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)3} (Rosaceae Juss.)=

33009 TOo=2 AE BAPAEFORE, T2 Nk 20
9 o] X|e thel ERro] BXSE A0R HiEo]
St} (Kalkman, 2004; Potter et al.,
o= 374,
Sk A e A=
AoZ RIFo] Tt} (Korea National Arboretum, 2016).
A AEe o 9 2AEF TR
A B R E E8EA 9o

Janick, 2009).
X3 (Lee, 2018), T
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ABSTRACT

Background: Rosa rugosa Thunb. (Rosae Rugosae Flos) and R. chinensis Jacq. (Rosae Chinensis
Flos) are medicinal shrubs widely used in East Asia, where dried flower buds are traded as herbal
drugs. Because the two species exhibit similar floral morphology but differ in their pharmacopeia
status, accurate identification is essential to ensure authenticity and quality control. Moreover, con-
firming the taxonomic position of the white-flowered R. rugosa is necessary to evaluate the origins
of Rosae Rugosae Flos.

Methods and Results: Fresh R. rugosa and its white variants were collected, and herbal samples
of R. rugosa and R. chinensis were examined using light and scanning electron microscopy. The
petals of all taxa had papillate epidermis with cuticular striations, indicating functional stability.
The white-flowered R. rugosa shared identical traits, confirming intraspecific variation within the
same species. The sepals of R. rugosa bore secretory and simple trichomes, whereas those of R.
chinensis were glabrous, providing a key diagnostic marker.

Conclusions: These results indicate that sepal trichome distribution is a reliable diagnostic marker
for distinguishing R. rugosa from R. chinensis. The findings also confirm that the white-flowered
R. rugosa should be regarded as an intraspecific variation. This study provides essential micromor-
phological criteria for authenticating Rosa-derived herbal medicines, thereby contributing to their
safe and effective pharmacological use.

Key Words: Rosa rugosa Thunb., Rosa chinensis Jacq., Rosae Rugosae Flos, Rosae Chinensis
Flos, Scanning Electron Microscope

oA A g FEA 71hEL
2020a).

ol F AME (Rosa L)y Aujola} (Rosoideae Juss.
Am)ell &3, A AAF SR oF 20050 Hub 20 2
iAo Mt 1Az, S Wells 1050] B¥she
o2 By v} At} (Gu and Robertson, 2003; Lee, 2018).

Aol &3l BR7 T 93 (R rugosa Thunb.y=
SEobrobe] A S FEftt Asletel] AEk=
Al AEo R A He Aol syt EElnk

Z A AT} (Song et al,

90 — 1004471 &, 2,890 —

>E rf' 4

2007, Hummer and
14621 g2 /<ol &

= 3]'771] }“1/\] O]'J— }‘/\\_4

Euk ofg} M<1E, AJeF  (Ohba, 2001; Gu and Robertson, 2003; Lee, 2018). ¥+
ow, T AEo] Zhse] o M) g AW ERES AR 7EE e <
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213l71% &=Hl, R rugosa var. albiflora Koidz. (Ohba,
2001; POWO, 2025), R. rugosa f. albiflora (Ohba, 2001),
R. rugosa ‘Alba’ (Korea National Arboretum, 2016), Z}z}
£ o Qs ARt FHIele sfigske] o
(synonym)2 2 A2]5= FA°]th (Gu and Robertson, 2003;
POWO, 2025). aidsh= 1= 7F S AR £8e8E 3
o A miFs FHPEE, AFHE: Rosae Rugosae Flos)e]
Fel2 /5% ) (Chinese Pharmacopoeia Committee, 2015;
Korea Food and Drug Administration, 2021). mj¥|3l= A%
Ao WAESE, 74 A, T71 X8 FE&HEY (Yu et
al., 2014), H2olle 3318l FAs, =, v, F5 N4,
Al =3d0)2 (sucrase) JA| &3 5 oFg] aIpt Hauw
v} U3 (Young et al, 1990; Hong et al., 2001; Lee et
al, 2003; Thao et al., 2014), 7154 4F 2 A771%52
Fo 982 FHUAY Q= vl T8 AAAECT (Yu
et al., 2014).
o]l DA} (R chinensis Jacq )= =l A=
2o ] Ak, FHells A ERZ HuEol ATt (Korea

National Arboretum, 2016). €A3}2] A28 3 — 9 H
2 W e gE0 R, Yo Y "ol gl 22 4 —

9ol 7HsketH, 7HA] Eoll HEe] H2A e Ao o
spF gt 22 AE 4 — 5 eme]aL, F7|7F oFshAY ¢l
ok of )] FEH B ele go] dAsk, wisH
(BF)y FE (glabrous)et= HollA afjgstel HEEt (Gu
and Robertson, 2003). D75} GA] wjFste} fAbskA AxH

£eouE EAS (HFE, AFE: Rosae Chinensis Flos)
kx| = &-8-3lt} (Chinese Pharmacopoeia Committee, 2015).

AASH= 1}7}‘?‘_9.3 A, Akt a7, 3t el I AN
Aol digk A+ AxprF B vk vk (Kim er al, 2011;
Zhou et al., 2023).

) sie} PAIShE BF g Sl &
£50HE M= A}»%PEF FEHel 2
= T Fdell B 71EFoR A e v, ¢
Alshs = oFdolwt A =le] St} (Chinese Pharmacopoeia
Committee, 2015; Korea Food and Drug Administration,
2021). AT o= FAA] 7195 A=) AA]
LA B H k8] R Aol AX A= 2l
7] 2ol elge] FAKE = oAl fraol st

BEFoz AxE
Io} oha, v ks

oro
o

o] m
=3 4

NAFT FE 29, FAE EUS kRS YBHL A
sk F4 Ash 9 kg A B EFL 2T F 9

7) W] e 2 sl Basih

w95} (1R)shel SRIESE T2 S @) of
B 2N BulEe Ay B0 7ednka sl
At} (Sulborska et al, 2012; Sulborska and Weryszko,
2014). A3} Aol wEd s|gsle] olHdE Huy Amst

ol
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SAe, Al 229 AT s Tl A %
FHE= Ao A TF (Sulborska and Weryszko,
2014). T, A& BHZ 2o vAFHSA FPe F 5
Az BRE A4l W f89 gd2 Je uh Aot
(Zarkovi¢ et al., 2022; Seyedipour and Mahdigholi, 2024).
u:}ﬂ—/\ﬂ Hn) AP Ed txEe 7|9E 7
Fod A gz F8ol et

ko] Fost 54 2 A Ve Fol

73

Tr%OPﬂ f"”‘l%l

shA, s|gsle] ﬂj—'f (17%"—]1 ) ol ZTFE 0= (flavonoid)
2 QFEAoRd (anthocyanin) AEH A= A del =4
ol A=, 58 ] ¥ AETF H24 -1
314 Z2o] Aol AFA R S vzt AT AR
7} B3 vl Atk (Sheng et al, 2018). 2y 7Had oF
Al ol A wistel DAISE 2 2 712 ES] wA e A

FAS APAo T vwat ATE o}d7ix] Bug uf glon,
S5l BRe] PAIEE

%75‘] P Wolol] - st B 2 5
E X}‘ﬂe 7Igko 2 gk £/ SAE =g A=

oA FAF (Song ef al, 2018), SF-¥ A (Kim ef dl,
2020), 3% %3] (Park et al, 2020), & 33| (Song et al,
2020b) & TR oA 7]1¥FolA FEARA (light micro-
scope)d} FAPAAFA R (scanning electron microscope) 5
An7Z 4 AAES o8k gk wAFEzPEe] f-87¢] o]
u AFE b o, sl RSl vAIRE 1 Tl vk
¥4 A7 dasir

ole] & AelM= AR & T miHstel dAIske] n
Ageier s A 9 vlwsta, 58 HF243% 94 3}
s 7R sistel Slslisl ko] mAlPE et 2 Aol
H3L 243130t o] & 0311 w3}, YAsE 7P B EE A
Jshar, sdst s wolol] wWE miA)
Rlete] R R FslaAt siqi

= ?I%

gl

=1
=~

1. 92 M2

Ashrle) sislel BaiRalE AN A A3
obijel wjsiel YAske B SATY AIHEALL
3 (KIOMyel] HaE A FE dF ez sk Add
| F3te} dadsl= 70% ethanol &0 AXFR o7 A2
SIAaL, sFste] die AR o® Ak AR Al
5 % 3E AHe veF 2tk [R rugosa: Korea, Chung-
cheongbuk-do, Cheongju-si, 27. Apr. 2025. Lee 598 (CBU,
herbarium acronym); R. rugosa f. albiflora: Korea, Incheon,
02. Jun. 2024. Song 213 (CBU); Rosae Rugosae Flos: China,
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F
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Sichuan, 10. Mar. 2014. 1403055 (KIOM); Rosae Chinensis
Flos: 10. Mar. 2012. 7207078 (KIOM)].

2. 9% oo

3 AgrollA AREE AeiARI SFAjARle: tAE T
2} (Tough TG-6 digital camera, Olympus, Tokyo, Japan)=
Ygeigich. ole] ERS DA 8l GBS Aol
UEF NaClOyll 24A17F B3k & obf o] 35 YA F
SEfolmZE s fo &8 AAFRA (stereo microscope,

S9D, Leika, Wetzlar, Germany)2. 2 &3t}

3. OIMl el

Az oflle dst 9 st AEE 98] Al (wetting
agent, Agepon: distilled water = 1:200) (Agfa Gevaert,
Leverkusen, Germany)oll ¥ 37ColA 3% F<+ 3}
(rehydrate) %~ 70% ethanol %o B33t} sk} ofH
o] Pt FAS AFst] S8l FskE 1z oA Al
B9 AFE A A Ee dEE AFHZRE B g5 34
(50%, 70%, 90%, 95%, 100%°lA Z+ 1A17HhS Zegsisit).
o] AAF AZ7] (critical point dryer, SPI-13200J-AB,
SPI Supplies, West Chester, PA, U.S.A)E A}&3lo] A

- ol

= A=

AxAZHeH, Ax AF5E A7 95 mm &FrE SHE
(aluminium stub, 01501-BA, SPI Supplies, West Chester,
PA, US.A) $lol| 7HEdol=2 A3t &3 o] 53
7] (ion sputter coater, Q150T ES Plus, Quorum Technologies
Ltd., Laughton, UK.)E ©|-&3l W& (platinum, PHO= 45
Z7F ol F2F sisleh. AP ER] sidstet Slafdste] 7,
Ade #FS T ER sME S s Jur
(apex part)e} SUF (middle part)e] AFE ZHz} A|Z2Fs19L,
oHe HAE (apical part)e} 7145 (basal par)Z o
LR HW R oA RS wjstel eAske] A
T, SRk TG, o JIARE At vl ekl
. FAPAAIEEZ  (scanning electron microscope, EM30+,
COXEM, Daejeon, Koreay2 &3l 724 5 kv, 2FsAE
54 — 6.0 mollX #Fsplon, shade 1.0k — 5.0k, o
o] B8 03k — 2.0k 2 ¢ FHL 05k — 5.0k HiEl
A 78kt

1. ok U] OMIZE]
ANFst (R rugosayst BANFst (R rugosa f. albiflora)]

Fig. 1. Photographs of the Rosa rugosa and medicinal materials. A-B; Habit in natural population, C-D; Herbal medicine, A; R.
rugosa, B; R. rugosa f. albiflora, C; Rosae Rugosae Flos, D; Rosae Chinensis Flos.
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Fig. 2. SEM micrographs of the petal of the Rosa taxa.

O

A-E, I-L; Apex part, F-H, M-P; Middle part, A, C, E, G, |, K, M, O; Outer
F.

surface, B, D, FE H, J, L, N, P; Inner surface, A, B, E, F; R. rugosa, C, D, G, H; R. rugosa f. albiflora, 1, J, M, N; Rosae Rugosae Flos,

K, L, O, P; Rosae Chinensis Flos.

Fig. 3. SEM micrographs of the petal in the inner surface of the Rosa taxa. The arrow indicate remnants of the secretory substance.
A; R rugosa, B; R. rugosa f. albiflora, C; Rosae Rugosae Flos, D; Rosae Chinensis Flos.

& % 5540laL, WAV Y (actinomorphic)e]™, ©]¥kst
(polypetalous flower)o] 3L, T}2] G=2ro] #2HE|AT}. sd3}t
= Ao sh, gagshs dAMe] st s ERlEnt
(Fig. 1A-B). vi¥|3}e] skt o2 kol skt e
AgA o2 AN, DAISH] sk S Bhe A3 o]
L, WS 250 2 A3 IY) (Fig. 1C-D).

slgbo] oW A E2 EUYL FFIoMe THY
(isodiametric), S| F3lolM= EF2E (irregular), vi2s}oll

L
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Me SHEH EFRIl sA #AFEIAT £
(anticlinal wally> 91] Ml AlFolx B5F 2443 (straight)}
F4E (curved)o]l FAlOl FAFEHAL, GAstE 749 F
(cuticle)e] WAl HAUe] A 2o} 39S AFS F L
Aok BE AR WEH (periclinal wally> H¥ (flat)s}
gom, ZHuZo= S5 (striations)’} AT (Table 1;
Fig. 2A, C, G I, K, M, 0), 98 =& ed3e] 34 74
7h 2= QT (Fig. 2E).
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Table 1. Micromorphological characteristics of the petal of the
Rosa rugosa and medicinal materials.

- 2ot

Toa ECD AW PWY
Outer Is St1, Cu Fl, St2
R. rugosa
Inner Pa Cu Co
R. rugosa Outer Ir St1, Cu Fl, St2
f. albiflora Inner Pa Cu Co
Rosae Outer Is, Ir St1, Cu F|, St2
Rugosae Flos Inner Pa Cu Co
Rosae Outer N/A N/A Fl, St2
Chinensis Flos  Inner Pa Cu Co

YEC; Epidermis cell, represented isometric (Is), papillae (Pa) and
irregular (Ir). ?AW; Anticlinal wall, represented straight (St1), curved
(Cu). PW; Periclinal wall, represented flat (Fl), striation (St2) and
convex with striation (Co). N/A; Not available.

shte] W BaMEe] RS RE AJFA 54 AE
(papillaey’} AZ=om, FFHE PR AFFHU,
HEHE E5 (convex)sliL, Zt9Zoll= S5H7F #EE ]
t} (Table 1; Fig. 2B, D, F, H, J, L, N, P). alg3le} dafit
sto] st M= A (essential oil) AESZ FAE =
W=E HH]E (secretory substances)©] FH2E T (Fig. 3).

2. OE F1| OINISEN
ohle] sl EAEE SFetst AsiFsteld SUF, vl

= A=

FslollA FHHT EtFde] sAlo #FEAN, AS=
EAY o AR 7L s}, wjst, LAl
A ARG Y] SAl UEReH, Ssligshs 4%
H3st, Slefdst, wjzstoly Hgk
(smooth)a}A 2L, HAISF = B2 & (irreguraly grooved)®]
PAEIT}H (Table 2; Fig. 4A, C, E, G, I, K). 7123
= BE ARS o XM, 7FEdA Y FHe
A& (anomocytic type)O 2 BRIESITH (Table 2; Fig. 4A,
C E, G I K.

ofd i FuA 2= afdste} miHsiolr] FHEeR #
e R, Asgstolr] SHEH ErH o] FAlol A
Ak FHE sgstel Sagsiolr AP 40| 5
Alol] yepstom, mjslela 9, WIS sidste} s
FafollA] wiZatAl A=A, v StellA] Bt e Fo] g
°1=|9lt} (Table 2; Fig. 4B, D, F, H, J). & A|F2| <}H
et ol 7S ESAI7E AREA] AT, sgstet
Slafigste] Aol 71go] FFENoH, 7FEGA ] ¥
He= 2% FAlgoez RIS} (Table 2; Fig. 4B, D).

s gste} dafdst, viHske] of ool = BF WX o
5 (simple uni-cellular trichome)7} #Z =S 3 (Table 2;
Fig. 4C, G 1), AF7} e dAlx BE2uAd 54 Ax
(stalked multi-cellular secretory capitate)’} AH33l= Ao
#2AE O (Table 2; Fig. 5), AIS= 2 (glabrous)E

o
o
b
il
32
£
o
ol
)

¢ o o
o 2

Fig. 4. SEM micrographs of the sepal of the Rosa taxa. The arrow indicate stomata complex. A-D; Apical part, E-L; Basal part, A, C, E,
G, |, K; Outer surface, B, D, F H, J, L; Inner surface, A-B, E-F; R. rugosa, C-D, G-H; R. rugosa f. albiflora, |-J; Rosae Rugosae Flos,

K-L; Rosae Chinensis Flos.
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Fig. 5. Stalked multi-cellular secretory capitate on the outer surface of the sepal. A-C; LM images, D-F; SEM images, A, D; R. rugosa,

B, E; R. rugosa f. albiflora, C, F; Rosae Rugosae Flos.

Table 2. Micromorphological characteristics of the sepal of the basal part.

Taxa STCY EC? AW? PW? R

R rugosa Outer An Is St, Cu Sm Se, Si
Inner - Is St, Cu Sm Si

. Quter An Is Cu Sm Se, Si
R. rugosa f. albiflora Inner ) s Ir st Cu - S

Outer An Is, Ir St, Cu Sm Se, Si
Rosae Rugosae Flos Inner ) " U o e
Rosae Chinensis Outer An Ir St, Cu Ig -
Flos Inner N/A N/A N/A N/A Si

DSCT; Stomatal complex type, represented anomocytic (An), none (-). ?EC; Epidermis cell, represented isometric (Is), irregular (Ir). YAW; Anticlinal

wall, represented straight (St), curved (Cu).
represented secretory (Se), simple (unbranched) (Si) and none (-

UeRgt} (Table 2; Fig. 4K). wHd, oFA yjwol
3afgs}, visl, LAIst BiFolr] TAE @RIt S
o (Table 2; Fig. 4B, F, H, J), £3] 9A3=
7h DA St 238130 (Fig. 4L).

1o
A=

|32

A

e rlr
o &

¢
=

r
i

o rﬂ r%u:

?(
%S

14w

-1 X

N R K o
AR AT AR B b ARE o
o, BARARIGE olg ) AUt 9
9‘1}\_/, 01‘:‘ ’6‘37&9. ﬂ?ﬂ—ﬁﬂﬂ]ﬁﬁ Bﬂs(}j }0:]
R EH oz Tt (R rugosay= ’llgxﬂ
7 mAel, Fe B, B4 AR EAske 5

d
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PW; Periclinal wall represented smooth (Sm), irregularly grooved (Ig). *TT; Trichome type,
). N/A; Not available.

(o3

i

(
-

R SA
Hom T,
1 — 33 FA Ee

sh, 5 — 7He] BHelE =
2 5 — 790l s}, 7
A o] Fdshrt Edn)
AE 4 — 10 cmel™H, 717F Asieh. £AL 57o]
@ T of¥ R Fo] FEAY 255t e
Fol Fie] dHew FAHM, Aol 2 — 3 emela,
<] ALY EFE0] glom, o] AelaL, drl= )zt
(hip)] T} (Ohba, 2001; Sulborska and Weryszko-Chmielewska,

rlo

M ie
f

o
ol
o 1S

B>

=

>1+j

R

2 M orlo mE e S

oﬁL r
ificd
H)

d

I10
ET

2014; Lee, 2018). ¥ &2 =l 7MA7F §laz, 9 shHo

do] glon, 82 HAAXASRE & Y v /7% ¥
gHog FHEET (Lee, 2018). T4 o|F2 YUAE (R
chinensisye= 3 — 57112 ‘-533 b e gl A¢9S A
Yz, & FRojh 22 4 — 9ol Jsket, 71A] 29

Age) Hed wx FA 0%}7} g, 2e AE 4 —
semel T, G717F okl gtk ohe] gw (e g
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o] whwlshA WY 9, wiFH ()] TRk HolA
| Falel EE o}t (Gu and Robertson, 2003).
u A e g2 B4 A3, BE AR sheA {7

& ®9) AETErE RIEAT T TR Bl A5 X
gL B8l AxE W HEAobd Mt Ulg tpEe® F4st
of 3}t Ao] AxEEE shAL, B3 Fuo] Hla) WAz}
= &9 gad 9o whE SRS fildke 5 R
A=t 71ss T deA Y (Kay e al, 1981;

Gorton and Vogelmann, 1996; Glover and Martin, 1998,
2002; Comba et al, 2000; Dyer et al., 2007, Martin and
Glover, 2007). B3+ 773 AlXe= 2] 75o® 25 2
o] FHE Ao g B 79, sk 244 Al
35 AF3= A7 (Kevan and Lane, 1985) ¥7F o2}k
el MERT FHHo]l 83| glo] ZFo] sk
A ZAFL AR sk 5 A4 288 =vke 2 B
¥ v} 2ITh (Whitney ef al., 2009). Q7H HE A EollA]
s g5 (i, A49) BoAEE 58 xR ER1E
om, sigstel Slagshe skt o RFoA fAkeE ¥
AL AYe Ze® IRIHAT o= F EFwel PAIFH
o g KAl FES Ffrohe Zo=E At
TS sgste] i Al XM EHlEe Al 2ES
¥Asla, #Es A3t BaE vl Atk (Sulborska er al,
2012). ¥ Arollx A aigste delgste] sha e F
& AlEAA EHEe] FEEe] A8 Ao dX|siict. v
A, wjstel A St 7 AlEA EHlEo] B
A ggot Aol AdntEle A3E UERth ol ofA 7

A

H4 % ok Aol Ao HE Az e, A W
ol, 477 wolel] Tl W7} o) Folx|x) spol mT} Wi

$% 977t Bag Ao BT
Au)% B5ae) o] Tkt olf B 4 wolv} o

EAlopd g FgtHicole 9 A fXR; EH ] xpolo
71Q1gch= A7 Al vl lok (Sheng e al., 2018). &
AT A, sgstet sdshe sPe] Aol veld ¥ ¥
g, vAFEsA e 2= BF FUsH SRlElo] gae] el
< dfgste] F W WHol2 Adtaigint. AA) s Tkl
24 g 7 Edolo =3, tmisAte] Apo], ESF A
o] zpo], AAxe] zto] Fof 711, FY F Welx = s
o] 484 (polymorphism)e] YR} shdimto s F-8 weg]
TG HFstslr] ofHokal ARbE uh UTh (Wessinger
and Rausher, 2012; Wu et al, 2013; Dafni et al, 2020).
wEba], sPo] opd Fx2F EAR1 K7 AR ST
slo} elidsl Bolla QEgA oz Aol wel shrke] A
I T 2% vl Rl A8 7153 FERE olsd
oh v, T B 1 skt A Ajolof] mhE isiRkeke]

N EAGO =W

480 F88] A7EA gto vz shwe] Mz SR

—~ Ol

-

[e)

- Yoizt

=
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AR =
[sSYLE

el =]

MARe] oAbl Ak Brh A 7
ecology) S177F 2 a3k Ao=7 FAckE

7t (FEIE, cuticle)= 21E EHI €5 34 Alole] 13}
2l Wojutad ek ope} S4k B 9 ASE ve Vs
FAste Aoz d#EF vk 9l (Riederer and Schreiber,
2001; Evert, 2006; Molina er al., 2023). 3k, 313 xy|o
A &7l H AH (essential oil) AEe] AR H W T
sk= 7194 22 B bl QIt}h (Evert, 2006; Molina et
al., 2023). 4] E2o] FHof we} 497t A=A, 4
o= & (grooveys FAsh= A7F HaE vl 9o
(Esau, 1973), 53] allgske] sk o2 W zt9] 557}
2ol STl wet ggElo] wido] wWslstar, ztule] wkd
I A EHlEo] ¢FE WEHe ZeE Hud up it
(Sulborska et al., 2012). AAZ ztjo] 7] A¥o] A=
3 AEe] Vs Fdte A3 EaE uk gl
(Ancensdo and Pais, 1998; Evert, 2006; Sulborska et al.,
2012). ¥ AyolM B A5l skt U #HolA Zy] &
oo Y3 9% e BR¥ e ®Ho] Wl goo] &
QlE]o] 7]8] A7 Aol sdaH et Zle® SRIE
ok R, BE A|RoA Ztule] wtd2 AFER] 4ol A3
Aok ApolE vERATh ol2igh ztele A7 Bl w
2} 0] 2E9 o] gEplol] 7191gk ol & A EH, oA
[95e] A5 A7) 2 AR Al wE oA mael ik
SA77t WG o Bt 53 o) 2Eod
ek gb st gele] §4 B S B olsety vl
e el 24 oAl 73 4712 BT Bart A,
ob) Aefel vhzisiel WASIIN St SR Eale) 2wzt
1521 sigstel sl s ow F=4A A=A 7}
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(Dominguez et al., 2011; Bueno et al., 2021). T4
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9lgk Heko = U#HA 202 (Rotondi ef al, 2003; Oliveira
et al, 2003; Agrawal et al, 2009; Molina et al., 2023),
E£3] zt9]7} ¥)7]184 54t (non-stomatal transpiration)S <]
Asks 7o Ao 7he Wi 9 i 29 vl 233
APETdE B7F It (Chen er al, 2020). 3H, Rosa
roxburghii Tratt E7 °FRle] Az 7 W (3=, 49
A7z, mfola=s 2F30x, s4710%)0) uet ohdFe] +
A B Aol dekite A5t 3 vk ok
(Zhang et al., 2024). 24 7 AN AR WA 7S
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BHA AR (secretory glands)= A EA| A ©fst 23}
OARHES 9 2 EH|shs 7| =, o s st
ot olue} fEuizfAte] {91, W Ede] HH] B A
i 22 A A 7] F83 9T sk AoE dHA
St} (Ancensio and Pais, 1998; Werker, 2000; Sulborska
et al, 2012, Liu et al., 2022). vzt ] BEFZolA Eu)Ad
ARe B3y 249 w1 B 7158 2248 S5k e
Z ®yE uf 1e™ (Sulborska et al., 2012), °l+= Hu|z}
21go] ok 9 R (aromaticyS 913 A AKNOZ HF
Ao ggro] & AMFE UysA ddEn. 2 A7
A wiHslel AAISE mAFESHA 02 vlwet A3, wf s}
o] ob oW FIA = U AR} ThAlE TRIF B4
sto] FEsI oY, dAISkE FRASE IRIFS
oA e EHAd ARe
APH 07 AAsk= 7|57
Tt Bx9] Alol=

TEEE 3A2

T o=

i)
=
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=
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§1_' ]

o] (Zarkovi¢ et al, 2022; Seyedipour and Mahdigholi,
2024), 289 7t wstel ASEE oFA AdEfelA 2
o A e AT )FHEE &eE Zlo=E Adsislt
HEo], 24318ty E2] (histochemical analysis)?l] whEH
EHA ARe FgkR o]z, & (phenol), B (tannin) 5
o] Fo AugY HEe Fd Y % 4 FoH
(Sulborska et al., 2012; Sulborska and Weryszko, 2014;
Liu et al., 2022), H]&H]A] A (non-secretory glands)t}
v oA 2] viE] A EAL IEER S5k B
2 ByE v} 2t} (Sulborska er al, 2020). EH]A AR
7 gk JEjehy RS Hol eRElaate] Ao
T e Tag nAPEeE 2AR siME

AARE EE3 (Lamiaceae)] WIZ3F (Agastache rugosa
LT FolARE, WEF sfete R FEHE A4
2] Zpolo]l 71913k BuA Aol Hlw zpo] (Y| wHoly}
£ AH AE (pulegone)2] & xo|2 Uehdtl= Havt
ATH (Song et al., 2024). & A oA ERIE | A9

Fol wWE s, GABe] Aol F RFE 7+ o @

R

o]
L PN

§ BA g% 2 F49 Aot 9 A AR
wek, o2 AZs] 913 WelsA, ekelsha §4 Avs

4o oz veker)

sigstet dAske] vAlgeisHe vl Az, sk
E TR ZRIE Bk, sgste] ofH ejHelA
A GRIF 2 dEER oy, dAs =
Ro] AT} oBd el sgshe WAl
Ak WAste] EaEsitt s

=
o
RSN
= =x

fu

305

B3l TR ZEf 29 &
o] F%-o]t} (Pillitteri and Torii, 2012).
ofe] 7152 oflo] Hol|vt Ex)ja)
Aoz ByE vh 3t} (Sulborska and Weryszko, 2014).
AT A, 7|ARoNME 71E Al TS el
o 7]go] EelEgloy, HekoMe o Rl 7)o
LFERSATE

olgfgt A= oFH oM = FoERE 7y £t doldt
< s, ol 7ol 9o WE AeH 715 Aols:
B Aok A i) BFellA o W 7] 914,
7], B QPARl £ 48 48 ¢ Wk 3
AR (Huang et al, 2018), 37 =73} A2]4 A8 x|
met theFe ¥olh el R At EEA U
(Hetherington and Woodward, 2003). A& A B
O 9] g3} ol 3u|o] o < &3 7]
o gige] 7k 12 JH2 &8 ¢ JeA uY
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