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Table 1. The comparison on the agronomic traits for different cultivated areas in A. acutiloba.

. . Plant root Plant root Plant root
Cultivated area Plant(vx;elght Plalztcf;e)lght weight length width
. (g FW) (cm) (mm)
Ji-an 550+99 76+4 9749 2012 3343
So-feng 55790 6015 157£12 2612 34+4
Zue-shue 536+102 6417 154+14 2542 3544
Yu-li 739+112 7148 165£10 22+4 4343
Tzo-shi 580195 6316 15819 3544 4013
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Table 2. The comparison on the active ingredients content for different cultivated areas in A. acutiloba.

cultivated area Ferulic acid Z-ligustilide
(ng/g DW) (mg/g DW)
Ji-an 83.016.8 2.610.3
So-feng 74.849.2 0.840.1
Zue-shue 152.846.4 2.310.2
Yu-li 196.0+7.8 3.1£0.1
Tzo-shi 115.6£7.2 2.310.2
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Table 3. The comparison on the agronomic traits at different growth days.

Plant height Plant weight  Plant root length Plant root weight Plant root width
Growth
days (cm) (® (cm) (g FW) (mm)
160 4343 245+30 2312 5047 1743
175 5543 385+58 25+2 62£7 2043
190 69+3 375£101 2443 52+15 2143
205 77£7 623106 2443 7711 2312
220 734 517455 24+2 6419 162
235 69+4 363+28 2612 6919 1613
250 7414 232435 2613 64+15 1612
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Fig. 1. The change in the ferulic a01d content of A. acutiloba at different growth days.
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Fig. 3. The changein the antioxidant capacity of A. acutiloba at different growth days.
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