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B E:AFRIERT &% (Lonicera japonica Thunb.) TRl 3ZAR IR 6 £ 4 T4 R 42 R E 3T 12 AR E
HITHEN, B, SAMNET B LA, 2REFRZLHETOER., EXAFERREE, F04 T SRR
AT 12 MMAROITE KRR, KRB, — TR T SR T LT RIUG ST BR LI8 3R 88 F 36478 (Alicyclobacillus
acidoterrestris) W NIWH KL (MIC) . RAOFHKE (MBC) . A K&, £HEN RfmiahEeRh,
HRET, BEATRERETHER, EXRARERREZHIFSHTLLHE (P<0.05) . oh, LAHEK
BeZE R EDTERE (P<0.05)  ZARIUEM A acidoterrestris. &% R HHRE . LILBHRA. LRI N4
KH . #é—?'t??f‘ﬂ,ﬁ% KA A ITRARHEA — 2 9B KR, BB Lrtfe &Rt BUR I E 2R K
TR &K, A F 2R RIGEM A acidoterrestris WA A X R 2 F, MIC G %4 3.91 mg/mL, MBC {4 %
31 25 mg/mLo Seoh, B At fe B4R LB BOR AL A A A. acidoterrestris &K Fe A BB Rk, AR R E AR
, IPHE R MR BRI G938 e G5k, KA B B A A04) A acidoterrestris WML w T BRI, BBt
’&Jﬁﬂ”ﬁ#i B A A HT AR S AP AR T H S 5,
REIF: &A% AL, B Art, AT, B LRGSR F T0AT I, # ) it
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Antimicrobial Activity of Extracts from Different Parts of Lonicera
japonica Thunb. and Their Antibacterial Properties
against Alicyclobacillus acidoterrestris

LIANG Xinhong', HUANG Junchao', TU Cunjian', LI Yongchao®", LI Junrui', JIAO Lingxia', RAN Junjian'

(1.School of Food Science, Henan Institute of Science and Technology, Xinxiang 453003, China;
2.School of Life Science and Technology, Henan Institute of Science and Technology, Xinxiang 453003, China)

Abstract: This study investigated the bioactive substance contents within extracts derived from different parts of Lonicera
japonica Thunb. and assessed their bacterial inhibitory activities against 12 test strains. Initially, the concentrations of total
phenols, total flavonoids, and chlorogenic acid were determined in Lonicera japonica leaves, Lonicerae japonica Flos, and
Lonicera japonica caulis. Subsequently, the bacterial inhibition profiles of their extracts against 12 test strains were
analyzed. Building upon this analysis, the effects of Lonicerae japonica Flos and Lonicera japonica leaves extracts on
minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC), minimum bactericidal concentration (MBC), growth curve, biofilm formation,

and cell morphology of Alicyclobacillus acidoterrestris were further investigated. Results revealed that the concentrations
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of total phenols, total flavonoids, and chlorogenic acid in L. japonica leaves and L. japonica Flos were significantly higher
than those from L. japonica caulis (P<0.05). Moreover, the total flavonoids content in L. japonica leaves was notably higher
than that in L. japonica Flos (P<0.05). Three extracts exhibited varying degrees of bacteriostatic effects against A.
acidoterrestris, Staphylococcus aureus, Streptococcus agalactiae, Listeria monocytogenes, Bacillus subtilis, Escherichia
coli and Salmonella. Notably, extracts of L. japonica leaves and L. japonica Flos displayed superior bacteriostatic effects
compared to L. japonica caulis. Extracts of L. japonica leaves and L. japonica Flos exhibited the most significant
bacteriostatic effects against 4. acidoterrestris, with MIC of 3.91 mg/mL and MBC of 31.25 mg/mL. Furthermore, extracts
from L. japonica leaves and L. japonica Flos effectively inhibited the growth and biofilm formation of 4. acidoterrestris,
causing disruptions to their organism morphology. Notably, the inhibitory effects were augmented with the increase of
extract concentrations. This study lays a robust foundation for understanding the mechanisms behind L. japonica inhibition
of 4. acidoterrestris and offers insights for developing safe and efficient new food bacteriostatic agents.

Key words: Lonicerae japonica Flos; Lonicera japonica leaves; Lonicera japonica caulis; Alicyclobacillus acidoterrestris;
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antimicrobial activity

i + H8 2 1R 25 # #T B8 ( Alicyclobacillus acid-
oterrestris) . FIGZEHIHE e (Listeria monocytogenes)
*ﬂé‘?ﬁ@%éﬁl‘f*(kﬁaphylococcus aureus ) ZEHHTAAE
HARAEE | IZ AR, b s WIBURTEY), &
WX AN A S P Y B S AT ARSI R BE AR
AN REAR, BT VR i T AV e R s 2 A e
BT EIE FRE AN, BHaAT, Tk
FEvE PR R . AR AN LB IR S5 B S 70, SR Ak
272 55 J 7R LA i A AT B S AR i A [ R R 1Y
feFEP, EI, YT EEH R 24 HA R B AR
BRI HESCHERIRIE, A4 PSR B A AR HEL
BV FIA WAVE P RERIE ST, inZ Wy, B2
FEHLARAER S, B, F-HRAFI A R o5
EEENHEYEAETZE L.

2.4 (Lonicera japonica Thunb.) Sy 2L 4} 24
R R SRR, T b5 sl W e A ARAET
NAMISEIESS, SR A0 . 2L AP RN AT O
MRS . AHLERYS | ¥R IMISFNINIES TG IS AE 2P IR
WA, A PLEETE RO E R P
AR R AR FRE fopEN Y SEAERT . Li 80 F
FER I, S TR A IR A SR Ty
A AEAS R AR B A < Al 2 BR T . KRB FF B
( Escherichia coli) FN4H 4 B BA. /8 3 ( Pseudomonas
aeruginosa) . Rahman Z§US 57 T 242 BV Al
SARACKT ARG ME RN B I B A E A, 4555 0H
Ao 4 A A ER DA A RIVE PR SR . Sl
LU BISE T B A BB R XT 4 T A A BR T . KIS
1B A1 AR FE VD 1T IR Bl (Salmonella typhimurium ) 55
9 it ULIvs TR PRI AR S M BRI T 1, B SRR BH L A 2
B EA B Pt E E . (EEATEINHITR H AR
PR ZEHOAT PR E FH S A Vs M T e R

At 24T I F= B = T A 4R e, 4R
1M, BB A F A A ) R R AR > . B,
W AR A= s BT T D REARRIE, X4
BAEAMEGERANERG EBEZE L . ASCUIEH
T AN AT R ok, TR IR AR RIS A=

TS BT 12 R AR S M B, S0
XA R - BRI 25 FEAT BRSO ) e R AL AN 2
A& RO ) e /NI TR B2 (MIC) i/ NS B BE
(MBC) LA R X G R AEFN 2L A PSR BOR X R - AR EAER
TRHUAF R AR R . 4H TR S AN A M RETE L BE 1 119
SEMHATHIE . AT e — 2P R4S, TR
oSN E I SPRIE e
1 RS
1.1 M5

AL AA LA SR AWM E BT S T
Tl T B4 2 8 4 R A 1 0 R b s RS R FLAT TR (L.
acidophilus zrx02 GenBank No.MF804413) | 1H# %L
FFEE (L. plantarum zrx03 GenBank No.MN784485) |
SZEHHZLAT I (L. rhamnosus zrx01 GenBank No.KY-
348290, i@ 1+ I8 ¥ MR 2F #L AT B (A. acidoterrestris
DSM 3922") | Jt FL %% BK B4 (S. agalactiae CICC
10465) . A=W E QB (L. monocytogenes CICC
21633) . & B (2 BER (S, aureus ATCC 25923) .
A B ZEALFT TR (B. subtilis CICC 10002) . K7 #T B
(E. coli IM109 ATCC 67387) . b 1] R AT 5 ( Sal-
monella CMCC 541) . 2525 A5 (C. jejuni CICC
22936) . i e B UERELEE (K. marxianus) Y52
A A 2 58 B F ST T R EC R R s MRS PRI 15 57
F. AAM $53R5E . BHI 353558 4 RE & A REES:
L. LB #53R3E . M ICRIAREIRIE . YPD B3t 7
R R Tl bl DXVE A= R ARAT BR S W5 0B TR

P = T S S /AN e N (7Y N L7 BN LT =

HEEFEARRAF]; &R R 3EE Sigma-Aldrich 2%
Hls Gl R AT R B AR A R H 5
iR, Hls ksl PUBe Rk B A R Wl 5 HoAti
FillBEa b B i VT

Varioskan Flash 4= 3% K B pr L 32 Ther-
mofisher 2\ F]; €2695-2489 H R AH O 154 & [H
Waters 28 7l ; WFJ 7200 7] UWLA3 GG RETE  JUJE]
() AR AT BN 5 H2050R YRS L0l T RG
A BSOS A PR A H] o
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1.2 WA
1.2.1  ZHAARERFALEE . BB AISE R & m e
1.2.1.1 A AR[RIFRALEY . S H S R A B
PG ARAE . LA 44T 60 °C XTI 21
o, et 50 Hif, #5H. FREC 1 g AR5, A 15 mL
60% L., 60 °C.. 200 W #E75 /K HHL 30 min, 7E
4 °C 'K 10000 r/min &[> 10 min, Y 4E FiE %, i3
0.22 pm JEAE, T 4 °C VKEEIRAAT o
1.2.1.2 BEEEAME KA Folin-Ciocalteu 31,
¥ 1 mL £55 5 mL Folin-Ciocalteu JE&, K2V 5 min,
JINA 4 mL 7.5% Na,CO ¥ UK, #¥'G/Z 60 min, 7E
765 nm FE . MRIEE & FRRARHE gL rE )T
J7 2 (y=0.0067x—0.0781, R*>=0.9979) 15 iy & &,
ZER L g FERMEE TR YE mg RN (mg
GAE/g) .
12.1.3 JABE S EMIE R AICL H kP,
1 mL A4S 0.5 mL 5% NaNO, R4, Y
5 min, LA 1 mL 5% AICL, #5235 min, LA 2 mL
8% NaOH W 52 v 10 min, £€ 510 nm F%E . R
Ym o T s o 2R 1Y R 2R B 7 A2 (y=0.0026x—
0.0399, R*>=0.9991) -5 W B i & i, 5 R LIS g #F
A T 24 mg Fon(mg RE/g) .
1.2.1.4 ZRJER & E e SR & RO AH 640
125 P, fa 3% £ . Agilent TC-C4( 250 mmx4.6 mm,
5 um); (ARESAF: IRE 30 C; K PK 320 nm; ##
FEAARFN 20 pL; ARF A 0.6 mL/min; i shAH Jy B s
(A)-0.1% R /K (B); B BEBE I 251428 0~10 min,
5%~30% A; 10~25 min, 30%~50% Aj; 25~35 min,
50%~70% A; 35~40 min, 70%~5% A, LL&EJERR
BE (mg/mL) R ALBR (x), g im B g AP (y ),
ZeflbrEth £ . AP g R AR th Ze iy 2 (a1 U= 7
F& (y=30726x—688902, R?>=0.9996) 18 43 5% & i,
ZERVIR: g FESLISETE 25 mg #F7n(mg CGA/g) .
1.2.2 AR SR BRI B 5 )
1.2.2.1 RS SHEIFE BRI ER S
#il4&: L. acidophilus. L. plantarum. L. rhamnosus 3%
FH MRS A 7 55 35 355 A. acidoterrestris 1% F AAM
¥r 32 % S, agalactiae. L. monocytogenes £ Jil BHI
BEFRHE S, aureus. B. subtilis YA REE H R TR
35 E. coli. Salmonella 3% LB 55373%; C. jejuni 1%
A R A7 IE IR K marxianus 76 YPD 15 3%
B [EAAR S I B I A MR AR 35 3R B 0 =l oA
2% BIZFEAE R, 7E 121 °C TR KE 15 mine FEAR
AT Ak R TR AR 3 S T A R AR B SR i v,
SRIGTE 37 °C. 250 r/min 51F TR 5555 24 h(A4.
acidoterrestris F5FR e E N 45 C), SR R WA B
WA, HE IR 18 he PRRAVETFR: PAAS R4 L
PREL— S PATETE, 3R 5 10 mL B33, W %35,
SRIG LA 1.0% RELEL %3 & 50 mL 53R IR

SO, SE R 1x10° CFU/mL B BEHE, 5.
1.2.2.2 AAARNFEFPRBOR A PRI 10 g £
i, A 100 mL 60% Z.FEE, 60 °C. 200 W #8775 7K
$2£HL 30 min, 10000 r/min Z5.0> 10 min, £ FiEW,
AT HE TP PRI A 100 mL 27, A8 A 7K % 30 min
JRE L, A 3R, FIF LB, LA RIRImE
10 mL, BPFS¥CEEA 1 g¢/mL (HREUAR -

1.2.2.3 IEEGEME SR EAEP, 1 100 L
PHEIR I STAT TR SRR AR T, FHA BT
AL FTFL, SRS IASEEGE 100 pL, FEESA 55
& IR A 51375 BH BB Ay 1k, TERE /R AESS X id, FH T
AR SR R A P B A

1.2.3 ZEAN[FFRAREGE MIC F1 MBC Bl 2
SR AR RS, AR SR 3L B ORI T %
ke, 1520 B 1000, 500, 250, 125, 62.5, 31.25,
15.63. 7.81. 3.91., 1.95 mg/mL MY ALK . 535
$ 100 pL £5 3E H AR BRI 100 pL B2,
RS EEFE 24 h, LIV I Jo I Pl S {IRHe 52 Sl e /s
TEAHEE(MIC) o B3RS ERT IR, IS UEAN P 1 &
A4, 18 CK s I ASRIGR AN B W, AT 55Uk
PR & 3271594, ik CK,. 7E MIC Y54l |,
BUEFRUE 100 pL 518 A T A AR %53 48 h,
VTGS BT AE AT B S o N BRI EE (MBC )P,
1.2.4 ZAEAAFRALHR IR X E A8 AR 2R AT T
AN B2 Cui &R 107k, AR
O AR AL RN AL AR O, EZOREE S 1 MIC,
2 MIC F1 MBC, AN EE rIVE g X REZH, 45 C.
250 r/min TEIRIRZ TR, £E6% 2 h BUEEIGE ODgop
B, sl Ak,

1.2.5 ZAAEIFRA $ O T 18 N8 PR IR ZRAAT B
MROEARFEI SRS T BB (SEMD) AP,
1) PR A I A A AR AL AN 2L A - SR O, LU Ty
1 MIC. 2 MIC Fil 4 MIC, A $EH BaE % BE 4,
45 °C . 250 r/min £%57% 8 ho 4000 r/min, Z5.0> 10 min,
FF LVEW, HIJCH PBSWEYE 2 WK, FH 1 mL 2.5% %
TPEEE A . A PBS(0.1 mol/L, pH7.0) ¥Es
3K, BRIE M — R YNVER U BE 1 2152 (30% . 50%.
80%. 90% Il 95%) A THRIK, FFPH AT 2 IR, &
YR 15 min., B/KJG7E—20 °C FHUAE 2 h, SR E25%
TR, TRSE A SRS 4, TEFIR s g
1.2.6 ZAA[AFRALHE IR %R N8 AR 2R AT T
AW BEE T 2 SR PSS R gL (P,
200 pL BEEWRE T 96 FLARH, I A S4RFEFNZ A0t
IRHUR, BAUE N 1 MIC, 2 MIC. 4 MIC, A&
BURRIVE XTI REL, 45 °C & EE9% 24 ho W H 1%
W, A 200 uL JG B PBS(0.03 mol/L, pH7.2) ¥t %
3K, A 100 L FFEE, [ %€ 15 min & . A
100 pL 1% 285 SRV, Yett, 15 min, K45 S8R T
W iy, FH PBS BB A vh s T, A 100 pL 33%
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CH,COOH ¥, FHBFRSEE ODsgg gm THo
1.3 HIELIE

TRHIIAT 3 UOPATELSS, S5 R LI EAPR
HEZEFIR . 3R JH SPSS 23.0 #4175 HE 43 #7, Origin
9.0 1T
2 HBRE5ESH
21 ZBEAEFMIEE. RREMFRRSE

XF AR . LA FI LA BN | R ER I A 4ot
SRR & BEHA TN , 45 AR R AT R ARAE A= Wi
PR & EAR R, (A AP iE A B I T 4
HRAEFNZL 20 (P<0.05, 18] 1) LA A[RIFB A &
EARIR N SR> A > A, 4RI S i
K 20.29 mg/g, S LA RN A TE R I 1Y 109.68% .
272.72%; AN [RIEBALEN B R & SRR Sl 2L 4>
SR A A, LA BB R B &l 43.32 mg/g,
SRR AL N ZL A THE ) 108.81% ., 291.13%; S 4R AES%
R &5 A4 TR EFH2Z5 (P>0.05), 575k
12.86. 11.29 mg/g, {H¥ g 25 8 T2 A e o R iR &
(P<0.05) . FEHEFLPY LW T AR [EFR A A 2 RS
TG, RIS Wi 2, Hak
SEAARAR, AR BEDs MR AN AR 24
ASEIRBOIA A B - B & B A AR A A 2 4 v
LRI e T AL A LB ST S AN SR A SR A —
. SIAb, A SCHERIRE, 2 A BRI iR 2 05 S
[ RAW 264.7 41 g 43 3 i 22 4E PR 7 B A3 B30
MHER, R#EE TG, I EA B H R
SRBOSU R, #E— A5 A AR E YN MR A TS E X
TR BAGIFAAEEZ X, HIbnT WL, WS4
A 2 AW R 2 A T v TS P R 43 R v L A (e

o7 ey

T

07 B L5

)
on
E 3ot
]

& 20 k

K1 A A s T o
Fig.1 Contents of bioactive compounds from different parts of
L. japonica
TE: ARG T8 R 8 75 A [R] AL [ — W Jo I 22 5 Y 2%
(P<0.05).

2.2 BEARRMIIREGRINEIL

SERAE . LA RN A R PR IR AT IS AT
BRI, X 22 G B PR B AN 22 [REA PR R A — 2 1Y
IR ROR (R 1D o A8 M E & i 32 BOR XS 4.

acidoterrestris. S. agalactiae. L. monocytogenes. S.

aureu. B. subtilis. E. coli #1 Salmonella Y54 —5E 1
WMHIERH .. HobXt 4. acidoterrestris BN HIC 5¢
53 XIS, agalactiae. L. monocytogenes M1 S. aureus
IR AU XF B, subtilis . E. coli F1 Salmonella 12
A~ — o AR, B A0 XF 4. acidoterr-
estris FINTHIVE R 5 4R 0 T0 b F 25 57 (P>0.05) .
2L HEFREUR ST A. acidoterrestris BTN R SR % 22
TR LN A0, X S, agalactiae. L. monocyto-
genes. S. aureus M E. coli b 7~ H— & BN BE 4357k,
{E I B RCRAR T S ARAIE N2 40T . Xiong 251 5T
R, AT S, aureus F E. coli A .35 BT BATE
P, HXT S, aureus BMARCR TR, 5L R —
B, AT g4 R 3R W AN [R] BR A 52 U X A.
acidoterrestris M HZCRILTR, JUHE SRR 4
HEEHRR . (B2 PN A. acidoterrestris W
FEFEEEEA HRE . Rk, 4SS T oRitE— BT 4R
TERNZLLHRIBR KT A. acidoterrestris WIFNEE4FE

R BENETRAARBGRAN H I At

Table 1 Diameter of bacteriostatic circle of extracts from

different parts of L. japonica
AR T I E A% (mm)

(RN 173

AR AN AT
L. acidophilus ~ 6.00£0.00%  6.00+0.00“  6.00+0.00%
L. plantarum ~ 6.00£0.00  6.00+0.00°  6.00+0.00%
L. rhamnosus ~ 6.00+0.00%  6.00+0.00%  6.00+0.00*

A. acidoterrestris  17.17£0.29% 17.17+0.58"* 12.67+0.29"°

G
S. agalactiae  14.83+0.29™ 14.43£0.12% 10.73£0.25™

L. monocytogenes 14.00£0.20% 13.40+0.36"°  9.60+0.17

S. aureus 12.1740.06™ 11.90+£0.10™  7.33+0.29™

B. subtilis 10.40+0.17"  10.00£0.20"  6.00+0.00"

E. coli 11.2340.15% 10.77+0.25"  7.03+0.15™

G Salmonella 10.13£0.31%  9.47£0.31"  6.00+0.00%
C. jejuni 6.00+£0.00%*  6.00£0.00%  6.00+0.00%

HoAth K. marxianus ~ 6.00£0.00%  6.00£0.00%  6.00+0.00%

1E: L. acidophilus. L. plantarum. L. rhamnosus. A. acidoterrestris. S.
agalactiae, L. monocytogenes. S. aureus., B. subtilis & % FBHPETH (G1);
E. coli. Salmonella, C. jejuni ¥ 2 [GIAVER (G . MHEBITILEE A
6 mm, 7EHERE B A£=6 mmif, R =M B 1E SR 0; MBI B4£>12 mm
H TR 24590 e B0 9~12 mm A HBUEY 6~9 mm AU =6 mmy AN
R ANF KSR R R — B [ Bk (] 22 57 1 3 (P<0.05) , ANIF]
ING IR RIS ) — T Bk 1) 22 57 . 35 (P<0.05) o

RLAASR) AL P OB TR RR I B A AT 22 57
PERIBIFSR IR A HIE . Yan 5502 F5E R B 2L A P B
WXT S. aureus WK b &R AL FN A MR EGR
55 ARAEERY RIS UIXT S, aureus W
YERIBRSS, iIX SAMIFES R —3, e LA
AR RRCRAFAE 22 57, W] BB R LA AN TRTER
L FEEE RSN R], FROR G ARAE RN A1 5
—ER YWy B AN SR R RIS TR Y BT, (HH R
G WAAEZE S, PRI ER USR] . AL
HRAE , 3R AE FP APl o AP T 22, Hod = T A
SR B RAE AL T AG I 2], T xR AR AN A
W) S ERIEIR . SRR A FlsRar)EiR C, (HRL
LT R EIR A AR ER C &Ik, =
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2 AR S ORI L IE PR 28 FUAT 5 9 MIC F1 MBC
Table 2 MIC and MBC of extracts from different parts of L. japonica on A. acidoterrestris
. PRI (mg/mL)
AR
1000 500 250 125 62.5 31.25 15.63 7.81 391 1.95 CK, CK,

BARAE - - - - - - - - - + + -

Mie Bt - - - - - - - - - + + -

c GHUE - - - - - - + + + -

MB At - - - - - - + + + + -

LEJFIR A ELAT LU & IR B 5 1 % B T P, TR A2 A
IKAREAE AN E SRR B T R 405 R A 4 A POPG
RERUZ, If HZE T dksr & 585 A 5 POPG
BXrT 2T A SCERESFA Y . BRIk, A ARAEFN

DA MHRBOR P S S I 22 Ty . B TR A AR R R A
AP PERLS T, A HAN B R ) o T LA

A, AR B B AR 4 G BH PR B AR, H
Xt L. acidophilus. L. plantarum F1 L. rhamnosus iX
— IR EE AR B TCHI AR, SO ARG T 25
o B TS X, HA LB 1 T E— 25T .
23 RBETEEMIR I B 1 B AR 2 T AT B
MIC #1 MBC

AR A AN LA R R XY A. acidoterrestris 13
A BRI HE R, AR TIRCR B BE 1 B T 55
(3% 2) . HIRHUGRHREE Y 3.91 mg/mL i), 77528
MMHIVEF, B3Rl iE i . B, SAaRE A4
2B XT A. acidoterrestris W MIC 454 3.91 mg/
mL. 7E MIC (B R, PsE T S ARAE A A 32
W Xt A. acidoterrestris B MBC {H . Z5RFE0H, 4
RS B HRBUR T A. acidoterrestris WA TR RL
SEAAN], BRI E S 31.25 mg/mL B, T3 JCTE B
FAAE, SR A0 B YT A. acidoterrestris
i MBC {EH#J°4 31.25 mg/mL.
24 BEAFEFAIREGEXIER L IEIFERSF TR E K
ESF=0pA)

B K R o, B FERE 55 OD g
T HESGE B IEASE, R AT E S 5E 4. acidoter-
restris YA X532 8] 5 A. acidoterrestris T8 W W% G
JBE2Z A AR AL SR F A2 A. acidoterrestris W A KR
o MIREASIRIHR A SARAE RN A HREORNT 4. aci-
doterrestris HE A IMER AFE I LI — 2B R85 HAM A /E
FHE 2) ., XHHEBZHM A. acidoterrestris 1E 7 41K, IR
W 2 h, FEJE PEAXT B, 75 12 h B 4. aci-
doterrestris B W & vy, Ho ' R 3R 3] (1.301=
0.032), BHJE#H A A KEZ E I . BRI B T B
S 1 MIC B, BERA Ryl B2 24 h B, BT
A, WGRE S35 0.159+0.032 Fil 0.144+0.021,
PIE IR TG B 25 55+ (P>0.05) . Mk iR
2 MIC H¥, A. acidoterrestris AR W gZ AP, 24 h
R O CREX TCH A8 b . B PR B0 e BE 4k

21 | MBC B, 4. acidoterrestris ToHEK IS
ZE BT, AR AL AN PRI XT A. acidoterre-
stris (K ECRATIR, IF PR EROR T, TR
HIR,

_E
’ -—.
o —a

—=— Control Th
101 e -1 MIC
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Fig.2 Effects of extracts from different parts of L. japonica on
the growth curve of A. acidoterrestris
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Fig.3 Effects of extracts from different parts of L. japonica
on cell morphology of A. acidoterrestris
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