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[ Abstract ] Objective: To study on the macroscopic and microscopic characteristics of fruits of Litsea
mollis and Litsea rubescens. Methods: The morphological features of fruits of L. mollis and L. rubescens
were observed by character identification methods. The microscopic characteristics of transverse section
and powder of the fruits were studied by microscope. Results: The morphological characteristics of
fruits of L. mollis and L. rubescens was similar, but there were differences in the surface, peel and
cotyledon. A lot of prisms of calcium oxalate were found around the mesocarp and endocarp cells of L.
mollis. The boundary between the endocarp cells and laminated striation in endocarp cells of L. mollis
was not obvious, and some of them had pore grooves. The outer pericarp of L. rubescens contained red-
dish-brown substance, and the circumferential walls of endocarp cells were undulated with obvious lam-
ination, and the oil cells contained yellow or brown-yellow secretion. Conclusion: The macroscopic
and microscopic characteristics could be applied for the classification and identification of L. mollis and

L. rubescens fruits to provide scientific evidence for the quality control of L. mollis and L. rubescens.

*[ETH ] ER B ARER4TUE (81803700, U1812403) 5 rh 5| Sty Jy BH L5 H [ B4R 5131(2018)4006 ] 5 StMNARHEGTHRINE [ BRE V&AL
(2016)5613 , B FL5-F & A A (2016) 5677, By FL4 Hefili (2018 ) 1128, By BL4F- & A A (2017) 5718 15 5t JH 44 B K % 48 F A H Bk I 23 %) 35 B (DC
201710660006 ) 5 5444 #H T AFERHEAA BRI H [ B #G KY 52(2017)156 ] 5 50 P25 1R B 2 | IR BE 2GRk HORBE 585 H (QZYY —-2018 -
108)

* S EVEH E-mail ;t - liu@ 163. com

P2 4 B 7] : 2019 =09 — 16 R 2% M AL « http : //kns. enki. net/kems/ detail /52. 1164. R.20190916. 2137. 004. html

1011



M OBE R OR R

44 3%

[ Key words | Litsea; classification; quality control; Litsea mollis; Litsea rubescens; character identifi-

cation; microscopic identification; powder slicing

FEMAKRZE T (Litsea mollis Hemsl. ) FI4T H AR
F( Litsea rubescens Lec. ) ¥ 2R B AR ZE T @ L4444
ARAKED) , S v - RE AR g /N R, AR T L
AR R I AR B AR R AR, R TR
NG TN E AN DI S R L S
JUHAE ST AR IR F 6, R RS2 g
HLENARZE T ALY . B AZETFHREILE
F BT R OAE T MR T A
LT BRI RS, F N RE ALY, RSy
AR AT AR R A T R A R E T B % 2
5, i E N BTSRRI R
IR IR B 9 IR 4, IR REAE N RLRH T2 &
FICT B AR T AL AR TR RS A
2, AR E IR R BRI RHE AR 22 A R S
A E Ry, B B TR IR
FHC A B 25 A B MR,
MELADX 73 o PRI, AR SGE i % B AR 2 T I 20 AR
L RS PERFRIE AT &R AR A TSR, B
A8 Ry A e 24 8 S S SR AR A

1 XWEFE

1.1 25y F20 510

B ARZEF LM R L F 2 BRE T 5
B, ATUNBERI A h 2 RIG 25 PR AT e DO i 24
FYE AR RHEY) B AR 27 (iS5 MY20170901
MY20171102, MY20171103 , MY20180804 , MY20180905 ,
MY20181006 ) F1 21 M- A 2 + (#t 5 HY20171001,
HY20171002, HY20180903 , HY20180904 , HY201801105,

HY20181106) FR 52 AP REAAE L T 5L BERER
RN W R SR A KR A (S
20160705 ) , FIN = (L5 2014015 ) Wy [ [ 25 4%
AR A BR 2 w28 K e g A i BARE
Wi CX41 f] by e S Sl B AR EEL 3 28 ], B 56
MC-50 B USB R GeM B )N B SOE B A A R
23w, WP-MP-11-20 5256 2 20K HLIW A DY) R R
IRIRAE BB A5 AT IR 2 7], Proskit PD-153 Ji R R
W H s T T HABRAR
1.2 Jrik
12,1 PRIREG SRR R RS B HAIZL A
LRI RN BEAT DN O3 (R, 3 AR An
BEAE 30 DNEA RINE B 225 WA T
Fan BEAT AR G R 5 | W TR 19
R
1.2.2 SN AR IRIE IRy i R 5L
PEATHER VA UIGH A el R B TR |
T H b I R B K & SR Ak
P o, o B S BOR FE B AN
HRAEAL s BRBUD VR R (3 4 S0 BRI 1, i
INZEAR K K G SR B R i i A (e 22
I, nBGEAL) , o bR, BB R g
A

2 #R

2.1 HYBITERFHIE

BMARL T ML AL T IFAEY LR B2 3T
JERAN 53 NN ol ol N TSR v S SR B S 1
AT HAFAEZE S , vl LA S A, W3k 1

x1 BHARZTFMAAARZ TR BN R L

Tab.1 Comparison of the botany character between the L. mollis and L. rubescens
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Fig. 1 Comparison of appearance and characters between the fruits of L. mollis and L. rubescens
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Tab.2 Comparison of fruit characters between L. mollis and L. rubescens
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Fig.2  Microscopic features of transverse section

of L. mollis and L. rubescens fruits
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Fig.3  Microscopic features of powder of L. mollis and L. rubescens fruits
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