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Genus-level similarity analysis of seed plants in six college and university

campuses in Northeast China
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(Forestry College of Beihua University, Jilin 132013, Jilin, China)

Abstract: Campus plants reflect the level of plant diversity in campus. In order to study the similarity of the genus
composition of seed plants in college and university campuses in Northeast China, this study took the seed plants in the six
colleges and universities located in Northeast China, including Shenyang Agricultural University, as the research object,
and selected the most common families in the north, Asteraceae and Rosaceae, to study the differences and similarity of
their genus composition. The results show that the similarity between genera of seed plants in 6 compuses is high. The
composition of genera of Compositae is significantly different among compuses, while the composition of genera of Rosa-
ceae is highly similar among compuses. The diversity and difference of plant species of the campuses are related to the ar-
ea and location of the campus. The purpose of this study is to provide a basis for further research on campus biodiversity
in Northeast China and other regions and other campus plants.
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Table 1 Comparison of the number of plant genera in 6 campuses
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Table 2 Comparison of similarity coefficients of plant genera in 6 campuses
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Table 4 Similarity comparison of genera of Asteraceae in 6 campuses
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Table 5 Similarity comparison of genera of Rosaceae in 6 campuses
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