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Abstract: In this study,the current situations, existing problems and development trends of the evaluation
indexes and methods for forest site productivity both at home and abroad were reviewed. Forest site pro-
ductivity evaluation index can be classified into four categories,including stand height, stand volume or bas-
al area growth,stand characteristics and site attributes. On the basis of the above four evaluation indexes,a
variety of evaluation methods are generated, and each method has its advantages and disadvantages, of
which the method of site index evaluation is the most popular one. Finally, the evaluation method for site
growth potential,site growth potential evaluation of natural mixed forest,the study of regional site growth
potential evaluation and space mapping technique are all discussed.
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