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Analysis on Impacts of Land Use Changes on Ecosystem Service Value in Tongchuan City

TAN Jun, LI Shi-ping
(School of Economics and Management , Northwest A&F University . Yangling , Shaanzi 712100, China)

Abstract ; The changes in land use structure and type would impact the appropriate changes of ecosystem serv—-
ice value(ESV). Based on the Constanza's ecosystem service value theory and using the coefficients advanced
by Xie Gao-di and co-works, who made a table listing the ESV of unit area in land ecosystem and providing
the average unit price of ESV in China, the spatial-temporal changes of land use was analyzed and their
effects on the spatial-temporal changes of ESV was examined. Also, gray Association was used to calculate
the correlation between the land use type and ESV quantitatively. The following results and conclusions
could be obtained. During the study period, the area of cultivated land, woodland and construction land in-
creased, and woodland increased greatly; while grassland and unutilized land decreased sharply. There exist
significant differences in land use extent. And the extent of Wangyi District was largest, while Yijun County
was least. Gross ESV and the value of different kinds of ecosystem services increased. By calculating the re-
lational degree, it indiciated that ESV of construction land and woodland played the most important role in
gross ESV.

Key words: land use changes; ecosystem service value; gray association; Tongchuan City

1997 ,Costanza'?  Dailyt* “ .
b b b
” [5]
b b
Y A} b b
[3] [6-7]
[4]
b .
:2012-05-24 :2012-07-24
: (14210323)
(1987—), s s : . E-mail: yanhuasanluo@qq. com

(1963—), s s , : . E-mail:lishiping68@126. com



132 19
o o ’ _Ub_Ua 1 0
K= 0 ><7><10(% (2)
s :Ua vU/;v
s T— . T
K
1 [10]
1.1 o
— KI) (:I)
R=[" 1/ (3)
o : o ! :K« vK/)
. 108" 34 —109° 29",
o ! ) ! ;Ca ’C/)i
34°50 —35734 ", ,
, 68 km. °
R>1,
72 km,
2011 86 45 ’
. 53%, 3 882
km”, R . . o
° [z |
: : L=3(A,XC) X100,
, L& (100,400),i=1,2,3,4 4
s o L— sAi— 1
1.2 ;C— 7
n o
2006—2011 . e ,
: 1 .
o . 2 H N 3 H 4 °
N N R N N 1.3.2 2003 ,
( \ ) L1s] , Costanza M
1.3 , [14]
3 1 , [15]
2006—2011 s ( 1D
ESV=2>A,VC, ESV,=X>A,VC, ()
, , :ESV—ro s A, —
N k (hm*); VC,— ¢k
1.3.1 [ /(hm® - a)];ESV,——
AU=U,—U, (D .

9]



6 : 133

E —E K, C
ESV, = ove ESVe (6) R=[2 /%] %@
2 (ESVH,_ESVkCl) w “w
e K. . K,—
(ESV,— s ESVy, R
ESV,— % ;Cy s Cy,
[16] R.,>1,
1 /(hm?® « a)
442.4 1265.5 1902.5 707.9 0 0
787.5 1170. 3 1592.8 796. 4 407.0 0
530.9 41.5 1769.7 707.9 —6678.0 18033. 2 26.5
1291.9 1291.9 2588. 2 1725.5 8.8 17.7
1451.2 722.1 1159.2 1159. 2 —2174.1 16086. 6 8.8
628. 2 16.6 1924.6 964.5 2203. 3 30. 8
884.9 356.9 177.0 265.5 88.5 8.8
88.5 1145. 4 1172. 4 44,2 8.8 0
8.8 547.8 584.0 35.4 165.2 3840. 2 8.8
6114.3 6558. 0 12870. 4 6406. 5 —8686.9 46076. 4 371.4
1.4
2
2.1
. 2011 388 481. 2 hm?,
ESV . 359 333. 19 hm®.
. ESV, 92.49%; 23 719. 25 hm?®,
20 80 6.11%; 5 428. 76 hm?,
’ 1.4%., 98 495, 73 hm’,
° ; 25. 35%; 20 001. 4 hm?,
’ 5.15%; 202 772. 46 hm?’.
° ’ 52.19%; 35 280. 28 hm®.
. . (1)
s 9.07% 2 847 hm?, 0.73%;
’ 5 428.76 hm?, 1.40%.
¢ ([)::Aféﬂlj;géiﬂi, (t=1.2,m) (8)
ok Nor (1) +{0Amax T 2.2
G (1) —— X, X, t H da /
_ C 2. N
A (D=1 X0 () —X, (D) | ’ ’
Apax —=max maxQAo, () A = min minAg, (1) 32 256. 63 hm*; > ’
k 0 k 0 5
‘0 [0’1] s p:0.50 ’ 23 34:9.4:2 hmho
E ’ b b
. 3. 81%,2.60%,
Yok
1o 2.13%; . 10.43%,
’}/Ok:72§0k([) (9)
mi=1 N N o
Yor X X, o 2 4, 2006—2011
X X, , X, X, ( 3,

° 100 ~400,



134 19
R 100, 240 ,
3 ,2006—2011 o
2 2006—2011 /
2006 2011 U K
A
/hm?” /% /hm’® /%
82727.03 21. 29 98495. 73 25. 35 15768. 70 3.81
23005. 96 5.92 20001. 40 5.15 —3004. 56 —2.61
179423. 04 46.19 202772. 46 52.19 23349. 42 2. 60
67473. 23 17.37 35216. 60 9.07 —32256. 63 —9.56
3066. 61 0.79 2847. 00 0.73 —219. 61 —1.43
21437.16 5.52 23719. 25 6.11 2282. 09 2.13
11348.17 2.92 5428.76 1. 40 —5919. 41 —10.43
3 2006—2011
2006 63. 87 17.76 92. 38 34. 74 1.58 22.08 2.92 235. 33
2011 76.05 15. 45 104. 38 18. 14 1.46 24. 44 1. 40 241. 32
2.3
4. 2006—2011 , N
s 3 1
C 5,
, o7 ., 2011 L
, 241. 32, L=277.11,
s s L=231.14,
4 2006—2011 %
106.17* 112.67* 120. 98* 38.38 147.65* 92.01 172.19*
75. 26 175.13* 98.11 134.41% 107. 85* 109. 06* 174,77
136.72* 71.05 126.67* 39. 14 67.76 86. 54 60. 73
128.91* 419. 36 94.13 100. 31* 103.75* 100. 31* 83.43
s % R>1
5 2011
103. 23 38.28 60. 56 7.92 1. 30 63. 84 1.98 277.11
73.98 19. 59 94. 80 23.52 1.96 28. 96 1.43 244. 24
82.83 23.52 99. 40 8.24 1.22 32. 36 2.03 249. 60
72.75 5. 40 121.16 17. 44 1.06 12. 28 1.05 231. 14
4.12%, y
3
b
3.1 2006 68.78% 74.65% .
(5) (6), 2006—2011
. b
6 7, 6 ,2006—2011 5a ’ s



6 135
o 10
ESV, , , 9.68%,
«C D N N .
6 2006—2011
2006 ESV  /10° 2011 ESV  /10° /10° /% /%
505. 28 602. 23 96. 41 19. 06 69. 64
150. 87 131.17 —19.70 —13.06 —14.23
2309. 25 2609. 76 300. 51 13.01 217.08
432.27 225. 62 —206. 65 —47. 81 —149. 28
141. 30 131.18 —10.12 —7.16 —7.31
—186. 22 —206. 65 —19.83 —10.65 —14.32
1,21 2.02 —2.19 —52.02 —1.58
3357. 50 3495. 93 138. 43 1.12 100
7 2006—2011
2006 2011 2006—2011
ESV,/10° /% ESV,/10° /%  AESV,/10° /%
454. 82 13.63 479. 58 13.78 24.76 5. 44 4
432. 85 12.97 453.17 13.03 20. 32 4. 69 6
322.59 9. 66 329.98 9.48 7.39 2.29 8
717. 64 21. 50 738. 81 21. 24 21.17 2.95 7
425. 68 12.75 427.53 12. 29 1.85 0. 40 9
469. 86 14.08 492. 88 14.16 23.02 4. 90 5
131. 46 3.94 139. 84 1,02 8.38 6.37 3
247. 04 7. 40 270. 95 7.79 23.91 9.68 1
135.92 4,07 146. 40 4,21 10. 48 7.71 2
3337. 86 100 3479. 14 100 141. 28 4.23
3.2
8 R ESV , ESV
, . 6.568 <107
14.68%, ESV ESV ,
b .
i > > > > >
s s ESV .
8 2006—2011
AESV) 7 0.941 1 0.894 5, 5a
10° % R,/ % ’
8. 09 9.37 105. 04* ’
22,79 1.67 97. 65 (sl ,
65. 68 14. 68 110.13* ,
41.92 2.87 98. 80
* R,>1
4 . 0.447 8,



136 19
[1] Constanza R, Ralph d’' Arge, Rudolf de Groot, et al.
5 The value of the world’s ecosystem services and natural
capital[ J ]. Nature,1997(387) :253-260.
: 20062011 5 b
[2] Daily G C, Alexander S, Ehrlich P R, et al. Ecosystem
a o Service; Benefits Supplied to Human Societies by Natu-
23 349.42 hm?*, “ N

”

i

32 256.63 hm® 5 919.41 hm*,

b

335 750 349 593 , s
, 10
ESV , ESV
. ESV
ESV , ESV

(3]

(4]

(6]

7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

ral Ecosystems[R]. 1997(3) :1-6.

(Il ,2001,23(6) :5-9.
[J1.
,2011,18(4) :45-51.
: [J].
,2010,23(3) ;:340-344.
[l ,2012,19(2) :154-159.
: (1l
,2012,19(2) :165-170.
[Jl. ,2004,19(1) :55-61.
, . [M].
,2003.
[yl ,2003,58(5) : 643-650.
[D]. : ,2009.
[Jl. ,1997,12(2):105-111.
0. ,2003,18(2):189-196.
[J]. ,2005(3) :60-64.
[Jl. . 2006, 27
(10):2139-2144.
. . [1].
,1999,18(1) . 81-87.
[Jl. . 2006, 26
(5):836-841.
(1. .

2009,16(1) :212-221.



