F33EH 2 L7/ R N /A N O S Vol.33 No.2
201943 H Journal of Hunan University of Technology Mar. 2019

do0i:10.3969/j.issn.1673-9833.2019.02.015

Ve 75 Rk G VPO A R 0F5E

A &, EB#ERS, FTkF'

(L skl B R ikliEeBe, #m K7 410004;
2. WA R K2 EZARO R AR TR AR S .G, W K7D 410004,
3. MR Tolk o 3T SRR, WAES BRI 412007; 4. MR Tk T B RS SRIbAL , TIRE MBI 423000 )

W E. RAERSHH (AHP %) MET Ha FEMRG PN ERELZ, ARG TR, ZRER. BB LR
HENZE, EERE, TATR, ABZRFIANABIFALETE, REHTAMELZR RAERE. LK
T, TIRMF 35 AR MAGAT, BB FIBAEE T H R BRI E, STEREN: FRNEREHSR
KAB HGFR (0597 1) . B, ZEZEH (02743) . By WL (0.1286) ; ZFERTEHAFIT K
KA CABKIE (03616) . C, ®UFKR (02355) . Cy Ak (0.164 1) ; 347 ERE LHAFH LR
KAD AHBEEFE(01441) . D,RAKRERZF (0.0814) . D, WLARFI (0.0759) . Dy KAKFI (0.0647) .
D,PM2.5 (0.052 7) o IS B A 4k 5 AR A SFAER AT Z IR MK R #ATIRIE, 4R 2 TR IME R 95 R
WA ERGERED, A -G TATR, AL ERNEEFERGERRE T I

KR BRoyWik;, FENRY, AR, 0K ER; Hidh

FESES: S759.91 MEARED: A MERS: 1673-9833(2019)02-0085-06

BIX#K: 2 &, AR, TG WA FERGIFNRAZARL ] Hd Tk XFFIR, 2019, 33
(2): 85-90.
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Abstract: An analytic hierarchy process (AHP) has been adopted for the establishment of the evaluation system of
forestry afforestation in Hunan Province. Taking forest farm resources, construction management, and brand images as
the criterion layers, and taking seven such indicators as ecological environment, landscape resources and infrastructure
as the factor layers, 35 evaluation indexes including forest coverage, forest stock, mountain landscape and accessibility
can be finally determined, with the weight of each index level worked out by constructing judgment matrix. The results
show that the weight ranking of the criterion layer is as follows: forest resources(58,=0.597 1), construction management
(B,=0.274 3), brand images(B,=0.128 6); the first three indicators of the weight ranking of the factor level are as follows:
ecological environment (C,=0.361 6), landscape resources(C,=0.235 5), infrastructure construction(C;=0.164 1); the first
five indicators of the weight ranking of the index level are: forest coverage (D,=0.144 1), forest stock volume (D,=0.081 4),
mountain landscape (D,=0.075 9), water landscape (Dg=0.064 7), PM2.5 (D5=0.052 7). With Suxian Ridge, a state-owned
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forest farm, our selected target as an empirical test to verify the evaluation system, the results show that the evaluation

system can reflect the situation of the forestry afforestation in Hunan Province, thus verifying its feasibility to a certain

degree. Ultimately combined with the analysis results, some proposals have been given for the forestry afforestation in

Hunan Province.

Keywords: analytic hierarchy process ( AHP ) ; forestry afforestation; forest tourism; evaluation system;

Hunan Province
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