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Abstract

This report is a study concerning the classification of the surface cover data applying the
data of LANDSAT TM(Thematic Mapper). The purpose of this study was to reduce the cost
of use for LANDSAT data and increase the accuracy of land cover classification. Especially,
a using mehtod adopted in this paper was a unique optical method using OHP{Over Head
Projector). It was found that a unique optical method can have significant effects upon the
responses according to the present results in this study.
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T18] 1. Sensity of discharge to surface cover
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3 6. The color groups for land use clssification
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¥ 7. Summary of classification resuits
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