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Investigation on the Species and Application Situation of Color-leafed Trees in Guiyang

ZENG Fan-mei, ZHAO Hou-tao, DUAN Yuan-min et al ( Guiyang Urban Green Management Office, Guiyang, Guizhou 550003 )
Abstract In this paper, the species, ornamental characteristics, application form, location and growth of autumn leaf tree species applied in
the landscape greening of major cities in Guiyang City were analyzed and studied.The results showed that there were 34 species (including vari-
eties) belonging to 24 genera and 20 families in urban greening in Guiyang City. Except Lacqueraceae, Ulmaceae, Cedariaceae, Sapinaceae
and Hamameliaceae, only one family was found in the remaining 15 families. The only evergreen species was Nandina domestica,and the rest
were deciduous species. In spring and autumn, five species of discolored trees were Sapium sebiferum, Liquidambar formosana Hance, Acer
palmatum Thunbf. | Acer rubrum L. and Zelkova schneideriana, and the rest were single autumn color tree species.According to color the spe-
cies can be divided into red, yellow, orange (brown) color system, lacking of purple tree species.The application effect of autumn leaf tree
species in Guiyang City was well evaluated, with an average score of 13.82 points, among them, 8 species were evaluated by full score (16
points) , such as Platanus acerifolia and Acer rubra.Mulberry had the lowest score of 10 because of the few applications.The preferred tree spe-
cies included Metasequoia glyptostroboides, Ginkgo biloba and Liquidambar formosana, accounting for 76.4% of the total species.Finally, some
suggestions were put forward, such as strengthening the development of wild native autumn leaf tree species resources, strengthening the breed-

ing of germplasm resources, optimizing the application and allocation, and strengthening the conservation and management.
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Table 1 Description of evaluation criteria for the application of autumn leaf tree species in urban greening of Guiyang City
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Note : The tree with the comprehensive evaluation score =13 points and C, and C, =3 points is the preferred tree species.
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Table 2  Tree species of autumn leaves applied in urban greening in Guiyang City and their scores
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