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Fig-1 The map of land use situation of Zaduo Countyin 2000
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Table 1 The land use situation of Zaduo county from 1985to 2000
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Table 2 Stat of net tanduse diversion of Zaduo County
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Table 3 Statistics of landuse —diversion type of Zaduo County
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Analysis of LUCC of the first county — Zaduo County
in the source area of Lancangjing River

SHI Jiangtan ' YANG Gai he '» SHI Ji an*°
(1. College of Resources and Environment , Northuwest A & F University » Yangling » Shannxi 712100, China ;
2. College of Agronomy » Northwest A & F University » Yangling » Shannxi 712100, China :
3. College of Agronomy » Henan Sci tech University » Luoyang , Henan 471003, China)

Abstract ; Supported by GIS , the spatial te mporal pattern characters of land use change in Zaduo County
from 1985to 2000 were analyzed based on Landsat T M digital data - Some interesting and significant findings
have been obtained : ( 1) During the period of 1985~2000,the LUCCin Zaduo County wasin small quantity -
but the characters during the t wo periods of 1985~1995and 19952000 were obviously different -( 2) During
the period of 1985~1995, the total land —diversion amount was ° 954. 00km®. accounting for 16. A7%0 of the
total land amount in Zaduo County ;land diversion mainly occurred among different coverage degree grassland or
bet ween grassland and non used land ; accounting generally for 93. 87% of the total land diversion amount :an -
other character was that the amount of grassland was increased but its quality decreased - ( ) During the period
of 1985~1995 the total land diversion amount was 6 027.75km”, accounting for 16. 67% of the total land
amounts in Zaduo County ;the mainland diversiontypes were from mid or low voverage degree grassland to non -
uesd land , from mid coverage degree grassland to low coverage degree grassland > from low coverage degree
grassland to mid coverage degree grassland and from wetland to grassland : accounting for 90. 87% of the total
land diversion amount ;the amount of grassland decreased but its quality increased - At the t wo periods of 1985
~1995and 1995~2000,]and use diversion occurred obviously in the east » S Wand west part of Zaduo County -

Keywords : LUCC ;spatial “temporal pattern ; GIS ;source area of Lancangiiang River ; Zaduo County



