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Anti-tumor activities of endophytes from Cynanchum bungei Decne.

FENG Kunmiao', WU Sijia', CHEN Wenhua®, DAI Wei’, XU Lingchuan®, HAN Ting'( 1. School of Pharmacy, Naval Medical
University, Shanghai 200433, China; 2. School of Pharmacy, Zhejiang Chinese Medical University, Hangzhou 310053,
China; 3. School of Pharmacy, Shandong Chinese Medical University, Jinan 250355, China)

[Abstract] Objective To investigate the taxonomic structure and diversity of endophytic fungi from Cynanchum bungei
Decne., explore the potential microbial resources and functions and provide the theoretical basis for new antitumor endophytic
fungi. Methods The diversities of endophytic fungi community in different tissues, species and habitats were analyzed with
traditional endophytic bacteria separation method and 18sRNA high-throughput sequencing technology. MTT assay was used to
detect the cytotoxic activity of endophytic fungi from Radix Polygoni multiflori. Results 90 strains of endophytic fungi were
isolated and identified from roots, stems, and leaves of C. bungei. Among them, Fusarium and Alternaria were the dominant genera.
There were 8, 9 and 13 genera from roots, stems and leaves of C. bungei respectively. Among which Alternaria and Colletotrichum
were the common genera in different tissues. Further studies showed that 13 endophytic fungi of C.bungei had good anti-tumor
activity in vitro, accounting for 14.4% of the total genera. Among them, A4. tenuissima LTJ2 and A. alternata 1L TJ6 had significant
anti-tumor activity. Conclusion The endophytic fungi in Cynanchum bungei Decne. have rich diversity. Some strains have
significant anti-tumor activity, which can be potential resources for the development of new antitumor agents.

[Key words] C. bungei; Alternaria; anti-tumor activity
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T E YR N A R s B 4 . Li S
W S B i — R L R B BUA L
YER W) N A B Stemphylium lycopersici, Gu 251
TR S B S BINAEHIE Plectosphaerella
cucumerina YCTA2Z1 H 43 B 2 215 3] 13 Flifb &
Yy, 3 B3 508 I U A A 0 IR ARG
Pyt ikgE (caudatin) | FIE % "R, cynandione
B il 2,5'- "R FOR AR, HE, HAETRA X T
Z I E SN BB G5 B A A IR GE .
B, A AR, 28 10 e S R AR 4 A Ak
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A MAEY) 4 B A BB B R S R N A B
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5 FARRL IR GAR ™, 3 — 7 TR A ARt
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1 #H

1.1 RS

3ATEHB IS Ll B SRR A SRR,
RLZE M FRMRILAE SN ATY) ., ZELH
HEZEUT) ., #LABESRAJITG), ¥R AL AR
P& 24 KA R e XA ) Bl 4 (36°56' N, 116°79" E);
T2 A E S0 (LTY) . BRILAE 32
(LTY) . ZIAE S (LTG), YR A ki 2 L
SOl E BRI P (35°27'N, 117°97' E); RE %
WHAESH(TTY)  BRILAE S2E(TT) . #lLH
HSR(TTG), ¥R A2 11(35°78' N, 117°45' E) .
IR i 8 L 7 o B 24 K2 v 2 S 8 B S AR
JNHFZEENFEILFAE S C bungei Decne., R4
(AR S G PR SRS U, BT 4 °C IKFR IR &
JH, 48 h NHEATHE AL B
1.2 BLE 5XFA)

T100™%f & PCR ¥ 341X ( 32 E BIO-RAD H
SR T100 #6E PCRAY) 5 HLUKAX (1 R AERH A7 BR
N 5 BB AR AN (i R BE R A BRA R ;
Qubit® 2.0 7% % i ( & Rk K Invitrogen) ; SW-CJ-
1D i TAE G Rk i & A B AR ; EZN.A.
HLTR DNA $#2HUA & (3£ E Omega Bio-Tek); Taq
DNA Polymerase( #& 2k & Thermo) ; Agencourt

AMPure XP(Beckman) ; 2xTrans Taq High Fidelity
(HiFi) PCR SuperMix 1(Jb 5T 4 4 A 8 R A BR
5l ddHO (b U E AR Y AR B B A F]) 5 B
PEAE (M al) (b RAR YR E A RA A ;
SO0xTAE 2% #h ¥ (b 50 & 38 = B A B 2 A
Solarbio); DNA Maker( H 4~ TaKaRa); Goldview #%
R4kt (10 000x ); 6xLoading buffer( H 4% TaKaRa);
XD-101 CO, #i i 3% F46 ( H A SANYO 24 H] )5 B
MRELIT IXS1 8] B 56t B fUE ( H A BUBKES i 28 =]
OLYMPUS) ; ELX800 % W Ui fif§ #r X ( 3¢ [
BioTek); Al 78 (3 FALCON); | R &
IRAW AL R ERHEABRA R ; PBSL R
F R A R 2 7 ) ; RPMI-1640( 3% [E GIBCO) ;
DMEM (3 [ GIBCO); L15(Z£[E GIBCO); FBS(3E
[E ExCell Biology FBS500); MTT( 3% i Amresco);
DMSO (¥ i 52X 2 i ) (32 E SIGMA D2650); +
T IRIR IS ) 5 A 4 CIR I A=) 5 Bl # (TRt A=
Y1) ; ToK LB, Al (BRI ) s BN (0 pT
aff, F2%ER) .
1.3 B8 E Ak

N4 HEPG2. A B @40 HGC27. A
4k i es AN HT-29, B £ 40 il HELA (7h [E R}
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AL GG h Ak, IR 5y 1R
oo AR 25 5 3PN ZH 28 (0.5 emx
0.5 cm), Zr 5 AN 3 ASEBAL 45 BEALBRHL 20 >4 21
W, BHIRE 4~ 5 NHS, S G HS I E T
A R R (50 mg/L) T8 S 4 b Bl b R AL
(PDA) FJEH T, TR E 25 C, 1R 80% By H iR
A AR R T PN AR DA TR 22 0 A A L
WIMEE . PRELIQ U 0 22 5% RS B8 PDA K g2k
Bige, BE 2 —, WA 2 4k /Y 1 pR e,
HR A5 A A= L T T bk ) 35 3R A TR SRR AR 285400 43R
AFIRIE AR, AR AF . AR R R 1B s
HE, X423 R AS TR 2580, Ak s s ali Ak i T
PR Pl 2 PDA [EVA A R i 55 R 5 B AT 9%,
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ACA AGG-3") Xf & £ ) r DNA-ITS X 38 # 17
PCR ¥ 14 . PCR J Jii {& & : 2xTrans Taq Fidelity
(HiFi) PCR SuperMix 15 pl, Primer(10 pmol/L)4% 1 pl,
Genomic DNA 10 ng; #P FEXZEIK £ 30 ul. 5%
4. 94 °C 7254 3 min, 94 C 284 40 s, 52 C 1Bk
50,72 ‘C #Ef# 1 min, 35 MEHR, 72 °C ZEfH 10 min.
5 ul PCR =W 2% B Ae bl e e e VR o 5
F& 1K) PCR ¥ 38 P~ Wik i A= T A4 BRON /b4 7
DUF o PR A LT BRI P 15 21 09 1TS J7 91 K bR 2k
&7 %), K FH NCBI %4 % % (http://www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov) BLAST HE47 HUXF, ARHIE T 15501 % o 45 1
I B IB AR TR
22 R I E
2.2.1 AR PR H R

Fie 2.7 WUR 7 ik oy B AR E 90 MBI
LI 5 A LA AR R LT R, PDA A8
TR . 22 SR R L R R, H A
5 mm FTFLERH] £ 10 N BE, A ZEA 100 ml
f) PDA 55352 B HER R, AN TR AR B2 D 6 .
RS T 25 °C. 180 r/min %155 7 d. KIESE
UG, FIEIFE R R R, 1 0 1 LR ORI
3, BIFAPUM, WEW S, RI1S 4R £ R H
Y, TG T 4 °C UKEATH RGO
222 BRI

A (DMSO) it LR LRI YIS,
FH PBS 43 % % B & 0.001, 0.01. 0.1, 1.0, 10.0,
100.0 pg/mlo >R MTT 3200 5k St Arbeg i 171
P40 HEPG2, A B4 HGC27, \45
FEANAE HT-29, A B U8 40 i HELA A2 42,
BH P X6 FE SR FH BT 5 26 o O 40 BB T A 10%
FBS. %8 X AIHEE £ 45 100 U/ml ) DMEM 4 fif
REFEWOT, T 37 °CL 5% CO, MR (1) 200 i 1% 55
FETHRESR, 48 h BRRALAC. IHAIE LS B AsE T
SN A ARG o BBORHERCAE K I ) A0 B, R T
TS5, 10% /INAF I3 19 58 2 5 R TR % . 2007, B
100 pl E PRI (2 ~ 4x10* 4>/ml) R0 T 96 FLHR

H, B55E 24 he WRFREEFRIE, BALAIDA 100 pl &
AR B 58 R 5 (% 10% /NI, 1% W
Pr), BRI EE L 3 A FATAL, A AR IR, K
72 h &, LI 5 mg/ml (9 MTT 10 pl, 3537 4 h,
W FREFERE A 100 pl DMSO, &% 45 fh58 4
Vs %, FH BRI B 328 W ACHE D 1 R 570 nm A0 22
A, TR EE T A S5, AT
o LA AR
AR = 1 = R LA A

BRI X BEFLARST 4 (E=FAPEXT REFLAEXT 4 (H—
25 X HRFLAE T A4

LA X A H =2 BALZ4E X 4 fH—25 %)
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AHF5E R SPSS 17.0 8 HLEBALL AL [a] 15
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9N &, TR A IR Alternaria, 525N
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KT 3 DA R A HLERAN T, 5548 8
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&, K EA 2R SRRV, TEARRIHLERA
ZIAE SRR ER T
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R1 IRIEBLAST FHISERIMWRUBESREER
HARAL
R4 HRPER R (D) HRUE (%) BIMREL
i E I
Htg s A. alternata (MH368103.1) 99 1 3
A. alternata (MH716004.1) 99 4
A. alternata (MG669159.1) 99 1 1
A. alternata(MK07593.1) 99 1 1
A. alternata (MK392122.1) 99 1 1
A. alternata(MK659949.1) 99 2 2
A. alternata(KY859403.1) 99 2 2
A.alternata (KJ739880.1) 99 2 2 1 5
A. alternata (KY859403.1) 99 1 1
A. alternata (LN835252.1) 99 1 1 2
A. alternata (EF504974.1) 78 1 1
A. arborescens (MK460794.1) 99 1 1
A. brassicicola(MF167294.1) 99 1 1 2
A. burnsii(KR604840.1) 100 1 1
Alternaria sp.(KC139509.1) 99 1 1
Alternaria sp.(KC110624.1) 99 1 1
Alternaria sp.(KC147581.1) 99 2 2
Alternaria sp.(KU556507.1) 99 1 1
A.tenuissima(MG602685.1) 99 3 3 6
A. tenuissima (MK675103.1) 99 2 2
THRWR Ascomycota sp.(F1999646.1) 99 1 1
G wE A. terreus var.floccosus (KP987086.1) 99 1 1
INEEIE B. fortunei (MK850215.1) 1 1
2 B S TR B. dothidea(HM156069.1) 1 1
B. dothidea(KF294012.1) 1 1
WU 2 R B. sorokiniana (HF934936.1) 1 1
B. micropus(LT837454.1) 82 1 1
AR B. ochroleuca(EU273558.1) 1 1
=00 C.cassiiola (MH569606.1) 1 1
TRIH DA C. acutatum(MG661733.1) 1 1
C. capsici (EF016299.1) 1 1
C. gloeosporioides (KM044004.1) 1 1
C. nymphaeae (MH863840.1) 1 1
12255 D. phaseolorum (MF379339.1) 1 1
D. phaseolorum (KX866874.1) 1 1
Emmia E. lacerate(MF101401.1) 1 1
Rt E. rostratum (MH746929.1) 1 1 2
E. rostratum (MH746928.1) 1 1
WIwE F. nematophilum (KF577906.1) 2 2
F. nematophilum (KX621959.1) 1 1

F. oxysporum(MK673882.1) 1
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(EX:3))
HLLBLE B
R4 SEPRE R A (B SRS HLE (%) AL
E nf:
F. oxysporum (KM005080.1) 1 1
F. oxysporum (KY910845.1) 1 1
F. oxysporum(GU724513.1) 1 1
F. solani f- batatas (AF178407.1) 6 7
F. solani batatas (EU625405.1) 1 1
F. solani batatas (MK571197.1) 1 1
F. solani f. batatas (KM235740.1) 1 1
F. solani f. batatas (KJ676962.1) 98 1 1
F. solani f. batatas (KU382502.1) 98 2 2
Fusarium sp.(FJ008989.1) 1 1
Fusarium sp. (MH884151.1) 1 1
INAFEIE G. cingulata (EF423544.1) 2 2
BRI TE R G. mangiferae(EU677803.1) 1 1
frEE Pleosporaceae sp. (HQ832799.1) 1 1
JEE R Pleosporales sp. (APBSDSF25) 1 1
P. cablin(MK568502.1) 98 1 1
ERREEE Setosphaeria sp. (LT837842.1) 92 1 1
R E T. purpureogenus (KU981069.1) 1 1
IR Xylariaceae sp. (MG669156.1) 1 1
28 30 32 90
3.335 35 333 .
e = JE R
= THREE 3.33 LR
- hEHR B 6.67 oo
A Al ﬁ;ﬁ = Fmmia
= A7 P ZE I T L)
HlAR 667 L R
« [ ) “ oor * TR
= RS T T R T e MR
= FEAR SR 10 = HITHE
= HRITHE R = HERS )R

FE S AR B A 12 D&, D3R e b
KAL) 7 38.46%, FR T JE (5 28.21%; ;= HiZRZE 1)
FRINAE SHNAERE EESME S DB, R EE

= /hEEJg

= I )R

= PRI )
P f)m

= AR

= [ 3£ 7E )

= BRJEE

RR O ate)

= BERIEEE

« MR E

= SFITALE

= A )R

1 RUBESTREIMIFALEERARESBE D (%, &)
AZFINAE SRNAEREARUR); B R ITHE SZENAEREARUR); C 2 ITHE SN AR EARUR)

BEAKAL)R 5 61.54%, BRI @ 26.92%; F= Ut
FIZE IS N B E L 118, T3
T B A 18 5 48.00%, BT H & & 32.00%,
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A 256y 56 2.56 = K IR = BERIEE A
2.56, s ﬂiﬂﬂfﬂ)ﬁ o A& LR
S - P - ERHETER
256 Emmia NG
| / N - HAEE
Sl 5. - AR - i
. i% IEIEE'; o RIS
0821 . ﬁ%%?ﬁﬁlﬁ = il 70
. %Mﬁﬁ = RIS
= B R = FEAS S0
= HER AR i
C 385 3.85

' ,/3.85
26.92 - KAAEE

= FEitm
« [ e I

VAL
= HEAR R

B2 AR~MRLUAESREAEREEBREGESE (%)
A TR AE SN AR EAUR); B I 2 I HE SN A EA R ); C L B I HE SN A EA R R)

ST 2R, 7 MO 8 L L AR TR R 2SR
DERAERE LA, BETS i AR
32 LA ELNAAF G ER

MTT Z5RR ], A 13 Bk A A B3 R A
#)%f HEPG2, HGC27, HT-29, HeLa & 4l i bk 35
BB G PE, 5 BB 14.4%. W5k 2 R, B.
sorokinianal TY 6. A. alternate JTY10. A. brassicicola
JTJ11. B. ochroleuca JTI18. Xylariaceae sp. LTJ1,
A. tenuissima LT)2, C. acutatum LTI3 F1 A. alternata
LTI6 By G PR 2 . BEA& fLJE Alternaria J&
28 1L P A T P R TR T T AR Y
R E g, Hop, A. tenuissima LTI2 F1 A. alternata
LTI6 14T i 983 16 14 JC H W 2%, AE % W 3% 10
HEPG2, HGC27, HT-29 il HeLa JIfJg 4l ffi bk . A.
tenuissima LTJ2 %} HEPG2, HGC27, HT-29, HeLa
4 i fi 988 20 B B 19 1Cs 23 90 S (2.2120.61)
(3.11+0.46) . (8.25£1.11), (3.85+0.60) ug /ml; A.
alternata LTJ6 2 (1.58+0.38) . (1.46+0.39) . (3.63+
1.23) . (6.240.49) pg /ml, DL E&5 R KW, 4
tenuissima LTJ2 Fl A. alternata LTI6 £ &= 1HE S
A B EDUM IR TSR N AR BB RR, AT LA 2D A
FEHT A B MR s M i SR L

4 g
RINAHE S5 “RINBRG", “RIEE %R

Y27 1 RR R 28 LR 44 2451, {EL R HE [ AR BE0H
FEENR, FBEEE =, 1 EAERNK . 4

%2 RUBEHESREEERETANEENE

BRI (ICs0, pg/ml)

LS
HGC27 HEPG2 HT-29 HELA
JTY6 6.34+1.10  11.05+1.15  29.84+5.78 >40
JTY10  7.87£1.09 6.53+0.28  18.57+5.15 >40
JTJ11 9.92+1.13 6.59+0.56 5.94+0.88 21.37+5.99
JTJ18 2.61+0.35 3.20+0.42 3.55+0.30 9.96+2.38
LTIl 1.69+0.32 2.96+0.24  13.23£1.66 7.41£1.47
LTJ)2 2.21£0.61 3.11+£0.46 8.25+1.11 3.85+0.60
LTJ3 5.34+0.89 5.10+1.21 13.01+1.63 5.87+1.36
LTI6 1.58+0.38 1.46+0.39 3.63£1.23 6.24+0.49
JTJ13  21.76+0.68 >40 20.07+1.38 >40
LTJ5 21.43£0.35  33.43+1.31 >40 >40
LTII0  21.34+0.65 29.81+0.32 >40 >40
TTY7  27.89+1.08 38.53+0.28 >40 >40
TTY18  18.25+0.24 >40 >40 31.41£1.49
BIEER  0.02240.003 0.034£0.01  0.030£0.003  0.039:0.006
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