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Abstract

To discuss the sampling method for quantification of sesquiterpene lactones (SLs) in breeding of lettuce (Lactuca sativa L.)
varieties with high SL concentrations, differences in SL concentrations in different leaf parts and head formation stages were
investigated in three lettuce cultivars using HPLC. Significant differences in SL concentrations among the outer leaves, outer
head-leaves, inner head-leaves and stem were observed. A high correlation coefficient was observed between SL concentration
in the outer leaves and that in the whole head. Excision of outer leaves for sampling does not affect progeny seed production,
therefore outer leaves are available as the sample for rough estimate of the SL concentration in the lettuce head. Differences in
SLs concentrations were significant among three stages of head formation; beginning of heading, optimal harvesting and over-
ripening. Varietal differences of SLs concentration were observed from the beginning stage of heading and a significant
correlation between SL concentration at the beginning stage and that at the optimal harvesting stage was observed. This means
that an earlier sampling at the beginning stage of heading is available for an estimate of SL concentration at the optimal

%

harvesting stage.
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v 2 A (Lactuca sativa L.) B X OS5k D F 2V (Cichorium
intybus L.), Tv &4 7 (C. endiviaL.) T2 13 Hh
BRio\u s EER TR A R, A RAIRD E L THDY, &
P& U THRSH TREFIH S hTuv 2 (BKEE, 1995). <
DOFHITER S TH % lactucopicrin & = DFLULEH DO—
7B 78D (Peters * Van Amerongen, 1998; Price 5, 1990;
Pyrek, 1985; Rees*Harborne, 1985; Van Beek &, 1990; Wu b,
2007) , ZhEF CIREBORIBGEAEI HE I (Hance b,
2007; Kisiel * Michalska, 2008; Malarz >, 2002; Michalska *
Kisiel, 2007; Price ©, 1990) , t AF T LV 57 + VHH
(sesquiterpene lactones, SLs) & L CHIH AT~ 5.
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o BERE, B, RORHERBUE

T X 7B A5 % (Bais » Ravishankar, 2001; Grieve, 1971;
Kisiel *Michalska, 2006, 2008; Schmidt &, 2007; Wu 5, 2007),
VaARRF A I B EERS SLs I\ TUE, Hiw T Y
7YEA (Bischoff &, 2004), HLLAEIEA (Cavin &, 2005),
FIREA (Bais « Ravishankar, 2001) #Ef\ 7F /8, % EH
(Kisiel * Michalska, 2008) 7¢ & O3EMBHH I L VR AR
L HALIEAESER (Bais * Ravishankar, 2001; Kisiel * Michalska,
2006) 2R S 4, X BICEHEZNE (Bais « Ravishankar, 2001;
Kisiel * Michalska, 2008) 2% % & & 7 b ANRSE O 2k 38
(Wesolowska B, 2006) 75 & OBEGEM: S I I T\ 5.
WA, WERCE T h BNy O LB ER S
A, W T INTE & U CRARME R & B B Lo E
Fiffiys X OMMERROEEAEH I TR D A,
1996), FiB@EEL L OF+r v s v U G4
I, 1996), IRMTTHEM AL O Y H I Dh FH 1 v
1 F (b, 1998), FREHEIEA e T EM%z o v
BEDTIAAL Y FH T x—F GEB, 2001) /&
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% ODFFCOWT, T OMMEMZERRDEMER L O4LBIC
PES EROEIMEZI N TV 5.

VEAAREICEEND SLs it Bt X 514 <
DOHBIEFANRE IR TND I EnD, BRIEETFEE LT
FERINAD TS, LaL, V& ADSLs IKBT 5B/
FHIPIZEL, 1 EAE IR TV, £2T, FEEDLIT,
CHE TIZ Price H (1990) O SLs ERSGFEXHEL, K
BOGHELELTLEENIROBEG S TLHR ]
HPLC s #r BRSO E A B L e Gill s, 2007). &
DB LI HER AT, v &2 (L sativa) 22 i
35 2fk, Cichorium J&® 2 fiDO#FE+s X O Lactuca & DEFA:
ffi 3 fficoOWT SLs EEA T LIc. £ DORER, B,
Mt X O'v 2 2 o fflids X ORHM T SLs & RIc 2= RS
bh, SLs GBNEVWIAZ AL TORRMEBLOL £ 2 &
AEHMERTRE TP AE R L. saligna L. (% 370) 1 Rifix R\L72L
72 Gillls, 2008). 4%, hbaREMNAKE LT, —f#
HICHBEDSE N7 VAT Ny FEAL TRIORNZX—~y
N2 A4 7DV 2 A1 SLs @aBE % EA Lm0
HEDBHZ L E LT\ B, ZOEE, SLs & & DWIHE e 3
WX BBRENNETH DD, EWCEZN DR DERIL
WAL L OEFT AT — oIt X W BLL—E Tkl 7o,
SLs & X % 3K & BHECAT 5 fediciy, S ATRER O
BT a ML L TR 2 ENBRETH 5.
FZTAERGETIE, 3200424 TRV 2 AT
FRAWT, SLs B REOMMIC I HAERLEAFTAT —JIC X
BEALEA ST L, Bl 7 SLs M B OB U %
Batd s LN E L.

MRBEXUOHE
1. HERECHERE

mRDO v 223 B, bbb, Z2VAT~y N A7
D HUHE=" RNx =~y N2 A TD LY T EE B
T ohE ToOMIE G, 2008) I X b SLs &ENE
W ERG o TWAHIRARATD ‘arvix A
Lz (F_TxFAFH).

2004 4F- 4 F1 15 HieiiogsE+ (e v B+ TM-L, &%
A FEH) OB 200 b VA CEREL, MinfEo S
FAF v I NI AT I ABE L. TOK, 2% Af
HoORBEY GERM, B 750m) Kk\\WT, <AHw
BF3EHHI N553 (N:P:K=15:15:3) 8kg+a' & BM Efi
B (P=35 4kgea' #RELLLOELBITCIEE LT
AL, AR~ T2 2MmEE LicEik (5 45 em, #RH
30cm) WWAZE3 ~4 BB LR a EhE L7
2. BEXHE
1) MHEORAR

(1) EBfriz X % SLs & D7ER

HinE O WM IcH FEAINE L GE130). 954
3E L FEEREE MER R B ), RICESERT A
MEBILC, i (G2 EREERIE . X HICRSERELD

DO L b EEORERIE () & FMoksKE (b K
L, Aet4 AR L

Q) B AT —2IL X b SLs e DZEAL

LUF oIWrE%E G%H, 1986) 1ok b, 3 ODEERAT —
CEHHE L. Sh B DEF R T — DICkEERE A I L
FEEkT A ai e s Lic B 13R).
FEBRBABAIN AL B BN D DD B RICHEN LI L T,
4, SHCHOIEIAMNCE R L TERA TR L 7 R,
IR A BRAFESE U T & GIRD B % IR
BB BROHE AR LA D R

AR IC IR\ T, Al 3 AR A RA L CIRIFEFR Tl
FEL7e. BASE % (EYELA FDU-2000, i) TREEL
BE I A ERACC25HEBP LIS O GHA L 2 2K
AR L7
2) HPLC AR E DA% S LU HPLC 9

L 2 2R B o HPLC 7 W AR o fhH, Rl
X OYHPLC IZ X % SLs D&/ MG (2007) D5k
TV, 3 RIBBIE Lic. SHTERE s X OVIESELE 2
KWIRT.

RBRELUEE

VA AREENDEE 7 SLs & L T lactucin, 8-deoxy
lactucin, ¥ X OF lactucopicrin 235 & T~ % (Price b,
1990). AEIPEER L7 3 WfHIC B\ T, T_TOMAE L O
HH A 7 — 2 T lactucopicrin D &M S 7z, 8-deoxy
lactucin (X —E DL L OEF AT — v TORBHI S,
lactucin (X & < X hiehoic 3K, 5% . LU
DEH L OWE GE)IID, 2008) %, Price H (1990) i< X

F1XRK EBFBAT—UHINER
4t F o
AT — Gy A — R 5 &3
FEERBATAIN 6 A NH GO H)Y 6 5 4H (23 H)
Inkemll 6 A 25HM4H) 6 1IHGBOH) 6H30H@9H)
PEEL] 7A 9H(G8H) 6A25HM@4H) 7H 9H(G8H)
“HERE 2004 -4 A 1S H, EME:S A 12 H, B R
(B 750 m)
YERERE B

AV XA

67 11 H (G0 H)

523K HPLC 7iriE & &1

BN SHIMADZU LC-2010C
SRy AT A SHIMADZU CLASS VP

BEHE A H,0

BEiH B TEr=RVU

77 Y=V b B : 10 —> 45%, 35 min

h T A SHIMADZU Shim-pack
FC-ODS 150 x 4.6 mm

SOBHE AR S L

h S aF—T7 VIRE 40°C

i 1.0 mL * min™

B E 262 nm
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E3XK LVERADOEMHAFFALRYF 7 b vER”

CAFFARY T b vER (nge g 'DW) Y

==} N
i o 8-deoxy lactucin lactucopicrin & &
RV A HHIE 0.00 2.91+0.08 2.91+0.08 aA™
EEREE (40 0.00 3.54+0.29 3.54+0.29 aA
FEERIE () 0.59+0.13 2.40 +0.38 2.99+0.51 aA
iy 4.23+0.39 35.48+0.94 39.71 £ 0.96 bA
FEBR X 1.81+0.31 13.65+0.52 15.46 +0.21 cA
FLZ 23 HE 0.00 2.92+0.31 2.92+0.31 aA
FEERIE (4 0.00 291+0.35 2.91+0.35 aA
EEREE () 0.00 0.86 +0.09 0.86 +0.09 aB
iy 0.69=0.11 3245+ 1.70 33.14+1.58 bB
FEERES 0.00 19.01+1.68 19.01 +1.68 cB
TIAVERA A2 0.00 8.70£0.11 8.70+0.11 aB
FEEREE (40 0.00 16.86 + 0.81 16.86 + 0.81 bB
FEEREE (W) 0.00 4.00+0.38 4.00+0.38 cC
S 0.00 35.38+0.27 35.38+0.27 dB
FEERER 0.00 2443+ 1.21 2443+ 1.21 eC

* RE s v 4 3 EA R IR L, SRR iciR G U et a3 IRBEAIGE L7z

Y + FEHERZE, lactucin 13 BRH & Ninh o 12

A g VY b L N

¥ Tukey DLEBEC L D, Fvn 2P NSCF ML ab PN THAZRIC 59 RETHREZED D
Y Tukey DL EBIEIC L D, R 2R MILRE CMAL TR 5% KETHERED D

FEAK VxR SLs & REE O BRI
A AEE REERIE UL BEERE (XD D

FEERZE (b 0.999*

R () 0.746 0.774

i —0.183 -0.141 0.518

CEERI 0.920 0.903 0426  -0.553

ZAEEREN XA EE A R Tt R IR AR

Y*¥ L 5% KHETHE (h=3)

HE, VRARAZEENS lactucin B BI1IA TR, T, &

EFRVRASZ N ENHRE IR TS, ABFFICs T
A L3 ME T, ZhboRERE—F L.

Fi, MEROR LTI S LOEFTAT —vD
FE\NMT X D SLs O MHBICER D B B 2. Wesolowska
b (2006) 1%, 8-deoxy lactucin & lactucopicrin 1 [F] 4k O B
BEMEAET A EMEL VB EnDh, KRXTE, oh
L2ESHET LI b DR SLs &R & LTEELL.

1. BMIICLk 2 SLs SEDER

INHERE A D 3 M OIAL D SLs S E A5 3 RICRT.
W= L I T X T, AMELREERE O
IO () oMicERERETR DR, L,
B E A IER X OHEERIE L OB B RENTED LR, &
D SLs A EmM ot ‘TAVER oW TiE, T
TOMMETHERENRD LI, O SLs FRIK D H
<, FEERE (L), AER I UOHEERIE (W) OlEE -7
g (1977) (L v 2 ADERKS) ThH % SLs (IR THEK S
N, ZERBTT D EBRTW5. KFROFEE, L
FTRTOMMETEH2R S R\ SLs R AR LIc 2 & I3Afk
Bré LT &R

WAL S L 3 A T 5 L, TRTOWMTHEE
AR ARD DN, SHEELERE b Tk ‘2
VAR N =" IO MLy 5 A X hEl
Yy L HWILY T A OFIERD b -
7o FEERIE (D) T3 MERCENED BN, ‘AL X
2T MR EN o BT Y= NERIEL,
Ty 7 £33 & ‘arava A HICABEILED bk
ot DEDXsic ‘azxv g’ 3, SESOEALI
BFOTlo 2L ) b ERBCEVCEEY R L. RO
MFIHINTEEINLIGELH L E0b, SOfEER
HEDSLs GRIMEN o727 VA T~y FE A TN K —
Ny NEZATDUVZRALCENTYE, SHOBMICEEL T
‘a2 L xR LREEICKEEREED SLs &R AN S L L A
W, BERLTWLZENEF LW EEZDbRS.

TBALAI SLs & &l o BMHBARE A 28 4 Rin¥. BHEIR
FHBEE B e DA L REERIE U MloATh -
(r=0.999%). ARBFE CTREAMER D 7o - 7o D THE
Eleblansofeny, WHER G & 7o HAEER & S EE DI TE
WHBIRME S e (0=0.920). AEEARIRL T, £o%
DEEOMEBEEICEE L S 2 Tl T 4852 LN TE
B, S, HEEUMRERA B L CHME L RSERET O SLs R
DOAHBABAR A TER T 5 2 & T, SLs &I X BB DT
DI HTHREEE L CHHELFIHCE 2 L E 2 bRk,

2. EFAT—JICL B SLs BEDZE(L

FEERBALAIN, INEEEI 3 X ONEBIH L AEE 2 T — O
o T3 ML bic SLs g RINAERICEIM LT GBS
). FEERBHLA 2 B IRE B N 23 T3 5afE & % 799 pge
g 'DW OBInA R L, WL S EINEDE LRI - 1.
LU, BEERIA s B 2s - C o mc ik i X
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BE5KR VAADEBAT—VRIBEAFTARY T+ vERDOHE(L?

LAFTARYFZ 7 b vER (ugeg'DW) Y

25 g =
e A EHAT = 8-deoxy lactucin lactucopicrin 4 &
Py — i BR B kA 1A 0.86 + 0.04 5.62+0.25 6.48 + 0.30 aAXvY
Ul 5 1A 1.81+0.31 13.65+0.52 1546 +0.21 bA
EEGH 3.08 +0.06 14.97 £ 0.54 18.05+0.49 cA
Ral Ly 7 23 FEERBAMG I 0.00 9.85+1.55 9.85+1.55 aA
I T 3R 0.00 19.01 + 1.68 19.01 + 1.68 bB
SEEAI 0.02+0.01 39.96 +1.70 39.98 +1.71 cB
TIAVARA FEERBALAIN 0.00 15.79 £ 0.57 15.79 £ 0.57 aB
I R 3HH 0.00 2443 +1.21 2443 +1.21 bC
EERIH 0.10+0.13 118.82+2.92 118.92 +2.79 cC

* E o 3 EA OFEERIT A R A U alil % 3 JEHIE L

YIEIGME + BEEHER, lactucin (X2 < BRI i o 72

*Tukey DEBEHEIC L D, R HNLFHITMBENTEBT AT — ORI S KETHEBEZED Y
Y Tukey DL EMEIC LY, RigHERKIXFENELF CEFT A7 — v omERIC 5% KETHEED Y

LA IERNRD LR, ‘a2 V2R OMMBENEL <
j(%‘?%of:.

SLs & & D MEHARIISRKEMA bR DO N, £FH A
T —UNMET IO TRERIZE R R K U, SSERBRIA I
L HER A 0> SLs & i r = 0.999% TH & A HHBIBI £R 0
BobIIe. Lictio T, REERBILE I o547 063 B
LT, FUYAIET 5 LB E 2 bk, —J), BEA
W& B ORI 3B TR/ A5r = 0.981 O\ HIEY
FREAE SN, EPIC I BRERERE AR LI Z &
b, GEROBEIFINPNE W ETFHRI N DENICK - THE
AR LB D IcHIL, BRI R 2RI s % T
HbHERHEE L.

ABHgE T, DD I o feded, MRk kSR A
Ha 7k o 7oAy, SLs G EaHii O 7= b 0 G HT B E LT
NEXFIATE S &, KRB OFRERIIC X 5 R
BENTRETH D - g L. BWELOHEE O
TER YRR TH Y, SOV 4 2 SLs &
BEmEORKICFIHTE D EE2 LN,

wm =

VARG ENDREMER S THD AR T ARV T 7
b v (SLs) mEEmEDOBZIC KT, W SLs &
BEAIM L, HET 5 t-oO0H HEBHRIRG HE O T &
HELT, vA3IMELHRALT, Ak L OEF A
T — I X % SLs DS % HPLC % v TilA L
AMEE, KSEREE (OB, (D), o 4 3BT SLs & &ICH
BIENED LR, SLs &R OTAHOMHBRRA H %
&, SEELNERN R TH DR & O THE Tk
D OCHBIREAME D e, SMEEERIL T L B BRI
T BT rELRL e, SRR E LTH
HAT& 2 EEx bl WEERBAE, BUERST, EEdhc
KA SLs &R, £BEAT - LI ERE
AN U 7o, RSERBRAGA I AR MR ZE GRS b R,
NI O &R & A B HBIBIMRAED b hicZ E b,

FEERBAAIH ORRhT X 5 FIABENTTRE L & 2 BT
# OB AMEoERICHIh, ERMREREL T
fold\ne & A FEOGH T K e b OV ORARE—KI g <
L E
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