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Abstract: Ecosystem services valuation has become one of the hotspots in the field of ecological economics and provides quantita—
tive evidence concerning the importance of the ecosystem for human-beings. In this paper we first discussed ESV method in static
dynamic and GIS based respectively. We pointed out that scientific community should focus on several topics in the near future to
deepen the understanding of the values of ecosystems. These topics include the development of spatially and temporarily explicit dy—
namic valuation models standardization of valuation methods and payment for ES and meeting the requirements of regional ecosys—
tem management and decision making.
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