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Abstract
of Qingdao urban area as the research object,on the basis of sample survey ,using SPSS software to analyze the correlation between urbanization
strength and diversity index of woody plants,at the same time using geographically weighted regression model to establish the spatial relation-

[ Objective | To explore the spatial relations between urbanization intensity and woody plant diversity. [ Method ] Taking urban forest

ship between them.[ Result] The results showed that the diversity of woody plants in the main urban area of Qingdao had obvious spatial hetero-
geneity.There was a significant correlation between urbanization intensity and woody plant richness index,but no correlation between urbaniza-
tion intensity and Shannon Wiener index and evenness index.The results of geographically weighted regression analysis showed that the relation-
ship between urbanization intensity and woody plant diversity was spatially heterogeneous. [ Conclusion ] This study can provide a scientific basis

for the in-depth study of the spatial distribution of urban woody plant diversity and its impact on urbanization.
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Fig.1 Spatial distribution of urban forest patches and survey plots in the main urban area of Qingdao City
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Fig.2 Spatial interpolation results of woody plant diversity in the main urban area of Qingdao City
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Table 1 Correlation analysis between urbanization intensity and urban

woody plant diversity
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Table 2 Regression analysis of urbanization intensity and woody plant diversity
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Fig.4 Regression coefficient of urbanization intensity and urban woody plant diversity index
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