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Sluggishing Dust and Disinfection of Typical Green Plants in Anshun
City Proper
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Abstract The garden greening as a subsystem of the urban ecosystems beautifies the urban environment; it plays an active role for
maintaining urban ecological balance and sustainable development. On the basis of surveying the green plants in Anshun city proper, the
capability of sluggishing dust and disinfection involving typical plants is studied, and results show that the plant species is few, structure is
unitary, species evenness is low; in terms of the index of leaf area, the order is the arbors, climbing plants, flowers and herbs, and shrubs one
by one. With the time increasing, the capability of sluggishing dust is increasing for different green plants. Among them, the strongest is
Rhododendron simsii that the capability of sluggishing dust reaches 6.6298g/(m?-week) four weeks late, compared with 3.3376g/(m?- week) in
the end of the first week, it increases nearly two—fold; the second place belongs to Pinus massoniana, it is up to 5.7413¢/(m*- week); the last
place belongs to climbing plants. For the open area, the bacterial number is significantly more than that for the plant areas, 11 species of
them including Cinnamomum camphora have strong bactericidal effects, their sterilization rates are above 40%.
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Table 2 Leaf area index of typical green plants in Anshun city proper
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Tt Cinnamomum camphora (L.) Presl. 28 76 63.2+0.021 31 81 61.7+0.011 29 80  63.8+0.208 62.9+0.08
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‘W4 ¥ Hedara nepalensis var.sinensis 134 184 27.2+0.016 147 205 28.3x0.019 127 170 25.3x0.122 26.9+0.052
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JE) 5 WA 35/ (2.8453 gom ™/l ) o AEST B AAE P LA — HR AL
MR85 K (4.5964¢ -m™/ i ) oW i T3 7544 (3.9763g-m™/JH ) , 1Ml
W EP RN (2.1516g-m7/ ) ) o BEGEARY) i A2 B8 7 L H A 24k
YN £,

(4) LR AR P ERGREE &R, PR
62.9% ; 1% 1FI K /i F1 T R AR BT #E 509% LA b i i 46 22 B AL
ANy 48.9% 5 WEA LUK BY B 5, O 58.5% , K A B A% il i Al
R Z AR 39% £ 47, i /I it 2o ot eI AR 36.7% s 465 B2
AN TT T2 (54.4% ) F— B £1.(50.9% ) B A8 R B R, =
W R R S DU A XA SRR A T ORI R B (BB
43.7%) ,F A% R R IR 26.9%.
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