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Figure S1. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of caffeic acid in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S2. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of chlorogenic acid in the A2 
sample (3 injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S3. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of carnosic acid in the A2 sample 
(3 injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S4. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of trans-p-coumaric acid in the A2 
sample (3 injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S5. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of ellagic acid in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S6. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of ferulic acid in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S7. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of rosmarinic acid in the A2 
sample (3 injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S8. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of salicylic acid in the A2 sample 
(3 injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S9. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of apigenin in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S10. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of carnosol in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S11. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of hyperoside in the A2 sample 
(3 injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S12. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of luteolin in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S13. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of luteolin-7-O-glucoside in the 
A2 sample (3 injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S14. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of naringenin in the A2 sample 
(3 injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S15. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of quercetin in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S16. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of rutoside in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 

 

 
Figure S17. LC-MS chromatograms obtained for the identification of vitexin in the A2 sample (3 
injections). 



 

 

 
Figure S18. Determination of IC50 for the A2 sample. Note: I % = (A control − A sample/A control) × 
100 where A control is the absorbance of the control, composed of the DPPH● radical solution + 
methanol (mixture containing all reagents except the sample) and A sample is the absorbance of 
DPPH radical + sample. The DPPH radical scavenging activity of the sample was expressed as IC50 
(µg/mL), that is the concentration required to cause a 50% DPPH inhibition. 

 
Figure S19. Determination of IC50 for the B2 sample. Note: I % = (A control − A sample/A control) × 
100 where A control is the absorbance of the control, composed of the DPPH● radical solution + 
methanol (mixture containing all reagents except the sample) and A sample is the absorbance of 
DPPH radical + sample. The DPPH radical scavenging activity of the sample was expressed as IC50 
(µg/mL), that is the concentration required to cause a 50% DPPH inhibition. 

 
Figure S20. Determination of IC50 for the A1 sample. Note: I % = (A control − A sample/A control) × 
100 where A control is the absorbance of the control, composed of the DPPH● radical solution + 
methanol (mixture containing all reagents except the sample) and A sample is the absorbance of 
DPPH radical + sample. The DPPH radical scavenging activity of the sample was expressed as IC50 
(µg/mL), that is the concentration required to cause a 50% DPPH inhibition. 

 



 

 

Figure S21. Determination of IC50 for the ascorbic acid. Note: I % = (A control − A sample/A control) 
× 100 where A control is the absorbance of the control, composed of the DPPH● radical solution + 
methanol (mixture containing all reagents except the sample) and A sample is the absorbance of 
DPPH radical + sample. The DPPH radical scavenging activity of the sample was expressed as IC50 
(µg/mL), that is the concentration required to cause a 50% DPPH inhibition. 
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Figure S22. In vitro antibacterial activity of the D. moldavica sample B2 by well diffusion method 
against reference strains: (a) Staphylococcus aureus ATCC 25923, (b) Escherichia coli ATCC 25922; 
positive (AMC, amoxicillin-clavulanic acid) and negative (70% Et-OH) control center placed; D-C 
(D. moldavica commercial product, data not included). 

 
Figure S23. In vitro antibacterial activity of the D. moldavica samples (A1, A2, B2) as well as of the 
positive control (AMC, amoxicillin-clavulanic acid, center placed) by well diffusion method against 
Pseudomonas aeruginosa ATCC 27853, no inhibitory effect towards the reference strain. 


