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Table 1. The comparison on the agronomic traits of different area in S. baicalensis.

Plant height Plant root length Plant weight Plant root weight Plant root width

Location (cm) (cm) (g) (g) (mm)
Ji-an 43.2+10.5 18.1£1.9 81.3£16.8 23.445.8 15.7£1.4
So-feng 442+ 8.2 14.9£1.8 69.9£17.5 19.5+4.3 10.60.8
Tzo-shi 340+ 7.9 14.0+2.4 53.4£19.5 14.743.8 11.5+£1.2
An-ton 39.0+ 8.3 15.0£3.2 52.2420.3 18.342.9 10.1+2.3

Zue-shue 36.0+ 6.4 18.242.5 55.7+14.2 13.54+2.9 9.8%1.5
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Table 2. The comparison on the antioxidant capacity and active ingredient in different area of S. baicalensis.

Antioxidant Baicalin Baicalein Wogonin

Location (Vit C equivalent pg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g)
Ji-An 591.3£103.2 22.442 4 4.5+1.3 2.9+0.4
So-feng 495.6+141.2 25.14£3.8 2.2+1.0 0.8£0.2
Tzo-shi 419.8£103.9 26.214.2 3.3£1.1 3.5¢1.2
An-ton 632.1£120.3 26.814.0 2.5%1.1 1.8£0.5
Zue-shue 492.0£111.2 26.8+4.2 3.5£1.2 2.4+0.4
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Table 3. The comparison on the agronomic traits of different period in S. baicalensis.

Plant root Plant
Plant height length weight Plant root weight ~ Plant root width
Period (cm) (cm) (g) (g) (mm)
Spring 46.1£11.3 28.943.1 203.1+38.4 79.7+10.3 23.6t1.4
Fall 44.2+14.6 27.414.2 129.3425.3 57.1+ 8.9 22.8+1.8
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Table 4. The comparison on the antioxidant capacity and active ingredient of different period in S. baicalensis.

Antioxidant Capability Baicalin Baicalein Wogonin
Period (Vit C equivalent pg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g) (mg/g)
Spring 581.3+£104.2 21.3£2.9 4.310.3 2.940.5
Fall 484.6+113.9 20.1£1.5 2.310.2 0.9+0.2
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