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Evaluation of antifungal spectrum for utilization of gallic acid
derivatives, the main components of Eucalyptus saligna leaves
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and Masahiro SAMEIIMA *!

1 #E8

2—H1 (34 eucalypt(s)) &7 FEEE (Myrtaceae) (ZJE 9 5 FAED L IR T, 700
I EDFE SN TS, FOH T3 Eucalyptus saligna (Es) &) flildy F=—imabilz H4
L50miI&EIcd e bEmABHET, SLE - SmETHohTBY, BETE, +—A 707
EHULCEM R SR VMR L E LCEHBMICAAENTWAHETH S Y EsicownTid, Hi
KRS Ay B SE B B g 0 MR S ZE T IS BV CER L 72 & 25, 34EMHT 10m
DEME L7280 KD H %0 BUEIZZ OMERITHEEIZ OV TOmES#ED SN TED,
SHRIIAREMNCBNTHE LTCOFAMBRR SND EEZ 5N D,

INFTICHAIE, ESOEPHERLAD 10-20%D 7 = ) — VRS EEH, D 80%LL
FICM 72 B IEEATEE, EETHMATFVBIUCZORBEETHL 2L

(Fig. 1) ¥ FHsE LTI SN R AT, BAETFRAGTFRECETN, WYoXF
EFREMNAFAT Do WA T, HIVERF DIVERGDHE & T AT VS L ko EE
=R, KBEIEIRSHMOILE LA L THEET 5 2 LD %0 EETEROEARIC

Ellagic acid 1.5
Flavanol 0.7  Chierogenicacid
o i
Flavanol 1.1 \\
Gallic acid
derivatives
81.6

il : Inagaki, et al?
L EIROFED 7 = 7 — VIR (%) (Es20483 &)
Figure 1. Phenolic component composition (%) of leaves of saplings (Es20483 strain)
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OVTIRBLIUTOIRESIBEEINTEL, $4bb 1) 7221 7an ) FDf -
fefb, 2) 782 bA T FaEOKEL, 3) Te v FIBOPKERSTHL, H/v/ F &
) NADP (K MEE TH A7 Fu Y ¥ 37 Fasrf—Ehdgans Y oo, AT
MBOEEBIEIKIZOWTELZHL NI o TR WVODEFTH b, i, ZORETHREOH
BEBHE R TR G IS 2 SV o2 snTH Y Y, ZolAIC W TIERE S
LLEIATHBN, WELAMLRFMAEIHE LI N TR, LD o7, ESOEOFHEE
259 2T, BETBEOGEHEEARE T2, RVEELT—~YDUVEDTH 5,

Z TR T, BETRREOTREIGIEICEH Lic, MWOEET 27 =/ — VIR oH
21E, PUEERZ RSO ORSHEE SN TBY Y, -3 ) BEAROHEESIZOWTY
N T ) T RME AT AHEIE OGSV o EhTwE Y, chETRelk, by
LIEOBARTH BV~ (Picea jezoensis) 8L U7 7 v~ (Picea glehnii) JilEH 1%t
TAHBEEICET AR A B ko T Y, 2~y BLUTH IV IdIbEEICZBW
TRIRSTRIRAHZTER T 5 ERBARTH 205, TOWMARLEEIZBITLHESMEL 2->TBY,
L, AORFRICRRT AAFIEN, /50 FMIFEIC Fusarium &= Pythium /&
OWIZEDFIZREI SN W EMIVROEEIZRATH S, ZNHDOWIIKTT 5 ES DD
WG & RO G 20 DS, BRI H 72 5 AT EAETERA T IVIZOWTIA,
—# @ Rhizoctonia J& B &£ U Fusarium J& 72 E O BEH R, 1 &\ b 59O K # Magnaporthe
oryzae |2%f L THIUBIEM 2R T L WO HEDRH 2 'Y Lo L, BeZEHRELINETH 5
Pythium B DT I3 2 PLRIEEOHRE IZIZ E A L%, HETRENINS ORI 2 % %
ZDOWTIEAHTH %,

RIFFETIE, ESOIEDEWST TH L EETFHEIZOVWT, HILWAHELZRET LI L H
Me L, BEFBREOPRIEEIZOW TR L7z Es O E0SURIME, BaEFHE, HETR
AFNVERNC, TR YBLOT7 AT~y OWKREERIZHEEE 72 2 L b RMIVREE, o
BIHE, A A D BIRE 0T 2 PRz 5N L 72 PR BERT I & 7B i 24k
HHLT, WEALAWOMEERIZOWTER Lz, 5612, EEOMWE~NOFHEEZ 572
DI, BETEELZ SUHERP CREIHBREZITV, BHELLOROMEICS 2 5 ZEOH I i
L7

2. FB%

2.1 M

211 RERRICAVEEBLUVEF

MEHZH V7211 Table 1 B L OV Fig. 2 1I/R L72e M HMIVRRES L OREOFEHREIZ, T
Y, THT Y G LERAREE L Cw b od v, $72, 4 A0 BIERIIE, 2
SEEYERY — Ny o bR s Nz b 0 (306749 15-5 EE L) =7z, 85612, 3R
BRlzix, =<y, 7hx<y, Es (20483, 20675, 20835 @ 3 R ERA L D),
#1477 L% 43 (Raphanus Sativus L. #kX &7 ¥ A [ A4 7L 51 a2 ]) OfETF % 72,
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Table 1. List of fungi used for antifungal tests.

Disease name Scientific name

Fusarium oxysporum

Fusarium solani

Dumping-off Rhizoctonia solani

Pythium sylvaticum

Pythium ultimum

Rice blast Magnaporthe oryzae

Dark snow-blight undecided

Dumping-off

Fusarium Fusarium — Rhizoctonia  Pythium Pythium
OXVSPOrum solani solani sylvaticum ultimum

Rice blast Dark snow-blight

——

Magnaporthe Scientific name undecided
oryzace

4 2. PUI R H W 72—
Figure 2. List of fungi used for antifungal tests.

212 HEBRATL— bOER

Es OWAB LU 23 EAEDEROENLHBBOELRINL, WHEREREHNTTY DAL
7oo THUCZ, BMEOKEMZ T 60T OEGEAMEFIZAN, 90 [\ /min T 30 7 H3kE & D i %
175720 135N 78KV Folin-Denis #: 7 12k ) 7=/ — VEZEREL, BHAT
MR TR 2 B L 72 % PDA B:#i12 200, 400, 800ppm (Ippm = 55 1 L I2kf L
TALEW 1 mg) 225 X IZIEML, ¢ 90 X 15mm JE > v — L 124 20 mL 2% LiAA 7S,
E 512, Es UK O MK G % e L <, HETEE (GA, Hebk LA
Fig. 3-a) B L OEETEHE A7V (MG, HELK TE/RK S Fig. 3-b) O dh % 200,
400, 800, 2000 ppm (272 % & 912 PDA B HIZIRE 720 WFNOER D H S 2 UddE Y 2 ki
OREWEFEL, pHREE, 71405 — Millex-GV (022 um) IURT) WHE LD
RV, BEHBE L — b ERBEIC 90 X 15 mm IEH Y ¥ — L1249 20 mL 03 LA KB ER
A7V —bafER L7, 2> bo—)b (OppmAHE) 121%, H Nz TWwv PDA Bilb % &
Hize ZALEMEMA R IZ oW T, pHREEZ VT pH IZIZE A LB LY R &
THEEDPOTH S, REBICH W, 1 ROMERIZO &, ¥ v — VITKEE 2 T >R L 72,

HORUR S R AR e, 137, 41-51 (2017)
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(a) (b)
OH 0

\
CH;
HO HO / \\

HO OH HO OH
4 3. % AT B O M S

Figure 3. Structures of gallic acid and methyl gallate
(a) BEFM (Gallicacid : GA), (b) &AFHEE ATV (Methyl gallate : MG)

22 HO#ERESLIUCREAKOTME

AERICH W, BRI ETY, KEZZESE OV, THICAET SR
B2 5 5 mm MUJ50 PDA S5 280 DLy, &> 7V &R 7L — MCZFig. 40Xk 5125
BICER S, BRTEHE Lz, 20%, 2 ba— VoREAFED 10-20 mm 1253 L 72 E
DETL— b EBIEL, TNENORARPEZIE L. BARPROWEICBW T, Fig 50
L9102, BOBAEEL TR WED 1 S25h0F COMffz£au -2 LT v Al22
FGEATEHAIL, 1 7L — MO EEH10 MEHI L CFHEZHEH L. 5601080 2 HE %
DR, WTFoRTHEHRL 72,

(a3 Pa—VoOWAFEE - WHROWHRLEE)  (Z¥ bE—LORRPE)

Thbb, FROWADPELEELAZWEEICIE, MEEOHRSIE1 &2, FROWERE
BENay b= VORAFELEFR L THo72E130 705,

X512, MBEMOMESH 1 o WICH L TIE, BRI BRELZHEND L7720, MLz
TR WH L PDA it FICBRZ ORI 2 OS5 MERL, SR THE L. HokT%
¥10 HEBIZE L, HAORENRON-LOICHE L TIIEHE, HAOBRENRON L5720
DIZB L CIERBH &HIWT L 720

— —
f—p

4. JURRER D 51k 5. BARPEOWE

Figure 4. Method of antifungal tests Figure 5. Measurement of hyphae radius

2.3 MBSO

P, BMoEZEIBI S -85 (Fig. 6) 122V T, M 0REmERs 280 L,
FHF 100 mg 12467 LT 1 mL @ 80% MeOH |2 1 Bpigigi L 720 &5 h/-dhitii%z, HPLC 12X
H UV 280 nm THHT L 720 SHGMHIIL T O TH 5,

TEBETEALL 1 0.005% TFA 7 : MeOH = 62 : 38

¥§fE © AS-2057Plus (JASCO #t)

%5 2 CAPCELL PAK C ;s MGII 150mm X ¢ 4.6mm (&%)

i 0 0.5 mL/min
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E( ol &)@ "|:'

X 6. Pri A A s -5 o2 (M. oryzae)
Figure 6. Browning of medium seen during antifungal test (M. oryzae)
Enbay b= (b Tz wEi), GA 800 ppm % il L 7z5:H#1, GA 2000 ppm % #3011 L 7235 Hu

24 RFHER

@ 90 X 15 mmikE > ¥ — LI, W L72AHE 3HERE, 2~ GA 800 ppm, GA 2000
ppm, MG 800ppm, MG 2000ppm (ZFH# L7274, 3 & OV Es FEHUKIIIE (GA #5 Cigf
#900ppm) #FNZFN1 7L —MI2& TmL $¥2o012 720 2D I2, =<3 100k 7
L—h, ThZU~VIE60%, 7L— b, ESid3RHMOMET 25T OREL D05 50mg
STV —=R, AATLTALTE500mg T L— MO, BLhOLAWEHICHETRES, &
BT T T A NVATY =) T Lize £ vFaN—=% (265C, 12 B:[BH 12 BERERE)
B L7, BHEBEI Y MO — VORESTHIHEATYS Z L 2R, BFLTVLHETD
BashillL, £7L— 1 0ary ba—VIck$ 55FERLEN L2,

S HWREEBE

31 BEEMOmEH

Es #EHUKINE, GA, MG OZNENOHRMEDHE S % Table 2 3 X U Fig. 7 IZ7R L72o Es
R Pythium B OB 20 L C—ZOPEEEZ R L7225, ZOEFhOWICH L Tids <Igit
RHES RSN 5720 GA &, 2000 ppm & 9 E5iEE T M. oryzae 8 X UF P. sylvaticum D
F 2524 |2l L7z—4C, P. ultimum, R.solani, F. oxysporum, F. solani (ZxfL i 20-40
RREFEDOIHIZ & & F 5720 MG (&, P.sylvaticum, P. ultimum (2% L C 200 ppm & \» ) K

# 2. BURBEROA R
Table 2. Result of antifungal tests

Fungus name F. oxysporum F. solani R. solani P, sylvaticum P. ultimum M. oryzae 1[3)1?;1( tsfnu ‘;‘;
200 0.070 0. 047 0. 063 0. 048 0. 046 0. 026 0. 044

400 0. 064 0. 085 0.071 0. 100 0. 047 0.111 0.024

o4 800 0.076 0.132 0. 152 0.212 0. 050 0.519 0. 059

2000 0. 188 0. 342 0. 167 1. 000 0. 420 1. 000 0.347

200 -0.023 0. 033 0.103 0.616 0. 599 0.012 0.174

CO“?S‘;Z?M“ e 400 -0.058 0. 120 0.119 0.810 1. 000 0.109 0.116
800 0. 044 0.128 0.206 1. 000 1. 000 0. 396 0.184

2000 0.148 0. 186 0. 153 1. 000 1. 000 0. 957 0. 259

200 0.110 0.010 -0.026 -0.058 0. 159 0. 006 0.003

Extract 400 0.132 0.013 0.022 0. 090 0.289 -0.010 0.001

800 0.000 0. 066 0.079 0. 379 0.615 -0. 059 0.037

HAPICTHRRCR Loflind [#E1, KPR LHE [HR] 2&3

HORUR S R AR e, 137, 41-51 (2017)



il R e =)

(a) Aqueous extract from Es leaves

Concentration (ppm) w200 w400 w800

0.8
>
£
g o6
g o
=
S o4
2
£
< 0.2
F. oxysporum  F. solani R.solani  P.sylvaticum P. ultimum M. oryme fﬂ'ﬁ@
-0.2
(b) GA
Concentration (ppm) H200 m400 mE00 W 2000
| I
0.8
£
206
2
iy
E 0.4
2
=
=
<02 ’ i i I
0
F. oxysporum  F. solani R.solani  P. sylvaticum P. ultimum M. oryzoe  EEIEEE
-0.2
() MG
Concentration (ppm) ~ ®200 ma0d w=00 w2000
1
08
€ 08
2
2
(-8
= 04
53
s
Z o2 i | '
=
0

R solani P sylvaticum P. ultimum M oryzae ggﬂg
-0z
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Figure 7. Result of antifungal tests
(a) : Es ORI Y, (b) @ GA OFUEME, (¢) : MG OHURTE
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JETHWHIEMEEZ /R L, 800 ppm TR EZIPHIL 72 & 512, MG iE M. oryzae |24 L
T4 800 ppm T 40% B s & 01 L, 2000 ppm Tl 90% BB % 7R L 720 &ALaW
DYERE 200-800 ppm DO FEFH TR M Wik $ 5 &, P. sylvaticum 3 X OV P. ultimum (25 L Tl
GA 1) MG O 255 WHtE %2 R L, BRHZ M. oryzae 1213 GA O i Sl WHLR % R L C
BY, WHIZL>TGA L MG OPLRMEICEDSROND 2 EWahoize TNETIZ, R
H21E GA 2 MG O DR DOETHEET A 2 L 2L TBY, A@@F%#% B
OO GA R MG iE, HOBRIZIZEAEEEZ RIZS 2V EAVRREN, OB
DWW, GA X MG PEMEDOIEIZ 7 5 &, WERNANOILY AKIAED S H Z L PFET L5,
FWEPHET LI LI L o THREBALERZSEE D, 2O EPEEICSHEL 20 TiE W
MEEZ T S5, EsHMEHIZIE, GAR MG DAz zouar VR 7 9K — VEDAL
EMHEENT VD720, INOPREEOREICEE L KITLZTRELETONL. HHWIE
GA L MG & THIBMEHAZRI L2 LIFEZ LN VIESL I 0 5% GA & MG % [IIFIZTR
M2 L9 %S5 RMHERIVLETH S,

INFTERAD T CELMEMEICET A28 TR, BUHEEzHFO LS Tw54 -
FEF 74 b7/ A800 ppm T P ultimum, 3 X U°R. solani i2xf L CEBEMELR R L CTw
72, 4H GA ® MG OG22 3ETid, & I Pythium BOEICH L Tid 4 - F
OXs 77/ v EABREOHRELZBIZLTEY, GA@MGi n%wa (S R RoR 710
WHEHL7ALEMTHD LT 2 5. WELEWE ORISR O WTZE L {hbro T
s, A [E Pythium B O R IZR LT GA 2 MG OHLE 42 S 5o 72 IEEELJJ\AT, Pythium
BAY (IR EIFENZEYTH L 2 ENEZ LN L, IR, 220 THBEIZSFH S L TWz7s,
BAETEZEYOTRTH EOGEICOB SR WEEAEE L TibhCwb, WL R CE-E
WTIEH A0S, EIBRMARICEDEBIHL, Bk HICEEERHBRE CHIIRTO) 2T 5, K
GOLCEET CIIBEETHPER SN, BT0) 064 L2k ) NTHL LI S L5 b4
#THs 'Y, —H T, 1ZH o Fusarium J& %> Rhizoctonia JE DX, TBFDH 2EL Db &
5%, G O X ) ITHEIN ke T ot e 13T b e ve 2o Pythium )& & 12201 & Dk
FBEDEDS, GA R MG ST 2 BD#ENE > ThLHLNLTWLIREND D 5,

3.2 BRSO

M L g Go s a~< b7 A0E, BEIZL-> T3 207 VTG TE 7 (Fig. 8 —
10), #l& LT Fig. 8 |2 F. oxysporum D% 7R L7225, F oxysporum 3 & O P. sylvaticum T
1, Bz e QIR SN o7z, — T, Fosolani 3 X UVP. ultimum (Fig. 9 121
3 & LC R solani ofERZEZR L7Z) 1B WTIE, GA 2RI L 283 (bR ek n
57250, MG ZRML72E#TIE MG O—E 252 F b ST GA AR L TW 55T
PHERRC& bo S512, Fig. 101278 L7z R. solani OfE# o £ 912, R.solani, M. oryzae 8 L O
B E AR 12OV TR Y HPLC T TE R o/ze UL, GA R MG »°
WeDMAERIZE o TRGTFILTLE S LTRENZZ 6N D, TNEORMIZ L ZH K
TP DZALDENZ, 3.1 OFIREOR S L3 & AZBEDP RS N h o 72,

HORUR S R AR e, 137, 41-51 (2017)
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REdE a8 &
(1) =
GA 800 ppm
e
@ 2
MG 800 ppm "
\

Before antifungal test After antifungal test
¥ 8. F. oxysporum O}l 7 v~ 75 A
Figure 8. Chromatogram of the extract from F. oxysporum medium
(a) GA 800 ppm (Control), (b) HiEFEREDOHH (GA 800 ppm),
(c) MG 800 ppm (Control), (d) HUHAEREZOEEH (MG 800 ppm)

o)
GA 800 ppm
i o
MG 800 ppm | -

Before antifungal test After antifungal test
9. F. solani ¥ s ilitiiio 7 o~ b 7 4
Figure 9. Chromatogram of the extract from F. solani medium
(a) GA 800 ppm (Control), (b) HHAEEZOEH (GA 800 ppm),
(¢) MG 800 ppm (Control), (d) HiEEERMEDOHH (MG 800 ppm)

i 1 (b) ==
GA 800 ppm
© =] @ )
MG 800 ppm |- JL

Before antifungal test After antifungal test
4 10. R. solani ¥l 7 o~ t 7 F 4
Figure 10. Chromatogram of the extract from R. solani medium
(a) GA 800 ppm (Control), (b) HUEEREDOHH (GA 800 ppm),
(¢) MG 800 ppm (Control), (d) HiEEREDOHH (MG 800 ppm)
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3.3 HIFHER

800 ppm @ GA ®* MG THFMEp 1T o72L 25, TRV BIOT I~y OFT I,
I MUK LT 80% UL E S IEEMNE SN (Fig. 1) 7 =/ — VRS OHIETH
% ESOfEFIZBLTIX, L<ICMG 2 EOGRERT CRIEFEIREZ KT LTNE, ThEE
B 2E, TURYRT IR VIERFEORE CICREGEELZITTORVWESEZ b, &5
12, TYRYBIOTATIYRYOREBLOZOBREEAMOREOKT #BIZ LT, Boff
BRIz AEREITI R ELIHN ) BEDPENTDT L2 3 hh o7z L2 T,
ISR, TALIYY DL IIREOEESILBINEL, £ oK LIEE L WY T
X, GAX MG 2RI L72EEF T, MERORAZ EOORFLRREVSIFTELLE L
5Nb,

Germination rate (%)

B P, jezoensis © P. glehnii W Es

100

: I
80 I I I I I I
Control Aqueous GAS800 GA2000 MG800 MG2000
extract from
Es leaves

11, FE3F Bl R
Figure 11. Result of germination test

(o2}
(=)

N
o

Do
(=}

A ¥EER

Es OEILEIZEHETND GA BL O MG X, — AW HRER O % 2>CTh, Pythium J& o
WH LU M. oryzae IZx) L C—EDOHREMEEZRT T L0350z, T2, RHEIZEI->TGA &
MG DHEMEICENRR SN EAS, FHEILIZ, A FVEOHESHAREIZS 2 5 8N
RBlp B T EPHLE DI o720 MERBEORTHB T IO WTHMN LR, BWIZ X o TR
BB R SN2 TOEWIE, PUREOR S LIIFFICHEN 2 0o 720 GA X MG X
FAEADOIL TR E A LM LZ RS 220, 4%, EsOEOMBH A PIEA & LTHAL
T 7212, KGR SO E L72OBHWA ZEFEYE VW 5, T2, FEEITHE
WIZRH LR T WLy - TAZYIYOFITH LTI, WigEZEO GA LR MGHETTYH
BIF R RFERPMFTE 2205, GAR MG BHHEHA L LCOMASHHFTELEE25
N5, ESEO LY, HETHEOIHEH & L TOFMMPIZoWTIE, EEOFMIZIAT 725
EEOBENC, BEROWMAKICHN T 2 EMREBRR EE2T> T ZEDPEETH L,

Ltk MELTHHENS ETIORENEALZESDEICETNDL 7 2/ — VKD, &0
EACBT AP LTI, WS h o TV ARV, AFROREED? S, FEEIZ Es 2%
ELTHHAEINAEFTIIRELZBICIE, EIEINDL 7=/ = VIERG O S 512281
HIEREZOLNA, &4l WARE 2Z3EEDERDCTIUIZIBNTY, 7o/ = VEEGTOK

HORUR S R AR e, 137, 41-51 (2017)
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AR RETHRENEOTWZenh, FRSTHA ) EETHREOEHEEZEZ LI LHNLY
EREICR->TL A LEDbLNL,
2E

Eucalyptus saligna I AL DEAREE T, SHHAICBIT LM E L TOMAPHREI NG, &
OBFETCONTLE Y ED, BiHE L COMHOWRERZHS 720, ETh 5% ETEHHEO
FIHENZ DWW THES L7z E. saligna 220 #UKIIE, 5 & U2 DK #Y % 18E L 72 &1
% (GA), BETEEAT IV (MG) ZHWT, — 2 Y o 37 6 AU 5 K 3 4 Fusarium
oxysporum, Fusarium solani, Rhizoctonia solani, Pythium sylvaticum, Pythium ultimum, A
b BIEOE RN E Magnaporthe oryzae, 3 X OB FIEHE IS $ P08 A X7 bV EBRES
L7z GA® MG D13 & A EDFEHER DI THAEY 2 BUKHHE X, Pythium & O R IZxF LT
EHhABETREL R L7200, ZOMOWIIH L TRTL A CHREEZ RS h o7 GA
1% 2000 ppm T M. oryzae B & U P. sylvaticum @ B £ % 524 (2 ¥l L, MG & 800 ppm T P.
sylvaticum 35 & OF P. ultimum DR & 5241280 L 72 4#%, E. saligna O304l & Hiik 12
RIS 2 720120%, KSR SO Z FW72 ) 2 THHT A 2 ENETE W b, 512,
3B R R IE B RIS L AW EAE L %2> TWwh Y vy (Picea jezoensis) B X U7 7
v (Picea glehnii) 1Zxf§ 25352175720 GA B HEFRBEIIG R 2 H BT L
AER SN oizlzo, EBICGAEEZIRA L LTHHT L Z EpHIfEs 5,

F—7— K : Eucalyptus saligna, % #iw, &E&FEE BEOHA
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Summary

Eucalyptus saligna is a fast-growing tree and is expected to be used as a raw material in Japan
in the future. We examined the use of gallic acids, one of the ingredients of the E. saligna leaves,
in order to explore the possibility of the utilization of waste leaves. Using the aqueous extract of
E. saligna leaves, gallic acid (GA) and methyl gallate (MG), we investigated the antibacterial
spectrum against the damping-off fungi Fusarium oxysporum, Fusarium solani, Rhizoctonia
solani, Pythium sylvaticum, Pythium ultimum, rice blast causative fungus Magnaporthe oryzae,
and dark snow-blight fungi. Aqueous extracts in which most of the GA and MG are present as
glycosides showed some antifungal activity against Pythium spp., but showed little antifungal
activity against other fungi. GA completely inhibited the growth of M. oryzae and P. sylvaticum
at 2000 ppm and MG completely suppressed the growth of P. sylvaticum and P. ultimum at 800
ppm. We concluded that in order to utilize the extract of E. saligna leaves for antifungal
purposes, it is appropriate to use them after hydrolysis treatment. Furthermore, a germination
test was carried out on Picea jezoensis and Picea glehnii, the spruces usually attacked by fungi
causing blight and dark snow-blight diseases. Since the effects of GA on the germination and
growth of plants were hardly observed, it is expected that GAs can actually be of use as an
antibacterial agent.
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