5 25 #4556 1) K A PR BE 5 Vol. 25, No. 6
2018 4F 12 H Research of Soil and Water Conservation Dec. , 2018
1,2.7 3 4 1,7 5 6 1
’ ’ ’ ’ ’ ’

(1. P EBEGE PUAb S AR B A XR R AN FH A E, 1T 810008; 2. HiF ALk # bt AT,
Pi 810000; 3. F A K SCK BRI )5 . PET 8100015 4. T K2 WFoE LR, FiT 810016; 5. HiEA 1+ & Bl 245
LW A, T 8100005 6. P T T3k £ BRI IHHF 5T BE » P87 8100065 7. H EBL2EBE K%, JL3T 100049)

A S AESHBENINAG )T KRR TS R RN E IR, DL IR KA M 3 A B X B ], i H T & 5%
KRB IE RGP AR AR R R I8 R A MR A S0 M1 T 20082015 4F 1 R 40 MR A YR BE T 27 B K K
-, fie S IS 23 Ff1 BT R R R IR OK AR b 28 05 K R 5 AR IS TR BT AR G 22 IR AR T S U R R B M s IR A ML . AR
LEIRFEW] . (1) 2008—2015 4R IE KA M2 5 K B — A S IR BE MG & U 0 IR 2 BB R T R AT & 00 P B D
FM,DE[0.429 4,0.743 8], () ZFEMAHMH ERE 3SI X ERNBAER T HHBE PR AMREMA 3 F
RS s WG VMR B 8 BT 6 3 G TR I 2 R Sl i I O o) 8 B R R e BE B 5 RICIR S L R A B R R A AR AR R W ) T
A EMAR . (3) 2 A4 b T 9GO I 26 8 %8 1R XL R R A 5 0 ) e 3R X R M I 2 9 e
X RAFHA SR X R AR A R A X R AR A R B R R X 6 Bl 4l G 288, RV L &0 & R
e Az 2 BB 0 I 30 A P R A 2 R B ) 28 U B R 1 2 RV O i 20 B AR U R R JROK R R R, BSR4 R O
T KA M2 & B i B A KR A T & R 5 B S iRt B %

SEUKA ML ARAIET; KW LR A

:F062. 2; X171 A :1005-3409(2018)06-0242-09
DOI:10.13869/j.cnki.rswc.2018.06.036

Spatiotemporal Difference of Coupling Coordinative Degree of Economic

Development and Ecological Environment in Huangshui Valley, Qinghai Province

GUO Jing"*",ZHOU Xuebin®, REN Jun®', WANG Fangping®’, WEI Zhen’, SHI Yan®, ZHOU Huakun'
(1. Key Laboratory of Restoration Ecology of Cold Area in Qinghai Province Northwest . Institute of Plateau
Biology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xining 810008, China; 2. Research Department of Ecological Environment ,
Qinghai Academy of Social Sciences, Xining 810000, China; 3. Hydrology and Water Resources Survey Bureau of
Qinghai Province, Xining 810001, China; 4. Graduate School , Qinghai University, Xining 810016, China;

5. Research Department of Economy . Qinghai Academy of Social Sciences, Xining 810000, China; 6. Bureau o f
Programming and Construction , Xining 810006, China; 7.University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract; The coordinated development of economy and ecology is the important foundation for sustainable
development. Selecting 3 typical counties of Huangshui Valley of Qinghai Province, we constructed an index
system of economy-ecology system. Then we used the coupling-coordination model to analyze economic
development and ecological environment system coupling coordination and comprehensive development level
from 2008 to 2015. Finally, we quantitatively revealed the coupling coordination degree of economic develop-
ment and ecological environment, and analyzed the relation coupled spatial distribution and evolution from
the space-time point. The results showed that: (1) economic development and ecological environmental
system coupling and coordination degree raised in the Huangshui Valley during 2008—2015, while the coor-

dination degree was between 0. 429 4 and 0. 743 8, generally presenting a moderate coordination of good
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coupling; (2) with respect to spatial variation, there were three states of coupling degrees in 3 counties of the
Huangshui Valley in three different years, which were a primary coupling, intermediate coupling and good
coupling; the coupling coordinative degree appeared 5 states: mild disorder, teething disorder, forced coordi-
nation, primary coordination and moderate coordination, the change of coupling coordination degree lagged
behind the coupling degree; (3) with respect to spatial combination, there were 6 kinds of spatial combina-
tion types in three typical years in 3 counties of Huangshui Valley, which were primary-teething disorder,
good-mild disorder, medium-teething disorder, good-forced coordination, good-primary coordination and
good ~medium coordination. In short, the contradiction between the development of ecology and economy is
the main constraints for the overall level of coordinated development in Huangshui Valley. The results can
provide the decision reference for improving the quality of comprehensive development in Huangshui Valley,
coordinating the development of regional economy and the protection of ecological environment.
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