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Abstract

Guangxi State-owned Daguishan Forest Farm is one of the largest forest farms in Guangxi. In order
to comprehensively grasp the dynamic changes in forest resources in Daguishan Forest Farm and
promote the high-quality and sustainable development of forest resources, based on the survey
report data of forest resource planning and design in Daguishan Forest Farm from 1998 to 2020,
more than 40 indicators including woodland area, forest area, forest stock volume, forest covering
rate, forest land utilization rate, unit area stock volume, forest growth, and forest consumption
were statistically analyzed. The results were as follows: Forest area reached 35082.25 hm? from
26925.1 hm?; forest stock volume increased 343.63 million m3 from 130.12 million m3; forest cov-
ering rate increased 89.02% from 74.9%; forest growth of per unit woodland increased 11.0
m3/hm? from 3.4 m3/hm?; forest stock volume of per unit woodland increased 100.9 m3/hm? from
44.6 m3/hm?. The Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) was used to evaluate and analyze forest qual-
ity from five aspects, including forest origin, forest structure, forest productivity, forest health,
and forest value, using 37 indicators. The results showed that from 1998 to 2020, the forest quali-
ty of Daguishan Forest Farm increased from a passing level to a good level. At the same time, 5 key
evaluation indicators that constrain the improvement of forest quality were selected. To promote
the high-quality development of forest resources in this forest farm, suggestions have been put
forward to improve forest quality.
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1. 518

ARG B R A B E A Mg AR R R E 2. [ EA KEE LRI 2T TS bR
i KIEG Mgz —, BIERMAZ A GRS § LEEEH TG T RERS, MR TEEER.
TEHTE AT WA I EN B PR GR, SRR RN B 545 &, Rk ] Frsfd B R e 2 iy
I ) IR ASHIE 7T LA P A KRR AR 1998 4F. 2003 4. 2009 4. 2013 4ELL K 2020 “EFRARHE
VSRR 2T R [1] [2] [3] [4] [S1LA S AR IHR T IHR A ) By B ailt, K H 2 Uk 73 #riZi(the Analytic Hierarchy
Process) i AR AR IE BLIEAT KRG HT, B IE MR SR i R AT R R R AR R S

2. FIAHRSL

I EA R LRI A T 1957 4, &) PR F A XKML B K EMIG 2 —, MG RBRE
PN NP X o MRHBA TR 48 111°20'6"~111°54'39", Jb4fi 23°58'33"~24°14'25", HuAL) U ZRER, HLES B
FE SN T

M JE T RS8R, BN iR — N 200~600 m, R OCEE L 1204 m, B IRER 80 m.
ML T AR Z P, 8 3 BRI R 2= S, P30 19.3°C, Wi il 39.7°C, AR
RIR—2.4°C, ERUE 6243°C; F-FHFEM & 2056 mm, EZKE 1275 mm; fEFXMHANEE 82%; T
H] 354 Ko MM REE DR AWM S . BUUA T, RRPILMA N 3 858 = B R
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L, pHE N 5.0~55; LEEELIH. JE(>40 cm) A3,

HMMEDFRFE T, WIHVEEN AR 162 £} 868 Fli. Tr A Fh 1 LA 5 EFA (Pinus massoniana)-
A2 (Cunninghamia lanceolata). jHi4Z(Keteleeria fortunei). A4 (Schima superba) [ f#(Phoebe bournei).
1EiE 4 (Machilus pauhoi)s, AT EH XA (Baeckea frutescens). #EEIIH Bk (Phyllanthus cochinchinen-
sis). F9AIA (Heptapleurum heptaphyllum). = X 7% (Melicope pteleifolia). 4k 44k (Rhodomyrtus tomentosa).
¥z B A (Pittosporum trigonocarpum). 41A%(Rhododendron simsii) . K #E{¢ (Eurya chinensis). & <=# (Ardisia
quinquegona). JL A (Psychotria rubra). Z{e(Myrsine seguinii). F:Z(1l1(Maesa japonica). YAl
(Pittosporum glabratum). ¥ jg /A (Lasianthus hirsutus) #7< (Eurya japonica)%, B A E )45 S 5% 5 (Eriachne
pallescens). £[- & M9 %i (Ischaemum ciliare). 7175 (Miscanthus floridulus). %< /7 2 % # (lechnum orientale)
¥4 (Woodwardia japonica). 4B (Cibotium barometz). ¥ 17MH (Lophatherum gracile). % % (Carex
cruciata). K577 (Microstegium ciliatum ). k7" # (Dicranopteris linearis)%% .

1990 “ELART, MBI RIS 2R, —MiEm 3, L5 B0\ (Illicium verum). VI
(Camellia oleifera) }y 3= . 1994 422 J5i [F ZX MOV EHEHEGE S 1) V0 55 — AR A el 2 — B R L AR AR 2 el
2000 F, MIGFFUGRITR B TR F =R ILCARER . IR, Falt. — a9 3 .

%2020 4FJEK, ABEAT 1113 A, Hh7EHA 586 A, BSIBAKEAT 527 A 3Py bkihifi# 38553.54 hm?,
FRATEAR 35082.25 hm?, FRAR & R 343.63 73 m®, ARbk 5 89.02%. 7EAR L HI M, 45 Mt 34568.34 hm?,
ikt 537.83 hm?, HEAMK I 487.97 hm?, Ktk 1945.8 hm?, Jo 7 A bk 818.52 hm?, il i 19.36 hm?,
WHENAEFA b 281,53 hm?, 54k 26.17 hm?.

3. BT
3.1 FHLE@RA

1998~2020 4, 3N & TH AL 35924.2 hm? # 1151] 39410.12 hm?, 3440 7 3485.92 hm?, &7+ 1 9.7%.
T E AR NP . FEE KR AE 2003~2009 4 [A]3E I [X R o FLE LS T, B T4
B A

3.2. HRHbEFR

2020 4, ARHWTHEIALA 38553.54 hm?, Eb 1998 4Eff] 34466.8 hm* 3 )1 7 4086.74 hm?, 1K T 11.8%.
RO ARG N B . SRR AR X R VA%, 8N E AR LT AR . (EAE R, 2005 SERRAT
PR R X T AR R IX, 2013 AEFHAS N IE K AR IRY X, FRRE ARG 3780 A LAk
R L B R DR X B

3.3. BHittER

2020 4EA45 PRI A Ky 34568.34 hm?, Bt 1998 4F [ 27009.1 hm? 341 T 7559.24 hm?, EF+ 71 27.9%.
FOAE AT G 023 W E . 3R B R RS AR S IR AR K D FF N g AR L B AR, K 4 ELAR
. FEARMIBEFEAL NH MR

3.4. Btk ER
1998~2013 4E i bk 54.3 hm? L4 5% bRt .
3.5. EAHMER
2020 SEREAM T A A 487.97 hm?,  EL 1998 4 2066.6 hm? kb T 76.3%. R HIHEA MR T FRII & .
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FEEFERE R ARG L 1L RN TSR E AL N H MR .
3.6. KRR EM I EER

1998~2020 4F, A ihkid kb A 1013.8 hm? B 15| 1945.8 hm?. Ji A2 78 L HA TR bR I MR R . 0 b 235 4
VS FERER,  ARAE T s AR K.

3.7. RIAAMMER(EMME, R, NRiFiF)

2020 4ETCSTA MR HE Y 818.52 hm?, Lt 1998 4F 4451.1 hm? /> T 3632.58 hm?, /> T 81.6%. J&[A
T RARE ST MR, BRTE I E SR ST R, & 2013 SEFRASE AL T B MRS ARAT S

3.8. HWENE A
2020 4E48 B AR = F Hi Ay 281.53 hm?, Bt 1998 4F 320.0 hm? 3%/ T 38.47 hm?.
3.9. # ki

2003~2020 4E4 i bt A 885.8 hm? i/ #| 26.17 hm?, Jiib 1 859.63 hm?. RN[% T 97.0%. #£HIHL 5
Mtth NBE o IS . 2020 A AR 5 A3 MR EI R 0.068% . R HIARHL Y (A% D, ARHLEEE R 4.

M IR HT AT W, 1998~2020 4, MIHLEHA. MHEAR. AR B30, FEAMM.
SEAKRHL . AR FTR D, R VAR R PG IZ T, MR SR A A L L.

Table 1. Dynamic changes of woodland on Daguishan forest farm (1998~2020)
1 KELMKHE LT ERERIER G IR 1998~2020 &

5 HHh s I year

No. indicator unit 1998 2003 2009 2013 2020
1 ZE TR hm? 35924.2 43789.3 42728.3 43193.3 39410.12
2 R AR hm? 34466.8 43784.6 42532.6 42503.2 38553.54
3 A it hm? 27009.1 36240.6 38285.9 36790.0 34568.34
4 A hm? 26754.6 36240.6 36959.7 36189.0 34030.73
5 B AR hm? 54.3 8.7 8.6 1.5 0
6 TEAR IR hm? 2066.6 4409.1 480.5 599.0 487.97
7 RS hm? 1013.8 828.6 1454.9 2955.0 1945.8
8 T[] b hm? 0.1 9.0 18.3 77.0 19.36
9 ToILARMRH hm? 4451.1 8325 722.8 1752.5 818.52
10 HBL A F hm? 320.0 158.0 345.1 328.2 281.53
11 5 hm? 885.8 1298.5 279.1 54.3 26.17

4. AT FEHBLE LI
4.1 FHER

1998~2020 4E, FRAKMHIFLM 26925.1 hm? 1 %] 35082.25 hm?, 0T 8157.15 hm?, EF 7 30.3%.
T B DR AE L BT DR300 B PR I N T AR EA PRI 351 B AR N 17 AR, 7K T ARAR AR .
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42. ZFHER

1998~2020 4, FFIREFIM 130.12 /5 m* B4K-F 343.63 /5 m®, Hhn 7 21351 5 m?, K 1.64 .
XK 9.7 md. TERARMIAR AN, BT i AR AR K DL R BT T AR B AR KR R T .
43. ZRARBER

1998~2020 4F, HIEEZM 74.9% FTF3] 89.02%, EFFFT 14.12 ANE S M. 35 P24 A A)
KA B HOANEE AR AR M 5 A MMl 7K 7 ARARTEIRR, 271 T AR 5K .

4.4, HRFIRZER

1998~2020 4F, MRiFIFHZEM 78.1% FFF%] 90.99%, FFHT 12.89 ANF 4. 3 H 5 PR A B A
SRV IR NN =) 1 O NI A A 11 VA S 55 bz NRNTE W N2 W S S 17 55 P <

45 RMEBEHRE

1998~2020 4, A LAk R HF M 75.5%F2E E 21 90.0%. Fh. 2R KR E A 100%, Ak R
FE R N 80%, — MR P A B AP F 2R 60%.

4.6. RIRRER

1998~2020 4E, KARMIMIFIM 11173.8 hm® FEEF| 7111.0 hm?, k> T 4062.8 hm?, T[4 1 36.3%.
FARMMAR (5 LE M 41.5% K[43 20.3%, NFET 21.2 D2 . 2009 AR 25 I8 I 25 i S AR AR T AR R
2006.4 hm?. = ZJ5 K E A 3780 hm? RARMAE AT 44 K HE L 505 (5 AR R4 X 2R, [ T 7
TiEFEARSRUEA ], 38 B IR PRI 5 1 BAAR LA BRI 22

47. AI#HEFR
1998~2020 4F, AN TAKIHIFA M 15751.3 hm? #4151 27970.66 hm?, 41 7 12219.36 hm?, K T 77.5%.

2009 £ A\ AT A 34021.4 hm? G145 7 K HLIE A& AT AR 1697.9 hm?. 2000 4F LAJs BT A T pkn
Bl By AR AR .

4.8. AEAHETR

1998~2020 4, A ARSI AIAN 11130.6 hm? Ji/b 5] 3741.37 hm?, RF% 1 7389.23 hm?, J&/> 66.4%.
oS aa MR AR A7 EE A 41.3% RF% 2] 10.7%. EEJRERARFREE R . BRhEE R CIREE . 2001 4ELK, 7EK
F1RJE LIS AR (R AR E PR AR, PRI AR BE b F8 7 o B bR S Bl 38 43 0 228 MR b 8 B A v
A .

4.9. EamiRER

1998~2020 4, i Ak b T FH M 17856.8 hm? 1 i 31 31340.66 hm?, 3 i1 T 13483.86 hm?, 3K 1 75.5%.
P A R T AR |5 EE A 58.7%38 %] 89.3%., & T JR KR MRFh 45 1) . BRP s b IR HE, 72 I [a) 2 05 R S
YN

4.10. BFiFHAEFRA

1998~2020 4, B4R FAM 1039.09 hm? 38 hn 31| 2496.42 hm?, 38407 1457.33 hm?, K T 140.3%.
5 7 AR THI AR 5 EE A 3.9% b F+ 31 7.1%. 1998~2003 SEHA[A], /R /A td Mk AR K, {HR A MRHb A/,
KFRIY 0N TSR R VE AR AN TE S AR HE, B0 28 S5 AR AR |5 LA/
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4.11. ¥ AHER

1998~2020 4F, HrFIAKIFM 738.2 hm? b T3] 1244.95 hm?, 3007 506.75 hm?. ¢ B AR A (5 B A
2.7%_ LT3 3.5%. B F59F B A% 2009~2013 4E45 FH AR i AR 7% %)) 5000 £ hm?, 1fij 2020 4E R 45 1244.95 hm?,
5 R A ) A 3780 hm?® #8538 45 K Ll 2l 1 AR A4 [X A 3L

4.12. A #ER

FR PRI AL M 1998 4E 1) 17103.9 hm? 1 11 £ 2020 £E ) 30675.64 hm?, #1117 13571.74 hm?, KT
79.3%; 4EHEAN 616.9 hm?. FHA AR AL & L A 63.5%_F TF DA 87.4%. JE A& 2001 4 LASKHn A AR Fh 454 |
WEFhLE AL R B ) R, B RUR R AR AR, B HE AR LA A TR JEORR, AR 1A
W PR ] A bt B LS S R P A A

4.13. &FHER
2R A 1998 4 752.9 hm? /b 3| 2020 4Ef 665.02 hm?, Ui/ 7 87.88 hm?. {HISEE M2,

2013 {EL PR 180.6 hmP. TR 2001 403K, Sy ML AR LR LRI T 5
R 2015 ELIR, i RGKITREMATER, WA RITRL ] S8

4.14. ZWER
K2 AT A M 1998 4 (1) 3312.0 hm? 3 i1 31| 2020 41 7518.38 hm?, 111 | 4206.38 hm?, 3 K- %y 227%.

2000 “FARTAZ A IR FRAM IR, 2001 45 ORAZARAM Hirks Kl ik, KOs TAam, fEiiafEi
FARERAR A B MR AZ B, R AEAZ AT ARG

4.15. AWER

FAR T AR M 1998 4F 1) 8871.11 hm? [4 £ 2020 4£ (1) 5261.98 hm?, ¥/ 7 3609.12 hm?, NP4 T 40.7%,
FEH N B2 300 hm?o JE IR AA AN A BEAR A e W Bl A2 A I A

4.16. HRER

1998 4= AR KA LLARIZ A FREAZ R . 2000 A RHE LRI T AR BRI REAZ I, %2 2003 A A AR
%% 4076.9 hm?, % 2020 4EiA%] 9304.61 hm?; 2020 4L 2003 4E48/i1 1 5227.71 hm?, EH434 /i 307.5 hm?,
FEUEIATE] T Pa AL R 5 3 & BRI KR A T2 bk [FRE, T PEARRARITH « MR I H £ 43437,
TR A TSR BT, AR A RS LK, AR AR PR ML oK e

4.17. —RRFIHRFE TR

— 5 [ AR T AR A 1998 4[] 4448.4 hm? 34113 2020 4E 1) 11790.11 hm?, 3407 7341.71 hm?, 1K
RN 165.0%; SEHIHE AN 333.6 hm?, 32 2[5 A K 22 B AR DA K s bk atbad st 0 1 E Ak AN AR R AR
BT N A 3 R T s B i T — R ] e T R
4.18. R AHHER

2000 4F LR AR I % A BT 40 5 AR M AR AR Fh . 2003~2020 4F, 4548 4% B R TH AR M 4970.0 hm?
W% 9304.61 hm?, 07 4334.61 hm?, K T 87.2%. 454K AR & He A 26.4% T 5 30.3%.
FEFRRNRZ TIPS, KA DR NER T E KRR S AN, Wah 7 ERKEE A
J&.
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4.19. —RRRAMHER

2003~2020 4, — MMM AR R 13866.0 hm? 8411 1 21371.03 hm?. #4407 7505.03 hm?. {HZ&, —
% P A AR TR 5 HE A 73.5% T 431 69.7%.

4.20. $HRER

1998~2020 4F, 4h#A RTH FH M 5062.5 hm? T[4 % 4624.76 hm?. 4 bR AR 5 HE A 29.6% B4 %1 15.1%.
PN AN RSV ST

4.21. iR ER
1998~2020 4F , S BRI FH M 4354.4 hm? 388 1 £ 11460.73 hm?; HPE8 AR R (5 AN 25.5% F F+ %1 37.4% .
4.22. iEFFREFR

1998~2020 4F, T BRI AM 2234.1 hm? 34 1%] 8222.63 hm?, THIAR 5 H M 13.1%438 K 26.8%. K
AT R Y5 R A R 18 o o

4.23. REAM AR

1998~2020 4F, FREAMKITIFIM 5452.9 hm? FFF 5] 7621.04 hm?. BRI SE I, 3¢ B3 AT SR 28
[ E

424, TEMEFR
2003~2020 4, 3FEAMEAM 1377.8 hm? | FFF)] 2122.75 hm?. 3 BRI RS0, R REHEES.
4.25. JRAZHER

1998~2020 4F, JRAZHKIH AR M 3570.5 hm? 34 hn 2 13496.33 hm?, #4011 7 9925.83 hm?, K% 278%.
TRASHRIER 5 LR A 13.3%38 N3 38.5%. FEATAEE|HIGIX 40%M R . 5K & 7E LA [a) @ 1L & MoK
HR I HEAR MR AN EL AL TR AT
4.26. AL EEEHERGE

1998~2020 FE K73 HE TR B 45 Fy THIAR |5 EL AR BN YE BN 78.5%~82.0%, T S & ARAHZE 3.5 NE /0 . WE
TR R I, BN B 2R . 20 245k N EREE M RG24k, (B LAREEAS K.

4.27. BAERFHEKE

1998~2020 4F, FeAMEAA HAAE A KM 3.4 m¥hm? EF-E] 11.0 m¥hm?, KT 2.24 %, 53
WIAR LA BRI S, BRI T BB X HIE 13 FAI XK 13.5 m¥hm?. 38 Ji b 2 — i A
AZAR B RABETEIAR 5 B KT 7 THAR AR K B, SR e AR MES £ KB,

4.28. BAIERTIERE

1998~2020 4F, FrAMK AL A FI E R M 44.6 mhm? = F+3] 100.9 m¥hm?, 25T 56.3 m*/hm?.
FEVAIX B 13 KI5 FEH7KF 91.1 m¥hm? &5 10.8%. 32 325 K& 4 bR A i AR T AR 5 L/, T
T I AR AR o LR AR

4.29. K EHEFE
1998~2020 4F, FrAM T2 Ry 1150~1220 #h/hm?. 5 HIEX BEE 13 FHRI5 KA.
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4.30. FHIHE

1998~2020 4F, FrAMFHIMIZEM 9.0 cm FFFF] 13.7 ecm, KT 47 cm, HHEBRXHEE 13 k%
SEIIKSF 12.8 cm & 0.9 cme

431. BEEYLRLEER

1998~2020 4F, HE A YKk AETFA 734.6~3209.4 hm?, 4F34 1546.2 hm?, 5L 4.1%~5.4%.
o, ARG . MRS TR RO S R AR T AR, fEEFEEHSNER - PR

4.32. FTFHRNREZETH
1998~2020 4, FRAR KRR KA 0.26 hm?, J& TH K.
433 SRRELEREE

1998~2020 4F, SRR FELKAETM 130.4 hm?, JE THH - 1. H, IRIRWHEH KRR RS
ERE ER R

4.34. HEBRRE

1998~2020 4F, HEHMRKRE, WK, A, BRERORE, BT EE-HM.
4.35. ROERRMR

1998~2020 4, fi HEMk /) 5 ARARTH AR 95%~99.8%, J& T RIF554% .
4.36. ATHERGEE

1998~2020 4F, ATMERE M 24.1% F 43 14.6%. JFEIKEMRP MR, BRI S SR
KIgERL, SEABKERE S L TFRF.

437. FFARABHEFRGEE
1998~2020 4, FEARAZSMEF G LA 84.7% FT151 99.9%. 2020 4EA ML TRAM
4.38. NEEHELNEFAER

1998~2020 4F, /25 Mk EA AN B R 33.1 m¥hm? _EFF 3] 134.7 m¥hm?. #9107 101.6 m¥hm?. £
JR IRl f& 2003~2020 A5~ sd ARIE A B3A TRHERAR, MHESHOREOR, SRSk s

4.39. H7SERSINEEME

1998 4. 2003 4. 2009 F3#EA M E M E SRS ThREMNE . 2013 4F. 2020 FA4 A5 MRS ThREM(E 47
54 12.38 Jist/hm’a. 15.68 Jisi/hmia. J&T R4,

4.40. RAERLGEE

1998~2020 4F, FEMMARENE G 75.9% FF+3) 85.4%., LFHT 9.5 ME A, RS ERLIE
A E .

441, thERE ST GEE

1998~2020 4F, AR AR AR (R K B IR BIFEFE MBI ARACE . AT, EWRHREE. THRK
KRFNR G K EFLW) AN 5 EL A 35.0%_ LT3 46.0%.
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4.42. MR ELIEAER

1998~2020 4F, FMMREA A E M 57.3 m¥hm? _EFFF) 93.5 m¥hm?, KT 36.2 m¥hm?. &&= T
HIG X EJE 13 M KT 89.9 m¥hm?. 323 5 K2 AE sL A TR AR I3 AT R R . IR EE R REE, Ko
RIBKEW FET=IR, M B2 5 a2 i, MTTHET 7 &3 M AR =,

4.43. FREREHEKE

1998~2020 4F, 2B EKEM 8.99 /5 m¥4E EF-3 37.51 5 m¥4E. WK T 3.17 1%, FEH
[Rl /& 2000 4F DISRIEAT B RS R RE, K ITRBFEFZMR, Feb S E KB, EARKIRZ .

4.44. ZFHRERFEHEE
1998~2020 4, 4 EFINFEEM 7.49 77 mYAERINF] 17.31 73 m¥4E, KT 1.31 1%,
445 AMHENEREYSTHE

1998~2020 4, FHAA AR M BAL HIFAESS P44 B 3.1 m¥hm? EFHE] 4.2 m¥hm?, 89507 1.1 m¥hm?,
T HIA X B8 13 k35 F357KF 8.6 m¥hm?,

Zx LATR, 1998~2020 4, KAEILMIZ AL EE BRI, FRER ., RIESEZR. AR
2. RFMFIFZ, FMAREAL M, BamfEKs, s miERE. Fle. Rk
MR AL SRR A KR SRR SO AR = M &5 13 Wifebr il B LT, RO HRME:
BHEAMGMREEGHACTH TERKIRT, ARG TRE R Rl 7 EZ Tk, (H2, Aaiktmms.
Bidr AR AR . SBFARIRR . AT AR SE 7 Tifebr il B NI, SRR EE & HACFEA BRI 20,
W4 2,

Table 2. Data of forest resource in Daguishan forest farm (1998~2020)
= 2. KWW ARMEIREA HER ST 3R(1998~2020 4F)

) bR Hfi L year

No. indicator unit 1998 2003 2009 2013 2020
1 AR hm? 26925.1 36240.6 38285.9 36790.0 35082.25
2 AR E Jim 130.12 200.20 228.21 321.19 343.63
3 MR % 74.9 82.3 89.6 87.78 89.02
4 Mt 2 % 78.1 82.77 90.01 86.56 90.99
5 Y NERN YL ES % 75.5 80.0 85.0 85.0 90.0
6 RARPRTIAA hm? 11173.8 15036.0 2006.4 8213.9 7111.0
7 N LARIAR hm? 15751.3 21204.6 34021.4 27975.2 27970.66

Horb: TRRRARTEIAR hm? 1697.9

8 O\ AR T AR hm? 11130.6 20076.1 7236.6 7675.5 3741.37
9 P it A b TE A hm? 17856.8 23708.9 35296.0 34312.3 31340.66
10 IE/ak NN hm? 1039.09 15002.2 1984.5 2545.0 2496.42
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11 e F AR TR hm? 738.2 779.3 5138.7 5047.9 1244.95
12 PR PR AR hm? 17103.9 19487.0 30333.4 28415.6 30675.64
13 ZGFARTIAR hm? 752.9 446.2 269.1 180.6 665.02
14 A TR hm? 3312.0 5100 3685.8 3875.4 7518.38
15 FAR S HIAR hm? 8871.1 10285.1 8542.1 6217.2 5261.98
16 e ST AR hm? 0 4076.9 8239.3 10121.7 9304.61
17 — U ] AR e TR AR hm? 4448.4 16243.7 17258. 15974.8 11790.11
18 TR AR AN hm? 4970.0 11879.8 11587.1 9304.61
19 — SR ARTHA hm? 13866.0 18455.6 16830.0 21371.03
20 YIRS PRTEAR hm? 5062.5 5841.9 9924.5 4859.3 4624.76
21 HE R TR hm? 4354.4 7069.4 13163.7 9008.1 11460.73
22 JSAARTIAR hm? 2234.1 3563.6 8086.7 9007.7 8222.63
23 R FAARIIAR hm? 5452.9 1625.3 5617.1 10243.6 7621.04
24 I AR AR hm? 0 1377.8 933.7 3070.4 2122.75
25 TRASHRIAR 73 hm? 3570.5 5158.5 13390.0 12870.0 13496.33
26 TR E % 80.0 81.5 82.0 81.9 785
27 BATIRGES A KR mYhm? 3.4 4.6 6.8 9.5 11.0
28 BATHALCPEER R mYhm? 44.6 56.1 60.5 88.5 100.9
29 G M B FRihm? 1150 1150 1200 1200 1220
30 PR cm 9.0 9.5 11.0 11.8 13.7
31 AW H hm? 1501.5 1235.5 1050.0 734.6 3209.4
32 ARk ke hm? 0.35 0.25 0.15 0.23 0.334
33 HBRE hm? 58.0 158.0 123.0 25.2 287.66
34 HerE hm? x T x 3.2 0
35 RS 5 E % 95.5 95.5 97.8 99.8 95.0
36 AR ERLLE % 24.1 49.0 19.3 22.7 14.6
37 TR B RTHAR L 8 % 84.7 78.6 98.0 99.0 99.9
38 A S AREFE m%hm? 33.1 61.9 60.7 98.5 134.7
39 RIS IR Jiouhm? H H 5 5 =
40 R E R E % 75.9 51.0 80.7 77.3 85.4
41 e 7 AR 23 5 e % 35.0 40.0 43.0 45.0 46.0
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42 MR E R m%hm? 57.3 52.4 60.5 86.7 935
43 MRS KR m%/a 89892 165876 163625 348098 375111
44 AR AL m%/a 74951 81373 113715 227694 173133
45 M sRIAES = F . mYhm®a 31 2.9 2.8 5.6 42

5. HFMFRRET U
51. HFHRETFNIERERS DR
S e ISR S [ 1) DU AR B PP P B A R 5 VAN D5 3200 R MRS AR o PN AT 25

PR . ARMBTEIPIEIS IR R . IR IR E KPP SE SR AR E A K 3. K 4L &5,

Table 3. Indicator system of forest quality evaluation
= 3. HMMREBIEM BRI FR

| &R 7 I =Y A &g TR WE
indicatorl indicatorll indicatorIIl calculated mode weight
WAy Ay KRR AR L 5 FARM AR FRAR ST AR 3
PRARALIE (57r) N B 2 b B R TR Tk A T A 2
forest origin
(10 %3) Fk H AMETR AR A E iR 3
(577) HF % AR TR B FE ML T 7L 2
S AT RT3 T 1
277) T b A e T B T A 4 T 1
155 47 AR T AR LE EE 1975 4P R T AR AR AR R T AR 2
MobliZE HF P AR T AR L B 45 A T AR AR AR R T AR 2
(87) PR FE bR AR b T A 2
ZGFARTHAR L 2850 PR TR AR AR S T AR 2
AT L AW AR FH A AR T AR 2
FRPREER
forest structure Wb b FARY T AR bE B FARE THI AR P A4 AR TR 2
30 4% .
3070) (877) A F TR A AR A 2
— B ] v T AR B — L ] e T A A AR T AR 2
KIS PRI AR L KIS PR TR T AR PR T AR 2
W SE R A
84 PR S PR TR B AR T FR TR AR FR TR 2
I R BARR  AR L I R AR T R TR A AR T AR 4
W 25k VRS MR AR L VRS AR AR TR AR AR AR 2
(47) FHEGHERLE  FAKARESSHERFAKER 2
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KRS TRARMEL S K& FEAEKEITFARMIEER 5
B fe BUki(10 73) TAM T B FeAM E BT AR 5
forest productivity
(20 %) gy BT R ST PR B A B M T 5
(10 43) FYER Fe AR MR 1% SR SRR 5
g 5 e o 2 TR P A T 3
4R 5 BRMICR JRAESE E AR ST AR 2
Blioeot &) SR A B 2
(10 95) HEnE P 1 3 TR AR MR T 1
@(’fjjf)’ﬂ WO BB i b 23 TR M T )
ARMERLE AHRE BB G 2 2
A FeA A ST B b TR A 2 TR 24 28 M R TR 3
(14 %) AT E AR 25 4
WAERVEASIRS RO AR A R4 A U (7 PR T 5
AR
forest value H AR E L E TR ERIRR R ER 2
(30 %)

0 R 7 bR 53 e R 43 TS MR T 4
LU E PR B FE b A F PR 4

(16 %) /\% /N % ./ \ /N
HeAC B R WK B R 3
PR BT R S bR 2R 0 A A B0 B PR PTE 3

5 12 37 100

Table 4. The discriminate standard for the forest quality evaluation

F 4. BMRETSIRER

5 INEE TS I A
No. indicator IIT weight evaluation standard
1 RIRPRIIAR &5 B 3 =15%: 34r: 14%~10%: 2.577; 9%~5%: 2 4; <5%: 1.5
2 R 2 2 Z90%: 277; 89%~80%: 1.574); 79%~70%: 1.0 4); <69%: 0.5 7
3 AR 3 =60%: 34F; 59%~50%: 2.577; 49%~40%: 2 4); <40%; 1.5 4%
4 Hth R 22 2 =85%: 247; 84%~80%: 1.54F; 79%~75%: 1475 <75%; 0.5 4%
5 A iR 1 =30%: 1435 29%~20%: 0.8 4; 19%-~10%: 0.6 4%; <10%: 0.4 4}
6 P i PRCHB AT AR b 1 =70%: 17%; 69%~60%: 0.8 7%; 59%~50%: 0.6 7%; <50%: 0.4 7%
7 B 4F AR T AR L B 2 =25%: 24F; 24%~20%: 1.577; 19%~10%: 14); <10%: 0.5 4}
8 FEFAREIAR L E 2 =5%: 24 4%~3%: 1548 3%~1%: 14F: <1%: 054
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Bk

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

P PRI RA L
N NIE A=A
KR L E
FASKTH AR b
FEAR T AR EL
— Al - A P R
ARy TR L EE
Hh e PR T AR L
I R AR T A P
TRATH A L EE
TrRE L IR L
AL AR A K
P AR B AR R
I L AR L
TEARMT IR
AW RE
AR
at Ve
Hex®H
o3t B
NEMERLLE
TEAR R ML
AR E R
AR SS T RE E
[ERLYIS- T A=A,
LI 7o il AR 2 B B
PR AR R B
A KENEFEE

FIAE PR A AR 4E
PR

37

(&)

2

SN

100

=60%: 24r; 59%~50%: 1.5747; 49%~40%: 14;; <40%:

0.5 %

=5%: 277; 4%~3%: 157; 2%~1%: 14r; <1%; 0.5%

=20%: 2.0 455 19~16%: 1.54)r; 15~10%: 14); <10%;

0.5 %

=20%: 2.0 455 19%~16%: 1.5 47; 15%~10%: 143; <10%; 0.5 4

=30%: 245; 29%~20%: 1.574; 19%~10%: 1.0 73; <10%; 0.5 4

=30%: 2455 29%~20%: 1.577; 19%~10%: 1455 <10%:;

=30%: 2455 29%~20%: 1.573; 19%~10%; 1455 <10%:

=30%: 24r; 29~20%: 1.577; 19~10%; 143: : <10%:

=40%: 4435 39%~30%: 3 77; 29%~10%; 2 755 <10%:;
Z40%: 2455 39%~30%: 1.5 77; 29%~20%; 1435 <20%:;

=80%: 24r; 79%~60%: 1.5 77; 59%~40%; 1755 <40%;

=15: 5%; 14~10: 4 43; 9~5: 343; <5: 24>

0.5 4>
0.5 4>
0.5 %
14y
0.5 4>

0.5 %)

=120: 54r; 119~100: 4 45 99~80; 34r; <80: 247

=1250: 57p; 1249~1150: 4 4p; 1150~950: 3 73; <950:

=20: 545; 19~16: 4735 15~11: 3435 <11: 2 %7

w

24y

Jo: 347 BIE: 2547 H: 24 B L1545 RFE 14y
Jo: 24y BE: 1548 H: 14 #0595 FFE 04
Tc:

27y ¥ 1579, WALy H: 0570 FFE: 07
Jo: 14ps % 0870, H5E0.670; #H: 0377 FFE: 09

=095%: 247; 94%~90%: 1.5 43; 89~80%: 1.0 73 <80%:

0.5 7>

=35%: 24F: 34%~30%: 1.577; 29%~20%: 1.0 4}: <20%: 0.5 43

=70%: 347: 69%~50%: 2.54;; 49%~30%: 2 4r; <29%: 14

=100: 44y; 99~80: 3.54r; 79~60: 34r; <60: 24}

flt: 545 R: 445 H: 30 Z: 247

=65%: 24r; 64%~50%: 1.5747; 49~40%: 1.0 735 <40%:

0.5 %

=60%: 4 47: 59%~50%: 3 7 49%~40%: 2.5 457; <39%: 2 4

=120: 47y; 119~90: 3.57; 89~70: 373; <69: 2.57)

=15: 37 14~11: 273; 1.0: 0435 <1.0: —14)

=4: 3755 3.9~3: 257%; 3~2: 24y; <2: 1547
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Table 5. Grade standard of forest quality evaluation
= 5. HMREBIFNFRIRE

PR RS 1% 1E NIEZ V4 V&
indicator gradel gradell gradelll gradelV gradeV
Gt
. 100~90 89~80 79~70 69~60 <59
comprehensive
%ﬂ/tﬁﬁ 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <59
forest origin
e
e 30~28 27~25 24~22 21~19 <18
forest structure
Ny
ARARE 20~18 17-15 14-12 11~9 <8
forest productivity
RO 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <59
forest health
7N
AR (L 30~27 26~24 23~21 20~18 <17
forest value
B4 - "
qrade 75 RAF % ek ARkt

5.2. TR

M 6 AL, 1998 4E15 68.8 4, N AL, 2003 4E. 2009 4E. 2013 “E4> 515 73.6 7+ 75.1 47+
79.4 5y, PPRHREEGEL; 2020 445 84.4 4y, N RUIFE. 1998~2020 4, M EVEAN 150 M 68.8 43
LT E] 84.4 4y, T 15.6 4, FRMIAEIFMER NI LT3 RIFES, KPR ERE T FH
A1,

Table 6. Forest quality evaluation in Daguishan forest farm (1998~2020)
& 6. KA IAFRIR R E T 3= (1998~2020 )

1998 4F 2003 4E 2009 4E 2013 4 2020 4
|57 INESZETTS & X X X X :
indicatorl Indicator IIT weight SAH 55 SHE 55 SUE 8 SHE B9 S (Eo
data score data score data score data score data score
P/ INIE 3 415 3 415 3 9.8 2 22.33 3 20.27 3
P R 2 2 80.0 15 85.0 15 85.0 15 85.0 15 85.0 15
(107) BB % 3 749 3 823 3 90.7 3 gr78 3 89.02 3
RHLF 2 2 78.1 1 82.8 15 90.0 2 86.56 2 90.9 2
A FA AR L B 1 38.4 1 458 1 17.0 0.6 18.06 0.6 9.7 0.4
P At PR b TR L A 1 61.6 0.8 54.2 0.6 83.0 1 81.94 1 90.3 1
DR AR NI A 2 35.8 2 41.4 2 5.8 1 6.92 1 7.2 1
S bk 2
Rk K PRI A EL 2 2 26 1 21 1 136 2 13.72 2 35 15
(30 4%)
FAMA MR TIAR L = 2 59.0 15 53.8 15 80.4 2 77.24 2 87.5 2
LU R L E 2 2.6 1 12 1 0.2 0.5 0.49 05 1.8 1
KA L H 2 19.4 15 14.3 1 9.8 1 10.7 1 21.43 2

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2024.131001 14 Mol AH g


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2024.131001

HHRRE %%

gk
FAZSHIFA L 2 51.9 2 28.8 2 22.6 2 17.2 15 15.0 15
b THIFA Ll 2 0 05 11.4 1 21.8 1.5 28.0 15 26.52 15
Hoe R R T AR L 2 26.0 1.5 45.9 2 457 2 44.1 2 33.61 2
B YA L 2 29.6 2 30.0 2 26.3 2 134 05 1358 05
(3070) g AR TR L 2 25.4 2 36.3 2 349 2 24.9 1.5 33.66 2
I I AT AR LE B 4 45,0 4 33.7 3 38.8 3 61.7 4 52.76 4
TRATARTHIAR L 2 133 0.5 14.5 0.5 33.0 15 35.0 15 39.6 2
TR THAR L B 2 82.0 2 815 2 805 2 81.9 2 70.0 1.5
LRV HER.S 5 34 2 4.6 2 6.8 3 9.46 3 11.0 4
AR AR B E 5 446 2 56.1 2 60.5 2 88.5 3 100.9 4
(207) AT i AR 5 1150 4 1150 4 1200 4 1200 4 1250 5
TR Y122 5 9.0 2 95 2 11.0 3 11.8 3 13.75 3
A 3 i 25 % 25 i 25 34.6 2.5 th 2
R 2 % 1.5 % 1.5 % 1.5 0 2 % 15
%ﬁ%& AERE 2 L 1.5 L7 1.5 % 1.5 25.2 15 % 15
HerE 1 X 1 7 1 ¥ 1 32 0.8 X 1
G R 2 95.5 2 95.5 2 97.8 2 99.8 2 95.0 2
AWK ERLLE 2 24.1 1.5 49.0 2 19.3 1 22.7 15 14.6 1
FEARA ML E 3 84.7 3 78.6 3 98.0 3 99.0 3 99.9 3
AT 4 33.1 2 61.9 3 60.7 3 98.5 3.5 134.7 4
EBIRS RENME 5 =3 4 =3 4 =3 4 =3 4 £ 5
ARMANE AR E R E 2 75.9 2 51.0 15 80.7 2 773 2 85.4 2
(802 RIS 7R bR 23 L 4 35.0 2 400 25 43.0 25 45.0 2.5 46.0 2.5
FIMPRIIAR & R 4 57.1 25 52.4 25 60.5 25 86.7 3 935 3.5
A KB R 3 0.86 -1 2.03 3 1.44 2 1.53 3 2.2 3
mﬂ%ﬁﬁgﬁﬂﬁ 3 3.1 25 2.9 2 2.8 2 5.5 3 42 3
5 37 100 68.8 736 75.1 79.4 84.4

M 7 BT, 2020 4ELE 1998 4EIEINT 15.6 43, HHARMGEIEE 1.0 4, HIKTTERE N 6.4%; Rk
ZERIIG 0.6 4, WK TIRRE N 3.8%; FRAFZAENE 6.0 4, BIKTIBRF N 38.5%; FRMAEFE-05 4y, K
TURRE N-3.2%; FRMAEIE 8.5 43, MK TTHRE N 54.5%. KWERMME. A= RERM AL 3
TUPFAR FE AR R 3G 00 > B 2 o ARMAEREVEA TR AR N 5157, R IR HER A BT R, B 45 & B
W, JEH AR FEA TN

5.3. HIAKHRERAXRE T O

M 8 AT, AR . B AREAR L . S PRI . S0 RN . AR
BRE . AWMARERILES 6 TP TRARAE S 14 45, 2020 FiX 6 TIFN TR ILTT 6.9 47, #4003 N
49.0%. USRIV Mt IX L AR bR ) AR = B 90%, W AIHEIN 5.7 43, FEHEVFIM BRI ARG T, #&
PRI PR 53 T3 90.1 4%, SR ER 54
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Table 7. Analysis on forest quality evaluation of Daguishan forest farm (1998~2020)
= 7. REWMIATHFHREITMN ST (1998~2020 £)

FRARLE R AR RE

FRE B4y AR IR PR MR AN NN H

year total score  forest origin StT’(l)JE:etlSJtre profj%rgtsit/i ty forest health forest value grade

2020 84.4 9.5 239 16.0 8.0 27.0 RIF

2013 79.4 9.5 22.6 13.0 8.8 255 FR&

2009 75.1 8.5 24.1 12.0 8.5 22.0 &

2003 73.6 9.0 22.6 10.0 8.5 235 Hp &

1998 68.8 8.5 233 10.0 8.5 18.5 Sk
Zggggiﬁtt 15.6 1.0 0.6 6.0 -0.5 8.5

Table 8. Analysis on key indicators restricting forest quality (2020)
2 8. HIAFRMR E X BIEIR D H132(2020 )

5 M4 W 74y HAE %) PPN
No. indicator IIT weight score score rate grade
1 N R AR AR L 1 0.4 40.0 ALk
2 B 4 bR AR b 2 1.0 50.0 TR H
3 2R NI A=A 2 1.0 50.0 AN Bk
4 LR TR LE B 2 0.5 25.0 ALk
5 TR 125 5 3.0 60.0 ARt
6 N KB E 2 1.0 50.0 A Bt

“it 14 6.9 49.0 AR

6. HiR5itie
6.1. &ig

1998~2020 4, KAEIIMIZGIA N EE B EAMRM A A MR A 30 EARMHL . JES AR
RV M, 4G AR B b, R EIARHL A FRE N IR, ARHR T LA

AR RRER. HRESR. MFIHZR. RARHE. AR, M, am
AKE. BAIARERE. PG, RS TR S, RREAEKE. FWREYEREE. BOm
TR =M =55 13 Tifabr B 2 B, MR R IR E K T ST (R, ARARTAR. B
PFARMA . ST PR THIARSE 7 DUEAR i B R R, N5 .

5T 1998 4F. 2003 4F. 2009 4F. 2013 4F. 2020 4 KA LRI AR ARG IR B TR A R A, R
FE R HTIENRIRIR . SRR A= 6E . AR BRMANESE 5 A J7TH 37 TR bR AT AR
BEEAVE, 1998 15 68.8 4y, AMAKEESL; 2003 4. 2009 4. 2013 SE4 15 73.6 43 75.1 43 79.4
Ay, NSRS, 2020 4E4F 84.4 4y, N RIFEESL . 1998~2020 4F, RRAT N SR S g BT B [T A5k,
SEPL T AR, o
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W PEERR AT EE 85 ) VPSR AR A4 S, TR BRI WA 1
GPOHERRE, AR ME BT, D IR T . ZUr R T B T . SV AR T . oA T
. A EHLLES 6 SUPHHRER S, AT R TG IEK

6.2. I71ig

BEXT G HTAE M 22 S AR AR 7 B/ . R BFARTTAR & e/ AR AT L/ PR lgqz /s, Rt
Bt Mt AR 55 45 B AR K F LU AU™ B A BARSEBR, b PR TR R, (Rt AR bR 5%
PR R, BT

(1) MBEABHERE, R’AABHMRSTE. NEAELE, KEELMIZ A2 AR &5 Ee i, 22l
R B IR XML SR ESR IS5 G M SEhR,  FEHT IR EE 2 S ARHNTRS b o B RO LR AR 2 Bl PR 23 5
DRI, R LA DL PR R IRISAMRIX R IR, IFH% A R BRI T IR T AN s
I, ERMATENE S ERGEMN BRI, S5 ChrE G s e ST, ST B .

(2) BERBEMBERBETFHR. R4 LREK, HFEEMIGLER, GRRREME. \AEFLTHK.
&R I GEMRER G B, )& AR R R R

(3) IRMBE =AM, FORERMBIRNS . S0, KM I & o AR 5 E
UG, I L E MR BT H ONREE, B RERTIAS . Fa L R DA R R (O . QIR . K2,
ZIHE S KRBT 2> TR Lo SERR YA, R8I IR AR SRR 250 D Do v 7 i b 38 244
RS MARTEAR, 32T M AR A E

(4) IERERREIE, HWAERBEK. NGEER B sz e RO A S5 5K
o R IR, AR R OO R R A TR L R AR AR R R o ISR ARIR R T R xR R HE B
7, WA RFBR.

(5) AERMNLALLEBT K SEARMET . I LR AR BT T AR E A B P I HCBOR Xy
HAR, RECEA LB BRI 005 2, BB H , B ALGUT AR ET i b 5 Ahiatds . A AL
i EREAR AL B BRI I EOW RER BRI M IRk & I B S i/, R
PRHET HUMAL BE G AR . TR AL . ARMCRAEAR TN ETHLEER R, AT 2 Ak
RIRE: § MEEE K.

E&ImHE
Ui R TH, &R %5 2023GXZCLK17,

SE 30k
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