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Ji, B AR R, ol

Mo, RMEMEEIHE T N -
EEN LIRS RN S T
AL L. N L) L)
P S T A0 9 R B A A (LA
IRGEAR BN ), AR (75
=A% (Picrea crassifolia) 11
M (Populus davidiana) F1
ME (Betula platyphylla) %),
#E N (IR #2 T (Ostryopsis
davidiana) & B M
(Dasiphora fruticosa) FALHY
(Rhododendron) %), o7& 5
JR (KT 5 (Stipa bungeana)

FIEE B (Kobreris) 25) A3 BT 2% - AR B
?ﬁﬁ J? & %% E /EEJ ZIK l>_< Fig. | Location of the study area

eI, K BH A, 4
SERRUR 4 ~ 8 °C, =10 °C B 1500~ 3000 °C, [%/K & 400~ 600 mm. AS[X 25414
B, 2 VG b i X T PR AT AR AR T o Y K R DR A A L, T IX
SARAEIX, ATTAFHE, WA [ AU RS2, (2) F Ik I T P AR R (A1) Wk, A1 T
THEE R0, AR . WL WIS, EHIW. ORI, B2, AN, HBE.
FEIRA (FEWFFE K 38 L R ARG, 25 58 T RS IR AR T L X 3 AE I 7T 40 % 22 X 1
FIHAAGES, BT AUE BIRE IR AT, WA 5 REFEE X 4) 3% 10 N8 (1), THAT 25.47x
104 km?, H1%5 32°45'N~39°39'N, 89°35'E~101°09'E. A< [X M55 S 52 [yt . v ), 328
IR A DU  BRAT PR X PEIRR, KT 5 m/s BREAE 150 REL . R
i RGBSR AT Z AL O A . B2 ML ERAY B RS, AR DX BRI R BH B O RE 1 4R R P B 587.4
kj/em? (JH) 3802 698.8 kj/em? (#$/RA), HIEE N 2554.5 h (&) #4n ] 3090.5h
(R IRA) . B, SRR A%, EXFE- X, AHER 2N HBR 2 KRS .
2 e R ORI, AR X K AR B P SR A (PR A R K R 533.4
mm, #R AR KR 41.7 mm), FE7KAR 5600 5B B (15%~40%). 52 M5% 55 PR3,
AR DR e AR AL AR K, Wk B TRTREL B SIS 20 g 2 1) 7 2 Tl AR AR B . R R AL R AL R
KL (Achnatherum splendens) HJR . GBE. FEEA L 7214,
1.2 HARF%

K T 9 B % SRR 3] o L v 2 b R AR R U R SR A AR (R RIE 5T T O,
HR 4k o Rk 2 8 8 9 A 58 B A R E S DX %% EL T 1995 2T 2000 4F - 1l R oHE 2R, R
HI ArcGISS8.1 # A, 11 Append, Overlay iy 2>, J5 5 FE 7 =% P 22 G 7 2k 16 v & R ik 1%
TR R R AU 2R - R R ARk P, Ak, g R B A . R Bl
= M A3 VG kB R T R TR AR SRV R SR R L - MR R 2 Fe
. Lt LR F Bh A8 BE AR i 2 - R Bh A B . JEIUERIR K2, xS T 15 AN
PRAE, BRI e 1 kme TS DX PN 2 B R B A E AR T, A0k B 2 ol iy S B b Bk
% RN B L R AL B P RS T T 2 I R ity o VH SRy SOFR 2, LR R R SR A 4R L
gty LR B 745 B R 25 Hh 2 L b R FH S AR BE0SS, SRECEMN . P, 325, fEA N
WL, VRIS M, A 7~9 MRy, REARLE P R Tkm, VLR R g5 A R
BNASE, AT Hr AN [ D8 vy () T LA i AR AT O
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2 WIER

21 EZEMEHRTIELLHAAMEURETH

211 ZMEVGF L A AL o AR YT TR A B A L
P EE R (R 1. 3R 2), AR g Bk, 2 B0 b R P A £ 2 2 B th
AR g P (2132.02 hm?), 5 H AR Ay B (1494.78 hm?), BFhAE Bk (2079.40 hm?),
BEHAR S 15 FH HE (2000.20 hm?).

F 1 ZMETTEL 1995 7 2000 FLHEFRRR BEL (hm?)
Tah. 1 Land use of Lanzhou-Xining route in 1995 and 2000

Hh % 55 A A atdh M CRFT M e Bt

1995 i 167810.58 67620146 15400.46 38115.57 14123.48 31422104 1225873.40
Lt & 5 13.69 55.16 1.26 311 1.15 23.63 100.00
2000 4 16853954  67580.81 1574249  38349.47 13939.24 31348194 [225873.49
bl i % 13.75 55.13 1.28 3.13 1.14 2557 100
Tk % 0.43 -0.06 2.23 0.62 -1.31 -0.24 0
A 0.24 .24 1.53 2.24 3.36 0.60 0.23

F 2 ZMEETIAE 1995 F50 2000 F£ LR AHEBER 847 (hm)
Tah. 2 Land use change matrix of Lanzhou-Xining route from 1995 to 2000
2000 5

1995 it AL gl K SEEH A b B H £ il

A 167170.84 43187 57.39 79.06 0.00 439.42 167810.58
b fre 90.62 0.04 0.03 0.05 0.00 .26 100.00
L 704.56 67223574 28,04 65.53 1035.57 213202 676201.46
th B 0.1 949.41 0.00 0.01 015 0.32 100.00
Jig s 2314 41.09 15012.64 62.74 40.80 220.09 i5400.46
b i o 01s 0.27 97.48 0.41 .26 .01 100.00
s i i M 268,19 159.54 63.61 316129.45 0.00 1494.78 18115.57
Lk &% 070 0.42 0.17 94,79 000 3,92 100,00
PRI | 14.64 124147 100 12.49 12846.01 9.17 14123.48
Ltk &% 014 %79 0.00 0.09 90 .95 0.06 100.00
i 358.21 2079.40 580.81 2000.20 16.56 0918646  314221.94
Ltk 011 166 0.1% 0.64 0.01 98.40 104,00
{r il 168539.54 67582081  15742.49  3834%.47 13939.24 31348194 122557349

(1) FRHBIE I 0.43 %. WP/ 639.74 hm?, B9 011 1368.70 hm?. MRHbARAL 32 3 % 4=
EYETT A H . A AR > 21.31 hm?, ik 59127.7 hm? 3 K Ak 88 i 136.35 hm?, &
65756.02 hm?; i FkH1 38 10 450.36 hm?, ik 38678.03 hm? Al Ak #1184 i 163.38 hm?, i&
4977.78 hm?, (2) HLHLG /D 0.06 %. HIP kD> 3965.72 hm?, 3411 3885.07 hm?. 47 0.15 %
(1) B 1 7 S R -, A5 0.32 Q%1 AR Ay B b o R TR 3G i e 3 S B kb R A R
FH M. 7 55 B2 S ¥ N 75.45 hm?, 3 79006.35 hm? A 55 B By /> 307.11 hm,
ik 323907.39 hm? fIG78 o5 & SE )8 2> 149.06 hm?, i& 272906.98 hm?. (3) /K334 i1 2.23
%. HWINIR/D> 387.82 hm?, BN 729.85hm?. /KA Ak 3= Bk AL AR I b A, b Bkt AR
g MEHE 333.76 hm?2. ] 42 MBI B0 72.22 hm?, 1A 8216.93 hm?. /K JEHTIE /D 61.52 hm?,
ik 6347.51 hm? MEHBIE I 331.31 hm?, i& 1178.04 hm?. (4) @I 0.62 %. N
Ik /D> 1986.12 hm?, 141 2220.02 hm?, 7 15 F AR A0 32 2k AR ZE S ), 388 n i) = 2ok
VE SRR . T P S T M I 181.95 hm?, i 14845.6 hm? A& A Ji B A9 b0 139.77 hm?,
ik 20598.07 hm?; oA 3 4 1 Huk 2> 87.52 hm?, K 2905.79 hm?. (5) AR A + Huyak >
1.13 %. WA/ 1277.47 hm?, 24N HiHh . 8400 1093.23 hm?, 8805 Y5 504 St
R0 37.1 hm?, 35 2695.67 hm?;, #5 A Bk /> 221.33 hm?, 4% 10761.16 hm?; HAth
KA % KA. (6) BEHBE D> 0.24 %. 3P4 39 hi1 4295.48 hm?, 7§/ 5035.48
hm?. ZKH 97> 33.45 hm?, 2% 54.89 hm?’. 2l (“1217 ) AR B KA, I FE R
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SR (“1227 ) AR 749.5 hm?, MIBES FHL 590 -

(“1237 ) [ BLIR /D> 1456.34 hm?, Lrp A8 Oy Ho b I
BWﬁmﬁfE%@ﬂ@¢ﬂmwhﬂjiﬂﬂ%8 ?w .
hm?e (7) 2 A HEI A 0230 P dw il & 02000550 BRI RYE
WA ROK, b 3.36, KIRKZ, it g 2

AR S, PO EBY 9442.58 ho?, G 5

4275.57 hm?, W 4275.57 hm? KR i :

2370.71 hm? #kH 2008.35 hm? /K3 1174.40 hm?. = 5 .

(8) 1995 4 - Hh F) F F2 B 25 & 5 $ o 230.70, I

2000 4K 230.69, FaA ARk, R
212 EMERTHESRUM BN B N2 AR TR ST AR
111 A, S UUBREE 1 0.78 8% 0.79, bk WAL BRAETR

Fig. 2 Comprehensive index of the degree of

FRBESR o MRIRIUBEHE (0 50 BERT B2 W AR 4E, it
OB AR FE R/, KA R . AR b s
W R EESE N (3R 3). AN 1995 4T F 2000 4, = M PG 5 Wi 2k 5500 2 M i Bos i kAR k.
IR YRR A B AR o AU BT O SRS A I . I KA PR R R A
o, o ARAH L B AR D

&3 ZMEATIREENEEHILE
Tah. 3 Diagnostic values of landscape pattern in Lanzhou—Xining route
Bhid i A Eh AP B HL fo i

land use of Lanzhou-Xining route buffer zone

1995 A Bi/bm” 167809.73 67620160 154001.30 38114.37 14123.72  314222.28  1225873.49
B B/~ 1351 4095 213 1686 188 2076 9504
FE K m 11504218 51778406 1643954 3024486 1026434 23742396 92719894
5 o R 1.40 1.45 1.37 137 1.33 1.43 146
LA 0 13.87 48 89 1.74 133 1.55 23.62 100
B 0.81 0.61 1.3% 4.42 1.33 0.66 0.74
BHEEY 1.68
2000 E iR fH/hme 16853954 67382081 1574249 3834047 13934924 31348194 1225873.49
B B 1372 4087 228 1775 188 2070 9720
B 11564516 51823292 1717271 3199385 166694 23IK668K5 03238039
S 1.40 1.45 1.37 1.3% 1.33 1.43 1.46
i 84 13.93 4859 1.81 1069 1.54 2343 100.00
B A 0.81 (.60 1.45 4 63 1.35 0.66 0.79
EiReRicE 1.68

2.1.3 MR TR LA AR () BAM AR SR S TR A %

2% hs - M R TR SR S Te B AR /S, R RS R e AT B 254840 (8 2). 1km. 7km.
8km. 10km. 11km. 12km. 13km. 14km Z&# 7 25 & LR R A 38 0, 2km. 3km.
4km. Skm. 6km. 9km. 15km ZZpfifi 24 R R E RK. (2) Zia A a4
%o GErhair o LR S AR R DL b L bR AR R b (1) 3 2 S B A P S 1 8 KT 9k
N (3, 4). dE e b ) B 38 B AR AN A A R A, (F S A2 FH T A3 A 1 R A 2 K T
o IKIRBN S EAR B A . AR B HAAE Tkm, 2km. 3km 25 iy WA ARG, Ut
Bk % 0 2 B A8 T8 T e WF U 2k L R FH AR A I e w2 il 1Ko KPP IR AE Ho A
AT IR AT RIRN20, gEea o8 A LR FH B0 AR BE AT A, 1~Skm 2% pfiy 1 Hb
MG, 6~15km LA AL . G)soWRHIEE . T 1~5 km Z2pbai +
oA AR B R, T 5 km Z2ih X, L 1995 4R A1 2000 A SOWEFIEME (R 4). 4
PeHms I, BBREARI R 2R K. SO ZFEMEFREH 1.679 $Em%) 1.683, 5t
WL e . BOUBREE 1 0.013 #2551 0.0133. AR, /K&K, @i, KA+
i) SO AR G 0, SR OB R RO A ek D o AR R RS SRS R A 250.47
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Fig. 3 Degree of dynamic land use of Lanzhou-Xining
route buffer zone

Fig. 4 Relationship between distance and K value of
woodland, grassland, cultivated land of Lanzhou-Xining

route buffer zome

%4 W EFHTIRL Skn i X B SIS EE

Tahb. 4 Diagnostic values of landscape pattern in a 5-km buffer zene of Lanzhou-Xining route

Ml i A BEHE RAM DB FHi ol i
1995 F B Bl/hm®  12053.85 124443523 301948 2531894 252 11 67401.57  233391.18
1 B A 280 1232 217 514 14 783 3040
[ 904764 1125849 477652 1294192 24843 3923331 13754631
(O 1.33 1.37 1.34 1.31 1.19 1.36 1.3955
o R 0.07 0.47 0.04 014 0.00 027 1
B B R R 0.023 0.0 0.055 4.020 0.056 0.012 0.0130
AR 1.679
2000 40 Blshm® 12263 57 124935.75 3983.89  25549.92 291.05 6636699 23334117
Pl B/ 4 105 1230 217 556 16 784 o
Rl ek 93NTIT7 7159198 483007 1368311 20113 3913567 13892973
A 1.33 1.37 1.34 1.32 119 1.36 { 3064
i S 008 047 0.04 0.14 0.00 0.27 1
Ak 0025 0.010 0.054 .022 0.055 nol2 G.0133
AT T 1683
B0 250.21 0 U6 HH =2 M 22 4 7 8k 12 i 4 2k i DX SR SR AR AL AN B 2, 1 R A R AT
BHEL.

2,14 MR TRTE g A R AR (1) 22N Al R AR A, Sl
SETT AN AT, RS GETE BE 1 kme BE A EE 3T R B A OK, R A A A I - T AR ek
N, GiE R B SRR DN (B 5). @B MY 9K E AR 1 km ZZppary, B
P 379.55 hm? (1995 4E3 1 e 10593.76 hm?)e 2 km F1 3 km 22 7 A8 in a1 1
1.36 hm?, % A (385 0 A2 1~3km 28 oty R A ARG 3 22 0. 4~Tkm 28 pai
A R R AR A T 2 32 B B B A LA . (2) P g el LR AR . 3t
AL T T AT, WA 1 km (B 6). PTG LS LR Bh A
A AR R AR 5 2 MR AR, A e FH M, kT R M gk 2 EEAE 1 km 2R oAty B B T M
223.69 hm? (1995 4F3 i H M 4093.20 hm?), A it [ pii (1) 38 D0 AE REAS 28wy #1047 1L

22 HESEEPERRKELLHBAAMEIUEETH

2201 FHEERERIE T R RARUT L B R ARG R SRR ] A B A 2
A AR B (RS, 6). W 4 R B AR b S8 AL S B AR Ok oK R A -
(206730.40 hm?), A& F F £ #h 48 4 55 1 (325687.49 hm?). &1l i) BF b 1) 5 4k (20266.37
hm?), A& F) ]+ o m) bR (14204.49 hm?). 7K 38 (14448.71 hm?) 14 & A (10982.54
hm?) [{8AL, BLR KR 1) 0 (12448.79 hm?) AT A ] M (15071.37 hm?) (84L& £
A A T E B RS
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a (1995 1) o 2 km b (2000 i)

P 5 22T 7 km 28 01X 1 H 1) H] 224

Fig. 5 Land use change of Lanzhou from 1995 to 2000

o 2 km
a (1995 4 — b (2000 )
e Pl 7 km 28] 4 A ]2 1E
Fig. 6 Land use change of Xining from 1995 to 2000

(1) MRHBIED 0.06 %o AP IED> 19781.23 hm? #9011 19466.37 hm?. MRHBAS {32 32 %
AR R . A AR HL S N 579.46 hm?, ik 12690.48 hm?; #EAFKHL Yk /> 1778.28 hm?, &
335431.82 hm?; HiAkHB1E I 883.96 hm?, iA 154926.63 hm?.

(2) FEHEEE I 0.99 %. WAL 250327.49 hm?, #9101 354910.01 hm?. ¥INH 1.67 %
(1) AR g AR B -1, 0.29 % 1 B b AR Sy Bk R /K d5k o 5 R (10 358 in e 3 2 R R
fHb . A R O I 87500.59 hm?, ik 610022.27 hm? 17 5 M N 165804.04
hm?, 1A 2843269.2 hm?; (K7 55 & /> 148722.67 hm?, 1% 7203016.6 hm?.

(3) ZKIRIE AN 0.29 %. WA 28214.06 hm?, 41 32666.06 hm?. 7K 5545 fk, - 2 %
AR AT . 2R M B N 10327.41 hm?, ik 21945.37 hm?. 35734 0 642.92 hm?, ik
733210.05 hm? 7K EHT /> 1093.56 hm? A 2845.27 hm? 7K A PEUK )1 27 H 48 i 729.43
hm?, 1A 241456.76 hm? MEHLIF /> 6154.2 hm?, 15 556732.35 hm?.

(4) FEBE T I 80.38 %. N U/ 2787.58 hm?, 1811 22900.88 hm?. 7 ¥ JT] b 184
TR 32 B Y S AR F SRR b o U P R M 8 n 1171.02 hm?, 1k 3622.96 hm?; A& A &
FC R 3E 586.84 m?, 1A 16764.1 hm? oAt 4 15 H Hu 34 i 18355.43 hm?, ik 24749.84 hm?.

(5) AFH LA 111 %o B> 373232.44 hm?, JEAR Oh EOHL . 39
232487.69 hm? BN UE 32 B0 . o N 14704.86 hm?, 15 1291815 hm?; R /D>
11460 hm? iA 2000413 hm? £ Bl b ik 2> 16517.1 hm? 5 1156656 hm?, v ¥ b Uk 2>
41739.5 hm?, ik 1318091 hm? £ -tHuyk /D> 4265.63 hm?, i5 126945.7 hm? #5447 ik % D>
1087808 hm?, ik 3947741 hm?, HABAFH 1 Hisg i 2724103 hm?, 18 1682080 hm?,
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F5 FEKEEPERRAKAIGE 1995 F50 2000 £ L F AR BE (hm?)
Tab. 5 Land use of Huangzhong-Golmud route in 1995 and 2000

h K Wt B Itk K B i D N N A I B it E
1995 4 503363.79 10551725.51 1551737.80 25023.61 12664484.96 176936.78 2547327245
Lk e 1% 1.98 41.42 6.09 0.10 49.72 0.69 100.00
2000 4° 503048.93  10656308.03 1556189.8 45136.91 12523740.21 188848.57 2547327245
Lk oF /% 1.97 41.83 6.11 0.18 49.16 0.74 100.00
WAL % -0.06 0.99 0.29 80.38 -1l 6.7% 0

) & 1.62 1.57 0.90 20.59 1.12 5.87 0.81

F* 6 FREKEEP EMMRAIAL 1995 502000 F L F HEBIESE 24 (hm)
Tab. 6 Land use change matrix of Huangzhong—Golmud route from 1995 to 2000

2000 il

1995 A g K B N A A L B it 1y il

b Hb 483582.56 10353.60 1460.11 54.01 6131.21 1782.30 503363.79
tb Ti/% 96.07 2.06 0.29 0.01 1.22 0.35 100.00
st 4686.22  10301398.02 16076.16  2568.34 206730.40  20266.37 10551725.51
Lk 7% 0.04 82.99 0.13 0.02 1.67 0.16 85.01
K Bk 234.87 12448.79  1523523.74 303.02 15071.37 156.01 155173780
Lt 4 /% 0.02 0.80 98.18 0.02 0.97 0.01 100 00
At BN A 124.53 243.71 506.68 22236.03 127.97 1784.69 25023.61
b /% 0.50 0.97 2.02 88.86 0.51 7.13 100.00
A K] | He 14204.49 325687.49 14448.71 10982.54 12291252.52 7909.21  12664484.96
LE /% 0.11 2.57 0.11 0.09 97.04 0.06 99.99
Bt it 216.26 6176.42 174.40  8992.97 4426.74  156949.99 176936.78
It B/% 0.12 3.49 0.10 5.08 2.50 88.70 100.00
il 503048.93 10656308.03 1556189.80 45136.91 12523740.21 188848.57 25473272.45

*7 ERBHKENERRALEFNB LA

Tab. 7 Diagnostic values of landscape pattern of Huangzhong—Golmud route

S N E JK 3K Al HEL RFH L HF Ha MmRL
1995 T Bl/hm®  503363.79 1055172551 1551737.80 25023.61 1266448496 176936.78 2547327245
P ks A 3594 20732 1909 1281 14644 594 K326
3 K /m 28276139 419950721 60993680 2255249 394354939 8497534 014328262
o> o H .41 1.46 .41 1.37 1.44 1.37 147
RN 5.68 47.76 5.54 1.72 43.96 1.12 100.00
b AW g 1 0.71 0.20 0.12 5.12 0.12 0.34 0.150
EZ SRR IS 1.45
2000 E T A/hm® S03048.93  10656308.03 1556189.8  45136.91  12523740.21 188848.57 25473272.45
& A 3627 19089 2026 1384 14571 613 38847
M Kim 28300120 425683553 61586872 2756467 305739525 9222296 923288833
PEiE- 1.41 1.46 1.41 1.35 1.44 1.37 1.47
A 5.66 45.49 5.66 1.87 43.34 1.16 100
S AW 0.72 0.18 0.13 3.07 0.12 0.32 0.153
LAY P 1.46

(6) HHHLEE AN 6.73 %. WINIH/D 19986.76 hm?, 441 31898.58 hm?. S, Z2dk S
(“1217 ) H4h0 779.99 hm?, ik 1392.75 hm?, 3§ BEACBERT F 4 (“1227 )30 378.66 hm?, 1A
45147.45; MiBES 54 (“1237 ) 8400 10753.12 hm?, ik 142308.4 hm?,

(7) it LRI B FE R 0.81. L gt e Hu () T #h R FH B0 A& B B oK, b 20.59, #fF
MRz, KN o W AR A T AR T 7, SR 830545.77hm?, A A H] - 707273.88hm?,
JKIK 69849.28hm?, HFHb 51924.44hm?, #kHb 40683.24hm? 7 ¥ I Hh 25762.75hm?.

(8) 1995 4 - M I R & £ 48 500 151.17, 2000 424 151.93, KT 0.76.
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Main Effect of Plateau Traffic on Land Use and Landscape
Pattern Change: From Lanzhou to Golmud

YAN Jianzhong', ZHANG Yili', LIU Linshan', SHEN Zhenxi?>, LIU Yanhua’, ZHENG Du'
(1. Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China;

2. Northwest Plateaw Institute of Biology, CAS, Xining 810001, China; 3. The Ministry of Science and Technology, Beijing

100101, China; 4. College of Resources and Environment, Southwest A gricultural University, Chongqing 400716, China)

Abstract; Based on digital land use data from 1995 to 2000, the land use and landscape
pattern changes of Lanzhou-Xining route and Qinghai-Xizang route are studied on a
macro-scale. The conclusions are given as follows: (1) Land use and landscape pattern along
the Lanzhou-Xining Railway have not changed notably, while which along the
Qinghai-Xizang Railway has changed remarkably. The land use pattern of the Qinghai-Xizang
Railway and the Qinghai-Xizang Highway is just in the quick-change stage, so land use
change will be fast in the future and built-up land will increase quickly. (2) The
comprehensive degree of dynamic land use in the buffer zones of the Lanzhou-Xining
Railway and the Qinghai-Xizang Railway shared the same trend, embodying the corridor
effect of trunk line upon land use change. The prominent influence range of the
Lanzhou-Xining Railway is 5 km, while which of the Qinghai-Xizang is 7 km. (3) The
expanding range of city was mainly confined to a 1-km buffer, only Lanzhou showing its
expanding range in a 3-km buffer zone.

Key words: land use; diaghostic valuc-of-landscape; Lanzhow-Xizang Railway



