18 1 18~25 Vol. 18, No. 1 pp18~25
2000 2 JOURNAL OF MOUNTAIN SCIENCE Feb., 2000

: 1008— 2786(2000)01— 0018— 08

™™

KEm, Hizk, 7 F

( . 100871)
s 1: 5 ™ s GIS s s
: : ; TM
. P642.25; P931. 5 A
« » o« ”» 3 » [1,2]
, « » [3] s
[4 . “ ” s
(51
[qc . .’
., TM
L7 . 1982 4 , ™ ,
. ™
, GIS ,
1
. 105°20' E
~106'11' 269 E~2658' N, .
80 % . , , 15 G
23 C, 8.5 C, , 1396 mm, ,6~8
: 1999— 01— 06; : 1999— 03— 21
(49571006)

(1969—), ( )s s . 1996



19
50 % . N s , s
(11, 12]
80 % ,
2
2.1
, ™ ,
80 (1987—02) 90 (19709 :5 TM
, TM4.3.2
’ : 1. ( 1. 14
500, 50% ); 2. 1: 1 1: 5 ; 3.
1992 1.5
2.2
1.
s 1
, , Table 1  Classification system of hndsape cels
2.3 (DEM)
1: 5 s 1: 2.5
50 m ’
(DEM), ™
DEM s <15
( 45 m), DEM ’
™ ™
ARC/INFO.IDRISI2. 0  CITYSTAR2.5
GIS
2.4



20 18
. ( )\
2,
2 D
Table. 2 Metrical index of landscape pattern
) H=—5= P logP,
i=1
(B) E= H,..aﬁ(fﬁl): LP; bgP;
D) D=2log(L/ K)/ bgS s ,
F=B/ A. :A=S; /S
(F)
B=/2) [w/s
D [ 13~ 15, H 0, s Huno=log (m),
,Hnm:2.197;m ;P[- ;S ;S-
s n i s L 3 K 4 D 1~2,
. , , 80 90
o ’
3
3.1
1 , N 3~6
. s 10~ 15 4 ),
85 %a b
3.2
BEIRFE B RE AL 80 90 .
1464 1361 ,
A 9 o
& AT A
9 °
b . ~ ’
SRR BT R 7)
. 80 90 ,



™

21

1 e it ap
& K1k 2| s SUi . B1- b
I LT 0 A R
A— 80 ;s B— 90 5
c— 80 ;D— 90
1

Fig. 1 Classification maps of representative landscapes by land cover types

3 80 (hm?)

Table. 3 Quantiative propeties of landscape pattern of Pingshang area in 1980 s (hm?2)

(km) (73

381 3088. 22 616. 97 292.87 1. 385 8.106 0. 328 28.71
337 1670. 55 363. 73 179.17 1. 373 4.957 0. 570 15.53

18 56.32 19. 34 15.46 1. 281 3.129 3.906 0.52
175 151. 01 69. 58 11.73 1. 372 0.863 4. 543 1. 40
559 2446. 23 635. 17 224.33 1. 408 4.376 0.501 22.74
372 1727. 53 410. 95 107.71 1. 385 4.644 0. 579 16. 06
172 793. o4 173. 64 224.25 1. 344 4.614 0. 857 7.38
365 712. 47 240. 78 80.20 1. 395 1.952 1. 391 6. 63

66 111. &4 39. 60 18.45 1. 321 1.6% 3.767 1. 06
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Table. 4 Quantitavtive properties of landscape pattern of Pingshang area in 1990 s (hm?)
(km) 73
541 2789.95 654. 73 267.94 1.401 5. 16 0. 432 25.9%4
702 1406.09 476. 21 68.06 1. 420 2.00 0. 977 13. 07
21 502.83 62. 35 291.72 1. 251 23.% 0. 473 4. 67
480 407.78 195. 60 8.09 1.418 0. 85 2. 786 3.7
779 1795.98 561. 38 69.35 1. 419 2.30 0. 806 16. 69
531 2421.80 591. 09 177.55 1. 400 4. 56 0. 493 22.51
369 872.22 253.75 55.03 1. 384 2. 36 1. 142 8. 11
345 337.38 152. 02 11.98 1. 403 0. 98 2. 855 3. 14
141 222.71 78.52 14.57 1. 353 1. 58 2. 765 2. 07
5 80 (hm2)
Table.5 Quantiatove properites of lndscape pattern of Xiongjiachang area in 1980 s (hm?2)
(km) %)
472 2862. 63 652. 67 282.99 1. 398 6. 06 0. 370 30. 10
331 2361. 88 465. 43 271.22 1. 374 7.13 0. 376 24. 84
138 118. 42 56. 98 5.10 1. 368 0. 86 4. 837 1.25
518 2506. 21 614. 68 110.95 1. 402 4. 84 0. 443 26. 35
304 880. 47 246. 13 39.17 1. 379 2.89 0. 965 9. 26
74 175. 45 53. 88 8.66 1. 323 2.37 2.391 1. 85
270 568. 69 179. 48 26.38 1. 377 2. 11 1. 409 5.98
31 35.53 14. 45 3.32 1. 282 1. 15 7. 641 0. 37
6 90 (hm2)
Table 6 Quantitative properties of landscape pattern of Xiongjiachang area in 1990 s (hm?)
(km) %)
612 3088. 71 757. 9% 120. 175 1. 409 5. 05 0. 389 32. 81
781 2070. 06 617. 01 61.0182 1.418 2. 65 0. 655 21.9
21 24. 68 11. 04 4.2081 1. 276 1. 17 9. 007 0. 26
298 233. 47 115. 15 5.9076 1. 401 0. 78 3.587 2.48
628 2464. 03 659. 64 172. 696 1.412 3.9 0. 493 26. 17
452 807. 64 285. 27 26.9483 1. 405 1. 79 1. 277 8. 58
214 236. 06 101. 33 8.9828 1. 382 1. 10 3.007 2.51
431 437. 97 192. 65 7.2833 1. 410 1. 02 2. 300 4. 65
62 52. 44 24. 98 5.0983 1. 327 0. 85 7. 285 0. 56
. s .
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: Table. 7 Diversity and dominance of
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Table. 8 Transferring matrix of landscape of celk in Pingshang area

64. 97 13. 61 2. 08 3.48 6.21 7.38 1.60 0.14 0.51
28. 88 47. 01 1.75 2. 06 12. 96 4.39 0.63 0.38 0.14
3.47 2.81 89. 10 0. 82 2.57 1.23 0.00 0.00 0.00
19. 33 9.93 1.23 39. 18 15. 06 8.36 1.23 4.61 1.07
7.53 4. 46 7. 14 4.93 44. 35 25.21 1.94 1.72 1.34
1. 24 3.39 3.62 3.29 5.2 65.27 10.98 1.46 2.29
3.09 2.34 9. 38 2.25 4.43 8.59 59.91 1.93 7.32
6. 13 1. 05 7.58 3. 46 20. 76 15.89 6.98 34.98 1.47
2.75 2. 10 4. 49 0. 65 7.31 10.49 9.17 1.95 59.69
9
Table. 9 Ransferring matrix of landscape celk in Pingshang area
53.15 17.20 0. 49 1. 95 19. 98 1.72 1.25 2.82 0.34
37.49 48.17 0.22 1.53 11.09 2.71 0.72 1.9 0.31
33.88 4.12 0. 62 37.92 16. 19 3.27 1.37 1.75 0.14
25. 19 12. 83 0. 15 1. 74 51. 41 3.86 1.49 2.67 0.31
6. 67 7.50 0. 10 1. 63 13. 64 62.48 2.63 3.41 0.82
5.25 4.34 0. 09 1. 70 4. 66 7.76 71.19 3.47 1.02
11.26 2. 08 0. 01 2.07 36.93 5.71 1.62 39.28 0.61
8. 19 7. 06 0. 00 4. 63 3.75 8.64 12.53 5.24 49.91
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’ ’ ’ 0O - 3D N 3D -
10.10"~20" > 20° , ( 10
0~3 . .80 . 3=
10° , . . 80 .
. 10"~ 20° , RN

, ; ‘, o> 20 ,



24 18
. . 90 80
b °
0~3 ; .3~
10 9 b 9
; . 10 ~20 .
; . > 20 , .
9
10 (679)
Tabl 10 Correlation of gradient with the change and distrbution of landcape cells in representative areas(%()
0~3 3 ~10 10°~20° =0
80 %0 80 %0 80 0 80 90
6.39 7.24 25.75 23.90 39. 00 34. 57 28. 83 34.26
5. 68 7.32 21.17 25. 58 35. 15 39. 40 37.97 27.67
4.03 6.55 48.26 54. 48 30. 01 24.37 17. 66 14.54
7. 66 10.89 21.22 31.33 43.94 38.91 27.17 18.85
6.75 7.85 30. 33 24. 84 38. 58 36. 93 24. 30 30.35
12. 69 7.44 27. 34 30. 06 39. 55 43.97 20. 38 18.63
11. 18 7.34 35.97 24. 97 40. 05 43.38 12.76 24.28
8.86 7.77 31.23 24. 07 36.53 37.34 23.35 30.79
6. 45 6.94 25. 12 23. 81 37. 60 35. 47 30. &4 33.78
5.82 5.43 20. 74 23.46 33.83 35.94 39. 62 35.00
4.4 7.90 20. 83 25. 69 34.70 32.93 40. 02 33.49
7. 68 7.09 26. 39 24.53 34.75 35.92 31.17 32.47
7. 04 7.75 28. 86 26.79 33.05 34.72 31.05 30.75
11.30 11.27 26.53 27. 63 38.19 35. 14 23.9% 25.96
7.29 5.85 27.39 23. 57 32.55 32. 12 32. 81 38.46
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THE STUDY ON THE LANDSCAPE CHANGE IN KARST
MOUNTAIN AREA USING T™M IMAGE

ZHANG Hui-yuan, CAI Yun-long, WAN Jun
(Department of Geggrophy, Peking University, Beijing, 100871)

Abstract: Concerning deficiencies in the study of land degradation in Karst mountain areas
and based upon the primary theories and methods of landscape ecology, the paper studies
landscape change in the karst mountain area in Westen Guizhou province. TM images is used
as the main information source and GIS as the main tool. The conclusion shows that the
human disturbance is increasing, and the landscape is degrading in the last ten years, but the
time characteristics of change of landscape are different among different types of Karst
mountain area. The degradation of landscape will not only bring about loss of biological
diversity and the land resources, but also seriously threat the ecological balance and

sustainable development of regional ecosystem.
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