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Tab. 2 The changes of LUCC different years (2000—2011)
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Tab. 3 Geological section describes the structure and distribution

SRy I AT S 55 K R AE

BRARZ-SE 4 s LA TE X, BB s B BUE A AR )2, T B IR A
BLAE 5y RS -1 R KGR 26 - P AR S R, A A T 5 9 R VLORI S g i) A Y
JRHL X, bR 2 S vh P B 3 55
b 289 e - [ ik 1= = ST 4544 FE AR XN B A% S 45 S LAl b A e BRUR O s oo D £

3 BORG b-Wh K28 - A

W5 b 55 T80 0 DR 5 ) A 2 AUAE Aregis 9. 3 B A R BEAT A 8] & IS8 A, 2R BUR [A] 43 X 4%+
b FH 288 2 T BR RN AR AR 45 A0 I 3B A [R] b ST 0 T A3 XA b AR A IR S5 T RE Sh AR B R bR (R D,

BRAR R B A T AE M T A A T LUK MR R AR KR 1 047, 04 km®, d7 %2 450 ST AR 88. 07 %4 . [F]
e A A MR 45 O (it 2 e KL TR 81 202 434. 71 J5 o6 « AF 1, iz o KA SN E Y 95. 34 % . £E 1L X R
RN AR 382 5 AH AT 458 52 119 e 8 i DX 45 J31) 2 L[] 2 s b s, pl T L b B 08 A BF M I O e, BB O S, T
FU137.75 km” ESME LB 3. 97% . H AR HF KA S M E LB 38> . H, #5845 0. 22, RBUZ T XN +
R R BE B A T S5 A PR RCR L b b A 3 AR e i (e R B L 5 00 X A B AR Sy v S T A Y D s AR R EAR
LN

x4 TEHNEHSRESBRESDELEHRESH

Tab. 4 Information entropy of different cross-sectional structure
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Ecosystem Service Value of Raohe Border Area Based on Land Use Change

WANG Kexiao'?, CHANG Yiran*, GAO Yuepan', CHEN Gang”’, CHEN Weitao'
(1. Department of Civil Engineering, Chongqing Energy College, Chongqing 402260 ;
2. Faculty of Information Engineering, China University of Geoscience, Wuhan 430074 ;
3. Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region Mapping Institute, Huhhot 010051

4, Faculty of Computer Sciences, China University of Geoscience, Wuhan 430074, China)
Abstract: Raohe district located in the Northeastern of China was selected as the study area. Quantitative analysis on the changes of
the land use from 2000 to 2011, while carrying out the analysis of the ecosystem service value from the different types of geological
structure based on the land use classification and the sectional geological structure partition. The results indicate that arable land,
urban land type area was still in the slow increase since 2000; woodland area decreased slowly; greater difference existed in the secu-
rity degree of the land cover types, and the amount of change of land use degree 1. 07 (2000—2005) dropped to 0. 42 (2005—2011),
respectively. Comprehensive land utilization status was in a slow development period. The extent of land-use of eluvial-bedrock and
sandy-silty-gravel partition is more orderly., structured stronger, higher health of land ecosystems. But the Silty clay-gravel soil par-
tition orderly relatively poor, weak structural stability. Overall regional land use structure lay in a more reasonable state.

Key words: land use; ecological service value; sectional geological structure partition
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