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Study on Conservation Gaps of Biodiversity Conservation Priority Zone in Zhejiang Province Based on Environmental Function Zon-
ing—A Case Study of Wuyi Mountain Area

TANG Bo', WU Chun’, DENG Jing-song” et al (1. Design and Research Institute of Ecological and Environmental Sciences of Zhejiang
Province, Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310007 ; 2. Zhejiang University, Hangzhou, Zhejiang 310012)

Abstract Biodiversity is the basis for the survival and development of human society, and the protection of biodiversity is urgent. Although
the existing priority areas for biodiversity conservation covers most of the key priority area habitat of ecosystems and species, there are still
some gaps in the protection of many important species and ecosystems. Based on the Environmental Function Zoning in Zhejiang Province
which released in 2017, combining with the present situation of Zhejiang, this study performed functional partitioning of the Wuyi Mountain
biodiversity conservation priority zone which located in Zhejiang, in addition, the importance assessment was carried out, and identified that
the protection vacancy area of the priority area was 2 414 km*, which provides the basis for the optimization of the layout of the next priority re-

gional network and biodiversity conservation.
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Fig.1 Spatial distribution of class I region of biodiversity conservation priority zone
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Fig.2 Spatial distribution of class IIl region of biodiversity conservation priority zone
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Fig.3 Spatial distribution of class II region of biodiversity conservation priority zone
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Fig.4 Spatial distribution of important protection space of class II region of biodiversity conservation priority zone
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