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Table 1 Park of plant landscape evaluation model

EL G HEWZE (B Ei=t i =1(®) RE(W)
Target layer Criterion layer Index layer Weight
HYPRERECD  0.0720

FRIR L2 B A EBHEGD  HPHSLHEC 01150
FUIEAN (A EHMEREC) 0.0469

Y E Z#HCH  0.2087
UGB  RUWBERRFEFEC)  0.2478
WF R ZREME(CS)  0.309 6

Plant landscape evaluation of

Jiamusi city Water Park
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Table 2 Statistics of plants in family genera species
T L
TR X # & L )
The proportion
Plant landscape division Families Genera  Species
of species/ %
IR X
14 19 24 37.50
The front square area
“BREEE” R X
15 23 30 46. 88
Overlooking the court area
B 5@ X Bird Park area 11 15 16 25. 00
X South area 8 10 11 17.19
ZHREX
14 22 26 40. 63

Quiet and relaxing area

—JBCIE 5 3l DX TT R AL B S 5 B ) L 4B
REFERITE 1 3 22451 . BFR 3 A4, AKIR LA Fel B
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PILLBIB A R . 2 P 2R B R AR LE 1
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Table 3 Ornamental characteristics of plants in landscape %
WA R ] R H

RN X Proportion of Proportion Proportion
Plant landscape division evergreen of color leafed  of flowering
plants plants plants
IR 3 X
5. 69 10. 57 67. 87
The front square area
“HEEE TR X
6.57 38. 65 44, 82
Overlooking the court area
HSE R X Bird park area 2.83 38.46 48.15
B X South area 23. 90 40. 30 8. 96
EFREX
0. 86 44. 83 27.59
Quiet and relaxing area
1.00
% 095
B 0%
HZ 085
R 075
0.70
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HEEIX Functional area

EH1 #wHsEEEY
Fig. 1 Index of species diversity
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Fig. 2 Index of life form diversity
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Fig. 3 Index of ornamental characteristics diversity
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Table 4 Evaluation of plant landscape in Water Source Mountain Park
84 Score
IR E N
orE : TN i PR HOERR  EX FHRAR
Evaluating indicator Weight
The front square area Overlooking the court area Bird Park area South area Quiet and relaxing area
P4 Fh 2 Species diversity(C1) 0.072 0 9.513 9,137 8.052 8. 805 9. 215
Y £ 11 The local nature of plants(C2) 0.1150 0. 938 1. 406 0. 781 0. 469 1. 094
R LZRE Life style diversity(C3) 0.046 9 1.528 2. 867 3. 984 4. 298 2.101
HY B £ The plant configuration diversity(C4) 0. 208 7 8.322 6. 311 4,434 2. 561 6. 647
BEWMERFEEM Landscape level richness(C5) 0.247 8 7.430 6. 227 7. 210 4. 370 8.519
0.309 6 7.016 7.334 7.410 5. 600 7.441
Diversity of ornamental characteristics(C8)
18.4F Score 5.791 5. 544 5. 279 4. 351 5. 836
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Evaluation on Plant Landscape in Jiamusi Water Source Mountain Park

LIU Ruiying,SUN Xiaogang,ZHOU Kegiang
(College of Horticulture,Jilin Agricultural University,Changchun, Jilin 130118)

Abstract: Woody plants in Jiamusi Water Source Mountain Park, Heilongjiang Province were used as the research
object,according to the park layout and plant distribution status, the park was divided into five major plant
landscape zoning ,based on field investigation of plant landscape,the landscape ecology and landscape of the park
were evaluated and analyzed by analytic hierarchy process (AHP). The results showed that Jiamusi Water Source
Mountain Park was rich in plant species,but the application of evergreen tree species was obviously insufficient;
the ornamental characteristics of the plants in the park were relatively good,but the ornamental characteristics of
the plants in the sunny southern area were poor,and the quality of the plant landscape needed to be improved. On
the basis of this,it was proposed that Water Source Mountain Park should improve proportion of life form plants
and ornamental plants,in order to improve the park landscape and ecological landscape.

Keywords : Jiamusi; Water Source Mountain Park;analytic hierarchy process (AHP) ;plant landscape evaluation
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