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Abstract Ecosystem services are irreplaceable for human well-being and regional sustainable development. Air
purification is one of the main types of ecosystem services, which is of great significance to the improvement of
human settlement quality and the construction of regional ecological civilization. The ecosystem air purification
service and its quantitative research results were reviewed, the source, concept and connotation of the ecosystem air
purification service were elaborated, the advantages and disadvantages of the market theory method and the
ecological model method for estimating air purification services were summarized, and the research practices and
developments related to air purification services at home and abroad was combed. In view of the existing problems,
such as the imperfect theoretical system of air purification service research, fewer research methods on temporal and
spatial dynamics, relatively single ecosystem types, and insufficient research results on scale integration, it was
suggested that the future research should strengthen the pertinence of the theoretical basis of ecosystem air
purification services, pay attention to the dynamic and precise research method, and enhance the multi-scale
integration and the diversity of ecosystem types, etc.
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Table 1 Evaluation methods for the value of air purification services

iR Ak T e B
ol T 737 01 24 1 4 (1 —
BT esnan PSRRI, GRS LA SRS DGR AT S AR R T AL L, 2R FL 35, L
fhiFrik BV, AICAESE 5 LRI SO R, G5B AIL ER FFRL 2 UIR S i
e
B R T-BO A L2
e VBUNBEG 694 SR R A AT BEALAITRE A TR 3 TR SR AR b2 R 13
NI i 5, W MO PO (e, TR AROML, AL T RO IR, AR 22
flFrk e
et B TR RORAG  TRURBRR R RAT R R T SRS B . s
> g s U 2 AR S BRI
22 ESEEGE IR, PR LA R T5 Qe My 22 0 A, I
21 2, BAMEE PR KRS RGEH REE RS I E R BB A, 5 )8
B, REBRETAESRGAUR. S5 5 R, (kTR BE s A TS e BEANTS B TR
WABR GRS IR AT A S, SEF ER RN, T Z O R PR AR, B 5E2

B4k Ktk . BT AESERIMEEE . B
PO, BRI PPARRG BE 8, ANAT DAPEAR
HEBRGMS sk, v DoE il E & RAE B RS
HAb s SR B, T B A S R GRS IR Y
FRITEZ—-

] NS AN R 2R A 28 R e v fb s SUIRS5 4
B A E RIS, F2A I 4 (CITY green ) £5
HIFN i-Tree f AU B L . CITY green #5571 41 £5 1444k,
23 SBR[ s B SRR TR 2 A, Hohige b 25 R
MR 55 3= BERIAE W . 08 L 43 ABELI KA Y
TS, TG e AR A —E LA —
Ak, SUARSE, B ST KA R AR T

RIBCFANE B R o i-Tree A58 750 32 240 55 39 1 4%
A 25 A (6 3T A (UFORE) A 47 38 44 48 21 3
(STRATUM)2 MR, 2RI D R ST A 25304
PAGE T 3L BRI A Y, A ry St LS T
SR 3T ARAMOR [ e M 2SS A 52 O, 2R R
FH I 2R SRS 0 AR M K50, BRATIEAS B ol | A48
5 BRI, N5 A5 G T X BAR B PR A A4l
A U XA SRR s iR T 4014
BGTEAITE P LG A R, A IR
55 PEAG 5 R RE S 1 25 ] L JE R oK, i-Tree #7Y L
CITY green BERUBFFE A PSR BT 42 5, PEA 45 R ofi
PR R o (H LR AR AR AT — i A3E e A



LRR]

HRIKEE: RS R GT s RS P oe it g £ 235 -

JRBRYE . CITYgreen BLRUIE H T3 117 4 b e KAY
(AR A8 B A A Ak s A AT, R U TR %
JEAIED AR R AR R 2, R BEAT XA R R ik S8 -
Tree F5 AU 3% FH U Bl #¢ CITY green A7 T, SR M BB
JE R AR 2 AN 4x D, £ STRATUM B Hedb

PR I T AR 2 5 MK S5 SR R AT A I ) B
Bro BEAh, 33k 2 AR 4 PN B RO (B8 R B s A
235 YRR FE RO 45 ) B B IR S B B B0
TS E X, A —RE B I, 7 I
P2 A — e RIRZE (R 2) .

®2 FUESBRINMETGEESERLR

Table 2 Comparison of ecological models for evaluating the value of air purification services
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