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Antimicrobial Activity of Dehydroepiandrosterone
in Sweet Potato Residue
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(1.School of Food Science, Henan Institute of Science and Technology , Xinxiang 453003 , China;
2.School of Food Science,Northeast Agricultural University , Haerbin 150030, China)

Abstract: To study the antibacterial activity of Dehydroepiandrosterone ( DHEA ) in sweet potato residue, the antibacterial
activity of DHEA was tested with Kluyveromyces marxianus, Saccharomyces cerevisiae, L. rhamnosus , E.colt , Bacillus subtilis,
Bacillus anthract , Salmonella , Staphylococcus aureus. Bacillus subtilis , Salmonella , Staphylococcus aureus and Bifidobacterium as
the indicator bacteria. The antimicrobial activity of dehydroepiandrosterone was studied by turbidimetry, minimal inhibitory
concentration( MIC) , minimum bactericidal concentration( MBC) , growth curve and scanning electron microscopy.The results
showed that the bacteriostatic effect of DHEA on the tested bacteria was as follows : Kluyveromyces marxianus > Escherichia coli
> Staphylococcus aureus > Bacillus anthracis > Salmonella > Bacillus subtilis > Saccharomyces cerevisiae > Lactobacillus
rhamnosus.The minimum bactericidal concentration were as follows : Kluyveromyces marxianus 5.67 mg/mL, Escherichia coli
9.82 mg/ml, Staphylococcus aureus 13.52 mg/ml., Bacillus anthracis 16.46 mg/mL, Salmonella 17.68 mg/mL, Bacillus subtilis
17.87 mg/mL, Saccharomyces cerevisiae 20.82 mg/ml., Lactobacillus rhamnosus had no significant inhibitory effect. DHEA
shortened the growth cycle of the test bacteria and reduced the cell concentration.Scanning electron microscopy showed that the
morphology of the cells was changed after DHEA treatment ,the cell wall ruptured and the cell contents were partially eluted.
The research showed that DHEA in sweet potato residue had inhibitory effects on most bacteria.
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1.1 #HRENEE

HEw dEnAw N 4L e & e,
PR A e TOKBRIR e BE TR AN IRIR NS 1Y
Shy 1 7= AT 2l 5 T T B T R A R AR B R R
FF TR A R ZE A BRT L o ST B8 VD T EQB | 4 A A
BRIE RWEZLAF B e R R W AR Y
HoR 2063 5 24 P FF AR R 3R 2T (H T IRk 5
FIFTR G OB AR ) :05% 4 NE, 1% HEH
5 ,0.5% S AL 4N, 3248 /K 1000 mL, pH7.0~7.2,2% 3t
BE LB B3R (T IR AT B U TTER B K
JEFFR) 1% 85 H W, 0.5% We B2 Ky, 1% EALEN, 28
187K 1000 mL, pH7.0~7.2,2% ¥ 15 ; MRS 5 35 3L
(PR R ) :0.5% AR, 0.5% 4 A
B 1% BEE AR, 0.5% BHE Ky, 1% #4585, 1 mL
n7E 80 ,0.2% B IR &, — 41, 0.5% Z TR 4N; YPD 4% 3%
T 7 L v v AR R BRI R ) 2%
A, 2% B AR, 1% BERER A, 2818 7K 1000 mL,
pH7.0~7.2 2% Biifig .

CW—2000 75 I — TR IE r RIZE B v
TS B 3 A BR 2N 7] TU- 1810 Y 48 4k ] UL 43
SEIGRETE bR ATIE AR A BR 5T A4 R SHP -
250 B BEFRAE B = R B ER A IR | 5 51
KBS FRRK R IR R A R F] 5 SW -
CJ-1D B A AT G b TAES  oR MR AR %
X% A BR 2> 7l ; SIGMA3 — 30K #Y g5 .0 L 18 =
SIGMA 4\ &]; ALPHA 2 —4 LSC %I B 25 ¥ % + H
6 fEE CHRIST /A F];S-570 BUdHFiaEE HAH
SEON Ty SW22.5W23 AUE R PR 5 oK iR 1l E
JULABO 23],

1.2 ZWmH*E
1.2.1 HE#E DHEA [(J#2H0 DHEA (932 HUT7 vk
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ZMESCHR[21-23 [ i3k g B2, R BT 22T .
H B A 45 C LT EE #5200 H ifi#5 7, B 100 g
WA N 3 A5IKTE 37 °CF BRI 24 h, FHHE S -
TR WM R ZE B AL B, A5 B SO T 232 0k 300 W, &
BURE R 30 °C, ZE BT [E] 24 30 min; DL 6: 413 EL 45 7]
FEHUR B H 2 o A 30 mL FH - P ER VRS, T
EFE 45 °C KR H 7K 30 min J5 FHFLAR R 80~
120 wm, FAE2R D 15 em [UE4GT E , WAE I8 MR 42
LA R R T, WS T S R BRE, 7E 20 °C
300 W H 10 mL FH P8 75 IR R 30 min, [m] 5 156 2
Hn 100 mL P55 2 54 92 v s W, P58 75 AL F8E 15 min,
A =S BE AL (FEB 3 W, B UK [A] % 30 min, &
UM 25 mL) , AR AL B I 1A Foboin 30 mL
pH > 6.8 (B IRENGE MW, 25K 2, FH JC/K B R 4N
K, E-80 C A E A5 R0, WA T
1.2.2 H#Z DHEA Maifb FE S0 A 30T
TR ST BS . Y OR TR S T s B B AR 5.
1.2 F10.45 pm GEyEARER 22 DHEA $E0E i) B 4
St AR X 8 U IS 9 7 g, PR YRGE o 4 T R R (E
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{0355 PR A, PR R o) A5 VOFH i3 T B lifh (03
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£ :218 nm; W AAHNED L. B B - 7K = 80-20; A ¥ -
30 °C ;i :0.8 mL/min, Pl DHEA Fr il ik it e
435 0.0.2.04.0.6.0.8.1.0,1.2 mg/mL, 3K H
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B A BRI A . AR glifk )5 B9 SRR SR ] HPLC
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AR o B S IR BE BT TR] 55 b5 o S AR BE BT TR 3 AT X
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S, xCxV
M xS,
Ao X B S P DHEA &6 ( ng/100 g) ;S, : B
ah U T AR S, - R o U T AR Co bR ME 5B WK Uk B
(pg/mL) 5V FE R E AR (L) s MR T i (g) -
1.2.3 MR R G AL M R B 0l g T SRR
&, RN IR 53 ) PR BRI 3E FR 5 0 B
BT O OKE M EAR S SR LRI (4R & A RE
Fe ik FH 1 55 35k w1 ZE AT B | 4 B (R 4 BRI ; LB
Wige TR R RIEAT . RIB AT 2 1T IR
MRS 5575 T 8% 5% B2 BEZLAT B s YPD 5555 5 H
TR IR S o T S A TR R AR ) |, TE IR IR AR
¥i% 24 h(37 °C)J5 , IR Bk B SR TR ¥ 2 AH N 19
WIS FR I BT 37 C RS SERED K
FEFR B ECY (37 °C,150 v/min) , BP45 3 1 16 19 {1t
IR o 2 FC b i i ™ g B AR A ol — 2 Wk R 10
A o
1.2.4 DHEA #IE{EMMR AR A& Lo —
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Mkl A B AR MEIT SR . TRER AR HE £k g 24 =K
.Y =4.1X-0.21338, A %K R® Jy 0.9946 , FRififh 2k
FHIGPEERSLT, AT LA FAAR HE Il 26 8 e 715, ARk
56 BT FH A TR o B B TR R 28 2 x 10° efu/mL,
WAL £ 100 L PR AT A (4= R85 1 iR 3 7% Ak
B FEAN L ZEFEAT B | S P 08 45 BR 1 ; LB 1% 3R AL B
FEARIEFTER KA AF B U0 17T EQ B s MRS 3% 37 B 3% 3%
FRZEMEZLAT IR 5 YPD S5 37 5L 1% I 5 5a it oo 5 A 1R 5 |
BRI L) FHELAR A 6 mm [FTFLEsFTFL , AL muk
B4 100 mg/mL f) DHEA £ & 50 pl,37 C 15 %
24 h J5 %< DHEA X 7S [5] B 4 300 B 0% e, 0 52 41

T R AR/,
1.2.5 DHEA @4 MIC & MBC filE  FH —A%% B
=00 DHEA ££ 575 Bk 128 .64 32 .16 .8 4 .2 .1,

0.5.0.25 .0.125 mg/mL AU )50 Bk , 5 LK B PR
RGBT 37 CRFRFENEEFE 24 h WAL R,
WAREEFEIE (4 B R AR B IR 32 1 T B Al 5 25
TEAFT P 4 28 /] 8 BR IR LB 35 32 B T35 8 o H.
FFEE RGBS V0 1T QBT s MRS 15 3% 356 T B 7% Bl
ZEMEFLAT A ; YPD 15 3% 38 T 55 9% o5 v U oo 65 4E 1
B BR T B RE ) AR G ¥ DR R B I3 B R e W E
(MIC) o BTGV (4 35 5 0422 Fh T [ A 55 957 35 A
1,37 CHE3% 24 h J5 LS, A8 AN T A 1K 0 SRR
Kol L3 B 1 R ATC S PR B J vk (MBC)

1.2.6 EKERZLAME 3085 A 23R e B
FER P, AHR R P 52 AN ] AR K 2 22 BN R AR
BERISE 0, 2 B0 M 0% 37 2 b (4 T A ek O TR
HRCHR A A [7) s (V) 000 2 P % 5 S v 416 % B P Il
T SE SN B DHEA X 38 7 18 2R K il 2R 19 s
1A 100 mL (RIS IR 5L (A4 OB B A IR I 3R 3t
JHT B2 A0 W 2E AT B L 4 05 (e A 2 BR oA LB B %
FEH TG IR RIE AT B KA Vb 1] QBT s MRS B
FERH TR IR BT B YPD B33t PSR 5
ST LA R TR RS ) %R D ) % RO P 4
AR B VSR R B BRI B R 2 < 10° efu/mL, Jill
A DHEA ¥ & Sk e /AN PR e B 19—, 76 37 °C F 8%
I, 0E 2 h MEWOG{E ., LA DHEA Sy XT B, L)
YL TR (] R AL bR, WG RE (ODyg ) ANALE R, 251
PR A AR
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( Scanning electron microscopy,SEM ) Xf DHEA &b B A1
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), H pH Sl 6.8 MUBEBRZE v vk 6 IR ¥E R R A K
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70% .80% .90% Fil 100% [1) 2, WL A8 BE e it it 7K
(30 min/¥% ,4 °C) , ] 100% N EEEK 3 %, JH 2 R 5
SEEEHEAT B e 2 R (30 min/iR,4 °C) , FE R R T
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FRE R IR, I FA R, e S 500« i A
30 kV; L Ji: 20 mA; 2 K 0.05°/20; 1 B & .
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S TP T B R AR S T AL 3 UK, T AR
DISFIIE = A7 25 48 7% . 97 75 B8 50 SO o 1T SPSS
18.0 HKPESE 53T, RIS Orgin 8.0 fE 1],
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2.1 DHEA fRAE &% Fl

HIPEL 1 BEA AL b b e X (meg/mL)
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Fig.1 Standard curve of DHEA

22 HPLC MEHZE® DHEA &

P & 2 A4S, AR RS (H] 2R 7.195 min, A5 5
W H MRSt [E] S 7.043 min, b4 14.27 min B X H E—
AU, IR BT AN W, BT BE & 4% 5T, R — 2B R
£ 768 P P AR T IR 4 IR H 35 b DHEA , $2 lREE SR
117.25 pg/100 g, $2HUAS E ¥ DHEA £ #) % W AH =
#t—2Lalifk, DHEA (4l B 90% ~98% , WAEFE
.
2.3 HEEE

R & 3 nT g, 25 SR MR X 4 PG B P B (A B
€08 75 BREE L SIE AT 3R Ak R 2 ST TR L B AT
PR B 22 TGP B (R AT ) B (S e T e - 4
PR | PIRIPY e ) B AR o X 5 B i v 6 4E T
B A FF B A0 ) e BH S, X 4 B 60U 25 BR B L e
FFER VD TT CQER TR P B A B 2R I AT B o 2, (BT
BREEBEZLATF e A E AR . 3R 1w, e
B EHR KR/ Sy v & i B > KIGFT I > &
WO AEREE > RIEF R > VIR > BREEER: >
Al B ZEHOAT IR > BREEPEFLAT -
2.4 DHEA HnEztAH MIC MBC gyl E

FE i B MIC il MBC 8 /)N, 5400 B A A Ak 0 .
FHR 2 ] %0, DHEA X} & 52 Wy sa & 4E e B K AT
VEFH M HE 5, B MIC 4331k (5.67 £0.21) . (9.82 =
0.35) mg/mL, MBC 4y 5124 (9.79 +0.14) . (18.36 +
0.18) mg/mL, WF5% & B, 76 T 3% B Bk o, B B2
BEZLAT IR, DHEA X H At A Bk BA M il /E . DHEA
Kb 7 B A BAE FH /N 43 30 o8« B e B v - A R R
> RGFFE > & A A ER N > 5T > WK
PR > Al B ZEAAT B > BRI R RS > BRESPERLAF R (-) o
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1 DHEA X B 09 P & B A% (mm)
Table 1 DHEA for bacteriostatic diameter of tested bacteria( mm)
By g Koy gl o - M RE 27 sy i
A N FaAT e SOHATE VTR R T £ e 21 gt
PR ey P gy PR DTN HRHRE i SURE
PR A 19.19 £0.03  19.03 £0.14 17.78 +0.17 1532021 13.82£0.13 13.65 £0.05 12.4 +0.07 6.00 £0
?ggg T 105 #2 DHEA XMt # MIC 1 MBC( mg/mL)
16004 ' i Table 2 DHEA for MIC and MBC of tested bacteria( mg/mL)
14001
] DHEA
1200 T
51000 SR MIC MBC
E ggg ol e e i 5.67 £0.21 9.79 +0.14
400 i 79 iR 20.82 +0.13 36.79 +0.22
2001 AL I - -
200 '2 T T O T T e 5 5 N LAR 9.82 +0.35 18.36 £0.18
’ min i B 2R AT B 17.87 £0.27 33.25 +0.25
oo BT 16.46 +0.32 2957 +0.11
2001 DHEAFE i TR 17.68 £0.15 3247 +0.17
700 T
~ 600 7043 0 (0,8 A BR 13.52 £0.24 25.03 £0.29
< 500 - TEH.
£ 4004
300 Ry T RS, HE 4G nI %, DHEA {6 ¥ 7] FG B BRI 7%
fgg' 14.27 EVBCT B, AR R E I, X B 45, 6 2 R TR] 28
0] PR AR T (. A& 4H BT 1, DHEA X 4 25 (5,

20 2 4 6 8 1012 14 16 18 20 22 24

min

K12 DHEA frifefh M H 80k rh I DHEA #/5 HPLC 5]
Fig.2 HPLC chromatogram of DHEA contrast

and from sweet potato residues

13 DHEA [l 5 I
Fig.3 Antibacterial activity of DHEA
E : CK 6t B 1 B S s 65 AR 5 2 . BT R R
3 MR FLAT B 54 - RIAFEER 5 o bl o 2R FAT 7
6 : BIFT R 57 VDT TIP3 8 « 4 i (0 A 4 R A

2.5 DHEA Xf#t/RE 4K &1

FH &l 4 Al %0, DHEA Xt 5 v 87 o 6 2k I 18 | R
BER): (K B AT TR AT 5 2F FRT B R AT B L TP T T IR
P A E O A ER A AR K iR A R . A 4A &
4B T, DHEA ifi I 5 87 o 5 A E R R e L) 2E 1K
h 23 B0y 4a Ja , Fase e . |l 18] 4C AT 51, DHEA
b B2 A LA B DG P ) 4 R AN B b, B AR A Rl 2k
JCHH AR Ak, A& 4D AT, DHEA fifi K i A+ B % 44
4 Jd As e WIRE I, DTl PR AR MR B2 R R el &1 4E T
H1 DHEA XAl 50 2F S AT 58 2k K AT 52 i . & 4F
T, DHEA X B JE AT B AR I it £ 45 5 i, X 25080

WA ERE A P HIVE , B S BCR M, AR KR,
X BOYI 4R 45, BE 25 I 8] S K B AR e B AR TR [
26 IETEPABBEEUR

LIASHT DHEA 1E 8 A4 K5 80 F 1935 725 B 8 X
R, A R 85 WL 8¢ DHEA X 45 7R T8 B A 1 & 19 5%
W, FIES AT, DHEA X 5 o i o 48 A f 1) | R iy
WERE: K i AF TR G 5 2F R B L R IELAT B U T IR
PR 4 T (0 A A R oA AT M S A S, as X R
B LA 5 /R T AR I A5 IE 7, 40 A0 i , 40 it PN 25
A 5], 26 DHEA AbFRJS B AR IE &8 — a2 1 Lk
AR BRI A BRI, AN EE A Y Y A N ST
A . nl UL, DHEA X405 04 4l i B A5 VE A 1,
P s A R G 0 i B Al 0 i P A T D SR B A
FET . WLER B2 ME ZLAT PR AT 4 Fl 5%, & B %) HEURI b
HEIE A IO W A8 fh, 23Xt RO 28 U6 B DHEA
Xt FLICFZ 0
3 iTig

HEd IR B DHEA B I /E M, AR A
PR A e R G [ e A3 B A A (R B 4
HIVERT, I H X o v 7 v g Ak A R AT B LA
ZEHIAF PR VDT EQ R A Uk, Xk 2k A T B b L
FEE TS HIVE R . 33X v B S 22 S SR MERR AR B (1) 4= 4
WA 26, FOEARVE FPLHTE AN B, A Rk — 219
WFFEIRUE, X H s o DHEA HFF7 42 AT, 7R $2 B
JE LAV VR4, 85 T RS R R TR B ST,
DI F2im Pk . R alifh i BE &4 N B Bsk 12847 4l Ak i
A5 | REG 0 S TR] ARE S B0 BRI MR A i 55 . H
T AR I TR, Db $E RO T 5 A S
AEAR G- Ao e H B BB 4> . 2B DHEA
A4 T H s 8 [l ISCR) o s LA £ il 45T 3R ) 7
Higste A —xE = X,
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DHEA X {4 B a8 30 PR A RAK N - L va Hr v B

AeeRE > KIGHFF o > S O A BRI > RIEFF I >
VIR > Al S ZEFATF Ba > BRI IR > BB LT
T o BRI e B (MIC) 25 2R 2y . B o 407 o 65 A4 1
5.67 mg/mL, KIZFFH 9.82 mg/ml., 4> ¥ (0,44 2 BR
B 13.52 mg/mL, ZRIEFT 1 16.46 mg/mL, V0[] K=

17.68 mg/mlL.,
20.82 mg/mlL,
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