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Ecological Risking Assessment in Shandong Province
Based on Landuse Landscape Structure
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Abstract: The assessment of ecological risk is currently one of the foremost leading subjects in academic com-
munity. The feature of ingredient landscape characteristics is the information easily preserved. In virtue of
landscape structure and its dynamic change feature, it can display the comprehensive trend and distributional
scope for ecological impacts. This research, based on constituting comprehensive index in ecological risk as-
sessment and utilizing spatial analysis of GIS, assesses the spatial features of ecological risk in Shandong
Province. It show s that the mean ecological risking index in Shandong Province is 0.36, which implies that it
belongs to mid-degree risk type. Within all risk types, fairly low risk type is the most common one. From
the viewpoint of landuse type, the regions under construction and people’ s living have high ecological risk
and on the contrary, the ecological risk of forestry land is correspondingly the lowest. Finally, the measure-
ments against the ecological risk are presented.
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