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Methodology of Sampling in Quantitative Ethnobotany
Huai HuYin', Pei Shengji2

(1. College of Biology and Biotechnology, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou 225009;

2. Kunming Institute of Botany, the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Kunming 650204)
Abstract  Quantitative methods have played more and more important role in Ethnobotanical
researches. However, there is still much confusion in sampling methods. Based on our field work
about medicinal plants in different habitats used by folk healers of the Lahu people in Jinping
Miao, Yao and Dai Autonomous County, some problems existing in sampling methodology of
Ethnobotany have been discussed in this paper. The results show that sample areas in different
habitats in Ethnobotany researches are similar to that in Ecological researches. So in the same
environment, sample area in ecological study may be used as an indicator for determination of
sample area in Ethnobotanical research.
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