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The aristolochic acids content of Aristolochia zollingeriana
leaves and its effect on oviposition of Pachliopta aristolochiae
interpositas

Tsung-Hsien Li

Abstract

Pachliopta aristolochiae interpositas Fruhstorfer prefers to lay eggs on young
leave of the food plant, Aristolochia zollingeriana Mig. We suggest that the young leave
content more ovipositing attractant, aristolochic acids than older leave. This study
compared aristolochic acid content in  different stages of A. zollingeriana leaves, and
discussed their influence on the oviposition response of P. aristolochiae interpositas.
We measured aristolochic acid content in three different stages of A. zollingeriana
leaves by HPLC. Total aristolochic acid and aristolochic acid | showed significant
differences among the different stages of A. zollingeriana leaves. Furthermore, to
examine the oviposition response of female butterfly, we put different treated leaves into
a test box, and then put a single female to lay in a test box. After 10 minutes we counted
egg number on the leaves of each test. P. aristolochiae interpositas showed no

preference to lay eggs on the old leave and the non-host plant leave, however after



brushing aristolochic acid on them the egg number obviously increased. In conclusion,
aristolochic acid could induce the oviposition response of P. aristolochiae interpositas,
and the different aristolochic acid content in the different stages of A. zollingeriana
leaves also affected the egg number of P. aristolochiae interpositas laid on them. The
preferred stage of A. zollingeriana leaves which female butterflies choose to oviposite

on it would affect their larval growth and survival.

Keyword : Pachliopta aristolochiae interpositas, Aristolochia zollingeriana,

Aristolochic acid, Oviposition preference, Ovipositing attractant.
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X g ¥ (Pachliopta aristolochiae interpositas Fruhstorfer) » # &

% common rose swallowtail » H % #3205 #4444 5 § (Rausher, 1981)-
#v B %8 (Aristolochia zollingeriana Miq. ) % 5 %&#
(Aristolochiaceae)’ & $ 2 A c BT 5 EL TR GFAF I 58
BIEFLERF T oA H L RERE FRAE G L TP (R
5% > 1997)
SEESHAJNEFITRIGCIACATLSF RBENRF LA EF P §
i (Renwick and Chew, 1994) 3% 5 R A A EF F 12 L@ ics ch¥ N2
% %% (alarm pheromone) > * Wik p ¢ B ITF A » @ FLjgp W17 hiv &
F o T PR G EFF (deterrent) ~ #pifk A P ¥-8 (ovipositing
attractants) % % A #% &3 %# (feeding attractants) ¥ (Ohsugi et al.,
1985 ; Nishida and Fukami, 1989b) - #5@p & B e “F 43 (4% 3| T 7] F] 5 97
R e (1) FLEFHLERT - (2) FLEFDIHEZ 70 (3) RAE
rirheanB @z (4)er % B4 L3 5 M %3 (Thompson and Pellmy, 1991)-
EPa R [ BFIEFHNEIRNG R end TR S ¢ B Fipgg o (Tlse,
1937 ; Rausher, 1978 ; Stanton, 1982)c fe4~ ¥R i3t & FiRdF 7~ € & 4 B I
(Papaj and Rausher, 1987) & éri> % thi # X M A F chF R A fo 8 > 2
RUFFARHRF R L B3 FILpRE P A F27 A k23
L FH AR Pk BERS (William and Resetarits, 1996) o ¥ b gz

RERPUYHTL B 8 w2 W hir A ranibd (1% >2006) 55 8



TEPEFOPEFTHI AL AL ORI FIH IS R0 R
is 40 * 5 & E& (foretarsus) 2 i* B g % B (chemoreceptor) #Fikl 5§ %48 »
d A3t i7 5 g e (T - 2 L FBF B (drumming reaction) > A4FiR|
BT LR FLEPE > 4 gRPEnF i+ (Ehrlich et al., 1964 ;
Feeny and Carter, 1983 ; Chew and Kobbins, 1984 ; Nishida and Fukami, 1989a) -
Atrophaneura alcinous Klug  i# “F# ¥4 ¢ 43 sequoyitol (Nishida and
Fukami, 1989a )- @ Battus philenor Linnaeus } ¥4r 3 D-(+)-pinitol( Feeny et al.,
1992 ) - ;8 3 - #& cabbage butterfly ( Pieris rapae Linnaeus) & "3 ¥4 3
glucobrassicin fv sinigin # & ( Traynier and Truscott, 1991) o 58 & 1+ » s g
NFHR2ZBRZ BT L EHINELTFIZ IRFENETEES-8 TR )
Ped FRBOBZCPHEF - FIF AL P DZVRBECEELIRFLILPETZE

EEEIE O LHERASELEIEFUHERPPATF R BF -
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200787 31 p aAFHEAMBREE IR HFIIPHI B 5 58
BB R BE AR FRA e BT BT 5 TR AR AL WA
210~570 cm » $ 4% & BIA &) 43 T0~467 cm > 38 7 I fkerlicE (iKF % ¢

B)RE (REIEP - FE (FtEF At ER) £ Le B E

W
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Bk o

(Z)HPLC 2B A 175 B4 H T 2B R

1. B %&p (aristolochic acid) # ¥ & : 29 Y%aristolochic acid I {r 66
96aristolochic acid IT > ®ig 7 SIGMA (U.S.A. ) - aristolochic acid I %
TIEREL EE3, 4T F A8 "5 A 10—AA1 =8
& F 3% CeHaOr N - %3 8k 281~286 ‘C(4 f%) ; aristolochic acid II % 3, 4-
T FR-10—AR—1— 2580 A5 2 CellsOsN: %8 275~276 C(&
ja) o B Epit BRSNS eW Lo

2. 95 %2 & (ethanol)~99 %2 f& (ethanol)~ 2 § (acetonitrile) ~ FFpk

(acetic acid) -

(2) BELPBRTELFRE



1. HPLC ,% 3t : Waters 600E Mul tisolvent Delivery System ; 600 Column Heater ;
2996 Photodiode Array Detector ; Empower Software °

2. ~ 3% :Phenomenex Luna 5 y CI8 (25 cm*4.6 mm) -
HPLC % 3tz A 38 2 FER £ 2 F A RHBETH* -

3. TANEFAERKRE : Millipore Millex filter (13 mm) > Jg* 5 PVDF 4 F >

MRS 0.22 ume

(z) EPp 8RR 55
REPE P RL- e BRECSELESREL (2 1) 2 EXTFLL MK
ETEEEL 5 0.3440.03 g (N=10)~ $4%E 5 0.8340.04 g (N=T)~ £ 3 0.78
$0.05g (N=T)» S s A WH & 4 [ - Ry > 85 - FAEBRHFE (.22
05 95 B l0ml iziedm - Lo R BRINEIBR EFREFR X
E50 CRsMEPFREFFZ 5 e I RFFR > Sl RFHR 2%
Fher 99 e Inl EFRFARTBHETR ALY EFFIRANER

FpFRFFRT  AE AR R

(1) BESRTEL

P~10.8mg % 4 EEFSB 10ml 2 99 %2 fE> A %3 1ml~0.75m] »
0.5m1~0.25ml ~0.1ml B E&BFEFELAZRZEL 4 0nl~0.25m] ~0.5m] ~
0.75ml~0.9ml 2 99 % ANEATi1lnl 2 FERDS TLRERES

Bk Risk* IPLCA 47 -HPLCRFP g A 7@ #4p 5 ¢ § (acetonitrile)



/2 % ps (acetic acid) (45:55, v/v) > ##4pinid 5 1 ml/min> # UV K
Ak i 250nm 2 GRS EABERELY S ELRESG LUV HRIFIE SR E N
HERFERE ELBLER FAAEHFHIAE ELBREFSLER &
ELEARE Sl B R A2 -
RBFEPRE PRI e RECEELEIRARI EARBERFEL 470
FrfEridda i e 2 HEZBUESRINI ELRIE -

ZHEARLRBETZE ELREZ E 0 SAS(1989 ) suit el 2 - A& HC3(GLM)

\\\

TR EAY R LSD test v URE - RE - EEF-LRFLB2HFE R

FohExELE P<0.05-

S ERXRBUHIRETEEZACER
(-) A% L E LR

AFIERFERARE T RFOFFEREE Y o) HERFE L1520 7
5,6mZ B 2.2m2PE P EPEFABRACELZLODRT InZ R 0.8 men
kRFEL F - RHANEET 0~40B 5 E2 R BT 5 ESEHR Tl £
% 130 cm 2 & 55 cm 2 4B 3k e o £ 2008 & 2 B AciFBRH B p "ﬁ%'iit‘ﬂii%’k
o2 EERRERR Td RAZERp RIL LAY FEETIRLL
Perpr BELED WE (REHEL - PENETTE 4~8 PE)RE
(R EL  HENTETTYE 11~15 P E)-XE (F e AggfeehE it §
B0 LIS R PIERLATE o

28X P * L8 W (Hernandia nymphiifolia Presl Kubitzki) 2



EFRFR FEFZEERPVRGA - 2RI P02 2877 ffE 0 Tl

BrEELELMRAGR L EARO REPREELRID > KR FLHE

% o

(=) A ridsRepi-kiR

ERAMRET RS FREp R AL HRFMN20082 27 18 p 3 2008
E3TICPHRPFP S IABITE 2B REREES B 20cn 7 90
cmB 160cm 2 %P > £Fp TR P32 R RAFRF L FpEn] o 2240
% 2100 cm % 200 cm P40 te £ G o PRaRPIM ~ K BB & 45 cm 2B

B MERBACERLTE o

(Z) PR ELPELEZAE Bidsk
1. = ¥ 2 A ris

AT H 2008 27 18p 22008 # 3% 16p » % F{ BT TE 8
F-FRRRIERFOIF CFE CWHER OEFAIeBELE L 45
EG YR GERE 2 CHBRRRER VR RRER IS o B AR P I

BLeBR%EFE-F BT EESWE BT BT EE CEEWREY A
LS

Ea355 % ER 100 pe/nl & E&@pR- AL EEWEY > BHREF A
LR E- RO MR AR BEHREIOTRRET Om oA T > iR

RO BREN LB 0 35 10 A BRRRIEE T R -

WEHREFE SRS I RRRER > ANV KL BREMEe EF F



CER T AP L el B BR2 SN~ N F 50 cn £ B HcE
LHWCEARBER  FR PSR AT R MR BRI A RAPF

sk oo

FTHEZAEE RSB EEWE S A PR

PORREELBRHERRPnE R > UL R D ER% o A%
ZHBARK- Al CRBRHY BRE VL - HEENEF LR E
EWEY > P-4 4 EP LAt A EF 3% 3R 100 ug/ml 5 ELm@3

R-FA2ZEERES

THZE AL ELBLBCE EL TR PR

FOVRERY FELRFEFLERPYOREF > TR RETF = %
RBEH BB EH - LRBRHY BRE P - HETEIEE L RRES
BrEESEE T -HELFTREIRIAEFIOI LG IRA 100 pg/nl &=

SRR -FL 2B 5T EE -

4 BT EELEEFES ELBLBTE ELEE R TR
2L R KSR RE LY TF B RRRH LR R PBPL

PLARATEBRK - RRHMERE- 0 LRBRP HRE Y

LTI T AALRL BT B EAMCE T - M e A E R LR A E Y

%73 kR 100 pg/ml 8 EERBF -T2 BT 5 ELHEE -



(=) F#AH
14 SAS (1989) St aMe 7T 5 L SR TR 245 o
(1) 2 fBEFAPERLAEATHELELIT -
Friedman's Test 3 — & * #4532 » #3047 = 2l F jpik (3
B2)E ek TRILETF HEFLL - & Friedman's Test
i * s Tion 2 L@ Rislkip T o g By ¥
B3 o RBsEfrPE - a2 EENFE (02002

> 2006) -

(2) PR ENACPERL A PRLRE LI -

Wilcoxon Signed-Rank Test 3 - & * &AL 4732 » * W3 o
PR(APE)E L EBORIAETIHEFLRL - R TR
kTS BHRALIR FRAFTERE? FE > ¢ SRiEGER
PRELEI PR PREFIRTAHRFALE (02002 ;

> 2006) -

I BHIBTEELIRLEPELAFASORE
AVREG BT R ELHCOREXEYEAIPLE  NRIFHIRSA R
RPN LT ASPLE 2P 2PT T4 2008# 1% 30 p b FEL

MERBE TP HEITL R S L EBEGRABE T g3 B



vBESERY B PHEREE  RE - EELBL 300 25 wF P
AR NFEMBEA SR IEEBEALTRP O RBIED S EF 2 kA &AL
RRE-RF2ERFZTE -

1. k& Rl2 : &R CNS H033 kA2t >i2 -3 g2 hE »FHep 0 £
Msr FoE o HAEFD 00001 go A2 BEFT LR o M2 PR
BRA& 10312 C- LR 2 P FFB 2R FAAr FAIrI 3R
T HFEF0.0001 g 4ot F B TE - ERwEEa Kk (ZBFRELIF) 2E
TERE2RE0]L Bk o - BHREFFIES X o

3% : X=(ml-m2)/(m3-m1)x100

X: k& koag

lf‘iﬂ

(%)
nl : iEskx fof SE € (g);
m2 : B ek S gL E (g);

md : #HkrhE g (g)o

2. A A RlE: kB CNS 5034 % A 2 sk % o M E » & 17 12 600 °Coe
#0030 A4B15 0 B AR EN LA HAEEES 0.0001 g0 26 2 g 2 5 Mk
R L BT o RAEAD 00001 go ¥ 4RE » A RMEAA T 300
C o 60 A4h 0 EAHMERPI 600 C o240 A4 FERMIN100Co B>
FEREP LA HREAEED 00001 go FAAP FF B AR AL VFE
Bk B BE » AR 2600 Cht 120 A4tE 0 B MR ER A4 M
FEFEEZ 00001 ge T A MR o drpt £ BRI, - TN A XPERTIL

FALEO0. 1 3L o k- RERFFLES X



5 : X=(ml-m2)/( m3-m1)x100
Xt#&? 2z g (%)
ml : HAfrk e ® (g)5
m2 : Hépfrk A tishE g (g)s

md - ¥MIEE (g)eo

3. P Mp T RRCONSOOSThe R a2z B> F - P AIEZ B4 10 oRE:
AL 600 Chite [ FEEEARARERL 0.0001 g- 52 g2 &
HEX BRBKE > E4500 nl £ 5L 40 ~ 2314 222 200 nll. 25 Ygank
WA H B F AL A4 EHAEE 0 UECREILE 7 SRR Y
Fg~&*2 200mL1. 25 %6& F f“ 4 > £ 30 &4t > HE-TUBRET Y M
B804 25 mL95 QoY B M fap Wit o P SRR A RS B RAR
HraEfLis » M2 A S L LR 0.0000 g> 2 At dopt K BIkiT
—EHRRAIFELEMALAIREN] i o k- BERFFELES X -
38 X=(ml-m2)/m3x100

Xt #&? pgaaz € (%)

md: k&L (g)-

4. RF R kyp CNS H035 2F 2 A% > - 2900 g2 &S f=R N >

£ SARE o HAEFD 0.0001 g #mR M2 BREE RO F R F Y oy
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o d e TR s BRR B e N JRARER 0 B30 450 C AR Rt 4
BLfEn 0,8 T EPRUEEP R BIAIIZE R BRSO
Ak REIWY B4 BRI 20 ml ¥t 250 ml 2 = & HLP 0 B AWFE
HREZARET BRARFT AP FLAMPRMAG LT o it Fgx
ZHTE CERERE TREFR Bt BREH 1§ R 2REERR K
F2aghgi s 1b0ml R RESRS cMPFEFR > HAdITIg e WS
2. 0.INFRRBRIF T = 957 24008 (FEd 4 % 5 ) k- FREF
FEEAX o - 3 20FR 79 3% -
8 2 X=( (V1-V2) *N%0.014)/m x100
XK:#&? 2§ 03 € (%)
Sl SRR R A (nl) s

V2 :idAlz e i ARRRER RS (nl);

N:mpfERragd 2ER S

0.014 : 1 NapiR®ia 1 ml 4p§ > % sk

=% (g)s

5. %5 R ¥ AOAC942. 04 F % 3 2 5k 2 o B~ 2 g # 54 » 0.5gCaCO;
4020 mI85 %[ fF iR & 144 BBk 0 BRI s 4 » 20 ml 85 %S R kL 1
AP BEH EABRBELEI P RF B e r 85%F Mkt b BB
ERAAD RS A o BB R F R EF D 100 mlo AR e b B
BomASRGLY REUSHEE T ECRENALERIRLAL RS (660

nm fr 642 nm) kR 3 R EL (20208 FH2 Fhit ). k- BHEFFT
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P E%E a (mg/100 g) =9. 93xAssa— 0. 8xAse

%% b (mg/100 g) =17T. 6xAsiz— 2. 81 xAse0

BE%E (ng/100 g) =16. 8xAsz+ 7. 12xAsw0
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3 &%

- BT EBEL IR ELEPETZE EL

(g

A
%

=

(=) B ESEEE & E 45 o 2

4ok B 6 #7887 % % ¢ aristolochicacid I &k & 31.32~313.2 ©g/ml
FRP o A4 R 0MT § U OREN o B AR S A2 2 ik (R
AW L T A5 0 x & aristolochic acid I & (ug/ml) -~y % peak area - i
B Aest y = 22756x - 26331 R= 0.9999 -

¥ & ¢ Aristolochic acid Il » k& T1.28~712.8 ug/ml #HEp - &
¥ A IORET F AR o B S A2 2 Mk (RY) A 95T A
“f7 ¢ x & aristolochicacid IT k& (ug/ml)~y & peak area - it jf = #25% :
y = 51013x + 133451 » R* = 0. 9995 -

## & ¢ total aristolochic acid’ &k & 102.6~1206 «g/ml #FEp -
A5 R IERET G AR o AR S AR 2 MRk (RY) AN T
#|#r7 ¢ x & total aristolochic acid k& (ug/ml)~y & peak area - i f§

2428 1y = 73768x + 107120 > R* = 0.9997 -

(=) 2 R2LPEF2LETHBIEVR
FE4clk £ 2 ERHAS T4 Z 4 E 32 0 EE aristolochic acid
I peak area * 351 (n=10) 8950679.8 5 & » # » i &-iu fF 3 425 y = T3427Tx

+ 133451 - fr’éfé THREIER x5 120.08 pyg/ml > FliEH%KM 0.2 giRkEFET

13



A3 1 ml 2o kR 120.08 wg/ml %3 0.2 g/nl RIF BPE - 25 il
® aristolochic acid I1 # £ T3 600.4 pug hlicdy » ozt B o 2
GLM-LSD i& {7 2 F 2 T35 33t £ #7030 a =0.00 T & ¥ ¥ ¥ aristolochic acid
1§ § tlicH (600.448.7 pgg)~ #E (577.0423.6 pg g’ )~ % ¥ (368.9+21.2 pg
gz eF2 Tio@inE 4 B¥ LB saristolochicacid I § £ tcE (210.9+1.1
pge') BRE (2072212 pgg' ) 2 E (207129 pgg') T2 TIEE G A
¥ % % ; total aristolochic acid # £ fa#cE (810.7483 pgg’)~ #E (783.7¢

235pgg ) X F (57640212 pgg’ ) = B2 T30EL HEFREEFLE (£2)

SN ERBBHIREYELEZACPE R

(=) 2 BER 2 EPRR
B 2008 & 2% 19p 3 2008# 3" 10 F & 23 &2pif = 3] &35k > A9

WiEC B ESWESNAE L 30/3l RF-KxixF AP @ E A DfrbRE PR
RO ER B TG - RAPET IO A AEEACBIRNG 2/l R F A X
AT 3P hk- BERAPEEHRAC Y FF 1/BLFF - ZAT - R
S EEW LS ELBEAC Y 3E30/3107F & 1L2FE P el 4R §
PR LG - I APED 93 0 F 0V ATip RIARK Y PR deenr R B

BEEWRS ELE 0 M Friednan’s Test e AE P 2 A Py RBg ¥ £ 2

(X’=83.5275 » d. f. =3 » P<0.0001) -

(=) F %% AR5 RLBRLEEFWE S 27 05%



p 2008 & 27 23 p % 2008 % 3% 12 p & 22 Gepif = 28 @Sk 0 A9
NEEW LGN F /280 R EF - XA 1 fr235% > Al b chiEE KA PV
53 1/28 Rj-FA 13- bl- RBERPM EEWALES TR APV
Bl 26/28 @ 2 A 123 Pt Glip g B0 X &5 - XA PEF 40 b en
S HEEEWES TSP A Y 2D]18/280 5 2 & 1 4o 2 3 P et
BIARE S B 0 £ F - KAPER 6 fr THAES > d T opii S g
BT R EBRPEE L o T B RN R U e EE o
g & > 11 Wilcoxon Signed-Rank Test A 477 A FE ¥ 2 & i#kF B F L P

(P<0.0001) -

(Z) F%2 2% B ELfp2Br B ELEER PR
52008 3% 10p 2 2008% 37 16 F + 11 &opupx & 19 %35
Ao EF 615 11/19> R B L5 ARG 3k dr As EEL P
B RF 8/19 4 - HiRF ARBIMenE o m - BEBRENXELRE £
Rt AP 6l 19/19 7 2 32 P AP lREB IS AL EERE %
SEEA PGS F 14/190 7 F 3 B PHARE I B BT E R B e
BEZEIEARBERYYAF > 12 Wilcoxon Signed-Rank Test 4 477 &

Erz gk wEFLRL (P.0001)-

(2) BT 5 ELHEES TLRLAT B ELEF L 7HR

B 2008 # 3% 14p 2200837 16P %9 &epihn~ 165E% 4
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PAHTE A P BB 15/160F A U A PRBARE 3R hE S L I E TNk &
R ANCEAR P BT 13/160 - G B SR H I E B phksrodm
- BmEHPEEL S LA by EF) 14/1605 F 3 5 A PiARE 3R D
Sl AMLXERE ERRAT B 15/160 - 3 A 5 ehk s R
FLFHENRZERLEIEL S LM A PHG P AW 4 > 2 Wilcoxon

Signed-Rank Test #4773 A * 2 # ‘i) BgF L 3 (P=0.0095) -

S EHABCEESEIRALYPEIRPFESR

W2 g (£ 3) 7 Bbr B ELMENZ O RkLER A2 i
B RENT BRI IESL RS XENT AL ZRRAERZ kA B
FERESRFERMK -

HU 2 H A IR FBACEEL2 IR EDBEY A BRER (I
2007) > B2 ARiCE T VRS BB P REWTF PRI 2 ERFE3 P L ETE D%

AERGREF IR EEFRESIEIIEG AR -
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- BTEELARLEPES LS ELHTE

=

AR ZEEHT O BUCEELIRALPEN P RS AR IETPEL
P oWFERIESHIEESS  REZ2Z > XEES FELEIBCE L
B NH o - ka0 g;’gg BPR L&A %tH#P k@RI Ep ER
Bz riE ARSI ATBABPF T ILRET » RELEF B2 L P b
BrE CRERES > B ¥ kP I B S B EEBR D c AR T § EL
FLMEREY UERER L > PLBEFFRCEMNE ESPE STl

TEBALFOEFESF L FLEA R PR Fa v BT B TN

e
3

H

OB KBRS

(2

Bt B R e B o d AEY T RBHRZ
ZRBTEESRME T LAY (F01994) Froi R pRs B e Y oh
fe 4 §n =48 7 3 aristolochic acid I f=aristolochic acid II g3
ERBUELRS XS HAMW 2 AP - FRAMWL AL LIRS
aristolochic acid II » ¥ 2 aristolochic acid I $ EX4* AAWI S A AN
Rl7 P AREH 4 (F>2000) 2F L HRBECCRPPLAEIBC 5 ELE §
# 7 aristolochic acid [ @ A 83> VR ek w it Ep T 7 B
B xS R2IEDER? aristolochic acid 11 z &7 P &L £ s aristolochic

acid IT vt i R8emA P EH o
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CERBUYHIRESREZACRE R

L fEE DR PR FUF RN E - SRR EH E P
HIREF AN FRE > SRGEUN RS LR R ITHEY I EHBA P
- ERLRPYNTEAR R FREFEPEEET > KA ABRKER
B A X S B E AT AP R RPIRFIE LR BT
- B AT SEenV R (X fhe 0 19945 #r% > 2006) 0 EEBEREARF - ¥
WeER e > S P REZFARYR] > AT RPE AWE TR Yt e fi
Eracrd%y Br B kS tE2 EEWEY LA FATF RN L - F 2 %
2B RSB AEEWRATERF P HH G R R AR RN IIER
RREPGR PEFF O g SR P RORE AR T Y SN RA P
firei B AP REOIRE-APiEE S PHWMETEACHEE
# (Nishida and Fukami, 1989a ; Feeny et al., 1992 ; % > 1993 ) it & A7 3 & i&
-~ HIEARLEPESTEY2ZACPEEF TS F AT R TR PR o

A AR REE RS - EREY 0 b AR SRR PER

I

(AP AP AR EP LA CRLIB O RAECRE - FIEHAT T LG A FRY

R\
a
4

i SRR S Ef A U AR 1 o i Rpieng o

BLEAEF AR A vp g PR BY £ 27 B2 H i & A (fitness) >

&3

MakkEdEd 323 B (Villiam and Resetarits, 1996) - iR B iksi o> &
PV RFAAEREmEC 5 EME 2 AY RS0 S 6§ niF i RRGE
XA FOpREEE S AP R > B el IRl gEEL K o

BB SR EEWRERACTER i&{uﬁ PR3 R ESREAEE
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THRER > CRPURALR 2R HMETERBRRERTEAPER > B 5 B0 823
PR BT E EERMEER L o LEPE EARE T RRER LR
P K &3 °

REELR2ZECEELIEACCRENEC S ELEIETHBRK O F Y
BELBARB LRGP HEE AL PF > L5835 LR EFIENE £
SRy BN e BT PPl PR 4ezF S o

BB EBWEL S EOHL AT SR LELCRK 0 RERLA LG
dein? N X FRE LRI E > AR B IR B B B ANCE  ehg ik
BT ERBFAFL AR EFLLE -RRBRFT A EFH B PRI %
PRTEDLOWNEE > THE X MEP RS ELRIE S XF 230 ug 0 BT
EERH 4100 pg A ¢ 3 TV EREF I EFEI LR > A RXPPREPHT
AT EFIHAPACE BEEE BN EAR I ESEERE
s 3 REAGWE-#5me 0 FIIRRie L5 fARELE Y
A6 0 B RAE EHERPRAAL SRS ELRE L E P B
IR AR L EBEF AR T TR (GC-Mass) 2R FHER ¥ FF ¢
BESBRIEAN T EIFFOLE FXENE KLU FLRYPE PR ED
BRI E -4 L4 FRA fE cabbage white butterfly $1 & ‘73 ¥4 § S 2 £ &
. 4k B (Huang and Renwick, 1993 ; Huang et al., 1993) » # Ur€ SLE 95 o
E-RE-ALENE BRXNEZFAESF T2 A% AF (Chenetal, 2004) -
FAp B FRAPPAFHEESF H- AP BILS R LS AN
(Nishida and Fukami, 1989a ; Traynier and Truscott, 1991 ; Feeny et al., 1992 ) »

BT B ELWEY » TR R A - B EVEELRBR S DATETHEES o
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#4083 aristolochicacid > e H $ £2 LR RIRFAPE - LR BPT § 4
BEARAANLARBRHY BRSHE I PEATRE > LS TORT L4
HRShEE2 227 3 5 EQROEEWREL 2 A°F BRIBEFHM - ¥
Eh B ELRUGRYUE PR PR A EEW LR B EHRG
CRBPS KRABRATEF RS I PRELATE R o WcEE REY Y £
Ad RHBWEE L TR FEHAE AR Ko

FLA T ATRISELBICRPPICPEESF 2 - BT BEELIF
AEPEF P B ELRI LIRS W B LRGP ACE B3 LR R F) o N
PREGEEFFFCFRBYE 2P T HE G PR ST asy
FI* PG R REEE LA FNIFRE TR ERERF NS
HOPANE ERB R E > NRTHGE S B2 4 L GE rEF e

?Fflfﬁjwi%? ,ﬁﬂgﬁgg"lyg_%ié%ii ﬁ-ﬁl’%& °
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21 F ¥R 55872 EPEFLIHEITH

ik #HFFAR (cm) HHEFIAR (cm) oy (cm) FPLE (g)
A BCE 538 467 0.34
ARE 538 467 0.72
AEE 538 467 0.61
B s 210 210 0.31
B F 210 210 0.81
C g 434 242 0.42
CR¥E 434 242 0.89
Cxg 434 242 0.71
D s 383 309 0.33
DRE 383 309 0.75
D& E 383 309 0.81
E g 570 447 0.39
ERE 570 447 0.77
Ex§ 570 447 0.82
F g 545 212 190 0.42
F#RE 545 212 190 0.92
G BE 460 70 920 0.35
GHRE 460 70 920 0.91
H g 520 220 115 0.32
H#E 520 220 115 0.82
[ +3 420 200 130 0.27

WeE
[ +3 420 200 130 0.89

¥
[ =3 420 70 130 0.28

WeE
| 420 70 130 0.82

T
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22 BrEEgEE REZXENT 25T (ngg') ik

aristolochic acid II aristolochic acid I total aristolochic acid

H#cE (n=10) 600.4+8.7 ** 210.9+1.1° 810.718.8*
#E (n=7) 577.0+23.6"° 207.2+1.2° 783.7+23.5"
%% (n=7) 368.9+21.2°¢ 207.1£2.9" 576.4121.2°¢

¥ P22 EHEP2Z TR GIM-LSD i 7 2B 2 T35E A4 &
PEAPEIRE R 2 ha=0057 > EF2LTIHELS BE¥LR -
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23 BrEXZLIRALPET YL (g 100g)

&R P = FT7E AP THE O OSEAP fTHE O OSLSE
4EF EEFET ARE ERET 2 HE EasE”

kA& g/100g 84.29 77.8 84.46 82.36 86.05 83.42
L& g/100g 2.18 3.93 2.11 2.08 1.81 1.38
feEgE  g/100g 2.27 3.65 1.93 2.59 1.88 2.27
BE g/100g  0.34 0.33 0.4 0.7 0.38 0.65
%% g/100g 80.06 22.69 238.1 241.5 160 188.1

* sAPEELTHRIEZ (207)
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200 4
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minute

W2 #Br 5§ Tl &4 HPLC A 47 W
W F 18 A4 mendkE L Aristolochic acid I~ % 20 4 4
Aristolochic acid I -

29



200 1

100

mV

-100 A

UIII.ISIIIIWII.I1I5II..20IIII25.
minute

W3 #r B ELRES T HPLC A 47 W

¥ 18 A4 Rl % L Aristolochic acid I1~ ¥ 20 448 3 B ehjp % %

Aristolochic acid I -
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200

100 4

mV

T
minute

W4 #c b ELEES ELHEIPLC A 47 W

WIF 18 A4 men % L Aristolochic acid 11~ ¥ 20 A48 I Renjpt % 3

Aristolochic acid I -
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400 -
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300 1
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200 4
150 4

100 4

BRTREEY

0 5 1 1 20 25
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B o. & %&EEE s HPLC # 17 5

WIF 18 A4 men % L Aristolochic acid 11~ ¥ 20 A48 I Renjpt % 3

Aristolochic acid I -
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IEEES R

W7 2F2ELPEFE2ZLEFHARTELHRIEVR
*kk @ GLM-LSD 4 4% P<0. 001
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Sl
B8 RBPAr BEL2LAFHEMALSFT L E (N=31) e BE L EFi%A
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