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PR D KRIFRIZ BT 2 Filian 0 L OB OWTAEMF A2 R L THREEZITR-7-. BEY—
/L& LT SciFinder, PubMed % FV» 2000 FELAEONEF ARk Lo, RS — 27 = — DT
K VB & I KIFRERTED 7 ) DERNERE SN, EOLS AHETH T2 v A REMREESREOER
B, EALEHIERIH DN E D 2ob D, 4RI, INOT—FLERATe 7 7 A NT—HIZL DA
2T AMFEOERPIAFREI D . ITHEO KRB RO, KT D KFEEDO R E >
T E A LA APEEMBELOEEY 2R L TEBY, ORI HRINERL, EElbIhh
X, K e A R, BxoXvFiikbotihbltEzxbnT-.

A. #FZEET B DIEH % POICIUE, A LT,

KIFRIE, BB E > TR, b < hoaEEs

NTWHHEHDO1>THY, BRTHHCHHRES  C. MR LB

OB RENH L TWD V. RIKRO KR & KFKIZB T D~ 77 F e~ TOENE, ~v
LCOREEM, 2 RINTHOLMI LIEWMEILT  ToOFRERHEE S HE TS 09 STiel,
1843 FFITHEBEINTWD 2. —FT, KROEHIZ HoF v /A4 ROMBENELRLZ LW SATHS. &£
X DEEEPREIND X0y, AR BFEHNIC, <~V 77 F A~ 7OEWNIEIEEH
DAeE: LAEANTEL L < ZEIL S, fERMIS, 2008 HETIIZRWD, BREFRICE > T, B2 HETF5
ORZHFIE L HIR S 7z 9, 08, HRASETOR L CREE 5. EXEARAEESIL, THCA) (&7
MROEBEARBFHC, —HoETOGEIZEY S RFahrre/s—L (B) BnaEhnd,
KA BLSEREIIREBELEDY LTWDH. £ CBDA) (HrFEevd—iL () #EsET5K
AUTPENKRRPERE (BEV R R) b EERAEICKE LT FHEEEL-WEEZTWD. 201D, hoFe
Wb, ZTOHRTEL ORMFEE (BFE, A—T—) B A FEROEGHIEBELZBEMT L2 LITEETHD
RIS 2 S D - BB %S - AFZEBIRIC I Z AN T 9. ZOEWEEIE L TV A BEEIEREZI ST
W5, FETo, KT, IR ETITRBRO AW TR 5I121E, 7 ADOHEPIARAI R THD 3. 2011 4F,
e/ DFTE e & D IEBETE ATV T Bakel Hidkitfes —r o —%Hni=~1 77
W5 D, ZZTARMETIE, ITEORMICET 257 il e ~ 7D 7 ) AENT 21T o712 6. 2016
W, AR SN TWORFF R EEAEM T B AL BT REA— I —2 ERENEN~ Y 7 7 SR
WAL, 5%, HRMICEB S D E B8 oF ) AESIEZ AR LT-. 2018 4EI121% Grassa 672
T & 2 RRELEL (B%E) OBLIRIEHE, HramRofE® & CBD Mz HV, AL~V Ths ) LEE
WEZITW, RIROAREZAFEICL, BROTODE  ZHONILED. T A4 REREONE LS,

Rt L35, ~ VTl TOENERD, BEELT
THCAS (7 h7t Ruhrrv ) — s kizi)

B. gtk L CBDAS (B3 F— N eaklesd) oy
s> —/ & L C SciFinder, PubMed Z /0 LA (kK L CoORMEMAIK 1 17T 9. HrFE /A4 FE
a1l o7, MU — & L, “cannabis RliEF 8 (THCAS, CBDAS ¥ X1 CBCAS

sativa”, “cannabinoid”, “hemp” ZE%& H\>, 2000 LA (e ru X fBERBESR)) 1TRFED 9 RDH
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Yeto(RDF 7 Yot lR EOHREIN 7 OBIET D EMER
G TSI L CHEL, INOEEREERG I3
{ERIC Rl —oMEICH kT SRS (NxFr )
Thd. -, BETESE (BEFa2—) 250K

SH, SHFEETCE OB TOH (2 —%) (BEhE
2, BEETEMEAR A LW AR TOMEE AR 2B
ffaaEte) ICENR LTS 812 (Grassa HIT
XniE, & CBD fifE CBDRx, ~» 7#fE Finola,
~ 1 775 PurpleKush TZh <, 13, 17,
25 A —fEETH & LT 5 13) . van Velzen 513,
BEDO T84 REKEFE (cannabinoid
oxidocyclases'?) OEEJRIZHOWT, 1 SOMEERT
NEBE L TEH L, THCAS/CBCAS & CBDAS
DM EAEAZHL, ZOHOERHIEHEIZL ST
THCAS & CBCAS \ZFE 57~ L iR_RTW % 19,

AT EFEIZBWT THCA B Ens = &
— IR Z L Té D 159, CBDAS @ invitro TORE
FSIZBWT CBDA @, 20 93?1 FE® THCA
ZAERTDHZEINRENTWNDS 10, ZDZ LiThEY
RIZBWTH I TWD EHEEINLTEY, ~
7R DFERY 72 Y CBDA : THCA 1%, BB &
Z20:1THDH17. £V, 6% CBDA Z4pET S
A2 7RI 0.3%FRE O THCA (MEsMz 31T 5 e
ARFRBEBRERNOR—F—7 () 28952
LI D EBEZDLNTWD. ARBFIE=E TIT - 72 Kk
AR R X v Oy HT Tl CBDA/THCA 1
234 THo=1®, —FHT, fixpat —&E1ro—
iz, METIEH DD, FlxiX, THCA #AKT 5
97 GRAF) IEEEH T2 HDONRND DO TIERN )
EWVWIHHEREL H D 9.

JRE (RZEk) (glandular trichome) [XHEREDIE
FRZEEAFET D, L L, e REI R ICHERRIE
WZZW DT SN T2 9, IRTEBIFE SO AR
ORNEN D 72 5 Sl T, e/ A Rk
DO ZHRRHE O EEBOLTHY, IHITHh
WA H 1920, THCA X° CBDA OHIERIKTH 2
CBGA (B v e m— ViR 1Tl aBER Gk
) RCEEKRES, Miass (TR AN IZH%
IND. WA REREESRE TH S CBDAS,

THCAS & L 7-filsh it S o729, fifk L LT,

CBDA, THCA O&RIFMEssCITbis. 1o
v A RizkdMasrtiz e 4 Fofiast
TOZBREIZL TN TWD EEZHILTWND 2D,
U4, ~U 7RI X EABWINAEICBEI L To
WENEEI TP TWS 222D, A~ 7L, BB T
HlRsnZHETHLAEF L, ERNICESE 2 EH
T 5T EDNRE I 2229, EARIGY SO SRETS
PAHEOFAEIZBITZT7 74 P AT 4 Z— g v

45

(FWIZ L D EREEE) OFREMEARE L T D 26
27)

2019 4E, Luo HIIEERHC LD F B A RD5E
SR ERE L-. B, @BFIERRO e A
R A= AR I CALER S 72 WO RITBRIR L &4 & BE T
Wnt+s2L7T, B v /4 ReEakT5
ZEEHOLMNIL, KFERFEI T E A NE
EETHTOOH LWFIE L R D R A2 RIE LT
28, AR EYRFEEMIC I AT E A RO
AEPELY, KRIFRFRES B3 2V EMIRIEZ [LEE L, FFE D
e A ROEEE, TOROKEHM TR RS
WU IBTEIC R E 2R3 2 72 3 Al geMEDR & 5 29,
30, L22L, 267 Fua—Fil Lo TAEKREINS
T A ROREITELIELS 3D, ZEOFREY

(77 b)) PEERHICERET A RUE, T e /A
NARER DT D DORRE TH 5 32, F£7-, Hifd
EMRBR A ML T DBROEREEFED 1 DlF, Ak
W (o e /A4 R) OfifadEEThdy 8230, Zih
IFHBANO D e ) A ROEBEREH TS5 H DT
5D, ZOLIRBELRT A2LENRH Y, BLIK,
INBYVAT AL DT A RAEEIZEND
FEE L YUIZEZEL TRV RSN TN D 9,

BT, RROEEBEMENLIZE LT 2 SDO®E
DT 85,30, Z Ui, s TR 2 KFROVERR
721 T7: < CRISPR/Cas
interspaced short palindromic repeats / CRISPR-
associated) & AT L7e B & WS ) MREE
EOH LW BRI OFH E ATREICT 5 DT
HDH. ZHITE Y RRORFEDELFHI T 7 7 A
IV EFEO SRS, AW - FEEM T A N L AT
Pz RO EOBRNMEE I N D ATREER S D
36)

WEORMAN Y — 7 o —DFFEIC L DR 72K
BRELFES ) AT — X OFEREIL, —EDLEW I
EhHzxlEBEZOND. A%ITT ) AT —F LR
1, BER - X R BORBRT — X, EERES DT R
TZr7A VT ERAE DA I 7 A
JBIZEY, KIRSEGN X VFEMICHL TR D &
EZEZ 5T,

LA O KRIRBEHE O FFRF e oI E, RE 7 5 Kbk
FEEDIFRMEZ TR T DO THY, DK 7 ENEK
5, PR ORFFCH D 3. AT O TIL A
FEAEMFEL W= e A RAEGRKRICET %4
TRES < ABE STV D, BERE (WO 2018/148848,
WO 2018/20088828, WO 2021/150636) LIFMZ ¢,
KIEHE (WO 2019/046941) , 27T A [& o
Zymomonas mobilis (WO 2020/169221), Jt& kK
Ky T 877 U7 (WO 2020/180736) & U

-
=

(clustered regularly



-H00RH 5.

BERHCBIT D T8 A RAEFEMER EOTZH0
BRRPREE (AU X h— L CBGA) ORKEAS
iz 78 s TR EORFLHEET S (WO
2021/225952, WO 2021/178976, WO 2021/071437).
Filo, BT e A REHER, BT e/ A4 RosY
U ALIZBE L CTORFFFDR WL OB STV 5.
e A REFERT e KT v 706 /Kk (WO
2017/053574), 7'V ai ikl F € ) A ROEER:
MEPNEFE (WO 2020/239784) , BB A Rk
BTN A ALD T DOH LW AT A (WO
2021/174092), ZiHEAMFIEELSLEME L TO
KW T8 A4 MeaoR ALk, BRIk
T AR ENEERRED - DA T ) A RO
L, MRS ~I T A RORBEIZ X 24N R
EoWnWTHEEA LTS,

ST, BRECAEENEM EEZBHE LT E
7 A NSRBI DNA ~— 57— (WO 2021/138501),
KFEDOMEHH] DNA ~— 45— (WO 2021/168396),
KIFEOREHIREREE (WO 2019/178680), MEME(L K
AT O /EHEE (WO 2021/081113) (TS 5 HEEn
AENTWD. Fio, KIROIREIZET 289K
B (e /A4 FREAFE) #HME LIRFFE L
T, IEX)E Artemisia annua O L4 BAERGA
7 (US 2021/001001837, WO 2019/147873), 1 1
A XX} basic helix-loop-helix DNA & & H'E
(WO 2017/181018), KREH K mRNA (WO
2021/195517) W= b DR ERH S,

DR OEINE, HoF e /A4 Meawic
ST HREENBELOSEEV ZRLTEY, ZHH
AL, PaEN—A SR, KRS T8
AR, BxoXvHiEhbolhdbtEzbn
7.

D. & &

D DNA v —7 o —HiOREIZL DT/
LT —H ORI, KRERANOHATLZ L%
AREE L,7 D ERBLT — X ARG DR EA
X7 AW LD BRI R B S N2 e D oo
H5. INOHEREEG T LFEMOSHTLZ LT,
TR A Rip & ZIRAGHFEY DI RS % i
WL D KFROS B, Mz BERoN 7 T U 71T
ka3 E8F b v A MeBWDOEFE S mTHE
235 EEbhs.

HFE AR X, TR, PIRIEMERSRE I
ERZRTZENRHLMIZENT WS, L LR
5, TNHDTET v AEES L BRI N LB T
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SEMRBREE

KIROFEREHA, OB HROLHE
(2) KBRIZBT 2 ERD T A PG ORIEEICRET 234 CCiIEHR)

WHoEsy i Bl ORE) e (S i i AT JE TR HEET)
WH7elh 0 - o PR (ENZ RS R s BT e AT A 350

HEREE

KRB (Cannabis sativaL.) O FKIRWLF W 72 BT O G A O W THREZ T 72, O 3 FEEITRIRICE
FHERIFE A RS E LT, MEEES L7- A>-THC 125 % %¢X, cannabidiol (CBD), cannabigerol
(CBG)DEIENZ DWW TR 21T o 72, fF#iRE Y —/L & LT SciFinder Z F(ZH VY, PubMed & L}
Google Scholar & V7=, ZD#EE, CBD, CBG (%, 1960 I BAHE - e S, EARAWmE Sz,
L LZDORITIZE A ERFI SN2 leodz. L LI, FOVGBEESIRE S, 5l TIENLARERI D
RO B WA RIENHE SN TWDH Z &, CBD, CBG OA72 b FRIBHN R 2RO A OME L ST
WA EDHMANMEONT.. T ZHEETHHROGHKFILEE H - CBD & CBG GENARESINTWDH T
W, SHLBEHMEFAEL TV BLERDH DL EEZOLND.

A. WFER) RO AE DB, T 0O 5L A-
KIFRIIRIRE. (Cannabis sativaL.) KOO D tetrahydrocannabinol (A>-THC) 73 & HHK/ER 235 <
ARV KRREIXT VR (Cannabaceae) DWERE — KIRELOIEVEARIKTH 5. A’-THC (Z4EDHEM K F T
HBRO—FAEAERTHY, W77~V NgpE 13 7 = / — v B v R @Bk T h b
EEDbNTWD. fIoRT L W AEICRIH & THEY,  tetrahydrocannabinolic acid (THCA)DIRAE CTHAET 5.
KKEDOZE LD LN AHMMEIT AR EIZ, I3 THCA BIRIIEMZ R0, IVHERCRAT O
DFE, N T = RAANELTRMZ, £AED e, 0B E L EIND 2 &I Ko ThxEED
e LTHRIHEND. FRMEFEE DN BIVEEREEATHD A-THC ~L &b+ % (Fig.l)
FEFIZIRNE WD R B H[1-8]. [1]. —J7, cannabidiol (CBD) | X444 &N C cannabidiolic
KREZIZ I T E A RERFRENDRAE, K acid (CBDA) & LTAEAKRSN, ZNUBBIKEET D
F, BBEOIHLRNOLRDLEEOACEWREN G EN T Z & TART 5[6]. 7=, cannabigerolic acid (CBGA)
% (Fig.l). B> e/ A Ridm#E 21 flAns72257 1L A-THCA & CBDA OAEAEKRITERA CHUREEA R
N T2 )y 7 EKERD, Bilg—~ o iR 2% & cannabigerol (CBG) & 725, Ziuh CBD B &
FEESRD A U~ b — /L olivetolic acid & A3 Ui N CBG 1E A’-THC @ & 5 72 LI RAERITREIZ 72073,
PR H D 7 Z =0 U % geranyl pyrophosphate 7> CBD (5T WILAAEA 72 £, CBG 3Pt LIEA & Ht
HAEGK IS, Turner HI1E 1980 FFITKFREIZ 423 RIEEH 72 EOEBEE ARG STV D . TFEZ
BOEMREER, ZO2H 61BN TE /A4 IolbEMORESABIEMEIERZ OO IR R
RTH D EMELTWA9]. Elsohly HiX 2005 4EI12 ARENEFEBEND L O, KT 2019 FEMNDS
493 FEOILEW), 5B 10N DT/ 4 RKThD  CBD, CBG IZBAT D5 & FRFOM N AL T
LA L, S 5HIT 2016 Rl Elsohly H1E 565 fidft 2. il 21X Scifinder DFEFRIZ L % &, CBD IZ A°-THC
B, 26 120 ERH LT A REFRELTND  IZHRDEINETOY 77 Lo AREIT D 720
[10-11]. KFEEICEEND DT E A RIZHOWT 2015 ETANBAMICEEML, 2020 4£1% 1376 1 &
B BRAFZENENTEY, HRETHHBLEWNE  A-THC (1146 1£) Z#x7=. CBG IZ2U\ T 2020 4F
Bt - FEEUE STV B [12-14]. %307 L ETAE (153 1) D2 fFL ks o2, ks
T A ROPIZIZLRER 2 EOFRMIER  2020-2021 45122\ C, CBD & CBG (2B L Tl
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LY REFOHFEDIZ .

Fx I KRORE ZWMIZT H72012, KKROX
IRIAL 0 Je O3 1AW 0 2 e O Fn A2 D\ T
TEEIT > T D. FRREEITRFRICBIT 5
BT E A KRSy, A-THCIZ DWW TARED A
ZAToTc. AL X5 &t E KRR O FER T
JF B/ A4 K& LT, CBDECBGODARKIZOWTICHR
FE LT > T-DTLLTICHET 5.

B. W54

KFREL (Cannabis sativa L.) DA IZ-DUNTSCHER
HEZATR 7o, s> —/ & LT SciFinder %
FIZHVY, PubMed ¥ X U Google Scholar &} L T
MR AT > 7. Mgk & LT, Cannabis sativa,
cannabinoid, cannabidiol, CBD, cannabigeol,
CBG, synthesis, preparation %% N2, F 7403
WIS CAEEIRR bIT o 7.

C. fERB LB

SciFinder (Z & 2 TR R D5, CBD @ CAS %
RS [13956-29-1) TR LIz 2 A 7387 {5 E
v hL7z. Z® 95 Ipreparation| T and fiR58 % 77
7oA 598 e » b L7=. [AEEIZ CBG @ CAS %%
§E 7 125654-31-3] THR L7csme, 1349 1403,

[preparation] T and fR5E & T 72/ H 170 3 & >
FL72 Q0224E 1 HEf ). ZHOOMBRERZ S &
(\ZSCHRFRA 217720, CBD & CBG DZFNENDAK
FEIZOWTULFIZE &, TEERIZOWTIE
Tablel (Z/x L7-.

1. CBD D&KL

KREREDO D /4 KD H 5, KT A-THC
I3 DFF RIS & ABIEEO T2, BB AL
WP LN TEY, EFETHHHOGHIEDH
HENTUVWA[15-19]. CBD (0> A-THC DAL
DORRFTOH T, GRS LTERESND Z &M
bolz. e A ROSAEERIE KO 2R
727 7'a—F DO & DI, 3-dihydroxybenzenen F5E (K
EXTINIRE ) TNRUFEEROBEAMBZ L5 T
TV TRIGERIR LI D THD. Fig2llh o)
v/ A4 ROERIZHWERDE T O,
Fig. 312 F /) A4 ROGRTHERNT D RIS D
L SR A

1896 4F1Z, Wood B 1%, RIKEEXL W h T ¥ /A4 K
T 5 cannabinol(CBN)[20-21]% HiEfE L 7=, 1930 4F1%
¥I¥HIZIE Cahn[22-24] & Bergel[25]1C & > TE DERSY
TEIEDMIERA S 4172, 1940 4£12 Adams 5 & Todd 513,
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CBN D& s CBD DHREEZ #H L72[21-25]. 1964
12 Gaoni & Mechoulam |2 X - CTZ ® Adams 512 &
DHFFED FERRGT S AVTCAE I, KRR D B g AR iE
B5y T D A-THC DIE LW iExi#§iE, trans-(6aR,
10aR) AR E SN 72 [34-35]. Z DHFZEIZH VT A’-THC
& (-)-trans-A3-tetrahydrocannabinol (A%-THC) 73, ZiL
FhT7EIKE L THMR SN, Olivetol dimethyl
ether @ ortho fiz% Lifb L, Z#UIT geranial % i &
B-0b, TOFEEEY VU p-TsCl & s ESHET,
CBD dimethyl ether & 2= 7% Tz, Tiva it A
FAb$ 5 L, (£)-CBD 28R L, fev TReMES: T
TR S/ FE R, (2)-trans-A°-THC D3 KIEE 70%
THOLNT[36-37]. 2T T IKRTHDMN CBD &
AN°-THC OHIDOERIETH S (Fig. 4).

1967 (2 Petrzilka 1%, olivetol & (+)-cis/trans-p-
o M KE S W %
(CH3);NCH(OCH>C(CH3)3), & CH>CL, 1 20°C T 63 ¥
MRS &85 &, olivetol D Cy TOT VX IALTHET
HEMERE —FEIZCBD A Uy —7AERI E LTH
T D & WS L7-[38] (Fig. 5). 7= 1974 4FiC
Razdan 1%, 1mol%® BF; * EO & MgSO4 177E F,
0°C "C(+)-cis/trans-olivetol % p-mentha-2,8-dien-1-0l &
St 5 & (-)-A°-THC % 50% DI THERTE D
ZEEWIE LIZ[39]. £, TR T T,
(-)-A°-THC 7»% (-)-A%-THC ~0 " EiES O BMEAbIX
BN ERbhholz (Fig s).

1992 4E(Z Vaillancourt & Albizati 1%, fEKELD b
WD CBD D& RIEZHE L12[40]. Z Dk
TIE (R)-2,9-dibromocamphor % FH4EHE & L, olivetol
dimethyl ether ® homo cuprate & )5S 5 2 & TH
WM E BRI NLARIRIRAY 72 7 U — U L TR 2 1%
% L7=. ZHh% CIP(O)OEt), & Na-NaP % i &t
T b=/ — VoML, B, HRFELE, VR
v T TR o7z 89% DEmIE TR/ L= /) —)L
RATZ 2 — MEATF AL L, MeNH; HCiEgloD U
F U ALATETLT, () -trans-CBD I L OEIZER D
CBD monomethyl ether 73 Z 31241 35% 35 LN 43% D
T B LTz (Fig. 6).

2001 (T Kobayashi &%, aryl cuprate % H\72ER
Wx 2 v~ LA EOES &2 W T2 (-)-trans-
CBD, (-)-trans-A°-THC D&% WA L72[41-42]. a-
iodocyclohexenone A FH#L L 7%, Wi w71 b=/
—/L Grignard |[ZEHL7=. ZD%, KIGMET /—v
Grignard FRIKRIE, SIS+ 5T /) — LR AT =— FZ
Z5#a L7=. Ni(acac), f77E FTPD MeMgCl IZ X 5 A F
JUAl, NaSEt 12 & D A F Lo —F VIBE#EIC LY, (-)-

mentha-2,8-dien-1-ol



trans-CBD 73 ZE 28% T b L7 (Fig. 7).

2018 (2 Leahy © 13, Ireland—Claisen B & &
& W Tz =) o F A RIRAY (-)-trans-A°-THC & (-)-
trans-CBD D& E1T72 > 12[43]. T D 9 H(-)-trans-
CBD (22T, olivetol 2 A F /AL L7=D H AL
MEL, T b7 R—IUEA G TT ) VE#R
FERI DS B VTZ. feV T NaBH, 3% 5C, Savinase 12T
DIFAE T CTOBRIBE=1LDT vk, BLOTH
VAR RT 2 87 Vv a— K& 7. DCCIZ LY
5-methylhex-5-enoicacid & %1 v 7'V 735 Z LT X
D = AT JUAKRDME S 3072, Chair-form @ A Z R T
Ireland—Claisen #507(Z L ¥, (R, R) BLiE D HHEIAIA
L, 2 & MeLi &ERSESETT hfkeE Lo b
Wittig @ methylation & ifri€% 4% Z & T (-)-CBD
ZER LTZ(Fig. 8). ZOHFEITHRO v/ A

REFBEEDOGHRITIGHTE 5.

2020 412 Gong 5% (-) -CBD 3 X Ok~ 72 C4'Hl

$HZHT 5 CBD B8 kDA kL E WS Li-[44]. B
1’8 & LT p-mentha-2,8-dien-1-ol % V> THF
BF; * E,O f7#7E T TRt % O Phloroglucinol & S &
¥ C Friedel-Crafts ® 7 VX WAL ZITI > 7=, HHiWT
CHoCL A 2,6-lutidine f7/£ FC THO & Kt S,
52V T pyridine 1 DMAP {7{E FC PivCl & i &t
% Z & THRMA (<) -CBD-20Piv-OTf 235051 /O
BRI DT, VA K THF H LiCl /775 T
CsH11ZnCl & Pd(dppfCly & IS S HiRESZ 1 27
TV T T CLUTRFNIEEEAN L., Thvz
~v= > CHsMgBr & KOG &1 Piv 52 RS 5
Z&7T (9) -CBD bz, ZOHFEZED, ()
-CBD % 5 EtBETHGE 52% DIEHETHD 10g A —
VTN ERT D ENTE -, IHIL, 2Dk
ETIE CAMRIBHOBEADE AR D% T 2720,
DAL O E B IL A I 2 T HE RO A RIS I A
% = LR TE 5 (Fig. 9).

2021 412 Chiurchiu H 1% 7 v —4AkiETOD CBD &
CBDV ¥ XU CBDB OF#f Az @& L7=[45]. Z D%
BT —R TIT72 4, CBD O34, olivetol & acetyl
isoperitenol @ CH.ClL &% U ¥ —/3—A [T AR,
BF; * EO @ CH,CL & % V ' —/N—B ([Z AT,
INOLDOWEETaA VRO T 7 2 —lZ@md &
T 55% DILER TERL LT (Fig. 10). Z D J7HETIXHE
Kef 7 43 &0 9 FERITE WIS C CBD & &k
L, A-THC R DA% fe/NRIZH 2.5 2 &
MTET=. 78k GC it ECToOAIIX CBD/abn-
CBD/A°-THC/dialkylated-CBD 70.8/22.6/0.4/6.2 T -
7.

-
—

-
—
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2021 4E{Z Bloemendal 5%~ v —4& kT CBD
& AN-THC O/ E#RE Lz, W—RB I ORE—%
TR L7725 R, CBD OfAkiL p-mentha-2,8-dien-1-
ol ZBRIEME L L, olivetol & D CHLClL I8TK & AR —
Rflit s LT BF; Z{RFFSETZ Y BTSNV ETRTA
L7 7 KTl d 2 & TR S 172 [46]. Friedel-
Crafts D7 /VF Uik, ZO%OMER, BLORILEE
Lo T Al — RO STz, 20 ETIE, *Hs
T Oy FEKE FEEOIRETH LT Z & DRE
ENTWA(Figll). 7 —AETIIRELZEZ D
T ETAEBMOENED D, R 10 B (i
1.0mL /min) TS & 72354 CBD/A’-THC/A3-THC
26/20/0 T&H > 7=,

2. CBG D&%

CBG 1T 1964 412 Mechoulam (2 L ¥ #1%D THRK
S H72[47] (Fig. 12). Z iU olivetol & T /L72E /
T I DREA RS T p-TsOH (£ F T O geraniol &
olivetol DAFEA I TH Y, EDHZRITER % 72 5
DORFNTT I 72 [48]. 1969 4F1Z Mechoulam & Yagen
I%, geraniol & olivetol 2 CH,Cl, # p-TsOH 174E FC
St T CBG & &% L72[49]. 1995 4E|Z Baek &
I%, geraniol & olivetol ® BF; * Et,O & SiOx f74E FC
KIS ESH 25 Z & T CBG AR L72[50-51]. 1996 I
Morimoto &1, geraniol & olivetol % p-TsOH {F-7E
&85 Z & TCBG DA & #HE LT-[52].

2020 4T Nicholas 5%, geraniol & olivetol 7 /L
I TFAE T TO CBG DERA MG L72[53]. & D
B, Wiicy 7 aax & v iz @gE T v & H
W & E TR 62% DI T CBG 3MF b L5 23,
A & L C digeranylated CBG 73 10% CT& 5 Z & A
Pinodz. Fiz, THUIZHETO CBG DARKD 9
LERLEBWNRTH-Z., TG EHNT
CBG OHOEFABUAD GRS FT S vz, T DOREE,
KIRHER D CBG HEEHALIA grifolin 25 orcinol &
olivetol 725V AT 7 THEKTE, piperogalin 23
orcinol & geraniol, i\ T prenol & @ 2 DD L 7=
7 U IALEOSIC X 0 ) THE S iz, (Fig. 13).

2021 A5(Z Curtis &1 % > 7 A Diels-Alder S hin 35 &
N7 =4 B Ar— K77 —FI2 L% Amorfrutin
A & Amorfrutin B DGk Z#HE L. 2055 CBG
DAY MiET L72[54]. Dimedone FIskRDE A (h U X
FT ¥ ) -V bis(trimethylsiloxy)-dien &
methyl-2-octynoate & 170°CIZ3\NT# > A Diels-
Alder/ L | & -Diels-Alder— BRI A AT72 572, A X
J =V SiO; TGS/ S Z & Tl U b LA~



TEA ROV VY ) — ) LEiERRE LT v VN
RO RLREET D 2 & T CBG M5 STz, (Fig. 14).

Z DA, 2021 4EIZ Kogan HIE#HHLD CBG D
ROERREWE LTz, T DIEMEIZ OV TR T
CBG & Lb#& L 72[55]. 2008 4F|(Z Kumano © i,
Streptomyces FIZRDO ST L =)V N T AT =7
—1 NphB & SCO7190 & H\\N 7o B &/ G IEE ~DFEEFR
FOSMZ K 5 7 L = Ak & fEt L 72 [56].

D. & &

PLE, RIREHkDOH > F € /A K CBD, CBG D
BRIEIZOW TSGR 21772 o 7. Z DfESE, CBD
& CBG OARIEICET 2 b 0TI 6 A 5
TV 5 olivetol & F T /VIRE ) T V2 OFEE UGS
Bz, 4r1[ Diels-Alder Stz W= 515, A
HEFE AW X 2 BTN & VT2 051, AR
7 a Ry 7Y TR ERWTRISE A E AT 5
%, BRI DT L= vbigEt s, 7a—4&
OGRS e EOFHOGRIERRES N TS, &
iED 9B, CANLD T NV ANBHER 5y & TRED %
BEPECE AT 5 TETIE CANDOFERD ARG
i cx 5728, CBG, CBD ® C4ADHIBHDE S DR
72 AL B0 DD KIRH >k D CBG, CBD JHix{A
DAL ENTNDEZ &, REDHANRELN
7.
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2T e A ROGERHRE S TS 2016,

57-58], 5B LI EHMEFHEL TS SLERNH D L&
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Fig. 1  Biosynthesis of cannabinoids
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Fig. 2 Structures of optically active monoterpenes commonly used in cannabinoid synthesis
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abn-CBD abn-A°-THC abn-A8-THC CBD monomethyl ether

OH (@] (0] OH
| OH |
)

iso-THC iso-THC (isomer

(-)-cis-A%-THC

bis-adduct isomeric product

diterpene adduct

Fig. 3 By-products detected incannnabinoids synthesis

~o
1. BuLi
2. p-TsCl
0% = = + -
(0] 3. MeMgl
geranial olivetol dimethyl ether (x)-CBD

1. d-HCI or BF37EL,0

()-A%-THC
Fig. 4 First synthesis of (£)-trans-A°~THC by Mechoulam et al.
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WOH OH
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+
p-TsOH o
HO

A

(+)-cis/trans-p-mentha-2,8-dien-1-ol olivetol

BF31EL,0
CH,Cl,, MgSO4v 0rJ

l p-TSOH, CH2C|2

HCl,, ZnCl,
K t-amylate

8
(-)-A8-THC (A5-THO)

Fig. 5 Synthesis of (-)-CBD, (-)-A%-THC and (-)-A°-THC from (+)-cis/trans-p-mentha-2,8-dien-1-ol
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Br
Br ‘ 2. Na-Nap _
0 71% 0 89%
OH
Li/MeNH,
35% — ho
(-)-CBD

Fig. 6 Synthesis of CBD by Vaillancourt et al.
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LiCu
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3. 1,, DBHQ ; 2. BF3 EtMgBr
OAc PN 3. CIP(O)(OEt),
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-
v

28%

Fig. 7 Synthesis of CBD by Kobayashi et al.
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Fig. 8 Synthesis of (-)-CBD by Leahy et al.
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2) Tf,0, 2,6-lutidine, DCM
HO OH " 35250
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-

LiCI(1.5eq), THF 55—600
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Fig. 9 Synthesis of CBD by Gong et al.
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dialkylated-CBD
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Fig. 10 Synthesis of CBD by Chiurchiu et al.
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OH Flow condition

+ e -

HO
in CH20|2

Fig. 11 Synthesis of CBD by Bloemendal ef al.

OH

p-TsOH

HO

geraniol olivetol CBG
Fig. 12 First synthesis of CBG by Mechoulam et al.
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Fig. 13 Synthesis of CBG by Nicholas et al.
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Fig. 14 Synthesis of CBG by Curtis et al.
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