EWRIZEER 2012, 30(5); 468 ~ 475
Plant Science Journal

DOI;10.3724/SP. J. 1142. 2012. 50468

BN T 65 4~ B T £ ST RE T 3R
B, R, MaR, BEg

(1. P EBAGE A SIS OIRTT 5 KR AE S ERX BN LR E, Jbx{ 100085;
2. ER B R DU S P K A R S WAE A S =, ;I 430074;
3. R FE MABABTSERT, 2RI 4300815 4. P ERIEEEHTFL LSS, JbX 100049)

 E: AR A A B ARSI K T4, JEAE AT RRIK 2 BB T2 AR A 57 2 TG T2 6 L) T AR
ABFGE R B R DU 65 NF L A IR G R H AR SO I BR B SRR AR, R IR TR ¥
AR VH 4 I ALY Z IR 23 S B AR A R T B B AR R 9 W s . RRIE A BRI, e
110430 5 KIREAHE . JErPIREE GRAGHE 42 Y 26 R ; 055 B g5 i PR TEL &Y 8 i (330 340 Salix babylonica., X i
Pyracantha fortuneana.Z5# Koelreuteria paniculata. K 35%§ Hibiscus mutabilis AR Eriobotrya japonica. Vg i
4% Malus micromalus %3k Cinnamomum septentrionale FIEJHA Bischofia javanica) ; B &R 9 Ff (4>
Wk W 4% Pterocarya stenoptera., ¥ f£ Osmanthus fragrans., 3¢ 47 #k Nerium indicum. I # &K Liriodendron
chinense . 11§ Photinia serrulata.;&48 /A Platanus hispanica.Z#) Cedrus deodara. 34§ Ginkgo biloba FlfE
Cinnamomum camphora) ;A&/K 43 FI A R 7€ AL 11 Fir; Rk 20F1 AL 11 F

KEIR : WA KR BOR,; EiRRE; RBROR; Frd

hE S #E; Q945.79; S731.2 EERIREG: A XEHS ; 2095-0837(2012)05-0468-08

Study on the Ecological Functions of Sixty-five Garden
Species in Wuhan City, China

ZHENG Peng'*, SHI Hong-Wen®, DENG Hong-Bing', LIAO Jian-Xiong®*

(1. State Key Laboratory of Urban and Regional Ecology,Research Center for Eco-Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of
Sciences, Beijing 100085, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Aquatic Botany and Watershed Ecology,Wuhan Botanical Garden,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Wuhan 430074, China; 3. Wuhan Landscape Architecture Institute,

Wuhan 430081, China; 4. Graduate Universily of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract. Garden species are the main component in the construction of ecological garden
cities. Quantitative studies on their ecological functions provide an important basis for selec-
tion, configuration,and management of garden species. In this study,we estimated water use
efficiency (WUE) ,and the capacities of carbon fixation ( Wy,,) and oxygen release (W, ),
temperature reduction (AT) and dust detention ( W, ) of 65 garden species in Wuhan City by
measuring the diurnal changes of photosynthesis and transpiration, and the crown width and
leaf area index. The results showed there were significant differences in WUE, W, , W, , AT,
and W, among species, shrubs and trees,and deciduous and evergreen species. Based on
the values of these ecological functions, the species studied were divided into five functional
groups: low carbon fixation and low dust detention species (26 species), high carbon fixation
and high temperature reduction species (8 species) , high dust detention and low temperature
reduction species (9 species),low water use and high transpiration species (11 species) ,and
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high water use species (11 species).

Key words; Garden species; Water use efficiency; Carbon fixation and oxygen release; Tem-

perature reduction; Dust detention
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Table 1 Species studied,habit, life form, diurnal average water use efficiency ( WUE) ,carbon fixation (Weo, ),
oxygen release ( W, ) ,temperature reduction (AT) and dust detention (W, )
R B S REE KRR BB pemm WRR
Species Family Habit Life form WUE (mg/g) Weo, (9/d) Wo,(9/d) AT(C) Wyu(9)
NFi4:4% Fatsia japonica TinA}l Araliaceae E S 3.68 5.75 4.18 0.24 2.32
4 \‘Lﬂﬁangea macrophylla fﬁfﬁ; ceae D S 4.78 12.39 9.01 0.40 1.46
H %22 Magnolia denudata A28l Magnoliaceae D T 4.95 262.69 191.05 0.53 238.43
%’gﬁegg};ggf’gi olex #% 4R} Rosaceae D s 2.51 23.04 16.76 0.19  20.48
A Camellia sasanpua %8} Theaceae E S 5.87 4.61 3.35 0.14 11.40
efjl Salix babylonica 1R} Salicaceae D T 10.67 733.12 533.18 0.23 95.46
Mese i Malus halliana #H#%R} Rosaceae D S 7.70 65.09 47.34 0.20 14.66
KIH-#i#g Euonymus japonicus TDF#} Celastraceae E S 7.65 18.17 13.21 0.28 30.97
#LB% Rhododendron simsii FLE84ER) Ericaceae E S 2.96 3.33 2.42 0.26 8.83
#3% Elaeocarpus decipiens  #:3#} Elacocarpaceae E T 6.38 95.19 69.23 0.19 81.55
WA Pterocarya stenoptera HABER} Juglandaceae D T 4.38 334.05 242.94 0.19 301.74
#ig lex comuta AR Aquifoliaceae E S 17.64 64.72 47.07 0.40 22.3
J" %22 Magnolia grandifiora A28} Magnoliaceae E T 5.97 508.15 369.57 0.39 258.88
248 Osmanthus fragrans A ERL Oleaceae E S 11.71 300.57 218.59 0.19 462.76
¥t Pittosporum tobira Hifi 468} Pittosporaceae  E S 16.29 90.55 65.85 0.50 78.53
4% Michelia figo A28l Magnoliaceae E S 10.56 24.78 18.02 0.22 14.99
A% Albizia julibrissin A} Leguminosae D T 4.33 216.86 157.71 0.14 56.25
ﬁ@r"‘ggg gjr’ﬂtef’% bR Aceraceae D T 7.26 19.79 14.40 0.10 33.77
A Lompetalum chinense  GBHRl E s 7.86 43.86 31.90 0.40 47.16
HEHAR Ormosia henryi A} Leguminosae E T 13.27 202.63 147.36 0.15 29.32
ﬂiiﬁfﬁmr ov.Variegata ST Apocynaceae  E s 10.85 61.61 44.81 0.34 17.22
B G Michelia bedinieri AR22$B} Magnoliaceae E T 11.51 41.98 30.53 0.12 3.37
KB Pyracantha fortuneana #H#%R} Rosaceae E S 14.00 225.68 164.13 0.98 44.74
Jer8k Nerium indicum Jer BBl Apocynaceae E S 9.94 117.36 85.35 0.25 607.51
WEHE Chimonanthus praecox WM} Calycanthaceae D S 14.24 275.55 200.40 0.51 59.79
IRB & Michelia chapensis  AK2:E} Magnoliaceae E T 4.06 117.95 85.78 0.22 134.52
R Forsythia suspensa A ERL Oleaceae D S 12.17 79.06 57.50 0.57 15.34
J )84 Sophora pendula HAl Leguminosae D T 9.29 105.72 76.89 0.50 19.16
a5t Koelreuteria paniculata  JGE2 7%} Sapindaceae D T 5.74 922.14 670.65 0.39 214.67
WAL R Phofinia davidsoniae E##} Rosaceae E T 2.17 206.53 150.20 0.82 194.96
AR Liriodendron chinense  AK2:#} Magnoliaceae D T 1.37 193.44 140.68 0.12 475.67
e Armeniaca mume #H#%R} Rosaceae D S 6.97 41.03 29.84 0.31 25.08
KRIEHE Hibiscus mutabilis HERL Malvaceae D S 12.30 835.50 607.64 0.43 49.94
K#& Hibiscus syriacus %Pl Malvaceae D S 3.26 48.57 35.32 0.77 34.74
B XA Nandina domestica /NEERL Berberidaceae E S 6.52 20.95 15.23 0.32 32.31
2yt Ligustrum lucidum A ERL Oleaceae E T 10.35 157.26 114.37 0.23 152.39
ft#S Eriobotrya japonica #H#%R} Rosaceae E T 8.33 739.01 537.46 0.41 254.10
¥ Celtis sinensis 1% Ulmaceae D T 6.94 364.05 264.76 0.42 100.84
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Y4 # ¥ AEE KOMFIRECcR  RR BER R WAOR
Species Family Habit Life form WUE (mg/g) Weo,(97d) Wo,(9/d) AT(C) Wyu(Q)
WA Catalpa bungei 2R} Bignoniaceae D T 3.66 323.09 234.97 0.28 16.95
WiS:Hki- 3 Aucuba '
japonica cv. Variegata 1 ZEE#} Cornaceae E S 8.12 21.33 15.52 0.41 13.02
=fat. Acer buergerianum AR} Aceraceae D T 3.47 170.26 123.83 0.38 66.80
APyl Cassia corymbosa A+ Leguminosae D S 5.89 84.08 61.15 0.50 11.80
kS Celtis julianae & Ulmaceae D T 5.40 470.51 342.19 0.45 95.22
W Viburnum awabuki 4%l Caprifoliaceae E S 11.41 122.27 88.92 0.21 71.19
1 K35 Mahonia fortunei /NEER} Berberidaceae E S 9.41 33.32 24,24 0.40 21.04
fit§ Photinia serrulata #H#%R} Rosaceae E T 6.73 166.48 121.08 0.28 790.22
7K#% Metasequoia y .
glyptostroboides #%} Taxodiaceae D T 5.13 369.63 268.82 0.31 106.15
JoHF Sapindus mukurossi JCE T8l Sapindaceae D T 4.56 552.72 401.98 0.34 303.96
VEliHG 4 Malus micromalus #H#%R} Rosaceae D S 11.24 1196.51 870.19 0.85 221.94
A Camplotheca acuminata BiHE} Nyssaceae D T 4.30 39.64 28.83 0.09 18.61
=8 Platanus hispanica =44 AR Platanaceae D T 2.48 973.55 708.03 0.31  774.01
EH#Y Cedrus deodara #A#B} Pinaceae E T 3.12 382.55 278.22 0.29 449.97
B ERE y
Cinnamormum jensenianum B} Lauraceae E T 2.84 76.66 55.75 0.13 131.39
/AR y
Cinnamomum septentrionale B} Lauraceae E T 10.01 1421.61 1033.90 0.18 250.50
475 Ginkgo biloba AR} Ginkgoaceae D T 5.95 347.72 252.89 0.22 737.20
#2E Cerasus serrulata Rl Rosaceae D T 4.58 25.75 18.73 0.10 36. 21
H 2= Rosa chinensis Rl Rosaceae D S 6.80 16.36 11.90 0.37 7.75
ZE B Jasminum mesnyi A ERL Oleaceae E S 14.00 74.65 54.29 0.42 13.80
B Cinnamomum camphora #&8} Lauraceae E T 8.25 491.23 357.26 0.12 400.36
$e 18 Gardenia jasminoides P§E#} Rubiaceae E S 5.26 8.74 6.35 0.22 16.45
HPHA Bischofia javanica KAl Euphorbiaceae D T 8.42 941.82 684.96 0.46 350.99
%31 Cercis chinensis A} Leguminosae D S 4.71 341.92 248.67 0.71 463.13
7% Lagerstroemia indica F R} Lythraceae D S 6.98 46.72 33.98 0.42 52.13
2= Prunus ceraifera |
ov. Pissardii Rl Rosaceae D S 8.13 67.33 48.96 0.24 13.69
5t Trachycarpus fortunei EtERE Palmae E T 14.35 19.88 14.46 0.03 20.48

. D B—Hat; SR T—FeA,

Notes. D—Deciduous; E—Evergreen; S—Shrub; T—Tree.
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0.001 g) , 4R JHHR AR 6 23 KA, PERRIBUSR 258 2h
JEHE (M, ), (My—my )/ A B S p - B AR
LA KB SRHFHMR LT W

M BB (LAD R i (C) W& 56408
H AR RBEARSRAE T IN A7 o b LALR TR 56
JZ5MT X (CI1-110,CID, USA) #4735 , P & 14
BRAF Y 53 U S WA AN TR J5 1 1 LATEL, 485 BOF
B C(m? ) U5 R T R BBUAL 9y A% V4 e I S W
ARG HIFRI T 2

1.3.2 ##RKSFIARE ERRE.RBERM
MAgEtTE

TEREY A 28I H A i b, L H IR AR R
H 28078 120 ) Aot A HR R A R 2k 5
I VR BN A R T B o DA Ay Al , T ) T B
SR SR AL P(mg-m~2.d ) Al
AP HIE E(g-m™-d7)
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JoA e A BE5 23 M R SPSS 15. 0 B
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FGHRRIEE: , AR 2 T RIREFIAP Jy BR PRl 2 D e
Zfijf_%ﬁji ’ %‘UJEH /@*%ﬁp I WUE. W002 AT Wdust%*slzig
TEPATRIS . BEATITEANE] -5 Sty ) LA %
SR ] 1) 2% 57 R B, 2 J 2553 #7 (One-way
ANOVA) ,

2 &HR

RDUTH 65 AN L bel A Fr Ky HF 37K 43 F)
FHBCR Sy A 42 1. 37 ~17.64 mg/g Z [, F 3
7.56 mg/g (F1,£2). FLPREARRKIAKDH R
RBERHTIRAR, 5HESHYMLL, &Y HA
TGRSR FBR (K 2) .

65 /™ bl Ak ik F ik B g & 43 A7 4E 3. 33 ~
1421.61 g/d 2ZJu], ¥ 251. 83 g/d(# 1,5 2),
HRAE B MAIEH A 2.42~1033.90 g/d, 1y
183. 15 g/d, ANIH|EAMFr], H B g SR R
RA R ES . A ( Cinnamomum sep-
tentrionale) 1 V4 Jif ¢ &% ( Malus micromalus)) 1 %
B4 BE S5, i A B% ( Rhododendron simsii) (2%
1§ ( Camellia sasanpua) g T4k ( Gardenia jasmi-
noides) - Bk BAABE I 55 . AR H 1l ik =LA
RS BLE TROR, B b R AR T I - Al
ZRAWE,

F2 FRERBVNAEIEEHHERER(LA) EI&(C) KSR BRE( WUE),
Bl Weo, ) BEE(W,, ) HEEREM (AT WERRFESFTHER
Table 2 Differences in leaf area index (LAl),crown width (C) ,water use efficiency (WUE) ,
carbon fixation (Wee, ) ,0xygen release (W, ) ,and temperature reduction (AT) between
shrub vs. tree,and deciduous vs. evergreen species,tested by one-way ANOVA

YrRn2) n i C MBI KRR Il B R B KRR
Species group (m?) LA WUE(mg/g) Weo, (97d) Wo, (g97d) AT(C)
H: 3% Life form
#A Shrub 32 2.72* 3.29* 8.79* 136.73* 99.44 * 0.40*
FiA Tree 33 21.35 2.42 6.37 363.44 264.32 0.28
34k Plant habit
% Deciduous 33 15.96"™ 2.70" 6.38* 318.17" 231.40" 0.36"™
45 Evergreen 32 8.28 3.00 8.78 183.42 133.39 0.30
FiAEdE Overall 65 12.18 2.85 7.56 251.83 183.15 0.34

W n PR, ns FRERARBE(p>0.05), *p<0.05, %+ p<0.01,
Notes; n,Number of species. ns not significant at p>0. 05, * p <0. 05, ** p <0. 01.
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A T B bR o f 26 I 9 2 B 1 22 AR K (R
1), AH R B 1% 35 B2 B Lk Bk ( Pyracantha fortu-
neana) W8, ¥¢31 1°C, £ ( Trachycarpus for-
tunei) iy I EE S sse /), AR 0. 03°C, A H 9
BRSO R TIe AR, % H-HLY ) PRI SOR 5 %
SRAAYIAH LB B R (R 2),

65 NEEM R B4 T 1. 46~790. 22 g
Za], Heb A 4% ( Photinia serrulata) 848 K ( Plata-
nus hispanica) 1% ( Ginkgo biloba) #2288 11
i, /Al 48 ( Lydlangea macrophylla) | /\ ffi 4 &
( Fatsia japonica) . 15 L 4 ( Michelia bedinieri)
GIRHERREIS (R 1) o AMAETERE], Fr AR BE
RTHER, ISR 2R EE (B 1),

300

a
240 | a
180F
H b
120}
60 |
0 I I I
ES ET DS DT

7GR Life form

ES: B&tMiAET W&kIFA ;DS . 35 H-H A ; DT 351 IR A
AR FRRRZER BE(p <0.05),

ES: Evergreen shrub; ET: Evergreen tree; DS: Decidu-
ous shrub; DT. Deciduous tree. Different letters above
bars indicate significant differences (p <0.05).

1 FREFRBEHMOHDLE( W)
Fig.1 Differences in dust detention
( W) @mong life forms
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(Wauet) o T 2 WE5F4R L R 3 WiEE—LP5%
THAHT, AU BT 65 AN LAk R4 5 KB
5t DR RG22 26 Fi, S 2y [ g3 B Rl
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FIE FHA ( Bischofia javanica) , ‘&I 18935 [ i &=

+(9)

di
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stenoptera) | #E:4k ( Osmanthus fragrans) . Je7T8k
( Nerium indicurn) . ty#h A ( Liiodendron chinense) |
A B AR T HA ( Cedrus deodara) (A Ml
W ( Cinnamomum camphora) , ‘& ] ) 3% 8 b
HR ]k 555. 49 g, {H- 388 i B2 Ak 0. 22°C;
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AR B R ALY R, 00 T SR M Rl s 1
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B Camplotheca acuminata —

Cerasus serrulata —

%K Camellia sasanpua —

4 Acer palmatum var. atropurpureum —|

¥ Elaeocarpus decipiens
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2 RiXT 65 MEREMESIRNSERES T

Fig.2 Dendrogram of hierarchical cluster analysis of 65 garden species in Wuhan City
;3 RNt 65 MEAMFNZEAG 5 KIhBERBRKSFIAHE(WUE),

Bl Weo, ) BERER (AT) M LB (W, HER

Table 3 Differences in water use efficiency ( WUE) ,carbon fixation ( W, ), temperature reduction (AT),
and dust detention (W,,,) among five functional groups divided by hierarchical cluster analysis in Fig. 2

TR KAFIIRR A MEREH MR

Functional group WUE (mg/g) Weo,(97d)  AT(C)  Waa(Q)

% [ me ks -0 %Y Low carbon fixation and low dust detention 6.19° 49.05° 0.27° 33.05°¢
R e R 2 High carbon fixation and high temperature reduction 10.09° 876.922 0.492 185. 29°
B AL High dust detention and low temperature reduction 5.99¢ 367.44° 0.22° 555.492
K FI AR 2&He % Low water use and high transpiration 4.57¢ 328,920 0.492 170.91°
w7k FIFI%ES High water use 13.252 104.85° 0.31° 43.78°

E: n YR W—SIARRTRRR 2R B (p <0.05),

Notes; n,Number of species. Means in each column followed by different letters indicate significant difference (p <0.05).
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