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A Review of Nutritional Components and Biological Activity of
Ficus carica
LIU Pengli', CHEN Yingxiang', YU Yanping', YU Xuejuan', LI Gang', ZOU Xiaoyu®

(1.Department of Food and Biochemical Engineering, Yantai Vocational College, Yantai 264670, China;
2.Weihai Education and Teaching Research Institute, Weihai 264200, China)

Abstract: Ficus carica is a kind of edible medicinal fruit, which is accepted by mostly customer because its sweet and sour
taste and soft fleshy. Ficus carica is rich in nutritional components such as sugar, amino acids and polyphenols, which has
high nutritional values. Ficus carica has significant physiological activities such as antioxidant, antitumor, and lowering
blood lipid, which makes it high-quality resource for functional foods. In this paper, the nutritional compositions and
biological activities such as antioxidant, lowering blood lipid, antitumor, anti-inflammatory and anti-microbico of Ficus
carica are reviewed, and the future research directions are prospected. This paper provides theoretical basis for further

development and industrialization of Ficus carica functional food.

Key words: Ficus carica; nutritional components; biological activity; antioxidant activity

TCAER SRRESAER | #2R, EFPRE 2R
AT REARTCAEARAM YRS . TOAER T UL AT
BT SEE R &, FEACHh 2298 Z B A AN, 7EFRIE
AT 2000 AR DT S H RTJCAER AR B AR ™
RN E A L H I R BRSO
JEE 0% BE AR ], 3 e O AR SR AR X dal 32 22 S A A 1
IR BT VLI m AR JOAE R Y A,
RELZ RIGIEIE, PSRN R], JoAER R B S ar 3]
DRESOANEED], SR P B Aok, B MR . T4k, TG

WREEHA: 2022-05-06

AER th T HA & 0 E IR M BRI 32
AT AR H )ICHE “TofE R H | F o,
FITHE, R, 16 T0RE . R, BARMaE | i
JIiSE 5 | AR AR B . AR s e | Ak
1 . ANEAE IR . 22 M) S )5 55 il or, HA PR
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TCAEARIAR B ok R, HARIRE
AR PRES ST AT MR SRR TR, I TCIER A &)
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Hu R T ICAE S B B IR R RN X 3], TCAESRGIN T,
AEAZAE K TCAE SR BT R], P I Be sl X JCiER
AT I A s ) 2R Ge e PR R IR I T A AT HE .
PRI, AR SC4 T2, TCAE A 1978 37 43 A A W i 1k,
DI JCAE SNG4z
1 ZERNEFKT
1.1 FRkLE4

TeAE R T FZEFE ST KAL), g R
B XOBE I 20, Hoar & b AR T EM 44.0%~
74.3%", JCAESR A g BAE LA A B AR O 2, ik
ik & AR I BUBEEET Y, Aljane 451 & B 27 Fh
TCAER P S 1.12~5.68 g/100 g #fH (Fresh
Weight, FW) , BB & 48 o4 0.86~5.43 g/100 g FW,
TeACTR P AT AN SO S 5 SR e B A A E AR S,
PR LR FoAE IR R AL S I TR (0 R
TCAER R S B TOAE IR, BRI A e . AR it
FIERMH TR 2 52 JCAESR ol o B i . SRR Xk
PR LT AT b i A R A T AT, LA
N 30.5 mg/g FW, B &b &~ 26.7 mg/g FW,
it AR ACAL IS, AT S e T, ELA A S ek

TCAESE XSO 222 R bl . B A AE T Xt
5 FhICAE S S EE R SRS L EA A, 2521 R TG
PES N 2~12 mg/g. IEAh, Palmeira 2519 AIEAS 2R
ToAEHE hl 2 /D Vg AT AR, SR SR
0.21 g/100 g FW, SR H & 5547 0.161 g/100 g FW,

TCAEHE 1 2208 T2 22 R SR v 2, JeHE
SR 2RSS ERE AN ZE 1 FioR . Du ZEU718
SR UK - B 7S T BIHR B0 | SRR P AR B T
PEEBGF N TCAE IR 43 B A B DU 4l = T 95% I
WL 53, DUFD TCAESH -4 5 F 7R 2.19%10%~
1.21x10° Da Z[a], BBl i A H g b . 2Lk . BT
PrAOKE . PR R0, SO b, AN B I8

JiE45 14 . Gharibzahedi 25" SR FH A 7 BhTA$#2 BT
SRR H P S E, 15 B R B4 F Bt il 6.89%
10° kDa, H #2500 2 . - ZLBEME R . 2500 . 3=
WL BTRLAORE  EFURE . BRSNS RE 4L, MRk
B 33.65%.
1.2 EBRFMTER

TR P EAFR S EL S TCAREEET 4.4%~
6.7%", JCAESR IR S B AE 3724~8091 mg/kg
FW Z AP, LR o AT a5 SR 3R, o R & A
17 FhEALIR, A4S SR LR AN ) 7 Fhb 5 2 LT
2 FhEf R S FENR CR A RS ENR) 1 8 FEELTR
HIERP), H TR aE RS & ) thE N
43.05%"2%, 2 T [ Brop A 28 25 R0 5 AR 4H Uiy
MFRARARE T (40%) o TCAESR S i i i I S 1
FAH IR, SN 960~2257 mg/kg FW, HIK A48
12, SN 489~1237 mg/kg FW2!
1.3 A5

TCAER IR TR & B AE 1~2.25 g/100 g =Z [a]4,
Hoep I PR AN YRR IR S i o JOAESR P ARG
UL BB TR S 80% LA _E, I T A ARTE], TG
R P NBTTRFPE K & A AZES . MBI aER 2R
FHBIG S CO, UL IR T IR IITR, F1RH
GC-MS X TCHER P BRI 4 AT o0, e
20 FhAR AR, L& B 2R ST B SR S R
(46.89%) . WHREZ(31.11%) . F5HER(11.02%) | fFifg
iR (2.65%) . 10-T/\ Ak i (1.98%) . TR (1.22%) .
L ATIR (1.16%) . 1 = BEl& (0.86%) . 5= ¥ 1%
(0.61%) . -+ PU%ERR (0.54%) . + T kel (0.40%) .
=R (0.34%) | 10- T JUBRIATR (0.32%) . AR
(0.21%) . T Jutik M 8 (0.18%) . — T — ki iR
(0.18%) . JHMR(0.17%) . BRIGHENR (0.08%) . . 5EMR
(0.03%) A 11-— kM2 (0.03%) . Palmeira 25
>R GC-FID X 14548 JoAE S 10 5 J2 Fn S TR H Bg i
FRUEAT 43 A, He X5 Y 23 FRAR AR, JCAE A SR H

F 1 TR 2RSS RHE
Table 1  Structural characteristics of polysaccharides in ficus fig
' 443 F 5 (kDa) PRI, FHELE SEELERY E =BT
Rha: Ara: Gal: Gle: Man —46)4-D-Gal-( 1 —4)-a-D-Gle-(1—
1 121 —3,6)-f-D-Man-(1— [18]
=2.69:23.85:49.68:3.74:1.00 y —3)-B-L-Rha-(1—
—5)-a-L-Ara-(1—
—6)-B-D-Gal-(1—
) » Ara:Gal:Glc:Man —3,6)-p-D-Man-(1— :g;:ﬁ:g:gfcl:gi: .
3 =1.59:1.42:1.00:13.70 ~52,6)-p-D-Man-(1— o (18]
5)-g-L-Ara-(1— —4)-0-D-Gle-(1—
—6)-B-D-Gal-(1—
102 Rha:Ara:Gal:Glc: Man —2,6)-p-D-Man-(1— —6)-a-D-Gle-(1— .
3 02.9 =1.14:6.71:9.25:1.07: 1.00 —5)-0-L-Ara-(1— —3)-f-L-Rha-(1— (18]
—2)-B-D-Man-(1—
—6)-B-D-Gal-(1—
Rha: Ara:Gal: Gle 3,6)-p-D-Gal-(1 :j;'ﬁ'LD‘*gf'E -
4 219 =1.37:8.35:13.63:1.00 —5)-0-L-Ara-(1— wam-es [18]
—+4)-f-D-Gal-(1— —6)-a-D-Gle-(1—
5 6.89%10° GlcA:GalA:Glc:Fuc: Ara:Gla:Rha:Man [19]

=0.2:3.6:0.6:0.4:0.2:1.0:0.3:0.2




- 426 - £ Tl B4

2023 4F 3 A

MVJRRPR & Gt e, o B IR i 1Y 28.0%, HAK s
HEIMR (23.9%) . TR (12.6%) FNIHRR (12.2%); JCiE
SO R O RR IR 5t d e, o IR TR B i 1Y 51.8%,
FLR R I R (19.9%) . A= HE R (11.2%) F9H iR
(8.8%),
1.4 FHIRFgEE R

TCAER TS AR B BN, Bk BEL SR 5,
FHorh & B TR FIES 0K . JoAESR P loT
R R A THAKIE, J& TRk IRRY, JoiER
Hh - ) 5 R R R R A [ A A S 2
5+ . Pereira £8P0 XF 9 FhICAER TR W) BT S = AT
SrAT, 9 FRICIESR PR &l 8.2~11.4 g/kg DW, £5
-l 1.9~3.1 g/kg DW, B & &0 1.0~1.4 g/lkg DW,
BEETCN 1.0~1.5 g/kg DW, 8k 30.2~40.0 mg/kg
DW, $¢ &/ 4 6.2~11.9 mg/kg DW, H & TSR
BT, A S AN WIREAIR . Turco 450% X
BRF (B EUE n=20) . & it (FE R EE n=8) F+
HH (PR B n=8) = P HLIX B TCAER BEATIC R 47
B, BiEr 8575 8.12. 3.50 F1 4.86 g/kg DW, £55%

Br0ICh 1.46. 2.35 Fl1 4.49 g/kg DW, fifif58E0 0.14,

0.12 F1 0.06 mg/kg DW

TR P EHFEE YA R C fgizE=xR E. 4k
22 C & A 8~90 mg/kg DWET, Bz rhidfis A= 25
E &M 4.14 mg/100 g FW, SR 4R E &8
o4 3.7 mg/100 g FW!'Y, JEAE R p 4K EH
4 FfFEIES, 0 BR oL T p-AE T W . - T
M oEBFW . R EREEETN o-/E B, &
Sk 2.78 mg/100 g FW, JRAF FEEEm N -2 F
iy, ik 2.68 mg/100 g FWH,

1.5 KHPE NEMBHES

ToAER IS N RIS EET R | B-
BHEY DR FORER . B-FoKBE R B E . FILL
=, PEBERN 7.71 pg/g FW, HAn 2k 5
ERNEE, &R 4.43 ng/g FW2, JCHERHF
B N 2 i A SR S R T L

MR S /K S v B 2 LR 0T, AN RO T~
RS W R, R HAT MR 2 A . ARk A i )
fE. TCAES P IA WL T SR AR EER, s h
WA SRR . HlR . TR . T R . MESHRRIE
HEARPY, Hssaini 250 % 11 FhICHESR S SRR A4
TR ) Er B A TN A2 , &5 5 s T AT Bl R g
T ek 18] W 2 R AT AR R, SRR B v ik B
499 mg/100 g DW, #7412 & E1E 31~100 mg/100 g
DW ], HIREOICAER A LR & I TR JCHE
. Palmeira 25" 53-#H7 JC A6 A R FRA G HLIR &
&, B P EERZNAEIIR SR, HEah
827 mg/100 g FW, A v & i i 22 A HLIE 35T
iz, Hofr& -l 484 mg/100 g FWI,
1.6 EAEILEY

Wy A A R K R T & B i T 5 P A e 5t
Z—, BB ROE R A 3L SRR A 57 LA
AT . Prah ks bt JeAE SR b 2t
Yy L FE My R RN R IS Y RS, B B iR 7E 186~
715 mg/100 g DW Z [a]U% 24 FEfE R 2sib 59
IS R B i DR = b, R S PN TR S 3 25 57, FRRZ TG
SR LG TOAE R & S 2 Y, JofesR
AR A A Y & RLUNER 2 s, JCHE

K2 AR IR

Table 2 Phenolics content in ficus fig

TCAESR D
b A4 7 B (mg/100 g DW) _ : —
Verdal brevas Campera Bouhouli Germencik Nazilli
M % \ \ 19 \ \
Hif e -3 BT \ \ 57 \ \
W 2 -3-0-E R/ 3283 429 73 36.44 43.75
Wit Bz 2-3-0-18 —Bk-2FUBHT 58.0 153 \ \ \
Wi Ez -3 FURHT 119 8.9 \ \ \
JIRS 3 90.6 20.6 424 \ \
JFAEFH R 73.0 56.7 \ \ \
WHERR \ \ 313 \ \
TRERPR \ \ 135 \ \
SRR 51.0 9.4 88 5.14 3.48
FRILKFE 43.1 9.0 \ 67.52 60.82
RIEHH-3-0-25F T 40.9 14.4 90 \ \
RIHGF-3,5-0- A i 14 0.7 84 \ \
125 -3-0- 2B BT 9.6 4.1 \ \ \
FEER-C-CF - b 6.4 33 \ \ \
THR \ \ \ 3.03 3.27
WETIR \ \ \ 1.15 1.35
RIEFEF-3-0-EF T 0.7 0.6 \ \ \
EZ DTN [10] [10] [33] [34] [34]
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e i 2 b G ) T B R S AT A L
A FAETE R UNMERR . ¥RILPRI R | SRIERR . R
JLES R L REZERATEWSS . Palmeira 551 SR WK
AH S-S FE, AR B4 5 AN - F, M 357 H BB SO 92 7
T2 A TCAE S R g H 18 PP i, Horh iR
R EEW YT T, A S R R
33.8%, LA i Y I ) SR MM ERR AT AR
PR JCAE SR 24 SR A ATE € T B4 v R 1 4
R PRI R, TCAE AR S ST 2H B3 B et A 86 B,
H T ICAE L AT AR AR JCAE SR S A2
2 TAERBVEMENS

2.1 FERIMENENE

AP A Y B AR i R e A SR

LT DNA $5i455, IITf& 35 BHAERR . JoAESRAEH
Yy HATE R A i PSP e RS P R R o
AR RE I, Hp eIk RR ) 2RI T 2y iz
BRI, SR HEAAECY SR ] AB-8 B iR 2 alifl
TCAER M, FEX HARS MU A TR VRS TP, &Y
R TCAE IR W HAA VE I AU B s 1 R AR
F i JEAE 77, BB EMRNETE S oA R bk E
R, MICIER Z Wy 2500 pg/mL B, HOH 4B
BT R R R R AR [ i R B R, 43
A 75% 1 38%. JCAESE ZEEHE Y s S 2k
&%), BA DPPH H HFEIEEREES) . i J5LGE ST | it
A DRI AR AT E LR T, BRSSP
FACKCROE TR AT Sr . TCAER I B LR I
% DPPH [ Hi k. i8Ry . IiRlEA 2 b RiEOW
ICs, 435124 0.46. 3.58. 0.135 mg/mL, JCAERF A 2,
B ) [ DPPH FH H 3k | i8It RE ) | F e 2
N ZEEF B 1Cs, 4375108 1.13, 4.34, 0.048 mg/mL,
AT EALTE I UE R, TCAER I R A
AL BT I, 2R 2 #R S5 ICs, 2 0.85 mg/mL, 2R AIER
43 1C5o S 1.21 mg/mLU'Y, Beluith 289 W57 & 8K, TG
AR SRR A AR NSRS PR, BEAZHE &5 i 1
NEIE R BT ERT 7, B O LEZ iR S v
A8, e UIERE K BRAH L, R TCTE IR e B
Py K B D H kit S8 AL DS J1 1.5 pmol
GSH/min/mg &% £ 2.8 umol GSH/min/mg, #8441k
Y ARG I 134 U/mg #2155 £ 240 U/mg, H,0,
liHS F1H 86.6 pmol H,0,/min/mg &/ 2 156.4 umol
H,O,/min/mg, fif QL HEZ R 2 42 7% B i 0.29 nmol
MDA/mg = 0.18 nmol MDA/mg.

2.2 FERAIPEMBETEMSE

T ML AR E S 5 1 A o i ML A5 955 05 A B 22 D [
2020 4FFR FEFE T 0 I LA 50 10 N B i 457.66
TTNP JmSFCIN . TeAER A B2 R
A 5 (R IR/ FH . Beluith 2510 F 2, B4R HOIG 8 S
TG TR Sy, RS H s IS RE R BRI R IR A E
HH, 13 8 JEE, KREUIBITIES 2 H ok, S5 mig
E B He, He i P s B s S i 3.06 mmol/L

F&Z 2.07 mmol/L, H il =Fs & i 2.65 mmol/L [%
% 1.50 mmol/L, flR%# BEAR R H & 1 0.97 mmol/L
B%2Z 0.45 mmol/L, &% B AR & 0.34 mmol/L
FHE 2 0.53 mmol/L, JoAESRRE ARG M T BE 5 =
ARG YA X o Tawfik 2508 WF5E L8, 6
AR BEAL A0 o B IR 3 v /) BRI S 338 o R T
RN, BRI A IR 2 B AN TR 2 R T % 22 i 1 1
F1o WESCREEPT WFT T JeAE RN I A MR 15 5
PRI AR BB A G rd 2 i, SR ZH AR Lh, TCAER
ZHHHEAS 2 SR (EOHH PR D BRI Y A H v = e AN iR
[T P i, DA v 2 sh DK PN RSP SELRE, Yo Y 2
o R 3= T PRI A A A B, (IR P IR ERRE, 156
HH ICAE R Z2 W REAS KA PRI R BRUM AR 7K, J% 1
I RIERA —E SEEE . JCAER B AR5
T A S 1 I 2 00 R - IR [ st g HE I | vk AR
[ A= ) AR ARV E R S
2.3 TIERAIRAEEN

PR S A R ™ H AN I AR R —, HR
IR TR ARAI, ST g AR i 88 R,
TCAC SR HE U RE S8 o (2 1F 9 20 LR T w1 ipyeg 40
BudgE, iR 2B e TS0 wEsE T otk
SRIOKHR MO B 2005 41 i Hella RIS 40 il Hepg?2 1Y
THIVE, FHICHER K SR AL B A=, A TS
KA BH AR, AREIEIAE, 28 RIEEITERS, AT 4uiEk
Wi, Soltana S5 ST IEIA JCAE S 218 2, 15 #E B
Y3 NSS4 HCT-116 Al HT-29 HoA W37
TG TR, £ IO TR LR LR AL PR 24 h )i,
I AHRELAH XTI 7 4 B REAIR, TCAER 2% 2 BRTE
HJE AN HCT-116 B9 1C5o 24 391 pg/mL, $iJEE 40
e HT-29 B9 1Cs, °& 381 pg/mL, & 4 G RE BN 43 HT
ZEIRR, TOAER O1R O e Bm o B SRR —
W A28 2R 5 I ) KA R U9 7= . Gurung
S SR FH Ay X AN Bl 1 AR AR AL SRR B
PUEg WGP oAU, e 13 R EAT v 2321
SR BT TE A G, A P S G S A i U
PSR IR -2 . 2 ) T A AR R V-6 . i Fh
SEAEE 1. PPN AEE 11, B 400K -2 LA Py
Je AR R 2 k-2,
24 FIERBRKIEME

BRNE I RS 5| & Z2Fh B, JCAEH i) W IR
A G Y ZHEEA @Bt R EA . Liv 8% iF
FEICAER T 16 Fh 57 00 B 55 e W A AR ) i bt R 24
B, 16 PRI AT A ) %) Big 22 0175 5 /0N UL g 41 it
RAW 264.7 4= i NO 547 B g iy 3 il 4, 1C, 18
1 0.89~8.49 pmol/L Z[8], G5F4 53 Hrae B, ix sefb &
PIBTRAE SR ks A DG, C-3'b A A
JEF. C-2"4bE SN H B W 2R b &4, ok
HHATB OB 2RIA, s BAT X U 1k
AW, X NO 194 sl EA T W 2 AdifEA . Zou
SR LRI TJCHE R 2 pEres N stz A I R B
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B EROCR, SRR IR NS S A I R/ RAHEE, T
RREIFRICAER ZHE 5 JFUs, /N &S R BE RGN, Aotk
2 K 22, R P A i R T v b, B I R AR
claudin-1 ZEiR3E00N, 40 R TNF-a Fl 1L-18 4= )%,
2R, JCAERZWEDTE 7 RAE S X il B
HOVET A OC, ToAE R PRSI e S24-7  SUFT
R PSRRI 19 =252, S RNz AT B AR ZF AT
TR A ACHE i 30 B, [ PR 2 e B A D 12 B A o
Rtibi 5 WFFE T JCAE IR 7K 52 1) XT 7 198 4 2R OBk 4
(DSS) 5T 1 L, 1 5 O] Bl HE =S BRhS Al 1
g5l iz BB A, 25 R D IRTCAER K
TRYIRERE I I P i IO B B I L oK1, 4
B HEAS I E], iR 45 1 R 5 | AR AL

25 FTHREVIEIEM

NFEZ s 5 A R A O, UNZits . IRIES
TR, TOAEIR Th B2 ) ST BE A i 4 B A i s
FYTE i, AT RS B PR RCR Y, Palmeira 55019 ifF 5%
T IR Z R U XT 5 R 22 FQRHPERE A 4 Fhogs
== [RBAPEBR AN ERIRCR, 5 R R TCAE IR IR R R Y
BB EA TP AR RIABT R EE 77, B4 =2 [GRH
PRI BRI T8 =2 LB PR TR, A2 HH AR PE AR
TR P O A BR VAP PRSI B FH 0, LI Pk
JE M 2.5 mg/mL, Souhila ZEH iff 5% T JoAE SR K 2
Yy A EEER IR 3 B VA A AT T A B AR, T
S K2 A0 B s U A R 0 il Ba B AT
Ao, A B B AR 10~17 mm, S 30 EH ik
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