 4014 B upep Tl 7HE =& Hel= BuOHP EtOAc &8 9f 9ol
o] T AujolA 100 gF oF 3500 mg o2 o]  ERXIA F FHo| B UENE
ers] A UERG I B M E 394 mgo 2 HlwE = #E 4k el A= chlorogenic acid®] &&o] 714 &
A Jehgon etz 2re Aol o)A =A e %31 naringin¥ p-coumaric acid, ferulic acid 59 %
I AR ma Ao Qo) £oF LA oo s o] Hlwa A FF5o Atk 7FA= chlorogenic acid
=7 Sol9lx ®ylel dn] 281 R E B E =4 7} 78 %93 ferulic acid, naringin, p-coumaric acid
e de AoE UEyth SEAN 294k 71 caffeic acid 59 #2022 3FEES0] FfEo] AU ¥
of 7b¢ =A FHHl A opAERRS 9 #e, 7HA 2]+ naringin®] 7}¢ @Wel ¥ o] $laL chlorogenic
gz gul o2 ey acid, syringic acid, caffeic acid, coumarin 59 <02
FHEito] FrEe] e AR Uyt 22y Evle
Zy=5etE ¥ Hsot g2t &4+ £ chlorogenic acid$®} naringingto] A& &%
BuFo 29 FossiehE FEe Table 5004 B Ao E ZAEATHTable 6).
£ sk ol B Bl MY B B B
Table 6. Bl=A HEHEY (ppm)
Part Solvent Chlorogemc Caff.elc Syrlr}glc p*Cou.marlc Ferghc Naringin Coumarin
acid acid acid acid acid
MetOH - - - - - - -
Hexane 3.669 - - 10.344 0.844 28.817 -
Leaf EtOAc 2.003 - - 1.005 1.567 —
BuOH 44.150 2.391 - 1.009 3.215 6.061 —
Water 14.254 - - - - - -
MeOH - - - - - - -
Hexane 2727 - - 3.641 11.282 4,096 -
Branch  EtOAc 66.342 3.939 - 1035 3.667 - -
BuOH 12.162 - - - - - -
Water 27,668 0.352 - 0.37 - 5.26 -
MeOH - 4.366 - - - 3.625 -
Hexane — — — — — — -
Root EtOAc - 0.734 1.267 - 0.105 15.297 4.293
BuOH 9.01 - 5.358 - - - -
Water 5.487 1.596 — - - - -
MeOH - - - - - - -
Hexane — — — — — — —
Fruit EtOAc 4032 - - - - 0.927 -
BuOH 5.265 - - - - - -

Water
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Table 7. & LgXte| ZH=sEE (ppm)
Z=B.3)ak(0 HFg o (© 2ad
T o(%) ag_\__n_.( (/) 57] 3%]7.(]_ OE].;‘(]' 17%5(]_
25 1184+04 782+29 1044+1.1 96.2+2.8
100 35 1184+04 95.6+2.2 104714 92.6+1.4
45 1184+04 96.2+1.3 101.2+£1.2 116.2+0.7
25 1184+04 102.1£0.2 80.9+1.0 88.9+2.0
75 35 1184+04 113.2£0.7 84.8+1.9 1049+15
45 1184+04 932+14 98.9+2.8 106.8+1.1
25 1184+£04 101.5£2.3 84.2+1.7 110.8£0.3
50 35 1184+04 103.3£2.3 83.8+0.5 1365*£1.6
45 1184+0.4 98.7+£3.7 104.8+£2.6 1095+1.3
Table 8. &9 WFAte| E2lE-o|lE & (ppm)
2B a5 ak(o HEE O T (0 ray
T w0 (A) = J_.( C) 57] 3%_];-(]_ 9%_]7-(]_ 17%_];-(]_
25 92.1+0.4 56.7+£2.0 522+37 446+1.2
100 35 92.1+0.4 60.7+£1.9 56.3+£2.8 455+2.0
45 92.1+0.4 59.7+£3.3 479+34 55.6+1.8
25 92.1+0.4 74.0+2.3 46.1+2.0 505+1.3
75 35 92.1+0.4 7712+1.6 535+1.6 575+1.4
45 92.1+0.4 53.0+1.0 575+09 56.6+0.7
25 921+04 65.3+1.6 59.2+2.6 71.4+23
50 35 921+04 75.2+24 454+1.3 93.0+24
45 921*x04 63.2+1.7 61.4+2.7 60.3+1.5

dazte] A=dgeE 9 # STl &Y

Bad o X o) F¥=5tetE(Table )3 E2hi ol
=(Table 8) ¢ T& AZte] Bel] wep ko=
AaEE Aol o} drt A 2H64.7+0.2 ppm, 47.4
1 8 ppm)ith =2 ig%m o] SRy}
= HolA &k

Al Uebar 7k ¢ el ZA4 o] Wokth(Fig. 2). 294
2 1w duje) 4% EOAc #89) RCy 7ko] 7519 g
Z 7 ¥roy g HIo vl e o} &4do] 71
A Ykttt 7R EtOAcS BuOH £8¢] RCy 7ol
Zy7} 399.49) 432.4 yg o & w9k MeOH, hexane, & ¥
g9l £o07 5L FrAA E4S Bt 92 BuOH%

E}(Table 7) EtOAc 89 RCy %ol Z+z} 10377 1225 pggi o
TR & S B A B £ T M &
ghitst g Aol =33 MeOH B3 = vl 3 v FTox A4S
BUF 295 gatsl E4o] g A UEhd e B B+ EtOAc 266.9 pg, BuOH 347.2 ng, MeOH
A9 B3 E ethyl acetate, BuOH, MeOH, hexane, & 3869 pg 28] 1 hexane 479.2 pugel Xl 18] thu
E3 o £o7 ikl dAo] A YETHTable 9). 50%9 A4S By, & B8 1500 pg oY 1FE
Wi o Fopd 28 3itksl A4S vwst A9 F ATk A4S P—Oﬂ‘?
el giulE)] 50% &S Bl FEE 9 2YEY F§F Bolol wtw FHAA o FE AH, HE AV &
2§97 4 w5t 7P @A, o2 Bt v To wE ksl A4S vus] B daATA] e
Table 0. 23l &8¢l 80 Beol me s By sl
=% (pom) DPPH & A£7A%5(% of control)
pp MeOH Hexane Ethyl acetate BuOH Water
2000 63.2+1.0 25.3+16 675+0.3 82104 59.8+0.3
1000 76.7£0.3 382%0.2 80.2+£0.2 875+0.1 464+1.1
500 707+1.1 213+£14 82.8+0.2 88.9+0.1 31.0+14
250 479+0.9 17708 81.3£05 86.5+0.3 159+14
125 270+1.0 106+1.6 63.1+1.2 58.7+£0.6 99+15
63 12.7+09 49+14 39.7£1.0 343+16 6.3+1.4
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3 c
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® 4000 | 2 50
C
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Solvent fractions Concentration, ug
Fig. 2, BLIF R F&Eo| Suf FEof wE M5t Fig. 3. ELtF 22/ F&E° tyrosinase?| &4 od 53,
M H|m
L . ) AFEIE HolA) Ssky B el vErs 2B A
o] ==z H) 3] 4 A7 3 ALS _
2] FE2 (865 pg)l M FEAR] Ao Fabe) b ¥ T4} (Staphylococcus) ol tiaiA e EA1S H Y
Ao Az o g dolxl= Agko| A tH(Table 10). 18] HFig. 4)
U gk Ak JJr AL AR FA2H2078 pg)ot vl Rd
Q9] 45°Ce] H —] =22 oﬂ 1 9¢ o] S HEA7] el Al Stol =AM
o = O
ZoA == %%OQ‘ALQ 0:10 o - -
e Mfi} PR DACE BT go 2ews weu 2282 SERE AV
AAE AATES AT HeS Holx] %49 _ _
A9 7S AR AR HolA SRTHTable 1. ) o waL(\CR7), A EHCT-116), $]0HA
= (SNU-601) & Aol A 2fste] Alxo] BEss A
Al &m ] B9l W) 2ZES 250~300 pg/mLe] FEAA A,
WUE 2259 tyrosinase A YA a3 £31 1
NS FAsH A3 g4l dA3 Zo] A (eH)E o0, - m salmonelia
A3 By FEE9 Ao 7HE =4 YElga te2o E @Ecol
- = _ £ O Pseudomonas
= JTE%T’} 7]’X1 Zl‘%% y__,_o]]/ﬂ f’— A lr'f% %‘é% > 8 O Staphulococcus
HATHFig. 3). WekA vl §5-& Zhe &9 Tt 2 6}
Yo o] & Aoln FEE B Y ¥ F5E 3 .l
o] g4o] 7pd %au 9 2220 F4jo] Wenr} tha 5
[8]
SA e dE R O 75 AS e EE Y 8 27
AHg Hlgo] T ;401 AAAY Ao Avrdn) < o
I o"‘};(ﬁ &,Zﬁ @\%ﬁ @\%& @\%ﬁ @\%fx
%I'—E- %é‘}l &\é 05& 6?/\@\»/ 029\\/ 4/)\6\« &06\‘/
BUR Rejy 2280 JFIHS BY A E7], 9 b A
o] B3 MeOH FEEME A 83 45 7o tjs)  Fig. 4 U7 29 £55°| S7ad.
Table 10. & ol M= #WolRte| gHitst &M (DPPH)
_ _ DPPH =z £ A%, ICs(ug/mL)
=B 5} ak }E 9w (9 _ ’
TEEECO  MAEE(C Tgwg R R, 1794 ZAR
25 3047 1180 2860
100 35 865 2896 1293 3516 2078
45 1290 1017 1163
25 3241 2500 5132
6 35 865 1475 2096 4036 2078
45 3018 1918 2500
25 2735 2155 2072
50 35 865 3025 2072 993 2078
45 2968 1195 1141
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Table 11. Yol mE LYXe oS M (olHMELTS)
N ‘ o} A A AAF(% of control)
2B 5 ak 525 (°C .
TEESCe  weERl0 Thyag 397 927 ] ZA%
25 2719+18 384+1.7 32.3+2.6 _
259+5.2
100 35 387+19 34.4+2.0 2716+1.0 254+1.4
45 3l.1+14 365£2.8 33.8+2.8
25 30.2+0.2 2711+1.1 33.2+1.1
6] 35 387+19 304+1.9 280+25 32.71+25 259+52
45 29.6+24 32.3+3.7 36.9+3.7
25 325+1.6 30614 37.6+1.4
50 35 387+19 305+2.6 31.4+1.7 40.7+1.7 25.9+5.2
45 336+19 39.4+3.6 37.3+3.6
freh, A AEE TA ) Hs) 50% #AEATE 3 140
%2 Yegth(Fig. 5). ¥UF9 FoEE 2 BUR g 120 |
o] ggo] b EA UERAI thiol B, BE ¥ 8 oo
(o]
9, aEl3 MR Ahxe) o etor] dufjl o) x|
£ AP 5 Wold 40 A9 dehA d3ckFe.  § |
6,7). o9} 2ol BUTE AwtAow Ago] 5T AE O
=40 b
NE b 43e dotase el gk A% A% §
- - - £ 20
of ¢85k AAYL & VY S 5
0

to
T K
)
B
=2
>
r

1
FEAZ A BAME EEA]T)

= & vl g 7}A iR

ADH 115+1.0 1.7+0.7 564+38 25+05 3.0+04
ALDH 158+11 12+0.8 550+36 33+04 3.0+04

400
=5 350 T
E . L
S 00| . T
= I T
8 250
B 200 b
Q
© 150 |
o
3 100t
S
S 50t

O I
Calu-6 MCF-7 HCT-116

-n

ig. 5. SLIF MeOH £&0| Mzl M= YEEo| o|x]
&, Calu-6 HLAME MCF-7: F+4AE, HCT-116:

A A

»orr

31 61 125 250 500 1000
Concentration, pg/mL

Fig. 6. SLIF MeOH £%&o| FAAMES ME Y=Eof

ol x| = ¥ &. ML: mulberry leaves, MLF: fermented mulberry

leaves, MR: mulberry roots, MB: mulberry branches, MF:

mulberry fruits.
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Fig. 7. ¥4 MeOH 2&o0| 2 M=ol M=Z YEEo 1|
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