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Improvement of Evaluation Method of Forest Species Diversity Conservation Value

——A Case Study of Jiangle County
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Abstract: The conservation value of forest species diversity is one of the hot issues in forestry science, and

how to set a reasonable unit price is one of the important indicators to correctly assess the forest health.

Based on the fact that the forest species diversity in different age-groups and origins varies,an improvement

was made on the Shannon-Wiener index based evaluation method by adding two factors:age-group and ori-

gin. Applying the sublot survey data of castanopsis fargesii secondary forest in 2012 in Jiangle Forest

Farm, a verification of the improved method was made. The results demonstrated that the improved meth-

od could more scientifically reflect the forest diversity conservation value.
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Table 1  Grade partition and values of Shannon-Wiener index
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Table 2 Values of different origins and age-group
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Table 3 The Shannon-Wiener index of each sublot
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