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Study on the Evaluation of the Value Grade of Ancient and Famous
Trees-Taking Ancient and Famous Trees in Conghua District

of Guangzhou as An Example
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Abstract order to better protect and utilize ancient and famous tree resources, this paper has put forward a
set of value evaluation systems of ancient and famous trees based on natural, cultural, and landscape factors
through resource investigation by using theanalytic hierarchy process and the Delphi method, and constructed an
evaluation model. Taking some ancient and famous trees in the Conghua District of Guangzhou as an example,
the system and evaluation model were preliminarily applied and verified. Trees in our evaluation model can be
divided into five levels. The A-level tree requires its natural, cultural, and landscape values all to be the high-
est degree, which is extremely rare. Most of the ancient and famous trees in Conghua are principally in AA and

AAA levels, with a few in AAAA and AAAAA levels.
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Table 1 Data of someancient and famous trees in Conghua District of Guangzhou
mE A A M FEAE A
Number Name Location Description of tree characteristics
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Description of tree characteristics
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Fig. 1 Value evaluation system of ancient and famous trees
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Table 2 Initial weighted value of evaluation index of ancient and famous trees
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Table 3 Grading standard for value evaluation of ancient and famous trees
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Table 4 Value classification model of ancient and famous trees

FIROME SCepifE SouliirE

Natural Cultural  Landscape A B2 Ir I HE
Total value Value classification Classificationstandard
value value value
40~37 30~28 30~28 100~90 AAAAA  EDF 2 P EMEAE S ERE N, B SN EREAR RN
36~29 27~22 27~22 89~70 AAAA BN EAEA TN
28~21 21~16 21~16 69 ~50 AAA BN ETEATE BN
20~13 15~10 15~10 49~30 AA BN EAEATE N
12~0 9~0 9~0 <30 A B/ 1 M EEAE S E BN, BRI EAEART BN




94 Mol 5FHEERLE 2023 4E 10 A5 39 &5 5 ]
*5 HRBKRNEEESS RS
Table 5 Examples of qualitative classification of ancient and famous trees
‘ H R ME AME SO H
G £ P T 4 Natural value Cultural value Landscape value B R
Number Name Latin name Total value Classification
R YR BN PR R B SN i R
1 AR Ficus microcarpa 9 12 6 5 9 5 8 1 1 56 AAA
2 IRIREEM AR Erythrophleum fordii 8 12 17 5 5 1 8 1 1 48 AA
3 WESHRER AR Antidesma bunius 2 13 6 6 6 2 4 1 0 40 AA
4 ZESEAE R Ficus microcarpa 9 12 6 5 9 5 8 1 1 56 AAA
5 KFEAEAE A Erythrophleum fordii 2 10 7 6 5 1 4 1 1 37 AA
6 KAEMEA  Erythrophleum fordii 2 10 6 6 5 1 5 1 1 37 AA
7 KAEMAR  Erythrophleum fordii 2 10 6 6 5 1 5 1 1 37 AA
8  RIAILIMIGLMHE  Castanopsis hystrix 6 10 0 0 5 1 5 1 0 28 A
9 VISg i R Ficus microcarpa 10 12 0 0 9 5 8 1 1 46 AA
10 R OfEKEMW  Aphananthe aspera 6 15 7 5 7 4 7 1 0 52 AAA
11 R OMWMEWN Liguidambar formosana 6 12 6 5 6 7 7 1 1 51 AAA
12 VOIRHREMR Ficus microcarpa 8 13 0 6 9 5 8 1 1 51 AAA
13 KVEEMA  Erythrophleum fordii 2 11 6 6 5 1 4 2 1 38 AA
14 WXSHREMA  Erythrophleum fordii 4 11 6 6 5 1 5 2 1 41 AA
15 PN Y o) Ficus microcarpa 9 13 7 7 9 5 8 2 1 61 AAA
16 R HAERK Bischofia javanica 6 12 6 6 9 7 7 2 1 56 AAA
17 TR IR Litchi chinensis 6 15 6 5 9 7 1 2 1 58 AAA
18 VIIA i A faf Schima superba 6 14 0 6 9 9 7 2 0 53 AAA
19 K B Litchi chinensis 6 15 6 6 9 7 1 3 1 60 AAA
20  HFOHTIEMAR  Ficus microcarpa 10 14 7 8 9 5 9 3 1 66 AAA
21 VISHEFEFR Bischofia javanica 10 19 6 8 9 7 9 4 1 73 AAAA
22 PR Ficus microcarpa 10 17 7 6 5 5 9 4 1 64 AAA
23 WERERERE A Aphananthe aspera 10 19 7 6 7 4 9 4 0 66 AAA
24 R LA Armeniaca mume 4 9 10 7 9 7 17 1 1 55 AAA
25 HTE L VPN Cupressus funebris 2 17 10 7 9 5 9 1 0 60 AAA
. s 5y), AR AR EE, AR
3 &Sk AR EA BRI — A, A%, AA 9. AAA
Wt AR EE — N EARNERE, B . AAAA R AAAAA 2%, i AAAAA 9h
HMESER, sem R R L, MLV — Xt s, XA RE AR R UL 4 T A R B A 44

AERPERIT I AR SCYRIR AL A 24 K 3 AN J7 I
MU E——HE R SO, AR, O EE S A
AR AR R SR, R PRS2 B ik Al
TERARE VA W Z AR M (E 28, WEH R4
AR ER R PR B — PR B 24 K B9 (BT
A A ) DA S B R E ) UM N B9 70 (0 ~ 100

ARIIAE, AT LR b 24 K 0 48 35 O B it
WHE, FEPRIERY 25 BRI T AR X R 2 A
AR AR AR AAAA O, HAE M4 A
HIET AA G AAA G4, NFTE AAAAA 9%, L
B DA DXt B 44 A 1 20 501 2 2240 T AA Z0RT AAA
P, MUK 2R 3 B HA 1B AAAA
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