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Synthetically Evaluation on Foping National Nature Reserve
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Abstract: The Fopin National Nature Reserve was comprehensively evaluated by 12 indices selected the as-

pects of ecology, effective management and soci-economy, such as diversity, naturalness, representa-

tiveness, rarity and fragility ect. The results showed that the rehensive evaluating index was 0. 85,indicat-

ing the conditon of the reserve is relatively good. Finally, the presented problems in the reserve were ana-

lyzed ,and meanwhile, the corresponding proposals were put forward.
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Table 1 The ecological evaluation indices of the Foping National Nature Reserve and grading, score
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Table 2 The evaluation indices of effective management of Foping National Nature Reserve and grading, score
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Table 3 The evaluation index of soci-economy of Foping Nature Reserve

and grading, score criterion on it
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