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Abstract: Synthetical eco-environmental problems’ treatment is a new stage for certain pollutant
control or ecological restoration. Traditional urban planners have focused more on social–economic
development but less on eco-environmental considerations. Spatial planning is currently an essential
administrative management method for regional development and eco-environmental protection
in China. National and provincial spatial planning designs general strategies, and prefecture-level
planning is the most important scale for spatial management. For scientific, spatial governance
for eco-environmental protection, we propose a synthetic spatial analysis and planning method
framework that involves atmospheric, edaphic, hydrographic, and ecological processes to identify
pivotal regions for regional eco-environmental security goals. The synthetic method was conducted
using advanced models including the CMAQ and SWAT models and spatial statistical methods. A
Chinese prefecture-level city, Anshan City, was chosen to fulfill the method framework due to its
various ecosystem types and environmental problems. A total of 67 eco-environmental management
units (EMU) were divided based on atmospheric pollution patterns, hydrographic processes, edaphic
heavy metal pollution, and ecological spatial analysis. Each unit was identified with ecological
or environmental risk and a proposed management regulation. For considering the whole eco-
environmental process, the ecological security pattern (ESP) was constructed. The results showed
that 166 corridors were identified with an area of 2241.25 km2, with enhanced connectivity among
76 ecological sources (12.27% of Anshan City). By coupling two results, the optimized ecological
conservation and restoration pattern was proposed, in which priority protection areas were identified.
This synthetic method can provide scientific analysis and guidance to support spatial planning and
ecological construction for multi-purpose ecological and environmental protection.

Keywords: spatial planning; eco-environmental process analysis; eco-environmental management
unit; ecological security pattern

1. Introduction

In recent decades, China has experienced rapid economic growth accompanied by the
intensive development of territorial spatial resources, leading to drastic changes in land-
scape patterns [1]. This growth has brought many problems and constraints to sustainable
development, such as eco-environmental degradation, the reduction and fragmentation of
natural vegetation, and the reduction in ecological carrying capacity [2]. Spatial planning,
first proposed by the European Spatial Development Perspective (ESDP) in 1999, is an
important instrument for optimizing land use patterns, improving land use efficiency, and
achieving sustainable development and spatial governance [3,4].

Numerous case studies have been conducted on various aspects of spatial planning,
including environmental protection planning [5], main function zoning [6], the major
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function-oriented zone [7], etc. However, zoning systems from different administrative
departments make it difficult to balance spatial unit functions, such as socio-economic
development, industry distribution, and eco-environmental protection. Since 2017, China
has proposed national territorial spatial planning (NTSP) to integrate main functional unit
planning, land use planning, urban and rural planning, and other spatial planning into
a cohesive plan and map [8]. The current NTSP mainly involves ecological sensitivity
analysis and the construction of ecological security patterns, utilizing spatial superposition
as the main method [7,9]. Although progress has been made compared to previous plan-
ning efforts, there remain some areas that require further attention. For instance, current
assessments often lack the sufficient integration of eco-environmental processes, and there
is still a need for more focused research on key ecological process areas.

Spatial process models are powerful tools for eco-environmental process studies, such
as the widely used Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Model (CMAQ) for simulating
atmospheric processes and air pollution [10] and the Soil and Water Assessment Tool
(SWAT) for hydrological processes and agricultural non-point source (NPS) pollution [11].
Many studies have mainly focused on pollutant distribution patterns [12], pollutant
prediction under different scenarios [13], and model simulation [14]. Further research is
needed to apply spatial process models to spatial planning, particularly in identifying
critical areas for spatial prioritization, which can support the formulation of regional
eco-environmental management policies. Simultaneously, few studies have applied this
method to spatial control in prefecture-level cities, especially when integrating multiple
environmental processes.

Pattern optimization, based on the theory of patterns, eco-environmental processes,
and functional impact, seeks to optimize the spatial pattern allocation of landscape to miti-
gate conflicts between economic development and eco-environmental conservation, while
achieving regional ecological security goals [15,16]. Pattern optimization with ecological
security as the goal continues to grow in popularity; the theory and methods of its con-
struction has made significant progress in China [17]. Early studies have directly selected
the core area of forest parks or nature reserves as the ecological sources [18,19]. As research
advances, scholars have incorporated indicators such as landscape connectivity, ecological
sensitivity, and ecosystem services into the process of identifying ecological sources for
ecosystem assessment [20]. Ecological sensitivity reflects the response of ecosystems to
natural environmental changes and human disturbances, playing a crucial role in main-
taining the stability of landscape patterns [21]. Ecosystem services functions have a certain
ecological maintenance effect, including water conservation, soil conservation, biodiversity
conservation, and others [22]. The method of combining these two aspects to identify
ecological sources has a stronger theoretical foundation and objectivity [23]. Meanwhile,
optimizing the pattern is essential for better regulating the process, but few case studies
focus on the issues. Thus, it is necessary to develop a more comprehensive optimization
method that incorporates zoning into ESP research to more accurately evaluate the specific
location of regional optimization. It offers a valuable decision-making reference for regional
priority protection and ecological management [24].

Here, we propose an integrated analysis framework, the eco-environmental man-
agement unit (EMU), to delineate eco-environmental management units based on spatial
process models (SWAT, CMAQ) and spatial statistical methods, including hydrological
environment, atmospheric environment, edaphic environment, and ecological status anal-
ysis for scientific, spatial, eco-environmental goals. We employ this approach to inform
China’s governance process on the selection of EMUs for Anshan City. By combining
ESP construction, the ecological distribution pattern and key areas were determined. The
main objectives of this study were as follows: (1) to develop a synthetic spatial anal-
ysis framework for the scientific management of unit partition that involves multiple
eco-environmental processes; (2) to optimize the ecological conservation and restoration
pattern for regional eco-environmental goals; (3) to test the validity of the proposed method
with a prefecture-level city.
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2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Overview of Study Area

The chosen case study area, Anshan City, is located in northeastern China
(122◦10′–123◦41′ E, 40◦27′–41◦34′ N) (Figure 1), which is in a transition zone from moun-
tains to plains. Anshan City includes forestland, cropland, urban areas, important rivers,
wetlands, and mines, and it is also a city with mineral extraction and heavy industry. Its
total area is 9255.36 square kilometers, ranging in elevation from −54 m to 1137 m. The
region is in a warm and semi-humid continental monsoon climate zone with an annual
mean temperature of 6.3 ◦C to 9.0 ◦C and annual precipitation of 428.8 mm to 740.7 mm. It
is an old industrial base in northeast China due to its rich iron, magnesite, and jade mineral
resources. The study area has been developed by the metallurgical industry, which has
created a serious risk for the atmospheric environment, hydrological environment, soil
pollution, and ecological status. Therefore, Anshan City is an ideal study area to research
multi-eco-environmental processes and unit management due to its environmental pressure
and diverse landscape.
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2.2. Data Collection

The data information and sources are shown in Table 1. The meteorological data
include the annual average temperature, total annual precipitation, annual mean maxi-
mum temperature, and total annual evaporation from 1990 to 2020, which were obtained
from the China Meteorological Data Service Center (http://data.cma.cn/en, accessed on
8 September 2021). The daily hydrological data from 2001 to 2020 were collected from
the local Water Resources Bureau. The 1:50,000 soil map, topographic map, and land use
map from 2020 were collected from Bureau of Natural Resources of Anshan. The land use

http://data.cma.cn/en
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map was reclassified as artificial land (including urban land, rural land, industrial and
mining land, railways, and roads), forestland, grassland, cropland, barren land, water area,
and wetland. The classification accuracy was 90.21%, based on 350 field survey samples.
Daily atmospheric pollution data, daily water quality, soil heavy metal data, and industrial
sources lists were obtained from the Bureau of Ecological and Environment of Anshan. All
the maps were resampled for calculation as 30 × 30 m raster cells. NTSP data were obtained
from the Bureau of Natural Resources of Anshan, including the ecological protection red
line (EPR) and urban–town development boundary (UTDB). The EPR includes the areas
with ecologically sensitive areas, areas with important ecological functions, and national
parks and reserves, which are legal ecological protection regions. The UTDB is a regional
boundary encompassing cities, towns, and various development zones, focusing on urban
development and construction over a specific period.

Table 1. The dataset used in this study.

Data Time Data Format Data Source

DEM - 1:50,000 Bureau of Natural Resources of Anshan
Soil map and properties - 1:50,000 Bureau of Natural Resources of Anshan
Land use map 2020 Grid (cell size, 10 × 10 m) Bureau of Natural Resources of Anshan

Meteorological data 1990–2020 Database file (DBF)
China Meteorological Administration
(https://data.cma.cn/, accessed on 8 September
2021); Local Bureau of Meteorology

Hydrology and water
quality data 2001–2020 Database file (DBF) Local hydrographical station and environmental

monitoring station
Air quality data 2020 Database file (DBF) Bureau of Ecological and Environment of Anshan

2.3. Study Methods

We propose a synthetic spatial analysis and planning framework (Figure 2) that
involves atmospheric, edaphic, hydrographic, and ecological processes based on meteo-
rological, hydrological, and environmental data and land use maps. Firstly, the EPR area
was selected as the ecological sources and the resistance surface was constructed based
on habitat quality. Circuit theory was used to identify key ecological elements, such as
corridors, pinch points, and barriers, culminating in the construction of an initial ecological
security pattern. Secondly, multi-process models were used to identify key areas, and
spatial overlay analysis was performed to define control units. Finally, by taking the ESP
and EMU into consideration, a decision set of spatial control optimization planning offering
planning and management implications was determined to coordinate the protection and
restoration of the ecological environment across the region.

2.3.1. Construction of Initial ESP

(1) Ecological source

EPR zones were identified by quantitatively assessing the ecosystem function impor-
tance and ecological sensitivity. These areas combined extremely ecologically sensitive
areas (including water and soil erosion and land desertification), areas with extremely
important ecological functions (including water conservation, soil conservation, and bio-
diversity conservation), and national parks and reserves. The aim of an EPR zone is to
promote sustainable socio-economic development and protect the health of the regional
ecosystems and the health of the public [25,26]. The EPR determines an area that cannot be
developed or occupied to ensure ecosystem’s balance. Therefore, the EPR zones of Anshan
City were selected as the ecological source area.

https://data.cma.cn/


Land 2024, 13, 2177 5 of 18Land 2024, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 18 
 

 
Figure 2. Research methods and analytical framework. 

2.3.1. Construction of Initial ESP 
(1) Ecological source 

EPR zones were identified by quantitatively assessing the ecosystem function im-
portance and ecological sensitivity. These areas combined extremely ecologically sensitive 
areas (including water and soil erosion and land desertification), areas with extremely 
important ecological functions (including water conservation, soil conservation, and bio-
diversity conservation), and national parks and reserves. The aim of an EPR zone is to 
promote sustainable socio-economic development and protect the health of the regional 
ecosystems and the health of the public [25,26]. The EPR determines an area that cannot 
be developed or occupied to ensure ecosystem’s balance. Therefore, the EPR zones of An-
shan City were selected as the ecological source area. 
(2) Resistance surface 

A high habitat quality represents the richness and diversity of species and a low re-
sistance to energy information flow. Conversely, lower-quality natural areas have a higher 
potential to impede biological flow due to increased ecological resistance [27]. Therefore, 
the spatial distribution of resistant surfaces was determined by the quality assessment of 
natural areas. The habitat qualification model of the InVEST model was used for the habitat 
quality evaluation. This model generated a habitat quality distribution map combining a 
land use map, biodiversity threat factors, and sensitivities, with results scored from 0 to 1. 

Figure 2. Research methods and analytical framework.

(2) Resistance surface

A high habitat quality represents the richness and diversity of species and a low
resistance to energy information flow. Conversely, lower-quality natural areas have a
higher potential to impede biological flow due to increased ecological resistance [27].
Therefore, the spatial distribution of resistant surfaces was determined by the quality
assessment of natural areas. The habitat qualification model of the InVEST model was used
for the habitat quality evaluation. This model generated a habitat quality distribution map
combining a land use map, biodiversity threat factors, and sensitivities, with results scored
from 0 to 1. Each score was then subtracted from 1 and multiplied by 100 to determine the
ecological resistance. According to the InVEST model’s guidelines and related studies [28],
parameter values for each natural system type and threat source were set (Tables S1 and S2).
The specific formula is as follows.

Qxi = Hi ×
[

1 −
(

Dz
xi

Dz
xi + Kz

)]
Qxi is the habitat quality index of the ith landscape type x the raster cell, and Hi is

the habitat suitability score of the ith landscape type, which ranges from 0 to 1. Dxi is the
habitat degradation index; Z represents the scaling constant; and K is the half-saturation
constant, with a user-defined setting.
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(3) Construction of ecological security pattern

The construction of the ecological security pattern included ecological corridors, pinch
points, and barriers. Linkage Mapper 2.0.0 and Circuitscape 4.0 software were used to
identify these ecological elements with the method of circuit theory [29,30]. Circuit theory
regards ecological landscapes as conductive surfaces, assigning corresponding electrical
resistance values to each landscape. Individual biological flows analogize individual
biological flows, and the random walk behavior of these charges is employed to model
ecological flow processes in heterogeneous landscapes. This approach effectively identifies
the spatial layout of various ecological elements. Based on the determination of the source
and resistance, Linkage Mapper calculates the cost-weighted distance (CWD) in multiple
pairs of sources, creates a cost-weighted distance surface to discern least-cost paths (LCP),
and determines the location and shape of the corridors. According to circuit theory, the
higher the current density value is, the greater the probability of species passing through is.
Ecological pinch points, with high current densities, are crucial pathways that cannot be
easily replaced. Ecological barriers represent the areas that hinder species’ migration and
reduce habitat connectivity [31]. Pinchpoint Mapper and Barrier Mapper (Linkage Mapper
2.0.0.) were used to identify pinch points and barriers. The details of identifying the pinch
points and barriers are presented in the Supplementary Materials S1.

2.3.2. Atmospheric Environment Process Analysis

The WRF-CMAQ model for air pollutants was built using air emission inventory
and meteorological station monitoring data. Based on the air quality targets, the Weather
Research and Forecasting Model (WRF v3.9) in combination with the Congestion Mitigation
and Air Quality Model (CMAQ v5.1) was used to analyze the spatial distribution charac-
teristics and determine the environmental capacity of various major pollutants using the
latest emission inventory data from Anshan City. The WRF model simulated the weather
field. The grid in the research area was reassigned using the Inventory Spatial Allocate Tool
(ISAT) to create a high-resolution (1 km × 1 km) grid-based emission inventory suitable
for this study. The ISAT is a tool for the spatial allocation of non-point source emission
inventories based on geographic information data, such as urban facility points, popu-
lations, roads, and land use types. The specific details of the model can be found in the
Supplementary Materials S2.

2.3.3. Hydrological Environment Process Analysis

The SWAT model was chosen for hydrological process analysis, developed by the
United States Department of Agriculture (USDA), which is widely used in hydrological
process and NPS pollution analysis [32,33]. The SWAT model was calibrated and vali-
dated using observed data from 2001 to 2020. The R2 and the Nash–Sutcliffe efficiency
coefficient (ENS) were used to evaluate accuracy. The detailed process and results for
the model calibration and validation are available in our previous publications and the
Supplementary Materials S3 [34].

2.3.4. Soil Pollution Analysis

The 487 soil sample points, covering heavy metals such as Cu, Cd, As, Zn, Pb, Hg, Cr,
and Ni, were analyzed using the Normal QQPlot in the Explore Data of the Geostatistical
Analyst module, with spatial interpolation maps generated using the kriging method in
GIS. Soil heavy metal pollution was evaluated based on the National Soil Environmental
Quality Standard (GB15618-2018) [35].

2.3.5. Evaluation of Ecological Conservation Important Area

An assessment of the importance of ecological function and ecological sensitivity was
conducted based on the primary service functions and ecological sensitivity characteristics
of different types of areas with key ecological functions. Three indicators, specifically
water conservation (Fwc), soil conservation (Fsc), and biodiversity conservation (Fbio),
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were selected to evaluate the importance of ecological functions. Water and soil erosion
sensitivity (Swse) and land desertification sensitivity (Sld) were selected to evaluate the
ecological sensitivity of the study area. Using the natural breakpoint method in a GIS, the
evaluation results were divided into 3 levels (Table 2). Details of the analysis can be found
in previous studies and the Supplementary Materials S4 [26,36].

Table 2. Indicators of ecological functions’ importance and ecological sensitivity assessment.

Indicators Calculation Process Indicator Interpretation

Water
conservation Fwc = NPPmean × Fsic × Fpre × (1 − Fslo)

NPPmean is the average net primary productivity; Fsic is the capacity
factor of the soil seepage, where there is a 0–1 equal assignment
between the clay and sand; Fpre is the rainfall factor (average annual
precipitation rate) and interpolated by kriging; Fslo is the slope factor
and calculated by DEM; K is the soil erodibility factor and calculated
by the RUSLE model.; Ftem is the average annual temperature and
interpolated by kriging; Falt is the altitude index and normalized to
0–1 from the altitude of the research area; Ri is the rainfall erosive
factor; LSi is the topographic relief factor; Ci is the vegetation coverage
factor; Ii is the dryness index; and Wi is the number of days on which
wind-blown sand speeds are ≥10 m/s. Ii and Wi were obtained by
kriging interpolation. The detailed calculations for Ri, LSi, and Ci are
presented in Supplementary Materials S4.

Soil
conservation Fsc = NPPmean × (1 − K)× (1 − Fslo)

Biodiversity
conservation Fbio = NPPmean × Fpre × Ftem × (1 − Falt)

Water and soil
erosion Swse =

4
√

Ri × Ki × LSi × Ci

Land
desertification Sld = 4

√
Ii × Wi × Ki × Ci

2.3.6. Environmental Management Unit Delimitation

The unit delimitation was based on the identification of critical atmospheric, hydro-
logical, edaphic, and ecological areas. The hydrological sub-catchment zone was taken
as the base unit; we then overlaid the atmospheric environment management zones and
progressively integrated ecological and soil management zones, which were concentrated
within specific areas. This process was aligned with administrative boundaries to define
environmental management units. Each unit was marked with whether there was a critical
area and what kind of eco-environmental problem or importance there was. The environ-
mental management units were delineated by imposing and fitting the legal boundaries,
including industrial parks, nature reserves, and water source reserves, which were set as
individual units.

The management policies for legal units follow corresponding legal regulations, such
as the law on the management of nature reserves and the water source protection act.
Legal boundaries for other management units were based on the characteristics of their
eco-environmental processes and problems.

3. Results
3.1. Preliminary Identification of Ecological Corridors and Ecological Security Patterns
3.1.1. The Extraction of Ecological Corridors

The resistance values ranged from 1 to 100, with an average value of 45.68 (Figure 3a).
A total of 166 ecological corridors were constructed (Figure 3b), with a total length of
1715.56 km (ranging from 0.2 km to 65.7 km). To determine the scope of the ecological
corridors, the cumulative resistance was tested, ranging from 1000 to 12,000 in increments
of 1000 (Figures S1 and S2). Although the area of the ecological corridors increased with
higher thresholds, there was no substantial change in their spatial distribution.

The expansion of corridor areas can provide species with more spatial path choices
during migration, but it may also occupy construction land and require higher maintenance
costs. The ecological corridor and the urban and town development boundary (UTDB)
were spatially superimposed (Figure S3). A total of 556.46 km2 was designated for the
UTDB in the study area. Based on the observation that there were significant alterations
in both the average current density and the overlapping area above this threshold, a
threshold of 8000 was selected to determine the spatial range of the ecological corridors.
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The ecological corridors covered an area of 2241.25 km2, accounting for 24.23% of the study
area (Figure 3c).
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3.1.2. Construction of Initial Ecological Security Pattern

The ecological elements of the source areas, corridors, pinch points, and barriers
together composed the ESP (Figure 4). A total of 76 sources area were involved, with a
combined area of 1135.11 km2, consisting of key ecological function zones which have
important ecological functions. And, 166 corridors were preserved for linking ecologi-
cal patches, guaranteeing landscape connectivity. Meanwhile, 40 pinch points were set,
mostly composed of forest with a high current density and irreplaceable for enhancing
the overall connectivity of the landscape. There were a total of 86 barriers, with a total of
20.16 km2, which were useful for restoring the barriers and increasing the connectivity of
the landscape corridors.

3.2. Critical Regions’ Recognition

The spatial distribution of air pollutants was simulated based on the annual pollutant
emissions in 2020 with the WRF-CMAQ two-way coupled system to recognize critical
zones (Figure S4). From the model simulation results, we obtained the industrial emission
intensity, urban upwind direction, diffusion channels, and circulation. With the results
combined with pollution-sensitive targets and land use types, there were five levels of
area divisions for the environment: (1) priority protection zones, including nature reserves,
scenic spots, and forest parks; (2) high-emission zones, including industrial parks and high-
emission towns; (3) layout-sensitive zones, including urban upwind, diffusion channels,
circulation channels, and other layouts that affected air quality; (4) receptor-sensitive
zones, including urban centers, built-up areas, and concentrated residential, medical, and
education areas (Figure 5a).

The SWAT model was well calibrated and validated, and the values of R2 and ENS were
greater than 0.7, indicating a good model performance for the study area and satisfying the
accuracy requirements for our research. Detailed information can be found in our former
work [37]. Using the water quality results and water environment functional zoning, we
defined the zones for water environment control based on hydrological sub-catchment.
The priority protection zones included water source protection areas and water ecological
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protection areas. The key water control zones were further divided into industrial, urban,
and agricultural control zones based on the primary sources of pollution (Figure 5b).
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Since no areas exceeded the soil environmental quality standard “Cropland Soil
Pollution Risk Control Standard (GB15618-2018)”, the concentrated distribution cropland
areas were designated as soil priority protection zones. Based on the inventory of industrial
pollution, industrial pollution areas and potential industrial pollution areas were identified
as the key soil risk control zones (Figure 5c).

The ecosystem services functions and ecological sensitivity were estimated using
methods outlined in the “Ecological red line assessment standard ([2015])” [36]. Spatial
overlay analysis based on ecosystem importance evaluation resulted in the identification
of three ecological control zones: (1) ecological red lines, (2) general ecological space, and
(3) ecological general control zones (Figure 5d).
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Figure 5. The result of the partition control environmental zone. (a) Atmosphere; (b) water; (c) soil;
(d) ecological space. PPZ: priority protection zones; GCZ: general control zones; HEZ: high-emission
zones; LSZ: layout-sensitive zones; RSZ: receptor-sensitive zones; KPCZA: key pollution control
zones for agriculture; KPCZI: key pollution control zones for industry; KPCZU: key pollution control
zones for urban areas; KRCZ: key risk control zones.

3.3. Eco-Environment Management Units’ Division

A total of 67 eco-environmental management and control units were divided, including
37 priority protection units, with a total area of 3458.82 km2, accounting for 37.37% of the
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total area of the city; 29 critical control units in Anshan, with a total area of 4165.77 km2,
accounting for 45.01% of the total area of the city; and one general control unit in Anshan,
with a total area of 1630.77 km2, accounting for 17.62% of the total area of the city (Figure 6).
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Figure 6. Classification map of environmental management units.

The priority protection units include the ecological protection red line, water envi-
ronment priority protection area, atmospheric environment priority protection area, and
cropland priority protection area, mainly consisting of forest land (83.93%). The priority
protection units focus on ecological environment protection and prohibit or restrict large-
scale industrial development, minerals’ and other natural resources’ development, and
urban construction.

The key control units include industrial parks outside the ecological protection red
line, atmospheric, edaphic, and hydrographic critical areas, and densely populated areas
with a high resource development intensity. The land use types are mainly cropland (55.1%)
and artificial land (21.18%). According to the quality objectives and control requirements
of water, atmosphere, soil, and ecological importance in the unit, as well as the control
requirements of natural resources, the list of accesses and treatments was comprehen-
sively determined.

The general control unit encompasses areas outside the priority protection and critical
control zones and implements basic regional ecological environment protection measures.
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3.4. Spatial Pattern Optimization for Integrated Multi Environmental Processes

Based on the results of the proposed ESP and from the perspective of optimizing the
current NTSP, a general pattern of ecological conservation and restoration with EMU was
constructed (Figure 7).

Land 2024, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 12 of 18 
 

the control requirements of natural resources, the list of accesses and treatments was com-
prehensively determined. 

The general control unit encompasses areas outside the priority protection and criti-
cal control zones and implements basic regional ecological environment protection 
measures. 

3.4. Spatial Pattern Optimization for Integrated Multi Environmental Processes 
Based on the results of the proposed ESP and from the perspective of optimizing the 

current NTSP, a general pattern of ecological conservation and restoration with EMU was 
constructed (Figure 7). 

 
Figure 7. Comprehensive pattern of protection and development in Anshan City. EMU: eco-
environmental management unit; ESP: ecological security pattern; NTSP: national territorial spatial 
planning; UTDB: urban and town development boundary; EPR: ecological protection red line. 

The current NTSP includes the ecological protection red line (EPR), the urban and 
town development boundary (UTDB), and permanent basic farmland (PBF), which are 
based on assessments of resource and environmental carrying capacity and suitability for 
spatial development. The purpose of the UTDB is to prevent disordered urban sprawl. 
However, it is defined based on the current situation of urban and town development and 
lacks consideration of environmental processes. The EPR refers to the areas with 

Figure 7. Comprehensive pattern of protection and development in Anshan City. EMU: eco-
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The current NTSP includes the ecological protection red line (EPR), the urban and
town development boundary (UTDB), and permanent basic farmland (PBF), which are
based on assessments of resource and environmental carrying capacity and suitability for
spatial development. The purpose of the UTDB is to prevent disordered urban sprawl.
However, it is defined based on the current situation of urban and town development and
lacks consideration of environmental processes. The EPR refers to the areas with important
ecologically sensitive areas, ecologically functional areas, and national reserves and parks.
However, due to the lack of consideration for connectivity, there are still challenges for
achieving ecological civilization.
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The delineation of EMUs provides spatial control zones for decision-makers in the
study area, and coupling it with the ESP can provide high-priority protection and restora-
tion areas for each control unit. The constructed corridors account for 24.23% of the study
area and are mainly distributed in priority protection units, representing 54.93% of the
total corridor area. These areas have low protection costs and greater environmental im-
provement potential. Simultaneously, the important protection areas of three control units
were determined through the coupling of the ESP and EMUs, accounting for 35.59%, 9.69%,
and 37.19% of each unit, respectively. Barriers are mainly distributed in critical control
units, with an area of 17.09 km2, which accounts for 84.77% of the total barriers, while the
others are distributed in general areas. The 19 ecological pinch points located in the priority
protection units are mainly concentrated in the southern region, as the most important
areas for ecological preservation.

4. Discussion
4.1. Integrated Multi-Ecological and Environmental Processes Approach

Rapid urban expansion and population growth often lead to the degradation and
fragmentation of ecological space, causing a series of ecological issues [24]. Therefore, the
studies of the ESP and eco-environmental spatial planning are widely concerned with
effectively ensuring regional ecological security. Many case studies have mainly focused
on optimizing the ESP from a quality or layout perspective, lacking a comprehensive
optimization method [38,39]. At present, restoration efforts have evolved from focusing on
single elements or processes to a more systematic and comprehensive approach to ecosys-
tem restoration and governance, aiming to achieve the effective control and improvement
of spatial development. In this study, we propose a novel integrated framework for es-
timating landscape patterns and multi-ecological processes, incorporating atmospheric,
edaphic, hydrographic, and ecological processes through advanced processing models
and spatial analysis techniques. Unlike most existing studies that address isolated ecologi-
cal or environmental issues [40,41], our framework provides a comprehensive approach
to ecosystem restoration and governance, enabling a more holistic view of ecological
spatial management.

The innovation of this framework lies not only in its integration of multiple processes
but also in its ability to provide policymakers with a new approach for identifying priority
protection areas. The construction of the ESP is of great significance for the comprehensive
management of ecological space and the formulation of protection policies [42]. The EMU
provides a new reference for studying the relationship between landscape patterns and
processes. These methods can effectively explore the spatial distribution and process of
air pollution, NPS pollution, and soil pollution [43–45]. This approach is both practical
and reliable at the city level, with primary data sourced from governmental departments
making it easier to integrate it into planning processes and enhancing its ability to optimize
ecological protection patterns and develop targeted conservation strategies. The exploration
of this methodology in Anshan City is transferable to the numerous middle-sized and small
cities in China.

4.2. Governance Implications

This study provided a valuable decision-making basis for the development of the
planning of Anshan City. In response to the demand for the coordinated development of
its economy and eco-environment, Anshan City needs a new protection and development
pattern emphasizing the targeted implementation of eco-environmental protection and
restoration. Accordingly, the implications for eco-environmental governance in different
units are outlined (Figure 8).
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4.3. Advances to Traditional Planning

Traditional planning is often conducted by individual administrative departments,
each focusing on a specific social, economic, ecological, or environmental goal. For example,
the socio-economic plan issued by the National Development and Reform Commission
is about socio-economic-related fields. The Ministry of Housing and Urban–Rural Devel-
opment issued a sponge city plan in response to the impact of floods, focusing only on
the impact of water on the city [46]. Environmental management has been demonstrated
in ecological function zoning [47], and the environmental protection administration has
enforced this policy with single elements, including ecological conservation, the aquatic
environment, and the atmosphere. The main purpose of ecological function and the red
line is conservation, while environmental factors and their control requirements are not
included [48,49]. Water environmental function zoning has implemented different water
discharge standards and control requirements according to the zone [50]. Similarly, air
function zoning focuses primarily on control objectives, but the zones are often unclear and
insufficiently comprehensive. Moreover, the current severe and complex environmental
problems cannot be resolved by a single-element approach [51].

In addition, these plans suffer from several flaws, such as content duplication, over-
lapping planning spaces, and conflicts between spatial control boundaries, leading to the
waste of spatial resources, social conflicts, and unbalanced regional development [52,53].
Since 2017, the Ministry of Natural Resources of the People’s Republic of China has pro-
posed national and territorial spatial planning to achieve multiple-plan coordination. The
territorial space planning carried out in recent years has implemented multi-planning,
integrating main functional area planning, land use planning, urban and rural planning,
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and other spatial planning into one [8]. However, at present, this planning has rarely given
consideration to the eco-environmental process.

Current spatial planning needs further improvement. We integrated multiple-process
models to identify critical areas of the entire domain and proposed management and control
requirements according to the control unit by integrating the comprehensive requirements
of the environment and partitioning them into priority protection, key control, and general
protection units. The ESP is an effective approach for identifying priority conservation
areas and ensuring regional ecological security. We clarified the industries or development
content that can be developed in each region and effectively carried out comprehensive
control of the whole area without exceeding the environmental carrying capacity. This com-
prehensive spatial planning framework has proven to be an effective method for regional
eco-environmental protection, providing scientific analysis and guidance for spatial plan-
ning and ecological construction. It is of great significance to promote the establishment of
the NTSP and the national spatial governance system in Anshan City (Figure 9).
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5. Conclusions

In this study, a synthetic spatial planning and management method considering
atmospheric, edaphic, hydrographic, and ecological processes was proposed. Based on
circuit theory, this study constructed the ecological security pattern of Anshan City, a region
with various ecosystem types and environmental problems. On this basis, the spatial
control zones were delineated based on the spatial character of each eco-environmental
process. By imposing and fitting these four types of control zones, a comprehensive
environmental control unit was defined, and management and control strategies were
enacted based on its eco-environmental risk. A comprehensive management pattern
was proposed, which involves implementing differentiated optimization, protection, and
strengthening measures based on divided units and corridors. This approach is essential
for effective governance and ecological management at the regional level. The application
of this framework in Anshan illustrates its capacity to identify priority areas for ecological
protection and management, thereby facilitating the development of a sustainable and
adaptive spatial plan.

Traditional planning studies have mainly focused on social, economic, or certain
eco-environmental issues. In the background of China’s implementation of multiple-plan



Land 2024, 13, 2177 16 of 18

coordination and the overall planning of various departments, ecological protection has
received more attention. Our results indicate that integrating spatial and ecological data
can significantly enhance the effectiveness of conservation efforts, aligning them more
closely with regional sustainability objectives. This study provides valuable insights for
guiding land use planning and facilitating long-term ecological restoration initiatives.

The limitation of this synthetic method is that these complex models are hard for
planners to handle. To improve the applicability of this approach for urban planners, future
iterations of the model could explore potential simplifications. Additionally, it is crucial to
address potential data biases, including inaccuracies in environmental variables or spatial
data resolution, which could affect the results. Future research should also investigate how
these techniques could be adapted for broader use across diverse urban contexts, while
accounting for the limitations inherent in both the data and the modeling process. For
scientific development purposes, the spatial plan or ‘all-in-one’ plan needs to cooperate
with multiple departments and research institutions.
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Sensitivity of habitat types to threat factors; Table S3: Simulated area grid parameter settings; Table S4:
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Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.L.; Methodology, T.Z., S.S., C.L. and H.Y.; Software,
T.Z. and C.L.; Formal analysis, T.Z. and S.S.; Investigation, H.Y. and Y.D.; Resources, C.L.; Data
curation, T.Z. and S.S.; Writing—original draft, T.Z.; Writing—review & editing, M.L.; Supervision,
M.L.; Project administration, M.L.; Funding acquisition, M.L. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This study was financially supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(32071580; 41871192).

Data Availability Statement: The datasets generated and analyzed during this study are available
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request. The request should be accompanied by a
clear and legitimate academic or research justification, and the corresponding author will review and
respond to such requests in a timely and appropriate manner, adhering to the principles of academic
transparency and cooperation.

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

References
1. Wang, Y.; Liu, Y.; Li, Y.; Li, T. The spatio-temporal patterns of urban-rural development transformation in China since 1990.

Habitat Int. 2016, 53, 178–187.
2. Gavin, M.C.; McCarter, J.; Berkes, F.; Sterling, E.J.; Turner, N.J. Protected land: Many factors shape success. Science 2018, 361, 561.

[PubMed]
3. Abrantes, P.; Fontes, I.; Gomes, E.; Rocha, J. Compliance of land cover changes with municipal land use planning: Evidence from

the Lisbon metropolitan region (1990–2007). Land Use Policy 2016, 51, 120–134. [CrossRef]
4. Kabisch, N. Ecosystem service implementation and governance challenges in urban green space planning-The case of Berlin,

Germany. Land Use Policy 2015, 42, 557–567.
5. Wang, Z.; Li, W.; Li, Y.; Qin, C.; Lv, C.; Liu, Y. The “Three Lines One Permit” policy: An integrated environmental regulation in

China. Resour. Conserv. Recycl. 2020, 163, 105101.
6. Fan, J.; Wang, Y.; Wang, C.; Chen, T.; Jin, F.; Zhang, W.; Li, L.; Xu, Y.; Dai, E.; Tao, A.; et al. Reshaping the Sustainable Geographical

Pattern: A Major Function Zoning Model and Its Applications in China. Earths Future 2019, 7, 25–42.
7. Liu, Y.; Fu, B.; Zhao, W.; Wang, S.; Deng, Y. A solution to the conflicts of multiple planning boundaries: Landscape functional

zoning in a resource-based city in China. Habitat Int. 2018, 77, 43–55.
8. Liu, Y.; Zhou, Y. Territory spatial planning and national governance system in China. Land Use Policy 2021, 102, 105288.
9. Qiu, Y.; Zhou, A.; Li, M.; Guo, Y.; Cui, H.; Ma, C. Territorial spatial usage regulation based on resources endowment and

sustainable development: A case of Wuhan, China. J. Clean. Prod. 2023, 385, 135771.

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/land13122177/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/land13122177/s1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30093591
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2015.10.023


Land 2024, 13, 2177 17 of 18

10. Wang, Y.; Jiang, S.; Huang, L.; Lu, G.; Kasemsan, M.; Yaluk, E.A.; Liu, H.; Liao, J.; Bian, J.; Zhang, K.; et al. Differences between
VOCs and NOx transport contributions, their impacts on O3, and implications for O3 pollution mitigation based on CMAQ
simulation over the Yangtze River Delta, China. Sci. Total Environ. 2023, 872, 162118.

11. Epelde, A.M.; Cerro, I.; Sanchez-Perez, J.M.; Sauvage, S.; Srinivasan, R.; Antigueedad, I. Application of the SWAT model to assess
the impact of changes in agricultural management practices on water quality. Hydrol. Sci. J. 2015, 60, 825–843.

12. Li, C.; Liu, M.; Hu, Y.; Wang, H.; Xiong, Z.; Wu, W.; Liu, C.; Zhang, C.; Du, Y. Investigating the vertical distribution patterns of
urban air pollution based on unmanned aerial vehicle gradient monitoring. Sustain. Cities Soc. 2022, 86, 104144.

13. Liu, Z.; Dong, M.; Xue, W.; Ni, X.; Qi, Z.; Shao, J.; Guo, Y.; Ma, M.; Zhang, Q.; Wang, J. Interaction Patterns between Climate
Action and Air Cleaning in China: A Two-Way Evaluation Based on an Ensemble Learning Approach. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2022,
56, 9291–9301. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Wang, Y.; Huang, L.; Huang, C.; Hu, J.; Wang, M. High-resolution modeling for criteria air pollutants and the associated air
quality index in a metropolitan city. Environ. Int. 2023, 172, 107752. [PubMed]

15. Sharmin, N.; Haque, A.; Islam, M.M. Generating Alternative Land-use Allocation for Mixed Use Areas: Multi-Objective
Optimization Approach. Geogr. Anal. 2019, 51, 448–474.

16. Zhang, J.; Fu, M.; Zhang, Z.; Tao, J.; Fu, W. A trade-off approach of optimal land allocation between socio-economic development
and ecological stability. Ecol. Model. 2014, 272, 175–187.

17. Chen, H.; Yan, W.; Li, Z.; Wende, W.; Xiao, S. A framework for integrating ecosystem service provision and connectivity in
ecological spatial networks: A case study of the Shanghai metropolitan area. Sustain. Cities Soc. 2024, 100, 105018. [CrossRef]

18. Li, Z.-T.; Li, M.; Xia, B.-C. Spatio-temporal dynamics of ecological security pattern of the Pearl River Delta urban agglomeration
based on LUCC simulation. Ecol. Indic. 2020, 114, 106319.

19. Vergnes, A.; Kerbiriou, C.; Clergeau, P. Ecological corridors also operate in an urban matrix: A test case with garden shrews.
Urban Ecosyst. 2013, 16, 511–525.

20. Zhou, G.; Huan, Y.; Wang, L.; Lan, Y.; Liang, T.; Shi, B.; Zhang, Q. Linking ecosystem services and circuit theory to identify
priority conservation and restoration areas from an ecological network perspective. Sci. Total Environ. 2023, 873, 162261.

21. Carpenter, S.R.; Mooney, H.A.; Agard, J.; Capistrano, D.; DeFries, R.S.; Diaz, S.; Dietz, T.; Duraiappah, A.K.; Oteng-Yeboah, A.;
Pereira, H.M.; et al. Science for managing ecosystem services: Beyond the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA 2009, 106, 1305–1312. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Bai, Y.; Guo, R. The construction of green infrastructure network in the perspectives of ecosystem services and ecological
sensitivity: The case of Harbin, China. Glob. Ecol. Conserv. 2021, 27, e01534. [CrossRef]

23. Jia, Q.; Jiao, L.; Lian, X.; Wang, W. Linking supply-demand balance of ecosystem services to identify ecological security patterns
in urban agglomerations. Sustain. Cities Soc. 2023, 92, 104497. [CrossRef]

24. Zhang, Y.; Zhao, Z.; Yang, Y.; Fu, B.; Ma, R.; Lue, Y.; Wu, X. Identifying ecological security patterns based on the supply, demand
and sensitivity of ecosystem service: A case study in the Yellow River Basin, China. J. Environ. Manag. 2022, 315, 115158.
[CrossRef]

25. Bai, Y.; Wong, C.P.; Jiang, B.; Hughes, A.C.; Wang, M.; Wang, Q. Developing China’s Ecological Redline Policy using ecosystem
services assessments for land use planning. Nat. Commun. 2018, 9, 3034. [CrossRef]

26. Yang, Y.; Song, G.; Lu, S. Study on the ecological protection redline (EPR) demarcation process and the ecosystem service value
(ESV) of the EPR zone: A case study on the city of Qiqihaer in China. Ecol. Indic. 2020, 109, 105754. [CrossRef]

27. Huang, L.; Wang, J.; Cheng, H. Spatiotemporal changes in ecological network resilience in the Shandong Peninsula urban
agglomeration. J. Clean. Prod. 2022, 339, 130681. [CrossRef]

28. Gao, M.; Hu, Y.; Bai, Y. Construction of ecological security pattern in national land space from the perspective of the community
of life in mountain, water, forest, field, lake and grass: A case study in Guangxi Hechi, China. Ecol. Indic. 2022, 139, 108867.
[CrossRef]

29. Zeng, W.; He, Z.; Bai, W.; He, L.; Chen, X.; Chen, J. Identification of ecological security patterns of alpine wetland grasslands
based on landscape ecological risks: A study in Zoige County. Sci. Total Environ. 2024, 928, 172302. [CrossRef]

30. McRae, B.H.; Dickson, B.G.; Keitt, T.H.; Shah, V.B. Using circuit theory to model connectivity in ecology, evolution, and
conservation. Ecology 2008, 89, 2712–2724. [CrossRef]

31. McRae, B.H.; Hall, S.A.; Beier, P.; Theobald, D.M. Where to Restore Ecological Connectivity? Detecting Barriers and Quantifying
Restoration Benefits. PLoS ONE 2012, 7, e52604. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. Abbaspour, K.C.; Yang, J.; Maximov, I.; Siber, R.; Bogner, K.; Mieleitner, J.; Zobrist, J.; Srinivasan, R. Modelling hydrology and
water quality in the pre-alpine/alpine Thur watershed using SWAT. J. Hydrol. 2007, 333, 413–430. [CrossRef]

33. Arnold, J.G.; Moriasi, D.N.; Gassman, P.W.; Abbaspour, K.C.; White, M.J.; Srinivasan, R.; Santhi, C.; Harmel, R.D.; van Griensven,
A.; Van Liew, M.W.; et al. SWAT: Model use, calibration, and validation. Trans. Asabe 2012, 55, 1491–1508. [CrossRef]

34. Zong, M.; Hu, Y.; Liu, M.; Li, C.; Wang, C.; Ping, X. Effects of Landscape Pattern Change on Water Yield and Nonpoint Source
Pollution in the Hun-Taizi River Watershed, China. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3060. [CrossRef]

35. Ministry of Environmental Protection of the People’s Republic of China (MEP). Soil environmental Quality Risk Control Standard
for Soil Contamination of Agricultural Land (GB 15618-2018). 2018. Available online: https://www.mee.gov.cn/ywgz/fgbz/bz/
bzwb/trhj/201807/t20180703_446029.shtml (accessed on 15 November 2024).

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.2c01966
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35714369
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36709673
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2023.105018
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0808772106
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19179280
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gecco.2021.e01534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2023.104497
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2022.115158
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-05306-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.105754
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2022.130681
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2022.108867
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2024.172302
https://doi.org/10.1890/07-1861.1
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0052604
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23300719
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2006.09.014
https://doi.org/10.13031/2013.42256
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17093060
https://www.mee.gov.cn/ywgz/fgbz/bz/bzwb/trhj/201807/t20180703_446029.shtml
https://www.mee.gov.cn/ywgz/fgbz/bz/bzwb/trhj/201807/t20180703_446029.shtml


Land 2024, 13, 2177 18 of 18

36. Ministry of Environmental Protection of the People’s Republic of China (MEP). National Ecological Functions Red Line (Huan Fa
2015 No. 56). 2015. Available online: https://www.mee.gov.cn/gkml/hbb/bwj/201505/t20150518_301834.htm (accessed on 15
November 2024).

37. Zong, M.; Hu, Y.; Liu, M.; Li, C.; Wang, C.; Liu, J. Quantifying the Contribution of Agricultural and Urban Non-Point Source
Pollutant Loads in Watershed with Urban Agglomeration. Water 2021, 13, 1385. [CrossRef]

38. Fu, B.; Liu, J.; Zhang, J.; Wu, X.; Wang, J. Service accessibility of ecological nodes: An exploratory way to enhance network
connectivity in a study case of Wu’an, China. Ecol. Inform. 2022, 69, 101589. [CrossRef]

39. Liu, H.; Niu, T.; Yu, Q.; Yang, L.; Ma, J.; Qiu, S. Evaluation of the Spatiotemporal Evolution of China’s Ecological Spatial Network
Function-Structure and Its Pattern Optimization. Remote Sens. 2022, 14, 4593. [CrossRef]

40. Liu, J.; Liu, X.; Wang, Y.; Li, Y.; Jiang, Y.; Wang, M.; Wu, J. Landscape pattern at the class level regulates the stream water nitrogen
and phosphorus levels in a Chinese subtropical agricultural catchment. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 2020, 295, 106897. [CrossRef]

41. Tu, M.; Liu, Z.; He, C.; Fang, Z.; Lu, W. The relationships between urban landscape patterns and fine particulate pollution in
China: A multiscale investigation using a geographically weighted regression model. J. Clean. Prod. 2019, 237, 117744. [CrossRef]

42. Chen, J.; Wang, S.; Zou, Y. Construction of an ecological security pattern based on ecosystem sensitivity and the importance of
ecological services: A case study of the Guanzhong Plain urban agglomeration, China. Ecol. Indic. 2022, 136, 108688. [CrossRef]

43. Gan, C.-M.; Hogrefe, C.; Mathur, R.; Pleim, J.; Xing, J.; Wong, D.; Gilliam, R.; Pouliot, G.; Wei, C. Assessment of the effects of
horizontal grid resolution on long-term air quality trends using coupled WRF-CMAQ simulations. Atmos. Environ. 2016, 132,
207–216. [CrossRef]

44. Li, Y.; Wang, H.; Deng, Y.; Liang, D.; Li, Y.; Gu, Q. Applying water environment capacity to assess the non-point source pollution
risks in watersheds. Water Res. 2023, 240, 120092. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

45. Lu, A.; Wang, J.; Qin, X.; Wang, K.; Han, P.; Zhang, S. Multivariate and geostatistical analyses of the spatial distribution and origin
of heavy metals in the agricultural soils in Shunyi, Beijing, China. Sci. Total Environ. 2012, 425, 66–74. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

46. Chan, F.K.S.; Griffiths, J.A.; Higgitt, D.; Xu, S.; Zhu, F.; Tang, Y.-T.; Xu, Y.; Thorne, C.R. “Sponge City” in China-A breakthrough of
planning and flood risk management in the urban context. Land Use Policy 2018, 76, 772–778. [CrossRef]

47. Xu, K.; Wang, J.; Wang, J.; Wang, X.; Chi, Y.; Zhang, X. Environmental function zoning for spatially differentiated environmental
policies in China. J. Environ. Manag. 2020, 255, 109485. [CrossRef]

48. Gao, J.; Wang, Y.; Zou, C.; Xu, D.; Lin, N.; Wang, L.; Zhang, K. China’s ecological conservation redline: A solution for future
nature conservation. Ambio 2020, 49, 1519–1529. [CrossRef]

49. Zhou, H.; Xia, D. Ecological function regionalization of fluvial corridor landscapes and measures for ecological regeneration in
the middle and lower reaches of the Tarim River, Xinjiang of China. J. Arid Land 2010, 2, 123–132. [CrossRef]

50. Huang, J.; Pang, Y.; Zhang, X.; Tong, Y. Water Environmental Capacity Calculation and Allocation of the Taihu Lake Basin in
Jiangsu Province Based on Control Unit. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16, 3774. [CrossRef]

51. Born, S.M.; Sonzogni, W.C. Integrated environmental-management—Strengthening the conceptualization. Environ. Manag. 1995,
19, 167–181. [CrossRef]

52. Hu, Y.; de Roo, G.; Lu, B. ‘Communicative turn’ in Chinese spatial planning? Exploring possibilities in Chinese contexts. Cities
2013, 35, 42–50. [CrossRef]

53. Yuan, H.; He, Y.; Wu, Y. A comparative study on urban underground space planning system between China and Japan. Sustain.
Cities Soc. 2019, 48, 101541.

54. Chen, Y.; Zhu, Y.; Lin, C.-J.; Arunachalam, S.; Wang, S.; Xing, J.; Chen, D.; Fan, S.; Fang, T.; Jiang, A. Response surface model
based emission source contribution and meteorological pattern analysis in ozone polluted days. Environ. Pollut. 2022, 307, 119459.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Hogrefe, C.; Pouliot, G.; Wong, D.; Torian, A.; Roselle, S.; Pleim, J.; Mathur, R. Annual application and evaluation of the online
coupled WRF-CMAQ system over North America under AQMEII phase 2. Atmos. Environ. 2015, 115, 683–694.

56. Cibin, R.; Sudheer, K.P.; Chaubey, I. Sensitivity and identifiability of stream flow generation parameters of the SWAT model.
Hydrol. Process. 2010, 24, 1133–1148. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://www.mee.gov.cn/gkml/hbb/bwj/201505/t20150518_301834.htm
https://doi.org/10.3390/w13101385
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoinf.2022.101589
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs14184593
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2020.106897
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.117744
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2022.108688
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2016.02.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2023.120092
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37220697
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2012.03.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22459886
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2018.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2019.109485
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-019-01307-6
https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1227.2010.00123
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16193774
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02471988
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2013.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2022.119459
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35568288
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.7568

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Overview of Study Area 
	Data Collection 
	Study Methods 
	Construction of Initial ESP 
	Atmospheric Environment Process Analysis 
	Hydrological Environment Process Analysis 
	Soil Pollution Analysis 
	Evaluation of Ecological Conservation Important Area 
	Environmental Management Unit Delimitation 


	Results 
	Preliminary Identification of Ecological Corridors and Ecological Security Patterns 
	The Extraction of Ecological Corridors 
	Construction of Initial Ecological Security Pattern 

	Critical Regions’ Recognition 
	Eco-Environment Management Units’ Division 
	Spatial Pattern Optimization for Integrated Multi Environmental Processes 

	Discussion 
	Integrated Multi-Ecological and Environmental Processes Approach 
	Governance Implications 
	Advances to Traditional Planning 

	Conclusions 
	References

