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Table 1 Landscape paich statistica data of Deging county
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ERTFHEH MERTHME  RHEER Rithk R RKiiER

g ol K (nf) {m) () (m) {rf) (m)
1 21 237 10795476 2371 2558527768 6093260 34447480 61314
2 2 708 1965624 10413 1391651938 7312213 4082396 17595
3 pcl 123 1330259 6677 163621823 821218 1738174 5864
4 4 M 88266 3344 13201052 113685 378917 2327
5 k]| 435 §36357 3605 363815501 247713 1352166 6096
6 32 493 2592588 10854 1278145716 5351046 13520292 31078
7 33 19 752005 5769 149649058 1148031 853230 5319
8 41 9 1024159 16764 39943762 653797 2444111 37445
9 51 1 286636 nn 286636 3173 0 0
10 64 3 181344056 2781 54403218 83636 27383063 Ny
11 66 65 15707625 33395 1020995641 2170660 61518378 105397
12 11 17 913859 wn 15535559 128801 2318728 15639
13 121 209 851222 5428 177905370 1134448 §74622 4233
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Table 2 Landscape patch statistios data of Fengging county
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4 3 4 4430288 15434 212653829 740837 5338918 15005
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9 121 18 2449719 8798 453209175 16274 3623808 10220
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Table 3 Landscape paich statistics data of Jinghong county

& X8 F  POLOTHER  MERTHRAR EHRH Ak R TEBUERER REirgx
2 KB (nf) (m) (n?) (m} {mf) (m
1 21 219 15330453 20557 4523801 3357369145 80900676 68218
2 2 186 2939813 11631 2163328 546805242 7017358 21065
3 2 173 4640649 17591 3043169 802832155 11686928 39465
4 2 Fz) 487172 17303 1263089 355635683 10981136 32630
5 31 n 2073016 10854 402670 765088964 5597334 23253
6 2 30 8091627 11012 BB6S 247748821 35612286 24873
7 33 1 184642 1740 1740 184642 0 0
8 41 3 9957631 90478 271434 0872892 12350267 113762
9 42 2 290298 2m1 5581 580595 19060 764
10 43 16 313012 3427 54833 5008187 205033 2345
11 45 4 824171 4131 16523 3296683 668478 2687
12 51 2 3095139 10844 21688 6190277 930242 1293
13 52 9 253631 217 201720 23080381 332027 1724
14 33 3 768645 4081 12244 230593% 602949 2513
15 & 1 1141155 6024 6024 1141155 0 4]
16 [ 4 1475112 7346 29386 5900449 1373816 »Y
7 11 65 3593659 14567 945886 233588455 TIO1608 24403
18 121 581 1068577 6208 3606894 620843414 1985010 6787
1B 12 1 1038766 768 T268 1038766 0 0
Dot 0By ARETRE, B, LR TRE RS
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#% Shannon-Weiner ZREVEIRB AR IHTH
H= - 2(P)(logP)
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ROIRHETE X EEE Simpson ZREHEEHRR
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Table 4 Index of Simpson diversity, everness, and dominance

EREHE Yo J.%: 3 Rt
£y {4 13 9 19
EGECESE fid 52% % %
D 0.78 0.7 0.73
D 0.9231 0.8889 0.9474
¥51 8 0.B474 0.8835 0.7668
{R3SEE 0.1409 0.1018 0.2210
H 2.5478 2.4619 2.4636
Hoa 3.7004 3.16% 4.2479
wam 0.6885 0.7766 0.5800
R 1.1526 0.7080 1.7843
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Fig.2 The percent of the different type patch area in three case
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The Comparison of Three Case Study Area on Landscape Structure
of Lancang River Basin in Yunnan Province

GAN Shu, HE Da—ming and DANG Cheng—lin
(Yunnan University, Kunming, 650091 China)

Abstract: Watershed landscape pattern is important of study basin’ s development and sustainable utilization of natural
resources based on the environment. Lancang Rive Basin in Yunnan province is of many special and important
characteristics. By selecting thiee case study areas in up-stream, middle-stream, down-stream along with river basin, based
on the theory of landscape ecology, the comparison and analysis are completed in three different cases in this paper. The
results show that, in general, there are difference characteristics of landscape pattern in the different location along the
River basin. Relatively, integrated quality of landscape of upstrean and down stream is good than middle stream in
Lancang River Basin. Especially in down stream area, there is a very good codition on its ecology richness and diversity
index. One of the reason resulted out the difference in landscape along the river different location is its special natural
condition. Another reasons dependence on condition of the local social, economy development, and the environment

pressure of population.

Key words; Iancang river basin; Deqin; Fengging; Jinghong, landscape pattern; patch.



