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Fig.1 Sample points in this study
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Fig.2 Evaluation system of forest ecosystem ecological function value
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Table 1 Variable description information of Meta Regression Model
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Fig.3  Forest ecosystem ecological service function value in China
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An Empirical Study of Meta-analytical Value Transfer
of Forest Ecosystem Services in China

Qi Xinxian', Huang Xianjin', Lai Li’
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and Oceanographic Sciences, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, Jiangsu, China; 2. Information Center

of Jiangsu Province, Nanjing 210013, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: By constructing the database and Meta Model of the ecological service function of the forest ecosys-

tem in China, the factors influencing the value evaluation and the validity of the model were analyzed. The re-

search showed that: 1) The research method, the ecosystem ecological service function, the vegetation type,

the vegetation area, the population and the agglomeration degree were the main factors affecting the change of

the ecological service function of the forest ecosystem; 2) It was validly testified that the application of the

transfer of value based on Meta-analysis in the evaluation of the ecological service function of the forest eco-

system was a quick and effective method; 3) In the ecological service function of the forest ecosystem, there

were some characteristics such as high in the east and low in the west, and high in the north and low in the

south. The value increased as the time went by. The value of water conservation was the highest, and the value

of providing forest fruit products was the lowest.

Key words: forest ecosystem; value transfer; Meta-analysis; China



