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Abstract: Based on data fram 42 ranote sensing images of Yipinglang Forest Fam in Yunnan Province, 13 canmon
landscgpe metricswere classified and selected by using the methods of correlation coefficient analysis multivariate
factor analysis and sensitivity analysis The reaults indicated that most of tham had significant correlationship, and
three factors were identified, which can explain about 82 03% of the variation in the 13 metrics And the 13
landscgpe metricswere classified into three groups Four representative landscgpe metricswhich can perfom highly-
ensitive and reflect eco-systam well were selected by sensitivity index, which are number of patches(NP) , euclidean
nearest neighbor distance (MNN) , areaweighted mean shape index(M SI) , interpersion & juxtgposition index ( J1).
Thismethod can ®lve the problan of metrics redundancy efficiently in landscgpe classification and evaluation
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