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Table 1 Statistics on dominant families
of woody plants

4 & # Fi ¢
Families Genus number Species number

GRS 10 11

R 2 7

ZF 4 5
[Z R 7 9

B 1 5

x2 AEEHEZESIT

Table 2 Importance value of woody plants

PN A HEAE/ % HEAR RN 44 HEAH/ %

Species name fET"?’Z Importance Species name TﬁT?@ Importance
of arbor Latin name value of shrub Latin name value
A g Schima superba 8.67 25 kE Excoecaria cochinchinensis 13.47
T2 Melaleuca leucadendron 8. 45 I 7S] Schef flera octophylla 13. 44
WA Tazxodium ascendens 5.09 AT Rhapis excelsa 8.03
P&kl Michelia macclurei 4.81 RE Cordyline fruticosa 7.99
KA Metasequoia glyptostroboides 4.29 Z Spiraea salicifolia 7.36
T Pinus elliottii 3.06 FARIZ "W N Loropetalum chinense 7.14
R Albizia falcataria 2.71 ESYan: ] Rhododendron pulchrum 5.45
M TERS Araucaria cunninghamii 2.70 K REAT Rhapis excelsa 3.59
b8 ) Camptotheca acuminata 2.69 = ff K Bougainvillea spectabilis 2.81
fi] i Erythrina variegata 2.60 Vi Al Pittosporum tobira 2. 80
AFE Bombax malabaricum 2.50 WA Ficus microcarpa 2.68
ey <] Sapium sebi ferum 2.42 WL P B Cassia bicapsularis 2.44
GAEZE Camellia nitidissima 2.38 KRG ER Weigela japonica 2.35
AR Osmanthus fragrans 2.08 Rz Carmona microphylla 2.05
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Table 3 Analysis on relative frequency

of woody plants
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Table 4 The origination of woody plants
KAMY AR W% [ Py 3 He il / % ELGIF Hot/ % it
Woody plants Local species Proportion  Domestic import Proportion Imported from abroad Proportion Total
TR 27 42. 86 19 30. 16 17 26.98 63
HEAR 7 23.33 12 40. 00 11 36.67 30
it 34 36. 56 31 33.33 28 30.11 93
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Fig. 1 Comparison on number of woody plant species

in different scene spots
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Fig.2 The Margalef index of woody plants
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Fig.3 The diversity index and the Pielou index of woody plants
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Study on Species Diversity of Woody Plants in
Fuzhou National Forest Park

CHEN Yi,LIN Yi-wei, LI Hui,LAN Yu-xiang,DONG Jian-wen
( Landscape Architecture, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou, Fujian

350000)

Abstract; In order to know the situation of plant diversity of Fuzhou National Forest Park.the woody plants of

forest park were studied. The typical sampling method was used in this survey, then the composition of plant

community, the origination of plants and the species diversity index were analyzed to provide basic data for the
biodiversity conservation in Fuzhou city. The results showed that there were 38 families,73 genera and 93 spe-

cies. Among them, 34 species were local plants, which account for 36. 56%. 31 species were introduced from
other regions of China, which account for 30. 11%. Schima superba , Excoecaria cochinchinensis and Schef-

flera octophylla had higher relative frequency index. The abundance index, the Shannon-Wiener index, the

Simpson index and the Pielou index of tree layer of forest park were higher than shrub layer,but there was a

great difference in the abundance index of woody plants between different scene spots.

Keywords: forest park; woody plant; species diversity; plant community
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