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Study on the Origin and Connotation of Gesang Flowers
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Abstract: In order to adequately explain the name of Gesang flowers, according to the Tibetan legend and history, combined with the

modern research and distribution of the Tibetan wild flower plants, we have made comparative study and analysis on the characteristics of

Gesang flowers. The results show that Gesang flowers, originated from Tibet, have been keeping pace with the Tibetan culture origin. In

the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau, it has been thousand years of plantation and it is similar to chrysanthemum with yellow flowers and high me-

dicinal value. We found the similar medical plants of the plateau with it are Cremanthodium decaisnet C. B. Clarke, Senecio scandens

Buch. -Ham. ex D. Don, Meconopsis integrifolia( Maxim. ) Franch, Potentilla fruticosa L. , Potentilla chinensis Ser. , etc. At the same

time, it has been regarded as the Tibetan cultural symbol and emotional sustenance.
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