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Abstract: Terrestrial ecosystem provides a variety of services in both material products and living environment for human
survival and development, understanding the characteristics of ecosystem services is an important prerequisite for ecosystem
management. According to the generation, delivery and use of ecosystem services, the characteristics of ecosystem services include
ecosystem quality dependence, spatial heterogeneity, multi-scale correlation, trade-offs and synergies and cross-scale delivery.
Understanding these characteristics can provide important implications for ecosystem management, including improving ecosystem
quality, identifying and protecting high conservation value areas, maintaining the integrity of ecosystem service process, coordinating
ecosystem service trade-offs and weighing multi-scale stakeholders. The review on the characteristics and management application of
terrestrial ecosystem services can provide a scientific guidance for effective ecosystem management and improving ecosystem
services.
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Fig. 1 Ecosystem Services Generation, Transport, Utilization and Management Framework
(modified from Felipe Lucia et al™)
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