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A study of Ecosystem Cultural Services Assessment: case of
Wetland Protection Areas”
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ABSTRACT

There is often confliction between conservation for protected ecosystem assets and development for
various stakeholders at wetland protection areas. The concept of Ecosystem Services can be an alter-
native solution for the conflicts. This paper attempted to measure and evaluate cultural ecosystem serv-
ices according to the index evaluation approach. For the evaluation, the paper suggested five indicators
of ecosystem cultural services including: inspiration, landscape aesthetics, education, eco-tourism, and
heritage. The developed indices of cultural services in this study can be also utilized as a policy sup-
port tool for conservation of the wetland protected areas. The result illustrates the ranking and correla-
tion of each indicator of ecosystem cultural services and suggestions for useful means of management

policy in wetland protected areas.
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Figure 1. The result of Cultural Ecosystem Services Index Evaluation
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Figure 1. Fomula of Landscape Aesthetic in terms
of Cultural Ecosystem Services
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