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Abstract
Epigallocatechin gallate (EGCG) is a major active component in tea and possesses various biological
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activities, including antioxidant, antibacterial, antiviral, and immunomodulatory effects. A large
number of in vitro studies have confirmed its antibacterial properties. With the excessive use of
clinical antibiotics, the problem of antibiotic resistance has become increasingly serious, highlight-
ing the urgent need to develop new antibacterial agents. Recent studies have shown that EGCG in
green tea, whether used alone or in combination with other therapies, demonstrates great potential
in combating infections caused by antibiotic-resistant Gram-positive bacteria, Gram-negative bac-
teria, and fungi. These results highlight its potential as a candidate antibacterial agent and provide
important basis for the development of new antibacterial strategies. Although its potential is signif-
icant, the clinical application of EGCG is limited by its low bioavailability and susceptibility to inac-
tivation. This review summarizes the latest progress on EGCG in resistant bacteria and outlines
strategies to improve its bioavailability, including combination therapy and molecular modification.
The future research directions are discussed, particularly the optimization strategies to transition
EGCG from in vitro research to clinical-related applications and support its development as a poten-
tial auxiliary treatment strategy for anti-resistant bacterial and fungal infections.
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1. T4

H 1928 8 2= R ILLLR, PiA 20@ A B0 T A& G s 4w A K, o T IARE IR R
i1 [2]. EBARIGRRN I F, PR ZHFRIT I gL, SR, AN EET LT 2R sl bl &=
775, B Z5PE. i, 405 nT OBk 25 325 HEEOMIERR) . B 25D HERR 1) 45 R 5
Dhee, HERBEBEKIEAWERE, WISAMBIER, MR- Eiid mm 23], Hw 5 AL Em%E
Y, ARSI A EA W HLE] 5 A AL, Rk, BERSHNGI B &R (1. DNA 3% RNA & R E R 2
Y, ARATREXT B PRI RBOR[4], (HEEAYBAAFAEIR G . RN EEE R BITRRH DU R
TR X AT 25 i 2 v S W R[S ] (6] Ak ZRm 24Pk Rl AN S BUa T R, I8P Reis sOCvR iR A,
N 2RI 24 TR AR SR R T AR T R o DRI, 38 1) 75 4R 25 284 25 sk v o DR it 245 T i SR G i e k9 1)
P, T BT 254 5k = i) JR A 43 R (7]

B HUE A YT TSR SR, RAR A RO ET K SO AN B 0 80T, TR R BT R
PR FERGZ —[8]. RAFWINPs)TERIUHT BB AE 207 T R FEE SBEE R, BATTRT DAGead 240 14 1)
TEIETEREAT[9]. RINLIBE 730 I v B I J5 A (i 245 WL AR RN 2 7 R SRR i 25 5 2E 4,
WAL AR EY) . W25, K. & E R MRS KRS T A Z YU s R 251 [10].
ST, ATRILT PR F 8 ) LR (Z®): EC. ECG. EGC M EGCG. H:H' ECG. EGC 1 EGCG
TR R Z M AEYA B A BRI, R ZFBE LG, & =& 2 0 EGCG Nt 2 75 204
IR A=K, BUFE: HRMEE A EAER, BRI, oo FHAREY; MEIAHOCH: %S ROS Mig;
U EESE R s DL B AR A1

EGCG fETR a7 20 B G T BA E G T, (AR AR fEABIEE T 5 /il DA S Ak
P W A 1 A S PR ) T SRR IR S [12]0 BB ORI 70 R S5 s iing 72, 2038 EGCG AW
FIFH B A28 PEAGE YT 2R, Wi id 45/ iE 1 & E 2 55 T EGCG BRI ERT A 254), DAHR I TG 24,
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TRk, BT

R MRS S I TR 7 I AE EGCG 3| NJRVETEIEH], oo HIRIETE. R A AEMAI IR, I3
SRHAEIEE[13].

RIERIR T A IMROE R T 455 LR R H) BGCG Sl A s 5 40 B 24 WK & 5 R 2 22 IR
FUBE S = A i 25 B R PER SRR, Rt EGCG HA M RNG 7 i 25 B 19 7). EGCG A & A7
FE—Le e, UTi, AATTE I AT S B GE EGCG MIFT R TE, FRR N T IR 7t. AL
B ELRE EGCG IR TE, LLR B I SRS AT FU 2t fig , 0 Fdb AT e 2, DIt — PR R EGCG
RIPTR LS IR ST A G A 25 sl Bhie T 2R R JE T RS %

2. EGCG WEEMEEY

FIIBEAT 7 KBTI 2R SR U i, T REN V2 IR A R b A 3 22 IR
PRV R KEAVEE . HRS, s ARVERA R A 25405, #1401 MRSA. ESBL. B &4
KINLIATH, KA EESRE . BB, XA IR 7 2 2 E 25 ik, XT}\MSZ?E/%
FE BB ARG B30 Sxoic LA BN TR 25 T R B A0 ROvE R WY, JLAR DR PR 29140 2 ST 26 7 F
AHATE.

2.1. MEEEHR

AR, REBETILRREE TIRESEGCG) MBI EIEIEZ S 12 K0T CABEFE X255 R
HIF 8RR 17 RO I A S5 SRR T 8 T WA, EGCG % 22 Rl PR AR S0 AR R B 2 AL OB B e 1
F o SO I T T B 2 B A A T ) R SR A A S 3 K I PR 8 11 52 R 5 e MITC IR 58 2~4 pg/mL [ 1475
XTAERI AR, MIC 4 7.81~15.63 pg/mL [15] (L 1)s XF &0 (8] & BRI (B FE I 25 AH DG B %), LA
WEIEAT 7.81~62.5 pg/mL [16] (WL# 1), 78 EGCG R B2k K Zb IR AH 5 kG b FLAT 788 v 18

Table 1. The MIC (ug/ml) of EGCG against Candida species and clinical dermatophyte isolates [14] [15]
= 1. EGCG 2 IR B A PR B BK B 1 43 B R A9 MIC (ug/ml) [14] [15]

WA EOCS (hgml)

MIC

HATAREER B (CDC 27963) 15.63

M4 SR # (CDC 27974) 15.63

JIE S BRI (CDC 27845) 15.63

H 2 R B (CDC 28304) 7.81

Y6 S ERE (CDC 28398) 15.63

HRHIMR BRI (CDC 28551) 7.81

S ERE (ATCC 24433) 15.63

HHEERFE(ATCC 15126) 15.63
RAETRI(13) 2
R TE (1) 4
AREEY. 300! 2
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Table 2. The MIC (ug/ml) of EGCG against Gram-positive and Gram-negative bacteria [16]-[22]
2. EGCG MEZRPAMEME=RPAMER MIC (ug/ml) [16]-[22]

EGCG (pg/mL)
A
MIC
i 2R B M B PAO] 256~512 pg/ml
I R R T i PR B 64~512 pg/ml
i 5 AN BT B IR PR 23 B Pk 64~512 pg/ml
S B A BR B 7.81~62.5 pg/mL
EWRE 400 pg/mL
R AN 128 ug/mL
AR B S A 2 R A 200 pg/mL
7 s i 32 pg/mL

FHELZ T, BGCG X ey 24 5 =2 B P BT 1) SR 2 4 S PR ARG B PR o BN B 2 i 245 6 8 A B B
S ANHEZEN 24 2B R B [ 17] [18], HARSh MIC Y8 N 64~512 pg/mL (W32 2), HEBCIEAR, 1E4
R FANHIER, AR i 2 Bl B A T Gk oy TR AL T SE KR . kA, TEPUAE R AN
Rl IR A0 R N 25 52 R, EGCG A ARIRF=H%s 2 Fh (IR 1 SO0 i 7R R I A6 7, Hx 2
LA [19]. ZHRFEE[20] B [21 ) F1EIE IR EE 22179 MIC 4374 32 pg/mL. 400 pg/mL. 400
ng/mL A1 128 ug/mL (WL 1).

22. EENMRES

LR AR FEAWRY], EGCG HIPTRMLHIE I8 S s /KA AR, R e i sk 5
M NRIE LR IR B 745, BORAIRIE e R, B AITUE, RA BT ¥
PRI PE 7 (GNB) (1 4H S B v A7 42 1l 22 B IR (23] R 2 WE IR AR Al i 4 10 D4 B B, BEHAS2R% K 1E EGCG 1
B, AEH 2 2 BRI 25 B B 2R VR A IR, (H N BB L 2 PR R A R AR T
HREIE, 255 RIFIRRRIFIC S, AL PURGH G T LB B SRS T A o BTt — P ik e
N2 (378 77 -

3. EGCG Wi EImE{ER

e FI 2 H A&7 T 25 40 0 B 1) E SR, AT B — PR RIGYT, BRSPS 2 A R
B, R ARISRIIERZ S ZMPUVERGFERENDFPEIEM. R 2RMEERT, SFIILER
VUSR], W] 3G 50T 4 08 (550 21 BR B AR B BEBR B P IR AUR s 5 E BRI, nTHY 580 & J BBk
R IR VA 12 [24]-[26]0 £1XF MRSA, G55 )LR R 0 55 B3R . KWL P AR PG MRS R A 48 FH
LI FIHTE BN [27]-[30] E 2 22 [IRFAPE B IBE AL, 20 ) LR R SR E R AN B ARSI,
%o B AN [ i 24 22 284 (0 K AT T 7 B AR CRLFE P AR 3 B- P T el P B R ) R LR T W TR 0 T v 1 311
[32]0 B 7 ORFHE22 IRGH B A P RIME RIS, 2% LR =280 B A hRIE R . EGCG 1458 T HitE#E % B B
R MK 47T L R RO RT R 245 1 1 A R R R T B R 4 FH 33
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3.1. thEHREERETR

LR, EGCG B A2 HIBT FUZ L FETT o WF 78 AT AR 2 BURE I € i B/ MANETR BE(MIC), 2R A
S5 A MR B A I IR FE AR BU(FICT), APPSR & I 25 MIRR . IR IE 45 & RENS RS it A
EGCG i1 ss i E R P E Kotk T 7R HIR Y], EGCG X 2 MilmRAMEVE VE 4 2 L R R A
SEREINTE AE ST EHXBRTT BTN 25 100 R ASIFFHE[17] SMHER A 25 (M s B SR [18] X 3%
P T 245 e o S F0 b g i 245 140 s 8 5 o6 1 8 S5 e PR 2 B PR A AGL DM S 7R [ 34] 357, AE B — FI 24 I L3k (1l PR
TS 24 1 A SR A v, R SR I HY R B s PR TR 24 11 28R, (L EGCG £ e E T 25 T P TS BAT — €
FIFTEIERT, e — AR A BRI 0T 7E 58 2t fEBGA 255250 h, BGCG REfs U] B AR fL giht
ERHNETE . AE—EIRIEZ NI EGCG S5 ANR M HT A IR IR (LA 3~5), XA [R] Bl R 245 B R F) 410 1) 2
SRORME TR, I Ja0RE M K% R R 70 0 1 245 1B 7 I P41 ) A0SR DA 6 25 PR IR (32 6) [15]. IRMESEIR R4
PEHIUER] 7 EGCG REWS A R 2 BN 245 B0 LA AR 0 BUR I, L RIRE ARG 1Y 08 2 R PT R B 250
X3, PR FAE EC I 25T A e 5 B TR i R SE A A8 -
Table 3. The MIC values (ng/ml) of EGCG alone and in combination with antibiotics against Pseudomonas aeruginosa and

Acinetobacter baumannii [17] [18]

3. BM{FER EGCG UREESREZHAFERAN, AR BREREMERESAEHFEL MIC E(ug/ml) [17][18]

FOME BT AR R B EGCG B e /MBI BE(MIC, pg/ml)
fl S AR KAy Stk LAY
ATM CAR CAZ MEM CIP GEN TET

ATCC19606, AB00S7, none 16~256  64~256  16~256  0.5~128 1~128 8~256 1~128

AB1204, ABO4T, MA309 EGCG 0.25~0.5 0.25~1 0.25~0.5 0.25~0.5 0.25~0.5 0.25~0.5 0.25~1

PMERBAEREYS BGCG B AN L (MIC, pug/ml)

MM sk ey
Azt Cef Cip Cam Ten Doxy ChlTc

PAOL, NY93, 97, 100, 102, none 2~32 0.5~512  0.25~32 2~256 2~32 4~32 4~64

214,215,219, 220,221 EGCG 0.25~8  0.25~64 0.25~64 0.25~16  0.25~4 0.25~4 0.25~2

Table 4. The MIC values (in pg/ml) of EGC used alone and in combination with CAZ against Klebsiella pneumoniae [34]
Fz 4. BMFER EGC LURELS CAZ BRAE AR X Ai# 2 FRHEA MIC {E(ug/ml) [34]

WA &Y CAZ EGCG EGCG (2~4 pg/ml)
I 4 B 6 A1 B MIC (pg/ml) 0.064 pg/ml >512 pg/ml 0.023 pg/ml

Table 5. The MIC values (in pg/ml) of EGCG used alone and in combination with imipenem for 12 samples of carbapenem-
resistant Enterobacteriaceae (IRKP) bacteria [35]

5. BMEM EGCG IR H S T fEtERI (Imipenem)BX & E X 12 Ntk S B H XM E N AE(RKP)F AR MIC
{E(ug/ml) [35]

Jili %8 VT ER H 6 & IRKP bk tEY) EGCG Imipenem  0.25xMIC EGCG

ATCCand 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10, 11, 12 MIC (pg/ml) 300~650 pg/ml 1~32 ng/ml 0.06~4 pg/ml
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Table 6. The MIC values (in pg/ml) of EGCG used alone and when combined with fluconazole (FLC) and ketoconazole (KTC)
for free yeast cells [15]
F* 6. BIMFER EGCG URHESHERM(FLC)MENRM(KTO B A EAAT, SHFEASSHKREMAER MIC E(ug/ml) [15]

DERBEIR KA Bk th &9 FLC KTC EGCG  FLC (B%c&) KTC (B8

HRFABK G B (CDC 27963)
& ER B (CDC 27974)
Tl &R (CDC 27845)
& ER B (CDC 28304)
JGIE &R (CDC 28398)
AR ICE (CDC 28551)
F&ERHE(ATCC 24433)
Jal S ERF (ATCC 15126)

MIC (pg/ml) 4~64 4~32 1.95~3.9 1~8 1~8

3.2. thEIAEFREMR DS

SAKE, EGCG FENS TR 24 5 % B PR B b ORI ) B 23 PR AT PR, e MIC B, ES PUE 2k&
IR E U) FIE R, FIRTHURERCR . RS 5T B L B E T o XA D[R 9 B 22 M i 24
TEM, SRR RTT KB Rk . EGCG 1 “RIRZ Iy /2 25 FAI 7 SN T 245 18 S 32 11K
Qepeflt TR EAL . TR RIRHEIR T BTIE AR . ARSRIIT TR IR AR R RN 2R S b 25
SRR Z WIS 71, 9l R N ISR IR SR STH#(36] [37].

4. PREHIE R SMILREE

ZRILRR T Z By AR EGCG & EE ETE T, H 2 Wraii By i slih VA b b R A
BTSN, IR R, FEAAAEIRIEYEZE . AR IR, A BRIRE N 5 20 it DA S Ak N R 2218
R AL ARG T ARV PEATR T, SRR 1 HAE IR RN F A (R E[12]. (BN 258070 145
FEAT B MR, AR LS 2 R AR I, B TT AR m 2 AR T E ST, S5 A R DIk
PERELH B Z5 Y70 1. BEGCG A8 MR & RN, XA T A RIFRSRYE, EoRIEE
B2, M2 MREE TR RS AT et BRI, SRAIARIEENE EGCG, RE T HATAY
WA IIRE, REWIRTHRENE, WREMEAEMA NSRS ECE, Wy R 7 HIEHVER[38]. Haki
EGCG HUwW 7t 2R AR R B (B 1, KSR RV 132 2 EGCG UAKGE FLIRTATE . A be K ik
MOBACRTAEY S EGCG 70 7456, T ULBHMT IRIEVECE 216, T SeE EGCG IR e FaE th A
WRIRIEE, JHE AT LA EEANAEiE E[39] [40].

EGCG g4l i i AL 7 s T3 V5 4 . AEAL 2RI RE R, K EGCG AL A Fe A2 ¥4 711 BA
BV E AR, I RN — B 1) 5, AT 5 A BE AR B RS o 2R SZ IR L S
VIBE IR EE < LB A0 s 2 e 1) 55 PR 3R O S [38 o AEAL A BRI R Ty, 51N R B T I T e e A T 01
PR R A B, RUOu A (AL PEAN AR PR 3R M S B CR . AHELZ R, B iid L Bk BGCG
S AN FIBR 2 18] U BEAZ e S B2, T 2E BGCG ATAEMI[41]. BHAEAAT 2RI B0 S b 2k PHE AT |
RNEFE B WG, DX BB, LRGE I 1 B R R B AT B 7 1 SC L ¥ 7 B [42] [43].
FH B 5 AR A B B A BE L P RS (440 AR AR X B 254k S WD HEAT LA A B AL, DDA SR
A0 A DX AN AL 23 [45] [46]

EGCG BB s 1 HAGE N, IIN 1 ARIEIE[47], FLERAT AR SR f o6 A ) S ok, IR
Wehe I EAE . 2RI, BEGCG BRfiTAEMAE R B P AERSE, PRPEBREG AT CLDGHEAS FL (48] 1L 2 3tuks
BRG] A2 EGCG 28 InESRARTEIE ], TS ELAE IR PR BT AT FC ORI . EGCG 1) 2 a0t
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SERAE LB A G K HIRRE  Thbe R BB BE A EGCG B Wi, HJve B 15 40 B R X B AR 25480391
XRE(ERE EGCG SHMIAT AR, SN BER2 B ISt 70 T AR E MR . BEAh, WTTUSRHT, ke
XoF 2 B P R R R K A B U, XA EGCG B EATAEY B A L EGCG B M i fe e 1

4.1. FEHHMR

R R BB TRREGEGCG) AT T I8 I 1 256 RS 17 B (A4 1 6 58 3 s B HEAT 1) 4% JE I
PiF 77 3 0AE R T BGCG ATAEYD, ALFEMIRIAE T IR Al . ARG TR G . — FBEEEBE7E 9 1 EGCG O-Fit
FERTAEM39], LAK EGCG K3k ITAM0(4"-CnEGCG fi74:4) [40] (WLIE 1). HedEAb Mg ik 5158 EGCG
TGN TR e R BN AN G . X SR 25 AR 35 198 T EGCG iTAEIsE R . 47-C14/C16
EGCG (1 pg/mL)KeJ BRI AR 0T KT B RS B 28 SRR 1 0 400 22 250 0 99%, R BB e BB M vl
E R LI ) - EGCG O-BEEEATAMIOL K 1DFEAS R AR b 20022 S 4 ig i, Horp R IR IR(C8 % 2)
FIERHE R (C16)%) 4 85 (07 2 BRI (1445 MSSA Al MRSA) (% 7)f) MIC B&EALT EGCG (MIC = 128
pg/ml). BT, EGCG O-BLEATAYIN 4 = IRAH W FIPT B S 9 EGCG IS (4 8, % 9).
SEMRVER) EGCG fTAEYst A MRS 1S fn ) 3 0, RE 25 @ B AR 002 HE N 41 g DA SE a4 7 FH [39].
4b, BEGCG BEIEAT AN SR T - B 284 BBk 1 A0 h 25 B I B B MR R 3G 5, 3 MIC 127 2~4 £5(35 10).

OH on OH OR;
@E > Ho O OH
HO, O R-B "
’ OH r HO. O OH Alcaligenes sp .,
., Anhy.NaOAc ‘O
y ., —_—
H o -~ o] H OH
OH DME, 85°C, 2 h H OH DMF Fatty acid vinyl ester oR
3
OR oH R,
H H

4"Cn-EGCG EGCG EGCG-Fatty acid ester

= X2
C14 SN NN NN NN NN \8/\/\/\ C8x2
C16= NSNS NSNS SN \8/\/\/\/\/\/\/\ C16

Figure 1. Chemical methods for the synthesis of EGCG derivatives and lipase-catalyzed methods
& 1. EGCG TEME MBI F E S e B E LA

EGCG HIZRIEVERTAND, Feil 2l id 5l NBLK (A fe 2 B sl AR AT B BEAT 2 I AT AR, R T &
FH YU IR R R BT TE . XA S RO TR U A 2552 0 T BB A B S0Rs, eal
FEAE IR YT T 243 T AN 245 11 5 T B AT Rl 0 2 P S5t

4.2. HHIFR

JUF BT A HI N 1 SR G #82 BH = AE AR IS AR AE ) 5 RS I, DRI R R 0 ] R 5o 0 i 247 4 A P
VIR B 1) 7 1 2R o0 BB, 25T LIE S A B AR 0 TEEAE FH RS 30 B4 4 b AR K AR, XET EGCG
SRAKVERI T, SR SR a1 (K Joe % BOAS TR A 1 5 A 3 i L 5 i g 9 JE AR ELAE D, 9591 kR 4
MUERR . 5 EGCG ML, EGCG SEARMEMAT VIR BB A Rt AL TE R, 5 /& EGCG H ik
FIAEYD, o B B A B A PR R B 4R T, I FLLLRABIY EGCG X AE W5 AR SR M T 5 [40]. EGCG
AN REAM | 40 B AE VIR B, 3 AT CEAH B PO R R AR F AL, 7= 4R K& ROS (WIHBAW) . RAEE.
B H AR H0,), @I TR ESEARMN, 4 EGCG H A I 5 1 H HEE(02-).
EGCG 7> T A] LLHE— D4 02— FSE S5 AL, TR O-BREE M REUR I Ho000 FEAHTE N 3072 A2 10 H i
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SR A N AR, AR AR AR IR TS A, SEGEAE T, AT A ORI [49] [50]. 4
XH DCFH-DA il 4”-C14 EGCG Al 4"-C16 EGCG X} KAt i FAh BT B o ook (5 5, &M
EGCG KRBT A S B i A 8 FH ROS P24 6871, &£k ROS F=4ERE ). ROS WAL &
F. BEFAT DNA S ZFEYIR 7R AR, SEANEAMALT, Kk ROS WA MAfER 4"-Cl4
EGCG #14"-C16 EGCG RKIH P B i PE 77 2z —[40].

Table 7. The minimum inhibitory concentration of EGCG derivatives against Staphylococcus aureus [39]

5% 7. EGCG XITE Y & H B AERE N & /NMIERE[39]

MIC: pg/ml
WA EGCG K HATHEY
C8x2 Cl16 EGCG
FH 4 P PR SRR 4 2 T T TR A 416 816 18
(NCTC8325, ATCC12600. 25923, 29213)
FH 4 P PR UK 4 T 60T 1 BR B (R 1-R 5 %) 8 16 >128
Tir FF 420 B A 4 20 €761 6 BR B (ATCC43300) 16 16 >128
iR FE 42 P PR 4 3 €63 ) BR A (R 1-R 7%) 4~32 8~32 >128
Table 8. The antibacterial activity of C16 against Gram-positive bacteria [39]
5z 8. C16 & = K PHM BRI EEME[39)
o MIC: pg/ml
Cl16 EGCG
i B2 U B ATCC6051 16 64
IR ZEAUFF B ATCC14579 16 64
LA ERE ATCC14990 8 128
Jifi 46 BEER T ATCC49619 16 32
T et BEBR B ATCC19615 64 128
ToFLEEEK P ATCC13813 64 128
W BRTE ATCC29212 16 256
HEIE ATCC9341 32 128
Table 9. Antibacterial activity of C16 against Gram-negative bacteria [39]
F2 9. C16 M E = [KRAM R AR EEME[39]
— MIC: pg/ml
Cl16 EGCG
IO R 2 BB . IR ZS B ATCC49226. R hig . 252 ihig 864 8128

ATCC33291. W4 THEAT I ATCC43504

TLEKIE AT B ATCC49766. KIAFF B ATCC25922. fiti 4¢ 7a 6 111 1
ATCC13883. PR A ATCC8724. b 18 M 7 MU R AT
ATCC8090. E AT ATCC13047. F= S ATCC13048.
A TEAT ATCC29906. il AR AT B ATCC13315+ i FRSEH [ A 64 256
ATCC13880. FKRGFEVDITEKHE IID1000. 457 4 BB /R #R1H ATCC9610.
KIEHR B ATCCT7966. HiLHE B ATCCT7700. 7% YA H i % ATCC8750.
T A 53 97 G S B B ATCC13637
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Table 10. The antifungal activity of EGCG and its derivatives [39]
F 10. EGCG RELTEYRIIMEEIEM(39)

EGCG K HATEYI(MIC: pg/ml)

A
C8x2 C16 EGCG

H & ER ATCC24433 32 32 64
BGiE &k ATCC22019 16 16 64
AR ERE ATCCT50 32 32 64
T ATk F ATCC6258 16 16 64
JEIE & ERE ATCC90030 16 16 32
H R BEER ATCC90112 116 16 64
ith 2% 32 32 64

5. &g

TEMA AR, PUAERIEBIT MR IEGTHAFR T 2N SR, B 7EIm R yA Y7 I F Hh K f
PR, FEGAEY AT 2GR A L], AT LT i 25(DR) AN £ 25 (MDR) B Ak, il
LG R IR R EL 2 R RL22]. MR RN Z5E 8, H ariab) 7 2R 8 BRI R4
RGBT RS VP2 RN RILE T RIFOPE SR, b — it R ISR I LR &=
Xof 22 Foft s 22 PR P T AT 22 IR B (KA i s YOI & oM AT ER R . Bk 25 DA K KE it FL s
(U 1 BR TR I AR SNE PEAS IR 5L 7 4025 ) LA R IIPLREAE (3] R HARIBE S tAFAE — L8 o) |, PLERAR
DT F A 5 A HUE 2P UM e bt , S5 R EOR TN E R, PR E, A 1A
PRSI TETE I AR IR A R E . X AR IR ) T RS (ECR S SR SR A T SRR
W, UEH T A AR A A AT I E RS . BEAE RIS o B HR AT R R, BRI (R
OB T 2R AABEERNYR, W EC. ECG. EGC. EGCG %, M ECG. EGC M EGCG C il
A 2 P A A IR, Rl 2R LH RSN . Hoh & S 2 1) EGCG W jE i 2 FrL i
IR ALK, R TREMPUEEE 1],

AR FE ST CLST FRifEPi i 20 USRS IR R, EGCG U K DI FITi 25 ¥ 22 Fhifid 26 4 22 I &
HLR BT ZE AT o B— 2511 EGCG %t 2 #0522 [ 24 B Al B 3 o, T FLAVE N 2 By e B T
TE i i AR FE PR, 20 AR TS IR0 [E AR, RER mIR R, BRI R 2 R Al (o v A
A2 VA R i 24 B AT 2 M E . 532 RANTE IR FEEAEL, EGCG A B R4 i FE 451
AN PRI ik sy i M IR 25 JE i s g i I, A S = A B th4h, EGCG MY RE S5Pid: Ik
A 25T DA 3 PRI G, I ik 5 R P R i B ek 55 EC B 25 W [RIVE o L R R B 2 3 T
BT . TEBCA FHZIN AT 2 EHUEALHI P RVE R, AMYRERE A 080 BRI AR FR T 2417 51 S i) 22 1K
TS 24 B JE e R T 1) R, 3 LRI S BRAR AT B 240 (S8 P R B DT KR 8 0/ B 1 245 0 P B
PRGN LA, BRBERIT AR B

EGCG [ 58 A SERRpuE b SR 4E 7 ER3EaE, 4817 EGCG 1A LAS RINEHESY T, HAFHhR £
Py G5 FIAFAE TG 22 100 R, BRI AU W FU 8 . EGCG 1R 22 By b A6 o H SR /K IR, T 40 i e Tl
e BAT SRR IR, AR EGCG IR, Bl RECE R MM S5 21 i b 35emE . BGCG [lig it
1B REE B H RV TERIIESE A 7, WO BSCE R RE 71471 BEAE B K E I8 N, EGCG T A
TEVEBETIGSE . (HIREA TN K, K4S EGCG BHLATAEMZ SR HA L [51], EHMKES
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AT mxt TR BIAE A, ERIRE AR, JF HAEAEBIRAE N EGCG BEALAT A4 52 1l P9 Ik I
WK AR, ELI AL RT BE M 95 W AV O R I PR RIS (48] MHELZR, BedbBELBIE IR EGCG %
FRIEARAE R RIS T 737 PR, HLbehb et 5 20 W BEAR AR 0L, T s A ELAE RO AEIEE(38]. BhAh,
Tk B s B K M LA S SR 52k, e SE BEAT AL D AE RS e PEAN I N i 0 7 T AL T BT AE . B
PEGE I SRR REWE A2 — B FEJE A R ™ BGCG Mgt WA I EERSR R, R i e R 4
AHHEEL, HEI0 ROS FI7 4, AT 51 2R P9 S8 S0, 3 M o U B Ve 1k, B TE A AR o PR 245 T
Elp SlibFEe7es

LR LRR T EGCG M HATA WA 2 2% [RAR B AN U, BLA 22 it 245 T ok v Jo& 30 3 B 080 PO B BT 0
o RARAIBTTE BN B2 1K T AT 2580 70 T, IR TEUAL SRS IR 25 A3 J 2 AR 7 ROR ML)
SR RON B e« RS R A B T-4E2) EGCG HARSMIFFE [l PR AR S R, JF SR AR A dit
Tk 245 240 ] 5 S T SRR AT A Al B ¥ T SRS PO o

SE K
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