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COS &= —Fl B A A W76 1 1 52 RAB IR R ),
A IR Ry — P AR TR B I 70 ok e AR AR P A
MBS A B P, IR MM A R R A, B
BT, COS XeF 65 e L B 174 400 1 F 9 300 A 2 3 AR 51
¥ = A I F 5T & B COS X #5 il 25 A4 il B A 48
A0 AR R U AR SR A I A TG A B v
(MIC) . BA 22 A 0 il 5 A0 46 7 0 2% 90 okl R 48 7R
COS it B iy 75 A ih 2 A0 2% €0 il 35 00 100 3 5 e
T O 0 448 GO0 25 4 e RS A0 A R T 1 L
T A AN R ] VR 1 AR RO DA 4
IR R4 B 1 e A M, T COS X P A
2 R 2% 0 2 ) 0 TR TS BB ML, S COS
FEAT A 0 PR 450385 04 TF e RN, AR I AR 2%

1 MRlEFE*
1.1 #ME5iKF

COS (K43 Fi 43 %0 9.07% , 4l JE =90% , B 4
JEN 3~6), Ui DU EE AR TR BRA
& (GDMCC 3.386 il 2 ,GDMCC 3.28 i## il
% ,GDMCC 3.473 Z2 ol 55 ), )7 AR A W AE Yy v A
PR s 5 B 48 B4 4 W5 1 (PDB) , g A=
YR A RRA R NS & (GO110W),
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I AR B S0 8 A BB BR 2 | 5 LT ol O
e R & (BC0820), Jbmt K EFRHLAMRA
A 5 A R I R & (G3522-200T) , ) M 4
f i A= R AT BRA A

12 &%

BXM-75VE K 1§ , bR S0 A7 FRA A
HNY -200B 1 £ K, K H i BRiE A R A A
HP150MJ-B %5 W 5 72 46, R B A R TR A
] ;SpectraMax M2e i b1, 3£ [E Molecular De-
vices; EVOLUTION220 54N 66T, 5% Ther-
mo scientific;Sorvall RC6 plus B0 AL, ¢ EFEEK
KK ;S-3000N LB, HAH LA A F-
4600 ¢ YOG HEAY , H A H 37 HITACHI; FV1200 #4
SR AR WA, H A Olympus,

1.3 Ak
1.3.1  COS X BT S/ MM I 2 38t
BT COS i MIC BEATPEAL , B EH 10 g
COS % T 20 mL AY JC B K TR A& il 5 COS ¥ i, 7
FH A% Hi B 75 i B L 500~0.24 mg/mlL & 96 L
Mo il & —HEBAPEXT HE (PDB) R —HEBH 1 XF BR
(PDB+E K ), WKL T 28 CA&MFHiFF 2d, il
SRS/ NI B R MICHY,
1.3.2  COS X2z KM= pyiE ek COoS
il B MIC 2MIC ¥ BE P Fl COS ¥, B & A
90 mL Y PDA #% 37 J th g BOA [7] e B2 19 10 mL
COS VWL, B PRIEFREDIMA 1 IER R
6.00 mm B YE, 22K ) T ,28 CHEFR4H T 3 d,
N 7 TR 7 LA MRS T 5 o8 2T B R 22 A
TR ZZ 3 % (% )=

Xf BT A% (mm) -8 PF FL A2 (mm)

1.3.3  COS X B A+ R M R ieE  B—
XA IEAF R R TSR &, B PDB %
VR T A0 R VRV, BB T A 45 L Y e 7
TETFIA 15 WL ASFHEE Y COS, I 15 BT HIE
WM T 28 CHAME TR 2d, TERMB TS
T 100 A~ 703 AR T 81 20T 5 A i &
il % .

@%@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%?mm 2)

T B AR (%)=

o 2L 6 2 3 (%) Ak AL 1 2 (%)
Ab 3REH A1 & R (%)

x100 (4)
1.3.4 A0S H il B R T
A MIC f1 2MIC ¥ & COS (%) PDB K% 77 3 | 7
180 r/min 28 CIY &M T 8555 2 d, WK 18 2244, H
FRIBKVE 2 W, 50 5 LW, HCB B AR U E
2.5% % "B E E 24 h, B R TR e RS
TEATH L B T e

1.3.5 JRBERGim e AR EWEMN T EA
MIC 1 2MIC ¥ £ COS B PDB }: 32, T 180
r/min 28 CFHEFRFEHHEFE 12 h, WA KRS
i COS A B AL, WK B 22 44, 28 1R /K U ik 2
WK AN, 3 & BWE W, 0.5 mL PBS H
B AR EWE N 1 mg/mL PR AE PBS 13
T RS Y5 30 min, SR 5 FHIHOG G R A i B L
AR

1.3.6  ZHAIEBEM N E K AR IR
A7 MIC fil 2MIC ¥ FZ COS () PDB i 3 | T
180 1/min 28 CHY &1 T 3555 1~2d, ¥R Z1E 4
°C .10 000 r/min £54 F B0 20 min, 13 2] L35,
I L R0

1.3.7 HRMEMEGNE KRB T & A
MIC 1 2MIC ¥ COS ) PDB #5573+, 7£ 180
t/min 28 CHY S/ FHFE 2 d, K& COS LA HE
AAE N KA . £E 4 °C 10 000 r/min &5 0> 20
min, 5 2] W, 805, 250 43 60 BE I
260 nm 25 TR R4 IR OB Sy A T i % 1),
1.3.8 JLT S EMME B RS LR T
A MIC fil 2MIC ¥ )% COS i) PDB i 33k v | F
180 1/min 28 CA M FHF 12 h J5, K& it COS
Qb B RE R S IR 2RI OK MRV 2 I,
0.025% W R LLAE RGP Je 4 5 min, FE 5 2300
JEIEACK I, PEFE 540 nm B4R K AT 500~900
nm & $GIE AT 4,

1.3.9 JUT B E M mme  FEREAGT %
1 mL B2 B R T & A MIC 2MIC ¥
COS 119 PDB ¥ F= £, T 180 r/min 28 CHE K 5
F3dJa, veik AR 2 FRE . RIGTFEEM
R, B AELE T, 8 000 r/min, 4 °CE L 25 min,




236 Hol

o SRR A M L 6 A ) e R LR 73

WA W BT AR B, LT o i P s 1)
&,

1.3.10 FIEHER A E RN E  FEXW AT,
VB TR EL R T A MIC F 2MIC iR COS
B PDB 157236, T 180 r/min 28 CHI S T 55
2 2d, Gt Uk PR 22 )5 P BERR 2% vt (0.2
mol/L,pH 7.5) Mk 3 Wk, FUELNW T )5 355 W
27, FEFREL0.5 g B2 TR T, RINA 2 mL
WML 22 sl R A 1 g A1 DERD TR KV TPl TR 22 D S &2
PR, 7 88 Z R0 S, R 10 mlL 3 i 3 i iR
P AN R, I T 4 °C,10 000 r/min Z5 14 F B L
15 min, A H COS &b B AL AR Jy i BEAL, B 13
T =20 CUKFE h ORA7 5 P 2 o 3 0 o i
F &

13,11 B Ao S48 Ao ee & 2 I E 3
W ERFIR R P EHeRER 22 . R Origin
8.5 HRAF XTI h B e kAT 4

2 HRESMH
2.1 COS WMEBE&/MNIEKEKNZIE

/NI R BE (MIC) AT T 7 1 3R 7R 410 T )
(4 B PE BE L, COS X 3 L B 1Y H5c /N 310 B e R
(MIC) W3 1, A%, COS X ik # Ay MIC
il 7E 15.6~31.2 mg/mL Z [A] ,COS Xf i 25 . %
i1 2 (19 MIC {0 15.6 mg/mL, i % 2 il 25 19 MIC
B4 31.2 mg/mL, X 51 AR TE L RAFLZ
b AR B BRI SY & B, 40 mg/mL 1Y COS Xt K
AT BB TG AT 56% , BRI K B COS
XiF oK Hh & A AR, COS B ik B R 12 /L i
R ROR B i, NER 1 ] 1, COS i ik A
32 mg/mL LA LB 0] DL S0 6 3 Fh E R B A
K, 1B 3 BRI B X COS By USR], %
A AT RE 5 W MR A H B G 1A 56 B COS XA R]
FLIA A0 RO R[], SRR COS X AN [+] B 4 1 41
A 2 —Bni R 5 1
22 COS MELEKMHIRMN M

COS X A~ [\ B o b 22 A Kl an 55 2 B
H 2% 2 AT, COS X 3 Fl L 7 1Y 11 22 A K 34 A 41
HilFE R, H COS X FLIE B 22 4 K 52 i Bl 5 COS
R FEE Y 1 I G K, BV A MR B OB L Y
COS ¥ & MIC ], %5 3 B B B 22 A8 K i %

HRTE 30% LA L, Hovboxst 2 € il B 10 TR 22 24 4 3 il
VE 5 8, 35 31 40% , J5 R AT RE & 2% € il 2% 10 A=
KE M55 524 COS We B2y 2MIC B, X 3 Ff EL A
BRI 22 A A VR FH BA S, 30 R AR TE 55% LA 1, X
P TR 22 A A R I B AR B 829% L) I, T
Bl SO B 5 % B, COS X 4 Fh il 85 b i 22k
K HA MR, BAR A BE AR | B v B Y
T v B A A s R PO 5 & B, 200 pg/
ml. COS &b 3 21 X} 28 4% 961 P 22 A= 4 ol R A
7.94% ., A E 0 ECIE ST AR H COS XA R AR LR
905 DL BRI (A 0L TR ) A B S A T R, R T
K F) 80% LA L B PRI 5T & B, COS e B X K
BE DA A AR B 2 0EAE G, 1 500 mg/L COS X
JRFGIR DA T 22 AR I R 7 80% LA |, W4
ELAR I S HOR R AR 2 R AE I 5 & B, COS
WRERE TN, RIS S @I COS X A6 A 259
BRI 0T 1) R B 209% , AR R B T B 2 A K
=N 14%,

&1 COS WEHEB&/NIEIRE (MIC)
Table 1 MICs of COS against fungi

% #k & GDMCC % 5 COS/mg-mL™
2w & GDMCC 3.386 31.2
# & GDMCC 3.28 15.6

Z & ¥ F GDMCC 3.473 15.6

#2 COSHMEEBEZLEKIMHIZE
Table 2 Inhibitory rate of COS on hypha growth

of fungi
AP B AR & MIC & £ 2MIC # £
GDMCC % 5 A 46 21% A7 41 F 1%
2w E

3479 + 1.32 82.20 +2.36
GDMCC 3.386

33.87+1.78 58.54 £ 1.80
GDMCC 3.28

ke wE

40.01 = 0.62 59.99 £ 0.62

GDMCC 3.473

2.3 COSMERAFIHEZINH RKN N

COS X 3 Ff EL 7 6] 81 & S ma 45 SR 3% 3 B
7R o 132 3 AT, COS XA [R] B B 07 1 & 11 52 i)
ANIE 24 COS VB MIC i, %F 3 Flr 2075 1 1 44
AARHIEF X S i 55 0 6 8 40 1 8 ) A
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58, 55 P 22 A AR SR A5 AT A L COS Bt 5 vk
B 3Gkt 3 BRI VR RS B, 24 CoS
W SRy 2MIC B, XFaxX 3 BB B 96 7 i & 40 4l %
WHSTE 36% L) I, KB 2MIC B COS REA & Hu
T &, X ReEMkas cos i3s3l
EEFE A IRE | 28K B S X B A e il
B R TR, COS X EL 80 R il e 5 e 2
AR A B g B, TR SR 2 B, COS
X4 FpE R AT L EAMEIER, HME
COS ¥ £ 1 ey, 400 1 255 8 M 1 5 TSt Jgs 220t

FER I, AE 1500 mg/L 1Y 5T fE R, COS X K %5
o5 TR I 7 LA 2R A 83.829% , I i 6 B & K ak
52.97% . Ji EFPWFTE &, 1E 50~500 pg/mL #Y
e RE Y [N, COS X A2 4% 4t 1 16 87 & 1 ikl 7
TP AER . BER COS M 38, 30 441 76
BHTEE 100 pg/mL COS kb FH2H i 46 7 1 &4
3 AE 50% LA - ,500 we/ml COS 4k B 41 %t 4 7
B & B R IEE T 100%, AHBF5E, COS X il
A R R A P L N T X B 24 B 3 AR X
A B N A AT R B 22 %) COS Y SRR AR i A T]

®3 COSMEEBFIHLZIM
Table 3  Effects of COS on spore germination of fungi

o MIC 432 21 2MIC 472 21
AR s BEEI%  RERAEG AAWREG  REEG  REWLEG AR E%
ZwmE 63.7+4.5 699 +34 232 +2.1 433 +4.5 47.6 +3.9 54.6 +0.9
% 70.7 £5.7 74.6 +4.9 21.1 £4.1 57.0+3.6 60.2+44 364+54
et E 623+23 67.8+29 263 +4.1 493 +3.2 53.6+2.4 41.8+1.6
2.4 COS M EE MMM & A F I il Al Al

PR BT s s 1 R, S AR
XiF FECZH 1 LR P 22 R AR U B o8 8 | TR 22 1 L
Fed 5] — B0, 0 TR el 78 COS ¥
FE R MIC B, 18 22 8 153 G AR W | T 8 2 it
W2 W2, IR IS, 7E COS ¥ R 2MIC
W, B 22 R MHLRS A S  , HBLE 2 W 2 WA
MBI BLG R T M A 7E COS MRy MIC il
2MIC B, A 22 3% THALRS A7 588, N R WAy o2
MBS . B COS XFiX 3 Ff i W L A B St 453 405
YERT, 245 5 B2 A 5t 45 SR AR L, i
BSR4 40t COS MBS, W2 T2,
RS, HA W22 Wi 4 3w MY A R
ZLRE IR, LB 5 VR B A 1R B 22 I R R
B, 3K T AR R v B K B 22 5 COS I il bl
2 COS X 22 I SRt gl ik
25 COS WMEHEREBRGHIFM

WAL Y BE (Propidium Todide, PT) 1] %% i 2
() 40 B RS A 40 AR, 9F 5 DNA 55 PESh &, & il
ST (058, (A JC B i M AN BB 0% A T A0 i, X
RE YL SE 40 M, DR, 76 9O 0 i B 8% IR 4
A RESE (O, RFE AN 52 2T 56, T LAAR AR5
AR A 02 P Yty 7 1, Pl A 2L R AR

xR x4l x4l

MICAF 4 MIC4h B4

MICAEH4]

2MICAEEE 4 2MICARERA

1 COS Xt E & 48 B i3t ML 25 44 ) 5% )
Fig.1 Effects of COS on the cell microstructure
of fungi

ATl S BB R L R 0 i e L )5 2 R R
e COS Xf 3 Fo L T S M40 0 ) s e, 45 2R an &) 2
FIF7R o

F & 2 AT AT X B4, 28 COS b3 3
Fh B AR RE ML BN OB E 5, JF H AT LUE 3 COS
e FE Ry 2MIC 1 b 38 20 ¢ S o B2 W Bk 5 T COS ¥
JBE R MIC B9 ALERZE PR L B COS X L HR 1 440 i
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76 S HE X R M B 6 A T O R LR

75

FRAT — S W S, 2 T VR 200 16 ) e e k| o fli 7%
FLR A AR B Q3T T, JF SR BRI | Bl COS
TR Ry, Xk 40 5 ) 58 R B IR O™ B TR AR AE

B E e

B BB B¢

I BB (B 3t

Fig.2 Effects of COS on

2.6 COS X ERMAESEMR M

B 5 P A P AN B K-, 7K BB i
BN AN, RS S AR A R T AR RE
A, PRHAT DA SE G 0 S R ARk T
il 200 JH 132 5 R Y A2 AR, COS AR T 3 M LT
Ja BRI NER 4 iR, RRAAL S
COS ALBRJF , 4520 J68 W 1T 33 SR R A 1L 3 SR 2 T
1o, FLAL B2 5 T FL A R B COS R B i 3 K g
WK, Hoh B ihE 4 H 0.10 ms/em JH i 2 0.98
ms/em, # M 4 H 0.04 ms/em T £ 0.52 ms/
em, 22O 2 4H /B 0.12 ms/em T & 0.59 ms/em,
iERE TR ST R O i T A Wb U S AW
FW],COS X ELIE 4 ML s am A VR P2 T
2 S A, TR 22 AR P R Y L8 -

2 COS =t E B % B2 #7 B % 0

TR MR, AP i HOE IR RIS A B2 50
ku (978 MEHEA R MR N ERINE AR RR , S
ARSCHFITAE R — 2

| 2MIC AR

MICRFEH

serosal membrane injury of fungi

BTN E s AN B AR R h , H X
(8 /NG, G e A T A R S 3 B 1 R 2
5 240 B PN 22 A R A RN AR, (5 A Y
PR 52 B, A, 2 7 6 3 2k o 2 52 1) 40 i Y
SMBIEIE AR, R A S ERARSE T, Liu
S5 A, S B e SRR 1 410 A A 2 3 e B o e
T F 3 37 S BUR N TSNS SEER X
B, 4 MIC J 2MICCOS % WAL BRI | 5% 5 %)
FRAIAHZE IR, M SR o B %, /I COS
B 3 B0 i AN P o B, R RE PR
435 5 AR AR R0, ik 3 P E R A L S
SRR —BE A BE 5 A — COS &b A [ B 43
VA B 5 A5 A7 1 iV A e

®4 COSMEBRSERFM

Table 4 Effects of COS on the electrical conductivity of fungi

@ Fr 4 AR xt B4 W, - % /ms - cm™! MIC 4 22 28 ¥, 5 % /ms - cm™ 2MIC 4 22 28 &, 5 % /ms - cm™
2w E 0.10 = 0.02¢ 0.46 + 0.03" 0.98 + 0.03°
#% o E 0.04 = 0.01* 0.29 + 0.01* 0.52 + 0.02¢

X e whF 0.12 + 0.01* 0.32 £ 0.01" 0.59 + 0.02¢

VE A — 17 R R 5 R 13 % 5 (P<0.05) .
2.7 COS xt H & % BR ittt T 18 /Y 2 M

240 M B 22 B R R AR s, IR S
240 T 200 MO A B AR P S B0 B I A ) g K AR

A5G I SE 260 nm Ab 1L AR, AT LA COS
Xt L T A 2 5 ) o Y R AT HE Y E 260 nm
T I AN [V B B COS R A BR S A FL T
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Table 5 Effects of COS on nucleic acid leakage of fungi

A AR 21 OD 15 MIC 42228 OD 14 2MIC 42228 OD 14
2ZwE 0.031 £ 0.007° 0.180 £ 0.012" 0.273 = 0.006°
B 0.044 + 0.006° 0.128 + 0.006 0.168 = 0.011°

e wmE 0.038 +0.010" 0.148 + 0.008" 0.221 = 0.007°

T« [F— A7 A R 5 R A1 5 22 57+ (P<0.05)

PR AW EAE, T M COS I WO B B8 % 1R itk 2 1)
SR W2 I (B A 150 A% 1 Vi 8 B %2

COS X 3 T 5L T4 4% R 1M 5% 119 52 M 5 SR k¢ 5
fin . IS T LUE 1, 5T B A L, COS ¥R
i MIC 2MIC 1 4 34 20 T ¥ W ' A #R 3 K T, 3
W, 24 COS e b MIC B B3 i ih 5 24 0
it R PR RO R 43 S K T 0.149,0.084,0.110,
M COS e Ry 2MIC B, Sl 5 R il A 2% il
B DA RO B 3 i R T 0.242,0.124,0.183,
RV BRI A WG S COS MR R IE Fb W B 4 K
Al RE IR IN A Z W55, nT ARG T v 44 40 i g i)
B, T BN A S R, o 2 A s
ANOMEE W01, 2 W B 15 3 R, A
TR, 70 RBE AR R W RE E A K7 T B R
7o RAFTE 1Y K BH B 7 S5 NHGRE A5 5 B A1 i
At B IR 20 BEAR IR AR A R, T
P A RS 1 5 A A5 A/ R 1) 3 375 1 38 i)

3000 3000

28 COSHMEHR/ILTREEMF T

JUT 0 2 T T8 400 0 J5 1) B 2 2 B o, X 4
T 200 0 BE 25K ) SEREME A EAE A, FEIE RS O
T, JUT A 2 BRI R A ok AR R A B ST R
70y X A ) 25 L2 S B M SE T, COS X
FLR LT & R a2 m 25 S an &l 3, il (&1 3 AT,
Mg, wthaE | s g MIC R
COS AbBRJ5 , 50 B AR b, LT & o0
% T 56.87%,56.34%%1 39.55% , >4 COS A N
2MIC i, R AL A HE, JL T B o 5 R T
88.12% ,81.54% 11 84.03% , 45 Fe & WA | A [] vk &£ 1)
COS X H M JLT B & i A7 & ny il /e, JF
HJUT BT & it 2 BEAOME T [, =00 T g Jt A
S, COS BEIR T H B 19 JL T Jo 4L fie ok 72 1
Bl , T 20 b BE S5 4 1) S8 B AT R IR VR A,
A ZE AL R B E A R FET

3000

= S = —— Xt =
< < —— 1MIC <
2400 %}g o 24000 —A— 2u1C . 2400p
G S g0 M L 1s00p
s B Eﬁ"} 1=
;S § 1200 ?é £ noor j& £ no0f
A} 0 L}
L 600 o 600F 4 600 F
=] =} =]
= = .=
= 0 = 0 5 T = 0
530 540 350 560 570 530 540 550 560 570 530 540 550 560 570
iaN SN N
Wave length/nm Wave length/nm Wave length/nm
I Lod
(a) B (b) i th 25 (c)Z& (il 75

B3 COSxHE®E/LT RHFMm
Fig.3 Effect of COS on fungi chitin

29 COS MHEEI/LT REsE M

JUT J5i i BE 408 A 40 0 BE A LT K Sk
JUT SERE BN A0 M &, DT 410 o) 0 ) A
i W E COS &b B f JL A BT 15 7 W LT R
PO 1 T AR COS o BT AT 7 30, AN

e T AR LT BB S M, AR E COS
XFER LT R LS R 4 s

M & 4 AT LLE Y, S5 X IR L 3% 3 Rl K
FLIA 28 COS Ab 2 5 I 3 A e P9 /9 LT Jo g 3%
BERK, B COS He B A4 34 fin i 8 K, 521
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7o TR AE S MR A A A E M A L b 77

PR, Hh S AR R COS Ab3 s 2
B v R M P9 LT TS PR P G IR 2R 24016 Ulg
This 2 54.49 Ulg, i h 25 th % IR A1HY 27.82 U/g Tt
i 3] 47.28 Ulg, 7%t i 25l % REZH 19 17.82 Ulg I+
f #) 41.20 Ulg, Bl a4 ih 55 | 2% 6t & /e MIC
b3S LT 5T il % PR 0T FRZH A3 BN T 46.9%
33.5%,52.6% . WL RERW]  HiE COS W B2 i1
T, LT B S R AR AR E LT R A AR, AT
SO R R A BHAR AR KB, RS R B R
WEVE LT R0y, ReMs B M LT
it 1) 355 1 SO A A TR ff L B A7 B, 5 AR
AR
210 COS WMEBFAMERIRENZM

AT B 1R A0 T 9B T ) RN
R, FLBE AR SR AR B v AN Y fR K BE ), X
2 1 A= i ) o B A R B R A A e AR
55 0 5 A 0 MIC 2MIC AS [\ ¥ B /9 COS %5 Wik
ARFR LA ECEE |, L8 H X BB AT iR B S
gEIRNPE 5 iR,

S v LLE 3 Fl BB 7E 28 5t — BEA [A]

60 310
2 ke 30 V'J
A

pi
B
]
[
E )
0

g R
I=NC S

Fungal species
B4 COSMEBRI/LT REFMENZM
Fig.4 Effect of COS on chitinase activity of fungi

3 HFig
ARSCERVET COS Xt HA il 2 % ih 8 2= il
BEMPTEATE M HLEE, PR BS540 F . COS Xf
PR B 00 P BT v B Y TR AR 15.6~31.2 mg/mL,
COS b ¥ 5 B 22 (R AT B M1 e 4 405
HIZ0 LR N A 908 T, COS i 5 7] 24 0 7 b i
A JUT B = B LT 5 A 9 1 O S 2T
WHEREATKEINE  XERHERD] COS 7 LI

3R FRE , A BRI T 22 B R B S 5 0 IR AN
], 2845 Pk BE () COS AE I TR 2R Z M LA Je 5
X HRZH T 22 AR R nT s R R S i 22
5%t BALH 48 COS Ab B 5 07 B 22 N o] 3k
EHFRKESINE , H COS MM | 45 &bl
DA 22 P VR B RAIG, BB COS Wk B 38 K, T 22
A PN AT R 1 R R SR B AR i A Horh R
[F] e B 1) COS Ak 3 5 P& iif 25 1% 7T %5 1 28 1 vk B
H O BRZE 1Y 1.07 pe/pL BEAKE) 0.60 we/pl, #% ith
i X IR 1.08 pg/pL FEARE] 0.74 we/pl, 42
0 il B X B AY 1.55 we/ul K #] 0.95 pe/
pl, Bt as w4t a 2 et d MIC b 314 ] ¥ 1
BV R 0T B A A B BEAR T 32.0% ,24.6%
18.1% ,2MIC Kb 3 2H R ¥ P 25 1 e B 4500 BR2H 4y
W BEAR T 44.4% ,31.4% ,38.5% . X Ui W] MIC,
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Inhibitory Activity and Mechanism of Chitosan Oligosaccharides on Spoilage Fungi

Zhang Miaomiao, Ke Yuan, Dong Tongjun, Wu Xiude, Xiao Shensheng, Wang Xuedong, Ding Beibei
(College of Food Science and Technology, Wuhan Polytechnic University, Wuhan 430000)

Abstract The antibacterial activity and mechanism of COS against Aspergillus niger, Aspergillus ochraceus and As-
pergillus variegatus were studied. The inhibitory activity of COS was revealed by minimum inhibitory concentration
(MIC), mycelial growth inhibition rate and spore germination inhibition rate. The test data showed that COS could signif-
icantly inhibit the growth of spoilage fungi, and its MIC for the tested fungi ranged from 15.6 to 31.2 mg/mL. After COS
treatment, the cell membrane of spoilage fungi produced concave folds, the cell permeability increased, and a large
number of cell components leaked, indicating that the cell membrane was damaged; COS also dose—dependently reduced
the production of chitin, enhanced chitinase activity, and made a large amount of soluble protein extravasate. In general,
COS can inhibit the activity of spoilage fungi, mainly through the effects of cell wall, cell membrane and cell
metabolism. It can be widely used in food industry as an effective antifungal natural compound.

Keywords chitosan oligosaccharides; fungi; inhibitory activity; inhibitory mechanism



