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Abstract

In order to comprehensive understand the dynamic changes of forest resources in Guangxi
state-owned Paiyangshan Forest Farm and to promote high-quality development of forest re-
sources 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 evaluation in Paiyangshan Forest Farm was made in AHP (the Analytic
Hierarchy Process) according to its forest origin, forest structure, forest productivity, forest health
and forest value. The grades of the forest resource quality evaluation in Paiyangshan Forest Farm
were from medium up to good from 2003 to 2020. According to the analysis on the key indicators
restricting forest quality, some important suggestions for accurate promoting the forest quality in
Paiyangshan Forest Farm were proposed.
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1. 5|8

[ A A3 v o R AR AAE T MIH 25006 11« BHERIHT A= i385 /1. MIBZ 5071 BI% 4
MG 1 GARMBEIRE AT 7o BRI BEIERE B AG MRI i DLUAE - FUR FE AR . & o & R R R ki 0 e
Z o AWEFEN TP EAT IR LAY 2003~2020 AR GE IR A EAE BEAT RGE 0T, RIS X AR o Rk
ATV, M 20RO B BT OGN 1, 3R RIS T AR LR, B A N et AT M
R R R AR S %

2. WIS

I EAYRFE L AR R A B RHEOSMORTERY,  )TPHER B VA XML R B R AL E A R,
BT RS, AR T RE 106°30~107°34", db4h 21°46~22°3"2 [, J& b = S 5%,
HIEFRE, #E7m, FKAR, FRFTHE. F5EN 21.8°C, FRKE 1250~1700 mm, FEK
14233 mm. HUBHSRLMR LN E, A AL, —BOER 200~600 m, —ME 20°~25°. +
B R, s, RELS, FEESYTENTERA, K 92%. HEEELEE (>80 cm)
NE, & 94%; ABRERANT 20%. BEECONFTERAR, ARG 77%, RIBHE 23%. EERBFIE
H 5 BA (Pinus massoniana)~ ¥W (Eucalyptus spp.)~ J\ff(Illicium verum) ¥ AR (Cunninghamia lanceolata)-
RN (Pinus elliotti)~ RAaj(Schima superba)~ ‘X J1k(Michelia macclurei)~ WE(Cinnamomum cassia)~ K
ZHe(Mytilaria laosensis) ZL4E(Castanopsis hystrix)55 .

2000 AR, MRIZARMR IR LS AR — A R e 3, AR . 2R, K THRHE.
CIHESE: AT\ 2001 4, PRI R PEMO & 5 H KT K R A b, I LA
B — MR A . FAR T, BRI, MROPRESH . BERP eSS AR T IR Ak
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3. HRHFFEHEBTURSA

HRARE 2003~2020 4" T8 B4 JRPH L1 bk A bk VR VR RIBE LU B 751 [2] [3] [41 BRI 4R (6 R
HEATHRERR, 15 DUF M IR
3.1. PRMETRR A A

ARH AR IS A k2 . 2020 SEMRHB T A 27459.85 hm?, 5 2003 4F 28337.7 hm” A LI/ T 877.85 hm?,
BEAS T 3.10%. ARH IR I8/ 1 32 2 S5 R A A R IR ARHBAE o5 PR 2 D8 3 25 380 AR AR
i FAZ N U e B (0 i i AL S AR 45 A ALk Sk 1 25 6 38 207 B A R RS O 7 KR EAT T B IE

EIVE I, FRAMI 24905.29 hm?, 7k 191.55 hm?, BEARMI 289.04 hm?, Ak 462.73
hm?®, b 645.67 hm?®, FAtbkHh 840.71 hm®, ABIA= = FHh 121.41 hm®. A BARHE K B bk .

3.2. ZFHERA

PR A RS . 2003~2020 4F, ZRARHEARM 21747.3 hm? 03] 24905.29 hm?, #ii 3157.99 hm?,
WK 14.52%; AEXEHN 185.76 hm?, FIIKZ 0.85%. FRARIEAIG A 5 2 5 RS Bbk . Bk
oo REARIE AL, SRARE M 55 N AR

3.3. ZRHER

BB S K . 2003~2020 4F, HIREHM 117.01 75 m® 03 207.49 i m®, # 90.48 /5 m’,
WK ZON 77.33%; FEEIN 5322 75 m®, FEHHKE 4.54%, BFIE ARG I 3 PR AR AR 4
T AR B A LS TR AR 5 R A P8, o 1) A R — i o P PR T AR B R B K K
34. FHRBFEZR

B R D EF. 2003~2020 45, FRARE TG R M 65.0% T3 89.96%, FFHT 24.96 NH 4 4,
Y T 1.47 NES .

3.5. i FIRAZE

MRHF 2 ERLE . 2003~2020 5, ARHBFIFHZR M 69.03% L F%) 91.90%, LFT 22.87 NEH D M.,
) EFF 134 AN ES A

3.6. RARHER

FARMR T FRSETH G % .2003~2015 4F, RARMKIEFA M 4044.5 hm? $h01% 5767.5 hm?, #4501 7 1723.0 hm?,
FEHE N 143.58 hm?; 2015~2020 4E M 5767.5 hm? Ji/> 3] 4920.25 hm?, Ji/> 1 847.25 hm?, FE3508/0 169.45
hm?, SIS . AR 32 B i DR B MR R A M i ke b A S P R A R A

3.7. ATH R

MRA R Fh Al R 2k EFE. 2003~2020 4F, AN TARRFFZI 80.0% FFHE] 90.0%. F# . FARS R AR
IEE] 100%, — MERE R R R4 F 224 30.0%

3.8. AT#E#R

N TARTH ARG . 2003~2020 4E, A AR 14746.7 hm® 8K 3] 17931.09 hm?, #7i¥ 3187.39
hm?, HKF 21.61%; FHHK 187.49 hm?, FK 1.27%. W7 RO IEREL T 2E 5, AFR
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F KA ARG AR BN Tl (085575 AOE b . T2 2R R 48 B A AR R T S 28 B 1 HESl, MK T
X TESEARMRIANE AR IE ARSI L, K IR R AR 22 R s fF AR Ao

3.9. RaatAHEEIR

ANTEAREEAT T UL T, AR A BT .2003~2020 4F, 2 28 MR AL 15051.3 hm? 98/ 5] 7502.68 hm?,
WY 7548.62 hm?, BRAK T 50.15%. 7ESCIIIA], MRHE ARAR > S84 BK DL R Mk HAR S oot k37 58 7 ik
1T 7TV, W2 X R 4 A 28 AR TR BN 7 b AR

3.10. AR ETR

A AR T AR D K . 2003~2020 4F, R A ARTTAR A 13286.4 hm” 38 0% 19957.22 /5 hm*; 30T
6670.82 hm?, 4EIHEK: 392.40 hm?, WK ZE 2.95%.

3.11. BrIrHRER

7 b T AR 4 22 ek 2 . 2003~2020 4F, B AR T AR M 4755.9 hm? Uik 2D 31 669.68 hm?, J/> | 4086.22 hm?,
PR T 85.92%. MMRIZSEBRHIA, FEHTIX RIB 5 bR AN AR, 35 50k 1 /KRR TR

3.12. ¥ HEHEIR

5 P AR T R AT i 184 00 . 2003~2020 45, 45 AR T AR M 5865.7 hm® #K: B 6533.17 hm?, #8511 T 667.47 hm?,
KT 11.38%. HA, 2003~2013 FE45HIMRE R 5865.7 hm? Jil/> #] 2915.8 hm®; M 2013~2020 4F, %
FIMRTEIRA M 2915.8 hm® EF+5] 6533.17 hm®. 2SR FEH . 2016 SEMIGE T AR AR, KB
PRAN A AR A SRR ZR AR, 3800 1 4 FH AR A

3.13. HH#ER
M MR AR RS2 0. 2003~2020 4F, M ARIEALA 111257 hm® 803 13831.72 /5 hm?, #in7

2706.02 hm?®, K %)y 24.32%. 2000 FLAK, J9ECE EIE XA B 235, MIZFRm R E VG XAk
A5 A, RIkBEREE ER.

3.14. ZE5HRER
BRI FRRR S R % . 2003~2020 4E, BRI 2859.3 hm® F[%F] 1253.36 hm?, k7> T 1605.94

hm?, FFET 56.16%. WIHEFEHLINMA AT, BTMEARE R RE™E, SFFREAE, #H5
R A PRI, SRR AR

3.15. #AKER
AR D . 2003~2020 4F, FARMHM 389.0 hm? FFEF] 14.74 hm?; % 7 374.26 hm®, &

BT 96.21%; FEEE 22.01 hm?. T B F KRG EAEZAREN, S HEEEL, RARJG A5
282 B8 v P A A
3.16. AWAEEIR

FARTHIAR R L R P . 2003~2020 4, FARTHIAR M 8860.6 hm® T[4 5] 4925.02 hm?, /> T 3935.58 hm?,
T T 44.42%. Horb, 2009~2013 4E T RFEE R, M 7826.1 hm? Jii2b F 4903.0 hm?®, ¥/ T 37.35%.
FEFE R R ARIE A ER, MAWSERK, S5FEEE, ARG NE T B
A,
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3.17. #RFER

K T AR B . 2003~2020 4F, Feb AR 1746.0 hm? 4% 6847.55 hm?, ¥h0 T 5101.55 hm?,
BT 2.92 ff%; XK 300.09 hm?, FEHBKEA 17.19%. AR, Q502580 i Eiighs
U, BT 2RI AR — MR B SR AR B O A b, S A B TR A RO K

3.18. —fgFAMRER

— FEC R R T AR R R . 2003~2020 4, — R R AR 8368.2 hm? N [#F] 6546.48 hm?; Ji/b
7 1821.72 hm?, FHET 21.77%.

3.19. FERARR A RMER

FEECAR P AR R T AR 25 T IR B . 2003~2009 4E M 1742.0 hm? #5115 10180.1 hm?, 41 1 8438.1 hm?.
FEIENN 1406.35 hm®. 2009~2020 £E, M 10180.1 hm® F &3] 6980.78 hm®, "FF% 1 3199.32 hm?, K
F& 290.84 hm® . 2000~2009 4F 5 & £ FI A AAR Fil LUk B A SEAR A 32, b AR BV 28 57 288 3 322 S B Rt s
2010 4F DASKAH B R AR J5 A P AR

3.20. —AMHRFHER

— H5 FERA AR b TR AR AR 52 T BB 4. 2003~2020 4E M 9383.7 hm? /b 3] 7623.98 hm?, #§/b | 1759.72
hm?, FF T 18.75%. F:r1, 2003~20090 4E M 9383.7 hm? 787> F| 4386.9 hm?, 18> T 4996.8 hm?. 2009~2020
AEM 4386.9 hm® BN %) 7623.98 hm?, 4111 3237.08 hm?. ik 5 T RE#a .

3.21. 4hidtRAmEFR

SHES PRI AR 0. 2003~2020 4F, ZHIAARTEIAR A 4304.6 hm? 3115 6966.43 hm?; 40T 2661.83
hm®. BKT 61.83%.

3.22. hEEHETR

WA AR EE I . 2003~2020 4F, FBFRIEIAR M 4207.3 hm? 303 5958.78 hm?; H4H10 1 1751.48
hm?, BKZN 41.63%.

3.23. iEEAMA @R

AR AR RS 0. 2003~2020 4ET 240K M 1801.1 hm? 3 0%) 3512.09 73 hm?; i1 1710.99,
WET 94.50%.

3.24. RREAPKEIR

FRER A RFAL PSS K . 2003~2020 4F,  BRIAMR A 748.6 hm” B NE] 4562.65 hm®, 1T 6.09 i,
3.25. PEAPRER

o AR RFELPOE S K. 2003~2020 4F, I 2K 37.7 hm® EFF3 1483.14 hm?, 34007 39.34 fi%.
3.26. JRZHER

VRS AR AR SRS AN . 2003~2020 4, JEASHARITAM 6843.27 hm? BN F) 8555.61, HHNT 1712.34 hm?.
KRN 25.02%. (EULIAMRIY, hnss T B AVA S IR, TR R EARRE T, HIRHIER T IR,

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2023.123018 142 R H: 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2023.123018

IESE

3.27. FTEELWEIALCE
2003~2020 4, FETRARITHAM . BEAR, 2R PY, TRiE s g M AR L AT ETE 75.0% % 80.0%.
3.28. BUmMMAFEHEKE

AT RUES R KR B EFE. 2003~2020 4E, SAALTEAVE A KR 4.82 mY/hm® EFF 9.57 m’/hm?,
WK T 4.75 m’/hm?®, KA 98.55%. EFHIREE Ko IR KRR & 3 R I A = P2 bR DL R AR AR KT
RAMIGER . AR KA . EATREZ . HRIEE IR RMNE R 2~3 FEKBIIE 3~4
M, HEAEEL A 200 SO/RRERTE ] 500 kR, AERKGEEEMN, AKESR T RER.

3.29. BIAREHERE

BT TR T 1 8 A B B E R T .2003~2020 4F, AL AT B A E M 67.9 mP/hm? _ETH$]95.1 m*/hm?,
HK T 27.2 m¥hm?, K EH 40.06%. FIHIRERR. EEAE], R EARER A 5~6 FIEKF] 79 4F,
AT 55 A e 55 186 T 7 Ao T AN B AR R

3.30. ERE R EH B E
2003~2020 4, TS AT 23 B A 1150 Fi/hm? ) 1201 Bi/hm?. 3% B 54810 .
3.31. EHIE

S 4% 2e B I T .2003~2009 FET- 242 M 15.3 ecm RFEF] 11.6 cm, 5 55N FFE T 3.7 cm; 2009~2020
FEM 11.6 cm EFHF] 14.5 cm.

3.32. £¥RE

B EAY) R A G FE R E A E YR AR : 2003 4F 2284.0 hm?, 2009 4E 6300 hm?, 2013 4F 964.8
hm?, 2020 £ 1673.4 hm®>, 2R EAEKE, WERGR, FH™E KA 350.0 hm?.

3.33. TR
2003~2020 4F, FRAK KR KA 1436.85 hm?, F¥IRAETM 79.82 hm?. J& TR KA.
3.34. SRRE

RBRELEHGRER. 2003~2020 4F, SRR ENME KL, FEHRAEEM 161.17 hm?. H,
2009 F R A G FEHAEK, 5 233.60 hm’.

3.35. HERE

2000-2020 4F, Yeqdi. RS, RS BRARFRELMAE,
3.36. RS &EE

2003~2020 4, AR BRI 92.0%3) 95.0%, A H I RHE R -
3.37. N ERELLE

ARHEREBRRERERNLERDE FFF. 2003~2020 4F, M 25.5%_FFFF] 28.59%, LF T 3.09
ANE
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3.38. FFARLNTEHER&EL

TEAR A AR 7 A AR AN LB SEARE G . M 2003 4EF 2020 4FEFEAFAELE 96.86%F] 98.5%2 [ -
3.39. A ENERERE

AL AR B ERE BT, 2003 £ 2020 fEM 67.9m% hm® _ETFE] 82.81mY hm?, 2
14.91m’/ hm®,
3.40. £ME

Mar SRR 2SR5 DhRE A (B R0 1T H . 2020 SEARMAEZS RS DIREMME Y 12.37 J7 76/ h?, B 2015
fEH9 10,78 J370/ hm?, BIINT 1.59 J370/ hm?, BIK RN 14.75%.
3.41. HEHRERLE

AR E B RS B R, 2003~2020 M\ 74.5% FIER] 71.41%, FRET 3.09 NMEF A
3.42. LRE R ERAEE

A0 T S AR AR (FE AR fd B, ARAH LS, AR K EE B 7R PL_E AR ) o5 Bk B & 1 .
2003~2020 4E, AR EE G M 35.0% E T3] 40.0%, 32717 5 NEDE. X FEAR T 90 EH 5K
SMEBETNE , KR SRR A = 72K DL S SR T & S R KT .

343. HFMEKE

BRAAE K BRI, 2003~2020 4E, A4 E M 94,181 m/a HEHNF] 232,507 m*/a, BN T 138,326
m’a, KT 146.87%. FEHIN 8136 m®, FHHK 8.63%.

3.44. HFCHEE

PR HFE R RS K . 2003~2020 4F, FRAKIEFEE M 77,767 m’/a 15K F] 165,000 73 m’/a, 30T 87,233
Jima, KT 112.17%.

3.45. FEAMEE

FEREARM P B IGI. 2003~2020 EARM M 58,325 m’/a HANF] 123,750 mP/a, W T 65,425
m/a, KT 112 1%, FEHHIN 3849 m.

3.46. APHREH BNERTHE

FR PR BT AR AR = 4 B Rl B FF. 2003~2020 4E, M 5.24 m’/hm® EFHE] 8.95 m*/hm?, KT
70.80%.

i LRTR, JBH 46 MG ik, H, MRARMEA. HRARER. FMEEER. MHFIHR. Ei MRk
A MR AR, AL AR A KR, BAMRERE. HMEKE. HREFHEES 30 TiftaE KiE LTt
TR LEM AL E . FRARAMAMILE., FMHERLE, KRR ES 7 T EEARE; bR,
AtARHLEA, B ARIER . SPPAREAL AZARER, AR, — BRI 9 Tifabr{E id 2
N, REIESCIHIE], RS ARFREER . BB R AR T BEORARAN, DA D 3 1 R A AR A A AR
FARE)T KRR, MR AZ AR — MR B ol S I HE AN R R P (28440 . ARARAE K R BT T A B AL
KIEFRTE, BRI T AR IR S, Wl TR EESh. ¥ERE 1. B 1.
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Table 1. Data of forest resource quality evaluation in Paiyangshan (2003~2020)
= 1. IRBALLMIATR I EIR R £ 1N e AR EHE(2003~2020 £F)

5 sk i L year ALY
No. Indicator unite 2003 2009 2013 2020 trend
1 M T AR hm? 28337.7 28053.5 276789  27459.85 i
2 ARARTAR hm’ 217473 22729.6 24471.9 24905.29 T+
3 ARMER Jim’ 117.01 131.46 165.37 207.49 FTt
4 AME % 65.0 79.1 88.09 89.96 T
5 ARHFI 2 % 69.03 81.02 88.41 91.90 Tt
6 RARMRIAR hm’ 4044.5 4237.6 5767.5 4920.25 T+
7 N LR R e % 80.0 85.0 90.0 90.0 T
8 N LARIAR hm? 14746.7 17897.2 12975.1 17931.09 Ft
9 YNGR SR hm? 15051.3 8516.2 4791.3 7502.68 TR
10 T PR e AT hm? 13286.4 19537.3 22887.6 19957.22 T
11 B 4P AR THTAR hm? 4755.9 1098.9 1077.9 669.68 &
12 R AR TR hm? 5865.7 5714.9 2915.8 6533.17 Tt
13 FHM AR FR hm? 11125.7 14562.8 13448.8 13831.72 EF
14 ZEBEAR A hm? 2859.3 1337.4 850.3 1253.36 TR
15 K AR hm? 389.0 201.5 28.8 14.74 TR
16 FAR S TR hm? 8860.6 7826.1 4903.0 4925.02 TR
17 PR 2R I AR hm? 1746.0 5831.6 6015.3 6847.55 Tt
18 — J A R o AR hm? 8368.2 5202.8 7345.7 6546.48 T+
19 FEC AR AR hm? 1742.0 10180.1 9984.4 6980.78 Tt
20 — i A AR THIAR hm’ 9383.7 4386.9 4684 7623.98 TR
21 L PR AR hm? 4304.6 6106.9 6135.0 6966.43 +F
22 AR T AR hm? 4207.3 6214.6 4714.4 5958.78 EF
23 big VNN hm? 1801.1 5197.5 3281.4 3512.09 EF
24 JS AR T AR hm? 748.6 4639.6 3292.1 4562.65 Tt
25 T SAOPR TH hm? 37.7 555.4 869.9 1483.14 T+
26 VR A AR AR 73 hm? 6843.27 7949.9 6402.48 8555.61 LTt
27 TERE A LL % 78.0 79.0 75.0 80.0 FEARRE
28 BATRAEREKE m/hm’ 4.82 7.5 12.83 9.57 T
29 A AL ERE mY/hm? 67.9 57.9 74.6 95.1 Tt
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Continued

30 RGP H/hm? 1150 1201 1150 1200 Tt
31 IR cm 15.3 11.6 13.5 14.5 Ft
32 VR E hm’ 2284.0 6300.0 964.8 1673.4 TR
33 R hm’ 85.85 21.24 68.33 10.5 TR
34 TRRE hm? 103.0 233.6 196.1 112 AT T
35 HexE hm? o o o o AR E
36 fa B ) o L % 93.0 95.0 93.5 92.0 HEARTSE
37 AR B E % 25.5 28.03 22.07 28.59 T
38 TR ai AR L E % 98.5 96.86 96.86 96.86 HEAFSE
39 At TR E R m*/hm? 67.9 60.1 75.44 82.81 T
40 RS TIREME Jiot/hm’ H i K K HARE
41 fE AR R L % 745 71.97 77.93 71.41 AR E
42 P AR AR A3 o L % 35.0 36.0 38.5 40.0 Tt
43 FHAA PR T A m’/hm? 78.6 65.0 76.82 100.2 T
44 HREAEKE m’/a 94,181 170,953 201,919 232,507 Tt
45 RAREE R E m*/a 77,767 106,247 131,350 165,000 Tt
46 MR HAES =M m¥/hm*a 5.24 5.47 7.32 8.95 T

250

200 207.49

150 5.37

1.46
100 ' 95.1
N —67.9 . m//—-ﬂr/
$ 18:5507
0
20034 20094 20134 20204

——HMER = REHRERE ——HMEKE —e—HMikE

Figure 1. The change trend of Forest stock volume in Paiyangshan Forest Farm

1. TP AR B RS (L
4. HRAFTFERBEULR?
4.1. FFREFNIEIRGRSETIRE

SR IR R[S P AR PP F8bn 18 R 5 VR T 5T R A I BRI RV A . RIKBTR
PPUTRIR R R . PP ARUE VRN SF R B B I 20 3L K 4
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Table 2. Indicator system of forest quality evaluation

i 2. HRMREITFNERER

I Jid6 bz I J 46 b7 446 b Rt WE
indicator I indicator II indicator Il Calculated mode Weight
AN IR FARM I AH B B FARFRIE AR /AR TR 3
FEHR (577 TR BL R A 2 T AR BRI A T MR A 2
Forest origin
(10 49) MRHF (S AR 15K AME A ZE LA 3
) R 2% PR ARl P S R )
S A 25 MR T A e 7 2 25 MR THIAS PRt 3 T L !
@) 0 b B T e T P T B TR |
TR K
TR 375 BT L 5 AT A 2 T 2
ture N
(30 %) PR ZER ML E 5 FE K T R/ R bR e T AR 2
873 FE b R T AR L FE AT B b T )
G PRI 2 AR TR MRS T 2
KRR L WA AR A 2
p—— KRR L RARTTTAY MR A 2
(877 BRI L AR FE BRI 2
pa—— — FE A T AT P T PR B T 2
Forest strue- B T AL AR BY TR AT 2
(30 %) ’”’M(QSEZ)“ i MR A LT BT AT )
ST et B T L ST ot SRR TR 77 A PR T 4
—— VRA AR R VR AR 5 A AR T 2
473 T B F TR L Te A A 77 B 5 MO TR 75 AR T 2
. hREEE T ARMWELERKE FEK BRI 5
R E FLE(10 4> T
Fores prod- =(1029) AT BB TAME YA 5
o g SRLRCTE JE P B R R T 5
(1093) TR E T A 3R 24 B 5
B A E P 1 S TR AR A T 3
- Fekok i 2 M f T AR T 2
makiem  CARE )
Forest health @877 RBRE 9 e e S T AR AR S T A 2
(10 43)
HiiE 2 M f TS AR T !
fBER L 2 5 PR HEBR I i b3 T L/ 25 b T 2
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ABMERILE AR E BB ST 2
A Te A A BMEALLL & Tk 2 BRI/ 2 2 b T L 3
(14 71) AT E DA AR BUA AR TR 4
B TRV A5 45 T e 18 BP0 (L R P T 5
BN E
Forest value TR E L E H AR B/ EER 2
(30 43)
A T R R bR 43 TR 5 b T 4
LA A PR R AR 2 FEL BBk 25 50 b AR T 4
(16 éj\) /N /N |/ \ /N
KRR S o 3
P AR TR M PR b B R A AR 3
5 12 37 100

Table 3. The discriminate standard for the forest quality evaluation

#® 3. RMRETOIRER

P I 9445 b5 S o bR

1 RAEARPRTAA o5 H 3 Z15%: 3475 14~10%: 2.5 45 9~5%: 24r; <5%: 1.5 4.

2 RA A % 2 =90%: 2 45; 89~80%: 1.54%; 79~70%: 1.0 4%; <69%: 0.5 4%
3 AMEH 3 Z60%: 35 59~50%: 2.5 4F; 49~40%: 2 4F; <40%: 1.5 4.
4 Mt ] % 2 =85%: 2475 84~80%: 1.54F; 79~75%: 14F; <75%: 0.5 %),
5 A iR A L 1 =30%: 175 29~20%: 0.87r; 19~10%: 0.67r; <10%: 0.47).
6 ] it WA T R b 1 =70%: 1455 69~60%: 0.84F; 59~50%: 0.657; <50%: 0.44%.
7 B4 AR TR LG = 2 =25%:2 4F; 24~20%: 1.54%; 19~10%: 14r; <10%: 0.5.

8 R AR T AR L 2 Z5%:2 4 4~3%: 1545 3~1%: 14 <1%: 0.5 4%

9 FIM TR L = 2 Z60%:2 775 59~50%: 1.5 405 49~40%: 17%; <40%: 0.5 5);
10 LRI L 2 =5%: 245 4~3%: 1.548; 2~1%: 14 <1%: 0.5 4.

11 R E 2 =20%: 2.0 77: 19~16%: 1.54F; 15~10%: 14F: <10%: 0.5 53
12 AR L E 2 220%: 2.0 455 19~16%: 1.5 755 15~10%: 1455 <10%: 0.5 43
13 FE B THIAR L 2 =30%: 2475 29~20%: 1.5 45 19~10%: 1.0 435 <10%: 0.5 43
14 — FRC R B T AR B 2 =30%: 2775 29~20%: 1.5 %5 19~10%:1 7r: <10%: 0.5,
15 YRR EL B 2 Z25%:2 4 24~20%:1.5 55 19~15%; 1535 5 <15%: 0.5 %%,
16 AR THIAR EL 2 Z025%:2 45 249~20%:1.5 455 19~15%; 145 5 <15%: 0.5 4%
17 I B R TR LL = 4 Z40%: 4955 39~30%: 3 4%; 29~10%; 2 4%; <10%: 143
18 TR AR AR b 2 =40%: 2 475 39~30%: 1.54%; 29~20%; 145 <20%: 0.5 7.
19 TRRER A AR LU = 2 =80%: 2 77; 79~60%: 1.547: 59~40%; 1735 <40%: 0.5 53
20 PAIARESEKE 5 Z15: 548 14~10: 445 9~5: 3455 <5%: 2 4%,
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21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

TeARMT- 125
MR E
AR
RBRKE
Her®
PR3 i

NI E L E

TR iR LR

N AR A AR

AR M55 DA B

[EELYIS - iN=A

DU T it MRAR 2 L

PRI E R

ARKEAEFE

AL TR
37

100

=

120: 5 43; 119~100: 4 435 99~80; 3 435 <80: 2 4r»

Z1250: 57475 1249~1150: 4435 1150~950: 3 435 <950: 2 77

=20: 547 19~16: 443 15~11: 3 4r; <11: 2%,
To: 347 B 250 H: 240 H: 1540 FFE: 14
Jo: 247 BE: 154 e 140 HE: 0559 FFE: 045,

TG
TG

247 B 1548, EEL s H: 0.5 HFFE: 09
10 B 087y, 1% 0.67%: HE: 037 $FHE: 0,

Z95%:2 735 94~90%: 1.5 775 89~80%: 1.0 435 <80%:0.5.

=35%:

=70%
=100:

=65%

=60%:

=120:

=1.5:

24975 34%~30%: 1.549%; 29~20%: 1.043; <20%: 0.5%
: 397 69%~50%: 2.547; 49%~30%: 2 r; <29%: 1
4 4y; 99~80: 3.5 4r; 79~60: 3 435 <60: 2 7.

fli: 545 R: 445 H: 350 Z: 245
2 2455 64%~50%: 1.54%; 49~40%: 1.04); <40%: 0.5%
49 59%~50%: 3 47 49%~40%: 2.5 47; <39%: 2 47
4555 119~90: 3.5%%; 89~70: 3 43; <69: 2.57%
395 1.4~1.1: 243 1.0: 045 <1.0: ~1 %

=4: 347; 3.9~3: 2.548; 3~2: 24y <2: 1.5%

Table 4. Rank standard of forest quality evaluation

#® 4. BMRREBETNFRITE

GREELD 12 o4 m V4% VK
Indicator Grade I Grade I Grade IIT Grade IV Grade V
giG
. 100~90 89~80 79~70 69~60 <59
Comprehensive
ﬁﬁ@ﬁ. 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <5.9
Forest origin
ok
ARG 30~28 27~25 24~22 21~19 <18
Forest structure
A rndb
MM#E“. ) 20~18 17~15 14~12 11~9 <8
Forest productivity
7
AR 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <5.9
Forest health
25 bk AN
ARHHE 30~27 26~24 23~21 20~18 <17
Forest value
v é .
R 7 i s ke ek
Rank
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4.2. FHR

BIFNER

WRIELE 3 PR PRI | AR SCHR AR B AT Ve, a5 Rk 5.

Table 5. Forest quality evaluation in Paiyangshan from 2003 to 2020
= 5. IRBELLKIAZR IR B 21T 11 54=(2003~2020 £F)

= _ i 2003 2010 2020

I Zi4R b5 JIZE e & o o - » - P .

SUE B4 SE B A 593 SHE B9
REARPRTAA o5 H 32067 3 19.14 3 31.52 3 20.7 3
kU BB % 2 800 15 850 15 90.0 2 90.0 2
(10 53) HEH R 3 65.0 3 79.1 3 88.09 3 89.96 3
Mt 2 2 803 1.5 8102 15 86.31 2 91.90 2
A s AR T AR LG = 1 5311 1 30.36 1 23.17 0.8 36.53 1

T T A TR B L 1 4689 04 6964 0.8 76.83 1 6347 0.8

Bi 4 AR T AR L 2 2186 15 4.83 0.5 5.89 0.5 2.93 0.5
TRk K R PR TR EE 2 22697 2 2516 2 15.93 2 2839 2
(30 77) FIMA PRI L 2 5117 15 641l 2 7352 2 6387 2
2D MR AR L B 2 0 0.5 5.89 2 4.65 1.5 4.80 1.5

KR E 2 179 05 0.89 0.5 0.16 0.5 0.06 05
FAZSTAR L E 2 40.74 2 34.45 2 26.80 2 23.86 2
FE R THFA LG 2 803 05 2567 1.5 32.88 2 31.05 2
e RmEmMLE 2 3848 2.0 3899 2 40.16 2 45.01 2
YRR AR L 2 3869 2 26.88 2 33.54 2 30.99 2

?’I‘jﬁ éjf;/] & RTHI AR LG B 2 3782 2 27.36 2 25.77 2 2650 1.5
AT BRI LR 4 2349 2 45.76 4 40.69 4.0 43.16 4

TR ARTAR L E 2 350 15 35.0 1.5 35.0 1.5 3435 1.5
TRRERLAEMARILE 2 780 1.5 79.0 1.5 75.0 1.5 80.0 2
BAMARAESERKE 5 7.5 3 7.5 3 12.83 4 9.57 3
MR LROATTE A E A 5 6719 2 579 2 74.6 2 95.8 3
(20 73) i b 2 51150 4 1201 4 1150 3 1200 4
TR 5 5% 5 153 3 11.6 3 13.5 3 14.5 3

AR E 3 i 2 #H 1.5 ® 2.5 ® 2.5

AR KK 2 ® 1.5 % 1.5 % 1.5 % 1.5

%ﬁ@? M > & 15 & 15 | %15
Hexr# 1 g 1 7 1 x 1 T 1

R i 2 93.0 1.5 93.5 1.5 93.5 1.5 92.0 1.5
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AR ERLLE 2 25.5 1 3143 1.5 31.43 1.5 2859 1.0
TRARA kb E 3 95.0 3 96.86 3 96.86 3 96.86 3
A MR E 4 67.9 3 60.1 3 75.4 3 82.81 3.5
EBRSDRE 5 G 3 ol 3 R 4 K 4
ﬁjﬁgﬁ PR BRI E 2 74.5 2 68.57 2 68.57 2 68.57 2
( ) PR SRR L E 4 35.0 2 36.0 2 38.5 2 400 25
FA#A R TR & R 4 78.6 3 650 2.5 76.8 3 1002 3.5
A KRR 3 1.2 2 1.60 3 1.53 3 1.41 2
PRI iﬁfifjm’q’ﬁ 3 5.24 3 5.47 3 7.32 3 8.95 3
5 37 100 714 76.3 793 80.8

A5 BT, 2003 AEE 2020 4F, JRFH LR BRI B IR 0 BREESE EHES, A 714 4y EFHF]
80.8 7, MHEESEL B RIFEEL .
A6 AT L, 2020 5 2003 FFEAHLL, ARATEIFM 3G 9.4 4, HEKE 13.16%. H, AL
TN 4.4 4y, 3EKE 6.16%, AEK: HRMNEIGIN 3.5 58, HKE 3.50%, AHIK: HRIELIEARAK
FERES TN 1 4 ARAREERENEIN 0.5 4y RUITERIIE, ARG IR, BB, WAL, W

i

Table 6. Analysis of forest quality evaluation (2003~2020)
= 6. IRPALLFKIAZRIA R ETEMN 9 7R (2003~2020 £F)

RALE AR R, BP MG, S PRT T AR E AR

s R K3 cores
No. year
1 2003 71.4
2 2009 76.3
3 2013 79.3
4 2020 80.8
2020 Lk 2003 & 9.4
R ER% 13.16

AR IR

Forest origin

9.0
9.0
10.0
10.0
1.0

1.4

ARG
Forest
structure

20.9
253
253
253
4.4
6.16

AR RE AR ARMOE
forest Forest Forest
productivity health value
12.0 7.5 22.0
12.0 7.0 23.0
12.0 7.5 245
13.0 8.0 24.5
1.0 0.5 2.5
1.4 0.7 3.50

4.3. [REIZHARERANXEAFOH

M T AW, BFPARTIAR L B . A2 AREIARLL . ARSI E ., A mARES A K& AR
BRI TEARMEE G B SRR AR 2 B EEE 7 TR e bR AL N 25 43, 19493 13.5 9, 1993 54.0%.
YRR B X 7 TR AR 7 R B 90% LA L, MR8 hn 10 4, ARMFEIEANATIE 90 3L E, A

FRFEY

IREH LM SIS AFASKIE SR AREAR, 1 PSS AR BRI AR, I A2 AR B AR IR LR
BRE, A 5~10 A EREIMZARTMARAISE. B2, =IHE 6 BUHM AT/ %2 8 T Rem.
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Table 7. Analysis on key indicators restricting forest quality (2020)
= 7. BILFRM TR X RIERR T HT(2020 £F)

Frs I A TAN HR bR G 35 (SIS BRI
No. Indicator II weight score Score rate rank
1 B 47 bR I AR b 2 0.5 25.0 R
2 FARKHA L E 2 0.5 25.0 AN Bk
3 ATEARE L E 2 1.0 50.0 APk
4 AR A KR 5 3 60.0 ok
5 AL A E 5 3 60.0 Jo ks
6 TEARMF 22 5 3 60.0 Kot
7 e it PRI BT bR 23 4 2.5 62.5 Fekg

&1t 25 13.5 54.0 APk

5. &g 51
5.1. &5ig

2003~2020 5, YRFTLIMIZARARIA . ARARER . ARMAE SR MR AL M A AR K&
AR BRI PMA S BT RS M MG 2] TR, T — AR, dnkatik, A2 AN
B L T AR I, IR AR . MRS MR SER . B ESE
AR TR, PR, AR E AR R R AR IR S L B A A RS SR AR
BETHERIET, RABRSIENRMEIL . ARG M RE. AR RMOMESE 5 A
BEAT AR BTRZR G VRO, ARMTTREPEON S0 A 71.4 73 ETHE] 80.8 73, FRMTE M AFLES b TH R R4
X

5.2. #Hig

£ 2020 4F, JRBH LM ARAREAN 24905.29 hm®, FRAKE T 207.49 17 m’, FRITE 25555 89.96%, K
R ZIEH] 91.90%. FHIARIZ T N AR IEIE K CIIERSET B, 1 e Wi R B . A
2003 4FF] 2020 FFRMAEA THRAIRTHER| RIFER, (B2, KIEIRFH L AIA15 R E 1) B 2R 5% ARk
MFER, FRAZHRECR AR RIS R IRTE S . HAT, AL 13831.72 hm?, WRA G 5 4N AL
BURAEKEMNIAE 9.57 m/hm® 273 12.57 m*/hm?, FAE KB 41495 m®; BAIHAL S AR 95.1
m’/hm” $E 5 F 120.1 m*/hm?, W E B E 10 34.58 75 m®, £ 166.12 15 m®. i LA 254K 7202.85
hm® (&R 79.23 i m’, SR E R E LS 24535 75 m’, L 2020 4F 207.49 15 m’ #H0T 37.86 73

3
m .

BRI S BTAFAE D P R AR B ARG A s MRS AL B A IR AR AR KR AR S T AR
BRGNS AL B R LE B AR (R A SE PR DL, IR DU JLIT AR, B AT K
FERE A AR R IR, 5 )5 ARMBTRIE RIS

1) MM Scbr i, 38 S MBT I MREAR . IR AR RIRMR . RAEMR . B i AR e
MR AR, AR FL A 2 E R LA 70 K PSR TR AR . R ORI AR B AR B URRSE, $En
WO EZFENE, BB ARTEAR, TR MR AR S

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2023.123018 152 R H: 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2023.123018

IESE

2) MNERA MY, B IER A, IRIPAMHMERE. 250, 2 ad bk ALhE A ke oy =,
AR ANINRERBET D KAE, LB AL LA B35 ISR E PR KR R AP, bk el
BL NSRS, PR AR BN, BERAE A BRI E o NSRRI L R L\ SO R e b
IRV B, (RO, RTHRE, SRTRTEM R .

3) MSRAEAAMRA TR T AR, AR S, BOEREIET i, SRT MM K EAE K
L AR T H 2 BONIRTE, R IUAT 4 R AR AL TR B 4E PR 3~4 RIE KB 5~6 4, )N S itTL 7 bR
Bk, RACHEAEFRSE, St ipeJy sk, MRS A HLIEH LR A AE 8, JF RN 2 il J5 it
PRSI AR TR S R ABIE R AR AT L, (et MR, RTH R mARAE. BRE.
FERG At RTHRB AR AR A L

4) B E G B, 18 2 IR T AREE RS R DT M A R AR R AR EE RS S5~6 SRR 7~9
o BT RS H AR AR B R B BRI, SR N TR . [, K773
HEFARDIE IR i O 7 HOARTRIE, A S THRA R R 3 i i

5) MRERA AR E AR E I S B, BRI RRAE A, IRTIMR S B . SRR . RAR .\ AAEE
R HUE M 4%, ST PRI AR v 2, B SRERVE AR BT X VR ARG R, 7 F ) EE KO0 U R A i
B RAERNERRE . Noka NBEMEREPE, EHEFOARMGR, SWM2HRMIELRE, Bk
BEE AT, SRR HUE, SETHR T BE A A

=
JTPEMO SR 2019 A5 U LR —— ) P8 AR ot S A HE SR A 7(2019-01)
SE 3k

(11 7 EERXEE IR LA, TR EE R TR, 2003 4 PR B 6 X E A R H L ARz 20k 5 0R
HRITH A AR [R]. BT, 2004.

[2] TP EE X EA IR LAk, TR MO R AR BE. 2009 &P E VA X E G IRFH L ARIA AR AR SR
RN [R]. ® 97, 2010.

[3] T VMR A A X EA IR LA, T iAol A RS BE. 2013 7 PR E I X E G IRPH L AR37 ZR AR B IR
RN [R]. 77, 2015.

[4] TR EEXEGIRM LA, eSS A RAT. TR B8 X E G IR BH L b3 2R Ak 2 Uk
P AR (2020 4E) [R]. T, 2020.

[5] WIS, skEESE, (T8, 5. ) PUARMB R E A RABGE A A8 5 SCIE]. [P MOL R, 2022, 51(5):
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