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Abstract

The special purpose forest is a very important part of the forest ecological system and the founda-

tion of ecological civilization construction. At present, there is not the standard method for special

purpose forest quality evaluation. In order to provide a feasible method for special purpose forest

quality evaluation, this paper set up a evaluation system by using AHP (Analytic Hierarchy Process)
based on the 5 main aspects (forest origin, forest structure, forest stability, forest health and for-

est value) and 31 sub-classified indicators. The evaluation result was divided in to 5 grades (ex-

cellent, good, medium, pass, fail). According to this evaluation method, the special purpose forest

was evaluated in Guangxi 2015, which was good class.
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Table 1. Evaluation indicator system of special purpose forest quality

1 RSO RETNERERR

| FHEHR Il L35 HR CXDA WE  FER
Ay IR TR &5 Lk % 7 RN R AR TN
Forest origin
(10 %) iy FARTHIAR & b % 3 KR HIARERYARARE
H AR PR AP AR AR 5 B % 6 HARCRIRIE AR AR AR
ARSI AR AR o L % 3 KUEOMORI SIRE AR T AR e AR T AR
HERAK ST % 3 JLERF AR AR S T AR
WG TRARMRTE AR &5 £ % 5 JEARMERE:H AR
Forest structure  #EARMRIEAR (5 HE % 3 EARMRIEARRE AR AR
GO yppkmn s e % 2 RIS B AL
BRI AR o £ % 2 hERSARERRR AT AR
TR B B % 4 IR AR TR AR T AR
TRATPRTTAR (5 B % 2 IRZTHEBYE: AR AR
NEFHAR R E % 5 ZAE THRM AR R P AR T R
e MR A AR B R % 5 A% 5 4 YR AR FE AR HI TR RS R P P TR
PRATRRGE o bR P 2 % 5 T AT AU P M T
Forest stability
(30 4) AR B m3/hm? 3 FrHME BRI AR AR
IR PR T AR B A m3/hm? 2 GhESMERVER MR ER
[EZINITEAE A m3hm? 2 RSB REE RS ER
DOI: 10.12677/wjf.2024.133028 194 Foll At 7


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2024.133028

i e bk mUhm? 3 AR E B AR 2
4455 i BRAm? 2 AR R BB e R T
ST e em 3 I BRI 7 2 U R B B
i A 2 % 2 AR R ERS R
o TR % 2 ARk RAE TR A T
Forest health ~ S HRKERER % 2 "AZRERERRE AR
WM e pmrcrgsx % 2 T ARKE R AT AR
i HEMR TR 5 % 2 (BRI KT
AR TR o % 3 RS TR A AR T
— IR i L % 2 b TR AR T
Fitg;@%e SIS A Jitlhm¥a 3 MR A RS MR F AR T A
04 AR % 4 ERR A R A KRR b A R TR
A B Al 7 A2 % 4 RRRORRIR R R
SRA R A % 4 LB MABUEH SR
5 31 100

R &R E R LAE R G R, B2 ST 8 bR RPE o bniE . BIHEFM TR BEE 4 NP5 R,
SRR By . ZEo R E KNS, AN L KA ARG O S5 A LB 4y
24.2. RAEERAHRREITENER

FRIETEAN F8 bR 152018 %I PR 23 R B Z5E 4% 100~90 43 R4 75 « 89~80 49 4 K IF« 79~70 43 A +%E. 69~60

TR 59 43 S LA A Btk (35 2).

Table 2. Grade standard of special purpose forests quality evaluation
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96.6%.

12) N & TR AR : 2011~2015 4552 N & TR RN 0, THRFEE AN O,

13) ARHIASFIFLRE : 2011~2015 4, 5 FH AR By 4.32 75 hm?, Lk 2010 4F 50.92 /5 hm? 84K 1 8.48%.
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18) it BRI R B R Ui K IEI AR 11.05 75 hm?, &M 1656.38 /57 m®, “F-¥J 149.89m*/hm?,

19) MRy EERE: ARIEHAE A, TR BT % A 1250 Fi/hm?.

20) FHMfE: MR R AL R, FIMEA 13.5 em.

21) EWRFERAFR: 2011~2015 4 FEY R FEL R A HR 0.8286 /5 hm?, KEZR 1.5%, fak
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Table 3. The special purpose forest quality evaluation in Guangxi
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mﬁﬁ% VEAMIER G 3 >30: 34%: 20~20: 254: 19-10: 24 <10: 154 209 25
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Martaw R A 5 >90: 5%5; 89~85: 44); 84~80: 34; <80: 24 89 4
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roreet R 2 F: 24 B 154 A 14 i 054 715

(10 73) HeaRKHE 2 Jo: 24y e 154%; P 14y HE: 054 ¥ 2
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PP R 2 R S R E VI, 1520 RS BRBLS, £570 FBARAR ) BRI, 12
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(& 4.

Table 4. Analysis on key indicators restricting special purpose forest quality in Guangxi

4. BILHF RS REXBITNIERS R

P55 | AN Fabr EN 955 1377 3(%) 37
1 My AR 10 9.0 90.0 %y
2 VN 30 25.0 83.3 R 47
3 MIrFaE 30 27.0 90.0 75
4 i Vaniid 10 9.0 90.0 75
5 Mo tirfE 20 17.0 85.0 B

it 100 87.0 87.0 R LF

FE I ZAPAFRFR S, KURARMSLIR AR 5 EeAS 28, I s BAGbR EIRR of EE A5 %2457 50.0%, Rk H]
MR BN R BRI 2 A5 70 3 62.5%, XA} IR LRS- TH AR B3k 3 Tk i
PN 11 73, X456 73, 1370 F N 54.5%, AT H AT L% MR 7 B 3R T H I SR BE PN 4R bR . T
PRI A M 3 VPR Fa AR 13 50 42 TH A 90%, e FH MM 43 B AN vl 36 0 3.9 431k 51 90.7 4,
P NILFFE R (L 5)o
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Table 5. The key indicators restricting special purpose forest quality
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Jrs Il Zdehs E 25 1390 % (%) 27
1 AR TZEGAR & L 3 1.5 50.0 A Fik
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Gt 11 6 54,5 AN Sk
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