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Table 1 Speckles and Area of Soil Landscape for Each Soil Physiognomy in Longyou (1985)
forest terrain count Clam®) terrain Gk’ count terrain (lm?) count terrain (kn?) ©unt
area area area area
1 8 81 154. 000 16 24. 700 144 26 3.390 37 2 0 0
2 8 103 14. 200 16 9. 260 ® 26 4.660 46 28 0. 231 4
3 8 276 51. 100 16 95. 200 478 26 34. 500 229 28 0 0
4 8 7 0. 4% 16 1. 170 16 26 1.39 6 2 0 0
5 8 151 25. 600 16 2. 640 23 26 0.236 4 28 0 0
6 8 43 5. 830 16 9. 320 0 26 10. 700 109 28 0. 474 7
7 8 162 33. 400 16 12. 300 80 26 10. 200 86 2 0. 153 5
8 8 1139 558. 000 16 35. 800 398 26 2.750 63 28 0 0
. (D (2 (3 (D) (5 . (6) (D
. (8) W ( ) . : 300 m (8); 600m (16); 1100m
(26); 1100m 28).
2 3 (1997
Table 2 Structure Index of Soil Landscape(1985) Table 3 Stucture Index of Soil Landscape Inspected
by Remote Sensing( 1997)
_ H D B E
terramn
8 0.22 2. 948 0. 046 0.070 terrain " P i g
16 0.232 2.938 0. 050 0.073 8 0. 327 2.843 0. 086 0. 103
26 04@ 276  0.128  0.127 16 0.22 2948 006 0.00
26 0. 241 2.929 0. 052 0. 076
28 0.209 2. 961 0. 749 0.066 23 0. 27 2.943 0,048 0.07
4 (km?)
Table 4  Resault of Soil Landscape Inspected by Remote Sensing
8 16 26 2
forest terrain 8 terrain 16 terrain 26 temain 28
1 48. 100 9. RO 2.620 0. 083
2 79. 400 7.530 1.370 0. 002
3 38. 700 22. 900 5.780 0.033
4 47. 600 62. 800 25.30 0. 560
5 185. 000 6. 530 1.320 0.011
6 57.700 57. 400 31.20 2. 360
7 150. 000 23. 900 9.660 2. 300

8 206. 000 12. 800 2.260 0
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Abstract; Methods of surveying and technology of mapping soil landscape were discussed in the paper. A new mapping
technology based on the landscape ecological analysis was put forward for sketching out the soil landscape of Southeast
Mountains . It was found that overlayed maps of two factors or three factors from GIS map or RS images not only reflect the

changing of soil landscape , but also can describe the soil landscape with quantified values. For example, in the region
of middle elevation, diversity index drops and regularity of soil landscape structure becomes better from 1985 to 1997 ,

while in district with low or highest elevation, diversity and superiority index drops, therefore regularity of soil landscape

structure becomes worse from 1985 to 1997.
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