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Fig.2 The possible function of feedback control
in biosynthesis of angiosperm lignin [from
Higuchi et al. (1975}].
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Fig. 6 Dehydrogenation polymerizates of coniferylalcohol [from Freudenberg (1950)].
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Fig. 8 Cation mechanism for the formation of f-arylether compound [from Adler et al. (1959)].
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Fig.12 Formation mechanism of diarylpropanes [from Lundquist et al. and Nimz (1965)].
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Fig.13 A proposed mechanism for the formation of §-6 dilignols [from Sakakibara (1977)].
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Fig.16 A Proposed mechanism (a and b) for the formation of 14(2-hydroxypropyl)-methoxy-4, S-[-hydro-

xymethyl-2-(4-hydroxy-3, 5-dimethoxyphenyl)-ethylendioxy] -benzene [from Hwang et al. (1981)].
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Fig.lS A proposed mechanism for the formation of syringylglycerol-y-dihydroxysinapylalcohol ether [from
Hwang et al. (1981)].
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