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Development Dynamic of Forest Parks in China
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Abstract; Taking all the forest parks established in mainland China as research objectives, annual dynamic
changes were investigated from the aspects of forest park number, area, tourism income, and number of
tourists in recent ten years. It was observed that they all increased with years. The increase proportions of
forest park number and area, as well as annual tourism income were higher in 2001 year and 2002, while
the number of total tourists and domestic tourists were higher in all years except for 2003. Correlation a-
nalysis showed that the tourism income of forest park was significantly correlated with the park number,
area, total tourist number, number of domestic and foreign tourists. However, stepwise regression dem-
onstrated that only the number of forest park and number of internal tourists affected the tourism income
of forest park.
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Fig. 1 Dynamics of forest park numbers and area of tourism income, and number of tourist during 2000 to 2010
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Table 1 Increases proportion of forest park numbers and area of tourism income, and number of tourist %

Ay Bt (A i WA NI = i % Ui %
2000 — — — — — —
2001 12. 89 15.71 117.97 13.56 17. 88 17.79
2002 21.28 11.47 31.09 55.15 29. 83 30. 34
2003 12.33 9.54 13.41 47. 80 3.94 4.99
2004 9.65 17.43 68. 70 14. 96 28.73 28. 27
2005 8. 69 2.57 18.10 21.09 18. 20 18.29
2006 7.09 1.75 44,08 2.20 22.70 22.07
2007 3.92 3.39 34. 30 28.45 15. 86 16.18
2008 5.68 1.68 18.62 —2.66 11.07 10. 67
2009 7.75 1.19 20. 94 32.42 21. 20 21.48
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Table 2 Results of the principal component analysis
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Table 3 Results of correlation analysis between tourism income

and number and area of forest park, number of tourist

A ¥ A R p
G 0.938 0. 000
T AR 0. 857 0.002
i %% ik 0. 995 0. 000
1351 % 0.961 0. 000
W% 0. 995 0. 000
3 45t

30 HFRAEHERERMNIBTE

AR B 2 DL R G 1Y AR AR SO0 A A2 28 R 8 Oy
T RlA F AR SOW 5 N SOOI 2R bR Y 45 i 2
g, LU R AR MR U o o & 5 S AR R —
BRI B L R AR IR R DR AT 3R VR R R L SO IR
SRS IR0 E A R AR [ R R IT IR T 20 it
80 4FAR. 1982 4F i pg A ety TR ESE 1 MERH
N TR SN P & ¥ /NI PSS Ei A E RO /N
kbR . RS, T E R E# S T 2R
NP, AR 2B (1982 — 1991 4E) | FF (1992 — 1999
) T (2000 AE R A . AR B R, 2 2009
AL IR E AR E B 4R F] 2 504 A, T ALGE 18,12
7 km?®, 5 B A 1.89% ., i 7E 2000 — 2009
AT [] 3 ] AR MR el 50 A R T FRL S 1 B O A 3o G
PCE D, EAEE, M E U R AR S DR



254

PO AL AR B 2 i

271 %

2238 B Kl 46 B AT 77 R £ J0 A SR BT G
BN E E i 59F & B 20 BN BUR - IF & W2 IR Ak L
BRI EERAS . 7E AR R R Bk AR
BT 22 B RAE FRARA I KRR i )
JE T, Bk 2 B AR KT 1 R T B v A P AR
RS Tl 1 e Je 8 2 R e

32 HRMAEBREFHERKRBFEBANNHEETWL

Ui % 30 1 22 /0 J2 AR el e 12 I o 1) 2 3
&A1, 2000—2009 4F[A] . Hp [ FRARA Bl i 5 50 R AR
B, WoR AR RAF & Gk, 2002 4F, th
] AR PR Bl i % 1 O S 1 A2 AR T AE 2006 4F )
BT 24N 2009 AEH R BEME T 3L AN, W]
U BEAR BE U % NIKRR 3~4 a BERE E— DI AR
B 2003 4F 2z “dE B 5 U & AR K R AN
4,996 4h, HAAR 0y i 2 AR K R 1520,
I 300 (& 1), U ik (1 3 in— 7 T 2 A7)
A SO i A B IR IR I AR R T R SR
JITEL, 53— T 0 2 AR PR el 5o R 8 ik A 4
FE 4 Mg 5. AU 10 a T S50 B N & 5 7 1 —
SEP BN H P E ST — BRI K. ERLEHE
JIHAS B 2 A F T R RS NS BRI RIS K
SV E W FEE L AMTETEZRERASIRE
U VT Y PR AT A R IR R T R T AR
RS T E S AT ERAR A S BT o TR) B 4 T3 A ) 2R AR
NGRS PN LSS Sl 7 Y Ry S ) e 4 5|
AT R X ARAR S L 5 (B N D3 858 1 1, 2
Holi & Bt B n b i B 2 —

Ui 2 B0 38 T R 2307 Bl AR e i B e A
3G TN, 2000—2009 4F[h] , rv ] 25 AR 2 Bl il it e A
W 5 B ARG NS He . RAR S el R e e A BG T2 2
Fofr PRI 2R 5 T o 0 AR OPR A el 5o T AR L Ui R A AR (R
30 o AF 4 ] R el B 114 8 o e it A A 3
fh B R R 22— GO L R B L SR S B
AR B A 1T 55 IR AR B Am A . Wi 2 B
F8) ] e, 2 2 R M2 el P B i i At 7= M 5 Wi A
PR 18 T B R Ml AL 2 D 422 1 T 224 M R Ak 1 1K
NS A A 5T 5o I 20 5 (k[ DY
BB B AR el Bl 1 e R AR bR 2 [l R i
WA N 2 A e EEE T

B % 30k
(1] FEaiy. AR ERAARES AR RSP XE R WLk

R . 2009(3) :95-96.

[2] Bk, BIRAR. AR MRS S RSk oL #
MO, 2011, 39(2):7-9.
LIANG D Z, ZENG Q D. Reaearch of stability and sustainable
development of forest park[]J]. Tropical Forestry, 2011, 39

(3]

[4]

(5]

[6]

(7]

(8]

9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[16]

(2):7-9. (in Chinese)
BT AR RO DI RE A AN LT, Wl i)
Bl , 2009, 38(2):85-88.
LI BF. Comprehensive evaluation of forest landscape in forest park
[J]. Subtropical Plant Science, 2009, 38(2):85-88. (in Chinese)
farn 35 . IR AR A T A A S SO BB M E LT, W Aol B
. 2011, 38(2):78-80.
A, AR BRI BB LT, AR BB, 2009,
(12) :75-76.
X2y, R SRR AR B T R kR LT SRR B 4
2009(14) .223-224.
BB TR KA. R Bl i 305 Il 9 A X 5t MU 14 5 i) 3
MrLID. demibkll ka4 L R4, 2010, 9(4) :59-64.
HAN A G, KE S F, ZHENG Y. Impact of tourism industry
of forest parks on employment [J]. Journal of Beijing Forestry
University:Soc. Sci. Ed., 2010, 9(4) :59-64. (in Chinese)
VERA IR 2R R0, 55 AR T A i 4RI LT ). AR ek
K2 2E i, 1996, 24(6) :90-93.
XUDW, YEZQ, LI] W, etal. Discussion of conception of
forest park [ J]. Journal of Northeast Forestry University,
1996, 24(6):90-93. (in Chinese)
A REM . RE. TEAMRAENE R MLI] AES
4, 2009, 29(5) :2749-2756.
LIBQ, WUCC, WU ZW. The development roadmap analy-
sis on China’s forest parks[J]. Acta Ecologica Sinaca, 2009,
29(5):2749-2756. (in Chinese)
AR, G, 1T 10 4E 3 H AL B AR We b 5 2Rk [T ], %
B B, 2009, 37(3):1278-1280.
AL XU B S AR AU AR A T AR AT 23 (] R AE 23 BT
(7], PEALAR 2B 224k . 2011, 26(3): 204-208.
BIAN W, LIUY, MA LY, etal. Analysis of spatial charac-
teristics in the recreational belt of forest parks around Beijing
[J]. Journal of Northwest Forestry University, 2011, 26
(3): 204-208. (in Chinese)
PR A Bl A R TR 2 2 AR B 2 4 R A LU
[J]. a2 e 24 . 2005, 25(6):110-119.
LUO M C, LUO J, ZHONG Y D, et al. A comparative
study of visitor characteristics in defferent types of forest
parks[ J]. Journal of Central South Forestry University,
2005, 25(6):110-119. (in Chinese)
BFEEE, ERIH. VR AR Tl 2285 45 B ) A7 A ) 8 B X o
LI A dbpkoll L7 5 2004(3) - 20-36.
PR KRR, IBEF RN EAES SRR, KR
A, 2011(2):33-34.
(13050 /i SRS P o AN 337 ko g o B 4
MF R . 2011,26(2) :207-211.
ZHANG X H, CHEN Q. Tourism environmental carrying
capacity of Louguantai forest park[ ]J]. Journal of Northwest
Forestry University, 2011, 26(2):207-211. (in Chinese)
IR 2 RIS RN A b I KRR bR 2 o B R AR 43 AT
LJ] AbAE R 224 B ARBL M, 2008, 9(2):157-160.
FAN H L, HONG T, SONG P, et al. Analysis of quantita-
tive characteristics of national forest park in China [J]. Jour-
nal of Beihua University: Nat. Sci. Ed., 2008, 9(2).157-
160. (in Chinese)



