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Abstract

The planning and design of Hancang River in Jinan City is an urban river landscape planning and
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design under the background of the east expansion of Licheng District in Jinan City. The flood plain
on both sides of Hancang River forms many natural wetlands, which is an important part of flood
discharge and drainage in the eastern part of Jinan city. Based on various analyses of the site and
the surrounding environment in the early stage, problems such as uneven runoff, large amount of
siltand fragmentation of river ecosystem in the site were summarized, and corresponding solutions
were put forward in view of the existing problems. With the focus on ecological protection, the elas-
tic landscape design concept is used as the main way to solve the ecological environment problems
of the river, to purify the water quality of the Hancang River, improve the habitat environment of
wetland plants in the river, and create a waterfront green open space to meet the needs of residents
for sightseeing and urban stormwater management.
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Figure 1. Land use classification map of the Hancang River Basin
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Figure 2. Jinan City landscape style plan
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Figure 3. Location analysis
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Figure 4. Surrounding site analysis map
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Figure 5. Ecological fragmentation of river channels
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Figure 6. Ecological vulnerability of river bottoms
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Figure 7. Poor surrounding landscape appearance
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Figure 8. Photo of the status of water bodies
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Figure 9. General layout
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Figure 10. Aerial view
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Figure 11. Partial effect diagram
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Figure 12. Water art excursion area
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Figure 14. Fitness and leisure area
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Figure 15. Ecological experience zone
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Figure 16. Waterfront viewing area
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Figure 17. Vitality water purification zone
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Figure 18. Planting design drawings
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