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Research on the space-overlap and development conflicts between types of
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Abstract; The space-overlap conflict among types of protected areas is a common problem of national ecological protected
area and national park system management. Based on the analysis of the different types of national protected area
developments, functions, and spatial distributions, ‘Coordinated managements for core objectives’ were propounded, as a
basic framework for subtle protected areas administration. Other proposals were brought forward to improve national park

system management and ‘ Green shield operation’ in natural reserves.
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Table 2 Situation of main protected areas in China
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Fig.1 Numbers of main protected areas in China’s provinces, municipalities and autonomous regions
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Table 3 Comparisons between main protected areas in China and IUCN categories
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Fig.2 Matrix of land functions of protected areas in China
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Fig.5 Diagram of function divisions between the forest park and nature reserve
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Table 4 Conflict analysis of functions between the forest park and nature reserve
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Table 5 Spatial coordinated management of the forest park and nature reserve
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Fig.6 Functional division adjustment of the forest park based on core objectives
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Table 6 Coordination evaluation and reference factors based on core objectives
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