e REF%M(HARIEM) 524 453 20164 5 H
Acta Scientiarum Naturalium Universitatis Pekinensis, Vol. 52, No. 3 (May 2016)
doi: 10.13209/j.0479-8023.2016.028

W3 S ] ¢ G i 1 2 Bl 2% 9] 59~ A1 R AT
B Hosgmn Rl 32 109 = el i 52

;»éél;é;l £+a-2v

1. b E R 2RI 58 A Be bl i AR 5 3127 Be, Il 518055; 2. b5t K2t @M 55 M it 2#Be, sk 5 o Y 52 sL e =5
JbE 100871; il fE4E#, E-mail: wiphd@pku.edu.cn

WE WA N E RGO M W IET 25 [0 4 A AR AT, T E MR . R GIS &[4
BIRARITIE RS . R R, SR, FIH SPSS Kb FRE: RF MBI AN L, AR, &%
T ASCHERS I, BT E R PR H A 23 (8] 434 i B 2, AR R 4518, 1) M2RE RS A A
A& R Fe 5 4 F BB H0 TR PRk B B BOR AR 3 UIAH G . 2) 3% [ R0 b /A [l 25 ] o3 A 28 L B i
EERI, XIRBEP, - mBAHEAL, X E 25 5K (B2 IR0 50 70 25 B RE o B S0 2 el 7 95
MWt . BRAMAL A VIR 3 AN HLIX T i i 2% P %ﬁﬁﬂﬁi&/\imur*ﬁr‘ﬁnéﬁtimliﬂ;ﬁwﬁk
R, 3) R GE M A FE 1Y 7S (8] 43 A0 AN AN B2 IR BT IR AF A SR A N, 3R 2 N 13 AR A4 K R K
FERELRBUFHEE ., BERA L BHEEEA SRR,

XEiIE ERIOBHARE; WML, S EE, XilzERa

PESES TUuIs4s

Similarities and Differences in Spatial Distribution and Its Influencing
Factors of Two Kinds of National Wetland Parks in China

FAN Honglei', WANG Fangz’T

1. School of Urban Planning and Design, Shenzhen Graduate School, Peking University, Shenzhen 518055;
2. Sino-German Joint Laboratory on Urbanizaiton and Locality Research, College of Architecture and Landscape
Architecture, Peking University, Beijing 100871; T Corresponding author, E-mail: wfphd@pku.edu.cn

Abstract This paper analyzes the spatial distribution of two kinds of national wetland parks and their differences
and similarities by applying GIS and the methods of nearest neighbor index, Gini coefficient and kernel density
estimation. Their influencing factors from the aspects of natural geography, social economy, and cultural
environment are discussed with the use of SPSS and geographic analysis methods. Results show that the different
development of two kinds of national wetland parks is closely related to different decisions of competent
authorities and the attention of the government. They both have the agglomerate trend across the nation in spatial
distribution, imbalanced status of state-level wetland parks distribution, but their distribution densities are
different. South Jiangsu-North Zhejiang, East Hubei-North Hunan and Southwest Shandong are the three high-
density national wetland park distribution centers, while South Jiangsu and Northeast Shandong form high-density
urban wetland park distributions. Finally, this paper discusses the factors that cause the situation in three aspects
which include natural conditions, social economic conditions and cultural environment.
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Fig. 1 Spatia distribution of national wetland parks
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Fig. 3 Spatial distribution density of national wetland parks
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