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Abstract

The article evaluated the forest ecosystem service function value in ChuXiong Prefecture in 2008.
The result showed that: the total value of the forest ecosystem services was 93,915,812,376 yuan.
The biodiversity conservation function value was 50,642,000,000 yuan. Its ratio was 54%. From
large to small, the sequence of forest ecosystem services function value in ChuXiong Prefecture in
2008 was biodiversity conservation value, soil conservation value, purifying air value, fixing car-
bon and releasing oxygen value, tree nutrient accumulation value, water conservation value and
recreational value.
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Table 1. Social public resource data
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Table 2. Forest resources survey of Chuxiong in 2008
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Table 3. The evaluation index system of service function of forest ecosystem
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Table 4. The evaluation index system of service function of forest ecosystem
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Figurel. The total value of forest ecosystem services in Chuxiong in 2008
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