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Abstract: The functions of ecosystem services and their values for the high-efficiency ecological economic zone in
Yellow River delta were analyzed by means of XIE Gaodi’s classifying system and evaluation method, and the regio
nal distributions of values of ecosystem services were also analyzed and compared with Costanza’s classifying system
and evaluation method. From the viewpoint of ecological types,the values of wetland,forest,farmland and grassland
accounted for 63.33% ,20.69%.,15.55% and 0.43% of the total, respectively. From the perspective of ecological
services,the values of waste treatment, climate regulalion and water conservation were larger and accounted for
23.37%,21.88% ,20.08% of the total.
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Tab.1 The area of each ecosystem and its proportion in high-efficiency ecological economic zone of the Yellow River delta

fo REALERG BMAES RS AR RS B ES RS
o WR/km? /Y% EE/km? HBI/% ER/km®  WBI/Y% @Rk /%

LERSaT] FE M T 981. 51 8. 09 533. 10 10. 44 0. 00 0. 00 139. 75 2.57
Hebs T FEEX 410. 77 3.38 165. 99 3.25 1.62 0. 50 63. 94 1.17
T 1121.43 9. 24 275.79 5. 40 0.02 0.01 353.05 6. 48
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Tab.2 The ecosystem services values of high-efficiency ecological economic zone in the Yellow River delta

fIR 55 2 1 A H /126 A/ 4278 MR /4200 i / 4270 MAE /12t
AR 7.41 21. 83 0.32 11.97 41.53
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Fig. 1 The proportion of each ecosystem services value in high-efficiency ecological economic zone of the Yellow River delta
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Tab.3 The ecosystem services value of the counties in high-efficiency

ecological economic zone of the Yellow River delta
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Tab.4 The comparisons between all types of ecosystem services values in the Yellow River delta and the whole nation
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Fig. 2 The comparison of results from two methods
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