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Abstract: Zoning of a forest by ecosystem services is a current concern guiding modern forestry development.
This study was conducted in Chun’an County, Zhejiang Province to strengthen the status of forest ecological
development, to achieve an optimal combination of forest resources, and to obtain the best layout between a
structural and a functional based forest. Factors related to regional forest ecological sensitivity were selected
and an evaluation system built. Then, the law of polygons was used to evaluate the composite index of each
unit. Finally, the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) was employed for a Q-type cluster analysis.
Based on spatial differentiation, the county was divided into four functional areas and implemented. These
results could help strengthen forest ecological development, forest industry, and forest cultural systems; deal
with ecological threats; develop special economic products; and improve regional economies and social
development. [Ch, 4 fig. 2 tab. 11 ref.]
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Figure 1 Indexes system of division for forest ecosystem services
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Table 1 Indexes of evaluating forest environmental sensitivity
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Table 2 Importance evaluation indexes and composite index of forest eco-system services
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Figure 2 Cluster of forest ecological environment sensitivity
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