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Abstract

[Purpose]: This article takes Kunming City as the research area. Based on land use data from 2000
to 2020, using the land use transfer matrix and equivalent factor method, it analyzes the spa-
tio-temporal changes in land use and conducts ecosystem service value accounting and evaluation.
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[Results]: 1) The main land use types in Kunming City are cultivated land, forest land, and grass-
land, with areas of 705571.11 hm?, 1102908.42 hm?, and 219084.30 hm?, accounting for 33.58%,
52.49%, and 10.43% of the total land area, respectively. 2) In terms of dynamic changes in land use
types, forest land shows the most obvious changes, with a total area transferred out of 82614.87 hm?
and a total area transferred in of 152515.08 hm?2, mainly converted to cultivated land; followed by
grassland, with a total area transferred out of 153054.00 hm? and a total area transferred in of
68102.46 hm?, mainly converted to cultivated land. 3) From 2000 to 2020, the overall ecosystem
service value in Kunming City shows an upward trend, increasing from 612.093 billion yuan in
2000 to 619.441 billion yuan in 2020, with an overall increase of 7.328 billion yuan. 4) Individual
ecosystem service values are highest for regulating services and supporting services, accounting
for over 90% of each year. [Conclusion]: Changes in land use types in Kunming City have a positive
impact on the ecosystem, leading to an increase in the quality of the ecological environment.
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1. 518

FERRVT E S 2 i) F B, SR Toke e 7R R R ERIAL. AT, H AT T A S
EBRGRSHIFTTL, K2 RET LA AL L5 R AR08, H 280t 7t XK Lo, %t
B2 XA A A 2 28 0 e 55 RN (KT FEARDR B D, B — SR T AR — USRI RAF B T8 70 (R . FER
REGWEFEH, & E R INA . SRR A 245 E R TR ORER, e AE 3 73X — AR

1997 41 Robert Costanza %5 A [118 K 24 & K 7%z H T 1P 42k ESV BIK, B 42220 H
WS TSI I A R SR A PR 2R Sy T T T IR I FE[2]-[5]. Costanza [6] A 7t [X ) BTk
AR, X (T RBRESRGEMSME) TRES KRGS MERAT T ENE. SHTANE
SRGRSHIWEL R, BmBRE MM S, HRAESRGIRS P EME7] [8]. EWYE
XA DR[OS SRIE bR B, KIRAE 2 A LSRR A S RS S5 AT T A8 55 . i i S5 [10]4E
CGET AL AR OHE S B W T RAES RGRS M B TT LK) 1ok Costanza R K REHEAT T 12
ik, &M THRE, IR XS X AT T A RGEM S IE TG . T et A E
By, ZEFELLRAVII T R EVS K20, 48R 7S 0k 2 R %)
R, EWFFAEA A R GUE PRI ) € DR Gt 2%, X THA K ESV BT RUE 2 Ui Boc
[12] ATECHRIC[13] [14]. 2B IOPRE AR, ASKEsh e, 5 tm 7 %4 7 BRI
e, TR RIS RGUIR S5 E . B A SN2 X A SRR A S R G AT O IL, I —H A AR
FIWLERIREAT 1 AEE[15]. FF B A AN R 25 0] RUEE, PRI T ORI AR A R 1 A2 25 R G R 55 (e i
250 FERFAIE[16] [17].

RTINS AT R L, TR, ERERE A IR T, 2020 FIRHLxN
73.6%, R 2RSS RUR A BT R, Horh B A B AR R P A NS, @R T RS D
e X ARRE SN NS B2 B AR BT R AIRIE RN, SR BT 250 R e LA i 524
SR HEIREG . 2T, BT ArcGIS Bl T BT A AR (R S R GRS HiHE 1E
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1) E AR S, of BT AR 25 R GEAR S5 (B R AR A U REAT IR AR T, D9 B A A AR B A&
BRSO BOR S E RIS

2. XEHR

E WA B MR L 102°10'% 103°40, Jb&i 24°23'% 26°22', kb= 5imE, EHTH b S AR
2101125.15 hm?. LRI E N : RERL M AR, VOB RI AR M AE, LTI . IR T AR,
A B ROy T, AL A, b RE, R TR R E, i
RN RIS T AL RGRS - SR Sk, SRR E A, U5, BIHK
TR NSBKBHE R A 733 m°, KRS . RMATA P23 FEE . 2020 455K, U A 1A 846.30
FiN 2020 ARSI T HBIX A 7 EAE 6733.79 427G, Herr, B — 7k 55 AN SR = L T 53 R 5.6%

1.4%AH12.5%. [l BEH ERUTAG AR, BARK I, MOREIRIEE, it 7 ESRGRS i
ERSS=RiupyiIR

3. IRFZEESHIERIE
3.1 BEkESATE

AR 5T A8 ) BB T 2000~2020 4F -3t A1 FH B 25 204 SR VR T GlobelLand30m 4= ERHER (S B A 7= by
W3y, JEIE ArcGIS10.8 BT HERRER I B in o3 b 2545 2 - HooR) FH T AR AN Mo R EE RS R . B 9T Ik

R X A2 P2 Sl R FI A RAED P 5 okIE T (BT STHELE) M (BHTTERE
SRS RBARIT AR 5 RPN RS RIE T B K S it 5 9 3 (http://www.stats.gov.cn) .

32. MRAE

3.2.1. 1TibFIHERER
IR AR B — Rl BT s, B AT LR RS B AN Z b S = 3R i 3h 26
A, HEHERIELN:

S11 SlZ Sln
%z%l%zj'%" 1)
Snl Snz o Snn

A Sy B FEHIA) | SREL s SR | ISR ITHIAN . n s LA SRR

322 BRERESREMSNELE

TEAEAS ISR, A RS I AR R B, AR RS . SRR AI L
PCHRS o BLA TR T E A SRR = LK VRO e, B R F 96 205 TP R T R B R
IR S50 B B AU RS L DL BRSO, S0 TG SF 4 MR AR A 0 5
SCHRIR S NS RGN R IR AT T RSO (RN, @ FR LI R . FRAM IR LUK A R b1
Aetr. SCAUMESMIPKBLEESE 00 |, (R0 A2 S5, 1308 T 0 R I, WRTBUE &S R
GeR S5 24 BR800 BRI 22 25 R b M T 1 TR 5 S A T 80 0 R A 0 B
Fre S AERRNRREPAS A S RAM O IR T EEMAAE . AT, SHMEmIS A TR, Jf
gh g BOITT IR R 02 0L, B T R TRV S RGOS M MR, i 1 aTLUR H, AR
B (R BB Vs O, TTRRHL, B8, BEM. SRR B0 416 24 5T 4 BRI T HELSEE 1 (A
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TPIME, DA ORVPAG IR HER PE AT 2 11

Table 1. Service value equivalent scale per unit area in Kunming city
%=1 BEAWRNAERESRAERSNMEHEEX

—RorH T Frit PRt B K WA AR L
' 1.11 0.25 0.23 0.80 0.00 0.01
BeE RS JERl AR 0.25 0.58 0.34 0.23 0.00 0.02
KBRS -1.31 0.30 0.19 8.29 0.00 0.01
SRR 0.89 1.91 1.21 0.77 0.00 0.07
AR 0.47 5.71 3.19 2.29 0.00 0.05
TR S5
HALIREE 0.14 1.67 1.05 5.55 0.00 0.21
IR ST 1.50 3.74 2.34 102.24 0.00 0.12
TR 0.52 2.32 1.47 0.93 0.00 0.08
RS GEFRRRAER 0.16 0.18 0.11 0.07 0.00 0.01
W Z R 0.17 2.12 1.34 2.55 0.00 0.07
SRS LM 0.08 0.93 0.59 1.89 0.00 0.03

3.2.3. EBRGEREMERE
B RGRSNE R ECE R T 2R A S RGBT % 28RS ThRE A TR E . ASCik
BT 2020 AT B0k KRS, RE =R E ik B E, iR AT
1< NPRQ

X, En NEBAT 1 AMSHERA. ESV MEETIAFME, BAChuhm®s @ ARIEDFZE N~ i F
AAEDFORE TR (hm?) s PA | BV EYIE AR (1) 4 P390 48 (JU/ka) s QA i AR VE M BT TR P B (kg/hm?)
M A A EDD R TR (hm?) o

WA S5 N R R (T B AR B 4 BT I AR 3S RS IR S I (AL R 77 ik ek ) [10], AR4E
I M SERRtg oL, T M8 N R I 0 ORI HBCFIME, /A @& & B mi ) S 21K,
RAE (2020 E4EARMED AW TN S ) THEH 2020 4 R -F B IARRES . N B KD
PR AN 7222.31 kg/hm?, 2583.79 kg/hm? F1 6246.04 kg/hm?, ¥4 k& 73 %1y 2.75 Jtlkg. 2.28 Jt/kg
A1231 Je/kg, FET I, HHEAH R TTREDMZ 5y 1920.49 so/hm?, 8 i S73E T BT )
AR RSIMERN FR(EE 2).

324 EBRGRSMENE

EBRAMSMERTE S RET RGN NSRS S, A K[18]4:
ESV =Y LW, (3)
ESV, => LW, 4)
R, ESV AHES RGNS BMEOT); | R AR, LR EE | Fh R R A (il
hm?); W, x5 i F bR 282 BT T AR B8 24 B (BT A 7e/hm?) ;s ESV, A2 R GE s TR 55 Th i
PHME(T): Woi N IR 5 ThRE S AL T AR S R GRS M E (t/hm?) .
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Table 2. Table of service value coefficient of ecosystem per unit area in Kunming city

2. EMmRMERESRARGRSNERKE

G S TS Hrth 7N Hih Kk B AR 4
(e v/ 2122.14 484.92 448.11 1536.39 0.00 9.60

L3 E JE A= 470.52 1113.88 659.37 441.71 0.00 28.81
KAt -2506.24 576.15 364.89 15920.85 0.00 19.20
SRR 1709.23 3663.33 2317.39 1478.78 0.00 124.83
AR 893.03 10961.19 6126.36 4397.92 0.00 96.02

W RS
RS 259.27 3212.02 2022.91 10658.71 0.00 393.70
KSR 2871.13 7173.02 4487.54 196350.73 0.00 230.46
+ R 998.65 4460.33 2823.12 1786.05 0.00 144.04

SCREIRSS  dERRIROMEIS 297.68 340.89 217.66 134.43 0.00 9.60
EWZ R 326.48 4061.83 2567.05 4897.25 0.00 134.43

AR S FFM 144.04 1781.25 1133.09 3629.72 0.00 57.61

4. BEA 10 FI A= 94h
4.1. 3bFIFAREI ST

2000~2020 4, & HHUTHAR A i BUIRAK CHE P bRty Bkt Bodh, K3, B L. KR LR
3)o M EBITH H R M R B A ROk S, TR 2 DAk, LA 1033008.21 hm? 1
K #1] 1102908.42 hm?, 34 3.33%, Fdh EC IR 4 1 TH5 215 i o1 - R /K 38 PR 189 4K 25243 531l A 0.93%
0.029%7F1 0.02%, FHor, FRnAE B LLEHE S BTy RAI M i FR b B R I gk 5 3G e 3 Kk
FUTE 2000~2010 4FLLE4EREAAR, 2010~2020 4F LU E$E s b of) A T AR DA R Hbs b o8 32, JLHETAR i
304035.84 hm? J&/b & 219084.30 hm?, Jik/> 4.04%, HHbLLFIZE R FF; BHthRd 0.26%, 2000~2010 4F
(R TH AR 5 PR AR R R A8k, 2010~2020 4F[] (& LU A BT T o AF 5 IX 14D i R P = 224 R AE AR

MM, =2 ) AR o 0 B T AR Y 95% A L.

Table 3. Land use structure of Kunming City from 2000 to 2020
% 3. EBATH 2000~2020 4+ i A EH

TR (hm?) Lt 451%
H R
2000 4 2010 4 2020 4 2000 4 2010 4 2020 4
Hi 710950.77 711059.85 705571.11 33.84 33.84 33.58
i) 1033008.21 1049077.98 1102908.42 49.16 49.93 52.49
B 304035.84 278208.54 219084.30 14.47 13.24 10.43
7Kk 40185.45 40152.69 40595.76 1.91 1.91 1.93
ARF 644.94 293.40 1052.37 0.03 0.01 0.05
R 12299.94 22332.69 31913.19 0.59 1.06 1.52
Mt 2101125.15 2101125.15 2101125.15 100.00 100.00 100.00
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4.2. TFIR=ETU S

7 4 rHralf3, 7 2000 45 % 2010 SE -4, TR RERRZ HE %, Kk, A6FRERS
Mrae i i 1B 0 TR I 2870 . BRI Ay 85193.43 hm?, A\ M I #H Y 59366.97 hm?, HHh#:
AR TR IR, S 43854.03 hm?, 32 B2 KO3l i Ak AR A, A ISR I, e 7 R 1
m, BR8N, FH oy R R MR SN, N 137.52 hm?, FEUER TR R A AR
SR, PRI, SECEHTE T, TRk E R, TR AN AR R . Bt
HNEMI AR, N 53413.20 hm?, BEE 30 T ALRERR s AN AR S (R4 B IR A4 =, BURF HE & A SR
H, BN P R, DLSCE ARSI, RYEY 2. B ) B N AR A,
N 0.63 hm?, [l SR AL HERE O HESE AR B (R RN O3, BUR H SR, Sk 8 o kA
BRI B, DI AR, $RTHR T 4Rk

Table 4. Land use transfer matrix of Kunming City in 2000~2010 (unit: hm?)
& 4. EBATH 2000~2010 £F i FI AR AEME (B hm?)

R 2 b Hrth Mt B R Kk 2000 4
b 21884157  43854.03 37715.85 3158.82 137.52 328.05 304035.84
Bt 53413.20 611367.84 37986.57 6503.67 42.84 1636.65 710950.77
giSi 5076.09 54690.84  973137.60 85.68 0.09 17.91 1033008.21

R HY 0.63 2.88 0.36 12248.37 0.09 47.61 12299.94
AR FH 293.40 34.38 0.45 205.56 108.63 2.52 644.94
7K 2k 583.65 1109.88 237.15 130.59 4.23 38119.95 40185.45
2010 4E 278208.54  711059.85  1049077.98  22332.69 293.4 40152.69  2101125.15

14 5, 2010~2020 4E[A), MRE: A A 47194.65 hm?, # A SEIA A 101025.09 hm?, Ak
WABH TR R, A 43251.30 hm?, FEZFAREE BT AU MR & A D FIRBHE K, %t
M R OREE B, PRI AEIR ) 8, RIAREE 2 O AR IF R A s o B0 A A ) P b T A A
N, R L1 hm?, FER BT R O A SR R R R P, A TS TR R B A S AR UK .
Bt g e N ECR, N 62109.45 hm?, [l A SR B IR S,  BURFFIAE 285 o A 3R
Be R Z AR AR B R AR EE A . IR RS RIBUR (1) S0 2 5 B S N bR kb 77 3 2 A

Table 5. Land Use transfer matrix of Kunming City in 2010~2020 (unit: hm?)
2 5. RBEAT 2010~2020 £E -3 FI AL RS 4B ME (AL : hm?)

ok v LI BTt Fidh B R R AT H 7Kk 2010 4
B 172738.71 60368.31 38770.02 5075.10 632.16 624.24 278208.54
Frth 42229.62 601053.84 62109.45 4378.32 296.73 991.89 711059.85
PRt 3852.00 43251.30  1001883.33 48.51 1.71 41.13 1049077.98
Ry 1.44 414 0.00 22288.50 0.00 38.61 22332.69
RAH 103.86 9.81 0.09 55.08 118.62 5.94 293.40
K35, 158.67 883.71 145.53 67.68 3.15 38893.95 40152.69
2020 4F 219084.3 705571.11  1102908.42  31913.19 1052.37 40595.76  2101125.15
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W17 6, 2000~2020 4E ], FRHEL H AR N 82614.87 hm?, A KA 152515.08 hm?, Akib#s
WABH TR K, D 74292.12 hm?, FELRFONEEHE N KRS 5 R 8, SRR Ah ok
FEAR IR TSR BAE AW I, N T ARERRR 2 AR AL I TR, T N A b AR A (b A R R P B T
/N, A 689.49 hm?, FBLE i Tl BEARA . i BE A i BEIF B i B R 5 A RIS B R Ak,
SERHGE A ERAE T, I FEAS AR R o AF 1 AR e N TR K, O 80610.21 hm?,  J& [ R
I SE MR BHE AR, W — BB B A AR, DR E R, OB AESIEE . A SPUE
RIE, AEABNBHMERE, N THRPAKE SIS, T2 — 50 HEh s 2tk . AR F Hh
RS N TR/, A 0.81 hm?, JE IR LB SLiE T — R 415 A SR B R AR S UK, il
R FH AR A AR, DA A 4 7 7, et A A IR MRS N A ST R K, A 13449.42 hm?,
PR A W MR R /N, A 158.49 hm?, SRR TTALHERE IR, ZRBFRE, R &
Hmn.

Table 6. Land use transfer matrix of Kunming City in 2000~2020 (unit: hm?)
2 6. EBATH 2000~2020 £ - Hh | AL 5EME (AL : hm?)

EHORISRE R B P i KRR K3 2000 4
ELHh 150981.84  75075.21 71600.49 5545.17 301.86 531.27 304035.84
B 59513.94  554571.72  80610.21 13449.42 689.49 2115.99 710950.77
P 8022.60 7429212 950393.34 158.49 13.77 127.89 1033008.21

HEBH 1.26 14.58 117 12221.19 0.09 61.65 12299.94
ARA A 3t 216.99 53.91 0.81 326.61 42.30 4.32 644.94
KK 347.67 1563.57 302.40 212.31 4.86 37754.64 40185.45

2020 4 219084.30 705571.11 1102908.42 31913.19 1052.37 40595.76 2101125.15

5. BREAMESRGRSNETM
51 BIATAESRZGRINETZK

M 2000 421 2020 4, RIS RAE MRS S E 2 IS KAEH, H 612.093 12702+ % 619.441
{76, BIHIEK 7.348 12703 7). X —HGK R T B TR AR S IR ORI T T RF SRS 1 S k. 1R
KA IR, W AES RGRSIMMERS KRR, T 26422 270, X—HKFESH
B B T AE AR ORI AR G AR 7 T AN, AR T T RHVAE S RGN RS DhRe. AN S, S A
SRESMMERILT TR, PEKT 19.681 1470, X SHMIBIL . W EBULSERZFA K, BoR T MoExT i
BB RGBT FIEE . P RS RERSMEN S0 “SeiER7 rEs, Sk BRd 0408 12
TGo XL AT AR . KRBT ELFER RGO, FEE P RAESRANER SR
JE o IKIBFIARF AR RSN E RIS NEBE RTINS Feal, KRKESRGRS N
EEE RS PRI, ST 0.990 ZIuHdhk. X — B2 KA 5 T /KA S IR BT 1 R e LA
FOKBEIRGRY IBER3G58 . WEARE, BIWEIARAS RGRS SN EEH 7 REMK, HE -
R R A SRS MEAL S H A T Aok, BT NASREAESHERP 5BE TIE, #3)
FREBRGMSMER . BEtitTt, #ftd S 585 E R,
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Table 7. Value of ecosystem services in Kunming city from 2000 to 2020 (RMB 100 million yuan)
= 7.2000~2020 AT SR ESREREMEZT)

THURIFZERY 2000 4 2010 4E 2020 £ Ll
2000~2010 4E 2010~2020 4 2000~2020 4E
Bt 53.932 53.940 53.524 0.008 -0.416 —0.408
Wit 390.775 396.854 417.217 6.079 20.363 26.442
T 70.437 64.454 50.756 —5.984 -13.698 -19.681
K35, 96.940 96.861 97.930 -0.079 1.069 0.990
ARF FH b 0.008 0.004 0.013 -0.004 0.009 0.005
M EVS 612.093 612.113 619.441 0.020 7.328 7.348
52. BAATESRG LTRSS MEETL
M 2000 4EF| 2020 HFEiX AR E], H RIS KRGS OME A Ry B 2 AL FHE T (6 8). 1X
AR B IR A R GAERS A AR R AR SR BRSO, W3R 130T K R S5 A S R AP A b 1)
PHTR R MNMEREICKEE, ASCHAY SR T e Zh e, BRHE 2SR LIRREE, BIRH
EK=FERATAESRAMRS PR OAER . SUERTRTT . W2 A5, B W hl b

o v EEMME, WA FRE . gEREIR A LUROK BRI AL T B e S BAR A B it
Bk, ATCUR B TR S SO IR S AE BRI T AR S R G0 4 12 R R E AL, HE M E R T
90%. FHrfr, FRSCUHSIAN AR R A DR 15 AR ST AISCHRF IR 5 o 4l 0 s sz, T ELAE A B0 A 55
P AT RIS, X u ] TR BT A S R G R € H R . MELZ R, eI
K BHIEALE B AR IR VU BRI T 2000 42 2020 4RI A RGRSSMERT, 7 Hrfs 3]
DRSS R ME R KA, RV MENRIL T THE. X—asSR A7 5
37 R BN & 2 EANRIA R AL AU R . SULFIR, 4ERpIRniadh . JRRE™ . KBRS kv st
Wy AT ARG BB R RS R RORRR . KOS DL U 5 A 55 R A X — B B

Table 8. Kunming from 2000 to 2020 (RMB 100 million Yuan)
% 8.2000~2020 F PR AT S R GRS MEZTT)

—Yhrk ZgarR 2000 4 2010 4 2020 4 2000~2020 4
Ty 22.08 22.04 21.93 -0.15
BLeh RS 5.67% JERAE P 17.03 17.04 17.23 0.20
KBRS -4.36 —4.37 —4.07 0.29
avZNE] 57.64 57.63 58.14 0.51
AR 139.97 140.15 142.40 2.43
WA RS 70.29%
FALIRR 45.46 45.45 46.02 0.56
KSR 187.06 186.99 188.91 1.85
AR KR 62.48 62.47 63.15 0.67
THRSS 20.07%  AEFRFEIERR 6.35 6.35 6.39 0.04
W Z R 54.05 54.04 54.72 0.66
AR 3.97% EH M 24.33 24.32 24.62 0.29
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KL TR N A R RAMUAIL T BT AE S (R 518 R BRI 3 5 WSS 0,
HRNES BRMES ARSI A S RrlER 3R, RIS B K R, ik
2.43 f¢78, R T RWITAERI TRA . ORI ESIAET 5 T U 10 5% R 28 BAriR, W
TIAELES A 25 R G M 55 O3 T LS ARt Jee , (BT 5 455 B2 5T I 5 ¥ 2 AR 55 S B0 A Vi £ 1 A
DA RS BT AE L.

6. &

1) BWI LR AR s SEEAe T, UM B SRR A TR IC R e PRI T 3 S B
farb ETHEs, XMk 1 R AR T AR AN A SRR R B . EH AR HE AR, 32
BN RE . ANIE SR 2 ER R AR FRAURA L, AR A BB EE, 2P
AR RRBORIHE ., KT RRSEEWHFARMER, M2 UREL. BARREEARFR
I o

2) Brgelie), BT LM IS D 1 BT . R AN SO AR ) R T ), R AT
POREIT AR, LA 3 A AN T AR 5K« ARAUNTER 1 FH I R 3 N IZHTHE AN o 3 — & 20 St A
L e D KB ER AR ) P, T R F SR I B 2 R AR B T BRI T AR SR BT K A RIS
X AR AP AT R e s ) EE A

3) WHFLHIE, EWIMASRGMSMER R EERTE, MR RS RGN Tk <8,
IR 4ERERA, W TCHIE], W7 DRI A S RGBT T — A i8R R AR A .

4) AE R WY B2 R GUIR S U rh R 1 IR 55 A0 SRR IR 55 P o BEBIAOR, 2333 70.29% 11 20.07%.
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