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Abstract

Yachang is the largest forest farm in the natural forest and public welfare forest area in Guangxi. In
order to protect the public welfare forest and promote high-quality development of the commercial
forest in this farm, using the data of forest resource investigation of this farm from 2003 to 2020,
woodland, forest area, forest stock volume, forest covering rate, forest growth, forest consumption
were analyzed statistically. The forest resource quality was evaluated by AHP (the Analytic Hierar-
chy Process) according to the forest origin, forest structure, forest productivity, forest health and
forest value. From 2003 to 2020, the forest area was reduced in large scale, the grades of the forest
resource quality valuation were maintained in medium grade in this farm. The key indicators re-
stricting forest quality were selected. In order to promote the forest quality in this farm, the im-
portant suggestions are as fellows: adhere to classified management, protecting public welfare for-
ests, forest fire prevention and scientific management of commercial forest.

Keywords

Forest Resource, Dynamic Analysis, Quality Evaluation, Management Countermeasures

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 53|

JPREA TR MO T WAL, MRS G R B AT AR R, i iR 48643.5hm?, M
TR TEARI & 69.3%, ) TUARAS A s AR AR O o He s O A MR . 7R AT AR AR 2 SR 2 K
W R R R AVETE S T, WA RO 2 s ARATRL 22 078 B MO MRS T Wi B0 KR AL, AT F ik T
J VG A AE AR 2003~2020 A ARAR BRI B v 1 B R AR O HHE HEAT AR K B IR A AL 73 b M B R VR
Ay, O H I 2 AR AR SR RS HESR T AR BEVP O F AR, SRR BERRMR Y REE L AT E B BT
XTHEW, BN AT R fd B R IR LR 2 2%

2. MRS

KA T PEPEILES, 24°37'N~25°00'N, 106°08'E~106°23'E. iz iff T H M ALK, &5
WA A F ol R AR S, mEdbK 41 km. RIG%E 25 km, LHUETHIFY 48643.5 hm?, FHIGRG#IL, b
FELLK, S S RHE Y E R Y AR X AR, MR B, ARSI EER Y.

PRIX b b 2 B v J5 ) ) VG b ok o R I gy, MBS b il K s B 375~1970.9 m. MU DL
WIS RN, s BER IR . AR > 25°BTAR & L S TR 69.4% . A% J 37 #4728 XU A
R 16.3°C W 41.1°C W K—3°C; 35 H R 4L 1467 /N 5N & 1051.7 mm,
FYZREEHTE 5~10 H; 2K E 14847 mm. HR/KFIEFE, FEWGFA AL, LK, RERILHE
PET/K & o FERLITAEHAMREE IR 2 B R RAMRK, AJEAT SAEEITIE AN KI,  Z0KVE AR X
AFRARR, EMRES IR X . LIRS LR A BIUAERA RS, LHRAE e, 1l
e, Hfm b, Kb, WA S5 R, R < 1000 m AL IE, >1000 m oliHh B, (AT
Lyt 35 3 PR (X 32 B R R, (bR b TR ) 98.3%, 122 R JE 40~80 cm [ITHIFR 5 87.7%. pH i 5.58,
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8 T M AR

MIXZHED IR+ FE . F B 2 6 FA(Pinus yunnanensis). 5 #A(Pinus massoniana)-
#27K (Cunninghamia lanceolata) . #% % (Eucalyptus spp.) # 4%k (Quercus acutissima) . #4 i #k(Quercus variabilis)
i (Quercus aliena). F#%k(Quercus fabri). FiFgH¥(Betula alnoides). 7 & ¥ (Albizia odoratissima). fEA
(Alnus cremastogyne). z i #&(Cinnamomum glanduliferum). #{# (Liquidambar formosana)%s:; ZHitEYE
# K (Handeliodendron bodinieri). X #1758k (Cycas segmentifida). 4:-E4i7 (Cibotium barometz). #/4% (Al-
sophila spinulosa). #&#:Af(Fokienia hodginsii)&%; AT LA (Rhus chinensis). %74t F}(Melastoma can-
didum). 4 H-F(Phyllanthus emblica). £I7t%3l(Bauhinia variegata). + K55 (Mahonia fortunei). 4R}
(Vaccinium bracteatum)2%; A4 2 (Arundinella nepalensis). 4> (Imperata cylindrica). % 43547 (Mi-
crostegium fasciculatum). JEZ1% (Juncus effusus). 71717 1=(Miscanthus floridulus)5s . B A= 74 = B A e
(Python bivittatus). 7% i fi #E(Tragopan caboti). KR4 (Viverrazibetha). /> R (Viverriculaindica). BEAK
J#(Prionodon pardicolor). % 111 Ff(Manis pentadactyla). #E#(Moschus berezovskii). %#¥%(Macaca spp.)~ L.
[ 45 %9 (Chrysolophus pictus). [ #%(Lophura nycthemera) 2512 55 i f& 5h 4 »

HEMI AT 1954 F, JRAERX LHUGAN 708915 hm?, FRARGHIHA T NI/, Wifp3- 2
BHREMR MR 2R #RE. R . B, WS . 20 4l 50 4402 80 AR AN
KMy, BATFRNTLIEM: 80 FA G WIIT R/ INAN TG, (EARLERBR IR N . 1998 F4x1H
5 IERAR I/ . 2001 SETTIRSEIERAR 7P RS, T LS A ik 52927.76 hm?, 5 bR X A 3 S T AR
(1) 74.7%, BCA) TaRIE A A SRR 5 R g, FRAREE B DA E = B3 m A SR
FONE HAM AT, WIHFFUEIE R RS A SRR R AR E R 5T . 2009 4436 7 kb B
OB ZERHEY) R R XCE B, 2018 SN i MRV S, RIEES A R MKILIAY 307435 hm2. 2020 4,
MIAPAAER T 872 N, LHhRTHIF 48643.5 hm?, #RIZSLFREE AN 36111.5 hm?, HERLE 2346.6 hm?,
MNEE 1952 hm?, 4 5 FHE 8233.4 hm?. hnssisn N RIAMROR G FIGEdE nl FR 8 R R, LRI £
HPFEIE G, FEY N E S A AR A

3. ZFMFFEHEBET U
3.1 HHERBULSH

FR4E 2003~2020 AF[1]-[41)" VG A K AR ZRARTE DRI B v 18 75 4 35 BAH DG H a2 H 452 L
AL

1) FHWELHEER: 2003~2020 4, P LHUSEAM 73443.0 hm? Jk/>F] 48643.7 hm?, Wb T
24799.3 hm? [FAIK 1 33.77%. F2J5 A2 2009 FA IR F 2R 22062 hm? bR e <2 K [ 2K 2 ==
FHEY BRI X B, ySEOL T Rra s i R R, MR3% 2005 A URTEIA MG, 22 2020 374k
FiL 3t TH B 24576.5 hm?,

2) MH: M 61962.4 hm? i/ 5] 46117.0 hm2, &> T 15845.4 hm?, FF% 25.57%.

3) AHkHi: M 45405.4 hm2 )&/ F) 37855.6 hm?, /b | 7549.8 hm?, /b | 16.63%.

4) FEAMHM: M 45385.1 hm? Jf/> | 36286.3 hm?, J&/> 7 9098.8 hm2, F[% T 20.05%.

5) ArakHh: M 20.3 hm2 8 j0%] 20.7 hm?, #4007 0.4 hm?,

6) BRAkHL: M 56.0 hm2 J/b> ] 11.8 hm2,

7) VEARMHL: I 2646.4 hm? B NE] 3457.7 hm?, 30T 811.3 hm?, 3607 30.66%. fEULiAfE, K
H AP EA MR I B L B AR A AR
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8) RERMEMHM: M 4861.9 hm2 Ji/#] 976.9 hm2, J§/>> 3885.0 hm2, K& T 79.9%. 2001 4F 527
RAE G, Wi DCRAGRMON £ 1 LR SR MO A8, R RARE R, Frg kit .

9) HMEH: M 11.5 hm? NF&2] 0.5 hm?, J&/> 7 11.0 hm?, NFET 95.7%. M AN TiEAESS0D,
N, .

10) FILAHRHE: M 1187.0 hm2 £ % 51.1hm?, kb T 1135.9hm?, FFE T 95.7%. 45 KAk /b
S0 SRAR 28 b T AP 2>

11) EARHEE: M 2946.0 hm? /b 5] 0 hm?. it N TR 3ER AR TE Bridpk L N Tk, SER T B AR L
EMATS .

12) 3BhAEF= M. M 542.7 hm2 /b 3] 129.2 hm?, /b 1 4135 hm?2, R T 76.2%. FRHsF]FHE

13) #bARHs: M 4304.8 hm? 3% 5183.0 hm?, H4Ji T 878.2 hm2, LT+ 7T 20.4%. 4 /5bkih b4
%2278 AR 48643.7 hm? () 10.66%.

14) Jepkh: A 7.8 hm? 38505 2526.6 hm?. #)117 2518.8 hm?, HEARHMRI B AR R, =22 Hh 2k
R bR v A )3 S0 o

MR B, 2003~2020 4, Ahig b TR . MRHBTEAL . A AREIAR . TR ARARIE R IR B4, 3225
DR 30 43 RS 28 K B R 0 2 BRI A F AR ORI X . & 2020 4F, Frbkdh. SEAMML, Wik, Joor
bRt BRI TARAR N, B R L T o A B 4 AR BT N, AR RIS B R O,
EHAEER(E 1),

Table 1. Dynamic changes of woodland area in Yachang Forest Farm (2003~2020)
F 1 KM & L T E R TS+ (2003~2020 £)

s ¥ #r indicator $4.j I year 2020‘H12003
No. unit 2003 2009 2013 2020 (1)
1 b T AR hm? 73443.0 70896.5 48662.6 48643.7 —24799.3
2 MR T AR hm? 61962.4 67249.2 46254.9 46117.0 -15845.4
3 A R Hb T R hm? 45405.4 51326.6 32693.1 37855.6 —7549.8
4 TreARHATHI AR hm? 45385.1 51301.1 28358.5 36286.3 -9098.8
5 (ugzs:il hm? 20.3 20.3 14.1 20.7 0.4
6 B A hm? 56.7 302.6 141.9 118 -44.9
7 VEAR M hm? 2646.4 2267.2 1377.7 3457.7 811.3
8 R R IE PR hm? 4861.9 1616.7 1873.4 976.9 -3885.0
9 T 78] 2 hm? 115 7.2 1.8 0.5 -11.0
10 TEILAHRHE hm? 1187.0 10372.0 9720.6 51.1 -1135.9
11 EARHE hm? 2946.0 7214 0 0 —2946.0
12 LA F hm? 542.7 636.2 446.4 129.2 -413.5
13 ok Hh AR hm? 4304.8 4304.8 9496.3 5183.0 878.2
14 JEpkHh hm? 7.8 3647.3 2407.7 2526.6 2518.8

TE: 2009 FRAMK EF L L BHEY) B AR X S AN 22062 hm?,
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3.2. KM FRHET S

1) FRAREARIBIRD> . 2003~2020 4F, FARIKTFM 45498.5 hm? Jik/b> F1| 37800.0 hm?, Jik/> | 7698.5
hm?, NFF T 16.95%, =558 J5 DR 0 o0 bR i RS 22 K [ 5% 2 22 R A 1 SR (R X A L

2) FABBKIBIN. ARAREBN 247.30 77 m K F) 374.27 /i m?, 0T 126.97 Ji md, KT
51.34%. b, B MRE LY 83.8%. FIM AR E R 26.0%, F-E A2 2009 4ELL 5, fERERAR B,
AERKEN.

3) ZMBEERAHLF, EHEBAR. SMESERM 73.3% T3] 77.8%, LF+-T 45 NES M,
SESIIGIN 0.35 AN 4 . E B R R I d 1L B AR AR R AR T I AR AR T AN, AT T R A
PN TAE TSR, AR T AR B 033 R i, SO0 AR bR 78 o5 SR 1 Tl 1K

4) MR FHEE T F . M 855% FF4F] 82.1%, FFET 3.4 NE . FEFEFERHEE, Hhik
AN K T

5) RARWMER FHEHE. RARFEFM 31300.0 hm2 FFEF] 20703.1hm?, /> 7 10596.9 hm?, R
T 33.86%; 2 LR K IO KARMAE MK 22 BHEY) B AR R X BB, i R A I RARARII R R FE

NIE NI T TE R, MR R N T4k, 2003~2020 4 N\ AR A A 14105.4 hm? 5 0 3
19073.3hm?, 07 4967.9 hm?, 4EXJH 0 452 hm?, AR FOARRS . FARE . A2 AR LUK PU I HE . TS

6) RAMERAREF. A THkRAVEH S 70%5E 5 5] 80%. At R FHHH % 90%, AZA. AR RFf
R 75%, MR R R R A 2R 50%.

7) AMHER TREHE. 2003~2020 47, A sifkHbAIM 51243.5 hm? Jik/b #| 28038.9 hm?, Jikb>
T 23204.6 hm?, R[# 7 45.28%. -2 J5 K /& 400 A 2 MR RS S MK 2 R 1 AR R XA FL S, M3
NI KIR IR -

8) T WARMLTE R i in. M 6407.5 hm? 8 in% 18078.2 hm2, 4N T 11670.7 hm?2. Jyid v 173578
WER, HEMDEASRBRE, 4 EgEEHS FEIGEAT T REE, B 7 & .

9) BHIPMRTER T M. BRI AR A 40447.8 hm? /%1 28038.9 hm?2, N[% 7T 12408.9 hm?, /b T
30.7%.

10) #FMERIEE. 2003 4 X %45 bk 14835.2 hm2, 2009 44 #5Es A MRS A2 HE K 22 BH- Y E 2R
A XEH, HAi3g A Rk

11) FAMAREARRE ISR . FM R 4579.0 hm2 54 n%) 9186.7 hm2, /1 7 4607.7 hm?, 1K T
100.6%. J5 DS/ L E , MRS IR RE, 55 A R MR Hh R R F A bR

12) ZFFARERKIERE . 2003~2020 4, L5 ARIHF M 362.1 hm? 34 0% 2589.9 hm?, /01 2227.8
hm?, 4K 7 6.15 fif. 2015 ELK, MIIcfi EJUE SR Sikdg Sibr kK 25k .

13) WREBFERD AL AT 4156.2 hm? J /b F| 1548.9 hm?, J/b T 2607.3hm?, R % T 62.73%.
2001 LUK PERE R AA AN 48 A 2 s FAZ A, MER AR I I 82 E 205 13 5 MSIEB H AR 8 A2 A SRAR G 2L

Tk A
14) MAWTEAERD . AN R 9522.2 hm? (&%) 7779.0 hm?, J&/b 7 1743.2hm?, Ff% T 18.31%.
JR IR 52 AR

15) MW EBRNLEAE, BEWM. 2003~2020 4, FHHEIF 0 hm2 %] 1223.6 hm?2. #izi% g
AR R DL SR S BR AN 2009 A FFURTE S N FE AL, 2010~2019 43 s BRI

16) — A R AR T AR AR YR 2D o — A A ARl T A A 31706.7 hm?2 /b $1] 21272.1 hm?, k2D 1 10434.6
hm?2, 3= 5 DR 053 il i B AR RS A8 G 22 R Y B AR DR X B
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17) 4 REARAER . AR A 1544.5 hm? #9403 2010.5 hm?, #4hn7T 466.0 hm?, $&K T

30.18%.
18) FHEAMRERKIERG M. TR PRTIAH A 1863.5 hm?2 B4/ 3911.9 hm2, #4177 2048.4hm?, KT
109.9%.

19) TR BA T AR KB K o T i SRR T AR A 1171.0 hm? 34 0 31 3195.6 hm?, 34 i1 1 2024.6 hm?,
WK T 172.8%. JEIAZ 2009 4E LUK, #hiz EBERARIA SR HIE AR, 1R RARIA I ARAR, I A bk
HRZEGHZ .

20) JRAZAREARAERAD o JRASARI AL A 20929.1 hm? K [%%] 14868.3 hm?, /b 1 6060.8 hm2, % T
28.96%. = EJ5 A2 o Mk A% S 22 R B AR IR X L

21) FFEEZWMELER TN . 2003~2020 £ Hk Py 7 545 1 T AR L EE A 90.0% T %1 92.0%, 10
2 NESY R

22) BAEBEDERBAFR LI, AL HBEL E KRN 3.2m¥hm? EFHE] 6.3 m¥hm?, 1
K7 3.1méhm?, KT BHIEX EJE 13 ZMIH 37K 13.5 m3hm?, 3225 K2 kg DL— i i . Fa et
NE, HAKERK.

23) BAIERERE EFHEIK.2003~2020 4, TR AT B BUR A 76.82 m¥Yhm? F 7} 103.1 m¥hm?,
FT 13 K BIA X BRI T KT 91.1 m¥Yhm?. 2009 4ELIOK, 4R ERACE KRR, I Rid AR TR
iy,

24) RO FHBEREAREE . FFAMTELEE M 1150 Fi/hm?2 EFHH] 1200 #k/hm2, 5 13 FHEX E
BRI TR K PR

25) FHMAREATEE. 2003~2020 4, FrARMTHIME 14.2~145em (7T 13 K HIGIX HIEAKIZ T
Bk 12.8 cm), FEAFAE .

26) AEEMRETRA T LA . AFEWRER 293.9hm? F7+H5] 1738 hm?, faFEEH NRK
-

27) MK REETBAE TR, 2003~2020 4, MK RER KA 123.0 hm? FF%E] 0.84 hm?,
B TFR%.

28) SR RFREREREFRE. ARKFFRAEHB 136.3 hm? NFFF] 0 hm2, R A& 5
SRR S 1 R SEH .

29) HEBHRKEL. HEuARRKEFGK. AR K% LR GER.

30) MR- BERERTRE . MFMK 5N 96.3%~95%, J& T RIF45.

31) ABMBERE LT ABMEFM 211.31 5 m3hn%] 276.93 75 m®, HhNT 65.62 /3 m3,

32) FAARATHE G TR, FoARAARIA 93.0% FF4H] 70.0%, TR T 23.0 ME R

33) A#MMAENMERERBE EF. A SARRAIHAE R 52.2m¥hm? EF+5] 98.7 m¥hm?. 40T
46.5 m¥hm?, 3B 5 K2 2003 F LGRS AR A 2, 2020 AR DL BGPRORT 2RO 3 .

34) ERMRFTIREMEREE . 2003 4. 2009 B A M & AL AR A2 R 55 DR . 2013 4
2020 “FEAE RS TR E 53 12.38 J5st/hm?a, 15.68 Jist/hm?a. J& T R4,

35) FAMMER &R LF, v RBEAL  HM AR ETR 97.34 77 m®, (5 LE 14.2% L7151 26.0%,
FTT 118 ANAE S A Ho, 2K 9.33 75 m®, RARE 34.82m3, #ih 7.31 J7 m3, —RERE TR 45.87 J1 m3.
FAR A0 — M R B0 R ARMR, A B R AR . Rk, mERBEHR A 16.64 77 mé,

36) MREE R SRR G ELBI R B FF. AR P AR AR (K BT B FE AR R KT . ARAE S
o UGS TEARMRK IS G R M) o b A 20.0% b 7151 40.0%.
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37) FAMHREMERERBEE L. M 76.8 m¥hm? EJH3] 106.7 m¥hm?2, KT 29.9 m¥hm2, =T
13 ZK HIA X HE I 147K F(89.9 m¥hm?). 78 1 R MR3% 4 BERAR R /D, 30 it R T AR o Le A B
Hn, seAh, ANEUBUR FERREEA AR, TSI T A AL AR E R

38) HMBBELEKEANMN, FEHERARD. FRBEPUELEKEMN 14.69 77 m® EFHLL 22.78 75
m3, RS HEMNFER MM 6.01 73 m3 kD% 0.98 5 md. SLHARMOLE R, HABRMKRAREZ B .

39) FAMPRHBEAI TR =M B FH. M 6.08 m¥hm2 R3] 1.06 m¥hm?, KT 13 KEEX H@ i
WP K 8.6 mihm2. N4 RIRMR S BE B R R MR, RAREIZEFID

2 FRTIAR, 2003~2020 4, Mi7in PGS B E I ARMRIR . RIRARTERL 2 25 bR T AR By 97 bk AR
AR FARTTHAN, VRACARIEFASE 7 DUHEFR I R, RIS E G EERDN, WA M
FREEHE . AFh SRS R AR AR . RRERR. M SRR RAMFIAZ. N TARIR. FMARER . f%
WAL, AR KR, B IAERE. EARERILE. RFEKRS S FRREE KRS 10 210
bRl b, RS A AT, S@EEIKEE PR 2).

Table 2. Data of forest resource in Yachang Forest Farm (2003~2020)
2. ERMIHIRMTTIRS1T5:(2003~2020 £F)

7 S B TR year 2020 H. 2003
No. indicator unit 2003 2009 2013 2020 (FE /R F)
1 AR hm? 45498.5 53149.6 28561.1 37800.0 —7698.5
2 AMER Jim? 247.30 311.84 212.03 374.27 126.97

3 AR 12 % % 733 73.68 66.51 778 45
4 AR A % 85.5 76.32 84.83 82.1 -3.4
5 RARMRIHFA hm? 31300.0 32234.7 17475.9 20703.1 -10596.9
N AR AR hm? 14105.4 19091.3 10882.6 19073.3 4967.9
6 N LR R % 70.0 72.0 75.0 80.0 10.0
7 YA k7S ATTE A hm? 512435 48967.6 23959.2 28038.9 —23204.6
8 7 i R T hm? 6407.5 10878 9294.9 18078.2 11670.7
9 DIEREANTEA hm? 40447.8 27456.1 21181.3 28038.9 -12408.9
10 e AR TR hm? 0 14835.2 0 0 0
11 FAMAPRTEAR hm? 4579.0 7551.7 5699.0 9186.7 4607.7
12 ZTEARIAR hm? 362.1 3306.6 1478.2 2589.9 2227.8
13 TR hm? 4156.2 4371.6 1429.6 1548.9 -2607.3
14 FAR TR hm? 9522.2 10022.9 6042.1 7779.0 —1743.2
15 F R 2R I AR hm? 0 90.6/0.18 1038.8 1223.6 1223.6
16 — % i R e TR AR hm? 31706.7 36816 19848 21272.1 -10434.6
17 Y ARTIAR hm? 1544.5 24306.9 15702.7 2010.5 466.0
18 & AR AR hm? 1863.5 24133.7 8115.9 3911.9 2048.4
19 30 e AR AR hm? 1171.0 40315 4539.9 3195.6 2024.6
20 TR ARHIAR hm? 20929.1 22056.8 11852.8 14868.3 —6060.8
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21 TrHE R s L % 90.0 95.5 95.3 92.0 2.0
22 BAIEAERAKE mdhm? 3.2 3.0 4.6 6.3 3.1
23 HRAEAPHERE mihm? 76.8 60.6 75.5 103.1 26.3
24 P R Fk/hm? 1150 1130 1120 1200 50.0
25 IR cm 14.5 15.1 135 14.2 -0.3
26 VR E hm? 293.9 320.6 192.9 1738 1444.1
27 AR KR hm? 123.0 113.9 23.0 0.84 -122.16
28 ARRE hm? 136.3 228.4 173.5 0 -136.3
29 HeRE hm? 0 4.4 13.1 0 0
30 fa FEMR 73 AR &5 LL % 96.3 98.7 975 95.0 -1.3
31 A wEMER Jimd 211.31 240.9 164.38 276.93 65.62
32 AmMIFATRE % 93.0 94.27 95.3 70.0 -23.0
33 AR E m3/hm? 52.2 59.19 77.4 98.7 46.5
34 ABRSIRAME  Jioahm? H Ex =3 =3 PR
35 PR ERELE % 14.2 22.73 22.5 26.0 11.8
36 EAAROLEIARSS A b % 20.0 15.0 25.0 40.0 20.0
37 MR E m3/hm? 76.8 84.1 80.3 106.7 29.9
38 BAGEREANER mya oo I AL go780000780 80878150275
39 MM HRHE M8 méhm?a 6.08 1.76 3.76 1.06 -5.02

3.3. HRHRETLSHT

331 FHREFNIEGERS TS RE
SR e IE 22 SE (SRR ) PU AR BB PP PR AR K R 5 PN TR R A I SRR R4 . AR
PO IRIRAR AR . PP bR HE R ORI S R 23 5 WL 3~5.

Table 3. Indicator system of forest quality evaluation

3. RMREITNEIRE R

| 4845 11 L4645 I 485 T S
indicator | indicator Il indicator 11l Calculated mode Weight
WA E RARMRIAA L FARMRT R AR ST AR 3
F%‘k**t@?ﬁ_ (571) TR Bl I 2 AR BRI AL T bR S T
orest origin
(10 4%) FRHBFIF (S 45) MR R FRAREARYEE T HhTH A 3
FRH R 2 AR MO Hi T AR 2
S 2 O 2 AR AR L O g AR TR A b TR 1
R 2 4) P s PRCHB TR AR b P i A TR R PR b T AR 1
Forest structure
(30 4%) AN B4 b i AR L By AR TR/ AR b TR 2
87) 5 PR AR TR L 2R A PP R A5 T 2
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FB AR TITR L FL BRI R 2 b T 2
ST L T AR T 2
R KT b AR 2
— PR L BT A T 2
(84) W TR L e TR P R T 2
— g T — A TSR B AR Y 2
Y AR TR L s BT T A AR 2
%‘A(Zﬂf;fq TR s AR AT AR 2
S R B T B S B BT A A Y 4
‘ AT L SEL A PR TR F5 A PR T 2

A 454 ‘ .
@) WERBEEERIEN foon ms gam By AR 2
. ERESHERE O FAKENERE FEKBIF AR 5
L (10 %) FA M B B FAMEBUFAMEH 5
Pf(zggcg'y)“y A LI . o S el S I bR SR R T 5
) FH A TR 2 2 A 3 8 5
BEAMRE 9 fi TR AT 3
P B4R ¢ E AR KR R A S B T AR AR T AR 2
Forest health (8 77) RERE A A 2 T R AR AR T AR 2
(1099 HE gk S i R TR BB A T Y 1
FEREIRIL 2 4 A HEAR RS TR PR AT 1 2
ARMERILE ARHERGH BB 2
Ak FARARIKITRE Tk A AT 24 B TR 3
(14 49) AR ETRER A RHERYA 25 TR 4
PRTRVESIRE TR PR A R b 5
AR R BB i R BRI B B 2
(30 4) 0 7 A He T M5 TS b T 4
Sy PRI 251 FA R B PR T 4
(16 77) KRR 1 e RS 3
AHIRIOEPERT s tesgre bR 3

5 12 37 100

3.3.2. TR

HRE A 4 PR PRI L 2 AHOCTR AR BB 2E47 PP . 2003 4. 2009 4. 2013 4. 2020 4 FRMK o &
PN A1 70.2 571 69.2 48 T1.7 4 75.4 43, B 2009 F A KSR oh, HA N5, ik LE,
2003~2013 4E4 00 1.5 43, REIM S RFE T4/ 2013~2020 4FHG N 3.7 43, REAM LRI SHOA,

RIS (L 6).
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Table 4. The discriminate standard for the forest quality evaluation

F 4. BMRETDIRER

Fe 1 Zefatn RE PEAM T AE
No. indicator 11l weight Evaluation standard

1 FRARMRIEAR & L 3 >15%: 34); 14%~10%: 2.54; 9%~5%: 2 4; <5%; 1.5,

2 R A 2 >90%: 24F; 89%-~80%: 1.54F; 79%~70%: 1.0 4}; <69%: 0.5 4%
3 AME 3 >60%: 37475 59%~50%: 2.54); 49%-~40%: 2 4r; <40%; 1.5 57,
4 PR FH 2 2 >B85%: 24F; 84%-~80%: 1.54F; 79%~75%: 1475 <75%; 0.5 47,
5 A s MR AR L 1 >30%: 177; 29%~20%: 0.8 4r: 19%~10%: 0.6 7; <10%: 0.4 7.
6 i At PR AR LG 1 >70%: 14; 69%~60%: 0.8 77; 59%~50%: 0.6 73; <50%: 0.4 4},
7 B 4 AR T AA LG 2 >25%: 2775 24%~20%: 15 74; 19%~10%: 1743; <10%: 0.5,

8 e AR AR L 2 >5%: 24F; 4%~3%: 154; 3%~1%: 14%; <1%: 0.5 4.

9 FAM AR AR b 2 >60%: 24r; 59%~50%: 1.57%r; 49%~40%: 14r; <40%: 0.5 73
10 ZUFARAR L E 2 >5%: 2475 4%~3%: 154r; 2%~1%: 14r; <1%; 0.5 4.

11 KM E 2 >20%: 2.0 4%; 19%~16%: 1.57%r; 15%~10%: 17%p; <10%; 0.5 4.
12 FAZKTHEIFA L 2 >20%: 2.0 45 19%~16%: 1.5%; 15%-~10%: 143; <10%; 0.5 4.
13 FERTHIAR L 2 >30%: 277; 29%~20%: 154: 19%~10%: 1.0 73; <10%: 0.5 7.
14 — Rl AR T AR LG 2 >30%: 2455 29%~20%: 1.54r; 19%~10%: 145 <10%; 0.5.

15 4 AR THI AR L 2 >30%: 274 29%~20%: 1574;: 19%~10%: 14): <10%: 0.5 47
16 H R AR LG B 2 >30%: 2745 29%~20%: 1.5 7% 19%~10%; 1 4r; <10%: 0.5 73
17 I Fli PR TR LG B 4 >40%: 47F; 39%~30%: 3 4F: 29%~10%: 2 4r: <10%; 14).

18 TRASARTHIAR L 2 >40%: 247 39%~30%: 1574): 29%~20%: 14): <20%; 0.5 47
19 TrRER LG M AR b 2 >80%: 245 79%~60%: 1.57%r; 59%~40%; 1 4r; <40%; 0.5 77
20 ALK E 5  >15: 54F; 14%-~10: 4 4r; 9-5: 34; <5: 247,

21 BAMAERE 5  >120: 54); 119~100: 4 4r; 99%~80%; 3 4r; <80: 2 4).

22 1 R AR 5  >1250: 54r; 1249~1150: 4 4y; 1150~950: 3 45 <950: 2 4

23 TR AR IR R 5  >20: 54F; 19~16: 4 43; 15~11: 3 4; <l11: 245

24 AR E 3 o 34k BB 254 e 24 E LS54 FE L4

25 AR K 2 o 24y BEE. 1548 P 148 H 054 KFE 045

26 ARRE 2 T 24y B 154, AL HE: 0540 FRE: 04

27 Hexr® 1 JG: 148 %%: 0875, 55 067r: H: 03740 HHE: 0.

28 R 2 >95%: 24F; 94%-~90%: 1.5 4r; 89%~80%: 1.0 4r; <B80%: 0.5.
29 AW ER L E 2 >35%: 24); 34%-~30%: 154F; 29%~20%: 1.0 435 <20%: 0.5 %%
30 TeARA kb E 3 >70%: 347: 69%-~50%: 2.54F; 49%-~30%: 2 4; <29%: 1

31 A TEAREFAE 4 >100: 443; 99%~80: 3.54r; 79~60: 3 435 <60: 2 47

32 A=A RS DhRe 5  fk: 548 R: 440 e 340 E: 240

33 AR B R L 2 >65%: 277; 64%~50%: 15747 49%~40%: 1.0 73; <40%: 0.5 %
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34 e S5 re AR AR ) HE B 4 >60%: 447: 59%~50%: 3 4; 49%~40%: 2.5 47; <39%: 2 4
35 FAM PRI AR E A 4 >120: 44y; 119~90: 3.5 4p; 89~70: 3 4¥; <69: 2.5 4y

36 AERKBENEREE 3 >215: 34 14~11: 245 1.0: 0435 <1.0: -14%

37 HIMMEAEREME 3 >4: 340 3.9~3: 2574 3~2: 24; <2: 157

it 37 100

Table 5. Grade standard of forest quality evaluation

= 5. RMREITNFRITE

PEM FEFR I 2 174 1 2 IV % V 7
Indicator Grade | Grade Il Grade 111 Grade IV Grade V
ZEE
. 100~90 89~80 79~70 69~60 <59
Comprehensive
%ﬁ%@ﬁ 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <5.9
Forest origin
LXK
PRARE A 30~-28 27~25 24~22 21~19 <18
Forest structure
ot
PR Hb. . 20~18 17~15 14~12 11~9 <8
Forest productivity
PRAMEHE 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <5.9
Forest health
72
AR E 30~27 26~24 23-21 20~18 <17
Forest value
4% grade th75 R 47 & Btk ARk

Table 6. Forest quality evaluation on Yachang Forest Farm (2003~2020)
< 6. HEKMIARMBRZ TN 7R (2003~2020 £F)

B B 2003 2009 2013 2020
| A5 hx 1 e F8¥5 WE ; - ; . ; - :
indicator | indicator 11 weight £ B SE 8 SHE 3 SRE #y
data score data score data score data score
FARPRIHTAR i bl 3 68.9 3 62.8 3 61.7 3 52.0 3
Bk ERL R RS 2 70.0 1 70.0 1 72.0 1 75.0 1
(10 95) Mk 3 733 3 736 3 85.1 3 778 3
MR F] FH 2 2 85.5 2 76.3 1 84.8 15 82.1 15
7> gl ARHb AR e 2 1 69.8 1 69.07 1 69.1 1 60.8 1
P8 ol A b Y L 2 1 30.2 0.4 30.93 0.4 30.9 0.4 39.2 0.4
7 3 AR THI AR L 2 89.1 2 51.66 2 74.7 2 70.2 2
RGN wpsmkE 20 o 05 2790 2 0 0
(30 %) . oA 5 7.91 5 0 05
FHA PRI AR L 2 2 10.1 0.5 14.21 0.5 20.1 05 23.0 0.5
2N NI AL AN 2 0.8 0.5 6.22 2 5.2 2 6.5 2
AL E 2 9.1 0.5 8.52 0.5 5.04 05 43 0.5
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FaRTHAR LL & 2 20.8 2 1953 15 21.3 2 21.4 2

TS THI AR LG B 2 0 0.5 0.18 0.5 3.66 0.5 3.4 0.5
HemmwmiAtE 2 69.3 2 71.76 2 69.99 2 58.5 2
YIEARIAR L E 2 33.7 2 47.38 2 55.37 2 22.0 1.5

H KT AR LG & 2 40.7 2 47.04 2 28.62 2 42.9 2

RO AARELLE 4 25.6 2 5.58 1 16.01 2 35.1 3

TRACRT AR L 2 40.6 2 415 2 415 2 40.9 2
TRERZMTALLLE 2 95.0 2 955 2 95.3 2 92.0 2
BAEBESERKE 5 32 2 3.00 2 455 2 6.3 3

Bibkrege  RAIIERIE AR 5 76.8 2 60.6 2 75.5 2 103.1 4
(20 41) 1T R SR B T 5 1150 4 1130 4 1120 4 1150 4
TR AR IR R 5 145 3 15.06 3 135 3 14.2 3

AR E 3 L 2.5 % 25 L 2.5 % 25

RRAR K 2 % 1.5 ® 1.5 % 1.5 ® 1.5

%ﬁ%& ARRE 2 ®” 15 ® 15 % 15 ® 15
HeRE 1 ®” 0.8 ® 0.8 % 0.8 G 1

R 2 96.3 15 98.3 15 97.5 15 92.0 1.5

A B E 2 85.7 2 77.27 2 77.5 2 74.0 2

TRARA kL E 3 93.0 3 94.27 3 95.3 3 91.4 3

AR EAER 4 52.2 2 59.19 2 77.4 3 98.7 35

ABRS DR E 5 R 4 =3 4 R 4 =3 4

ARMANME P AR B L E 2 14.3 05 2273 05 22.5 0.5 26.0 0.5
(304) R SRR L 4 15.0 2 15.0 2 25.0 2 40.0 25
FRF PR & R 4 76.8 3 84.1 3 80.3 3 106.7 3.5

AR RN FEE 3 4.68 3 3.84 3 4,02 3 7.28 3
ﬁﬁﬁm&fifjw’qﬁ 3 6.08 3 1.76 1.5 3.76 2.5 1.08 1.5

5 37 100 70.2 69.2 717 74.9

3.3.3. ’ERXBEIFMiEiR T

2020 4ELY 2003 4E3IN 7 5.7 43, HA, ARMEZIEIK 0.5 75, ARAARLEHIG 2.0 45, FRARFEEERY 3.0 47,
ARARAERENE 0.2 75, ARMREDG 1.0 73 o ARIRT=RE . RN FRARGE 38 5> TTRR 53734 52.6%. 35.1%-
17.5%, XfApFR i s RAE T BB (R 7).

3.3.4. FILFHMREREFA KRITMIEFR T

PR TR ARG 7 AR AR AR SR SR TR O RE G BOR . RAPAEAT . R MR T AR B L Ry AR T AR
PO R AARTIAR L A WITHAR LS AR . A AR B AR S RLLE . A
A = REE 9 WP RFRAE N 21 43, 13 8.4 47, 19473 40.0%, SRR E4 2 mR K (3 8).
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a0 R B K 1X 9 TAEAR1S 70 R 3 = 2 90%, W n[ik 18.9 43, b 2020 “EXE N 10.5 4, 4=¥pAkk
FEIE AL 86.4 4y, IR F RS,

Table 7. Analysis on forest quality evaluation of Yachang Forest Farm (2003~2020)
7. BRMAHTRRETENITESHITR

R S AR YR ARG AR fE ARMAERE  ARMAE £
year Total score Forest origin Forest structure Forest productivity Forest health Forest value  grade
2020 75.9 8.5 21.9 14.0 8.0 235 ke
2013 717 8.5 214 11.0 7.8 23.0 rh 4k
2009 69.2 8.0 21.4 11.0 7.8 21.0 Jekt
2003 70.2 9.0 19.9 11.0 7.8 22.5 LR

2020 Lt 2003 5.7 -0.5 2.0 3.0 0.2 1.0

F T TTHR % -8.8 35.1 52.6 3.5 175

Table 8. Analysis on key indicators of restricting forest quality (2020)
< 8. HIAZmM B E X BITNEIR M3 (2020 £F)

5 R T br S (Eix (EYi GRAE4
No. Indicator 11l weight score Score rate grade
1 R A A& 2 1.0 50.0 A Bk
2 i At P A G 1 0.4 40.0 ARk
3 R IR E 2 0.5 25.0 APt
4 FAMARIAR L E 2 0.5 25.0 A Bk
5 ML E 2 0.5 25.0 AN Bk
6 FE R THIAR L B 2 0.5 25.0 APt
7 AR KR 5 3.0 60.0 Bt
8 P AR B AL 2 0.5 50.0 A Bk
9 FAM PR AR B i 3 15 50.0 A Fows

it 21 8.4 40.0 AN Bk

34. HEMAEFR

2020 FRERMIAARARF PR SRRy “ =K. =&, SR .

=K. MHEAA 46066.9 hm?, FRAKTHEFN 38236.7 hm?, FRAMEZFE 370 /i md, X =IiRtrib T 78
EESpZ ST

=i Ak GG HRRI 69.3%, KIMMRITA 5 AR 48.1%; — M @ HHAR THIAR &7 ZRAK AR
59.1%, X =TURAROLE ) T E A AT .

=A% FAARIEER 9091.5 hm? |5 437 AR PRI A 23.9%; T et BATHIAR 5 43 AR MR AR 1) 15.9%, A1
MHAESS F=AAE 0.26 m¥hm?. P =T0$ 4R 7E) 76 B A X B8tk ik,

35, FEHFEE

1) FRBRARBIERED . L 50 FFES R RMJAMI, 2 20 AL 90 S WM v RARM
BRCAEIMR . 2 2020 4, MM 9186.7 hm?, #EHL97.24 5 me, s Ll RARMBL IR A 15 /5
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m3; FEEMRE 5 T mi i, HAERAR 3~4 4.

2) MR EZE, FAREFEE. A LS EE, BN, L2, SRR KAF],
AL K. MR KRG 3~4 m¥hm2, il 20 4ELL L, A7 JKCFRIK.

3) FRARBT KTEHARIRIZIR . 20 tH40 50~90 FARMERARIA L A RbR Kk 9 it BRUEE R 2K« I Ak
MIGRRAR K T IRBER > fEF AN BT &R R, AR R AR IR 2 e AR (1) 5K By -

4) AWMEBERER . KM S, ERE, RN 5 TR . AKX SR
B2, BYRETFE, REEAEVIERFFE; i KA 18302.1 hm?, 451 8 E SORT AR,
ANBI(EEE AR 20 hm?, AR, FEAERZADN,

4. &g 5118
4.1. &ip

1) It AR R AR RISk K. 2003 4EE 2020 fEMEK ARG S b S E D T 24799.3
hm?, FFE 7 33.77%. RS2 bRz 8 70 kI (3 ARAR) B S FERC 22 RHE OR3P X BE . B BRAK T R E HF
SRAEE, RMRBURA T E KRB . WA EE IO O CLRAERIR 8 DUR RO £ AR

2) WRFP A FREERI AR . 2003~2020 4, FEKARIG RIRMR. BIH AR, FARE. AR — FBCRa A T
FRBRIRR R . 25 B DR 2 50 4 MR RS s K 22 R A AR X

3) MEBMEREE N, EARAEEE AR . 2020 FAME IR 2003 SE3 0 T 21 50%, {H
ST RARF FH VR R A 15 Jir ik, &R/

4) HMVER A Tt E . MR EIENE0 M 70.2 4 EFHR] 75.4 4. B EA T LiRE, H
TIIRAE T PR 555 2

5) HlZI BT EIR T IE TR AR 9 TI(AN TAR RAP A 2. R a AR IO AR L . R AR T AR L 2
FEFMRTAR L E WA E ., SRR E., B mAREAKE RS E. HM AR
BPER), PEMTR 30N 40%, S M ET 2 ZRMOT AR T G FE b

4.2. ¥ig

1) EEDRALE, AR AES AN BT REE CLLE 1 20 24, HHEAIAEE. 2™
IR R E RN, KR REEVE RIS, R IF AR AR EBLLF RIRN . A AT
MHRL B, BEARIERER MDA S A KA RE Y. I IReE b e TSR A5 i,
BUFRFAR S %

2) HAERRMRKK . M 20 HEZL 50 FEARE] 90 FEAUHERARIX JLT- AR R AE AR K T, RIPRIX 2 Ay A
BRI - )R 2015 G2 LSRRI K SRR sk b, (HARIRET K AT IR AKX S AR, —ZI L ASRETSRA »
PRI B T RAE ARSI R N A R, R BDEARMK R . ERUKERR . REMIARIX 2 4 A8 e 1 2
DRIE, BRI ™ M A2, DS BT 28 3 MO R AR AR

3) Bl BB M. FERMIZ MR A AN S B, WAMECEARIE, Mo piEzE. @Epi
MR BT MR RIS Aks R R e AR b JSUREAR A 3 o — SRR, SEA EAREERS, B/ TR AEM
30 B AR EVES B R KA s B AR s R Dy 3, ARl B R (E A Rl s BT A R
BAGIR M AT SR . [FR, AL A B KRR, UKLk, (R pRi .

E&mE
I PERROL R 2019 4R L TR FL R (2019~01)—— ) P AR AR 5T A HESR T 5T

>
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SE

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

FUEE R A X E A A, TR MO AR B, KRB, 2003 4R PR E VA X E A Ak
MRIGRRAR RIS AERE[R]. T M T

T B A X E A AR, TR R BRI TR, 2000 4ETT PG E A DX AT HER RS AR AR IR
WA AEIRAR]. 7R T

JUEE R A X E A AR, RO R A AR T, 2013 4T PG E VA X E A R AR AR B IR R
A AERER]. 7R T

IR B A X E A AR, )RS 2020 )RR A6 X E A KRS AR AR R E R R R
TR T

PEIEZ, TkETe, &, & ) VEARME 2 IRBOE TN 7 ER & S IHIED]. MO EE, 2022, 51(5): 716-
723.
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