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Abstract

:

Understanding changes in habitat quality and the driving forces of these changes at landscape scales is a critical part of effective ecosystem management. The present study investigated spatiotemporal habitat quality dynamics and related driving forces from 2005 to 2015 in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir in North China by constructing an effective framework integrated InVEST and binary logistic regression models. This framework expanded the driving force analysis into an assessment of changes in habitat quality and intuitively verified the effectiveness of relevant environmental policies. The proposed method of combining the equidistant random sampling method and the method of introducing spatial lag variables in logistic regression equation can effectively solve spatial autocorrelation with a large enough number of sampling points. Overall, habitat quality improved during the study period. Spatially, a concentrated loss of habitat occurred in the southeastern part of the basin between the reservoir and mountainous areas, while other areas gradually recovered. Driving force analysis showed that lower elevation mountain land, gentle slopes, locations near rural land or roads, larger areas of grain cultivation, and areas with little population change had a higher likelihood of having changed in habitat quality in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir. These results suggested that the present policy of protecting the ecosystem had a positive effect on improving habitat quality. In the future, the human activity management related to habitat quality needs to be strengthened. The present study would provide a reference for land use policy formulation and biodiversity conservation.
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1. Introduction


The extent and quality of habitat conditions are often used as proxies for biodiversity [1]. High quality habitats provide ecosystem services of global importance, providing significant economic and aesthetic benefits to humans, as well as providing cultural value to human society, along with providing vital ecological processes in terrestrial ecosystems [2]. Nevertheless, habitats are increasingly threatened by human activities, such as the expansion of urbanized land and farmland [3,4,5], and climate change, which is one of the main causes of the current high rates of species extinction [6,7]. The quality of habitats depends on their own natural environment characteristics and impacts of human land use on them [8,9]. Therefore, under the influence of climate change and ecosystem management policies (such as protection of natural forest, and other environmental development projects), assessing changes in habitat quality and exploring their driving forces is a critical need, especially in important ecologically sensitive areas such as drinking water sources.



Habitat quality refers to the ability of ecosystems to provide suitable living conditions for individuals and clusters of species, and is based on the resources that can provide for the survival, reproduction, and sustainability of all species in an area. Habitat quality serves as an important indicator of ecosystem sustainability, while habitat degradation is one of the main causes of a decline in biodiversity. The higher the habitat quality, the better the ecosystem biodiversity. Mapping the extent and occurrence of habitats and identifying the effects of land use and management on habitats are critical parts of ecosystem management. The methods commonly used to evaluate habitat quality at a landscape scale can be classified into two types: (1) constructing an index system [10,11] and (2) the model-based evaluation method [12,13,14]. Most index system methods are descriptive and require large amounts of data. Many researchers have highlighted the role of the model approach in the spatial expression and prediction of future habitats. The model-based analysis methods mainly investigate the distribution of species and their environmental conditions to determine habitat suitability. In recent years, people have gradually realized the effects of the distribution of surrounding sources of threats to habitats and have gradually incorporated them into model studies; this area of research has become a new hot spot for the assessment of habitat suitability [15,16]. The Integrated Valuation of Environmental Services and Tradeoffs (InVEST) model developed by Stanford University and the University of Minnesota, World Wildlife Fund, and The Nature Conservancy is a coarse-filter assessment approach that models habitats or vegetation to identify priorities for conservation with various trade-offs among different conservation strategies. The InVEST model shows advantages in comparing the spatial patterns of biodiversity, ecosystem service functions, and identifies win-win regions that protect both natural systems and the human economy, along with providing future scenarios. The InVEST model can also analyze impacts of land use and land management on species habitat quality [12]. The data size required for the model is small, and the data is relatively easy to obtain. It is an excellent tool for analyzing habitat quality in areas where species distribution data are lacking. Terrado et al. [15] used monitored biodiversity data to verify the reliability of the InVEST model’s simulation results on habitat quality and its range. The InVEST model has successfully been used in many land use change studies to assess the effects of the results of change on habitat quality [1,8,12,14,15]. However, most previous studies have focused on evaluating changes in habitat quality but have not explored their driving forces.



A more comprehensive understanding of the underlying forces that drive changes in habitat quality (e.g., local climate change and socio-economic growth) will be required to reveal the driving mechanisms and basic processes involved in change. These driving factors influence the development path of habitat quality. Scholars have made an effort to understand the patterns and mechanisms of land use from natural and socio-economic perspectives [17,18]. Driving forces of land use change have generally been classified into three groups: biophysical, socio-economic, and spatial driving forces [19]. Although biophysical factors change little in a short time, they can indirectly affect changes in habitat types (e.g., soil type and local climate change factors) as well as influence human behavior and activities (e.g., landform factor). In regional ecosystems, differences in soil conditions, landform characteristics, precipitation, and temperature may significantly affect the spatial distribution of various habitat types. Socio-economic forces, such as population and relative wealth, can be the most important determinants of land cover change [3]. The main forces driving the conversion of natural habitats also include spatial factors, such as distance to a highway, rural land, and/or a town [20]. In practice, many of these factors interact to form a complex network of relationships that influence changes in habitat quality. The relative importance of each driving force factor varied with the area and timing of the research.



Many mathematical models have been applied to the identification of driving forces [21,22,23]. Among these methods, the logistic regression model is a more commonly used method. It considers that the dependent and independent variables are non-linear and also considers spatial variables, making it superior to other methods and allowing it to achieve a quantitative analysis of relationships between the transition and driving factors of land use [18]. Multiple logistic regression has been used to assess the probability of land cover change in a Caribbean tropical moist forest [3,17,24]. When using logistic analysis, one precondition assumes that the sampling point data are statistically independent from each other [25]. Spatial autocorrelation creates an unavoidable problem in spatial sampling data [26]. The independence of sample points from each other is one of the basic assumptions of the logistic model. At present, two main methods have been used to effectively eliminate spatial autocorrelation within sample data: (1) increasing the sampling distance [27,28,29] and (2) introducing spatial weights into logistic regression models [25,26,30]. However, in the actual processing, we found that increasing the sampling distance to avoid spatial autocorrelation will lead to a reduction in the number of effective sampling points, especially if the proportion of changes taking up the total sample size is small. The introduction of spatial weights in a logistic regression equation will increase the amount of computation and cannot effectively address the spatial autocorrelation in some cases, especially when the sample size is large. Therefore, a simple and rapid method to ensure that the number of samples is sufficient with avoiding spatial autocorrelation is needed. Current research on the driving forces of habitat quality change needs expanding, and the effects of exploratory variables may be different from those found in land use change.



In the present study, which analyzes the case of the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir, a typical drinking water source conservation area with important ecological functions helps us to understand of patterns and determinants of habitat changes. We used a combination of habitat quality assessment and statistical analysis models to evaluate spatiotemporal changes in habitat quality at the landscape scale and identify the important forces driving these changes. The objectives of the present study were (1) to quantitatively assess habitat quality in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir using the spatially explicit habitat quality module of the InVEST model while using data covering 2005 to 2015, and (2) to identify the main forces driving the changes in habitat quality with an improved logistic regression model in the upper basin of this reservoir. This paper overcame the limitations of the analysis of habitat quality change in previous literature by expanding the driving force analysis into an assessment of changes in habitat quality and intuitively evaluated and verified the effectiveness of relevant environmental policies. At the same time, this paper combined the approach of equidistant random sampling and the method of introducing spatial lag variables in the regression equation to provide a new simple and rapid method for solving problems related to spatial autocorrelation. The research results confirmed that ecosystem management policies would have positive effects on improving habitat quality and would play an important role in the effective use of land resources and the protection of ecosystems in the future in this water source area.




2. Study Area


The upper basin of Miyun Reservoir lies northeast of Beijing at 40°24′–41°3′ N, 116°5′–117°30′ E. Middle to low elevation mountains and hilly terrain dominate the river basin and cover about 83.4% of the total area of the watershed. Between 300–700 mm of rain falls annually and this is unevenly distributed in space. Mainly secondary coniferous and broad-leaved mixed forests form a forest vegetation belt in this region and these are interspersed with some areas of grassland. These forests are mainly distributed in area with low levels of human activity in the middle and high elevation mountains. This study area, covering approximately 3452.55 km2, lies in the southeastern part of the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir in the area administered by the city of Beijing, and spans 21 townships in Miyun and Yanqing Counties as well as Huairou District (Figure 1). About 91.7% of the local population in the basin derives an income from agriculture with animal husbandry also providing some income.



Because Miyun Reservoir serves as a source of surface drinking water for Beijing, habitat quality in the drainage plays an important role in the quality of its water supply. A number of ecological restoration projects have been implemented in the upper reaches of Miyun Reservoir to improve environmental conditions. In June 2000, the 20-year Beijing-Tianjin Sandstorm Source Control Project was launched that included returning farmland to forest, grassland management, and ecological migration (human emigration from the area designed to support improvement of ecological conditions across the landscape). In order to control environmental problems such as soil erosion, the policy of returning farmland to forest was implemented in the basin in 2002. From 2009 to 2015, a cooperative project was implemented to improve ecologically-sound water conservation and forestation in Beijing and in Hebei Province including an afforestation project based on an ecologically reasonable forest protection system. The implementation of these projects has greatly improved the environmental conditions of the Miyun Reservoir drainage. Moreover, the rapid expansion of rural land and climate change indicates future pressure will be placed on efforts to maintain and protect habitat quality and biodiversity in the Miyun Reservoir basin. Identifying which biophysical and human factors are important and understanding how they are related to the changes in habitat quality are urgently needed.




3. Methods


The study aimed to assess habitat quality and to explain the relationship between changes in habitat quality and potential forces driving those changes. Changes in habitat quality were considered as habitat transformation at different levels. Desirable habitats would be affected by the forces driving change and would shift from low- to high-grade habitats. For example, the implementation of the project of returning farmland to forest would transform low-quality cultivated land into higher-grade forestland habitats. Taking the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir, which is the source of drinking water, as an example, the authors chose the years from 2005 to 2015 as the study period mainly considering the changes in habitat quality that occurred under the rapid development of the social economy and the implementation of ecologically-related policies. Figure 2 summarizes the overall research process and framework, including data preparation, habitat quality assessment, and the analysis of driving factors.



3.1. Description of the Habitat Quality Model


The Habitat Quality Module in the InVEST model was used to analyze habitat quality of the upper basin of the Miyun watershed in North China. The core of the model is that patterns in biodiversity are inherently spatial, and as such, can be estimated by analyzing land use and land cover maps in conjunction with spatial data related to threats to habitat integrity. The habitat was defined as “the resources and conditions present in an area that produces occupancy—including survival and reproduction—by a given organism [31]. Humans mainly affect habitats through a degree of land degradation caused by the threat source. The threat source in this model was quantified mainly from three aspects: (1) the relative effect of each threat (ωr); (2) the effect of the threat over space (irxy); and (3) the relative sensitivity of each habitat type to each threat (Sjr). The stress level Dxj of the grid x with land use type j was calculated as follows (see InVEST user’s guide for further details on this method):
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where y and Yr indicate all grid cells and the set of grid cells on r’s raster map, respectively, θx is the level of accessibility in grid cell x, dxy is the linear distance between grid cells x and y, drmax is the maximum effective distance of threat r’s reach across space, Sjr indicates the sensitivity of land use and land cover (LULC, or habitat type) j to threat r, and ry indicates the effect of threat r that originates in grid cell y.



The quality of each grid’s habitat is determined by its own habitat conditions and the degree of habitat degradation in Equation (1). The results from the model are within the range of 0 to 1, with 1 representing the highest level of habitat quality. Habitat quality was calculated using Equation (4):


   Q  x j   =  H j  ( 1 − (    D  x j  z     D  x j  z  +  k z    ) )  



(4)




where k is the half-saturation constant, and Hj is the habitat suitability of LULC type j.



Land use map of the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir were provided by the Data Center for Resources and Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences (http://www.resdc.cn). The land use data included 30 m resolution Landsat TM and Landsat OLI/TIRS interpretation data acquired in 2005 and 2015. Both images were classified into the following land use types: dryland, forestland, shrubland, open forestland, other woodland, river canal, reservoir pond, reservoir beach, rural urbanized land and other urbanized land, as well as high-, medium-, and low-cover grasslands (Figure 1). In this paper, the general biodiversity that includes all species was set the objective of biodiversity conservation. Then we defined dryland, reservoir beach land, rural urbanized land, and other urbanized land as the source of threats to habitats. Reservoir beach land was defined as a threat source because farmers often employed it as cultivated land and other urbanized land. The parameters that need to be defined based on the actual conditions in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir include: (1) the maximum distance of the threat source on the habitat and (2) the weight of the threat source, (3) the suitability of the habitats, and (4) the sensitivity of the habitats to each threat source. The model parameter values are determined with reference to other research [8,14,15] (Table 1). The habitat suitability was determined according to three following principles. First, the closer habitats are to climax community, the higher the habitat suitability. Second, the more complex the system is, the higher suitability there will be. Third, a purely anthropomorphic environment does not have suitable habitats. It was assumed that high quality habitats are related to the habitats existing in a relatively complex and diverse landscape. Habitat quality scores can not be used to predict the persistence of species in landscape types, but can be interpreted as relative scores to reflect the ability of the ecosystem providing ecological services [12]; the higher the landscape score, the better it is favorable for the given conservation objective. Using the classification method of Yan et al. [14], the habitat quality score was divided into three levels: low (0–0.35), medium (0.35–0.83), and high (0.83–1).




3.2. Improvement of Logistic Multiple Regression Model for Analyzing Driving Forces


This study employed a binary logistic stepwise regression model to quantitatively analyze the driving forces of the evolution of habitats in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir. Logistic regression models provide results in the form of event probabilities. The model assumes that X = (x1, x2, x3, ..., xn) is a set of variables related to the variable Y reflecting habitat quality change. The dependent variable takes the values 0 and 1, with 0 indicating that the change of habitat quality did not occur and 1 that the habitat quality changed. P is the probability that the habitat quality has changed. Then the corresponding logistic regression model is as follows:


  Y = ln (  p  1 − p   ) =  β 0  +  β 1   x 1  +  β 2   x 2  + , ⋯ , +  β k   x k   
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  p =   exp ( Y )   1 + exp ( Y )    



(6)




where Y is the dependent variable;  x 1,  x 2, ...,  x k are the driving factors that affect the change of the habitat quality: differences in annual average precipitation, annual average temperature, and population, etc.; β0 is the constant of the equation, and β1, β2, …, βk are the partial regression coefficients of the logistic regression, which represent the magnitude of the influence of the independent variable  x i on Y.



3.2.1. Dependent Variables


Habitat quality data of the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir in the years 2005 and 2015 were obtained from the InVEST model. Change of habitat quality was defined as the difference between habitat quality in 2015 and that in 2005. The habitat-driven factors for improving habitat quality may be different from the driving factors for reducing habitat quality. Given the assessment results of habitat quality changes, the area of habitat quality improvement and degradation in the study area is relatively small, and it is difficult to obtain sufficient and effective sampling points. Therefore, the difference map between the 2015 habitat evaluation results and the 2005 habitat evaluation results was used to obtain the spatial distribution and quantity of habitat quality changes. This map provided the dependent variable (habitat quality change versus no change) for the regression models.




3.2.2. Independent Variables


Habitat quality in a watershed evolves using a very complex process, which is the result of internal and external driving forces such as natural and human activities. Based on the scientific nature, representativeness, and the availability of data, the driving force index system used in the present study to analyze the evolution of habitat quality was finally determined. The index system was divided into two levels. The first-level indicators include socio-economic, biophysical, and spatial factors (Table 2). Among them, the biophysical indicators included changes in both average temperature and precipitation between 2005 and 2015, as well as soil type, landform, and slope. Soil type and landform are multi-class categorical variables. The dummy variables of elevation were set as low-altitude plains (1), low-altitude hills (2), low-altitude mountains (3), and medium-altitude mountains (4). The dummy variables of soil were set as cinnamon soil (1), yellow loess soil (2), brown soil (3) and lake soil (4). The socioeconomic factors included household population, agricultural population, grain cultivation area, the total output value of both agriculture and forestry, and fiscal revenue. The climatic data included precipitation and temperature data with a spatial resolution of 90 m. Digital data capable of supporting the planned analysis were assembled from various data sources. Climatic, administrative boundary, and terrain dataset were provided by the Data Center for Resources and Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences (http://www.resdc.cn). The socio-economic data were calculated in units of administrative villages, and were collected from the statistics bureaus of Miyun County as well as Huairou and Yanqing districts. The road network was digitized from GoogleEarth and was projected to match the land use data. All data were processed into a 30 m spatial resolution with resampling technology using ArcGIS software. The spatial distance factor was calculated by Euclidean distance. Digitation and spatial analysis were performed with ArcGIS software 10.2 (ESRI, Redlands, CA, USA). Figure 3 shows several important independent variables. Spatial lag variable is a transformation spatial weight of the dependent variable and is commonly used in spatial regression models. In this study, spatial lag variable was included into the logistic regression model to capture spatial effects.




3.2.3. Sampling Design


Two major considerations affected model verification. One was the selection of the number of sampling points. When using logistic regression analysis, the ratio of a number of observations to the number of variables (EPV) has to be considered in order to achieve a desirable model [32,33]. Because of this concern about model stability, the value of EPV in the present study was at least greater than 25. The other consideration was sample point spatial autocorrelation. As mentioned above, the traditional methods of increasing the sampling distance or introducing spatial weights can solve the problem of spatial autocorrelation under certain conditions, but they have common problems that require considerable trial and error. This paper attempted to use a combination of distance control and random sampling; it also introduces spatial lag variables in the regression equation to ensure sufficient and effective sampling points while avoiding residual spatial autocorrelation in conventional logistic regression models. Our method is more suitable for solving the problem of spatial autocorrelation of sampling points in the case of enough sampling size being required for accurately detecting small spatial variations of dependent variables. In this paper, the number of pixels in the change of habitat quality accounted for 7.9% of the entire study area, which is a rather small proportion of the total. The specific approach included two following steps to effectively reduce the effects of space. The first step was a random selection of a sample of 5000 points with the stipulation that they were separated by a distance of at least 300 m. This distance to a certain extent lessened the effects of spatial autocorrelation. The number of sample points that changed was 420. Based on the number of sampling points mentioned earlier, a random re-sampling of 10% of the unchanged sample points was required. This yielded a sample of 842 cells when using our method. The second step was to include a spatial lag variable into the independent variable set. Based on the inverse distance weight method the space weight between the samples was determined, in which the spaced distance used Euclidean distance. Then GeoDa software was used to calculate spatial lag variables.




3.2.4. Regression Model Construction


The driving forces of habitat quality were analyzed based on binary logistic regression using SPSS 20 software. In order to eliminate the effects of dimension, the continuous variable data were standardized. The probability of a variable entering the equation was 0.05, and the probability of deleting it was 0.1. The logistic model’s efficiency to classify cells into habitat quality change and unchanged area was tested using an error matrix in the present study. The error matrix was based on the predicted probabilities using a cutoff value of 0.5. The conditional index was less than 10 and the value of the variance inflation factor was less than 5 as the criterion to determine the multicollinearity of the independent variables. The selected variables entered the logistic model using a forward conditional method [34]. The independence of variables was calculated by Moran’s I index and achieved a value of −0.012 while z value was −0.944 (p = 0.165), which indicated that the sampling point data are independent and satisfy the assumptions of the model. Moran’s I index was implemented in GeoDa software [35]. In the Hosmer–Lemeshow test, the significance level was 0.428 > 0.05, and the statistics were not significant, indicating that the model’s fitting effect was very good. Nagelkerke R2 is always interpreted as the proportion of explained variation [36]. The prediction accuracy of the model was 78.3%, and Nagelkerke R2 was 0.468.






4. Results and Discussion


4.1. Analysis of Changes in Habitat Quality


The evaluation value of habitat quality represents the level of landscape biodiversity. The score of habitat quality ranged from 0 to 1. The smaller the value, the lower the habitat quality. The spatial distribution of habitat quality in 2005 and 2015 was obtained based on the three levels of grading (Figure 4).



The upper basin of Miyun Reservoir generally had high quality habitats, but some local areas had low quality habitats (Figure 4). The low-grade habitats were mainly concentrated in the areas between the reservoir and the mountains in the southeastern part of the watershed where the terrain is relatively flat. These low-grade habitats were also relatively concentrated areas of cultivated and rural residential lands within the entire basin. High quality habitat was mainly concentrated in high-elevation areas and was widely distributed in the basin; most of them had implemented ecological protection policies, such as returning farmland to forest project. The areas with highly variable topography and steep slopes were reforested into forested grasslands. In addition, the vegetation that had many years to recover after reforestation was in better condition, which improved the overall habitat quality in the study area. Despite the increase in high quality habitat area, however, from a spatial point of view, obvious areas of low-grade habitats with degradation conditions still remained during this 10-year study period. This change was largely associated with that the area of reservoirs in 2015 and had been greatly reduced when compared with the extent of this type of area in 2005. In recent years, with a reduction in the amount of precipitation received and with the reservoir serving as a source of drinking water for Beijing, the area of the water held in the reservoirs has been shrinking. The exposed reservoir land had been reused by farmers, resulting in a severe degradation of habitat quality. In addition, the area of rural residential areas also increased to a large extent. In 2015, the spatial extent of rural residential area was 2.11 times that of 2005. The combined effects of climate change and human activities have caused the low concentration of contiguous habitats in the southeastern part of the basin.



The ecosystem in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir mostly had high quality habitats. Generally, the quality of the habitats and biodiversity of the areas have been increasing in the 10-year study period. This trend could be related to the ecosystem management programs that have been implemented by the government. The Ministry of Forestry began implementing a policy of returning farmland to forest and grasslands in 2000. From 2009 to 2015, a cooperative project supporting the development of the forests designed to provide for ecologically-sound water conservation in the city of Beijing and in Hebei Province included an afforestation project that aims at accelerating the management of the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir as a means of developing a forest protection system. Returning farmland to forests and afforestation had increased the area of high habitat quality within the watershed from 58.22% in 2005 to 60.29% in 2015 (Table 3). Meanwhile, the spatial extent of medium-quality habitats had a decreasing trend from of 101.09 km2 in 10 years, with most of these areas being transformed into high quality habitats. Meanwhile, a slight increase was observed in the spatial extent of low quality habitats.



One can see that the changed habitat quality areas were mainly concentrated on the southeastern part with the most degraded habitats in the basin, while the improvement in habitat quality was scattered elsewhere (Figure 4c). The mountainous area upstream of the reservoir was dominated by grassland and woodland. For it was located in the area of ecological protection management, the quality of habitat has been improved. On the contrary, the reservoir beach land with a relatively flat terrain exhibited a deteriorating trend due to its ease of use. Figure 4 also shows that the floodplain area around the reservoir was the most important area that affected habitat degradation in the watershed. Strengthening the rational control of the use of the reservoir beach land would significantly improve the local trend toward habitat degradation in that area.




4.2. Analysis of Driving Forces of Changes in Habitat Quality


The overall quality of habitats in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir showed a slight upward trend between 2005 and 2015. The binary logistic regression showed that several independent variables were significantly correlated with the possibility of habitat quality changes. The statistically significant variables of analytical results for the logistic regression models are presented in Table 4. The B is the model parameter. The Exp(B) is the e-based natural power exponent of the B coefficient, which is an important index to measure the degree of influence of the explanatory variable on the dependent variable, and is the ratio between the frequency of occurrence of the event and the frequency of non-occurrence. From the results of the logistic regression model, one can see that the change in habitat quality was influenced by socio-economic, biophysical, and spatial factors. The grain cultivation area in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir had the greatest effect on habitat quality, with a Wald χ2 statistic of 26.90 (p < 0.05), followed by the distance to the nearest national road, the change in annual average precipitation, landform, distance to the nearest county road, and change in population, distance to the nearest rural settlements, distance to the nearest provincial road, and slope (Figure 5).



The influence of spatial factors on habitat quality was analyzed, and the results showed that change in habitat quality tends to occur in area relatively close to roads and urbanized rural land. Among them, the distance to the nearest national road was the most important factor in the change of habitat quality, followed by the distance to the nearest rural road (Figure 5). The negative coefficient for all statistically significant distance variables suggested that a relationship exists creating a greater likelihood of change in habitat quality in areas that are relatively close to roads and urbanized rural land. For example, for every 1 unit of normalized value increase in distance from the nearest national road, the probability of change in habitat quality would decrease by 0.521 times (Table 4). The habitat quality is closely linked to the shortest distance to roads and residential areas; that is, if these distances were shorter, the habitat quality would be more likely to be affected.



The effects of socio-economic factors on habitat quality were also analyzed. The results showed that a change in habitat quality was positively correlated with an increase in grain cultivation area and negatively correlated with an increase in household registration population. An increase in the grain cultivation area by 1 unit of normalized value resulted in an increase in the probability of habitat quality change of 2.056 times (Table 4). The statistically significant relationship of habitat quality and grain area representing the intensity of agricultural activities showed that agricultural activities had an adverse effect on ecosystem diversity. The amount of agricultural lands directly affected the quantity and quality of habitats. It can be seen that the areas with degraded habitats mostly occurred in areas where the area of grain cultivation increased, while habitat quality mostly improved in areas where the area of grain cultivation was reduced (Figure 3a). The increase in agricultural land leads to the degradation of the quality of the habitat, while also increasing the water safety risk of the water source due to increased water pollution and competition between agricultural water and drinking water [5]. The variable designated as the change of household registration population had an Exp (B) equal to 0.667 (Table 4); this indicated that as the population increased, the probability of habitat quality changes tended to decrease. Analysis of population data showed that positive changes in habitat quality were concentrated in areas where the population decreased, while habitat quality declined in areas where the population increased slightly (Figure 3b). This result was similar with that of Newman [3] who found that population density was negatively correlated with the probabilities of deforestation.



The influence of biophysical factors on the possibility of a change in habitat quality was analyzed. The results showed that habitat quality was more likely to change in areas with bigger interannual precipitation changes, lower elevation, and relatively gentler slope. The difference in annual precipitation was statistically significant, and was positively correlated with the possibility of a change in habitat quality. The Wald χ2 statistic was 16.80 (p < 0.05). A great increase or decrease in precipitation resulted in an obvious improvement (Figure 3c) or degradation of habitat quality, respectively. This may be related to the fact that the uneven spatial distribution of precipitation caused the habitats in the northern part of the basin with increasing precipitation to increase gradually, while the lack of adequate precipitation in the southern part of the basin caused the areas of the reservoir to shrink and the habitats to deteriorate. However, we also noticed that the change in annual average temperature did not pass the significance test of the equation. This was probably because the annual average temperature varied little, the effect of temperature on overall habitat quality was weakened. In terms of landform variables, changes in habitat quality were more likely to occur in low- than in mid-elevation mountainous regions. Slope also had a significant negative effect on habitat quality (Figure 3d). There biophysical factors analysis results confirm those found in a China study conducted by Li [35] who reported that precipitation and topography were the fundamental determinants of the spatial expansion of urban land. In general, distances that were relatively close to national or rural roads, as well as to rural residential sites, and municipal roads, with gentler slope, and the more of the landform was located in low-elevation mountainous areas, the bigger the possibility of changes in habitat quality.



Despite complexities in understanding the processes affecting habitat quality, it is critical to recognize any degradation occurring in important areas when developing ecosystem conservation and management policies. In this research, habitat quality was shown to have improved in this 10-year interval, and the corresponding trends for Beijing were identified for the period from 2000 to 2010 [37,38]. The implementation of the policy of returning farmland to forest has had a significant effect on improving the ecosystem of the study area. This was also revealed by Liu et al. [39], who analyzed the ecological and socioeconomic effects of returning farmland to forest, that the overall ecological effects of this program were beneficial, and socioeconomic effects were mostly positive. The area where habitat quality is degraded mainly occurs in the relatively flat area upstream of the reservoir due to the expansion of rural construction land and the increase of agricultural land. These results agree with the conclusion that rural construction land together with agricultural land was identified as major threats causing habitat loss for species [15,40]. Habitat degradation has a significant negative impact on freshwater ecosystems in water sources. The degradation of habitat quality due to the expansion of agricultural land increases the amount of sediment and nutrients entering the reservoir [40]. In addition, water used to support agricultural systems can reduce water storage and riparian habitat [41]. Similarly, habitat degradation due to increased rural construction land can lead to river pollution and thus reduce biodiversity [42].



Although the total number of habitat areas didn’t change much, there are still 7.9% of the regions that change each other. Therefore, we used logistic regression models to analyze the driving factors for changes in habitat quality. This paper combined the approach of equidistant random sampling and the method of introducing spatial lag variables in the logistic regression equation that considered the spatial residual autocorrelation. By using this method, Moran’s I index value was −0.012 while z value was −0.944 (p = 0.165 > 0.05), which indicates that the method was reasonable and effective. The present study showed the importance of the effects of climatic conditions on determining local changes in habitat quality. Changes in precipitation had a statistically significant effect on the change in habitat quality. A finding in support with this conclusion was made by Aide et al. [24] who found that climatic conditions have an important effect on the success or failure of reforestation efforts. The importance of regional climatic conditions in mid-scale changes in habitat quality should also not be ignored. As demonstrated in the present study, a future change in habitat quality would not only likely be restricted by climatic conditions but also likely depend on socio-economic factors. Nature characteristics of climate, landform, and slope, as relatively stable endogenous driving factors, all helped to determine the spatial distribution of habitats. Meanwhile, social and economic activities, as manageable external driving factors, tend to induce a degradation of habitat quality. For example, the logistic regression results confirm that road construction and unlimited rural land sprawl would be expected to have a significant negative effect on nearby habitats. These analytical results agree with those researchers [3,8,15] who demonstrated socio-economic factors, climatic and demographic factors were important drivers of land use change. In order to further improve the habitat quality of Miyun watershed, an effective way is to establish restricted development zones through environmental protection policies, especially in relatively flat areas around the reservoir.



Despite the advantages of InVEST model in determining habitat quality, the results of this research inevitably contained errors and uncertainties. For example, when the habitat quality was evaluated, the sensitivity of the habitat type to the threat source and the impact distance of the threat source were determined based on expert knowledge, and subjective judgment was inevitable. Therefore, more accurate data needs to be determined based on further actual surveys of specific watershed characteristics. A change of habitat quality is a complex process, and the accuracy of the model for analyzing its driving forces is often hampered by model and data problems. The accuracy of the model simulation results in the present study was 78.30%, indicating that the model construction process was still not perfect. Some variables could not be collected or quantified. For instance, the implementation of the policy in the Miyun basin played a significant role in the protection of the ecosystem, but it could not be directly represented by the spatial quantification of policy factors. Further research will be needed to show that habitat quality was reflected by the responses of specific species. This would play a more specific role in guiding the promotion and management of ecosystem diversity in the region. In addition, time scale was an important factor that should be considered when analyzing the driving forces. In different time spans, the variation of the independent variable itself was inconsistent.





5. Conclusions


Effective ecosystem management will require an understanding of how habitat quality is changing over space and time and of the driving forces of habitat quality change. The present study developed an analysis using an effective framework that combined habitat quality assessment and an analysis of the underlying driving forces. Using the characteristics of the Miyun watershed, the InVEST model was employed to evaluate the quality of habitats within the basin. From the socio-economic, biophysical, and spatial conditions, an index system for the driving forces of changes in habitat quality was constructed, and logistic regression models were used to reveal the driving forces that changed habitat quality between 2005 and 2015. When applying the logistic regression model for an analysis of those driving forces, spatial autocorrelation of sampled data is a problem that cannot be ignored. Based on previous research, this paper combined the equidistant random sampling method and the method of introducing spatial lag variables in logistic regression equation and this method had proven to be a rapid, simple, and reasonable method that avoided spatial autocorrelation. This research aimed to improve our understanding of the process of change in habitat quality by integrating the use of InVEST and logistical regression models in a watershed with intensive human activity.



The present study found that most of the habitats of the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir were of high quality. During the 10-year study, the overall habitat quality of the upper basin of the Reservoir had improved continuously, and the quantity of high-grade Miyun habitat had increased from 58.22% to 60.29%. Low-grade habitats also generally showed a slight increase from 14.29% to 15.15%. The habitat quality had benefited largely from the implementation of ecosystem management policies, such as returning farmland to forest. However, from a spatial point of view, local habitats had degraded significantly in some areas. The areas of local habitat degradation were mainly concentrated in the southeastern part of the basin and were associated with the reuse and development of reservoir beach area by farmers in the watershed.



The analysis of driving forces showed that lower elevation mountain land, gentler slopes, locations near rural land, locations close to roads, larger areas of grain cultivation, and fewer changes in population size had an increased likelihood of habitat quality conversion in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir. This information played important roles in explaining the changes in habitat quality. In recent years, drastic changes in local climatic conditions have made it impossible to ignore climate change in the protection of this ecosystem. This research recommended that based on the adaptation of habitats to natural conditions, much more attention should be paid to the plans for future socio-economic activities in ecosystem management.
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Figure 1. Study area and land use change in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir within Beijing administrative area from 2005 to 2015 (Source: http://www.resdc.cn). 
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Figure 2. Overall research process and framework. 
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Figure 3. Several important independent variables: spatial changes in (a) grain cultivation area, (b) household registration population and (c) annual precipitation from 2005–2015; (d) slope in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir. 
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Figure 4. Habitat quality of the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir (a) in 2005, (b) in 2015, and (c) changes between 2005 and 2015. 
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Figure 5. The statistical significance of variables affecting the habitat quality in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir. Note: The variable names in Figure 5 are the same as those in Table 2. 
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Table 1. Characteristic of threats to habitat quality and the relative sensitivity of habitat to threats considered in Miyun reservoir.
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Max.dis

(km)

	
Weight

	
Sensitivity of Habitat to Threats




	
FL

	
SL

	
OF

	
OW

	
RP

	
RB

	
HG

	
MG

	
LG






	
Dryland

	
4

	
0.8

	
0.7

	
0.6

	
0.5

	
0.4

	
0.7

	
0.8

	
0.6

	
0.5

	
0.4




	
Rural urbanized land

	
5

	
1

	
0.8

	
0.7

	
0.6

	
0.5

	
0.8

	
0.7

	
0.7

	
0.6

	
0.5




	
Other urbanized land

	
5

	
0.8

	
0.7

	
0.6

	
0.5

	
0.5

	
0.8

	
0.7

	
0.6

	
0.5

	
0.4




	
National road

	
3

	
1

	
0.8

	
0.7

	
0.6

	
0.4

	
0.3

	
0.6

	
0.5

	
0.4

	
0.3




	
Provincial road

	
2

	
0.7

	
0.7

	
0.6

	
0.5

	
0.3

	
0.2

	
0.5

	
0.4

	
0.3

	
0.2




	
Country road

	
1

	
0.5

	
0.6

	
0.5

	
0.4

	
0.2

	
0.1

	
0.4

	
0.3

	
0.2

	
0.1








Note: Max.dis is the maximum impact distance of the threat source on the habitat; FL is forestland; SL is shrubland; OF is open forestland; OW is other woodland; RP is reservoir pond; RB is reservoir beach; HG is high- cover grasslands; MG is medium- cover grasslands, and LG is low-cover grasslands.
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Table 2. Covariate and dependent variables in the binary logistic regression.
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Variable

	
Description

	
Type

	
Unit






	
Spatial lag

	
Spatial lag variable

	
Continuous

	
-




	
Biophysical variables




	
PreC

	
Annual precipitation change (between 2005 and 2015)

	
Continuous

	
1 × 10−1 mm




	
TepC

	
Average temperature change (between 2005 and 2015)

	
Continuous

	
1 × 10−1 °C




	
Slope

	
Slope of surface

	
Continuous

	
Degree




	
Soil

	
Soil type

	
Categorical

	
1–4




	
Landforms

	
Topography and landforms

	
Categorical

	
1–4




	
Socio-economic variables




	
FisC

	
Change in fiscal revenue

	
Continuous

	
1 × 104 CNY




	
AgrC

	
Change in agricultural population

	
Continuous

	
Person




	
HouPC

	
Change in household registration population

	
Continuous

	
Person




	
GraAC

	
Change in grain production area

	
Continuous

	
Ha




	
AgrOVC

	
Change in total agricultural output value

	
Continuous

	
1 × 104 CNY




	
Spatial variables




	
DisR

	
Distance to the reservoir

	
Continuous

	
m




	
DisRCL

	
Distance to rural urbanized land

	
Continuous

	
m




	
DisNR

	
Distance to nearest national road

	
Continuous

	
m




	
DisPR

	
Distance to nearest provincial road

	
Continuous

	
m




	
DisCR

	
Distance to nearest country road

	
Continuous

	
m
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Table 3. Statistical information on habitat quality in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir.






Table 3. Statistical information on habitat quality in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir.





	
Habitat Quality

	
2005

	
2015

	
Variation




	
Area (km2)

	
Percent

	
Area (km2)

	
Percent

	
Area (km2)

	
Percent






	
High

	
2010.15

	
58.22%

	
2081.61

	
60.29%

	
71.46

	
2.07%




	
Medium

	
948.99

	
27.49%

	
847.9

	
24.56%

	
−101.09

	
−2.93%




	
Low

	
493.41

	
14.29%

	
523.04

	
15.15%

	
29.63

	
0.86%
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Table 4. Model estimation of the driving forces of changes in habitat quality in the upper basin of Miyun Reservoir (2005–2015).
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	Variable
	B
	S.E.
	df
	Sig.
	Exp (B)





	Spatial lag
	1.111
	0.224
	1
	0.000
	3.037



	Landforms
	-
	-
	4
	0.008
	-



	Landforms(1)
	−0.383
	0.247
	1
	0.121
	0.682



	Landforms(2)
	−0.488
	0.493
	1
	0.322
	0.614



	Landforms(3)
	−1.162
	0.318
	1
	0.000
	0.313



	DisRCL
	−0.310
	0.098
	1
	0.001
	0.733



	DisNR
	−0.653
	0.141
	1
	0.000
	0.521



	DisPR
	−0.393
	0.124
	1
	0.002
	0.675



	DisCR
	−0.380
	0.104
	1
	0.000
	0.684



	Slop
	−0.278
	0.100
	1
	0.005
	0.757



	GraAC
	0.721
	0.139
	1
	0.000
	2.056



	HouPC
	−0.391
	0.108
	1
	0.000
	0.677



	PreC
	0.606
	0.148
	1
	0.000
	1.834



	Constant
	0.339
	0.183
	1
	0.064
	1.403







Note: The variable names in Table 4 are the same as those in Table 2.
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