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Abstract; Based on the techniques of GIS/RS and the methods of the landscape ecology, the characteristics of the
landscape changes and driving forces in midstream of Heihe mainstream basin from 1985 to 2005 were analyzed in the
paper, especially the changes of landscape after water redistribution scheme in Heihe River basin was executed. The results
showed as follows: (a) The landscape had changed greatly in Heihe River basin from 1985 to 2000, the farmland,
woodland, resident and industry land increased, while grassland, water area and unused land decreased; the farmland,
resident and industry land continued to increase from 2000 to 2005, and the changes of other patch type was adverse. (b)
After 2000, at the class level, farmland and resident and industry land have become more fragmented, along with the area
increasing, and patch shape has tended to be more regular, and the spatial connectedness of these two types increased
gradually. The fragmentation, spatial connectedness and landscape dominance of woodland, grassland, water area and
unused land had similar change trends. The fragmentation increased, but the spatial connectedness and landscape
dominance of these four types decreased respectively. (c) At the landscape level, the diversity, heterogeneity and
fragmentation of landscape increased after 2000, while the spatial connectedness and landscape dominance decreased. (d)
The main forces of landscape change included population growing and the economic development. However, the reduce of
available water resources in Heihe River has become the main force since 2000 which caused the significant changes of the

landscape change.
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FMAEDF R EAERBIRE, EUIR AR SR AR EMHERR N FZNE, TN
I A SR 4 S AP AT e & B AR BRI e S W e R B O T B HE R =
Ve RIS MR AR 22 OB & BT AR RISE A~ R BRI X SR R 4540 hRE RIS (61 . Ssh s ik
TR AR P L A8 Z —, B FEW R SMEEH T RE 25 [E) 48 J5 Bl s (] i AR fb B L. 4Rk, 3
[ 2 AT XTI T2 X B4 A, ZE SR U 00 TR b 00 Al B0 P A T TR T R B BT

SRR TR E PG AL X 5 R NG, B TARE L, B E W CHON  NE T =4 (X)), W mAGs 12. 8
T3 km® BB L OV Y DA _E N b, B vk e 3 OE Lk N R, IE UL R MR IR. B TAARBEEEARE,
SRR X B [ K P G A&, B 20 48 60 4R LK, BEE ittt S A B R R, 3 T UK & 2 e
A RGN AU b X A BT TR E T A TR S — RIS R, B 2000 FEKFFRERE 30 B R E K
K TAELAR SR T ZUCRI %W 0 S T it WA ELm e T BR/KERE TIE, [HREH W
TR B AR S ERBE R AR T — e A SC LA R B R AR R M LA, 78 RS A GIS HARIHT,
G307 5 Ha 7 FRIRT 3 7K E 5 U e X RO 3 A AR Ak B ARAE AR AR , 4 H IR S AL, X B T T I i
Xits AR AR RREN AR BRAAREER L,

1 HREER

SETAT 437K AR % L H L 7 Y gk SO R SRk & K , DA Rl HY 1 IE SOk STk i T K B R4,
w2 (A1 T i DX K BRI X, 3243 KM K o BT LA, 25 SCHFSE IX e 435 8 1) T3k P el X, BTk
TR HMX EEEME & & =B XE B TR RS . PR AL T AR L 98°57" ~100°52", 4645 38°39'
~39°59", B AN 9501. 85km® , J& i T 2 K fhi A%, MK A i 28 & 3B B, 4E B /K & 70 ~ 312mm , 4F 37
K 1900 ~2403mm, & 1k 2005 £EJi, HFFE X B O 80. 30 77 A ,2005 4¢ GDP i 77.42 {75, Hp— .= . =
FEHEIE ST 1 25. 90 42T .24. 53 4255.26.99 147T.

2 WRFAE
2.1 BRI KA

R FMBAE ORI 1985 4EF1 2000 4F LANDSAT TM % 8%5% % Fl 2005 4E[¥) CBERS B4R, 1:25 JT il
T B FATBUX R, BFFE X 1985 ~ 2005 AEAHSCGE BTk, Horh 1985 4£7H1 2000 45 1918 BOE AR A R R ,
2005 4 CBERS & B BRAEAR R 5T 2T ERDAS F1 ARCGIS S8, =B AREHHYI N 6
~10 A, SUWARS R E LA 2055, K05 X SORISE 4 o fk i bR B KB K S T
JE& R AR A4t 6 28— AL, 3 AR SOWE LA 1,

2.2 BB

FT ARCGIS P& X 3 HE B POR 1T 25 [B1E IN 43 HT , $R B4 28 SOULAE . 575 1b i T AR, 408 1 38 7 e ik
RUSERS IR , 7E SO R AL R 0 PR I LAl S RO SRR MR 06 . 1T AN :

P, =A,/A, (1)

K, P MR RY @ oAb AR j MRS A, SO § 5540 R j TE R A, A RoW2ERY « ZEWFSE
BB RI AR TE AR, B R R 1,

2.3 SIS PREEL

SEE T AR, FIBTHERR T — 8B/ AH AR 1= B8R , A< SCHEBESR AU IK - | (class-level ) T BEHR
KAE AR (CA) PP K B H 43 b (PLAND ) \BESR % £ (PD) | e R BEHL 46 B0 (LPI) | JA K-Ta R 43 4E 5
(PAFRAC) JREEPFE (AI) UG 5315148 8 (1) BRI Z5 5 BE 48 40 ( COHESION ) %5 8 A~ 4845 ; ZEOW/KF bk
(landscape-level ) ¥ T BEHRAE(NP) BEH 2 BE (PD) (e KBEHAEE(LPI) S WTERHEH(LST) |\ JH K-
TR HERU( PAFRAC) REE FE (AD) (& 3E BEFE%( CONTAG) (HUAT 55085 (1T) F W53 %I BE (DIVISION) \F&
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19854F 5L [
Landscape map in 1985

20004 5L
Landscape map in 2000

20054F WL
Landscape map in 2005
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Fig. 1 Landscape maps of midstream of Heihe mainstream basin in 1985, 2000 and 2005
A M woodland ; HEA Ak shrubbery land ; BiAkh open forest land ; HoAth bkl other forest land ; B 78 35 BE i b high coverage grassland ; HH 78 75 ¥ 2
Hb moderate coverage grassland ; {78 35 B 5 b low coverage grassland ;3] %2 river/ channel ; 3 lake ; /K ZEST 3 reservoir/pond ; Wb beach land ; 3%,
A4 FHHb urban land ; 4+ J& B p rural residential area; HiAth # ¥ F L other built-up land ; 7 #b desert; % 8% gobi desert; £ B saline or alkaline
land ; 3% swamp ; B2 + Hb, bare ground ; 27 77 Bkl rock gravel ground ; [113h 5 mountain dry land ; 3 JFL 52 #b, plain dry land

REFEVESEEU(SHDI) \Fr AR 18 B (SHED) 55 11 M8 15, SMShEZAITERA T RWE R TR )4
FRAGSTATS,, &I 5175 F 28 AN AT LA S8 B SO o S0 2578 b 70 ks 28 BE SR JE UK - 7 5 WLk
PRI R L REAT , BESR IS /K P AR K _E 4 B BOT B 4R 0 5l Ak 2 Ak 3,
3 FEUHELUSN
3.1 FEWEBIHT

M 1985 ~2000 £EF RN FAHEARFERER : (1) Bt EE 130 2 THJE R A AR 2E, &5 2.01%
F10.57% ; T Bk i Fr) 38 fin B8 S BER PR TR Lt RS RIK 3805 (2) At 1. 02% #e g7k, A 0. 64% ¥
DAy 5 T 60 L SRR b 0 e R AR B E BN (3) AT 1. 58% BBk, 0. 16% F ik 2 T
B JE R, [REA 0. 16% e D7k 48 Bt 222 i RA F L3t BRI/ SR AL TR 5 (4) ZKIA 3. 84% 50
B, 1. 14% e A FH - 5 7K SR 38 i SR 2R B R A L3t EE b AR (5) RS TH R R EE
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F KA, %15 0.03% H10. 01% ;3% £ T4 & B A3t AO38 i i 3= Bk B AR A & ; (6) RA A L
B BT, 4515 1. 23% 1 0. 08% ; ARA F - 3 i) S i 32 200k B /K8 Bk B3

F1 FEMERATRPEEXSVRBEBHERERE (%)
Table 1 Transition probability matrix of landscape class of midstream of Heihe mainstream basin from 1985 to 2005

Y5 TR R A

) Year M Types Fa?:n?f‘nd W:deiltznd Grijfnd Wa?:ffrea .Resident and ﬁfiizliﬁ
industry land
1985 ~2000 1 97.18 0.57 0.09 0.07 2.01 0.07
2 0.64 98.26 0.00 1.02 0.07 0.02
3 1.58 0.02 98.02 0.16 0.16 0.05
4 3.84 0.00 0.48 94.53 0.00 1.14
5 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.03 99.96 0.00
6 1.23 0.02 0.08 0.04 0.02 98.61
2000 ~2005 1 94.29 0.62 2.59 0.13 1.12 1.25
2 7.63 85.02 3.62 0.00 1.50 2.23
3 6.03 0.11 92.02 0.12 1.01 0.71
4 3.80 0.11 0.93 94.00 0.06 1.10
5 3.15 0.15 0.50 0.01 96.11 0.08
6 0.61 0.02 0.42 0.03 0.02 98.90

1: #Fth Farmland; 2 ; Akl Woodland ; 3; il Grassland; 4 /Kisf Water area; 5: 3% % T.9" & F il Resident and industry land ;6 ; ARF F +
Unused land

F2 AEMEERATTRPESXSHBEREBHIUNS
Table 2 Changes of different patch types in midstream of Heihe mainstream basin in different years

LD 4y Bt Aty L) K3 WS T E R AFFH L3

Index Year Farmland Woodland Grassland Water area Resident and industry land Unused land
CA (km?) 1985 1749. 65 175.38 1402.13 255.79 140.70 5778.19
2000 1804.21 183.96 1381.95 249.80 179.17 5702.76
2005 1848.35 170.42 1352.39 240.57 210.08 5680. 04

PLAND (%) 1985 18.3375 1.9305 14. 6600 2.7196 1.6079 60. 7444

2000 18.9032 2.0149 14. 4715 2.6650 1.9553 59.9901

2005 19. 4525 1.7935 14.2329 2.5318 2.2109 59.7783

PD (/~/km?) 1985 0.0093 0.0141 0.0360 0.0189 0.0219 0.0114

2000 0.0089 0.0152 0.0319 0.0182 0.0239 0.0114

2005 0.0087 0.0159 0.0363 0.0191 0.0241 0.0122

LPI (% ) 1985 12.8933 0.2333 3.6030 0.2481 0.0744 51.9851

2000 15.0422 0.2283 3.6576 0.2978 0.1092 52.5955

2005 15.7419 0.2132 3.6030 0.2798 0.1302 51.4541

PAFRAC 1985 1.6355 1.5812 1.5978 1.6561 1.6218 1.5643

2000 1.6382 1.5549 1.6054 1.6822 1.6171 1.5658

2005 1.6375 1.5665 1.6018 1.6626 1.6567 1.5618

Al (%) 1985 67.5151 31.3008 55.0612 27.8360 13.7255 85.7696

2000 66.7185 31.0484 56. 1665 27.6438 15.3305 85.7313

2005 67.0270 30.2205 54.8742 27.3612 15.3743 85. 6487

IjI (%) 1985 89.0542 84.4134 60.7196 76.7928 51.3109 72.3664

2000 89.1038 83.5353 60.6165 74. 6855 51.5337 74.1392

2005 90. 1076 83.9584 60.8099 76.7514 47.3395 72.6150

COHESION 1985 97.8033 60. 6833 87.9220 63.4354 31.0391 99.2786

2000 98.3012 59.7919 89.6551 64. 8882 34.0254 99.3154

2005 98.3674 58. 8096 88.0034 62.4309 36.9104 99.2650
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#3 FEMPRATRPETEXSAHE
Table 3 Changes of landscape of midstream of Heihe mainstream basin in different years
NP PD LPI CONTAG A/l Al

FAy Year (Aind.) (ind./k?) (%) LSI PAFRAC (%) (%) (%) DIVISION SHEI SHDI
1985 1060 0.1116 51.9851  20.0757 1.5961  46.0881  75.8593 74.1348  0.7091 0.6340 1.1360
2000 1040 0.1095 52.5955  20.1479 1.6026  45.8887  76.4978  74.0329  0.6971 0.6370 1.1410
2005 1105 0.1163 51.4541  20.4313 1.5993  45.3448 76.4804 73.6308  0.7071 0. 6440 1.1530

M 2000 ~2005 4F SRR A : (1) #fb BB Eih R S T E R A ARA A L%
e, 45 145 2.59% \1.25% F1 1. 12% ; Ti#H i A 38 in B = R VR T B dth, R A FH Mo FbRHE 5 (2) AR 35 22 ) # 3
b, 5 7. 63% H1 3. 62% ; TAKHL A 3G i B TR BER VR T# ik 5 (3) Ftth F2 2 () B b 5 A 5 T 0 Fry 38
i FBRUE FHE R AN 35 (4) 7K 388 8 ZE i AR A R AR, & 5 3. 80% Fl 1. 10% ; T K 8
B FZORIE TRk R R b A (5) RS T R R A EE m#t e ik 2 To 8 R A
BN FERIE TR E b 5 (6) A F At 3 2 B b R B b, 4515 0. 619% 10, 42% ;5 T AR A1 FH 43
BB i B th, 2 SR VR TR b R R
3.2 BEHRKAEKE B A
3.2.1 BEREWFHES T

M 3 BAR PSRRI AR ( CA) FIBEHREHIE 43l (PLAND ) LA B St MR BRI B 6 W v LU U, 72 3 JR ]
B a3 L e g 7 = Ve Bl =y B 35 e w5 A B S R S 7 2 e o AT T 2 e = M T AL )
60% Ze A, RWFFE X S L RS A . #F b i A — B ZE 344K, 2000 ~ 2005 4E (437K )5 ) #FHhig < &5 1985 ~
2000 4E (437K 8T A5, LBA 43K G BT XAk B 08/, IO AER N, 3¢ B3RS B . #hth sk 38m
B K B4 7K R 5E X R K #E—25 52 BIBR ], (6 S5 A 55 4B th R /K T 48 5 , (2 a8 ot o) HLAth S A28 7
M . FRHL TR 1985 ~ 2000 4E3E A1 T 8. 59km® , i1 4. 90% , 437K J& E I/ %, 2005 4EAH H 2000 4E g/
13.54km’ , it Fp A AR b ANTE AR I BRI AS R AR, i Aot A EL At bR o A R [RI AR BE s> o o BRI o =) T )
JRE R, RS Ar K G 5T X AT K R VR R/ , S sl b X ) bRt A 25 FK i — 2500 . B2
BRAER A%y, 2005 4EAH EL 1985 4F Bt [ FUg > 49. 7T4km® kDB BE 3.55% . HhEE S E HILTFAR
AR T AR TR 35 B S D 5. 94km® 1 43, 09km® R 35 F b A R B, 3 — 25 R B 43 K S B
HZS KR o KRR — BLAE U/, 1985 ~ 2005 4F 7K 355 g Bk > 15. 22km?  Jgi /D i BE 5. 95% o 7K 38K 1 R
Yok/D B IAEREH IR > 19. 41km® , Wi > 52 PR 1 R BT X A #E b T LY R . RS TR R A b
T AU A, 1985 ~2005 4E3E 11 69. 38km”  SEANIEEE 49.31% . 3Rk £ TH &R A /K G KEBILFS
SYIKET R BAH 2, R4 K)E , BRI B3R T A R bR . R A A A g 4R 98 20>, 1985 ~ 2005 4FJik /b
98. 15km? , J /i BE 1.70% .

BEHE BE (PD) [ B SOR R AL FR BT, [RIE S Bse WR s () S T PR AR BE o BB BE AR, SR e e
EAA, BMFREARE T . B TR P , 43850 W BESR 5 B 80N, S AR £ 05 R
HOAEXT R, B, 32 NG S N iR E o Bk A BEHRE BE N 1985 4E ) 0. 0093 ~/km” —H 5 />
2005 4E () 0.0087 4~/km® | R T Bk —EFEY Tk o HoAth 5 PRI RILE 437K 5 BB BE 1 2 1 e %, &
B SRS IR A o P o R b B 2 B 1 i S AR F b P S AV A R R B R L VIR R WS T
B FH b BE SR i 2 22 T AL AR R, BB BEER A (e B, IR SR b & ) BE KR B g H
e FERERE

B RBERAEE(LPI) & 28R v I KBS T AR 5 UL B AL H B 4 8, T L B 28 BKOF i
RIEH TR L], R —F R SRR R TE . 7EDFFE X, RAH L #th LPT 5 K, Hoyk 2 8 b A
Hi o UEBARISE X AR A R b o 28 06 P 5, FUOR A b A B b, XS5 5% X4 i SR 2 R g S R b P 43T —
o WELBHERE /MK EHHAIR S T E R LPI A B3 in, AR 5 b | 7K 38R R F)F £ #b )
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LPI B i/ . Bkt LPISEANUEER T #F e 1% X AR L 23K s (8] L 23 F i, X S & ¢ &
B -8 WS Ty ERAME LPI ¥ MEERH TAF AR, NOK, RT e, B m ARy K
TR B W A, PO B S . AR B K A AR A - ) LPT R#AS, R % i
EAR /N 25 ] B E, FE SO LA P .
3.2.2 BEHRITHERHT

ST T BB ORI B R, N T REE RSSO0, HEREAEAF R E L RA
HARK AR , QR EBE R — R EA 2, IR 4% AR X — ROBEVE I W] 6B B A 450 1 B AR DL
SRR/ BT ANE0E St AR, — AT 1 ~2 Z (8. S ZEB0EER 1, BE M B AP eE , 5E
HUBAREA FLA . BES A LT R b F 187 51, UEBA BER 52 A0 40 R BE 8RR, B8 Ah 4R B TR 8 B
P ILRITEAR BN FN , 5 1 BUAH R BESIEAR o A SO EBCR AT AR- R R M2 o 437K I #f b BE
Hb K IR AR b i TR - RS A 550 BT isi /D, U BAX 4 F s oW BES IR IR 17 B R0 7 1) 28 Ak, 32 T4k
FEEE R NSRZL, A A2V shRK SR IR BT 2 S B . TAr/K)GE  MRUL AR £ T J B b i T AR R 4K 43 4 50
o, LA BESIE AR AR N E 4% o
3.2.3 BEHURAREE RSB BT

AL BEHE B (AT) S B 5o U v 7 [ B B S 7 1) A BB AL A B SR AR 2 B, P B S WL 4 4 # 25 [) i B AR AAE
TSR —A~ 50U B VR 22 B R /N RESR A B, FEIR AR BE AR /N 5 2 oW b DA BOR B Jy 3 5 [F] — R R BE S
BEEZERT , AR BEME IR . BFSE KR A T b i SRR BE AT (K, U2 # B K SRR |, 3k &
T JE R R EE B ALE S/, U R A L b BESARXT 3K, IR S TofE R HbBESAR X 7 B e . A
AAUREHERTE , 737K Ja AR R KSR I - b 3 4 B X BT T R, U B LR ) 43 A 7 T4 B, X2
Fobftth, B HE KIS EE XS K BRI 38 . RS To R R A ABH b R E B BT, UER B 4 A5 58 i
B B AWIE RS

AR 5548 B (L) 2455 55325 BE 8 Bz — , FBUE R/ , B 5512 5 WIS U AH &R 1 At 28 7Y iR
A4 1JT 2 100 B, BRI R AL S H B A R ABIE £ SR AHAR . BFoE XkHb ) LT &, MR FIK Ik 2,
W2 TH & R SR, ULEAR b i 2 (] 4B 3 0 A B 2, AR RONR B IR 2, TR £ T J& R A b A SB35 500
FRVEE /D, AR bR, R S5 D BRI R 48 5 ZE AR B b, 0K R WA X A AR R K SR 1T
B S, FRBA 5 2 A SO RUARAR , B M BESR SR o3 A AR vh B AR 35 s R A R ORI S TR R
FAsb R 1T B 2E 0N, R 57K G AR T 058 B 590 B KRR 5R, i R AT 2 T & R 3 W %
B, A,
3.2.4 BEHEEANEAHT

BEHRLE G BEHE 50 ( COHESION ) 72 %of 45 BE SR IS 70U fy ) 30 3 308 1k PO R 38 o Bk b AR F L 3 i9 COHESION
B, Hel 100, T B A b A0SR A 1 dth— BRI X B E B RN SO A, SR BT e T R R A
Huf¥) COHESION Fefi, 6B ZS R 43 A AR 2080, B e e AR . IR AL E AR , Pt | Tt I 7K Sl e 3 P
%, 3R & T B P 3t 3 S P38 A, BE s R R A st A R A AR b, 3R 2 T & B F 7 37 X S8 4R
ERRMESE XTI BRAM SR, 2K B 5 1 52 = bk 5 b R K 558 i 72 38 o 1 PR AR
RO, HE AR AL 7R N AR bR R 2 + ik — 2B A N, ZE SN AR Bk bt Z 1 b
J 5 TR L L B R K SR S B R
3.3 SR LsAR A
3.3.1 FOWAHMEFREHT

2000 4EBF5E X ALA 1040 NBEHR, 437K 5 B 2005 4F , BEHREC(NP) 38 inE 1105 4>, BESRIG AN 65 4>, T 47K
BT 5T X BEHR M 1985 4EF] 2000 4EJ5 /0 20 4~ BEBREEE (PD) A8 B 2000 4E#4 0. 1095 ~/km” 3 i1 E] 2005
AR 0.1163 A~/km® BEH B i B T SRR EE M B RE . B K BEERIE B (LPI) A B 2>, M 2000 4E f)
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52.5955% T R&3) 2005 41 51. 4541 % , Ui BRI ST X A e R BRESR T A5 /INERE B TR R P 22 LU/ , BRESR TG AR ) T
B A B 7 T 5 R , NS Bhx - 3t A 0 T ok i 21
3.3.2 FOWIBARFFAESTHT

SKJE W X ST AR 5L (LST) M 2000 4E () 20. 1479 3K F| 2005 4R [ 20. 4313, 5tWTE R I #a T &
I MR RE. SRR SR  — 808, B RE AT BESR S R BN SO . K,
WFFE X R K — T AL 45 2000 41 1. 6026 T~ [ 2] 2005 41 1. 5993, Hi B 437K J& BF 58 X 5 W32 A K =2 1
K, SR T2 44, BB .
3.3.3 FEWMA R

TR WS (R4 BY (48 B 45 & S BE 48 80 ( CONTAG) B 531513885 (1) R EE BEF 8 (AT) DL B st W
5y EBEEFEE( DIVISION) 4

£ I FEFR B A FOW A R SOW S Y Y A SR AR B, BUETEE 0 ~ 100% , 2§ CONTAG f{E4 0 B, Hi B 5%
S LA S5 K AR BE 4388 (B — N BESRER y—FP A Rl 28 70 ) R (i 78 B B LAAH [R) EL B AH 482 ) , T 24 HAH
1 100% B , U BAFE AN SORAN B — N BEHAG . BUE /D3R B O B 1 22 20 B /NBESR 20 A, BB K 3R B S
E B SR ) K BER 2 Ao 3 B 3 U8 S BE 48 B8/ N T 50% , T B 5% X S W L RBERR: , /N BREBR LU 3K 22,
X FER T IRE AR 5K DL I B A E AR I B, ol g3 B R B R LR A B M AR 4L,
BUETEHE O ~ 1, 2500 F — D BEHA BT, 206 0, 2 WL — MR T K/ /N BESRH B , W43 %1 B2 i
EF 1, K)E R XS WA ST BEFE 5 2000 4R (1) 45. 8887 T F] 2005 4R 45. 3448, 81 53545 %L
2000 4F 1] 76. 4978 R [&F] 2005 4E ) 76. 4804 , BRAE FEFE B B 2000 4E 1) 74. 0329 TR 2005 4F ) 73. 6308, Tfij
HOWAE BEFE B 2000 4R 0. 6971 3 A% 2005 471 0. 7071, RS X 500 & 1E BEFE 50 B S5 FF 514680 &
L EEFRBUAHXS TR, SOW AT B BEFE B N o Vh B UL 2 [B) 3 e 1k T o, oW 28 28 700 s [] A AN 3494, p 3
BEHLIS A L) T B , A BESR IS RY g e 5 BE 3 i, BSR40 58 R 48, R IR B E—
3.3.4 FOWBHHERREST

RSB (SHDI) FARPIFETEE(SHED) J&—Fh B F (5 B IS I B8 80, TEAE RSP N AR .
ZHPEREBUR LR R B ) 2/ DRI SO P SR B 2 BE AL ST M . 395 BERE B IR RO 4 3 S BRI S AR B
HAEMK, FIAFOWA LB 5 Be 5] . /K G, BF5E X SHDI F1 SHEI ¥57E3% i, SHDI g 2000 4 (¥
1. 141 B2 2005 4Ef 1. 153, SHEI F 2000 4E) 0. 637 111k 2005 4E ) 0. 644 . F A ZREMEFSBAF £ 1
BEFRBOE ULEA T SOR SRR A3, R ARSI, SO0 A SR OE 35 BEAE /D , BESSRIZE S P e T3
54345, LA R E SRS R, X554 K a8 IR & T & R AR R 0E B3 i, B
by PR 7K IR I P i TR D, 2 T R B SROW AR T BB 2 R K
4 SEVRTALHERSHHHH

SRR i ARERMANERW . BREREEIR K bR H18%E, Ak
HECAFBEAD FEAKT EREE BURAT WS, SWELEMELFRERMSER BELTFEET
FERE L, BARERTE YA E BEAEX BN, A ZSESh ™= A A S AL, B FEF S T AR
Zo B, RN FERE,
4.1 AAREER

FOWAR L5 SR REK AR | 35 B AR R B UIAHOC, B T AR SCRIFSE A e ] RBE 2 20a, A X5
b8, BT KR AR A R R AR R R A KR 7 AREE P, IR AR K AR B BR, X 5
LB b 7 e A X 3K

mE 2 FE 3 R, R X K & MSIREERLA AR, Rl 5K RN, B XK &
SEABUAK . ULBAFESE T E] Py, S5 B 2 B9 X 5o s Ak i Bk sh VR A PR .

TR XSS R i B UK R 5 K RIREMR KRR L & TR XM ERO SRR E , ik
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Fig.2 The precipitation of different county in study area from 1985 to 2004
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Fig.3 The temperature of study area from 1985 to 2004

REFH T 5 DX P Rl T R AR R A E ST, HAE R B A S H T EIGE BN ARSI, T
TR , XK GEIEN T5 X FoA% R B B A i 2 1 SRR 3R 3 B@ i B B 7K SOIRGU R B 52 X
SO, T PR 2R B AT LA i A WS SRy , ST LA i BB P 7K B ok [ e e o S WL 2%

ARG THK SCHORL AT (P 4) |, Fm T3 IE SOk K 585 v i R 7K A AR 38 AE S PR R R] 254, i A
KERBOK 0.90 LAk, 1985 ~2000 4% FE Mk IE SCBRAFETF- 0K 843514 16. 35 {2 m’ 71 8. 47 42 m* ,2001 ~
2004 48 JE U IE SURAEF- 5K & 15.57 2 m* F1 8. 55 42 m® , ph S 26 16 55 T RE7E SR 00 T 008 b e IX 1)
K EBEA WD, 1985 ~2000 ERFFT X FEK 7. 88 12 m*,2000 ~ 2004 £ERFSY X FEKIHDE] 7. 03 12 m’ . 7EH A
HRBUARKIERLT , HFETEDTFE XK B, Sl 5 5 At KIS WL m AR A8
4.2 ANHHER

TE AR K SCAF R R RO T X A RIS, A PR 2R B ma 2 B B i R 2R B o ST Bl % 5 IUA% R F)
N 7 B 5 R W B R K, A4 oR © B A B st R A M B Y £ B3l T o FRAIRT T3 A et X R AR
HEBEZ 2 B SRR BRI 2, B2 BT s ) T BRI & 2 BF 26 B9 32 i s T HORZE A RO b, BUA
Z TR PRI X AR LAE & R PEAE

1985 ~2005 4F, 5% X S KHI A IEIE SR 8 sh B A K, 58 R THK B —RE . BRaK
J& ST X B K B T (R 4) , AL 2000 4R 18. 94 42 m* i/ 3) 2005 4R 17.77 42 w’ I/ T 1.17 42
m?® , Frp RO A 25 FZK AR, AR AL /K AERS o K P 8 9 24 PRI 7K 22 R 2000 4R 718m®/666. Tm”
T REE] 2005 £E () 655m’/666. Tm” , F RS AR A ARTKEE 1o KK IE S, 2K I8 b TR FK & 5
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— VA BE AR H A K B/, TR A A IR 7K B9 FF 2R I3 B, A 2000 48 2. 19 42 m’ , 38 A ) 2005 4F ()
3.96 {. m’, BIFEHFFE X 4 FAK AL T W o A2 /K AR/, 3t T KK RE R I ST X B3 ARt 7K
BE R E I BRI B

25 — —— XA Runoff of Yingluoxia

—8— 1 Y2 Runoff of Zhengyixia
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Fig.4 The change of annual runoff of Yingluoxia and Zhengyixia hydrologic station in the middle reaches of Heihe River
£4 2000 ~2005 SEFEEAKER(Zm’)
Table 4 The water use in study area from 2000 to 2005
4E4y Year
432 Types
P 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005
A\l Fii7K Agricultural water 16. 64 14.97 15.07 16.28 15.45 15.32
TV 7K Industrial water 0.51 0.52 0.57 0.61 0.65 0.66
H: 3% 7K Domestic water 0.37 0.38 0.43 0.47 0.48 0.48
H A 7K Ecological water 1.42 1.34 1.78 1.29 1.32 1.31
S 7K & Total water 18.94 17.22 17.85 18.66 17.90 17.77
Hodr 1 F K Surface water 16.75 14.01 14.90 15.15 13.84 13.81
#1F 7K Groundwater 2.19 3.21 2.95 3.51 4.05 3.96

BEAh, BFFE X AR AR S 2 B 6 X HL R A J=) A AR AR 3h JE %t A B3 o PSS X 1985 4
A2 64.70 77,2005 4 G F3EKE] 80. 30 J7, Horp 1985 ~ 2000 42 A H K AR Bk Horp &l A H i
1985 4E [ 55. 80 J7 A K 3 2005 4219 57. 77 T3 ARV A A H 1985 419 8. 90 J7 A3 K F 2005 49
22.53 TN ARRM A AR AR R . 1985 ~2005 4F-[E] Bt IR & T4 & R TE AU K, Bty kst 7K 38k
T AR D , X SR AL AR EE IR N DI IR B R R E AR . A\ A b R & S BOREE Y 7K, AT i /&
RS A AN S I N o A AR B R R, AT IT BBt Al 33, DAY IR AR

LA TR PUE R, N RBEARBAETE K H 22385 , I A B e — R = ik N B R B
I i ARE T IRFEM I A JE o 1985 ~2005 ARBIF 5T X F7 5 A R B Fi i gk, Horh 2000 ~ 2005 43 K
BBk, i 2000 47 27. 58 J7 KK E 2005 4R 36. 70 J7 3k, BRI K B9 — A B G BH A X R & Ho i
WRT 33% . T INFREECR , Furb & MR O GBI B R, S B BRI K, AT B, W
SNEAF R 51
5 &g

25 3L NEFSFF B 7K ST T 283 T 0 e it X 1985 ~ 2005 45 Fr) 5t W45 B H 3 258 728 , e 501 2
TR T T RIS T K B A — AR LR (KR ) B KB SRR, N B AR R AN
KGR MBI X R AR A ) IR R 7R T HF5E DX SRS R AL SR s

(1)1985 ~2005 FHFF X R AR A THERE LA, B IR S T &R A —EEN N, 53 KR R
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A L — B AR, ARt 1985 ~2000 4E7E8E i, 1T 2000 ~ 2005 £E7ERD . 707K )E , HFFE KBk AR £ T8~
VAN REE: R i1 54 S N 1 T AT A

(2) TEBERITKF b, 07K e , st i T3, B A SR &, B BE AR, BESR RN oA 38 375
FEAREE g HU , 23 (A1 B M5 , 3 A S T s PRI R BESE AN , BESIL AR BN A% , 504 B 2310, e Sl R R AR5
FE SRR BEI N, FEARTE S LN, 23 5 A S, 3 A AT 5 7K Jolms e B 3 o , B bR 5 R AR B4,
BRI, BERR/INGE Sy 3550, A B8 D o B, RSB PR R IR 5 T4 J Rl T S BB AR i B, B T AR
PRI TR KRS, A b FE RO BIPLSSE AN, T AR5y fa] 28 AL, %8 308 41 38 5t 5 SR A Y - 3t el
FIFRRRBEMAK , A 18] 4o, R B R

(3) TR L, 37K )G , WHE X BESR B BER A BE R T IRIE B R H B HE B F R SR 2K
TR S BE R B T , B AR BESR AR B JA R — T AR o 4 00 5 WL 2 S B 48 55 B 5 9 97 4 B SR R B 45 B0k
A UL SRR3R 5, S R PETE S N, DG AR BRSO, oWl b BESRL2S [ 34 T o, DS BEAE Ik
A PESRERITE R A T XI5 04 , L3R i 1) B SRR 534675 1 5 o

(4) X F5E XSS IR S T2 TR B, AW R R SR A DV LA K 557K R M 2835 3l , =
FXFE BB RIEER B EERIRS . A DR 225 & R RSB R K SRR A H T,
N DS hab SR 2 S BOMERY™ 5K , JE R S b A0 538 F 3t i, SR bk st R A L 1 3 & T JE s e e,
LB R R ANTAWIT B E 0 At RAH LY KRB, Bk G, B T i i
Ho DK BER A AT A B, BT X B Aol KSR BB AL O T BEREAR

(5) % T BRI TFk BGE— A UG , BT XA R K BEIREE S BBk, Do fif ok BT R At & &
TR SRS 24 1) B , T B A% P B b A FR UG 5 T B BRI AL bR Ml P9 B B PR B 25 4, LUK S 7 b 254 5
BT R I HERE AT T K B4 e B, B ST AR K i B K B 85% DAL, 5 7K 3 F 8k, Bl v
I FEKAEY , WK RS IR A8, 7645 ) A B P i BRI A Lk F9 7K 1 BE
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