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Abstract: Qilian Mountain National Park (QLMNP) is a biodiversity hotspot with great agriculture
and tourism resources. With the expansion of human activities, a few areas of the park are expe-
riencing massive landscape transformation, and these areas are also highly ecologically sensitive.
Nevertheless, there are substantial differences in the human activities and natural resources of various
communities around QLMNP, resulting in heterogeneous landscape degradation. Hence, this study
explores the extent and drivers of spatial heterogeneity in landscape fragmentation associated with
ecologically vulnerable communities in QLMNP. Multiple ring buffer analysis and geographically
weighted regression (GWR) were used to analyze the relationships between landscape fragmentation
and variables of human activities and facilities to identify the main factors influencing landscape
fragmentation in different regions. The results reveal that human disturbance had a stronger rela-
tionship with landscape fragmentation in QLMNP than natural factors do. Among the drivers of
landscape fragmentation, the distribution of residential areas and the extension of agricultural land
were found to have more significant impacts than tourism. Expansion of cropland had a greater
impact on the eastern part of the national park, where overgrazing and farming require further
regulation, while tourism affected the landscape fragmentation in the central area of the national park.
The point-shaped human disturbance had a larger impact than the linear disturbance. The study
findings can be used to formulate a comprehensive plan to determine the extent to which agriculture
and tourism should be developed to avoid excessive damage to the ecosystem.

Keywords: human disturbance; tourism activity; landscape fragmentation; geographically weighted
regression

1. Introduction

Landscape fragmentation refers to the dominance of substantially smaller and more
isolated patches of the natural habitat [1,2], which represent changes in the landscape
pattern and the underlying ecological process [1,3]. The quantification of the spatial hetero-
geneity of landscape fragmentation can contribute to the understanding of the interaction
between the geographic environment and human activities in landscape systems [4].

The destructive scale of human disturbance has been continuously enlarged by exten-
sive human activities and changes in developmental modes [5,6], resulting in changes in
the landscape and structural reorganizations. Therefore, it is crucial to reasonably identify
the level of landscape fragmentation and the mode of human disturbance, and to analyze
the degradation mechanism of the ecosystem caused by intense human disturbance.
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2. Literature Review
2.1. The Effect of Human Disturbance on the Landscape Pattern

Exploring how spatial heterogeneity is influenced by natural and anthropogenic dis-
turbances is an important topic in landscape ecology [7]. Natural habitat fragmentation
in protected areas is occasionally attributed to natural disturbances [8,9]. However, usu-
ally, the main cause of habitat fragmentation is human intervention [2,10,11], which is a
threat to biodiversity conservation [8,12]. With the transformation of economic growth [6],
population growth [13,14], and national policies, human activities, including livestock over-
grazing [15], illegal mining [6], cropland expansion [16,17], construction of roads [18-20]
and built-up areas [21,22], could have negative impacts on natural habitat [16]. These
factors drive a distinct but complex pattern of disturbance in natural habitats [23].

Tourism development has become a significant source of human disturbance with an
immediate impact on the landscape pattern [24]. The intensity of disturbance varies with
the number, scale, and type of scenic spots [25], as well as the volume of tourist influx [26].
Protected areas are surrounded mainly by rural communities. Sometimes, the expansion of
villages is accompanied by tourism development in the area around the national park [27],
with the land function changing from meeting the living needs of villagers to satisfying the
demands of tourists [28]. The changes in land-use patterns in rural areas tend to depend
on the proximity to paths, public services, rural centers, settlement areas [29], tourist
accommodations, and tourism centers and locations [30].

2.2. Landscape Fragmentation in Protected Areas (PA)

Since changes in landscape structure in natural habitats are often caused by natural
and human disturbance, quantitative measurements of spatial information of habitat
fragmentation are essential for monitoring the conservation of natural resources [31].
Various metrics have been used to evaluate and measure spatial heterogeneity in protected
areas [12]. Ianas et al. [32] used landscape metrics which were divided into 3 categories
including landscape composition, shape, and configuration, to show the fragmentation
of natural habitat in the Nera Gorges-Beusnita National Park. Landscape metrics, such
as patch density (PD), landscape shape index (LSI), largest patch index (LPI), landscape
division index (DIVISION), modified Simpson’s diversity index (MSDI) [33], Euclidean
nearest neighbor (ENN) [33,34], mean patch size, and the total number of patches [35], have
been used to quantify landscape fragmentation within the national parks and surrounding
areas. When assessing the change of natural habitat, most of previous research used
PD which can be used to represent the overall heterogeneity and fragmentation of the
landscape and the degree of fragmentation of a certain type [32,35]. Rodriguez et al. [36]
used Contagion Edge Proportion (CEP) as an indicator of fragmentation of protected areas
(PA), and they found that except in Nature Reserves, fragmentation increased in all PA
types. Mas [37] showed the spatial heterogeneity of annual rate of deforestation in PA and
buffer areas to assess the effectiveness of PAs.

Previous studies in European and America [32-34] mostly found increasingly frag-
mented natural habitats around protected polygons. There are negative effects of landscape
fragmentation within and around PAs and national parks [38], including increasing suscep-
tibility [39], decline in biodiversity [14,31] and increased rates of tree mortality [40]. It is
critical to identify fragmentation levels and translate these to establish policies limiting the
abuse of protected areas.

2.3. Conflict between Environmental Protection and Community Development in QLMNP

The rapid development of agriculture and animal husbandry in the Qilian Mountains
poses an environmental threat [41]. Anthropogenic activities, such as illegal mining and the
unauthorized construction of facilities [6], have resulted in the increased fragmentation of
the natural habitat. Thus, a policy of ecological priority was proposed for the construction
of Qilian Mountain National Park (QLMNP). However, environmental protection in these
areas has led to severe conflicts among local governments, enterprises, villagers, and other
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stakeholders [28,42,43]. The residents mainly rely on agriculture and animal husbandry for
their livelihood [16], and the expansion of cultivated land is the major approach for agricul-
tural production and income. But the latest national park master plan prohibits grazing in
core protected areas [44], which could have a negative impact on the local economy.

According to the Master Plan of QLMNP, the local community should mainly develop
ecotourism and education about nature, provide visitor reception services, identify residen-
tial areas for ecological immigrants in the Qilian Mountain, and minimize the interference
and impact of human activities on the park environment. Although the QLMNP landscape
has great potential for tourism development, its ecology is highly vulnerable [45,46]. In
recent years, excessive grazing, the rapid development of tourism, and small hydropower
projects have damaged the ecological environment [6].

However, with the establishment of QLMNP and rapid development around QLMNP,
there is limited research about communities inside and around QLMP and a lack of studies
that have involved the spatial analysis of the human disturbance to the landscape patterns in
QLMNP. Thus, this study aims to explore how much the spatial heterogeneity of landscape
fragmentation is related to human disturbance in communities in QLMNP. The main
research questions are: (1) Is fragmentation happening more heavily in certain areas of the
park? (2) If we assume that the fragmentation level of habitat is measurable, are the main
drivers of this measurable fragmentation impact within a certain geographical range? (3)
Can we attribute these measurable impacts to human disturbance, such as an expansion
of cropland and built-up area of human settlement, tourists” activities, transportation
infrastructure and so on? Based on the research questions, the result of the paper consists of
the following three parts: (1) the patterns of human activities; (2) the spatial heterogeneity
of the landscape fragmentation of the natural habitat, (3) the impact of human disturbances
on the landscape fragmentation of the natural habitat in each community.

The national park communities suitable for the development of ecotourism and agri-
culture are then determined based on the inherent requirements of ecological management
and control. Under the premise of ecological protection in QLMNP, the more vulnera-
ble communities are identified to determine the development strategies appropriate for
different conditions.

3. Materials and Methods
3.1. Research Area

The QLMNP pilot is located at the junction of Gansu and Qinghai Provinces in China
in the northeast region of the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau (Figure 1) and has a total area of
50,200 km? [46,47]. The Qilian Mountains are a critical ecological shelter in China [45], a
vital headwater of the Yellow River Basin, and a priority area for biodiversity conservation
in China. It is an agriculture and pasture interlaced zone in northwest China. This is also
an ecologically vulnerable area [48,49], as the mountainous area is sensitive to climate
change and has poor tolerance to human disturbances [16,50]. QLMNP is located in
an area inhabited by ethnic minorities [46] with a rich traditional culture [51]. Some
communities with well-developed facilities and ecotourism resources attract visitors and
have increased the income of residents [44,52] Although the QLMNP landscape is highly
attractive, ecological importance should be taken into consideration in zoning of each
community, given that some of these areas are also extremely ecologically sensitive [16,51].
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Figure 1. The location of the research area (Source: map based on a figure obtained from the Ministry
of Natural Resources [53]).

QLMNP is divided into areas of core protection and general control. The core pro-
tected area is 27,466 km?, and the general protected area is 22,767.72 km? [44]. Sixty-three
local township communities in the northwest region of QLMNP were selected as the re-
search area, including gateway communities and communities passing through the general
protected area (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. The control zone and the boundary of the township communities of QLMNP (Source:
redrawn by author in ArcGIS based on data from the Resource and Environment Data Cloud
Platform).
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3.2. Overall Research Design

Figure 3 presents the research workflow. First, the land cover/land use (LCLU) data
were used to calculate the landscape fragmentation indexes, including the patch density
(PD) and splitting index (SPLIT), with Fragstats 4.2 software. The “Zonal statistics as table”
tool in ArcGIS Pro 2.8 was used to calculate the mean values of possible human disturbance
factors in each community. Based on a previous study, nine factors of human disturbance
and three factors of the natural background were selected as independent variables (Table 1).
We would like to choose human settlements and residential areas, transport and travel
demand, human infrastructure, and agricultural development as possible anthropogenic
drivers of habitat fragmentation. Based on previous study, hydropower stations and
mining sites are also important factors that may have influence on landscape fragmentation
and natural environment [6]. But because these data were temporarily unavailable to us,
we only select the indicators in Table 1 for analysis. Since this paper mainly discussed
the impact of anthropogenic activities on habitat fragmentation, natural factors were not
discussed in depth. Then, the human activities in each community of the national park
were analyzed. The geographically weighted regression (GWR) model was used to analyze
the impacts of various human disturbances on the landscape fragmentation indexes in the
communities. Additionally, a multi-ring buffer analysis of the spatial heterogeneity of the
landscape variation coefficient (LVC), PD, and SPLIT was performed in adjacent buffer
distances under different types of human disturbance with typical sources of disturbance
at the center.

Research
Contents

Research
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Possible human
disturbance in the

community

Level of landscape
fragmentation

of township
communities

The influence of OLS

Human

disturbance on
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Figure 3. The research workflow.
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Table 1. The indicators of the impact of human activities on the landscape pattern.

Category

References Using Indicators of the Human

Indicat
ndicators Impact on the Landscape Pattern

Human settlements and
residential areas

Nighttime light level Levin et al. [54], Huang et al. [55]

Wittemyer et al. [13], Burgess et al. [14],

Population density Nagendra et al. [11]

Proportion of the built-up area Liu et al. [21], Zeng et al. [22]
Visitor pressure Orsi et al. [26]
Transport and travel demand
Distance to source markets Rodriguez et al. [12]
Density of scenic spots Xiang et al., 2019 [25]

Human infrastructure

Cai et al. [18], Hawbaker et al. [19],

Road density Sanchez-fernandez et al. [20]
Proportion of cultivated land Qian et al. [16], Mottet et al. [17]
Agricultural development
Potential cropland productivity Wang et al. [56]
Annual mean temperature Qian et al. [16]
Natural background Annual mean precipitation Qian et al. [16]
Terrain niche index Gong et al. [50], Pei et al. [57]

3.3. Research Methodology
3.3.1. Geographically Weighted Regression (GWR)

The same variable has different fitting effects in different regions. In this study, GWR
was used to analyze the spatial heterogeneity of the impacts of human disturbances and
socioeconomic factors on the landscape fragmentation of the natural habitat in communities
of QLMNP. First, the data were standardized by normalization by using the range method,

as follows.
max(x;) — X;j

x5 = 1)

7 max(x;) — min(x;)

The GWR model was constructed in ArcGIS Pro 2.8. The basic GWR relationship is
represented as follows:

vi = Po (“j/ vj) + Zle Bi (u]-, v]-)xij +e )

In Equation (2), (u]-, v]-) represents the coordinates at location j and By (u]-, v]-) is the
intercept coefficient at location j, which is the local regression coefficient for independent
variable x; at location j [58].

3.3.2. Indicators of Landscape Fragmentation

The land-use types, including residential areas, mining sites, roads and other artificial
surface are combined into built-up land. The land mainly planted with crops was identified
as cultivated land, while forests, shrubland, grassland, water, snow, and glaciers were
combined as the natural habitat [59,60]. The moving window method was used to calculate
the splitting index (SPLIT), patch density (PD), aggregation index (Al), and core area
percentage of landscape (CPLAND) in Fragstats 4.2. SPLIT and PD are always used to
show the fragmentation level of natural habitat [33,61]; Al and CPLAND are used to assess
the agglomeration of natural habitat [62]. And landscape variation coefficient (LVC) is
calculated in ArcGIS Pro 2.8. The formula of LVC is:

LVCl = 220:1 |al- - a’i| (3)

LVC; is the proportion of the coefficient of variation of landscape type i, and 4; and a’;
respectively denote the proportions of the areas of two adjacent buffer zones for comparison.
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A distance attenuation curve of typical man-made interference intensity can be established
according to the landscape variation coefficient (LVC) under different buffer distances [25].

Additionally, because the geographic area of community in the central and western
Qilian Mountains is relatively large, a 20 km x 20 km fishnet was created in ArcGIS to better
represent the landscape pattern distribution of large-scale communities+ in the western
and central parts of QLMNP. The land-use data were segmented into 1175 plots measuring
20 km x 20 km with fishnets, and the landscape pattern index of the natural habitat was
calculated for each plot. According to the natural breakpoint method, the landscape pattern
index was divided into eight categories.

3.3.3. Disturbance Intensity Based on the Landscape Fragmentation Indexes

When evaluating the impacts of different types of human disturbance, the multiple
ring buffer analysis method [25,35,63] was used to analyze the variations of the landscape
fragmentation indexes in adjacent buffer zones under different types of human disturbance
with typical disturbance sources at the center.

Four main types of human interferences were identified in this study: (1) linear
interference that spreads to both sides with main roads as the source; (2) point-shaped
interference spreading to surrounding areas with residential areas (location of residents’
committees) as the source; (3) point-shaped interference spreading to the surrounding areas
with important scenic spots as the source; (4) tourists” preferred travel routes extracted
according to the kernel density of track point data of the tourists. A control group was
also established by using 68 random points in the natural habitat as sources of natural
interference for comparative analysis, which can be interpreted as control variables.

3.4. Data Sources

The proportions of the built-up area and cultivated land were obtained from LCLU
data with a 30 m resolution (Table 2). The LCLU data used were derived from GlobelLand30.
Road and traffic network data, including data on highways, railways, and provincial,
county, and national roads, were downloaded from the Resource and Environment Data
Cloud Platform established by the Chinese Academy of Sciences Resources and Environ-
ment Center. The data on top-grade scenic spots and national forest parks in Qinghai and
Gansu Provinces were mainly obtained from the website of the Tourism Bureau of the
Provincial Department of Culture. The geocoding of AutoNavi API was used to identify
the latitude and longitude of each tourist attraction and residents” committee, including
the committees of nomadic people and villagers.

Table 2. The data source and calculation methods of indicators used in the study.

Element Indicators Method/Equation Data Source
Nighttime light level Zonal statistics Chen et al. [64]
Humar} settl.ements Population density Zonal statistics WorldPop
and residential areas
Proportion of the built-up area Summary statistics LCLU data. Source: Global 30 [65]

Transport and travel
demand

711 trajectories, (GPX version)
from Xingzhe;

Kernel density of tourist 677 trajectories (GPX version) from
Visitor pressure routes Foooooot;
fls) =12, h%k(s 7<) 29 trajectories (GPX version)

from Wikiloc;
Total 4,390,707 data points

Resource and Environment Data

Distance to large cities Euclidean distance Cloud Platform
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Table 2. Cont.

Element

Indicators Method/Equation Data Source

Human infrastructure

Documents of the Departments of
Culture and Tourism of Qinghai and
Gansu Provinces

Kernel density
f(s) = L2 ek (552)

Density of scenic spots

Resource and Environment Data

Road density Cloud Platform

Summary statistics

Proportion of cultivated land

Summary statistics Land-use/cover data

Agricultural in each community

development Mean value of the potential Zonal statistics Resource and Environment Data

productivity of cropland Cloud Platform
Annual mean temperature Zonal statistics Resourceca{roﬁ dE;IIal :f(()) r;ﬂent Data
Annual mean precipitation Zonal statistics Resourceceiglcll dEgI[al trf% I:Eent Data

Natural background
Raster calculator:

.. . T = Resource and Environment Data

Terrain niche index [57] log K% i 1) % (% 4 1)}; Cloud Platform

Zonal statistics

Tourist GPS trajectory data were obtained from three websites of outdoor activities,
namely Foooooot, Xingzhe, and Wikiloc. The users of the Foooooot and Xingzhe software
programs are mainly Chinese tourists, including those involved in outdoor biking activities
in Xingzhe [66,67]. The majority of Wikiloc users are non-Chinese users. The trajectory
data were preprocessed to exclude data outside the study area and duplicate data. Finally,
a total of 1417 pieces of trajectory data, including 4,390,707 points, were used for further
data analysis. The kernel density was calculated based on the trajectory data to show
tourist routes and the distribution of visitor pressure. The sources of other data, such as the
nighttime light level and the potential productivity of cropland, are presented in Table 2.

4. Results
4.1. Patterns of Human Activities and Other Drivers
4.1.1. Spatial Distribution of Transport and Travel Demand

(1) Kernel density of tourist routes: The tourist routes are concentrated in the middle
of QLMNP. Tourist resources such as ethnic minority towns, grasslands, and snowy
mountains exist along the route. The tourist routes differ from the existing traffic
lines. Many tourist routes pass through the core protected area of the national park
(Figure 4a—c).

(2) Distance to cities: The eastern edge of QLMNP is closer to provincial capitals and
prefecture-level downtown areas, which are closer to the source of visitors, while the
western communities of QLMNP are far from the sources (Figure 4).
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Figure 4. The spatial distributions of transportation and travel demand: (a) the kernel density of
tourist routes (Search radius = 2000 m); (b) the kernel density of tourist routes (search radius =
10,000 m); (c) the kernel density of trajectories and protected areas in QLMNP; (d) the mean value
of the kernel density of the tourist route of each community; (e) the mean value of the distance to
large cities.

4.1.2. Spatial Distributions of Human Settlements and Residential Areas

(1) Nighttime light level: The nighttime light has always been used to measure human
activity [54]. The nighttime data shows that the eastern edge of the national park has
the high brightness, reflecting increased human activity and socioeconomic attributes.
The brightness values of the urban areas in the central and southern Qilian Mountains
are also higher than those at the western edge (Figure 5a).

(2) Population density: The densely populated communities are mainly concentrated on
the eastern edge of QLMNP (Figure 5c).

(3) Proportion of the built-up area: The communities with a higher proportion of the
built-up area are mainly concentrated on the southern and eastern edges of QLMNP,
while communities with a lower proportion of the built-up area are mainly located in
the western portion of QLMNP (Figure 5b).
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Figure 5. The spatial distributions of human settlements, infrastructure, and agricultural development
in communities of QLMNP: (a) the nighttime light level; (b) the proportion of the built-up area; (c) the
population density in each community; (d) the mean value of the kernel density of scenic spots;
(e) the road density in each community; (f) the proportion of cultivated land in each community;
(g) the potential productivity of cropland in each community.

4.1.3. Spatial Distributions of Human Infrastructure

(1) Density of scenic spots: The density of scenic spots and tourist attractions is higher
on the northern slope of the eastern part of the Qilian Mountains than in other

communities (Figure 5d).

(2) Road network density: Communities with higher road network density are mainly
concentrated on the eastern edge of QLMNP (Figure 5e).
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4.1.4. Spatial Distribution of Agricultural Development

Communities with higher potential cropland productivity and cultivated land are
mainly concentrated on the eastern edge of QLMNP, while the potential productivity of
cropland and the proportion of cultivated land in the communities located in the western
portion of the Qilian Mountains, such as Yanchiwan Town, Aleteng Town, and Suli Town,
are lower (Figure 5f,g).

4.1.5. Spatial Distributions of Natural Factors

(1) Annual mean temperature: Areas with a high annual mean temperature are mainly
concentrated in the periphery of QLMNP (Figure 6a).
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Figure 6. The spatial distributions of natural factors: (a) the average mean temperature; (b) the
average mean precipitation; (c) the terrain niche index.

(2) Annual mean precipitation: Areas with a high average mean precipitation are mainly
located on the southern slope of the Qilian Mountains (Figure 6b).

(8) Terrain niche index: The terrain niche index is a combination of slope and eleva-
tion [57]. Communities with a high terrain niche index are mainly concentrated in the
central area of QLMNP (Figure 6¢).

4.2. Patterns of Landscape Fragmentation

The communities in natural habitats with higher values of the landscape fragmentation
indexes (SPLIT and PD) are mainly concentrated in the eastern part of QLMNP (Figure 7).
Areas with high landscape fragmentation indexes are mainly concentrated at the edge of
QLMNP and the communities in the peripheral area of QLMNP. The areas of communities
in the west are relatively large, such as that of Keluke Town, where the fragmentation
index of the natural habitat is low on the community-level map (Figure 7). In comparison,
the areas with low levels of the landscape fragmentation indexes and a high level of the
landscape aggregation index are mainly located in the fringe area of Keluke town close to
the city of Delingha (Figure 7).
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Figure 7. The spatial distributions of agricultural development in each community: (a) the PD of the
natural habitat of each community and (b) in each grid in 2020; (c) the SPLIT of the natural habitat of
each community and (d) in each grid in 2020; (e) the Al of the natural habitat of each community and
(f) in each grid in 2020; (g) the CPLAND of the natural habitat of each community and (h) in each

grid in 2020.

Since the QLMNP is at the junction of the two provinces, and the southern part of
the Qilian Mountains is mainly in Qinghai Province, while the northern part of the Qilian
Mountains is in Gansu Province, two colors are used to represent the landscape pattern
index of the natural habitats of the communities in the two provinces. In QLMNP, the
landscape fragmentation indexes of the natural habitat of the communities in Qinghai are
relatively low and stable (Figure 8a,b), while the landscape aggregation index of the habitat
in Qinghai is relatively high. The landscape fragmentation indexes of communities in
Gansu Province are relatively high with large fluctuations, especially in Hongsiwan Town

(Figure 8c,d), while the landscape aggregation indexes in Gansu are relatively low.
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Figure 8. The landscape fragmentation indexes and landscape aggregation index of the natural
habitat of each community in QLMNP: (a) the PD of the natural habitat of each community; (b) the
SPLIT of the natural habitat of each community; (c) the CPLAND of the natural habitat of each
community; (d) the Al of the natural habitat of each community.

4.3. Association of Human Activities to Landscape Fragmentation
4.3.1. Results of the GWR Model of the Spatial Relationships between Landscape
Fragmentation and Human Disturbance in Communities

The PD and SPLIT represent the landscape fragmentation indexes. An explanatory
regression of the landscape fragmentation indexes (PD, SPLIT) and 12 independent indexes
were performed. After removing multicollinear variables, five variables were selected for
GWR analysis according to the AICc and adjusted R? values of the explanatory regression
(Appendix A Tables Al and A2). The independent variable of the proportion of the
built-up area was removed from the GWR model, as it had a negative coefficient due to
multicollinearity (Appendix A Tables A1 and A2), while it exhibited a positive coefficient in
the highest adjusted R? explanatory regression with one independent variable (Appendix A
Tables A3 and A4).

The factor of road density has the largest coefficient and is significant in both two OLS
regression models (PD and SPLIT) (Tables 3 and 4). The travel demand factors, including
the distance to large cities and visitor pressure, were not significant in the regression models,
and exhibited no relationship with the PD or SPLIT. Human factors were found to have a
greater impact on the PD and SPLIT, especially the variables of proportion of cultivated
land and road density, which are significant in both PD and SPLIT models; while natural
factors, such as the annual mean precipitation and annual mean temperature, may have a
lesser impact (Tables 3 and 4).
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Table 3. The results of the OLS model including the PD and 12 selected independent variables.

Variable Coefficient StdError t-Statistic =~ Probability = Robust SE Robust t Robust Pr
Intercept 0.0179 0.0722 0.2484 0.8048 0.0562 0.3194 0.7507
Potential productivity of 0.0259 0.1244 0.2079 0.8361 0.1210 0.2138 0.8316
cropland
Terrain niche index 0.1309 0.0717 1.8263 0.0738 0.0659 1.9877 0.0523
Kernel de:‘;:tz of scenic —0.0862 0.0910 —0.9473 0.3481 0.0681 —1.2647 0.2118
Pmpomo?aifdcult“’ated 0.2737 0.0732 3.7372 0.000480 * 0.1157 2.3657 0.021913 *
Prop Ortlona‘;i ;he builtup 4 o705 0.6601 0.4098 0.6837 0.759% 0.3561 0.7233
Road density 2.7354 0.2699 10.1344  <0.000001 * 0.4263 6.4168 <0.000001 *
Distance to large cities —0.0909 0.0671 —1.3555 0.1813 0.0508 —1.7890 0.0797
Annual mean temperature —0.0857 0.0503 -1.7039 0.0946 0.0304 —2.8162 0.006939 *
Annual mean ~0.1245 0.0522 ~23847  0.020927* 0.0390 ~3.1964  0.002414 *
precipitation
Visitor pressure —0.0759 0.2259 —0.3362 0.7381 0.1482 —0.5125 0.6106
Nighttime light level ~1.0701 0.5778 —1.8520 0.0699 0.6543 —1.6353 0.1083
Population density —0.8283 0.3840 —21572  0.035818* 0.4401 —1.8822 0.0656

Note: * indicates p < 0.05.

Table 4. The results of the OLS model including the SPLIT and 12 selected independent variables.

Variable Coefficient StdError t-Statistic =~ Probability = Robust SE Robust t Robust Pr
Intercept —0.0268 0.0131 —2.0377 0.0469 * 0.0189 ~1.4179 0.1624
Potential productivity of = 1500 0.0226 —0.2488 0.8046 0.0204 ~0.2761 0.7836
cropland
Terrain niche index 0.0197 0.0130 1.5087 0.1377 0.0170 1.1565 0.2530
Scenic spots ~0.0248 0.0165 ~1.5020 0.1394 0.0137 ~1.8102 0.0763
P rOPomorl‘aflf;umvated 0.0365 0.0133 2.7365 0.0086 * 0.0235 1.5543 0.1264
Prop Or“o“a(;i;he built-up 1479 0.1201 12315 0.2239 0.1084 ~1.3647 0.1785
Road density 0.1942 0.0491 3.9546 0.0002 * 0.0632 3.0715 0.0034 *
Distance to large cities 0.0159 0.0122 1.3066 0.1973 0.0117 1.3586 0.1804
Annual mean temperature 0.0186 0.0092 2.0345 0.0472 * 0.0133 1.4008 0.1674
Annual mean ~0.0078 0.0095 ~0.8180 0.4172 0.0083 —0.9405 0.3515
precipitation
Visitor pressure 0.0338 0.0411 0.8230 0.4144 0.0275 1.2294 0.2247
Nighttime light level 0.9488 0.1051 9.0275 <0.0001 * 0.1002 9.4687 <0.000001 *
Population density ~0.0163 0.0698 ~0.2333 0.8165 0.0623 ~0.2618 0.7946

Note: * indicates p < 0.05.

Based on AICc and adjusted R? values of results of OLS and GWR models (Appendix A
Tables A5 and A6), GWR model can be used for explanation. Based on GWR model, the
effect of spatial heterogeneity on the coefficient of human disturbance was reflected in the
difference between the eastern and western regions. In contrast, the influences of spatial
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heterogeneity on the coefficients of natural variables were mainly reflected in the difference
between the northern and southern regions. The road density was found to have a smaller
impact on the landscape fragmentation of the natural habitat in the western area of the
Qilian Mountains than in the eastern area (Figure 9c). The proportion of cultivated land
was found to have a smaller impact on the PD of the eastern and central QLMNP, while
the road density and built-up area may have larger impact on fragmentation than the
proportion of cultivated land in eastern QLMNP. The higher the number of scenic spots in
the community, the lower the level of landscape fragmentation, which is consistent with the
important scenic spots in the Qilian Mountains including mainly snow-capped mountains,
such as the Danxia geomorphic zone and other complete natural landscapes. Moreover, the
closer the distance to large cities, the higher the levels of the landscape fragmentation index.
In the central and eastern QLMNP, the distance to large cities has a far greater impact on
the landscape pattern than in the western region (Figure 9d).
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Figure 9. The spatial heterogeneity in the coefficients of independent variables based on the PD as
the dependent variable.

Human disturbances, such as the proportion of cultivated land, road density, and
night-time light level, have a significant impact on the splitting index (SPLIT). The impacts
of the road density and cultivated land on the eastern part of the Qilian Mountains were
greater than those in the western area (Figure 10). The coefficient of the kernel density of
scenic spots in GWR can vary from negative to positive in different communities from east
to west. The value of the kernel density of scenic spots tends to be negative; this is likely
because, in the eastern region, scenic spots are often located in areas with undisturbed
natural habitats, while the western region is exposed to harsh natural conditions over vast
uninhabited areas. The locations of scenic spots are often close to the built-up land of
villages and towns, and the natural habitats in these areas are characterized by a higher
level of fragmentation.
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Figure 10. The spatial heterogeneity in the coefficients of the road density, nighttime light level, and
average annual temperature with the SPLIT as the dependent variable.

4.3.2. Multi-Ring Buffer Analysis of Landscape Fragmentation around Human
Disturbances

(1) Spatial variations caused by different sources of disturbance

Within the short-distance buffer zone, the landscape fragmentation indexes tend to
be higher, and the overall coefficient of variation tends to show large fluctuations. When
the distance to the human disturbance source reaches a certain distance, the level of
the landscape fragmentation indexes is significantly reduced. The value of landscape
fragmentation index no longer decreases significantly, but instead remains stable and
similar to the fragmentation index of random points in natural habitats. When the distance
to the human disturbance source reaches a certain threshold, the values of the landscape
fragmentation metrics become low and stable, fluctuating within a narrow range, indicating
that the impact of human activities on the landscape pattern is so small that it could
be ignored. Therefore, the approximate range of influence of a specific type of human
disturbance can be delineated based on this distance (Figure 11a,b).

Compared with the random points in the natural background, human interference has
led to a significant increase in the LVC of the surrounding areas. The intensity of residential
area interference in the surrounding landscape is larger than that of any other interference.
The LVC is large in the buffer zone of the settlement within 2400 m. The overall LVC tends
to be stable and unified when the distance from the interference source reaches 3000 m
(Figure 11c).
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Figure 11. The results of landscape fragmentation analysis (LVC, PD, SPLIT) of the multi-ring buffer

zones around different human resources.

(2) Changes in the impacts of various sources of human disturbance on landscape frag-
mentation between two periods (2000 and 2020)

The results of 2000 and 2020 are similar in some respects, e.g., the intensity of the
interference of residential areas in the surrounding landscape is larger than that of any
other disturbance, including roads, scenic spots, and tourist routes (Figure 12). Compared
with 2000, the LVC, PD, and SPLIT of the areas around the residential areas and scenic
spots in 2020 were found to exhibit the most significant increases as compared to any other
disturbance source. The LVC, PD, and SPLIT of the areas around the scenic spots in 2020
exhibited larger increases than those of roads and tourist routes, but the increment was
smaller than that of residential areas (Figure 12).
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Figure 12. The distance distributions of the landscape fragmentation index around different human
disturbances in 2000 and 2020. (a) Distance distributions of the LVC around different human distur-
bances in 2000 and 2020; (b) Distance distributions of the PD around different human disturbances in
2000 and 2020; (c) Distance distributions of the SPLIT around different human disturbances in 2000

and 2020.
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5. Discussion
5.1. Spatial Heterogeneity of the Landscape Fragmentation in QLMNP

Regional differences in the landscape fragmentation of natural habitats exist in QLMNP.
The loss of habitat integrity was found to occur mainly in the areas close to the boundaries
and the edges of the protected area in QLMNP, while the fragmentation level is much higher
in core protected zone in QLMNP. This result is in correspondence with previous research
in other protected areas, they also found increasing fragmentation level in surround areas
of protected polygons [12,34]. High value of landscape around national park may cause the
increasing rate and degree of landscape fragmentation [33]. Since landscape fragmentation
close to the boundaries may significantly affect the connectivity between the protected
areas [8], further comprehensive analysis and a detailed control plan are required for the
area surrounding the protected area of QLMNP to control the intense fragmentation of the
natural habitat caused by anthropogenic activities.

QLMNP spans two provinces, namely Qinghai and Gansu, which are respectively
located on the southern and northern slopes of the Qilian Mountains. Regional differences
in the degree of fragmentation of natural habitats exist between communities in the two
provinces. More communities in Gansu Province have been identified as having a high
level of fragmentation in the natural habitat. Based on the differences between the habitat
fragmentation of the two provinces, appropriate conservation measures are needed.

In further analysis, according to method of this paper, we can find the areas with the
most serious habitat fragmentation in Qilian Mountains National Park, and then find finer
and more detailed LULC data and natural and human condition data to study the drivers
of landscape fragmentation in these areas.

5.2. Impact of Human Disturbance on Landscape Fragmentation in QLMNP

Compared with natural factors (the terrain niche index, annual mean temperature, and
annual mean precipitation), human disturbances have greater impacts on fragmentation of
natural habitat. This result is similar to previous research in QLMNP, which found that
human activities have played a major role in habitat loss and fragmentation, especially to
shrubland and grassland [16].

Further, among the various types of human disturbances, road, residential areas, set-
tlements, and expansion of cropland have greater impacts on the landscape fragmentation
of the natural habitat in QLMNP, which is consistent with the findings of previous studies
analyzing the impacts of human factors on land-cover change in QLMNP [16,33]. The
expansion of cultivated land and the built-up area is the main cause of landscape frag-
mentation. By contrast, the tourist route and scenic spot data revealed a relatively smaller
impact on the landscape fragmentation of the natural habitat in QLMNP. According to
other studies investigating the impacts of sources of disturbance on landscape patterns,
tourism has had a greater impact on the landscape patterns in other protected areas, such
as the Li River Basin and Wuyi Mountain National Park [25].

The number of tourists in Qilianshan National Park is lower than that of most other
parks in southern and eastern China. By the end of August 2021, the tourist trajectory data
of Pudacuo National Park, Wuyishan National Park, and Shennongjia National Park on
Foooooot and other websites were much higher than those of QLMNP, which may indicate
that tourism in QLMNP has not been fully developed. This finding may be attributed to
the low population density in northwestern China, which comprises grasslands, deserts,
and snow-covered plateaus. It has been the world of nomads since ancient times [68].
Therefore, the national park is relatively large with a sparse population, relatively weak
economic development, and poor transportation facilities. Thus, tourism has not been fully
developed in QLMNP due to low accessibility and isolation compared with developed
urban areas.

In further analysis, the impact of various human factors needs to be further quantified
based on multi-source data. We can use big data from various social media application and
quantify the extent and intensity of human activity.
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5.3. Spatial Heterogeneity of the Drivers of Landscape Fragmentation in QLMNP

Spatial heterogeneity is reflected not only in landscape fragmentation, but also in the
impacts of different human disturbances on landscape patterns. As the national park in the
northwestern region of China, QLMNP covers a wide area [44] with large differences in
the human activity and natural resources of various communities around the park. Based
on the analysis results of this study, the main factors affecting the degree of landscape
fragmentation vary with the communities in QLMNP.

Tourism activities have a relatively large impact on the central area of the national
park, such as communities in Qilian County of Qinghai Province, while the road density
and built-up area may have a greater impact on the eastern areas than the western areas of
the national park. This may be because some towns in the midwest of the QLMNP, such as
Mole and Muli town, were developed based on coal mining [69].

Previous research only mentioned the impact on the environment through construction
of facilities [6], our research used multiple buffer rings to further quantify the impact of
human activities and some facilities on habitat fragmentation in the surrounding area. The
highest values of fragmentation index are in the first or second buffer zone, which is closest
to human disturbance. Additionally, point-shaped sources of human disturbance, such as
settlements and scenic spots, have a larger impact in the range of 900 m of the surrounding
area compared with linear interference. This difference may be attributed to the human
activities in the Qilian Mountains, which are affected by topography and altitude, and are
mainly concentrated in a few important scenic spots and mining towns.

In further analysis, geomorphological factors should also be taken into account for a
further analysis, especially for QLMNP, a mountain protected area. The terrain in QLMNP
is complex and diverse, and the spatial heterogeneity of landscape fragmentation may be
caused by terrain factors.

5.4. Sustainable Development of Communities in QLMNP: A Future Perspective

The results have strong implications for the development of QLMNP, especially for
national park community planning. QLMNP covers a wide area, and although dozens
of conservation stations have been set up in the park, the management and protection of
QLMNP are closely related to the socioeconomic development of each community.

According to the results obtained by GWR, the effects of various human activity
indicators in the Qilian Mountains vary greatly from east to west and from north to south.
Compared with other national parks, QLMNP has a small number of tourists due to strict
protection and the low level of tourist facilities, especially in the western areas, where
tourism development in the protected area has been prohibited.

However, the results also showed that some tourist tracks pass through the core pro-
tected areas of QLMNP, which is not conducive to ecological protection. Further, according
to multiple-ring buffer analysis, compared with 2000, a significant increase occurred in the
level of fluctuation of the landscape fragmentation indexes in the surrounding areas of
scenic spots in 2020. The overall impact of scenic spots on landscape fragmentation was
found to be relatively small. However, based on the comparison between 2000 and 2020,
the incremental impact of scenic spots on the degree of landscape fragmentation has been
greater than those of roads and tourist routes. In addition, the important scenic spots in
the Qilian Mountains are mainly distributed in relatively undisturbed natural habitats,
such as snow-capped mountains and glaciers. Therefore, with the future development of
tourism and the construction of roads, it is necessary to prevent damage to the ecological
environment of these places.

Tourist activities must be further regulated. It is suggested that the government re-
plan the core protected area and strengthen protection to prohibit tourists from entering
the western and core areas of the Qilian Mountains characterized by stronger ecological
sensitivity and weaker environmental capacity. However, in the eastern portion of QLMNP,
the density of a few local communities with good tourism potential can be decreased
to create a tourism support function consistent with local natural and cultural customs.
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Indigenous residents can be encouraged and supported to engage in various forms of
tertiary industries [45], such as accommodation, transportation, and folk performances,
to increase their income. For instance, residents can be offered forest ranger and public
welfare positions.

Because QLMNP is located at the source of the Yellow River and the inland rivers of
northwest China, ecological protection is the most important goal. Additionally, ecological
protection is a top priority in China’s national park management [53]. Therefore, local
communities can be encouraged to participate in the ecological conservation of QLMNP [70].
Some researchers have proposed that the economic benefits generated by the construction of
national parks should increasingly benefit indigenous residents and local communities [71],
which can deepen their identification with national parks and contribute to shared benefits.
Concession rights in the fields of environmental education, recreational services, and
ecological experience in national parks should be given to indigenous residents, with a
focus on targeted poverty alleviation [70]. The government must support community
residents to engage in environmental education and the experience of national parks [47] to
ensure a relatively stable economy while participating in the construction and management
of national parks [53].

6. Conclusions

Human disturbance has been one of the key elements driving changes in landscape
patterns. This study analyzed the spatial distributions of landscape fragmentation and
human activities, after which multiple-ring buffer and GWR analyses were used to quantify
the relationships between landscape fragmentation and human activities and facilities,
as well as the level of impact of each factor on the landscape fragmentation in different
communities. This approach can facilitate the development of a detailed control plan based
on the landscape fragmentation and socioeconomic development of each community in
QLMNP.

It is found that habitat fragmentation in QLMNP could be significantly correlated with
human activities, especially in the edge of the national park. The habitat fragmentation
level of the communities with high density of scenic spots is not high. This is because
the scenic spots in QLMNP are mainly natural habitat with intact landscapes. Moreover,
the closer the distance to large cities, the higher the levels of the landscape fragmentation.
Based on the impacts of human activities on the landscape fragmentation of the natural
habitat, comprehensive regulations and legislations based on the fragmentation level and
human activity in each community can be formulated and implemented. Communities in
the large core protected areas in the central region of QLMNP should be prioritized for
ecological protection. In the residential areas located outside the general protected area, the
expansion of the built-up area and cultivated land should be controlled, and visitors should
be received in these areas. Moreover, settlements located in highly ecologically sensitive
areas should be relocated.

In China, the master plan of the first batch of national parks has basically been pre-
pared [53] and now the plan needs to be gradually refined and adjusted according to
the conditions of each community. Understanding the relationship between habitat frag-
mentation and human activity in various communities is necessary to formulate detailed
conservation policies in each community.

Many studies on the impact of human activities on protected areas are still insufficient,
especially for the phenomenon that the impact of human activities on the landscape pattern
will gradually decrease with the increase of the distance from the main activity area. And
different human activities, such as settlements, scenic spots, and roads [20], have different
attenuation characteristics of the impact on landscape fragmentation. Identifying the
anthropogenic factors that have the strongest impact on landscape fragmentation and
limiting this anthropogenic activity around protected areas is important for management
of protected area and mitigation of habitat fragmentation.
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This study was limited by a lack of available data. The tourist route data were only
available at websites associated with outdoor activities, and data on only a portion of
the total sample were obtained for this study. Similar total numbers of visitor trajectory
data could not be accessed. Moreover, environmental pressure due to factors such as
pollution generated by community development could not be adequately quantified in this
study. In addition, there are some disadvantages of using GWR in this field. As GWRis a
sample point-based technique, the variables associated with each community are assumed
to be samples obtained at the mean value of pixels in the core of the community. In a
mountainous area, the area and shape of the communities differ substantially, and even the
centers of the communities are outside the range, suggesting the need for further studies to
corroborate the results.
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Appendix A

This Appendix A contains explanatory regression analysis of the fragmentation index
and independent variables and the results of GWR and OLS analysis. Tables A1-A4 are the
results of explanatory regression analysis. Tables A5 and A6 are the comparisons of results
of GWR and OLS analysis.

Table A1. The highest adjusted R? results of the explanatory regression analysis of the PD and four
independent variables.

Adj R? AICc JB K (BP) VIF SA Model

+Proportion of cultivated land ***
—Proportion of built-up area ***
+Road density ***
—Annual mean temperature ***

0.91 —72.92 0 0 13.88 0.08

—Kernel density of scenic spots **
+Proportion of cultivated land **
0.91 —72.32 0 0 20.66 0 —Proportion of the built-up area

%%

+Road density ***

+Proportion of cultivated land **
+Road density ***
—Nighttime light level *
—Population density ***

0.91 —71.94 0 0 20 0

Variable significance: * = 0.10; ** = 0.05; *** = 0.01.
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Table A2. The highest adjusted R? results of the explanatory regression analysis of the SPLIT and
four independent variables.

AdjR*?  AICc JB K (BP) VIF SA Model

+Proportion of cultivated land *
—Proportion of built-up area **
+Road density ***
+Nighttime light level ***

0.99 —379.07 0 0 32.18 0.57

+Potential productivity of
cropland **

—Proportion of the built-up area
*%

0.99 —375.01 0 0 29.28 0.72

+Road density **
+Nighttime light level ***

—Proportion of the built-up area
*3%
0.99 —373.48 0 0 24.01 0.75 +Road density ***
+Average mean temperature
+Nighttime light level ***

Variable significance: * = 0.10; ** = 0.05; *** = 0.01.

Table A3. The highest adjusted R? results of the explanatory regression with the PD and one
independent variable.

AdjR?  AICc JB K (BP) VIF SA Model
0.64 8.08 0 0 1 0 +Road density ***
0.53 23.96 0 0 1 0 +Proportion of cultivated land ***

0.48 30.42 0 0.12 1 0 +Population density ***

+Proportion of the built-up area
*%%

0.36 —40.37 0 0.77 1 0

Variable significance: *** = 0.01.

Table A4. The highest adjusted R? results of the explanatory regression with the SPLIT and one
independent variable.

AdjR*>  AICc JB K (BP) VIF SA Model
0.98 —327.14 0 0.87 1 0.67 +Nighttime light level ***
0.92 —238.85 0 0.03 1 0 +Proportion of built-up area ***
0.88 —210.43 0 0 1 0 +Road density ***
0.78 —174.02 0 0 1 0 +Population density ***

Variable significance: *** = 0.01.

Table A5. The results of GWR and OLS analysis including the PD and five5 selected independent
variables.

AICc Adjusted R?
GWR OLS GWR OLS
—132.5720 —129.2241 0.8916 0.8558
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Table A6. The results of GWR and OLS analysis including the SPLIT and five selected independent

variables.
AICc Adjusted R?
GWR OLS GWR OLS
—375.9478 —366.5200 0.9920 0.9914

References

1. Kamusoko, C.; Aniya, M. Land Use/Cover Change and Landscape Fragmentation Analysis in the Bindura District, Zimbabwe.
Land Degrad. Dev. 2007, 18, 221-233. [CrossRef]

2. Sims, K.R.E. Do Protected Areas Reduce Forest Fragmentation? A Microlandscapes Approach. Environ. Resour. Econ. 2014, 58,
303-333. [CrossRef]

3. Zou, L.; Wang, J.; Bai, M. Assessing Spatial-Temporal Heterogeneity of China’s Landscape Fragmentation in 1980-2020. Ecol.
Indic. 2022, 136, 108654. [CrossRef]

4. Fan, C; Myint, S. A Comparison of Spatial Autocorrelation Indices and Landscape Metrics in Measuring Urban Landscape
Fragmentation. Landsc. Urban Plan 2014, 121, 117-128. [CrossRef]

5. Levin, S.A. The Problem of Pattern and Scale in Ecology. In Ecological Time Series; Powell, TM., Steele, ]. H., Eds.; Springer: Boston,
MA, USA, 1995; pp. 277-326. ISBN 978-1-4615-1769-6. [CrossRef]

6. Zongxing, L.; Qi, E; Zongjie, L.; Xufeng, W.; Juan, G.; Baijuan, Z.; Yuchen, L.; Xiaohong, D.; Jian, X.; Wende, G.; et al. Reversing
Conflict between Humans and the Environment—The Experience in the Qilian Mountains. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2021, 148,
111333. [CrossRef]

7.  Pickett, S.T.A.; Cadenasso, M.L.; Grove, ].M. Resilient Cities: Meaning, Models, and Metaphor for Integrating the Ecological,
Socio-Economic, and Planning Realms. Landsc. Urban Plan 2004, 69, 369-384. [CrossRef]

8.  Santiago-Ramos, ].; Feria-Toribio, .M. Assessing the Effectiveness of Protected Areas against Habitat Fragmentation and Loss: A
Long-Term Multi-Scalar Analysis in a Mediterranean Region. J. Nat. Conserv. 2021, 64, 126072. [CrossRef]

9. Vorovencii, I. Quantifying Landscape Pattern and Assessing the Land Cover Changes in Piatra Craiului National Park and Bucegi
Natural Park, Romania, Using Satellite Imagery and Landscape Metrics. Environ. Monit. Assess. 2015, 187, 692. [CrossRef]

10.  Simpson, L.A.; Dugmore, A.]J.; Thomson, A.; Vésteinsson, O. Crossing the Thresholds: Human Ecology and Historical Patterns of
Landscape Degradation. Catena 2001, 42, 175-192. [CrossRef]

11.  Nagendra, H.; Munroe, D.K.; Southworth, J. From Pattern to Process: Landscape Fragmentation and the Analysis of Land
Use/Land Cover Change. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2004, 101, 111-115. [CrossRef]

12.  Rodriguez-Rodriguez, D.; Martinez-Vega, ]. Analysing Subtle Threats to Conservation: A Nineteen Year Assessment of Fragmen-
tation and Isolation of Spanish Protected Areas. Landsc. Urban Plan 2019, 185, 107-116. [CrossRef]

13.  Wittemyer, G.; Elsen, P,; Bean, W.T.; Burton, A.C.O.; Brashares, ].S. Accelerated Human Population Growth at Protected Area
Edges. Science 2008, 321, 123-126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Burgess, N.D.; Balmford, A.; Cordeiro, N.J.; Fjelds3, J.; Kiiper, W.; Rahbek, C.; Sanderson, E.W.; Scharlemann, ] PW.; Sommer, ].H.;
Williams, PH. Correlations among Species Distributions, Human Density and Human Infrastructure across the High Biodiversity
Tropical Mountains of Africa. Biol. Conserv. 2007, 134, 164-177. [CrossRef]

15. Peng, Q.; Wang, R.; Jiang, Y.; Li, C. Contributions of Climate Change and Human Activities to Vegetation Dynamics in Qilian
Mountain National Park, Northwest China. Glob. Ecol. Conserv. 2021, 32, e01947. [CrossRef]

16. Qian, D.; Cao, G.; Du, Y;; Li, Q.; Guo, X. Impacts of Climate Change and Human Factors on Land Cover Change in Inland
Mountain Protected Areas: A Case Study of the Qilian Mountain National Nature Reserve in China. Environ. Monit. Assess. 2019,
191, 486. [CrossRef]

17.  Mottet, A.; Ladet, S.; Coqué, N.; Gibon, A. Agricultural Land-Use Change and Its Drivers in Mountain Landscapes: A Case Study
in the Pyrenees. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2006, 114, 296-310. [CrossRef]

18. Cai, X,; Wu, Z.; Cheng, J. Using Kernel Density Estimation to Assess the Spatial Pattern of Road Density and Its Impact on
Landscape Fragmentation. Int. ]. Geogr. Inf. Sci. 2013, 27, 222-230. [CrossRef]

19. Hawbaker, T.]J.; Radeloff, V.C.; Hammer, R.B.; Clayton, M.K. Road Density and Landscape Pattern in Relation to Housing Density,
and Ownership, Land Cover, and Soils. Landsc. Ecol. 2005, 20, 609-625. [CrossRef]

20. Séanchez-fernandez, M.; Miguel, J.; Morillas, B.; Gonzédlez, D.M.; Juan, J.; Blasco, D.S. Impact of Roads on Environmental Protected
Areas: Analysis and Comparison of Metrics for Assessing Habitat Fragmentation. Land 2022, 11, 1843. [CrossRef]

21. Liu, Z; Ding, M,; He, C; Li, J.; Wu, J. Landscape and Urban Planning The Impairment of Environmental Sustainability Due to
Rapid Urbanization in the Dryland Region of Northern China. Landsc. Urban Plan 2019, 187, 165-180. [CrossRef]

22.  Hui, Z; Ningning, K.S.L. Human Impacts on Landscape Structure in Wolong Natural Reserve. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2001, 21, 1994-2001.

23. Boori, M.S; VoZenilek, V.; Choudhary, K. Land Use/Cover Disturbance Due to Tourism in Jeseniky Mountain, Czech Republic: A

Remote Sensing and GIS Based Approach. Egypt. J. Remote Sens. Space Sci. 2015, 18, 17-26. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1002/ldr.761
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10640-013-9707-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2022.108654
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2013.10.002
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4615-1769-6
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2021.111333
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2003.10.035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnc.2021.126072
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-015-4909-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0341-8162(00)00137-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2003.09.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2019.01.012
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1158900
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18599788
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2006.08.024
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2021.e01947
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-019-7619-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2005.11.017
http://doi.org/10.1080/13658816.2012.663918
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-004-5647-0
http://doi.org/10.3390/land11101843
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2018.10.020
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrs.2014.12.002

Land 2022, 11, 2087 25 of 26

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.
41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

Heslinga, ].; Groote, P.; Vanclay, F. Understanding the Historical Institutional Context by Using Content Analysis of Local Policy
and Planning Documents: Assessing the Interactions between Tourism and Landscape on the Island of Terschelling in the Wadden
Sea Region. Tour. Manag. 2018, 66, 180-190. [CrossRef]

Xiang, Y.; Meng, J.; You, N.; Chen, P; Yang, H. Spatio-Temporal Analysis of Anthropogenic Disturbances on Landscape Pattern of
Tourist Destinations: A Case Study in the Li River Basin, China. Sci. Rep. 2019, 9, 19285. [CrossRef]

Orsi, F; Geneletti, D. Using Geotagged Photographs and GIS Analysis to Estimate Visitor Flows in Natural Areas. J. Nat. Conserv.
2013, 21, 359-368. [CrossRef]

Pérez-Calderoén, E.; Miguel-Barrado, V.; Sanchez-Cubo, F. Tourism Business in Spanish National Parks: A Multidimensional
Perspective of Sustainable Tourism. Land 2022, 11, 190. [CrossRef]

Xi, J.; Zhao, M.; Ge, Q.; Kong, Q. Changes in Land Use of a Village Driven by over 25 Years of Tourism: The Case of Gougezhuang
Village, China. Land Use Policy 2014, 40, 119-130. [CrossRef]

Lakshmi, S.R.; Shaji, T.L. Transformation of Coastal Settlements Due to Tourism. Procedia Technol. 2016, 24, 1668-1680. [CrossRef]
Kurniawan, F.; Adrianto, L.; Bengen, D.G.; Prasetyo, L.B. Patterns of Landscape Change on Small Islands: A Case of Gili Matra
Islands, Marine Tourism Park, Indonesia. Procedia Soc. Behav. Sci. 2016, 227, 553-559. [CrossRef]

Mairota, P.; Cafarelli, B.; Boccaccio, L.; Leronni, V.; Labadessa, R.; Kosmidou, V.; Nagendra, H. Using Landscape Structure to
Develop Quantitative Baselines for Protected Area Monitoring. Ecol. Indic. 2013, 33, 82-95. [CrossRef]

Ianas, A.N.; Germain, D. Quantifying Landscape Changes and Fragmentation in a National Park in the Romanian Carpathians.
Carpathian |. Earth Environ. Sci. 2018, 13, 147-160. [CrossRef]

Kubacka, M.; Zywica, P;; Vila Subirés, J.; Brodka, S.; Macias, A. How Do the Surrounding Areas of National Parks Work in the
Context of Landscape Fragmentation? A Case Study of 159 Protected Areas Selected in 11 EU Countries. Land Use Policy 2022,
113, 105910. [CrossRef]

Munroe, D.K.; Nagendra, H.; Southworth, J. Monitoring Landscape Fragmentation in an Inaccessible Mountain Area: Celaque
National Park, Western Honduras. Landsc. Urban Plan 2007, 83, 154-167. [CrossRef]

Ryan, S.J.; Southworth, J.; Hartter, J.; Dowhaniuk, N.; Fuda, R.K; Diem, ].E. Household Level Influences on Fragmentation in an
African Park Landscape. Appl. Geogr. 2015, 58, 18-31. [CrossRef]

Rodriguez-Izquierdo, E.; Cid, A.; Garcia-Meneses, PM.; Pefia-Sanabria, K.A.; Lerner, A.M.; Matus-Kramer, A.; Escalante, A.E.
From Resilience Attributes to City Resilience. Landsc. Urban Plan 2022, 226, 104485. [CrossRef]

Mas, J.F. Assessing Protected Area Effectiveness Using Surrounding (Buffer) Areas Environmentally Similar to the Target Area.
Environ. Monit. Assess. 2005, 105, 69-80. [CrossRef]

Hill, J.L.; Curran, P.J. Area, Shape and Isolation of Tropical Forest Fragments: Effects on Tree Species Diversity and Implications
for Conservation. J. Biogeogr. 2003, 30, 1391-1403. [CrossRef]

Broadbent, E.N.; Asner, G.P; Keller, M.; Knapp, D.E.; Oliveira, P.J.C.; Silva, ].N. Forest Fragmentation and Edge Effects from
Deforestation and Selective Logging in the Brazilian Amazon. Biol. Conserv. 2008, 141, 1745-1757. [CrossRef]

Nascimento, H.E.M.; Laurance, W.F. Biomass Dynamics in Amazonian Forest Fragments. Ecol. Appl. 2004, 14, 127-138. [CrossRef]
Qin, X,; Liu, W,; Mao, R.; Song, J.; Chen, Y.; Ma, C.; Li, M. Quantitative Assessment of Driving Factors Affecting Human
Appropriation of Net Primary Production (HANPP) in the Qilian Mountains, China. Ecol. Indic. 2021, 121, 106997. [CrossRef]
Adams, W.M.; Hutton, J. People, Parks and Poverty Political Ecology and Biodiversity Conservation. Conserv. Soc. 2007, 5,
147-183.

Meng, J.; Long, Y.; Lefeng, S. Stakeholders’ Evolutionary Relationship Analysis of China’s National Park Ecotourism Development.
J. Environ. Manag. 2022, 316, 115188. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

National Forestry and Grassland Administration (NFGA); National Park Administration (NPA). Master Plan QLMNP (Exposure
Draft). 2019. Available online: http://www.forestry.gov.cn/main/4461/20190215/091344699121299.html (accessed on 25 October
2022).

Wang, Y.; Wu, C.; Wang, E; Sun, Q.; Wang, X.; Guo, S. Comprehensive Evaluation and Prediction of Tourism Ecological Security
in Droughty Area National Parks—A Case Study of Qilian Mountain of Zhangye Section, China. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2021,
28,16816-16829. [CrossRef]

Zou, Y.; Xu, J.; Zhang, R. Rethinking Vulnerability and Human Behaviour in Arid and Semi-Arid Regions in Northwestern China.
Environ. Monit. Assess. 2020, 192, 379. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Guo, J.; Zhao, X.; Wei, Z.; Chen, Z.; Zhou, H. Progress, Problems, and Key Directions for Establishing the First National Park
Demonstration Province in Qinghai, China. Int. J. Geoherit. Parks 2021, 9, 526-541. [CrossRef]

Lin, P.; He, Z; Du, J.; Chen, L.; Zhu, X.; Li, ]. Recent Changes in Daily Climate Extremes in an Arid Mountain Region, a Case
Study in Northwestern China’s Qilian Mountains. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 2245. [CrossRef]

Yao, Z.; Zhao, C.; Yang, K; Liu, W.; Li, Y.; You, ].; Xiao, J. Alpine Grassland Degradation in the Qilian Mountains, China—A Case
Study in Damaying Grassland. Catena 2016, 137, 494-500. [CrossRef]

Gong, W.; Wang, H.; Wang, X.; Fan, W.; Stott, P. Effect of Terrain on Landscape Patterns and Ecological Effects by a Gradient-Based
RS and GIS Analysis. J. For. Res. 2017, 28, 1061-1072. [CrossRef]

Yuxi, Z.; Linsheng, Z. Identifying Conflicts Tendency between Nature-Based Tourism Development and Ecological Protection in
China. Ecol. Indic. 2020, 109, 105791. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2017.12.004
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-55532-w
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnc.2013.03.001
http://doi.org/10.3390/land11020190
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2013.11.014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.protcy.2016.05.188
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2016.06.114
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2012.08.017
http://doi.org/10.26471/cjees/2018/013/014
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2021.105910
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2007.04.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2015.01.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2022.104485
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-005-3156-5
http://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2699.2003.00930.x
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.biocon.2008.04.024
http://doi.org/10.1890/01-6003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106997
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2022.115188
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35537266
http://www.forestry.gov.cn/main/4461/20190215/091344699121299.html
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-020-12021-2
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10661-020-08320-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32424725
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijgeop.2021.11.010
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-02345-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2015.09.021
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-017-0385-8
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105791

Land 2022, 11, 2087 26 of 26

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.
66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

Gerstenberg, T.; Baumeister, C.F,; Schraml, U.; Plieninger, T. Hot Routes in Urban Forests: The Impact of Multiple Landscape
Features on Recreational Use Intensity. Landsc. Urban Plan 2020, 203, 103888. [CrossRef]

Tang, X. The Establishment of National Park System: A New Milestone for the Field of Nature Conservation in China. Int. J.
Geoherit. Parks 2020, 8, 195-202. [CrossRef]

Levin, N.; Duke, Y. High Spatial Resolution Night-Time Light Images for Demographic and Socio-Economic Studies. Remote Sens.
Environ. 2012, 119, 1-10. [CrossRef]

Huang, X.; Yang, J.; Li, J.; Wen, D. Urban Functional Zone Mapping by Integrating High Spatial Resolution Nighttime Light and
Daytime Multi-View Imagery. ISPRS |. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 2021, 175, 403-415. [CrossRef]

Wang, M.; Xu, Q.; Fan, Z.; Sun, X. The Imprint of Built-up Land Expansion on Cropland Distribution and Productivity in
Shandong Province. Land 2021, 10, 639. [CrossRef]

Pei, J.; Wang, L.; Wang, X.; Niu, Z.; Kelly, M.; Song, X.P.; Huang, N.; Geng, J.; Tian, H.; Yu, Y.; et al. Time Series of Landsat Imagery
Shows Vegetation Recovery in Two Fragile Karst Watersheds in Southwest China from 1988 to 2016. Remote Sens. 2019, 11, 2044.
[CrossRef]

Yang, S.; Hu, S.; Wang, S.; Zou, L. Effects of Rapid Urban Land Expansion on the Spatial Direction of Residential Land Prices:
Evidence from Wuhan, China. Habitat Int. 2020, 101, 102186. [CrossRef]

TUCN Habitat’s Classification Scheme (Version 3.1). In: The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species (Version 2013.1). Available
online: https:/ /www.iucnredlist.org/resources/habitat-classification-scheme (accessed on 20 January 2022).

He, C,; Liu, Z,; Tian, J.; Ma, Q. Urban Expansion Dynamics and Natural Habitat Loss in China: A Multiscale Landscape
Perspective. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2014, 20, 2886-2902. [CrossRef]

Dai, L,; Li, S.; Lewis, B.J; Wu, J.; Yu, D.; Zhou, W.; Zhou, L.; Wu, S. The Influence of Land Use Change on the Spatial-Temporal
Variability of Habitat Quality between 1990 and 2010 in Northeast China. J. For. Res. 2019, 30, 2227-2236. [CrossRef]

Wang, X.; Blanchet, F.G.; Koper, N. Measuring Habitat Fragmentation: An Evaluation of Landscape Pattern Metrics. Methods Ecol.
Evol. 2014, 5, 634-646. [CrossRef]

Lisiak, M.; Borowiak, K.; Kanclerz, J.; Adamska, A.; Szymariczyk, J. Effect of Linear Investment on Nature and Landscape—A
Case Study. J. Environ. Eng. Landsc. Manag. 2018, 26, 158-165. [CrossRef]

Chen, Z; Yu, B,; Yang, C.; Zhou, Y.; Yao, S.; Qian, X.; Wang, C.; Wu, B.; Wu, J. An Extended Time-Series (2000-2018) of Global
NPP-VIIRS-like Nighttime Light Data. Earth Syst. Sci. Data 2021, 13, 889-906. [CrossRef]

Jun, C; Ban, Y,; Li, S. Open Access to Earth Land-Cover Map. Nature 2014, 514, 434. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Xu, X.; Hu, J. Study on Spatiotemporal Behavior of Urban Park Tourists Based on GPS Data: A Case Study of Wuhan East Lake
Scenic Area. Econ. Geogr. 2020, 40, 224-232.

Shen, Y.; Xu, Y.; Liu, L. Crowd-Sourced City Images: Decoding Multidimensional Interaction between Imagery Elements with
Volunteered Photos. ISPRS Int. ]. Geoinf. 2021, 10, 740. [CrossRef]

Wu, Q.; Cheng, J.; Young, C. Social Differentiation and Spatial Mixture in a Transitional City—Kunming in Southwest China.
Habitat Int. 2017, 64, 11-21. [CrossRef]

Fang, ].; He, H.; An, L.; Jin, G. The Evaluation of Potential for the Exploration and Development of Coalbed Methane Resources
Based on an Improved Uncertainty Measure Optimization Model. Energy Explor. Exploit. 2019, 37, 315-331. [CrossRef]

Yan, K.; Ding, Y. The Overview of the Progress of Qilian Mountain National Park System Pilot Area. Int. J. Geoherit. Parks 2020, 8,
210-214. [CrossRef]

Cheng, Q.; Cheng, X.; Ma, K; Zhao, X.; Qu, J. Offering the Win-Win Solutions between Ecological Conservation and Livelihood
Development: National Parks in Qinghai, China. Geogr. Sustain. 2020, 1, 251-255. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2020.103888
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijgeop.2020.11.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2011.12.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.isprsjprs.2021.03.019
http://doi.org/10.3390/land10060639
http://doi.org/10.3390/rs11172044
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2020.102186
https://www.iucnredlist.org/resources/habitat-classification-scheme
http://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12553
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-018-0771-x
http://doi.org/10.1111/2041-210X.12198
http://doi.org/10.3846/jeelm.2018.2271
http://doi.org/10.5194/essd-13-889-2021
http://doi.org/10.1038/514434c
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25341776
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijgi10110740
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2017.03.019
http://doi.org/10.1177/0144598718797099
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijgeop.2020.11.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geosus.2020.10.001

	Introduction 
	Literature Review 
	The Effect of Human Disturbance on the Landscape Pattern 
	Landscape Fragmentation in Protected Areas (PA) 
	Conflict between Environmental Protection and Community Development in QLMNP 

	Materials and Methods 
	Research Area 
	Overall Research Design 
	Research Methodology 
	Geographically Weighted Regression (GWR) 
	Indicators of Landscape Fragmentation 
	Disturbance Intensity Based on the Landscape Fragmentation Indexes 

	Data Sources 

	Results 
	Patterns of Human Activities and Other Drivers 
	Spatial Distribution of Transport and Travel Demand 
	Spatial Distributions of Human Settlements and Residential Areas 
	Spatial Distributions of Human Infrastructure 
	Spatial Distribution of Agricultural Development 
	Spatial Distributions of Natural Factors 

	Patterns of Landscape Fragmentation 
	Association of Human Activities to Landscape Fragmentation 
	Results of the GWR Model of the Spatial Relationships between Landscape Fragmentation and Human Disturbance in Communities 
	Multi-Ring Buffer Analysis of Landscape Fragmentation around Human Disturbances 


	Discussion 
	Spatial Heterogeneity of the Landscape Fragmentation in QLMNP 
	Impact of Human Disturbance on Landscape Fragmentation in QLMNP 
	Spatial Heterogeneity of the Drivers of Landscape Fragmentation in QLMNP 
	Sustainable Development of Communities in QLMNP: A Future Perspective 

	Conclusions 
	Appendix A
	References

