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Abstract; This paper introduced a case study based on the Ashe River, used Landsat 8 satellite
image to interpret the landscape pattern of the green river corridor, applied the comprehensive evaluation
method to evaluate the quality of the green river corridor, and analyzed the correlation by R language.
The green river corridor in the Ashihe River Basin has demonstrated strong spatial heterogeneity, in the
upper reaches in the highland region, green corridor areas were extensively and intensively distributed
with high spatial continuity; in the middle and lower basin, high degree of fragmentation was observed in
green corridor areas, which also were discretized and insufficient. The existing spatial pattern of the green
river corridor in the middle and lower basin could not match current functional requirements. The green
river corridor function in the lower reaches of the Ashihe River Watershed was limited by the insufficient
width and area, and the poor spatial connectivity. The green river corridor function is in need of immedi-
ate improvement.
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Tab.1 Classification standard of green river corridor
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Fig.4  Analysis result by R language
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