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Abstract

In order to known the changes of forest resource quantity and quality in Guangxi state-owned
Weidu Forest Farm, to promote high-quality development of forest resources in the forest farm, us-
ing the data of forest resource investigation of the forest farm from 2003 to 2020,woodland,forest
area, forest stock volume, forest covering rate, forest growth, per unit area stock volume, forest
consumption were statistically analyzed, and the forest resource quality was evaluated according
to its forest origin, structure, productivity, health and value. The results are as follows: the forest
resource quantity was increased and forest quality was promoted from 2003 to 2020. The rank of
the forest resource quality valuation was increased from pass to medium. The key indicators re-
stricting forest quality were that per unit area stock volume and DBH (diameter-breast-height)
were very small. Some suggestions for accurate promoting the forest quality in Weidu Forest Farm
were proposed.
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1. 5|8

AR BT RAMO  E A JE ARAS . AT ARIZ 2 ) PU MR ) B S, o] SEBLARMR B e o B
JEEE 2R P AT AR T ) B R, )P E AT YRR ) PR B KRR E A M2, fERR
PRGERE 58 BT I U RS, R T ERAR: RS N A ENLE ki, I
PRI 528 B, (R AT RS B R A2 MRy T W B FE R URAR . ACHE FE 0 ) 4 [ A 4
5 2003~2020 FFRRAR BT IE I A B AT RGE M MK PR E RRAT, RS H R L AR AR S R RS HE SR T
FISCBETEAN SR bR, 1R RS HESRTHARM BT R K W, B AE AR AR B U B R R R iRl o
2%,

2. tIAEER

IV EA EE AR Q1T 1957 4F, RTTTRHE FVE XML R EE 13 ZMIpz —. Rk
IR T S R IX BN, AL T RE 108°59'~109°23", Jb4E 23°26'30"~26°56'30" 2 [8], Arith £ 3k K5Ik
OrAT TR R G . IR SR A R FM, AR AR I . S TR SR R T O IR X, R A
JHTT 80 kmo.

Mg DL S 3. s E & ALAC, Pk 230 m, fEigik 544.6 m, FAKHEAR 70 m. K
R CLRIBES N, PRIk, PEIMETE 23° A4 . R AR, KEEK, LBRE, SRK
T8, FPHSRE20.7C, —HFPHSE 103C, LA PRI 284°C, FFHHK 17504 B, FXHH
#1327 K, PN E 1370.9mm, FFHERLE 1711.6 mm, REERKTHRNE. ETEREERRSE
FH. b, UKE SRR, BN, AR R BUE R A WIUA KB MR, HIREAKAERE
MR A K. b ERE, REZ8E, ASERL, KREZE, BRI, EPNE TR
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WRRE SR AR, S KA AREE S, AR, RSN TR B, RN
EARE M DLEI . B N RAE Ry 3. N TR B S B AN . AR DL R 2R, L v e i T A e
Ko DA TEGERETE TR

MBI WA 20 td 80 FER LA E LM . ZARMMM AT, 20 thal 80 FARH HIFF MR H
BOR RN AR, FERR A GRS /MR 57 o 7 2Tk 2EA 21 e, =
R SRR S AR ML JFURI AR CA S A5 4K, 5 20 T 22 80~00 EARAHEL, FRARISTHI. MFhEEH . Bl 4 i
SR T RRA . & 2020 F, HIAET 1019 A, AR 11930.33 m?, FRAKEAR 11186.51
hm?, A ZARHLIEIAR 4133.63 hm?, KRARFE AR EN 799.33 hm?, FH AR 6779.81 hm?, FAH 360.26 hm?,
— MR 1131.14 hm?, #27K 15.77 hm?, #RAME 64.9 7 m®. 2015~2019 4, I7iEHK 4330.5 hm?,
AEFEARH 30.12 75 hm?, SEBAEFEARM 6.02 Ji hm?, A LR MEM . BTS2 REE M AT
aipk, bR 3T R SUR DLW R AR, N THM AR B A K R D A E R REA T2 TEE
JEMIZ KPR, e SEBLAR AR BE IR HCE S 5 0 AT RE SR K LA BN AR T R Bk

3. ZRUABRHEETURNR

MRV B A 4E AR 2003 A5, 2009, 2013 HELL K 2020 FEARAR TR T B[ 1]-[4] 240
KGRI B DL #R AR T YR B
3.1. Wi mER R AR

2020 FMIpEHTE R 16027.19 hm?, L 2003 4F 18966.5 hm? Jik/b 1 2939.31 hm?, Jil/b 1 15.49%;
PRI 11930.33 hm?, L 2003 4F 14012.6 hm? Ji/b | 2082.27 hm?, /0> 1 14.86%. KIS E L H
FEAR/N o

I, A3 9714.36 hm?, HEAMM 3027.21 hm?, A pibhid Ak 140.6 hm?, TEr AMith
834.5 hm?, HEH# 30.11 hm?, FHBVAEF7 I 111.08 hm?, 54K 1720.13 hm?. &4 BLAKHE &2 i Ak

3.2. ZFHERA

PRI AR 23R I, 2020 EZRARITFE 11186.51 hm?, Z3HIEL 2003 4F. 2009 4F. 2013 4EHEK T
552.71 hm?. 499.8 hm*. 1759.81 hm? (& 1).

3.3. HFHER

BB R . 2003~2020 4, MBI 32.17 J7 m® 805 64.91 J77 m?, #7i 32.74 J7 m?,
HWRZ N 101.8%; FHWIN 4.68 7 m®, FEHIKRK 14.54% (K 2).

34. ZHRBEERE

PR 5 % _ETHEUR . 2003 £F~2020 FEARMAE 253 65.6% L THE 93.09%, HIIN 7 27.49 N 73 K.
3.5. whMtiFI AR

PRI R PRIE 1T 2003 ££~2020 SEMHA M 75.8% E T+ 93.76%, HIN 7 17.96 N H 73 K.
3.6. RIAPRER

TSR FRIZE S P /D .2003~2020 FERARMRIAAM 6321.6 hm? Ji/b> F| 2897.2 hm?, Jii/> T 3424.4 hm?,
TB&ET 54.17%.
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Figure 1. Forest area comparison chart of Weidu (2003-2020) (Unit: hm?)
& 1. 2003~2020 F AR EFRXTELEI(BAL: hm?)
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Figure 2. Comparison chart of forest stock volume in Weidu (2003-2020) (Unit: 10,000 m?)
2.2003~2020 FHRMERIELE(RAL: 7 m?)

3.7. AR

AT AR R AE R R 5220 B F.2003 5:~2020 F N TAREFIR M 80% L F2] 85%, LT 5 ANE T A,
T4 X E B KK e RFERIAF] 100%, — HRE R R FE 2 40.0%.

3.8. AT+ ER

N TARTHA PRI . 2003 4£~2020 55 N AR 4296 hm? 302 8289.31 hm?, /T 3993.31
hm?, KT 92.95%.

3.9. AtEtkit R

NI AR D o 2003~2020 “EA 2SR TETFAM 6841 hm? i/ F] 4652.45 hm?, V8> 7 2188.55 hm?,
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TFET 31.99%.
3.10. BRI EIR

AT AR AR RS . 2003~2020 £E 7R SR ARTHIAR A 7171.6 hm? 3403 9205.54 hm?, N7 2033.94
hm?, KT 28.36%-

3.11. BrIFHRER

B P AR AR 22020 . 2003~2020 £F, B ARIEA M 6786.5 hm? /> F| 4074.87 hm?, /b1 2711.63
hm?, BT 39.95%.

3.12. $sHMER
P ARTRT AR UM 2003 4Ef#) 2.6 hm? T F& 3] 2020 4Ef#) 0 hm?.
3.13. AH#ER

FHAM AR TG B 0. 2003~2020 4E A ARETFM 3669.9 hm? 1 i1 %) 6283.09 hm?, 40T 2613.19
hm?, KT 71.2%.

3.14. &5 ETR

2 PR AR A K . 2003~2020 FLFFARE AR 137.7 hm? 805 552.72 hm?, 307 415.02 hm?,
WK T 301.4%. LT FD 3 E MR,

3.15. #ZAKmERA

AR EREE D . 2003~2020 4F, ZARMEAM 120.3 hm? FFER] 15.77hm?; R T 104.53 hm?, 8
BT 86.9%; FHIUF 14.86 hm?.

3.16. ARZEEFA

AR T AR #5742 N B . 2003~2020 4F, FARTH AR A 3341.4 hm? R [&3] 360.26 hm?, /> 7 2981.14 hm?,
FFET 89.22%. HH, 2003~2009 = FFEHZ R, M 3341.4 hm? Jig/b 3] 659.1 hm?, J&/0> T 80.27%.

3.17. #HER

PP T AR BRI I, 2003~2020 4F, ¥ TFAM 740.4 hm? 3% 6779.81 hm?, #i17T 6039.4 hm?,
WK T 815.7%; Hrh, 2003~2009 FEIEKIEZEEAR, 6 FIIEIN T 4726.1 hm?, EHHE0 787.7 hm?.

3.18. —AREFHER

— B R T AR REEE R N . 2003~2020 4, — R MR A 77.3 hm? BEINE] 1131.14 hm?; 300 1
1053.84 hm?, 32 /N ARFTEARMLLK -

3.19. 5G4tk AR mE iR

RS AR A MO Feb T AR 2R 2 19 1 . 2003~2020 £E M 3131 hm2 #4013 5525.13 hm?, 340 1 2394.13 hm?,
WET 76.46%.

3.20. —tAM R FhEER
— i A AR P T AR R 3R I . 2003~2020 4F M 583.9 hm? BN 757.96 hm?2, 3 H0 T 174.06 hm?.
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3.21. ZhEeHRER

BRI AT S . 2020 ESEAARTE R 2581.04 hm?, Lt 2003 4F 763.5 hm2 ¥Ehn T, Lk 2013 4F
3029.7 hm?2 97> T 448.3 hm?. BRI K.

3.22. S ETR

PR PRI AR RS20 0 . 2020 4 FPES AR AN 1794.08 hm?, X 2003 4F 1265.4 hm?2 #4007 528.68 hm?,
WK T 41.78%.

3.23. iEEAMAEFR

IR A IR I 2R E FHASA . 2003 FEM 1484.6 hm? [£ 2] 2009 (1) 744.7 hm?, SR)514
fn#| 2020 K 1670.94 hm?.

3.24. EAHM AR

AR AR ST G, BARET T2, 2003~2013 M 508.3 hm? #4903 2682 hm?, KT 2173.7
hm?; 2013~2020 M 2682 hm? T[4 2048.6 hm?, /> T 633.4 hm?.

3.25. A EFR

BT ERE, HRrN FESH. 2020 Fi 2ARHEF 194.59 hm?, E 2003 4F 257.6 hm? Jif/b
7 63.01 hm?.

3.26. JEAZHETR

R AC R G, EWIINAH. 2003~2013 FM 294.4 hm? /0% 38.0 hm?, 285 ik B F+-2)
433.56 hm?.

3.27. FTHEESEHERLEE
FARE AR Py FE AT E B 45 A THI AR 5 Eb AR PR A 1. 2003~2020 M 60% 14N 3] 65%.
3.28. BUERAEHEKE

BN TH AR E I A K BRI N, 2003~2020 4, FALHARFEL A K EM 10.0 m¥hm? HmE 20.19
m¥hm?, KT 101.9% (& 3).

3.29. A EAELHERE

BT TR B AR BE S FE. 2003 FEF] 2009 SE M 75.07 mP/hm? R FEF] 45.4 m>/hm?, SRJEM 45.4
[ 7] 78.3 m3/hm2. 2020 4E5 2003 A0 L2 5 AR K (& 3).

3.30. IR FAME B E
IR BT B LA RS E . 2003~2020 N 1100~1150 #f/hm?.
3.31. R

ST E5 W 4% S B S T, (B B /N . 2003~2020 FEM 9.5 cm N F] 10.5cm, RIEHINT 1.5 cm.
Hrdr, 2003~2009 FEFHMAEM 9.5 cm FFE 7.0 cm, 2009~2020 M 7.0 cm FFF 5] 10.5 cm.
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Figure 3. Comparison chart of yield and growth per unit area (2003-2020) (Unit: m*hm?; m3/hm?.a)
& 3.2003~2020 B RAEKEIFLLEI(BAL: m*/hm?; m¥/hm?.a)

3.32. £¥RE

AW 9 E R AT AR AR e o« AW 9¢ 3 32 B Tl A RO A AL B i BE o 2003~2020 4 FE AR 4ERFAE
840~890 hm? Ja [l 4 -

3.33. FxRA R
FRM IR AE TR R R L R %, 2020 AR KR R A TR N
3.34. SRRE
AR RFREKE . 2003~2020 FFRKEFFEZARK, KAEHRBBUN, GFEM.
3.35. HERE
HeERERKE.
3.36. f#ER#KST HEE

FEEEAR A3 7 ELAR SRR E « 2003~2020 F-{8 FREAR 23 THIAR d7 ARARTHAR H 20 EEoN 92.5%~94.5%. P80/, #H
i E o

3.37. N ERELLL

A MRE R EPE 1. 2003~2020 46, A iR ER G 2SR ERE LLE 4.3% LT3 23.9%.
3.38. IRz EFRGLE

TEARN AT L RFEEE 0. 2003~2020 4F, 7EA AR TR AR S EEA 9.7% LT+ 49.18%.
3.39. AHHANERERE

TR AT T AN B A R AR N, 2003~2020 &, AP ERE 20.8 m/hm? LFHF] 774
m¥hm?, KT 272.1%.
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3.40. £755ME
SRS THEEME . 2003~2020 GRS FLAL AR AR S IR S D Re M E T LB R T2 2% .
3.41. BEHAEFRLLE

R E R 52 RSP L E RS F . 2003~2020 4F, B RERLE SR ERLEM 95.7%
TS 76.1%.

3.42. iR S EFA L
TER AR UL R AR T 2 be e B3 FE . 2003~2020 4F, HEBIARS &5 LE A 29.0% 1 F 43.0%.
3.43. MR EFAER

FA AR A S A 250 BE 5 A . 2003~2020 M AR ZE AN 83.9 m¥/hm? T [%E] 78.6
m*/hm?. HF, 2003~2009 £ 83.9 m*/hm? FFEF] 61.1 m¥hm?. 4R JE Mk T3] 78.6 m/hm?.

3.44. HMEKE

FMEEKBEYIE N, 2003~2020 4, FRMARELERKEN 429 7 m’® EFE] 16.73 5 m?, N7
12.44 Jim?, KT 2.90 {5,

3.45. HFKHEE

FRIELHAERFFEEIE 0. 2003~2020 4F, FRMELEFEREM 2.66 77 m> N F] 6.40 73 m3, 3Eh0 T
374 7im?, KT 1.41 1%,

3.46. APHREH ENERHE

FAM PRI AR A = SRR . 2003~2020 4, FHAE ARG SRLAT THIFRAE 7= M N 4.9 75 m® 3903
7.64 Jim?, I 2.74 Jim?, WK T 55.92%.

LR LRTR, 1E 49 Wi iH4ebat, A 33 Wifebs BFt, & 67.3%: 11 BURAR NFE, 4 22.4%; 5 BUER
PR, A 10.2%. Hod, FRAREAR. RARER. SMERR FRAKRTIA . BAARAKE. BALIR
BAE . SR KBS E R AME KR BT, R IR IR T, MO T ARk SRR
HER T IR B S .

WAL E TR MRHTAR R, # Ak N, REAMIGEE GRS/, IMNTEERE LR E R
HMEALTE; RIRMRINAA S A wiARTIAR  FARE RASAR TR IR BE N 1%, FRBAARPREE L L R T 5 ) 1 8% ) 2
K, FEMCHAE AR = AU RE R bR, P R H B UK R R AR R DML J5URHRR - At

PR E. KRR EFESTRRTRR, RSB R KA BRGE 1),

Table 1. Statistical table of forest resources quantity index of Weidu Forest Farm (2003~2020)
= 1. EERIA R EIREE ARG 3R(2003~2020 £F)

e febr L<¥ v I 2020 b 2003(TH/ 4/ F)
2003 2009 2013 2020
1 ZE R hm? 14012.6  19300.8 14196.5 12017.46 45
2 B o R AR hm? 832.1  1187.7 9247  1720.13 F
3 PR AR hm? 14012.6 173755 13236.3 11930.33 45
4 FRARTHIAR hm? 10633.8 10686.7 9426.7 11186.51 H
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5 HAREM Jimd 321759 284217 60.4407 64.9135 It
6 AME % 65.6 7224 90.62 93.09 7t
7 Mt ] FH 2 % 75.8 76.7 90.62 93.76 7t
8 RIRMRINAR hm? 6321.6 4532 26448 28972 5
9 N LARTEAR hm? 4296 61539 6782.8  8289.31 7t
10 NLAR R A % 80.0 80.0 85.0 85.0 Tt
11 2\ m MRCHb TR AR hm? 6841 68559 46708 465245 5
12 i ot R b T A hm? 7171.6 7022  8442.6  9205.54 It
13 IE TRk NI hm? 6786.5  6344.1 20582  4074.87 5
14 R F AR T AR hm? 2.6 0 0.2 0 %
15 FAM AR AR hm? 3669.98 4039.0 73524  6283.09 7t
16 23 NTE A hm? 137.7 299  207.80  552.72 It
17 ik hm? 259.7 2737 0 411.01 It
18 AP THIAR hm? 120.3 0 0 15.77 143
19 FAR S IR hm? 33414  659.1 315.3 360.26 5
20 PR 2R I AR hm? 7404 54665 76603  6779.81 7t
21 R I AR o T A hm? 77.3 264 14343 1131.14 Tt
22 FERARARTIIAR hm? 3131 3900.0 62408  5525.13 It
23 — & M AR AR hm? 583.9  139.0 10947  757.96 7t
24 YRR AR hm? 763.5 2146 3029.7  2581.04 It
25 S RTH AR hm? 12654 16248 15138  1794.08 7t
26 JFSAARTIAR hm? 1484.6 7447 11809  1670.94 bis
27 PRI AR hm? 5083 12262 2682 2048.6 It
28 I AR T AR hm? 257.6 4103 10044  194.59 42
29 TRATHR AR Jihm?* 2944 38.6 38.0 433.56 It
30 TR R L& % 60.0 60.0 55.0 65.0 It
31 AT ARES K E m?/hm? 10.0 15.3 14.7 20.19 7t
32 A B E m¥/hm?  75.07 454 64.2 78.3 Tt
33 I R BT My R /hm? 1150 1100 1150 1100 T
34 IR cm 9.5 7.0 8.0 10.6 T+
35 MR FE hm? 850.0  866.0  893.0 840.9 Fia
36 AR hm? 165.1 553 0 0 %
37 AR E hm? % ® #® 7 Fha
38 HewH hm? G x 7 & PR
39 g FRAR Y 5 B % 93.5 92.9 92.5 94.5 P
40 A BRI E % 43 13.97  22.15 23.9 Tt
41 TRARA AT L % 9.7 33.16 46.4 49.18 7t
42 A TAAREE M m3/hm? 20.8 18.01 64.98 77.4 It
43 2SR S DR E Ji76/hm? H il =3 =3 7t
44 P AR B FA L % 95.7 86.03  77.85 76.1 F
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45 IR 7 AR AR 43 5 L % 29.0 33.0 38.0 43.0 7t
46 FAM PRI AR E A m3/hm? 83.9 61.1 63.9 78.6 7t
47 FMEEKE m¥/a 42965 94,115 138,824 167,368 F
48 FRMES T FE R m’/a 26,610 77,245 74,950 64,000 T+
49  HMMHESME mYhmia 49 12.6 6.8 7.64 7t

B 11300 PR ST, B 33 W0,
4. FRHRREREBTHRRL
4.1. EHREIENERERS TSR
H I E IR S S(WWFYB AR & SCNARM AT . A SRS RS 7 10 AT A Thae Fn(E i s il

PRSPPI SR VPR ARMAES . M2 MATFREE NS UHME . SIS IR (ST I U AR PP A
TR R 5IEN TR0 A MG AR TR I . AR VFI IR R R . VR it B PP S5 903 70 b e

AR 2. 3. K4

Table 2. Indicator system of forest quality evaluation

2. HRMREIFNERER

I ES & Epan IIESE =R AR Y
indicatorl indicatorll indicatorlll Calculated mode Weight
P b RIRMRTEAR L & FARPRTE A AR AR T AR 3
anjﬁij}gn (59 TR B 2 N TRR BURP TR A T bR A 2
(10 4%) HRHBFIFE(S 49) ﬁﬂ‘?ﬁ%i AR A4 LAY 3
PR 2 AR IR/ Bl A b T AR 2
S At KT AR LG O3 7 PR H TEI R/ S TR 1
24 i it A T AR LG B ] PR b TR S THT AR 1
B4 AR L = B4 AR TR /AR AR L T AR 2
AP SR R AR L R FH AR TE AR/ AR AR T 2
(841) PR AR L FH A R T AR A M T Y 2
LV RIIIAR L 2V ARTH B AR AR A T AR 2
LR A L E AZ AR TR P A AR TR 2
Forest structure W2 FAR T AR FAR THI AR FH A4 AR TR 2
(3049) @) PR PRy A BT 2 2
— JR A R TR L — R i AR T AR P A AR T AR 2
— Y PR AR B E LA NTTE AV N NTTE A 2
(é ;;’) AR AR L B A NTE AV T N A 2
AT i PR AR L T B BRI R AR BRI AR 4
Wb LE R TR AR AR EL = MER I NTTRAVEA S N NTE A 2
(4 41) TR TR L TRAM P e HE B S5 R TR/ T AR AR T AR 2
BIRE ppmeepme FAMENEKER GREES TE T N ANITE A 5
Forest productivity N . .
20 45) (10 77) TRARMF ) ERE TEARME BT AR 5
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PRATRE e gy S PR BT 1 3 PR PR S M B T 5
Forest productivity
(20 4) (10 43) FHIEA Tr APl A2 S B iR H 5
GEEWRE KA S HRYFR AR TR 3
PR E R % R KR R A SE TR AR B T AR 2
Forest health (871) KB RE R G E TR AR R TR 2
(1073 HorgcE 9 e fe U A B T, 1
e FeIRIL 2 73 PRI BRI gk AR 73 T AR AR R TR 2
AR ER L E YNCEIN-T AV T IVEE T 2
He A TRARA i REIFA L TRARR AR 2 2 R LT AR 3
(14 73) AT ER VAL AN AV NIOE 2 4
M PN TR AR A IR %S Th AR A 1E AR A5 IR 55 S B/ AR AR T AR 5
Forest value PR E R E T AR B AR AR AR L B R 2
(3049) o 0 4 R 25 T/ o TR 4
S BT M BY BRI 4
KB FEE FEWEK AR R 3
FAMMBATRES =R SE N E M AR 3
5 12 37 100
Table 3. The discriminate standard for the forest quality evaluation
= 3. ZRRREITESIER
s NI ESZi=Ka B o bt
1 RIRMIHRA &5 EE 3 >15%: 345 14%~10%: 2.5 575 9%~5%: 2 45; <5%; 1.5,
2 RAERA % 2 >90%: 2 4r; 89%~80%: 1.54%; 79%~70%: 1.0 4; <69%: 0.5 4).
3 PO A 3 >60%: 3 455 59%~50%: 2.5 45 49%~40%: 2 4r; <40%; 1.5 4%
4 PRt FH 2 2 >85%: 2 4; 84%~80%: 1.54%; 79%~75%: 145 <75%; 0.5 4%,
5 A s AR T AR L 1 >30%: 1455 29%~20%: 0.8 4%; 19%~10%: 0.6 7 <10%: 0.4 4.
6 i ot PRI TR AR b 1 >70%: 1455 69%~60%: 0.8 435 59%~50%: 0.6 4; <50%: 0.4 4).
7 Br P pR A L E 2 >25%: 2 4F; 24%~20%: 1.54%; 19%~10%: 14r; <10%: 0.5.
8 R AR AR L & 2 >5%: 2475 4%~3%: 1.54%; 3%~1%: 1435 <1%: 0.5 4.
9 FA#A R AR b 2 >60%: 2 455 59%~50%: 1.5 435 49%~40%: 14y; <40%: 0.5 43
10 ZUFARIAR L E 2 >5%: 245 4%~3%: 1.548; 2%~1%: 1485 <1%; 0.5 5.
11 ZRMAR L E 2 >20%: 2.0 5% 19%~16%: 1.5 %35 15%~10%: 145 <10%; 0.5 4%,
12 FaRTHAR LL & 2 >20%: 2.0 4 19%~16%: 1.54F; 15%~10%: 1455 <10%; 0.5 4).
13 PR THIAR EL 2 >30%: 2% 29%~20%: 1.54F; 19%~10%: 1.0 4%; <10%; 0.5 4.
14 —fRE AR E 2 >30%: 2 45 29%~20%: 1.5 19%~10%: 1475 <10%; 0.5.
15 Y ARAR L E 2 >30%: 2 4%; 29%~20%: 1.54F; 19%~10%; 14%; ;5 <10%: 0.5 4.
16 HHS AR TAR B B 2 >30%: 2 4%; 29%~20%: 1.54F; 19%~10%; 14%; ; <10%: 0.5 4.
17 IO BAKEALLE 4 >40%: 4485 39%~30%: 3 4% 29%~10%; 2 45 <10%; 147
DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2024.134041 311 R H: 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2024.134041

18 VRAS R L
19  FFEERSE AN L E

2 >40%: 2 475 39%~30%: 1.5 7 29%~20%; 14F; <20%; 0.5 73
2 >80%: 2 4% 79%~60%: 1.5%%5 59%~40%; 1535 <40%; 0.5 4%
20 BAEREREKE S >15: 5745; 14~10: 4775 9~5: 377 <5: 273,
21 PAHRERE 5 >120: 54F; 119~100: 4 %55 99~80; 3 4r; <80: 2 47
22 I R AR 5 >1250: 545 1249~1150: 4 435 1150~950: 3 43; <950: 2 43
5
3
2
2

23 T AR M2 >20: 575 19~16: 4 43; 15~11: 343 <11: 2 %

24 AR E Jo: 347 BIE: 25490 e 240 E LS4 FRE A

25 AR KR To: 245 BIE: 154 14 E 0S54 FREO0 4.

26 ARRE T 245 B 154y, FE 14y H: 0549 FEE: 04

27 HeRE 1 To: 1455 8 084r, F0.64r; E: 034 F5HE: 0.

28 R 2 >95%: 2 475 94%~90%: 1.5 47 89%~80%: 1.0 475 <80%: 0.5.
29 AR ER L E 2 >35%: 24%; 34%~30%: 1.579%; 29%~20%: 1.0 43 <20%: 0.5 ).
30 TeARA tik b E 3 >70%: 3 45: 69%~50%: 2.5 475 49%~30%: 2 4F; <29%: I,
31 A TEAREE R 4 >100%: 4 535 99%~80%: 3.5 4%; 79%~60%: 3 435 <60%: 2 4.
32 ARSI ThRe N 5 lo: 545 R: 448 W 355 Z: 24

33 P R B R L 2 >65%: 24 64%~50%: 1.5 %%; 49%~40%: 1.0 53 <40%: 0.5 4%,
34 RFRE MR LE 4 >60%: 4 75: 59%~50%: 3 7%; 49%~40%: 2.5 4F; <39%: 2 /¥,
35 R AR IR EE AR 4 >120: 4 4y; 119~90: 3.5 4); 89~70: 3 4%; <69: 2.5 5%

36 A KRR 3 >1.5: 3705 l4~1.1: 270 1.0: 095 <1.0: -1 73

37 LS DATTEAVRGY b i 3 >4: 3F; 3.9~3: 2578 3~2: 24r; <2: 1.574).

At 37 100

Table 4. Rank standard of forest quality evaluation
= 4. BMRRETNFRITE

VRAE LD 2% 2 1% V& V&
Indicator Grade I Grade 11 Grade III Grade IV Grade V
G
. 100 ~ 90 89 ~ 80 79 ~ 70 69 ~ 60 <59
Comprehensive
ﬁ%@ﬁ. 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~17.0 6.9~6.0 <5.9
Forest origin
bk o
AR 30~28 27~25 24~22 21~19 <18
Forest structure
s =4k
M‘M‘ﬁﬁh. . 20~ 18 17~15 14~12 11~9 <8
Forest productivity
ARMRAEHE 10~9 89~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <59
Forest health
25 bk AN
AR 30~27 26 ~ 24 23~21 20~ 18 <17
Forest value
sy \ k
h75 R4F H g Jekt A Je b
Rank
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4.2. ZEMHRETNER
RIEFE 3 TEPRHEXT IR | MR BB T IEE . 2003 SEE 2020 <E, 4EEHIGHBMRFRE=TEME

oy RRREE BT, M 66.6 4 EFHEI 75.8 43, MRS BT R R EER R 5).

Table 5. Forest quality evaluation in Weidu from 2003 to 2020

= 5. EEMIARMEREITMN R 2003~2020 F

19485 NEZEiER 7 B 2003 200 2013 2020
S B SME B E B SHE #(s
LY NTE e 3 59.6 3 29.5 3 9.81 2 25.9 3
MR R < 2 80.0 1.5 800 1.5 850 1.5 850 LS5
(1077) BB % E 3656 3 722 3 9062 3 930 3
Mt 2 2 75.8 1 76.7 1 90.62 2 93.7 2
A si R 1 48.8 1 49.4 1 30.29 1 33.6 1
T e AR T AR b 1 512 06 506 0.6 6378 08 664 08
B4 AR AR LG 2 2 62.5 2 5936 2 2187 15 3646 2
R AR AR L & 2 001 05 0 05 002 05 0 0.5
FAM AR TIAR B HE 2 338 05 378 05 7813 2 56.17 1.5
LRI E 2 1.3 1 0.3 0.5 2.2 1 496 15
FHRTHAR L 2 2.8 0.5 0 0.5 0 0.5 02 05
%Tjgi? FAZRIMAR L 2 78.1 2 10.7 1 335 05 43 0.5
T T AR L 2 17.3 1 88.9 2 81.4 2 81.8 2
HE MR A 2 1.8 0.5 0.4 0.5 15.01 1 13.6 1
YRR AR L & 2 17.8 1 34.9 2 3129 2 31.1 2
HHES AR AR L 2 29.6 2 26.4 2 16.09 1 216 15
1 e AR AR EE B 4 52.6 4 38.7 3 5172 4 473 4
TRIARIMAR EL B 2 6.9 0.5 0.4 0.5 0 0.5 52 0.5
TRRE B GE M T AR L 2 600 1.5 600 1.5 550 1 650 1.5
ARSI A K & 5 10.0 4 15.3 5 14.7 4 20.1 5
Py N AL E AR E 5 7507 2 454 2 642 2 78.3 2
(20 77) AT it B bk % 5 1150 4 1150 4 1150 4 1150 4
TR R R 5 9.5 2 7.0 2 9.5 2 10.6 2
VR E 3 ® 2.5 ® 2.5 % 2.5 ® 2.5
AR KK 2 7 1.5 ® 1.5 7 2 7 2
%fg%jﬁ ABRE 2 7 1.5 7 2 7 2 7 1.5
HewHE 1 T 1 o 1 x 1 I 1
Faniid 2 935 15 929 15 935 15 935 15
M N MBI E 2 43 05 140 1 2215 15 239 1S5
(30 493) TRARA tik b & 3 9.7 1 33.2 2 46.4 2 4918 2
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A TEAREFAE 4 20.8 2 18.0 2 6498 3 77.4 3
AEMRESIRENE 5 Hh 3 H 3 =3 4 =3 4
P AR B AL 2 95.7 2 86.0 2 7785 2 76.1 2

%ﬁ%ﬁ eI 7 AR AR 43 LL 4 35.0 2 35.0 2 400 25 450 25
R MRTH AR E FR 4 83.9 3 61.1 25 639 25 786 3
ARKEHFER 3 1.61 3 1.22 2 1.85 3 2.61 3
FAM AR B AL AR =11 3 49 3 12.6 3 6.8 3 7.64 3

5 37 100 66.6 67.7 723 75.8

M 6 AT L, 2020 4E5 2003 FAHEL, BT ETEANAE G0 9.2 . Hb, BWAER N 4.5 535
FRARGERIIE N 2.2 47, ARMAERIRAARMSZRE S IEI0 1 45 FRARAE SR I 0.5 2. REFEILIAR, 4k T 7
REER), PRFPEER . WRhEE R . WAL M1S BRI 8, 3R 7 ARARP2RE, 27 T AR E AR AR

Table 6. Analysis of forest quality evaluation (2003~2020)
@ 6. HEKIARKRE HTUTN DR

R 5% AR AL YA ARIREL ) AR RE AR ARMMME 2

2020 75.8 9.5 20.8 13.0 8.5 24.0 g

2013 72.3 8.5 19.3 12.0 9.0 23.5 &g

2009 67.6 8.5 18.1 13.0 8.5 19.5 Bk

2003 66.6 8.5 18.6 12.0 8.0 19.5 Fows
2020 £t 2003 9.2 1.0 2.2 1.0 0.5 45

4.3. BRBIZRMRERFR XA F 5740

M TR, AR5 BT RN SR bR, BRAREVR. ARMERE. ARMRMESE 3 BUF HEAR1S 40 % 80%
£ 95%, JET RIFAMILTEEL; RGN HE 2 BRI 2 R AT 70%, 4bF KmssEg. Pk,
PRARZE R RO AR BE AL ) L 2RI AR R SR T ) R BEF R AR

Table 7. Analysis on key indicators (I) restricting forest quality (2020)
3 7.2020 FFHRMEE | BITNIBIRA TR

P 15 PF Fa b S 25 5 3% DRI+
1 ARARALYR 10 9.5 95.0 #h75
2 FRIREER 30 20.8 69.3 okt
3 AR RE 20 13.0 65.0 B
4 PN ST 10 8.5 85.0 R
5 AMANE 30 24.0 80.0 R4
At 100.0 75.8 75.8 &g

M8 AT, FE 37 BN PF bR b, AR &R E . FTRARM TR, R RIRIARELE . #2258
AL . MAREAR L E ., e R R L . RS L A 7 DRG0 R8T 50%, BTA
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Je RS X 7 TR ARALE N 20 43, 2020 EANAE 7 45, W SRECE R i e A 15 g E F) 85%,
RIRTE R 17 45, LLHBIIEH 10 43, MR BN DTG 5 85 4y, AR R U552

Table 8. Analysis on key indicators (IIT) restricting forest quality (2020)
% 8.2020 FAHRMERE 1 RIFMIgkr 3R

5 T T FE bR S 25 5 H Y% BRI+
1 R AR TR L 2 0.5 25.0 ARk
2 R mALLE 2 0.5 25.0 Bk
3 PSR LG 2 0.5 25.0 ARk
4 HE R R AR L E 2 1.0 50.0 A Jows
5 TRATAR AR L 2 0.5 25.0 APt
6 LEDATTEAY--¥ ks 5 2.0 40.0 A Jk
7 TeAMT- 2424 5 2.0 40.0 Rtk

&t 20.0 7.0 35.0 Btk

5. it 518
5.1. &g

1. 2003~2020 4F, 4EERMRIZ AR TR AR e P8 53 . 2003 4E 2 2009 FEARMR TR T BEEH &L, 2009 4
£ 2020 FEARMFIHRIEK . 2020 455 2003 EFHEL, 7E 49 i ARAR A 33 Wifebs L7, 5 BifEhs
FhR, 11 BUEAR NRE. BAARIN: R, RARER, RWESER . IR TR, bk
AR RMA P AE AR AR ORR BT AR T ARG R DL RS 2 T O R, — A AL,
UIAA AR AR . AR — R B AR S A [FI R T B . RIAMIA ARG IRES B AU, MR s, R
KBTI RER, AR 2

2. 2003~2020 4, HEEMIG AR F TR G FTHTE. RAHZ R HE BRI ARG Rk
FERE S ARMRAERE . BRARIMESE 5 AN J5 TN FRAR GRS AT 25 A VAT, PRI 45 581550 M\ 66.6 7 L 731 75.8
oy, R B R ETH R SR BRI . MR EE . AR EER . WA
177 RE, PAHARAERKE. BAIRERE. WO RH. R AR S A TR A R R
PAEA R TITE, RPEMRHREEFEEEERE R 285 EKCFAREH .

3. SRR R HE T I IR S 2R E IR VR FR AR 7 T UET, SRR B R TRAMR
B ReRIMRTAR LG E . AZKIAR LG E . MARTEARLL . e i W T AR L TR A AR TR b ™
PR . X R B AR 08 R AN I AR T 2B, [ B 2R B AR AT A T R T 2 )

5.2. ¥1ig

M AR BRI, EE0 MR AR BT IR HT 5 PP AR RO SR R, b LR
L AE BEEART MM AL AR B AR . 40T, MRS MR AL A B AR 78.3 m¥/hm?, fIRT 13
Z)T B X BRI T EKF . GEEMI AL T T, AT LA AR X, B TE R, RS,
B WK, BOR VKR, W BTS2, LR WBIRIE, 6K BEAE R, EHEKEXE] 20 m¥/hm?,
ME— AN R R T TR ST S R BORIRIERE 2. RERIUEAT R DR K ORI (5 AR
BB S N TIZIR, e TEF, B R UBEa R A B G ARSE), AR BT MR
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FIFE, 38 M IEK AR OB I TR AR 5~6 FENUN 7~9 4F). $Em FIE % 5, vl K B T
MER RS 100 m¥hm?,

2. FURCE AL S m ik, B RV IR T A FE PR B . T, MG A A
P AR — R BB SRR AR BT e R YAk . DURHE AT SOoRTEI B Bk, SRR R TR
NI ESLE A MBI PR BRI s AR, S EE R AR T B 5 B R B R T v e R T
M, XBERE TR LR S TAR (5 L, SCRTHE IR FARTEIAR, ol bR, WRPEER, DURYEME & 3l
— AR AR T T TR R, AT T AR AR R R =

30 SR PR K PR AE TAR ARG I H 5. AR I AR 3k O K DR AE M RE LA 22, W AR A B8 U
PTHE HEW . R UOTAR AL R TR R R SR, MRS SERR R ST M R K GRABEAR 7 &, HEsE
Jta R R KRR T RTEIE , B AR A R AT R B AR, 22t A HLAEAS it 5D it JE LR, FR R TH]
FRATAEY), DRI TS, DURTEH S 2 (R K AR IE AR, (R bk r] 2R 25 R H .

HEEmE
IR B XM R R I . 2024GXZCLK63.

SEEk

(11 T PR B A X E A e8RS, T i poll i &R BE. 2003 ) POk B 96 X B G 4EH0M 37 AR L)
W HERE[R]. T

[2]1 TR A A X E AR, TR A AR BB, 2009 TP R E 96 X EH 4E A7 AR AR R
WITAEIRE[R]. FET.

[3]1 T URHE A VA X E A e, A A AR T . 2013 4E)T PO R B 96 X E G 4EE I AR AR TR
W HEHRER]. BT

[4] TR B X EAGEERAG, TRERETERERAT. 2020 G PRI 516 X B 4EE M7 7K SR
K& HAEHRE[R]. E T

[5] BIEZ, KiESR, W&, & AW E S 0IRAGEPE A 73 E 5 IRE]. T EMALR 2, 2022, 51(5): 716-
723.
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