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Table 1 Antibacterial effect and mechanism of plant essential oils on different microorganisms
FR5 Ml R R Ayl TR AR 2 % A A ii
1 WLWEF B-ATAL B (39.249%) a7 AR B K M AT W AR R g BB 5 B0 dn L RL A i) [1]
(30.894% ) . #7 4% % (8.283% ). 0157:H7 1ERLA R o F 4 Rk b ‘91’1&1%
Trans— I ¥z 35 4 8% (4.181%) A% ot 2w I A B ARG, A7) B AR R ARG R
v B (3.357%) F 5 #7h) DNA &40 5% # 8 09 7 0 i 0 e
W DNA&%; WHWHHhEZHFHIARN
st ,stx2 ehxA Jeae #9% F K -F
2 K A AR B (38.67%). TS EE  BENAZN IR TAM, R ERAZRHBKRT,  [2]
(4.74% ). =+ X % (435% ). % H B ) e R ARG A7 R dE AN F M B VI E
=+ £)%(3.86%) M5 DNA B A S NEASER RV IA
DNA 4% ;475 B4 LPI-1 & 7 & (prfA |
pleA (hly.actA plcB) #= LPI-2 5
(inlA .inlB)
3 TH TAHB®(83T3%) . CEBEATH XBWHH & HA@ALMIENR, mABRAE®EE (3]
B (1137%) B-A 4% (3.47%), FERHHRA i FEILA K F MR R, A ATP,
a7 F W (0.42%) K Ap B2 T B ZE DNA &G R & Tm Y, 5lemi
(0.28% ). & # % & 1L 4 ER: R
(0.27%) FA#E (0.1%)
B AN BORERmILE, W ATP A8, B H B [4]
HHE KRR, Hmm A 2 REH &
1% M T
REFRHE AAEH @D, FSmbim (5]
4 REFE LR 585 (74.562%) 5 1B KB HE & @E@ERmOE LI - BENE (6],
(12.326% ). X 4 LM D #eRNHHAH B U EH @Bl L2HF83 (7]
(1.913%) A7 B 4 (1.797%) . R, B A AR R L ATP AR
TR A v B8 (1.608%) BERY
5 ¥X 1,8-#rt & (1337%) (E)-%& XKW+ H R E R m e fe LI, AR AIRIR [8]
AR B (9.67% ). M AEm b L RE 5 i M3 e B T DNA  RNA
(7.711%).2,3-= A -1H-# - Fe kR R = Z KA T
4-F B (7.14%) . T B2 A& »t B B
(6.67%)
6 HK 2-% HH-10-85(40.239%) A% AHXEHHHR ARMEBEDERE HHEAERFBT (9]
B (26.144%) 3-% W -10-8 B A &EJ@H?’*‘%U&W{ MEEBERE
(16.882%) .y—#» it }ir (5.606% ) . o, LR R Y H s LA B AL
a-E M (3.161%) BB AR R AL | AR Y R B 6 b T
=M AR R
7 A T A B (75.61% ), B BR By M SRMHA BT AR MR TR mndE g [10]
(5.03%) 3-% & BE—6-"F Ak Ao, e N &4 (& 8 B DNA ATP) XK &
KB (3.33%) AR, T AL R B AR AR A i DNA 696 %
8 HHERSE B-% M (26.456% ). A A& ITKHA MMM, M m R EmoEkE R RF . [11]
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(ER1)
HE

F5 MRk ol £ R YR At % FLA AR i

9 AABHAE AXEAEMWB0T6%) M KIMATH BB R I H N T R BRGE R [12],
(6.93%) . ¥ & f& (2.07%) B- % WREQREX>THRER, BEHAK  [13]
5 (1.45%) 51

10 #% B (63.35%).p-& B XMAHBE & HAAKR@BER@LIE, FSF@RELR |5,
(9.35%) .75 ¥ B2 (4.7%) cy-#  FFRAFH [14]
i ¥ (3.88%) KB LB (2.71%)

11 jetk 2,6,9,11-+ = Fh-1-% BT B XKHATH BRI M R AL M A AR A e [15]
(12.43%) . T BR—4- i % B AEHH B FREARRT
(11.25%) \BAC B 45 4 (8.77%)

12 4t AR H B (19.35% ) M 4 BE K E F A MR mASST TR RGIRAR #m [16]
(10.54%) . =+ 2% (9.89%). W. &K &N A LA K54, @a s Inmii R i A
AHEE (4.65%) 4-FA-2-F HIEB. KB EEWG TR HiemREEE R &
ARCTEW(427%), =+ vl HE, REKE HRAZHSSE, FEH KT
(4.16%) £

13 iz T (39.18%) T A9-EE A X EWHK BARBALAETIL, MBEEBEE L% [17]
(6.15%) AzH 15 (5.76%) WA EATH G BAR R R A e i B AR R

AT R R 6w e

14 KA THH A (12.74%) . D-&6) HEHE 4 HARBSRAEATNR, @BRERL A% [17]
AM (6.26%). # K65 EHFH U5 BR e R A A A de il B AR R
(6.16%) .a—% 3 ¥ (5.4%) LA R K

15 AWEREH B X AAF AL (9.94%) y-% KM AF @ H SmABARmIEE I RMBEN Hmm 18]
§ B (4.48% ). E =+ £l EFHHH JOU I A8 B M AR OIR dm IR T B A AL e
(3.47%) ., 4R¥k =98 =T B e BL AR | tm B ) 4 i i %ié o
(3.35%)

16 % et + @ (20.63%). W B mERA AR E R IR T 3 B [19]
(18.51%).9,12,15-+ A\ = W fm i A A4 (K, Ca? Nat e R F G
W Ek (13.51%) 4- T —2—F & JRE VR, B e T
KB (8.72%)

18 @i 1,8—Hevt & (68.42%) o=t KM AF 8 A6 BT fm B0 EE Ao tm B 3R ‘*‘ri AR [20]
(5.71%) a—#x il 5 (2.63%) B— EFFor i AR R, 5 5 et
M (2.41%)

19 FFFEE BELEH (46.22%) y-»mlE  XKWATH MmN, RERA@mIERY E [21]
(22.41%) 3+ 4= 3642 (19.03%) . R ATETRERR
B-TK 4 (3.23%)

20 @A B X WA (68.53%) 4-%h HAEENH B R MBI R S B A m N [22]
K Bk (10.42% ) A7 AR K M (@ K ERHE 260 nm B AR
(6.24%) FF7 (5.45%) MR AR fe e AT T

21 A B HE (13.11%) - & # ¥ WEEEME  mXwEERwER, $8E 9 R/ 260 [23]
(11.72% ) . &£ B 4 & nm BOK A # (DNA F= RNA) i R | 34 2o
(10.34%). A X # 3 & & iR o
(6.57%)

2 AW a-F B (28.15%) .a—¥ R AKX EF HR  BORmMLE M E NSRRI E [24]
(19.99%) AW (17.73%) 8. H. #EF70 @mHEGZDNA S mE ¥ 2
H—a—1R ZH (3%) AR = HH 2 R

BR =% T B (2.48%)
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(&% 1)

F5 Mk R LR IE R R 2 % FH LI i

23 k# MEZFRZLE (37.97%). A F RAF @BEBAABIFAE, RFRMBELE [29],
BB (1552%) P EARTE B OKWAE M ¥nmmih s 7 5S-SR [26]
H(7.74%) M (7.73%) 260 nm KA # (DNA F= RNA) F= 47

B F 9 HE

24 F ¥ TA® (8391%)B-&# M ARENHR FTEBRWORTE, #IRmMIE T EE,  [27]

(12.02%) . T & % (1.45%) # LY TR T

BE A7 5] — 8 B I i, S BORIR M [ 2R 4
ML A A5 0 EE B REIR . AR TR A R
TH10T R RO 1A T L R K B A R il
WAL S KA AR, B4R WP IR G, o
B L SIORE T R A R VD T IR B A A0 B A A A
L 5 T HELRE T s TR SR L AR IE
2) BB VA 240 i B i 240 o A 3 M 40 L P )
Kt , S ECEARSE T, QT AR B RO
THE AT IR T OIS AT LU IR K AT B 4
2] PR TR 11 200 b 5 S0 e 87 4 PR3 1 3 L
BN K 5379 0T (B R . DNA AR 115 ) ditk O
FE LRG| RS TR B ST A SR T4 R
K FF TR A0 AR RS SE A M, R T 1 DNA
RNA 2R 5 I 7™ & 0 KA AR sE T, ARG
THUOTT DURE DR 8 R 2 0T DR 40 R R S8 P
20 Jif 3 A7 P 20 M N 25 ) (R H B . DNA (ATP) K
HLR 3) s pe AR, M AR ariE B, a0
R ACHE T 2400 1) A% 8 A 2 TR RO IR A AR Y
3 A BE T (M IR | SR Bl R IR TR N A I TR R
it ) 0 P L R T R =R PR AR PR IR AR 1Y 3
A ST (oo 3G — TR 0 S | e AR TR 5 Tl R
RSP I 2B ) 5 MR M S KA AT 0157,
H7 AP AR L 4 Tl BOAORS Tl 2155 R W]
DL i 0 TR AR ATP 75 i, FR AR ATP il 96 P 5%
M) 24 A i A, T A TR 00 ) B A A 2R I
FETE I ATP & 1L ;4) 6 DNA & a4t £ DNA,
DT 9 T AR A R BB T A R TR A
FAFFE 0157 .H7 9 DNA #i4h S5 M B35 1, s>
JLN DNA & fk AR 1 PRE 00 ] B 1 A 2R
FER A D S A B /I AT5 P, 5 DNA & A dik A 25
AVER D B DNA F i, T R ImEnT LA i
PRI R R R AR N AR G, S A TR AR K

SR R AAE AT AR T KT IO GRS M) i A
ZEIFT TS AZ W 0T DNA G . 5 BRI 724 m] L4
1l < v 0, ] 2 R A RIS B 2E FLAT B DNA 5 8055)
P00 ) 200 TR ) R DR e SR 5 3k N Ll RS R
KB ¥ 0157 . H7 88 S 5L sinl stx2,
ehxA Jeae WG SR BN 2 BE 30 ] SR A% 3 A=
% Wy ¥R T OLPL-1 # 1 & (prfA \pleA \hly actA |
pleB)FI LPI-2 % J1 & (inlA .inlB)¥% %31k,

2 FBHBEERSREREIE

TLRT il A2 o A A 2, A0
AT Y 57 FRACE Y IR &Y SR
AL S YIAE e R AL S YR I O R
VNS § & 4:00i% SR (DR =2 N SR - 3R S
SEAEYIRT I B R, RSl
R RIS BRE BRIE IR AR M) BOR TN BR AT AR
Yo, e BLEy TR AP SR 4 [ N SN SR
B YR AT T A O R AR
PRI R T 58 0 1 ol 0 — L6 R YRR T T L O T
HA —E W dAE T, LUT 3 28 1800 X 185 e i
By 0 T 4 100 1 AL ERARRT A
21 BFH

By 45 2-W k-5 N LRy R AR
AR NSV 2 Y B R RO, R A
PR b BAT U PR B Ay 2 — i T
A f AR VR JCHOE 1 I BT
M A2 R, 3% 2 B2 1 7% B X i 20 i A= 9 1)
PURPLEL,

AT B RE ACAE & 0 R A 45 AT T IR IS 2
(0 HERUREPE B R B IR S, AT 3L
HEWIBE T IR B BT PR A F B0 AT LA
R A < o (0 S BR A KT I 0157 . HT7 S8 BE
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Table 2 Antibacterial effect and mechanism of carvacrol on different microorganisms
A A AN BE R
1 TR HramiaE LR reE T B TR A BT mie A A RA [28]~[30]
i mRA&FR@IERT
2 EoMRSEHEATA B EAERG 5 F 09 o TR, FEOR S [31]
3 EEHAEFHHN Al gn W W32 By Ap ) ATP B & b 46 ATP o9 A& s R m it . [32],[33]
R
4 KW@ ) ATP B 75 Ve dp 5] ATP 69 £ &, B3R 0 B m Rl 2 M Meam B IR [32]~[34]
ARAC AL 20 FL R U | T B I BOK R
5  XmAFH 0157:.H7 A% 2m R JBE P R A48 Fe g By B (UFAs) & 2 AR IR 28 M & & AL @ 2 81, 4030 [35]~[38]
mALR R e @ E R TE5AETER, TR AR
12 e P ATP 69K -F dphl#e £ 8 § & Mk AL, RALiE )
6 ®EHH ) BE R R K BOR MO 4 A A tm e R O A A B BR AR [39]
) HARE Wk mie BB E N FR M BBRAE G RR, D @R A R [40]
O N €2 Yy
8 AweEMHKRHA 1 20 B BE o R 46 e B By BR (UFAs) &% Ak, IE 45 M 8 A T AL 2 37 [35]

Yy 40 JE0 5 P S AR RRR 95 R (UF A ) 35 425, 9 2 )
AR 5 45 Gl A 0 00 I v A A [T R Y il
SERY R AT A2 A, L RE IR WA 2 AT
BRI BB AL 2 R T RS T AR AR
B A IR W ) 20 B 5 R 3 L
JoT ¥~ FRER B 5 A 1 5 e 40 R 1 B B FEES T
N A i O VAR N
M2 . 35 H A AR RO T8 T R A i A S A Y
R, S EGCEYISET. . AN, A I
I 901 ) PP A 9 2 2 B AR R R R i AT B R AT il
TP, AT A ATP Az 8, 75 20 1 A= i 15 2l Bk
ZRER n] (R 2R AAT T AR R R A G AR K
M 7E pH H 4.5~8.5 HYTL R P, W5 RF 2 T

PRTE pH 7.0 B XF 7 77 M ) SRR M 1 AIC, 30 “C Y %
T B A At TR e = Y AE pH 7.0 .30 C T &
T B X I 2 F0LAT AT 17 7 DA SR AU
2.2 MR

PRVRE T SN RE J2 |, RARAEE T IR (B
B RERL HEM A AETE ) AR A XU Il
BOR WA AR THE B B
PUREE DU S EYIEVE . TR Tl YRR
JEAR L 0 VR A S, T P R T £ A A TR TR
HAREAPUREE DU ERE S, 8 & bt
B J B 8 3%, AR ORE 52 0T Be 04 4 A AL DL
%3,

®3 AEEBEMNFEMEMHREERRIE

Table 3 Antibacterial effect and mechanism of cinnamaldehyde on different microorganisms

A5 Ex FE ML B
1 XWAHH BRI BB F M ) ATP 69 A R R i Rt s B A& [32],[33], [41]

7=, R 15

2 BEHAEZTHHR i) ATP 89 & A%, #3720 1 0 JARBE 09 2 W 40 4] 29 1 2 ) [32],[33]

3 EWE R o PR BN Gn BN R LA R S F R R 25 AR R R Y [42]
B, A ] o g K

4 XmHH 0157.H7 A 2m oL BE o R b Ao g B R (UFAs) 4% AR IR 2 M R AL i 2 [35], [43]

IR, R LE MBI fa B R 54 e T

5 FHAAFHA

B LR | A 4 T 64 2w R AR e A A A L ST [41]
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PR A I AT LA 3k B AR K I #F 7 0157 . H7 4
B A BRI L OGP T S R A ) A M
AN IR D5 2 (UFAs ) & &, i B 25 84 % A A A
Z P A B IR R Sh AT B K AT T L
BE PUAZ G A 2 IR TR A A 0 ) A R S
o P 400 B A A i DY, DT A T HL 4 B AR
[ R N N et E 2o v O 137 N T G e 7
JIL DA 1) AR AR T 49 ) 2 R RS
PR A 1 A T LA 40 M Y AT 4 A= 0 B 3 A A
Yy 240 Ji N B ARG A0 i BE T A 3k B B B AL

Es
23 HEEM

HEEH W EEREL, hEs R 2-RN
F-5-W LK A 05 A B T — T B 2
FirBy R W S ik, | EE R EEORIE TR
ERHEY A BERE A 25 HAE A
fb IR B S AN, B EEB R AES
an AR S T E BT AV RN R bt
FHLEE WL 4,

F4 BEFHXNARBEVHREERRNE

Table 4 Antibacterial effect and mechanism of thymol on different microorganisms

A5 W WA AL BFE K

1 2F%eHHRAB A% 4@ L P R A e B B BR (UFAs) 42 A&, B2 My % 8 T AL ; 3 3R fm [44]
By T KM E S ;5 DNA DA% 4E 4 DNA —REMA A5
JER A A DNA & F R 4%

2 KBAH BRI o R B, R SRR BOIR TR R B R 09 £ L, I k) dm A 32 B | A ) [45]
1 ATP 8% 1%

3 BHEH h BE R A K R Y L K A B BE A, AROT A MR 45 M Ak g R [39]
i)

4 HEFIAFA BRIR T AR g B R et BB S m R B R [5]

K ATHE B AT B ) A Ay B 44 T R, [46]
6 EKRAERE Fp ) A My 4G T AR [46]

T LA 1 RT3 A A A 0 4 K B 1Y B
U 2 2L 18, RIS 12— FF 3 - DU R A 14— FF 3L 15
BERR K L] (439N 22.49%F0 17.3%F% & 7.9%
10.3% )14, L) yak 21 P £ T 240 ik JE ey 22y [ 2 et )
05 R 400 0 S 65 ), 38 T DL B 0 IR R W A o A
ZEFLAT BR A5 R 0 AN 1 S M, B g K
BT R A A W A RS B P g R i
U, 52 W B A ) A A BRI 2 R aE 1 o o)
ATP FIEPE 3005510 &0 HE S8 48 M 35 7 KA 300 1 4
PR32 Bl SR e (A ) o e e A, R sE T, HL
TR AT LIE DNA — 45 M R A% R Fa
g5 L ATk, A LA B AT DAGE A B IR AN A H | B 0
WAL W) 5 DNA 5% i £ A 9 400 5 4 i 0 i o A% 34
EHLHERBPIE B,
2.4 TE&EH

TEHEH AT TEE, 40 2-H k-4
ISR, KRAFE TIRE R H AR Bk 4 iR

BEATA G R LAY R b FEfG G s 2
WETE T A M X AR R P A A s R A
Ak iR PUm A ENE EE S T, T
T A R v A A I B R B S R0 AE DT Y B b
VSR E A R, XS ORI AR R () L
ARG T RS R IS PR, TR IS PR SR
FLERANER 5 s,

T AT LA R R KBTI
iy 2 R TR A A A 1 AT i BE 01 e A T (AT
A, Wb fEa I B 58 VA B TritonX—100 A1 SDS X
20 AT 20 R ) 453 403 4 Y el A R v R 3 1 R
TR NS ek /D A4 i B v 22 A T S R U R (U-
FAs) & PSRN FE VD TT IV R RUR 55 R
JAFFHR 0157 . H7 5525 Y0 i 4 MR, T 38 i i sz
MR | 110 R T A5 Al 26 40 1 20 B 5 e ol
W (%2 AR BT A% ) R 6 itk O, 3 350 AR 9T
TS0 T W 34 R ) K SRR MR O [T
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Table 5 Antibacterial effect and mechanism of eugenol on different microorganisms
5 X AL B Lk

1 EHERE WikmB AL SR MO Rk RER, XA ERESS [40]
B BT R B

2 eFeNHHAE 1 2 R BE & R 40 Fe i B Bk (UFAs) & % B4R B M A Tem 2 [35], [48]
B, H AR BRI A E T 4458 P Ak KB (ERBR LA
B v 3% 20 BR L 2 8% ) 7 A

3 EZRMPMHRB BRI b BB, ¥ 5% 75 1 B TritonX—100 F= SDS &+ 4a 1 4a L B 69 51 4 [49]
1 A

4 B“eELERA 5 B in RUBE ¥ m b RO GB EME AR S ISR, A SR L T [50]

5 HEWITKHE 3G et ML P A B ME A% 2 IR P R 5 B A 0 B3R 4 R B [51]

6 CERRERE B RAFEBRATE IR AT R [46]

7 MEFRAAE KHATH B IR T AR g 0L BE Ao tm BORE | 5 tm B BL 1R [5]

8  RMAFH O157.H7 . AR 4 2 FLE P R 40 Fe B5 B B2 (UFAs) 43 AR 8L 25 4 8 & AL M & [35]

HOAFRLA

B AT TR A5 W i AR W Y B, 5% ) HLAE AR
BEIIAE, 400 A A S SR R I Sl R B R I
S AR P g AR, AR R P R B B BRI
Sh, T A A LS HERE R AF 10 FhOR TR T4 R
T U FAE B 1 T A My H A R R M
1 mmol/L V¢ B (1 T 7 M 68 95 B IR 3T 50% 1) 41 B
B, 590 RG9S/ B R B (MIC) He
HAS MIC [ 5~1 000 15, PR nlid byt £
il 2, Wk SR T A F T 24 1 1 A

25 iR

FPiemE Ab2i 2ol 3,7- -2 6-F -
1-J% 2T O A A RRARATIE R R, K
SR AGE T J2: A Bl 2 S A IR TR B i, 8 ol A
TR G R I L TS, B B
PUa R B R PR DRSS NE, AR
AT, PR R B A BH BTN B M DL BBt
LR PP £ 32 O, Hobt o i 7k AR T L
MY F £ 6,

®6 TEREXNTREBEVYHREERREIE

Table 6 Antibacterial effect and mechanism of citral on different microorganisms

i LX) R P
1 WPAGKEREH HRE B WIOB IR R BRA R EELINH, RS T A26E [53]
A ED ML T AR ARESERGTE XL DNA L AR B
2 KmAH BB 4 LI 45 M [54]
WO S F AT Ak 2m L P ATP 3 B, 2 i JBE AR AR A [55]
4 #HBEF o I T EOVE R T 3 M BOR LH FT REL A B el T [56]
TRAFHFAMERAR
R WA 0157 H7 5 4k DNA & A $ A% A1, #3% DNA 254 (1]
wE BOR AR 5 A SR AR R BB R Y, 9E 28 BV 2B (SDH) | 2 [57]

R A B (MDH) R AR T# TR, R VTS REA A, HHH
# DNA RNA 5 £ Fo & G & £ & s, it fe s =

PR T T 30 8 240 i R A AL, 1 IR 440 i
5% 45 g A 5 o ke DR BRCURT 50 2 VA AT BT L K B AT R

SN 1) 240 o A R A R i R L A
1T W G TE A B Bl T B RS T i R
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it AR TR A B AR E . KRIAAT R 0157,
H7 R0 DNA & AE R, 5 H Al 5%
S, I A P AR A0S BRI A R
AEAM ) 2 b DNA RNA | JEZE M A &4
Yy B A, B T A 0 T ER 4V AR 4 B0 A
BR A A IS B R o A O R G Y il R 0 =
TR IR A PR A A% b A OCREEG  (B% 30 1R IO Sl A
SR L U ) T SR I ] ATP 2B i, e/ 4 i
A=A ST TS e AR . Wang SFESFSE &
PR, A A I T 3 gk 35 L DR Ak B ) 40 i o
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Abstract Aromatic plant essential oils generally have good antibacterial properties and are potential natural antibacterial
agents. The article reviews the main chemical components, antibacterial objects and antibacterial mechanism of 24 essen-
tial oils including Litsea cubeba (Lour.) Pers, Cinnamomum cassia Presl, Syringa Linn, Moringa oleifera Lam, Thymus
mongolicus Ronn, Salvia japonica Thunb, Cuminum cyminum L, [llicium verum, Origanum vulgare L., Zanthoxylum
bungeanum Maxim, Allium sativum L., etc. Detailed analysis of the antibacterial mechanism of 6 essential oil monomer
components including carvacrol, cinnamaldehyde, thymol, eugenol, citral, and limonene were carried out against different
microorganisms.

Keywords plant essential oils; active components; antimicrobial mechanism



