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Tablel Land cover change i X ishuangbanna fran 1976 to 2003

(%) (hm?) (%)

1976 1988 2003 1976~ 1988 1988~ 2003 1976~ 1988 1988~ 2003
3.8 2.7 2.6 - 21 346 - 712 -29.6 - 14
10. 9 8.0 3.6 - 56 553 - 83 201 -27.1 -54.6
15. 8 14. 7 10. 4 - 20 231 - 83 577 -6.7 -29.7
37. 4 34.5 32.0 - 55274 - 46 759 -717 - 71
1.3 0.5 1.2 - 15519 12 564 -60.3 122.7
11. 6 12. 4 18. 4 16 130 113 410 7.3 47. 6
1.1 3.8 11. 3 50 790 143 360 231. 7 197. 2

0.2 0.9 4 303 13 671 317. 7
4.1 2.7 3.1 - 27 258 6401 -34. 4 12. 3
0.6 1. 6 1.5 18 793 - 353 169. 5 - 12
11. 1 15.0 11. 6 75 419 - 66 648 35.5 -23.2
1.9 3.3 2.8 26 453 - 10 392 71.9 - 16. 4

0.1 0.2 2 394 1 335 55.7
0.0 0.1 0.1 405 414 42. 4 30. 4
0.3 0.4 0.4 1 494 487 24. 6 6. 4

: 1976 M SS 80m, 4 s s

R 1976
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(11. %) (10. 4% ) (30.77% ) (33.24%
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2003 1976~ 2003 (76.3%% ) (64. 470 )
1976~ 1988 )
1988 ~ 2003 (1) 20. 69% 18. 9%
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Fig. 1 Canparison of change of land use i X ishuangbanna 90. 6 hm 18.9 hm,
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( ) ., PAFRAC 1, PAFRAC
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2 1976 ~ 1988 ( ,% )
Table2 Land use change matrix in X shuangbama from 1976 © 1988
1988
A 3077 0.04 0.60 471 060 285 003 000 062 2173 0.18 0.14 1.80 9. 88 Q 31
1790 0.54 0.42 40.32 030 4.4 als 007 077 2.7 0.13 0.03 0.23 0.55 L 11
A 0.3 1.97 4815 1.04 763 281 093 0.08 12.12 2077 0.10 1.08 1.53 1. 39 Q04
B 0.43 65.16 7337 19.22 832 0.9 978 4.8 32.17 572 0.15 0.5 0.43 0.17 Q32
A 0.04 0.22 3.65 0.00 64.47 2.60 083 0.00 634 1721 0.00 4.00 0.41 0.01 Q16
B 0.01 2.01 1.5 0.00 19.44 0.24 241 1. 03 465 1.31 0.00 0.58 0.03 0. 00 0 34
9.05 0.03 0.8 0.07 228 21.8 022 0.02 077 2681 1.83 540 855 21 51 Q78
B 31.78 2.34 3.51 3.60 698 20.33 636 2.50 572 2069 801 7.87 6.74 7.24 16. 92
A 0.08 0.44 2.55 0.02 28 319 5455 9.8 675 6.0l 0.16 11.10 0.92 0. 66 Q 81
B 0.01 1.13 0.30 0.02 024 0.08 43.78 4401 137 0.13 0.02 0.4 0.02 0.01 Q48
A 0.21 0.84 4.08 0.00 209 2.3 2.60 3316 11.72 6.28 0.00 7.22 0.73 1.78 Q 00
B 0.00 0.33 0.07 0.00 003 0.0 374 232 037 002 0.00 0.05 0.00 0. 00 Q 00
1976 A 0.05 1.74 2418 0.01 68 207 .40 0.06 47.67 1333 0.07 1.28 0.66 0.33 Q32
B 0.00 806 515 002 10 010 205 051 17269 0.51 0.02 0.09 0.03 0.01 Q35
A 7.40 0.13 1.48 0.27 597 20.71 048 0.09 200 3324 0.44 521 7.44 13 71 143
B 2486 11.19 6.03 13.20 17.45 18.47 13.35 1433 14.24 2453 1.85 7.26 5.61 4.41 29.63
A 0.18 0.01 0.07 0.04 Q00 6.21 007 000 005 9.29 3366 1.26 7.93 41 12 Q12
B 0.20 0.29 0.09 0.67 000 1.8 070 0.0 011 233 47.79 0.59 2.03 4.50 Q82
A 0.08 0.05 0.8 0.00 12.98 9.13 038 0.02 252 1482 0.26 5788 0.17 0. 00 Q83
B 0.27 4.68 3.52 0.00 37.31 801 10.47 3.67 17.63 1076 1.08 7935 0.12 0. 00 16. 87
A 0.31 0.01 0.2 015 0% 869 004 0.0 0I1 9% 1.20 0.05 77.68 0.24 Q42
.50 1.63 1.50 10.39 374 11.01 144 0.15 107 1043 7.14 0.10 83.26 0. 11 12. 47
200 0.00 0.24 007 004 11.10 003 0.00 007 7.62 2.40 0.00 0.03 76 34 Q05
2269 1.38 3.33 12.43 042 3331 256 0.2 169 1892 33.72 0.00 0.08 82 74 331
A 0.80 0.12 2.35 0.02 13.31 10.82 095 0.28 290 2087 0.19 1819 15.36 6. 94 6 90
B 0.32 125 116 012 472 117 322 52 250 1.8 0.10 3.07 1.40 0.27 17.37
Ay 1988 i 2003 J ;B 2003 J 1988

¥



3 , RS GIS 285

3 1988 ~ 2003 ( , % )
Table3 Land use change matrk i X ishuangbanna fran 1988 to 2003
2003

A 5764 0.01 0.17 1.41 030 30.94 021 0.0 002 0.15 0.0l 0.05 0.55 8. 15 Q 40

B 6897 0.11 0.19 495 009 556 .69 0.00 003 00 0.01 005 0.18 0.84 L 11
0.17 46.05 2342 0.50 501 2.17 Q79 .13 11.32  7.01 0.00 1.38 0.25 0. 67 Q13

B 0.0 29.57 0.96 0.07 Q06 0.01 024 1.52 092 0.08 0.00 0.05 0.00 0. 00 Q01

A 0.12 1.19 6556 0.54 49 297 036 0.4 12.80 875 0.00 1.46 0.74 0.42 Q06
B 0.12 16.54 5838 1.57 120 0.4 235 1.13 22.56 206 0.00 1.10 0.19 0. 04 Q13
A 0.26 0.51 569 69.60 119 7.51 005 0.12 000 1032 0.12 0.00 2.63 2.00 Q 02
B 0.2 0.59 0.4 1666 002 00 002 028 000 0.20 0.01 0.00 0.06 0.01 Q 00
A 0.08 0.10 1.91 0.13 8.09 2.5 028 003 231 498 000 279 1.19 0.27 Q 30

B 0.1 1.90 2.3 0.51 27.96 0.53 248 1.24 569 1.6 0.00 2.93 0.44 0.03 Q97

A 5.40 0.03 0.53 1.01 851 40.86 008 0.02 034 1614 0.91 1.58 3.76 19 58 126

B 2434 201 218 1335 939 27.60 223 265 271 1739 4.31 545 4.52 7. 61 13.13

A 0.00 0.22 538 007 569 469 6542 523 479 2.32 0.18 2.03 1.00 0. 98 1 98
B 0.00 0.46 0.70 0.03 (020 0.10 61.47 2230 123 0.08 0.03 0.22 0.04 0.01 Q 66
1988 A 0.5 1.25 6.9 0.07 918 1.62 16.15 47.87 13.07 1.98 0.00 1.5 0.07 0. 15 Q 37
B 0.02 0.46 0.14 001 @006 00 273 3671 060 0.0l 0.00 0.03 0.00 0. 00 Q 02
A 0.10 3.05 2440 0.02 23.36 224 L10 0.40 36.8 6.08 0.02 1.77 0.18 0. 15 Q29

B 0.05 24.42 1248 0.03 323 0.19 407 6.8 37.28 0.8 0.01 0.77 0.03 0.01 Q38

A 0.4 0.18 3.51 1.68 17.04 26.39 036 0.10 211 3416 0.70 1.8 3.05 7.37 152
B 0.20 13.97 1731 26.86 22.70 21.60 12.99 1565 20.56 4445 4.03 7.47 4.43 3. 46 19. 20
A 0.00 0.00 0.02 073 006 6.3 005 00 000 2.3 8.93 0.0l 0.04 0. 10 Q 36

B 0.00 0.00 0.02 206 001 092 034 00 001 05 91.21 0.01 0.01 0. 01 Q 80

A 0.05 0.11 0.67 0.01 33.82 1502 037 011 098 9.37 0.00 3649 0.08 0. 00 29
0.15 469 1.75 0.10 23.87 6.51 691 9.23 505 6.45 0.00 8031 0.06 0. 00 19. 54

A 0.17 0.05 0.40 0.17 676 1822 003 0.00 025 89 001 0.07 62.98 0. 06 1 84
0.9 399 1.93 270 88 1460 098 0.79 235 1145 0.05 0.27 8.5 0.03 22.75

A 0.3 000 008 08 052 11.39 002 00 003 466 0.01 000 0.02 81 68 Q 36
492 0.80 0.8 31.06 157 21.37 124 0.11 Q60 1389 0.17 0.00 0.06 87 91 10. 54
A 0.9 0.18 1.72 0.09 17.33 13.58 021 0.27 121 1938 0.80 9.07 8.66 2.59 23.94
B 0.19 0.48 0.30 0.05 08 0.40 026 1.5 042 0.9 0.16 1.34 0.45 0. 04 10. 75

4 1976 1988 2003 5 158

g 0]
Table 4 Patchiess of different land use 1 1976 1988 and 2003 £ 17| f“:“'}
S { 19884
NP AREA MN (Im2) b 1.6 ‘ 0 20034

1976 1988 2003 1976 1988 2003 K15

61 614 550 11835 829 9L1
2306 282 3668 90.6 535 189 U1
263 3126 3820 1147 90.1 519 =12
3318 4230 3886 2156 1560 157.8
6202 1931 3079 42 53 7.4
2226021 B414862 10.0 109 237
1100 3106 4592 19.9  23.4 471

FEIER

246 2176 17.5 83
2338 143 2247 33.9 36. 1 26 0 2
1631 283 2499 6.8 10. 4 118 Fig 2 The shape index of patches and thei changes over tine

1586314 75210503 134  19.5 211
108 1684 1370 335 37.5 386
496 461 48 81 2.3.3
61 159 324 56 87 55 ( 1J1)

327 748 634 18. 6 10. 1 127
( PLADJ)
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, HEI ) )
1976 > 10% 5 , 1988
4 2003 5 , 1988 , s ,
HEI ; 2003 SHEI
1976 ,
, 1980
5 1976 1988 2003 ~ 1982 3a ,
Table5 Canparison of hndscape dwersity m 1976 1988 and 2003 1983 ,
1976 1988 2003
$1D1 18871 19680 20297 , 1953 2
SID1 0. 794 1 0.8109 0.8228 , 2000 99 ,
MSDI 1. 5803 .6655 1.730 2 ,
HEI 0.7357 0.726 7 0.749 5 ,
3 )
1988~ 2003
1976 ~ 2003 /
1956
[ 14] / , )
, , 1978 1990 13
a 1956 ~ 1977 4.5 ;
) R 2003
7 , 11.3% ( ),
, 1988~ 2003
/ )
, ( ) 2004
, 27 a ’
/ 1200m ,
’ [7 8] '

( 10~ 20 a ) ,
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Land Use/Land Cover D ynam ic Change in Xishuangbanna
Based on RS and G IS Technology

LIH ongmej MA Youxn GUO Zhongfeng LU W enjun

(X ihuangbanna TropicalBowanicalGarden, the Chinese A cadany of Sciences Kunming 650223 China)

Abstract Xishuangbanna bcated in the watershed of upperM ekong R iver is the northem margin of the tropical
zone n South-E astA sia. Itmantans large areas of tropical ranbrest Like most tropical rainforest region all over
the world with populaton pressure and econany development the land use/land cover has been changed. W hile
trop ical forest loss is recogn ized as a global problan, little is known on a local scale about the canp lex relationsh ps
betw een envirorm enta] econam ig social and policy factors hat induce changes n land use patterns. The spatial
and temporal change pattems in land use were quantified by nterpreting Landsat mages fran 197§ 1988, and
2003 and using geograph cal nfom ation system, and varbus landscapemetricsw ere calcu lated by using he spatial
pattern analysis software (FRAGSTATS) at class and hndscape levels. During the past 27 years the forest types
are themain dam nant type n he landscapes with the sub trop ical evergreen broadleaf forest being the most sgnif
cant However the rate and the intensity of land use and land cover changewere very high. Therewas a decrease
n trop ical seasonal ran forest mountain ran foresi subtwopical evergreen broadleaf forest and wam conifer forest
area and ncrease n area under rubber plantations and shwb lands between 1976 and 2003. Falbw lands ncreased
drastically during the first half (1976~ 1988) of the study perbd and decreased n the other half (1988~ 2003) .

Conversion of shrublands subtrop ical evergreen broad leaf forest and trop ical seasonal rain forest mto falbw land
contributed to the rapid increase in fallw lands cover during the first half of the study period while conversion of
trop ical seasonal rain forest and fallw lands nto rubber plantations contrbuted to the rapid increase n wbber plan-
tations durng the second half The resulis of landscape spatial pattem analysis showed that the patterns and can po-
nents of land use n his sudy area have changed typically by hun an actwities. The pattern of land use hasbecane
more diverse and hanogeneous n the sudy area. The dran atic actives of sw dden agricu lure and expanson of mb-
ber planiatbns are he main reasons nduced pattem of land use change. The overspread ng of mbber plan tations
and shrublands made trop ical seasonal rain forest and mountain ran forestbecanemore fragnented the nunber of
the paiches ncreased the patches sizes becane sn aller and the shape of patch becan e more smplified. A 11 of

hese changes n landscape patternwould lead to the deterbratbn of the region environment and b bdiversity bss.

Key words Land use/land cover landscape patterny dynam ic change ecological effect X ishuangbanna



