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Discussion on Low Carbon Efficient Urban Landscape Construction Thought Based

on Carbon Storage Determination— A Case Study of West L.ake Scenic in Hangzhou
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Abstract ;: Based on referring forestry carbon sink method, long-term solid carbon of 15 typical green spaces

in the West Lake scenic area in Hangzhou was measured and analyzed by using method of sampling, litera-

ture research and expert interviewing. Suggestions to guide the low carbon efficient green space construc-

tion in Hangzhou and eastern China were given to provide references for the construction of the low carbon

efficient urban green space in future.
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Table 1 Park and its construction or open year of sample space
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Table 2 National parameter of wood density

T il R bR 2 Y AMERE /(tem *) BEF
EAR/S 0.396 1.45
B F 0. 366 1.72
ok 0.342 1.72
ik 0.478 1.80

FEAURN 0. 490 1.40
FE A 0.375 1.88
PRV 0. 360 1.59
Ll 0.396 1. 96
YN 0. 380 1.46
PSRN 0.483 1.74
Az 0.442 1. 84
AR 0.414 1.68
FLLY/N 0.493
Wz 0.448
Ji5E VN 0.454 1.58
AL 0.413
A 0. 307 1.53
iz 0.294 1.55
Kz 0.278 1.49
JK A B 0. 464 1. 29
(et ) 0. 460 1.42
A 0.477
BR 0.676 1.56
HeAR 0.541 1.37
AR 26 0. 420 1. 41
HER 0.477 1.70
T ) 2% 0.598 1.79
He B 0.578 1.48
L7k 0.378 1.59
] 44 0.239 3.27
A=A 0.515 1. 30
LTS 0.443 1.54
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Table 3 IPCC parameter of carbon content Table 5 IPCC parameter of the ratio between root and stem
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TR RN E IR FT A A o 0. 47 0.44~0. 49 FH 4 R AR <125 0.20  0.09~0.25
] A i 0.48 0.46~0.50 =125 0.24  0.22~0.33
@ID‘[“&\T*"P 0.51 0.47~0.55 FHHE T L 2 bk <20 0.56 0.28~0. 68
TE BRI T 2006 TPCC [ 5 % UMW 548 1« A0l Aol Fn i =20 0.28  0.27~0.28
fiby = 4 O T N 0. 40
*4 IPCCHEYEY BEF(BEF)#HR&E P USRS 0.27  0.27~0.28
Table 4 IPCC parameter of BEF WA AT I T R AR <125 0. 20 0.09~0. 25
] YD RET >125 0. 24 0.22~0. 33
A ik S -
SEHIE B . FA 55 4 0.32 0.26~0.71
P LGN 1. 30 1.20~4.00 T [aR N <50 0.40 0.21~1.06
[f8) - A 3.40 2.00~9.00 50~150 0. 29 0.24~0.50
R =R 1.30 1.15~4. 20 >150 0.20 0.12~0. 49
[N 1.30 1.15~3. 40 S =70 0. 30 0.20~1.16
[ LR 1. 40 1.15~3. 20 He <50 0. 44 0.29~0. 81
FE kAl B Ik 1.40 1.15~3. 80 50~150 0.28 0.15~0.81
[ AR 1. 30 1.15~4. 20 >150 0.20 0.10~0. 33
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Table 6 Long-term carbon fixed effects of the different trees species
[EE NIk S B AR B 4F
He44 o Y gt | HE4 e -2 0 [ gk
/(kgea 1) /(kgea 1)
1 KB &% (Michelia chapensis) 12.90 26 TR A ( Pinus elliottii) 1. 33
2 W AD (Celtis julianae) 11.75 27 L2028 (Prunus cerai fera) 1.21
3 B A (Platanus X aceri folia) 11.71 28 AW (Albizzia julibrissin) 1.21
4 VAN (Celtis sinensis) 8.51 29 Wi VLA (Phoebe chekiangensis) 1.17
5 IK ¥ (Metasequoia glyptostroboides) 6.13 30 8 (Ilex cornuta) 1.15
6 # 1ZE R (Koelrenteria paniculata) 5.88 31 4R WS (Pseudolarix amabilis) 0.95
7 B (Sapium sebi ferum) 5.77 32 JNAE A KR ( Photinia parvi flora) 0. 89
8 W45 (Pterocarya stenoptera) 5.10 33 1 E 2% (Magnolia denudata) 0. 86
9 A% (Cinnamomum cam phora) 4. 89 34 YEAR (Xylosma japonicum) 0.76
10 WA (Ulmus parvi folia) 4. 67 35 R4 (Prunus serrulata) 0.74
11 3 (Elaeocarpus sylvestris) 4. 44 36 2L (Acer palmatum) 0.56
12 H5E WMk (Carya illinoensis) 4.37 37 % (Michelia figo) 0.44
13 E WS (Cedrus deodara) 4.19 38 B (Acer palmatum) 0. 44
14 T CJuni perus chinensis) 3.82 39 2106 FF (Illicium henryi) 0.43
15 KMk (Liriodendron chinense) 3. 80 40 T J+ 22 (Magnolia soulangeana) 0.41
16 M (Howvenia acerba) 3.39 41 E % (Magnolia denudata) 0. 38
17 FNRE (Celtis sinensis) 3.27 42 WA (Chimonanthus praecox) 0. 37
18 =M (Acer buergerianum) 2.96 43 b 21K (Sequoia sem pervirens) 0. 35
19 I 2% (Magnolia grandiflora) 2.61 44 KR8 (Trachycarpus fortunei) 0. 26
20 JoHF (Sapindus mukorossi) 2.56 45 N (Ligustrum sinense) 0.11
21 BRI (Ginkgo biloba) 2.30 46 AR (Chaenomeles sinensis) 0.10
22 SN (Pinus thunbergii) 2. 11 47 220 5 (Malus halliana) 0.10
23 HEMI (Salix babylonica) 1.89 48 BB (Acer palmatum * Dissectum’) 0. 06
24 fE#E (Osmanthus fragrans) 1. 80 49 LM (Lagerstroemia indica) 0.04
25 WA (Liquidambar formosana) 1.43 50 ZLP B (Acer palmatum *Ornatum’) 0.03
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Table 7 Long-term carbon fixed effects of the sample space
N v _ R 1l F) B AL 1L B A
W WA SesE  mmEn kg mamw  PREBL mRUCmS K i
Ja kg /m [1 8¢ 2 , (%E[ﬁ%i
/(kg+ m™?%) /(kgem™2ea™h)

1 P4 JE BE e A6 Hk 0 f1 1981 29 1351.38 333.85 4. 05 0.139 6
2 I it B X 1993 17 5 356. 12 3359.92 1.59 0.093 8
3 YNSE 30PN H0 R i) 2002 8 745. 66 1 .839.70 0.41 0.050 7
4 B || BB B KTl 1992 18 7262.15 8 623.13 0. 84 0.046 8
5 KM =mMREIEE il B XU 1983 27 3 610. 20 3165.92 1. 14 0.042 2
6 EEE N B KT 1992 18 2 148.47 2 946.07 0.73 0.040 5
7 i TR el AR A 4 LIy 1963 37 12 458.16 8 382.49 1.49 0.040 2
8 BRI A6 UL 1954 66 5 813.77 2 794. 40 2.08 0.0315
9 PP B A6 Uk 0 £ 1954 66 4132, 24 2 432.19 1.70 0.025 7
10 ST L1 &) BT B A6 s WL £ 1954 66 10 127.43 6 194.79 1.63 0.024 8
11 2K 25 Hij L B A6 s WL £ 1963 37 3999.08 4 643.58 0.86 0.023 3
12 T8 38 Pl E Y KT 1992 18 2 855.59 6 830. 46 0.42 0.023 2
13 ¥ 5 4 7 A B IR 1H] % 1959 51 15 835. 57 14 649.13 1.08 0.021 2
14 IRPNEE 2 A6 1k 0 £ 1954 66 5 761.63 4 673. 20 1.23 0.018 7
15 ESR /AN Ba0 A6 WL 1954 66 14 277. 87 14 080. 82 1.01 0.015 4
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Fig. 1 Trees community distribution in

Wangshanping of West Lake
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Table 8 Long-term carbon fixed effects of the trees community
. e phi OBFIOR e £ B
44 W AR 5 44 FR FRtEAR #EAR R/ E‘Jflﬁlﬁ*»% /m? Gl T
R/ke Jkgom ) /(kgemea )

1 FE I —2 iy B X fif 1993 17 3761.62 712.76 5.28 0.310 44
2 FE I —4 iy B X fif 1993 17 1547.08 403, 32 3.84 0.225 64
3 B[] BB — 1 KT 1992 18 5 965. 83 1521.15 3.92 0.217 88
4 W B B — 1 A6 Hs WL A1 1981 29 496. 52 85. 42 5.81 0.200 44
5 FE I —1 i1 B X i 1993 17 881. 69 347.02 2.54 0.149 46
6 AR BRI —4 16 Hk W £ 1963 37 881.76 199. 91 4,41 0.119 21
7 ARG —3 16 Hk W £1 1963 37 631. 40 154,17 4.10 0.110 69
8 A BTk —1 WY [ 15 2002 8 745. 66 852. 70 0.87 0.109 31
9 FEFFEE R —3 A6 WA 1954 66 1927.88 274,47 7.02 0.106 42
10 SRR —4 WA 1963 37 4537.09 1155.92 3.93 0.106 08
11 L LL1 &) B 5T — 6 A6 W A1 1954 66 1361.13 195. 56 6.96 0.105 46
12 L L1 &) B — 1 A6 W A1 1954 66 1 648.15 268. 67 6.13 0.092 95
13 ZER B —1 167 WL 11 1963 37 1819.03 557.58 3.26 0.088 17
14 KRR PE—3 MR 1963 37 4116.72 1415.09 2.91 0.078 63
15 IR —2 KT 1992 18 1 096. 94 826. 37 1.33 0.073 75
16 G 1Ly ) BB — 2 A6 s WA 1954 66 4761.56 985.12 4,83 0.073 23
17 P AR R OR AT —5 MR 1959 51 926. 40 252.73 3.67 0.071 87
18 BRI 1 A6 He WL A1 1954 66 1321.94 304, 45 4.34 0.065 79
19 FITAOREE—5 A6 Hs WL £ 1954 66 504. 12 122.10 4.13 0.062 56
20 T REIE—3 A6 W 1954 66 6 749.71 1701.11 3.97 0.060 12
21 FLFFEE R —1 A6 WL 1954 66 2 617.89 692. 37 3.78 0.057 29
22 MR BEE—3 MR 1959 51 2 514.35 898. 68 2. 80 0. 054 86
23 BRARFIE -2 A6 Hs WL A1 1954 66 4783.76 1323.96 3.61 0.054 75
24 L1 ) B —5 A6 Hs WL A1 1954 66 2 031. 31 569. 94 3.56 0. 054 00
25 8 P R —3 KT 1992 18 1 936. 63 2 189. 39 0.88 0.049 14
26 EEiM—3 KFE 1992 18 255. 83 291. 87 0.88 0.048 70
27 KRB S — 1 AR g 1963 37 2 143.55 1203.52 1.78 0.048 14
28 R RO B — 7 IR 1959 51 650. 66 270.05 2.41 0.047 24
29 REA I —2 A6 WA 1963 37 792. 46 453, 87 1.75 0.047 19
30 ME R BE R — 6 AR 1959 51 1947.57 829. 45 2.35 0. 046 04
31 3% R —1 KFE 1992 18 568. 36 754. 22 0.75 0.041 87
32 MITA DRI —4 A6 L 2 1954 66 2 793.27 1034.21 2.70 0.040 92
33 MR B —2 MR A 1959 51 2 042.11 1 030.98 1.98 0.038 84
34 MITAORIE—3 A6 L 2 1954 66 812.71 331.02 2. 46 0.037 20
35 KRB AR —2 MR A 1963 37 976. 67 746. 04 1.31 0.035 38
36 MITA DI —2 ALk W 1 1954 66 1588.31 689. 48 2. 30 0.034 90
37 L L1 ] B BT — 3 A6 W 1954 66 628. 21 273. 38 2. 30 0.034 82
38 EEW—2 KT 1992 18 593.59 1010. 52 0.59 0.032 63
39 FE I —3 iy B2 X Fif 1993 17 79. 91 145.59 0.55 0.032 29
40 TN RFIE—2 A6 HE W A1 1954 66 4 465.78 2 138.11 2.09 0.031 65
41 MR —4 R 1959 51 1.069.07 768.57 1.39 0.027 27
42 N Ak W A 1954 66 3 642.69 2 080. 68 1.75 0.026 53
43 EEM—4 KF 8 1992 18 565. 28 1209, 74 0.47 0.025 96
44 TG 1Ly A B — 4 A6k W1 1954 66 476. 21 290.13 1.64 0.024 87
45 1 B BB — 2 K 1992 18 266.78 606. 93 0. 44 0.024 42
46 EE—1 KFE 1992 18 206. 00 555. 50 0.37 0.020 60
47 BT BB — 1 A6 Hs WL An 1954 66 242,79 198. 84 1.22 0.018 50
48 B[ BB —3 KT 1992 18 105. 49 521.12 0.20 0.011 25
49 MR R E—1 AR g 1959 51 2 891. 42 7 867.32 0. 37 0.007 21
50 A R —4 KT 1992 18 61. 44 1216.70 0.05 0.002 81
51 PP — 2 16 Hs WL £ 1954 66 21. 25 172.13 0.12 0.001 87
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