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data after K-T transformation
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The Effect of Kauth-Thomas Transformation of TM Data in the
Analysis of Saline Soil——An Example in Yang Gao Basin

Peng Wanglu  Li Tianjie
(Beijing Normal University)

Abstract

This paper discribes a test in which the TM daia in Yang Gao Basin, YanBei are proces-
sed with Kauth-Thomas Transformation and analysed for the degree of salinization of soil.
The analysis of transformation is done with simulated TM data and TM image elata. After
comparison with standard false color TM image and the image after K-L Transformation,
the result is the best between them.

Key Words Kauth-Thomas Transformation, TM Image, K-L Transformation
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