
Received: 6 February 2025

Revised: 9 March 2025

Accepted: 11 March 2025

Published: 13 March 2025

Citation: Zhang, C.; Wang, Z.; Du,

H.; Li, H. Response of Ecosystem

Service Value to LULC Under

Multi-Scenario Simulation

Considering Policy Spatial

Constraints: A Case Study of an

Ecological Barrier Region in China.

Land 2025, 14, 601. https://doi.org/

10.3390/land14030601

Copyright: © 2025 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license

(https://creativecommons.org/

licenses/by/4.0/).

Article

Response of Ecosystem Service Value to LULC Under
Multi-Scenario Simulation Considering Policy Spatial Constraints:
A Case Study of an Ecological Barrier Region in China
Chen Zhang 1,2,*, Zhanqi Wang 1,2, Hanwen Du 1,2 and Haiyang Li 3

1 Department of Land Resource Management, School of Public Administration, China University of
Geosciences, Wuhan 430074, China

2 Key Laboratory of Law Evaluation, Ministry of Land and Resources of China, 388 Lumo Road, Hongshan
District, Wuhan 430074, China

3 School of Public Policy and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China
* Correspondence: zhangchen7@cug.edu.cn

Abstract: Analyzing the complex dynamics of land use, accurately assessing ecosystem
service values (ESVs), and predicting future trends in land use and ESVs alterations within
the spatial constraints of policies are essential for policymaking and advancing sustainable
development objectives. This study analyzed land use/land cover (LULC) changes in
Yunnan Province from 2005 to 2020. Policy constraints were incorporated into the scenario
simulations, and an improved equivalent factor method, Markov-PLUS model, global
spatial autocorrelation, and the Getis-Ord Gi* method were applied to predict and analyze
LULC and ESVs under different scenarios for 2030. The findings revealed the following:
(1) Forests and grasslands were the dominant land use categories in YNP, with notable
alterations in land use patterns recorded between 2005 and 2020. (2) The total ESVs in
the study area increased by CNY 8.152 billion during this period, exhibiting an initial
decline followed by gradual recovery. (3) Simulations for 2030 indicated that the natural
development scenario would lead to the most extensive urbanization, while the ecological
conservation scenario would yield the greatest increase in total ESVs. In contrast, only the
farmland conservation scenario led to an increase in food production-related ESVs, but
resulted in the lowest total ESVs among the three scenarios. These results contribute to un-
derstanding the impacts of land use changes on ESVs, and provide insights for formulating
scientifically sound and effective ecological protection and development policies.

Keywords: LULC change analysis; ecosystem service value; multi-scenario simulation;
sustainable development; PLUS model

1. Introduction
In 2015, the United Nations (UN) introduced the Sustainable Development Goals

(SDGs) during the UN Summit on Sustainable Development, aiming to promote co-
ordinated and sustainable development across social, economic, and environmental
dimensions [1]. In alignment with these global objectives, China introduced the “Beautiful
China” strategy, emphasizing the integration of ecological civilization into national devel-
opment planning [2]. Ecosystem services refer to the diverse benefits that humans obtain
from ecosystems, including both direct and indirect contributions from their structures,
functions, and processes [3]. They are categorized into four main types—provisioning, reg-
ulating, supporting, and cultural services, each of which is essential for human well-being
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and global sustainable development, contributing to food production, climate regulation,
and more [4–6]. Ensuring the sustainable provision of ecosystem services is essential to
achieving the “Beautiful China” strategy. However, in recent years, land use/land cover
(LULC) changes driven by China’s rapid economic growth, urbanization and population
expansion have led to a significant decline in ecosystem services (ESs) [7,8]. Effective policy
constraints can limit the evolution of land use conversions and patterns, and mitigate the
environmental impacts of rapid urbanization and economic expansion, which are essential
for maintaining these services and promoting sustainable development [9–13]. Therefore,
it is of great significance to study the spatial and temporal evolution patterns of LULCs
and ecosystem service values (ESVs), and to predict the future trends of LULCs and ESVs
under policy constraints in multiple scenarios, which will help to explore the relationship
between LULC changes and ecosystem service values under different policy guides, and to
provide support for policymakers.

Ecosystem service values are a key metric for quantifying ecosystem changes and
natural resource benefits. They are widely used in ecological restoration and sustainable
development policymaking [14–16]. The equivalent factor method is the most commonly
applied approach for calculating ESVs, converting ecosystem service functions into eco-
nomic values based on unit economic value and physical quantities [10]. Costanza et al.
pioneered its application to estimate global ESVs in a study that received widespread atten-
tion. Subsequent advancements, such as the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment in 2005,
further established standardized ESV quantification frameworks, elevating ESV research
as a key topic in ecology and geography [4,17]. Tolessa analyzed ESVs in Ethiopia over
the past 40 years, and found significant reductions in services such as nutrient cycling
and raw material supply [18]. Rahman assessed ESVs in Dhaka, and analyzed the impact
of land use and cover change on them [19]. To address China-specific conditions, Xie
and colleagues refined Costanza’s model, making it a critical reference for China’s ESV
studies [20]. However, many studies employing this method assume that built-up land
provides no ESs, setting its ESVs to zero [7,21,22]. This assumption ignores the fact that
built-up land is an integral part of the ecosystem, and also participates in the exchange of
material and energy in the ecosystem to maintain its function [23]. The impacts of built-up
land on ecosystem provisioning services and regulatory services should not be ignored
when assessing ESVs. Therefore, to address these issues and overcome these shortcomings,
we incorporate the unit ESVs of built-up land into the assessment system to improve the
accuracy and comprehensiveness of ESV evaluation.

LULC change is a critical driver of both human activity and environmental transforma-
tion, significantly influencing ESs [24–28]. It illustrates the dynamic interactions between
humans and the environment, and profoundly impacts ESs [29]. LULC changes are influ-
enced by various factors, including urban expansion and agricultural intensification [30].
Current LULC models incorporate spatial features, such as patch morphology, boundaries,
and unique attributes, to evaluate the cumulative impacts of human and environmental
factors on LULC distribution. These models are also utilized to simulate and predict
LULC changes [31]. Widely adopted models include the Cellular Automata (CA)–Markov
model [3,15,32–34], the Future Land Use Simulation (FLUS) model [35–37], and the Patch
Generation Land Use Simulation (PLUS) model [38–41]. Luan et al. compared the sim-
ulation accuracies of these three models in LUCC, and found that the newly developed
nonlinear PLUS model, based on Cellular Automata and integrating LULC demand and
competitive effects, demonstrated higher simulation accuracy [16]. Recent studies have
utilized the PLUS model to perform multi-scenario simulations of regional LULC changes.
For instance, Wu and Wei et al. predicted LULC changes in Guizhou and Xinjiang under
different scenarios, and proposed corresponding development policies [21,42]. Earlier
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research primarily constructed land use scenarios by adjusting the land use transition con-
straint matrix, which often restricted land conversions to align with intended outcomes [43].
Existing studies have often conducted simulations based on historical land use change
trends only, with less consideration of the impacts of spatial constraints imposed by policies
on future land use and ESVs. This may result in a failure to realize the simulation of future
scenarios under different priorities of policy objectives. Therefore, to address this issue,
this study incorporates spatial policy constraints into the scenario setting in order to better
understand how different policies may affect future LULCs and ESVs.

Yunnan Province (YNP) is a crucial ecological barrier in southwestern China, abundant
in ecological resources. Its rich biodiversity and complex geography make it a key water
conservation and ecological protection area in China, as well as an ideal region for examin-
ing the relationship between LULC changes and ESVs. Consequently, investigating shifts
in LULC and ESVs under various policy development scenarios in this region is highly
significant for balancing ecological protection, farmland protection, and urbanization needs,
thereby promoting sustainable and coordinated development.

YNP was selected as the study area to construct a comprehensive ESV assessment
model that meets regional conditions and incorporates the impact of built-up land. The spa-
tiotemporal dynamics of LULC and ESVs from 2005 to 2020 were quantified and analyzed.
Future scenarios were developed by integrating ecological conservation and farmland con-
servation policies, and the LULC and ESVs for 2030 were predicted under these scenarios.
This study contributes to a more comprehensive assessment of the ecosystem service value
of YNP, and an understanding of the impacts of policy spatial constraints on the future
land use change and ecosystem service value of ecologically important regions such as
YNP. It provides theoretical references for managers to formulate effective land use policies
and enhance ecosystem service values.

2. Study Area and Data Sources
2.1. Overview of the Study Area

Yunnan Province is located in the southwestern part of China (Figure 1). The province
features complex terrain, primarily consisting of plateau mountains, with numerous karst
landforms and deep valleys. The elevation difference is 6663.6 m, with significant variations
in altitude. The climate conditions in the study area are diverse, ranging from a temperate
climate in the north to a subtropical climate in the south. Precipitation varies between
540 mm and 2300 mm. YNP is abundant in lakes and boasts a well-developed water
system, offering ample water resources. The diverse climatic conditions and unique natural
geographical features contribute to the province’s complex and diverse ecosystems, making
it a crucial ecological barrier and a key area for water conservation. Economically, YNP’s
main industries are agriculture and tourism. Over the past few years, as urbanization has
rapidly increased, the province’s GDP has continued to grow, but it also faces challenges
related to land use changes. Agricultural expansion and urban construction have strained
land resources, resulting in the deterioration of some natural ecosystems. Many tourist
attractions are close to ecologically important areas, and the development of tourism has led
to more frequent land use changes in these areas [44]. In particular, around important water
bodies like Dianchi Lake and Erhai Lake, pollution from urbanization and unreasonable
development has led to ecological issues, including declining water quality and decreasing
wetlands [45,46].

These issues pose a threat to the ESs and the stability of YNP’s environment, while also
having negative impacts on the region’s sustainable development. YNP tries to implement
ecological red line policy and basic farmland policy to protect forests, grassland and high-
quality farmland to cope with land use change. Therefore, it is necessary to study the
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response of YNP regional ESV to land use change, and explore the future evolution trend of
LULC and ESV under policy constraints, so as to provide advice for managers to optimize
policies and help with sustainable development.
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Figure 1. Location of the YNP.

2.2. Data Sources and Processing

This study uses a variety of data, including LUCC data, topographic data, meteorolog-
ical data, road network traffic data, NDVI, population data, GDP, and other multi-source
datasets (Table 1). According to the research requirements, land use types for the years 2005,
2010, 2015, and 2020 were classified into six categories—farmland, forest land, grassland,
water bodies, unused land, and built-up land. The spatial coordinates of the raster data
were projected and transformed, and land use data were extracted based on the admin-
istrative boundaries of YNP. The data were rasterized and resampled to a resolution of
100 m × 100 m. To facilitate the ESVs calculation and visualization, we used the fishnet
tool in ArcGIS to partition the study area into 4188 grids of 10 km × 10 km. Land use data
for each grid were statistically analyzed, and the corresponding total ESVs for each grid
were computed.

Table 1. Data sources in this study.

Data Format Spatial Resolution Data Source

Land Use/Land Cover
(LULC) (Acquisition dates
2005, 2010, 2015, 2020)

Grid 30 m http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).
(Landsat-TM/Landsat-8)

Precipitation Grid 1 km http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).

Temperature Grid 1 km http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).

Evapotranspiration Grid 1 km http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).

Soil type Grid 1 km http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).

Normalized Difference
Vegetation Index Grid 1 km http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).

Nighttime light Grid 1 km http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).

Population Grid 1 km http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).

GDP Grid 1 km http://www.resdc.cn/ (accessed on 10 November 2024).

DEM Grid 30 m https://www.gscloud.cn (accessed on
10 November 2024).

http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.resdc.cn/
https://www.gscloud.cn
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Table 1. Cont.

Data Format Spatial Resolution Data Source

Highway Shapefile - https://www.openstreetmap.org (accessed on 10
November 2024).Railway Shapefile -

Crops statistics
Environmental statistics Text -

http://stats.yn.gov.cn/list19.aspx (accessed on 10
November 2024).
https://www.stats.gov.cn/ (accessed on
10 November 2024).
https://www.stats.gov.cn/sj/ndsj/2020/indexch.htm
(accessed on 10 November 2024).

3. Methodology
The workflow of this research is illustrated in Figure 2. Firstly, based on data cropping

and coordinate transformation, the historical evolution characteristics of LULC in 2005,
2010, 2015 and 2020 are analyzed to extract land expansion patches, and the developmental
potentials of various land types are calculated based on the selected influencing factors.
Utilizing the spatial constraints of ecological conservation policy and farmland conservation
policy to set up ECs and FCs, the Markov model is applied to calculate the land use demand
prediction in 2030 under NDs, and is corrected again to get the demand prediction of ECs
and FCs on the basis of the same. Following these steps, the PLUS model is utilized to
obtain the LULC under different scenarios in 2030. Secondly, the ESVs equivalent unit table
of YNP is constructed by correcting the existing ESVs equivalent coefficients and measuring
the ESVs per unit of built-up land, considering the negative effects of built-up land. The
spatiotemporal evolutions of ESVs from 2005 to 2020 and under different scenarios for 2030
are analyzed by combining the LULC data. Finally, the response characteristics of ESVs
to LULC under different scenarios are analyzed, and suggestions are made regarding the
future development of YNP.

3.1. Assessment of Ecosystem Service Values

The ESVs calculation method employs the unit coefficient method, which uses equiv-
alent coefficients per unit area for computation. Using the ESVs assessment framework
proposed by [4], Xie established the land ecosystem unit area ESVs assessment table for
China and enhanced it in 2015 [47,48]. However, this coefficient was calculated at the
national scale, and regional disparities result in variations in unit ESVs across provinces.
Directly applying this coefficient to specific provinces introduces significant errors, so it
must be adjusted according to local conditions. Based on previous research, this work
calibrates the ESVs equivalent factors for YNP. The standard economic value of the unit
factor for ESs is equivalent to 1/7 of the average market value of cereals per year. The
formula is as follows:

ESVa =
1
7∑N

n=1
snyn pn

S
(1)

where sn represents the planting area of the corresponding crop; yn denotes the yield level
of the corresponding crop; pn is the market price of the corresponding crop; S refers to
the total planting area of all primary food crops; and N represents the total number of
categories for these key food crops.

In this study, the major food crops in YNP during the study period, namely, rice, maize,
and wheat, are selected. The average price during the study period is used as the unit price
for the crops, and the average unit yield of these three crops is used for calculation. This
results in the base equivalent value coefficient for YNP of CNY 1334.37 per hectare.

https://www.openstreetmap.org
http://stats.yn.gov.cn/list19.aspx
https://www.stats.gov.cn/
https://www.stats.gov.cn/sj/ndsj/2020/indexch.htm
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Figure 2. The framework diagram of this study (Note: ESVs—ecosystem service values,
NDs—natural development scenarios, ECs—ecological conservation scenarios, FCs—farmland con-
servation scenarios).

Xie and most scholars consider the equivalent factor of built-up land to be
zero [7,10,21,22]. However, in reality, the existence and development of built-up land
depend on ecosystems, and they exert a detrimental influence on ESs through the genera-
tion of noise, the discharge of wastewater, exhaust gases, and solid waste [49]. This study
employs the approach developed by Zhao to evaluate ESs provided by built-up land [23],
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including regulation, water supply, and environmental purification, and to assign specific
values to the equivalent factors of built-up land. The specific formula is as follows:

ESVCW = − (VW + CW)

Area
(2)

ESVCW is the water resource supply value per unit area of built-up land, VW is the cost of
wastewater treatment for built-up land, CW is the water supply cost for built-up land, and
Area represents the total area of built-up land.

ESVCG = − VG
Area

(3)

ESVCG is the gas regulation value per unit area of built-up land, and VG is the cost of
exhaust gas treatment for built-up land.

ESVCE = − (V R + VE + VV)

Area
(4)

ESVCE represents the environmental purification value per unit area of built-up land. VR is
the cost of residential waste treatment, VE is the cost of industrial waste treatment, and VV

is the cost of noise pollution mitigation.
In conclusion, the unit area ESVs of YNP is shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Ecosystem services value per unit area in YNP (unit: CNY/ha).

Ecosystem Service Categories Farmland Forest Grassland Water Built-Up Land Unused Land

Provisioning
services

Food production 1334.37 341.14 476.02 1092.07 0 0
Raw material
production 440.24 778.55 701.51 313.97 0 0

Water supply −877.07 403.53 388.34 11,316.58 −10,999.75 0

Regulating
services

Gas regulation 1064.77 2569.78 2467.81 1051.12 −1756.033 27.3
Climate regulation 563.1 7693.91 6526.54 3126.05 0 0
Environment
purification 160.4 2222.32 2154.64 7576.24 −3738.105 136.51

Hydrology regulation 1204.69 4506.69 4785.29 139,566.61 0 40.95

Supporting
services

Soil conservation 1057.94 3129.62 3006.47 1269.53 27.3 27.3
Nutrient cycling 187.7 239.5 225.49 95.56 0 0
Biodiversity protection 204.76 2848.53 2730.87 3480.97 27.3 27.3

Cultural
services Aesthetic landscape 92.14 1249.84 1202.59 2580.02 13.65 13.65

3.2. Spatiotemporal Analysis of Ecosystem Service Values
3.2.1. Spatial Autocorrelation

Global spatial autocorrelation is an effective method for describing the spatial dis-
tribution patterns of variables across an entire region [23]. The calculation formula is
as follows:

Moran′s I =
n

∑n
i=1 ∑n

j=1 Wij
×

∑n
i=1 ∑n

j=1 Wij
(
Ei − E

)(
Ej − E

)
∑n

i=1
(
Ei − E )2

(5)

where n represents the total number of spatial units for ESVs evaluation, Ei and Ej represent
the attribute values of the i and j spatial units, respectively, E denotes the average ESVs,
and Wij represents the spatial weight value.
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3.2.2. Hot Spot Analysis

Cold and hot spot analysis (Getis-Ord Gi*) is a widely utilized method for identifying
the spatial distribution of cold and hot spot areas. It addresses the limitation of global
spatial autocorrelation in determining the specific locations of clusters or dispersions, and
accurately assesses the clustering degree of ESVs spatial distribution at high and low
values [50]. The formula is as follows:

G∗
i =

∑n
j=1 WijEj − E∑n

j=1 Wij

S

√ [
n∑n

j=1 W2
ij−

(
∑n

j=1 Wij)2
]

n−1

(6)

E =
∑n

j=1 Ej

n
(7)

S =

√
∑n

j=1 E2
j

n
− (E)2 (8)

where Ej represents the attribute value of feature j, Wij denotes the spatial weight between
features i and j, and n is the total number of features.

3.3. Future Land Use Multi-Scenario Simulation Based on the Markov-PLUS Model
3.3.1. Markov-PLUS Model

The PLUS model is a land use simulation model established within the framework
of Cellular Automata (CA). It combines the Land Expansion Analysis Strategy (LEAS)
with a CA model that utilizes multi-class random patch seeds (CARS) [39]. The LEAS
module utilizes the random forest algorithm to explore the intrinsic relationships between
land use expansion patterns and their driving factors, predicting the potential evolution
probabilities of various land use types. Based on these predictions, the CA model simulates
and forecasts future land use landscape patterns.

Compared to traditional land use simulation models, the PLUS model improves the
accuracy of simulating land use/land cover (LULC) changes at the patch level by more
effectively capturing nonlinear relationships [51]. It integrates various influencing factors,
including topography, socio-economic conditions, and climate, to generate highly accurate
and precise LULC spatial distribution results [39,52].

Overall, the PLUS model not only enhances the predictive accuracy of LULC mod-
eling, but also contributes to offering deeper insights into the underlying mechanisms of
ecosystems influenced by LULC changes, viewed through the lens of complex systems
theory [53]. In this study, Patch-generating Land Use Simulation Model v1.4 was used for
data processing and calculations.

3.3.2. Selection of Land Expansion Driving Factors

Land use patterns are directly or indirectly influenced by driving factors. Based on
existing research experience, the characteristics of the YNP, data availability, and the quan-
tifiability of driving factors, this study selects 15 driving factors for land use simulation,
including elevation, slope, aspect, temperature, precipitation, normalized difference veg-
etation index (NDVI), distance to highways and railways, population density, and GDP
density (Figure 3).
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3.3.3. Accuracy Verification

This study has utilized the 2010 land use data of YNP to simulate the 2020 land use
data, which are subsequently compared with the real 2020 land use data to verify the model
simulation’s correctness (Figure 4).
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When evaluating the accuracy of the simulated data, the overall accuracy (OA) and the
Kappa coefficient are here used as metrics to assess the overall precision of the simulated
images. The formulas are as follows:

OA =
1
N ∑n

i=1 Ci (9)

Kappa =
N∑n

i=1 Ci − ∑n
i=1 SiRi

N2 − ∑n
i=1 SiRi

(10)

where N represents the total number of grid cells, n is the number of land use categories,
Ci indicates the number of correctly modeled grid cells for land use type i, Si represents
the total number of grid cells for this type in the simulation results, and Ri represents the
total number of grid cells for this type in the actual scenario. The OA index represents the
likelihood that each random sample aligns with the actual LULC data, ranging from 0 to
1. Higher values, closer to 1, signify greater accuracy. A Kappa coefficient exceeding 0.75
signifies a strong agreement between observed and simulated results.

In this study, the PLUS model achieved a Kappa coefficient of 0.8914, surpassing the
0.75 threshold, along with an OA coefficient of 0.9022. These results strongly validate the
PLUS model’s effectiveness and accuracy in forecasting future land use changes in YNP,
making it a reliable tool for simulating land use dynamics in the province through 2030.

3.3.4. Multi-Scenario Settings Based on Policy Space Constraints

Scenario design is intended to help investigate potential pathways for future land use
transition within YNP and to evaluate alterations in ESVs across various development tra-
jectories, offering valuable insights for policymakers. Considering the current development
status of YNP and its alignment with national land use planning and ecological protection
strategies, three development scenarios were established. The specific rules for scenario
setting are as follows:

(1) Natural development scenario (NDs). Without considering human intervention
or policy constraints, this scenario leverages historical land use data to model the
region’s intrinsic development trajectory. No additional constraints are applied to the
conversion processes, and the PLUS model is utilized to forecast land use patterns for
2030, forming the foundation for the analysis of the other two scenarios;

(2) Ecological conservation scenarios (ECs). Through the implementation of the ecological
red line policy, China has been enforcing the strict protection of key ecological function
areas. In this scenario, for land within the ecological red line, the conversion of forest
land, grassland and watershed land types will be strictly controlled, and for land
outside the red line control area, the probability of conversion of other land types to
forest land will be increased and the loss of forest land will be reduced, in order to meet
the requirements for ecological conservation and maximize the ecological benefits
of various land use types. Specific adjustments include decreasing the probability
of forest land being converted into farmland, grassland, or built-up land by 80%,
enhancing the probability of unused land transforming into farmland, grassland, or
forest land by 30%, boosting the chance of farmland transitioning to forest land or
grassland by 30% while lowering its conversion to built-up land by 30%, increasing
the probability of grassland transitioning to forest land by 30% and reducing its shift
to built-up land by 30%, and keeping all other conversion probabilities unchanged;

(3) Farmland conservation scenario (FCs). Farmland protection is closely tied to national
food security. China’s permanent basic farmland policy ensures the strict preservation
of high-quality farmland and stable farming areas, prohibiting their conversion to
other land types. In this scenario, the farmland data for YNP from 2005, 2010, 2015,
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and 2020 are overlaid to identify consistently cultivated areas, representing stable
farming lands, while areas with slopes less than 6◦ are identified as high-quality
farmlands. These stable and high-quality farmland areas are designated as restricted
zones for conversion (Figure 5). Additionally, the likelihood of conversion from
farmland to built-up land outside the boundaries of the restricted area is reduced by
60%, the probability of transition from other land types is kept unchanged, and the
conservation of farmland is strictly enforced.
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4. Results
4.1. Spatiotemporal Analysis of Land Use/Land Cover Dynamics from 2005 to 2020

By analyzing the land use structure at four time points during the study period, it
can be observed that forestland and grassland were the dominant land types in YNP
(Supplementary Table S1). Together, these two categories consistently accounted for over
75% of the total area, reflecting the province’s abundant ecological resources. Among these,
forestland occupied the largest proportion and showed a gradual upward trend during
the study period, increasing from 219,026 km2 in 2005 to 220,011 km2 in 2020. Grassland
exhibited a declining trend, decreasing from 88,885 km2 in 2005 to 86,066 km2 in 2020, a
total reduction of 2819 km2. Its proportion dropped from 23.16% to 22.42%. Built-up land
experienced the most notable expansion, with an increase of 2580 km2, reflecting the rapid
pace of urbanization. Besides forestland and built-up land, the water area also grew by
1018 km2. Conversely, farmland and unused land showed overall reductions. Farmland
decreased by 1196 km2, while unused land declined by 568 km2.

In terms of transition processes, the most prominent land use changes were grassland
transitioning to forestland (8689.44 km2), forestland converting to grassland (7081.32 km2),
and farmland transforming into forestland (4569.09 km2) (Figure 6). In addition to the mu-
tual transitions among farmland, forestland, and grassland, notable changes also occurred
from farmland and grassland to built-up land, with areas of 1829.43 km2 and 617.32 km2,



Land 2025, 14, 601 12 of 26

respectively. From the perspective of final transition results, built-up land has emerged as
the category with the largest inflow area.

Land 2025, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW 13 of 29 
 

4. Results 
4.1. Spatiotemporal Analysis of Land Use/Land Cover Dynamics from 2005 to 2020 

By analyzing the land use structure at four time points during the study period, it 
can be observed that forestland and grassland were the dominant land types in YNP 
(Supplementary Table S1). Together, these two categories consistently accounted for 
over 75% of the total area, reflecting the province’s abundant ecological resources. 
Among these, forestland occupied the largest proportion and showed a gradual upward 
trend during the study period, increasing from 219,026 km2 in 2005 to 220,011 km2 in 
2020. Grassland exhibited a declining trend, decreasing from 88,885 km2 in 2005 to 86,066 
km2 in 2020, a total reduction of 2819 km2. Its proportion dropped from 23.16% to 
22.42%. Built-up land experienced the most notable expansion, with an increase of 2580 
km2, reflecting the rapid pace of urbanization. Besides forestland and built-up land, the 
water area also grew by 1018 km2. Conversely, farmland and unused land showed over-
all reductions. Farmland decreased by 1196 km2, while unused land declined by 568 km2. 

In terms of transition processes, the most prominent land use changes were grass-
land transitioning to forestland (8689.44 km2), forestland converting to grassland 
(7081.32 km2), and farmland transforming into forestland (4569.09 km2) (Figure 6). In 
addition to the mutual transitions among farmland, forestland, and grassland, notable 
changes also occurred from farmland and grassland to built-up land, with areas of 
1829.43 km2 and 617.32 km2, respectively. From the perspective of final transition results, 
built-up land has emerged as the category with the largest inflow area. 

 

Figure 6. Land ese transfer Sankey map 2005–2020. 

A deeper examination of the spatial distribution patterns of land use changes re-
veals significant spatial heterogeneity across YNP (Figure 7). The southwestern and 
northwestern parts of YNP contain a substantial portion of forestland resources. Farm-
land is predominantly located in the northeastern section, while built-up land is more 
densely clustered, primarily in the central–eastern region of YNP. 

Figure 6. Land ese transfer Sankey map 2005–2020.

A deeper examination of the spatial distribution patterns of land use changes reveals
significant spatial heterogeneity across YNP (Figure 7). The southwestern and northwestern
parts of YNP contain a substantial portion of forestland resources. Farmland is predomi-
nantly located in the northeastern section, while built-up land is more densely clustered,
primarily in the central–eastern region of YNP.

Land 2025, 14, x FOR PEER REVIEW 14 of 29 
 

 

Figure 7. Spatial patterns of land use in YNP between 2005 and 2020. 

4.2. Analysis of Temporal and Spatial Evolution of Ecosystem Service Values in YNP (2005–2020) 

Between 2005 and 2020, the total ESVs of YNP showed an initial decrease, subse-
quently followed by an increase. The ESVs for the four study points were CNY 870.426 
billion, 869.491 billion, 873.009 billion, and 878.578 billion, respectively (Table 3). The 
ESVs in 2010 decreased slightly by CNY 0.935 billion compared to 2005, primarily due to 
the significant reduction in grassland ESVs, which led to the overall decline. However, 
from 2010 to 2020, ESVs consistently increased, resulting in a total growth of CNY 8.152 
billion over the entire study period. 

Among the several land use types, water bodies experienced the largest increase in 
ESVs, with a growth of CNY 17.448 billion. This was followed by forestland, which re-
mained the largest contributor to ESVs across all land use categories. Despite its limited 
area growth, forestland still accounted for a CNY 2.561 billion increase. On the other 
hand, the ESVs contributions from farmland, grassland, built-up land, and unused land 
all declined. Grassland experienced the largest decline, with its ESVs decreasing by CNY 
6.954 billion, followed by built-up land, whose rapid expansion led to a reduction in 
ESVs by CNY 4.238 billion. 

In YNP, the values of regulatory services and supporting services are relatively 
high, comprising an average of 66.39% and 22.94% of the total ESVs, respectively. Provi-
sioning services and cultural services contribute 6.15% and 4.52% of the total ESVs, re-
spectively. From the standpoint of ecosystem service categories, the ESVs of hydrologi-
cal regulation and aesthetic landscape functions showed an increasing trend during the 
past 15 years. Conversely, the ESVs of other ecosystem service functions declined to 
differing extents. 

  

Figure 7. Spatial patterns of land use in YNP between 2005 and 2020.

4.2. Analysis of Temporal and Spatial Evolution of Ecosystem Service Values in YNP (2005–2020)

Between 2005 and 2020, the total ESVs of YNP showed an initial decrease, subsequently
followed by an increase. The ESVs for the four study points were CNY 870.426 billion,
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869.491 billion, 873.009 billion, and 878.578 billion, respectively (Table 3). The ESVs in 2010
decreased slightly by CNY 0.935 billion compared to 2005, primarily due to the significant
reduction in grassland ESVs, which led to the overall decline. However, from 2010 to 2020,
ESVs consistently increased, resulting in a total growth of CNY 8.152 billion over the entire
study period.

Table 3. Changes of ESVs in YNP between 2005 to 2020 (unit: CNY billion).

Land Use Type 2005 2010 2015 2020 ESV Change
2005–2020

Farmland 374.02 373.41 372.07 367.52 −6.50
Forest 5691.04 5735.45 5728.87 5716.65 25.61
Grassland 2192.40 2142.33 2139.09 2122.87 −69.54
Water 482.01 494.18 545.94 656.50 174.48
Built-up land −35.80 −50.88 −56.31 −78.18 −42.38
Unused land 0.58 0.43 0.43 0.42 −0.16

Ecosystem service categories 2005 2010 2015 2020 ESV change
2005–2020

Provisioning
services

Food production 211.96 211.50 211.36 210.47 −1.49
Raw material production 264.07 263.95 263.64 262.65 −1.42
Water supply 70.36 61.06 60.91 53.84 −16.52

Regulating
services

Gas regulation 854.69 852.40 850.90 845.51 −9.17
Climate regulation 2312.83 2312.89 2310.89 2304.52 −8.31
Environment purification 702.74 699.18 699.34 696.65 −6.09
Hydrology regulation 1887.78 1895.51 1935.57 2019.28 131.51

Supporting
services

Soil conservation 1029.22 1028.44 1027.39 1023.91 −5.31
Nutrient cycling 85.69 85.63 85.52 85.16 −0.53
Biodiversity protection 890.63 890.19 890.12 889.10 −1.54

Cultural services Aesthetic landscape 394.29 394.17 394.45 394.68 0.38
Total 8704.26 8694.91 8730.09 8785.78 81.52

Among the several land use types, water bodies experienced the largest increase
in ESVs, with a growth of CNY 17.448 billion. This was followed by forestland, which
remained the largest contributor to ESVs across all land use categories. Despite its limited
area growth, forestland still accounted for a CNY 2.561 billion increase. On the other
hand, the ESVs contributions from farmland, grassland, built-up land, and unused land
all declined. Grassland experienced the largest decline, with its ESVs decreasing by CNY
6.954 billion, followed by built-up land, whose rapid expansion led to a reduction in ESVs
by CNY 4.238 billion.

In YNP, the values of regulatory services and supporting services are relatively high,
comprising an average of 66.39% and 22.94% of the total ESVs, respectively. Provisioning
services and cultural services contribute 6.15% and 4.52% of the total ESVs, respectively.
From the standpoint of ecosystem service categories, the ESVs of hydrological regulation
and aesthetic landscape functions showed an increasing trend during the past 15 years.
Conversely, the ESVs of other ecosystem service functions declined to differing extents.

To further analyze the spatial patterns of ESV changes in YNP, the grid tool in ArcGIS
has been used to create a mesh grid. The ESV intensity for each grid cell was calcu-
lated. Considering the study area’s size, topography, and terrain factors, a grid size of
10 km × 10 km was determined. The natural breaks method was utilized to categorize ESV
intensities into five classifications, as follows: low-value regions, moderately low-value
regions, medium-value regions, moderately high-value regions, and high-value regions.
This has produced an ESVs intensity spatial distribution map (Figure 8). High-ESV areas
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are primarily located in the northwest and central regions, whereas low-ESV areas are
predominantly distributed in the eastern and northeastern regions. Additionally, changes
in ESV exhibit significant spatial and temporal heterogeneity. From 2005 to 2020, ESVs in
the southeastern region remained stable. In contrast, the frequent land use changes in the
southwestern and central areas due to urbanization led to significant spatial variations in
ESVs. Areas with significant increases in ESVs were predominantly situated in the south-
western and southern areas. Conversely, substantial declines in ESVs were concentrated
in the central areas. From an administrative perspective, the results show that Puer City
has the highest total ESVs, while Dehong Dai and Jingpo Autonomous Prefecture have
the lowest.
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4.3. Multi-Scenario Land Use Simulation

Using the PLUS model, the land use patterns in YNP for 2030 under three scenarios
have been simulated, resulting in different spatial distributions (Figure 9). Forestland
remains the most dominant land use type, widely distributed across the province, while
farmland and grassland are primarily located in the lower-elevation areas of the eastern
and western parts. Under NDs, the growth of built-up land occurs at a markedly quicker
pace than in the other two scenarios, primarily at the expense of forestland and farmland
surrounding existing urban areas. The spatial distribution patterns of land use under ECs
and FCs are similar. The key difference lies in ECs, where the prioritization of forestland
protection results in a greater presence of scattered forest patches near built-up areas. In
contrast, the farmland protection scenario shows a lower degree of farmland fragmentation.
The trend of urban expansion encroaching on farmland is more effectively curtailed, partic-
ularly in the eastern areas, where built-up land and farmland are centralized in low-lying
areas. This difference is more pronounced in these flatter regions.

Further analysis of the quantitative characteristics of land use types under different
scenarios reveals their respective area proportions (Supplementary Table S2). Compared
with 2020, farmland area decreases under both NDs and ECs, by 844 km2 and 3102 km2,
respectively. However, under FCs, farmland area shows an upward trend, increasing by
615 km2, consistent with the scenario’s prioritization of farmland conservation. Forestland
area decreases under NDs and FCs by 718 km2 and 618 km2, respectively, while under ECs,



Land 2025, 14, 601 15 of 26

forestland significantly expands, increasing by 4636 km2 while maintaining its original
spatial pattern. Grassland area declines across all three scenarios, with ECs experiencing
the largest decrease of 2739 km2, followed by decreases of 724 km2 and 706 km2 under NDs
and FCs, respectively. In contrast, built-up land area increases under all three scenarios,
albeit to varying extents. NDs continue the rapid urban expansion observed from 2005
to 2020, with their proportion rising from 1.24% in 2020 to 1.62% in 2030, an increase of
1463 km2. However, the expansion of built-up land is effectively curbed under ECs and
FCs, with increases of 394 km2 and 270 km2, respectively. Notably, the growth of built-up
land is smaller under FCs compared to the ECs.
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The water area under FCs is 3829 km2, smaller than that under NDs (4658 km2) and
ECs (4671 km2). The increase in farmland suppresses the trend of water area expansion.
Unused land constitutes a minor portion of the total area, and exhibits no notable trend
of change over time. However, compared with 2020, its area decreases across all three
scenarios, indicating an increase in the development and utilization of unused land for
urban purposes.
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4.4. Ecosystem Service Value and Its Changes Under Simulated Scenarios

In YNP, the 2030 ESVs under NDs, ECs, and FCs are CNY 886.292 billion,
895.972 billion, and 883.805 billion, respectively. In comparison to 2020, NDs show an
increase in ESVs of CNY 7.714 billion (Table 4). Among all land use types, water bodies
exhibit the largest ESVs change, increasing by CNY 14.227 billion, while the ESVs for all
other land use types decline. ECs demonstrate the most significant ESVs growth, with
a rise of CNY 17.394 billion. Water bodies again contribute the largest growth, with an
increase of CNY 14.437 billion, followed by forests, which add CNY 12.047 billion. Grass-
lands experience the largest decline, with a reduction in ESVs of CNY 6.756 billion. Under
FCs, the ESVs see the smallest increase, at CNY 5.228 billion. However, this is the only
scenario where the ESVs of farmland increase, showing an increase of CNY 0.334 billion.
Additionally, this scenario records the smallest decrease in the ESVs of built-up land, with
a drop of only CNY 0.443 billion.

Table 4. ESVs under three simulated scenarios (unit: CNY billion).

Land Use Type Farmland Forest Grassland Water Built-Up Land Unused Land Total

2030 NDs 362.94 5697.99 2105.02 798.77 −102.22 0.42 8862.92
2030 ECs 350.67 5837.12 2055.31 800.87 −84.66 0.42 8959.72
2030 FCs 370.87 5698.76 2105.45 745.16 −82.61 0.42 8838.05

Under NDs in 2030, hydrological regulation and aesthetic landscape functions ex-
perienced increases of CNY 10.808 billion and 0.032 billion, respectively, while all other
individual ESVs exhibited varying levels of decline compared to 2020 (Figure 10). In con-
trast, ECs exhibited entirely different trends. Only food production and water nutrient
cycling functions decreased. All other functions showed increases, with notable changes in
climate regulation and hydrological regulation functions, rising by CNY 1.868 billion and
12.156 billion, respectively. Under FCs, the ESVs for food production increased by CNY
0.082 billion, making this the only increase among the three scenarios. Other ESVs showed
slight declines. Although the overall ESVs increased compared to 2020, the growth under
this scenario was smaller than that in ECs and NDs.
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Spatially (Figure 11), compared to 2020, under NDs in 2030, the sub-high ESV regions
in southern Puer City and Honghe Hani and Yi Autonomous Prefecture show a significant
increase. Under ECs, the low-ESV regions in central Kunming City are noticeably smaller
compared to NDs. In the western region, low-ESV areas shrink, and medium-value areas
expand outward significantly. Although sub-high value areas in the south decrease slightly,
the overall low-value areas are fewer, and ESVs see a clear overall increase. Under FCs, the
spatial distribution of ESVs intensity is akin to that of ECs.
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The analysis reveals that throughout the study period, Moran’s I index consistently
hovered around 0.38, with Z-scores exceeding 30 and p-values below 0.001. These findings
indicate a notable degree of clustering and strong spatial autocorrelation in the ESVs
distribution. To further explore the spatial heterogeneity of ESVs changes across different
scenarios, a hotspot analysis has bene performed using ESV values for each grid as spatial
variables. As shown in Figure 12, hotspot areas in 2020 were mainly located in the northwest
and central part, while cold spots were primarily located in areas with concentrated
farmland along the study area boundaries. Compared to the spatial distributions of cold
and hot spots in 2020, under all three scenarios in 2030, cold spot areas decreased, and the
hotspot areas with 95% and 99% confidence intervals increased. Compared to NDs and
ECs, FCs showed a reduction in hotspot areas in the southern region. This is mainly due to
alterations in the spatial patterns of farmland and forest land.
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5. Discussion
5.1. The Response of Ecosystem Service Values to Land Use Changes

Land use changes significantly influence the supply of ESs, thereby impacting
ESVs [54,55]. Different land use transitions can exert both beneficial and adverse effects on
ESVs [56]. In recent decades, rapid population growth, urbanization, and industrialization
worldwide have led to the degradation or even disappearance of approximately 60% of
ESs due to LULC changes. This negative trend is expected to continue throughout the
first half of the 21st century [14,50]. However, through the active efforts of the Chinese
government and the successful completion of various ecological restoration and conser-
vation strategies, the Yunnan–Guizhou Plateau has achieved growth in forested areas
and a significant increase in water bodies over the past two decades. This has partially
alleviated the downward pressure on ESs caused by the expansion of built-up land and
forest degradation [6].

This study, utilizing the ESVs coefficient adjusted by Xie [47], revealed that the total
ESVs of YNP experienced an initial decline followed by a subsequent rise between 2005
and 2020, resulting in a net increase of CNY 8.152 billion. This finding is consistent with
those from the research by Wang et al. on the Yunnan–Guizhou Plateau and global ESV
trends [6,14]. Numerous studies indicate that an increase in farmland area can enhance cer-
tain ESs, such as food production, but it may also reduce others, particularly water supply
and environmental purification [6,42,57,58]. In this study, the conversion of forestland and
grassland to farmland had the most significant adverse effect on ESVs, resulting in losses
of CNY 8.919 billion and 8.044 billion, respectively. Following this, the transformation
of farmland and water bodies to built-up land caused losses of CNY 3.999 billion and
2.636 billion, respectively. These results are consistent with the existing understanding that
urbanization-driven land use changes lead to substantial ESV reductions [29]. The most sig-
nificant positive effect on ESVs came from the conversion of farmland to forestland, which
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contributed to an increase of CNY 9.390 billion. This transition can be attributed to the
implementation of a series of ecological restoration projects in China, such as the Natural
Forest Protection Program and the Grain for Green Program. These initiatives facilitated
the reversion of farmland to grassland or forest, effectively mitigating ESV losses [59,60].
Water is essential for the provision of ESs [58], and water bodies have the highest unit-area
ESVs among all land use types. YNP is rich in water resources, with six major river systems
including the Jinsha, Nanpan, Yuan, Mekong, Salween, and Irrawaddy Rivers, as well as
numerous lakes such as Dianchi and Erhai. Thanks to water resource management and
conservation efforts, the water body area in YNP significantly increased by 36.20% from
2005 to 2020. The conversion of forestland and farmland to water bodies contributed to
ESV increases of CNY 8.188 billion and 6.699 billion, respectively.

Moreover, it is noteworthy that ESVs exhibit significant spatial and temporal hetero-
geneity under the influence of LULC patterns. The ESVs hot spots are primarily located
in the western and central regions of the YNP, which coincide with regions where water
bodies and forestlands are concentrated. As the areas of these land use types increase,
the hot spot regions tend to expand (Figure 12). Simultaneously, in areas with a high
concentration of built-up land in the central region, ESV cold spot regions have shown a
tendency to become more concentrated and enlarged over time. This indicates that the
dynamic changes in YNP’s land use patterns, influenced by human activities, ecological
restoration initiatives, and various natural environmental conditions, have substantially
affected its ecosystem service values.

The mutual conversions among farmland, forestland, and built-up land are amongst
the main drivers of the effects of land use changes on ESVs. Rapid urbanization has led to
the conversion of extensive farmland into built-up land for urban and rural development,
which is an irreversible LULC transition. The expansion of built-up land has had adverse
effects on ESs. Meanwhile, the reduction in farmland has impacted food production
services, posing a threat to food security. The Chinese government has implemented the
“farmland balance policy” to ensure no net loss of farmland, with much of the newly added
farmland coming from forestland. This has led to a conversion of forestland into farmland,
contributing to a decrease in ESVs. However, a series of ecological restoration projects, such
as the “Natural Forest Protection” and “Grain for Green” programs, have facilitated the
transformation of low-quality farmland into forestland, thereby mitigating changes in ESVs.
Additionally, the expansion of water areas and the improved connectivity of water systems
have further enhanced the surrounding ecological environment [61,62], allowing ESs to be
fully utilized and partially offsetting the ESVs losses caused by the expansion of built-up
areas. Therefore, it is essential to focus on the impacts of rapid urbanization on ecosystems
and recognize the irreversibility of farmland conversion into built-up land. Systematic
land use optimization planning and measures should be implemented to balance reversible
transitions among land use types. This approach can prevent human activities from further
degrading ES functions and values, maintain ecological balance, and comprehensively
promote the enhancement of ESVs.

5.2. Changes in Ecosystem Service Values Without Consideration of Built-Up Land

Since the start of the 21st century, the world has been experiencing unprecedented
urbanization [63]. The rapid growth of built-up land has profoundly affected the structure
and function of ecosystems at both regional and global scales [64]. Urban expansion and
the proliferation of developed land have encroached on natural ecosystems, resulting in
fragmentation, degradation, and a reduction in ESs [65]. Wu et al. demonstrated through
multi-scale validation that changes in built-up land affect water-related ESs [66]. Similarly,
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Zhang et al. highlighted the gradient negative effects of built-up land on ESs during
urbanization [8].

Currently, many scholars adopt the equivalent factor table proposed by Xie et al. to
evaluate ESVs [47]. However, in this equivalent factor table, the ESVs of built-up land
have not been independently calculated. Some researchers continue to use the ESVs per
unit value for built-up land as set in this equivalent factor table, excluding it from ESVs
calculations [7,10,21,22].

Shi et al. and Xing et al. considered the positive effects of artificial green spaces within
built-up land on ESVs [67,68], while Zhao et al. analyzed the negative effects of built-up
land on ESs from the perspectives of water resource supply, atmospheric conditions, and
environmental purification [23]. Building on this foundation, this study incorporates the
adverse effects of built-up land into the ESVs evaluation framework, and assesses and
simulates past and future ESVs in YNP. By comparing the differences shown in Figure 13
between scenarios that include and exclude built-up land, we reveal distinct trends in
ESV changes.
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From 2005 to 2020, when accounting for built-up land, the overall ESVs initially de-
clined before increasing. It decreased to CNY 869.491 billion in 2010, and then increased
to CNY 878.578 billion by 2020. From the perspectives of different service types, provi-
sioning services and supporting services exhibited a gradual decline, while regulating
services steadily increased, and cultural services showed a trend of first decreasing and
then increasing. In contrast, excluding built-up land resulted in a steady increase in total
ESVs from CNY 874.006 billion in 2005 to CNY 886.396 billion in 2020. Provisioning ser-
vices, contrary to the case where built-up land is considered, increased annually to CNY
57.932 billion, while the trends for the other three service types remained consistent with
those observed when built-up land was included.

For the 2030 simulation scenarios, the rankings of total ESVs were the same in both
cases (with and without built-up land): ECs had the highest total ESVs, followed by NDs,
with FCs having the lowest ESVs. In all three scenarios, the total ESVs excluding built-up
land were higher than that including built-up land. When comparing individual service
types, provisioning services showed a key difference—when accounting for built-up land,
NDs had lower provisioning services than FCs, whereas the opposite was true without
built-up land. This difference arises because, under the inclusion of built-up land, the
negative effects of built-up land on water resource supply outweigh the impact of farmland
on water resource supply.
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In conclusion, land use changes, particularly changes in built-up land, significantly
affect ESVs. Achieving sustainable development while maintaining high ecosystem service
values requires balancing urbanization and ecological conservation.

5.3. Simulation of Different Scenarios Under Policy Spatial Constraints and Insights into the
Future Development of YNP

Effective land use management is crucial for promoting sustainable development.
Ecosystem service value assessment results can serve as an important reference for land
use planning [41]. Rational decision-making, in turn, relies on accurate predictions of how
different development scenarios impact ESVs. Previous studies have shown that the PLUS
model outperforms other land use simulation models [16]. The PLUS model effectively
simulates the spatial distribution of LULC in YNP by analyzing the driving variables of
land expansion, and is widely applicable across different scales [39].

Based on a comprehensive analysis of natural geography, socioeconomic conditions,
and accessibility, 15 key land use driving factors were selected. Considering YNP’s eco-
nomic development and ecological protection needs, three simulation scenarios were
carefully designed: NDs, ECs, and FCs. The study also incorporates spatial constraints
from the ecological conservation red line and farmland conservation policies into the PLUS
model, offering decision-makers insights into the potential effects of these policies on future
land expansion.

Building on this, simulations of LULC distribution patterns in YNP under the three
scenarios for 2030 have been conducted. The future trends in ESVs under these scenarios
have been thoroughly analyzed, providing valuable insights for balancing urbanization,
farmland protection, and ecological conservation in policymaking.

The results indicate that different land use policies (with varying land use conversion
constraints) significantly impact the spatial distribution of land use, and have both beneficial
and detrimental effects on ESVs. Under all three scenarios, total ESVs shows an increase
compared to 2020, with overall improvements in ecological quality. This reflects the
delayed effects of existing ecological measures, which continue to deliver benefits. In
the ecological conservation scenario, forests are effectively preserved, and the quality of
aquatic ecosystems significantly improves, with both forest and water body areas increasing.
Under this scenario, YNP’s ESVs reach their maximum potential. However, the trend of
declining farmland expands further compared to NDs, resulting in a significant decline in
food production services. In the farmland conservation scenario, urban land expansion is
restricted, halting the decline in farmland area and leading to its growth. Stable and high-
quality farmland, particularly in flat areas near cities, is adequately protected. However,
this limits urbanization-induced encroachment on farmland. At the same time, restrictions
on certain farmland conversions suppress the expansion of water bodies, leading to a slight
reduction in ESVs compared to NDs.

Overall, future land use policies are likely to have far-reaching impacts on regional
ecosystem service functions, with protection policies for ecologically important areas signif-
icantly increasing total ESV while further restricting the supply of food production services,
and protection policies for farmland limiting the growth rate of total ESV while increasing
food production services. Balancing farmland protection, ecological conservation, and
urbanization is essential. Decision-makers should carefully weigh the benefits and draw-
backs to select land use development policies best suited to YNP, maximizing economic
development, farmland protection, and ecological benefits.

5.4. Limitations and Future Prospects

This study has estimated the ESVs of YNP and predicted land use and ESVs under
multiple scenarios. However, certain uncertainties and limitations remain.
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Firstly, this study considers the adverse effects of built-up land on ecosystems and
incorporates them into an improved equivalent coefficient table for ESVs. Nonetheless,
given the intricate nature of human activities, a comprehensive assessment of their effects
remains challenging. The study does not fully account for various elements included within
built-up land, nor does it consider the positive contributions of built-up land to supporting
services and cultural services. These aspects require further investigation in future research.

Secondly, spatial constraints such as stable high-quality farmland have been incorpo-
rated into the model’s scenario settings, identifying policy factors that could limit or guide
land expansion. This provides valuable insights for future land use management. However,
the spatial constraints are here not comprehensive enough. Future studies could enhance
these constraints by integrating and adjusting them across scenarios to achieve win–win
outcomes for different scenario objectives, and broaden the scope of application.

Thirdly, apart from land use changes, ESVs are shaped by several human factors (such
as population distribution and socioeconomic policies) as well as natural elements (includ-
ing topography, climate variations, and meteorological shifts). To better understand the
mechanisms driving ESV changes and examine the synergies and trade-offs among various
ESs, future studies should comprehensively integrate these human and natural factors.

6. Conclusions
In this study, the influence of built-up land has been accounted for by adjusting the

ESVs coefficients, enabling the evaluation of ESVs in the YNP region from 2005 to 2020.
Furthermore, spatial constraints from ecological conservation and farmland conservation
policies were integrated into the scenario design. Three development scenarios for 2030
were established, and the PLUS model was utilized to predict the spatial distribution of
LULC and ESVs in YNP under these scenarios with high accuracy. The findings indicate that
forests, grasslands, and farmlands are the primary land use types in YNP. Between 2005 and
2020, while YNP experienced rapid urbanization, it also showed improving ESs. Against
the backdrop of a number of ecological restoration methods, the ecological degradation
caused by economic development was mitigated. The total ESVs exhibited an initial decline
followed by a subsequent increase, rising from CNY 8704.26 billion to 8785.78 billion,
representing a growth rate of 0.94%. Changes in the LULC patterns significantly impacted
ESVs. Forest restoration and increased water area positively influenced regulating services,
leading to significant growth. However, the expansion of built-up land and the reduction in
farmland caused slight declines in provisioning services and supporting services. While the
total ESVs increased, the risk of local ESV declines also rose. Simulating YNP’s ESVs in 2030
under different scenarios has revealed that continuing forest protection measures could
maximize the total ESVs, but this would further reduce farmland area. The strict protection
of stable, high-quality farmland slows the expansion of built-up land and ensures food
production, but it also somewhat hinders the expansion of water areas, slowing the growth
of total ESVs. Therefore, we suggest that when advancing ecological restoration efforts,
equal attention should be given to protecting high-quality farmland. Balancing ecological
conservation, farmland protection, and urbanization is essential to achieving regional
coordinated and sustainable development. By predicting and comparing the distribution
pattern of LULCs and the development trend of ESVs under different scenarios, and
analyzing the possible impacts of existing policy constraints on LULCs and ESVs, the study
can provide references to improve ESVs and optimize the pattern of LULCs, and can help
managers to adjust policies in a targeted manner. In the future, further research can be
conducted on factors other than land use change to better understand the mechanisms
driving changes in ESV, and to test the synergies and trade-offs between various ESs for
coordinated and sustainable regional development.
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