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The Oakery Forest Ecosystem Services Evaluation in China
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Abstract: The forest ecosystem services evaluation is basis that knows better forest and harmonious de- ,
velopment that human being with forest. So far there is not unitary evaluation indices system and evalua-
tion method, though the history of forest ecosystem services evaluation research has more than 30 years.
Base on the evaluation criterion of forest ecosysiem services that is promulgate by State Forestry Adminis-
tration, P. R. China, and observation data of Chinses Forest Ecosystem Research Network ( CFERN)
stations that continuous observed with many years and inventory data, the detailed and dynamic evalua-
tion of Chinese pine forest ecosystem services in China on quantity in kind and value were done. The re-
sults showed that the total value of Chinese pine forest ecosystem services in China in the period of “The
Ninth Five Plan” was 1. 48 x 10" Yuan (RMB) a year, the average value was 79 872 Yuan « hm ™ -
a”'. The total value of Chinese pine forest ecosystem services in China in the period of “The Tenth Five
Plan” was 1.40 x 10" Yuan (RMB) a year, the average value was 76 689 Yuan - hm > - a™". In the

period of “The Tenth Five Plan” , the oakery forest ecosystem services in China conserved water 7. 07 X
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10" m®, protected soil 5. 82 x 10° t, fixed carbon 0.94 x 10° t, produced anion 1.85 x 10* absorbed
S0, 1.59 x 10° kg, retarded dustfall 3. 84 x 10" kg. Along 27 provinces that have oakery forest, the

maximum quantity in kind benefit province from oakery forest ecosystem services is Heilongjiang prov-

ince, the minimum quantity in kind benefit province from oakery forest ecosystem services is Qinghai

province; The maximum at total value is Yunnan province, the minimum is Shanxi province.

Key words : forest ecosystem service; oakery forest; quantity in kind; value; evaluation
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Table 2 The quantity in kind and value of oakery forest ecosystem services of every year
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services in the period of “The Ninth Five Plan”
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Table 3 The order at quantity in kind of oakery forest ecosystem services in the period of “The Tenth Five Plan”
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BeFI 7 5 6 10 3 6 7 7 12 11 8 4 3 5 6 6
H 9 6 4 2 5 4 6 6 4 10 13 6 6 3 3 3
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Fig.2 The distribution of oakery forest ecosystem

services in the period of “The Tenth Five Plan”
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