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Abstract: The detailed chemical analysis of the methanol extract of Meripilus giganteus (Pers.)
P. Karst. led to the isolation of two new cerebrosides, mericeramides A (1) and B (2)
together with cerebroside B (3), ergosterol (4), 3β-hydroxyergosta-7,22-diene (5), cerevisterol (6),
3β-hydroxyergosta-6,8(14),22-triene (7), 3β-O-glucopyranosyl-5,8-epidioxyergosta-6,22-diene (8) and
(11E,13E)-9,10-dihydroxy-11,13-octadecadienoic acid (9). The structures of the compounds were
determined on the basis of NMR and MS spectroscopic analysis. Mericeramide A (1) is the first
representative of halogenated natural cerebrosides. The isolated fungal metabolites 1–9 were evaluated
for their antioxidant activity using the oxygen radical absorbance capacity (ORAC) assay. Compounds
2, 5 and 9 proved to possess considerable antioxidant effects, with 2.50 ± 0.29, 4.94 ± 0.37 and
4.27 ± 0.05 mmol TE/g values, respectively. The result obtained gives a notable addition to the
chemical and bioactivity profile of M. giganteus, highlighting the possible contribution of this species
to a versatile and balanced diet.
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1. Introduction

Mushrooms have long been valued not only as tasty and nutritional foods, but also as important
tools of traditional medicine applied for treating several disease or alleviating symptoms. The edible
polypore species, Meripilus giganteus (Pers.) P. Karst.—commonly known as “giant polypore”—a
member of the family Meripilaceae [1], is characterized by its large-sized brownish-colored multi-capped
fruiting body, which is mostly found close to stumps or on the roots of living broadleaved trees.
Morphologically, the large compound basidiome of M. giganteus seems to be related to the well-known
“Maitake” medicinal mushroom (Grifola frondosa (Dicks.) Gray), but the former is less grayish on
the pileus, has smaller pores, and its pore surface becomes rapidly blackish when bruised or injured.
The “giant polypore” was described by Persoon (1794) in Germany, under the name Boletus giganteus
Pers. [2]; later this species was reported in several parts of Asia and North America suggesting
that M. giganteus is widely distributed throughout the Northern Hemisphere [3]. However, a former
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taxonomic study queried the occurrence of M. giganteus in North America [4], which statement is also
supported by the UNITE species hypothesis (SH) approach [5]. Consequently, former morphological
observations and analyses of the available barcoding sequences deposited in public databases (e.g.,
GenBank, UNITE) indicate that the true “giant polypore” is a Eurasian species, with widespread
distribution in Europe and toward Western Asia.

According to our search of the literature, several chemical and pharmacological studies have
been carried out to identify the bioactive compounds of this species. Multiple studies revealed that
M. giganteus contains several bioactive metabolites, including phenolic compounds, steroids, organic
acids, tocopherols, and fatty acids [6]. Previously it has been demonstrated that extracts of M. giganteus
possess notable antimicrobial and antioxidant properties [7,8]; moreover, a water-soluble glucan
isolated from the sporocarps of giant polypore exhibited not only hydroxide and superoxide radical
scavenging but also ferrous ion chelating activities [9]. Recently, Lenzi et al. demonstrated that the
ethanol extract of the mushroom exhibits pro-apoptotic and anti-proliferative effects in leukemic cell
lines [10]. The nutritional profile of giant polypore has also been investigated, which revealed high
concentrations of carbohydrates and proteins, but a lower fat content [8].

In our search for bioactive fungal metabolites, we aimed to perform a detailed chemical examination
of M. giganteus in order to identify its characteristic constituents.

2. Results and Discussion

The mycochemical investigation of the methanol extract obtained from sporocarps of M. giganteus
resulted in the identification of nine compounds (1–9) (Figure 1). The fungal extract was first subjected
to solvent–solvent partition between aqueous MeOH and n-hexane, followed by extraction with
chloroform. The resulted n-hexane and chloroform extracts were separated using a combination of
flash column chromatography, preparative TLC and normal phase HPLC, to obtain compounds 1–9.
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The consecutive analysis of the HRMS and NMR data led to the conclusion that 1 and 2 are new
cerebrosides possessing the structures shown in Figure 1. These structural conclusions are based on
the following arguments.

HRMS data suggested elemental compositions of C42H81O11N and of C41H79ClO10N for 1 and 2,
respectively. The spectroscopic characteristics of 1 and 2 were very similar to those of cerebroside B
(3) isolated from this species as well, and identified on the basis of NMR and MS data by comparing
them to those reported earlier in the literature [11–13]. Apart from the resonances assigned to C7–C9
moiety, compounds 1 and 2 revealed highly similar spectral features in the 1H and 13C NMR spectra
in comparison with those of 3. The most significant differences were observed in the resonances
assignable to the middle of the sphingadienine chain. Thus, instead of the resonances due to the double
bond between C-8 and C-9 (5.14/125.0 (C-8), 136.9 (C-9)) in 3, in compounds 1 and 2, spectral features
suggested the presence of a methine group (3.47/74.8 and 75.0 ppm in 1 and 3.74/70.8 ppm in 2) and
a quaternary carbon (at 80.2 and 75.8 ppm in the 13C NMR spectrum of 1 and 2, respectively) both
bound to heteroatoms. In parallel, the resonances assigned to C-19 methyl groups showed significant
displacements both in 1 (1.06/18.6 ppm) and in 2 (1.20/22.4 ppm) compared to that in 3 (1.60/16.3
ppm). Furthermore, the additional 3H-singlet at 3.17 ppm in the 1H NMR spectrum of 1 (showing
correlation with the 49.6 ppm 13C resonance in the HSQC spectrum), indicated the presence of an
additional methoxy group in 1. Based on these findings, and considering the elemental compositions
and the observed HMBC correlations of H-6 with C-8, H-8 with C-6, C-10 and C-19 together with
those of H-19 with C-8, C-9 and C-10 (see complete assignments in Table 1), 8-hydroxy-9-methoxy and
8-chloro-9-hydroxy cerebroside structures (Figure 1) were proposed for 1 and 2, respectively.

Unfortunately, the absolute stereochemistry of 1 and 2 could not be determined from the collected
NMR data. However, except C-8 and C-9 centers, the highly similar 1H and 13C NMR features of 1
and 2 in comparison with the appropriate values of 3 suggested similar stereochemistry for the chiral
centers of the sugar moieties and the C-2, C-3 and C-2′ centers in all three compounds. Moreover, in
the case of 1, the 13C resonances assigned for the C4–C8 moiety were split into two peaks with a ca. 1:1
ratio. This suggested that 1 was isolated as a mixture of C-8 or/and C-9 epimers. Similar resonance
splitting was described by Qi et al. [14] in the case of the 8,9-dihydroxy analogues reported as the
oxidation products of cerebroside B, using OsO4 as the oxidizing agent. Interestingly, similar resonance
splitting was not observed in case of 2.

Ergosterol (4) and 3β-hydroxyergosta-7,22-diene (5) were structurally identified by comparing
the chromatographic and spectral characteristics to those of reference standards. Cerevisterol (6),
3β-hydroxyergosta-6,8(14),22-triene (7), and 3β-O-glucopyranosyl-5,8-epidioxyergosta-6,22-diene
(8) and (11E,13E)-9,10-dihydroxy-11,13-octadecadienoic acid (9) reported here were structurally
characterized on the basis of HRMS, MS-MS and standard one and two dimensional NMR
data in comparison to those reported in the literature. Thus, the NMR spectroscopic data
obtained for compounds 6–9 were found to be in good agreement with those reported earlier
in another solvent [15–17]. Unfortunately, with the data at hand, the absolute stereochemistry of
(11E,13E)-9,10-dihydroxy-11,13-octadecadienoic acid (9) could not be determined. In the case of
3β-hydroxyergosta-6,8(14),22-triene (7), the obtained 1H NMR chemical shifts and coupling constants
were in excellent agreement with the reported fragmentary 1H NMR information [18]. The complete 1H
and 13C NMR assignments for these already-reported compounds are provided in the Supplementary
Materials, except for the 1H and 13C NMR assignments of 3, which are listed in Table 1 to facilitate the
discussion on the structural characterization of 1 and 2.

The identified novel constituents (1–2) belong to the group of cerebrosides, classified as neutral
glycosphingolipids which can be found in animals, plants, and fungi, the latter being particularly
rich in such compounds. Though several halogenated natural products have been discovered in the
last decades, compound 2 is the first member of halogenated cerebrosids. There is growing evidence,
that several groups of organisms including fungi are producing halogenated organic compounds by
their specific metabolism [19]. It is fairly improbable that chloroform known as the most frequently
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used halogenated non-polar solvent in extraction and isolation of natural products would serve as a
halogenation agent; its distinctive stability makes chloroform an appropriate solvent for extractions
and in organic reactions with a considerable limitation as reaction partner. Moreover, the close relative
compound of chloroform, dichloromethane is extensively applied in pharmaceutical and food industry,
for e.g. in the decaffeination of coffee and tea and in the extraction of different flavorings [20].

Table 1. 1H and 13C NMR assignments of 1, 2 and 3 (CD3OD, 500 MHz (1 and 2) and 800 MHz (3)).

cmpd 1 2 3
13C 1H mult. (J, Hz) 13C 1H mult. (J, Hz) 13C 1H mult. (J, Hz)

(δ, ppm) (δ, ppm) (δ, ppm)
1 a 69.8 4.10 dt (10.2, 6.1) 69.9 4.11 dt (10.3, 6.4) 69.9 4.12 m
1 b 69.8 3.72 dd (10.2, 3.5) 69.9 3.72 m 69.9 3.71 dd (10.4, 3.6)
2 54.8 3.99 m 54.7 4.00 m 54.7 3.99 m
3 73.1/73.1 * 4.17/4.17 t (7.0) 72.9 4.16 t (7.6) 73.0 4.13 m
4 131.19/131.29 * 5.53 m 132.3 5.54 dd (15.4, 7.2) 131.2 5.48 dd (15.5, 7.5)
5 134.95/135.04 * 5.76 m 133.7 5.72 dt (15.4, 7.2) 134.8 5.74 dtd (15.4, 6.6, 0.7)

6 a 31.0 2.06 m 31.4 2.11 m 28.8 2.07 m
6 b 31.0 2.31 m 31.4 2.39 m
7 a 31.6 1.65 m 32.9 1.64 m 34.0 2.05 m
7 b 31.6 1.32 m 32.9 2.11 m
8 74.8/75.0 * 3.47 dd (10.3, 5.5) 70.8 3.74 m 125.0 5.14 tq (6.7, 1.0)
9 80.2 75.6 136.9

10 a 35.2 1.62 m 40.9 1.64 m 40.9 1.97 t (7.5)
10 b 35.2 1.49 m 40.9 1.59 m
11 24.0 1.32 m 24.1 1.38 m 29.3 1.39 m

12–15′ 30.9 1.30 m 30.9 1.29 m 30.5 1.29 m
16 33.2 1.28 m 33.2 1.29 m 33.2 1.31 m
17 23.9 1.32 m 24.0 1.32 m 23.9 1.31 m
18 14.6 0.90 t (6.9) 14.6 0.90 t (6.9) 14.6 0.90 t (7.1)
19 18.6 1.06 s 22.4 1.20 s 16.3 1.59 d (1.0)
20 49.6 3.17 s
1′ 177.4 177.4 177.3
2′ 73.2 3.99 m 73.2 3.99 m 73.2 3.98 m

3′ a 36.0 1.72 m 36.0 1.72 m 36.0 1.71 m
3′ b 36.0 1.55 m 36.0 1.55 m 36.0 1.55 m
4′ 26.4 1.42 m 26.4 1.42 m 26.3 1.40 m

5′–13′ 30.9 1.30 m 30.6 1.31 m 30.7 1.31 m
14′ 33.2 1.28 m 33.2 1.29 m 33.2 1.29 m
15′ 23.9 1.32 m 23.9 1.32 m 23.9 1.31 m
16′ 14.6 0.90 t (6.9) 14.6 0.90 t (6.9) 14.6 0.90 t (7.1)
1” 104.9 4.27 d (7.9) 104.9 4.27 d (7.8) 104.9 4.26 d (7.8)
2” 75.1 3.19 t (8.3) 75.1 3.19 t (8.4) 75.1 3.19 dd (9.3, 7.8)
3” 78.0 3.35 m 78.1 3.36 m 78.0 3.35 m
4” 71.7 3.28 m 71.7 3.28 m 78.1 3.27 m
5” 78.1 3.28 m 78.1 3.27 m 71.7 3.27 m

6” a 62.8 3.66 m 62.8 3.66 m 62.8 3.67 dd (11.9, 5.5)
6” b 62.8 3.87 d (11.8) 62.8 3.87 d (11.8) 62.8 3.86 dd (11.9, 1.2)

* due to the presence of diastereomers.

Cerebrosides originating from fungi are conserved structures which consist of a ceramide
portion with 9-methyl-4,8-sphingadienine in amidic linkage to 2-hydroxyoctadecanoic or
2-hydroxyhexadecanoic acids, and a carbohydrate moiety, namely glucose or galactose. Several fungal
cerebrosides were isolated from the plant pathogens Fusarium graminearum [21], Fusarium solani [22],
but also from edible and/or medicinal mushrooms for, e.g., Clitocybe geotropa and Clitocybe nebularis [23],
Lentinus edodes [24], Polyporus squamosus [25], and Schizophyllum commune [26].

The isolated compounds 1–9 were examined in the ORAC assay to explore their potential antioxidant
properties (see Table 2). Among the identified fungal metabolites of M. giganteus, mericeramide B
(2), 3β-hydroxyergosta-7,22-diene (5), and (11E,13E)-9,10-dihydroxy-11,13-octadecadienoic acid (9)
demonstrated noteworthy antioxidant activity compared to the reference compound, ascorbic acid.
Previous studies revealed that compound 3 had no ORAC and lipid peroxide inhibiting property, but
exhibited a slight effect in 2,2,1-diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl (DPPH) and superoxide dismutase (SOD)-like
activity assays [27,28]. Wei et al. investigated the antioxidant activity of compounds isolated from
the medicinal mushroom Hericium erinaceus and experienced notable effects for cerevisterol (6) in the
ORAC assay [29], while Athanasakis et al. found moderate DPPH activity for 6 [30]. In another study
cerevisterol (6) identified in the mycelia of H. erinaceus proved to possess considerable activity in the
DPPH assay [31].
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Table 2. Antioxidant activity of compounds 1–9 isolated from M. giganteus.

Compound ORAC Antioxidant Activity (mmol TE/g)

1 1.81 ± 0.34
2 2.50 ± 0.29
3 1.69 ± 0.20
4 1.12 ± 0.06
5 4.94 ± 0.37
6 1.94 ± 0.08
7 1.65 ± 0.03
8 1.90 ± 0.05
9 4.27 ± 0.05

Ascorbic acid 6.96 ± 0.57

3. Materials and Methods

The chemicals used in the experiments were supplied by Sigma-Aldrich Hungary and Molar
Chemicals, Hungary. Flash chromatography was carried out on a CombiFlash® Rf+ Lumen instrument
with integrated UV, UV-VIS and ELS detection using RediSep Rf Gold Normal Phase Silica Flash
columns (4, 12 and 60 g) (Teledyne Isco, Lincoln, NE, USA). Normal-phase HPLC (NP-HPLC)
separations were performed on a Wufeng LC-100 Plus HPLC instrument equipped with a UV-VIS
detector (Shanghai Wufeng Scientific Instruments Co., Ltd., Shanghai, China) at 254 nm, using a Zorbax
SILs column (250 × 4 mm, 5 µm; Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA, USA).

HRMS and MS-MS analyses were performed on a Thermo Velos Pro Orbitrap Elite (Thermo
Fisher Scientific, Waltham, MA, USA) system. The ionization method was ESI-operated in negative or
positive ion mode. The protonated (or deprotonated) molecular ion, as well as adduct ion peaks were
fragmented by CID at a normalized collision energy of 35%–45%. For the CID experiment, helium was
used as the collision gas. The samples were dissolved in methanol. Data acquisition and analysis were
accomplished with Xcalibur software version 4.0 (Thermo Fisher Scientific).

NMR spectra were recorded at 298 K on a Bruker 500 (Bruker Corporation, Billerica, MA, USA) or
a Varian 800 MHz (Varian, Inc., Palo Alto, CA, USA) NMR spectrometer, equipped with a liquid helium
cooled 5 mm TCI CryoProbe or with a 5 mm HCN 13C-enhanced salt tolerant cold probe, respectively.
CD3OD was used as a solvent in all cases. Chemical shifts were referenced to residual solvent signals
(3.31 ppm for 1H and 49.15 for 13C). Standard one- (1H and 13C) and two-dimensional (COSY, HSQC,
HMBC and ROESY) data were acquired in all cases, using the pulse sequences available in the Bruker
Topspin 3.5 p7 or in the VNMRJ 3.2 sequence libraries. For data interpretation and reporting the
ACD/Spectrus Processor 2017.1.3 software (ACDLabs, Toronto, ON, Canada) was used.

3.1. Mushroom Material

Samples of Meripilus giganteus were collected from the roots of living beech and hornbeam
in Mecsek Mts (Southern Transdanubia, Hungary) in September 2014 and 2015, near the villages
of Püspökszentlászló (46◦10′41” N, 18◦21′51” E), Óbánya (46◦13′08”N, 18◦23′51”E), and Bakonya
(46◦05′54” N, 18◦03′56” E), and in Visegrád Mts (Central Hungary), near the village of Pilismarót
(47◦44′19” N, 18◦50′43” E) in August 2016. The samples were identified based on macro- and
microscopic features. The different collections were combined for the preparative mycochemical
experiment. Voucher specimens have been deposited in the mycological collection of the Hungarian
Natural History Museum (BP 106949-51).

3.2. Extraction and Isolation

The fresh mushroom material (12 kg) was extracted with methanol (46 L) at room temperature.
After concentration, the MeOH extract (145 g) was dissolved in 50% aqueous MeOH and subjected to
solvent–solvent partition with n-hexane (5 × 400 mL). The n-hexane fraction (19.84 g) was subjected
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to flash chromatography on a silica gel column using a gradient system of n-hexane and acetone
(0%–45%; t = 60 min). Fractions with similar compositions were combined according to TLC monitoring
(A1-A15). The combined fraction A4 (1.8 g) was separated by flash chromatography using a mixture of
n-hexane and acetone (0%–25%; t = 60 min), with increasing polarity, to obtain compounds 4 (0.35 g)
and 5 (0.72 g). Fraction A6 (180 mg) was further separated by flash chromatography, applying an
n-hexane–acetone solvent system (0%–30%; t = 45 min), and finally purified on normal phase HPLC
using n-hexane–isopropanol (65:35) solvent system to obtain compound 6 (1.8 mg). The fractionation
of fraction A6 (141 mg) on a normal phase column applying an n-hexane–isopropanol solvent system
resulted in 1 (14.5 mg) and 2 (3.5 mg).

The chloroform soluble phase (7.79 g) was subjected to flash chromatography in multiple steps
on a silica gel column using a gradient system of chloroform–methanol (0–45%, t = 50 min) and
n-hexane–acetone (0% to 100%, t = 60 min). Fractions with similar compositions were combined
according to TLC monitoring (B1-B9). Fraction B4 (250 mg) was further separated by a combination
of flash chromatography (n-hexane–acetone 5% to 25%, t = 50 min) and preparative TLC using an
n-hexane–isopropanol (8:2) solvent system to obtain 7 (2.7 mg) and 9 (5.1 mg). Finally, the fractionation of
B7 (185 mg) by normal phase flash chromatography led to the separation of 8 (15.2 mg) and 3 (25.9 mg).

Mericeramide A (1): white, amorphous solid; 1H and 13C-NMR data see in Table 1; HRESIMS:
M + Na = 798.56859 (−2.0 ppm; C42H81O11NNa).

Mericeramide B (2): white, amorphous solid; 1H and 13C-NMR data see in Table 1; HRESIMS:
M + Na = 802.51988 (−1.0 ppm; C41H78O10NClNa).

3.3. ORAC Assay

The ORAC assay was carried out on a 96-well microplate according to the method described
by Mielnik et al. [32]. 20 µL of pure compounds of 0.01 mg/mL concentration were mixed with
60 µL of 2,2′-azobis(2-methyl-propionamidine)-dihydrochloride (AAPH) (12 mM final concentration)
and 120 µL of fluorescein solution (70 nM final concentrations), then the fluorescence was measured
over 3 h with 1.5-minute cycle intervals with a FlouStar Optima BMG Labtech plate-reader. All the
experiments were carried out in triplicate; (±)-6-hydroxy-2,5,7,8-tetramethyl-chromane-2-carboxylic
acid (Trolox) was used as standard. AAPH free radical and Trolox standard were purchased from
Sigma-Aldrich (Budapest, Hungary). Fluorescein was purchased from Fluka analytical (Tokyo, Japan).
The antioxidant capacity was expressed as mmol Trolox equivalent per g of compound (mmol TEg-1),
with the help of GraphPad Prism 6.07.

4. Conclusions

The current study represents an in-depth chemical analysis of Meripilus giganteus and a valuable
addition to future biological activity studies of this species. The combination of chromatographic
methods led to the identification of nine compounds including two novel monoglycosylceramides,
mericeramides A (1) and B (2). To the best of our knowledge, mericeramide A (1) is the first member of
the halogenated natural cerebrosides. The ORAC assay conducted to examine the antioxidant properties
of isolated metabolites 1–9 revealed that compounds 2, 5 and 9 possess considerable antioxidant effects.
In this way, the edible giant polypore, containing fungal metabolites with antioxidant properties, has
the potential for utilization as part of a healthy and varied diet.

Supplementary Materials: Supplementary materials are available online: Figures S1–S36.

Author Contributions: A.S. performed the extraction and isolation; Z.B. and M.D. performed the spectral analysis
and structure determination; Z.P.Z. carried out the antioxidant assays; V.P. and K.R. provided sample collection
and identification, J.H. and A.V. conceived and designed the experiments; Z.B., V.P. and A.V. wrote the paper.
All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the GINOP research program (project no. 2.3.2-15-2016-00012) funded
by the European Regional Development Fund. Grant 20391-3/2018/FEKUSTRAT awarded by the Ministry of
Human Capacities, Hungary, is acknowledged. The authors acknowledge the financial support by the EU-funded



Molecules 2020, 25, 1395 7 of 8

Hungarian grant EFOP (project no. 3.6.1-16-2016-00007). A. Ványolós is grateful for the grant of the Hungarian
National Research, Development and Innovation Fund (PD 124476).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Justo, A.; Miettinen, O.; Floudas, D.; Ortiz-Santana, B.; Sjökvist, E.; Lindner, D.; Nakasone, K.; Niemelä, T.;
Larsson, K.H.; Ryvarden, L.; et al. A revised family-level classification of the Polyporales (Basidiomycota).
Fungal Biol. 2017, 121, 798–824. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Persoon, C.H. Neuer Versuch einer systematischen Eintheilung der Schwämme. Neues Magazin für die Botanik
1794, 1, 63–80.

3. Ryvarden, L.; Melo, I. Poroid fungi of Europe. Synop Fung. 2014, 31, 1–455.
4. Larsen, M.J.; Lombard, F.F. The Status of Meripilus giganteus (Aphyllophorales, Polyporaceae) in North America.

Mycologia 1988, 80, 612–621. [CrossRef]
5. Kõljalg, U.; Nilsson, R.H.; Abarenkov, K.; Tedersoo, L.; Taylor, A.F.S.; Bahram, M.; Bates, S.T.; Bruns, T.D.;

Bengtsson-Palme, J.; Callaghan, T.M.; et al. Towards a unified paradigm for sequence-based identification of
fungi. Mol. Ecol. 2013, 22, 5271–5277. [CrossRef]

6. Catenia, F.; Altieri, T.; Zacchigna, M.; Procida, G.; Zilic, J.; Zigon, D.; Cichelli, A. Lipid Metabolites from the
Mushroom Meripilus giganteus. Nat. Prod. Commun. 2015, 10, 1833–1838. [CrossRef]

7. Karaman, M.; Mimica-Dukic, N.; Knezevic, P.; Svircev, Z.; Matavuly, M. Antibacterial properties of selected
lignicolous mushrooms and fungi from northern Serbia. Int. J. Med. Mushrooms 2009, 11, 269–279. [CrossRef]

8. Stojkovic, D.S.; Kovacevic-Grujicic, N.; Reis, F.S.; Davidovic, S.; Barros, L.; Popovic, J.; Petrovic, I.; Pavic, A.;
Glamoclija, J.; Ciric, A.; et al. Chemical composition of the mushroom Meripilus giganteus Karst. and bioactive
properties of its methanolic extract. LWT Food Sci. Technol. 2017, 79, 454–462. [CrossRef]

9. Prasenjit, M.; Ashis, N.K.; Dilip, M.K.; Manabendra, P.; Ipsita, K.S.; Sunil, K.B.; Surajit, S.; Bibhash, C.P.;
Soumitra, P.; Krishnendu, A.; et al. Structural characterization and antioxidant activity of a glucan from
Meripilus giganteus. Carbohyd. Polym. 2017, 157, 1237–1245. [CrossRef]

10. Lenzi, M.; Cocchi, V.; Novakovic, A.; Karaman, M.; Sakac, M.; Mandic, A.; Pojic, M.; Barbalace, M.C.;
Angeloni, C.; Hrelia, P.; et al. Meripilus giganteus ethanolic extract exhibits pro-apoptotic and anti-proliferative
effects in leukemic cell lines. BMC Complement. Altern. Med. 2018, 18, 300. [CrossRef]

11. Takaishi, Y.; Ohashi, T.; Murakami, Y.; Tomimatsu, T. Investigation of the constituents of Inonotus mikadoi.
Bull. Inst. Chem. Res. Kyoto Univ. 1987, 65, 134–140.

12. Huang, R.; Wang, T.; Xie, X.-S.; Ma, K.-X.; Fang, X.-W.; Wu, S.-H. Secondary Metabolites from an Endophytic
Fungus Nigrospora sp. Chem. Nat. Compd. 2016, 52, 697–699. [CrossRef]

13. Mori, K.; Masuda, Y. Synthesis and stereochemistry of ceramide B,(2S,3R,4E,6R)-N-
(30-hydroxytriacontanoyl)-6-hydroxy-4-sphingenine, a new ceramide in human epidermis. Tetrahedron Lett.
2003, 44, 9197–9200. [CrossRef]

14. Qi, J.; Ojika, M.; Sakagami, Y. Neuritogenic cerebrosides from an edible Chinese mushroom. Part 2: Structures
of two additional termitomycesphins and activity enhancement of an inactive cerebroside by hydroxylation.
Bioorg. Med. Chem. 2001, 9, 2171–2177. [CrossRef]

15. Takaishi, Y.; Uda, M.; Ohashi, T.; Nakano, K.; Murakami, K.; Tomimatsu, T. Glycosides of ergosterol
derivatives from Hericum erinacens. Phytochemistry 1991, 30, 4117–4120. [CrossRef]

16. Niisuke, K.; Boeglin, W.E.; Murray, J.J.; Schneider, C.; Brash, A.R. Biosynthesis of a linoleic acid allylic
epoxide: Mechanistic comparison with its chemical synthesis and leukotriene A biosynthesis. J. Lipid Res.
2009, 50, 1448–1455. [CrossRef]

17. Striegler, S.; Haslinger, E. Cerebrosides from Fomitopsis pinicola. Monatsh. Chem. 1996, 127, 755–761.
[CrossRef]

18. Andrieux, J.; Barton, D.H.R.; Patin, H. Rhodium-catalysed isomerisation of some unsaturated organic
substrates. J. Chem. Soc. Perkin Trans. 1977, 1, 359–363. [CrossRef]

19. Field, J.A.; Verhagen, F.J.M.; de Jong, E. Natural organohalogen production by Basidiomycetes.
Trends Biotechnol. 1995, 13, 451–456. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.funbio.2017.05.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28800851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00275514.1988.12025591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/mec.12481
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1934578X1501001111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1615/IntJMedMushr.v11.i3.60
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2017.01.045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2016.11.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12906-018-2366-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10600-016-1745-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tetlet.2003.10.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0968-0896(01)00125-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0031-9422(91)83478-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1194/jlr.M900025-JLR200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00817267
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/p19770000359
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0167-7799(00)89001-0


Molecules 2020, 25, 1395 8 of 8

20. Tlili, A.; Schranck, J. The application of dichloromethane and chloroform as reagents in organic synthesis.
In Solvents as Reagents in Organic Synthesis: Reactions and Applications; Wu, X.-F., Ed.; Wiley-VCH Verlag:
Weinheim, Germany, 2018. [CrossRef]

21. Zaüner, S.; Zähringer, U.; Lindner, B.; Warnecke, D.; Sperling, P. Identification and functional characterization
of the 2-hydroxy fatty N-acyl-∆3(E)-desaturase from Fusarium graminearum. J. Biol. Chem. 2008, 283,
36734–36742. [CrossRef]

22. Duarte, R.S.; Polycarpo, C.R.; Wait, R.; Hartmann, R.; Bergter, E.B. Structural characterization of neutral
glycosphingolipids from Fusarium species. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1998, 1390, 186–196. [CrossRef]

23. Fogedal, M.; Mickos, H.; Norberg, T. Isolation of N-2′-hydroxydecanoyl-1-O-β-d-glucopyranosyl-9-methyl-4,8
-d-erythro-sphingadienine from fruiting bodies of two Basidiomycetes fungi. Glycoconj. J. 1986, 3, 233–237.
[CrossRef]

24. Kawai, G. Molecular species of cerebrosides in fruiting bodies of Lentinus edodes and their biological activity.
Biochim. Biophys. Acta 1989, 1001, 185–190. [CrossRef]

25. Arigi, E.; Singh, S.; Kahlili, A.H.; Winter, H.C.; Goldstein, I.J.; Levery, S.B. Characterization of neutral and
acidic glycosphingolipids from the lectin-producing mushroom, Polyporus squamosus. Glycobiology 2007, 17,
754–766. [CrossRef]

26. Kawai, G.; Ikeda, Y. Structure of biologically active and inactive cerebrosides prepared from
Schizophyllum commune. J. Lipid Res. 1985, 26, 338–343.

27. Meng, T.-X.; Ishikawa, H.; Shimizu, K.; Ohga, S.; Kondo, R. A glucosylceramide with antimicrobial activity
from the edible mushroom Pleurotus citrinopileatus. J. Wood Sci. 2012, 58, 81–86. [CrossRef]

28. Diyabalanage, T.; Mulabagal, V.; Mills, G.; DeWitt, D.L.; Nair, M.G. Health-beneficial qualities of the edible
mushroom, Agrocybe aegerita. Food Chem. 2008, 108, 97–102. [CrossRef]

29. Li, W.; Lee, S.; Jang, H.; Ma, J.; Kim, Y. Antioxidant and Anti-Osteoporotic Activities of Aromatic Compounds
and Sterols from Hericium erinaceum. Molecules 2017, 22, 108. [CrossRef]

30. Athanasakis, G.; Aligiannis, N.; Gonou-Zagou, Z.; Skaltsounis, A.-L.; Fokialakis, N. Antioxidant Properties
of the Wild Edible Mushroom Lactarius salmonicolor. J. Med. Food 2013, 16, 760–764. [CrossRef]

31. Lu, Q.-Q.; Tian, J.-M.; Wei, J.; Gao, J.-M. Bioactive metabolites from the mycelia of the basidiomycete
Hericium erinaceum. Nat. Prod. Res. 2014, 28, 1288–1292. [CrossRef]

32. Mielnik, M.B.; Rzeszutek, A.; Triumf, E.C.; Egelandsdal, B. Antioxidant and other quality properties of
reindeer muscle from two different Norwegian regions. Meat Sci. 2011, 89, 526–532. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Sample Availability: Samples of the compounds 1, 3–7 are available from the authors.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9783527805624.ch4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M807264200
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0005-2760(97)00179-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01051773
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0005-2760(89)90146-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/glycob/cwm035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10086-011-1213-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foodchem.2007.10.049
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/molecules22010108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/jmf.2012.0297
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14786419.2014.898145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.meatsci.2011.05.021
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21669498
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Results and Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Mushroom Material 
	Extraction and Isolation 
	ORAC Assay 

	Conclusions 
	References

