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Abstract
late the Moran index (Moran’s I) and the standard deviation ellipse to analyze the ecological spatial agglomeration characteristics and the evo-

Based on the land use status map of Tang County from 2009 to 2018, the spatial autocorrelation analysis method was used to calcu-

lution situation of Tang County from 2009 to 2018.The results showed that the overall ecological spatial distribution of Tang County from 2009
to 2018 presented the layout characteristics of “northwest-southeast” , with strong spatial aggregation and obvious regional differences. The ex-

pansion of construction land had caused the overall space to shrink from the northwest to the southeast.
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Fig.1 Spatial distribution of ecological function scores of Tang
County in 2009
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in 2018
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Fig.5 The standard deviation ellipse of ecological space in Tang
County in 2009 and 2018
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Table 3 Parameters of standard deviation ellipse of ecological space in Tang County in 2009 and 2018
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