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Abstract: Rapid urbanization has made mountain development an important means to alleviate the
shortages of construction land on plains, which has significantly affected regional ecosystem services.
In-depth research on the impact of urbanization on ecosystem services under altitude gradients is of
great significance to clarify the relationship between the two. Based on data from 2000, 2010 and 2020,
the urbanization level and ecosystem services of the study area were evaluated. The spatial correlation
of ecosystem services was analyzed by Moran’s I. A spatial Durbin model (SDM) was selected to
fit the regression. The results show that (1) from 2000 to 2020, the ecosystem services in the study
area displayed obvious regional characteristics and aggregation characteristics; (2) in plain areas,
the indirect effects of economic, population and land urbanization have a greater negative impact,
and compared with shallow mountain areas, deep mountain areas are more negatively affected by
economic urbanization and land urbanization; and (3) the significant difference in regression results
reflects the rationality of using the spatial Durbin model, as in this paper, and proves the scientific
nature of regional coordinated development. The research results provide a reference for the future
coordinated development of regional economies and environments.

Keywords: altitude gradient; urbanization; ecosystem services; spatial Durbin model; spatial spillover
effects; Beijing

1. Introduction

Maintaining and improving the health of urban ecosystems and promoting sustainable
development are important issues in urban ecology research [1-4]. Since the beginning
of the 21st century, with the acceleration of global urbanization, the conflict between
urban expansion and land resource shortages has become increasingly acute, and moun-
tain development has become an important means to alleviate shortages of plain land
in megacities [5-8]. Although mountain areas, especially shallow mountain areas with
beautiful environments, are highly attractive for urbanization, the current haphazard ur-
ban expansion has resulted in serious hazards, such as soil erosion and the reduction in
biodiversity. The structure and carrying capacity of regional ecosystems are facing unprece-
dented threats, and the degradation of ecosystem service function is accelerating [9-12]. A
comprehensive understanding of the ecosystem services provided by the region is essential
for the implementation of sustainable development practices to achieve a balance between
urbanization and environmental protection.

Ecosystem services refer to the products provided by the ecosystem and their functions
that maintain the human living environment, such as climate regulation, water conservation,
soil and water conservation, and biodiversity maintenance [13]. The evolution of ecosystem
services is a complex process driven by many factors, such as the natural environment,
human activities, social structure, and economic development. Among them, human
socio-economic factors have the most significant impact on ecosystem services, while
urbanization, as the most drastic social and economic activity, has a significant negative
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effect on ecosystem services. The relationship between the two has always been the research
focus of scholars in related fields [14-16].

To date, a large number of studies have explored the horizontal and regional dif-
ferentiation characteristics of urbanization’s impact on ecosystem services through data
description and quantitative analyses [17-24] and have proven that altitude factors may
have potential impacts on urbanization and ecosystem services [25-29], but the specific
law of urbanization’s impact on ecosystem services under altitude gradient is still unclear.
However, studies have shown that mountains account for up to 33% of the world’s land
area and are home to 26% of the world’s population, 27% of which is urban [5]. In China,
for example, mountainous areas account for 2/3 of the country’s land area. In rapidly
developing megacities, urbanization from plain to mountainous areas is increasingly sig-
nificant [30-33]. There are obvious differences in resource endowment, development
characteristics, and the driving mechanisms of ecosystem services in regions at different
altitudes, and if we ignore this, the explanatory power of this research’s conclusions as
regards the actual situation may be reduced. Therefore, more studies are needed to explore
the impact of urbanization on ecosystem services under altitude gradient, clarify the rela-
tionship between the two, and provide more credible theoretical and technical support for
ecosystem protection. In addition, due to the extensive impact of urbanization construction,
the emergence of second-level urbanization centers in most cities has attracted the attention
of many scholars [34-36]. In this study, the spatial spillover effect of urbanization also
deserves attention.

In order to clarify the spatial spillover effect of urbanization on ecosystem services un-
der altitude gradient, this study selected a spatial econometric model to fit the effects of the
mechanism of urbanization on ecosystem services. By incorporating spatial factors, a spa-
tial metrology model can be made to consider the impacts of changes in a region’s variables
under different altitude gradients (direct-impact effect) and explore whether such changes
could have potential impacts on other adjacent regions (indirect-impact effect) [37-39].
Compared with traditional measurement methods, it can more accurately reflect the mu-
tual influence degree and regional differentiation characteristics of geographical space,
enabling us to explore and understand the complex interactions between multiple variables.

As a typical megacity, Beijing has the dual characteristics of diverse landforms and
rapid urbanization. Plain areas include flat, easy-to-obtain land and other natural resources
to carry out construction activities, mainly with the supply of agricultural product supply
services, as well as water conservation regulation services. Shallow mountains and deep
mountains have the characteristics of high altitude, complex terrain, diverse habitat types,
and difficult development and construction, so they mainly provide good biodiversity
support services, as well as soil and water conservation, water conservation, wind and
sand protection, and other regulatory services [30]. In the 21st century, the urbanization of
Beijing has expanded from its resource-constrained plain area to its mountain areas, and
the ecosystem service function of some areas has been significantly degraded, meaning the
overload problem of environmental and ecological carrying capacity has become prominent.
How to balance urbanization construction and the development and protection of ecological
resources has become an important and urgent issue in Beijing and is also the focus of this
study [31,32,40-42].

In summary, this study takes Beijing, where there is obvious conflict between urban
development needs and ecological environmental protection, as the research area and
evaluates the urbanization level and ecosystem services of this area using data from 2000,
2010, and 2020. A spatial econometric model was used to explore the impact of urbanization
on ecosystem services and the spatial spillover effects under different altitude gradients in
order to provide references for optimization and management of the ecological environment
in future urbanization scenarios in Beijing and other megacities around the world. The main
objectives of the study are as follows: (1) to analyze the spatial-temporal differentiation of
urbanization and ecosystem service changes in Beijing from 2000 to 2020, (2) to reveal the
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direct impacts and spatial spillover effects of urbanization on ecosystem services under
different altitude gradients, and (3) to discuss the applicability of the regression model.
Therefore, this paper proposes the following hypothesis:

H1. The urbanization level of the study area is increasing, and the negative effect on ecosystem
services is gradually increasing.

H2. Under different altitude gradients, various urbanization developments have a negative effect
on local and adjacent ecosystem services, that is, there is a spatial spillover effect, and the spatial
spillover effect gradually weakens with the elevation gradient.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

Beijing is located in the north of China, with a total area of 16,411 km?, of which the
mountain area accounts for about 62% and plain areas account for about 38%. The terrain
declines from the northwest mountain area to the southeast plain in a ladder pattern with
various forms and levels, providing a natural platform for Beijing to build a national forest
city, and this strongly promotes the rapid development of urbanization of Beijing.

Since the 1990s, the resident population of Beijing has increased at a rate of 350,000 per
year; the built-up area of the city has also expanded at a rate of 13 km? per year, and the
degree of urbanization has gradually spread from the plain to the mountains [41]. Today,
Beijing is a megacity and one of the most typical areas with the fastest rate of urbanization
in China. The Master Plan for the Coordinated Development of Beijing’s Mountain Areas
(2006—2020) divides Beijing into plains, shallow mountains, and deep mountains. In this
paper, with reference to previous studies, Beijing is divided into three gradients, namely
the plain, shallow mountainous areas, and deep mountainous areas, the absolute altitude
ranges of which are 4-75 m, 75-300 m, and 300-2300 m, respectively, taking into account the
accuracy of the research and the completeness of the boundaries of administrative villages
(Figure 1) [43].
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Figure 1. Location map of Beijing.

2.2. Variable Selection and Data Sources
2.2.1. Variable Selection

In this study, three periods of data from 2000, 2010, and 2020 were selected to assess
the urbanization level and ecosystem services in the study area.

The evaluation of the urbanization level involves many factors, such as economy, pop-
ulation, society, and land use [14]. Economic urbanization is represented by GDP density,
population urbanization is represented by population density [40], and social urbanization



Land 2024, 13, 622

40f19

is represented by social electricity consumption. In terms of land urbanization assessment,
the scope of construction land in the land use data was extracted first, and the proportion
of construction land was calculated to obtain the land urbanization assessment result [42].
Finally, the above results were normalized to obtain various urbanization intensities.

The type selection and calculation method of ecosystem services refer to the require-
ments of the Beijing Territorial Ecological Restoration Plan (2021-2035) [44] and the Guide
for Delineating the Red Line of Ecological Protection (2017) [45], and four kinds of ecosys-
tem services were selected, namely water conservation, soil and water conservation, wind
prevention and sand fixation, and biodiversity protection. The net primary productivity
(NPP) quantitative index evaluation method was used for calculation. Based on NPP data
combined with monthly average precipitation, average temperature, average relative hu-
midity, average wind speed, elevation, and soil data, the method can quickly and accurately
assess regional ecosystem services.

A grid of the same size was used to cover the study area comprehensively for the
above data. The spatial resolution of all data was uniformly adjusted to 500 m x 500 m by
the ArcGis 10.8 resampling function, and the urbanization level and ecosystem services
of the study area were quantitatively assessed using a raster calculator tool. Considering
that previous urbanization studies take administrative districts as the basic statistical unit
and China’s economic and social data take township-level administrative districts as the
smallest statistical unit [41], this paper takes 331 township-level administrative districts of
Beijing as the statistical unit and establishes the spatial weight matrix.

2.2.2. Data Sources

GDP and electricity consumption data from the Beijing statistics yearbook (https:
/ /nj.tjj.beijing.gov.cn/nj/main/2021-tjnj/zk /indexch.htm) (accessed on 1 November 2023);
population density data from World Pop (https:/ /hub.worldpop.org/project/categories?
id=18) (accessed on 1 November 2023); land use type data from professor Yang jie, Huang
Xin paper dataset (https://zenodo.org/record/5210928#.YcZ_nWBByUk) (accessed on 1
November 2023). Data from MODIS vegetation net primary productivity (https://lpdaac.
usgs.gov/product_search/) (accessed on 1 November 2023), Data of monthly precipitation,
average temperature, average relative humidity, and average wind speed were obtained
from Data Center for Resources and Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences
(https:/ /www.resdc.cn) (accessed on 3 November 2023). Elevation data from Copernicus
panda (https://panda.copernicus.eu/panda) (accessed on 3 November 2023), soil data from
the global soil database (http:/ /webarchive.iiasa.ac.at/Research/LUC/External-World-
soil-database/ HTML/HWSD_Data.html?sb=4) (accessed on 3 November 2023). Statistical
and computational analysis was performed using ArcGIS 10.8 and Stata. USES Geoda 1.1.4
software to calculate weight space matrix.

2.2.3. Ecosystem Services Assessment

According to the calculation method in the Guide for Delineating the Red Line of
Ecological Protection (2017) [45], the ecosystem services in the study area were evaluated
by using the net primary productivity data of vegetation, monthly average precipitation,
average temperature, average relative humidity, average wind speed, elevation, and soil
data in 2000, 2010, and 2020. The specific quantification methods and data usage are
as follows:

1.  Water conservation services

The ecosystem water conservation service capacity index was taken as the evaluation
index, and the calculation formula is as follows [45]:

WR = NPPpEeaN X Fsic X Fpre X (1 - Fslo)/ (1)

where WR is the ecosystem water conservation service ability index, NPPypaN is the
average annual net primary productivity of vegetation, and F, is the soil percolating factor.
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ArcGIS 10.8 software is used to open the grid diagram (HWSD_China_Albers.img) in the
soil dataset and connect the value field in the grid diagram attribute with the MU_GLOBAL
in HWSD.mdb field (soil attribute table). The attribute value of the T_USDA_TEX field is
divided by 13 to obtain the grid diagram of soil seepage factors. Fpre is the annual average
precipitation factor, which is calculated from the monthly precipitation data during the
study period. Fg, is the slope factor. Using the elevation dataset in the study area, the slope
grid map is calculated by using the slope option in the Surface Analysis toolbox of ArcGIS
10.8 software. Finally, the above data are extracted to the study area according to the mask,
and the grid calculator is used for calculation.

2. Water and soil conservation services

The ecosystem water and soil conservation service capacity index was taken as the
evaluation index, and the calculation formula is as follows [45]:

Spro = NPPyvEaN X (1 —K) x (1 —Fgpo), (2)

where Spy, is the soil and water conservation service ability index, NPPygaN is the average
annual net primary productivity of vegetation, and Fg, is the slope factor. K is a soil
erodibility factor, which refers to the difficulty of hydraulically separating and transporting
soil particles, mainly related to soil texture, organic matter content, soil structure, perme-
ability, and other soil physical and chemical properties. The calculation formula of K is as
follows [45]:

K = (—0.01383 + 0.51575Kgpyc) x 0.1317, 3)

Kgpic = {0.2 + 0.3 exp[—0.0256ms (1 — mg /100) }] X [mgge/ (me + mg )] %
{1 —0.250rgC/ [orgC + exp(3.72 — 2.950rgC)]} x {1 —0.7(1 — ms/100)/ (4)
{(1 — ms/100) + exp[—5.51 +22.9(1 — m,/100)]}},

where Kgpjc represents soil erosibility factor before modification, and m., mg;;, ms, and
orgC are silt (<0.002 mm), silt (0.002 mm~0.005 mm), sand (0.05 mm~2 mm), and the
percentage content (%) of organic carbon, respectively. The above data are from the soil
dataset. Finally, the above data are extracted to the study area according to the mask, and
the grid calculator is used for calculation.

3. Windproof sand fixation service

The index of ecosystem service capacity for wind prevention and sand fixation is taken
as the evaluation index, and the calculation formula is as follows [45]:

SWS . NPPMEAN x K x Fq x D, (5)

where Sy is the service ability index of wind prevention and sand consolidation, NPPypaN
is the average annual net primary productivity of vegetation, K is the soil erodibility factor,
and Fq is the average annual climatic erodivity. The formula for calculating Fq is as

follows [45]:
1 & L(ETP—P;
Fa= o0t {m}xc" ©
ETP; = 0.19(20 + T;)* x (1 —1y), 7)
w =w(z2/21)"7, (8)

where u is the monthly average wind speed at a height of 2 m, and the data source is
the monthly average wind speed dataset. ETP; is the monthly potential evaporation
(mm), which is calculated by Formulas (6)—(8). P; is monthly precipitation (mm), and the
data source is the monthly average precipitation dataset. d is the number of days in the
month, Tj is the monthly average temperature, and the data source is the monthly average
temperature dataset. r; is the monthly average relative humidity (%) from the monthly
average relative humidity dataset. u; and u, indicate the wind speed at the height of z;
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and z,, respectively. The data of u; are from the monthly average wind speed dataset. The
value of z; is 2 m, and the value of z; is 10 m.

D is the surface roughness factor, and 6 is the slope (radian). Based on the slope
grid diagram, the grid calculator tool is used in ArcGis 10.8 software to determine D, the
calculation formula of which is as follows [45]:

D = 1/cos(0), )

Finally, the above data are extracted to the study area according to the mask, and the
grid calculator is used for calculation.

4.  Biodiversity conservation services

The ecosystem biodiversity maintenance service capacity index was taken as the
assessment index, and the calculation formula is as follows [45]:

Sbio = NPPyMEAN X l:‘pre X Fem X (1 — Fait) (10)

where Sy, is the biodiversity maintenance service index, NPPy\gaN is the average annual
net primary productivity of vegetation, and Fpr. is the average annual precipitation factor,
which is calculated from the monthly average precipitation. Fien, is the annual average
temperature, which is calculated from the monthly average temperature. F,y; is the elevation
factor, and the data source is the elevation dataset.

According to the deviation standardization method, the results of the above ecosystem
services evaluations were unified into the 0-1 range; finally, the calculated results for each
service were added with equal weights to obtain integrated ecosystem services.

2.2.4. Statistical Method

1.  Correlation analysis

Spatial autocorrelation analysis is the core method to accurately identify the inter-
dependence of different variable data in the same distribution region. Global Moran’s I
and local Moran’s I were used in this study to measure and test the spatial attributes of
ecosystem services in the study area. The calculation formula is as follows:

(1) Global Moran’s I

Global Moran’s I can indicate whether the distribution of regional attribute values
is clustered, discrete, or random. The range of global Moran’s I is [—1, 1]. When global
Moran’s I is greater than 0, it indicates that the data present a positive spatial correlation,
and the larger the value, the more obvious the spatial correlation. When global Moran’s I is
less than 0, it means that the data present negative spatial correlation, and the smaller the
value, the greater the spatial difference. When global Moran’s I is 0, the space is random.
The global Moran index is calculated as follows:

n y ?:1 Z]n:l Wl] (Xi — i) (X] — i)
im1 it Wij T (x —X)? '

where n is the number of space units; x; and X;j are the observed values of unit i and unit j,
respectively; and Wj is the spatial weight adjacency matrix of unitsiandj(i,j=1,2,3,..., n).
(2) Local Moran’s I

Local Moran’s I is used to reveal spatial clusters and outliers in a specific region, and
when global Moran’s I shows the presence of spatial autocorrelation, local Moran’s I can

help determine the specific location where this autocorrelation occurs. The local Moran
index is calculated as follows:

Golal Moran's I = (11)

LT N
Local Moran/s T = — X ) " Wij(xi — X) (12)
AL By 2

n—1
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where n is the number of space units, x; is the observed value of unit [, and Wj; is the spatial
weight adjacency matrix of unitsiandj(i,j=1,2,3,...,n).

2. Regression model
(1) Ordinary least square (OLS) model

OLS is a statistical method used to estimate the relationship between a dependent
variable and one or more independent variables. It is widely used in regression analyses.
The goal of the OLS model is to minimize the sum of squared variances between the
observed and predicted values. The formula of the OLS model can be expressed as follows:

Y =B+ B1 X1+ B Xa+ -+ B Xnt+e (13)

where v is the dependent variable; X;, X, ..., and X, are the independent variables; 3,
B1, B2, ..., and P, are the coefficients representing the relationship between the dependent
andindependent variables; and ¢ is the error term representing the unexplained variation
in the dependent variable.

(2) Spatial weight matrix

A spatial weight matrix of the study area [331, 331] was constructed using the first
law of geography, which indicates that the relationship between geographical regions
weakens with the increase in geographical distance. A binary space weight matrix was
constructed using Geoda 1.14 software, then converted into a standard 331 x 331 space
weight matrix by Stata 17. To explore the law of elevation differentiation, the corresponding
spatial weight matrix was generated according to the elevation gradient partitions of the
plain area, shallow mountain area, and deep mountain area. The expression of the spatial
weight matrix is as follows:

W11 W12 . . . Wip
W21 W2 . . . Wy,

W —= : : ’ 7 (14)
Wnt Wnp2 . . . Wpn

(3) Spatial econometric model

The spatial econometric model is a statistical model used to analyze spatial correlation
and dependence. It captures the mutual influence and dependence between adjacent re-
gions of geographic space by incorporating spatial factors and reflects the degree of mutual
influence of geographic space. The matrix includes endogenous interaction (WY) and ex-
ogenous interaction (WX). The most commonly used spatial measurement models include
the spatial Durbin model (SDM), spatial lag model (SLM), and spatial error model (SEM).

The spatial Durbin model (SDM) includes both WY and WX interaction effects, ex-
pressed as follows:

¥ = PWy + XB + WX8 +¢,e ~N(0,8%), (15)

where v is the dependent variable, W is the spatial weight matrix that captures the spa-
tial correlation between sample elements, X is the independent variable matrix, {3 is the
coefficient vector of the independent variable, 0 is the coefficient of the exogenous inter-
action effect, WX is the spatial lag-independent variable matrix, and ¢ is the error term.
Suppose ¢ follows a multivariate normal distribution with a mean of zero and a constant
scalar diagonal variance—covariance matrix (6%). When 0 =0, it corresponds to the SLM.
When 6 = —pf3, it corresponds to the SEM. When the error term of the model has a spatial
correlation, it is called the SLM and expressed as follows:

Y= pWy+XB+e e ~N(0,62), (16)
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When spatial dependence between dependent variables leads to spatial correlation
in the model, it is called a spatial error model, also known as an SEM, and is expressed
as follows:

v =XB+AWy +¢,¢ ~N(0,52), 17)

where u is the random error vector, and A is the spatial correlation coefficient between the
regression residuals [46].

3. Results
3.1. Temporal and Spatial Characteristics of Urbanization Level

It can be seen from Figure 2 that from 2000 to 2020, the high-value area of urbanization
in the study area was concentrated in the middle of the plain and continuously expanded
outward. This area is flat, can easily access various resources, and is suitable for large-scale
construction activities. The low-value area was concentrated in the deep mountainous area
and the northern shallow mountainous area. The terrain of this area is mainly mountainous,
and the activities of production and life are greatly restricted here [32,41].

2000 2010 2020 g;
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Low: 0

02040 80
- KM

Figure 2. Urbanization level in Beijing from 2000 to 2020.

3.2. Temporal and Spatial Characteristics of Ecosystem Services

The results of the study (Figure 3) show that the ecosystem service index decreased first,
then increased, with the high-value area concentrated in the shallow and deep mountains
in the northwest and the low-value area concentrated in the southeastern plain. During
the rapid development of urbanization from 2000 to 2010, the ecosystem service index
decreased from 2.06241 to 1.76186. From 2010 to 2020, with the development of ecological
environment projects such as returning farmland to forest, the ecosystem service function
index recovered to 1.78449.
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Figure 3. Changes in the ecosystem service index in Beijing from 2000 to 2020.

3.3. Autocorrelation Analysis of Ecosystem Services

Before applying the spatial econometric model, it is necessary to detect the spatial
autocorrelation of ecosystem services in the study area. In Arcgis10.8 software, the final
results of ecosystem service assessment were counted for 331 township-level administrative
districts using the spatial weight matrix constructed above and based on stata 17 software.
Spatial autocorrelation of ecosystem services in the study area was analyzed using global
and local Moran’s I statistics.

As can be seen from Table 1, the global Moran’s I values in 2000, 2010, and 2020 are
0.829, 0.877, and 0.850, respectively, indicating that there is a positive spatial autocorrelation
of ecosystem services during the entire observation period. The ecosystem services in adja-
cent areas have certain spatial dependence and local clustering distribution characteristics.
The p-values in the detection results are all 0.000, indicating that the detection results are
significant at a 1% confidence level.

Table 1. Results of global Moran’s I regression.

Variables I E) Sd(@ z p-Value
2000 ecosystem services 0.829 —0.003 0.033 25.087 0.000 ***
2010 ecosystem services 0.877 —0.003 0.033 26.536 0.000 ***
2020 ecosystem services 0.850 —0.003 0.033 25.720 0.000 ***

*,**, and *** indicate the significance levels at 10%, 5%, and 1%, respectively.

To further understand the spatial agglomeration characteristics and local spatial cor-
relations of ecosystem services, the local Moran'’s I was calculated, and local Moran’s I
scatter plots were plotted for 2000, 2010, and 2020. As can be seen from Figure 4, the local
Moran’s I scatter plot shows that ecosystem services present a high-high (H-H) or low-low
(L-L) spatial distribution pattern, which indicates that ecosystem services in the study area
present a strong clustering and that the spatial pattern of local clustering has been relatively
stable. The above results indicate that further analysis with a regression model is needed.

Moran scatterplot(Moran’s 1=0.826) Moran scatterplot(Moran’s 1=0.872) Moran scatterplot(Moran’s 1=0.851)
2000 2010 2020

Figure 4. Local Moran'’s I scatter plot for global spatial autocorrelation analysis.

3.4. Regression Result of Ordinary Least Square (OLS) Method

The influence relationship between urbanization and ecosystem services was analyzed
by ordinary least square regression (Table 2). Since OLS regression alone may produce
certain deviations when estimating the impacts of explanatory variables on ecosystem
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services, the spatial econometric model was applied for further testing, and the regression
model with the best fit was selected by comparing the results of the two.

Table 2. Regression results of OLS model.

Plain Shallow Mountain Area Deep Mountain Area
Ind Time Spatiotemporal Ind Time Spatiotemporal Ind Time Spatiotemporal
Main
Economic 0.028 —0.091 *** 0.031* 0.006 —0.013 —0.006 —0.032 —0.079 *** —0.069 *
urbanization (1.56) (—6.11) (1.71) (0.83) (=1.51) (—=0.72) (—0.90) (—2.72) (—1.83)
Population —0.096 *** —0.005 0.016 —0.044 * —0.043 ** —0.020 0.272 *** 0.039 0.143
urbanization (=2.83) (=0.17) (0.22) (=1.81) (=2.48) (=0.78) 2.79) (0.63) (1.41)
Social 0.002 —0.003 ** 0.003 ** 0.031 —0.069 * —0.014 0.116 —0.009 —0.098
urbanization (1.41) (—2.53) (2.23) (0.66) (—1.74) (—0.14) (1.22) (—0.28) (—0.78)
Land —0.290 *** —0.240 *** —0.370 *** —0.008 *** —0.011 *** —0.008 *** —0.016 * —0.016 *** —0.017 **
urbanization (74.93) (73.93) (74.97) (73.26) (76.78) (73.19) (71.98) (75.21) (72.17)
r? 0.433 0.445 0.440 0.083 0.126 0.113 0.156 0.266 0.201

*,**, and *** indicate the significance levels at 10%, 5%, and 1%, respectively.

3.5. Estimation of Spatial Econometric Model
3.5.1. Selective Testing of Spatial Econometric Models

Before using the spatial econometrics model, it is necessary to select the most ap-
propriate measurement model according to the test decision rules. First, the LM test and
robustness test were combined to determine whether there were spatial error effects and
spatial lag effects. Secondly, the WALD and LR tests were used to determine whether the
spatial Durbin model (SDM) could be degenerated into a spatial lag model (SLM) and
spatial error model (SEM), that is, to determine the applicability of the SDM model. If it
could not be degraded, the SDM model with a spatial lag term and a spatial error term
was used; otherwise, the degraded model was selected. From the results shown in Table 3,
we can infer that the statistics of LM and the robustness test were significant, indicating
that both the SLM and SEM models were applicable, and the SDM model was initially
selected. Subsequently, the results of the WALD and LR tests were rejected under the
original hypothesis of SDM model degradation and passed the 1% significance test, so we
decided to use the SDM model for regression analysis. Combined with the Hausman test
(Table 3), the time-fixed effect model as part of the SDM model was selected [46].

Table 3. LM, LR, WALD, and Hausman testing.

Methods z p-Value

LM-spatial lag 644.848 0.000
Robust LM-spatial lag 269.604 0.000

LM Test
LM-spatial error 454.075 0.000
Robust LM-spatial error 78.831 0.000
Wald-spatial lag 53.42 0.000
LR-spatial lag 49.96 0.000

Wald Test
Wald-spatial error 23.52 0.009
LR-spatial error 18.88 0.004
Assumption is nested within both 4.29 1.000

Hausman Test ; ; s

Assumption time nested within both 2423.42 0.000

3.5.2. Regression Results of Spatial Durbin Model

The spatially fixed effect and time-fixed effect of the SDM model were used to compare
the regression results. It can be seen from Table 4 that the spatial Durbin model (R?) of the
time-fixed effect was the largest and produced the most significant results. Combined with
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the Hausman test, as shown above, the SDM model of the time-fixed effect was selected for
regression analysis and effect decomposition. At the same time, the spatial autoregressive
coefficient spatial rho was significant and positive, indicating that there was a significant
positive spatial spillover effect of neighboring ecosystem services, that is, the improvement
of neighboring ecosystem services is conducive to the improvement of local ecosystem
services. The regression results of the explanatory variables are different in the three
regions, which proves that there are altitude differences in the impacts of urbanization on
ecosystem services.

Table 4. Regression results of SDM model.

Plain Shallow Mountain Area Deep Mountain Area
Ind Time Spatiotemporal Ind Time Spatiotemporal Ind Time Spatiotemporal
Main
Economic —0.105 *** —0.150 ** —0.130 *** —0.135* —0.138 ** 0.136 * 0.279 *** —0.052 *** 0.272 ***
urbanization (=3.71) (=2.36) (—4.49) (=1.90) (—2.04) (1.89) (4.79) (=277) (4.76)
Population 0.006 —0.052 *** 0.030 —0.136 ** —0.035 —0.138 ** —0.030 —0.001 —0.088
urbanization (0.16) (—2.82) (0.76) (—2.34) (—0.98) (—2.28) (—0.61) (—0.01) (—1.54)
Social —0.031 *** —0.030 —0.030 *** 0.004 —0.056 0.005 —0.012 —0.022 0.060
urbanization (—2.70) (—1.30) (—2.61) (0.14) (—1.40) (0.19) (—0.19) (—0.48) (0.97)
Land —0.002 *** —0.007 *** —0.002 ** —0.013 *** —0.013 *** —0.013 *** —0.018 *** —0.010 *** —0.021 ***
urbanization (—3.16) (—6.08) (—2.54) (=7.76) (—9.26) (—7.74) (—4.32) (—5.16) (—5.05)
Wx
Economic 0.018 —0.070 *** —0.113 ** —0.090 —0.002 —0.092 —0.316 *** —0.026 —0.391 ***
urbanization (0.42) (—5.33) (—2.00) (—0.91) (—0.03) (—0.83) (—3.91) (—0.86) (—4.35)
Population —0.019 —0.003 0.105 ** 0.135 ** —0.044 0.118 0.158 ** —0.021 0.079
urbanization (=0.47) (=0.13) (1.97) (2.15) (=0.99) (1.45) (2.19) (=0.35) (0.82)
Social 0.046 *** 0.089 *** 0.051 *** —0.021 —0.046 —0.016 0.091 0.095 *** —0.051
urbanization (291) (2.99) (3.24) (=0.67) (1.04) (=0.49) (1.22) (3.08) (=0.59)
Land 0.004 *** —0. 900 *** 0.006 *** 0.017 *** 0.008 0.017 *** —0.002 —0.003 0.006
urbanization (4.15) (—4.98) (5.47) (4.65) (—0.72) (4.38) (—=0.17) (—0.45) (0.45)
Spatial 0.880 *** 0.805 *** 0.870 *** 0.752 *** 0.593 *** 0.747 *** 0.742 *** 0.655 *** 0.727 ***
rho (47.35) (28.93) (45.27) (24.30) (12.81) (23.64) (16.69) (7.22) (15.71)
2 0.012 0.792 0.382 0.773 0.781 0.764 0.352 0.423 0.423

*, **, and ***, respectively, indicate the significance levels at 10%, 5%, and 1%.

3.5.3. Direct Effect and Indirect Effect Analysis

The regression results of the decomposed spatial Durbin model are shown in Table 5.

In the plain area, the direct and indirect effects of economic, population, and land
urbanization were all negative, which means that the three forms of urbanization have
a significant negative impact on local ecosystem services, and the absolute value of the
indirect effect is greater than that of the direct effect. The results show that the spatial
spillover effects of urbanization have more negative effects on the surrounding ecosystem
services. The direct effect of social urbanization is not statistically significant, meaning that
its impact on local ecosystem services is not significant. However, the regression coefficients
for both indirect and total effects are positive, suggesting that social urbanization in adjacent
areas has a significant positive impact on ecosystem services locally and across the plains.

In shallow mountainous areas, the direct and total effects of economic urbanization and
land urbanization are negative, and the indirect effects failed to pass the significance test,
which indicates that economic urbanization and land urbanization mainly have negative
impacts on local ecosystem service functions in shallow mountainous areas. The indirect
and total effects of social urbanization are negative, while the direct effects are not signif-
icant, indicating that in shallow mountainous areas, social urbanization in neighboring
areas has a negative impact on local ecosystem services.

In deep mountain areas, the effects of economic urbanization and land urbanization
were found to be the same as in the shallow mountains. The indirect effect of social
urbanization is positive, but the direct effect is not significant, which indicates that in deep
mountainous areas, the social urbanization of neighboring areas has a positive impact on
the local ecosystem service function.
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Table 5. Results showing direct and indirect effects of urbanization on ecosystem services under
altitude gradient.

Economic Population Social Land
Urbanization Urbanization Urbanization Urbanization
Main
Plai —0.006 *** —0.040 * 0.033 —0.220 ***
amn (—4.95) (—1.89) (1.56) (—3.38)
Direct Shallow —0.013 *** —0.055 —0.047 —0.152 **
effects mountain area (—9.01) (—1.51) (—1.42) (—2.24)
Deep —0.013 *** —0.036 —0.032 —0.054 **
mountain area (—4.28) (—=0.71) (—1.42) (—2.34)
Plai —0.015 ** —0.131* 0.428 *** —0.935 **
am (—2.26) (—1.90) (4.25) (—2.56)
Indirect Shallow —0.001 0.029 —0.151 ** —0.186
effects mountain area (—0.08) (0.54) (—1.99) (—1.35)
Deep —0.025 —0.097 0.153 * —0.026
mountain area (—1.29) (—0.64) (1.76) (—0.29)
Plai —0.021 ** —0.171 ** 0.461 *** —1.155 ***
an (—2.30) (—2.49) (4.37) (—2.98)
Total Shallow —0.014 *** —0.026 —0.198 ** —0.338 **
effects mountain area (—4.32) (—0.60) (—2.44) (—2.01)
Deep —0.038 * —0.133 0.121 —0.081
mountain area (—1.74) (—0.75) (1.17) (—0.75)

*,** and *** indicate the significance levels at 10%, 5%, and 1%, respectively.

4. Discussion
4.1. Comparative Analysis of the Results

During the study period, affected by the distribution of resources, the intensity of
human activities and the difficulty of development, the high-value area of urbanization in
Beijing was concentrated in the middle of the plain [40]. The high value of the ecosystem
service index was found to be concentrated in shallow and deep mountainous areas,
which may be due to the influence of ecological environment construction projects such as
returning farmland to forest. Since 2002, Beijing has returned a total of 700 km? of farmland
to forest, reducing the rate of soil and water loss in shallow and deep mountain slopes
and sandy wasteland, reducing the damage of wind and sand, and maintaining a high
level of ecosystem services [47]. The Moran’s I results show that the spatial distribution of
ecosystem services in Beijing could be characterized as low—-low agglomeration or high—
high agglomeration, with significant spatial autocorrelation. Compared with previous
studies, this paper considers the direct impact of urbanization on ecosystem services and
the spatial spillover effect under altitude gradients.

4.1.1. Impacts of Urbanization on Ecosystem Services in Plain Areas

In plain areas, economic, population and land urbanization were found to have
negative impacts on local and adjacent ecosystem services, particularly on neighboring
areas (Figure 5). The reason is that the plain area is relatively rich in resources that are
easy to obtain, population and industrial agglomeration lead to the excessive consumption
of resources and environmental damage, and the large-scale expansion of construction
land undermines the stability of the original regional ecosystem, having a negative impact
on ecosystem services. This is consistent with the results obtained by Zhang et al. using
the pressure—state—response (PSR) framework [25]. In addition, the ecosystem service
index in the plain area showed a spatial distribution of low in the middle and high in
the periphery, and the ecosystem type in the plain area was relatively simple, while the
regional self-regulation ability and the ability to resist human disturbance were poor.
This is consistent with the findings of Wang et al. [48]. Therefore, the development of
economy, population, and land urbanization will have a greater impact on the ecosystem
service function of neighboring areas, which highlights the importance of the coordinated
development of regional urbanization. It reflects the scientificity of the requirement of
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overall planning in Beijing’s territorial space planning. In contrast, social urbanization has
a positive impact on ecosystem services in neighboring areas. The reason may be that, in
the context of high-quality development, Beijing vigorously supports the development of
high-tech industries and green-energy industries, and the levels of technological innovation
and environmental protection awareness have increased. Social urbanization has promoted
the improvement of talent quality and the upgrading of surrounding industries, and energy
utilization has attained high efficiency and scale. This transformation will help reduce the
impacts of human activities on the natural environment and establish a win-win situation
between economic development and ecological protection. A large number of studies have
supported this view from different perspectives, such as low-carbon economy and green
finance [49-52]. Thus, the positive effects of high-quality social urbanization on ecosystem
services, combined with changes in people’s values and lifestyles, are likely to have lasting
positive effects [53].

Regression Results of SDM in
Shallow mountain area

Direct effect Land Economic
urbanization urbanization
(—0.152%%) (=0.013%*%)
Indirect effect Social
urbanization

(0.151%%)

Regression Results of SDM in
Deep mountain area

Direct effect Land Economic
urbanization urbanization
(—0.054%*)  (—0.013%**)
Indirect effect Social
urbanization
(0.153%)

Regression Results of SDM in
Plain

Direct effect Land Population Economic

ur ur ur
(=0.220%%%) (—0.040%) (=0.006%**)

Indirect effect Land Population Economic Social
Legend urbanizati urbanization urbanization urbanizati
. (—0.935%*) (—0.131%) (—0.015%%) (0.428%**)
] Plain
I Shallow mountain area
o 10 20 40 60 80
-—— KM

I Deep mountain area

Figure 5. Impacts of urbanization on ecosystem services under altitude gradients. *, **, and

*** indicate the significance levels at 10%, 5%, and 1%, respectively.

4.1.2. Impacts of Urbanization on Ecosystem Services in Shallow and Deep Mountain Areas

In shallow and deep mountain areas, economic urbanization and land urbanization
have negative impacts on local ecosystem services, especially in deep mountain areas
(Figure 5). On the one hand, enterprises or industries characterized by high pollution
and energy consumption have a serious impact on the quality of local air, water, and
soil, and the function of ecosystem services is thus reduced. On the other hand, land
urbanization has promoted the conversion of the original large area of forest land to
construction land, resulting in soil erosion, vegetation destruction and other problems. The
relatively high costs of land development and utilization in shallow and deep mountain
areas have further expanded the negative impacts of urbanization, and deep mountain
areas with low urbanization levels are more affected by this process. This is consistent
with the results obtained by Xie et al. [28] by assessing the spatio-temporal changes in the
value of ecosystem services in mountain areas, finding that mountainous areas with higher
ecological environmental quality are more likely to be affected by construction activities.
To date, a large number of studies, taking Beijing as a research area, have obtained the
same views from the perspectives of the social-ecosystem vulnerability relationship in
mountain areas and the ecological vulnerability of mountain forests [54-57]. The impacts
of social urbanization on ecosystem services in shallow and deep mountain areas are
different, which may be a result of different driving factors. In shallow mountain areas,
social urbanization has a negative impact on ecosystem services in neighboring areas. This
is related to the low quality of social urbanization development in shallow mountain areas
and the relatively fragile ecological environment. For example, the overdevelopment of



Land 2024, 13, 622

14 of 19

scenic spots and an influx of industrial enterprises may cause damage to the ecological
environment. In deep mountain areas, social urbanization has a positive impact on the
ecosystem services of neighboring areas. The reason may be that social urbanization in
the deep mountains is mainly driven by the construction of ecological environmental
engineering and ecological tourism projects [57,58]. In addition, the ecosystem in the deep
mountains is relatively complete and has a strong self-repair ability and stability, meaning
it can resist the negative impact of social urbanization to a certain extent. Moderate and
reasonable development and utilization may help to protect and restore the ecosystem here.
In Chen et al.’s study, the FLUS model coupled with a Markov chain was used to predict
the ecosystem service level of the ecological conservation area in northwest Beijing in 2030
under the scenarios of natural evolution, ecological control, and rapid urban development,
among which the ecosystem service function was the best under the ecological control
scenario. This supports the viewpoint of this paper to some extent [59].

Compared with plain areas, the natural conditions of shallow mountain areas and
deep mountain areas are more complex. Affected by the natural characteristics of mountain
areas, such as surface fragmentation, energy hierarchy, and spatial heterogeneity, these
are often the key areas showing unbalanced and inadequate development. We see here an
array of nature-human interaction and coupling characteristics, such as the vulnerability of
the ecosystem, the tightness of geographical space, and the marginality of social economy.
This limits large-scale urbanization [60]. Therefore, in shallow and deep mountain areas,
the impacts of population urbanization are not obvious; similarly, the spillover effects of
economic urbanization and land urbanization are not significant.

From the above discussion, it can be inferred that ignoring the difference in the impact
of urbanization on ecosystem services at different altitudes may reduce the explanatory
power of the research conclusions as regards the actual situation. The regression results
of the spatial Durbin model indicate the importance of altitude factors in exploring the
impact of urbanization on ecosystem services, as well as the necessity and scientific nature
of regional coordinated and benign development, which indirectly reflects the rationality
of using the spatial Durbin model for estimation in this paper. However, the specific
quantitative relationship and mechanism of action still need a lot of empirical results
to prove.

4.2. Discussion of Models

Based on dynamic panel data, this paper has used the spatial Durbin model with
time-fixed effects to carry out regression. Since the dynamic panel data feature both cross-
sectional latitude (n-bit individuals) and time-latitude (T periods), the sample size is larger,
meaning it can provide more information about the dynamic behavior of individuals and
solve the problem of missing variables caused by unobserved individual differences or
“heterogeneity”. The results can thus be estimated more accurately [37].

The spatial Durbin model of fixed effects holds that explanatory variables can be
correlated with individual characteristic variables, while the random effects model takes
individual characteristic variables into the random error term, that is, it assumes that
explanatory variables cannot be correlated with individual characteristic changes, and the
required conditions are more ideal than those of fixed effects. Therefore, the fixed-effect
model has more parameters to be estimated, and the degree of freedom of the model
is more strictly controlled, which can reduce the error caused by missing variables. In
empirical studies undertaken using the spatial Durbin model, most scholars choose fixed
effects [36,44,61].

Time-fixed effects can solve the problem of variables that change over time being
missing from the estimation process and compare the differences between regions based
on the performances of each over multiple time periods. Individual fixation is used to
capture differences between individuals that do not change over time, such as gender, or
characteristic variables such as job and school over time. This study focuses on the impact
of urbanization on ecosystem service function. The explanatory variables of each study
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sample vary greatly in different periods, which is more consistent with the characteristics
of time-fixed effects [39].

According to the regression results, the relationship between urbanization and ecosys-
tem services under altitude gradient is partially consistent with the results of the SEM
(Table 6) and SLM (Table 7). However, the degrees of fit of both are inferior to that of
the SDM, which confirms the robustness of the LR, Wald, and Hausman tests shown in
Section 3.5.1 and justifies the use of the SDM.

Table 6. Regression results of SLM model.

Plain Shallow Mountain Area Deep Mountain Area
Ind Time Spatiotemporal Ind Time Spatiotemporal Ind Time Spatiotemporal
Main
Economic —0.002 —0.014 —0.001 —0.000 —0.020 —0.008 * —0.003 —0.006 —0.010
urbanization (—1.00) (—1.62) (—0.22) (—0.08) (—1.39) (—1.66) (—0.18) (—0.26) (—0.56)
Population 0.002 0.013 0.003 —0.013 0.004 —0.005 0.054 —0.027 0.036
urbanization (0.26) (1.12) (0.45) (—1.04) (0.24) (—0.35) (1.18) (—0.68) (0.78)
Social 0.048 *** 0.098 *** 0.087 *** 0.052 ** —0.022 —0.029 —0.027 —0.035 * —0.033
urbanization (3.37) (5.70) (3.05) (2.12) (~0.77) (—0.56) (—0.62) (—1.96) (—0.58)
Land 0.001 —0.003 *** 0.001 ** —0.007 *** —0.008 *** —0.008 *** —0.008 ** —0.011 *** —0.013 ***
urbanization (1.43) (—3.09) (2.09) (—5.47) (—6.61) (—5.73) (—2.26) (—6.61) (—3.60)
Spatial 0.836 *** 0.663 *** 0.833 *** 0.722 *** 0.390 *** 0.718 *** 0.753 *** 0.730 *** 0.755 ***
rho (41.45) (22.19) (41.08) (21.69) (8.42) (21.34) (17.59) (11.37) (17.17)
2 0.743 0.761 0.119 0.632 0.757 0.719 0.224 0.084 0.232
*,**, and *** indicate the significance levels at 10%, 5%, and 1%, respectively.
Table 7. Regression results of SEM model.
Plain Shallow Mountain Area Deep Mountain Area
Ind Time Spatiotemporal Ind Time Spatiotemporal Ind Time Spatiotemporal
Main
Economic 0.009 —0.001 0.009 0.006 —0.009 —0.017 0.073 *** 0.076 0.004
urbanization (1.44) (—0.05) (1.33) 0.72) (—0.37) (—1.62) (2.65) (1.39) (0.10)
Population —0.026 ** —0.044 ** —0.026 ** —0.010 —0.026 0.005 0.006 —0.026 0.058
urbanization (—2.33) (—2.22) (—2.32) (—0.41) (—0.98) 0.21) (0.10) (—0.50) (0.97)
Social —0.016 0.015 —0.016 —0.014 —0.068 ** —0.144 ** —0.044 —0.050 *** —0.097 *
urbanization (—0.49) (0.69) (~0.42) (—0.33) (~2.07) (—2.40) (—0.93) (—2.88) (—1.86)
Land —0.002 *** —0.007 *** —0.002 *** —0.012 *** —0.014 *** —0.013 *** —0.017 *** —0.012 *** —0.014 ***
urbanization (—2.98) (—6.14) (—2.98) (—7.24) (—10.78) (—7.80) (—4.22) (—7.30) (—3.92)
Spatial 0.896 *** 0.853 *** 0.895 *** 0.765 *** 0.607 *** 0.757 *** 0.802 *** 0.781 *** 0.777 ***
rho (52.80) (35.65) (52.11) (24.17) (13.02) (24.77) (22.84) (12.94) (19.95)
2 0.758 0.771 0.758 0.397 0.761 0.643 0.063 0.181 0.094

*,**, and *** indicate the significance levels at 10%, 5%, and 1%, respectively.

Based on the above discussion and analysis, we can see that the spatial Durbin model
of time-fixed effects is superior to other models.

4.3. Future Construction Proposal

Future urban development and construction should, on the one hand, be approached
via the aspects of land use, industrial structure, ecological carrying capacity, and so on. In
plain areas, the development goal is to build a sustainable city with “resource conservation,
environmental friendliness, regional coordination and ecological low carbon”, reject the
extensive development of towns and cities, improve the efficiency of land use [62], continue
to encourage the development of high-tech industries, and promote the virtuous cycle of
ecological environments with high-quality development. The aim should also be to build a
sound green space system, give play to the regional coordination role of ecosystem services,
improve the carrying capacity of the ecosystem in plain areas by increasing the diversity of
animals and plants, and enrich the types of ecosystems [63,64].

On the other hand, through ecological environment construction, such as by returning
farmland to forests and afforestation on plains, the driving and radiating effects of shallow
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and deep mountain areas on the improvement of ecological environmental quality in the
surrounding areas is strengthened, and the benign linkage between regions is promoted.
Particularly in shallow mountainous areas, environmental monitoring networks should
be established and improved to monitor environmental quality in real time, and the effect
of ecological environment construction should be regularly assessed. On the basis of re-
specting the resource and environmental carrying capacity of shallow and deep mountain
areas, we should refuse to blindly undertake tasks such as industrial transfer and coordi-
nate the relationship between the gradual promotion of urbanization and the moderate
development and protection of agriculture [43,45,65].

Of course, in the current stage of urbanization development, it is more necessary to
emphasize the “great integration” of urban agglomerations in local regions, strengthen the
driving and radiating effects of healthy urban and rural development on the ecological
environmental quality in surrounding areas [30], promote the benign linkage between
regions, and realize the reasonable flow and reconstruction of production factors between
urban and rural areas through industrial integration and structural optimization. All this
will enhance the scope of high-quality development transformation.

5. Conclusions

This paper has evaluated the urbanization level and ecosystem services in the study
area and analyzed the spatial autocorrelation of ecosystem services therein using Moran’s
I. On this basis, the spatial Dubin model with a time effect was selected to explore the
direct impacts and spatial spillover effects of urbanization on ecosystem services under an
altitude gradient. The results show the following;:

(1) From 2000 to 2020, with the continuous expansion of urbanization in the study area,
the level of ecosystem service decreased at first, then increased slightly with the
development of various ecological and environmental protection projects. The results
are consistent with Hypothesis 1. On the whole, the ecosystem services in the study
area have obvious regional characteristics and aggregation characteristics. Therefore,
we suggest the rational promotion of the urbanization process according to natural
conditions, population size, social and economic development stage, etc.; the promo-
tion of the sound development of the ecosystem; the strengthening of the driving and
radiation effects of the ecosystem service function on the environmental improvement
of surrounding areas; and the formation of a sound linkage between regions;

(2) In the context of the interaction of land resource endowment with the physical ge-
ographical environment and population migration, we can see great differences in
the scale, level, and structure of urbanization at different elevations. In plain areas,
the indirect effects of economic, population, and land urbanization have a greater
negative impact on ecosystem services than the direct effects. In shallow and deep
mountainous areas, economic urbanization and land urbanization show negative di-
rect effects, with the deep mountainous areas being more affected. Social urbanization
has a negative indirect influence on shallow mountainous areas and a positive indirect
influence on deep mountainous areas. Overall, land urbanization is the most impor-
tant factor inhibiting local ecosystem services in all regions, reflecting the consistency
of our regression results with those of most other studies;

(38) The impacts of different forms of urbanization on ecosystem services vary significantly
at different altitudes, highlighting the complexity of urbanization construction’s
effects on the ecological environment. The discussion of regression models in this
paper supports the rationality of using the spatial Durbin model for estimation and
demonstrates the importance of altitude factors in exploring urbanization’s impacts
on ecosystem services. This underscores the necessity and scientific approach to
regional coordination and sound regional development.

Based on the existing planning documents, this study categorizes the area into plain,
shallow mountain, and deep mountain regions. While this classification method is suitable
for the current study area, it is important to consider the actual conditions and divide reason-
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able elevation gradients for other areas. Future research should focus on larger urban areas
or agglomerations with more complex environments to explore methods and standards for
classifying altitude differentiation. It is also crucial to examine the impact of urbanization’s
spatial spillover effects on ecosystem services in multi-scale spaces. Additionally, while
this paper refers to previous studies on urbanization at the township level and adminis-
trative region scale, it is important to note that ecosystem service levels may not always
align perfectly with administrative divisions. Therefore, incorporating additional spatial
differentiation methods such as landscape pattern indices can help determine research
granularity and better integrate research results into sustainable development practices.
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