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The Evolution of Land Use Types and Its Effects on the Nitrogen
and Phosphorus Loads in the Taihu Lake Basin
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Abstract: To analyze the present status and pollution characteristics of water environment in the Taihu Lake basin, the
response of nitrogen and phosphorus loads in the water body to land use types was investigated. The influencing factors
were identified and compared. Results show that during 1980-2010, the percentage of cultivated land in the basin
decreased from 63.89% to 47.02% ,while that of the constructed land increased from 9.70% to 25.16%. For the forest
land, the area decreased slightly, and the water area increased slightly. Both areas of grassland and unused land were
small and no obvious change was observed. The order of D, value of each land use type is as follows: constructed land>
cultivated land>unused land>water area>forest land>grassland. The contribution of nitrogen and phosphorus discharged
from each land use type to the water loads in the Taihu Lake basin due to the change of land use type is increasing
annually. The discharged nitrogen amount increased by 67.51% in 2010 from 37 100 t in 1980. The phosphorus load was
also enhanced from 3 300 t to 8 500 t in 2010.

Key words: Taihu Lake basin,land use, transition matrix,nitrogen and phosphorus loads , influencing factor
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ORI AR, Bl 225 ) ki R VL K FR B [R) 8 H 250™ . 1980—2010 4F, KIT& 5l &
FH AT RGANE R ZE A L BIB AN, 5 T et S iz s Hodr VR HEL E 2 ok
HEET5 Y i B B U R A K S A2 Rk X, NS K AR 8L R e A, ar LAk,
Bl 2600 N FNBOR (AR Ak, MR S B R AR TR IL AR . A AR Al A= 7 RN B A 136 R R 1) R L
T , 0% i A 25 RS Ul 6 o 2 0, P ) 58 ) 3 3k A0 2 o A SR B G AR )L DA
W78 B 45 T W A BR B £ R OB & 0 TR R0, B T AEE AORCR T (56 - iR F 28 0 A4 e 25 A8 4k
Xof 7K R V5 e 011 A () 2 /DA 06 B A5 I Bk A Ul 00 A X b ) 7 X8 e 1 e 17, 531 32 52 )
PR B HRZ e AL s B A D)7 B AP A (Rl B ASBIF AT B AR 8 A X A T dk 1980—2010 4[] 4 Hb A FH 3
BAMEIEATIFI , 2575 TRV 26 X el A4 RV 610 A A8 A0 0 43 W , 495 /K A SRV 7 i Xof = b 1) FH =X 728 Ak 1y g
NEML , DT R iz e dak il 2 % e 55 IR 848 52 F b1 4.

1 AR5k

1.1 BEGg#EEF
L) 1980 4F (1995 42000 4 ,2005 4FF1 2010 45 5 B AHIIERL 1:100 000 i 4= Hu A FH J7 2025 1] < f 4
P HeAily, I AreGIS10.3 FRAFAIAHIC /AT DI AE , MR P TR ] 1 M 7328 R G br v AT 90 IX 4 Hb 1) FH 25 A
FEE. R TR b FH 2T 50y 6 25 bR R K S S M R R A A
1.2 HEESTF ARBREERITE
H— - ) I BH S 43T ) B8 P S PR R I 378 38 P 5 BE st () L %) = i ) O =X A 28 4, O EL X &
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K, C, SRR B st (8] L8 & 28+ MR 2 R T AR Bh S B2, 25 € >0, I b 28 1 BU7E T B, 5
C.<0, WAz FLAE B TE; v, A0V, 2 B3 T W85 DX 30 R R 3 4 55 0 2% 4 b ) FH 2K 280 17 g AR
(km?) ; TACERAFFEH 45 T R E B4R, C, it RS,
- bR FH S B A e A 5 B RS HR0RT A LA i T | UL A R+ 1 ) F 28 B () e de i 4. Sl
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1.3 HiH RERENARE
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JrREn=(2) iR .
L= 2 EA,. (2)
i=0
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Fig.1 Changes of land use types in Taihu Lake basin during 1980-2010
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Fig.2 The area variation of different land use types in Taihu Lake basin during 1980-2010

A L 2 BT, 1980—2010 4[] A I It 380114 2 570 P b FTopk b g AR £ fee ok B (. #F Mo Ted A5 5 Ll 1980
A1) 63.89% I/ F] 2010 41 47.02%. T E U FH L T AR A7 H b 9.70% 38 N %) 25.16%. &1 1 A& 2 (B
FELE RO BN
212 HEETR

BT A WA L M A SR T AR iz X (1) A5 SIAE X 07 B 30 Y b b F1 S A B s A B2 25 2R
DL 1. thER 1 a0, 7E 1980—2010 AF ], AW T8 AS [ 114 A b 1] FH 28 780 A8 Ak SR Uk O < AR b > 50
FH M > 7K 355> Bk Hb > B > Akl B (K AR b ) Sh A8 BE LA K T 0, B BHAT 30 472, A I8 9 Jpf b 1 A
FEANWT TR, S b AR B A — B/INT 0, 2 S 580 R Hb i AR A K S8 i AR AE AN B T s . AR
T S A A A L, SR b = AR A TR (ER ) A R AR ) AR
/IS, 1980—2010 4F 1] | A0 7 Bl e AR AL s/ 6 327.33 k| AR M AR AN T 5 878.29 km? , /K B i
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Table 1 Dynamic degrees of different land use types in Taihu Lake basin during 1980-2010 %
_— NEE
’ 4 il iy Kig A M ARF A L
1980—1995 4 0.33 -0.03 -0.03 -0.05 -1.99 0.17
1995—2000 4 0.58 0.06 0.36 -0.44 -2.50 0.12
2000—2005 4 1.95 -0.19 0.87 -1.44 -6.73 -3.97
2005—2010 4= 2.44 0.66 -1.29 -0.14 -6.40 -48.50
1980—2010 4 0.90 0.07 -0.01 -0.37 -5.26 -9.93
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2.1.3 AR RA SRS

i ArcGIS FOF ST REAS 214330 A AN [R] - B FH R R A R RS S 1) 531 1980—2010 4FE45311 1
HUF AR SR D.(F£2) . 13 2 AT, 1980—1995 4F | A SR A1 + A BF s D, 2 KkF 0,
R I PR ol = b I FH 2828 %) TR AR WD, R RS HE ECR 0.66 , 1B HL AT F s R AT b,
B Ry B ) T A . AR Rl KSR S LY D, YR S, v W R AR D
S HAPIRSHEECN 0,71, 893 e, H R ZR A #FHL. 1995—2000 4F | 80 e s K SR a5 b D, 34
S E, AR AR FR] 1980—1995 4F. Akl | 5k A FH A iR bl %) T B AR LE 4 0, LB b A 1) 2 51
R A3 o A A Y 63.35%. 2000—2005 A, A Tt 1ol b AR A b T RRUZE DR/ 0N BRCHE | K S8 A AR b
FIA I FH A b fy T AR 0 L 2 500 P %) = b R FH 2 AR D, A P 5 K, B e 50 Dt 118 B 46 8 e
P, H 94.9% K5 T #kHb. 2005—2010 4F , A 0 A FIHF b 1 187 FRZE 48 ok, B0 | 7K 38K 28 500 FH b A o
FIFH A Hb B ETRRAE YT 1S, AT 2000—2005 4F — A, g 51 Hb ) b R SR D, O -0.54,91.0% 3k A #
Hi. RT UL, 1980 4 LIKAY 30 AR [], ST M D, 465 B Foe g , TR AR T i K Ml A ST A 5570 FH 1 90% L)
A TR G AT A TR AR )

Fz2 1980—2010 F & H L ithF) AR BHR B RARSIEH
Table 2 Transfer matrix and status index of land use types during 1980-2010

sy 447 2 b LX) IR, 5 b I FH B R
ity 4 863.90 29.73 0.98 5.86 0.50 9.19 46.26
B 4.58 156.10 1.32 2.06 0.12 3.81 11.89
7KK 0.93 0.01 4 556.26 5.25 — 71.73 77.92
1980— 1995 4F A 3.94 0.01 5.01 3 353.27 — 212.21 221.18
SR FH H 0.94 — — — 13.21 0.16 1.11
HF 57.82 0.18 108.05 1274.52 0.13 22 083.95 1 440.70
JERIN 68.22 29.94 115.36 1 287.69 0.75 297.10 1799.05
D, -0.19 -0.43 -0.19 -0.71 0.19 0.66 —
B 4 878.59 4.61 2.73 32.81 1.17 12.82 54.13
O 28.64 155.30 1.03 1.05 0.03 0.04 30.77
7K, 0.91 2.77 4 651.13 11.90 — 9.65 25.22
19952000 4F LS b 3.37 0.09 5.37 4 478.75 — 155.33 164.16
SR FH H — 0.03 1.28 — 12.65 — 1.31
Hh 9.46 2.83 116.93 699.72 0.03 21 563.55 828.97
BEEA 42.38 10.33 127.32 745.47 1.23 177.84 1 104.57
D, 0.12 0.50 -0.67 -0.64 0.03 0.65 —
i, 4.427.05 42.18 16.07 53.33 3.28 372.57 487.43
B 46.98 101.48 4.95 2.34 1.04 8.44 63.75
7K, 34.24 5.96 4 479.19 72.06 0.19 189.37 301.82
2000-2005 4 5 b 35.02 1.30 37.87 4 483.06 0.01 665.29 739.50
SR FH H 1.68 0.20 - 0.30 11.07 0.63 2.81
HEuh 417.02 7.29 577.03 2 369.28 1.04 18 365.06 3 371.66
BEEA 534.93 56.92 635.92 2 497.32 5.56 1 236.30 4 966.96
D, -0.05 0.06 -0.36 -0.54 -0.33 0.46 —
B, 4 340.36 52.58 27.25 129.01 23.84 388.67 621.36
Ol 39.90 100.57 2.62 5.55 1.26 8.50 57.82
7K, 11.73 1.41 4791.95 151.87 - 158.10 323.11
2005-2010 47 Efﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ 35.06 3.19 38.30 6 029.43 7.82 866.54 950.92
A H 2.54 0.07 0.27 1.62 11.42 0.72 5.22
Hhis 374.43 10.80 306.08 2 898.46 12.63 15 998.92 3 602.39
A 463.66 68.04 374.51 3 186.51 45.56 1422.52 5 560.81
D, 0.15 -0.08 -0.07 -0.54 -0.79 0.43 —
B 4 673.14 16.70 11.98 124.27 24.19 53.11 230.26
Bl 7.35 139.58 6.87 9.26 2.60 1.92 28.01
7K, 1.07 7.13 4 443.39 126.45 0.24 51.59 186.48
1980-2010 4F A 4.79 0.39 10.57 3 478.36 3.93 73.82 93.49
A H 0.92 0.01 1.65 1.23 10.42 0.08 3.90
Hhi 115.53 4.80 682.68 5 474.60 15.59 17 223.66 6 293.19
BEEA 129.67 29.02 713.75 5 735.82 46.54 180.52 6 835.33
D, 0.28 -0.02 -0.59 -0.97 -0.85 0.94 —
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2.2 AEI#FAAR TRBEHEMAERRET AT

FH 2% 3 AT, AW I A ] 4= R 7 20T 1980 41995 4F 2000 41,2005 ,2010 4 &0 A& (TN) HEflcE
PIRBAEFREE T3Sk 03 3.71 1 v/a 3.73 J1 /a.5.76 Ji t/a.5.85 Ji t/a.6.15 Ji t/a. TN ffuf )
e R TR [ kb, Ao | B R A MRS TN B far AR PN K, HL R0 b R A 1 T b TN 57 far i 2. 7Kk

IS TN iR AE Rk Tt
F3 1980—2010 FXMFE AR LFAAXTERRATE

Table 3 The TN load in different land use types in Taihu Lake basin during 1980-2010 10* Va
Ehp IN i
7K H 54 R T K3k S AR

1980 2.39 0.21 0.12 0.01 0.59 0.39 0.00
1995 2.41 0.08 0.12 0.01 0.60 0.51 0.00
2000 3.90 0.24 0.16 0.01 0.61 0.84 0.00
2005 3.53 0.21 0.09 0.01 0.89 1.12 0.00
2010 2.89 0.26 0.03 0.00 1.13 1.84 0.00

TR W AAS [7] 4 b A FH 7 2T B8 (TP ) HERCE W24 FTH (R 4). 1980 41995 4F 2000 4F 2005
4 2010 4E43 5120 0.33 1 v/a.0.33 J7 /a.0.35 T 1/a.0.52 J7 t/a.0.85 7 v/a. i A B kb R0 A ) FH 4
HERCH A A /N ELAS A AN TR 14) Bl 670 Ay 55 41 W Al 4 /0. 7K SR S8 57 P b o AR A 1l £ oy F9) 53 R 328 4

s
R4 19802010 FXHREAR LA AAXTEHAETE
Table 4 The TP load in different land use types in Taihu Lake basin during 1980-2010 10* t/a
G 1P Suf
K H i sk i 7RI HEH A R FH b,

1980 0.26 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.00
1995 0.25 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.00
2000 0.22 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.06 0.00
2005 0.20 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.24 0.00
2010 0.17 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.10 0.55 0.00

TSR A R, AN TR] b A PSR S it B A2 5 8 3 s AR RGO T 4 R T
B 1 ARG M IR 8 T AT BRE , RIVAE - b P S 7R v PR R sl i 1 2R e v, P ) R
TpB . i R RO th BRI SR B M ML U R Y A B A R K AR R
IS B TRV s 1 HIE ORI AR B 100 462 P 28 30 5k 22 e AR M AR DG A M B e 07 . ph b mT LA 4 sl Tl
P el A 25 K ARRE 1 P e 4 s - SRNIE T R AR | B BRACANS A 355 5 7K R A= 355 B3 A HET |

DAL 7 & TR MY B AR K 2522 I/ IR I 7 e o i ) O B PR 2R
2.3 iF ARG X TH T RE RS RE 00
v b R RO

2.3.1

AWFFE I R B R T A C XI BE 4R % A N T AR B AR S 227 e B b it Hh 2R
By oK AR 2 HAR L 5.

x5

AR IEA [B] 4 3 P A K B mOBEE R R

Table 5 Output coefficients of TN and TP loads in different land use types in Taihu Lake basin

it R A (kg/ (hm? -a))

i GRS K e it Hil K T
1980 TN 19.40 14.70 2.38 8.00 12.75 11.00 1.49
TP 1.22 0.59 0.15 0.20 0.36 0.91 0.05
1995 TN 19.40 14.70 2.38 8.00 12.75 11.00 1.49
TP 1.22 0.59 0.15 0.20 0.36 0.91 0.05
2000 TN 12.00 12.00 3.20 3.50 12.75 16.00 1.49
TP 1.10 1.10 0.60 0.60 0.36 1.20 0.05
2005 TN 12.00 12.00 1.90 3.20 21.90 20.00 1.49
TP 1.10 1.10 0.05 0.18 1.99 6.00 0.05
2010 TN 18.32 18.32 0.712 2.20 17.33 16.00 1.49
TP 2.56 2.56 0.18 0.18 1.175 3.45 0.05
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232 #va R & BT
TEHCN DR X, AYS GDPX, JREEAR X, S s AR o Lo X, BRI AR o L X RS K HE i
Xo 6 T, 32 FH SPSS18.0 S A4EY F2 54343 Hr U EXT R LI 1980—2010 4F 1) I T8 it 474007, e it
ZERANEE 6 iR, UL, 6 T X BAEUN X X, Xy X, X B4R BEERG . XS A ] 2
MR PRES S (1 AN 2) AH—E2K.
£6 1980—2010 EEEFT
Table 6 The data of variables during 1980-2010

G INEE: i3 ¥ GpPp WEMER  EFUTHER S BHbERS I 5K
X,/(Nkm?) X,/ (TIoe/N) X3/ % X4/ % Xs/% Xeo/ (2 1)
1980 860 0.34 36 10 64 28.60
1995 987 1.41 55 13 60 45.30
2000 1 054 2.50 67 14 59 53.40
2005 1230 4.70 73 19 53 60.40
2010 1563 7.50 78 25 47 63.20
WiEZ 6 BUE, 2 BB AR E KT 1 1 E Rl x17 EESSHAWRIEEBEGEHRIEF

F IJ—II_, %‘% 7 3‘5 )J& ﬁ‘}ﬁﬁ: *%75‘ % E/‘J H. fﬁ'J @j{ %‘:Zfﬁ 3‘5 EE é]\ Table 7 Principal components analysis of variables influencing
19 . ’
o 8 the TN and TP loads in Taihu Lake basin
AL A A R

F, =0.173X,+0. 174X, +0. 166X, +0. 174X , - S PIARF AR
0.175X,+0.166X,. (3) ait TE/ % V%
F 5.660 94.30 94.30
VA=A f 2= ° A !
Fy T T RIA R I 94.30% 11 B, X (3) 4t F, 0330 5.49 99,79
TF 56 MATFHMKER, LR R #H 2% F, 0.010 0.14 99.93
5. F, 5T X (FF AL b ) S e, B A Fy 0.004 0.07 100

FEHD AN F) K. 5 A 5 AN FIEAHIC. WF5E 45 R 5 M SCIF o & 1 IF 5 445 SR HL AT e 1 — 3
PR HAF G T A R R ) — RO
3 Hik

(1)1980—2010 4F-, b 4 3ok 7 £k iAE 72 B HEE | R 080 U BB b 200 /)N ORI 2010 4F LE 1980 4FE4R/N T
16.87%. ARHTEGFL/INGE IS /N, Bt 7K ek | EE SR RN o 1) S i AR B g L 7 AR P M T A e R A P
(15.46% ) . #fHh T AR 45 a4 5 0 152 FH ot T R 444 3R 0 A b, B % K S A 0 FH) e T B ) 348 o 3= 2
SR R (E 2 X AT R LA TR AR

(2)1980—2010 4, AN[a] A b A1 B (RS E /Ny - 8 570 Hh > B 1> 2R ) FH b > 7K 3> bt >
. EERSHR RS TS SR R, 1980 4F LUK 30 4 [R], @S FH e D, fE AW 1, -0.54 ~ -0.97, Bk D, {E R IE,
0.46~0.94, —F IR i . AR K SRS AT b 909% LA - 1 T AR oA A 5 T4 b T AR ) s ).

(3) %t R B AR5 S 7R A T AS [7] = i ) FH O 28R B OA K S8k TN B A 4 Bk 2
N 3.71 T3 1(1980 4F) F] 6.15 J7 (2010 4F) . TP fFifaZ8fbita®4 5 TN 2580, M 0.33 J7 1( 1980 4F) B
7 0.85 77 t(2010 4F ). AZIG e FEOX — AL 1) &4 I K. SPSS E L /- AT i BN & B L A3
GDP IWEEALR  HE 5 A Hh i AR AR A A5 K HE A 2 = 220Kk 8l ).

[ &% 3Lk ]

(1] BEYL KRIRBOK IS RAFFE [ D], L. BIsZii R, 2009.

(2] @t FfE, K%, A5, 1952—2016 AR IRTLZHT T KI5 A0 U A 25 AT S [ 1], RETRH A1, 2019,39(9) »
3134-3143.

(3] 455, RWIAIUR TS G IE i s Qe g i 5e [ D] a0 AR bl R, 2013.

[4] TICP,XIAY Q,PAN JJ,et al. Nitrogen budget and surface water nitrogen load in Changshu:a case study in the Taihu Lake
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