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B E. MU (forest landscape models) & 3 T AR s S MG AN T PAE F7E 5O R E A URT 00 ZR MRS 23
AR A TSR 2 2SR ok 1 22 b FH T AR 28 A B AR S IR R SR I A R S AR AR AL
5o ARSI X K SCHR AR 1 BB S AR AR SO AL (A S R 2 vk N AR i g R A T T 45
R, BEETHRNL ShHEE R R G R EEE R R IV R R AR MU B L 2ok b 22t 55 A B R 4 B 2
EEIR G BREE G  ARE 0 IR S5 PR D SRy ) R e

K R ARAREOIAL I SO 5 p s RUBE s AR AR S AT B BEHIR AR AP S s DR PR TY

1515

S WL 7 (landscape models) J& U1 30 4F 2k & i
AR I FE SR AUl 28 R G i 25 AR AR i 4k
SERERL TR DRI RIS R 5
IACF A SRR Z — W HEFNAES
7 E w Al kR ) B B4 R T Bt (Baker, 1989; i
JL, 1989; 28 R 4%, 1992; He et al, 2002; Garman,
2004; Mladenoff, 2004; He, 2008; Xi et al, 2009), &
W RURE S S WA A R 1 2 RUBE, AR X iy v
FUE 2S5 Fl (LA 07 28 LB LA 7523 B #
A [E] 25 BE (ML HAERULE AR o 1B —FhiEs 22 BHY
ZEEMEHOR T B, SO SOl A 52 Bk
B IAGTEPEAR EEREAR G RS
(Geographic Information Systems, GIS)$#; R AH %5 &
7P o 5 A RS B A= S AUAR L, ol sE AL R
AHA B G0, SR YRR
BERUAH LY, SR ] DISTEL XA R R G sh &

Wi EHEA:2015-03; /81T HEA: 2015-09,

AR AT R S B DX R A RRAIE 5 1 5 23k U Y 3
SHEPBRIA L, SO R A IR T 5 RS
RE0 s BEAER, ERECE TR X KA S &R
GERISE . SOWBERIZE ) T AR & R B, FN Y
AU E T X6 A AR AR AR R G AR H AR T
(P kR T AR ¢ A5 ) A AR FH AR ASEAEL (Bt o S W
A A 2E I SIS v RN s UL AR Y A, 5
LI 5T BT A4S T A\ SCE B &R Mt 2481k
XTHIRAEBRGRF M, DL HARA S RS A5 A
FE R RN AT SOMBIR mAE S R K
AR AT R X sk S AR L KA =)
T RN EORPEY Z R EIE ARG S 2
K H ¥ (Turner, 1987; Shugart et al, 1992; & [ M4,
1996; Dale, 2003; He et al, 2005; Scheller et al,
2005; He, 2008; Xi et al, 2009),

FEAR 52 WLAR L (forest landscape modeling)J& 5%
MBI LA 2 — . RMRAERRG RS
BRAEZS RGN E A R A VR R AR R A )
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ARG, HMAET RGN AL, G5 Ty s b F A
AR Z o H AR AR LA 52 e PR S BRDOE I )
B 23 RUBE AN ()T 5 o ARARSOUAS AU LA R AR A 2
RYCABI AL O R, RS R G AR S
(non-equilibrium theory) 145 2 4% #4) ¥ i (hierarchi-
cal structure theory) 45 F T , ASRMAE R R G421k
(1) F2 BT AN SRy AL U  SLil, iRE AE B RS
13 (succession) A T4k (disturbance) - i, , iz F JC it
T EALE RIS T-BL, o T8 7R AR AR SO
FHSRA S R G R Fh AR )2 RE I R ] 5 4 0C
A M5 AB G T T B 25 6 V8 HE (syner-
gistic effects), FH T FRM SR GEAE 5o R |
XoF R ol 14 2L 8 5 ) (B 455 22 B TN A ) k55 D
I Re (L 45 h ZAE PR AL SR 55 5 i AR AL 35T LA
FE IR TN, 34 T4 7% 32 SR AR Y 25 [H] b
PHIX S B RN 43 A 30 00 A8 A6 5 H F SRR 1 52
Mo R 28 O 2R, AL )32 M b FH T R AR S5 L SoUL A1
b AR LA ST DL R0 A B A AR A AN S
2 41 38 (Mladenoff et al, 1999; He, 2008; Xi et al,
2008).

Bt AL AR FUE A TR AR i PRk
RJEAN) 2 W FRAAS UASE UL H A A A 1
K& o TR 1 A R i BRAR SOULAR B A A
Wiy 8, W7 FH e R DA R P R i A 5 4 5 1A
LR o A SRERMSOA IS T 5T AR T & A
R ) AR B . 7EE PR b Hare
ARG L ZE ML IR, A AT R 95
LRI S IR MO AR 1 & R A AR
SOUL RS (1Y) F BT 58 R S HAE R A 2
A AR A B A R | X B AT PR 20
FRPRSOULAS Y 1) 4 o G FH sk 1 7 X6 e A 21
(Scheller et al, 2005; He, 2008; Xi et al, 2009; Dai et
al, 2015); 7E[E A, FRE A5 PRI T RBRAR SR UL Y it
JRE (R T4, 2001) Hr ERFAE B b T A= S A58
FZRACMOI 2= 85 B T R T AR AR IR T
FR PR ST, B T A — 2 5200 Y 2R (He et al,
2005; Wang et al, 2014), {HEWFE , BN A M
S MUY [ SCHREE /b | FEREFLS BT RS R A
AEIRAN o A SCLL 24 AE v [ AL 56 b X i
PR SO TAE LA, 275 EIPR L ZRMCR 0
BT IR, XTI 10 4F A BRI, T AR Ak
ST L BT JE N DAL R, 4 T JE AR MU
AP 9 R B R Y ) SR A e iy e, DA 2R
MFBFURIF T 1 A SR R R

2 FRMC IR A

2.1 FMEIREB9HES

AP R PR S5 SRS 7R F AR 43 T 91 I o) S iR 25 i
oW L N[ A X R SOULAS AR 1 3L e A
FEASAHE . B4, Mladenoff 55 5 AR AR 5 WL AR
TR 3877 LAY B 25 RUBE (spatio-temporal scale) [
B AR AR Tb 17 £ Fh 15 ML Y (Mladenoff et
al, 1999); Scheller 25 M|z SC ARG UUAR HY by Sz e 5
N Ak B LR e 45 5 4K 44 (Scheller, Mlade-
noff et al, 2007). He & A% ™ 4% Y BRSS!
RE A AT DL TR AR UL X 42 (simulation entity) 1) 45
[EREAE (AN A3 A JEAR 2 B2 A5) 28 Ak A A ; [ 4
BRSO AR B Y 2 /D R A L 43 R] 52 B 7 3
(spatially interactive manner)f54UL & HH P4 % A= (25 (1]
1 FEAY I 25 FEAIE (He, 2008). Xi SN, ZRAR S
BB T AR PUH A TR Ao R B
I ASEADURA RO B AR 23 AR AR T AL A
WF X G 5 BRAR SO b 2 Fh A A8 R 5 25 [l A
JRI )22 H A FH (interactive interaction) fl 4L (an4: K
SR A S Y G KGR AR K
I MF G0 FE A JRHLS AR AR B S i B
SE)XF SR A BE Y LR (X et al, 2009),
2.2 HFMEIVRE B EMIBICINEE S E

AW e TS A S R G R AR
RULF B T AR SR & B el . AR e 2
P37 N H AR A 1Y) AR 2518 A TR V% 1Y
WA ) A 28 R G — A sl A i 25 ] S5 o 1k ) JELARL
75 (Wu et al, 1995; Perry et al, 2002), X FhL&
P AR A2 AR LSS 7R AR Y £ 252 Ll (Perry et
al, 2006) PR K R Jeid 5 = =14
AR R A S O BRI 2 -1
WAES RGPS AW S It A

R RS 2823 R ALK T A Sl (cellu-
lar automata) J7 {2 FI AR AR SN A8 IR BRAH 25 45 11 & i
K i (Jeltsch et al, 2002), ZJ7kE 4 H 5 2 264k,
F Tz H T AR AR A 5Y (Hargrove et al,
2000; Perry et al, 2002; Li et al, 2008), 5252 #f
& (hierarchy theory) & X T I8 REL45 14 I REFNZ))
ADHENE & 2 R 4 R GRS JL A
(Costanza et al, 2004), ZMIELL RS [5 818 8
AT 2 FNEI SRR DT S A, Ry 5 RUBE (R 42
TSRt 7 —Fh RGBS R . SRS
RUOBE A5 T W %) K Je (A ok 7R 0 Ry 26 LAY



1

RN G5 PRSI TS FT ik J S 37

JP AR T ARG K e . RUEHESE S48 ]
FHHE— RUBE b i 3145 045 2R R0 R Sk i ) JH At R
FE RIS, SN—DRIEHZERI5—RE,
AFEFEAE B RS B R R B LS
G OCHE . RBEHESEA B T35 M LR AE A A R
BE | 454 (Costanza et al, 2004), X} 25 [A] HEZE 5o
BRI, R HE LRI il Rk 312 (145 Fn
SRR G
23 HRMEIVREHRE

FUE (scale) 2 5 WA A 27 1 B BLRRAE | )2 2R
MU RS A TR T I B N2 . R
AR S5 AR TR (18 A5 400 %) 5 2k A% R AR AR 5 W (forest
landscape), 2% [H) 75 FRAR s LA 7R3 5 FH TR 4ELL
THAEE 2R JLAAFRR ST B — okl SRk
S WA TS AR AL 118 B 1] KU (temporal scale) AL+
AR L H A (— B2 50~500 a); 25 8] ] JEF (spatial
scale) KELH 100~10000 km?, FRAKSE WA ) KRS
JE AR AR Y PRI 9 B3 R S MR L )N
FE AR () 25 (] K7 B K /)N (spatial grain size) | B 8] 25
£ (time step) fll & 74 J¥ (degree of complexity)
(Costanza et al, 2004), i [H] fi Ar J3 S A RY Y T 52 T
B O, AR AU i fe N )20 . B TR S
B 38 % 20 H AR B2, i~ i 72 S
A [ Bt 2s KRB, BRI seoW ARy aT DL isf BA
AT o (EARE RS, Y EE R —E
BF, B — A B 25 i A BE TG 25 ) 1) sz e 45 A4 A5 41
Hirw,

TE A P A A AR R 2 AR AR S LSS AU T 2
IO FH IS T T M ) G B2 1) B (X et al, 2008), Hi T°%%
(A% Ja 0 52 2k, B R TA — R B — A58 AT 3 A
M TR BT A RUEE () AR SR B . — T, 5ol
A AR G RT AR Y ) R L 3 B A A
B 3 —J7 T AR A R N B SRR
RIJE b1l 7 2 WL BRIBCOR (Rastetter et al, 2003).
PR SR B T 3 AR 25 75 I DL PR A
2R IFEE R RAR B SO A A BT ALK
B A7 5% A0k AR B Y B E %, Ho, LANDIS
PRO UK 37 MR 5 5o R BEEA LA &, IF i
I FH T DX AR AR SO B 55 1 (Wang et al, 2014).
25 b PR RUARAL, v Qn ey B B 0 b A S die R
B S TR ARAR SR AL Y RS, D) R 5 AR O
A L PR R) BT, a3 00 R JE 4 2% (scaling) Fil i R
J& 5% WAL 48] (across-scale landscape modeling), /545
e — 2P ER1)

24 FHREMIRE AR

5 R AN R, A UL AR R
TS 4E R B[R] AL 1 B () A () AN T
A HAEN . ARG — ] 43h
Fifi AL 5 XA TR o R e U R B ML Y2 i
IRA] R RS R SRR , B TR BRI s
45 B SR ARZE S BRI . Y HOAR
A0 I AILER N 22 R A B AR AR5 2500 v AN T A
B, FOULA: 557 280 HTBEALAS R R AL AR A -0
NI R SO B2, ik AR SO AL 3 3k
HENT AT R LS A TR U B R B SOUL A i) 23
ZHAFE. BT X PR RTR A Hu A 5% 40 B 5%
WA 28 R GE I 25 [ 2548, i A SRR AR LS 45 1)
B, BE N TR BRSO a2y
I, JEE TR0 A OB RDK 25 A5 B i — 20 Y o 3
FIRE T, BM ffe e I 2% DX 3l R 5 5o M AE S R SR
BB A R T H

YRR A K i | AN () 2235 R R 1Y) 43
AR UMEAT AN R A ERA# . Horn SR A0 50 AR fk
Y A AL 43 S PR < 4 A AR A RS 4LLASE Y (Horn
et al, 1989), AR 2 I T ZRAR S ML B9 73 B
BT ST A= A R I K2R S AR S
R YL 5455 Hr (Perry et al, 2006), K i SRR i A5
7l (Verboom et al, 2005) 5%, 38 F 4 %l (Bolliger et al,
2005), T 5 WHL A (Scheller, Mladenoff et al,
2007). B AL F s H 2 n ) 38R B A E £
PRy B2, 0 B R SE U 241715 (Horn et
al, 1989), HiZEBAURBAIERS| A S S i1 TRl
G55 Gt 5 FRVE SR AR (Verboom et al,
2005), %8 1 5= HE 4l (Scheller, Mladenoff et al,
2007). Perry AR AL AR AAR B 1 3 25
BL , SCHFABEADAR IR 20 530 223 [ fif i 5 OUAS B R AR
T Sh SR (Perry et al, 2006), 4% [i] fif# 15 54 AR A1
(Spatial explicit models) & — i 5 400 B 57 52 WL 5
AOLHI TR, IR T S A STk AR #E
(Baker, 1989). X A BB L2 8] 2H pi & 14 Fif
RN AEAE, I HaxX e g 25728 A A al i i 4 o
R O BRI, — B T TR i s RUE 5
MR, Baker 4 oI R 430k 3 28 - HE RSO
(whole landscape models) . 73 77 5% XA 7Y (distribu-
tional landscape models) il %= [] 5% X #2 A (spatial
landscape models) (Baker, 1989). Perry % (2008) 4R
P A5 Y 1) FH 345 0 25 [B) B 280 43 Sy < Pt 452 78 (prediic-
tive models) I 7% 2R il (exploratory models). Hij
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AL HE SE 50— 40 11 A5 7Y (empirical- statistical mod-
els) . % 4 B4 45 R (transition models) FIAK 7 #5171
FE T RGN AL ; 5 & EE TR
RALIT 2 () B 28 AR At FR A AR R, SRR iR & A 7l
(Perry et al, 2008), Scheller % M AE Z5ThfE Y £ B+
PRSI 3R 8 N2, FEFETFDUIF 34>
SRR - 23 8] 22 HAF FH (spatial reciprocal interac-
tion) 7% 812 (tree species community dynamics) 7l
H 25 R B3 B2 (ecosystem process), 1247 2S5 P AR
RIH NTERY E R TEAR KRR B b e 1 b 36 5o AE
AN RO A (] R AR S RS R AL S
(Scheller, Mladenoff et al, 2007), He 7F It LAl - iF
— AR T ARG L 43 20 b afE , e
P RO A 2 A AL 25 ] S R X 43 K 5 48
FHVASE AR P B ] i b 3 RIS 40 B PR T Ty 1 S
K43 T LA (A5 AR 2K R (He, 2008) 5 1% 53 ZE b 5kt
P AR e N AR TGS TR s X 4SS 7R ) B[] it
BT BE 25 ] o R A A5 PR TR 7 TR e £

2.5 FMEMRE AR

Y A5 AE A (landscape models) it — 1~ 2L 40
ICER Y, FRAR S LAY 11 A JF P e 1 ARAR A 252
SO AE 252 1Y) & J RN Rl 1) 3 #2 (Mladenoff et al,
1999), 491, 46 3 FOUAE A E R bl 48 H 1
TR AR A B AR S W E A e = R B
AL AN T RRARAEE AL [ [y 52 (Mladenoff et
al, 1999), FIHAYEZS [ AR AY - 240 45 5
IR A] Rk P A (Markov chain model) Fil A=Ay — J&
AR (vital-attribute model)(Mladenoff et al, 1999);
WEJE 56 TR AR A A A K A bR A5 B (forest gap
models) FIAK 434+ 5 I 4R 5 B (forest growth and
yield model) 15 2| TH KM & . Botkin 55 & T
B — A bR % A5 I JABOWA # %) (Botkin et al,
1972), Shugart 55 7 JABOWA 1y 3Lt - &% T
FORET 5% (Shugart, 1984)., FRE #5556 T BRf#E
RLRRARAE 25 22 G2 Hh () AR AR 53 Bl A8 L A AR 2
[ DTHk(Shugart, 1984; Urban et al, 1992),

20 42 80 4FAX, B 11 AL 18 5% 1% (U Landsat
TP 30 m AR HER B TM i) Fl GIS B4 1
HEAT KR BE R 23 18] 20 BT R AT RE . 7R3 B2
FEfRE 1 BUS BOR Sy IRl , &2 At 75 Ak
1 749 R A AR AR R 1Y) e L A B S T Dk
FE R TR Z R B RE ). WIS
BRI T 2 R4k, W 4 i 55 55 i B JBGEAR R
FRUBE 1) - 20 0 243 () 0040 e A e (o 56 1 %

M A F1 43 #7 5 H |, Forest Inventory and Analysis
National Program)Fl 4= 1] FH i A Zdf DL S [T s 9%
BHEHHRRAWI S, TEXFEI R IR T,
AR G R B i R DR R 2 1 S5 W3- B R S O A
BRI, (7525 (] B AR AR SO AL (AT 5845 3] 1 i
HURJE o 31X — I A4 B SsSB4 1 I i
TS BEAE R B AR AR Y ELAT s (]
4 (Scheller, Mladenoff et al, 2007), X 5 WL A% fk i
AT REALN LA TN T AT (1) 5 WL 3R A T b e B , ELAT
WILRIZAR 25 18] €A, 500z FH GIS #EA 780 i A
PRI S 75 55 5 5, ARAR FOULASE Y iR 18 SR R 3K
Bl [ ¥ (driving factors), Bl 4% 2R 5% T30 55 (Baker,
1989; Mladenoff et al,1999), H Fif # M St VLA T
TR T AR RS EAAL B 28T 4
o S ZE AR , i HASAL N ZE3E 3l (Canpolk R
A A bR TS5 % 7 WA A3 Y S 0l Lk AR
SO %) B 5 1 (Gustafson et al, 2000), 20
28 90 RS , ARARSOULE B ) S 8083 T Wi iR
B RIS UEBHE AR AR A T ABOR G o XA
S A ARAR SO R A 2 B0 O T sk R T
T3V BT E A )T BT 2 A
27 TR T ) B A R R 2 T OO 45 SR O R
2200 R P A AR R A g LS S
BORBADAROC I Bk 2 . R B 2 R 2
TR ARAR SO IS 3] TRt K R, B T i
Z 11 2% bR S UL EE AU | 40 . FORMOSAIC(Liu et al,
1998), DELTA(Mladenoff et al, 1999), LANDSIM
(Mladenoff et al, 1999) #1 LANDIS(He et al, 2004;
Shang et al, 2004, 2007)45 , He 1A JJy3x 4> if 19 i) 2%
PRSI BA TS RGI BRE R R A B
PGB A MO 23 [ A2 4k, T Hoiz FHEZE G i) 3
T3 AR AP 4R ) G B AR 2 5 AR Y ) U N RE U (He,
2008),  FRAR WA Y [ 5 AL A PR 5 5 AR
X, Z U T 2R IX
HEA 2V LK, bl i %I (Remote Sens-
ing, RS)FL AR — 20 & i, SOl A: 3527 FATRE M
TR AR SRR AT I [B] 7 51 1) R RS . 1 B AROR
AHIC A GIS B4 n] B4 FHAE RRobRss LS Y F) ) 46
B, X A H R AT B AR TR, KX S
RO W B ST AR HOR 1 A Sl K
UL R AL B 52 Fam S s o gt . At , 1)
SR GRN 25 [1] 7 A A AT 55U Ak RO ASEHEL A i
W, & RN B N AMIESE R R FH R D7 74 (X et al,
2009; He et al, 2011),
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RN G5 PRSI TS FT ik J S 39

3 FRMRSTOUUASE AL BT ot

AR TR Frg o7 FH 2 i A5 TR XoF 52 o [ 51 1)
LR RO AR R ZE B0 i R, L4 5 (147 Fn v
G T FAZTIE— P e B R AR
WA B R4 FE 2R TR By —Fh oy
TRIRTT, RGO 23 (8] 43470 5 B8 28 fh s O
3R UL AR AR AR SN, S T —Ff
SRR . 3T 104, FRAR UL B ik
LTI ARMBLR 28 B IR AR
PRI A BRAAG AR AR GY, I 128 8 A il B 01K
b VLRI FN G VR4S B SR 1 —F oA 2 T H(Perry
et al, 2008; Xi et al, 2008).

AR T ) 18k 8 22 b FH 1 A 90 F1 figf o
SEBRAOl ] (Mladenoff, 2004), He ¥ 5 WA Y i
I FHYAZH A 347 T AR H bR 23 1548 A H
B T4 A S E0 S 288 AR T R i A
(He, 2008). H il , AR S IR T R F Mol 28
B M (Costanza et al, 2004)  JiJeHE R A B K 5
5 bR 5 W B K 52 (Xi et al, 2007, 2008; Orsi et al,
2011) MHb A H A& & FL XI55 (Aghnoum et al, 2014;
Konny et al, 2014), Hop FIUGAEZ Y RER 1),

FEJLIE X, AR AR A 3 2 T AR AR 7S
ARG sh 526 WF5E . Uh Berland %5 F) | LANDIS-
TS AU DL S5 [ B JE 3 2k N AR I i sh 528 1k
TR RS RL S 56 A DA 5 i 2 DX 3 A Ak iy 22 AR 2
F(Berland et al, 2011), Seidl % & A% iLand £5
TR FH TR0 5 AR 280 D) S5 0 R BE - ) AR AR S 2
V£, 5 MRS IR SR R4 78 R Gt sh ik B v i 1
FH S5 A5 T AR A B AT J it A T A4 S LR
MM RS SN A RYHE I (Seid] et al, 2012), FRAK
R U4 I 5 R K] 2 A S AR AR S AR iz FH 1 S
—F LY, W Feng %44 CA R AI(ALFRESCO)FI
)2 S O R (TDER M)A SE 4, A5E42 W T A 4
BRI FIE 7 G £ TS50 X6 S (] e -7 340 i v 38 AR A
Kpe S R % R B 52 ) (Feng et al, 2012), Staus 5
N FHAEZS 2R G0 B S A58 (EMDs) X5 IX.
A S BARBEFTVEHT , AR X M PG AR AR AL ZR AR
B H 5 R Y B R S 4 (Staus et al, 2010), 1 £E KK
P H DX, AR AY 32 21 FH R 78 S M A8 kit
FRR S S5 5 D BE A B2 W . 4 Henne 45 A1)
LandClim FL BRI, 1 48 Bl /R L AR B 2 2,
IFVEAS TR 2 L SR B A sh S AR,

T R 58 A 0T A=A A% B2 1 W) 3z A2 4 (Henne,
2011), Gustafson %5 LANDIS-TI B RIAR L T 4>
BRASARXT PEAR A H R AR SOULIY 520, %) 43
B 1T ARMBR AR | B HAR & DA B S A Ak 1Y) 52 ) 22
S, AATTIN A 12 1l DX R AR 43K 1) 22 Ak 1o 5 21
AERARAHS Bk 25 AR 2 b DX AR AR SO ZH B S A
Yy (Gustafson et al, 2010),

FRMRTOULAS Y 7 e 7 FH 3 A 455 b A R
Rl 2275548 i (Scheller, Domingo et al, 2007; Shang
et al, 2007), LANDIS RFIFIRI T |7z Hiuh FH T
GEMRIR) A R BRASEAEL , Ry AR AR CR A BRI T
A BB 3 F (Scheller et al, 2011; Loudermilk et
al, 2014), {1 He %£(2004) il Yang % (2004, 2007)F]
JH LANDIS #F5¢ 17 A\ 2645 8l R BUW AR KT LA
[ BRMORAR 7 SBR[ B A 33 SEBIF 5 1 it
=, FIF LANDIS PRO #2815 56 [ s il it AR i 2k
MRALBCNZE R AT T 5T, 3l 3 R F A7 bt 78 5 55
WL FRAHZE A WALy =X, BTl M i 1 2 DXl AR
PR JE A2 0 R0 BR AR A S A Ry (Wang et al, 2014).
Scheller %5 | | LANDIS-TI A BUAFF 58 1 7E S A A8 4k
ST FEE L ERRE AR S AR R AR O =
FITRUIE ) 25 (1) 5 2R D B2 R SRR Bk s L A
HH 52 MW (Scheller et al, 2004, 2011; Scheller, Domingo
et al, 2007), WAl HoA 1) BRAR SO R L 7E AR K
IOl 2278 Th R R B AT . W FARSITE
KRY BRI AT RARARRL L R R 5 K
B 23 0] 45 B, , 5 H 2 K (surface fire) ¥ 7 K (crown
fire) . B B K (spotting fire) M K K™ Ji& 3 K (fire ac-
celeration) S5 U AR B3| — A~ — 4k KR BRI, %
FEEHRY FH F PN K & A B 8 o] REAE AR X, i T
ToO Al AR A 2 [ AR Al . AR JLAR N ),
AR KA BB KA B B (Wehmeyer, 2012; Jahdi et
al, 2014), SAFE FORESTS #% 7 (Sessions et al,
1999) % & F KK S L BMACR AR, & HF X
HE IR OB TR A MRORI AR A SR AR 1 B A B
LINKNZ BERIRZR S i AR, J& LINKAGES £
U — A7 JRARRY , & T8 74 == i AR RS 2L (Hall
et al, 2000, 2006).

Hh E AE AR S SRS R AR UL
TR T 2 RN 58 R A0 A XTI . (L] 1990 4F
DIE, TERRMREEO T A TR ER AR, bt
NABEAD 5 | 3R A 5E © e 20, IR AR JLAR DA
AR AR b E A2 I LANDIS
RERUAE AR AR IX AT T B A B BR AR S S FAROL
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Tab.1 Alist of forest landscape models: features, key research questions, and applications
25l 2<tal A
SHHk BOARR  rRRMEs S 1 P ;u};iij;g i o

Andrews  BEHAVE  JCAT 4 U R 2R bR AT A S5 20 MK AT I8 15 95 I O3t I T B0 it B
(1986) PRYBHUNR AROR  MOK A B TR IR R K B R
Baker DISPATCH iz fH GIS A BEZs a8l FRIIAS TP E AU AR b X SE = B JE 75 4000 km?; o 7
(1992) T S 25 AL B850 200 m 4%
Bugmann  ForClim PEH AR 25 4 s A0 48 0 2% 4 3£ 5% (ForClim-E), #4) (ForClim-P) A w s
(1996) DA AR, BAR 5 448 (ForClim-S) 2545 B 4D KR B /% B S0

) A AR LI DX ARAREE R R (2 1200 4F) 25 £k
Lietal ONFIRE MEMICRAEAPR IR BN S K2 RN AEEBAR XA AT 100 ks = g
(1997) B FIAR K K B MRS S BRI S F A I UTE i) 0.01 km #J4%
Baskent ~ LANDMAN 3T GIS fOZS [0 50 A1 4555 W] AT IR 5L RS A FIER AR 0T 200 43 ki S S
(1997) AT B R JIEE R New Brunswick HbIX AKFRMGIARIL AT HEAN TR
Liuetal ~ FORMOSA & ZRMAE BRI, A HIHNUZRAF RSO A AL R 540 5 km?; &2
(1998) IC HLS THLIASE T 1 &P S5 B R 10 mAi#&

B K ST 5T

B
Mladenoff LANDIS JE T JABOWA-FORET 5| AMERANZS (8] 28 By UM ZS ] 10~10000 km® &2 &
et al (1999) A 5 LANDSIM B & A8 fbid B (I8 ARl 46)  FR1 FR MRt

RIS A 78 MW KO I 38 AR
Sessions et SAFE LT AR M A A WF5T K BhAS A BCRARN T N AE R LKA 120 km?; i< &
al (1999)  FORESTS  H&#T SOMASTE 52, R T XA AR 10~25 km A%

MACRAR A4 B

Daleetal DELTA FeF AR H GIS B2 Ry AR 525 [0 shZS A BT A LR 296 km?; S =
(1999) ) 45 4 A AR 25 R Bh A USRS AR O VG WP 3 b X ARG ULAY 52 0.53 km AR

TR AR A AT Wi A SRR IR 1) TR
Roberts et LANDISIM S FH Fl 2 i M/ 2 BEADLSE A A B R ARAR NI RR 401 SIS 142.5 km?; = R
al (1999) GERLI T vk 5 23 I gt G5A0 T8 (R) Sims i) L A Ak AT EEANTE

AR R
Wimberly et LADS FE TS G G0 R AR BRSNS B X AR DT L A8k 400~22500 km?s S J2
al (2000) 1) S5 AT A5 IR ot 75 A 5 F AR AD 2 B8 A9 K 30 (20 1 ke bR

3000 4F) 5

Klenneret VDDT/ 25 [A) g AL IR S R R AR RTINS R BHE Ho A M X AR AT BRI 62966 km? S &
al (2000)  TELSA MEWARIE 5 TS 5 AR T AR P A= Wi 1B b % Ji 11

PRMAT PRI 2
Lietal SEM- 25 AR AR L s T F BERUR R IR (PR, K AR A5 S 74.32 ks =
(2000) LAND FEEFDUMR KR ST AR ARRE 25X I Hh PR b S5 L5 4 A0 0.01 km HiH%

B SR
Hargrove et EMBYR FLF GISZs MBI 32 FH S 58 1A BB R R AR T4 625 k' = oz
al (2000) MK AN [ S5 25 ) B4 5 50 mHH&
Gustafson et HARVEST ~ LANDIS & % ) 5% £& M58 [ 4 R i 92 [ 25 95 HLUMN ZRMAE A AR 8.36 km?; P &
al (2000) HEEH N (3 = VN R 4 30 m A%
Yemshanov BFOLDS — H3/7ERTAR h/R ] Jebf  AfF7E -5 W & R AL AR MR K IB082E - 3.7¢10° km?; = R
et al (2002) I AR At s IR T PR B4R 0.01 km Bk
Keane etal LANDSUM % [A]ff FASDUE R PP e P AR R B B _E ORI 0 A 25~5160 km?; &2 &
(2002) Bt} ] )BE AE fk MR AT
Pennanen et Q-LAND LANDIS #" e #5170 s 180 B G Bl 1545 7 X5 MO BB BB 2491 km’; s =
al (2004) TR bR 3 ROBE A5 UL R S R ek b o X A6 77 4 TR A2 AR K (2 0.01~0.1 km #l}

FE R 1500 4F ) UE: 5 S 2 i B 4k i
Pausas FATELAND # & SUWLEEME, FH/E BRI RS B FREE SR m 1 km’; &2
(2006) 5 F Y 5 A o 572 10 m A%

AR IS R R
Schelleret LANDIS-II LANDIS §" EAITFAE BARMEEE S T AR R 5 10 km’; =g
al (2007a) R A5 AR 50 m A%
Seidl etal iLand DL ST i ok JE AL 0 AR AR BEHUSEIRE FARMAE S RGNS 100 mAiHE = =
(2012) SOW TPy
Wang etal LANDIS  #—{ULANDISHIR! T3 [ s i i ZR AR S5 450028 4k 3% 90 miH =

(2014) PRO

e A RSy oK
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T T B FHPERFSE (He et al, 2002), 517 Ji 45
o J] LANDIS BRI 58 T SR AR A TG RARTZE T K
LA T R X R I I AR S PR R
AT BRAR USR5 M (SH S 16 55, 2004) , 24 FRAK
ZE A P UL YR AR . He %5 1 F LANDIS £
AU I E R A SR X BRI T T K
I (He et al, 2005).  H 7 H 2R DR 7 A
N FARFFE AR AR AU X, o g A
1, BRSO A S R G0 1 R L AR
(TR ARG IR Sh S 545 L

4 FRARSUUR Y [ ) Pk A

4.1 HFHREIVEE R FR 4%

X T AR PR EE S B2
AT FHARMCTOM B S 23 R B AL T HLIE . (H)Z,
KU 28 BT ITAS BE v R BB [ B [ AT Y
JRy B, T AR USRS 1) JRy B4 B e 2 i T A
X RRAMRAE A SRR AR SR AR AN T3 . PR AR
FL AR A AN T i BRLBR S5% 0R 75 £ 28] A of 55 0
(R ik R, B Y R AR T SOUL R A R Ak Y S A
(Schumacher et al, 2004), HK, BRI R AE LY
RIAE AR FENE S IUE 7] 1 (He, 2008), X /& FH
T AR S XA 75 565 U JT 75 F14) B[] AR 253 ] L A X
S PSR — TR SRS o ARIEAE S ik
25 BLI0IE 75 B i B () AR 25 () B3 ok 36 e AR 7Y 1Y
T8 5L, an S B B Pk 25 A5 A 5, 0 — st A
R JE BTN 25 AR . (H IR AR ARSI RS ]
REFHAL BE Ry J5 0t i B 18] 7 5] B 85080 144 7 3ok
PRI Sy A SR 4B () )7 58 ] B6E , IR 4 B S WA
BRI KRBT o TR, SRR B e S 80
PUZE R i sl AR AR P PR R, X S R 5 I
TS BRI SR I A BEAS B MRS SR . H T4k
s 3 BT N2 SRS IE 1 7 7 RN TR AR AR SOULAR A
AT R — A FHE T . LANDISVIEW X
P2 7 T ) — A 25 243K (X et al, 2008; Birt et
al, 2009).
4.2 HFEEIEZEIEAIBEE

H AT AR AL BRI 5 11 FH T T8I A Bk A%
FEALFE - U] AR A AR, A S 4R 4
BT RUBE A e, el R 45 ROBEHEZE 5 @ an o] b 3
SOl A AT TS SR OC R |, TERARMR SO A
BT AT 2 2 5% PR R A FH s D an o] 58 2 UL
G565 RN A AT AR 18 8 50 RAS B e 1 5 D Qn ] k£

FERY B TR o RE AR SR IR A2, Ak
(] HE 28 S5OWL AT AU 5 22 T 22 3 2% 2 O BRI D
Fh 22205 R B2 e (Can = R R L - R 7 5 AR A
4 BR A A7 Ak 55) (Mladenoff et al, 1999; Xi et al,
2008; He et al, 2011), iXH A7 B T S Af ks AR AR 5t
LSRR FH %58 30 ST Ak 2 1 B 458 A0 058 ) R ) R 30
AL

PR SAE PR T RIPAS 7 1T, Perry 5N A
2 ] i 136 S WLABE A R R 1) 24 J vl T 4SS 2
B R A 0 8 A 45 2 E Pk K (Perry et al,
2006), — e A 14 by T FIAR AL 25 SR A T (vi-
sualization) 5 i 5 5o WU TR ) & e N FH . A 2o
PRSI N FH A3 BRI & 3 Rl S T A
PME, LIRSS H AR 60 HEZR 5 38 — 2 fdi F =5 )
i F s U A TR I, T ol 22 R 80 T O BR . A
[EIFERES = U e o ol s i R 1 4 € e i
12 U (parameterization) [ i B2 IR 2% ) 2% 77, bk
PRI 2R AR 24 T B )32 i FH (Jeltsch et al, 2002);
=R A (A i 15 S WA ABE AR K LA O R P A R
(model reuse) /54—~ W AR M RGP HR B R, T
R 25 () il PR s WA A 2 — > BEFE I S 43 I
MERY AR, AT REAI T C A AR P BSR4
BRI TF A SR 4 o H i T A S U AR Y 1)
PR PR AR 7 ik AL TR Bt o

FERRBRWE I AR J5 T8, 25 [B) A 12 WSS AU 1Y)
TE R T R FAE AN A 23 RUBE T S BBOECHE 1) fe £
Jiio Hel Urban iz FH S ROBERE XK 7345 2
T ARARFOUT S S AR A P BUS AT TSR
A el I BCTE 200 1 25 TR) Bl AT R AP I AR AR B 2
R, PRt T S BRI EE 2R v g A8 A A Uk
HYFREE A 119 757 #:(Urban, 2000),

5 XM IS S Y Fi St R B

TE B QBT AR A S R AT, S AR A
R — R AN AL B BL o TF A M58 35 AR AR
BERUE B S K R RIS SR . A H
B AR MU B A K SRR, AR R R LR Y 3
TREEEA LT ILA

(1) A RIBERIRR S . AR ROERA 3 B i
FHESU, Rl dA — @ B R FRYE . Perry S5 LA
2 [ 5 SR DU TR S5 MR A AR B T F 9 S A
AR PR AN R T7 05 , {HI P Rl S 7R 2% 1) B (Perry
et al, 2006) fdf AR BT RUAS LT UL ] 4 3o A A
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AT PR - 1 AR A S g ) Bk 25 8 1] [R) R, PRy
MR 153U T AN 4 & A FE R s e ROBE ) T4 A
I AR, s ()42 SOULBT R A i T b S i 21
KREEARA . A8 SOOI 58 T4 A AR
A Z ) B AR B AR AR AR 24, (B R AR AN G 4
AR 2 R G0 R B R AR U G R AR A
PR3 a3 AR P HERA 5 S o 1IE 40 He 55 Frsi i 14, H
B — (AR B 5 R K 28 RUBE Y 52 2% o A
BRGIE AL (He et al, 1999), K5 0L
ABRAARBITY DL K A R TR I A ke, K 23 5
IRASA R Z [ K A

(2) SHIE B RAEF ARG . AT L
s (A K G AL FREA , K512 GIS .GPS (Global Po-
sitioning System)Fl RS 1% & e Fl 56 2 , KA 1
ARMEOWBIR I & R pERE . H Ap ] A H A G
P 42 FIB - v B AR R (dlgital elevation model, DEM)
X IR R AR 8 A4 TR A3 B RN A3 2SI, DX 25
B B AR 25 R TS UE . GIS REfS EHEHD
Rb 3RS [B) 42 5 SR I 75 ) 23 [a) B , T4 e
(B2 5 BRI Y S S5 AR 45 G R AT R 2 3RS
i A5 A X5) A 1 e 1 DA R R X A Y R T
F o BRMRCs MBI RL & R A BRI & 1 778 5 GIS
S5 AR R R TG, 25 RSSO Al
5 GISEARTEAFZRBEE G, (115 5B RI7E 4
P2 (a5 2RI AIF 93 2 ] i R 7 1T A9 BE ) KR
(Fedra, 1993; Nyerges, 1993), & 725 [0]{5 B &5,
{1111 GIS 4k AN 73 H7 18 JEEL , ¥ GIS \GPS FIIRS
GRS BRSO | 2 AR Y
JE IS IR ) B 22 7 W] (Pennanen et al, 2002).

(3) MR SS PP SR AR & i . Walters TA R Z 42
PEPSR S, SOMBI TR 2 B LR 341 : (D5
LS TR 1 B8 2 B8 | R P it 1) R 2R 5 D% ik
FHAE ALY s DT K FN v AL (3 $% A (Walters,
1993). He(2008)42 it , oA 1 i ARARAE FHURT ALK 1Y)
SEPRTT 2, ARSI 12 I AT B PRI PR AT
2, T DL AR W S A AUAE Sy oA Sfe 1 i 1l o

H A, AR LR 2 AU — P58 T
H, IEBRWAE 5 R 1] A2 (8] RO b Bk — iy B
MOk B A T H (Perry et al, 2006), M & HHL L5
I TR 5 T, T b A BT TN 23 SR SR ) MRS
FE ¥ 2 L R B S AR G Ge it i ik g &
Sk 430 (Landsberg, 2003), 45 ZRAR G IR
AU e e 25 B 22 M o) 25 [ Ja Mk i A8 Ak ik #R R A 7 25
G, BN R E S TS E b B

FE7 23 [B) AR 1 R R 22 2 [l AR i3S BAEH

BEX iR & RS AT R A J5 ARAR S
R P s LA 7S 77 1 -

— A AT RIS . Urban A& T
PUAG 1 AR AR S T TRk, 5 RSO
PR A2 2 e RN A SR BHEAL I ZRE AN KA B
T ZLARYE A SR FLAR I by s R A2 4= 1) 22 RO 25 1]
R0 58 B E S (Urban, 2005).

TOEFP BB RN A FE R IR R, AR
A B P AT A T R AR AL L 7
VEFH P F B BTSSR T 3 AR ] AE A fifE
FH T2 4% BT RN PEA o BRI Ry ] Bl
FH AR (1) HE e A5 H RIS (Syphard et al, 2004;
Scheller, Domingo, 2007), W 2% i & 57 A fE AL AR 7Y
FEFP R | (i 2 fE e DRty fi by FH Al A 76
(He et al, 2005),

R 0 F R BRI SR R A v
ko P — AR B e E A AU H bR, 8 A
FHEE , (2 T LISRAE . ARifEfb i JE AR D 2 X 31
AR (FR P A T o A I, ST PRI IR, 1840 5
PR bR AL

DU 5 TS AR 3 PR A BB R S A R AR
AR e g 07 P, 2 v T P oA 0 B 0 . A 5
WAL o 24 352 F GIS ARHR | 47 = i A GIS Bk
HAR I B AT iz 4 71 (Mladenoff et al, 1999), 3+ 1 £
AT HL AL B A% 52 B0 A 25 0 FR 19 [W] 38 B (He,
2008), fift Pt [R] A AP0 AL S A R A R 1), R
O 4 AR ST 70 5 L o PR B B R
fiff ke 2R FH 2% 8 )y R T SR 1 T i oK 1)
[i) 5

FORBAULE R =T Ak . BT R R
[ BAP STy Sy VIRVAL N B (18 9 OB 3 1 A S e
155 DEM &5k, H P o] H s 8 AR 4k
R B s o R AT, REIF ST IX R AT £ 05 g
SRR g nT AL AN, = AL RE AR A ] P
I ARSI A, R T 5 M B

PN AR TR A R A BG AR H . H R
R T8 — R P AR 5 S 3 T 1k R TP A A 2R ) A K
Mo X — L5 X IR AR R ) 2 CAS RE T AL
TR 2 2 BEALBL R A E R (Rykiel, 1996; He et al,
1999). Rykiel TA kil 2 1 20 4 K0 A% 78 965 0k s 14
oy b EL AR AR B BIE T A M R E SR UE A
I UEFUBE 56 IE (Rykiel, 1996), Perry 253A Jy 1
TS JRy 32 X6 DA 235 [ 4 28 S AR A 7348 3L (Perry
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ctal, 2002), H 3T EAUZ I SO 20 2
b S A AN () 25 [ S R RIS J) 22 [B) A I 2R, 2 T ik
ST AT R TR 5 RA A S AT A R LG A R g ]
FEEFLE M (Grimm et al, 2013),

SO B ATALL S L 28 A ) 25 2 7, 8 7R S50l
ALK, A BEAE I 25 A AR (5 B T
oA PR, 0 ELRE I e U8 R AR f
P A BT A RO ST RO 2 AT v
XTRRPR SO A B, T e B MBSl 1 2 [l A%
JR W5 2 TR AU BT M 3% 58 e 25 SRR AIE 1 B R A
B IR RS 52 A58 s i FH 7 TR AT R A1)
KIEFT R ATRATUIL , ARk JLH4E v, A 257 500
PRARFLAS S A FE TR S i — 2P TR Ak, BRAR
FOWBERY B AR TT K 2 LR Ak, FRAR OIS
R R ZAR G A ] L AN [m] T B8 T 2 A4k
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Abstract: Forest landscape models simulate temporal change of forests using spatially referenced data across a
broad spatial scale (landscape scale) generally larger than a single forest stand. Spatial interactions between
forest stands are a key component of such models. These models can incorporate other spatiotemporal processes
such as natural disturbances (e.g., wildfires, hurricanes, outbreaks of native and exotic invasive pests and
diseases) and human influences (e.g., harvesting and commercial thinning, planting, fire suppression). The
models are increasingly used as tools for studying forest management, ecological assessment, restoration
planning, and examining the impact of climate change. In this article, we define forest landscape models and
discuss their development, components, and types. We also review commonly used methods and approaches in
modeling, their applications, and the strengths and limitations of different forest landscape models. New
developments in computer sciences, geographic information systems (GIS), remote sensing technologies,
decision-support systems, and geo-spatial statistics have provided opportunities for developing new generations
of forest landscape models that are more valuable in ecological research, restoration planning, and resource
management.
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