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Applying Remote Sensing to Assessing Land Use and Land
Cover Change, and Its Impact on Soil Erosion:
Case of Pali Gad Watershed, Northern India

LI Qiao-Hong' , XU Jian-Chu'™ , P.K. JOSHI*, Nikhil LELE’
(1 Kunming Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Kunming 650204, China;
2 Indian Institute of Remote Sensing ( NRSA), Dehradun 248001, India)

Abstract: Mountain ecosystems cover about 24% of the earth’ s surface, which provides vital environmental goods and
services, Twelve per cent (or about 720 million) of the global human population live in mountains. The western Himalaya
is one of the most populated areas in the world. The long history of human activities has significantly contributed to land
use and land cover changes (LUCC), which further impacts on soil erosion and decreasing of land productivity. This pa-
per allied remote sensing for assessing the LUCC and its impact on the soil erosion processes for past two decades in Pali

Gad watershed, northem regions. A processed based Morgan Parametric Model has been used to determine the rate of ero-
sion. The results show that the LUCC dynamics much depend on the aspect. The altitude and slope is no more a constraint

for access to nature resources. The human activities have shified towards higher altitudes and steeper slopes, which even-

tually causes soil erosion in the mountain regions.
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4% (Komer, 1995), #5d 12% . 49 7.2 /LA
HAEEILRX, KRS0 RIREF
EE, HRELYE—ISWESRES, &8
RKEZRIBIX, BRAKREZMBRESSN, LabH
FAN 4 8 o5 ) AR A L b R 9K £ v
W AVR M R,

ZOR ML KESRERAMIBERTR
g, EEMASAFTEESNEYES Y, X4
WX JLF A PR R T K E R IR T M (Samant
and Dhar, 1997), tHRIFREE “ARFEH L
BEFEENHRXFMBH”  (Meyer, 1995), %
foly Fisth . R RARAES R A NG L
W SRR T RE R, ek,
FRERZRAK (Meyer, 1995), THbRIFIM LA S
Ak B X R BN A 2 R R A R e
(Sala %5, 2000); WETIERMBXETIE LIRS
R R A 2Z — (Houghton %5, 1999); [a] i
RTHBRAMEERR; FHAEBELRRS,
ALY BN AL T RO ZFFES (Vi-
tousek 55, 1997), A, HHFIHIR B E W)
ARAE AR 22 30 7 B AR Y3 SUARAR IR . AT
SBUREN G R S22 B R B 4 e e YEAE
(Kasperson %, 1995), BEEHER —~HBINNE—
PR B XA B RS AT AT TR, S
S IX, M 80 4F R A FF 4 4 Y i R
(Singh %, 1985; Tiwari %, 1985), X HMEN
TR A IR (Singh 5, 1984), il
B (Joshi %, 2003) LA R ARALERE (Rathore
%, 1997; Joshi %, 2004; Joshi and Gairola,
2004), XCBREZ A (Anon., 1995; Ravan and
Roy, 1995; Pant and Roy, 1995; Roy %, 1993)
TENEMEMAERFMTIIEE., NERWER
B, SOWRIMEIAEGHRF TR CIEN T A
FH R AR T R R B R B R R et e
MERARL (GIS) ZiE T2 M MaAESS 8 ¥,
XA R TAT R IR RS AT DA KR T b
BXBEFREWMNA. BHTNILE, EHEBK
M PSR R A KR LB ST, eSS
W FRIE X R LA R 5 R MO R e %
FHMETERAR, Hf /L mEEE
(LUCC) S A% R RISt 3 2
M %F B AT S e b T AR AR AR RS 3 B 35 KR

(LK) RIEFEH AN, ABRKT TR
7 40 R ENFEAL T 5 SHIMET ARG Garhwal 113t
SR A bR B S AR AR A R
373459 Morgan Morgan Finney (MMF) #5515k ¥
A2 M BUE N TR R RGL, LUAHR R T
ARV 35 AR A IR MU R R R .

1 HR#BX

W55 Pali Gad /NSO TE) BEJL I 5 SHE
REVEIR LK M S5 21538 (b4 30729 ~30°
35', FRE:78°07' ~78°13"), JEENFE W AR I i
H—A 4 X W (B ). RAERAHN 0 kn', 1§
RAE1160~3020m ZJH], WMEBAHIER IR,
BEW, SR FI#F SR 8T 2 000
m) ZJH, FFHEHESR 2 023 mm, AVHiR
A 6~19.8C, —FHRH3INTHIRMNET, B
WE (7~98). &% (10~48) AIEZE (4~
6 A)o ZX AR EZ BRI, AR,
FONBESEAREIRICH ., TR 5y
mERUER, EAREGZ RN TIREKR, £
LR USRS 5 R,

- India
AN
\ o
T
EARY

}
,/ W}‘?(. Uhtaranchal

s ~3

;E7807t0 E78.13
£33 ;N 30.28 to N 30.35
A#® . 1160m~3020m msl

;] ; 60 km? s
; 5753 (1991)

\ J'"L. AO®E ; 96/km? .
\Ll X + Tehri Garhwal N

B BT HEs
Fig. 1 Location of study area
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E—TMUBRKESRE S 0. ADEK
DA R SR M Y & R B AR i K I R A 2 AR
WEEH M E TR, B TS L, AR
WESRSEPARKENERBEEERS, B
WRE BR, WEATFHEP SR ABTEN
B 1,12 kg; O 2K BUEDRETT 8 BY 49 A ot
3.69 kg; MFRMH REMEFER N 3.25 kg, HLIHK
WRERAZULAS A Rl E, KE
FRE N, KEALCRTE fidth — #5110 - ZRpk R
BRBEFIRAES, RIEMEBERDNE. BK.
XK. DRERERSE, REERBAKXZHA
MEBZTRIE, 1991 FEHE IR A A DB
¥R 5753, NDEEHR 96 Ak,

2 MRAE
2.1 HiEkR

ABFFE I R TR BEE AR RS B 1.
2.2 HERPER

(1) {#i F§ ERDAS IMAGINE 8. 6 %I T05 $¥8 i# 47 i
A8 CRREHIE . JULASIE LSRRG 55) 5

(2) EBRANZ 5P (PRA) FIEWE St

SRFRE; GPS WA AL A

(3) RIS ZF . YT B ERDAS
IMAGINE 8.6 $#17;

(4) 7E ArcView GIS 3.2a FATAH MHEESE R HT
EFFEARRRER;

(5) HF TR ELHE, #H ArcView GIS
3.2a % TEBHE (1999 1 2004) M E (1963
1983) #EATEHMMAE, B3R/ SR,

(6) fHF Arc Info X X EBZH¥HINXEFR (Build and
Clean) ;

(7) EREMSH R AH A R/ LB E N
AR AR

(8) £ ERDAS IMAGINE 8.6 335 F 7= 4 JUF & B A
# (DEM), FFATAERIE . B migRE;

(9) HEHEFRAALMNIRHE, HE . BRI E
B #HATEH %M (Nityanand and Kumar, 1989);

(10) 2R TA&W 3 o fEAE G 25 AL TER], Bl
EEH GG R 8 25, Hidbsg, ARAu. &I, KRk,
M. FREM . PR

(11) 7£ ILWIS 3.0 Academic {8 F MMF BEH4 %} 1 3%
BB (Morgan, 1996);

(12) ERMEIT S Walkley-Black 77 B: % + L4 MLk
HAT4ED (Walkley and Black, 1934),

1 BRGEANKENLH
Table 1  Satellite data and ancillary data used

TEBE At IR

B et BUEAT Bt WK EESBR BREE BEEZRNZR  EES BeE AR
(pm) (m) (km) (son) A (%)

IRS-IDLISSIIL ~ 96/49  13-11-1999  0.52-0.59 23.5 141 532 1963 1:50000
0.62-0.68 53)12 1983 1:50000
0.77-0.86 531/3 1983 1:50000
1.55-1.70

IRS-IDPAN  96/49  13-11-1999  0.50.75 5.8 70

IRS-P6 LISSILI  96/49  23-02-2004  0.52-0.59 23.5 141
0.62-0.68
0.77-0.86
1.55-1.70

IRS-P6 PAN _ 96/49 23022004  0.50.75 5.8 70

3 MIRE&R

3.1 A/ BETHSH

3.1.1 1999 ~2004 5 4F K0 1 b F) /78 w28 1k
M EEHE PRI E 11 FORE S L i

M/ kR, R 2 {7 A Y

THBEERR NI, &R R /L

KRR R R T Joshi FUHAELRUNE Dhr

MEL M WA A EL RTR B A (Joshi 55,

2003, 2004; Joshi and Gairola, 2004) (H& 2, 3),

N ABR T 1999 4E 1 2004 4F Pali Gad i
i) - A i/ 7 25 R o
3.1.2 404k R R/ B BB 1963
1983 F LB EERENBENZ )R
(SO ZATHHIE BRI, ©H0 0 5
R 3 FPRAY, BIFRAK . AHLFIEAR . Hrh Ak
IS SHET B ARRER, KRR
o BRI ENRS ALK 1800m L E,
BER K3 75 A6 #E4K 2 200 ~ 3 000 m, 1963 ~ 1983
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A A B E SRR E ARG T R 3, R Pali Gad Jid
A

1999 4 H1 2004 F A 4R 3 R L b B B 2K
RIBDERAR . BEFIAH I 15 1963 4EF1 1983 4E 3
T %

*2 THFA/LHEEEB (1999 ~ 2004 £ )

Table 2 Area of land use/land cover (1999-2004)

1999 4 2004 4

;iii’ WE HBEEE WE & GEEE

s (km?) ET5rH(%) (km?) FEAYH(%)
HORHES 317 5.29 3.17 5.29
BRRS 2 bR 23.09 38.49 22.17 36.96
HRAR A 7.40 12.34 7.58 12.64
LN R N 0.16 0.27 0.16 0.27
AR AR 1.08 1.80 1.08 1.80
1R A i AR 2.67 4.45 2.13 3.55
&) 2.45 4.08 2.45 4.08
TRAHE 3.12 5.53 3.23 5.39
bi3:) 4.66 7.77 5.12 8.53
A 11.64 19.40 12.55 20.92
ij= 0.35 0.58 0.35 0.58
B 60 100 0 100

3.1.3 BT mA R/ mE St R

g B IR, fF 1963 ~ 1983 4E X — +4Eh + i &
RO E A TR KA, 7E 60 km” Y S H L,
H5.28km’ BATAL, HANAFEKEREEL
A, X AR R T b BT R A Y L4 RO MR,
TEAS [ g 4 3 76 25 2780 B 2t B TU AR st T O
o MR 3IHATLIEN, SNRHERN AR
T A HEENIE I T, X2 B T ARAMORIE AR
1Al i .

£E 1999 5| 2004 41 11], SRS fLEAKRYY
& 3.01km’, 1999 B}, ££ 5 1 BL60 km” H, £

(1999)

source JAS 1D LISS - PAN Data

B2 1999 4E Pali Gad Hi3 4+ Ho ) A
Fig. 2 Land use map of Pali Gad watershed (1999)

Pali Gad %%
iR A
(2004)

[:E2 ]
LR T
T

source /RS PEHISS #I.PAN Data

3 2004 4 Pali Gad L3I T Mo A JH A
Fig. 3 Land use map of Pali Gad watershed (2004)

F£3 TAA/LTEESTRTR
Table 3 Area of land use/land cover

HRIAY 1963 1983 - 1999 4F 2004 5
—— i f o TR [ o i ALY fiiig ;28 pENiap Al [TE 20 o B ET ALY
s (kn?) It (%) (km?) A5H(%) (km?)  HAH(%) (km?)  HAH(%)
PR TN 64.11 K1vp) 62.86 37.57 62.61 36.29 60.48
HA 12.69 21.14 10.80 18.00 11.64 19.4 12.55 20.91
3} 8.85 14.74 11.48 19.14 10.78 17.99 11.15 18.61
AT 60 100 0 100 0 100 60 100

40.9 k" BRI A T ME T 2004 F, FRAK
PR S A X A 39.53 ko 1 THF 58 X382 BR
PEARFIRAAR b7 o, POE, XBRPERACR &
A bR g R, AR 2 A A TE
WRERLR AR R, 7 1999 ~ 2004 4 ) &

BOXMAEAL ) ERIF R 2R YK, ART
XA TR A S T SR 1o AR st
) STET A 1999 4F 02 4.66 km, T 5] 2004 4411
NN 512 kXS DABRAE 22 A0 A
b, —SeRE AR B e Al T, Hr S A i)
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BHORBUE A AR E SR FEIRE, SR
RXA KRR EERE, HAE—EBE LA
YEFrsE, BEAR QAN 1999 /) 11.64 knd® 310
) 2004 4E ) 12.55 kn’ o 7350, BRRTEAMANREH
AR 1999 | 2004 45t 2 B Jd /D R

3.2 LUCC 5iEHIX %

I & R B2 R 1963 ~ 1983 4E 1 1999 ~
2004 FERA BT BB R THMEAEZ —. &
TSR . 3 1l F 3 B 3 A T e xd + s R R/

T S I R L R HEAT T

3.2.1 LUCC 5MRMIXR {0 + b 2
FERI T 2t b, g4 AR T ot DA B S A 4K
F R AR T A [F S5 R RAR B i 2
£ (Nityanand and Kumar, 1989), 7E 1963 ~ 1983
HEE], HHE S FERAAE 900 ~ 1 800 m I HE
W5 MAESTAT 1999 ~ 2004 FE M ARFERT, RATEBK
LRV AETENEIR 1 800 ~ 2 400 m P T , X
MBI T — B, XU ASEIE 5] 8
EIFRH S LA TR Y . R
o, TXEeH IR R S U . B 4a
BIRT LA R ST SERN LR,

12 w .. 2.5
10 4 - - - -1963-1983 Lo
e 1 393--2004
8 4
1.5
2 6
5 1
8 4
Los
2 4
0 et -0
2 ] 0-600 .600——900 900-1800 1800-2400 2400-3600 05

Altitude (m)

Bl 4a LUCC 5K XFR
Fig. 4a Relationship between LUCC and altitude
T YIX (0~600m), KL (600 ~900m), H1l1 (900~ 1 800
m), W@l (1800~2400m), FHFEIWX (2400 ~3 600 m)

3.2.2 LUCC 5#mmkR  Bm FAEHE—1
HEMHBIBEE, EEWRERFRKERR 16
A4, 7E 1963 ~ 1983 4E[A], M FEvE R . Ba
BAMPAECE L A B, A XL
SR FERAE T PRI . R 3R R ma 3 b A )
ARAGTE Lo 1 A PH RS, BRI 7 30 2 3 i) A A AR X 3
REE R, &R TR R H AR TE S, R,

AT SE PR R ) 5k 3 1) 49 3t 7 S A FF T AT T B
HEAES . MR, U, RIS X
BRI AN B, AKIE SRR 3
ERA, PARBERA KRB 7 1999 ~
2004 £ 8], EOL AT B, NEMES
AMAERSSE . PURISSCRIAR RIS, i H BV AL
B, ARBRIALI, XA O SURE R AT
ARATRELZE A AEFEE. B 4 B
T A AR (LUCC) BESmMIEL KR

16 7 -0.5
14 4 L 0.45
L 0.4
121 L 0.35
9 10 1 0.3
5 81 L 0.25
8 6. - .- -1963-1983 Lo
N —— 1999-2004 L0.15
L 0.1
2 1 0.05
0 0

E SE S Sw W Nw
Aspect

N  SE

Bl 4b LUCC S5 KR
Fig. 4b Relationship between LUCC and aspect
#: N—Ik, NE—-&db, E—4&K, SE—AKH#, S—m, SW—H,
wW—pi, NW—Pdk

3.2.3 LUCC 5¥EMXER BERm AL+
AR R A B SRR R
HE (FAO) MIbRERKN 4y 76547 L+ # R Jl/
T S SRR RE (B 4c), &5
R ER/NTF 14% 035 E LT 8A KA EM AR,
JEUPH X S LAk TR R AR . X

6-
%1 ...~ 1963-1983
S 41 —— 1999-2004
$ 31
o
2 24
[s:]
o
< 17
0_
11 6 11 16 21 26 31 36 41 46 51 56 61 66 71 76 81 86
Slope degrees

Bl 4c LUCC SEMXR
Fig. 4c Relationship between LUCC and slopes
TE: VHE/ERFEO% ~2%), BHQ% ~6%), —H(6% ~13%),
—RRBEW(13% ~25% ), BEWE(25% ~55%), AERBEW (>55%)



http://www.cqvip.com

D000 http://www.cquip.

icom|

180 z W MY R 28 %

PINAFEIBE AN, BEEWER TS (31% ~
36% ), BTk A4 B AR I, X UL
-SH R A L X 5% U5 R /AR Ak 5 T R . sk B
M, W04, AATTIE [ 5 A3 7% 50 LA KB
BEHY BHA S48,
3.3 1TEmEMmow

X 4 ASEFBE (1963 ~ 1983 ~ 1999 ~ 2004 )
M LSRR AR T 8T i Morgan Morgan
Finney (MMF) #H), % 7 FH# b8 07 5T, FF
A0 1 o B AR Bl 3 FR2E BN AR . TEM

A, MAFREE L RRMNERERE 4. A
FPATLE N, TR0 4 DARRSEE R, L35
TR RTE AR T SE , Hoh, SR S B R
KA LR EFKF > 40 o, AR, 7
TR K- H 30 ~ 40 vh' #9407 R RE 2 BLAR
PRRSE IS . AT LIS XSS, HE
BRI SRS, B 21 AR 32 B A SR ol il B A 5
M, X F B R W T R R A R
BT = 2, XX + 52 R T 2 B8
KA,

x4 FEHBIREMKR
Table 4 Soil erosion in different years

1963 4E 1983 4 1999 4 2004 4E

iﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ & B E A fiiigial BB :TE;28 o B B il i S B fiiig Al
(t/hm?) HAH(%) (k) HAH(%) (km?) Aot (%) (k) At (%) (km®)
<10 91.27 54.76 88.04 52.82 76.19 45.71 74.7 44.82
10-20 0.5t 0.3t 2.07 1.24 3.52 2.11 2.28 1.37
20-30 0.48 0.29 0.47 0.28 4.55 2.73 4.39 2.63
30-40 0.49 0.29 0.39 0.23 1.94 1.16 2.88 1.73
>40 7.26 4.36 9.03 5.42 13.8 8.28 15.74 9.44

BB 100 60 100 60 100 60 100 60

3.4 TEHEMEMEEGHNEER

3.4.1 HEEMSHENXE MIE 4d F AT
FAili, M 1963 43 2004 4 1 58 43 ok F2 B 0 B 06
m, K EEER MR, AR, A
— MDA, X R—ANTK R IR s
TR BT o SR, (RAR Ay o gk i Ky — b
RS, XANAETIRBE S MK, BEMB
ROLMN T HIRRMBE S KA R i 5

140.00 1

- 1963
120.00 A -e- 1983
0 —— 1999
100.00 A
&E~ - 2004
£ 80.00
S
.S 60.00 1
[7]
o
w  40.00 1
20.00 7
0.00

6-13 13-25 25-55 >55
Slope (%)

0-2 2-6

F4d TEREMSHEREER
Fig. 4d Relationship between soil erosion and slope
H: P/ EATHO% ~2%), BHQ% ~6%), —RE(6% ~ 13%),
—IRBENN(13% ~25% ), BESE(25% ~ 55% ), JEHBENS (>55%)

o MAEHATKTIRS, BAUGE T AR SRR
R SRR RS

Bde TREMSHMOXR
Fig. 4e Rate of soil erosion along aspect
iE: N—db, NE—FKib, E—%K, SE—FRM, S—m, SW—n,
W—P, NW—L

3.4.2 MRS HEMER  ME 4e AT
ATLAE 1999 4E LR 2 TRy, [
FEIX 4 NS [F) A0 B T b ) 28 1 2 7 438 1
Feo T BARh FE LA A, X g
2 1 T2 A B AR 32 K FH O B4 B8 56 BT LA AE X B A,
ERHEPINERRALERER, TALKE B
XFIRE
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3.4.3 HIEEWHMEEIKMXR 1963 i), +
B MR R EUXREARE, mERMb 34
R, BE R EA AHBREMUN, £iF
K1 800 ~2 400 m ML 7 A B W E DR HE
M, XERFRBIFBORZ IR, HILTE
XA RE VBRI AL, R, ERI—
M3KH7 2400~ 3 600 m, BT H AMTEERK
H B PRIV e S ARk ) o8 L B ) B A8 BT AR AR A
TR R 2 AW kS (B 40),

80
- 1963
70 1 -o- 1983
60 4 ~A— 1999

= 2004

50 1
40 1
30 4

Soil erosion (t/hm?2)

20 1
10 1

900-1800 1800-2400

Altitude {m)

2400-3600

B4 +EEMSHERNLE
Fig. 4f Relationship between soil erosion and altitude
& WX (0~ 600m), il (600 ~900m), H1li (900~ 1 800
AR (1800 ~2 400 m), FHFELLX (2400 ~3 600 m)

-

mj),

3.5 TIAEVESSH
THANBRMSEEE —ERE ERBRT £
AN THSWRERE (FF LMk,
2002), Pl 4g KB TAFEIN b F /B =R
HEEVBRNE S E, fTUES, KibdhrE
Pk BEILIEAE L, TR, HidJLTPH

10 4

Content of organic carbon (%)
O = N W A O O® N O

L

Agriculture Deodar  Mixed Forest Oak Pine Forest  Grasses Serub Riverbed

T EHFRR

H4g ARTHEBERIPEEIERETTH

Fig. 4g Percentage organic carbon in different land cover classes

3

ARG S EAAEIE, Ml LIS H X
Gk, ABRMHEBIFERMIE EAFAIM)
MRS BRI R RRAE T LR A BB a2 &,
X RIS B R R R

4 WiEEBIL

4.1 LRI F/E SR 2R R
P, T AR [R] - 3t ) R ) 1 358 4R g W 3 2
RABRIPWEZERE, IEERAMAEFER
4, DIR5HREMERIZES o] LRSIl
W5 4 R R/ B B A E A ST 4R 1h
I B BT 25 B A M, Hh 3RS B Rl
BEMSRERERFIN, MRS, L%
R A L 45 SR b R R AR R R &
WERMA BBASAY S, LA R/ L%
TARES T E RN T R A R &,
AR R AR LR 8 i — S 3R 5 B s K
SCHERTT R R ZE B, BRSNS EAL 7T LA RR
MR, FRAM, LEEFMER
7> 30 ~ 40 t/hm” FiI 40 t/hm® f3tb 7 FRAKE 5 7E
WL, MRMEHRHA < 10 vhnd 3 FAKE S
HTER M, TEWE LA R/ LB S A2
M R R AR AR E . BRI F % . W
L 1 A v ) RIS I SR AR 2 25 T B AR AR
o NFEIE BT P52 )52 0 AT LA o 2 25 m)
PR ITE RPN, XRRMPRIT BARE
BRI FE AR KB,

4.2 Pali Gad WL MHEEE SHCHE L B R —
B, AMIXHRAREEKBEERS (Awasthi
%, 2003; Joshi %, 2003, 2004; Joshi and Gairo-
la, 2004), HATZBERNDWEFWHE BT
AMBERAZA, MEFEANDEERRERA
I T AR T S . TE B A s LT
BA M ES, MU/ N RITB AR
LU D> BRI BE R . TEAN R LR R
Bf, IRATEBLX e ih 7 R 4R ihoR BEZE RS, N
I, axseHh RS | A SRR TR BRI 2 R
A ORI E AR B 35 . 73 SN Ak
E AR BRI AR L A 3 R £ 2
o BT AREIE M EALIEZMRT +
BRI, BETXBSHRESR, RITATUA
HXHREER: AR/ B S AR + 5
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R A FH EHRE I o DL ne] o 2 3 A 32
RIS AR AT, SRR B e A b 2
AENOT A, SR ARl HE R A LA B 1 B 5 1 AR
B A= IR LA S R G T TR
I B8

4.3 Xk B (] AT R AU R T AT 4 A
PR F/ - A g 7 A X 2% Bl AR 7] A 4 3
WA R R R, REE, LR
AR XA AU 00 25 SRARBIE S T - 3 R/ -
B AT BRI R KR ER R ES. TR
R, SRR K A7 B IR R
A, ARRMARZ—2, TR
BT U — LR TOR RCHR SEA, B T it
IR JE, BAEXS 598 51 2 Bk A7 BF 40 52 oAl
LB 3RS T SRR Ik 4 SE PR UL

(8 % x #&)
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