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Abstract: Forest carrying capacity evaluation, an important component of forestry sustainable develop-
ment, is also precondition of establishing strategy of regional forestry sustainable development. Zhejiang
Province’s forest carrying capacity in 2005 was evaluated by establishing index system and evaluation model
through comprehensive index method. The results showed that the I (forest carrying index) was overloaded
(Iyc = 1.003), so it was in a weak sustainable stage. From two different forecasts, the direction of forestry
sustainable development in Zhejiang Province was that shrub and coniferous forest with smaller productivity
and biomass would be replaced by broadleaf forest and coniferous and broadleaf forest with bigger productiv-
ity and biomass. [Ch, 1 fig. 4 tab. 13 ref.]
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Table 2 Different level index weights in Zhejiang Province
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Table 3  Different situations of forest types in different periods
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Table 4  Areas of different forest types if forest coverage is unchanged
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