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ABSTRACT

Objectives: This study aimed to find out the antimicrobial activities of Ramaria botrytis (Fr.) extracts
against oral pathogens. Methods: The antimicrobial activities of Ramaria botrytis (Fr.) extracts were
evaluated against oral pathogens by the disc diffusion assay, and the minimum inhibitory concentrations
(MICs) of ethyl acetate extracts were determined by broth dilution method. The strains used in this study
were Staphylococcus aureus, Streptococcus mutans, Streptococcus sanguinis, Streptococcus sobrinus,
Streptococcus anginosus, Streptococcus ratti, Streptococcus criceti, Actinomyces israelii, Actinomyces
viscosus and Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans. Results: The ethyl acetate extract of Ramaria
botrytis (Fr.) effectively inhibited the growth of oral bacteria compared with acetone or ethanol extract. The
ethyl acetate extract exhibited MIC values ranging from 3.75 to 15.00 mg/ml, and it showed antimicrobial
activity against both Gram-positive and negative oral bacteria. Conclusions: The ethyl acetate extracts from
Ramaria botrytis (Fr.) showed the antimicrobial activities against ten oral bacteria. Thus, the extract of
Ramaria botrytis (Fr.) may be considered as an effective natural antimicrobial agent for the prevention of
oral pathogens.
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T2 el 2 AdEle] Q7] whzoll mAdEe] H o] B7Hstal, YU Em A 0= A
o] FA15E7]ofl Aghste] oF 5000 & o o] Alato] Z|of, Sl & B A7t A9k Sl EAReE 11
ez Aol ot 2| 55 Qfofl 418 7Fsotal ot /= A AlEe] AAs] Hast Aol
tH2]. 774 W Aok Y Alets & 54 ndEo] SAohHA = deho & ofeAlF, A
< 2 259 Fol 74 Ul EAlok= Aletell ofst Al Ao w dHA Qlok 4 Ul Al 5
Streptococcus mutans®t Streptococcus sobrinus~= *|OF-215-0] A1 YlwtolH, E35| S
mutans+= A/ AAFEE @/dste] 214S /AR 0 =44 2]ofe] &he] il 9 Z|okeA] 55

ARIEH3,4]. 18]al 25248k U O 7= ARt O 2= Porphyromonas gingivalis, Aggregatibacter
actinomycetemcomitans 2 Fusobacterium nucleatum 5-°] Z&A JATH5,6]. 77d2gH ol A

2E 95to] 2Z7H] YA, BATGA D S22 H(chlorohexidine) 5 o]-85F A7

5| Y= AA7,8], W 8-t 2lopdA Fof Al S Edde] wet ol & el et
FARg o 2 E Pt dAaA T v Eopt B2 whde Al 3IHH9,10].

SEutoll A A8t ofgC = Mol HALR: ZtRoll o, Hif ARt APt ol
dFolet. Itk Aol Holual 24 9, dlE =0l Brels, B, A4, 771 B el
o ARl Qo] AFF AR R QoA FE3] ol-8E]of I 11]. AAEA] Bl A ]
B, AL FAteh B, Solmle] 21 8l &4, I Ao AT B AflSoIH AL

A
T &/ T R WA Aejg o] Barde wiet 24+ i 715 AlEel tigh
A0 o1 242 FEI JAeH11-13]. A= HA(Ramaria botrytis Fr. Rick)2 A=]H Al
(Ramariceae) 24, =& “FOFAlof, 1, Bw| 12|31 S2uetel de| EastH, Anprt Ed 2%
HH 2717 opitellA tik o= sk HiAlolt{14-16]. AHA C =R d2f7l 3= of
0]l A RS opATtElLE AAH|Q] E S| AEH Fo]al, §7]4E0 2= %A1 K succinic acid)©] 7}
7 wo] ZotE|o] 9l o, Wikmalic acid) A4 K citric acid) 50| EAITE. Fe|d2 F= 2%
F(glucose) 1} A (sucrose)©] AHA|oHH, F71E AEA A At A, YA Foll Zeel 7H
Ba1 Zsgo] Jut AlET Bl wste] ui-g- 2-Zo] ZRIEQITH 17]. FA7ER] HarH A Al o] Ae
o 2= reE 5 ofdoElo| E EElEellA Hel Xl EdHo] oA Akt HT29 2%
AN A3 A A 18], HiehE FEE0lA SHE et 240 dAiteA a4 F7h= IRk
&4 B aif19] R ukeAE Bt F &4 oA mifet 1F 5442 sl=sh] 918 eytochrome
P450 1A1 isozyme THHE O] ZH4[16] 5] LelA et 3t AR Al o] AFQ F2 AeHAl
(Ramaria formosa Fr.)o|A+= HgkE &8 5ol T+ AE2] 4-hexyl-2,5-dihydro-2,5-dioxo-3-
furanacetic acid ‘20| FE{A Il T150] HH] ke a3} 5o] SR A 15].

ARl it S E4do] A MAERE=F2], F[20], A2R{21] E wiA[22] 501 9L
O, of7E2] ol A= TRt S0 A=l it A7t Aol rlHlet A o)t} E5], ¥

A10] 5ol A0 oAl E FE2 o doMHICIE &2 ol86to] 4= 5%l

4 oA BhE BATet AR Akm o] A QIei{13]. Tk, ARe|sAlel| tieh el
Tt L QA AR w7 RS ] whzell, 2 Aol s otAlE, ofletE S ol dobAEe]
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Actinomyces Y Aggregatibacter ‘5 & 1052 773 ol thet &
A AN 48 TR AAIAZA] K5 S Bl Bk
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1. A2|H M| Bolis2E A=

A AR 7T gt A9 At vitkargol| A W A HAlE FL9fste] ARESEGIT At
A Hzste] A A AL 50.00 goll 771- 81, el dotAE]E H offek2) 400 mIE 2t
7} Z7Ysko] AFLolM 3Y St &SIt 2zt 2&MS 31 71l ADVANTEC No. 2
Advantec MFS, Inc., Tokyo, Japan) 2t %, 2]%1%1-5-5"87(rotary evaporator, EYELA A-1000S,
Tokyo Rikakikai Co, Tokyo, Japan) 2 ‘55010 &5 2HH 61 O, FZ8012+=99.50% o}
/\ﬂ%, 99.50% N2 2 99.00% o2obA[H|o| E(Daejung Chemicals & Metals, Siheung, Korea)

=9 Argatgin). ZHze] 2252 200.00 mg/ml <] 5% 2 DMSOo]| -&al|A|1A 4°Col| Hslg].o
Ufi, g ao] whz} 3)AsHHA Aol ARESIITE

2. M TR A

A AR A T= 5 10502 IHFATNES] Staphylococcus aureus 9] 857 18-

A5t Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans 1% o= "YEAFPAIE](Korean Collection for
Type Cultures, KCTC)ZHE] BF vto} ARSI, S. aureus, S. anginosus, S. criceti, S. mutans,
S. ratti, S. sanguinis 2 S. sobrinus 5~ Brain-Heart Infusion (BHI, Difco, Detroit, MI, USA) B %]
|, A. israelii, A. viscosus B A. actinomycetemcomitans o~ Trypticase Soy Broth (TSB, BD Co.,

Table 1. List of strains used for antibacterial experiments

Microorganism KCTC No. Media

Gram-positive Staphylococcus aureus 1927 BHI
Streptococcus anginosus 3983 BHI
Streptococcus criceti 3640 BHI
Streptococcus mutans 3065 BHI
Streptococcus ratti 3655 BHI
Streptococcus sanguinis 3284 BHI
Streptococcus sobrinus 3308 BHI
Actinomyces israelii 9054 TSB
Actinomyces viscosus 5531 TSB

Gram-negative  Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans 3698 TSB

BHI: Brain-Heart Infusion, TSB: Trypticase Soy Broth
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USA) i Z|o]] HE8}o] 24417 B¢ 37°C @71A381971(5% CO,)ollA] vileFstelti<Table 1>.

3. M2l A BojxE=2| e £

ARHA 3220 o2 H AT SPHS o] 8sto] SIS 23], 2 Al 5 2
ZFo] o] gl A vfjz]ofl HE 5 37°CollA 24417 vlieFsto] Bd3FA 7111 0.5 McFarland
TEE(9F 1.00x10° CFU/ml) & BH5=0] Z}Z7Fo] st vfj 2] of] Bt 8- o] 8-oto] dUohA =

stTt. Wt E filter paper disc (diameter 6 mm, Whatman AA disc, Whatman International, St.
Louis, MO, USA)ol F&5-230 11(6.00 mg/disc) 52 5 U A XA A Hiu)z] o] 28
=t} 712]31 37°C @71/ | (incubator) Ol 4] 24 A17F 59t BIFA]ZIHA], paper disc ¢l A3
% AJAI2K(inhibition zone) 2] ZL7]& vernier caliper (0~150 mm, color world, China)= =75}
o R nE FEF tiet S vl EAISIIT A 37 v oto] gt 5
L2 YERH 9™, 100.00 ¢ g/ml ampicilling YO 2 ARGSHATH24].

iz
ar

4. 2| MYSAHSE(MIC) %

FEE 5 IurElo] 7P =7 ERIH oot H|o|E FEETHS /\}%3]'04 2y o] ot
AL S (MIC) FH2 A HlR] 8]4 5 (broth dilution method) 2.2 Z75H3ITE. 96 well plate

i)

o] #Z%5%710.12 mg/mlolA] 15.00 mg/ml7} H =2 BFE 752 o] 8slo] gAER 225
S SN A Sl FEE60 pl, ZF 4100 21 EEiA] 40 p1E 7SIt 24 245
=1 A7 &, F2] BEE 5.00x10° CFU/mIO] HE2 5l4510] A8t 37°C @7 1AduloF
710l 24X13F B <t HHOW?J 5. 600 nmol|A] TLEE =Aslo] Fo] Aol fehiA] 9= &

5, TS WS AR

At TRt ol HotAlEIo| E 550w R AR PE ASA S E ASHL O H,
ol Arget WS A ks 574 WH -SUokA Jegstsith AR A o dopA[Eo| E
ZEOIMIC Zho 2 o2 15.00 mg/ml, 7.50 mg/ml, 3.75 mg/ml H 1.88 mg/ml, 0.12 mg/ml ‘&=
B FEES AR 3)4sto] H7lsleinh 36 ARPER] vl eFsPRA AIRMEE(0, 2, 4, 6, 10, 12, 24
2 36 hr) 600 nmo{A S FEE SHI oW, FEES Zo6HA| 22 -§HDMSO H7he 24
tlEt o= ARSI

THopdzel dsAttE 2

sl 5580 TRAIR AR 1A= AR ARE ZHL A A FEES3.75 me/ml
552 2959100, 910) AR AN T PP S SHSA. 37°CoIA 244121
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IRt 7, 600 nmel §Y S SokA 0P, RS 42 ARgSlel S Ashee 2ARs.

Inhibitory rate(%) = { 1 - (treatment-treatment blank)/(control-control blank) } x 100

7. A=

. AL0] EAAE]+= SPSS Statistics 23 (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA)S ©]-85F EARLA
(ANOVA) B 0 2 H]| W5} © ™, Duncan’s multiple range test (= 0.05)°] w2t oS A3
SHTE = A k=33 WHEA 0 2 9ol P BEHAE YERY QT

A
1. K2IHA BOpEE 20| 4

RS Az B4 7, oMIE, offehe W o HopHlo]E Fo2 GulsEsle] Sug 1gR
o) ke 7h-gulE 582 ARKSIATt<Table 2>, $5 582 o dopHlo| £ F580] 8.93 %2
OE SulFE 2T} N TGS U] 7FE 5 588 HYom, theo 2 opilE(6.30%)1 ok
(4.01%) 2202 VJergty,

Table 2. Extraction yield of various extracts from Ramaria botrytis

Solvent Yield (%, w/w-dry weight)
Acetone 6.30
Ethanol 4.01
Ethyl acetate 8.93

2. M2lHA SuzE 20| Bt

A Aol ol 250 @A T P 0 & ZARSIIt<Fig. 1>, olET o "
OMAEIC|E FEE2 1052 al Kol tiste] et adts UeiglL, ofgs F522 74
Q=S anginosus, S. mutans 2 S. sanguinis o= A|2|3H HHR| L7 = RO A] ThA oFRt &)
S-S B oM E FEEL2 8. criceti®} S. rattioll X ZH2E 8.23 mm<} 8.59 mm 502 thE
ZFarsel vlel w2 e HAoH, odoEo|E FEE2 e oM 7P ARt %
TZ3-E& FRISIITY. S anginosus, S. criceti, S. ratti 2 A. actinomycetemcomitans -5

|
8.19 mm, 8.66 mm, 8.98 mm 2 9.05 mm<] &A|ghS Hol= A Y t}E Qufj==50] H]

O

o
-r‘oﬂ-‘_“r

F

K

14

N

ol

lo

Ao UG53 =2 P2 HAH(p<0.05). th-22] e 7 at=roll A ol dopAE|o| E > of
ME > of[ghe 255 0 7 o] YebE O™, LB 4. israeliiT} A. viscosus “SolA = g
OPAEIO|E > ofehZ> oMl E FEE 0 2 P S Bl o, oA 2tol& UeIR= 2t

THp>0.05).
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Fig. 1. Antimicrobial activity of extracts from Ramaria botrytisby disc diffusion. The results represent
the MeanzSD of values obtained from three independent experiments. Mean with different letter
(a-b) on the bars in the same bacteria are significantly different by Duncan's multiple comparison
(p<0.05)

3. M2|H A BofxE=2| 2| USAGE=(MIC)

1052] F7=t=ol| thsiiAl the -ullF-E=<l vls] 23t 84S Hel ofdotAE|o]E
=9] F2A S A ks =5 57513 t<Table 3>, A2|H A o[ HotAHO|E —;45%~S aureusgrS
mutans 4 Z¥2F 15.00 mg/ml©| 2™, S. anginosus, S. criceti, S. ratti, S. sanguinis 2 A. viscosus
SNA= 212 7.50 mg/ml & MICE UERHRATE E3FS. sobrinust A. actinomycetemcomitans |
A= 7.50 mg/ml2} 15.00 mg/ml AF0]S] MIC 32 R0, E5] 4. israeliiolA+=3.75 mg/ml2
Vg ke MICE Sielsisiet

Table 3. Minimum inhibitory concentration (MIC) of ethyl acetate extracts from Ramaria botrytis
against oral pathogens

Microorganism MIC (mg/ml) Microorganism MIC (mg/ml)

S. aureus 15.00 S. sanguinis 7.50

S. anginosus 7.50 S. sobrinus 7.50<MIC<15.00
S. criceti 7.50 A. israelii 3.75

S. mutans 15.00 A. actinomycetemcomitans ~ 7.50<MIC<15.00
S. ratti 7.50 A. viscosus 7.50

4. TZ0Pd=2| dSAfttE

10%5 58 Wde= 7 4% 4 el A=Al odotiH|o|E FE=2 3.75
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mg/ml F = ARgSto] A s Aolke Axk= thZat ATi<Fig. 2>. S. aureust S. sobrinus®]
7% 38T o] U ol 1ol ASIsIAick 24 K17 5Rb HlerEt -, A2l AL oo

O|E 2220 Wyl AL 2EEL o) e SNzl HIokA A, isractiiTh A
viscosusoll TIRE ASAIst&o] ZF2F 93.70%2} 76.50% Ak fojHoR & Avs Kt
(p<0.05). 2L, 4. actinomycetemcomitans©l| 2t A-525]&0] 56.80%= A. israelii®t A. viscosus
E ALt Y] g FAFHEY =2 A0S YERI O W, S mutanset S. sanguinis©l Tt A5
A& 22} 18.40%2}26.70% 2 A4ds] WAl E1=| it

100

80 |
60
40
’ i I '
0
xxﬁf’
5. Al

Inhibitory effect (%)

B
c’(\‘;e =5 fal ls_cﬂ‘ﬂ Uﬁ‘ﬁ‘aﬁ
& zﬂ o 5.5 Ps IS o !
0“""6
i
Oral pathogens f,-“’ct

Fig. 2. Inhibitory effect of ethyl acetate extract from Ramaria botrytisagainst oral pathogens for 24 hr
at 37°C. The results represent the Mean=SD of values obtained from three independent experiments.
Mean with different letter (a-d) on the bars in the same bacteria are significantly different by
Duncan's multiple comparison (p<0.05)

5. 180V4=2| dsAsti=

AR AL o HotAHI0|E 2552 7R F, 105 ol thisto] HiFAIZH0~36 hr)}
FE= Fhol wet o] FAlof| vl = FaFE FAR Ak Tt P Ti<Fig. 3> MIC 5427,
A AL o HotA[E|o| E 2252 HE dollA] 3.75~15.00 mg/ml 2] MIC #1& Hofs
7] 2o, o] 5 v o 2 MICETH W2 521 0.12, 1.88, 3.75, 7.50 Z 15.00 mg/ml 5] ‘5=

g2 e s oo PHlOlE FEEE A/ Ik 103 73770l that A1l 34LS 2745t

Aot FEES A7 2 s gl 2AIRE o1, d~6 ARP7EA] wte] Aol W= Al 57

SISO, A2 Al o[ HobAE|O| E 3555 0.12 mg/ml= 71515E 7d-9-oll= 4ARPER] ]
SA10] A7 F2ARPHA] to] sl S-AE o™, 11 o] %ol wt] F-4o] 2s] X19Y
S| 0. 1.88~7.50 mg/ml €] FeoM e thii-2e] w72 4%, 12AR7HA] 9] 50 <A

Eom, 12417 o & Szl Hsl o] F-4]o] S| U= Ao, Frt 7]
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Fig. 3. Growth inhibition curves using ethyl acetate extract from Ramaria botrytis against oral
pathogens. The results represent the Mean+SD of values obtained from three independent

experiments
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AE o] FAo] A= AlZte] S7F6l o, ] 4] Hert Le| A= S ERIg 4= 313l
t}. £91, S criceti, S. ratti 2 S. anginosus ‘o= 7.50 mg/ml 2] -0l 4| 24 A|717kA] 2] F-Al0] 2
A= AE HofFelom, Bt 57t 7 52 15.00 mg/mloi= 1059] He ATl

et 36417 A7 |17Fs St wt-o] F4jo] 5] AA|EE Zle 21T 4= AASIH:

[ )

A ARl = Aol o= 7 A7l Hivt o] obsl o, Aol Hstk= Qlsf -
7S sutet S7EE AL Qs FAloToh ko] Ul o 2= TiA, B A B 2HE 5 371419
A @ Qlo] Eeld o 7 A-gsto] WAlstH, 55, A4 715 ol 2 75 &2 Aot e st
= AokeA5 2| Fo] Al el st} 7732 npiEo] AAshed Aot
Hebg o & nefRt Alto] EATRNe = 7 W Aehs FAIRIT Z[oh-A52 A HAR = U]
Alet, 22412 B B 5o AFa Aol ofsl dA = Al d Aeho s Xjof HO| At} U]
EAfek= ARl 71 FH Q9o ® delA QLo™, Srreprococcus®t Actinomyces <501 Sl
L= w50 Ydtoll st Aldehe 21552219 whjet 2555 WA= At A

T

A%LO 2 Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans2t Porphyromonas gingivalis 5-°] Y10

AokgAlEI A5 TR ot FAE] A OlAlsh] STl 22 A

22 YA & ARESIRIEE, ot E o] ot Ul B XJote] 2R} Zhe. kg o] F7t

ool w2} o5 tiAsH ] 918 ddAdwt=dof Tho] WokR|aL i), Zdsls™t Eet o] =
o

TR RS o 3 ARl R A del 9Lon], E3] ()-epigallocatechin gallate

& PR S, mutans]] R t8/d-& Hlsk3]
o, 3FH5{13] 2 E A 2] o HotAE|O|E FZ-5°1 S. aureus, S. sanguinis, A. actinomycetem-
comitans B A. viscosus 50l 5% FerE/do] Qttal B ST Lien S5{27] AR|HAl9]
95% olltts, =225 9 o[ HoMHO|E 2520 P. gingivalis2}S. mutans 2] A7 AR
3 RSkt

olo] 1 QAToAHE Aokl AFst A1l diet AelelAe] FEHE Lob A
AR HALS ofAlE, offgks B oHotAH|olE T 3% ful= FESIeH, S
sobrinus, S. aureus, S. sanguinis, S criceti, S. ratti, S. anginosus, A. actinomycetemcomitans, A.
viscosus D A. israelii ‘5 1052] 7Aool thet /358 H A Al s S Sgoturt =
&, A s Ade Sl o = ME|HAl FEE0] 1059 ARES] Aol rlAls ddk= =
AretRit. AR A0 o oAlEIO|E 552 105 A BFollA S+ dS LEigly,

OMlE FE=2 olHOMIHIOIE FEE2] FtEdoll BIsH tha SFSHAINE S, mutansE A 1Rt 1t

mutans, S.
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HZ| RLE Aol A At avtE Bt oehe 252 8. anginosus, S. mutans 2 S. sobrinus
ol B3 HolZ] &Ik, 4. viscosusoll gt E/d ol At T2 k= 7 wt=o]| Hlof ohi =
Al ZRI=IQI. o[HotAE|o| EE o]t AHA F=E=0| oflE EHA FEZH o 4A
ol tholl 2 -2 Bl A A 13] ofl A2t -5AsH|, = doll A & A2 Al o] 73A]
ol tiet et aitE Eol=t| elldoAElo| EZL 7F Aodet §alj S gl 4~ IgIc MIC
Z443}, AeeiAl o] o HotAHO|E 2EE-2 4. israelii®] 73, 3.75 mg/mlQl A& A Llotal
2] B 73t ol thallA] 7.50~15.00 mg/ml 2] =2 MIC gk e it A2fH Ao of
Ho[Ho|E 22 EE H7ISI9S A%, BE FkolA 12AK7H] 2] S-S Aot o,

31059 ol tiste] 15.00 mg/ml o] &&= 71 4-9ol= w2l S 71757t o
ol

anginosus, S. criceti, S. mutans, S. ratti, S. sanguinis, S. sobrinus, A. israelii, A. viscosus 9 4.
actinomycetemcomitans ‘5l S-S B 0 H, E3], 4. viscosusl| Nl It/ do] =7 ek
S Rt opet AFAehs FUske Hduol it AR 22 &
TS SIS 4= QA% o™, 53] A= EAle] sl o 2ot EZf obAlE Y offetg: Hot -7
Aol /878 Akt aAQl Sl EA Ts Agloite 2l geld o= et WA ZiF]
e B 2o Aolof uet R EH e AREAE A SR Yl E
A B2 5 Al thel et mtE Hehe A=Al o] it welshal 2 Ao whE
ZAIE] g A aE Felske A7 B ash, Bt SHAE Bl (e ASehe

719 Ghrk lofol @ R0 2 ARk

it

3 A AL 350 §ulE FEste] AZe] AR B T §ukE Thalshon,

AoRAYE 7S Gk TARF 1050] e AeliAl 2E20) FRRAS 240l
= sty

1. UAT SIS ol gste] oM, ok Bl ofobHlo| = S0 #2gul] olgt I £

A}k, o opAleo] = 2 S & el Al 5 0] 1059 T4 oA the gufel v

oEhE F25:2 tha ok S BACE 4

AR I )
Al o[ HotAHIO|E 252 H-%, S ratti®t A. actinomycetemcomitans -5~ 7V 743t
S-S SRlstirh

2. AEHA of"HolMHo|E FEE2] MIC XA 2T, S. aureus?t S. mutans®] T34 15.00
mg/ml, S. sobrinus2} A. actinomycetemcomitans®) thall4] 7.50—15.00 mg/ml, S. anginosus, S.
criceti, S. ratti, S. sanguinis 2 A. viscosus ‘5°l THallA| 7.50 mg/mlZ SRIE| 0™ E3] 4.
israelii®ll oA 78 W2 3,75 mg/mlE LFERH XAt

3. AEHA oopglo|E 22 E-S thd oz sk 9l AR 3t thE s A autE 2%
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A}, i S/ vizEatol] vls o] LA a s e o, tift 12 5224 A 733
T o) Aso] 24 Z7I5I. o, 577 E15.00 mg/ml @] 73S vl 27|51 E] 36 X177t
JoHA o] A5o] A=Ak

LS
et Lol A og HeHAl 252 S. mutans, S. aureus, S. sanguinis, S. sobrinus, S.

)
N
&

anginosus, S. ratti, S. criceti, A. actinomycetemcomitans, A. viscosus X A. israelii 5 102 77}
Aol tste] a7t J-5-& 2RIFHe 244 2|of-Al5at 2|4 5o A%t avbA 9l A

A ez B8 5 e ARt
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