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1. Superoxide anion (•O2−) scavenging assay 
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Figure S3.1: The dose response curves of acacetin and isoginkgetin in •O2--inhibition assay. Each 
value is expressed as mean ± SD (n = 3). 

Tab. S1 The comparison of IC50 values of acacetin, isoginkgetin and positive control in •O2− 
scavenging assay. 

 
Mean±SD 

μg/mL 

Mean±SD 

μM 

isoginkgetin 18.70.2 33.10.4 a 

acacetin 30.53.2 107.111.3 b 

Trolox 1243.639.5 4968.4157.9 

The IC50 value was defined as the lowest concentration with 50% radical inhibition or relative reducing 
power, calculated by linear regression analysis, and expressed as the mean ± SD (n = 3). The linear regression 
was analyzed by Origin 6.0 professional software. The IC50 values with different superscripts (a and b) 
between acacetin and isoginkgetin are significantly different (p < 0.05). Trolox was the positive control.  

  



 

2. Cu2+-reducing power assay 
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Figure S3.2: The dose response curves of acacetin and isoginkgetin in Cu2+-reducing power assay. 
Each value is expressed as mean ± SD (n = 3). 

 

 

 

Tab. S2 The comparison of IC50 values of acacetin, isoginkgetin and positive control in Cu2+-
reducing power assay. 

 
Mean±SD 

μg/mL 

Mean±SD 

μM 

isoginkgetin 207.912.1 367.121.4 a 

acacetin 428.29.5 1506.233.4 b 

Trolox 9.50.4 38.11.7 

The IC50 value was defined as the lowest concentration with 50% radical inhibition or relative reducing 
power, calculated by linear regression analysis, and expressed as the mean ± SD (n = 3). The linear regression 
was analyzed by Origin 6.0 professional software. The IC50 values with different superscripts (a and b) 
between acacetin and isoginkgetin are significantly different (p < 0.05). Trolox was the positive control.  

  



 

3. ABTS+•-scavenging assay 
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Figure S3.3: The dose response curves of acacetin and isoginkgetin in ABTS+•-scavenging assay. 
Each value is expressed as mean ± SD (n = 3). 

Tab. S3 The comparison of IC50 values of acacetin, isoginkgetin and positive control in ABTS+•-
scavenging assay. 

 
Mean±SD 

μg/mL 

Mean±SD 

μM 

isoginkgetin 118.68.6 209.315.1 a 

acacetin 69.93.4 246.211.8 b 

Trolox 5.70.1 22.60.3 

The IC50 value was defined as the lowest concentration with 50% radical inhibition or relative reducing 
power, calculated by linear regression analysis, and expressed as the mean ± SD (n = 3). The linear regression 
was analyzed by Origin 6.0 professional software. The IC50 values with different superscripts (a and b) 
between acacetin and isoginkgetin are significantly different (p < 0.05). Trolox was the positive control.  

 

 


