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Chemical Components of Rusty Root of Ginseng
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Abstract[ ]This study was conducted to investigate the chemical components of rusty root for seeking
the cause of rust. Na, Fe contents were higher in various tissues of six-year-old rusty root than healthy
root. Contents of total sugar in epidermis of rusty root was low but crude lignin and suberin contents
were high. Crude lipid content increased with the rate of rusty symptoms in each part of root respecti-
vely. Pentadecanoic, stearic, oleic, lignoseric acid contents increased in cortex of tap root with the
rate of rusty symptoms but decreased in pith. Total ginsenoside and crude saponin contents increased
in pith and cortex of tap root with the rate of rusty symptoms but decreased in lateral and fine root.
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Table 1. Comparizon of chemical contents i various tissues of 6-year-old rusty ginseng root
Rust N p K Ca Mg Na Fe Mn 7n
Tissue ate (% - — — Fe/Mn
rate (%) ) (ppm)
Cortex 0 1.43 0.18 0.83 0.28 0.04 346 85 78 16 1.09
10 1.35 0.18 0.75 0.25 0.11 397 104 75 15 1.39
30 1.69 0.19 1.05 0.32 0.12 621 126 72 12 1.68
50 1.52 0.18 0.95 0.31 0.12 423 129 30 18 1.61
L.S.D. 5% NS NS NS NS NS 59.3 28.6 753 NS 0.35
1% 89.8 45% 0.53
Pith 0 2.06 0.30 0.81 0.22 0.09 324 8) 92 13 0.89
10 1.86 0.33 0.69 0.23 0.10 361 85 72 12 1.18
30 1.95 0.32 0.92 0.18 0.09 400 35 67 12 1.27
50 1.67 0.23 0.79 0.23 0.09 333 93 67 15 1.39
L.S.D. 5% NS NS NS NS NS 47.6 NS 4.6 NS 0.20
1% 72.1 5.0 0.30
Leteral root 0 1.96 0.23 0.90 0.19 0.09 265 122 100 24 1.22
10 1.75 0.25 1.02 0.21 0.12 265 137 83 25 1.65
30 2.00 0.25 1.01 0.19 0.12 324 137 75 24 1.83
50 1.89 0.24 0.94 0.21 0.12 382 148 75 23 1.97
L.SD. 5% NS NS NS NS NS 505 14.2 2.1 NS 017
1% 76.5 215 3.2 0.25
Fine root 0 205 0.23 1.86 0.27 013 612 512 117 53 4.38
10 1.81 0.24 1.73 0.26 0.13 653 556 72 47 772
30 2.01 0.25 1.79 0.28 0.16 778 H94 67 42 8.86
50 2.03 0.21 1.77 0. §(D 0.16 77 621 70 5O 8.87
L.S.D. 5% NS NS NS ’\S NS 454 59.6 NS NS 0.89
1% 63.8 90.3 1.35

Table 2. Comparison of chemical contents in various

tissues between healthy (H) and rusty gin-

seng root (R)
(Unit : % of dry weight basis)
Components Root Pith Cortex  Epidermis
Crude protein H 142+ 043 92+036 1311036
R 1261 090 9.1+026 1351 087
Total sugar H 4601 216 648+ 204 158+ 0.78
R HH71 380 5931 180 7.3+ 056
Pectin H 1091 104 97056 5710680
R 724 LO8 851052 48+ 046
Crude cellulose H 1221026 1281065 309+ 1.08
R 1231 036 1481 263+ 0.30
Crude lignin H 341030 121020 237+ 286
R 501035 261026 434+ 197
Suberin H 9.1+ 0.30

R
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Table 3. P u<ent(1;.,e of crude llplds and fatl\ acid mmposltmn of crude fat in various tissues of rusty gmseng root

Fatty acids ld]) root
Cortex Plth - Lateral root Fine root
Rust rate (%) 010 30 50 0 1( 3() 50 0 10 ';(7)7 50 ”7(7) 1'(*)” 3()/7507
Crude fipids (“0) LOO 101 138 157 061 064 ().E;()V 0.70 (),89 1.()() 1()/ 1,18” 1.55 T61 167)156

Pentadecanoic® (15:0) 050 078 068 0.74 137 123 113 045 093 087 ()9) ().71 0.82 ()/) 0.69 ().66

Palmitic* (16:0) 2434 2062 2051 26,14 2040 3032 2624 929 2398 2544 2497 23.62 2444 22.81 2291 22.79
Palmitoleic (16:1) 140 096 087 086 259 268 285 0.88 149 137 128 120 053 036 035 035
Heptadecanoic® (17:0) 1.04 081 071 0.89 088 100 094 0.29 0.79 092 086 0.81 066 — 071 122
Stearic* (18:0) 165 192 197 183 205 196 170 0.75 168 212 221 324 194 245 275 330
Oleic (18:1) 1055 1325 1640 1481 1134 1092 1027 599 944 976 1349 15.16 853 888 1001 1144
Linoleie (18:2)  50.76 52.18 4945 4648 4316 43.19 4788 70.73 5212 5222 5044 4753  50.13 50.26 51.80 48.38
Linolenie (18:3) 235 233 248 186 208 177 221 7()" 263 234 237 L79 305 299 295 256
Arachiche™ (20:0) 073 072 107 064 031 033 034 039 056 056 054 051 193 222 140 176
Gadoleie (20:1) 057 064 066 058 064 065 060 () 50 065 040 064 063 0.55 054 053 064
Henelcosanoic® (21:0) 066 075 071 036 054 066 080 122 069 061 055 048 043 062 0.73 065
Behenie* (22:0) 131 107 087 083 081 067 056 0.34 L15 111 072 091 304 399 194 250
Erucic (22:1) 122 102 086 0.79 116 106 103 0.75 081 071 1.01 0750 048 041 040 049
Tricosanoic™  (25:0) 0.76 066 055 0.70 0.71 078 079 026 063 057 — 053 068 074 065 065
Lignoseric* (24:0) 119 151 160 182 176 181 173 031 175 098 - 1.58 242 264 218 225
Nervonic (24:1) 095 069 0556 048 120 095 093 0.80 069 — 0.60 036 033 - 036

32.18 2884 2867 34.15  37.83 38.76 34. )3 1330 3216 3318 3.77 3239 3() 36 36.22 3396 35 /8
67.800 7127 71.27 6585 62. 1/ 61.22 65.77 86.70 ()/ 85 66.80 h() 23 6761 6363 63.77 66.04 64.22

*ISEFA : Total saturated fatty acids, T.USFA. : I()l(xl Lmsatumttd tdtt\ acids.
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Table 4. Comparison of saponin contents of various tissues of 6-year-old rusty ginseng root
(Unit : % of dry weight basis)

Rust Ginsenoside ~ Total Crud_e
Tissue . ginsenoside saponin
rate (%) Ry, Rb. Re Rd Re Rg,  PT/PD* (index) (index)
Cortex 0 0.48 0.24 0.26 (.10 0.30 0.49 0.73 1.87(100) 3.94(100)
10 0.60 0.20 0.22 0.09 0.27 0.58 0.77 1.96(105) 4.19(106)
30 073 023 024 010 031 059 069 2.20(118) 5.88(149)
30 0.72 0.21 0.21 0.11 0.29 0.54 0.66 2.08(111) 5.64(143)
Pith 0 0.13 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.14 0.90 0.40(100) 1.85(100)
10 0.14 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.16 0.96 0.47(117) 2.33(126)
30 0.17 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.10 0.18 1.00 0.56(140) 2.81(152)
50 0.16 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.08 0.17 1.00 0.50(125) 2.54(137)
Lateral root 0 0.50 0.26 0.29 0.11 0.27 0.35 0.53 1.78(100) 5.37(100)
10 0.52 0.20 0.25 0.09 0.25 (.35 0.57 1.66( 93) 3.84(C 71)
30 0.59 0.23 0.22 0.08 0.24 0.37 0.54 1.73( 97) 4.25( 79)
50 0.57 0.19 0.22 0.08 0.27 0.33 0.57 1.66( 93) 4.27¢ 79
Fine root 0 1.67 0.92 0.99 0.54 0.85 041 0.31 5.28(100) 11.57(100)
10 1.58 0.87 0.96 (.55 0.92 0.34 0.32 5.22( 99) 11.28( 97)
30 1.60 0.91 0.93 0.45 0.82 0.44 0.33 5.18( 98) 10.34( 89)
50 1.59 0.83 (.87 0.44 0.86 0.44 0.35 5.03( 95) 10.28( 89)

*PT : Panaxtriol ginsenoside (Re +Rg), PD : Panaxdiol ginsenoside (Rb, t Rb.+Rc 1+ Rd).
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