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Abstract

In this paper, the representative green plants and green spaces in Huangdao District of Qingdao
were selected for sampling, using the method of weight difference and quadrat analysis of different
types of plants, the dust retention capacity per unit surface of 14 common plants in three functional
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areas and the total dust retention capacity of 7 typical samples were measured. The results show
that the coefficient of variation of the tested plants is between 0.05 - 0.39, the largest is the herb
Ophiopogon bodinieri level; the smallest is the tall tree Cotinus coggygria. PM10 (inhalable particu-
lates) accounted for more than 80% of TSP (total suspended particulates) dust retention ratio.
There were Zhongshan fir, Phnom Penh boxwood, Euonymus japonicus, red leaf Shi Nan, forsythia
suspending, sword leaf chrysanthemum, pomegranate, and the highest proportion of Zhongshan fir
reached 94.89%. The coefficient of variation of Phnom Penh boxwood and pomegranate are small,
and PM10 accounts for a large proportion of TSP dust retention, so they can be used as optimal
greening plants. The amount of dust retention per unit leaf area and per plant in the park is signifi-
cantly smaller than that in the north gate of Keda and the Transportation Bureau with large traffic
volume. The collocation Wutong is the most common sample collocation at least 19 times. The dust
holding capacity of each sample (5 m x 3 m) of this combination (Chinese parasol-Euonymus japo-
nicus-holly) is 2486 g. According to different greening plants and three-dimensional sense, it can
provide basis for greening plant selection and reducing air particle pollution.
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2.1. BRI
B X AL T S W RNV PG 54 (120.18°E, 35.97°N), ‘E R, ZIGRINE, FEIKNERL, 2.
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TEHEAT 1E 337 bR AE 1 it 7 Bl 35 Fh ORI SCRR A o2 5 R 70 X3, IR T S Hh % 525 S b oy
ARG ARAE T X R AL AR, B 7 % ETEM — AN AN =ATIREE R, 4008 FER
JETTEHEI AR IETT 120.118°E, 36.008°N). A28 fmy(F VLI SZIH )5 120.172°E, 35.97°N)FIA [l (B 7 2]
B 120.132°E, 36.004°N), 404 1 fiis.

Figure 1. Distribution of sampling points in Huangdao District
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R AN R 2R HEE 1 B L LT AR, 6 5 mox 3 my FRIRE DTS P 2 AN IR RO RS R e (R 7 AR H A )
MR BT ARBEAR, FIFRHERGE M AR S, BN AL AR, A5 8, B REIREAETT).
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Table 1. Greening plant data information

= 1. FUEMERERESR

1 SRR RECER) Hemi(em) St 1 (cm) Hi 4% (cm) (%) W bk
EREC19) 3 500+ 10 227 x 227 6.7 80 2167 + 100
LLMFREGHE) 44 120+ 10 69 x 63 95 364 + 10
BRI s
&7 (HE) 1 140 £ 10 153 x 164 95 5161+ 100
T B () 2500 27+ 10 90 10£1
FEMA(FT) 1 1360+ 10 550 x 500 39.4 80 179,472 + 1000
INBER () 170 80+ 10 29 x 27 70 2011+ 100
s AT5(HE) 7 80+ 10 72 x 61 85 905+ 10
o FIRAE) 1 146 + 10 122 x 103 95 2700 + 100
FRCEE) 115 70+ 10 57 x 42 40 139+ 10
LI FERE) 500 47£10 24 x 14 75 338+ 10
A2 (FF) 11 467+ 10 191 x 176 12 70 40704 + 100
PELE(TT) 3 541+ 10 357 x 202 20 75 6120 + 100
SSEICD) 40 65+ 10 26 %22 50 89+ 10
NI Fitr(EE) 19 65+ 10 25x22 80 75+ 10
A () 16 50+ 10 25 %21 50 31+1
W B () 39 27+£10 100 10+ 1
EALESE) 51 35£10 100 12+1
2.24. HERE

J7E| PR 3 A AR A 2 2 52 1) 22 M RSB (RIS o DR LU B BT 9 119 — K., TE PRI AR ) e FE AL
VU R T ETE BRI 10 N RO —HIAAEA . — R PR EREE 7R AL, 51—
HF BRI 285 FY SR 7 I AT e BY W A, R[N 0 B 1 OR B A8 2 R ) B B 4%
R EANELRE G B, B R R AP B RTINS I A5 R . RERE YRR 3 AR,
B HE R RAE = IR

2.3. BESBUERRIE

2.3.1. HEHRANME

I TR A 000 52 R FF 35 TP LA PS BRI v, s — A A REAR R B% % 200 mm x 250 mm
(RABARAR b, FECRAIE BT P 3576 AL BT V0 L RT3 A F AL R Sh B A B R, Iy AR Z i,
PS B I P P AR 2R THIAPURI SRS TR AR (K04 2R TR AR AT L A0 i 5 R S BRI RR o S i # ( — AN 4
HATH AN E, AR5 P A S,

2.3.2. MR EFLEMPMERFLENNE

RER I A fEZEKIRIE 1 h )5, FIRIFE st A KA, BEJE VB R sk il e AR I
RHAE OB 10 pm JEBL(W )R BB T g, e kg E T (100°C 4t 0.5 by, AT
S RFRE(W,), 2 RBTREZZIIARTET 10 pm FARE, HE 3 R W—EFRARILE T
BAEHHE 0.5 h, BUHAREH BRI Wa. Kdhig e B TR /A SR 6 08k, BUH 40 ml
5 50 ml (JARE D2 )BT HRECKHAY W; FZRILT, KA ILE THATH100°C T4 4 h),
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T2 —RKPHREEN W, HIREZZRHERUANT 10 um A &
FMEY > 10 pm [FRAAIHH R E M = (W, — W))/S, H<10 pm $AH A E M, = [(W, —
W3)*10)/S, AL E M =M, + Myo S &5HE BB =0 & T 5 P e k1T 5.

24. EREHNE

E— R FER B, B B4 10:00~10:10, e 3% AH [R5 e [7] Py 4 BF 7010 % 10 B 1) 9 2
3. ZR511R
3.1. NEHEYGLREIBEEE

Table 2. Dust retention capacity of different plants
2. TEEHRIFLERE

AN RLAR A A
HIPPER BAGR BR AR g 255 R AR e’ pr1g g TSP s BRI B (mg)
<l0pm >10 pm
AR 1726.83 +373.29 022 114486 581.97 66.30 1,171,848 .44
2 2446.82 +912.48 035  1327.09 1119.73 54.24 35,514.72
SN iz 6045.84 +1984.22 034 573693 30891 94.89 206,535.11
b 2499.67 + 125.87 0.05 179222 707.45 71.70 85,277.00
FEAE 1746.48 + 300.88 0.17 122365 52283 70.06 38,194.96
&3 4135.34 + 655.89 0.19 240823 1727.11 58.24 10,758.11
ey 2214.25 +395.00 025 167890 53535 75.82 1204.01
ARG EY 3565.62 + 1356.87 038  3049.54 516.08 85.53 42222
AR s 7020.95 +2644.19 038  6052.54 968.41 86.21 3887.93
&I 2698.1 + 324.06 0.12 236675 33135 87.72 2892.75
oy 2367.95 +216.44 0.09  1933.02 43493 81.63 13,230.00
pes| 5134.03 + 1030.51 020 425472  879.31 82.87 6485.83
P 6073.86 +2274.75 039  4066.67 2007.19 66.95 91.44
o Bl 430 % 442233 +1265.33 028 364033  782.00 82.32 72.89

AHEFNS 3 DINBER R TCIX N 14 FiEA IO b iR AR el AT I, BRI 2,
HAFRZIERAET T b 2238 ) Bl 1T M, IEBESR R TTA 2 i S T A, A
AZ I J A1 2 el K0 )P 5

AR 5 B COUR 2 BR B0 A W A R B0 B ORI — R AT, AR R MU 1 IR
T BRI AR B /T AORSEE, BUE VD, RINZEBREE . AR 2 ATK, IRBHEYIH B
RV AR RE IR E, A2 REUE 0.05~0.39 2], HeKKIREARMII R, SR T ARRK S,
ELFKARIE FE[ 7] A 5T R /S R AL 7 22 50(34.19%~79.53%) /N, AT g S A AR IS K P A Ui AN
. AR REONT 0.3 MEYAHINE. M. aais, B2, Fili2, Hd PMI0 & TSP
R BB R R 2 LR 2 AE B AR ARG KBRS G, (R i T SRR AL
A DUE SRR R . 2R REUNT 02 FIMEWAEN . ML, &5, &UEy. A, H
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T PMI0 5 TSP A LEBIBCK AT il seh . i, Feo0 U] 1 IX PRI R AR s e ELABT A 3 e 40
RARRBURIY, 3k — D R W] 1 T RO S0 LA D ¥ R ARORE ) AR EL T 7O A A0 S s L e 1)
A, X FARRURA 2 B R R HE O 2 R T X AR S

T R BT 2R ORI R AR /N BT, <10 pm UKL o S R B LUBIECR T > 10 pm Bk
R AR EE . Ferh PM10 & TSP i AR HUIR T 80%MIA il st N3, 0k, . S
M85 AR LAZ, Hp T LBl LA, IEF] 94.89%.

A 2 BRI AR ECRE AT E Y, ERARKMNEY T, b BRIK R P2,
sy PRAE. K25 b, APl AIRE AR SR R RN R ER RO E R, A, N HARE T
E2 et ls . MAERT, mEmBKEa. &5, . MEl. sy, .
LM AR PRI, s SR AT AR B LEG R IR I HE . BERTPIISEAE, AN SO I SR T 4
BRI KT e . WEA PR R 93 B A A R R A A AN LA R, ST B £ A A 2 R R
AT FA RIS AR 2 R LS X 5 K

3.2. PREIMXEVHLRENLLE

Table 3. Dust retention capacity of plants in different regions

3. NEXEYHLRE

GERZIIES i FEAR B ISP 2 T AR (em?) SR B TR AR 2 B (mg/m?) PR A 2 B (mg)
7N 13.44 60 1583.29 127.67
AHHER) il 15.84 905 3130.00 4486.63
BERAET 8.76 5161 7766.84 35096.16
NI 25.53 75 1381.25 264.51
FREEAR)
ISR 17.64 139 3020.00 740.41
YN 20.46 10 2590.82 53.01
W RL(FAR)
BERAETT 28.94 10 9849.37 293.63

FIC S AARRIETT 91 /10 min, ZCIEJHZEREN 124 /10 min, AR ZEREN 0 /10 min. H7#E
RIT 51 PG i X ALY AT ARG o= R 7 2 N D /N I 18105 R 2 N BBV b= S NP S e [ W P G
FRAT I T ERRAT B 5] RS R A B R R AR R R SO R AR ) R DR . A, A IR E A
YA —E R RE ST, YANLENZE R G4 T Bk 51 e 2R 1) B e A i i AR BOR TR,
HESE T, TOHRA S R H RS EAREZMN.

3.3. FEIEHEE TAEMHLRED

Table 4. The ability of plants to retain dust in different areas
4. TNEMXAEEWEE TaEIiwLEED

i I GEEYVUIES AL AR E/mgm® MREC R RE/mg BT R B E/e
W 9849.37 2500 294.14 735.345
FEE— ALY i 3568.34 44 2050.79 90.23
BRI (% - - 972.71
- ) £ 7766.84 1 35,096.16 35.10
£ 2606.56 3 37,343.37 112.03
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Continued
AT 9849.37 2435 294.14 716.23
L — ARG ey 3568.34 42 2050.79 86.13
(v - ¥ - # 951.76
- ) 5 5075.38 10 6411.93 64.12
B 2499.60 1 85,274.62 85.27
FEAR 1727.03 1 2,165,893.26 2165.89
BB =
o /NI 6899.51 170 3821.15 649.60 2846.85
F--wp T
2 3125.91 7 4480.77 31.37
253 . 51
BN FEE Y Pay: 2353.53 1 13,149.43 13.15 08 1
G - ) Fitil 3015.71 115 739.36 85.03
e Y 2353.53 1 13,149.43 13.15 i
G - ) ST 2685.80 500 2917.46 1458.73
274 1583.29 40 189.37 7.57
1WA Y 2590.82 39 53.01 2.07
(v - W - # 121.81
- ) et 1381.25 23 264.51 6.08
NI i 1735.52 3 35,362.83 106.09
Wl 5897.91 3 201,489.52 604.47
Bt
. LS 1583.29 16 65.96 1.06 607.97
O - ik - ) H
G142 3 5 4489.42 33 73.99 2.44

B 4 AP, RERIRTT AT R AR A 00 B TR 2R i B KB MK ORI R &, &, gt
Ffs B2 FH, BERAETTRE MY bRk A R R R MRIR TN, 2. &F. T8, 4
MR YRBYRL . R A Y B I T AR R R M E SRR A R R 2, TR B T R B R 2
bR A B ARD, XU R A R S AR A T EOH IR R R R

B 4 AT, 2838 5 AT VR BT IR 0 B A7 T A B K BAMK UGR /N E . & . A, &
WM. AR FEA, ARSI A E KB MKUCRFE . AN AR AT UM, Ak H
H/ NI S SR TR 2R B 2 HOR AR AR AR, ABAR IR A A R B R M H R R R R S
& RARERR B sk B FHE R % .

B S /N T R KON = B R VAL TR A = =5 = R N 7R e RN AN [ o I VA
PG, &9 AN, BbkEm AR RBVMRUGER IS, AR, AR &5 SIME%. IR E.
Forrdn A2 g s e 2R B B 2 BRI AR B AR 2, Ak ) BT T 2R R R M E AR R B

B7 4 ATAL, RBERAG DT U B R 4 2 R 7 T AR T 49 2 B A R AR (9849.37 mg/m’) > TR
(5470.19 mg/m®) > FFA(2553.08 mg/m®), A2 e A IR AL AR (3616.09 mg/m?) > FFA(1727.03
mg/m’), M2 G PR A A S T AT 38 2R B A TR R (3816.71 mg/m®) > FEAR(3540.12 mg/m?) >
FEAR(1515.94 mg/m?®). ARIEFRATHIVARE AT 50, AN [ X SRR [FIAE 4220 (i A2 6 002 2 5 10

EIRERD, A3 [0 IR 7 W, Tal b4 0 B AL T 23 3 11T [ 47 P 25 T U sl 280 R R A 1D i 22 i
NEEAR > TR, SBRATFTRTIACE RIS AR o TTRERIZE 101X 0 H 117 18 2% A A 3k 473 22 B
WEFT, WRBE MR BN IMEONEEA(1.7451 g/m®). HA(0.8195 g/m?). FFA(0.5534 g/m®). SHALAE[11]%F
e 3T T ¥ Vo] K38 AR AR A R AR RE AT TR I, AR BE HT R BI/IMK N TR AR(0.2510 mg/em?) A
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(0.1292 mg/em?). FLA(0.0667 mg/em’). HIHE P&, 5 B ATRBUIN T o I U7 7 (A ) S8 AR A 2 B
BRI NP A — ISR, ALETT S ST B iy 2 AR i A AR X A, WTRE
5 TR AL MR S TH A 18 B 2R 0 S B OCH % o EL-Khatib S5 [ 12 3@ 1% 3 B E iy T2 1R (e A%
R BEMBEADBATHE AR TAERBIN TN T BB 8] S35 REB]MF L, HY
AR RETI RN NREAR > FrR, HIEARRIM EREARE, MIARRM ERZLE K. Ft, AFEEDE
R AR 2R R, AR AFERE A REAR, e SBREYRE R R AR ZESR

EADIREX HEEEAE 20 AR UAN, A ARG B ECEL— N R BN RIS RC W R RE 1. K
4 TR, BT R R MR R R 19 . AFRFEECRIRE T S AR KB MERION: SR =F
- ) > PARTLGE - W) > $ENC O - - - R > BRI - - - ) > BT - -
B > FERCNOT - HE - WE - B > EICIUGHE - #E). HEFERTDUAL AR R AR S R AR R T,
RESRETT R AR HATR T 900 v HAS —1RM02, [F— RN UM RC T, ROV AR REA TS
Be, AR A IR, EER BT &L a R i B R ERR K. B, B 1A 55 R4,
T % P NL AL il s M N ER AR o

A AL A TR R, 2 R[4 AR AR Ir - - e > Jr -5
SERERE-FLAE R > SRS, S ESE[IS|HAR M, T - B - EAE KX TSP AR RCR B tE,
Ir - TF - ARG AR ROREE . A SCRE1610F 1l PEA KA bl P 1Y) 3 A7 et i A2 ORI TE R W
TR AR R e, MERIR L, RS XA TN A FE BT IR, 7 - - ¥ >
BB SOBTRRAE 18I AL AUy /N A RIS EE U R Y], TR > R > BRI,
EESE[ 1] IR T b R W TE i Ak A AN R A SR IO AR RE ) K/, I - W - WRMIR AR, I - Wit - &
BT - HRMRC, B RN RZE . REHITURY], SRR IGEGR KR Y O 4R RE Jrlias, 2
S e T B R i A R A RO A o AT FUIR LA 5 HE AN R R S O AE R R, S R R
FERE . HA AR = (R - N3 - A75)1R 3 2486g AR &E, JH rboRE A A A i S5 LB R R T
RUBRFLHbR AR RUR LS » I M AR B 7 HL AL T AR N IR B 2 , WOk TT N B AR R K,
AR AR B R 2R AT, AT AT DAY JROR S BRI IR L

4. Z5ig

T T B X =) REIX 14 AN DRI A SR T A AR BE R 7 AN BB RE O RE U (Y SR AR R )
M50, RIS

1) A5 REUBL T BRI 5 BRI 2R RE T AR E M, A T AR AR S R EE 0.05~0.39
8], ORI BRSNS/ R ARSI BT, R i A mfe e EY, W s SR

2) PM10 5 TSP #ii R EOBIR T 80% A HILAZ . &0ty /I, Lot SR, SInk4y
% AR, HodnbAZ iR, 1A% 94.89%.

3) S EMA RS RE0NH PM10 5 TSP fR beflEek, e AILESAEY) .

4) A [l B B P T AR 2R R SRR AR 2 B AR BN T R B BRI R KA T TS R, 78y
T T AT 5 R A R R AR R AN R AR A K TR

S) AR 2 IRE TSR R 10 19 £, BEAREBC(REAR - /NS - &3 FETT (5 m x 3 m) ¥
DEIAF] 2486 Ti, A& AR EAR FIFEECRE T

BRltG, EATIEBR SRS, B T A AR BRI TE B R A SLAR S5 HE), AR S A [RAE 47 () v 2R e
JIFVREVER) ZE 5, T AR E .

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.105080 651 SR AT T


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.105080

E&WmE

48 B AR R 5 4 (ZR2018MDO10) .

&5k

(1]

e N R [E A2 253 5 4 [EB/OL].
http:/www.mee.gov.cn/xxgk2018/xxgk/xxgk15/201912/t20191231_754087.html, 2016-06-02.

MW, SR, EHH. KA RER TR =) M), dbat: S8 20 R, 2010.

Souch, C.A. and Souch, C. (1993) The Effect of Trees on Summertime Below Canopy Urban Climates: A Case Study
Bloomington, Indiana. Arbor, 19, 303-312.

Dzierzanowski, K., Popek, R., ef al. (2011) Deposition of Particulate Matter of Different Size Fractions on Leaf Sur-
faces and in Waxes of Urban Forest Species. International Journal of Phytoremediation, 13, 1037-1046.
https://doi.org/10.1080/15226514.2011.552929

Abd El-Monem, A.A., Azmy, A.M. and Mahmoud, S.A. (2013) Performance Analysis of Polymer Electrolyte Mem-
brance Fuel Cells for Electric Vehicle Applications. 2013 IEEE Grenoble Conference, Grenoble, 16-20 June 2013, 1-6.
https://doi.org/10.1109/PTC.2013.6652337

ZRMEHE, T, HFRWWAKX 5 FhabEmin R e AT L Rl EHE, 2009, 39(3): 34-36.

kA, PEFFES, POLH, XEZE. 6 BT AR LR S RS R R[], bRl K2, 2017,
39(6): 70-77.

HRA, IR, TR, WA, WIME. S PRSP IR R AR AR AR IR A [I]. TR AR F IR (A AR
221, 2019, 40(2): 76-79.

e, RIRME. SRR AR L ThRE S R [T]. W AEME R, 2017(2): 64-68.
TLHER], i, Yr/ANE. BUH T & W8 B SR Wi AR RE U C (0], WivCaklk R, 2011, 31(6): 45-49.
AR, BRSHE, AARTE. ST TR KE AR AR BE IR L [0]. TR R, 2009(6): 141-142.

EL-Khatib, A.A., El- Rahman, A.M. and Elsheikh, O.M. (2011) Leaf Geometric Design of Urban Trees: Potentiality to
Capture Airborne Particle Pollutants. Journal of Environmental Studies, 7, 49-59.

SR, HALE, KB, AW, BT 4 PR R A RGP (D). TR, 2019, 25(2): 217-222.

B 5. AR G M S KR TS Y DR A E I FE[D]: [ 2 i 50 BRI AR LR 2, 2013.
IR, LK, IR, TN T E R GAARIAE G AT [J]. AT S I T AR A, 2001, 14(2): 4-6.
HAr, TRE B, 2%, & ARSI SER A RN R T]. g RER, 2008, 36(5): 70-72.

K24 RN, ER, % BB WMX ARG RIRERRT]. R K22 223), 2004, 32(5): 53-54+83.

TR, A, BREH, 2R, A, 2. JbRURT R E X G R AR []. db sl K E A=, 1997,
19(4): 12-17.

& LRE, kb, Regw, & BN E B ACE AR R SR R RRAERE A)). LBUER, 2017, 24(4):
259-262.

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.105080 652 SR AT T


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.105080
http://www.mee.gov.cn/xxgk2018/xxgk/xxgk15/201912/t20191231_754087.html
https://doi.org/10.1080/15226514.2011.552929
https://doi.org/10.1109/PTC.2013.6652337

	青岛市黄岛区街道绿化植物滞尘效应分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	Analysis of Dust Retention Effect of Greening Plants in Huangdao District of Qingdao
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 研究方法
	2.1. 研究领域
	2.2. 样品的采集
	2.2.1. 采样地点
	2.2.2. 植株选择与样地设置
	2.2.3. 植株基础数据的测量和估算
	2.2.4. 叶片采集

	2.3. 样品数据的测定
	2.3.1. 叶面积的测定
	2.3.2. 叶片总滞尘量和单位面积滞尘量的测定

	2.4. 车流量的测定

	3. 结果与讨论
	3.1. 不同植物滞尘能力的比较
	3.2. 不同地区植物滞尘能力比较
	3.3. 不同园林配置下的植物滞尘能力

	4. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献

