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*1 FriER AR R R
w i H942(DH)/cm W/ m
F£H45 Populus tomentosa Carr 12. 94 14. 77
24K Platanus aceri folia Willd 13.22 12. 65
E#8 Sophora japonica Linn. 9. 56 10. 29
RAY Ginkgo biloba L. 8.55 10. 74
et ZE Prunus cerasifera 5.27 3.05
KM #45 Buxus megistophylla 3. 24 1.75
R Ailanthus altissima 9.11 11. 34
K Pyracantha fortuneana 2.55 1. 68
KM4 5T Ligustum lucidum Ait 6. 88 8. 04
AWK Albizia julibrissin Durazz. 5.36 5.19
FU Frazinus chinensis 7.33 8. 69
B Lagerstroemia indica 1.98 2.43
MAE Eriobotrya japonica 6. 25 8.33
et /NGBt Berberis thunbergii cv. atropurpurea — 0.76
5 Koelreuteria paniculata 9. 50 11. 22
FeM| Salix babylonica 4. 67 6. 51
/N #i4% Buxus sinica — 0.52
234 Cercis chinensis Bunge 4.23 2.54
B Broussonetia papyrifera 7.51 9. 82
W AAHKE Photinia davidsoniae — 0.75
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xR2 AEAVEREMANAHFELS mg

wFh Tl X (GYQ i 77 (X (NSQ) XHK(WIQ SHE
EA% 14. 345 14. 445 5.671 11. 487
BB 12. 814 10. 826 6. 806 10. 149
E 2. 814 1. 959 1. 890 2. 221
R 1. 894 1. 751 1.122 1. 589
st 3. 227 5. 602 1. 652 3. 494
K 2.704 3.125 1.927 2.585
B 6.416 7.135 2. 300 5. 284
P31 4.373 4. 900 2.324 3. 866
o4 it 2. 695 3.340 1. 447 2. 494
&% 1.214 1. 467 0. 620 1.100

1 it 1. 286 1. 141 0. 838 1.088
Y1 7.477 5.214 2.335 5. 009
AT 85.495 76. 279 33.234 65. 003
PN 1. 404 1.794 1.051 1.416
ekt 1.846 1.934 1.104 1.628
E::3 111 1. 844 2.232 0.915 1. 664
N T 0. 548 0. 346 0.196 0. 363
-S| 12. 293 14. 833 4. 387 10. 504
o) 5. 455 10. 165 3.319 6. 313
WA 0.784 0. 599 0. 254 0. 546
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wFh Tl X (GYQ i 717 (X (NSQ) XHK(WIQ SFHME
E£H 0. 427 0.677 0.217 0. 440
AR 0.513 0. 813 0. 260 0. 529
E 0. 746 0.413 0. 221 0. 460
R 0. 622 0. 345 0.184 0. 384
st 0. 328 0.714 0. 147 0. 396
Kt 0.273 0. 595 0.123 0. 330
B 0. 892 0.673 0. 267 0.611
P31 0.165 0.211 0.129 0.168
KM pi 0.127 0.163 0. 099 0. 130
A 0.102 0. 080 0. 043 0. 075
i 0. 092 0.073 0. 039 0. 068
Py 0.185 0. 146 0.078 0.136
AT 1. 375 1. 381 0. 441 1. 066
UV 0.123 0. 097 0. 052 0. 091
g 0.210 0.187 0.106 0.168
E::3111] 0. 136 0.107 0. 057 0. 100
N T 1. 006 1. 021 0. 353 0. 793
L3 0. 090 0. 120 0. 048 0. 086
o) 0.154 0.478 0.122 0. 251
WA 0.184 0.148 0. 101 0. 144
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Comparison on Dust Detention of Twenty Gardening Afforestation Trees

ZHU Feng-rong,ZHOU Jun-li
(School of Life Science and Technology , Xinxiang University, Xinxiang , Henan 453003)

Abstract:In order to reveal the dust detention laws of city green trees in An-yang,20 afforestation trees were selected in
three functional districts,and the amount of dust detention was analyzed. The results showed that the capture ability of
particulate pollution by Eriobotrya japonica, Buxus sinica and Ailanthus altissima were better, Salix babylonica,
Berberis thunbergii cv. atropurpurea, Cercis chinensis Bunge, Albizia julibrissin Durazz. and Fraxinus chinensis were
poorer , Platanus aceri folia Willd. , Sophora japonica Linn, , Populus tomentosa Carr, Prunus cerasi fera , Ginkgo biloba
L., Buxus megistophylla, Broussonetia papyrifera, Pyracantha fortuneana, Koelreuteria paniculata, Photinia
davidsoniae ,Lagerstroemia indica and Ligustum lucidum Ait were at the intermediate level. As far as unifoliate dust
detention, Eriobotrya japonica , Populus tomentosa Carr,Cercis chinensis Bunge, Platanus aceri folia Willd were stronger,
Broussonetia papyrifera ,Ailanthus altissima , Lagerstroemia indica , Pyracantha fortuneana , Prunus cerasi fera , Buxus
megistophylla , Ligustum lucidum Ait, Sophora japonica Linn. , Salix babylonica , Koelreuteria paniculata were at
intermediate level, Ginkgo biloba L., Berberis thunbergii cv. atropurpurea, Albizia julibrissin Durazz. , Fraxinus
chinensis , Photinia davidsoniae and Buxus sinica were poorer.
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