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Fig. 1 Location of the study area
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Tab. 1 Transition matrix of each land use type in Zhejiang province during 1990-2015
dHORIAISRAY RAMIIH i i it B K, Moo it 1990 4
AFIFHH 2 044.65  402.93 48.97 3 771.05 220. 97 64. 87 6 553.44
M% - 8. 94% 1. 09% 83. 64% 4. 90% 1. 44% 100. 00%
N% - 0.07% 0. 09% 5.01% 0. 62% 0. 13%
R 0.00 285 500 2 380. 56 230. 32 314. 45 2521. 23 290 946. 56
M% 0. 00% - 43.71% 4.23% 5.77% 46. 29% 100. 00%
N% 0. 00% - 4. 41% 0.31% 0. 88% 4. 95%
Mk 82.55 442 200.00 2 406 300.00 63 058.14 3 290. 29 38 326.72 2 953 257.70
M% 0. 02% 80. 85% - 11.53% 0. 60% 7.01% 100. 00%
N% 4. 69% 80. 32% - 83.70% 9.17% 75. 22%
Mt 658. 36 80 155.40 24 391.43 6 404 900.00 26 337.28 9 638. 36 6 546 080. 83
M% 0. 47% 56. 77% 17.28% - 18. 65% 6. 83% 100. 00%
N% 37. 44% 14. 56% 45. 15% - 73.37% 18.92%
T 913. 28 5 556.23 1 013.70 7 215.06 201 500. 00 400. 83 216 599. 10
M% 6. 05% 36. 80% 6. 71% 47.78% - 2. 65% 100. 00%
N% 51.93% 1.01% 1. 88% 9. 58% - 0. 79%
7K 104. 39 22 212.75 26 189.52 1 064.59 5 733.96 255 100. 00 310 405. 21
M% 0. 19% 40. 16% 47. 35% 1.92% 10. 37% - 100. 00%
N% 5. 94% 4.03% 48. 48% 1. 41% 15.97% -
N%& it 100. 00% 100. 00% 100. 00% 100. 00% 100. 00% 100. 00%
2015 4 3 803.24 836 027.31 2 460 324.18 6 480 239.16 237 396.94 306 052.02 10 323 842.84
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B T B A O R B bR, FCrh R A 47, 78%, BB AT 36. 80%, HE ARIE MR A 73. 3%, KA 16, 9T%.
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Tab. 2 Changes of land use dynamic index in Zhejiang during 1990-2015
B— i B A

" e mwn Bt Hts o Kk 7%%iﬂ?%mﬁg
®) ) ®) ) ®) ®) W
1990-1995 -7.66 2.50 -0.71 0.21 1.50 -0.70 0.27
1995-2000 -0.11 1.83 -0.05 -0. 10 -0. 32 0. 65 0.17
2000-2005 -0.52 11.94 -1.39 -0.10 -0.08 1. 08 0.28
2005-2010 -0. 15 1. 68 -0. 33 -0.03 0. 32 0.07 0. 06
2010-2015 0. 58 7.97 -1.04 -0.19 1.45 2.06 0.28
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Tab. 3 Transition matrix of each land use ecological risk area during 2000-2005
1990 & 2015
i B i L5 =1 it
& - 261 600. 00 1.95 0.53 0.00 993 202. 49
BUK 275.00 - 1 778 000. 00 5 454. 41 709. 89 3 216 439.30
2l 0. 00 4 185.21 - 1 338 000. 00 69 195.53 4 166 380. 74
B 0.00 0.21 38 765. 42 - 638 500. 00 1 509 565. 63
=) 0. 00 0. 00 1.37 15 699. 09 - 416 900. 46
Bt 73 1875.00 1 697 785.42 4 571 768.74 2 191 454.03 1 109 605. 41 10 302 488.61
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WP E, 1990~2015 E &y 7 LR AR RS KR (R 4) FZEE B, WS KRN, M 1990 41
2015 A& T AR AR &, 7=y LR AR S AR AR g B e K, BUE BT T 0. 09, 3K 3 19, 1%, UGB 322%.
A7k G M, #IINT 0. 05, A& MBI KR . fHil, PSS XBAEA IR /N, BEER. M bR A K
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Tab. 4 Ecological risk values of various prefecture-level cities in Zhejiang province during 1990-2015

A A AR
Hh 2% 1T 1990 4 1995 4 2010 4 2015 4
2000 4F 2005 4F
B T 0. 87 0.93 0. 90 0. 92 0.92 0.92
M T 0. 32 0.31 0.33 0. 34 0.35 0. 36
T 0.28 0. 28 0.29 0.31 0.31 0.33
EHET 0.56 0.54 0.57 0.58 0. 59 0. 60
7K T 0.69 0.71 0.71 0.72 0.72 0.73
T 0.45 0. 45 0.48 0.49 0. 49 0. 54
TN T 0. 46 0.43 0. 45 0.45 0. 45 0. 46
T 0. 44 0.43 0. 44 0.45 0. 46 0. 46
=R 0. 47 0.48 0. 49 0.50 0. 50 0. 52
W 0. 54 0.56 0. 56 0.57 0. 58 0. 59
FrliTii 0. 06 0. 06 0. 06 0. 06 0.06 0.07
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