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INFLUENCE OF BROMINATION ON ACTIVITY OF
PHOTOSENSITIZATION OF HYPOCRELLIN B

Zhang Hongyu  Zhang Zhiyi  Wan Qian Wang Dahui
(Institute of Biop hysics» Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101)

ABSTRACT In this paper» ESR techniques of spin trapping and spin counteraction
were used to determine the relative yields of 02, 02~ and anion radical produced during pho-
tosensitization of hypocrellin B (HB) and its brominated products (©~Br “HB and 9, 8~ di-
Br —HB) - It was found that monobromination did not increase the yield of 02 of HB and di-
bromination enhanced the yield of 02 about 20%, but decreased its ability of generating Oz
and anion radical through electron transfer at same time-
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