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Abstract: The Wujiang River Basin is an important water conservation area and ecological barrier in the upper reaches of
the Yangtze River. Based on the water source conservation and water quality purification modules of the InVEST model and
using three periods (2000—2020) of land use data as the data source, this study analyzed the spatiotemporal changes of
water source conservation and water quality purification services in the Wujiang River Basin and the land use changes that
influenced them. The results showed that; (1) the average amount of water source conservation in the Wujiang River Basin

was 449.13x10” m® | showing a decreasing trend followed by an increasing trend over time and an increasing trend from west
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to east spatially. The order of water conservation capacity in different land use types is grassland >forest land > cultivated
land. (2) In terms of water quality purification, the average annual output of TN and TP was above 3.2x10" t and 3.0x10’
t, respectively, from 2000—2020, with high-intensity output areas mainly distributed in arable land cover areas and low-
intensity output areas mainly distributed in forest and grassland cover areas. Cultivated land was the main contribution
source of TN and TP output in the basin. N and P nutrients produced during fertilization were the main factors causing the
deterioration of water purification in the basin, and also were important sources of non-point source pollution in the basin.
(3) The land use changes in the basin primarily affected water source conservation and water quality purification in terms of
intensity, area, and transformation type. Grassland and forest land were significantly positively related to water source
conservation and water quality purification, while the arable land was negatively related to water quality purification. This
study is helpful for the development of ecological service research in mountainous areas and the results can provide scientific
basis for optimizing and adjusting land use patterns, water quality protection, water pollution control, and water resource

allocation in the Wujiang River Basin.

Key Words: water conservation; water purification; landuse; Wujiang River Basin

VTR R YT b T Eh A AR 25 5 B MR K BN 2 Mt ) el 2 P g s X 114 Tl B2 0 5 DX, 71
A FE BRI ARV TR AR S R GE W YRy XBOK ISR K BRI 045 I 55 25 05 T AT FE 2RO
IV TR RIS, PR R 01 T3 A 25 B o B A B 480 v 52 Il K VL R U A g
HEZSUSE R 0 R R B A A B B SR I W PR B VT2 B AR SN e e Rl fp 2 R AR+
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ITAESR , N T R BI/K IR TR 5 7K B AU R 55 78 XS AE 75 20 4 RBP4 4k
WACHERE BEURTHAE 7 LR A S B B R Jai D | Rt iR | i J5AS P AL | 3825 DR X0 7K 20 i
WAL R(N) B (P) SR E IR BT Js /b K IR 8 IR vk B b T, DX SR 5 77 5 7K e A Al 55 1
HOBAL ' T, Anfr R PR K DRI R S K ST R 5 I 2 2 S R R B IR R — B A S A ST e L,
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ERR TR 5 K B HEA T T PPAR [ A3 22 06 T XK 50 35 PP S % K SO BBt | [ 2%
B BGPTSR /N AR IR LR B — A 25 AR G K U 7 5 7K B AR N 25 53 A 43 AIE
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LNV G% ARSI R 2 AL B BAT P 3l B T U DA S AR b 450 2 1) 22 S AR ) DR O T A 25
RGNS RARTE " B, AR SCLA S VTR W5 X, SR K VR I % 55 7K T A Bl 2 2 53 DA B s il I 3%
FHF AR VT 3t R A A i i o 0 K BT AR 25 IR 55 OS2 o A hg SR g D7 1 DX 4t B DA AL
L K5 deda ] K ARSI S F AR R AR
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2T R 7 B K — S i B A S R, A SO 5 1 S VL B L Bt M 45 58 N A T it
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i 3 3R L b B R 3 V& 25 7F 2600 m LA I SUA5 T8 WP AAGHF IR ZE KU 2R A | 1 AR o0l B AR (LA 8, 4R
TR JE 11°C—18°C ] , Z4E -2 [ K B AE 700—1800 mm Z[A], IVt uh B 5t M4 7 A N T 42 4K
B 2015 AR AT 2134.20 1A Hih 61.3% A AT, B RIEER , BATE KT 7= % IEA
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Fig.1 Overview of the study area
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20004F 20104F 20204¢ i
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1710.79 1295.22 1762.40
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0  60km
[

BE 2 2000,2010,2020 F 5T 8 pE ok = 16 5 70
Fig.2 The spatial distribution map of precipitation in the study area in 2000, 2010, and 2020
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AWC,
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AR (3) T o, NBIERB AT A KR 5 KA FU(E, 55 XA S8 A 35 S oA 5%, T 4
Z & Zhang AL, RO AT HERE K O RAAE 52005 s AWC, T I FH /K B (mm ), Fy 48 A O 8 B8R A I e
&, aI(5) TR B B BUR R, BT, 0 AR 28 K008 (mm) 0 (7) 315

AWC,_ =MIN(SoilDepth, , RootDepth, ) xPAWC, (5)
PAWC, =54.509 —0.132sand—0.003 ( sand ) *~0.055silt—0.006 ( silt) *~0.738clay + 0.007 ( clay)’-
2.6880M+ 0.501(OM)* (6)
900

0.408A(R, - G) + Ymﬂz(es -e,)

ET, = 7
0 0.408A + y(1 + 0.34u,) (7)

Kb, SoilDepth, A5 K 3B ; RootDepth, IR AL , PAWC, AT H AT R FA 205 7K 4 5 sand 2y -
WRLE (%) 5silt 9 E SR RLE i (%) 5 clay 9 L HORRL & (%) 5 OM AT ILIR & it (%) o5 R, AT
MJ/(m® « d) 3G g IR Iy Sy TRRAR R T O H R C 50, 0 2 m S AL KUE (m/s) se FiT e, 53531 A 1
KPR RISE TR IR (KPa) s A MR R AR (kPa/C )
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Xexplol = Z i Xexp,i ( 10)
XPxp,i = loadsurf,iNDRsur[,i + loadsuhs,i X NDRsuhs,i < 11 )
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WA 2R Boreselli k 280404 2 WK, Fc 200 2 i bl 2 BB EEBUE A 500, Boreselli &
HUH 2. HRAE A SRIREE AR , 2% InVEST AR T RIAH S&24 3 BRI I8 AR >0 AR 58 Uil 5 32 W
H B AT R B A i B SR AR 1
2.4 Pearson F4HT
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P, Pearson A HT AT .

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



8380 xR 43 4

®1 BITREEYYEE(N) B(P)EFY AT BBENESHE

Table 1 Parameter table of biophysics, N and P output and retention efficiency

. BRE RkREEE AN v g TN R
Land use Tran%?iliation Root Nllr()gerizl()eiti/ Phosphoris l(_)‘:ld/ retention
coefficient depth/mm Yl g Cj{ﬁ (kghm™a™) (kghm™a™') efficiency
Bt Cropland 0.70 2100 <10° 0.2 24.20 5.75 0.25
10°—20° 0.23
>20° 0.26
Ml Forest 1.00 7000 <10° 0.03 3.68 0.28 0.70
10°—20° 0.03
>20° 0.04
Bl Grassland 0.65 2600 <10° 0.05 8.50 0.55 0.40
10°—20° 0.11
>20° 0.12
KIS, Waters 1.00 10 <10° 0 0.01 0.01 0.05
10°—20° 0
>20° 0
AV HI Construction land 0.50 10 <10° 1 14.5 3.85 0.05
10°—20° 1
>20° 1
KA H Unused land 0.50 10 <10° 1 5.00 0.51 0.05
10°—20° 1
>20° 1

TN & Total nitrogen; TP . &8 Total phosphorus; C y AW AR EL Runoff coefficient

2?:1(% - x) (x[ =)
R:
N LD Y R Ok

A, R AISERE, x My B AS R« Ay BYIME, «, Fy, 2050 x Ay 0955 0 ASULIAE , n WEEAS KR R
HUE G R —1—1 28], 48 B, o) 25 5 K B v A 75 e 22 TR A G PR | R>0 FE A 78 2 Ja] S 31
IEMIEK R, R<0 FHAF R Z A RIFA LR,
2.5 BUERIE

(1) T A B , 25 8] 20313 30 m, PR T4 ) Landsat TMS ETM+ OLI FIFRED K TE HI—1 214,
(2) DEM %54l , 25 [0 53 E2 R 30 m, R 5 T M 325 (0] 5095 = (http . //www. gscloud.en/) 5 (3) G508, R I T
T E SRR W 5 (4) B R IR T I56 A R AR 41 ZURN 2t 49 [ B 17 FH 2R SR AT 5 J9r 4 s ) ik AL
IR BFE X A T A R A RO (15100 J7) 5 (5) FERLHBBRECH 5 B IX S
PR ARG ATIEOX R T K R A

BRI FE X O iy SO AT 3R BT, 25 18] 2 WER Y R A Ry 30 m, 58 — 440y WGS84/ Albers
Equal Area Conic #3525 523115,

(20)

3 ERAM

3.1 LRI 2 AR R RRIE

LT3 2000 4F 2010 4F F1 2020 45 A b F) FH 25 0] 43 A5 R Bl e it an il 3 . 3% 2 fion, WK 1R,
2000—2020 4F-, Ji bl 4 b ) 2R 52 B0 DA < B - ™ Sk 32 5 A b SsURRAE | e rpoBik b o 0 246 X 32 5 LT, Mk
AAXTYR 2, A F L 1 AR e 2D, DL 2020 45 54 {51, 5 i R0 AR Ml 7 T AR 43 531 3k 21 28817.39 km® Fll 24235.68
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km?, b7 ISR IR 80.02% , B HAE 43 A AE SfE 3 b T it B b Ui s JAE £ . D8 SCTH 4% M X 22 BH B VTR
S JRUXTEL PG AR DX, ot DX 3 b /NI A3 A AR, b 34 SR 3 K TR AR O AR @ 1E %
B X B AR A I L A I g A B SRt A R S R P R R A B ELAGE  ER VLR PR
S 1L M B B DX, AR BRI R 22437 it oo DA £ 1 0 A ARG Ly DX 04 1L ] 32 b R e 2T 3 Il DX, A it 2 22
SIARTER S IR g R S B A S SEINC m bl b Ll b S D DL KR TR T AT BT AR R
LLBRF R BE LU S X ek, 38 F M v A3 A FE 3 L T 5 T | A il STl 48 4 5 BT Tk X R LR 3
SAEFUA 1508.42 km?, i i B ALY 2.28%

MARE AR T, I 20 4Fk MR FAR SR & A T BB ARk, BRpikth | g 52 F L DA R K 38 T AR B3
TnaHsh A IS AL LB B RS, AR B [ A o B L, 7E 2000—2010 4FJa], i A > T
225.17 km*, T 7£ 2010—2020 4 8] ) B3 B, B T B2 T 995,36 km? 5 AR Hi 2000—2020 4 17 £ 34 i
328.47 km® ; R U T Hb T AR A0 5 S B, 2020 4E T AR R 1508.42 km?, A A T 2000 4F A N T
1132.92 km?*, T2 i e XS Fa A | Tl AL At it 45 FH b 19 5 3R, 00 BEC 340 FH B4 1) T BEU: 2000 4F 1T R
) 4.02 £, 20 AEAEHEK 56.65 km?® , B SEFH MU I A0 X ek 5 B0 40 A T SR BHTI B3 X R S g IX S X
I X 16 B2 M TT DX [ SEE A L2 B 645 T 5 SOk X, =8 B A2 3T AL st R AN Wb LA Bt 25 46 55 /K S AN B2 7
B2 . KB TR 20 4RI T 224.68 km? , ARF FHHEIE D T 1.92 km?,

0  60km

[E—

b 2R B - A B mmmoKE e EBURM e ARR

3 LT 2000 45,2010 4F,2020 £ + it F) A= E 5 %6
Fig.3 Land use pattern in Wujiang River Basin during 2000—2020

2 2000—2020 £ TR EEMMRETLER

Table 2 Areas of and changes in each land use type in Wujiang basin from 2000 to 2020

+ M i Area/km” ARAL I Changing area /km?

Land use 2000 4F- 2010 4F 2020 4F 2000—2010 4F  2010—2020 4 2000—2020 4F
Bt Cropland 30037.92 29812.75 28817.39 -225.17 -995.36 -1220.53
L Forest 23907.21 24241.09 24235.68 333.88 -5.41 328.47
Bl Grassland 11639.88 11354.94 11176.25 -284.93 -178.70 -463.63
JKIB, Waters 332.71 471.14 557.39 138.43 86.25 224.68
UL AL Construction land 375.50 414.66 1508.42 39.16 1093.76 1132.92
KA Unused land 9.84 8.47 7.93 -1.37 -0.54 -1.91
ST Total 66303.06 66303.06 66303.06 — — —

X EYT 3K 2000 42010 F1 2020 45 3 1 + WA FHECHE 64T 5 RS 0 B 20, 45 M2 2Z o] i) e T 55 3
7N, TN B NS T B0 i RS - R S A A% Ty 1) 2 SR DA T A

(1)2000 4E—2020 4F- it 5 N 45 = Ho 1| 20 2 (8] (0 FH B 55 Ak 32 A Bk st R b R 05 FH s 22 1), A
Hu At R B S BT AR L | R AR B THRRAE . LA 2335.65 km?® T 1390.25 km (1A Hb ) AR b K
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B AERS | BB E R R 2000 AR DA A 25 55 DGR AHA PR IR B Rl 25 44 1 4 | SR A0 LA KoK TR b R4 R
(RS, {545 ANTE BRIAS RERE AR (4 4R 1 20 A8 A , 2 00 SR T A 4 0D 5 LR i 430 A K DA R - 8 ot
LR I S BT AR R S R B BN DT AR R A 5 AN 3 2 AT T b Y PR 4 ke Sl i — o
& AR A

(2) S I A0 E b, SE AR PP I P4, N 848 10 S BH T B3R X SR X 2Ty e T
FIRE SCHT AR T T 721, ) 2010 4F UG 2 g ik A s 475k, A 33 T 1093.76 km?, J& 2000 4E%] 2010
AEREINAY 27.93 £, 20 ARk IR T Hb P 5K 2 B0 LA 4 SRR T T TR ST A T AR v AL 28 (R4
SEFERAE | 3B R R RS2 T P M SRR E 2 22 55 R (AR M, (o A5 DR AR S T ) 40 %) b R b e 5% )
FITEUAR ; i 76 £ 5 F % O FR v, T4 68.63 k™ B I8L FH i ) Bkt BACHB R 55 i 57 B | I PR S 3 3t X Py
T oy Ak BT A A R DL R (T S BOR s ) R S5 R BR 1 B, St 2 R sl 52 4, B Ak T i b
AR EZ DL E R A

(3) bt 3= B | B R B ML S RS A 2069.82 km A1 #F AL 2, 2160.63 km* 554 Ky #i | 172.57
lem® 8 0 HE R b, 5 DI 55 BV AP b | A S (R RO i 5 A o T T e R K 3 ) A A R R
AR5 Ay B ., S H o R ) ) b, Bt R A 152 P G S 5 K S0 2 B ) R b R B ML RS L TR
I FH Hb 28 A0 AR X AR

R3 2000—2020 £ TS+ i F) A ERE k'’
Table 3 Land use transfer matrix of the Wujiang basin from 2000 to 2020

B[] TR i it Bl ki B A FH
Time Land use Cropland Forest Grassland Waters ~ Construction land ~ Unused land
2000—2010 Bt 26196.59 2157.73 1514.18 92.99 75.96 0.47
it 2023.78 19 397.67 2404.36 64.85 16.25 0.30
Bt 1496.93 2626.84 7383.99 101.49 30.34 0.29
AR 53.23 11.92 18.20 1.32 290.81 0.02
7Kk 41.18 46.07 33.72 210.42 1.30 0.02
LR 1.04 0.86 0.50 0.00 0.07 7.37
2010—2020 Bt 25693.55 1997.79 1199.23 89.94 831.81 0.43
L 1908.22 19971.60 2098.87 96.27 165.41 0.73
L 1130.87 2195.13 7816.22 68.40 144.16 0.17
pEst-daE bl 34.51 6.72 9.26 0.99 363.18 0.46
K5k 49.77 63.81 51.95 301.75 3.85 0.00
LR 0.63 0.72 0.04 0.02 0.00 6.60
2000—2020 Hrit 25312.38 2335.65 1390.25 135.73 863.49 0.42
ps: 2069.82 19403.03 2160.63 100.60 172.57 0.56
i 1348.26 2436.96 7569.20 122.76 162.52 0.18
R 45.45 9.51 13.67 1.24 305.62 0.00
K8k 40.55 49.43 41.58 196.93 4.22 0.01
KA 0.93 1.10 0.92 0.13 0.00 6.76

3.2 JKVRIR SRS K IR 55 i 28 AR AL RRE
3.2.1 KIS R AR AL

FET R P K BRI B 255 ARG RIBFFEIX 2000—2020 4E/K TR R, WA 4 Frs , Wi E& 5
VLK VR 55 B B 22 I A K, S /K PR 5% 2 M 2000 4F(1) 709.41 mm I8 /03] 2010 4E(#) 532.80 mm , J&i />
T 24.88% , FRHANE] 2020 4 781.32 mm, N3 4 Ha] LU H W HrRe 43 A DX 38K U5 i 77 22 B A TR s ke 43
A X3, 2020 4F S 27K PRI 5 50 46.74 mm, 2000—2020 AE /K JEFE A2 R 472.54 42 m® 354.70 12
m’ 520.14 12 m* 20 EAERIIE K 2.38 {4 m? , Bk 2 BRI 5 R AR e, 5K 2 B4 1
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XFHERF B K At AR 25K IR 57 25 ) 23 19 F2 252 e P 2K, 2010 4R IS (2009—2011) i T St A AR H
AR AR, B i R B AR, TR R MR T Wt 7K R /K TR U R i FEE AR

IR TR AE S 18] E A b HAT B 0 i) DX 2 S v v A1 DX B 00 A A A — S Y IR, 25 ] 4% Jy BE AR
T8, =AMF By P BN PR R AR AR | i B A AR AL A i, oy P B RS2 s 1 AR, ELAT A L R 19 s IR (L
DX, HG R A R 7 A e ) DX T A A R 78 7S S T L KIS DX LR AL R S
SCHEE R A I X, AN X AT S B2 B 55 1B —f7 s /K USRS k458 19 X ol 3 B A 7 Y 1
By VUL BN G vb B LU Ui R R L AR DR T Y A T N B 5 R T R R DR
UNBE- 3 e Ul S E S R VISR S AR (0 € RO R e P v ot A NN R S R b
U AT o) 2 WX 22— I 28 T fie o v R DX, NP Ji 5 i, SRR b s A3 e B R 25 3 K £
TR, LR AE UGN P, BRI AR R BURN K G IR B AR AR AR B b ads e 55 TR 19 RV 1R S e
TEASHE DAL SR OGS (R A B G AT SR AATE /K IRt B BT Y, DX SRR TRV A R e A e 7K
WFRAE S 22

DRI PN AU A7 e B s AR A S BRI el A B AR 2 2O TR 2100 m DAE i X3,
{E DI B A AEE SR 1300 m 2] 1500 m Z 8], BB b A A 7K D5 77 B A A L il 32 ) 8 o 522 B0 ¥
IS BB 2%

20004F 20104 20204 N
FKIFFE/mm FKIFFE/mm TR SR /mm { A
1329.41 999.93 1411.53
a 0 a 0 " 0

0 60 km
[E—

4 5T 2000 ££ 2010 £F 2020 kiR HEFES B2 6

Fig.4 Spatial distribution of water conservation amount in the Wujiang River Basin during 2000—2020

F 4 ST 2000—2020 FRLHTEE  AEE BT X1 F KB EFE

Table 4 Average water conservation in karst and non karst areas of Wujiang River basin from 2000 to 2020

Ak JKIFH % Water conservation/mm

Lithological 2000 4F 2010 4 2020 4
W karst 695.52 523.64 757.95
w5 Non-karst 723.30 541.96 804.69
-4 Average 709.41 532.80 781.32

3.2.2 KTk A ARk

L YT s 2000 42010 4FF1 2020 4F TN TP Hi s an &l 5 &1 6 s, MZS[E L&, AN TN (TP &
e A DX SR A e G R, e TIN g AR R DX 32 A AR B PH T R S S VL — St
T YL 5 10 ST BE AL VR LA SR T B P 7S T A TR I T AR T, TN B R R e/ IMIE B A
5.60 kg/hm® DA 1, TP e B 4t DX 3 32 2840 A 78 5t BH T AR 00 7Kl | e 48 BB 223 5 ZR AL A YRR B RUIX)
BT 5 A T D WG 5 = I 2 [ I W 'ab I A e e - A R O T o b M W R 92 = 2 Y
BIFEH 0.98 kg/hm® DL b, TN TP IR58 B 4 11 DX 848 3222 40 A0 A i g1 I S VAL VR B i B bk 3 B 36
B ST R AT SR I A, AR TN TP i ok, b i DA b rh R i IX sk BT v Ak i 55 D g 4
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U, TP FUERE A DL A R DU O L AR D, BT LA TN TP 470 FLZ X 3 K
a5y Sl s NI A= 1 7)1 ST b [ e Rl N S A N1 N R 8 s R o e o b v N R AT 1
BUtEAE 22 ; [ e e e TP PE JBJEIS e EZABT TR IX, AR 9 TP MR B8 H Ui

BT F 5, 2T 385 2000 2010 F12020 4E7E TN TP i fadd FAEAE 2S5 TN it 2 it A 2000 4F4
32883.97 t Jl /b F| 2020 4Fi H 32258.08 t, 2 AW/ (1) i R BT TN ¥ b Rr2e 3 o, K g1k ik
FRORTEFRF L4, T TP HARIR 55 ROCR [ 20 4k A P gk, 2000 ,2010 F1 2020 4 TP i i G it 43 5ok
5376.29 1,5386.42 t,5323.35 t, B HSE LI FRER B S0 T 52.94 1+, BVA LA BV 20 k0K
AL RE L BUES TP AR LA 3

20004F
TNt #/(kg/hm?)

l 6.43

2.88

20104¢
TNyt ##/(kg/hm?)

l 7.65

20204
TN i #/(kg/hm?)

l 7.84

3.21

‘)Z

BE5 2000,2010.2020 & ST 2 @A HE=E N
Fig.5 The spatial distribution of TN outputs of study area in 2000, 2010 and 2020

20004 o 20104
TPy i #t/(ke/hm?) TPt /(ke/hm?)

20204
TP & /(kg/hm?)

>z

. 1.17 . 1.38 . 1.43
0.53 0.50
el -
N T i #ﬁ:?kﬁ
0 60km
1

B 6 2000,2010,2020 £ =T SR HE = E
Fig.6 The spatial distribution of TP outputs of study area in 2000, 2010 and 2020

L VT8, TN (TP i 56 B e DXl v A 0 T i 2 B T BB 35,700 m & A2 LA X8 TN TP %
SR R, S K E 602.17 kg/km?,108.15 kg/km? R AH XK I M @2 2100 m D) F X8, TN TP SF-2 %
3R 2351 280.59 kg/km®,43.20 kg/km®, /NT 5[ X, TN TP SF-2J % Hi 58 & 4 616.78 kg/km?,100.92
kg/km? , KT 40° L I DX S+ o 3 S KT B2 =1 B3 TN TP P340 HH s BE 43 31 °R 2.81 kg/km®,0.41 kg/km?®

N T3 38805 4 5 A 307 DX 3, TN TP S 24y 5 B (35 5 ) R, AR AR X 48k TN TP - 34950 ) it
o TR X, Hop TN 4t 7 2010 4545 25 B8 K, 35 31 48.21 kg/km?, & 10.62%, TP % i 7F 2010
AR 22 IR RO, IR F) 12.31 kg/km? B 16.71%,
3.3 AR AR X K R % B K I v A A i)
3.3.1  A[E] A H A 2SRRI 5 AR AL

L VT34, 2000 4F 2010 4FF1 2020 AFEAN ] - A1 S B K IR 55 1 an & 7 B, ol LUE Y, A [R]  A) H
AR R 75 BE 7 A7 E B 22 5, JH b o b MR b K DR T 3R BE T B, ST 34 K R T 7R VR A 809.53 mm
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733.41 mm, SR BEHL, SF KRR SR R BE h 602.4 mm , 35 55 5 RS2 B FOAR M 7E AR 2R VR 1 5 Tk b
H R AV 038 o e i A A5k BA Bk, HLE IR & 8 XM Z2 81 % , DR1 T R b 1 a7 0 22 AR T b 3
T RE T B W FF LA A U A PR i\ N TP T 5, i AR bt el TR IR, RIS B B Ah Wb T KA A B
e, SEGRAR TGN, AR SR RE JI R A, DR /K V608 77 IR 55 i 0 ot > bk ot > B 7 7K 3sk e/ At 7
o, AR sz NS shRZ s 2, K U R TR RE A A 25 KR R L UM R b K VR R
K, FHEA IR E] 177.77x10° m® F1 176.92x10° m? ; HYORFEHL /K IR TR A R 92.15%10° m? 5 K IgUfn 2
W  SEEEARF] 2x10° m®, AN 2 B DU AR A B ok S s IR 3R IR 55 Th RE Y
FESHEMTTEE , L 2020 400, = i A2 5 s R 96.87% , 5wk i UK i F7 S = 19 99.77%

£S5 LTRSS JERITEXEH TN TP HH E

Table 5 TN and TP output of karst and non karst areas in Wujiang River basin

bk A TN/ (kg/km?) Bk TP/ (kg/km?)
Lithological 2000 4F 2010 4F 2020 4F 2000 4F 2010 4F 2020 4E
WA Karst 456.69 454.16 450.22 73.89 73.65 73.68
LM 4 Non-karst 493.23 502.37 473.87 84.10 85.96 80.93
1000 g POy
g I == 20004 g = 20004E
£ g0} - 20104 gy 2001 20104F
iE .S 20204F m 24 20204F
2 o0 T K SS 0 - A
& g EoC
B2 400 % £ X100
%9 ®g
£ 200 | g2 S0
B 0 z 0
Hhit M i K B Hrit it ki EEB M

T H R FIZEA Land use types

7 BIIREARE LA AKEERE

Fig.7 Changes in average water conservation for different land use types in Wujiang River Basin from 2000 to 2020

MBS ] 1, AN [R] 4 b RS R K 50000 55 det A8 A S S sl 3, AR b, bR R R b 2 52 e 7K U 5 i
AL B S | WU b A5 A H e b | S A A bR R ) T AR R, A S AT R I IR B R
AR T IER S AR R S5 R /K WA A 37 0 T A A0 o 3, 1800 XSl R 92 i 0 120 b 2 4 oA A i R
T AR PR 2 BUR A AR BMCHE , ]34 T /K R A 7 fig
3.3.2  HURIHIZEALS TP TN it A e g

#2000 ,2010 F1 2020 4FFi s A Al 2K A TN TP S S R pEA T A e (R 6) , 45 SRR, RlA) +
HuFHXT TN A TP (5 A7 e R 22 5, RIS K gL IR 45 ThREAFAE 22 5 . A TN TP it it 5 45 i
R TR ARG RECKRE , S HF L R RN S b 247 ELAT 558 %) A DG, 1T 55 7K 3R i FH b R0 A ) P g A G
PR, Hod TP TN i B S5 HF B0 A S PE AR5, 2020 4FAH S 28035 21 0.98 55 bk ks 115 1l £ 4 56 7
W= ,2020 4 TP TN i S 5 5 AR G RBUSTE 0.84 LUL, 5 R AT , P A 25 2 Ge 2K A% i
IR T A 8 5 10 5 A (7] e ) P 21 70 % T R S, A 2 e s VR T % 17 e o Ry % D = R

FETFIUSURE I, DO SE PSR B R AR R 491, 3BT 138 = Fh 2R 5 TN TP i B E R
TN TP i H S 55 8 b %) TR A BH I R DG 1 | Y B b ik 38 0 L, V9 85 A i o o [ R b A7 AR W R, RV F
I PR R T ARER A, U] TN TP i ) B K 5 22— 3 3 PR M 1) T AR A R T Bk B, TN TP i B o A
JO7 BT 5 17T et D R b — A AR AR5 B b A W (28 Ak, 3R AN [ - b R 2R /) TN TP i o A AE
FE > R > B A HE R | A TR AR R 55 S RE AR I
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R 6 2000 F£Z 2020 F£&Fifd TP.IN i BB S5 & HMEXL R
Table 6 Correlation coefficients between the total TP and TN export in each subbasin and each land use type from 2000 to 2020

B AF

SEAy Al TN #ith TP 4 Hhb piS:ii) b Kk Constuction Unused
Year Type TP Output TN Output Cropland Forest Grassland Waters land land
2000 TN i th 1 0.99 0.99 0.92 0.82 0.60 0.49 0.22
TP #ith 0.99 1 0.99 0.90 0.82 0.58 0.47 0.20
2010 TN % th 1 0.99 0.98 0.89 0.85 0.57 0.46 0.21
TP fith 0.99 1 0.97 0.88 0.84 0.55 0.43 0.19
2020 TN % th 1 0.99 0.98 0.91 0.85 0.66 0.55 0.30
TP it 0.99 1 0.98 0.90 0.84 0.66 0.54 0.28

XA IR TN TP fi b e 545 S A S 40 MR &, 19 3 0 B e 5 b S 1 R R A7 7E 3 4%
PECR  HIE G FEANER 7 Uro, TN TP i S i 5 HF b e M5 IR FE B e, R 43 53110 0.97 110,965 H:
UL, R* 73900 0.82 F110.80; 5 HIHBAY R* 40514 0.70 F10.71, Hy st ml ULy dek Py Bk st G AL S TN TP %
S ) S 00 R R R S 5 MR AR it TR R 2 5 55 S 0 FH b A K 3 T R S /0N 5 S A b TR U] TN
TP i 2 TC A S AH G

ZE R, TP TN fii R 32 B i T R S ) B0 e T ALK, 0 o R i 22 g — 2 U A Bk 2 5 3K
K B Al 55 1R Ak 118 =5 L BT AR 5 A R R ELA — 2 K B AR R 55 TR 15 FH AR A ) b 006 7K
Ak T AR

F7 2020 EEFiE TP TN HH B2 5 &ML BRI ETHTE
Table 7 Regression equations for the total TP and TN export and land use types in the subbasins in 2020

A+ 31 TN #i i TN Output TP %ty TP Output
Landuse 72 Equation R? J7 & Equation R?
#HH Cropland Y=0.90xX~-4.03 0.97 Y=5.46xX-4.83 0.96
M Forest Y=0.69%xX+37.92 0.82 Y=4.14xX+41.60 0.80
il Grassland Y=0.34xX+4.38 0.71 Y=2.06xX-4.48 0.70
K38, Waters Y=0.02xX+0.81 0.43 Y=0.10xX+0.89 0.42
L Construction land Y=0.05xX-3.61 0.29 Y=0.31xX-3.22 0.28
KA Unused land Y=0.002xX-0.02 0.07 Y=0.002xX-0.007 0.06

2000—2020 4FR i N AT TN TP Hii th DTk 347 Dl i e 25 (BTSSR BTk T 33N TN TP i 5 1)
85% LA L, 20 AR B TN TP % i 5TlkR 0 5 R T 1.85% .2.63% , M I3 TN BTk R 5 B e 5% il
T% LAV, TP TTRRRIIAE 3% LAY, Btk FHHBTE 2000—2010 4E TN TP i ) 57k 2R A8 10 1@ BE AN K, 2010—2020
AEASAR IR BE R, o TN STERZFIG N T 2.82 %, TP B4 T 2.22 £%, FEJF K & 2010—2020 4F[A] G i ] Hh i
BUEINT 1093.76 km® , i Y H g A b L35 AL T b3 i T b R AR 0 R A, S BUK B AL IR 55 A8 22,
PRI TN TP 4 3 7E 2010—2020 4 [E] SRR A A, ARl 7K 800 B A sl i TN TP BTk A b ]
ZWEATE L5 LT B T | R K BT DIAE 3G, PR A kb R b R b TR R 22 B AR Y TN TP
TUERFE 2B/ ) NI K BT A e 78RR, PRI, S VT Bk B Ak IR 55 D e £ ot 32 B0 Tk b b R 5

4 e

4.1 BYTEoK IR SRS K B R e R e Hr
TSR IR SR S K B L A2 B3 S A 3t 3 3 | XA L R AN s S e L DR SE T
InVEST #8704 LU A 1) 77 3025 18] 1 R BRI SOK P00 57 55 7K B A iR 55 i A o
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IR TR S5 32 B X Sk oK ZRBUOMAR RS, B — A 2B E A R BKEESERK
FREE 1520 DX /K IR R TR D BEDR 55 , T 28 832 3] X Bk i B b 3 T 4R a3 S IR O L R R e, I3 5 IX Bk
VRAFR AR SRR A A e, 57 /0 W R i R A R 2 R %) X el K TR 7 i 0 4 25, 0 B v, AR 7 3 AR A X el S
B BOK IR R SR RE ) e 2 1 X

3t ) Y 30 A A ) 7 T 5 P AT S T A VR F i R SRS K TR SR B R R 2 — P s
1 2000—2400 m FY ey St Xk = 2LV b oy 32 80 ARG 3Ry - R O =X JE I & F AR B RN F2 2D
AR BEPR G AR 3% AR 7= 07 3 0l R A AR AR T BN K Bk A RIS R 28 2R R 3R
LA NN TR G 3 E T AR Az i v [ TR SR ST R BE DN RN %o B RE ) 22, R
TR B R AR R R A | B A b A A X T 3R B A K R KRR K IR TR e ) 225 h
TFFIX LA 500—1400 m A R AR FeBE A 32, K B HeAR &2 R R, b KA IR FRE T i, A28 U I
%, KA 5 RE T 5

IR BT AR 55 7 T, MARCH AR B %) 7K B e A R 55 B b 4 T e S ) 3R U SR R T R AL A
Bl B BOR B R NP W R o SO ARV E R B R N FEHAE SR P TN TP 56 B i i =
FIFHZERY K B AL IR 55 D fig e 22 , Bl N P it O 5 R I 3K B A8 SR A SC B P R v NE B A8 1 3k
HARONREAS A P 5 5 R IERUR LA AL S 256 AR R o B AR I VA R IR B R DA S
b A Ay B A TR P L ) ) AR P BB AR A K B RO, A, I bl BT KR BT A A
BN IR BRI T b oA S SR M X B ORI K Al A 72 R K R 78 BE RO T I N R K T
KT B — RE 5 e 3 R B A ME R K AR R R K Bl 22 SR ) R R AN X I S R 5
B F, U FEIBE R, DX N AN A 5K SO N A 4, X DL HERRAIE 5T St i A AR b 2 B R B 5 52
¥, Hi3R N P S E SR YR IR A X R T L 800 R L IEZ W DR F R AL R K R4, 4t
TIRNE A IR — AR L XA K B IR 5 e AR R
4.2 FETKIERSE 5K T R T UK B O

B VTN R A K B AL T b 8 R I AR B R A A AR a3 (R R XA 5 e
AT WS VLA JRi VL RS VIAR | A7 W) S i i i 4 W) 157 G i o B b R okt gt 20 T 8 5 U K B 5
A SRS ThRE, e YR B T B S —

R4 78 T2k /D R 2 B LA S A 3K S B AR, 7 P A R0 - 9 BA R R 19 7K 43 038 3R 1 ST AT 3t
T K IR TR TR RE I FIK PR 22 | PRt 2t K DR TR 57 A 55 A A B I 4 Jt A L 7KK FE 8 R A 288 3R 1 D3 [
TRERA—RfL Py, B (Rl BE T i A 2SI 55 XK TR IR A 1 Aa AR e, i e e R X R
T, FR B AR SRR 1k 32 0] DAKE B DX Rk 5 i st R B ARG F it , E R A R R Wb A A A
R, IS X BT KRN 138835 e DR R DA 256 B v A 11 U5 5 G A A 77 AR 36 KI5 Y55, IeAh Y
AR RE S TR T E KRR P A AR R G 5 RS = 20T 7S g DA K 1 TR A S A &
B KRR A T AR 7K R 28 AR B A 28 TR A I K AR IR, B 1R R VD R HLTS il A 15
TLET,

HISCO AT 2B AR R TE R A A B T8k S £k , BRI Ik DA B 9 R0 g 3 38 T i 00 S /K 5 ) 1 5, 10
JO7 2% 348 T EE R DX L b 3], e S A A 3 i T 3 T ] 0 St A A A, g AR TR, 4R v A
3 HOR ATl 22 100—200 m 28 w3 [l N A5 PRC 5 b bR FEAR Ry , S n] BB bRkl 7 7 25 WA 122 /K R
i T P St R A A B A, AR B A 0 A P e R R B 4 NP IS e B B
VA itk Y TR o B K bR FH 2SR | 5 e sk ALY 44.90% , Ui B AR A F= 38 s8R o5 32 b, 2k
SRS Y B P N TR R T S ] = A LA R S A, R s A R R AR v
X AR TP R 55 ()5 Wi, 3 w8 T B0 AR A A N K A K i AR 73R . AR ARk bt DL % & 3 TR FH 7K U
JE 30 255 DX 38 S it 1R R PR R TR I A A A S U 2 X0 A S A 5 1 A e W I s [ A 5 X
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AR M Z5 AR AT R, S5t 1] - 2 Al A b R K B 9 G, ok g ek A A A A s Al i
[287/3: X SR VATTE 2Vt v S 2 D0 NIRRT /8 0K i s SO NS VS S TS ) T I 7@ [ R i S v 2 | i
TSR A, S 3 AR SR, B BT KBS AT RS 1 HE R AR T S ]
R S IR K A IR 55 AR S B (BN RT 220X 75 e A A S 3 A ik
AL H TSR i 32 BN Bl 07 257 A% 7 il el i Pt T s () o, DA A 18 e e 1) ™ o A5 F- T
L GE I B I AR aR A 2R DL AT AR T A I 4 SN PN PR T AR P T AR, Gkt A ) K B
HALE T

5 i

FEF InVEST B8 AR SCAMHT T Y3 20 4F AR K IR 55 5 7K e Ak i 55 B 23 A% SR R ik, 4R 58 T i3l
- A FH AR A X K U T8 5 5 K B A IR 55 s e LR 45 0 DT 2548

(1) BITIIA A KR FR IR 55 6 28 (0] S B0 — 250k, ¥ 3000 t V4 21 7R 2 B2 B 34 R AE S
DX IR A3 A A A T A L B B O A AR DX AP DX s, B A A U S A S SS IX &t
HUF FH 2 TR K R 55 7 1T, Bl R R R K R R 7R 1) F2 B DT RR A, P K IR IR R B Y 78.97 %,
HR R #E K B R, 2000—2020 4 8] 7K 500 7% it 52 B0 Sk /D I 386 i i) A8 Ak g 34, S35 K
PRI IR HEAE 532.80—781.32 mm Z[H],

(2) TIK BT e IR 45 IR TN Hi B4R b 2 sk a4 TP i b S i A b e, RBARIR N i1
fBfe ) 2 WG H . TN TP {558 B ) DX 32 2 0 A e sl R Ui X, 4% = MR R 28 0 v ks
TV 1 PR A3 A1 X5 7K B4 AR T ) (R e T T RF M X TN TP % o5 4a X = S 7, Sk 1 N 85% L) iy
BRYI,

(3) R FHZEA Z o0k B RE A — e FERE R MR s YR A 5% 5 7K v Ak IR 55 DO BE , T del PN ol Akt
SRR R FK BT A 52 B S ) TE AR OCOC R, BF M5 7K e Ak S22 A AF DG G 3R | AR B M A 1) 0 3 3t 3k
IR TR K B bR 55
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