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Review on grassland ecosystem health

YE Xin"?, ZHOU Huakun', ZHAO Xirquan', WEN Jun"’,

CHEN Zhe"?, DUAN Ji-chuang"’
( 1. Northwest Institute of Plateau Biology, Chinese A cademy of Sciences, Qinghai Xining 810008, China;

2. Graduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: This study reviewed the progresses, problems and future fields in the grassland ecosystem
health, emphasizing on indicator system and its establishment methods. This study compared structural
function indicator system and integrated indicator system, and pointed out the characteristics of ten estalr
lishment methods and its application. And then this study put forward some advice for indicator selection,
weight assignment of indicator, and criterion. This study suggested that different methods were used to e
valuate the same grassland ecosystem, which benefited the comparison and rectification deviation, and
more comprehensive and interdisciplinary evaluation would be core of future field of grassland ecosystem
health evaluation based on nature, economy, society, and human health.

Key words: Grassland ecosystem; health evaluation; progresses; indicator systems; methods



