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Tablel. The data of street trees and its location.
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Table 2. The level of damage.
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Table 3. The correlation of height of street trees and its damage to hardscape.
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*E%: p<0.001 > **: p<0.01 » *: p<0.05
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Table 4. The damege degree of plant's
pit by different species.
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Table 5. The damege degree of plant's pit by different %‘6 A Fl ﬁfﬁ%}éﬁ @ 4 %’2;}?‘ $£§
species at different DBH. Table 6. The damege degree of pavement
3E:d HATE (%) TR%) RE®%) pl by different species.
A% 1.9 9091 6.82 227 0218 ** — =
" 10-19 8548 1183  2.69 (%) + (%) i E (%)
20-29 5758 3030  12.12 L AE 94.16 5.84 0.00
N EML 19 8125 1250 6.25 0307 *** w6 J—
T 019 7193 1754 1053 NERA= 44.81 34.02  21.16
2029 4488 2598  29.13 2 AR At 3333 2599  40.68
0 e i 3(1)_39 3§g(1) 13'(3)3 13(1).33 0.247 d 88.08 9.27 2.65
k] {f - . X X : *kk
10-19 1429 1429 7143 SEES 2391 38.41 37.68
2029 3182  9.09  59.09 P & 83.49 13.76 2.75
30-39  43.90 488 5122
40-49 1765 1029  72.06 b 100.00 0.00 0.00
50-59  0.00 1034  89.66 3R 57.28 18.45 24.27
60- 0.00 0.00  100.00 £ 3t
A 19 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.098 B8 A 95.92 4.08 0.00
1019 8214 357 1429 e A5t 61.97 1690  21.13
20-29 7826 6.52 1522 5 Bk 2 AR 95.00 3.33 1.67
3039 7273 0.00 2727 v
40-49  100.00 0.00 0.00 A A 86.21 10.34 3.45
W% 19 10000 000  0.00 0.149 e 94.64 1.79 3.57
10-19 67.35 18.37 14.29 '%‘*EL 100.00 0.00 0.00

20-29  61.97 26.76 11.27
30-39 4375 31.25 25.00
& RE 1-9 83.33 0.00 16.67 0.418 ***

10-19 77.19 21.05 1.75 w o~ /‘,l—_ﬁﬁll*ﬁffiif&g’%/g 5‘5 %ri%iﬁ; 35 §§£
2029 4130 3261 26.09 ATEMB AU RS BRI BEREE
i 1-9 10000 000 000 -
Ea 19 0.00 000 100.00 0.089 8R4 k8T BT 55 85(16.7%) ¥ 38 4% 1 &Y B
e ety oo 6ot WA ER R E T E ABH96.5%) Li#(95.1%)
30-39  47.06 588  47.06 B 5 31 (94.9%) B JB 2 44 Ak 3R o
40-49 6667 208 3125 B , B
50-59 4583 000 5417 Mg HES o BREREZIRE &
60- 2500  50.00  25.00 4 S b P
e % m  10-19 10000 000  0.00 0.718 ** Spearman ¥ #A8 Bl 547 > & Rdw & 9 AT
2029 4000  0.00  60.00 A%~ ZAREE ~ M9 %~ & RARERIAE
0-39 33, . 66.6 . .
B ooty GRS K NE AR o LA & RA
rym 1-9 5000 _ 0.00 5000 0342 BAS KIS LS R A » 4 meyanse B
10-19  60.00  10.00  30.00
2029 5556 0.00 4444 FELZTFEZ I M2 FHMHER
30-39  0.00 3333 66.67 N 20 A 0
40-49 000 000 100.00 B 227 o ERAR A 30-39 oy EE 0 62.5%
EMalE 19 5000 0.00  50.00 0.135 IR LRI B R E . BRI
10-19 8077 385 1538
2029 5484 2903 1613 AW 50 oA Eeg bk HBS B HIERE
% AHt  10-19 10000 000  0.00 0386 ** BB EEH Bt iR 0 f s RS A 60 /A
20-29 7826  13.04 870 )
30-39 6250 1875 1875 S EF 0 33.3% M AR H IR % B YR B R
40-49 5000 000  50.00 . .
G 1-9 10000 000 _ 0.00 0294 * ANEBLA= - AR ERBR R AR B‘J"‘ #
10-19 9038 3.85 5.77 B LCHRIERE REMEEMEAM -
20-29 10000 * 000  0.00
ey 19 10000 000 000 -

***: 5<0.001 > **: p<0.01 - *: p<0.05
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Table 7. The damege degree of pavement by different species Table 8. The damege degree of kerb
at different DBH. .
Eigid M1E $B(%) PR BE%) pfE by different species.
e e vy A0 BECO

20-29 84.85  15.15 0.00 LAB 95.15 4.21 0.65
NEA 1-9 80.00 10.00 10.00 0.335 **»* ’J‘ ‘T—%*E%/f:— 72.69 25.63 1.68

10-19  65.57  27.87 6.56 7~ ’ ) )

20-29 3333 3953 27.13 Z At 74.01 18.64 7.34
e = L R
10.19 7143 1429 1429 T 3h $) 68.12 15.22 16.67

2029  63.64 2727  9.09 & RA 81.65 16.51 1.83

30-39 4651 2093 32.56

i 100.00 0.00 0.00

40-49  19.12 2794  52.94 H

50-59 1379 37.93  48.28 3R 79.21 13.86 6.93

60- 1667  0.00 8333 o 4k
prym 1-9 10000 000 _ 0.00 -0.006 S R 94.92 3.39 1.69

10-19 8478 1522  0.00 pdrad 84.29 10.00 5.71

2029 87.84 811  4.05 2 - _ _ .

30-39 9545 455  0.00 ;H/)f:igiﬂ 182 2(5) (1) (7)(2) (1) (7)2

40-49  80.00  0.00  20.00 e AA . . .

P73 8 1-9  100.00  0.00  0.00 0.411 *** T 100.00 000  0.00

10-19  40.82 4286 1633

2029 1127 4225 4648 # 18 100.00 0.00 0.00

3039 1875  12.50  68.75
4 2% 19 8333 1667  0.00 0368 ***

10-19 9649  3.51 0.00 AR BEYATERRIAS B

2029 6739 2609 6.2
i 1910000 000 000 - HRBOFAERAEEREE o AK
BB e o0y e MR GEWMARGER > SIS AT EME

20-29  40.00  20.00  40.00 1# 4TSpearman % & 48 Bl 5 A7 45 4u 0 MR

30-39 7647  17.65  5.88 , ]

40-49  58.00  20.00  22.00 RiEEHHE KX EZESBMEBHRAE

52;)5_9 ;‘233 ;ﬁgg 2388 -0.219(p<0.05)(#%10) » Z#aF K 23R & 48
$%% 19 10000 000  0.00 -0.037 Bl ERMHAERSIESBEEZOBMA

10-19  100.00  0.00  0.00 . o .

20020 9024 976  0.00 # % 0.345(p<0.001)(%10) ~ ¥4 @A EEZ

s oo o &4 48 B 1% 20 2 0.264(p<0.05)(% 10) » £ A8 E K
Hetdt 19 10000 000  0.00 0560 *** EEZRFEMHE - ENHE DB BEIESR

I o Z Mt AR ERMZEELR &

30391000 000 4DOD K10 o 4G HR BAEA1SF 5 AR
SHA 19 10000 000 000 0.056 o HRAGBIBRREET TR -

10-19 9231 7.69 0.00
20-29 100.00 0.00 0.00

EYN ) 10-19 100.00 0.00 0.00 0292 *
20-29  82.61 17.39 0.00
30-39  81.25 12.50 6.25
40-49  50.00 0.00 50.00

e 1-9  100.00 0.00 0.00 0.153
10-19  94.23 1.92 3.85
20-29 100.00 0.00 0.00

+ %, 1-9  100.00 0.00 0.00

#4%: 50,001 » **; p<0.01 » *: p<0.05
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Table 9. The damege degree of kerb by different species
at different DBH. 2 on
L 1 o 10000 000 000 0.8 E 45 i,g_ B~ R % W~ BISHMS
10-19 9465 481 0.53
20-20 8485 12.12  3.03 HEE2PE BB ATEH4ONE
EMi~ 19 8947 1053 0.00 0.053 w5 . " 2 28 e
1019 288 2712 0.0 BHBRANEEBTELEDE  myH
2029 7132 27.13 1.55 PHEFANECLEHBATESH A EIAZRY
3039 67.74 2581 6.45 .
Bl 19 10000 000 000 0271 *** = B (FE48m 0 2000) -
odo e oo 142 A5 S BEE + ME S R B 3R
30-39  79.07 1860 233 Bh o8 > 2 Mam kB 5 2538 K ) M4 HHA
40-49 7059 2500  4.41 . - .
50-59 6207 1724 20.69 REAE - HEBRBEEHHIRFERABRZ £
60- 5000 1667 33.33 E-HPEZRE - FTHHRERB H AT
AR 19 10000 000  0.00 0.050 i ) .,
10-19 8043 1739  2.17 RS R LI BRBEER L CEERE
2029 7973 1757 2.70
3039 8095 952  9.52 1 & A R F AR R 0L R 2 AHAE o MR
40-49 8000 2000  0.00 RANBLAATERR %G - 2RBFZ LM
1T 3 3 19 10000  0.00  0.00 0291 *** . . ‘ K .
10-19 7347 2041 612 B B ERE a3 K ZARE S FIE 3 A
o mor eos et ERA $ATEQBERA T E -
30-39 3125 625  62.50 = RALIN
Lok 19 10000 000  0.00 0373 **= B hadl N A 0 AR B Y 9% 48 F A A R
10-19 9123 877  0.00
2029 6739 2826 435 BE o
i 19 10000 000 000 - E % ok 5 E gk g A RN
P 19 100.00 _ 0.00  0.00 0.054 BRI S EHRHTHAATEE T2
10-19 10000  0.00  0.00 % > B b g B K R AEH R AR R AR
2029 60.00  20.00  20.00 o - e e JURNVE
30-39  81.25 12.50 6.25 );J l%ﬁk(ﬁi% 0] J}E % lﬁﬁk(/ﬁ' /\%A’ITJEJ:-/IA{
40-49 82.00 16.00 2.00 ‘/‘/r‘-iﬁ Fﬁ\’l‘i ° A ,?275/\ 21y v+ /\ﬂ'kHT 5%
50-59  80.00  12.00  8.00 ‘ :
60- 5000  0.00  50.00 "T’ﬁ‘éi‘f’/m?lfﬁ ;] rﬁﬁé » R FERZRRMEY
% 7 19 10000 000 000 0.113 - % g 4E > s "
zgiz 12(5”7"1’ ‘7)-‘1’2 ‘7"1)2 7 5] # R Ex:fﬁ ° Aﬂ' EEATHERE R KR
4049 10000 000  0.00 o BBAREARS 150%150%150cm > NEHA
e p 1-9 10000  0.00  0.00 0.039 *** *ON% . o L oE
10-19 9545  0.00 455 % 90%90*90cm(Bl 3L 4 & K% > 2004) = £ &
2029 8438 938 625 TAATHEABAAZ TR FHE > HEEe®
30-39  60.00  40.00  0.00 . N .
40-499 000  0.00 100.00 ZHEREREHN  MERRENLE > RA
EmalA 19 10000 000 000 - & SN B A2
10-19 10000  0.00  0.00 EHBOAABR SOH > RATHIT 247 1270
20-29  100.00  0.00  0.00 5 Eq%n‘& REHEEEDZRIERETE R
E AR 10-19 9412 588  0.00 -0.053
20-29  100.00 0.00 0.00 P RRAAATESHESEF L > THEAS
3039 9375 000 625 /§i B o
40-49 100.00 _ 0.00  0.00 = . . .
@i 1-9 10000 000 000 - BOERPTASTENASEFHER &%
10-19  100.00 000 0.0 FERAAE s BB RIS AL
2029 100.00  0.00  0.00 TATL AR E
XA 19 10000 000 _ 0.00 -

*¥%: p<0.001 » **: p<0.01 > *: p<0.05
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Table 10. The damage degree of hardscape to plant's pit area by Ficus microcarpa L. and Ficus religiosa

Biig AR @ AE XA %% 48 @48 &
CEFAR) #885(%) FE&) #E%) M%) P E%) BE%)

B 158k 33.33 33.33 33.33 -0.129 * 91.67 0.00 8.33 0.022
1.5047F 83.13 3.61 13.25 88.24 10.29 1.47

ERB LS E 86.96 8.70 4.35 0.345 *** 78.26 17.39 435 0.264 *
1.588°F 51.47 2.94 45.59 50.70 21.13 28.17

%% p<0.001 » *: p<0.05

AeBER > R AILERIZEETHRG/ME

BIE(RL) > B EFRFEE ﬁf»‘%‘ﬁ ’ 7;%‘
LREAZCTEMENEWH  FATEE
RHEMEBRSE R BB MRT X &TH

# 0 BRI ESAR T Bk SR AR
EEREFIRERFER - ABARTREIRRK
* h Bl

SURBERE UTRERZNE

er«
B 1. %iﬁk”‘i%ﬁz%%
Fig. 1.
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The situation of street trees on sidewalk in Chiayi city.
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Street Tree Root Damage to Pits, Pavements and Curbs of Sidewalks
in Chiayi City

Shuo-Wen Tseng ! and Kuang-Liang Huang *

Abstract
The purpose of this study is to understand the street tree root damage in the urban area and its

causes. A total of 24 common street tree species in Chiayi City were investigated. We studied the
roots growth characteristics, the damage to pavements by different street species, and their relations
to tree height, DBH and tree pit size. Of the 24 street tree species investigated, 4 species (Machilus
zuihoensis Hay, Acer serrulatum, Plumeria acutifolia, Palaquium formosanum Hay) caused little or
no pavement damage, 3 species (Adistonia scholaris, Cassia fistula Linn., Ficus religiosa Linn.)
caused pavement damage. Different street tree species also caused different levels of damages. The

DHB of different street tree species and the level of pavement damage showed positive correlation.
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