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ZAgol A3, A Wl Aol Fof ¢
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o ¥old Aoz 47449

AurzQl NO9 ¥4 deelold: FoAY
23 AANIE= F8F 9¥L AT, ¥
HQl 9ol g A= N0 ¥42 shockol
o1& hypotension(38%3), 43wz ¢
5 Z3&4, mutagenesis, NFRYY &4 F
€ oA AA) fAF 8-S Yehdrl

a2z NOA AsAE septic shock, G
L FUF3 59 938 JeA=29 7Hsd
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BAE AL ¥ 2oz HIo: AAERY
B NOAA AfAE Roale A7 gl A
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species, ROS) AoA, WA, 3y, o
A 33L& Esid 4450l DNA ¥4, A
a5, ddFde v 58 A &, 9
9, ¥EF, FA43], -8 38, AR,
Ny 5 FEAT A¥9 ¥dH 493 498
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ol HolA FFA ARE 7154 AFE9
2R JHE - ol&d Yoy, #ad 4
29 EZS F&s9 23 AP 7154 4
F8& AVHAR o)8s= WPl dF A7t
+49 dast Yo’

2 A3 AHEF {29 (Root bark of
Ulmus devidiana var, japoniaa)s “=§52-3
(Ulmaceae)ol &3h= =§UWUlmus devidiam
var, japonica)®] Z233E W2 3 9 29
E 3x@ A2’ §93), Hgulae g8

ol9] HJ¥o=2E= catechin, catechin-5-O-
apiofuranoside’, mansonone C, G, 7-hydroxy
cadalenal, 3-methoxy-7-hydroxy- cadalenal',
friedelin, epifriedelanol, taraxerol! o] B3
o Utk

e oA ol ZF 93, AAY
459 289 A= AEHO $2 G ¥F
Rgoz AFHAEH FFAARE ax ¥
BT A% g%] Bago qiok.

299 JEol dsjAxe olu] Ho] B:
HAoy, £ oA e @24 F29E o8
o] ¥4 9 F43 5AAE Yehlls 428
2] 9 FFSUL, o1EA Beld 24 o
sto] Pk fFo) dsie] F4 B3t

I Mz % Uy
1. Ale & 717]

2 A7l AgEE 38 2 Y
°ﬂ’~1 TSt ARt BAHAAN A=Y
&89 AHgd 8¥E2 Mek Co, junsei Co,
Hyman CoAle] AEE AH83t%h. Normal-
phase silica gel column chromatographyol=
Silica gel 60(230-400 mesh ASTM, Merck),
Reverse-phase column chromatographyoll =

Silica gel 100(RP-18, 230~ 400 mesh ASTM,
Merck)o]l ARgS%on, EaFFAN Agd
TLC(Thin-Layer Chramatography): precoated
silica gel aluminium sheet(Silica gel 60 Fusq.
20 mm, Merck)& ARSIt FZEAe] o]
£5%+ NMR(Nuclear Magnetic Resonance)&
JNM-LA 40(FT NMR system, JEOL)E o] &
$9d. NMR §73A] &892+ CDODH CDQs
o] ARtk

gast @49 53 A A 1,1-diphenyl-2-
picrilhydrazyl(DPPH)-2 Aldrich*KUSA)AA }]
st} ALgSTh £ 49 33 A A8E A
N BE#JEA (UV-visible spectrophotometer)
+ Hewlett Packard 84538 Al&3%it}. Nitric
oxide(NO) assay A¥A AHEH+E= Murine
macrophage cell line)] RAW 2647M %=
Korean Cell Line Bank(KCLB)Z%E #¢ %
of ARESI%L, FAEY AP AIF
HEyY @A fHF HL-60ME FE
Korean Cell Line Bank(KCLB)Z%€ £%ilo}
AHg-sH T

2. M2 & ¥ 7adRe &2

AzE 33 429 2 kg€ 80% gL 3
Lol A5, 42oA 34T 2itso &
AFT. A AEE Y AFsie] FAE
A8 ¥ AqRg A o] 0% e
F2ES FFT 1 Lol ¥¥E3a separate
funnelXl Al n-Hexane® EtOAc, n-Butanol&
AHgate] oz fufE83}e n-Hexane
3, EtOAc%, n-Butanold 9 HO0%& At

Sl EYsta] dojA Z RYZFE FAA n-
Hexane3€ normal-phase column chromato
graphy (6x20, Kieselgel 60)o14] Hexane/EtOAc/
MeOH (7/3 /0.1)8] A &=z AAAA 671
9 Y& AUt =¥ EtOAcE S reverse-
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phase column chromatography (3x15, Silica
gel Cis-Reversed phase)2 £25%th £&8&
l= 0%, 20%, 40%, 60%, 80% , 100% e
$ £AF oz A8EY 619 £YE A T
U

dojF 6/ Y FolAM 0%E normal-
phase column chromatography(6x20cm, Kieselgel
60)o141 CHCl/EtOAc/MeOH/HO0 = 4/3/3/0.1
o AMLelz AAAA MY £J& d& F
pisd

3. NO ¥d ™z

RAW264.7 A XE DMEM HiA|E o]&3}qo
15¢ 10° cel/mz ZAF ¥ 24 well plateol
AZE8, A8 5% 100 pg/m=} LPS 1 pg/me
£ Aol Azlste RBAT wigsAh M@
LPS (lipopolysaccaride) £+ WS4 (endotoxin) =2
Z g7 aR-SAF AMELge] EAs
o, A EZRE qId 45 T3 A=
222 tumor necrosis factor-a (TNF-a),
interleukin-6 (IL-6), inter leukin-18 (IL-1B8)%
22 pro-inflammatory cytokinesE Z7HA171&
Aoz FeiA Aotk Wi F AHE NO9g 42
Griess Al1Fg o] 835t AT Fol EA
3= NO9 32 33800 A g 35
100 08} Griess A12¥ [1% (w/v) sulfanilamide,
0.19% (w/v) naphylethylene diamine in 2.5%
(v/v) phosphoric acid] 100 & &3t %6
well platesel A 108 &< A2 ¥ 540 nm
oA ELISA reader& |83 §3x=& §3
%512, sodium nitrite (NaNO))E& BEFEZ
g ¥usgd.

4 20E & Y &%

DPPH(1,1-diphenyl-2-picrylhydrazyl)ol <]%t
A2t 2A AL Yoshida et al.'s (1989)

59 g Wy AASFHE” 0.1 mM9)
DPPHEY 09 miol A8 8 0.1 mE E§/3
¥ vortexdto] AA 108 A O3
517 nmolA §3=& &3std DPPHY &4
o 9% FHxY FAE FFHA

5 HL-60 M{&H NZo| CHAHRY &F

HL-60 MEES 3x10° cell/me] FE2 FHwell
plate®] Z welldl @3, AEE 100ug/ms 5
2 A8 ol g 493 wigd o, 3-
(45-dimethylthiazol) -25-diphenyltetr azolium
bromide(MTT) 100 pg& F7lsta 4A1% §<
o wigsdct PlateE 1000 rpmolA 10#3F
FAEEFL ZAYLEA HAE AAS o3,
dimethylsulfoxide(DMSO) 150 w8 7}st MTT
o] @9 93] 4" formazan FAES &
A1 ¥ microplate readerg AHESI 540
nmmollA FZ=E FASAT 4 Al o
¥ 37 {3= #E 7oA HBIAPEE
ZALSH

m #ZHa ¥ @
1. NO AMAH|§ 2}

43 fEd T q¥e s Aoz ¢
22 nitric oxide(NO) 44l Wi ks ¢
olw7] 95| RAW2647 M ¥l LPS (1 pg/md)
g f28 2YEE AFsnt 44d NOH
32 Griess A% ol 83te] A g Fof
EAsks NO; 9 EH2 333

(80% OllEtE F&22 2t o= S0l et
NO¥Y ™22

g7 8% Jee 2284 2 §uivYs
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o tig NOAAY A as 23 A% LpPS &%
A2 2olA 3642 uME NO7F &% 44 =HA
o, ol FNA Hexane £¥E}A 24062
#age ¢ ¢ A} (Figure 1)

40 1
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NO production (uM)
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0
LPS(-) A C E

k Fig. 1. The Inhibitory effect of several extracts
of Root bark of Ulmus devidiana on
NO production in RAW264.7 cells

: treatment of 80% EtOH Ext.
: treatment of Hexane Ext.
: treatment of EtOAc Ext.
. treatment of n-Butanol Ext.
: treatment of H:O Ext.

m oo w>»

(Hexane 2SS0l CHSH NOMA AN Z3H

g9 FEENAN NOAA ANEHE Yeh)
£ Hexane ¥-88d| dis] NOMY JAaks
%7337] 93] Hexane EY&E ¢34
column chromatography& ©1 839 @d 33
2 ¥ ¥ JUD-A% JUD-BY NOMA A
AH4E gotrdd. F3FET LPS @5 A2
oA 8631 uMZ NO7F #F A4 Hyen,
JUD-AYA 0372 JUD-BelAl 16642 =2A

Aage ¢ F AR (Figure 2)
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Fig. 2 The Inhibitory effect of Hexane extracts
(JUD-A and JUD B) of Root bark of
Ulmus devidiana on NO production in
RAW264.7 cells

2. 2tz &0 gy

29 &8 9 4 £YES €40 Fo
3 g2lA A+ Ascorbic acid® WRFoE &
o] DPPH radical &A%} % Fi3t &4
AdE AANSHTE o] AYPdME =¥z
DPPH radical £A%8/4& $33t9 RCo#t 22
BASAUE RCoftel AETE 4ol F58
DL 1=

B80% OlEtEe F&=2 2 S0 &So ChEt
2olg o 2

29 80% oge $EEF 7 SviRYsE
o dg AT 2A 84 3 I Y0l
Foha g23A Ascorbic acid®l B¢ RCxgkol
232 pg/mtE JERARIR, §29 d@E 328
9] Aok 524 pg/mZ Ascorbic acid®} Blx
& BH4E Bt 74 BujR¥gsdd dEMx
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Ethyl acetateZ# BuOHZoIAM Z7 538 pg/
e, 480 pg/m{ 2 BlF AL 24 BAE
B a9: gxFoz NO A4 JdA iz
AX & 84S B Hexane £ 3¢
Ae F2 848 JYehiA gsioh (Table 1)

Table 1. DPPH radical scavenging effects(RC50)
of several extracts of Root bark of
Ulmus devidiana Korean and Chinese

DPPH radical scavenging effect

Fraction RCso (/i)
Korean Chinese
Ascorbic acid 2.32
EtOH 5.24 6.15
Hexane 61.47 40.23
EtOAc 5.38 540
BuOH 4.80 6.26

Ethyl acetate 28 S0l CHdt 2iC|Zt AH
155

QoA &/gdo] Fria &2iA Ethyl acetate ¥
YES reverse-phase column chromatography
2 28ty dojz 6719 EYg A3 gy
Z 2A 848 &3 Bt 1 A 0%
aqgMeOH £3YIAM RCxpate] 312 pg/mz
RCxfkol 232 pg/m A vlmste] $2 @
Hz &4 848 Jede 98 ¢ AN
(Table. 2)

Table 2. DPPH radical scavenging effects(RC50)
of several ethyl acetate extracts of

Root bark of Ulmus devidiana Korean
and Chinese

DPPH radical scavenging effect

Fraction RCs (wg/ml)
Korean Chinese
fr.l 312 441
fr.2 4.64 4.64
fr.3 28.05 6.59
fr.4 66.48 10.99
fr.5 >100 59.31
fr.6 2100 2100

<UD-C=t JUD-DOil CHE! 2iCizt 271 §ad)

@9 AP 8ol HF FUY 0%aq.
MeOH #3914 23 JUD-C% JUD-Del
e dzZ 4A 8498 3 Edn 1
JUD-C& JUD-D Y852 74 951 pe/ml
% 525 pymd] /T LA 4L UeEde
gl & & ANk (Table 3)

Table 3. DPPH radical scavenging effects(RC50)
of JUD-C and JUD-D of Root bark of
Ulmus devidiana Korean and Chinese

DPPH radical scavenging effect

Fraction RCs (wg/ml)
Korean Chinese

JUD-C 9.51 13.07

JUD-D 5.25 11.08

3. HME ZA! Adg

#2939 80% &S 32 349 gule
Y52 100 pg/me B=2 ARl HL-60A
EE A F MTITE AHgste MTTY &
ol &) BAH+E formazand] FBFEE 273
#o24 HL-C0MES) AX 240 G2 gjat
84€ ¥ ¥t 2 A3, HexaneZolA
HL-60M 29 AX F2g A3 JAANZE
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O MF-HY Y

o

& 4 AAh £F HexaneZ2 ¢ st g
JUD-A% JUD-BAIAE HL-60M XY AE F
 AA} (Frigure

Ag AT RE ¢
3)

Inhibition(%

Frz. 3. Inhibitory effect of several extracts of
Root bark of Ulmus devidiana on the
growth of HL-60 cells

. treatment of 80% EtOH Ext.
: treatment of Hexane Ext.
. treatment of EtOAc Ext.
: treatment of n-Butanol Ext.
: treatment of H:O Ext.
. treatment of JUD-A
. treatment of JUD-B

QMmoo W >

4. FRYE e =2

(UD-A, MD-B2| &2 & F= &elb)

$29(%kg)E 0% dELE F23 ¥
n-hexane, ethyl acetate, n-butanol& AHg3}ed
Fadog A2 n-hexane®, EtOac®, n-
butanold 182 waterd 22 FelsHsith o
8] 282 F n-HexaneZ< 723 normal-
phase column chromatography (Hexane/EFtOAc/
MeOH=7/3/0.)2 &3 A7 6719 £8&
S F ATk oA FojA RYE F v

= T

EZolgt dAXE JUD-A® JUD-B ¥ 79
282 NMR7I712 811 4t

A& JUD-A9 'H-NMR spectrumol A&
53631 ppm< multiplet A1Z°lA vinyl proton
g EAE ¢ F UG 283 27784 ppm9]
triplet A3 oA FY o|FAF Atojdl A3
& dgA7t EAFE ¢ F AN2H, 1.2638
ppme] 2 A3zelA CHyl7} o EARE ¢
T U}

A& JUD-AY “C-NMR spectrumel A&
127-131 ppmell EAdh= 4719 AZoA olF
Aol 271 EATE & & AU o] AMIH}
'H-NMR spectrum®] EN3AHE FEsid
CH=CHCH.CH=CH7} o] &l 17} &A3

2 g9 olF3AYL EAHA 4L ¢
F Atk = 180329 ppmY YA E HolA
714 el RCOOHY &47F EA3S o
% 8 & A

ol4el BAdA JUD-AE 9,12-octadecadiencic
acid (linoleic acid)2 A&& 3L, AlFo] Hof
%9 linoleic acid® NMR spectrum¥} ®]a3}
4t 2 A3 JUD-Ax linoleic acid 3 o
2% 5 AU

JUD-BY NMR dataS %It A#, dshk=
Fxole £ uAAT A &FeA 2E
Aoz BoAd. 'H-NMR datad $Q& 23
oA £2)% linoleic acid®] 'H-NMR data%}
A9 fAREIYTL JUD-BY 8 Eo] linoleic
acid®} o2 FEL2 3-5ppm F2o| peak’t o
Ehdths AHolth o] F£9] peakE Kol o] ¥
Y& lindleic aciddl] Zol 2#=A A= FH
A AHolg} dgso] Ak

(UD-C, WD-D2| 22| & S

gl R SUEYIE FoIAM ethyl
acetated S 7HAIL 0%, 20%, 40%, 60%, 80%,
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4 72O o33 Walid A

100% &L AH8st Hg4el7H column
chromatography2 #2¢ A3 649 #£Y&
dE F UAt °] F 0% agMeOH 8 & o]
8359 &3487H column chromatography
(CHCl/EtOAc/MeOH/HA=-4/3/3/0.)E JUD-C
%} JUD-DE ¢tk o] 5 $¥EY AL
TLC¢ NMR data® Q1@ 2H A9 &F3
A 228 A2 A= AL, F A A
RaA 22 987 At oAy FxE
A G 4@ Aoz ¥oAg.

N.EdE

3 f2Hg S K2 E 0% A
&2 F&d FE2EFH FJF49 89RY3
n-Hexan, EtOAc, n-BuOH, H0¢ 7lAx
nitric oxide(NO) assay9} #tizd £AEY &
#E Z35A

Nitric oxide(NO) assay+ LPS® RAWXH4.7
AEE AFse NOS AHAL F 7]
sample€ A2ldad NOZt Asd F=E I
3 Bttt 2 A7 {299 hexane3olA NO
AA 537t BB%E Lol E-AF samples F
Vg F& 848 Jehdith e o]
hexane3& ¥el3] Beton, o] hexaneZolAl
dAdEA o2 AAA = JUD-A% JUD-BE ¥
25tk °1E59 NOJA fAd:= 47 9.76%
o MB%Z F 4 22 e Ae WY
g+ AU

T3, $2H9 HZLARYE 498 2
7, RCxo@tol 525 pg/mt= vlEM C (Ascorbic
acid)®] RCxofkol 232 pg/meA R Hlwdje] &
o, olF $2 848 Ui & &AL &
i3 oz L2ARYS Gls 2 I3
EtOac3® n-BuOHZANAM 7 538 pg/me,
480 pmo2 F& E4E& e e, Nitric

oxide (NO) assayold %2 @42 B¥d
hexaneZol A= 848 A9 YehlA gsiol

EtOAc3 S 944217t column chromato
graphy & ©]-83519, 0% aqMeOH, 20% aq.MeOH,
40% aq.MeOH, 60% aq.MeOH, 80% aq.MeOH,
100% ag.MeOHY 6749 ¥ & gz
2A 848 998 £ A7 0%1A4 RCatol
312u/me2 Jebton] =585 7Hg ¥4 U
oo EtOAcE9 930% agMeOH ¥+9&
&2 7}4 column chromatographyE ©|-&
st Relaon, 9 EFojga RoA:
JUD-C¢} JUD-DF #&]st3itt.
o]gA oA JUD-A, JUD-B, JUD-C$%
JUD-DE7HA 3L MTTAI2RS AMESl] MTTS]
#dol o3 AGHE fomazand] FIEE F
ARo2ZHN HL-6OMXY HE F4o @& o
AHE 88t 21 A= Nitric oxide
(NO) assayolA9} vl FFS Jeon,
JUD-A¢} JUD-BolA A&l 7t 71.144%
9} 57906%=2 T2 FYSo ujsA F2 A
EHE 7HA ASE ¢ F AT

JUD-A9] NMR dataE §0@ 23 #3348
9 dataS3 Wm3| & o o] 8F2 linoleic
acid¥d € 458 + AUt 28Y NMR data
9] peak7} 22 Ao Yelsoa s #F2
BAolgs 2 £= glonz JUD-AE A&
E2 guse] g3 Fx 3P0 ¥astn
ojAAH, NMR datag ©| &% FZEN ol9
o g2 4% ¢ gasda B

JUD-B9 A $E NMR dataZ 9135l &
9 £ EFojgan oo ey BT
linoleic acid® NMR data®} vlR3lo] Eof
3-5ppmell A9 peakT TEA dEhes A&
& & ATk JUD-BY BE T2 zolz
QA3 linoleic acid®h= ©2A tyrosinase A
#E} ¥ melanin contenslA F2 AL
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Yehls 22 ¥ HAUo a3ez gF
JUD-B €32 1¢ER §H, oS 98
o F2EFHF0) ey RAew B T
08 8448 dAdsk:s Aol 1Y HolAx
At

JUD-C¢ JUD-C9 Zfolx TLCH NMRE
o2 dUdEAFRAL BAAI= FAW o
F 20 U@ F2EEHFol o ey A
o2 HAAn, o] & EF] g ¥4 datad
o] @u3of sh= AYS AP Fo AUt

N2
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