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Abstract: Landscape ecology is both a new subject that has been developing in the
past few decades and a research kernel of ecology nowadays. With the advance—
ment of landscape ecology interdisciplinary research has been improved which fa—
cilitates the establishment and development of new growth points in landscape ecol—-
ogy including fluvial and scape ecology landscape genetics multifunctional land—
scape studies integrative landscape modeling and landscape sustainability sci—
ence. In globalizing context great progress has also been achieved on landscape
ecological research in China. International colleague has come to notice and review
the development of landscape ecology in China via international journals indicating
the coming of an international status for Chinese landscape ecology. In this paper
the concept and basic principles of landscape ecology are first introduced then
the present situation and the existing problems of landscape ecological studies in
China are summarized and analyzed and the future research trend of landscape e—
cology for our country is pointed out.
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