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Plant community diversity of the city parks of Hangzhou
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Abstract: By typical sampling method, the species composition, the community structure and the species di-
versity index of plant community in the city parks of Hangzhou were analyzed and compared. The results
showed that there were abundant plants species and recorded 44 families, 79 genera and 120 species in the
city parks of Hangzhou. In terms of species richness(S), Shannon-Wiener diversity (H') and Simpson diversi-
ty index (D), ground shrub layer was the highest, followed by the arbor layer, small-arbor and shrub layer,
the herb layer; in terms of the Pielou evenness index (J) and Alatalo evenness index (FE,), arbor layer was
the highest. Compared with the natural community, arbor layer had comparatively rich species, herb layer had
fewer species and shrub layer had very few regeneration seedlings. There were three types of community struc-
ture. Type I was arbor-herb (small arbor and shrub-herb); type Il was arbor-shrub-herb (arbor-small arbor
and shrub -herb) ; type Il was arbor-small arbor and shrub -shrub-herb. In terms of species richness (S),
Shannon-Wiener (H'), Pielou (J) and Alatalo (E,) index, I > 11 > I ; in terms of Simpson (D) index,
IT>1>1. Type Il was more identical to the natural community; while type I had little identity to the nat-
ural community. [Ch, 3 tab. 20 ref. ]
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WG, FEBOTEW, M6, XSy T BRI TSR R A R AR, BEVRTEA
JRANEEF bR B B 2 REE AR R v VUK, BB IIRRIRAE R A, WA T R 2%
HEA T P B YR Z R (TETE SR AW R B9 Z AR ) 1R 0 AR S R G 2 Bt i ELHE Al iR &) T 0T
F— DR, —EZ BV EAR EAMF 2T L E N2 AT C T A GRS, s i 7E
DTG I L X 55 D7 THAR ) 22 R AT BIF5E O BN ST Skl A 1 N AR K F . ARBIESE B TEBFSE BTN
ST A PR R A Y ZRETE , EARBEE A A A ZREOK TS RS R RIS, B AR K R A
FOR B AR R P2 30 0 A [ 3 B 7 0 b 2 RS B SR AL FOGE FE, DA R ke v A s SR e
8%, feMiAE Y RE R S RP SRR, (RIS R A A FA Sl I O LB P ey OB A I, i e v
WURCR LA A el AR 090 s 150 e ATl 3l i el Ay 0 00 H 4 3 o S Aok, i g [l — ety HAtb
ST BRI W R 2 BV AR AR R 2 B S B R

1 BEEFHRFE

1.1 AEER

BUH T M AL 2R B W I ARV S A U R 3, BUON I PR, ERIEVL T U, 29°11'~30°34'N , 118°20'~
120°37'E, J@ W #H Z XS, S FHSIE RN 162 °C, F P IRE 69.6%, 4FFH K E 1 139
mm, FUH I 20 4D 50 AFEACH) Bt E AR Y3 5, IFIR S LAVE I g by, 45 20 T gk b oy B S0 Bl AR R Ak
A R, PR MR P R R Y R, R T HARE S N T EMEE . S, Sl THAEm
RIE, REBRFFEEN] | gilfe . BAFEE20, Geik 2N IRy soul, 53807 #4098 i
IAAT PR XY 2 Bl S b T By 598.16 hm?, H A Bl oy 548.73 hm?, JF A 4 b 49.43 hm?™?,

ARV A I A FE BN T PE X . E3RIX . FIRIX, HEEE XA XA 18 A~ 58 ANFE M (LU 55
B MRS, BISAlE (4), —AR), WaskE ), & Q2), MREE4), F5)77 (1),
KW AR (2), fEHE W) AR (7), IRILAR (3), mBEXE (4), BUNAER (7), RFEARES), Sk
(3), FHMELSEE (3), B AR (4), KAk 3), Risimakd(3), EREWAR),
1.2 AEFX

T2009 4F 12 J1 - 2010 4F 5 A, R SUARIRE LG ) FE T8 A g JE il b, MR RV Ak, 36
PEA AR S Sk, JFTE A OLIE R BT R | AR 38 R GE AR X AR 19 N A ) B 0 4R A B 50 %
S LBE S8 ML, FEHLK/NA 400 m?, XTTRR | /NTROR SRS T BRI, SEIUAY ARFRE | B
W, OEEL MR AR iR, ORI EEAR | BARKNME | w8 (A RE AT,
1.3 SHEITERZE

YyFh ZREVEGE — 0 & DRI EIZZ (O L B B EEEDRHRS, HHEARX N FRA A
KRB EEAE = (HXTE R + MXTOE B + AT /3, Mg | SAM Y B EAE = (X + 4
X5 B2, PRl 22 T BOR T E TR 3R 8 1 R HE 2(S), Shannon-Wiener 80 (H' ),
Simpson ZHEMEFEE(D), Pielou HI5] BHEE()) 1 Alatalo 45 BEHGEL(E,) 24 =B IE 714,

2 HEREHN

2.1 MMEHLESEYEESN

2.1.1 BEWALRASA  PEGETE, fE 58 MEEHLTh, AR 104 Bl CE SAEY) 60 B, YR 44
Py, A KA 16 B, 2k 120 R, SRR 43 BH 82 JE . WHEHRFAEYI S B8 JE 10 B, LAY,
XUCT-IHAEY) 32 B 59 J& 93 Ff, LT HAEY) 6 BL 15 8 17 b, Hrh R Rosaceae (12 )8 22 Fh), A
Bl Magnoliaceae (4 J& 8 Fl), H & Fl Liliaceae (6 J& 7 f), APl Oleaceae (4 J& 6 Fl), LI Z5F} Theaceae
(2 )@ 5 Ff), HAERLE S AL s Ja Tl 3 M AEZEIR Prunus (5 F), IS Camellia(4 #), K5
Magnolia(4 F); MEEGE i 2 B SR HEAE Osmanthus fragrans (304 %) . V82 W) BEE 2 T 3 4544 43 3
A KA ] HFAR-FR N R B RER-FEA)2 E45A 8 TS, A 13 Fiidy, HEZ B RW
FhA FPE (LG 265 Festuca elata, iR Cynodon dactylon, %5285 Zoysia japonica, X HIH —IE458
—I155)(3.59%), PEAE Prunus yedoensis (1.89%), [N 4 Liriope palatyphylla(1.50%), #4% Perocarya
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stenoptera(1.23%), 5 BB 48.31% , HAWIITE 1.00% KX UL T, 268 1T A Fr AR-Ho 9 E R -FL AR (T AR-/0
TeAR KHER-FEA)S JZE5H A 25 N, oA 78 Fia ), HEZHHB KA AL (7.55%), H¥F(5.55%),
W5 Ophiopogon bodinieri(546%) , X5 )T\Hk A cer palmatum (423%) , FEM Cinnamomum camphora(3.32%) ,
I 2% Magnolia grandiflora(3.11%), %% Magnolia denudata(3.05%), 7% Ophiopogon japonicus(2.79%) ,
2% Camelliajaponica(262%), Fti% Rhododendron simsii(2.54%), 7KA% Metasequoia glyptostroboides(2.39%) ,
Y 51.35%, HAUAE 2.00 LUF . 6B FeAR/NEARBEAR- MR -FA 4 JZEH 4 25
%, A 102 Yy, HESER KM A R (13.900%), %4 (8.09%), T (5.01%), % (3.40%),
WA Pittosporum tobira(3.37%), )~ £ %(2.92%), Joi ¥ Sapindus saponaria(2.91%), 1EH (2.83%),
22155 Malus halliana(2.58%) , 5 BEY 54.65% , HAWIEIAE 2.00% VLT

2.1.2 M ERAMAS>A  ABTHAEY O S AR R T 2R, A A A K B AT 2R 5 B R
5o KEBEE Y RITRARE | INTEARREAR: | AR ME AR 4 AR, OFFA 34 Fh, EEES
TR EEERERERER, HRET £, RIERKEAE, #1E, W Sdix babylonica, K
¥, BT, 5 Cedrus deodara, W, BB A Plaanus orientalis, 2 V1 Ligustrum lucidum, *k & %%
Michelia chapensis, HAth 22 FALYIHITE 2.00% LT, Bt 12.81%, & B 23.30% (£ 1), @/MFA
FHEAR 25 F, B BAE e IR EEAL, RO XETUB, SRS IR T 22 521, 2L Acer palma, 34k
Armeniaca mume , HALEEWZE Prunus cerasifera %5 20 FF#RAE 2.00% LA T, &t 8.88%, i B AL 19.30%
(% 1), OB A K ERE 53 Fh, TR N AERS , O, ILA%, 4 Fasia japonica,
ZIAEMER Loropetalum chinense, FRAT Nandina domestica, At 47 FHAEYIEITE 200%LL T, it 26.96%,
bRV 59.91% (R 1), @FA KA ST 16 F, FEE Fcom R FPE, WEBYRE, EA R Rei-
neckea carnea, W41, HAL 11 FAEYIEILE 2.00% 0T, S0t 6.41%, (5 S0 13.08% (£ 1),

1 BEXEEVEEE

Table 1 Important values of dominant species of each layer

T A2 INFEAR B HEA o HE AR B B A R S AR
Pl i AH/% Pyl T/ % P Fl HEAE/% YFh FEAE/%

) 6.16 E¥id 22.45 IR 4.6 BB 12.30
R 6.04 A T 5.96 g Al 3.73 A 11.47
MR 4.03 i 22 18 % 3.91 1P 2.80 HEL 10.88
i3 3.50 £ 2.74 NS4 2.41 TR 4.69
A 3.41 HEAE 2.05 LT AEHE AR 2.41 i 22 4 3.24
KA 3.39 HoAth 8.88 M RAT 2.15 HoAth 6.41
BT 3.09 HoAth 26.96

BN 2.97

Wiz 2.77

A 2.50

ot 2.19

IREER 2.15

Hofb 12.81

22 HEYEBEMEFESHT

22.1 ARE SAMAFIESARSAT AN T [ Sk R R VS R A G , A RIS S 2 R
JERMZ IR R (R 2), AR, B pE R Z W Fh 5 B8 (S) I o 3.293, HIRES A
2 ONTEARRFERS, BARZER, FEMEN 2401, FTeARZAEAZE S EEY £, B RSB
HEIESEM, REE T BN B R BE B 9% . Shannon-Wiener 850 (H' )t /2 Mg # K2 > Ts KJE >N
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KR BHERZ>FARZ ) FRARZ M6 A E A *2 MNAEZMEEUHESHEEERLEER
—F}%fﬁ%%ﬁi\lfﬁ,@ I BH S A /EEJL/(/%H: , HH T Table 2 Comparison of species diversity indices of each layer

ERBMEAZEYER, TTARZEMELRZ in parks of Hangzhou
Wi R T RAR)Z R R A 5 2 B 2 el 4 i S 1 b J E,
WA, S EMYBRRE, RS FAR 2845 0696 0437 0600  0.593

R H W EE S, HA 8 MR AR)ZHE AFAREAR 1776 0378 0426 0357 0.360
Y, iR )ZE SRS RN, Simp- AR 3293 0849 0661 0.193  0.529
son ZREVERR (D) WIBHERZ>FTARZ>/D wgp 1600 0345 0212 0353  0.345
TR RGEATE > RAZE, KRBIAEGUN AT 2401 0567 0434 0376 0457
B ATLH 2 ol b s K R T AN [A) A  0 R A
Pielou ¥ 2) FEFR L () HBTE 1.000 LA T, FeARZE>/NIeAR MHEARZE > FOARZ> M HEARZ, %38 B0t
W o A B33 5] ZAR B 2 W Fh £ B2, 55 Shannon-Wiener 8 20 (H' ) A —%(, Alatalo ¥5] £ 48
B(E)HTARZ>HBHEARZ S /IR KERZSREARZE ) RNZYFEEEZW, 5 Pielou 5] 54
(DFEA X5,

222 RRABEERZMA S K3 FRHERRIN YR ST BT, TRARZMYR
JEFEEL(S), M Simpson ZHEPEFEE(D) Y A > [T >80 1 HrhYfh £ & B8 20 (S) FlShan-
non-Wiener 850 (H' ) A2 IR K, Pielou #4157 & $8 50 () 1 Alatalo 357 FE 48 5k (E,) 2R 1T > 2684 I >
KA, INFEARNFERZ, YMEEEFEE(S), Shannon-Wiener 85U (H'), Pielou ¥4 8% (J) #1 Alatalo
IS ERRE(E) YA >R T > 2580 [, Simpson ZFEMEFEEC(D) 2R T >RA M >R ; Hiph v
AZE, BRI AT g, A& SIsEUm e, KA MY A FE 50 (S), Shannon-Wiener 5 %L
(H'"), Pielou ¥2]FEF8 %0 (J) F1 Alatalo ¥ 2] FEFE B (E,) B K TRA I, Simpson Z TR (D) 22 R
Ny BERZE ) ST — AR N >2RM I >80 | (£ 3), 2880 | EREH, HYFh 4 p
—, WMIREY . KAZ + = H % Orychophragmus violaceus , PP H— , FHN B9 45 10 48 B0 I, (B4
B R W F R KRR ZRDWACT, e EE L HR T 2R AR, BN
B 22, HEIMREGFA RN - g, KA N3 2EH, BRI FEE, HRAE
Wi, AR . ] E 2Z+ Wi Diospyros kaki + ¥ 11 ZER Koelreuteria bipinnata-Z5#§ Camellia sasanqua + 111
A + @ Euonymus japonicus + L AEME AR + W 4 7R ¥ W ] Aucuba japonica + Bl ML HH Juniperus
procumbens-FFF | =F 5 T EH A A0 B E R R REAE Ax B T As ], i B EARAE VR TR R, R ek AT
2, WV R R AR, Bk R R T LSRG, MR R TR R AL 2 AU 4 2, Wngk s
W, T E S + N+ OB TR+ TR 20 SR 2R+ B R Michelia figo + W5 # Chimonanthus praecox-
W5 B 5 Japanese quince + Z5HF + P RAT + FLHS + B AG-AT 24 Paeonia lactiflora + W 5 + 0 F
Hedera helix + # £ 5 + &4 + 155 Lycoris radiata, JZIRFE , WM EZFE, W A RIS

3 W54 %

AP A R AV E 44 BE 79 8 120 Ff S BORBARAFE Y 2R b i i e e, HORG2
VESTM T dip RS , TAETT R AR R, ARBE T AT T A SR AL R (0, AU AP R R BRI 2 A0,
TEBTIH IR T A el e st IR P A BB AL, B e, A sEsrh, AR B AR RANFEAEY, BILA S
[ Digitaria sanguinalis, 4 ffi % Eleusine indica, 1y % Altermanthera philoxeroides, K% Hydrocotyle
sibthorpioides FNIE3K . Oxalis corniculata %5 , BEARCUL, AU T el Sk A P C B 2 AV &, AL
M-SR N I, TR TC IR R AE R 2SR E R B AR, ATIE R,

TEVE W Fh Z2 R 45 P68 B0 LA B i — 80k . e ERZ Y M B E #8450 (S), Shannon-Wiener 8
H(H' ) Simpson ZHEPESREC(D) e K, HR A HIRFTAZ | MR RFERZE | HAJZE; Pielou ¥25)

BEC(J) M Alatalo ¥ 5] JE 58 (E,) LA FF RJZ 0 K, YFhFE & 48 %0(S), Shannon-Wiener 8454 (H'),
Pielou #1215 %8(J), Alatalo 3] EFREL(E,) RN AR >R 1T > 27 [ 5 Simpson Z FE P48 2L
(D)EBM>2KA ] >EA N, KA EHE ARRE, KA T 8%,
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J2 U v B W) R RE 4R (S x3 MMAEZMARBEEMYF SHMEELY
% , % T 48 Bt 2 T AR G 1) B s ﬁ K-FLA Table 3 Species diversity indices of different community structure

R T R LR, R, | in parks of Hangzhou
PP Z2 80 AR X A IRk, SE R, AR e J2k S H' D J E,
A TR W Al 2 A A MR I A U R FAJZ 1000 0.113 0320 0.163 0.171
W, bR BRI EE R INFRARRHEARTE 0250 0.000 0750  0.000 0.000
B 11T 22 el S s e P 3 5 0 T AE : AR 1250 0171 0123 0247 0246
DO A0 AL ) B 9 H 22 R AR DA AL T 0833 0095 0398 0.137 0.139
P, FRBERIZRK, EARZEAN; SHM
T 0 L1 DX 258 Bl AR F0 2 BE B B A L AR 3000 0746 0418 0672 0671
TR BN S, 5 v o R AR I INFFARKFEARRE 1200 0173 0309 0201 0216
B e B Es R MR R R, (A B AR I HwdEARZ 2600 0.619 0551 0.148 0.422
R TR AR /N, M H AR BETE , kTl N B BA 1640 0329 0202 0333 0328
ML ARZRERZBET, WA T3 E 2110 0467 0370 0339 0.409

RHEVE L, HRAZ P A A, )2 8] D
WH, AR THEEE . FARZ /DA K
EARZEYMEE, WHEREZEYZH, &

I TeARZE 3280 0.833 0494 0.667 0.651
IR HEARZE 2840 0704 0439 0.626  0.620

T P H A 5040 1351 0.662 0300 0.807

B T /A D 5 M, b 2 25 0 B A 1.880 0418 0250 0407 0.393
oA L R K B 1 U A R TR 2 i 3260 0826 0461 0500 0.618
Mg, VU % Malus micromalus, FZRMAR  wopwmim 2156 0489 0411 0338 0.406

Cerasus yedoensis, H £ %, Bk Amygdalus
persica, XK Albizia julibrissin, 1145, PRAE, AL Pyrus calleryana 55 ; SN R A 28, o
T, BEA, BEM Liriodendron chinense, W Liquidambar formosana, & )\Hk, ZLM, A Ginkgo
biloba % ; SLAEFEYIA MR, EE LB Carya illinoensis, Wi¥ Citrus maxima 55 AU, BT T
AL R AE Y N B 2, MDULR RN TC I8 S FE RN S R E#fAcD, mlad Y 3em .,
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