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Analysis of the Land Use/ Cover Dynamic Degree
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at the Lower Reaches of Tarim River
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2. Xinjing Environmental Science Research Institute, Urumqi 830011, China)

Abstract: Based on remote sensing imagine in 1990, 1999 and 2002, taking Landsat 5 TM ( thematic mapper) images and

CBERS of band 4, 3 and 2 as the data sources. T he classification result comparative method is applied and the land use / cover

change matrix is obtained with the index of the land use/cover dynamic degree at the low er reaches of T arim River to analyse.

Result shows,in 1990

1999, the most land use/ cover dynamic degree to be in dynamic equalization condition, only infield,

woodland, lakes, countryside inhabitant is in the non—equalization condition- 1999 2002, only woodland,the rivers and canals

are in the non—equalization condition. In the general,the natural vegetation area of the lower reaches of T arim River continues

decrease, the desertification area goes on increasing, the eclogical environment deteriorates gradually.
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