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A COMPARISON OF ADVANTAGES BETWEEN SAR AND TM IMAGE
IN MONITORING THE DESTROYING OF CULTIVATED LAND

YU Li —-na YAN Tai —lai ZHANG Wei
China University of Agriculture Betjing 100094  China

Abstract: Based on the principle of SAR and Landsat TM and by analyzing the spatial profile of the image this
paper compares the advantages and disadvantages between SAR and TM in the monitoring of the destroying of culti-
vated land and discusses the effective way to monitor the land use situation.
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