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A Quantitative Analysis on Priority of Conservation of the
National Protected Plantsin Hualongshan Mountain

FU Zhi-jun
(Department of Geography, Bagi College of Arts and Sciences Baoji 721007 China)

Abstract: Based on field investigation, the wefficient of endangerment, the coefficient of lost geneticdiversity and the
coefficient of value were used for evaluation of threatened level, lost genetic diversity and species value , then for
quantitative analyses to determine the priority of consewation of the national protected plants distributed in Hualongshan
Mountain Nature Preserev in this paper. The studied results shuwed that of the 20 national protected plants, 7 belongs to
the first class protection, 7 to the second , and 6 to the third. Some effective conservational measures have been put

forward.
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