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Application of deliberative monetary valuation in ecosystem value evaluation

and inspirations

WANG Pengwei, ZHONG Linsheng *
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Abstract; Ecosystem services value evaluation is the basis of ecosystem protection and management. Numerous methods
have been used for ecosystem services value evaluation, but there are no widely acceptable ecosystem services evaluation
methods. Deliberative monetary valuation ( DMV ), combined deliberation, and stated preference methods are the new
evaluation methods. We reviewed the study backgrounds of DMV, summarized the study contents and advantages of DMV,
DMYV application in ecosystem services value evaluation, and Willingness to Pay( WTP) values produced by DMV. We also
described the challenges and limitations of DMV application, as well as proposed prospects for DMV application in China.
This review provides a reference for the application and promotion of DMV in China and explores more effective methods for

ecosystem service value evaluation.
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