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HU Bi-ping’,

Abstract; For scientifically monitoring the ecology benefit of forest resources, reasonably evaluating and managing
forest resources in Hubei Province, according to Chinese Natural Resources Database and forest data collected by
the Institute of Forestry Survey and Design of Hubei Province, this paper provided detailed information about 34
years dynamic changes of forest resources and concisely explained the factors resulting these changes from the area
of forest resources, the amount of growing stock, the structure and other aspects. The results showed that Hubei’ s
forest resources decreased rapidly from the mid-1960% to mid-1980%, but since 1985, they have steadily increased.
Hubei Provincial government and forestry departments have attached great importance to the implementation of a se-
ries of forestry, ecological protection and sustainable development projects, such as the " Decade Green Hubei pro-
ject” , " Yangtse protection forest project," " Plain greening project. " In this way, Hubei forest resources sustained
and grew stably, and promoted the ecological safety.
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Fig.1 Dynamic changes of forest resources
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Fig.2 Dynamic changes of main forest types
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Fig.3 Dynamic changes of the amount of growing

stock of forest resources
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Fig.4 Dynamic changes of the amount of growing
stock of forest types
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Fig.5 Area changes of the age class structure of forests
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Fig.6 Dynamic changes of the amount of growing
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MR REIFBE— Ak, — 8 RIS, feth 1 #8
ROMFBEF, XAEEFEE, BHBLAB R K,
HRK FEAOREIRRIRT RO K. BB
L BRREIRKIER, EISBHARAR . RITHE
ELANE T #IHCERAR R B2 (R IF AR .
Frep ERSLRT, ML RAE R RN 12.7% , B
1950 E4c3t, THEF] 9.76% , ) 1962 4E, M E =
REFH 12.4% , 3 1975 FHEMABEHBRTF
23.5% ,%| 1980 sE MR R T &K 20. 3%,
1985 EHFMBE R RIBE ) 25.7% o AN B FA]
DLEH, BbE R EEA I EHIR EFH. KL
Fisk T B S0 FER M 18. 4% B 1976 &£ ¥ K F]
26.7% , 5 1990 £ K F 36.84% , B] 2000 4EF 4
F[32.72% , FRET 4. 12 MEF K. 1989 £LUE,
WILE AR A BUFR BT EREHILYRED B
R, BdbE et &S ERY, L RIRG”
“RILBFPHR IR S—-MBESTERIET,UAES
FesHH X B A RO, A RBRFEP” 4P



82 [iplay St 5] 22 %

B TR FE A, KRR BRI
B AAEH ERENESRERANRES, R
B TAE, £ SFEEINE METHILEE
L,

Bt A E A T ER R 2R
AR 1 5 AR b 5% 4L : O A bk b E FR B i, 1985 4R
3| 1999 4F £ 48 BE K bk b ¥ 3 99. 685 J7 hm’, H
F—RATERARGENRE, VKT EAKGE
B Rl SR E L E AR, M RA HFT
Jefolk 3 K E AR xR B B 3B S AL R
M, OB NI, —B i TRERMKE
MRERILHFR , [ E OB b A FE b s s b R pah , 72
SARE TR ETFARFE R A AP, BRK—
B RACHFELTI SR ; BN T FH A B—RK
AREMESKR, AT K T Akt BB, @R B R ik
BALRARAR . 1985 £E 3R ALKk 28. 4333 7 hm®,
B B @EMRMIELRIEN, . ST &/
KRB EFE L F A, Bl 1999 £1/40 T 166. 036
77 hm’, @RMFLRFNR. TEERLFERMT
v EURAR LA B R AR E VEAK, ¥ R R s R fL T k. ©
Fibksu s Bk . 1999 4R/ 10.776 J5 hm®, 3
EHEATEILE AR, AT RO AR, MR R
T FRARERH,

T —EEPLL)E, PR B
PR, RBARIESR T —RINERREK, #HdtE
ZMBURAE R R T HEMNEE. 2RXFHE
WESE T TR, FEREET —RIINE
MHESRTE,BAHEARRE TKENER, SWE
PWEETEARNENL, 2B E R FARTEY
EREREZERRAE LT, H bk m g
27.2983 77 hm®, {E T A E TR % 483.7 Jf m’,

HTFLEHFREEFRBEYN, SHFERE
WK IR AR E R AR KR, Bhk
LR AR TR R R AR TROLHE, 2
BRI IE R AR, UM T B E R EE
JFE ., EREAMA AR EEmEREEm,
R, X Fiim e ms), ek, Hdtd 25K
BRERARE, KNEBRATETK, &4 ST
MEZEHERM 11. 6% , kb 1985 EK 11.9 F
hm?® , 2 F AR 3K 35 7, BFRHE T BE,

4 ik

X536 4 B SR Sh A AR B AT, BB T 1A
TARMEL:

ANTTHTEFRAE 1975 ~ 1980 SFH AR KT, H
EHERLE 1975 ~ 1980 FRHA KK, 1980 FLUFER

BREREREFERTRAARKNEENE K, XA
AMERFEA AR E B —HE 7 T B, 75 90 £RUGE,
AEHBLEEEFRBAWHE EFEE,

- b AE R R E 1990 RS L2 E
Fhad, 485 FUR B T AR 25 Ak 13 BE R AR, Hk
R, FMRTE 1975 ~ 1980 4ELLJG A Al sh
LT, bk TR BRI

B IE SRS B R 20 521. 0565 7 m’, B
1975 E£AFZENH EFH. HS B AKRTE 1975 ~ 1980
ERETHREYE, UEABEHK, AR mgsEARK
BRE FFES BB TRESE  FRAER LS
FE.

FAREEAREN RS, B SSRA B
MR FR AR 2B 3: 0.2: 5.4: 0.4
D1 ESHAER SAKBI IR 3.2 6.8, XHEEN
LA B AR ASSE 7 R S AR T R AR R B SR, T —
EHTERIAE, UMY LHFRIREE  RE
A N8

MRS Lok E, EHR  EREHE, 4
PRI B, P AR UL BRI BAARTE 1975 ~ 1980 48
BEFREEYE, HEABRREENK, IR KLLET
F% , o A AR O AR bk LU B WA

B BURF K Z ML, S — R I A R4k
BB TRARPRAK TR RBHEA TR
F—RIVEDHR TREREBE R, EHLE %
PRBEIE N 1985 ELUFHRBHK , £ SF R LT LEBE
B,

B3I

(1] mEmEs ALK M. bt o EAk L& s, 1991
[2] #BKR=,REM. BE=SEXPHF AT M]. RO HLE
- BEFEBARMRE, 1996.

(3] fHHmEsm. BledwHE(M]. BRI BeNSERH S ,
2002.

[4] WHAFHEEPR. WLEESHFRARAEREG(M].
2002.

[51 #a%,Z=FH. WARSARERDEEACIII]. BWITHAL
B, 2002, 22(6) :51-55.

[6] EsEhk, XIREK. HZBHHRHTEDZRANNHII]. THF
Aok R, 2003, 30(4) :49-51.

(7] #%aE, 2E8=. THRSARESSRLSNI]. ALE
2R, 2005, 30 (2) :25-28.

(8] sk, \IFEHARIBN BT S RBRER[I]. WFEHdk,
2000(5) :27-28.

[9] BRIEW, WHERI, R, XH BB A HI]. HH
AdpBLE. 2000(4) :47-50.

[10] B, ERE,RUME, & WiHEHEARHEEMTI].
FRFRISE, 2002,20(1) :56-60.

(T #&5% 109 TT)



B4

FHIEF & TRUKRRREMERIR DT 109

YR HMBRE S HER K. AFIEMREE SRS
ot p A/ A RS B/ HE R ] R 2K
fRBAYE 20: 60: 10: 10 AELB, Bk, 55 B
REAGE: A B E TR =28 59 T¢

6; PREEEIMRIX S 23: 59: 9: 8;IRBE[E KXy 20:

68: 8: 4;XfHEIX A 32: 53: 8: 7, &EMRIRELIE
ik g M5y LR AR+ B B, AT BB 5 AR 8]
£R58 BETE AR Y6 BB 7K 43 45 R 5 B R X AR R 23 fb Y
HWMA KA X,

4 R

(1) MR BESTHI AR 1L K RARW E R ANRTE
HRBIOIEFIBR AR, RARIRBERRES , RATET 1R
BORZE , BIARS M T B, 4R B MR AR BRI B A T
—H NESRENARZE, AEKH, 900 ~990
Br/hm® BB A MY B NES TR,

(2) ERREX A ABRBRE W, HEK
SAEBHRK R KB/ EIBUT Do o BE 14 55 BE (8]
R BRIX R38R BE 16 £, (B1RJ5 38 E bk 8 A A
FHARERK. RBERERY P EMBERARENT
RHERARERBEE K,

(3) RREMRIRBEX MR 1 T Yy R I B
R RE. PEARKENFERERSXREMAER
K, T RBBEIHHEEK, UL B EMREK HFR P 3T
BAENFHEYES, ATTRBEFROFHLER, &
7l B35 B A A T B AL AR A3 3 A T B K, A
Bk Z , KA E M ER BT & BN

& BRI, MIEMRGR BEXT AR R MR I GE R
&, SR BE AR SRR B AR s AAK

AERERE, PERREAAFTTERRER AF
SR F R, P EEGRET , BA THE Y #
ik, MEEHER, EETILTHRILEHFRAR
235 BE 2 R A R BE (1K

BEH:

[1] EEh, BRH. LB FRmAERSERRT). HAES
24,2002 , 13(1) :11-15.

[2] meAR, BEE, Uit AREMEEREL AT HERT X
YR [I]. ARLEIFST,1995,8(4) :408412.

[3] kfude, MER, LA, % WHFERMALALEE R
g 31, RE AR A AE4R ,2001,12(5) :672-676.

(4] ZR&E,FRFE, LG, %, FR3 H 4 RN 2RI Y
[ J]. R4 AR S ,2002,13(11): 1361-1367.

(5] ¥WHA BLE. DA% KAWLSHEBH ZEHFHREY
SRR BRI BFE ()] . £25%¥H,2006,26(4) :
1037-1046.

[6]1 {2, %ABE, NP4, %5, /R A TR ICH S 7 &9 B H
AR SBIIE[I]. ARSI ,1998,5.:458-462 .

[7] BIsE, BEE. X TORMT RS B B TR s oF
Fe[1]. E2H,1997,17(4) :377-385.

[8] #H3K%, &¥ibn, Bl =. FIAA RS YL BT L Wik B
[ J). #F YK BE AR, 1998,15(1) :27-31.

[9] BB, B, R IR AT B B A H MBI
(3], Akl R4 HF9E,1991a,4(3) :246-252.

[10] B%F, BEE BAER SAKTHERHANBOTE

[3]. Mol Ala:,1991b,27(6) :644-648.
[11] HE. EAHN REE HEBFULHETEZEFLRNAER
HABEBPIIRI]. K LRFEFEIR,2001 (15) :5:91-94.
[12] {53, 08 Wk, RIOEE. MRBFATRZANREE
Y B A AT [I]. B SFIR,1998,5:458462.
[13] BHE, TRLZILHARRET RHRZRFRID]. HER
A AR 18 3C, 2006.

(L% 89 M)

[11] Esrp. ANTEHAFHRELSHI]. PEABSS,
2005(3) :61-62.

(12] F¥E, FEE HBHER. KEBHALRDEAFTERSIEELHER
(3], P EARIRE, 2004(2) :56-57.

[13] MR, BRIE(=. M2 B9 K FRAk YT T ShAA R AL A 53
(3] SAALAHE, 2002,30(2) :49-51.

[14] #lER. FAFEHEBHEII]. BRAL, 1999(4) :11-11.

[15] Z=%£%, QX8 BEIEAHEARESERLS RBEHH
WL, BRI 5%, 2005,30(4) 7173,

{16] Mountain Agenda. Mountains of the World : mountain forests and

sustainable development[ M]. Beme,Buri Druck AG.2000.

[17] %R, |WRAK, BB, % BB FEFHERTR
[M]. db5C. i ERFERAR AR, 1997,

[18] fEH. FH4HFMHMBAOMKSHRTEMR(I]. st
9%,1992,11(1) :70-77.

[19] MatherA S,NeedleCL, Fairbaim J. Environmental Kuznets curves
and foresttrends{ J] . Geography,1999,84(1) :55-65.

[20] ZEXR,BHEL. FEFERFEDSELNLELFENY
s3], #bEHIFE,2000,19(1) :1-7.



