ailibNE2
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He T Qui ckBirdE PG AT THAR RS 004 SR 20 A
w4 VEESR
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3T QuickBird B R B4 1 E A TSI R

E

BMEHAS R R RRRTHRE, BESRANNERES B
S 2 T — 2 L AL A B SRR AR 28 St T — M
R B RN, BRSNS R E N ETNE. SRARDATIE
BRI N MR, MERERb R R, RE. R A,

BELHALMES. HhARBEROEIIRE. EXEN 10 4,
SEHRRLE sm EETROBHPENLBRLGHEREE L, LIHRRE
SR AT T M TR IO T % S B TE T, RIS R, BT
X 77

FXRABR B RS TR TAEL, (B4 PR Quickbird B
B AT 51 % BT 4 — cCognition, 47 BA T H A HEIKE.
SERETH QAR FE, ARG LAENSARETFHEAER,
Quickbird & 4135, Pt BETA BRIP40 RO S . SHE BN S RN
R IR, R, T R R AT

SN, [E AN QuickBird TERAL, ZotRHRF RN
FOK T T LB B AR (DR BT 1A R . BT T
WP, FTHHRAT S BT REAS] 77.9%, 4 T4t ERHE, BB RS
B R A MR MR 5, I 2 BRSSO S A S MU A . e
WK R T AT 6 AR R (B BT B R BRI AS « R DE b
MO L, th T FE T R A AR B ILE,, EARE R, T RRAABK.
AR TG R R T

XRE: BAT. SWED. QuickBird EFEEE . ETHENEHE
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Forest Landscape pattern analyze based on QuickBird

image in Heishiding Nature Reserve

Major: Ecology
Name: Xu Zuorong

Supervisor: Prof. Yu Shixiao

Abstract

It is now widely recognized that landscapes are complex systems composed of
multiscale hierarchically organized entities that interact within unique spatial and
temporal scales. These interactions result in scale-dependent spatial patterns that
visually change, depending upon their scale of observation. Hierarchical patch
dynamics (HPD) is adopted as the theoretical framework to address issues of
heterogeneity, scale, connectivity and quasi-equilibriums in landscapes.

Remote sensing has emerged as the most useful data source for characterizing
land use/land cover. Over the last decade, driven by the dramatic increasc in
commercially available high resolution digital remote sensing imagery that is
characterized by spatial resolutions 5.0 m and finer, the analysis of Earth observation
data has cvolved from what were predominantly per-pixel multispeciralbased
approaches, to the development and application of multiscale object-based methods.

Adopting the Hierarchical patch dynamics theory as the framework, we analyzed
the Heishiding Nature Reverse landscape pattern based on a high resolution
QuickBird image with the object-based analysis software-eCognition. By applying the
object-based classification using the spectral feature and H-res spatial feature together
to product the Heishiding Nature Reverse forest scenes. For the landscape research,
landscape diversity .index, dominance index, evenness, contagion index,
fragmentation index were taken as the major indexes.

Results show that using the high resolution QuickBird image, the forest type

classification of coniferous and broad-leaved species was high accurate, but the

classification of families level was inaccurate. The Heishiding Nature Reverse was

I
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predominated by the broad-leaved forest which the area percent is 77.9%, leading
the contagion index and the dominance index of Heishiding Nature Reverse was
high, at the same time the diversity index and evenness index was in a low value.
The landscape indices show that the forest landscape in Heishiding Nature Reverse
has been well preserved. But other region outside the core zone, because of the
existence of human habitations and disafforestation, the broad-leaved forest was
fragmented, pine forest, fir forest and shrub distributed in broad-leaved forest formed

various landscape mosaic pattern,

Keywords: Heishiding Nature Reserve, Landscape pattern, QuickBird image,
Object-based classification
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1 4t

1.1 FRESZEWSREL
111 ENESNERF

= (Landscape) HIE XA EMER, EXREZRMAE. HFENRG
M GEWMER. b Wk, BA%), 3082 RUE B ENES S
. EAEBZFEP, FONRITE CATHEE A3 S Xms. SO +T
KEJLATAREBRA, BARLRESRERANRN. BAERERRBIR I
HhERRT, TORMCSAR, MhEL A4, 5. HERTHESBFENSHE &
FHEZHOFR A B I, B2 SR AN K B0 AN 3 AR iR R, | RN a4
RN FREEMARRE L, BFR ORGSR RS, &R
MBS IR M A, SRRy <6 RERANR. FiEmE NmEk.
BEHRRTEREREPEZREMEREHNIFEL, FTEEH. ZEEFVI.
B, Z—MSHRE Tz N AR E F R MESZ (SBEE, 20000,

I LA (Landscape ecology) &M AEAS T 0 — N H 5
(Formanm, 1986; ZEMGVE, 1988; HE T, 1994). ERC * Troll T1939 FH
FIRH R HE, 20 E260 ERATT0 LAV E— VLA EFES
XERL PP SRS, DR RRUA XA ZREB LN, xR
FERAE AR o A S TG ) 1) Rk AU (Forman; 1986), BIFFUAR SR B TRAGIAMEAE
(Forman, 1986: HE T, 1991, 1994, 1999; Turner, 1991; O’ Neill, 1988:
Pickett, 1995; #xtbil, 1996): (1) FMEN. AMALHFEREHFMAS 157
g R, NEERE. RGOS MESEEREM AN, BR,. R W3
EESRANZFRERAFGXLANRFR: (20 R, ERRRENSE
B hREAD B R, (3 slmEE. FRIERZBKXREEN, MER
EMMERREZ MEEER. 3. HY. T EREANRY . dRAERS
SRR . AT RERR. BEXER. TH. RS, T
HEER) HAERRIR, FYHTEEL LBRUHTHRT 5EE, SRR
WAETH., THRANL. EDEHERPSERF. AR REA %
WG4 (Forman, 1986; ZEWEIE, 1988; Pickett, 1995,

ERAEFZUBNRRMEAM AN S, RERKPE R ERE EEER

1
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G R R AT . Bk, S AESZKEIEE O Bl R AR
Mg, REAARRRTEAEAENKTERRE (k% 2005).

1.1.2 ERSWESERREE

B T8 B R AR, RS RN EAYME, TRERERNAN
HEYRERBER, FRNESHRELERY BT A EAFENENT
M. BAEE . BRI SH R, TR EI A, MEX
FOECAR W M £ SRR FENSALEH SRR, FEARNER
@Y, HADL Dansereau, Forman, Risser &b FEAFRMELER K, JTEPRR
MARFR R RN T HERR, EMERRRRESZEEN. i BR
T, WAL ERENENG SR RAE WA SR EERE, BUh Tk
SR E RS R AR RS TERREREM . RREES
ERTIT. SEALEDAM. JHE B P S RN R RS Mt b, BB
TR AR . BRI ERAFOR M. hae RS, AR A

AR, 2R RFEYFMEFNERRE, AHESUEE 5K
E%ﬂ,%iﬁnEﬁm%ﬁﬁmﬁiﬁﬁmmﬁ%%%ﬁmﬁﬂﬁTmﬁl
L{EN

WAER, BRFEEFNAESEREN FELRR (1D SFAE5ESFIR
ffrale ., EREEMRBENET HEE DR RPN, Fr, aRdse
FirEmEyr e Bt L BANTER; (2 MBS, #IR
A ARSI, R ERTRRE LGS R AL
(3) BRI, UEKREEEMNER. BRELSHSHE, (4 ARNHEER
W T RERE E RN, (5) AAKE, BB RRNESKE TR,

2001FFI20034, B A A S0 SO A 3522 B0 G Ht o) BEUFNR St T el
SERMIET T E0hE, A RAMERMNESEREENHARERET
AR B, BB E MRichard Hobbs A 101 G108 (SEZEE, 2004): (1D
RREMPEERE. WRAVESRLE; (2 tHAAMESEELHER, $f
RN (3) JESMERIEME A EEWESZEIINA: (1) REHES,
(5) BMASEIERIET: (6 ¥RAERSESTRNLSS, FRRRE
R A S S ARG SREG (D DAEMARESBEESRIRUE

&t
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AP (8) B R HAL: (9) RIACFHI LD L PR R0 A] Rt 5
(10) BB AZRAFFHER AT . XL REBAR T LT FWAESFMHE
AR, RRWESFSENEERES .

1.1.3 HESMELFIHRER

M FEF L RMESEFRN S, RERMAESS0RREN $ERE
. M 1980 ERYIMITE, REMEAHS LA TR T BWEEEHTEH
S, REMFNESLHREARSRG, BRARS, KEEERG (HE
7, 1992). 1988 A LIBTR LT HEMNMENELZE, REMRIESZEAT
B8 A RS BN R . 1988 1 (B HIR) B IR R T SRR ()
WA — A R R R — 3, SR T 2R A
EAELNEERE, BibRHEZELERBTORR, WA S R T B
TR T E ;1990 2 T RHE R A AFFSUH B F R T 2 BRI AR
BRI £y S VP B SIS S AL HEAT T SR 4T, O o B 2 AL
S2ERRMBAGERIT. BE, —ARETRLEN. PiRT., 94
G, IR A0 SRRk .

A 90 SERFEN, A SR ARSWROAS L LEEERE
(GIS) 5B B F BT B MAMT SN, X HIETE S EAMR A AOB I i
N (BARE, 2003). FHal. a4, M. 20, D0, HELS
ACHES S BE R R A ERREHATRERT X TRREALBRIR
e PR TR ST, ORI A T (R 2 — i TR R D R 55,
(EREALMRB SR G52, FRE. (BUEXS) GRLRD. ik
RAMERS) (BET). (BWASY—RE. B RES%E) (BRE) %

EWPNMRAMESETAMRE, AEREERRUESENEREH TR

HHERER. _

BAERR, MAXESWNESERBRAENSEER. it R A
RLEFUTZAAE: (1) BIEZEARIL RN, TEHAN SR, NRHERIT
R AT N 2 AT R AL K AL, Rt A AR R R RS R 54
FRBHXR: () RRAMISHKE CLERR, SFRERENHRFELEHE,
THREESHENRAKRESALESREMSGHSRRXRNTIA: 3) £

3
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WX MR EANR, SRSHSRSH. RARIUSER R RS0
AR EREEANN, FRUFRN RS, SRERE 5PRET. A
EORBEEYENNE, ERPRARKEEEE. RATTIEEGHERA.
RGP X B S E AR E B i .

1.2 RRBES5ZRESH
1.2.1 ENRREMBRE

BLRLAEISIA K, WIREN AR RTE T ER LE PRS-
ShEEEER) (Miller, 1997). XFPEEMINBEE AR ESCHABEM, JERL
A LA BT (Kolasa & Pickett, 1991). Farina  (1998) ik T =57 Btk
SR, WA SRERER R, R GHREREUR R R RO
REPIEAR T, B ARMRT. 43, FormanflGodron (1981, 1986)
WA EMAESAEANIL: S, BHUNEE. SBREES AR
PERR L AR, JF B — s R Y TSI B RE I A 1) SR 70 . G R TR SRR S AR A
NFIE AR R AR, AR e AT iz R R A RS
o MTASRAR—MESL, ATLLEMIIMRI G RIS AL B
iy, T LR A B R PSR A A AR A AR e R E M T BB R R
SRR R ELFE GRS T B H R LB, i B U AE LR R 0 7 ()4 1L SRR TEAR
FARZ e (A LU R . I IRI2E RIS B o Inl R RERE . & B R AEAFTE Canisotropy;
BIAE | ERSFEEARR MRS, SRR Ta R, HH LR 5k
A EERE R L LR RS . F MR IR SN EHETE Z
Lldet sk, REXTR BRI A30n SR E R B 4R B RS AR ), LR
MARLHA RO (SPER, 2000).

122 RE

ISV, B (scale) RIRARTFIEE— YA G 0T B R A )25 1A R 18]
Sfr, [ SORT R 3 — LG b R R A () A IR) L BT B B A9 [ A R A 40
B, Wi RIRIUE IR R R, A A N R B R R Rl B
SOk OR . RS bR REERBR R E . EFMESYT, REEE
DLRIEE Cgrain) G Cextent) SKFRiL. RN FUT R/ W HHARITHT
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RIS . WA, oNTRREWT TR, HEREEE AR
B B 1] 2 26 1 330 3% B 061 151 s o W32 R FE R 0 ¢ 2 ] S ) O 46 5 B B
KE. —BmE. AR BB, BE. ARRS. RUBeRESRE, RN
R 2B e (BRREE, 2000).

I 18] 14 %) R B (temporal and spatial scale) B8 F{ERRMATAESTR. &
TG B A0 5 0S5 R A R4 B A T 0 i R e ) F = () R E ARG 7 E— D REL
EXHFEBERM, ATUMERNARENSCEmEERA R RN BRbi,
REXMEE— “BRUEHED". DEOMKAD CREMEE SRR, W3
Tk R, FTEl, UEERINERZIMEREMNEZIZM (Ola Hall,
20040, B BEERAORERBNE, Fit, WA REREL SR
BB R TR Y.

1.23 FRERSZHBERDT

%450 (Hierarchy Theory) i, M ALSERT—EMER, FEF—
ERRERSRRE. EARAATEREHMER, BxBNEFRERREN—
e RSB B2 A AN S 5B SL M (Simon, 1962; Koestler, 1967), Overton (1972)
BiZBRIIANERY. EERETLHMRAT RNERZR, AESRERER
EHGAEARR K. SEESERNBAHEMERM (ONeill 3, 1989). &
W TR H BB NS SRR . SHEIRAA, BRI AREALED RS,
WARELWE, HEESREH. FRSHAEERENSRNENRE B
(S R — S Bk E AR T B 5 — 3878 R — K T BT A 5 MO
ISR, MATAS XA —FHMRITPH—R.

A — A BEERSREAR (ONeill &, 1989). FREMMAHRKE
ZAKE, NTFE-S% ENAEARE, ERHE—S8KF BRI AR
. ONeill % (1986) #ZAEMHR. A, EXREZTHEFHKTFL
MERE AT N, ARTMTEHEAURAMRARER, ARERMERRETEW
PRS-+ S RERTBTE WRERN. RREATFANESRSE
TARRAREROEH . XTARREEKEZBIRIRE, Grene (1987) AA,
B0k T R T B HIAE B AR 3R R 45 S5 4L 25 40 (4 38 44 L O'Neill 55(1988)
Wk, BAEHKTHREE -SSR RE. $F0KTFHRERIE
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FEMEAE. SEERLER, TRSFHKT EHRENMT, %o 3wt
e

TEimsop 0 B IR B A AR, Wu (1999) 1A%, FE WHRLEIT (patch)
FEEE [ A HL (loose) FIZKEJT M HIRE%E (couple), #AMABRLT LI
EEMSE. BHIEHRT oMY, TREEWRERTMH. ERERRET,
FHRGR A SROEERIEE, TE. FEKCERASRBE A,

I

Level +1
= " ["Loosecoupling

* 2 + ‘. between holons, |
Strong gradients produce o hcriénhtﬂlj‘ 3
halon boundaries \1 ' and vertically
Level 0
Focal Level
Higher levels (context) provide

constraining conditions, and |
lower levels (components)
provide initiating conditions

. I__J D Level -1
AV A IR

Bl —AMSREISHRG]. [ RELRE SRR R R . RRKT-RIS A

R R AN B — K P I G R T AE L RRIE: o B TPl R 2 Pl H S — AR AR AN A ML R AR

SRR 3 NERRKT: EAEER RS (Level +1), — M RHABER (focal , Level 0),

KB EER (Level -1) (3| H Burnett & Blaschke, 2003).

Fig.1-1 A sample of the hierarchy concept . The left side of the diagram shows inter-holon

structure. A range of gradients in ecosystem processes or flux produces ‘loose coupling’ and the

generation of surfaces between holons. The right side of the figure shows a hypothetical

decomposition of a forest and agricultural landscape into three hierarchical levels: the island patch

in a sea matrix(holon +1), a forest patch {focal, holon 0, and individual trees as patches (holon - 1)
(Burnett & Blaschke, 2003).

Wau & Loucks (1995) FWu (1999) Ay, WSS hahATHEHE S
( Hierarchical patch dynamics), {0EEAR{ER —MERRER A, RIRFHMEIAR
RMEERY, WERNBE, SRERDEMRELRR USRIIERRNFYH
HICM B EE G IR, RESABLU TN AR (1) LEFERGE MR

6



el K 2008 AREL AV R #EF QuickBird B R E BA TARMTUR R

R R R B RS (RAR), ERARES, R
TR AR (2 FADSRERE LGRS S BRR. A
RGN A2 R, R AR R G R G A i 14 B
SERBATARNER. Bl FHHATUEERARANS R REL
5 A R SR A LR L AR R R (3) Ko — T —
REETLA . S A S AR R RS2 L L — 1P
B, BREATEE. TRRERSLE, TRAENZANELXR, HEH
REMEBETAE: (4 EARLRET, FPENEIGITRESaN. —&
e, DRI T T RIS . B2, SRR
SR R S RN, TATES R R R R AHLH.

1.3 BETHERE. ZRESUSMHRAE
1.3.1 EF KT ENS T ERIEIE

B2 RN BT AT b SRR, o AR E TR GE
FERIKT LM, Mg AE LSRR RAEREL. H2, EFEARRGHEA
FIMEHAR—HE, BAHRN—RAEENHE MERLEREFREERET
B — AT EMEE . Cracknell (1998) B THELMEA: “What'sina
pixel 77, HLAHIE “ R IT (pixel)” 43 A: JLIATR T, {Eﬁ‘%fﬁ. Y HEER (point
spread function) FEAERISTEMERNE (resample) FHEMSIT. kA, “Hi”
3 AT H ATATARE Y B R T E R R NE S . B, §— P RTR
T—MEaH. BHEERNEE, EMURERNN TEARENRNLE
(instantaneous field of view) BT AR D, WEWEX A, ik A
RBLEEIET (Hay, 2001). XFERESEIMER: BMNBHERKT. X4
AFRE AN TR, BENEEATRRADN, SUHNTFERNY
RERER Sy IGBRIERADTRIAKA, RITHDNGE, HRZTOHELS
BB AT I (Fisher, 1997: Atkinson, 2004). st b, ZE—HKEGRT,
=R AR R AR

FERBNFERIE (FOV), RTHEELEFRE, EEMEENTR.
BEREE, MATREEEFEANEE (Steele, 1978). Ao, FEfEGE, L
% ITAP A (pixal-centered) A A M AR E—REMNH I, REE—To0H

7
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HYEBER LR, TRNEXKEE ELLS— K REHT. SR
Bf, EFAEOEIIAT B M AT IR, (AT R RIE R T BT
HRIES A PR ER AR, HERNEERE TS, BRI oRAEEAL TR A
iap

RSN, BT ELMH AL, BHET — MA@ &k g—ul X
K H 75 A & (modifiable areal unit problem , MAUP) (BE#E, 2000). MAUP
EfGAF =R RIEE T “iies” XRULERN T RERERIER.
BRI B AR ] R AL R S AR, XA
b A I AR TGRS R R BT S MR TR KRR TTiE
B EER L, SRRV RERRE N, A8 2SI 3 T IR
FRATBPATAERE LMTEIETE RN KSR 7o AT el A R IR AN )7
T : 25 (A HR R A M ACT AT Pl R S ) BRI T R LRl or. B —IE
BIRKIM, EERFRAEW (Chang, 2002,

EOME M MUEIL RS, SRATRIn—sRANIM “w” M sphE L, “8
B EORARKIT. B4R, “Ham” BIMIE O TRIZG CHIAN) RN
Jria fr BT ME R, F— AR ] AP A R AR TER— P,
ARETHE A AR ARG, Bu KNSR, MMERR e, ta
A AR A, g A AR AERA R RE, X AEOHH H BIMAUP.

FrAEROSEEF, B NS — e AR E UM NY, RfrE—EREN
RopEdE; MG TRITNINE FART L RRMAUP. SMAUP
MBI — A R, T A X R T A RAEEM LT, fEAH 5
FTEIHEA 2 5T (Fotheringham & Wong, 1991; Hayeral, 2001); XTE2FTHI,
ETXRMHITE.

1.3.2 EFHRNMEMSMAZEENER

e LS, FMHE (Hres) MRLERBREARL G, &
HWARRXISnEFERNEREREIZNEA. ERNEBNEFET,
(248 T 4036 T BIE30EM B T £ 761 (pixel-based). £ i K147 77 IEIE B A
FIEET 426 (object-based). £ RE (multiscale) I/ (Asneretal,
2003). ZREHFHETRAE (dimension), EFRIRET, EE. &R,

8
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SRR MBI & MET WG RAHEE NS REN SHTARIN A AT
%, EEEEGT, EXEAMNREERME (image object), EBMREREE
B —HAEER . A HUDNEMZIT: B35 b BR FI FER ™
4, TS, e ER. WiEE.

HF 351775 BEH-res. VHR(very high resolution)EO¥E ) & 0 24,
(K A X H-res~ VHRﬁﬁE:ﬁ%m%ﬁ?fﬁJﬁ%$ (Spot5 2.5m, Ikonos 1m,
QuirkBird 0.6m> [IFIRT, il /AR T 3P £ HTM, MODISHER AN
TR, EESHHHENAXEEOKE £, —HHaRBERSKHZ R
W T ZREE B BARRA, A FH, Kk E I BT E T,
RIS ITH M BN, FRXEH-res. VHREIER A, SRFMEM T &
FrgH. £REMITEN" %, .

1 F & FiH-ress VHR (very high resolution) EOFEFR i, /85 H1R AR
&, BAMRTEENREEHIERS, RSN THEN R EHf=
HEEAHET, DNAMK. HEIEENRRXERN—ER TR~
HERE KRGS, SRTIRCHRPYE, DR MR, —EABFE.

R, ABBMMHSR, AR BRTHRNHR, T2 bRt
BTSSR . BEAN R R, FEHAH LT XORRHSHE
AN R BB T2 . (Marceau, 1999; Marceau & Hay, 1999). ¥T 2o
FEESHARAYRE. FESYSEE, —BIREEEEETEARRERRN
St HERER.

1.3.3 BEFXRE. ZREMIUINTZE
BT Lk, £4SHURRERIRER. DR RXRREMEER GIS

T RS #A, FREMBETHRM. ERESHTTE (Multiscale object-specific

analysis, MOSS), RS FARRNMT, LRI S07 kL.
1.3.3.1 S EER

HEFHMEMN. BREAMTFEELE -REHELUT 5 MPE (Bumett &
Blaschke, 2003):

1. IRHGREAE. EHXMERER. SEER. WEEE. fitE
FSNAFIRE, BEFTHEREAEARGTRER. Sir AR5, R

9
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(B A R T (A ST

2. EENE: —BORE, BETFMRNSTTIE R ERAGIEEAR, R
BENEIRA, BT NRERERRESCI L RERNRT, WEHRE
SRR BRI O A R RS MR R g 4 . BRS ELR A S HTT A
HSERY,

3. WRNZXRMK. K5 RENEINZRETR R EOM S AN -
FTRAGER. MARETHRAMEIER, WLHHROERIR, XRM
M TATHSRFARE TGS, AT SRR 53%;

4. RELSTRML: BT RGN SETMEIEN, SENGLRL%
RE S B, RAEEMEIR. HH, AT M PRSHGISEBL & HH
=, BERSHNERERL, SAERES, BTELMMTER. B
MTRS DR S A R % B, i B R SRNHR . KRSREN
GEXR, TERNGHER, BERFAMESEREITELTR

5. VEREVPEE: BEIEMR AMARL BB, TREBG TR RS,
HE ST R, % T B3R L% Cerror propagation) I SE
P KR, (AR AE AT ROMETR R, U L L R I R R BT
TR LA,

FHARTFREN. ERERENSHAE (MOSS) R4 GHPDMIEF4E
B, 5EAATIHPDE S T AU BB A SRR A B — it - R ST
A BRSBTS, EEURBE S I B R AR E A MRS, RHES
WARHITE RG], MBS SRR, ENRERBET, §—AREH
AAHYINEREE Y. TIHERETOEEAEMN T ESREPEA T
LR T T MR B TE—4 . HPDHIS — ML RAEA R & R 48
B AMRERE, WA BB A% RET T, & REHERIRLH
ML SRER, LIRS, A 8% Rk KA
.

1.3.3.2 ETHEKN. ZREMNFUIMHAZNKER
FRARETHRE. £REAJMWANFERTRREMT, HLTR9ES
(eCognition User Guide, 2004): (1) B T RAfF)i%(E B4, EENZEESR



L ohsE 2006 RIS frie ¥, 3T QuickBird BHEEE 0 B A TR TN B4oH

TREFSIBUTHTHE: BR. 9F, HREEIHLERFHLELE; (2
% RE S EIRE RGP EN R R ECEA BER T HEE R X S0 AR KX
. AHEXLR PN EHEOEMERBEHRTA; (3) BRMEREEERY. DN
{EARBLM B TT ARG FS, T AR P 500 5 e 4 300 o 068 5 R A o T 7= 2 R
7T, HPWEEM RN ETHEN. SETRINEML, #EER
MIfERRLE. RS, EHTRTHSRNNERERCHDEEE, FARIRE
I3, TR TRRIGEITE, SRMFIERIT SR, FEZ R RIEmT,
RE TSRO, () ’RE-PMREZERT—ARAREFFEN
337G (Hay, 2005), B—AEMESTE R ENORE. EHE RETE
TR A RENN S, L ARRER. FRENES: (5) SR ER
S B> TR R TR B - 2R K9 Hr e B R B I X B R 2 Bl
ERISTR, FTLALGRFRSTEE R, BEEANRLD. HHEENS EA
KEMETMAEGHE, BREFRIMEEER; (6) FAZRELEHA
Resr BIBAER R BN R . ARKS SRR RN T AR ERAN . R
RIS R AT LR T &R o4, L, —MEENETLIREEHF R
R4y (D ARG TR S ETAE, TLUBRELM. BT HTH
SEFEFEN IR MRS, BREREN, TEARNEEEIR
)RS S5 o

14 ZFHRE. 5REDMMHHENER
141 BRS 35 RIRR MR

BESERETHEH S R EIRHMN a3 R AR, B
AR H SR O HAR SR (Haralcik, 1973), T AL M
SIATH HHRT, EMESRNN S GRAR. MAK) BIREER, X
R ABRRBIFATLAFRHER, BXIER M TR E RS REEFE
B AaE. T104ER, HMHesNZBREZANTEEREGFNER, &
HEREL G, BEEBHENFEEMNHREF AR T RFHERRE
2595 (Hay & Niemann, 1994; Hay et al., 1996, HE Ak B4 7 9 7+ 2¢ (Gougeon,
1995, T %% 49 R B 41 f0 KB _E#E (Hay et al., 1997, 2001; Hay & Marceau,
2004), BEFITRHZHARM (Hall & Hay, 2003), MAETHROTESTHE
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RIFTF#RARAA (Wulder & Seemann, 2003), £TXI&RH. £ RN L HAA
RIUH|E (Halleral, 2004), FREAKLNMT (Steinhardt & Volk, 2003),
AT (Leckie er al., 2003) .

MHEM RS EEELMAR e, TESSEN., HESaEE, —
ek, LRESFFEHMZESLAT (bottom-up) M4EIEE. B, ¥
REE LM THES: £8HEEHEE (global thresholding algorithms) . X 1
KH¥ (region growing algorithms)  £(B /#1507 (texture segmentation
algorithms) . FFHREM I (knowledge-based approaches) . K& 415k
(watershed segmentation algorithms) . B i FREENENZITITE, & 3FDN
A . FATHISRIT, B2 B S R R U B T E L EE
Ak, PREB—AER PR T RN RS E SR E G R HE
3, EEHFENXNRREERFEERE A BE N b B, ERERMRE
MEBL L, FEERDN. TR PNRE. ERESSFEENBEENEER—7
GRS, RN R R BRI F RIS TR RN R A SR, EIE
B, F-AMEEmEYCETHANRE. efFEmE TR, caCRBT
Eo A KRR — AR 4 (250 UER—AREPHME B S E. B
TR & I RTTREE BT R A B A FIATERE T, SRR R, AT
BB SERTH LA R A S & HE P AR R0 2 7R E . F R R B4
BOMIE, BETRLERM S sttt Wbl angmmR . 854,
RAEEGARPRHABME, WNESWAHRE, BiEFaaEnsiE, 7.
FIHAARLE RN AREESFIL AN S EHNEWE, TR
—ARREAFRE TS .

Iy
. o)
f)% P . -, ?
s I 7
T oS s lfj{'
LY/ N SR L o

M

L *

v v

¥
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o1k K& 2006 AR EAIR S BEF QuickBird B EHR M R THAM RIS R aHT

B2 $RESEI=ERMEHR SRR

Fig.1-2 Object relationship hierarchy generated by multiscaler segmentation

B — TGS, ST R R0 A LR T & Hores. VHREE, EIX 5
AHE R F Xt % 1 5 R A FIM-res (median resolution) )i EEAE L. *F
BRI EER, HoresKIM-resir A MK B, 4289 RENEREGRTK
ADNERRLIE, R BAT AL AR A0S, TR AR, Herest
FNREMEN, TM-rest E AR EMER. KEHRE, TR ETFHE
. ZREBRWMTHERE, TLIERRABE, RR&BEMNECKIERT
B —ARE , B 7 2 i R 43 e B E OB o R 1/ 2 ) i PR
FRE T E. 4 BIRRRSREBGHTERSE, PENS 5SS
R (— AL —MERRE)  REBARER TR R R S,
XiE, BT T, SFFAARRGEGRE, £ RE, KRE
PP EMTRORAT, TH, BHeR SRR RSO, HQuickBird
B 2 D 4 A ATV 73 S R

L R E GBI E X 58 RAE R R AR S SRR AL BRI 5
M. AETFHEH. TRESMANHET, SRLEBRTRRERTE.
RS AR E T, TITREROETETMAEITE.

1.4.2 BT A5 THRNAEES X LHEKA]

FEL BIT ALk, MM BAL R TS, RN RS TR E.
HRPTERRREAS (S0, MBS, BEE (Mean, IEIETRD,
K-Mean (JEMEAS), HADARE (maximum-likelihood, ME YD, &/E
Bk (minimum-distance, MWE ), PAT/NHAIE (parallelepiped) F. 7E—
B REE ({0 Brdas 8.6) FHFETRSE (expert classify), RILHLEX
IR (knowledge base) 4%, M—HARBAXMLR, ERFNIKIER
(R REDEHAE B SBRAGR RO ER,

ERFRGENFES, aEARCEEENS, THTERKREAE
EESSLEE: (1) AERE: BRORNYERE, SBRG. TE. ¥
R, O, DR XWENHE RN RN SRR, B S
TEEEHTARE: (2) FaIMFIE: R - IHR SHAMBMLTAR, RERLER

13



Pl k3 2006 FREEMRL: i

AN IIAE, AT RMEE, B EERNMMRHELY, EEMR
MEAAAL B, (3) ETFXRFE: #daSiEE X RFRNRFE. AKX
MEH, —ERFETFHIERT.

ERENETRITHSENED, FRELEY RERIEIF. DRER
MRIXEEAT, RARSAESENER F, RIESENTENRY, HEIENS
R, RRyaEEEtY, MERRXMRAYESERRNAE, RZEs
RMER b, CERAYEFESMAR SRR, ERTHZGTED, &
ERFEMER B, BTRETHHRM2E (classification-based segmentation)o ZE 4}
EMER L, MANEHSMHSE, E2OREL EHARNER, REFNS
FEER, BR, SETHEREHEML, B TR TERESAEE TR
R, BAGTHRELE.

143 EQ HESTHEN

LA T SHEIPE (uncertainties and vagueness) BT MR BEHT 12
MAER: (1) FETEHEREEIERE. $IFBmEGMmA M. EO il
A BN, B R N RRE AT B R M Ot
KA A RV HE AN A (. i ELED i 2 5] — P b g b S B D 15 IR A 93 B2
HIARTRI BRI ESR. BTLL, SHHRRTS thE & TR 2
2% & RAs 2ot gl, BRI, ROM b 78 o/ 4 Hh 26 R i (R A ) i st B
HEEIE. TH, (SRR LRRAIE IR RS R P EHE 85 1R,
DYELSMNE B, RiEsah—/ % T DN B, i AR aBhm
B BB KRS E, A R TERNE —SRERNKEE, R XER
s R . R AL, RGN RLES, FRBHOIEERAREH
5, N THAOFERERMEE AR E, SEENPRETHTRIEIRS, ZM T
R RAERRBE M TR AR EE: (2) BWER—MNEEEN
B, FEIR LA/ R R R A A . B, 70 R AR
HERWE S SADFEERAONTEZ B R TR, ERANEER
MIEHAR TN, THES/ kR G 35t B AR IR EE.

g Eirg, MWEBEEZSPIRIER, BAXEE EFERBE#MIE (vague
knowledge), Bltn: TEARIRA LI Aho B R 25l 0. MRARR) NDVIE—REK

14



gl K% 2006 BEAEEME L. T QuickBind BEEGHBATRERIVE R

F 036, EAMHHEE EHAXBERNHE. TAERSHE, ABREEF
FARBICHHELS, KREEFIHENFRIHESAL, FREAK,
BE B (RS L RE AR ARG S, DR CXENHEMH
EINLLEE, RN FEMEREE MR HBE. EATEEMLLE
BRSETE, BRAKDIEE (soft classifier).

144 LB SEMT A

SRERIEVFEH AN LS (class) {194 3R (description), £ xR 4 AC
(assigning) Fl—MEFEMIER. —ARBIATHERE ¥ RIXAN 251 17 88 R L
AL LAME & SRETH SR/, WRTFREHEELEREMR
&0, BEHEEOARE, —MFESEEIFIAS AR, KRR 7 EY
SHAEHNEHF—RFR. PENGERZEFAXNGRBTE-THERNSER, 2
FRBFRSFNRE. EREGE, 2AKFLEHEAURE., B/AEBEEN
AT AR, X 2K 88— AR S M e — 0 30 1 1B (membership),
FRRXAMHERFTEFEIAER . X RBFHRNIES K (hard classifier),
FEAEANMEA M (binary) E‘]Hﬁi%ﬁ%%?%’l‘%%ﬂﬁ‘]ﬁﬁ)ﬁa A R A
4y HBR AT B — N R B AT B SR RIA M B A BB — M2 RO RERR . R IB Y
BE-IMO0F 1, 0 RFXHBRARETRALI, 1 RFNERLATF
EAKG, B, —A3 BT HA R E R E R R A B R K25 0
E'Tﬁ/éﬁ#ﬁ’ﬂ&ﬁn ﬁ%%ﬁ‘?ﬂﬂ‘]*"l“ﬁtﬁ;%fti‘l‘iiiiiﬂ‘%%ﬂ:‘j/l\%‘éﬁﬂEKJZ‘TIJ%
S, T EEE RN LS A— MR X TARERRRBE, RIETFRRERH
R, EAH %I T A R R4 B F e R R B XA R A RK R 6] #E
¥ WEHRIBARIX AR R, SR MEs R IR RA A RN T IR 7
WATREN:, T AKMES BEMAEE: BB —-aiikil, ot
Mo KA KR WK,

B TR R 55 (fuzzy system) I3 22K 3% 2 B BT B4 2845 2 — (Kruse,
etal., 1993). B#IZE (fuzzy logic) & BEMMEEN—MEF . BEH
MR [0 MNEERE AR “ 2”7 f “F” ZRMHTNEZRRE,
0 R 1 ZRIMFHESEEH RS “R" M “F” ZHEMRE. Hit, 84
WA SR, JERELES LAMTMEIER, B R EEH T

15



LK 2006 WA #Hid

B RIRH A AHE . SHUME R F AT E YT R S U R e 3
KRHE. £E (multivalved) FERIZESE “true” BE “false” HH)—AMH
FHEPAT Z(EK “true” F “false”,

BRI 2R RAE AN — MR 2 (fuzzy classification), K &—13E7
HiRE R REIG— TR BB ARVPRIT R PR 2, SFRET
RE—AEEARIERR S HRERRT B REERELE, — X%
W3 e BT AR # R E R

1.4.5 BHSERE

P RS =52 bk Bt (fuzzification), BUHMNIE (fuzzy rule
base) MWL (defuzzification) (Bandemer & Gottwald, 1995).

BRI (fuzzification) TR T M1 R 4 (boolean system) [ H#] R4 (fuzzy
system) 6L, BAG—MRBEER TN 02 1 ZHMRAE. REERE
1 — 3B # (menbership function) BTekiE, WA 1.2 fiw.

—a S —

N

/
. v’, A

o s | I I 1 . \
412 FRHRFRERERE. SRS, SERARREE. TERBRNRER
HARARMEE, BT ARBSE.

Fig.1-2 Different kind membership functions. The x-axis is the feature value, and the y-axis is the
membership value. Defferent shape represent different logic.

ERFIEGE EPPE KT 0 MBI EESFOARNIE (fuzzy set). —f
KL, REBHBEREE, XMHLE FOEERSEER, K% KRB
B, Rk B B R,

WHTHEMFEERS, 0. GiEE, JBR, 8% RERTAEAR
MBS, Wik EAREER TR, BHOXSRERN)E, 510
1 zZRMFEE, XE, RRBROKFIEA LS SRRARA TSR &
{E R A MM ERARIL T S M IE AL AR AR E 22645 R H R T H L E
LR

BRI BIEE (fuzzy rule base) ZAEBII (fuzzy rule) MI%E, TOARIEM
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il k#2006 BEIFFAIER: BT QuickBird 55 B4 1B A UM R

PRGEST SRS, BRIMNER “if - then” BN, WRFMIE, MHAT
. B ARSI REE—MENE, WER 133, NRERYNEAER
I X RALTHME low, H4ABRMEHELLER Water B)— R ELE,
BES RIS B 1 # DN AR 70, T 25] Water #IRBEE 04, WRIFE
B 200, HaBEHEARBTES Water, EEMEKXFER Water IEH D
FOEERE. FFESEMERMN D, HEFLIHMHE, LA ifAand B,
then”Z% M”if A or B, then”, "and” 7~ ME, BEHERME A F) B 2 8l & /ME:

M or & B A AE, REFENRIME.
(o £

S
o

1919

Bl 13 fE4$1EE x L SUM=AHEBIE low. medium #1 high

Fig.1-3 Membership functions on feature x define the fuzzy set low, medium and high for this
feature.

TR 0 i S 5 R AE M 5226 (fuzzy classification), HPa & TiXAR
ZXTH—IEFNEEE (B 1-4A). —HREERSED, BHKREE
M, BrARMTESRE. BEE R KRS RE RRIEX A SRR
sy, LLRBTR XA A R Mg E R E .

H H .,
o8 R &
o8 e _
i 04l
o3l _§ ___ & ____ —— oo - N S
i
Urban WaterVegetation Urban Watervegetation

A —PRESRREMES, LUMERE B XMHRATERIMNRELE A
5504 0.6, 0.8 0.8, EAMRMER A0z, 0.4M0.3. FrEAJMRERE

MEFERR. REEEXIHIY Tater, HEBRA, RREIHLHFELARTASLE
FAH BRI R, . :

B 1a A EHRR R AR R4

Fig. 1-4 The fuzzy classification for tow image objects.

LB, (defuzzification) RAERIICHINRAR . 761 HuR H/ A M T8 56X Lo Y



gl K3 2006 SR AR L ik

i, BECRHMARRE T MRE, AN SHEI I — RN E R
KA HRA B RN EEHURBESLXRAPHBERNEREN L BT HRE
B WRBRXERTEAIENGHEE WEAHRAPEREEMER T CGnE
1-4B, MRS Water #EB/DRBER 0.5, WX EASHECELRETD.
B2, ZFERBUNTESERI ERAPEZNERER, BRI,

1.6 AXWHRAE. HRISHARKE

AR & R R B, £ FIE 2 HF 2 A QuickBird B B 2 RN
H R AR M T 3K (FeCognition, 3 B4 MK RMEREAT T, AEFMEE
AR R RO T B S iR .

AR TABEWT

L -
Vg /) emmen /
/ | R
ki ¥
KU

L

. , S
AR / Lanhlg & /
fes / FHEEAE

Z
oy ; ]
/ wwiia ¥ 9
Z & / B ¥ HIT
e e ent 2 eend -
1 |
T A /u T _
. IR I 1 s
HRWHEN / :LLE? / wdﬁf' Feovl
: L S e
‘ |
| | |
——e X - . v g v
Bl b / /s / / i G / SN /
RN Y / !'/ P / / S 7 THEE /
A T ‘ 5 ]
| | |
¥ .2 v
R I o R T RO S 2 W '

Gl eI REIRTE A B BRI BT . PR R B

I {" Ll !
ﬁ oy nE 7

¥

AT
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ch i) 52 2006 JRIIESEA7 0 FETF QuickBird B H R B M A LUK BT

2 WE XEEN

2.1 BR%&MH

BET ARG RAET FEHITE, MMM EHN111° 53 E 23° 27" N,
MIRA40km?, RILEHLE H R BRI AR T A S R MM SRk, KB
YREEE, KHEF. TRSHNERE SERPEYNE ST ENHFH
. 2000%F4,

L

it ]
LA

B e

Cerean 0 5

B2-1 BATARRFXME
Fig.2-1 The location of Heishiding Naturc Reserve

BT AR R R FEAERE S RUMERBERNEAE, EE TR
X A TEH . HAREEEILE, mEEREKR, BELbIE, —BiEkR150
—700m, Fi&EATNEHRI2TM GEHE, 1987).

ZHE SR AR ERS R RE-LES R 19711975 EMNE, %
HEEFHAE9.6C, KFEW207R: FHFTE1743.8mm, MAETERFHY
—9A%, HLENT9%, FHENTEENEN: FRUBREX, FEHURE
FE80%LL E (FAATR, 1987).
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H K 2006 JH IR LA RO BISTHIK R

%] Elevation
g7 - 920
g7

B

Bl o -

a 5 1 2 Kilometers
T T N N T T |

Bl 22 Ral AR ErXmAmEE (EEN: m)

Fig.2-2 Elevation surface of Heishiding Nature Reserve (Elevation: meter)

2.2 FIR G ANZRAR T IR

BAHEARGP RO TEREAERES, TARNEIEMER, M
Wl R, WATHEBE SRR (EAIAAHER, 1987). fEfR
FIREVEALER, FRARAUE K P4, B2 A EARLA LS
FETH, FH--E4EE D RN ERIEARE (EaFRxEl,
1987)0 (W TRB U MERAF— 2 LIRS BAEIR Castanopsis. JIR Lithocarpus 734k
PR R AR

1987). MRYEAMAES BN (EAIFFXEER, 1987, ALkl h R H K
L SR PR R TR LM R S8R T AR 7T AT LD B SRR R . BT TE 24
HE WL E R AR R R, TRMER, BEEHESE, WHEE. mERdH
UbEZEM KRBT Z 1976 FEFRANTHERE, E45URMAEBNK, 5D
Kb, BWTFETRE RS, BWitEaRER. iERE L ERAN ERE
BAETAT AN A LTE— AR EAEAD, FFIEBAKERE. b, ARARD
AR EFA N, AL EASE, fRE,, BEMETR
.
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Uk 2006 MAR-EFALR L #F QuickBird BB M TG WA HRRR RO

25 (2000) RYELHRH AL LR ARTRER, EHBRATERE
FREAR A,

B 23 RATARRPREASAE

Fig. Distribution of associaticn in Heishiding Nature Reserve

F£21 BREKREFETAL
Table2-1 Association in Heishiding Nature Reserve

3] BN #5| BA
Index Association - Index Association
1 MR+ R —ERERHE 41 TDREKE A -
2 AN R RS 42 DR KE-OETR
3 KEHETR-RERE— R 43 GREKE D
4 Kt —EBARTE SRR — ST 44 GRE+FEH+RER—FHEE
5 kM- BEEREEILAZE Y 45  BRMEEHSHAK
6 ACHE— B R B LD — AT 46 TR+ —TEA
T D — B AR RE — ik 47 DRI R AR
8  FAMEET T ROKE-REREE - R 48 IR T — MRk AR
9 [N — R R RS 49  DREM-EEA-TH
10 Bl T BN BRAE —BRCEIR — LA B 50 DR8I —T
11 BT R R R — st — 4T 51 BER—-S&ER-TE
12 TR+ -& £+ DEE— T 61 AUERTHK
31 EADRE-MEA—-THE 62  BE&I—15
32 EA-HEHE-TH 83 EE
1 Hi 64 BT

BATNEREFREL 2L TRRME—: RIFERALR .
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1 K% 2006 FREAL-SP0ie . WIS

3 MiIxFA#*E
3.1 LBRHIE

ERA LT A H E R HIR A

(1) FERMLREEH

(2) SCHbRETT IR A B

(3) BRTAARP X HF R,

(4) BRARFTIE] 2005 4E 10 H 21 A QuickBird ZER T EBERBEEE,

3.2 HliRE

BT QuickBird PEFHMTMAHE (ERKB) EF 0.6m, M—HKIF
B GPS BL& MRS & 5~10m, TrEm s B Mk AR R, ATRALRS
WA TRESZRRE NS, ERFE GPS RETLMELR, EE

TREBEZFI DEMES. Bl A7 B RRE 5 B /a7 ) 67 B L e IR Hh B 21
QuickBird BEXAR, AT FEEMFEEET 20cm #) RTK (FTHE, RHt
80 RTK).

LESEBR AR A R o, R AE I RE T LR S HIRETH, RTK BEMRE 5 HLAT,
B 52 B L ARBTRR Y, hRE7E AT R RENES, BtE S E U EE
2T B AFP R LA 654 F] Skm® o B, BalbE2ReES e
TR R S R AR, Hh Ry ERM AR, Il
Bl P A T IR R B R R, BERRRRIES M DE—RAEE 5
0 Wﬂﬂ%%%ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ,@@%a%#X%Eﬁ;MQﬁ%%T,Wﬁ%
BEFENES, BRRETES LR, JIRGEEN. FiEl, £ MRS
AR, BrARER. HRNERSERREE LS, MBEALT.

e B A ARFR RIS RTF RTK LG5 R4, SEIEM Fixed B{# Float Ik
KTFHLH, CRUFRRTARERE. 4T Single WA FHIAHF, —HH
BACERZEAT 3m 3UE.

WEEE (1999 MRALER, EMEMHAFARENEL, WEHALF
LHARR. T AATROREIEIE, 3 BT Rk 4 BN SR BEE R 43 R LDV
FIE 3B A 0 B R {5 R 25 o B PR MR b 4R A R PEARAE B R R340, 0 5 A A
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bk 2006 JRE - FA 8 3T QuickBird B BIR KRG AR B

F EERGHhE 2% (Georeference).

3.3 EENERAE
3.3.1 ERHEEIES S

QuickBird B L BEA O 1 M E RBRRITIHN 1 2 EHBRE R,
EEBHMRLN 92 hm, HEEGLE 3-1. REFEN UTC &)
21,10.2005, 033229, LHEMAALARE L 11: 30. BB, KEEEHNT
hifasyilh 5430, 161° - DEBEARMANASIN 747, 302.6° « BHS
B4 LV2A, FR#EERA): DigitalGoble 24 % 2454 Standard 5 B Wi T 1526
R[UE, EHYIE, LA E, HEFIRE, RELIFREN UTM Zone 49 N,
B G 3-1. & 32 i,

I 3-1 OQuickbird ZHBKIHR (B3, 2. 1540
Fig.3-1 Quickbird Multispectral image, composited with band 3,2, 1

% 3-1 QuickBird Z* [ H#E
Table3-1 QuickBird image spatial resolution B
HE BREBZ TR YRR
Band Pixel size Projected Pixel Size
eyl 61 cm {nadir) to 72 cm (25° off-nadir) 60cm (Projected)
LA 2.44 m (nadir) to 2.88 m (25° off-nadir) 2.4m (Projected)
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il K 2006 JRAI-LEAR I BT

#32 BREBEHE
Table3-2 Image Bands

Band Bandwidth

Pan 450 - 800 nm
Blue 450 - 520 nm
Green 520 - 600 nm
Red 630 - 690 nm

Near IR 760 - 900 nm

ff¥: 11 bits
FHE: KTH E23-meter (CES0%)

B F A IIE) S 2005 4 10 A 21 H, 11 A 304.10 H 21 %MEE%J?F:‘E,
T BATH B R R AT EIELT . BRBUREA A RE D TR 4, HE
BEHRE 5430 . FBREGZHEEN, RILHEEHRTTEL, R
FANUE 7 J BRI DI AR X 5. Fr L, E%ﬂkiﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁk, G5 BB HFr
FRAFE AL BN E R, R L KBRS BH M e A A

3.3.2 ARYIE

T ARSI B RR T MSR LR A DN (digital number value), &—+4
B8 DN B S5 E G R RRAEX, T EIRCSAR AR T 1
BEBREMERFFE. BT RSA ERRASHMIEE 2, ARG HERE
HiEs. WERRME, MHREE, REES. YETEENM, EH
AR LB HTRINAR, AT KOS E, HEEMEAT DN (R R A Y
AL,

WIELE TR M RENE 2, KSTEMEE— i =R R R &
AEEAKSFEWNITERME, B RE I 5 R0 [F 2% 8 S0k
& ERAFNHERS . LKA EHREB4s (Dark-Object Methods)
&%, ERSAUIL. HERSERNT:

1. DN {E#:#:4 R4 A (satellite radiance)
2. U EEaTEH A T E R4 % (satellite reflectance)
3. DR R4 M & 572 (ground reflectance )

1. DN {44 LR 48 8B (satellite radiance)
1 QuickBird ND {H$#: 4 T 2583 = F AR T DigitalGlobe 2 T 3R 4L
WEARX (Krause, 2003). IREMEHRSHEABENF P EH. Bk
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oF Ly k2 2006 RT-L AR BT QuickBird JB I ER M) B4 T A MRWA R T

AT
absCalFactorBand * G, g

AABand
- TEESEE (Wms'un')

q pixel,pand = PR Z 5T DN {H(counts)
absCalFactorBand = 4333852 E B F(W msr ' count™)
A = FENEBEIANEK, 31 Digital Globe £ HHMEH (Krause, 2003)

(1

2. T EESHE# 1k T2 R4 (satellite reflectance)

REREEHERE (radiance) SIHMAME (irradiance) KLE. XKEETE
EHtE (BERSE) MEAXDT:
_ x-L-d*

ESUN -cos(SZ)
p= DERMZE (RETEEO~1)
7 =3.1415926

0 (2>

L= satellite radiance(mW m™Zsr” n m')
d*= RICBALHT i H IR F 77
ESUN = Zik B FHEHEEWm un")
Sz = KFERTMA GILE
3 AT E R H R S v B T IR AR
d® = (1 - 0.01674 cos(0.9856(ID - 4)))’ (3)

1D %W QB #9 Julian Day (LR {3 F R E0E 5 B EEN FiZD .
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o 1 K 2006 JRAH LSHALR . IR IE

£33 DNEEADERHENTENEESH

Table3-3 Input parameters to calculate he satellite reflectance of QuickBird image.

S & Eiiipn
Parameter Value Describe
L E.q.1 Bit8g Bl W mist un § L
% mWmist! um’
T3 0.991444365 MRICEAL 1 Eq3 #HH, 21102005
"1 ID & 293
ESUN B1=198 /i PCI {f] ATCOR fHé5 4!
gi = }?2 QuickBird TPE&MHEEM
Bd o 104 ESUN {i
Pan = 144.1
KPR TH A 35.7° = 0.812083527 JLAF

3. TR R deib#e b Hh i B4 % (ground reflectance )

B P — R R R, R F ISR B, Wibk
FERTE 7KK, XLeh %5 S Hbr (dark object). fEESF Bk B TiX L
A AR 1% o 5 i 6 VR R 5E 2 B I B STk, T RURT R OB R R A

TEBBEAR P TR P SRR IE A (R ek, R
e85 o AN LAt B S S R AR AV 1 B PP o £ MR P P it R (R, A0
AR IO AE AT LI I RO 3, RO R SUOR B, AT IR E R AR IE.
BT SR BRALE TR T
TR BSRWBINBRIE L b

TR
L-[T'E‘ocosB+Ed]—s+L (4)
x

E, KRUBSNKRRIEE, 0 KBATf, T'AHTRRUELE, E MEIRT
HASVEREE, TEMEXUBLE, R, h‘kfﬁ}iﬁl‘i L, BATBR R O R
Ew

e
o KAKH RS, PO)IUHHER,. 6 AR, ZEANTO=0.
PO RN, B2 KA
1-T
@=%@=77Q

3 (6)
P(8) =Z(1+_00526)
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Ak 2006 AU 30 % F QuickBird i85 {5 19 B A TR R AL R 4

BEA:
L= [T'EO cosG+%E,,]T:g Lo P(g) ¢!
RN T S
T L
R= =|T'cos8+2 —5-+EP(0) (8)
E, cos6 2]cos8 4

LRSI AT p, =2 P(0) > m-%

BEASHEEE: t~a
T=e¢e", T =e ¥/ (9)

)
R_EP(H) Rcos@ _ p, cos@ 10

[T'cosﬂ + %]T [T'cosa +%]T

-
g

[T'cosﬂ+2] r
2 | cos@
HEHEARSENREL, HEPRERAKHER, B:

R =0 4p, (11

HTE—RWH:
15U p, B, RBWZ, B: R, ~p,
A XK R %ER, TAEETEN, RERKTE Y, T
AT H R
BHEH N, T AR, -%%S”r p. ATSKEEIER N p,
ERiH o, T, RETRESHERR,
3.33 UTHE

TEZGMAGN, ZIMEREE. SRR, EBR=E)ILAZRENEELL
®. PiLl, FERFEHIZEHANEENEERE, KERME, TELGE,
1% ISR BT 1 PR B 18 TR - DigitalGoble 9 Standard 2% B B9 7 fh i 7 4% k88 4
iE, {EHGTOPOIOS TR A RME IE S A1, FFE-FI#E. Standarddl ] BIH&
FSFIR B A23m (0% MBRER), BRIERANAT —EMMUAE
(off-nadir viewing angle) SRE MK MM, HTEEEMEEZET23m. 7+
A iRE IR IR KB, B TFEEEIET30m, HEARMUMREARIRE.

Standard#% I B {8 {F IE 5 4 E R B2 B BAR AL 5 GTOPO30, /KF4HHERA A
1km, 2 B ¥ H30m (90% i B 47 BE) . GTOPO30MTHE ] T Quick BirdiX #H-res
) DEEMEREHEELE, HHAGTOPO30X QuickBirdfF IF 54 iF JL LA a2 KR
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of )k 2006 fRARLFRRI: DITINE

MR EEAN. B, BTERMTZEMBEERN, B4 T QuickBird
B & iR LR R, AT At Standard£R A B BE TR ST TR ATLLRARIR
BEREESMIOMEESEE, EthEE G N4 FIRE E AR P
BE. _

EARTREIR I TE ST 24 IE RSB FE A R, (B2 BT LA Hh o 2 150 s 4 JL AT 24
E, BEEEMFEREE. 457Pan. MullB {8 12 M1 e B A,
BIEAE. FRE. EHRATI. KE, EHARTKRZ A, FiHZmAEE (1
WET) HEGEITAE. HIEEBGRIFEREERLR-4.

#3-4 JUALERLERE

table3-4 Location Accuracy after Georeference

ICP#H ICPRMS X ICPRMSY MaxBrmorX  MaxEmorY

4 9.13 13.6 11.4 0.6

3.4 ZMFEB S LK

R T M3 B 43 A8 Fi:, 8 F eCognition BEATEI G418, 54 SCHbAE A S
A i AT 432K

3.4.1 B%E

eCognition f) P& 4+ #1323 8 T4 5%3) (bottom-up) 81k MELANRITIT
G, &FHI45A9. DN MR T, HE P40 EEN S M 8RR ItaEm
SeTE SUWIBIE AL . BT Rl & R T a4kl A7 1 BB 1E eCognition HELER A R
HEBH (scale parameter), 7E eCognition 1 ' T, IAARESHER T 7
A A RERRS (Baatzetal, 2004), BPAMRESHSHELE/DME
Bx%, MBS ARESHLBTEHHBHEENZ=EERNHT —MER
mESH . RESHEMAEEERT:

f = w.hcolor + (]'- W) .hshape a2

RESEEEADT fE, BENZROEHREL.

EHE QD F, wAkE (HERCE) HIRE, (1-w) ABRONE.
R EMEENEZMA 1. h, ANERF, K, AR,

hape

_ ., Merge . ~0OBj1 L 0bj2
hcolor - 2 W, (nMerge O, - (n'Objl g, + nObf 20, )) (13
[
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h

shape

= Wpee Mo (L~ W |

cmipet smooth (14)

F 3, wASHERBSHMEENE, chERHHE. n,, AF
FREHBEGGZMNER (HEEMRMZ B TE), o) AHEENREHR
B c BItMEIIE. nyy > oy MHASEEIFN. MEAHMERIR.
o™, oP HFIAEHABEENRERE c LROT/AANE. HBENZNE
B EIfis/ma AN R 8 S RRARE.,

F8 Q) B, ow, WEEEREE, (1-w,,, )0 PRERRE, $F
RNEMFRVRARNEZRNA 1o A, AEREGREFE, b, 2 FEERR

Rt
l l,. I,
By e [ on e
smooth | ‘Merge ol 2 (15)
bmge ( babjl bejZ
h lMewge

=n Oy 0
arpes = hterge” o2 (16)
 Prrge ﬂ Roniz

AR (15) o, b AEFEGRMRME/NETRKEARK (ETRLLTT
SEGAR). hERMERIIEK. '
BWITEGRSY, FEWERESE. BENE. LENE, BPRNE. 5%

Laven Wy

Lavery W
C OEQ o< e
W Layer.: Wel
Cnteria Laver, W,

Compactness Wampt
Shape __‘_/
(1-w)

.

Smoothness  (1- Wong)

32 EBRSEFRNEE

Fig3-2 Parameter used by segmentation
FEARAR FE e FITE Tl 2 B BB SR, SRR T R E 0 AR
%, P MEEE SRR A AN, 78RR E =4 A MR AT
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o1y A% 2006 RREIS- AR 3. BRETIE

RIGRZ. HRRREH 0 KR, RRSFTHE R TRy MR R, 7t
SHBRERITRAEFARSE, ERBRERREANN, R 32 S
MBS R RETERBCE IR, A3 S MR R BT,
MAXPRPRET, A RGPS TSR FR 10712

@&3&@%%mﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂé@wﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁl
Fig3-3 Segmentation of QuickBird image with exclusive optimization of spectral homogeneity

B R Bl R, EREREASHEGRE. RERT6HE
ik, BBREHEEN BN TR, BRPYRRE S, BIGRYIRI L
HHE, BRZRZSERLENHITHRENSH, B, BAEENSHENES
. JUESHEEHERGERIOE S FHR RGN 2, Bl s A8
REZH, NHH—EERS TR .

A RIE G I El h =4 P R
1. A MS B SEIH I RR, kg, EK, 0%, BHEREEN

HENE.

B4 R FAEZ 19, A TR RS, % G0 RiEes,
B, FERERS AR, hT X ieihiy A4 BAFHLE— B, KRR,
B LAZE M B IR RIE AN E Bk 0, VR BT R B8, HHE
HATR R A4 K, SEMRESEY 2. % OuickBird BHBERE, A&k
BT 01 EHRMIEL A BENA BB R AT 03 54 BbER b
2 H R G AR TR « AT 228 BB JE o R CB A E , B BIE M
S MBAERITE A %%, FNARTNENENS. BE, FBTXEAN%

30



ok 2006 FREIEZA R #&F QuickBird JB i B G A BN T SOWH R or T

BTG, F#5 B Vegetable 265/, SHBFHEZERABE— AL,

#£35 HPIEEEH
Table3-5 Class hierarchy

e L # FA ik

Class Hierarchy Class Describe

= @ Yot Vegetable Bare BB
Qe Soil AR
Qs Toon | ERAE
o . Town
; O Hater Water Atk

= ) Vegetable Vegetable | H#

#3-6 HTFAERNGIBEE

Table3-6 Features used in standard nearest neighbor classifier

FFE YL
Feature Describe
Mean R VHR AR AL F B B (QuickBird PIHKER 3) HIHE
Mean NR EHE AR TS EB (QuickBird FIEER 4) KI351E
Ratio R P e AL S ipe B (B L BT AT IR B A3

Ratio R = Mean R/(Mean B + Mean G + Mean R + Mean NR)
Ratio NR BT RIS R
Brightness B M ST A i R A AR LU B A
NDVI NDVI = (Mean NR — Mean R)/(Mean NR + Mean R)
(customize)

Max pixel value R BR% % WEBTH B TELA LB B E
Max pixel value NR  EH& %R W ERBTH MBI A AN BB K

2. DERFMITET4HEM5E (Classification-based Segmentation)

{V{% 8] Bare. Road. Town, Water iXPU/25|MEBEIH., I Vegetable 2
X ST ET 4 HM A HRSHSRATIE RR Vegetable FHIATX R
K& HR—AKFR. WHEHFENAEER, A Classification-Hierachy-2,
TEREBRRE, AT TP RNSE,

3. A H S Vegetable BAX £ HTH — k- E i

VU Vegetable SR ABEIT, TILMAHONBRBEHH, 15 06,
0.8 BARIESESE AWM EHOEERNER, X, BBE—waH, —3k
FEESASHYE G S B—RoSEEE A Level3, BIFEATHIEER
RIS Level2 R SAR T alh FRIR IR 0.6 RESHSEIBHE
BYBEERE D, BHRGHABRANE: Level2 EAZORE, BENEES
B, Leveld BB S /ER Level2 WEREIAMHE, N Level2 X %1%

K}



A2 2006 EWI AT BISUA &

HEAFATE R

3.4.2 Bigss

RIETF A X IR S AL ORI QuickBird BRBGA A, &5 4 MREN
WHEEHEMRBRARER, RBPTHREHEIR, FRFEREEITE
(Standard Nearest Neighbor (Standard NN)) X Level? fItH# % RBE1T 432,

PRERAT SR i R B R — R BT R — MR A, & RAHF
BT RS MEE: WHESRNMEE EARNEERIEE, REER
BERMZER N R ARG RN RS RN E DN TIRENRME, i
X RRREF R PORE . LIRS T 4R AT 8] A 61, RRIE S 0] i R R 5
S B LS BORIE RT3 Red FNZEF Blue 27 (B 4340 H12K5)
(RREEHE, M ESBMRRHR SRR EANES, HERETFHES
BNIZET

feature 3

* 1 Faonsa distribnstion of s

§
|
%7—)&& §

e

7 ampictof g
i wepesrichinel 3
H

5 mage obiets o be lassifien :

feature 1

Bl 3-4 —A R MFRAHERIE W A 7R
Fig3-4 A two dimension Nearest Neighbor Classifier

TE2ERE 0.6m MEETHET, BMENBREWTR, NFRERY
PRI RIS B0 50 )

32



i k% 2006 REIEEE R, KT QuickBird MEEREHR B TR IR R 4

B34 ZSRERS R MM AR BALR, BILRESARNLE
Fig3-4 The broad-leaved forest texture(left) and the Fir texture(right)
2 EFHEBRMSEERETTHE B G RE & m_ B R EL LR (grey

level co-occurrence matrix (GLCM) )i K78 « GLCM 2 3 BM{E X & ERAF M L
(0° , 45°, 90° , 135° ), (RIFRERNHERTHHEEERKERRRHET
GiHFEN: BRI RERET A KEAE T HIRMKE, GLCMATLL
ERRNNKEAEGHBEETE. LStBE. J7nA90° | BEEAFHE T
GLCMA I, GLCM L3 45 R ERRER LS T T HSHECKEEEN
2F3MXFhE-E 1B IR .

Edle "N Wls %

12 34'1 B - s n

1
] 2

] \ €C
&

Oblect with pixels ﬂ

— —
0.t oty o Crogi b Cel -1

Gl cally - Crl.fi - Cedd-4

—— FYoss poven e e ———

Crili — Ciijy e ClL

LYEes —

L1y - —  C-lg - Cil-ll-f

Bl 3-5 B xS aE B A L E MR
Fig3-5 Caculate a GLCM with a object’s pixels, in 0°direction
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f£EEF, CO)RRTEER LEAMIBEXRRTHRRITKEDTAA 1A j K
LI R . LABBRRAIE.

eCognitiontH H IIGLCME BB R T HIATiEE %, et E i iBEEEX
P RIERBM RN L G ETRIISHE. BHERTATNINE, SHE
KBRTESM5, B -30,x+3 0) BENMZE, B
(¥ - 30,7 +3 0)/255 R A BT I R4 i EGLCM x B SR S iy
6, o hbrHEE).

GLCMH I T sk R —EMEX R TR R ICR KA & LI
Wl HTAENELE T R DARUG THRR R RETAR, 3 HZ3 5 W LA
RO BEE R KEERMN— M. FEi, XeEx A2 R /N BT 5]
LR R A, SAERONTREEEN T, HGLCMIIA B R S ER 4
B W —EAEHE, GLOMEX AL EMTERERRIEE, TR AL
MTTEHER . GLCMAP T EEHN F EX AL i a6 vl el tiskEor, &
ST SUE SRR L A TT % AR R R I EUERER, Bl e R {ERIBSRLIER,
R A, —EMEXRNAE TR KERZRMILEE, RARREERT XS
W SR MR, WG B E T30 ) BRSO R .

MTE B MGLCMIE L ST S 40, A TRIERGLOERE, Ak
G o 45 ] SUERIE 28 B A S R i (Homogenity), *THG/E (Contrast) FIff
(Entropy ), XL AU BURHIF 2 S E B 7 2 2R0bh 7 2K rh B RAFHIRUR (Tickle, P.
K., 2001; Naoko Kosaka, 2005)

N-1 P.
"j
Homogenity = .2 (an
i,_;=01+(l—])
N-1
. .\2 -
Contrast = Pa; (I_.]) (182
£,j=0
Entropy = 2 —ll'lp” (19)

€ LIS, P AGLCMAPRH{E. NAGLCMSIH.

[ R E T, EHGLCMAHI T EER M AL L, BH S ATEGLCM
MR ERFR b, SR, HERAFER . T by bl
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o |k & 2006 RHLEAST: T OuickBird BE K8 1 B A AR I WK RO

fi A BB WI L, BNEOE MAEMIRRE, X HBEHCK, BHR R RCR B R R
HEEEGAFNERENKER, FEGEFEEME, MGLCMLFARE,
WEEE R0, FHEGAHEFMLE, WGLCMTENTEEELAAF%, “EE

FIRE R K.

ZEMFEAI, EQuickBird 2 BH BT RMMSHE FEE EFT45° , X
RENER RGO RARMAEARI61° , ZEIRFDCEEER, WE—H
FRFLEER FRETI61° o AR {F A Homogenity B EUE R E X
#445° , Contrast . EntropyZB A EXRHA135° .

HBEMTET AN PR

1. FFClassification-Hierachy-2t ¥ HEfE, T 378 B4 # @ Standard NN, #H3f
M FERE P 0 RAESE K26, IEHER A AL 1R, ORI AR YA
235, Standard NN 21X MRAHETH FES, RGN TRENEE, &
H. BEINGHAFHEEFED T

37 HEBEMBRSEEN

table3-7 Class hierarchy for vegetable classification

HNER e it
Class Hicrarchy Class Describe
E i Yot Vegetable Broad-leaved Forest_shadow A T 15 3k BT o A
: é %Zi Broad-leaved Forest_sun B T FHI% TR A
_ .cr??\is::“ﬁ; Fir_shadow R FRERAMN
R T L RTRRTAR
_ ;Z"gnf;f:d'l““l Forest_sun Pine_young_shadow {7 T BB T B STAK
e o Pine_young_sun BT TR LR
4. Brem “Pine_shadow TR SRR
" @ rioeshuien Pine_sur TR B R
St o TR i
:@ ;;:Eb Shrub_shadow BT A
PG o taer Shrub_sun BT HRAGEA
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Pl k% 2006 EEERNR . BITIRE

# 3-8 Standard NN & ML S
Table3-8 Features used in Standard NN

Feature Describe

Mean B BBt S Yk B (QuickBird PR 1) p¥ME
Mean G BB B (QuickBird RIS 2) MHME
Mean R BRS040 A B (QuickBird T 3) M
Mean NR BB S/ E (QuickBird P IIEA 4) (IR

NDVI{customize) NDVI = (Mean NR - Mean R)/{Mean NR + Mean R)

Ratio B W iR S0 I i B AR TR BB P LA
Ratio B = Mean B/{(Mean B + Mean G + Mean R + Mean NR)

Ratio G B a0t &ty i B R T B B A L i
Ratio R B R xd B R AL S i B A AT S B P B LA
Ratio NR Pt S (B 4T i B B AT e R T M LB (L

Homogenity(45° )  BEHRATHRZE 45° fr & X H_ £/ CLOM IR FitE
Contrast{135° ) BB R4 135° (LB ICH B GLOM HR] FL
Entropy(135° ) BRI HAE 135° A7 B % AL GLOM F4y

SERER, SHFEIRMNTHREFLE, MHIERSER, kA
Classification-Hierachy-1, &4 18 HRAN KA HERE

2. F AClassification-Hierachy-1, {EXRNI#RE— 2R, E R MR35
FMAGH T, HFRFRBMER . MR A2 R 1) Standard NN4
88, Standard NNFZHI BB H AR F AT F2 9, Standard NNiEFERIEFE(REF
A,
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Bl k%2 2006 AEAL AR HT QuickBird B K K B AR ISR

#£3-9 MBS ROEREHE

Table3-9 Class hierarchy for Broad-leaved forest classification

HNEE 5 i
Class Hierarchy Class Describe

i Hot Zero Value 1 R L iR R AR &K
‘ Ei"}. Fot Vegetable
Poi O Bare
v O Seil 2 0 Bite
Q Town Jﬁﬁ
O Hater
: EX Vegetable 3 Bl T 4R,

El J,Brond-luvel Porest

5 4 KA+ RA + KT

| ;05 5 ) T B+ BRI B+ i ECBR

I':] Coni fer
- 8 Fir 6 FEITM‘F%%%'I’/k%
Pine
@ Crop
f.O) Shrub 7 FAR+F T WA AR F X+ R

P Zero Value

EARMERAL, FEARKIUSTTHIZE .

3.5 HFHEMNESSH

BME S RIRaE S B R G RN RER, KBRS E B e i B L
AL A1 3 52 BAEHR . SVLRR RS HEE] BLEE 3 MBI AT (1) BAGR
(individual patch); (2) HETHAZRAE MR IEAR (class B patch type)

(3) BRFE TR FBAFMNERAE (landscape mosaic).

¥RAMEWEMAER (1) BRI H (patch shape index), (2) FRFE
FE 45 ¥i(landscape richness index), (3) B L HHEH (landscape diversity index),
(4) B # i 5% (landscape dominance index), (5) S I95] B 54 (landscape
evenness index), (6) FMFEAKIEH(landscape shape index), (7D TFFHITIRE
(square pixel index), (8) W HHEEHE H(contagion index), (9) 7} #E(fractal
dimension).

BAESWmHENIESE, BRER-MNESRREHES B LR G
FHIME, 2280 ERZMATEE. B, A clh U T AT A B
WIS, AT B T RS 4 A T B AR D AT SRR R
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1. EMLEYETE % (landscape diversity index)
EMEHEHES H RETEReEMZ L, AREERGHMAKERER
f—Lbfed (BFEE, 20000, Shannon FEEE® H T BISHR.

H =—ZP,,1nPJk 20

SR, BOASBSEE L R AR G AR A ATHIHR A 3
R TE G FRAHE SR ARG ED, 0 BRI PRREL B
LELZHHERLGAERS HEMBERE, H,, =hn. BE, BEHK
Bx, FREHARKERERETEN.
2. B #AE $E$((landscape dominance index)
MAE IR D BE ISR B RA SRt 2 £,

D=HM+ZI,: InF (21)
=

Fxth, H, RENMRENEAE, pESPRRLERUDHIKEE,
REMPEREMEBE . BE, BRKE D HXNT —AESEUMERER
i £ T Hh b B S
3. MBS % f8%(landscape evenness index)

W BEReS B RIS A SR R LA IS SRS, AR LR
BRI R AER bR #ER. Shannon TH RIS SIEA:

= = (22)

%P, H#& Shannon LHMEIeH, H, A REEKEKHE.
4, BRUFHEE B (contagion index)
FMEELE CH—HEFREAWT (O°Neill %, 1988):

+ A F,;.lnE.
25 -
FXh, ¢ REEEHBINENMA2I0M)], n ARAFLERLBEH, BN
SRR 5 SRR . BRAERE R T R R A T ke 2K 1 i) AR BE BV Y
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oh |l k2 2006 BE-EEMER Y BT QuickBird BB EMRATE 1 AT Rt

BERE., MR- ENGTSEHN AR, HESENER DM IR
bR R — R B S A, HRERRENK.
5. WREIREL (Fragmentation Index)

WR BRI R ME A EINIEE ., FS AFRMARHAE: FN hEN
BMBWFERE . AWMST AR SME R IR AR 3. FNAIFS /
B O0~1, nhRWARBH.

FS=1-1/AWMSI : L (24)

A= Y (EB-FS)
= (25)

EEHR 4T K04 A 4 B FRAGSTATS3.3, HE 2ATH ARG R 5 0s
Fo
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AL K2 2006 TR AL SRS

4 FREX

41 W%
RIS RIS, R AT R SERR KGR, AR

C_an et
N s v [ e
. er R A

B v [ ame
Bl o B 5o

Wd1 FH_MARER
Fig.4-1 The classification result in Level2

% 4-1 Levell 4y 285 Rr

Table4-1 Classification accuracy-of Levell

e HARLH i R
Class Number of sample ~ Accuracy  Describe
Vegetable 10 1 ik d

Water 10 1 KAk

Bare 10 1 BEMAH
Soil 8 0.875 BEHLIE
Town 6 0.83 BRpR
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ol k% 2006 MESEAR 3. ST QuickBird SR/ R I B4 TIARAR S IUR Ry 4

£ 42 Level2 MI9r X5
Tabled4-2 Classification accuracy of Level2

251 N I He| it
Class Number of sample  Accuracy Describe
Broad-leaved Forest 18 - 083 73 K
Fir 10 4.90 A
Pine 6 067 DR
Pine_young 10 0.9 DR
Crop 4 1 EH. R
Shrub 8 0.62 A

# 43 Leveld M4 288 0

Table4-3 Classification accuracy of Level3

=3 HAHH WE HKp g
Class  Number of sample  Accuracy Describe
1 3 0.33 REH (BRI SEM B
2 4 0.33 iy
3 2 0 BT
4 3 0.33 KHE A+ KR
5 2 0.5 IR R - B3 4+ 7 B AR
6 2 0 BT+ RS R+ K
7 3 0.2 B BT+ HE R T X+ A BB S

1. Levell MR
Water. Bare JHFICHHER SRR, EANGRBMELIMIBRRT RE

WS EE, TR A ERRRES, SARARI AR S R, BT
HOMTHE, FEESAE] 10, Soil B Town KHIEMH L EAAMER, KEEY
Soil R M4BT Vegetable KHh . P A XML RO FEER Vegetable
KBRS ST L A B AR, SR LR S S RETRA
FTAIRL, FESOR R TR B AT — B LR
SR BIL A AN — R R R A T RS RE R L 2
B, T4 R IR R R BN RN . B L MR A
K R BT — T 2L 2 BB PE IR, e TE B 5 Bt R R LR,
C EEUTEREREAWENRD, 1RRERADNENETHAN.
2. MBS ZRE |

WA, DRHAEBENOASRRET. BAK. DRADHEY
AT, Pa LT e SRR, 7 LA M2 i B R A S
BB . SOBE A TR E MAEE  AHsE, FFLL A A
EAREFHT 5

Crop HBUARM. (EY). BH, {050 EEILMEABMISE, 7 A% M
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oy K 2006 AL S2A0RT0 RS

RS HE-F T, BT AR i (R e B B S B E, TTLLE
SR B BB R R A R

EEATARRPR, SRS EFHHEMIERGIK, BHERKEER
TR, EFFHER DR N BFEL BN, m AR
FIEARBEELD BN, AIEREEE b, XL R E S R MR R4
—ERER AL, BRHERZREREENTR. BT, BHEHNONEE
HoMERE. BE, BEMERLINFE DT IZEMSHHER, RUDE
ARG S, TEEARERF R TR

EERMAREIR, DEMERSEHEBRER—HERRERALR, &6
DREMBH EESMEROE OGN RIFE AN S TIRFERN RS, 545 E%R
—BERIEF PR EERS AR E o XA SRS B R
R EE RE R TN B RN I FRD S R bk . DR AR R E RS, R
H 0.67, rRERNIRESEEN RN, PHEESBIEAKRER. BRRER
A, —RZHTE. CREE. AT B, AR T R ME
HiEk FHERA—FENRI, TH—L D RARRARE FE S RHE S — et
TS, MSIEIBER. “RLRLEMRMEE S SR HRALCRBEAEL.
AR E R 2 B AR R A B DX B (LR A A R AR el T b e Y
ML ES, ({155 2R RIS SELRE S5 R R SO E AR, &
I BN SRR SRS R A BE PR G AR IR 5 S AR R

KR 18 AT E R AR 2R R 0.83, 3 MEARS BRI, 2ARE
il 3E R AR 43 B 5 AN I B R 3 i) S R B R0 7 2 T S0 R AR Ll
e R 5 T 20 FUAZ AR 5 BRI O /1 B A BFT E S8 ER R B B 2 ARARE
SR AR
3. Levled 4y 255/

MFAI TGN, BHEDEHINSRIEEL 0, BT S ko5 LSk H
SR EEE DT 033, BRDENEN 0 MANMENSRENHAHBDEX,
BREMEENIBEEHRARNT 033 BTHH 50, HHTAELRHEIER
Hik, fERAMNRA M RGERAEF TR,
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Pl A2 2006 RBIES0E 3 3T QuickBird SRR SR A TUEMEUILR BT

4.2 BHEMEESHT

.
N e A [ e ? HR4
. —
g s

¥ —_—
B vm [ sanse [ aeccn

B 42 MAOTHRIPK AR
Fig.4-2 Landscape pattern of Heishiding Nature Reserve

T PR AR 4 B SRS A, BRI % 2 MK 4 RA T 204 -
FEatr. ATERNE 4-1 i,
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fh il R 2006 I HA0T: BT QuickBird B A ER M BE THAT NS B

# 42 BHRFETKPHIRMES GREERERHEED

Table4-2 Landscape index in landscape metric(calculate in region covered by satellite image)

LR e E HEEisg RRMEN EREEHR

o .
Shannon's Diversity Dominance Index Evenness Index Contagion Index Fragmentation
Index . _Index

139 0.48 0.79 59.80 0.668

® 43 BHRAZKCPHINES (BEWBARFEERE, FEFEEEE LTTRIRD)
Table4-3 Landscape index in landscape metric{calculate in the main body of Heishiding Nature
Reserve)

T RERY WH RS BB R R TR

Shannon's Diversity Dominance Index Evenness Index Contagion Index Fragmentation
Index Index

0.82 1.49 0.35 71.1 0.87

MWAERFFE 4-1, KEEERE LIE L FRAERRPRIMLBTRE, &
PRABNEFAETE/MERKE. 4P X AHM . ERRREREEN 0.15%,
BE BRI X R R, WM. JFERAILE . L3R, WEERLLEIE
&, 45134 0.005%F1 0.023%. RESHEFBRAVIA, HHFLE. TRITE.
PR RR G BAMEP R T 77.867%, E AT E R S RE EER KR
FERE I R ARAL TR DA B s T A% B A ) R AR BRI R, BB (RAPIX
(A S, BARE A TEHAHHN D RMK. SAKLARE, SRELBHIOE
BULLGI RA 5.44%, WHERPRABRRARR ML EREAESEFE L. ATH
HAS AR D RS AT LA 23518 11.385%F! 2.606%, # 2 70-Ai AE #zCo
KA, AATHRTENER AR, #ARSMEERES, RBRHL. RIFEQ
Ft L, wERSRERERA.

TGS TR AT IR TR . RIS 4 B R K
W, W, BTN NEBNET G ELEED, K&, BREASAFENLR
R, FUPEESROER. HEOBRIEHER, R 1384, HURER LS
AEGRMRIRAR, THERESISEARE. WAL SRR RAEREECA
1711, WEMPEERNSES, XEFRARTREEN WP, b
MY TR S, FER LXK LASE, A RSB SRR =4 T R E A £ 3
BRItk HAKKIRIEECH 1648, RENHFRME BERD, BEHEAIIRHK,
BHEMRE AN KBER, LSRRG BRERES.

T BAASIARRIER AR 803 1 AR R TR B L e iR, U AR . BT
BHREWE N TYERE, FOEEL BALET 5
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ﬁ%@&%%%Eﬁ@%ﬁ¢ﬁﬁzﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm%%%oHﬁ%¢ﬁﬁﬂ
TR X EHRIURE (K42, £4-3), ITHRETURRFRPX ZERER
FRERALAR, TEREANSERK, WM TRYHERPRAT LS
R ARIR T e B AR LRI AR R AP KRR B R (RPN
HIBR IR R AR ER, AFE 25) hHbiE, REREROK
LUME S, ZEANETR, AR EECR, X LB A
AR R, AT BB 0N TRAMEEE SN ERE, Er
FREIR R ANEARD, BT AR R
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5 Zit5i1ig

5.1 H-res iR R S HH SR
5.1.1 SRER

TESAR 1 AR 2 0 LT A4 R B AT RN, THAHESR 2
b, AR AR, R, MR REIAR, THE MR
REMAER, XEBH5 QuickBid TEEGHENTANNE. BRAZEUE
BABIARE, JEAWERE, BRI SSEERNRIOLERES,
B TR LAORE. S8 3 MARERRE, 25, BEREESHE
1. JEHE. MR

P B ARINE S 2005 4 10 A 21 BFFRS, KHEEHNEHRE. 8
WESG4, BRAMEESRE 543° . AN, DEMATALEE 16°
foEE, AR, RRLTFRENMERE . EXFHARAE T E0ERS
B SAOMS, R, BEER—RE, GaFus RS R
BUEBEEEL, B, KBETUAFMDES AN 161° . 3026° , &
* EAFHRAOA L EREMEAET, BE LR E R ETE 1 FN
SR RE ST O, R 0 B AR R TR AT B (LI LA A e
. iR R 2. SURM BB AR, LRGSR EE R RN,
SEI R M EEH S MR RARAE ST, TEHELEETHE.
FETTE AR 0, 367 R AR TR P9 R MO 52 et o VMG 4 1) 2 FR11R 40 26 M 2,
SERUBIRAE h ak . R RNAEUE, BRTEABNMIE (Naoko
Kosaka, 2003).

2. HRMBBEMSPEOHIRRE _

B4 QuickBird BIMIA AN R BN LERE G P RRE N, THEH
24m, LGFEEY 06m, BR, WTEE 3 MAKERKE, BIMHERHS
SRR R . FHMPR R RAT A, HEEREAT Tm WA MEE,
BN 2.5m~3m ZIARFT S HILLHh 545% » IARAASTEEEER -
IR, W, TERERK AR LK, WRBRENT RN L. kil
EEREEB L, BALTALREMREH . LE—AH TS ERT
BRI, BT ERAE. WREMHTRS, FUREHRS B 08T L
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BB, AR IGH DN {H R AR SR 7R £ 18] 3 s ki & TRAE B RS B & BT LA,
EZHBEG L, @A R R RN, HESRREERIREARART
MABRAEE, KHRERRRENEGSEERESFHARLIRE. BN
AR (Matthew L. Clark, 2005,
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Fig5-1 Histogram for the size of individual of tree crown , which the trees are higher than 7m.

Hiroshi Sasakawa(2003)% il T QuickBird 4 %+ H A& Hokkaidoff] £t 7 iR AT Ak
HEAT T 4025, ST 2 M Quick Bird 38 36 P (R AR TR A8 kb B 23 28R (RS- 1D
PG » Naoko Kosaka(2005) 5 1 QuickBird B 45 % Takayamaf¥ £t VR A AR HEAT T
SRR (FS-1. 52) .

#5-1 M. Rl EHEERBI SR (58 Hiroshi Sasakawa, 2003)
Table5-1 Classification accuracy(Hiroshi Sasakawa, 2003)

S # W 1
Tree species Families C or B species
FEFHE 0.23 0.3 0.72

#5-2 FTMAR. AR, $HEIBINAAAEE (518 Naoko Kosaka, 2005)
Table5-2 Classification accuracy(Naoko Kosaka, 2005)

(LT ] -k
Conifer Broad-leaved tree
E-L7S ¥ R TRATHR Rk Fa R
Cedar Cypress Larch (50K (R4
Ay i1y 0.84 0.84 0.9 0.67 0.35 0.78

AR 4y K RE LA QuickBird BREGLE 4T 438, WK /34 A st M4
FIE A BA R E ISR, @24 TH R W5, TERERERR,
SRR EH RN
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5.1.2 HERTRRE

BHT, 7 P s B LA et AR AR 44 0 2 S RIFRMK, IKONOS, QuickBird
J"E A F ITC (individual tree crowns)iRH|, HELEMFH, KHEET
(McGraw et al., 1998; Nagendra, 2001 ). {8 Naoko Kosaka(2003), Hiroshi
Sasakawa(2005)FIA 2L 5 BT 45 R R E THXER LT WiERREGHE R
R, AHFE EHATH Hores BREARSTE, FRESLABGEHNLER.

Clark(2005)fii P it 1t 780 25 18] 4 W B0 RO 25 S S0 s 85 (SOt vl R AR iR AT 20
EKHR, EETESPHE (Lem) MEAEIPE (1E£437-2434 RSB H
WA H161MERD) MR T, BN (individual tree crowns(ITC)) B 43284%
EiAEIN%, LA TERKI KD, EYEEASEE (700-1327 om) LHF
RS IRAREENER. Clak@idABERE, F4ELmFRSHEN
IKONOS, ETM+, ASTEREHIER. WTFRPELIFEE, MERBRNEN, 2
RREEH SRS,
# 53 3MENEGRRKO LR

Table5-3 Classification-accuracy of three simulated images

HRAHR BB FRDHE  RESEEE

simulated image image bands spatial-res Overall accuracy
IKONOSEII % 483, 551, 663, 794 nm 1.6m 52.3
ETM+HfLES 479, 561, 661, 835, 1651, 2209 nm 1.6m 60.3
ASTERMHIEG 555, 658, 805, 1635, 2166, 2207, 2264, 1.6m 66.8
2333, 23%4 nm

IKONOSH#H I § 1 QuickBird B R4/ BV T A AR, RS54,
WM F K AIQuickBirdBRE RRER L MNBER, EAHNZREBRERMN
2.4mi % E R RIRF EIL.6m, HERBEEED—EMNERE: BTLLAK, 75
1 1B) 40 39 R Y SR e A 9 i ER B B RO RR - -
#5-4 TKONOSHIELEBRANQuickBird B SR EL . ST FEEM LS

Table5-4 The compare between simulated IKONOS image and QuickBird iamge of bandwidth and
spatial resolution

Bt TKONOSHH 1R QuickBird B
Band Simulated IKONOS image QuickBird image
HE 483 nm 450 - 520 nm
HEE2 551 nm 450 - 520 nm
W3 663 nm 520 - 600 nm
R4 794 nm 630 - 690 nm

FESEE  1.6m 2.4m
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A FREARSERE, RELHIHFELESBOCETHENTH, In
ERBEHMDREERRE AR B ER RS, ERAERER — &
B, DASEERCESHENTXIELSE. EMNEHHRAFERE, A%
MRS R T ENERRE R TR

52 BRATEARPEMNFZURREEY

BABARRFRS, @RS RER AR 77.9%, TEOEBRR
SRR RE M AR LY AN R X BT ARET 40%, BUE R4 KRB ML A B R &
RIS, ARtk fREOR s S B4R R, BonDORTAR SO IR 4K, R Ti%
KIEMBEHZE T REFHAERE.

BORARLER A FEDREMBR, SN T H#E 20 Frt, FEXR
AR M KL KW E SR, ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ:i‘é%ﬁéé?ﬁl‘rﬁﬁﬂi%%mﬁ (£
RIS, 1987); MEMNBREMFEMKIFERHHP., E-LELUL,
WA BN UK MBS RO, DT FERREE, FREHmaigihg
FRAMAAESR TR EXHEN—HERET, EFRESE—HLT DR,
AR R AR HIRES

W 42 B, RIPKARAEERAILBANER, BRERGHMERK, 5
RN BRI G A TEFFH, mEA R @ KRR, ERATE,
B ETE R RS N R AR A A . S5t TSt E R BRI T R RIP
A ATFEARER RIS, TR SERP LR KEHEESZETH, A
B W VR LA AR R A S B OB SR AT BT
6, STEARIGS), BREBAR BT BES), BETIRERPEABE— P EIE,
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PR 1. BT E R X AR

e

P E g o
Species Scientific Name Family
PR Castanopsis fabri Fagaceae
gl g Ficus laceratifolia Moraceae

g Cinnamomum porrectum Lauraceae

wiZ Engehardtia roxburghiana Juglandaceae

EENZF Hex dasyphylla Aquifoliaceae
HIEEAE Polygala fallax Pteridacede
HRERE Cryptocarya concinna Lauraceae
I Camellia semiserrata Theaceae
Fenb i E Randia canthioides Rubiaceae

BE Liquidambar formosana Hamamelidaceae

kA Machilus breviflora Lauraceae

HE Elaeocarpus deciplens Elacocarraceae
T B At Castanopsis kawakamii Fagace
) Lithocarpus hancei Fagace
KT Cyathea gigantea Cyatheaceae
KIFZ Gelsemium elegans Loganiaceae

i Machilus thunbergii Lauraceae

R EE Lindera chunii Lauraceae
At Alangium chinense Alangiaccae
FBEAR Rhaphiolepis indica Rosaceae
IIR=% 5 Sapium discolor Euphorbiaceae

LR Symplocos caudata Symplocaceae
Lt 28 Elaeocarpus sylvestris E]aeocarpaéeae

=T AH Ilex theicarpa Aquifoliaceae
=X Evedia lepta Rutaceae

2 Machilus veluting Lavraceae
Y] Alniphylium hainanensis Styraceae

AT Schima superba Theaceae

EH Castanopsis fordii Fagaceae

E2ti Diospyros sirigosa Ebenaceae
R pinus massoriana Pinaceae
B Ardisia quinguegona Myricaceae
TR Diospyras mortisiana Ebenaceae
gt Lithocarpus corneus Fagace
RORIA Schefflera octophylla Araliaceae
BHT Rubus amphidasya Rubiaceae

A B AR Artocarpus styracifolius Myricaceae
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A HE Antidesma microphyllum Euphorbiaceae
o by e Wikstroemia indica Verbenaceae
LRk Blenchnum orintale Blechnaceae
5 Sapium sebiferim Euphorbiaceae
W Lithocarpus litseifolius Fagaceae
hr |9 Lithocarpus loganoides Fagace
FERE Euscaphis japonica Styracaceae
i1 Toxicodendron siccedancum Ancardiaceae
EM &k Mussaenda pubscens Rubiaceae
R Daphniphytlum oldhamii Daphniphyllaceae
ME2: BRTARRPEKEERA
A w14
Association Latin

Rl AN S — SR R
AN AR RS

AREHE TR — GRETTE— R U
AME— B AT DB — 1T
AME— VR SRR 2 — R R

S W R et R A AR A )
Dol if —HE LA T PR O — A

FTFHERe ) WK — R — R
Bl TR A — R F S R
B T4 /N R — B A — e R

B TR+ S ST — AT B Bk — AT

Bl 1A PSR B — AT

Asso. Ixonanthes chinensis + Artocarpus
styacifolius — Cryptocarya concinna

Asso. Castanopsis nigresceus + Altingia
chinensis—Crytocarya concinna—
Calama rhabdocladus

Asso. Castanopsis carlesii—Manglietia
moto + Symingtonia tonkinensis —
Sinobambusa sp.

Asso. Castanopsis carlesii—Cryptocarya
concinna + Litsea subcoriacea—
Calamus rhabdocladus

Asso. Castanopsis nigrescens —
Altingia chinensis + Acer tutcheri—
Sinobambusa sp.

Asso. Exbucklandia tonkinensis—T.itsea
subcoriacea chunii—Sinia rhodoleuca
Asso. Castanopsis lamontii + Altngia
chinensis + Castanopsis nigresceus—
Lindera chunii—Calamus rhabdocladus
Asso. Altingia chinensis + Ixonanthes
chinensis —Cryptocarya concinna +
Xanthophyllum hainanense

Asso. Altngia chinensis + Artocarpus
styacifolius—Lindera chunii—Calamus
rhabdocladus

Asso. Altingia chinensis + Castanopsis
nigrescens + Cryptocarya chinensis —
Syzygium hancei—Sinobambusa sp.
Asso . Altingia chinensis + Michelia
foveolata + Castanopsis fabri —
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EATDRE AT

PA-H&m—H

T Rk — H A~ R

T i K HE A

R B AT
DRE A

5 R — TSR
TR R ST

B RA AR T~ R L A
I RAA- MR-

I IR - 1

1 e BRI —

Sinobambusa sp.

Asso. Cunninghamia lanceolata + Pinus
massoniana— Schefflera
octophylla—Dicranopteris dichotoma
Asso. Cunninghamia lanceolata—
Rhodomyrtus tomentosa—Dicranopteris
dichotoma

Asso. Pinus massoniana + Castanopsis
nigrescens—Schefflera octophylla

Asso. Pinus massoniana + Castanopsis
carlesii + Engelhardtia roxburghiana
Asso. Pinus massoniana + Castanopsis
fabri + Mytilaria laosensis—Calamus
rhabdocladus

Asso. Pinus massoniana + Castanopsis
fissa + Schefflera octophylla

Asso. Pinus massoniana + Schima
superba—Schefflera octophylla

Asso. Pinus massoniana + Castanopsis
kawakamii + Schima superba

Asso. Pinus massoniana + Castanopsis
nigrescens + Altingia chinensis—Helicia
reticulata

Asso. Pinus massoniana—Schefflera
octophylla—Dicranopteris dichotoma
Asso. Pinus massoniana—Schefflera
octophylia—Sinobambusa sp.

Asso. Pinus massoniana—~Rhodomyrtus
tomentosa—Dicranopteris dichotoma
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BRERIEEHENNBEHERUBONIER. PPN, RIMARERL EER
KR B, BLUHEHERRALAR, BRI NRR MR T 8,
SRR —F T HIHEH.

FERBWERBZME MR, WE. R, mK, UREKEZMMLE
REW, £%FJMEFE-BZE T (b TIRXFaEs, LRBEZHT %
W EHRRKF EHIEL .
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