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The HRMS and MS/MS were performed with different samples which spectra are available
online at www.mdpi.com/xxx/s1. Figures S1-S5: HRMS spectra of OE, F1-F4, respectively.
Figures S6-S20: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini sample
(black) for compounds 1-15 from Table 3, respectively.

Mass Spectroscopy of the different fractions:

HRMS of the different fractions were performed using a SYNAPT G2-5i Q-TOF hybrid
quadrupole time-of-flight instrument (Waters-Micromass, Manchester, UK), equipped
with an electrospray (ESI) ionisation source (Z-spray) and an additional sprayer for
the reference compound (Lock Spray). The samples were prepared by dissolving 1 mg
of the different fraction in MeOH. The sample (1 pL of injection volume) were loaded
on a KITETEX Cis (1.3 pm , 50 x 2.1 mm) column (Phenomenex, Torrance, CA, USA)
heated at 50 °C. The effluent was fully directed toward the ESI source of the Q-TOF
instrument. ESI-HRMS data were recorded in the positive ion modes. The source and
desolvation temperatures were 120 and 450 °C, respectively. Nitrogen was used
as a drying and nebulizing gas at flow rates of 50 and 900 L/h, respectively.
Typically, the capillary voltage was 3 kV, the sampling cone voltage 20 V and
the source offset 20 V. Lock mass corrections using [M+H]*, [M-H] ions at m/z
556.2771 and 554.2615 of a leucine-enkephalin solution (50 pg uL™ in 50:50
acetonitrile/water + 0.1% formic acid) were applied for accurate mass
measurements (elemental composition determination). The mass range was 50—
1150 Da and spectra were recorded at 0.2 s/scan in the centroid mode at a
resolution of 20,000 (FWHM) in the sensitivity mode. Data acquisition and
processing were performed with MassLynx 4.1 software.
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Figure S2. HRMS spectrum of F1.
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Figure S3. HRMS spectrum of F2.
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Figure S4. HRMS spectrum of F3.
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Figure S5. HRMS spectrum of F4.

GNPS dereplication
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Figure S6: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 1.
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Figure S7: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 2.
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Figure S8: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini

sample (black) for compound 3.
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Figure S9: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 4.



LA

" =
| 2 b\ - . ] :‘
:
. - “ N ‘
- - l_—;‘ N
~ N
sl L | Nl
] ! CUNTL N T nne e ' T " "
g | 1 L L | |
x
miz

Figure S10: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 5.
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Figure S11: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 6.
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Figure S12: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 7.
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Figure S13: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 8.
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Figure S14: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 9.
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Figure S15: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini

sample (black) for compound 10.
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Figure S16: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini
sample (black) for compound 11.
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Figure S17: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini

sample (black) for compound 12.
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Figure S18: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini

sample (black) for compound 13.
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Figure S19: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini

sample (black) for compound 14.



irtensily

mz

Figure 520: MS/MS match between GNPS database (green) and Eunicella cavolini

sample (black) for compound 15.



