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Antibacterial activity of N*-lauroyl-L -arginate ethylester
against five pathogenic microorganisms of fruits and vegetables
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WE BRI X R N-A A st-L-45 2 LB 3
B2 3 (Ne-lauroyl-L-arginate ethylester, LAE) & 47 1 & %,
ARAMUEATEARKABEGIERETFE . EXHAFTE LD
IR AT PRBREAAAAASEXNA ., M E LAE
st 5 # B M 69 AP ) K E (Minimum Inhibitory Concen-
tration, MIC) , 3+ il & LAE 25 i 69 # 2 & K 374 00 & 3t
mME WA AR, AHRE LAE fo 44 LA R 35105 8 A 0
BAWH AR, SRAW . LAE xF 4 Ay £ 8 B K HE & H H
AT E XA T E R F e MIC 25 % 400,200,
400,400 pg/mL, % LAE R & ik 3] 2t & # 49 MIC )5 , 4k x+ &
FERHFR SO E L4745 £, 5 5% 1002 (16 h),78.2%
(48 h),81.8% (48 h),79.1% (48 h) s LAE s 4m 1 1 Ji§ W 14 ¥
¥ R R R EAFH @ MIC % 25 pg/mL, B 50 pg/mL #
LAE #8 £ 90 min A 24 % X 2 K@ LAE 5 &8 & F 854
Rk R B 2T AR K A A e B A B AR
KER:N-AB-L-HARCE LR RABKRA:;WH
EME TR A

Abstract: Antibacterial activity of N<-lauroyl-L-arginate ethylester
(LAE) against five pathogenic microorganisms of fruits and
vegetables were investigated in this study. Bacteriostatic test in vitro
was taken to research the antibacterial activity of LAE. Penicillium
digitatum , Penicillium italicum , Botrytis cinerea , Alternaria al-
ternate and Pectobacterium carotovorum subsp. Carotovorum were

treated as the model bacteria of pathogenic microorganisms of fruits

EEWA T Z 1R GUR E KR TR (%5 : 2015BAD16B03)
TEE BT 2200, 5 Wi K B B SE IR 0, - .
BEEE SR A964—) & WL R 28 . 1.

E-mail: fengfq@zju.edu.cn

YK HE HE:2018-01-17

and vegetables, and the minimum inhibitory concentration(MIC) of
LAE against these model bacteria were determined. The inhibition of
LAE to the hypha growth for moulds and the bactericidal effect of
LAE for bacteria were also determined. Then the combined antibac-
terial effects of LAE and other preservative were explored. The re-
sults showed that the MIC of LAE against Botrytis cinerea , Alter-
naria alternate, Penicillium italicum , and Penicillium digitatum
were 400, 200, 400, 400 pg/mL respectively. When the
concentration of LAE reached the MIC of each strain, the high myce-
lial inhibition rate of the four molds could be maintained at 100%
(16 h), 78.2% (48 h), 81.8% (48 h), and 79. 1% (48 h)
respectively. The MIC of LAE against Pectobacterium carotovorum
subsp. Carotovorum was 25 pg/mL, and LAE with the concentration
of 50 pg/mL could completely kill the tested bacteria within 90 min.
Morever, the combination of LAE and sodium chloride could exert
the best inhibitory effect on the model bacteria.

Keywords: Nc<-lauroyl-L-arginate ethylester (LAE); pathogenic mi-
croorganisms of fruits and vegetables; antibacterial activity; preserv-

ative

Ne- A - L-K & R £ B8 3h 82 £ (Ne-lauroyl-L-arginate
cthylester, LAE) J&— Ff FH1 B 7 3% 10 75 V0] » B A AR 9 /Y 10 B
g7y HA MU E 1, LAE HAG FHE 0 3k 50 A 3E ot i
K I HEAF (20 °C Mk 24.7 g/100 mL) L REE £ i 1
AKAR AR T L LAE 77K ik BT 1 44 & of A T B 0 40 1R R
. 2005 4, LAE 9 FDA #t#f 58 — 2 A % 4 2% (Generally
Recognized as Safe, GRAS) & 7M. 2007 4, LAE i@ T
DR B it 22 4 B Sy 1Y 22 4 AR . 2011 4F [ P £ 35
B 520 LAE B AR S 8 n 5005 F vk S AR o b 1 W) LAE
YER BT 20 ZR0 & o B A SR M

127



s 5 (R &

2018 4% 7 4

Bl X T LAE ZE & & i i L AR R F AT R T
FCAE T AR R R R e AR . O LAE
TER S A BT BE T — 2 1Y e Al B H R R LK
O P 2R 5 B JE8 R 6 75 T Y SR

MG 28 KR 26 0 A 75 AU H AT & AR Tz R
R4 T B I G A G R . T 3X 28 B B P i 2R B %
7 5 790 114 22 4 M SR A T vy L PR B R DR GREE RE s TR, L
BRI RREE N FEMAEY. B CuEl 2 AR E %
(Penicillium italicum) FI8 IR G % (Penicillium digitatum)
SE NG 2K R 1 Y S SR T, 20 i) 5 | R AT A 28 K R i
PR R B . FEA IS IR K AT X 2 R AE —
JAN TS B4 FA R . K A A 18 (Botrytis cinerea)
BEAS A (Alternaria alternata) 4y )3 51 76 7 il 28 J8 5 AN K 55
o E B . TR Ak LR R R TR g S B
HRBRE Z RS WORRKWAEFHRAEY . BT HRH
A BRI B L B SC IR T AR AN B R T LR R R AR
Pyt AR B D RO R R R B N KB R (Pec-
tobacterium carotovorum subsp. carotovorum) J& T H & FF H
B R RIS R E PR a2
A 22 ot A B R T O . W b O e IR
FF I AE LURE A 1 05 30 L A7 06 R G E I A1 T 7 A
LR 5 A R AR

SRR E LAE 7885 B 6 4 5 1 5 A, A F 5% 40038 2o
RN RGO  H LAE X ARG 25 K 51 L 3% it A5 B
JUFp 3 S JE T 1 1 400 B0 L R PR ST LAE RIHC A JL A 2R R
77 5 790 1 0065 410 BB S B TR O SR 28 LAE SR B g R i T
R AFRAARAE

@

H,N._ _NH cre
2 \( NHJK(CHZ)IO—CH‘

NH,
A1 LAE Z#X

Figure 1 ~ Structure of LAE

1 M55k
1.1 #R 5
L11 Wik SRk

K7 % 18 ( Botrytis cinerea ) CGMCC 3. 4584, % #% ffu
(Alternaria alternata) CGMCC 3.7809. & K #| 7 % ( Peni-
cillium italicum ) CGMCC 3. 8284 . 45 Ik & % ( Penicillium
digitatum)CGMCC 3.7771 5 8 N3 JE % R E AT E 9 & b
§}'U%’HE$‘F(P@Ctr)hacterium carotovorum subsp. carotovorum )
CGMCC 1.3614 : H [ 8 3 ol A= 10 1R oo 5

JiR 19 itk K & A ¥ 15 97 3 (Trypticase Soy Broth, TSB) &
F% 4 15 9% 3 (Nutrient Broth, NB) | £ 8 % 4 45 b B ik 1% 7%
3 (Potato Dextrose Agar, PDA) -k it %3 J§ (Plate Count
Agar, PCA) |8 25 4L L 2 50 A FRA 7]
1.1.2 & #H]

LAECSEE 96.48%0) « B fh 2 AL T AR BRI TA BRA 7] 5
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1.1.3 U5 &
B TAES ZHIH-C1112B Y, b8 A 7 5
a2 W 4% - B203LED AU, & K B R A U3 A IR
A YL 8 2 [ % 2R K - QY C-2102C B, | i 46 5D 52 36 1%
HHRAF

B . YE4A211164 BY, 3522 Dragon 2\ ;

bR AN : MK3 #1, 25 22 F#h 28 A 5

T K A LDZX-30KBS B, |- ¥ff B 22 [EI7 #e bl ) .
1.2 Hik
121 625 V7 VA0 A0 T PR R VR P A R AR DR Y 2
X2 R0 T PDA RhE B 5 b, 28 "CHHIREM EE 5% 5 d,
FH TG TR 7K e o A0 T 5 3% 5 01 FE 0 TR A T 2 R O 2 18 B A
TR, MBI E R 1.5 X
10° CFU/mL,4 ‘CAA77 & HTY . o i F B & M B 5 1Y
R 7R 0 1 YR A BT A R R T T R A 4 A0 T R YR v B
Lo 1 TR A T A A 28 K IR B TR A T O KR i & R
FER T BRI T RIORE 1 1 MRS .. B H s
BN R IR AT A NB 32 5, F 37 C Fidfk 2
W UL TXBAERE, T 4 °C.6 000 r/min F &L
10 min, YT A, Z & T PBS(pH 7.4) dr, 3 5 B e Ry
10" CFU/mL,4 CEAE4 .
1.2.2  LAE X% USR58 WE MIC B E SRS e
HUY L 8% LAE 4515 PDA B 32 3R &, f# LAE S 0%
B8 50~800 pg/mL,121 ‘CKE 20 min, Mi{E %575
WA G TR AL F, 28 CHE 3,48 h 5 W L 4R
KoL . DA% 352 2 F G P HR AT L B 9% AR K R B LAE
W MIC, B E A 3 . X F 411 MIC A9l &, % A
i A SRR BEATY . M LAE E BORBE O A 96 FLAR
F1 L, fE P 600 nm R 5E D6 % & (Optical density, OD) {H ,
37 CHFE 24 h JF R E OD oo wm + B AOD 00 o <<0.05 I
M A% LAE ¥ 8 5E U MIC, RUAR N LAE By 3% 74 8% 55 5
s BRI E R 3K,
1.2.3 LAE X EWEWE LA KMEIRGME SHKEM
ARKHEAEE, 100 uL T2 W 7E PDA ¥r 3735k 35 0%
1,28 CHige 5 d. % . #% LAE Ml PDA [ '8 B A
100~800 pg/mL My & 25 K5 57 56 K B J5 8 ACF NI, ¥ 20 &%
. AXWHITASEC AR dME R FE LRER
5 mm R ER T E SR A b g, 28 OISR, MR
B —BR I E 4 MR EMEBEES. DR LAE M
PDA Bi g k2 A IR I8 2 3 K. T 22 3 ) 238 %
N (DITHE .
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PH A - N -3 Bl - L -5 24 B2 £ TR R R #h X 5 7 53 i JA8 DO o o 40 T 345 12

A

¢ [CEAUEESPR

mg 2 N B B H AR (82 5) ,mm;

mr AT LAE ¥ BT 893 BE HAR OBl 5) »mm.,
1.2.4 LAE XPAB AWML iiE 2% 3R Em iy

. S BIEeE A LAE ¥ o8 MIC, 2MIC.4MIC (R 25,50,
100 pg/mL) f) TSB K Fr 4k, £ Wk B2 B 57 2 b i A2 2 16
WA RO E 2 107 CFU/mL, 37 TR TR . 3 07E A
[ of 1) A IR R AT R VR TR DU LAE 198 57 P B
Fr Sy 2 0 IR OF LU T R B0k LAE {HAS e i A9 15
FrEE A LR E R 3 K.

L2.5 BRamasc R Mg E BT G RGN L B A 2 EL
PR AL R B0 L R S 2 A A S B 5 IR A 06 TR Y

MIC. ¥ LAE %% 5 & B i 70 4 B 8 06 f BORIR A0 1
75 BE R ) R T) o, 43 5K LAE FL ) — F B i 7l 3547 —
FEFRRE . DAE 2 Fh B 0 590 BK A {87 A B A MIC, 2L B A 40 B
MIC I 2 77 2% 7] 1.4.2., I JH 30 43 300 04 vk B 4 4 (FIC) ) 2
W77 8 300 A P SR i AR A S R % S (2O

FIC,=FIC,+FICy,

A

FIC, — P& & Bl s £, FIC, <0.5 R, 0.5<
FIC, <4 J BINsi 3, FIC, >4 JF5pits;

FIC,— ABBWABAREG I A 250 MIC 5 A 25
PR 56 B MIC ) L AR 5

FIC; — ABPZB AKX K A 258 MIC 55 B 2434
M 56 i iy MIC i HE .
1.2.6 BRGS0 BN 3 kS 8 T S {E L 45
JE DAY B+ bR 25 F % L ] SPSS 20.0(SPSS Inc, Chicago.,
IL) #4754 43 #F (One-Way ANOVA, Turkey) ,

2 giRkS0br
2.1 LAE % S5 M E ) MIC
3 3o B o RV PO Y 0 4 B T LAE X

(2)

AN MIC. 25 - W3 1. 4373 1 WA, LAE X Af
WEIKRE L 2P FEFME (BREFEMERAMNTH N
MIC #°8 400 pg/mL, 1fii LAE X8k 05 i 2 Fh £ 25
SO e A 2% ). LAE XK 4 %5 8 1 MIC b 2
400 pg/mL, 8 X LAE B UK, 200 pg/mL 1y LAE gl
REABCM W A, (R 77 1, LAE X80 8 N 300 % 18
BEAF A A MIC 2y 25 pg/mlL, 307 15 2 H Al 4 Fh 25 18 09
8~16 £,

HHI 56T LAE X2 W MM WG tEpr s i > . SR
KSR AE LAE X8 i 8 A1 36 % %5 g MIC 435 4
32,128 pg/mL7 WK T A B 58 LAE X% 4 Fh & 5 19 MIC,
it 41T Sk U LAE X 3 3% 58 22 i ke o R DT T IR . K B
FFE ) MIC #5225 pg/mLE, 5ARBF 455 — 8, fEAIR
B 5 Bl S I K, LAE S 40 B B0 30 B v T X
W, RE S LAE M1 FHALEERIUAEY B B4 6.

*x1
Table 1

LAEX 5 #REBFEME /N MIC Il ELE R
MICs of LAE against pathogenic microorganisms

of fruits and vegetables

4k MIC/ (g + mL~1)
VR 400
A% TR 200
HAMHEE 400
EiR N A 100
B D O IR A 25

2.2 LAEXWMEBEHEZLEKIMGZE
INFE 2 dna] DU B O () 8 1 P 22 A K B ORI
Z5t. BRI A KB, T LAAE 16,32,48 h if I & H
WL EE, THA 3 MR AEKEE. 4 48 h Il E — KK«
HAZ.

M2, —EWEN LAE X 4 BB EEZ W4 K
0 ROR B HLIW R BOR 5 8 T RN 2 L LAEY BE RO e

%2 LAEM I MEBEMNELIMEIR'
Table 2 Inhibition of LAE to the hypha growth for moulds %
LAE Bk )%/ (pg « mL™1)
R IR B 1] /b
100 200 400 600 800
16 84.3+£2.3° 81.2+7.1° 100.0£0.0° 100.0+0.0° 100.0£0.0°
K A 2 32 54.5+1.7% 57.244.5% 69.8+3.20 80.5+6.6¢ 79.14+0.8¢
48 43.2+2.22 46.3+0.42 65.242.4" 76.24+3.9¢ 78.6+1.5¢
48 48.742.3¢% 78.241.6" 93.4+0.7¢ 100.0£0.04 100.040.0¢
Ly Tl 96 49.9+3.12 7414210 89.9+0.8¢ 100.040.04 100.0£0.0¢
144 32.14+3.2% 68.4+0.8" 82.9+1.0¢ 99.0+0.44 100.0£0.0¢
48 33.34+11.0* 49,04 2.4 81.8+1.8¢ 100.0£0.0¢ 100.0£0.0¢
BN EE 96 24.845.5% 46.4+8.3b 77.9+8.3¢ 84.7414.9¢ 100.0£0.0¢
144 22.5+9.82 37.046.9" 78.8+6.9¢ 87.9+10.5¢ 100.0£0.0¢
48 35.1+3.42 42.243.4 79.1£1.5¢ 90.240.84 100.04+0.0¢
FeR T H 96 32.6+4.82 41.4+2.6° 77.5+1.6¢ 89.2+3.8¢4 100.040.0¢
144 30.64+4.1% 39.341.0° 75.4+1.9¢ 86.541.0¢ 100.04+0.0¢

T ORI B R R AT 80 22 5+ 3 (P<C0.05).,
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AT 56, BT & XA —Fh 55 5. B G LAE WRE T m .
P22 3% [ FE 52 LAE MR BEAE 0~600 pg/mL B, AN R ik
BER) LAE X & 5 8 & 22 30 il A W3 M 25 5 (P<T0.05),
B2 LAE ¥ £ %] 600 pg/mL K LI b At 7 m LAE W EE,
BRI W E T (P>0.05), M TR B R EH
B 4G R 75 8501 5 . 800 pg/mL By LAE fE 58 4 3 il H 5 22
AR . 45 ERTR  LAE e B2 3k 31 X 4 FpR 19 MIC )5 . #
A T 223 R

2.3 LAE M AHB R 5 L&

TEE 2 T LB B, 25 ok BR8N RO R R AT
BIER AR, M LAE MK 25 pg/mL B, 81 8 b 3R 1%
25 A T T ETE 30 min B W& A TH & S 2812 T L 7E 90 min
BHE AT RE T 1.28 Ig CFU/mL, #iBIfE MIC Wk ET .
LAE 7 2030617 85 8 N 508 % B B A5 09 A (87 JE R
[Py % AR B 58 2 W E . LAE 3 By 50,
100 pg/mlL W, BB HITE 90,15 min PETEIEE D B 9 B [
FF IR EOBE R 35 5] 100% .

10
E
i
® S
Logi=
-
=
=
-

0 20 40 60 80 100

i i)

Time/min

H2 LAEM#AF FRBRBAHAOFTAB X
Figure 2 The time-sterilizing curve of LAE against

P. carotovorum

Soni ZFPIBFFE T LAE X 2% 1 K5 B 00 40 i 500 . & Bl e
TSB #5736 20 pg/mL (1) LAE fE7E 30 min PP¥fH5E 22K
K. i Coronel-Le 2 B 58 % B 32 pg/mL iy LAE RETE
60 min ALY FLAT B 58 2R IE . [N, B 2 R B LAE
X B IS B A R [ AT T A s A A R (Minimum Bacte-
ricidal Concentration, MBC) 24 50 pg/mL, J& MIC Y 2 £,
I Becerril %54 (B 5T 45 R R WI, LAE 3¢ K g A 1 L 5% 35 50
ZEITRE T A SR BRI T A MBC 5 LAE X 45 1 /9 MIC 4
4, ER LAE X 4 8 67 4 2R B 1 MBC Syt MIC 19 4
5. LR LR, LAE X 2 i 4l 14 &5 A 58 4 40056 A K 1
FH AR X AN [R) S22 5
24 LAEEHMBEFABRENREREMENINERR

2 BBy R A S v R & v AR ESE N GB
2760—2014 I Fu i/ i A9 R0 B A i 570 op 3 % JE IR 4 B
BREH B R FLIR L IL AL TR BT MR e S AL & 5 LAE #1417
B MBI Wb 0 1 RE 5 LAE 4 B W90 B sk R 1
7R 00 . G B R Rk LAE 55 Ath By J 0] 166 FH 1 1
FIC,, L5 3~5,

RAE Odds™ (ks FIC B /N2 HE 2 Ff B 18 790 2 18]
A TE R, 4543 3.4 TS, Bk F AN b 2
ol =5 2 7 T A O T A LR B S 16D IR A TR LAE 5 i
TRUAR 4 b 7 FE5 700 306 Y 0 410 280 SR SR T O I SR AR AR 5 T X A
TR b2 228 0 W (R KR 5 2 A IR 75 &) iR
G LAE 5210 4 W g 40 B 7L R 0 156 FH 28 4 O 8 ) 14 5%
FERT s AEXS T & . LAE 54 MR m FIC, /. W
2 3.4 KL, LAE 5 JLAN B E 70 56 1 i 0 5 8 8 KR 5 8 R
F R B TR G TR 0 A ) 2k R B G T X R A A R B AR A
REW.

XA A B A R e IR T A BT S 24 LAE 52 in
G W ERGh L& wh AL R 1L AL R T R RS E A A S Al

£3 LAESAEHBEHBKARNMAETRMERRBEAHENNANZR'
Table 3 The effect of LAE cooperated with several preservatives against B. cinerea and A. alternata
B 18 1 MICc¢,/(pg « mL™")  MIC,/(pg * mL™")  MICe,/(pug » mL™1) FIC;
LAE-+ B A4 H B5 i 100 800 400 0.75
LAE+#L#R 200 32 000 16 000 1.00
LAE+ 1L LR 4 200 1 600 800 1.00
LAE+FiE S ZH AR 200 400 =200 >1.00

T LAE S i i dic 40 R 400 pg/mLs MICc, %78 LAE RIA [F] B J63 700106 FH i LAE B9 d5e R4 B 9 12 5
MICy, 273 45 13 5 371 200 2 T I6F 5 dgc U 0 148 9 05 5 MIC ey 3678 55 LAE T JTT N 45 7 6 700 A i AV 400 A 9

F4 LAESAREBEABKARNMEAHNSEMERSERAFNMHIZR'

Table 4 The effect of LAE cooperated with several preservatives against P. italicum and P. digitatum

57 & 1) MICc,/(pg * mL™")  MIC,/(pg * mL™')  MICq,/(pug » mL™1) FIC;
LAEA+ JE A 4 H B4 50 800 200 0.375
LAE+ 3Lk 100 32 000 8 000 0.500
LAE+ 111 5L i 41 50 3200 1 600 0.625
LAE+RES A 50 100 100 1.125

T LAE Sl I f de IR0 B W 28 400 pg/mLs MICc, 78 LAE HIAS [a] i 16§ 70 6 P 0F LAE 9 5 A1 400 1 vk 52 5
MICy, 2718 4% 877 155 701 B0 il P ARF g i AV 400 81 9 38 s MIC oo, e 7n 5 LA 106 FHIRF 45 77 J83 790 A1) e AU 400 18 vk 2
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Table 5 The effect of LAE cooperated with several preservatives against P. carotovorum
Wi MICe,/(pg * mL™1)  MICy/(pg » mL™1)  MICe,/(pug » mL~1) FIC,
LAE+Jé 1A 4 ¥ g oM 6.25 3 200 200 0.375
LAE-+ 3R 12.50 2 000 250 0.625
LAE+ 1L B4R 4 12.50 12 800 1 600 0.625
LAE+H e & A 12.50 200 100 1.000

T LAE Sl i it S AR 30 B v B 25 pg/mLs MICe KR LAE FIUAS [8] B 85 700 166 I LAE £ 5 G400 7 ok 2 5
MICy, 273 25 Bl J85 770 0 fe P Aef 1 e AU 400 187 9 32 s MIICey 3078 5 LAE 166 I 45 9 68 70 19 e AU 400 1 ok 2

AR, LAE 524 F Es4h 8y FIC, {5 /N (FIC; <0.5),
JIF LA T 1 b L R 7 8 550 0k B8, LAE A2 A 45 6 A 2
T B 00 P SO B A

L BT AR SN 4 4 R B8 1 45 R W AL LAE 58
A 4 FER AR IE G 8 T i) B g/ i FIC,, B 3% % SR8 1
X5 o T A AT W I A R L T DUAE S ) S B R
Y
3 ik

LAE fE8 51050 36 R 5 55 . 5 K R 5 5 K 3 4 70 L B
M0 B S AR B R I AT TR 5 SR R W 9 A L R
AT IR E M. Y LAE W R 8] % & W A MIC )5 . fg
X2 B PR A TR A BT 224 3R, T 2MIC W B Y LAE fig
FE 90 min P 5¢ 4R BEEA B D B 95 B AT B . B LAE X 40
BRI B IS M8 5 1R 161 A 81 00 40 ) 0 M 7 T 4 AT Swan
LD BB S I LAE X i 1 B A0 855 1 MIC 2
BEB TS HEOMAERER ., LAE X4 @ /0 & 3% A1 5
T PR AT A IR A 20 T R R B A 40 4 A R [ L IR T
LAE X 40 B4 A8 B4 0 40 B8 0L BE A B AS [, 5 2040 T 40 i i
HE AN LAE 69 SOsvk AR R . L85 i 0 o T
.S LAE M EEM MICE S THHE. JFH. BT
LAE B 5 B i B8 7 JE A o i i M & 2 BIR BRI
SO, S& T LAE X SR8 IEA i 40 1 AL 3 8 7 22 30— 2B A
5%, LU LAE 76 5 %5 B g 8 & rf i 7 A 48 41 5 2 i 348
T

A2 RS IE LAE 5204 W R 2 A R4
B0 R AR X th o LAE 572 3 4 g A B At 5 135 741
F i 2 A2 A R S BRI AR HE . B, LAE B0 A O M4 40 i
B R R A K 58 R LAE A B R ek,
JE B W TOR 4k 2R R LAE #8557 8 £ e e 114 L A 1o FH i
S ME, JF MR LAE 58508 R ™= .
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