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Predicting the distribution of brown anole
(Anolis sagrei) with MaxEnt model and satellite

image in Chiayi, Taiwan
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Abstract

The brown anole (4nolis sagrei) has been rapidly expanding in Taiwan in the last
two decades. However, its potential distribution is still not clear. Most of the lizard
distribution studies use interpolated climatic data which present average states in spatial
and temporal scale. We use remote sesning data to keep spatial heterogeneity that can’t
be shown in interpolated climatic data. The first aim of this study is to determine the
potential habitats of the brown anole less than 500 meters above sea level in Chiayi area.
Second, we are wondering the properties of the habitat which affect the probability of
occurrence.

We collected 20 the brown anole occurrences with stratified random sampling
based on land cover classification in Santzepu, Chiayi County in July, 2018. 29
environmental coverages are assembled from ASTER GDEM, WorldClim climatic
variables, Landsat 8 image. Predictions are generated in MaxEnt and tested by GBIF
occurrences t. The final model used elevation, thermal infrared, land cover, NDVI and
slope. The AUC value is 0.989 which means the predictions is robust.

The result shows that the brown anole is limited less than 100 meters above sea
level, which means it prefer higher temperature and less rainfall. The thermal band also
shows the brown anole prefer higher temperature. Land cover and NDVI performs that
the brown anole is a generalist, but prefer open vegetation sites.

In conclusion, the result can be the spatial basis of the invasive species
management. We also prove the remote sensing data can provide the instant land surface
states such as the temperature and the vegetation cover that can refine the predictions of

species distribution modeling in lizard species.

keyword : MaxEnt - satellite image ~ invasive species * The brown anole (4nolis sagrei)
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ANREVIERE R R EYZEN - R AR LGE BRI
& R EEETFRE A REVINRAELEEE 1200 {£357T(Pimentel et al., 2005) >
BRI TR S - R EE  REDAREE RS - EERRT 0 AR
EYIbR T EESORRIF Y > e REE B RE £l (ecosystem services)LiAE
It - BRI RRI A BRSBTS R EESRE L — -

YfE Sy At = (Species distribution models, SDM) Heq i {ir P 3 FE FH A A= P 22
o370 o BB ARG 22 AR R Ut T Hriy TEOHIELERE > SPNER R AR AE A 4 57
i BEAEENSZEE -

AWt EAYESAEAGESENTE - et AR REOWEZRR
BT > WHERR TSRV IR R S DR E a AR -

$- % By

VOISR S EUE TR EAM ARV - ARhE B2 5% - & EEN
Bl ann PR R (Campbell, 2003) - ZE]Y 2000 FAEFZFF/K EATERECH
YOS > MRS EBUF SR RYEN - MR EY A E ARSI M H 74
HETPHBSTE B HIE - BERMBUNT SR H 2009 FH5EE - 1eDIRE OHits
PrREEEDE: - ORI E 20 T > EEETEER 88,385 & © 2010 FfEf 10 7T Bk
152,821 & ; 2013 [&F A 3 o > #8F% 133,333 & ; 2017 485 B 5 70 5 2018 4F
EftiEm2EE 6 v BRITEVALE 3 A0l L BEFERE IR M - H Ak
lize T IR E MR EERY 300 B - FEFBIR 30%AERHEE - HH
4 6 A REARUENIGFHBEGERE, 2017) - ZAMBELURPRE - 1EEFAICREE
TR BRI AT AWTFER (S o] DR AEE Y RAAE & S



M T EARIMAEIE EbRREAS - BIL B2 - (FREE ARSI
AFEAIESEIEFFCR I HE, 2014) - SEEARIMIFEREL A B T - (RIGT R
RSN ~ DOKf - WIS - eI B - R ARESE ~ AERREIENE ~ 4
S AEREIUATE HET RS - RYIREIAREY B T EBSE T
i~ T RFEESIIINE ) R T AP EEHS YR ) = WOREEATERAR R - B (B
JeE RIS ARRERIR - B Al LB TS ERE © P s AR
#[E BTN - FERIIVIEERE RS AREE R HM)
R MEDIHIIT e R As &

IR SRS £ S AE 2 B AR 1E AR #1%5 (Global Invasive Species Programme,
GISP)Fr 4 i1y Invasive Alien Species and Protected Areas: A Scoping Report « &5 7
ZERE I [ SR B R B - ]y ReTHIT ~ EREEAS - FRMECAIRI T E -
TRERFIFER] B IRV SRS - Fr{CEHYEARGS (Poorter, 2007) -

Koike (2006) FHE &SGR (meta-population model) » fE#E 2001 ZEFT 2004
FAE H AR RAAERE » S3ATHE BB EEE(Procyon lotor) 534 2 EIEIRA 5 » 5FAS
TR R 1 - N TR A HERT AR T - Koike (8 FIEFEX /34 (cluster analysis)
REERENREE Sy B SRR - bR 2 T — (BB E R B % - SRR
ek < NIRRT T A SRR ERIE A S 1R o TRE R E AR SRR -
Hi Koike HYWIZERILIGA] » EHRSMR ARSI ZEE 340 - BEHIMR AR E
TR - NS G REBEAIRIIECA ~ BT fEHEE R R
EVTHRIN AL — -

Ry T IEEE AR AR ERENE - B G E AR A TIEHE -
FARIRBEERIADEIE: » RESOFE OL RN O FEEDRT > 26 Op i FEE (LR [ B
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SRR - EEAHERY RSN -

IR E O R R AR EEERE - SR AN B GE LR,
2017; #5880, 2011)  AHFFEHIBATEIEE 1) RyakE s FRiiaH 500 AREUT 5
PRI (8 2)s%ee R 2K A =S = SUasE Rt - TWD97 TM2 BEFREE
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AgEE 2 - FERFRE B > = SRR B IEC sk B R B iy thRs - fEZEH o b
T 7R o 32 L e T s LT LA TR — (R R PR TR -+ DR IEAE AR (6 s B P Y R
oI > ATRE AT/ D IR S T AT RE S AR SRR RS

FIF AT GIS HrL PR ASTER GDEM - G228 30 /3 REE S 1215
#(Digltal Elevation Model, DEM) » {32 B4R /K 500 /3 K DL R &l 57 ky 1465760
{EAERE > FOBR LI A 2L 7 (LI ~ Pof LA ~ e s o ~ IR » ek 1234797
{EHEHE -
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IR CTRTE
AR ERE D B OIS, - I ¢ 4T AR « BB
SYATIGE - BEE ERBMERTRAR MRS I - Vs T PR LS 1) it
=+ FF BRSSP PSR AR S St - 7 e oA PR R U
YIRS AHIHI -

AT IX CE

VOIS Olffi(Anolis sagrei) &Y H (Squamata) ~ #i#55r H (Lacertilia) ~ 52
i FH(Iguanidae) - 8 (/& (Anolis) » R T EEMIEE BEES, » 4:R&%! (ecomorph)
et A Ko K1 PR ep- 30 [ (trunk-ground)  HYSE Aiffi(Williams, 1983) > {fmss BRI ARy

B -

DRECHERG EEASEEE  BEMEOERE > GEEREHETE
D2 R B EEIRE - VDR EE A BHERAYIERE AP (sexual dimorphism) > 5
T T RS R I A IR > R I/JH L £ (Snout-to-Vent Length, SVL) AJ#E# 6 /477 -
AR EELY 6-8 N e B MERKITVIAL R AIRAEE S 5 o BG B4 3-4 3 5 s B P 4R (Dorsal
Line){Eat th A Al > MEbiE & R IsEmik - BORSE ~ BEEBENE - TSR
SRIREGREIRTESL (Campbell, 2002) - SN EIHBAR TR R IR B 4L b el 0 - A
=PRI SR R B o fELETEE T - A B EREN R R E R SRR
(West-Eberhard, 1983) » {ELHESAY 28/ ViR TR - JhB)#E[E](home range) K/NMEF-He
FIVERIETRARHYZESE - MM S B R 0.65 “FITARE] 6.3 P AR » -y
3.7 WITAR - BEtERE 1.5 SPF AR BRIy SBEaE 2.8 VTR E] 34 S5
SR S 17.6 P AR ~ 1A 10.5 SP AR SapAGEM EBhEiE 1.4
HARZE 178 SFHAR > P 7.4 SFIAR - FE4EZ 6.6 P I3 R (Schoener &

Schoener, 1982) -



PESORFZ 5 1T HE THY LRI TT Fo(thermal-regulatory behaviours) » /DG S ¢4
WTRES R DS R EE R - CHAE A R TR » Bt R R A 53
BUD IR EMT(Norval et al., 2017) - 5341 » GBIV B EMTREAVEEBIAE - A
HRETEE - BB - B - fhiE BRI E EERN D B MR O - PUE]
JUR MESTEORF 4 BB i % - — A NIEEIE 5 MRy SR E RRIBS A TE
PuEs A FEH = A&/ - (Norval et al., 2012) o

BRI AMRLCHR Ry 2000 5 9 H Noval fEFEFRM/K EAPPREEE] i — Ay
/DI EE ff(Norval et al., 2002) = 2006 F-HE5 5 T AR LM ERIEEEL)D IS (bl 2 1R
BEO AR EItaTE ) - SRR B M A0 LU e = S U R e E A ol
i 1.5 A HEHE N 23 FEE S EER A0 - 2007 FHEFERA EIMERE
BB o bR T s g MoK BA = Uit A EC sk 2D R E M 2 5h - 2006 F5RT T
FEE T B L B P SE sk BPU E (ERE (GRT5 T, 2007) - 2011 FEARES RZREEAHEEA0 > $1
Ea it /D IR 52 (Rl MR T B MBS s - SEFRIR TR sy B UE SN  ZEHAEM
BT mEE R BT R AR RN = A D R B MR (5
40, 2011) - 2014 £ 2015 ] > AE# T HACER /DK L Mi(Lee et al., 2019) -

=

FEARFESTTH @ AR EEING R > JQA/DKRECTIRE > |7
AR REEAEREE Clifi(Anolis carolinensis)(SIRIEHM I FIRHR AR - EAIDIREE
Ol AR > RERCANERE (il & (7] ERE BRI e (Campbell, 2000)
535N » Wardle (2002) 45t} » /DS (i & [ (B R ik A 35 FE R 21T - 208
W BT /D IR S M A [ TP R S R MRV B E o VIR MG A SR E S
AR S e B - Al EIERRATERUN K - EER 2 P 2 [ R (iR

2005)
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Grinnell (1917)f2 L (niche) LS - JZFEFE R E 1t T IR PR (L /Y P
ANZR - MEE LR R AT BLST Ry )R T (biotic factors)BE5EAE PR T (biotic factors) °
VNI EYIEN S BRI R - G40 © &~ SR -~ ardE  JEEYIR T
RS e B A A E RIS RERIRINE - ERERCH ~ R - Grinnell 52 1%L
EVERIRSHIB AT - WRtREVER —ERRT - HEAIRIEHEE
R — HpS YRR 2 R R - VIR S e - B A TS AR R
Sy VtE - WIEEEL S (coexist)(Griesemer, 1992) < Charles Elton 1 Al 14V
M AR (R - tEBEYIERY#E L EERE L - ZBAEBL T 'Y
Grinnell 1 Elton {j-& L A& (Begon et al., 2005) - B 44 Ryt gz (habitat

niche) 1T EEIEAL (functional niche) °

Gauze (1934)3%at— 2SIV ESSR - BRI A THYEREEIRE - WHRH Tt
FHER:(Gause’s principle, or competitive exclusion principle)dfl 2 » 57k (F B — g
N WYREALBAEERALR - B RAILE - BEMEE RS -
7 Grinnell FJRELES ©

Hutchinson (1957)fER A ARG b RPIRERVEFME: - IERIERIEIE - B ak
TEFFy AN T EIRAEYIN TR BRI R Y ARz R T - SRR YR
REE YRR RIIRRE - IMA{EE SR B BRIV ZER 2t YRS A F
WERIHIRRS - T8 Ry R4 REHE( (fundamental niche) » TIAER AL RERE(L ATRRE - -
S VVERES A OB R B PR ZE ] - T8 Ry B PR AEREHE (L (realized niche) -

Macarthur & Levins (1967)#& A T Hutchinson AYMES: » fEMEL B & B4 EERE
TE—4EE S 422 i &R ARV EET > R I B R (niche theory) o 73
s DA B0y > RS T YA BB AR AT 5 P EEFIE (species saturation)
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AR  HAVEE - SR SRS IR AR R A YR
TEIE SR - Ry ZROTARVYIEIE S (A B Ay ARRRE - BRI B Sm Ay 25 -

1 1980 F£4X - AP RAT LIS T BtZ OIIREIENSE - AR G
F(null model) - RIEAFZEH A R Z FI5T 2 BE(Simberloff, 1978; Strong, 1980) °
EERIVHEAZEERE - IREVHEREEEET) ~ 7 - S z=RE Y > el

B 2 A LAY AE YA {FIRBE(Chase & Leibold, 2003; Colwell, 1992) -

Fz & FELFHS

- i

IR A5 5((Species distribution models, SDMs)j2 7 48 L RIRVY)fE /A0 &
EARRI L > DL T AR A M s B SR R Y AR © RIS VA ~ BRI
LB G AR ER (B AT AR SR B 4 [ Y h AE B Ry 5e i (Elith &

Leathwick, 2009)

(Bl 70 T (5 FH 2 e AR ME [l BR A0 1 eR B o0 A (Stauffer, 2002) - FRIRAYERHE
U S R — R R ( presence-absence) © £ Zep MEF Y 3R & (Generalized linear
models, GLMs) » {EELHA[E]ER J77ARVYIRE 7> Aits U A E E % » GLMs
VBS54 - 40 - JRFE RE > Afi(non-normal distributions) ~ fill7AH (additive terms)
FR4R it & el (nonlinear fitted functions)¥s - /2 H ATET ZAETHYBHIRERE © fifE
FEERT  ERAEYEENR SRR FERR » A55 IS IEREI R FAE
Bl BES I B B (Presence-only) B Y 5 =X [A] I 4 4% Fe2 tH 2 > (4
GARP(Genetic Algorithm for Rule-set Prediction)(Stockwell, 1999)£i1 MaxEnt(Phillips

et al., 2006) -



ZE A AR RS R R (A TV BRI T AN © BUEE IR - YR
Bkt~ BRI - SRS S LAV R MR R - W EH ARG REYH

HECer BRI BRI 0t RAeFHVEET - ERBUEE AL -

H A s AR U2 PR Bt ~ 3K~ TR E A FIERET - FARTEAIE R —
FEANEYSAEY - BOEIMER FEIRER TR > IS ERE ¢ SRR
RAHVPIE ~ TR ~ EVIRFIN T SEIRER  RIREE N HAYESE . &
BYMRPIE © AR S -

= ~ MaxEnt & % %4 84 # 50

B A SR (maximum-entropy principle) He#REIRNGETTIEE > TAE S (EHIK
PRI A SERAVERHET TR BGHE RS - REMEIRER IR ER NEILAVAT A - A2
e H PR A ST EXTRIPR IR (T M HARSLERRH T A L AT (Do

& B A B AN {E(Jaynes, 1957)

MaxEnt & H Ai#E 2 (£ - 1M B 56 B R AR R E R H AR A =
(Elith, Graham, et al., 2006) - MaxEnt R FElE A4S E 3 BRI A2 EXY)
T EECERAVATRS B bRl - B AB B RAEER - SIESHIREEE > EITYHE
TIATE R EE -

ST EANIFTEERES R X RIEER AT Ky B RV E AR -
PRI o S3lic XSRS PEEREL x —FEIEREARERT () - AT MR ERE
fI%y 1 - MaxEnt {y HEVERECHAYA 2R E R T > BT {URT BYE IR Ty
Afi f> (Elith et al., 2011) > b/ AT SHIRRRHIBER AT AR il E T H AR AT -

RIZIEHESE > & AYREER |
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H(ﬁ)z—zﬁ(x)lnﬁ(x) (1)

Xex
B 7(x) Ry ATAE x S EAVHEERIE - In Fy B ZREE -
FEIY Gibbs BRI PIREAEAEL x HEREARAT /A (Phillips et al., 2006) £

exp (G X f1i(x) + G X (%) + -+ + G X fi(%)) (2)

P(x) = 7

Hr C BEEFE fi BER(feature) - & HEESAT P Al HEAVE{EER
(real-valued variable) » (%2 ZXH IS (ELHERZ BLEL H AR ATV SR (EAHEIE © Z /5y
HEPRIFFTEIER N FT A $EA8 Z AR IR K 1 AUEREAE R %L -

MaxEnt f2 U E eI SRE R B thig—(EReE: - e RI9E D C= (0, . . .,
0) » #EfTiE A (teration)FFH —(E= S (EMEE Ci > HRIRIZERHZ= BRI
{E (convergence threshold)s2 ZE FZAIEL - (EAIHYE RS - Gibbs BRI ARt
RUCRCRE - A1 B T RE R AR B S (overfitting) o Ry BB ER C; #RIRAHE A > MaxEnt
1 {s A IERI{E(regularization ) iE —(ERE R FAHIPR A > (E AL AV (EREIT
BRSPS - MIRE 2EFCFEE -

ARG 70E AT B MME AR (threshold-dependent evaluation) B3 ERE{E ¢
8 (threshold-independent evaluation) - RE{E fKFE /&S =M E HRIE > @ PMEEHIR
PR BRI BIERE 7 R A 310 - /N BIERYE 73 Ry EYIE 3 A
ACARBRIE EE A 372 45 (confusion matrix)(F& 1) -
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1 SHLEEEREE S SFEAEE (2E Manel et al., 2002)

B
A a8l
TP FP
TR
FN TN
TP : HGME FP: {5 FN: (B2t TN : HizM

RIBERZFEEAY 4 FEFEN - AT UE RO A FEEREGEE 2)  WEEVE
(sensitivity) ~ £EFL[EE (specificity) ~ TSS (true skill statistic)(Allouche et al., 2006)7(]
Kappa (BS54 » HAPUEE - F7528 » RS TR D2 A] DLAFR SDM THAIEL
BP0 2 Y —E4:(Manel et al., 2002) -

JERIE AR 401 BERE RIS (receiver operating characters curve,
ROC) » HREE_FFHE » GRS T » e BTt - IR - DL 1 - S
b R R BT T ASHORSESE H ROC 4 —(ETEHIAE S B
SPHMEE  MEZE | - SRR ERERT - Y R SEEOBURRE R > (I - LU
ROC 1% F#iH% (area under ROC curve, AUC) » 5 2 fE 2 FEHIE 1 oAmsts -
AUC {EAFEEE 0 51 1 » Hooh 1 (RaB52 26T » 2 0.7 AT TTHeSE 1/ > 0.8
RFBEATEHIE R > (€1 0.5 ToRBRFIRME T - LRSI -
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R 2 AR ARG N TR (0 H Manel etal., 2002)

A AT sFEAF /7 Bt
BRI ( TP +TN) / ( TP +FP+FN+TN)
BUEE (sensitivity) TP/ ( TP +FN)
HEFE (specificity) TN/ (FP+TN)
TSS (true skill statistic) BB+ e -1

(TP+TN)-[(TP+FN)(TP+FP)+(FP+TN)(FN+TN)] * 100%

Kappa B

1-[(TP+EN)(TP+EP)+(FP+TN)(FN-+TN)]
ROC Hh4F feadh - 1 - FREME A - BURVE
AUC H ROC Hh4F T HEIfH

TP : Ef5M4 FP: {A&f5ME FN - {(Gfzi: TN : Hizit
Y& SRERHEASF R

THMIPIRE AT A KSR EIHY 22 B - BB AR 2 PRI IR I EeA - 11
BRETTHRMGERE - @M o] IR BERFEERY R > Rk B E Y
AVER R - BRI E 2N R SRR - TR AR

Ve & 2= el B RE it FE AV S - E AR E A2 R T 1T - 3]
a0 FER#EER G RN E AT E AR AP RIS - WihEHZEES LIVE
YE 1 Ef &2 (Guinet et al., 1995) ; Z£[E] Theodore Roosevelt [58 27/ [E|FEF =fE 5 taks2

AR AR ALAE R ER (Euphorbia esula) » &0 ] =% 809 (Root et al., 2002)
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T H P A Z R A ERS S A0 E R MBI T - oI HIFT &R
IHEYIPIEER I SR BRI SR HE(S e84 T (primary productivity) »
SR ~ BERNAERE - TS =S ARHGEE R e A E Y S E e B AR B A 28 -

H AT A SRR A Il - (5 FAE L fE 1R (vegetation index, VI)EGE M
BHEYATCE(E R EEESNE - #E(5754J4) £ 7 & (net primary productivity, NPP)
PR AR D B S E T TR (5 > FEAFIRYZE RS ~ BRI/ AE RE &
ARG - QR IENIBEIE DL R RS R (AT GER - INIEA eI A A T HEMS £ )
ZEEMERE - FEREIR ARG RS E A HERE - W EFEZ A&
ZARHIHY S R B

SRMBAE T, IR AT REPRHIN 2R > Johnson (1998)F AFIA NOAA FIEUMRE
Fr RS RSE R - FEAR R RE (b 7= 22 1H £ 45 £ (Normalized Difference
Vegetation Index, NDVI) - FEHERIERF TR ST MR - AEMERE 89% - #4b5E
A TEESEER > ERERRESEESHIERE - 12884 70-88%H]
THHIAERERE - T BE PR E B THE S R TRMIRE

F B E A [BOR (5 S A A R THER Y & FE AR M T A - A S &
#haEtE ~ AVENPHERTH - fld - FADEE(idan ST R EEE A RS E
AVIE S > (€ = 4ERVIE gealtmle sy e g NI n e e - AIE BRSOy Y E

B (Turner et al., 2003) ©

Sillero (2012)f#iF T Bioclim ~ Mahalanobis distance + GARP F{1 MaxEnt PUfgiz
R » AR [Ca R (F Ry iR - Chfs sl A A& A2 Gt e & e LAY
AT« RIS D720 A ROC 4R - AU {7758 & (3 /) Spatial Spearman FH[E
SRR NG R R E 0B > RS E B 2= 2 - RN > FIAm 2 R
TLAYRAEY » B BRI 251 - 8 ml s Bl B s B AR s Y 22 [E AT A R -

P RPN > &R A E NG E I EBE R E - EAITR/DE R
14



BB Ca2HEN Y b - W B G aa AR S A SR AE Y - HAEENIRE
ghee )] - PR E ROR S SRS A S HVHR M - RIE R TG EE B
T TEHIEE J1(Leyequien et al., 2007) °

Raxworthy (2003) 3 F]F B2 00 1 BT R MODIS 52816 77 -3 Al
FIRIAE A5 & GARD YR A FI M 25 B 72102 (6 BN Chamaeleonidae)
SIAREEAL o SiTiEt S LM S - B REAAEREEIR 7 ME
BEPE

Amntzen & Alexandrino (2004)7E %% o 43 %514 (Golden-striped salamander,
Chioglossa lusitanica) N W FEEL N 7L AIHFE - B T (5 NDVI ZSME(ER T GIS
Iy 0 SRR EY B B AL [ Y A VEAE K E RS - EZRREH NDVI 5
R - (HFE R A BELILTT % - IR R Rk A -

EE R ZR B 5 BV e i B B E RIS o AR E e 4g L B
HhfEl > A4S 2000 G222 2010 AT ERTERL » SO AR R AT A FFE S G
fir - AR RCHPIRE AR E » WHSTRVEERIEE 1 IR SR EEER B B W I B e s S Y
CEEZHE - Bor T EANZGA R IES RS ¥ (5 HY 48 i N %5 8%

(Hawlitschek et al., 2011) °
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- E R

AWFEEHETE 30 A REEMPERERSE ZiR(E 3) > /& 2009 F 6 AKX
FEIRZEHREBN H AL R A G FHY ASTER 2@ rise G5t R - £k L
e A EREENAEI &R - BT IT7EEM > THBe GIS f0v ASTER
GDEM & i & 28 A S, RO e Isk T st R B —[EliE -

PSSR - #E - JE =IR2E - SRREEY R EEAIRGIHN
T RIS - SEHRECLE SRR - EMRFIEYIRY 310 - SEEFOEER -
M REENCRIE ARSI A > nIREAE S A B I P R FRI AP -
W EIRHIAEYITE I E ERYES) - 2R -

ASTER GDEM ERHEHTE S 1 5P (arc second) » &Y 30 AR EfEAF#T

FE—N R« B ~ B 53 B ArcGIS 1 aspect ~ slope 4T E4EFSE -

16



A

N

WHEEDEM

Value
High : 500

- Low:0

Km

3 #5tl& DEM
= ~ WorldClim § & 3 #

WorldClim &5 — #4771 2016 45 6 H » YLEE T 1970 1] 2000 4=t FLAyE H R
FE B[ /KR, » WARAFEFE ~ 2R~ P BRI IR RS » BB 19 THR SR 3) -
T ELA 26 M 2 R AT il LB A o AWTZE(E T 30 JIR 2= (KU 1
NH)

% 3 WorldClim 55 — B SS(CE SR BH

5 e e SRR
Biol IR H PR E R
Bio2 APRRHEGE  FHEREREREZ A RERE =87

17



Bio3

Bio4

Bio5

Bio6

Bio7

Bio&

Bio9

Biol0

Bioll

Biol2

Biol3

Biol4

Biol5

Biol6

Biol7

Biol8&

Biol9

s

GEEESH

W

IR Z

B/

R HFKE

i

Az HEKE

P KR

BREFEKE

HZ R [EKE

BIRFHK R

B2 FIEKE

H yyj W/Jm E@X?E/Eum?z x 100
FEIRAVEEAER x 100
8 H Wi H 06

e /2 H AR H 300

=
El

A H s — e H &R

el
:[n
EE

%

K EREI=EH 2 3R

[ K ERRR = H Z H¥Eh

AR =& H Z AP

B ={# H Z AR

R /KA

ik

Ff e H 7K

Rl
g
R
il

&R

g

il

AR H K

w
il

KRS

EFRKERESN=E A FEREKE
B K E AR = H Pl KE
EHREREI = H P EKE

RS RARA =8 H K E
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~ Landsat 8 4% &1

I

Landsat Z50#2 HREIRZER B (NASA) Z HIEREIHIFE > FreskZ2ike
# 2.4% (World Reference System-2, WRS-2) o~y Path / Row 241 2y » 5757 Path
117-118 » Row 42-45 - iR > BSR4 By & HAF ) 10 BE > £ 16 KAFAHE—H,
& © landsat 8 5Z{50A 11 EZER(FR 4)  HAIZEE 8 Fa sl #%(0.50-0.68y m)
BA 15 ARZEMEREE B 15 7 BUGEY 9 2 ZERETE R 30 AR - Tk
Be 10 ~ 11 RyBAATAME » Z=REfAT RISy 100 AR -

75 4 landsat 8 7 EACHEEHA

S it ME (um) AT (m)
Band 1 JBFE/RIAE (coastal/aerosol) 0.435 - 0.451 30
Band2  E5(Blue) 0.452-0.512 30
Band3  %%(Green) 0.533 - 0.590 30
Band4  4[(Red) 0.636 - 0.673 30
Band 5  #T4L4M(Near Infrared , 0.851-0.879 30
NIR)
Band 6 %5741 1(Shortwave 1.566 - 1.651 30

Infrared 1, SWIR 1)

Band 7  FR4T4ME 2(Shortwave 2.107 - 2.294 30

Infrared 2, SWIR 2)

Band 8 £ ftfE (Panchromatic) 0.503 - 0.676 15

19



Band9 #&Z (Cirrus) 1.363-1.384 30

Band 10 Z\4T4MY¢ 1 (Thermal 10.60 - 11.19 100 * (30)

Infrared 1, TIRS 1)

Band 11 F&THME 2 (Thermal 11.50 - 12.51 100 * (30)

Infrared 2 , TIRS 2)

DL 100 A REATEEUCEE TIRS JZEL - (HAEER P ERTEREEE 30 AR

EAHELZGNFRIMEERERS > NAEGERENZGRESLESY > T
RGN ERE R IE » AT ZE(H HIHY Landsat 8 §2{5(8 4) > 0 HIH{E 2017 4 4
H 2 5% J2 2017 4 1 HE( 2018 4 4 A > /A ZEEFZEARL 10%)HIF45 -

20



Al

N

THAE
I wmsm
Landsat 8 2017040254
RGB

- Red: Layer 4
_ Green: Layer_3
- Blue: Layer 2

4 Landsat 8 2017/04/02 s21%

55787574 F] ERDAS Imagine SFHJIEESE = 47)E % ISODATA (Iterative
Self-Organizing Data Analysis Technique) - ISODATA JAF DL e/ N St RE Sk i 43 Rk
15+ SeDAE S E Ry NERIE E - RS E BEEEHEE - N E R
NEHAAMERE KR IE - FREES AN 280H B St Bis i & =
st bR ERE S EERISE - EEEERERER - SUETHE 30 8
HEGER 6 Mt EEE GG - B 5 KoBsER - B o—E 10 &
TSR R o BRI R AR B KES - ERE  R
EAIE] ~ EIEH > M5 RIARES 1 E] 6 0 DS —RE LRI A R S
et (B 11) - BEEGHEE 0.495 - kappa {H 0.334 7 5551 » FRA/DIR & i AT{GHY
100 {EEERE - WECsk T LB EAVEEIRN - Bse s R EAHEE 0.700 - kappa {H
0.601([& 12) -

21



mELsk 3

5 ISODATA +Hh7zE= sy kEsE

6 ARSI 1 ¢ AL

22



7 ARSI 2 ¢ REHE

8 LthAEEIEA 4 1 AR
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9 tihEEHALS R

10 THIZGSHEAY 6 © HRih
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- I S 2 S Mk

fﬂ; Rk st T | mEem | ey et o PR
R ESYN 164894 64597 3559 1955 51422 296 286723 0.58
# B 69029 97237 1537 766 70194 176 238939 0.41
o K 655 1007 39623 691 3567 35 45578 0.87
| JEEE 10083 12645 16438 8569 39946 1747 89428 0.10
4t
& [
=} 4 38328 30246 4511 3594 199149 7094 282922 0.70

Bt

) 3848 5857 674 299 84285 10022 104985 0.10

4=t 286837 211589 66342 15874 448563 19370 1048575

%E E 0.57 0.46 0.60 0.54 0.44 0.52

I

i 0.495 kappe 0.334

?Jrf%ﬁ;:? R appa .
11 DAL A A A & e 1+ 1 A 2 A 0 R A AR e

B+ IS S AR
+ - . RE TR N
T B EEE T M |EEEBE

A il = ! =
i Fuai 26 0 1 28 0.58
=| 2 10 10 2 0 22 0.41
g 0 2 0 1 10 0.10
Bi:}
i FE 1 1 2 21 4 29 0.70
g 5 ]

Rt 0 3 0 2 & 11 0.10

ZH

fs 37 17 9 25 12 100

\é E# 0.70 0.59 0.78 0.84 0.50

B

= 0.700 k 0.607

\ . APpa d
__IiEE

12 DUR A A R e 1 3 78 5 S A A e A R
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i MTL X AYEVE S 7T DURFEAL YNGR BRI R SEE (DN)FEHA Y S sk
SR A B KSR e TH S SR S (top of atmosphere brightness temperature) @ A SE

Ji TH 52 1 P Bt T 2 B AR > Aok el LS AR A LTI (Good, 2016)

DN {HEHAROCHHRSR AT

Ly = My Qoo + Ay (3)
Hrfr
L, = TOA Jtzligst 3
My = EERTHIEERGE AR
O = NisBE
4, = BEENPEILEEGER AR

pio i R ES LS VN I D S A

re— (4)
In (IL(;+1)
Hoifr :
T = KRREBIHEZEREE (K)
L, = TOA %
Ki = Rk |
Ky = RERlp AR 2

26



THEEEREHA T =EERSE R ERELIEIRE (normalized

difference vegetation index, NDVI) ~ #HE(EZEFIRE 512 (normalized difference

m

moisture index, NDMI) ~ +BEZA#EAE #7587 (soil-adjusted vegetation index, SAVI) -

DFATR

NDVI:M (5)
PNIR T PR
NDM] = PNIR — Pswirt (6)

PNIR T Pswiri

SAVI = (1 + Ls)(pnir — PR) (7)

(Ls + pnir + PR)

Hrf -
P wir = PTALINERES
P r = ADYER

Pswr = B RURALIMEE
Ls = SAVIHVFHEE(RE - IR HIRAmE v DISE R 0.25—1

NDVI &L F R AR AR » HEHEYDE & 0F R AT 2 L AURK -

A] DT R 4 1 A i LA 25 12 1B - NDMI(Gao, 1996; Wilson & Sader, 2002) -2
[l IBRAE - B AR L NDVI Y45 - SAVI B8 FIHREE TR 8 - &

% Ly (ERIEZ NDVIE « Bt Ls Fy 0.25 FoRnEmEMAW - hEmER 0.5 - &%
FEREHE Ry 108 Ls 0% 0 B> SAVI {H i NDVI- At i LY L s {H 5 0.5(Huete,
1988) - NDVI » NDMI {&i f§ ERDAS Imagine -FAViH4HETE - SAVI {(REEHTTH 7 1H5E
Y 6 JH T EEE Lo » ARPRELEIEL R 0.25 » IREHEE R 0.5 » HAtEH]
sk 1o
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mi% > FEAUTFEATERE RV HIRECE: - R R E B e 8 R E Y
TR A - NI R T AU B e S 5 A E A RE E Y S R
Almss ok L3 a SRR R RRE S R REEERY 0/1 Bk FHAA ArcGIS
1 Filter #4HAY High pass filter {Fi24% 5% (edge enhancement) = 12 &GIE Y104

FR{EMEER 6.8 - AEMEMBIEER—1 > AAMERHEER—-0.7 -
TSR U BB
Tith B EFA A e R BV IR B i RE S o Y EE N R - NI AT AR IR

Landsat 8 #2580 HHIY 6 T+ S > (R JBRErE e -

7 FERE AR (stratified random sampling) & {KHEA FEEEE - Rl SIRG /T R
T4l - Bl Ry (strata) > A [F] 82 AV EHOCRUY - [F]— & 2 [RAY SRR
/INERET > PR 2 Tt R A o

AHFELL 6 FH LA E AT SR AR EL B > et ek E T 6 B TAE
FEA: 100 {EAIFERE(E 13) - SIS RVEREIE S o
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m S

m =i
K
o &5
28 =8
& R
13 Zefiloy fE MErhiisy 100 {E15EL
% 5 6T HEEERE
I EE AR S g [=ERasn =N =5
FUN N 315693 25.56 % 37
B 250313 20.27 % 17
7KEg 98269 7.95 % 0
i 112918 9.14 % 9
L= [ 335458 27.16 % 25
o S IKELY) 122146 9.89 % 12
4B 1234797 100 % 100
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114

HE AR HGENE - HRENEASTERENBE—ENERHA - F54%
HE B —RPERDS - RFEBIHVPIREEAE Hac sk MK - K T ENEERGRESR -
B FFE AR E B R n (5T, 2009) -

TR AT R BEAE IS B K A T3 > SRANE AR L 10 BhE 12 &
FHBESAEAE 3x3 WM EIE PIRYRT AR o SCERAYIE H AR - R - 8
& - GPS BB - AECirE) DI E MR BB R HIRECE: - R ILUEE
20 IR ECR(E 14) -

14 20 FHBRECER(ER O =)L 109 58 GBIF HIRELHk (5 B =79)

54N » 1 BERA W) AE LA (Global Biodiversity Information Facility,
GBIF)HYEfHEE T 445 FER] - GRE HHZEIE PR ERECSR - LS /e AR 494
PR ECER S O —2E G DLRZ AR Y P LA R R © A 3 109 FE B ECER (B
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14) » {E B REBATHER IR -

5 M # | e B A & MaxEnt 340 (K JH 4 4k

https://biodiversityinformatics.amnh.org/open_source/maxent/) » A >5[ H ZRFE 5 {5

Y8E American Museum of Natural History, AMNH) |~ & MaxEnt BYFf§RR A

6 Ry IRy 28 {EZRH U R -

* 6 EHERY]

L% BT
demtest R

aspect 17 ]

slope Ity i

Biol IR

Bio2 HFEom HEsE
Bio3 SR

Bio4 FomZEEIME
Bio5 Bl H =i
Bio6 i A iR
Bio7 R
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Bio& BEES=N

Bio9 HZZRYR

Biol0 BRI

Bioll B2 R

Biol2 FFKE

Biol3 g H FEKE

Biol4 Az A fKE

Biol5 FE/KZREtE

Biol6 BREEKE

Biol7 HZRIEKE

Biol8 BlERlEKE

Biol9 R ElEKE

NDVI R b RE AR
SAVI TR e
NDMI WA LR RREIEE
raster 7to6 T E AR
toabt ¢ KRR ERE
Edge5 RE -~ wEES
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WHFEAR(E 15)KRE oy Rt seer &= ~ BRMURELEH - U I ELERES - 45

RELERUTRHESY - B9t REIES — —BHNE > BRI ~ FHeUET

EABRES - (EAEEEI G FAIER -
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B R EEL E

!

IR

h
A4

—

PillEv e N
(GBIF)

B
(FR )

—— = —

I Seatr 0 1

'

v

ASTER
EriA TR

WorldClim
Sl

Landsat 8
ARG

3 GHth A R

19 4H R (B

6 4H R

o o —— — -y

TR RR
Pearson FH[3

I

Maxent #2775

15 Wt

3

\

7 test gain EATHEY

HER B

.

Eham R
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¥=8 SR

- AR

MaxEnt 058 BRI ARV E i EA — B AR A% » A5eEAETA
EkHE g - AR Ry WGS_1984_UTM_Zone 50N » 4888 K/NTRE By 30 A
R o 5 ArcGIS 10.2 Y Raster to ASCII ThgEEERHA /% ASC f&(American Standard

Code for Information Interchange) °

C SN kA

MaxEnt #1877 Samples f#fizfii A 20 [EFEE 2109 HICHTE RS0 ok

> 555 GBIF 1y 91 SEHHEREC ki A Test sample file » SR FUHEE R - F TR

SRITEA 2 T H 4R M (multicollinearity) - DL Pearson AHEH I HT([E 16) - MECRZSEEL
EIAERBR AR NS 0.7 - B S LR (28 = EAHRR - [ T Bio2 ~ Bio3 ~ Bio7

Biol5 7 4b » #HEAGEEE AR 0.7 » Bio2 ~ Bio3 ~ Bio7 ~ Biol5 {iZ A HHET %8t

ZRORIR 0.7 « FEAREEHTH] - B HEFIE B R R LRSS e iiik

B o
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# Dem X gopel 2 3 4 5 65 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 ndmi nd MQOQ mm¢=n,m~cﬂ
dem 1.00

P 010 100

slope 0.68 0.08 1.00

1 094 -0.10 -0.63 1.00

2 041 008 034 -0431.00

3062 009 0.49 -0.630.95 1.00

4 082 -0.07 -0.58.0.76 -0.06 -0.36 1.00

5 077 0.05 -0.49 0.7 0.18 -0.09 0.87 1.00

6 -0.76 -0.10 -0.54 0.80 -0.85-0.90 0.39 0.32 1.00

7006 005 0.09 -0.09091 0.73 0.35 0.52 -0.64 1.00

8 -0.96 0.00 -0.650.97 -0.33 -0.57 0.89 0.85 0.71 0.05 1.00

9 -0.74 -0.10 -0.53 0.66 -0.67-0.77 0.51 0.39 0,81 -041 0,66 1.00

10 -096 -0.00 -0.65 097 -0.33-0.57 0.89 0.85 0.71 0.05 1,00 0.66 1.00

11 088 -0.10 -0.59 095 -0.600.72 0.57 0.59 0.91 -0.34 0,88 0.69 0.8 1.00

12 090 011 064 -0.850.66 0.81 -0.69 0.5 0,88 0.34 -0.84 -0.89-0.84 -0.84 1.00

13 0.82 011 059 -0.76 0.7 087 -0.57 -0.40 -0.91 0.50 -0.74 -0.90 -0.74 -0.80 0.98 1.00

14 0.85 009 060 -0.73043 0.63 -0.81 -0.62 -0.65 0.08 -0.81 -0.82 -0.81 -0.64 0.92 0.86 1.00

15 032 006 029 -0.18073 0.72 -0.19 0.18 -0.53 0.62 -0.19 -0.61 -0.19 -0.25 0.62 0,73 0.59 1.00

16 087 011 062 -0.81069 083 -0.66 -0.49 0,88 0.39 -0.81 0,89 -0.81:0.81 1,00 0.99 0.91 0.68 1.00

17 081 011 058 -0.750.76 087 -0.57 -0.40-0.89 0.48 -0.74 -0.92 -0.74 -0.77 0.96 0.96 0.8 0.68 0.97 1.00

18 0.86 011 062 -0.80 0.71 085 -0.64 -0.47 0,88 0.41 -0.79 -0.89 -0.79 -0.81 0.99 0.99 0.90 0.69 1.00 0.97 1.00

19 071 010 050 -0.75 087 090 -0.32 0.25 -0.98 0.68 -0.65 -0.78 -0.65-0.87 0.85 0.89 0.60 0.5¢ 0.85 0.87 0.86 1.00

ndmi 0.30 0.04 0.24 -033 031 034 -0,15-0.12-0.36 0.23 -0.28 -0.24 0.28-0.35 0.33 0.33 0.23 0.20 0.3 031 034 037 1.00

ndvi 035 005 0.30 -0.39 0.5 0.57 -0.16 -0.01 -0.50 0.45 -0.32 -0.37 -0.32 -0.44 0.45 048 0.32 039 0.46 047 048 053 0.77 1.00

299 000 0.00 000 0.00 001 000 0.00 0.00 -0.01 001 0.00 0.0 0.00 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 000 0.01 -0.09 -0.04 100
savilc 029 0.05 0.26 -0.34 0.5 0.56 -0.11 0.06 -0.47 0.47 -0.26 -0.34 -0.26 -0.40 0.40 044 0.27 040 042 043 044 049 0.63 0.95 -0.05 100
toabt 34 0,02 -0.26 0.38 0.15 0.04 0.35 048 0.13 027 038 0.04 038 0.29 -0.20-0.12 -0.21 0.17 -0.17 -0.10 -0.15 -0.09 -0.5 -0.18 0.00 -0.03 1.00

L U6

4
=

SR B B AR AH A A

& 16
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PRIR[E g T o fE e B i S S R I A (Categorical )& » HERaEk
&7 (Continuous) &} - )35 Create response curves ~ Make pictures of predictions ~
Do jackknife to measure variable importance » 5 %= B Cloglog - B fg ZEE A Ky
ASC 15 » HERCRIFTHEEECE © #8750 r(Jackknife analysis) /i — RN ZRHY
JE%7(Single gain)) BUAERAZ AR HVE GRS (Single loss) » FIZKEHG RS
AR TG R AR RV -

AT TSR 7 RS X EREE (cross-validation) - 30 (s Y IRl {E ARAETE Y
ROC 43¢ THEfE AUC #@ AR » AUC E/MR 0 2 1 2 - (EllEREREER
UZRIARET - 22 0.7 A I BEZAVEERNT] > 0.8 DL LRI TENIE R - (Pearce &
Ferrier, 2000) - AUC &2 FIR VI8 AR R > SRS YRS AR RYER

IH(Elith, Graham*, et al., 2006) °

ISR A 22 28 THEE(E 17) » MEPRE A TR IERIEERE > (B8 T
an I8 Al B R A Y SO B K - PR/ SR AR B A 5 S Y gain {HEE
AUC {8 » 1B BMPRECREAEEAVIRIE - gain (EEST R (E R BT L3RR 8w 7
EAYPIRIVEEER - EUERAHE > P40 gain {ER 2 > ARERBEMUHEIE
FEAFIRRER T expQ)ff > ey 74 (& - 552 gain [HAHR(E - (ARER
BLATEEN B RHEA PR EBEER - BB~ EAERT - etz
il -

Sl (E 18)fY gain EIF R IE - (EZEMEEEAE 19)HH7H (aspect) FIHR
» Hi 2% (edgeS)HIR T AME  NELMIER - NDVI - NDMI A1 SAVI EA K 0.7
HYFHRA > NDVIAE =& Y gain {EEL AUCHr ) 534 (8 20) EEEA SRR -
PRI H:AS: NDMI A1 SAVI -

SRIEBEE AR - TTH M 2B E (bio 12~ 19)EFI[RELHEAB A AR
=Y gain (B EE SR ISR ERASEHEE - AUTFeE 19 ([ERE2EEEE
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BT HIBORIE - —1{E WorldClim S8 E &2 EHVHEETR » & £—(E WorldClim
SRS AR E RN > FEE RN AT IR G B EE R AT
HEGERE, 20172060 - BA GV © SINEResEE - HEH—E
WorldClim S8 > ) e R 230 O AffE ra Bl SO P Bl IR - PSR
A& - WHEEH AN G - RIEATTRR R SR EIE R

17 AP SBE A
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Environmental Variahle

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

w o o~ M e W

aspects |
demtest|
edges [
nemi

nvi [
rastet_7io6 [

savile

slope [

toaht_c

Jackknife of regularized training gain for 1

0.0 0A 1.0 1.5 2.0 24 3.0 35 40 45
regularized training gain
18 HlSREEA gain {HHT 71 70AT4E

40

Without variable ®
With only variable ®

| With all variables ®



Environmental Variahle

Jackknife of test gain for 1

Without variable ®
4 With only variable ®

With all variables ®
10[ 7

T
121
131
147
151
16
177
187
1497

w o = o (5] = [7%)
T T
1

aspects |
demtest|
edges [
nemi

nvi [
rastet_7io6 [
savilc [
slope [

toaht_c

0.0 0.5 1.0 14 2.0 25
test gain

(%)
=
o
(53]
I
=

19 MEBHA gain (BT ]34
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Environmental Variahle

Jackknife of AUC for 1

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

w o o~ M e W

aspects
demtest
edges
ndmi

nvi
rastert_7tog
savilc

slope
toaht_c

0.50

0.55

0.60 0.65

& 20

070 075 080 0.85 090 085
AUC

ISR A AUC BT 7)o iés

42

1.00

Without variable ®
With only variable ®

| With all variables ®



TRIRIER 8 S 12 (E (demtest) ~ se[E R [ (toabt_c) ~ +-3th A& 77 K(raster_7to6)-
NDVI ~ JzE BT A - G AR AUC {H 0.989 - AEEEARFH AUC H
0.966 » BTN EAIREFHIAIRI@E 21) -

Sensitivity vs. 1 - Specificity for 1
10F I I I I I I I I I I | . Training data (AUC = 0.8984) =

Test data (AUC = 0.966) ®
paf 4 Random Prediction (AUC=05) ®

Sensitivity (1 - Omission Rate)
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1 - Specificity (Fractional Predicted Area)
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SRR (toabt_¢) ~ NDVI ~ 378 ~ + #7835 474 (raster_7to6) e
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Variable Percent contribution Permutation importance
demtest 65.6 88.2

toabt ¢ 21.9 6

rastert 7to6 6.7 0.4

ndvi 4.2 3.9

slope 1.5 1.4

Jackknife of regularized training gain for 1

% demtest Without variable =
= . With anly variable ®
m ndvi ) .
= With all variables ®
‘E rastert_7to6
(i}
E
E slope
z
T foaht_c
0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0 1.2 1.4 16 1.8 20 22 24
regularized training gain
= e o x5z :
22 RS EISREE A 5 THEREL gain {H
Jackknife of test gain for 1

2 gemtest| MM | inoutvariable =
= . | With anly variable ®
3 ndvi [ : _
= With all variables ®
£ rastert_7to6 [ I 1
sk}
= T 1
E slope
= |
& toant_c [

I |

)

0o 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
test gain

23 EAHSURIRUEEA S TR gain (6
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Jackknife of AUC for 1

demtest 1 withoutvariable =
With only variable ®

With all variables ®

nelvi
raster_vtof

slope

Environmental Variable

toabt_c

0.65 0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95
AUC

24 EABEAEIRIEAS 5 TR AUC (5

25 /DR Cef oA PRI Gl o A)

ST A 25 BRIV E T AR IS B R AR AT - B
AT E T R A S AR AL SR A BURR Bl 52 B (Maximum  training sensitivity plus

specificity) HYRA{H 0.300 5 » ] LMSE—sREDRTHMIA /Y ATlE -

53 DIHIBABASER IR - A6 DLG/ Rk A RIS BUAHEERS - felE 26 el LUE
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1sam

Value
e High : 0832924

B ow 1 -0.908581

27 ISR ABLEA A TR 32 (E [

L s

-~ B RERESR

VR AR AT 7E Tt &CH R AT AV B — TR AR 2 T - H2E
AR E R TN NS BEE AL /7 i 8 %E (Beaumont et al., 2005) -~ HEfHE
MRS HEZAE MaxEnt 808G R I0 T IEANEIOAE - B 00 A8 5 fik & 98 4 (Elith et
al., 2011) > {HEER AFTEEEH AN P E 17)F > SRR RS - 3
R AR SERATEH -

ATFEr e 28 (R s 5 (W > (F RID R B Ay TR T - i
PRIE gain {EHER S {EAVHF (aspect) MR ~ HHE45 (edgeS) » Bt Pearson FHEH
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i DUsi2 EARBRREEEUE ESF ST - Austin & Smith (1989) &
ZTEAEREREE (ecological gradient) : R/ (resource gradient) /45 AP HFEHY
YYEEEEE o B0 B - K S S EHEREE (direct gradient)2HER EEENAE - H
BB A AT LAY SEAVERIRINZ  BI40  JRFE - pH (A 5 [EIEERRE (indirect
gradient) ZH5 B4 V)¢ E A FEARRA MRV ERER A Z - B4 © B97% - i - R
W ArE - BRI #E - Guisan & Zimmermann (2000)57 R ERE T I E
PR (E R TEHIS 8L 7R TR R T RE R e AR MR B AR R Uit > 77
FEF T - > #5A] DA i P s B R B K B3 - TR (B B A
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EGAAMERE RN BRI E -
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Guisan & Hofer (2003) fE&ea SR A E PR Fr - 13 TR E - KR SA (BT
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FEANTFET - FlSte SR i B = AR - HFbR TR R -
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PRAMEY - BZE(E 29)HIR e Hh 4R TP B8R0 DEC B Ol & LH IR TR 4R - /MR
17.5 Ry -

Response of 1 to demtest
1.0

oar

nar

=
[ar]
T

=
i
T

cloglog output

=
=
T

nzr

or

nor

] 100 200 300 400 500
demtest

28 SfRELER AR

49



Response of 1 to slope

o o 2 o o =
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1 1 1 1 1 1

cloglog output

=

=
T
I

0.2r 7

0ar 7
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Fischer & Lindenmayer (2005)HI5{ A A oo 5 e B0 b5 S A A BURRIE - 58
s AR R BURR > 50 & REVAEAEE (bt rl R S S & FE s faeH ey 2 b
AP -

(=2 {E S WorldClim S8 80H T FZ B ARARRR(E 16) HEM - OB EHRHE 2
SAERE > st EiEfs - SRORBE © Y EEBAE KE 2 EAER > taEs
TS PR - HEam) D B i 2 fm i =i > PRV DAVERSE - Comn (1971)
FEEREGRIET  SRERERZRD R E O R aEDR Ry 33.3°C » (LR
KB 2AVEAE/DIRE i - 775 E 29.2°C(Lee, 1980)H1 32.5°C(Losos et al.,
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Fei (2012){{-IEBRIHEL MR RIEAY B R R IR R i AR
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5095
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Suzuki-Ohno (2017)Ff] MaxEnt 55 R EEACAN GRS 0Pl 5 1Y o0 AT -
[(EF T LHAEE &2 - 19 T WorldClim SRfpEEE > Hrh P50 H (bio 1) Al L5
BEERME 2R 46.5 B 14.4 > BUR A A 5 e FROHI S (O S Y 70 AR 2 82
AR -

Campbell (2002) fi7ily/b I 52 (/2 A /e > U A [EI R - BRI AE R
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o AR S BREE IR SR AR — 2 - ARG IR h R A
R plE R RA AR T ERA > — A EEREEET - AR i 55
FYTE 1 S BRI RE TR B R AR R AR - AR GRS 3R IR St
5350 BEE ERAS EhE /D IR 2 Calf > EATAE A BRI AT T8 EREF > Campbell (1996)
FE(heE R EAE T E T - s TR )/ D IR B (ol e JLHpic 1y a4 e T B NP A R A
AR o LA HESR DG 2 (i R i RO B R AL EE R o (B > AR
ARG R BB - AR RE2K H R ERERHTRRZE > e PREE SRS
AL RS BRI - ARG S AR ER | -

RE -~ ST R ARSI - R E GBIk I AT Ry
T2t > 7555 (Campbell, 2002) fi#410/D B 55 ColiRs Bl (i AE R HL A2 AR T HITE 2
g o (HRRE - EEE G (edgeS FEHAFE IR RBMEIEA gain HELES
EMmPEER - BURERAZSMNERS - RE ~ HEEGIL A —(FEEEAVER -

(2) 2 5%

NDVI{E (& 32)EKHA 0 1% » = RI{E 0.300 > 0.2 5 0.3 2 A Fem iy HER %
R FORRHE B AR D IR Cill A 2 A S HYEH! - Williams (1983)
fr ey £ S iy R M) e -T2 €0ff © Losos (1993) fEAFA S BEIZENDIR
SRR AR A conspersus H {miy-4 HIRHVEREE - #RESRRE LA TH A RAY
BRI BUE R ARME AR D 2 i A7 -
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N Iy LT
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—
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LAl s S ERH PR (Elith et al., 2011)

FREEINT AR > B DR E O ER A AR > AT
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HIEF 4 -

FERRETSEE > DEM BRIV i frir £ EOBHUTE - 7ES e BRI
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