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Evaluation Method and Case Analysis of Phyllostachys pubescens Forest

CHI Shang-ping ( Fujian Provincial Forestry Survey and Design Institute, Fuzhou, Fujian 350003)

Abstract Taking Guilin state-owned forest farm in Jianyang District, Nanping City, Fujian Province as an example, through collecting the
data of the forest farm and other relevant technical and economic indicators needed for evaluation, the paper analyzed the three basic methods
of traditional Phyllostachys pubescens forest value evaluation, namely, the replacement cost method, the market method and the income meth-
od. The results showed that the annual net income of Phyllostachys pubescens was 33 676. 07 yuan/(hm* - a). The results showed that the im-
proved limited period annuity capitalization method was the most close to the real market value of Phyllostachys pubescens forest, and it also
made the evaluation error. The purpose of this study was to provide reference for improving the evaluation of Phyllostachys pubescens forest.
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