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Tl B U, 5 R R, VA R S R Y
S AR IE RN G H, DRI R A T I S DX R B Y
Ry o BT = A YN R T v Y DXl T
O = AR VS IR e 2 KM S2E R, 76 K3 ()t
Rili 32 B AR HI Al b, o b g B PR R A, B
fif R AL AR 2 FF AR ARG, SRR R
A AL 58 AR MBS Xk, BB RELEH
B R A Y] = 1 YRR S PN VS DX 3 ) - b ) P/ i 28 Ak
TERE T RS, Glan: wPRAR A X BT = A U b
FHI 28 007 52 & 2 AR S 2 B, sk ids R R R
Xof BT = A U b R P /B o B S AR AR AR S B B A
FAT T AT KR T I T A M R
T = F YN AT 4 bR AR fb s AR A S Y, 5 R
BESCAEKT 3 T Vg oy - H R A Ak S PR K R
11T AR5 VA X SR ST AT AR R T T = A
PN VS i e R A8 A 118 T S R R RS A LA,
7 I 4 Hh U M e ARURD B PR SE L 3 AR
by A7 3G A R AEL T BRI LG A5 AN BT ek 2D 2 - A /%
A B FEARIE, WO =AMk E . Tl 3k
itk R AR Y & R 55 S 4 M A A2 A iy 32 2
JC AL, LR B TRT = A Y R 3R N VS 06 R A Sl — A3
AR X6 22 DX A b ) P A ol o S R S e 4R A7 40
B FIASEALL (8 BIF 50 0 R LA, PRk, R A SR
Jie By Fe ity L, A OB BT = Ff U RSN VS TR AR
R AR, S R o VS R T R AR A -
AR B RAE, FFR) F Markov J5 B ML T CA 3
ARG Ak + Hi A ) (Future Land Use Simulation,
FLUS)#E A5+ b 1] FH B A Ok A2 ke et 17 2201 S5t
SYMTRIAEAEL,  LAIA Sk ) = P —S M 11 R A X
Sl A 1 B R T A SR A ] B T R 2R G LR
FERERLE AR

1 AR RN

BCTR] = N — SR T ¥ o M A Wi R S L L
AR B AL CPE 1), A T = AR IR 2
IS BATE, AT 117°52'~120°74'E . 36°28'~38°28'N,,
PEALHB A 8 = f U, 1855 AF il piei LA e
AR, T 1 b DB B B,k T B B K
PR =R AR R B A SNV W R, A SRR L
TE LRI YRR BN T | RS AR, T
VS 7R W I 5 7 2 5 P b 1y b, L i HE RO
JE % B RD T o T = AR O — S T I R AL T
MR 22 B AR S P, ARSI NESS, LT

°h@mma5

PEre 1155, fAAe)soKBIE | R0 Ehaifk . K
WA ICHE . ARSCUABG T B AT BOA ARG -6 m 45
TRER M BT XS0 A, GO R | 350 E T
X, s BAE . REWEEX . JTREE. A
W, YRR, BET . FEW. M. i
TR T LA R —6 m SRR 7E 35 i K I, S i
Yy 2.86 J7 km’o 1% IX PSR v i) = A i i sk R S
P IXRINAR N ST X 2 KRR, 25
PR &, N, TARE N kik, NN
Bk R E

T18° T 120°E

B i = N I R B L RS RS
Fig.1 Location, boundary, and overview of the Yellow River
Delta and Laizhou Bay coastal zone
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21 HFERBRELAE

T 2000 4F 1110 J3 0 [ 4 H A B e )
F Landsat TM T E%, @R R2EHEME
BEE M, FR1S 2000 AF [ R 4 R FH B8,
PRI, A S AR R TS 2005 4F . 2010 4
2015 A A R R B U O i B AR
By LRI 43 8 AN — R 24 A9
2 AU USI I v  BCHE YAT = A I — 3N T I AT X
B4 AN EE T AT, R E T DL R
0 DCSRRAE, R RS B 2RO R M . ARHE . BRI M
AW MR R K. AT
BT L ) B ST A S e o 11 D25 B3 7 PR R
ZE ZERNERXWWS AW, RIECAHRHE
I 45 UO2OVRIUBIF 5% X 52 B 2 B0 mT SR, 1 5
M SELRIE R 6 ANBR 30 ) BT, BodE R S I Ak
BmE 1R,
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x1 EHHEFHERRSLE

'M@Ammw

Tab.1 Data source and processing method of driving forces
9K 5l 3 A1 P JGBL
AR B 3 75 [H] $50 45 = (http: //'www.gscloud.cn/)GDEMV2 30m 43 #3 DEM 4l #4732 1 40 26 )ik
PR E PRI EIE . AR SRR HEATRR GRS 43 B
B R R BT 2015 A b A B e O R B s BEATRR R B 23 B
Sl I 2T 2015 4F 3 A HIECHE 42 OB R 2 152 ] 3t B EAT R R B 4 AT
Ea| HigEs Sk o A Al AT RR TG IR 2 43 A

22 HMRF*
2.2.1 A A LIEE

- b ) AR Ak i R T2 S A [R] - b R S A
R AES Y A3V = W

R:Mxloo%, (1)
Sl

Xh, R FORWFFE T BE B — bR AR LIRS, . S,
53 9 7 B B SR I — 4 M R R S B T AR
222 A AL R

DA BAL— 4 b oI P 3 285 B 52 ek 3 m — 2 i 1) 3
PA Al i ) 2R R AR R G e ) IR R R K
oA PSR BN, R =2 s/ R el
AN, 2R, 26 W s ) 2 20 B
Z, ARACARXTRIZN, 2 WA R . Fak =0l

1
V =Rx—, 2
T 2

Ko, vV FRRWFE R B N — 2RSS T Rt
FETBL .
223 A ABRES SRR

- bl R R 2 e AR e - iR FE A R R
TREE, F T2t R AE 4 o R A 48 29 40K o 1= b
PR B e R 4 B SR EE B R E A S IR RS T 1Y
RS H 1 GERF I, BelfEKIR) | 2 bl ol
PR | R ) . 3 ZL(Bfh . A TR Hb)FN 4
B4 Fh AR HION, 55T 1. 20 3. 4 A
(AR, I LA A b ) FH 28 280 1 AR L 461 Sk AN R,
PIFNAS 2] 100~400 Z [A] 3% 225347 1) - MR FHFR BE 275
BB RBLNS AR B ZR AR Y, ik

1=100x >4, xC;,1 €[100,400], 3)
i=1

X, TR ARRELEAREG A4, 05 i Bt
FIFHRREE R A R AR EL COoN S i S s AR
T ALE 4 He s n Sl MR R RR R G o R
2.2.4 R HEBER

- b I B S R R T R GE o M o R GeR

B HIREHR e SRR, 78 2R AR S B
HRE) Tz R, R LR S W A R IR
R TRTAIN S b Y DR LU R o S T S U= WA R

By By
P;=| : oo, “4)
P, ... P

nl nn

Kb, PR F AR, FEE TR TR 56
T AR B 7% L)
2.2.5 Markov {5

Markov 1 F# 2 —Fp BLAT T 5 5800 1 R iR Bl HL
23 AP0, Markov 58 R —Fh 3L TR MR A0 5L
ST, R Y B A TE AL R B A R
Sy R BRI I, DR AT AR R A R 2 i
T A8 23 R Xt 4 b ) ) ) v AL A T e 27 S, e —
Bl AL o R, B I — B 20 B A R R 2 B X N T
Markov IR AT GEARAS, L MR HIZEAL Z [B]AH B 5%
e ry T AR LR S R R . LA R
S =F; "8, (5)
Kb, S Sea 5N ¢ 171 BF R RGORES; P, oW
FEME R0
2.2.6 FLUS ##

FLUS BIALEH TR 5 AR W T
(14 = b 1) FHAE T L B o e A iR G S A AR 28
ZRRNE H CA, (B TR Rt R AR A AL
Qb PR AR 28 O 2R B9 il 48 N 2% 5307k (Artificial Neural
Network, ANN) M — ] - i 1] FH £l 5 605 A %
5 B ARAON ) Z R AKX ) 7 PR 3R HRUA 25 F b 2 A
(R PR . ANN AP s R 005 A TR0 5T 2
AR ME R GE, 53O0 T 2 1 00 0 Wy S5 A% e o3 B
TR D — 19 -t ) G A A5 TRORBE, R AT Y
WER IR 22 & AP, FET CA BERIYE T b As
() PAC i, AL e R T T 0 6 W 5 1Y) 1 3 1B
HsE ML, BEAD R 3 2 B - MR S AU A AR
YER 5 N80 s AL R 520 T & Az A0 B3 AT i AN
M 4N, BA R AU I H ek 5
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PRSI A b FE oA AR A AL A 25 SR B R LAl
Hl BP-ANN Jrik, B—FMZ 2RI ™ML, 450
HAJZ B2 A )2 3 2, TR RNTEAL B4~
M 3t ) 2S00 % A AR P21
T HIE N AL B TR B shHL, XFeRs
M () 3 =
con(c ™ =k
.qk=zmxxéf1 )xm, (6)
A, @, FRBBERE, Y| con(c! =k) %
JRAE NXN ] Moore B3 1, F—UERESHR G k
Tl b 28 (AR KR, w SR 252 FH b A &R A FH AR R
35 15 P 2R BOR T 0 R e b R 2T
KBS LR T R IE R AR KEE, 7 TE,
WIAE T — A X R E REHE,
7 30 25 42 12 - o R P 26 80 g B B He gk sk

I i [pf”
Dt—2
I,tfz I,’;lx Ls
D

<|oi”!

if 0>D2>D™, (7)

(-1
k
-1
k

I if D;7'>D? >0

t=2
k

X, I FoR ke R RAE ¢ B Z0A0 IS R I R AR
DN DRI 1 =2 2SR e b P R
MBS TR Z 2%
22.7 ERSHTEEHL

15 S5 3 BTS2 W R ofe 28 SR AT BRI 04 K O i,
25 18 22y T PR 2R OD T L 22 A R BB R, AR R
INBFE S AR HEY AR T 73 X A i) A2 5
& R R BUIR KRR, 155 5 4E 2% (Business as
Usual, BAU). £ ¥F4k4: % Ji€(Social and Economic

F2 LR AHEEWEE

Tab.2 Characteristics of land-use structure

'M@AWME

Development, SED)FIA: LR 56 (Ecological Pro-
tection Priority, EPP)=F[1% 5, ¥ HARFED X E N
2025 4, FIH 2005—2015 4 0] (9 B ME S AE B, Ik
T Markov F2F 7 5080 3 FiE S0 BT HE
TAS 2] BAU 15 5, 180U B M 2840 B 1 21 i
PRI RE R4, JEm B f5 %] SED fil EPP 5. 2165t
25 AL H] FLUS B8, SEEUY S RERIL, BT
2015 AF - b A T B0IR R A b R AR A BK 3l PR, K
HHZHATIH—1k, $E2HC 0. 1%MMHE FEA HE1T ANN
FEARYNZR S b P T3

3 ERE544

3.1 LA AHRETAHFIAE

Gt 4 MR MR R, W3 2 s D
2015 4R R A b A 9 22 WS SR REAE, aniEl 2
JIE ;b bR P TR A Ak B AR Ak SRR AE 43 1
#3. K 3R,

P2 2 IR 3 A0, BETA] — AR Y3 P T Vg 2 e
X3t o A 2R M R R R, 45
50%; Hk i A, 5 12.53%, SHbEER, 4>
AR R B G KRNI FER 3, 15 11.60%; A
TR LB R 8.55%, FEEE K A 1R 1
M, B R A LR 5.19%, EE MG T E
SN AR L X SV R KR AR
b 7 A 1) b 1% TG AR GBI 0N, bR b S A3 A A AR
T A L M, AR b A RV I X, AR R
b . VRVEHLAE . BT AR NSNS R L
FH H T8 1 Bty A 22 R 3 KSR Y R — A
T b — i $5k 22 25 AR G DI 3 U 1 2 A )
FFAE .

. , 11 B /km? AT AL LG 81/ %
M2 eyl
2000 4 2005 4E 2010 4 2015 4 2000 4 20054F 2010 4F 2015 4F

1 B 1437472 1474927 1420827 14 097.26 50.30 51.61 49.72 49.33
2 s 580.22 592.65 570.96 564.28 2.03 2.07 2.00 1.97
3 B 2238.03 1 693.83 1 544.07 1481.92 7.83 5.93 5.40 5.19
4 A H 2397.31 2 626.25 3277.60 3582.02 8.39 9.19 11.47 12.53
5 PN i K A 1213.81 1 099.97 997.41 1147.39 4.25 3.85 3.49 4.01
6 TR M 1990.61 1 678.74 1311.64 1221.30 6.97 5.87 4.59 4.27
7 g K Ik 3569.07 3 499.01 3 455.63 3315.43 12.49 12.24 12.09 11.60
8 AT 1278.04 191634  2396.82 2444.16 4.47 6.71 8.39 8.55
9 R FH Hb 935.84 721.58 815.24 723.89 3.27 2.52 2.85 2.53
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Fig.2 Spatial pattern of land use in 2015
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Tab.3 Rate of land-use change

' H@ART/CLE

DR A AR AL . Tl Ak DL B 35 B b 45 A T b o
Pt FE e, 45 Ml 28 AR AR B A 45 XTE A T 0.78%~
49.94% 2 [8], 27 [R] () 25 5 LA K [ By Bt 11 2 5
PR R B3 2000—2005 4F, AT Hb B A
MR A 2 N IR0 AR AR B R ik 49.94%, 72
LT 9.99%, 1M EH I 7371 hy—24.32%F1-4.86%;
2005—2010 4, 5 FH i AN T3 %) 338 4 iR
25% 25 A, T U VY b A ik 2 R R ) AR 21.87%;
2010—2015 4F, gt i FH Hi R0 Py Bidi 2K 44 43 500 386 n 1
9.29% M1 15.04%, i 15 i 142 Hhy 11 A 1) FH b 000 43 531) ik
BT 6.89%F1 11.21% 276 = AT BL, A T Mo A
T HLIE RMR E, A, b | VI R R A
b 3/ S R

e + 3 AR RI% SAE VI%
FIHHZESEL 2000—2005 2005—2010 2010—2015 2000—2015 2000—2005 2005—2010 2010—2015 2000—2015
1 Hhib 2.61 -3.67 -0.78 -1.93 0.52 -0.73 -0.16 -0.13
2 b 2.14 -3.66 -1.17 275 0.43 -0.73 -0.23 -0.18
3 ) -24.32 -8.84 -4.03 -33.78 -4.86 -1.77 -0.81 -2.25
4 HRAH 9.55 24.8 9.29 49.42 1.91 4.96 1.86 3.29
5 WNRiKIE 938 -9.32 15.04 -5.47 ~1.88 -1.86 3.01 -0.36
6 IEEEH  -15.67 -21.87 —6.89 -38.65 -3.13 —4.37 -1.38 -2.58
7 WRIEKEL -1.96 ~1.24 —4.06 —7.11 -0.39 -0.25 -0.81 —0.47
8 AT  49.94 25.07 1.98 91.24 9.99 5.01 0.4 6.08
9  KRFIHM  —22.89 12.98 ~11.21 —22.65 —4.58 2.6 —2.24 -1.51
1400
1200 - —
1000 l
800 |
600 |
B 400f m 2010—2015%4
S 900t
g 0 — - 2005—20104F
B oo MHE b BB TG R SRR KR A iR ARG
400t 2000—20054F:
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-800 - —
-1000 L - HbA FHZER
B3 L R ARG AR A

Fig.3 Net change in land use between 2000 and 2015

FHA WA F I By s {3 s S B3 B
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N Bl AKARTERT 2 ANIFBELL 9% 1) e 8 4 v, {BAES 3
AP B 3 T 15.04%; 5 Vi 0 Hb i FH 20 1) W A
6.89%~21.87%; eiE/KEL 15 a [A13F5E/NIE B 45 0 ;
N TIRHLAESE 1 B BARARIRE N 49.94%, 55 2 BFEE
K%K 25.07%, 55 3 B Bt WERE 2 1.98%, FHIRT 2 4B
Bomifg 2ty Sl FaR sl K& R BT . 255 45 i
JRT 15 a MZARALIREE, #EH . M A1y R K38 AR 1
W EE AR X /N, i HAt 2R A R TR B 3 AN BEAR
551 B BB AR AR AL IR EE BRI, J5 2 A B )
WikEAG, A A TRE

TS NME O 1 L R R R B85 T
WS CRA M . FIEE KA 2 HHIS (M, w
Hi . PR | TR b ) TR R A 2, 3 G S B
i AN TIR ML) RN 4 2 b2 (Gt i A ) o AR (A 386 T,
2000 4F . 2005 4F . 2010 4FA1 2015 4F 4 Mo A FH 2 2
ZEATEEUT Rk 255,79, 261.93. 266.10, 268.82, &
Bk 2 B R

32 Lr1wAAEREBRFIE
2000—2005 4F . 2005—2010 4. 2010—2015 4%

4 LR AEBERCRS: km?)

Tab.4 Transitional matrix of land use (unit: km?)

) H@ART/CLE

A BU A AR AR R R 4 R, 4%
A~ IF BB 4t S AR S B e, T AR AR A TE Y
FEORWAT H . N RFIR AT . bt 5 55
WA DA K 1) Bk | BT A R AR B 2, (HA
[F [ B 4 5 45 1) S WA 2 S e . e M 2 AR Oy
it . AT, HARF AR 2R IR HR I . N
Bl AP | Y R RR A T 3t B A T
Mo oK R, AU S AR | AT
M, 5 G R o R KRTESS 1B
KA N TR, J5 2 AN B B k| e
b NI AN B A TR R R S AT
M AV o VRMEKIRTERT 2 A B R AR
BRI T H TR KRR, FESS 3 B F
W s i I . VIR AR R M . R AN [
b2 22 [A) AR EL 5% B 1) T e KOS RRAE A B T 1 94
LT AL SRR A AR G b R AR A B R e 0 2
SR B, ZTE R UG, A R 2 B
H ARSI RG o) N T 2B DL R N T AR AR BE AR 2 40K
PR ik T RFIE

Bt bS:U L8 )

M ARKA BRI PRk A TR R

2005 4
Bi 1411774 2.56 9.44 157.60  21.55 0.00 0.00 65.72 0.12
b 537  572.07 0.00 1.90 0.65 0.09 0.00 0.10 0.03
i 413.07 1676  1618.44 12.58  59.39 20.61 0.00 87.79 9.40
% FH b 0.02 0.00 023  2368.09 0.00 0.31 0.01 26.48 2.17
2000 4 Ptk AR 48.65 0.28 4.05 26.78  980.67 11.87 0.00  138.40 3.10
T Hh 2.00 0.86 51.15 1550  13.57  1591.81 020 27930  36.21
gk, 0.00 0.00 0.00 15.21 2.14 5232 3498.77 0.63 0.00
AT i 6.84 0.00 1.71 20.92 4.68 0.25 0.00 1240.65 2.98
A Hb 155.58 0.12 8.81 7.67 17.32 1.48 0.02 7727 667.57
2010 4F
i 1398323 11.95 4222 396.68  93.44 2.30 0.03  211.38 8.03
b 5.60  549.95 15.83 14.20 3.25 3.49 0.00 0.29 0.04
b, 78.68 6.27  1386.70 57.61  32.51 44.68 0.01 57.45  29.94
% FH b 20.70 1.15 18.26  2542.11 5.99 5.85 0.06 22.28 9.84
2005 4 YK AR 98.82 0.40 45.45 47.00 79226 14.77 0.00 7033 30.94
T Hh 1.95 1.03 21.05 137.87  39.72  1201.59 0.13 101.69  173.72
K, 0.04 0.06 0.00 8.33 0.95 18.61 3 455.33 5.46 10.24
AT i 6.54 0.11 5.31 29.29 7.19 3.68 0.03  1859.57 4.60
) FH 12.71 0.03 9.25 44.51 22.10 16.66 0.05 68.38  547.89
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B i T M IREKER ERRH RIEKEL AN TR R M
2015 4
BiH 13 985.87 0.00 0.68 12092 34.76 0.00 0.02 64.30 1.73
it 0.19  563.99 0.00 5.74 1.02 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00
i 21.57 0.00 144638 16.41  22.70 8.96 24.95 3.09
A B H b 7.44 0.00 0.56 316349  44.60 4.77 0.17 56.55 0.00
2010 4 YRk 7.53 0.00 7.86 5.48  958.21 7.61 0.00 8.42 2.30
VR 11 Hh, 0.00 0.00 2.36 128 5224 114446 2.42 97.80 11.08
B KK 0.17 0.00 42.62 36.21  3312.75 6.02 57.87
AT iR 23.53 8.32 166.04  15.79 0.81 001 2156.13  26.17
R F FH 50.95 0.29 15.75 60.03 18.06 18.48 0.04 2998  621.65

3.3 LAA B HEFAEM

22025 L HAH 248 2o Ar SR 45 R an
2 5 FIE 4 Fis .
3.3.1 BAUBE

£ BAU 15t F H#EET 2005—2015 4F 1 M fl|

JAME R LR HE 73 7, Markov 581, FrDIZESE 2005—
2015 AEMIK BN 1 FaR S AL, BIPIZE R R 5
2015 4FAH L, 28 2025 AFEAFHE . b | 5 R
Vil 25 B DA R g 1A S AN T M 1 7 sk S A
W, BRI AR R LA R B AR 275.08, b
I ) e R A R AR A 3

x5 E2025 FLAASIEREWISE
Tab.5 Structural characteristics of land-use scenarios by 2025
e oy T FH/km? T AL 5/ %
BAU SED EPP 2015 4 BAU SED EPP 2015 4F

1 B 13493.06 12986.17 13 836.90 14 097.26 4721 45.44 48.42 49.33
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Abstract: This study analyzed the quantitative changes and interconversion of land use based on the land-use data
of 2000, 2005, 2010, and 2015 in the Yellow River Delta and Laizhou Bay coastal zone, followed by scenario
analysis and simulation of land use in the year 2025. Results showed that (1) Farmland is the primary land-use type
in the Yellow River Delta and Laizhou Bay coastal zone; meanwhile, diverse wetland is widely distributed. Land
use showed the following transitional characteristics from the sea to the land: shallow water — coastal wetland —
manmade wetland — multiple land—mosaicked area. (2) During 2000-2015, the built-up area and manmade wetland
expanded abruptly, whereas there was a significant decrease in other types of land use. However, considering the
entire region, the speed and intensity of land-use change have been weakened overall. (3) The interconversion of
land use was highlighted by transitions from natural or ecological types to artificial types of land use, which sig-
nificantly increased the regional land-use intensity. (4) According to scenario analysis results, by 2025, a large
amount of natural or ecological land will still be utilized and converted into artificial types of land use as deter-
mined in the Business as Usual (BAU) and Social and Economic Development (SED) scenarios, whereas the Eco-
logical Protection Priority (EPP) scenario showed that the relation between ecological conservation and economic
development will be balanced effectively mainly via completely tapping the values and advantages of unused land.
(5) We suggested to attach importance the principle of land—sea coordination, efficient utilization of unused land,

and conservation of wetland to promote coastal ecological protection and economic development simultaneously.
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