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Abstract

The landscape of a coal gangue backfilling reclamation region in the Yang Quan First mine has expe-

rienced remarkable land backfilling reclamation over the past few decades. Effective management strate-

gies are needed to protect the environment in these areas as well as the sustainable development of land

resources. In this paper, a study of pattern change is proposed by using five landscape metrics and a stability

analysis of features derived from land cover maps in order to investigate their magnitude and its compre-

hensive ecological stability in the gangue backfilling reclamation region between a separate time period

(2000-14). The results illustrate that:

— The artificial reclamation project disturbed the landscape so that patching and ecological stability

has changed.

— The vegetation landscape patch indices all decreased during the study period, showing that the rec-

lamation had a greater impact on the vegetation.

— The comprehensive index of ecological effects of landscape ecology was 0.3615, showing that the

area’s landscape remained stable during the study period.

— Backfill landscape stability is lowest, which indicates that landscape stability is mainly affected by

human disturbance, while the influence of natural and semi natural landscapes is relatively low.

Keywords: land use, coal gangue backfilling reclamation land, GIS, landscape index, landscape ecology,

landscape comprehensive stability

Introduction

Coal gangue is a hazardous industrial waste that is
produced while mining coal. Dumping this waste in cone-
shaped heaps is a common disposal method that not only

*e-mail: keystonelx@126.com

occupies a great deal of land resource, but also causes a
considerable threat to the surrounding environment, for
instance through surface subsidence, impoundment, and
soil pollution [1]. As an alternative solution, foundation
backfilled with coal gangue can make the best use of a
large amount of coal gangue, consequently reducing
environmental pollution [2]. Furthermore, backfill
engineering would help mining areas dispose of coal
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gangue in order to improve the ecological environment
and enhance land use [3, 4].

Currently for coal gangue backfill reclamation in
China, the main methods are highly concentrated on
agricultural land or construction [5]. Its negative effects
become increasingly prominent and instead we have
been focusing on ecological restoration and landscape
construction [6]. Under the traditional ecological
viewpoint, the stability of a state can be evaluated by
three different stability properties: constancy, persistence,
and resilience [7]. In recent decades, a large amount of

b)

ecological research has focused on the characterization and
modeling of temporal and spatial patterns of land mosaics
with a landscape perspective [8-9]. Landscape ecology
deals with landscape pattern, function, and dynamics [10,
11]. We will use several methods and tools that have been
developed in recent decades to detect landscape dynamics
and function and to explore the interaction between
landscape pattern and ecological advances [12, 13]. These
methods, such as landscape metrics and Markov chain
models, are mainly used to characterize and monitor the
dynamics of landscape patterns [14].
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Fig. 1. Location of the study area a) map of China, b) map of Shan Xi Province, ¢) map of Yang Quan, and d) map of backfill reclamation

area.
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Coal gangue backfill reclamation is a process that
completely reshapes landforms using artificial engineering.
It layers the coal gangue and covered soil in a low-lying
area that’s been drained and dredged [15]. Landforms will
give rise to transformation after backfill engineering is
finished. Landform transformation, accordingly, will lead
to landscape change, which is manifested as land cover
transformation [16, 17]. For coal gangue filling reclaimed
lands, it would be important to understand the magnitude
and pattern of land-cover change. Furthermore, landscape
stability is a proven index that is effective for revealing
past changes [18].

This paper takes advantage of stability analysis of
features derived from landscape pattern analysis using
GIS procedures and RS images TM8 and OLI8 from 2000
and 2014 integrated with landscape metrics analysis in
order to show pattern dynamics and prove the approach to
an eventual stable state after land reclamation.

Materials and Methods
Study Area

The study area (Fig. 1) was in the city of Yang
Quan in Shan Xi Province. Over the past 50 years, the
accumulation of the reclamation area was nearly 40 hm*
The total backfill reclamation area is about 33.07 hm? and
is southwest of the Yang Quan First mine.

Image Data Processing

Thematic Mapper (TM) satellite images acquired
in 2000 at a resolution of 30 m and Operational Land
Imager (OLI) in 2014 at a resolution of 15 m, were used
in this study. The remote sensing processing software
used was ENVI 5.1 and GIS was IDIRISI 18.0 TerrSet.
Land use and cover types were classified into gangue,
backfill, built-up, and vegetation. Researchers randomly
collected 100 samples as training data, which were used
in the maximum likelihood classification to perform the
classification. For each sample the land cover patches

Gangue
Backfill

Vegetation
Built-up

were accurately delineated to obtain maximum precision
in the classification. The final file was converted into a
raster having the same resolution and extension of land
cover maps. Classification result of land use cover patches
in 2000 and 2014 is shown in Fig. 2. Overall accuracy
exceeded 90% in the two period’s image classification,
which fully met the analysis requirements.

Methods
Landscape Metrics Investigated

Essentially, landscape variables are shown in the
number, size, area, and shape of a patch’s basic property.
Detection of landscape variables between different periods
were performed through cross matrices with the crosstab
tool of GIS software IDRISI 18, and Fragstats 3.3 was also
used for landscape pattern metrics analysis. In this study,
five landscape metrics were used [19]:

— The number of patches per class (NP), which is a
simple measurement of the extent of subdivision or
fragmentation of each class into patches.

— Area weighted mean shape index (AWMSI), which is
a shape-based metric that measures the complexity of
patch shape weighted by patch size.

— Area weighted mean patch size (AWMPS), which is a
measure of mean patch size with a lower weight given
to the small patches in the landscape.

— Largest patch index (LPI), which quantifies at the class
level the percentage of total landscape area comprised
by the largest patch.

— Mean proximity index (MPI), which estimates the
isolation of patches for a certain class within a given
search radius that was set as 100 m in this study .

Landscape Ecological Stability Analysis

Landscape stability assessment measures the risk of a
certain area after a disturbance and analyzes the relationship
between disturbance and stability and other relationships
between the structure of ecological areas and stability

2000 a
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Fig. 2. Land use patches classification in 2000 and 2014.
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[20]. For regional landscape ecological safety, there is a
close correspondence between ecological structure and
disturbance intensity. Patch is the basic composition
unit of the landscape pattern. In addition, it is the main
object of landscape ecological change [21]. Therefore, this
paper combines with different periods of remote sensing
image patch changes to calculate disturbance propagation
conditions and ecological effects on the stability index of
the study area (depending on disturbance intensity).

Disturbance is a process in which landscape structure,
function, and dynamics occur. Disturbance factor not only
includes a variety of local natural factors, but also is an
artificial factor for a small range of human activities [22].
Therefore, the landscape will generate disturbance patches
and land use cover change is displayed in the remote
sensing images after the disturbance.

The disturbance propagation condition index reflect
the status of regional ecological safety quantified by the
degree of disturbance influence. The set area consists
of roughly the same area by n patches that can analyze
randomly. The patch properties were divided into
instability patch combination C1 (consist of d instability
patches) and stable C2 (consisting of n-d stable patches).
The proportion of instability patch combination C1 was p:

=d/n
P ()
Disturbance propagation conditions index R is:
R=1-(1-p)/m
(1-7) @)

...where m is disturbance capability correspondence with
the instability patch and range is [1, 9].
Regional landscape ecological stability index P:

pP= |1 / (1 _ o 089845/m )

)

A comparison was made between disturbance
propagation conditions index and regional landscape
ecological stability index. The regional ecology remains
stable when the former index is lower than that of the
regional ecological disturbance. On the contrary, when
the disturbance propagation conditions index is higher
than the regional ecological disturbance, the regional
ecological becomes instable.

Regional ecology was provided with a high degree
of spatial heterogeneity and manifested as interactive to
patch. Regional ecological safety not only depended on the
various types of patch, but also is controlled by the regional
ecological structure [23], which includes: instability patch
area ratio, dispersion coefficient, and uniformity and
shape coefficient [24]. The regional ecological structure
index was calculated respectively through the following
formula:

1. Instability patch area ratio D

The co-efficiency can be described by the percentage
of instable patch to the ecological region’s total area.
Regional ecology, which is related to the instability patch

area, will become unstable, if the portion of instability
patch area increases. The term instability patch area ratio
in Eq. (4) can be expressed as follows:

D=S,/58 W

...where D is the instability patch area ratio, S, is the total
area of instability patch, and S is the total area.
2. Instability patch dispersion N

This coefficient represents the distribution of the
instability patch in the area. Dispersion coefficient is low,
which reflects instability patch separated from each other
and disturbance spread scarcely, thus the regional ecology
keeps stability and vice versa. The coefficient NV in Eq. (5)
can be presented by:

N=1—2S2d"

ST (5)

...where d, is the minimum distance between patch, S is
the total area of instability patch, S is the total area, and T’
is the number of instability patch.
3. Instability patch uniformity O

Instability patch uniformity represents the patch
area degree of uniformity. In general, the more uniform
the distribution of the instability patch, the smaller
the influence on the stability of regional ecology. The
coefficient can be written in the following form:

max (6)

...where S is the area of largest instability patch, S,
is the area of instability patch 7, S is the average area of
instability patch, and 7 is the number of instability patch.
4. Instability patch uniformity shape coefficient Z

Shape co-efficiency refers to the degree of instability
patch contact with the substrate. The higher degree
of instability patch contact with the substrate, the less
stable the ecological region. It usually is represented by
the average ratio of instability patch perimeter to equal
the circles perimeter. On account of this the ratio is
usually between 1~8. It was divided by eight to ensure
that it is less than or equal to one so as to conveniently
be compared with other coefficients. A greater value is
explained by the instability patch having sufficient contact
with the substrate. Calculations were performed using the
following equation:

_ 1y R
8T

27, )

...where P, is side-length of the instability patch 7, S, is the
area of instability patch 7, and 7 is the number of instability
patch.
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Table 1. Quantification change of various land use cover types of the study area in 2000 and 2014.

2000 2014 Quantification change
The land category
Area (hm?) Patch Area (hm?) Patch Area (hm?) Patch
Gangue 11.23 117 7.79 31 -3.44 -60
Backfill 8.77 113 14.07 28 53 93
Built-up 6.96 111 8.66 24 1.7 19
Vegetation 7.13 51 3.57 18 -3.56 -52
Total 34.09 392 34.09 101 - -

5. Comprehensive index of ecological effects H

A comprehensive index of ecological effects is
obtained by added the four coefficients that have given
weights as follows:

H=wD+w,N+w,0+w,Z ®)

...where w, w,, w,, and w, are weights of instability patch
area ratio, dispersion, uniformity, and shape coefficient,
respectively.

The comprehensive index of the ecological effects
index reflects the degree of interaction of various effect
factors [25]. This index ranges from 0 to 1. A value
closer to 1 illustrates that the regional landscape ecology
has changed significantly and the degree of ecosystem
stability is low. A value closer to 0 illustrates that regional
landscape ecology has changed insignificantly so that the
ecosystem is stable.

Results
General Characteristics of Land Cover Change

Landscape stability includes the stability of landscape
feature spatial patterns. Function was determined by
pattern. Consequently, this would be an analyzed feature
of landscape spatial pattern on the basis of comprehensive
stability of the regional landscape [26].

To ensure the land use cover classification data in
consonance with spatial data 02000 and 2014, classification
data was vectorized in IDRISI. Land use cover change was
obtained with spatial analysis, which overlaid land use
cover access data in 2000 and 2014 (Table 1).

Table 1 shows the quantification change of various
land use cover types. For land use cover area change, the
coal gangue and vegetation were reduced by 3.44 hm? and
3.56 hm?, while backfill and built-up areas were increased
by 5.3 hm? and 1.7 hm? Correspondingly, for land use
cover patch change, coal gangue and vegetation were
reduced by 60 and 52, while backfill and built-up were
increased by 93 and 19.

Fig. 3 displays the changes of various types of land use
spatial distribution. Coal gangue as the main landscape
type in the study area was significantly decreased during

the study period. The vegetation patch both increased and
decreased, but increased the condition significantly more
than decreased. This conversion indicated that backfill
reclamation destroyed area vegetation; furthermore,
vegetation patches increased as a result of the shelter-
forest that was planted. Backfill and construction patches
increased significantly and the backfill patch increase area
was in accordance with the vegetation patch decrease area.
It is noted that the mining area was still backfilling the
coal gangue as a result of the backfill reclamation area
increasing considerably. Meanwhile, the mining area
carried out construction on the land that emerged from
transporting the coal gangue to backfill reclamation and
demolished construction that was no longer suitable for
use. As a result, increased patches of built-up areas were
close to the decrease patches. As previously mentioned, the
regional landscape was disturbed, giving rise to landscape
patch type and the ecological stability that changed.

Landscape stability change is a combined effect that
generates both natural processes and human activities.
The general characteristics analysis of regional land
use spatial change combined with the changing trend of
different types of land use for reciprocal transformation
that was helpful to understand the process and reason for
landscape change. The transition probability matrix that
can better reflect the possibility of different land use patch
reciprocal transformation is a commonly used method for
analysis of land use patch dynamics [27]. It clearly shows
a decrease in change rate (negative values) over almost all
transitions (small exceptions are in bold characters) and
an increased stability in each land cover class along the
diagonal (positive values). Transition probability of four
landscape patch types in the study area was obtained by
dynamic monitoring and analysis in the entire time period
with MARKOV analysis module in IDRISI (Table 2).

Table 2 shows transition probability. It can be easily
observed that backfill was characterized by the highest
transition probability of 80.59%, followed by built-up
(79.79%), vegetation (7.88%), and gangue (0.01%).
Conversely, vegetation was mainly changed into backfill
(71.15%). Throughout the entire study period, vegetation
and coal gangue conversion frequency were higher than
the two landscape patch types converted to other land type
patches. The transition probability matrix analysis was
consistent with the general characteristics of land cover
change.
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Fig. 3. Land use patches classification in 2000 and 2014.

Landscape Patch Change Metrics Analysis

Landscape patch change metrics of the study area in
the entire study period was calculated by Frastats. The
landscape metrics changes are presented in Fig. 4. Gangue
and vegetation area decreased and backfill and vegetation
area increased within the study period (Fig. 4a). Reducing
the number of patches for all of the landscape patch
types demonstrated space fragmentation was reduced
and landscape distribution tends to concentrate, which
was attributed to the area of each landscape type increase

Table 2. Transition probability matrix of landscape patches in
2000 and 2014.

Gangue | Vegetation | Backfill | Built-up
Gangue 0.01 8.18 61.07 30.74
Vegetation 0.00 7.88 71.15 20.97
Backfill 0.00 0.77 80.59 18.64
Built-up 0.00 0.69 19.52 79.79

m
3,000 4,000

(Fig. 4b). AWMSI and AWMPS are metrics that measure
the complexity of patch shape weighted by the patch
area [28]. In terms of AWMSI and AWMPS, gangue,
backfill, and built-up patch increased, whereas vegetation
decreased over the study period. As stated above, the
shown complexity of gangue, backfill, and built-up
patch declined. More sporadic patches emerged within
the vegetation patch, which is reduced after disturbances
that may result in vegetation patches that are more and
more complex and irregular (Fig. 4c, Fig. 4d). The largest
patch index was in order to characterize the landscape
dominance.

LPI approaches O when the largest patch of the
corresponding patch type is increasingly small, while LPI
is equal to 100 when the entire landscape consists of a
single patch. As seen from Fig. 4e, gangue, backfill, and
built-up had a considerable increase from 2000 to 2014,
and on the contrary vegetation decreased, suggesting the
effect of backfill reclamation, which leads to vegetation
landscape dominance decreasing and fragmentation
increasing significantly. The MPI of gangue and backfill
increased, whereas vegetation and built-up decreased
(Fig. 4f). Patch dispersion and landscape fragmentation
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Fig. 4. Metrics of landscape change in 2000 and 2014.

of gangue and backfill declined closer promoted patches.
Built-up MPI decreased due to temporary mining

builds due to construction on the land that emerged by
transporting the coal gangue to backfill reclamation in

order to augment landscape fragmentation.

Gangue Backfill

Built-up

Vegetation

Landscape Ecological Stability Analysis

Landscape ecological stability index was calculated
based on methods described previously (Table 3).

Backfill and vegetation landscape ecological stability

Table 3. Results of landscape ecological structure coefficient.

The land category Unstable patch area ratio h;;e;zrﬁ:;e Distlér;)s;:fogrglzzf(ation Ecologiircli)s{tability
Gangue 48.78% 4 12.81% 8.26%
Backfill 84.55% 1.93% 4.13%
Built-up 57.58% 5 8.48% 6.61%

Vegetation 73.24% 7 3.82% 4.72%
Regional landscape 66.47% 6 5.59% 5.51%
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Table 4. Result of ecological impact comprehensive index.

Affecting coefficient Area ratio Dispersion coefficient Uniformity Shape coefficient
Value 0.5673 0.0878 0.2516 0.1089
Weight 0.5122 0.1106 0.1432 0.2310
Index of ecological impact 0.3615

index were greater than the disturbance propagation
condition index of 1.79% and 3.82%. Anti-disturbance
capability and quality of landscape ecology decreased,
while simultaneously the landscape pattern tended to be
unstable. With the backfill reclamation area enlarging,
vegetation and environmental balance was affected, which
gave arise to the quality of the ecological environment
degradation. On the contrary, the gangue, built-up, and
total regional landscape ecological stability indices were
less than the disturbance propagation condition index.
These landscapes keep stability within the study period.

Regional Landscape Ecological Impact Analysis

We quantitatively analyzed the degree of landscape
ecology change in order to determine the weight of
each coefficient. The weights of the ecological impact
comprehensive index were determined by the sequence
synthesis method and based on ecological impact
coefficient score. The result of the comprehensive index
of ecological effects is shown in Table 4.

The value of ecological impact comprehensive index
was 0.3615, indicating that the regional landscape ecology
remains stable in the study period.

Discussion and Conclusion

Many intermediate stages were included during
the process of coal mining and reclamation so that the
landscape in the reclamation area was in dynamic change.
Different reclamation modes and land use landscapes
that were formed by different reclamation periods led
to the landscape metrics being diverse from each other.
Consequently, regional landscape stability was different
[29]. In line with previous studies, ecologists regard
it as the definition of stability that the capability of the
landscape ecology system to resist disturbances and the
capability of the landscape ecology system to recover after
disturbances [30, 31]. The capability of the coal mining
reclamation area landscape ecology system to resist
disturbances manifested the extent of landscape patches
changed after reclamation engineering disturbance [32].

In our work we proposed a framework to investigate
landscape stability in terms of land cover patches. From
the obtained results (Table 1), it can be easily deduced
that a strong simplification of landscape pattern for the
backfilling reclamation area occurred in the considered
period of time. From different types of landscape
transformation viewpoints, indeed, the main feature is

the backfilling patch increasing while the vegetation
patch decreases [33]. Area and patch of the backfilling
reclamation area changed significantly, meaning that
the reflected landscape was disturbed by backfilling
reclamation engineering and landscape patch and
ecological stability changed. But because of the structure
of the backfilling reclamation area landscape ecology
system which was directly related to the local climate,
the environment, soil texture, and other factors were very
complex, while this paper did not consider coal mining in
the soil and water pollution. To a certain extent, this would
affect the accuracy of the evaluation.

The total number of patch number of all land use
cover types declined in the study period and the entire
mining landscape fragmentation was reduced (Fig. 4).
The landscape pattern showed continuous, balanced peer
technology and trends to the high connectivity change.
It can be noted that the trend of development for the
landscape pattern is continuous, equilibrium equivalence,
high connectivity [34]. Each metric of gangue, backfill, and
build-up is beneficial to regional landscape stability. As far
as gangue and backfill patch were concerned, all the metrics
except the total number of patches decreased significantly
during the study period, which depicted landscape
dominance of the two patches, which were significant, and
instead of reducing dispersion and fragmentation of the
patch, proximity increased. In terms of built-up patch, in
addition to MPI others metrics all increased as well as the
entire vegetation patch metrics decreasing. Coal gangue
backfilling reclamation engineering played a positive
role in processing coal gangue, reducing stockpiles, and
promoting land use efficiency. However, it damaged
vegetation to a certain extent, which was its disadvantage
in improving the ecological environment in the mining
area.

Ecological impact comprehensive index was 0.3615
(Table 4), indicating that the regional landscape ecology
remains stable in the study period. Analysis of regional
ecological comprehensive stability from the landscape
transformation perspective after disturbance, backfill,
gangue, and vegetation patches changed most significantly.
While from the view of the ecological stability index,
backfill soil is lowest; conversely gangue is highest,
illustrating that ecological stability of the landscape in
backfill reclamation was mainly disturbed by artificial
backfill engineering, but the impact of natural and semi-
natural was less.

In general, we argue that because of limited resources
and the difficulty of maintaining an optimal reference state
for the gangue backfill reclamation area landscapes, one
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of the major challenges could be to identify management
opportunities that maximize ecological functions as well
as the landscape services while minimizing restrictions
on human land use and costs. In other words, an effective
and reliable management strategy for gangue backfill
reclamation area landscapes should provide for a dynamic
equilibrium between land use, restoration/conservation
costs, environmental protection, and landscape capacity
to provide goods and services. This equilibrium should
be maintained over time through adaptive management,
taking into account the spatial and temporal scale of
natural processes as well as the shifting between human
and ecological perspectives of the landscape. The
development of a standardized analysis of landscape
equilibrium is still to be realized due to data scarcity and
spatial and time-variability of the processes driving the
landscape evolution.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by grants from the National
Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 41371524,
41301617, 41401610, and U1404402).

References

1. QI X.X., WANG X.J., L1Y., GUO X.X., WANG J.F. Study
on properties of the coal gangues from Xinjiang main coal
mine regions and their utilization suggestions. Journal of
China Coal Society. 35, 1197, 2010 [In Chinese].

2. XIE H.L., WANG P, HUANG H.S. Ecological Risk
Assessment of Land Use Change in the Poyang Lake Eco-
Economic Zone, China. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health.
10, 328, 2013.

3. LIS.Z.,BAIG.L., TIAN Y.B. Study on Environmental Effect
of Foundation Backfilled with Coal Gangue. Journal of Earth
Sciences and Environment. 33, 412, 2011 [In Chinese].

4. HUANGY., WANGY.J., WANG M., TIAN F., AO J.F. Effect
of mining subsidence on soil erosion in mountainous area of
the Loess Plateau. Transactions of the Chinese Society of
Agricultural Engineering. 30, 228, 2014 [in Chinese].

5. WANG PJ, HU Z.Q., SHAO F., JIANG Z.D., QIAO Z.Y.,
LIU D.W., CHEN Y.K. Feasibility analysis of Yellow River
sediment used as the filling reclamation material of mining
subsidence land. Journal of China Coal Society. 39, 1133,
2014 [In Chinese].

6. SCHERR S.J., BUCK L., WILLEMEN L., MILDE J.C.
Ecoagriculture: Integrated Landscape Management for
People, Food, and Nature. Encyclopedia of Agriculture and
Food Systems. 41, 1, 2014.

7. YANGH.B.,LI'Y.F., CHEN J.W., GUO H.L. Comprehensive
evaluation on landscape ecology of Kashi River basin.
Journal of Arid Land Resources and Environment. 28, 67,
2014 [In Chinese].

8. ANTROP M. Landscape change and the urbanization
process in Europe. Landscape Urban Plan. 67, 9, 2004.

9. GERIF., AMICI V., ROCCHINI D. Human activity impact
on the heterogeneity of a Mediterranean landscape. Applied
Geography. 30, 370, 2010

10. FORMAN R.T.T., GODRON M. Landscape ecology. 1986,
New York: Wiley.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

ALVARO R., ESPERANZA A.T., EUTIQUIO G., JOSE
M.F., ANA 1.G. A simplified model to assess landscape
quality from rural roads in Spain. Agriculture, Ecosystems
& Environment. 142 (3), 205, 2011.

RUSSELL G.C. A review of assessing the accuracy of
classifications of remotely sensed data. Remote Sensing of
Environment. 37, 35, 1991.

RENETZEDER C., SCHINDLER S., PETERSEIL 1J.,
PRINZ M.A., MUCHE R.S., WRBKA. T. Can we measure
ecological sustainability landscape pattern as an indicator for
naturalness and land use intensity at regional, national and
European level. Ecological Indicators. 10 (1), 39, 2010.

LI B.L. Stability analysis of a nonhomogeneous Markov
landscape model. Ecological Modelling. 82, 247, 1995.
ZHANG L.P, ZHANG S.W., YE H.C.,, HUANG YF.
Landscape Indices of Land Damage and Land Reclamation
in an Opencast Coal Mine. Resources Science. 36 (1), 55,
2014 [In Chinese].

PAUKERT C.P., PITTS K.L., WHITTIER J.B., OLDEN J.D.
Development and assessment of a landscape-scale ecological
threat index for the Lower Colorado River Basin. Ecological
Indicators. 11 (2), 304, 2011.

BENEDEK Z., NAGY A., RACZ LA. JORDAN F,
VARGA Z. Landscape metrics as indicators: Quantifying
habitat network changes of a bush-cricket Pholidoptera
Transylvania in Hungary. Ecological Indicators. 11 (3), 930,
2011.

MA C.A., WANG Q.R. Ecological Evaluation Model for
Large Opencast Mine and Its Application. Journal of Mining
& Safety Engineering. 23 (4), 446, 2006 [In Chinese].
PELOROSSO R., CHIESA S.D., TAPPEINER U,
LEONE A., ROCCHINI D. Stability analysis for defining
management strategies in abandoned mountain landscapes
of the Mediterranean basin. Landscape and Urban Planning.
103, 335, 2011.

TURNER M.G., ROMME WH., GARDNER R.H.,
O’NEILL, TIMOTHY K.K. A revised concept of landscape
equilibrium: Disturbance and stability on scaled landscapes.
Landscape Ecology. 8 (3), 213, 1993.

TONGWAY D.J.,, HINDLEY N. Landscape Function
Analysis: Procedures for Monitoring and Assessing
Landscapes with Special Reference to Mine sites and
Rangelands CSIRO. Sustainable Ecosystems. 14, 2004.
BRAZNER J.C., DANZ N.P.,, TREBITZ A.S., NIEMI G.J.,
REGAL R.R., HOLLENHORST T. Responsiveness of Great
Lakes wetland indicators to human disturbances at multiple
spatial scales: A multi-assemblage assessment. Journal of
Great Lakes Research. 33 (S3), 42, 2007.

ZHANG S.Q., ZHANG B., WANG A.H. Relationship
between changes of wetland area and regional climates in
Sanjiang Plain. Adv. Earth Sci. 16 (6), 83, 2001.

XU J.X., Li G, CHEN G.L., ZHAO H., QU J F. Changes of
landscape ecological quality for land reclamation in mining
area. Transactions of the Chinese Society of Agricultural
Engineering. 29 (1):232, 2013 [in Chinese].

MORTBERG U.M., BALFORS B., KNOL W.C. Landscape
ecological assessment: a tool for integrating biodiversity
issues in strategic environmental assessment and planning.
Journal of Environmental Management. 82, 457, 2007.
VAN L.D.W.,, CILLIERS S.S., KELLNER K., TONGWAY
D.J., VAN R.L. Landscape functionality of plant communities
in the Impala Platinum mining area, Rustenburg. Journal of
Environmental Management. 113, 103, 2012.

ANDRE B.L., JACK A. Applying landscape ecological
concepts and metrics in sustainable landscape planning.
Landscape and Urban Planning. 59 (2), 65, 2002.



1314

Xuan L., et al.

28.

29.

30.

31.

ZHANG L.Q., WANG H.Z. Planning an ecological network
of Xiamen Island (China) using landscape metrics and
network analysis. Landscape and Urban Planning. 78, (4),
449, 2006.

ARTURO A K., ERIC F., JESSICA F. Minimizing impacts
ofland use change on ecosystem services using multi-criteria
heuristic analysis. Journal of Environmental Management.
156, 23, 2015.

MAF.Y. Research Advances on Ecosystem Stability. Journal
of Desert Research. 22 (4), 401 2002 [In Chinese].
RENATO F.VJ., SIMONE G.P.V.,, FERNANDO A.L.P,
VITOR R.P.,, CATIAFE.S.,RUIM.V.C,, LUIS E.S. Impacts of
land use conflicts on riverine ecosystems. Land Use Policy.
43, 48, 2015.

32.

33.

34.

RAFFAELLA F., BARBARA M., GIULIA C. A landscape
analysis of land cover change in the Municipality of Rome
(Italy): Spatial-temporal characteristics and ecological
implications of land cover transitions from 1954 to 2001.
Landscape and Urban Planning. 100 (1-2), 117, 2011.
KATERINA K., SILVIE S., MICHAELA M., JAN S.
Landscape functions and their change — a review on
methodological approaches. Ecological Engineering, 75,
378, 2015.

WANG Y.Q., BRAIN R.M., JARUNEE N.M., GREGORY
B., ZHOU Y.Y., GREGORY S. Remote sensing of land-
cover change and landscape context of the National Parks:
A case study of the Northeast Temperate Network. Remote
Sensing of Environment. 113, 1453, 2009.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Coated FOGRA27 \050ISO 12647-2:2004\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /POL <>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [1200 1200]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


