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ACP : acyl carrier protein

AS: TN AFTO—)b

ASG : TN AFIINIT )L R

BHT : butylated hydroxytoluene

BSA: UYMETINT I

CDP : copalyl diphosphate

CDP-DG : cytidine-5-diphosphate-Z 7 )V Ut —)l
CMH: I FE/AFVYTF

CTAB ## : cetyltrimethylammonium bromide ¥
CTP : cytidine-S’-triphoéphate

DG: 7 FUta—Jjb

DGDG: PHZZ rINTTINT)O—)b
DMADP : dimethylallyl diphosphate

dNTP : deoxyribonucleotide triphosphate

F1 : Larix gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.
FDP : farnesyl diphosphate

FS: WEt A5 o0—)

GC-MS: AxZu< 77 7HEEHIE

GDP : geranyl diphosphate

GGDP : geranylgeranyl diphosphatle

GL : #EE

G3-P: ZUto—)r3Y) B



HPLC.: MBBRE/ O TS5 7 4 —

IDP : isopenteny! diphosphate

LPA: VVJRAT 7 FIUH#E

MGDG: £/ A7 TNV T O—

MVA : AT B

NMR : K&

NpABC1I : ATP binding cassette transporter

PA: RAT 7 FT B

PC:RAZ7FZIayr

PCR-RFLP : polymerase chain reaction-restriction
polymorphism

PE:RAT77FPNITEY /=TI

PG: RAZ7 7 FINTUEO—Ib

Pl: RAT7FZIvA /b=

PL: i IEE

fragment length

rbcL : the large subunit of ribulose bisphosphate carboxylase

) SG: AFUNTIa B

SQDG‘: ANTFF RN TIINT I O=)
TAE JB7E K : Tris-acetate-EDTA RE K

TIC : total ion chromatogram

TLC: @ /O T I 74—

12:0: S U B

14:0: S URF VE

16:0 : SV F B
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Larix Bid3—Owy N2 RXUTY « I - b7 A ) BdbERa Edhkekom
EEETREORUICIES M TH5HEEHLERTHS v, BEIZIE., =K h
5 (Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr., AR S<W) —REO &M, Fiofxi
BHICAALTWAEN, HEFHOAR ST, ERCILERIZBNTHHREN
X2, 20D, HROKIZAET 2B ECBWTEERENREEE 2>
Tnd, LNLRNRS, LEBEOTERETH LT/ YF R (Clethrionomys
rufocanus bedfordiae Thomas) I X5 EARTCHBOTHEANDEER. FARME
ETHY 9, TOBBRBIZER 2~4 A ES Fig 1)519. —H, AU >
RO U VBRI AT B A XY (Larix gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.)
5TV ED bREEENE SO0, MERSHEIBRTS, TNb
ODREEZRTH DT AVERE V1 (L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L.
kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr., LLF Fo) 371 <V OEFRTH DHME 19, WLk 18
! EEFEL. REEE 819 O TRASTVYROSENTVWE I ENG,
B ECRITAFEREMBESZISNTWV S, FIOEE T, #BkRED
BRIEEE & U TRk - MEOREAOHBENEZ - THY., ENLFKREEHN
i@BﬁTMéoF1K%bTHﬁ%@ﬁ%@%ﬂt%%®%ﬁﬁﬁbth5
TEMB 22, SBISITEENREELHETEIND,

F: OEFIE. BETHE 7Y EERETH DN I TYPNREESNZHFE
BlirBNT, HASHERTTATYNSFERINDG, FREINLCETICE R
@@?&&%tﬁ%?vwﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁbfméﬁ\@?@%%T%h%%%%
BT L TERN, BER. THEOETEEME. TN5EAOBEEY
%%(ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ)¢7ijmyw(§%%&%\ﬁﬁ%\%Ei@%)@ﬁm
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Fig. 1. Yearly Change in the Damaged Area and

Prevention Costs by the Vole in Hokkaido.®™"

e andZ indicate damaged area and prevention

costs,' respectively.



NEF1OEZHHL TSN, FEHEOBEESMITEENTH D 19, =404
ATBERTETWRNY, FOD, BETHNTLAEERNEOKE D
DN HEERPE ORI PHZINT WD, OS5 22,29 LEHS 29 13,
GTR—A—ZRAVWEZ F1HOBEMNEZHEL TWaH., DNA T—h— 3554
OHPNTERN /Y =) THB—7F. DNAFHHOFHITIIER® I X Mithn
L EPEHEINTVD 28, BF, BEST TR, ERASIEENEERKS
DAIFWEREENTWS, ABZHERENCAT TESISHAERZEHARD
HACRIAT D ENTENE, BE - BE - €32 S OBEKREENAHEIC
%,

EETIE, INETRITAITY, BIIVERTENS D F1 OREFER %2 #Ek
LT&ER. LAL, TIN5 O/EORBERE S ERS OEEERTMLZRS
DEREMNBEEBHEICETAIMEIILAN, T4V, ATIYROF Ot
WWELTE, MEEOBEANSEBDOMOHmENDH D 2630, GBS 30 7
N2, #5107 larixol & 13-epimanool IZHFENRH A EEZHREL TS, BB
) GHE DI -FTNHHBZEENTAIIXTAIVICEL. IFIIUXA
FIVIZEDIENWI E, EEI, TNEORMETHETIIRIYXAIIVE
HIRYXTARIYTRETAIIXTAIVEASIIYXASIYVDOFEDE
BETH R EE. CRLHEHOREDT -SRI AMH
TRESERD, BENESEE2SITTNEERRTNS, £k 52 EFT1
IVEATIIVOBARVBHTERERIIBNT, BERFOIFTIRCEHE
MERBIEZHRELTND,

BADOHA BT 5L, DTN OREPEFRERLITUVERARF
DHEAER . Thujopsis dolabrata var. hondae |\« BV 3 BAAK & BRHAD
15 39, Pinus pinaster LZ%H%%%H@%B‘J ), £ TN ECAFTIV



RMR%%EEIZ U Pinus brutia (Ten). Pinus bé]epensjs (Ten) RO ZEN5D
SHEFEOHB 0 T L THHNTNS. LA LANS, HADILERS 2K
L#BEOHBIIETIMEREEAETDRTWRW, FI T, EFlIgtiE
B OBESE (SRS EOEERZHSNCT A E2BNEL T, hiEE
EHEMTHE /A IVEE M REFRRCS EN DR EEENE S HREEED
BRI D WTHIFEEIT - 77,

FERETIERIZTATY, BTITVYREFLORRERTATVE FLOBK
DILERAITONTRIN, & 510, TNBERS 2 L T OHI O
BEEESEEBFICIORMLE, LERSEL TR, BEFOSERITEL
NHESNTVWBZPTINROEN, PFNVRVERBRCANOENSES
ENdZA70—)b (Fig. 2). MO AT O — )V ERRICIEE TH S EHEEICHE
Bl CRBVTINRY, RAFO—VEDIEHRIE. BEHORBBERITBN
T, MERCHKT BT FIL CoANSEGHREIND (Fig. 2). I T, &
T, ELETYVFIIRCHERICDOWT, ENETIEFEHERKRICDNT, 8
NETAFO—VERICDOWTHI L. ZN5ICX B MBEOH R O AREEEHK
MWL, EVNETRESK, HIIVHIIAEANTEMADAND VE
RINERZTV, AVARKBITBAT O OEBZERHL & 9,



Sugars
Glycolysis

- A -

Fatty acid / cetyl-CoA

synthesis lr-Z Acetyl-CoA
CHsj;

I
HOCHgCHz(IJCHQCOOH

OH
Mevalonic acid

3 ATP
CO, *—

CHs;
5 @@ —OCH:CH:C=CHz+—> @@~O0CH:CH=C
. CHs
Isopentenyl diphosphate Dimethylallyl diphosphate
(IDP) ' (DMADP)
CHs
I
"N (I)Hz
C H3CCH30—®®
10 Geranyl diphosphate (GDP)
IDP\l
HsC CH?%;®®
C15 N 3
¥

FDP
HsOCHs <= squalene

Farnesyl diphosphate (FDP) l
3
Triterpenes
GH |
C HaCCHs [ Sterols ]
20 Geranylgeranyl diphosphate (GGDP)

[ Diterpene ]

Fig. 2. Origin of the Terpenoid Classes in Plants.*?
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I. 74 <YHE P ALSERRICBT 3 070 ORERELE NI 2N 5
12 & B R )

5 28 RS 393, FAIVEANSTYORNKOBRIZEE R Tl
BAEDITNRFEENRIBDIEEZRBBELTVWS, ZOZ &, P57
CEREVNEGHICHBR TRERDILEZRBLTWEEEZ NS, 22T,
%%Mﬁﬁvv‘ﬁivv&ﬁ%héwkiﬁﬁﬁﬁE@w%t£mT9%w
RUGHENFNRBEIIRZEEZ. PFVRVEERBICLAEEOH RS
EEmea Lz,

FTNRZ2EHIZ U ZBAROH BN T 2L, DM Th I Tl 5 )t 33-36),
HAROPTNARUEERERECLZHBOHIICHATIMERITHOATYARN,

BIETRHIATY, HIRYKDENSDOALKEMERE F1ORAKOE O
RIZBT BT NRAERERN, PTIWRACKBHBIEZEREIL L, &5
. TOHREEZRANWT, FAXYEAITYOMBREEERSN QMG
21TV, EARHBNICHB T 2EREEBE L7 3D,
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1. ¥k

B OBUEHERE 2005 48 9 A I LB BB (VB 250, 453°28'N,
141°88'E) T 7z (Fig. 3)e 32FAES/ ATV IO —2 (HEM 168, 2 T A v b;
B 111,47 Ay ) R46FEENTTY IO~ (TH16,5F A v b +B
35,56 5 Xy M), BLTH/AIYXIIIYD 11 F4F B 2RF (M 168
X+ 16, 5 4k, B/ 111X 1B 35, 6 BE) hoEHERL L.

—H., FEOHBIE, FTAIVEITIIVNRT I ALACRBESI N ZHERE
TS NI TET 58 BN AR BB, C OMARAE L. 1974
FIZILBEEMHAERREFET D F—ICER I N, ABERABEOM I,
TAIYBK18m, AFTVNH 16 m THolz. 2004 F 8 HICHEHRERD
TARYNOHARAXEBETZHRL. FoNEF2 2005 F 5 A THERRS
AR L 72 (Fig. 4). #ERERERE ICEMBEREE SMRm T 1
TVEENEEL TNWA 75,2005 % 10 A EAICAPEBOEZAWT DNAT—
= KBEAKRBNET o8, 20064 9 ATV FINARUFIAHOKRERRL
Joo SAICER UEEWIT. 5 B8 (TR 660, ERE 121, B 484, #
Ml 455, BE 28) HiskD 1 B8 H 7720 71 < VEED 24~26 A&k, HEEE
2 6~25 [k, 3 209 EETH D, ML ZHABHIEEHREL., 2HITEEO
MEERVEEZERLE,

2. DNA ¥ —H—IC L D HEARDHEREH A |
HOD 29 OFEICHES T, EHAE DNA O rbcl f8IE 17 714 < —4) TH

gL, ISR % HIFEBESE Tagl TH{L L7 PCR-RFLP ¥ — 7 — [I-Taql % H



Fig. 3. The Adult Trees of Larix gmelinii var.
japonica Pilg. (Left) and L. gmelinii var.
japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.
(Right).



Fig. 4. The Seedlings of Larix gmelinii var.
japonica Pilg. and L. gmelinii var. japonica

Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.



WT, 5P UDEROHENRZT> 2.

£ DNAWL CTAB#E D IZLD, BHAROHEMNSHHB L. PCR OHEIEIX,
20 mmol/l Tris-HCI (pH 8.0). 50 nmol/l KCl. 2 mmol/l MgClz. 0.3 mmol/l &
dNTP., 0.3 umol @7 F 1< —1 30 ng ®&® DNA, 2.5 unit ® 7Tag
polymerase (Promega #8) &1 25 pl ORERT.94C T 6B D%, 94C
45 #.55°C 45%.70C 3 4 30 #% 35 U1 7). 72°C 10 4T GeneAmp PCR
System (model 9700, Applied Biosystems #%) Z2&H L TT-> =,

PCR THRONLBREEMDO DS, 10 ul ZANT, TFIPULT0O7A RE
F 2% (wiv) 7 HBE— X7 )l (TAE BHEK) TEKEKBZTW,. UVEZT X
AN R—F—THEEREZT >/ HIEHERER, RO 156 ul1 ® PCR E4Y
ZHIRBER Tagl Z A WTIHAL L /2. HIREBEFWEIZ, 156 11D PCR EYIC
w1l ® 10X EEEE /NNy 7 7 — (Promega FLE). 5 U OFIREEE Taqgl, 0.17
1 ® Bovine Serum Albumin (BSA) ZM0A. 65C T 2 FREfTo . HIRERL
Wi, WMEMZENEEFEROFETERKRTZTN., SRZRELE,

3. DFIR DL

EXED abietic acid & dehydroabietic acid IXFNYEHIEE T ¥4 5 5, neoabietic
acid & X isopimaric acid 13% N F 1 Sigma b & Helix Biotech #En SBEA L.

WHI DA NI AT NT 5T 0 —R OB I L DR LT, 13-epimanool,
larixol, larixyl acetate. 13-epitorulosy1 acetate 3. VAT VRBEI I/ OOA
UHHEMNAE S UBFINATAZOAR N T T 4 —, ERFEEIOTRT
ST 4 —EAWTHERBEL, %:n 5 OfiEIL GC-MS (JMS-600H, HAET
8 K Y NMR (JNM-AL400, Elzlséﬁ’%#i%!) IR DRERLE (E, KRER).

DT LR OHIE L. Hansson 5 49 QO HFEICHE> Tirofk. REI T F—

-10 -



() B R EERTED) R OBERVERHAESZ T TRRL. BEERL -,
PMEREEHE & LT 400 g RTN50 g @ heptadecanoic acid (Aldrich #8) %4
D2mlOAHIT—FI-PITFNIT—F)V (1:1, viv) & 100 mg O E &R R
RICENZTNMA, 10~15C T 2 BHEBZTRME LR, iYW E2EL08L.,
LEEAERQUUETTHREL, PTVAYVIREODAFIALLE, AFIELE
i BHY GC-MS (JMS-600H, HAET+E&) ZA 1, DB-1MS (30 m x 0.25 mm
i.d., film thickness 0.25 um; Agilent #:8) 2 XD 4 L7z, 75 A1 170CH
5 266CET 5C/min THE L. N ULAZFYUTFHRAEL, EADERE
% 270C, A A ALBER 706V & Ui, Y—2 OREIER O REHEE D
RAANRY RV EDEBIZE DT (Table 1), ERFMREBEICIVT 7%,
SR 3 EFY, THEE EREREERLE.

4. FEHRAT

TAIY., ASTYRO FRBEOYTIRCEFROLZBELRE
Tukey-Kramer @ HSD #7%E (£<0.05) T L DFo7. . PFIIRCEHE
WX BHMEROFEEERIEST 22D, BEHSTETo . DL EOFS
BT JIMP 5.0.1J (SAS Institute #H8) &6/ Lz,

-11 -
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Table 1. Characteristic MS Fragments of Diterpenes

Diterpene RT # (min) Characteristic fragment (m/z, relative intensity (%))

13-Epimanool 9.34 55 (37), 69 (44), 81 (72), 137 {(100), 257 (57), 272 ([M-H,0}", 30)
. ' 69 (100), 71 (44), 153 (59), 195 (1), 255 (38), 270 (28), 273 (26),

Larixol 12.33 288 ([M-H,0[*, 27)

Isopimaric acid methyl ester 13.12 241 (100), 257 (76), 287 (23), 301 (24), 316 (M, 65)

Dehydroabietic acid methyl ester ~ 13.41 239 (100), 255 (7), 299 (26), 314 (M*, 18)

71 (37), 153 (100), 195 (16), 255 (65), 270 (43), 273 (9),
288 ([M-H;0 -CH,CO]*, 13)

Abietic acid methyl ester 14.31 241 (52), 256 (100), 301 (7), 316 (M", 96) -

81 (53), 135 (100), 161 (22), 257 (50), 270 (13), 302 (12), 315 (10),
330 ([M-H.0]", 17)

Neoabietic acid methy! ester 15.22 135 (100), 148 (26), 181 (16), 257 (12), 316 (M, 74)

Larixyl acetate 14.14

13-Epitorulosyl acetate 16.17

® Retention times: DB-1MS capillary column; column temperature, programmed from 170°C to 266°C at

5°C/min.



EEAER

1. DNA ¥ —H — T & B #8331

TYVHETH, ERFRLERERZ. I I CRUTEHEBERET B0 44D,
TARYENTIVERNT 2ERAEEI NI RY 7D PCR-RFLP < —7
—EHEATHE, A3V E P ZHBCHN T ENTES, FIT.
PCR-RFLP ¥ —H— I-Tagl ERWTTAIVREOIHSTVOI O— 0 OBEIE
ZRERM LU (Fig. ). TOHER. V1Y TR B500bp 2. BTV TH
# 650 bp IR RIET 572> FABRET 5 T EATE. 0 EO U
fiefe Z EMTRI N,

2. PRARD T N L

WMREROAMI—FTI-PTFINIT—F IO AFI LB E GC-MS il
A5 R % Fig. 61T R T . VTN & LT 13-epimanool, larixol, larixyl acetate.
13-epitorulosyl acetate. isopimaric acid. abietic acid. dehydroabietic acid
40 nedabietic acid @ 8 FEARD 5N Fig. Ve EFEOIS TN MK
OEE2QFEE%E Table 2ITRT . VA IYTEH 27 0—-CHBEL T 50%LL
EDTF IR % larixol IR E®, F 3T abietic acid AFE iz, 7Y THE
abietic acid A% 50% Ll % & &, &IZ dehydroabietic acid WEh > 7. 2KFR
D F1 TIEFNFN larixol F/-1d abietic acid WHxRBEN7ZH, T H O
BEHETHEBTAIVEATTYORMICNBEL Tz, INBDTT IR
% labdane %! (13-epimanool, larixol, larixyl acetate, 13-epitorulosyl acetate).
pimarane & (isopimaric acid) &U abietane & (abietic acid, dehydroabietic

acid, neoabietic acid) ¥FINR>D 3BICHET 2 & Fig. O FAIVTH

.18 -



500 bp

[l
|
L. gmelinii var. japonica L. kaempferi

Fig. 5. Species Diagnostic Polymorphisms of the cpDNA //-Taql
Markers in Both Larix Species Revealed by Electrophoretic
Separation in a 2% Agarose Gel (Modified from Moriguchi et al.,
200823y,

Lanes 1-4 and 5-8 represent L. gmelinii var. japonica and L.
kaempferi individuals, respectively. The molecular weight marker

to the left is a 100-base ladder.

-14_..



Fig. 6. Total lon Chromatogram of Diterpenes from Larch F4
Hybrid Bark (Toyoocka 111 x Tokachi 35).

Peaks 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, and 9 correspond to
heptadecanoic acid methyl ester (internal standard),
13-epimanool, larixol, isopimaric acid methyl ester,
dehydroabietic acid methyl ester, larixyl acetate, abietic acid
methyl ester, 13-epitorulosyl acetate, and neoabietic acid

methyl ester, respectively.

-15 -



//z;;dane OH

OH
Larixol

&

\ Epimanool

Aco¥ ™

OAc
Larixyl acetate

1o

//Abkﬂane

“COOH

.

13-Epitorulosyl acetzy

“COOH

Abietic acid Dehydroabietic acid

“COOH
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//ﬁhnarane <\\

“COOH

[sopimaric acid -

\

Fig. 7. Structures of Three Types of Diterpenes in the Bark.
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Table 2. Diterpene Compositions (mol%+S.D.) and Contents in the Bark of Adult Tree Branches

Toycoka 111 family Kabacka 168 family

Diterpene

-L'[-

L. gmelinii®°© Fq,d L. kaempferi ® L. gmelinii®' Fq0ee L. kaempferi®
13-Epimanool 9.0+ 1.9 8.5+ 4.0 3.4+ 1.1 7.4 1.6 4.1+ 0.7 2.7+ 0.3
Larixol 55.3+ 4.9 26.1£14.0 3.2+ 1.8 52.3+ 4.0 15.7+ 7.9 3.5+ 0.8
Larixyl acetate 7.5+ 0.8 6.2+ 1.5 5.1+ 1.3 9.3+ 1.4 6.2+ 2.8 8.9+ 0.6
13-Epitorulosyl acetate 0.0+ 0.0 10.4+ 8.7 tr. " 0.0+ 0.0 5.5+ 8.1 4.5+ 0.7
Isopimaric acid 6.1+ 0.5 9.0 2.0 9.3+ 1.3 4.7+ 0.6 9.7+ 1.1 1.7 1.1
Abietic acid 13.9% 2.2 23.8% 8.1 52.0£10.1 15.3% 3.0 32.6+ 5.4 58.5% 4.6
Dehydroabietic acid 3.6x2.4 11.9t 4.6 201+ 7.9 4.7+ 1.6 16.8+ 5.8 13.6+ 2.5
Neoabietic acid 4.7+ 1.2 4.1+£1.3 7.0£ 1.0 6.3+ 2.2 9.4+ 2.3 6.6+ 0.8
Labdane type ¢ 344.0+50.3 " 98.2+58.0° 12.6+ 6.4 © 333.3+92.6 # 47.91+18.7 ° 20.7+ 6.5 B
Pimarane type ® 29.2+ 4.4" 153+ 4.7 8 0.7+ 4.4 8 22.0+£1.9% 14.1£ 2.6 B 14,84 2.3°
Abietane type ® 108.0+31.4* 70.7+29.0*  88.0x47.8* 124.3+10.2 B  86.5£20.2°%  131.3x27.5%
Total diterpenes ¢ 481.2+78.3 " 184.2+88.3°% 110.3:£58.4° 479.6x104.7 % 148.5£37.4°% 166.8+ 34.4°

Means + S.D.

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B, C) within each family are significantly different by Tukey-Kramer
HSD test (P<0.05).

@ L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.

°n=4,"n=6,°n=5"n=2,

9 nmol/bark mg.

"< 0.1%.



labdane B 709% . 71 5 XY T abietane BN 80% % (50 Tz, — A4,
2 H% D F1Tld.labdane B/ 51% & 32%, abietane BIA 40% & 59% TH 0,
NS OHERZENS OmMBEOFE ThH - 7=,

ROTNAEEEDT. BERECEBRERICBNT Fi (184.2 kT8 1485
nmol/bark mg) MT A W (FIFTN 481.2 KT 479.6 nmol/bark mg) £V %
HEITED o7z (Tukey-Kramer HSD test, P<0.05) (Table 2).

¥ Tid, 13-epitorulosyl acetate ZFR < THED P F IR MBED 517= (Table
e ATV, Fr & BT VTN larixol EERVEZICE N0, B
CReNXIREMT 3 HEMICRDoNadh o7, BEOBIS TN EEHE

Bid 2~6 nmol/leaf mg TH.D . BEICHRXTEEICDIEMo 2,

3. VFTINRIEHEIZEKDHRADE R

45 Ay bORME 111, 5 Ay b0+ 35, 6 EAEOEM 111X+ 35,
27 Ay bOEER 168. 58 7 A v bD+HE 16 RO 5 EARDER 168X 18 16
DOE2TEEROBEICEENS 8FED VT IR (18-epimanool, larixol, larixyl
acetate, 13-epitorulosyl acetate, isopimaric acid, abietic acid, dehydroabietic
acid 2 TN neoabietic acid) OEFHFEEZEICHBH BT ZTTo2HER%Z Fig. 8
WA . ZERBYEHO 5% EHERMEZRTRBOMIE 3 HHERETHNTSED.
MERCEERENRD N, ZOHPNSFTOBRHNRIZTOZTHD ., 7N
RBERICK-> T, BEOHBINFEER I ENPRINE,
EirsEFEnNs 7T EOI TR (13-epimanool, larixol, larixyl acetate,
isopimaric acid, abietic acid, dehydroabietic acid % Uf neoabietic acid) D EH
BERIS1TY. HITYREF 0 3 MO TRIBHAN S 2 > i
R, T @ﬂfﬂ?ﬂjﬁj\*ﬁ@%%*ﬂﬁ]%bi 7.4%TH- iz (Fig. 9. ERITTAIIVER
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Table 3.

Diterpene Compositions (mol%+S.D.) and Contents in the Leaf of Adult Trees

Diterpene

Toyooka 111 family

Kabaoka 168 family

L. gmelinii® © Fq,o ¢ L. kaempferi® L. gmelinii®"' F,bre L. kaempferi®
13-Epimanool 12.6+1.4 9.41+3.3 9.5+1.4 7.810.2 7.12 1.2 6.8+1.9
Larixol 47.1£9.1 27.016.6 23.0+3.3 35.845.7 7.1+ 8.3 6.5¢3.0
Larixyl acetate 0.6+1.1 2.1+3.3 5.4£1.0 0.0%0.0 0.0+ 0.0 0.0+0.0
Isopimaric acid 10.5£1.4 14.842.3 19.91+2.8 19.212.4 27.6+ 4.6 27.8%1.5
Abietic acid 12.6+2.1 12.242.0 15.215.0 13.0£0.3 20.2+ 6.9 18.3+3.5
Dehydroabietic acid 14.5+2.9 10.8+3.3 12.312.8 15.0£1.0 21.3% 4.1 38.3+2.5
Neoabietic acid 2.2+2.8 23.8+6.0 14.7+4.3 9.2+2.8 16.7+10.5 2.4+1.2
Labdane type ? 1.4£0.4 B 1.5+0.5 B 2.4£0.4 & 2.0£0.1 # 0.6+ 0.5 ° 0.7+0.2 B
Pimarane type ¢ 0.2+¢0.1 °© 0.540.1 ° 1.2+0.1 # 0.9+0.3 A 0.9+ 0.3 4 1.4+0.3 #
Abietane type ¢ 0.7£0.3 © 1.7+0.4 B 2.7£0.6 4 1.74¢0.5 & 1.9+ 0.6 # 3.0£0.9 #
Total diterpenes ¢ 2.320.6 © 3.84£0.6 ° 6.3+0.8 # 4.6+0.9 A 3.4£1.3 4 51+1.4 4~

Means + S.D.

HSD test (P<0.05).

& L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

by, gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.

*n=4,%n=6,°n=5,"n=2.

 nmol/leaf mg.

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B, C) within each family are significantly different by Tukey-Kramer
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Fig. 8. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Diterpene Contents
in the Branch Bark of Mature L. gmelinii var. japonica (G), L.
kaempferi (K), and the Fi.

e, x, and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica, L. kaempferi,
and the Fi, respectively. The large circles show the 95%

confidence intervals of the multivariate means.
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Fig. 9. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Diterpene Contents
in the Leaf of Mature L. gmelinii var. japonica (G), L.
kaempferi (K), and the F;.

e, x, and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica, L. kaempferi,
and the F4, respectively. The large circles show the 95%

confidence intervals of the multivariate means.
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D 2RI DWTHBHBIAMET /7225, BHARITIOXTHY., VL4V
& Fy OHIFNEFIEE T H - 7= (Fig. 10).

4. BHARD DT IR AR

MARDK EITI 13-epimanool. larixol, 13-epitorulosyl acetate, isopimaric acid.
abietic acid. dehydroabietic acid 7} neoabietic acid @ 7 FED 5 LR 2 HEE
5NTzH, larixyl acetate IZB E 7z o 7= (Table 4). 71 <V Tl A &
BEIZ larixol DB BB < . 42~48% T 7z F1 Tid abietic acid 7% 36~53% & &
#$% <. larixol (16~83%) MZIUTm N iz. &7 ¥V Tld labdane BIZF IR/
MB1I~B9% TH U, BRAKR (F70%) L AJnho7z, F1 T abietane B8 50~
65% & L7z,

B RROEAROBOBE ORI T NROEFERZ. 717 YT 141~351
nmol/bark mg T. A (480~481 nmol/bark mg) IZHNRTHRDDiahoiz
(Table 4), F1 DT IR E5HEIT 110~215 nmol/bark mg TH Y, 1<V &L
R SVIE S LY Al

HARDEITIL 18-epimanool. larixol. 13-epitorulosyl acetate. isopimaric acid,
abietic acid. dehydroabietic acid K TX neoabietic acid @ 7D T )V R NED
5317/= (Table 5). 271 WK F1 &HIT neoabietic acid Bmb £ <. #IE T
54~68%. BETIL 52~72% % F¥iz, Tk, MHEL HIT abietane B
TR 64~84% % HDTe, |

HADECBR TN SHER. MRS HIZ 9~15 nmolleaf mg TH Y.

FEAR & FAR IR R & 0 HEEEIC Do 7z (Table b).
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Fig. 10. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Diterpene
Contents in the Leaf of Mature L. gmelinii var. japonica (G)
and the Fy.

eand o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica and the Fq,
respectively. The large circles show the 95% confidence

intervals of the multivariate means.
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Table 4. Diterpene Compositions (mol%+S.D.) and Contents in the Bark of Seedling Branches

) Nakashibetsu 660 Nakashibetsu 121 Kabaoka 484 Kabaoka 455 Rubeshibe 28
Dlerpene L. gmelinii®*© Fqrd L. gmelinii®® Fqa ¢ L. gmelinii®® Fy o L. gmelinii®® F, e L. gmelinii™*® Fy 0
13-Epimanool 13.4+ 4.3 37422 9.7+3.3 2.8+1.4 10.7+3.0 6.5£41 . 8.9+2.5 8.1+ 4.1 75422 5.6+ 2.9
Larixol 41,6+ 8.2 16.0+8.2 41.6+8.8 18.0+7.0 47.9+7.3 29.6+10.0 422+ 8.3 25.3+13.7 47.9+75 33.0£11.6
13-Epitorulosyi

0,14 0.2 0.5+0.7 0.1£0.3 0.2+ 0.4 0.1£0.2 0.5 0.8 0.04 0.1 0.2+ 0.4 0.2+ 0.8 0.8+ 2.0
acetate
lsdpimaﬁc acid 11,7420 15.2+3.8 14.3+ 3.3 14.5+ 3.9 12.4+1.8 12,2+ 2.6 -~ 14035 120+ 4.6 10.1£2.9 10,9t 1.9
Abietic acid 16.4£ 8.2 52.8411.6 11.2+ 8.8 53.3£10.8 12,9+ 4.4 40.5+10.8 17.7+10.1 40.5+13.2 242473 36.2417.5
Dehydroabietic
i 142+ 7.4 8.9+6.9 19.610.7 6.4+57 13.1£5.3 7.3+4.7 13.84 6.6 11.9£8.9 7.5£35 10.6£9.4
Neoabietic acid 2.5+ 1.7 2.8+ 1.4 3.5£2.0 4.8+2.9 2.9+1.4 3.4+25 3.3£2.2 2.2+1.2 2,617 2.9+27
Labdane type' 0024285  23.8+11.7% 731+27.6"%  2218.0° 115.0460.2*  60.0+34.6 ° 86.8436.1"%  43.8:28.8° 202.1+106.1*  82.1432.7°
Pimarane type' 18760  189+119" 204178%  154156° 231:92%  2064124° 48.1#43.1%  14.3465° 325¢104*  22.6485"
Abletane type' 52.8+20.3%  86.7+60.7 471%144°%  725:323% 53.7+23.1°  855:56.4° 46.2£250"  68.9£29.9" 116.14449%  110.24685"
Total diterpenes’ 1594+ 44.0"  129.4175.3 " 140.6+38.3"  110.1x37.8® 191.8+87.2" 166.0495.4" 182047017 127.0£44.7° 350.7+162.0 %  214.9:95.7"

Means £ S.D.

Vaiues not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B) within each family are significantly different by Tukey-Kramer HSD test (P<0.05).
® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.

°n=26,n=25°n=24,"'n=159n=11,"n=6.

"nmol/bark mg.
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Table 5. Diterpene Compositions (mol%%S.D.) and Contents in the Leaf of Seedlings
_ Nakashibetsu 660 Nakashibetsu 121 Kabaoka 484 Kabaoka 455 Rubeshibe 28

plerpene L. gmelinii™® Fy ¢ L. gmelinii* ® Fy e L. gmelinii™* Feof L. gmelinii®© F, ™8 L. gmelinii™® Fy o0
13-Epimanool 0.240.6 0.00.1 0.010.0 0.0+0.0 0.2+0.6 0.0+0.0 0.0£0.2 0.7+1.9 0.2+0.3 0.0£0.0
Larixol 5.2+4.6 6.0+5.3 4.9+3.3 3.7+2.8 11.245.0 9.3+5.0 9.5+3.0 10.7+4.8 10.044.4 9.944.6
13-Epitorulosyl

4.4:14.0 0.5+0.7 0.3+0.3 0.3+0.2 0.4+0.6 0.1+0.3 0.1+0.2 0.1%0.2 0.2+0.2 0.120.1
- acetate
Isopimaric acid 19.327.7 27.948.8 13.8+3.9 12.045.2 24.5+7.3  22.447.3 14,145.5 11.144.6 19.746.7 19.9+3.8
Abietic acid 8.843.7 4.843.4 7.0£2.2 5.241.4 1.941.2 1.4£1.3 0.2+0.3 0.240.2 0.40.4 0.3%0.3
Dehydroabietic
i 8.314.0 8.943.0 7.7£5.1 6.7+3.8 6.35.0 5.9+3.1 7.7+3.3 5.0£2.0 11.946.4 8.0£2.0
Neoabistic acid 53.9412.7  51.8+11.1 66.3£9.7 72.148.2 55.4£12.1  60.949.0 68.4+9.1 72.1+8.8 57.5+11.6  61.8%5.1
Labdane type' 1.7¢3.1*%  0.5£0.5" 0.7¢0.4"  0.6£0.5" 1.1£0.7%  0.6%0.2° 1.0£0.3%  1.3:0.7% 1.1£0.5%  1.420.6"
Pimarane type' 2.6+¢1.0%  2.3x1.0" 1.90+0.8*%  1.7x0.8* 2.2¢0.8"  1.6+0.9° 1.620.9%  1.2£0.5" 2.2¢0.8*  2.4:0.7%
Abietane type' 10.5¢4.7"%  5.914.1° 11.3:t4.9% 12.9¢51* 5.9£1.6"%  4.8%1.6° 8.1x2.3%  8.4£2.7" 7.8£2.6"%  9.0:3.0"
Total diterpenes’  14.816.3"%  8.7¢4.9°8 13.8+¢5.7"% 15.3x5.6 " 9.2+2.2%  6.9+2.1° 10.74¢2.9 % 11.2£3.0 A »12.913.8"

Means + S.D.

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B) within each family are significantly different by Tukey-Kramer HSD test (P<0.05).

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.

°n=26,"1=25°n=24,"n=159n=11,"n=5.

"nmol/leaf mg.



5. DFINRUEHRITL D EAORTELR

HROBERIZEENS 7 DT F )R> (18-epimanool, larixol,
18-epitorulosyl acetate, isopimaric acid, abietic acid, dehydroabietic acid &
X neoabietic acid) PEHERICELD . BFERODTAIVEN P HADH R E
Z Fig. 11 ITRT ., EFRROMEYAIERET, PiZi 660, 8 121, B[ 484,
B 455 BRONELEL 28 DENFIL 0%, 2.0%. 2.5%. 8.1%. 15.6% Th-
o TOEDIT, RRBRCIUBHARDIRRSEN, RAREARICEARCBWT
bREFETATVERZHRNTLIENFARTH o7, 2B, BLE 28 TEY
CBMEBEREN S D, SICEWE L OBB T A VIR THRN S E0E
EREVRKEZEVWIENREREEZSND,

NS BRZOLMEME (VA <Y, 127, Fi, 82) DWW THR AT 2T /2 &
ZA (Fig. 12), B¥EIZ 7.7% Thofx, 2O &, BOMORFROEAR
NEELTWTSD, HOBMEDODCFNRCEHEEZFNTHI LK, #E
KEWHETFR ZHATERZIEZ2ERLTNVD,

—F. BHAOEICEEND 7T DO FT IV (13-epimanool, larixol,
13-epitorulosyl acetate, isopimaric acid, abietic acid, dehydroabietic acid &
7 neoabietic acid) DEHFEICL D, BERRFOITAIVERD F1 EAOHFIHR
% Fig. 131K Y. SRR ORI, PR 660, PIRE 121, BN 484,
REW 455 ROV 28 DENTI 21.6%. 28.6%. 22.5%. 13.5%. 28.1%
ToHoTz. |

5 RROEMEE (V1 TY, 127, F, 82) KOWTHRISH &ToE L3
(Fig. 14). %%#UEIJ%@ 35.4% 720, BEEHBLTHrRDERLD .
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Fig. 11. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Diterpene Contents in the Bark of Seedling Branches of L. gmelinii var.
japonica and the F4 in Each Family. ‘
e and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica (G) and the Fq, respectively. The large circles show the 95% confidence

intervals of the multivariate means.
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Canonical axis 2

Canonical axis 1

Fig. 12. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Diterpene Contents in
the Bark of Seedling Brabches of L. gmelinii var. japonica and
the F4 in Five Families (L. gmelinii var. japonica, 127 Individuals;
F4, 82 Individuals).

e and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica {G) and the F4,
respectively. The large circles show the 95% confidence

intervals of the multivariate means.

.28 -



_GZ_

6
3 { Nakashibetsu 660 ’ Nakashibetsu 121
ci:10 e ° . |
T g ° . R ., 4 . . o
: . 3 '. . [ oo . G e a o

-1 ° 2 5 @;:0 F4
N ?.fJ c
2 * o
X -3 . — 0 . . .
= -1 1 3 5 -3 -1 1 3 5
Q .
= 2 4
o 5 ] Kabaoka 484 . Kabaoka 455 o Rubeshibe 28
8 . . . . . .0

% c F1 «* ..G 0 1 * e 2' ¢ - G ’
. g O ° . . . . - F
0 .0 O.®. > G@' F4 o . @ 1 )
0‘. 0’ -2 . .0.‘ .. . o 0 - . . . ‘
-24 : . o o
-4 -4 v -2
0 2 4 6 -3 -1 1 3 5 0 2 4 6

Canonical axis 1
Fig. 13. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Diterpene Contents in the Leaf of Seedlings of L. gmelinii var. japonica
and the F; in Each Family.

e and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica (G) and the F,, respectively. The large circles show the 95% confidence
intervals of the multivariate means.
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Fig. 14. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Diterpene
Contents in the Leaf of Seedlings of L. gmelinii var.
japonica and the Fy in Five Families (L. gmelinii var.
japonica, 127 Individuals; the Fq, 82 Individuals).
e and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica (G) and the
F1, respectively. The large circles show the 95%

confidence intervals of the multivariate means.
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6. DTN H A T DR

A L7z BIfEIC £ 5 labdane B!, pimarane B 7N abietane B U5 LR DS
RAEZ LB 5 7= ® 1T labdane/(pimarane+abietane) A B R L+ & = 3
(Table 6). FADESG., FAXYTIFE25&23T. ASTVTIR01THD, #
BRICHBRENRD 5N (Tukey-Kramer HSD test, 7<0.05), — 7,
abietane/pimarane thiZ,. 1< Wid 9.1 £ 8.9, /41 TVTIZS.7TE 56 THD,
H I VEIERBIZED 57z (Tukey-Kramer HSD test, /<0.05), 7. 2HZD
FIZDWTHE, labdane/(pimarane+abietane) H & abietane/pimarane M & %17
FNETNOHROFEOETH - 7z, |

FRARDETIE. 2 KK E B labdane/(pimaranet+abietane) 71 T VA Ty
ERTTYV XD BFEICEDN /20, abietane/pimarane HIZBIERICENRD 5
Nzino 7z (Table 7).

BAROBE DTN BRI DOWTHL. labdane/(pimarane+abietane) kel
T4 Y TIL 0.9~1.5, Fy T 0.2~0.6. abietane/pimarane i 71 < v Tid
1.0~38.6. F1Tid 4.2~4.9THO. FAREFRKOERNESIZ (Table 8).

W AR DZE D labdane/(pimaranetabietane) L id BRI Z= WAk <.
abietane/pimarane HIZHIBRICHE DL S A —EDERNRD sHiaho iz
(Table 9).
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Table 6. Ratios of Diterpene Types of Bark of Adult Tree Branches ®

Toyooka 111 family Kabaoka 168 family
Ratio of diterpene type
L. gmelinii ® Fq° L. kaempferi L. gmelinii ® Fq© L. kaempferi
Labdane/(abietane+ pimarane) 254 1.18 0.1° 234 058 0.1°
Abietane/pimarane 378 46" 9,14 568 6.1° 89"

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B, C) within each family are significantly different by Tukey-Kramer
HSD test (P<0.05).

? Calculated based on Table 2.
b L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.
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Ratios of Diterpene Types of Adult Tree Leaves ?

Table 7.
Toyooka 111 family Kabaocka 168 family
Ratio of diterpene type :
L. gmelinii ® Fq® L. kaempferi L. gmelinii® Fq L. kaempferi
Labdane/(abietane+ pimarane) 164 0.7° 06° 0.8"° 028 0.2°
Abietane/pimarane | 2.84 324 224 194 2.1 A 214
Vaiues not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B, C) within each family are significantly different by Tukey-Kramer

HSD test (P<0.05).
? Calculated based on Table 3.

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.
® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.
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Table 8. Ratios of Diterpene Types of Bark of Seedling Branches @

Nakashibetsu 660 Nakashibetsu 121 Kabaoka 484 Kabaoka 455 Rubeshibe 28
Ratio of diterpene type :

L. gmelinii® F,° L. gmelinii® F,° L. gmelinii® Fq° L. gmelini® Fy° L. gmelinii® Fy°
Labdane/(pimarane+abietane) 134 028 114 038 158 0.6° 094 058 144 06°
Abietane/pimarane 2858 464 238 474 238 424 108 484 36° 49*

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B) within each family are significantly different by Tukey-Kramer HSD

test (P<0.05).
? Calculated based on Table 4.
® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

° L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.



Table 9. Ratios of Diterpene Types of Seedling Leaves ?

Nakashibetsu 660 Nakashibetsu 121 Kabaoka 484 Kabaoka 455 Rubeshibe 28
Ratio of diterpene type
o ' L. gmelini® F,° L. gmelinii® F,° L. gmelini® F,° L gmelini® Fq°¢ L. gmelini® Fy°
o
' Labdane/(pimarane+abietane) 0.14 0.14 0.14 004 0.14 014 014 0.1 014 0.14
Abietane/pimarane 39”7 278 6.4°8 87" 294 354 6.84 8.5"% 424 374

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B) within each family are significantly different by Tukey-Kramer HSD
test (P<0.05).

® Calculated based on Table 5.
“ L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

¢ L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.)} Carr.
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INETK Larix RO P FIV AR DN TR, AL AL Bk, MEsks
FEAIR I3 35 Wy 48~50) 46t Bz 52~58) T UM 59 O ZEMBFIAR Y TH X ) 2 —H) ¢
BRNE, TNSDEFECHEIMEINTVNS, Th50RETIE. L
decidua DA L7 L322 88, 74 QR 53, 4 59 BIRF L L 382 48,49, 55)
IZHBWT larixol & larixyl acetate DFEENFE I N TS, SEOWETSH S
ARVERIZBNWTENS OFENERINE (Table 2). F7-, Mills D&
85 DL DT, T A VT epitorulosol 2 ON epitorulosyl acetate PSTEFEL 7T
Mo 7z (Table 2). ISV DAL F L2 2iZik, Bol'shakova & 7% larixol &
larixyl acetate DFEZRL TWSN 50, Mills DFFETIEFN S OEFEEMNR
B 5TV, FEOBR T 29 LIcH 5 <Y O2ME4E O8I larixol
F 72 W larixyl acetate WTFETEL TH D (Table 2, FAR DT — ¥ I3IEBI).
Bol'shakova 5 M # & & —H L7, /. Mills i, epitorulosol &%
epitorulosyl acetate . larixol K TN larixyl acetate DEE L B WEBICEEL
TNHEBRRTNEG 8, ZITRIAIY 270—-rEhAoIYDLr7a—>
(+1 35) ikBWTEDOLSRERER >R, LRLAERS, AFTY0 170
— 2 (8 16) Tidlarixol & larixyl acetate & & %17 epitorulosyl acetate 7%
FELTBY., ZOZERITRTOAIIVIEBHEL TWAL, ZThE0lE
M5 AT VITBIT B larixol . larixyl acetate & U epitorulosyl acetate D7F
EOFERINITYVORAKPRRIE> TENWSH B EEL SN,

Labdane #! (13-epimanool, larixol, larixyl acetate, 13-epitorulosyl acetate).
pimarane & (isopimaric acid) KX abietane #! (dehydroabietic acid; abietic

acid, neoabietic acid) TN DEIER T ATV, BTV RV FL THE VN

.36 -



b 51 (Table 2). Croteau & Johnsont® 2GR L 7= 595 L~ S 0 A & Rl ik
(Fig. 15) ##:iT. labdane B!, pimarane B & X abietane B I F LR > D L3
% L9 % & (Table 6), A TILS - <V @ labdane/(pimarane+abietane)
HiZA IV EI0OE/NI NG, §#iFE TREE LT copalyl diphosphate
(CDP) n5 labdane BUFIRCOBERBENE W EBNREENE, —F.
abietane/pimarane Hid., ¥1 I VEDHIIVTEL. BTV TIRI1T<T
Y KD H pimarane Z /- abietane MO FINROANDERABNBL N EEZ 5
Nod. F/z, 2 D F1 TDWTH. labdane/(pimarane+abietane) H. &
abietane/pimarane kb & BITENTNOMBEOFEOMETHD, PFNRD
KARREEHICTHEOREZZT TNHEEZ 5Nk,

BARDOE K @ labdane/(pimarane+abietane) Ltk & abietane/pimarane 13k
REFBRDERZRLTHBD (Table 8), F1 IV E FIIBIFEIFINARA
WWRDBNWNRBRENT, Elo, EVTIIRVEFREERARLD bHERIZHR
o 7= (Table 2, 4), 1T/ 1 <V TlE, labdane B F IR BEARL D B AL
ARTHEICE<, BREIZDNT labdane BTN OEFENENT S &
WREENE,

Pinus pinaster Tld, T LAV P UICEENDIFHRI TN EEEREE
. BERTHINENZ2HBTEDZENRBINT NG 39, ZHFE2D0
KR VHEM 168X+ 16 ROEE 111X+ 35 OEARKOBED 8D I T
WRCDOFERBICE> T WRELINSO FIDWTHHISHET>Z &
A, BHMEL 0% TH-o7- (Fig. 8). H 1 BIRUE 2 HOFFEZIENTN
91.3% KRN 8.7% Tdh ¥ . HEEHREKIL 0.9848 K1) 0.8680 TH > Jo. m/INDHEF

B2 (0%) I larixol, isopimaric acid (\W3 #1H £<0.001, Prob>F) & U abietic
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Geranylgeranyl - Copalyl

diphosphate diphosphate
N AN Labdane
- —
Pimarane

*a

Abietane

Fig. 15. Biogenesis of Three Structural Types of

Diterpene in Plants. 40)
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acid (£<0.01, Prob>F) @ 3 DDV FIRUEBRINT B LI L DESNE, &
1 §liid neoabietic acid. 13-epimanool, isopimaric acid DEHESENE <. &9
i isopimaric acid & abietic acid DFEMNEZHh - 7=,

EARIZDNT, REFTFT - ZHB TR, RAEREBICT 1YY & F O
MATRETH o Iz (Fig. 11)e RADBRHBIREB D7D IHERIF IR UL,
13-epimanool. larixol. abietic acid (¥ 660, FiEE 121, BiIE 26).
13-epimanool, abietic acid. isopimatric acid (HE[F 484, B30iE 26). larixol.
1sopimatric acid, abietic acid (6] 455) TH o7z, WTFNORRD 3O
TR THMATRETH o 7208, BiLE 26 1213 X 517 dehydroabietic acid
& neoabietic acid KB BETH - /=,

—RMICHEER T, BFICEGHESHREEZ L2220, BEINTHIC
DWTHEREO/O—C2EEL, BREHICIVEBETFZHEDS, ZOWET. &
BORXBERODERIZDOWTEBEO TN UMK E2EICH B Z2T> 86
DEHBIRIX 77%THD, TLTEBVAR, ZFE P 2HATHZENTET
#H-7z (Fig. 12). 13-epimanool. abietic acid. isopimaric acid (WFh b
£<0.001, Prob>F) D3 DDV FTNRUZBIRTZZEICEH> T, HANDEY
AZE (1.7%) BB, 25 OHE, BEARDH BT, 13-epimanool. larixol.
abietic acid, isopimatric acid DEHEDT—IWNHEEEZ SN,

DT ENRS, FTARVYRGASIIYVOERD 7 O— HREZNLFER
THRONEBFICHRTZERTH>TD, ENLOBMEOITIVRUEEE
XD FiZ2HBITESZ ENRBEINE,

BRARDED DT IR D labdane/(pimarane+abietane) id 7 1 <Y >F1>
NIV ERD, BEEAROEANRED SNk, RAOEODF VAT EE
Bicka 71wy, AT VRN FL OBRHFIEL 7.4% (Fig. 9). TAIIE
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F1DRHAFZRZO%TH D (Fig. 10). F12HBT B2 ENTETH 572, L)
U. BEARDE T labdane/(pimarane+abietane) Lk X abietane/pimarane H
IR EERICH ERZEN < (Table 9). FROBIEILHZIEIT 13.5~28.6%
(Fig. 13). 5 RROZ 1Y (127 @A) R Fr (82 HH) OBREHRI=T
35.4% L@ <7207z (Fig. 14). QT ERSE, HAKHERATIHMIZELO S
BENEL TWS EEZ BN,

Mills &, L. decidua (larixol & larixyl acetate Z&%E 3 5748, epitorulosol
& epitorulosyl acetate ZEH L7zW) & L kaempferi (larixol & larixyl
acetate & & H L7n V1A%, epitorulosol & epitorulosyl acetate 2 ZH T 3) D
B ThD L Xeurolepis Henry (L. decidua % L. kaempfer) OF VL Z LI 0
ML, TN OWMBEDOHFETH D, epitorulosol, larixol KUNEFN S DT 5
—hEEDBIEFTHILEREL TN 59, SEOHFEIIL. Fi1d larixol @
EE5EFRTH DT 1 < WIZ, abietic acid DFNIEHER B THEISITVOE
BEZTTNWABIEETRLTRY (Table 2), Mills D4 55 L FEE. FrOTF
WARHBRITECHICHBEOREEZZ A EE2RB L TWE, Gallis 51,
Pinas brutia x P. halepensis & % DTHDE ) RUEAF 7RI IAE 73
BTN, ENREVWARDEN., BEAEDTNRCFERIEMEOH
MTHDIEZHEL TS 30, T, JATVHETF L, BaiCB W THE
BEER R, MO T ) O —E 50 D 16 29 [IHEOREOEEF
FEEPREINTHRY, FRIOMERZLRNS T IRIEFHRIIDNVTH
Rk ThHdEEZ NI

MORBI—FIIHMHEYEETFECECTTHEFRFCEEVWHEEARSD . BX
DTSN EHEE. WEEOEBICRSZ EEEHL TS 2, BEFLIIY
TN VBRI larizol & 13-epimanool IZEHD H B Z L2 REL TS 90,
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SEOFERTS. TH5 labdane MU FARCOEFRIE AT YSTI>HS
TV DIRIZE < (Table 2), W-ZH & OEENRE XNz, & 512, F1 O larixol
EHBERRNTHEFEZENAE (BF 111X+B 35, 11.9~46.5%; HEH
168X T/ 16, 4.7~23.8%). labdane I F IR DEERIZL-> T, O
ZHEOEWEEZBETESHREELH 5.,
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2HFDFIATIRERR. 71 <Y (Larix gmeliniivar. japonica Pilg) x A
Z XY (Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr) (B F F) &2 o 0OmED /70—
DB DTN R MRS Uiz, P F IR & LT 18-epimanool. larixol.
larixyl acetate. 13-epitorulosyl acetate (7 TV TIZBRHE I N T,
isopimaric acid, abietic acid. dehydroabietic acid & TN neoabietic acid 73R
5N, U<V Tk larixol %, 51 5 T abietic acid 28 F N2 50%
REZ 57z, 25K R D F1 TIEFFN larixol £7/21% abietic acid 2R H % »
2B TNLDEIGRAEHTHLFIIVENSTVORROETH > =,
COEIUHREOPTFINRCZHFBIEENCHAROEEEZ T T, PF
bR A 5 E M L & labdane/(pimaranetabietane) FH K& OV
abietane/pimarane thD{EN 5, Z - ¥ T copalyl diphosphate (CDP) 5
labdane B FNRXAD, H7Z TV T CDP /» % pimarane & abietane
NDOEHRBEENETH D I ENRBI N,

TARY, ASIVEVF1ORAD SBOITINROEFEBEEITERH
MNoirzfTolekE R, BHR< 3 MECHNNETH S Z ENRE N,
EER. BRRBRODITAITYERVFIOERICDVWTHOBMEO TN EHE
ZRBRICEFT LI E A RHBET 77T THD . ERORROHADNT S,
CFNREFRBICE>TEIERM ZHBTERZ, 2OZ &6, HAKOREE
DT NRUHKE. BEHEZTL L THIRBEETHEEEAENS,
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M. 71 YME P ALRERRICBI2EOEHEBEEAROBELOICEN S
12 & B Bt EEH Bl

BYTHE., 79AF RNTEREINEERE (EELTNILVIF OB (16:0)
EA VA B (18:1) ZHE L L TERERKREERERKIC L > THEaRY
VB OEEZ SAMEREN, 0%, BEFBEAHLEBEZ0FEREZI TS
AR T REER ICERIN G 5759, £/, —HOIEH®RIE. /MNa
HFATHEERIN, Vv 7 ARA 70 > d5EOREEHERE L TRIAZN
3 0, ZNETH OWPR DOV TERETOEHERS BTSN, Tom
RLOBHEEYORTH EOBEENHLSMNIRD EEDHITETEFLD
BEEO—DELTHEATHZ ZEMRBINTNS 6L 62, SE/ITOWVTIL,
JelZ Mongrand 57° 14 [ 137 B DG RMEE () OEKRBRSITEE X— 2T
EEEMNTET > TARITIHPETEDZLERELTND 2, REFICHESIE.
FRAFITERHNDRROHBE 7 7 A5 — BTN 5, Pinaceae I DWTIEE
SIEDNMCRSTEDZEERRLTWS, INEDI &L, BYWETONE
HEERBCBWTEHEHAROIREICHRDL D BIHERELEREOBRIERIE
BAfAFCERER EOBEENEGHFEICI > THI s N T2 Z EICERT
5%@?%550

BIETIH, /1Y, ASTVETRFLORKETAIVEDR F1 OEKRD
BMEODFNRUEERZALNIIL. FRH2ERUABBHBIMTICED
B O IR AR © S R B L, 5 HROHAOKEEHNER, B
TIE 7.7% SE HRBHICEL TH D Z ENRENEN, ETIHRAERN
35.4% EE LV ER YT IR LBHBOHINTITEL T EEZ LGNS,
UL, BIZL58BEOHBNTETHINEEARAREZE DTS I &<, H
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AMEEVNERITRBEEZLZO5ND, T T, BIETHRALEADEDIS;
B EEIC LB RS2 9, ABCARE T, BERTOEE
BER EORYN, TEREREIEETHE S U L OBISEE. &5tk
BKTEBRENS (WhOZERBEKICEDERT D) vy 70U VIgE
BROEBLIERTZOMNERFA L. EREL MG TORESRE EZNIC
B EBN TR SIEFBEFAALRS BT 3 EREECEL OB SN 2R
Lz 38,

KB IE

1. #E

FEAR OFCBHER AU, 2005 F 9 AICdbE N HERARE (dLimE EET,
43°28'N, 141°88'E) TiTo /. AMIKELIZEARKDOER., 32F4ET7 1Yo O
— (B 111,45 A v b; B 168,2 7 A v b) RT46FEEN IV I O—
> (T 385, 5T Ay, T 16, 5 7 Ay M), N TAIYXAITIYD
1IEEF M2 R1R (B 111X+ 35, 6 @k, Ml 168X 11 16, 4 fE1{EF)
DOREMM SR L7z, F/=. 2006 4 9 AICbRFICHBZHRL =,

—%. EEORBITE., FIIVEATIIUNT 2F LAICRES N MER
BE (LEEEMBAERGEOSD Y —) TEESNEETEA W, A#
FRYBO/MEIZ, Y1 YRH18m, ATTYNK 16 m THo . 2004 F
BARMBHRERO /I YL HERAKEBETEZHEML., FH5NIZHETZ 2005
5 AICHERBREEMICTEMINCEEL L., b, MEREREEHICE
MREEE & MRS A T VEENBELTVWEMN, NS5 DNAY - —IT&
S THARBINTONE 29, SHICER LEEEEIX. 3K (hifE 121, #
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M 484, BHIOEE 28) HkD 1 B H=0 V1< 5 HEE, 485 EHET. 20086
F£9RAIRHERLUEZ. BELUAEEBEDICHEBEREL., Z29RICERALE,

2. ZIRE O &4 HE

BB LR RED T T — () B ARSEERE) Ck D RESEET T
L7, 15 ng ®BHT 250 2ml 07 O ORIA-AY =)L (2:1, viv) #IE
Y 150 mg IZHA, 10~15CT 1 EETFEHH L2, MBWEELS8E
L. LEZEFEL 7z, Mgl 4 @70, §hEkEE%E Folch 5 89 OAEES
TAREL, BENZKETEZEREEL TEZREE L,

2gE & Sep-Pak > U A H— U w P (Waters Corp. &) icfitL, Z ook
Wb, TS EOAS =)V TIRZERL. #HEEES. #HEE (GL) B
4. UIREESICHE L. U UEEESIZE 51 TOYOPAK DEAE M §
BETAES— MUY RV — (k) 8, FR) c#tlk. 7oofRiLh-AF )/
= (21, viv). AF =), ZOORVA-AY ) —)-1 M EBT CEZT A
(20:80:1, v/v/v), & 10ml TIEXR, BHLU, Z7O00RIA-AF /=) (2:1, vIv)
MOAY J—)VEsE&®THHY VEE (PL) BO & L.

3. 71k TLC

GLE4 & PLEAZ 7 OOFRIVA-FE I -AS ) —)V-HilE-7K (10:4:2:2:1,
ViviIvIN) W& BT A B TLC KLU TIEE Y 7 ADMRET> 2. TLC 7L —
NMCR AN ZHBO )AL 60 (BE 250 pm) ZAWT, EAIKIET A
O -FEREH 2 W Dittmer HEEFEHL .
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4. JENEEE DA

LJ5H. GL EH R PL M4 OENENEAY /LM 5%EIKE 2 m]
EMA. 2B, 100CTAY ) UL R Lk, KAKTE. 1ml ORLAZ RN
L. ~AFF> 2 m] TIEBEAFIVIATILE 3 EME L, MEHe 1 ks
Uit "FH>BEBREBBEE, BHHEAFIIAFILE GO-MS (82
QP-2010, (¥%) BEBEERE) 8Lz, 4541 ULBON-HR-1 (50 m X
0.25 mm i.d., GL Science #£) 2B\, } 5 MNBEIZ 80TH 5 180C F Tl
15C/min, 180CH 5 320CE TH 2C/min TFNTNHIB L. ZO®%, 144
MRELZ. AU OLEFY UTHREL, BADERER 240C. 1 4165
FEIE 70 6V & U, E7o. GO AMTCIKEAA 4 AR IR &l A7 H 2 2 O
Y 7T 7 (GC-14A, (#F) BER/ERTE) ZM 1, DB-1MS (30 m X 0.25 mm
i.d, film thickness 0.25 um; Agilent #8) THF L. 5 Ak 80TH 5
180C £ T¥L 15C/min, 180CH 5 230C £ Tt 2C/min. 230CTH 5 290C =
TH 4C /min TENERTE L. 23 HBEBLE, AV IAEF v UTH
ZEL. BEALERERREIZZNEN 200C & Lis. GC A7 8 @1, B
— I ERA ISR REE L, T EREEE R L,

5. WEET R

TAY, AS<VERO FiLHOEHFEER DL ELEIL Tukey-Kramer O
HSD #FE (P<0.05) IZLVDTok, £k, MEBHHOENEZRIET /280,
I B 4347 247 o F=. LA E OFEEHEHTICIZ JMP 5.0.1J (SAS Institute Inc. &)
EHEA Lz IR AR T & 5 FE K57 #7132 Excel statistics 2002 for Windows
() HEERT—EXE) 2RV TTo k.
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KERER

1. RARDEDERIEEIZB T 2 5B Rk

2008 FIHFML 2T A~y 70— (B 111,4 5 A w b; #H 168,2 5 A
R ATIVIO—2 (TH 85,5 Ay, TH 16,5 TAv R & 2K%
O F (2 111 5%, 6 B, M 168 FR, 4 k) OELIRE OB KZE
SHLIZEZD, WTINOREETH Co? 5 Ca TTO 21 WOIBIHENED 5
Niz (Fig. 16 E T Table 10). TN 5IEHBOFTIXY J L 28 (18:3) MEiE
LTwHEC. RIT16:0 %<, E, BTFHEMDICEENZ 14-AF VNV
FUB (r-17.0) bHELNASRHBEINE 260, U ) —)LEE (18:2) O
(6.6%~8.4%) ITid B BIETIILALENARN - A, 181 DEIEIT 3.8%~
T6%DET, 14V, Fi. ISIVDRICELEEN, V1<V E FL OM
ICRIEEENRD 5Nz (Tukey-Kramer HSD test, £<0.05), 18:3 1. 71 <
Y (82.3% & 82.7%) IHia<, ATV (40.6% & 34.2%) KEWHEMNR
507z,

18:2 & 18:3 OFFHMEICH T2 18:1 Dk (18:1/18:2&18:3) 2HEH T2 &, 7/
A=Y (0,18 £ 0.19) £DHH ST (0.08 & 0.10) TEN -, F1TIR2H
FdLb 18:1/18:2&18:3 (LIdHE TH B /A IV EH IV OHFHEOME (0.11 &
0.13) Z5x L. A<V E F1 OMICIZEEE (Tukey-Kramer HSD test,
P<0.05) B 5N, Cie DIEFIB DA & Cis DIEHBOGE D (2 Cisf
2 Cie) 1d. HERH 168 HKF (1.47~1.66) TIIEEEITENRNRBD 5Naho iz
OO, Bl 1L RRTIL CieldZAIVYBRASTVLVEL, Cisi ATV
NTATVLOBEL, 2BBHATHEEZ (Tukey-Kramer HSD test, 7<0.05)
PR 5N, F1DZCie/ECe LOER, MR THDTAIVEAIIVDT
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Fig. 16. Total lon Chromatogram of Fatty Acid Methyl Esters
from Hybrid F4 Leaves (Toyooka 111 x Tokachi 35) Determined
by GC-MS.
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Table 10. Fatty Acid Composition (mol%) of Total Lipids in L. gmelinii
var. fjaponica, L. gmelinii var. japonica x L, kaempferi F{ Hybrids, and

L. kaempferi Leaves

Eatty acid Toyooka 111 family Kabaoka 168 family

L. gmelinii®® FyPd L. kaempferi® L. gmelinii®f F,5° L. kaempferi®
12:0 0.9+0.1 0.7¢0.4 1506 1.1£0.1 2.3+1.6 1.921.0
14:0 4,0+1.2 3.5+0.4 3.7+0.2 5.9+0.3 2.8+0.7 3.3:0.7
16:0 25.7+1.7 23.9+1.5 21.241.1 21.540.4 245417 23.540.7
16:1 41+0.3 4.3x0.3 4502 5.2+0.3 47405 45402
163 2.4+0.2 2.8+0.2 3.3+0.2 2.8+0.1 2603 3.00.3
br-17:0 1.30.2 1.3£0.2 1.040.1 1.040.1 1.6£0.2 1.4£0.1
17:0 1.720.1 1.420.1 1.320.3 1.540.0 1.6£0.1 1.4%0.1
18:0 2.2+0.1 1.940.1 1.740.1 1.5+0.0 1.8£0.1 2.00.1
18:1 7.1%1.0 5.0+0.6 3.80.2 7.6+0.7 5.1+0.4 43205
18:2 6.720.2 6.6+0.7 6.6+0.8 7.0:0.1 7.5+0.8 8.4+0.6
18:3 32.3£3.5 38.1£22 - 40.6:2.6 32.7+1.1 32.2436 34.2+1.4
20:0 0.5+0.2 0.740.2 1.7+0.2 1.240.0 1.5+0.4 24405
20:3 2.1+0.0 1.940.1 2.0+0.1 2.440.0 1.8+0.1 1.740.1
22:0 0.70.1 0.50.1 0.520.1 1.120.0 0.9+0.1 0.7+0.1
23:0 0.4+0.0  0.3#0.0 0.3x0.0 0.3x0.0 0.3+0.0 0.3£0.0
24:0 2.3x0.2 1.3£0.2 - 0.9+0.1 1.7+0.0 1.540.3 1.1x0.1
25:0 0.40.1 0.3+0.1 0.2£0.0 0.3x0.0 0.30.1 0.3£0.0
26:0 0.9£0.1 0.5+0.1 0.40.1 0.60.0 0.6+0.1 0.6+0.1
280 - 0.6+0.1 0.60.1 0.7+0.1 0.5+0.0 0.6+0.1 0.740.2
30:0 1.840.2 1.8£0.2 2.0:0.2 2.240.1 2.4+0.2 1.940.1
320 2.0+0.1 2.4+0.4 2.3:0.2 2.120.1 35:0.5 2.5¢0.2
18:1/18:2&18:3  0.18+0.04"*  0.1120.02°®  0.08:0.01° 0.19+0.02*  0.1320.02°® 0.1020.01°
ZCg/ZCqg 1.5020.17% 1.6620.13%®  1.82+0.12% 1.66£005%  1.47:0.19% 1.57+0.05%

* L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.
" L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.
Means + S.D(*n=4,n=6,°n=5,"n=2).
Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B, C) within each family are
significantly different by Tukey-Kramer HSD test (P<0.03).
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MTHo . |
EEK&%E%@E%@EM%&%?%E@K,%E(%%ﬁ%@QHK%
RURZEM 111X T8 358 RRICDOWTHESH L E TS (Table 11), ¥ <
V. ATIVECFLE 1LEED 2006 £ 9 A & 2006 £ 9 A QIEIFEEERICIE
FERTIZEVWEIEENIIRDNAh >/, £, ZTCw/XCw kb &
18:1/18:2&18:3 LEDME D K DEMITH - 7z,

2. A DI BHRIC & 5 ERD DI & BIHBIH 7

ERBORBEEDIGIES T —F 2 ERD WL ERE Fig. 17 KRT.
EHEDOTHED T5.4%ZHATHE—FERSE, 101 % ZFHETLIE_FHHN
WSz, ChEDERNEBAEZ Oy hT5E, 2 KF0 3 MESOY R
BEBREMNOY SASY—IIRETHIENTE, A4V, Fi. IZITVDE
DAY 2 BENSE 4 RROFCHEBEL. BT 3 HIBE-IRDK
Lo TRBITESZ EAHHTALE (Fig. 17A). Eio. BoERDITHT 5505
BEARLORTANEZEHT2 &, EOMBENE OO 18:1 T, AN
MENOIRT TF T B (20:0) THD. TN5OIHROESICE>TIA <
VB SIYROF O3 HOEREMMATENE b0 LR SN (Fig. 17B)
RNT, ELIEEOBHBREROSFHEROFNS CaPd Cn T TO 14
DSBS EREFEALTI/AIVE L OBBHRSHEF-REZS (Fig.
184), SEETFHO 9% EEREERTHd OM X FEER TN TEREE
BEH BN, ZOBE. BHUPRL 0% THo I EMS, BADEDNEIHE
MR EZOFETHRISH TSI LIk TAMEOHBMNTES Z LIRS
Niz. 1 BOMEHREIL 0.9845 TH ok, PEND- &b/NS VB,

18:1, £ 9 U T 2B (20:3) (<0.001, Prob>F), I U AFE (14:0) &Zﬁ“
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Table 11. The Comparison of Fatty Acid Composition (mol%) of
Total Lipids in L. gmelinii var. japonica, L. gmelinii var. japonica x L.
kaempferi F1 Hybrids, and L. kaempferi Leaves by Year

atty acid September 2005 September 2006
L. gmelinii® F,.° L. kaempferi L. gmelinii® F,° L. kaempferi

12:0 0.8+£0.1 0.6£0.2 1.620.1 1.1x0.2 1.9+0.1 2.2+0.2
14.0 5.7+0.3 2.9£0.3 3.7£0.0 3.7+0.1 4.0+0.1 2.6£0.1
16:0 25.8+£0.0 26.1£0.2 20.7+£0.1 27.3+£0.2 25.410.2 21.5+£0.2
16:1 4.4+0.0 4.3+0.0 4.2+0.0 4.4+0.1 4.3+0.0 4.0+£0.0
16:3 2.320.0 2.5+0.0 3.4+0.1 1.6+£0.0 2.0£0.0 2.3£0.0
br-17:0 1.1+0.0 1.520.1 1.0x0.1 1.4+0.0 1.5x0.0 1.3£0.1
17:0 1.7+£0.4 1.6+£0.1 1.1x0.2 2.240.0 1.9+£0.0 1.6£0.0
18:0 2.2+£0.0 1.920.0 1.7+£0.1 2.620.0 2.2+0.0 2.3£0.0
18:1 6.8+0.0 5.4+0.1 3.7+0.0 7.6+0.0 6.32£0.1 4.0+0.1
18:2 6.8x0.1 6.2+0.0 7.1+£0.2 8.910.2 7.7£0.2 8.7£0.4
18:3 3C6.7x0.3 35.9+£0.2 40.9x0.1 28.6+01 34.1x01 38.910.7
20:0 0.5%£0.1 0.5+0.0 1.5+£0.1 0.6£0.0 0.6+0.0 1.2+0.0
20:3 2.0£0.0 1.9+£0.0 2.0+£0.0 2.7x0.0 2.2+01 2.9+0.0
22:0 0.8£0.3 | 0.6x£0.0 0.6x0.2 0.8x0.0 0.8+0.0 1.3+0.0
23:0 0.4+£0.0 0.31£0.1 0.2+0.0 0.4+0.0 0.3x0.0 0.3£0.0
24:0 2.3x0.1 1.320.1 0.9+0.1 1.8x0.1 0.9+0.0 0.8+0.0
25:0 0.5+£0.3 0.4+0.0 0.2£0.0 0.3+£0.1 0.3x0.0 0.3+0.0
26:0 0.94£0.0 0.5+0.0 0.4x0.0 0.7x0.0 0.3+£0.0 0.3+0.0
28:0 0.5£0.1 0.8+£0.2 0.7x0.2 0.4+0.0 0.4x0.0 0.4+0.1
30:0 1.720.0 2.1+0.0 2.1£0.1 1.4£0.1 1.2+0.1 1.4x0.2
32:.0 1.940.0 2.940.0 2.2+0.0 1.5+£0.1 1.6£0.0 1.6%0.1

18:1/18:2&18:3 0.18+0.00* 0.13+0.00® 0.08+0.00° 0.20+0.00" 0.15+0.00® 0.08+0.00°
IC4s/5Cyg ~  1.4320.01° 1.50+0.00® 1.89+0.01% 1.43x0.01% 1.58+0.01% 1.94+0.03%

* L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

"L gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.

Data show the means + S.D of three independent experiments.

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B, C) within each family are
significantly different by Tukey-Kramer HSD test (P<0.05).
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Fig. 17. Scatter Gram (A) and Factor Loadings (B) of Fatty Acid Compositions in the Leaves of L. gmelinii var.

japonica (o, e), L. kaempferi (o, m), and F; Hybrid (A, A) Adult Trees for the First and Second Principal
Components.
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Fig. 18. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Fatty Acid
Compositions (from Cq2 to C;2) of the Leaves of L. gmelinii
var. japonica (e, m) and the Fy Hybrid (o, o) Adult Trees

from Two Families.

e and o indicate samples collected in 2005, and m and o
indicate samples collected in 2006, respectively. The large
circles show the 95% confidence intervals of the

multivariate means.

-53-



br-17:0 (7<0.05, Prob>F) TH o7z, FiZ. 181 EDEWHE LOHBESDE
KBWTHRHPN DA<, 18 1 ZHPITHER LZE S OB 26 HED
DL . BRASERTH /181 H2KREDBICFIVBH T I VIZE< (Table
10), WSSO TR OB I > THRNNAETH B EELZ BN,
/2B, 2006 F 9 ADGTT —FIT 2006 £ 9 HOF—F 2 MATT Oy L7
BEBTAIYEFCHANAIRTH oL ENS, EEDEWTHRICIIE
BEeGABWIENRRENZ (Fig. 18B). £/, 1Y, A5V, F1®
SHEBICDWTHRAMARSEREZHE TS Z ENAEETH - = (Fig. 19).

3. HEIEEm o LMY VIBEHE S OEEIRE Y 5 X & DI R

EM 111X+ 38 RRADITAIY, AGRVEVCF1O& 1 BEENSHHEL
ZZGLERZEPLESZ TLCTHLAEEIA WITNOEEREEY 7 A,
ii# T DGDG & MGDG T, #% T PC & PE Tho 7 (Fig. 20),

PL B OIS 25479 5 & (Table 12), 18:1/18:2&18:3 kg &7/ 1 <,
Fi. ASXVOBEZERETNEN o, —7F. GLEZ T, 18:1%18:2 &k
RT 18:3 EIEAEFMICHE NI &EDHH D, 18:1/18:2&18:3 LLITITHERICH
BENRD siaho Tz (Table 12). F/z. 18:3 DHEIGICD 3HEMTOHE
REWIBREENGZM T,

GL B OERIEHEBICB T 2/BR TORMEL TR, 16:0 DEIGHT 1
<Y, Fi. IS VYDIEIREL, 183 OFNEFFOBICH STV, Fi. 1Y
YVDINEICE o, TOTEMS, SCie/ZCi T SHBRITARECER LT
Wiz, 2B, PLESKBNTS 3 HEMTOICi/ 2 Cie LOBEWETEHMTH
oM. BERENEEIN:Z,

-54 .



40

(A)

35 - K

30 %
QE%O

(e
25-
N
N
E 20 . T . .
_ -75 =70 -65 -60 ~-55 -50
©
‘é’ 0
o (B)
5
O G K y
S
™ Fi X
o X
-10- Y
o ()
-15 | | 1 ] 1 1] | ]

120 125 130 135 140 145 150
Canonical axis 1

Fig. 19. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Fatty Acid
Compositions (from Cqz to Cz2) of the Leaves of L. gmelinii
var. jfaponica (e, m), L. kaempferi (%, Jand the F{ Hybrid

(o, o) Adult Trees from Two Families.

e, o and x indicate samples collected in 2005, and m, O
and ® indicate samples collected in 2006, respectively.
The large circles show the 95% confidence intervals of the

multivariate means.
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Fig. 20. Thin-Layer Chromatogram of Glycolipid (Lane 1-3)
and Neutral Phospholipid (Lane 4-6) Fractions from Adult
Trees of L. gmelinii var. japonica (Lane 1 and 4), the F;
Hybrid (Lane 2 and 5), and L. kaempferi (Lane 3 and 6).

Solvent system, chloroform-acetone-methanol-acetic
acid-water (10:4:2:2:1, v/v/v/iv/v). Detection, 50% H2SOa4.

Abbreviations: MGDG, monogalactosyldiacylglycerol; SG,
steryl glucoside; CMH, ceramide monohexoside; DGDG,
digalactosyldiacylglycerol; SQDG;
sulfoquinovosyldiacylglycerol; PE,

phosphatidylethanolamine; PC, phosphatidylcholine.
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Table 12. Fatty Acid Composition (mol%) of Glycolipids and Neutral
Phospholipids Fractions of L. gmelinii var. japonica, L. gmelinii var. japonica x L.
kaempferi Fq4 Hybrids, and L. kaempferi Leaves

Fatty acid Glycolipid fraction Neutral phospholipid fraction
L. gmelinii® F,° L. kaempferi L. gmelinii® F,P L. kaempferi

12:0 0.1£0.0 0.1£0.1 0.10.1 0.0£0.1 0.120.1 0.0£0.0
14:0 3.3£0.2 0.8£0.0 1.8+0.1 0.6+0.0 0.3+0.0 0.4+0.0
16:0 21.9+0.2 18.040.6 15.20.5 38.940.4  38.6+0.2 34.2+0.5
16:1 0.6+0.1 0.4+0.0 0.30.1 3.9:0.0 1.5£0.0 5.2+0.1
16:3 4.0£0.2 3.6+0.1 4.4x0.2 0.240.0 0.2+0.0 0.3£0.0
br-17:0 1.2£0.0 1.40.0 0.70.1 2.4+1.4 1.7+0.0 1.240.1
17:0 1.8£0.9 0.9+0.0 0.740.0 1.420.1 1.240.0 1.020.1
18:0 4.1+1.5 2.3+0.1 2.120.1 8.3+0.3 6.2+0.2 6.5+0.2
18:1 1.841.2 1.5¢0.3 1.7+0.9 12.0:0.1  10.720.2 7.6£0.1
18:2 1.0£0.2 1.6+0.6 1.60.1 9.9+0.1 11.3+0.8 14.0£0.2
18:3 57.8+0.6 65.6+0.5 66.920.6 16.5¢0.2  21.1x0.9 23.440.2
20:0 0.70.1 0.520.1 1.040.1 0.30.1 0.420.1 0.3+0.1
20:3 0.80.5 0.640.1  0.120.0 3.1+0.9 4.7+0.4 3.9+0.8
22:0 0.120.0 0.5£0.1 0.3£0.0 0.40.1 0.6£0.2 0.4+0.1
23:0 0.120.0 0.120.0 0.240.2 0.2:0.2 0.5£0.0 0.4+0.0
CasCaz 0.7+0.4 2.140.7 2.8+0.5 1.8+0.0 1.10.1 1.3+0.1

18:1/18:2&18:3  0.03x0.02* 0.02+0.00*  0.02+0.01%4 0.45£0.01* 0.33+0.01%  0.20£0.00°

2C1e/ZCe6 2.4440.03¢ 3.23+0.11% 3.61+0.14% 1.08+0.02¢ 1.2240.01%  1.30£0.02%

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

Y L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.

Data show the means = S.D of three independent experiments.

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B, C) within each family are
significantly different by Tukey-Kramer HSD test (P<0.05).
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4. MRERAKDEDOLBEICB T IEEEER O iz

BHRDTARY BV FIOERDSE 5 BEEHWTECEIEE O IhEEH AR
ER#HU7z#R%E Table 13 12”9, EENGHERIEFEKIC 18:3 & 16:0 TH -
M EAREET S & EARTIZ16:0016%~18% TH D . FoK (22%~26%,
Table 10) & DEAFEICAARM >z, —F, 18:3 KD 32%~38% (Table 10)
LT, BARTIE 41%~45% &L%o /. BARIEHE D X Cis/E Cis LD #
3. BARTHEARED DEM /2. £, JATVEF. OMTOENZ ALTH
BHE, 18:1/18:2&18:3 JLICITZRAD KD B EM OENRD 5N h o Tz,

HARDEDEFERMAKICIEERLUZLDIC 3 BRI TOEELENWITIERESX
NP> DT. ERDSDWEToOTODRAOLS BB LTI SAY—%
W Liaho 7 (Fig. 21). LWL, 8FEODSZWI DU Vi (12:0) 2B\
CaM b Coa ETD 13O EFRZHEA L TH ATV & FiOHEBHH 5
WicLBHPEToZEIS, HARATHEZERFHO 5% EHEREZRITHT
OEES A <Y E FLOBTEN. SERMCEERENRD 5N (Fig. 22). 3
1 i BI{REE 0.8369 T, BARDEE LD D PEIBED >IN, PERD-
&b NE WIEHHEE L br-17:0 (P<0.05, Prob>F) & 14:0 (#<0.1, Prob>F) T®
S, B, ERLUAISICEATHEFRESEFREOBBERIOEN NI NI L
M5, BEHBIERIL 3.83% (1 BAROHBEHD) THolz.
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Table 13. Fatty Acid Composition (mol%) of Total Lipids in L. gmelinii
var. japonica and L. gmelinii var. japonica x L. kaempferi F4 Hybrid
Seedlings Leaves

Fatty acid Nakashibetsu 121 Kabaoka 484 Rubeshibe 28
L. gmelinii® FyP L. gmelinii® Fy® L. gmelinii® Fi®

12:0 0.9+0.6 1.241.3 0.1£0.2 14413 0.2+0.3 04+0.6
14:0 3.2811 2.2+0.5 2904 25305 4.5+0.9 3.7+1.3
16:0 17.2+2.1 16.0+1.4 17.8x1.7 17.7+1.5 17.7£2.0 16.941.2
16:1 46404 47103 5.0£0.2 5.6+0.3 5.4+0.6 5.310.6
16:3 27+04 3.0£0.3 2.8+0.4 2.8+0.1 3.1£0.2 3.1+£0.6
br-17:0 1.0£05  1.110.2 0.8+0.1 1.5£0.3 0.8+0.2 0.9140.2
17:0 0.7+0.1 0.720.1 0.7x0.1 0.720.0 0.8+0.1 0.7+£0.1
18:0 1.510.4 1.5+0.1 1.6x0.2 1.5£0.3 1.620.3 1.720.1
18:1 6.2+1.0 6.3:0.5 6.0£0.6 6.1£0.6 6.0£1.5 5.9+1.1
18:2 7.7+1.5 8.1+0.9 8.1£0.9 8.2+14 8.0+£0.9 8.5+1.0
18:3 43.1£7.6 45.4%3.1 44.3+3.8 42 4+50 40.7+4.3 40.7£3.1
20:0 4.7+1.6 3.8+0.3 40+1.0 3.5+0.9 4.9£1.0 5.0x1.2
20:3 1.1x0.2 1.220.2 1.3+0.1 1.31£0.1 1.4+0.1 1.320.1
22:0 0.9+04 0.720.3 0.6x£0.0 0.6+0.1 0.5+0.1 0.520.2
23.0 0.3£0.2 0.2+0.1 0.2+0.0 0.2+0.0 0.2+0.1 0.210.0
24:0 (.8£0.1 0.8+0.3 0.7+0.1 0.7x0.1 0.7i0._1 0.7£0.1
250 | 0.2+0.1 0.2+0.0 0.120.0 0.2+0.0 0.1£0.1 0.1+0.1
26:0 0504 0.420.2 0.7£0.1 0.9+05 0.5+0.2 0.7+0.2
28:0 0.3+£0.1 0.3+0.1 0.2£0.1 0.2+0.1 0.310.1 0.1£0.1
30:0 0.8£0.2 = 0.7+0.2 0.6+0.1 0.6+£0.2 0.820.2 0.7x0.2
32:.0 1.6+£0.5 1.620.5 1.6+0.2 1.4+0.2 1.7£0.2 1.9+0.3

18:1/18:2818:3 0.12+0.04" 0.12+0.01"  0.11+0.02" 0.12£0.02*  0.12+0.04* 0.12¢0.03%

IC1e/3Cs 230+047" 258+0.26"  2.34+0.23" 223+0.29"  2.15:0.27" 2.25+023%

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.

Means £ 8.D (n = 5).

Values not sharing the same superscript letters (A, B, C) within each family are
significantly different by Tukey-Kramer HSD test (P<0.05).
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Fig. 21. Scatter Gram (A) and Factor Loadings (B) of Fatty Acid Compositions in the Leaves of L.

gmelinii var. japonica (o, e), L. kaempferi (u, m), and F4 Hybrid (&, A) Adult Trees for the First and

Second Principal Components.
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Fig. 22. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using Fatty Acid
Compositions (from Cq4 to Cyz) of the Leaves of L. gmelinii
var. japonica (e) and the F5 Hybrid (o) Seedlings from
Three Families.

The large circles show the 95% confidence intervals of

the multivariate means.
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EE

JARYIO=2, ASGIYIO—2E2RRZDFLORAN SHERLES
JRE QIR Z 2 LR (Table 10). 18:3 1Z7 1< (32.3% &
32.7%) TR 1TV (40.6% & 34.2%) WCHWHEEMNERD 5N i, kic.
Mongrand 513 L. gmelinii (Rupr.) Kuzen & L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr. DZE
ZIEEOIEIFEEMMREZRMEL TREMN 2, BFENHRALETITVELTTY
T 18:3 DEIGE (BiE TIX 40.2% 120 L THHETIZ 34.4%) 1371 <V OHEN
B oN, GED2RFDHITYTH 183 DEENEEIC R TWED &
MO oL, MUBMBTHRZRCPHRER CIEHRAR CEENRONET
ERHDSOME LN, |

18:1/18:2&18:3 thid. ATV XD BHSIITYTHERICKL, IFIVYUTIR
FERFEE DRV AEZFIEN L DEATWA T ENRENE, £/2, ZCis/2Cuslh
., 2 111 RRCBWTASIVYRTAIVEIDERIEN L. F1 O
18:1/18:2&18:3 LIZ 2 KRR L VWETH B/ AV EA TV OFHOEZER
U, ZC1e/ECilbld, B 111 RRCBWTHEEATHD 71TV ELITTYD
FRIOEZRLEZ. £, INSOEHEAEAKROFEBEENED > THRE
@f@ﬁ%%@'l&ﬁfﬁﬂéﬁlkﬁ') 7= (Table 11).

EBEOIRIFES T —F EERS AU MR Fig. 17). 25K R 3FED
TOw NISMER DI SRS —CHETBHENTE (Fig. 17TA). A<V,
HSIVECE O SHEIIBHBERICE > THREOT NS Z EAREINE
(Fig. 17B)e 517, Cio B Coa £TO 14 FOEBEF R EERA LIZBEEH
Aairick b (Fig. 18A). VAW & P 28R HPIERHFITES ZENRE
N, HBCHERISE & LTI, BT 18:1 (<0.001, Prob>F) MET 641

-B62 -



B 181 2ZRREDBI F1KD BT IVILE< (Table 10). XS DHO
BEZERDITRNTES EBEOHEANENI &M 5D (Fig. 17B). 3 ME O
MERTIBMETH S EEA N, 8., BEOHBITIZEE OB IR
WITZEEZEZ W ERRBEINE (Fig. 18B), SHEIE 3 BIED DS
RTHDN, BRADEDEHBEIFT—F13., BEORBILTERINTVIRE
LA QEMTEOHIBIZT Tide< 6, F—BROSEPHEHRICB N TS
LEL B LOBRBFRELTIERATESD D EEAONS., LML, £F
B2 EORBERMEHBEERCRIITZECOVTE. 4%, ER3HE
ZEDDLLERDHS D,

EOERETRDONZHMER TOEMEAROFENETERERERET
57V OBEEER. D20WE/NMEETEREINSIFEY VIEEHEOLELS
WERT S0 ERF Lz, PLEZSOIEGE T (Table 12), 18:1/18:2&18:3
BiE7A<Y, Fi. ASRVDREZHERITNE L, ATV TR/NEETEL
SN REOHRIEREOR U REAMLAREd EALATHZ, ZOXIIT,
ERETRONEBEHETAINEOHBER OEWE (Table 10). PLEZIZXS
BOTHBHIENUB L, —F. GL EHTH. 18: 1% 18:2 LHAT 18:3
DEIENFEEMIIENIEHH D, 18:1/18:2&18:3 HITIIHERICHEEENR
D ENMo Tz (Table 12). F£7z. 18:3 DEIGICH 3 HER TOFERENE
BEInARhok, BEOERIZ., 7 /NIFUTHREBEESNDERET
DIFEERBOABETORF®RTVF 27— EEEICRHMEMTOENIEN
M, NEEERTOU VIEER2EE & LCREBT Y72 7 —EEEN 3 #E
ko TRABZEETTHDTHS S 6560,

GL B4 ORRIBHFEICBIAHER TORME LTI, ZCw/X Cie HLidh
STV, Fi. FAVDIEICE <, 3B TRESALZ > TNHE (Table 12),
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ZCi/ZCie b SHBT B L, ERFETOT ) L OBEEAROBRBIIBNT
. MEATERENE Cie/CisBFERIE Cre/Cs O TN F ) o —) 8
BE2HTH7UR0U VEEDS S, I YT Ce/Cis BRIV LD
Z<FASINEDBOLEEZEND, BB PLEMCEWTIE 3 BEBTO X Cgl
SClEDBWAEMTH > 70, FBRENBERINE,

AFFTH MY T B (16:3) 1. Mongrand 5% Jamieson & Reid D45
260 OXDIZ, Z<H GLESITEENT WA (Table 12), METH-7/-2
b, RBLOT ) EuEEERO Y7 IV I 0=V il /MNEEREED
EREREICL > TEREINEDOEHAEN,

B3RFRODTAIYEDY F1 OBKOEDEIEEOISHBEMRKE M LIZER
(Table 13), BEARDOFHMITHAE LB L T 16:0 NEAEFEITHA, 183 BENT
ETHoTz. TOHR., ZCiwe/ECrhid, BARTHEARLDODEMNMoE. 20D
ZEiE, BEOMNAKICRITSEESRONRBER (JVYRAT7F D VEER)
TOFINW I AT —FORBRENREERICE > TRRES ZEE2RE
THOND LR, T2, 18:1/18:2&18:3 ITIZMAD &L S aM@BEOEMN
BOLNEMhoz, 183 NEE L TERKIBETH ST U EOEEE ORMRL
SELUTHEET S Z L (Table 12), MNICEHATIE 18:3 DEIGVHRAID BDE
WZ & (Table 13) 22482 E, BEOHEHATHEZBEC LD IHEED
geanE<. UVEEOEENRALDBENWEHHENS, TAOXIZ. L
WU =EARDFHE) SIEEBOMRIEREICR 5N 3 HEMTOERENEAR
DEBE L XIIZIERBRENBZNDDEHERETND,

BROEDIRIFBEEREER LTIV EFIORBHBISITICXZ DA 2
Fodls, BRTHEEOHBMARE TH -2 Fig. 22), PENR S ED
INE LIS IEEE VT br-17:0 (P<0.05, Prob>F) & 14:0 (P<0.1, Prob>F) TH o7z,
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NS OEHRIEHITNEETHIN3RRITHEBL T br-1T0R F1ic£ <.
14:0 1371 T VICENEDIT (Table 13), PEMNEVEZZSNE, CO2E
DI RAR TS PHEMNMEN - (P<0.05, Prob>F), BiATIRISHBSE =
DOFMEROENNET NI ENS, 3.3%ORHBIR (30 Mk 1 FEAkDEH)
THo, IOBETHNITHAEE L TREAL AN TREECRES
WEHIBIE NS, 1> T, BMENBEF TRIBIET S Fu & 71 < WV iZHIBIA
TEARWDE, BEL TEERE TRERUZEOIEIHEMAMEIL. BEH N 0igE
ELTHATEDLESEAELD,
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L3

2FRDFI ATRBER, 71 Y (Larix gmelinii var. japonica Pilg)) x H
5 (Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr. ) (LA F Fy) &EFN S OmMBEOy O— >
DEDIEIEMEREZ T U7 RARLEADEIZIIEBEL T Cl 5 Caa X TO
21 BOBEMERRD SN, TOFTI183MNHmBEL. KIZT 16:0 BNEho 7=,
18:2 & 18:3 DAFHEIZHT 5 18:1 Db (18:1/18:2&18:3) 1. HKADE A, &
ARYEDBHITYTELS, Fi TRERERO IV ENTTYOFHEDE
THoI. £/ 18:1/18:2& 183 thiCiX /1 IV EF1 DB THEENH - 7248,
HATHLEEOR#MIBERIhAd ok, KWT., RAOHEIREES & FiEY
VIRREESORFBREMRESHLEZEZA, D VIBEESS T 3 BIERT
18:1/18:2&18:3 LW FBICE LD I L2 AMT L &biC, MESZ. HICHEIEH
BB NTIEHBRIBEFEDECie/SCe kB ERD T EEZRDE. TS DK
R TORIMEMEKR LOREEZERELIATOREGHRRETNICFIER
WTEZDEFBEARINERISCRT2EHEFECEEREOELINSER LT,
F7z, BIFBRARZEICUTEBHNIITEZT O & RASEROHE TSN
TRIEBRHNESTATVE FL1 2HFTH5ENFARETH> L. JDI &,
BREN-EFTREETS VAV E R EFHNTERNWA, BEEORHDE
DRGSR 2o hid, HEHAOHEELL THHTESILZEKRLT
W3,
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NITATVME FI AIRERRIIBIZECZAFO-NVERENSTVYAN
ADATO—IVIEE I S BT AN VBENORE

BIEICBWT, PFIWRVETAIY., HSITVERORF, ZHBIT A58
BETH B ENEER DT, FFIVAUIET EFIb-Coh 5 AND VB
(MVA) 2B L TAEBKRSNS (Fig. 2). FICEBICE D &SRS N5LEY
ELUTHRATFO-NABETENS (Fig. 23). #ITiE, AF0—J)LBELLT
EEEZ 7o —)1 (FS), 7‘“/>)1/7\7_‘D—)I/ (AS). AFUNT NI R (SG) BT
FIIWNAFUINT )AL R (ASG) MALKEFELTWS (Fig. 24), AS 3D X
FO—VEHE EbIH < OB THEENT NS 0, AS OHEEEI DT,
A 05 09, IBBIE DB 0, AT 0L A 1 KL THIRE T
B, LILEAS, TOREIEES Mo T, Bio, BTHEY S
BB AT O VIS O R 5 0 — L R I BT B BRI I D
TR,
zrT. BNETRYATY. D 5TYRGENSOA TR F: Rk
LAY E T OEADEI BB AT O— VR RN, E5I0. H5T
YRV ADAST O— VA S L. MVA OIEIICE S AT 0— L IRESE &

NOEEBITDODNWTHENLZ 39,
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Squalene ~—» —

HO

Cyoloartenol

o

Obtusifoliol

HO

31-Norlanosterol
; l ] ( : 24- Methyienelophenol
Campesterol

Stlgmasta 5, 7 24 (28)-trien-38-ol Stlgmasta 7, 24 (28)-dien-3B-ol

Sitosterol Stigmasta-7-en-3f-ol

Fig. 23. Biosynthesis of Phytosterols in Piants.’®

- 68 -



HO

Free sterol (sitosterol)

RCO-0

Acylsterol, R = Acyl group

R
0
CH2 )
| O
OH o
HO

HO

Steryl glucoside, R =H
Acylated steryl glycoside, R =Acyl group

Fig. 24. Structures of Sterol Lipids in Plants.
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EBRGE

1. #8

A DFEBHEERIT. 2005 £ 9 AlicdtE I HERRS (dhiE = e,
43°28'N, 141°88'E) TIT o7z, AT LUIERARDERR, 324£ 71wy O
—2 (B 111,45 Aw b; #M 168,27 Av b)) RU46 EAE IV rO—
> (+B 35, 6T Av N T 16, 5T Ay ), MRITTATYXIITYD
11 FEF M 2 5% (28 111X+ 35, 6 4, #R 168X+ 16, 4 EE)
DENLER Lz,

—7. FEOEBITIE, FARVEAIRVRT PFLITBEE N EER
BE (tEEENEERBHROSDEF—) TEESNEEFEAWEL, &R
ERYBOREIL, F71IYRN18m. A5V 16 m THo/z. 2004 F
8 AICMERBREO /I YNs BAREEFERRL. BoN/fFET 2 2005
£ 5 AICHERBRSHMIC TEMIBELAL, 2o0b. ¥EFEEEEHICE
METERAR S SR A <V EEPREEL TWSD, TNSIEDNAY—/A—IZX
o THABRBDNTHhNZ 29, SHFICHERELREERZ. 3 B8 (PR 121, #
7 484, B0 28) HFED 1B HZ0 71 <Y 5 fHE. ME 5 EAET. 2006
€9 AICERLUE, FRUZEREDKEEREL. EOWoZHTITEAL
7z,

2. MifnkE 3

FIV A I3 T OF RIS TiTo 2. ATV OBTRILEE
VHZHBREEN (rEEEET) TERLAZ. RBEEREETASHEEL. A
AEEIZHEH LA, TH5RMIEE 2.0 mg/l 6-benzylaminopurine Z#HRML 7z

=70 -



SH ¥k 78 F THEBERAT 26COEHTHREHEE L. HNV AL 3BHT
EWZHMMAR L7z, p-MVA lactone (Sigma #8) I3 B/KITEML . BEAB%.
HEHIZERMUZ, MVA OFRMBERL 10 mM R 20 mM &L, HILVADRK
ERFHER/MMFHEER THEML .

3. lEEHIH

FWMUZER., REZDFAY— (R HAFEREERE) LD EAERYT
ML, 156 ng® BHT & 2ml 07 OOFRIVA-AF J—) (2:1, viy) &
TR 150 mg ITHNA. 10~15CT 1 B EHMH LUz, BEZRLED
WA, Z70afRIVL-AF J—)b (21, vy FTHREDFT AL, L%,
B EEOCOBEL, EEZEIL L, i 4 BT, 87 EEZ Folch
58 DAETAREEL, TEZ2IEEEL,

4. ZFa—I)V D5

EIEEIZ 5% AY J — I EEKE 2ml £2NA, 2B/, 100CTAY /U
AL, RIEERTE lml 0FBKERNL, P2F)T—7F)2ml T3 [EH
HU, s 1 @AkELE. T-FTNVEBEZEREEHRK. N Obis
(trimethylsilyl) acetamide T b U A F ) U IVFEEHELL. GC AL,
E2FO0—-)VEHROHER. £FEIATEELL T VATO—VER
ml. LEEFBICAY U ALE, T0%, BEEELZEBRATO-IEY
IFNIT—FNTHHELEZ. Bohizityeeo®s U ho )L TLC L,
ANFEH DT FNIT—F) (80:30, v/v) TREL~-, TLC THEEE N 4-5
AFINAFO—)b& GC THH Lk,

PR OBE AT O — OB DD, £IEE%E Sep-Pak U A—hFUw
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o (Waters #8) 1T L. Z0Odba, T4 bV RUAS ) —)L TR
U, ZTHEhFHEEE. BEERC) VIBEICAE L2, FHEITF0—ILEK
EEREOHED®., PHIBEC—HEREA TLC IKH/L, AFH.Ux
FIVL—T)V-BFB (80:20:1, viviv) TRBEL T AS (RffE: 0.85) & FS (RfIE:
0.17) 2& Lo, ASITIE 1IN A%/ —)VHEKEEAZY I AZEINAZ, 100C
T 2RO MmL., BEEL/-ZA70—)LE EROLSITHB L. WLz, i
HE 0.4 NAY =)V EKBIEA Y Y AT3TC, 2BELAET S &k
O, TIVAHVEEREES ZH/. 7IVHUVREREE TLCIZHEL, ZooiR
Win-A% ) —)b (95:15, viv) TREBE L. SG (ASG 25 D) (RFE: 0.21) % Bk
U72.8GIZZED#E.5% A5/ —IEE(LKFEZMNA 100C T 2 BRI L .
WEEEL 2R AT O —VE P ZF NI —F N THH L., GC sl 7z,

5. GC 2247

FS. AS BN SG oL/ 4T AAFIVAFTO—JLiZ N, Obis
(trimethylsilyl) acetamide T kU A F )L U )LFHEHK{ L, DB-1 (30 m x 0.32
mmi.d., Agilent #8) 2R WT. KERA T AMLBHEZHAZTA 70T R
757 (GC-14A, BESERFE) THHT L. 75 LBEWE 250C. EAORD
BREBEEIZ270CE L. FHEREZER I RAFU-IRO FAT0—
o < EEEE) SHEL. E-2E2RELE. SWE 3 T, =R
BhosAFO—)VEmEERL. FHELIEEREZRLUE.

6. WA AT
ALY, BTV ERFBOAT O ) RDOLELEKIT Tukey-Kramer

® HSD BF (P<0.05) 1T & 01T o7z, HatfEHTICIE JMP 5.0.1J (SAS Institute

-T2 -



Inc.B) AL,

eSS

1. ZEORAFO— VKR

2HERO MMAIREEREZTNLOWMED /I —2 T2 T, BARDEDZ
TRV ZESITL. BEEHOEVWERF L~ (Table 14), o5 3HED
FERZATFO-NEY P ATO0—)) (62~73%) RUH VRAFO—) (28~
39%) T, Fi1 &ZENSOMBORICIE DTN RIEHEIC RSNk S sk
FEAOENWARD sNRho 7z,

SRRDTA TV R FLOEAIDWTHAE FEICAT O— VR E S
L7z (Table 15). A XY THEY b AT O—)Li 64~70%. F1 Tld 62~67%
THO, AREFRBICEEROENN RN,

2. HIVZOREITBITS MVA OE&E
EDATO-NHERBRICEEEMOBREVWRRD ENAho I EMNS, A5 0O
—)VIBE DS EM AT BT AR OWVWTRHE LE, HITVETFORIMRE

i

MEANZZFEL, B MVA ZHRMNUZHEEOATO—)VIEEDOZREZH
N7z,

MVA DA I VAHNADEENOEEEZHBZDIT, MVA RIITEOER
mEEH#H (2> ho—Jb) BT BN AOHBERERE L (Fig. 25). 10
mM MVA i THE L AN AORE @iEER/MMFHER) 3. BEDH
B (1~21 H) KBNTaA ba—)bEDH 54%% o7z, LNLRARS, B
% (21~42 H) W MVA OZBIZ@ED o Nl o7z,
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Table 14. Sterol Composition (mol%) of Total Lipids in L. gmelinii var. japonica, L. gmelinii var. japonica %

L. kaempferi Fq Hybrids, and L. kaempferi Leaves

Toyooka 111 family

Kabaoka 168 family

Sterol”

L. gmelinii®® Fqod L. kaempferi® L. gmelinii®' FqP:° L. kaempferi®
Campesterol 31.7£2.9 34.0+4.2 32.8%1.3 27.5x2.5 35.3x4.5 38.5+4.4
Sitosterol 68.3+2.9 66.0+4.2 67.2+1.3 72.5x2.5 64.7+£4.5 61.5+4.4
Sitosterol/campesterol 2.17x0.27 1.98+0.37 2.06%0.12 2.63+0.34 1.83£0.39 1.60+0.30

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.
® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.
Means +S.D(*n=4,n=6,°n=5,"n=2).
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Table 15. Sterol Composition (mol%) of Total Lipids in L. gmelinii var. japonica and L. gmelinii

var. japonica x L. kaempferi F4 Hybrid Seedlings Leaves

Nakashibetsu 121 Kabaoka 484 Rubeshibe 28
Sterol L. gmelinii® F.P L. gmelinii® F,° L. gmelinii® FqiP
Campesterol 32.7x4.5 38.3+3.2 35.7+6.0 32.6%5.7 29.8£7.0 33.7%5.5
Sitosterol 67.3x4.5 ©61.7£3.2 64.3+6.0 67.4+5.7 70.2+£7.0 66.3+5.5

Sitosterol/campesterol 2.10+0.43 1.63x0.22 1.87+0.50 2.15+0.55

2.50+0.76 2.03+0.51
2 L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg.

® L. gmelinii var. japonica Pilg. x L. kaempferi (Lamb.} Carr.
Means £ S.D (n = 5).



Growth factor (W/W,)

30 40 50

Time of culture (days)

Fig. 25. Effects of MVA on Growth of L. kaempferi Calli.

o and e indicate the calli cultured in the control and

MVA 10mM medium, respectively.
W and W, indicate fresh weight and initial fresh weight,

respectively.
Error bars show standard deviation.
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3. AT - VEHBICBITS MVAOES

MVA BFME#MEF I PO -V THEELEISIVHLADLIEED TLC
M5 AS, FSRU 2207 a3 )VAFa—)b (SG R ASG) Mo shi-,
A2 bO—)TEELEINZADZZAT O EHRIT. HBEBEK 42 %R
2.06 mg/lg THY. FS:AS: SG (ASG 2HT) Hhid 1.0:0.1:0.8 TH o 7= (Table
16)o ANV A% 10 mM MVA BRINBH TEET 2 &, 2AT0-)2EHERI>
FO—®D 2 iz o7z. FSEF VAV NATO-NVOEEE (FREFN 1.0
KT 0.8 mg/g) X MVAIZK > TEEZZ -0 (FRERN 0.7 %K1 0.6
mg/g). AS FHEEIX MVA BRI ENI > hOo—)LicBWT, ELWVEWV
BDHENE (ENETN 18K 0.1mglg). ZOZENS, MVAICLBEAT O
—IVEFROEMI. ASIKEZbDTH B Z EWRENT, iz MVA % 20
mM &ML E, AT 0 —I)IVEEDOEEER 10 mMEMEIFERLCTH -2
(Table 16),

HIVADCREIZES AT O -IIBEEFECELzHLIZE A (Fig. 26).
BEHi~O MVA OFRNIICED., BEIHEIKEFSEHEEN BRI LE, ZOFS
DAL, a2 hO—Jb EHERU THEVHBRBOREN S > I ENRRE
EZZbN5, HE 42 HEE TR, FSEF 83 R4 icarro—bo LX)k
E’C‘i%ﬁn L. a2k l:t—)lz’é};t‘ ASEHENEENMZAL T—EThHo 1,
—%, MVA RIS TEELZANAD AS EFEIX. BEORITHENELL
MLk (104%). ZOEMEZZOEOBARELBVERLEZINZ., LMLE
N5, ASEARIZSEHOMREREZRNT, SEBOBR T LITTORMII
I3 64% BT HEAERL., INSEEMFO MVA OHEBEICLSH D LHEE
N7 K% 42 H BICHIV A E MVARIMEE #5322 hOo—LiciRe 5 &,
ASESHEWEIL FO—IOANADL)VETHEAD LU (Fig. 26). ZORR
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Table 16. Total Sterol Contents (mg/g dry calli) and
Proportions of Sterol Lipid Classes in L. kaempferi Calli

Cultured with and without Mevalonic Acid

Mevalonic acid concentration

0 mM 10 mM 20 mM

Total sterols 2.06+0.22 4.23+0.06 4.53+0.09

Free sterol 1.0 1.0 1.0
Acylsterol 0.1 2.6 3.1
Glycosylsterol 0.8 0.9 1.0

Values are means + SD (n=3).
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Sterol content (% on dry weight)

5.0

Free sterol
4.0
3.0}
2.0 %e%m@%ﬁ
1.0f r"’.r.._.r"’“'
0.0 : . : : - : : .

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

15.0

Acylsterol

10.0

5.0

Fig. 26. Effects of MVA on Free Sterol and Acylsterol
Contents of L. kaempferi Calli.

o, e , and A indicate the calli cultured in control, MVA
10mM and the calli cultured in MVA _10mM medium
transferred to the control medium th 42 days,
respectively.

Error bars show standard deviation.
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WED, ANAFICHEE N ASITELENICFS NSRBI NT. REICHEDN
TWd I EWRBRENTZ,

4 BISE Y 5 AT O—VERICBIF 5 MVA Q8

55TV HNADHRAT O — L QMK EMT LI (Table 17). > k250
=V EHRAFO—IVARD 5N, MF I MVARNE DY b O— LTS
LIEANZADWTNTS, EIEET 7 A (FS, AS, SG) B W THEITESEH (90
~100%) THH7e I A=V TR FNAFO—NOEEH 8% ETH D,
—%. MVA FIEH TS h A FO—LhFMic bR, I _RAFT—
2~ 1% TH ok, X 5IC, HEHMEZEL TREXT 0 — )L OMRIIED

Wiz o 7z (Fig. 27, 28).
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Table 17. Effects of Administered Mevalonic Acid
Concentration on Sterol Composition (%) of Each Sterol

Lipid Class in L. kaempferi Calli

Mevalonic acid concentration

0 mM 10 mM 20 mM

Free sterol

Sitosterol 98.1+0.4 97.1x0.8 95.8+0.9

Campesterol 1.9+0.4 2.9+0.8 4.2+0.9
Acylsterol

Sitosterol 100.0+0.0 92.310.2 89.5+0.3

Campesterol 0.0z0.0 7.7+£0.2 10.5+0.3
Glycosylsterol |

Sitosterol 98.3%0.0 97.9+0.4 96.9%0.2

Campesterol 1.7x£0.0 2.1x0.4 3.1£0.2

Values are means  SD (n=3).

.81 -



1.0

Free sitosterol
0.8

0.6
0.4 1

0.0

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

0.10

Free campesterol
0.08 f ,

Sterol content (% on dry weight)

0.06

0.04

O.OZY;j:?i:?‘::gEz.I ﬁl ﬁgﬂﬂl El'iml '!

0.00

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Time of Culture (days)

. Fig. 27 Effects of MVA on Free Sterol Content of L.
| kaempferi Calli.

o, o , and A indicate the calli cultured in control,
MVA 10mM and the calli cultured in MVA 10mM medium
transferred to the control medium at 42 days,
respectively.

Error bars show standard deviation.
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Sterol content (% on dry weight)

1.0

0..B_Sltosterol ester

0.6

0.4+

0.2l /./\ ._/)\

0.0 ﬁ/o"O—O—OTOo—-—O,-O—O—O,—OM—ﬂ
0 10 20 30 40

50 60 70 80 90

0.10
Campesterol ester

0.08 _ :

0.06-

0.04

Time of Culture (days)

Fig. 28 Effects of MVA on Acylsterol Content of L.

kaempferi Calli. _
o, e , and A indicate the calli cultured in control,
MVA 10mM and the calli cultured in MVA 10mM medium
transferred to the control medium at 42 days,
respectively.
Error bars show standard deviation.
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EE

%Hﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁ&@V?w&yﬁﬁ%m54?v;ﬁi?v&ﬂmwmﬁﬁ
THENDD ., DPTINRCEEEEECHBEOH BN THE I 2R,
e, RMETHEHEOEBEMARICED. HEOHBNTETHSE I EERL
7zo TN R2E MVA 5 GDP, FDP\ GGDP ZETEGREND (Fig. 2).
—H. A7O=IET TN EREIZ MVA 585 GDP & FDP #&7-1%,
squalene ZRETEER I NS (Fig. 2,23), T I T, ENETHIFILRI LA
ROBRBETEEGRENDATU-INEBELDWTTATY, Fi. I3V OH
BEORFHEZRAXRZ, LOLARNS5, A (Table 14) RO A (Table 15) @
BIZEOAT O — RIS ERICEVWIED s hizho /-, CORREES
D, ASRIYAINAZRNT, BB IS A570—NVORENT D WTHRE
Uiz,

ATV HIINADEHIZBEED MVA ZHNT 2 &, AL ACEZA7)E
ENZA-TAAFINVATO-INBERICERET D T LRI NI (Table 16).
—H BEOERICEETSFS &)V ATFO—) iz E0mEAFa—IVE
L, ANV ZICBW TSN EE MVA ORZE 221720 > 72 (Table 16). 2115
DIERT, BTENOMB CTEGRENZEBRZ FSIE. AF0—IIOFEDE
DIZASANEHENB I EERBLTND,

TN A%E MVARMEEMNS I ba—ILic#RTEE, ASEEFREIZO b
O—)VDANADLRIVETEDLE (Fig. 26). TOFERITLD., HILAFIC
FEINZASIREBENICFSAaBsT.RECEDND I ENRKREINE,

Dyas Hi3t 00U BBEENRETIE. REVA 7NV E2EL T AS FFED FS
EEEIDDEWVWIEZEHLTWS O, LaLaRs, ZOHEKNEYERE
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%ﬁ%@m%ﬁ®ﬁ%ﬁ\tDU@%@E@@M%B#TMHMO:yFD—
VWOAZITIANVATIE, BHEEEBELT FS REEAZAFO—VIEBETH- I
(Table 16), MMAT. MVAFE T TIXAS SHBREL <#ENd 245, FS I3
LTz, Wilkinson 5135 E 1 MVA OFEMNIZ AS SHBORME SR
MFSEFRBIIIBEACEENZNIEZREL TR 0, 207 Fi34H
DERE-HL TS, NS5O T &3 MVA OFEINIETEY & HFEY O
BBWTASEHEOHENESEREIT I LEE2RLTVS,

220703 AT =)L (SG KNASG) 2 EDBERFO—IZEIEE
ELTHS IEMNRENTNS 8D, £/2, Kemp SIEIEFFO MY ERILE
ERXBWT FS BIROBEREZIES ZE2FLTWVS 8, ZOME TiE. MVA
DEMTEDATO-VESRICBISMEMENENLTD, ATV HIL
ADWBEZATFO—VEEE FS I —FRICHBEEINTWBE I E2RELE. 2O
IO HIIAEEBETS FSRUZUAVIATFO—NDL S EAFO—)L5
BEd—E0EFBCHBEINTBD AEEMVALSESR I NEBE AT
O3 IZATIELATO— IV THB AS ELTHEBEEINB I ENRBENE,

INSDERNS., AT 0= )VEREMT LI BE4TIIBNTS, B
TO—IREOEEECERATO—NVOERNR—EICRENTNE D, A
%D-Eﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ@%?@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@Emﬁmt%XBhto
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L3

C2FHFRD FL ATREFER. /1 < (Larix gmeliniivar. japonica Pilg.) x %
5 (Larix kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr. ) (LA F F)EFNSOMED 70—
C DORAKRDY 3 RRDHADEDAT O —)VERESHTL., MERMOEN 2B
Lize TNH 3 RBOEFERZATO—IIES FAFO—)VERH > RATFO—
NTHS R IHBOATO—IHARIZIED T IR oREFRICRESNELD
REEEAOEVWARD SNz,

AZIIANAITBNT, EHEAFO—)L (FS), 7IAFO—)L (AS) K&
BT INEAT2g@ ) aT IV AT0—)L#8 1.0:0.1:0.8 DEETRD 5Nz,
ANAZE 10 mM ANDOE MVA) FIETTEETDE, ASEABIRELL
BmUZEMNR, FS &) av NV ATFa—NVd#EmMLAahs/kz. EATO—J)LEE
I ADEEREMBRAT O FATFO—)L (0% L E) ThHD, PEDH
RAFTU=)N o> TWie. MVADFEDOFEIIAPD ST, HILADHERE
AT O— VL BEICIEEWRR N D72, VA% 10 mM MVA BT 6 18 H k3%
%, MVA ERMEHICHRTSE, AS EHERERNERO I ZD L))
ETRA Uz, COXSI, FEMEERES FSRBZ VATV RAFO—L 0L
5 ttx?D-—)I/}]‘Egbi—ﬁ@’%ﬁ%ba‘ﬁﬁ%é NTHO, S EE MVA 25 EGHK
INFBEEATFO—NVIEZZAT AT THS AS LUTEREIND
CEMRBENZ, TNSOBRNS. ATFO—VENEMT S XS REHT
KBWTH, BATO-)VEEOEEECHEEA T O—)VOHBEN —EITHRZ
NTWaED., ATO0—-VRSCIEER CTORELRENRDSNTNEEZX
537z,
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A5 < IS FEFN S04E R DFE K HEMRHT I IL Wil TR A VT B & LI D 72 88,
FeRkALIFSS-8T) D IF 216,17, 26,28, 56, 85-90) |7 FF< , DI UL D Ak E
W R EOMBEERA TV, —4. 14X VIEREINE EHAEICITEE 2
W, ERNESHEECHS . BOBREECHOBRER EHET T ENE
BEZHF->TW3, ZOZENSILBETIREVWEEMAS V1w EhsTw
ODREMBHBEE SN, ThEOHEPRERICHET 2RBAGFDhTERD,
TDHR. TAIVERBEL, hoTVRERBELTES/ A ITVHEEBEROR
EREASTYERSUETH O, HERE (NFOIR) 2FT—F. S8=
PHLEIHT HEFEONE. BEECEL TR TV ORE &S,
ENZEEZE IS IENHESN LIRS TNE®, INHOENEERZED
FUlddbtE OB EREREETH B 225N THY., REOEREEZRITN
ErCH 5 &6, FifEEORERIIFEL TNnD9),

FIOBHEEEIIBNWT, BERIMIIVEMOBTEHHTAEIENTER
W, Dz, BERETNS OEADEEBNFEES7z /0P —0K#HIck-
TREHILTNS, LrL, IS5 ORMICK 3 HINEIRMEE SR E
MHo, Ei FERETNTNE AFI—F—2ANEFEORIFE229 13
EREHAETH B, BENANEZEPIR MCEENSB®, —H,
FRADHEILFEL < OABTEREINTHD, FETOMHMICET 2R
5 TIWRERIS IS EBOFEICET 2MEDLTHONTNDE®, KEHFIZ
BT, AMOBRERE~OFAICETEHADEALTNS®, FIIVE
FiOBIARRS DBV 5 &iiud, 1RIICIE RIS Hdke & OIS
Ml e EEEFA LA, PENTEIR M ORMEHAINTREEZ5hBL
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Nz,

&K%?é:hi?@ﬁ%@\mEE%MEE£®ﬁE%§KLKEQEE
DEE. BERAOFHCT =/ 0D =10 X B8ADHR18 19,07 Fjf 716 17, 26-5,
56,85-50.98) LT HMENTLTH V. MARD CHET 2 ZHNETEIITHA
Tmnmom%ﬁtﬁﬁém%fﬁ‘:mewﬁﬁwyz%wz—%»mm%
23, BIPTNIARCEERED KEVWRSZ T ERBEINTNVS, & T,
EERETAIY . DIV RUOFIOBARES OBEEH S Iz L. B8RRI
FOTARYEFIDEARDHBER AT, ERETIIEICT 1Y, ST
EUFIKBWTERROBLNEBEINTVRE ST LASOER, UF <
EFAMICANT Y BREBRER TESRINDATO—VIEE (Fig. 2, 23) KO
ANOCBOMBEMETH ST EF IV CoAD 5 ESRE NS ISR IC O W Tk
BOFHEHASMI L,

RADOEED TN R MR OKH (Table 2) #UF LR DA S REE
(Fig. 15) ODBRMNEEFRT B E 40, FAI VRISV ELNT CDP 5
labdane M F IR DERMENEZNW—F., IV ITI1IvLD D
pimarane Z#E7- abietane Bl F )N OEAHRBN L NWEE 2 515 (Table
6)e Fiz. F1 i3, MEABOTHOREEEZRLTBY, PFINROOESRITHE
E%Kﬁﬁéﬂfﬁ%:tﬁ%%éhto

HADBE DT IR REHRAREFAEOERNTH -2, LLERNS,
WETNRFERR, EARICHEANEL <DL, BT labdane BT F )R>
MRDlamo7 (Tabled)y 2D T ENSE. HRDOISTFINAR U RBFEITIIRA & F
BOBAIMNED 515 5 D0, labdane BT LR 204 &R I HE R
Lo TRABZ ENFRENE,

BEMODTINRATDONTRIEHE 30 S RE & OEEN S HIENT

.88.



DTN, FRRICBNTH, STFNRCSFEEMWEEE O@EEE®
<R XN (Table 2). |

SERNI BT, Bl 99100 ® methyl jasmonatel02 1039 7 L 1) . B SE: 7T &
DZTINRDEMBFEIND ZENFEINTNS, BETEISTILRY
Td 5 sclareol IZ L B HEY D ATP bihding cassette transporter O FEM M4
SN/ 104109, Grec H1&. Nicotiana plumbaginifolia DI BT, ATP
binding cassette transporter (NpABCI) 7% sclareol % sclareolide 1= [F & 3
abietic acid & larixol KE> THFEHEINBILZFLTHBY 108, ZHE5D A
=X 5 ELT methyl jasmonate W F IR AR ERE L -2,
NpABCI WHEHRETHEEZLSNTWVS, hITVOEERED—DIZHITY
Grhm (REWE: Guignardia laricina (SAWADA)) 2% %, EESITHS TV
ERFEOMWEITDNT, AV EAIIVIVEL., FI REEEOHRET
HEIEEZREL TN 8, /NOR. ATV EMBIRERIZZNI &5, 7
B X BB EERUACHOEANZOBBEORERTH 3 L& 4. #E
R EHHICRENDIRD EOEEEREL TS ém INsnCE
NE, TAIY, ASGIVEROF1OPTNRCEEREETNS O FH RO
P, KRESHELTWREEZASNDS. PTINRCEFE. HIT larixol &
BREZERENAT T 205 (Table2), FEARMSHHIMBTESLEA
5D, LB EEHEMOFRELHMARS EORERICETIARRELED
IRV, BB ERERREEOBEWREOREL L TERIAATE Z L
WBHETHDLIEEZEZLNDZIENS, SEOWMAENEENS,

ESIIAENE T, RAROBMEDEITEMERKZ 24Tl (Table 10), #HERET
OIS HAR DR EERES/NAGTORESRREZNITIIERVTES
LEHBRFEERGCBT2EEFECERORANSEE L.
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FQQQK%#ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁUﬁﬁﬁgwﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁToﬁUﬁﬂﬁgw
EERIE. ERENTERLUEZEHEZERE LT, B64& SNk o &
TiITDN. TOBBRT VL0181 VEHASDOPADERK. PAMS DL
FROSHREVTNSIEADOHMRIEHE OREMLO 3 BMAS RS, &k
TOREGRTIEZ) 0=V 3 UCBO sl OMBICIREELT 181 52
WIZ16: 0 IR END, ZRITH L. sn-2 OMBITIZEIC 16:0 7 3 L E
Bohd, COXIREREET ST/ NIFY T THEZNLDT. EYESs.
HKTOTYUEOEED de novo SR RIE [EHEEK, SILiTND (Fig. 30).
=7 MEAEETIE. sn-113 18:1, 16:0 520 180 PV EK LD TA5
WEENDN, sn-2 IWIAEIZ Cs TVINENEBINS, ZO/NEEKETD S
UEDJEE O de novo HRRIE TEMERK] EEN3 (Fig. 30).

ERETOREKERBEEZR TERSNZ PADSIE, PG OED. THTFRO®
YR ETREH S PEIRENERIN, 20%, BHFBEFTYF25—Fiok
SAEMEEZT S (Fig. 31). ZOHE. snl O Cus [EIHEEDIZH. MGDG
* DGDG Tl sn-2 @ Cie IEIFEEN R U R EINT 16:3 /R IcimE I N
. COERGBEBETERENAEAT I MNEERERRET S Mg ERITH
Do THKIT, 16:3 BRI N5EYIT EEAMER) L3057 MsEs
BRZHELTWDHBENS, LML, E<0BEY TREZFABETEREIN
ZPAZDGICERT LBERENRBLTWLIOTERETS 7 NIEEREELR
W, =5, MNaEETELSNAE PARNSIE PIL & PG 4K EH. 0%, DG
ERTPE EPCHEREIND, TNEDIEEIR. ERBICEFBTYF 25—
P aFafbz 25, N TERINED VEE (BF5< PC) 0—
EIERATORICEREINT DG KK FEINEE, EREICBWTT UL
OEEIEE BTS20 MEE) Of£GRICAIATINS (Fig. 31). Z DR,
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sn-1/50-2 7% C18/C1s £7213 C1e/Crs TH B 2D 7 L4 1 20— LB EM
T HZENS, EB 603:/“7:‘/11/7“U'izl:!—)lfﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁfjtm%ﬂ%%@&
BRICHIA S NDMNIT L > T RGN D Cis Iel5E & Cis B IEEE O HLANE
Do £/2. PARUD DG NS AR LZEIEET. EREQEEI3NEEEIS
WTIEMBE T F 2 7 —E L2 B OR Y FEMLES T2, oI5k
BTYF 2o —CEEOENIT 18:2 & 18:3 DAEHEICHT S 18:1 DL EEH
THIEIZKY, HRTZZENTES,

EWFRDKERD S (Table 12), EEEESICEETND 163 W 4% EMETH
DRIENS, ROV TOEBERO YT YT U o —ILEid/aE
BEOEZEEEIII > TERSNEZ O EHRAENS, ik, V7 INIF
D7 PREEEND2ERFRETCORESREOAE TOENSRTYF 25 —¥iE
I ER TOEREVWAENY, NEEERNTOU CIEEEEE & L-Ehn
?ﬁ%li—ﬁﬁﬁﬁ3@@Kio?iﬁ6:&ﬁ%@éﬂt%%LéBK,
ERETOTVOEBESROERBITBWTIE. MEAETERINE Cig/Cis
BERE Cw/Cis BOP TNV EOo—-VEEZETLEZ )0 VEED
BIRENEBE TR EELZ NS,

Fle, BAREBRARTEEDOMIRICBITZIEEEROIRERTHZ Y VT
177?9>@$@K£H679»F?DZ?:?~€@%%@E%&%%%
FEEETHL27VRLOHEEOESHEICENRD S I EARE I N (Table
10,12, 13). IEEAEERARDEERBRERBICBWTREED LHER ENE, BA
IKBNWT, F1OIEHEHEMROBEY (2 Ce/Z Cis bR U 18:1/18:2&18:3 ) 147
ARVEASTYOFHOEHERLTHEYD, ZOZERBEEEGRRIIBN
TIEFBERORERD D IGHBEREROBIE IR EMILERT
EOEENBEHERHIC L > THEZIN TS D EHRIENSE, TOLIR
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EEROBERHEEIL, PTNRCEFRICHAKRICEDSN (BT1XH), U7
R PNENBRESHEBHNOED R BEEREZIEEZFERBLTVS,

ULLERS, BOATO— VRIS AKREHAROTEFICBWT 3 BERMIC
COXDEBERPRD SNZMm oz (Table 14, 15). Z OFEH 2 #HEERBELZICH
WOATO— I ORENSRFTZE0D., ISTVEEMROBHICATO—
JVETERMAE, MVA 28U, A7 0 NESEADEEITDWTHEZT> 72,
AT H—)LEE OEEIZ DWW T, SG & ASG 8D K INFS 68 N iEHkaE
HIEMNRBEINTNDS, EHFEOHER. AFu—IVEaRN#EmdsLs5iks
HTIZBWTS, BAT U )VEEOEEECHRAT O —IVOHEBER—EIZ
RN TWBED, AT7O0-NVEEBCEIER TOEELRENRD SN TN E
EZEAONT. 725, Wilkinson 51X MVA QL L 7=Hifad AS B4 Tlid 4, 4-2 A
FNATFO=)OEEHREMTEHN, st 4%/ AFNAFO—)
L 47T %?)bxj“-m—)bw%ﬂéﬂi:l ho—JlilEkL D BENI EEZREL
T3 80, 7=, Wilkinson 513 AS WBEEOFEEATO—Ib, FiZT ¥
O7NT /= NVEIFBRTI2REERETIEDRLTND 80, THWA, 45
RYANARCBITBATO-INIEEEEROERLMHDIZDITIE, 4,4-PAF
NWAFA—)vE 4T/ AFNATFO- VORIV EEREORENEETH D
LEZBND,

INETIZTT IR 3339 Dl 61 soff lia HiT Lz, MARDITENRT
HNTW5H., Mongrand SHIXEDIRIEEREEIC, ZEERTEZERLTH
FHEHESELTVWS 62, ZOMWT Larix B DWTIX L. gmelinii (Rupr.)
Kuzen & L. kaempferi (Lamb.) Carr.Z 58 6 UGN TW5S, XSS
WTIRZO 2 BARRAILY AT —CEENTWEN, BEEY SAF—RITT
AN TE (22:0) DEERICE > TRED I IAY—~RKGEIND I L4

.95 -



HFENTND, LBLAENSE, PFIRIEVIEFEAEI X 5BEEREE 7
NODOHBEOHFICETAHEIL., CNFETICEEAETFDRTWEN, &
MATHE, JARYVEFIOHKRE DT IAREOIENEOBYMIC X > TERH
MO EDHBTZ 2Rl b, SRMEZOEROEOREICESENS 7
BOZTIVRFREEZETCHNZT > 846, BHNRI1I%THo7, T
DZEFEROFERICHKTIHEARTH>TH, HEOIPFINALEHEREICE

DFZHNTEDIEEZBERLTVS (Fig. 12). Z DB, 13-epimanool.
larixol, abietic acid J& O¥ isopimatric acid DEENE< . “NEDSHEES
DT OMBHRANTETHAEEZELZENE. BB, PTFINRCEEH
B RRICEBL TR EDDBTAITVIZENED (Table 4). EIFIR>
D mol%k D HEHE (nmol/bark mg) ZHIBISHITH L = A0 O8N
BATEIC/2 0. BRHENEET T2 I ENEETH - 7=,

—FH, BROEDZPFNRUVHBICDWTHRERICHTET o0, KRB
DR FEFRHIBIZEIL 13.5~28.6%. 5 KR DEWADOBFERFDIZEIT 36.4% & h
o7z (Fig. 18, 14). 2O EMSE, PTNRZIERELEHMNCEHELD S
BENBELTNWSEEEZI SNz, BADOECSWTRANENGHOR., EOD
DFNREERNDRL BIZYF 1 <Y Tid labdane I F IR DEFRR
%ﬁ&#m%NTﬁ*T&Emté‘ﬁﬁ%tﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁm:&ﬁﬁ@&
#ZZ 6N %5 (Table 5, 9).

BIEBWNTIE, Cuhd CofTO 14 MONSIBMERZHER L BB
Wizk, RADT 1wV E FiL 2BHNERSHRTES ZEWRSNEZ
(Fig. 18A), & 5 EAI BT HMEOHINAR TS - 7= (Fig. 22). PIEN
Ho & b/AE WIEHFEEIL br-17:0 & 14:0 TH o7z, BARTIINGIHEE AL D
BOERDMINT END, BHFIEN3.3% L7200, HAEEL TIREAV
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NI TRBEABICEHZS W EHBENS, B, BEOHICEEEDEWIT
HAZREEESABRNWI EAURB EINE (Fig. 18B). EOIEIHEHK &Iz
TARVE F1 OHFIEITo B, FRHFEZ 10%UTICT 23R8I T 7
M ORI (12:0, 14:0, 16:0, 16:1, 16:3, br-17:0, 18:0) MHETH - 7= (Fig.
32) BWREDHHNE XD ERBITT B2DITIE. HBNTHER RS DD T2 H DT
ELWEEZOND, £IT, BREENDIREHR DT ARV ERAAEGHE
TTA<Y & FLQHRIFT o072, 3 B8 (h#RE 121, B 484, BWE 28) M
RD1EBHBHZD Ty 5HE, Fi15flEICODVT, EitaFhs6EOY
7 IV 2 (larixol, 13-epitorulosyl acetate, isopimaric acid, abietic acid,
dehydroabietic acid, neoabietic acid) D EHFEF=EICHNSWEZToEBED
RMHEBIRIE 0% THY., OHNAOFLHH NPT IR IE abietic acid
(P<0.05, Prob>F"). larixol. isopimaric acid K T\ neoabietic acid (\W§ b
P<0.1, Prob>F) THo7x (Fig. 33A), ZOHIFNTHL =R 121 R UEERM
484 O 2 RZDOEEITBWTIL. abietic acid. larixol. isopimaric acid.

neoabietic acid FHEBL T F1 RV TAIVIZENMh o7z, Elo. FHEEOFEN
JEGBE (16:0, 16:1, 18:1, 18:2, 18:3) LB OKHERET LEZ 5N D br-1T:0
% H bnf_iwﬁA@“p&LJrEJBIszi 18.7%THD. ZOHHNDEFENE WIEIEIZ
br-17:0 (P<0.01, Prob>F) & 16:0 (P<0.05, Prob>F) T# -7~ (Fig. 33B).

br-17:0 X 3 RRICHBL T ATV L0 FItEL 160 F1 KD ATV
ZWNWi, PENNINWEZZS5NS (Table 13), INEDEHERMNS. HAIA
DEFEENEL . BBMNDEFRDEL W larixol, abietic acid, 16:0. br-17:0, 18:3
ERRNLTHANSWZETD EBHBIRIT 10% &0 (Fig. 344). INHKEES
17 isopimaric acid MR B Z &ick . BHBIEE 6.7%ITTT 2 Z LAVAEE

THor (Fig. 34B). 2hEDZ&EnE, HEOBHERTHENEFEDS
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Fig. 32. Linear Discriminant Analysis Using 12:0, 14:0,
16:0, 16:1, 16:3, br-17:0, 18:0 in the Leaf of Seedlings
of L. gmelinii var, jabonica and the Fq in Three '
Families.

e and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica (G) and
the Fq, respectively. The large circles show the 95%

confiderjlce intervals of the multivariate means.
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Fig. 33. Linear Discriminant Analysis by Diterpene (Larixol,

- 13-Epitorulosyl Acetate, Isopimaric Acid, Abietic Acid,
Dehydroabietic Acid, Neoabietic Acid) Contents (A) and Fatty
Acid (16:0, 16:1, br-17:0, 18:1, 18:2, 18:3) Compositions (B)
in the Leaf of Seedlings of L. gmelinii var. japonica and the F4
in Three Families.

e and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica (G) and Fq,
respectively.
The large circles show the 95% confidence intervals of the

multivariate means.
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Fig.'34. Linear Discriminant Analysis by 16:0, br-17:0, 18:3,
Larixol, Abietic Acid (A) and 16:0, br-17:0, 18:3, Larixol,
Isopimaric Acid, Abietic Acid Compositions (B) in the Leaf of
Seedlings of L. gmelinii var. japonica and the F4 in Three
Families.

e and o indicate L. gmelinii var. japonica (G) and the Fq,
respectively.
The large circles show the 95% confidence intervals of the

multivariate means.
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WD ZERIRT S I LIl o THHBHBITFRETH D EEZ SN,

RKiE. ZZ2EE. ERASHAKERTOMTH Lk baF/ 1 Ry
A 107,108 F ) F) R THS 1, 8-cinecle DEHFE 19 ZH{T A EMNT
ELHLENBMEENT WD, T, BRADPHEICED. U1 O HOESTIE
WEBEETGE TNRTIIA—=)VOoH 10 g OlEIE (18:0, 18:1,
18:2, 18:3) MK DHER 1D NH LA ZENHEINTHD. FLEFHOHRAD
FIARHRENS.

EFERTE, FAIY, ATIYRPFLEDWTHEDSFIIROCRTVED
DTN REBHEBEHARKREZHENIL, E5ICENS ZHICEBHBISNT 5
LK, AV EREHOHBIMNARARIEZRLZ, TOZER, Z
NEDOEBODTINREEHEESHRPEGHICHEEN TS LDITHE
DAL, HBNHETHZEEZLND. KAVPEBRIIBITLIIN
5DHEEDOBENY, EFHRCEHEHZEOREERIMERICKITITERIC
DWTE, SBRELRLIHENLELEZSNS,

1997 FEIZBE TN COP3 (MERERBEL EREB=E) CBWTHRIRENL
BHEEZ T, AT 1990 Ik T 5 2008 05 2012 £ 5 FEROIEE
RS AFHHHERE 6%EIHLATIIERE T, €055 3.8% E&HAKICLY
HNTBIEELTWS, —F. BEEAOALEKREER, HMEOREHED
E3kIC LD REEROWE, MEFHHORBIZENSROERIZH S 12, 1L
WETR., FEOEEMOEEOEF UM SHEENEARL. 2001 $£~2006
£ 5 EMICEREENFIERE (5160~10238 ha) LTW5dDOD, ATHE
HEAEIL 6,000~7,000 ha L&KL THD, REZCEMNENBNROPZWIR
RTH D110, S#%i3, BEDEN AHBICHET THERENICERDED EZ R
5. REETLEOENE FLRROEERBTDODA TSI EMS 2020, FifE
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