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Abstract
Nanning Arboretum is one of afforestation institutions under Guangxi Forestry Department. In
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order to protect the public welfare forest and promote high-quality development of the commercial
forest in the arboretum, using the data of forest resource investigation of this institution from 2003
to 2020, woodland, forest area, forest stock volume, forest covering rate, forest growth, forest con-
sumption were analyzed statistically. The forest resource quality was evaluated by AHP (the Ana-
lytic Hierarchy 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 and the forest
quality rose in a wave like pattern. The key indicators restricting forest quality were selected. In
order to promote the forest quality in this farm, the suggestions are as follows: adjusting forest type,
adhere to classified management, scientific management of commercial forest, strengthening inno-
vation in forestry science and technology.
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1. 5]

B TR A [ (DA R AR A ) A2 T P 1 90 X MOl R B8 4278 b Ay, L HbTEI R 3968.75 hm?,
Fp MR HL TR AR 3574.75 hm?, FRARTHIAN 2715.59 hm?. 7ERMIEAH, Ak 1422.46 hm?, (5 51.9%. ©&
mn kil 1319.77 hm? (/5 48.1%), HFEAZ {7488 507.49 hm?, 784 HEE AR 7 848 Fpollk &=
R BFEAT, WA, ARG A SO B BIRSS HRE =45 7 bR Y A T3] T 1 1)
FERWE . AT P9 TR AR 2003~2020 4E FR ARG IR RIBE T8 7 R B AR D B AT AR bk %
TR RV, SRR RS . 2RI S EEH AP SRE, BN RERMA
el ] 4R i R R SR R S .

2. HAREHR

T ARG T 1979 4, S0 TR T VLR XAEES 78 5. AT P9 E I T TR A6,
Jb4i 22°34'31"~22°46'51", %4 108°15'14"~108°22'22", bR SV R TL RIS, 75 Bk FMEK FE AL 1§
&S, mdbK 22.5km;s AR F RIS, VORI TL R RS, ARUGYE 11,9 km. HERALE MR, FRXAE
R,

REA B A7 T 7 2 s, DR 3, A/ E R A G, A mg aduiC, el
RAK, HIETFFE, Bl 22K . B R S R 24508, K 346.5 m. S il BV 2 M ) by
Ak 80 m, AN ZE —fRLAE 80~200 m. I — My 20°~30°. RHMANGES ML (5 80% AL

R G HALIE RN LR, JE e ARG R, AR K, AT/, HLEEE, KRFE4T5
FE. EPHAE 21.6°C, —HER 12.8°C, LH%IE 28°C, TR 40C, Wim{kiE-1.5C, >10°C
MAEREBIF 7600°C, AEREMIE 1280 mm, WEZEHIES H~9 A, HAFEBRWEN 71%, LHEHE
342 R, DHUKR.

TIHEERUE . A A BAESHREEEE R B MR, DA AR 2188 5 Sy it 20398 8] o o 1
B, B TRV, FOBSELAm. BEolh. ELENE, HoKMERE, ESRs,

WA el b iy VEAEL B 9 e bR . S0t L H R, ALY, BUR 2 N IRAE IR B R AR

ik
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(e

RE AN AR, TR E A DR AR BHIAA . el KEHE. TR . b A WA i
S VBRI KL i RSt 122 Bt 1294 F, J& E RGP 85 B, I 51 E P SN2 TR BEARE TR
MR REARS WA =3 ANRME . Bh&m. RHT. Kfa. TERS: SAEY R EERE, .
RITGER &0 B BAMYAWEEH T Krtait. BBk, 2 ks.

AR (7] 2R A ok [X 552 A PRI ARS A A A [l A 4 [0 Ll ST () e Z P TR DR, T ol = Ml A ek A
s B AA G5 IX . 2000 4F LAHT, MACKE LS — MM MO 2 2001 R DK, 32 DLARMRIRE
MAAEF=ZE NT, FNIFRAET RANMIE. 2EMAVFIE. BEMFSIFIIME. e AR E Lt
PR HELE W . Mol g5 2GS 2 DL— B M MOy R — 2 B, o E s e
TV JFERHHA AR il 225 SRR — A AR DL R AR AR S A SR S5 & 1 2 A E R

B TR T 1993 AR R RULE KR A T 7 (— B AN B F ), 2020 4E7EHRER T 467 A,
BRI 400 N, RSB NS /D REMNIA . TR EZM, BAEM 20 tHal 90 AL BT
GE M AN S AR, Ak 2020 4F 12 B, EANEE MR 2.46 5 hm?,

3. A RB BTN
3.1 HHERBULSH

MRAE 2003~2020 4F[1]-[4] 54 T B A 78 AR 5 5K A0 T 7 A 41 o SR S B L 5 2 T AR
o

1) ERNEE LR : 2003~2020 4= M\ 4779.6 hm? J/b> 3] 3461.3 hm?, /b 1 1318.3 hm?, KT
27.58%. LR 2009 RS b B RMG MR B AT HiE A W48 L o AR T E A
o AR G 5

TR A2 1D, ARk 4.5 hm?, ARSI R 3.39 hm?, 7E4:X 13 K H G X BEm Ak
W NN . TR R A, B 20 4D 90 AR R W AR 7E e AN AL g bR, 85 AR R I
2 2020 FE 3 MR TR AR 24576.5 hm?,

2) AHb: M 4731.0 hm?2 Jk/>F 3087.1hm?, Jik/b T 1643.9hm?, FBF 34.75%. FEJRK S FiRE—
THUAH IF] o

3) Fikth: M 3766.3 hm?Jsk/b % 2715.6 hm?, /b T 1050.7 hm?, &b T 27.9%. EZEFEFE Rk
E—IUAR .

4) FeARMH: M 3712.4 hm? Jk/> F) 2452.9 hm?, J§/b T 12595 hm?, TR T 33.9%. EEJFERFELE L
RS — A Ao

5) Frafth: M 53.9 hm? yk/b %1 46.4 hm?, k2> 7 7.5 hm?,

6) VEAHRHL: M 268.6 hm2 g /b ] 242.4 hm?, k> T 26.2 hm?,

7) RERHREMRHE: M 7.4hm2 0% 215.7 hm?, 0T 208.3hm?, MK RN 2814.9%. I JF A2
2013 ELRINA TARFh . BERh SRR AT, BrEM I E £

8) TEILAMHE: M 226.2 hm2 &% 10.3 hm?, /b 1 215.9 hm2, T T 95.4%.

9) HBhAEF=HHE: M 120.3 hm? 3 0%] 292.0 hm?, N7 171.7 hm?, 8K T 142.7%. F K Z
W R R e TR, R MOl SO SR B AR P F

10) e GAkHE: M 261.6 hm2 30 %) 368.7 hm2, #&hn 7y 107.1 hm2. FF 7T 40.9%.

11) BAHEATZLEMHM: I 2009 4E 399.4 hm? # i1 %] 2020 4 (1) 507.5 hm?, R _F 5 R Bk
K MR A TE A R 2

Mk &, 2003~2020 4F, [Ep&E LA ARHLTERL . A ARTER . FRACHR AR T~ F4, 2%
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JEL PR 2 8 73 W L o 52 i i 2 ] 48

PRAEFEROR(GE 1)

i Ay
=B

B #8730 Y 5 MARAIE - 2020 SE 4 AR L
2003 A PTG N (2021 4 IR ALY A] 1 #8204 i i b) . RET RS TR [ L A E M U R O,

Table 1. Dynamic changes of woodland area in Nanning Arboretum (2003~2020)

# 1. ETHARES LTS3 (2003~2020 £F)

e i Indicator i 4 Year 2020 £E H 2003 4F
No. Unit 2003 2009 2013 2020 BORAE) (%)
ot LY SNiTpA hm? 4779.6 4114.2 3332.6 3461.3 -1318.3
1 WEE TR hm? 4779.6 3714.8 3274.0 3461.3 -1318.3 -27.6
2 PR T AR hm? 4731.0 3712.6 3270.3 3087.1 -1643.9 -34.8
3 AR H T AR hm? 3766.3 2802.7 2335.6 2715.6 -1050.7 -27.9
4 FEARMR AR hm? 3712.4 2764.2 2298.1 2452.9 -1259.5 -33.9
5 Ay Pk Hb TE A hm? 53.9 385 385 46.4 -15 -13.9
6 FEACPRHE T AR hm? 268.6 467.7 415.2 242.4 -26.2 -9.8
7 R M I AR T AR hm? 7.4 ? 116.1 215.7 208.3 2814.9
8 TCLAH L IR hm? 226.2 340.5 306.0 10.3 -215.9 —95.4
9 B A F H T AR hm? 120.3 75.9 106.1 292.0 171.7 142.7
10 M o5 s T AR hm? 261.6 0.8 58.6 368.7 107.1 40.9

11 PR WE LA E TR hm? 0 399.4 511.2 507.5 507.5

3.2. MHARHETNIH

1) ZRAREIR RS2 . 2003~2020 4F, FRAKTHIFH A 3766.3 hm2 /b % 2715.6 hm?, Ji&/> T 1050.7 hm?,
TFET 27.9%. EEJERFSE 500 £ hm? AR AT BB A T QB R, A ORI AR b AN B A 7 H g 0

T %5 400 hm?,

2) BAEHREHERD. 2003~2020 FEHAME I EM 318417 md Jik/bF| 269312 mé, JE/b> T 49105

m3, FFEF 15.4%. XREARAMEBURME D 4528 .

3) HMBHBMHENIEE . HIRE RN 78.8% %N 78.5%, MEHZHMN 0.3 NME AL IRFFAX A

JE o

4) HHRIFHEE T FFBE. M 84.4% FI43] 81.3%, NI T 3.1 NE2r A, 385 4B A 7 H s

AR o5 ARt G 0 BT

5) RARME R ST E BE.2003~2009 = RARMRTE R 1.9 hm? EF+ 3] 434.9 hm?; 2009~2020 4= M\ 434.9
hm?2 &0 T B3 124.2 hm?2, 2003~2009 4F 3@ 35 11 & MR 0 BEARMER & SO IR AE R IR HR. 2010~2020

R TR ATR AR Z5 A R B K A 0 FEAR IR A B A AR

6) NTHERTHEHAE . 2003~2020 4 A\ TARHFA 3764.4 hm? F[#3] 2833.7 hm?, ¥/ 1 930.7
hm?. 4 el Aot T AR D /> 5 SO TR T AR A
7) BRFERAEEF. A TR RS2 85.0%%2 5 £ 90.0%.
2003~2020 4, A EAKHLEI AR A 2883.9 hm? J& /%) 1730.0 hm?, J#/b T

8) AMMHEIR T FEHIE .

1153.9 hm?, FF% T 40.0%. [l kb TR R 5 B0 2 PR FRAH N 2D
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9) T M ARHL AR /M RN - 2003~2009 4F A 1757.7 hm? |- FF 3 1852.3hm2, 384111 T 94.6 hm2; 2009~2020
£\ 1852.3 hm? R 4% 1701.9 hm?, J#/b 7 150.4 hm2, 2003~2020 4F i bR T AL /> 55.8 hm2, F
BE2EN 3.2%. B TR EA R B A SIR K EAL, T EHOK T, AEIEA A% N AT RECREE A b
PRHHAE X B E o

10) B34k, Hemsk. FMARE B E F M. 2003~2020 4R AR AR 682.4 hm2, ¢ bk dH AR
/> 11.9hm?, M ARETAR D> 431.5hm?; 435 FFE T 34.3%- 9.4%. 26.4%. IX /2 4 [l AR [ AR RO AR bk
AR T S B S A, FErh B4 bR T AR Pt f K

11) LFFREFBKIEE . 2003~2020 4F, ZPFAREF 13.8 hm2 85 h0%] 113.0 hm?, KT 7.2 £,
FESLIIE, BAAR. REFIAR. R AMRTEARIRIR D, ML BRI PG K, R Z 2013 ELUK,
P el 2 FR 20 SR L 0 R R R AR R K

12) 2R, Fad. —REHTE R KB . AT 234.9 hm? Jg/0 2] 19.0 hm?, AR A
1983.6 hm? R[£3] 491.2 hm?, —f&RE M-k A 783.5 hm? T &3 410.3 hm?, 4> 519/ T 91.9%. 75.2%.
47.6%. XA PRI PRI SE R . 2001 4= LLR T PO AR AR A% B SR i A2« A RN — M R bt 406 A il
MSEBRH RO IR AZ . K BERARG COPH AR o

13) MWEAKIE L. N 21 e, BTN MBOENLRS), MR N . T
A M 2001 FETFUH KB A A% B, 2003~2020 SEAEH AL 710.4 hm? 355 1532.3 hm?, KT
1.16 %, Hr1, 2003~2009 M 710.4 hm? 38 0% 1850.4 hm?, K 1 2.6 £5, A PUEKH; 2009~2020
SRR LA BT RIS, v PRk . TECIIIN, e T A 32 g A ARG AR, K7 R A v i A =
FERR.

14) 4hEdHR. PRRMREHAE T, ERMRERA K. SR 1535.7 hm? FEE| 270.8
hm?, AR AN 674.2 hm? R3] 263.1hm?, 435> | 82.4%. 61.0%. i ZAHbKTHIFA A 400.8 hm? 3
% 615.1 hm?, KT 53.5%. R I A LS KA T E R, Sl pRAn s pRI AL ™ B R B,
LA, R AR BRIR A AN s AT AT R IRAR T

15) FREMKEARBE B> . M 1003.8 hm? /b 2] 12.6 hm?, J#i/b 1 98.7%. 2003~2020 4E (8], Fehd%
B Hbr AR TR, MiE/E 5 6 FRRARI A, it m LR M5 &R 5, Wikiks) 6
SEFCRARKI A, BUE AR R K R k> o

16) YEAZARTEAAERE N . IR ACHRIE AL M 468.3 hm? L T1%] 606.5 hm?2, 141 T 29.5%. =% J5 K & AR/
ZERERE, R, BT BRI R 2 R RR A

17) FRERLEWERLERARRE . 2003~2020 SEHK P 77 HE 5145 4 T A L 5 85.0%_F 7151 85.5%,
AN o 2 S T DR oF A R 4y ke A SR 4 T S B B R R B AT, AR A R R T R

18) BAIEARENEKERE EF. FAMBAHAAF R A K EM 11.3 m¥hm? EF+3] 19.9 m3hm?,
BT 8.6mhm?, & T HBX HJE 13 Mg P17k F 13.5 m3hm?2, F= B R Aoy DU v 32, R
KRR RUMFCCHR)IERIEH, 2EFHEAKCFHE R,

19) BAIEABERE EFEIK . 2003~2020 4E, FRARM T E LR M 85.8 m¥hm? -7+ 3] 109.8 m3hm?,
BT 13 FER X EEMAI TFEKE 91.1 m¥hm?, RIS E S KPR .

20) M PHIFEBEEFT TR, AR THZEM 1200 ¥i/hm? FFF] 1150 #k/hm?, &F HIE X EE
13 FEMIG F 1K

21) PR EE EF. 2003~2020 4, FrAMFEIMEM 9.5 cm EFAHE] 13,5 cm (R T HIGX HJE
13 FMI F KT 12.8 cm), KIALE K FAHRKRE .

22) BEAEY. BRKREEFEN. 2003~2020 F4H FLEYF R AT 19.6 hm? F7H3] 19.8 hm?;
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ARMRK I B 2013 4E R AE 16.4 hm?2 4k, HAREMBRKE. BHEEED . HIRKREAEFBIK.

23) SR REREMTBRA P TR 2003~2020 FEB R AEIG K E (G R R ) AR 138.5 hm?,
RAEMA 150.3 hm? FF£E] 125.6 hm?, RHIR K FE NG KEBERKE, BEINLARE.

24) MR EBORILRIF. @S 5 A 95.0%~95.5%, AH4FaE, X R IR BER I T

25) ARMEBRAERD . AREHIN 170989 m3 FFEF| 150153 m3, R 7 12.2%. X EA5H
TR K MR > S 3 45 2

26) AMMEMERERAE L. AR R EF 77.82m¥hm? EF+ ] 105.5 m¥hm?, 340
T 27.7m¥hm2, EEJFEEE 2003 fELALHIA MR, 2020 £ELIT MR . 2009 44 SEAT AR AR KL
BE, AMEERAT R, M AR RSN, B AR B AR R K.

27) ERRE TR ER P LFF. 2003~2009 4 HAL AR A A5 IR 55 ThRE MM (H 12.38 5 70/hm?.a,
2013~2020 44 15.68 Jist/hm2a, Jo&# HLRi# & 3.3 Jist/hm2a.

28) TR BB . 2003~2020 4F 7 AR E BN 148607 me /b E] 119035 m?, Jik/b 1 29572 m3.
PR R F A R DL B R BAPR TR D BT 8. Ak, 2013 4R RAR B A K i, X R K P A A
THIEZ o

29) AR AR AR AR B o 7 AR OO AR 23 (CE K RS B FE P MR AR K L AR S O
HUfEE . ARG 9 F ) AR & AR AR e .

30) AIMMBEAEREHRBE EF. M 90.8 m¥hm? - 7+5] 99.9 m¥hm? (& T HIA X ELR 13 Z#k1%
FHIKT 89.9 m¥hm?), HEK T 9.1 m¥hm?, K T 10.0%. FHSLEEHKTH IR

31) MBREEKERNRREEFHER LF. SRHRERFEKEN 41821 m® -7+ 49002 m?. #R#k
HERARE M 16556 m3_E T3] 30237 m3. FASLIA: KBS RAE RS K.

32) AL ER M EEBIRR BT, M 6.5 m¥hm? EFHE] 17.2 m¥hm?2 (5T H G X EE 13
FMIZ KT 8.6 mihm?). FREIM A SHF I ER S, TTlkEK.

4% FRTIR, 2003~2020 4F, FTWORESAEEHEARKE. FRER. AR[MREA SARTH. 7
WA SRR P ARTHI A S 7 TR FRIA B N R, RP\LELRES /DN, HRALEAL WAL
PRhEE R . WY EE S R AR W AR . RARRRI 2. GBI . AR AL, A AR KR BT AR
BEME. AMAAKE. FRERILE. AMKER MRS 8 TRt 2 BT, RS RER P
I 2).

Table 2. Data of forest resource in Nanning Arboretum (2003~2020)
2. ETRAREZRNERTRIFELS I3 (2003~2020 £)

=] EELN HLA FE Year 2020 #£Lk 2003 4
No. Indicator Unit 2003 2009 2013 2020 (arsr)

1 AR hm? 3766.3 3270.4 2571.3 2715.6 -1050.7

2 AR ER m?3 318417 272162 175317 269312 -49105

3 AMERR % 78.8 82.6 78.5 785 -0.3

4 PR FH % 84.4 88.1 78.6 81.3 -3.1

5 RIRMIHA hm? 1.9 434.9 179.5 124.2 122.3

6 N LARHIAR hm? 3764.4 2835.5 92.3 2833.7 -930.7

7 N LR R % 85.0 85.0 85.0 90.0 5.0

8 2 B AR TR hm? 2883.9 1784.4 1818.2 1730.0 -1153.9
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9 7 i R b T hm? 1757.7 1852.3 1452.1 1701.9 55.8
10 DIE AR NTIEA hm? 1990.6 1353.2 1133.9 1308.2 -682.4
11 e AR T AR hm? 126.0 139.9 105.9 114.1 11.9
12 FAMPRTAR hm? 1635.9 17437 1057.3 1204.4 -431.5
13 ZEEARTHIAA hm? 13.8 29.5 133.9 113.0 99.2
14 W AR hm? 234.9 98.5 41.1 19.0 -215.9
15 FARTHIAR hm? 1983.6 603.5 478.1 491.2 -1492.4
16 LR hm? 710.4 1850.4 1601.7 1532.3 821.9
17 — i AR T AR hm? 783.5 190.7 176.2 410.3 -373.2
18 FIEC AR TR hm? 1242.3 1700.8 893.6 1032.3 -210.0
19 — AR AR hm? 393.6 42.9 163.7 166.6 -227.0
20 YIRS PRTIAR hm? 1535.7 538.9 523.1 270.8 -1264.9
21 & RT AR hm? 674.2 815.1 630.5 263.1 -411.1
22 1 BAARTAR hm? 400.8 485.1 631.8 615.1 214.3
23 AR TIAR hm? 1003.8 715.0 310.9 12.6 -991.2
24 T AR AR hm? 97.9 189.0 200.8 37.2 60.7
25 TR RN hm? 468.3 119.7 152.8 606.5 138.2
26 TR AL % 85.0 92.7 80.0 85.5 0.0
27 BAMAESAEKE mihm? 11.3 18.3 15.1 19.9 8.6
28 PAUEATHERE mihm? 85.8 99.2 76.31 109.8 24.0
29 P R PRihm? 1200 1302 1150 1150 -50.0
30 IR cm 9.5 12.8 10.5 135 4.0
31 R E hm? 19.6 20.0 17.1 19.8 0.2
32 RRIR K hm? 0 0 16.4 0 0
33 ARRE hm? 150.3 146.9 131.0 125.6 —-24.7
34 HERE hm? 0 0 0 0 0
35 g Bk 4y % 94.3 97.7 94.0 95.5 0
36 A TARE m3 170989 122008 100307 150153 -20836
37 AR AR hm? 2598.6 1058.2 15661.0 1422.6 -117.6
38 AR E m3/hm? 77.8 81.7 77.1 105.5 27.7
39 RS IRNE Simhm? 1238 12.38 15.68 15.68 3.30
40 T AR E R m? 148607 150097 75018 119035 —29572
41 T b AR AT B AR 4 hm? 572.5 697.2 422.8 541.8 -30.7
42 M MR E AR m3/hm2 90.8 86.0 70.9 99.9 9.1
43 AW E KR m3/a 41821 51320 34787 49002 7181
44 AR KA R m3/a 16556 26433 42283 30237 13681
45  HIMHHAE MR mihmla 6.5 10.0 30.0 17.2 10.7
it
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3.3. KRBT SH
331 FHREFNIEGERS TS RE

Table 3. Indicator system of forest quality evaluation

3. RMREITNEIRE R

|2 &R N THE U

Indicator T Indicator 1T Calculated mode Weight
RIRMIAA L FARPRIR AR AR THI R 3
FRARAT IR N AR R PR 2 N AR R ATAR N AR ST AR 2
Forest origin (10 47) FRARTE o6 %6 PRART A2 i AR 3
FRHF FH 2 FRARTAR ML Hh AR 2
O g R TR LY B 2N 2 MR TE AR PR b THT AR 1
T et PR A L FE it A R T R P b A THT AR 1
B R T AR b 1577 7 PR T R AR PR S THT AR 2
FEFARTIAR L R FH AR A AR AR L THIAR 2
FAM PRI AR b FHM PRI R AR AR THIAR 2
Z DR R LG T 257 AR ARAR TR AR 2
ey PR TR RS BB AR T 2
Forest structure FARTHIAA L B FARS TR A4 PR TETAR 2
(30 77) R THTAR L R R TTAY A MR A 2
— e B AR TR L — P ] oA T R A AT AR 2
44 PRI AR L 2 43 AT AR 7% A bR T AR 2
HS PR TR LG B FRR PR T AR TR AR AR T AR 2
T T AR TR L T 3 PR TR TR A AR TR 4
TR T AR L = TRAS R R/ R AR IR AR 2
PRAIREA o5 PR E RS T AR L B TRACPR N TR B 5 A THT AR TR A AR THT AR 2
) TRAMES K= FEAKBATARIR 5
Fmei"‘:’fgﬁiviw FAMT S B FeAM BT AM T 5
(20 ) S PR T S PR A R AT 5
EHEAA FE AR 42 S AN SR EL 5
HEEYRE o S TR AR L TR A 3
Prepkfe B R KK R S A AR AR B TR 2
Forest health at Ve KA fEE A ARSI AR 2
(20 75) O O s 9 TR b T 1
PR3 A BEAR 00 i B PR 43 TR AR AR P S T AR 2
ANMERE AR ETIHRREER 2
TR si RHETAR bE E TEARA 28 RETAR 2 2 AR R T AR 3
AR YN YA /NS S ANTR i 4
S i TR 2R 45 S R A A5 R 25 R R T 5
Forest value AR E R E AR B R R ER 2
(30 73) 05 75 A b L 7 b TR b T L 4
FAM MR E R FHA AR E R M AR AR 4
KRR FEREKBIEYEREE 3
FAAA PR BT TR AR 357 4 S8 WA AR P R A AR TR 3

5 37 100
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Table 4. The discriminate standard for the forest quality evaluation

F 4. BMRETDIRER

5
No.

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

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

it

27 =E
Indicator III

RARMRTEIRA o b
R P 2
AR R
LSRRI RS

O\ 7 MR H T AR L 2

e ity P M T AR L

B AR T AR b

R PR T A L 2

PR AR AR LE 2

TR AR L
KRR
FASKTHIAR b 5
FE S T AR L

— FB e 0 T AR P R
LR TR L
Hh R P T AR L

IR PR AR L
RS NIE A=A

Tr e T AR L

AR A KR

LA T AR B AR

L PR L

TR
MR E
PR R
RBRKE
HERE
SN

NI ERLLE

TR AL

AR NTTE A2

RS DR E

e AR B R L

DU 7 it MRAR 7y L 2

PR R & A

ERENHEE

PP SR T AR £ 7 4 B

37

B
Weight

3
2
3
2
1
1
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
4
2
2
5
5
5
5
3
2
2
1
2
2
3
4
5
2
4
4
3
3

100

VI FRitE
Evaluation standard
25455 9~5%: 2 4r; <5%: 15.
1.54r; 79~70%: 1.0 %3; <69%: 0.5 %
25 4%; 49~40%: 2 43 <40%: 1.5 4%,
154y 79~75%: 14%; <75%: 0.5 4.
0.8 4%; 19~10%: 0.6 4r; <10%: 0.4 43,
>70%: 145; 69~60%: 0.8 435 59~50%: 0.6 4; <50%: 0.4 47,
>25%: 2 45 24~20%: 15 4F; 19~10%: 143; <10%: 0.5.
>5%: 2 4%; 4~3%: 1.5%%; 3~1%: 17%3; <1%: 0.5 7).
>60%: 2 4r; 59~50%: 1.5 435 49~40%: 143; <40%: 0.5 4.
>5%: 2 4; 4~3%: 154F; 2~1%: 1435 <1%: 0.5 45,
>20%: 2.0 3; 19~16%: 1.54; 15~10%: 173; <10%: 0.5 4.
>20%: 2.0 7; 9~16%: 15 43; 15~10%: 143; <10%: 0.5 45
>30%: 2 4r; 29~20%: 1.5 73; 19~10%: 1.0 73; <10%: 0.5 4%,
>30%: 2 45 29~20%: 1.54); 19~10%: 1 43; <10%: 0.5 7.
>30%: 24F; 29~20%: 1.574%; 19~10%: 14%; <10%: 0.5 4.
>30%: 2 4); 29~20%: 1.57%; 19~10%: 1743; <10%: 0.5 %)
>40%: 4 4y; 39~30%: 3 4r; 29~10%: 2 4r; <10%: 143,
>40%: 2 4y; 39~30%: 1.574y; 29~20%: 14y; <20%: 0.5 %)
>80%: 24); 79~60%: 1.54); 59~40%: 14); <40%: 0.5 4).
>15: 54r; 14~10: 4 4p; 9~5: 3 43;<5: 2 4%,
>120: 54y; 119~100: 4 4y; 99~80;3 47;<80: 2 4%,
>1250: 57r; 1249~1150: 4 73; 1150~950: 3 7); <950: 2 73
>20: 574%; 19~16: 44; 15~11: 374p; <11: 2 %%,
T 34 BIE: 254 i 245 B 1540 KEE L
Jo: 24 BBFE: 154 e 140 HE 054 $FE0 4.
To: 249 % 1549, W14, HE: 059 $FE: 047,
Jo: 14 . 0874y, 55067 HE: 034 45HE: 04,
>05%: 2 4); 94~90%: 1.574); 89~80%: 1.0 43; <80%: 0.5 4.
>35%: 2 4); 34%~30%: 1.54F; 29~20%: 1.0 4%; <20%: 0.5 43,
>70%: 3 J3: 69%-~50%: 2.574); 49%~30%: 2 J3; <29%: 14).
>100: 4 4); 99~80: 3.57p; 79~60: 3 7F; <60: 2 4%,
flt: 5490 B: 443 e 34 Z: 247
>65%: 2 4r; 64%~50%: 1.57%7; 49~40%: 1.0 475 <40%: 0.5 77
>60%: 4 7r: 59%~50%: 3 43; 49%~40%: 2.5 4r; <39%: 2 7.
>120: 4 43; 119~90: 3.54; 89~70: 3 43: <69: 2547
>15: 374 14~11: 24y 1.0: 043; <1.0: —14).
>4: 34p; 3.9~3: 2574 3~2: 24p; <2: 1.5%).

>15%: 3 /)
>90%: 2 4
>60%: 3 7
>85%: 2 4
>30%: 1 77;

14~10%:
89~80%:
59~50%:
84~80%:
29~20%:
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Table 5. Grade standard of forest quality evaluation
5. HRMREITENFRIRE

PEAN R AR 1% %% 11E44 IVZ V&
Indicator Grade 1 Grade II Grade 11T Grade IV Grade V
%5 &
. 100~90 89~80 79~70 69~60 <59
Comprehensive
AR 10~9 8.9-8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <5.9
Forest origin
Lk
ARMEH 30~28 27~25 24~22 21~19 <18
Forest structure
N
PR Hb. . 20~18 17~15 14~12 11~9 <8
Forest productivity
PRARGE HE 10~9 8.9~8.0 7.9~7.0 6.9~6.0 <59
Forest health
7
AR 30~27 26~24 23~21 20~18 <17
Forest value
% grade R R 1T ke Bk A Jekk

SRR E RS DI ) Va AT VAT R AR 1 R 5 PPN V0T R AR AR AR A . AR E
HriZ(Analytic Hierarchy Process) J 1 DL Kbk 73 N 45 K 12 48 Ok R VPN FRbR iR 2R, 1280 4. LU, )
Wiy 2fE 0 g7 S SV TR AR B CE A PP AR T R AR VPN . AR E VPN R bR IR R
PR AR VPN SRR A FR i o I WA 3. & 4. 4 5.

3.3.2. TR

MRIE R 4 VPO hrExT HE S 2 M OCTR AR B AT VP52 - 2003 4. 2009 4. 2013 4. 2020 4EFRAMT &
P 2> B145 74.9 43 80.6 43+ 70.4 4. 81.9 4%, 2003 4EAN 2013 4 252545, 2009 4241 2020 44 B 4F
S, RPAFMEEIWIRA LA B4R EF, 2020 - 2003 SEHIN T 7.0 4, RIS RO,
RIBEH RIUF(K 6).

Table 6. Forest quality evaluation of Nanning Arboretum (2003~2020)
= 6. FETRIAREZRMRZ IR (2003~2020 £F)

B B 2003 #=/Year 2009 5/Year 2013 &-/Year 2020 5-/Year
15 NG FE E * i F i

Indicator I Indicator I No. Weight S oy SHME o YHE M SHE R
Data Score Data Score Data Score Data Score

RARMRIHAA 5 bL 1 3 130 25 133 25 7.7 2 45 15
MR R i FH 26 2 2 850 15 8.0 15 8.0 15 90 2
(10 71) PE % 3 3 788 3 826 3 785 3 785 3
MRt FH 2 4 2 844 15 81 2 786 1 813 2
A ni kL LG 5 1 56.2 1 491 1 558 1 504 1
(LS A 6 1 438 04 509 06 442 04 496 04
IETRLANTR AN A =% 7 2 529 2 414 2 489 2 417 2
ﬁ(jﬁﬁ@ REFI AR AR b B 8 2 33 15 43 15 46 15 42 15
K FRA PR AR L 9 2 434 1 533 15 465 05 439 1
LA L B 10 2 04 05 09 05 044 15 41 15
AR L 11 2 30 05 30 05 18 05 08 05
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FAZSTAR b 12 2 185 15 185 15 206 2 200 2
FE R AR L 13 2 566 2 56 2 716 2 625 2
e MR A b 14 2 58 05 58 05 60 05 167 1
YRR AR L 15 2 414 2 165 1 228 15 225 15
H AR AR LG B 16 2 182 1 249 2 215 2 220 15
I B AR T AR bL = 17 4 404 4 586 4 498 4 555 4
TR ARTAR L E 18 2 126 05 37 05 67 05 247 1
TrRE R AT A L = 19 2 850 2 927 2 80 20 8.0 2
AT ARES K E 20 5 113 4 183 5 151 5 199 5
FoY N PAERERE 21 5 88 3 992 3 763 2 1098 4
(20 53) T T BAR B 22 5 1200 4 1202 5 1150 4 1150 4
TeARMN 42K 23 5 110 3 128 3 105 2 135 3
AR E 24 3 % 25 % 3 B 25 #® 25
" AR 25 2 %15 % 2 % 15  #® 15
“(‘fg%})% SRR E 26 2 h 1 k1 1 B 15
HerE 27 1 T 1 7 1 G 1 x 1
@ REMR 43 ( E 28 2 943 15 977 2 940 15 950 2
A EMELE 29 2 537 2 448 2 5712 2 558 2
TR AR A ai R E 30 3 700 3 708 3 930 3 822 3
A iR E 31 4 778 3 8.7 35 771 3 1055 4
EBRSIReE 32 5 =S 4 =S 4 K 4 R 4
%%jg%a P AR B FR L & 33 2 46.7 1 551 15 428 1 44.2 1
oI5 7 At AR AR 43 b 34 4 350 2 400 25 400 25 450 25
R MR TR & R 35 4 908 35 80 3 709 3 99.9 35
ARKENEEE 36 3 25 3 1.9 3 08 -1 1.6 3
JaER v S R R AR AV % = ST 3 6.5 3 100 3 300 3 172 3
5 37 100 749 80.6 70.4 81.9

3.3.3. EARMREXBITN BRI

Table 7. Analysis on forest quality evaluation of Nanning Arboretum (2003~2020)
&= 7. ATRAEZRKREITFNSHE

G 4y AR ARG AR RE AR BRMIME B
year Total score  Forest origin  Forest structure  Forest productivity Forest health Forest value Grade
2020 81.9 8.5 229 16.0 8.5 26.0 R 4F
2013 70.4 75 21.9 13.0 75 20.5 &g
2009 80.6 9.0 21.1 16.0 9.0 255 RAr
2003 74.9 8.5 20.4 14.0 75 245 g

2020 b 2003 7.0 0 2.5 2.0 1.0 1.5

I TTERE % 35.7 28.6 14.3 21.4
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[HESE

2020 “ELX 2003 G4 T 7.0 4y, oA, FRARGENE 2.5 47, ARARSZREIE 2.0 4, ARAMR(EFEY 1.0 47,
FRMANMEIE 1.5 730 ARARGEN . ARARFZRE . AR B ARARAE B 43 DTk R 73731 A 35.7%. 28.6%- 21.4%.
14.3%, f 4 AR mAR T RAE T EEEHGEE 7).

3.3.4. HIAKZRMKREXETFNIBRRT

PN TR BR 1S 20 HE AR AR TR L FE R OR . 7 S AR AR LU EE . M AR AR LU EE . 2R TETAR EE
B, —RFEM IR E . IR E . FRAMCPIRRSE 6 DU fRsEE N 14 7, 13 6.9 47,
13973 49.3%, AR RS THRZ M K (3 8).

WEREUE X 6 TiHEAR1F 7> 52 m F 90%, WIWTiA 12.6 4, b 2020 4EH8 0N 5.7 7, I #ARMIE
PN AL 87.6 77, BRI HH.

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

5 IR PPN FE AR S 557 B35 ERAEZ
No. Indicator III Weight Score Score rate Grade
1 i AR L 1 0.4 40.0 Rk
2 FIMARTHIAR b 2 1 50.0 Bk
3 R mRLLE 2 0.5 25.0 ARk
4 e MR A = 2 1 50.0 A Jows
5 TR AT PR AR LL 2 1 50.0 Aot
6 TR IR R 5 3 60.0 Rt

At 14 6.9 49.3 AP

4. EREEY
4.1, #Eip

1) 2003~2020 4, g T A4 A [l el P AR AR TR (7 A R AR T AR ) AR B AL A B AR IR S i b A 22 R %,
SLEVAE LGN, ARMECEAG AT MR BRI M (B AR AR F R ER B ASAINE A AL E . [
B, 39T VAR 5 AR PRS0 o Sy SR bR b g it SR AR AR TR AR AN 8 AR B e 56 il R, o N LI AR,
WG REAMR Y BRI K TE MRG0 A PR o

2) 2003~2020 4F, FMIIAA . A AR AR K E . BALIARERE . MR E = i E S br i b
Fho FEEFERR KRR R A T ER AR, XA, R kAT T ORI R

3) KRHE A HTiERT 2003~2020 FARMTEIEATIFA, SR EWIR EFF. 2003 45, 2013 FRRM
JRECNTPAEAES, 2009 4E. 2020 SEARMRT BN B IFAEY .

4) R VE Fabn 1T o S HE 7 1R 0 1% 1 20 AR S AR T OCEEVE A PR AR 6 T0: T b TR L B R A1
M RTAA L B ARAS . AZARTAR LE S AR A — AR R AR B RIS . TR AR T AR L B ARAR . TR
B gidmo o AT 2 HT ) LA AT I VRN FE AR -

4.2. i

1) BRI, InoR s 2B TR SO R R AR A (B 7 — B A D). 240l,
PR ) A SR T AR 1 5097 A1, R BIBALE 2 25 AR5 S MROF E o 3K 45 g T B AR [l et 2L
fr . HEEMAESXAL BALRDIREE MR BT HATE A B 7 TR 28, Mt T U LA
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(e

B, RERE T R RS R AT T AR AR AT X, MA R BT R S A
AR, REMKPEAEMRIXTERIN, ASERECEE, RYGm T i KRR, 5 2035 4
DFIX N IIL R 50 /3, WAESHIEERANKRT R, Bk, NMin@mAmmgs, DAmmMOyEiiTags
B, IRRILARMAR . KEMIEHATE 5 AN B SO0 SE T H RO AR, SN 37 MRy FH AT
R, FRIE COPRAE, RIME R, RS, RRRR” KRS EE, 2D UER AR (R AR
bl ) B Sh e SLAT A S H AR, RS T AR A SO B ok @0 GBI 1AL L BURRE, BHAIRIIE
P TR | T B RE A K e o R T R R R R IR L, N BUR R SRR IS5

2) FIFLER A, BRI ERRE. £4950A MK S SMIFERMA T, BRI
SE, EVISEEY A AWMRIIETIE T, BUCOR R fAR, JCHORFESNEM . H AT, B TR b A
AR E KRR EACH R R, AT P RREAT A, (BT O R A Ao [ AR TETAR o L
D, TOARR S A2 — SRR A0 T A o7 b ™ EE A, SRR AR, S INZTAE . KOl KREHE
AREEL R 2 AR, A5 2 R B R e B R e o el AR S R I e 7 e 28R FRE e AR I H s, AR
BRAT R, KT FRTE AR o AN 22 57 22

3) MSEAHLGE, A IRTHAMOLRHL GIEKT . ERRAERE AR . ARARORYT BRI, B DA
el e i 5O 6, Inss AR OUMOR R B BRI . TRAF . JFARFIRIBE TS, FEMAHT i Al ss v, R
o e 7 R e O PRI AR MR B S A 5 T A B R

HEE&mE
IR 2019 454 TE TR A (2019-01)—— ) PH AR AR B AS HESR THIIF 9T
SE ik

[11 7R T R RV E KRR, sl i a5t B, 2003 £ 7 R 7 BRI E R R R AR TR
WA AR £ [R]. 2003.

[2]1 T VT R RV E KRN, Tl A A R BEBE. 2009 PR T BRI E R A & AR AR R
B E R 5 R]. 2009.

[381 7Pk E X TR, MO EE RIS TR, 2013 7 PR B 6 X R T AR T AR AR R
AR E[R]. 2013.

(4] T EEE R X E TR AR, MO EE R TBE. 2020 7P B I X R T AR T AR AR R
AR E[R]. 2020.

[6] BEIEE, 5k¥FE58, 138, 5. ) PUARAMUE B WIRAGETEN T i 5 SHIE[]. ) PE Mol R, 2022, 51(5): 716-
723.

DOI: 10.12677/wijf.2025.142016 146 R H: 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/wjf.2025.142016

	南宁树木园森林资源变化分析与经营对策探讨
	摘  要
	关键词
	Forest Resource Dynamic Analysis and Management Countermeasure Discussion of Nanning Arboretum
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 树木园概况
	3. 森林资源数量变化分析
	3.1. 林地面积变化分析
	3.2. 森林资源数量变化分析
	3.3. 森林质量变化分析
	3.3.1. 森林质量评价指标体系与评分标准
	3.3.2. 评价结果
	3.3.3. 提升森林质量关键评价指标分析
	3.3.4. 制约森林质量关键评价指标分析


	4. 结论与建议
	4.1. 结论
	4.2. 建议

	基金项目
	参考文献

