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A Comparative Study on the Morphological and Biological Characteristics of
Rorippa islandica (Oed. )Borb. and Capsella bursa — pastoris (L. )Medic.

LI Qiang's MA Yu—xin"% CUI Da— lian’
(1. Department of Biologys Mudanjiang Normal College Mudanjiang 157012 C hian;
2. College of Forestry, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040 China; )

Abstract: The morphological and biological characteristiCS of Ronppa islandica( Oed. ) Borb. and Capsella bursa— pastoris(L. ) Medic. as
well as the nutrient content of their roots and leaves were compared by cultivating and observation. The result indicates that there are
distinct differences in the morphological and biological characteristics and nutrient content of these two Similar wild plants. M or pho logi-
cally. the differences appear in the cotyledon coming out of land, the second euphytta period the fourth euphytta period, radical leaves
stem leaves seeds, flowers and seeds etc. : Biologically, the biotemperature and life history of the two plants are different obviously: As
for the nutrient content, the fleshy tap root of the Rorippa islandlca is edible besides its leaf, w hich has very high nutritive value. M ean-
w hile, the nutritive value of the leaves iS different in the two plants.
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