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P AROK IR A AE S R GRS DI REZ — X XI5 A 25 R G0 0 T Hp 8 4 S ELA T 0/ LAk, N6 Sl X /K W 8L A i oK et
B, 0 =22 K PR G G AR G IR IR SR LG B A 7 2 M XA R K TR L 7 T SR T, AR SC LA T it DX S 81, BF S AR AL A A L A
YA X A ARG KM S5 BOSE IR ¥ 5, U] InVEST BE8L b i) K S b Al 1 DKUY 77 ke AR5, RUH S St i D ik it 6 Rt
I T AR AR 3t R P R AR DX K B B R dR  SAE T AN st R BRI 2 D R A A R G K AR 5 B T
FREE, IFTHE TR ALH]L AT FE R B . D2000—2015 4, TP X SRR KA HIIN T 6.44% WETEZE OIS T 8.35% . AR A 5 S5 el e J 1) o 1 AR g
T 120% , BEHOTEIER A T 22.379% 76U L # R /B BB AL R SERAE TR, P 2477 K T 10.919%. @At Xt A A R 40K
IR 55 B B Ay 8 25 1T - ) P/ 28 AR BB I 25/ o 2000— 2015 ARAARAE AT 77kl X 7 7K 8 A B ik 1 3K 97.56% , T -1 ) L/
LI TTRRAUN 2.44% . IR A RGN K it T HABE S RGERAL AR A S R G /K i i T AR b A 25 R 4. DR L, i
ELIEI K IR PR MR R 2 BT K D

KR S R GMST 5 7oK s R B AR AL InVEST #8045 52 2047
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The impacts of climate and land use/land cover changes on water yield service in
Ningbo region

DOU Panfeng'?, ZUO Shudi"*, REN Yin', DAI Shaoging'*>, YUN Guoliang'
1. Key Laboratory of Urban Environment and Health, Institute of Urban Environment, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xiamen 361021

2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049

Abstract ; Providing water resources is one of the most important ecosystem services functions and plays an important role in the sustainable development of
regional economy and ecosystem. In recent years, the increased demand for water resources, water pollution and serious waste of water resources due to the
human activities result in the water shortage problems in some areas. Under this background, we used Ningbo region as an example to study the impacts of
climate and land use/land cover (LULC) changes on water yield service. Firstly, the water yield module of the InVEST model was used to estimate the
water yield in the study area. Secondly, six scenarios were designed to analyze the impacts of climate and LULC changes on regional water yield. Finally,
the contribution of two factors on water yield ecosystem services was quantified, including climate and LULC changes, and the formation mechanism was
discussed. The results show that; (DFrom 2000 to 2015, the precipitation increased by 6.44% and the potential evapotranspiration decreased by 8.35% in
Ningbo region. Urbanization caused an increase of 120% in construction land area, and 22.37% in the cultivated land area. Under the combined effects of
climate and LULC changes, the average water yield increased by 10.91%. @The impact of climate change on water yield service is more significant than
that of LULC change. Specifically, the contribution of climate change to the water yield is as high as 97.56%, while the contribution of LULC change is
only 2.44% in Ningbo region from 2000 to 2015. (3 The water yield of urban ecosystem is the highest of any other types of ecosystem. The water yield of
farmland ecosystem is higher than that of forest and grassland ecosystem. Therefore, the urbanization would increase the amount of water yield, however the

returning farmland to forest or grassland would result in a decrease in water yield.
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1 5| & (Introduction)

HEBRGEM S BRI ES R IR NEM
AR R TR 10 B8 2 358 26 14 F AL T ( Daily, 1997) .
B RGMSS RN EAF R S i Bl 5 AR
HEBEYIAH S ( Costanza et al. ,1997) . VT4FK, B &R
Gilk 5552 BNz R, AR A R G0 MR 55 VAR 90 Bk
B2 (Fisher et al.,2009; Fang et al.,2015) .4 5%
T TERE A 50 A, 2/3 AR R GRS TiGe
IR X o IR AR AT R X A A AL AR B R
(1 LTS 0 ( Reid et al.,2005) . £ B /K % 52 82
HAESRGERSIREZ — M XA T MAES RS
P AT HFLE & e A B2 A/EH (Lang et al. ,2017) . fifi
A 20T PR S AT A HERR R e, ST 3
X 7K GE IR A R oK i T GH G . 5 R K PR TS
FZRGEIRIR SR IS ™ B, A B 70 i X 3 B ke
7K 0] 78 ( Shomar et al. ,2014; Deng et al. 2015 ;{1 5
45,2018 ) /K BEIEURLBROKE 4 5 ) DX 22 55 AR 2
ARYRI A K22 & ) (Hess et al.,2015; Smith et al.
2015) TR 5 T WF9E A A R G077 7K Ik 55 1Y 52 il
FERTEEY Wk e

HAT, AR TN A28 R G077 KRk 55 38 R il —
ANRYE AR Z W5 TE 77 K i K PR 25 1
KR 7 = 2 A A A IR (TR A,
2016) ANl B RE & ATER A FHAH [ 69 315307 v, S 3K
RZHFER L T Al Het. Pk & JC Y € S, —Rk
TR B R 2 U0 25 52 B 28 HICEE B Ol 72 K i (P /VER
A5 2017 3 2148, 2017) K JRAEZS 2 K PR AL 25 IR 55
Bk, A AT ST B AR R & e B S 1 K
Pt ga R ) SR KPR 25 R0 R 7 oK R (3
4 2013 ZhUEHSE 2016, WA RIS, 2017) , B X |
SRR R E T R A ROK IR 45 5l K
U2 T SR LA A 1 oAt T 7K 5215 31 ( Xiao et al.
2015) KRR T 5 /K TR 57 D RE 1Y 14k, A2 48 Ak
AR 25 FR SR ML J2 8RR K A v ) 2 ok
SRR EE B K, SEBU K Y B4 T, AT
IRBNPAR YL A 7K S5 T RE (4 52 R 5, 20185
fRIGE RS 2018 ) A BIFFYE B4 FH 7 K B R AE 7K 5 TR
Fri A BRI K e A S B0 K IR R
Fri (EE4E,2018) JKIRHEL FK PR TR 225 5 1Y
R, T K 2 T 118 B i, AR SC B F T Y
IR IR RS R 55, B OK

AWFFELRI, 77K H 32 M 28 A AT - 3 R/
L AL B 5 5 R0 (3 8 5, 2013 ; Sun et all.,
2015 ; HRi 45,2016 ) U AT L i B s 1Y
WK A TBUA (R BHAR SRS 3l B R 7K ) SR 52 M 7 7K
10 (Legesse et al. ,2003) .+ Mo F| FH/ 78 9l A8 Ak 25 o A
TBUKAEER , S0 28 HOVE T T 8 il R AR KA A
PRI 52 ) 2 ;= K & ( Sharp et al., 2015). Gao %
(2017) WF5Y 1 = A1) FH A% 6 Gn ey 52 i 7K AH 56 B9 A
BRGNS, K a3 H 38 fin 25 2 8 77 K 1.
Pessacg & ( 2015) 18 1 PEAG Y FE K i A BB
K2 TR K Y 835 25 5. Nie 55 (2011)
WFFE T 3 AZ AR 7K B8 IR B 52 R, e IR i Ak
BTN T PRk ik Zhan 55 (2011) A5 T % = K P iz
K e 5 , AR bR 78 1 2 12 IX 7 K e A
AR FEBAK S ). G2, 3k BERIFFE R W AN - b A
PSRN AR 25 FR G877 7K IR 55 A A6 TR 52 B R
LR FE H O S Ak ol - b R 78 A A B A~ R
FXF KRS AR DA W R 25 G VAR T A X
KBRS, o5 A P BT Rk AR A A B 5

A Z R A] LIPEAGK ARG AR B R G55,
£45 InVEST #i% (Integrated Valuation of Ecosystem
Services and Tradeoffs) \SWAT % ( Soil and Water
Assessment Tool ) Hl ARIES £ %I ( Artificial
Intelligence for Ecosystem Services ). 5 SWAT #l
ARIES BERUAT L, InVEST B8 5 5% A PP 4 b Al
/78 8 A8 Ak X A2 2 &R G Ik 55 B9 52 ) ( Vigerstol
et al.,2011) , F& TS5 B AL 2. Gao 45 (2017)
A InVEST BEREA 1 A [ A 50 K] i 1
FI AR ZKAH KA S R GR35 (77K K B AL
FIK £ AR-EE) (YF2 IR, Lang %5 (2017) FIFH InVEST 4%
BIPEAL 1 b [ = 3 0 g 3 2 2R 8 7 K IR 55 % <
e A1 - M A1) FH 22 AL (9 Wi RE. Xiao 45 (2015) F1
InVEST BERIPAL 1 [l 2 Dl DX K 3 0 94145 19 728
k. Polasky %5 (2011) f#i FH InVEST # 80 3F4% T 85 J&
TRk M AN T A R A B R AR S R S8R 55
InVEST 581 O iE W] RE % 7] 52 M PP Al 2 R A 8 &
Gl 55, 45 5 K AR OG0 A2 25 R GE IRk 55 ( Logsdon
et al. ,2013).

18 3770 A Al DARCADUAS [R) 4 50 R Al A2 AL A 4
iR ] B8 1 8 A A 2 R G R 55 S O A
A RS R G 55 J5 S PR BE D3R (5 B ( Bennett et al.
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2009 ; Geneletti, 2013) . Gao 4 (2017) %11 T 4 #f +
MR T ZE , PFAh AR R 1 Hb R R AR A6 X 7K A DG A= 28
RGN S5 B0 A5 K I OR AR 23 1E hn K
Lang 55 (2017) ¥t 3 i 5% 7oK A8 dE 745
0, % BB 7K AE A% 77 K B R Wi 2 3. Polasky 4§
(2011) PPAL T Z b A b R AR A0 1 5 )0 22 E B 2
TRIRMNIK BT RZ I, & AR A ik 25 T BOK T
FH TR

AR ST M XA 4] B 5 A A A Ak R - b R
/B A A R G K IR S5 W . 18 5, Fl
FH InVEST A58 v i) 7 7K d AR Al B DX ) 7 7K A
SRIG  RITE S i i ik et 6 Al s, ot <k
P AR - b A FH /B0 728 AR DI K B A S ). B
Je, gk 2 AR FO0 AR 2 AR G K IR 55 0 TR AR

2 FEEHIE(Methods and data)

2.1 HREXEBHMA

TN T EE RSB, K = AR, W
T4 6 # (120°55" ~ 122°16'E, 28°51" ~ 30°33’
N A6 AT I W AR AR A L B B, i BT AR 6981
km?. M #4508 B R AR AR, MBS 3R A O R R
(40.3%) . Fo B2 (25.2%) , 11 (24.9%) il %5
(8.1% ) . 7 Ik 1l IX g M7 #4 At 2 XUASUAe, TR AIR ¥, DY
Ty AR 16.4 °C AR K B 1502.86
mm , 4EF P ZEHIE 661.88 mm , A AT
E = F A | NI WO o 472 L W P [ g
PRI BN X 20 I ki &R Bl B
TR 10 M EHATEIX,2017 4 A 114 800.5 J7,
A GDP iK% 124017 Jo, J& K = f bl i B A0 22
Wiz —.

22 MR F %
221 FAREBEA ARCFIH InVEST Bkl iy p=

TR AR LA X e = 7K 2 InVEST A3 2 55 [ F 4%
ORI AL & 0, T A S R GRS, b E
BRGEHIMIR T RN — BRI RS, T4
FE7 K B it e | AR 3 AU DAl R Tl 7 4 A AR
2 FroK LT R T Budyko 7K PAHE 4 SF 7
B AR BR T 28 5 DAAI G At 7K #6831 38 7 38k
K AR DLAR Ry B[R] A7, DA BT S SR i
TR BB RE 2 ST AE /NI IUR B K SO R 1
TS LA/INALISR B0 i HE 45 2R (Sharp et al. ,2015).
TSR S 5T & AR =K Y (x) IR
Faw(I

_AET(x)
P(x)

Y(x)={1 }xP(x) (1)

S AET (x) bR ST x R94F SEBR A B, P (%)
B AT x BYAERE K B AN [ - A AR A
(A Bl 25 B &, SR JH Zhang 45 (2004 ) 2 i 9 1+ 55
AW
AET(x)
P(x)

PET(x) PET(x)) ) V"
TP _{“{ P(x) } }

(2)
T PET () 1 A R w () 9 AR IR+
B 1y B

PET(x) = K. (1,) x ETy(x) (3)

K K (1) M BRIT o R gAY
ZETAR B WU TS EITE 0 2 1.5 Z ] ET, () ol
BIC x W2 AR Y AE 2R B K, R MUY
Hargreaves /A2 ( Droogers et al. ,2002) 715

ET, = 0.0013 x 0.408 x RA x (T, + 17) x
(TD - 0.0123P)"7 (4)

o RA R BAFE S &, 7, o8 H s SR AR I
TR P SR, TD Ay H e e Ol A e AR AR 1 2208
P H K.

w(x) ALK SE, KT REREIEN w(x) AR
iR gE — A R 5, InVEST % %1 % H] Donohue %5
(2012) AR

AWC(x) N
P(x)

AWC (x)= Min(Rest.layer.depth , root.depth) XPAWC
(6)

A, PAWC SHAEY AT A &Kk, B H [R]RE 7K & A
FEHZEE 2, R Zhou % (2005) #2 H Ay 4
LS/
PAWC =54.509-0.132SAND-0.003 (SAND) *~
0. 055SILT - 0.006(SILT) > — 0. 738CLAY +
0.007 (CLAY) *-2.6990M+0.501 (OM)* (7)
A, SAND Oy + VDL hk, SILT Oy + HERHAL 7
a0, CLAY i -8Rk & &, OM b HIEA PR & &
222 AELZfAMEMFA/ BEHEMER FIH
InVEST #5784 i () 7= 7K S A e, 3145045 2] 2000,2010
F1 2015 A7 I L X ) P K . T A M A Y A
PSRRI A 1l ) P R A X 7 K S e R

w(x)=27 1.25 (5)
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ST T 6 Mg & (R 1) Bl R
20002010 F1 2015 477 i Hhy DX A=A A1 4= A1) /76
B SR . A AR A S iR = MR B R
KRR, HRBFE S AR A X AR 28 R G877 7K Ik 55
ISR R T IR AR S [ B[] B A A A8 A X A 2
R0 77 K IR 55 B 52 M, 2 2000—2015 4F 40 53
2000—2015 4F2000—2010 4F il 2010—2015 4 3
AN IRLBE , 43 I SRS 5 B A 5 10 5=
2 FME S 3L LA S 1 R R L RIBEER N
2015 4E %P, -+ HU R FH/%8 9 2000 4 80HE, 5

2000 4EELSLE SR LG, A/ Bl s A R
B % K AR AL FTHFSE 2000—2015 4ES 378 40 %
FEK RS . - R AR = AR
FAAE 0] BF I A A A e A S R G
TK IR 55 19 52 1. 2000—2015 4F | 2000—2010 4F F1
2010—2015 4 3 AN [] Be, 43 51068 1 4 b ) FH /78
PR S R RN A 4 TR S A R 6.l 6
i 5 5 ELS SE b AT HU AR, 48 7R A [R) s (i) B A< Ak
AR - bR FH 78 AR A 6 A 2 R G IR IR 45 1Y

.

F1 SETAMIHFE/ BHEELES

Table 1  Scenarios of climate change and land use/land cover change

= ELN 5 SR R + B AR A 5
2000 2010 2015 sl 52 153 14 4 5 s 14 6
SR 2000 2010 2015 2015 2010 2015 2000 2000 2010
TR 2000 2010 2015 2000 2000 2010 2015 2010 2015

ARIEA TR 7R B K AR, AR A £
Mo/ B AR A 25 ZR G 7 K e 55 1Y) o kAR
ATRLHLAE 2t r Ak

Cc
Rc—ic_‘_LxlOO% (8)

L
= 1
Ry =y 100% (9)

A, R N AR AR A X A2 25 2 587 K AR 55 19 5T R
R, A T A B S A AR 25 AR G 7 K IR 55
AITTIRR , C UL 5 R K B L L
Je T A/ B AR 5 R KR AR i
2.3 HAERIRELAHE

ABIFFE T G 2 A RO 2 AR R |
AU/ B | R B0y v 7 s (DEM)

b.

A

AEMEK B/mm
o E5:1760.63

- 117391

. 1 "
IEfEZEHLE/mm |
: 5921587 1 ,
0 10 20 30 40km ““f&:773.774 i

0 10 20 30 40km fi%:1

S Horp AEREK R (P) SR IR T b R B BT PR BRI
Bl2f B s T Chttp . //www. resde. en ) |, J& FHF 57 X
SN ZA Rl s B LIS, A ANUSPLIN
A AT 23 AR (AR 2 (T8 Ta) AR TR BH 68 S 4
PE ARV S G50HE B (http :// data. cma.cen ) |, )
ekt ) Hargreaves 23 3 ( Droogers et al. ,2002) i#
FiHaE JRal a5 B 4 (15 2 B DY IX P 7E
AR (ET, ) M £cds (&1 1) . 4 8 0 - 48 o
HESCHE > U5 T 9 X IXCORE 2 BAE o Chip e/
westdc.westgis.ac.cn ) , 1 3 AR FR e KHE R B
G KRR (Sharp et al.,2015) (& 1c) A5
ATF K (PAWC) AR 3 1 18 i s, 45 A 400
2530 (Zhou 45,2005 THE A5 2] (& 1d) . L Hu A F/
B (LULC) B ok I8 T v R 2% e 5% 5 24 55 503

.

RZR R E/mm
m 7:3000

0 10 20 30 40km
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- PRy =g it ;-
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Fig.1 Input data of water yield model in 2015

H0 Chttp://www. resde. en) , L4 2000, 2010 F
2015 4F- (18] 1e) 3 1), Kedin A= AR 2 LA Landsat TM/
ETM 1& /8% 48 h 3 SR8 IR, i ok A\ T B g A
B.DEM H3 o U5 T b B 25 8] 5085 2 (hitp 2/ www.
gscloud.cn) , FIF SWAT 7 YE 47 g 3k &l 4, 75 2]
TUWHBIX 393 A/ INtdek (& 1) A R (3R 2)
RS R G ZEHARB(K,) AR RS H
2R ECR NS AR H A B2 H (hup ./ /
www.fao. org/ docrep/ X0490E/x0490e0b. htm ) , #2 R ¥
FE R PR EVEY) 220 (Allen et al. ,1998).

x2 EYMMEBEREFE
Table 2 Biophysical coefficient table

e — gk mrm AR
)32/ MIn
fRMAEZRSE  KH 0.7 2000
LS 0.5 300
BMERRSE A 1 3000
MR 0.85 1000
BER{IY7N: i 0.85 1000
WMNERRG WAL 1 3000
AR RG R 0.65 1700
o o 0.5 1300
78 25 B 0.3 1000
SRS MR 1 1
WA 1 1
K PEYLE 1 1
37 0.5 1000
W 0.5 1000
WHASRGE B 0.3 1
SRR 0.5 100
oA 5 T b 0.3 1
HibASRSE Wi 0.5 10
B AR 0.2 10

24 HAREK

ABIFGE 38 2 87 e SO A A R R S
B R iy A S B T ORI AR A g 4 SR v
TP G B 0 455 A AR 7K R A T A 2% i A
gy o AR K G AR b R 2 B B U A B R
SRS TR BB 7 AR v R B DR B ARV AE
ZEHUR B B G G ol s BSCH I SR 5T v R4 B
I, 3 5 XoF B b B g vk | S R R A CER R AR ) R
B AR 2R R AR AR S5 A1 1A Y
Wi 22 (3R 3) , e B iR 22 f /iy v B i (L
2, IR RS 5T XA A A% 5080 . - Hi 1) /2 2
2 v [ 2 o 9 R A B B 2 A o i B
it , AR ] R SR e R 0 A
B R H TR ERS BE A v 1 - R R
B, B8 B R IR K SC A S
R kiEE EEEH.

R3 BEZBETRZEFBEFENHARRE

Table 3 Root mean square error of different spatial interpolation methods

for ET; mm
RHE  RME AR SRR
¥ H4 ; . .
o REE s mm zwt AR
2000 90.34 98.33 97.09 93.11 99.48
2010 87.22 94.94 93.74 89.90 96.05
2015 82.79 90.12 88.98 85.34 91.18

FEK AR A S Z O ZE R Rk
X 3ok 54 7K 43 A R Al 7 S S ARRAE , B B 1
#| 10 Z[f] ( Zhang et al.,2001).Budyko T4 & 5 %4
SR, Z (b BALEE SR T H B Z 50
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/N(Zhang et al.,2004 ) KR53 T K BEIR A, T
P b X 22 AP 35 b 3R OK BE IR R 73.36%10° m*. 48
U 2 R 3 B, KRR E T SR
FOKGER ALY 97.04% , BEARIR 22 /N, BRI A%
FIRAR.

3 ZRE55# (Results and analysis)

3.1 THHXAEEZLL

PRI AR Y ) A B ER T A A K R R
TEZE B 2000 2010 F1 2015 4F 77 I Hb X F K & 43
W12 1391.94 1635.00 F1 1481.64 mm. HHr 2010 4E
R 7K 3 B K, 2000 AF 1Y B 7K B /N, 5 2000 4F4H

16,2015 4E B K S350 T 89.70 mm (6.44%) ,
2010 4EAY R K BB T 243.06 mm (17.46%) . 5
2010 4F#H L, 2015 4F 1 B K & 982> T 135.36 mm
(9.38%).2000 2010 F1 2015 4F 77 i Hb X 78 1F 28 L
T3 9h 688.97 .665.19 F1 631.47 mm.H: 1, 2000
ARV AR ZE B K, 2015 4R B8R /. 5 2000 4F A
It,2015 4 VS AEZE BRI T 57.5 mm(8.35%) ,
2010 AT AEZE R /D T 23.78 mm(3.45%) .
3.2 THHK LA H/ BRI

2000—2015 4F49JA] PRt dul BE Ak 5 307 I Ml IX
TR B kA T B R (2,3 4).2015
AR RH T AR A O X R T R 48.10% , B

B2 2000(a).2010(b)F12015(c) EFHMER +HFI B/ BHETWL

i

[ km I 5

[ 5 [ PR
I Ak 0 s

I ARk T st

[ skt I 3
[0 HAtpki | P
| BT Evre
I emsmsn [ gt
wEsmy [ menm
I v

Fig.2 Land use/land cover change in Ningho region in 2000(a), 2010(b) and 2015(c)
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Fz 4 2000—2015 FETiEMX LA A/ BEERER
Table 4 Land use/land cover transition matrix in Ningbo region from 2000 to 2015 km?
Hrith bS] i 7KK B b I FH b Mt
2015
2000  Hks 2254 130" 23 579 0 2986
b1t 392 3216 3 41 0 3305
X0 1 5 63 0 1 0 70
KIS 3 3 112 2 0 120
R I 20 5 1 472 0 498
A F 0 0 0 0 1 2
MOt 2318 3358 70 139 1094 2 6981
2010
2000  #Hhb 2473 20 19 473 0 2986
bs: 25 3237 2 36 0 3305
it 1 2 67 0 0 0 70
IR 2 1 117 1 0 120
b 10 1 0 487 0 498
R FIFH H 0 0 0 0 2 2
it 2511 3261 72 139 997 2 6981
2015
2010 Bt 2241 128 133 0 2511
N 35 3210 10 0 3261
i 1 5 66 0 0 72
TR 5 3 129 2 0 139
A 37 12 1 947 0 997
A I Hb 0 0 0 0 1 2
Mt 2318 3358 70 139 1094 2 6981
FE: 1.2000 4, A 130 km® BYBFHLAE B bRk, A 23 km? BOBRLAS O K ARSI, 2. 2000 4EAF 39 km® BYFRHLEE Ak 2015 4 BB
Hb, AR

B M0 A /A A, B A AR VS e L AR p R
T b DX R T R 33.20% , T b R
THFRY 15.67% , 250 A A6 th s At B b X it b
IR R AR AR b 1) TR AR T N, £5 5 5% DA
T.2000—2015 4FH (0], A bl & W Ak E AR, s
HiTE FR A 2000 4F ) 498 km*§ K F] 2010 4EfY 997
km?, F-5] 2015 4EAY 1094 km*, 15 4E89 01T 596 km?
(120%) , FE 2k (579 km®) FIAKHL (41 km®)
BT S MR T AR Y 2000 4E Y 3305 km?, %] 2010
£ 3261 km® , FEF] 2015 4E (1) 3358 km?, 15 4840
T 53 km®(1.60%) , EE H#FHL (130 km®) FE AR 1
K. 3K — B 1 A B b TR R R 92, AR 2000 4 Y
2896 km”, | 2010 4F /) 2511 km®, F-F] 2015 4E )
2318 km?, 15 4EJ8/0 T 668 km*(22.37%) , - By
S F M (579 km® ) FIARHE (130 km® ) 8 b i) 22
B A5 AR | 32202 i T IR A6 A Tl A X 4 b
) s 2R 0 A b [ MRCHb P 2 AR | T R R A7 B AR AR A
BEARAP BUR RN B B0 AR SR (14 5% 1. 2000—2015 4F
ST, K3 0 A ) P b 10 28 A AR X 30N, b

T 2 [ 2 AR RS B 5 b i AR A K
BAE 2000—2010 4F 19 °F 1 4 PR A8 46 K T 2010—
2015 4, T AR M, B M AR R M S5 2 A0 R, T
2000—2010 4FAF-34E BRAE b /N 2010—2015 4F.
3.3 THRHRFEKEL MK

FIFH M 4 25 R o4y 2T 45 A 0158 X3
SEBRIE DL, B T 0 i X A 25 R G 4 R A 2R
N ML VR WU MR 7 S — A R
InVEST AR 15045 21 7l b X AR 28 R G077 K &2 7E
S AR A A A A B AR AR T,
2000,2010 F1 2015 4577 ik Hhy DX f) - 25 77 7K £ 43 5]
}917.61 1146.47 F11017.72 mm( [& 3).H:H 2010
AR 277K B K, 2000 4E B9 HR /. 5 2000 4F A
Eb, 2015 4F (% -2 5= /K & 3% in 7 100. 11 mm
(10.91%) ,2010 434 JN T 228.86 mm (24.94%) .5
2010 4FEAH L, 2015 4F B3 7oK f 8 2> T 128.75
mm ( 11.23% ).2000—2010 41 [] , - 34 7= 7K f2: Al 45
PrAE Ak R 22.89 mm , {% T 2010—2015 4[] ()
25.75 mm.
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MAESRGRBKE (K 5) ,2000 H-A[F] A 2
RGEAAL A 72K R B IMR UHE 7 o W AR
M Wi FEM R B ZRAK.2010 4F K UCA IR
BB D EHE A T FEDN B ARAK.2015 44K
UM A M R B W FRAK A

KRB M A A5 R G K B, AR
TE MR A 285 R GE A 7 7K B AR A2 Ti] 3 A1 R
&, TR DT 7 K R Y 1 X 32 4 A A
FRAIIEF 3 X, ELAT DA v 3 A I b DX e B Y
B ARAEL DX 32 3 Af A VY 1 FAR R L IX

b.
-
o - ' '

77k &/mm ,”‘ ‘ Pk B/mm 727K B/mm . N ’

B 146033 Vol w73 1460.33 i 1460.33 . B

R 240.042 010 20 30 40km 1K:240.082 W10 ou mo apgm T 2AL0L2 0 10 20 30 40km

B3 2000(a).2010(b) 1 2015(c) EF KR F=/KE
Fig.3 Water yield in Ningbo region in 2000(a), 2010(b) and 2015(c)
£5 AAERTTRBEEESREXTKE
Table 5 Water yield of ecosystem types in Ningbo region under different scenarios mm

R Z PR () Pk (RIS 5) PR (I BB AR AT )
Grenl 2000 2010 2015 8 1 152 153 154 15 1456
| 947.25 1164.01 1012.15 1035.84 1171.51 1017.80 933.35 934.82 1164.75
AR 869.87 1105.73 858.13 893.29 1109.61 899.95 877.16 868.40 1108.93
HEM 891.77 1146.32 890.49 861.72 1146.47 863.87 884.57 886.70 1146.90
FH 885.27 1167.89 892.58 892.07 1181.76 898.70 882.72 882.10 1170.76
i 932.51 1111.84 958.84 991.60 1131.47 974.31 906.02 912.39 1113.91
R 987.26 1190.65 1133.46 1113.78 1178.13 1127.12 999.09 995.21 1192.45
Wi 886.40 1188.13 953.74 954.80 1187.34 955.63 885.58 887.56 1188.88
TP HLIX 917.61 1146.47 1017.72 1019.45 1149.50 1016.53 915.06 913.91 1147.75

3.4 HEZAAMFEKENDH

AL 3R 7 b 5 B T Ao 5 i) A K R A 2R AR
A@NGEREIRITER U ) SRR N S i i
A SR, SR R/ AR & AR, T 5 1
(&l 4a) BYF-277 K 54 1019.45 mm, b 2000 4F 2
S SIAINT 101.84 mm(11.10%) , Hirh e W 7
AR BT SR EE RD AR A AR R G N T K
i NS RGP T oK . S E X R
FEEN PG M X, 2 R i DX AR (R AL IX 3l the B d 2 15
50 2( &l 4b) 1937 7K 124 1149.50 mm, [ 2000

AEHESE RN T 231.89 mm(25.27%) , Fr A 2 M
(S ARG KB BT, Hrp b A S R 4
FEK BRI R L. 5 3 (I 4c) I3 72 kBN
1016.53 mm, [t 2010 4F B E S/ T 129.94 mm
(11.33%) , i 2 A0 0 A 25 22 G 7= /K i 80 A T sl
D HAR ARG K R R 2. 7 K B
AR AN B0 S, B K RN, 7K
TS BEZ G B K D K 2 B 2 09
M —BE BT, PR K R 4 B VR A IR (14 0/ T
.
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Fig.4 Water yield in Ningbo region under climate change scenarios (a. scenario 1; b. scenario 2; c.scenario 3)

3.5 EMA R/ B E A AKE N

- b FH /78 7 A 2 2R K A PR, 5 )
FEEAE R LR 13 1 B R AR R | A T 52 W 21 7 K
WA B R RUEAS kA AR
15 4 (Kl 5a) B3 K58 915.06 mm, Lt 2000
AERSE R T 2.55 mm (0.28%) , Horb ) 15
A B b A AR AR R G K D IR
IAFIERARAEZS 2R 58 14 7 7K o B . & DX 3R
X BB 25 6] 43 A 5 2000 4FE48 AR 5 5 (1K

FEK B/mm 727K B/mm
o P 1460.33 i 1460.33
- {1 240.042 waff: 240.042

l‘ ) )
5 | B
J 3
: 0 10 20 30 40km

5b) B F- 3472 K 8 K 913.91 mm, b 2000 4F £ 521
F/D T 3.70 mm (0.40%) , Hovb 3@ i Al
M FENFNAR AR AR S R G000 77 7K st ek 2D 3ok B R AR
S RGN 5 6 (& 5¢) BISF34 77
JKEE M 1147.75 mm , HE 2010 AEELSCRE S04 11,28
mm(0.11%) , Hor Eoib M ZRAR T 4 N
PRGN KGN, NS RG 7 K

A

727K &/mm
w7 1460.33

[ 240.042

0 10 20 30 40km 0 10 20 30 40km

Bs5 LFA/BREUESTTRMEAZKE (0 1F54;b 05 5;c 155 6)

Fig.5 Water yield in Ningbo region under land use/land cover change scenarios (a. scenario 4; b. scenario 5; c. scenario 6)

3.6 THMEEEW

2000—2015 AFI9Ia] S5 A8 Ao 7 b X7 K
B R ST R ik 97.56% , i - b ) ./ 78 i A8tk Xt
PRI R B TTER RN 2.44%.2000—2010 4EHE] , <

AR AN 7 K 18 B BT R R 98.43% , - F /7

PRI TR R 1.57%.2010—2015 4 S A5 1k
XF Pk A BT R 99.029% , -+ i ) /7 Bk AR Ak
[ TTHR Ny 0.989%.3 ANt i) B, A58 Ah X =5 i b
DX 777Ktk 1) BTk SR AR AE 97% LA b, 4 3t B FH /78 4
AR R ) BT RR R AR AE 3% DL ARBA &,
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AR K R B4 T K AR R v T b R B
o, SRS X A2 25 2R G0 7 K ) 5 T B O W 3 i
A BERE AR R R

4 118 ( Discussion)

IR SAEAR NS 45 R G077 K IR 55 1)
S 5 Ay G 2T b R B AR A R S AN
5 Pessacg 4§ (2015) MY A 58 45 2R — 3. Lang 4§
(2017 ) Bff 5% 5 3] b W9 A% Ak X = 22 0 3 3k 7= 7K 12 7
SO0 5 35 97.44% , i = My F) 25 Ak B9 5 i AL Ky
2.56% . ZHBFFE Y, 2000—2015 4B ZS Ak % 7 % Hl
X =K A TR R 97.56% , -+ M A1) /78 w2 1k
I BTRRFEN 2.449% ARHE 7K 12 R PR [ K RS2 B
FETBUR SR TR R 7 K A T A4 B B BR[O SR A
FERAC R T AR | SEPR AR 7 B A AN
A LA SRR F R E H AR
Sl Nk BRI 26 B 7K B R 2 /N = b R
/AR 2 N 205 3 152 M A, (EL 7= K i
(R RZ M4/, AT BB 2 PR A 78 ki 2 &2 4% ( Nie et al.
2011) , A7) il = b 1) P/ 78 6 00 2 ] 1) 5 7% T i
S FHEGEAKER NS>, T BB ARROR AR
3 ARSI SR U RE 2 AT 45 R - b R R 7
SR AR AN 7= 7K R R, AN BE A BT A £
Hb R P2 RS 4 5 . AL Ik, SRS - ] PR 2 A AR
Ak, 0 arAk b 1y 15 FH b P 5 A8 (IBAELAR ) S Pk
AT e 2 T AN

ARHFFE K B, B AR TH A 245 R G0 72 K 3R
o, T ARAR T AR R b A 28 R G A PR K R AR, S
Gao 45 (2017) MMFIT 45 R — B0 RS R G
(7= K e AR R 2 22 B ZE U E T B AR K
FERI B2 ( Sharp et al. ,2015) I A 25 2 40 1Y Hl
T — B TR 1= W 75 A0 K U8 56 90 5 4 1, TB AS
K LR | B K B3k R 15 /K 2 5 5 T i il A
Uit (Lang et al.,2017) )8/ T /K& T &, H /K&
TR AR 2 R G0 i RGE 2 R B BROK AR TR 2
WK | - )2 5 MK, S B T %k R A 3
B, /N T b RAR I (AR 2R 55, 2018) , I L= /K i
Y. AR FE R A 2 2R 0 X AR R 1 R T A S AR
WA RGN, H AR H Pl A 400 2 AR 2R IR B
SEIF R T AE F T B8 /0N AR MORT B M, PR R
)R B K /IN T AR R 3 | 7= 7 R R X 4 v ) )
I (2009 ) | F MODIS i il 380 7T X dsf e 25 15,
W98 & BB A 75 R G0 0 25 0 /N U A S R

BrNZE R AR B K AR /N, S BORBL Y 77 K i
o T HA A S R G iy LA H At A 25 R G2 1)
R ) AR 2 R BO™ K R 3G N s A 2 5 3K
WA AR FR G0 R BG 0, SE 1T 3G 0 K & H
T X BUR AN B K H 3% | 5K 2138 M 1 5 R 2 02
HEA IR T HE K B, HE DL N SR (R T A,
2016) , PRIt dn el A 250 FH R K B2 v 7K B8 R A A &%
A2 (R OGS PUT 7 R FH AR 285 2R 4 1) 28 i A
AR FEHIAH Y (B B K /N T ZRMOR B |, T LA
A HH A0 7= 7K St i T A PR Rl 5 R R 11 25
SRR, N X R B Y 8T BRI K
IR BRI MR RS 25 (145 4% ) ZRBORN B b 5% 45
TG 307 7K F 920 DRI bR A 3 bR 7 22 1)
il W) B 2 SR AR AR S FR G0 AT R kR
N BB K 2K

TR B AR RS R GRS R &
SR 7, HX A A R G0 i 55 1 52 ) 37 31 8k B 22
MG BT E NAMYBFE R 202 2 T iR
BRI TS R GRS VEAG (AR A SE, 20145 TR
45 2016 ;Gao et al. ,2017) .+ HsF) /7 9 28 Ak 2k
BRGNS AR IR B B — 2 S ARk 1 45
R A HWA BN S BBUES RGEFRA KA,
MSEBERRGM S kA2, HASRERS W
AT —E HBIE TR SR (AR R G 2L A)
AT | Y AT B R A A R 4 i o AR Ak i R
(F B 1545 ,2018).

ASCHRI A B & InVEST #5584 4 77 7K S A B ok I
JEAIFGY , — S R R 252 i 21 A 25 2R G0 IR S5 A 08 1 o
TP ASE AR v 0 3 - A ESCHR , 491 Gk 4 mT R 5 K
VR HUE R ARIE 2 5 A ST B AR R, SR h
pute Y N ULt/ Wi e N EIUESE: SR -4
B Z R AR 2 1 1 S5 B K B I AT R L AR
BRI EBOERAE N A S8, AR HLIX Y Z 8
0 AFE 2 591 [ 7K St TR A 7% o S A AR A B3
SR ) 23 (A EAS 2, 1008 P [R) B 4 (8 7 vl 2
T — A AR 22 ET RS [R] AR DX 3k, 10 45 5 2 1
IS BRAF 0, VPR f 00 B 22 562 20ORIR 22 e /N 3
(B 7l R AR S BOR 2 A AL B 4DURG 2
FAN  ASHFSE R ) & InVEST A& R i 4F BE P2 K &
M N K Y 2T AR AL B[R] A3 RN
T KRR T — I S

5 25 ( Conclusions)

1) 5 2000 4EAH I, 2015 4F 77 ) b X (R FA K &
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39 %

HAIMT 89.70 mm (6.44% ) , WEAEZSHUR I T 57.5
mm ( 8.35% ) . PR B Ak T 30T Dl DX A b AR T/
YR AT B KRR, 2000—2015 4 8% FH Hb 1 2
BT 596 km*(120%) , #f b 170 LK 2> T 668 km?
(22.37%) AE S A AE AL A A 3o A FH /78 9% A8 Ak g 3t
[FFEHTT ,2000 2010 1 2015 4F T2 3 1 IX 1) 5 34 7
JKEAP5 R 917.61 [ 1146.47 F11017.72 mm. 5 2000
AEAH I, 2015 AR (P K E G T 100,11 mm
(10.91%).

2) S AR AR 25 R GE 7 K IR 55 1Y 5 e By
2 R /R AR A S e . o
2000—2015 A= 5 AE Ak X 7 0k Hi1 X 77 7K 5 A9 5T ik
ik 97.56% , 1M - H R FH /85 9 28 1k 1) 5T Bk 84
R 2.44% . - A/ BT oK AR R SR
55 [ AN i 25 ] R S AR b R A 4 K.

3NV WHHAR RGN K E S T HALVESR RS
KA R AR RGN K E ?w%%ﬂﬁﬂﬁd&w
R0 R AL 2 5 ™ K IR B PR A B
ST E A
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