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Satellite-image-based investigation of vegetation distribution of
Bolboschoenus planiculmis in Gaomei Wetlands

Author : Wu-Ren Tang Advisor : Dr. Hsien-Kuo Chang

Institute of Civil Engineering National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Gaomei wetland is one. of. famous coastal wetlands in Taiwan.
Bolboschoenus planiculmis' is one ofprotected rare species in the Gaomei
wetland, which holds the biggest area distributed by Bolboschoenus planiculmis
among western coasts of Taiwan. In the early time a large quantity of
Bolboschoenus planiculmis was well distributed along western coasts of Taiwan.
However, it has been suffering from human impact of land utilization for recent
decades and being on the verge of extinction. Therefare some investigations by
field surveying were carried out on biometric data processes, corresponding
surrounding environments and animals in-the natural habitat of Bolboschoenus
planiculmis. The issue - of " temporal variation® of distributed area by
Bolboschoenus planiculmis in the. Gaomei wetland was never discussed and is
the aim of the thesis using satellite images.

The methodology of the thesis includes techniques of image processing and
area detection of plants. IHS method was used to improve spatial the spatial
resolution of satellite images and NDVI was used to distinguish the area
distributed by Bolboschoenus planiculmis from those by water or by sand.
Markov random field (MRF) process with an average NDVI from five satellite
Images was used to figure out the area intensively and extensively distributed by
Bolboschoenus planiculmis for each image.

Finally depending on the previous measurement on the temporal variation
of quantity of Bolboschoenus planiculmis over unit area in the Gaomei wetland



the calculated areas of intensively and extensively distributed by Bolboschoenus
planiculmis for each image in different time were corrected to those at the same
time of maximum quantity over one year. The fitted straight line by linear
regression on the data of calculated areas of five satellite images from 2006 to
2011 shows a decreasing trend of total area distributed by Bolboschoenus
planiculmis at a rate of 11,981 m? per year.
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(2) Saturation(4z = & ):
a3 _a_ min(R, G, B) ]
S=1 (R1G1B) [min(R,G,B)]=1 (3-2)

(3)Intensity(% & ):RGB 3 & -T2 o
13



| 3-3
3 (3-3)
Ao fAm Ay 32 2 X (2010)18 SriEh B e ST B T R
D RERGER > E 2 RAKDESEHINFERS M LF |k o
Bz REITR R ¢ﬁ%%ﬁu@£ 2d R Geh B R R RS
WP B o RirE - R RN S F B GOT AR o A
% 4% e IHS 42 in Ao @) 3-1 957 o
FORMOSAT-2
R G
% &,8x8m B
b sEmi
FORMOSAT2 | R 6 L
# ,252m
FORMOSAT-2
44 RGBEHST 26 820m
FORMOSAT | [ 'y ‘
% 6.2x2m i e mn
% R HAS P/255
FORMOSAT-2 j ) i
gorom | [0 \ — P
U HSI#RGB
FORMOSAT-2 T i

Bl 3-1 IHS #2427 & B

Ao flr IHS > #F TR P2 BB S RBRARIAT

HRE F P HR te gk £ P EEFE G BRI RS R ko
14



BLR- S OEE R KB 8X8m chy B fRT R 0 EATEHR A 2X2m hx R4
Rz BRI RRLG 3 ik g Bl 2X2mo B LR A 8X8m R E A
2SR R RI(RGB ¢ 27 )4 5] IHS ehd 1257 > 4 IHS ¢ 2%

37

2y B £

2X2m B R R R GINIHS P Z R R > B pF IHS 424 B 1R

{53 2X2meng 3T & 0 £ #ATHR BB R kad fp 4o R v RGB
HZRE R MR AR R R REGZIZEFFT R A

S RPBETRDIEARER e Z B AT 0 # Y B fET R DR
BB AR SRS RER

B an BRI RGBEEFEEFF > MU RRTE 2 K2

Ny ™~

32 BwmE &

AP T HE* DR A LAY LBk 225y ¢ o (Center for
Space and Remote Sensing Research) #t pi 8 2. SPOT-5 % % 3 Z%

N

FORMOSAT-2 %% 4 ek B i B jBee 57 v L 727 8 Ro

2 dR o ehrB bR Sl FEE BBt > FARFEREFSRPE
£ (Geometric registration of imagery) » 4ot 4 ¥ {7 ¥ Lt 2L o A
eI R EE SRR R R RE AR - e R R i
PRk Bh2 =8 2 S S Apdp B (TR ook v Matlab O 5 gt i
s B 7 4 P 280> Matlab # £ Image Processing Toolbox( fif £
IPT)Fr e 0 i dI B85 A# DB E & B IPH IS LR ~
Matlab # 2.: % 8 nw F B 3 A B B A T R Y o
BERFIASHPGEFBERE E -

ERLABFTERUT DORAL I DRGSR AR - 30 e
AP ER 20 B R R 3 AR TR 0 3 b R T
Tengrdl ey 2 oo IR Ar Rk 3-1 e do b il 0 FlRR Y wt LEFEL
FhersrRer Bt Ry c FRIFR T AP R

Nonreflective similarity #3] ~ E2 8 i #|BEFTHPEE > T EEH

v

15



M LB E R4aB > & RMSE 5 2.55m -

% 317 FRHATA 2 0% ol 48R (5 Matlab #748)

Transformation Type Minimum Control Points
Nonreflective similarity 2 pairs
Similarity 3 pairs
Affine 3 pairs
Projective 4 palirs

Polynomial 6 ~ 10 ~ 15pairs

Piecewise linear 4 pairs
Lwm(local weighted mean) 6 pairs

33 ¥ fi i £ B 452k

Rouse % (1973)#7#& i eh¥ f& i+ 2.8 48 2 45 #ic(Normalized difference

vegetation index;"NDVI)» 2 RIL 5 @& % d {54 65 7] Sz o L L &K
(Red' ;4 £ 4 5 0:67um)> * 5 7] & 335 4z % (NIR7 34 £ % 0.79um~0.89um)
ZogEM s AT T kP 2 e kBT bk L B2V L S
WERHEA 2 RIVE

(3-4) ;% #757 :

é‘,’#

H gt ;S kB fefe 4 B X B o NDVI v B B 7% 58 40

NIR-R
nDv| = NIR—Red (3-4)
NIR + Red
9% NIR 237 kB F 5435 B > Red 5 ok B F S5 B o
Fat 3P Ao A% (NIR-Red) iy @ iped 4 £ £ 2 i @ #5803

" L (NIR+Red) 2. p e et i@ B 0 0t o R LT ch™ i R Lk F

WA o R UL Bl 2 B i ot i NDVI 2 B 4o kot
o Al 2 B R R AP RN AEL RS AR
FRW2E S 2 kB R A2 B RS2 2R

x AFA g %% Lillesand & Kiefer(1994)# &) e84 3% £ 545 & 2 > 4o

16



B 3-2 #77m o B¢ 78 G ACKME T T 0t R R R S H BRI
TR EMIE BT AL ARIr AR ZF s P A R
R B GEOREARE o ] rriE st B & NDVI D BB TR e

we B 0 K T LB 48 NDVI f i LE RS 2 81 &
LR 2 2 RANE B o kY B 23 ERPE T L PRFH
SR R AN 9F A g kR o A REET T kR
G SE A ERITN R R IRE R A2 PR P R S
-4 o ik BB S NDVI 6 > f17 57 L eSS AR LT HE
Fenp AP HEE o SRS P BHRET » 4R kAl

Green Red Nir

v $E R L
i o PIX L)
e
— - /.”’_—."\I’."_“\-"-'..__‘.ﬁ
40 P | -
i ‘ -
"..r’
RHE(%) 1
=l
2 4 1
L /
= |
— ]
0 )
I | | T 1 | | T 1 1 |
.6

0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 24 26
& F (pm)

BI3-245 4 4 3 2 k2 L LK s+ (5] f Lillesand & Kiefer, 1994)

3-4 B ¥ % NEHs-

B ¥ % %E 3 (Markov random field, MRF)e#2 4 ¢ S4B 2 R * &
FLARARE > Gldo A U B IR~ 3 o It iR B % E g
ﬁ%%&i&ﬁw%ﬁ@’%%aﬂﬁ@ FERET A ﬁ%%ﬂﬁ?*ﬁ
% 1 jP](edge detection) ~ B’ %4 ] (image segmentation) ~ 2 %42 & (image
restoration)~ # & & #Z (surface reconstruction)£ s 72 4 47 (texture analysis)e (5!

BB 3% & A% http://bn-course.wikispaces.com/)

17



341 BF 4

BR LRy FLERERT S R ARERFL BT ol
2 E RIS () a Tl mapk GApM DR THL ST A
125 (Markov property) - @ % 5 5 ¥ A fL T eNg 4 R o2 B 2 A A8 AT
RIAL 5 B 7 2 48 42(Markov process) 2t 4 8 # % 4&(Markov chain) - 3% -
TSR B2 B So~S1S5.. 5 FEGF BT X PHE > B H 5 P(S)4(3-6)

L

P(S,.=5]|S,.5,,S,,...5,)=P(S.,=5]|S,) (3-6)

n+1 n+1

AP S A TEE N AR ES AR R G R
VBT AT Al 4 BI(F URE ) R e L AR B
T b+ g~ Ay a3 ARl ke W L 4am e 3-3 0 4 B
B~ @ e s B R AT o
1

. T /) 1 aj a, az ; a,
S <2 aro0 1 0 0+
}\»aa-iz// pea| 0 12 12| e o L 2a
23 1 . TR 3 a
3y U 2 a;[1/3 0 2/3 “h\\%
3

B 3-35 7 %4 B ~ #HEL 2 KRR

3-4-2 RSk kb

Bk S 52— #iky N 4 Seare i i(Neighborhood system) » B S &38R

Bk R A Ao(3-7) Ao
N={N,|VieS } (3-7)
SRS SRy B-F R R

18



HARE: % SenBl a5 A IR
(D) i =8 il k2 380 2% igN,

(2ip3k g j 5 i endirs > Rlifr] 3 5 dpt ks jeN oieN,
ek iR R SRR G EIERFERPN G Tk B 2 K 4o(3-8)
3T
={ jeS|[dist(pixel , pixel )]’ <R, j=i } (3-8)
3¢ dist(AB): AfrB 2 B enge k2GRS 0 R 5 FHciE o

R 4 AR b soenly e @ KR i A | o > B 3-4 5 r g
B o r=1~5 ¢ FR 8L FE D] 5 FRARES k AET MR A R B E( x § IF
'?»% ¥ AR A ,f‘v‘"t.)

Bl 3-4 B N 1=b FFaRsE & 4t

%"ﬁ—l]ﬁicmﬂ'%k"“}.sm—ﬂ-% PR3 REACP RS BkE
TR R AR kM2 s PI3ESF R & c LG cliqgue C R G T
clique &g & » 4(3-9) ;% #757 :

—{ilies} (3-9a)
C,={{i,i,jli,e N, ieS} (3-9b)
C, = {{i,i, i, }Ii,i,,i, S} (3-9c)
c=c,Uc,uUc, (3-9d)

19



d FiEF & - B lg\‘% =B R % _f‘fu’FK’ﬁ ﬂ%]}ﬂ v B OREE RIS % AL
Pt t3k e [ > 2 oclique 2 fsg e 2 3P+ 2 24Pk > B 3-5 5 kT &

-1~ 2 FF 2R3k Afed clique 2 5 o

U

AEE SE IR FLmlsing et hfp il S WA RIS H 2 AR kAL
et F(Geman . 1990) = £ s R R P i - HF Bt 5 T 24 4 AR

B BE(1 R AL ehifoi BE) 0 XX Bl 5 S BEZ tERE E 0 L& H(X) s
(3-10)5¢

ne

H () __WZS:X ——(%)x X, (3-10)

9P KIM G Sl JIr H(X) & - 5P,
1 —H (x
P()=—e “oz=Ye"" (3-11)

y=Q

POOFe AR i s 5 AW Z B B AT O BT L 4 1k

oy saeim UL P ARSI paakpiT 4o Z 8 40(3-12)58 #7570 £
X, (X)=x_, B
P(X,=x| X, =X,r=s)=P(X,=x|X, =x,reG,) (3-12)

20



P Gy b AR R EBR( B AL G hifh BE)
(3-12)5* T 4 5 7 2 SEH - eni A R ) E i - (R Bk R fo i
Eori 2 B R E & B B TR o
3-4-3 B ¥ % Mg H-foE g g
FUEWF S - BARE kAL N> 2% H(3-13)~ (3-14):N A A F B
GpETE o AR A BT AN Hoa (31402 B 2 BE R T g (3-12)
7
P(X=x)>0 (Positivity) (3-13)
P(x, | X)) = P(xaXe)~ (Markov property) (3-14)
FREWH S TR - BARE AN CAF SP g5 eocliguerc s C ¥
e d o TRA RS S E F adTA o 4e(3-15) N AT o M S AL
+ 25 % 3-(Gibbs random field, GRF):

w@:%gw) (3-15a)
H ¥

U (x)
Z=Yg@ T (3-15b)
Ux)=>V(x)= Z V(x,)+ ZV (X, X)) +... (3-15¢)

;¢ PX)SBEE GRS GZWF S Z G- BRARM DY E FS A A S
(Partition function) ; U(X) - & ic € Sl V(X) 5 & clique #p B iz s S
TH B A H SHTHHF PO 270 0 T g+ B Pna i 5
-li‘l’Iﬂﬁf%/xﬁ/m}ipmj;_'ﬂ_’Kg{T1§T‘%’¢'—),;sl°

+34% Hammersley-Clifford =32 (Hammersley and Clifford,1971) > %32 3%

21



@iﬁ5?%%%%&%@%&%%&&&%%»@@@%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ‘&
WL EE P T e IR Ak o TP B T A R T
F IR

344 5 A EHHL Y R g

£ S RE- AT G AnEEE S SEREG R L RLEH ok
PSR AR R R4 e £ B el o WA B0 R 4y e
A iR s - SLEBI D] B S B Pl - B R Ao L R T
KRR e REA 0 TR PR AR RS ERFIF R T A
WHEFHSHFE IR i&{% * F X3 {6 & (Maximum a Posteriori, MAP)
K3t d ot ROEHF ¢ b fpiic(labeld &0 x £77) 2 2 &
4o(3-16) ;% #757 :

w=arg maxP(x|S) (3-16)

I I, 2 E 5|(3-17) 50

P(S1X)P(X)

P(x|S)= P(S)

(3-17)

B PS|X)E TR 2 3 B Bt FL TR G PR B LR
8 5(3-18) 3¢
PS1X)=]1P(S,1x) (3-18)

seS
® 295 Hammersley-Clifford 232> & « £ {555 ¢ gﬁ I E BT # o 4e(3-19)
X
X

-U(xs)

P(x|S)=E (3-19)

Ed P BERERZT o Jd Rk MAP B B xR EEH S UX|S) &
Sk B TV RO SR Eed o P A EY RIEEFE 2

22



(Iterative conditional mode algorithm, ICM) » d *t ICM ;% & /% eh| #71% i
MHE o HARE MAP ui B b o

23



Fri THEYLEPRoReET

AR ORGSR BAR T NDVI g 0 2 o 2011 # 7 7 23 p el
Y B dpdeanane L SR (3 BT R4 5 BCM) AT R E 2 & Rl
oo # I NDVI 732 2 X ¢ HIREH|2 2 & 5 #

4-1 PHE S 4 B R £

B 4-1 5 06-~07-08~10~11 # 2 p=dp ek B i i® NDVI #4% » 2
P Hp Tﬁ_i«‘fﬁﬁt&r’% 8% 0.03~0.18>0.16+0.16~0.14 5 F 48 4 :}ﬁﬁﬁ:ﬁxéﬁ
i B A G L B Yoz R (s RERGE aT) Som e RI(A Rk E iT) 0 R 07
£ RIRE RIS e S 2 e L dp i v 00 122 08°E Bt KA T
— R A e e 4 dp e 3 0 F k0 H AR Rt engt ki 0 2
Apdcig T [t O

20060829 20070719

0.5

100

200

300 05

100 200 300 ' 100 200 300
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20080725 20100719

100 100

200 200

300

100 200 300

42 2 &Rk

hv 212011 & 77 23 P e fiek B it NDVI fE3 15 22 2 4p b dp R 1
B I MR (TR f o ARARRY T2 P )0 O 4ol 4-2 517 o
PR D RN BRI R S 6 0 A o L BUR D M ok BT S 2011
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20110723

£ B4 g et i

B 4-2 ¢ NDVI & 2 4 iz i (aa RI-RE) 22 4p
b F 5 0.14(=< 200 & 4 5 ,%iw), WO SR s RIPRE L T
w;xm»,s ZHET A LA SR SR en RI(H TE'J’K-‘CE')*' LR DER I

EEA S Bk oA R PR S RE o e £ NDVI
¢t RDREE Tt 2 B A -01~0 2 ()T 0 R e 2 ok s 2
) o Bt R TR A L RS AL R

-\

A2 w3387 S FRINZHRETE 2 L3R ERF > P At
PRz kg o A REET o KL B R SRR FF 0 W E R
2R A g P RIS R - 3o
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4-3 4 K g ehf B2 2

JE S FR R R L F S TR Rk T e
ZHEE B IAEH G kML L A - H R BT A RIS
BAAH 0 B APHEE L FEEEIRE R RS 2 3 4o 43 97 o
v BB B ¥ X SEH 2 BTk ”J%—*f#%i"%ﬁﬂ&éﬁ%’f’ -
¥z £ %%E”f”?\:iﬁ‘(féé YU kR ALL) ¥ - BRI G A £ e
% (18 2 ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ‘i Fe ﬁ-i) v 24 2 ﬁv‘ﬁn % BB H R

20060829

20070719

100

200

300 |

20080725 20100719

100

200

300

100 200 300 . 100 200 300
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20110723

100

200

Bl A48 ZHE T 2 £ 557 s )

B 4-3 & pEENDVI A 235 0 #2006 8 7 29 p e H i 4
BRpehs DI REY B R 2 fd fpfieend iRt T4 R 506 E %
B % 1 2 dp #coRf® i 8 (Threshold) & -0.14 - B e 4 @ g 3 P {7 8 T 35 5
-0.0675 > @ 06 & ffron ¥ 14 4g Bt 4@ 5 -0.24 > H 5.4 1 pr iy P 4 T
395014921 k¥ 2 A B 0P 2 £ @ 4 b 40,0725~ 0.0908 0
ESER L

AFRR LY ZHRER R > FIFEEGOR R i AL 0 F A
p SEEE RIS S S N S R
ZPEEFEL MBI > M- BAGERES ML 2R 2 L

SO B o (R FEATR I LD RE T PR D
e > B 44 5 07-~08-~10~11 # =7 NDVI & i 528 > & #h 5 NDVI ~
phh MM LS pdce i Bl R B RPN ERE T 0 T
[XLE R T 0 ) N FER R MR SRR S o

pru
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|

W 44 7 k& & T E R A f et

Fligw ‘35‘337‘%&57#1%5 B2 BEFR > M ROMEES B T(%E
Fe e A E 4 W) 5 -0.0829 ~ -0.0341 ~ -0.0961 ~ -0.0569 > Fix F e A E A
W 5 -0.154 ~ -0.1447 ~ -0.1548 ~ -0.1433) » gz w R F o % - fFEn
F O ARE A BB E AT AP R AT 4 2T T 2 R e
Bl o % & ®ATOM R S -0.0675 0 Frae w15 -0.1492 0§ 4-5 5 04RO
HELATH A F F " AR RDOZHE L 0

LA RFHRAFRFRDOITRETE S f 0 TURTE R T 5 R D
ZHET I L doB 46977 0 @ & 41BN UATPEERIA T HRET
RSN RN XY ﬁﬂ:s%ﬁwf%%?w A e 2 ALH B % A B 5 2008
2007 ~ 2008 # > @ & fd | ¥ 5 2006 & > $iip| ¥ i 52006 & g fpE

CHZIWER DT EFAE pEd o
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20060829 20070719

100 100

200 200

100 200 300 ’ 100 200 300

100
200

300 1~

20110723

100

200

100 200 300
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20060829 20070719

100 100

200 200

300 [N 3

100 200 300 . 100 200 300

100

200

300 {"

20110723

100

200

300

B 4-6 &g AT HEE | B P2 R X A £ et
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2041 ZHRETOBEF IR R SR

FOpEr Y | HEF G HM) | R FMY)] R (M)
2006/08/29 9188 48784 57972
2007/07/19 23620 91716 115336
2008/07/25 48424 71148 119572
2010/07/19 13724 88416 102140
2011/07/23 19376 60320 79696

44 YA EER2L A LPRBD

AFTAIRFAZIHREZNL L FRRL A1 b F LT
PEORIRBARBOURRPRER > RO B RS2 > d 22 & Tl8
(2007)3* & 2005 ~ 2006 # 2 +x2 & 4 = £en2 - (B 2-3) 0 12t ey (7
é@ﬁ@ﬁi%ﬂw%@’fgglz-sﬂi#%&%%ﬁﬂft%w s F] A2 ko

—

05+ 06 12 HE § % & lichh b -

d 3+ @) 2-3 ¥ 2005 2 2006 = FlEh 2 B 0 HRA P E A pFg T
8 L HABT IR APREB T T EEG Y Mpk v A 8

N

Ed 7

AFEET P REIL A TE T2 Bfcl BT 4ok 4-20 MR EZHE
TR Achd EARF; 20590506 & F 4 achd BB (4 4-2)B T3, U Z
HR P BRI A3 AR AP YRAE L 40 159 57 13 p +6
I3 ~7 P 26p ~8 1 23p ~9 0 26p 5 L4 4~9 0 4 H BB E
PR REDNZIHERX P49 T 2 AR IH I EIHRETT 2 E A
T AcR 47 B 47T ZHEXAFEE D@L 70 10 p 5 &
MR L2 HRE X 4 R Hcdpd MIFD R T 4oB 4-8 B 4-8 7 113
Tl 577 10 p (2R EINET) T2 HRE S pEY > @ k2
STIE * P TR chpE A 2006 £ 8 % 29 p ~2007 # 7 % 19 p ~2008 # 7
1 25p 2010 & 7% 19 p 2011 # 7% 23 p 2 N EA % % 0.3726~0.9824 -
0.9449 ~ 0.9824 ~ 0.9601 -
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42 22054065 4~9 ' ZHEF 2 4 £ (¥ izig/m2)

p Ay 2005/04/22 | 2005/05/13 | 2005/06/10 | 2005/07/28 | 2005/08/19 | 2005/09/23
258 299.5 495.4 572.1 572.1 293.96 15.81
p Ay 2006/04/07 | 2006/05/13 | 2006/06/15 | 2006/07/25 | 2006/08/27 | 2006/09/28
25 E 105.45 507.68 505.44 505.44 266.27 27.09
143 313 4590 ZHELA £ (H g/m2)
p Ay 04/15 05/13 06/13 07/26 08/23 09/26
258 202.475 501.54 538.77 538.77 280.11 21.45
Biomass
Fitting Curve
600 +  Data-2005
*  Data-2006
O Awerage data
N/\
=
?3 400 -
0
(7))
@®
=
9
m
200
O 1 1 1 1 1
04/01 05/01 06/01 07/01 08/01 09/01 10/01
Date
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Normalize

1 = T
Fitting Curve
O date
0.75F
(O]
S
3
o 0.5
7]
gy}
&
0.25
O 1 1 1 1 1
04/01 05/01 06/01 07/01 08/01 09/01 10/01
Date

B 48 2 HREF T A0 2 4R

e TE T 1 5 sy WH-F 4-15 B T > o R ) 2
Bio AR Eah 3 TRL AL BEE > I FE Lo ff % L H
BB PR 2 N> B2 HRZE afFfdtdzEt i P8R 2 FH((T 2
10 p )4od 4-4 #7770 2 4-4F B EHSHFEL R 2 R m B < 4 B 5 2008 £ -

2006 & % 2006 # > & f #2p 4 %] 5 2010 £ ~2010 # 2 2011 & -

244 BREZHRETORER ST E LG OB E

FohpEr Y | R EFe M) | for e FMY) | R ()
2006/07/10 24659.15 130928.61 155587.76
2007/07/10 24043.16 93359.12 117402.28
2008/07/10 51247.75 75296.86 126544.61
2010/07/10 13969.87 90000 103969.87
2011/07/10 20181.23 62826.79 83008.02

45 3 £ § [ chph w2

SN
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= P i s p=t -. p=t L T 2 2 - 24 =2 24
ZHEERE® w2 Le R I Al BN IO B
2% f O RMSE 3+ 8 % % 4 & 4-5 #7577 o
X 10° Intensive area
2 T T T T T T
bl Date
Regression
1.5F b
~~
3¢
E
S 1f -
()]
S
<
0.5} " i
* ®
®
®
1 1 1 1 1 1
2005/07 2006/07 2007/07  2008/07 2009/07 2010/07 = 2011/07 2012/07
date
(@)iz & =
4 105 Intensive area
2 T T T T T T
bl Date
Regression
1.5F b
~~
3¢
E
S 1f -
()]
S
<
05 * b
® ®
®
1 1 1 1 1 1
2005/07 2006/07 2007/07 2008/07 2009/07 2010/07 2011/07 2012/07
date
(b)ig & ¢4
2 22 24 s - e -5 - 2 Ve
B 4-9 B0+ 5eh2 HRET R EF o i %1 AREF



< 10° sparse area

2 T T T T T T
+ Date
Regression
15F .
~~
N
E
c 1 i
0 + +
<
+
0.5F + .
1 1 1 1 1 1

0
2005/07 2006/07 2007/07 2008/07 2009/07 2010/07 - 2011/07 2012/07
date

()i

x 10° sparse area
2 T T T T T T
+ Date
Regression
15F .
+
N/-\
E
c 1 i
0 * +
< +
0.5F .
1 1 1 1 1 1

0
2005/07 2006/07 2007/07 2008/07 2009/07 2010/07 2011/07 2012/07
date

(b)i It {4

W 4-10 3 1 % (5 P2 T T I T 5 4F % ABE
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« 10° total area

2 T T T T T T
O Date
Regression
1.5F h
—~ o
« (o)
E
= 1t o 1
(]
S
< (o]
o
0.5 h
O 1 1 1 1 1 1
2005/07 2006/07 2007/07.. 2008/07 2009/07 2010/07 2011/07 2012/07
date
(@)iz &+ =
« 10° total area
2 T T T T T T
O Date
Regression
(o]
1.5F h
(®)
(\IE o
T 1 0 -
(]
S
<
0.5 h
1 1 1 1 1 1

0
2005/07 2006/07 2007/07 2008/07 2009/07 2010/07 2011/07 2012/07
date



24513 W 1S G ff R R RF 2L o ff R

RMSE(M?) | % & % o f# | ff5c® o ff | A5 f#

I

g 13681.99 16164.26 | 23036.94
DL 12101.23 14173.34 | 9306.68
d 4457 ria e ﬂ%‘ % 4% I RMSE $2i43t i3 & 5 » 2 ¢ 2%
% #% (7 RMSE # 4 > [ 4-9 % [§] 4-11 ﬂféiﬁ:ﬁ(b)rfﬁﬁﬁ/?#‘r?é’%ﬁ‘

2006 £ % 2011 EZHELGEF AR AR FR O HIRG AR
o ZHETGERF 2R S 2236m0 0 fus FE &R0 9,745m° 0 Ha £
5% Rt 11,981m*e
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IR BHEZR

1 A% L8 s Mife 2RI RS L2 BT A% %4 % (2010)2
FOA Y S AR B R A R R B O 2 F R G
10X 10m ek & 8X8m 7 FORMOSAT-2 firh e 4.3 4L 1 IHS 4
2o RF Rk ad B o BRI 2R ERF T A DR

7 o

it S mgendid Pl BT RES 413 R FRRZ

¥
Rl
fi
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