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Low Temperature Adaptability of Ficus Plants in
Landscape Application in Dali City

YANG Zhongwen, YANG Ruixian, ZHANG Yuxin, LI Xiongjun, MA Li
(Dali Vocational and Technical College of Agriculture and Forestry, Dali, Yunnan 671003, China)

Abstract; In order to fully understand the injury degree of low temperature to Ficus in Dali, this study
investigated and analyzed 20 Ficus quadrats in February 2021. The low temperature injury degree of each
quadrat was transformed into cold injury index to perform statistical analysis. The results showed that Fi-
cus plants were more vulnerable to low temperature cold injury in the north of Dali than those in the
south, more vulnerable in the west of Erhai than those in the east, and more vulnerable in the suburbs
than those in the urban area, and the difference of tree species showed non—prominent association with
cold injury severity. This paper indicated that Ficus plants in Dali were less affected by low temperatures,
and most could be restored through measures such as pruning and maintenance, which were more suitable
for landscape greening applications in Dali City and were planted in low latitude areas and urban areas.
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Fig. 1 Temperature changes in Dali City from December 2020 to January 2021
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Tab.1 Classification standard for cold injury of Ficus plants
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Tab.2 Survey results of cold injury of
Ficus plants in Dali in 2021
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Fig.2 Impact of northern and southern differences on
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cold injury of Ficus plants
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Fig. 3 Impact of eastern and western differences on

cold injury of Ficus plants
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Fig. 4 Impact of urban and suburban differences on

cold injury of Ficus plants
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Fig. 5 Impact of tree species differences on

cold injury of Ficus plants
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