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H 3k %% ( Trachypithecus leucocephalus)
HEM=UARENRZEEN

MR ERAST ASE, FAR, BAK BAR

(LA R E AR LR Bk 541004 ;2. FEIMRIASE P LE e B 637002)

E HZ 38 £R, DL 1973 48 MSS RMRFN 1999 45 TM B4 00 EEFRIR , BTL T Bk M- ¥ ( Trachypithecus leucocephalus ) 15 3
26a [F) R JR B RALSRE , FHR T R R BB AR X Bk RAY R . 45 R R W - 1973 48 3 1999 4R 1A F 3k HHRATLE,
H R AR SRR ALRIZL, L E LD MR FEE LD 3 7 IR AR BRI AP0 T 34.89% , REE P TRET 12.23% ;
FIR KRS BCFE N T 14. 15% , WL RAB LRGN T 31.08% , 3L F48 B3N T 36.39% , B BEAE B9
Wi T 64.17% ; bR R W BT R FEB T 18.50% , TR H JERAFEAARE RN KB 768 MR R RIZ
AR ALFNIN S B R, R T Bk R RGN AR P3N 1 S0 Sk MR AEAF P AR T EE R R

X8R : BK M MR ( Trachypithecus leucocephalus) ; 18,4 s WA R 338 FoAR
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Abstract; Based on 3S technology, the MSS image in 1973 and the TM image in 1999 were used to study the characteristics
of the spatial-temporal changes of the habitat, and approached the effects of the changes on Trachypithecus leucocephalus
after the changes. The results indicated that the landscape pattern of the habitats used by 7. leucocephalus changed
dramatically within 26 years. The mean patches area and Contagion index decreased to 34.89% and 12.23% respectively,
and Landscape diversity index, landscape shape index, edge density index, fragmentation index increased to 14. 15% ,
31.08% , 36.39% , 64.17% respectively; the area of forest patches which are important to 7. leucocephalus decreased to
18. 50% , but the artificial landscape such as farmland and village greatly increased. The great changes of the landscape
pattern and the depravation of the habitats would cause the harm to the survival of 7. leucocephalus.

Key Words: Trachypithecus leucocephalus shabitat ;landscape pattern 33S technology

ESWH : B 5 AP2EE ST BT H (30260018,30560023 ) ; B Z0M0L R H-4& il SRPFEBITE ; | ERRAA /D E #3213 E A BY
FHRIF BN A

U548 B #7:2006-11-29; 4&iT B #4:2007-09-17

YEE B R (1981 ~ ), B, WIB R LA, TENE 38 ERTEADE TR A, E-mail : chenzhiaa@ tom. com

# B INANEE Corresponding author. E-mail; cmhuang@ mailbox. gxnu. edu. cn

Foundation item ; The project was financially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 30260018, 30560023 ) ; Monitoring
and Protection of Langur project of National Forestry Administration; Project for Establishing of a Creative Team for Colleges and Universities in Guangxi
Received date.2006-11-29; Accepted date.2007-09-17

Biography . CHEN Zhi, Ph. D. candidate, mainly engaged in 3S application on ecology. E-mail; chenzhiaa@ tom. com

http://www. ecologica. cn



588 £ K5 % K 28 %

RO R HE S A B A TR 288 B B DL R R S RE , R R LS R 4 BARE R, dg : i)
BRI B BEEREYY . BB RN B WA M EATRNE, TSR B4 4
B ZS BT ARAE , R HE— IS B LS BRI SR B 2R % . BMSIARB U RN E RN L R E LR, X4
REFEMEFREZ N . VKR K w2 sh7 28 8 i 25 P 304 W 28 Rk S o 43 1 R IS 31
W, TS 2 4 2t R

H L HH& ( Trachypithecus leucocephalus) J& R BRBHER WA BB, A RE—ZR 30, 2R,
HRNAFY 600 H , KA ERAE U4 T TR 816 X2 AW SREE e M E M T RSN, LU
AT URERSENEE WX o BRI Sk R B M BT 1 BT TR 5 A e A
R B SR B AN BT T Sk R S BB I R R R B HE AT RE R 2 T
DA Fe 4% He 35 DR T B AR O O BB AL X R A0 AT, o L Sk B A 8 M R LA R i) 2= AR AL B B A
E R H BB R ISR AR 2R Y ME EEENZm, B2 AL RS UAR
BA WL ZRARAE S RG>, TR TR FREER B A Bk B 8 0, 4 25 1 Sk 0% B A A SRAR KIS T
o R AT E Sk AR AT B B AR R B it S AR AL, TSk M B R A B R P+ B,
Mittermeier A AR AR KL EEZRIMKE 3 AN HE: F L EZFEENEME MR, E_ 2R
MHEME MR, S22 TBY M E HETHIEHE; Estes FFFIA N B R E R (Papio
cynocephalus ) B K, 76 N FIMRIR , ZEIE W I S ERT M 3hY , (BRHE 2/ ZRKME 2R IE K21
HYRR% " s Estrada 3ot B899 B3 WA (Alouatta palliata ) WO B M 98 25 % BRAK L 49 A B AL bk s A0 B M Y
Bk i BRI SR B, BT R T 46% B a2 KU S U s T 5 T LA B v R 2%
F R E R, BB KR SRR R s 2R A AR LR SR B AR Y Bk R — B R
YrFp BN , X F T 8% Sk AR S T R B B L B R MR R RS L R B KR IR AR A
REEME S,

1 WHERXER

NEL MEANFEW3 AR T EEEEEX
KREBEEEE BARTRMZLETE R EIWE RR
X, BTHEREE, MR XD REFEESRI,
AR R BRI 5T X P AR P X P B Sk R a2
BRAy A X 8, 3 F X 8 B 4 5 8 2908hm’,
2298hm’ ,2085hm” , 7 A RF X @ F 1981 48,
HIALFR 2 107°23" ~107°41" b4 22°24" ~22°36" 4272
BRI R T XA TR 2T AR S R X #r
F 1980 4F, HiAb R 2 107°22 ~107°33" b4 22°24' ~
22°46' (1), IRXMELIRE LA KENE, H

> z

B
Congzuo City
.

TJiuchong
mountai

FEL

L BRI MR  E , JR AL TR, 45 F E1 BRI E
:‘f&] EI ,B‘ﬁ Eﬂ‘%{ 1719. 6h, ﬁif\lzi’él’—ﬁiﬁ 21.1C . ﬁiﬁ%jj(ﬁ Fig. 1 The location of the study area

1022mm, 5 FHBE N 18% , HIEEE WA KM

AR, fea Ka L, DR ARRENRE A KA, BAA K- FESGEAILFILL ERagaM
M, EREA IR T, EESRAEA WA 78 R, DR TUE KB BN 3, BRIt L., RIPFXAKIE
BB LI ZFRAR , (LR BHEY) S KEFL ( Euphorbiaceae ) ZRE( Moraceae) FEMARL ( Sterculicaeae) |58 4 4 F}
( Myrsinaceae) =R} Rutaceae) JEIEALF) ( Papilionaceae ) \Fii Bl ( Ebenaeeae) B F) (Anacardiaceae) F1'H
AF}( Liliaceae) o
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2 MRAE
2.1 FFEGRLESEWDE

B TR X AR B W S A T A, WL Bl , Y SR & TAE 0 B X, A 5 R E LRI
TEEFAMSE A A TM BR8] 1:10000 M2 (1961 4E i) , 18 B GPS (R 12 315 &) BEATRE AL 2 (2004 4F 2
H) BB A R R IR EUN AR S, 2B 496 4 B B FAR S S  IE R R S A E IR ROk
A,

FIH ERDAS IMAGINE F1 ARCGIS S AFXHBTFE X #E47 5 MR B A M R EAT M3 , i I BE R ) 1973 48
MSS RA5F 1999 45 TM B4R, AR5 TP 1B 305 BORHAEF S0 S0 3 18 25 45 SR 30 A i R AR E AT A DL S LA
B R E R R, T O X YR B B, R I B, 1973 4 MSS B A3
2y 91% ,1999 4 TM AR HIXFHN 93% o ARIBHIFFT XAFHR 1) W 7 5 3 T St A AVAB 4 AR R DA I Sk MR )
A9 e BT X 200 7 A FEAR O EEY : Ak (Forest) \JE 5\ (Shrub-Grass) \#R31 ( Bare land) ¥4 ( Bare
rock) \& H (Farmland) | J& B & ( Settlement ) \J/{%& ( Water Area) (BLFEWIE K& JKEE) o
2.2 BW= RSN

FIUF B WA Hr84 FRAGSTATS Il PATCH ANALYST X BF5E X B 5 VAR B BEAT 4007 , 7E 344 SPSS it
TR ASCRABRER R E CFYER RWE R A FFE R URERERRL RULH
PRS2 TR B AR S X B AR R Ak T E B A

(1) B WIER$E % ( Landscape shape index)

B R R [E) 48 7 o — A BB RRHE , S PTFE R WL Eh R an 2 0L o W R 9 9 5L R B B IR s A iR

HEBEHRAARERNE . HREAN:
P

I = > (D)
KH,PANBEWF A RED AN ERKE, A ARWARHR, YEW T REHRIEIRA N 8% 3 7B,
INIE: A

(2) h 548 & (Edge density)
NF B R T SRR R ERE , KRBy
BD = (2)

AHL,P ARMF AR R B KE A ARILETEH,

(3) BB & T8 % ( Contagion index)

REFHRBURBFE A R RS EB ISR ERE . R FWBEFZ B E /N R H K,
HEEBME/DN; SRR LUK RSOy 56— KRB m B, HREEENE K, HERE
AN

P.In(P,
CONT = [1 2 Z 21n((m))](100) (3)

i=1 j=

A, PRFIHBELR KR i iy LA, m R SR AL B, P R R 826 P~ M 4R S 4 R T
KA 5 j IR,

(4) B WL M+5 % ( Landscape diversity index)

ZHERERETFEEREMZ b, ARREREEWHME RN — 8184, R Shannon-Weaver
TRE BME AR EOY

m

SHDI = Y [PIn(P,)] (4)
A, PR SR [ ZE R B2 m B R SRR A A B
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(5) 434 ( Fractal dimension)
FRAERMACE BSR4 RRE . HREL N
2In(0. 25P;
=3 3 [ ()] ®
A, PR EED B j MR, o RFOMEEY  thBEs j WER A AR UEER,
(6) W # & ( Fragmentation )

TBERR R — R DX IR A R LB A5 B 38 i, B B B B By TR AR B, (R R S5 I T R 24k
HBBAN:

F = ZN/A (6)

AL, NASE | BRNFERYGA SR AR, F EHEXR, R 8E
3 GR54H
3.1 RUFEH SRR
3.1.1 FMBEHRERMAEL

1973 4¢3 1999 4E 6], AR X RS R AR KB4 (3R 1) , ARt = IS B i AR T B S 2 3,
A EREN B RE VB RASRVIEAIEAR, LEIL MEMFE L3 5 XIS PR RS A & 8
R LM 75.81% ,66.17% ,62.78% 43 RIREARE 65.39% ,56.65% ,43.13% , ATESNSRE 0942 BB W2k
BT AR IR0, [F] B R R RS B RSSO B E ARAR A A , & oW AR 4k £ 23 Yk
WA R TR, 5 BER LRSI 21. 17%,29. 91% F1 28. 89% EE B T 25. 54% , 34. 56% F
38.77% ALK,
3.1.2 EHHE KL R

26a 8], BFAL X N OB SEORIE i, B AR, R T AR X R R i LR B
¥, =R XEFESBE 58,57 F 48 A4 E] T 79,74 £ 107 4>, AR B Hemt w40 3 in & 3
B, TEHFHE R H%/N T 80.83% ,28.65% ,85.28% . WFFLIX PN RBEHAEA W73 #, JFOR B R M B He
ST EIAZRE NER RS, KIEsE KPR E R BN T 23.86% ,14.26% ,53. 19% , HAhF W AZE
Hegoagm , (B2 AR WA I, (B SR R M o X i e AL AR FE 3 T
3.1.3 BREMERE

ARXFIIERFRE 26a Bl EFBTFER(F2). 3 F RBARWERIELSFIM 1973 44 6. 38,
6. 80 F15.98 B 1999 4£ 19 7.73,7.63 F1 9. 56, HIP R 5 RS IEF T HEBR K, & F AN, ZHEEK
KA, R T E 24, Hh R SRR E RS, iR e . 3 i XIBANREEREN 1973
AE 67.93,81. 1 F174. 68 HHNF] 1999 4E14 84.98,91.7 F1 127. 71, B WK B g th BT &I =8 , @M B/,
[FHBE— R E R R XL R RN, BT XIBREHE AR SRR PiFp i 8L BB R B R
SRR ERE T AR , SR Sk AR B T Bl RO R R R L I B 32 o
3.2 FWMEWEE

M 2 FTLAG I ,26a [RIBFST X S5 L2 F 1t T i A e AR B IR bk e 50 O ) 8 8 8 o o — B S 4
fE. FORE 24T LUE B R R E R 2 B30 RO R AE S HOM 23 18] 7370 B9 A LI | 2 4R 500 n , 3
P BHOE N ER BT A BT E R T R X RS E IR EME 4, 21k 1999 4,40 B kMR
BORE B, LE L R RS RE Bm , Wi A K, FE LA &K, BEREEY 3 i KB R MRS
FrER, FEWRBRMSH ARG, LB KRZ, Wi# A /N, JLEIL WE2 FEEEE, B, 1IE.X
AT E, ARETHRBEMZAR,BRWEL WRUSHEHERERTLELS , XFEEE T
LA ERAM, MR ANTER T B JR IR EETE 1973 FRIBLE & Z BB B MR, WA
XM NREARR, FEWFABFHELEA, AL, TR, MRS ERERKEHRN LG 2EZKE
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BT, T L 2 A R B TSP A KR
xR1 WREV/AERIRTLISE
Table1l Characteristics of patches change in study area
K -y LB R HEHR BEERHL FETE AR B ﬁjtﬁf@&ﬁ%ﬁ %/{\ﬁﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁ
Study area Landscape Year Area Patch 'Average Percent Mm'amum er'umum patch
type (hm?) number size( hm?) (%) patch size (hm?) size (hm?)
JUEL psii) 1973 2204.37 2 1102. 19 75.81 2198.66 5.72
Jiuchong Forest 1999 1901.29 9 211.25 65.39 1674.07 1.43
Mountain HEEN 1973 46.54 12 3.88 1.60 16.34 0.71
Shrub-Grass 1999 158.36 17 9.32 5.45 57.63 1.06
B 1973 23.05 7 3.29 0.79 5.13 2.32
Bare land 1999 83.92 10 8.39 2.86 5.07 1.03
B 1973 3.93 2 1.97 0.14 2.04 1.89
Bare rock 1999 6.90 6 1.15 0.24 2.30 0.65
ERA 1973 2.75 1.37 0.09 1.50 1.25
Settlement 1999 4.53 2.27 0.16 2.28 2.25
KH 1973 615.51 30 20.52 21.17 113.00 1.60
Farmland 1999 744.38 30 24.81 25.54 317.71 1.57
PP 1973 11.67 3 3.89 0.40 5.33 2.13
Water Area 1999 8.44 5 1.69 0.29 3.13 0.51
Wi pas:i) 1973 1520. 42 5 304.08 66.17 1465.92 2.33
Buzun Forest 1999 1301.78 6 216.96 56.65 1256.85 2.06
EEN 1973 55.76 13 4.29 2.43 18.76 1.01
Shrub-Grass 1999 127.01 25 5.08 5.53 36.59 0.82
B 1973 21.98 4 5.49 0.96 14.79 2.21
Bare land 1999 49.99 12 4.17 2.18 10.29 1.03
B 1973 2.12 1.06 0.09 1.22 0.90
Bare rock 1999 9.92 4 2.48 0.43 4.18 1.06
ERA 1973 5.09 2.55 0.22 3.24 1.85
Settlement 1999 12.36 6.18 0.54 11.10 1.27
KH 1973 687.28 29 23.70 29.91 155.77 1.32
Farmland 1999 794.22 24 33.09 34.56 259.22 0.70
PEpe 1973 5.11 2 2.56 0.22 3.13 1.98
Water Area 1999 2.48 1 2.48 0.11 2.48 2.48
FEl psii) 1973 1309. 15 3 436.38 62.78 1267.75 19.82
Longgan Forest 1999 899.45 14 64.25 43.13 593.49 1.57
Mountain HEEN 1973 126.94 6 21.16 6.09 92.84 1.96
Shrub-Grass 1999 219.07 14 15.65 10.51 154.09 0.40
B 1973 12.65 4 3.16 0.61 4.64 1.49
Bare land 1999 102.96 14 7.35 4.94 27.73 1.72
B 1973 7.98 5 1.60 0.38 2.25 1.30
Bare rock 1999 18.53 13 1.43 0.89 4.90 0.44
ERA 1973 16.32 10 1.63 0.78 3.18 0.65
Settlement 1999 24.53 11 2.23 1.18 5.86 0.53
KH 1973 602.53 14 43.04 28.89 144.81 1.76
Farmland 1999 808.50 21 36.81 38.77 434.63 0.47
PP 1973 9.69 6 1.61 0.46 1.27 0.74
Water Area 1999 12.22 20 0.56 .59 2.94 0.12
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£2 WRRF|ULEHEMN
Table 2 The change of landscape structure in study area
BWREH:

X 2 4
R Ep BEERHL FRER RWEREHR R e %%E SR R
Study Patch Average Landscape ) Contagion Fractal !
Year ) Edge density Landscape ] ) ] Fragmentation
area number area (ha) shape index S index dimension
diversity index
NEWL 1973 58 50.13 6.38 67.93 1.10 76.71 1.34 1.99
Jiuchong 1999 79 36.81 7.73 84.98 1.23 68.79 1.35 2.65
Mountain  ZB{L3& Change( % ) 36.21 26.57 21.16 25.10 11.82 10.39 0.75 33.17
i 1973 57 40.31 6.80 81.10 1.07 72.83 1.34 2.41
Mozun 1999 74 31.05 7.63 91.70 1.24 66. 40 1.35 3.18
AR{kZR Change(% ) 29.82 22.97 12.21 13.07 15.89 8.83 0.75 31.95
FEW 1973 48 43.44 5.98 74.68 1.29 69.20 1.33 2.30
Longgan 1999 107 19.49 9.56 127.71 1.48 57.12 1.37 5.23
Mountain  ZB{L3& Change( % ) 122.92 55.13 59.87 71.01 14.73 17.46 3.01 127.39
4 ifig

4.1 BB LERER

BT X B B f W e b T AR , W8 S0 Re BRI A B IX B S AR ) oL, FEE AR E R, B8 T 3B ROk
BB R, BB EZE Y ARE RS SR EEWIEREM? , 1973 4£5 1999 4, %
XA REL TS, REBREEA: (1) RIHME. YMEF%ER, TENEFRETRL,BEHTF
RS, ARSI AR, AZHARTFEER R, BEEYMSFNRE, EFEKFHEE, ADE
FIBRHE , RIFAWHT AT, FR K A AR E T B kb, (2) AREE U, HHRREER
BEJE—SeF L EOR ABMEX YA 1L, R, YR R WP TU . TR R N A L3R, +
BB T8, g2 T ERERE , ERRNREE BRSEEN T MR RAESBA, EET 2
Ko (3)RA B, MRARNWAREINERE,3 i KISERKSKESF R 143.15,137.71,172. 83km, 1
ST FRR R MR 0HIX . Bt TaKER —ERLFUE , BT LA IX [ i 43— /N g
B JFILBLG , KR FE o

BARTIRX H 20 tha 80 ERBELRUAR Y X, (B2 B TR IR EZSPHREA B TR Y, 8T
43t B LLU AR BT A0 b 2% ] A 5 B X4 b Ak RAB B VR A b 8 R BB JR R) A 38 AR 9 0 B R R X B ) R Y
Ko,
4.2 FUAE RN Sk MR R A

G5 SR AE TSR B, Rl R EEM B T M. REW M BREEERES.O, AL
Jt EAB HETE R E A RIEWNE TERNFE, HkMRERS Mg IR A LR AR E A RN
G — R S HRE WL S AT R AT A S A o Freeland Y R B WIRE K/ D BRI RER
B RAL 56 SR EA X, T4 0 2B B0 50 ( Rhinopithecus bieti ) FhE/ 17 FIAE SO 2, & B
B T A SRR, R BB B T T 32% 7 SARISE Bt 0 1 Sk B R B VR 2 2 IR Sk R R R R
INFIFPEE R R EEE T B S HIFRR R, A SR B A SR SIRE R R BN R EE
JRE, 1973 42 1999 4E6], BRI X SR R+ B, 308 T Ak B RBREG T E, IERK R
SRBEHECIE I , S B AN A, 2R A g s R B E IR IR E S AN, e A2 B 3, o &
AR, RMEHWEBTEENRE S, MHEFWERKEER/DN, H T ARG N TRAH BEREFA
AR TR, AR TR BN, BN R WSE N EAREN SI5” , RETE B ARIT HBEM

O ARY MWBF,LEE. JEARTERBRRP XSS EEML. 2003.
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B s \ W, B Z FAS IR e, #RYE S 054 Yy e A YA LS SIS T AURIE A 2, F K 48 2R
W 5 U5 T AR BB/ N TR 1 o AT SR VAR 5 B B A, e 2 A O ik A A e A B 38
BB ELTRMHEER,

A3k MR EREA R Z BB Irid it Bt EA R EY, B T BA RN Y5 A S
RAR, B AR E SR BB AR BIE S . BRI LR A R i 87 s iR
IR FRAZ B 2 & B 1 Sk i R B0 SR LR A L RIS 43, T SRR N 66% ~T75% ,7E IR EREE SR E N
12% ~28% , \WTRE 538 6% ~24% ,UiBA LU TR A= R R AR T DL AR T , X A Sk Bfh B
RESRBEEEEE" , BE, LTS H THEFE, TERER, YR R FEEX T KIBEAFTE.
HARFIRRSE . 26 4R, 4k S KB B TEARTE 3 1 XIRP 43 B0 20.94% ,15. 56% ,34. 18% , IR I HEZE M
P A ROMBA BRI, ERR T IWER S RA AR RERN TR A gAML, Buba 0 H kA
T SRR AR P A R

H 3k M AR AR 8 75 3 A A B L B R, R E W R R AT TR R IR S S EmR—
FEHNT LA R Bt R K RE/N, HFIRE AN 48. 14hm’, HBIFHE AN 580m, ARBHEARE W HEK
B HBFEEHRAR, BEZIEYMSEEEFIEW, BN YRS, BN ZEA H BIEFEARN, 0
REYERT MBSO B BREARK . 1973 423 1999 4R, BF5E X 3 i KIBpkH B0 o A A AR LR
M 75.81% ,66.17% ,62.78% 43 BIFEEZ] 65.39% ,56. 65% ,43. 13% , AR 30 T FLH 20 06 SR S B0 BE £ 4 B TR
b, TG IR B 238 A B B i T AR

A3k M4 BN, ST B R B A S MR A BB B IE FE B O 30m, 34 (40 £8.66) m, 75
S8R MR AT s AR TETE ANIE SRR A /N X B Sk MR A B O BE B P34 0 (187 +132.2)m ,
AMEZ R B, B3k M BAREEAE A 1 SR B R A WL BT A S i, T AE N R i 32 B i O T3 387 A 4h
BB . FIR BRI A S SIRGR R T B 3k R E 4T v E EHE LR THE M EE, 5
55 X BT RIE B2 755 B B3 0, R BEHIR R T AN, 2 AR AR KA, imBEh i 4% X8, 25
THBRZISNATIREILE,

B2 ,1973 4E 2 1999 4E 0], [ Sk HBAE B U= WS R R AR KAk, A R4k, AR T3 R , miirse
AR, IR RE TR, WRBNTARBUE R TE M , X Hoi S kT A R FIKE B S xd Akt
Jo by A A P e R A
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