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Evaluation on Exploitation and Application of Wild Woody Ornamental Plant Resources in Puhua River Basin
LI Chun-ping ( Chongqing Vocational Institute of Tourism, Chongging 409000)

Abstract
plants was established by Analytic Hierarchy Process( AHP).Then 68 species of wild woody ornamental plants were evaluated.The results showed

To promote rational exploitation and make better use of existing wild woody ornamental plants, the evaluation system of ornamental

that 16 species,including Metasequoia glyptostroboides Hu et Cheng, Rhododendron simsii Planch., Rosa chinensis Jacq. and so on,were first-class
resources with high exploitation and application values. 18 species, involving Cupressus funebris Endl., Pinus massoniana, Rosa laevigata Michx.
and so on,had good exploitation and application values,which could be moderately exploited.20 species, involving Eriobotrya japonica ( Thunb.)
Lindl, Rosa cymosa Tratt. ,Rubus corchorifolius L.F.and so on, had common exploitation and application values,which could be selectively exploi-
ted.14 species, including Toona sinensis (A.Juss.) Roem.,Toona ciliata Roem. ,Rhus chinensis Mill.and so on,had low exploitation and application

values.

Key words Wild woody ornamental plants; Analytic Hierarchy Process;Puhua river basin; Comprehensive evaluation
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Table 3 Evaluation factor weights and consistency of judgment matrix
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. . Consistency of Comprehensive
B Constraint Constraint C Standard Standard . . .,
layer layer weights layer layer weights judgment matrix evaluation factor
Y weights
MEANE(B,) 0.648 329 MAERHE(C)) 0.157 335 CR, = 0.055 862<0.1 0.101 5
Ornamental value MARFEE(C,) 0.300 376 0.192 6
MR (Cy) 0.304 224 0.197 2
MIEFEE(C,) 0.238 065 0.154 3
FEFMME(B,) 0.122 020 BUREE(C) 0.142 948 CR, =0.002 797<0.1 0.017 8
Development and A AR ( Cy) 0.254 223 0.031 8
utilization value FIARRE(C,) 0.602 828 0.073 8
HEYEEREE(B,) 0.229 651 LMD P (Cy) 0.250 006 CR, =0.000 050<0.1 0.057 8
Biological Lt (Cy) 0.374 997 0.086 6
characteristics HENHE(Cy) 0.374 997 0.086 6
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Table 4 Grade I wild woody ornamental plant resources

22 AN/ Sfs
HigFA, FH Comise Aophenin
Species name Famiy name score degree
HAY G.biloba L. AR 3.600 09 I
IKAZ M. glyptostroboides Hu et Cheng R 3.695 26 I
‘B H ¥ Podocarpus nagi( Thunb.) Zoll.et Mor.ex Zoll BB 3.667 66 I
FHi C.camphora(1.) Presl Rk 3.990 56 1
H Z& R.chinensis Jacq. R 3.818 99 1
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