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Fig. 1 Land use visual interpretation map of TM image in the subarea (Scale 1:;30000)
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The Application of TM Image in Land Resource Survey and

Development Programme at County Level

Lei Liping  Dai Changda

(Remote Sensing Sarellite Ground Stavion. Chinese Academy of Science)

Abstract

Since TM image is applicated in the land resource survey, many research results are dif-
ferent. In view of it, this research analysed and evaluated the applicated effects of TM image
in the land use mapping and agiiculture development partition, and make the compared with
the application of SPOT multispectral image, selecting Nanpi County of Hebei Province as the
test area. The results indicated that the satisfying results can be got using TM image to make
land use mapping and agriculture developmen: partition. As the advantage of TM multispec-
tral, it can be got that the similar results to SPCT image. This research provide a sample in
order to make the land resource survey and development programme in TM image in our
country.

Key words Land use Interpretation a:curacy TM iamge Agriculture development
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