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Fig.2 Spatial and temporal changes in aquatic ecological services in Yangtze River economic zone
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Fig.3 Spatiotemporal distribution of total value of ecosystem services (ESV) in Yangtze River economic zone
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Fig.4 Spatial distribution of importance of aqutic ecosystem services in Yangtze River economic zone
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Table 6 Decomposition results and contribution rates of Gini coefficient of

aqutic ecosystem services in Yangtze River economic zone
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Table 7 Ecosystem sensitivity index of different land-use
types in Yangtze River economic zone
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