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B1E W

5~6 tHACHE, PE»OHARCEEZMEDY ., Z L OBEFECEEPEAINTE, £
WA LARE, REIFHACHBICREL, EHRREAER O EHIATHE, U F
(Angelica acutiloba Kitagawa) 13t U BlO L EERIY) <, B 04~1.0m kR L, X%
WIRAR o7 2T 25, PUFOFEIRVELRZES, (LRI E o2 &
EzohTwd, BHE, KREE, LidE. EILE, 2 LCHERIZ. HRICBT3 v *0
FHEAEMTH 2, Fric, RREBEOHEK (Y= v ¥) k. @B ICHREINLTE
D, MERRELINTVE, PYFOREICH-oTE, BT 2BEL, BICHE2E C.
BRICHEL, 2 L CEMASMMIch 2 2 FHOKICIE I LS,

RiE, FE & D LK, 2o PICbTrhHA2EZE L, HATS S OEEOFR &
LRSI T3 (Fig. 1), RO ORhEEIL. I ARHERE oUGE, iR &6 %
Nz, BFE ERRECFERINIBICMR, FRETEe VDX BB/ VEETLEESCZ
Dz X — (Fig. 2) 25, BACHKE E LRI N XKk, ZO T FD
ER L NICROESE DAL T, 6B LIUBEORENRD LN S M, GBED IV —
73, P X OEOFERELLAEY L LT n-butylphthalide Z[REE L., —H CE#E 7L —
71X ligustilide Z¥R& L7ze Lo L7223, HAED + 7 ¥ 0OEOFKTICET 2 Mt 1k

R

ﬁg2%vP}7#®$¥(E)t%O%ﬁ”&f—(ﬁS
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* 7 77~ (Papilio machaon Linnaeus (Lepidoptera: Papilionidae)), ¥ 2 A4 FE¥ 3 + v
(Spodoptera exigua Hiibner (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae)). % L C7 7 7 & i, & U BP0 1
DPHMOERTH 2 ¥, TNHLOERIT P Y FICHEFELEHEEL D20 L. BREIPIEOK
BRAXE27ZTTHELS EEEATHICD L, EAFEOFERE LT 2 BoKE
ARZFIERZT, L2l Py FOREBESFICH N L 70, {ERDRIEIC X 5 —ik
72 BIBRIIAFTRETH 5, % OFGR. FibRITEIIHAE, FIEEIC X 2 FBRSR A 2 e —5F
DEFOHMICEON T2, BRIZ. HTEHMZHEES LRI 2 720i1c, HENR D
WICRER) > 7P olii 28328, 2hExc, by xRpET 2k ) Blohko®
KAk, EREFIL, E~0FENEZFET 2L BHL IR > TS >,
AT, ¥~ b P FOEEB L2 OBV X —0FXEYERAEL. B2
FEHLD S D & HI L 72, RIT, fFo N7z fgilirh o &LXLEY B L 2 0 TEBD I3 2 F
HOITEN O % G-l 3 2 BB 2 B L 72, 72, Y FERTEHELE % FH v 72 £
SRE1To 72,



W28 Y~ v F* (4Ungelica acutiloba Kitagawa) DEFEE Z D
WY X —DEFESILEY

2-1 FEi

5~6 AT, HE» O ARICEZEMED Y, S OEFTECEEBEAINTE,
MTIRFARLARE, EEZIZEACTHE ICFRE L, ETEIBERERCHHHAI N T 5, dngelica
acutilobaKitagawa (HATII Py F & LTHIONS) 13+ ) Rlo S FEERY) ©, EL 134 04
~10micR L, ZIIRBE Lo EOERET S, FPYFORGIEIRVWELEREDL, ILF
RUIIciEE o 72 FEx b Cw 3, BifE, RRE., JuiE, EIL8. 2 L SR,
HARICE TS My FOFEAEEHTH 2, FIEHRITTIC, ECRHE S . M7 L TR, &
RanCE kK5, Fric, REREFEDERMETH ZHEK (Y= v ¥)
BRELIN TV, BIEHACHAINS F VX DK 70 %lEHE LA TN TE Y,
ZFNEHAR» SR INAE T2 0HE I N0 TH L, PUFORIEICH - TiE, HE
TERRBHEL, BICHZE T, BHRICHHEL, 2 L CEHEBITH 2182 2 £ H ORI UE X
hd,

BITHER 2E Y L E®RE L Kicb T2 %2A L, HRTE S DEGFEOFE L& L
CEME N5, IROMTOREEIL. WAFWER UGS, MifFH A& 5, Py FIic
IR 2805 Y, FETHEE SN D dngelicasinensis Diels (FF[E T [dang guil, HA T [
P F | ELTHILNG) &, EETHEE XN D Angelica gigas Nakai (HARTIZ [FE+ v ¥ |
ELTHIDING) D5,

W, EHRICHEH I LRIz, FERETEr VDX IR/ V 2HETIEESCE D
BNy Z—H BRPHAKREIL LTINS L) ICh o7, 2D P Y F0TER L KICBED
HXETICBEAL T, BB IVEEOME Z Db NS Y, GEDOI/IAV—-TE, PV FD
EOTEAME LT 74 ) FHO—FETH % n-butylphthalide % [FE L, —75 CiED 7
N— 71 ligustilide ZHE L7z, L L6, HRED P Y FOLEOFEXK D ICE T 2
HFHiZ7m v, LT, AIFETIE, Y~ F MY FOEEB L UVZ OE Y X —DFLIL
EYEREL, BAR2EMOD D LHIRLE, ZD X9 7% Angelica #HICHF 572 Y VA
DAL OWFEIZ. ZN o DREY)Z W 76BN R L EREF 2 FaE 5 2 72D ICHENT 2 &
EZ b,

222 EBMR B L UFE
2-2.1 SFEEEMRL

TRTCoOMEHIZ, TLC (0.25 mm E. Merck silica gel plates (60 F254)) % \CEPFL, B
AL (BK) X WEEA L 7 silicagel 60 N (BRIR. £, 63-210um) A F L7~ b
757 4 =W,



Y b kv Fp s HEEL 2 EFSLAYIL. InertCap TC-5 77 7 4 (025 mm=60 mx0.25 pm,
VA H AT vR (BR) REML. FID {272, GC-17A ¥ R7u~=t+ 2777 ((K)
EEEEUERT) ZFH W GBI L 720 5 7 LR 100°CH 5 280°C (5 [E) F T 4°C/5H &
oA, FARELHREBREEIIZNZ N 280°CE X UN290°CTH o7z, ¥+ I TH
A1 He (70 kPa) ZfHMAL 72,

NMR A2 | v, Bruker AVANCE 400 43 5¢51 % FH T, 'H 1X 400 MHz, '3C (% 100 MHz
THIE L 7z, fL#> 7 MiZ, 'THIZDW Tt CDCL R o BB B E Y — 27 (§7.26) %, CiC
DWTIECDCL O E—72 (§770) 2 NZNHNERHEHEL L CHWTHRIEL 7=,

2-2.2 MR

Y= b by xETET 2023 7 HiC, RS X —13 2022 £ 6 Hic, EEHAEND
bNUADE (LOE) kv 2nZ iR Et%22 T, DM T 5 £ CT2°CTREFL 72, RTOHK
& IR R W 7,

223 Y= b Y FOLEE XY X —ofgiho

AT NG I & R A Y (simultaneous distillation extraction, SDE) #i2 X b FH8L L 72,
AEE (70g) %ZRFK (200mL) & & HICEEL, [EH I pentane : CHCL=2:1 (150mL)
ZHAWTSDE IC X Y 1.5 BfEflH L 7z, 3.3,5-trimethylcyclohexanone (0.32 mg) % PIffEHE
PE L LT Az, I % Na,SO, THZEEL . iRffitR. f5ih (88.07 £ 9.06 mg) # 0.13 =
0.01 % (wiw) DIRTH T,

—H T, Ny X — (10g) 1k, 7R¥sK (100mL) &iEA L., SDEERICHL /-, EEEL
FREDFMET, W5l (4420+1.64mg) # 044+0.02% (wiw) DINERTE-, FliZoh £
TNy FTC-20°CTIRIE L 72,

224 GCMS R\ 7=v =+ b7 F DAL WY X — D EFREKDT DT

I LWy £ — OfEilIE. DB-WAX /77 4 (0.25 pmi.d.x 60 mx0.25 pm, Agilent J&W,
CA, USA) %% L 72 GC/MS (Shimadzu QP 2010 plus, (#k) BESUERT) ZHWToM L
Tzo WIET 0 7T LiE, 50°C (4 0[] 26 220°C 20 [ T T2°C/HCTLAXEZ, &
7Yy bPHIF10:1 THoFe, HFAFR—FIFT2200CTH o7z, HeZ Fr VT HRE LTI
ml/ TRV, 44 VEIEIR 70eV T, 4+ VIFEEIL 2200CTH » 7=, HRLEYIE. #
o OREHEE (RIs) b RICYRRART P A%, EEE ISR 22 ks 32T
R L 7=, Rls IX. n-alkane (C8-C28) ZF\WTHRE L 7=, HLEMIT. NEZEYE O v —
JIME L WEE I N,

225 Y= P MU XDHEANAT X —0b D7 XY FEO HEE
Wl X £ — Ol (1.2g) % hexane/ethyl acetate (15:1, 3:1) ZAHAG S LCHW7
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YUYATNA TG LA T T 4 =L EEHIR (LAY 1(245.5 mg, purity 93.4 %)
e 1 (1.8 mg, purity 93.9 %) ZZNZ NG/, HEEL 7-/LEWE GOMS 725 TN
NMR # T REE L 72,

L&Y 1 ((Z)-ligustilide) : "H-NMR (400 MHz, CDCls) ppm : §=6.29 (dt,/=9.7 and 2.1 Hz, 1H),
6.00 (dt,J=9.4 and 4.5 Hz, 1H), 5.22 (t, J= 8.0 Hz, 1H), 2.60 (td, /=9.7 and 1.9 Hz, 2H), 2.50-2.43
(m, 2H), 2.38 (dt, J=7.6 and 7.6 Hz, 2H), 1.51 (six, J=7.4 Hz, 2H), 0.96 (t, J=7.4 Hz, 3H);
3C-NMR (100 MHz, CDCls) ppm : 8= 167.66, 148.61, 147.08, 129.90, 124.04, 117.16, 112.93,28.15,
2245 (2C), 18.56, 13.80.

GC/MS m/z: 190 (M, 34), 161 (75), 148 (100), 133 (18), 106 (34), 105 (40), 55 (53).

L&) 11 ((Z)-butylidenephthalide) : 'H-NMR (400 MHz, CDCl3) ppm : 8=7.89 (ddd, J=7.7,
0.8 and 0.8 Hz, 1H), 7.70-7.63 (m, 2H), 7.51 (ddd, J=7.8, 6.6 and 1.4 Hz, 1H), 5.64 (t, J=7.8
Hz, 2H), 2.46 (dt, J=7.4 and 7.5 Hz, 2H), 1.59-1.53 (m, 2H), 0.99 (t, J=0.99 Hz, 3H);

BC-NMR (100 MHz, CDCl3) ppm : 8= 167.20 ,145.78, 139.61, 134.18, 129.32, 125.27, 12451,
119.61, 109.45, 27.79, 22.53, 13.80.
GC/MS m/z: 188 (M™*, 20), 159 (100), 146 (61), 131 (74), 104 (20), 103 (48), 77 (23), 76 (18).



2-3 RBIUEE

Y~ b bYFOEOWE Y XL EA T (SDE) % v Oz S L.
GC/MS THMT L7z, 70 DFZKT ZHH L 72 (Fig.3). kil ic 34.95+2.44 %D TSy
LU, Bl (12g) 23 VA5 vhTLrzu~t 777 4 —CHEEL, ZRS O
% 5L 72, hexane/ethyl acetate (15:1) TR L 7215 % RUEIEM L. 245.5mg DAY 1

A e, (LAY 1 Of5EIX 'TH-NMR, *C-NMR 5 X U 2D NMR A~ 7 b L X )
WREL7, {LAEM 1 1Y e Fe 72 ) FERLE 7F VT VvEEET S, 75V 7 vENE
O _EH A O RS 1. NOESY 222 FUICHBEWT H-8 & H-4 DHERED b= &
DDA ERE L7z, L7225 T, 287 £ — 5 55 5 =gl o £ 58457 13(2)-ligustilide (Fig.
4) THhotz, Tz, A—MHZ2H7 2D FL&EY (k&Y 1D ZHEEL 72, (L&Y T Off
7E X 'TH-NMR, BC-NMR A~ 72 b LiC X D (Z)-butylidenephthalide (Fig.4) & #UE L 7=,

(X10°)
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Fig.3 ¥=F F 7 FDHEZE (fresh leaves) 7z b IC £ D¥ZME Y X' — (dried powders) D
BHOr—2ZA A4y 2u<h

Ay X —fEHFROBELE D %, Rls BL O Z A7 P AZRIER 7S IR E iR L T
[[E L7z (Table1), 13D X ¥ 7 A VBRI, 12D X F 742 v ERALKEH,
DT FARVEAOKEE, OMoE ) A VIEFEY), 1o 7 2 ) FHE, 4D
HEWIEZ AT AHH, AfED /) A Y 7V 7 4 VL 2o RAWKRE, 2 EolEE, 2 o



e T va —AdE, BXUZ oI <\ (Table 1), 7 &V FHDS 41.46 %%
H, KT R2FTFARVERWKESE (1945%), €/ FA_YVRWKESE (18.74%) T
BHol, XU X—DFHMICE VT, [[E S - d EELHF LD 1X(2)-ligustilide (10.24 +
227 mg/100 g {BER) TH Y., KW T B-caryophyllene (3.14 + 0.17 mg/100 g {REE), y-
terpinene (2.68+0.26 mg/100g {HEE). p-cymene (1.96+021 mg/100g {HHEE) TH - 7=,
butylphthalide d f&HFICEHE TN T2, ZOE (0.10 £ 0.04 mg/100 g WEE) 1T <M
BThot, IHIC, HHMPOREY 2 F & L C(2)-butylidenephthalide, (E)-ligustilide.
sedanenolide. (E)-butylidenephthalide. sedanonic acid lactone % [F]%E L 7z,

¥ 72, SDE BIC X W 1§ o 2D M%E GC/MS THHT L 7245, 66 ODFRMD %
HL7% (Fig.3), IhoH0FEREDIE, BEORFTARVIERIY, 11 Eox/ 70
_VBRACKER, 11 O R F T AR VRWOKEHR, 1| Hox )/ 7T vERIY)., 7 HE
D7 XY FE AFED /ALY T L/ A4 VL 3Eo Bk 2 7V, 2 o kR,
| FEDRBIAE T va — v, Z D THERK LTz (Table 1), €/ TV RALKEFED
5269%% 5, Ric72 Y FH (2095%) B X LR F FA~<vBRAWKEHE (10.63%) 2
fe\oiz, ATEOREMICE T, [FE S Nz d FER ST y-terpinene  (24.26+£3.50 mg/100
g BEE) THH., XT(2D)-ligustilide (12.59 + 1.76 mg/100 g {ZHEE), p-cymene (4.74 +
0.46 mg/100 g {@E ), p-caryophyllene (4.15+0.57 mg/100 g {WER) TH -7,

O 0
@) @)
(Z)-ligustilide (Z)-butylidenephthalide

Fig. 4 Y~ PV XOEOHEBR AT X —X ) BB L 2 (2)ligustilide & (2)-
butylidenephthalide

Ay X — RGN, EIEO RIS, R A O & 7 T~ v BAOK RO
PR o 7285, AT F—BIT SN2 B MBS TR AR T2 2 & AE5 LT
WAHAREIE S B B, & bIC, Y £ — ORIND TR X ML AMIc OV T b, [k
THEPRR L TAER L 2GRS 5,



Tablel ¥~ + F V¥ DEEL Z DEENY X —OFMOERILAY

powders fresh leaves
No. RI 1D area% (+ SD)  wet mg/100g (+ SD) area % (+ SD) mg/100g (+ SD)
Monoterpene hydrocarbons
1 a-pinene 1023 RI, MS 0.11 (+0.02) 0.03 (& 0.00) 0.79 (+£0.19) 0.54 (+0.19)
2 a-thujene 1027 RI, MS 0.02 (+0.01) 0.00 (+ 0.00) 0.57 (+ 0.04) 0.38 (+ 0.07)
3 camphene 1067 RI, MS 0.13 (£ 0.03) 0.04 (+ 0.00) 091 (+0.12) 0.61 (+0.15)
4 sabinene 1124 RI, MS 0.10 (£ 0.02) 0.03 (& 0.00) 1.52 (£0.10) 1.01 (£0.18)
5 p-myrcene 1167 RI, MS 0.56 (+0.12) 0.16 (+ 0.02) 1.78 (+ 0.09) 1.18 (+ 0.19)
6 a-terpenene 1184 RI, MS 0.12 (+0.03) 0.03 (+ 0.00) 1.08 (+ 0.03) 0.71 (+ 0.10)
7 limonene 1204 RI, MS 0.98 (+0.21) 0.28 (+0.03) 1.35 (£ 0.20) 0.91 (+0.24)
8 B-pherandllene 1213 RI, MS 0.18 (+0.03) 0.05 (& 0.00) 0.57 (+0.03) 0.38 (+ 0.06)
10 (Z)-p-ocimene 1240 RI, MS 0.17 (+ 0.03) 0.05 (& 0.00) ND
11 y-terpinene 1252 RI, MS 9.40 (+ 1.98) 2.68 (+0.26) 36.61 (+2.43) 24.26 (+3.50)
12 p-cymene 1276 RI, MS 6.88 (+ 1.53) 1.96 (£ 0.21) 7.19 (£ 0.57) 4.74 (£ 0.46)
13 a-terpinolene 1288 RI,MS 0.10 (+ 0.02) 0.03 (& 0.00) 031 (+0.02) 0.20 (+ 0.03)
subtotal 18.74 5.34 52.69 34.92
Monoterpene oxgenates
17 camphor 1522 LRI, MS? 0.53 (£ 0.06) 0.15 (£ 0.00) 0.15 (£ 0.02) 0.10 (£ 0.00)
18 linalool 1557 RI, MS 0.14 (£ 0.02) 0.04 (= 0.00) 1.05 (+0.09) 0.69 (+ 0.02)
19 bornyl acetate 1588 LRI, MS® 0.08 (+0.01) 0.03 (& 0.00) 0.11 (£ 0.02) 0.07 (& 0.00)
22 4-terpineol 1610 RI,MS 0.19 (+ 0.02) 0.06 (+ 0.00) 1.21 (£0.13) 0.79 (+ 0.02)
23 lavandulyl acetate 1612 LRI, MS* ND 0.18 (£ 0.01) 0.12 (+0.01)
26 lavandulol 1679 LRI, Ms? ND 0.18 (£ 0.02) 0.12 (£ 0.00)
28 a-terpineol 1697 RI, MS 0.05 (£ 0.01) 0.02 (& 0.00) 0.20 (+0.01) 0.13 (£ 0.01)
29 borneol 1700 LRI, MS® 0.02 (+0.00) 0.01 (& 0.00) 0.18 (£ 0.01) 0.12 (+ 0.01)
49 isothymol 2178 LRI MS* 0.38 (+0.03) 0.11 (+0.02) 0.21 (+0.02) 0.14 (+ 0.02)
51 thymol 2195 RI, MS 0.63 (+0.04) 0.19 (= 0.03) 0.60 (= 0.06) 0.39 ( 0.05)
53 carvacrol 2213 LRI, MS’ 0.23 (£ 0.02) 0.07 (£ 0.01) 0.12 (= 0.01) 0.08 (+0.01)
subtotal 2:27 0.66 4.19 2.76
Sesquiterpene hydrocarbons
20 B-elemene 1597  RI,MS 0.62 (0.07) 0.18 ( 0.03) 0.11 (0.02) 0.07 (+ 0.03)
21 B-caryophyllene 1606  RI, MS 10.90 (+ 0.99) 3.14 (£0.17) 6.25 (+ 0.11) 4.15 (£ 0.57)
24 (E )-p-farnesene 1668 RI, MS 1.57 (£ 0.06) 0.46 (£ 0.06) 1.22 (+0.56) 0.84 (+ 0.49)
25 a-humulene 1673 LRI, MS’ 1.42 (+£0.05) 0.41 (£ 0.06) 0.78 (+ 0.03) 0.51 (+0.08)
27 y-muurolene 1690 LRI MS® 0.16 (£ 0.01) 0.05 (+0.01) 0.04 (+0.01) 0.03 (+0.01)
30 germacrene D 1711 RI, MS 2.21 (+0.08) 0.64 (= 0.08) 0.60 (+ 0.05) 0.40 ( 0.08)
31 valencene 1719 RI, MS 0.11 (+£0.01) 0.03 (+0.01) 0.04 (+ 0.00) 0.03 (+0.01)
32 B-selinene 1722 LRI MS® 0.12 (£0.01) 0.04 (+0.01) ND
33 (7.F)-a-Farnesene 1728 LRI MS°® 1.88 (+0.07) 0.54 (£ 0.07) 1.26 (+ 0.13) 0.84 (+0.19)
34 (&,F )-0-Farnesene 1752 RI,MS 0.12 (+ 0.01) 0.03 (+0.01) 0.20 (+ 0.02) 0.13 (+ 0.03)
35 S-cadinene 1763 RI, MS 0.16 (£ 0.01) 0.05 (+0.01) 0.12 (+0.02) 0.08 (+ 0.01)
37 germacrene B 1839 RI, MS 0.18 (+0.03) 0.05 (+0.02) 0.02 (+0.01) 0.02 (+ 0.00)
subtotal 19.45 5.63 10.63 7.09



Table 1 Continued.

powders fresh leaves
No. RI 1D area% (+ SD)  wet mg/100g (+ SD) area % (+ SD) mg/100g (+ SD)
Sesquiterpene oxgenates
36 kessane 1777 MS 0.78 (+ 0.06) 0.23 (+0.05) 0.19 (+0.03) 0.13 (& 0.03)
43 cis -caryophyllene oxide 1989 LRI, Ms’ 0.25 (+ 0.05) 0.07 (+0.02) 0.12 (= 0.01) 0.08 (+0.01)
44 trans-caryophyllene oxide 1999 LRI, MS’ 233 (£0.14) 0.68 (+0.14) 0.65 (+ 0.03) 0.43 (£ 0.07)
45 (E )-nerolidol 2052 RI, MS 0.34 (+ 0.06) 0.10 (= 0.03) 0.14 (+0.02) 0.09 (=0.01)
46 Humulene epoxide IT 2056 LRI, MS"? 0.15 (+ 0.02) 0.05 (+0.01) 0.04 (£ 0.01) 0.02 (+ 0.00)
48 spathulenol 2141 LRI MS' 0.13 (+ 0.03) 0.04 (+0.01) 0.02 (= 0.00) 0.02 (+ 0.00)
52 -muurolol 2198 LRI MS’ 0.37 (+ 0.06) 0.11 (+0.04) 0.10 (= 0.01) 0.06 (= 0.00)
55 a-eudesmol 2268 LRI, MS" 0.14 (+ 0.02) 0.04 (+0.01) 0.02 (£ 0.01) 0.02 (+ 0.00)
56 (E E )-farnesyl acetate 2277 LRI MS’ 0.20 (= 0.05) 0.06 (+0.02) 0.12 (+0.03) 0.08 (=0.02)
57 B-eudesmol 2282 LRI, MS’ 0.18 (+ 0.04) 0.05 (= 0.02) 0.04 (= 0.01) 0.03 (= 0.01)
58 caryophylladienol I 2318 LRI, MS" 0.11 (+0.02) 0.04 (£ 0.01) 0.02 (£ 0.01) 0.01 (£ 0.00)
59 (E ,E)-farnesol 2368 RIL, MS 0.12 (= 0.06) 0.04 (= 0.02) 0.06 (= 0.02) 0.04 (= 0.01)
60 eudesma-4(15),7-dien-1p-ol 2396 LRI, MS" 0.39 (= 0.08) 0.12 (= 0.04) 0.02 (= 0.01) 0.01 (= 0.00)
subtotal 548 1.61 1.52 1.02
Phthalides
64 sedanonic acid lactone 2520 MS 0.15 (+ 0.06) 0.04 (= 0.01) 0.04 (= 0.01) 0.03 (= 0.00)
65 (Z)-butylidenephthalide 2545 RI, MS, NMR 3.31 (+0.54) 0.98 (= 0.31) 0.91 (£0.14) 0.60 (= 0.07)
66 butylphthalide 2547 RI,MS 0.34 (+0.08) 0.10 (+0.04) 0.08 (+£0.01) 0.05 (+0.01)
68 (Z)-ligustilide 2610 RI, MS, NMR 34.95 (+2.44) 10.24 (£2.27) 19.10 (£ 2.67) 12.59 (= 1.76)
70 sedanenolide 2638 RI, MS, NMR 0.97 (+ 0.36) 0.29 (+0.15) 0.26 (+0.07) 0.17 (& 0.05)
71 (£ )-butylidenephthalide 2652 RIL, MS 0.24 (£ 0.11) 0.07 (+0.03) 0.14 (£ 0.05) 0.09 (= 0.03)
73 (I)-ligustilide 2727 MS 1.50 (+ 0.36) 0.45 (£0.18) 042 (£0.11) 0.28 (+0.07)
subtotal 41.46 12.17 20.95 13.82
Acids
62 dodecanoic acid 2512 LRI, MS" 0.35 (£ 0.14) 0.10 (+0.03) ND
72 tetradecanoic acid 2698 LRI, MS'" 0.88 (+0.16) 0.26 (£ 0.08) ND
subtotal 1.22 0.36 0.00 0.00
Norisoprenoids
38 7,8-dihydro-p-ionone 1842 LRI, MS® 0.94 (+0.07) 0.27 (+ 0.06) 0.30 (= 0.05) 0.20 (=0.02)
39 geranyl acetone 1864  RI,MS 0.14 (£ 0.02) 0.04 (£ 0.01) 0.03 (£0.01) 0.02 (& 0.00)
41 neophytadiene 1934 LRI, MSY 1.60 (= 0.31) 0.47 (= 0.16) 0.08 (+0.02) 0.05 (=0.02)
69 phytol 2637 LRI, MS® 0.49 (+0.13) 0.15 (+ 0.06) 0.12 (£ 0.06) 0.08 (& 0.04)
subtotal 3.16 0.93 0.54 0.35
Aliphatic alcohols
42 dodecanol 1980 LRI, MS" 0.92 (+0.09) 027 (= 0.07) 0.17 (= 0.02) 0.11 (= 0.02)
50 tetradecanol 2188 LRI, MS® 0.14 (£ 0.04) 0.04 (+0.02) ND
subtotal 1.06 0.31 0.17 0.11
Alipthatic esters
40 dodecyl acetate 1896 LRI, MS’ 117 (£0.13) 0.34 (+0.09) 0.20 (+0.03) 0.14 (& 0.04)
47 tetradecyl acetate 2105 LRI, MS"” 0.24 (+0.07) 0.07 (= 0.03) 0.09 (+0.02) 0.06 (=0.01)
63 methyl linoleate 2516 RI, MS 0.47 (+0.09) 0.14 (£ 0.04) 0.08 (+0.07) 0.05 (+ 0.04)
67 methyl linolenate 2586 RI, MS 0.34 (+ 0.06) 0.10 (= 0.03) ND
subtotal 223 0.66 037 0.25
Hydrocarbons
14 dictyopterene C'' 1339 LRI MS' 1.04 (= 0.18) 0.30 (= 0.02) 4.41 (+0.30) 2.93 (+0.51)
15 cis -galbanolene 1399 LRI, MS? 0.03 (= 0.00) 0.01 (+ 0.00) 0.42 (+0.03) 0.28 (+0.05)
subtotal 1.07 0.30 4.83 321
Others
9 (E )-2-hexenal 1222 RIL, MS 0.09 (+0.02) 0.03 (= 0.00) 0.42 (= 0.10) 0.28 (= 0.03)
16 armylbenzene 1420 LRI, MS? 0.14 (= 0.02) 0.04 (+ 0.00) 0.21 (£ 0.02) 0.14 (£ 0.02)
54 p-vinyl guaiacol 2225 LRI, MS® 1.82 (= 0.06) 0.53 (+0.09) 1.43 (£ 0.10) 0.95 (& 0.09)
subtotal 2.05 0.60 2.07 1.36
total 98.32 28.56 97.97 64.89



H.-C Chenetal. (B¥) 1. KEZKHEFEICL VGO v ¥ ofEDK IR T, »
butylphthalide (34.1%) & y-terpinene (23.4%) 2 TEELEWITH 3 L#HiE L 72 Vs M.G. Cho
etal. (FEE) 1Z, SDEEIC X W ES N7 b v F OEZEDREHIC D n-butylphthalide (63.88 %)
& y-terpinene (15.18 %) A& EN 2 LWL L, v ORI TIE a-pinene (37.39 %).
germacrene D (14.39 %), myrcene (8.53%). limonene (6.17%) TH o7z, —J7, Lid®
2 E TR Y, J Rohetal. (E) 13, KAKAHFICIVHILZ by F04TED K
KEWT, kb TEAFRLRICEY D (2)-ligustilide (46.54 %) TH Y, KT 1-methyl-4-(1-
methylethyl)benzene (12.13%). y-terpinene (10.76 %), butylidenephthalide (10.12%) T& -
722 t%pRLE Y, £/, MR Kimetalld. P 7 FBIXENTXFOEDL S,
butylidenephthalide (17.82 %% X U8 1427 %) ¥ X N(2)-ligustilide (5.78%F X Uf 1523%) %
ZFNFNEE L7, BryFicBnTii7z &) FEBRE I W a0 Y, AR TIL,
Y= b P FOEDOWIEAY X =0, FEAYE L T(2)-ligustilide %, ELED & L
C(Z)-butylidenephthalide % H@k L 72, LA EDHERIX. Angelica DFER] < DZFE D AIHEME % 7R
BLTWwWa, LERoT, Py Fid, EHEOFRCHME e L 572, DNA &~
— 7 v AL E AW EO# o LB 2 OEABT 2 LT 2 2 LR RTH 5,
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WIE Y~ FUF (Ungelica acutiloba Kitagawa) DEXILEY)
DERBT 2T 77 ¥ (Aphis gossypii Glover) X3 255 1EHED
&b

3-1 FEa

Angelica acutiloba Kitagawa (HARTIZ b7 ¥ & LTHILNL ) 1T VEHCIET 2 % 4FE <,
ERRAEFOZEOEZE L, BT 04~10 m IckET %, BETIE, RRE, il
., BILE, ZLCHBRIZ. HRICBF2 My X0 RAERTH 5, AT TIC, i
L RHHE L | EEHIHIC W OB ICHER. BRI X A fEkiEClE g, Fric,
BREE (Y~rF Py F) ZREPENTHE EINTWE, RIFFEAAED & WHER D
CichbTriatRem L, AX0% S 0FEHFEDFR L LTV TWw 5, LEORDRK
. mARHRE OSGE, MILICIRYEH 5, M2 T, HExETEr ) DX5 &/ IV 2HT
LHETEL Z WSy X — 13, BRPHKEI L LTHHING, BB LHEEICEBITL Y F
DEL RO AT 2 MENREDLNE Y, BEOIA—TE T XFOEOFEMAEY
% n-butylphthalide & [FI%E L7z Dicxf L, #ED 7L — 713 ligustilide % [FE L7z, i~ ix,
HRCY<F P FOEELL VICHBEAYV X —DOFRIT LD CREL, B4 2E
Hid b7 F O &KL 72 2, Hc ot cid, EAEmtEEZH Yy~ PV F
DIEQHIEA T X = bRl E T L. GOMS 2T L, 7 £V PR S
D 4146 %k HDd, RTERF T A VRIOKEE (1945 %), €7 7 A~ BRAOKFEM

(1874%) THo7e, KT ORD TERMT I, 3495% THRILI N, 2V AT I T L4
sa~w b7 74— 2R TIotAEMEREBEL, ID BXY 2DNMR i XD (2)-
ligustilide & {R5E L 7z,

TIEANFay, YUOLYOHR, 777623 7X0ERIEL, 77 (Papilio
machaon Linnaeus (Lepidoptera: Papilionidae)) 3 X WXy v A 53 b v (Spodoptera exigua
Hiibner (Lepidoptera: Noctuidae)) 1. & U FROEOHMHMOERTH 3 5, 775 3L ) F
MDA~ % V2P THYFFIC TV FOERIFACENT 2HALH 2, ThbDER
B P FICEA L EEZ Do L, BEPEOKEZRES T2 Th\ HARENTTICD
L. EAEOFRE LRI 2MORRAREZGIEEZ T, 777 LV ITEHFCHEIC
FhEL, ML %25 R 3, = vV v 7 24T 75 L (Cavariella aegopodii Scopoli
(Hemiptera: Aphididae)) 2%V / 7 X247 75 L (Cavariella konoi Takahashi (Hemiptera:
Aphididae)) 72 ED AT ¥ YR PO, O WICT 2T 77 Ly (Aphis gossypii Glover
(Hemiptera: Aphididae)) €€ 7 /1 7 7 7 L > (Myzus persicae Sultzer (Hemiptera: Aphididae))
BREDY ATV ALOED, £ Y (dpiumgraveolens..) %/ 7 = ¥ (Daucus carota
L) R0 VRHEMICHFAE L LT 2 2 AR ONT WS 230, LarL, by FoRidE
HTERICH NS0, (ERDRIEIC L 2 —RIEFRIIATIGETH 5, ZOER, FilRTT
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FIIHE, FEECL 2RI niz—HoREoBMmICRoh T3,

Bl [EFHEY 2 HRE L OB T 27201, HEMNR S CIKBER > 7 F Lol h %
FIH3 2 9, EEMEYOIED, L3, B3, 2 L TREDHRROFSILEWITER%ZFHET
L. 2O 0EHOTHN)GIE, Ml 72132 0 FEK D % v 2508, Y 8RR
HHAEREEZAWZEYER, DosvwiiARrrse~tr 2774 — /BE5MAEREICX S
ABETHEIN TS Y, by &0k ) BHEYIH RO EFEXILEYIE, ER%EHEFIL,
E~DENZFET 2 %, Flz X, 77O HIE, EIO 791+ ) BHEY Hk o
HLXALEMENHT 2, ALRITIALS GG T 2 F T 75 DhikIETH % P polyxenes 123>
. & Y BV ok 0 FHSALEY AR R O 5 PEER L B R BN X & 2, & U BHEY O R
RYY YRAMNTHLZVIVTRFITTITLY I % T v A (Carum carvi) HFE
D carvone ICFEG| X LB, X HIC, MY X (4ngelicasinensis) DIROFXALEY D F I
T 5 3-n-butylphthalide I3, Ik HH >~ v 3 v > o3 v L (Stegobium paniceum Linnaeus)
(Coleoptera: Anobiidae) %3553 % 3, Ch b MR, Py FOELLME XN ERLE
MbEREFIT2A[EENEEZ TR L Cnd, Y= Py FOE X ) FIEECEY 2 FEE
IhNnE, Yot by XOoERZMRNCERT 2FIAE L HHT B CcELH
RElEDS ® 5,

Z ZCAWE TR, Y=ty FoELLHFLNHITORSMAN B LU XD EH
I 3 EROTENRICZFHE T 28R Y= F P SO CEML 2, F
7o MMEENTY FEBRTHELSSE % v 72 B8R b 7o 72,

32 EBME B X UFE
3-2.1 Mk

Y2 b Y FOEQEMENY X —F, 20224 6 A L 102023 4£7 Hic, BEMEGEND
bR (LOR) 2ot 2 2072, v 7rid, FAEC-20°C CRELZ. AL
TALEE B L BRI T TR T H o 72,

3-22 RBH

TRAT 7Ly BXVERTHT 77 L3 AERILET 7 /-2 #) 26 AF L,
BEHrOLEICPT T RELEEZEEL-ARLARPORET . v FyofzHe LT
fE L7z, WEAEREEIC X 208s X OERIC X, MAGAEMREFEH L - (Fig. 5).
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(a) (b)

Fig.5 AV 27 75 L R (a) LEHBEETHT 7TV HE (b)

323 Y= b b v *oR5lOFE

Y= b b XFOEORE Y X —okFiT, @ AR (SDE) ki X W B /-, i
Beoxy Z— (10g) Z7RE/K (100mL) & & b ICEER L, [E 5 IC pentane : CH.Cl=2 : 1 (150
mL) &FWC 1.5 FFffliht L7z, #7K NaySO, CTHZIERR, MBI % 3 ME L. 44.20 + 1.64 mg
DORGH (I 0.44 +£0.02% (wiw)) %5728, KRMIZEEH L T No T T-20°CTRE L 72,

324 Y=t v O b D(2)-ligustilide D Hiff

Yo b b VFOEOTREAAT X =2 b8 5072k (1.2¢) %, hexane/ethyl acetate (15:1,
3:) ZAREEEE LCHWES Y AZA AT h a7 7 4 —CHEHEL, ko
(Z)-ligustilide (245.5 mg. purity 93.4%) %f57-, BEEL 7-{L&W1E. GC-MS ¥ X I’ NMR %
HAWwTREL 7= 28,

3-25 =fEO P 7 v 7R 7 E R HE o B AR

P ALaBs & L (O T U (34.507549°N, 131.564524°E) O v~ + b v ¥ o f5ICH T,
2023 4EH 5 2025 F F T 3 FH, BHAOLKOBI S H»5 10 H) wEhgL 7z, 775~
FavkET2EDICTAR LTIy TR, L URETZEDICTI AL Ty TR,
ZLCT 72 Ly %ET 27-20ICHEME T 7y TRV, 2023 4F 10T fmliE % i
L.3EHO 7y 7ICEmAEMA T 7y 78 LCERE L. FEMAE OB 7 v
Th—ERECREL, 77 AVBLUOTFAZ Sy TRIHLLHRE L, P FO4H
CEDbETHI TR, HORE N 7y Z7RIICKRE L 72, AEBRCHEA L 2FhEs X
W(Z)-ligustilide DIRENIATIHTE N RO ZRE Lz, WHEEF v FTRH, K5y 7D
HLc | triethyl citrate (270 uL) ICIEMEL 724 v TER B0ul) 2MZx 7% 7' X L% KA
L7z BT 7 v 7 Cld, B (triethyl citrate, 300 uL) DA% MR 72k 7R LEFHRE L 72,
&b 7y e Nz E RO 7 HEES L CRigk L 72 EEROEEN 250 5 729,
BB CIIUEF 7y TR T v TOME R AR THEM L., 3 KIEfT > 72, 2024 4F
25 2025 FEORERTIZ, 3 HEOMBL L T v 7 L) % 1 B L7238 3 # 71
.3MEEONEN Ty 7 (ARoR) ZIBE LI G 71D 222z, &8
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—ERRTERE L2, RHOMBIIFBRILICI VA LICERE L, & T v 7ol
N FH oKL 7 HifEe U CRlsk L 7z, fHERERIZ. 2024 F1E 5 AE. 2025 RT3 )IE
fTo720 MAT, 2025 51T, triethyl citrate (270 pL) ICIAME L 72(2)-ligustilide (30 pL) ¥
RRAER I W72 38R D 1T - 72,

3-2.6 Y FRIRTHIELEE 2 W72 7 7 7 L 0GR

T 7T L OERGERIL. Fernandez-Grandon etal D FiEICE T OB IEZ M 2, Y FHIE
HAELEZ AV CEMmL 72, Y FRRTAELEE IZNE lom, 7— 24K 10em. AL 60°
TRl & N7z, B v 7 G I N 2 ERITIEER A8 3 1, ZERDUKCIME S iz, Sl
200 mL/min ICFHFE X v, 2 ARSI S iz, DElIEN-KMIE, EE6em 0 A EEA
o007 7R ERBALTCY FEICEAINZ, —FDAHKICIT triethyl citrate THIR L
72 0.005 Y% XEmATR (10 pL) 20z, 7o AHICIZEE (Joul) oAZMAZz, 2T
EEII VavyFa—7 (BHESmm R 8 mm) THEEIN-,

TRT T 7L EEEET AT 77 LG AME | 27 IR EICES, &8
DD Y FEICEA L, REAT 7500035 HBEE L, 777 LR Y FE
DM EZIRELRHOT — 2D 5em 74 YOI EBLTHBH L =55, 018
2 DEIR GESlE72138) | AL, 2750, 5 BUANICT A v EBA kb o256
2 TIREIR] ¢ anl7, 10 HOT 77 L  ZHW-%5EE, KWz 7 7R
DB AN LTy XHIC, 20HDOT 7LV REELAHBIT. 7572238 Y EERE
FRIEFICHEH L, 150°CT 20 I X 2721, BB L. il vwe YV av s — 7ok
fe L7z adlRiZ. 9:00 25 18:00 OFIC, A —F Y ND LED BHEAT FCE L 7.

3.2-7 MRatfEdT

FERHENTIX R S —2 2~ 4.5.1 (Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria, 2024)
% F T L 72, %iBRIC 35T, Shapiro - Wilk FUE TIEMIME 2 37l L. F BUE THE o
FEHEERHE L, 2TCOT—%ky PRI NLDIRGE %72 L 7272 o, JLIREE & X[ IiEF o
FWFAF2a—FT VPO tREEHAVCIML 72, Y FEREAEEEARICEWT, 777
LU E D DICEWEEFL2EI 2R, A4 @ BEEZHWTHIEL =,

33 BBEBIUER

3FEM ORI Z@E L <, UWHKX F 2 X o wFhicsnwd, 77407y 7
BIXUOTA2E Ty FICREBEOXFT I3 b v idiEI N o7z, —FH T, 2023 FD
AERTIT. B (EOs) L7Z2mEiE s 7 v 7ic, W (control) OBWEMEL 7 v 7
LYV DEBCELOERT 77 Ly BiiE I N (Fig.6), ZOFERIZ. 777 4> i
KFHEEN2 L RR L, BRI S AL 7A. 9 IERL 228, 5 H (il iE=25:
18) &9 O : MIB=37:13) ICIZ7 77 L > DIERI O TV h oz, THDE
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=

HELZUHOBOEE Ty 7 (232) Tl WBOBEGEF Iy 7 (176) kb b
AQUE XS

DT 77 Ly BRI N,

* p<0.05
200
-
=}
-& 150
R
°
5]
= 100
z
50
s
L]
treatment control
(EOs)

Fig. 6 2023 fEICEHE L 2N RBRIC B 1T 2 FhLE L RO BGOME 7 v 7iciiE X
NETTI73LvD

2024 FICHE L 2SR T, T 7T LY ORERDRD T b oo EREE
(EOs) DS b7 v 7 & WHEEE (control) OE@EE 7 v T DT, 7774y
DIER OB EEZIIRD b Nk o7 (Fig. 7). —/77T. 2025 FickmmE AW TERML 72
PR TIE, BE2EM I D DL OFlT 77 L S h, YUEEE (EOs) 0#fn
i b7y I IREE (control) DEEKE 7 v TX DB ERBICELLL DT 77 LDl
#xns- (Fig.8), MEINAGT 7 J 4 OfflZ, TEREREBIC IS & BIMEE T cFE
L7z, BRI FEL Tz, g% 3~6 HioMEIZ, 26 117 116 : 10432 TH b |
fil 56 3 i 1k 6~8 o —REEHEBB—INICHFELZ, chbichz, BRRoBikeEo
Bb, BEALZEGHMY 27 77 1> (Aphis gossypii Glover) DR & —EL Tz, 2iLb
DEER-E» L, Py T THEINLEUT 77 Ly OREHBT 2T 77 L (Fig. 9)
THDERE LR, i, il b Yk L 72 (2)-ligustilide TEOME 7 v 72U L /2
Bt 2oEMERCEBEDT 77 Ly OFERIIREMERFRE X © Db o 7228, AL
B ((2)-ligustilide) DEERE 7 v 7 CTIINEEHE (control) OEEMEF 7y 7IVEE
K%L DT 77 Lt xns (Fig8).
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20
415 I
=
=
L‘f L
2 10
_8 .
= .
3
ﬁ *
5
L]
: !
treatment control
(EOs)

Fig. 72024 ZEICEE L 2 FAHBRIC BT 2 BHLE L o BEGORE N 7 v Fic g
Ne=775 0008

$ p<0.01 s p <0.001
250 ]
L
200 I 40
3 % 3
= =
[=H [}
W 150 s
© 15)
5 5
'E < 30
3 100 g
=] =
*
50
$ 20
4
treatment control (Z)-ligustilide control
(EOs)

Fig. 8 2025 FICEMH L =-FAHBRICE T 2BHmLE L NIBoFEBOME T+ 7 v FiciiEX
N7=T 75 508 () & b WIC(2)-ligustilide LEE & HBOEEBOREE b 5 v FichijEx
N7 75 6008 ()
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Fig.9 P 7 v 7 CHEINEZY 2T 75 LY

oI, YFEERRTHEEB A WCERA7 2T 77 Ly (2=188,df=1,P=0.17) @
THEPUCEICOWCHEEL 2L 2 A, FEIPREE Lo EHEERTEHRICIIRAD bk s
-7 (Fig.10), 72, M7 17 77 L3 BV ThRAKOBRBIE LN (2=0.75,
df=1,P=038),

No response / Total

100 80 60 40 20 0 20 40 60 80 100

repellent (%) attracttion

Fig. 10 Y FEBREACEB 2RV R T 77 LV LEET AT 75 LY OEBRRAMS
D X5 O FINFAER

T 77 Ly 3R ORITATRE) & T (BfToANRE) O 2 BEER T, WThoE
REd . ME 2 B Z WIS 5 & CHEPNICERENHRE 2 5 2. WEEY 4 v 2 ofiic
X o E L 2R3, Gl A OREOE., 7 77 L AEAREE L O 3N

17



KIGL T, E5ic, MEZM R EoERIC X ) BHATESHEIC K 5 & X IRy BT
5, Z0%, BT E~RAL. VA VRIE L BN 29, AR C I3 H 40 X
b 4EHAR < 2E D D BFIC T 5 . BHBRI R ANEN B & | 2UEIC L . ERAIEDH
ELRENBELE O T, chEC, =aFvETEF A2 ) v T IR MR F I T L
Fr AN EHET S, #A=aF 4 FHRREL R0, FRERBFINRT 77 L0kt LT
WO TEz, LA L, 777 LT3 HAATHIC X Y ZARAMEZ 208 IER L, Zo%)
R 2MitEE FE S 2720, FEFZ RO T 2, FBFlOFHIZ, 777 L0 0K
Wi EOIENRRICTEZEY 52 AEFZONT VARRT, WO 0MEE» L, Y= b

P XOMEGICETET 7T LVRIINECH B, Lo T REAI D HITKEL e
Wi bRk oFErBETH 5,

2023 FH XV 2025 FoIINEEBTIE, Y2 b FUFOEO ST X —DKHE 72 1E(2)-
ligustilide Z¥EM L7-EEORE L 7 v 7t nwT, @7 77 v ORI EEICHEML
Teo ST 77 Lo 3y X — DRFHOE (LAY (2)-ligustilide ICFFG 2 N5 2 & &R
B LT3, Rideetalld, BHMIEBEGECESRELZZIFTEYOEr LRI N E
SALEMB, ¥ ¥ X VZE ) I LY (Psylliodes chrysocephala) 72 & DERZFEFNT L L %
WELTED O, AFOMEREETT AT 77 LVIERLTHIBEINTHG 748, X
i T T T LY BT D AN RICEGE L HEY TR, BRALAYHEN L. Ao
T 7L PINEZHOCI EPERI TS Y,

T 7T Ly OREFFHCHEIC L o TEE)T 2 50, KiffgEcld, 3 FMic b7 2 AR
CEWCT 77 L DRERICERDED N5 H (43,84, 185) 57 A L 188 A (408,
97, 1,288) ;9 HE XN 10 A (50, 56, 199). E{RAYICIZ, 2023 4F & 2025 FEOFEHK NS
(L2024 3D I otz, EbiC, T7 7LV HERO AZE%HEL-ER. 7TH»L 8
Hic 0 CAal 3 2RI HS 2012 72 - 72, 2025 FF O BN RER T I, (2)-ligustilide % 72
B B2 AWAERBRL VS 775 L0 ORERDR Y oY, T TR o
BENCE BT 7L ORERICGER L CWAAREEAH V. 2NF oS IEMICE N
BH o7 i FHTH 5, ANEOTNFER CRD LN T 77 L v OFAEKDOF
O WICAZE S, Y= b7 FOREICE VT, 20 3 -—E8 D B o 5 B R
RT3 A 7201, il & (2)-ligustilide 23784 PRICTEHAFIRECTH B Z L #REL T 5,

— RIS, T 7T A, RRRE G REER (A 2R L. — )7 CcoEmM
Wik, BEFNE A IAEEMNoTRERR (BHEEIH) % L 2, BaEREERTl.
T 77 LNEHRIC—REED» O ZREFE~BBH L, KICEIND 720 —REFFE~ERT 5, K
W TiE. S A2 5 10 A0 CoNFEBRCHEINALZT 77 Ly O RENEHRT 2T
7T LY ERESI NI, Lo T, 2 0 FABAEM B2, FilfofRb&EmiceEi S .
TREFEFMEL TP Y FEEALTHS ETFHIL

T 7T LviE, RN E 2 E RN A ERCAY R E FBEROFEA D & LRI
T 5., BB XU EERICE T, £ 4 3 (Raphanus sativus) FI3K D 4-methylthio-
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3-butenyl isothiocyanate 23, % DHMICHFET LV 2 ATV AT T I LV DEET AT
TILVIEN L CEIERREETEI R SR T 2 2 L R 3417z 3, Shivaramu et al. i,
MR AR & BP0 @ U<, N YLD NEI (estragole) 23AMT 2T 75 LV ICK L TR
SHEMWZE T2 L 2R L P, I b, VR4 2 REFFL L THOHEAR
AT 27 77 L3 ) 2L VICEHEF SRS D, AFRORLT 4 PO XS AN RE
SALEVIE A FEFHEYI O AR Y VR DT 77 L TH B4 X T 77 L (Neotoxoptera
Sformosana) EFEFIL. —J7. ¥ ¥ 7V 2 A MEHOFEIN /LK T TH B carvone 1F, A
Y VAV T ITLYTHDEo VI VT EAT 77 L IR L CRKOMREZ/RT (238
TN D Cavariella 7 77 Lo i, R VRMEMICHFAET 2 A2 ¥ ) R M TH S5, Kiffse
DI ER TR I N b o 72, ABFFE I3RS & (2)-ligustilide 257 2 7 7°F L %25 L
7223, Cavariella \<xF L CH RIKOZIR %R 3 R[EEEL B 5,

RIFZEICE VLT, Y FEBEHEEEZ AV dllkcix, 87 77 4> 3ESLEYIC
WL TCEBGITEICE R RS b ol BT 77 LV 3EEENEROF5200Fp
Y e LTCHRLALEMERHAL, —ACHAT 77 L 3IKEE RFICEE L TE D, FIC
BRLEIHICFHLL 2TE2 1~ 3 720, BEXULAEMOBIIRPEE I NEr o722 LB
RRI N5,

WS a by oREBESHHRIIEREINT, 2o IRRT 2 E0EEOJKE DR
DoNEPoTz, FTTAKEORME X CEITEICZ ORI X 2 E0BEITBIE X
niz2d, AHEROMEIC -BWIcERINEZ T AL Zy I CIIRRBRIBHEI A2
o, TN Z, F Ty TOMBERET I DOREICEL CTWinh o =D H D\ ITE
KHEF SN o2DhE ) 2 IIRATH 3,

Push-pull kg 12 F-0 < fEYIHR O BGEREM & R o R 1E. BRIRICE L SRR ER
EHEME LTREBRFHEED TS, HXMEYIE. 72T 77 200K L Tl %
AL 7 IR A FIEENEL HE, REMHZIR AT ST D, . AT, ¥
< F b FOEDMAE O NC(2)-ligustilide 12, 272 < &b 7 HEIOFET IR TRE S iz
B, A 78774 R =—~DIfNe~A 70 hTerbZfTH T & oiRitE%EZ R EXE, %)
Re LV RAFE 2 2 e BHIFF I N2, KITFEOFIRIT, FEREHD 720 0 KBRS
Tl 2T L7 EORBHNHRE L 2 WRIERI R BifRE2S. Y=y FoEoMKME 72
12 (2)-ligustilide % H W CRAFE I N 2 A[REME A RE L T\ 5,
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wefh

Y=+ b Y% (4ngelica acutiloba Kitagawa) DHEIE L Z DRZMEN Y 21— X 0 A FHE L |
GCMS T EAT 5 720 Wl T X — DM I D FTEAK (3495+244 %) RMHEL, C
DERDERERD» L VAT AT Lsa~ 7T 7 4 —ICk ) HEEL, & NMR 2k b
(Z)-ligustilide & PJE L7z, FEEDRFM LY 66 %, iy X—ofFih X b 70 K7 % [F
E L7, AEOMMTIE, € T AR VERKERED 5269 %% &, Ric72Y V&
(2095%) BLUERAF T A VERKERE (10.63%) 3fi\ 7z, Rl ¥y X —ofgilic
X, 7R ) PER 4146 %% 5D, RTERAFFARYEAKER (1945%), € T
~VRILKER (1874 %) Thote, INE T, ABCHEOWIL I L —TH L v FDE
Ty 2) FEICBHLTHRE LTV, 20 Y XOBIIAHTH o7, AFERICIY, ¥
MU FOFET XY VI, 200 OWE L OWHEDIED L. Angelica DTEDIRIES)
RezoFAKFZ@BET I, BE7 2 ) FEOMBRAELASLETH 2 2 LS H
Lo,

¥z, ¥~ b by F oG CERICNT 2 EOEFLSN S OEEAEE T o R, FAY
BT 75 L (Aphis gossypii Glover) 73, 8zl 7 X —oFEOMMICHEREICHEI S, 256
I Z ORI O FERSr T H 5 (Z)-ligustilide 1€ H ARICET SN, Y FERTAIELE % H
WA 2T 7T LI X B RMOEN G R To2 8 25, RELRTHIIED Ok
otz A EOEEGFEROER D O Ml O I %2 0 FES D(2)-ligustilide 13, B
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5, AFETIE, Y= F P FOEOHFLFENS OREIE R O CIcERICH T 2 F51IEH LAY
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VAT NATLIa= 757 4 —THEEL. 1D 3 X1 2D NMR I X Y (Z)-ligustilide
ERE LIz, T, v A F =77 2V FHHE L C(2)-butylideneohthalide @ B IC 3 ) L 7z,
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b EB R E LT y-terpinene, K> C(2)-ligustilide, p-cymene, B-caryophyllene & [F]7E &
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. VY= P XICBTIEEUT 77 LU ERET 570 ORFHD 5 W IiE(2)-ligustilide DF|
A2, chooERPERTIRBEICELWIRMNRFEE RVEL I LERBL TV,
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Summary

Angelica acutiloba Kitagawa is a perennial herb of the Apiaceae family and it from Nara prefecture,
Japan is called by “Yamato-toki”. The roots have a pungent aroma and a bitter and slightly sweet taste
and are used as ingredients in many herbal medicines in Japan. The constituents of the roots in herbal
medicine are effective in treating gynecological disorders, analgesia, and tonicity. In addition, the fresh
leaves and their dried powders, which have a deep green color and celery-like aroma, are used in teas
and seasonings. On the other hands, the leaves are suffered feeding damage by Papilio machaon
Linnaeus (Lepidoptera: Papilionidae), aphids and Spodoptera exigua Hibner (Lepidoptera:
Noctuidae). However, conventional pesticides cannot be used for pest control in A. acutiloba because
its roots are used in herbal medicine. Previous researches have been identified attractive aroma
compounds (ACs) towards pest in 4dpiaceae plants. This study aimed to investigate the ACs in 4.
acutiloba Kitagawa (Yamato-toki) and identify the attractive compounds towards their pest.

Essential oils (EOs) were extracted from the dried powders of leaves in A. acutiloba Kitagawa using
a simultaneous distillation extraction (SDE) technique and analyzed using GC/MS. The phthalides in
the EOs were accounted for 41.46 %, followed by sesquiterpene hydrocarbonds (19.45 %) and
monoterpene hydrocarbonds (18.74 %). A major component in the oils, detected at 34.95%, was
isolated using silica gel column chromatography and determined as (Z)-ligustilide using 1D and 2D
NMR spectroscopy. We also purified (Z)-butylidenephthalide as the minor phthalide. In the oils
extracted from fresh leaves using SDE, the monoterpene hydrocarbonds were accounted for 52.69 %,
followed by phthalides (20.95 %) and sesquiterpene hydrocarbonds (10.63 %). The most dominant
AC identified was y-terpinene, followed by (Z)-ligustilide, p-cymene and B-caryophyllene using
GC/MS.

We conducted field experiments using sticky traps during the growing period from 2023 to 2025 to
assess the physiological responses of pests in relation to the ACs from A. acutiloba Kitagawa. In a
preliminary trial in 2023, EOs from A. acutiloba Kitagawa leaves were applied to sticky traps, which
captured more winged aphids than untreated control traps. In 2024, no significant differences were
observed between the EO-treated and control traps owing to the extremely low number of aphids.
However, in 2025, aphid abundance increased and significantly more aphids were captured in the EO-
treated traps than in the untreated traps. Most of the captured winged aphids were Aphis gossypii
Glover (Hemiptera: Aphididae). In a follow-up experiment, traps treated with (Z)-ligustilide, isolated
from the EOs, captured significantly more aphids than the control traps. A two-choice response test
using a Y-tube olfactometer showed no significant behavioral responses (such as attraction or
avoidance) toward the wingless aphid 4. gossypii. The findings of the present study suggest that
developing EOs to capture winged aphids on A. acutiloba or (Z)-ligustilide may be an environmentally

friendly and effective way to manage these insects.
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