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Abstract: Islands are the confluence of terrestrial ecology and marine ecology. With urban expansion
and economic development, the ecological environment of islands is facing serious threats. In order
to study the island area land use change/cover (LUCC) and its impact on the ecosystem service value
(ESV), this study was conducted. This study evaluated the ESV of Zhoushan Islands based on the
LUCC, using the equivalent coefficient method, and simulated and analyzed the ESV of Zhoushan
Islands in 2025 under different scenarios using the "Future Land Use Simulation Model". The results
showed: (1) From 2000 to 2020, the ESV of Zhoushan Islands showed a "∧" type change trend, and the
total amount decreased by 14.1141 million yuan. (2) The spatial distribution and changes of ESV
have a certain regularity. The ESV in the center of the island and in the water system area is relatively
high but does not change significantly over time, while the ESV of urban buildings and cultivated
areas on the edge of the island is low, and, over time, the change is significant. (3) Compared with
2020, the total ESV under the business-as-usual (BAU) scenario shows a slow downward trend,
the ESV under the socio-economic development (SED) scenario shows a significant downward trend,
and the total ESV under the ecological protection priority (EPP) scenario has increased. This research
provides a theoretical basis and support for the development and utilization of island space and the
improvement of "eco-economy-society" benefits; in addition, the research results provide support for
scientific decision-making on the sustainable use of resources in island areas (island cities) and the
sustainable management of ecosystems.

Keywords: evaluation and prediction; ecosystem service value; scenario simulation; Zhoushan
Islands; LUCC

1. Introduction

Ecosystem services are the direct or indirect products and services produced by the
ecosystem through its functions [1,2], and are obtained through the structure, process,
and function of the ecosystem [3]. These types of services form the basis of ecological
environment stability and sustainable development and are closely related to human
well-being [4]. Although ecosystems have made very important contributions to the
development of human society [5–9], with the development of time, the value of global
ecosystem services is gradually decreasing [10–13]. Evaluation of ecosystem services (ESs)
is a topic of great interest in research on the analysis and quantification of the significance of
ecosystems to human well-being in order to form better decisions regarding the sustainable
utilization and management of ESs [14–16]. Costanza et al. developed the Global Ecosystem
Service Value Assessment System in 1997, making ecosystem service a hot research topic
in ecology [1,17]. Since then, ecosystem service values (ESVs) have been extensively
studied globally and have become a popular and cutting-edge issue for global or regional
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organizations and their scientific communities [18–20]. Subsequently, many scholars
estimated the ESV by referring to or improving these methods on different scales [21,22].
Costanza et al. (2014) has provided an updated estimate on the global ESV and compared
it with the results obtained in 1997 by using the same methods implemented in 1997 [11].
According to the actual conditions in China, the equivalent coefficient table for ESV based
on the model was introduced by Xie et al. (2003) [23], Xie et al. [24], and Xie et al. [25] and
has been widely used.

Land use change/cover (LUCC) is a crucial way in which human activities affect ecosys-
tems and can change the behavior and procedure of ecosystem functioning, and thereby
influences ESV [20,26,27]. The Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (MA) report noted that
LUCC has been the most important driving force of the change in terrestrial ESV since
the 1950s [10,28]. Global scholars have focused increasing attention on the impact of
LUCC on ecosystem service value and have conducted extensive research on the global
scale [8,11,29], national scale [30,31], and regional scale [32–36], achieving remarkable re-
sults. There are also various methods used to assess ecosystem service values, which mainly
include monetary models [37,38], value coefficients of ecosystem services [39,40], GIS-based
models [41,42], and models such as InVEST, GLOBIO, and ARIES [43,44]. Among them,
scenario simulation based on LUCC can more effectively evaluate and predict ecosystem
services value and has been widely studied and applied [35,45–47]. However, most of the
current researches are focused on terrestrial ecosystem services, and there are few studies
on coastal areas or islands.

The island is an important fulcrum for the development of marine economy, and the
sustainable supply of island ecosystem services is the basis for island development and
utilization [48,49]. At the same time, the island has the characteristics of isolation and
ecological fragility, and it is difficult to repair once damaged. In recent years, rapid
economic and social development, island development, urban expansion, and other human
activities have led to tremendous changes in island land use. The ecological environment
is facing serious threats, and the continuous degradation of island ecosystem services
threatens island ecology and marine economy sustainable development [50]. The Zhoushan
Islands archipelago was selected as the study area because this is a typical area of high
intensity development of human activities in the coastal zone of China. The main objectives
of this study are to assess the ESV of the Zhoushan Islands, predict the future distribution
of LUCC by multi-scenario simulation analysis, estimate variations in ESV resulting from
the impacts of LUCC on the Zhoushan Islands, and provide support for scientific decision-
making in sustainable ecosystem management.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Regions for This Study

The Zhoushan Islands are located off the coast of eastern China, south of the Yangtze
River Delta. The range is about 121.5◦ E–123.4◦ E, 29.5◦ N–31.0◦ N (Figure 1). It is China’s
largest archipelago and an important ecological barrier in the southeast coastal area of
China which consists of 1400 islands. The Zhoushan Islands are an important economic
zone in the Yangtze River Delta, located in the fragile and complex ecological environment
of the Yangtze River Basin. Its sea area is 22,000 km2, and its land area is about 1371 km2.
It has a subtropical maritime monsoon climate, with mild and humid climate, and an
average annual temperature of about 16 ◦C. The Zhoushan Islands are not only China’s
largest seafood production, processing, and sales base, but also one of the few natural
deep-water ports in China. It has a very important strategic location and advantages in
developing marine economy. However, in recent years, with rapid economic and social
development, human activities such as land reclamation and urban expansion have led
to great changes in the land use patterns of the Zhoushan Islands, and the ecological
environment is facing serious threats, which is more obvious than in other coastal areas
in China [51]. The important geographical location and the particularity of the islands’
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urban ecology make Zhoushan Islands a suitable case study for assessing ESV changes and
simulating future ESV changes in LUCC.

Sustainability 2021, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 3 of 14 
 

in China [51]. The important geographical location and the particularity of the islands’ 
urban ecology make Zhoushan Islands a suitable case study for assessing ESV changes 
and simulating future ESV changes in LUCC. 

 
Figure 1. Location of the Zhoushan Islands. 

2.2. Methodological Steps and Data Resources 
This research uses the following steps to conduct research (Figure 2). First, reclassify 

the obtained LUCC data of Zhoushan Islands from 2000 to 2020 into forest land, grassland, 
cultivated land, water area, and construction land, and calculate the ESV of Zhoushan 
Islands from 2000 to 2020 based on the annual value of LUCC and ES per hectare dynamic. 
Second, according to existing research and actual conditions, select the driving factor data 
set for LUCC multi-scenario simulation, and spatialize it through ArcGIS software. Third, 
use GeoSOS-FLUS simulation software to simulate the LUCC distribution of the 
Zhoushan Islands in 2025 based on the 2000–2020 LUCC and simulation drive data sets, 
and explore the 2025 Zhoushan Islands’ ESV according to land use changes and the annual 
value of ES per hectare. Finally, analyze the temporal and spatial changes and distribution 
of LUCC and ESV in Zhoushan Islands from 2000 to 2020 and 2025. 

LUCC data come from the Resource and Environmental Science Data Center of the 
Chinese Academy of Sciences (http://www.resdc.cn/), including LUCC data products in 
2000, 2005, 2010, 2015, and 2020, with a resolution of 30 m. Land use/cover types are 
divided into five categories by the ArcGIS reclassification tool: forest land, grassland, 
cultivated land, water area, and construction land. The driving factor data set used for 
LUCC multi-scene simulation comes from the geospatial data cloud 
(http://www.gscloud.cn/), and there are 10 driving factors in total including digital 
elevation model (DEM), slope (generated by DEM), distance to highway, distance to 
administrative center, distance to coastline (obtained through Euclidean distance 
analysis), temperature and precipitation, population density, GDP, and urbanization rate. 
Other socioeconomic data come from the Zhoushan City Statistics Bureau 
(http://zstj.zhoushan.gov.cn/). 

Figure 1. Location of the Zhoushan Islands.

2.2. Methodological Steps and Data Resources

This research uses the following steps to conduct research (Figure 2). First, reclassify
the obtained LUCC data of Zhoushan Islands from 2000 to 2020 into forest land, grassland,
cultivated land, water area, and construction land, and calculate the ESV of Zhoushan
Islands from 2000 to 2020 based on the annual value of LUCC and ES per hectare dynamic.
Second, according to existing research and actual conditions, select the driving factor data
set for LUCC multi-scenario simulation, and spatialize it through ArcGIS software. Third,
use GeoSOS-FLUS simulation software to simulate the LUCC distribution of the Zhoushan
Islands in 2025 based on the 2000–2020 LUCC and simulation drive data sets, and explore
the 2025 Zhoushan Islands’ ESV according to land use changes and the annual value of ES
per hectare. Finally, analyze the temporal and spatial changes and distribution of LUCC
and ESV in Zhoushan Islands from 2000 to 2020 and 2025.
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LUCC data come from the Resource and Environmental Science Data Center of the
Chinese Academy of Sciences (http://www.resdc.cn/), including LUCC data products
in 2000, 2005, 2010, 2015, and 2020, with a resolution of 30 m. Land use/cover types
are divided into five categories by the ArcGIS reclassification tool: forest land, grassland,
cultivated land, water area, and construction land. The driving factor data set used for
LUCC multi-scene simulation comes from the geospatial data cloud (http://www.gscloud.
cn/), and there are 10 driving factors in total including digital elevation model (DEM),
slope (generated by DEM), distance to highway, distance to administrative center, distance
to coastline (obtained through Euclidean distance analysis), temperature and precipitation,
population density, GDP, and urbanization rate. Other socioeconomic data come from the
Zhoushan City Statistics Bureau (http://zstj.zhoushan.gov.cn/).

2.3. Assessment of Ecosystem Service Values

The equivalent coefficient of ESV per unit area served as the basis of the evaluation.
In 1997, Costanza et al. published an article in the journal Nature and constructed a table of
equivalent coefficients of ecosystem service value and estimated the ESV on a global scale.
In 2008, Xie et al. revised the equivalent coefficients of ecosystem service value based on
China’s specific ecosystem and socio-economic status by conducting a questionnaire survey
on a total of 700 ecology experts (Table 1). Therefore, the value per unit area of ecosystem
services featured in this study refers to the one from previous studies. The standard
equivalent factor was further derived from the average net value of the three main food
products (rice, wheat, and corn) and determined as 2181.78 yuan/ha [52]. Finally, the table
of the ecosystem service value per unit area of different land use types was constructed
(Table 1). The ESV was calculated using the following equations:

ESVk = ∑
f

Ak ×VCk f

ESV f = ∑
k

Ak ×VCk f

ESV = ∑
k

∑
f

Ak ×VCk f

http://www.resdc.cn/
http://www.gscloud.cn/
http://www.gscloud.cn/
http://zstj.zhoushan.gov.cn/
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where ESVk, ESVf, and ESV refer to the ESV of the type k ecosystems, the ability category of
ESVf, and the total ESV, respectively. Ak is the area (expressed in ha) of the type k ecosystem
and VCkf (expressed in yuan/hm2) denotes the value coefficient for land use type k and
ecosystem service function type f.

Table 1. Table of equivalent coefficients for ecosystem service value (ESV) per unit area.

Ecosystem
Classification

Provisioning Services Regulating Services Supporting Services Cultural
Services

Food
Supply

Material
Supply

Water
Supply

Air Quality
Regulation

Climate
Regula-

tion

Waste
Treat-
ment

Regulation
of Water

Flows

Erosion
Preven-

tion

Maintenance
of Soil

Fertility

Habitat
Services

Cultural
Services

Farmland 1.36 0.09 −2.63 1.11 0.57 0.17 2.72 0.01 0.19 0.21 0.09
Forest 0.31 0.71 0.37 2.35 7.03 1.99 3.51 2.86 0.22 2.60 1.14

Grassland 0.38 0.56 0.31 1.97 5.21 1.72 3.82 2.40 0.18 2.18 0.96
Water area 0.80 0.23 8.29 0.77 2.29 5.55 102.24 0.93 0.07 2.55 1.89

Built-up land 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0 0.10 0.03 0.02 0 0.02 0.01

2.4. Multi-Scenario Simulation of Land Use/Cover Change

LUCC simulation models are effective and reproducible tools for analyzing both
the causes and the consequences of future landscape dynamics under various scenar-
ios [53]. In this paper, GeoSOS-FLUS software was used to facilitate the LUCC multi-
scenario simulation by coupling human and natural effects (available for free download
at http://www.geosimulation.cn/flus.html). GeoSOS-FLUS is a powerful tool that can
facilitate more convenient and efficient LUCC simulations and can be easily used for
several purposes [54]. According to the current situation and characteristics of land use
and social-economic development in the Zhoushan Islands, a total of three scenarios, i.e.,
business-as-usual (BAU), socio-economic development (SED), and ecological protection
priority (EPP) scenarios, were established. The BAU scenario refers to the continued de-
velopment without changing the development strategy under the current development
trend. SED scenario refers to a further focus on economic and social development under
the current development trend. The EPP scenario refers to a further focus on ecological
and environmental protection under the current development trend.

Before starting the simulation, the LUCC driving factors in 2018 (for example, DEM,
slope, distance to railway, distance to administrative center, temperature, precipitation,
coastline length, population, density, GDP, and urbanization rate) needed to be spatialized.
Then, using the land use data in 2018 and 10 driving factors as input data, the neural
network algorithm (ANN) was used to calculate the occurrence probability of each land
use type in each pixel in the study area. At the same time, it was necessary to calculate the
probability matrix of land use transfer in the Zhoushan Islands from 1990 to 2018. Finally,
the land use data in 2018 was used as the input data, and the transition probability matrix
and the classification conversion constraint matrix was modified to obtain the spatial
distribution data of LUCC under the BAU, SED, and EPP scenarios in 2025.

3. Results
3.1. Land Use/Cover Change during 2000–2020

From 2000 to 2020, the total land area of Zhoushan Islands increased by 2.33%. Ac-
cording to the ratio of land use/cover, woodland is the main coverage type in Zhoushan
Islands, accounting for more than 50%, followed by cultivated land. From 2000 to 2020,
the area of arable land in Zhoushan Islands continued to decrease, with a reduction rate
of 10.80%. The area of woodland increased by 3.48%, the area of grassland decreased by
1.51%, the area of water systems decreased by 0.46%, and the area of buildings continued
to increase significantly, with a growth rate of 9.29%.

Land use/cover changes show the characteristics of different periods (Table 2). Among
them, the land use/cover area changed the most in 2015–2020, with a growth rate of 2.22%,
and the change rate in 2010–2015 was the smallest, with a growth rate of 0.02%, while the
total land use/cover area decreased by 0.04% in 2005–2010. From 2000 to 2005, the area

http://www.geosimulation.cn/flus.html
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of arable land and grassland decreased by 4.17% and 1.22%, respectively, and the area of
woodland, water system, and buildings increased by 1.59%, 0.62%, and 3.19%, respectively.
From 2005 to 2010, the area of arable land and woodland decreased by 0.16% and 0.55%,
respectively, and the area of grassland, water system, and buildings increased by 0.02%,
0.06%, and 0.63%, respectively. From 2010 to 2015, the area of arable land, woodland,
grassland and water system all decreased, and only the area of buildings increased by
1.48%. From 2015 to 2020, the area of arable land, grassland, and water system decreased
by 5.14%, 0.30%, and 1.03%, but the area of woodland and buildings increased by 2.49%
and 3.99%, respectively.

From a spatial perspective the cultivated land, woodland, and grassland of the
Zhoushan Islands are mainly distributed in the central part of the island. The water
system and buildings are mainly distributed on the edge of the island. It can be seen from
the Figure 3 that the arable land in Zhoushan Islands has decreased significantly, while
the buildings have increased significantly, and a large amount of arable land has been
converted into urban construction land. The spatial distribution of forests has not change
significantly, grasslands are distributed in fragments, water systems are distributed on
the edge of islands, and parts of the water systems are converted into construction land.
Arable land and urban buildings are distributed on several major large islands, while some
small islands are uninhabited, and their main land cover/use types are woodland and
grassland, without buildings and arable land.

Table 2. 2000–2020 Zhoushan Islands land use change/cover (LUCC) pattern.

LUCC Area/km2

Proportion/%
Area Change/km2

Dynamic Rate of Change/%

2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2000–
2005

2005–
2010

2010–
2015

2015–
2020

2000–
2020

Farmland 393.46 349.50 347.71 333.57 284.95 −43.96 −1.79 −14.14 −48.62 −108.51
36.96% 32.79% 32.63% 31.30% 26.16% −4.17% −0.16% −1.33% −5.14% −10.80%

Forest 525.29 542.91 536.78 536.33 575.39 17.62 −6.13 −0.45 39.06 50.1
49.34% 50.93% 50.38% 50.33% 52.82% 1.59% −0.55% −0.05% 2.49% 3.48%

Grassland 30.39 17.32 17.54 17.51 14.60 −13.07 0.22 −0.03 −2.91 −15.79
2.85% 1.63% 1.65% 1.64% 1.34% −1.22% 0.02% −0.01% −0.30% −1.51%

Water area 37.74 44.41 45.02 43.95 33.69 6.67 0.61 −1.07 −10.26 −4.05
3.55% 4.17% 4.23% 4.12% 3.09% 0.62% 0.06% −0.11% −1.03% −0.46%

Built-up land 77.66 111.76 118.43 134.32 180.68 34.1 6.67 15.89 46.36 103.02
7.30% 10.49% 11.12% 12.60% 16.59% 3.19% 0.63% 1.48% 3.99% 9.29%

Total 1064.54 1065.90 1065.49 1065.68 1089.31 1.36 −0.41 0.19 23.63 24.77
100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 0.13% −0.04% 0.02% 2.22% 2.33%Sustainability 2021, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 14 
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3.2. Changes in Ecosystem Service Values from 2000 to 2020

From 2000 to 2020, the ESV of Zhoushan Islands was 4,148,411,900 yuan, 432,061,600 yuan,
413,629,900 yuan, 4,270,485,500 yuan, and 4,134,297,800 yuan, showing a trend of increasing
first and then decreasing. Among them, 2000–2005 increased by 4.33%, 2005–2010 decreased
by 0.33%, 2010–2015 decreased by 1.00%, and 2015–2020 decreased by 3.19%.

From the perspective of different land use/cover types, forest land has the largest
ESV, followed by water systems and cultivated land, and buildings have the smallest ESV.
From 2000 to 2015, the ESV of cultivated land showed a continuous downward trend,
with a decrease of 92.0948 million yuan. The ESV of forest land has fluctuated, with an
increase of 88,765,900 yuan in 2000–2005, a decrease of 33,138,700 yuan in 2005–2015, and an
increase of 19,696,964 yuan in 2015–2020. The ESV of grassland has been reduced by RMB
67,823,200. The ESV of the water system has been reduced by 111,114,900 yuan. The ESV
of the building increased by 4,495,300 yuan (Table 3).

Table 3. ESV of different land use/cover types (ten thousand yuan).

Farmland Forest Grassland Water Area Built-Up Land Total

2000 33,393.38 264,624.85 13,054.67 103,429.39 338.89 414,841.19
2005 29,662.09 273,501.44 7441.53 121,713.41 487.69 432,806.16
2010 29,510.16 270,415.17 7535.10 123,385.69 516.78 431,362.90
2015 28,310.70 270,187.57 7523.88 120,440.71 586.09 427,048.95
2020 24,183.90 289,867.21 6272.35 92,317.90 788.42 413,429.78

The spatial distribution of ESV in the Zhoushan Islands shows a certain pattern
(Figure 4). Specifically, the forests in the central part of the island and the water system at
the edge of the island have higher ESV, while the cultivated land and construction areas
have lower ESV, especially the southern part of the central island and the western part of
the second largest island. These areas have the lowest ESV. Both are in the heart of island
cities. From 2000 to 2020, there were areas where ESV declined and increased in Zhoushan
Islands, but the areas where declines were generally distributed were more widespread,
and the ESV changes on the edge of the island were more obvious than in the middle of
the island.
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3.3. Multi-Scenario Simulation of Future Changes in Land Use/Cover and Ecosystem
Service Values

Under different development scenarios (BAU, SED, and EPP), the spatial pattern of
LUCC in Zhoushan Islands is basically similar, but there are differences in some areas
(Figure 5). Compared with 2020, the area of each land use type in Zhoushan Islands will
change in 2025 (Table 4). In the simulated scenarios, the land use types in the fringe areas
of the islands have changed greatly, while the land use types in the central areas of the
islands have changed little.
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Table 4. Land use/cover change in Zhoushan Islands under different scenarios.

LUCC
Area/km2

BAU SED EPP 2020

Farmland 216.00 198.74 180.00 284.95
Forest 583.69 567.00 625.36 575.39

Grassland 5.22 4.97 6.30 14.60
Water area 32.40 30.60 34.65 33.69

Built-up land 198.00 234.00 189.00 180.68

Under the BAU scenario, the area of arable land, grassland, and water system de-
creased by 68.95 square kilometers, 9.38 square kilometers, and 1.29 square kilometers,
respectively, and the area of woodland and buildings increased by 8.3 square kilometers
and 17.32 square kilometers, respectively. Under the SED scenario, the area of arable
land, woodland, grassland, and water system have all been reduced, of which the area of
woodland has decreased by 86.21 square kilometers and the area of buildings has increased
by 53.32 square kilometers. Under the EPP scenario, the area of woodland and water
system increased by 49.97 square kilometers and 0.96 square kilometers, and the area of
buildings only increased by 8.32 square kilometers. The area of arable land and grassland
still showed a downward trend, but the decline rate was significantly reduced. Compared
with 2020, the cities under the three scenarios have expanded. Under the SED scenario,
the effect of urban expansion is the most obvious, and there is a trend of expanding inland
from the edge of the island. In the EPP scenario, urban expansion is not obvious.

Table 5 shows the ESV of Zhoushan Islands in 2025 under different scenarios. Under
the BAU scenario, the total value of ESV has decreased. Under the SED scenario, the to-
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tal value of ESV has decreased the most, while under the EPP scenario, the total value
of ESV has increased. Under the BAU scenario, the ESV of cultivated land, grassland,
and water system decreased by RMB 58.517 million, RMB 40,298,800, and RMB 35.246 mil-
lion, respectively, and forest land and buildings increased by RMB 41,803,100 and RMB
755,600 respectively. Under the SED scenario, the ESV of cultivated land, woodland, grass-
land, and water system all decreased, and the ESV of water system decreased the most,
reaching 8457.56 yuan. Under the EPP scenario, the ESV of cultivated land and grasslands
were reduced by 89,070,800 yuan and 35,659,200 yuan, while the ESV of forest land, water
system, and buildings increased by 251,725,300, 26,416, and 362,900 yuan, respectively.

Table 5. 2025 ESV in Zhoushan Islands under different scenarios.

LUCC
ESV/Ten Thousand Yuan

BAU SED EPP 2020

Farmland 18,332.19 16,867.06 15,276.82 24,183.90
Forest 294,047.52 285,639.29 315,039.74 289,867.21

Grassland 2242.47 2136.54 2706.43 6272.35
Water area 88,793.30 83,860.34 94,959.50 92,317.90

Built-up land 863.98 1021.07 824.71 788.42
Total 404,279.46 389,524.30 428,807.20 413,429.78

Different purposes under different scenarios led to different trends in the value of
ecosystem services. In the SED scenario, for example, in pursuit of economic benefits
and urban development, a large amount of arable land and woodland was converted
into construction land, leading to a rapid decline in the ESV of the Zhoushan Islands.
In the EPP scenario, the purpose of environmental protection replaced unilateral economic
development and protected forest land, grassland, and water system to a certain extent,
which increased the ESV of Zhoushan Islands and improved the ecological environment.

4. Discussion
4.1. LUCCs and Their Impact on ESV

Land use and land cover change (LUCC) is the most fundamental manifestation of
the coupling relationship between human activities and terrestrial ecosystems. It is also an
important driving factor in the transformation of ecosystem service functions [55]. In the
process of land use change, there are changes in the ecosystem service function, structure,
and process, causing the ESV also to change [56]. Changyan Wua (2020) [57] et al. studied
the impact of LUCC on ESV in Jiangsu Province, China, and found that land transfer is the
main driving factor of changes in ESV, and changes in forest land and cultivated land have
the most significant impact on ESV. Yubin Liu (2020) [28] et al. evaluated ESV in the Bohai
Rim region based on LUCC and found that farmland is the main land cover type in the
Bohai Rim region, and the change of farmland area affects the ESV change in the Bohai Rim
region. Yang Wang et al. (2020) [3] studied the spatiotemporal evolution characteristics of
ESV in the Tarim Basin based on LUCC and found that water system is the land use type
with the largest reduction in the area of Tarim, and is the main factor affecting ESV changes
in Tarim. Therefore, ESV changes in different regions have different influencing factors.

This study was based on the LUCC study of ESV in Zhoushan Islands and found that,
from 2000 to 2020, the total ESV of Zhoushan Islands first increased and then decreased,
and the change of LUCC was basically the same as that of ESV. From 2000 to 2005, the total
ESV increased. Specifically, the ESV of forest land and water system increased, while the
ESV of cultivated land and grassland decreased. From 2005 to 2020, the total ESV showed a
downward trend. Specifically, the ESV of cultivated land, woodland, grassland, and water
system showed an overall downward trend. Forest land and water systems have the largest
ESV coefficients and have the greatest impact on the total ESV. From the analysis of ESV
changes over the years, woodland is the main driving factor for the changes in the total
ESV of Zhoushan Islands.
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4.2. Effectiveness and Limitations of ESV Based on LUCC

Although many scholars have studied ESV in various regions based on LUCC, includ-
ing cities, forests, and watersheds [28,58,59], no one has studied the LUCC and ecosystem
service value of island cities. Based on LUCC data and economic and social data, this study
evaluated the ecosystem service value of the Zhoushan Islands from 2000 to 2020, and used
FLUS software to simulate and predict the LUCC and ESV of the Zhoushan Islands in 2025,
providing a new way for the evaluation of the island city ecosystem. The research ideas
and methods provide a scientific reference for the sustainable development of resources,
environment, and economic society in island regions around the world. However, there
are still some limitations to the study, as follows:

First, it ignores the impact of ecosystem structure and function changes on the value
of ecosystem services, and does not consider the correlation and heterogeneity between
ecosystem service types. Second, the LUCC data come from the Resource and Envi-
ronmental Science Data Center of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (obtained from the
interpretation of 30-resolution remote sensing images). The land use data are divided into
five categories: cultivated land, woodland, grassland, water system, and buildings. There
are no more detailed LUCC data, which in turn affects the accuracy of ESV assessment.
Third, this study uses the equivalent coefficient method [11,30] to evaluate ESV, which
reflects the results of the Zhoushan Islands ESV to a certain extent, but this method is
associated with certain doubts and criticisms in the field and needs further improvement.

5. Conclusions

Based on LUCC, this study conducted a study on the ecosystem service value of
Zhoushan Islands from 2000 to 2020, and simulated and predicted ESV in 2025. The main
conclusions are as follows:

(1) From 2000 to 2020, the total ESV of Zhoushan Islands has decreased. Woodland
is the main land use/cover type in the Zhoushan Islands and contributes the main ESV,
with a contribution rate of about 70%. The area of buildings and ESV increased the fastest.
In addition, the distribution of ESV has a certain regularity. The forest and water system
areas in the middle of the island have the highest ESV, which did not change significantly
over time, while the urban area on the edge of the island has the lowest ESV, and the
change is very obvious.

(2) Compared with 2020, the ecological environment under different scenarios is quite
different. Under the BAU scenario, the ESV of Zhoushan Islands showed a slow decreasing
trend. Under the SED scenario, the ESV decreased very significantly, but under the EPP
scenario, the total ESV showed an increasing trend.

(3) As a composite system of land and sea, islands have become an important platform
for promoting land and sea coordination, protecting the marine environment, and main-
taining ecological balance. However, island ecosystems are easily destroyed and not easy
to recover. Therefore, in future island development and urban construction, more attention
should be paid to the protection of forests and water systems, and the control of urban
expansion should be strengthened to promote ecological protection and sustainability of
island areas.
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