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Abstract ; Based on Landsat TM/OLI series remote sensing data, NDVI values were extracted by RS and
GIS, and vegetation FVC grading maps of Qingshen county in 2009, 2013 and 2018 were obtained by
pixel binary model, and their dynamic changes were analyzed by transfer matrix and difference method.
The results showed that the vegetation coverage in Qingshen county was generally good, and the vegeta-
tion coverage was mainly above medium and high. In 2009—2013, the 71. 73% medium and high vegeta-
tion coverage in the region above derceased to 62. 69% , and the proportion of the total improvement in
2018 accounted for 67.77% of the total area, showing that the vegetation coverage shows in Qingshen
county from 2009 to 2018 experienced degradation before improving trend, but overall the small-ampli-
tude degradation. The degradation area was more 6. 22 km’ than the improve area, accounting for 1. 6%
of the total area. According to the analysis, the expansion of urban areas and the construction of infra-
W H 481 :2019-07-19
S IUH AR A SRR S5 R DU TS SR E BT )

YEE A R K (1994-) T3, U AR, 809 2R, A - AT 5 [ - IR BTSE , e-mail : 786768312@ qq. com,
s HINVES BB 1972-) 5B 158 51, e-mail :295454166@ qq. com,,



24 D TT - = A 40 %

structure encroached on the cultivated land and forest land, which was the main cause of vegetation cov-

erage degradation in Qingshen county. In order to promote the sustainable development of regional ecolog-

ical environment, the vegetation coverage in and around the central city should be further improved.
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Fig. 1 Vegetation coverage in Qingshen county
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Fig.3 Changes of vegetation coverage in different periods in the townships of Qingshen county
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