Ao RO ROF F 4R, 2011, 28(1): 59 - 65
Journal of Zhejiang A & F University

BARPEHEMRERITFNEZNEESN A

KoOAE, FROER', REE x| RN 78S

(L bl K2 AR T 5P A E M ESLE, e 100083; 2. IR, 107 FHAR 118003;
3. WHLRMI A Mol 54 AR B, Wil & 311300)

TE., ARRY R ARAKERFOA AN THE 0 RAERFN, E20 PR EARTORBRY R Hw, Kk
WA AL A% AREANEL, ARTLHRP IR Z0F T OMET O RRY EARMEEFNIEIRIKEZ, FH
BARY R AR ESSIH, AmAA 8RB RERKGEERLE, FLTERLERR A REY KKK
HATRE RN, R R AR, 15 S kit A 8 AR TR BARA ) B kB T 533%, BAEERAH
W BB T 46.7%, AN G RLEY R AREERALRYE, 5EFASHEL—%, ANBHREARAARGFOERARE, B
1 &3421

EER., ARAESF, ORKRPE, AHWMEE,; HBFKE; T

mESZES . S718.5; S759.9 MEEARER . A XEHS . 2095-0756(2011)01-0059-07

Establishment and application of forest health assessment

system for nature reserve

ZHANG Huan', HAN Hai-rong', KANG Feng-feng', LIU Li'*, YT Lita’

(1. Key Laboratory for Silviculture and Conservation of Education Ministry, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing
100083, China; 2. Eastern Liaoning University, Dandong 118003, Liaoning, China; 3. School of Forestry and
Biotechnology, Zhejiang A & F University, Lin’an 311300, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: Different from the general forest health assessment, the forest health assessment of nature reserves
must consider the impact of forests on nature reserves. The research established an indicator system from the
perspective of impacts of forests on ecosystems, social benefits, and rare species and scored forest health of
nature reserves. This indicator system was applied to assess the forest health of Baihuashan Nature Reserve in
Beijing. The results indicated that 8 out of 15 sample plots in Baihuashan National Nature Reserve were
healthy, accounting for 53.3 per cent. The sub-healthy plots accounted for 46.7 per cent. It showed that the
overall health condition of Baihuashan Nature Reserve was good, and the indicator system presented a satis-
factory applicability. [Ch, 1 fig. 3 tab. 21 ref. ]
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Table 1  Assessment system of forest health in nature reserves
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