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Fig. 1 Landscape type image of Yubei District in 2015
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Fig. 2 lustration of moving-window and belt transect
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Fig. 3 Spatial distribution of patch density, edge density and Landscape Shape Index
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Fig. 4  Variations of patch density along eight gradients
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Fig. 5 Relations of each landscape index with level of urbanization
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Fig. 6 Relations of landscape fragmentation with population density and the number of households
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