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Application Study of the Fragrant Plants in Kunming Urban A fforestation

LI De-jun', HE Cheng zhong?, JIANG Tao®, LIN Ping'; GAO Jia-xiang'
(1. Faculty of Landscape A rchitecture, Southwest Forestry University, Kunming Yunnan 650224, China; 2. Faculty of Resurces South-

west Forestry University, Kunming, Yunnan 650224, China; 3. Division of Student Affairs, Southwest Forestry University, Kunming Yun-
nan 650224, China)

Abstract; The spedes of fragrant plants used in the park, square, residential district, college and road green-lands in Kun-

ming city were surveyed by typical sampling method. The results showed that there were 14 families, 16 genera and 24

spedes of fragrant plants being used in Kunming urban afforestation. Of them, many were used in dty park green-lands;

few were in college green-lands and still fewer were in road green-lands. Based on the results, after a careful analysis of

the present status in fragrant plants, including their compositions, colors and applications the existing problems were

pointed out and some suggestions w ere also put forward to improve the deficiency in Kunming urban afforestation.
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