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Community Structure Evaluation of Shenyang’ s Urban Forest by AHP

LIU Changfu CHANG Jiangs TAN Ying-ying
(Foresty College of Shengyang Agricultural University, Shengyang, liaoning 110161, China)

Abstract; T his paper aimed to set up an evaluation system for forest community structure in shengyang. Analysis hierar-
chy process was applied to find the weight value of each evaluation, then according to the probability and mathematical
statistics theory, the community structure of each type of urban forest in shenyang was evaluated. The result indicated
the community structure of fudanyuan in shenyang agricultural university was relatively good in landscape and relaxation
forest and the chuidiaozhongxin of shenyang agricultural university in ecological and public welfare forest, liming resi-
dence area in subordinated forests the road in front of shenyang submersible pump company in road forests qingnian
nursery garden in production and management forest.
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