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Abstract: Thirty typical plant communities were selected in 5 parks around the West Lake in Hangzhou, Zhejiang province. The annual carbon
sequestration and carbon emissions of these communities were estimated by i-Tree software and life cycle assessment method. The effects of tending
and management, and plant community structure on carbon budget were analyzed, and the relationship among canopy density, plantation density, and
ratio of tree and shrub with the carbon budget of plant communities were explored. The result demonstrated that the average carbon budget of
sampled communities was 3 209.40 kgC-a/ha, with an average carbon sequestration of 11 209.87 kgC-a™/ha and average carbon emission of 8
000.47 kgC-a™/ha. It showed that the carbon budget of the plant community could top the largest with the canopy density of 0.50-0.75, plantation
density of 355-750 tree/ha, and the ratio of tree and shrub of 0.25-0.50. It concluded that the carbon budget of plant communities showed a trend of

increasing first and then decreasing with the increase of canopy density, plantation density, and ratio of tree and shrub.
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Fig. 1 Location of the parks around the West Lake
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Fig. 2 Location of sampling plant communities
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Tab. 1 Information of sampling communities

M5 ERMIE AREEE (Bkhm?)  FREERLLHY TR

FARZ: FoHT Sapindus saponaria, HAFER Liquidambar formosana, AKHE
Osmanthus fragrans. 38T Acer palmatum, %57 Lagerstroemia indica
VERZ . FHIF)E llex cornuta ‘Fortunei’ . +XZh55 Mahonia fortune
HARZE: HZFH Cynodon dactylon, 24 Ophiopogon japonicus
FEARJZ: WiTHE Phoebe chekiangensis. JofF. A9 B, AR
2 0.75~1.00 1425 0.46 HERJZ: T Photinia serratifolia, &%<4E Michelia figo
WARZ . BEH Lolium perenne., 4:iifiEM24¢ Ophiopogon japonicus
FrRJZ: #% Cinnamomum camphora, A#E. J¥4H Juniperus chinensis ‘Kaizuca’
3 0.50~0.75 1230 0.32 HARJZ: 253k Hydrangea macrophylla
HAR: YHE Ophiopogon bodinieri
FTEARZ: B, T, ZREAE Prunus x yedoensis
4 0.25~0.50 375 0.25 HEARZ: IlFE . 40134 Euonymus japonicas ‘Aurea-marginatus® . 11
HARSR. 45855 Zoysia japonica
FEARJE: /KA Metasequoia glyptostroboides, AR
5 0.25~0.50 645 0.44 HEARZ: Bk
HRR: EX

1 0.75~1.00 1200 0.33
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Fz1 8D
g HBMIE AAEEEEE (BR-hm?) FREKHLG ER LY
FEAJZ: Hii Diospyros kaki, AHE ., AEUEAE ., X)TUMK
6 0.25~0.50 975 0.39 HERIZ . BRAT Nandina domestica, #15% Rhododendron simsii, JERltf&E

FRZ: W
TEAJZE: FHHA Cedrus deodara, X)TUMK
HEARE . #EH#7K Aucuba japonica var. variegata, /\ff4:#% Fatsia japonica. 11155
Camellia japonica. 4:ifitEt7. M /JVgE Berberis thunbergia *Atropurpurea’
WARZE . FEHE Oxalis corniculata, #iFAHE
ToRZ: BT ARH. REEIE . 30T
HERZE: LIAEHER Loropetalum chinense var. rubrum. 4:#2#k Hypericum
8  0.75~1.00 1305 0.53 monogynum. /NH-#4% Buxus sinica var. parvifolia. JoIMIE . 4oty . L
ANBE R A, NS
TEAZE: FA. KM Celtis sinensis ., 18 JTUHR
9 0.25~0.50 1500 0.11 HEARZE. HEY. ki Pyracantha fortuneana
FRZ: W
FoARJZ: A% Pterocarya stenoptera, ZREASAE. TELZIF5E Malus halliana, AHE
HARJZ: MFLE Jasminum nudiflorum, %%1H25 Prunus cerasifera ‘Atropurpurea’

7 0.75~1.00 1320 0.15

10 0.25~0.50 975 0.54 4424k Hypericum monogynum . JEkIii

TRZ: FEX

TeARZ: B, TG, PIFBH Acer palmatum var. dissectum
11 050~0.75 705 0.82 HERJZ: JORME . LB, I3, S0 /NBE . ALEY

BIARJR, 4EBKE . MEE
FeRIZ: K. WG, ARHE . 455k
12 0.50~0.75 870 0.84 ERZ: &4, NG, MR
WARZ: Wi
TARJZ: WM. k3 Elaeocarpus decipiens. %24 Phoebe sheareri. 78T, K
L N

13 0.75~1.00 1500 0.83 N e o
BARZ: HRohFF. B EA
FAR)Z: FA ., IR Poaannua
2. BRT. S & m NB {1
14 050-0.75 330 0.45 FFRE: JLEF. B, B L. 2=

BORE. BER
TEARE: BT, JE2% Magnolia grandiflora., AT, AHE ., ZRETMIE. Lk
15 0.75~1.00 1425 0.84 HEARE.: Zhilt)e
TRR: A M
TeRIZ: . AR ARHE . XG)TURR
16  0.50~0.75 930 0.42 HERSZ: . AN, JToRtE . e EAR . IR, aAERER
HARE: Wi
FeARJZ: BT FEH) Salix babylonica ., B . AHE | 47 . ZIH Acer palmatum
‘Atropurpureum’
WHR)Z: FRAT. A Pittosporum tobira, K. 4iAE
GARZ: Sk
FEARIE: B, AHE. BHA Podocarpus macrophyllus
HARZ: &g . R, ageiR . A\ 4. &% 7 Euonymus japonicus.,
ek /NgE | PR Hlex crenata, /N
AR WYEL. O Digitaria sanguinalis
TR W, M. AkE. —EREHK Platanus acerifolia, 22155 . 19K
B 2
HARR: . ANty MBS . JoRIME . A
FARZ: Wk
FARE: BT Sta, 7R WA, I
EAZ: HRIT. &y

17 0~0.25 900 0.33

18 0.75~1.00 825 0.32

19 0.75~1.00 1425 0.30

20 0~0.25 855 0.17
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Fx1 &

G5 HBMEE  BAEEERE (Mk-hm?) FREREL A YLy

ROR)Z: Sl EL
FeARZE: #. 475 Ginkgo biloba, #5## Trachycarpus fortune
21 0.50~0.75 480 0.35 HERZ: ZAEMR . ol . Sial . I\ fadt
FIRSE: WL, 454505
FER)Z: WER
22 0.25~0.50 375 0.36 HEARJZ: /N2 T Ligustrum quihoui. 11148, B5#4 Chimonanthus praecox
RR)Z: FA R
FEARJZ: KA Cinnamomum japonicum, ZEEUEAE. ABE. BERT Zelkova serrata
23 0.25~0.50 480 0.19 AR /Nl iR, MR
VAR FX GJFE
TR Hd Tiliatuan, AHE, 4i2s
24 0.25~0.50 795 0.18 HEARZ: IR, ZER . BRI, T RIh57
BIARRE. 4
TeRZ: M. AN gT, ARm
25 0~0.25 1005 0.60 K2 BT Elaeagnus pungens. FHB%. \f4ft
BiAR)E: 44 Trachelospermum jasminoides. ¥YJEL, Zsker
FToRZ: MG, Sha. JTolkE . ZCAEHR

% 00 895 0T wkE R,
TRARJZ: #ikd Ulmus pumila, AHE. H&. ZRE0A84E
27 0.25~0.50 1200 0.53 HERZ: &2bk. MR, IR
WIARZE: X
TeARZ: WAERE, B, Bl . XS)TUBE. %75 llex chinensis
28 0.25~0.50 825 0.65 EARZE: MR, &4yt 2% Lonicera japonica
WIARZE. FX
FEARZ: AMA. E2% Yulania denudata. X3)TUi
29 0.50~0.75 720 0.29 EARJZ . K Hibiscus syriacus. £t . ARZEZE Hibiscus mutabilis
RR)Z: St EL . g5
FrAR)Z: )T Salix matsudana f. tortuosa . # Prunus mume. #k Prunus persica.
IR
30 0~0.25 555 0.29

HEARJE: /N 22T
AR JsFR. R

ZHTE, PTHRREY N TREEE, AERAE, AR 0 ~ 1, %R 0 ~ 1 500 fk-hm?, F¢
VEARLLBIA 0 ~ 1o AHPIEEE R AR 4 ~ 16 Fh-400 m?, b 87% M3 4k MRS , 13% M St
BEE. ATV R, 5 3 RN ZE A AL B, C. D 4 M55k (£ 2) o HAILIABAIEE . At . FRlEARLL
5 3 AP AZERBIE 34N, /N 4 AMRERL, 36 30 MEMRRE , D 2 RN FRODIE SR, B
— IR BSOS R B

®2 EMBRENSRINE

Tab. 2 Grading of plant community structure

TR Y TREAE A (BR-hm?) FrRHEALL B
A 0~0.25 0~375 0~0.25
B >0.25~0.50 >375 ~ 750 >0.25~0.50
c >0.50 ~0.75 >750~1125 >0.50 ~0.75
D >0.75 ~ 1.00 >1125 ~ 1500 >0.75 ~ 1.00

2.2 EYEEEEWNE

TR SR i-Tree £57 Eco V 6.0.29 BT, i-Tree FERUE A TIRTTAMOL /T R ES 1Ak B9 T
Ho ZARE AR S AR 0 BERhEE , RTINS SR R, THE A R &
BRI N IR AE . H i-Tree SRV AR R MR A 2R E Sl Ak KO A A&, Ak
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T

TEYAEETIR IO ) 7 e, 2R MR — N BB AR, A TO RImB A KT, 2R e AR Rk
FEH AR AR T REA THIE . i-Tree B HOMIRIEER RS 1 HEMAFAREANGER, —RETANS
FIRTTHIRARAKARRY, DDA EEAIR . A PRIROKE | FREDIRBUA IR, BB S BN SRR BT A3
Xo 20545 30 MY ) RS Excel &, FFHALD i-Tree BRI PURIAY csv ARASCHE, 2 i
AhFR)E, RURTBEA TR B AE R BRE AT . BTRR . BEARRIEAM S B A, o pr ks
23 FIPEEMHBEE

TS FEAERCR R A A G BRI, DR S R R AR - E B By, A iEmE . 257
WAL 4725, Bebkaddn FSHRO AT B, gt wana bR A s . it g . KT B S BAME R
FRE N FPE R BRSNS SR R | AR . FTER | AR R R AR
RUKE . AFUIERE . FRAME . B3 R RN S Lo R | FiE AL RS,
RIS —Z T BT B GRS IR, [RIRSEID AT P E B H R, R R . I/
BRHERCEDRERE  B5Y | JEAL . RZGHEME) COL B, ABAIRER AR S SIS, ffl (IPCC EZ =S
PRHERGE B8R ARSI 1 (£ 3) , HHEMIE R RHECE .

R3 FPRFERHREREAR

Tab. 3 Greenhouse gas emissions by tending of plant communities

i ML BRI F 7%k s Ak THEBIA F 7% ik
1 ZE 2.73kg CO,-L? [19] 4 ZRHF 7.730 kg CO,-kg™ [21]
2 Bk 2.26 kg CO,-L™* [20] 5 gHE 0.742 kg CO,-kg* [22-23]
3 W) 0.785 kg CO,-KWh' [20] 6 HHLE 0.0727 kg CO,-kg™ [22-23]

231 EW COHKE LB, AR NIRRT XAMACGERK, SKIRLISEM A 3 ZERE A
4y, WS UTIR MR AR B B SRR AR K BRI R . MR AER) CO, TR AT

n
CE . zs= Z CQ; sy XCat O, 4 XC i)

K, CEmainn A1 30 MEMIHREENF=AH) CO HEBUA R s QM AME AR P E M SETITE AR R Qi
SRAFAMEYI A BB KA R C o WSETBRHEIA 15 C o CA/KBRHEBIA -

232 B3 CO#mE %*E%E#@Eﬁﬂ*ﬁﬁﬁfﬁﬂLﬁiéﬁﬁ)\ﬂésﬁg FEPP R F AR BB A LB T RAIL
DUREIA 3 EACRH B BRI AT, DaEchE; FFARLEHBETS AN TEShE, il PR NRHE
WO ABBTEEAER) CO, iJrQ%TAitﬁnT :

1
max /E;:Z(Q ) EXCM
i=]

1, CEmaiinhy 30 MEMTREFASETF2LER) CO HEMUEE; Qe h B MEMRERS ST =R SEIIHAE R C wach
LEHBRHEIA F-

233 MR CO#BE SHEWEEEALESIHEIEIE, FEACamiBiL, AZER0, Frid e AEEH s
APEE G SNE, AR ABCR 2 M S, BEWE IR, B TIERLSid FEEChE 2, RSN
W, R ISR B IR ES 42 100 km, JHFEA 20 L (5EIH) o FEIEPT=AER) COL iHEARINT

CEmai-ﬁEﬂE: Z( Qi-w ><C‘w—l—ggf-f ch—l_Qi-ﬁE?E] XC%?E} )
i=1
K, CEmaien A 30 MEMHEEHEALT =AY CO HEMUE 25 Qi AEMEMERENAIVEE R, Co A EVUE
RHEA 5 Qi AR MEMIREELI TCAHUEEFER:; Cr MICHUEBRHEIIA 15 Quean B MEIARAHEAL = Az B S5
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THFER; C o SLIMBRHEA T

234 K% COHHE WA, AREGESE NS ZAEYAREEHARFIEN R, FE-RZH
Rl 5 IR, RIAFESOFEZIEE] . REE | MLk, ITA RAGYHBCR WIS, SAEE K. ki
FNERHZHE 23450 100 km, JHEER 20 L (%E3) o RGN COLHELRIT

CE i pizi= D (O sz ¥XCorzst O sp*Coy)
i=1

A, CEpaiws A 30 MEAMIREEIE MR LGN COHEMUE 2 Qe MENMEMERE IR ZTEFER; C R
HRHEUN 75 Quua M MEERE R SETEFEE; C o MBI F-
24 EYEEREZEE

TR SR R R A BB 32 oA B M RS A T ke 2 S s AR ek, AR E A B S, A
BEERDUAIRIL, RZWERIE . TRICE R ARFLY RS h BB P ERRL, BRI P R AR B b AR (B AN HE
ELRE Y, L0 AR A 4 BB S5 T RRHE(E T, RICABRBSCZ ARG PERR S . Rl & A AR e A A5
B —ANEBIEFRZ . WK SR BRI BRI S AR

C=CS-CE,,

R, C MAREZGHIEY S R E BRI &, CS A MEMRRE RIS & CEn AR MEY
BEE TR EH B CO, FHEUES & .
25 HIEAIE

% H Microsoft Excel 2010 4t i+ FIEEHEE, SPSS 25.0 /- #1%dlE, Origin 2021 1R .

3 ZXREpM

3.1 EYIEERII

M AVTLISH, SR A PSR & 3 209.40 kgC-a™-hm™?, i, FEAS 21 MBRICE B
(24 436.34 kgC-a™-hm?) |, iZHESMHIRAE R EEE P . ARSI, BEELIRTIA T, HiBsY . MlETk
N, FEPEERRHER H B BREE 15RO B A . FEA 28 BOBRIC B AR, b - 426158 kgC-a-hm?, &
ERIUNBRIE, ZERE RS e . A E KA, BaGES, SEROEYAERIRRAE, AR 2H
g, P S, BIRAREIREDN, il & mik.
3.1.1 MHEYEEEHKESN MR i-Tree FAFITHEAF T, HUIMERIEIH L bl 2 M Py B EV 0T 3 4E 6 i &
11 209.87 kgC-a™-hm?, Hi3& 4 v, HE 21 AR B AE B =05, b 31 .000.00 kgC-a™-hm?, #EEAIE
IRl . BT, ST | ZIAERER SR BRE R SRR, BRE A 2 U RLIX Y & A8
FE WA SR 3 et v, AR EE Ay 4.75 KK-100 m?, FRiEH A 0.35, REMIAEKOIRSR 1T, BRELETAE,
IR RR 8 . FE, 20 SERIBREIRAG, h 2 758.41 kgC-at-hm2, AT . Thh . MAFESTARIEE
SN . ERTEER, FTAERESN, W BAHGE, BEEARA RS, XSRS B RA R R
3.1.2 MAEERAHMAT  SAEPEEE TR (6 059.76 ~ 9 940.09) kgC-a™hm?, FH4ERHE =
>4 8.000.47 kgC-a™-hm?, HEs 7 KM HEE S0 BEHIRC =R, 4 9 940.09 kgC-a™-hm?, iZHEH A AR AT EE A
RALT Y s, MY ERE , RN, M TERTKERTIARS, HARZSHANEEEHFRE X,
RSP E PR BRI R s %, HOWBRICCA TAEA , A R BRI B A 14 AR I A
JEAE EIEP BRHECE IR (6 059.76 kgC-a™-hm?) , iZFESHR B B /D, TriELh B, WA
fiX, FPTEREAN, IR AR RER R, HXHEY ARG A IEVER



6 FRIEE, S5 HUMBRPU TN 22 bel 2Rt AR N AR S RIS S Al A

F4 BHEHBREEE
Tab. 4 Carbon budge of sample points

a5 AR EEE FRERHB] AFERIBRE(kgC-at-hm?) SERRIER/(kgC-at-hm?)  AERRI Y B/(kgC-a™-hm)

1 D D B 24 296.26 9552.72 14 743.55
2 D D B 12 927.71 9398.41 3529.30
3 C D B 14 194.55 8 753.78 5 440.77
4 B A A 3533.58 6 590.01 -3056.43
5 B B B 11 545.36 6939.09 4 606.27
6 B C B 9929.83 6 857.18 3072.65
7 D D A 8630.11 9940.09 —-1309.98
8 D D c 14 890.64 9516.45 5374.19
9 B D A 5470.34 8 469.96 —2999.62
10 B C C 5103.26 7 908.65 —2805.39
11 C B D 20 573.67 9 046.72 11 526.95
12 C C D 7362.91 8742.19 -1379.28
13 D D D 7041.75 8998.77 —-1957.02
14 C A B 10 125.52 6 059.76 4 065.76
15 D D D 11 779.66 9197.43 2582.23
16 C C B 22799.71 7700.43 15 099.28
17 A C B 5071.26 7172.66 —2101.40
18 D C B 10 623.24 8129.42 2493.82
19 B D B 9980.70 8220.49 1760.21
20 A C A 275841 6141.90 -3383.48
21 C B B 31 000.00 6 563.66 24 436.34
22 B A B 8 386.34 7378.99 1007.35
23 B B A 10 798.16 7035.92 3762.24
24 B C A 9809.31 7 174.00 2635.31
25 A C C 5119.88 7 693.97 - 2574.09
26 A C D 4 804.05 7 929.65 -3125.60
27 B D C 9134.73 8 755.49 379.24
28 B C o 4046.93 8 308.51 - 426158
29 C B B 25 857.73 8 489.61 17 368.12
30 A B B 8700.56 7348.25 1352.31
SERIE - - - 11 209.87 8 000.47 3209.40

3.2 HEHIETFEMRERIGIRIFNE
321 A RAFEABBCE T & 3 R ANIARPH BN 2 P S A P A TP A B SR 0
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Fig. 3 Comparison on carbon budget of plant community with different canopy density
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kG T3 Ah 2 FhPE F BRI K, SRR A BRI R LU ] — 54k, S BT ASIRI ISP BE X Ha P
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Fig. 5 Comparison on carbon budget of plant community with different proportion of tree and shrub
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