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Analysis of temporal predicting abilities for the CLUE-S land use model
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Abstract: Model simulation is an important approach in ecological studies when actual field experiments are unfeasible.
Predicting future land use under different scenarios using land use models is necessary to assist land use planning and policy
making. However, many studies failed to analyze the predicting ability in temporal scales, which may have incorrect
simulation results. This study investigates the temporal predicting ability of a land use model ( CLUE-S) based on kappa
coefficient in the upper reach of Minjiang River. Our results showed that CLUE-S can be used to predict up to 22 years and
beyond which the prediction results may become unreliable. Our study provides a usable approach in examining temporal

variations in land use models.

Key Words: CLUE-S model ; temporal scale; Kappa coefficient; the upper reach of Minjiang River

LA AL R 2IRIF R SRS R BN EEM R NS, Z B A SCHEHREARR B E 25 B RE -
WA EAER . MSEEPIRERRIRA T # L f s 2 WU AR S M EEFRY SR
AMUA By FEA SR AN, R HEA ST B 2R HE 3 X5 Ak 4 A1 F A 4 188 9% A8 fb (LUCC) 2 i 2 A
T, X A A - b R R RN B kAR R A AR, B R RTARER PR A i L AT SR 48 A S R
J7 3 LUCC S 2 G A se e st .

bt AT ) % R, B ) 1) 3 B AE N AR S 2R B e P, 38 A S IE RIS TE A A5 6 UE W T
WA . BRIEMERER IR BAUER P2 AR ) SE B, 256 F anfe] ge o EUAR IE #f th 7% 4 R i S ALAS sl e
FHRMHFEAR ERTAHE; ARG R IR R S RG>,

EETH : HEK HAP =R YT B H (40801069) 5 [ Z B s SR 5T K AL R ¥ B I H (2002CB111506)
& H HA :2008-06-24 ; 1&1T H #4:2009-08-18
* W iRAE#H Corresponding author. E-mail; huym@ iae. ac. cn

http ://www. ecologica. cn



11 3 XA S bR FAAR R (] ROBE B B 1 70 A —— LA CLUE-S #EEY Ay 4] 6111

FERE RN U R AU HE 4 AR ORI IE ; QSRR ; @A ) TRV 7 B ik (B e P50
iE) ; @HERIERIE L RBIE (A APERE) 7

XA AR I IE RSB IE ) i FE AP TR, HEWRAEREAM L R B SEEI A RE K, R EHE
BEULRA RN, 275 BE A S BRELSCAR 10 , L B 0 v oL L Rl 080 kAT 10, S8 J5 5 L LS5 {5 B AT L A
B o DATE MBI ST 250 T TAR RS H030 Mot 465 SR 50 W) £ 4307 760 45 SR vt e 0 T, A 0 3900 e ) RLJE R &5
HABEIER h WA, € B, BT A R R M B 56 1E 7 ¥ A EOR t 2 5 X A B 2 E i A2 0 TiE
o AEBIIGIE A 7 B A4 E WP ETE L AR A 22 047 B3 2047 R B 22 ROBE L6 BE 23 M A W6 4L
AT,

AHFSE LA L # A FAE RS CLUE-S(the conversion of land use and its effects ) 2 22451 % Ho 7R MR VT i #b X o
P2 A B A R B E A e 1) ROBE R AT R o 51T Z TS KF L3R kappa F8EURIITT 1%
Tk Res B SR AL B B AT E oA, AR B R .

W L. 1 3 DX R SR R R AR A S B e, R K VT Vi i B /K R b, L 3 R P AR L R 3K £ 0
KREREZWMBHRILAKER ., R, R KRR E EEAM =2 — , 758 ERJLHES , R —EZ 3
T BERAR . W% DX 1 3t ) AR AT BB 5 A5 280 A A 52 X 1 - 3t ) P IBRSR i L D SRAK I o
1 AREBRMFARGZE
1.1 BFRXA

URYL B3 AL T 1029597 ~ 104°14'E 31°26" ~33°16'N Z[a], B Mk JBK R E HE JUIHE, 5
FERERXIEARY A, Pl E AR 22564km* 2000 4F 5 A M2 38 J5 Ao Wi VL _E 3 A 75 9 1o JRL R 4 O T LL e 4
HbHT , Ay BN 1Ly ipe 2 5OUR, [RIEN A BE AR P LU AR SS9 . MR 22 R K, 700 ~ 6260m,, B RN 43 A AN
i, FEEST 6 ~8 A, IRIL EFt X 2DHORTE DB RIGRE X, £ AN IEE

PR X A PRI EIER 1974 4E &7 54.87% ,{H i T BER AR, 13t BE 5 i A& B8R R ok B i b 5 SR A
1| 2000 47 M AR 47. 56% |, [R]E A R0 R R I AUR 8T B 7, A S R B KRk, &
SR LA I R R B IR T & 0 R R HLIX. , (E2 i T H M55 A SR B &8 B E G R, iR XA
AT HLIX TE 90 SRR MBI AR BARK EWE . 1998 FEFFIEE L T “ KA TH” M B#HEHK”
BUR , 9T X N ARMCR AR A, (R B AT 1B B IR B A LB AR, Mt TR AR B B 158 8] — &K R,
BB TR 3, A SRR AR T ik — PRI .

1.2 BHERIE AL

b ) P B B T B AR R B, AR5 1 1974 E ) MSS 5244 (139-39,140-37/38/39) ,1986 4E 8 A
7 H.1994 4£ 8 H 29 H 12000 4£ 8 H 13 H ¥ TM $4:(130-37/38/39) ,,

& RGEAR R ST 2] 1IE 5 L AE 21 IF i AR % 22 4t K Fi Transverse Mecator % 5% , Krasovsky HfBER{A , Hp Je 2 4%
S 105°E,, 254 ScHu 2 S FIHTY I3 B A B TP ERDASS. 7 % W R B 42
HOEARS &, A2 LA E . 2% 2 E (A IR IEE SRR 2R 2 STIRTT b i
XA SR RG , G FEARMH Z PR i Bt S R T A EERK S RS, 3 10
FpRAY, DLFISE 25 2 Y 150 /> SR AE AN i 13 45 SR VP4 1 Kappa 45 0K B2l 1974 4F 85. 2% ;1986 4
87.5% 51995 £F 90. 3% 12000 4F 92.2% . g T ff P18 B 0K BE A DT B (R B ( MSS 80m x 80m; TM, 30m x
30m) , K 4 B IESE R ERAE S 80m x 80m p PR T AT T, AR SHTE B R4 ERDASS. 7 Al
HIRE B RGE KM ARCGISO. 0 Hi#kfT
1.3 CLUE-S #i#d

AWFFE L B L 3t A FI AR Dy CLUE-S 58S, B | i 22 B LA T MR R 22 3R 5 Bk 22 REEH R 1 A
CLUE Bl b & ik, , B AELZ RE il €8x FEA Y MAKEK ) H k= R EWRE +
AR, B RBIUR R 2P Ky 1a, 5 CLUE #ZAUAH [, CLUE-S #2825 T 5 0 3R (— R KT km x
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Ikm ) 2 [ T B0 A4 A4, 3 P T DX 38R o R FHAS (B 98 . CLUE-S BRI Py, 45— 5% B0 (M ) #ei ok
b FH ST ) [ S5 T, MG ) o T - i ) S R R 1M 0 = R FIR B . CLUE-S A3 B8 4%
s« — b X bR AR fb 2 5212 X ) A I T SR 3R Bl 9, 3 HL— b X )+ b ) 40 A A% Ry 2
LT K DA Kz b X ) B AR IR Fdt S S PP RIAFE Sh A P Z b o 72 R LA -, CLUE-S 5%
1B R G T B AR 3 F FAZR A 2 (R e S 6 R, SEBU R [R] £ A A fL A R, LR E )
SRR LS I AR AL B LB SR G AR 35 S P A R B A X R e

CLUE-S R B 5 24 2 MR A ™, SE 4Rk e A B L B R 61 7 X EemF 9T i 25 1] 4
P\ — TR BULE KL, T F st [a] R BE 2k 10 ~20a 22 [8] , Hobf 8 MR 2 AT 7 F 2 30 4047 , 3 F
BB [ RBE B R BB A B R R T 28820 o
1.4  Kappa 165 R3]

CLUE-S #7 fyt [] R BE 4047 5% F Kappa 365055 775 . Kappa $850— & FH R PR 18 2R R 40 25 ) IE
FREENOS A A B "), H Cohen 7E 1960 4E$8H 1) FEIUIM A4 A ELSL B4 - 3 ) P 181 3647 25 i) B, 75
2 + b FATE R & L AR B AE P (R 1), DAIH5E. Kappa 880, AR
(P,-P,)

(P,-P,)

KH,P, =Py + Py + -+ + Py, FIE FRAI B E b, BIRIME (R 1) 5P, =R, XS, + R, XS, + -
+R, xS, , AL A FHE ERBIBEE (R 1) 3P, =R, + R, + -+ + R, TN 5 5L + b A AR LR B, B
HAH, A E S 2R B TET 1,

SR + b ] F 1 58 4= —FF , W Kappa = 1; QR WL (E K FHI2E(H , W] Kappa > O; AN LI {5 % T 4128
{8, W] Kappa = 0 ; QSR WME/NTHI2EME , W] Kappa < 0, % , 24 Kappa=0.75 i, # 3 F1| F 18 ) — Btk
i, A /N s 2 0. 4 < Kappa<0.75 B, — Btk —t, LB ; 24 Kappa<0. 4 B, —FdEdk 2, B LK,

®1 WEGMRBERE (CARLIIBFT)

Table 1 Contingency table for comparison of two maps, where C; is class J

Kappa =

T b P FL5E 3 F FH & True land use map
Predicted land use map C, C, (oF} 41t Total
Cl Pu P12 Pl] S] =SUM(P11)
Cz le P22 Pz] Sz=SUM(sz)
(o Py P Py, Sy =SUM(Py)
A1t Total R, =SUM(Py,) R, =SUM(Pp) R, =SUM(P;;) 1

Pontius % A\ —# % JB T Kappa #6850, A TR IBALBRE RO B IR . HEMREH TR L
FIFE A AN o i 22 R s R, AL B R E B T RIS T s ms &R . £k
AR R b A S R AR A BB 1 7T 432 TE (AR NQ) (&8 (R R MQ) Fise 4 (&% PQ) (R 2) . 1
NQ 15U , AR 4 3 A FHZS R T AR, b A 220 25 18] _E FEAL M , 452880 4 PR AR R i T AR 78 PQ 1B i
T, BT R SRR AL MQ B BLAL T NQ A PQ Z ], RIFEFESOWA LR, IR T
B B FBEJI AT 408 - o (fRiFR NL) (45 (8 #R ML) FI5g 4 (F#iFR PL) (% 2) . 7E NLEHL T, T HE 1 4b
FI AR S [0 B, & R R E 2 (8] L BEALA 1 s 76 PLABOL T , S8 S HERR b ORFe T b 1| FH 282U 1)
23 [ B, B4 B 14 58 24 ] s ML (15 262 F NL #1 PL 2Z 8],

F 20, J = LA FRREEG) = A R FHIERL; S, = 2880 j AT L b 4 b R, = 85 j #E
HSLE ERE 48 (£ 1) ; KLocation = (P, — MQNL)/(MQPL - MQNL) , | LA E %048, 7T LAt R R 59
Kappa $8%, 70714 :

(1) ¥ Kappa #8580  fi#K KStandard, A MQNL( 30 F FASfL B3R 3h S0 SR B I BE /1, T %
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A ORRras R B R RE ) ) MR MR, TF MM 45 & {5 B 28 1LY Kappa $841.
P, - MONL

KStandard = 1 ZMQNL

K2 BALEBEENSR

Table 2 Proportion correct classification

PRAFECRRE ) HaENL B HARES Ability to keep location
Ability to keep quantity G None, NL 114 Medium , ML 5E4> Perfect, PL
J
7 None,NQ 1/] (1/J) + KLocation x (NQP - (1/])) Y MIN((1/J) ,R;)
j=1
J J
125 Medium , MQ Y (S; xR;) P, Y MIN(S;,R)
j=1 j=1
J
5842 Perfect, PQ 2 (Rlz) PQNL + KLocation x (1 — PQNL) 1

J=1

(2) BEHL Kappa $8%0  f&iFK KNo, f& LA NQNL( 31 FIAE L A9 3K 36 g BE B A (RIS ECR I RE T , OB 1R
Fras A B HIRE ) FEVIIEE R Kappa 1558, PO 1 30FI LR & 15 B A1
_ P, -NQNL
° 1-NQNL
(3) fiE Kappa #8%¢ A F% KLocation, 2L NQNL( L3t AL LA IR 3 1 BEBLA RIS BB IBE T , XA
PR¥F2S [BIOLE I RES) ) (RSB ME, LA MQPL( 130 FIZE AL B3R 3l ) BEA H SR 5CR R 1, SUA SE 2 AR
Fras[A B HIRE ) FEM H AR Kappa 1555, FSR PP 25 (8107 B {5 B 922 1L o
_P, ~MONL _
MQPL - MQNL
(4) %8 Kappa $8%%  fRIFK KQuantity, LA NQML( L3t R FI AR AL K 3h 1 BEA RIS RCE K BE S, T A H 55
PR¥F2S [BIOLE I RES) ) fEMIERME, LA POML( 130 FIZE AL B3R 30 ) BEA S8 R I ECR R J1, SUA P 4R
Frzs A ML EHIRE T ) fEM ESLERY Kappa 1858, AT RIRIFHECR R B 21K
) P, -NQML
KQuantity = m

KlLocation =

2 BRBRIE
2.1 =EIRBERE

23 1) ROBEFE AR RIRRALL A o SR 0 23 (8] 7 B2 (S R/ ) |, ZE AT BB A o 25 8] RUBEA A [/ B9 2
P, X BRI FIFAR UL 25 8] ROBEE PR . AR ERIE , 76— WP X P9 e 1923 1] 23 B 3 FU AR ) 25 [ 20 3%
LR GEZHN, BB IABIE Z AT E B , (BRI A K- S B A & PR R3S A, TS B2 R %
Befifo AR X 4% @ MR CLUE-S MRS HETT 22 RBERE I B 9 45 51 3 I 2 1A 4 B S AR, e PE RS
{H RIS 515k AR TR 2 , SRR BB/ o o TR b i st X 30 2 S %, AR WS 2R AR UE NS BE O IR R R T
PePER S B 0 B, LUR AT REZS R B 25 6] {5 6L o & T CLUE-S BRI BT 7 1 B BRIA Z 4, A 1000m 3 3%
R (HHE KR/ 1000m x 1000m) FF46, L 100m S48 w25 (6] 73 R . G525R KB, FEUR VL B3 X (TE AR
24740km’ ) CLUE-S 7! 5 5 ATB 1T B9 43 HFR  200m, & 1345 17,810 5], 3t 618545 M . PRI, A< BF5TE
PRz [ RS 200m,
2.2 FRERFE

4 IR BI R P K RGN A AR FEARRH (PR R B JE R R A R AR S
#oa, 3L 10 F2eR, (B2 H T CLUE-S MR AR LU R BR ] , BF o P Xt R ARG AT T, BE N AR A
Al EARMH  F BE R E . SRt A A DR S R G R 5 JE R M T YA R R
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H T AR LA (A SRR AR/ N TFHE 58 B AR 1% ) TR RN REREA TR

T 1974 42 2000 4 A 4 B3 FIE, B 4 399+ 3] A T BRES0HE , XFiX 26a [A] B9 H B AR Bl R
PR AR L3R AR
2.3 =[EEREh ST

CLUE-S #58 p i F — S 483 (Bl #EAT 3 FISS B MY 25 18] S BiL . AW TS RLSETHER 1 SPSS #E4T
SEHT, BT QR 10 AN ENE PR T AR SRR e (BT R R B R RS B R AR R AR
B LR A IR IR B (CTI) A 38 8 (TPI) o MRV bW X 302 R 2%, A H 5 B ZR X R H), B
B TR SHEA R T

(1) "Ry 1:10 J7 #9446 DEM &,

(2) BBz A3 1) R R R AR I 72 ARCGISO. 0 25 [H] p LR (9 345 T i DEM &AL

(3) B PEEE S, 2 B e S A 238 P R B 34976 ARCGISO. 0 25 [H] 43 M 32 T4 00 & A0 1B A Al

(4) 4 Y B AN R [RURE e 1 D AR L A A% [

(5) LA WA R (CTI) , AR B8 5L, T LS s [ L B B, HH A 508 -

As
CTI =1n ang

A, As g EIFEKIX AR, B IR 2R M3 B o CTI 5+ 3 5E L6 @ v bk 2% | s ke
Bt RVER

(6) SENLFEE(TPI) [ Bhzs (A1 7 I FE 5K, LA BB e K 3 AL 38 80, AR B S/ N AL H8 5, AR U8
Jenness $RALAIFRFIHE

3 B R 10 NI 30 R 7 [ 2 43 1) F il A B J2 % B ASCIL SCf4, By CLUE-S #525Y Ha7 ) convert T
B stats SO, ARG 7 A SRR SPSS #4750 120 B, B A 1974 48 L b Al IS RIVE S R 4B &, 5 3R 3
FIER AR, ZEETF RIEZRRA ROC PH4r, HAE KT 0.7 R FIESE R4, & L F| A2 HE
B L g5 R R 3,

7 3 1Y Beta RELH B BT B A RRE KX R R, A EN CLUE-S BRI S5 34 alloc. reg
HINZ . Exp(B)EZ Beta REHILL e NIKH BRI, HEFTHEHMEELR, RUYHBTE (TR
HF ) BHE R In— L as), £ R 280 & A EE AR AR I B

7 PR b 9 A PR e ) TS B AR , B ROC B 4351 289 0. 705 F1 0. 748 K BE AR A J I8 Bl 3 7 £ 3
FI 2R PR AUR, & 35 LR A R R B3 . IRsh A 7 X B0t i B B8 1 8¢ 5, %o Bk b ) i
B o
2.4 FHAERERE

+ bR PSR AL RS e P (RP ELAS 2300 R 487 — & BHA N, WF5T DX P9 A 1 R P 278 ] BB 1L
At - b 1 P 2SR B ME ) R B, AR DX 558 A b A AR 48 P A (] 3t ) P IS AU AR A ) [ sk A5 100 A B S - i,
FFAFR B SEBRIE O i3 B B, HME R, e S . TEVHAMNE, REESHENRE FEKENTRX
T b R AR O BEAR 5 DA AR AT, 2SR th T AERL LR 36 () i AR T K. 59 4h, CLUE-S ARAIXS &
¥t ELAS B840 +2 R, HoA/ NS RE T B85 | AL LS S A B R 78k . ABFFEMRIE S % Sk #0
WFFE X b IR KR A, 2 BIA A R - oA 2R B S5 ELAS S 8UE, I MBERLEE — N EE
HISETR . W X &R+ sf| SRR AL AR e 1 - B Mk 0. 9 s E AR bR HE 0. 95 B4tk 0. 9 ;8 b 0. 8 AL
B 0.6,

2.5 ERALHRIBEE

7£ CLUE-S #B i | IR g A\ 25 Fh 1 R F 28 B 22 (8] ) AR P S B A I , AP 5 I B T AR 1) b ) R 2 7Y

Z ¥ A E AL
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Table 3 Beta values and exponent Beta values for logistic regression for different land use types

Forestland Shrub land Grassland
B{Zijj P Betaﬁ;p;:g Bef::;ﬂg Beta & j{f&
Priving fectors B coeii/i(:ient Exp(B) B coeﬂ/'i;ient Exp(B) B coef[/'i;ient Exp(B)
=72 Elevation -6.06 x10~° 0.9999 0.0002 1.0002 -0.0001 0.9999
B Slope 0. 0002 1.0002 -9.61x1077 1. 0000 -0.0003 0.9997
B[] Aspect 0.0039 1.0039 -0.0031 0.9969 0.0037 1.0037
B3] i B Distance to river 5.16 x10 7% 1.0001 0.0001 1.0001 -0.0001 0.9999
) J5 B 5 BE B Distance to settlement 3.42 x10°° 1.0000 -1.87 %1073 1.0000 -9.13x107° 0.9999
FI) 38 4 B8 Distance to Road 4.90 x10 3 1.0000 2.07x107° 1. 0000 -2.12x10°° 1. 0000
4E[%NI & Annual precipitation 0. 0005 1. 0005 -0.0034 0.9966 0.0036 1.0036
4EZEHE Annual evaporation -0.0056 0.9944 0.0128 1.0129 -0.0090 0.9911
iﬁpﬁzﬁﬁogmphic Index -0.0245 0.9758 0.0238 1.0241 0.0072 1.0073
{7 #5841 Topographic Position Index -7.78 x10 ¢ 1.0000 2.22x107°  1.0000 -2.62x107% 1.0000
‘# & Constant -0.0877 0.9160 -1.8486 0.1575 -0.6436 0.5254
ROC 0.705 0.748 0.851

Farmland ‘E Other

Bﬁ.ij,.]ﬁli Beta ?ﬁ%ﬁ& Beta %X =
Driving factors 8 coeﬁ/i::ient Exp(B) 8 coe ff,"u\:ient Exp(B)
=72 Elevation 0.0002 1.0002 0.0003 1.0003
B Slope -0.2486 0.7799 -0.0003 0.9997
B[] Aspect 0.0035 1.0036 -0.0326 0.9679
F|] FiBE B Distance to river 8.48 x10 3 1.0001 —-0.0001 0.9999
2| J& B S BEES Distance to settlement 0. 3460 1.4134 2.26 x10 73 1.0000
3| 3 & BE B9 Distance to Road 0.2905 1.3371 0. 0001 1.0001
AEFENI & Annual precipitation 0.0039 1.0039 -0.0035 0.9965
AFEZEHR Annual evaporation -0.0071 0.9929 0.0040 1.0040
A Y
g;:i%ﬁ:fiﬁogmphic Index 0.1088 1.1149 0.0511 1.0525
B {57 $8 %X Topographic Position Index -6.26 x10 73 0.9999 7.80 x10 73 1.0001
‘H & Constant -4.8885 0.0075 -5.4778 0.0042
ROC 0.927 0.93

3 RS

7 CLUE-S MR SEAT 00 ) R BE 2 7E 10a 3] 20a Z 8] 17 AR HSERT CLUE-S BRI ZEIR VT |
b X B ] R BE B TR BB 1 36 A TR0 5 40T o 43 B 1974 1986 F1 1994 4 ) + b ] F 1 F 3] 2000 4E , o
0y st ] RBE 43 B 26 (14 Fl 6a, SRJG , B 2000 4F ELSZ Y -+ A FH 1 5 F5000 54 - 3t 1 PR R0 R AT L 0

RT3 3t DX 55 L ) 000 i 1) B (BT 1) o

A% 4 ATLLA B, AR Kappa 385504497 0. 980 DA b, 3R BA =R 45 R K 5 2000 4FH 52 £ A I 1 4% £
Mo R B T AR — AR W 4, IR T R A R B AT OR —AE N S B AR o ARHE Kappa 1680 (1B
Kappa 35 $UFIBEHL Kappa 45 BRI IDT [A] RUBE A3 NI R #1994 4EJT 46 FINAR 21 2000 4-FIM 45 R (6a
PR (8] ) 55 EL L) 2000 4 1 HuFI F & kappa 1550 RFIERAT 0. 900, 1 B H— B s il i) v AR =5 5 A
1986 AEJT 1A TN A 45 2R (14a T (] ) 5 ELS2 A9 2000 4F 431 F & kappa 8BRS T 0. 800, L AA %
R B — Bk, TS SR BTR 22 T LAHERZ 5 I 1974 1B B9 BN 45 3R (26a T (8] ) 5 FL 52 A 2000 47 £ 3 F

I Kappa F5BUFINLE Kappa 58015/ 0. 750 , R BIH IS SRS B AR, SRR o
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H 19744848 i 20004 %] 1 19864E AR 1 A 20004E ]
The simulated map in 2000 from 1974 The simulated map in 2000 from 1986

HI19944F BERL K 200045 /4] 20004 +-Hu ) i I
The simulated map in 2000 from 1994 Land use map in 2000
Bl Legend

= A bk Forestland B i Grassland e 2 Other
T JEA A Shrub land 88 i Farmland

B BEER S 2000 4R+ HuA
Fig.1 Simulation maps and land use map in 2000

#T bEmE5R , CLUE-S BERIFEURTT b i3t X AT BE 1 By 14 ~26a Z [H] . A T B AARH @B 5T
R AR A [E] ROBEBTINBE 7, XF 1974 B 1986 472 [a] 4944 i - st R IR BB itk AT B . 2T CLUE-S
AT o7 P B S ) 3t R PR SR B R T 2000 4 - 3 R FASS U AT, UHIBTZE DTS DX i Ak [ ROBE T B 3 o
4 HEHEERE

N T XS RERILE R TS DA DR (8] ROBE AT 2 — 25 40, X 1974 4221 1986 4R 1) +- 3t Fil FI %54 b F CLUE-S
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BRI AR . 1975 3| 1985 4F )45 + oA IR AR B 1974 .1986 1995 Fi1 2000 4ELk M NIH1E 2], &4
oy 1= R FH S B BOE AR A 75 SR A Bdi A CLUE-S #8578, R S5 |, DA 1974 45 A ff A8 T 00 4% 41 £ R
218

%*4 kappa SEHRIIVTHLER
Table 4 The results of kappa coefficient

1974 Bl &5 2000 4E 1986 4] K] 5 2000 4F 1994 il & 5 2000 4F
F5 5 Index Simulation map from 1974 Simulation map from 1986 Simulation map from 1994
and map in 2000 and map in 2000 and map in 2000
KStandard 0.741 0.830 0.903
KLocation 0.748 0.839 0.914
KQuantity 0.989 0.988 0.987
KNO 0.825 0.885 0.935

PPk R B Elastic coefficient : 45 #k s, Forestland 0. 9 ; 7 A A Shrub land 0. 8 ; #i#l Grassland 0. 8 ;i Farmland 0. 5 ; &2 Other 0.2

R FATEREA 1975 B 1985 47 -+ Hu | A B AR 06 450 1 7 (0 280 P T CLUE-S A7 BIII 2000 4F g
AR . XA SR AR A AE /) 2000 LIS R Kappa S8 4R 5 L2 HG 2000 4 -+ iy i Fi P
17 HCAE ST , U (e 6] S A 15 ~255a,
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