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Satus Analysis of Desertification in Chaobaihe River Basin Based on RSand GIS
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Munici pal Key L aboratory of Resources Environment and GIS, Beijing 100037, China)

Abgtract :Chaobaihe river basin isoneof the main water sourcesin Bejing. At present , it shoulders the burden of serving Green
Olympics. Desertification has occurred because of the influence of variousfactors. It is significant that the status quo and for-
mation causes of desertification should be understood and researched to prevent and control desertification, and hence to im-
prove the ecological environment in Beijing. Inthispaper , multi- pectral and panchromatic imagesof SPOT5 in April 2007 were
selected , with three assstant data (vegetation coverage, il type and land use) , to extract the information of desertification. The
status quo of desertification in Chaobaihe river basn was andyzed. The Stuationsof desertification on different vegetation coverage and
land use were studied. And then formation causes of desertification were discussed. The results showed that land with the vegetation
coverage ranged from 30 % to 60 % possessed the maor portion of desertification. Most of desertification was distributed on woodiand ,
grasdand and unutilized land. Desertification was the result of double &fects of nature and human being.
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