ST PR V068 2 )BT 5T

P - 2L
[y N IR R PR RS R T
20114F9 H

e B (R LA S TSR T

db &=
H =

20 TEN D8 B St (0 5 VAN W B W AT BT 0T R, UESEOR E PEBOCA M — K
T A b R TP B AR R TR AP EBE LS 45 RO, AR I 1 I B i “9m 1 ” .

PEIRR A R 95 1t 2 T R 2 O RAE )2 &R ) KhairaFliMee (2000 FF 78 T 4% Ff 7 L4
ERE I BRACINE IR (MIC)  (JR19994E8 A 2200041 H LR - ZIMIkI%% (Jarrah) /&
TE BT IRE A o0 v 3 P ot s (e, L 1 E R BR B 1 B AR A R VR B 20 % w /v (2050 i 3 T
1002 TF /KD , HISHE i 3 A K AT B s Sw /v, & (R & BRE N2.5%w /v, &
B BR R AT X 21 e 2 A AU R T AR ) o

20024F2H26H, HifHfOl A AT T2 1MH-2 T (Rob Manning) Fli#Hi-BRE (Nola
Mercer) i F 753 74 22 T & () — Rl 2 753 506F T e 2 () U R Vs PEEA TR T 45 51 . Bk
B, BT RIAFIE—FEE, POMRGE LA MHA LRmPiEiEtKr. MkgERE, wanE
AAE S EARIRE I A A, X R HPTR TR . AR T =35 R
(Leptospermum scoparium) W%, JE&#ifA “AEidE MY #%E (MolanflRussell 1988)
A e BTEPESR T —Fh i 2 £ R 2= T . 225 RIG% (Manuka) HR1) “plesZ /4
RET (UMP) 7 JEsEEsk, BIHBCNIE, UFET WS- RIERE YIS g% (Allenss
1991; Anon 1998; Davis 2005) , A CFE7E U AR R ILE)—H (Beeinformed,
2008) .

F20024E LK, BIE K2, THIKFDFFREIH M4 L (Wescobee) /A& IR 78 N G2 %6}
PO BT T HE— B 5. 20094F, ZEHTELHEE T —Fh 5100 % 25 1 = i, A B = PTE
TR NS RMET Y, JETE20104E3K18 T X H AR H 0% (Wescobee 2011)

20025, ZLAIKEIE A2 BIAT] RIS R P HEL I, R AR—EMZ T RAW.

DA A58 2 i UL P R e 3 P AT L S A P R T A



NEA

MR MR R RIIRAY, 822000 EMEDT, o s Bk T = B AT
AL EE R (Beretta®s, 2005) o WEEMPLHEMEIR T HBEER . BT AMA S E
(Molan 1992) , FEFhZ EIIZERIB K (MolanZs, 1988; GarciaZ:, 2000; BradyZs, 2004) .
B EACE RS B AT LA, B o i B8V M AT PP i B B B AR AR, X
—FebX T 25T, AR 1 3 B R SR R T T T O E

2R A T S A R AR T A, R R AT R B SN
MR (Gauhe 1941, Weston 20004E5] ) , LIk H AL 2:HI{£ % (Carter and Thornburg
2004) .

AR 2 it AL A IR FE S AAE) (AllenZs, 1991) , ISR S IR EE30% £50%
(v/v) B, SRS REER K (BangZs, 2003) . HE, YL HELE R ERE LK
e RERADE) LT 2R APIFEIEYE (AllenZs, 1991; Brady%:, 2004) .

HA @ISR RS E O R 0 @A W7 R s B T B
5 (Molan 2001)

e R4 i PR

TE19994F £220044E (0], HFFL A X342 A 28 B EQTH 5 AW 28 FE S EAT 790K, X BB FE i
Yook B PR R A R L IR . A AT A R B IR ALY BRI A ) SR e A BR . DA
Ty bR AT 5 L

e T e v PR

TS F (0 77 508 P 2 R R AR R I Bt 0 S0 == T I v A AL, S5 B BB FLY B
(B R BLE B CREA AlenZE A (1991) FTRIIHIHIR -

L IR BN 2 i Sor I B S (O A BRI (ATCC 9144) A KAUIMHIX . ALEIg%E (AL KT
PR TELL LML I & (BAT) B, DA R g BB FL A BT SR SV IR (R 4 X



AL, ST MEREAHNEE O ERE S BRSTE A AR, MR ZME L E
B AR A LSRG B 43 BSARATCC 9144 1) TR E5 7890, 1% HR U WK FL7E 2R A B K SR (Merck
1.05459) FEH, FFE3I7E NI E 18/ LT .

ZJ7iEE Allen (1991) J7iEANFI [ At 5 TH AL S 7RI R ik (23g/10X0IDCM 3) , AL
SRR (Sigma €9322, 2800%.47/ mg) » AR bRE (10%w / visil) N ikl
(BDH) .

DN AEA TR SRS TERITE LR, XS Je il AR R o0 22 A RAE R Il 0 22 7 R g 3
i (M110) 34T 7360, JF HAR A vE B st R 5 0o 2 80l — FEERf . IS e
L “M1107 DURA 72 I 2 91 18] 7 ik A AR A

SIS 45 IR
I R L

I PR = 22 AN SR VA PR A B o BTG 22 A8 B medihoney 22 /7 R A A I8 1 — stk
HPA T B, AR BA TR S 8 . /R 342/ Mg R R, A701MF
ah (20.5% ) A S B FTRS I B RO HT R e, i e e ORI B A AEO % 2245%  (w /

Ll

o O3 2% - Allen at al

v) ZIE (2 .
V1 2. PG A S 1) R PG 2 e 1) e 25 3 e 9

J%M#% (Corymbia calophylla) FIZLHIF%# (Eucalyptus marginata) 2 I KF S M i) A< 4
B, A SR I B AR T A e R R A B bt E e, PR N31.1 % w /v
(29) 2f130.2% (w/v) KMy (62) o IXPFRFA VI B 1 LT I 22 22 7 R e 3 P 30
mH2190% (FE3) .

IR ER TR w /v Ky SR, JF H AT IR R MBI E e, OSSO A S R R 2
EWE, KR iEESERmRE . VFE2YMREARBCAENE, A OO R AR, Fln1-3,

2 Ry UR M A



Antimicrobial activity of honey
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L L. liversidgel L. scoparium L. scoparium  Lsubtenue k. marginata C.calophylla
polygalitolium  (NSW} (MZ]A (NZ)B (Wa) (Wa) (WA)
(NSW)

B3, B 432 /5 Rigm . KR 3 SR, PE IR IR AN SE R B B M EL . BdE (SESF3Y
) SkHEIrshE: (2011) , 2FMEE CRHBRDO MAlenZE (1991) .

Frf 2\ PR 3508 < E A g, (HE WA RS A E R Leptospermum
subtenuefl—Fi I [ East Kimberley (1) 22 ffulde 55, 1 i 2 (204 5 7T Jig SR PR0 U rb il o 77 0 s 1
HiE (570mg/kg) , XWVFRHER “HedE W AR A

PU B P 2 s v ) oAt ke L A0 45 . Eucalyptus erythrocorys Red-capped gum  (36.7%

w/v ZEI}) |, E. diversicolor Karri  (32.2% w/v 7<) , E. patens Forest blackbutt (31.1% w/v 2

;) , E. occidentalis Yate (30.5% w/v 2X}) and E. gomphocephala Tuart (28.5% w/v 2X%}) ,

Eucalyptus wandoo Wandoo (27% w/v ;) , E. rudis Flooded gum (27.9% w/v ZE}) | E.

platypus Moort (0% w/v ;) , E. flocktoniae Merrit (0% w/v K%} ) , E. loxophleba York gum
(0% w/v X/}) and E. campaspe Silver gimlet (16.7% w/v Z£H)) .

HAh SZ I Fh 25 540 . Agonis flexuosa Peppermint (0% w/v Z%}) , Arctotheca calendula
Capeweed (0% w/v 7)) , Asphodelus fistulosus Onion weed (27.7% w/v 7)) , Banksia
grandis

Bull Banksia (28.9% w/v Z<I%}) |, Brassica napus Canola (14.7% w/v Z</}) , Dryandra sessilis
Parrotbush (17.1% w/v Z<M}) , Echium plantagineum Paterson’s curse (15.3% w/v ZX}) , Hakea
trifurcata Trifurcata (25.8% w/v Z<E}) , Helianthus annuus Sunflower (0% w/v ZX%}) , Malus sp
Apple (0% w/v K} , Melaleuca spp Paperbark (0% w/v <)) , Nuytsia floribunda Xmas tree

(25.8% w/v X)) , Prunus sp Plum (0% w/v K} ) , Psoralea pinnata Taylorina (12.6% w/v 7
) .

H0FRE HSRIE T A RF RS (24.4%w /vIEEY) , HA7TFEESSRE “HRH7 YFh
(19.8%w / viRT}) o K HMedihoney 2 B T MEFE ff K & 8 417.3% w / v

I XA BAiEE T EEREDE, BREEAEEREEYE CERmRESEA
19.2%w /v) LS g% (15.8%w /viERY) B &,



dE B TP NPT (B HEBO

FEFTAIEEREAT, ke E (arrah) FIFEASERE (N=61) , BTN GA XA
ELHL 1 19994 22004 4F LI IR I B )T X BLm 1t (184D o Gevk Ty Z2 0 A B 45 RAIE S A [F) 4

40 1

+ ., é 33.1

30.3 -
30 1
27.9 27.9 13 1
256

25

20 A

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004

YEAR

2 [MfFEREZEZSR (P<0.0001) .
B4, [ FE Ay £ A9 s e 8 i 1 P 84k

BN AT 5 A W Tl ) g B R X L

ARG EREAP A 264N LAAAN NN ZH 2 —: SREAMSRYF IS, ok 5 A A B i) i 2 Bl
PRI G .

T ESHT BN K B A FRIR A 2 P A E AR E ES (P<0.0001) . FEFAER
HIe Rk B AHEYI R, JMREYIFR G RIR (RHb-F8R) 1% 2 M E SR B =
5 (P=0.7923) .

K B A M A7) 1) 0 T S5 B T L T SRR i B ST TR A R R 2 (27.6%w / vIR
W), TR SRR E 1R & oN18.3%w /v ANEEE IR TR L% iE SRS eV R
BEHAFEAR) FREISREY) (FEREART) FEEFEEEAR, 2 5817.5%w / v Al
17.4%w [ VR .

e B P A P SO T i A R

2 B A AR B IS N — e, B S B E AR AR N B, SHAE
FRVHlT, HBhTfEERE, PibREE. RSN AR T — 01
FAE, GETHIEREY R, XFEHERBEREE R IR (Whited, 1992, White
&%, 1963, Weston, 2000) . CarterflThornburg (2004) WIWFH K, MHEZMEYISEHILE



HRATIAS R R AT, bz — & e AT A, T DATEAR A e AR AP R A,
FEAmM, JEeig s il AL A S B AT RE A T v B AR OR IR ) E AL A, X R
LG 2R R E Y (Dustman 1971, Weston 20005 1)

Yt A SRR, EE P NSRS T2 RAMZER L (Carter and Thornburg 2004) .
I, WS E E R Re o R B AR I AL A

VAT U AR R ], s RO, B, BE. WS T R B B S PUE IR A o0, TRl
i~ AT U BE T e S ARG IS PR O AN X 70 e B i T A JE B 1k Y e )
Jote TSR X 43 A1 Sk BAS M A0 ol 16 2 e E KT 400

FEAMMETR T, PR PTAT IR T e E T 5, R B MR 1 e B b A 1) 35 vy
(8.8mg/kg) , MR HAAMMY) M E AR A& B b (5.4 mg/kg) -MLAK L.

R SN RIEW AR - A HIIR K HEY)
% 4l 0.04 0.15 0.17
% 0.007 0.021 0.031
% & 0.005 0.010 0.017
% & 0.0024 0.0032 0.0090
% % 0.0046 0.0036 0.0039
% 0.0039 0.0036 0.0043
Mimg/kg 8.8 5.7 4.0
& 0.7 0.6 5.4
mg/kg

2 malkg 2.4 2.1 2.5
£ mg/kg 1.0 1.2 2.0
#1 mg/kg 0.16 0.24 0.23

PUR I VE S P AR S

PN 2 A2 R R G T B, M PIRIE TR S8. B. BR. PSRN
S E AR SPUREEERA RN MM T ERE (R .




0.40 0.02

-0.03 0.18

SUESH 0.07

0.20 0.20

-0.01 0.01

0.53 -0.15

-0.12 0.18

Activity T 4R

fEdEE T, PSSBOME 2 A, S PURNETEZ B SS U R R &R,

BB, BESHRRISIEASS, MRS PIREIETE R IEM K. PURETE S 289 IEH K.

B B4 B AR PR S PN IR T AR AR O

(N7

AR T A B EREAR YRR, B (Marri) FIZEAIHE (Jarrah) SXPAMIRD G 4 (0
A EREE 0 U IE M WIA31.1% F130.2% (w/v) 2R & . G T e 2L
FERIEE, EEATYM S EN15.8%, SAlenZE A (1991) MIFFHIT1416.2 % 35 AH
Bl =K.

WF TN 5 A5 P A i A At 2 A 0% 3 o Irish2% (2006a) & B A 28 N T F 20 A e e 2 5t
SRR ERTE IV LS MR A R T g e m 1R 2, b — A& Medihoney™, —
AR A 27 5 RIEE R EY), H— AR —MEiE i A e E . X LI e i —
S T S A B L R 2 BR B TE AR AN BRI A GAR,  RT T R  E EE  BRT
%, BlnS% rish%%:, 2006b) .

Irish%s (20114F) Al KRB TR, AR X 4770 g 3 1k, S8 e Rl £ A0 A e 2 1)
SPGBt o SE M R S B mTE P A g (i dE~FIMED R25.7%w /v
Ky (8) , LIMIMIEE R 25.1%w /vER (19) , BIrLETES £ (5235 EEMD
N13.1%w /vIREY (11) o IXEEHEA Sy HhiIESE 1 75 S i R 2T A e e 35 1Y) U S 06 &4
(ManningfMercer)

Xt F B A FIManning & Mercer 3246 W 2 HABFE PP, Ireishd: (2011) KILLL R YR HI$T
I TEFR AL BUEK: Wandoo (<5%w / v} , Eucalyptus accedens Powderbark (<5%w /v
) , Parrotbush (<5%w /vAE}) , Paperbark (7.4%w /vZE)) FlPaterson’s curse (6.3%w/



VERY) . Xt il ZEE TIEME RS (Powderbark[RAM) , TIE TR TS %6 A4 R )
A2 “ TR rishZ%, 2011) .

TE PGS TP S P S A R 2R o, 2 T ) 2 A e 2 mT DATE BB A Y — B AR
WA, XE5EMIEEHEAM. Chandlerss (1974) WIWFFLIEH, ZMIMIEE AN B4 N, &
(1) e B D5 R IR A R K SRS, (N A FE 2 i R 5 e 3 v v A O 1 7 26 B 44k

o d b AR (BIWE R BE L LS ) , N ERA 7E45E DL B ndae/ s, MR B
W, ERE S TS0 E Y 2SS BUG T IRIEE S (Langridge 1977) o A& %8 31 B8 15 A sk
2 BE A A7 IS R T gL, Irish (2011) MBS, fiEfrE8 224 H (i AL )i 2 (1) 132
TEVEREAR 79.5% , AN SRR A AEAEARE T AN 2255, T3 2K 12 2 s>

TP LB BRI, LA — R AR AE KA A A M AL L X, RIE T %
4EIE (WheelerflIByrne 2006) , 1% {21 WIA% BN T REVE B Sl 28 (1 B I R IR, & nlidk— BT
REZT . AR EFREOATEON 211, FErkigE 2 H £3H (Smith, 1969) . X
ANYIFRE AR ETAE— K, EEFRICR AR LA, (HR P 552 BB A R A 24K
kg T 2RISR .

A BTG IR B T BRI LR, BRI T — ELAEAGORT VG 224 22 /7 R I RO REHE T iX 4t
WERE, A EREAN LRI SR PRI SRR (B, PUIR LIRS S SRR A AN, A
PGS — B, 2 RIEEPU T EA IR, 5365 M miE e BRI, 2
1 R R A VR AR A SR 0L DA DR ILAE T 37 B Y IE A RS Lk B il R 6 T-22 0
MG BOR UL, FEAASE ARTIR T, R LM e B 5[] S35 I e B VR U2 3
BN I EIE T 5. IR ETERET DAELE ™ bR AT, Blin ] “Z0Mi80” fREE T MR A4 TR

HI T Aok Fpie s GESMAAEYRESD P BTRE EECE,  RILOR B RE ™ B s B
PUE I B A M) SRRSO B . BUR R IEAE AN WPR DL 5 57 06 3T R B B AR DR XA
H K o EIATEEREAE 2 BRI TRIE AR AR L A, BT BB ] DAZS 23 AR R AT AE
fEREaiAl, MOEEPPA M ATEOR . SR B AN RANA ) R i) IR 5 U e B 1A B0 81 1 5 Aok i
EIPUETETEBA R 2R, XU RN 2R IR R AR, AR ITRS 2 5 A& H AT
BETBRAARI X AT

20 % FIME B RE A PUETE M, X 5 M H A B AE 7T 25 AR (B 4nAllenss, 1991; Brandy
%%, 2004; Davis, 2005F1rish%5$2011) o A4 Ledg % 3% A v 11 i J (R IE A5 % o
Dustman 1971 (5] F Weston 2000) #5H, Fubi&% it S A& mimE, Walfee ik




R Z AR L A Al SR Y, T X AP ELGR A ek S .

FE]5. TS e 2 F R IR RS AR (VI AR i AR B o A3 K T UK A PR e 2 R | E 23 Multigate T RLC B 2, IR 1K 43 1 7
26 KRN A .

PRl ANER ¥ R DA, e b e SRR DN B0 KB AERD , T REBCA TG, T s okt A
R (MM TR L&y, SRR BN RN, R R
WEOH, AT EAEAEREAC) ISR S RSN FRIL T DLEAT BUBOH 85 I E L T
BEAT R, XELRRE 1Z IR A DR — P RS20 h A Bk I

R Y A7 3 S 2 ey X ) 2 0 AT ) T 4 7.6 %6 w / vIER Y (Henriques&s,
2005) o SEATRE @RS AR L, 54 A YO I = O R e B R o Y 4 AR R
P, N6.8%w / VAR . BradydE N20044E AW FE R 7s 58— Rk AE dh R E S =, N
16.8%6 o X2 57 AT g 1S58 4 FH B9 < 0 1 2 BRI 0 R A (R4 Brady ¢ 2004 4E 1
R SRR | RIS AE 177 AN R 810 %6 K (1 pHAE R HEAN [F] 3 2501 . 471
o, — R pHIE A 7.18 (BApH 60 fFE i IO 2 3 BORE) DGR EAR IR/, TS e 2
MY (w/v) KEHE. EE, FOBETIT R 2 Bo8dE O3 Blirsh 3 NRIESE (2011
B, ZEAA AN S i R KR ) 28 T 5 3 P e v ) AR e o S e

W 1S3 U TR TG 1 T RE S B AR AR Ak o SRR A {7 1 20 A 0 B R 4 ) 4 0 C R A R R AR K R
AR RPIREEZ R . BT NIRRT —IRAE, it DU B R 22 2 MRRAR R A (7] Hh 5K
L1, A LEEHE T B B SRR AL, A L gk D) 2 77 e N AEBOA 7 B0 DX R B
DeMerafilAngert (2004) fgi, TEAHYIHLERS: b, AEHYDRIFXT I 2 BT 1S M2 A S i

ZLMIRE b EE Y g

AF-3 % (Peter Molan) {84 (2006) f5tt: “A KEKIUES Bosigsd & HIEZ M 128
s DgoR. HGTRE A RGE SRR Ry H, SRBHRIE 1 R A B A S
FRORUE B AT ATRGH T 47 1 G IV R S, BT E VE rT s K PRI, IR 1k Bl
KRR NE RV i eI RER A ZF LR E A A, et @a. sedh, &
QI T — M 1 S OB (R R IE R FE I, PR BORE T DURE Byt LBk, AN 2 i B R B




?ﬂﬂ%ﬁkﬁkméﬂ.f/\ ”
Bl 6. T LT i 26 3 7 RS As D o BFRAE 1 T 4R IS oA R g 2R T WK, A I #E1S R N

I
= o

LA e e 1 S P i bl AN A B ) P 3, AT TR R 2 T 1 ) TRy Rt

Bl R FIOTERet, SRR EIXFE—LIEds . adloE, 78B4 A {20 AA%
B AL RR T R B IR TBRE ST, IETT LAEBEATIR YT B R i 45 LA &) Bt ) Solosite BEAiL
HMelolinf'#% (Camarda 2007) . Molan & -3 8 K FLx 1 111 RS 14 56 4 £ v DA it 48

2K H 2006 4E 18 S TEAR{E B AE M L3R

21 M e TP ) AL )

IR PUAMAI N E ZORIE, EEAMIR. JOEM. XY bR JURMARSE, eiTPFAT
VB, AT AR b B ) VF 22 A W) AR A AR I T R

TEIE T Je WM AT I SEIR R B, Zopiibac i B 1R m My s s e . S m s B T
BRI CARS 4R B A FS PRI R o ZUAI A i R — AR BRI %, B A TR 24
b e B S R o BRI TR R SR BT AR R B R. IEE EE S T  &
FRAP{H FIORACHH FIAH S 20 511°40.93. 0.92F10.73, X 1] DL S i 4 25 i i S8 AL BE /1 (Beretta
&, 2005) o DAR =R g7 vk e LA E ST AT

1, A EmERILEE S (ORAC) W AP T ALY TE 13
2, MFERIEJEEEST (FRAP)

3, 2,2-diphenyl-1-picrylthydrazyl (DPPH) , WHFRNHLE HEiE 1,

=R SRR T

TR E MR B R PR S 2 —>, BT AR s PR LR 77, D Je
L7 32 W 2 1 B Pt E A VS 19 16.93 TE umol /g, FHLLZ R, Bivi =232 5 RIGE NPT E g T
N17.6 TE pmol / g, i £ Mk 2 12.81 TE pmol / g.

PR KI5 (400-500 mAu / cm) HIE /K o46.1229.61 TE umol / go  ZLAGIFE 8 B8 PO
946 mAu / cm®, L[LZE A R (932 mAu /cm) FIFEZEEE (900 mAu/ cm) #FEEIRT,

3TEME NI ZAE E 7R Numol Trolox 4 & (TE) /g.

4 & B FORAC (0.87, 0.96) . DPPHFIFRAPE (0.85) . HMy&EAIDPPH (0.92) LLEZEMy & &
FRAP (0.89) X [Al¥y R LM,

53k HArbutus unedo (REZF) KIS EEE (Beretta 25, 2005) 1£%21.07 TE umol / g-
6 Fitt TR AN50% (w/w) BEZEIETRIFImAU/ cm.

7 20094F 3K [ Novost Pty Ltd (7 Wendover Place, Newtown, Tasmania 7008) it £ »



M R R PR B SIS AR AR 2 —, SEIRR AL NIRR %% (207.4 mgit & T HR/

kg) HLIEHT T BV AR R ZE 14 258 (Fagopyrum esculetum)  (200.3 mgi% & T2/ kg) i /5
£ (197.4 mgiX & TRR/A R 8B . By d & ilE 45 R S5FRAP, DPPHFIORACH I & {8 i
G, XK HEEMPUEABE AR T EAE 5> (Berettass, 2005)

FRIRZ MM (ForestJarrah) BEEEE —Fhm MM, JLAME. AR ENE & 20 0008
51.7%, 22.4%%10.3%, TyPHWZIMIFZ (sandplain Jarrah) #4255 F B N EUE, ~H44.3%,
26.6%M13.8% . FHMILMMAIFH) SRR LT -

- 1%-Forest blackbutt7) %1 940.5%, 30.9% H14.6%,

SR AL -Karriff) P H{E 5031 944.3%, 29.5% F11.9%
Parrotbush 43.2%, 30%#10% .

447565 (Calothamnus sanguineus) 37.2%, 26%#110.1% .
i JEAR36.9%, 23.1%F115.3%

Yl T34.9%, 28.4%H113.8%

ﬁ&ﬁﬁiiﬂ%,nzVﬁma%(mmwa%Awm)OEE¢%ﬁ%%%§%$%ﬁﬁ

{1, IXSRAE 19644 H A Rl S 5 %6 1A R e 46 48 — LG e sk O 5 I . S BAPE T

J?J i (Francis Smith) {1 (Smith 1965) [RPREEIEE k45 1 RERMFFMREATHE L, RIMAHIA
T L AR R ARAEAE [
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2005) .
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