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Investigation of Soil Erosion in Jianchuan
Based on Ikonos and Landsat Images
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Abstract; According to the IKONOS satellite data resources of Jianchuan country, the present situa-
tion of soil erosion in this area was investigated. Moreover, compared with the comprehensive man-
agements data of 1999, the result of soil erosion managements was evaluated, and the application of

“3S” new technology in the investigation of soil and water conservation was furthermore explored.
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Fig. 1 Technology Roadmap of soil erosion investigation

o8 very intensity, 1%

2 BERESW
" RS intensity, 4%

B EL A2 ph i AR 624. 97 km®, (5 4 M i
B 27.82% , Horp e BE (20l i B 328. 16 km?,
di E AR Y 14.61% , SRR 52.519% ; HAHE mild, 15%
JE AR A 187. 74 km®, (5 MU ALY 8. 95%

545 b T B A 30..04% 5 5 B8 42 1l 1 AL 96. 17

km®, b 4 AL 4.28% , o 4= bl i ALY Y

15.39% ; BesmBE AR phim AR 12,72 km®, 5 4 MR B micro- degree , 72%
T 0. 57% R PRTEIFREY 2. 04% 5 JRIZUAR ioh i AL
0.18 km®* (K2, 3).

HF1JE moderate, 8%

2 2EAREMEEERLLEIE

Fig. 2 Ratio of different erosion intensities
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Fig. 3 The erosion area percentages of the different townships
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