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Abstract: According to the LY /T 1721-2008 specifications for assessment of forest ecosystem services the
paper had combined with forest ecological services of natural forest protection project in Yulong County of Yunnan
province features from domestic and abroad on forest ecosystem services research screening evaluation index and
establish the index system. With Yulong County inventory report Yulong County forest resources of natural forest
protection project of basic data Yulong County forestry statistics statistical report Yulong County Yearbook eco—
logical monitoring data existing research results the paper had evaluated of the natural forest protection project of
forest ecosystem service function value from 1998 to 2015. The results showed that in 1998-2015 the total value of
forest ecosystem services of natural forest protection in Yulong natural forest protection project’s area is about
4 945. 15 Billion RMB. From the change in trend the total value of forest ecosystem services showed an upward trend
over time. Finally according to the evaluation results the paper reached the corresponding policy implications.
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Table 3 The area of natural forest protection project in Yulong County ( hm?)
1998 0. 00 100. 00 0.00 0. 00 0. 00
1999 474 680. 00 800. 00 0.00 10733.33 474 680. 00
2000 487973.33 1233.33 2200. 00 0.00 488 053. 33
2001 487 973.33 366. 67 2 126. 67 1066. 67 497 280. 00
2002 487 973.33 20. 00 0. 00 1033.33 499 340. 00
2003 487 973.33 23.33 295.33 1 358. 00 502 188. 00
2004 487973.33 6. 67 200. 00 1913.33 503 030. 67
2005 487973.33 0. 00 133.33 2 666. 67 504 455. 83
2006 487973.33 0. 00 0.00 1 600. 00 506 257. 83
2007 487 973.33 0. 00 0.00 2333.33 509 057. 83
2008 487973.33 0. 00 0.00 2 106. 67 510 657. 83
2009 487973.33 0. 00 0.00 3333.33 512991. 17
2010 487 973.33 0. 00 0. 00 3333.33 515097. 83
2011 484 744. 00 333.33 0.00 1733.33 514 535.17
2012 484 744. 00 0. 00 0. 00 1.000. 00 517 625. 17
2013 484 744. 00 0. 00 0. 00 1 000. 00 519 596.77
2014 484 744. 00 133.33 0.00 1333.33 520298. 77
2015 484 744. 00 0. 00 0.00 666. 67 521298.77
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Table 4 The Material of forest ecosystem service in Yulong

/ot
/ /ot /ot /ot /ot
" N p K /ot /ot /ot /ot
1998 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1999 185588.5  4445.38 10.67 3.56 4.00 154.50 413. 61 8.85 7.11 0.077 0.244 995. 12

2000 190 817.

4570. 62 10.97  3.66 4.11 159. 69 427.52 9.15 7.31 0. 079 0.251 1023.15

2001 194424.5 4 657.03 11.18 3.73 4.19 163.57 437.91 9.39 7.45 0. 081 0.256 1042.49

2002 195230.0  4676.32 11.22  3.74 4.21 165. 13 442.07 9.48 7.48 0. 081 0.257 1046. 81

2003 196343.5  4702.99 11.29  3.76  4.23  166.96 446. 98 9.60 7.52 0. 081 0.258 1052.78

2004 196 672.9  4710.88 11.31  3.77 4.24 168. 14 450. 13 9. 68 7.53 0. 081 0.259 1054.55

2005 197 230. 1 4724.23 11.34  3.78 4.25 169.53 453.85 9.77 7.56 0. 082 0.259 1057.54

2006 197934.7  4741.10 11.38  3.79 4.27 171.05 457.94 9.87 7.58 0. 082 0.260 1061.31

2007 199029.4  4767.33 11.44  3.81 4.29 172.93 462.97 9.99 7.62 0.082 0.262 1067.18

2008 199655.0  4782.31 11.48 3.83 4.30 174.42 466. 96 10. 09 7.65 0. 083 0.263 1070. 54

2009 200567.2 4 804.16 11.53  3.84 4.32 176.18 471. 67 10. 21 7.68 0. 083 0.264 1075.43

2010 202694.1  4855.11 11.65 3.88 4.37 178.98 479. 16 10. 38 7.76 0. 084 0.267 1086. 84

2011 202474.2  4849.84 11.64 3.88 4.36 179.73 481. 16 10. 43 7.76 0. 084 0.266 1085.66

2012 203682.3  4878.78 11.71  3.90 4.39 181.75 486. 58 10. 56 7.80 0. 084 0.268 1092.13

2013 204 453. 1 4897.24 11.75  3.92  4.41 183. 40 491. 00 10. 67 7.83 0. 085 0.269 1096.27

2014 204727.6  4903. 81 11.77  3.92  4.41 184.62 494.26 10. 76 7.84 0. 085 0.269 1097.74

2015 205118.6  4913.18 11.79  3.93  4.42  185.96 497. 84 10. 85 7.86 0. 085 0.270  1099.83

3376642.7 80880.31 194.11 64.70 72.79 2936.55 7861.60 169.72 129.35 1. 400 4.440 18105.38

187591.3  4493.35 10.78  3.59 4.04 163.14 436.76 9.43 7.19 0. 080 0.250 1005.85

o 5 1998—2015

N N 4945. 15 274.74 o
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5
Table 5 The value of forest ecosystem service in Yulong ( ca’l)

1998 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0. 00 0.00 0. 00 0.01 0.01
1999 101.7 55.95 20. 04 18.54 13. 60 41.36 15.76 0.01 266. 96
2000 104.6 57.53 20. 60 19. 16 14. 07 42.75 16.20 0.01 274.92
2001 106. 5 58.62 20.99 19. 63 14.43 43.79 16.51 0.01 280. 48
2002 107.0 58. 86 21.08 19. 82 14. 58 44.21 16. 58 0.01 282. 14
2003 107.6 59. 19 21.20 20. 04 14.76 44.70 16. 67 0.01 284.17
2004 107. 8 59.29 21.23 20. 18 14. 88 45.01 16. 70 1.03 286. 12
2005 108. 1 59.46 21.29 20. 34 15.02 45.38 16.75 1.03 287.37
2006 108. 5 59.67 21.37 20. 53 15.17 45.79 16. 81 1.45 289.29
2007 109. 1 60. 00 21.49 20.75 15.36 46.30 16. 90 1.43 291. 33
2008 109. 4 60. 19 21.55 20.93 15.51 46.70 16. 95 1.54 292.77
2009 109.9 60. 47 21. 65 21. 14 15. 68 47.17 17.03 1.76 294. 80
2010 111.1 61.11 21. 88 21.48 15.95 47.92 17.21 1. 84 298. 49
2011 111.0 61.04 21. 86 21.57 16.03 48. 12 17. 19 2.10 298.91
2012 111.6 61.41 21.99 21. 81 16.23 48. 66 17.30 3.32 302. 32
2013 112.0 61. 64 22.07 22.01 16. 40 49. 10 17.36 3.27 303. 85
2014 112.2 61.72 22.10 22.15 16. 53 49.43 17.38 3.27 304.78
2015 112. 4 61. 84 22. 14 22.31 16. 67 49.78 17.42 3.94 306. 50
1850. 4 1018.01 364. 54 352.39 260. 87 786. 16 286.73 26. 05 4945. 15
102. 8 56. 56 20. 25 19. 58 14.49 43.68 15.93 1.45 274.74

~

()
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2015 )
1998—2015
4945. 15 0
1 850. 4
1 018. 01 o
786. 16
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