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A Perspective on the Progress of Forest Park Research through Statistical
Analysis of the Doctoral and Master’s Dissertations in China
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Abstract; Based on the sources of Chinese Dissertations Database, this paper gets 460 Doctoral and
Master’s dissertations on forest parks from 2000 to 2014. Then systematic analysis is made of dissertation’s
number increase , specialty’ s background , study content and case region , partly indicating the current situ-

ation and characteristics of forest park research in China. In the end,the prospects are put forward for fu-

ture forest park study.
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Fig.1 The growth comparision of national forest parks and

theses about forest parks in China
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Tab. 1 The subject background comparison of theses about forest parks from 2000 to 2014
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Tab.2 The specialty background comparison of theses a-
bout forest parks from 2000 to 2014
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Tab. 3

Content classification of theses about forest park

from 2000 to 2014
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Tab.4 The regional difference comparison of theses about

forest parks from 2000 to 2014
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