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Abstract: This paper, using Xuhui District of Shanghai
as a representative of urban areas and Jinshan District as a
representative of suburban coastal areas, analyzed
meteorological data from the perspective of street trees,
focusing on the maximum wind speed and direction
during periods of high typhoon frequency. Then, it
inputted these basic data into CFD (computational fluid
dynamics) simulations to model the wind environment of
the study area. Afterwards, it evaluated the “wind-tree”
ecology of the streets based on wind speed grades, street
orientation, and the road greening structure. Finally, it

obtained the comprehensive evaluation results of the wind
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over a 20-year period(1986-2015)
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5 SN &4 B A T e A B X AT Fif
1 HUE % XL Ji) 5 23 — BRI ZEREAEAR (Platanus acerifolia)
2 TV L[ 5 43 — A 2 TEREAL
3 P XS] PO 4 — M TERREAR
4 TR R[] R 43 — R 5PN ( Koelreuteria bipinnata)
5 WLk B ) LA TE — A = Wi (Catalpa bugei)
6 TR L[ 5 43 — R 2 I
7 BuT v L) P A — M BRI
8 MENINYES OIS — M 52 P2
9 SCRE % K] P48 — A A B (Zelkova serrata)
10 MTEa) B[] B4R — A 2 yo
11 v L) P A — MR Jo
12 FRUT % FfL ) LA —HR i = T




5 2 41 RAEIT, % - BN

S N TR S R AR T KRB PR A 217

TH ATV IE DX 4 1 11 DX A VAT P V2 A o )
AT 2 X, At ] Pl S B s o X PN A A AR
fRUMRE R £, PR EAE, T XN A
BB AT e b B AR T 2 g il DX 8, R B TE W 7 A
BB . BT 5 SR WA, A 8 &
H% , AR R B — | 33 Ry XS] DO A O LA 8
23 ) AEDL B 4238 DL R A TIE 5 8 e A A 8 At

BB AN i B Zis A = s 5
M X, B 2 AR AT S8 (R 2).
1.3 HIRAE

S3 AT A4S 0l I 30 4 8] 1 G B E AT S AR R
IREERFAE , X ERTE XA 42 11 X = B E A2 F ArcGIS
1 Sketch UP #4547 47 IE fEA%, 5 A FLUENT
B X 18 X 64T CFD BRI, S P T A s 450
HRIBRIE £ - e BREL, 1548 2 000 U, B4 725 [ AR

200m 400m 600m 800m 1.0km 1.2 km

E8 TRbiEEX IS S HiNE
Fig. 8 Road network structure and axonometric

map of suburban coastal area

®2 MIBREBRMERFUHERIRITEMTE

Tab. 2 Layout pattern of street greening and street tree species in suburban coastal area

75 SIEN -2 7S TE gAY T % 2 b AT AR ATIERIFp
1 BUH A K IE W] DU 4 U Fi 2 BERS
2 TE 4 K] PO 425 =Y LR, i (Cinnamomum camphora)
3 MERUT S XL Y 2 =P YHEERR(Quercus nuttallii)
4 T ikt XL a] Y 23 E — MR i
5 TeEAR it L] DU 4 =R LR
6 WS s XL i) 7 2 —HR P i
7 HIHKIE XL DY 2R P F = Al BERE E PN IRR SRS (Ginkgo biloba)
8 L% O] NEESTE — R i
1.3.1 RS M B E

DA DX S8 ) 30 i JRUER B R AU T 42, 48 7 H R AT
S22 TR 3 B2 000, DU X P o el 5K
Wi BE HAE R 1 B A0 A5 HE A S B
I A S ARHEEE S B RS B 3H ., W
A DX 3 AR Y LAY ROBE AR T, RS R R R 1. 6
kmX 1. 6 km>x0. 3 km,

P X BT 5 A ANSY'S #4019 ICEM CFD
i, TR AR i RO R AR, SR RS54 10
A% B A, K] 43 BT R DU TR P A% (Tetra) o 1 AES
FAL A A 37 3K i $80F 25 BR il , BEAS 3 2 g 28 4%
BT LA N 45 ST AE | AE KR I T PR B AR SO
RIS AT AT, e i BEE R 5 1R
BERIUCHC . A XA T S A% AR 3 6 802 836
A, T RBIE I X A0 1B A% B 945 5444~
1.8.2 AR MEE

BEE A L R B A 13 5 (velocity
inlet) , N HVADHLRE BN C 28, 0=0. 22", HAE T
T 53 | 72 XURELAE i 30 1ty ) XU R A, 222 v s I

1 DR R BE AR . A R B B KU AT AR LR R
T

u=u,(z/z,)a
Ao BT = = BEAL B RGE , mes s u h S
JEE A ) XU 5 =2, SR A4 ol XU N R R, — R R
10 mo

FRPEARAL DX RN 4 111 X8 H -3 dpe R E i 15
EHNSE, AU BRI 10 mm BERGEE 11 mes ™,
H kA A KU (SE ) 5 TR I X BCE R 4R 10 m s
FERGHE 14 me=s ', 916 KU AR EgXU(SE) .

B O A A R Coutflow ) | B H i T
FRMEAWE e TS . SR S i
T ZEAS AL i1 5 ANy, BRI 6 1 R TG i 7% 1Y) B T 2%
4 (no slip wall) .

2 HERS5HH

PRI TE 5 IR ZRIN AR T 48 SR XA ™ F
i, DR IR AEUA T TE AR XL 3 JBE (13 m) Ak A IR



218

6] 5% K 2 2 (A 4K BE 2 B

o5 53 %

R/ (m-s~ )

a BURIX11 mes™ ST UMb 13 mAk KGE4 A P

R/ (m-s ™)
15.515

b TIRBEEIEIX 14 m-s~ SV T UL 13 A KU 43 A5 14

B9 ARXIEILHE 13 m KEST
Fig. 9 Wind speed distribution 13 m above ground

= B A i B KA i 3L 8l . INE 9 vl LI
EE RSO DX Sul 110 7 XU e BB 1 T A 1

IGEIREE 1) By A 3, >4 X ) 5 3 B 1) T BT £
/NTF L5, IXUBH R8O S5 /0N, 5 7 28 SRR R 9t 3
T, KU K s Y fAE 15°~A5 G I, XUtk A f il
2352 B — € By B HSE 147 e VBN XU E it
TEA B 3 5 RSB i R XU DX 3k, S s A7 1
R R IR XL i) (%) 3 B 1A, 9 ) B 2 ) S5 i AL
TR R) e FN BT 15 AT I R, AT A BRI XL
T kG B DX e 4 1 BT 2 AR v X

e 5T XU A, 0 DA T] 5 B ] T e
FARKT AS BT, VR S SR A 30 JRU AT XU BELJE AR
A, XUME DL E AR 757 38 P XU B A R R
. 75 G WU & DX 3 B AN i 18035 2o 22 X ) 7
T AEE 2 22 A 0 T 3 XA 39 R A R
BB R EEK . AT DAFE 3 T XU i ) i
ST AP SR A vy 1) 8, RS i/ e f A 15° LA
AR [ 7 3, 5 38T SRy e £ 15°~45° i1
2.1 EERETN

AT LL 4 mes™ A3 & X PR B 25 2R
9 KU HEA T 3 280 53, G 4 IR 28 5 R s AT 1B
P TE 0 S XU 32 4003 1 AT R PR /N 2K, AR
DX TR T T DX XU 2 0] 3235 R (&1 10) 7T LAV
A b 2 30 A L 235 R 9 XU o3 A R AIE o Pl 2
ArcGIS A4 roxt 8 i K SF e b 7 b b, 7
DX AR rh i A XU 5347 2R A T 3 v R A 5]
i, VAE B AS SCH AR e , RS L H 2
[B] A3 — SRS B, e M R — SR B h b S
BN E A BRI BB S s
AH A2 R I 5 B G A . A R XD X s 5
T RR SV DX AL DXl % XU 45 0 35 P 0] 3R A

EEMEA B.C.D 41459,

GE T R X 5 THARR TR X 4 A XU 25 4% (1Y) ¢ 1B
KB 7 b, A XX AE G A 5 B IR B B
FEAT AR , (H XGRS 4h C 5 D A B B 7 L2l
AT B 1 2 5 - A DX RGH Sk D 114 B B
B e (14%0) 5 RGHESEGR C 1Y H(159%0) JLF-
AHTA] , 1T R v DX v KGR A5 25 0 D (19 B B i He
(8%0) B A /b, KL A5 9% Ry C 19 % BE K i 1
(23%) 5 R R B §)5 H(21%) JLFAHIA . 3%
KT, SR IX A R B 7 bl s T i KBTI IX

T TEATIE R AR I KRR R e ez 2|
el 0, AT AR Sl T S AR RU ) 1) e A 8 XUER
T IR 1530 A 2%, 3857 6 B 1 A XU SR
TIVEMARAE (3R 3) , FLA BRI S A B AL (SE) ,
PL5 2 3 A 7 1 (45°/135°) Rl 4 AN I B oy
A, BERIX S T RR I X B 1) 4 KU T
BRI P8 B LR 11, 7T AR Y, 2 X A A T
R 25 5 32 B KRB = 28 , T T B IE IX T3
A [ (4 S BT, IXUOGA T T R 14 S A R X /N
2.2 KRB & KB BE 1 OB B SR AL S5 VT

TH AL 5 P 2 531 2 B R A o 1 R 4k
TR LB AS R] 32 L 15 0 A 7 2 8 9 J3 348 Jon i
PET; AT A TE R INET I AR 0, X 5 KU il
IRE 1T B MR SZ 5 E KBS T . LBl A 5K
HEHE TATAETE TG I8 ek A SR Tl
PRIEAV TR 3 B N SRt £ St 5% R A ut
& KT I RE T s , A R TR R AU (3=
4) o LU B A CE R 3 5t R, IS o3 S 22 i) 2y —
HRMEEL  TE ArcGIS il st f— 4 B L8N 4l 4L
53 AR Al A AR A5 B T Ak fh 45+ 1) BELV
TR AR N E 12 7R o



5 2 41 FRAIT, 265 - 5 XU 57 T R TSR A ) 2P BB UL 96 T 787 T8 KBRS Al

219

R /(m-s )
16

12
8

4
0

TE B X S
D
C

—
o8]

A

( (N
@ d
200 400 600 800 1000m O /200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400m

a ALK A R S5 2 ]
TE I R S

W

m 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400m

b TR X 1 e X S R
10 #RREBHEREKESERE
Fig. 10 Speed grades of road wind

R3 KEATERBIR DTN

Tab.3 Damage evaluation of wind-induced street tree

LU ] TEREE 0] K e/ () PP
0~90 IR 7155
.- 90~105 5% 165~180 IR 7 —
ARHSIH (SE) 105~1208§, 150~165 87 AL
120~150 TR 7

I3l % A SR DB B 2R AR A5 A HEA T PR
GRSV S A BU B (5 L, 2R R
D I 2 KA s B A 48 F o IKUAS) BEL# BE T — it
B 20— A A P A4, R B B B 4 5 LA
RENNKUCA - TR 7 8970 7 IEA BB (26 20 ) 5 B
i RE 155 B BE(14.040) , o — ARy X0 43 5 BHL
i RE ISR A BE(400) , o — MR R AE . T
SRR DX R AT JOA T TEA B B 5 BEL 77 598 1) i B
JEE o LU 55 BHL 7 — i i B o AT, 20 i)
436 5 4104, BEHE 775 5 8% BLE) S DU AR T 2000 42

18, 7ERH# ) — B9 BB, 320 RHE b He y =y
Al AP ATE 9 00 R o He oy — B ity =X 420 5 BEL
T 5 1 B B A o EE 1604, 340 — AR P A =
LETES

3 HFHitSMHEN

3.1 EBRKMMEEZEEIFM

SRR IXC ) T B e P A 7 AR Sy i XUBE )
5353 (8 — A PR 2, 300 PR KGRI [+ P i B ]
AL TR , KOS AT IR FIRIR 18570 5 TR 15
i DX AR o3 A8 KGR | SR AL Al Aty XURE T L e B
JE ] B KB S R B R Eoh, TR IR X
SR DU Tl A BUR |, i KRE By B
PRRF , I RR I DX XIS A s B BE o LU R
TR, AR X KBRS 22 1 B BRI A A
IR S5 20 e )1 L, LR RS DX S B ] ] A7 TR TG



220 [l o K 2 2 MCH 9K BE 2% O

200400 600 800

1000 1200 m

N
O

[g@ljﬁ‘iﬂ 7155

=
—W%ﬁ%ﬁ
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200m

a FEIX A% BUE XA 14

b TR DX B B ] KB 1 PR IR

B 11 5 XIEHY i B AE [m KRR 1 B

Fig. 11 Evaluation of road orientation in the study area

T4 BRI R BRI 88 S IEM
Tab.4 Evaluation of wind blocking ability of road

green space structures

PR MEGHLBEEGE AN
‘ R eI
AR KB T
R A

W = st L
R LS 158

EUTLEN Bt

P PR At L
BRI L)

FTIE R T ICHE XURE 1 BORR IR OO , X — B2 T
SR e T AL A T P A 0 R AR s T i R
TREXHA T AR Y BRI, M e Bk i e — 2Dk
3.2 LigmEHENKIMEMRULEIL

HER X ARAL Y FEEARANT

N
\/l-\r
Nt

- T
TR ) T
— T 1155 — P15
— 18] fig — 12— i
— 1 — A 13
200 400 600 800 1000 1200m Q0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200m

(1) TeATIE R 8 B R A . B PR A T
R R AR AT A (R A TIE A
IR — RO IR A/ e e LU RN 2565 Y
FICAE BT, IR THBH RIS R, Al A R A
Kk o Flangl e 1 B IUe pg 2 Bl X in) Y 4=
B, WIRBEEAN B, T DAAE 50 WAE P S — i
B AR BT RUE B — A7 AR A
B ATIER 0 1l 12 (B AT R, PR A bR A A <
SES AR , BP0 v, (B 2
e 4~5 H Bt 5 BB PERAT 5 AR FE i A
PAZETE | IR TEAN B4, W R il el 50, AR AT
A5 NATHE Z AFAE R AMEZS (], R I B e )
TEEH R, WL F A e ) R D HEFERME TR HE
H AL N (Liquidambar styraciflua) , 2 [ ]
AP SR S B W 70 B [ ) [ P 9 [V

N
(n
R

a FERIX BB AR A T 1]

b TR X Y8 Bk 25 H T

E12 ®HRXEHERFBERITNE

Fig. 12 Evaluation of road green space structure in the study area
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AR T EL A LB A (B 1 [R] s A A B XU
T TR B 15 A ML, SO R 8 i B KU, AR
IR BATIEMTE R INIEA T SZ 45 T REVE

(2) 18 B AL A5 14 25 0] & A B B Ak A =X .
3R FH = H D Xk b p A S B LR R
i 5 B p) AR R BT BN R TR SR THE AR AL
SR YT R T, TR TE B KBRS o TE R AN AT
R, Prik e BB XEE 1 5 W FE M E R TRARFREE,
(] 2% HC A RS 45 T N 2 AR LS Ak 0T 3 I8 S A 7 T R
AR R0 ST o 5] A e B8 A — B A A X BT T
T, IR M A Bk, RIS 0 e (B T
(AP S ety 2ty v T MR ) IV R 2 B s T
P 5 RIS . TR SR AN XU A 1 7
A AT E R TR RV | BRIEAE 5 X El K
DR s S Ry AF & T B A T AR A FE X Ur 2, HfE
17 MR P XM B 19 T8 T T R K 2 (Metasequoia
glyptostroboides) ¥ T W %% W K 20 46 # K
(Loropetalum chinense var. rubrum) . 7K J&Fk
WEEL R RN, T ST, RS SR R ] T
(UNENNEAWER C PRI IR -7 o = SN € i p N R
N, B3 3~4 1 FELLIA, 5 S R4 O b A RE
PR BB RS

25 b R DIMRITIE S AR R R S HESR P
BRI 28 ZR G0 AF AR R B BT AU
BF AR R 22 A DT HC 0 A % 8 XU SRR TE )T
ST X X S AR Ak , BIHEITT XU B T, 3 i A
BRGEWMERH R EZAEH] .

1EE TTmk A A :
SRAEIT - SYE T LA SR AR .
TS - S 56 St M SC B ARE
WA  SCI I S 4 R T
ik R EEBO TS ER T
kBRI . SCREE S AL .
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