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Tt T PR b A0 DX A 25 R ek SRy, DT 52 M DX 35
H S R G0 5w AR 45 (Wang et al, 2007; Zhen et al,
2014; X 40 15 %5, 2014; Sun et al, 2015; P& {545,
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1 0N 25 MR A ] R AR IX (AR SR AR B
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P 2R, R UEA 2 2 T B T L K R (R
ik, 2002; Liu et al, 2008), % XF K 4R #k ¥% 5 K 1)
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20104F

T HA AR TENESREE N
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THEE B, A VA TR ME LA S M R 7 115
i), SR AR AR 25 Al 45 SR A Bl 2 52 315
Ml (R4 %245, 2016).

BEXFROR TR GG R IR I TR A S sk
VA R A S BRI AR A B (AN AR 6 3 S5 4%

A B (262, 2006; B, 2011)55 )7 1
VIR bR AR A G TN . Ak, BT iE
I GIS £ AR fil & PFh J5 1k 3R AT KR M 2 2 4
(2016) %5 1 o 328 2% T B AR BOCR A AR X b 1) Y/
TEAE LA R 8 J S T M, I 5 AR A M e 7 i
SO JR i BN N S M R - ) R AR TR S it
BEOTAGFR BRI R, PEAL T P4 R M X R IR AR T
PRI AE SRR, IR TR X ASA 5 E R
PROE T RMARIE . (AR L, CA AT TEie
VAL 7 I R IPAG R bR 1 5 AR R REIE i — &
ARG AWML SRk R EDNES R
Gk Jay R IR S5 A THT TR A 4 I TR S
ZIE PSR FERT R RUEE b, B B9 o
P& TR St 2 0 A S TR St i ) 20 U LA Bisf ]
S R BCE DA, TR S BB, il = K [) 371 3
BB , S BOTAGE5 R BEPLEYS K, 15 1w sl
TCATEAG . fE2S I RUEE b, B0 R 98 B U PEAG
X FERABLIATBOL IR 3 WPITAl 5 S 25 1) 22 S
PR HELL S H SR 25 [RIAHDEAL

R PR I A P R T . ST
i BT R TR X ECARSTE L e M s AR Al
KRBT REMNEZE BRALS . DR AL T2
WA (R VG B, SN R VTS S BT e e 1) 43 /K S v
EEEER L — RS RGN 1
X 2Z—. 2000 4FFF 4, b IX 5 4 [ R A5 7K
SRR PR g i TR, FLOR AR TR St )5 A A A
B AR R B A AR TR S DX 3ok 1 2L A AR e
ABL AP AR SRR VL Sl A B ] i 4w Ay 4 ) D
BTG, fl G T Z IR0 25 8l WES RGirk R i
IR 45 S5 4 i W ARG N LB IX AR S R
Ak, 7R SR T R G0 A T DAL TRR St AR S AR
o TEASRG R A ARG RS %,
T2 91 (2000-2010 4F) 10 4F- 722 Ak 4 5 T A% S i
J&i 10 AEAR AR AL 38T Lb Sz A Bsf (1] )2 37 | A= 2578 Ak
FRIE o AR SCHAT B T 58 38 KR TR A S B0TAG
P3SN bR AR R | (R A g G S e 55
EBRGEAY SERMAEEHBA, TR
— S AR AR LS S S

2 Bdls 5k

2.1 R XEEER

/N Bl LU Ml DXASE T H R 48 AR e S, B AR AR
104°22'E~106°43'E, 33°30'N ~34°49'N, 4 74 K
212.15 km, F 4L 5% 146.15 km, 4EF& K &M 380~780
mm( & 1); J& Z8 05 1L kPG B, b5 T HE00m] K 3t
B, 23 AR VT S g W VT RURN B 0] S AT T
S A B ORI E A MG HE . b 28 S £ 83.02
J3 hot?, A A T L R G 5 R A A LR TR AR R AR AR
X KN EERETHR KRR E, ARKE
W A IAEE R R I 55 (HF A, 2012) FTIELIX 85K
K BERE E VS =T M R K B B
W ALE EEAE/E(X), T 21 EA M,
22 EBRFKEWEN

ST IX AR 28 R G BB R VR T B O Rt
BEe AT R )« 4 [ AR BB T4 A2 46.(2000-2010
)i B AT I H . — ARG R
TR Bt N TR S A 625, — 920N
1 L 7 N 7 7/ N 3 A RSVl NI 3151 N 6 T 2
FONE 3835, ¥ T MODIS %4 . Landsat TM/
ETM %4 L) J2 HI-1 T3 R CCD %5 £ 538 B G VR,
AR ANEA R AE S RGN, R HAMLALEH.
O3S AT IR BT A B, A T RO 30 me AR
BRGE P LHEE N 94% , P IShi FE ik 86%
DL b (RS, 2014; BRIHE =48, 2015).

ASCH BT/ L X 2010 4R AR R g —
TR | LA DL S 23 (0] A3 A REAE , PR DXl AR 25
R IURFFIE . R AR 45555 (2010) &7 1+
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Fig.1 The study area
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system Change Index, ECI)> Jz BeAifF 5 X 2000-2010
B ARG ARCRRE . F IR R R G 2
(1) AR BLR S AR 8 7 S, S IR AR 3545 N(2010)
XF A M WA SO e L, e BR A2 N2 B
SEM AR AR ZL I N T 3R 10, 1521 5 Fh A A ) 9
ME D ARG 1 9, FRZES R
SRR AL EUIRE R . X ARG E
W5, T AR RGN AR G A B YA,
SRR S RGN R R R 4T
HREBKR, R ZMFRESRGERME 2, EE
RGO AN
D[4, x(D,~Dy)]
ECI=-* y x 100%

K ECIN AR ARG AR =1, on TR S
RGHRI, A, WEBRG — R, 4 R0
XA, D, FERATH, D, NHERF .
23 EBRGRESH

AL A 9% 7 55 JE (Fractional Vegetation Cov-
er, FC) FII [ #4544 (Leaf Area Index, LAI) 2 ~%
BAENEB RS i 2B UCE NN HE . Bl
KR T4 EAE BRI T 4F A2 6(2000-2010 4F ) 1 /5%
PR TEAL T H | F T 18 BB | 38 1 1 R T L A
DB RIS T RS o BCE 25 6] 73 Bl 30
mo AL 2000-2010 4F3E 2 10 4 AR 4 (S AR 1k
N 2050 S WLATF 5T X AERTF T HA TR AR S AR
4t ot i BURARAE SR 2 AR 34
24 EBTRGREZSH

TR FR T SFEORRE | [Tk R ARbR e E L 1Y) 3
BRGNS UIRe , A SCR X L IR 55 DI RE Y A2 1k
KFRMEAEB RGNS B FHE . Bk Ii T2 E
A S FREE ARS8 B A DA (2000-2010 4F) 735
H. Hr S4B RG MK TR R TR R H
Rk I . AR SCUA T AR SEE AT IS 10 4F(1990-
2000 4 F112000-2010 4F) /K P 7 5 /K IR 57 k)
RAY, KRR SRR A AR KRR R R R
R AR AR 25 4 7 TR HE 2 IR 5T X K B
TSR MR 55 BB N ZS [ AR AR RRAE . b K R 57
PRAT ZEIRF8 I bR A I Sl B2 ) K 7K U i 7 Al
5w 5 AT AU RA SR 5 09 L (AR 7K R T

£ EBRREBNESRS
Tab.1 Ecological ranking of different ecosystem types

ARG b M R B HAWES RS
=S 19 2% 3% A% 59

TRl 55 I ORA 2, LUCHIWT A= 725 R GE A B 17K I
FAEM . oK ORISR T 26 E s
1E 38 K + i 2k )7 BE(RUSLE) ., L4 T 8% 527t Aif
10 4E(1990-2000 4F 1 2000-2010 4F) + {20l i+
B AR AR IR R RN IR
TRFFORA 2 IR A R RLR M Z AR A
A5 6 A5 THI A AL ARRAIE S WL 521X+ S PR R A 55
A AN 2S [ AR AR RRAE . Hor ST BR S Bl
U S b R S [T T S e ol e s XSS i)
FUABAE A PR 55 A AT 2, U IR AR S R
GEA B IR RRE T o AR D RE R F 1990 4
2000 4F- Dk F2 2010 4F 1 [ fifk 12 Z5Hi S e TR RS Y
AERRIE

3 G5R 500

3.1 R XS RGBT S T T

MR, /N Ll X AR 2 R G A8 BOh
0.038, 4 1EAH , 76 2000-2010 4F 1 [8] BF 5% [X. 7 Wi,
A SR A%, LR PR 5 A 25 0 48 v P v b A
MR IR B R B YIMI O . FiiIR G T b,
WA S R G 258500 0.040, 5 TR VLR
f)°0.037, B ] I duk 72 A 2SOIR Bl G G R AR Oy
M.
3.1.1 B RGFUNLE 5 E AR

M2 0T LAE H /B L3 X LR 3, 2010
AR TR R o MR TR 45.60% . HR kM
i b S TR 36.41% ; R AW AH XT3 £, L
b BT FRA 16.00% 5 W AT 1 A K HAl A=
A FR G T BN A3 5 o S AR
0.20%.0.97%7F1 0.81%.

NZS B A3 AR DU, KT3I DX LAy
F=, RHE LB X R, o AV B T AR Y
57.67% ; B H AR b AR A B A HL A, 43 51 o g ek
SRR 29.59% F1 11.37% . 25 TA] i 388 X DA
Sy A AR (A B AR Y 44.36% 5 AR
b IR My B 5]t R T A A S o O S T AR
31.52%F121.40%.

10 48], ZNBIE L1 Ml DR bR N T T DA K
oA A 25 2R G0 0 T AR A | TR B b A
BRGNS TR 2-3), Hrp, B
FROBE R B K, 35 T AR R 40408 hm?, 39 R G5
14.15% ; B4 AR 20k [ TR 6 A B i
AT R IK 40315 hm?, o5 55 A R T AR 98.80% -
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Tab.2 Change in ecosystem types in the Xiaolongshan region, Gansu Province during the natural forest
protection project (NFPP) period, 2000-2010

AR AE4k(2000-20104F)
2 2000 2010 22X DIRIR/TC KT

AV Hfl/%  TEVhm Hfil/%  AARIEVhm® 2L B/% ASmB/hm® 28k % ASRImBVhm® A5k H /%
Tl 285692  14.02 326104  16.00 40408 14.15 25078 14.24 15329 14.01
THE 4194 0.21 4169 0.20 -27 -0.64 23 1.52 -49 -1.83
Wit 804608  39.49 741919 36.41 -62683 -7.79 -33884 -751 -28799 -8.15
NTZH 17780 0.87 19754 0.97 1973 11.09 1376 10.21 597 13.86
HoAte 15437 0.76 16567  0.81 1132 7.33 837 10.01 295 417
pis: U 909979  44.66 929179  45.60 19198 2.11 6570 227 12628 2.04
=3 2000-2010 F/NpE L dh X 4 75 R e 2R B RS 4B % /hm? Sl WS M 24 B VAR i T BUE 725 2

Tab.3 Ecosystem type transition matrix in the
Xiaolongshan region/hm’, 2000 - 2010

Jnl b i HR AT A M
Fith 285191 0o 217 150 0 31
b 11 4012 157 0 4 0
Bt 40315 23 741229 1738 1810 19293
AT 30m 0 0 0 17779 0 0
HAlh 438 122 67 50 14749 7
M 41 0 55 35 2 909609

F 5 X AR b 1 LG i 19198 hm?, 48 5 4 2.11% 5 4%
Jng AR IEA Fole A TR B L A AL

19293 hm’, /4 &% A BV ALY 99.80% . A T3 1 Fl
Hofth A= 25 22 G 4 fin e AR X 8 /N (43930 R 1973 h?
F1 1132 ho’), {H 38 8 15 488 K (43 90 S 11.09% Fi
7.33%)o 5 [RI Ak T AR TR St U ) S K
R BT B34, 10 AR ] R B T 62683 hm®, T B R i
TR 7.79% . T e R 2 AR T AR St 0 1) 1)
T RCH N TR T DA B L A S R R R
HeRs o WARLE R M 25 R RR IR (B 2),
R Y o T R 9 i S A T G S R TR VLR

a. 20004

ATEH
|
hm 0 30 km

MR, BT RG22 f . PR TE 2 A
Vel T R D i BE A 2
3.1.2 MHb ARG A5 E

ZINBIE 11 Hi DR b AR 2 R G T — 2 R o) VR
I R R LB R T bR T TR SR T I I A
M TR TR ARG 6 (e 4), Hb, BRTEER
Sk I R I APRRT 9 o R AR 2 25,2010 43X
TR b A= 285 2R 68 40 i) o bR LS T RRU A 48.40% Al
45.69%. 1045 (0], X AP A S RGBT
8711 hm’ F1 10448 hm’, ¥4 i 4351124 1.98%F112.52%,
B AREACK A B A (#3), H KT
F14) 7% I 5] B 4 1 e R o2 BT, i
JE B 4.5 4% TR I A I FEAARAE 2 Y s fn
FRUEEAK Y
32 ABRFKRES RS ENFME
3.2 AR FRGTE IPEAL

MR G813 Hr 4 L 2000-2010 4F A 1] /Npg 1
b DT RS B (LAD W 245 24{E R 2.46, 0 HAZ
T ARLE A 0.0221, 10 45 8] i T AL 48 0 LT

b. 20104F

K2 /MBI A S RS
Fig. 2 Ecosystem type of the Xiaolongshan region
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Tab.4 Forest types and change characteristics
P 2000 2010 A5 4k,(2000-2010)
i B/hm? a7 /% T B/hm? i /% S /hm? i L8k %
P& I [ R 441028 48.47 449739 48.40 8711 1.98
SN EN 16149 1.77 16149 1.74 0 0.00
B Rl e bk 38673 425 38714 4.17 41 0.10
PR E AR 414080 45.50 424528 45.69 10448 2.52
TeA L i 44 0.00 44 0.00 0.00 0.00
TR L Hh 4 0.00 4 0.00 0.00 0.00
P b A 909979 100.00 929179 100.00 19199 2.11

(F5). RFBGEH, K ITH B 1w FLHE R (2.91)
i T A (1.94) s (A SR LAT B AL A
B3 8 A9 22 Ak AR (0.0308) R T K T I I
(0.0147), & B B 0] g Jak A= 285 ot ol 3% 0 0 W i
BF9E IX e KA WY 56 (FO) 2 4R K 74.29%,
It HARREN 0.5099 , 2 WA R 1 7 55 B2 7R AF 52 4 ) 52
T KT 2 A O o 7 Y
(79.81%) K T Bl i B(67.86% ) ; {H M A8 A v 1
T T A B
3.2.2 EARRGRSS WAL

(1) [EfDhe

ST AT eI, 2010 4F/INBIE Ly M [X. 15155 Tt
700.20 t/hm’* , #H b T AR 9 2000 438 hn 1 31.37
t/hm’, 5 0F K 4.69% . %% T T RSN Z Aif Ay 10 4F
1] (1990-2000 4F) i T K& # (K1 4, % 6). 51 [A]
Af, VI I8 ) 1 B T B 42 5 , 2010 4 H: & i T R
4 899.38 t/hm?; 5 i it 48 114 (7] Bk D) BE AH X 341K
2010 4FE 4 467.49 thm?, sEAR L FAFIN &, 24N
BT ARSI 5 #R D T [RIFE R AR f a3 B T A%
SIC it J B TR AT 45K [ A T BE R 1 (5.31%) KT YL

WIS, 2 AN TR LRI AR 5 2 X 5 (H B
TR 48 %) 7K TR 35 B LA KK TR R LT
B = TV

(3) HIELFETIRE

IR RRDIRE R A R bl i | - R phv )
IO IR R AR R R
DA e - R A SRR AR LRI R ) e, X
TR A SR PR GE T A T R T, /B 1L b X T AR
STt 10 4F (1) - 584% ki SF-3{E D 21.28 th', L
AR ST 10 4F-F-(E TR T 9.57 thm®, T FEIR

& 2000-201 04 HF BRI,

Tid(4.42%) . -
(2) KIRFE I = A

AR SR DI RE AR AL RFIE Fh /K IR 6 77 1 /KR
TSR TR KRR TR 3 KR 52 AT R R
RIXLARARR WL, GEit o HT R, /B L X3 T
TR S Jo /K PRI R D RE AL b ka4, HOK JRH 9% i
HYF- S (AR T SR 1 0.35 )7 m/km’, S
H7.20%(F 6) TR S I K UR I 77 AR Ak A R
40.08, 15 T TARESLHERT 10 -0 T FEfa . KR
AT ZAE TR SIS 1 24359160 50.08%,

A R AR ——

13 2000-20104F/INplg Ly by DX BACHE 1 ]
Fig.3 Increase in forest distribution, 2000-2010

£S5 2000-2010 FAE S RFREBHEXIGIRS £ F9E
RETHES
Tab.5 Average values and trends of ecosystem quality
indicators, 2000-2010

LAI FC
e T LR S T 245 Y E.(46.67%) . 5 IR, ST AR ZETHY AR
TR ET S K IR SR R R o B BT SIX. 246 0.0221 74.29 0.5099
TS I W5 E DX ARAT AR T AR ST , E— B 194 0.0308 6786 0.6765
AUk B TR S 5 K IR SR DI R ny LA $% SR 291 0.0147 781 0.3673
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a. 2000-20104ELAIZAE - HE

m02-05 =34
=05~1.0 m4~50  30km
0=1.0~2,0 = >5 ——

¢. 2000-20104EFCE4- - 3(E

40~50
=150~60 =170~80 o
=60~70 B >80

b. 2000-20104ELAFAS LA}

St 2
I LA g R
= 010,05 = 005~0.10
= —0.05~0.00 =  >0.10
= 0.00~005 0 30km

d. 2000-20104EFCAE AL} 5

FCAEAL @)
= <010
= —0.10~-0.05
= —0.05~0.00 =1>0.10
= 000~005 0 30km
= 005010 ——

14 2000-2010 E/E 25 R GL AR PR A AAEAE
Fig.4 Characteristics of change of ecosystem quality indicators, 2000-2010

B 3k 31.02%(K 6). S ULEET, TRSLHE RS 10
A IR A LRI R U, R TR S AT S
THEEMENRE TR B5 1048 LR
RERR TR 10 4R R, RV G 10 4 - 58T
FFAAR JHT 104F . it sini = , il 4912
TR T R 3 2 X3 — 8 (R R TTUs 10 4F
R R A B TR 10 4R

XF R AR AR GE T BT R B, /Bl
B IX 5 104F IR Y R 8 69.25 thm?,
FETIT 10 4 1 9.80 t/hm?, 345 4 16.48% ., 5 1L [FA]
BF, BIFSE XA 10 4F 3O R5 it b2 IF 5 TRl
1047 R e FR R FREM S BRI &, KV
) IR KO 5 T BT ek, (H B e
BEORFF TS 10 45 1S 1F (28.99%) e T VL 3t 1k
(9.64%).

X R BE PR A AKOF A S bR I BT o
B W], IO O BT TR S S ) 2 4R 11
H R 72.84% , K T T & 5 i g1 2 4F F ¥ 1A
(60.53%). [FIEF, J5 10 4F £ B Hp O A R AL %

(0.0189)tH K T 10 4ERL#F-41H(0.0001) , FHH J5
1047 H RO R 2N LTS shiisim
F L ETEUS 10 4F I R ACE LI g
KT

4 e

ANB LM DX A 25 R G Jm SR Il 55 2 5 THD
(R AR AR IEREAS b S T X R Of TR 52 it
JEHASA TSR, JFH, TGRS RGN
R BB , i 2 A A5 R G e S IR 55 Y g
HH AR o A1 2 T Y O R A T A 2 ) o 7
JERE TARIT T HE AR A A — Bk A —
TEREHE b S e T4 D7 R AR R A R L EDUERY
KA, XML 1A S R G R B iR o5
AR U A1

(1) B RGEE R FAH AR IR . AR
LRI 85175 D S AR TR S A 285 FI 8 ) o 4
Bro ARSCH BRHR M 2 e i e R v AR L T
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Tab.6 Characteristics of change of ecosystem service indicators after the implementation of
the natural forest protection project (NFPP)
[I:&: izt FF ] B KT i, 22X
B2l [#] Bt /(t/hm?) 1990 448.60 869.63 675.45
2000 443.90 861.35 668.83
2010 467.49 899.38 700.20
TR IR TR DI RE JKIR AR /(7 m’/km?) 1990-2000 3.53 6.11 4.92
2000-2010 4.11 6.28 5.28
IR AR 1990-2000 -0.09 -0.14 -0.12
2000-2010 0.05 0.10 0.08
IKVEETERAT Z/% 1990-2000 41.13 51.33 46.67
2000-2010 45.54 53.90 50.08
IR A FARPR 1990-2000 0.0025 0.0025 0.0025
2000-2010 0.0072 0.0063 0.0067
IR ThE 4R i /(t/hm?) 1990-2000 38.21 24.55 30.85
2000-2010 26.63 16.70 21.28
3R R R 1990-2000 -2.50 -0.78 -1.57
2000-2010 -1.91 -1.13 -1.49
R/ (t/hm?) 1990-2000 45.53 71.37 59.45
2000-2010 58.73 78.25 69.25
HIECAR R 1990-2000 -1.94 -2.34 -2.15
2000-2010 0.85 239 1.68
TIOR3/ % 1990-2000 52.22 67.64 60.53
2000-2010 67.13 77.72 72.84
FIEOFFOA AR 1990-2000 0.0011 -0.0007 0.0001
2000-2010 0.0218 0.0165 0.0189

AR G P ke TR S AR DX AR AN TR Y
EREIE o [RII, BRARER I AR I o R PR T AR I
EEATRST o RS AR 28 3 B mT 5 e i S e T
PRSI 5 ARAREE 1 5 S EFIE . ROk
i ] P AP P o] - JRE PRI 2 28 2 AR A 2
AU A 22 O, AR EE R A AL BT B e 1Y
SR AR A R G AR IR br B S X
SRR S BEEE O . A S R G IR B R
INME—EREE BT RES PN E Lo AR
MRS ARG H AR, 2 I8+ A B2
JiUEE 22 5, i CPFEIX A% R 2SR R 25 1),
A DX P (RN HA b 9 3 3, RO 7
MBI, 25 A 25 R G R BB AR AT REANIA]
AR AR L B AL DRI, 7 SR I 1 A=
BRGNS B A0

() B ARG 5 RS5O Rl A
BRI S A A PR B A O T4 o L B e P A
TET AR ROAT 0 4t R AT DX SR IR O [T AR R
DU K PRI 7 A LSRR e 55 T RETH I 2 S
o RHX 2 BB HREAE TR St e ) 22 Al et
FRRETE I (] 5 51 b oz il T8 S it 4 A A8 AL, 7K

VR IO | [0k 3 00 45 T RE S AR R i T 2L
13RS DhRe . o KRR SE RIS R
St S5 DR AR AL RRAF SR P TRE SR J 10 4FAH
BRI EE AR fb 25 S5 SO AR A RPR 22 R 3ROR , AT #R
U i A BIIK 2 751 Al 55 Dy R A 1 B [ 7 1)L 18 22 A Ay
fiE, AL S5 S o AR . T kT s H
H 1990 4F, 2000 4F LA K 2010 4F 3 AN 8] 45 5 50
S LA S WA B 1] 7 41) [ e D g 1 A8 4 (H A AE —
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e, /NP Lt DX A S A5 o e A 1)



561

IMETE 45 RIRMRGE IR ORI i — I TR A 2SO TA 739

o RUETRIRR SR A A e AR R D e fRA 1 2
TER AR T AT A2 AR B A, (o
PRl X A 25 0 05 A0 1 BT R Rl A R o — 20
SR SR, BT DA ) I St T IR B bk T
R, JH R B 3 bR AR B ORI T IR B L p s
FL K T AR AR PR 1) R R B — 5E i fie 2R AR
Mo P, 285 s AR 25 i TR X AR SR
M S TR AR AW ST Tt — 2D ek .

5 458

ARSCAE S R GRS 7 B e 55 25 75 TH
AL T —BE RS A B RO TR 2o
FEFEPRI R, IFA 22 PRI 18] P 51 Bl X F 5 E X
AR R TR SN AT 1 Pl A5 T A 25 1]
St TPERFE A PEAS SR, AR T BR U R 2 A 25
IR AR TR . EEARH U4

(1) Z22RAR b4 L WeBIF 5 DX R P T A S i 39 1]
A ST CE RS . AN ISR A X B JE AN ]
T, A VTG A5 R AT —EE , WY ] 7 51 5k
Tl S m 3SR IFAS S R A AR E 1, n] R S AR /D
LA 8] A5 TS SO PEAL 25 R A BERLE .
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Assessment of the ecological effects of the first—phase natural forest protection
project in the Xiaolongshan region, Gansu Province

SUN Chuanzhun', ZHEN Lin**', WANG Chao™, HU Jie*’, DU Bingzhen*
(1. College of Public Management, South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China;
2. Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China; 3. School of
Resource and Environment, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China;
4. Holland Wageningen University, Wageningen 6700 HB, Holland)

Abstract: The natural forest protection project (NFPP) is one of the most widely implemented ecological
construction projects in China. By establish multiple ecological indicators, this study try to evaluate its
ecological effect, which has important scientific value for the future decision. This study used remote sensing
and ecosystem quality data and related indicators to assess the characteristics of change of macro ecological
pattern, ecosystem quality, and ecosystem services in the Xiaolongshan region, Gansu Province during the NFPP
from 2000-2010. The results show that: (1) After the implementation of the NFPP, broadleaved deciduous forest,
broadleaved deciduous shrub, and grassland areas increased substantially, and the ecosystem quality in general
clearly improved. The improvement was greater in the Yellow River basin as compared to the Yangtze River
basin. (2) The average values of the ecosystem quality indicators of LAI and FC was 0.022 and 0.510 during
2000-2010, with an increasing trend. (3) In 2010, the carbon storage value was 700.20 t/hm’, increased by 4.69%
during the first-phase of the NFPP. The slope value of water conservation was 0.08, with an increasing trend as
well. The slope value of soil conservation was 1.68, also with an increasing trend.

Key words: natural forest protection project (NFPP); macro ecological pattern; ecosystem quality; ecosystem

services; Xiaolongshan; Gansu Province



