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Abstract

Through field investigation and searching for relevant data, the composition and application sta-
tus of tree species in urban green space of Shangri-La were comprehensively analyzed. The results
showed that 163 species of garden plants belonging to 85 genera and 40 families were applied in
the urban built-up area of Shangri-La. According to the evolutionary order, there are 27 species of
gymnosperms belonging to 11 genera and 3 families, accounting for about 16.67% of the total
species. There are 136 species belonging to 74 genera and 37 families of angiosperms, accounting
for 83.43% of the total species. On the whole, the plant application types are relatively single,
which fails to fully show the rich plant characteristics in the hinterland of Hengduan Mountain
Area and the core area of three parallel rivers in Shangri-La.
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1. 518

Tkt AL T =V I A O DRI I L X, 7738 A 358 0 A M X Dy il K4 1 €3 1
AR, EREZET 4000 m, BB E B RS E, EYRESREEE[]. EEiE, B RAE
WA BERAEY) 31 Bl 196 Fh, Z&EAHY) 36 £} 144 F, BRAAEY) 25 k) 160 #4, Fh-1-HE4) 173 ¥} 877 J& 3278
2] 1H H AT b RN A 250 N, N BNE IR IR, ASHIF 7T b L A 4 T i AR el
FBRIEAT A 508, N5 FIRR R AR 1 a0 3 SR R 22 3
2. MRS RAERZE
2.1. ¥R

k% BHL(99°23'E~100°19'E, 26°52'N~28°51'N)& = A m i, T =g vadbas. R
ST E VAN AR AR, HAbE. I SR =MAaciiHdy, R RiE R 44 [3]. T =ma &virrnsgs,
MEFRBRROEE, KWL, KEFEWRNEE . EERIXEA 1503~5545 m, mZ4 4042 m, 455K
S DA R . RS m SR RS R, TR T 2R T AR AR B S 4] .

2.2, PEMBSAZE

T 2017~2018 X T MR 2 ¥ [X v LT St R B EAT I
3. ZRESH
3.1. EYFRSH

ZSTHM R, A Bk T A A X A [ MR AR A 40 B} 85 J& 163 Fh. Atk oy, #RTAEY) 3
118 27 B, 295 AR 16.67%; #TAEY) 37 Bl 74 J& 136 B, 25 R ELY) 83.43%. IZIEMIEA
4y, FEARFKE 18 Bl 36 J& 73 B, LSRN 44.79%, LR E SN 24 B, VEHHEYN 49 B, H
LRVEM L 33:67; WEARFNZE 17 Bl 35 J& 62 M, £ ALK 38.04%, L SREYI Y 29 B, VR
TP A 33 B, HGRIEMT LN 47:53; FAFNZE 10 R} 18 J& 19 B, £ 5 R 11.04%, DIEAEA R
ARNE; BEAFS RIS JE S M, L aFE 3.07%, KGN LR, VRN 4 Fhs 7252
J& 4 R, 25 B 2.45% (B0 1).

A ks BRI T [l AR b o R A B 22 B RH(L0 Bl A _E) 23 0 A% AiRH(Rosaceae)  #1&}(Cupressaceae). ft:
RS {EF}(Ericaceae). WL AL} (Papilionaceae), 4 BN HFHEL & S FH T 47.85% . B FH IHE 3L 11 85 J&,
JE g, N %22 1) kLAY 16 JE (Rhododendron), NN 9 Ff; [ )& (Sabina). #7iE (Rosa)
A8 B WA JE (Acer) Ay 6 B MIJE (Salix). S JE(Malus). 12 (Cerasus). 4 vi )& (Ligustrum) Ay 5 Fi;
¥ )& (Populus) #] 1 J& (Cotoneaster) &y 4 Fft; #A J& (Pinus). z 4% J& (Picea) . Ml 411 J& (Platycladus) . 4 J& (Ulmus) «
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i J& (Photinia) . T7F J& (Euonymus)6 &350 3 Fit; AR (Cupressus). JwiAfJ&(Chamaecyparis) Hll4f1
J&(Juniperus). A% J&(Magnolia)s§ 17 /ME3504 2 Bl #1458 (Ginkgo). ¥ 42)& (Abies). i #aJ&(Cedrus).
%A JE (Larix) 5 20k 52 Mg, NHFREIMCE 1A . AJE IR RE BL T LU H A i LRI T SR
RIFBUIR, 5 =VTHRAZ 0 X 8 BRI RIE R T — 2 FIRZE5], 2 S R 3 IR A feidt— 0 R
AF K.

Table 1. Composition of plant types of urban green space in Shangr-La

* 1 BRERMTRMEYEE K

TP St T e f1l/%

WG 24 14.72

TR
P& 49 30.06
G 29 17.79

WA
P& 33 20.25
EAR DLl &4 NE 19 11.04
G 1 0.61

FEA
- 4 2.45
(ES 4 2.45

3.2. WMMAI ZHREKENYES

I A b BRI T A R X AT SR R A, R At 693 N, HA A SRk 387 A, T4k
fe R 306 ~o XX 387 AN LRAL I FEAR SR A TR TSSO, SEv R MR T SR AR Sk b R T
IR CE, A5 2B Y AE X N B AR Sl B s (R A0 A0, G RAE 387 MRS ER ST LK
B R R T2 1 S K& R 4 AT

Ak BRI BN Z KIS 16 Mh(inak 2). HAsiiae 10% L ERIFRARA 10 #2050 85
¥A(Cedrus deodara). =12 (Picea asperata). £5M-Z=(Prunus cerasifera f. atropurpurea). [4A(Sabina chinensis)
jELAI(Salix cheilophila). F#9li(Salix matsudana). FNYL z<4%(Picea likiangensis). flll#fi(Platycladus orientalis)+
H AL (Prunusyedoensis) FHH L L1 - (Malus rockii); % 10% LA FHIEEARE 4 B, 2 5N
(Photinia x fraseri). K4 (Euonymus japonicus). 4:#% % vi(Ligustrum japonicum ‘Howardii’). H Z=(Rosa
chinensis); {5 FHARZR L 5 I B AR YT 2853 7] 1 B2l 2 (Trifolium repens). W77 (Phyllostachys bambusoides).

Table 2. Application frequency of main tree species in Shangri-La urban green space

2. BRERH R EZRIN R SE

FUiES T 4 FK BB ERPEY  AERR fic & &
Ekn 203 52.45% I TR IS BE R A
Cedrus deodara ’ R
=t . N Fyua——
EiN Picea asperata 159 41.09% it TG [T =W RERAM
b i
I 114 29.46% B AT B R

Prunus cerasifera f. atropurpurea
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Continued
Sabiniéilnensis 4 19.12% i Pel S L R T
JRAN o . e \
Salix cheilophila 74 19.12% it IR el b FAE
A9 73 18.86% e ATIER . FE SR R A
Salix matsudana -0070 ATIEM S s BERA
A Piceﬂ”.‘ﬁ;fﬁ;’ensis 63 16.28% B TR R RE
e . \ . e
Platycladus orientalis 59 15.25% e b S EEBTRY
JIN
Pruﬁuﬁieﬁjﬁnsis 53 13.70% = ATIER . [ R RERE Y
TNy bl . »
ll\]/?;ism rﬁik%ii 50 12.92% e bl Spt . BE B
AN Er . e ;
Photinia x fraseri 159 41.09% R SR B, At
K , . .
B Euonymus japonicus 110 28.42% R SV FERE.
HER P
o - 9 R il
Ligustrum japonicum ‘Howardii’ 4 19.12% R SR B, At
R 70 18.09% e . PR WAE
Rosa chinensis 0I70 N N 52
SR ) ) ‘ " ‘
A Trifolium repens e M g
e e - . R B, WU

Phyllostachys bambusoides

e BRI AR, E—— KA, T EMAE, WEe®, WHMERTH: R—K¥EL, f08
PR, WEEER, BUFARBEIME: T —— R, ARIIEHAE, WEAKTERE, W HHEA PR,
E——KHE, WEMHRE, WEAEREEBImILT, WEMER IR,

3.21. fF K

TEFRE BRI NN ) 2 10 10 FhFeAR, Tha. AN SR W, e 3R B A0k )
52.45%, ZAZNFHANZEIE F 41.09%; S8 2R B FH A Ea Ik B 29.46%; I FH A ZE IR i AR Feh g IR S 5B
B WL EAZ A, I 15%; HAPETE. DV LLGR 7 R RS 43 )ik 3 13.70%F1 12.92%. 4
Fh oIV b, VIR 5 Fh, SRR 5 B AEAERIRIL AR 7 T, [ SR L H AT AT A (Juniperus
chinensis ‘Kaizuca’) N &, HAh¥ AT

3.2.2. K

VEARNLFH ) V2 BN 4 Bl S0 BIDRCEH Fke . K37 Rt HZE, AR T T 10%,
Hrp e AR AR =k 41.09%, KM, @Rl AR AME SN 28.42%. 19.12%F1
18.09%; MR LA K. SR L VTR S, AUH FRTEM ARG B, 2
AR K. SRl 3P SGHEANR, AR ZENL.
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323 HEX

Fkg Bpm i ARG AR R 7 19 FhEAs, Mo 5 Moh—4iEAd, HA 14 B, WA
FEELE, NHATZHEACE 1R/, NAEME, REZEATAR6], ERMS:H T A KR A,
HAEAER GG THmigd, AR,

3.24. EEX
BAORE, A% BRI e AR SR AL P EA R I AL FOBRARAR, 3l e T3 8, A A K
FAAE—EMERE, SLARGRACRCR I A E AL

3.25. %

% BRI T FE AR SR AL R S T 284 R 4577 (Phyllostachys sulphurea). 4577 (Phyllostachys nigra)-
AR #7417 (Fargesia sylvestris). #7417 (Fargesia spathacea)d i, FHorb &A47 048 IR e, 7R3 T St (1)
ARKARBA R

DAL AR Hrml WL, At B Tl et 2 Y AR Ao 2 5 5 SO I A R iR e, AR 2 M ORI LT
BN F AR AR B % A N & 0 Fd, i eh e 1L 4% (Crataegus chungtienensis). BT (L 7]~ (Malus rockii)«
YU Bk (Prunus serrula). H ) %1 F(Rosa praelucens). 15 1¢ %7 (Daphne aurantiaca). J# i 453 7 (Daphne
tangutica). /N iz H(Acer cappadocicum Gled. var. sinicum). K {£ Y (Rhododendron decorum). =
T #(Syringa yunnanensis) . z 4 Ll 4 (Philadelphus delavayi) v F # &30 i) DL, i A #4714 4sf P
BRI BB, A RETE ALK SRAG L] AR Bl AR BN RF EHERAF B 2N, 2 2 15
EARBBIR AR, S50 ATS AR TR0

3.3. WM EFFE ST

3.3.1. MIEED

IR T ZR AT WAC Y I R Bk G, MEREBON S . Tkt C R H RO (B )Y f 84
B, R 51.53%, i, Rk 25 b, WEAK 39 b, B 15, BEA 3 Ah; H5 zE T & (Syringa
yunnanensis) fl#£ £ (Osmanthus fragrans) 2 MM EAERY) . BT Fig BT ARG U AFik, AT IEm
HZERTH, AW, K LFDHHEYITE.

3.3.2. MRE

A6 Ja AN W S R R ST T AR B, BB AR R T o I T SR ANRK R 5 ek R AR
A R[T]. ERERRI, Fi& BhIk i B R, UKERR A 3.

FER A REYE . 3L (Pyrus pyrifolia). #¥(Prunus armeniaca). “5M2%(Prunus cerasifera f.
atropurpurea). f£4L(Malus asiatica). 3F & (Malus pumila). H fa 1L #5(Crataegus chungtienensis). Bk(Prunus
persica) ZH 5 2Bk (Prunus serrula). z #470 #ik (Hippophae rhamnoides subsp. yunnanensis). vk )1 %% # - (Ribes
glaciale). HH=£%%E T~ (Ribes griffithii). ki(Pyracantha fortuneana). Miffii#E5¢(Chaenomeles speciosa).
74 74 #-1-(Cotoneaster franchetii). /)NH#i-1-(Cotoneaster microphyllus). 7K#f)-(Cotoneaster multiflorus).
V-5 #11-(Cotoneaster horizontalis)17 #f, 58 FEf) 10.43%. Hidr, FRAK 7 Fh, #EAK 8 Fh.

3.3.3. EHHA

b BRI T AL A TR B4R GBI B L SR U, MM bl L MO e
AR, B FOBE I S5 R KRS 0 4 TR, 35 ST o L BIRI b (8], e
- BER -5y E B, EBURSEBRR AR % .
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A Tl E = I T 2Rt S0, T ARSI TR S B A AT BARER . B
AT, FETENTE . (R I MG 3 AN €0 55 07 T A AR AR A9 A8 AT o i 23 A A8 A T A A ) A
AL AE AR TR R TR B R SO UR

BUIR &3 1 3= N F ) A« AR (Ginkgo biloba). K RZL42 (Larix potaninii var. australis). z
#H(Chamaecyparis obtusa ‘Breviramea’). H#E(Betula platyphylla). £L##(Betula albosinensis). LL#%(Populus
davidiana). 74 Fg{EMk(Sorbus rehderiana). %825 (Prunus cerasifera f. atropurpurea). 7 ¥k (Acer davidii
Frarich.). X IR KB (Acercaesium). =X (Acer buergerianum). ZI#4(Acer palmatum ‘Atropurpureum’).
/N3 B2 Ak (Acer cappadocicum Gled. var. sinicum Rehd.). i 4> T3k #f1(Platycladus orientalis ‘Aurea Nana’)-
KB A 30 41 (Juniperus communis var. depressa) £1 €47 (Loropetalum chinense var. rubrum). £ 4
(Photinia x fraseri). 41 # 1% (Euonymus japonicus ‘Aurea-marginatus’). 4:#k % i(Ligustrum japonicum var.
Howardii) f1 4z % vi(Ligustrum x vicaryi)20 #f, &5 &M 12.27%, Hrh, e 12 M, #EAK 8 it

R B OMEYAA AR At ot MO YA R g, hmlid. FE.
KRR = AN R REE . H ARG 4 TS0 BN RS RIAL . ZLFeMEAR. 22,
LM AR SRR L VTR 2o T 55 M TR T 2 HRAY . XS Tk (Acer palmatum). FHFEI. K EE
KB = FARRFN/INI 75 B

34. £ XWFAIRS I

2 LR IR G A AR K, S KR, BRIR L HIE B Y SR SR A AR %A, BARE,
FARIE S, RN S HRAE S RGP IR FH[10]. X LEAFRERPET PTISHESR . AR 5 B di s,
G PR, Be E AR BT, X IR B BRI N B8 [11]

T B T Hb A = VT A% O X AR BT L Bk AR P %, Se N B AE IR R B 2, h 2 LRI R & F1
TERARGL T BAFMFERE[12], (B850 B RTAHE B30 SR Fe S S RS, g LR T 2 ek
Hhy g T RS LG Ee A R R o 220 SEH I A TR B AR BRI T S IR R IRV AN TR R 3 135 B,
L H R T 50 FRIGFIZEN 90 Fl, Horh £ fFD 61 B, APSRACAR 29 B, £ LB AR KT 50 fRR
AFEY NS 67.78%, £ HAMRELEIZI A 68:32.

35. BEATH R AL SRR ARICR 4

AR (A% B B i 4 AR TR K1 (2014-2030) ) 1 08 7 ks FLRL IR T RN X 2 Jl 1124 60 ~F-J7 4 B
YO N LA AL R RS A& R BRI LA R

VA X N Rk 61 Bk, MR350 4)11#(Populus szechuanica). Ye#%Ak(Prunus mira). 754
(Juniperus saltuaria). PHJfFifE%E(Malus x micromalus). H4E#(Salix cathayana). =74 ] #(Syringa yun-
nanensis). K& (Betula platyphylla). i ili#4(Pinus densata). REYLAEME. FEYLLLRF. Bk, #E3%(Malus
spectabilis). #F. Z= 7 #f(Prunus cerasifera). FaRIEL, AR 4 D, MR BN BB, 0 (Populus
simonii var. przewalskii); 5 & BTUREE 3 A4S, BRI EIME. R AR B RR, RERROR N7 RO,
[IRANIIE IR

LR AR HRT 7 R 12 J§ 17 ANFR. 7 BEAN: BiiEl(Salicaceae). AL AEEN AR
(Oleaceae). HeAF}(Betulaceae). ¥4 F}(Pinaceae) i % 1 £l (Elacagnaceae); 13 B HIN: ¥)E. BB
(Amygdalus). [EHJE. FHJE. T & JE(Syringa). #EAJE(Betula). faJE. #JE. 2@ (Prunus) i ik ;
17 AR N, Sk k. PIRFEs . AN, =/ T &, At Sl Ik,
LR Bk s, A 2R TP aRlEL SRR E Y.
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4. BREBERIET MR R IR R &I

TEPE ) 135 MORARYI T, ToARAH 73T, AR S AT 54.07%, BEARMEY) 62 7, ALK
TS FREL ) 45.93%, TrifE LLZ)0N 54:46; 1L H4RTEM 73, HERMEY) 53 M, R AEY S AT 39.26%,
VIR 82 T, (R S FIELR) 60.74%, AR LLZN 39:61. MLL EMTAE SR AT AL, Ak E
PR T SR P AT A, BEARF AR D SRR b, LR RARE . s S
SR AR BRI T S R R T AT R 2 R R AR IR T

KTFULEBUR, A B AN R S RICHEAR, WERETFEMM RG], JERwE SR tm,
FROW FBCR A B R AR VE R AR Bl AR AR A R ) S SO, AL PR A RO R —
FRER AR ERIRR. BRILZAL, SO AT T PR B s A AR BHIR ORI Z (R FI R &R, s 2 LA Fh
B AR, BB AR AR . 78R ST AR R SR AL . BRI AN A
1, EHHB—MEATS IR IRESEEIE S LEYNEE IE, a2 TR EA S,
DT A ZRA R LR AL e SR I T A TR R

SE 3k

[11 =mEEEmEH. mEEEM]. Jbat B AL, 1987: 25-110.

[2] http://xianggelila.diging.gov.cn/mixgll/STHJ.html

[B1 FwR, Gk, sE&EREMTEYIXRAYIDHT ] IRk, 2006(4): 367-372.
[4] JEHEM. FR A EIR S IUR SRR FE[]. Aol R, 2011, 36(6): 94-97.

[5] BRI, WL, E&Ex, 58, M. 10K = p ot A S0 R AR T ALk, 2013,
40(24): 141-147.

[6] EUE, ButF, skirs, K2, ViKE, TEE, PEL BABIA & E A Y IR LR AR b
FMb 4R, 2016, 44(6): 109-113.

[71 #l, 5K%E. WREMEIACEM KRR /b 58 (B A F), 2012(10): 203-204.

[8] A%, XU, REHE B o b DX RE % 2 [A) 3 Al PR BEARRAE [ B AR BEUR 44K, 2011, 26(8): 1353-1363.
[9]1 {RATZ, SEHaft. BN RRPE ARG =P R[], BUREZ, 2012(19): 52-53.

[10] FAEIE. 2 AW SIACIR T AR S B[], I Ak, 2003(7): 63-65.

[11] #ERAE, S0, 2 LRMES T SO0 R[], B 2, 2017(15): 133-134.

[12] R, Ehs AL AR IR S ARF AT [0]. P MOl R4, 2008(1): 124-128.
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