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Construction of a comprehensive evaluation system for park green
space plants and species selection in the Xiong'an New Area based on
group decision making and the analytic hierarchy process
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Abstract The construction of the Xiong'an New Area is a millennium project in our country. This area will be built
as a green, ecological, and livable new city. Plants are the main components of urban green space. The selection
of plant species affects the comprehensive function of green space as it relates to improvement in the urban
environment. Thus, a comprehensive evaluation system for plants is an important scientific guide for the rational
selection and introduction of plant species for parks located in the Xiong'an New Area. In this study, 33 evaluation
indices were selected, which were based on plant ecological adaptability, biological characteristics, ornamental
values, ecological benefits, economic values, social and cultural values, and environmental protection and safety,
to construct a comprehensive evaluation system for park green space plants in the Xiong'an New Area. The
index layer of initially screened 216 plant species was scored through literature analysis. Thereafter, experts were
invited to construct a judgment matrix; the group decision-making method was used to calculate expert weights;
the analytic hierarchy process was used to calculate individual weights for the evaluation indices; and the group
weights of the evaluation indices were subsequently calculated. Finally, the linear weighted synthesis method was
used to calculate the comprehensive score of each plant, and all the plants were graded. The plant species (N =
216) were divided into three grades according to the results of the comprehensive evaluation. Fifty-one species
were designated as Grade 1 plants; they included 19 tree, 20 shrub, 4 liana, and 8 herb species. One hundred and
sixteen species were designated as Grade 2 plants; they included 58 tree, 38 shrub, 5 liana, and 15 herb species.
Forty-nine species were designated as Grade 3 plants; they included 22 tree, 18 shrub, and 5 herb species.

Keywords group decision; analytic hierarchy process; Xiong’an New Area; park green space; comprehensive
evaluation
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Table 1 Weight of comprehensive evaluation index of species for park of Xiong'an New Area
HEREC N JZ AL R EP TRbR AR LRERLE
Criterion layer C cr\i/t\zle?ilgma(;/fer Index layer P Ix\éil)??;)gr ComV[\Jlreeigﬁ?swe
5 A 1P1 Drought resistance ability P1 0.21 0.0672
L FERE 1P2 Cold resistance ability P2 0.19 0.0608
e P #5fE J1P3 Anti-waterlogging ability P3 0.08 0.0256
E%g‘lj)ﬁgfgﬁgaptabi“ty 0ap  VLEBLAE/IPA Anti-saline ability P4 0.09 0.0288
C1 ; HUJ% H 5 i 71P5 Diseases and insects resistance ability P5 0.14 0.0448
HUARE JJP6 Wind resistance ability 0.08 0.0256
Hii54%AE 71P7 Anti-pollution ability P7 0.14 0.0448
U5 T RE J1P8 Barrenness resistance ability P8 0.07 0.0224
R G2 E%EEPQ Growth rate P9 0.15 0.0195
Bioloziczl heracteristics 043 WiBEEJIP10 Tillering ability P10 0.21 0.0273
c2 ' %4451 P11 Reproductive characteristics P11 0.16 0.0208
X Z 5] 14 P12 Attraction to animals P12 0.48 0.0624
WM H P13 Ornamental of tree shape P13 017 0.0289
Z W E P14 Ornamental of stems P14 0.06 0.0102
WEHANEC3 017 I F W H P15 Ornamental of leaves P15 017 0.0289
Ornamental values C3 ; £ 541 P16 Ornamental of flowers P16 0.22 0.0374
WS 5 4 P17 Ornamental of fruits P17 0.15 0.0255
Z=111721t.P18 Seasonal change P18 0.23 0.0391
[% %% 25 P19 Noise reduction benefit P19 0.09 0.0099
i 22 %4 25 P20 Dust retention benefit P20 0.15 0.0165
A % 25 P21 Bactericidal benefit P21 0.10 0.0110
LB CA 011 [% JE 4478 24 75 P22 Cooling and humidifying benefits P22 0.15 0.0165
Ecological benefits C4 : [#] % F% 440 %4 35 P23 Carbon fixation and oxygen release benefits P23 0.14 0.0154
K AR FE R 25 P24 Soil and water conservation benefits P24 0.15 0.0165
WA 1A FE SR 25 P25 Absorption of toxic and harmful gases benefits P25 0.12 0.0132
B TR 7 P26 Negative ion release benefit P26 0.10 0.0110
. TAL#EP27 Industrial value P27 0.38 0.0228
ety 0.06  Ziflf P28 Medicinal value P28 0.44 0.0264
conomic values C5 ‘
&M P29 Edible value P29 0.18 0.0108
. . AN EP30 Cultural value P30 0.40 0.0320
fa itiiice 0.08 R4 P31 Scientific value P31 0.24 0.0192
ocio-cultural values C6 .
#H 6 P32 Educational value P32 0.36 0.0288
IR, % 4C7
Environmental protection 0.13 R, % 4:P33 Environmental protection and security P33 1.00 0.1300

and security C7

LEA VRN AL 2 [ 2 ) Fl 3L G B51R, o, FRAR19
i, i@ (Styphnolobium japonicum) . #i% K (Pistacia
chinensis) « #17% (Ginkgo biloba) . TL it (Acer pictum
subsp. mono) . Rk (Ailanthus altissima) 2 ; A 20F, 4
B AR (Sambucus williamsii) 11 (Punica granatum) %%
i (Lagerstroemia indica) « FH#i (Amorpha fruticosa) .
3 (Forsythia suspensa) %5 HEAAEYI AR, 7 52 7 e
i (Celastrus orbiculatus) - % (Wisteria sinensis) \ 2.4

(Lonicera japonica) 12 % ;7 (Campsis radicans) ; %t
KKEY8FN, FLIE &% (Alcea rosea) « il (Iris lactea) . T
83 (Lythrum salicaria) « ¥/ (Buchloe dactyloides) .
KAt 455 % (Coreopsis grandiflora) . & % (Hemerocallis
fulva) . %% (Ophiopogon japonicus) M & & (Iris
tectorum) . 19UEY) EBEAFE AN R Y, ASE
PR WLE A s MR AR ARG, R AR
151 R 48 B M AEL R SCAAN B, 7T DAAE Sy 22 39 XA [red ¢ s 82 I
AR P K.

CEA VM N2 A R G A L E 116 R, g TR
AB8Fh, i KHFh (Celtis koraiensis) . #it#k (Quercus
aliena) . & ¥ (Albizia julibrissin) . ¥ & # (Catalpa
speciosa) « "1 (Sophora japonica cv. ‘Golden’) . ¥ %
¥k (Quercus variabilis) ZE51FP 5T A, LB LIRS (Pinus

armandii) « A ¥ (Pinus bungeana) . i#s (Pinus
tabuliformis) . 2. 5.4 (Taxus wallichiana var. chinensis) «
40 (Juniperus chinensis) . % ¥x (Cedrus deodara) Flll
1 (Platycladus orientalis) T 2877 A #EA38F, BIE
4 CArmeniaca sibirica) . #k (Amygdalus persica) . %%
JIiE (Acer palmatum) . A (Hibiscus syriacus) - i 75 #

(Chionanthus retusus) % 35F V& M- #EAFI T8 (Euonymus
alatus) . ## (Buxus sinica) « X-T @M (Juniperus
sabina) 3FfH GRHEA; HEAEY) AT L7 (Euonymus
fortunei var. radicans) . k75 # (Euonymus fortunei) .
#1473 (Parthenocissus tricuspidata) « % HZ (Climbing
Roses) 1. #14% (Parthenocissus quinquefolia) 5Ff; %
A58, W77 (Dianthus chinensis) . 151 (Platycodon
grandiflorus) . £% (Hosta plantaginea) 5. 2% %) %5 1
HIEEA VR T A, TR g 22 X A el 2 AL 30k 8 1) — R
Fli k.

VM NILM ARG EY L HFEI9RM. 7 A
H22M, WHEAT R w TR RS FpE 4k TR R, VR MR
KA EEAW (Populus tomentosa) « SE R (Malus
pumila) . F1E M (Robinia pseudoacacia cv. ‘idaho’) .
Kt ¥l (Fraxinus mandshurica) . ik (Amygdalus
davidiana) . Tkk (Cornus walteri) %, # G AL %
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Table 2 Comprehensive evaluation scores and grades of trees for parks of Xiong'an New Area
: LB 2 ; LAY .
LEE/RLIES Coéj :aﬁansive NS JERLRUES Comprehensive 2%
Plant species ZCore Grade Plant species Zcore Grade

E 4 Styphnolobium japonicum 4.0034 1 i Quercus dentata 3.6140 2
# %K Pistacia chinensis 3.9317 1 I Fraxinus chinensis 3.6131 2
#%4 Pyrus betulifolia 3.9191 1 M Salix matsudana 3.5970 2
S Ailanthus altissima 3.9190 1 KB AW Fraxinus tomentosa 3.5862 2
fili Diospyros kaki 3.9131 1 KIHEW Zelkova schneideriana 3.5820 2
VO A& Elaeagnus angustifolia 3.8953 1 Z 22 B AR Liriodendron x sinoamericanum 3.5795 2
KT &4 Bothrocaryum controversum 3.8866 1 [F41 Juniperus chinensis 3.5608 2
Eh kK Rhus chinensis 3.8866 1 EFx Cedrus deodara 3.5604 2
45 Armeniaca vulgaris 3.8714 1 S M-k Acer negundo cv. ‘Aurea’ 3.5496 2
R4 Ginkgo biloba 3.8692 1 2% Prunus salicina 3.5467 2
23 Gleditsia sinensis 3.8461 1 LM Tilia amurensis 3.5400 2
-LI# Aesculus chinensis 3.8371 1 ZH Salix matsudana cv. ‘Pendula’ 3.5394 2
2L 5L i Ailanthus altissima cv. ‘Hongye’ 3.8315 1 JL3E 408k Quercus rubra 3.5325 2
F3k# Ailanthus altissima cv. ‘Qiantou’ 3.8211 1 ¥#k Cerasus pseudocerasus 3.5151 2
R4k Quercus acutissima 3.8176 1 ¥:Af Eucommia ulmoides 3.5087 2
A fL Euonymus maackii 3.8152 1 BrEts Salix alba var. pyramidalis 3.4979 2
T Acer pictum subsp. mono 3.8088 1 W # Pterocarya stenoptera 3.4725 2
&M Ulmus pumila cv. Jinye’ 3.8027 1 M Celtis bungeana 3.4722 2
# Ziziphus jujuba 3.8004 1 1% M Salix matsudana f. umbraculifera 3.4615 2
%% Morus alba 3.7962 2 41 Platycladus orientalis 3.4591 2
\i#% Crataegus pinnatifida 3.7903 2 EKE L% Fraxinus pennsylvanica 3.4358 2
#k Catalpa bungei 3.7881 2 Bk Juglans mandshurica 3.4298 2
L0 ## 2= Padus virginiana cv. ‘Canada Red’ 3.7791 2 LLiJflF Malus baccata 3.4212 2
T Melia azedarach 3.7758 2 K Platanus acerifolia 3.4210 2
Kt Ulmus pumila 3.7747 2 ZI4EH| 2 Robinia pseudoacacia f. decaisneana 3.4197 2
AL Pyrus calleryana 3.7712 2 I Salix babylonica f. babylonica 3.4098 2
¥4 Acer negundo 3.7590 2 HI#fk Kalopanax septemlobus 3.4032 2
¥ Catalpa ovata 3.7575 2 E A4 Populus tomentosa 3.3996 3
Z i ¥k Quercus mongolica 3.7485 2 A6£TFHA Pinus strobus 3.3923 3
1Lk Pinus armandii 3.7443 2 S Malus pumila 3.3839 3
H KA Pinus bungeana 3.7413 2 ¥ Pinus thunbergii 3.3751 3
M Koelreuteria paniculata 3.7352 2 #1EA Robinia pseudoacacia cv. ‘idaho’ 3.3751 3
Wl E s Acer platanoides 3.7327 2 =12 Picea asperata 3.3675 &
18 Pteroceltis tatarinowii 3.7261 2 KM Fraxinus mandshurica 3.3524 3
% 5,74 Syringa reticulate subsp. amurensis 3.7190 2 1#k Amygdalus davidiana 3.3478 3
Hil¥2 Robinia pseudoacacia 3.7145 2 Etk Cornus walteri 3.3257 3
JGE M Acer truncatum 3.7038 2 4% Tilia mongolica 3.3229 3
Knt#b Celtis koraiensis 3.6837 2 % Yulania denudata 3.3226 3
#it#k Quercus aliena 3.6713 2 Bk Juglans regia 3.3110 3
Bt ER Quercus aliena var. acutiserrata 3.6713 2 JbE /8 5 Mk Liriodendron tulipifera 3.2692 3
B XK Albizia julibrissin 3.6660 2 ¥~ Abies fabri 3.2655 &)
4 # Catalpa speciosa 3.6629 2 J&J\# Salix matsudana f. tortuosa 3.2641 3
M0 Tamarix chinensis 3.6571 2 %4k Carya cathayensis 3.2541 8
WA Pinus tabuliformis 3.6568 2 JeH Juniperus chinensis cv. ‘Kaizuca’ 3.2515 3
21 5542 Taxus wallichiana var. chinensis 3.6482 2 #1234 Pyrus ussuriensis 3.2492 3
411 Sophora japonica cv. ‘Golden’ 3.6423 2 W4 Tilia mandshurica 3.2353 3
FEiE T Diospyros lotus 3.6376 2 ¥4 K % Yulania biondii 3.2126 3
¥ R Quercus variabilis 3.6338 2 R H VB {E Cerasus x yedoensis 3.1062 3
¥ Maclura tricuspidata 3.6281 2 HAM: % Cerasus serrulata var. lannesiana 2.9672 B8]
KM Ulmus macrocarpa 3.6152 2

Trks (Pinus strobus) « 2 ¥s (Pinus thunbergii) « =k
(Picea asperata) . *1% (Abies fabri) F 1 (Juniperus
chinensis cv. ‘Kaizuca’) ; ¥ AKIL22F0, f54E K% (Abelia
chinensis) « 4% &K JX (Chaenomeles speciosa) - & 3% ik
(Viburnum farreri) . — %45 2k%; (Spiraea trilobata) .
/NI GG (Deutzia parviflora) 7% #EAR18F, LL M
A (Juniperus procumbens) . KM #45 (Buxus
megistophylla) . i #i £ #1 (Sabina chinensis cv. ‘Kaizuca
Procumbens’) fl/NH-354 (Buxus sinica var. parvifolia)
ARIE QR EARAEMSH, B S ESF (Festuca

elata) . KiE%§ (Leucanthemum maximum) . K W5 45 3k

(Phlox paniculata) « We#§% (Liatris spicata) FUE ¥k
1t (Physostegia virginiana) . 320 Y25 & V- B,
AT DLAE T 22 7 X0 el 6 b g o b A VR R, R =2

(Yulania denudate) . B £ == (Yulania biondii) « HA M
1 (Cerasus serrulata var. lannesiana) - 1354¢ (Jasminum
nudiflorum) . F1¢ HZ (Rosa cultivars) . 35 A# (Prunus x
blireana cv. ‘Meiren’) %5 W B &, (HIE AR A53E R 7 T %
PR 2, B N R IR
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Table 3 Comprehensive evaluation scores and grades of shrubs (including lianas) for parks of Xiong'an New Area
gEfa e 5 (ENEEC ~
UL Cori; l":eﬁensive NS f R Comprehensive -
Plant species gcore Grade Plant species Zcore Grade
%K Sambucus williamsii 3.8314 1 HiHi 1€ Weigela florida 3.2449 2
A1 Punica granatum 3.7671 1 23 A Cornus alba 3.2436 2
ke Celastrus orbiculatus 3.6545 1 ##E Rosa xanthina 3.2341 2
B Wisteria sinensis 3.6474 1 X E % Magnolia liliflora 3.2244 2
3 Lagerstroemia indica 3.6378 1 3f % Vitex negundo var. heterophylla 3.2230 2
s 5k Amorpha fruticosa 3.6340 1 %Vﬁrfﬁe Caryopleris x clandonensis ov. 3.2059 2
158 Forsythia suspensa 3.5920 1 XA Juniperus sabina 3.1986 2
KGR Rhus typhina 3.5901 1 1§ Armeniaca mume var. bungo 3.1915 2
K-t Amygdalus triloba 3.5852 1 i B Xanthoceras sorbifolium 3.1814 2
X NI TG B4

%74 Syringa oblate 3.5761 1 sJer:rn é a‘gfb escens subsp. microphylla 3.1767 2
Hi42 Lycium chinense 3.5401 1 LiH§ 4% Philadelphus incanus 3.1611 2
-7 Malus prunifolia 3.5268 1 B2 % Spiraea thunbergii 3.1583 2
¥ 2% Viburnum opulus subsp. calvescens 3.5259 1 Lt Prunus x cistena 3.1549 2
290 Cercis chinensis 3.5176 1 1551 Kolkwitzia amabilis 3.1479 2
LIz 88 Cornus officinalis 3.5110 1 R AR Physocarpus amurensis 3.1473 2
fi4= Cerasus japonica 3.5030 1 TR Parthenocissus quinquefolia 3.1472 2
AR M Acer tataricum subsp. ginnala 3.5023 1 I HE1iA5 Armeniaca sibirica var. pleniflora 3.1451 2
1HH T Lespedeza bicolor 3.4968 1 R Citrus trifoliata 3.1401 2
VU5 Malus x micromalus 3.4786 1 “FHi#]F Cotoneaster horizontalis 3.1304 2
& XA Physocarpus opulifolius var. luteus 3.4390 1 eAL2 kM Sorbaria kirilowii 3.1257 2
%4 Lonicera japonica 3.4373 1 B kMg Sorbaria sorbifolia 3.1257 2
JE ¥4 Campsis radicans 3.4235 1 HEYH§ Exochorda racemosa 3.1034 2
JNIEAR Abelia biflora 3.4151 1 ik %% Abelia chinensis 3.0905 3
# 4 Cotinus coggygria 3.4138 1 45 1 A JK Chaenomeles speciosa 3.0858 3
117 Armeniaca sibirica 3.3885 2 FIJEHE Viburnum farreri 3.0688 3
Bk Amygdalus persica 3.3870 2 =545 Spiraea trilobata 3.0616 3
HEINH 1L Clerodendrum trichotomum 3.3828 2 T % Syringa persica var. laciniata 3.0533 3
€47 B Euonymus fortunei var. radicans 3.3808 2 &4z T Ligustrum x vicaryi 3.0506 3
X9 J\Hlk Acer palmatum 3.3725 2 /NEE 5 Deutzia parviflora 3.0393 3
KM Hibiscus syriacus 3.3600 2 K51t Kerria japonica 3.0370 3
KI5 Euonymus fortunei 3.3552 2 | 4H Juniperus procumbens 3.0326 3
&4 Lonicera maackii 3.3509 2 WAL Jasminum nudiflorum 3.0114 3
i3 Chionanthus retusus 3.3475 2 E53 T % Syringa pekinensis 3.0011 3
Hu Parthenocissus tricuspidata 3.3348 2 KAt 5 Deutzia grandiflora 2.9904 3
W32 5% Viburnum opulus 3.3183 2 gk Rhodotypos scandens 2.9828 3
2235 Malus halliana 3.3134 2 +1t HZ= Rosa cultivars 2.9806 3
I 2.4 Lonicera fragrantissima 3.3003 2 | KM## Buxus megistophylla 2.9553 3
¥ & HZ& Climbing Roses 3.2938 2 1 Zanthoxylum bungeanum 2.9508 3
T Euonymus alatus 3.2927 2 %9 )L Caragana sinica 2.9447 3
2114 Syringa villosa 3.2792 2 45 2% %5 Spiraea salicifolia 2.9070 3
L/ NBE Berberis thunbergii cv. ‘Atropurpurea’ 3.2670 2 iﬁ;l{ij}lj;g*shinensis ov. ‘Kaizuca Procumbens’ 2.9007 3
2 N#§ Prunus x blireana cv. ‘Meiren’ 3.2612 2 /N3 ¥ Buxus sinica var. parvifolia 2.8734 3
—J%E 2% Yulania x soulangeana 3.2585 2 Y Viburnum melanocarpum 2.8703 8
4k Amygdalus persica cv. ‘Duplex’ 3.2569 2 L1128 Prunus cerasifera f. atropurpurea 2.8483 3
54 Buxus sinica 3.2491 2

3 i it
3.1 HERIHXAEFEYITNTatRiERE

YT S 2R ) VT A 1) A A T R 8 i ML
R AEN LR G R RPN T AR IR R Y 22 B R B A
JrHR TP R AR, LA I MBLBE AP DR R fE ., fE
A A I TR BRI SR SR A O R A B R
Prabs". B A 1 R B R, ACSORAERL fEta. fE5E
KN ARG AW B — R bR, JE L - ik
NSRRGSR bR, X EE A AT A
{17 4 VR DG P i VA BN 11 LK U € 1 [ SN s S G T

D T U 2 S S i, DA AR I P D A
N2 28] Jo IR AR A 8 A 85 2% A PR3 L BE 05 AR HIE ORI 3T A
ANAERERME, 552508 REM. SCEmFMLL,
ALV ERAE BV AR S E SRR S5F
B AR S ST E A IA LR 22 474N J7 O AEZ . A5 3335
VRO AR, BE0S S N A 1 2 U 1 S BARL A0 10 £ 4 R A 72,
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ISR R SRR IR NI 5, A2 EHK WA,
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Table 4 Comprehensive evaluation scores and grades of herbaceous plants for parks of Xiong'an New Area

LEL/EUES LRG0 R LEE/PLEN LEO AR 374
Plant species Comprehensive score  Grade Plant species Comprehensive score Grade

#j%% Alcea rosea 3.0215 1 28T Zoysia japonica 2.4832 2
g Iris lactea 2.9508 1 il FLECR Poa pratensis 2.4776 2
T3¢ Lythrum salicaria 2.7936 1 BIFKZ Lychnis fulgens 2.4648 2
HF 451 Buchloe dactyloides 2.7501 1 4% Rudbeckia laciniata 2.4490 2
KAt 4:7%9%) Coreopsis grandiflora 2.7212 1 E4r Polygonatum odoratum 2.4236 2

H 5 Hemerocallis fulva 2.7185 1 J\F Hylotelephium erythrostictum 2.4207 2
&2 Iris tectorum 2.6211 1 .04 %% Rudbeckia hirta 2.4200 2
3% Ophiopogon japonicus 2.6106 1 KA #E ¥ Hemerocallis middendorffii 2.4131 2
4117 Dianthus chinensis 2.5849 2 K% Gaillardia pulchella 2.4008 2
FZE 545 Trifolium repens 2.5321 2 i°E3 Festuca elata 2.3237 3
f& 4% Platycodon grandiflorus 2.5208 2 KiE% Leucanthemum maximum 2.3153 3
%% Hosta plantaginea 2.4978 2 KiEZER Phlox paniculata 2.2574 3
+}%j Matricaria chamomilla 2.4883 2 ke #E%§ Liatris spicata 2.2361 3
#£°L3F Festuca rubra 2.4837 2 B3kt Physostegia virginiana 2.0585 3

HiyRE ) 38 5 I AR 5 25 R R ) 0 AR 2538 R AW BB, 1K
R 2L AR S T RN 2 T 4 3t A e 23 & E A O IF 7 45 SR A
BL. AH A AR S RPE R E B E N E A TE R, ATRE & H
TR SEAR ], B 50 PR FE bR BCE R BRI 25 R T
MV #ry 2= KO RS, SR ITER, WY eI, AR AR S
&N RN s M X R TR IR KRG MR, HE
TEREZR, BERRLW, LFBEADFH, WAFENEER
B TRV, 2 BN R 30 T T M S0 55 0 T 22 %,
TSR] DA TLAE S R VE AN 77 T 2256, (A A 2 30 48
AT R PEAN PR R, 98I0 DR b T S5 R AT RE D 25 6 VA0 T 0 22
PR FLUR, AR R 0 M i 9 DX s R L I A A R
EER, EAREE RIS EMW, Fik, ERTFN KR
o, B RIEM S 5 BE A AR A IE M, AR A IE MR

3BT AR EVEM B AR L5 AR ETT S, R4 B
FRET0. X BRG] 1 SRR TT . PURIE RE ST, BuiT
AE J1. AL FEEB I EE . SCAR B 25 QT 48 bk 1) BB B 1
o o, R AN T HATN FRAR B B, FE R
BIE T AR MG Z IR AR AT AN E Ll 53, LW & &6 . =
MR, BRI KRR 5. 7R SR A Bl A ST, A AT AT
KA 16002 Fh bt X 5 4R A ) VTP HERR T B A AR
PR kg A A S A AR R R RS R K EE F R Y
Filt, W CAE gt — 25 0 i 216 Rk W I, P VR 9 B A S 1ol
R BRI Fh. Bk, 4B RIE IR 2 2 Fabn 5 e
FIREER. BRI AMOBIE R, AT AR T AR
TR, 2048 bR JE T BN A, X 5 )2 H A 2l N
FIDIL AN B AL AR A —EL.
3.3 ERIHXAEF AN AL E

KRR TR, £ LMW LRE15 0 Bom, WER, =
W #:3L (Pyrus betulifolia) « TLAM . AFE (Euonymus
maackii) « % (Morus alba) . ¥i# (Ulmus pumila) .
Wi#% (Crataegus pinnatifida) . A (Fraxinus
chinensis) . 258 (Koelreuteria paniculata) . Jt =%
W CAcer truncatum) . % 5T % (Syringa reticulate
subsp. amurensis) &, R £ LY X 4 Hh PR 5 & B
PETE . DN, 7R 22T X Bl g b g R, RO S ik A
2 LY, AR DAY 2% B AR, [ IR ] AR 3 2
R BEIR T, R A S 3 R BE VR I 2 AR I, T LAk
P SRR VAN B R, IR A SRR (Rhus
chinensis) . kM # (Aesculus chinensis) . ik

(Quercus acutissima) . fk (Catalpa bungei) \ ¥4,
e, . M (Amygdalus triloba) %5, 161 B A b
ZE AR, R DL A RS LA YA 45 A, T DA e, IR
o Tl M S50 Frg R R ) AT R A R R S R
AL EFL. &HAE. F0 (Salix matsudana) 5, Wik 18E
PR Re . R R SRS R A ERAY BOEOR. AL,
# (Ziziphus jujuba) « #f (Maclura tricuspidata) 5. A
el B S5 0 B LA K B 2R AH AR, M) B R R — =
B =R o R =S Br k=S =R 7/ L IBUIE S IS ¢ N TIT ) N
T2, ZFE 2% (Yulania x soulangeana) « HAME. &
LUHEAE (Cerasus x yedoensis) . 25 ANMF. My Hy 2k 2=
JEAEHY), 4R LIEN) (Salix babylonica f. babylonica) .
SNSRI, T R SRS 2 A R R A S
HZEE ARG 0 ST B 48Rl (Cercis chinensis) « %
T, B4 BRINEESE (Viburnum opulus) « F9¢ HZ= (Rosa
cultivars) \ &%, G, &5, SR, ATEEZITRHEY,
Do s AR, AT AR SO A R . R SR
Wi (Cotinus coggygria) « 2+ SL#A (Liriodendron x
sinoamericanum) . 3t32418k (Quercus rubrad . T,
JCEM EELH (Fraxinus pennsylvanica) 25 AEY).
AW EEH Fa A Wk R AT BRT =, Hdde

(Kerria japonica) - 4L%iK (Cornus alba) Sk JEE AT
NEAN s AR, ST S AR
3.4 EYEETNRE

H AR VP A b fE 1 ) A b B TR A I T 3 R AE
F AR EAT T4, B Z B AR O b, JC H R R 4R
E PR A A AR O SRR A A5 IR A 43 3o A v —
ST AR BTN AT 7T AL B BT AN 8 AT W 4y, &5 W] B A7 —
SE 1 S PR R 3 A T 4 A R A A A A K 2R Y A T
HEAT VELHAFE 5T, (45070 25 S50 vkt . 200

K H R DS T7 1% R 5 S0 M g 4 W 4 R ) 2 4 L 4
—EETRES, RS BT R K BCE, (RIESE G PR R
A FE S IR AT . (E 2 R B e S R A E 1 T
B Z, AARIE -8R, Tt — S, A% N
I PEA FE AR .

4 £
AR R v Z VA BT 20 007 15, IR )
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