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Fig 1. Field Photograph of Asteraceae species from Jeju Island

Botanical

hame H. radicata T officinale T mongolicum




Table 1. Information on the plants collected in this study

_’IU_

Korean Name Botanical name Code Plants part Collection sites Collection date
INUP-2021-21 Root Ara-dong, Jeju-si 2021.06.19
INLIP-2021-22 Scape Ara-dong, Jeju-si 2021.06.19
S - ] )
2 OF B H radicata INUP-2071-23 Flower Ara-dong, Jeju-si 2021.06.19
JNUP-2021-50 Leaf Ara-dong, Jeju-si 2021.06.19
INUPe-2025-19-3] Whole plant Wolpyeong-dong, Jeju-si 2021.10.31
INUPc-2021-46 Whole plant Wolpyeong-dong, Jeju-si 2021.09.11
JNUP-2021-08 Whole plant Iigwa-ri, Seogwipo-si 2021.03
INUP-2021-166 Leaf Chungmugong-dong, Jiju-si 2021.09.26
INUP-2021-167 Scape Chungmugong-dong, Jinju-si 2021 0926
Aokl &4 T officinale TNUP-2021-168 Root Chungmugong-dong, Jinju-si 2021.09.26
TNUPc-2021-01~18 Whole plant Chungmugong-dong, Jmju-si 2021.09.26
TNUPc-2021-32~45 Whole plant Wolpyeong-dong, Jeju-si 2021.10.31
JNUPc-2021-47~51 Whole plant Ara-dong, Jeju-si 2021.09.11
INUPe-2022-01~05 Seogwang-ri, Seogwipo-si
gl I mongolicum INUP¢-2022-06~17 Whole plant Seogwangdong-ri, Seogwipo-si 2022.04.16

INUPc-2022-18-26 Hwabuk-dong, Jeju-si




Fig. 2. A photograph of Asteraceae species part such as H. radicata, I. officinale, T. mongolicum

Korean Name MEEeRx A Rl Al E
Botanical Name H. radicata T officinale T mongolicum

i

Flower -+ Leaves

Scapes Scapes

Roots Roots
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2] &0 2 95% ethanol(Samchun Chemicals, Seoul, Korea)&
AbE8te] 30% ethanol® = A ZgE Gufjo] HAAZ AlRE #Ee o] &35
3, #n| 7 #BZoE= chloral hydrate® Eau de javelle 8 mg/mlE #|2F3l &
NS ARgate] Qo] Mgt el HiES W & dFET. ZYSdE A
2 A EEfol=FEt A A Lo RE glycerol(Samchun  Chemicals, Seoul,
Korea)S A}839t}h. Scanning Electron Microscope(SEM) #9S ¢13F A
22  Dulbecco’s phosphate buffer saline(Sigma Aldrich, Darmstadt,
Germany)®} Glutaric Dialdehyde 50% solution in water(Samchun Chemicals,
Seoul, Korea)& AF&33th. SEM #9395 st AAg A &4 HAHd+=
95% ethanol(Samchun Chemicals, Seoul, Korea), 99% ethyl alcohol(Samchun
Chemicals, Seoul, Korea), acetone(Daejung Chemicals and Metals Co., Ltd.,

Shiheung, Korea)S &1 12 && 34 35lo] A3 Al&3+9 )
1.3. Microscopy
K& ) g} 4 9l | AYFEZR, AIUsd, E0EdE 2o
oAl AWl = ZyatetEZ A Zste] A 2o SAMA I xpolH S shelstolt).

AELo HILE7F & 28 Eau de javelle 5 5~10 ml # g ste] #&&

© 1 stainless blade(Dorco, Seoul, Korea)E ©]&3}o] £ & section 31t}

b
o
ofr

_CH

r o
|

mN'
ol

s3etEn & LEICA DM2000 LED(Leica, Wetzlar, Germany)S A}&3}9) L

Mosaic 2.2.1 softwareE &3l FdAv7d #F AXS AAh

AFaex, AT e, gveds A5du7t AR As AL o
=9 ¢, Zdl, #2E blade= ©]g3to] £o= giA AWt =3 FEAE



Ao W& S Eau de javelleE: A3 AW Zydztez #1235

(Hayat, 1989) #4& z8s}it}. 0.06M phosphate buffer saline(PBS)el 2%

ol

glutaraldehyde& > &3l Ax3 F 30x ¢ 253 F53¢ v 229
A AlEE ol 2A12F <t 143} 24 A Az 2 %
glutaraldehyde”} 3% PBS=Z 10% &<t 33] A& % ethanol series(30 %,
50 %, 70 %, 80 %, 90 %, 95 %, 100 %)E &3 27t 1024 g3ttt &

e
TH A 5Z 100% acetoneo] Hol 30% E<F 2~33] A gste] X33} 9]

o
2
off
=
o,
o

27 A2 s A=+ sputter coaters ©]-&3to] FFAEANA pt(¥WF)S ZH
g & 717] <t chamberol| Ho} SEM ##& 23t &ule] % volume
= B5 10 ml= A| 23} S T Haol = TESCAN MIRA3
FE-SEMs(TESCAN, Brno, Czech)s AF&3t%lil, TESCAN FE-SEM

exclusive softwares ©]83dlo] SEM A S AU}
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2. Taraxacum? A &9 AESH AT

2.1. AEAE

ool to| AVR3V H. radicata, T. officinale, T. mongolicum® XZx+=
2021 ~ 2022 B3 7Fsdd AT ddlelA A ske] AFS-SFStH(Table

DAY ¥ 52t B2 BEBS AAS A 254 29 A4S 230

HPLColl Ab&3 Alebe WATERSSF SAMCHUNOI A ol ahed i, =
LC gradeE A}&3tth. HPLC +#49+= methanol(ThermoFisher
Scientific Korea Ltd., Seoul, Korea), acetonitrile(ThermoFisher Scientific
Korea Ltd.,, Seoul, Korea), formic acid(ThermoFisher Scientific Korea
Ltd., Seoul, Korea)E A}&3}3tt. HPLC instrument: Agilent 1260
infinity I HPLC system(Agilent Technologies, Germany)S A}-&3}3] 1L,
HPLC column< J'sphere ODS-HR0 C18 (4.6 x 250mm, 4m)(YMC,

Kyoto, Japan)s AF&sto] Ad-& 283ttt

2.3. HPLC-DADE ©°] €3t Taraxacums 2 &9 A&

CE2S

2.3.1. A1 B9 AZx

ABAZZE T8ty 25 3F& 27 ZA 243 ¥, 70% ethanol=

3024 33 25¥ FEST FF olF At ESetel 42 ethanol FE

_14_



FH 10 mg/ml % & stock solution®® A 2}3}% 1L, stock solution

S 343 Algr g AHE5th o @A HPLC grade methanol
22 ABE AxeE o AHEET LC AER AFs] Y8 EeES 4

215= 045 PTFE FilterE AH&-3 - vialell ®ol WARAsAT

2.3.2. EFH9 Az

E+=EL 10 mg/mlE stock solution® & 3l wjuwjz 31X AL 2
Slo] A3l th. HPLC grade Methanol® Al &5 A %3} 1L calibration
curves 18 F% FHl7E gASA gIsk T chlorogenic  acid <}
chicoric acid®] %+ 6.25, 12.5, 25, 50, 100 pg/mL= calibration curveZ
1% 31, caffeic acid®} luteolin®] &%+ 1.56, 3.12, 6.25, 125, 25 ng/mL=
calibration curve® 1Y EFF AlE= WE filterings AXA &L

LC vialdll Ho} WA H 735}

2.3.3. HPLC-DADE o] &3 A E el &4

=% Acetonitriles H7i&viE dto] Table 29 2 wx=7d =1
(Discrimination of Taraxaci Herba, 2017)2.2 HPLCE 33ttt 1%
£ 330 nm, A& AP J'sphere ODS HIS (150 x 46 mm, 4 um,
YMC, Kyoto, Japan)& AF&3Ith Algs FY 2 10 plolw, dlo]y &
Ao = chemstation software (Agilent Technologies, USA)S A}-&3}%
ZF A 5oA 4 9] WHS Hrdde] WA vt A aFsilh

Alg et FEdol thate] 33 wHESto] ST gS ARES AT

N\

_15_



Table 2. HPLC-DAD gradient condition

Time (min}) A (%) B (%)
0 950 10
15 85 15
16 80 20
25 75 25
40 40 60
45 40 60

*A:0.1% TFAmDW (%), B: 0.1% FA 1n ACN (%)

_16_



3. Taraxacums A &9 AZETAH A+

3.1. AleF 2 7]7]

Aleke DPPH  (2,2-Diphenyl-1-picrylhydrazyl)(ThermoFisher, USA),
MeOH(Samchun, Korea), LAA(L-ascorbic acid)(Sigma, USA),
BHT(2,6-Di-tert-butyl-4-methylphenol)(Sigma, USA)E AF&3tAt. 77 &=

microplate reader(TESCAN, Switzerland)Z A}&-3}S)
3.2. DPPH radical scavenging activity

3.2.1. A9 A=

Aleke DPPHE MeOHol =9 200 yMe =% WE 3 21333810
Byt A48 A DPPHO F33=w A

5

o

WA A F

Al&9] stock solutionS Img/ml= A 2+sFe] serial dilutions 73§ 3}k
=d o] W FHEE Hojri FLEE vuste AT DPPHS
methanols& A2 et31S Wl 517 nmoll Al F3 =7 0440 HEQD S g

Atk AlmE9] 156, 3.12, 6.25, 12.5, 25, 50, 100 pg/mlo] & =4
= Al A,

A 5o Abegd FFE#EEYE L-ascorbic acid  (LAA)$}
2,6-Di-tert-butyl-4-methylphenol (BHT)e|t}. LAA® stock solution
FTE+= 10 pg/mlz 3o =& 0, 0.3, 0.6, 1.25 25, 5, 10 ng/mle]

2 &8 RET BHTE stock solutions 100 ng/mlZ 3te] 5%

_’|7_



of] o =
"HE TT'__E})\

£ 0, 156, 3.12, 625, 125, 25, 50, 100 pg/mle] vz &
=99 DPPH €< 40 ul
® % 517Tnme] &%

=
Ag F£8)7F v 4y sample 160 plel] w7+
Fol Ao Hastdrt 30
AN .

A5
obel 4o st

2 do o
= o = T
Zoll M S8k Aakgke
L AEY FYE)

DPPH radical scavenging activity (%) = (A0-At)/A0 x 100
(AO: Control®] &%=, At
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O. A% 23 9@ 3

1. Taraxacum< 29 JEsd ATt

—

RFHTH EHdoRE NYGEETx AYSUEY, gVlsdE FHEE Y
ol et e 71+S Aotal vt ti(Table 3). H. radicata®l Az«
T officinale®} T. mongolicum®| W3 Zol7} AU, H. radicata® <Y
Zdol= 7~22cm, 2 05~5cmO|At}t. 7. officinale®] -\ Zol& 5~15cm,
2% 05~3cmel A}t 7. mongolicum® <A 2o+ 4~18cm, % 0.6~3cm©]
A H. radicata®l <89 v & F FTol vl A om BAUY A
radicata® Zd 2ol 40~45 cm, ¥ 0.12~0.3 cme| At} 7. officinale®] %
o Zol= 5~27 cm, & 0.05~0.12 cmeol T}t T, mongolicum® %W Zol+=
5~16 cm, &% 0.3~0.5 cm®lAtt. H. radicata®l =W Zol7} T. officinale®}
om B9 Aol% H. radicata’t 5~15

i
em2 bF 7 AoE HANYOL AP e F F} 5 L 0

1=

T. mongolicumd| W3 7} 2

_19_



Table 3. External morphological characteristics of H. radicata, T. officinale, T. mongolicum

parameters Hypochaeris radicata Taraxacum officinale Taraxacum mongolicum
Total length(cm) 50~70 28 ~35 11~21
Leaf length(cm) 7~22 5~15 4~18
Leaf width(cm) 0.5~5 0.5~3 0.6~3
Number of Leaf 20~30 10~15 5~20
Scape length(cm) 40 ~45 5~27 5~16
Scape width(cm) 0.12~0.3 0.05~0.12 0.3~0.5
Root length(cm) 5~15 4~8 1~7
Root diameter(cm) 0.05~0.5 0.06 ~ 0.25 0.5~1
Flower length(cm) 1~1.5 1~2 2~3
Flower width(cm) 2~25 0.25~1 1~2.5
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Fig. 3. Internal merphological characteristics of three Asteraceae species

H. radicata 1. officinale 1. mongolicum

Surface of leaves

Midrib

Scape

Root
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Table 4. Anatomical Characteristics

of leaves(midribs) from selected three Asteraceae species

parameters H. radicata T: officinale I mongolicum
Diameter of vascular bundle (zm) 31.53 £ 12.16 23.47 + 2.49 28.22 + 0.81
Diameter of vessel () 8.67 + 0.83 5.2 +0.62 5.86 + 0.47
Diameter of Parenchyma cell 27.41 £ 9.73 19.01 £ 2.01 22.82 + 1.75
in vascular bundle (ym)
Number of druse (in mm?2) 7 8 8
3 4 6

Number of vascular bundle

_23_
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Table 5. Anatomical Characteristics of scapes from selected three Asteraceae species

parameters H. radicata I officinale I mongolicum
Number of corner ] - 21
Number of vascular bundle 12 8 22

Diameter of vessel (um) 19.45 + 1.59 22.07 + 3.87 1558 + 3.17
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Table 6. Anatomical Characteristics of roots from selected three Asteraceae species

parameters H. radicata I officinale T. mongolicum

Diameter of vessel (1m) 2244 + 144 14.02 + 0.44 22.15 £ 3.87

Diameter of cambium (;m) 2578 £ 1.75 17.58 £ 0.89 13.04 + 2.32
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Fig. 4. Scanning Electron Microscope(SEM) Photographs of three Asteraceae species

Magnification H. radicata T officinale T mongolicum

X200

X500

X 1000

X 2000

*8 . Stomata
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Fig. 5. External morphological characteristic of H. radicata’s leaf

upper surface of leaf lower surface of leaf
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2. Taraxacum? A &9 AESH AT

2.1. HPLC-DADE 9| £ 3t Taraxacum< 2 E9 A £

SER
211 9 2 48 HAEIAEHEY
Taraxacum% 2 S, el el AeA a2 EQ MEF
Tx o] AR Zolvt =R Ak g1 fa o, o, e 74
H FEE5% HPLC-DADE o] &3te] ARsldiEAS st

TCI(Tokyo Chemical Industry Co., Ltd)Atol A F+L43F 471#] EF5F o=
standard mixZ 500 pg/mLo = A Z3te] chromatogram profileS B 131
t}.(Fig. 6(A)) chlorogenic acid(1), -caffeic acid(2), chicoric acid(3),
luteolin(4) <A chlorogenic acid(1)¥} chicoric acid(3)7} JNUP-2021-166
(IR Ed (L) (Fig. 6(B)), JNUP-2021-167(M I E (ZH))(Fig. 6(C)),
INUP-2021-168(M & Hl =2 (¥2]))(Fig. 6(D)) 7. officinale®} JNUP-2021-21
(M AFFE=(M))(Fig. 6(E)) H. radicatadlx ®E5 elydry. F++
chlorogenic acid(1)& 7. officinale® <, ZU, <= JNUP-2021-166°1 A

74 B stS M3, H. radicata?l JNUP-2021-21+ chlorogenic acid%t

Standard Mixoll 4] ¢l %+ chlorogenic acid(l1)¥ ¢F 113, caffeic acid(2)
= 9F 158, chicoric acid(3)+= ¢F 26%, luteolin(4)2 ¢F 3782 RTolA #H=Z
= Ao
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Fig. 6. HPLC UV Chromatogram of T officinale and H. radicata plant parts at 330nm. {A) A Standard
Mix made of chlorogenic acid, caffeic acid, chicoric acid, nteolin, (B) Leaf of T. officinale, {C) Scape of T

afficinale, (D) Root of 1. officinale, (E) Root of H. radicata.

mAl
. | 4 (A} [Standard Mix_4]
& |‘i
1 b 3 =
3 :
(B) [JNUP-2021-166]
: o R
0 3 (C) [JNUP-2021-167]
, I O VO U NS SPR W A C U 0 U A
. 3 (D) [JNUP-2021-168]
?i |
. A BLV S
" ! (E) [INUP-2021-21]

_33_



=
iz

&
iz

]

i
ol

o

i
E3

i

}<it}. HPLC-DAD

S

Table 13 %t}

B=

_34_



Fig. 7. HPLC UV Chromatogram of 7. officinale, T. mongolicum and H. radicata by region whole plant at 330nm. Standard 1.chlorogenic

acid, 2. caffeic acid, 3. chicoric acid, 4. luteolin
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Table 7. HPLC peak area of chlorogenic acid in five concentration ranges

Concentration Calibration 2
Peak R
(ug/mL) cak area curve
6.25 97.326
12.5 197.9
y = 16.544x - 0.9997
25 413.18
1.5033
50 R45.6
100 16439
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Fig. 8. Calibration curve for chlorogenic acid in five concentration ranges

y = 16.544x — 1.5033
R* = 0.9997

mALS
=
&

0 20 0 Concentfate ( ;,ig/l%zl) 160 120
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Table 8. HPLC peak area of caffeic acid in five concentration ranges

Concentration Peak area Calibration R2
(1g/mL) curve
1.56 40.473
3.12 83.244
v =26.841x - 1
6.25 169.29
0.0583
12.5 336.34
25 670.25
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Fig. 9. Calibration curve for caffeic acid in five concentration ranges

800
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Table 9. HPLC peak area of chicoric acid in five conceniration ranges

Concentration Calibration 2
Peak R
(ng/mL) cakarea curve
6.25 45.045
12.5 98.235
y=12.753x - 0.9959
25 236.74
66.477
30 525.6
100 1232.8
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Fig. 10. Calibration curve for chicoric acid in five concentration ranges
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Table 10. HPLC peak arca of luteolin in five concentration ranges

Concentration Peak arca Calibration R2
(ng/mL) curve
1.56 23.469
3.12 48.816
y = 19.609x - 0.9989
6.25 104.35
13.736
12.5 223.27
25 481.07
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Fig 11. Calibration curve for luteolin in five concentration ranges
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2.2. HPLC-DADE °| &3 A& HFEA

221 9 2 FE g9 £4

HE&%¥ ¥ 3% chlorogenic acid(1)¥} chicoric acid(3)2 A #o] 7153 A%

L

o] peaks YEFHO] calibration curveE ¥ 5 A S H3Pst¢dtHTable
13). A =# ¢ 2ol A chlorogenic acid’} 0.72 + 0.0004 mg/g DW=Z 7}

T =2 S Y3 AduEde] g 1.2 £ 0.04 mg/g DWE] chicoric

2.2.2. A2d J€E 4

¥ chlorogenic acid(1)2 A
JNUP-2021-19~31¢l4 7} w2 3
st MYdEEx JNUP-2021-19~3194 71 22 & h:
chicoric acid(3)2 E7W1E# JNUPc-2022-06~17° A4 A3 g3S Hon

X luteolin(d)= ¥y AF A3t g2 ioF s dl& dHAIE 2F

o

- >~ O S = 2~
= EEe #E

(o

INUPc-2022-18~26° 4] =& 3t5FS e
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Table 11. Quantification of 4 Standard in A. radicata,

T. officinale and T. mongolicum

Plant information

Quantification(mg/g D.W)

Code Botanical name Chlorogenic Acid Caffeic Acid Chicoric Acid Luteolin
INUP-2021-21~23 H. radicata 0.87 £ 0.01 0.16 +0.00 0.75 £0.06 0.06 £ 0.01
JINUPe-2021-47-51 T officinale 0.05 £ 0.00 0.05 £ 0.00 0.93 £024 0.09 £ 0.01
INUPc-2022-01~05 T mongolicum 0.08 £ 0.00 0.08 £ 0.03 2.48 £ 0.96 0.06 + 0.01
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Fig. 12. DPPH radical scavenging activity of H. radicata, T. officinale and 1. mongolicum
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Table 12. IC50 values of H. radicata, 1. officinale and T. mongolicum

sample LAA BHT H. radicata 1 officinale 7. mongolicum

ICS50{ug/ml) 2.86 £0.03 1.68 £ 0.07 2.18 £ 0.04 17.09 £ 2.38 3.3 £ 0.07
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- ¥4 A% 20

ojz|® Algo] cfsf £ Soldg Uehds 3 o) ITSS} YSA|9 tmF-L DNAS 22
Sl WIMEE BAsEaUD. BAY @/1MSS NCBI SAxesoly ojo] ¥ Ag

DNAEZ vas] 2j2|d =9 F& =SHFstEgUTHR).

#. DNA 4 2FZ24

Nz 3 DNA £4g £ %499 5%
1. JNUPc-2021-19~31 Hypochaeris radicata (M YZE£%)
2. JNUPc-2021-32~45 Taraxacum officinale (595 2))
3. JNUPc-2022-06~17 Taraxacum mongoficum (B21E5])

1. JNUPe-2021-19-31

A7|AE B4 AHal “INUPe-2021-19~3172] ITS DNAL: LSX=xlosfio] EFI07656.1H
Hypochaeris radicata 21 100% 2x|ghdct. SE£#2] #&nF-L DNAL: NC_044795 14
Hypochaeris radicata 22]|1 NC_061360.19H Crepis rigescens 2} 100% 4§t &
xR Aol ITS2E érnF-L DNA D%oM 522 @7)4F 100% TRG= HE2
Hypochaeris radicata 7} 89§h]c}. ojg} cxxoza 75 7ole E2 Hypochaeris
arachnoides 0] %])0F ITS DNA @74 "o 107] o)A =Zal dsls) e,

m2lA] A& TINUPc-2021-19-31"= SHGE MAdI2E & Hypochaeris radicata) 2t &
g+ gy

2. JNUPe=-2021-32~45

ITS DHA:= S3xF2sie] ONGER404 1Y Taraxacum  officinale, KYBT71129 14
Taraxacum obtusifrons, MTOTT854. 19 Taraxacum coreanum 3} 100% Lz, 9E55 9
triF-L DAY= KX984965. 1Y Taraxacum officinale 2 100% L] #dc}. S&5=2 H
o4 ITS2} #mF-L DNA 2504 202 A7|AH2 100% Ux|§ AS L2 Taraxacum
officinale 7} £dah]c} olg} S¥mog 715 FWWE 22 Taravacum coreanum 0] F)
St trnF-L DNA @74 ZBo] 17] ol 22t +agde

et AlE "INUPc-2021-32~45"= S Y= YNS2| Taraxacum officinale)2tn &
Hg gy

3. JNUPe=-2022-06~17

ITS DNA: SXxalesia) MHT11010.1M Taraxacum mongolicum 3} 100% U], S5
9] troF-L DMNA £33 KX984951. 18 Taraxacum mongoficum o 100% YE|§Hdct o2}
sH™do 2 WA FlE B2 Taraxacum coreanum ©)%|9F ITS DNASA 37|, trnF-L
DNAoM 17] o4} @7l go] Do} TEHY.

m2}i] Al® "[NUPe-2022-06~17 2 SdH9 = Hol5Y|| Taraxacum mongolicum)eld =
g = gy
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- DNA #4 Wy -

1. DNA =&

24 olzgl AR o 0.01gS DNA =5 A]22 A}2&l12 CTAB buffers ©|235] DNAS
=% #4UcHPhillips & simon, 1995). Al2o| CTAB buffer 500020 54 8
-mercaptoethanol s E35D 65 ColA 3027 d12 S A344ck ClAlchloroform
Isoamyl alcohol, 24:1)2 23] #2] & fYAlRe)s] siilo] mats] Ar=dlS 257D silica
magnetic bead® #HAFS: E2)giSUc). BeadS 70% ethancol 50002 2% M&E&n dAx
A7 & 50109] TE bufferd] ibs EEFA1HGU.

2. DNA Z% a4 AL {PCR)

PCR 9t259] =48 =4 DNA 9F lng, 1 unit hot-start Tag polymerase, 2p02] 10X
PCR buffer, 2mM MgCl:, 0.2mM dANTP, 2} 5eM2] primer S E¢sl0 Z54+8 dof
ZaF 0= S5 Uch®E 1). ProFlex PCR system®]A 94°Cofl4] 10837t per-denaturation
A7 & 94°Co|A 20%&, 55°Co|A 20%, 72ColA 1222 M| 30 cycle 288t 72°C
ol 1027 final extension 3{guot. YEE2 1% opFl22 A4 FA7|FE5E 3] PCR

=5 q5& "HAdaU

2. 1. Aol A9 primerd] @7]42H Yeps

DMNA Forward 5-3 Reverse 5'-3 Annealing tem.
ITS TCCGTAGGTCAACCTGCGE TCCTCCGUTTATTGATATGE L6°C
trnF-L COAAATCGOTAGACGCTACG ATTTGAACTGETGACACGAG 56°C

3. 97142 sli=(sequencing)

H RAE PCR ZX DNA 10ng., 2pl 5% sequencing buffer. $HE2] primer 3.75pM O
2] BigDye 312 E#hl 98°C 5&, 50°C 5%, 60°C 429 #3102 25 cycled 23S
Uc}. BigDye cycling PCR & Magnesil Green (Promega, USA) 100 E Yo JA) & 20
0o ZE40] dye-termination ® M OHES SEARAUL. WML 5o
3730x1 (ThermoFisher scientific, USA) AlS@7|Hd824 DS Aldsipon oy H
7195 v POP-7™ polymerE AM2511 36m Zo]9] BA|#Hg Algs)] EHsiaych

4. dolele] £
@714go] s159 ololel forward W reverse Yol A7INDE ECRR shi) o4
Y contig B7IMBE WE ¥ Al E2 W] Ush SHAHSBNCE]) Blast ZMO2 o]

o] ag Mg B8 WINE LA HES HlaRA Py
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- DNA &4 2} -

R RER T
24 o= A2t F ViY 25 Y2 ATHUSYHY 1) 20| SE# oL

Bargx goray.

(INUPc-2021-19~31) (INUPe-2021-32~45) (INUPc-2022-06~17)

38 1L 24 258 A= AR

2. 737 55 29
7} primerg 0|83 PCR S35t 1% offt22 AdlA Fr|gds & 2o+ 23 29 24

Yet.

JHUPc-2021-19-31 JHUIFo-2021 -30-45 INUPCc-2021-32-45
M IS $rfL N M ITS ¢mfL N M TS tmFfl N

(
[
L
{
(

a7 2. A|22] 7 DNA PCR Z2 g}
M 1EB{+) O, N S9oiEs
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3. 971482 NCBI REAR2SE A Fx

1} INUPc-2021-19~31

A7 8 B4 Hip “JNUPc-2021-19~3179] ITS DNA: SHAM23o] EF107656.19
Hyvpochaeris radicata 2} 100% Ux|§tc}. |22 trmf-L DNAS NC_044795.14
Hypochaeris radicata J2]30 NC_061360.19 Crepis rigescens 21 100% Lz)#h4ci®
2). SAALS HACNA ITSe trnF-L DNA RS0l $502 §7|HE 100% LxsH: A
=+ Hypochaeris radicata 7t {L¥UY. o9t JHFo=z HF e EE
Hypochaeris arachnoides o)Z)9F ITS DNA FBr|AdBo] 1070 o4 22t Hes) t2dY
o}, w2l A2 CINUPe-2021-19-31" S89ls Mol 3 5| Hypochaeris radicala) 21
e 4 gy

£ 2 F4F DNA F714E9 NCBI 58 vlu g™ Za

L e
M2 D T $4 9 29 AR QAE
ITS  EF107656.1 Hypochaeris radicata B7Z/672(100%)
1. JNUPc-2021-13-31 NC_044795.1  Hypochaeris radicata  880/880(100%)

kL e _061360.1 Crepis rigescens B80/880(100%)

ONGER404.1 Taraxacum officinale B92/692(100%)
ITS KY671129.1 Taraxacum obtusifrons B92,/692(100%)
2 NUPc-2021-32-45 MTO77854.1 Taraxacum coreanum B92/692(100%)

frnF-L KX9849656.1 Taraxacum officinale 870/870(100%)

ITS  MH711010.1  Taraxacum mongodicum  B91/691(100%)
3 INUPe-2002-06~17

frnF-L KX984951.1 Taraxacum mongoficum  B89,/891(99.78%)

2) INUPc-2021-32~45

ITS DNA:=  E#5xp2dle]  ONGBR404. 1Y Taraxacum  officinale,  KYGBT1129.149H
Taraxacum obtusifrons, MTOTTERA. 1 Taraxacum coreanum 1} 100% 2Ux]), HEx9]
frnF-L DNALS KX984965 1Y Taraxacum officinale 2} 100% Y4z)ghciE 2) 29xp2
W AAAAM ITSet trnF-L DNA REoM FF522 Y2 |AME 100% LA ste A2
Taraxacum officinale 7} £4¢c}. o]g} Lx™goz 75 717E £2 Taraxacum
coreanum ©|A|Q trnF-L DNA @7]4ZBe] 17] ol Zat Edyot. mabd Als
INUPc-2021-32~45"= EPS = MU S| Taraxacum officinale)gll 5% 4 9ls5Y
c}.

3) INUPc-2022-06~17

ITS DNAY Sxxj2aie] MH711010.1¥ Taraxacum mongoficum I 100% 9], |24
9] trrF-L DMA T5F KX984951. 1 Taraxscum meongoficum 3 100% 2=)§hch® 2).
ol2} EXEogz AP MR E£2L2 Taraxvacum coreanum o) X9 TS DMNA®AM 37,
frnF-L DNASA 17] o] |7 do] et 22guc). odels A& “|NUPc-2022-06~17"

< Edt 2YEAM Taraxacum mongolicum)2pil 74T & 9lgyoh
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BE. 2 DNA F£40M si= F714E

1. “INUPe-2021-19~31"of|4 E45 ITS DNA F7ME
AAGGATCATTGTCGAACCCTGCATGGCAGAACGACCAGTTAACACGTAAATACAACTGG
GTGATGGGGAGATGGGCCTTGGCTCTTTTCCTTATCCCCTCTCGGTGTGTGTTTGTGATG
CCTCTTTTGGGGCGCCACTGACGTCATGCTGAACCTTAACAAACCCCGGCACGGCATGT
GCCAAGGAAAACAAAATCGAGAAGGACGCGTCTTGTGTTGCCCCGTTCGCGGTGTGCAT
GCGGGCCGTGGCCTTTTTATAATTACAAACGACTCTCGGCAACGGATATCTCGGCTCAC
GCATCGATGAAGAACGTAGCAAAATGCGATACTTGOTGTGAATTGCAGAATCCCGTGAA
CCATCGAGTTTTTGAACGCAAGTTGCGCCCGAAGCCATCCGGLCGAGGGCACGCCTGCC
TGGGCGTCACGCATCGCGTCGCCCCCACCAAATTTCCAAATCTGGTTGGGGGCGGAGAT
TGGCCTCCOCGTACCTGTTGTGGTTGGCCTAAAAAGGAGTCCCCTTCGGTGGACACACGA
CTAGTGGTGGT TGAACAGACCCTCGTCTTTATTGTGTGTCATGAGC TGCTAGGGAGCCCT
CATCAAAGACCCTTTGTATCGTTTTCGGACGGTGCTTCGACCGCGACCCCAGETCAGAC
GGGACTACCCGCTGAGTTTAA

2. "INUPc-2021-19~31"0] A EME graf-L DNA H2]1ME

GACTTAATTGGATTGAGCCTTGGTATGGAAACTTACTAAGTGATAACTTTCAAATTCAG
AGAAACCCTGGAATTAATAAAAATGGGCAATCCTGAGCCAAATCACGTTTTCCGAAAAC
AAACAAAGGTTCAGAAAGCGAAAATAAAAAAGGATAGGTGCAGAGACTCGATGGAAGCT
GTTCTAACGAATGGAGTTGATTGTCTTACGTTAGTAGAGGAATCCTTCTATTGAAACTT
CAGAAAAGATGAAGGATAAACCTGTATACATAATACAGAAGAATTTTTGTCAATCGATT
CCATATTGAAGAAAGAATCGAATATTCATTGATCAAACTATTCACTCCATAATCTGATA
GATCTTTTGAAGAACTGATTAATCGGACGAGAATAAAGATAGAGTCCCGTTCTACATGT
CAATACCGGCAACAATGAAATTTATAGTAAGAGGAAAATCCGTCGATTTCAAAAATCGT
GAGGGTTCAAGTCCCTCTATCCCCAAAAAGACCATTTGGCCCCCCAATTCTTTATCGTA
TCCTTTTTCTTTATCCTTTTTTCATTAGCGGCTCAAAACTCCTTATCTTTCTCATTCACT
ACTCTTTATACAATGAGCGGAAATGCTGTTCTCTTATCACATGTAATATATATATGTAC
AAATGAACATCTTTGAGCAAGGAATCCCTATTTGAATAATTCACGATCGATATTTTTAT
TCATACTGAAACTTACAAAGTGGETTCTTTTGACAAATTATAGGCCCGGGATGGEGECTTT
GCAATACCCCTTCAATTGACATAAACCAAAGTTCTCTAGTAAAATGAAAATGAGGATGA
GACATGCGGAATTGTTGGGATAGCTCAGTTGGTAGAGCAGAGGACTGAAAATC

3. "INUPc-2021-32~45"0]lA B A= ITS DNA g7]MD
AAGGATCATTGTCGAACCCTGCAAGGCAGAACGACCTGTGAACACGTAAATACAACTGG
GTGATGGGGAGATGGATCTTGGTTCTGATCCTCAACACCTCCTAGCGTGCCTGCATGCTTT
TCTCTTTTGGGCTATCATGCATGTATTGTTGGAATTTAACAAAACCCCGGCACGGCATG
TGCCAAGGAAAACAATAAACGAGAAGGACTCGACCTGTTATGCCCCGTTTGTGGTGTGC
ATTCTGAGCGTGTCCTCCTTTGAATCACAAACGACTCTCGGCAACGGATATCTCGGCTC
ACGCATCGATGAAGAACGTAGCAAAATGCGATACTTGGTGTGAATTGCAGAATCCCGTG
AACCATCGAGTTTTTGAACGCAAGT TGCGCCCGAAGCCATCCGGTTCAGGGCACGCCTG
CCTGGGCGTCACGCATCGCGTCGCCCCCCATCATACTTCCCTTAAGGGTAGTCGTGGTG
ATTGGGAGCGGAGATTGGCTTCCCGTGCTTGTTGTGCGETTGGTCAAAATAGGAGTCCC
CTTCGGTGGACACACGGCTAGTGGTGGT TGTAAAGACCCTTTTCTTCTGCTGTGTGTTGT
GAGCTGUTAGGGAAACCCTCAAAAAAGAACCCAATGTATCGTTCTAGGACGATGCTTCG
ACCGCGACCCCAGGTCAGGCGGGACTACCCOCTGAGTTTAA
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“INUPe-2021-32~45 oA EH4E graf-L DNA H7]14E

GACTTAATTGGATTGAGCCTTGGTATGGAAACTTACTAAGTGATAACT TTCAAATTCAG
AGAAACCCTGGAATTAATAAAAATGGGECAATCCTGAGCCAAATCACGTTTTCCGAAAAC
AAACAAAGGTTCAGAAAGCGAAAATAAAAAAGGATAGGTGCAGAGACTCGATGGAAGCT
GTTCTAACGAATGGAGTTTATTGTCTTACGTTAATAGAGGAATCCTTCTATCGAAACTT
CAGAAAAGATGAAGGATATACCTGTAGACATAATGTAGACATAATACAGAAGAATTGTT
GTCAATCGATTCCATATTGAAGAAAGAATCGAATATTCATTGATAAAACCATTCACTCC
ATAATCTGATAGATCTTTTGAAGAACTGATTAATCGGACGAGAATAAAGATAGAGTCCC
GTTCTACATGTCAATACCGGCAACAATGAAATTTATAGTAAGAGGAAAATCCGTCGATT
TCAAAAATCGTGAGGGETTCAAGTCCCTCTATCCCCAAAAAGACCATTTGGCTCCCTAAT
TCTTTATCGTATCCTTTTTTCGTTAGCGG T TCAAAACTCCTTTATGACATGTGATATATA
TTACAAATGAACATCTTTGAGCAAGGAATCCCCATTTGAATGATTCACGATCAATATTT
TTAGTCATATTATAGGCCCGGGATGAGACTTTGTAATACTCTTTCTAT TGACATAGACC
CAAGTTATCTATAAAATAAAAATAAGGATGAGACATGAGGAATACCTGGGATAGCTCAG
TCGGTAGAGCAGAGGACTCAAAATCTTTGTGCACCAGTTCGAATCTGGTTCCTTCAGGA
ATAGTTGGGATAGCTCAGT TGGTAGAGCAGAGGACTGAAAATC

“INUPc-2022-06~17"0flA4 245 TS DNA ®H7]A%

AAGGATCATTGTCGAACCCTGCAAGGCAGAACGACCCGTGAACACGTAAATACAACCGG
GTGATGGGGAGATGGATCTTGGTTTTGATCCTCAGCACCTTCCAGCGTGCCTGCATGCTT
TCTCTTTTGGGCTATCATGCTTGTATTGT TGGACT TTAACCAAACCCCGGCACGGTATGT
GCCAAGGAAAACAATAATTGAGAAGGACTCGACCTGTTATGCCCCGTTTGTGGTGTGCA
TTCTGAGCGTGTCCTCCTTTGAATCACAAACGACTCTCGGCAACGGATATCTCGGCTCA
CGCATCGATGAAGAACGTAGCAAAATGCGATACTTGGTGTGAATTGCAGAATCCCGTGA
ACCATCGAGTTTTTGAACGCAAGTTGCGCCCGAAGCCATCCGGTTGAGGGCACGCCTGC
CTGGGCGTCACGCATCGCGTCGCCCCCATCATAGTTCCCTTTAGGGTAGTCGTGGTGATT
GGGAGCGGAAATTGACCTCCCGTGCTTGTTGTGCGGT TGGTCAAAATACGAGTCCCCTT
COGTGGACACACGGCTAGTGGTGET TG TAAAGACCCTTTTCTTCTGCTGTGTGTCGTGAG
CTGCTAGGGAAGCCCTCAAAAAAGACCCCATTGTATCGTCTTAGGATGATGCTTCGACC
GCGACCCCAGGTCAGGCGGGACTACCCGUTGAGTTTAA

“INUPe-2022-06~17"o A 245 trnF-L DNA g7]4 4

GACTTAATTGGATTGAGGCCIFGGTATGGAAACITAC1AAG1GA[AACTTTCAAATTCA
GAGAAACCCTGGAATTAATAAAAATGGGCAATCCTGAGCCAAATCACGTTTTCCGAAAA
CAAACAAAGATTCAGAAAGCGAAAATAAAAMAGGATAGGTGCAGAGACTCGATGGAAGC
TGTTCTAACGAATGGAGTTTATTGTCTTACGTTAATAGAGGAATCCTTCTATCGAAACT
TCAGAAAAGATGAAGGATAAACCTGTAGACATAATACAGAAGAATTGTTGTCAATCGAT
TCCATATTGAAGAAAGAATCGAATATTCATTGATAAAACCATTCACTCCATAATCTGAT
AGATCTTTTGAAGAACTGATTAATCGGACGAGAATAAAGATAGAGTCCCGTTCTACATG
TCAATACCGGCAACAATGAAATTTATAGTAAGAGGAAAATCCGTCGAT TTCAAAAATCG
TGAGGGTTCAAGTCCCTCTATCCCCAAAAAGACCATTTGGCTCCCTAATTCTTTATCGT
ATCCTTTTTTCGTTAGCGGTTCAAAACTCCTTTATGACATGTGATATATATTAAAAATG
AACATCTTTGAGCAAGGAATCCCCATTTGAATGATTCACGATCCATATTTTTATTCATA
CTGAAACTTACAAAGTTGTTCTTTTGACAAATTATAGGCCCGGGATGAGACTTTGTAAT
ACTCTTTCTATTGACATAGACCCAAGTTATATATAAAATAAMAATAAGGATGAGACATG
AGGAATACCTGGGATAGCTCAGTTGGTAGAACAGGGGACTTAAAATCTTCGGTCACCTG
TTCG%%TCTGGCTCCTTCAGGAATAGTTGGGATAGCTCAGTTGGTAGAGCAGAGGACTG
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