o PR} o gt R

$3946 A0 Vol.39, No.10
2020410 J Progress in Geography Oct. 2020
WHEBRZEARBENZEEREESRSE

BREFIFMIARERSRE
REEH ALA T

(1. dbstpll KRB, AL 100083 5 2. [RIGF R2r @4 S i MR B2, Fi 200092)

# E R

B 3 o 23 TS SR S T ] R 8 R ) 0y i s (] O o, o L 2 S 2 A i LR 2R BEA T, T

BRI T % (023 AR T A AR v h 25 R S i R A B 2 0C3 , LA DRI T 2R A R G IR 55 T RE RN IE W R 4% . T8

ARSI BT 5 T, i 2 (25 [RPREAE 2 ]R8

S ()RR P R AR P, SR Tl o €0 25 i) LA 5 e

()RR AR i 7 B S0 R M o DRI, 9 SCHE A PR T ¢ (5 22 VAR 57 5 i D AR ) Rk b, — 5 T iRl i

S A% SR BT 25 PEAN (3RS 1 5

SEARAU S AL SRS BRI I 5 75— 5 1A A5 2B A5 R G e 55 AR T 4 .25 1]

RJRPEAN BB o GBI VAN LA ST A A, B T s TR AR 2 p o S (B S IR SR (PR A1

HESE, IR BT AU 5 T AT & (28 [ R fe 2%

XK B IR IR AR (S (RIS SR 5 I 28 AL 5 AR S AR U TS 5 [ s [ HLA)

iE 40 a P PEEIREE AL, ﬁ*lﬂﬁﬂiﬂﬁi SRG
LG PRI [ AN W hn ], 3k i I TR R
Sl Tty 22 1) 4 P SR A e R s Ak
WPk AR AL R A S MBI 2% | A
REVSUAER RS T I T o (525 (R A% R IR L AR 25 AR 8
WK A Z BV G LA R AR S R GUIR 55 52 40 55
KA S TR [ 7 A=, R T A 2 23 [ L
H i 2, R T3 B TR A g . R, B
Hh I A T AR TR B 2 €02 () X S T3l
JORTES 0T TG PP )™ o ) o
Il o (0 s TR AR S R SR B R A, 5
N P AR 16 23 [ B AR OG , R A E Rk I
FRGMEARKAR L2 B AT S T, oAk Jm &2
BT 23 Zh A AR A RRAE o 0T 3T St 0025 (R A% Jmy
2 AR B R BORIT ST, Al 4 s I A Rl A
FERE IR IRl fe sl A= A g 5 22

s BEA:2019-11-05; 1T HHH:2020-02-21,

T & Z 1) DI ) 5 AU, LA o il T o £ 25 TR A
JR AR RGNS L o B b R T AR 2R
77 Il iR 55 A AR %?ik%hﬂ&%ﬁiﬁi?ﬁﬁ@ ]
¥ R TE R 5 RS & 2R A s E
2 E N AP E A SR IR A AR M B A
FOUAE RS0 PRGBS AREE T K RS el k14
G BRI, B RTE S&H T S (0 4 )R
RIIWFFE AT J5 T3kt & e B B 5 24 i [ 25 )
FRIATE R o LAk, BT ST 4% €0 25 (A1 4% Ry i
VRS HA S RGRSS R AR S A s
H ok Z Bl RGN Hrr k SHFRHESE . Rk, A&
SO HII T St 02 (] S HoA S 1 i '?V\]/III K
TR VAN S LR 25 PR S A 25 R SR 55 AR Ik
T4k 23 (RIS Jay v A I R, T kT e 25 1)
FR 5 [ A 2 R x4y =, DU R b R
LRz [R5 A L

BEEWH : B Z S0 15 H (2018YFC0506903) . [Foundation: National Key Research and Development Program of China,

No. 2018YFC0506903. ]
F—IEEEN
E-mail: chengzi0403@126.com
SEISIEE G
E-mail: zm0940@126.com

GRS (1992— ), 20, INGE A IR, 1A 32 A5 XU IR MR R 15 15 BRI AT

TR (1964— ), 55 LRI B0, 150, 23 e XU el bR BT 5 38 e e MR SRS

51 RHE G 5, A, AN, ST Gk 23 IAIAR SR I 2 R T AR S R SRS PN OISk e S e B (U], HUBEAL 22 R, 2020, 39(10): 1770-

1782. [Cheng Chaonan, Hu Yang, Zhao Ming. Progress and prospect of the spatiotemporal change and ecosystem services evaluation of
urban green space pattern. Progress in Geography, 2020, 39(10): 1770-1782.] DOI: 10.18306/d1kxjz.2020.10.015

1770-1782 Bt



F 104

BUES A SRR S (AR RN 2 S I HAE RS RGOS W RO AT T R S R 1771

T 2 (0 2 o] RO B 5 A
Pk

L1 W= EREREMNEXSRNIH

LR, 27 S0 3T 2 (0 23 8] O R 45 7 W fl o
SC, FE SN2 N A T 2 i) el 2o €8, 225 ) AR 8,25 i)
YU, Horh & 23 AR eGP T B R A S5l B
2 JRe ) ER A (B R B 1T K (87 )R S AR
Sl T A ) S REME B , AN AR | 3 B R A
FEl SMITFTRER 1T T 2 (2 [ S 2 (23 [ LA e
Ik 2 e (025 ) R, DA DA Il T ¢ 8 2 i) AR
AL A AT " A SCHEA PR Y A
VU7 [ S8 i IR 2 D DR T A A A e v
FE| 5~ e I T o 00 23 R M 5 S BOIE ST, TAAY
YR AR S A T SO, AT S AU
23 [R5 90 2 Db IR] & R R 5K, BRIV A AR 3R 32
T, PUES RGN (E 0 R B 25 0], A A

&R e s SRS R E S R GRS T
REFIHME

T 2t €8, 25 (] T 28RN 28 AU A 36k T 4 1A Y 1Y
HESHAT W T i st s g . gk
623 (AR SR AL IRk T k. Al H b D S K 3 45 9
I A s s ] A IR T el T b N Y
(i), 5 405 0 T 1 FH s =2 A el 3 Tl A A A 5
T SO0 B R AR TR AR ) 2 A R
PraE A A e R R e i P AN AR A S R G
AFOU I B S R R T IR AT . HoE X
ToR 5 Il T o € 22 ) Il S 0,245 (] D SR & B (825
] 3N JZ W, BA 5 T @ XA B Rl A S
7, HRE 3R N T2 [0 5 [ 4R 25 (Rl AH B
YER P ZER DGR A5 G B 423 R 7R X 9 40 55
FEJTTH R ERAE . HeAb, IR T 2 6 25 ) Jey P sf 225 728
A2 R M Il T S5OUR 5 A R0 A 25 IR 55 T B T A2 11 3
B R WIRZIF G T a2y ST LR
1.2 ez ENARRTE

MR T 46,73 8] (urban green space,
UGS) ¥ H P4 77 I i %5 [8] (open space) IHE . 19 1
20 )T A SCHER 5 AR v s O H B4R €845 (8] (green
space)— ], FLE 21 20w ], A SCLR 025 (] 4 Sk
FAERAIHINE 1) X5V 77 B K 3R & e
WA YA G, Tl i X 3 i o A PR B 1 240, il
P2 AR U P B T v e s ) B
1851 AF 25— Ik 7 2 e 23 (] 0 ko e Sy 3 T/ Pl

1600

1400 F
HE 1200
1000 -
gE 8001
> 600
& 400

200

T PGS SCORIE TR 5 3308 ORI T “Web of Science”
BlE .
1 S o2 ) v/ 308 SOk KRR (2000—2019 4F)
Fig.1 The number of Chinese/English articles on urban
green space from 2000 to 2019

ML R Lt , I F 1858 A FE L Al 2 Je
Bl , 12 Bl S 55— Ik i 2 Bl i 3l i £ 25 i)
R AR 1877 4%, o [ B R A h 2 sl ih 2%
MRS, 3547, LA JE 22 LR TR sl R P AN sl )
B IR I RS ) A 20 el
W, L EAE W Rz s R A TR R
P R A 3, ST R AR A — s ] b e R AR
B F WO I T S (0,25 ] A AUF 9 T s A ERAS2 fdl
e ) TR AR

TR EE SY KT & Tk R A
BRI EE R eI, 1898 4F Ebenezer Howard 2 H “
Bel 388 T 71, iR R Ik T R 1 SR FH AR 2% 4 A P
3, BRI R TR AR 0 25 (R Bk i 4% B, DAY
P& Bm AR TS PAEE , HORE A 3R 1 3k iy i
ES ST E187) N Y- i L el s £5 S iRy TR 2 WS E
il T R G 4 1 B, 7E 20 22 90 4E AR,
ESNENIE It S PSSt S ik ke ]
FANAE Ry 3T A Je A AILZEL G, AN AR RIAAR 22
FEa A AH R AR R, 2 21 2, Skt Ak A
b BT 55 R A BRI I RN A AR AR A ST Y
NGRS T N R A o o QB P a1 e e
Y Z VRN E 0, AT 3R BT Y € 2 ) DL
AR T AR B, AR S R SR
% R A e ARSI A St ST
Bl SR Dy HL A AS DRI T A O | A T
O TE SCLA R 4k v 3k v s B 1) e B R AR i A5
PRI, T o 0 25 ) 1) B 28 A8 S HAR SR i AR S &R
38 M 55 e 10 . 28 A 3T P RE S R SR Y — >
PR,

rh [ X6 S 00 243 B] 1 I 9 s T 20 122 80 4F
A PMIERE ST AERITF 1980 AEAE (Il 202 BRI T 4%



1772 oo R

$39%:

S [ RGENETE 5 1981 4F 5K T B I IR 1 v [ 4%
R 2R @A RIBFTERCR . R, oA ST
240,25 [A] B BIF A BT T B (T 1), O 24 8 S 0 i
hag zS (A AL 25 A 55 DI REREA T IRl , T2 T
PN 2 (2 (8] A= AR 55 T RE AT S I 5 W
SEPUNIR 2 i 2 XHLRIOR T S 0 R E PR S ALK
AW 2o REPE DRI 45 6 T TINS5 1 T 2 £ 25 Tl
IR 5 P - S OG5 T Al T 4 €8 25 i) o B AF
FETT U s Bk LI A I R Hp 2 A e 3t ML)
B W TR A T TR 1 I AR 2 B Y
WFoeatiE . BEE BNt ST ER S I, P
ST 2 €0 245 ] ()RR A& AL AN DB A5 28 3 TR, AR SIS 32
TP T o (0,73 AV RS Jrg ) I 2 2 S AR 2 AR
Geik 55 IREAF T HI

2 BT g (2 [ A Ry N 23 8 7 K AT
KA IR FE

2.1 iR ET ERERTETRALE

H 20 {22 80 4 LIk , Hi FR{E B & 48 (Geo-
graphic Information System, GIS) I #& /&% (Remote
Sensing, RS)F AR & Ji , 22 E A TN Z i A Iy S 18
RGBT RS K Sh BRI T AN, TR
B )32 I T M AN [ RUE S5 LA S 28 Ak S
S FROCHETY o Bl T 2 0,25 ) S AU B B A A%
JeE AR ST, AT T PR S R G 1 B
B A5 B P R sy R R ARt
B DA BRI T A A A v b DX 3 T £
23 (A1 SR B 25 PR B AR DCAH 58 T 2 (T, pF o4
I 2 AR AR S IR T b ) e R, G I
RB &g (0,25 (] T AR 2R T BT A, R e R
P LM 3 Bk B AR B IR T A b P w5 L &
FIMG 22 oAb B, BE A A B 8 7 A 0 A B s 2
Al AT T B A5 AR AR Bl 7 5 1 0 — A
8 %% (Normalized Difference Vegetation Index, ND-
V) B2 ] 1 22 5, A5 31 01T ¢ €52 ) A Jmy 1) I 25
ST ATEA,  JRe B 4TI A S aok R T € A T B
5 AR SRy 3T T LA R T ¢ €5, () e 2 78 Ry
by PR 7 SR ST P M A 2 S AR
2.2 WHREEEEEN = E TR EF

HE B Ik 1T G €5, 23 (1A Jmy 20 A TS5 K4 AN W22 Ak
AR, FL5 0 AR T ST LBUE
PR35, ARFRINTTT % €525 [AL A& Jrg Fiof 2 0 28 5 K

SN F e S AR R Z B O R 05T, 38 R H
Z Jt Iml 3 | B /)N — 7€ ¥ (Ordinary Least Squares,
OLS) Jz Hu B A [7] 5 (Geographically Weighted Re-
gression, GWR)%5 i ik . /N ik —M ez
BT AR AU B4R AE 1, B2 A R R &5 5
RIS B, FEAR R WO St 23 (A4 Jmy i A8 5
UK Zh PR &I, /N ek AP RE AN i R e ) 32
FIFR 0o b AL ] 38 52 A A5 DX
WA b A g ey R 1] 05 P R e OG5 [A] Ay
fIE, TS 1 25 (8] 3 AH G 5 B v AR Aa vk 45
[, )2 TS [ AR G PEIE9E . H T, 43
B Ak, Bt 25 28 5% PR 3 X3 i 4 €0 25 () 4% J it
23 TR S R I S AR 2 (B3 U) ReTi  £
25 (A A% Jep e 22 R Bl A - i B 53
23 WHEFETEEEN TS ITEMEIsENSER

R R

EHDL T PN 30 T 2t € 25 ) B 28 K Jee , PT 4 e Ik
T &g (0,245 [A) WX A 25 ) 2 B AR AR AT SR i s i), A
Bl T AT RS R R R 1 St . R4 T 3T B AR AU
AT AT R T e e T ) IR 2R T (s [l A%
Jay B A2 78 RGN 55 W s s 78 Ak S0 DX e i A
PRI Bl , A Ik T & €025 () A% SR i L AL SR s P it —
FEMRAER
2.3.1 IfrgRk e zs AL 5 T A A o ik

FERL 30 arh, BT REEBSZAG LG B R A
AT 25 [ S A BB R 2 A e . BE T
1 5% 45 (scenario-based modeling) T 35k 17 8 254K
R 5 AR s O BARSS & TR S R R
B SZHE Tl PR A B R D T L R £
A R B AR A B AN e P L B —A 38 7 R
R TH XA 72 0 AR TR oA S %
PR HALE T A 18 R B ROk T BB 1 AN
EPES

PUAT B 530 K T B0 AL S B 1 A [] B
LR GISF 5, inOEHR I -5 I & (light
detection and ranging, LIDAR)® | A\ T #1 22 ] 2% (ar-
tificial neural networks, ANN)® | I R A ¢ 4 4 7Y
(Markov chain models, MC). + 728 b # 5l (land
change models, LCM) , [l HI I 2R 55 5)) ) 2% (sys-
tem dynamics, SD)® . Jo il F ) HLA B (cellular au-
tomata models, CA)"" | & F{t, Bl £ 5 (agent-based
modeling, ABM) " 3§ 117 /1 7 % K (urban growth
boundary, UGB)™ #L#% 2% >J 5.1 (machine learning



F 104

BUES A SRR S (AR RN 2 S I HAE RS RGOS W RO AT T R S R 1773

algorithms) ™ Fl A\ T. 5 fi (artificial intelligence) !
S Horb, Juhf A S AR 2 A AH AR T
SR — SIS G T I AR R 24,
IFAEZS [BE BRI L T HADBARL, T T
AP [F] R B ARZS &, AT IRA X R Ge 5

AL A BRAR
2.3.2 BETITT AL A I T A (02 ) SR 5
S

(1) FETIRTTY 5K B3 T S €023 (Al A Jry 1 s
P o 38T S £ 2 TR ASS Jm) Y A8 2 Ik Tl LAt 2 ) S 7Y
MEAEHREE S, B2 Z 2 ke m . N
HNEESITZ SR IE EEE DT ARk E
T AN [ R A L 38 e RO ST AR As [ 4
AR EE R B B, DA TSR T T e % R ) i
ELACHE o FH OGRS AL FE 0 T % €525 [a) % T 4t 7 90
P PR SR B X AR B I 22 i %t
A EA R KT e A AL AT TR, R
FE] b TP 3k T AL B BE, 31 2011 4F S, H 3T A
R 6.74, 3T AL K 51.27% , X Je i A5 —
UK T A RN 1T 52016 4F A [ 3 T b 2Rk
57.35% , #0245 T FF- K8 5 2 2030 45, w3
TR F IR S 75%. I, A I ik 50
T (8,755 ()46 Jr VAR P BIF 340 T R 3 i B2
ST IR A | DR el A2 R T A 2 2 S AU 1) A
Mo 4N Song FFEME FAE T 1992—2015 4F 1 [E 290
A8 T A R T 0 2 R AR R A A R IR T K
o A LR T T IH R X 2 R ek Tl 53 ] Y 22
5o BLAM, 2EE AT R b 5 R DY R B
ST R B X Y BRI = A S X,
T RT3k T (0 5 [ M R sh A TN
5 SRR AE o

(2) F T 5505 IR A 3T 4t € 2 [ A S 155 55
B A KB W e, b9 5k " il
CEBEHRZ BXT L EE R el R AT
R B DR A 3 R A BTz A
SRR IR T 5K R b g BT FH BT 3 Y A TR R
Wi (A IE 2, 2 —Fh Ik i AT Rk e X ARk
3 T A X % Ay AR XS s o R s A
T AR 388 T 2% €2 25 Tl A% ) 1 ST 92, 40 Sun 557
DS ) 5 O el bk X A o X4 i & BB 2 [
IR A A A T IH X, B R X Y
S a23 [A] I 7 L BE K R R Xu LSS
JE SR AU AN TR 55 T 3k T € 2 ] g N\ B
6,723 ) TH R R AT AR AR 4 0 23 [ i N F LGB 2 448

B, e BT SRR AT S0P T 6 € 2 [ ECRE, Skl 7
K5 B TR T 4 S SOl T e (25 ] )RR R o

(3) FE T Wi B T AR T o €0 2 [ A S 1 o
AL o WA 30k T PO ARE e D5 e LA B N 1 2K
BP9, Z e B A 26 Tk A6 S 3N R B 2R /Y
R WSCAR ST R — AR R R T I, TR Y22 T
P X (A 22 AU I 22 TSR X AR SR
B R M D) BRI R R 23 I fh 2 2 SCIE 5 SRR Y
“Rust Belt” i1 X A& HAS 5 [, X A 2 2 20T
ffy , T AR A5 R F R A T ) o B T e e
PG, H IR AL T B A A DR R B B
ST R 5 =S TR s RAT AR S B S BOR S ST
A, T AT S Wi i v 2 0 2 )RR 1Y
W5, 32 2R R T LA P90 S5 45 L TR A 4 36k T )
WFFEMEIAR 5 22 00 S 25 T 5 R A5 T 3 0+
I REAT W 2 55400, 3 P e 0, 2 i) Ak ] 32 2 fie
RSO Sk T AT R A R A R G B ke e B

FE e i e
24 ETHHRETERENZITN 5ERELE
ALK R

TEYE T 2 (0,25 [R) A% =y Bf 25 DA B e 4Bl
SRl b, 255 A A A Ry X T 2 (B A R
AR WS, AT R DRI T S (0,23 (Al g AR A 4
ke U E- T NS Y= T e SN STERTI LTI
Tk T 2 €823 o) 1 S W2 R MO0 ARk ST M
DI fE N RO P A1 Bl 23 (8] B e 2K IR ] A ik XA
AR A G s [A] A e as (8] DL AR AR AL WEETT
RN FREAAR B3 TR R AR . AC
5T U0 Peng 5 M) A BB R ASTHEMEMAS
PRZ IR R PR 2 1 PG 30 S 43 B 1
AP, IS A A P B B A A S N B
WEFE XK o3 ST I R X TR AT R X BT &
X BRI A& X ANES 1B TF R IX 5 7 T GIS $
A, LiA s FAR SIS BRI R o 3 R AN A
SOWAESFHIE 5k, LU AR RIS R ], 88
T /NS S T 5% R E T s 15
I JRe 1 A A R W DX | 3 A JR s X

3 ARG ST AR S (2 A4S Sy
PO L I
3.1 TR E S A RESRLRS N R TN

H: 25 RGeS (ecosystem services, ES)J2& H 4k
A FR G XL R R A I AR — &R



1774 oo R

$39%:

G FERNGEAT , Je N R N A SR PRI
fn AE T JT ARl T IR AR IR R H 4R
& IET BRGNS W E EIFM I 52 2 HA,
X R AR A BRI 1) AT R R T i At BEORE ME A DR SR S
R, B ATHE T — 28 RIPMAER R (2t 1%
UL BRSS9 BT T R o AH OGP HE SRR
T 4F & & H ¥ (Millennium Development Goals,
MDG)Fb, A7 —SETHTHELE , AnBURF [R] 4= W) 22 e
A 28 R B0 Ik 55 B 2% BUK F- 5 (Intergovernmental
Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosys-
tem Services, IPBES) ., Kk Jif #15% J7) (European Envi-
ronment Agency, EEA) A= 2% R 4t Ik 55 [ B i FH 43
2k (Common International Classification of Ecosys-
tem Services, CICES) A I A= 25 R G IR 55 A iy 1 H.
1255 PEAl (Integrate Valuation of Ecosystem Servic-
es and Tradeoffs Tool, InVEST), ., ffi f#) 12
FITEHHE S 2 —J& 1999 4 Smeets 55 “7E EEA it 15
oL EA R T RSN ) R IR R e A A
Y (Driving Forces, Pressures, State Impacts and Re-
sponses, DPSIR), iz A E W S 4t s 2 T iG s 5 2k
S Z A PRROC AR MAESE LA PR DR 2R OC &R
SEY th FREE AR AR I, LA R DR AR B K
FE A AR SE LT CICES A 8RR, R LR
TR Jp i A 7 rh R AR SRS R
Gi k55 PR TR PR 2R (EOR SRS R A S &R
GEl 55 W oK 5 e b 55 I T Costanza 251 17
Iy AR VTR A v R Y 028
Rz . DL EETAERRGMRS iy g
) 5E EIPTHESE e dE T A 3 R G 55 1Y =
fili BN E s s YA E PR A AR RE

BT e S AR JR) 5 A S R G MR 55 A G AN
ARG T B 5 AR I o 1
S i # T RE R, BT AR R GRS Y
I R0, AU Jr E S PEAN , DN T IPA AR S R e
SRR AR , AN 7] RUBE A3l T 4 €525 TR S AL
SR GRS DI REA AR AR B A S R Gk 55
Xof 72 () A Joy P ROBE AR 3l i 4 £ 2 ) ) 2
BRGNS E EVPAN , AL BN T A B2 RER
by D7 A0 X IORRE S T HL 32 BR T3 4% i X
g ARl X UL Kl 2% X AR T A T XA, HL
WFFEE R A i A Hs e

Il T A (0,2 ) 9 RO 55 2 AT 2R ikt
g 25 Al A Jmy Mo A2 25 R G IR 55 Z 8] 1 A= 25 (B OG

FHMELIPEAS DA Sk 2 G2 — [ P 8 5 S H AR B 46
GHRER, S R RS . Har, R TFAS
RGNS IR T SR (23 (A1 Jmy e F DA 29 S 2
AT — 7 TS T S 23 )% Jmy 7= A A AR 25
RGNS AR ; 5 — AR A S R GRS Uit
FEAm , AR IRk T 2% 8 23 [ A% Jm I AR S R G55 )
figo BEAM, FFXT T AR RGNS AL L e 2 #
HIBIESE , A BT SRR AR s ORI R i g 2
o3 [al R i & % . Ul Martinez-Harms 251 S 45 7 4
DRGNS K sk 5 1 (mapping approach), Ff-5% 1]
TR ER RGNS 2 RV s
3001 3T AR S [ A% s AR S R Gk &5 I [
A
ARG 23 Rl T, WOl s a3 A% J
AR A8 R GRS AN (i TR 5 AR T S P EAG ik
Al R ak 023 (8] BT = AL I A S R GRS I E =LY
B AN {H . Costanza 48 ™ & M S A5 22 19 O 1
(willingness-to-pay method)PEAfk tH Ft 4= 25 R 4 10 i
Bl WSS T A AL A" R, T
BRGNS BB M A, BP9 7 A
TE— S [ B A (B 22 T A Fh 2 A
FUREE AR RS Rz T M 55 5
L PNOEE SERA I LR T i N N (NP B T S XN
23 [l A% Jy 1) S AT B, R 0422 1 O v ke fl o, G
HH HPM(Hedonic Price Model) & &% (6,25 [Al i (H 5
B M= s e FE I AL ) o 0 Xu 51T HPM
BERY , 3 A3k o o €82 ) A% Jm =5 3 1k AT sk
M PIE BT E 5EB RGNS MERZ AR,
I I T g £ 25 ) A Jmp %o S B HAE 28 R AL Rk 55 1
HEAEZE W, SR, DL ESE T s E "
B R TAB RGNS M85 25 ) 4k 2 TC G
sz WY X R J7 T REAGE T3 R B
3.1.2 Wl sr s g AR S R SR SS D aedEAL
R A S RGRSS DIReFabniR R (25 [l
R SORFE FOTA IR T S B S A R AR S R AR
M55 DhRE . 3 B D gde bro i PR T 4k (0
ANy tE S R G MR S5 LA, i TAEAE R RGEE
fiti (Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, MA) 2 i1 (%
BRGNS DIREFE PR B FE 25 IR 55 S AR IR 55
WSS SRS . AR R R GAEAE T SE,
{EIZIPAR IR R Al G AR, B0 1 3Rk T i 4
S EE, RAESRER SN EES
M, D NI Z 8 T 2 SRRV . an



F 104

BUES A SRR S (AR RN 2 S I HAE RS RGOS W RO AT T R S R 1775

Abram 255 i 4T 185 MR 1837 A T4 G
B AR AELE IR S5 SCARARS #5531 AR 45 A
SRR S5 LA KA B X% AR 12 2 72 55 ) L ) 1A
55RO S AT BB MRS R GRS 26
Ab RV F A A Ak, IR B SO T R A B+
bR R ST A R R A R A SR 1 R e SE it
oo AN, A IR T (0 2 (R A SR B R A IR S5 LS
FilR 55 K SCAU MR S5 v B — 5 AR 2 R GE R 45 Ak
fie S0 E PN BRI ARN 2 (36 1), gk (o as
[ A% Jay 1) 08 IR 45 6 B A AT s A< AE i
£F ACFIRTEATT K HARHF K IR R (B 908 RS 55 5
SRR S A AR LR SRR &5 AR 3R
b SRR AR AT . BRI KT Sk (a4 [A]
& SR VT I 55 B SRR IR SS , T Sk T 4 €24 1R 4%
JR B SCAR A (A0 07 B 0% L 627 R A A L R S A
JEAE T T BT 5 AN A o

32 W RETEIRENSETS5HEESRFERS
e [sz

S LS SRy i BB A 705 S0 T 4 €8 25 RIS Jd P I
23 ARG AR TS T 2 (0,7 )RS SR ) N 2 1
ST e JRE B3l A AR B A U O o R T S ULAS

Jry 8 BUE 1 43 AT T ot 00 25 () A% J e A8 1 B 25 R
TE NS A BRGNS BRI OCER , Al Al AR 284
PRERAE SRR . IXURUEE SOAR JR A2 b B4 52 R
RGN S5 023 (8] 34, T S5e0iA% Jag 722 Ak U a]
RENAZ R M OULAE A R v ]2 G e e vt
PO N S I LN e Ry W (e 3 DS SN
25 TR Jey FIH AR 28 ZR G0 I 55 T A RISk
T A0, [RIA% Jag Y ) 25 Y AR TR Z S i T 1) AR 28 R
Gl S5, AHOCHE TR T AR S RGBSR Ik T RSl
DX IR R 22 SR gt i S U B A H B S,
33 B TAESRAGRFSETRETAEEER

&L

IPBES - 15 2016 4t MU AE My 2 e AR S
RGN S5 BRI 7 AP S ) AE B R SRk
55 T 43 AR 2R 1 55t (exploratory scenarios) . H 5
TR AU B (target-seeking scenarios) FlEL 5 i 17 14
%3 (policy-screening scenarios)3 25, FF i 4%
023 [ Jmy 1 S AR 8 R G IR 55 VA B 5%, a0
Sun Z£ ™% H CA-Logistic-Markov #5143 H 3V 45 %
RARTTIE] 1985—2012 4E S Jmy 284k, T4l 2
XA R GUMR S5 125 (6] 0 A1, AL 2030 45 4 Ff st

F1 AR REZ ERERETSRSERSINEE

Tab.1 Evaluation of ecosystem services function of urban green space patterns
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Progress and prospect of the spatiotemporal change and
ecosystem services evaluation of urban green space pattern

CHENG Chaonan', HU Yang’, ZHAO Ming"

(1. School of Landscape Architecture, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China;
2. College of Architecture and Urban Planning, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: Scientific and reasonable urban green space layout is an important guarantee of urban sustainable
development. The research on the spatiotemporal change of urban green space pattern and its influencing factors
could reveal its complex relationship with various factors and processes of urbanization to facilitate
improvement of the function of ecosystem services of urban systems. In the context of ecological civilization
construction, urban green space will play an important role in multi-scale territorial spatial planning, but how to
combine them remains a challenge. Therefore, based on a review of the definition and development of urban
green space patterns, we discussed the research progress of the spatiotemporal change, driving factors, scenario
simulation, and optimization strategies of urban green space patterns. We also summarized the application of
ecosystem services in urban green space evaluation. Finally, we explored the evaluation and optimization
framework of urban green space patterns in the territorial spatial planning system, with a view of providing a
reference for urban green space planning in the new era.

Keywords: urban green space pattern; spatiotemporal change; ecosystem services; territorial spatial planning



