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Comparison in Chemical Composition between Japanese Dock (Rumex japonicus)
and Tudahuan (R. crispus)
Wei Baiqgi and Sun Xiaoru

Differences in their morphology,TLC features and trace element contents of Runex japonicus Hott and

R. crispus L.. were compared to provide a scientific basis for the differentiation of the two herbs during practi-

cal use.
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