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Abstract

Habitat quality is the result of the combined effects of climate change, geographic features, micro-
topography, micro-habitat features and human activities. Firstly, the temporal and spatial changes
of habitat quality were obtained by calculating the habitat degradation index, habitat quality in-
dex and habitat scarcity index of Chuxiong Prefecture from 1990 to 2018; then the influencing
factors of habitat quality are analyzed. The main conclusions are as follows: 1) the overall habitat
quality in Chuxiong prefecture is good, but it shows a trend of degradation. 2) The changes in alti-
tude, temperature, precipitation and landscape pattern all have a significant impact on the change
of habitat quality. 3) Forest land can improve habitat quality, and construction land hinders the
improvement of habitat quality.
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1. 3]

A B R R N IR SRRV . MBS Rt e AR A E B, ESERAEEN
[1]-[6] DXHHbBRARFAE[7]. XISHIE . AR BERHIE8] [9] % A J&iE3N[10] [11] [12] [13]5 &R 4 3 .
RIC DX A TR o B (R AR A S FL s i D] 22 B 5248 T Mk 2 R R IR ) A J BRVE PR BE 2D 3R, 2 4
AR AP R B R R I B 2 N 25 [14] [15]

IR T S0 A= 458 3R B 0 7 VAR R 1 354 . InVEST A% % (Integrated Valuation of Ecosystem Services
and Trade-offs) [16] [17]. SoIVES #%7%!(Social Values for Ecosystem Services) [18]. ARIES (Atrtificial Intel-
ligence for Ecosystem Services) [18]. MIMES 7% (Multiscale Integrated Models of Ecosystem Services) [19].
IDRISI B A B A4 2 REVECEAR B 22 BB [20] - Forb SolVES 7Y AT UL 23 AR 8 B ) — ek 22 R & T
Bt MIMES RS ER 73 9 AN MLAL BN AR 38 R GRS B VAL IDRIST ALY 0] DURRE H b
2 AR SR A A BE AR ) 22 R S M HEAT A S VP AR InVEST REAL PRI R R, BEREE H T BRG]
A, X T RMRE EASRGIRS DIREVEA, TRz N T AR R s AR [21] . T
SO SR AR AT DX el P A B8 B BER G BEAT BT 58, R RS BRI, S04 R AR I FL AT AR PR 2 Al
XK R RSP RAE IR SRR S % .

FEMESR IR FR N T IREVE R IX, BARG TR R IL[22], HERMFEAS KRGS EE . L2kt
PERY . BB LIRORE . R WRFRKIE KRR B AR R FH MBS, R ORI AR A A 3
&AW R R IATH T, N oA AT AR RIS RGN AR K R
HAEE R X[23] [24] [25]. WHFCMEEhT 3S HRTF-B, 5T 1995~2018 4 Rk (1) L1 F /78 w015
B, I8 INVEST AR5 AR SR FE . FRK I AR a8, BFFU Ik T R MM 3 23 AR50 R 1L
{10 A 25 o B RO S HE s i A 3%

][l
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2. RS HIEKIE
2.1 WEXE

SEMERRIR BIG ML T IRE TR, RIGARZ, HREFEE, RN G 25.4% [26]. A KBTIR
FH, AHEBAK. BRI T FERAREM. BAAEAEERAURX, L5258, FKK: HRE
Ko SFEZEA TR, WREZ HRGEE, BEsE: F 8 iRe EThEs. mE K H R
DS, BT R ENE 2 INES . ST AR LXK e, Al X% L X T
B 90%Lh bo i RIKIE, HR M X BRI R IR GTIX 2 —, HASRERT REOLGK
JRABE AL = AL X AE ST R R HA R M.

2.2. HREHE

AHIE TR H BB B4 -

1) Landsat ¥ &G AR . B0 kIR T 35 [ M5 1 7 5 W3k (USGS) Al B 2= () 5 s =
(http://www.gscloud.cn/) .

2) Hedds. © ARl Bk B T RN LR AT 20 AN G, SR H AR BRI
ol I AT R R R A AN K e B B, R ArcGIS R4 v LA E TR, A ME R B . FEK
22 (8] 3R 30 KIS Bds o 43 5008 o B VA 5 SR A 8 v B R IA I 78 X R B K I 2= i) o0 Al o @
5 30 m = AR AL (DEM)EcHE , Skl T 34 7 [A] 803 2= (http://www.gscloud.cn/) . @) =i F A %45
BT 56 X SRS AGOR LM R I SEBR I O, 225 BB 8E O i - 2Rk &R, Kt ot X LR
RKAVY RN — R 6 PRI 2EAY . Bl MRbb. B, KIS E & R A

2.3. BuETAbE

X R R P TRUAL B 9 B AL FRAN AR AL B 1) FERRTALEE . N Landsat BB Tk E
AL, PTEAASON BRI Landsat Zdldb AT KARRIE . 58650 BRIAGBEAE AL, B3I & XKL
= dho 2) MEEALHE. 454 1:10 770 3toR P o AR SR P45 JE A8 T [ 36 5 3 - B eCognition H
RN A& B TT IR AP BT RITFC X IR AR AN R T B SE PR oL, 225 rh R e Hudis v
O L AR, R TTIX LR SR 23 0 — 502K 6 Al R IR AT RAL . BRh, Msh, Rt K8
B SORA I . PR SR, LA 2018 SR 70 45 ROV AL HEREHLEL 300 N4 21 0 A IR S8 IE A2, 733
X BR AT G M AR AR AR, A R PR FE XA 51 90% WA L

3. AR GE
3.1. InVEST &%)

AWFFOR InVEST #8, Jlidia AV 2 FEPERC BN AL BB AR RE . AR B ik e B A B it B — A
J7 R G VAL ZE M R 2 B B e A e 2 42 [ 271

BT NS LS B RN F AL SRR R, BB AT . AEBEIR S Hr A
BRI, SPGB T B KRR T ARSI a1 0 U S AT SR
PP, RPPUT A ZFEE RS R . BAUE NSRIE S aR ORI XK, AN
MAED L EWE.

I I T A A AL R R RO A P T B R AT W, k(1) (PR

i, =1-(d,y /dy, ) if linear, or €
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iy :exp[ (2.99/d,, )d Xy] if exponential )

A, T FREU T R MARE LR/ O R B R 51 P BROR B RS ;o $RPTNHIRE Xy Z AT B
1) AESGRIRS. ASESRAT A R M EUR . 5L, HAESURA TR . AR
B E AN

r= IZy 1( /Zr =1 ")rYI"XVSJr (3)

X, Dy FRATEAESDRARRRE; W, A 7 HIBCEA ;s R ZMHEHE TN G Y a2 18z
ERIHHE ARG ry R R VARSI B A R T NG S) 2 SR R ARSI B BRI

2) AR AN ER SR T AR B R BN A SRR, He il B KT 0 vE i E
AR AR, AN ERIOI AKX TR

i =H, [ ~( m/DZ+k)] (4)

Aot KOUMR TN R H A ASE B HG Dy RAEHGRILRE.
3) LEBERRBRMERGHL, A SR MR B LU R B R, LR, A BRI, 3
P ARMF:

Ro=2 4R ®)

Ref, ROEBOM BTN g AT IATE: ROMHIS S IERH HHORI R | RORIBIEERE, s
ST R, R 1, A0 REN 0.

3.2. @I

BT 1990~2018 A AEMEMI T35 BE B . AERE K 2 4R, 1995~2018 R RE MM SO — . 4k
iﬁiwmﬁ%,kk TCLRMEEH, 24 1990~2018 4FFAFE B AP 350 B . AR P /K & [ B ] AR AH 8
4 T R T N % S5O B T A PR B ) 28 A SR AIE

éﬁ?m%2msﬁﬁﬁﬁ%$¥ﬂmﬁﬁﬁwmu$I@W%ﬁ% T I N e R M [ A T R
(11782 (Slope) i FE 1T 29 4k, HE M DX 458 Y [l 1A 45 Wk s iR FEE AN K PR AR A R 35, P 9 A 1 /<1
25 (A48 1k i#a 35 . Slope > 0, FRoniR. W%, Slope <0, FonmIBFE . R BB R E. CUERE S
(TICYy B, THEARWT:

n n n

nx Y ixT =2 iy T,

Slope = izln ‘:nl = @
aniz—(Zij
1, Slope /2 1990~2018 i L AR RIZ: n RFEG, Bln=29; T 2% i FHEREEHE.
3.3. DEM #E 947

1) BT HEHEIN 1995~2018 1K) 6 HH— 2% b b B 5 Ao ML AR £ (A1 254, J83d ENVI AT ArcGIS
SRR EIN T H, TSR] R B P b ) 238 28 72 [ A R AR A [ 4 0 ) P9 1 e W B8
k.

2)@%%%%%%@%%@&%%&EM%&ﬁﬁmmﬁ%i%%MFﬁ%ﬁMﬁﬁiJ;NwB
2 () 43 BT SRR 5 T 2R 170 45 6 1 70, ARFEATE 78 X A b 3Ry p, DAZE M o0 N2 05, AP AL R i
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30 METCHUAME, RAGVEAL - ZREg R . SRHCGH 2 b SR EUE, 18/ Origin B fF 2 #r
1995~2018 474 Ml M S5 WM Joy i 1t 34 A2 A0 14 22 ) AR A ARFALE

4, BERE D
41 S ERENR=TWL

RERAREATER . AR EEE. SBHE R ECRFMEA S FE, B =M EEHT o
SR 50 A 18 5 O B 2 2R A

4.1.1. ERBRHIER SR

A SR IR A AR B i ) 8 DR 0 SO 2R Y s e R B A F AR, LRSI, A EER e, AR BRIR Ak
H, BHENASRAIEHEREE, Ao msEIZEI R, HAESRE AR A6 2 F R R
rE A A IR AR B R, I XA BGRRR R RO ™ . BRAMEIAZ L XA, RN AR SRR H R A
NF 8, HE I A BLR AR EUNT 0.3, RUIZEMENN A SUR LR, AR

BT 1995~2018 4R (1) 6 HIAE SR ALIREEAE, W RN AEBLRAIRE S 6 N, RIEEATEIRfb
(0~0.05). fHfE iR (0.05~0.3) #JFiRK(0.3~1). IR (1~4). =Bk (4~8)FI ™ HIB(K T 8). FF
THE 7 1995~2018 4 & A BB S5 0 X 1 TH AR EL A7)

B 1 AT, RN AR SR T IR X TR R K, FE ARSI, B IX AR
() 27%/ 47 . HHREERALTH AR 2, HRFFE X E AL 20% /45 47 . 1995~2018 4F, ™ E IR AL AR 2/,
%2 2018 HEIF/IN T FCIX L T AR 1) 0.49% « AR TG IR Ak X [HI AR 52 S008I 386 )k sh AR Ak g 35 . W IR AL
R . TR IR AL S R B IR AL X T A 1995~2018 443 34 N T #F 7t X L AR 1 0.26%. 0.09%. 0.27%
A10.28%-

o HATR o FULIRL—»— BEIRIL
v— PEIRNE e RERL < HE

28 2
24 4
S
=
= 20 v v v v v v
‘_]’:é
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Figure 1. Area proportion of habitat degradation index grade area in the study area from 1995 to 2018
[E 1.1995~2018 FAf R X E TR I B F R X TR EL A

T T 1995~2018 %77 [ A BEIRM R BBERR B (FRAL: ToR) A ROHE IR SR Fe a8 (3 1)
AT EASGRTE A B A KR R E R, SRR AR > A > e > v, i
B -7 1e L SR B A AR A PR R B 1) AR 7 Tl P B, [ P [ A R R R AR FE AR B . T 1]
R AR S AT, 1995~2018 (8] [l A6 T7 A TR AGAE L Sk %y . HoAth Ty ) B AR BEIR AR
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BRI IEE, WL 23 SR BUR R Y 23 Ni& s, Hohm AR5 g™ 5, ([P 7 AR
B S SR PR

Table 1. Slope of habitat degradation index changing with distance in all directions and the time trend of slope

* 1 BHEEEERCERMEEET R TR R R R EEEE

77 1¢1] 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2018 REEE RN ) AR 3
B[ 0.0936 0.095 0.0961 0.074 0.0948 0.0914 -0.00022

)] 0.1292 0.1234 0.1216 0.1282 0.1247 0.1292 0.0053

) 2R 0.1371 0.1327 0.1592 0.1652 0.1377 0.1523 0.00059

Bl 0.0819 0.0795 0.0873 0.0877 0.0843 0.0872 0.00025

412 ERREELEY

RN AR TEIEIRT 0.79, UL REREM A 525 & SRR . (ARSI ESEB R, R
FEHEMNAEST I E BRI T MBS, 2 2018 4, ARSI EIE /N T 0.0336. AR I 1) X IR AR AR
PRI, AR BT R R I DX e 32 A v A A £ o R R R X AN X 3 25

T 1995~2018 4R 1) 6 HIAE G i1 AR IS, KT AT X I AR BB & 3 N #(0~0.2) 807 (0.2~0.4)
#1(0.4~0.6). R 147(0.6~0.8)FIf(0.8~1) 5 M52, 193] 1995~2018 F 4 M M A= 55 it 5t S5 4% X =5[] 70 A [
(K 2), FFGETTT 1995~2018 4 4 I A= 558 7 B 45 S 2 X TR AR LA

1995 2000

2018

_;‘gwé_::-
TERENE ke T BE #

Figure 2. Spatial distribution of habitat quality grade areas in Chuxiong prefecture from 1995 to 2018
2.1995~2018 FFRMEM ERREFRX=EHHE
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RN AR BRI, AERESEHUM. BRiFhE. Hh, ABEFRE0HXIERE RS A6 T A
AEUEM, TR ST X AT AR 54%0L . AR R IX 3 5 R IR B R 20 A A PR R e L X AR
%, 1995~2018 fETHAR/D> T HF AT X MATHAA K 0.02%, A 385 & P A Z 1 X AR N, SN

1995~2018 4F, A HIIE I T 0.76%F1 4.21%.

4.13. HEBBRIEERSH
SERFEN A TR R E SR A (5] 3) B AR D AR R AR TABHE . 28R T 00 A Sehh AR AR e AE

2005 “FJEIZAE TR, HRRIRECR. RUIREHEMN 1A SRR IR YK, e P AR

1995 )N\ 2000 }‘1\ 2005
AR @ PR SRR SR
[1-0.9399-0 [1-0.9399-0 [1-0.2049-0
[ 10-0.1 [Jo-0.1 [ ]0-0.1
[10.1-0.2 e [Jo.1-0.2 , [10.1-0.2
110.2-0.3 0 25 50 [|Zo2-03 0 25 50 ||F02-03
|Mo3-03164 s km ||0.3-03164 o km | (0.3-0317
2010 . 2015 2018
TR AR A B B
1-10.2225-0 -15.0864-0 [-34.6179-0
[10-0.1 [10-0.1 [10-0.1
[10.1-0.2 [10.1-0.2 [10.1-0.2
10.2-0.3 Gl [0.2-03 [70.2-0.3
|M0.3-0.3153 |mo0.3-0.5322 |M0.3-0.3206

Figure 3. Spatial distribution of habitat scarcity in Chuxiong prefecture

E 3. BigEMERFHRE=ESHE

4.2. EERENFMERSH

4.2.1. MR EMN ERRERFME
HIAN TR 2 s 7 0 o B A (AR A (P 4)RT, 2 IfeH dh phon A 50 o B LA B B . AN R B R i 7

BRREERPE, BRI SR XA AR5 2 TR XL, Hd 2000 < DEM < 2500 KX
WA R B R, HE DEM > 2500 KA Xk, HA RS EY KT 0.833. 1500 < DEM < 2000 K
B X 48 B i B ¥ 7E 0.758~0.799 2 ], 1) DEM < 1500 K FIX IR, A8 EAEx 52, 1995~2018 4F i

[) A= 15 5 B {E AE 0.742~0.766 28] .
1995~2018 4F, 46 5 A 15 i B B R Rt s, A5 5 B (E 2/, Hp 1500 < DEM < 2000
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AKX, EIERA, HkZE DEM > 2500 K1 XA DEM < 1500 KX 1K, 2000 < DEM < 2500 K]
[X 45 2E 15 5 R R R A A N o

------ DEM<1500 -- o -~ 1500<DEM<2000
i | e 2000<DEM<2500 --+ -- DEM>2500
N ¥=(-9.73E-4)x+2.8032
e M, R*=0.5606
R e S e UL S
0.84 1 y=-0.00125x+33552 e
Wesssoaastwe Pozzo--- v
o R>=0.8477
= P=0.0092
]
e
#8 0.80 . 3=-0.0013x+3.3815
H L Y R>=0.5405
. P=0.0959
0.76 T "I e ﬁ(‘?;i??ﬁ;“)ﬁ%?j“‘g
pe R=0482 ——
A .........4;:;‘.‘. ..... Z‘.’::j».uB.:‘Q;lg;?_t: .....
T T T T T 1
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G

Figure 4. Mean change of habitat quality in different gradient zones of Chuxiongprefecture from 1995 to 2018
[ 4.1995~2018 FF MM TR EHE R REHEZL

ANV BE B s AR B3 o B A T AR LRI T 400, B DEM < 1500 KBS REAN, o4 &bk B e 24 55 R B S 4%
BV F RN T, RIEFIRZ, & 10 B SE0 S i DX AR 2 kN

DEM < 1500 A6 B 5 AE 153 B s 25 2 LA . KA E . 1995~2018 4E A [A], AR S d /b #a%4, 1995~2018
. RAESFRESL DM T 3.77%M10.18%. ABFEZE . BE. oI XIS AR x5 ME 21K
Fadh, 2018 4E4 ) R AT IX S EIAR G 0.68%. 15.16%41 10.66%, 5 1995 4EHHEL, 2> AN T 0.39%.
3.20%#11 0.35%.

1500 < DEM < 2000 F#sf 52 AR 15 o B 55 4 LR 9 3, THIAR (5 66 B2 iy S T AR ) 38% LA I, 7 1995~2018
IR RN ER . AR EE, BE T R XS 2 E&ESR, 2 2018 4757 b8 B 1 R
1 1.43%. 15.44%. 12.03%7 22.89%. 4 1995 FAHLL, 4rAIHK 7 1.02%. 4.65%. 0.36%F1 1.49%.

4.2.2. MR RAGRTATTELEME IR R E R

1) AR AR (b tof 4 T A2 458 o R ) R

B % BRI A 48 R B 25 R . 1995~2015 4EMIA], &% SIS A i AR 1 A R E) /N
MHEFE f: bRt > K3 > Bhh > BFH > KRR > B, 2018 G SSRAY A B R B E
HRENOHET A bRt > 7Kk > Bl > Bih > @AM > RFI L. #5500 288 thobk b A= 358 5
IR, AERTEIESAE 0.919 P by H OGRS, FAS BT EIE 73 0 KT 0.777 F1 0.747;
AT R AR b A 58 R A 2, AEBE I R4 /T 0.21 A 0.14,

1995~2018 4RI bRHE , Bkt ZKISAE 585 S (E I R NE& S, =50 mlks T 0.015. 0.005 A1 0.13.
B 80 R R A 85 B A S ke, & 2018 41N 7 0.005. 0.178 1 0.051. HAE#
FH b AR 8585 B A TE 2015~2018 ARG KAEOR, WHHITF R, MEMEME BT AR SIHRY, BEUEET
YT ERSR K SO T A A O 0 8 ] SR RPAR T R ST B I T 8% B R R

FH A% S S 2R ) A 45 o S 0 X T AR LU T e, ARHRI KIS A B R R S AR 2, 40l o Ak R
KIS RIFA 85.4%LA FAT 72.4%0A |, Ui B AR S5 /K IR A 238 IR IR K IR SR B BE M Re ). #fh e
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B LA ZE N F,  HAE KIS TR 235K &%, % 2018 F SR 60.57%, U EHb S
XA RS, BBk R, AR E R AT, HASRE LRy 3 X AR S
HK, & 2018 4 HHLTHI A 85.95%, 171 DAL A 32 1 X 38 A 55 0 B TR Mo /S, 1 B R e A 5 ol
BERBES . AR AR SRR DA ZE e, & 2018 4] o A T AR 97.1%7F1 83.3%,
W I A 1 R O RR R b 2 A X AR B B B 22, S B .

IS0 1993~2018 A )£ iR A 2R 2 (1 T AR B 5 % R AU I AR B i E S E R S, DR
G35 S BT RS A 0 LA S5 S s, G AR L R g TR AR AR B R R SAME UL B 4
0.8722. 0.8759.

2) SOULRE JE AR AT A I M A 58 5 R 1 R

SRR 1993~2018 AR & oML AR SRR AN AR B2 S A HAR 2 S, DA TSR SR AR A AR
BiRERE . AR ESES NP. PD. LSI. PAFRAC. WI. SHEI. SHDI HEERZFH ML, 5
AREA_MN. Al. CONTAG. LPI¥JfFfER 3 IEAOG, BSOS & A8 Aot A= 15 o f A8 b B A . 3% 52,
SOWHAERE R . B BRI, RS . ZAMEBIC. SURRER R, HASR ST R,
FOMBAGR LR AR, RERE 2, HASmEWE.

4.2.3. SETHIEHEMNERREBHRID

FEHENIT 29 4K, FEMK SR BRI PR E R, BRI RO, T 2 A

B IE AL T AR R AR T (] 5).

@ — KSR ) —e— T LIR L
1200 . 1731 rA
W N
17.0 :
1100 / \ 4 . V=-6.6604x+1429.62 =0.0818x-148.03 .
- o, = R=0.1894 © 1651 R*=0.6326
= 10001 P=00183 = P<0.001
% K % 160 "
& e
i 9001 B
i i 155
- " 2
800 1 /\/ 15.04
700 1454
1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
iy iy

Figure 5. Time variation of annual average temperature and precipitation in Chuxiong prefecture from 1990 to 2018
[E 5. 1990~2018 SR UMM F R E FFFEK ERTE L

S I N 47 Bk KB 1) 2 18] 23 A B (&) 8) TR, MM B /K R A 3 A RS AE DA R AL R R PR AR ol X 3
k. FEFKRAE 800~1200 mm Z[A], XIRFFEKEZ R, WL 30 4K, REHEM KA B BEAR
pENES(E 6(b)), SRR — (1% 6(a)). HFEKEN IS B AR 1 7 b .

1 2 P 1~ 25 i P 1) 23 T 23 AT (151 6(C))FTR,  o X RS (I T 7t , AR IR BEAR T AR, X I
ZROR, HEMXAFAET IR ML 29 4K, AN RN (04T HiR R 2GR &Y, HIGRERE 2
R E RS, R T X, IR RO .

SEMEN L BT FR 2 R AT RIE SR L . BEK AR AR e B B . FKRE . RER
e P DCSRAR R 7K B i BE I ) DR A e i B 22 . ] 6 v “ 17 s, B ROMI FZ 450 1 LA DX 0K,
HAES R AT o REMEMNIL 29 IR RGNS, BRI D@, B INR AR N A B
HERALRESS , JUHAE A AR AT PG HR 1L X
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, 1 &
hoksmmm NOA | 4 TS ST
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(©) % (d

PSR B C & P EIR AR AL
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Ve
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Figure 6. Spatial distribution and trend change of annual average temperature and precipitation in Chuxiong prefecture from
1990 to 2018
[E 6.1990~2018 FREMHEMFETINRE . FHKETEHSHIEEETL
5. 4ip

WHFCEN A BGRATR A AR U RIS AR SR BCRAE A S R RN AR, R AR G
P A AR S B DR R AT 0 M A5 DU R 4 e

1) FEMEN A PR AR IR S, WA TR BE R A s 2 e ] S5 U R A P R A 35 o R A
W B B .

2) S R AA R RS B A B R o SRS T A AR A 5 AN AR 8 B A A AR AE AR AR B Bk
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