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Estimation of urban green space carbon sink for ecosystem service function
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Abstract;: The importance evaluation on ecosystem service function is an important link in the "double evaluation" of
land space. Urban green space is an important part of the ecosystem and plays an important role in carbon sink. In
this paper, the estimation method of urban green space carbon sink is systematically expounded, and emphasis is
laid on the technical method of carbon sink estimation system and its application in the estimation of urban green
space carbon sink, including the estimation of urban green space carbon sink at different stages of planning cycle
and different spatial scales. In the end, the paper prospected from the four aspects of the carbon sink estimation
system: technical method, research stage, application scale, and enlightenment of ecosystem service function
evaluation in urban planning, so as to promote the carbon sink estimation of urban green space and low-carbon city

development in China.
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