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Ecological Service Function Evaluation and Construction and Management Countermeasures of Ecological Forest in Wanning City
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Abstract Through the evaluation of the ecological service function of the ecological forest in Wanning City, the composition and existing prob-
lems of the ecological service function value of the ecological public welfare forest were analyzed, and the area and spatial layout of the ecological
forest in Wanning City to promote the effective public welfare forest of Wanning City protection and construction were adjusted, the future ecologi-

cal forest construction and management was put forward.
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Fig.1 Ecological forest distribution of Wanning City
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Fig.2 Value structure of ecological service function in Wanning

City
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Table 1 Germination time and germination rate of Gleditsia sinensis

seed under different seed treatments

ik B K] KR
Method Germination  Germination
etho time//d  percentage// %
W4t Sand paper method 4 84 a
WA fR 2 Concentrated sulfuric acid method 5 84 a
K Hot water method 7 28 b
Ik 38 #53 Alternate hot and cold water 7 36 b
method
Bk % Alkaline water method 19 10 ¢
JEFHEE Stratification method (CK) 9 12 ¢

T [FAN A NG - REFR R A B 22 5 . 3 (P <0.05)
Note ; Diffeerent lowercases in the same column indicated significant differ-
ences (P <0.05)

—e—Z4%i% Sand paper method
—m— JREEA, Concentrated sulfuric acid method
—a— #IKi% Hot water method
—— oK Z A% Alternate hot and cold water method
1207 —*— &A% Stratification method (CK)
—o— ki Alkaline water method

#&& Plant height /I nm
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Fig.1 Variation of plant height in Gleditsia sinensis seedlings

under different periods and different seed treatments
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FrZE RN I, W BROR SR i R R R AR IR, Y
4.701 8 mg/g, 2R 3 & S UHRRRIEAN HLAK 1. 896 0 mg/g,
2.4 AEMFLAETENEFZERRKHZmE AR
BEMLAMEL S pRAETR 45 d pigealig, AR AR LR 2,
HI2 2 n] R0 AP ARIE AL PR SAB AR I RIS, 15 80. 52 mm,
HASHABLEEE2E 5 B2 0 1 BURSSE L S UK A AL B AR
KZEFARZE, BRI &R, L 44. 11 mm,
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K,1%0.88 g; CK HYBFEICZ, O 0. 65 g3 Bk % FAOK L 1
POK SR WAL, /33 CK 220.11.0.23.0.32 g,
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Table 2  Seedlings Chlorophyll content, root length and plant fresh

weight of Gleditsia sinensis under different seed treatments

AR R I SN fif

ViRiS Chlorophyll Root Root
Method content length length
mg/g mm g
fb4%i% Sand paper method 6.488 1 a 80.52 a 0.80 a
e i BR ¥ Concentrated sulfuric 6.597 8 a 54.60 d 0.88 a
acid method
K Hot water method 6.136 8 b 60.87 ¢ 0.42 d
¥ K A2 B B Alternate hot and  4.701 8 d 44.11 e 0.33d
cold water method
/K EE Alkaline water method 6.1349 b 46.61 e 0.54 ¢
JZFHE: Stratification method(CK)  5.100 1 ¢ 70.28 b 0.65 b

TE : RIFIARR/NG R3O A B 22 5+ 9. 35 (P <0.05)
Note ; Diffeerent lowercases in the same column indicated significant differ-
ences (P <0.05)

3 HAigEitie

TRIERH T HA PRI REE, 75 B AT R R A BE Al L B
Ko P TR R R Bl 5 B SR MK 53, LA (o Y ol
Bz ABRRRREZ K , S 2 IEAR R 2 A i & . 2 SR R
B, i KB 22 TR BE R R T W . IEBE A R AR,
R AR SR ARTE AL PR, B 1 25 R IK ) 84% , HEJR
IEAEEE(CK) #2555 72% , W A2 ik 1 R 7 . H R B
PR AR B A ARIR T B 4548, s 1 Fp K, D4R
TEAE PR B0 2 I ) fe S, EL A0 AR e R A, AR K AR
K WAL A BRRR o B o, 2 3% e s JR B (€K
TERR 7 T IS A0 58, (VR AR fof o 20 e B PR D 4 Ak B
Dtwefe HHIERT DL, 75 S SRR Tl A T B RR R AL
PRSTRHARIR, R PR A B R e b 4% Ak B S Ao 1 175
P, MK, AR e 2 RS Rh 1w A MBI
£ 30k

[1] hEREEe EE SRS 2 2. FPERE: 58 39 H (M. b
Rl i, 1988 :668.

[2] HAEERF AR EB/OL]. [2017 =03 —02]. http://www. baike. com/
wiki/ 2 Fit.

(3] % B3ELA RS MgHasa o R L) ] LLaskill R 2014,
43(4):10 -11.

(4] 2 REEE, BEDT, & BIERT T KARHAF L RAIZ (T ] 48
WA ,2013,37(1) 161 —69.

[5] w2l B3k E m S REEEOR LT ] (Lvukkll R, 2014,43 (4)
37 -38.

[6] 5KRUB, AR08, i Ze iR, 55 BIEPpFIRIRIISR S (et [ 1], i
MR ,2004,24(2) :175 - 178.

(L% 143 W)

[5] 2, O BREE, 5. IR A2 AE SR S5 T REMN [T
WFFELM]. Abst: bl H e, 2016.

[6] XUZEs]. BeiERARE A THIE BREERANIR[D]. dust. hiE
Ml Rl e, 2011



