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LihtEickhi@gamicnansoengxzhi’,
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ABFAE M (ESR) IBXUBRE (TL) HBICX28#E, RERFIOILFENT
BT BEHA20= bS5 74— (GC) kb IUMEMAK I OD= /574 — (H
PLC) #kickAth#E. AKTICETHI8DNADKFAEM ML T 5 BLA K
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FOEMFHEAICHTIRFNMERBRET IREEFET o1, TORKE, ESREK
BUABEFEHOMY 7 VOB, HEEPH 75 VK, ) v TiCE 2 RFNHERTX
K ZEICBIF2RMIAE, BDNAICKU L2391 X0 EERBIICLZEHE T
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HOBRAEIIODVWT EOERLDAEHICOVLTHE L1,
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1. 1 BOH8EHICK2HRHEL

BRbHAREREZTSE, TTROICAMEMKT 251202 F I3 BUH &R O fr A
FEOWMEPEGFOBBICLVMENICTXNF—2MF5SN, HFHICALELRAA
OERSFEERT S, CASIIBEPOOEE LIABICAE—ICHFET S, ChooD
ARERERDITEET 20 FERIGUTTEEREAA . SRV, BIRSFEEFERT
5. EWEKICHEWOTIE, HIBROHTI%ZE LD B KIKBEAA VT VAINPKEES DH IV
HEDOSVANWELZHERT S, ZOXHIC, BHICIDEIIZLrSERBOMICHEN
IKHlERIZhE, FLZXNVF-RBOZEMEDENELE LR, ChoDERYIZ—
BICARET, REPIRXNVF—20THRELRFTHTBTIETRESRBICRS, L
HMUABD= FY v 7 RiCkDREMLSH, EHRILAX 2, S T0), BhRGFHFDORRE
TRHFETAIEELH 5,

COLHIBYHOIRIVF-—RBORAERNTEIHEELTR, ZVHIVENET S
BT AL 3B (Electron Spin Resonance : ESR) ¥, RS FEMBATEIEICE
D RN X2 #F N (Thermoluminescence : T L) 2. @B E IV /) — IV & RIG
XETHET AIL¥F (Chemiluminescence : CL) ¥R EHH 5,

IHhoDHEIIDLTIER, BHASOBRADILHIZW L 20DBRFAVLEITED,
ESREICLIAHN-f- AU HEOBELRR' Y, BEHPERHBE" "V, sywx ¥
DK, RROFBT. RABICRR" > 'Y, TLRICKAEHEAR. FICEFH 1Y,
CLERLZEXEH. BINWI, F22xF, Dy A4 VEOHUEIBEINh T3,
IhoDHEORICRM LY EAHORNSDObH Y, FICESREETLEIFLELTF
EEZEZON B,

—H\ BEHOZ IHYEEERLUTHER T2 OREFFICERPHITICLI8EE
IFPTLN, FHTRKLEUHDORBOMPENL L, L b, ERETHSIHRAICEK
B BEDHNERZITIC V. TDLDEFHIIBHFOEALIRIELEATHEERD 1D
THY, BEBIURBELZENELTH T VETHEHABRBHIRFISIATOS, £2, &
HEHMELTOLALHITI0~30 ey B EBHRITODOEIHENZ L, TDH, B
HEEHOBRAMEOHRIISH TH - 1.

ZIT. BHEFHICOVUTE SREICX S ART MIVOELZFH R, FHiicLniEZL
IBHBEREDOHIE YV FIVORAEA~OEBERH Uic, FBRNEEIC L ZHEE

O g F B L UEMBILD A EHIC OV TIHIBETT - 72,

1. 2 BFRAEVHER (ESR) (i L2BEFTEXrHORAEICHET 2%
1. 2. 1 ESROMIHFTVART MNICET 3 RHESE

BA LN, BA. ZEA., A8, AT, »ic, ARSORAEE LTEZOE IR
BDE SRANRYZ bIVERNET 2 kIR, BPROPTI VANDBKENSNBICHEN
MBAIETTETH D, FREXEL, FEURAED—DTHS '™,

—F . BHEEHOBAEICE SREMA WS AFDodd” #Yang” iz & » THibhi:
B, eholBEE—J7O0EBEHRELLTED ., BEHEBEICIIHHINATEEE L DB
ME~OHFIIHBTH S EHEShI,

ZEIT.WHTHIIAT Y, BIVav, HI YV avO IFEHOEFFERITOWLTIO, 30
BFXUS0 kyTr8EZBH L, ThOSDE SRARY FIVOEIZOWTHMICHRHA AT
57 WTHOFEFERNIIE LTS gli2. 0043iIcE L 7 FILns oh., BEgEOR NIz
hTY 7 FIVEE LM LA (Fig. 1 & Fig.2)o LOALZOEY 7 FIVREFERA100CT
1R LB b M UBSICHROTIEE D - 72 (Fig 3),

—Hs BHIOASVICBOTR, V7P vobicehdh -30C DALEC, FERES
POAHS Y TRESHABVEI V7 FIVRFEET S EERVH Lc(Fig. 4)e ZOREIV S
FE, EVTSFNERBELTRIER 1/10~1/4& NS 1odt, B RBIZOA BT X

A

? | g=2.0043

B
e Sl /] v

106G

Fig. 1. ESR spectra of radicals produced in white pepper(WP) and black
pepper(BP) by 7 -irradiation
A:spectra of WP, B:spectra of BP
a:unirradiated, b:irradiated at [0kGy, c:at 30kGy, d:at 50kGy
ESR spectra of WP and BP were measured at amplitudes of 790
and 125, respectively.



. FMBPEBHICLIERRBAOATRNGRNTH > (Fig 3)e EHIIVTF
JUAREE & AR BT B EEN S HBEENS SN (Fig. 5)e OV 7 FIVOMER. E
S FINERBICRNE 1 ~2 A TRELBLTEVRZO®RBHE DKL (Fig. 6).
a2 A%ICBL T HRIHET H » 72 (Fig. 1o

Relative signal intensity

Dose(k@Gy)

Fig. 2. Radical production in white pepper(¥P), Black pepper(BP) and red pepper
(RP) by 7 -irradiation

a:WP, b:BP, c:mainsignal in RP.

The relative signal intensities of the mainsignal with g=2. 0043 were
measured at the amplitude of 790.

A While pepper
——/—HJGJ\J(a__
Mty /"-_____-___
h—/\_(—‘ 10 G a
b

B Black pepper

C. Red pepper

D Red pepper
T-Irradiated at 10 kGy

!
et N

10 G

Fig.3. ESR specra of the three kinds of peppers heated at 100°C for one hour
a:intact, b:heated.

The arow in spectrum D shows the subsignal.

_8_

Amp.7.9x100

Fig. 4. ESR spectra of radicals produced in red pepper(RP) by 7 -irradiation
a:unirradiated, b:irradiated at 10kGy, c:at 30kGy, d:at 50kGy.
The arrows show the subsignal.

Relative signal intensity for a
Relative signal intensity for b

0 10 30 S0

Dose(kGy)

Fig.5. Relationship between 7 -absorption dose and radical production in red
pepper(RP)

a:mainsignal in RP, b:subsignal in RP

The relative signal intensities in RP were measured at the amplitude of
100 at 17days after 7y -irradiation.

Values are means*SD for four trials.

-9_



o

2or A

Relative signal intensity(Amp.100)

Heiaiive signai intensity(Amp.730)

-~

Time(month) Time(month) \//f\f

Amp.7.9x100
Fig. 6. Decay curves of radicals produced in red pepper by y -irradiation
A:mainsignal intensity(g=2.0043), B:subsignal intencity
a:unirradiated, b:irradiated at 10kGy, c:at 30 kGy, d:at 50kGy ) ) _ ‘ _ !
A c Fig.8. Identification of radicals in 7 -irradiated red pepper(RP) by a
! computer-simulation method
LIS A: a simulated spectrum of methyl radical

B: a simulated spectrum of combined methyl and phenoxyl radicals
Amp.7.9x 100 C:
D

Amp.7.9%100

: a simulated spectrum of combined methyl, phenoxyl and peroxyl radicals
: a spectrum of RP 7 -irradiated at 30 kGy

b
"’/\//\ 1. 2. 3 ZOMORNELH~0EI 0K
Amp.1x1000

bIATUND BEBOBEERCODOWTRHFICL BRI Y 7 FIVOEROBH AT - 72

Amp.7.9x100

Fig. 7. Comparison of the ESR spectrum of red pepper measured immediately after

y -irradiation(10kGy) with that measured after one year TORR, A— WAL ZABLVYFELLBOT MIA S Y ERKDOE Y 7+ VD HER
A:unirradiated, B:measured immediately after 7 -irradiation Eh(Fig'9). ORIV 7+ Skeyl EOBSN CREATE, MBDIEBIIC L him
C:measured in | year after 7y -irradiation
a:at the amplitude of 790, b:at the amplitude of 1000 ERGUD T TV 7 FIVEIEE BEBRICHBENA S (Fig 10), T-B4% 14
ML TORHEETH > 1o(Fig 11 & 12)s XSICEDY Y =7, O—L b, #— 4
1. 2. 2 WHFPIHSVESRYTFINDT I ANEORE Yy ZEBOTHBIY 7Vl S i, LOLBIYaY, BIvay, Yo-Ti
Hlic RO U, BRICEDERLE M IHSVDESRYZF VDS UH VA K BOTREV I/ FANOBMOL TR Y ZF VB HE WD -1

ETBHEDIC, IvEad—YIab—Yarkfiote FigSIKmTLIICAFINS Y
AN T2 ) FYF7ANBEUN—FF VS VANDARY PIVERAESDOESLZ &I
LD, BHFIHSTVDART PIVEILK—BUEARS bPDEBShI, SOZEDS,
MOIHSVDEVTFNVRBERL T2 ) FVSTVANERR—FFVSITAN, BV T F VI
FRAFNFTDANICHET S LHfEES O,

T - 11 -




A

g=2.0050

* |
e

a ‘_/‘\/—
= a __———____/‘\r\
10G 7,

10G

*

Fig. 9. ESR spectra of irradiated allspice and cinnamon
A:allspice, B:cinnamon
a:unirradiated, b:irradiated at 3 kGy, c:at 5 kGy, d:at 10 kGy
e:at 30 kGy, f:at 50 kGy
¥:indicates subsignal.

B b

Y=0.081X+40.264

a
Y=00556X+0.08

Relative signal intensity(Amp.160)
K =
ot}
Relative signal intensity(AmMp.500)

Do 3:0 30 0 lt:.) 3})
Pey) Dose(kGy)
Fig. 10. Dose-responce curves of mainsignal and subsignal in irradiated
allspice and cinnamon
A:mainsignal, B:subsignal, a:allspice, b:cinnamon
Values are means+SD for four trials.
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o Signal-|

=

S

<

e S L —— — = —
10

S

_“g' nol! irradiated

.3 -

i ; & % 120 150 365

(=]

8 2 b

o Signal-I

<

i

a8 b ‘-______F ————

1 Pttty ki

2 ‘\Ta B y S — N

-fg 0 : - " = ,-

& 30 60 120 150 365
Time(day)

Fig. 11. Time-course of intensities of mainsignal and subsignal in irradiated
allspice stored at room temperature (average 25°C)
a:irradiated at 5 kGy, b:at 10 kGy, c:at 30 kGy
Signal- I :mainsignal, Signal-1I :subsignal
Values are means *SD for four trials.

Signal-1I

(=]
] 8
(=]
o
o

120 150 365

w

L*]
L3
y
-

S :

Relative signal intensity(Amp.1000) Reiative signal ntensity(Amp.160)

2 3 -
a = ) =
0 30 60 120 150 365
Time(day)

Fig. 12. Time-course of intensities of mainsignal and subsignal in irradiated
cinnamon stored at room temperature(average 25°C)
a:irradiated at 5 kGy, b:at 10 kGy, c:at 30 kGy
Signal- 1 :mainsignal, Signal-1T :subsignal
Values are means *=SD for four trials.
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1. 3 8K (TL) RICX2BHBTTrHORAEICMT 20%

1. 3. 1 #8RK (TL) o@l%E

#MPE (TL:Thermoluminescence) &3, BED LRI -TRET 2L THS, B
FREGZ SORGMICHHNBNBHZINE L, EULBTFO—SHHEFRXIGICHEEXH 35,
HHETFEBREMAALICEIDBRPOIRIVF—ENE LTHIELEERBICES, =
DEXDOFNEITIZTIIBVHBBICHH T2, COBRLIUBERENETIRLI Xy &
Y ARBET P LR UHOFRMEFICHOSh TS 2P

Ko fran~O#H & UTIE, 19854 HeideSick b, WM LABRASICEVLTTL %
EUBZENMEEhL'Ys TORTLORKIBERHAKTRELASIKHELTLS
A%, BA, 1L SOUMETHS Z LML Y,
TLERWBAREELTR, RROFETLEZAET 2 Ak (HEMNEE) ' ', &
PR LTIET 2 ik (HlEk) 27 ' 10 IS It HRNAETRLE DR
®OT LEDI% &2 Hik (B 'Y ' 'O 8@ExhTn 3,

TIT, Cho3RHOTLICEZ2BARMORALICDVWTRIAT I EE L. &
FICRENEHOTREFEREZMA L. SSIEEFLHOKANMNENC &0 S BH% 1 £
BLEBDEL, ELTIHSOMEEOSMr EOMBE S, Milisk,. r8BHick 3
TLOZAL, BHEOHMHIEL LTOT e, RHBRASFICOWTHRI L. FHEF
>71e

1. 3. 2 pigEseEk

MG RO, 5. 10, 30 kGyTHSH L7 4RI I SBAOM KT LM 5. HiLET 3 - &
BACRBILICOETTLEREL, »BBHICLIZFEHOT LEHOZ (LA H~7-(Table
Do HMYHHEEEDOTL &IZ0.05~0.87 nC/mg% i Lize —HrEBHIA-RABTI
F—=2AYy 708 b#L2.30~3.28 nC/mgd T L itAR L, BB T 2K
B~SMETHO|OEKRED 2o KOWTEOY Y =T, 592 RysS—_ AL, Uy
FRyNR=—2EL LOWMBERL, YFEY, 2RI —F, 0—X=2VY—, ©—Jic
BOTHHNDS Shic, LU, DS BRETRAESHINTIZEAEEDSHAD -
oo FATLREBUBRICHBIZD ST, TLMEMO T YFbAkED oI,
CHODHREAGR TR LEEHNLARE LTORIEB/~I L B(Fig. 13), T BE
HICEAZTLROMMEA Shicht, FERSEH &30 kCyRIURAEHI-H T b HEEH
K& {EWL T,
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Effect of 7y -irradiation on TL Intensity of Spices Measured ¥hole Samples

Table 1.

5 kGy 10 kGy 30 kGy

1 kGy

0 kGy

Spices

0.18%0.03C1. 0> 0.20%0.06C1. 1) 0.27£0.05C1.5) 0.22%0.05C1.2) 0.22+0.06(1.2)

Allspice

0.24%0.03C1. 0> 0.51£0.21(2.0) 1.49%2.20¢6.0) 1.11%0.42¢5.0) 0.64%0.60¢3.0)

Black-pepper
Celery leaf

0.46%0.13C1.0) 1.06%0.35(2.0) 2.45%1.54(5.0) 2.76%0.93(6.0) 2.61=%0.95(7.0)
0.07£0.07C1. 0> 0.13%0.05C1.9) 0.11£0.04C1.5) 0.17%0.05(2.4) 0.21%0.07¢2.9)

0.07%0.01C1.0) 0.05%0.03C0.7) 0.07%0.01¢
0.18%0.03C1.0) 0.24%0.03(C1.3) 0.26=%0. 02(

Cinnamon (1)

.00 0.15%0. 11€2.3) 0.33£0.59(4.6)
.4) 0.37%0.10€2. 0> 0.35%0.05(1.9)
.4) 1.11£0.25(1.3) 1.04%0. 30(1.2)
-4) 0.9221.49 (10) 0.20%0.06(2.0)
.0) 0.07%0.03C1.4) 0.07£0.01C1.4)

Cinnamon (2)

0.86£0.17C1.0) 1.14%0.07(1.4) 1.14%0. 22(
0.09%0.01CL.0) 0. 19%0.06C2.0) 0.13%0. 03¢

Coriander
Lorel
Nustard
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0.05%0.01C1.0) 0.13£0. 16(2.6) 0.05%0. 00¢

Nutmeg

0.24=0.06C1.0) 0.81£0.54(3.0) 1.56% 1.35(6.5) 0.84*0.36(3.5) 1.47+0.57(6.0)
0.87%0.11C1.0) 1.57£0.27(1.8) 2.32%0.39¢2.7) 2.99+0.97(3.5) 2.31%+0.53(2.7)
0.31£0.03C1. 0> 0.56%0.43(1.8) 0.45+0.05C1.4) 0.80+0.59(2.6) 0.71%0.18(2.3)

0.28%0.04C1.0) 1.09%0.19¢3.9) 0.83+0.18(2.9) 1.54%0.56(5.4) 2.19=%0.46(7.7)

Red-pepper

Rosemary

Sage

Thyme

0.06%x0.02C1.0) 3.28%2.74 (53) 2.30£1.19 (38) 2.39%1.42 (39) 2.75%1.97 (44)

Turmeric

0.29%0.05C1. 0> 0.36%0.05C1.2) 0.45%0.09C1.5) 0.41%0.04C1.4) 0.35%0.08C1.2)

¥Yhite-pepper

: rate of increase.

)

(

Data: mean of TL intensity(nC/mg)*S.D. for 5 ormore trials.
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ﬁ&m%&u##mﬁﬁfﬁb‘aummmeuﬁﬁﬁ¥ﬂusufmkwbewmq
BETHELHMELTOEY'Y, AEORD 51330 KCyHH K I T b B O f 4
ZHNT A LRIRETH - 1,

1. 3. 3. ilidMEE

1) SEWE O Hh

9B TRADEFEH MO THHIEEOBRM AT >0 ChOOBFEEERIZIE Autio
5V HHE LTOAL I BARTEHICEZBANITIASHED -7, il eh g A A
TRRY S VTRAT VB> PO ABMBOUETE 2 8L 13 ) F2k &SmO 5 8o il LT
h%ﬁ\EMTH%&ﬁ%DLbbﬂﬂ@?ﬁk%t%%#ﬁbéo%:Tﬁ#&bfm
K16 DY TRTVBF YT ABMBEROME AR A R Lict 5. BAF LR
QTR I TRA TR MM EZB L L8 TE I,

ERNDI, #BY Y =T, TV aSh, RI—-F, =Y, R¥—F=2. #4144
DTREIZ, FYTATVBF M) O LRHBER TR+ E2ENB SR - b £
VI YTAT VBT M) D LBBICE DIZIZRIFLUMEMAEB S - 08K, choT
BRERBMBARTHD . RFREEICHDOOLD, UBLPTVODEEDNE, DL S
ICIRENCY Y T 2AT VBF MY O LRI T AT S &, B OK2/37T B il
VBSOS, FEHILFEBALMEBICRY § VS 2F VBT MY Y LA
CERIDMEMBRENKT 2 ENTEE0T, 2HMBOBBICEAMHEEFTFHI S & &L
oo HREERNTHIT 2 UM HEE S OYRIETable 27T & 512, 0. 02~5.28% T -
oo UL, IRIBULOHBIZOTHEZEDOKBAVBALLERYTH b, Al
WAFTERYOUNHOSHRIIBLE0. |%BU T EfExHI,

LU\ A=A Z2BART Y FEY L BREKREY F V725 VB F Y ™ L1
BEMOS L2 URNIBSNTHENRTETH > CHSOFZHITRMADON
BEANTOBLDICEDEDOHENIZLEAE LD -T2 bDEEZ SN B,

2) 78BRHICLATLROZEAL

FHRMHBTL, 5. 10, 30 kKGyTHRS L 1 9MB2TRADEEHDS b, MEMEBZ =
ENTELISHHBUBRKIIOOTTLRENEL, 7 BBHORBEHR L7 (Table 2),
TOHER. SAME LT XTORMICEO Ty BBINC L2 T L RO KIEA 20K
Shice ThbL, R TIZ0.02~38. 3nC/ngrs » 72 T L fitAt. | kCyBast TI120. 21~
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Table 2. Effect of y-irradiation on TL Intensity of Minerals Separated from Spices

Yield TL Intensity (nC/mg)

Spices (%) 0 kGy 1 kGy 5 kGy 10 kGy 30 kGy
Basil 1.18%£0.79 0.56x0.17(1.0) 5.42+2.74(9.7) 1.79+0.99(3.2) 9.97+8.52(5.0) 48.9+3.15 (87)
Black-pepper (1) 0.07%0.01 1.86%0.55C1.0) 67.6%27.7 (36) 165+ 68 (89) 235* 60(126) 313x T79(168)
Black-pepper (2) 0.18%+0.04 1.20%0.08C1.0) 1.93%0.46(1.6) 2.35%0.75(2.0) 3.01x1.10¢2.6) 19.5x14.3 (16)
Celery leaf 0.14%0.01 2.14%0.87C1.0) 567X 157(265) 947x 175(442) 1048* 233(489) 1284%= 144(600)
Cinnamon (1) 0.10x0.05 0.27%0.19C1.0) 2.53%1.09(9.6) 4.01£4.73 (15) 4.92+1.36 (18) 24.3%+22.3 (92)
Cinnamon (2) 0.40%0.09 0.03%0.00C1.0) 0.21%0.15¢6.7) 1.27%1.03 (40) 4.52=3.65(141) 12.6=%x11.5(393)
Coriander (1) 0.17£0.03 0.60*0.08C1.0) 1.99%0.82(3.0) 7.08%5.27 (11) 4.36%2.43(7.0) 15.6%10.8 (26)
Coriander (2) 0.09%+0.03 0.79%0.22C1.0) 7.12%+2.53(9.0) 3.88+3.19(4.9) 11.3+ 8.1 (14) 63.4%60.7 (80)
Cummin 1.29%0.54 3.67*1.44C1.0) 115 36 (31> 162%* 55 (53) 537x 128(146) 184* 79 (50)
Dill 5.28+2.37 0.53%0.69C1.0) 7.23+7.72 (14) 16.4% 5.7 (31) 17.6% 8.7 (33) 25.1+19.9 (47)
Lorel 0.06£0.01 0.17%0.06C1.0) 24.7x10.4C145) 3.23£0.09 C19) 23.4+11.6(138) 19.8% 2.0(117)
Marjoram 4.1320.62 0.05%0.03C1.0) 7.85%4.42(157) 51.6%26.5(1032)29.4%14. 6(588) 114+ 38(2272)
Mustard 1.29%0.45 0.02%0.01C1.0) 3. 14%5. 13(157) 1.59%0.63 (80) 5.11=%5.58(256) 11.4%=10.9(570)
Nutmeg (1) 0.03£0.01 0.10%0.04C1.0) 2.33%0.96 (25) 29.8+42.0(314) 16.1+13.5(167) 53.6x17. 3(563)
Nutmeg (2) 0.11%0.12 0.05%0.02C1.0) 1.59%0.96 (32) 5.04£0.12C101) 2.37%2.58 (47) 64.8%66. 1(1296)
Red-pepper 0.04%0.01 38.3%35.3C1.0) 790+ 330 (21) 2179% 766 (57) 20901136 (54) 2112% 184 (55)
Rosemary (1) 0.31%0.29 1.96%1.37C1.0) 112% 47 (57) 67.0+40.4 (34) 91.4*45.9 (47) 153t 63 (78)
Rosemary (2) 0.58%+0.33 1.13%0.21C1.0) 37.4%16.8 (33) 53.6=x17.3 (47) 39.7%26.6 (35) 24.0%£12.8 (21D
Sage 0.02%0.01 2.89F1.44C1.0) 117+ 79 (41) 26.9* 4.4(9.0) 74.6%=20.9 (26) 93.1% 0.0 (32)
Staranis 0.04%0.03 0.88%0.53(1.0) 77.1% 0.0(7.6) 126+ 0(C142) 68.0*+28.4 (77) 831 00944
Thyme 0.25%£0.08 1.87%0.72(1.0) 40.9%15.9 (22) 95.0% 4.1 (51) 168%= 66C106) 242%= 38(129)
Turmeric (1) 0.20%0.06 25.2%+12.3(1.0) 873+ 43 (35) 2327+ 522 (92) 2802* 139C111) 1810 509 (72)
Turmeric (2) 0.13%0.07 5.33*1.72(1.0) 282% 62 (53) 149*= 45 (28) 113 64 (21) 118%* 91 (22)
¥hite-pepper 0.02%£0.01 1.24%£0.00C1.0) 2. 11%0.10C1.7) 6.21%0.0005.0) 14.8%12.0 (12) 30.3%31.9 (24)

Data: mean of TL intensity(nC/mg)=*S.D. for 5 or more trials. ( ) : rate of increase.
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873 nC/mgTl. 6~2651%. 5 kGyH S TIZ1.27~2327 nC/ngT2. 0~10324%, 10 kGyTi
2.37~2802 nC/mgT2. 6~5884%, 30 kGyTIiZ12.6~2112 nC/mgT16~22724% = L 1=o
COEHICHEMOTLEE, BEALOFFRICBOTIHRMRA &1 K6y Bl EBSL
PRBHCAELRZENSD, abo—IvER B —o v b OFEBS ST 45 HH]
ETH- 1,

LU, —iCHElT28ICEOCTHRE—oy POFERMRABEBZZ LIITE L,
TITHMNOAMMNOREELLZMEEEDILEND S, Fig. UcEBHBRICH T
LHBEFXEROTLROSHG AR LI, BABEICHBELTTLRIRE (OHMLTHLBH5,
FEHOMBPO y M EAZZEBDBRENW/ O HRHNILLRD, IEBA &L, 5, 10 kGy
REOMBNIHHTH > 7o IR E30 kCyBIFIZOWTHLHHICETOEHEIH b 52
EUHMNEIRBETH > 7o, LEXIF0 nC/ng% & T2 &, HRYHD 2HK TR ->TH
fEHESNSH, 30 keyRHEDTXTORBIIBYHLELLHWESHh, 30 kGy2L LD =%
PV == IR ARETH 5,

T, BEHSRELTORBEOREIIRMTH 508, Table 2iICRT LS ICRAFESO
F¥XHEoy PRES>THHEBHBEOTLRIZEULTWEREENB L, £ CHlEH
BEeMMILEILCIVERFHEOMMEREL., WHOMEA M X3 2 &5
BETHAIo L L, BEFHORBHBIEHERICEL ., TRERPHMICLE X5y 0T
Eh, IXTOEFEFHIIODOWTRETEIZLREEETH 5,

Vy FRyNR=RUT =2 Y v 7(DIF, RO T L itH38. 3/%0525.2 nC/mg &I
WICHC BMHFSOUEESEZEI SN, LOALIhSORBIIBHEOT LR LED
THOIEDS, B LTOLRUENERTRANF - 2FRMLPT VR THH, 20710
EREMBMICED TRV F-2FRLcbD EHMENI,

WEMD N7 Fi3, HEMEELIDZSICKED - Chi3iE XA HEO T
ANF-BRMBONFBICAKEZRBILDTHE, 2 THHBOTLAEDEAS .
SELUE®RDELTHEL, TOFEHMEERDEZEE L,

1. 3. 4 WHE¥{kE

HRH KT, 5, 10, 30 kGyTRH L IREOFEHE B THERLES &R L,
AP RMHAERCHE > THEYOTLE (1KRTLR) 2NELLOL, 20K
kGyTHEM L, BUOTL®E (2KRTL&) 2MELTTLHEERD(Table 3), 2Dk
R IXTOFFERICBOTy BEHICEATLHO KBS HMAEME XN, R

=20 =

Effect of 7y -irradiation on TL Ratio of Spices Using Renormalized Measurement

Table 3.

30 kGy

10 kGy

5 kGy

1 kGy

0 kGy

Spices

2.23%0.96 (37)
335172 (1D
1.87%1.49 (62)
3.62£5. 12(362)
1. 69+0.45 (85)

L. 75%1.27 (28)
1.73%1. 34(5.8)
1. 18£0.30 (39)
2. 76 £3. 48(276)
2.47%1. 12(124)
5. 62x5. 49(141)
1.53%0.91 (31
2.16%+1.2109.0)
1. 13%0. 34(113)

1.24%£0.97 2D
0.84£0.38(6. 1D
0.98+0.36 (33)
.41 1. 03C141D)
1.42%0.86 (71D
2.06+0.00 (52)
2.12%£0.62 (42)

3.86x0.00 (16

0.76%0.31 (12)

.0)
.0)
.0)

1. 78£0. 39(5. 9)
0.74£0.22 (25
2.31x2.91(231)
0.91%0.63 (46D
10. 2+ 15. 4(255)
1.16£0.65 (23)
1.94%0.00(8. D
0.34%0.03 (34)

0
.0)
L0
1))
N 1))
0D

260+ 6506500
2.38%2.03 (48)
3.59%0.00 (15)

1. 57%0. 20C157)

l. 160.45C116)

L T R I R B I B I

0. 06 0. 06¢C

Basil

0. 30 £0. 14¢

Black-pepper

0.03%0. 01C

Cumin
Dill

0.01x0.00CI.
0. 02%0. 03¢

Marjoram

0.04%0. 06

Nutmeg

0. 05%0. 05¢

Rosemary

0.24+0. 13(

Staranis

0.01%0.00¢

Turmeric

: rate of increase.

)

(

mean of TL ratio*xS.D. for 5 or more trials.

Data:
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3.86+ 10 kGyTIZ1. 13~5.62, 30 kGyTIZ1.57~260&70 b, BWHEKOT L iR
AR D5 8~650065TH > 7co HMMITIE, TLHEBRIICES I TR E R —&

RTHEHSALHEAICR ], BUBRTHEHIATORAR 1LV AR, RSO > O 00 8oy
BRI L O/AE B, EBICIRIEN T ORBERRAB D85 Y 512 & DD 5 4[
DHDTWATELILICN S, SEOWERRIBIhEL—HLTOL, E 2
Fig. I5IC&BATBEICE 1T 5 T LROSH AR Uico FHSEN & BABBD/ 5 A — R byt BT
f—ORHRHOBHINTEAEH SN T, BN R HEE & E LT, W5k
AHEBRITIN | U7co JEMUS &5 KGyLl EMS Lc B TR I M A e TH » 12 % E g O] 1k6y
ILER MY T AL, R EL KOYMMFHBOT L UNERL >THZ B0, EBHD SR
T L BB AI30. 30, | KoyHS ORAEMIL0. 34TH D BB LT AL w2t
5Ty TLHOMER)JICHETIIE, BHINATXTORKDELHEXA iy
A0 HBHD | BEXBH EBHEINE &I b, —HEME0. 4~0. TORIC T i
FAUL, | KGRSO | kAR S BHE I N3 bDD, 5 keybl LS L 74 ~To Ea qlen a2 5
Btk & 1 KGyRRAF D #90%NIE LS MR SN, HBHBREDBRME LB, BERET § il
HIHICIE. SHRZBL ORI OVTRHEAIT IO LELNH S50, SHOEENSIZTL P
HO5%MIEET2O08EYTEBLOERDbNRS, 3

4 Bl 18 kGy
1. 3. 5 TLZMOSKMEENORMED N s T
FERICHE LTSS BFMOUMIIR. 7 MBS L D RER T I T RVFE— £ EH L, s °f
ZERICLDTLOWMEVEBITRH, BRHOHBWHINOBEE LTHEICHATHS w0
EEZOND. AMOEBRITHEVTIE. TORMUEFMT 272010, WENEETH 2 = 6
EFRENSRMEMOTHBRREET -7 THb5. EHHOSH R HE OB Bdplaed® 25N
FTROFFRT, L b RS 1 FMEE LB a ML, = |
ZORR, HBEWNEEICLVBEEHETOETWET 3 &, BLH b OLME &I e - r

TR C & BERERDSY 77590 KR ERSEABADHHZ EBEED, B g T e A i T ie . yag
SR S ERMRBICHRAEDR OB VHA LB, £4E LTRHOHMEXT TL ratio
52 ERIBIIAETH - 12,

—Js MHAERIC LD EEME L THEEFTS>E. B—oy bTH>IY o=
AR EBHUHRABOT LEICABLEENASQ, BHOWINETS S LBESTH S, Lo Fig.15. TL ratio ranges of unirradiated and irradiated spices using
L —RICKEBETARETIRIY ho—VRBAEBE - LHTEHL, 20 W D renormalized measurement

- 92 - no



EUNT AR LLMEEEDLHLENH D, —HTLIHEIZ, MEARBPICESHEO
ZEMHADUHHEIVRICEIDRECEBHT IO HICKEILENS D, ERHRE
10 kGyLL F OIS A & DHHITHMTH 2, 30 kCyH 43K T2 HSI 5T dh 2 D,
10 nC/mgZ il &3 5 LMY D 2HMUNBMEINBEZ LIl b,

PR CERCOMBEERRT 2D IEIHEANLFHETH S, HILBDO 1 KRTL
WMEZWE URBICHEBHETO. 2RTLEZMNELTHEOREEA - EiIck., &
BuON7 7 FZMBTHIENTEL, LHABEFELFHOMBERDy k3%, X542
HEBIPHUEHEICISEOMBT A LICND, Ak LTEAKICLENI-bO
Eliofc, MAHESD, WMEISEB|ET A LiICLD, AHOMBMINBIH 1 4ER
B UIRHCHE 0T H, 5 kGyU LRSS LR TRI~TERO S CHGIE N, | KCyHBSt
AR THHNBBIELCHESN, ULEOKEELS, EXHOBHNOEMOBEH: & L
TTLOHBRLENHE, BREHBRAEBICRLEN, BHERPAFIABALOBENL
MEIC LTH I #@AETH 5,

AL, BEREEICSOTREBHETOLENSIN, E0OLHORHMERIE S
NTOEIENEMEICHI > TORKOMMETH S, BREOMSIc>ULTHRIH
EHONTVEINELETZTRUEL. €I T, MMEEICIVBOALTLEE S &I
AT N == 7%, —EUEZRLALABIZOWTOA HEEETHEETS O
KA THLLERTE S,

1. 4 £&¥

RamMAICE D5 VANVERP IR NF—RBSOYENE LN SO L, TH%2h
DEBICULIBRAEOMREEDI LT, ESRESIUTLEICLZRI AT,

BPPIASVDESRARYZ PVICBOTRHEWILAFAS OHNMREREZN
LRI 7FNE, FERY PO YTREBEHENGOID, Ble 7 FVOHRIC LD HE
DATAADTHINENE L ELMBPHRINC L > THER LBV CRHBERB LS
D RMBRETH D0~ 100y TRAOTELBIEDNH D, Lo b L EMORFICTHZ KT
XD oTce THODRRMIT, HERBRHINTE LI -V 5FEETIHBERBLT
BHBRAELE LTBOTHEATHEZEER LTV A, ESIIOF Y FFUbiF — bz
AR YFEZ, ®DY Y =T, 0=V, =2 Y 9 2B THRILEhAZ &0
O SOICKBREERICHAETH S LpRmahs,

TLEIOWTR, BEEMNERE, mHNEE, BEELEECSLT, BHE%1E881
REFEREMORSOFMHGI OB ERD Uic, BEBNERICL 2 B & ERN DN
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TR HETH - 12, MHAELETIZ ¥ BEHHIC L D BFEOERACKIRIC L5 Lods, 3
ICREEATDTH o7, BENELAEEZH VS E, | KoyBHFABTIZ90%., 5 kvl Lo
BARABTRESICHINETH D, BAIEE L THEBICENTWS Z BRI,
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w28 ARBHICE Y AEFHELEBRAE

2. 1 BOHEEHHIC X B{EFHEAL

GEDBHERH AR &, MiETh<I L) ICEFTRHY T XVF-PHMESNAL
SRTERALA A vy T IR, BRSTFENRERINIPHEHZAL B Z S, KIKZTh6
BEDICHEET A FERG L. TRANF—2 LD REBRBICRASEELI LTS &
MIKIcBE WL TIE, B, 7 282 EL BENG. RahaRs S O A ks & UG L fH e 723 43
Wiz L DB DOERPEFOAHOMMBMEEVEEI T, JOL) UHHENE
LIcB BV TR . 2LAHDER, RS DOELE B RTIC X B LFNEIL LTI
(e A R E LBtk s LT, B RAEEYOERNEE LD,
B BETUO L EABRTORMAIEE VI RAEMILT I LRBEDODTHLL. £
hoDLeMmOBRBICRA RO 57 4 —(CO®EPHRK 702 757 4 —(HPLC)
EEMHVSRh S,

RBRAOTREHDH D EMESTh TV ALEMIE, BWA - KA - il - TERKBIS
o-FovvV ., 6l - ABICKITATIVA VBB LU TV M, & I heptadecene,
tetradecened & Uhexadecadiene® ™ . ZH + K% ¥1F 52-alkylcyclobutanone ™
. Ficy BBHICEDIRED SERT AW TH 5. FRBMICL S RMESDOILF
MEALA B SMCT 5 S &l BRAEMRO BT T B &L QKD AR

DENSBERTH S,

2. 2 WHZV—TL7NV—YORAEAICHET R

2. 2. 1 BHEIV—T7)N—yD3R

¥ U —F 7= (Citrus paradisi Nacf. )3 & DKM4 % K [H 1S LS ED S O AITK
HLTWD, RKETIRY V=T 70— SHEBICHET 5 Hd il 3 /S T OB
BATFUVEBEMHLTELYN, TORN VUMY S s o DEMIEIL LD
. 2ORED 1>E LTy BBHEHT Lc, RPECHET2HA RO AEER
WBZEICE > TVEH, BARSKEROLOBRAKEMRET ZLENDH -7,

2. 2. 2 RWHZYV—F7)—yOKMEkZDEAL

B4 L — T 7)—Y ORMESICBE LTIE, Noshonass ® SHSHZ K S B-E X ¥ D
ﬂﬁ%ﬂ%bfhao%:T#ﬁﬂﬁiU&&dkh%ﬁbkf&—T?»—?@ﬂ%&
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EDF 4= RS — I HRBEREROTHMBSEMM Uy KERA A Ak 267
2202 b5 7FID-COICL D MEZELIT» 7 (Fig. | & Fig.2)e HMEKIOBHO ¥—
shBHEN, 205 5O IMBICOVTI, CEEUHR 2 0% b 7S 7 H B %R !
(GCUE OB R I X D REE T oo E—080 — LA HBT 5 EMKIc L 2 &0
bhBZMITH SN, FRHRR L BHHH THELERIZED S5 hid - 7= (Table ui§
e

oy s
=3

1=

e

N -

=T

L=

(o0 B A L L

Retention time (min)

i ﬂJ-;-"l

Fig. I. Gas chlomatogram of essential oil in a grapefruit Peak
a:a-pinene, b:B-pinene, c:dipentene, d:isooctyl acetate
e:n-nonyl aldehyde, f:sec-octyl alcohol, g:citoronellal
h:in-octyl acetate, i:n-decyl aldehyde, j:linalol, k:n-octyl
alcohol, l:terpineol, m:n-decyl acetate, n:geranyl acetate b
o:citronellol

Fig. 2. Gas chromatogram of essential oil in a grapefruit irradiated at 2 kGy
a:a-pinene, b: B-pinene, c:dipentene, d:isooctyl acetate
e:n-nonyl aldehyde, f:sec-octyl alcohol, g:citoronellal
h:n-octyl acetate, i:p-decyl aldehyde, j:linalol, k:n-octyl
alcohol, l:terpineol, m:n-decyl acetate, n:geranvl acetate
o:citronellol

P e —

Retention time (min)

50 |

Table 1. Effect of 7y -Irradiation on /3-Pinene Content in Grapefruit Peel

B-Pinene (ppm)

Dose(kGy) Number B -Pinene content(ppm)

0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

0 4 38.5%19.5

0.3 4 46.9* 8.6 Time ( month )

0.5 4 56.0%+23.9

1 4 0l.2% 6.5 Fig. 3. Time course of B-pinene in unirradiated and irradiated
2 4 42.4%11.2

grapefruits for the duration of storage at 10°C for 2 months
a:unirradiated, b:irradiated at 0.5 kGy
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i, B-ERAVDEBMEBINSIET A, PROMBEENAEL. BHAH LR
HEHZUBRT 2 EAELNERROQ T, BHEREOHBM LA O M oT, $722 5
HBRGELIBA L, B-Ex /EARIT. JEMMRE., BEREE I ELEIZSS
nigd - 712 (Fig 3)o

RICB-EX GO y RBHICLZ9MERH LI EC A, A FH VBB TR
DMDBONISDD, MiiB LU T ) — VBT TRAMIR SO -7 (Fig 4),

ULEb, B-ExiZ y MBI UTHBNLETH S 09 Noshonas S ® & (35
BAMRBBONI, ERMOMMBS bEBBB/OBE TINIZL A LELEANL SHIEH

’3?&:0

(R s

a b a b

2 [=1]

- = r

= & i - o &
+l H H o 5 i
= - o + g H
=] - o L & (-]
& ~ *f = 8 S o
3';‘-: T e E @ o | [ e .;:\ ;.:

(78 T o (N .

@-plinene In n-hexane in ethanol

Fig. 4. Gas chromatograms of B -pinene iradiated at 10 kGy in n-hexane and
ethanol

A: B-pinene itself, B:p-pinene in n-hexane, C: B -pinene in ethanol
a:unirradiated, b:irradiated at 10 kGy

2. 2. 3 WMMT7V—TINV—yORliREXTT I ) ROEAL
BT V=T IN=VICGENBRAD ) BIRIBET I/ BicH>nWT, RESSTH
ARUHBIUVMHEBE I IPTVEEISHBMFICOVLTRA Lce S H LT
0.3~2 kKeyRH LI/ V=T IN—YDORT B LU R} A7 00 R VATHL, 200D
RIWVLRES KUKEICHEEUTce 7 0040 AREI A FIVEEFID-GCIC & b IR B4 5
Uy KIS M8 T 3/ BAEHck kst 7 3 /BAERE L7,

-3{“_

TP ORBICOWTIE, EBHERABICEOTIWVIF VB, X777 VB, A LA
VB V- IVBEBE LT J VBB E N, BH#%IZ2 kGyTY /U U EAEI ISR
LU bDODMICREBBRONE ) > 12(Fig. 5)e FLBHHE 1 » AMOREFEICL-TH
AL LD -1,

—h RHPORBBICOVLTIE. ERHICEOT VI F U8R, V) /=B XYY
J L vmdElahis, BHE%IZ2 kGyT/ OV FUBB LU J —IVEBO RN AH T
MAONIR(Fig.6). SSIC1 » HRRFELILEZ A, 3HBORELMRE b1 KOy 4T
THEICHM L TWAFig Do

Aokt I JBRICOWTR, VS IV, 752V, TIh¥F=v, &Y V%
ZL D7 I/ BEERHEIhLY, HARICIZ28AROLEHMNKRKE . LITh bIEBHAH
ERHGHEBICAERZEZERZYD oL -7,

—Js BRHPOT I JBIZOVLTIR, ThF=V, TANSF U B, ) %2 D7
/BB S, PROVBECIIZAROEHNKE (. IEWH R & B4 Uk
ICRBEAEAEERAONED W, TNV 7 I VBELDY VU TREFET DR M
nHohiz(Fig. 8),

BNEEEZIPTOEZELIONAMTICEOTIINBER. 73 /BICaaRERIZER
BRaHohiibh-t, —H, BABATHE2RHICEOTRT I /BOSHRICBIFIEAL
ZWizsohEh-7120, MPBROSHRICEKBHE LT ZTOEDRT L2804 S
htc, LHALIHhSDRIZ, BHOWMNICHVWONDZBECRMETEUAM -2, F 1S
WnAns oAb RBLHAMYERTSH D, HORSORELEAPLHBER LA SN
B Ehb, BHE7V—-TT7)V—yOREME LULRLHICHMBIZLVWEEIONS,

o
(=]
—

_—

xa

S~ -

5 1

= 40 =

- - @ :r\‘flf_lnoieic A.

z [ = ol ___ngl:;:;c A,

o - t i :O¢e*c A,

: 20‘ -

P Linclenic A.
p = - s - BScea-ic 4,
0 0.3 0.5 1.0 2.0

Dose(kGy)
Fig.5. Effect of 7 -irradiation on contents of fatty acid in grapefruit seeds

soon after irradiation
¥:p < 0.01 (n=4)
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Fig. 6. Effect of 7y -irradiation on contents of fatty acid in grapefruit juice
soon after irradiation
¥:p < 0.01 (n=4)
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Fig. 7. Effect of 7y -irradiation on contents of fatty acid in grapefruit
juice one month after irradiation
¥:p < 0.01 (n=4)
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Fig. 8. Effect of 7y -irradiation on contents of amino acid in grapefruit
juice soon after irradiation
¥:p ¢ 0.01 (n=4)

2. 3 KHFTEHORSZAICHT S0
2. 3. 1 RHFFEHOAY /) —VihilksOEAL
FERIREPICFRILBONICLIBWEE D FPTV, TOLDFEROK S,
WEBNELTH T »ETHHBBHEIFIEINTED, ROV EATHERED
12THb. EWRATHLLHBHPICLIDGHEOLMERIFICL, L bBRAZHME
LTWAB7e»HiZl0~30 keyD B ERBHAITOI I BEANB L, T THLUOMHR LK
MEHFRDOICD, HEHOPTHLENETHR LM HR/OZE T ¥ 3 7 (Piper nigrun L.
without rind). 3 ¥ 3 7 (Piper nigrum L. with rind). b2 # 5 ¥ (Capsicum annuum L.
var. frutescens LIZOWT, @BEZIDI v MBHIC L kLB Z 8 L1,
HaYav, Bavaw, bPIHSIVEDOTEDELIERKITHEERY VEL:
BATHA LV 2GHTEAY ) — I IViiHES DR EBRT Ui, RS X 5~50kGy
Byt Licaavay, BavaD, bPIAITVICAY ) —VvEMA Tl gtk U,
FOAHSVRBESICZ00KRNVAGERICIDHR U, ABRBEBIZHPLCIZTHA U, 84T
BHBUVNBLIUCHEBRHESFRIZEHER) vELUA TSV v OERE LU EHE
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Fig. 9. HPLCs of piperine and capsaicin in methanolic extracts from
black pepper (BP), white pepper (¥P) and red pepper (RP)

unirradiated and irradiated at 50 kGy

A-l:unirradiated BP, A-2:irradiated BP, B-l:unirradiated WP
B-2:irradiated WP, C-l:unirradiated RP, C-2:irradiated RP
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Fig. 10. Effects of irradiation on contents of piperine in BP and WP, and

capsaicin in RP

a:piperine in BP, b:piperine in WP, c:capsaicin in RP
x:significantly different from control (p<0.01)

R

50 keyBM B LURBHORIYaY, HIVaVRUFMIAIVOERY v EZA
THA Y OWVBRHSBICE IS 702 b7 L%Fig dicimLic, RKBHRABTIEREDIY 3
4239, 4+ 1. 3mg/g. F1T ¥ a2 ohic33.5+2. 2ng/gDERY ¥, bIH T U 4.3+
0.3mg/gDATHA YV EGHLTWI, 18ERHFTEIE, RIVavpoERY UK
CrIHSVHRDATHA Y OFRIZONTIE, 50 kOyEFTOEFEBREICENTEBITS
Shiihotce ULHLEIY a 7RO ERY 330 kGyH S T14. 0%, 50 kGyH4T14. 7%
DR IAH Sh iz (Fig. 10D,

ZFhUHNDE—= 271220 TI350 kCyB 4T 6 LU RGO EFERDOUVE L UFREHE51C
EA702 bS5 L%x&4Fig I IBXUFig I2IZR L, SHEOFEERE LXUSHILS
AHbbELARTHANEADOE 75BN LIc. BRIV a DIl 2L TERE -7 ORI
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Fig.11. HPLCs of methanolic extracts from BP, WP and RP unirradiated and
irradiated at 50 kGy with a UV detector
A-l:unirradiated BP, A-2:irradiated BP, B-l:unirradiated WP
B-2:irradiated WP, C-l:unirradiated RP, C-2:irradiated RP
Nonitored A and B at 254 nm and C at 280 nm.
Peak 6 of A and peak T of B represent piperine.
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BEE— /7 HOMMAERNIEZAFig 13), E—7 11350 kCyR M T21. 1%0FH &30
NHohtc, £, =271, 7. 12, 14356 LT15135 kGy £ 20 kCyRH THMARA Shic,
CHSIRBHUND T 7 77— KL B ERDNLVBRRBAYWUTH S, HI Y a3 7IZD0
Tk, BaY a7 &i3ERCHPLC Y — &R Lo (Fig 1] & 12)s E—78&92¢50 kGy
BN T2L 656 L U3 25D @A Z R LIch, AREEMABZBAEShLE DT, PIATY
KOWTELE—/7OBHEERE E— 7 BDHEER~XIEZA(Fig 14), E—74ick
WNTH0 KCyHS TH0. ¥ HELBABRA LN E -7 [IKETOHEMMRA Shich, Micid
bFEOEMAERASHED T,

UERLIZEDIIC, SAHOFEEHDA ¥/ — RS T y BB IC X D ETOXDH
A ONIDHHELEMARIRSNT, EARFITEISEEI SN MA LAY S R
=¥ (R A% AR AN

10 20 RT(min) O 10 RT(min)

. A-2 | B-2 C-2

0 10 20 RT(min) 0

Fig. 12. HPLCs of methanolic extracts from BP, WP and RP unirradiated and
irradiated at 50 kGy with a fluorescence detector
A-l:unirradiated BP, A-2:irradiated BP, B-l:unirradiated WP
B-2:irradiated WP, C-l:unirradiated RP, C-2:irradiated RP
Monitored A and B: Ex. at 410 nm, Em. at 500 nm
Monitored C: Ex. at 370 nm, Em. 430 nm
Peak 5 of A and peak 4 of B represent piperine.
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Fig. 13. Effect of irradiation on components of methanolic extract from BP
All components were measured at 254 nm and numbers stand for the
peak numbers of Fig. 11 A.
¥:p < 0.01
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Fig. 14. Effect of irradiation on components of methanolic extract from RP
All components were measured with Ex.at 370 nm and Em. at 430 nm
Numbers stand for the peak numbers of Fig. 12, C.
¥:p ¢ 0.01

2. 3. 2 KHUFTEHOR MRS DOEAL
HaYaw, BavaobilUMIAS VORMKSD v BEBHNICLA2ELEKRTT LT,

HWAH B L5~60 kKGYRM LAcHav 3D, BRI aD, FPOHFUIE, WidhHER

ICEDLSFHEMBRBRK L n- NFH by LIk O L, FID-6CHE XTCC-MSIZL b,

B L UER LI,

Fig. 15ICFEBHRHBLUS0 kKCyBYHDOH A7 o2 b /S AER L. BaYavb iUl
IV a3 TRIZADE—Z7ZR 0L, GC-HSIZED 5 XKDE—2 1220 TRE Lz b
IHFVTRIKDE— IV BRWIEINIENBRERTELE - ThHDOE—7 220
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9. 11y 12250 kGyBHThHI MMM AE ShIc(Fig. 16) FEXLbOH S Y TRRE—22
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Fig. 15. Gas chromatograms of essential oil from BP, WP and RP unirradiated
and irradiated at 50 kG
A-l:unirradiated BP, A-2:irradiated BP, B-l:unirradiated WP
B-2:irradiated WP, C-l:unirradiated RP, C-2:irradiated RP
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Fig. 16. Effect of irradiation on components of essential oil from WP All
components were measured by FID-GC and numbers stand for the peak
numbers of Fig. 15 B.
¥:p < 0.01

2. 4 &0

Y RBHICEE TV —TIN=VELUREHDOBRSSEA%ECCE L HPLCE b0 TH %
L, WIFhb RELEMABROEZIHT, Thol3BRAaEE LTREMNTELRVWI L
PPN ER T LOLIDZER, ThoDRGRSIDEBHBIEL EOFHED v 1
ST LTHED RO LETHBUNIOI EEARLTED, KLHPRBMD LD SFHM
SNHEHERTHD,
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BIE AMBHICET 8 FEYFHEA ERAL

3. 1 BHBBHICIIFFEHTHEAEEOFH Tk
3. 1. 1 BHSEBEHICEISFEHTFHEL

AEMESRHBERERZI L EZITF|ERISE G TAEMFNREALIZ, {LFENHE
{tD > B2 D N A (deoxyribonucleic acid) DZEALICHbL A 42X L T35, DNA
RBEELSERMEE LS, EAROMRFICEELRAEH TS, ZDOHDNAICH
MIEAEFEHEMADTIERIXNDE, ThAEPHRTRDNADOFERMEEDE/LICIKE L.
XOIIRAEMFHICKERZMEBLSTILEICNS,

BRI hE L, —ROVHELRBICEDEKICEOTS, FFMEN IS T %
WE=-BEHEEhAA HPRESFIERL, RICEHIEAA V. FOANEEZEKT
5o ThOIEDNADORIEHDBOEA XK EL. DNAICR/NMLFZRAEZTIERI T,
DNAOHMBBIIEEL XUMCBI3E R A . VAN, BRGTHOERH
FUBDTH B, LEARFIVT=AFRFIVSIAN, TAFVIUR=RFIOAN
HTHD, FLHRPBICLIVEE) VEBEOHYIMNIIERIINEIEbHD, 2o
OPIWBEBIITANLBELB L, TLBOEERNYHE. BIoKkPSELLS PHILOR
RAEZT. HEPHOHNEXRERE, TANVF-ORTHEBICE VIEEORO MR
PEROBERNPEL S, T VBREOHEASICHRNE IS5 EDNAGO—-KGY)IN %4
U. &5 %2R TDNASHO—-APYIMIESTE LB AR L5, F
T oA OKESELSOMB., BODNARDY LB EDER(cross 1ink) bAEL B,
hoDLFERMAIDNAOBRBEICEMAEEZ, FL_HOoEADWLAPLHAM
EOMKEGNERITIELENDS, TOLIUBDNADKEDEAIEMEROMRE & F
REMETZ518E8D, BEBHOKE T, ZRER, MR, SICBMEEIEEV -
EYEALEVELIT

3. 1. 2 DNAHEoORNEEBMNERAE~DEH
BSABPEYHFCIADNARBORHIZ, HEOMBIZIC U TR 2 FEIH
RENTWS, DNAGYIMOMIHEE LTI, 7107 —pitiEk(Filter elution), ¥
a BB B A RC kb B #: (sucrose velocity sedimentation), 7 /VES&Atk#h#Ek (gel electro-
phoresis)ick ) 2ABYIM £, FLENSETAAYBTHRET S LX) 1 KEY)
WERHILDNAGYIMEBRHTEZS, TOMDNALRE(DNA precipitation),
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nick transrationiCk > TH | AHHYIME LU 2 ARSI TE 5, SN, KK .
BOHil, ERFICLEDNABKMEDA OB MEE LTI BMILBE (nucleoid
sedimentation), alkaline unwinding#. halo microfluoressence#f. comet assayi:%
BEEIhTWE Y,

FLUEMEDOEALZT FRITHOEEPHOMMEABICOLTIR, 274V FD
Zibzlihk 7 0= b7 57 4 —(HPLOICK D 2 BEL . BRALFEBRINE, SOCRME, K
BB FIC L DT 5 htk, HEDOEAZCC-MSIZL D ®INT 3 ik, Yk FoF: v
$FIVT)I-NOHREER N DBRREEELISA), BADBBI > TAREICH > 72
WAL A& M il 3 S enzyme-sensitive site assayiiEDHMEINTIEY ,

—HUICDNABREGOPFRIZ, i LAZDN APERMIEEM O bONEL, in vivo
TIMLFHHEPBHBESRICEZ 5 EICLDE UL REINBEHBERE LT 2HAMNR
BEAET, LOASBIMEMOLRERDLE DS 20, HHEB O bLDRIER IV

V=102
o

DNARBBMBEHICHLTESCBZEXRODOT, DNAHBEEHLT2HHD
AREHHIE RS RN EER Sh, 0 BBHICHEROLEMREROET Z 0T
FHNTLEEAE A E A TR BRAES LM KS EHFEh T3, L LERE RS
EOERMED v MBEHICLIVAEUZDNARBERINT A ERELL . BHASOKRM
EHELTECORBPNINTOANUHEMOENEZZ ShAMERBDTORN' Y,

CORTRHEMEOT TR OBHBRUINBNLEVDIIATFOS b, ROEBELAS
D—=D2THLEKOEDNARHRETEIEE LI, T 7 HBBINICLZKOBEDNAD
ZALE S IVBGAKBIE. CC-NSESEHOTREETT - 720

3. 2 XXKEDNAOHIHEKNES

3. 2. 1 LXDProOEDNAODOHIMN

MAEMPEME LT SOEREMISOBDNAOHBIIHENES THEH.
VOB IMIREEERFDZ L, BDNADH A XDRKENI LB EDIHLTLLAST
B0 LMY TREPRELISIANZIDO SOMMA—BNTHY, BFOBS bKIC
BHLUTHHCRSN U, SORRFIRTHOMBERFI 0B, WHTLLI G
TARABBOZKRDNAMHONBE LTROEDAVSATOE L, L L, Lk
BRBUTKRIERBICH S OBRFEEDMET LTHD, BHICL-> TR ZAD
NADHRBOBEEI OIS, BEINTLATEENSSZ, B XL LRTIER
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FAMHEEShE7H, REFSELLOERABELTHV S I LBAWELEALH S, £
CTHERUAZKRDPSEHEDNAZMM TS hERTTH L E LI,

3. 2. 2 Hmilixkok#H

HOD»SOEDNAOHHEE LTIE. CTAB(Cethyl Trimethyl Ammonium Bromide)
B'PET ) =NV B BITH D, MEERF TR LILLXKICOWTE 2 DSk
ICEDDNAMMERSI, WThOHELFEEOE TR EIMEL - DT, fillil
My 77—, UBRA/Ny 7 7 —FORPRICHMZRIT L. REMICEZROSICET A
gl B 2

CTABHBIU 7 2/ —NVETHRONLLKEDNAIZONTU VIR D X bt
DREL LUV ERET12EZA, UVIRIRZRY MIVEWTh bNEIHLEDNADI S
— %R UIE(Fig Do BMABICKLXZMEOREZIT>2EZ A, 260 nn& 280 nnD WK
B 836 L UL 68T2L D /h& ., F/: 320 nn&260 nmd W% Hi20. 043 X T¥0. 05
TWFhd 0.05LLFTHY(Table 1), MHFEHLRNADRBRARIZEA &AL SR I HIRE
Flihotce LAL, EOWEIZ 7 = / —WEETIRCTABEOMTI%ICT X3, BHT
& - 7c(Table 1) FRI%THO—ZAD I =F ) BEKEIICHEOTIZ. CTABH:TH
HUZBEDNAREME I RO/ FERLUED, 72/ —VETHE L bOTIRHR
ERUMHBECEIZDNAZO M RN X 7,

DEEY, ZROSOEDNAOHBICIZRENLS, L bYIBLLENCTABE
EHWAZEELI

Table 1. UV absorption ratio and yield of DNA extracted from
rice using CTAB method and phenol method

Method Absorption ratio Yield
A260/A280 A320/A260 (%)
CTAB 1. 83 0.04 0.026%0.001
Phenol 1. 68 0.05 0.002%0.001
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Fig. 1. UV absorption spectra of nuclear DNA extracted from rice
using CTAB method and phenol method

3. 2. 3 HKHLKRLHOHIEUAEDN A O
ZRIZLS 5y 106 K UF30 KGyD BT RRE T v M =T, FERMBOLKELBICCT

ABHICEDEDNAZMI L, £OWE%E U VIRINEEE S IVIESKBIEIC K DEH L,

FHRAHBERICE T2 DNADOWEAETable 21CR L7ce U VIBRIEICE T B ILEIZ L XK
10g85720D2.6~5.3ngTH D, FIVBEAKEHEDI. 810 *~3.3% 10 *ng& ¥ L TI00~
40058 »7ce Fh, UVIRREICH 2NN Y F 352 bODRAHGEIZH L
T—EOMEIEA SN -1, FIIVERKBEICL 2 WEITBHBEREOE NN
THOL R RS SN,

Table 2. Yield of DNA extracted from rice unirradiated and irradiated
at 1, 5. 10 and 30 kGy measured with UY absorption(UV) meathod
and gel electrophoresis(GEP) method

Irradiation Yield of DNA (mg)
Dose (kGy) UV Method GEP Method
0 3.6 3.3x10°*
| 4.0 2.3%10°2
5 5.3 I bt
10 4.0 l.I1x10"*
30 2.6 0.8x10°*

==

UV ESFVBLAKBIETRESNINEICKEZLENRSESNLIDIE, &&FICBL
TR ¥YVEKKHTA 77— VDNARREG &R UCALRIC/S Y FEER U BH~¥E
kbpiiM4 D53 FH 4 XDWHDHEERLTOADICH L, @& TIREAKBIFIZY 2 L
NIEHE->THhkBLUED>KERBDNADEDTERLTVALDEZEASND, T
bbb, B0 FETLADOSHMHENAEDNARKBIBEADNATH O, F¥ILEBR
KBTI TE A~ EkbpO DN AIZ0. 2~ 1% EHsE S htce T LKAy BRe
223l dx. EADNAREAZIZBLEAEZTRLD, ZRITHLELES 14 AKX
EDEADBRBETEL oL bDERBDIEY, FVEBRKBETHEINE S FH 4
ZD/NEWDNAZ, BaHaEicHl L THRBEZG Y N7 HGED7DRY Y7tk
D hi< b, MHTEEDNABEBSNRI L b LHfEEEN S,

3. 2. 4 KHEHXXIOMIBEUALEDNADOT VBRI /Sy — >

BB LUTBPLKDOSCTABRICEDMHULABEDNAICSOWT, 7<) V8
kBB AR OTY VBRI S — v OBRHEITo 20 1L.2%TH O =25 i & Bk
iy —(Fig. 2-Mid. Wb A 77— DNAR#EG EIFIER CALRIZ NV FEE
M UTHDEAkbpLl EOH A XER LI, UL LEHEREOMMEEIZZDNN Y FOIR
ML sMarAE N, LL.2%DF NV TRE~BEkpD 344 X% MT 52 &M
HERZODT, 0.3%BTHO—=ZAF NV EROZSICHMES V14 ORI EfT-7c& 2
A, EBHAHTIIEDNADESZ100kbpll EZR LT oA, KGR E O Hn & 36
DNAH A XIZTFAD, 30k6y TIE A5 H20kbpld T 27 L7 (Fig. 2-B)s FTHDBELXK
BEDNADHILDA 77— VDNAGEHEOESE, v REHICIIHYMICXL D211
ABETFTTHIENPOMEL T2,

CO&EHIT, rBRBHICKLZEBIIZKORFICI0kbpEHEDZ TP 14 XDDNAICEL
T DNAMEBFEONEOEPPDNAHY A XDETFELTHEFICH DO, &I,
0KGYAHIC B W TDNAY A XOETHHHICHES L, DNABYIMICXS b0 L
Exhtc, —HREDOETIZ, TSIEVREDI SERIFMICEEIhTED, BHICXD
FlERZZINBEDNAEY R IEED 7D RY 712X EXERBRE TR
hEiEEahi,
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3. 3 GC—MSICIZMPLKEDNADKEEEKDRE
3. 3. 1 DNAKEZKkOME

DNABEOEBMIZ., y BEMICEI->TELESVHNRERLA A OT I v 2B &
UZhiCh| ZECALFERMITEIDEL S, FI 7Y a—)b, 8-E FpFv7F=, §-

E EFoF 7= ERNAohTH3i3h. DNABERGTEZBH O -EZRICI DB L DT
cm AR o KOERDNHRBS T B, ThOORMIEE LT, LERUBHHP L CHkick 28-t
L@ o < FaFo77=v0488. ELISAEICK2F 2 V7Y a— ORI ERBEIh TS Y,
[ H i | z —7~ DizdarogluS (ZGC-MSEMUTDNAKEL AL SN T2 HEEHRE L, KD
< DNAOR%m, DNAMWDE~OBEMERIT LTEL" 'Y, ZoHFKIIRKICSHK

DOEAEERH L. LOEART MICEI VR TEX AR50 2, 2T OHEAY
Ko LB DNADRREL LUK OREIZET T A 4B L. X5 1IcBE
ICELBDNAKEDODEOBREEAAT.

3. 3. 2 GC—-—MSICXBLKEDNAKLEZtKkoNEL:0KH

CTABHRIKIDZXDSMELADNABMBKAECC-MSISHAT B, DNADK
SREB LMY A FIVY IV (TMS) (LEEDORFT %17 > 720 MK EEME LD N
A% RRERHRLICHE, FRICEDI50C 00 MRS E2 ERBWNENR LD -7, F1o,
TM S AEid BSTFA (bis-(trimethylsilyl)-tri-fluoro acetamide) “#IZT & b % 1:1
TEASULAZEEZHO. HICHFTHRIGETBIBEVPROINENR LD 72, X 51260
MSOREFRMHICONT HEF U, KROBISRTRUEEED T,

EIT, HFBHLKIDMHLUICDNADKEREAZCC-NSICLHBIE LI EZ A, Fig 3ic
RY b=FNWAF 702 b7 5 LMTIONZ Shic, BRHEhABHOE— 212D T,
V7o Ya 2 ALERRAARY MV EDEICEESGE I SREERALIE
Ay, 2ERONMEELY -7 (6-THF IV, 8-THFT77F=) L4 EmHS5ADDNA
BEE—T (U PTULIE, FRI Y, PTFE=us IT=B1E) OIFNE, 55 Fox
YU b, FITY T, - FOFUTTF B LU 8- FaF v rT= 04
BBEODNARELMAKDOE - DR E N/, DNAKEZEIIERH L KDz,
HOIBREFELTOW b0 EEDNZ Y, DNAMBERETIZH ABKICAR L iEd
bdH 5,

(B) 0. 3% agarose gel

5:irradiated at 30 kGy
b:DNA size marker, A /Hindml digest(23.1,

(A) 1.2X agarose gel
l:unirradiated, 2:irradiated at 1 kGy, 3:irradiated at 5 kGy

4:irradiated at 10 kGy,

Fig. 2. Gel electrophoresis from DNA extracted from unirradiated and irradiated rice
a: A -DNA(48.5 kbp),
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Fig.4. GC-MS-TIC plots of DNA bases extracted from irradiated rice
at | kGy
GC conditions and legend are the same as Fig. 3.

Fig. 3. GC-MS-TIC plots of DNA bases extracted from unirradiated rice
The column was a fused silica capillary coated with 5% phenylmethyl
silicone (12.5 mx0.2 mm id.) programmed from 100 to 250°C at 7°C/min.
l:thymine, 2 & 4:cytosine, 3:6-aza-thymine(IS), 5:5-hydroxy cytosine

6:thymine glycol, 7:8-aza-adenine(IS), 8:adenine, 9:8-hydroxyadenine

: : Abundance TIC: . B
10:guanine, 11:8-hydroxyguanine Seho @ 1 i 7|3 mos?é,o
3. 3. 3 LAMDNAKEICXT Sy REHOLE Lix
3. 2. 3THEBLCL 5. 105 XT30 kCyRs Lc X KkO#D N A%, fks s & 46560
XTNSAL# CC-MSTHE LIz = A, Fig d~TICRT b= A F v 707 + 75 L(TIO) 35000 4
PBoh, WFNOZ7 o2 b 7T L, EBHLKODNALFEF—BLINNI—VE SRERPN
,-_J'-;L.f:o 25000 +
FCT5-E FoFy vy hvy, FIv7Ya—, 8-EFoFVT7FUvBLU 8-k :::::
KoFo 7 7= O4fB0ODNAEEREKIZONT, WA RN E Lz E— 7 Bt % 100004 1 a Ls 3
HELIzEC A, ETONSYFEIE2b00MH EABRICHERZRZHOILT. B SODOL.M U_IL_N alisl U‘MM
HERICKELEER LA ShRD oo TRIERFRBICHFELDVHLBE-T R S T T T T e T T kﬂﬁ
Wil hiid - 22 (Table 3)o
COZENS, SEBHEINIDNAKEEELEOKEN T, BHUAOFERICID K Fig.5. GC-MS-TIC plots of DNA bases extracted from irradiated rice
at 5 kGy

¥DNAFIZTCICEEL T LERIN AN, B CABMICAER U b

GC conditions and legend are the same as Fig. 3.
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Bl Eho y BBAICE > TRABDNA P ICAE ULEREKORII 4SBT Lo X
DHIRANICARTHOIEMD/ ST Y FOPICHBELBIETE AL bDLEDN S,

pbundance = TIC: KAHIOES3.D
$0400 R | i 10 ZRPITB VT 7 BB U T2 O AP S REL M C 7200, D N AJK PR 3
45000 - WS HBELUTDNABEORABREAINME I W EHEZN S, EDOIDHEKY
40000 THUBZDNAEEOEBEBRHTAHICR, JHEREOFVRELEEZHRBLTHK
35000 T, BRI ABMNICETELEELZSNSDN ABEEBBAXSIZECMAS A
ik HEAEMRTAELNRETHLEEAON S,
25000 -
i Table 3. Amounts of the DNA base products in nuclear DNA extracted
e € from unirradiated and irradiated rice
100004 4 | 4 11
vy, 2R MJ h i % Irradiation amount of DNA base products”’
n U “LM ok By dose(kGy) thymine glycol 5-0OH cytosine 8-OH adenine 8-OH guanine
0 I ! i ! : I ' ! X 4 I X g o 3 I L A i -
Pime -> 5.00 10.00 15,00 20.00 0 LOX10-? 0.8%10"* 0.8 10" L 9% 102
| 1. 2%10°* 0.7x10°° 1.0x10°*? .9x10°*
Fig.6. GC-MS-TIC plots of DNA bases extracted from irradiated rice 5 0.8%x10°? 1.2%10°°® 1.0x10°? 1.8%10°?
at 10 kGy 10 0. 4% 10" g L l.ox10"* l.4x10°*
GC conditions and legend are the same as Fig.3. 30 0.9%10 2 1.0x 102 1.2x10°2 1.6x10°2
¥;:Peak area of product/peak area of internal standard
“’“2233‘3? = = TIC: KAH30FS3.D
it 712 10 3. 4 ¥£¥&¥
o L RSB LTF1~30 Koy TRHY SN LK S LD NAIOLT, 7 AKEHIC
40000 4 S AEAEBRKE U, M ESVBLSKBICE DTS E, A-DNA LEFIEFRUS
35000 - FH 4 X% bODNAESFOWENEDY L, o2 OMEL D55 A4 XH100kbpti 4Ll L
300004 D S20kbpAHYSLL FICIEF LTWA S EMMER o1z, FF U A XDIET I vy BB IS
A IZDNABOYMIc LS Lk, WROBMVIIDNARLEY LV HELDI/ DR
W ) v cRET B SR E N,
15000
10000 THEDNADKEEZKIZODOTHONMIT EcH. C-ASIKL B EIT-7co W
: : 1
mmlﬂ wu 5 BULQ ML Sk DBRIICERT B EHZ SN TORDNAKED 54713 8 frOKERILHPF
\K
e Ty a— ik, FENRBOMESD S bR Ik, —A. BRSO TE,
Time -> 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00
FEICDNAKED S AL E 713 8 LOKBILEPF I 7/ a— bRl Eahicdt, £
IEBHRZBEIFEIRALTHD, 7 BRBHICEIZFELEMNREZTAVESOEDI -1,
Fig. 7. GC-NS-TIC plots of DNA bases extracted from irradiated rice WL AR R 2 _7 i it S
at 30 kGy yEBBHIZLDDNADOHMMROBY PHFH 4 XOETFHBEEININ, BIFIZLS
GC conditions and legend are the same as Fig. 3. ZiLiZ/hEx L, LHbEGREOEBA KX, RASEICHEHT S 2 & RAAGE & KM
= 51 —=
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FAT AGRHICIIEHFHELEEDL

4. 1 REICX2EHFHEMERFNET

4. 1. 1 KREHICI24EHTFHEL

BSBIZ L 2 EMFOREAT. EEAOMENLEARTILENRE/ITHENTHER
ahz, £EAS T, EXICEGORBICEH2DNAREBEEZT., SSICREEE R
BFICBEEEINA L, KSR, MiasROEN, REOKRY., HMBRIE. D0OIZIZMEZE
REOEYRIENGIFRI NS, RGBHICLIDPFIhIRFNH ., BENE, B,
BB EOMEMEB., BHBRICEI2 NS OEMRISICHET 5. THOLRENH L LU
REFABEIAMTHIHOAER P OS2 MOBREHIE, BUBLUBREIZREMICHATT
AZEEBLIUMBEOMEIEIC L ->TH 50

EYRIGEBEE LIBRAELE L TR, BRPORMEDBORE LB PHEDEDE
fbadmBle Ltk BFEEHEMELAHES VEXHMEIh T AH, LHITHZ
9 ABRAE LI > TV,

4. 1. 2 BH8ICX 2 8FNH & KR aIEL

MHEICE T, AiTOHRPYF IR BEZEXRROBLO—D2THD, HT
IEREOBHRERN T2 LRFNELEZIH, ThULOBRBTREFIAMNEA S,
COBSRIC X B RFEWMHIZ, 19364EICL. NetlitzskySXBMBHICEZ Vv H1 EOR
FUIEERHERE LIOXROITH 2, RETRIERICISAShBENBHETHY .,
Ty HAEPITRXAFEOFIEDICHAINT VS, BEHRO RF 045 O B S
ADBHIZO2OTIE, THOBV vy HMEDKRIBFIZTORVY VB3 2xF 0B %
THo&, ERNTRTHUACHFEZLELSD, 0. 0TkCyLl L& LB i3FENER L
RO ERIVBHOFMOBRAMMNWHEL L Z L5 V%, FLBHSHBHNEL LT
KORFHOMRBICHE T 2MEIPRENDOTY v POHBRICLIhBEOHFEEABRAHK S
EVERELTVE, LOL, ~RICHYORBFTRE* ODFRETRFLAEVEALE
WOTRFRIEZEBHLP T, FLRFITONMBE OB A EBRAEE LTO#H
IREESHENB O HRAIREEEX ShT T,

ZEIT, MM, VT, 75 R, K EEICHT 3 HAROFEFNHERITON
THRHTAELEGIC, XBREMA, EATRTCRAOEOHMAEEIT - 2,

ek (RF| LR, —BRIZBEFFISOFOMELVMOMROMEEEHTEHDH,
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ThTHE3052KHE LT, ORI TIZFOL RO AFF (shooting), #H
DA RO ZFR(rooting) ERFILTHRT I ELET S,

4. 2 Half—embryo i~ & 2 RHEHRBOBRAEMBEICHE T 205

4. 2. 1 ZVv—FI7)V—IEHTORNEBEREH

U= 7=V 20TIE, B22HETHRNIL L) ICBMBRAEOLEWNGOD, K
SOEWAERBIC L THRHOARERANT A ERMKED oI, EZTT V=TT~
VEEPIZEGHFEEINAEFIIOVT, rSBHICISERE LURFORIMIIODWTHER
2 T o1 U= 70— 0.3, 0.5, |BLV2UYOBRBR Ty BERY LT O T%
LI EZA, ROV TRERBSIOAIVEIFIWMEZTTHEICEI LD, —
FEFITDWTIZ0. SkCyR A A SRFM T L ICHR = h/z(Table 1),

Table 1. Effect of 7 -irrafiation on germination of grapefruit seeds

[ncubation Rooting(%) Shooting(%)
days 0 kGy 0. 3kGy 0.5kGy 1.0kGy 0 kGy 0. 3kGy 0. 5kGy 1. 0kGy
6 50 0 30 20 0 0 0 0
10 90 10 50 20 0 0 0 0
19 100 90 80 o0 100 0 0 0
28 100 90 80 50 100 0 0 0

COEHIC. RFICHTIRMNRBRIBHTHETH D, LI b0. 3k6yh S & BT HED
W BHOHBERADIKELE LTHETH S LEZA 0N, L LERHABIZH VLT,
FFORFREVSHEMPD v b, SSOICBMEKICEID KE (KB L. K% | BR%RICR
¥35b0bbNiE. 2HABSTHLRFLEVLDOLEL, BFERLI~I0%FTKE
(EBL., BRUELEI -, EDOLHIOFEITRETORFUMER/EL LB K
HEIIRETH Y, FBRHBEFORFROM L, WM OEM S X LB OEEET
DAL 5 AT SRET A

ZFITHYANLVEL ORMIC XA RBE LIURFOREERS I, VE—Ly FEI L
=L 7= DR FICRBEEEREREDA 2 F—IVEEBR(1AA % 103 & TF100ppZSin L
TEBEB RS EZA, HENOMFTRERETIIHID 7245 10 ppoZRiN T
RO HRICRMRS%ICELRREFTOMMMEME A (Fig D, LD URFREC
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Emergence rate of radicle(X)

50

FLRFRBEFEHOHZ OV VBGDEBMULIZEZ A,
100ppnZE NI H T RFMIEHL23E HEO S I6H Hichiiah. HFELEMNBAETIO%ND S
0% LA Lc(Fig. 2)e ZOD LI ICPRUFRAONID, BRAEICHEBTAICITEEE

5

0 15 20 25

Incubation period '(doy)

Fig. 1. Effect of indole-3-acetic acid(lAA) on the emergence of radicle

of grapefruit seeds )

a:incubation in sterilized water, b:incubation in 10 ppm I[AA
c:incubation in 100 ppm [AA

Emergence rate of plumule(X}

100 +

50 |

0 5

10 15 20 25
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Fig. 2. Effect of gibberellic acid(GA) on the emergence of plumule of
grapefruit seeds -
a:incubation in sterilized water, b:incubation in 10 ppm GA
c:incubation in 100 ppm GA
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4. 2. 2 ZVv—F7I—"iZH} 5 half-embryo test DB 5
FU=TIN=YDRFR, BN EESHM HORNARLEBHERYDBATED,
ABEOCOPDRESREE > T I HOBREL LTS, FREX ORI 2HOTFELY
BOSHETWS, —H, —RICHAFRIERICHREBE ) T2 ERBE L URFNREEXH
AIENONT NS, EZTHIFICHRA LB CHEEXS5Z., BRBIURFOKT*
BMELUL, Thbb, VE=Vy FREZV—FI7NV—VOREF4A2FDEF, NAiKEIE
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Fig. 4. Comparison of growth curve with three lots of unirradiated grapefruits
o: Marsh White from California, ripe
o: Marsh White from Florida, unripe
A: Ruby Red from California, ripe
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Fig.9. Effect of temperature on growth curve of half-embryos
extracted from grapefruit var. Marsh ¥White from Florida.
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Fig. 10. Effect of 7y -irradiation on growth curve of half-embryos
extracted from grapefruit var. Marsh Vhite from Florida when
incubated at 35°C.
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Fig. 11. Effect of giberellin on growth curve of half-embryos

extracted from grapefruit var. Marsh White from Florida

when incubated at 35°C Fig. 12. Effect of gamma-irradiation on growth curve of half-

embryos extracted from oranges when incubated at 35 °C.
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Fig. 13. Effect of gamma-irradiation on growth curve of half-embryos
extracted from lemons when incubated at 35 °C.
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Fig. 15. Effect of 7 -irradiation on the growth curve of half-embryos

Fig. 16. Growth of half-embryos extracted from unirradiated and
irradiated apples after 4 days incubation at 30°C
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Fig. 17. Effect of incubation temperature on the growth of half-

etbryo exiracted from cherries Table 3. Effect of benzyladenine concentration on shooting

percentage of half-embryos extracted from cherries
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foo Fig 18IC/RT L 9IS, FEMMTII2H HICRFLMEE D RRFRH50%. 46 HiZ1290%
iy 0. 05kGyRH TII2B HiZ20%. 4H HIZ100% i L7z, —A . 0. 15kGyLl FBR& L 7=
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—®— 0 kGy —{— 1.0kGy
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Fig. 18. Effect of y -irradiation on the growth curve of half-embryos
extracted from cherries incubated at 25°C with 10N benzyladenine

cherry(Japan) 4th day

06000000

0 005 015 03 05 10 2.0kGy

cherry(Japan) 7th day

)

Fig. 19. Growth of half-embryos extracted from unirradiated and
irradiated cherries after 4 and 7 days incubation at 25°C
with 10 # M benzyladenine
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bOTR THHIZH >THDLTHRRF LSO LED o1, FLRIZOWVTR, WThH
H3~4H HICRMAMEZE 50, MOMEI v BRI X O BEICHB L2cmrs shi,
Fig. 19ic k%40 BH L UTH HDhalf-embryoD BEH AR L7z, FERHH L 0. 05kCy R 4
T3, AHHTRFIWME IO, THETRFI BEERLTWLSA, 0. 15k6y Pl RSN
LEbDOTREFRASNLED oo, ELRABEICHE L TROMEMFINS Sh i,
ToIC, WA 7S VROV T HBRHET - ET A, 0. 15kGyLL L TRAICRFLH
Mah, BHABREICHBM L TROMEX M E S E, EAEY 75 v REL—HL
reERVBON,

BB »TEFERIC, 275 KD half-embryod v EBHIC L 2 HEH R L UE
THHORRFTHY, 0. 15k6yLl EORB TR TRIZEIELICREFNDH I, YL
DEERN S, 75 KD half-embryoD RFOHMIT, BHHANOHEWMELTHATH
BIENPENER 5T, £2T. 75 v EDhalf-enbryo testic & 2 B4R AIH % L
FTOLHIED,

77 RCFTENLIHATFERHL, ARSI Y —2HOTAHABEEDLEHES
iKHh, ARRRBE ty FTHELTHELXB 5, BOFE% 1 #B % L Thalf-embryo
BT D, SO F V¥ —UHDI MRV PNT T Ui TR U A LiC, half-
embryok 10N EoH, 25CTHEBLT, TORF GFoRX1. ml L) OfFHs 8K
T5, 4 HHORFENBARMOBAIIKN, 48 B TITRIFRBM0%L Liciihid
HMMENET S, WEXTOREIHIZI2~48, BEREORHMRAIZ0. I5k6yTH 3,

4. 3. 6 Half-embryotest iCX2MHY v ITELUY 7 5 v EoBRAE

VoIdBIXUH 75/ FORMNOHERAIESL LT, #ESEFMRIC half-embryo%
WEARREEATELZENNONER >, BMBEREE I, HHBHC, Y »T30°C,
B35 VKRB CERRBIZRE ST TV 75 VERBRFICHERDLINB 125, 10uN
NVINT T BREROCTRFRELZIT >/ LU, RBREOTZEHH 4L R —
THY, LOLRHTEIRHBRBOMAH0. 15k6y & —H L T, HHEE, Vo,
V77 RBAR, REPHTOREE, HESXL{ AU B ICbMhDST, AUESY
BMEICRFOMOBREE S > TWAZ EITRUKED - 72,
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4. 4 Germination test iZ X 5 RH XL L /hEZOBRAEMBIZE T 20F%
4. 4. 1 XPBICNEEBHBRH
K (Olyza sativa |.. ) 5 & F /N2 (Triticum aestivum L. )IZHRMOICHR L EELBEYTH Y,
FEENEO EOSRMBRFEESNAZZENB L, FETOHFRBROIY., —BICE
BERPREMEITODATLEY, rBEHICIIVREFIILTHWE2EGLS 5,
BENXBELIUNZOBRMEICHET2MERBBDHTOLHVLD, BfST FHHIC L H kD
INEDOFPROMENMF SN S &%, Ranarathnans ® ZKORFRIUETFT T2 2 &
PHELTEY, RFICLI2BHOVEHENTREINI, £ TARPNEDORFIINT S
T ROBMNEE, FIUNFEOAE. Sfl, FEMNSCOOTHRMN 2T - 72,

4. 4. 2 XORFHABREBZENFOBH

KRBIEAELTRBIIABR THIBRE L >KHLKORETHEL LUKHBLTL S,
ZITLXKORBTORFO[GEHE, bAKEOHBIZOTHBBEH L, TF=VF0
bAKELKIZODVWTHREIT-1EZA, FIg 00 RTEHOICKRBBAETRERB LU
RFOEHPPMRICERZIR SN, BRB®E 1 » AULEBBRT S ELXKDHMNER
VR, HFIRERIEBOWTHELENSAONZ I EXHWM LI, FoTHBICIILXREH
WaZ&&li,

STORAGE 1 z A
0 month 1 month 2 month 3 month 4 month
10} - d - -
e i A e A i A A A & & & L
E o 1
40 3
3 I i
E’ao» I I .
520. L
10 1
0 A A e 2 i i A A A 3 2 -t & B A
1 28 SN A e T 2.3 4 T 23 4

DAYS FROM SOWING

Fig.20. Effect of husk at incubation and storage time on the growth curves of
rice seeds var. Akinishiki with husk(e) and without husk(o).
Shoot and root length show the means* SE.
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RIS, ZKORF DL DO BBEORHNET o7 THF=VF, $55397, 4=
YEFDOIBERMOLKAEL. 30, B5CTHBLILEZA, Fig2licRmTLI15. 0B LT
BCTRLHICFIFAMULH>UWIMRALWEEZTR L. ABEOROEXDAH30CH LE>T
Wite L L, 25CTRVEITFEbICMRICEBINAESh, /2, 3SLETRED
RAFBONGMICL2ZIRONLh oM, T TEKOKEREFIZNCE LI,

o, BTORGFEEPRFVNHOFPHROMRICE IIZTRHEBLA LA, KH.
HCHLY -20CTS » AMRELTHFOMRICEREBVURONT., T-ROBEICH
WTREBNKE L, RTFICL 2 —EOREIIZSH ShiEd - 22 (Fig 22),

y
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DAYS FROM SOWING

Fig.21. Bffect of temﬁgrqtuye.of incubation on the growth curves of husked
rice seeds var Akinishiki, Kirara 397 and Sasanishiki at 35C(e),
30°C(o) and 25°C(a).

Shoot and root length show the means =+ SE.

@8

-

Fig.22. Effect of storage temperature
and period on shoot and root length
of rice var. Akinishiki at room temp.
(@), 45°C(0) and -20°C(a). Shoot L el it
and root length show the means = SE A P 5

at 4 days after sowing. N PEHIOE}(month)

ROOT LENGTHmm)  SHOOT LENGTH(mm)
o
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4. 4. 3 XORFibIITrBRHOLE

T BREBHPKROFPROMRICELIZTRESLIUBROAMIC LA ERIIOWTHEHNA
fTole THFZVFOLHKRBLIUTZKIT, 0.05, 0.15, 0.3, 0.5, 1. 0% L T2 0kGydD
6 BB TRHEETL, FRMHRBLEE BICHBET oL EZ A, Fig 23ISR T IO NS
H@ohtc, THbb, MIFLAXKTII3 HHDO. I5kCyHH N S, LK TIF0. 3kCy I 4f
Mo, FTROTHH4 HEHD).5keyBHISHRMN LB L THELOWIAESA L,
Fig. 24383 HHOZXKDEREZR LTV A2, BHICL W ROERIKX{MFZH
TOWED0NHENTH S, UEDXHIZ, bAKRELKRBEOIIRHFICL DB LUTFD
ERFAEH IS, BEREICHBENS N, FLLAOHEMCLIEEELEIAONE
h-1,

Kic, mAHOZERERHNTHD, 53397, avEeAY, #H=vF, VF /L
AV, =y RNV D5 GEIOLKIC y BEHETO. FPROMEZE B L (Fig 25),
WTFhOGBICEWTH, TFo U FLREMIC, ROMER 0. 05kGyTIIIERM & 1ZEA
EEVMODU LARENSSHAH, 0.3k6yL EBHE2Z A LATRATICHRNZIN
oo FC 0. 15KGYRHFICHEVTRIVEAYPYF /A Y THEH & IZIZFRE, £04t
FRPMHERZTZ SO0, WHBMENASHI, —H. FOMRICHEOTIE, Rick
NTEB/NEZOD 0.3F7230.5kCyL ERH L XToOGBMTHELZORHRSE Shi,
FRRFBRORMEBELZLKT AL, HARRTHA0.3~2. 0kGyTIF80~100%THbhH., B
PiIcXBIETFIRASNI D - /2 (Table 4 and 5),

ARG husk | AW

3
& 20} -

E
>
Fig.23. Bffect of y-irradiation on &

the growth curves of rice seeds
var. Akinishiki with and without
husk:unirradiated(e), 0. 05kGy(0), :
0. 15kGy(a), 0. 3kGy(A), 0. 5kGy(m), %
l. 0kGy(y) and 2kGy(e).

= 3 4 1 2 3 4
DAYS FROM SOWING
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Table 4. Shoot percentage of 7 -irradiated husked rice of six cultivars
Cultivar 0 kGy 0.05 kGy 0.15 kGy 0.3 kGy 0.5 kGy 1.0 kGy 2.0 kGy
Kirara 397 90 % 100 % 90 % 100 % 90 % 90 % 80 %
Koshihikari 90 90 90 90 100 90 100
Sasanishiki 100 100 100 100 100 90 100
Tsukinohikari 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Akinishiki 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Nipponbare 80 100 100 100 100 100 100

. __ = 2 B = =7 = = .

(%)

. Table 5. Root percentage of 7 -irradiated husked rice of six cultivars
Cultivar 0 kGy 0.05 kGy 0.15 kGy 0.3 kGy 0.5 kGy 1.0 kGy 2.0 kGy
Kirara 397 80 % 100 % 90 % 90 % 90 % 30 % 80 %
Koshihikari 90 90 80 80 100 90 80
Sasanishiki 100 100 100 100 80 80 100
Tsukinohikari 90 100 100 80 90 100 90
Akinishiki 100 90 100 100 90 100 100
Nipponbare 80 100 100 90 100 90 90



S5, Fig 26iCR T LIS LA ZKe 1 fEFMREFELTREEROE(LERTT L
ETA, 0. I5kCYLL FTREBIZH S LbODORMO+2UEMENR SN bt 0.5k6yLl ET
RGEPREBHICEbDSTROMERER W E i,

COLHIC, KORFABRICE TSR LW, MOMEMPICR OB BEHALL, £
ITHAICHERENTLIHHOREEZERICL, RENXI0 mU FE2RHENETEE
S, BAHEE0. SkGyd SHFINTEETH 5,

KIRARA 397 KOSHIHIKARI SASANISHIKI

e

;

ROOT LENGTH(mm)

A
A\
il

3
\

0 6 12 0 6
STORAGE! PERIOD(month)

Fig. 26. Change of root length of five rice cultivars without husks
attended with storage Eeriod after 7y -irradiation:unirradiated
(@), 0.05kGy(o), 0.15kGyCa), 0.3kGy(a), 0.5kGy(m), L. 0kGy(D)

and 2. 0kGy(e).

1. 4. 4 NEORFHRBREFTEMHFORY

INERABEEE >N LZEORBTHE., KBXINTHD, BREXONEOAFIZHE
THolo TITMEIEDOLTREA LIS EF LOWLELZHOTRHATEIEE L1
T, AELERFSEDI DO REBEORF LT oo YSHFROLES15, 20,
25, B LUIBCTHRLILLEIA, Fig 2TTRTLIHIICRIO 3 HEIZNCOLEEIR
&RV, 4 HHTIRFIR2TC, RIZCHEKSBCOHMEN - 2o MM THESETF
FTILEHMELTNWAI LS, BREFEIVMMICERHIENINCTE L1,
FLATORFEEPRENMOFPROMEICE IZTHEEE LA, Rl
HBTCHIT-20CTS » HHHRFLIBE. FHIUROMEREICOVTRAS Y FH AR
WHDDO—EDHAIIRA SN TREICLIIEBIIZD SN D - 12 (Fig. 28),
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Fig. 27. Effect of culture temperture Fig. 28. Effect of storage on the
on the growth of wheat, var. growth of wheat, var.Shirasagi
Shirasagi, at 35°C(e), 30°C(0), at room temp. (@), 45°C(0) and
25°C(a), 20°C(a)and 15C(m) -20°C(a)

4. 4. 5 NEZORFIBIITT rBRHOEE

T BRBHICIZLEDOFPROMRICE IIZTHEEFA 2 DOGMICHOWTHRIT L, @
A/NED NolCW, WN, ASW, HRW, PH¥x X UNSO 6 e krmfl, HENEZDOro ), V54
F, FhI7, FI7XBIUBRKOSD O FRFmBEIZONT, 0.15, 0.3, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0,
5. 0% L TF10. 0kGyD 7 BBy THISH 2470, FEMS M & & bITH# %217 - 72,

ZORER. Fig 29058280 HOFH, Fig. 0OWA/NEL LU Fig. 3IOHEE/NED 4
EMBTRTLOIC, FELIUMOAERE BT, BAHRE. 3kOyLL LTI BRI
LicERIMMREEEI Nz, —H 0. I5kGyR M TII I X b (R4 &M H O 47 D4 He
Aohl. FLMOMROAVFOMRID BB MMETE D, BA0. kGyLL LD B
A, BERAIBBRICOHTHOGABICEOTOREN 20 FTH -, MICEWTHEN
EROMFOSEEIN M AR BEIL, PRS0, 15k6y THRLBHBZHLEL, Ko v
Y. OkGY TR BIES . £DORD ZAI20.3~0.5kGyTH »1co KIS ANE D i Hi &
ZUNENEE DD - 2o bt B K ZEBII BN - 1,

FARFRITHHE. OkGyLL FTT0~100%, FMRHIL2. 0kGyLL FTT0~100% TH b (K%
BRTRERBOETRASOLN T, ULH L. 10. 0kGyD RH R L U5, 0kGyLl L%
BBIIRETFTHEAESALL, COLIICMPFOMEDIIONERE LURFERL D L R4
FENRBLPT(, o, MERBIUBLEHICFID GROFVBHBZENEI - 12
(Table 6 and 7).
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Fig. 29. Growth of y -irradiated wheat, var. AS¥, after 3 days of
cultivation

No1CW L WW

1.2 3.4 1

2 3 4
CULTURE GRIOWTH (days)

Fig. 30. Effect of 7 -irradiation on the growth curves of six varieties of
imported wheat: unirradiated(e), 0. 15kGy(o), 0.3kGy(a), 0.5kGy(a),
1. OkGy(m), 2.0kGy(), 5.0kGy(e) and 10. 0kGy(o)

-86_
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ROOT LENGTH(mm)

aof

Fig. 31.

HOROSHIRI

L SHIRASAGI

2 3

CHIHOKU

TAFUNE

CULTURE GROWTH (days)

1. 0OkGy(m), 2.0kGy(1), 5.0kGy(e) and 10. 0kGy(o)

Table 6. Shoot Percentages of 7

. NOURIN

Irradiated Wheat

Effect of y-irradiation on the growth curves of five varieties of
domestic wheat: unirradiated(e), 0. 15kGy(0), 0.3kGy(a), 0.5kGy(a),

Cultivar 0 0.15 0.3 0.5 1.0 2.0 5.0 10.0 kGy
No. ICW 90% 100% 100% 100% 090%: 90% 100% S0%
Ww 100 100 100 {0} 100 S0 100 70
ASW 100 100 100 100 100 100 80 0
HRW 100 90 100 80 90 100 90 40
PH 100 100 80 R0 100 50 90 30
NS 100 100 80 90 90 100 90 70
Horoshir 80 90 100 100 90 G0 90 R8O
Shirasag; 100 80 100 90 100 90 100 100
Chihoku 70 100 100 100 100 100 90 70
Tafune a0 90 90 100 100 100 100 90
Nourin No. 61 100 100 100 100 100 100 70 80
Table 7. Root Percentages of 7 -Irradiated Wheat
Cultivar 0 0.15 0.3 0.5 1.0 2.0 5.0 10.0 kGy
No. ICW 90% 100% 100% 100% 90% 90% 100% 30%
Ww 90 100 90 RO L] Q0 80 10
ASW 100 100 100 100 100 100 60 0
HRW 100 90 100 80 90 80 90 40
PH 100 70 8O 90 100 90 70 20
NS 100 100 80 90 90 100 90 30
Horoshiri 80 90 100 100 90 90 90 70
Shirasagi 100 B0 100 90 100 90 100 30
Chihoku 70 100 100 100 100 100 90 60
Talune 90 9() 90 100 100 90 100 90
Nourin No, 6] 100 100 100 100 100 100 70 80
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—H SmBICOWTEN®I2y AMGRSFELEF B LUCHEBRROEICOVLTHEHEL
1ol A, FEBYBLIT0. 15k6y BHTRIRAF 1 FRICROMENYNT 2MENRSH
Fodty 0.5kGyLL ETRIFEAERMAIZA S, v BEMHICLZ2RBRABIRMMOREICL
STHBWEZIENT LDV L (Fig. 32),

COEHIE, NEORFABRICE I 5 HHRLRIT, KEFARICTROMRICEOTR b
(BNl EITHRHCHELZENSONI40HOMEZ XN L, BEH2 mll FT
SNERH EHWETEL 5, WANETO. SkGyh S, EHE/NETL. 0kGyd S MR a[ T
H5o

L ww [ ASW
Esg. L !
= <l ¢ 1
b—
%40» : {»\“ : 1
= TS | '1"“---.1»/1
§20- - r\[ <
| P =
0 s |, — I -4 : - 5
f 0 6 12
2 | SHRASAGI
E sof
& L
540. 4
k= 3 9
2 20f §
0 * e
0 6 12 0 6 12

STORAGE PERIOD(month)

Fig. 32. Root length of five wheat cultivars subjected to various
storage periods after 7 -irradiation: unirradiated(e), 0. 15kGy
(0), 0.3kGy(a), 0.5kGy(a), 1.0kGy(m), 2.0kGy(r1), 5.0kGy(e)
and 10. 0kGy(0)
4. 4. 6 RFURICIIRMPEXREITCNEDZR 2 YV —= 2 ¥k
AKBIPNER, 7 BREHFICIOVROMEI R AMEI I, £ TRkBLUEORY
DHMOBAEL UTRFRARETV., TOMBEIRBET A ENUEETHZ - L4
MMEL, BEERFLKRPNEORREBVWTHOAEZ{AMNEZSIZEOEH L/ -
oo LOUHERHOKPHEDOREIR., MEICLEZHMNAXL, FLBTFNEENRIC

EBINTORLHRNMBORE, GERE, EHLEL EBULUNAOBRICL >THW
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MEHIFBILENEBIOND, TDLHARPNEOMEEZIRBEET2ARIIT. BHOH
DYEICE, FHEN+FERVALV, LA LROMEN+STHhITREICHERN T
HH, FLRHBAU LOBRBRTRHE LABAICIE., EICROMEIMH EH B Z &,
FLHABBELRDTAESTHE LD oh b, A7) —= v 7RBRELTHAICHMT
HHEEZAOND, TLHERFPENUEOHE/ICIE, MOMEMH & RVEOIL FH
FRICRBRTI2HENE 0, £IT, BHXBLIVNEDZR S ) —=Z V VRBERD LS
ICRETAHILENTE S,

KiCOOTR, LRI EZE30CTHRL, BHRE 0% LTHERIDHETERE
2310 mmd EAS S AEFERAT. 30 BIC10 moRM78 SIXMHy o EtE H S HE L. iR
FH0BARMICODOVTIIHENESE T 5, HEZTTOHMEBRII2~3HTHH, B
DR AR120. 5k6YyTH B,

FLNETOVTIR, ZEI0RLL EZ230°CTRME L, BMRES0%LL L THAR4E HE Cic
REH20mnLd EicBhiTIERS. 4 HBiC20mnRME SEIBHOERS D S HEL, 3
BB RMICOOTRHUEAERET S, HEXZTOREERIZI2~4HTHH, KT
it DB H R R I3 A/NE TO. 5kGy. EHIENETL 0kGyTH 5,

4. 5 F&db

Y M MRS ROBUEDGOEHIMICR O RELHRBELEZ 2 L0DRTVLAH, K
HIRCBOTHLIRPYFOLEENBROBMHEREZIP T, FLBHERPMERT
biahiih-7, £IT. ThoOMEEREBHOFMRAEICHETT S 2 &0
BEEBX ok, HHBHE, VO, 425 0Kicb0TiR, BFroF i< half-
enbryoil AR THA LICI D BB EPHEFICLI2EBEZABICEEL, LhdbHEzT
DFTEBHEZKRICEMI LI ENTEL, £ITIDhalf-embryoZ 5 Z &ic &
DIBEDSR S . SR RER R RARE AL Lo T, kPN EILBOTREXRPLE
ERWAIEICLD, HEBRBOBERICHITIIBHOR 7Y —— v 7/ %2afEE LIt Th
SOHERBRZUENTORFONRHEHRMEE LTV E100, ERBEORANTETHD, &
I BT OIBRBEOKMBRICHIETES, REFORHURATH S 0. 15k6yiz, HiE
EFTERESNARAEOULOTHIROBESRFORARED 1 DTH 5,

AMBHR LI, Vo IBXUH 25 v FKdDhalf-enbryo testic k2 Btk AI%ER
SJUXRBIUVNEDRFHRRICLIZBH R 7V —= v 7R, EROL S B ®RAHE: &
LTEACHETHY, LOLEINLRBOLENE L, MEIOZHETHD . ERFEIC
BOTHZLDMEELOHETH 5,
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T MBI L S AGOMEN ., LFN, 2 FEMFN, EVFOLREAL LVBHEOH

AN DI HDOEAMEHRICOVWTHREZT - BONIEREZUFICENT 2,

 BFAE M CED, B bSO ST ICER LRI YV E RN L

oo SOV FIVIBBIHTHRNOTHREICHBNS D, AFIVSVHIVHKEH#ETE X
hic. RARBORFYTRATETHD, BH 1 FEFRILETH-7c, FhA—IR
AR, VFEVEMOBMNEERIG BEI Y I F RN ERI, £ZTIORI Y
TFWVERBEELT, NIOHSVEORNBEEHOBRAELERL 2.

CBENRECIVBHE I FEFERALAEAFEHORSOAEBRAOE R L&

A, HEWEETRIHHNBIATETSH D, iHEETIE v BBHIC LD BELED
KR EABRASNIEBHHNICBELEARATFTH o700 —H. BERLEERNNS L
IkGy S BAKH TI3#990% . SkGyLL LG LB TIL00% B wiETH b, BiR
R AP HESOBRAEE LTHEHICBh T3 I L 2R L,

L ARV o2 VS 7B LURERE IO NS 7% ARWT, V=7 )= D

ks IR, 73 /8. BIUEFEHDO A Y/ —biiHks . R ico0
T, BT XB3EAER NI, V=T 7 N—=YRHOIRMBRICH DR S hid,
BEOZBICHBE LU THHCHBLETRAL ., FLMICBAKELEHPHEADHED
ERiERH T, REAEANO#EHRBAAETH -2 LOLIDZ LIFRGEKRSH
EHBERD v BBEHICH L THBORETHAILERLTED, KethOmd) S5 H
fixhs,

 BRHZAREIOMBEUAEDNAKSWT, PHo— 22X IVBLKB A B TR L

EZAH, A-DNALFBEDGFHA X %EFODNAEZTONRIEHEDL LTHDH,
FRGTFIA X HHEKbpHI Y S A-kbp 4 ITIETF LTWA T EACHBA L2z, HlitH
HBOBETRBDNARMEY VRV BED70R) V7, FFH A XDETFTIRDNASHOD
viMricRRT 5 LR S hi,
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5. MHZKRLIDMUULABEDNAKZSWT, #RA703 75 7HBAHAICEDDN E B O i
ARS LU ZOZAKDOBRAITEARMN L, TORMHEBER Lz, 208
B, 5-E FOFUy by, FIvFUT—Ib, 8-L FOF U T7F= VB LU8-E K BIRE AN L3HROEL S RAE
DF VYT vOABHEODNAEEZALEIME S hicdt, FERMELRD S L 1. #H
ADNACHBLTHELZRAONE D 12, FEEHRTRAZBALEL3NEEELIVATFT L,
[ i (Capsicum annuum L. var. Frutescens L.)
6. FU=FI7N=VOMFrSHBBUITE I KEHRTMREN S half-enbryold, w33 (Piper migrum L., with rind)
FTOFEHRUABOLUBLT, RFETTONMERBOICHME &, T H3I¥a®  (Piper nigrem L. without rind)
i, oy b, RRFEILZEBERBICBISELZEEROH U, F /. half- X — V2734 2 (Pimenta dioic. (L. ) Nerr)
embryod 4 it 3 5 AL AR L7 & 25, KAHEICHI L TREDEA, diaeg (Cinnamomum cassia Blune)
ROMEDIHMENME I N, FITRFIZ 0. 15k6y LB TIFIF5EL M X (Cinnamonum zeylaricum Blune)
i, ZCIT, half-enbryod RFOHMERME L BB OHFNTSOTHEHEE ¥R Y=27 (Apium graveolens L. var. dulce DC.)
Bedt UL & U TR Lo Bk (Laurus nobilius L. )
§—*Y 92 (Curcuma longa L.)
7. AV YIBIUVVEZEBOT D, 7V—T 72— L[A—%#Dhalf-embryo test 7a—=7 (Eugenia caryophyllata Thunb)
ERMRALEE LTHEMT A DT ETH o1, Eho, Vv THXUH 25 vFiC B —Z2 Y~ (Rosmarinus officinalis L.)
DT bhalf-embryo testDBMMAERM LA b, HBBEES» OFEHEHE L, FVT 25— (Coriandrum sativum L.)
FRY IS VROV TRARYUNTF VAN LR FARET B Ltk b, B b 2 (Mpyristica fragrans Houtt. )
MRAEE LTRMAIEE 570, Fho, WFNORRICHENTS 7 BB 35 A (Thimus vulgaris L. )
B30 0 O 8 BRAI0. 15KGy TH - 72, e (Salvia officinalis L. )
TRRAEZ—=F (Brassica juncea Czern)
8. APNEIBNTIE, RBREOEETH 5 LKELULELH, ROEX £ 282N (Ocimum basilicum L. )
ETBRFRBD, BHHINORS Y —= v VRRE LTHATH B EARLEL A J ¥ (Cuminum cyminum L. )
1o T4 (Anethum graveolens L. )
XVadh (Origanum majorana L. )
EROLREKBEOFRAICLD, BHASOFTETOMMSATEIA, BHOHEK AZ =7 =R  (llicium verum Hook f. )
HIDLDOBAEOLERHRE>TETV S, AFRICLIVBRHLELBISINIA
SORM LR LR RAE, BEED SN TS HBNABRREOERTICAS (HS 2. HE
THEHKIC, ROEORGHLEIH LTORECHERTIbDEER 3, ESRM=—=7—: BAL= ¥4 > (Un0)
T L it e i -
FUTATVBF MY UL (FOEHE TR fafopsdk HE L 6g/nl
RYS 727 VBF MY oL (AldrichBd) By HHE 2. 1g/ml
* B2 .5 - 93 -




3. ¥%if
BF AL MR ESR) : TES-FE2XG, 7¥— 7 MHEKR (HAEFH)
BIEOLWE LM (TLD) : TLDA00ORY It YL IREF > X 7 A (Harshow$d)

4. ABROKH

ESRARKIE, BEBEFOHERRBEFHHRFRTILTY bFA4T *°C o- 7 FHMR
Bick b, BMEI~10kCy/hrTI0, 30% XTFH0kCyD 3 BRRF OB |E T, T L AEEZ
HRELT AV b —THRAVFRAT AL-TABLER*°Co-y BBHERICL b, BEK0. 33~
L0kGy/hrT1. 5. 103 & TF30kGydD 4 BRI 4% 4 i THRST 21T - 720

5. WA /IWAELE
BIARRAH 200mgZ iR, ESRAAXBMEFBICAN AT T4 IVLTHEHL, UTF
DEHTHE L1,
<E SROWEFRH >
Temperature: 23°C
Power 1 mW
Field : 336950 G
Sweep time : 2 min
NOD. :6.36G
Amplitude : 32~1000
Response : 0.1
Sample size: 200 mg
FUANBERY 7 FNVOHENSHETOHBMTERL, MEDOHIEIIMIOERNOTT»
oo gAHIZNN0 (g=1.981) 2= —A—& LTKRAL DR,
gx=g.Ho/ (Ho—2H)
CITgRMWERBDO gl g3 —A— OB 981). Hol3WELT7 4 —IVF
(3369 G)s AHEMn O Y7+ NS OMBH(C)ERL TS,

6. BRI ROGRIEE

ABHIHH AR Z A5 M8 T HEN T o8, 2500rpn T2 MR 02 L LEEZRE
LR ERc, tLRWIKT2RHSFHS SICT & b TUAHES LIz, £OHK, 50CT
—B B S AR AR E L,
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7. RIBLWELE
BEAREE] ngFE L., BRBLAEEBROMBK LORB Mo, H3—H5 2%
D THRIEER (TLV :nC/ng) Z#E L1,
< TL#SERY>
T b AR EE < 50°C
B 5E T : 50~350°C
BELEAE :10°C/sec

W27 MMM X BN SRk

1. #AH
TU=TIN=VRBAXEELD . BEHRREEEIDAF L,
7'V —7 7 )v—"Y (Citrus paradisi Nacf. ) MNarsh ¥hitefi KIHE
F2HS Y (Capsicum annuum L. var. Frutescens L.) o [
Bavay (Piper nigrum L. , with rind) U=V T
HaIYaY (Piper nigrum L. , without rind) RU—V T
2. RE

MRS RS a-ERX v, B-BEx V. IRVF v, BillinF 7 F IV, BilliA V3
7FN, BBn-T N, BT 5=V, n- ) ZIVTIFEF, a-FYNTIFE K,
nA 7 FIVTNI=), sec-F 7 FIVT VA=)V, Y baRxF5—)b, Y boxo—i
Y+o—=iv, TUERA =)V (LLERDCHE T 28)

BRRTBREAN G = 7SIV F VBAFN, ATFTY VBAFI, A UL VBAFIV, Y ) —
WBAFI, V) VA VBAFIV, a-NTETHUBAFIV (UL ERDEME T %58

A F VALK : SKIEALKFE A & ) —IVEsHE GO (R G681 %80

“

3. %kift

KRRA A ABRMBHE AN RS 02 bS5 7(FID-GC) : HP5890A FIDF, 4 57 L —
% — HP3392A (Hewlett Packard®l)

T I/ BRarTat - 835K (B LBUERTRD

RERE7 02 7S5 T7MPLC) : 3 Y bp—5— L-5000. £ 7655-A, /208458
UV-655A, HIXLARHAR F-1000, 1 77V —%— D-2000 (H SLBIEFTFHL)

HRA7a=< 757 - HiksHT ¥ EGC-NS) : HP5890 SERIESH ., MS HPS97IA, I v E o
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— # — VECTRA Q5/165 (Hewlett Packard®)
Wi E 2l CoERET D

4. OB
HEBRFAWRTEEE FHAMRRITy b4 7 *°Co-7EH@EIcEh, 7L —
77 —"7 (38 @ HR0. 03~0. 12kGy/hT0. 3, 0.5, 1. 035 LT 2. 0kGyD 4 B¥Pk o W8 546 &k .

FERHIBMEEI~10k0y/hTI0. 3056 L UH0kGYD 3 AR OB BIRT v MEBH AT - 1=,

5. V=77 )= hORiMks 05 b

JV—=T7)0—" DRBEIIHERKS0nIEMZ K LR SBRE—L L, $EKI150m]
CEDMMEREEICE L. a-ANFH 210015 MZ 1 BRI AZRM U TR RS £ H
L. FID-GCiz & b #)5E L7z,

<FID-GCH &4 >
ASh:ba=—XFYUAF$ESY—H5L Carbowax 200, £ X25m.

PE0. 2mm  (Hewlett Packard®y)
717 LEEE : 50°C(4min) —4°C/min—200°C (5min)
HEADRE, BHEEE : 250C
F¥Y¥—AHRX:N: L. 20l/min
AR :1ul

6. ZV=TFI7N—UhORYBRELTT I ) BROWE
TUV=TIN=YDEWFHREVR— FELREHICZDoFLEMATHEL, ZoD
FIVLEEBIE S, KEET7 I /8BS E Uico 700RVARKIRN. [KTFTRELHE
Us SMIEMLKREA S ) —VTAFIMELIcD B, FID-GCIc & b iRl % &k Uiz, $7-.
KERBOHELILOE, 73/ BAFERICEDKBET I/ BEEHR L,
<FID-GCHlI5E %4 >
AL :ba—XFYUAF¥ESY =45 L DB-VAX, EX30n. AE0. 53mn
(J&¥HY)
15 LGB 2 180°C(2min) —8°C/min—240°C(3. 5min)
HEALEE : 220°C, SRHIBFEE : 250°C
F¥U¥Y—AZ:He Snl/min, AR : 11

_gﬁ_

7. BERBTD A Y J —)Vihil s 53 05347
BARROBFEFERICA Y ) —VEMATRES M U, ABHEIPLGC X b #I5E Ure, 7277
UChOASYDBERASY ) — VMBS TEKRE R 27 0o Rb AR, Bk
#iUAS ) —IVicesi L THPLCIZ & b #lsE L 7z,
< HPLCHIE & >
715 L : Nucleosil 100-5Cisy £ & 150mm. P9#E4. 6om
& : Iml/min
I : 1 A% ) —)v-7K-EEBR(T70:28:2)
I 7€ br=bYIb-7K-BeBEC20:79:1)
WO B 28 - 254~342nm
SOt 28 - EX. 300~410nm, EM. 400~500nm

HEAR: 101

8. T¥Hh DR MBS D5
BARROFFRHIMBOK S MRAZINZ . Wiah @B MIc L b L 500887 LT
MR & fliE U, FID-GCIZ &k & #k, ik LGC-MSic & b fEa2 Lidrs
<FID-GCHIE & >
AL :ba=XFPYUAF¥ESY—AS5 4 DB-VAX, E X300, AE0. 5300
(J&VE)
AT LEE :
MIVaBLFAEITY a2y 60°C(2nin)—T7°C/min—200°C(5min)
P45 2 60°C(2min) —20°C/min—180°C(1min) —4°C /min—228°C(15min)
HEACRE : 150°C, #2838 : 250C
%Y ¥Y—#HZX:He 8nl/min
AR : 1l
< GC-NSHI5E &4 >
A4 ZALBE : T0eV
1 2Vy MRE : 280C
RAV Y 25~250
Z DAhi3 <FID-GCHISESRHM > 12 L
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B3N AWMHICE S0 FEYTFHELERARE
1. #&#

5 S

25

D

DNAKEEMS . FI U, Vb YU, TT=U 7=y (U ERIMETESD

C

L

GC

(Oniza sativa L. ) F35H ;. HAHS [ A e

A X
NABMES : FRBETAF ) K (SIGNARD

T A Bl a3 -

PYR (EFRFLAFIV) 73/ AY /(Tris) (SIGNASY)

IFV YT I /HEEERTF b Y 7 LEDTA) (R{ALETRAR)

TFIWPYAFINT £ LT OTA4 F(CTAB) (ADEHIZE T 8

JHER 7 L7 —+ A(RNase) (Boehringer Manheim®)

TE/Ny 77— ; 10nN Tris-HCl. 1mM EDTA

it My 7 7— ; 1% CTAB, 50nM Tris-HC1, 10mM EDTA. 0. 7M NaCl

CTABZM ; 10% CTAB, 0. 7N NaCl

LRM /Sy 77— i 1% CTAB, 50mM Tris-HCl, ImM EDTA

High salt TE/Nw 7 7 — ; IN NaCl, |0mM Tris-HCl, ImM EDTA

700RIVARK : 700KV A-4 YT T IVI—IV(24:1)

BARER

Kbkl A

THo—R (SIGMAELD)

IFVOLTOTAF (SIGNASYD)

TOLT x) =T I— (BEMLFER)

¥V YT) =NV (FHAFATAIR)

7 4 3—)V (PharmaciattB)

A-DNABRMEZEM ; A 77— VDNABEMK (2 75 8) %21/0TETHR

by, 7 7 —(TAE) ; 2M Tris-acetate pHB8. 0. 0.05M EDTA, JEES504E7 8

kY HEER ; 0.5% 7oL T2 )=V TIh—, 0.25% FYLVT )=
25% 7 43—

-NSHIHRE :

NEEXE ; 6-7HF I v, 8-THT7 7= (LLESIGNARY)

ISPV XFI 200 S5 VE8EERXR (MYAFIY) MY 2 )A 07y K

_98 5

(BSTFA) (PIERCE®!)

3. Kl

472 Y RBKR k)R

IZHVBRAKEIEEE : Nupid-2 (7 F28 28

Higkh s 2% : DURA-DRY (FTS SYSTEMSHY)

KERA L AeRHBH AR 7 0= b 75 7(FID-GC) : GC HP5890A FIDf
477 —4%— HP3392A (Hewlett Packard®¥)

HA7a=b75 7 —Ek5 ¥R (GC-NS) : GC HP5890 SERIESI . MS HP5971A
32 a—%— VECTRA Q5/165 (Hewlett Packard®)

4. AHROKH

FRELT A b—THR AW AL-TABLER!®"Co-y M ERICL b, L KITGHCK
| ~5kGy/hT 1, 5, 1036 & TF30kGy, DNAFG K TFHE 26 BRAE s i i3 A L3R 0. 11 ~0. 33kGy/hT0.
33, 0.663 X TFL. 0kGydD 7 M B4 24T » 72,

5. LKXKEDNADHHE (CTAB)

ZKRIBAEETTHRERSSICHERLBRE Lz, BR-THIOMEM/ Ny 77 —%
Z55C302MiIkES Lico EMICCTABBREMATWYW - HRE, X5 IC%ERD /D
DAV LABBEEMZ 205 M 2 Phicik s 5 B, 2500rpnT254 ME 04 8 L7c,  Eific
UBANy 7 7 —%BE—RBUGE U7c#. 2500rpnTL0 ME .04 8 L7c, Tt AHigh
salt TE/Nw 7 7 —THM U, 55C305 M1 »F 2 X— bk, 2500rpnT 104 R3804 8 L
oo LEWIZAV T O8] =)V EBMCIA —BeBUE Uy 2500rpmT 1043 1 sd 053 4 L 7,
UBPHENB LY ) —I)VTEBBPEER L. I/I0TEBEEMAS5C 3050 M1 v F X
— b UB# U7, RNaseZMZ3TC—BmE L. DNABKE L1,

6. EDNADERE

® UVBREE : FRUALDNABED260nmDBIEELHE L A-D N A BEXEZ OB
BEICEDERLUA, F/, 260nm, 280nm¥ L UF320nmD W4 #lE L. A 260 A 280
BLUA3Z0/A20%KDTHEEZHZ L 12,

@ WXk : xFVILT O FEGHTANTHO—-ZRDI=F DRy b
i FRMUADNABKE A-DNABMBRREEZRkBEREE BICHEAL, 100VT15~25
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SHkE%. A-DNA ELRMLBRICHTAHEMELLBLTERLL,

7. GC—MSicX3DNAKEEZ{EDOUE
DNASHG S XMH U/cDNABRBIZ, BRASHRE XMAINA150°C 305 ks
LI ZSICBSTFARMZMZ 140°CIAMBUSEHT MY X FI2 Y MAEL, GC-NSD
SCAN modeds & UFSIN(Selected lon Nonitor) mode THIE L7z,
< GC/NS 5 4 >
Aoh:ba—XFY ) AFvyESY—HF L Ultra 2 (5% Phenyl methyl
silicone), & &12.5m, 0. 2nm, BUFO0. 11 zm (Hewlett Packard$d)
#15 LRE : T0°C(2min) — 10°C/min—250°C(5min)
HEADGRE : 250°C
¥+ VU ¥Y—#4Z:He 0.78nl/min
1% Z{LBHE : T0eV
14Uy MREE : 280C
HEAR: 1ul
(GC-MS-SIMic B I B EA A+ » >
SIN modeDH AT FREICHEL . HIFHBICEBIRTAHBYEELETE 05 LK
& D WEZEFT - 72

Table 1. SIN time program

Retention Time(min) Selected lon(m/z)
4.0~ 9.6 240, 254, 256, 270, 271, 312, 326
9.6~12.5 259, 265, 280, 328, 343, 433, 448
12.5~15.0 264, 265, 279, 280, 352, 367
15.0~25.0 352, 367, 440, 455

BAT ANKHICLIEHTHELE R

1. &8
7' V=77 )v—"Y (Citrus paradisi Nacf. ) Marsh Whitefli$ J UfRubby RedFH
P EXEE
bl A2 (Citrus sinensis Osbeck) Valenciafl K H

= 180 -

LE Y (Citrus limon Burm. f.) K H g

%275 K (Prunus avium L.) EANES LXK EE
St (Malus pumila Nill. var domestica Schneid) [ A 2
p, S (Oriza sativa L. )

¥537897, IYEAY, Y=V F, YF/EHY

TF¥F =V F B LUHEKHH Y L EHANE
N (Triticum aestivum L. )

Hard Red Winter(HRW), Western White(WW)i X T¥

Northern Spring(NR)FE VI EXKEE

No. 1 Canadian White(NolCW)FH 7+ 5

Australian Standard White(ASW)3 X UfPrime Hard(PH)#

A=A TE

YIYF, KLY, FRI, ¥ TR LB S
Y EHNBE

2. A%
A Y F=IVEEBR. PRV Y VB, 4V F— VBB, RV PN TF= 2 (U EIGNARY)
2:4-V= b0 7 2/ FUBEE ORSULER T X5
a-+T7 7 VBB, AAXTF U, DRV v (FEME T 28

3. AoEH

FORELT A ) b —THRAWFFPTAL-TABLER * °Co- v #RIMHIE MIc & b . &R kCy/hT
HIRERI20. 055 0. 15, 0.3, 0.55 L TFL. OkGYDSBERS, H2 5 v H, VU TBLUKIZX S
(C2. OkGy DO BBy /NE1Z0. 15, 0.3, 0.5, 1.0y 2.0, 5. 035 L TF10. 0kGy T 7 M4 %47 -
o

4. Half-embryo ¥Rk

HBE, Y750 FBIVY VIRBEENVATFER/Y Uco B AMR & AR
ERBMLUTHREMDHE L, FEO-HIHMEBRTLSICLTHMADOTFEEREL half-
embryo& U7 V=77 N—VERBRUED - HHTFIEICERORIESTATHED
THRLRKIVEEZHAOI, FLORICHEN DS bR,

b L



5. Half-embryods & U Hl 1D K53 ik

V= UVICARE CHERTHEARK (MYKRIVEVERNTA2HBAREDHRESH
logs¥) TR L. half-embryoF 2 i3 F2I10NL LB EINLELTTNIRANTES,
MEXNACBETHRLUIL, TOHEFMICRIR, BRFLRELI,

- 102 -

#H

BDOHICHES, AFRCH L THBRRS2@HFERLOWEEED £ LIRS AF 2
Bl BEBRICEEOBEZRLI T,

o, AROETICERL, @8 L@ Z O/ EH A4 R BT & o i R
ik TANEEIUHRREE2EZER Al HRBEEOXYESRHOEERLE I,

X, A ROBLEEATTEY, LBYF, OWELED £ UcH A4 A8k
itk Al ZtLBITRGRENHBEE LH BRELCEIEHOLLET,
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