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Abstract: Mastering the coupling and coordination relationship and driving mechanism of urbaniza-
tion and ecosystem service value (ESV) is of great significance to ecological protection and regional
sustainable development. In this paper, the coupling coordination model, geographic detector and
GWR model are used to analyze the spatio-temporal coupling interaction between urbanization
and ESV and the spatial differentiation characteristics of influencing factors from 1995 to 2018. The
results of the study are as follows: (1) During the study period, cities in the Yellow River Basin
experienced accelerated urban expansion, and the ESV of forests, water and wetlands increased,
which offset the reduction in ESV due to the expansion of construction land and farmland and
grassland. (2) The degree of coupling and coordination between the two gradually improved, but the
overall situation showed a low-level coupling and coordination process. Mild coupling coordination
gradually increased, reaching an increase of 38.10%; severe imbalance types tended to disappear,
decreasing by 52.38%, and coupling subtypes developed from lagging urbanization to ESV backward
types. The high-value areas of the coupling coordination degree are distributed in the high-value
areas of ESV in the north of the upper reaches, and the low-value areas are distributed in the cities of
Henan and Shandong with high urbanization levels in the downstream and most resource-based
cities in the middle reaches. (3) In addition, the spatial intensity of the effect of each dominant factor
on the degree of coupling coordination is different. Economic growth, technological development,
environmental regulations and the proportion of forest land have positive and belt-shaped alienation
characteristics for the coupling and coordination of the two, and infrastructure and temperature
show negative driving characteristics. Therefore, the coupling and coordination relationship between
ESV and urbanization should be clarified to help future urban planning. On the basis of determining
the regional environmental carrying capacity and the adjustment direction of the rational planning
of land resources, the impact of urban barriers formed by administrative boundaries and natural
geographical conditions on the development of urban agglomerations should be broken to achieve
the overall high-quality and coordinated development of the basin.

Keywords: coupling coordination degree model; spatial autocorrelation statistical model; geographi-
cal detector; GWR model

1. Introduction

Ecosystem services (ESs) are defined as the products or benefits that people obtain
directly or indirectly through the structure, functions and processes of ecosystems [1,2]. The
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment divides them into four categories based on the links

Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 7836. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18157836 https://www.mdpi.com/journal/ijerph

https://www.mdpi.com/journal/ijerph
https://www.mdpi.com
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18157836
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18157836
https://creativecommons.org/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18157836
https://www.mdpi.com/journal/ijerph
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/ijerph18157836?type=check_update&version=3


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 7836 2 of 26

between the ecological environment, society and human well-being, namely, the supply,
regulation, support and cultural services that are vital to maintaining life and protecting
the integrity of the ecosystem [3,4]. However, with population growth and economic
development, the land cover on the earth’s surface has undergone tremendous changes.
Agricultural landscapes and human settlements account for 75% of the Earth’s ice-free
surface, which has a huge impact on ecosystem functions and processes [5]. The 2020 IPBES
Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services Global Assessment Analysis found that although the
supply services of ecosystems have increased, the regulation services and biodiversity have
declined, indicating that the ability of ecosystems to maintain their contributions to humans
is being compromised [6]. Therefore, enhancing the understanding and management of
the relationship between man and nature is of great significance to regional ecological
protection and sustainable development [7].

Ecosystem service value (ESV) provides an intuitive perspective from which envi-
ronmental managers and the public can directly understand the potential benefits of the
ecosystem [8]. Costanza used the monetary evaluation method to calculate the global
ecological capital and the value of ESs, which greatly promoted the evaluation of global
ecosystem services [2]. This method has been widely adopted, due to its advantages, such
as ease of use, high comparability of results and comprehensive evaluation range [9–12].
However, natural contributions, such as energy supply, water quality regulation and coastal
risk reduction, are not evenly distributed around the world, and human needs vary from
place to place. Therefore, it is necessary to consider the needs of different regions [6]. For
example, combined with the results of Costanza’s research, Xie [13] established a Chinese
ESV assessment system based on expert knowledge, and revised the equivalent factors of
Chinese land landscape types. In addition, some scholars further revised the ESV evalu-
ation methods and equivalent factors based on factors such as net primary productivity
(NPP), resource consumption and consumption levels [14,15], and established a series
of models and methods, for example, using InVEST for the comprehensive valuation of
ESs and trade-offs [16], using Artificial Intelligence for Ecosystem Services (ARIES) [17],
using the SolVES model for social value evaluation [18], using the MIMES model for
multi-scale comprehensive evaluation [17], and using the ES value to evaluate ESs in a
specific region [19]. Among them, the InVEST, ARIES and MINMES models have high
versatility and can be applied at global, watershed and landscape scales through simplified
algorithms [19].

Previous studies have confirmed that ESV can partially reflect the interaction and
co-evolution process between land use and ecosystems and further strengthen the under-
standing of the relationship between land use and socio-economic development [20–22].
For example, some scholars have analyzed the impact of landscape pattern changes on
the value of ecosystem services by linking the dynamic changes in land use with ESV, and
further provide countermeasures for future land planning and energy use [23,24]; Long
et al. combined ecosystem services and land-use changes, proposed the construction of
an ecological compensation mechanism, clarified important ecological function areas and
protected areas, and implemented reasonable spatial control [21]. As a bridge that couples
natural and social processes, ESs provide new theoretical support for studying the coupling
and coordination relationship between humans and natural systems [20].

At present, 60% of the global ecosystem functions are being or have been degraded,
which is mainly due to the interference of human activities [3]. Especially for urban areas
where human activities are the most concentrated and frequent, they promote changes in
ESs from many aspects [25,26]. Urbanization is a multi-dimensional development process of
the population, economy, society and other factors. Its essence is a comprehensive process
that combines inward agglomeration and outward expansion [27], and its characteristics are
often expressed in the agglomeration and transfer of population, economic development,
urban land expansion, changes in human lifestyles and consumption levels [26,27]. These
are also the main driving factors for land change and biodiversity loss, and are an important
part of global environmental change [28].
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There are complex interactions between urbanization and ecosystems, and these in-
teractions have pressures and constraints [29]. On the one hand, economic development,
population agglomeration, resource consumption and the expansion of construction land
in the process of urbanization have led to the fragmentation of the landscape [30] and con-
tinuous degradation of ESs [31] (decline in biological and ecological diversity, degradation
of ecosystems, soil erosion and desertification). The fragmented landscape pattern weakens
the role of the ecosystem as a buffer between humans and the natural environment [32].
Humans and landscapes co-exist in an interactive system. Changes in landscape patterns
increase human demand for ES, and cause various environmental problems [33]. Many
studies have shown that areas with a higher level of urbanization have greater demand for
ESs [8]. On the other hand, some scholars in China have found that economic development
can improve ecosystem service capabilities through scale effects, optimizing industrial
structure and improving environmental awareness and management level [27]. Therefore,
in order to promote a coordinated relationship between economic development and eco-
logical protection, it is necessary to analyze the coupling–interaction relationship between
the urbanization process and the ecosystem [8,25].

The ecosystem and human society should be in a dynamic and balanced evolutionary
process. If the pursuit of urbanization is excessive, it may cause the socio-economic pressure
to exceed the maximum threshold of the ecosystem’s carrying capacity, thereby causing
the collapse of the ecosystem and threatening human survival and development [34].
Therefore, how to quantitatively evaluate the pressure of the ecosystem in the process of
urbanization and how to coordinate the relationship between urbanization and ESV are
important issues in promoting regional sustainable development.

Many scholars are working to explore the relationship between urbanization and
ES. Most of the studies are based on a single factor and use mathematical, statistical or
spatial analysis models to explore the correlation between the level of urbanization and ES,
such as negative correlation [35], positive correlation [36] and “inverted U-shaped” [25,27].
However, this type of research lacks an analysis of the degree of coupling between ESV
and integrated urbanization, especially the differentiation rules of spatial coupling and
coordination characteristics [37]. A small number of scholars have conducted research
on the coupling and coordination interaction between urbanization and ESV, but these
studies focus more on the spatiotemporal characteristics of the coupling and coordination
degree [25,27], without further in-depth analysis of the factors that affect the coupling and
coordination degree of the two. At the same time, most of the research scales they choose
are specific river basins, provinces, cities or counties, while ignoring the differences in the
coupling interaction between urbanization and ESV in the inner space of large regional
urban agglomerations and the coupling and coordination driving mechanism. Therefore, it
is of great significance to establish an effective modeling method to clearly quantify the
spatiotemporal coupling relationship between integrated urbanization and ESV [38], and to
deeply analyze the driving mechanism that affects the degree of coupling and coordination.

The process of urbanization usually leads to changes in the environment and society
of a certain area, and these changes are more obvious in urban agglomerations, due to the
rapid growth of population, economy and space, and huge demand for land and natural
resources [27,28,37,39,40]. Urban agglomerations are the spatial entities that promote
modern urbanization in China [41]. The Yellow River Basin spans the three major urban
areas of China’s east, middle and west. As the main part of China’s new urbanization,
it is a brand-new regional unit that promotes economic development and participates in
global competition [42,43]. However, due to the fragile ecological environment and lagging
economic development, it has become a key and difficult area for national ecological
security and economic and social development [44]. In 2019, the ecological protection and
high-quality development of the Yellow River Basin became a national strategy; thus, it has
long-term strategic significance and regional representativeness for research in this region.

Therefore, this paper takes the urban agglomerations in the Yellow River Basin in
China as an example to explore the coupling interaction and driving mechanism between
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urbanization and ESV in large regions, and raises the following questions: For the cities
flowing through the Yellow River Basin, how does urbanization affect ES? Has the coordi-
nation and interaction between ESs and urbanization been realized? At the same time, for
the interior of the region, is there spatial heterogeneity among cities, and what are the dif-
ferences in their respective influencing factors? In view of this, the innovation of this paper
lies in the scientific evaluation of the coordination degree of urban ecosystem services and
urbanization in the Yellow River Basin, and the use of geographic detectors and the GWR
model embedded with geographic location information to further investigate the temporal
and spatial differentiation characteristics of its influencing factors. It also proposes different
strategies for different types of regional coupling and coordination. Based on different
types of coupling and coordination, combined with ecological function zoning for spatial
management and control, this will provide a basis for biodiversity conservation and new
urbanization in the Yellow River Basin.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

The Yellow River Basin is located at 32◦ N~42◦ N, 96◦ E~119◦ E, with a length of
5464 km and an area of 752,442 km2. The terrain in the basin is high in the west and low in
the east, and the landforms are extremely different. In addition, the climate in the region is
significantly different. Specifically, the southeast, central and northwestern regions belong
to the semi-humid, semi-arid and arid climates, respectively [45]. The study area as a whole
presents a significant pattern of physical geographic differentiation, which also determines
the significant differences in the ability of each region to provide ES. The urban agglom-
erations in the Yellow River Basin are important agricultural areas, industrial belts and
ecological security barriers in China. As a multi-level network system, there are regional
differences in their natural environment and socio-economic development [46]. However,
in recent years, the continuous and rapid growth of urbanization in the Yellow River Basin
has led to a substantial increase in the demand for ES, which has put tremendous pressure
on the ecological environment and space resources [47], considering the complexity of
regional ecology, economy and political management, and using it as a demonstration
of methods to solve environmental degradation and regional development imbalances.
This will provide a reference for exploring the new model of optimized and coordinated
development under the constraints of the ecological environment. In the comprehensive
cross-administrative study, the boundaries of the Yellow River Basin are divided differ-
ently [48]. According to the “Administrative Divisions of the People’s Republic of China”
(http://www.gov.cn/test/2005-06/15/content_18253.htm, accessed on 14 July 2021), we
selected 63 prefecture level cities flowing through the Yellow River Basin as the study area.
Considering the spatial proximity effect of urban agglomerations, the cities we referred to
are in a broad sense, including the central urban area and its surrounding suburbs and rural
areas. We regarded them as a whole connected spatial economic and social entity, which is
more conducive to us to propose spatial control measures and sustainable development
directions on a macro scale (Figure 1).

http://www.gov.cn/test/2005-06/15/content_18253.htm
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Figure 1. Geographical location of the study area, Yellow River Basin, China.

2.2. Data Sources

The research data include land use data, meteorological data, digital elevation model
(DEM) data and socio-economic statistics in the Yellow River Basin. Among them, the land
use data were obtained from the “China Land Cover Raster Data (30 m × 30 m)” of the
Resource and Environmental Science Data Center of the Chinese Academy of Sciences;
the annual temperature and precipitation data were obtained from the platform of the
China Meteorological Administration; and the socio-economic data were obtained from the
1995–2018 China Statistical Yearbook, China Urban Statistical Yearbook, China Urban and
Rural Construction Statistical Yearbook, China Environment Statistical Yearbook, China
Energy Statistical Yearbook and Statistical Yearbooks of related provinces (regions) and
cities in the Yellow River Basin. In addition, the individual indicators were missing, and
the interpolation method and the mean method were used to fill them in; based on the data
of adjacent years, we used the gray correlation degree to determine the final data.

2.3. Study Methods
2.3.1. Ecosystem Service Assessment

According to the characteristics of land resources in the study area and research ob-
jectives, combined with the Land Use Classification System of China and field survey, the
land use data were re-divided into 7 categories using ArcGIS 10.4, namely, cultivated land,
forest land, grassland, water area, wetland, construction land and unused land [25,27,49].
Among them, there were forest land (natural forests and artificial forests with a canopy
density greater than 30%); shrubs (dwarf woodland and shrubland with a canopy density
greater than 40% and height less than 2 m); sparse woodland (woodland with a canopy
density of 10–30%); other woodlands (including various nurseries, orchards, tea planta-
tions and tropical gardens); water bodies, including rivers (refers to naturally formed or
artificially excavated rivers and land below the annual water level of the main trunk), lakes,
permanent glaciers and snow; wetlands, including reservoirs, ponds and beaches; and
unused land, including sandy land, desert and bare land.

In order to calculate the ESV of the Yellow River Basin, this paper chose the monetary
method, mainly referring to Costanza’s ESV equivalent factor method, Xie’s questionnaire-
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based ESV equivalent factor table and regional correction coefficients of China [2,10,13,50].
Many scholars believe that natural grain yield is 1/7 of the actual value [13,25,50]. Based
on the average prices of the three main grains, this paper took the average net profit of
the farmland ecosystem, excluding human input costs as the standard equivalent factor,
and used the ratio of the unit grain output in the cities of the Yellow River Basin to the
national grain output per unit area in the same period as the correction coefficient [51].
Furthermore, taking into account the inflation, the grain consumer price index was used to
revise grain prices. In the end, the economic value of an equivalent factor was determined
and multiplied by the unit area of different land use types. In addition, considering that
supporting services were the intermediate, they were not included in the final total ESV to
avoid double counting. The calculation formula of ESV is as follows:

ESV = ∑ Si ×VCiδ = 1/7×∑z
1 RzNzNz/3× (α/β)× λ (1)

In Formula (1), ESV is the total value of ecosystem services (in CNY); Si is the area of
the i-th ecosystem (in ha); VCi is the service value of each unit area of ecosystem i; δ is the
equivalent value of a standard unit in the region; Rz, Mz and Nz represent the prices of
three major food crops, wheat, corn and rice, respectively; α and β, respectively, represent
the grain output per unit area of the cities in the study area and the national grain output
per unit area in the same period; and λ is the resident food consumption price index.

2.3.2. Establishment of Urbanization Index System

This paper drew on existing research results, while considering the scientificity, va-
lidity and availability of the data, as well as a comprehensive assessment of urbanization.
We selected a comprehensive socio-economic data set within prefecture-level cities. The
entropy method was used to assign weights to various indicators, and finally, the com-
prehensive evaluation index for urbanization in the Yellow River Basin was determined
(Table 1).

Table 1. Comprehensive evaluation index system for urbanization in the Yellow River Basin, China.

First-Grade Indicator Weight Basic Grade Indicator Unit Weight

Demographic urbanization 0.114

Population density persons/km2 0.046

Urban population density persons/km2 0.047

Percentage of non-agricultural population (%) 0.021

Landscape urbanization 0.251

Percentage of built-up areas in the total land area % 0.070
Number of urban areas per 10,000 people km2 0.079

Paved road area per capita m2 0.037

Green area per capita m2/person 0.052

Green coverage rate of built-up area % 0.013

Economic urbanization 0.398

GDP per capita CNY 0.064

The proportion of secondary and tertiary industries
in GDP % 0.005

Gross industrial output value above designated size 104 CNY 0.108

Total fixed asset investment 104 CNY 0.092

Local financial revenue per capita CNY 0.085

Average salary of employees CNY 0.043

Social urbanization 0.273

Total retail sales of consumer goods per capita CNY 0.075
Number of primary and middle school students 104 persons 0.038

Public library collections per capita volume 0.032

Beds in health care industry per 10,000 people bed 0.015

Internet users per 10,000 people persons 0.077

Note: GDP stands for gross domestic product; CNY stands for Chinese Yuan and is the standard currency symbol.
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2.3.3. Variable Selection of Driving Factors

In order to explore the main influencing factors of the coordinated development of
ESV and urbanization, this article took 2018 as an example, combined with the actual
situation of the coordinated development of ESV and urbanization in cities in the Yellow
River Basin. We referred to the relevant literature [16,25,52] and interviewed 6 experts in
the ecology and geography research fields. After comprehensive consideration, we finally
selected 12 indicators from three major aspects of social, economic and natural factors as
detection factors (Table 2) and conducted empirical research on the driving mechanism
of the coordinated development of ESV and urbanization by using geographic detector
analysis methods. In ArcGIS 10.4, the natural breakpoint method was used to classify each
element, and the influence of each element on the degree of coupling and coordination was
calculated. Based on the detection results, combining the detection value of the factor and
the significance test realizes the identification and construction of the dominant factor.

Table 2. Dynamic factors of coupling and coordination degree in the Yellow River Basin, China.

Variables Symbol Variable Description Unit

Economic
factors

Economic Growth GDP GDP Growth Rate %

Industrial structure Ind

The industrial structure upgrade is obtained by the
weighted square: Ind = ∑3

1Sn × n, 1 ≤ n ≤ 3, where n
represents the proportion of the n-th industrial output
value. In terms of economic meaning, the closer the value of
Ind is to 1, the lower the level of the industrial structure of
the place, and the closer the value of Ind is to 3, the higher
the level of industrial structure of the place [53].

Educational investment Edu Education expenditure as a proportion of fiscal expenditure %

Government capacity Gov Regional fiscal expenditure as a percentage of GDP %

Social
factors

Environmental
regulation Env

The entropy method is used to combine industrial
wastewater discharge compliance rate, SO2 removal rate
and solid waste comprehensive utilization rate into one
indicator to indicate the strength of environmental
regulations [54].
Env = ∑ij = Gij ×Wij
Wij refers to the weight of index j in city i, Gij represents the
standardized value of index j in city i, Env is the
environmental regulation in city i, which is the sum of all
the indicators’ regulation indexes.

Technological
innovation Tech Number of granted technology patents pieces

Infrastructure Road Actual urban road area at the end of the year 104 km2

Total population Pop The total population of the city at the end of the year 104 person

Natural
factors

Temperature Tem The annual average temperature °C

Precipitation Pre Average annual precipitation mm

Terrain relief Ter Altitude difference between the highest and lowest points m

Percentage of woodland For Woodland land type area as a proportion of total area %

2.3.4. Data Standardization and Index Empowerment

In order to eliminate the shielding effect among the data and the influence of the
magnitude and dimension difference of each index on the calculation result, it is necessary
to standardize each index to reduce the interference of random factors. This paper used
the range standardization method to standardize the original data, and its formula is
as follows:

xmj = (xmj −min(xmj)/(max(xmj) −min(xmj)) (+)
xmj = (max(xmj) − xmj)/(max(xmj) −min(xmj)) (−)

(2)

In Formula (2), Xmj is the standardized value of the j-th index of each system. When
m is E, it represents the ESV system; when m is U, it represents the urbanization system.
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xmj represents the original value of each system. max (xmj) and min(xmj) are the maximum
and minimum values of the j-th index in each system, respectively.

In order to reduce the influence of individual subjectivity on indicator weights, we
adopted a more objective entropy method to determine indicator weights. This method
is used to comprehensively evaluate the urbanization system and ESV by assigning the
weight of each indicator. The calculation formula of the entropy method is as follows:

λU,E = ∑n
j=1 Wij × Xij (3)

In Formula (3), Wmj represents the weight of each indicator, λU represents the compre-
hensive evaluation index of the urbanization system and λE represents the comprehensive
evaluation index of the ESV system.

2.3.5. Coupling and Coordination Model

The coupling and coordination model can quantify the coordination degree of the
interaction and coupling between the ESV and the urbanization system, and can understand
the problems in the development process in a more detailed and clear manner. This paper
refers to the research of Tang [55] and introduces the Euclidean distance to measure the
coupling degree of the two systems in order to examine their coordination. The model
emphasizes the definition of the ideal state, that is, the deviation between the actual value
of the evaluation variable and the ideal value. Assuming that the ideal coordination state
of urbanization and ESV is W’, when the system is in ideal coordination, the two systems
pull each other and are in the same development state. According to the ideal coordination
state, taking the development degree of the two systems as the evaluation variable, the
ideal value is equal to the actual value of the development degree of the other system. Let
w1t, w1t’, w2t and w2t’ represent the actual and ideal values of the development degree of
the urbanization system and the ecological environment system in year t; then, there is
(w1t · w′2t)

T = (w2t · w′it)
T. The calculation formula of distance coordination degree is as

follows [55]:

Ct =

[
1−

(
∑2

1

(
wit −w′it

)
/ ∑2

1 Q2
)1/2

]k
(4)

Assuming that the two systems are equally important, take Q1 = Q2 = 1, k as the
adjustment coefficient; generally, take k = 1, where Ct represents the coordination degree
of the system in the t-th year. The larger the Ct value, the closer the distance between the
actual coordination state and the ideal coordination state of the system; the value range of
Ct is between 0 and 1.

It is difficult to explain the coordination level between systems only by measuring
and analyzing the degree of coupling between systems. In order to measure the degree of
coordination between the two systems more clearly and accurately, it is necessary to further
construct a model of the degree of coupling and coordination. The coupling coordination
degree can not only truly reflect the coupling level between the systems, but also show the
coordination degree of the interaction between the two systems. The calculation formula is
as follows:

Dit = (Cit × Tit)1/2

Tit = (αλE + βλU)1/2 (5)

In Formula (5), Dit is the degree of coupling coordination, and Dit ∈ [0, 1]. The degree
of coupling and coordination of the two systems increases as the Dit value increases. Tit
is the comprehensive evaluation index; α and β are the contribution rates of ESV and the
urbanization level system, respectively. According to related research [27], considering that
the contribution rates of the two are equal, take α = β = 0.5.

According to the coupling coordination degree value, the coupling coordination level
of the two subsystems was divided into 4 major categories and 12 subcategories. The
specific categories and corresponding numerical values are as follows (Table 3).
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Table 3. Judgment criteria for coupling relationship.

Coupling Coordination Type Coordinated
Development

Contrast
Relationship Subtype

Severe imbalance (I) 0 < D ≤ 0.3
λU − λE > 0.1 Severely maladjusted ESV hysteresis type (1)

|λE − λU| ≤ 0.1 Severely maladjusted synchronous type (2)
λE − λU > 0.1 Severely unbalanced urbanization lagging type (3)

Mild maladjustment (II) 0.3 < D ≤ 0.4
λU − λE > 0.1 Mild dysregulation ESV hysteresis type (1)

|λE − λU| ≤ 0.1 Mild imbalance and co-loss type (2)
λE − λU > 0.1 Mild imbalance and lagging urbanization (3)

Mild coupling coordination (III) 0.4 < D ≤ 0.7
λU − λE > 0.1 Slightly coupled coordinated ESV hysteresis type (1)

|λE − λU| ≤ 0.1 Lightly coupled, coordinated and synchronized type (2)
λE − λU > 0.1 Slightly coupled and coordinated urbanization lagging type (3)

High-quality coupling and
coordination (IV) D > 0.7

λU − λE > 0.1 High-quality coupling and coordination ESV hysteresis type (1)
|λE − λU| ≤ 0.1 High-quality coupling, coordination and synchronization (2)
λE − λU > 0.1 High-quality coupling and coordinated urbanization lagging type (3)

2.3.6. Spatial Correlation Model

As there might be a spatial spillover effect between ESs and urbanization at the urban
level in the Yellow River Basin, this paper used Moran’s I to explore whether there is a
certain law or correlation between the coupling and coordination of the two in space and
region. The formula is as follows:

I = (∑n
i=1 wij(xi − x)(xj − x))/(S2 ∑n

i=1 ∑n
j=1 wij) (6)

In Formula (6), wij is the (i,j) element of the spatial weight matrix, and the value range
of Moran’s I is [−1, 1]. When Moran’s I > 0, it indicates a positive correlation; that is, the
high value of the coupling coordination degree is adjacent to the high value, and the low
value is adjacent to the low value. When Moran’s I < 0, it indicates a negative correlation;
that is, the high value of the coupling coordination degree is adjacent to the low value.
When Moran’s I = 0, it means no correlation; that is, the coupling coordination degree is
randomly distributed in space, and there is no spatial correlation. The greater the absolute
value of Moran’s I, the closer the spatial relationship.

In order to perform the test more rigorously, the asymptotic distribution of Moran’s I
must be derived. Moran’s I values were transformed to Z-scores as follows [56]:

Z = (I − E(I))/(VAR(I))1/2 (7)

where E(I) is the expectation of Moran’s I under the null hypothesis that there is no spatial
dependence, and VAR (I) is the variance of Moran’s I. The Z-scores indicate the spatial
cluster intensity. Z-scores were used to test the significance of any spatial autocorrelation;
the higher the Z-score value, the more significant the spatial agglomeration effect of
Moran’s Index.

2.3.7. Geographical Detector Method

This study mainly used the factor detection function of the geo-detector. Through
the screening of the primary factors, the invalid factors and the dominant factors were
identified, and several factors with a high degree of explanation were incorporated into
the model to avoid possible multicollinearity problems to the greatest extent. The factor
detector can detect the extent to which factor X explains the spatial differentiation of
dependent variable Y, which is measured by the q value [57].

q = 1− (∑L
h=1 Nh∂2

h/N∂2)× ∂2
h (8)

where h and L are the stratification of variable Y or factor X; Nh and N are the number of
units in the stratification h and the whole area, respectively; ∂2

h and ∂2 are the variance of
the Y values of the h stratification and the whole region, respectively; the value range of
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q is [0, 1]. The larger the q value, the stronger the explanatory power of the independent
variable X to the attribute Y, and vice versa [57].

2.3.8. Ordinary Least Squares (OLS)

In order to explore the driving factors that affect the coupling degree of urbanization
and ESV, the least square method (OLS) is used. The OLS model is the basic model of spatial
modeling and the benchmark of analysis. In spatial modeling with OLS, it is assumed that
the coefficients or parameters of the statistical model are constant relative to the position,
and the influence of the change of spatial position is not considered, which is considered
the weakness of this method in spatial modeling [58]. The formula is as follows:

yi = β0 + ∑iβix + εi (9)

where β0 is a constant term; β1 is the regression coefficient; and εi is the random error term.

2.3.9. GWR Model

Observed samples at the city level have differences in geographic location, and the co-
efficient β of the assumed regression model in the classical spatial measurement model is a
constant, so it cannot reflect the changes in the regression coefficients of the explanatory vari-
ables in different regions. The spatial variable parameter regression model—Geographically
Weighted Regression Model (GWR model), proposed by Fortheringham [59]—can embed
the geographic location of the regression unit into the regression parameters, thereby
making up for the shortcomings of the traditional measurement model. The GWR model
formula is shown in Formula (10).

Yi = β0(µi, vi) + ∑p
k=1 βk(µi, vi)Xik + εi (10)

In Formula (10), (µi,vi) is the coordinates of the i-th sample point; βk(µi,vi) is the k-th
(independent variable) regression parameter on the i-th sample point, which is a function
of the geographic location; Xik is the value of the k-th independent variable at the position
(µi,vi); εi is the random error of the i-th sample point.

3. Results
3.1. Urbanization

In general, the comprehensive level of urbanization in the Yellow River Basin con-
tinued to improve from 1995 to 2018, with an overall increase of 3.82 times (Figure 2).
It maintained slow growth from 1995 to 2005. From 2005 to 2018, urbanization entered
a period of rapid development, and the rate of urbanization increased greatly. The de-
velopment of economic urbanization had the greatest impact on the improvement of the
comprehensive urbanization level. Economic urbanization represents an increase in the
proportion of urbanization and plays an increasingly important role in promoting the
process of urbanization. The urbanization of the population and space gradually increased,
and its impact on comprehensive urbanization was relatively stable. Although the popula-
tion urbanization curve shows an upward trend, it maintains a low level, reflecting its weak
influence on the overall urbanization level. The results show that the urbanization process
of the urban agglomeration in the Yellow River Basin changed from the initial urbanization
stage to an intermediate stage characterized by social urbanization and economic develop-
ment. This stage depends on rapid economic development, the increasing material base of
people, and the improvement of living standards. Various measures must be adopted to
greatly improve the level of social urbanization in order to promote the development of
advanced stages of urbanization.
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Figure 3. Urban land-use changes in the Yellow River Basin (China) in 1995 and 2018. 
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Figure 2. The urbanization level change in the Yellow River Basin (China) from 1995 to 2018.

3.2. Land Use Changes in the Yellow River Basin

From 1995 to 2018, the area of different land types in the Yellow River Basin underwent
major changes. Different land types changed significantly, but the overall contribution
was relatively stable. The order of the contribution of each land type from high to low is
as follows: grassland > farmland > construction land > unused land > forest > wetland
> water area (Figure 3). From 1995 to 2018, the area of different types of land use in the
cities of the Yellow River Basin changed significantly: farmland, grassland and unused
land use all showed a downward trend, with decreases of 2.46% (8.74 × 105 ha), 4.85%
(20.04 × 105 ha) and 2.31% (5.39 × 105 ha), respectively, while the areas of the other four
land ecosystems increased. Forest land increased by 5.92% (7.50 × 105 ha), water increased
by 22.35% (1.14 × 105 ha), and wetland increased by 21.19% (2.68 × 105 ha); the largest
increase in was in construction land, by 61.10% (22.66 × 105 ha).
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3.3. ESV Changes in the Yellow River Basin
3.3.1. ESV Changes Based on Time Scale

The ESV changes in different land use types and different ESs in the Yellow River
Basin are shown in Table 3 and Figure 4.

From 1980 to 2018, the ESV of various land-use types in the cities of the Yellow
River Basin changed greatly. The total value increased from CNY 843.14 × 109 to CNY
852.23 × 109, i.e., an increase of CNY 9.09 × 109 (Table 4), which shows that the ESV greatly
improved during this period. The value contribution rate of each land type from high
to low is as follows: grassland > forest > farmland > wetland > water > unused land.
Among them, the value of grassland, farmland and unused land declined, and the value of
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grassland incurred the most serious loss, which was CNY 20.310 billion, with a change rate
of −4.85%, followed by farmland, which decreased by CNY 3700 billion, with a change
rate of −2.46%. Unused land decreased by CNY 180 million, with a change rate of −2.31%.
However, the values of forests, waters and wetlands increased to varying degrees. Among
them, wetlands had the highest increase of CNY 21.160 billion, with a change rate of 21.19%.
Forests and waters increased by CNY 9.02 and 3.100 billion, respectively, with a change rate
of 5.92% and 22.35%. The change in each kind of land ecosystem was directly proportional
to the change in land use area. Although the area of wetlands and waters was small, their
high-value coefficients also caused drastic fluctuations in the total value and structure of
the ES of the entire land, which offset the overall decline in ESV, due to the reduction in
grassland and farmland. Overall, the total amount of ESV increased significantly from
1995 to 2005, decreased significantly from 2005 to 2015 and increased significantly from
2015 to 2018.

Table 4. Ecosystem service value (ESV) of various landscape types in the Yellow River Basin (China) in 1995 and 2018.

ESV (CNY 109) Change Value (109 CNY)/Change Rate (%)

Year 1995 2005 2015 2018 1995/2005 2005/2015 2015/18 1995/2018

Farmland 150.52 151.07 148.96 146.82 0.55/0.35 −2.11/−1.40 −2.14/−1.44 −3.70/−2.46
Forestland 152.38 160.95 161.18 161.39 8.58/5.63 0.22/0.14 0.22/0.13 9.02/5.92
Grassland 418.55 403.81 398.43 398.25 −14.74/−3.52 −5.38/−1.33 −0.18/−0.05 −20.31/−4.85

Water bodies 13.87 13.41 15.67 16.97 −0.46/−3.30 2.25/16.79 1.31/8.33 3.10/22.35
Wetland 99.87 111.95 107.33 121.04 12.08/12.10 −4.62/−4.13 13.71/12.77 21.16/21.19

unused land 7.95 7.94 7.91 7.76 −0.01/−0.13 −0.02/−0.26 −0.15/−1.92 −0.18/−2.31
Total 843.14 849.13 839.48 852.23 5.99/0.17 −9.66/−1.14 12.75/1.52 9.09/1.08

Considering that supporting services are intermediate services, in order to avoid the
double counting of ES, this paper does not include support services in the total value of ESV.
As shown in Figure 3, the value of various ESs in the Yellow River Basin from high to low
is as follows: regulating services > provisioning services > cultural services. This indicates
that the ESs of cities in the Yellow River Basin are mainly regulating services. From 1995
to 2018, the value of various service types changed to varying degrees. Among them,
regulating services showed an increase, with a change rate of 1.46%, and provisioning
services and cultural services both showed a decrease, with a change rate of −1.96% and
−0.28%. In general, the values of individual ESV subtypes did not change much, and their
trends were quite consistent with those of ESV in general. Although the values of various
ESV subtypes fluctuated, these fluctuations did not fundamentally change the structure
of ESV. Regulating services contributed more than half of the ESV value (86.31–86.64%),
followed by provisioning services (8.35–8.61%) and cultural services (5.00–5.08%). The
level of change of the ESV subtype value is the same as the level of the total value.
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3.3.2. ESV Changes on the Spatial Scale

We further analyzed the spatial heterogeneity of ESV, considered the mutual influence
of neighboring cities, measured the spatial autocorrelation of ESV to determine the degree
of spatial agglomeration of ESV in cities in the Yellow River Basin, and explored the
spatial heterogeneity (Figure 5). The results show that although the spatial distribution
of the regional value of the Yellow River Basin did not change significantly during the
study period, the spatial distribution pattern was obvious, due to differences in the land-
use structure and geographic regions. Moran’s I test was performed on ESV, and the
results showed that the estimated value changed slightly with time (0.370–0.381, p < 0.01),
indicating that there is a significant spatial autocorrelation of urban ESV in the Yellow
River Basin. From 1995 to 2018, the ESV spatial agglomeration pattern Lisa diagram shows
that the Z-score was between 3.034–3.338 (p < 0.01), which means that ESV has a significant
spatial agglomeration pattern during 1995–2018. Figure 4 shows the spatial distribution
and distribution of high and low values in 1995 and 2018. The ESV performance of the
Yellow River Basin is higher in the upper reaches than in the middle and lower reaches.
The high ESV areas are located in Ordos, Bayanzhuoer, Hohhot in Inner Mongolia, Yulin
in Shaanxi and Jiuquan in Gansu, mainly due to their vast land landscape types. It is
also obvious that the cities in Henan and Shandong provinces in the lower Yellow River
Basin have lower ESV values. This is mainly limited by its smaller land landscape type,
the more developed urbanization development in the middle and lower reaches, and the
interference of human activities in the landscape.
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3.4. Coupling and Coordination Relationship between Urbanization and ESs in the Yellow
River Basin
3.4.1. The Overall Situation of the Coupling and Coordination Degree of Cities in the
Yellow River Basin

After determining the comprehensive evaluation indicators of the two systems, we
used the coupling coordination model introduced above to measure the degree of coupling
and coordination Dit, and the state of coupling coordination among the entire Yellow River
Basin, the upper and middle reaches and the downstream cities from 1995 to 2018 (Table 5).
It was found that the coupling and coordination between ESV and urbanization systems
gradually improved during 1995–2018, from 0.287 to 0.386, but the overall level was low; the
level of coupling and coordination transitioned from a severe imbalance to a mild imbalance.
The coupling and coordination subtype changes were as follows: 1995–2000 showed a
lagging urbanization, and 2005–2018 showed the simultaneous development of a mild
imbalance between the two. This shows that at different stages of urban development, there
are differences in the intensity and coordination of the interaction between urbanization
and ESV, and the development trends are also different.

From the comparison between the upper and middle reaches of the sub-basin and
the downstream, it was found that from 1995 to 2018, the overall degree of coupling and
coordination of the upper and middle reaches was higher than that of the downstream area.
The development of the upper and middle reaches experienced a lagging transition from
mildly dysfunctional urbanization to a lagging development of mild dysregulation, while
the overall downstream area experienced lagging development from a severely dyssyn-
chronous transition to a mildly dysfunctional ESV. In the upper and middle reaches, which
are in inland areas, due to the special topography and geomorphology, the development
of urbanization is restricted, while the higher level of urbanization in the downstream
areas imposes stronger constraints on the fragile ecological environment. This shows that
the complexity of the performance of the urban coupling coordination degree within the
Yellow River Basin, the coexistence of the economic quality improvement and environmen-
tal pressure pose serious challenges to the high-quality development of the Yellow River
Basin.

Table 5. Yellow River Basin City ESV and urbanization coupling coordination degree.

Full Sample Upstream and Midstream Downstream

Year Dit Basic Type Dit Basic Type Dit Basic Type

1995 0.287 Severely unbalanced
urbanization lagging type 0.302 Mild imbalance and

lagging urbanization 0.250 Severely maladjusted
synchronous type

2000 0.293 Severely unbalanced
urbanization lagging type 0.306 Mild imbalance and

lagging urbanization 0.263 Severely maladjusted
synchronous type

2005 0.311 Mild imbalance and
co-loss type 0.322 Mild imbalance and

lagging urbanization 0.283 Severely maladjusted
synchronous type

2010 0.342 Mild imbalance and
co-loss type 0.352 Mild imbalance and

lagging urbanization 0.318 Mild imbalance and
co-loss type

2015 0.350 Mild imbalance and
co-loss type 0.359 Mild imbalance and

lagging urbanization 0.328 Mild dysregulation
ESV hysteresis type

2018 0.386 Mild imbalance and
co-loss type 0.396 Mild imbalance and

co-loss type 0.361 Mild dysregulation
ESV hysteresis type

3.4.2. Spatio-Temporal Heterogeneity of Coupling and Coordination Degree of Cities in the
Yellow River

This paper selected 1995, 2005, 2015 and 2018 as the cross-cutting years to analyze the
spatial distribution of the coupling and coordination relationships among 63 prefecture-
level cities in the Yellow River Basin (Figure 6). In general, the urban coupling degree of
the Yellow River Basin showed an overall improvement trend, but the level of coupling
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coordination degree was still low and the spatial distribution difference was obvious. The
high-value areas of the coupling coordination degree appear in the high-value areas of the
northern ESV in the upper and middle reaches, and the low-value areas are distributed
in cities in Shandong, Henan and other regions with relatively high urbanization levels
in the middle reaches of the basin. The degree of development of ESV and urbanization
in different regions is uneven, which poses a challenge for realizing the high-quality,
coordinated development of regional urbanization and ESV and promoting the overall
high-quality development of the Yellow River Basin.

In 1995, the degree of coupling and coordination of the Yellow River Basin showed
three variations: 56.90% of the urban development was severely maladjusted, followed
by 41.20% of the urban development in a mildly maladjusted co-loss type, and the cities
with barely coordinated development accounted for only 1.59% of the total. The main
manifestation of the mild disorder is the lagging urbanization type, and the main subtype
of the severe disorder is the synchronous type, which was mainly caused by the backward
economic development of the Yellow River Basin during that period. In particular, the
industrialization structure of the heavy chemical industry during this period had obvious
characteristics: the use of resources was relatively extensive; the consumption of resources
and energy was large; and the high pollution, high energy consumption and high emissions
in some areas caused great damage to the ecological environment [60].

In 2005, the degree of coupling and coordination in the entire Yellow River Basin was
improved, compared with 1995, but the overall performance situation was similar to that in
1995, with 42.60% of the cities still in a serious state of imbalance. The overall performance
showed two main coupling subtypes: synchronous type and lagging urbanization. The
severely maladjusted cities are mainly in Shandong and Henan, as well as the following:
Xianyang, Weinan, and Tongchuan in Guanzhong of Shaanxi; Jiayuguan, Jinchang, and
Pingliang in Gansu; and Yinchuan, Shizuishan and Guyuan in Ningxia. Most of these areas
are resource-based cities.
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During the period 2005–2015, the overall coupling and coordination of the Yellow
River Basin was significantly improved. The types of light coupling and coordination
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increased by 12.70%, and the number of cities with severe imbalances dropped sharply
by 22.00%. In addition, the mild disorder subtype transformed from the mild disorder
urbanization lagging dominance to the mild disorder synchronization type (30.10%) as the
dominant form. This shows that the urbanization level and ES of the Yellow River Basin
underwent significant changes at this stage. In 2018, with the improvement of the overall
environment and urbanization level, the coordinated dispatch of ESV and urbanization
in cities in the Yellow River Basin increased, with lightly coupled and coordinated cities
reaching 39.68%, and the overall coupling and coordination degree subtype showed a trend
of lagging ES. This shows that the gap in the level of urbanization in the entire study area
gradually narrowed, and the ecological environment tended to deteriorate.

3.5. Factors Influencing the Degree of Coupling and Coordination between ESs and Urbanization
3.5.1. Identification of Dominant Variables of Driving Factors

We used ArcGIS 10.4 to classify each element by the natural breakpoint method
and calculated the influence of each element on the degree of coupling and coordination
(Table 6). Based on the detection results, combined with the factor detection q value and
significance test, the identification and construction of dominant factors were realized.
Through the analysis of the detection results (Table 6), it was found that the p-values of
the eight factors all reached a significance level of 1%, indicating that the coordinated
development of urbanization and ESV is the result of the interaction of various elements
with various types of driving forces. In addition, considering the explanatory power of
sorting the q value, combined with the OLS regression results, we screened the variables for
multicollinearity. Finally, GDP, environmental regulations (Env), technological level (Tech),
road area (Road), proportion of forest land (For) and temperature (Tem) were selected to
further discuss the spatial heterogeneity of influencing factors.

Table 6. Geographical detector detection results.

Impact
Factors GDP Ind Gov Edu Tech Env Road Pop Pre Tem Ter For

q value 0.677 0.320 0.170 0.139 0.578 0.625 0.678 0.435 0.185 0.517 0.051 0.459
p value 0.000 0.000 0.013 0.035 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.024 0.000 0.368 0.000

Note: q value is the explanatory power of variable x to Y; p value represents the probability.

3.5.2. Comparison of Influencing Factors Based on OLS-GWR Model

In order to further explore the spatial heterogeneity of the dominant factors affect-
ing the degree of coupling coordination, this paper introduces geographically weighted
regression for analysis and research. An important prerequisite for geographic weighted
regression analysis is that the dependent variables have strong spatial autocorrelation.
Therefore, this paper used Geo-da software to conduct Moran’s I test on the degree of
coupling and coordination between ESs and urbanization. From the test results in Table 7,
it can be found that from 1995 to 2018, the ESs and urbanization Moran’s I of the 63 sample
cities were both positive at the 1% significance level. This shows that the coupling and
coordination degree of urban ESs and urbanization development in the Yellow River Basin
has obvious spatial spillover effects, so it is necessary to choose the GWR model to analyze
the influencing factors of the coupling and coordination degree of the two.

Table 7. Moran’ I of the coupling and coordination degree of urbanization and ecosystem services in
the Yellow River Basin, China.

Year 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2018

Moran’s I 0.310 *** 0.253 *** 0.261 *** 0.237 *** 0.216 *** 0.186 ***
Z-score 3.937 3.324 3.359 3.106 2.859 2.510

Note: p value represents the probability; Z score represents the multiple of the standard deviation; *** represents
the significance at 1% level.
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Taking the sample of cities in the Yellow River Basin in 2018 as an example, ArcGIS
10.4 was used to construct OLS and GWR models, where the dependent variable is the
degree of coupling and coordination between ESV and urbanization, and the independent
variables are GDP, Env, Tech, Road, For and Tem. The regression results of the two types of
models are shown in Table 8.

Table 8. Comparison of estimation results between OLS (Ordinary Least Squares) and GWR (Geo-
graphically Weighted Regression) models.

OLS Model GWR Model

Coefficient t Value p Value VIF Mean Std Min Med Max

GDP 0.496 1.839 0.066 1.068 0.710 0.411 0.127 0.634 1.420
Tech 0.485 2.587 0.010 2.923 0.491 0.099 0.329 0.458 0.757
Env 0.478 4.783 0.000 2.300 0.496 0.086 0.322 0.512 0.615

Road −0.538 −2.737 0.006 2.320 −0.683 0.339 −1.303 −0.569 −0.302
For 0.191 2.112 0.035 1.119 0.126 0.101 −0.167 0.155 0.260
Tem −0.518 −4.563 0.000 1.595 −0.521 0.082 −0.693 −0.520 −0.363

R2 0.574 0.841
Adj. R2 0.528 0.773

AICc 143.766 151.628

Note: VIF is the coefficient of variance expansion. If all VIFs are less than 10, it means that the model has no
multicollinearity problem; min, max, std and med represent the minimum, maximum, standard deviation and
median of the estimated coefficients of the GWR model, respectively.

According to the research conclusion of Brundson [61], when the difference between
the AICc value obtained in GWR and the AICc value in the OLS fitting result is greater
than 3, it can be considered that the GWR model can better simulate the data. It can be
seen from Table 8 that the application of the GWR model is more effective. In addition, the
R2 of the GWR model and the adjusted R2 are 0.841 and 0.773, respectively, which once
again shows that the GWR model has stronger explanatory power.

3.5.3. The Spatial Differentiation Characteristics of the Influencing Factors of Coupling
Coordination Degree

Based on the above analysis, it can be considered that it is necessary to use the GWR
model to investigate the different characteristics of the influencing factors in the urban
spatial distribution of the study area. The Yellow River Basin basically covers the three
major urban areas in the east, middle and west of China. The natural endowments and
economic development of different cities are quite different. Therefore, the classification
method of natural optimal break points was used to visualize the regression coefficients of
various influencing factors (Figure 7), and further analysis of the differences between the
various influencing factors of the coupling and coordination of ESV and urbanization at
different spatial geographic unit locations was conducted.

(1) Regarding economic growth (GDP), from the perspective of the overall spatial
distribution of driving characteristics, the driving intensity showed a belt-like decrease
from upstream to mid-downstream. This shows that with the improvement of economic
development and comprehensive strength, the attention and investment in ecological
environmental protection and governance of cities increased, which effectively promoted
the coordinated and coupled development of new urbanization and ESV. (2) At the level of
science and technology (Tech), the overall driving distribution was from downstream to
upstream, accompanied south to north, and the ring-shaped radiation gradually became
stronger. This means that cities in the upper and middle reaches of the Yellow River should
further increase investment in science and technology, continuously improve the level of
innovation-driven development and strengthen ecological safety. (3) For environmental
regulations (Env), the regression coefficients of environmental regulations to the degree
of coupling coordination within the entire Yellow River Basin were all positive, and this
positive impact gradually increased from upstream to downstream. (4) The regression
coefficients of urban road construction were all negative in the entire watershed. From the
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perspective of spatial distribution characteristics, the negative effect in the downstream
to upstream areas gradually increased. This shows that under the relatively special eco-
logical environment of the Yellow River Basin, while strengthening urban infrastructure
construction, attention should be paid to the management of the ecological environment,
especially in the upper and middle reaches. (5) For the proportion of forest land (For),
from the perspective of driving spatial distribution, the overall Yellow River Basin urban
agglomeration was significantly positively driven by the proportion of forest land. From
the perspective of the spatial distribution trend of driving strength, the positive effect of
forest land on cities in the Yellow River Basin from north to south gradually increased.
(6) For the temperature (Tem), from the perspective of the spatial distribution, the overall
temperature of the urban agglomeration in the Yellow River Basin had a relatively obvious
negative effect on the degree of coupling coordination. In terms of the spatial distribu-
tion of driving strength, from the southwest to the northeastern cities, from upstream to
downstream, the negative driving force of the temperature-coupling coordination degree
increased gradually outward, showing obvious radiation distribution characteristics.
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4. Discussion
4.1. Changes in Urbanization, Land Use and ESV

This paper aimed to reveal the coupling mechanism between urbanization and ESV
and its key driving factors. First, we established a four-dimensional urbanization mea-
surement system of economy, society, population and space, which can better reflect the
comprehensive level of urbanization than the single indicator used in the past [27]; it is
also conducive to the analysis of endogenous influencing factors that affect the degree of
coupling and coordination. Second, we quantified the changes in land-use types in the
urban agglomerations of the Yellow River Basin and found that during the study period,
the land-use types changed significantly. Specifically, grassland and farmland have always
been the main types of land use in the Yellow River Basin, but the area of them showed a
downward trend. A large amount of grassland was converted into forest land and partly
into construction land [62]. The areas of forests, wetlands, water and construction land
increased. Among them, construction land increased by the largest proportion, reaching
61.10% (22.66 × 105 ha). This is consistent with the previous research results [45], and it
also poses challenges to the ecological environment protection and land management of
the Yellow River. In addition, the increase in waters and wetlands is mainly attributed
to two reasons. On the one hand, it is due to unutilized conversion, which is consistent
with the research of related scholars [62]; on the other hand, the number and area of newly
built lakes and reservoirs increased to 57 new lakes and reservoirs in the basin, and 55
that expanded in area [63]. The increase in area is consistent with the trend of annual
precipitation. According to the Yellow River Net’s 2018 Water Resources Bulletin, the
average precipitation in 2018 is 551.6mm, which is 23.4% larger than the average value
from 1956 to 2000, and the annual runoff measured by the hydrological station on the
mainstream of the Yellow River in 2018 is 5.8–46.5% larger than the average value from
1956 to 2000 (http://www.yrcc.gov.cn/, accessed on 8 July 2021).

We further used the equivalent factor method to analyze the changing characteristics
of ESV. The results show that ESV in most areas of the Yellow River Basin is on the rise, and
the overall improvement is greater than the deterioration. This shows that the Yellow River
Basin governance has obtained certain achievements, but there is still pressure for ecosys-
tem protection and restoration. Since 2000, China has implemented numerous ecological
restoration projects, such as returning farmland to forests and grasslands, and protecting
natural shelter forests. These measures have led to the continuous increase in vegetation
area and also actively promoted the transformation of land landscape patterns [47,48]. At
the same time, these also enable the national ecological economy and green development
concepts to be realized in the process of urbanization. The ESV of forest, water and wetland
showed different growth rates, which offset the decline in ESV accompanying the increase
in urbanization, while the ESV of grassland and farmland declined; key protection and
restoration should be carried out. Therefore, forest land and water bodies have high ESV
per unit area, which is of great significance for promoting the operation of the overall
regional ecosystem and maintaining regional ecological services. In the future regional
land use management of the Yellow River Basin, priority should be given to areas with
high estimated value and sensitive areas vulnerable to urbanization [25,27].

Although the Yellow River Basin has achieved good results in ecological management
and restoration in recent decades, the regional biodiversity and ecosystem functions still
need to be improved. Some plantations have a single species composition, and the pro-
portion of trees, shrubs and grasses is uneven [64]. For this reason, it is recommended
to further strengthen the protection and restoration of biodiversity in the ecological engi-
neering of the Yellow River Basin by advocating solutions based on nature and shifting
from engineering restoration to focusing on protection and natural restoration [65]. It is
not appropriate to simply exclude human activities, but it is necessary to find a balance
between human activities and biodiversity conservation.

http://www.yrcc.gov.cn/
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4.2. The State of Coupling and Coordination between Urbanization and ESV

As a bridge that couples natural and social processes, the practicality of ESs can
provide quantitative information on relevant policies for urban planning and land resource
management through the evaluation of the coupling and coordination relationship be-
tween regional urbanization development and ESV, such as helping to determine priority
management issues and adjusting the direction of the plan [66].

This study analyzed the overall situation of the coupling coordination degree of
the Yellow River Basin and explored its spatial differentiation. During the study period,
the degree of coupling and coordination between urbanization and ESV in the Yellow
River Basin transitioned from severe imbalance to mild coupling, coordination and mild
imbalance. This proves that the interaction between ESV and urbanization in the Yellow
River Basin is very close, and the two have formed a close dependency relationship. After
experiencing an extensive economic growth model, people paid more attention to the
protection of the ecological environment of the Yellow River Basin and to promoting
urbanization by improving resource utilization efficiency and people’s lifestyles, so the
degree of coordination continues to rise. According to the coupling index between average
ESV and urbanization, the coupling subtype changed from urbanization lagging type to
simultaneous development and ESV lagging. This proves that the low conflict and potential
crisis are the main relationships between them, and with the development of urbanization,
the growth of ESV lags behind the degree of urbanization. The rapid urbanization area
occupies a part of the cultivated land area, which has a coercive effect on the fragile
environment [8]. Therefore, in the process of urbanization, we should pay attention to the
coordination between rational land use and economic society, strengthen the sustainable
agriculture and food diversity transformation, improve the resilience of local and global
agricultural systems, and promote mitigation of and adaptation to climate change. At
the same time, sustainable agriculture can also provide a habitat for biodiversity, reduce
the pressure on forests and other biodiversity ecosystems and maintain the health and
well-being of the population [67,68].

In terms of spatial distribution, there are obvious regional differences, with ESV
lagging mainly in the lower reaches, and urbanization lagging mainly in the upper and
middle reaches; the overall characteristics of natural basic divisions and administrative
boundaries are presented. The severely maladjusted cities are mainly the cities in Shan-
dong and Henan in the lower reaches of the basin, and most of these are resource-based
cities. Due to the extensive use of resources, the single industrial structure, the lack of
support from alternative industries, and the high pressure of industrial transformation
and upgrading, the economic and social development has a serious negative impact on
the ecological environment, which also leads to a relatively low degree of coupling and
coordination [69,70].

Due to the special ecological background and economic development characteristics,
the degree of coupling and coordination between the urbanization of the Yellow River
Basin and ESV can easily form a co-destructive development, that is, dual stress effects [71].
The economic development of the upper reaches of the Yellow River lags behind, and the
terrain is dominated by mountains and hills, facing the problems of ecosystem degradation
and reduced water conservation functions; the Loess Plateau in the middle reaches has
serious soil erosion; and the urbanization level of the downstream urban agglomerations is
outstanding, so the ecological flow is low, and the wetlands are shrinking [72]. In addition
to the differences caused by factor endowments, it should be noted that the losses suf-
fered by the upstream area to protect the ecological environment have further aggravated
the differentiation of economic space; downstream residents, as the beneficiaries of the
improvement of the ecological environment, should appropriately bear the responsibil-
ity of ecological protection [48], and establish and perfect an adaptation compensation
mechanism for the coordinated development of regional coupling.

In order to alleviate the ecological problems caused by rapid economic development,
the Chinese government has adopted a series of measures [16,48]. The assessment of
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resources, the environmental carrying capacity, and suitable land forms the basis of national
land planning. ESs, including biodiversity, soil and water conservation, soil conservation
and wind and sand fixation, are included in China’s current land planning policies [8].
However, further incorporating the type of coupled and coordinated development, national
ecological function zoning and resource carrying capacity into the national land plan is a
direction worth considering in the future.

4.3. Key Factors of Coupling Mechanism

Based on the scientific evaluation of the coupling and coordination state of urbaniza-
tion and ESV, this paper further analyzed the spatial differentiation of influencing factors
through geographic detectors and GWR models embedded with geographic location infor-
mation and gave corresponding policy recommendations. The study found that the factors
that affect the coupling and coordination relationship are embodied in different aspects
and present different spatial differentiation characteristics.

Economic growth, environmental regulation and technological innovation show ob-
vious positive driving characteristics. For areas with developed urbanization and areas
with relatively low ESV, there is an urgent need to increase the intensity of environmental
regulations, pay attention to the political spillover effects of environmental regulations and
to not blindly pursue rapid urbanization while ignoring environmental management and
ecological safety protection. For cities in the upper and middle reaches of the Yellow River,
consideration should be given to further increasing investment in science and technology;
promoting the growth of regional economic quality through talent accumulation, techno-
logical innovation and institutional innovation; and, on this basis, achieving economic
integration and innovation to promote comprehensive economic development in order
to provide a material guarantee for the improvement of the development level of the
ecosystem and the coupling and coordination of urbanization subsystems.

Forests also reflect the positive driving effect of high quality. Vegetation is an impor-
tant part of the ecosystem. It is sensitive to changes in the ecological environment and
plays a pivotal role in the urban ecosystem [73,74]. As a genetic preservation of biodiversity,
forest ecosystems have outstanding performance in many aspects of climate and environ-
mental regulation and soil hydrology improvement. The increase in species diversity and
community complexity will directly lead to the improvement of ESs [75]. Therefore, in
the process of urbanization, land use and urban forest construction should be planned as
a whole, and ecosystem or landscape methods should be applied to reduce the pressure
of land on forests and other natural ecosystems, avoid further loss of habitats and create
conditions to restore more habitats, thereby reducing the risk of species extinction. This
will protect and increase the income and sources of nutrition for people who depend on
forest ecosystems for their livelihoods. Many cultural connections with forest species and
landscapes will be protected, while also contributing to health and well-being [76–78].

In addition, temperature, as an important natural factor, causes changes in the growth
environment of vegetation, the intensity of vegetation activities and ecosystem service
functions [79,80]. However, the driving factors of vegetation changes in the environment
of urban agglomerations are more complex, being not only affected by natural factors, but
also by environmental changes caused by urbanization, especially the heat island effect in
urban expansion, which will also lead to changes in the urban ecological environment [81].
Therefore, not only should the decline in ESV caused by forest loss in the process of urban
expansion be alleviated, but also the “cold island effect” role played by urban green space
should be emphasized to reduce the urban heat island effect [41].

Taking the area of road construction as the intensity of infrastructure construction, it
was found that the strengthening of urban infrastructure led to a decrease in the degree
of coupling and coordination. This shows that blindly pursuing urban construction and
ignoring the protection of urban ecosystems will lead to unilateral coercion of the system.
Therefore, urban planners should pay attention to the high-quality coordination effect
of the smart city and urban forest landscape pattern based on the information and tech-
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nology of the two systems [82]. Through the process of environmental assessment and
large-scale zoning covering biological diversity, in infrastructure investment planning and
development, such as transportation system design and management, the consideration of
biological diversity is reflected to avoid the most vulnerable of biological diversity. Taking
measures to protect ecological connectivity, such as through overpasses, underground pas-
sages and green infrastructure, promotes the transition to a more sustainable urbanization
model [6].

In addition, the advancement of new-type urbanization and the high-quality devel-
opment strategy of the Yellow River Basin will inevitably promote the rapid connection
of material, energy and information among regions [27]. Cities in the Yellow River Basin
should take this as an opportunity to establish a linkage mechanism, relying on the corri-
dors that have been formed in the urban agglomeration to improve the functional structure
of each city, improve the spatial allocation efficiency of land resources and realize the
high-quality coordinated development of ESV and urbanization as soon as possible.

4.4. Limitations and Implications

This research deeply explored the spatial differentiation characteristics of the driving
mechanism of the coupling and coordination relationship between urbanization and ESV,
and emphasized making full use of the positive spillover effects between regions to create
a sustainable network management pattern with coordinated planning and systematic
governance across regions. It is suggested that the types of coupled and coordinated
development, national ecological function zoning and resource carrying capacity should
be further incorporated into the national land plan. However, this study has several
limitations, which can provide a reference for future research. First, in this study, we
set the equivalent factor of construction land to 0. Although many studies have the
perspective that the ESs provided by construction land are of no value [83], some studies
propose that construction land can provide some ESs, such as entertainment, tourism and
culture [84]. Taking into account that in the process of urbanization, the transition from
natural ecosystems to semi-artificial ecosystems and artificial ecosystems will inevitably
damage the ecosystem, as well as the hysteresis effect of ESs, we propose to set the
construction land to 0. Second, due to the complexity of human activities, further analysis
of endogenous influencing factors is also a very important aspect in future exploration.
How to coordinate internal and external factors to manage the ecological network and
spatial control of urban agglomerations is of great significance. Third, due to the lack of a
small amount of data at the urbanization level of large regions, individual regions cannot
be included in the evaluation system, so exploring a more scientific and comprehensive
urbanization measurement method will also be an important and difficult area of research
in the future. In addition, in terms of ESV estimation, more scientific, rigorous and accurate
methods should be explored. Especially in order to measure the spatial transformation and
scale effect of ESV, a more systematic and in-depth dynamic evaluation is urgently needed
to reflect the continuous annual and quarterly dynamic changes in ESV.

5. Conclusions

This paper discussed urbanization from multiple perspectives, assessed the changes
in urbanization and ESV in the Yellow River Basin as well as their temporal and spatial rela-
tionships during the study period, and deeply analyzed the driving mechanism that affects
the coupling and coordination relationship between urbanization and ESV. This provides a
scientific basis for the high-quality development strategy for the urban agglomeration in
the Yellow River Basin.

1. From 1995 to 2018, the urbanization level of the urban agglomerations in the Yellow
River Basin was continuously improved, and the development characteristics changed
from the initial urbanization stage to an intermediate stage characterized by social
urbanization and economic development. During this period, the ESV of the Yellow
River Basin was greatly improved, mainly due to the overall increase in the value
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of forests, water and wetlands, which offset the expansion of construction land
and the decrease in ESV of farmland and grassland. Overall, regulation services
occupied a dominant position. Although the spatial distribution of regional values in
the Yellow River Basin did not change significantly in the study period, the spatial
distribution pattern was obvious, due to differences in the land-use structure and
geographic regions.

2. From 1995 to 2018, the degree of coupling and coordination improved significantly.
Mildly coupled coordination gradually increased, severe imbalance types tended
to disappear and coupling subtypes developed from lagging urbanization to ESV
backward and synchronized types. However, overall, there was still a low-level
coupling and coordination process, and there were obvious regional differences,
showing the emergence of boundaries between physical geographical conditions
and administrative divisions. Especially in the lower reaches of Henan, Shandong,
other regions and most of the resource-based cities in Central China, the degree of
coupling was significantly lower. Therefore, we should be guided by high-quality co-
ordination, divide functional areas for different levels of coordination and implement
different strategies.

3. In addition, factors such as economic growth, technological development, environ-
mental regulations and the proportion of forest land had positive and belt-like alien-
ation characteristics for the coupling and coordination of the two, and infrastructure
and temperature showed negative driving characteristics. Therefore, the Yellow
River Basin should uphold the characteristics of basin integrity and differentiation,
comprehensively coordinate various driving factors, create regional coordinated plan-
ning and coordinated governance, and promote the high-quality development of the
coordinated relationship between urbanization and ESV.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, K.Z. and K.L.; methodology, K.Z.; software, K.Z. and
R.F.; validation, K.Z. and T.L.; formal analysis, K.Z.; resources, K.Z.; data curation, K.Z. and T.L.;
writing—original draft preparation, K.Z.; writing—review and editing, K.Z. and Z.Z.; visualization,
K.Z. and R.F.; supervision, K.Z. and K.L. All authors have read and agreed to the published version
of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author. The data are not publicly available, as part of them are being used in other
studies that have not yet been publicly published.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Daily, G.C. Nature’s Services: Societal Dependence on Natural Ecosystems; Island Press: Washington, DC, USA, 1997; pp. 49–68.
2. Costanza, R.; Arge, R.; de Groot, R.; Farber, S.; Grasso, M.; Hannon, B.; Limburg, K.; Naeem, S.; O’Neill, R.V.; Paruelo, J.; et al. The

value of the world’s ecosystem services and natural capital. Nature 1997, 387, 253–260. [CrossRef]
3. MEA Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. People and Ecosystems: A Framework for Assessment and Action; Island Press: Washington,

DC, USA, 2003.
4. MEA Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. Ecosystems and Human Well-Being: Current State and Trends; Island Press: Washington,

DC, USA, 2005; p. 137.
5. Ellis, E.C.; Ramankutty, N. Putting people in the map: Anthropogenic biomes of the world. Front. Ecol. Environ. 2008, 6, 439–447.

[CrossRef]
6. IBPES: Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity (2020) Global Biodiversity Outlook 5. Montreal. Available online:

https://www.cbd.int/gbo5 (accessed on 8 July 2021).
7. Ostrom, E. A general framework for analyzing sustainability of social-ecological systems. Science 2009, 325, 419–422. [CrossRef]

[PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1038/387253a0
http://doi.org/10.1890/070062
https://www.cbd.int/gbo5
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1172133
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19628857


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 7836 24 of 26

8. Chen, W.X.; Zeng, J.; Zhong, M.X.; Pan, S.P. Coupling Analysis of Ecosystem Services Value and Economic Development in the
Yangtze River Economic Belt: A Case Study in Hunan Province, China. Remote Sens. 2021, 13, 1552. [CrossRef]

9. Song, W.; Deng, X.Z. Land-use/land-cover change and ecosystem service provision in China. Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 576,
705–719. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. de Groot, R.S.; Alkemade, R.; Braat, L.; Hein, L.; Willemen, L. Challenges in integrating the concept of ecosystem services and
values in landscape planning, management and decision making. Ecol. Complex. 2009, 7, 260–272. [CrossRef]

11. Fisher, B.; Turner, R.K.; Morling, P. Defining and classifying ecosystem services for decision making. Ecol. Econ. 2008, 68, 643–653.
[CrossRef]

12. Kremen, C. Managing ecosystem services: What do we need to know about their ecology? Ecol. Lett. 2005, 8, 468–479. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13. Xie, G.D.; Zhen, L.; LU, C.X.; Xiao, Y.; Chen, C. Expert Knowledge Based Valuation Method of Ecosystem Services in China. J.
Nat. Resour. 2008, 23, 911–919. [CrossRef]

14. Li, Y.F.; Zhan, J.Y.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, F.; Zhang, M.L. Response of ecosystem services to land use and cover change: A case study in
Chengdu City. Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 2018, 132, 291–300. [CrossRef]

15. Wang, Y.H.; Dai, E.F.; Yin, L.; Ma, L. Land use/land cover change and the effects on ecosystem services in the Hengduan Mountain
region, China. Ecosyst. Serv. 2018, 34, 55–67. [CrossRef]

16. Ouyang, Z.Y.; Zheng, H.; Xiao, Y.; Polasky, S.; Daily, G.C. Improvements in ecosystem services from investments in natural capital.
Science 2016, 352, 1455–1459. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

17. Capriolo, A.; Boschetto, R.G.; Mascolo, R.A.; Balbi, S.; Villa, F. Biophysical and economic assessment of four ecosystem services
for natural capital accounting in Italy. Ecosyst. Serv. 2020, 46, 101207. [CrossRef]

18. Zhang, H.J.; Gao, Y.; Hua, Y.W.; Zhang, Y.; Liu, K. Assessing and mapping recreationists’ perceived social values for ecosystem
services in the Qinling Mountains, China. Ecosyst. Serv. 2019, 39, 101006. [CrossRef]

19. Bagstad, K.J.; Semmens, D.J.; Waage, S.; Winthrop, R. A comparative assessment of decision-support tools for ecosystem services
quantification and valuation. Ecosyst. Serv. 2013, 5, 27–39. [CrossRef]

20. Braat, L.C.; de Groot, R. The ecosystem services agenda: Bridging the worlds of natural science and economics, conservation and
development, and public and private policy. Ecosyst. Serv. 2012, 1, 4–15. [CrossRef]

21. Long, H.L.; Liu, Y.Q.; Hou, X.G.; Li, T.T.; Li, Y.R. Effects of land use transitions due to rapid urbanization on ecosystem services:
Implications for urban planning in the new developing area of China. Habitat Int. 2014, 44, 536–544. [CrossRef]

22. Zare, M.; Panagopoulos, T.; Loures, L. Simulating the impacts of future land use change on soil erosion in the Kasilian watershed,
Iran. Land Use Policy 2017, 67, 558–572. [CrossRef]

23. Baral, H.; Keenan, R.J.; Sharma, S.K.; Stork, N.E.; Kasel, S. Economic evaluation of ecosystem goods and services under different
landscape management scenarios. Land Use Policy 2014, 39, 54–64. [CrossRef]

24. Schmidt, J.P.; Moore, R.; Alber, M. Integrating ecosystem services and local government finances into land use planning: A case
study from coastal Georgia. Landsc. Urban Plan. 2014, 122, 56–67. [CrossRef]

25. Zhou, D.Y.; Tian, Y.Y.; Jiang, G.H. Spatio-temporal investigation of the interactive relationship between urbanization and
ecosystem services: Case study of the Jingjinji urban agglomeration, China. Ecol. Indic. 2018, 95, 152–164. [CrossRef]

26. Grimm, N.B.; Faeth, S.H.; Golubiewski, N.E.; Redman, C.L.; Wu, J.G.; Bai, X.M.; Briggs, J.M. Global change and the ecology of
cities. Science 2008, 319, 756–760. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

27. Tian, Y.Y.; Zhou, D.Y.; Jiang, G.H. Conflict or Coordination? Multiscale assessment of the spatio-temporal coupling relationship
between urbanization and ecosystem services: The case of the Jingjinji Region, China. Ecol. Indic. 2020, 117. [CrossRef]

28. Andrade-Núñez, M.J.; Aide, T.M. The Socio-Economic and Environmental Variables Associated with Hotspots of Infrastructure
Expansion in South America. Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 116. [CrossRef]

29. Ai, J.Y.; Feng, L.; Dong, X.W.; Zhu, X.D.; Li, Y.F. Exploring coupling coordination between urbanization and ecosystem quality
(1985–2010): A case study from Lianyungang city, China. Front. Earth Sci. 2016, 10, 527–545. [CrossRef]

30. Liu, M.; Xu, Y.Y.; Hu, Y.M.; Li, C.L.; Sun, F.Y.; Chen, T. A Century of the Evolution of the Urban Area in Shenyang, China. PLoS
ONE 2014, 9, e098847. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Du, L.S.; Liu, H.Y.; Xu, J.; Zhang, F.C.; Li, J.S. Review of bidirectional effects of urbanization and ecosystem services. Ecol. Sci.
2017, 36, 233–240. [CrossRef]

32. Yushanjiang, A.; Zhang, F.; Yu, H.Y.; Kung, H.-t. Quantifying the spatial correlations between landscape pattern and ecosystem
service value: A case study in Ebinur Lake Basin, Xinjiang, China. Ecol. Eng. 2018, 113, 94–104. [CrossRef]

33. Breuste, J.; Qureshi, S.; Li, J.X. Applied urban ecology for sustainable urban environment. Urban Ecosyst. 2013, 16, 675–680.
[CrossRef]

34. Messerli, B.; Grosjean, M.; Hofer, T.; Núñez, L.; Pfister, C. From nature-dominated to human-dominated environmental changes.
Quat. Sci. Rev. 2000, 19, 459–479. [CrossRef]

35. Yuan, Y.J.; Chen, D.X.; Wu, S.H.; Mo, L.J.; Tong, G.J.; Yan, D.H. Urban sprawl decreases the value of ecosystem services and
intensifies the supply scarcity of ecosystem services in China. Sci. Total Environ. 2019, 697, 134170. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

36. Liu, W.; Zhan, J.Y.; Zhao, F.; Yan, H.M.; Zhang, F.; Wei, X.Q. Impacts of urbanization-induced land-use changes on ecosystem
services: A case study of the Pearl River Delta Metropolitan Region, China. Ecol. Indic. 2019, 98, 228–238. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/rs13081552
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.07.078
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27810757
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecocom.2009.10.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2008.09.014
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2005.00751.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21352450
http://doi.org/10.3321/j.issn:1000-3037.2008.05.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2017.03.009
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2018.09.008
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaf2295
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27313045
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2020.101207
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2019.101006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2013.07.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2012.07.011
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2014.10.011
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2017.06.028
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2014.03.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2013.11.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2018.07.007
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1150195
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18258902
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.106543
http://doi.org/10.3390/rs12010116
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11707-015-0531-6
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0098847
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24893167
http://doi.org/10.14108/j.cnki.1008-8873.2017.06.031
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.2018.02.005
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11252-013-0337-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0277-3791(99)00075-X
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134170
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32380624
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2018.10.054


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 7836 25 of 26

37. Zhang, Y.S.; Lu, X.; Liu, B.Y.; Wu, D.T.; Fu, G.; Zhao, Y.T.; Sun, P.L. Spatial relationships between ecosystem services and
socioecological drivers across a large-scale region: A case study in the Yellow River Basin. Sci. Total Environ. 2021, 766, 142480.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Peng, J.; Tian, L.; Liu, Y.X.; Zhao, M.Y.; Hu, Y.N.; Wu, J.S. Ecosystem services response to urbanization in metropolitan areas:
Thresholds identification. Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 607–608, 706–714. [CrossRef]

39. Vieira, T.A.; Panagopoulos, T. Urban Forestry in Brazilian Anazonia. Sustainability 2020, 12, 3235. [CrossRef]
40. Avtar, R.; Tripathi, S.; Aggarwal, A.K.; Kumar, P. Population–Urbanization-Energy Nexus: A Review. Resources 2019, 8, 136.

[CrossRef]
41. Luo, Y.; Sun, W.Z.; Yang, K.; Zhao, L. China urbanization process induced vegetation degradation and improvement in recent 20

years. Cities 2021, 114, 103207. [CrossRef]
42. Fang, C.L.; Yu, D.L. Urban agglomeration: An evolving concept of an emerging phenomenon. Landsc. Urban Plan. 2017, 162,

126–136. [CrossRef]
43. Fang, C.L. Important progress and future direction of studies on China’s urban agglomerations. J. Geogr. Sci. 2015, 25, 1003–1024.

[CrossRef]
44. Shen, Y.; Zhang, L.P.; Fang, X.; Ji, H.Y.; Li, X.; Zhao, Z.W. Spatiotemporal patterns of recent PM2.5 concentrations over typical

urban agglomerations in China. Sci. Total Environ. 2019, 655, 13–26. [CrossRef]
45. Liu, G.Y.; Yang, Q.; Huang, J.Y. The Change Characteristics and Influence Factors of Ecosystem Services Valuation of the Yellow

River Basin from 2000 to 2015. Chin. J. Environ. Manag. 2020, 12, 90–97. [CrossRef]
46. Zhou, D.; Xu, J.C.; Lin, Z.L. Conflict or coordination? Assessing land use multi-functionalization using production-living-ecology

analysis. Sci. Total Environ. 2017, 577, 136–147. [CrossRef]
47. Li, J.S.; Sun, W.; Li, M.Y.; Meng, L.L. Coupling coordination degree of production, living and ecological spaces and its influencing

factors in the Yellow River Basin. J. Clean. Prod. 2021, 298, 126803. [CrossRef]
48. Song, Y.Y.; Xue, D.Q.; Xia, S.Y.; Mi, W.B. Change characteristics and formation mechanism of the territorial spatial pattern in the

Yellow River Basin from 1980 to 2018, China. Geogr. Res. 2021, 40, 1445–1463. [CrossRef]
49. Xie, G.D.; Xiao, Y.; Zhen, L.; Lu, C.X. Study on ecosystem services value of food production in China. Chin. J. Eco-Agric. 2005, 13,

10–13. [CrossRef]
50. Xie, G.D.; Zhang, C.X.; Zhang, L.M.; Chen, W.H.; Li, S.M. Improvement of the Evaluation Method for Ecosystem Service Value

Based on Per Unit Area. J. Nat. Resour. 2015, 30, 1243–1254. [CrossRef]
51. Xu, Z.H.; Wei, H.J.; Fan, W.G.; Wang, X.C.; Huang, B.L.; Lu, N.C.; Ren, J.H.; Dong, X.B. Energy modeling simulation of changes in

ecosystem services before and after the implementation of a Grain- for-Green Program on the Loess Plateau: A case study of the
Zhifanggou valley in Ansai county, Shaanxi province, China. Ecosyst. Serv. 2018, 31, 32–43. [CrossRef]

52. Geng, T.W.; Chen, H.; Zhang, H.; Shi, Q.Q.; Liu, D. Spatiotemporal evolution of land ecosystem service value and its influencing
factors in Shaanxi province based on GWR. J. Nat. Resour. 2020, 35, 1714–1727. [CrossRef]

53. Zheng, J.J.; Shao, X.F.; Liu, W.; Kong, J.; Zuo, G.S. The impact of the pilot program on industrial structure upgrading in low-carbon
cities. J. Clean. Prod. 2021, 290. [CrossRef]

54. Zhao, X.; Sun, B.W. The influence of Chinese environmental regulation on corporation innovation and competitiveness. J. Clean.
Prod. 2016, 112, 1528–1536. [CrossRef]

55. Tang, L.; Li, J.P.; Yu, L.A.; Qin, D.H. Quantitative evaluation methodology for system coordination development based on distance
coordination degree model. Syst. Eng. Theory Pract. 2010, 30, 594–602. [CrossRef]

56. Liu, H.; Fang, C.; Zhang, X.; Wang, Z.; Bao, C.; Li, F. The effect of natural and anthropogenic factors on haze pollution in Chinese
cities: A spatial econometrics approach. J. Clean. Prod. 2017, 165, 323–333. [CrossRef]

57. Hua, D.; Hao, X.M. Spatiotemporal change and drivers analysis of desertification in the arid region of northwest China based on
Geographic Detector. Environ. Chall. 2021, 4, 100082. [CrossRef]

58. Kashki, A.; Karami, M.; Zandi, R.; Roki, Z. Evaluation of the effect of geographical parameters on the formation of the land
surface temperature by applying OLS and GWR, A case study Shiraz City, Iran. Urban Clim. 2021, 37, 100832. [CrossRef]

59. Fotheringham, A.S.; Charlton, M.; Brunsdon, C. The geography of parameter space: An investigation of spatial nonstationarity.
Int. J. Geogr. Inf. Syst. 1996, 10, 605–627. [CrossRef]

60. Zhao, J.J.; Liu, Y.; Zhu, Y.K.; Qin, S.L.; Wang, Y.H.; Miao, C.H. Spatiotemporal differentiation and influencing factors of the
coupling and coordinated development of new urbanization and ecological environment in the Yellow River Basin. Resour. Sci.
2020, 42, 159–171. [CrossRef]

61. Brunsdon, C.; Fotheringham, A.S.; Charlton, M.E. A method for exploring spatial nonstationarity. Geogr. Anal. 1996, 28, 281–298.
[CrossRef]

62. Zhang, B.F.; Miao, C.H. Spatiotemporal changes and driving forces of land use in the Yellow River Basin. Resour. Sci. 2020, 42,
460–473. [CrossRef]

63. Gao, J.X.; Wang, Y.C.; Hou, P.; Wan, H.W.; Zhang, W.G. Temporal and spatial variation characteristics of land surface water area
in the Yellow River basin in recent 20 years. J. Hydraul. Eng. 2020, 51, 1157–1164. [CrossRef]

64. He, Z.H.; Zhu, Y.F.; Qiu, Y.L.; Xu, L.H. Effects of human intervention on the composition and diversity of plant community in
Ziwuling area. J. Northwest For. Univ. 2017, 32, 87–95.

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.142480
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33071128
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.06.218
http://doi.org/10.3390/su12083235
http://doi.org/10.3390/resources8030136
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2021.103207
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2017.02.014
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11442-015-1216-5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.11.105
http://doi.org/10.16868/j.cnki.1674-6252.2020.02.090
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2016.10.143
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.126803
http://doi.org/10.11821/dlyj020191065
http://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1011.year_id].010
http://doi.org/10.11849/zrzyxb.2015.08.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2018.03.013
http://doi.org/10.31497/zrzyxb.20200715
http://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2021.125868
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.05.029
http://doi.org/10.12011/1000-6788(2010)4-594
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.07.127
http://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENVC.2021.100082
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.uclim.2021.100832
http://doi.org/10.1080/026937996137909
http://doi.org/10.18402/resci.2020.01.16
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1538-4632.1996.tb00936.x
http://doi.org/10.18402/resci.2020.03.05
http://doi.org/10.13243/j.cnki.slxb.20200591


Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 7836 26 of 26

65. Yang, R.; Cao, Y. Rewilding: New ideas for ecological protection and restoration projects of mountains-riversforests-farmlands-
lakes-grasslands. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2019, 39, 8763–8770.

66. Tammi, I.; Mustajärvi, K.; Rasinmäki, J. Integrating spatial valuation of ecosystem services into regional planning and development.
Ecosyst. Serv. 2016, 26, 329–344. [CrossRef]

67. Kremen, Claire. Reframing the land-sparing/land-sharing debate for biodiversity conservation. Ann. N. Y. Acad. Sci. 2015, 1355,
52–76. [CrossRef]

68. Hendershot, J.N.; Smith, J.R.; Anderson, C.B.; Letten, A.D.; Frishkoff, L.O.; Zook, J.R.; Fukami, T.; Daily, G.C. Intensive farming
drives long-term shifts in avian community composition. Nature 2020, 579, 393–396. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

69. Wan, L.L.; Ye, X.Y.; Lee, J.; Lu, X.Q.; Zheng, L.; Wu, K.Y. Effects of urbanization on ecosystem service values in a mineral
resource-based city. Habitat Int. 2015, 46, 54–63. [CrossRef]

70. Li, H.; Lo, K.; Zhang, P.Y. Population Shrinkage in Resource-dependent Cities in China: Processes, Patterns and Drivers. Chin.
Geogr. Sci. 2020, 30, 1–15. [CrossRef]

71. Xing, L.; Zhu, Y.M.; Wang, J.P. Spatial spillover effects of urbanization on ecosystem services value in Chinese cities. Ecol. Indic.
2021, 121, 107028. [CrossRef]

72. Ji, W.; Liu, H.J.; Gao, J.X.; Ma, H.; Song, T.; Gao, Y.N.; Feng, C.Y. Spatial-Temporal Variations of Ecological Quality in the Yellow
River Basin. Res. Environ. Sci. 2021, 34, 1700–1709. [CrossRef]

73. Dallimer, M.; Tang, Z.Y.; Bibby, P.R.; Brindley, P.; Gaston, K.J.; Davies, Z.G. Temporal changes in greenspace in a highly urbanized
region. Biol. Lett. 2011, 7, 763–766. [CrossRef]

74. Zhou, D.C.; Zhao, S.Q.; Liu, S.G.; Zhang, L.X. Spatiotemporal trends of terrestrial vegetation activity along the urban development
intensity gradient in China’s 32 major cities. Sci. Total Environ. 2014, 488–489, 136–145. [CrossRef]

75. Nichiforel, L.; Duduman, G.; Scriban, R.E.; Popa, B.; Barnoaiea, I.; Drăgoi, M. Forest ecosystem services in Romania: Orchestrating
regulatory and voluntary planning documents. Ecosyst. Serv. 2021, 49, 101276. [CrossRef]

76. Du, H.Y.; Cai, W.B.; Xu, Y.Q.; Wang, Z.B.; Wang, Y.Y.; Cai, Y.L. Quantifying the cool island effects of urban green spaces using
remote sensing data. Urban For. Urban Green. 2017, 27, 24–31. [CrossRef]

77. Brondizio, E.S.; Settele, J.; Díaz, S.; Ngo, H.T. IPBES: Global Assessment Report on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services of the
Intergovernmental Science-Policy Platform on Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services; IPBES Secretariat: Bonn, Germany, 2019; Available
online: https://ipbes.net/global-assessment (accessed on 8 July 2021).

78. Sayer, J.; Terry Sunderland, T.; Ghazoul, J.; Pfund, J.L.; Sheil, D.; Meijaard, E.; Venter, M.; Boedhihartono, A.K.; Day, M.; Garcia, C.;
et al. Ten principles for a landscape approach to reconciling agriculture, conservation, and other competing land uses. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA 2013, 110, 8349–8356. [CrossRef]

79. Zhao, S.Q.; Liu, S.G.; Zhou, D.C. Prevalent vegetation growth enhancement in urban environment. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
2016, 113, 6313–6318. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

80. Zhong, Q.Y.; Ma, J.; Zhao, B.; Wang, X.X.; Zong, J.M.; Xiao, X.M. Assessing spatial- temporal dynamics of urban expansion,
vegetation greenness and photosynthesis in megacity Shanghai, China during 2000–2016. Remote Sens. Environ. 2019, 233, 111374.
[CrossRef]

81. Xiao, X.D.; Dong, L.; Yan, H.N.; Yang, N.; Xiong, Y.M. The influence of the spatial characteristics of urban green space on the
urban heat island effect in Suzhou Industrial Park. Sustain. Cities Soc. 2018, 40, 428–439. [CrossRef]

82. Grossi, G.; Trunova, O. Are UN SDGs useful for capturing multiple values of smart city? Cities 2021, 114, 103193. [CrossRef]
83. Xiong, Y.; Zhang, F.M.; Gong, C.A.; Luo, P. Spatial-temporal Evolvement of Ecosystem Service Value in Hunan Province Based on

LUCC. Resour. Environ. Yangtze Basin 2018, 27, 1397–1408. [CrossRef]
84. Hu, Z.Y.; Wang, S.J.; Bai, X.Y.; Luo, G.J.; Li, Q.; Wu, L.H.; Yang, Y.J.; Tian, S.Q.; Li, C.J.; Deng, Y.H. Changes in ecosystem service

values in karst areas of China. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2020, 301, 107026. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2016.11.008
http://doi.org/10.1111/nyas.12845
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2090-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32188954
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2014.10.020
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11769-019-1077-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2020.107028
http://doi.org/10.13198/j.issn.1001-6929.2021.03.17
http://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2011.0025
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.04.080
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoser.2021.101276
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ufug.2017.06.008
https://ipbes.net/global-assessment
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1210595110
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1602312113
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27185955
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111374
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2018.04.002
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2021.103193
http://doi.org/10.11870/cjlyzyyhj201806024
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2020.107026

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Area 
	Data Sources 
	Study Methods 
	Ecosystem Service Assessment 
	Establishment of Urbanization Index System 
	Variable Selection of Driving Factors 
	Data Standardization and Index Empowerment 
	Coupling and Coordination Model 
	Spatial Correlation Model 
	Geographical Detector Method 
	Ordinary Least Squares (OLS) 
	GWR Model 


	Results 
	Urbanization 
	Land Use Changes in the Yellow River Basin 
	ESV Changes in the Yellow River Basin 
	ESV Changes Based on Time Scale 
	ESV Changes on the Spatial Scale 

	Coupling and Coordination Relationship between Urbanization and ESs in the Yellow River Basin 
	The Overall Situation of the Coupling and Coordination Degree of Cities in the Yellow River Basin 
	Spatio-Temporal Heterogeneity of Coupling and Coordination Degree of Cities in the Yellow River 

	Factors Influencing the Degree of Coupling and Coordination between ESs and Urbanization 
	Identification of Dominant Variables of Driving Factors 
	Comparison of Influencing Factors Based on OLS-GWR Model 
	The Spatial Differentiation Characteristics of the Influencing Factors of Coupling Coordination Degree 


	Discussion 
	Changes in Urbanization, Land Use and ESV 
	The State of Coupling and Coordination between Urbanization and ESV 
	Key Factors of Coupling Mechanism 
	Limitations and Implications 

	Conclusions 
	References

