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Abstract 

 

This work amid to estimate the garden flora's composition and richness, and to determine to what extent they 

provide habitat for alien species, in addition to focusing on threatened species. For this evaluation, life forms, duration, 

geographical distribution, medicinal, economic, and environmental uses, and conservation categories are given , using 

literatures. Field trips during 2018-2019 were conducted to cover seven gardens in the studied area. 57 species were 

recorded belonging to 51 genera and 20 families, where the richest garden was S7 (29 species). Poaceae and Asteraceae 

had almost half the number of the recorded species (19 and 9 species respectively), and Euphorbia (four species) was the 

most represented genus. 43 species were native to Egypt, while 14 species were alien. The life form spectrum showed 

that the majority of species were therophytes (40 species), moreover, based on the duration and phytogeographical 

categories, annual species (41) and monoregional species (22 species) and Mediterranean one (34 species) were the most 

represented species in the study area. Medicinal plants had the most uses, while phytoremediation had the most 

represented environmental benefits. Furthermore, 22 species were categorized as IUCN threatened species. Our study 

revealed the unlimited role of the public garden in the Nile region. 
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Introduction 
 

One of the most uncommon types of botanical 

assemblages is the flora of gardens. One of the few 

remaining areas for the world's rapidly urbanized 

population to see and connect with nature is urban green 

spaces. City greenery is crucial for providing ecosystem 

services and supporting societal well-being in heavily 

populated and pressured metropolitan areas. The 

Estimation of gardens areas in Stockholm has is more 

than16% (Colding et al., 2006), while in the UK it ranges 

between 22-27% (Loram et al., 2007), and in  Dunedin, 

New Zealand it rises to 36% (Mathieu et al., 2007). 

The potential value of gardens for enhancing 

biodiversity has long been recognized (Goddard et al., 

2009). In addition, they revealed that in developing 

countries, initiatives to enhance the biodiversity value of 

gardens by conservation NGOs and governments are now 

commonplace. Humans appear to have a significant 

influence on the composition of garden flora. This may be 

due to the fact that garden plants are rarely considered in 

terms of their environmental impact (Smith et al., 2006). 

There is a widespread recognition that gardens are 

significant for wildlife (Baines, 2000; Good, 2000; Gilbert, 

2012). On the other hand, to understand how garden flora 

may affect wildlife, quantified descriptions of the 

occurrence and abundance of individual plant taxa are 

required (Smith et al., 2006). The Plants' taxonomic or 

native plant status may have a role in determining the 

strength of the relationship between the species that are 

linked with it, such as nectarivores and herbivores ( French 

et al., 2005), also one of the most serious risks to the 

world's biological diversity is the non-native species  

(International Union for the Conservation of Nature and 

Natural Resources (IUCN, 2000)., In addition, Knowing 

the factors impacting the size and membership of plant 

assemblages in gardens, as well as a quantitative 

description of them, would be helpful in understanding how 

gardens interact with the environment (Smith et al., 2006). 

Two principal ecological issues need to be discussed 

about garden flora. The first issue; there is a growing 

awareness of the potential usefulness of gardens in terms of 

biological variety (Gaston et al., 2005). While the second 

issue is that domestic gardens are now included in 

numerous conservation initiatives as in the UK (“ London 

Biodiversity Partnership, 2001), but knowledge about them 

is still poor. In addition Atha et al., (2016) mentioned that 

documenting the garden’s flora is useful for number of 

purposes. It gives useful information to the horticulturists, 

through which they can find out if there are any new 

invasive species on the horizon, which will help to avoid 

future incursions in the region. Furthermore, these data 

serve as a source of biodiversity documentation, flora, 

ecological research, and conservation initiatives for the 

garden and its surrounding areas. According to Nova et al., 

(2018), cities are home to almost 54 percent of the world's 

population, and ongoing urbanization, coupled with 

population increase, will result in an extra 2.5 billion 

people living in cities by 2050. Therefore, as a result of 

urbanization, the benefits and issues linked with gardens 

are expected to increase in the near future. (Coventry, 

2001), making the need for such work even more urgent. 

This work aims to estimate the floristic composition 

and its richness in Beni-Suef City gardens and to 

investigate the extent to which gardens provide habitat for 

alien species because it is widely assumed that garden 

flora is planted by locals. Moreover, this work is 

approximately the first guide for researchers who are 

interested in conservation efforts in our area. 
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Material and Methods 

 

Study area: The Egyptian climate is arid to hyper-arid. 

Beni-Suef city lies between 28
◦
 55. 626′ N 31

◦
 26. 282′ E 

elev. 888 ft. (studied area) is in the southern part of the 

Nile delta and the upper part of the Nile valley where the 

climate is hyper-arid.  The annual rainfall ranged between 

80-200 mm year-1 during the period 2012 to 2018. 

(https://power.larc.nasa.gov/) (Fig. 1). 

 

Data collection: Plant samples were collected from a total 

of 7 public gardens (stands) in the studied city during field 

trips from 2018-2019. In each garden, the wild plants were 

recorded, and plant samples were collected and identified 

by utilizing the available taxonomic and floristic literature; 

Tackholm, (1974) and (Boulos, 1995, 1999, 2000, 2002, 

2005, 2009). Each species was assigned to alien or native 

categories according to (Shaltout et al., 2016). Based on the 

position of the regenerating buds and the portions that were 

shed during the unfavorable season, the life forms of each 

identified species were determined (Raunkiaer, 1934). The 

growth form(trees, shrubs, perennial herbs, annual herbs, 

annual forbs, annual grass, perennial grass, and sedges) of 

each species was decided (Boulos, 1995; 1999; 2000; 2002; 

2005; 2009). At each stand, the phytogeographical 

affinities of the recorded species were determined 

according to Zohary, (1973) and Wickens, (1976). The 

collected samples were deposited in the herbarium of the 

Botany and Microbiology department of Beni-Suef 

University (BNSU). The information on the economic uses 

of the recorded taxa was collected from herbalists, and 

previous literature (Shaltout et al., 2010; Bidak et al., 2015; 

El-Saied et al., 2018). The conservation category of the 

collected species was checked globally according to the 

updated IUCN Red List 2021, (IUCN, 2021). 

 

Result  

 

Floristic composition: From seven gardens (Al-Shallal 

Garden (S1), The Zoo (S2), Abdeen Garden (S3), 

Administrative Prosecution Club Garden (S4), Nile 

Garden (S5), Doctors' Club Garden (S6) and University 

Garden (S7) in the studied region (Beni-Suef city), 57 

taxa were collected belonging to 51 genera and 20 

families, ranging from 13 to 29 species in individual 

gardens, 75% (43 sp.) were native to Egypt, while ca. 

25% (14 sp.) were aliens. 79% of alien taxa were 

therophyte and 86% were annual. 

Poaceae and Asteraceae were almost half (49%) of 

the recorded species. They were represented by 33% (18 

genera and 19 species) and 16% (9 genera and 9 species) 

respectively. In addition, Fabaceae and Euphorbiaceae 

were represented by the same number of species (2 genera 

and 5 species and 5 genera and 5 species, 

correspondingly). On the other hand, 20 families included 

33% (19 species) and each was represented by less than 4 

species (Fig. 2a). 

 

Life forms: Seven life forms were recorded in the current 

study (Fig. 2b). The majority of species (40 species, ca. 

70%) were therophytes, followed by hemicryptophytes (6 

species, ca. 10%), then geophytes (5 species, ca. 9%), but 

chamaephytes and phanerophytes were represented by an 

equal number of species (2 species, ca. 4%). In addition, 

hydrophytes and geophyte-halophytes were represented 

by one species each (ca. 2%). 
 

 
 

Fig. 1. Distribution map of the studied city. 

https://power.larc.nasa.gov/
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Fig. 2. (a) Species richness families, (b) Life forms, (c) Duration, (d) Chorology, (e) Benefits. 

 

Duration: The garden flora was represented by 41 ca 

72% annual species (24 annual herb, 13 annual grasses & 

4 annual forbs), 13 species (ca. 22%) were perennial, but 

sedge, tree, and shrub each of 2% were represented by 

one species each (Fig. 2c).  

 

Chorology: From the results of chorological analysis of 

the surveyed area (Table 2), it was revealed that 39% of 

the recorded species (22) were monoregional, (S5 &S6 

have the most monoregional species; 10 species in each), 

32% (18 species) were biregional and 40% (23) were 

plureregional, with their range extending across the 

Mediterranean, Saharo-Sindian and Sudano-Zambezian. 

The Mediterranean-Irano-Turanian had the most 

bioregional (3) species and plureregional (12) species. 

41% of the monoregional species were paleotropical, 

followed by pantropical 32%, then Mediterranean and 

American 9%. The Mediterranean one were represented 

by 34 species (59 %). Cosmopolitan represented 30% (17 

species) of the total recorded species. 
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Table 1. The red list evaluation of taxa of the present study according to IUCN categories (based on IUCN list 2003). 

Evaluated species  IUCN categories 

Poa annua L.  Least concerned 

Trifolium resupinatum L. var. minus Boiss.  Least concerned 

Plantago major L. Least concerned 

Imperata cylindrica (L.) Raeusch.  Least concerned 

Avena fatua L.  Least concerned 

Lolium perenne L.  Least concerned 

Polypogon monspeliensis (L.) Desf.  Least concerned 

Portulaca oleracea L. subsp. Oleracea  Least concerned 

Pluchea dioscoridis (L.) DC.  Least concerned 

Echinochloa colona (L.) Link.  Least concerned 

Euphorbia prostrata Aiton   Critically Endangered 

Phragmites australis (Cav.) Trin. ex. Steud.  Least concerned 

Cynanchum acutum L. subsp. Acutum  Least concerned 

Urtica urens L.  Least concerned 

Eleusine indica (L.) Gaertn.  Least concerned 

Paspalum distichum L.  Least concerned 

Echinochloa crus-galli (L.) P. Beauv  Least concerned 

Capsella bursa-pastoris (L.) Medik.  Least concerned 

Brachiaria reptans (L.) C.A. Gardner & C.E. Hubb.  Least concerned 

Medicago sativa L.  Least concerned 

Gnaphalium polycaulon Pres.  Least concerned 

Persicaria salicifolia (Brouss. ex Willd.) Assenov.  Least concerned 

Panicum coloratum L.  Least concerned 
 

Spatial distribution pattern of species within habitats: 

About 37% (21 species) namely Urtica urens, Eleusine 

indica,  Cyclospermum leptophyllum, Dactyloctenium 

aegyptium, Paspalum distichum, Dichanthium annulatum, 

Ricinus communis, Senecio glaucus, Echinochloa crus-

galli,  Capsella bursa-pastoris, Amaranthus hybridus L. 

subsp. Hybridus, Conyza bonariensis, Cichorium endivia 

subsp. divaricatum, Pseudognaphalium luteoalbum, 

Brachiaria reptans, Medicago sativa, Glebionis 

coronaria, Gnaphalium polycaulon, Persicaria 

salicifolia, Lepidium didymium and Panicum coloratum 

were recorded only once. On the other hand, five species 

namely Cynodon dactylon, Poa annua, Sonchus 

oleraceus, Euphorbia peplus and Cyperus rotundus var. 

rotundus were recorded in all sites and all were native 

taxa.  Only three genera were represented by more than 

one species; Euphorbia (E. hirta, E. peplus, E. prostrata 

and E. heterophylla), Chenopodium (C. album and C. 

murale) and Amaranthus (A. viridis and A. hybridus) and 

the 48 genera were represented by single species. 

 

Economic uses: The economic uses of the recorded 

species were categorized into three main classes, 

medicinal uses which included Urtica urens, Euphorbia 

peplus and Solanum nigrum, human food included Malva 

parviflora, and environmental uses including (protection 

of soil, phytoremediation, and bioenergy production) as 

Phragmites australis. 

From the recorded wild species, there were three 

species (5%) having more than one economic use 

(Portulaca oleracea, Sonchus oleraceus and Phragmites 

australis). 30 species (53% of the total species) had 

medicinal uses, only 4 species (7%) were used as a human 

food. Regarding the environmental benefits, three species 

(5%) offered at least one environmental benefit (Fig. 2e). 

 

Conservation categories: The evaluation process was 

carried out depending on IUCN (2003-2010). Among 

the studied taxa, 22 species (39%) were categorized as 

least concern and one species (2%; Euphorbia prostrata 

Aiton) was classified as critically endangered as shown 

in (Table 1). 

 

Discussion  

 

In this study, altogether 57 species belonging to 51 

genera and 20 families were collected. The four major 

families were Poaceae, Asteraceae, Fabaceae, and 

Euphorbiaceae, this was also supported by (Ahmed et al., 

2020) where they revealed that the families of Poaceae 

and Fabaceae were the most represented families in 

Egyptian gardens of the Nile region, also (Shaltout & 

Farahat, 2005) reported that Poaceae was the most 

represented family in their study of Qanater public park 

(20 sp. = 27%) followed by Asteraceae (9 sp. = 12.2%). 

Similar results were also obtained in the Al-Shafa 

Highlands in Taif, Western Saudi Arabia (Alsherif & 

Fadl, 2016). The wide ecological range and efficient seed 

dispersal capacity of the family Poaceae and the large 

global distribution reflect the dominance of this family. 

Genera Euphorbia (4 species), Amaranthus (2 

species), and Chenopodium (2 species) were represented 

by more than one species. Similar results were also 

obtained by Shaltout & Farahat (2005) in their study on 

Qanater public park who reported 4 species of Euphorbia 

followed by Amaranthus (3 species). 
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The most frequent species in the present study were 
the native ones (75%), and these were also the most 
common in the country, in addition, the garden is 
considered as a refuge to the native species that aren't as 
common in the rest of the country. While Smith et al., 
(2006) considers that back the richness of native elements 
in gardens is due to the abundance of leaf-miners, which 
are often specialized herbivores. This indicated that in the 
garden, native fauna will be successful against aliens 
(Owen & Whiteway, 1980). 

In this study it was  found that the dominant species 

were therophytes (40 sp. 70%) like Poa annua and 

Euphorbia peplus followed by Hemicryptophytes (six sp. 

10%) this might be attributed to the fact that this life form 

possesses a high reproductive capacity and wider 

ecological range and morphological and genetic plasticity 

than biennials and perenials (Shaltout & Farahat, 2005), 

this was also aligned with Wickens (1992) where he 

explained the aridity of Egyptian climate was the cause in 

the prevailance of therophytes. moreover, Grime, (2001) 

mentioned that the high percentage of therophytes was 

due to the human activities and extensive grazing 

favouring species with a short life cycle, on the other 

hand Jankju et al., (2011) consider that Hemicryptophytes 

lose their aboveground parts but therophytes remain as 

seed during summer and all winter times. It was found 

that hydrophytes had a low representation (one sp. 2%) in 

the study area and this was also observed by (Smith et al., 

2006) in their works on UK gardens. 

The dominance of annual elements (72%) in the 

study area, maybe attributed to the open environment 

which usually supported the growth of plants compared 

to the forests (Sapkota et al., 2017). On the other hand, 

trees and shrubs each represented (2%) of the total 

species, was in line with Bedair et al., (2020) findings 

where they mentioned that in Egyptian flora, the trees 

and shrubs were represented by 9.9% of the total 

species. Zahran & El-Ameir (2013) in their study also 

mentioned that the natural weather of the Egyptian flora 

supported few trees and shrubs. This could be attributed 

to almost (96% of the total area) Egypt being mainly 

desert (Bedair et al., 2020). 

The Phytogeographical affinities of the recorded 

species at the present study showed that monoregional taxa 

had the highest contribution (39%) followed by bioregional 

and plurregional (32%) then cosmopolitan (30%). 

Egypt lies on the borderline between the Asiatic and 

African continent therefore there are number of species 

related to different chorotype categories (Amer et al., 

2015), in addition El-Hadidi (1993a) revealed that 

Egypt's natural vegetation is African in origin: Sudano-

Zambazian elements, Afro-Asiatic: Saharo-Sindian 

elements, Euro-Asiatic: Mediterranean elements, in 

addition to some taxa of western Asiatic affinities Irano-

Turanian elements are also found. Moreover, it was 

recorded that cosmopolitan, paleotropic and pantropic 

were 58% of the total recorded species, this showed that 

human disruptions were simply affecting the floristic 

structure of the study area. (Abd El-Ghani et al., 2011). 

This was also supported by El-Hadidi (1993a) where he 

demonstrated that the weed flora of Egypt was 

represented by a high percentage of widely distributed 

cosmopolitan, paleotropic and pantropic elements. Also, 

the high percentage (32% bioregional + pluriregional) 

elements could be attributed to the human activities that 

were responsible for the establishment of widespread 

weeds. On the other hand, the mixture of different 

floristic elements like Mediterranean, Irano-Turanian, 

Saharo-Sindean, and Sudano-Zambezian representing a 

number of species could owe to human impact and the 

potential of some floristic elements from different 

phytogeographical regions reaching the area under 

question (Bedair et al., 2020). 

As a result of human activity, plant threats in the 

world increase continually (IUCN, 2003, 2010). Among 

the actions that are well documented and lead threats are, 

over collection, overgrazing, climate change, loss of 

habitat, and poor land management. Most studies suggest 

that the rate at which scientists, policymakers, and land 

managers respond is slower than the  plant species are 

being lost (IUCN, 2003, 2010).  

Taxa recorded from the study area and have been 

listed in the IUCN red list (10 least concerned and 1 

critically endangered) (Table 1). These species are more 

vulnerable and need comprehensive studies on the 

population trends to conserve the biodiversity. 

 

Economic uses: Thirty-six of the recorded species 

(63%) have at least one actual economic use. The most 

represented category was of the medicinal plants 

represented by 30 species (ca. 53%), Urtica urens is 

used as expectorants, rheumatism, hemorrhoids, 

purgatives, diuretics, hemostatics, vermifuges and for 

treatment of eczema, hyperthyroidism, and cancer 

(Kavalalı et al., 2003). Euphorbia peplus is used for 

chest diseases. But a decoction of Solanum nigrum is 

used as a wash for burns and as a vaginal injection. 

Phragmites australis is used for abscesses, arthritis, 

bronchitis, cancer, cholera, cough, diabetes, dropsy, 

dysuria, fever, gout, hematuria, hemorrhage, leukemia, 

nausea, rheumatism, sores, thirst, and typhoid (Eid et al., 

2010). Moreover, the whole plant of Cynanchum acutum 

is used as Antimicrobial and antioxidant activities 

(Demir et al., 2011), on the other hand, the flowering 

branches of Bidens pilosa is used in cuts and wounds 

(Marshall, 2011), while, the leaves of Cichorium endivia 

stimulates bile secretion, tonic and digestive troubles 

(Bellakhdar, 1978). Moreover, the flowering branches of 

Erigeron bonariensis (=Conyza bonariensis)  are used as 

diuretic (Fourment & Roques, 1941), whereas, the 

flowering branches of Glebionis coronaria are 

considered  a source of aromatic and ornamental (Bidak 

et al., 2015). The whole plant of Pluchea dioscoridis is 

used as astringent, antipyretic, anti-inflammatory, 

hepatoprotective diaphoretic in fevers, smooth muscle 

relaxant, nerve tonics laxatives and for the treatment of 

dysentery, lumbago leucorrhoea, dysuria hemorrhoids, 

gangrenous ulcer and disorders causing cachexia (El 

Zalabani et al., 2012). The leaves of Pseudognaphalium 

luteo–album , Cyperus articulatus  and Senecio glaucus 

are used as antimicrobial activity (Aderogba et al., 

2014). The leaves of  Sonchus oleraceus is used in 
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treatment of malaria (Namukobe et al., 2011), 

furthermore, the whole plant of  Capsella bursa-pastoris 

is used as Vaso-constrictor, uterine problems and 

astringent (Lemordant et al., 1977), whole plant of 

Chenopodium album is used as gastrointestinal disorders 

(Marshall, 2011), flowering branch of the Chenopodium 

murale  is used as Aromatic source and edible food 

(Bidak et al., 2015) On the other hand the roots of the 

Convolvulus arvensis  is used as antihemorrhagic 

(Bellakhdar, 1978) but tubercles of Cyperus rotundus is 

used as diuretic, analgesic, scorpion stings, analeptic, 

anthelmintic, carminative, stomachic, stimulant and 

sedative (Boulos, 1966). The whole plant of Euphorbia 

heterophylla is used as remedies against several diseases 

and complaints such as cancer, diabetes, diarrhea, heart 

diseases, hemorrhages, hepatitis, jaundice, malaria, 

ophthalmic diseases, rheumatism and scabies, while the 

whole plant of  Euphorbia prostrata is used to cure 

diabetes, diarrhea, heart diseases, hemorrhages, 

hepatitis, jaundice, malaria, ophthalmic diseases, 

rheumatism and scabies (Mughal et al., 2010), 

moreover, the  leaves of Oxalis corniculata are used in 

gastrointestinal disorders (Marshall, 2011), whereas, the 

flowering branches of Avena fatua are 30used as 

diuretic, treatment of some pulmonary diseases, 

vulnerary, tonic and skin diseases (Hassan, 2005), also 

the whole plant of Dactyloctenium aegyptium  is used as 

antimicrobial, antioxidant, reproductive, cytotoxic, 

antidiabetic and gastointestinal effects (Al-Snafi, 

2017a). On the other hand the grain of Echinochloa 

colona was recently discovered that it had wound 

healing, antioxidant, and antibacterial properties, and 

could help in spleen and bleeding disorders (Sumitra & 

Parul, 2018), while that of Echinochloa crusgalli is used 

as antidiabetic, anticancer, antioxidant, antimicrobial 

hypolipidemic and anti-obesity effects (Al-Snafi, 

2017b). Similarly the whole plant of Setaria verticillata 

is used as anti-inflammatory, antithrombotic, anti-

oxidant, hepatoprotective and anticarcinogenic activities 

(Shivakoti & Ramesh, 2015). In addition the flowering 

branches of Persicaria salicifolia is used for  antioxidant 

activity and antitumor (El-Anwar et al., 2016), whereas , 

the whole plant of Portulaca oleracea  is used as 

diuretic, abscesses, anaphrodisiac, vermifuge, refreshing 

agent and antidiabetic (Nauroy, 1954), while, the 

flowering branches of Anagallis arvensis are used as 

nephritis, insect bites, jaundice, diuretic, painful 

wounds, bile wound healing, expectorant, chest and 

urination disease (Safa et al., 2013). 

Out of 57 taxa, four taxa have vegetative and 
underground parts that are used as human food; amongst 
fresh leaves and young shoots of Malva parviflora are 
cooked as a vegetable dish (Shaltout et al., 2010), 
whereas, fresh young shoots and leaves of Portulaca 
oleracea are eaten raw as a salad or cooked as a 
vegetable (ALEiswi & Takruri, 1989), also the fleshy 
young stems of Sonchus oleraceus are eaten raw 
(Shaltout & Ahmed, 2012) in addition the underground 
parts of Phragmites australis is sometimes eaten 
(Shaltout & Al-Sodany, 2000). 

Many traditional handcrafts depend on non-

agricultural activities. Women produce these for 

household consumption (Seif El-Nasr & Bidak, 2005). 

The strong fibrous culms or leaves of Phragmites 

australis are used in weaving mats, chair bottoms and 

screens, in thatching and brackets, and the construction of 

barrels and casks (Shaltout & Ahmed, 2012). 

Three species have environmental benefits, Cynodon 

dactylon is a mat forming species that protect soil from 

erosion, Phragmites australis had now drawn 

international attention due to its capacity for 

phytoremediation of water pollution (Eid et al., 2010) and 

Ricinus communis has the same ability for 

phytoremediation and bioenergy production and also its 

ability to grow on heavily polluted soil (Abdelsalam et 

al., 2019), in addition, Pluchea dioscoridis is considered 

as a hyperaccumulator for Fe and Cr (Ahmed et al., 2018; 

Eid & Shaltout et al., 2016). 

 

Acknowledgements 

 

Princess Nourah bint Abdulrahman University 

Researchers Supporting Project number (PNURSP2023R 

187), Princess Nourah bint Abdulrahman University, 

Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. 

 
References 

 

Abd El-Ghani, M., R. Bornkamm, N. El-Sawaf and H. Turky. 

2011. Plant species distribution and spatial habitat 

heterogeneity in the landscape of urbanizing desert 

ecosystems in Egypt. Urban Ecosyst., 14: 585-616. 

Abdelsalam, I.M., M. Elshobary, M.M. Eladawy and M. Nagah. 

2019. Utilization of multi-tasking non-edible plants for 

phytoremediation and bioenergy source-a review. Phyton 

(B. Aires)., 88: 69. 

Aderogba, M.A., L.J. McGaw, V.P. Bagla, L.N. Eloff and B.M. 

Abegaz. 2014. In vitro antifungal activity of the acetone 

extract and two isolated compounds from the weed, 

Pseudognaphalium luteoalbum. South African J. Bot., 94: 

74-78. 

Ahmed, D., E. Ammar, J.C. Svenning, M. El-Beheiry and K. 

Shaltout. 2020. Wild plant species in egyptian gardens of 

the Nile Region: Conservation viewpoint. Egypt. J. Bot., 

60: 719-732. 

Ahmed, D., M. El-Beheiry, A. Sharaf El-Din and G.T. El-Taher. 

2018. Factors affecting the distribution of Pluchea 

dioscoridis (L.) DC. and its associated species in Gharbia 

Governorate, Nile Delta, Egypt. Taeckholmia., 38: 1-16. 

ALEiswi, D.M. and H.R. Takruri. 1989. A checklist of wild 

edible plants in Jordan. Arab GULF J. Sci. Res. B-

Agricultural Biol. Sci., 7: 79-102. 

Alsherif, E.A. and M.A. Fadl. 2016. Floristic study of the Al-

shafa highlands in Taif, Western Saudi Arabia. Flora., 225: 

20-29. 

Al-Snafi, A.E. 2017a. The pharmacological potential of 

Dactyloctenium aegyptium-A review. INDO Am. J. Pharm. 

Sci., 4: 153-159. 

Al-Snafi, A.E. 2017b. Pharmacology of Echinochloa crus-galli-

A review. INDO Am. J. Pharm. Sci., 4: 117–122. 

Amer, W., A. Soliman and W. Hassan. 2015. Floristic composition 

of Nile islands in Middle Egypt, with special reference to the 

species migration route. J. Am. Sci., 11: 14-23. 

Atha, D.E., T. Forrest, R.F.C. Naczi, M.C. Pace, M. Rubin, J.A. 

Schuler and M. Nee. 2016. The historic and extant 



ECONOMIC VALUE AND SPECIES STATUS ACCORDING TO IUCN 1447 

spontaneous vascular flora of The New York Botanical 

Garden. Brittonia. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12228-016-9417-5. 

Baines, C. 2000. How to make a wildlife garden. Frances 

Lincoln.  

Bedair, H., K. Shaltout, D. Ahmed, A. Sharaf El-Din and R. El-

Fahhar. 2020. Characterization of the wild trees and shrubs 

in the Egyptian Flora. Egypt. J. Bot., 60: 147-168. 

Bellakhdar, J. 1978. Médecine traditionnelle et toxicologie 

ouest-sahariennes: contribution à l’étude de la pharmacopée 

marocaine. 

Bidak, L.M., S.A. Kamal, M.W.A. Halmy and S.Z. Heneidy. 

2015. Goods and services provided by native plants in 

desert ecosystems: Examples from the northwestern coastal 

desert of Egypt. Glob. Ecol. Conserv., 3: 433-447. 

Boulos, L. 1966. Flora of the Nile region in Egyptian Nubia. 

Feddes Repert., 73: 184-215. 

Boulos, L. 1995. Flora of Egypt A Checklist. Al Hadara 

Publishing, Cairo 

Boulos, L. 1999. Flora of Egypt. Vol: 1. Al Hadara Publishing, 

Cairo. 

Boulos, L. 2000. Flora of Egypt. Vol: 2. Al Hadara Publishing, 

Cairo. 

Boulos, L. 2002. Flora of Egypt. Vol: 3. Al Hadara Publishing, 

Cairo 

Boulos, L. 2005. Flora of Egypt. Vol: 4. Al Hadara Publishing, 

Cairo. 

Boulos, L. 2009. Flora of Egypt checklist, revised annotated 

edition. Al Hadara Publishing, Cairo. 

Colding, J., J. Lundberg and C. Folke. 2006. Incorporating 

green-area user groups in urban ecosystem management. 

AMBIO A J. Hum. Environ., 35: 237-244. 

Coventry, D. 2001. World Resources 2000-2001: People and 

Ecosystems: The Fraying Web of Life: United Nations 

Development Programme, United Nations Environment 

Programme, World Bank, World Resources Institute, 

Elsevier Science 

Demir, H., E. Ergin, L. Açik and M. Vural. 2011. Antimicrobial 

and antioxidant activities of Cynanchum acutum, Cionura 

erecta and Trachomitum venetum subsp. sarmatiense grown 

wild in Turkey. J. Food, Agric. Environ., 9: 186-189. 

Eid, E.M. and K.H. Shaltout. 2016. Bioaccumulation and 

translocation of heavy metals by nine native plant species 

grown at a sewage sludge dump site. Int. J. 

Phytoremediation, 18: 1075-1085. 

Eid, E.M., K. H. Shaltout, Y.M. Al-Sodany, K. Soetaert and K. 

Jensen. 2010. Modeling growth, carbon allocation and 

nutrient budgets of Phragmites australis in Lake Burullus, 

Egypt. Wetlands., 30: 240-251. 

El Zalabani, S.M., M.H. Hetta, S.A. Ross, A. Abo Youssef, M. 

Zakiand and A. Ismail. 2012. Antihyperglycemic and 

antioxidant activities and chemical composition of Conyza 

dioscoridis (L.) Desf. DC. growing in Egypt. Aust. J. Basic 

Appl. Sci., 6: 257-265. 

El-Anwar, R.M., A.S. Ibrahim, K.A. Abo El-Seoud and A.M. 

Kabbask. 2016. Phytochemical and biological studies on 

Persicaria salicifolia Brouss. Ex Willd growing in Egypt. 

Int. Res. J. Pharm., 7: 4-12. 

El-Hadidi, M.N. 1993a. Natural vegetation. In: (Ed.): Graig, 

G.M. The Agriculture in Egypt. Oxford university press. 

El-Saied, A.-B., O.A. Khafagi, A. Marei and R. Bedair. 2018. 

Medicinal and economic plants in El-Menoufia 

Governorate, Egypt. Egypt. J. Biomed. Sci., 52: 55-73. 

Fourment, P. and H. Roques. 1941. Repertoire des plants 

medicinales et aromatiques d’Algerie. Documents et 

Renseignements Agricoles. Collect. du Centen. l’Algerie  

French, K., R. Major and K. Hely. 2005. Use of native and 

exotic garden plants by suburban nectarivorous birds. Biol. 

Conserv., 121: 545-559. 

Gaston, K.J., P.H. Warren, K. Thompson and R.M. Smith. 2005. 

Urban domestic gardens (IV): the extent of the resource and 

its associated features. Biodivers. Conserv., 14: 3327-3349. 

Gilbert, O. 2012. The ecology of urban habitats. Springer 

Science & Business Media. 

Goddard, M.A., A.J. Dougill and T.G. Benton. 2009. Scaling up 

from gardens: biodiversity conservation in urban 

environments. Trends Ecol Evol., 25: 90-98.  

Good, R. 2000. The value of gardening for wildlife-what 

contribution does it make to conservation? Br. Wildl., 12: 

77-84. 

Grime, J.P. 2001. Plant strategies, vegetation processes, and 

ecosystem properties, 2 edn. Wiley. Chichester, UK. 

Hassan, M.T. 2005. Atlas flora of Siwa Oasis and obliterated 

oases surrounding Siwa (in Arabic), Egypt. Regeonal 

Council for Research and Extention.  

IUCN (International Union for the Conservation of Nature and 

Natural Resources). 2000. IUCN guidelines for the 

prevention of biodiversity loss caused by alien invasive 

species. Available from: [https://portals.iucn.org/library/ 

efiles/documents/Rep-2000-052.pdf],. 

IUCN. 2003. Guidelines for Application of IUCN Red List 

Criteria at Regional Levels: Version 3.0. IUCN Species 

Survival Commission. - IUCN, Gland, Switzerland 

&Cambridge, UK [https://www.iucn.org/content/ guidelines-

application-iucn-red-list-criteria-regional-levels-version-30]. 

IUCN. 2010. Standards and Petitions Subcommittee. 2010. 

Guidelines for using the IUCN Red List Categories and 

Criteria. Version 8.1. Prepared by the Standards and 

Petitions Subcommittee in March 2010 [https://www.iucn. 

org/commissions/species-survival-commission/about/ssc-

committees/standards-and-petitions-committee]. 

IUCN. 2021. http//:www.IUCNredlist.org. 

Jankju, M., F. Mellati and Z. Atashgahi. 2011. Flora, life form 

and chorology of winter and rural range plants in the 

Northern Khorasan Province, Iran. J. Rangel. Sci., 1(4): 

269-282  

Kavalalı, G., H. Tuncel, S. Göksel and H.H. Hatemi. 2003. 

Hypoglycemic activity of Urtica pilulifera in streptozotocin-

diabetic rats. J. Ethnopharmacol., 84: 241-245. 

Lemordant, D., K. Boukef and M. Bensalem. 1977. Plantes 

utiles et toxiques de Tunisie. Fitoterapia, 48: 191-214. 

London Biodiversity Partnership. 2001. Private gardens. 

Loram, A., J. Tratalos, P.H. Warren and K.J. Gaston. 2007. 

Urban domestic gardens (X): the extent & structure of the 

resource in five major cities. Landsc. Ecol., 22: 601-615. 

Marshall, E. 2011. Health and wealth from medicinal aromatic 

plants. Agris. 

Mathieu, R., C. Freeman and J. Aryal. 2007. Mapping private 

gardens in urban areas using object-oriented techniques and 

very high-resolution satellite imagery. Landsc. Urban 

Plan., 81: 179-192. 

Mughal, T., A. Mamona, Z. Saddiuqe, S. Qureshi and S. 

Ehboob. 2010. Phytochemical and pharmacognostical 

evaluation of Euphorbiaceae species from Lahore region. 

Pakistan. J. Appl. Pharm., 3: 79-85. 

Namukobe, J., J.M. Kasenene, B.T. Kiremire, R. Byamukama, 

M. Kamatenesi-Mugisha, S. Krief, V. Dumontet and J.D. 

Kabasa. 2011. Traditional plants used for medicinal 

purposes by local communities around the Northern sector 

of Kibale National Park, Uganda. J. Ethnopharmacol., 136: 

236-245. 

Nauroy, J. 1954. Contribution à l’Etude de la Pharmacopée 

marocaine traditionnelle. Paris 

Nova, P., E. Pinto, B. Chaves and M. Silva. 2018. Growing 

health and quality of life benefits of urban organic 

community gardens. J. Nutr. Food Sci., 6(1): 1-7. 

DOI:10.15226/jnhfs.2018.001124 



WALAA A. HASSAN & NAJLA A. AL SHAYE 
1448 

Owen, D.F. and W.R. Whiteway. 1980. Buddleia davidii in 

Britain: history and development of an associated fauna. 

Biol. Conserv., 17: 149-155. 

Raunkiaer, C. 1934. The life forms of plants and statistical plant 

geography; being the collected papers of C. Raunkiaer. 

Clarendon Press, Oxford. 

Safa, O., M.A. Soltanipoor, S. Rastegar, M. Kazemi, K.N. 

Dehkordi and A. Ghannadi. 2013. An ethnobotanical 

survey on hormozgan province, Iran. Avicenna J. 

phytomedicine., 3(1): 64-81. 

Sapkota, S., B. Pandey and K.K. Shrestha. 2017. Diversity of 

Flowering Plants in Nubri Valley, Manaslu Conservation 

Area, Central Nepal. Am. J. Plant Sci., 8: 1484-1498. 

Seif El-Nasr, M. and L. Bidak. 2005. Conservation and 

sustainable use of medicinal plants project: national survey, 

north western coastal region. First Q. Report. Mubarak City 

Sci. Res. Technol. Appl. Egypt. 

Shaltout, K. and D. Ahmed. 2012. Ecosystem services of the 

flora of southern Mediterranean desert of Egypt. Ethnobot. 

Res. Appl., 10: 403-422. 

Shaltout, K.H. and E.A. Farahat. 2005. Ornamental vegetation 

of Qanater Public Park. Assiut Univ. J. Bot., 34: 219-244. 

Shaltout, K.H. and Y.M. Al-Sodany. 2000. Flora and vegetation 

of lake Burullus area. MedWetCoast, Egypt. Environ. Aff. 

Agency, Cairo. 

Shaltout, K.H., A. Sharaf El-Din and D.A. Ahmed. 2010. Plant 

life in the Nile Delta.Tanta University  Press, Tanta.  

Shaltout, K.H., H.A. Hosni, H.F. El-Kady, M.A. El-Beheiry and 

S.K. Shaltout. 2016. Composition and pattern of alien 

species in the Egyptian flora. Flora-Morphology, Distrib. 

Funct. Ecol. Plants, 222: 104-110. 

Shivakoti, C. and K.R.A. Ramesh. 2015. Preliminary 

phytochemical screening of Setaria verticillata. Am. J. 

Pharm Res., 5(06): 2425-2429. 

Smith, R.M., K. Thompson, J.G. Hodgson, P.H. Warren and K.J. 

Gaston. 2006. Urban domestic gardens (IX): Composition 

and richness of the vascular plant flora, and implications 

for native biodiversity. Biol. Conserv., 129(3): 312-322.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2005.10.045 

Sumitra, S . and S. Parul. 2018. Medicinal potential of weed 

Echinochloa colona (L.) Link: A review. Int. J. 

Pharmacogn. Phytochem. Res., 10: 98-102. 

Täckholm, V. 1974. Students’ Flora of Egypt. Cairo University, 

Cairo. 

Thompson, K., K.C. Austin, R.M. Smith, P.H. Warren, P.G. 

Angold and K.J. Gaston. 2003. Urban domestic gardens (I): 

Putting small‐scale plant diversity in context. J. Veg. Sci., 

14: 71-78. 

Wickens, G.E. 1976. Flora of Jebel Marra (Sudan Republic) 

and its geographical affinities. HM Stationery Off. 

Wickens, G.E. 1992. Arid and Semiarid Ecosystems in 

Encyclopedia of Earth System Science, 1. Academic Press 

Inc, England. 

Zahran, M.A. and Y.A. El-Ameir. 2013. On the ecology and 

propagation of the wood producing trees and shrubs in the 

Egyptian deserts. Egypt. J. Bot., 53: 1-10. 

Zohary, M. 1973. Geobotanical foundations of the Middle East. 

Fischer, Amsterdam. 

 
(Received for publication 10 February 2022) 


