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but the data were still higher than those of the control group. On the other hand, the activities of POD
raised with the increase of Pb concentration. Pb accumulation in roots, stems and leaves of Murraya
exotica L. increased with the increase of Pb concentration in soil. The roots was the main part of Pb
absorption. Under the series of Pb concentration treatments, the transport coefficient was less than 0. 5
and the tolerance index was between 0. 79—1. 22. The results indicated that Murraya exotica L. had a
strong Pb tolerance and could survive in the soil polluted by high Pb concentration. But it was not Pb
hyperaccumulation plant. It could be used to recover the vegetation and restore damaged ecosystem.
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Table 1 Comprehensive evaluation model of wild herbal flowers in Northeastern China
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Table 2 Grading of indicators
TR AR 4B Score
Evaluation index 5 4 3 2 1
FEt5 Flower color ﬁsj‘;;?;z;ﬁ B B B0 T Eiﬁ#j A R (LAY T LR
AE%E Flower pose fogsd B EHES AR TSR e T2
FER! Flower shape IR, WS EIR, MR =ik B 3~5 2 BRI~z 2
FE&E Number of flowers s % 0% — % B
AEE BT ARTETER W
Post-flowering ornamental B o —& s WA
RERGEERBRE, RESH, RAGR,  ROKREHE, 1R REFAEIL, REFAER, £R
RE) RES) Fruirt trait REX AR, RERK RE—H R
48, Leaf color Fut it et ghe FHER R £ e R
17 Leaf shape AR Eags — % b RUALE,
HEIERA, PRELE N B
BRI Plant type WRIA R HEW MR A4, 08 MREIE AL+ I — R R
FEARZCER Group effect Bl 243 i Behy —fi& AUl
FEM: Aroma W 5 BE s ARk
VB A Watch duration/d KF 270 180~270 90~180 45~90 45T
W5 HA Watch period KAFRHRAA—T—F LR S5 HEkE EEICEES BE
Al RIE#R Survival rate/ % 90 DIk 75~90 50~75 25~50 25 IR
FF A RES) Reproductive capacity [T il B, 5 B
H AR Growth conditions KHREF K K RAEAT — K
H3EE5R Haibitat requirements AR ARG B T [LasN -3
A M8 Edible value 81 [ —fi& i% P
2 {8 Medicial value W [ — fi& x
FEP AR Maintenance cost & — e = "
x3 FIERENFREREN
Table 3 Scaling and definition of judgement matrix
$RE Scaling E X Explanation
1 FERASEE
3 FIEFEMLL, 5T E LR EMEE
5 FERMLL AIE LS EHBEE
7 FERMLL, 704 W ERAEE
9 FIERMLL 534 WS E R EE
2,4,6.8 B3R 2 A AEARME
% HE 57 WEISHNIE 13 ay U 7 5 BN ai=1/a;
x4 FIMERE
Table 4 Judgement matrix
A-C C1-P C2-P
A C1l C2 C3 Cl P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 C2 P7 P8 P9 P10
Cl 1 3 5 P1 1 5 3 3 6 4 P7 1 1 1/3 1/3
C2 1 2 P2 1 2 2 1 1/2 P8 1 1/3 1/3
C3 1 P3 1 1 2 1 P9 1 1
P4 1 1/2 1 P10 1
P5 1 2
P6 1
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Table 4(Continued)
C3-P P1-F P3-B
C3 P11 P12 P13 Pl F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 P3 Bl B2 B3
P11 1 1/2 2 F1 1 1 2 2 4 Bl 1 2 1
P12 1 4 F2 1 2 2 4 B2 1 1/2
P13 1 F3 1 1 2 B3 1
F4 1 2
F5 1

L2.4 EE—FEE

— IR A hay =aa/ay L
1] k=1,2.3,,n) o FF 50— W BTAE %
M R FHIEAR xmax=n, LARFFERNAE, H
B RAFAEAR Amax T n HARFHER BT T
I UV 3 ) 3 T B — Bt S _E TR B
RIS, HRHAE AR X AR T 2, R LA CT Sk A
B R e S — SR IR JE , CT = (max—n) /
(n—1). LA CI 5 RI HHfE CR fE R —Bth4R
o CR<CO. 1, TR Sk 40 W P R A 0 ) —
B, RT BBy i 3% 50

x5 HN—HEER

Table 5 Random identical index

Bi¥k Order 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

RIMHRI value 0 0.58 0.90 1.12 1.24 1.32 1.41 1..45 1.51

LA A—C R, #-47— SR .

IR (15,0. 667,0. 1),

FFIRFF =R 515 (2. 466 2,0. 873 6,0. 464 2),
FHEERZ R 3. 804,

H—4k, i+ A IR A EE .,

HEEAUH B W=(0. 648 3,0. 229 7,0. 122 0),

G=AW=1(0.648 3 X 1+0.229 7 X 3+
0.122 0X5,0. 648 3XX1/3+0. 229 7X140.122 0X
5/3,0. 648 3X1/540. 229 7X3/54+0.122 0X 1) =
(1. 947 4,0. 649 1,0. 389 5),

Amax=1.947 4/(3X0.648 3)+0.649 1/
(3X0. 229 7)40. 389 5(3X0.122 0)=3.007 7,

CI=(max—n)/(n—1)=(3.007 7—3)/
(3—1)=0. 003 85,

i+%. CR, CR = CI/RI=0.003 85/0.58 =
0. 006 6<C0. 1, —BUEE R,

W3, T8 H BRI RE C1,CR=0. 048 2;
C2,CR=0. 007 7<20. 1;C3,CR=0. 000 0<C0. 1;

P1,CR=0. 002 2<C0. 1;P3,CR=0. 046 2<C
0.1,

W R — B ER .
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Table 6 Weight of each level relative to the total goal

H#:)2 Goal A
HRE Cl 2 C3 4t
Criteria 0.648 0 0.229 7 0.122 0 1
— AR E P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8 P9 P10 P11 P12 P13 41
Primary indicator layer 0.2810 0.059 7 0.0395 0.0730 0.0920 0.1053 0.033 2 0.033 2 0.0734 0.089 9 0.034 9 0.0697 0.017 4 1
Pl P3 &if
0.281 0 0.039 5 0.3285
AR E F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 Bl B2 B3 B4 41
Secondary indicator layer 0. 087 5 0.082 6 0.043 7 0.043 7 0.023 2 0.007 1 0.003 8 0.0100 0.018 6 0.328 5

R ASUER | 45 R A DL O B8 4 o) 240 1 A i » 38
2 0. 648, WHHHMERTT & A FHEIFEANTS , B R

YRR BRI ERNSH 5, 5 ANTER R A
B ) k5 T L B R SR A — B85 LU A B



102 It B B Z2

2AC®

B L A A O SR T AR A 5 BRI A
SREGPLLEN s (R i T R E A T 2R 5T
HIFF A R AEITHEA T B SR 45 1

2 GRE5HMH

ARG RIS BRI A5 A RIS A 5
WEETFEESMEF S RAOE. ZREE
5T 11 QAR RSN L 2 200 FPAE SN R4S

W T 4 BOE B B B A T R A Bk 48
iR, SRS IR e T R
/L\\J_:E:

R=>QnXn(n=1,2,3,+,20),

KW, R AEFET GGG, Q Hfgdh
T BRI AR 0185, X ST R TR AR AT v n 36
ANEFRRITREL, H3t 20 T, RIEARIHE 1 D
EIMEEaEER D,

RT RAGEEBIRER

Table 7 Comprehensive scoring and grading of flower

Hy ARG [ [ %% Hry KRG P B FR

Rank Code Species Score Grade Rank Code Species Score Grade
1 7 1% Dictamnus dasycarpus 3. 589 37 1 41 44 $h3L3E Aquilegia viridiflora 3.152 43 I
2 6 WIAjZ4 Paeonia japonica 3. 417 68 I w2 102 o g ot o 3149 54 I
3 4 F13k% Pulsatilla chinensis 3. 334 65 I Aquilegia oxysepala L. pallidiflora
4 98 HIL KR Arisaema amurense 3.322 68 1 43 33 FIHAE Hylomecon japonica 3. 147 62 i
5 40 EAT Polygonatum odoratum 3.319 80 1 44 65 BRI BB Inula britannica 3.140 26 I
6 9 &8 Platycodon grandi florum 3. 310 61 I 45 67 KEEE Hemerocallis middendor fii 3.138 92 I
7 21 BT Erythronium japonicum 3. 306 61 1 46 142 W2 93L4 Pulsatilla dahurica 3.138 10 I
8 84 BIFEFE Viola prionantha 3.297 93 I 47 125 BIE Arctogeron gramineum 3.136 60 I
9 30 BY 8 Pueraria lobata 3.289 71 1 48 111 WREREIE Potentilla centigrana 3.123 75 I
10 119 B8 3% Pulsatilla cernua 3.249 91 I 49 13 ZxBERk sL3E Aquilegia oxysepala 3.121 58 1
11 74 BIEHT Viola yedoensis 3.236 86 I 50 167 - %ﬁﬂ@%{ - 3.120 24 1
12 68 BT Belamcanda chinensis 3.233 39 1 Physalis alkekengi var. francheti
13 24 LW Iris lactea var. chinensis 3.215 73 1 51 183 KIEB 4§ Lilium megalanthum 3.119 49 I
14 43 b3k Aconitum kusnezof fii 3.212 89 I 52 117 I Stellera chamaejasme 3.119 00 1
15 17 HWE Oenothera biennis 3.210 94 1 53 90 AR Rhaponticum uni florum 3.117 07 I
16 179 BIRETE AN DL Tarazacum coreanum 3.208 30 1 54 172 MHYPE Adenophora tetraphylla 3.116 46 I
17 135 IR R Arisaema peninsulae 3,207 27 1 55 48 BREEH Corydalis pallida 3.114 96 i
18 157 B8 Pueraria lobata 3. 206 54 1 56 114 Kb Spodiopogon sibiricus 3.113 25 1
19 23 B Lilium lanci folium 3. 204 22 1 7 166 & M+ _ 3.112 51 1
20 77 ZWERTEIE Anemone raddeana 3.202 51 1 Glechoma hederacea var. longituba
21 59 B Agastache rugosa 3.198 65 I 58 34 K25\ 5 Hylotele phium spectabile 3.111 95 I
22 50 ERETE BT Astilbe boreana 3.184 69 I 59 49 #IE Sedum aizoon 3.111 31 I
23 2 M4 b Adonis amurensis 3.184 68 I 60 91 BRAERNERH Saussurea pulchella 3.109 23 1
24 38 ¥ Patrinia scabiosae folia 3.184 28 I 61 45 Kb+ 2813 Aralia continentalis 3.104 65 I
25 29 B4 Delphinium grandi florum 3.182 48 I 62 12 TS EIE Adonis pseudoamurensis  3.102 07 i
26 88 B 32 E Ligularia fischeri 3.181 69 I
27 10 AL ES Hosta ensata 3.179 82 il 63 o Lilium leichtl?ntizfv%afmaximowiczii 8.100 14 I
28 39 H¥ 35 Chrysanthemum seticuspe 3.175 91 I 64 46 & Nymphaea tetragona 3.099 15 I
29 126 WEBAL Inula japonica 3.174 60 I 65 192 EIALS Pulsatilla sukaczewii 3.098 76 I
30 95 KILEE Lilium distichum 3.172 56 I 66 37 R Mentha haplocalyx 3. 098 67 I
31 80 FIRFETHER Coryvdalis turtschaninovii 3.169 51 I 67 28 B3 Aconitum coreanum 3.098 24 1
32 61 WA Scutellaria baicalensis 3.168 76 I 68 20 2% Convallaria majalis 3. 097 40 i
33 60 P& Salvia miltiorhiza 3.167 01 I 69 199 W1 2% Oreorchis patens 3.094 92 I
34 103 bkl 3 Aquilegia yabeana 3.162 44 I 70 63 K& Adenophora trachelioides 3.094 66 I
35 15 A Astilbe chinensis 3.15875 I 71 82 FLEHE Sedum sarmentosum 3.09220 1
36 112 FiMEBE3E Potentilla fragarioides 3.158 35 I 72 53 &2 Sophora flavescens 3.089 79 1
37 31 BIREE R FE Epimedium koreanum 3.157 83 I 73 16 TIB3E Lythrum salicaria 3.088 16 i
38 153 FWEIE Potentilla chinensis 3.154 23 I 74 71 Bi¥§ Polygonatum sibiricum 3. 088 06 I
39 165 5 Elsholizia ciliata 3.153 99 I 75 164 YN EZE Elsholtzia pseudocristata 3.084 06 1
40 188 P ZE Phragmites australis 3.153 48 I 76 109 KRG Trollius macropetalus 3.081 44 I
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Table 7 (Continued)
Hy ARG [ [ %% Hry KRG P B FR
Rank Code Species Score Grade Rank Code Species Score Grade
77 155 BE Astragalus membranaceus 3.079 24 I 129 19 BIENG B Campanula glomerata 2.977 05 m
78 62 B K B Veronicastrum sibiricum 3.076 68 I 130 146 HRE 422tk Hypericum gebleri 2.976 34 m
79 118 A EE Viola orientulis 3.076 35 I 131 66 1 )LAx Syneilesis aconitifolia 2.975 75 il
80 52 Wil Sanguisorba of ficinalis 3.075 16 I 132 175 HHREL Asynewma japonicum 2.972 26 m
81 193 SRR Chloranthus japonicus 3.073 85 I 133 121 MR Lysimachia barystachys 2.969 57 m
82 148 FACIEH R Corvdalis ambigua 3.073 38 Il 134 87 ZAFMILEE Limonium bicolor 2. 967 90 m
83 132 B H S Lilium amabile 3.073 07 I 135 73 B Veratrum nigrum 2. 966 38 m
84 105 1R BB E Clematis hexapetala 3. 069 72 I 136 160 BATRE Apocynum venetum 2.963 14 m
85 189 K Miscanthus sacchariflorus 3. 068 16 I 137 99 F12% Cypripedium calceolus 2. 957 09 m
86 81 1% B53% Orychophragmus violaceus 3. 065 64 I 138 76 F1E Typha orientalis 2.954 55 m
87 147 FBZE Chelidonium majus 3. 065 52 I 139 177 TBEE Ligularia biceps 2. 953 60 m
88 70 HAEEH G Lilium cernum 3. 062 07 I 140 196 W B FE Melampyrum roseum 2.953 23 m
89 130 SN B Fritillaria ussuriensis 3. 058 26 I 141 79 HPFEE Leontice microrrhyncha 2.951 02 m
90 36 HEH Polemonium Lini florum 3. 055 47 I 142 194 ERELE Primula maximowiczii 2. 947 16 m
91 85 K Angelica dahurica 3.053 76 I 143 106 BB TE Clematis fusca 2.941 39 il
92 69 W Liliwm pumilum 3.052 51 I 144 83 Wt Astilboides tabularis 2.940 29 m
03 180 BB T IE 3. 049 18 1 145 22 JbEAESE Hemerocallis lilioasphodelus — 2.937 78 i
Erythronium japonicum f. album 146 54 B k3K Trifolium lupinaster 2.935 84 m
94 96 H |, Scilla sinensis 3. 048 99 I 147 163 535 2% Dracocephalum rupestre 2.935 66 il
95 1 G4 Dianthus chinensis 3. 046 88 I 148 156 KL Oxyeropis grandiflora 2.934 44 m
96 78 L ¥EAE Trollius chinensis 3.045 13 I 149 170 8 Incarvillea sinensis 2.932 06 m
97 195 FE 2L Dracocephalum moldavica 3. 044 02 I 150 3 YRR Caltha palustris 2.925 50 m
98 108 B Ranunculus japonicus 3.043 94 Il 151 158 BB Geranium eriostemon 2.924 07 m
99 5 W Jef fersonia dubia 3.043 94 il 152 136  KELA Gypsophila oldhamiana 2.921 26 Ii|
100 11 FEHE Lilium dawricum 3.043 86 I 153 190 F&: Gymnadenia conopsea 2.913 76 m
101 151 B\ Hylotelephium purpureum 3.043 10 I 154 138 ME4% 19 3 Aconitum jaluense 2.911 35 m
102 127 INETL 3G Chrysanthemum chanetii 3.039 00 I 155 86 B MR FEF Primula loeseneri 2. 908 38 il
103 25 EWEAE Iris ensata 3.038 20 I 156 152  MREWE Chrysosplenium lectus-cochleae 2. 906 06 m
104 173 RIS Adenophora divaricata 3. 037 45 I 157 18 VB Scabiosa tschiliensis 2. 905 79 m
105 72 FIAEIERS B Trillium camschatcens 3.037 43 I 158 120 Bif R Saposhnikovia divaricata 2.901 14 m
106 181 JNEAESE Hemerocallis minor 3.037 16 I 159 26 B Dianthus superbus 2. 896 29 m
107 41 KK Cypripedium macranthum 3.036 99 I 160 104 KH-$kek ¥ Clematis heraclei folia 2. 895 97 il
108 35 W22 Chamaenerion angusti folium 3. 036 68 I 161 184 ZFE Tulipa edulis 2.895 11 m
109 75 SRIN Iris sanguinea 3.036 20 I 162 141 3% Eranthis stellata 2.893 77 il
110 32 I8 Thladiantha dubia 3. 034 90 I 163 58 753 Nymphoides peltata 2. 891 45 m
111 64 452 Codonopsis pilosula 3.026 98 I 164 123 SRR IE 3k B Meehania urtici folia 2. 889 88 m
112 27 KAEBIRKE Lychnis fulgens 3.022 30 I 165 113 BRBE Melilotus suaveolens 2.889 71 m
113 186 B Iris ruthenica 3.020 38 I 166 187 KT BE Juncus ef fusus 2. 886 01 m
114 8 BERRNBE Campanula punctata 3.019 77 I 167 47 )léﬂ]$ - 5. 830 66 I
115 154 RIZEWE Astragalus adsurgens 3.010 18 I Asarum heterotropoides var. manshuricum
116 42 BB B Lychnis cognata 3. 007 52 I 168 110 B Mukdenia rossii 2.873 22 m
117 107 FEEMSE Hepatica asiatica 3.001 78 I 169 200 BKER Carex forfieula 2. 867 89 m
118 14 KAE& 28k Hypericum ascyron 2.999 77 il 170 162 BEBE Lithospermum erythrorhizon 2.863 76 m
119 185 KAEPREE ¥ Clematis patens 2. 997 93 m 171 97 W AAE Monochoria korsakowii 2. 861 53 m
120 168 WE A Linaria vulgaris 2. 995 67 il 172 57 VB Primula sieboldii 2. 860 63 m
121 201 /INATE M Sanguisorba parviflora 2.992 54 m 173 139 EMHFRE Actaea asiatica 2. 855 61 m
122 134 ‘B Acorus calamus 2. 989 33 m 174 143 FILFEE Ranunculus franchetii 2. 849 80 m
123 171 BRE Valeriana alterni folia 2. 987 96 il 175 197 FE2h Smilacina japonica 2. 846 39 il
124 150 B KFHE Cardamine leucantha 2. 987 51 il 176 100 #FEE Spiranthes sinensis 2. 841 56 il
125 144 B EISE Thalictrum squarrosum 2.987 21 m 177 161 BRI Cynanchum paniculatum 2. 839 59 m
126 178 i )L3E Achyrophorus ciliatus 2. 982 39 m 178 169 BRI FEH Pedicularis resupinata 2. 834 92 m
127 174 W3R R Adenophora remoti flora 2. 981 67 m 179 101 JLEARE Paris verticillata 2.833 41 m
128 89 TG Tephroseris campestris 2. 981 62 il 180 137 W23k Aconitum alboviolaceum 2.832 49 il
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Table 7 (Continued)

Hy ARG [ [ %% Hry KRG P B FR

Rank Code Species Score Grade Rank Code Species Score Grade
181 51 WFE] Cirsium maackii 2. 827 45 il 191 149 WEESE Papaver nudicaule 2.744 17 m
182 133 BAIENE Polygonatum macropodium  2.82356 M 192 176 MM Maianthemum bifolium — 2.72303 I
183 124 N Phtheirospermum japonicum 2. 818 34 i} 193 198 B 5 W22 Cypripedium guttatum 2.721 39 m
184 116 3L Vicia unijuga 2. 813 38 m 194 92 VEYE Alisma orientale 2. 720 66 m
185 140 KACARTELE Anemone silvestris 2.810 76 m 195 93 B Allium victorialis 2.704 36 m
186 55 K4 R\ Impatiens nolitangere 2. 795 53 m 196 159  KMFF Spuriopimpinella brachycarpa  2.695 77 I
187 56 B Lysimachia davurica 2.795 19 m 197 131 it N Fritillaria maximowiczii 2. 679 02 m
188 191 BB Disporum flavens 2. 782 66 m 198 122 WIFHET Brachybotrys paridiformis 2. 667 57 m
189 145 IUIMYHE Asarum sieboldii var, seoulense 2. 772 81 m 199 129 6T Butomus umbellatus 2. 648 37 m
190 115 WEFET#E Triosteum sinuatum 2. 758 89 m 200 128 Z=BUEYE Sagittaria tri folia 2. 623 57 m

AR 200 FAETFHILR S5 2 H o 3 456
%o [HR>3.2): 55 MO E =K HALE
T3 20 B, HOLB VEGF, 35 NP5 , B B Y
TFRMME. 1%, 0<<R<3.2).&4F HHHE
— R TEARAE A SR, 2L o7 PR EE R TR —
A LHRGEHIAE. TR0 :1EH
BT &g R R E B AR £ AR T 7 s i, 2
83 M, Bl T AW T | I RALSFBH I
) PR PR (1525 B A8 S0 41K

3 &HitHithit

G VE Y 200 BHAEARB T 51 R 137 JBLA
WaEPFRENRRE, HPMEEHRNEE
BAE AR £A 30 F, AN 150, ik h
R 14 FpL BIER 10 B, MBURZ MBI E &
B4t o, BRI RBUY 4. 5% KR HLE R .
200 REITA 24 PRl g,

S5 200 LT LR AR 3914E 3.6 UL
T S5 HA SCHR B R AR R AN O 01 SR A
BB, FE—T2E, XEEN
5 EFA AR, 4R35 i P b BR — S 8 B AR
LM EEIRIEITIERE S , B B AR KA
MR PEIR 2 S m B F , T BT & AT 7=
AN TG B R A R e LB M 3E M2 O T
A R, BT LR R A E B B K B
HEFR, W, 2 51K RN 10 B A 1 A A 4 3 7
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Comprehensive Evaluation of Wild Herbal Flowers in Northeast
China Based on Analytic Hierarchy Process

LIU Huanchu'? , HE Xingyuan?® ,CHEN Wei""? , HUANG Yanging' ,ZHANG Yue'
(1. Institute of Applied Ecology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shenyang, Liaoning 110016; 2. College of Resources and
Environment, University of Chinese Academy of Science, Beijing 101407; 3. Key Laboratory of Forest Ecology and
Management, Institute of Applied Ecology,Chinese Academy of Sciences, Shenyang, Liaoning 110016)

Abstract; The materials were 200 species of plants with good ornamental quality which were selected
from wild herbaceous plants in Northeast China, Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) was used to
establish the comprehensive utilization evaluation system of wild herbaceous flowers in Northeast
China by combining the plants in their ornamental value, ecological adaptability and utilization
potential. And 20 wild herbaceous flowers with high comprehensive utilization value in Northeast
China were selected from 200 species, in order to provide theoretical basis for the comprehensive
development and utilization of wild flowers in Northeast China. The results showed that the
development potential of wild flowers in Northeast China was relatively high,and 20 species there such
as Dictamnus dasycarpus , Paeonia japonica , Pulsatilla chinensis , Arisaema amurense , Polygonatum
odoratum had higher comprehensive utilization value.

Keywords: wild herbal flowers;analytic hierarchy process; comprehensive evaluation model



