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Abstract: Even though nanofibrous materials have excellent protectability against microorganisms such as bacteria and
virus, their functionality can be upgraded by incorporating natural substances with diverse bioactivities and biocompat-
ibility. In this study, Zea mays cob extract (ZME)/polyurethane (PU) nanofiber webs were fabricated by ZME-doped elec-
trospinning of PU, and their physical characteristics and bioactivities were investigated. Based on the observation by
scanning electron microscope, the diameter and pore size of ZME/PU nanofiber decreased as compared with those of PU
nanofiber. ZME/PU nanofiber webs had a certain level of absorptivity in that a significant decrease of water contact angle
below 80° was revealed within 10 sec, while PU nanofiber web had very little wettability. Moreover, ZME/PU nanofiber
webs had antioxidative activity and antimicrobial activity of 99.9% without any cytotoxicity, suggesting that they can be
applied to healthcare and biomedical materials for antiaging and wound healing.

Keywords: Zea mays cob extract/polyurethane nanofiber webs, electrospinning, antioxidative activity, antimicrobial
activity, cytotoxicity.
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Zea Mays Cob =52 33= Polyurethane W=d+ ) 635

PU= 3}ehzol w2} etherAl2} esterAlZ LroIXIT}. Ether
Al PUE S7d0] =2 urethane”]9] W=7 Aoid o=z vlo}
Ao A AE7 SR esterd] PUE urethane”’]2] 2=}
o} A2o|A] HAxr} =t} o2 % esterd] PUS A 7|HAE
Sl edE AR A9 A 0] etherl] PURTE X
= Ago] At PU= 4 7F 248 54 0= sl sF
A, WZA| T oA ofollA ARGEM, o]ol| &= §-3F A}
W AAATAES TEAL Qo] A X8 dressing 224
g o858 e E8H3 Jnk M 53] PUE A7
o] wj¢- Hoju AstE AR & YedFE AT
A= WEAR] AL 7 spolth. 53] H7HALE Fate
vt S B438d 5 =T, cellulose acetate S+
zeind B3 A U=AdF AAA F dextrant
ciprofloxacin HCIS 2183k =8/ &) Fo] L oo,
St PU catheter 2 A}7} X4 hydrogeloll #3F A% Bl
# nf e
S (Zea maysy= WF 220 &b Aol A 71
83 A F shelth 2184 A4 A4ER1 carotenoid
Z EFE+= PB-carotene, lutein, zeaxanthin 2 FskA] SJgk2
Sh= ferulic acid, anthocyanin 53 742 AJEE5°] =]
Ao} CJokE, CJokelE 5 st Al 98 E e Uk
S5 & (Zea mays coby= S5 o] o FE &
AL AAS D & FAER, 8 74 AES cellulose
39.1%, hemicellulose 42.1%, lignin 9.1%, protein 1.7% 5]
), o8] T/ AEA sterol B AUTE S SUE
7HEalate] glucose, xylose 53 -2 S AAL oEkE
Aot ol gstaL Ut S Sl ofkE: FEES
phenol] A3% 22.7 mg/g, 2 flavonoiddl 3% 7.4 mg/gS
S}alal 101, ECs, 37.5 mg/mL 52 ksl A4S B
frohs 2102 BAHATLY S STo] A FEZR] AEA
sterol<> p-sitosterol 158.9 mg/100 g, stigmasterol 84.8 mg/
100 g, campesterol 29.4 mg/100 g 522 FH3H| 7= o]
Ao 20 gAZ o] 3k BRI B-sitosterolS T
(Escherichia coli), B E= 3T~ (Staphylococcus aureus), &
B W (Klebsiella pneumoniae), =& (Pseudomonas aeruginosa)
ol el stg/do] vke A A3 B AT 2
FAL o =M &8 $ HUES ASEE F doen =
g AR S Bfrske SHA S Sdile H2 2 7t
A& AL o1}, o] & Aol A&st] 71543 21873
AR G835 A= ob4] Bard v gloh
A o7 Aol IS Folslr] flside 2" 59
Skl sl AAAE AfTEAll EYsHAIRE, olF
Aol A8 A =Rl ols) mAl 7]Fe] WA A
ol F717F 7t e 2E T F dte vt
At
H

el P
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ox, 4

A Elo}? 58] dxAo] 9 wt]A Folol|A o] 382 A
Holtt, & AFoxs AgAdoms &8 5 dV|He F
HEo] JAatelE® AN HAAE-EA] B HAL
TS A&3l S5 S FFE(Zea mays cob extract,
ZME)E @fohs PU W= 98 Alxstal, PU Wheidf
) iy =24 549 Ws), aaksh, a3 Al EsA
o I oAFE ST

.AEI =]
ME R AQf & Aol AMSSH S5 Sdle A5 &
AR o] GFyFsol ofzollA Fdste] ARS-SISlaL,
S EN SHRTe eSS ARSI LA ester?]]
PU(Estane S195A, Lubrizol, USA) (H]Z: 122 glem?, softening
=X 130 C)E, A7IHAE & Alxo] AMEE &ri=
dimethylformamide(DMF, Sigma-Aldrich, USA)S AF&-5}31T}.
akslad #2492 2180 1,1-diphenyl-2-picryl-hydrazyl (DPPH,
Sigma-Aldrich, USA) & 2,2'-azino-bis(3-ethylbenzthiazoline-
6-sulphonic acid), (ABTS, Sigma-Aldrich, USA)E A3}
on, gy BAS A +FEM Staphylococcus aureus
(KCTC1621)2} Klebsiella pneumoniae(KCTC2245)S A-8-3}
Aok =3 Al 254 B7HE 98 ARt AP
Z5E 12} #FE human fibloblasts Ao} ARE-E11C.
™, wjFN ©Z M Dulbecco’s modified Eagle’s medium
(DMEM, HyClone, USA), fetal bovine serum(FBS, HyClone,
USA), penicillin/streptomycin(Gibco, USA)S A8-51TE.
ZMES| F&. 5713 S5 &) 100 g& 70% ek &

m{N' o

-

& 1000 mLol Hollx] 24417 AN AL, TS e
9 ofztete HAE 330 AA Wit FEE &9
374 71F5=71(N-3000, Eyela, Japan)2 ©|-&-3lo] 53h
%, TAA%71(7670520, Labconco, USA)S o] &8l 7%}

o ZMES AAthFigure 1).

ZME/PU L #o| M=, A7 37lM d3d=
H A= Wsh xRk JaAl &9, AR el A7, nozzledt
collector Alo]9] #E], nozzle W= 2173,
o3 B ApoA = A 15 kV, nozzle-collector A7 15 cm,
4 02 mL/he] 27904 13.0% PU £l 0.0, 0.5, 1.0,
20%°] ZMEZ F7fet #dst S80S 7 iAsle] ZME/
PU Y=Ad-f 18 A Z8F thFigure 1). ¥ A7ollA ARSE
ANBELS B ZME F5(0.0, 10, 1.5, 2.0%)°] weh zH2t
PUENF, ZMEPUENF1, ZMEPUENF2, ZMEPUENF3 2. 2
T3kt

SENEY X 24 Ui 48 We Z"g 5 1A
ALY AP AL 0] 7 (field emission scanning  electron
microscope, FE-SEM, SU-8220, Hitachi, Japan)2 A}-8-3}<]
iAo Fe B F7] 55 dEERiTh

= AT & o
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Figure 1. Extraction of ZME and fabrication of ZME/PU nanofiber
web.
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Xt M IAZE (UVIVIs) & 2224, il frell A9
ZME X -5 ER1s7] flsted UV/Vis 35 384
2AAEIATE ZF A B2 DMFO #d8HA &aiA17) 5,
Vis 53333 %= Al (Optizen 2120 UV plus, Mecasys, Korea)S
o8-t 200~700 nm ¥ HLoA FBES SIS

Ax2F B (Thermogravimetric analysis, TGA). W="d5
o] I3 IS H7retr] flsl 471 (Discovery SDT
650, TA Instruments, USA)S ©|-83ld 717 slollA] 10 C
/min®] 2% 5ol mE FA S48 S5

T HEZ S AR 19 284S ke s

=
TE HES S 2= 21 T B F% 25%2] 24

~

Za), A4778 A 535, 20239

A - gol - AE

oM Aol AT 4 pLs Astsle] 0258 52 7HHo=w
6027F HZE7F =74 71(DSA100, Kruss, Germany)ZE ©]-8-5}]

KS K ISO 9237:1995¢] 3] 24319t 2% 20 C 4
AEE 65%0M AFs 27152k A137](TF164E, MMSTech,
Korea)E ©|-&3}d 20 cm?9] A]¥Hel 100 Pas] ¥HOZE ¥
718 BIANA T7EH=E SA A

FHEE KS K 0594:20212] Ay & dsidgys 4
fato] Z2AHEATEY L% 40 T, AHEE 90%0lA] 1417+
A3 & AlRe] A Mk F45l FEEE A

DPPH % ABTS Radical Mg £4. ZME 2 ZME/PU
v fle] ks 71sl] $18te] DPPH 2 ABTS
radical A€ A4S AAEA Y. ZMES] DPPH radical
AL Tai 5ol AFYHES Farsle] S430TH* ZME
€9 0.1 mLoll 0.2 mM¢] DPPH A9k 0.05 mL 932 4
oA 3087 WhSAIZ] TRS- 517 nmollA] 3 EE =48}
ek B3 ZME/PU Werdf 9] 79, 0.1 go] Al=el 0.2
mM DPPH 5 mLE 7}f A&oA 307 vkeAIl v 5
I3t FAH TF =S =43}t DPPH radical A3+
e FRTRE) g A58 MUY $8E AR
HERH AT

ABTS radical A3]84-& Re 59| AdHbHS Z7s)e]
392 7 mM ABTS Al 2F2F 2.4 mM potassium persulfate
E S = oA 9 ARollx 2447k E3F whgSste] ABTS
radical®] BAJ ¥ storage solutiong A|Z3F T}, o]& A&
£ 0.1 mLe} EFste] 77 WESAIZ] &, 734 nmoll A &
AEE 248t 8 ZMEPU WReAlw 99 49 01 g
NEZ 5 mLe] ABTS storage solution® & 727+ Hh3-A]
7 T FYg oM FBEE 545K ABTS radical
AL F7REe st A58 Hrkte] $E% A

&2 Yephlt

Radical scavenging (%)= (1 —A4/B) x 100 (1)
A: )\].:E_:_ id7]’€"94 :g-ié]—E, B: ‘\_:[1«%17}_%94 E%]E

ofr
i

lo

MEZSAM 7L 12 viYgE human fibroblastE FBS 10%%}
penicillin/streptomycin 1%%E 37FF DMEME AR&-8t] 37 C,
5% CO, 732] u|%7](NB-203, N-biotek Inc., Koreapl|x] 4
A FOF HiFSE & 1.0 x 10°2] AEZE 96 well plated]] £
SHATH YR 1] Ml25/d-S Kamiloglu 52 Al A
& AU Tlol=gils Farste] 5785kt Fresh
DMEMEA thz3), B ieddf 18 DMEME AR5}
6 cm’mLeE £33 Ao g vjx|E wA|g & 37 CollA]
24117k 2k A3 i kalit). 20 mLe] (3-(4,5-dimethylthiazol-
2-yl)-5-(3-carboxymethoxyphenyl)-2-(4-sulfophenyl)-2H-
tetrazolium) (MTS)E &-3F= A 22 ¥iA] 100 mLZE 24|



Zea Mays Cob FZ=S FH8IE Polyurethane WAl <) 637

3L 37 T, 5% CO, A 3A17F w3 -, 490 nmol|
A RS ST A AEES 34 gz gist
A HA7Rre] Fgwe] vE Jehgioh.

SEN B #39] ST E AR vl
ok&l7] 93 A wX|+= nutrient broth, 223 ¥iX]= nutrient
agars AME-SISITh A3S 98 FHIsH HEFS AA] wjx]
20 mL7F €71 100 mL A2 SEk3e]] g3l 2= 37 C
of| A 18~24A17F X% vt H, 660 nmollA S35 =4
slo] s T 9 20012 S]AgE 0 TL] HA| viA]ellA]
ADTE 1.0 x 10/mL7} H=E JFALS FHEAT v
A o) A A2 KS K 0693:201600 S=51o] 24
SIATEY 30 mLe] Rl &7 ot iz 2 AlES 47
o FHISkaL, HEY 02 mLe A9 HESH F 37 C
oA 18A17F B skt wiekE t=at @ Aldwel 0.5%
NaCl $5-894 20 mLS ol #& F&3 §, °|& 104 3
Aek 7 1 mLg 32 viA] 15 mLel] 430 24-48717F vl
gk o o] FEUE ATtk Adge F2Y A5t
3| wi, 3 g9 ko BRE] Sl o, dadAe
AN 2] Aatads YeEplich

a1 { EE

ZME/PU L5 o 2213 S4. FE-SEM ARlo=
HE| gelst dxk A9t 15 kV, nozzle-collector 72 15 cm,
4 0.2 mL/he] 270l A% PUENF2] 3732 600-800
nmz TA F7)e it FYskal v =T AR 22 3
BlgH oz Al +2E YR (Figure 2(a)), PU
il A S e A71AE 2700 A Z2E A vz
2o 2 ZMEPUENF1, ZMEPUENF2 2 ZMEPUENF3¢] 7
% A7< <F 100-300 nm=, PUENF thH] e o= 7k
I A Afele] 71Fe] A ER ZRe RS o
thFigure 2(b), (c) ¥ (d)). ZME7} PU 2} 7] 3]5t=S
a3t tailor cone B4 Al A7 T o2 ZeA]A st
A, ZMEe] 23E]o] Qe o] irkgde] ArdEss
=0 ZH ole} 712 M43t Aol BAsHE AoE A7t
), T2 fALe AoxE oo} 7k 1glo) 71glate]
A FEFES FHshe Ui fel FAo] dhshe A4S
el o8 BuEAnh 2 2eu yiedw 21e] 714
A ZIEE 6.0 MPa 7202 ZME®] 79} Aol 9x}¢]
HE YoM Aol Berz ozdh JushHel Hs}
7} 71A1A 248l mXE FF2 vju|gk Aoz Azt

AR F2E5 U 7 A2 BgEe 53k 2 e
7, 2R geiel 200-400 nm 2 7FAI3A Gl 400-
700 nm ©A ] F AHERS HAEl] HA FEE &
A 52 otk 4= o). Figure 3% ZME ¥ ZME/PU Y
A5 18 DMFel 8384171 §912] AR UV/Vis 3

oL O

(d)

Figure 2. (a) FE-SEM photographs of the PUENF; (b) ZMEPU-
ENF1; (c) ZMEPUENF2; (d) ZMEPUENF3.

A A7E vepd Zleltt. 94 PUENFS} ZMEPUENF39]
S vwEPE 8t A E o7t gl AS & U

(Figure 3(a)). 3, A8 &4 ZA$ ZMEE =0 w}
APge] ZaiAlE 21& SRIsI oM, Wieid - €] <Al PUENF
= FA0I ot ZMEPUENF3= ZMES} AR A8 1t
ERRAtHFigure 3(b)). UV/Vis 37 2 EHo e 7k 7
5 1T F e, Fro wel ZMESF AR S 3
o] ZMEPUENF3oIX %= Yehb= & & & ATH(Figure
3(c)). ©1E3 4 Adl= ZMES PU &8d]] F7lslo] B3}
A7 749 PU WA Wiioll ZMEZE SRS 3
WElshs wAEkaL & 4 St ZMEC] $HrEo] e 8
A2 2321 B-carotene> 477 nm, lutein> 422 E 474 nm
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Figure 3. (a) Photographs of PUENF and ZMEPUENF3; (b) pho-

tographs of ZME and ZMEPUENF3 solution in DMF; (c) UV/Vis
absorption spectra of ZMEPUENF3 and ZME.

oA FF7F Pt BarEo] glom B oo 7]Qlste
ZME % ZME/PU =6 25 400 nm ©)e] 14 939
NN Fxel wet FF At SUlske Ao Azt
PU % ZME/PUS] Eitdll 545 H|wal7] 28l TGA 3=
Figure 4(a)oll YERIATE. ZMES] 7% PUSKE €] 100 T
ool AEAR] T PAE HolEH], o5 T2 ZME?]
F9 AE Sl 3Rl p-carotene2] G0l 7|Q15h= Aoz
AYZFET}, B-carotene GA] TEOZE= 100 T o)/de] 2%
A A&EH 02 FRFo] TASANE YA fro) B3tslelal S
A5 QR dstEE GRS B ojet A ZME/
PU Y=d-fe] A9-ol= Yeht=dl, ZMEPUENF19] 73
PUENF¢} A°] fAFSE Gitsll A5 Kol ZMEd g &

Za), A4778 A 535, 20239

A - gol - AE

3l 7F PU vl o] Gaisliol miAls 932 34 82
Ao AZFELE S ZME= 300 C ol3tollA= PURTH
oz BRI, 400 Toll 77he 120 238
PURTE &0 = Pg3t AL & &= UEt, f-carotene GA|
300 T o] gellAl Gital7t wshd Wk ofeh 1 9o
ZME°) ot EAjske ZejHlEd sighsol te WAl oL
25 7HAAL lo] aLoxe] HeFgAel Z]ofsl] wiolet
3 Ak,

PU= &4 EAbolr] PU Wil fie 2
T Zh=Th PUENF A 1] Bsiod= 135° Ak
2 REAE 4R Ao Yeht 2840 A9 ¢l
2O & Ho|x|¥k, ZMEPUENF1¢] 79 10 dlo] % 3
S]] 80° ol 3k F45] 7251 TFigure 4(b). 19} 2
A FEE 2F e 154 Y ANe
Clerodendrum phlomidis, Indigofera aspalathoides, Azadirachta
indica, Memecylon edule, Myristica andamanica, Gymnema

=

==z
A e

o, H1
1o o

ir

N

sylvestre B Aloe vera 5] % AE-°] ¥ polycaprolactone
(PCL) Y=l 9] ool ZolE 4= et A F5=0
EAshs F/84%0] PCLY| ZeAS FIATIe Zos |
a1 up QTR el fo] 9 B e B S
3] wound dressing® 29| $-& A] @& MG 7RI Q)
o, Aol tigh 18188 Eola, Alxe] 35 FXlsh=
A 9] 71 Fa8 X8, AEEl S5 dgst
sl A AFE weth Y PUs 254 SBEAeIAY foam
e Z A xH o] HEES] F57F £olg moisture wound
dressing® & ] AREE|AL 9o, o]2]gh oA ZMES]
335t PU U ol S48 #4224 wound
dressing® 22| 383 73 sk s adde AlF
Sk & 4 Tk

Wl ALFe] Wizl 7191k H2 ol BaL
AE vpolg 2y vh|glo}, 2 AR 9} 7o) H7)7} v
22 BEE AT F QoM E o AE S|Ehs &
717t FEEE BAdte] At AHEE Tl B
frobe 2 7164 AR FERAL S
e 9] 71RE B FEEeE e F8% =4 5
o shetal & 4 9lth. PUENF ZMEPUENF, 39] 371
E3 =4 A3= Figure 4(c)el YERAATH ZMES 23
sigko =4 PU WAl o] F7140] AASHA Askds &
atAet], ole AlAstel ofgh v A ] Skt
718 A719] Aol 7|dsks AoZ HRlt) 3 ZMEo
23 F5A 9] F7RE ZMEPU WAl 9] B5e] a4
o] F93 Yelo 7 A7FETHFigure 4(d)). ZME £330l 2]
& iAo Al sk vtelE 28 22 mAg 2714 &
8 EAS Adshed U a3 o)X uk, A4 S
A E71do] aste v BE5AS Sk A &

7t ekal & 5l
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Figure 4. TGA curves: (a) water contact angle; (b) air permeability;
(c) water vapor permeability; (d) PU and ZME/PU nanofiber webs.

ZME/PU L= gio| M2|&tM. DPPH radical> W3-
A BEPS e, radicalo] &AW @& oz
HalA ot ol g v)A wkg-o] FRATE 83t A
3} 28-S E91g 4= Qlth? ABTS9} potassium persulfate®]
EeHgels ool WSkl ABTS radicalo] A= 574
ARl A=AE YEpiH, A5 Akt &4 @ ABTS
radicalo] 2= Qo] T2 ABTS ez S wt}. ole}

Zea Mays Cob F&E2 3Hi3l= Polyurethane WE=Ad €4 639

(a) 100

90 +
70
60 -

—— L-ascorbic acid
—¥— IME
50 L) L) L) 1 )

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Concentration (pg/ml)

DPPH free radical
scvenging activity (%)
8
1

== 110
_ =
32' 100 —
TE 904
g« 80~
=2
E.E’ 70 =
=
g g 60 - —4— L-ascorbic acid
- IME
o 50 1 1 1 T I

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Concentration (pug/ml)

(b) g 10
S 80-
T3
[
— _
Py g 60
2o
= c 40 -
I 5
a5 2
a3 =
@
0 -
mmm PUENF C— ZMEPUENF-3
mmm ZMEPUENF1 == ZMEPUENF-2
- 100
—
S - =
S
i -3 60 —
3 (]
=2 40 4
L2
m 20 -
w 0 —

mmm PUENF —— ZMEPUENF-3
mmm ZMEPUENF1 == ZMEPUENF-2

Figure 5. DPPH and ABTS free radical scavenging activity of ZME:
(a) ZME/PU nanofiber webs; (b) (error bars denote £standard devi-
ation, n=3).

22 A Rkgo] SEAITE SAgste] ksl 28-S gl
gk 4= Jth® L-ascorbic acid(vitamin C)= Y 2 o] 59|
EAste AFEE F shE A | P E JAlsk=
7483 sA| R dE] AR ET, 8 R o R ARSst
St ZMES] DPPH & ABTS radical &4 &4 ZA34&
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Figure 5(a)°ll YEM 21tk ZMEE 5o we} DPPH %
ABTS radical A3} €4J¢] 2% F713192H, 400 ug/mL &
TollA] 90% o]’de] DPPH 3 ABTS radical 3] 245 X
of B2 SIS BAretal S-S STk A
el ¥, ZMEZ} $HrEo] A &2 PU WAl 419
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Figure 6. Cell viability (error bars denote + standard deviation, n =
3): (a) antimicrobial activity; (b) ZME/PU nanofiber webs.
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