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Fig. 1 Location map of Wenshan City

1.2 M R

B JEHAE Landsat5 (2000 2010)  Sentinel- 11 (2017) SRJE T35 ST YR )5 W2t (ht tp: //glovis. usgs. com/) ;2000~2017
F MODIS13Q1 7= i, KIFETEEE XM KR (https: //earthdata. nasa. gov/) ; DEM A2 EHE, KIE T Hh 3 25 (0] B4l =
(http: //www. gscloud. en/) ; TG EAFE LT N KL 16 GG AR Bk, HRRREL R PREE S S RIE T30 T
LR B EALEYEM (http: //data. cma. en/) ; IR RIR T 5t - 958 5030 2 (HWSD) (¥ b [l 38 8503 45 (v1. 1) (http:
//westdc. westgis. ac. cn/), P HFFEN 1 km; P REEHIE, KET COLHSIHFELE) (20002017 4F), W IARE . KE.

Rl BEESE; FrA 2 RIBIE S — o WGS_1984 UTM_48N A44R & .
1.3 3B A HT K 7V

1.3.1 HHRH /B s EHRE



LA Landsat5 (2000, 2010) . Sentinel-II (2017) BRI EHE B IE, @i KARIE . BB G Mg G800 5% T Bl AT 3%
JRECE TAL T, 7E S48 18 B AR SRR E I A b, i R RS A, AHLAS ELAR BRI 7 SR LT 4L X =11 (2000, 2010, 2017)
TR FEREE . 2% CH R BOR 228851 (GB/T 21010-2017), FF&5Sr T 5T IX S2bR, KHRF 5 X - Hu 1 B 280 50 43yt
M. FEHh. ARIMM. K. UM EARFI R ML 6 25, REERAE LS AT EF S IGIE Kappa R E 88. 18%.

1. 3.2 NDVI ¥ ab 3 — KIH A ik

NDVI sk J5 T 2000~2017 45 MODIS13Q1 =, 7S50 #2 4 250 m, W[ #2EK 16 K. X NDVI HAR S THBES . K
MUK BH & 2 S T B R & b . 15 %%, dEid MRT (MODIS Reprojection Tools)#E%f MODIS NDVI ¥l k4T #s4ttib
B, BTREK. Z2%ERESSHNDVI 6 H P S, id Savitzky-Golay BB &N NDVI Bt Fig a8 )5, 3k
1T HBRACE R, TR 1~12 F [ NDVT B (8] 551 2 4 NDVT £ gE . NDVI fe KAl & % T Ui ATig 5

NOVI, = max(NDVI)
ANDVI = max(NDVI,) (1)

O NDVIE (B =1,2, -, 12) 25 1 DA KEA BNV £85; NOVIj (G =1, 2) ZF 16 K19 NDVI 28 BG40 ; ANDVI
MERAE 12 D H B KA S NDVI B8, SWAZE N &M o SIS I I NDVT 15 .

L4 BBRGRFSAGE

AR AR BN Z R MA BRGS0 K IE. BT HRIREMX SRR . A, TERE DR E K
7, VLRCUBTE IR X A2 38 R IR S0 B0 ¥ RO IRSS 0 i, 5 BB v SR B A ik iR 221, S8 ARG SCHR,
EECEYIELZE (Food Production, FP). REAREH]Z A7} (Net Primary Productivity, NPP). +iF{f#¥r(Soil Conservation,
SC) .+ F77KE (Water Yield, WY)4 TWiAEZS RGNS DL BT 7t X A 78 R GRS (B AU /W Rl o0 &/, DAARZR HOBE 280 SRR,
W SRR X IR A 38 R G R RAE B AR BERL A

1.4.1 &¥ftss

YL RESRGERS h EEN— A RS, S ABKEEN R EEREE, TR ayatd TERETHt, Fik
EE R WA RS, WA E. KE. Wk, B3, SR aWiEmRE (PEEWRYFE BB ) 391347t
e HEAKXWMT:

I

Cp = z Pm.ﬂ . Arrr ( 2)

m=1

A ck XKk AR P4 BE R P 28 (kT /km2) s Pmk 9 DXHK kA m A4 B B2 T A ™ 8 (t/km2) 5 Am 4 m AF:
PIrIRE R (kJ/t) o

NDVT CLHIE IS 1E 7 B B B35 M2 M5 & (401, BRI, [ — 47 BIXI P A — M S i e 7 & dt T NDVT AN A A i 22
o BRI WOBEHh R AN 6~9 H B AR KORBUI NDVIT B KA, SRJEARSE NDVI K W iesh iR s kAT S I fb Rk, it
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HARXWTF:

NDVI,

= . 3
Chi NDVI, Cy (3)

v FFEn

e cki N k WALTT 1 AR a4 B B (kJ/km2) ;NDVIki XK k NAETT 1 19 NDVI {f; NDVIK, mean HNIX
1% k Py NDVT 9 BrME.,

L4, 2 HBFIZE
FERAFRIGLE J1, RBHBRIE . P CO2 A 02 K Bkl B2 Y B ZAKE) /). L2 Potter S8 [41]1 AL CASA #
RO BRI P I AT UG 5, A TE IR

NEPY &, 1) = APARL %, &) 2% el%, 1) (4)

A APAR(x, t) RIRMEIC x 1E t AW HIOEER 2R M /m2) ; e (x, t) RRGIT x 78 t A0 HISEBRGREFI A & (gC « MJ-1) &

1.4.3 3ffes

TR RAETS R RS E ARG, W X AL S8 A KimAR e, AR, RIS+
HEARFF I KN R AT 7 X B R o R R N R R v 5 SEPr R R B 2 2, RABH HR A 52
(RUSLE) 8 7 IX. () - 39 A B IR 45 AT I o

1.4.4 FE/KE

A3 R G KRS — R P /K B4 SR B EAT A 55, W 70385 InVEST RLAL = K BEH AT 7= 7K IR 45 MDA B B By

AET .
_ xj

k= (1 )xpl (5)

A Yxj oA IR A x Bt B KE () ;AETxj A § 28R HURI 2R x (G0 4R S bR 28 80 (mm) ; Px 2
x A&t L RIAEERT & (mm) ; PET (x) 29 A28 HRE .

1.5 AU/ IR % R o M T ik

A ARG SS U / W F) 5% Z R B2 7R g (Spearman) FH 2% 2 800%, T EERMANR R XA Y Z RIGLMEMSS, HE-1 512
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. RIE SR A RMERSGTH UGS, RATR. RiE. Sn b B8 R85 i, $0 Zis i T8 R et fr T,

KW IET R3.6.1F G, id@H corr. test MBUTHE S RAET RGNS A K] Spearman %, T EZH AL . JEH R
AT RGEMS MK RE v, Bidid 0. 05 BAEAKFRYREFMERR, MUCAFERZEIBERR: RZFERZERBFERKR.
L Spearman AHIC RELRENS F AR KBRS RGBT/ TR SC R, FETRITG T B e X £ 2 R GRS /1) )
KAZBAT A ERE, WCET Matlab AT &, ST BB ITHIN 2 Gort 5308 S0 1 A2 R GRS R BUSE / r [F] 26 &R o

2 &Rt

2.1 MR/ e AR A

2000, 2010 A1 2017 4, SCILTH bR FARBL DIARH AR 32, RO FDREHE T AR |5 bl 380k 87% LA b, FLUCONARFI M, T
B Eb 2 B%~6%, ik, KIBUR S M THAEN GR D o BB 2 Bos, M0 sOliivh g, DUER L B RMR X 5ol
G BRHb A RSB R RED), T A TSP X R A X s ARR R 4 A T SO AR R R AR ik
FH A A SC L T A0 IR X 4 2000~ 2017 42 ], TR 385 0 5 o5 K 1) L b R PR R 3Ry S 15 i b, 388410 8 798. 27 hm2 (198. 09%)
FEHURN K4 BB N T 5 376. 71 hm2 (4. 38%) A1 481. 72 hm2 (37. 19%) ; Mg Fidth . ARIUWANAFI FH Hb 4> 5k T 2 915. 730 7 539. 83
A4 201,13 hm2. 38 RRIX A ASAL ¥ 32 2R R AN WO PR A3 T AL HERE . 0f PR B b P R ) AR O AB 7K B i

F 1 2000~2017 H=3C 1L - Ho R A 2R AR A AR 1k

+ H 2000 4 2010 4 2017 4 2000~ 2010~ 92000~
H 2010 4F 2017 4F 2017 4F
Sk b e (%) 7 B (%) b5 e (%)
KA i (hn2) A (hn2) A (hn)
122 128 128
Mt 41. 42 43,24 43.23 5 406.91 -30. 20 5 376.71
809. 75 216. 66 186. 46
» 11 379. 48 3.84 7 742.30 2.61 8 463.75 2.85 -3 637.18 721. 45 -2 915.73
i
138 133 130
46. 59 44. 95 44. 05 -4 871.53 | -2 668.30 | -7 539.83
it 158. 51 286. 98 618. 68
1 295.23 0.44 1 314.11 0.44 1 776.95 0. 60 18.88 462. 84 481.72
7K,
AR | 4 441.56 1.50 8 524.78 2.88 13 239.83 4. 47 4 083.22 4 715.05 8 798.27
s
AFIF | 18 433.87 6.21 17 433.57 5. 88 14 232.73 4. 80 -1 000.29 | -3 200.84 | -4 201.13
I
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Fig.2 Land use types map of Wenshan City from 2000 to 2017

2.2 HEBRGMSH =

2000~2017 3 AWML . MBGFWIRA ). RIRRFFRIP K R IUF AR KRG RS WER 2. B 3,4 FAES KRGS
SRR, WERLE, YA IR 2000~2017 EIAIZWT 1 TF, TR 20 A 72 F3 R0 KB 43 59) S 30
S0 D A e SR I e A . LA RS P IMEAE 17 RIHEC T 468. 01 MkJ/km2; AEBE I HI A 7= J R M A
TRFERRE, RN 48.62 gC/ (m2 = a), ; LIORFFAN = /K E A ESME AR L, 253 T 419. 70 t/ (hm2 « a) F1 283. 21 mm.

£ 2 2000~2017 XIhTHAES KRG MSEHE

BRGNS FP(MkJ * km2) NPP (gC * m-2 * a-2) SC(t * km=2 * a-2) WY (mm)
2000 1593. 12 874.21 429.01 397.97
2010 2010. 86 963. 20 473.16 349. 96
2017 2061. 14 922.83 848. 71 681. 18
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Fig.3  Spatio4emporal distribution and changes of ecosystem services in Wenshan City from 2000 to 2017
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2.3 AN[F M PSR R AE S RGUIR ST BN 25 2 57

WIHT RIEF, A 2000 2010 % 2017 4F 3 4EHI K48 RGNS HAT P IMEbrAEAL, 28I RECBLE (K 4) o 451K,
SO AR A TR, IE R IUEE LA, 2000~2010 4F B 5% R A R GRS TR ARG E, T 2017 4E7E
KRGS B IR ORI IR S5 A W R s AR & RS RIS SR, 7E 2000~2010 A2 H 7 /K R 58 B2l 0; 78 £ 15 F R A 4
H, PEAKIRSS B, LR RS RIS R DGR . S A R FH 2B NPP ) SR U s bR > B b Bk > S R F >
KB F s 3 (R AR 55 i B HE R A PR B3> Bk bt > SR 1 FFT 1> S ¥ T D 7K 88k P2 K IR 45 RE i HE R e i 1>
> R ) A 1> B> FRHb > 7K 35

2.4 ARG U/ VA 5% &

2. 4.1 SR GURSS U /)[R % R AEHUE AR B

MR R 1 5 1A BN S0 T 2000~2017 45435 RGNS R Spearman AHC R EUNFR 3, Fr 7 Ak A £hilid 1 P=0. 01
MR . S5 RRY], FP 5 WY RO ER R, SR BIEMEE (BRI R), B FP BN SECWY K38 hn, 1 FP 5 NPP
A SC AR 25 SUHSE (BT SR 2R , B FP 38 N2 S BUE# NPP M1 SC 'R F%; NPP 5 SC MR IEMSE, 5 WY Jfl i 35 55,
SC5 WY Z IR E AR K R WERRBAKRE, FP 5 NPP (AHSCHERWINTS, 5 SC AHDCHER#iESE, 5 WY fIAHSG
PE 2S5 G G K% NPP 5 SC A OGPERFEEIE 58, 5 WY (RAHSCIE R 2 56 58 5 kg5 10 % SC 5 WY IUAH AT BON
B S 4 5
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&2
2010 2017 2010 2017 2010 2017
2000 2000 2000
FP -0. 52 -0. 52 -0. 48 -0. 25 -0. 26 -0. 28 0.65 0.71 0. 66
NPP 0. 55 0.54 0.61 -0. 61 -0.71 -0. 66
SC -0. 17 -0. 26 -0. 30

2. 4.2 B R GRS BT/ PRI % 2 2 R 73 Ak )

BTG RPER ST AR RGUIRSS [ AH BLOC R AEAT S A, I v 585 AT A SR, R)5r 2 6 D45 [41], B
B [8] 5% (r>0, P<O. 05) « M [8] % (>0, 0. 05<P<0. 1) « ¥ [A (>0, 0. 1<P) « ALH#F (r<0, 0. 1<P) « KL * (r<0, 0. 05<P<0. 1) « A 7
st (<0, P<0. 05), LLAHTIF 52 X AS R IR 45 2 (AL 5 Blp 1] 96 22 1 25 (R0 = (&1 B) o 2000~2017 4[], B 55 X AFIE B HE4R IR S5 2
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Fig. 5 Spatial pattern of ecosystem service trade-off/ synergy relationship in Wenshan City from 2000 to 2017
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FP 5 NPP DABRFISG R, W ARG e B b tE 64. 83%, M8 0 A0, ABHE S B LR RISG R OuE, iy vpoCe Ji Bl 2 BN 2 2%
PRI ZR, AL 5 R AE A 0] 2 0 A TR s FP & SC BB R SE R IT 5 70. 05%, {E 1M R 5 FAE 23 8] b A s AN
2, PSR R RO A B G CRBNR S, R, — I TRk @ AR, SRR T, 5
T3 T o T B R 0, A DA TR 5 E R I SR AR AT BTN FP 5 WY W [R]OG R 50T o oy 72. 48%,
e 5525 W RN e 3 BLAR PRI FTIX AR T DX, DU G R 2 0 A T FEIXAL B8 A &, JRR, i TEFLIX FP A R IB 4 Lk,
M ek P B N R AR A T XK B2 B THE

F 4 2000~2017 FEX I AEBRGEREE SRR R MG S 5 H 3 EXCEL

Bt AL (%) BT (%)
FP& NPP 64. 83 35.17
FP& SC 70. 05 29. 95
FP& WY 72.48 27.52
SC& WY 90. 60 9.40

NPP& SC 58.30 41.70
NPP& WY 46. 76 53. 24

WEFEIX SC 5 WY FpfF) 5% MG i Lo 90. 60%, Sk 25 A 25 ) 5% R A v 70 T 9 X o b i i st X, T AL 485 0% R AR vh 72
FEXARAL R PUALRR/NE R, SC 5 WY SRR INREIECR, FET K E S TR R (AR AR 22 704 L AAS— 2, ASF L3R
SR 2 (AR 2 L PR 22501, A S P 7 X7 7 B A 3 Ok S DTS AR OB 52 2% NPP 5 SC b A % R KB i 58. 30%,
e 25 Wy [FUGC A 23 18] LAl T, TE B S B B T Wl S 25 U 5 TG A AR R AR S 70 A1 s NPP 5 WY AU SG 2R O 35, (BT i L 53, 24%,
P T PR O R AR 2 () e A 2, 2 S A S U I AR B s, R 2 W ) 90 2R 2 A T S IX VG AL 8. AR T
CLK VU BN 23 DX, — AR, ML i R A ) DX B v ) NP, T X 6 XSS W 28 M 11 PO, AR AT 2 BRI 7K

=

Ho

3 &

ST LAME SRS A AL Bl v X AR S D RE X SD I O E AL X, TR AR R IREEE, i T 2000~2017 4
17 45 8] LR FH B2 N B hes (FP) o RBP4 7= 73 (NPP) o 3B LR45 (SC) Al 7K B (WY) DU AR A= 25 F2 50 i 55 (B AL i I
KA HHAT 2, BRI

(D17 S 18], BFFTDCARI . S AR A P 3t ARSI ol oAt -t R P SRR S m - HL e s 50 P M T AR 5 o A
BN TIPS, AN AR A O, R IR — SO i N SE S R AR A A R G R TGRS T EA .

Q) NEHAM A 5B RGBSR RZKE, AUTFR T AFE LR A4S RS 00 45 R 5 AR i FU 3 A — 3
(42, 43), i, FdL. A = E R IR A A S R GRS RS SEM . FP EEAFAE T Htih, NPP 5 SC fEMRHL. Fidt %
Bidtarb o L 25w T H Al R 22 s VTR I 0 WY B STRRECR,  T% SC NPP B TR/, 2 T B b
Lo A TS GEIX, AR IR R T BRI BN KRR S RGN . WHFCIX I NDVT SRRk, 5 NPP
TREFE SR a I 1) — B e 5
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(3) I AT RGRSAE 2000~2017 (A1 EE AR 23 IS4, i FP A NPP 7E /R X 2L E T B, XX £ 8T
KW X DA e NRIE S X . ANE R HER G, xS NPP % SC Y Tk B K.

(4 MR A KGN IR, L RGUIRSS 2 6] IR/ Ph 7] 5% R AE 2000~2017 SEORFF— B, BT/ D IR) 5% 4 72 95
REFEA sl AR RGRSPPIEC RN FP 5 WY NEFISCHR, FP 5 NPP. SC BB K &R NPP 5 SC NHhFEIK AR, NPP 5
WY AU R R SC 5 WY AR R .

(5) WALt/ B [F) SR 2R 2 IR A A% SR ok, WFTEIX & RAE S R G ST 2 18] L2 B O R S8 R OB e v, (X NPP 5 WY #E43[A] |
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RFAE ST G X 2 B W R R AR T HAR AR 3 R R 55 2 18] AU / B ) 5% 2R A 12310 DX D) S B 8 25 LA HL oy A
2 [ X IAEWE FE DX A 23 A BB -

4 i

LRI T e LD X AR 2 R G S5 U / P R 5k R I AL 2 22 JR OB 0, DSBS 2 — I i s SR P (X AN RIS 2R
GRS KV R fUHEAT B NAIHT, U SRAETSof B — N 1] EAT A, At PT A P B8O AR 2 RGUIRSS I ELOR RIE R ™, 00
FEE OGRS R G3 Af A% SR BEAT RN 3T o AT FURS 25 B 7 L XS i i e ik . e I 0. L3R, 77K &
BEAT T INEE, WG ITTRBENS HARMRFAE B A 22 b AT 73, FFRAE R 38 5 AZARTTI 25 G vt 77 1 IS A 18] 7/ A BER 7T
THEERGRS B SRR R AAHTTEL R sp AR SR BOT mAAAAE — B WX, DO ARG hites . SRR
SHAT VPG, AT AN A, 7R R P e, (RN A OO A R AR AT I 18] Y 1 R 2 R T, DA R )
e BB R A St . 2R — @ B AR, ASCIEE 2000, 2010, 2017 AFfERK. AR TIREZHEIERMEC LT 17
FERFRESRGMS Z AR ER R, FEMHEAR D2 EA AL, HE I 5 R RAFE — EAE R E, 5
BT AT IR IR ISR T UL . S RGO AR S RGURS M E R T, R B S 5 3 2 22 SR B
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