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Abstract

In order to understand dynamic changes of forest resources in Guangxi state-owned Liuwan For-
est Farm, to promote high-quality development of forest resources in the forest farm, using the
data of forest resource investigation of the forest farm from 2003 to 2020, woodland, forest area,
forest stock volume, forest covering rate, woodland using rate, forest growth, per unit area stock
volume, forest consumption were statistically analyzed. The forest resource quality in Liuwan
Forest Farm was evaluated in AHP (the Analytic Hierarchy Process) according to the forest origin,
forest structure, forest productivity, forest health and forest value. From 2003 to 2020, the grades
of the forest resource quality valuation in Liuwan Forest Farm from pass to medium. According to
the analysis on the key indicators restricting forest quality, 5 important suggestions for accurately
promoting the forest quality in Liuwan Forest Farm were proposed.
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1. 518

PRl A 35 RGTH AR . ARARBEURR B A AR A4 5 B VA bRl b ey o B R SR AR 2 . AT 5L
PAT"PH A N T3 2003~2020 A AR AR BT R MK R A R Bl v ik, SR JE R 20 Hriki(the Analytic
Hierarchy Process) % #k Ak it AR K DLEAT R0 M, B AR B L0 BRM BT RS HE SR T SR B R 1, Rk
AR R R R IR R 25

2. MIHEXEFER

IUPRH i X E A AN IS AL T R4 109°41~110°00, Jb4h 22°25~22°38, @) 76 EIE XML F
B, MIgHEE 0L R HE R WALBERAESX, SIS TEEARTTIIX . MIgiGE T 1951 4, H
UK, EER CeEmEETE R o “eEZ A7 o “eE T ERE” L H ERMR TR
WIg” EREWS.

R BRI e . ko 2 ORI N 3T, 439004 1108.10m 1 1113.8 m,  ARHhifgEdk — i
£ 300~600 m, ~“P¥HfE 25°~35°, HuALALIRIAZ AR, J& B AT 28 KU, 42 H RN 1280 /),
SEIRR 21°C~22°C, FE3Y P 1500~1800 mm. HIELIRLE N, L2 100 cm. K12
%] 15 cm. pH 18 5~5.5. #2545 Bk 418 (Rhodomyrtus tomentosa) . <) £ (Baeckea frutescens). ¥4/ (Eurya
japonica). ¥4 (Cratoxylum cochinchinense). #:Jik7K(Rhus chinensis). L5 (Litsea cubeba). =& i
(Breynia fruticosa). £ - (Phyllanthusemblica)). #8%(Rhododendron simsii). #%kT"# (Dicranopteris li-
nearis) . # > & (Heteropogon contortus). & “E 3577 (Microstegium fasciculatum). Z 75 & 7€ B (lechnum
orientale). %1 (Woodwardia japonica). F.77%(Miscanthus floridulus). 1l Z* bk (Helicteres angustifolia) <% .
FEARH ¥ A (Cunninghamia lanceolata) . & #A(Pinus massoniana). 7 (Pinus elliottii). 5} (Eucalyptus
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spp.)~ J\A (Illicium verum). 4L 4k (Castanopsishystrix). <k 774 (Michelia macclurei). >k =& HE(Mytilaria
laosensis). #iI4Z(Crytomeria japonica var.sinensis)Z%

2000 “ELAHT, i ALE -AIMARFIA GO 32, SR DU R\ S v 3. 2001 SR IT IR 7 K4
E I K BRI RL R . 2008 FE42 MR G 22 HEH 38 7 Mkt e 22 245 55 2 i b R A R4 . 2011 FF 57
THEHIBXEHEM A BLLER . AR WL AT, BRI MRS R RRh S5 R A T4
KA. & 2020 4EJE, &HHAT. 1520 A, bk HbTEI AL 12659.77 hm® (A 8.32 hm?), FRHKifi A 11328.26
hm?, GRS EE 76.04 71 m®, MBI R 87.72%. fEM A, FRAMI 11025.23 hm?, 474k
b 31.18 hm?, BEAAMIH 221.85 hm?, R itfdth 765.4 hm?, 5 355.02hm?, & ARk 108.13hm?, 4 Bh
A7 F Hh 103.63 hm?,

3. BRI HMERTUIH

MRHE 2003 4FE[1]. 2009 4[2]. 2013 £E[3]. 2020 £E[4]) VU E A /N 3R AR BRI BT B s
Hn BAT RS M AR BB Bl T .
3.1 FRLEER

2003~2020 4F, ZEHAIM 15181.3 hm? 5/ 3 12659.77 hm?, /b 7 2521.53 hm?, &% T 16.61%.
TR AR YR BB SRK 2543.9 hm? RIS S A B R B R A R4, G a . S8k
I NS R T R — b, Mg BRI, HEERIIZ AN

3.2. A ER

2003~2020 4, A4 MM T A A 11379.3 hm? /b ] 11025.23 hm?, 82> T 354.07 hm?. L1, 2003~2009
T, HARHBTI A 11379.4 hm? E 73 12948.7 hm?, 117 1569.3 hm?, £ 40 261.55 hm?. J5 2
PR MEARM I 2 5 B 1L B AR T IE AR AL N M. 2009~2020 4E, FARHLA 12948.7 hm® &3
11056.41 hm?, /> 1 1892.29 hm?, EHJE/> 172.0 hm?®, 52 JF A& bRI7 Kbk o o5 77, A Ak
WAL N T 756.4 hm?, 4k, ARHbgE S 10T 300 hm?.

3.3. BitkibmEmR
2003~2013 4E Btk Hh 19.1 hm? O 4855 4 phth .
3.4. EARMMER

2003~2020 4, HEAMHLTE AN 1772.5 hm? Jai2b 3] 271.18 hm?, ¥/ T 84.7%. 3Ly > 1501.32 hm?,
FE /> 88.31 hm?. 32 B 5 R & KB/ E AR ARG i 8 1L B MR El N i Ak Ak R A MR . K BB 20 E R
MRHBEEAL AT PR, FRHOF P SE I 7849 o

3.5. FLAARMER

TENEARMIMCRAR . KBS I 2003 4F 1171.2 hm? & % 2020 4 463.15 hm?, J#&/> 7 708.05
hm?, BEAK T 60.46%. 38 I 5 it AR JE LA MR bt R A bk o

3.6. EH timEmiR

M 2003 4E 194.8 hm? [£ % 2020 4E 0. 3@iE A T bk B4 52 o LS MAT S5, A e AR TRIE K R
e R R R IE B
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3.7. RAHRIEM I

M 2003 4E 9.0 hm? 14 /n$] 2020 4F 765.4 hm?, 017 85.04 f5. 2015 4F LKA BUEE 51K, R
AR, Bt A £ .

3.8. BN~ Aty

2003~2020 4F4# B2 7= F M 213.3 hm? 520 #1] 103.63 hm?. 3870 7 109.67 hm?. 3B kb s B 56
A,

3.9. #iathih

2003~2020 4E4 i bRt A 422.0 hm? 815 757.32 hm?, #0117 355.32 hm?. # i bRl 5 437 bk T
F15.98%. 2010 4FLASKAL S B MM IEARF NS 44, A RIS BN, 1 kg B % .

MR AT W, BRHF ] B A FE, LB FE oy A MR AR R TIE ST AR MR b T A 1228.55 hm?,
AR 9.70%, SN A PRI T AR AR AR 5 SRR T . RAh, R MR K (757.32 h?),  SmipRll R
JEZS e, i 1.

Table 1. The forest land types in Liuwan Forest Farm
= L NAMGR R T IER G R

5 stk i Yearl

No. indicator unit 2003 2009 2013 2020
1 WIHZE R hm? 15181.3 15206.7 13589.3 12659.77
2 R AR hm? 15181.3 15206.7 12694.4 12659.77
3 EER S TR hm? 11379.4 12948.7 11321.3 11056.41
4 TRARPRTE AR hm? 11379.3 12940.5 11305.2 11025.23

(upzS:il hm? 0.1 8.2 16.1 31.18

6 B AR b T AR hm? 19.1 215 0 0
7 TEARMRTIAR hm? 17725 1279.5 219.2 271.18
8 TELAARH AR hm? 11712 480.2 114.5 463.15
9 [ER S ATEA hm? 194.8 286.4 0.7 0

10 R PRI A hm? 9.0 20.3 290.4 765.4
11 A F hm? 213.3 169.7 83.8 103.63
12 M o5 A AR hm? 422.0 170.1 664.5 757.32
13 WHES SR hm? 1868.0 19203 2543.9
14 MTHE hm? 959.9 2223.8 0 0

4, HFEKBBEBETLSH
4.1. FMER
2003~2020 4F, ZRAKTHEIFLM 11469.8 hm? J /% 11105.74 hm?. /b T 364.06 hm?. == 35 J5 R & pk 45
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BT SO T RO TR A A Fl AR I b 3
4.2. HRHER

2003~2020 4F, FRAREFIM 42.81 75 m K3 75.82 5 m®, Hhn T 33.02 /i m®, HK-Z K 77.14%.
K 1.94 m3,

4.3. HRHBEE

2003~2020 4F, FRAKFEEE M 75.55% b FF3) 87.72%, FFFT 1217 DNE A 3B FE K2R )
1500 hm? JEA MR HE A 50 g I BE AR, 37K T A MR, $RTF 7 B %R,

4.4, RMZBFERRE

2003~2020 4, A T Ak R Fh{f 22 M 80%42 = %1l 85%., Hhdf L FH i FH 2204 100%, 2R, FAW R FhE
FH2 N 85%, — M H-B J2 2855 7 A i R Fh A FH 2% Sl 55%.

4.5. RARWRER

2003~2013 4F, K AR MR FH M 1679.4 hm? 5 /0> 3] 1300.1 hm?, 37> T 379.3 hm?, 4E )8/ 37.93 hm?.
= T JEIA] 2 T T TRDRE 3 43 U0 A R B R AR B S R B A R PR AR . 2013~2020 4, KSR AR T AR A
1300.1 hm? 3K %] 1516.25 hm?, K 7 216.15 hm?. 4FE¥38 K 30.9 hm?. 3= 3 J5 PR 2 76 1 309 1) 4 35 4
FEARMR T bk i i 5 1L B MRS B A N A MR . SRR, KRR A R bk s .
4.6. DNrEtiiER

2003~2020 4F, 24 %6 Mk i i #7 M 4358.7 hm?Ji /b 31 3787.34 hm?, J/b 1 571.36 hm?, 4E 3519820 33.6 hm?.
JER DR 350 43 AR M RS 5 45 i T i BB N B8 Ja S K37 P S AR RN R R s A T RS, Al A B MR
Eb L AT A I8 XA R A B B SR 30%.

4.7. BFIPHFER

2003~2020 4, 4Pk M 4252.9 hm? J3/> 31| 3743.8 hm?, Jk/b 7 509.1 hm?. 4E#)3/0 29.9 hm?.
ST ARHE S R AR 2009 £F T B S A B AN AR T AR BRI T R, A S AR T AR L EE A AT
EL i BEIIR S

4.8. ¥rAHER

2003~2020 £ ARV B M. 2011 KL T AN KILBRR AR, TR 446.67 hm®. {HZE, 2020 £EN
TIMRIZFRAMR TR IR TH R B B LR AR . 2020 FEEIE X EJE 13 F I % AR AR
AR H AR B E P8BS 3.54%.

4.9. B+ ER

2003~2020 4F, FF AR IR M 5897.2 hm? J5 21> %1 4867.48 hm?, Jik/> T 1029.72 hm?, 4E33 /> 60.6 hm?.
JR PR MR A 28 48 BB 37 R A R T X B AR . PR AR RI 2 5 bR A Rk AT 1 3 .

4.10. Z5THRER

2003~2020 4F, AR AR M 2911.9 hm? 352> £ 2628.91 hm?, Jik/> T 282.99 hm?, 439 /> 16.65 hm?.
Her b, ERP MR )\ AT 1643.5 hm?, 3% SepR 45 B 2 7 97 bk SR 2050k
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4.11. ZRER

2003~2020 4, AFZARMFRM 1752.3 hm? Jik/b> £] 1229.85 hm?, Jak/b 7 522.45 hm?. 2000 4F LR H T F%
WIMER TR, BRI A KA G SRR o

4.12. AFER
2003~2020 4, FARITHAR 2GRS G FF, 2020 4F 1006.39 hm? 5 2003 4F 1066.8 hm? #H2Y4 . FEA R FaE .
4.13. M ER

2003~2009 4, KA T A M 3801.9 hm? 14 1151 6184.7 hm?; 2009~2020 4, M\ 6184.7 hm? [ 3 2767.98
hm?. B JE R R N AE 7 NS, AR A I B R IT R 2 DhBe ks, RS R a5, RAR
R JE R\ A LDHE. KOTRSERE TR, R RGN 470.4 hm?, SRA%ZE b i 300.57 hm?, 335
I AT HT AR

4.14. —fRFAM BT EER

2003~2013 4F, — MR A AR AL 4727.2 hm? R & E) 4063.6 hm®, 2013~2020 4F M\ 4063.6 hm? | FF
] 6021.01 hm?, i1 7 1957.41 hm?, Lt 2003 4347 1293.81 hm?. 32 2 J R SRAR K B2 A i Al
IS ZLHEL KRR R R . 2020 4E )\ AR 4272.41 hm?, (52357 RARIERL G 38.75%, #E—51%
I\ RN N EBEEEWNFIZ —,

4.15. ZhietRER

2003~2020 4F, #ESARIEIFA M 6257.9 hm? R 4% 1840.0 hm?, /> T 4417.9 hm?, FF& T 70.6%. 1
B S T A B,

4.16. HEHER
2003~2020 4, PRI AN 2849.5 hm? % 1487.75 hm?®, Jdi/b 1 1361.75 hm?, FF& 1 47.8%.
4.17. IAFAPKEIRR
2003~2020 4, T HHRTEAR A 2239.0 hm? T[4 5 888.35 hm?, Jk/> T 1350.65 hm?,
4.18. FRZAPKEIFR
2003~2020 F, KA 0 _EFHF) 263.81 hm?,
4.19. FHHER
2003~2020 4F, it #KIAM O EFHF) 349.95 hm?,
4.20. E3ZHER

2003~2020 4, JRAZARIEIFM 643.6 hm? b F+F] 1985.39 hm?, #4017 1341.79 hm?. 2020 4F VR3S MRIH
R AR AR L E N 15.0%, 5 2003 A LA TR KT, EREAIEEIHIE X 40%ME K,

421, BUERFEHEKE
2003~2020 4, FrAMREA HAAE A KB 6.12 m¥hm? EFA-3] 7.3 m¥hm?, S5HTHAH LS G,
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EIMET B X BB 13 kK 13.5 mhm?. EEJF R R TR L GFAR(\ f 4272 hm?) ko B 7
ARKERK, EHAC T ST AA IR FE S E K E.

4.22. BNEAELHERE

2003~2020 4, FEAHKREAT AT B E M 37.7 m¥hm? 1715 68.8 m¥hm?, #4407 31.1 m¥hm?,
ETHT 82.5%. 2020 4 AL HIA T E A E 68.8 mY/hm?, AU G X ELE 13 KM% T 17K 91.1 m¥/hm?
(1] 75.5%. == %25 PR/ gl ORI R S AR TR o LE K s 3 70% LA b, T st #AARTHIAR o F AR Ak,
25N H A R PSR Fe AR A AR B R A8 K /N (4~5 FR) B R

4.23. KR EIIBE

2003~2020 4E, FRAM V3% FE N 1150~1250 Fr/hm?. 5 ER X B 13 ZMI5 T 5K A% .
4.24. FHHE

2003~2020 4, FrARMT-IIMIE 11.1 em. KT B X B8 13 KM% 7K T 12.8 cm.
4.25. MU BEEMRELERETR

2003~2020 4, A FAWR A 20~2000 hm?, Herfr, A U E R A E B E. BRRER
ENRL-PH.

4.26. HFMAKREERBERR
2003~2020 4E, kKR E K AT 20~30 hm?, J& T4 .
427. SRRNREBEREBEREE

2003~2020 4, S %o EEL R AT 400~700 hm?, & FRG~P. H, &R GRS
WIEEFERK, MIFERSIRERKEBITESEY,

4.28. HEBRARE

2003~2020 4, HEHARF@AK. AT BRE)RSRE, BT ILH~ %M.
4.29. RO RERARR

2003~2020 4, {EFEAksr 5 AR IEIAR Y 96%, J& T RAFSEH.
4.30. NEAETR

2003~2020 4E, AMMEBHREMN 12.91 5 m® EFFE 28.05 5 m. AHKERE SHANSERENE S
Et M 30.2% T3 37.0%.

4.31. FFRAZHER
2003~2020 4E, FRAA MMM 2570.3 hm? |73 3641.9 hm?, 3/ 7 1071.6 hm?.
4.32. A BEMNEAER

2003~2020 4, A ZSHREA A E R 50.2 m¥hm? EF3] 77.0 m¥hm?. 35 B Ak b3 35 6) 43 25 4k
MU, AR S, AKIER, ERfbmK,
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4.33. BB GEE

2003~2020 =, B MBI 5 EHRME L EM 69.8% 43 63.0%. X SEMP. B Fh 45 #4178 2 10
g
4.34. LR SRS EE

2003~2020 F, B mARH AR (A KR IE B MREEARACE . AR, TR ERGEE . AR
KRRV R R FEF) 5 H M 30.0% LT 5] 45.0%.

4.35. BB AImRER

2003~2013 4, FHM KA AR B A 46.6 m¥hm? EFH3] 71.7 m¥hm?, 2013~2020 4, FH# KB4
FRERM 71.7 m¥hm? FFEF)] 65.6 m¥hm?. 124 2020 4F 6 X B8 13 F I pA R Z & 89.9 m¥/hm?
) 72.9%, =B R KGETE AR ARIZ AT ARR R R S5 M AR, SRARIEE R, B AR T A e Ko B s
F% .

4.36. FNERFEHEKE

2003~2020 4F, ARk B BUEB A KB 6.97 77 m® ETHEL8.07 3 mP 3N T 1.1 75 mP. K% 15.78%
4.37. HFNERFHRE

2003~2020 4F, FRIEBUEILHFER N 6.67 77 m® F#ZE 6.07 73 m’.
4.38. MR ENERES~HE

2003~2020 4E, FAM AR A AES M 7.3 mhm? KT X E 13 A% T HK T 8.6 m¥hm?.

Table 2. The data of forest resource in Liuwan Forest Farm from 2003 to 2020
= 2. ANAMIARMEIRHIES T3 (2003~2020 £F)

FE 5 SR #fir fFlyear

No. indicators unit 2003 2009 2013 2020
1 PR TR hm? 15181.3 15206.7 12694.4 12659.77
2 ARARINAR hm? 11469.8 13350.4 11323.9 11105.74
3 AR E Jim 42.8061 76.5743 76.4491 75.8248
4 HAMERR % 75.55 87.79 83.32 87.72
5 PR 2 % 75.55 87.79 89.20 87.72
6 R b AL 2 % 80.0 85.0 85.0 85.0
7 RIRMRIHIFA hm? 1679. 1251.8 1300.1 1516.25
8 N AR hm? 114725 12904.0 10021.2 9811.34
9 A SRR LTI AR hm? 4358.77 4052.2 3897.86 3787.34
10 [EEEEZS TR hm? 10494.9 10984.8 8048.3 8872.4
11 UIEREANTIEA hm? 4252.9 4027.7 3845.8/33.3 3743.8
12 iy FARTHI AR hm? 0 0 0 0
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Continued
13 FHAA PR T AR hm? 5897.2 7329 5356.6 4867.48
14 LU ARTHIAR hm? 2911.9 2829.3 2338.1 2628.91
15 AT hm? 1752.3 1215.1 1042.7 1229.85
16 FAR ST AR hm? 1066.8 842.2 877.8 1006.39
17 R 2R I AR hm? 3801.9 6184.7 3730.3 2767.98
18 I TR hm? 4727.2 4698.5 4063.6 6021.01
19 FLES AR AR hm? 3801.9 6184.7 4060.2 2726.98
20 — A M AR hm? 2095.3 1144.3 1296.0 2212.47
21 YR THIAR hm? 6257.9 37475 3202.6 1840
22 SR ANIARA hm? 2849.51 2888.4 2909.6 1487.75
23 T AR AR hm? 2239.0 2400.1 1928.6 888.35
24 FFARRTEIFA hm? 0 3904.5 2224.6 263.81
25 o PRI hm? 0 0 1039.8 349.95
26 TR AT AR AR 73 hm? 643.6/5.7 /5.3 2252.6 1985.39
27 TRER AL E % 75.0 75.0 75.0 75.0
28 PAHRES K E m%hm? 6.1 45 8.4 7.3
29 AP B E m3/hm? 37.7 59.0 67.5 68.8
30 T S AR 5 i Fh/hm? 1150 1150 1150 1250
31 T35 A5 cm 11.2 12.1 9.5 11.45
32 A hm? 24.2 17437
33 R K hm? 224 28.7
34 REKRE hm? 425.7 705.6
35 Hopw hm? 0 4.2
36 RS 5 B % 96.6 78.7
37 A HRERILE % 30.2 28.2 36.77 37.0
38 TRARA L& % 60.4 68.9 93.9 97.1
39 AT E m*hm? 50.2 772 72.97 77.0
40 A RS R Jist/hm? H 5 5 53
41 AR B AR L & % 69.8 71.8 63.23 63.0
42 e 5 P AR AR ) o B % 30.0 35.0 35.0 45.0
43 FAF PR IR & A m/hm? 46.6 67.0 71.7 65.6
44 HREERKE m’/a 69706 58092.2 95409 80671
45 AR FE R m%/a 66664 48763.8 61561 60680
46 ML RES MR mYhm®a 6.8 4.7 8.2 9.9
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5. ZMFAFEREZ U

51. HFHRETFMERERSESIRE

SR PE IE LS [SIRAE 1) P AR B PP 1R B R R 5 VRN I3 BT R A I AR V- AR . ARARIR

PO RIRAR R . PP ARAE S OPAN S R R e I WL 3. 4L K5

Table 3. Indicator system of forest quality evaluation

3. RMRETMNIERE R

fEm

1248 b 2B b JNEEER D T U

Indicator I Indicator I Indicator III Calculated mode Weight
Wt TSR B L 2 TSR PRI R AR S A 3
Fffjiﬂﬁiﬁ ) (57) T B s P 6 TR BT AR TP T A 2
(10 4%) b i A AR 5 AR 2 T TR 3
) A % PR AP M P s 2
KR LR Ox s AR AR L O S AR T AR B T AR 1
@) T A M T L B T P L T 1
By i A e 2 B b AL b 3 A 2
AN o FIAK I AR L e AR TR AR AR S T AR 2
@7) FE PR A L FE A BT RS0/ e A 2
Nl 2 PR TS0 P T A 2
S~ R AL E KA TR PR A AR T AL 2
Forest structure W R FARSTHIAR LL B AR TR P A4 AR T A 2
(3077) 8% e B e BT A BB T 2
— A AT L A AR TS FE A PR T 2
Ly WA T 5 L Lyt PR T AU TR AR A 2
’i@(?fj)*@ HART L B BT R A BT 2
ST PR S PR T A L S R BB T A 77 A MR T Y 4
L TRAZAR AR L EL IR AT AT A 2
(47 TRRERCE TR LT FRoACR ph 75 B84 T U 7 A W T 2
EREEE TeARMAEB K FARKEIRAMEM 5
mpkae  PURA0D)  mcmermERE T AR EBUTR AT 5

Forest productivity
(20 43) wpy gy DSOS E T B AR AR B T AR 5
(10 73) A T A PR 5 L B8 5
eE LD R fe TR AR PR T 3
Sl R e R KK R S A AR AR R AR 2
Forest health @7) KRR E R e S TR AR MR A T 2
a0 S ke f S TR A S TR 1
i HEIRIL 2 4 A e BEAR {43 T RS 5 L 2
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Continued
At ERLE AR ERUZRM B S 2
SN AR SRR L AR SRR 2 i AR THI AR 3
14 %) AR E A N TR IRE AU BRI 4
HATIBVESIRRE N e o 2 o5 200 AR Y 5
P, REAMEL
Forest value PR E R E P B BRI R BN 2
(3077) 0 8 A 4 L 5 43 T 4 T s
SN E FIM AT E SRR AN AYDER R NTIE 4
(16 77) I K R R 3
PR TOEP tmpstese bt b 3
12 37 100
Table 4. The discriminate standard for the forest quality evaluation
* 4. FMRREESIRER
Fe e bR BE Vo bRitE
No. Indicator III weight Evaluation standard
1 RORMRIEIFA &5 3 =15%: 37%7; 14%~10%: 2.574); 9%~5%: 2 43; <5%; 1.5
2 RAE A % 2 Z90%: 24r; 89%~80%: 1.5%F; 79%~70%: 1.04); <69%: 0.54)
3 AME % 3 =60%: 3 77; 59%-~50%: 2.5 4F; 49%~40%: 2 J3; <40%; 1.5 4
4 ARHFI 2 2 =85%: 2 77; 84%~80%: 15 7r; 79%~75%: 177; <75%; 0.5 %
5 A FEMRHB T AR bE 1 =30%: 143; 29%~20%: 0.84r; 19%~10%: 0.6%); <10%: 0.44)
6 T dm AR TR B 1 =70%: 14%; 69%~60%: 0.84F; 59%~50%: 0.64; <50%: 0.44
7 By AR A L 2 =25%: 2475 24%~20%: 1.54F; 19%~10%: 147; <10%: 0.5
8 R P AR T AR L 2 =5%: 24F; 4%~3%: 154F; 3%~1%: 143 <1%: 0.5 4%
9 MM L 2 =60%: 277: 59%~50%: 1574 49%~40%: 173; <40%: 0.5 4
10 LR AR L & 2 =5%: 24%; 4%~3%: 1.574; 2%~1%: 14%; <1%; 0.5
11 KR H 2 =20%: 2.07%5; 19%~16%: 1.573; 15%~10%: 14; <10%; 054
12 FaRTHAR LL & 2 =20%: 2.07%7; 19%~16%: 1574; 15%~10%: 143; <10%; 0.54)
13 e TR AR B 2 =30%: 277 29%~20%: 157; 19%~10%: 1.0%); <10%; 0.57r
14 — R R T AR LG 2 =30%: 275; 29%~20%: 154r; 19%~10%: 173; <10%; 0.5 47
15 YR ARIAR L E 2 =30%: 277; 29%~20%: 1574 19%~10%; 173; <10%: 0.5 4
16 W PRTHI AR L 2 2 =30%: 277; 29%~20%: 15 745; 19%~10%; 173; <10%: 0.5 4
17 30 e AR AR B 4 =40%: 4 77; 39%~30%: 3 4r; 29%~10%; 2 43; <10%; 1 4%
18 TRASARTHI A EL 2 =40%: 24%: 39%-~30%: 1.574r; 29%~20%; 174; <20%; 0.5 4}
19 TrRER 2 TR L = 2 =80%: 243; 79%~60%: 1.54); 59%~40%; 143; <40%; 0.5 4y
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20 AR A KR 5 =15: 54F; 14%-~10: 4 4F; 9%~5: 34F; <5: 24
21 AT B 5 =120: 54r; 119%~100: 4 %%; 99%-~80; 3 4); <80: 2 4)
22 1 R AR 5 =1250: 54p; 1249%~1150: 4 73; 1150%~950: 3 43; <950: 2 4}
23 TR AR IR 5 =20: 54%; 19%-~16%: 4 45 15%~11%: 3 4y; <11: 2 %
24 AR E 3 Jo: 34y B 2548 Wi 240 E 1540 fRE 1A
25 AR 2 To: 24y BB 1548 e 1) 0540 FFEO
26 ARRE 2 To: 245 #: 154, PE 1 #E: 0545 fFE: 04
27 HeRE 1 F: 14 B 084, %5 064r; HE: 034 HiE: 0
28 R 2 =95%: 2775 94%~90%: 1.577; 89%~80%: 1.04): <80%: 0.5
29 AHMERILE 2 =35%: 24); 34%~30%: 1.5%%; 29%~20%: 1.04); <20%: 0.5%)
30 TEARAmMELE 3 =70%: 347: 69%~50%: 2.574%; 49%~30%: 2 43; <29%: 1
31 A TR EFRE 4 =100: 4 4r; 99%~80%: 3.5 475 79%~60%: 3 47 <60: 24
32 ABRS DR E 5 fli: 548 R: 440 W 34 % 253
33 PR B E 2 =65%: 24F; 64%~50%: 1.5%F; 49%~40%: 1.04); <40%: 0.5%
34 e 5 v i AR AR ) L 4 =60%: 4 4r: 59%~50%: 3 4F; 49%-~40%: 2.5 4; <39%: 2 4}
35 MR E 4 =120: 44p; 119%~90%: 3.57%; 89%~70%: 3 4r; <69: 2.5 %
36 AR ENEEE 3 =15: 345 14%~%1.1: 24 1.0: 045 <1.0: -1 %
37 qu)"igfgﬂﬁﬁj 3 =4: 378; 3.9%~3%: 2570; 3%~2%: 27; <2: 157
it 37 100

Table 5. Grade standard of forest quality evaluation

F* 5. RMRREBTNFRITE

R IEEL D 1% J1EZ4 11EZE V% V&
Indicator Grade I Grade 1T Grade III Grade IV Grade V
g
e 100~90 89~80 79~70 69~60 <59
Comprehensive
%%ME%. 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <5.9
Forest origin
e
PRARAH 30~28 27~25 24~22 21~19 <18
Forest structure
A
ARMTRE 20~18 17~15 14~12 11~9 <8
Forest productivity
PRARGE HE 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <5.9
Forest health
7
PRI 30~27 26~24 23-21 20~18 <17
Forest value
& N 4
75 R Rk ST AN Bk
grade
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5.2. THY&ER

WRIEL 4 PR PRI 2 AR SCHR AR B AT Ve, a5 Rk 6.

Table 6. Forest quality evaluation in Liuwan Forest Farm from 2003 to 2020

5% 6. 2003~2020 £ F M IFFRMREBIENER

2003 4E 2009 4E 2013 4E 2020 4E
IEEEE NESE R &N . ) ) ) ) )
Indicator I Indicator III weight SEfH A4 SHE 355 SAH /ey S B
data  score data score data score data score
FARPRIAR 5 L 3 148 25 8.8 2 115 2.5 1365 25
SRR R b FH 2% 2 850 15 85.0 15 85.0 15 85.0 15
(1043) AR 3 755 3 876 3 94.1 3 877 3
MRHBF] 2 755 15 87.6 2 94.1 2 87.7 2
AL nj
A AL 1 287 08 266 0.8 32.6 1 29.92 0.8
LbE
>z H uj
F A T 1 713 1 722 1 67.4 0.8 71.08 1
[bE
55 47 PR T AR bE 2 326 2 31.1 2 319 2 33.3 2
o AR AR e 2 2 0 05 0 0.5 0 0.5 0 0.5
FHA AR T AR B 2 2 451 1.0 56.6 15 474 1 4331 1
Z N ANTIE Y5 A 2 22.3 2 12.3 2 20.7 2 23.39 2
MR E 2 15.4 1 9.38 0.5 9.0 0.5 11.2 1
FRAREE 1) AR A L E 2 9.4 0.5 6.5 0.5 7.7 0.5 9.1 0.5
A
(3079 FEW TR L B 2 335 2 47.8 2 32.3 2 25.1 15
o A T A
Hemntpi 2 47 2 363 2 51.0 2 54.6 2
Lb
oA NP A A 2 55.1 2 29.0 2 28.3 2 38.4 2
S INTR A Ay 2 25.1 2 22.3 15 25.7 2 30.7 2
i i B 3l
I L A AR 4 197 2 487 4 46.0 4 309 3
b
VRA R LG B 2 5.7 0.5 5.3 0.5 19.9 0.5 18.0 0.5
N 4 Tl
IR R 2 80. 2 80.0 2 78.0 15 75.0 15
tbEE
P AT 1 A
WME?‘;E&E 5 6.1 3 45 2 8.4 3 7.3 3
K&
%WZ B pfyEEiEsE 5 0 376 2 590 2 67.5 2 688 2
(20 77)
T I PR bR 5 1150 4 1150 4 1200 4 1250 5
TR AR 122 5 11.2 3 12.1 3 9.5 2 11.5 3
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R E 3 i 2 24.2 25 i 2 L2 25
R KK 2 ® 15 224 1.5 L 15 7 2
?”?fg(%))% at V& 2 S 1 4257 1 G 1 7 1.5
HeERF 1 B 0.8 0 1 % 0.8 . 1
R fik B 2 850 10 966 2 78.7 0.5 935 15
AR E L E 2 30.2 2 28.2 1.5 36.8 2 37.0 2
TeAR A G E 3 604 25 950 3 93.9 3 97.1 3
N ad MRTHIAR B AR 4 50.2 2 77.2 3 77.7 3 75.9 3
Eéﬁfg‘fgmﬁ“ 5 k3 @ 4 M 4 B4
AMME P RARERELE 2 69.8 2 71.8 2 63.2 15 630 15
GORY i b
o 4 300 2 30.0 2 35.0 2 50.0 3
FIR AT 4 46,6 25 670 2.5 717 3 656 2.5
AR BRNEFEE 3 1.04 0 1.19 2 1.55 3 1.33 2
ﬁﬁzgigg " 3 6.8 3 4.7 3 8.62 3 9.96 3
5 37 100 67.1 73.2 72.6 75.8

M 6 AW, 2003 4E4345r 67.1 4, MRS, 2009 4F. 2013 4E. 2020 4E4r 4557 73.2 4> 72.6
g5~ 75.8 45, NHEEEL . 2003 4EF] 2020 SEHFM R E EAES, EA7.8 4. i, 2003~2009 4,
M 67.1 5> LFFRN 73.2 45, IR LTF 1.01 43, FKBALE G AR & LT PRI 2009~2020 HE M

732 7 EITE) 75.8 73, Y ETF0.23 7y, RWIERIIEI AR TR ST AR .

MFE 7 AL, 2020 4ELE 2003 SEHEIN T 8.7 4, H A ARMGIZUENG 0.5 4, FRARFERENS 1.0 4, FRR(E
REYE 2.2 73, FRAANEIY 5.0 5o FRUHTE RN E A AR PR A BEDEAN F8 AR TP 38 n 20 £ e 2.

Table 7. Analysis of forest quality evaluation of Liuwan Forest Farm (2003~2020)

= 7. NAMGHRARREITEN G113 (2003~2020)

. . A S ok .
oy 4 gk OO BINTRE e g s
T Forest Forest
year Total score Forest origin s Forest health ~ Forest value grade
structure productivity
2020 75.8 9.0 21.3 13.0 8.5 24.0 Rk
2013 72.6 9.0 22.3 11.0 5.8 245 Rk
2009 73.2 8.5 22.8 11.0 8.0 23.0 Hr4e
2003 67.1 8.5 21.3 12.0 6.3 19.0 P&
2020 *¥ L
2003 8.7 0.5 0 1.0 2.2 5.0
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5.3. BIAZRMRERAXBE T2

MEE 8 AT, REFIARIAR L . UM ARTIAR B E . AR SRIAR L E . FASKIIAR L E . i AR 25 AR
BRI FE, AR AR R R TRARMAP RS 8 TN TR ARALE Y 25 73, M 2020 4F
PR O8N 115 7, B0 FN 46.0%. GIACREUE R 8 TRFrfE 0 R 48 m 2] 90%, NIFHEh 11
gy, ARMBTRIF AL 87 7y, IAFRIFEEHR.

Table 8. Analysis on key indicators restricting forest quality (2020)
7= 8. HILIFRM R 2 K EIEIR 7 H7(2020 )

Frs IR bR & 353 (S BRI
No. Indicator IIT weight score Score rate grade
1 e PRI RA L 2 0.5 25.0 AN Bk
2 FIM PRI L 2 2 1 50.0 AN Bk
3 EARKHA L E 2 1 50.0 AN Bk
4 FAZTHIAR b B 2 0.5 25.0 R ws
5 B AN B AR R 5 2 40.0 A Bt
6 TRATHRAR ) EE 2 0.5 25.0 A Bt
7 AL A A KR 5 3 60.0 ok
8 TeARMP- 12 4% 5 3 60.0 Lt

“it 25.0 115 46.0 AN Bt

6. &it5iie
6.1. &it

2003~2020 4F, ANJIMGHNEE A U A ARHEAE Brigsb, 2 R TR 3 7 Mk 4%
FRERBAZGBEE R R RATEE . R R 22 WiiE 48 AR AR N R, g
L B AR T3 AR oK KR A HEAR M . RS A N MR, B bR B 4 i AR

2003~2020 4F, ANTIMGHBRERE. FHREZR. KRR, RFVERZR, RAmAAEKE.
AT B AR . AL AR RIS P A B R PR AR BT

5T 2003 4E. 2009 4F. 2013 4. 2020 N IR ARAR SRR Bt B s R B s, SRR R
ENERIRADUR . BRAREEHE) . R BE . ARAMMERR . ARARINESE 5 ANT7 T 37 TR AR AT AR AR B B 2R S 1P
2003~2020 FAR T EFAr 2003 4215 67.1 4+ 2009 £E15 73.2 43+ 2013 445 72.6 43+ 2020 15 75.8 45,
AR B G S5 BT B S5 2

K43 53 ZHE PP R H ) 2 bR S AR T OCBEVE N AR bR, AR RRAIAREG . M ARIEA L
K AR L E WG AR L E RS SO A S AR WG, AL RS A K R
TRARMF 92 AN TRAEARBR ) b AR ST 8 TR FR AT 2020 - ARM T 52 ELK .

6.2. Tfig

INTIRRIZy 5 B RS (¥ LAZR G RO A AROF B 2B M7 . 78 20 4D 60~80 4RAX, MRizE iR
L\ R AR T Vs B, Wing g g KT T EA M et 1741 g GEia
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Lok, fEWIZAFRMT, MMaE BHin, 8 7 DRI L TEORZAL. 25T, Mk
RURRF e MR EER . BERP AN S B, R BEARTAR & EEOR, A ARIIAR & LI, R AR T AUA
0; MM MR A& BB AT AL IR AE KBRS, (KT B X ERMIZ PKCr. 3B =+4FK, N
TIMIAE R BT B AR IR B BT IS 28D, (B, Seitmiimmimtitt, 58
SR B IR SEAFAEL, IEAFEBORZER L. O TIRTPMI AR MBI &, et M miii e, SEalAk
DT O, IRTEMIMIB TR SBALE A R IR DL R ML B RS AT SR S 8, R L

1) PRAHFEER, BRIEAWMDERE. K596 ARk TR T 446.67 hm? S NRe AR . 4%
MR PR 228 B BOR HEAT IR B M A B . AR MR S R MBI B, Bk — DA MR iy, 4E
RN el P9 B 7 AR BR8P 98 0o AR 2882 5 MR e I o v S8 P A, 324
SEANFIMARTE AR, H s A e e O R AR

2) ALK FHEEM, RO RIEMMBIRINSS . TR MR AN S 2% A LS S A A, I B0E 2
PREMFE A, CLEGEMRITH ZBONKIT, ERRB AR R R 2 B AR KRR gbt . [,
PR ) — 2 DX Isln] R ol e A 2 7 K

3) MALgh R E EEAE, (REMARAEK, IR, DIE G H R BV, KT
2P MR AETE B SRR 3~4 SEIE KB 5~6 4, fE) MAISGHESL B BREEOR, MACRIAERSE, ittty
X5, MAEF LA NLOHIR A IE N E, FRRI LSBT i AE, i AR E K R 5 A AL
BUIERAFEATIEAL, (EEMORAER, RTPRMAmBE KR, EE. FHRgs i T Uik m
L

4) PEEBEIEKRAEN ERER, WMBRRER . KT H e AR UR R AR 4~5 SR
7~9 4. BURITRE: & R RS w7 R B A BRI R, i T AN TR, [FN, K
TIHERERAA L = R ES B BRI, EERTHA MRS B . BT A AR 4867 2B, AL 87 e A
A 68.8 mY/hm* §2 i F] 120 m¥hm?, AT INARARE AR 25 T30 K. SRR VR T

5) hnsEERRKE RN LR, RERDSRREHFHRR. Mok &S00 R W, 52
THT TR AR 2R, B 5RBR VA AR BT PEANA RO, P Ak s i) 25O U R AR IR L R AR R B R
InsE & MR SR F PR, IEFTUAF R, ZRAZ MR R R, BRSGEE A, BRI
Pk, RIHTFE.

E&ME
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S5 3k
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