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Abstract

Urban green land system includes the vegetated land within the urban boundary, and other well
vegetated areas that play the role of supporting urban development by providing ecological envi-
ronment, resorts for recreation and view. It is a patch-corridor system formed by various green land
elements connected through corridors. The green land system delivers a sort ecosystem services,
such as climate regulation, pollutant absorption, maintaining biodiversity, guarding public health
and providing recreation space etc. Presently, the design and assessment of the urban green land
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usually follow the principles in City Planning, Architecture and Economics and ignore the ecosys-
tem service concept. This study addressed the ecosystem services concept in assessing the green
land system in urban. The ecosystem service supply and demands were elucidated. Then the green
land assessment incorporating the ecosystem services delivery was highlighted. The approach
outlined in this study may contribute to the promotion of the environmental carrying capacity of
urban system by optimizing the green land system.
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Figure 1. Ecosystem service supply, demand and delivery from green
land to residential
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Figure 2. Feedbacks between residential and urban green land
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