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What can be success criteria for ecological restoration?
- The Goal of Ecological Restoration and the HEP Application
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Ecological Impact Assessment:

Summary : Currently, ecological restoration activities
including “biotope creation/restoration projects,” “co
mpensatory mitigation projects” have been popular in
Japan. However, success criteria on these activities
were not clearly defined. Ecological restoration
activities must have clear success criteria that directly
relates to their goals/objectives.

This paper reviewed mechanisms of Habitat
Evaluation Procedures (HEP) that are very popular in
the U.S. to identify possible success criteria on
ecological restoration projects. The study showed there
were three basic parameters such as “quality,” “space,
” “time,” that were used in HEP,

In conclusion, such basic ideas of HEP will fit for
ecological restoration projects to establish their
goals/success criteria as well as to evaluate impacts on
ecosystems both of development site and of
compensatory mitigation site in Japan.
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