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Abstract ; Semi-quantitative reviews of the literature are performed that hydrological connectivity affects the single or
multiple wetland ecosystem services. The research results indicate ; (1) Hydrological connectivity shows a multiple effect on
wetland ecosystem service,but most of the effectivity is the positive.(2) Most of the researches focus on the single impacts
about hydrological connectivity on ecosystem service. Little researches pay attention on the multi-factor functioning of
hydrological connectivity impacting on ecosystem service.(3) Based on the current research reviews, more studies will fill
the gaps in the impact of hydrological connectivity on ecosystem service from the process. And,it is necessary to under-
stand the influence of hydrological connectivity on wetland ecosystem service function from the driving mechanism.
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Fig.1 The spatial dimension model of hydrologic connectivity
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