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An indicator system for biodiversity and ecosystem services evaluation in China
FU Bojie *, YU Dandan, LU Nan

State Key Laboratory of Urban and Regional Ecology, Research Center for Eco—Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100085, China

Abstract; Assessment of biodiversity and ecosystem services can provide important base for ecosystem management and
decision making. Indicator systems are major tools for scientific assessments. However, no unified indicator systems and
methods have been developed for evaluation of biodiversity and ecosystem services in China. It brings poor comparability of
evaluation results among different regions and some difficulty in regional and national integration studies. Therefore, it is
urgent to establish a scientific, systematic, standard indicator system for evaluation of biodiversity and ecosystem services in
China at present. In this paper, we propose the principles of establishing evaluation indicator system, and establish an
indicator system for biodiversity and ecosystem services evaluation in China on the basis of the main research outcome in
biodiversity and ecosystem services and the cascade relations of biodiversity-ecosystem structure-process and function-

ecosystem services.
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Table 1 Indicator system for biodiversity evaluation in China
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Table 2 Indicator system for ecosystem services evaluation in China
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Table 3 Data requirements and accessibility for biodiversity and ecosystem services evaluation in China
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