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Assessment on Soil Erosion in Shucheng County Based on
Remote Sense and GIS Techniques

GU Cheng-jun', ZHAN G Hai-lin®
(1. Department of Land-information Englinering, Chuzhou University, Chuzhou An’ hui 239000, China;
2. College of Urban and Environment Science; Central China Normal University; Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract :Based on the support of RS and GIS software, the sil eroson in Shucheng was anal szed by u-
sng the revised universal oil loss equation, study shows that Shucheng County was generaly low-level
s0il eroson from 1987 to 2000 and the distribution in space changed little. But eroson is quite severein
some areas, epecially the low-hill area near the reservoir of Longhekou in the middle of Shucheng County.
S the work of returning farmland to forests and keeping soil and water conservation should be done well in
these areas.
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