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Abstract

Hans Xl

Feverfew is very important wild resource, and can be widely used in landscaping, plant landscap-
ing and other aspects. In this study, 13 factors were screened by the analytic hierarchy process
(AHP) from three aspects of ornamental value, biological characteristics and resource develop-
ment, and were used to comprehensively evaluate the development and utilization of 90 species of
wild plants in Wuling mountain. According to the evaluation results, they can be divided into four
levels according to development and utilization value, such as 16 types with the highest develop-
ment and utilization value as I level, 44 types with the higher development and utilization value as
Il level, 28 types with general exploitation and utilization value as III level, and 2 types with lower
exploitation and utilization value as IV level.
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Table 1. Total ranking value of standard layer (P) for target layer (A) weight
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Table 2. Scoring standard of evaluation index
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Table 3. Comprehensive evaluation level of ornamental development value
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Table 4. Comprehensive evaluation score and grade of the feverfew resources in Wuling Mountain
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