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Ecosystem Recovery Monitoring by Remote Sensing for
Soil and Water Conservation in Liangdang County

ZHANG Feng', LI Zher-cun’
( 1. Gansu Institute of Soil and Water Conservation, Lanzhou, Gansu 730021, China;

2. Gansu Agriculture University, Lanzhou, Gansu 730070, China)

Abstract: Ecosystem recovery is asoil and water conservation measure which relies on the ability of natural recov-
ery. It greatly helps to control soil and water loss, resume environment, and make human and nature harmonious
in a short time. The fusion of TM and SPOT images was applied in the ecosystem recovery monitoring of soil and
water loss in Liangdang County. In the past three years, vegetation coverage was increased, plant community in

the project area w as changed tow ards a developing direction, soil erosion area and its degree w ere reduced, and eco-
logical factors were distinctly improved.
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1 2001—2003
2001 2003 / /
/hm? /hm? hm’ %
54 126. 88 57 130.13 3 3.25 2.56
13 269. 66 15 527.34 2 257.68 95.56
450 3775. 89 479 3105.07 29 - 670.82 - 17.77
13 291. 41 14 289.40 1 -2.02 - 0.69
9 27. 67 52 172.64 43 144.97 523.92
136 16843. 15 191 16810. 14 55 - 33.01 -0.20
832 7125. 89 835 7187.67 3 61.78 0.87
771 3920. 43 769 4158.52 -2 237.44 6.06
6 226. 23 6 226.30 0 0.07 0.03
30 119. 27 30 119.26 0 - 0.01 - 0.01
2134 32726. 48 2448 32726.48 134 0.00 0.00
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