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Figure S1. The anti-bacterial activity of crude extract of mangosteen pericarp on agar medium against R. solanacearum(A). The anti-bacterial activity of
dichlromethane fractions (Fractions B1 and B2) isolated from crude extract of mangosteen pericarp (B). Streptomycin sulfate as positive control and methanol as
negative control.
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Figure S2. Total ion chromatograph (TIC) of crude extract of mangosteen pericarp
at both positive and negative mode.
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Figure S3. OPLS-DA scores plots of inactive and active fractions (A) and permutation test for the OPLS-DA models (B).
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Figure S4. Inhibition Effect of y-mangostin against R. solanacearum.
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Figure S5. HR-MS of compound 5
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Figure S6. *H NMR of compound 5.
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Figure S7. **C NMR of compound 5.
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Figure S8. 1H-1H COSY of compound 5.
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Figure S9. HSQC of compound 5.
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Figure S10. HMBC of compound 5.
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Figure S11. HR-MS of compound 6
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Figure S12. *H NMR of compound 6.
S13



.64

158.0

— 162.44
152

m cowe 0
® SaBm W & o -
g e "}

S waoo o =
A Aaas < © S
i S = s =

1
— 114
——110.63

S—=109:79

— 104,30
— 102,15

29.19
— 25.64

T T T T T
150 140 130 120 11 100 920 B0 70 60 50 40

Figure S13. **C NMR of compound 6.
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Figure S14. *H-'H COSY of compound 6.
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Figure S15. HSQC of compound 6.
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Figure S16. HMBC of compound 6.
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