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Research progress of forest health assessment in China
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Abstract: The forest health assessment can reflect the health status of forests in a certain area and guide their development
towards a healthy direction. Forest health assessment is an important basis and means for forest health management, which has
attracted much attention from scholars and the general public in recent years. With the increasing attention to the excessive
logging and destruction of forest resources, it is necessary to carry out forest health assessments for better protection and
development of forest resources, which has important significance for guiding the healthy development of forests in China. This
paper combines the relevant research on forest health assessment in China, and from an ecological perspective, describes the
characteristics of forest health. It summarizes the research history of forest health, the principles of selecting evaluation indicators,
and the selection of evaluation methods, with the aim of providing some reference for scholars involved in forest health
assessment work.
Keywords: Forest health; Evaluation index; Evaluation method; Forest health assessment
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Table 2 Comparison of forest health evaluation methods
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