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The Remote Sensing Translation and Analysis of
the Wetland Resource of the Urban of Chongqing

ZHANG Yangun,ZHAO Chun-yong, YANG Hua
(T he Geography Department of Chong ging N ormal University , Chongging 400047, China)

Abstract: Under the support of GIS and RS technology, and with four landsat TM/ETM images (2001 — 07 — 21) of
Chongqing, land—use and topographic thematic map as the data source, and by image processing, the techniques of Supervised
Classification was used to establish interpreter key and sample training region, interpret the resource types and distribution of
wet land in Chongqing municipality, and the correlation between the distribution and protection of city wetland and the
sustainable development of the ecological city is analyzed. (in this study wetland is 1 646. 65 km?, among which, nature
wetland is 134.16 km? and false wetland is 1 512.49 km?)
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