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Study on Health Assessment of Scenic Forest in Jiufeng National Forest Park, Beijing

MA Zh+lin"?, CHEN L+hua', HAN Peng’, YU Xiar-wei"*, NIE Sen'
(1. School of Soil and Water conservation, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China; 2. Institute of
Sand-Control of Shaanxi, Yulin, Shaanxi 719000, China; 3. Inner Mongolia A gricultural University, H uhhot
010018, China; 4. Vocational College of Shenyang A gricultural Unmiversity, Shenyang 110122, China)

Abstract: The healthy scenic forests can create sustainable ecological and economical benefits and also can help
people to enjoy the everexit natural beauty. The assessment on the scenic forest is the precondition of its
healthy management. By using the methods of Delphi and also on the basis of the spot investigation of the
scenic forest of Jiufeng National Forest Park, the evaluation indicator system for Jiufeng scenic forest health
has been put forward, with which an analysis on variation of the health of the Jiufeng scenic forest over near
ly recent 10 years ( from 2000 to 2009) and the years after that (from 2009 to 2020). As a result of this analy
sis, it is indicated that the healthy conditions of Jiufeng scenic forest is greatly improved by 1.25 times than
ten years ago; and after these ten years, the health conditions of Jiufeng scenic forest will be improved fur
ther by 1.24 times, almost as high as that ten years ago. It is showed that the most dynamic indices are age
structure, service facilities, the restoration capacity of fire disaster, the comprehensive index of social bene
fits, the comprehensive index of economical benefits, restoration from fire disaster, the comprehensive indi-
ces of social benefits, the comprehensive index of economic benefits.

Key words: Jiufeng National Forest Park; scenic forest; health evaluation; indices system
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