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Application of AHP in Comprehensive Evaluation of Exotic Introduction Plants

NIU Jian (School of Life Science,Shanxi Normal University, Linfen , Shanxi 041000 )

Abstract We used AHP to evaluate 23 varieties of Linfen City exotic introduction plants comprehensively. According to the comprehensive
scores, it was divided into three grades: grade I (=0.8 ), 5 varieties with high application value; Grade Il (0.7 - <0.8 ) of garden applica-
tion value was higher 13 varieties; Grade Il (0.6 — <0.7) of garden application value of the general varieties of 5. From the research results,
the evaluation system could objectively and accurately reflect the growth of the common exotic introduction plants in Linfen City, which had a cer-

tain reference for the establishment of other city garden plants introduced evaluation index.
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Table 1 General situation of exotic introduction plants species ( originating in China)

o B iER7/Esz| JE 7 FEARIE
Fﬁ ﬂ]@ Family and Pl;:t Original Main ecological
o. Species .
genus type place habit

1 KA Eucommia ulmoides FEAPRLAL R TR Pul e S =5 AN TR DR E N
Oliv.

2 YRG5 LAE Spiraea thunbergii  FHIRISELEE)R TEIHEA R E=S N T T SN TR 23T

3 W B % Chaenomeles spe-  HPUFRIAIE FEH/INEA BV H R DU B B T B TS TR
ciosa (Sweet) Nakai N N

4 VY IRT 1 3% Malus micromalus  F5AFHESR R /R IEU;’:FI [ N i A N BN NS 7 R TS
Makino A

5 H 225 Malus halliana Koe-  #35HR 8 EANISTN KIS E P r A =00 AN [ 5 i 5 Y v A<k L
hne FEHEAR R

6 SEMFEAE Prunus X cistena R JR EANYIITTN b, A, R R EDOGL TS L R L R

AT b A

7 SRUFZE Prunus cerasifera TR R IR i EOG IR T S BB
Ehrh. cv. Atropurpurea TR 7K 3

8 %59 Cercis chinensis Bunge GRHEH TEHHEAD N WAL R s B RRTHIE YT B AN T A

[ENLYIES B BEAR
9 AHE Hibiscus syriacus 1. R R EIEAR S MR Her Aerh ARTRAE AT 55 R T IS O D 9
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10 2894 Lagerstroemia indica L. TJH3ERHER FEIMHEAR BN A POV R R O BRI
JEANIE S B
11 H F % Magnolia denudata  RZ“FIAR:)E /N KITEEL B T TE AT R B XA RE
Desr. ﬁzﬁ‘ﬁ S T R T B BB IR
A
12 % £ 2 Magnolia liliflora  REFPRZIE TR RHEA PN T = N L= o S 0 SN TE NS ) i e N
Desr. kS ENGEN NSV SN TR TN E )
£
v
13 R Magnolia x soulan- KR PRI 2 TR W D B SR B
geana Soul. -Bod. NES
14 1 Chimonanthus praecox AR A /N e AR UL R DU B i 2 B B S AL T 5 A
& PUAREF UL B = SR
F2 SMSIRTFMEER (JRAESM)
Table 2 General situation of exotic introduction plants species (originating abroad)
o FHE ity Bl Je 7 FEAINE
s ﬁ%% Family and Plajntl Original Main ecological
No. Species .
genus type place habit
[ T Cedras deodara (Rowb.) . FAFIAHUR FETA SRR AL ST A K
Don [HEIES
2 £t /NBE Berberis thunbergii var.  /NEERL/NSEIR TR HA S e N E N3
atropurpurea Chenault
3 A4 Platanus orientalis L. BRARERAR  EHIAR AU R A — B AN B B RE Ty h A Bl R
SerpalE PEEESE GERE TR
4 W ES LA Spiraea japonica L. f. HHUFIALI)R TR HA i é%%mﬁ ISH 35 7 4 e T T T
57
5 H A W #% Cerasus lannesiana  HHIFHEE /N HA EOL BRI R IR R B
(Carr. ) Makino ( Prunus lannesiana
Wils. )
6 BHIBR Robinia hispida L. SRR R IV Jbk EOL T FE M TR A
7 KW 8 A% Euonymus japonicus T B TP & HERHEAR HAR O A I T T SR
Thunb R AA
8 TLMHUHE Parthenocissus quinquefo-  F#HFHIELLIFE T EAR ESERAY S (1 N E SRR e e e
lia(L. )Planch
9 E N M Prunus x blireana ov.  FHFIE)R IR 2% HUFEMESR AN K 37 AN 23 ST G
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Table 4 A judgment matrices and weights

$8#47 Indexes B, B, B, B, AR Weight
B, 1.000 0 3.000 0 3.000 0 5.000 0 0.517 4
B, 0.3333 1.000 0 2.000 0 3.000 0 0.2375
B, 0.3333 0.500 0 1.000 0 3.000 0 0.168 0
B, 0.200 0 0.3333 0.3333 1.000 0 0.077 1
x5 B, FIHERSINE
Table 5 B, judgment matrices and weights
$5#47 Indexes C, C, C, C, Cs AR Weight
C, 1.000 0 0.500 0 0.500 0 3.000 0 2.000 0 0.187 6
C, 2.000 0 1.000 0 2.000 0 4.000 0 3.000 0 0.3752
C, 2.000 0 0.500 0 1.000 0 3.000 0 2.000 0 0.247 5
C, 0.3333 0.250 0 0.3333 1.000 0 3.000 0 0.105 2
Cs 0.500 0 0.3333 0.500 0 0.3333 1.000 0 0.084 5
F6 B, FIHEMRESINE
Table 6 B, Judgment matrices and weights

F545 Indexes Ce G, Cq C, FLE Weight
Cs 1.000 0 2.000 0 1.000 0 3.000 0 0.359 2
C, 0.500 0 1.000 0 0.500 0 2.000 0 0.1930
Cq 1.000 0 2.000 0 1.000 0 2.000 0 0.324 5
C, 0.3333 0.500 0 0.500 0 1.000 0 0.123 3
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Table 7 B, Judgment matrices and weights
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645 Indexes Cyo Cy AN Weight Table § B, Judgment matrices and weight
Cy 1.0000  2.0000 0.666 7 181 Indexes Cy o C  MUEE Weight
Cy, 0.500 0 1.000 0 0.3333 Cp, 1.000 0 0.3333 0.250 0 0.1220
Cy, 3.0000 1.000 0 0.500 0 0.3196

3.4 ERBHE R MATLAB HfHSEH B2 C Rl 2 L0000 2000 TN 0.o%4
C, ~ Co IURCHAE, Z(E R 14 BHEPRAESN 5| B Fiid

R BRBHRE

Table 9 Total sort of hierarchy

FEH7 Indexes AN H Weight B,(0.517 4 ) B,(0.2375) B,(0.168 0) B,(0.077 1)
C, 0.097 1 0.187 6
G, 0.194 1 0.3752
C, 0.128 1 0.247 5
C, 0.054 4 0.105 2
Gy 0.043 7 0.084 5
Ce 0.085 3 0.3592
G, 0.045 8 0.1930
Cq 0.077 1 0.3245
Cy 0.029 3 0.1233
Cyo 0.1120 0.666 7
Cy 0.056 0 0.3333
Cp 0.009 4 0.1220
Cpy 0.024 6 0.319 6
Cy, 0.043 1 0.558 4
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Table 10 Scoring table of quantitative indicators
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Table 11 Comprehensive evaluation and classification of trees

e i

£/ Quantitative score of indexes

RO EIME sisey

No. Species ¢, € ¢ ¢ G G € G G C C €, Cy Cy Tsftﬂevi?h”f Grade
1 KA 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 0.677 Jil|
2 BHRFELS 1 3 3 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 0.709 II
3 T Ao A 2 2 3 2 2 3 2 3 1 1 2 2 2 2 0.773 Il
4 [ili)spia %S 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 3 1 1 2 2 2 2 0.744 II
5 LI 2 2 3 2 2 1 3 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 0.690 |
6 SRR 2 2 3 2 1 3 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 0.756 1l
7 gz 2 3 2 2 1 3 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 0.833 I
8 Evi] 1 2 3 1 1 2 2 2 1 3 2 2 2 1 0.714 II
9 AR 2 2 3 1 2 3 3 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 0.829 I
10 g 2 2 3 1 3 2 3 3 1 2 2 2 2 2 0.793 1l
11 HE 2 2 3 1 2 2 2 1 1 3 2 2 2 2 0.750 Il
12 EE 2 2 3 1 2 2 2 2 1 3 2 2 2 1 0.760 II
13 TIRE 2 2 3 1 2 2 3 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 0.753 II
14 ity 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 1 3 3 2 2 3 0.826 I
15 H 3 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 3 3 0.689 il
16 PN 1 2 1 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 0.662 I
17 bERT] 2 2 1 1 3 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 0.707 1l
18 MAESE 4% 1 3 3 1 1 3 2 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 0.819 [
19 H A i 2 2 3 1 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 0.724 Il
20 EfR 3 2 3 1 2 3 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 0.846 I
21 K#5 2 3 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 2 0.750 I
22 FoH g 1 3 1 1 2 3 3 3 2 2 2 2 2 2 0.764 Il
23 EIN 2 2 3 1 3 3 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 1 0.689 I
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