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Investigation on the Fourth General Investigation of Traditional Chinese Medicine Resources in Songtao County
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Abstract

od ] Using field surveys, private interviews,and market surveys to obtain relevant data, a survey of traditional Chinese medicine resources was

[ Objective ] The resources of traditional Chinese medicine, key varieties , medicinal plants were studied in Songtao County.[ Meth-

conducted in 23 townships across the county. 47 sample plots, 188 sample plots, and 486 wild medicinal plants were a total of 2,425, speci-
mens of waxy leaves were identified. [ Result ] Wild Chinese medicinal resources was relatively rich , but local resource extent was small ; there
were dominant families of Chinese medicinal resources,and herb were main types.[ Conclusion ] The survey can provide guidance and services
for the protection of traditional Chinese medicine resources and the development of related industries. At the same time, it will provide impor-
tant reference value for the development, utilization, protection and sustainable development of traditional Chinese medicine resources in Song-

tao County.
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Table 4 Quantity statistics plants’ genus in Songtao County
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Table 5 Proportion and distribution of wild medical plant reserves in

Songtao County
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