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LFE R IR =B 2554 58, WIRG KD, 410004; 2 [E AV RHABERRERF AT, WIRKYP, 410205)

E: T KAk (Cannabis sativa L.) —#p RAEEL, EFKRME. SEFABRGSMALFTEH. 2146 Tk Xk
AR AT ET . AR TR, TR AREAF RO ETRAM, KRBA R T LK O (ENS) MET F XAR
4 50 REAREBEAR, BT R E 8 NEMS B EF R BEAE LI, B4 T 0. 8%EMS 432K B 3+ F KAkt 4 5 T AR K4F. F 2000
BFRAT 4ASHTRHITELS, MERY 644+, B 5% 32.2% HPof-te., EARARGERERIOK, RLTEH
13.98%. *F M ¥ E 4kt 47 K sk — B (CBD) &= M=, k4% 34 % CBD #= 2 MK CBD &= K L Ak; @M A KM CBD 22 RE
R 5 AN KR E A ELEE L R (CsPT4-EXP, CsOACT-EXP, CsOLST1-EXP. CsCBDAS—EXPFa CsTHCA—-EXP) R R )& #h-F X 3% DNA
FIHALERE, 22 CBD 2= R AP AL 5 MEERG LA KPR HA R E TN, Hebdfly, ENS REFHTR
T AR g Ff CBD Kt i& 1209 A4x A B KX T i\ 4% CBD & it R EILEEaY R 38, mA RN R TR LT CBD A& 2 F KL,
AAFRB T A B EMS R TARFEARA Tk KRB AR TR F AR TR, &3 — & B K& SR ARH R 20 B hLH R4
1A KA R AR RAF A A= A sk,

XKHIE: T KAk EMS RTAR; KApkE: AR KK,

Construction of the EMS Mutant Library for Industrial Hemp and

Expression of Genes Related to Cannabinoid Biosynthesis

LIU Yongbei!, ZHANG Xiaoyu?
(lSchooI of Pharmacy, Hunan Vocational College of Science and Technology, Changsha 410004; 2 Institute of Bast Fiber Crops, Chinese Academy of
Agricultural Sciences, Changsha 410205)

Abstract: Industrial hemp (Cannabis sativa L.) is a high-value economic crop used in papermaking, healthcare, textiles, and
other fields. Developing new germplasm of industrial hemp is essential for breeding, innovative germplasm resources, and functional
genomic research. In this study, a mutant library of ZHONGDAMAZI 4 (ZD4) was constructed using ethyl methanesulfonate (EMS).
By setting up gradients of eight concentrations of EMS, it was determined that the 0.8% EMS treatment concentration had the best
mutagenic effect on ZD4. After mutagenizing 2000 seeds of ZD4, a total of 644 Ma seedlings emerged, with an emergence rate of
32.2%. Among them, 90 individual plants exhibited variations in leaf color, inflorescence, and plant height, with a mutation rate of
13.98%. High-performance liquid chromatography (HPLC) was used to determine the cannabidiol (CBD) content of the M1 plants,
resulting in the identification of 3 high-CBD and 2 low-CBD mutants. Sequencing revealed that the DNA sequences as well as the
promoter regions of five key cannabinoid biosynthetic enzyme genes (CsPT4, CSOAC1, CsOLS1, CsCBDAS, and CsTHCA) in the
CBD content mutants remained unchanged. However, the expression levels of these five enzymes showed significant changes
compared to the control. It is inferred that EMS treatment led to mutations in regulatory genes affecting the CBD metabolic pathway in
mutants, thereby regulating the expression of enzymes, ultimately resulting in significant changes in CBD content. This study provides
excellent germplasm resources for industrial hemp breeding through the construction of an EMS mutant library and lays a solid
foundation for further elucidating the regulatory mechanisms of cannabinoid biosynthesis and related genes.
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K (Cannabis sativa L.) XHFRKHE, ZRELGRILTAMYMZHEY, 8T KRR RE —FERA
RN RRRZEAT ARy R e 7058 HANGEE S, WA TR TRl R B G BRIt A7 KRR 2 R iE 2544,
EPI F AL, E AR TR R 18y R Tl KRR Fr DY KRR (THC) /M T 0.3%M19K
IR S, S ARG R ORI, ML KRR & HRIRR 3% B KRR ) (CBD) 7EPUHIAR . Hi R AR IX
I S5 T B S LN 2 FE AR AN RS A 5881, ARG CBD AP A sl B, Tk K pRAE I i B
FRIZG By CBD #EAT M7 24500 A By MV R B b &R R B8 77 18], Tlit 2025 4F i i B ik 5] 202 1255
Tl B, Tk KR R E EE WA SEY, EREN . 2. BRI AT ILS R E R,
VG LA AR E P AL SR X DA, =R LR N, BORTL AR 4E 30 i Tl JLAE KR ER
L HRF B 77 i B T S R YO A, 0 A0 5 T R RR i Ao ) 75 SR BRGBRKC

FHECF BRE S5 E Tl KRR 4R 5, B E 4k Fh CBD & fefgmiM. B Al T KRN R EEFHF
BAHENRZEMN. REBMMFELEMDBL. MR TRAZEMMRGEMEANK., SCRIRERN, BLE
T AT B R4 B R R IR . E AT T IR AR M g v DAL B AR AL 2 A R IO AL AR R
VoA e HIRIERAR 5, WA T2 EY W, FEEER LBS(EMS)VE A A6 EE S Sk, 7E 7708
BAi RO, KRR, RPN, NP KGR, R (R R GRS BRI R, B TR
TR REKTE, PR EARSE R M.

ARG IS EMS 5748 o [E LA B RSHI FE T R e KRR 4 5 (i i %8800 758 2009001)
R 7 — ATV KRR SR ASARTE AR I 03 BT TS HEAR I R AR R . I i CBD & &AL S RAR A, FRAITHE
— BT SRR A R R R AR T AR 5 AN S il CBDAS. THCAS, CsPT4, CsOACL Fil CsOLS1 ff) DNA
P81 B FRIE KB, R SRR T KRR S AR 2 R R R, KRR R A R A2 TR AL B T 4R
FLl, 0y CBD LMV KRR fit A A 38 A 2 R SR BT ) JEL G

1 M55 %
L1 A% AT

AR R KRS 45 (Bt S BHE 55 20000000 JVRAEbTRE, B SRR MERE Sebk o Fh, 2 271500
ST DU JFEN. RTINS A B 152 d, FEMH RN 136 d, T HBE 3.4 m,

fem 7= & 2556-2717 kg/ha, CBD 15 4.84%, THC & & 0.22%. i FILREER LIS (EMS) N AR IR 17528 77 o



12 RIH*

1.2.1 TR EMS EEFREBHE 1 ENS EBRIMABERZEM R H L E 8 MBI : 0. 2%, 0. 4%,
0.6%. 0.8%. 1.0%AT 1.2% (BEAZ EMS TR GMBONR I o @ BEARH RO T ORRREE 4 585 150
R0 S TBONAR [T FE B FE B BMS 3830 rF s I AR FF 200 +/min FE% 13 ho B3 453U I NauS:05 (0.2 mol/L)
N EMS VW, IR 28K s e fh 1 3 S T AR T, T 7 dy 10 d R 14 d S iR TR IR Ok
SRR R TR RN E T .

122 REGRGHRESWERIAZ BNS LEH DU TRE0E (LD KENE ™, HIRIE ENS &35
BO%ZE A R R RE 5 I T o ASIRI0 P KBRS 4 S 1R A EMS WREEDA 0. 8%. BRIk fg BRI+ 2000 K
BEAT EMS WEARALEE . T 2021 45 H 20 HAE S WA LA T HARRIZ DX BATRER, SH-FE/BX 4 4,
ANXTHFAN 80 m’, /MXHK 20 m, %4 m, f7HE 0.80 m, #REF 0.20 mo MEAN/NXIERF 500 KiffF, 4 4N/
DXILHIET 644 Bk, “PHYHEEA Ty 32, 2%, MR, Gty MR REREER, HRILRE
Pz 807100 d MBI IR R R IR R LAV SRR, SRR R, 8 LR .
B2 (%) DL [A)SE R 808 G A1 B a2 BB, B0 (%) AT AL i 0 o 1) S Bt e s 0
SrECIHEL. IR BE 3 ANHHIE/NX R R 2 EMS AERA KRR 4 SAEhk, FORLHEIBUR R 2 S S ik
FEBR X IR AR A — B

123 REFEHITEST BRE TR AEEFE S, EHH 2 A @70 M AT
MY B 57, BAERGIE 3-4 NP RGE . 7EX SRR MR AT MR A A5 R I, B 27 Mk
TEHRE AR AL, AHFTCAE AL KRR ML AR 3RAG T 2 AR RAR R R AR S T 63 bk, BFETE 0 A2 4
FERR . MEAE R B LB R . Bk A& BRI 10% 0L FRERFIA FIFE BB (30em BA 1) TRATHE K
DA A A R A 57T 35 388 3o AN T 476 77 SRR A

124 REGARRIBWE PIARE 4 SRRENBELHS, MO HRE /N X LI # A K
15 BRHORRR B 4 SAREARIE AR AR, IR BB TR — SRR AR 322 bk, HUMIRI#ALIESL, &%
Deng %571, SR FH i ACORE €V (HPLC) JEAT KRR CBD Ar&illsg, M Hhiifiide i CBD RIUIE CBD 2 &k
1.25 HEEERREM LM AP REUH BRI 0. 20 g, {8 TIANGEN 24w AE )45 K 21 DNA $2 5%
A& (DP30) SR HX Tk KRR DNA. AR ¥ NCBT Wit KRS 24 (Cs10:GCA_900626175. 2) 3% CsPT4.
CsOACL. CsOLS1. CBDAS FlIl THCAS HIFEKIH P41 (4FEZ)FIX) (58, i/ Snapgene FAF Bt AHCH A
5% (2 1) o i1} TIANGEN A 2XTaq PCR FUE BT 1T (KT211-03) #EAT ek, 4%k & v B F a2 %
4T PCR SR f#H] TIANGEN 2~ wli@ % DNA b4k [mficitsnl & (DP214) #EAT PCR BIEIL, (AN
pGEM®-T Easy Wi &R T B a AL ER AR EAA R AR W



1.2.6 REE PCR WAMBEERIE HUHEEARRIERT 0. 15 g, {#/] TIANGEN A& HE47 RNA $RBUR &L
B RNA, TIANGEN A W] FastKingeDNA 28 —8E & sl & iR L R 41 DNA 75 44 FF & i cDNA 55—, MR I
B 4NMNEYEEL . WG CBDA A RUEILEE (CBDAS) . THCA & RMEALES (THCAS) . M ILMERRG. — il
IREFE IR A LB (CsPTD « BMSERIMLES (CsOACDH FIRMEEE £ il (CsOLSD IR 7 5145 £,
f§i ] PerlPrimer (sourceforge.net) ¥ it 3|4 CsCBDAS-EXP. CsTHCA-EXP. CsPT4-EXP. CsOAC1-EXP #l
CsOLS1-EXP 5141 (& 1) , LAKKAEFT CDNA 558 NAHIEAT aRT-PCR 7347 o

f# ] TIANGEN /A 7] SYBRMixture X7 & 1T qRT-PCR 525, PCR J M AA £ 4% B8 3551 i B Pk 47 i
#, PIFEF AN 95°CTHAME 10 min, 95°CAEE 15s, 60°CiE/K 1min, 35 MEM. LS IR Tubulino-1

(R D [ CLEAEAXHE, RA 277 CHE iR E N hE Feik &= B0,

)

= 1514955
Table 1 Primer sequences mentioned in this study

Genbank &3

IR ERIHE- ] 4 Fr31(5°=3") B Pl
Target Amplicon
Primers Genbank ID Sequence ( 5-3") Purpose
Gene Length (bp)
CsPT4 F: A
CsPT4-GDNA-PART1 CsPT4 LOC115713185 CTAACAAACCTATCTTGGGAGAATAT 3666 DNA £ 1 ¥4 wi &
CAGGTCCAAGTTTGGGGTTAG
CsPT4 F:HH
CsPT4-GDNA-PART2 CsPT4 LOC115713185 GATTCTGACTCTAACTTAGACATTAG 6643 DNA 5 2 ¥/ wi %
AGACCCCAAGTTATATTAGCACTT
CsPT4 F:FH
CsPT4-GDNA-PART3 CsPT4 LOC115713185 CACAATAGTTAAAGTGCTAATATAACTTG 7028 DNA 5 3 ¥/ mi &
GGTCTTATATAAATACATATACAAAGTATTCAG
Cs0ACI 3EA
CsOAC1-GDNA CsOACI LOC115723438 AACGGAACCTTCTACCCGG 1408 2H DNA i
TAGTCTACTTTCGTGGTGTGTAG
CsOLS1 3%
CsOLS1-GDNA CsOLS1 LOC115700696 GTATTTTTACATTAAAATAATGTAT 2620 2H DNA i
ATATTTGATGGGAACACTACGC
CsCBDAS %&
CsCBDAS-GDNA CsCBDAS LOC115697762 TGGCTTGCTCTTAATTGTTTAGC 2635 2H DNA i
TTAATGACGATGCCGTGG
CsTHCAS %&
CsTHCAS-GDNA CsTHCAS LOC115697901 GGAGAGCCAACTTTCACTATAA 2638 2H DNA i
TTTTAAAGATAATTAATGATGATGCGGTGG
Tubulin
TUB a-] JP479709 CTCGGCTGAGAAAGCATACC 102 R
CCATGCCTAGGGTCACACTT
153 (W CsPT4 3 ikK
CsPT4-EXP CsPT4 LOC115713185 CAGTGTACCAAAGTTCATAC &) "
CACAATCAAGGTCCATTAGG
1o (#E—An CsOACI Fik
CsOAC1-EXP CsOACI LOC115723438 CTGAAATCATCCCTTTTACTGCA ) K

CAGOCATGAAAGATGTATACTG
CsOLS1-EXP CsOLS1 LOC115700696 GTAGTCCTGAATAGTCTCCACACTCT 127(B—1HNE CsOLS1 %Kik



) K
GTGAACACATGACTCAACTCAAAG

188 (4mis X T CsCBDAS 335
CsCBDAS-EXP CsCBDAS LOC115697762 ATCTCGTGCTCCACCAATC ) K
GATCCGCTGGGCAGAACGGT
63 (ZwigX CsTHCAS 35
CsTHCAS-EXP CsTHCAS LOC115697901 CAGCAATTCCATTCCCTCAT TNET 7K
TTTCAGAATCAGCAATTC

1.3 SEIRHBURS SR
ARIGE R SPSS 4iit-# A4 (version16.0, SPSS, 2007) XHRE&FIE AT St 04, HdE B &4 H

Microsoft Excel #1525 .

2ERE St
2.1 REFIRIESE

Xt EMS < 5 B P55 S0 HR AN [RTR BV RAR B T AR O RBE 4 5 R ZF ST SE o i, EMS S 4k Tk ok
R HI R . TEXTREAE R, R 4 S H KR AL 95%. 4 EMS #KJE N 0.2%-0.6%0, R 4 5 (1
RAFZ 8TWIFILE 62%. 4 EMS IRFEEHE =2 1.0000, SRR 4 SFFIRFREE TR, M 41%5
iK% 25%. 1 1.2%EMS AbBErt, diRBRTE 4 528 14 RMFii RN 0.05% (K 1) . EMS KA 0.8%
I, R TR RN 41%, BRIEEEEHILR, R 0.8% EMS NiFASKE #HT KRR 4 5 RABRRAN
.

B 1 RERE EMS LLIBR KRS 4 SMTFIHL RS
Fig.1 Seed germination rates of ZHONGDAMAZI 4 treated by EMS with different concentrations
2.2 RERANIE
2 EMS BEAZJE, ORIRRTE 4 5 ML 644 B, HIETRON 32.2%. fEAFIAE i BOT R H R R AL



BRGRIMZ IR R (R 2) o RIS BE - (A g S (urE vk 15 Bk, o5 i i ik
f72.33% (& 2A M1 2B) o WERRAESL A B HMBLIBLAERR 14 R, 5 RUETRERAT 2.17% (I 2C) . —ntiide
KA (FED) RERIN 10%A ERREARIL 10 #, 5 BRI 1.55%. A ERE BRI 24
P, e 19 BRob bt FRAE R A PR 5 BRI AE 30-100cm 2 (7], (5 28 AEHRE 2.95% (& 2D) , 5 FRAHELXTIE
TR PG 100em, (5 RAEHREL 0.78% (B 2B) o #ALHRFEL TR — A5 WRARHE, KA

FEPE A 3 R BT 27 bk, BALE N 4.19% (B 2F) .

®2 PARRE 4 SREGFREG T

Table 2 The phenotypic analysis of ZHONGDAMAZI 4 mutations

5 R KT %= A A

Variation types Phenotype Mutant plants Mutant ratio
AT 27 4.19%

i

Leaf color RS 15 2. 33%

1€/ Inflorescence MELER FIRAL 14 2.17%
TR RS RS N 10 1. 55%

Bk Height KR 50-100cm 19 2. 95%
AR 100em AL 5 0. 78%

Bt Total 90 13.98%




A-B . MERANES; € MERERMA (ENDVIERFEK, ANAMIER ERMEM) o D - BARE CENCAEMRKE, H0JyIEHR
B s B BARAR: F oo s CEMCATALE, A9 IEFER) ;

A-B: Leaf color changed to purple mutant type; C: Pistillate flower degeneration type (the normal height plant showed in left, the pistillate flower
degeneration plant showed in right) , D: Dwarf mutant type (the dwarf mutant showed in left, the normal height plant showed in right) , E: Dwarf mutant type,

F: Etiolated seedling type (the etiolated seedling plant showed in left, the normal height plant showed in right) .
2 FRRFE 4 SREFHEEFRE
Fig. 2 The field phenotype of ZHONGDAMAZI 4 mutant

23 REGAKRESEBUERERS 57

HORBRTE 4 SRR NBEAEIG, BENLIZ IS 0 IR R A AR — B RAR R B 322 HRAGT JEALRL
15 ¥RBY FAEk CKBE 10 cm) , WL 3 MEMS¥ELE, 2% Deng 552574 R A i AU €4 154 (HPLC)
AT KRR & sE, MAhifiikHim CBD K&K CBD &tk &R. SxtiMth, 53 Ak1ekd CBD G & &
A4 . XFHEZL P34 CBD & &1L 4.45%-5.22% 2 ], ~F-¥i5 584 4.84%, 1 CBD &Mk RE Ly CBD &
i XA CBD & 20%HPk 2 ; {1k CBD &Pk £ 5E Ly CBD F &L T X4 CBD & & 20%HIMk & .
fiiik /3 %% CBD & &Ky EMS-12, EMS-79. EMS-153; fik CBD & &#k &y EMS-58. EMS-211; At

JyHisE CBD Skl B 3.87%<CBD 4 <5.81%1) ik .



3 LR KRMECBD B8 (%) MERKT 7T
Fig. 3 The detection and analysis of CDB content in mutant lines
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KRR HIED B ST [ 2 2B R . FE K CsOLS1 M1 CSOACL & ity H Bl 1 1 Tl MM B 2 75 Ty

(OLS) FIMIFRLEE (OAC) L& ISR (OLA) FI GPP Z5RIAYI . CsPT4 4ufil 57 R I #

filf (PT) AL, OLA FI GPP 4448 i K R i By e (CBGA) P4 5-75 - FE MM B i (5-geranyl olivetolate) .
CBGA {7y CBD Hll THC &5 KRR R HISL R AT, BORAR MR & (CBDAS) MINU S KFREZ &1 (THCAS)
73 EACIAME 4 CBDA Hl THCA, ilid Rl i # % 4k Jy CBD M THC. L KFRER & g et
W e 5 NI CsOLS1, CsOAC1. CsPT4. CBDAS Fil THCAS, fEMEALARRE & it e it St/ i . MR ¥
DAL SR AL B DR 5 5 s BT 51 HEAT PCR 41, 514 1 Y Bl 604 LA L e BRI 4w DX RS 3 X P 51 o
AIRIAEHORRRTE 4 S REAEXT CBD & 2 R Ak & (EMS-12, EMS-79, EMS-153, EMS-58 Il EMS-211)
Ut R LA S 3 23 BEAT BUORE I 45 AF i (R JE IR 41 DNAL F 888 E 5 AN 4 i X AR 27 X DNA FrBL
FHHEN T HIRSGMT WFLEERLR: CBD &8RRI R 55 IR RARTE 5 A JCH (AL B 5 1) g ity [X
WA R IUIE IS, H 37 X TG P9 DNA F AR KL . itk CBD & &5k CBD & & &%
AR SN B GBI [N 1 B A AR S8
25 REFKKERHEEXRECBERRES T

TERAEHINS CBD & & SRASMR MR R AN HEALAE K F 70 BEAT BURERHUE. RNA i 5 4% 53¢ 1) 4% B i 19
cDNA. i qRT-PCR X CBD % & RAL AR R AN IR 1 5 Mk A I 1 B R 2k /K EATER 9T . 50t AR
tt, CBD & &Rtk & PR A ALEER A KT R A R EGAE: & CBD &tk R EMS-12 i CsPT4 JE[H
FIEACF RN IRZLA 1.82 %, 5 CBD & &EFkR EMS-79 ' CBDAS % [RFRIAK TN IRALH 1.60 £, &
CBD & ##k & EMS-153 1 CsOLSL J& K Fik/K-F @ X B2 ¥ 1.51 £%: {ik CBD & =k & EMS-58 (1] CsPT4
LRI S IX K AR EE T-0 BEZH T 1% 61.76%, 11K CBD & &k & EMS-211 7£ CSOACL =R FiA FAHEL T HE2H



TF% 36.26% (£ 3) . 1T CBD &ERAZMMKA T LLLE 5 ANREEMEMIER SR 37 X AR S IR E
RAZ, FRACFRERLM T AHSCMEAL B 12 5L R (O T RE,  BE TS KRR 38 & AR AR S0 R AL B A DR R K7 A

SN, AR RARAE LT CBD &R ¥ LI T %,
* 3 FHRMRTERRKHRESHEXERERFTIAS

Table 3 Expression of genes involved in cannabinoid synthesis in mutants during flowering stage

CBDAS THCAS CsPT4 CsOACI CsOLS1
pugics 7.8b 2. 5a 3.4b 9. 1la 6. 3b
EMS-12 7.5b 2.3a 6. 2a 8. 6a 5.8b
EMS-79 12. 5a 2.7a 3.1b 8.8a 6. 7b
EMS-153 7.6b 2. 1a 2.8b 9. 3a 9. ba
EMS-58 7.3b 2. 5a 1. 3c 9. 0a 6. 5b
EMS-211 8.2b 2.2a 3.7 5. 8¢ 6. 1b

FHHUEFOR R 27700 SRR RN M R IA &, Rk a/ble” Rk 5t AL FRIA K- 6 B A % 7
(p<0.05)

3 g

H AT 4Bk T KBRFE . I TARI A A ik 280 T RCR . d63e. P E=KEFXWE R, D=
RP=X PR T AR 4Bk —F LA b, X 2019 4F CBD 7= S i 4E 2 5 Aiiis 35 123675, B, WA AMF 20
FNUAEE R ZAE YD AL AR ST R 2 7 B Rl J7 IR 7T, Ay SR B 2R [R] TR e o DRI 3R S 1) 8 8 W 2 2B 7
B T KRR Fl, BT ROR WA B R 5218 . I EMS 1548 770 G i) RAS AR B4R, ) B R e e Y
PR I S AR PR IR 2R © BN G153 1) B 2R A 181,

AW FAE DAV RBR R 1 RARRREA, IR AT R 0. 2 EMS WHOKRE _EJH, AR (Al g K
i, HYIZHZ DNA SZHRRE R IR, SBORREEENE L, R, o mfa T Ge S 80 ik .
I, 5728 77V 52 A5 AR T TR) A JE 2 BRI SRR R A A6 I AR RAR A TR L 0% . AR AE WX EMS i 527
FAERCRZES, FEFI ] EMS M @A) R AR EAA I 1 50 N F 208 & 7 AR R B AN AR I 6], R 2 B
FONPRE, BIVEAE IS REE 4705 — AR 1 EMS FR R ()2 & o AR I ) A0 AR 71 5 S AR AR 28 = 2
SO, ARG 275 B A RS RS VE I AE DGRBS, BRI R B8 D 13 h, RIEIE EMS 7] i 1 5k 3 731
WHK . ARKM 0.2%F] 1.2% LB E 6 > EMS IRIEFBE, KILZHIREZN 0.8%I, FiF ik F N 41%, %
FL B BOLE, HMORH 0.8% EMS B AR BT H ORI BE 4 5 RA TR 2 .

H AT EMS AR % RAS K 2 R T — A4 A S BIAE Y, SLRAEIR 28 [ 28 7E M2 AREk M3 AR5k
1A T MR TR S AN o TE TR AR E 15 EMS AR RZEQISIH, BF AN FORECR TR
TGRSR RAR, B M BT R R MR A D8, 7E/NE S FRDE 2 22 (1) EMS RAREEGIHH, My



TR I BARRISGR 107 503k 45 1218 MR R, IFTE SRR U MR R E 40 /> SRk 10 75 RG24 22
(1) Mo ARIAE BRI R MR A 22, TR AR & T e AR, R A BOM R I P [) — S e AR A
[AIAFAE A% 22 B SRAS IS TE Mo AR LG TR AE5 SRAM R BE RO o I H T4 B8 7 SR A7 AR
STV RBRR IR A B, BB S REARME, AR REACE MR A AR S IR B 78 Tk KRR AR
BEAK R, X My ARPEATHF G E IR TR IRAG TR 5 LRAF I A, PR MV KRR R AR R A Y5
2 e AR FH 6 ) L SR B o ARHIF UTE ML KRR Mo AR REAT ST, 3RAF T 2 AMPRIR I SRR (A
FRILTE 90 #k, BAELELFL - ET AR A AR 15 bk MEIE R B LRI 14 Bk 184D R RSN 10%
LB 10 #R ASFEFEEE A (30em LA L) SARRERE 24 #k, BAETT 27 vk (B 2) o BT DAL KRR
FEORHER L R g o ARG, DAL SR AR AR R A A DG MR VR4 A LRI BT 70 B ik IR B YRS SR AR 3 1 e ek

F TR IBR K L5 CBD TEHUHIAL . BT 5 AN AR 55 7 TH LA 28 1) 24 P BRI PR R FH T 52181, Tl
RIRAE i B P L 245 R 23 CBD HEAT BT 25 A A T KRR M A 1 5 1R 2280, KRR 3R IR AR 5 h
MFEAER A, K LR MEP 4% GPP 2R DAL 3 638274 9 ) S i) Cannabinoid 1442197,
CRRIR A AT LR A, MEP R GPP & 124 BT 144 R AL B IR A5 1 GPP, 3 Jd SR 45 T

(OLS) 57 [ — I HE M R Wl (PT) HOAE AT 2 22 b KR ER #Y 0T & CBGA, 11 H1 CBDA 5 Hifilf (CBDAS)
A THC &l (THCAS) 43 AlfEfk £ CBDA 1 THCA, 4ilfii#m £k CBD Al THC, KFkZ CBD
HIEEMI A R 2252 5 (L (CsPT4, CsOACL. CsOLS1. CBDAS fil THCAS) mil7,

Tl KERIEM th & 120 RFKRRE, b5 CBD S5HMIKI s A 8 Fhl%el, w52t tailii: (HPLC)
R, REMERIX 7y CBD KIHARMMELAYS, HARME A5 KR E L= m, O 2R T RRE
S B, B AUE T HPLC HoARN RSB AR AE 3k b CBD & &3EAT I & 3911 5] 5 /> CBD H BRIk AR
H A RARKR EMS-12. EMS-79 1 EMS-153 ] CBD & &#HU 4 CBD & &7 iliE e 38.63%. 47.11%F
23.35%; EMS-58 1 EMS-211 ] CBD 4 & 4% 4 CBD & & 41K 51.03% 1 31.19%. KRR /ENHEMIRAE
ARUF=4, A B R 52 B BRI 088 £ 222 5 J P TR AR S S 0T A S 6 7 St AT SREARE P HEL 2B A e
45 f A2 B AT KRR AT 23 AT J5 R I, HR KRR B 4 5 KRR 3 & B A 1) 22 S R i 8% A SBole
CBD & &7 bk R AR HE T L CBD 7 & 5 T BUIC T 20 CBD 341 & 20%, % A7 #EBE 1% 241X 4» CBD
GRERRRERERER. BYRKREED S RERES A 3 MEMDE: RIS K. 7060 LIE
W, FEDL PR IR 5 AN OCHERRE AR MUREE S A (OLS)  MUMSERIMERE (OAC) . SR IJftE
HRemE (PT) « KA MM &K (CBDAS) FINUE KA &HE (THCAS) VA, (L —ANEE A ThRE B
N BB KRR S B A4 B . ASLIR 40X CBD & B A8tk rf 5 A SeHi i A B R (K 4 i X % J
Z)F X DNA P BT 7 b S 3 R R B 5948 . HER: DNA F 81438 J i ml etk g, #2550 LAk
B 7E REAL WA MRS K P HEATHR T, KL CBD & & SR fA rh DL L O fais S A7 /E 35 %5 7. 1E CBD



BRI RANK EMS-12,EMS-79 Fl1 EMS-153 H1 73 Al il £] CsPT4. CBDAS 1 CsOLS1 &ik /K123 17t
CBD & fF#IL R /K EMS-58 fl EMS-211 173 55/ #6: 1l 1 CsPT4 Al CsOACL Kik/K-F- &3 FFf. LA EFE
R4 fi% CBD A pig A% - A [ BE AT R4 I i A6 B, HAR A K7 BB R e 24 CBD & & ik i T7E CBD
TR R RIS OC R EERE  (BHE R BT XD FEEFSIESR, (HRE/E CBD & &R
TE AL 5 AR A KPR B E TR RS, HAR A S R ER S R — 5. It EMS 55
T RAR A FE AR Y 15 5 PR SR HETT 20 CBD A3 R UHE AR G B AL B I 0%, IR A R AAE
i CBD & Al SRAEH IR 2 AR Sl 5 KRR R A AR OBk, (L4 CBD & At
YR 2> HUH AT R, ELIE AT T KRR IR 38 A 8 Ak 2R 1A 2 S B 7 P R AN I PRI TGV T J A 0
VER 531 B R LM, gkt CBD & U BHR AR 1 ARG B AR DGR e R ) s e H i AL KR 7
P AU S T AR O e B, AR5 O 7 ML R RR P B BR At . AR SRR TR ORI B 4 5 R A
FEARISRAS, FE T TIRBRAP BT IR . @RS B ORI CBD &&= R B2 7k CBD & il
FISEHE DR B T 2L 7V PRI O R AP U B0 96T EMS 528 7068 FH I E (0 4528 0y 58 22 T KRR ot
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