PHAL AR e E 4 2013, 28(1): 261~264
Journal of Northwest Forestry University

doi: 10. 3969/j. issn. 1001-7461. 2013. 01. 52

HEER 15 a FMRFFEXEEZRTHTEM

VR

B, R KT

CEmipfoll e 25045 B 24 Be L Jb et 100083))

# ZE.i30 Matlab P& BPAHZR4F LB FAREFLRARFTERBERITT 247K B
EERARTRAELE LS FAGLREENEREFN . ERETFT EFERESSRARTRF S M
B A B ARTR 2GR MBI G LG T REL, EERAKRTRGBERT S LR
R I R B AT RA B AR B B8 09 TR R AR O, AP IR LT R 04 ) AR T AR A
KA R A) DA R P LRGP A, FHARTRASNEOFEH K., FLR
AHREREERN B FRBIEFAIHRGRERART AHRBELZEREY IR,

KR AVZML; ARTRFS; ANRLESIHMA

FE4S2ES.S718. 557 XEtFRER A

XEHES.1001-7461(2013)01-0261-04

Evaluation on the Development of Regional Forest Resources in China in Recent 15 Years
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Abstract ; In this paper, BP neural network of Matlab platform was used to analyze the fifth, sixth and sev-

enth national forest inventory data, to evaluate the development and changes of forest resources in the

provinces and autonomous regions in China in recent 15 years. The results showed that there was a sub-

stantial degradation of forest resources in the major reserve reagions during the fifth to sixth forest inven-

tory. Combined with the research and data analysis of the international trade of forest wood products, it

was considered that there existed the situations of inter-province-domained forest resource deprivation,

which would lead to the problems of inefficient use of forest resources and difficulty to implement protec-

tion measures, and also would lead to the continued losses of ecological value of forest resources.

Key words: neural network; forest resource inventory; ecological value of forest

ARARGE A S A MR AR AE -+ 43 W] . T A 2 Mol
BEVRBCHE I 5 28 H DR Sy S92 M AR S T X R v R o R A
(7 2 VR BE 33K AN T R0 1 1B 102 #h 324
Xt BRBRTT R ife E RE 7 B9 R T e T A 8 B G 1K A
R SR MESE 2 o 00 2R St 28] 2R AR 5 1) S
PEVEGY X R IRE R 2 E— 200 . S Tk 488 T
T 15 a [A] 3 YRR B IR A Bd . 22 lis ] BP #i
28 190 2 B0 Xk AR AR A A R AR 0 A 28 L L B
P ARRBT IR L5 5 T A DR & 4R A5 00 2R AR08 U5 A i
AR 18 DXl o A 128 S 1 T A 4 3

s HE.2012-04-27 {&E BHE:.2012-05-17

TR MO 28 T 5 o o X 4% J5T48 b V8 AU 3
WAE BRI BN T RAZ . BP M
22 28 B B A AR G Y 2 B TR TR A R AU
BEALLE E - HLkk 1 WL (R 52 i o £ Ak 1 2 R4
7 T B TR A B R A LS. SRR AR
LU 7S U A - R RR R A B B B It 450
A ECRAE T BEA B A AT AN SEL R 53 S 5 R4
2 L BP 2 R0 2% 3 0 B0 s 2T U kL AR IBURR
LISTESRAC S SRR R R Y e EI PO S 2}
T A AR TR T35 25 2R i SR Al b 0 e AR AR T IR K

ESTE WK A AR AIEE A AR DB BB AR G2 09 A 77 LT 9% 1 5 U5 ) 7 U5 R F 527 (70803005)
EF® A : Jr 05 B IR EBEHTR T 1A S AT CRAAR X UE . E-mail : bjfu0@126. com



262 VU b2 B 2 41 28 4

FEEAR A4 LA
1 #MHEF &

1.1 HHEERIERALLE

B R A KR S WORNER Bk 4 [ R
2 A R N HE AR B A B AT S R
RPN N TR AR O TR AR O Vi I T RVAY NI S &3
HORMREBUE 5 A EEIRAR, 1994 £ F 2008 4 3
YR A B A 3 A 5 X 30 MM E, b E R
BAE 5 )E 135t

BT Xt AR A B AR R A X 5 RN A 0 A B 43

SHEAT VA —fh 100 Ab B L BORE A B8 05 — Ak 5 7 81 1)
S KA /ME L HEAT 2 M E L O VT AN AR A 48 AR
(KD, M EEEREREZE/HS M T 0~1
Z I8 B EE 1Y 5 R A S RS o B SO AR
FH— A Ab 3 B A R TP R IURAE S A A
1.2 BP E Mg+ Rill 4k

F T Matlab °F- & #47 BP M & M4 i%it., s
RILE Y 3 2R CHI 1 AN B2 B0 AT LS8 AT 3 Y »
2 om RIS R 3 R4 EE R AR BEA B
E iy AR ASBCh 5 2 RO 1.

®1 BRHFTEBEWNZEBITMARE

Tablel Training data for ANN of forest resources evaluation criteria
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Table 2 Results of regional sorting of the fifth,

sixth and seventh forest resources inventorise
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Fig. 1 Scores of forest resources development
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Fig.2 Timber production and gross domestic product
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