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Investigation of the Woody Landscape Plants in the Built-up Areas of Luhe County

LIANG Guan-wei' ,GUO Hao-xuan’’ ,GUAN Kai-lang® et al ( 1.Guangzhou Zhongsen Landscaping Engineering Co. , Ltd. , Guangzhou,
Guangdong 510060;2.Guangzhou Pubang Garden Co., Ltd. , Guangzhou , Guangdong 510600; 3. Zhongkai University of Agriculture and Engi-
neering , Guangzhou , Guangdong 510225)

Abstract The woody landscape plants used in the built-up areas of Luhe County were studied by field investigation.The results showed that
there were 221 species of woody plants in the built-up area of Luhe County.Among them, there are 209 species of native woody plants, belong-
ing to 62 families and 156 genera, with a local woody plant index of 0.95.The base tree species include Cinnamomum camphora , Spathodea
campanulata , Bischofia javanica ,etc. ,the backbone tree species include C.burmannii, Plumeria rubra ‘ Acutifolia’ , Brachychiton acerifolius,
etc. ,and the woody plants with higher frequency of application include C.burmannii,Osmanthus fragrans var.semperflorens , C.camphora ,etc.The
analysis of life forms shows that there are 126 species of trees used for landscaping in the built-up areas of Luhe County,accounting for 57.0% ;
87 species of shrubs,accounting for 39.4% ;and 8 species of woody vines , accounting for 3.6%.The analysis results of ornamental characteristics
show that the woody plants in Luhe County are mainly evergreen woody plants with a species index of 0.60 to 0.94 ;followed by woody flowering
plants with a species index of 0.10 to 0.50;foliage woody plants are the least with a species index of 0.05 to 0.20.This research could provide
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a reference for optimizing the structure of landscaping woody plants and improving the level of landscaping in Luhe County.
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Table 1 Investigation site of woody landscape plants in built-up area of Luhe County
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Table 2 Woody landscape plants index of various green spaces in the
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Fig.1 Statistics on the top 30 application frequency of woody landscape plants in the built-up area of Luhe County
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Table 3 Analysis of main tree species of woody landscape plants in the

built-up area of Luhe County
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Table 4 Life-form composition of woody landscape plants in the built-

up area of Luhe County
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Table 5 Statistics of ornamental characteristics of woody landscape plants in the built-up area of Luhe County
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