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Table 1

The rating standard of growth status

fA 49 Grade  E KR Growth status

L9 FRUE Rating standard
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Fig. 1 Spruce growth status of different provenances in Kangbashi
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Fig. 2 Sophora japonica growth status of different
provenances in Kangbashi
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Fig. 3 Ligustrum sinense growth status of different

provenances in Kangbashi
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Fig. 4 Caryopteris clandonensis growth status of
different provenances in Kangbashi
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Fig. 5 Ulmus pumila cv. jinye growth status of

different provenances in Kangbashi
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Fig. 6 The growth status of fine garden tree
species in Kangbashi district
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Fig. 7 The growth status of fine garden species

of under different soil types in Kangbashi
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Garden Trees Suitability Evaluation of

Kangbashi New Zone in Ordos

SAI Hu',LIU Run-min' , YUN Sheng-sheng’ , QI Xu-ri’ ,ZHAO Na'

(1. Geography Science College of Inner Mongolia Normal University, Huhhot, Inner Mongo-

lia 010019;2. Huadian Huitengxile Wind Power Generation Company Limited, Hohhot Ineer

Mongolia,010020;3. Banner Committee Reception Office of Yijinhuoluo Banner, Yijinhuoluo

Banner,Inner Mongolia 017200)

Abstract; For the sake of selecting garden tree correctly and guiding city greening, though detailed surveying

growth index of garden trees on different site condition of Kangbashi new zone, such as growth vigor, tree

height,crown width, DBH ,new branch length and so on, the growing suitability of garden trees in Kangbashi

new zone was evaluated based on tree source and soil conditions. The result showed that Pinus tabulae formis

C., Pinus sylvestnis var. mongolica L., Picea aspoerata, Sophora japonica, Ligustrum sinense L.,

Caryopteris clandonensis ,Ulmus pumila cv. jinye, were the main garden trees of Kangbashi new zone in Or-

dos;in the evergreen arbors, the growing vigor of Pinus sylvestnis var. mongolica .. was better than that of

Pinus tabulae formis C. and Picea aspoerata ;in the deciduous arbors ,Sophora japonica was more suitable to

local site condition than others;in the shrubs,the growing vigor of Ulmus pumila cv. jinye ,Caryopteris clan-

donensis and Prunus triloba Lindl. var. plena Dipp were better than others. Because of poor cold tolerance, Cor-

nus alba was subjected to freezing injury in the overwintering period. Ligustrum sinense L. liked dry environ-

ment and could not irrigate frequently,or would appear large scale death. Pinus sylvestnis var. mongolica L. ,

Ligustrum sinense L. ,Sophora japonica . Caryopteris clandonensis and Picea asperata Mast grew well in aeo-

lian sandy soil;Ulmus pumila cv. jinye and Pinus tabulae formis C. grew well in chestnut soil.
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