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Review of the Four Assessment Methods of Siream Health Satus

LIU Ying, GAO Jiarong, CUI Qiang, FEN G Ze-shen
( Key L aboratory of Soil and Water Conservation & Desertif ication Combating of
the Ministry of Education, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abgtract : The assessment of river health statusis the base of stream restoration and management. Four as
sessment methods of stream health status and application procedures of the RBPfrom American, the ISC and
GRSfrom Australia, and the RCE from Sweden were introduced. Objects, index selection, standard enact-
ment , and result presentation of the four assessment methods were compared. The advantage and disadvan-
tage of different assessment indexes were discussed. The methods were assessed from seven aspects. Results
from the study may offer a reference for the assessment system of stream health statusin different areas of
our country.

Keywords: river health status; assessment method; restoration
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