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Abstract: Watershed ecological health assessment is the basis of the watershed water ecological function zoning and
ecological management. Based on the data sources from the Web of Science and CNKI, a bibliometric analysis of watershed
ecological health assessment research fields at home and abroad was carried out by using scientific knowledge atlas tool CiteSpace.
The results showed that the number of articles published by CNKI was higher than that of WOS after 2005. Australia, China, the
United States and France were the top countries in WOS. Interdisciplinary integration was obtained in this field, including ecology,
zoology, botany, etc. Germany, the United Kingdom and the United States had prominent influence in this field, while China had
less influence and less research cooperation with the international community. In terms of research content, foreign countries focused
on evaluation methods, including the predictive model method, biological integrity method, etc. In addition, habitat evaluation and
protection of watershed biodiversity were emphasized. And ecological restoration and sustainable development of watershed ecology
were also emphasized. In China, the foreign assessment system and technology methods were studied to establish a suitable
watershed ecological health assessment system. Meanwhile, 3S technology had become a new hot spot in this field and might
become an important tool in the future.
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