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Abstract: [ Objective | The health level of ecosystems in Gansu section of the Yellow River basin was
evaluated, in order to provide a theoretical reference and decision-making basis for the ecological protection
and high-quality development of the river basin. [ Methods] Based on panel data from 2011 to 2021, the PSR
model was used to build an ecosystem health evaluation index system in Gansu section of the Yellow River
basin. The entropy method, comprehensive index method, and GM-ARIMA prediction model were used to
comprehensively evaluate and predict the health level of ecosystems in the river basin. [ Results] O From
2011 to 2021, the comprehensive index of urban and state ecosystems showed an upward trend. In the
important water supply ecological functional area of Gannan Yellow River, the health level of the Gannan
ecosystem was “inferior”, and the health level of the Linxia ecosystem had changed from “inferior” to

“poor”. In the Loess Plateau, the health level of the Lanzhou ecosystem had changed from “medium” to
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“good”, and the health level of the Tianshui, Dingxi, and Pingliang ecosystems had changed from “inferior”

&

to “poor”.

The health level of Baiyin and Qingyang ecosystems was “inferior”.

In the sandstorm

comprehensive preventions and control area, the health level of the Wuwei ecosystem was “inferior”. @ The

comprehensive ecological environmental index from 2022 to 2031 is predicted to increase, but the ecosystem

health level will not change significantly. [ Conclusion] The overall health level of ecosystems in the Gansu

section of the Yellow River basin is not high. Current ecological protection and environmental improvement

measures have not fully solved the challenges faced by the ecological environment in the region. In the

future, it will be necessary to further strengthen supervision and management to improve the health level of

ecosystems in the region.

Keywords : Gansu section of Yellow River basin; ecosystem health; pressure-state-response modle; evaluation and

prediction
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Fig.1 Topographic map of Gansu section of Yellow River basin
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Table 1 Ecosystem health indicator system and index weight under pressure-state-response framework
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Table 2 Pressure index of each city/state in Gansu section of Yellow River basin from 2011 to 2021

i g &I 45 8
H Il = M S KK 7E 74 PN -l WA

2011 0.127 4 0.108 8 0.087 2 0.119 1 0.093 0 0.104 8 0.119 2 0.107 8 0.104 1
2012 0.127 7 0.097 1 0.091 8 0.116 3 0.090 8 0.106 3 0.116 3 0.104 7 0.107 5
2013 0.127 2 0.097 2 0.101 6 0.139 7 0.091 6 0.106 2 0.116 4 0.100 9 0.108 8
2014 0.126 9 0.099 1 0.092 2 0.113 7 0.091 9 0.104 6 0.116 9 0.096 9 0.106 9
2015 0.143 0 0.125 0 0.120 8 0.143 2 0.110 0 0.121 8 0.143 3 0.109 6 0.136 5
2016 0.131 9 0.108 5 0.102 4 0.129 1 0.109 2 0.123 2 0.133 5 0.109 9 0.113 3
2017 0.137 8 0.107 2 0.097 2 0.128 8 0.107 4 0.119 7 0.129 2 0.105 3 0.111 6
2018 0.126 3 0.104 7 0.087 2 0.161 5 0.136 8 0.118 1 0.130 1 0.104 9 0.104 0
2019 0.143 8 0.111 4 0.101 9 0.133 3 0.113 4 0.125 7 0.1351 0.109 8 0.115 2
2020 0.130 0 0.091 1 0.081 2 0.117 7 0.094 6 0.106 4 0.113 0 0.100 4 0.099 5
2021 0.127 7 0.114 2 0.079 5 0.124 0 0.095 6 0.107 6 0.113 9 0.101 1 0.102 8
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Table 3 Status index of of each city/state in Gansu section of Yellow River basin from 2011 to 2021

P R
e Il 5. 22 IR KK AT N[ 158 A
2011 0.032 1 0.032 3 0.045 2 0.042 0 0.067 1 0.067 6 0.053 1 0.067 8 0.020 9
2012 0.032 1 0.029 0 0.055 1 0.058 9 0.064 8 0.070 2 0.060 2 0.071 6 0.075 2
2013 0.031 8 0.028 6 0.069 0 0.067 8 0.066 5 0.069 8 0.061 2 0.071 5 0.075 0
2014 0.036 5 0.029 8 0.067 4 0.068 2 0.067 8 0.057 7 0.066 5 0.067 2 0.073 4
2015 0.031 3 0.030 5 0.048 6 0.064 4 0.070 1 0.076 0 0.057 8 0.061 5 0.068 4
2016 0.036 0 0.033 9 0.059 0 0.066 3 0.072 0 0.078 9 0.063 0 0.067 3 0.074 1
2017 0.045 7 0.031 5 0.064 2 0.070 2 0.078 4 0.083 7 0.061 2 0.083 8 0.103 0
2018 0.045 3 0.035 6 0.067 7 0.073 4 0.075 8 0.083 3 0.078 2 0.086 9 0.065 9
2019 0.101 9 0.059 1 0.077 1 0.076 1 0.080 5 0.088 5 0.075 2 0.088 2 0.074 8
2020 0.103 4 0.089 0 0.078 4 0.081 2 0.087 8 0.094 7 0.082 3 0.090 2 0.075 1
2021 0.102 8 0.105 4 0.086 4 0.083 0 0.095 9 0.104 1 0.095 6 0.105 2 0.076 2
R4 2011—2021 FEHATIHH R R &/ B0 5 5
Table 4 Response Index of of each city/state in Gansu section of Yellow River basin from 2011 to 2021
P . : W 17 95 % _ ]
Hr I & =M AR KK E 74 PR FH - ok
2011 0.016 4 0.076 7 0.453 3 0.071 6 0.139 2 0.079 2 0.084 6 0.095 7 0.083 5
2012 0.011 2 0.078 0 0.540 4 0.076 8 0.146 4 0.090 0 0.088 3 0.099 9 0.090 9
2013 0.012 8 0.073 7 0.539 6 0.081 9 0.134 8 0.080 8 0.083 6 0.087 4 0.096 6
2014 0.025 8 0.071 3 0.501 1 0.091 6 0.136 8 0.078 3 0.084 5 0.091 4 0.099 7
2015 0.018 8 0.093 0 0.502 0 0.102 0 0.142 1 0.091 1 0.088 1 0.106 7 0.081 1
2016 0.029 3 0.093 8 0.479 3 0.094 2 0.134 8 0.098 6 0.077 1 0.117 9 0.078 3
2017 0.037 3 0.095 3 0.489 9 0.102 0 0.135 1 0.079 1 0.072 4 0.105 7 0.105 5
2018 0.025 0 0.134 8 0.504 9 0.097 4 0.140 1 0.156 9 0.085 0 0.185 2 0.110 9
2019 0.028 5 0.115 3 0.528 5 0.094 2 0.133 2 0.097 6 0.088 5 0.126 1 0.097 6
2020 0.031 1 0.123 1 0.467 1 0.103 7 0.135 9 0.111 1 0.090 9 0.125 7 0.105 3
2021 0.027 3 0.128 6 0.525 1 0.108 6 0.180 0 0.101 5 0.091 1 0.128 5 0.103 4
214 AXAGMERESRA ASORBEEMIRE AT RGEERESIEEAE 0.17~0.27 Z ), BTk 2%

HAN B AES RG R AL B AW KL JLAEA R R
B fie 1) S5 BRI B0, #e BB Be [A] B AR S i 0.15, 4%
LB RGAEFITMARUEST J 5 HOEWE 5.,

M 56 AJ A1, 20112021 4F, H 5 MM 85 ) &
BOKUE AN A A T BE X AR 25 28 G0 i B A AR, H g

N H AT %M X AT RE A2 e R L XA AR AR R RR
il s X A2 25 R G e A M . S N H
AR RE R ARAL N 0.04 Y0 KX B B9 N ERITAT BR A4 22
TEBE IR, T RE T 29 1 a2 b DCTE AR 25 PR 4 AT R 2 R e
Ji T HIHEA
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x5 ETRZERES

EH(E) S RN IR

Table 5 Graded evaluation criteria of ecosystem health comprehensive index (E)

HEH LA TR BUE(ED fifp Ui

Eos 0<XE<0.35 BTSSRI G RO AMIREL, RS e k.

P2l 0.35<<E<C0.50 Ps 15 B R RN VE IS RS M BGREL R 55 DI ABIR ML HoA 4,
hég 0.50<<E<C0.70 BT Z BV % — ik, RGEA A AL IR 55 2 REIR AL (5 AT SE AR A
SR8 0.70<<E<C0.85 BTG Y BN KRB R B AR e % L MR 55 DI RE R

e 4 0.85<<E<C1.00 HELF TG G R B R e . R HREL 5 .

FOU AR 15 K HEBORAR G 01200, B T4
T AR AR s R A E A 1 KO 4R T R R R AR T 5K
(18 AR o, B) 2 2 BOUE T TS K IG5 s, B T
RS ) 9 JE (0 ) SR AR 4 K 14,78 % 1l g 5 ARl
77 72X TR R A Ml 2 T T A 8 o 4 DR A O
S ol VA 255 ) 284 ¥ i/ 5,11 %, R T
b FB TR A K 5 0 25 S R R ROR BN R
I 3 M A2 75 R G fdt e 25 5 48 BUTE 0.20~0.35 Z 1], Jit
ARG A AR ) 2 A AR T R K YR B L S
R 7 25 4R T, 2B 16 5 K Ak BEAKOE i 4 T DL Tk
T YR R W T — o R L T AR ST
W REEX AR RGE@ESFH 1 AT/ M
] RGP R AR 3 AT /M R 4 S ) 25 AR AR 3
AT /INAE T2 47 22 0 T L8 A 8 KON 0.59 E T
F0.71, i AF G AR ) R AT AR 2 N T A
AR AR bRy R B E s, B
(LTSI R VAT AR i 3 N R VA T AR i S AN
FHRAEY TR 1.15% A1 25.84 % , 3 B AV 4= 72 v xif
R 0 S Ak 1 S 174 55 P 3 7 0k 2> A T X - K
R IREESZ 0, Tl B K HEROR A R 8.08 %6, &
B Tl A= 7= KA 3 T A 808 SRR B, B GDP
Tl HE R T AR L R R R OR ) 2R HE
TR A 4350 R 24,69 %6,22.77 % A1 10.80 % . F WA
FE T & R B P AR SRR AR B T 3%, A

7 DE S M T FRAE 340 K 7,29 96, B AR IX S AL B o5 R AR
PIRe K 2.46 %, 2R BT 4k Ak K O B B L O ko
W R R A G SRR AR T Tk, AR
BN G R AR AR IR 2.05 %, £ 8
SRR A . ST TE K AL BT OH Ak B R AR
PR K 4.16 %0, FZ W5 K AL BRRE J AT EE T, Tl
A B W 2 R P R AE 1 K 0.54 % K iR Sk 45
TRBRAE IR 1,43 %0, U B IE 9 9% U 1) A5 28R AN
KR FE TR B B A, AR T 2E A R T
0.23~0.33 Z [}, BT it 8 9 Ry ™ 47 557, i b X T e T
M HEH A TS e K BRI IT & SR . ROK TS
FEELTE 0.29~0.37 Z [0, BT AF G Pl 4 45 7 1) 22 55
BEAR i T A HE L A O T B Rk T Ak 2 R ek T
AE S BORATT Y KI5 YA £ b 3B AR 55 )8, 22 PG T
LEATREUAE 0.24~0.36 Z [A], BT & S5 g “ 45 557 )
“2ERETHE AR i M XA A R G R 3 AR 2SR X A
25 A HE K OB R R A AE . PR PR T 25 5 48 B
0.26~0.30 Z[H], BT i S5 N 25 487, 2% M X AE IR 3%
PRAP A 25 R 7 T I A7 A — L8 [n) 8, A2 28 R G fid BR
BEACR SN2 . VIR A HEEUEE 0.26~0.38 Z
(] Jo A A S H 4 AT ) 25 A I AR L i b AR B T
G VR RN SR K 9% U B O AR B T sk . Kb gE S
B 16 DX AR 25 2R 0 A R A5 A LR B 4R BUAE 0.21 ~
0.32 Z ], it S5 /R4 557,

F6 20112021 FEARBEHRRET/MESRERRESHEH

Table 6 Comprehensive ecosystem health index of each city/state in Gansu section of Yellow River basin from 2011 to 2021

P EERGMMG SR

Hm Il 52 =M FR KK E P K U R
2011 0.18 0.22 0.59 0.23 0.30 0.25 0.26 0.27 0.21
2012 0.17 0.20 0.69 0.25 0.30 0.27 0.26 0.28 0.27
2013 0.17 0.20 0.71 0.29 0.29 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.28
2014 0.19 0.20 0.66 0.27 0.30 0.24 0.27 0.26 0.28
2015 0.19 0.25 0.67 0.31 0.32 0.29 0.29 0.28 0.29
2016 0.20 0.24 0.64 0.29 0.32 0.30 0.27 0.29 0.27
2017 0.22 0.23 0.65 0.30 0.32 0.28 0.26 0.29 0.32
2018 0.20 0.28 0.66 0.33 0.35 0.36 0.29 0.38 0.28
2019 0.27 0.29 0.71 0.30 0.33 0.31 0.30 0.32 0.29
2020 0.26 0.30 0.63 0.30 0.32 0.31 0.29 0.32 0.28

2021 0.26 0.35 0.69 0.32

0.37 0.31 0.30 0.33 0.28
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2.2 GM-AMIRA #2473

M 7 AL, 20222031 4F , # IA] i 48 H A B AR
BDRGARFEL G T B 25 L 2 g K HAS
ROGMERGERA KA B, TR LT JRE .
O A F Ge e B2 A B A 5 2% P s J5 200, B0
A IREE R — AN 2 A S PN 5% )
DA REFNF R, EERENIRE B EHE
0], 17 28 5% & R RN 2805 Bl % R 45 il B 1 48 IR R
235 BIIE 2% . @ w3 H i B AR AN PR R i 55 L 32 3]
N EHETI 28 0% A e Fe 0 K DL s P A S & 34 A
RO, AN REMERESCE L RS, NA KA
SRR B RGN R T I, 1M 505 F) A & 2

HE— AP IR T A 25 R ()R, O A 2 ER AR 4 R
A4 TR A 2 S I A A A P L I TR R R R
FRRCR . RV I AR BURF IR T 3R B2 AR 47 FG B
J1BE AR E A TE B PR BOR T B Atk 2 TP B — b
3 1 B O B A T AT R R O 8 R AR O 52 PR
1138, @3B B AR I 75 22 2 07 &A1 3 SOBUR
A A A AR S5 BUN A BUR kL 5]
PP 2 O E B Al B 7R HH S PR 58 53 A I R BOAT 5 22
P18 5 SREMGS T2 AR N 6 5 B PR B HUF R 2 5 0
Frah. a1 IR 42 19 55 7 L £ B0 A e A 4% 5
L[ 25, A e AR T BT e H R B S R G
TR

F7 20222031 EEARBEREET/MESEREERESEHTN
Table 7 Forecast for comprehensive ecosystem health index of each city/state in
Gansu section of Yellow River basin from 2022 to 2031

. B RGEERG AR
M/ F A
2022 4F 2023 4F 2024 4F  20254F 2026 4F 2027 4F 2028 4F 2029 4F 2030 4F 2031 4F
GM(1,D) 0.28 0.29 0.30 0.31 0.33 0.34 0.35 0.37 0.38 0.39
He ARIMA 0.25 0.24 0.23 0.23 0.23 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22 0.22
GM-ARIMA 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.26 0.27 0.27 0.27 0.28
GM(1,D) 0.34 0.36 0.38 0.39 0.41 0.43 0.45 0.47 0.48 0.50
& ARIMA 0.34 0.33 0.32 0.32 0.31 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.29 0.29
GM-ARIMA 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.35 0.35 0.35 0.36 0.36 0.36
GM(1,1) 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.65 0.65 0.65 0.65 0.65 0.64 0.64
2 ARIMA 0.66 0.66 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.67
GM-ARIMA 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.66 0.66
GM(1,1) 0.33 0.33 0.34 0.35 0.35 0.36 0.37 0.37 0.38 0.39
4R ARIMA 0.31 0.30 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29
GM-ARIMA 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.32
GM(1,1) 0.36 0.37 0.38 0.38 0.39 0.40 0.41 0.42 0.42 0.43
FK ARIMA 0.36 0.34 0.38 0.39 0.36 0.38 0.40 0.38 0.39 0.42
GM-ARIMA 0.36 0.35 0.38 0.38 0.37 0.39 0.40 0.39 0.40 0.42
GM(1,1) 0.34 0.34 0.35 0.36 0.37 0.38 0.38 0.39 0.40 0.41
TV ARIMA 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29
GM-ARIMA 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.32 0.33 0.33
GM(1,D) 0.30 0.31 0.31 0.32 0.32 0.33 0.33 0.34 0.34 0.35
PR FH ARIMA 0.30 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28
GM-ARIMA 0.30 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30
GM(1,1) 0.35 0.36 0.37 0.38 0.39 0.40 0.41 0.42 0.43 0.44
DA/ ARIMA 0.31 0.31 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30
GM-ARIMA 0.33 0.32 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.34 0.34 0.34 0.35
GM(1,D 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.29 0.30 0.30 0.30 0.30
R ARIMA 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28
GM-ARIMA 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28

HGMA, DRI S BATE Ry 35.23% . ARIMA BRI 25 AL TE K 64.77%

3 g

ATCHF 2011—2021 4F 8 0] i B H R B 9 4

P /T T AR B L SR ] PSR A 78 44y 4 2 T] 37 - Bt
B RGERIEFRIR &R 2 HRE % 288 15 BoE
GM-AMIRA THIMA R, XF 32 i 3 A2 25 2 4 fd B R
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AT PR A, 75 DA S5 48,

(1) 2011—2015 4, 2 Il i dok H 7 B A= 75 2 G fk
J3 R 0 8 R, v 5O T R T B R % X
F B Z Tl B K HE R A Ak BE G SR A 5
20162021 4F, Hmg M A 22 M TR iR B TR
B, B AR N VAR K HE O A RE A D5 1A
EIRE .

(2) 20112019 4F, It B AR 25 48 B X BAR, &
TR IR T SR B AL, 20112018 4F, H
IR S 6 B R T 7 T R R X kb
A AE 5 A B

(3) 2011—2021 4F, H pg M L 2% M 77 F1 18R Tl R B
TR A A IR B R A R S G o [ 4 A T
FEEN

(4) 20112021 4F, & /MAES RG @KL G
BRI Lo s, BARCK T H R B B K
EANAE ST R A B RE MR FER I EE" I E
MAEBRGMEREY R L E 22 E A, 15K
TR, 2N T A S R ARG R T R TE R
SRR K T L P TR T AR A R G M R AR
GNP GG A S AT AR T R ER BH T R AR S R
Gl R ERANETHE”, TR LA PR X, 2
WA S RGERE R AL E,

(5) 20222031 4, ¥ Il i $ok H R B AR 25 &R G fk
LA TR B 25 R 2B K RS RGE R
ERAR KR B AR

4 R

(1) Jnpe Tl 5 7K 3 BE 5 R ap AL 42 7. g or
TR B 32 R AT o L WA Tl Aol R sl A= 7= o AR I
KAk BRI AR RS A 5 T 0 AT . A AL R o e
IR FHE TR AR A it FH 3 R 114 S B W L B PR A B A 1
IARARUE . S 2 €0 R Ml 4 it o 93/ X K R R A 3 1
V5 Y, 4 B AR N S B 1) AT BILAR M A 7 il I S A R
Oy G A, TR 0 T Sk Ak B 4 R 3 Al 15 it A 14
M, HERE T 2 9 2% Ak T H 2 e b, v kT
A 3 DT il 3 B 055 o 3

(2) MmN E S AEDBE, MR NE
A R A B PR IR BT BSR4 T S AN AT . i R
A Ml R ) W B D B A ST {4 AR BE HE IS M 5 A
BEALE] L A5 B B A IE SR kAT .
AN Z BRI 4 Fr et AE SR TR, Ik
TR 38 BRI 7 B A R BRI AR R I T A v R
e AL, [ K £ R TR B AZ i
- Hb R K B AR S R G AR E R BT K AR T .

(3 FTHANRSH R, TP E WY R R 32
AL 1 Bl AL S A e B AR R B IR fR 5 RE L e A
LT s % WS EEZH KR RERS S, R
AR AEBIRRNTN S 5, EHESH SRS 51
AL AR A D B A S A S A TR AR I H Y
BARAIAT O7 38, WA DT R BROR A L 1 O 2R I
T BRI SE . B Ah L B A X R E S S 5 R
F1 80 3T AR LE B 2 5 B9 A N FIRE R 5 it o 25 22
Jily o 4t — 2 0 S AT A BT

(4) N7 O A5 AR 5 e PP A B . S B
I HiR I 1 B BIL A B 25 0 1T A BT A0 B A 5 5K
S ST TR 1 VIR 97 BR A ) AR B B 2 B 2 9 R 45
PR A S AR G A B R e 45 F RO L 3. ZE LRI
AT Y [ B S AR 2 AR G M I 0 2% TR o Bl L K
B ERAEZA TR I O S A R G 5
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