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On the Landscape Pattern Change and the Ecological Service Value Response .

Taking Qianyang County as an Example
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Abstract: Taking Qianyang County in Shaanxi Province as the research area, this paper extracts
remote sensing data from 2000 to 2015 and consults land use degree index, landscape index and
mathematical model to analyze the change characteristics of landscape pattern. According to the
evaluation model of ecosystem service value, the paper quantitatively analyzes the impact of the
change of Qianyang Countys landscape pattern on the ecological service value (ESV) . The re-
sults show that from the year of 2000 to 2015, the farming area decreased year by year, and was

transformed into grassland and woodland; the unused land was transferred to construction land

Yo B A :2021-04-02; 18 B BB :2021-07-12; M K 3R HH#:2021-12-06; RIEHRIE B —

EETR ST HE X ARRSE SRR 5 (2018).

YEB B A ok (1984-), 53 BRPGAL SR s S0 AR W, 1 . 320 DA b 3 30 4 3t R B R0 DF A 8 P 3t 5 55 5 1) . E-mail
38590673@qq. com,



%1

TR EE < S5 ULHS Jr) B AR 25 2R B8 AR 55 1 e

LT BH B S 451 275

and water conservancy land. The landscape connectivity and uniformity of the study area in the

past 15 years improve and the overall ecosystem service value show an increasing trend of 4. 40%.

The individual ecosystem service value is mainly based on biodiversity protection, water conserva-

tion, and soil formation and protection, with soil protection and formation value accounting for

18.25% of the total. The 4 phases of land use are higher than the national average, and the land

is fully utilized. The sensitivity analysis verifies the estimated results of the ESV coefficient. The

results show that the change of landscape pattern in Qianyang County affects the value trend of

ESV and the value of regional ecosystem services.

Keywords: physical geography; landscape pattern; landscape index; ecosystem service value;

ESV assessment
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Fig. 1 Maps of land use type of Qianyang County from 2000 to 2015
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Tab. 1 Area change and percentage of landscape type
B 2000 4F 2005 4F 2010 4 2015 4F T A2 AL & (hm?)
SOl
x [EEA AL [ R4 1 B Tt [EEA [EF4 2000~ 2005~ 2010~ 2000~
Toamd ) amd) CH Gmd (%) m?) (%) 20054 20104 20154 20154
HhH 34 384.801  34.119 28 875.980 28.653 27 179.500 26.970 27 006.500  26.798 —5508.820 —1 696.480 —173.000 —7 378.301
B 14 649.600 14.536 17 655.900 17.520 18 205.801 18.065 18 033.000 17.894 3 006.301 549. 900 —172.801 3 383.400
B 48 285.898 47.913 50 705.430 50.314 51 804.887 51.405 51 991.318 51.590 2 419.532 1 099. 457 186. 431 3 705.420
H
i 2 014. 230 1.999 2 096. 858 2.081 2 279. 340 2.262 2 298.770 2.281 82.628 182. 482 19. 430 284. 540
Kk 1 251. 790 1. 242 1422.070 1.411 1 289. 590 1. 280 1 443. 450 1. 432 170. 280 —132. 480 153. 860 191. 660
KA _
m 192. 150 0. 191 22.230 0.022 19. 350 0.019 5. 430 0. 005 —169. 920 —2. 880 —13.920 —186. 720
A1F 100 778. 469 100 100 778. 469 100 100 778. 469 100 100 778. 469 100 0 0 0 0
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Tab. 2 Landscape type area transfer matrix in 2000~2015
2015 4F 5t W 2 A
2000 4
TR Bt 5 Hot 8 1 K e T
(hm?) %)
Bt 26 956. 150 3 220. 920 3920. 400 271. 500 9.810 — 7 422. 630 90.510
B 13. 950 14 450. 650 115.020 11. 340 54. 720 — 195. 030 2. 380
P HL 3. 600 357.030 47 932. 540 — — 1.530 362. 160 4. 420
R - — — 2 013.190 0. 450 — 0. 450 0. 005
KA 24. 390 1. 350 2. 610 3.510 1 221. 660 — 31. 860 0. 390
R ) T H — — 28. 530 — 160. 020 3. 600 188. 550 2. 300
% AT A (hm?) 41. 940 3 579. 300 4 066. 560 286. 350 225. 000 1. 530 8 200. 680 —
YN 0.510 43. 650 49. 590 3. 490 2. 740 0. 020 — 100

3.2 EMEBRKFETUIFMESH

A 5 0 28 AR 1 S 0L R B0 AR A B 4 B (R
3),2000~2015 4, B & N 215 3l B9 AS W3 i #F
KRR H R TR, TR 5.99%, s BF
STOUL 2 AU ) A B L H B SR A R R I Bk b 00 S A
Tl e AR B /N 3 Sl PR 4R . A SR 5 X 4
ORI Y (14 bR b 5 b S 25028 s AR L PR B
HOBUR B 5% B 18 BUR R T B (HAERTE 2015 4EA /N

M 1m0 ) D5 P AR 5 O 2K Y 5 R g % 0 288 R R A
WG TRIAAN] . 7E 2015 4E i T AR KA R R 1Y
T W B 2 AR T SO S BRI R . BEE IR S
ST A 3 e s ST T e 14 i R IR R A8 K0 B i
PR AF 4 v o s N 23 3l A 40 55 32 49 o [
I AR 15 2 1A R R . K TR RIS DX A T
R I /b o 38 4R 2 A0 5 LIRS AR A8 500 i A A D6
TENZETE S BT HUR 32 X SR A A B ™

Fz3 2000~2015 ETHESURBIKEIEEH R

Tab. 3 landscape type level index, 2000~2015 Qianyang county
BEHL R B BT AR . PN FOWIE . .
\ A BEHEL BEHE , T TR R
B Ay IR L i) . E7E IR R EL .
NP & PD AREA_MN(km?) CLUMPY
(CA/km?) PLAND(%) LPICY%) LSI
2 000 48 294. 630 47.922 375 0.372 30. 209 32. 267 128. 786 0.918
2 005 50 712.120 50. 322 350 0. 347 31.712 28.569 144. 892 0. 926
it
2010 51 811. 200 51.411 339 0. 336 33.071 28.130 152. 835 0.926
2 015 51 999. 030 51.598 353 0. 350 34. 208 28. 084 147. 306 0.926
2 000 14 645. 610 14.533 465 0.461 1. 403 50. 255 31.496 0. 857
2 005 17 649. 000 17.513 387 0. 384 1. 997 49. 950 45. 605 0. 866
H i,
2 010 18 198. 270 18. 058 384 0. 381 2.033 49. 558 47.391 0. 868
2 015 18 029. 880 17. 891 426 0.423 1. 957 49. 661 42.324 0. 867
2 000 34 378. 650 34.113 532 0.528 21. 309 45.533 64.622 0. 890
2 005 28 874. 790 28.652 536 0.532 19.113 41.994 53. 871 0. 898
B it
2 010 27 179. 370 26.970 506 0.502 18. 642 39. 645 53.714 0.904
2 015 26 998. 020 26. 790 512 0.508 18. 585 39. 548 52.731 0.904
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B He 2 74 B e 1 AR . e K BE SO .
\ A BEMOM BEHRE 7 o S 5 B AP
B 3.1 Ay TR L. 451 Heds B PR FE B ) .
NP & PD AREA_MN(km?) CLUMPY
(CA/km?) PLAND(%) LPI(%) LSI
2 000 2 013.570 1. 998 342 0.339 0.180 30. 253 5. 888 0.799
2 005 2 096. 190 2. 080 345 0. 342 0.204 30. 307 6.076 0. 802
A
2 010 2 278.620 2.261 328 0. 326 0.231 29. 969 6.947 0.812
2 015 2 299.410 2.282 331 0. 328 0.231 30.013 6.947 0.813
2 000 1 253.520 1. 244 23 0.023 0. 804 7. 895 54.501 0. 940
2 005 1 423. 800 1.413 21 0.021 0.974 7.873 67. 800 0.944
KR
2 010 1 291. 320 1. 281 22 0.022 0.863 7.688 58. 696 0.943
2 015 1 446. 660 1.436 21 0.021 1.014 7.185 68. 889 0. 950
2 000 192.150 0.191 7 0.007 0.167 3.602 27. 450 0.942
2 005 22.230 0.022 5 0. 005 0.008 4,031 1. 446 0. 790
4 ) FH by
2 010 19. 350 0.019 4 0. 004 0.008 3.733 4. 838 0.795
2015 5.130 0.005 5 0. 005 0.002 3.000 1.026 0.674

3.3 =LK FRAES

M4 L BFFE X 2000~2015 4 S AR
T8RS 208 0 L LT Z A 5T XN N 2R 09 35 30 1 Al
SR T4 B B R RO i R B 45 Bk
PR Bt g, 8K 7R Ry A R B UL AR H B
5 B HE B2 2L T T} 7 0 3 B e 3 ol A A L
XIZ LT K. KAFAL S E RS &
A2 REPEAR L AR B O SE T J5 W P T 8 ISR BUAT e
P YWl 2000 AF S BRI S B fe /s o B
5 DX PN 2% S5 L IRE R 28 20 O A e AN 35 50 2 REE 22
A PR 5 FLE 2015 4R R B AR S 4 A R

2000 4FEA T2 T, 130 B AF 5% IX N 4% 5 00 BE e 28 A
B < i R IS U o T T R I A =
Eiy =
3.4 tTiFARENTLHEBZHESHT

F ST X 4 19+ HiOF) A R B HR B (3R S F
M 2000~2015 4F (8], 4 A AR FEfe B 2 B 20 L+
I B E T EEHME 231,2015 4F 4 Hb R
FEEEFE R R . DEIAE 15 4F . T FH B AE o ) 2
A T E Rk, + b5 804 20 A A L Of B 4 Hf
T34 57 L R T 2 R PR 5 SO D) BE PR AR
T T

F4 2000~2015 ETFHESULRANKFIEIRE

Tab. 4 Landscape Level Indicators,2000~2015 Qianyang County
I R BEHR - 34 Bt P i AR Y (2 TAH
B g B S %5 N FOWIE K . I FOWFE .
A0 % AREA_MN GiREs S
NP & PD Fe%r LSI CONTAG ‘W PR
LPIC%) (km?) SHDI SHEI
2 000 1744 1. 731 30. 209 37.479 57. 786 59. 680 6 1. 144 0.639
2 005 1644 1. 631 31.712 35.274 61.301 59.914 6 1. 151 0. 643
2010 1583 1.571 33.071 34. 400 63.663 60. 204 6 1. 148 0. 641
2 015 1648 1. 635 34. 208 34. 306 61.152 60. 173 6 1. 150 0. 642
£S5 2000~2015 £+ F) AR EIE R
Tab.5 Land use index from 2000 to 2015
A 2000 4E 2005 4E 2010 4f 2015 4f
3 ) R B A B 251. 500 254. 500 255. 900 256. 100
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3.5 £FREMREMEFAR
3.5.1 BHRABZZAMSMMEH LT

MR8 T A B 5 AR S I 55 (1 (GR 6) "I LR
L BFSE X 15 4R SR ESV £ 3 F T #, aik
ETF4.30% (A AFEARL SRR L X Bl T AE
B 08 55 . NS SOU S AU A Bk B, 2000 ~ 2015
AR SO R] L BB M R R ) e i) ESV AR T BELLAR .
& SR ) ESV E A ANEBEWN -7, H
oL bk HL ) ESV A 3 i 83.09 X 10° J5. MG i
7.67% s KIRM ESV {HIE N 9. 05 X 10° JC , 14 0F@ Ky
15.31% s Bl i ESV {340 25. 14 X 10° 7z , 4 i

R 23,10 %0 S 4% S UL 78 v 18 i e KA S UL S AR
FLR B Hb ) ESV A F B 52.32 X 10° JG, [ R ik
21. 46 Y0 5100 A I H ) ESV {H R i 5 K, 35 #)
97.17% . FFE 0.08 X 10° J&, B A& b Uk, BF 58 X 1
SR ESVAE LTFF 64. 87 X107 0, A8 fL FH 4. 34%,
AR R A H ) ESV{H B 0 e K. 5 R R A H
ESV 8 3 BURAK 7= A5 0 5 W0 JF A K i Bk ESV
BT B B4 52 i B 5 R b ESV (E Y BT X
WFFE X SR ESVAE 135 ini & S 51 = 1EH
3.5.2 ERAXZHMIALTA

ISA
7

BEa R T TR S R GRS M (AR AL .

R6 2000~2015 FRAESEULBHESRAGRENERTUESR

Tab. 6 Value and change of ecosystem services of different landscape types from 2000 to 2015

ESV(X10°) (JG/a) 2000~2005 4F

2005~2010 4 2010~2015 4 2000~2015 4

=N
s L
, Tiha AR BfkE AR BfE R ThE A5 Ak R
EH 20004 20054 20104F 2015 4F R R R -
(X10°78) (%) (X10°78) (%) (X10°78)  (Y)  (X10°78) 73]
bt 1082.720 1 136.974 1 161. 626 1 165.807 54. 254 5.010 24, 652 2.170 4. 180 0. 360 83. 087 7.670
ML 108.845 131.182 135.267 133.983  22.337  20.520 4.086 3.110  —1.284 —0.950 25.138 23. 100
#EHL  243.831  204.767 192.736 191.510 —39.064 —16.020 —12.030 —5.880 —1.227 —0.640 —52.321 —21.460
K& 59.106  67.146  60.890  68.155 8. 040 13.600 —6.255 —9.320  7.265 11. 930 9. 050 15. 310
El!
0.083 0.010 0. 008 0.002  —0.073 —88.430 —0.001 —12.960 —0.006 —71.940 —0.080  —97.170
JH H
M3t 1494.584 1 540. 078 1 550. 529 1 559. 457  45. 493 3. 04 10. 451 0. 680 8. 928 0. 580 64. 873 4. 300
RT 2000~2015 EHARXESEZENETUXTEEE
Tab. 7 Comparison of changes in ecosystem value in the research area from 2000 to 2015
SO 2T ESV(X105) (5t /a) 2000~2005 4F 2005~2010 4F 2010~2015 4F 2000~2015 4E
et AsfeR kit AsfbeR ki ARk AR AR
2000 4 2005 4E 2010 4E 2015 4F o o o o
(X10558) (%) (X10°J5) (%)  (X10°5;) (%)  (X10°5) (%)
SRR 203.104  211.436  214.966  215.405  8.332 4.100 3. 530 1. 670 0. 439 0. 200 12. 301 6. 060
SAEJHAT 179.318  183.848  185.790  186.062  4.530 2. 530 1. 942 1. 060 0. 272 0. 150 6. 744 3.760
KPR FE  217.979  228.560 228.804 232.389  10.581 4. 850 0. 244 0.110 3. 584 1. 570 14.410 6.610
+HEIE K B B
0 274.106  281.550 284.507 284.650  7.444 2.720 2. 957 1. 050 0.142 0. 050 10. 544 3. 850
SAGA
AT 165.860  167.062 163.949 166.550 1. 202 0.720  —3.112 —1.860  2.601 1. 590 0. 690 0. 420
LR B
©206.247 214.067 216.784 217.477  7.820 3.790 2.718 1. 270 0. 693 0. 320 11. 230 5. 440
PR3
YA 7s  44.883  40.419  38.946  38.750 —4.464 —9.950 —1.472 —3.640 —0.196 —0.500 —6.132 —13.660
AR 133.129  139.176  141.962 142.435 6. 047 4. 540 2.786 2. 000 0. 472 0. 330 9. 305 6.990
MR SCfk 69. 959 73. 960 74.820 75. 741 4.002 5. 720 0. 859 1. 160 0.921 1. 230 5. 782 8.270
At 1494.584 1 540.078 1 550. 529 1 559. 457 45. 493 3. 040 10. 451 0. 680 8. 928 0. 580 64. 873 4. 300
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2000~2015 4F[i] , B 5% DX & 90 A= 7= ) e M (8 1Y) 4 s
JE K, TR 6. 13X 10° I8, B 35 13. 66 %0, fi {H 3%
KiZ 0972 4 ) 2 FE 1 53k 11, 23 XX 10° Jo . 15 iR
ik 6.91% ., 2000~2005 4FH[a] , 4% BT I E (B AR
AW B 5k B S FE P K R R SR IR S5 M B K i 2
kK 10, 58 X 10° 6, B IF 15 4. 85%, 2005~2015
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Fig. 2 Trend of ecosystem value sensitivity index from

2000 to 2015
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