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Fig. 1 The value constitute diagram of ecosystem service function in Longshan county
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Tab. 2 Study area of sensitivity and ecological function zoning
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Value Assessment of Ecological Service Function and Its Improving Way

——Taking Longshan County As Example

ZHOU Cong-xuan®”, GE Da-bing*"

(a.College of biological science and technology ,b.Ecological science and engineering research institute ,c.Ecosystem health in rural

areas of Dongting lake of Hunan key laboratory ,Hunan Agricultural University ,Changsha 410128, China)

Abstract ; Referring to the framework of the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment , this paper sets up an
evaluation index system of ecosystem service function in Longshan County.Based on the analysis of the
service function value provided by Longshan County ecosystem, this research explores how to improve the
value of ecosystem services function in Longshan County.The results show that the total value of ecosystem
services value in Longshan County is 8.369 billion yuan,which is higher than that of GDP (6.133 billion
yuan) in Longshan county in 2014, meanwhile those also prove that the ecological function zoning pro-
motes to the value of ecological service function.It can be concluded that the value of ecosystem service in
the county is huge,which is conducive to strengthening the people’s awareness of the ecological system,
and maintaining the local sustainable development plays a pivotal role.3figs. ,3tabs.,17refs.
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