BT 82U RERNREAES K 55 E
—— L5 M AR KR I e 5™
AT R " J5 g 2R}
(L. SEMIAE LB PR SR, 520 5ERH 5500015
2. BEMIMTR A HRe B FURe, BN 5EFH 550001,

3. EARWIR KA F B, FEEAl-R7R T NE17RU)

[ E) A% 5 K B2 7RI TR FIR A HF AT %, A 2000, 2005, 2008, 2013 4 4 HA 43R A
Hak, 454 ArcMap 892 M AT IR, STARBRE A B TAAZ# T 9047, MEBABRESALITFNARER 5 E 5.
A5 R B :2000~2013 F AR R TRBARNG K, HBARNGK ., 25 R EXHHd 1. 66, 2.95, 75. 41km” EF £ 5. 63,
21.81, 115.45km’, Wb B . EERIE R 25 A F % T 35.6 A= 40. 27km’; Ji 5F A 25 RUIG 8 T A& B A ASK & 335 R 3
AP, ARG HZE, A, TAABARLNGCRLE, B, PE. TAEZEZALRT A0, HEA
AR RN R SR TREEA LR AR ; AT REASKAS X6 RE AR, o RBAS RS HE
. BIRABESKIERN G, EFABESRFIEEATH TR ENL,

[ORA - FAAS A s TR B ASRG

[ E42£5]) F171. 4 [SCERARIRIS] A [30&4R5 ] $1004-8227 (2017) 08-1218-10

DOI:10. 11870/cjlyzyyhj201708012

TARAE A A NSRRI AR S IR S sR IR G, S Gur e, 4. RElRBEREATE
REPER . AT, BEEIRTTAL. DA% 2 AT INRE, S BRI BRIRA S A3 R SR PRAREEE ™R, BN
SRR AP SR AR AR A AR DR TR A SO ) ) 2 (B R AR AR A T O AR B A S, 38 e i AR 25 R e D BT L
BERT. (5 EMAFETE ", SRS KK, 150N R AR R 57 AU A 25 R [ e 2 RHAE 4 A 443 1 9 18
B, YRYT XEOR AR RGUERE,  SI DX R () 4 RN AT RS R A R AR

U B B #:2017-03-02; & H#:2017-05-08

FETH 2014 FERFF “THEZ L7 AAFEFFTRITE [ “Western Lights” Talent Training Program in 20141 ; 2016 %M
BT ERGF B AABEFEHRITE [Thous and Level Innovative Talents Training Program of Guizhou Provincein2016] ;
FNE BT RIRE (B EHE1HEE [2014] 7010 5) [Science and Technology Project of Guizhou Province ( [2014] 7010) ]
EE R R (1982~), 55, RIFTFCR, EEMNEBHEIAES 38 BORMABTSE. E-mail:zwq82@163. com



FHT, 2R R IR IO BEER . A% R D LR AR R S 2 AT SO0 A 2 LR VA K e R 2 0
DN A PR o 0 S R S5 S e 5 M P R S SR, MASTOIL R O L R 5 R 6
RN, FERIIE RIS TEODRERR AR S WA TR SO A MR AT 00T, 0 T OB 5 R T £t
RURA P . 0 R osa % L FPHIRS A 6 MU VPO BT CRRV) R0 AR BERRLHEAT P LAV ™ 6T L P28 02500
ORI R AR A T BT A A A R VRO B s i )RR T Vit A 5 PR AT PES R B (7
— ML — £ —RD) , R T BT AR  2 A R OB BRI RV (2 A 0P, MABERS. A
RERIE R 3 7725 T A R WU SO0 2 P B ——— SO0 SRS EA . HE T L, AL AR VA
BFGURE A Gt TR RUE S T R, ARG 2 06 0 04T SRS MR {0 T4 2 5 R
FHIR D B SRR E N B A MRV Af e, SBUE S RBP4 I 380, XY T A R ST
(URF IS, AR R X 0 SRR S A SRS S, OETE S BRI D 45 R 5 LA 2 6 PR B RS B 17, (U
ERA R IR

ST, ASCUAAR KRR S R, 7R AT AR KIATEAR 2000~2013 £ S5U RS o AR RRAE X Bt b, i SRS R T8 48
PRI £ AL S AR KT AL 35K ) SR BRSNS, s B A0 HTIE 15 SRIATI A 25 RURG A B 2548 Jo (KT AR i R, bl T LA ke k11
A RIS TEXTHE, AR BRI R S5

1 B 5T XA

SR AT (LURFRR ARG 7 ) 9 KA Rl — 30, IR ARIE 10700. 2kn’, & 2R /KDL EIAR ) 56. 4%,
T4 K 268. dkm, FESCRA IEW L TSI NIRRT KRR R YK (] 1) o it Al 2= 53 R DY )1 b e iy
o S At 2 R U, 2 ARG 13, 1~17.6°C, 8P [K & 749~1286mm. A/KIIAEM ZRMEES, AW,
TR KL A SERMAEALERE SR EMMIERE . A63. AME#SEEZ - RRI 0. ARKRs T 2w
A BERX . KR KT8 ANE (. X)), MA292.9 75, FRAMFHRIGEL R T80 25. 6% . 2014 4 F/K i
T R AP B o A A B 9% L b, ARV SRR P, T 3 B AR AR A oA



[ .

Bmr [ ]
— R IR
[ wumpes W F:2106m
— R 202 m

- HLEAT

a 35 70 L 40
B #EMFKTREEEERETHE TS
Fig. I Geographic Profile and Evalnation Unit Division in Chishui River Basin in Guizhou

2 B 5
2. 1 B3 k)R 5 ab 2t

HERFATIX 2000 4F 1 7 7. F1 2005 4F 11 A 23 FH12010 4F 12 A 19 HE ™ 24 00K 2013 4F 12 A 8 H ETM 244 R hli %k
. BL 1150000 My BN EEHE, SRAT 3 G BUE LI AR B L AT RS IE MBS #E,  TC RS BE42 72 0.5 MEITULA, KM
Krasovsky 1940 Albers BUANR &, S MR [ 3R BEi Bt 255 B i 5t BRAH DSBS BOR T 78 T H (119 b5
#E, FIH ENVI5. 0 il ArcGIS10. 1 FAFE AT 7L X SO B R 0 Adith . bRt BFHh. /KIS, 3R 2 BB bR 2 7 Rh AL, fE
ARV FE I 3 FEAR IR (B 2) o B0 s 7 MR B AR IURE RS B B0, R W L b F o0 2R 45 RS B Y i T 85%. 4k, Ui &
BRI S A BRI T 2014 £ % X BLgi i Ap s ol agep O 1



el )
- B - S
Haa Mgz
ik i iRk
10 20 4Uk S— P 4Uk L e
— — m

20085

Ao A

K

7
- By
i
-
ﬂm -

B2 SMFRKAEGE 2000-2013 FL A ARMAETEE

Fig. 2 Change of Land Use Landscape Type in Chishui River Basin in Guizhou During 2000-2013
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