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mote Sensing Technology
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Abstract

sing remote sensing technology. [ Method ] Using remote sensing image for ecological function area of soil and water conservation in Anhui Prov-

(Anhui Environmental Monitoring Center, Hefei, Anhui 230071)
[ Objective ] The aim was to evaluate ecological environment function in Anhui Province during the period of 12th Five — Year by u-

ince from 2011 to 2015, interpreting data of land use type in Anhui Province were obtained. According to ground investigation and statistical data,
dynamic monitoring and evaluation of ecological function condition in ecological function region of Anhui Province were conducted by ecological
function evaluation system of ecological function region. [ Result] The index of ecological environment function in Qianshan County, Taihu Coun-
ty, Yuexi County, Jinzhai County, Huoshan County, Shitai County was 75.34 —81.83 in 2015, the ecological functions were excellent. By com-
parison of the beginning and end of the 12th Five — Year, the change of ecological function in Yuexi was slightly better, other 5 counties had no
obvious change. [ Conclusion ] Results showed that county ecological function region of Anhui Province had superior natural ecology, high carrying

capacity of eco-system, stable ecological function and strong self regulating ability.
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Table 1 Evaluation results for ecological function quality of ecological function region in the 12" Five-year period
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