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Study on the selection of key tree species for urban greening in China based on ancient tree
distribution density: A case study of five major cities ( Beijing, Shanghai,

Guangzhou, Shenzhen and Hangzhou )
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Abstract: Ancient trees serve as important carriers of urban ecological and cultural heritage, and their distribution characteristics
provide a scientific basis for the selection of greening tree species. This study takes five major cities (Beijing, Shanghai,
Guangzhou, Shenzhen, and Hangzhou) as examples, analyzing the distribution density of ancient trees to explore strategies for
selecting key urban greening species. By integrating data on the species, quantity, and density of ancient trees in each city, along
with the current application status and growth characteristics of these species, a tree selection framework centered on ancient tree
density was proposed. The findings indicate that high- and medium-density ancient tree species (e.g., P. orientalis in Beijing and
F. microcarpa in Guangzhou) exhibit strong local adaptability and longevity, making them ideal candidates as framework or
backbone species. Non-long-lived species among low-density ancient trees can be reasonably utilized within their natural lifecycles,
while long-lived but sparsely distributed species require cautious application. The study also highlights issues in current urban green-
ing practices, such as over-reliance on fast-growing species and neglect of ecological functions, and proposes optimization measures
including the "three-thirds ratio" principle (no single species, exotic species, or fast-growing species exceeding 30% ), emphasis on
regional characteristics, and the establishment of dynamic monitoring mechanisms. This research provides data-driven guidance for
the scientific selection of urban greening tree species and lays the foundation for cultivating future ancient tree resources.
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W AR Cndg . 0 51k RIS YL (R L MAEFE
Jik, 2023), MK Platycladus orientalis (L.) Franco 1 4} E(
) SR (VM8 45, 2022); B B 51 M S EUE G K
Leucaena leucocephala (Lam.) de Wit, 3# A= % Eucalyptus
robusta Smith 55 b R ¥ Bl £ 25 A f= (BT BUH:, 2025);
it AT — S R Cn R SChn el 1 e
DS (28 57 [, 2025) o 3 86 52451 3 B, B} = g A i i
PR A 538 WA . P BE AT KRR 5 b R

HRHE D& AR ARIERER WA ]
3 AT R AE AT O R b R R R I SRS . BN, s
55 (2016) £ H JE T by A5 B¢ TR O 206 35 A4 B b 9 O 2k
1> iy 52 B ATH A 1 22 6 ] W, B = i Ak DA A U
R, ASE SR AL S B TN TR B
R T A SC B, 2R 58 4 B Hoo R R A A AR, OF
G546 DA S A AR R AR, B2 R T A 0 R Y
RERDEEPERE SR . BFSY B AE M O DL R A% 0 ] B AN []
3T oy R 5 R A3 AT AT S R b B A 1 A Sk
AR ol 5 7 AR A R A AETE DT O 22 7 Aol #g e
JB A 25 | BT K AR S SO0 BE B R R HEREAR R 7

A B 5% 388 A A Tl R o3 A A T Sk ik S Bk
FERABEGE . 20 B B b b, 4 0 1 1k DL A A,
DL R FR B T Ak DN “ i 7 B B AR AL R it
PSS, I R X S AR AL TR B A o P A
i 0 SR L

1 W

11 MREIE
PN D | O T e 1 VAN ) I FN 5[ | I T 4
BOM T (FRTRR “ LRIk 7 ) 2 Bl XA S i 5T IX 48

1.2 HERIR

R B R IR T A | ORIk R AL R
EMARG S, TEIR 1o b ut i B ki oy 2021 4F 97
WFES 2R 1T o 2020 45 58 o o B 4 A iR Y
Bl , IR RGENA 5 TOM | 44 R B T4 vy 1 SO
J7 M T AT 2 2025 48 2 B b A ) SR RS BoalE 5
BN TIT S 2023 46 1 R4 b Bedls o b W B e s
A B St PR BIF IS (8] L A 3 I ] RO BB . R
i 4 S5 N R AT AR AL AL, 25 30T TR 44 RS2 B B8 LA
BT A R AE, A SCBUE AUV S 15 A Sl T A
JEMZS% . A0 MBI R LT 4 PR 5 R
BhF e 1T LA ST 288 i 488 it RIS S0 ) o AR SC R A
Y4 2 i A AR Oh ALY 35 B W https://www.
iplant.cn/,

F1 AREHEHMSHEIERR

Tab.1 Data sources of ancient trees distribution in five cities

) B K IR
City Data sources
B[] 20214E PR AT GE 31, B 7 R A A
Beijing
- ¥ i I o A i 8 R (il ) A RS
Shanghai (20204F & 4 [ i)
ST JTREHMARGEREERS
Guangzhou  ( gsmm.lyj.gd.gov.cn/public/map) ( 202543 H #¥ if] )
WY JTARAT ARG RERRE
Shenzhen ( gsmm.lyj.gd.gov.cn/public/map) ( 20254F3 7 2 ifi )
BN i KT M 38 X3t v 44 AR ) (i /L 2023)
Hangzhou
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Pinus tabuliformis Carriére. [ 41 Sabina chinensis L.l [E
AR, JHEERR B b A B 1Y 92.78%; % BE T A

6 Flr, 43 5l M 11 B¢ By Pinus bungeana Zucc. ex Endl., 4
. M Ulmus pumila L., 8 108 Pinus armandii Fran-
ch., B Ziziphus jujuba Mill. I B Catalpa bungei C.
A. Mey., H Btk 85 1 5.28%; I % B & # 11 Fh, 4>
) K 9% KA Larix gmelinii Kuzen., = ¥ Picea asperata
Mast.., W Toxicodendron verniciflum F. A. Barkley, &
¥A Cedrus deodara G.Don, ¥ " Eucommia ulmoides Oli.
H ¥ Fraxinus chinensis Roxb., Y& 3% Gleditsia sinensis
Lam.. & B Morus alba L.. £ W B Aesculus chinensis
Bunge. 288 Koelreuteria paniculata Laxm F1%8 T & Syri-
nga oblata Lindl., F B REL &7 1L 1.30%; 4y 51 Fl i
R B2 R, L ERE N HE 0.64% (3K 2) .
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Tab.2 Species, quantity and density of ancient trees in Beijing

4 s i s
Species name Quantity Density Species name Quantity Density
il #1 Platycladus orientalis (L.) Franco 22382 136.39 KL Ailanthus altissima (Mill.) Swingle 6 0.04
il ¥ Pinus tabuliformis Carriére 6936 4227 WKk Quercus acutissima Carruth. 6 0.04
¥ Juniperus chinensis L. 6030 36.74 ¥ *% Magnolia denudata Desr. 6 0.04
[ ¥ Styphnolobium japonicum (L.) Schott 3536 21.55 || VY Ji§ 5 % Malus * micromalus Makino 6 0.04
[ B2 ¥ Pinus bungeana Zucc. ex Endl. 896 5.46 # i ¥ Diospyros lotus L. 5 0.03
R A Ginkgo biloba L. 430 2.62 B 9F Euonymus alatus (Thunb.) Siebold 5 0.03
i B Ulmus pumila L. 277 1.69 T ff1 R Acer mono Maxim. 5 0.03
48111 ¥ Pinus armandii Franch. 253 1.54 J#% Populus % canadensis Moench 5 0.03
AR Ziziphus jujuba Mill 192 17 A6 3T T & Syringa reticulata subsp. pekinensis (Rupr.) 4 0.02
P. S. Green &amp; M. C. Chang
Wbt Catalpa bungei C.A. Mey. 166 Lol ? Ilﬁl iﬁ IIlt’gopulus pseudomaximowiczii C.Wang &amp; 4 0.02
7% M Larix gmelinii Kuzen. 92 0.56 #it ¥k Quercus aliena Blume 3 0.02
2 ¥ Picea asperata Mast. 90 0.55 3C 5 5t Xanthoceras sorbifolium Bunge 3 0.02
18 W Toxicodendron verniciflum F.A Barkley 77 0.47 ¥ 16 Chimonanthus praecox Link 3 0.02
& WA Cedrus deodara G.Don 55 0.34 5¢ WK Tilia mongolica Maxim. 3 0.02
#t#f Eucommia ulmoides Oli. 52 0.32 8 Hi Firmiana simplex (L.) W. Wight 3 0.02
1 4% B Fraxinus chinensis Roxb. 43 0.26 #t: %L Pyrus betulifolia Bunge 2 0.01
Y 3 Gleditsia sinensis Lam. 38 0.23 1% Bk Juglans regia L. 2 0.01
M Morus alba L. 31 0.19 it 4% Quercus dentata Thunb. 2 0.01
& M- B desculus chinensis Bunge 24 0.15 ﬁﬁ;ﬁ}?jﬁ;z::ﬁ ponica Linn. var. japonica f. 2 001
ZE 4 Koelreuteria paniculata Laxm. 21 0.13 W5 Bf Melia azedarach L. 2 0.01
48T 7 Syringa oblata Lindl. 21 0.13 i 73 B Chionanthus retusus Lindl.& Paxton 2 0.01
JC F W Acer truncatum Bunge 15 0.09 48 1k Wisteria sinensis Sims 2 0.01
B 4 W Catalpa speciosa (Warder ex Barney) Engelm. 15 0.09 % X 2% Yulania x soulangeana (Soul.-Bod.) D. L. Fu 2 0.01
T ¥ Pteroceltis tatarinowii Maxim. 15 0.09 I A Juniperus chinensis 'Kaizuca' 2 0.01
i 45 16F % Chaenomeles speciosa (Sweet) Nakai 14 0.09 5% [# 1L #% Bk Carya illinoinensis K. Koch 2 0.01
¥ JZ #5 Quercus variabilis Blume 13 0.08 A F 1€ Rosa banksiae Aiton 2 0.01
JK ¥ Metasequoia glyptostroboides Hu & W.C.Cheng 12 0.07 RX 4t Tilia platyphyllos Scop. 2 0.01
}71150}11\ W Sophora japonica Linn. var. japonica f. pendula 12 0.07 B M0 Salix babylonica L. 1 0.01
Wt B¥ Phellodendron amurense Rupr. 12 0.07 WA 4% Pterocarya stenoptera C.DC. 1 0.01
5 1% K Pistacia chinensis Bunge 11 0.07 14 Broussonetia papyrifera (L.) L'Hér. ex Vent. 1 0.01
22 45 K Euonymus maackii Rupr. 9 0.05 1t ##8 Hovenia dulcis Thunb. 1 0.01
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B /(K . B E/(
i s o i 4 s o
Species name Quantity ensity Species name Quantity Density
i A Ziziphus jujuba var. spinosa (Bunge) Hu ex 9 0.05 3K Picrasma quassioides Benn., | 0.01
H.F.Chow
5¢ 1 Bk Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. 9 0.05 E H ¥ Populus tomentosa Carriére 1 0.01
JNIF Kb Celtis bungeana Blume 8 0.05 = Bk Cornus walteri Wangerin 1 0.01
¥ Catalpa ovata G.Don 8 0.05 111 % Populus davidiana Dode 1 0.01
HI A Robinia pseudoacacia L. 7 0.04 W Maclura tricuspidata Carriére 1 0.01
22 LiEEWS WS C.DC.. . $:J) Paeoniaxsuffruticosa Andrews. MR
P 10 o R o0 A % B AT, g A T R 74 Fl Celtis sinensis Pers., S, 5B Wisteria sinensis Sims. [

SR . b TP B S A, 23 ) D R
TR Cinnamomum camphora J.Presl, |~ £ 2 Magnolia
grandiflora L., P& W Zelkova serrata Makino f1 A #E
0smanthusfragrans Lour., bR 5 Flly i iy bk 20 b
T Tl RS B Y 61.05%; IR 85 T Tl A% 20 Bl J3 0 Sy
¥ Buxus sinica (Rehder & E.H.Wilson) M. Cheng, — ¥k
BB K. BN Podocarpus macrophyllus Sweet, J¥

Juniperus chinensis 'Kaizuca'. W4 Pterocarya stenoptera

®3 LismhwaE

FZH . ¥R Quercus fabri Hance, % U1 Ligustrum lucidum
W. T. Ait.. H AR FH4# Pinus parviflora Siebold & Zucc. .
W& MF Chimonanthus praecox Link, & HE Torreya grandis '
Merrillii', 3 JX Wk Acer palmatum Thunb., 8 2% Lager-
stroemia indica L., 8§ i Ulmus parvifolia Jacq. il 5& # ,
FCRBRES T 31.02%; FoAx 48 i D B AR 2 B vl A4, G
BAREE T 7.93%(3 3) .

Tab.3 Species, quantity and density of ancient trees in Shanghai

W )
it 4 Bk bk (#k/100 it 4 itk (Hk/100
Species name Quantity  km®) Species name Quantity km®)
Density Density

A G. biloba 433 6.83 18 A Phoebe zhennan S.K.Lee & F.N.Wei 3 0.05
¥ Bt Cinnamomum camphora J.Presl 121 1.91 Je AR S. japonicum 'Pendula’ 3 0.05
I~ & 2% Magnolia grandiflora L. 96 1.51 3l ¥k Kalopanax septemlobus (Thunb.) Koidz. 2 0.03
V&M Zelkova serrata Makino 75 1.18 K - H Pinus palustris Mill. 2 0.03
K #% Osmanthus fragrans Lour. 68 1.07 ¥ Pinus thunbergii Parl. 2 0.03
# ¥ Buxus sinica (Rehder & E. H. Wilson) M. Cheng 60 0.95 J&& J¢ #F Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arn.) Bedd. 2 0.03
T BRE 4 K Platanus acerifolia (Aiton) Willd. 49 0.77 % 18 Dalbergia hupeana Hance 2 0.03
% i Podocarpus macrophyllus Sweet 32 0.50 {1 1 Photinia serrulata (Desf.) Kalkman 2 0.03
I ¥1J. chinensis 'Kaizuca' 31 0.49 & [H K Bischofia polycarpa Airy Shaw 2 0.03
WA P. stenoptera 25 0.39 & 22 M. denudata 1 0.02
[8] #1J. chinensis 24 0.38 i Castanea mollissima Blume 1 0.02
#t P} Paeonia x suffruticosa Andrews 20 0.32 K& 1+ 4% Aphananthe aspera (Thunb.) Planch. 1 0.02
KM Celtis sinensis Pers. 19 0.30 MUKW Ehretia dicksonii Hance 1 0.02
H S C. deodara 17 0.27 T 7 3 Bk Syzygium aromaticum (L.) Merr. & L.M.Perry 1 0.02
SR W. sinensis 17 0.27 [E #L S. japonicum 1 0.02
H Bz ¥ P. bungeana 16 0.25 18 il Pittosporum tobira (Thunb.) W. T. Aiton 1 0.02
1 ¥k Quercus fabri Hance 14 0.22 P % 1€ Michelia figo (Lour.) Spreng. 1 0.02
4 U1 Ligustrum lucidum W .T.Ait. 13 0.21 ¥ Bk J. regia 1 0.02
H 2 # &t ¥ Pinus parviflora Siebold & Zucc. 13 0.21 J5L 5 B Ehretia acuminata R. Br. 1 0.02
% 4§ C. praecox 11 0.17 & % ¥ Taxus cuspidata var. nana Rehder 1 0.02
7 ME Torreya grandis "Merrillii' 11 0.17 T Aifi Castanopsis sclerophylla Schott. 1 0.02
X JK B Acer palmatum Thunb. 9 0.14 K JK Chaenomeles sinensis C. K. Schneid. 1 0.02
4L 1 Lagerstroemia indica L. 8 0.13 A Eriobotrya japonica Lindl. 1 0.02
W4 Ulmus parvifolia Jacq. 7 0.11 L MR} 4. chinensis 1 0.02
MW M. alba 7 0.11 18 K F. simplex 1 0.02
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R/ R/
Fii £ otk (Bk/100 Fi 44 Hont bk (Bk/100
Species name Quantity ~ km®) Species name Quantity km®)
Density Density
#H llex cornuta Lindl. & Paxton 6 0.09 = i Bk Acer buergerianum Miq. 1 0.02
1 & F Elaeagnus pungens Thunb. 6 0.09 #ili B Diospyros kaki Thunb. 1 0.02
FER C. ovata 6 0.09 1 J2 8% O. variabilis 1 0.02
5 % K P.chinensis 5 0.08 ) 2 7 Ilex rotunda Thunb. 1 0.02
A1 ¥4 Punica granatum L. 5 0.08 %5 Mg Camellia sasanqua Thunb. 1 0.02
Y JEG. sinensis 5 0.08 5 X ¥ Quercus phillyraeoides A.Gray 1 0.02
5 9) Vitex negundo L. 4 0.06 #h Citrus maxima (Burm.) Merr. 1 0.02
% & Campsis grandiflora Schum. 4 0.06 AL I 4 Tilia cordata Mill. 1 0.02
2 K3 K E. maackii 4 0.06 H # Laurus nobilis L. 1 0.02
HW Z. jujuba 4 0.06 MW M. tricuspidata 1 0.02
111 4§ Camellia japonica L. 4 0.06 %% & 2% Yulania liliiflora (Desr.) D. L. Fu 1 0.02
% K 2% Yulania x soulangeana 3 0.05

2.3 MG RS R AFAE

ARG N Tl B O3 A R R, 0N SR A A
99 Ao . v BE W 3R, 400 O 35 B Litchi
chinensis Sonn., ¥ W Ficus microcarpa LEF1 21 Cana-
rium pimela K. D. Koening., Fo 8RB0 5 T~ M # B
) 81.80%; H % B i B 78, 43 Bl b ¥ K Erythro-
phleum fordii Oliv., KK} Bombax ceiba L., Tt . ¥ &
W Ficus virens Aiton, FX ¥ Bischofia javanica Blume., J¢
R Dimocarpus longan Lour. Fl 7K 55 i Bk Syzygium nervo-
sum DC., H B ARE S H 11.61%; K5 B w22 Ff, 43
A AN . AR faf Schima superba Gardner & Champ. . #1
R Mangifera indica L., 214 Castanopsis hystrix Hook. f. &
Thomson ex A. DC., ¥4 Liquidambar formosana Hance

WAE Canarium album (Lour.) Raeusch., #E Castanopsis
chinensis (Spreng.) Hance . }& M- # Adphananthe aspera (Th-
unb.) Planch., A [fi ¥ Dracontomelon duperreanum Pierre .,
K Artocarpus paruvs Gagnep.. K1 Castanopsis carle-
sii Hayata, 111 3# Bk Syzygium levinei Merr. L. M. Perry. [H
Bk Averrhoa carambola L., % 774 Castanopsis faberi Han-
ce. W43 Vitex quinata Wall., 134155 Adenanthera micro-
sperma Teijsm. & Binn., 1. F 2% Antidesma bunius (L.)
= LU AR Ficus
altissima Bl., £ ¥5 Ficus tinctoria subsp. gibbosa (Blu-
me) Corner, "7 2 I Gleditsia fera (Lour.) Merr. Fl.0> M
¥ Ficus rumphii Blume, S 8RB0 5 b 5.07%; H: 4% 67
ol A ARG 8 8 R, L ERR B T 1.52%(5R 4) .

Spreng.. HEF4 Ficus concinna (Miq.) Miq. .
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Tab. 4 Species, quantity and density of ancient trees in Guangzhou

4 s T 4 s S0
Species name Quantity Density Species name Quantity Density
7% ¥ Litchi chinensis Sonn. 5320 71.56 IR B & % Michelia chapensis Dandy 2 0.03
WA B Ficus microcarpa L.£. 1935 26.03 W 4% P. stenoptera 2 0.03
5 15 Canarium pimela K. D. Koenig 875 11.77 6§ Prunus mume Siebold & Zucc. 2 0.03
#% A Erythrophleum fordii Oliv. 229 3.08 7F %890 Bauhinia variegata L. 2 0.03
A ¥ Bombax ceiba L. 222 2.99 W Dalbergia assamica Benth. 2 0.03
%1% C. camphora 209 2.81 [ 3& & WK Albizia lebbeck Benth. 2 0.03
5 B Ficus virens Aiton 190 2.56 K AT 2% Aglaia odorata Lour. 2 0.03
FK W Bischofia javanica Blume 116 1.56 L= 524 Cryptocarya concinna Hance 2 0.03
I iR Dimocarpus longan Lour. 105 1.41 + UL #F Aquilaria sinensis (Lour.) Spreng. 2 0.03
7K %5 % Bk Syzygium nervosum DC. 83 1.12 T #§ Vatica mangachapoi Blanco 2 0.03
AN C. sinensis 51 0.69 18] & % Wrightia pubescens R.Br. 2 0.03
A fof Schima superba Gardner & Champ. 49 0.66 VB & Ziziphus mauritiana Lam. 2 0.03
12 2R Mangifera indica L. 42 0.56 9] ¥ Terminalia chebula Retz. 2 0.03
21 #fE Castanopsis hystrix Hook. f. & Thomson ex A. DC. 39 0.52 WIS P. macrophyllus 2 0.03
W ¥ Liquidambar formosana Hance 37 0.50 J&5E W E. acuminata 2 0.03
WU HE Canarium album (Lour.) Racusch. 30 0.40 F1 ¥ K Artocarpus hypargyreus Hance 1 0.01
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43k 4 Continued
4 s I oy s S0
Species name Quantity Density Species name Quantity Density
#E Castanopsis chinensis (Spreng.) Hance 25 0.34 e %Artocarpus styracifolius Pierre 1 0.01
il B A. aspera 22 0.30 AE 119 i Machilus chinensis (Champ. ex Benth.) Hemsl. 1 0.01
N\ Ifi ¥ Dracontomelon duperreanum Pierre 21 0.28 T HR ¥ 4 Machilus oculodracontis Chun 1 0.01
#: K Artocarpus parvus Gagnep. 21 0.28 % # A 22 F Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B.Rob. 1 0.01
KAk Castanopsis carlesii Hayata 20 0.27 K Z F Litsea pungens Hemsl. 1 0.01
1L 38 Bk Syzygium levinei Merr. & L. M. Perry 20 027 7 W Lindera communis Hemsl 1 0.01
BH ¥k Averrhoa carambola L. 19 0.26 4 WK Albizia julibrissin Durazz. 1 0.01
% 1F #E Castanopsis faberi Hance 18 0.24 4 A€ 11 ¥ Derris alborubra Hemsl. 1 0.01
11 436 Vitex quinata Will. 18 0.24 # J1 K Senna siamea (Lam.) H. S. Irwin & Barneby 1 0.01
1§ 21 3. Adenanthera microsperma Teijsm. & Binn. 13 0.17 W1 [ TGk AE Saraca dives Pierre 1 0.01
T H %% Antidesma bunius (L.) Spreng. 13 0.17 3 7 41 & Ormosia pinnata (Lour.) Merr. 1 0.01
HE ¥ Ficus concinna (Miq.) Migq. 10 0.13 21 ¥ Toona ciliata M. Roem. 1 0.01
& W ¥ Ficus altissima BI. 10 0.13 7 M5 Toona sinensis (Juss.) Roem. 1 0.01
B A% Ficus tinctoria subsp. gibbosa (Blume) Corner 10 0.13 4R 4 Aporosa dioica (Roxb.) Miill. Arg. 1 0.01
16 B 72 JE Gleditsia fera (Lour.) Merr. 8 0.11 1 % Aleurites moluccanus (L.) Willd. 1 0.01
> I #5 Ficus rumphii Blume 8 0.11 {% = # Celtis timorensis Span. 1 0.01
74 iR % Choerospondias axillaris B. L. Burtt & A. W. Hill 7 0.09 1 BB Gironniera subaequalis Planch. 1 0.01
LI K Aphanamixis polystachya R Parker 7 0.09 ¥ Eucalyptus robusta Sm. 1 0.01
I, B ¥\ Pinus massoniana Lamb. 6 0.08 4 ¥ ¥ Araucaria cunninghamii Mudie 1 0.01
21 1% 3 Bk Syzygium hancei Merr. & L. M. Perry 6 0.08 5 % A 10f Schima remotiserrata Hung T. Chang 1 0.01
k&35 I rotunda 6 0.08 b ¥ ¥ Hovenia dulcis Thunb. 1 0.01
[ 2% Michelia x alba DC. 6 0.08 2 W L. lucidum 1 0.01
3V Y Alstonia rostrata C. E. C. Fisch. 6 0.08 A MR O. fragrans 1 0.01
E W Ficus religiosa L. 5 0.07 4R ¥ Grevillea robusta A.Cunn. ex R.Br. 1 0.01
;i(o 1‘?}}1 Glyptostrobus pensilis (Staunton ex D. Don) K. 5 0.07 # % Cephalantheropsis obcordata (Lindl.) Ormer. | 0.01
{8 3 %€ Sterculia lanceolata Cav. 5 0.07 & H§ C. praecox 1 0.01
VK M B Aphananthe cuspidata (Blume) Planch. 4 0.05 Y 15 4€ Pyrostegia venusta Miers 1 0.01
5 ffi] Endospermum chinense Benth. 4 0.05 9% 1 K2 Taxodium distichum Rich. 1 0.01
B % Cinnamomum parthenoxylon (Jack) Nees 4 0.05 B Bk Quercus robur L. 1 0.01
Bt A % ¥ Litsea monopetala Pers. 4 0.05 & A€ Artabotrys hexapetalus (L. f.) Bhandari 1 0.01
fjJi/ﬁzl;nuv dulcis (Mill.) D. A. WebbC.Y . Wu et 3 0.04 W A 75 llex chapaensis Merr. | 0.01
JuH & Murraya exotica L. 3 0.04 W 45 7K Cordia dichotoma G. Forst. 1 0.01
W1 Cupressus funebris Endl. 3 0.04 ii fhé + KB K Homalium ceylanicum (Gardner) 1 0.01
28 B A Ficus superba Miq. var. japonica Miq. 3 0.04
2.4 RYIER S EFAE 2.5 BN SRS R AFAE
iR S| I i T AT I ST 8 | B o S R A AT N T R S A B R AT, BTN S A AR

84 Fh o v g B HE R 2 B, g3 ) g A A L 7 R
FERRB G L 54.94%; Fb 4 T B 8 Fh, 2051 e G
Fh BB AMRE T H A8 KTk L AR M RE Herd-
tiera littoralis Dryand FIAT R, SR EL &7 1L 30.08%; ik
BT R 44 B, A4 21 65 55 Bk Syzygium hancei Merr &
L.M. Perry. 1L #k . & rH 45 | 12 16 K 2% F Litsea glu-
tinosa (Lour.) C.B.Rob.. 1 LI #5 . {3 ¥ Sterculia lan-
ceolata Cav.. A faf Al A K 45, H S bR £ 1 13.22%;

F A% 30 Pl AR AR B v, L BRI S EE 1.76% (32 5) 6

76 A, b g RE AR 2 B, 230 O A R RTAR A B
SR AL 5 B M A B Y 58.54%; H % R A
20 Ff, 43 51 b AR A » W AN Celtis juli-
anae C. K. Schneid., ¥7#§ Castanopsis sclerophylla Schott. |
ANBE . KRR . 7 E 2% W7 YLK Phoebe chekiangensis
C.B.Shang. % i# K Pistacia chinensis Bunge. W4k Quer-
cus acutissima Carruth., K& -8 . 2 D00 . B ML BLAG
= fibk Acer buergerianum Miq.. Y& A . B )1l Ml Salix

rosthornii Seemen, & X4k Cyclobalanopsis glauca Thunb. |

BT
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Tab.5 Species, quantity and density of ancient trees in Shenzhen

4 s o OB Y s oL

Species name Quantity Density Species name Quantity Density
¥R F. microcarpa 722 36.15 B 3 M Prerospermum heterophyllum Hance 2 0.10
7 1% C. camphora 217 10.86 Bt C. album 2 0.10
e iR D. longan 179 8.96 1§ 21 55 A. microsperma 2 0.10
7% K L.chinensis 121 6.06 21 K 3 Bk Syzygium rehderianum Merr. & L. M. Perry 2 0.10
B B. javanica 54 2.70 LT B IEG. fera 2 0.10
ANB C. sinensis 53 2.65 {4l K 2= T L. monopetala 2 0.10
I A 2% A. bunius 30 1.50 4 B Donella lanceolata var. stellatocarpa X. Y. Zhuang 2 0.10
IKF5 T Bk S, nervosum 28 1.40 WA AT SR Mangifera sylvatica Roxb. 2 0.10
41 -} Heritiera littoralis Dryand. 28 1.40 % 5 7 X Quercus championii Benth. 2 0.10
5 Meindica 21 1.05 i %% Livistona chinensis R Br.ex Mart. 2 0.10
21 % 3 Bk S. hancei 19 0.95 L1 Al Symplocos sumuntia Buch.-Ham. ex D. Don 2 0.10
TS, levinei 17 0.85 it 7 B 4 75 2k Cycas elongata (Leandri) D. Y. Wang 2 0.10
¥R F. tinctoria 15 0.75 F1EE AR A. hypargyreus 1 0.05
% 15 K 2 F L. glutinosa 14 0.70 H =M. x alba 1 0.05
= WL F. altissima 12 0.60 TE K Z. mauritiana 1 0.05
1B 3 £ S. lanceolata 10 0.50 %5 ¥ 1d 8 Machilus breviflora (Benth.) Hemsl. 1 0.05
A} S. superba 9 0.45 " 7K i # Scolopia saeva (Hance) Hance 1 0.05
KA B. ceiba 8 0.40 21 4% 3 B W Bauhinia x blakeana Dunn 1 0.05
EW F. religiosa 8 0.40 JE 7 W E. acuminata 1 0.05
H BB G. subaequalis 7 0.35 3 & {€ Plumeria rubra L. 1 0.05
W 4438 V. quinata 7 0.35 B B W5 Ficus racemosa L. 1 0.05
B W F. virens 6 0.30 I 7 /R 2 Allospondias lakonensis Stapf 1 0.05
T 3 Bk Syzygium odoratum (Lour.) DC. 6 0.30 AR O. fragrans 1 0.05
RUE A Delonix regia (Bojer) Raf. 5 0.25 ® VE 42 A. cunninghamii 1 0.05
#; #i E. chinense 5 0.25 4= I & Pithecellobium dulce Benth. 1 0.05
28 BN F. superba var. japonica 4 0.20 BB Alstonia rostrata C. E. C. Fisch. 1 0.05
W F W L. formosana 4 0.20 H A Brachychiton rupestris (Lindl.) K. Schum 1 0.05
EJ £ #% Ficus elastica Roxb. ex Hornem. 4 0.20 Wi 45 K C. dichotoma 1 0.05
i1 K Crateva religiosa G. Forster 4 0.20 N T ¥ D. duperreanum 1 0.05
Wi VT3 8 Machilus chekiangensis S. K. Lee 4 0.20 VI #4 Machilus nanmu Hemsl. 1 0.05
AL A M. chinensis 3 0.15 1 %6 K Pyrenaria spectabilis (Champ.) C. Y. Wu & S. X. Yang 1 0.05
# U Ceiba pentandra Gaertn. 3 0.15 A M B Acacia confusa Merr. 1 0.05
IV 3 A WK A. lebbeck 3 0.15 W JBE ) Alstonia scholaris (L.) R.Br. 1 0.05
5B M. azedarach 3 0.15 ¥4 F I rotunda 1 0.05
Eiﬁ;}?ﬁeﬁ:ﬁf:ﬁmh Benth. & Hook. f. ex F. 3 0.15 B2 5 K Pygeum topengii Merr. | 0.05
AWK # Casuarina equisetifolia L. 3 0.15 9, 5 Syzygium cumini (L.) Skeels 1 0.05
¥ Triadica sebifera (L.) Small 3 0.15 B L. communis 1 0.05
Bk A. carambola 3 0.15 /ISR }8 3 Gleditsia australis F. B. Forbes & Hemsl. 1 0.05
% 8 ¥X Ficus variegata Blume 3 0.15 ¥ i Bk Syzygium acuminatissimum (Blume) DC. 1 0.05
#E C. chinensis 3 0.15 Y8 4. dioica 1 0.05
i #41 P. orientalis 2 0.10 i1 ‘B K Psydrax dicocca Gaertn. 1 0.05
A W A styracifolius 2 0.10

£ R RIS, AR H 32.77%; Hi4y 54 RO AR B AL F A P b X, TR T W #GHT 2 KCA i T M AN
B, HOBARE S L 8.69%(F£ 6) .

2.6 AARHWHESEFSHEN

S| R N o A i e A W VI T U RS AN
AR AR ol 3 A A7 00 10 R LR, K PR A L

demt, Bl TN TRINFIBTN 0 Js 3 AR Mg KRR AN R R AE 4 ST R A (R 7D .
A Jb st AR AR, TR TR R LS b, B R R R T A L A S B 3 AR
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Tab. 6 Species, quantity and density of ancient trees in Hangzhou

\ 1) , i

ﬁ‘g fﬂ(%/.ﬂ(‘ (HE/100 ki) ﬂ‘g ﬁ(%/ﬂi (1‘)}%/210()
Species name Quantity Density Species name Quantity  km )

Density
FHE.C, camphora 645 20.46 i{i n&gﬁ YL;:;L;L C;r(;;n; l:/:rrl.gsinensis (C. K. Allen) 2 0.25
WA L. formosana 81 10.10 M K Loropetalum chinense Oliv. 2 0.25
¥ 75 G. biloba 72 8.98 KA S. superba 2 0.25
T IR K P. acerifolia 62 7.73 @ 4€ 11 4 Machilus pauhoi Kaneh. 2 0.25
I 391 #b Celtis julianae C. K. Schneid. 48 5.99 H A<M ¥ Cryptomeria japonica D.Don 2 025
Wi hifi C. sclerophylla 31 3.87 2 W8 K E. maackii 1 0.12
FAREC. sinensis 26 3.04 1 B . chinensis 1 0.12
K% O. fragrans 21 2.62 At 52 £ K2 Sequoia sempervirens (D. Don) Endl. 1 0.12
J” & 2 M. grandiflora 16 2.00 ¥E K Sassafias tzumu (Hemsl.) Hemsl. 1 0.12
Wi 111 Phoebe chekiangensis C.B.Shang 14 1.75 HI ML R. pseudoacacia 1 0.12
#; 3% A P.chinensis 13 1.62 HLBE W E. dicksonii 1 0.12
WKHR Q. acutissima 13 1.62 K -4 3 Ilex latifolia Thunb. 1 0.12
k& AL aspera 12 1.50 B 1. cornuta 1 0.12
B P. macrophyllus 12 1.50 BC M 45 Ulmus changii W. C. Cheng 1 0.12
¥R S. japonicum 12 1.50 SN P. thunbergii 1 0.12
W 4% P. stenoptera 11 1.37 2148 Machilus thunbergii & L. M. Perry 1 0.12
= i Wk A. buergerianum 11 1.37 M D. hupeana 1 0.12
W ¥ C. praecox 10 1.25 X T A. palmatum 1 0.12
5 )1 M Salix rosthornii Seemen 9 1.12 PEW Z. serrata 1 0.12
F X £k Quercus glauca Thunb. 8 1.00 o, B ¥\ P. massoniana 1 0.12
L 0 A% A, chinensis 8 1.00 % N 7K Camellia hiemalis Nakai 1 0.12
B C. deodara 8 1.00 K716 R. banksiae 1 0.12
2 01 L. lucidum 6 0.75 22 1 W5 F Elaeagnus argyi H. Lév. 1 0.12
WA C. bungei 6 0.75 I3 Bk Cycas revoluta Thunb. 1 0.12
21 J#i Ulmus szechuanica W. P. Fang 6 0.75 UL HE M Distylium racemosum Sieb. et Zucc. 1 0.12
& #1J. chinensis 5 0.62 1 T. sebifera 1 0.12
L0 W. sinensis 5 0.62 6 A F. simplex 1 0.12
Je #1J. chinensis 'Kaizuca' 4 0.50 1 M- 4% Populus adenopoda Maxim. 1 0.12
S L. indica 3 0.37 ) T WM Acer palmatum var. dissectum 1 0.12
&k Q. fabri 3 0.37 & 2% M. denudata 1 0.12
71 JBK B Mucuna sempervirens Hemsl. 3 037 K 45 P. palustris 1 0.12
e JNBE S. japonicum 'Pendula’ 3 0.37 Wi Y121 1L 4% Camellia chekiangoleosa Hu 1 0.12
HE AR U. parvifolia 2 0.25 Wi YL 4 Diospyros japonica Siebold & Zucc. 1 0.12
H A 1L EF ¥ P. parviflora 2 0.25 Wi YL A% Cinnamomum japonicum Siebold 1 0.12
114 P. granatum 2 0.25 H [H K B. polycarpa 1 0.12
J& 8 F Sapindus mukorossi Gaertn. 2 0.25 ¥ ¥ Nageia nagi (Thunb.) Kuntze 1 0.12
e 3 G, sinensis 2 0.25 #E 5 Castanea henryi (Skan) Rehder & E. H. Wilson 1 0.12
ﬁallzdf] 1 Machilus leptophylla Hand.- 2 0.25 #2 47 Phoebe sheareri (Hemsl.) Gamble 1 0.12

Al 5 T AR | AN BT 7 A D) B 1 TP By R AR 2
S AT . AN, A 20 SRR SR A AE 3 AN IR R, B
B S 2 ASAAEW o FEAH 25 AN 1E 3 A LL B3 4 AR
Wi Ffeb, A 23 FloRT AR b U R 3 R S A, AR A R
I N SR TR S T (3 i D 2 e W VR A e
DK, )RR K B 23 Bl A, AR 52 B Ehretia
acuminata R. Br. M1 8k 275 llex rotunda Thunb. R 7 43 1

el o X —E R R, AL T A A A A
L s T I = O S R P P VA e | ST i R
T3 HNEA T2 AR 2 A o A B R, AR R
H R A AL AR Hovenia dulcis Thunb., fll 1. 3] B4 |
7% & % Yulania x soulangeana (Soul.-Bod.) D. L. Fu,
ik Juglans regia L., B8 Melia azedarach L., ¥k . I
B Pinus massoniana Lamb. . K7L Rosa banksiae Ait.
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Tab.7 Ancient tree species distributed in more than three cities

i PADRI gy AR
Species name DIStr}ID_UtIO Species names Dlstr}t.)ut1o
n cities n cities
B 1 A, aspera Voo || MW C. sinensis Ve o
WA W L. formosana eA® £ ) A. chinensis ¥ &
W 4 P. stenoptera *Veo® || ZH{AKE maackii * V&
JE 5E W E. acuminata VeA | FEHiF. simplex * Ve
¥R S. japonicum * V& || %A rotunda VeaA
B % K P. chinensis * V& || FHC. deodara * Ve
i #F C. praecox * Ve® || 7 G. biloba *Ve
Je#1J. chinensis 'Kaizuca' * V& || %Y. denudata *Ve
e JTBE S. japonicum 'Pendula’ V¥ & || |8 #1J. chinensis *Ve
B IS P. macrophyllus Voo Y JE G. sinensis *Ve
K Fi S. superba oA ® || HHEC officinarum VeA®
A O. fragrans VeA® || LLTHEW. sinensis *Ve
% V1 L. lucidum Veo

H: RPFS x . Vo AL @ 5351 F 8 %Al A 7E b 5
M BIN BTN A A Ao

Notes: The symbols %, ¥, e, Aand # in the table indicate that the
tree species has ancient trees currently distributed in Beijing, Shanghai,
Guangzhou, Shenzhen and Hangzhou, respectively.

WA . W . B MR Quercus variabilis Blume, 1 A
Triadica sebifera(L.) Small, 24 | #if Maclura tricuspidata
Carriére M A£ W Catalpa ovata G.Don N 5 S A% W7 43 17
R, A Ay B — A o AT A ol
27 ERETENSGEERAILER

3 AR TR T A U B 6 L 43 B, AT LAY B
M AN [ 3k T A A R SRR o A R 2E S

FE 1 B B A A Oy T, db st T IR
A A, Hohdb st R =, A 4 s &%
JE T, FLBCR (5 B I 92.78%, i H b mt i i g
PRI A s TN R TR I R 8K R % R W R
o35 3 R 2 R, H EE 5 e W AR TE 50.00% L E,
53 5N 81.79% H 54.94%; B 2 Fh 5 8 BE W 5 EE
58.54%; L ¥ G i  RE R, E R T R (S )

Bt b7 HETIA 61.05%, JE T LA b % 2 S 0l R
BETE 45 H .

M B B S R R, M (99 B ) F IR I
(84Fp )Ry WA 2K B 2 FIh st (72F8) . i
(73 ) AT (76 Fh) o (EAFFE BB, T M AR
FEAR R R 2 20 1 0[] e, G vy 2 A R B
FeATE SR 35 v, s 3K W A 30 T A T B OR A A R R
AEFF J5 A B AF AR S Al AR A R AR AR B
B 43 A7 A 2 BN (R R e b ok 28 A BB e
AR (1.94%) , i 16 U AR X4 /55 (38.95% ), i Bl A
I 3 T oy AR ol B 5 A ) 22 S
2.8 FHRYET I E LR TR XS B oy % B B S R
F 67 T2 A IK 3R B R AR SR M 4 AT

T A X AR T S g A AR o AR A REAE 2
BT & B, AN [R) DX 380000 1T A6 A% D e B b A7 A 25 5, Tl A
Bl o L S B A £ R R B AR AR (3R 8) o dE mUAE
A6y kT A 2, 15 b S B AR AL 4 R
JEE 2 b L 4 BB IRR BE R 3 R R AIG A R AR AR
Fofr, RSB il L I 86.70%, X 2 F Sk T T B A
A vh iy DX AR L I R N 2 B ok U AR, i 3R
W Al e BB B H 60.009% (5 R rf s B L 4 Fh K 9
FE), BUN L 60.00% (1 b 25 55 5 AP IR EE L 3 B
AR B ) 5 T A6 B b DX 7 R0 R I oy A% A L 451
HE— 2 BEAG, T S R b B A 40.00%
(1 Fp R % B 4R R % E 1M E), I |
46.70% (2 Pl i %5 B L 3 Fheba B L1 AR B L 1 AR
iR B (K1) o ik —=3 [\ 4 i R 2R W1, b 25,
398 T S A AR ol e ok AR AR o L B D D
S5 W AN TR) A A 3T R AR A R R SR M Y 25 5
At T 3 T T e T g B 0 D7 s 5 E Y AR AR A
T P J7 30T DU AT R P A0 A5 D0 B . Y o i 5 3
T R AR 0 A0 A R A T A

R 8 ARWHEZRUMFAMR AL XN i S G IMESE @ AR E KR E

Tab.8 Urban application status, corresponding ancient tree density, urban longevity and growth rate of major

landscape tree species in five cities

AR T AL A

i}&_ﬁ]‘ ﬁ] # Local application ~ Ancient tree i % BT i fa . EREE

City Species names status density Urban environmental life Growth rate

b 5 Ti7 Beijing [ #LS. japonicum B g Ao = 100~200 o AR
M #1 P. orientalis FE A Fip % 300~500 15 A A Fh

HAJ. chinensis FE R A Fh 1= B 150~300 15 A

AR P. tabuliformis H TR Fh 9 % 80~150 18 2 %) b

[ JZ #5 P. bungeana — 5 A A 2 150~300 18 Az A% Fp

B G. biloba TR % B 150~300 18 25 )

T E 1% P. tomentosa — fC A i AR 2% B2 40~70 A= 3 i
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Al 15T 3
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bﬁ_rh ﬁ] # Local application ~ Ancient tree i % BT i fa . EREE
City Species names status density Urban environmental life Growth rate
FHIS. babylonica — B Fip e A% 25 B2 30~60 A A A
I E M A. truncatum B TR A k% B2 60~100 rh A K
1 % W F. chinensis B TR i 1% % Jig 70~120 A A
28 K. paniculata B Fh 1% 55 e 40~80 o 25 g e
TR R P. acerifolia — B Fip Tt i 50~100 A
R B R. pseudoacacia — A Fip e AR % B2 40~60 T A R
£ M- H A, chinensis — A 5 % 52 70~100 o 45 i 12
T 3k #% Ailanthus altissima 'Qiantou’ — JBE W A T iy # 30~50 A B A
I # i Shanghai . BR B4 K P. acerifolia F AR Fip IR % B 80~150 A A Fh
A5 C. camphora FE R A Fh 5 B 100~200 A K
# 111 25 Koelreuteria bipinnata Franch. var. integrifoliola T. ER R R JE iy 40~80 T A 4 Fh
Chen
WA G. biloba TR A Gk 150~300 18 25 7
% BT L. ucidum BT 5 % 52 50~100 oA K
PEWY Z. serrata B TR i % i 80~120 o 4 i 12
o B8 F S. mukorossi BT A T 60~100 A g PR
W AN C. julianae — i il Tt 60~90 o 4 i R
WA W L. formosana AR R I B 70~120 oA (e
LA T. sebifera — M AR 50~80 A B
I~ & % M. grandiflora TR i g 70~120 o 4 i 18
E A C. deodara — ) Ao IR % B 80~150 oy 4 fi 12
KN C. sinensis — i g i 1% % Jig 60~90 A K
IK #2 M. glyptostroboides — A Fip Tl 60~100 A A A
AKH#RO. fragrans — i g i rh % 80~150 12 L B Fi
I~ T Guangzhou K #il B. ceiba H 8 g Ao o % 50~100 A ) il
RUAAD. regia R TE il 40~70 A 3
2R Meindica R i 80~150 o A K
K AE 28 8% Lagerstroemia speciosa (L.) Pers. — 5 A b T 60~100 A g PR
21 46 £ B W B. x blakeana BT Fp Tt 30~50 URBUNESES
IIN A~ Terminalia neotaliala Capuron — A% b JC iy 40~70 ELEX (RN
W5 IS4 A. scholaris B T A A et 50~80 o 5 fi
Ak ¥ Bk Khaya senegalensis (Desr.) A. Juss. — B Fip T R 60~120 A A
B E W F. virens ERUE vh % g 50~100 o 45 g e
¥R F. microcarpa FL B Fifp 1R B 100~200 o 55 i 12
= W AR F. altissima B TR Fp o % B 70~120 o A i 12
& TN 5 A A Ceiba speciosa Ravenna — JI A A Ie i B 40~70 A B A
KA B. javanica — 5 Al g 70~100 i 45 fi A
‘B K 2E B W Bauhinia variegata L. BT R b T iy 40~70 A A A
13 7 T Bk Syzygium hainanense H. T. Chang & R. H. Miao — A A o it B 50~80 o 2 g PR
BRI T7 Shenzhen 7 & L. chinensis — B A 2 50~80 oA K
¥ B F. microcarpa FE i Fif 15 80~150 o 55 i 12
KB K D. regia — B Fip IR %% B2 30~60 A A A
/NI T, neotaliala - Ji A% Ao T 7 40~70 v f b
KA K L. speciosa R Rl T B 60~90 (RN
B R 2 B W B, variegata FL T A A Ty w4 40~70 TR B A
2 M. x alba — B A ARG %5 1 40~60 o 26 i 12
FE T A C. speciosa T W A by ) 40~70 A R
it C. camphora B T A A " 100~200 o 55 i 18
WS A, scholaris — e A T 40~70 2 PR
 ILAR F. altissima BT A A g B 70~120 oy 4 fi 12
BN B. javanica — B Fip 8 B 60~90 o 4 i R
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ARH BT AL W

i 4 Local application  Ancient tr Wi A e A K
City Species names ocal appiicatio o . ® Urban environmental life Growth rate
status density
Ji Bk P. dulcis — A Al Tt 70~100 P45 i
1 79 5 Bk S. hainanense - Ji A% A T 7 50~80 v f b
BA % Cinnamomum burmanni (Nees & T. Nees) Blume R iRl T iy B 50~80 4 f bR
#7C M 117 Hangzhou & 4 C. camphora FE R Fip v BE 150~300 o 4 i 12
AKHRO. fragrans FL B Fip 8 B 80~150 18 A= 5t o
4 U L. lucidum — A Bl PR 50~100 oA K
M5 G. biloba BT 5 % 52 200~400 18 L b
WA W L. formosana — J 8 A A% % B 70~120 o A K
TC f& ¥ S. mukorossi BT A A AR %5 60~100 oA g PR
JK ¥ M.glyptostroboides — B Fip T A 70~120 A
KN C. sinensis A TR Fp % B2 60~90 oA K
ZHRER K P. acerifolia T A 1% 2% i 60~100 R
Bt LI ZE K. bipinnata var. integrifoliola Rl TG T 50~80 T A R
7% 38 38 % Wk Liriodendron x sinoamericanum P.C. Yieh ex C.B. — JB 8 A T v w4 80~120 L AR Ao
Shang & Zhang R. Wang
WA FN C. julianae — A Fip A %5 60~90 T
" K 2 M. grandiflora — i g i k% B2 70~120 18 A A Fif
#t3E Elaeocarpus decipiens Hemsl. — A% b JC iy 50~80 A g PR
PERS Z. serrata BT B Fh AR %5 B2 80~120 o 55 i 18
= fhk
.l ~ ke ' 8
m 180 &
60 %
= )
”ME 1 60 é
w 401 5
E 140 ¢
207 120 :“;
i
0 | e B i " r—l. I Tha — [_I 1 = 1 0 ﬁ
o i O O S R -\ - Q-]
oo mRHEEE B8 EE B8 ES
' E R IEHFEE EFEE ELFEEE
deme T HIN il
1 ERETEEE FZEREEMRRBFEAMOMERYE ST
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Appendix Tab.1 Names, Latin names and family and genus information of ancient trees and main tree species in

five major cities in China

¥ 44 4 % J& %4 FK 53 A % i
Serial number Species names Family name Genus name Distribution Cities

1 % %8 2 Taxus cuspidate var.nana Rehder G AR ANCR A v
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3 [ ¥E K Artocarpus hypargyreus Hance ZF W R oA
4 [ #£ f4 ¥ Derris alborubra Hemsl. 2R 0 10 @ .

5 4 W W Fraxinus chinensis Roxb. AR [ * &
6 1 2% Micheliaxalba DC. N e oA
7 £k Quercus fabri Hance 7o 3 B ¥R )@ Ve
8 1 JZ ¥ Pinus bungeana Zucc. ex Endl. A [/AVE *V
9 [ B #% Gironniera subaequalis Planch. KR 1 B s oA
10 # K Cupressus funebris Endl. Lisk = s N .
11 T 38 6 Machilus leptophylla Hand.-Mazz. 1 B 14 £l J *
12 #4 J #i% Litsea coreana var. sinensis (C. K. Allen) Yen C. Yang & P. H. Huang i Rl AETE *
13 db 5t T & Syringa reticulata subsp. pekinensis (Rupr.) P. S. Green & M. C. Chang AR T&EE *
14 4t 35 £ ¥ Sequoia sempervirens (D. Don) Endl. Jicp =" dbEaE *
15 b A A Hovenia dulcis Thunb. 2= AR JE * e
16 545 ¥ Ficus subpisocarpa Gagnep. FF ¥ s oA
17 Jiit Bk Prunus dulcis (Mill.) D. A. Webb B R R .
18 B I #% Aphananthe aspera (Thunb.) Planch. N B 4 Veo
19 W #1 Platycladus orientalis (L.) Franco R AR *A
20 2% ¢ Camellia sasanqua Thunb. 1 25 Bk 25 & v
21 ¥ K Sassafias tzumu (Hemsl.) Hemsl. 2 ) AR *
22 7 4% K 22 F Litsea glutinosa (Lour.) C.B.Rob. Tt B AKETE oA
23 B Ailanthus altissima (Mill.) Swingle AR R BAE )R *
24 3 4l Salix babylonica L. [7L k=S M & *
25 Jil # Robinia pseudoacacia L. X AR B * &
26 3 Mk Kalopanax septemlobus (Thunb.) Koidz. TR Ak R v
27 ML Ehretia dicksonii Hance %R JE WA ve
28 K AE % 1% Lagerstroemia speciosa (L.) Pers. T JE R S -
29 K4 3 Ilex latifolia Thunb. R E ] *
30 8] 15 2 Wrightia pubescens R.Br. e A7 Mk B e .
31 JEL B A% Aphananthe cuspidata (Blume) Planch. PN R R R °
32 VL 4 Ziziphus mauritiana Lam. 2= g oA
33 T & W Bk Syzygium aromaticum (L.) Merr. & LM.Perry k4 e BE kR v
34 Ft B Pyrus betulifolia Bunge R A E *
35 FtYE Elacocarpus decipiens Hemsl. R 55 & -
36 KA Eucommia ulmoides Oliv. #fp Rl At *
37 45 )7 I 4 Machilus breviflora (Benth.) Hemsl. [ERa T i A
38 T % & 2 Yulania * soulangeana (Soul.-Bod.) D. L. Fu N E2)E *V
39 TEREB K Platanus acerifolia (Aiton) Willd. BB AR BEAE ve
40 T Aa P W Artocarpus styracifolius Pierre F W ER oA
41 B MW Perospermum heterophyllum Hance &R TR e A
42 AE PN B Khaya senegalensis (Desr.) A. Juss. # A Y B -
43 WA W Liquidambar formosana Hance =R WA W R °A S
44 W 4% Pterocarya stenoptera C. DC. Bk B Wiz 8 *Veoo
45 KA A Delonix regia (Bojer) Raf. oR AR T A
46 WM Canarium album (Lour.) Raeusch. W FH R ) oA
47 & WA Ficus altissima Blume By (23 oA
48 K& K Erythrophleum fordii Oliv. oAk [N .
49 ) ‘B Ilex cornuta Lindl. & Paxton L& E R KR ve
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50 ¥ Broussonetia papyrifera (L.) L'Hér. ex Vent. B 1 )8 *
51 I 75 R ¥ Scolopia saeva (Hance) Hance L8 E2S Fi A% I A
52 ]~ & 2% Magnolia grandiflora L. N A2 ve
53 kA Artocarpus parvus Gagnep. B ] .
54 [ . Styphnolobium japonicum (L.) Schott R T )& *Ve
55 i 21 5. Adenanthera microsperma Teijsm. & Binn. =R [EANEN oA
56 ¥ 21 & Ormosia pinnata (Lour.) Merr. =2E AN .
57 15 7 T Bk Syzygium hainanense H. T. Chang & R. H. Miao Bk 4 IR R bR -
58 i) Pittosporum tobira (Thunb.) W. T. Aiton T 1 Al J& v
59 %1% Michelia figo (Lour.) Spreng. A2=F TR v
60 WM M5 Ulmus changii W. C. Cheng i Bk i ) *
61 ] F Terminalia chebula Retz. (e W& .
62 & W Albizia julibrissin Durazz. X G R .
63 1%tk Juglans regia L. [k TR BBk R *V
64 #5 Pinus thunbergii Parl. 5 [/ ve
65 21 ¥ Toona ciliata M. Roem. R FiER °
66 21 e #i Ulmus szechuanica W. P. Fang i B} i )& L 4
67 2146 £ B W Bauhinia blakeana Dunn oR B R A
68 2T 1% 3 Bk Syzygium hancei Merr. & L. M. Perry k4 18 &L Ak s oA
69 21 Machilus thunbergii & L. M. Perry (R 8 4 )& L 4
70 LB Bk Syzygium rehderianum Merr. & L. M. Perry B4 R b 7 Y A
71 ZT4fE Castanopsis hystrix Hook. f. & Thomson ex A. DC. 5e 3 #F IR .
72 JE5E M Ehretia acuminata R. Br. &R JE 7B R VeA
73 J& J2 & Ternstroemia gymnanthera (Wight & Arn.) Bedd. T FARFL =Y ] v
74 W i F Elaeagnus pungens Thunb. ik ik v
75 Wit 45 Quercus aliena Blume 5% 3 B s *
76 Wit # Quercus dentata Thunb. ¢ 3 # [y *
77 W S Styphnolobium japonicum f. oligophyllum (Spach) H. Ohashi 2R P I *
78 181 B 3 Gleditsia fera (Lour.) Merr. R L oA
79 AL #f Machilus chinensis (Champ. ex Benth.) Hemsl. i Bt NER oA
80 B\ ¥ Pinus armandii Franch. s Bk L/NES *
81 5 8% Phellodendron amurense Rupr. =&/xF HwEE R *
82 B 55 W Ficus virens Aiton E-¥al R oA
83 # R 5EH: Cryptocarya concinna Hance 1Rl JEL A e .
84 ¥ 4B Catalpa speciosa (Warder ex Barney) Engelm. 2B W R *
85 I Vitex negundo L. B AL e v
86 % 2% Cephalantheropsis obcordata (Lindl.) Ormer. B =y .
87 B ¥ K Pistacia chinensis Bunge B R RN *Ve
88 # L 28 W Koelreuteria bipinnata 'integrifoliola’ (Merr.) T. Chen T B F R 25 R JR -
89 Y& A8 Dalbergia hupeana Hance 2R gl ve
90 ¥ Hi] Endospermum chinense Benth. NI HE A J& oA
91 ¥ 4% Buxus Sinica (Rehder & E. H. Wilson) M. Cheng A Bl )R v
92 R Cinnamomum parthenoxylon (Jack) Nees R g .
93 K MW Spathodea campanulata P. Beauv. ey KRR _
94 X 26 4% Plumeria rubra L. Je A1 ok BE X 26 AE B A
95 X )W Acer palmatum Thunb. P e ve
96 # U Ceiba pentandra Gaertn. HEER g A
97 & K Loropetalum chinense Oliv. 4 2 Mg R K & *
98 N4 Populus *canadensis Moench % M Bk L7 *
99 B3 ¥ Sterculia lanceolata Cav. R IR oA

100 B A A 2% F Litsea monopetala Pers. gl KEFR oA
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101 R E# Celtis timorensis Span. N A .
102 45 WM Donella lanceolata var. stellatocarpa X. Y. Zhuang 1L 45 Bk EAu A
103 JUH & Murraya exotica L. =EFRB LR FE °
104 e Zelkova serrata Makino i I ve
105 B IRNE Ficus racemosa L. ey s A
106 B if F Diospyros lotus L. il B} ili Jg *
107 T K Picrasma quassioides Benn. AR N *
108 W Ai# Castanopsis sclerophylla Schott. 52 3 B HE & ve
109 V& 3& & WK Albizia lebbeck Benth. Rk R oA
110 W& K¢ Chimonanthus praecox Link E A ) L=y iy * Voo
111 AR Ulmus parvifolia Jacq. 1y Bt i J& ve
112 IR B & % Michelia chapensis Dandy PN CESH .
113 7% 8L Litchi chinensis Sonn. T B TR 7 BLE oA
114 ZE Castanea mollissima Blume 7e 3 B L'ayr v
115 W Melia azedarach L. BRR} s * A
116 MR A Mangifera sylvatica Roxb. B R iRy 8 A
117 %% Campsis grandiflora Schum. LRk ®E R v
118 % 74 75 X Quercus championii Benth. 52 3 B & A
119 & B R X Allospondias lakonensis Stapf by g 14 75 iR K JE A
120 i # Chionanthus retusus Lindl.& Paxton A AR B} I B R *
121 e A Juniperus chinensis 'Kaizuca' Jispas RN *Ve
122 Je i Dimocarpus longan Lour. T TR Je R oA
123 Je IR W A Machilus oculodracontis Chun Bk ER i .
124 Je IR Styphnolobium japonicum 'Pendula’ =2E R *Ve
125 Z5W Koelreuteria paniculata Laxm. TR By *
126 B 1T HE Castanopsis faberi Hance = LR HE R .
127 B Podocarpus macrophyllus Sweet BN B B & Veo
128 Y& K Larix gmelinii Kuzen. R & U R B *
129 ¥ ¥ 42 Taxodium distichum Rich. R EPERE o
130 WRER Quercus acutissima Carruth. 52 3 B & * &
131 BB Pinus massoniana Lamb. R wiE X J
132 5 Mangifera indica L. R R AR R oA
133 E ¥ Populus tomentosa Carriére 78 K= & *
134 F 2% Antirhea chinensis Benth. & Hook. f. ex F. B. Forbes & Hemsl. iR EXRE A
135 BBk Cornus walteri Wangerin 1 22 51 R} W ZE B JE *
136 #F Prunus mume Siebold & Zucc. 7 B g °
137 2 H LMk Carya illinoinensis K. Koch ik 1L Ak m *
138 FE T 5 KA Ceiba speciosa Ravenna R 2E R g -
139 3 NZ& Camellia hiemalis Nakai 1 25 Bk 2% & *
140 SeMft Tilia mongolica Maxim. wER B I *
141 57 8k Quercus mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb. G Br & *
142 K AT 2% Aglaia odorata Lour. MR KAF 2R .
143 K Ai# Castanopsis carlesii Hayata 7e 3 B Mk .
144 $t 7} Paeonia x suffiuticosa Andrews SESE ISELPE v
145 A JK Chaenomeles sinensis C. K. Schneid. B A& v
146 A i Schima superba Gardner & Champ. 25 # A I °AS
147 A2 F Litsea pungens Hemsl. % B RETE .
148 KWK # Casuarina equisetifolia L. NG ENE A
149 A Hi Bombax ceiba L. Ry PN oA
150 K% Osmanthus fragrans Lour. AR N i Vedo
151 A AE Rosa banksiae Aiton et Al * &
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152 B )10 Salix rosthornii Seemen 7L = Hil R *
153 MR Choerospondias axillaris B. L. Burtt & A. W. Hill B R R °
154 74 ¥ ¥ Araucaria cunninghamii Mudie [FERE Y AN A oA
155 i A Phoebe zhennan S K. Lee & F.N.Wei 1 R} E v
156 4 B 55 Pithecellobium dulce Benth. =R 2k B )8 A
157 2 Ui Ligustrum lucidum W.T.Ait. PN iy Veo
158 WR4BE Tilia platyphyllos Scop. B 3 FH W I *
159 ) 78 i Machilus pauhoi Kaneh. L 18 1 J *
160 YL {L 1€ Pyrostegia venusta Miers 5l R S 15 T IR .
161 B Alstonia rostrata C. E. C. Fisch. e A7 kB X HH L A
162 A Eriobotrya japonica Lindl. 1R A = v
163 SE Y% Alstonia rostrata C. E. C. Fisch. i 25 R SEUE R .
164 JM Brachychiton rupestris (Lindl.) K. Schum B SE R 5 3B R A
165 Wi 4 K Cordia dichotoma G. Forst. LR &N oA
166 M Ficus religiosa L. Ex = W oA
167 i 3% Livistona chinensis R.Br.ex Mart. R WiZEE A
168 FMA Celtis sinensis Pers. KIKE Kb JE VeA o
169 L B desculus chinensis Bunge T TR LR *Ve
170 M Toxicodendron verniciflum F.A Barkley B R R *
171 T3k ¥ Ailanthus altissima 'Qiantou’ AR RiE)R -
172 H K ¥k Quercus glauca Thunb. 523} Y *
173 H M Vatica mangachapoi Blanco e i 7 FF HHE °
174 B M Pteroceltis tatarinowii Maxim. PN HHEE *
175 FK I Bischofia javanica Blume iR B R AR oA
176 WA Catalpa bungei C.A. Mey. 2 pE R KR x®
177 AT -F Dracontomelon duperreanum Pierre BB PN oA
178 H A& M2 Cryptomeria japonica D.Don JiEE =S /IR *
179 H A FLEFHY Pinus parviflora Siebold & Zucc. R LAY ve
180 Y& W Ficus microcarpa L.f. =7 Y oA
181 W4 Machilus nanmu Hemsl. g e il A
182 =Bk Acer buergerianum Miq. T A e ve
183 F W Morus alba L. By £ *V
184 W I Ilex chapaensis Metr. %% PEy .
185 W 2% Camellia japonica L. 1 25 # 1IPAy- v
186 L AL Symplocos sumuntia Buch.-Ham. ex D. Don 1L AL RE 1 LR A
187 L B8 Aphanamixis polystachya R Parker R L1 J °
188 1143 Vitex quinata Will. J& % B LRy oA
189 11 7 Bk Syzygium levinei Merr. & L. M. Perry Bk 4 R Bk R oA
190 11 # Populus davidiana Dode [ 7L k=S ¥ s *
191 I AN Celtis julianae C. K. Schneid. KR K& *
192 W YT Elaeagnus argyi H. Lév. 3 B 3T 8 L 4
193 f1 %€ K Pyrenaria spectabilis (Champ.) C. Y. Wu & S. X. Yang 125 R BRI A
194 158 Aleurites moluccanus (L.) Willd. NI A .
195 f1 ¥4 Punica granatum L. SREE Y A E ve
196 {1 ¥4 Photinia serrulata (Desf.) Kalkman e B Ve h: v
197 i ¥ Diospyros kaki Thunb. i B i & v
198 i U5 K faf Schima remotiserrata Hung T. Chang psy=s A JE .
199 1 ¢ 8k Quercus variabilis Blume 3L R 8 *V
200 IK #2 Metasequoia glyptostroboides Hu & W.C.Cheng JiEE =S KR *
201 JKHS Glyptostrobus pensilis (Staunton ex D. Don) K. Koch Jispas IR JE ]

202 JK A5 T Bk Syzygium nervosum DC. k4 iR B ik JE oA
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203 22 K Euonymus maackii Rupr. T F T )& *Ve

204 i WL 2% & KB K Homalium ceylanicum (Gardner) Benth. % Wi &L K AR .
205 8k Cycas revoluta Thunb. N piN/ *
206 R & Ziziphus jujuba var. spinosa (Bunge) Hu ex H.F.Chow MR g *
207 515 Acacia confusa Merr. X A JE A
208 W5 e Alstonia scholaris (L.) R.Br. Je 41 ok BE X5 w1 R A
209 % F ¥ 52 Chaenomeles speciosa (Sweet) Nakai R NG9 *
210 #k 71K Senna siamea (Lam.) H. S. Irwin & Barneby HR e R .
211 B4 Ilex rotunda Thunb. AR ZH)E VeA
212 + UL F Aquilaria sinensis (Lour.) Spreng. i A FF DL R .
213 B K Pygeum topengii Merr. WA L B RAE A
214 T Euonymus alatus (Thunb.) Siebold T E T )& *
215 kR Xanthoceras sorbifolium Bunge T TR SCoeE R JE *
216 W EER Distylium racemosum Siebold & Zucc. 4 KGR} i i # JE P'S
217 5 X ¥k Quercus phillyraeoides A.Gray 52 3 B 15 R v
218 1341 Triadica sebifera (L.) Small PR e A®
219 58 Canarium pimela K. D. Koenig B R s R o
220 5 5 Syzygium cumini (L.) Skeels B4 B Bk A
221 JC L F Sapindus mukorossi Gaertn. T A T TR *
222 F& Hi Firmiana simplex (L.) W. Wight LR & Al J *Ve
223 ¥ A ¥ Populus pseudomaximowiczii C.Wang & S. L. Tung % W Bl % & *
224 T H 2% Antidesma bunius (L.) Spreng. iR R HHARKE oA
225 V4 JF ¥ % Malus x micromalus Makino R SERE *
226 H Bk Quercus robur L. 5e 3l B B & °
227 M Toona sinensis (Juss.) Roem. R oy 35 °
228 FME Torreya grandis 'Merrillii’ EANER Y HEE )& v
229 T ili Bk Syzygium odoratum (Lour.) DC. M4 Al ik B A
230 & M8 Lindera communis Hemsl Fii B 1 4 oA
231 T HE Camphora officinarum Nees KR T & Vedo
232 i M- 4% Populus adenopoda Maxim. 12 0 Rk L 78 *
233 /NS IE Gleditsia australis F. B. Forbes & Hemsl. =R e 3 A
234 /N MG Terminalia neotaliala Capuron i R LR -
235 /NN Celtis bungeana Blume KIKE s *
236 4 il Bk Syzygium acuminatissimum (Blume) DC. k4 18 &L 4 il Bk JE A
237 FHM 5 Ficus tinctoria subsp. gibbosa (Blume) Corner F R (R oA
238 O W Tilia cordata Mill. 25 R 23 v
239 L M #5 Ficus rumphii Blume Py ¥ I .
240 Y Cedrus deodara (Roxb.) G.Don R ER/NE *Ve
241 HE#S Ficus concinna (Miq.) Miq. E-Y ) Wi IR .
242 ML Dalbergia assamica Benth. 2R gl .
243 BH#k Averrhoa carambola L. fif: 25 e FH Bk J& oA
244 VE %530 Bauhinia variegata L. X EN .
245 BH & Cinnamomum burmanni (Nees & T. Nees) Blume 1 Rl L= -
246 i 4E Aporosa dioica (Roxb.) Miill. Arg. iR 2R R o R oA
247 R HE Grevillea robusta A.Cunn. ex R.Br. 1 Je iR B R HE R .
248 A Ginkgo biloba L. WA R WA R *Ve
249 W Heritiera littoralis Dryand. HEER AR A T A
250 EJ £ ¥ Ficus elastica Roxb. ex Hornem. ZF I8 A
251 &% JXAE Artabotrys hexapetalus (L. f.) Bhandari 7 75 KR A6 & .
252 R BE Mucuna sempervirens Hemsl. ok T JBR JHE I *
253 i AS Pinus tabuliformis Carriére A [/ *
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254 Wi Citrus maxima (Burm.) Merr. EFF A% IR v
255 i A Psydrax dicocca Gaertn. oG R (N = NI A
256 K Crateva religiosa G. Forster 11 M R i A R A
257 Wi A% Ulmus pumila L. far Bk i @ *
258 P B Acer palmatum var.dissectum I H TR R P
259 % Yulania denudata (Desr.) D. L. Fu AR K2R *Ve
260 JC % M Acer truncatum Bunge X TR B R *
261 #1 Juniperus chinensis L. isg & *Ve
262 A ¥E Lanrus nobilis L. Rl AR v
263 it R B4 78 8k Cycas elongata (Leandri) D. Y. Wang piX kR A
264 = ¥ Picea asperata Mast. AR} A *
265 ff;fg% Wk Liriodendron x sinoamericanum P.C. Yieh ex C.B. Shang & Zhang K2R £ 2 OR,
266 2% {4 %5 Ficus variegata Blume E=§ A g A
267 M Ziziphus jujuba Mill. R g *V
268 YL JE Gleditsia sinensis Lam. R B *Ve
269 K 4% Pinus palustris Mill. Rl WE ve
270 WA Maclura tricuspidata Carriére -y 3R *V
271 WVLL L 2% Camellia chekiangoleosa Hu 1 ZE R g *
272 Wi Y4 Phoebe chekiangensis C.B.Shang R} W& *
273 Wi VLA A8 Machilus chekiangensis S. K. Lee iy MR A
274 Wi LA Diospyros japonica Siebold & Zucc. it B il J@ *
275 Wi VT Cinnamomum japonicum Siebold 1 Fl L= *
276 8 XM 4E Saraca dives Pierre X! TR TR .
277 B R Bischofia polycarpa (H. Lév.) Airy Shaw 1} N TR ve
278 1 ¥ Nageia nagi (Thunb.) Kuntze B R) P *
279 #E Castanopsis chinensis (Spreng.) Hance 73 B A JE oA
280 HEJE Castanea henryi (Skan) Rehder & E. H. Wilson R s ESF *
281 FE# Catalpa ovata G.Don kR =3 *V
282 2% T & Syringa oblata Lindl. AARR THRE *
283 4848 Phoebe sheareri (Hemsl.) Gamble R i@ *
284 LW Wisteria sinensis (Sims) DC. R LR *Ve
285 L Lagerstroemia indica L. T JE B Y 4 ve
286 48 & 2% Yulania liliiflora (Desr.) D. L. Fu N A2)E v

e AR 2R AR ChEEYE) . RPRHSx. Ve, A & 5 R R 2l W fEdbnt, i

HBAF A, “ =7 FoRTAH Wi

Notes: The plant names in this paper are from Flora Reipublicae Popularis Sinieae. The symbols %, ¥, e, Aand # in the table indicate that the tree species

has ancient trees currently distributed in Beijing, Shanghai, Guangzhou, Shenzhen and Hangzhou, respectively, while “ —

trees.

”

TN RN AN

indicates no distribution of ancient



