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Abstract: “Location” parameter is one of the most important parameters in IUCN Red List criteria. In
evaluation process, there are some problems of ignoring or simplifying role of threatening factors,
sometimes only taking some informations, such as specimen record, collection plot number, investigation
data, distribution plot in literature, management and administrative units, to replace “ Location”
parameter in application of “Location” parameter, which causes inaccurate of “Location” parameter and
even deviating from actual situation. In order to solve these problems, four correct judgment methods of
“Location” parameter have been described in detail by schematic diagram, which include judging species
“Location” parameter according to threatening factor change, judging species “Location” parameter of
unaffected area according to subpopulation range, judging species “Location” parameter of unaffected
area according to the smallest patch size of “Location”, and predicting species “Location” parameter
according to historical record. Also, taking the China endemic species Ormosia saxatilis K. M. Lan as a
case, further illustration to correct judgment method of “Location” parameter was carried out. On this
basis, difficulty in process of proper application of “Location” parameter is discussed and analyzed, and
some useful suggestions have been put forward.

Key words: TUCN Red List; “Location” parameter; evaluation criteria; threatening factor; Ormosia
saxatilis K. M. Lan
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Fig. 1 Schematic diagram on parameters of “Area of Occupancy”
and “Location” based on specimen information
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of four methods for correctly judging “Location” parameter
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