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Table 1 Quantity parameters of greund water depth
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(m) (%) (%) AL Bk w (%)

(%) (%) (%)

0 100
<0.5 10 40 50
0.5—I 10 70 20
1—0.5 5 50 20 25
1.5—2.0 10 80 10
>2.5 90 10
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Table 2 Quantity parameters of geomorphology types
Higg K JEdREE BB hEH EEDR SR
KA (%) (%) Hif Btk Bk (%)
(%) (%) (%)

7Kk 100
FEHE 5 5 15 70 5
R I 10 20 70
FAgFL T 5 70 15 10 5
¥ I 65 35
W 100

RI WTFATUERREUSH

Table 3 Quantity parasmeters of grounol water

mineralization rate

TE kR dEfEUk SRS PEH ERE S
(mg/L) (%) %) W E Bt %)
(%) (%) (%)
<500 70 25 5
500—1000 35 30 15 10 10
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Fig.2 Bar chart of table 4
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Table 4 Results of dilfferent analysis
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An Experiment of Remote Sensing and GIS Based on Quautity of Soil Salinity

Peng Wanglu

(Dept. of Geogrophy Beijing Nurmul University Beijing, 100875)

Abstract

The focus of this paper is the impact of ground water depth, ground water mineralization

rate and geomorphology on soil salinity. The quantitative relationship of this impact was analyzed using

a numerical model.
m Jilin province,
model.

advice, with a mathematical

Good results were achieved from the synthetic analysis.

The results on soil salinization are provided for the Chang Ling experimental region,
China. A GIS support tool was used to combine remotely sensed data and expert

This

quantitative method is an effective research tool for analysing salinity problem in soils.
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