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Abstract

Based on the theory of ecosystem health, this paper constructs an ecological health evaluation
system based on landscape pattern index-based vitality-organization-elasticity-ecosystem servic-
es, and studies the ecological health of Sanjiangyuan wetlands. Using the hierarchical analysis
method (AHP) to determine the evaluation index and the weight of each plaque type, combined
with the calculated landscape pattern index value, the ecological health status of wetland envi-
ronment in Sanjiangyuan area was evaluated by the comprehensive index method. By comparing
the landscape index values in 2018 and 1988, it is shown that the landscape fragmentation of San-
jiangyuan wetland severity increases, the landscape heterogeneity increases, the shape of the
landscape is complicated and irregularly increases.
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1. 518

JEHRHER FARE EEW R, BWEREENAESRG. CEAEMRNR. B FTRRS
WEAEDINRE, HE CANBRE” « CNERERE” o M “HERZE” [1]. TR, AR
R, AR T B SRE™ 5, VF2 RN, ER BN K. VLR XOR KT, 35
ARV = R R B AR I, A “HAEKEE” ZBR, IXS K SRR SR ThRE R 3, 2 R KR
2z —[2]. HAEBSHERMF LSRR, LA EW RS LR, RrmeEES it R ERZeN 4R
W7 CARET, BAHRE B A S HAI T3],

80 AR, Schaeffer 1 IRHRH T4 G AR A RIN R [4]; Rapport & J& 73X MU, AR XA 2S
ARG R 2 T84T TR R MERFE[5]; Albert 3 T 3540 Hh i 5 /K A A 38 55 FERIEA AL SE 1
D R R A 25 {8 R [6]: Dawson %518 A AR &S (g FEFR A0 RPN M AR A58 e, SR T 0~100 4542 (0
RFREEFOIRD, 100 RFFLFHMERCIRE), PO 7 BRI R RCIRBL[7]: 21 4D, Munyati 55
iz Lands at MSS 1 TM J& 85215006 28 LUV Kafue W@t AT 5 00 B B T AR 1 sh 2 284k MR T 78, i i 1%
b DX AN () B B 14D 9t T R P 738 A AR SR I 98 12 IX Syt /K R B T 2R AL R [8]: Maiing 251 SPOT XS 414
Bl SEBCE JE SN R e R I T RS AR AR B, 20 M N 8T 30 5 I S W AR Ak 2 1A 5% 2R [9] -

AHIF 7T LA RSk 3D 22 BN, B SRR S, 8. SRS ARG, B
B AR B VTR A S A TURRAE, TR IR R S5 0R 47 Rt A A PRSI R B R LR
SRR, KR X T RS K R B RIS

2. MARBARERSZE
2.1. WEXEEAR
VTR X R A U R G, 2 TR SRR S ST BB S0 e,
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WK

KR EE [ 2 F 7 — MRS UE BT, 29— RAE-6"C~4"C 2], M (K< IR—48C,
ety B¢ pe A<l 28°C o A P38 B /K B — FRTE 250~705 mm 2 IR], AFZ KR EAERTECR, —MRAE 730~1700 mm
Z A, BSIRRHE IR ZE /N, HERZEKR, HEREK, mEml, ReK, MyEKEiE, 4050
S TCAER TR, HARKEME.

XK 5, KRR, XAFRARE, B 2B 8im, it BRE® . ik
o X RO TR S K AR ST X, g ks o AR R E R BRI X, iR EofmkE
P IR [10]. KIVLARIE TSRO I &R PR S L, AEJERFRTeTei, F SR A R A
. . SIS, EFIRREN 177 12 m¥ BEURIE T EEI R L b S A RS L, FESR
i, AR, EIRRE 2322 m®; HITLRIR T 442 BAAE S R EARES L, FEREN 107
m® Y5 DX IR B T RLAE 177 km?® DL L. 4 8 BRI SRE BRI T R B 0L, X Rl R — 2 B 4
a3 3501 0 AR (R BB A0 et 8 Y 1 i < U R [11]

22. FEMRF*E

1) JERIIHTIE(AHP )

BT RN EA AR S RS R DU R (E A2 AN R, DR 258 B $R bR 1 IRCE . 4841
PIREAE R A2 RPN S 5, R IR AR 25 R G B VPN T b E AT A R (A3
TONEE ., FE IR Hi%(Analytical Hieraechy Process, f&iFK AHP)SE BILLE F i —Fb FH Sk & & Mg bRl &
M) =5k IXFITVERIRE R I B BB D, 6 ) R A 5T LA R BT S P ER 2 N E K &
ST ECEGENY) . BRI 7, R B B R R A SREACDME TR R AR AR
e ARENUCESE AL IE SR 77, i B SRR e BEUR R, B hiRE, Sk —EREM
PE[12].

2) ZETRENE

CEETRBUL R S TR VR A N R FE R MATR R, TR SR ZE G R, DGRa BN s &1
FEHE T A HE - & TR AR I ACECR AR B R R e 1, RIS IR ARE SR S E I E IR 4R
A HRBCEI AR IR NGE R Z IR M - SR A E AE IS fragstats THA B FIEUE AT R 6, SRIEHH
s E TR AR ZE S TR R AL

3. HIRALIE
3.1. EEHIE
DAFD % B R0, 2% )R LT 2018 4F 1R HLRE A5 H0E , I A Landsat TR 5444, 455 4 134-35.,

134-36. 133-35. 133-36. 133-37. 135-35. 135-36. BRI N ETM Hids. ACBEEEHI NG AE
10 Ay, =8/PNT 10, HEGEESAR THIHR .

3.2. BRFBAE

TE GBI R B T MO IR R ERECE AR BAE BRI AR A E AR VAT B AR B R R L
(J75E[13]. H AR PR 4R B W S AN B SR E 18 B UG 3R H AR R A A5 2 0 78 . At
FUE SRR A 5 AR A, R =V o e DU R SR AL B class 1 AR, class 2 AR
Uit class 3 FRETHFMFM) . class 4 XFMM . I8)5 H Arcmap #4F NDVI AL SR BUE BGAR, SREH
FHAL Ry Polygon #%30, 48 )5 456 H AR RER 5k AT SR ki 4, Wl 1 foR . 2 ¥ LK
grid #& I H T 25 SOk Rttty BB BRI R K, @ an T e, RIATRA
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arcgrid #%3X, 12 H arctools 7' [1J conversion tools, 4377 feature to raster, raster to other format, BAJ5¢
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/ e
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FID Shape ID GRIDCODE classID |A
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Figure 1. Classified image

B 1 HEGE

4, =TS
4.1. FhigtrEREST

M A S R AT RE ALt R G RE L I8 3 35 LA SC SO SRR SRR IR, SRS R — RE R X
R R GE AR EE . SO RITEEOE A 2 (8] R R AR IS Al B SR ok, PRI ™T By R S
FEVEAT ) LU AUE B bR . AT =TI KB AES KRG A S H A, LSRR EON TR T =
LRI A S R GV R IR A R, W 2 Frs.

LS EHEITIA

[ ,/\7732] [§$ﬁ33 ] [EE#D?%:%‘EHE%%M]
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Figure 2. Sanjiangyuan wetland ecosystem evaluation index system (APH Structure)
2. SiTRESHE S RGIFMIEIRI R (APH £514)
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4.2. HOERRE RN ERE

1) BRSO i € FE AR B E

B &= BRI 7 B R AR th, 20 = L A I AR B o R % ER g — 0 R R AF G B 22 LU
PR SR HIZZ FIRA B, AR5 1B HESR R tH AR R AR R 8. RE R o oy D9 B 3 AR X 3 b
FE, by Forx T Ak T, R TR D /by BB, —ReRA 1. 30 5. 7 RAEAAREE, HE
BRI N IR —AEEZE, —ADEERI S —MEE, JHE JHERNE, 2. 4. 6 WOAMAHEIA
Wrr b e, FoRArrhe T B RO B S S R e FE R S AT — Bt R g, — 3
4% C.1. (Consitency Index) it AT (L), & HMEBK, F 0 e e O 29 78 4 — BRI AR BEBROR,
C.LIGMER /N, B HIWT R Bk 420 T 58 4 — 8tk . XF T2 FIBTAERE, 5l NTFRNL—SUEfR bR R
(Random Index), #* 1 45t 1~8 BriEH e Rl NFEHL—EELLE] . FIBrRE RE — St dabr C1L5 [FIF-1- 1k
BL—F 38 FR R Z HEFRCNBENL — 30 EE 2 C.R. (Consistency Ratio). 24 C.R. < 0.10 i, fH{A Ay Wy
HAWLEZ M —8 . 25 C.R.>0.10 i, i ZBEAMEIEANER:, (352 CR. <0.10, AMmMA
BiHER—3E.
Table 1. 1 - 8 order positive reciprocal Rl consistency index RI
#* L 1-8MIEER RI —H 454 RI

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
RI 0 0 0.58 0.90 112 1.24 1.32 1.41

Aax —N
Cl = i1 1)
T SE R E AR E 5 AN EEE A @ WA o 482 O R IR (RO B 2R ), VR BB T 5
SEBr b AT IR EE A ARG SR WA R AR ) B, A A Q)T R RS AR . R T
Fls, RBWNREL R, BLE 2~6 % HERES R 7 KAIWrE R R LT A

Table 2. Judgment matrix of criterion layer B1 (vigorous layer) and its correlation factor P
2 2. HENE Bl GENE)SHHEXETF P BIFI I FER

B1 P1 (NDVI) P6 (ZFEIHETEED) P2 (GO THIAR) Wi

P1 1 3 7 0.6434
P6 1/3 1 5 0.2828
P2 1/7 1/5 1 0.0738

HVE: B Amax = 3.0657, FH—FMk484x Cl = 0.0329, RI = 0.58, CR = 0.0567 < 0.1,

Table 3. Judgment matrix of criterion layer B2 (organizational force) and its related factor P

= 3. ENE B2 (AR ) SHMBXET P BIFIERER

By . P5 P4 P3 L PT P9 P2 W
(BEERY) CREERY) 4R ErmEl) 5 ERERD (EE) SOUETHA) '
P5 1 2 4 5 6 7 9 0.3738
P4 12 1 3 4 5 6 8 0.2641
P3 14 13 1 2 3 4 6 0.1366
P6 1/5 14 12 1 2 3 5 0.0938
P7 1/6 15 13 12 1 2 4 0.0638
P9 17 1/6 14 13 12 1 3 0.0440
P2 1/9 18 1/6 1/5 1/4 13 1 0.0239

BiE: BRI Amax = 7.3144, H—E(M:FEx Cl =0.0524, Rl = 1.32, CR=0.0397 < 0.1.
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Table 4. Judgment matrix of criterion layer B3 and its correlation factor P
F 4. N E B3 SEMEXETF P BB

P6 P1 P4

P7

P8

B3 (E PSR (NDVI) CRARRE)  (UAUEER)  (BEHORHmER Wi
P6 1 3 5 7 9 0.5028
P1 1/3 1 3 5 7 0.2602
P4 1/5 1/3 1 3 5 0.1344
P7 17 1/5 113 1 3 0.0678
P8 1/9 17 1/5 1/3 1 0.0348
B BRI Amax = 5.2426, H—F(IE4% Cl1 = 0.0607, Rl = 1.12, CR = 0.0542 < 0.1.
Table 5. Judgment matrix of criterion layer B4 and its correlation factor P
F 5. N E B4 SEMEXETF P BB
B4 P6 (£ FEMEFE %) P9 () P3 (445 W
P6 1 3 5 0.6334
P9 113 1 3 0.2605
P3 1/5 1/3 1 0.1061
FVE: BRI Amax = 3.0386, H—F(IE4545 CI = 0.0193, RI = 0.58, CR =0.0333< 0.1,
Table 6. Judgment matrix of target layer A and criterion layer B
6. BirE A 5ENZE B HFBAERF
A B1 (& /1) P1 (A4 1) P4 (3 7) P7 (& RS W,
B1 1 3 5 7 0.5578
B2 13 1 3 5 0.2634
B3 1/5 1/3 1 3 0.1219
B4 17 1/5 1/3 1 0.0569
FVE: BRI Amax = 4.1185, H—F(IE4545 CI = 0.0395, RI = 0.90, CR =0.0439 < 0.1,
i=n
o =5 2 @)
iz W,
4% 2T R IR B A 2 (B) AR tH (K 7).
Table 7. The total weight of each evaluation indicator
F 7. REZITNERHENE
A B1 B2 B3 B4 J—
0.5578 0.2634 0.1219 0.0569
NDVI P1 0.6434 - 0.2602 - 0.3906
FOWLRHIAR P2 0.2828 0.0239 - - 0.1640
ST Y4EEL P3 - 0.1366 - 0.1061 0.0420
KEEIRY P4 - 0.2641 0.1344 - 0.0859
S E TR PS - 0.3738 - - 0.0985
ZFEPETRE P6 0.0738 0.0938 0.5028 0.6334 0.1633
BIS TR H P - 0.0638 0.0678 - 0.0251
DERZETITHAN P8 - - 0.0348 - 0.0042
FJF P9 - 0.0440 - 0.2605 0.0264
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B, —— 3 B B T A J2 &M R AU

P —— 45 P R T B R AR T,

2) JRUAHT T BEHA R R

R 4 25 = VMR, AR A NI BRSO, A BRI, U VR
VUK, VIR R K O A R B R G, BT I TR K. IS R £
SRR 5 T N NS G VR, 53— TR AR R I bR . AP . TR Tk
o VAR G R TR B B A . WIS, RS, R R
RERKHY, TR, HE W R (RS 47 PR LB 0038, R S
AVERIERE I S REEAT TR, B J = AR, A S04 I PR U v 50 2% BT b
Wl W 8.

Table 8. Decision matrix of target layer A and criterion layer

8. BirE A SN ERYFIRTEERE

A ezt | 4 bE} T B W
BB 1 3 5 8 0.5578
WA 1/3 1 3 6 0.2658
TR 1/5 1/3 1 4 0.1284
Uik 1/8 1/6 1/4 1 0.0480

FiE: BRI Amax = 4.0602, H—FM4E4R Cl = 0.0201, RI =0.90, CR = 0.0223 < 0.1,

4.3, BMESKERRENGEESITENR

431 BRENER

AR BRI ) R TTSE, 5 ERB T AR TS, HARBIERM AR R 2
AR AEAS R (R A 22 (RS AR TSR AN, £ 2 RT, BRSO, s
BN, #HESBESRGNZL, WMRMASRGUERNE 7 EAR PR, SEUESERNES RSN
LRANDIREAAL, RETTSE MR A S RGN PTCL, (i BEVE A VEAN SR AE — I 18] B N B2 AL 1 O
REABIASKIVHS, ATRER R OHERS , 2B 1Bl .

MM EREIREOE T H =L XAR A S R G ERRES 1680 B HthoA =R L 54T 0 i e
PO I — (e Ab 3 5 5353 SR AL FAR 2 AN B e 7 FH R SE45 5 ) BRARL [ 141 AN i A5 54T 43 1

I AR T i B O A 5 R UK SR PP e 2 o BRI, B 2/ S RS
SRV, 40 DTSR (W, , $: AR ()i
E=2 LV W, 4

XTSI SOARE, % 6 TEFERGSH: M TR DRSS s fe %, R
e FF 4 M3 5 BE S A PEHER B AL (WA 7) M aRAS 2 INBUE A5 Lhg H . a5 R mT Wk 9.
Table 9. Partial landscape pattern index weighting

® 9. WO R FHIEHMNE

FOMFREL TSR B (CA) RAEERE(AD Iy IE4E R (PARA) JA— 1L AE B FEEL(NDVI)
TAUE 53267 50.3537 113.4977 0.1547
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WK

A 3-5 tHE VLR IX F 2 BAE SRR (E 45 R, 71§ CEL = 31,921.39023.

432 ZiLEESRES

X ZVLIRIE AR @ BEVRANY, A FUIR R 1988 FRUMEME AN IR, [Fh 1988 FEi A AR N
Rif, "R S%,

[V TT 5 1988 fFig i SR A A A S R A FRIRES 2R 5 F8 40 E = 31,729.2171, 1988 41 5t M5 %L
a5 2018 AFHHRE XL LA 10.
Table 10. Comparison of data between 1988 and 2018
5% 10. 1988 £ 5 2018 FE#HIEXFLL R

FOMRMIAR REERE 4R SORATIM EXERE FE FREMANE FRYSE AL
1988 4F 50,263 50.9718 112.446 192,078 75.5302 4 0.5363 0.409 0.0997

2018 4 53,267 50.3537 113.4977 193,176 75.5576 4 0.5738 0.4139 0.1547

SOV S M — N R SRS R M AR L SR, R B IR A (] 43 A7 1 S o PR SO S Y 1)
ZREPEIX AT T 2 18] 53 A0 7 0 P8 0T AR SOUL ) 3R A FEFR BOR IR, 17 5500 22 K 14 I mT LU 500 1)
ZREPERI ST FRECR UL . R 10 WTLLEH, BFAXMSW RS K, B 1988 411 0.5363 14 K #
2018 F 1] 0.5738 IX Fh AR Y #53 WHIE M 5OW AR A SR R RBR 55, SO 2 e 2 ETHE S, 5
WL S FEFR 0 0.409 521 0.4139 X i B I M 5o W 38 ) FEFR B AE AW Ry . S BEFR 20U FH 1988
T 75,5302 FFEE] 2018 A1) 755576, ML SO 2 A PERR BRI ST BER RGO, DAK B AE REFR AL
BN, BB T I SOW I R SR RR P AR AESG N, RS rp & SOU Y B o (4 A TP AT A,
PSA SRR Z BIHI 55 S 2 BEEFR BRI 38 &) FEFa B Y N RE e E — e FR B L 4R AN S iRy i 1) A= 35
e, HHASRANPITIREE A s ARG EREMRD, A5 H s B oEs: A
BB, A BstEinR, SoWAE ] LR A 2AAETE S . X PR 2 5 800 B R SO0 RE B R S LA R
JRA 2 BT, SR AP AT B 2 2 B . RSO AR S KRG R A S T REE—
EREFE FZBERIGAR BRG] . AR, S A SRR EOME AR, 17 HLAR AR LE B 149 B P i
B, Ui ORI R AT . G SR A R B R IO T A, R A P (R ST TR

5. &g

ARSI Z BN, ARt = VLR X AR RS IR SRR SR AR T B R AR AT 0 AT, AR UL ST VPN 4R
WER, KRB LS EREOEE G VPN 7, X =R KB R BEvEdEAT TP 7L, 25
PSR

1) =YL AESIAERRE, G 77. HEUh. 3. ARGV TTHE T NDVIL S0
SR, T4, REERE. SR SRR WORREL MR, FEX 9 4
MR, AN = IR A S VPN e A

2) A SCEE F E R BTk e S AP Fe AR A, 3B S FRAR A ACE/E: NDVI (0.3906);
SOULELTHIFA(0.1640); 2 #1145 %1(0.1633); & 1L fE$541(0.0985); KA FEHE%(0.0859); 47T 4E4(0.0420);
FF£(0.0264); ¥ILIFEFR%0(0.0251); BEHSSAIEIFL(0.0042); XK BRI — VLYRVR AR A EE (B PR &
EARbRA NDVIL S5O AN 2 BV R 2.

3) N =VLIEIEH SRS R HEAT 7 A A8 1988 4EAN 2018 FIX AR, I [X I M S5 VLA e FEE
K, SOULF MG, SOWMTRE AL .
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