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Analysis on the Characteristics of Landscape Pattern of Land Use and
Its Ecological Effect in Chun an County
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legeof Emnvironment and Saf ety Engineering, Qingdao University of Science and Technology, Qingdao, S han-
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Abstract: Taking the present land use chart of Chun an county in 2004 as the main information source, uses the space pattern ex—
ponential method to analyze the characteristics of landscape pattern of land use in research area, weights the landscape of land
use ecological value via the ecosystem service function for evaluating the land ewlogy effect of research area. By studying above
two sides, it provides scientific gist for the ecology programming of Chun an County. The research indicated that the land use
structure of Chun an County is main forest and water body. The landscape multiplicity and the landscape fragmentation degree
are low. The landscape is quite complete, but the landscape complexity and the nor uniformity are low. The land use structure is
incompat ible. Under the existing landscape pattern of land use, the ecology effect of land use of landscape of Chun an County is
not high. The high ecology value region mainly distributes in the forest, the garden and the water using area. Overall ecology
value difference is also big betw een the different regions.
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