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Sudy on the Eco-environment Structure of Fujian
Province Based on Geo-information Tupu

CHEN Jing', XU Yonghui*, LIAO K&
(1. Department of Environmental and Life Sciences, Putian University, Putian, Fujian 351100, China;
2. Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China)

Abgtract : Taking Fujian province as an example, based on remote sensing, GIS spatial analys s, statistical
analyss model and the theory of Geo-information Tupu, the eco-environment structure is classfied by
means of Least Square Error and GIS technology. Furthermore, by combining qualitative analysis and
quantitative analys s, a scheme of classfication, with three series and ten styles of eco-environment struc-

tureis set up. At theend, thispaper systematically discusses the main styles of eco-environment structure
characters, the rules of territorial distribution and the utilization perspective.
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