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Study on theL andscape Spatial Pattern of Jiulongpo D istrict, Chongqing

CAO Lei, TAN Shui-ong, MO Yan, LI Teo
(Chongging Institute of Surveying and Planning for Land, Chongging 400020, China)

Abstract: Using GIS and landscape ecology, the landscape atial pattern of Jiulongpo District, Chonggingwas studied,
and the indexes of different landscape types were caculated using FRAGSTATS 3. 3 oftvare. The results shoved that
cultivated land, residential points, industrial and mining land, garden plot and forest land were the main landscape
types The shgpe complexity of cultivated land was highest, then the transnission land. The patch distribution of cultivated
land, residential points, industrial and mining land, garden plot and forest land was tight, while that of other typeswas
opposite. The SHD [ wasmoderate, and the SHEI was higher. All landscape types distributed evenly.

Key words Landsape; Patterns GIS FRAGSTATS Chongging Jiulongpo District
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Tablel The classification systen of landscape

types n Jiulongpo D istr ict
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Fig-1 The landscape types of Jiulongpo D istr ict
2
Table2 The ndexesof different landscape types n Jiulongpo D istr ict
(hm?) (%) NP D LPI B SHAPE_AM FRAC_AM ENN_AM
15 424. 98 35.72 2 896 6.71 5. 46 138. 65 22.46 1.35 14.09
8 038. 37 18.61 4 851 11. 23 2.30 102. 15 8.34 1.27 20. 65
6 177.24 14. 30 6 110 14.15 3.77 61.06 8.13 1.25 21.67
1 007. 62 2.33 4 830 11.18 0.02 23.51 1.53 1.09 74.01
10 336. 50 23.93 12 977 30. 05 10. 84 90. 41 6. 06 1.20 18.49
523. 63 1.21 33 0.08 0.27 6.76 9.82 1.32 155. 23
386. 67 0.90 43 0.10 0.20 2.58 3.59 1.19 992.53
152. 00 0.35 500 1.16 0.01 3.64 1.80 1.13 245.54
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