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A Study on the Long-Term Forest Dynamics Affected by
Plantations and Landslide Disturbances in Lioukuei

Abstract

Taiwan’s forest ecosystems, residing in a landscape highly susceptible to typhoons
and geological instability, face the dual pressures of natural disasters and plantations
degradation, leading to significant changes in forest structure and function. To understand
the dynamics of forest succession and post-disaster recovery, this study focused on the
Lioukuei Experimental Forest, integrating multi-temporal satellite imagery, airborne
LiDAR, and Geographic Information Systems (GIS). Logistic regression, Random Forest
(RF), and Cellular Automaton-Markov Chain (CA-Markov) models were applied to
conduct spatiotemporal analysis and prediction of forest changes and landslide recovery
potential.

This study first investigates the natural succession dynamics of Taiwania
cryptomerioides plantations and their relationship with geographic factors, establishing
logistic regression and random forest models to predict the spatial distribution of forest
transitions across the entire study area. To account for spatial heterogeneity between
afforestation sites, separate zonal models were developed for the northern Fenggang and
southern Duona forest districts. Results indicated that zonal models significantly
improved prediction accuracy, with RF models accuracies of 94.8% and 97.8%, and AUC
values of 0.988 and 0.998, respectively. Key influencing factors identified were elevation,
precipitation, and distance to forest roads.

In terms of long-term landslide and vegetation recovery monitoring, post-Typhoon
Morakot landslide activity in the Lioukuei region showed a marked initial decline
followed by stabilization. Landscape fragmentation indices also exhibited decreasing
trends, while landscape connectivity increased, indicating improved structural stability.
Vegetation recovery was observed to proceed more rapidly in the early stages following
landslides, suggesting higher resilience during the initial recovery phase. Model
development showed that a spatial resolution of 10 m provided the best performance.
Among modeling approaches, RF outperformed logistic regression. For landslide
susceptibility, RF models were developed for the 2009-2017 and 2017-2024 periods,
AUC values above 0.950 and accuracies of 89% and 90%, respectively. Key variables
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included canopy structure indices, NDVI, and elevation. For vegetation recovery
modeling, RF models achieved AUC values of 0.87 and 0.90, with accuracies of 77% and
83%. The most influential variables were distance to landslide edge, elevation, and slope,
indicating that terrain characteristics and seed source proximity are critical to recovery.

For future land cover change prediction, RF models were first trained using land
cover transitions and driving factors from 2009 to 2017 to generate transition probability
maps, which were integrated with the CA-Markov model to simulate land cover
distribution in 2024. Comparison with actual 2024 land cover data and the traditional CA-
Markov model revealed that the RF-CA-Markov model outperformed the latter, achieving
an overall accuracy of 95.78% and a Kappa coefficient of 0.522, significantly higher than
the CA-Markov model’s 84.88% accuracy and 0.253 Kappa value.

Following model validation, land cover transitions and driving factors from 2017 to
2024 were used to retrain the RF model, enabling simulation of land cover changes in
2031. Results showed that forest and landslide areas in 2031 remained similar to the 2024
projections, indicating no significant expansion of landslide zones and suggesting that
post-disturbance vegetation recovery and landscape stabilization had reached a relatively
steady state.

This study confirms that integrating multi-temporal remote sensing data with
machine learning models can effectively capture forest succession and disaster recovery
dynamics, enhancing the predictive capability for landslide susceptibility and forest
changes. The findings provide a quantitative basis for forest management and disaster
adaptation policy, promoting the sustainable development of forest resources and the

long-term stability of ecosystem functions.

Keywords: Airborne LiDAR -~ Logistic Regression » Random Forest ~ Cellular Automaton -

Markov Chain.
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& PP AL R E 1775 (Cohen et al., 1996; Fensham and Fairfax, 2002) o 4 $ ji
7R A bg R CF M B~ 17 & & (Paine and Kiser, 2012) » 1 & 4% A+t &~ F RIS -
IR Y

By fem A 5§10 % T 7 & (Avery and Berlin, 1992) » bl4cif ¥ F A &
FRETFBIAGFY 2 Fe X 28 5HTRAE > TR BLE 2R
WhEHHAUR > L EE MERIEE LB TS SAAMTR -

B R TR b Suk PR E O B4R A S > A T R At p AR T

O

N\

RN
252 2T ¢1 3¢ gi_(Zhou et al., 2021) » i b PERLE ] T BAcH - MRS L ¢
BAcER e B %fﬁm%‘ﬁv (Dislich and Huth, 2012) » igf@ B itren)is * 430 Stk % 32
Al RPRETEICEDRTIFIMER - HEED AT RY TR
Bt ek & Mg B (Marlieretal., 2022) o b #h > gt Pepmendr g B 4 KA
P RRIE S A T WAL E L~ 1740 (Cillisetal., 2021) o F] b > S i
BT bR L RS T RE A TR AV AR HER L L o

SRR R S R

PREFRDZEEAT BB DEREE AL FOPE (Yang
et al., 2024; Huang et al,. 2023; Martinello et al., 2023; Zhao et al., 2019) - 7 @ f47 &
Gk B P - T kS ML ERIRR S % (Huangetal, 2023) o fifd &350 4p M b
Py T SuFpar BFEFARAEL YR LASm I 30 m 2 F (Wang et al., 2019;



Sevgen et al., 2019; Nhu et al., 2020a; Nhu et al., 2020b; Zhou et al., 2021) » # ¢ % #
#-7 B fE47 R K %% 10 m (Sevgen et al., 2019; Nhu et al., 2020a; Nhu et al., 2020b) -
Zhaoetal. (2019) Rl#E3 Sm~15m fo30m = f&f247 & f #3853 P g * >
2R T ZfER 15 m & REE ; Garosi et al., (2018) 4% &= P -R B o 45
ARG fET R (230 m) $EF ASERER 2 BE T R4 0 10 m jF
TR FOR ARl E R & IRR % % J 1% ;Huangetal. (2023) P|E_4-%F 15~
3060~90fr 120m ehz B 247 R R EFIF 248 S5 87 15m 5 g 247 &
Yang et al. (2024) 1% 4 #8247 & 25m~ 50m ~ 75 m 4 100 m 2 = 5 RH3] > %
25m fF47 R L AP FHE eIE R A RS g dp IR R R A RS
PR LHNREIEARIRETRD BN E - RORE T AT R
PEARFA BB F)F ALTFMBEITRATTNG 2 FafEfE4 (Zhaoetal,2019;
Huangetal., 2023) » F|pb » fid = o 3 A IE R chiBAeY » FHFE T T2
1R E48 5 M ATk & (Huangetal,,2023) » 247 7 2 2 H * 505 6 2%tk ® 2
HILERIFREA TARAE ARPEDPERE AR I AHTEEIRLR
AR FE T A RS B fRT R i F B D § B TR R -

Z PEEREAIE R BRI E RELN

AR FEMGEFLEDERIPE SR A LA G M £ RS
AWz 3 B ELREFE P (Chughtaietal., 2021) > FIpiEH LF " £ F
ARERFER PR G RAI M E R c DA A N B AR 2 5 b FE - i
AR A AL R T L R S e s g R R (3

TEE L 2014) 0 42 XL E L MR PR AA BN Kk (5 A ek ] ¥
- ﬂ’ﬁ PRI MARRLA P R A A F'—'g' FEfE o powm e %‘J% ERE TR EERAb-! :2%\

3 ® (Tzotsos and Argialas, 2008; Petropoulos et al., 2012) °

A R4S (SVM) 54 R BE Y A% F o $ruli £ AL F AR frot
Mlcdg o iTE R ST HEFT SVM wfrk Bt ~ 8 sty > 4o Basheer et al.
(2022) % & Sentinel-2 ¥2 Planet # 38 (7 SVM & 5 = 2 > BRI B R ¥ iF 90% 12
+ 5 Ghayour et al. (2021) B[4]* Sentinel-2 ¥ Landsat-8 f# % B ot i 5 AR i~
P E REETSYM AN 2 AREF  BmRE 4%t - AR e FtEw



= & » Tzotsos and Argialas (2008) # J1#-4» 2 H w8 SUM B L2 78 s 88 0 &

PG ARk o 3T E A AR 9973 ¢ > Wuand Zhang (2019) 1% % k¥
BREFR B2 HES 2 SVM o ook L AHEFER R > FHERAE F 2
smw%;®mmam4mm)%%ﬁ%é$€SVM%“*%%%ﬁ@ﬁ’?*i

TR RE 89.5% o KL P AR Sl S SUMBTAR S 4 KR

o
8\/
£
5
S
.mﬂ.
W
!
=1
Jm
e
<k
W
-
o
T.
A
=
-
bt
é*ﬁ
\\?{r
ol
|

AR 0 P e R

SVM it t7ih ot N2 3R 2 REAURE > T Ira Rk

ws ZREAARH

7 p 4p M (Spatial Autocorrelation) 3 Z B A 477 § * eh™ 22— » 1 & # 3%
HEFREFERIFEFEIRE > 2o 5T A L 2832 B p 4 M (Global
Spatial Autocorrelation) £ %3 7 B p 4p B (Local Spatial Autocorrelation) (Ping et al.,
2004) - ZREAAMY WA TR EMEITERAN LT L B OEE
FROARBIFPAAMPFENAPTE - 2P E A HATH A2 B 2R
2|8 5 3RAE F ¥ B oo 8L (Hot Spot) %kt T ¥ BB ¥ 3 H F (8 0%k
BedgFl g e P 3 F RPN ML RY ZF M > 2847 B AT
F A& #4050 0 blde Pingetal. (2004) 1% 23 2 B p tpM A4t FA Rz B ap iz
PoFRAELD G EEAREFRE g E P LEREF AP o 5 JREE R
EEFpAM o Fuetal.(2014) 7 7 dp > ¥ WA s 8L 24 &Y HE A
*EREFTE 7P APR 5 Sunand Fan (2020) 483 X A A 1 4 E KA ER D
BREzRERh > BRI XRFELENRDLLERBR G RF HZ FAp %4 Yeh and
Liaw (2021) 4% % & 430 p ﬂl%wmﬂﬂza EE TR AR AT BEET
HHFRERASD AN AT PR S 6 EERE 013) A2F k2 g
HEREY BIRFIAZOTF A G o %%'E’ Moran’s I %2 G statistics 7 ¥ p #p B >
Zowul N A7 R AT BBl BFRE R % 2 A8 R B Pashaetal. (2016)
PRI I BERIC > TEY ArcGIS 82 471 L TRl £ ol Bha # s
FEFR ARG IREAZERM %3 S Linetal (2017) B & 282 B2 F pApH
FEFAERE PEERLFRAY TG HSAREY R B HRE



ZREAAPM AHBTT Y B Y B E e AL AR 2 p AP IR M

BT EAG > EEE G EF RSN

S & FEREA R
— . BiRm R ES A
BB fFE - K AP A T A R A S p R R T PN

Bt EiF - ~ 7% E (Dependent Variable) ¥2 % i p % & (Independent Variable)
BRI B A o BB B KRBT 0L Rl BB 5 g
Z1k B Z :&3% (Pueyo and Begueria, 2007; Lakes et al., 2009; Adzandeh et al., 2020) -
#|4e Kumaretal. (2014) 12 Fthif % ~ R T B BLenfEd - H R X TS ¥ E 2 #

PlEHBEF > B a i 87% ; Sahaetal. (2020) 75 12 gt & FE R A bRAT S48 %
F % 4 o A HILES S 5 > Kuradusenge (2020) B & @ £ ~ 2 2 B F B A X T
FiE TR jFE R TR AR § i 90%4 F ; Wang et al. (2021) £ Nhu et al.
(2020a) Rl &= A5~ 23~ 3 2 g Al B 5Rd F]S 0 27 BEw Eﬁ?g: Box T H
WOEER Ak o d ot T L BRI F G B R B ORI R Y T R
GEERE T3 T3 b L 4FIRR) A

-2 0 "gFEBEEFY OFE 0 L LB ik R 2R R AT

AE KL B IR3E ~ B4 (Durbhaetal ,2007) H a6 x B FH Y £ p £ 27
RE2Z WGk o § ond 2 A EIERN 4 > AR LY IR A S A
7 /m3E R (Naidoo et al., 2012; Amini et al., 2018; Chunhui et al., 2018; Linhui et al.,
2020; Liang et al., 2011; Qu et al., 2019) - Kuradusenge and Zennaro (2020) - = 3% &
oo rd FRE LRt B FE R Geethaetal. (2020) % G a7 F F
iFiE T IEp it AR 0§ A 45tk o Loozenetal. (2020) % 18 Ak & i
PR GArRB R EE W HH7A § B~ 73] 24 m A - Wangetal. (2021)
2 Silvaetal. 2017)RIHE T etk 2 A 4 & 5 1R 1EM B 393 F 8 ik ah e * 2o e
Ahmed etal. (2015) € 4 I SEHS etk T B MALRME T S Bl 3 TR Eoonk
IV PR ESERE R R A LR EHGER ) Anselmetto et al. (2024) @
AL AR R 0 p RERTRROF I 2 A ik ¢ KRSRE Fl R o L H R
SRR BB R D E R EREINP D L 6] L E AT oA B 2
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Floo T2 B e U S P S R R 8 AR PE AT RS BT o
CERRRERCER L TR RS A S R Yk
7g# (Wang et al., 2019; Kuradusenge et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2024) » H ¢ 5§48 Ak
FIE G ARJTAREM B F TR - HREE IR VRS
hiamy ¢ B iR 4 (Nhuetal, 2020b; Kuradusenge et al., 2020) = H & &
Ed PR ARAES > SEEREACER S S D RS R R T
(Breiman, 2001; Hansen and Salamon, 1990) > I # | #* £ *F 4k 23505 3] B 5 5
S S B O R AR kA B ITER Y A o R TR TR
ek~ 3R] (Ahmedetal., 2015; Ozkan etal., 2022) - & 7+ & * + > Milanovié et al.
(2020) £ Nafouantietal. (2021) 4% * Python #0 scikit-learn 1 £ 22 4 100 % i i
AR 2 LA o AP G A R S S AR T o f 5
TR AFET AT ES 'faz LEG fpaudfigd He ﬁiﬁﬁﬁfﬁifp AR B
VIRt PR Y TR ST S TR TR T
TRAI G BN e BEY 2 2 adl R aZtap et 3 vt > L RR s
BRI A 0 P R R B R A BRR S A et TR
1R H R g B LB PR ES AT BP0

S NN AR LI

\\?{r

= CA-Markov £ S8 e & 3 B

BV X483 F LRI ZRE R T * A BT e F 4 i
MAE 7 ¢ (Mansour, 2020) » » I e L& 3 = J1* FRESF P A L ipi
A2 - (B E -2010) A B NERBTIELIAR  REF TR REA
PRREHFOf R ERE o Fla T RBEE I B RILLER
AB% > F IR A KT a2 FE (EFLR 0 2006 ) > Hsu and Cheng (2000) 41 #* § 7 %
a7 b Bkt B BB TR E BB S P BB R ARG BN AL
AT 2 E (2005) B E BT X4l ﬂﬁ?fﬁi“ -SRI SR I S
TARE RGP EHEAES RS (2010) A1 E T X 4AERTA o LA
PofE A R TERFRE T AP NT A ES LA SRR L e BRE
TR A2 2012 1 2028 #  ; Peng and Chen (2010) 758 B ¥ % 48380 &4k

rl

-
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FOFFA B P~ R IR B BR¥ 1 FF 150 & -

MEF AL o P e F B NF S SR RIRE cdeme p B (B P
502014) BEARE T A4 Al T BRI QIR LEZERTTRA
o T F B Bere § B L )8 CA-Markov fi03] 0 14k st
Bl e BB 2R He HR A BRI NEEL B ERR
(Mansour et al., 2020; da Cunha et al., 2021; Zhang, 2021) - 5kgc % % &332 (2006)
e P SPOT firh ¥ it d 4 455 021 ¥ RS WM AR T HAR > Fhipd)
CA-Markov #-3] iRt H ¥ en8 7 2 gasgRIH > e 8 5 5 228
3 7% ; Mwabumba et al. (2022) f]* CA-Markov Fg B 2025 2 2035 # 1 + § 7|
B B %R X ARHR#ELE LR Y Zhangetal. (2021) B * CA-Markov H-3) #2
FIPP 2018-2035 By wit e w o

» CA-Markov -3 8251 » ZR3g e g Y gz AT o v A F T P &
b Eds T3 B Rl B > F it E KT R 1 =* B4 ¥ F % CA-Markov 3| &7 8 B &
Y2286 MR RBIET A R U] 8- e RIS T
B &304 (Hi4E% > 2020 5 Zhou et al., 2020 ; Shafizadeh et al., 2021 ) - FiE %
(2020) 1% BiEir fF5 & CA-Markov 18 & Bo2IFHRIAG S A &2 3 f1% 2 @A
# o Zhou et al. (2020) & * CA-Markov £ g # & +r 1348 & 534 2 = 1% %38 >
FLap g Gk g o 2 2 {1 2 5pd Fl 5 2 B2t BB 0 TR R
ﬁz?f%ﬁili\‘zf—zp v T R Ao ar o d 3P B & CA-Markov £ 518 A4k
(CA-Markov and Random forest, RF-CA-Markov) # 3 772 5 » F]pt A3+ F B * p
GREAREE  FR ARSI BEIBERTIRRA
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A 3

- & YRR

ARG ERREREE L d BRI L ERIGEER 1) R E L
Ah B FRENL P L LRE RZFEEYF > 2L 195kmy KE R

Okmeo {[Frc® ~FMPHEAFED FHRE - Al g 2 24 &8RRG 2 FRIE
BEMPAIGEETSE PGl

VEsrde o 2% e £ 9882hay B P X RHRHEB3% > A 1 ik 15%>
B9k 2% (#2475 2012) -

HRFALF R A3 250-2,600m BF > 3 E R 0 B AR v UEA S 4k
mAR -

‘T sl
e
el
4
Y
B
4
s
¥
"
?ﬁ;.
4t
e
po
B

wﬁ¢’$ﬁﬁ£2MMnuj’ﬁiﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁn%ﬁ%%$ﬁ¢
PR IR ARZE 3G FIP RIS A IE S BT RIE G LE
BREGRE; 2 XM G kL 0 P L L BE O mBERE W RBPR (HRERKR
1982) -

AR GBS A ER G DA SRRy Z P E (1979 &
78 ~1989 & 67 ) ¢ > FRABULTFEELHE (FREFHKT2002) 0§
1972 #4=iF i (74 $453 k0 1 1991 £ 2 % 28 +kF 1,300 ha ek 445 13 Hho
(HRPEA™ - 1991) > 2 & B9 0@tk chg b 2 e i o < Hk% -

AR E A FE R A7 397 A8 SER A 22009 & 87 8P
FROER A R A o510 A RPN HIBfed TR 2 SRR HRRIH
Bh WEEPIZRFFL A A S e Hpadid 1,200mm (F %A
BT T04R 0 2018) 0 B H A A 18 0 K 204 ALH I R G A 4 804.49ha (1
B FRARE ~ F L4 0 2011)

by

F_*

:mlft
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Lz N
g W,¢,E
S
Z
B
&) 171
z T
" DEM
Value
- High : 2462.7
B w2745
| &
01 2 4 6 8
e Kilometers
120°E 121°E 122°E

Bl 1 =~ HE%ik 8 B

— B

A A BRI BB RS S HRER A 1975 1 1991 R > AP AR @
1980 ~ 1990 % 2020 & = B pFey enit SR B 247 5 15 & 25cm > 1980 %
1990 = F2ij kP p LR 2 F R A F 0 2020 £ PP P HEREKR T B RE
WAck 1o

%1 SR TR

EREFCE: 3004 2 am A RN A B (GRaodp P e )

£ 51980 # 67 ~1980 & 7 7 ~ 1980 &
1980 # 20 I R 25 cm

117 2 1981 & 4 1

& 5 1988 & 127 ~ 1989 & 4 1 ~ 1989
1990 & 29 I BE T 25 cm

#5712 1990 £ 27
2020 & $5¢ I s 15 cm & 52020 % 11 7 2 2021 & 4
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= 5 PR 3% @)

AT RYHEE PARFETFREDSFA AL FK(R 2) 0 FEER
2009 &3 2018 & GirieR # R L FHARIFER LD T Y h [ ERF
ER G 2P 2009 £ 3 2016 & & * 7 AgfEr- LA Rk @ 2017 £ 1 2018 &
Plig* 1 SPOT fFh $if > #MW B AEL & FF* p b FE B2 L1 2B eh
2o @B G5 01hao

12009 ..

Legend

| EEE - 5 10 29 i %Iometers
[ shdfte »
Bl 2 = 25 k%
= R
NPT B AR MY R RETREE L R TR AL Y H

ST TSR AR S S ST 21 2F 2 SESRIEE 2 ¥
KEH T BT h RSk S PEE 2 B R E R AR Y 2 fFh B Hs 2009 £ 5 0 s
8 % 2 2011 ik e 2 5L8 1§ £2 2013~2015~2017~2019~2021 % 2024 # 17 SPOT

,\7/]%\ ,\?/lz\‘: ‘97 FI‘ FTL'QF'Z\ 2 o
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%2 WA R hp DEHE

p#Ep B R ORE P 28 Z R R
2009/05/09 FORMOSAT-2 4 2m (PAN) ~ 8m (MS)
2009/08/19 FORMOSAT-2 4 2m (PAN) ~ 8m (MS)
2011/08/17 FORMOSAT-2 4 2m (PAN) ~ 8m (MS)
2013/07/03 SPOT6 4 1.5m (PAN) ~ 6m (MS)
2015/04/14 SPOT6 4 1.5m (PAN) ~ 6m (MS)
2017/11/17 SPOT6 4 1.5m (PAN) ~ 6m (MS)
2019/12/11 SPOT6 4 1.5m (PAN) ~ 6m (MS)
2021/02/02 SPOT7 4 1.5m (PAN) ~ 6m (MS)
2023/01/15 SPOT6 4 1.5m  PAN) ~ 6m (MS)
2024/01/03 SPOT6 4 1.5m  PAN) ~ 6m (MS)
W Gk FOR
AR ETR R E TG 2 0 ¢ 7 R 2020 £ Jp i b5
R Z P RER 7§ kEX % 5 Optech ALTM Regasus HAS00 » 7 422 w i

TR BEE mE A2 Bho BBz Rk THE AN > HiEE NIRRT
i+ Imx 1 mEfizis R adic®$ 21873 (Digital Elevation Model, DEM) -

¥ebw E o 2009 1 2010 £ 2 2016 I 2017 £ & # > p Fodl 5@ Ak k2 3
PRERFGTH ¢ 5 Imx 1 m #fE4R PHE B A2 Hi s & 07
(Digltal Surface Model, DSM) » % 5 *FT 7 & * 2 4 A5 F5fL

AR L A THR CEAF PR TR R 2
(TCCIP) #7& #lenf if % & £ B T4 > #8A) 5 Tkmx 1km o &%
5 WGS84 -

A @BietR
@ik SR - iEs gt B Y 2 50 B SRR R e R

AT R A Gtk R SR o B HRE BLI9T] £ 3 1991 E > EiEA i
16



tho bR Stsegen A 1 HRen A F (B 3) 0 il f ooks B A A B EEHY 04 1
foX Bpkehz B i g o 175 B A AT hE & ¥ o

B3 -~ b ESR AR o R E
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—  EfinE

AL ERIARAR AT L EET S AR T R T AL B RS
¥ 22 NEFEER RS AT 3 BARRIEH -
a7 THHEER .
(1980 ~ ‘1990?‘ 2020) (2010 ~ 2017 ~ 2020) 0fERREmE R R
&R (DEM ~ FT—— EEE
ESUEHEEE DSM if
- : ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬂm}——J

Markov Chain

TS|

HRIEEDT

2= B 4ERE
[ oatarn | -
CA-Markov

[RF—CA—Markov ] {CA—Markov ]

B

20315 3R
R AE

R ERRES
BRREEE

SENE

TS =RIER

‘i%ﬁ%ﬁ Fﬁ%%@

AT

BT

BARERAIREE

RFEAIGBHEIES
TEAIER

{ %r%%%ﬁﬁiﬂﬁ'ﬁiﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ}

B4 5 AL

R VA IR NN o S B PR | ol itig
S B T (1980 ~ 1990 £ 2020 4 ) #-% i Hhat B A 314 9 % » 2 44 4Hig
o AR IR 2020 £ 2 2 REAR O B E A F R EIERIFLRTLEY
BRI NF]S o F S 2 R G FRAE B S 2 2w
UEA® (MM FE s 2 0HE) B3 LA EmAEc A QU% T
RIBSE O FHL P IR RELSRRAFLTRPRZFAT
TR HBER AR TS 2 B ¢ R ERREERE A REER

P
&
L
I

5
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PloF A58 10 0 % B G4 (2009/52009/8 2011 201320152017 ~2019 >
2021~2023~2024) Mt 2 LA EFe B WL E o E 2 RER L
SRS RS R § 2 5FF]F 0 2 LG & RF ECAE T AR B A R T
2 TG ok féqt RF 2222 BSR4 7 IR B % & CA-Markov
g B 11 2. RF-CA-Markov #-3] fe## Sp ) 2 & & 2 Al i » # > 7 22 @ 5L CA-Markov
TR R TR EA 49 o B % 12 RF-CA-Markov $27] 38 8] 2031 & 4 1 | £ 4|4 % o
FopF o BE 108 2 = FEAIR > B3y 8047 5 R AT - FRHE
FYTEZRE RIS A ENT R SR AR -

PR AR R B AR TR A R R BERCAITR Y A B 2 8
dop AGFF 0 @ 7R AR BLUR ~ B~ B 43R & 4p 8 (Topographic Wetness Index,
TWI) ~ iZ7 58 & 4p #ic (Stream Power Index, SPI) ~ o Z¢ ~ T g & 5 ~ 3] & 5 % 3
2ok g F+ 0 ¢ g a3 R E S (Canopy Cover Ratio, CCR) ~ T35% 4 % (Mean
Top-of-the-Canopy Height, TCH) ~ 5 & 3 & % £ #i (Variance of Canopy Height, VCH)
2 %K % # 5 (Canopy Volume Ratio, CVR) & o 11T & & H#-ikJpf™ 7 i A2 3034 4p
M2z B s o

=~ A¥RIWAH

(m)E A1tk 2 R EIRE
fIr S Ptk kTR S4B PR S AT RFR > B5F 25 Ltk
BB MG fE 5 4151 ha B AT AeR] S 4t 0 B HREARM T 4ok 30
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Legend
| L TRV
DEM

Value
o High 24627

B owiams

g

B S5 & HR%HRE 414 12+ B

23 LARDBHE TR

1 + -10-74-1 X T 1985 7.0
2 + -10-69-10 i 8 1980 1.8
3 2 -10-71-2 4 41 1982 7.6
4 #-12-71-3 4 41 1982 26.6
5 * -12-68-3 4 A4 1979 23.5
6 + -10-68-2 4 41 1979 15.6
7 +-10-74-3 ERERF 1985 5.5
8 *-10-71-1 + A4 1982 7.1
9 = -2-70-6 R Y 1981 15.0
10 + -2-65-2 441 1976 45.6
11 2 2-71-4 EX Y 1982 12.9
12 + -14-64-1 441 1975 39.1
13 £ -12-70-2 EX Y 1981 11.1
14 + 22-74-14 481 1985 10.4
15 + -24-78-2 A1 1989 17.6
16 + -18-74-9 4 #1s 1985 7.6
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17 - -20-74-6 + & 1985 28.9

18 - -20-74-5 T 81 1985 19.1
19 - -12-72-1 T 812 1983 17.2
20 = -10-69-11 + 51 1980 10.3
21 + -18-74-8 T %1 1985 8.6
22 + -20-74-10 + #4 1985 25.3
23 + -20-75-3 T %1 1986 12.7
24 - -21-80-8 T #4 1991 12.5
25 2 20-74-4 4 44 1985 203

XY 415.1

AT RS T HRE BRI L E 1980 2 1990 & spR iR Ao
Fen itk F R LT SR GATE R NSRS F R £ R REP LK
EEEHE RSB T RHE A nd BB HE ERRR T ARTR
HoAd P R R B A 2020 £ SR R SR o B g Re FRP LS RE
ARRE o 2R 3 TARY T EREA TR ESHR T
THEmaT 2 TEAE | E2

ARBE R EFTE S R RRGHRT AP EL ST A2 ke 2
PR REL L (F LR o P F 4 121000 M ] & 00T i it 0 H e f e v
BEp Pl - BN RRA R RGBT 80% 1 o AR S A A B B ER
AR P A BEMEHRTH A 80% 11 ~ BERE S XS AE 20%

VA BEAREARI R G S BEARRERTFT G 20% 2 ~80% T > E
% ﬁiﬁf%f_ﬁ%’*ﬁ AL 20% & o

il

) s 2w+ HEAR

PRIFBRFUMLL Y FERGAH S FWUEA S0 A5 22 R $
B R AT E SWMBEEY 2822 0 B I PY FEE R AR 7 A8 o T i
* eha & 1 B % eCognition #i4l  F L S 2T R B o kIR R 4
AAGRETFF R TRB AR ARETEL RS EOFP RGP A B ke
Fadlodlas 3By edm B FANRR TS He

AT B S A RIS 2 A AT B E SR e SR k0 X 8 i B

g

P SR T SVM A g e i B o 2 iHCA R R
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(R)~ %k (G)~Fx (B)~iTizst (NIR) 2 ¥ &t £ B 42 458 (Normalized
Difference Vegetation Index, NDVI) » iz 4 2 # i7F 5 ﬁia?] N BT Y A B R
2L HIBREAAM o AARBE B HBE DR N 2R BRI 2R G S
gl B 0 K T B R 20°5 P HEE (Phakdimek et al., 2023; Fayne et al., 2019) » # &+

A U T A o

NIR-R

NDVI = (NIR+R)

NIR % Tz h kg P R 5 Ak i o

ST FEr R RY AFE Y EH T PR OFEE P OB GER
1,000 g4~  chie 2 8> 241 e[ 2 2 IR g AR B S R
R RIS T EEEE T A B e R FREFRE VY AN
FE B MH R 2 Kappa & > 113FE A~ #g s > Kappa 40 0% 1 2 F > Kappa
BAXS Pl AT RARE o

Kappa = "2 XS Gty X4 2)

NZ-YT  (Xip*X )

n e ARELZ B X A AREL P FFIH A 2 RBEECP > Xy, Xy s A REAE
EANES ERIEN 3= 3 RIS 453 9

=~ ®&r7

hEAEY e RESELING 0 LR FE ArcGIS Pro i 75 B
PRAZ BT P R R RBRAE L HED I E BRI ST
Bl 2R RBGFEF o NEESHRREARTE IR g

PURIEIE L AR TR RN R N mu by #ma‘sﬁ:;#g 7 FES =R
A TR A PR BB LB AR TS S S0 e %SM‘#

W ZREpARE A AT
AR A SRS HNFIRT OEFAR AR RETT ORT LT §
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FARFEEOR & Nk - AL RFEREZZFAMEME > TP A I
Moran’s1 2/ » P 3 2B 2 FHEERL % o

2EZEpAPM A - A N RE 2 BT E RS A SRR PR 2
g £ £ Moran's I 45 1% > Moran's I 45 #0358 2 5% 40 54(3) (Ping et al., 2004,
Yeh and Liaw, 2021 )

n iy Xy wij(x B (xj-X)
X
Tic Xjoq wij X G- %)? )

I =

AL 2P F i AR ERw =10 B8 A ARARRw; =0 REX hijh
&7 s xEx0 XS BTIOB on L T RE Ao

B REE R p PR R R F M > ¥ Global Moran's 1 38 7 &g ¥ 4k <>
3

P<0.01 SB35 kBT > R & 2 E Achh 4 EhEHsa @ 28 D T ehs
¥ % SR o

FANNETS F 1

BN E R AR S B ER R  h i  RE  Bru LA N
THRABEABRALIE PR AL ST AP ER AL AR IR
et B st SRR F A A B A H R F R o A
(Number of Patches, NP) fri# % % & (Edge Density, ED) ; & % A}k & ficen £ 3
A dp % (Landscape Shape Index, LSI) 4 % %2 & & (Perimeter-Area Fractal
Dimension, PAFRAC) ; i* & F # ¥ 1£7% # & 4p ¥ (Contagion, CONTAG) fr4 &
F 4p ¥ (Splitting Index, SPLIT) % - #:§$tizdt = ik (% 4) chgitztE » %
AAFEG M il SRR )

TR E SR ) R e SIS R
fel > FAEHE BAS L SHE A oA R R Bl BAE S AT R H
Poind B AT MBRR T AT E T 0 UWEAE R PR R R R
TEORP LAY R 2 B s B SR kG
(AREA) ~ 323 % £ (Patch Perimeter, PERIM) ~ % &£ & f4'* (Perimeter-Area Ratio,
PARA) ~ # 2 s (Fractal Dimension Index, FRAC) ~ iT [f14} 7% 4p ¥ (Related
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Circumscribing Circle, CIRCLE) % z8:T4p #c4 f (Contiguity Index, CONTIG) *

PRIt R A R A TR ek I RM G A T4 * Fragstats #4804
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BEHRAE BEAE DR P i B B
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FedpBic (SPI)~d &~ TG F - 3l b F B R ~ A & 2 FEHN W PR e ¥
Fl+ F LRl P RBDER I & 2 B AT (N FE ek 2 0 2015

A

#-KkE 0 2022; Zhang et al., 2014) » ¥ 4 £ 7 B B FH ML SRR T Mg S 2
LR E Y B CHAE - He R AT I EESY 4 By ph  TWIF
P A RIEARR 0 SPI i £ i z’t\’JiiftL%ééﬁi)i’rﬁ—ﬁgﬁiﬂi% AR E o E R
FEE MY F T e FEIG Y FR R A AR FREPEIERR
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LB RG22 AT o P R EER > %Y W A% (Dangetal,

2020; Sevgen et al., 2019; Nhu et al., 2020) #7% i * 1% 3 o
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38 Mo A KA

o dp Y = iz >k (k)
sl A 337.5~22.5
#o 2 LA 22.5-67.5
#o 3 1 67.5~112.5
#o 4 i 112.5~157.5
B 5 % 157.5~202.5
B 6 7 & 202.5~247.5
o 7 & 247.5~292.5
s 8 7 292.5~337.5

oo g MR )RR 4 e TWI 92 5 43t (4)

TVVI=1n(tmiﬁ)) (4)

A et R RGf BABLAE  In Lp AHE

TWI 7 2§ es g 2 38 3 B kA 6512 > TWI ehi 48 o & 4 275 Bk A
BEREAERARE o

T a6 B 4 B SPI £ 2 4est (5) 0 SPI chig A& B o 4 7 3% Bhevk i R B

FARS o RAFR S AVRIRE S TR Ao

SPI = A X tan(f) %)

ALt rsedaf PEMHA -

2. mH» F ik
mB.p F g1 & 1% Fragstats #04¥ 4 E B AL FHE R H G
(AREA) 45 B 44 5 w3 % £ (PERIM) A A # ki L R % £
# it (PARA) 4 BB E 96 0t & A28k (FRAC) Fswm s % &
B fh OB R &ALk i s R L T A5k 445 (CIRCLE) 2- f&% %= R
BB A AR H I B A T AR R 5 ARiTdpdicA 5 (CONTIG) & 4 33

TR AR EEEA K s < R B dvg fett g Moo s B gk AP
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PREA L RA pARA = PU = ] A ()
w a; pi=HH i % £ (m)
, 2in(0.25p;; A= B ij & 4 (m?)
&35,k FRAC FRAC = M . o
ln(aij) pi=#-3. ij ¥ & (m)
1T [E]A5A a;: = B i @ #% m2
WO CIROLE CIRCLE = 1 — —L j j & i (m)
Atk Aijs A= E ) 6 A
o 4 Cirmti bl ¥ Hom 1 enfaff &
EEETE S CONTIG = [ Cyye/ay") = 11/(V = 1) T
CONTIG ~ a4 B, o e ol B
AN =

V=3 x3 7~ HAF Eehiife

—

FREAE A0 LT BRERE FASA GBI 5 (TCCIP) b7 8

R BBITA o AL S lkmxlkm 0P ETHFEE THERE o

4. FEH TS
AFEE TR F]F 0 @ FEEFRGE ~ BERRR R S FEH e R 2 P B
$3-5 > A& 17 ArcGIS Pro ¥ ¢nNEAR 1 £ » %38 & B ifon Bl $if sk
BAREER R R 2 e hdE R4

5. {524tk

ARl e 8 RBREL 22 LKA F T UF BB AL R E A
B A et 2 ¥ it L B4 4pik (NDVI) > 2 & 1% 2009 # 8 » 45
b {8 g 2 BB 2 2017 & SPOT6 & it & &8 o

6. =& Bipdpth
TR B R & A )RR Fo @ 2010 2 2017 £ 3§ ki 474 A i DEM

2 DSM F42 » & #ie#5 % & 2 (Canopy Height Model, CHM) » CHM &m3+
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* 35 #%-DSM g4 DEM> MERHF O AT A L4 CHM P 5 17 e &%
LES SiE

FhBREF (CCR) &5 2MHEAN » FRAALE2M 2 thrdffbizd
BRAE A g ARCMTREVE AP G n A E SR RE DR H

;} ;\‘ ‘Q‘—_—-;\ (6) o

Y Area of CHM;
i i,value>2m X 100%

CCR = Area of CHMg¢angs (6)

H¥¢ CHM(, value > 2 m)%& 7 3 BFE A p i~ B+ 2 m 0% 1 B~
CHM stands 7 z ¥ 5 =~ #75 CHM i~ o

TyomkF (TCH) Hen @2 ME AN 5K F RenTinm  » 8 A
FRH NN (7).

TCH = X; CHM,; (7)

Number of CHMgan4s pixels

CHM; 5 % FF ¥ A} CHM 1% i f ffor i o

BROEBAAE cVCH EARF 272K B RO ML 5K 46 LRRE e

BB B L 5B R I ARE M VCH RIS A5 A B A LR R
TR Fem BRI iopaipﬁ%—nbﬁ kP BE AN T *fﬁ ggﬂ;{?,ﬁ_,,ﬂ

;} ;\‘ 'li[";\‘ (8) o
VCH = Coefficient of variation of CHMg4n4s (8)

CHM_stands % z P 8 ~ p #75 CHM i}~ o

FHEMF CVR) - AR WE ~p 2 h L3 S WAFRA DG
N EMTATE TR A FE FH AR 1 B R AE AR f kA e
%%aﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ+@’ﬁﬁ%%%ﬂ*ﬁ—%&%E’ﬁﬁw%ﬁgoa
BERTORE A58 KRR rP BRM > Vi RS &k kTR
BREARAAR2ERLTE 2B > 2 25540589 -
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(= )SEt® Hrirs 2

R G AR R SR SIS B Y 2 S 2 A e ik
- AW EBEY EANCA A SRR RE A - BRI - )
PN A BT R ST RRA S KOG EN R MR B B R
B - BAEAE (B 6) B4 & N Bl % o R L3 Tk
AR F B G R R R e B R R SR £
WPk BT S S 8 B 004 Gini ko RANE N IR TP INE
B M EE N Bl Le% HELAS AT AFH A AARE
PR A ARAE R B (out-of-bag, OOB) 4 » * &k g3 p FR34 - %%t“ i
Bl BEE FES o 'E A RBBE L H AR R 2 B AL ERESE > X YR
Bofer 224 G &AL R R TA A SR AL L AT AR S Rl

B0 P b R chE £ o

Dataset

i =

oA

Class-A Class-A Class-B

\/

Class-A

B 6 "L Hihs =T & W

*F 3 # % Python ¢ scikit-learn & ¥ 7 RandomForestClassifier & 7 4 #f1%
B FAed 100 $4- A R {3 st (Milanovié et al., 2020; Nafouanti et al.,
2021) -



(2)% H LR
P Z AR R AR AER S A B L AR ER R THRY M
(Receiver Operating Characteristic Curve, ROC) % & & G 4 (Area Under the
Curve, AUC) » 1 & & * © £ 3F T0%0" fk & 9= = il {iiw 7 2 AL s ZHIE

BIHCA] o AT 30%sk R & (Wang et al., 2019; Dang et al., 2020; Sahani et
al., 2021) FL 2 BT HAFFRIZ 370G o B RITRE Bd 2 ALK A 2 RN AR

o T L JEiE A 4B TP (True Positive) # o1 E M (£ 8_1 £ 3p R % 4 > TN (True
Negative) % 7+ E &1+ > 4 7 I 7e3p 0] 2 I& 1+ » FP (False Positive) ®_EF5 % » 5 iR
# 4 eg A g4 > FN(False Negative) E_iBIa s » FFRIGZEMFE i B By
B3E o744 (12) #57 (Wanget al., 2019; Sevgen et al., 2019; Kuradusenge et
al., 2020) -

(TP+TN)
+FN+TN+FP)

Accuracy = [(TP X 100% (12)

ROC v MAFEE UL AMI R B PEFRE B REF S PRS2
SR B (Sensitivity) o3+ 2 & (Specificity) ~~ %] 3 TPR % TNR(1-FPR) 2 ;%4e
T(13)~ (14) > %‘%E’ ROC o & ¥ =iz Fp Pl H-A] 2 »xse (Wang et al., 2019; Ozkan
et al., 2022; Nafouanti et al., 2021; Sevgen et al., 2019; Nhu et al., 2020a; Nhu et al.,
2020b) -

TP

TPR = Zoirm (13)
FP
FPR = (FP+TN) (14)

Bois > AUC & 54 % A 326 AUC 483 4 P {03048 & onfh iy 4k 48
(Kuradusenge et al., 2020; Nhu et al., 2020a; Nhu et al., 2020b) - AUC %3t 0.5 & 7 &
Fu A 5 X058 ) EI 07 A7 A EEFERA o k3072 A EN08 £
TFARER ER 4 5 A3 0.8 ¥ ER 09 BRFEN A > 209 PR T E R

eng-w] 4 (Milanovic et al., 2020)
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(2 )Cellular Automaton-Markov g ip| =]
CA-Markov #-3] # » Markov #-3] &_ik 45 5 4aTR L 5 SRRIE 2 4 S
- fE3 0% > d 1907 & B 274 F R Andrei A. Markov % ) > RIZ R 4o ]
AF R~ LA A RS S AR A R B I i) s BB A
Bk IR T L BB R RE 4o (15) F7 L S Sy h ol B
tethl P end 285 A 250 (16) P& 38 548 (Transitional Probability
Matrix) (Mansour et al., 2020) °

St+1 = Pij X St (15)
P11 en Pln
Pp1 Bun

HPQ<Pj<1>2 Y Pi=1(,j=1,2.n)¢
CA Fwmre p 47 - d 20 & & ¥ Z e#icd f#Johnvon Neumann # ) o £
APLE B ER - BE) DE AW e R R e e T H s e
IEa it (RFTRERIEE > 20060) RFEmirp B EX G £ A&
b 5 dmz (Cells)~ % it (State)~ #8537 % 3 (Neighborhoods) 2w i* 2L (Transition
Rules) 7 o 2 & %2 5 1% 3 — Bk & % B AR st (L~ LR
1Y A2 E Markov B B AZ4R 02 0 vE— 7 Fo 0T W AR S RP] 2 iR IE
- Rk @ E B AT R RS e o JUF ST B Y AR T RO e Y
R TE R TR I chy B e #3842 (Solaimani and Shadman,
2024) - CA 3 en™ 2 > 4038 17 #751  (Mansour et al., 2020) °

LULC{*" = f(LULC] ;, Sf;, Pty i 1o NE) (17)

LULCIH' 5fw®e i,j wpEm ohl teeryk i 0 LULCE, 5iwmwe i,j AP t
Bk i 0 S Rwmre 1) GPER RIS TP, R 0L KA H R
Fapul xER Gy iS5 NG e i) Tyl e

fé%ﬁrﬁ':; » CA-Markov #3] e/ i FE R » 5 1345 Markov #& 45 4% 5 ~ ARiT 8 %
e 2 @S 2R A e
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(Z )Random Forest- Cellular Automaton -Markov ¢ i #-3]

d %> CA-Markov fiidgd +» B E FBPF > 7 ¥ L3RR > W) ik
IR ELREI M RESBEASGH T I R VG BRI AR LS EiER

PE o LR BAETRE B B T AT B R ] 0 58 M B
BART R FF PR R FRE RN T2 S ERES B B CAK
A e AR BRI LA R PR R IR R SRR

RF-CA-Markov #:4]eni%i% » 3 & £4]* RF #4] » T Fd F] 2 2 2 2 1)
PR R R X REV A EE L 2 p a2 %% > %4 Markov
BAlm T AN g 25 o q R E s BEARRd CAHAEF R E -
A5 CAUR I RRPIF R > € 22 { WFeipipleg %

AFEF A& )% Terrset #4887 Markov 2 CA #4#iE 8 » ¥ 5 @ T8 & ki
AT A 2 NHBRBERERT S BRSPS TR 0 e - B SRE CA BRI FICE
o @AM RF BRI 5 BE 4 5 TerrSet #rf @ of -2 # %74 B3
(rst) » T %3 BES B > 2L CAFIRRTF Bt (rgf 4 ¥ 175 CA
BT 2 A Bl B 22 TV LS RFFERIE S CARARAR
el e B R FHCRE AR IR I 28 3 B R R i 4 -

A CA 3] ¥k 306> » 2 ¢ 2 A x #c 4% (Number of Cellular Automata

Iterations) % %fg@’fst%i; Bl RRENEL Sfic 2 A £ 945 Markov # 45 EL
21 CA 3R] > 47 & i i A feBlif & and w0 K A RO e i

Eﬂéﬂﬁ%iﬁ@gﬁwﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁoéﬁﬁ%ﬂiﬁ R B

BHVEEVT MG R EEAEER P F ER
%4 £ (Mondal etal.,2020) o 7] 3F 4% & i1 X Sl
WRRIFRNA R 4otk 2T R AT AR A ER 0 5 Y B RNRERR
I % i %% ¥ - Jana and Choudhary (2022) % Douandji et al. (2025) i 35 fiss pF i
R B EEEES SRR EIESEELIAE & R RUES TR SHE T FiE & N
i =t dkc > 4o Mondal et al. (2020) & J5FE R IEPER 5 20 & 2 43 & > Tt 2
WA HE 102023043 2 538 {TRGE  F IR B IRRAERF 0 0 P R
Hw 0 E PO AR SOTE RIS % 5 Aljehani (2023)R]41* 1 1 200 =t =0 F R
B 6 50 2 AR AR R o AT AT AT 0 4% 2024 & R
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PEEC 2387 153557510515 %2 20074 it A=t #i2 ATR P A7 T FiEF

2024 £ » BEREGHAKRE AT A RPEAIEKTZIFRARE AL

Moo B ¥ ikyy Kappa B AR Hrw ThFE A fHk o NiT L 2031 EIRRIHC
Brikyp o B S8R T & ¢ 3wz p BB a8 gk 477 (Cellular Automata Filter

Type) % +* b|3%L (Proportional Error) » # % & CA-Markov #3119 * niiyd 3
BB RAR T SV AT BHRAAKRESE BT £ BV RIT A
YRR RIT g E RS e 3 5N o f R T Ao S5X5 RS Rt B o
MY YR RE 24 B TR BHEL Y RIS R R
Wik - F B AP S HRACASBE 2T H AT AT R IR A
T HB-5x 583 ik B (Arora et al., 2021; Zhang et al., 2023; Asif et al., 2023;
Beroho etal., 2023) o * (]384 5 54| FF4 Bl FEBALR RIS o
DERR R A B R TR AP A AR T ST AR

T T BEAL 5 0.15 (Zhou et al., 2020) °

() TRl %

* 3 37 RF-CA-Markov fr CA-Markov & §& i3] ch3g i 2ae > 1 & v
WHAPIEPen2024 & 2 B R EABE Y E2024 5 3 2 G FAB PR AKEL o
BAlE S 2 A R FHEmA % Kappa B3 fadpih » M2 W03 &
FREBHEHEL E LR -

e Az & 1% Terrset 4 4% < IDRISI Image Processing i > %3 3+ % & 7|

1
P

\4..
T

FFREFE>FERFG AL Ti- HEFER AR L Kappa B8 70 #RA
17 » 135 RF-CA-Markov ¥ CA-Markov #-3| #-3] &7 b #& S+ B KA T 2. 3F
BlER o E- 59*?%3??”@?%/ ‘g‘fmp?/ﬁlbﬁ—%ﬂ&q_ﬁ&‘f%&’ éf?j‘)
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112020 &SRR GRS S LR R ke RS o FIR 25 Kt Bl
PG AR R A 537% ER 5 RN R 1 24.1% @ % 5 B E MR
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%10 84584k 2020 E R B EA G AR AN
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FLRRir S5 SRR B3 e 0 538 30~ 40 £ 1517 40%H % &
FRRAAR BEARA B4 1 @k B SRR R EAHRD] 48
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AR F S A AT EREE - R o B B EBR R 2020 F SUR AT R R
ct S P B S VESAR NG VD RGRE SRR B S TN - R R N
Bk BREARE (MF) FTRAFFOLEY (FFVUFELFSS ) A
RS SYE DR EIES SR AL L S E S HEE § ST S E LI
TEREEMBEFE (1997) TR S E2RFRAINERF AR FREETREDS
YA ERE > A s MMAREBERELE Y RE G- Ko
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222 7R pipMEsE

Year Moran’s Index P-Value
2011 0.0636 <0.0001
2012 -0.0011 0.8788
2013 -0.0004 0.8105
2014 -0.0001 0.6717
2015 0.0001 0.5719
2016 0.0002 0.5265
2017 0.0003 0.4866
2018 0.0001 0.6064
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AT H 2010 £ 3 2018 EHF d e 0 R BAIREFT 20 A0 B
% 4o®] 25 47T 0 WY AT 0 RHECE (NP)~ #% R A (ED)~ BB KR (LSD
2 28R AntE (SPLIT) 35 % MEH T 5% g iz F ph1 b 1 § 2w
LB RF o M H BB R 0 0 4 RIS SRR M 3
ARG R FRFRSR o KRR 2 KB R4 1R (CONTAG)
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NP ED
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z, m
o 2
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r"; 172]
g a0 220‘00
Z |
4 200 10.00
0 0.00
2010 2011 2012 | 2013 2014 2015 2016 & 2017 2018 2010 | 2011 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 2016 2017 & 2018
—e— NP 822 1050 804 & 780 840 699 | 619 | 626 6% ——ED 5633 4531 3153 3228 2947 2689 2591 2147 2511
YEAR YEAR
o
LSI PAFRAC
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7 14.00 & .
2 1.3
12,00 =
2 I 136
"3,1_ 10.00 -
& 800 Z 135
g 600 g
Z{ : o 134
400 @
2.00 - 133
0.00 132
2010 2011 | 2012 2013 2014 | 2015 2016 | 2017 2018 2010 | 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
—— 1Sl 1623 13.49 1007 1026 956 892 868 & 757 848 —4— PAFRAC |1.3857 13744 13702 13471 13498 135 13511 1374 13726
YEAR YEAR
o
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2010 2011 2012 2013 | 2014 2015 | 2016 2017 & 2018 2010 2011 | 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
—+o— CONTAG | 69.36 76.81 83.61 8266 84.55 8580 85.63 89.01 87.44 ——SPLT 1225 1137 108 1090 1076 1067 1070 1046 1055
YEAR YEAR
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r o~ BEQR TSR

(- )3 %4

HEATE- BRI EF R DI RAFEN AT L AR EE UG
TARHCA  FE AR M A T MRS T o 1A TR & S H e
WA T AR W g aldpchEp 2010 £ P F - B4 %3] 2018 &
0 2R e MBSk L en T B 0 @ MR AR T BTN 4R ch A 2010 & &:*”ﬂﬂ’“#@fﬁﬁ”’
2018 £ 3 £ HBmFEFDRE 0 VHRL C GFIRT ORE o ) BB
FTIE e ZRACHA B b ﬂ;;ﬂi}‘:#}ﬁp@:ﬁﬁ}iiﬁﬁp A
WG fF (AREA) 3. % £ (PERIM)~ % £ & #+* (PARA)~4 2% # (FRAC) -
T I017575% 45 ¥ (CIRCLE) ~ #8345 A  (CONTIG) 2 JE# 3 3 # f £ 14 B 7
PSR T R RIS R FBETR G 10m o EAEKE
20,000 & > H ¥ 70% T A > H A 30%IT L RFER A MGG HEAMNAR -

(= )% ficAp B 4 47

AREFABREEFAFEERL Y A4 1 FR EF o A2R
TAHRALEE G BRI AR MBI AT AR 2300 AP T A A -
BB LF R AP M 4o AREA {o PERIM 2. B edp B 285 0.974 > RERIM v

NE)

FRAC 2 [ r4p B 28 5 0.758PARA 4 CONTIG 2. ¥ 14 B %8k 5 - 0.997> DEM
o TM 2. B edp b Tidic s -0.985 - ipt ez B ehg RAPM > 7 it 1k 5 ~

$ELAR AL 27 B IO R e R -
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% 23 AR T HOA Rl M A 4T %

AREA PERIM PARA FRAC CONTIG CIRCLE DEM SP AP TWI SPI RA ™ DS
AREA 1.000
PERIM 0.974 1.000
PARA -0.547 -0.528 1.000
FRAC 0.661 0.758 -0.404 1.000
CONTIG 0.558 0.538 -0.997 0.413 1.000
CIRCLE 0.328 0.397 -0.280 0.689 0.277 1.000
DEM -0.135 -0.177 0.051 -0.147 -0.055 -0.100 1.000
SP -0.111 -0.110 0.065 -0.082 -0.065 -0.023 0.056 1.000
AP -0.078 -0.039 -0.003 -0.013 0.003 0.035  -0.158 -0.150 1.000
TWI -0.007 -0.003 0.027 0.013 -0.029 0.032 = -0.038 -0.400 0.026 1.000
SPI -0.002 -0.003 0.010 -0.005 -0.011 -0.001  -0.022 -0.020 -0.008 0.233 1.000
RA -0.024 -0.018 -0.075 -0.011 0.079 0.079 0.015 0.100 -0.092 -0.039 -0.025 1.000
™ 0.117 0.157 -0.048 0.125 0.053 0.084  -0.985 -0.050 0.158 0.021 0.010 -0.007  1.000
DS 0.305 0.261 -0.387 0.139 0.394 0.073 ~ -0.008 -0.070 0.014 0.003 -0.008 0.075 = 0.010 = 1.000

FL:AREA %455 ff S PERIM 545 % £ ; PARA 5 % £ 6 ff+* ; FRAC 3 4 3}k ; CIRCLE 3
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% 24 3 4p T WA BRI B Sl i

B S.E. Wald P-value Exp(B) VIF
AREA 0.501 0.021 574.262 <.001 1.651 2.410
FRAC -0.239 0.023 112.52 <.001 0.787 3.244
CONTIG -0.907 0.027 1128.105 <.001 0.404 1.627
CIRCLE 0.211 0.017 158.758 <.001 1.235 2.067
DEM -0.418 0.012 1267.522 <.001 0.659 1.059
SP -0.287 0.014 406.229 <.001 0.751 1.263
AP 0.075 0.012 36.991 <.001 1.078 1.082
TWI -0.105 0.015 50.661 <.001 0.9 1.279
SPI 0.197 0.053 13.628 <.001 1.218 1.066
RA 0.202 0.012 291.384 <.001 1.224 1.049
DS -0.757 0.012 3674.223 <.001 0.469 1.223
¥ B 1.792 0.015 14224.188 <.001 6.004
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bEAFF S5 o FAPAAYHAT IR S BT RO R -
0418 » R A& ARG e F > p AR T 07 M B > ¥ A N F Lk R g
el MR A I AR D £ o7 MR e fF 5 02870 1% A BB R T o
R T e i ¥ A F G R RSN R FE XK A ok
BF A APHER R T o B R B RATR (1998) & FRP (1999) &

.

B- RO BT VEERLIET e £ FF o

LT AR M % 5 Omnibus # 2% %+ & @5 10219768 » B F P P <
0.01 > BF7m B8 #TiE Brcnp o HFIR B 5 33 ¥ 4& 4 o Hosmer &
Lemeshow # %+ = & 5 260.291 > & % |+ P<0.01 > & % 3] 5p R Efof BEp| B
ZEGh- THAR o i2- HiEE ROC v 2 AUC kieZH A Fwli 4 > #rF
%X 4B 260 K _ROC & : ¥ :F% DECAFE R 24 ¥ AUC 5 0.801 0 & & 23]
FRIE G B AEgs 4 o
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084
HL o6
E
0.4
0 AUC : 0.801
00 T T T T
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1-# &K

B 26 #3540 T #3) ROC # %22 AUC # ##

FEAZTEHZAALRYET > A HRE%Rp B LER 8 2010 T 2018 & #
B M3 e b s EEAR T L BERERF AT bp RRT
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AptRL R SARE o Bor H A AR B PR FARRE SR A BT
FFHCAI AT o & B 4p 1k CONTIG ~ B & 35 38 Jr chpedt ~ 3 B 4pfk AREA ~ /4 345 &
HEZRE OLEFPEIRATERDER AT 2 B %500 » J 28
BB fRRTOER P AR AR fFee BT T AR T 0 A R
RAe#E il R+ F 2t #3s chp R T o B R eniEdE s B E R DB 4t
B BEn AR @R 4 BARTH AP RFEERY TR o

2§ MEE P TR BRI
d2ta &1 B R ERT R OREEZ 2009 3 2018 £ F o d prdp Hih
ERE TLATH e T ETRFREIRET 2018 & 5 FuE kA S BFTEA TR
g Ko TEEHEE kg B FEAFT M F A& E 2009 1 2024 & 7 E
BE-PhiFEt Pk TEYHEES B SVMEFI R RIS oE FEY S

FREFAURA > L RE WSS R H A8 W ERSE R AE T -

A ERY 10 BEY R B PR S 2009 £ 50 22009 & 8 1 -
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220 BAAE FAREY P Eo o SVM A8 ARTATN L #B S s
IRBE AR E o AR R R 27T R > B B A o R AW
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5 ¥ ijs SE R R & Kappa &

year FWEmR Kappa
2009/05 97.90% 0.95
2009/08 98.20% 0.97
2011 94% 0.91
2013 96.40% 0.94
2015 92.10% 0.89
2017 98.10% 0.97
2019 97.90% 0.97
2021 91.40% 0.88
2023 97.50% 0.96
2024 99% 0.98
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AL REAUR AFTFE ) B e G o X BT A HS
B AR RICH 29 M P 7O BRI M G ff RIS PER N b 51 e
2009 & 57 3 2009 & 8 ¥ HREF o #M 5 FE_111.9ha £Jp3 4 2 748ha F
TEPALRLDF O FAoE ST 2 SRR R LT M FRITT B
P18 72009 & 8 7 F| 2011 # o MM G FEF TR 0 BT 463.489ha 2 (8 B E
WL G AL > 2 4719ha X 4731 ha 2 B jds o e p 2017 & B 45 > #3%
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— 1524 140 1 04 1080 01 1 - 106781 58 1 i (¢ 1187/33.7495 24 ( )
EAR YEAR
LSI PAFRAC
1
Z 1
7 )
A 2
1
200905 200908 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 | 2021 2023 2024 e 200905 200908 2011 | 2013 | 2015 2017 @ 2019 @ 2021 2023 @ 2024
— 5t 4.8914 16,7205 133746 12,7617 11.4598 10.6227 8.4339 | 79372 85958 8.5065 — 13213 13907 1.4018 13895 1.3647 13718 1.3703 1.3688 1.3 1.3751
YEAR YEAR
CONTAG SPLIT
12
= —
Z &
) w
- 1
095
09
2015 2017 2019 | 2021 2023 202 200905 200908 2011 2013 2015 | 2017 2019 2021 2023 2024
e—- ( 52 80.6718 83.8616 87 7 88.8592 88.1287 87.4913 —&et 10231 | 11744 | 11022 11043 1.1039 | 1.077  1.0516 1.0463 10497 103546
YEAR YEAR

F131 %A #3006 80 8 4y 4750 )

@ T o # B4 NP~ ED~LSI 2 SPLIT %2009 & 8 * (i i gh
)RR E MBI RT EARR c R RROR > RAEFEFAL 2R
SRR AR B R BTR D A RHAGRAFR R E M B B A SRR S TR o

Bt AR F o3 B3tk CONTAG Aor di4p 5 AB% ik ph 7 3 F 3 i o 5
REEALBTC R 0 B RS R Y % o PAFRAC d4p 0% it AR 4p o 2
B5 B Rtk BA LI AL S AT EARR 5 2009 £ 50 KR HE T
NI B LE > BARE i R IR R G AR AR Lo R o
FRELAT|A BB A B A 2009 & 8 4 % 2015 # % 2021 & 2024 &
BoTied B B R kil ?ﬁ%‘i’.ﬁéfﬁﬁiﬁ—“ A2 & #i B - Wang et al. (2014)
a1 PAFRAC dpiR8t 2 B 12 b LA 14 4R 5 AR (2021) 7o Atk i
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X R hpR it 427 0 PAFRAC 4153 4 v NP ~ED ~ LST { #xm 5 i !
bR SR o o Tl PAFRAC 4p A2 & RAcR & o Fdpik 0 v 5 2o R+
#E 22 dp ik o PAFRAC Jp iR 1 “THEm 15 B 3% pPFE > 77 & 9 AT
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FRATH M Rdd o - ARR TR ANA LABFTEOFL LT o ETRY

M ERIERI AT o B REINR 0 L REPF A (DEM) ~ ¥ F (CUE) » # 23R
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PP i BEAE (DR) 3L (AP)® 9354 A/ k2 Ap bl 15 (% L A spde e 30
FooeoFIF IR 0 A A R N B 3 FIE 2 B RAT ORI e o ) R
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TRRA BRI O B A AR T 2 S A DR R Y c BT ALF
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%26 HBEEHARBAPM AT B

DEM CUE TWI SPI SP PFE PNE DR AP
DEM 1
CUE -0.01 1
TWI 0.027 -0.28 1
SPI -0.01 -0.07 0.117 1
SP -0.06 0.035 -0.32 0.009 1
PFE 0.01 -0.91 0.15 0.076 -0.04 1
PNE -0 0.799 -0.38 -0.04 0.018 -0.49 1
DR 0.334 -0.02 0.063 -0.01 -0.12 0.018 -0.02 1
AP -0.02 -0.01 0.04 0.01 -0.12 0.017 -0 0.091
7 DEM 5 %42 CUE 5 ¢ & i TWI 5 28 B 478 SPI 5 :Zinsi R 4n%kc: SP 28 A&  PFE 3
)o@ F SPNE 5T e d 5 ;DR 5EEFEIES AP S8 %

(Z)falE 4
#-ih o~ g fFHCT) ¢ 8 B % c( DEM ~ TWI~ SPI ~ SP ~ PFE ~ PNE -~ DR
AP) > s A fF— 1 Ad® > ¥ 4| % SPSS i {7 Bk FHA g B > % Aok 27 57
7 H¥¢ DEM~SP DR~ AP $#c:hP @35> 0.01 » A7 15 it 8oy #35 b '%
TFRIEFREEFN R LB R H R R Ao e £ R S R
FI AR ) 4 B R U ﬁrﬁf’*' » BR 4ok 28 #ror 0 H P ORETR
i §EdE (DR) «;"mewgb%wvgafg@&; ¥ BB E -5.067 (%4 e ARG o 3t
hrgRgErs i A= E3 & (SP)» B 5 1.379 0 BEom LR B 4e 3 S FEE G R
< ehiE* ;34 (DEM) BE 5 0582 R AN ARM 4 HMpalgF 2 8
B i) B E S -0.8820 A ERME e S E SR G o SR T
MPEPE IR e R AR IR EREL DI E LS o AT B EE Sevgen
etal. (2019) 2 Nhuetal. (2020a) 7 SFwmip i+ > T FA 723 I R ~ 3422 §E
P BEYL UM AR A G HCA R A E TR
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% 278 Ip p R Qi jF A 475 %

DEM 0.582 0.079 54.907 1 <0.001 1.790
TWI -0.308 0.182 2.869 1 0.090 0.735
SPI -.247 2.249 0.012 1 0.912 0.781
SP 1.310 0.115 130.215 1 <0.001 3.706
PFE -1.540 1.514 1.034 1 0.309 0.214
PNE 0.105 0.933 0.013 1 0.911 1.110
DR -5.062 0.128 1566.967 1 <0.001 0.006
AP -0.882 0.067 173.145 1 <0.001 0.414
LR S 1.603 1.174 1.864 1 0.172 4.966

FL:DEM & B 425 TWI & # 27 /B & g8 SPI 5 3275 % A dp#c; SP 2 8L &  PFE 5 3% & 5 ; PNE
Lo d F ;DR ZIEFEIEY ; AP Sl w

%284 i p REDE F 4115

DEM 0.582 .079 54.827 1 <0.001 1.789
SP 1.379 .108 163.450 1 <0.001 3.973
DR -5.067 128 1571:011 1 <0.001 0.006
AP -0.882 .067 173.362 1 <0.001 0.414
LR S 0.510 .069 54.479 1 <0.001 1.666

i:DEM 5 %425 SP 28 A 5 DR ZHEFFIES ;AP S 8w

. EX

RO PR AT 2 eniBE R B G M TR il & R R R
*F 7 18177 Hosmer ¥2 Lemeshow # % Omnibus # Z_° Hosmer ¥ Lemeshow
FERBTSESE T+ ES 139770 pd B 5 8 BEF M P<0.01> Bt #7
FRIEfFERPELRF 5 - THL B om Omnibus # %o+ > @i 7] 2501.465>
Ad BG4 BFMP<0L 37 HAArEBhp B8 § sl & BT R

g R iaf

()3 &
i % SPSS 3-8 HAITERIE F 2 ROC ¥ %2 H o W™ 6 f# AUC> % % 4B 32
#6577 o S ROC o ¥ 5 & o HEAFE R 24 0 AUC 5 0.704 > % & 4] 57 )

B3V RLOES S > B EE A HNLGEE KRS
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AUC=0.704
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I-#HEE

Bl 32 #3854 ROC o 4

LA FRERIER 0 TR R drd 290 PUREARE LS 0 B
BRI FER 5 60.78% ¥ 3% 1 IR LR L 67.64% MM FE S L 64.2%>

BREAE TR AR SR L - s L A vy stk e

%; 29 gii%i%F%i*g;ﬂjﬁgléfﬂiéiﬁg

FEFHR
e 3 3 BFRER
2 3039 1961 60.78%
3% 1618 3382 67.64%
B g 64.2%

AEE DR AT 2009-2024 E R G B L S 2o SVM A K 2
Wies w2 » REIR LEEH Fiph2 SR FHAD - S 2R HFEHEL
Bl JERD TS HBERIFRNE E S ST Mg 2 L
tHFELE P

BEDH RERERHIGFEY D Sy AR kG0 b UHFA S Rk
B(NP)- 4 % & (ED)- $ B,k 8 (LSD) & 4 4t/ 146 (SPLIT) 35 44- 2
HEA R R ARR AR AR E AR A R e F R ER T
Bb 33 Pp 7T EF RS SR BEBHERT AR BPp BB FA
Wbt ARG s BERE RS o py o R E R4 1R (CONTAG) IR
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A AR R AR FRERAREH PR o BRI AR IE (PAFRAC) * &
e FAL (2010 - 2018 4 ) Bgom H %2010 3 2013 £ WA F T " > » F R AR
b it 2016 EHEL R > RANA R NRITOBALIRE A LY TR
(2009 - 2024 # ) Rl E A B AP % > A W N4 2009 & 8 7 I 2015 & 2
2MLE”M3’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ%@’%%@éﬁﬁ’%ﬁa@ﬂﬁ&@
Bod AHT RV HET BRI ERE RPN REDBRRPL P EEF B RS
BE O A NED T RER R AT BE B R B R FROE R
getho ke 22 SO R RICAE M AR i 64.2% AUC 5 0.704

B E - IR 4 o R AR BURE R oo v HFEHT R S
FRERL PR P LT SRR EELFE DA FEER -

S R e 3 R4 R M FERIE RV R

BREIBRT FZEE T2 I E FEAR FERHEY 2009 £ 8 1 2
2024 # & H 4B E ﬁy@’%%@i&&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂoé%zﬁpzﬁ
Do FETAY R HHREROEREE AL I AR PN AR SR Sme
I0m~20m~30m = f&7 I fE45 & > MR G 6 3B HRd F il * 0 ML R
PR TR RATR o 0t SR A A ATH T k2T A 4 ek B iidp
2 NDVI & 1F 5 #fc > 34 Bk * B jF & i ks - 2 e o ire
WO ER A PRI RS ER 2 T AR LR - ARG A F R
WA B EBR o

- 4 lfi_w-_:t“%]

ABA]F 2009 # 87 (X P b Lik) E 2024 EAH IR FEEAUR K
IR AN o AW I E REUB B3 A7 0 BP0 S N AL e d A
%%’ﬁg@iﬁ%%’%mé5%%@%@%%%%’&%$ﬂ%ug@§gﬁ
PR AT 12009 E 2 53 R AD TR £ L2024 £ 2 4 K EAUR 1
EE PR AT L MR R (AoW 34 S B ) 0L IEE S M 4 A e ik .
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EREE =k 2

AT g e EiES BRI REARAZ 2R FETARDHERPETS
2 E AR SRR AR TR BT BB e RE AR A N
Bopchz A dh o HY oM ;‘:ptaugg 2009 & 8 7 ki LEh {63 2024 £
B A3 2 M enTid o @ I AE NI R4, p 2009 & 8 7 (B E SRR 16T 2024
ﬁ@%ﬁ%%%ﬁ’:iﬁwﬁﬁaii¢*%1&ﬁiﬁﬁ%iﬁ?’ﬂéﬁ@
M FARIFR A AT

BB PTG ERFAACEE B B RE R R
Tl W F TG F G d F ‘ﬁE‘JE‘i}i&E%ﬁ‘ FRMLEEI i - RE
F (CCR)Tia% Ak % (TCH)-% A 3 A %% # (VCH) 2 & 55 (CVR) %
E14BFRF o 18K e FARZFETRE > 72 5Sm-10m~20m~30m > & =
B R AL f o B L 2L A e Y SR B & 15,000 B4R A
BE B T0% TR A 0 H A 30%F L RER A

v BEE F RO

(= )% dcip b~ 47

Bt TR T > ASHe B FEITAT O B REEFMIL
AAT 0 TAER 007 R @ E Rl It R R A LB AR AR Mg 2
T RHI G AR o B Smf#t AT H F (CUE) &6 o % (PNE) % 35 o

I

-

% (PFE)» M2 5§ RE% (CCR) & Tio5k & (TCH)Z B hfp 12353 » R
FIp 5 mﬁ’zr%‘r}imgé‘ﬁ*‘i’ Eﬁ:ﬁf“‘l LA f CUE 2 TCH - &P é&:E R R > 10 m f%
1 B A P 4fCUE CCR ~CVR » 20m %47 & $-3 JFJ?CUE CCR~CVR > A 30
m fZ47 R AP PR ,ﬁ? CUE ~ TCH ~ CVR -

ER = TE

17 3 5 B iR PR AT B S e 0 0 5447 R F
f347 R T @ ¥ B (exp(B)) B & ¥ a5 5 (oddsratio) s Bk Aok 300 EHEA
CRRE S SRR A e S HE S L A RRLla T SRS Sy I
R ST R LA A P AL R o bldes 2% 8k DEM ~ CUE ~ SP ~ AP 2
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TWI> 225 50t & & f347 & B 6 15 R Ap $HE o p 3 5K Bipda % (CCR~TCH-
VCH-CVR) 7] 7 10m f#47 A & IR B 5% 5 v o %8 PNE 2 DR P22 5k %
WAptbddp & 0 & 10m f347 & 05 Bt Mot B fR4T R 0 B 7 e a3 gt
WAl TR 2 R R AR TRA T B o RE DT R ERHHB TS0 %
ER M o - H L 10m AR RS RER RS et HY TCH 3§ #
PE BTHER AR HBREAN SRR Ed G- R 2 G PR
HAEFHFEOR G NH R EOEIT TR R kR & DB EP R Fa
MM FL T o VCH R RE e B8 275k 3 Rt AL > Lafe
RER A v o MR GAEZ A e 0 T i F PR B ERGG B R 3 O S
s SmiEA Y > VCHET f » B8 27 i 44 2t 4
DR RT SR B RREWF R A I A TR B R i 0 EERE
Fh o

34

R AETET E B

%30 7 347 A G (RIS R L % E 0

s 5m 10 m 20m 30 m
HE E HHE SR HHE SR HHE 2L
DEM 2.934 2.9 5.908 5.9 4511 45 431 4.3
SP 1.983 2 1.688 1.7 3.002 3 4.413 4.4
AP 0.371 2.7 0.46 2.2 0.351 2.8 0.349 2.9
CUE 0.856 1.2 1.331 1.3 1.583 1.6 0.569 1.8
PNE 13.219 13.2 4.003 4 16.581 16.6 34.019 34
DR 0.031 32.3 0.204 4.9 0.03 33.3 0.038 26.3
NDVI 1.473 15 3.372 3.4 3.074 3.1 1.722 1.7
CCR 0.373 2.7 0.014 71.4 0.255 3.9 0.151 6.6
TCH 0.17 5.9 0.005 200 0.065 15.4 0.041 24.4
VCH 0.07 14.3 77.821 77.8 4.498 45 26.917 26.9
CVR 0.452 2.2 9.96 10 0.912 1.1 2.19 2.2
SPI 1 1 839.845 839.8 182774.981 182775  45995.22 45995
TWI 0.993 1 1.566 1.6 1.385 1.4 1.155 1.2

:DEM 5 %42 SP 28 & ;CUE 54 % ; PNE 5 F 6 & & ; DR 5 §Ej@ if BE3E s NDVI 4 F fi i
R4 CCR 55K REF S TCH 5 L5543 I VCH 554 3 R %24 CVR 3 54
A 5 SPI A i&inse Rdpdic s TWI 5 ¥ A5 R R 4pdic

SR HRAARM A 474476 E NP LR R DR -
fed2 {8 > 12 SPSS it {7 “ﬂ*’@‘v%’%‘%@ﬁi&ﬁﬁ?ﬁ?ﬂ/ﬂ\%‘r TR R E R AL 31 5
o i g AT R BB fFHCA] 0 B Nagelkerke R%5% 5 5% % 14 10m $i058 4717 41T
2% % &3 (Nagelkerke R?=0.49) » # =x % 30 m (Nagelkerke R?=0.21) > @ 20 m %
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Sm#7iF % % # 7 i (Nagelkerke R?<0.200) >

S4m 10m fRF R G L 4 Bk

SRR ARl 4 o gt 10m B HEHEE S E

B IA 1 5

SR h 7

=23

Ly

WH BRI R KT AR A T o A SR AT T HI e fozb ML o

% 31 7 a7 BB TS Qi e %

Sk i fe Rk 4 1 »cic 3= (Threshold=0.5)
= 2 T Ly
TR Rk B pvalue Rz ‘fzfgi PR EKE KRR
Constant -0.425 0.237
DEM 0.891 <0.001
SP 0.685 <0.001
AP -0.988 <0.001
5M PNE 2.709 <0.001 2604.15 0.16 65.70 66.08 65.89
DR -3.345 <0.001
NDVI 0.500 <0.001
CCR -1.355 <0.001
VCH -6.129 <0.001
Constant -0.817  0.007
DEM 2.204 <0.001
SP 0.692 <0.001
AP -0.820 <0.001
PNE 1.918 <0.001
10M DR 2135 <0001 9620.17  0.49 83.63 78.25 80.94
NDVI 0.495 0.003
TCH -17.542 <0.001
VCH 4351 <0.001
TWI 0.866 <0.001
Constant -0.621 <0.001
DEM 1.714 <0.001
SP 1.030 <0.001
AP -1.072 <0.001
20M PNE 2.671 <0.001 3123.69 0.18 69.08 65.52 67.30
DR -3.709 <0.001
TCH -5.229 <0.001
VCH 5.077 <0.001
SPI 14.653 <0.001
Constant -0.716 <0.001
DEM 1.185 <0.001
SP 1.290 <0.001
AP -1.065 <0.001
30M PNE 2.999 <0.001 3503.73 0.21 66.34 69.19 67.77
DR -3.075 <0.001
NDVI 0.724 <0.001
CCR -2.495 <0.001
SPI 11.161 <0.001

N

AETHEY AT (TR R TR
10%%%7’%%&ﬁﬁymm@A%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%—ﬁ’ﬂﬂIMnﬁ
o 47 R RN ER AT R E A (W 35) 0 d W

7 & 3]

2 k=

LA
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LA 2 «E—ﬁ ' 7 FF R4 R T £ & M #ciE (Importance Score)d £ W0 H & F B
LS RE SRS Y SRR SRRy RS LIRS S iR A
A7 o5Sm-~20m % 30m f347 R A ¥ EcE B LR IR A Ap A8 F > FEP
fEdE (DR) ez BHAIP Hr kit M 2 HFR W E B P B 5w
A5 F1F > 4ol ® B AR B (DEM) % o A@ o> frki B 10m 4 ¢ > DR
%2 DEM £ & 8 A5 2 00 B 2 i e Bk S B30 B e
ELEFS > Al x ek g (TCH) frak RESF (CCR) (hE & 21t ik
FRWHEREOAHAP A E FE G F L O A OB EHRSRIRT > TR
BHARET 10m it R RE 2@ 2R R LR SR APE > R AT R
datRit F R Ry ARk G HHE RF LT LR R OEE TR R
ST R BTk REHIEFRATEY A FNT B pRoFE P iE ]
WHEHIA SR R BT 0 ATH A SRR e SRR Y L R
oo £ H A 10m R AR TR FR LD T ECT I RIpT o
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DEM DEM
SP 5m SP 10m
AP AP
TWI TWI
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PNE PNE
PFE PFE
DR DR
NDVI NDVI
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0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25
LEP&KE LEEKE
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PNE PNE
PFE PFE
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L& PEkE EEPE&KE

Bl 35 % F’ﬁ**%)ﬁ“{ﬁﬁw*#%*ml%ﬁtéi A 45 %

T > J@_m ’I_],
(- )ROC ¥ %2 AUC & #

BT B PR S AR RIS £ A R e R
B AR e B A B WA R S 2 BB R % P ROC W 2 AUC i
4o 36~370 A3 B i % 0 0 4 e R R T AL R HS Y 40 AUC
EHA DAFLE o B4R FHA Smo 10m - 20m fe 30m j247 & 5 AUC i
A w5 0.702 ~ 0.872 ~ 0.722 4= 0.731 » Ao & 10 m $3] ¢ Fpprc%k B i > @ Sm
020 m A R 4 T il 4 o G AT A 1219 e AUC 49
210 ARG EERIN 4 B E A o
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BERERCA R R hlRe 0] AUC B80S S - X 10m
A AUC 5 0.876 > i+ 0 H & 347 R H04] > B3 & B 2 ehgw4 o 4pit 2
T MR AR A R 2T R AUC B354 0.8 0 A A 10 m {3 e AUC &
{ %L 0929 B7 it engnd o

Faa S o A R R &R kA 4T 0 R Fe AR SR AR T 0 10
m fE3T R A s BT E BRI R c SR 2 P VRO SR AL R R
g 4 et @B fF 0 A 2 LA 10 m R ¢ 0 R AR 0 AUC R

D i ehgnla 4 0 BEF RS T SRR R R

1 AX _
1 B ¢
R Ak
058
0.8
= o6 " 0.6
o @ .
% — b [ —— BsMAUC=(D)
5M ¥ o4 |
0.4 AUC=(0.702) —— 5MAUC=(1)
—10M . ——— 5MAUC=(1)
AUC=(0.872) 5M AUC=(1)
0.2 f\%'\é_ 05 02°F ) 5| X Threshold=0.3
30M o L2 A Threshold=0.5
o . . AUC=(0.731) 4 R » | ® Threshold=0.7 |
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
1-#%2 R 1-#2 R

Bl 36 BiEsr fF{osg i &A1 R % ROC ¥ @2 AUC &

1r _— - -
S A
08
1"\*
:n'!g 0.6
w !
—— &M —— &M
04 r AUC=(0.703) AUC=(0.816)
—10M —10M
AUC=(0.876) AUC=(0.929)
0.2 ——— 20M ——— 20M
AUC=(0.713) AUC=(0.873)
30M 30M
o AUC=(0.731) AUC=(0.904)
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B 37 BdEw F{oEs SR % @ e % 2 ROC ¢ &2 AUC &
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(= )EFER =1

i€ % 30%hk ik Ao $F e S fE2 BER F 2 RS Sl R AR
AR R ARk 32 47 o MES AR EEA A S m -~ 10m~20m % 30 m fRIT R T A
BTN RS A ] 5 73.81% ~ 85.74% ~ 78.99% % 82.39% 0 & 4Bl [F A 4F hdp ke 2
F5 R T E AR A B L 65.98% ~ 81.9% ~ 6521%% 66.61% o k&% BT 0 ST Atk
Bl e 2 f# 4T R T SR AL R 0 Bt BRI A 0 £ 2 10m iR R RS A
ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@mﬁ&%ﬁﬁmwﬁtuEMJanﬁﬂ’iwﬁﬁﬁﬁw L
# it -

Beh o RS AHHCA] AT BT R A RAPHAR R B Y A T70% 0 A
ig’pﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁs‘iﬂ]% 10m 3] ok » B j3245 B enBrr B3O T70% 0 oo IHE A7 F
FRAT R R R RS R A o A SRR ARtk W R T R R R e i
it o 28 fHew AP k% - & (Guo et al, 2016; Sevgen et al., 2019;

Milanovi¢ et al., 2020; Ozkan et al., 2022) °

3032 7 kR R AR REE AR R B

245 M 3% p 3F R 25 B 3% 3o TR R o
ﬁf; s MLy R BB 3% ER 31 ErEF FAR
LG 2,787 1,713 61.93% 1,349 3,151 70.02% 65.98%
oM RF 3,215 1,282 71.49% 1,075 3,428 76.13% 73.81%
oM LG 3,461 1,039 76.91% 590 3,910 86.89% 81.90%
RF 3,815 648 85.48% 635 3,902 86.00% 85.74%
SOM LG 3,488 1,012 77.51% 2,119 2,381 52.91% 65.21%
RF 3,594 906 79.87% 985 3,515 78.11% 78.99%
LG 2,483 2,017 55.18% 988 3,512 78.04% 66.61%
oM RF 3,709 758 83.03% 827 3,706 81.76% 82.39%

o HIESGER A F

AR A B B E G2 SE ATE i) A Sm 10m - 20m
30m w55 B fR4T R IR R W o WA D R - R 2 i
RPIERIS S EE RIS ST BEE BEES 020 A 5 AF K (AE 02 )
AEA02) 0 M (A 027 A EN04) 0 P (23042 ] HER0.6) B (2
30.6 T P E3 0.8)2 F F (X0 0.8 2 [ E 1) i g s A

F O # Fl4oF) 38 2 39
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dRP PRRICEFRITROR S NBERTTFAF LR - TAERPLE .
R R Y o FRETAGRS S LR BLIPH S mECATERE S 95
BB T om A 10m~20m & 30m 3] ¢ - Bl IR R R AR ERE

HP 20 m BAFER MBS G S 0 TP BT EATH ML s F
MmN BE BERC TR R R B, TRRIA R R PR T 0
FHBA A2 PR R CERARKRIET HPY 2 10 10m BAERIS R EF 5
FrH ML 0 F B L BRI T E ASETAT L B R ERME A B 5Sme

20m~30m ¥ 0 F T LS R IR R S chH B R R 0 HR T A £ T
FE4LP i DR % #icen 55 @ B3 0P i AT % 2 cn R BEAIE R BB A0

SRR P 2N M g AT R T S B %
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B 38 B fF Al w7 o3 BT R SRR S 4 T R
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B R b % B IET R T ek RIS BiR FHCA] 0 2 AUC B hr B 247
T3o4ziE 0.8 &30 10m fE4T AR T EFI BB B 0.929 0 LM INEEF N4 o B
% £2 Zhaoetal. (2019)5%7 3 — % » Hip d & 15m 3 B j#47 R HADoic & & 0 i8]
%R (drSm) B AR AR %R ARG TR en PR EOE T
(e R Rk i

EREERS G Y I RELEHRERE RS S kT T
B e RIS R R R E AR R fosER ¥ Bl R R
BERET O LM AHReh 10m #53) Y > B K %44 (TCH » CCR ~ CVR ~ VCH)
Bive A MERTEEo Y A NToisE R (TCH) 2 %k R ¥5 (CCR)E
BER BB T AR RARF A REARD B m s M hd ko
Jamal and Mandal (2016)45 1 ettt s+ JE T4 ¥ i b4t 4 ¢ > By 7@ T o
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father {EFES B R ARG X 2 80 RO TR i £ otk e
7 Martinello et al. (2023) LB » TR FE P B Bt 2 iR R ciE
Ul R A s NEE R

I & wiep dg-8 7 4 R8N SR RICE)

AR ELB PG HIBRT 2 MRFRR ST A 0 F s

FAGAEES AR T ERLL L S EHRREA RO ART R Y
Al B A 2009 # 8 ¢ (E AR L) ~2017 £ 2 2024 # = 4 fEA
Bl op L fU* 2009 #£22017 E a3 TR Fend s FEFRL(EL & HMme) 2
BAE A RS o M g e M 0 A2 L R BB TA
I BRI FTRE L ELES B> © % & CA-Markov #-73] - ##FE R 2024 #
AR BELIRAF S S HFEO24 E 4 B R EARGE Y UREET 2 B
MERY ¥ T4

RS- HEFEHBEEY FE 2 EHE AR RS AFE Y AR 2 R
CA-Markov @ S3F B » 217 2024 # 4 3 B FHgw > & 2051 ~ i Athow 8 2
"ﬁ#ﬁfb“ﬁi’iﬁﬁiﬁﬂiﬁt/ﬁ"h”“ﬁe/u}#iﬂﬁ‘5m,«.‘ BH By EEY

SR ERE R P 1S 0 S 2017 & 3 2024 & FoRaE 2 RTeNE s Atk S &
BRE®RASPS > & @ * RF-CA-Markov H5 2031 £ 2 3 2 R ER ) o

!

B gL A 49
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BEm o o B AR 0 A E A G S R e o T 2017 - 2024 £ o B
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Bagtes BIAR o538 GIS £ B (ArBl43) 7 F % AT F pou

TEREARERISS > BAR G R R HA R A gL 2L BAh R e
PUb s RFE R AL 2 R 2020 & & LA IR F 0 TS BRI

FAR 2 Apth > ¥ & 2009 3 2024 E B HSFRLFREET A 0 d Bl 44 4¢

L.

ML G AR MR R T E E R o

%E
=
|
=i
x
~m|s

SELRARREFAM A AL HRAT AR 2

% 33 LA e = B AL S %

S LR S PR RIS 2009 & 2017 & 2024 & 2020 = % 42 @ik T

B B TR S T R T i iy =
1 = -2-652 0.1 0.0 0.0 9.3 1976 # K K
2 2-2-706 2.9 0.0 0.0 29.1 1981 # Bk
3 22714 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.1 1982 # Bk
4 »-10-68-2 30.7 19.5 0.6 8.2 1979  # Bk
5 = -10-69-10 30.8 18.2 0.4 402 1980 B K
6 - -10-69-11 21.0 5.2 0.0 0.4 1980 # B B
7 =-10-71-1 27.0 9.7 5.3 0.0 1982 # Bk
8  =-10-71-2 11.8 6.7 0.0 65.9 1982  # Bk
9 =-10-74-1 2.2 0.0 0.0 483 1985 # B B
10 =-10-74-3 1.0 0.0 0.0 15.6 1985 # B B
11 =-12-68-3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1979 # Bk
12 =-12-70-2 37 1.5 1.3 28.5 1981 # Bk
13 =-12-71-3 5.0 5.8 4.0 88.4 1982 # Kk
14 =-12-72-1 6.6 4.1 0.1 13.8 1983 B K
15 = -14-64-1 3.0 0.7 0.0 6.2 1975  # K K
16 = -18-74-8 0.0 0.0 0.0 48.0 1985 @ % 4
17 = -18-74-9 2.9 0.0 0.0 15.1 1985 @ % 4§
18 = -20-74-10 54.7 9.9 14.7 100.0 1985 & % 4
19 =+ -20-74-4 135 1.8 1.0 93.7 1985 & % 4
20 = -20-74-5 1.8 0.0 0.0 0.3 1985 & % 4
21 = -20-74-6 0.3 0.0 0.0 275 1985 & % 4
22 =-20-75-3 24.3 4.8 5.4 89.3 1986 % % 4
23 = -21-80-8 60.6 38.3 13.3 18.4 1991 % % 4
24 = -22-74-14 0.0 0.0 0.0 78.4 1985 @ % 4
25 = -24-78-2 35 35 0.0 100.0 1989 & % &
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