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W E:ARRTRALE®R (Ganoderma lucidum total phenols, GLTP) #9#RI IT ¥, il idrh v & kA2 5 g2 M R
T EMMYO T ZHRATHRA, KRAARS KR4 E#-M#E/R# (Ultra performance liquid chromatograph mass
spectrometer, UPLC-QTOF-MS/MS) % #7 GLTP &8 £ 44 B, 1N GLTP AR I 40 &AL &t R AV 42 20 o E AL 7
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Abstract: To investigate the extraction process of Ganoderma lucidum total phenols (GLTP), response surface
methodology was employed to optimize ultrasound-assisted extraction parameters. The phenolic composition of GLTP was
analyzed using ultra performance liquid chromatograph mass spectrometer (UPLC-QTOF-MS/MS), and its in vitro
antioxidant activity along with protective effects against oxidative damage in neural cells were evaluated. The results
revealed that the optimal extraction process, comprising an ultrasonic power of 280 W, ethanol concentration of 78%,
liquid-solid ratio of 60:1 (mL/g), and ultrasonic time for 62 min, resulted in a GLTP content of 4.52+0.09 mg/g. Eight
phenolic substances were detected in the GLTP, seven of which were identified in G. lucidum extracts for the first time. The
half-maximal inhibitory concentrations of GLTP for scavenging 1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl radicals (DPPH), 2,2’-azino-
bis (3-ethylbenzothiazoline-6-sulfonic acid) diammonium salt anion radicals (ABTS"), and hydroxyl radicals (-OH) were
0.6536, 1.087, and 0.3734 mg/mL, respectively, and the ferric reducing antioxidant power (FRAP) assay value was
9.04+0.25 mmol/L. Cellular experiments revealed that, compared with an model group, when treated with 100 pg/mL
GLTP, cell survival increased from 50.73% to 81.11%, lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) release decreased from 224.48% to
158.10%, the contents of reactive oxygen species (ROS) decreased from 158.79% to 103.63%, and the concentration of
Ca”™ was reduced from 157.94% to 118.62%. Furthermore, this study detected a reduction in malondialdehyde (MDA)
content from 10.28 to 6.91 nmol/mg protein, whereas the enzymatic activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD), catalase
(CAT), and glutathione peroxidase (GSH-Px) increased from 2.67, 1.68, and 536.12 U/mg protein to 6.59, 3.20, and 757.03 U/
mg protein, respectively. These results indicated that GLTP significantly mitigated H,0O,-induced oxidative damage in
neuronal cells. In conclusion, under these optimized conditions, G. lucidum total phenol extract demonstrates excellent
antioxidant and neuroprotective effects, providing a theoretical foundation for the development of G. lucidum resources and
their potential applications in functional foods.
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1-Diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl radical, DPPH)F 2,2°-§¢
G- XU (3- 2 LA T WE MR b - 6t ) ik BH 57 A
£ (2,2°-Azino-bis (3-ethylbenzothiazoline-6-sulfonic
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YA AL BT P L U > ROS 4 A, IF4 5 Nrf2/HO-
L 5530 PR S S AL N BT, R AR VE T .
RZW2EY)m CAUESE B B BT A A TE P, (H IR
22 R G A AL 2 S B ORI R M R LR
B Bk, R R Z 2 T 4 2R S A AU
TR E AR .

P2 Joa A Ge gt By vk 22 12 Tt s A ]
MR EOASE, HAA R BUR B, R UR M FE B Ay B
SR TR I B 2E B AR R FH S AR e e A A
ARSI, 38 3 S AR B A 4 = B Y0 ) SR AR LS Y
R, [FET BEAS M IR A0 M B L . 52 B 5 A% BAK
3R, ATy ab 1k s, 8 HAS B E R 8]
B A PRE A A AL R R A SR AR 0T,
Gueffai 5520 i) FH 8 75 I i Bh B RS2 BN AE BE AR
B b my, LR & R 14.7 mg/g; Hou 56PY
SR AR S I B PR A A A TN H B HUE iy, $2HY
AR HEEE S 13.23 mg/g.

ESRl b N RS U B NS I i o S G DVA TR
AR S 5 B R BUR 2 By (Ganoderma lucidum total
phenols, GLTP) [ T-Z5 4514, >R 8 = 30 i AH o 1 -
JBi 1% /] % (Ultra performance liquid chromatograph
mass spectrometer, UPLC-QTOF-MS/MS) X} GLTP
PEA TR IS o3 AT; HPs DPPH H F 3. ABTS'H i
He | B3 H B 3 (Hydroxyl radical, -OH) 75 B3R A g2k
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B 7 i JR 2 71 (Ferric reducing antioxidant power,
FRAP)ZEGPFU GLTP Piéal s ; SR A4 M S5,
WF5E GLTP X} H,0, 753 1Y PC12 4} S Ak 45 41545
BIRERIE, Do R Z W2 S e B . R A =
LRI — 2R AT S5 A SR RS AE
1 MHR5RE
1.1 #MHRI5EE

RETFIAR R EH KB RN A S
TR ES 25 B AR T 3 ; PC12 4 g A P ERRA
Be b 76 21 0 A= W) WF 58 B s 4R AR . DPPH., ABTS,
2,4,6- —MEBER =B (TPTZ) . I F IR (4l =98%)

R A AR )RR BR A F 5 e ek 5 VR AR DY e
(Methylthiazolyldiphenyl-tetrazolium bromide, MTT)
Biosharp = 7S ] B} 32 A BR 2 =] 5 FL MR it & i

( Lactate dehydrogenase, LDH) i ] & . 7 T &
(Reactive oxygen species, ROS)iiF &, #58 FkE
ORE IR A RAEIEOARB A R w8 i
(Malondialdehyde, MDA) & izl & . &L E;
Ak (Superoxide dismutase, SOD)iR & . i1 EfLE
Hiff (Catalase, CAT) 2050 &5 . 27 e H ik i S Ak 4 g
(Glutathione peroxidase, GSH-Px) iR & 7 & 2
ARAEY) TS T JooK Sl Srprali, RIEETHT & T
AL TA RS 7 PLIR IR (Vitamin C, V) 4347
afi, RIFERFAHAIRAH

Flex Station 3 BUZETNEESARAR 35 Molecular
Devices 2\ 7l; N-1300V-WB JEF5 75 AL 1552 1Y)
A BR 2N 7] KQ-400DE #E A v Bl
FALAAT BN 5 Excella ECO-170 4UiE5 3748 55
New Brunswick Scientific 2\ &) ; S40-SLIDER 15
BB TEE Leica 2AF]
1.2 LWHE
1.2.1 GLTP (yiilds SR ERMASER 1005k, FEfE
B, REZFIAEY A, 50 C Y+ =EE, gt
100 H i, 14543 R 28K, 76 4 °C FELRATF . FREL
1.0 g REZMIR, Fié—E LN A SR, A T
$EHL; 12000 r/min 250> 5 min, B [ ; 5877 & $2
IR, &1 2 IRUEUK; TReHE 75 R k4, JE4E % 10 mL,
4 °C A
1.2.2 FANESZE  FREL 1.0 g REBAR, 535917552
ARIFHE A T1%(240, 280, 320. 360, 400 W) | Z, [k
BE(50% ., 60%., 70%. 80%. 90%). #kEHE(30:1,40:1,
50:1, 60:1, 70:1 mL/g) Fl# 75 B [A] (30, 60, 90,
120, 150 min) % GLTP &g . 4t —H R
Ff, JHCAh PRI 2R 257 [T 5 Dy S D138 280 W, sk
£ 80%, #KHEE 60:1 (mL/g), #HAHITE] 60 min.
B DIVATETR =N A € o= SN PN B Mo 3 N | D |
Design-Expert #/4:(13.01 it ) %11 Box-Behnken i
5, LA DR A SRR EE B WOEHY C RO B
] D Jy [ 7484, L GLTP & & Wi i (e, it 4

2 3 KA, R 1.
U R ARG R R AKSE

Table 1 Factors and levels of response surface test
S
KV AR B OFIE  ColkHE DRI
(W) (%) (mL/g) (min)
-1 240 70 50:1 30
0 280 80 60:1 60
1 320 90 70:1 90

1.2.4 B SEgmE SRR R G R 2
B AR, A 1S mL B A TR I 100 uL
WA VR AT 400 pL A AR 58], T A 1000 pL it
5T E 10% Na,CO5 ¥R, 78570 1R 5 )5 k6 IS
30 min, T K 760 nm A ERYGE ., DB E TR
HARUE SR IR AT 2R, 2R 7R y=0.9411x+
0.0092, R’=0.9993, & B AT (1)

cXvXn J—it ()
m

K. Y RSB, me/g; ¢ R B B M
B, mg/mL; v A HEBR SR, mL; n AR BEAS B
m R, g-
1.2.5 UPLC-QTOF-MS/MS & #: 43 #f GLTP A7 i}
255y 3B UPLC-QTOF-MS/MS ;i GLTP
BB, B 1 mg GLTP %% T 1 mL 80% HH
B % W P, 8 A 30 min, % IR 10000 r/min &5 0>
2 min, B FVEWGE 0.22 pm 3EE)S EALIE . B3
£ B35 43 S Waters ACQUITY UPLC BEH C18
FE(2.1x50 mm, 1.7 pm), JEFEE 2 L, #E1ERH 35 °C;
TBNAHE R AC0.1% FHERZK) ANl B(0.1% R
CNEE W) 48 TS AHL A 0.3 mL/min; i3 AH
A B B AR5 B 0~0.5 min, 95% A; 0.5~8 min, 60%
Aj; 8~17 min, 100% B; 17~20 min, 95% A. JBii% 4%
{42 ESI 8878, 1E 1 2 R4, 0T i F 47 6l
m/z 100~3000; B4 H £ 3.5 kV; F5 il 8 L/
min; & TAEHAERE 320 °C; 51 SARETT 35 psig;
HFfERER: 10, 20, 40 eV,
1.2.6 GLTP Hisa bidi i o
1.2.6.1 DPPH H HILMWIEMREES SFH U2
LR IR & ek . Bedl 0.3 mmol/L DPPH
H YA W M 0.1~5 mg/mL £EGIE W o B S W fL
(40 uL #£fh+160 uL DPPH &%) . %1 HEFL(40 uL ¢
f+160 pL HEE) | 25 (L (40 pL 78% ZEE+160 pL
DPPH %), 5 Ve BHPEXTIE . £5FLIR ST A #E6)
K 30 min, F 517 nm & W GRE, # A (2) &
DPPH F HEEHTBRER,

Y =

DPPH & AT (%) = (1 - Las—Aum

)XIOO

FH

& (2

1.2.6.2 ABTS'H HHEMIEBRGEST SFHUWH X
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SERO IR I RS AR B . B 50 pL AN Rk B (0.1~
5 mg/mL) FIRE IS, 5 500 uL ABTS TAE# T3k
SEHEAFFIEE 30 min, VEIERH (A g5 s PASFH AR
AR ABTS TAEMK (A ), LA 50 L 78% £
PO RRE S W (A 1) LA Ve VE R B X RE,
TE 734 nm P K AW e WO R, # A2 0(3) T
ABTS' H HILERR.

AJiJﬁ _Aﬁ,”f.i

A,

2

ABTS  H HEEBRE (%) = (1 - )x 100

A (3

1.2.6.3 OH HHEMIEFEREES] =% m e paagen
M JT LI FEEME A . BEHil 0.1~5 mg/mL AL 5L AWK,
P WAL (Ag ;) : 50 uL £ 5 +100 ul FeSO,
(9 mmol/L)+100 pL H,0,(8.8 mmol/L)+100 uL 7K4%
2 (9 mmol/L); B Ay (FFHUELEZKIC Hy0,) L Ay
(50 puL 78% ZFEEARAET); LA Vo VEBHPEXT IR, &%

R 2 37 °C W 30 min J&, F 510 nm 52 WK S B,

IR ()15 OH B,

OHQEE%%B%%(%):(I—M)MOO
A @
1.2.6.4 EZRE TR EE S (FRAP)IE =HikEs

SRS T FEAEIE . FE 50 pL BRSSPI
500 pL FRAP TAEW, UL Vo AERBRM X IR, FE5311R
4], BT 37 C ER/KEER T IFE 10 min, 7 593 nm
PR ANMZE S GCEE . FF TR G R R A Fe* b
HEHZR 757 72 (y=0.208x+0.113, R>=0.9966) H1 3145 %
R Fe? W e, 23 H Baa JE ) th£k .

1.2.7 GLTP *I H,0, 55 PC12 At A b3 1 2
YEH

1.2.7.1 GLTP X} PC12 Ao b2 Fnid v
FYFZI O PC12 40 LA 1x10° 4~/mL %5 B3 F
96 fLH, £EfL 100 pL, CO, H5354f 37 °C H5i3% 24 h.
S 44 %G L (DMEM $5 35358 ) | HLO, #E R 2
(250 pmol/L H,0,) M AS[A]FEAE 4 (250 pmol/L
H,0,+25. 50, 100 pg/mL GLTP)., H, H,0, ik
B Te GLTP [ & 24 ¥ J35 2 B35 1 Wiy 100 T 52 565 i 25 1
RE, BeEA 205 A b W15 95 I Bt GLTP AR PEL
o FE4 6 AT, 1557 24 h, 7R AT B ouEg

1.2.7.2 LDH &&EMNE dNiEEFRE0G, IngEs
FLEEFRW, 400xg B5.0> 5 min, B VMR, #2850 A i
AHFBIlE LDH &1

1.2.7.3 ROS & & M40 N85 5 T )M & 40
ks IReh oG, e B )23 IE, $ IR S i 45
ME ROS 5 FIZH I P A5 BS T4

1.2.7.4 MDA Frig MIPrEACERE e Al
L, A gl B R, HIJCH PBS 1Tk 3 Ik, &

FLINA SRR, 4 °C PR E 15 min, HIEIE
B, B A B, 12000 r/min #5000 5 min, B,
HAFI S UL 2 MDA &l SOD, CAT., GSH-
Px PG
1.3 HEAIE

TRHSCEEE R 3 IR, SLRBHE LS hn i 2=
FERXFIR . RJH Design Expert 13.01 A4z )3
T [P I f 3647 T 2 S8 k5347, idiad Origin
2018 M4 1El, SR SPSS 23.0 #{4FHE4T 1Cs, fEHiT
BN EANZEZ R HT(ANOVA), P<0.05 R BHASE
JEEAATE =L
2 GBR5SH
2.1 BERTWER
2.1.1 MR RE BB = HE 1A 7T
S0, BEFE RS IR AR, GLTP S i i A8 3R
S 280 W B, GLTP & & ik i (A 3.44+0.01 mg/
g(P<0.05); Ja b A TR K, GLTP & &~
. X ATRESRE: TS 1923 AR3S0N G5 R S5 R
PO e, B R P T T3 T R v AR ORI 35 SR
T, S P DR R o S B0 Uk, 32 T 4 e A Py
A EY, SR A HCRR . MRR S5 IR, fE2k
FRARIR S TR P TR A R G A 240~320 W
2.1.2 LFEMREXN RZ S-S EEm HE 1B
W, FEE OB SN, GLTP &b B AE T
[(P<0.05), X4 2 WM BN 80% B, GLTP & ik,
k7 3.48+0.07 mg/g(P<0.05) , X J2FH THRHE B 2.1
X LA R By 240 I 55 A R 1 53 1) SV A 5 KA E
BELASHORE I 111 e v 3 2L s B s PR R i, (H 2% i o
s, SRR E BT S ERRE, B ATET 1 A&
13 S o 235 ) S A Ak sl SR AL R A, 365 SR 280 40
B ARYREE IR, e Szt v 2 IR B B B
Elh 70%~90% .
2.1.3 WoRHHEXT R ZE S S rysgmn IR 1C nf
0, BEEWRCRF L BB, GLTP 198 & JeTH e e (P<
0.05); 7E 60: 1(mL/g) if GLTP & &K, N 3.14+
0.06 mg/g( P<0.05) . iX A] B2 KN M 7 W} bb My
60: 1(mL/g) B, W2 o 4500 s Bl a1 W L
B, $RIEDZ TR, TR LA T i iy, BH
it TP R, ARELE S, e eetifigs b
WORHEEEGEE Sy 50:1~70:1 mL/g.
2.1.4 FMEFEHFEIXT R 2 A& A HE 1D
AN, FERE A TR ZE K, GLTP & i Jetg s R &
(P<0.05), #75AE] & 60 min A, S KN 3.25+
0.05 mg/g(P<0.05) ., X SR i B A I E], 25
ARAION (Al 24t e Al 2 RIS o1, Y DR e e ]
FEA TG0 5 AFLES S B (] a4, Ao o 44 = vRRE
=1, GRS E I IS B S A R A S S5 AR, ] Bsk
KR AR T e Az i [ el 3, dF—2 sl
BRI T, ARMELE I, Je St biats it i st
(Al A BGE R > 50~70 min.
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El1 HEAEYPRA) ., LEEERE(B) . R (C) . A EE (D)X GLTP & 1) 520

Fig.1 Effects of ultrasonic power (A), ethanol concentration (B), liquid-solid ratio (C), and ultrasonic time (D)
on the content of GLTP

1 RRIFRFRR 2R BE(P<0.05), K 4, € 6~F 7 [H,

2.2 Moz EEIRIEEE

2.2.1 W R RIS BT S A5 AT DU S DR
A, ZEEHREE B, WORHEE C FIE AR A] D 252 A
=, R 4 HE 3 KPR GLTP 2l T2
AT T Ak, w7 e T A g R LR 2.

K Box-Behnken X Bl & 3EFT R WS 43
AT, AL 22 0 YR Y A A . Y=4.426+0.0508 A—
0.7225B—0.0667C-+0.2117D+0.0775AB—0.0225AC+
0.0325AD—0.0675BC+0.2025BD+0.0000CD—0.2047 A%~
0.7972B%-0.3059C>—0.4484D>,,

R R B N ey 25 4 BT eh SR ANk 3
BTN, MR P<0.0001, FREHIZGE T AR 25, HL
BHitEm Lo RPIRGEEEHE P=0.3534(P>0.05),
A FIMAE S SE PR E LA R4, BRI 220N, 36
TZAR RSP R=0.9796, R, ;=0.9592, FH]
SLBG T A w n A B, T FHZASE R e 43 b R T
GLTP REGERM . sl A5 R F A, nlHfaE U
X GLTP &2 BRI A : B>D>C>A.
2.2.2 WA EZZEAEFSTHT R 3 Al PHAEE.
LjiH BD Wi 3 (P<0.05), RIH LW 5 58 7= - [a]
A& HAE AR R 2 M PR B R R i 2 i i T
A R AR AL FRAE T AS [R) S 00 A f Xk 5% 2 R iy P B
SR PR TR, o ) e R, P EE A SR R
Wik A, S =2 WXk &% SR s /NG, [ 2 v 2 P
JEE - 7 A 18] 38 LA TR B i) p T et B S i R R
AIE, IZ IR G WL B £ st J3 - 75 B TR A AR R i
FURIAE 5O, 5 TSR ) )7 285304 I —35.

£2 WREIRK R 55

Table 2 Design and results of the response surface

ABFEY)R B OREHkE CWEHL DIBFEMIR i

T (W) (%) (mL/g) (min) (mg/g)
1 240 70 60:1 60 4.31+0.07
2 320 70 60:1 60 4.15+0.07
3 240 90 60:1 60 2.64+0.05
4 320 90 60:1 60 2.79+0.10
5 280 80 50:1 30 3.59+0.04
6 280 80 70:1 30 3.5240.05
7 280 80 50:1 90 3.924+0.05
8 280 80 70:1 90 3.85+0.05
9 240 80 60:1 30 3.5440.02
10 320 80 60:1 30 3.67+0.05
11 240 80 60:1 90 3.9440.05
12 320 80 60:1 90 4.20+0.07
13 280 70 50:1 60 4.04+0.07
14 280 90 50:1 60 2.91+0.04
15 280 70 70:1 60 4.00+0.02
16 280 90 70:1 60 2.60+0.03
17 240 80 50:1 60 3.80+0.06
18 320 80 50:1 60 3.96+0.02
19 240 80 70:1 60 3.69+0.01
20 320 80 70:1 60 3.76+0.03
21 280 70 60:1 30 3.81+0.01
22 280 90 60:1 30 1.85+0.05
23 280 70 60:1 90 3.88+0.02
24 280 90 60:1 90 2.73+0.02
25 280 80 60:1 60 4.52+0.09
26 280 80 60:1 60 4.50+0.07
27 280 80 60:1 60 4.21+0.02
28 280 80 60:1 60 4.45+0.08
29 280 80 60:1 60 4.45+0.04
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Table 3  Analysis of variance of response surface experiment

g3 Sl AmE ¥y FE PEH  EBEH
el 11.90 14 0.8498 39.98 <0.0001 o
A 0.0310 1 0.0310 142  0.2528

B 6.26 1 626 28736 <0.0001  **
C 0.0533 1 0.0533 245  0.1401

D 0.5376 1 0.5376 24.66  0.0002 ok
AB 0.0240 1 0.0240 1.10 03116
AC 0.0020 1 0.0020 0.0929  0.7650

AD 0.0042 1 0.0042 0.1938  0.6665

BC 0.0182 1 0.0182 0.8361 0.3760

BD 0.1640 1 0.1640  7.52  0.0159 *
CD 0.0000 1 0.0000 0.0000 1.0000

A? 0.2717 1 02717 1246  0.0033 ok
B? 4.12 1 412 189.10 <0.0001  **
c? 0.6070 1 0.6070 27.85  0.0001 ok
D? 1.30 1 130  59.83 <0.0001  **
Gk 0.3050 14 0.0218

KA 0.2431 10 0.0243 157 0.3534
glifR s 0.0621 4 0.0155

w2 12.20 28

R=0.9796 R’,;~0.9592
T *FoR 2 5 3 (P<0.05) 5 ** R 22 A i 3 (P<0.01) 5

RN
B > T
Z,@g%ﬁ < oo‘o
)
[ 2 ot B - 7 e (] 28 AR R ) = 2 g T [
Fig.2 Three-dimensional response surface of the interaction
between ethanol concentration and ultrasonic time

2.2.3 HAERBUGRAE R EIFSEES it ST, 3R
LS RS ECh: B U3 287.262 W, L i
He BE 77.826%. WKl 59.985:1 mL/g. #8 75 B} [A]
61.555 min; 7EULIRAM T, A2 S &N 4.55 mg/g.
B TSEBRERE, B S BORTE N BIFSR 280 W, &
By BF 78% . WKL 60:1 mL/g. #B A E] 62 min;
TEMC ST T #EA T = 0COPAT 230 0k, A5 2 2 Sy
Frah 4.52+0.09 mg/g, FHXTIRZEN 0.66% . Kl R
B P Ay &R, S 100.42+0.60 mg/g, BE
F Mousavi 55 P9 W 58 b 322 $2E B 00 S
(36.6989 mg/g) . FIHERFEW], ALK EA W
E AT EEE RS ELME, ATV R BRI 2
S8 5 -

23 REZBEMASRST S

j# i UPLC-QTOF-MS/MS X 3R 2 ta 42 B )
AT, BB ERGEANE 3 UoR. ARYTHE LS R
FeeE Y 8 R, LI WSS 32, & 6 PR
2 FAEZ WS, 6 P2yl 3,5- Aok AL
1-0-(6-O- & Tt 3E-4-D-b G 200 ) . e HRR
2,6-X(1,1-— I 3} 2,3 ) -4-((4-5-6-(3,5-X0(1,1-—
FA 3L 2,37 -4- P2 RN FE ) -1,3,5- = 8-2-FL) (I ) K
. 2',4',6',3,4- HIRHE-3'-FF - 5- 532 % A IR ER
Al A B AN 1,2,3,4-PUS-1-[1-F8 3K -3-(4- 32 FE 2R
Ho)2- N3k 1-7-FF AU 3k-2,6- 28 E([F 3); A5 W3S
R Y/ OB 7/ SN d == W0 i B A R e [51 RN
4, By, RZ Y202 50A R IARR | i
LA AT RS, ok B ZE SR 4B ALY
R AR ) T R NRRR A2 BT, AEP AR SR
ZIBRARGR R = iy AT W EVRY T IR BT ORAR
iR, ASHFFEIBKEIN L 55 A1 7 FhER ) FRAFTE T R 2
i, SXRTRER TR IO R 2R L R RIS A AR
M7 IEAN RSB

A 50
o
= 20 3\1
)
* 1 N«‘ | \
=0 il
Tz | ki I
A 2 JH . il
\ %L ) \ I
| LV R W
0 1 2 311 12 13 14 15 16 17
{REE W] (min)
B 50
i~
L 40
il [
+H_
Z 10 a3 6\ 8
2 |\ -
I ol W \ \3“\ { \"r, u“-/d AMINA/
ALY f AL VAR AL
Sl™, VY AL

0 M1 1 13 14 15 16 17

{4 B HsFTR] (min)

B3 RZ BB
Fig.3 Total ion flow plot of total phenol sample from
Ganoderma lucidum

A IEETEGT BB TR B: s AT 1R
FIE; 1.3,5- IR 1-0-(6-0-1% & F Pk FL-B-D-Ik M 7
HHEFE ) 2 0 IR 3.2,6-X0(1,1-— H 4 2, 3% ) -4-( (4-54-6-
(3,5-W(1,1- 3 2, 38) -4-F8 R 5 ) -1,3,5- = R -2- 38 ) &
FORER; 42,4, 6', 3,4- TR B3 A i [E-5- 5 10 — A A IR
5L LA B 6.1,2,3,4-P0 S -1-[1-F8 33 (4- 58 R AL FE ) 2- 1
WS HE 1-7-F R E-2,6- 25 T 7.[7)-AHE 22 R s S AR IR ANES

2.4 GLTP MR EWIEMENE

2.4.1 GLTP X DPPH H M 2 1Y75EREE ST DPPH
WWAE W R P o B0, e R KR
517 nm; HLAA AT AT 5 H SN, 5 G RE FEAIR, AT
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Table 4 Identification results of main substances of Ganoderma lucidum phenolic extracts
B2 1y
g BEOEL L mcan s et
3,5- IR 1-0-(6-0-I B 7Bk Ik-p-D- ML i A 1)
1 0.512 439.0881 —0.71 CioHO1 3,5-Dihydroxyphenyl 1-O-(6-O-galloyl-beta-D-glucopyranoside )
2 3.122 153.0204 7.12 CHO, Genjz;igigcﬁfcid

2,6-%0(1,1- " FE 2 ) -4-((4-58-6-(3,5- 3L (1,1- I KL 2 J% ) -4- 32 K ) - 1,3,5- = WR-2-

) J L) KB

2,6-Bis(1,1-dimethylethyl)-4-( (4-chloro-6-(3,5-bis(1,1-dimethylethyl)-4-hydroxyanilino)-

1,3,5-triazin-2-yl) amino ) phenol
2'4',6',3,4- B3 - I It -5- 578 — A A AR

2'4',6',3,4-Pentahydroxy-3'-geranyl-5-prenyldihydrochalcone

AL LA B

Acrovestone

1,2,3,4-PU5E- 1-[1-555E-3-(4- R FLIR L ) -2- DI 3K ]-7-H AR 0k -2,6- 28 0

3 11408 11456066 001  CyH,CIN,O,
4 11266 4952747 093 CyoHs50¢
5 11316 5552953 0.1 Cy,H,,04
6 13.994 3651369  2.60 CyoH,,04
7 14636 3151936 2.00 C\5H,50,
8 15798 5223567  -2.32 Cy3H,,0,

1,2,3,4-Tetrahydro-1-[ 1-hydroxy-3-(4-hydroxyphenyl)-2-propenyl]-7-methoxy-2,6-

naphthalenediol
[7]-MaHr 2 /R
[7]-Paradol
FEETE JEEA Y
Eudesobovatol A

TR di s s 190, anE 4A iR, GLTP 5
DPPH [ H B8 B 50 7E 7] S R O &R, 2 B Ik
F] 5 mg/mL B, 3§ BRECE 515 91.47%+0.68%, 5
Ve %) DPPH H &5 BRBE I AH 245 283 £ 40
4, GLTP X DPPH H 35 BR 88 7109 1C5 (H N
0.6536 mg/mL . FRIFUESE TS A0 Z Wy 07E
% DPPH [H 3R 1Cs, {EH4 0.76 mg/mL, TEHERHE
FER) BRI, — B WS TV 22, H RSB R
FITEBREE T, A SCWF R4 R 52 3, Al WA 2 Sy
X} DPPH F A A B HITERAE ) o

242 GLTP Xt ABTS H HEMNIEREES] ABTS”

100 1 ba a a a

of

801
601
401

201 —=—GLTP

DPPH H 1375 FR% (%) >

@}

1004

801

604

401

-OHIFIRA (%)

201 —e— GLTP
e VC
0 1 2 3 4 5
J R (mg/mL)

F H S S AL IR A, B A5 A Rl SR ()™ )5
BT TTIA JZ  (aE A, S3804F M RR (o HLO'G
TR, PRk, TR S G BRI i W G R R, K
A LPTEA LR AES Y, AnE 4B FisR, GLTP B9 ABTS'
F 5 55 RE D LA I I A v AR , 24 GLTP
Jor Wk FE IR 5 mg/mL BF, ABTS™H i 280 bR R ik
F] 99.94%+0.04%, ICy, {H M 1.087 mg/mL, 5 V. X
ABTS' [ B AT BRARE JIAE 2 . 2= [l 450 4551
# MfZWE R ABTS™H ALY 1Cs, 2 11.64 mg/
mL, H IC,, (B2 R 2 B0 10.7 %, R R 2 Sy
YR BRAE T S 2 A

100 A

80 4

60 A

40

20 4

ABTS"H HIEEBRR (%) w

f —— V¢

0 1 2 3 4 5
Jir e B (mg/mL)

D 124 a a )
. b
_§ 10
g
E ¥
5 6
Ql:li_‘l"l
R
Z
e 29
[
0

Ji e BE (mg/mL)
4 GLTP X%f DPPH(A). ABTS'(B). OH(C) [ Hi 3L/ BR 3 Fl FRAP 5 RE 1 (D)
Fig.4 Scavenging activities of GLTP on DPPH (A), ABTS' (B), OH (C) free radical and FRAP reducing power (D)
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2.43 GLTP X} OH H HZERIWEEREES)  7E H,0,/
Fe*' 5 A5 e AR Z2 b, -OH Ay AR BT s i 48—
AAE-Fe' BL A nFRE O CRE AR AL A T s AR
S -OH 5 BRI I, HEBEA RO K BN 7™ AR Y
‘OH, S 348 A AE-Fe Bl & W BERRAR, 3215 |
W OGRE(RL Y 25RO, A&l 4C 7R, GLTP Al V.
XF-OH [T R HE 77 4 52 B v 5 AROfs M 3 sk 3%, 24
GLTP ¥ J&E ik #] 5 mg/mL B, HXT-OH M5 BRECR
ik B WEE 93.25%+2.62%, IC,, {H N 0.3734 mg/mL,
5 Ve X OH A i BE 175 BRAE 1 AH 245 sk am 5554 il
IFASERAASZ WG R -OH 19 1Cs, {8 1.19 mg/mL,
TR REEBR-OH 1Y 1C,, i, R R Z M
FEHREYE R - OH MYRE S 5,
2.4.4 GLTP %} FRAR 520 2 i di s ik
W IR I B UIAR DG, I8 5 s, T A fbin v
g, i E 4D frax, #E 0.1~5 mg/mL iz [l N,
GLTP 1) FRAP it 5 AE Ty & L JH#aH . i ik
J# >k 5 mg/mL B}, GLTP 1 Vi 1) FRAP 1H 435K~
9.04-+0.25 mmol/L F1 11.53+0.04 mmol/L, }t#H GLTP
HARSERAIL)REES, (BE5T Veo
2.5 GLTP %t H,0, S PC12 ARG RIRIFER
2.5.1 GLTP X} H,O, #5531y PC12 i 35~%FliE
PERYSZNE TR FOMESA IR ANIE 5A B, SXF IR
FH LY, H,O, $i4552H ZH R HH i/ b, gt onasid &
AW BEAE GLTP R IEIY, P28 58 il ik Az ik
52; GLTP 7E 100 pg/mL ¥REERS, #2858
B, MRS =, Hopp 2 R e e . 4l s
L5 RN E SB P, 5T R4 A L, H,0, #ifi4H

A Conrol” 230 ol 1O, « 250 pmolL HQ425 pgml, GLTP
- e |
L . o ‘,;.' S B0
250 jumol/L H:O50 pg/mL” ~ 250 pmol/L H,0+100 pg/nL. *
_GETP . - ¥ GLTP. o ;
ool \op
B
120 a
1004 +
S e Y
. c
3; 80
Jactt c
e 60
2 40
= 40
S5
201
0 T
CON H,0, 25 50 100

GLTPHJE (ng/mL)
5 GLTP X} H,0, if5 3/ PCI12 4IEHIIE A2 (A)
HEE (B HYEZ R
Fig.5 Effects of GLTP on morphology (A) and activity (B)
of PC12 cells induced by H,O,

PC12 A7 ZREEAMRE] 50.73%+9.28%; S HifhizH
AH L, BEFE GLTP ¥ BERTHEr, PC12 401 143 5
K 64.11%£10.12% ., 76.65%+8.98% . 81.11%+6.23%;
GLTP ¥ )& Jy 100 pg/mL i}, PC12 40 Jf03% 15 & -
W] GLTP 7] 3% H,0, 55511 PC12 4 ifd S fk 45
Bivb B3R TE, B 100 pg/mL IR EHfAE

2.5.2 GLTP X} H,0, W51 PC12 i /i LDH FiL
MIsZME  LDH J2) VZAFTE T4 5T b ity a] i PR,
MMM AZ IR AT, LDH 2B = 4n i sh, Bk, ot
K15 57 Ly b LDH A9IETEKSE, nl A =04 4
M AR FR RN, S5 R NE 6A B, 5XTREZHAR L
B, W40 LDH B i T i 2 224.48%+9.27%;
M 25, 50, 100 pg/mL GLTP &b P i), LDH Bk
Sy ) BEAK S 195.82%+2.52% ., 171.17%+2.03% Fi
158.10%+5.41%, 5 IS0 H i o FEIK LDH 7K Py
% H,0, 551y PC12 AL HIARRIE, X
GLTP EA 2% 4 B 52 51 i e 1, A & LDH

>

2704

2404 a

2104 b

180 be c
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1204 ¢
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Fig.6 Effects of GLTP on LDH release (A), ROS release (B)
and [Ca”"]; (C) in H,0,-induced PC12 cells



4748 5 10

EAR, % RZ BB HARSMEAL, M iR 273 -

G, T A F AR SR ROV o

2.5.3 GLTP X} H,0, i#5 S 19 PC12 4 s ROS FJik
FUSEIR ROS J2 40 M A Q™ A= i e s B el 3k, 3

TR B AT BUEY R ST A5, S A,

PRI, 02 ROS 7K P AT 5z e 241 i S Ak 453 455 R B 0

ZEHLUNE 6B BTN, H,0, 1355 1Y AL 3 S 24 iy
ROS & 1 & JF 7 = 158.79%=10.60%; 24 [ 25,
50, 100 pg/mL GLTP 4k BB}, ROS & & [ Ik &=
120.12%+3.15%. 112.13%+2.78%. 103.63%+1.51%.

AR PE Wang 8800 (I 5%, P B89 ol i 3 98 15
H,0, i#5 5 B9 PC12 41 Jifd 48 £k #8115 L Y 7 ROS
IR, B SR AN PR BE T o ASF SR AR AH LI SE

e, KB R ZE R R REBE 05 AT R0 45 I AR R Yy

ROS 7K, FE4r UL HAE W BRad B ROS . 18440 i
EAL DO AT W2 TR

2.5.4 GLTP X} H,O, 7551y PC12 4 fifd N85 &5 75
HIUSE  Ca> NS4 PY ROS T 2

—, [AlBst ROS AT S AEFH T4l ie Ca® e i, 3 3o gt
RIS N I, T AE SRR RS, 8] 6C 2B, i

idH [Ca™ ], K EEX BRZH FH 5 2 157.94%+3.62%,
25 GLTP AbBS, MRS 2 143.47%+2.40% .
130.74%+2.21% F11 118.62%+5.41%., Choi Z5° fyff
FEELIESE, 7F H,0, iS50 PC12 44t 47y
Hh, FECEFRERS A RLIHTT [Ca®'); ZKF, B AR 4
N Ca” B EIE N . 5 Z AL, AF5R &I GLTP
[R5 A5 FEAIR [Ca™' ], 1 T4, 3 ik i 45 4 i v 41

Ca” V17, YEFFAH M PN EREEER E , X e 2 p BAA 7

FHEH -

2.5.5 GLTP X} H,0, 51 PC12 4H/ili )N MDA &
HOAMPUEALEEEHERSE N N (MDA) H iR I

A=A, ] R Begm At i S AR 5 KO, 4t

P MDA ZKF-T i 23 sl S A AT 9K S v P2, I
B 7A AN, AR T X RE L, #4054 MDA ZKF-2E 7
% 10.28+0.37 nmol/mg protein, £& 100 pg/mL GLTP
Kb B S, e K 4 H % 2= 6.91+0.38 nmol/mg
protein. MEZEPTAELLFI (A0 SOD. CAT. GSH-Px)J&

HUAPLSE AL R GE A% 0, SOD 1AL S BA B8 7551k

AR H,0,, #AE AL 3 CAT )iz 4340 T

EAEY, SRR H,0, 7K GSH-Px Al 43
it H,0, MeA NG Ak . BRI B by, L

PR S AUREABIATT . BRARL. ARG, BTN LA L RE

JIEEFEHR Y, LI aE R (E 7B~ 7D) UK,

H,O0, 1755 19 &1k B2 BB 4 is 9 SOD. CAT Al
GSH-Px [ 7% 14 . 35 T M 2= 2.67+£0.99. 1.68+0.16.
536.11+54.53 U/mg protein; 1M £5 100 pug/mL GLTP
ALF S, =R ALEE R RN 2 6.59+0.43, 3.20+

0.09. 757.03+23.96 U/mg protein, FEIH W3 T4

B 20 . Jing 5509 &8, 100 pg/mL A HS 1L B

F3 T 2 S AL HL,0, 75 5 &AL 3 PC12 4N A

A 121
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O O —
M
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Fig.7 Effects of GLTP on MDA content (A) and SOD (B),
CAT (C), and GSH-Px (D) activities in H,0,-induced
PC12 cells
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R, B2 A& IR 4.5240.09 mg/g, 7TEFRHUY)
VY B i N 100.42+0.60 mg/g, £ UPLC-QTOF-
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