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Ecological assessment of Momoge National Nature Reserve
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Abstract: As a special area to protect the representative ecosystem and the rare and endangered species, na-
ture reserves are seriously affected by the socio-economic activities now. To measure the socio-economic activi-
ties impact on nature reserves, this research studied Jilin Momoge Nature Reserve. Based on the survey data
and statistical yearbooks etc, this study combined the analytic hierarchy process (AHP) with the expert
scoring method as the research method, comprehensively assessed 12 factors of the three important side of this
nature reserve; socio-economic activities impacts, factors wetland environment and the object of protection
status. The protection object of the reserve is in a good condition, the status of the wetland is great affected by
the climate, the influence of mining is decrease, but the influence by the animal husbandry and planting is
eradually revealed. Finally the result of this assessment is better. [Ch, 2 fig. 5 tab. 15 ref. ]
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Figure 1 = Structure of ecological evaluation indexes on Momoge National Nature Reserve
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Table 1 Indexes criterion of ecological evaluation on Momoge National Nature Reserve
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Table 4 Wetland area statistics of Momoge National Nature Reserve
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Table 5 Summary of the bird resources in Momoge National Nature Reserve
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