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B 2 D RGE RO A SUR BB PR, R BRI 285 AR Ao Il MR A5 222 BTl 1
B, RS RIS 3 (L REAS (2 PR A A A ELAE FIAIL] UL E SR RT y - M B IR AL B DR R B
SE PRI . AR S T AR A RS R Z A 07 S A AR ORI DI SE 1 [ AR BT A
PR JEENRT NSEHREAT g 1 220 1, NG 77 05 e J B B 5 Hh 25 [ 04 i ool 1 siLTs ik, DA SR fi - e it
REMZ T F IR MZ FWITE o AR AL (R K Jie 05 1)y R 22 RO EAT 2207 A, % L A A id Bt Ay
S BB st 22 ) 4 A AT LA ek R e ORI & 45T T, b P RERS (e R R S AR 5, A

BTSSR AN o

X 8 R ARl A B AR s AR s 22 AR ST A Sh AL

1 515

N Bl il b 2R 22 728 Ak 7 A A I T R 1)
YERL, FE45 2B A S R GE R S5 F ATy R Ol T H ok
32 F 52 (Steffen et al, 2004), + Hb & A2
Xof B 52 W) (14) 46 v R B A i B 4% 1945 5 (Mooney
et al, 2013), XA L | il b A= 25 2R 48 M Bk ) 3L
HER b8 R B A5 A 2 B R M, X IX 5
EERAEE AL HA HE 25 L (Foley et al, 2005).

HER )2 2 G0 A A8 AL RN N — 1 b B A A
FINFENE, RS EE SERU I HKMA
SCIRG: Z W) A AH BLA I OC R IR MK R SR 2= 58
() S (A, 20145 MAZRNSE, 2015), [ 20 tH4
90 AFEARLLK , [ bR A BRI R AR A A4 T R4l (TH-
DP) 1 [ 3t e A= 9 Pl T4l IGBP) T & 14 4 BRAE
1k FBE b A 2 R g A A R AR A
(GCTE-LUCC) 5 J5 £ 4= 3k + 135 H (GLP), ¥ 1 Hb

s HEA.2018-01-15;1&1T HEA:2018-01-23,

AR DGR ) F AR LN SCRIH R B R SE 55 1l
22 2 4 302 B Y 58 S8 B 5 B A (GLP,
2005), AN [A) =R S AN R BOR A A B
BT BUNE S SoWE DR E AU 2R
HRITJE T HHOCHSE . 22 Ry Esh e fi 7 L o As
fE Bl 2% (land change science)” i) ) B (Turner et al,
2007), HHBARAERLE ST BEREE T AELLT 407
17 : OULEE AW + b5 ; Q A AL & RGN
£ B 1 3AR ARk ; B ST 243 [A] ELWAR IR 0L + Hh
AL VAL RGN 5 5, anife 55t | b Fnap
Fr&i4:(Lambin et al, 2005; Turner et al, 2007).,

+ A5 kAR Y (Land Change Model, LCM)J& F
T2 - Mk R AR S e AN EE TR, —H Lok
R b ) FH A b 7 e A8 A B 5 TR A% O Y
25 (F5 42 R 45, 2009; 3£ #F 4%, 2010; Brown et al,
2013; Verburg et al, 2016; Robinson et al, 2017; 2=/l
e, 2017)0 ) - AR AR Y — T T A e i
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JE B T B oot + i AT 5 B 9K 2l 3R A OC i
IR PR, 55— T R A SR g DR T
FE AR LA BOR S 3L SCHE o il R4 5
BALL, FDRE - A R G b B AL s S TR F AR
B RGE S HATEAE o3 i IHT LR 2R
A b 1) P A A i) o 5 R0 2 ) A% Jeg , 43 Br 728 AL T RE
R A S 55 2800, AR A [ 17 S AR i 2% b+
o F| FH 77 28 (Verburg et al, 2004), It 453K , & N &b
WFFEE IR K& AR R AR, WS Ay
D5 AT 2R B T RS0 T A R R A Y U7
AR, e b S AT AR SC RIS R e

2 bR A R 2k

- b A AR L 1 3 AU A AR B
FEHAZE LA 25 (a4 5728k . FLA7E 1989 4K,
Baker M50 252 14 £ 2 X0 - b 5 48 A RS i
1775328 AR B ARV FOWAR Y o3 A 2SR |
23 ] SR RIS . Kaimowitz 25 (1998) 7F Z5 i AR Ak
RS AL, D2 ] RUBE (SR JEE | X3 [ 50) Ay 12
WO BT L T G A X SCER AT T2
HLITRSE AL il = 30 - 2 AR A S S YA AR
IR S I 5T, SR HUR A AR A0S 3l
GER, DA B ey e ik AR — B2 — 1
el

2000 4247, F A T IR T DR AR RS FE 4l
AR FFHRST A R GBI o Trwin 2£(2001)
K R AR A R R 23 S 22 5 e A R R 22
FRAIPIZE , Hop AR PR 2R AR b B T
BT B2 (8] AR AR RS A5 1 T I Sh AL
BEPIBR TP R LUCC I 45 L G 2 32
BRI 22 T R AT R, (A R) 3ROk Rk
Agarwal 55(2002) W HEAT 1 ZREORL 5 ER 10 LA, 32
P 3 R AR Y B D1 17 322 DA = 4 B (5 ] I
() RN SRR ) A 24 B 08 A i e RUBE N A 2
PEYK AT . Parker %5(2003) #F— H4E T 1094 5 5
K AR T T AR (Equation-Based Models) |
Z i B A (System Models) . 4t i1 #& %Y (Statistical
Techniques) . % ZZ 1% & (Expert Models) ., i {155 %Y
(Evolutionary Models) . JG ffi 5 14 (Cellular Models) ,
IR A 15 7 (Hybrid Models) F1 22 3= 14 £ % (Agent-
Based Model), Ho 5 YOR: 4 Hb 78 1t 5 -+ o oF| P2
BTG 02, IRl I 4 T BE A% 221 I A\ 26

PeRAT R IR BN T 1 22 RAR Y 5 253 ] ELUL A T
H BB — 38 A R - T R AR AR AR AR
KT,

Hh ] A 6 A b AR AR ) A R R A 26
WFFE 5 FEPr—20, 20 22 90 4R AR, [ %I
T K iS5 T2 U i - R FH s pl e A B
SR+ H B UMY, - A ST A v A - B
SRR RPN (G B, 2001), #2545 % (1997) %%
7 LUCC R 3= B2 MR B £ B 1 K, TR R
PEXTAZEIRBN I 5 I . AR AE(2005) 4 Py
FH) 2 0 4 A AR AR T 43Ry« T SRR I i A
R ZIUGE R SR AR | R G h SR A
CLUE/CA 58RI LRI . AR 55 (2009) M A5 7Y 1)
AE O EE B HLE] A B FBLE 2 R
JEE P AR AR B6IE JLAS I T 6 LUCC SR EA T T 45
o FEW S 010)XF L Hu A H RGN IEAT T8
G IFESNA T ZFUBRL R, fl, 2200
(2017) R AEICHE H Sh ML AL £ F2 AR A R T
T LRk,

PEBER 1 AR LR &R X AL R GEIA R
)5 2R S IR 8 R AR B A ) Al e 1 A, Bk
Z 11 b A AR TR B A 5% 3 & I TR R 48
[t i TN 2 07 N i S5 = W i SO 4
BRI, AT 532 6 2R HI(NRC, 2014) (3R 1),

+ AR AL SEAR SR R R A 25 A R AE , A AR
AR R4 Joy At R (M TR, 221 T S
PRI 7 VAR O 3 R DG R i 3 &2 iy 2 FUR
6 Jey T ) RS | J5 3 PR o A e 1) AR, A
Jry T I RS AR AR B L O T 8 SR AR B i A
AR A RS SRR T BOW
AR A AEA T 0 A TR0 5 Ao S [ B 70 ) W5 %85
s a S TR, 1 EIZRAE L 1R AR AR Y S PR
AR, R IT AR (K MLEE (Castella et al, 2007), M
AL T R U A% R T ] TR R T U 4 50
A, 7 Ak FE S ) B A JE T 2 B 4E (Overmars,
2007). SEEGHAEAE— 0 G, ARG A R 1Y) 2]
T2 6 A0 B3, X 4 AR b 9 T BB ) R 2
(NRC, 2014),

BETRUAG AL R AR L [ R
P LR, 1T A - b A AR R — i S A A
i) T2 AR 0 R 36 I O P 2 2T | e X R BE Y
M1 5 T ) B AR AR TR ) A2 SO0 AL
T AR AT, BOR A8 I SR S5 119 52 T
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Tab.1 Types and features of land change models
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GUFERT ARG MBH R R
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HARFD IR ANTT N

TRETTEER AR S B — MR s E AL

R 2 R 04 M B (R P AR A s, s b (D AT HLBE AR A B B T 5

@ REARAS L, 5 8 A

D 25 ) E AL 20 O
@ BEhF AR FABE I

ORI ZSRE RS E S oD

@ fe 2w A pL]

@ T O 28525 BRI P RS DL

K2 ARAT 5
@ REAE—E FEHEFRIBZS [ K SRy

@ Z T EUIP S E AP T
@ Efh2f ) AL RE R PR AR

Mtk

LA ARRITEE A, RER M —Tr ik

114 [ A7 B il

@© FEREIR ) I AL, ALREH]
R GRRIE

@ AR AU

X phe S 2o R 14 221 1
B

TN

XS A FA A AL
O F L A SRR TEA M 5

@ KEBLE TRk

O FEARRE AT BLE SCI
FU TR ARAETE ;

() XoF 23 [ 1 22 i A5 7R s
AL AT TR BB I O E AR
HESE N E IR

7+l (NRC, 2014) il 2.

(Brown et al, 2013),
3 AT IR S

AT SCATIR | 4% F R 57 B M Z A, 2
TSRV H AR, R 2280 5 1k 0 1 s A A
R ESRRORER BA AR AR ARSI (K 1),

3.1 HlRFIMFITHRE

HLER2F 2] M GE T B R A% O fE T b R
g AR A 9K 3 3 5 (bR 7 AR AR) =2 Al
KFR o HAMARUL, HLER2E 2] R T A58 75 20
SRR« 1) AR B[] 1) - b 78 0 b ] 5 2) i e A i
L, T b P B B PR T B R A JE A T B
AL R I 2 R ST e R R LAY FH R
SRR WS EG T AL EE 2 N B H (Milling-
ton et al, 2007), ] CARIRBIAUFN™ AT A AL, 5
A, Dinamica #5E 81% F T DU 7459 (Carlson et al,
2012), HLeR2E 2T i DA 48 I 25 B R st AR ARk
AR, UnIdrisi 2k {4-K A9 MLP(Multi-Layer Per-
ceptron) & —F il 28 [ £ (1) HIL £ *: 2J 531 (Eastman,
2007).

Bl 2 N GE TR R Sy B T 88 i 2 58 )7
26 A B AR BURR 35 A 6 TS S g LR
PR IEAE  (EAS Jry AH DG E S T AR IR L, B 2
A fige 45 5 3 SRRt I T R b B R 5 v, 4L
A aE S R GE TR T R0 s, G BRI 2
DU EF ] B - i1 A8 10 5K 3y 0 55 85 A 32 0 I ] B Py 3K

AR, R AGE R R o . S5tk
AH ML 27 20 O3 ik 5 SR | PR HAN T 7™ s i ]
B CRFRIR LR SR R Z R R, T
o 3 AR VA A A b A 5 AR R AR i 2 (R 1Y
KR BRI, WLERF 2 I A AE i U5 (overfitting)
IRV, A7 I A HAE 45 S8 ] P UL A RS FE AR =i L 1HL
JITHENT B G 2R 58 A B T 2 B TR 25 4 e
PEFREFI(NRC, 2014).
3.2 TREB B

JCHE H sh#L(Cellular Automata, CA) & 7 iz kK
F AR T B U 25 () BT HEA TR , 3 5 KL
A3 [A] BT I [ 20 1 A Ml e 722 2 A7 220 e+ b 722 Ak
AR, ST R G AL O & A A R
ALY T H(JE R, 2009). JCH A shHL 5 GIS
454 RE RS AR I Ak 3 2 [E) 4 L (BR L4, 2007), §%
AR AT 432 =28 - (D & 3RS Jm o ; @ %
T b R B S0 T 5 AL TR JE AH EL A I
(Schrojenstein Lantman et al, 2011),

TE 1k 22 G F RIS SR SR i, SR i AR i
FE R ERAS I 5 1 5 e B R R s A
b 26 W 5 B2 4 B4 (Burnham, 1973; Muller et al,
1994), & 4= Hh 3 FOPE 3 L Y O ki B T RIS
T, B an e Y S FH RS T i 1) 1 b R FH 25 )
I3 AN E AT R T 2 FR Y 22 4 W F-th 7 1%
(Schaldach et al, 2011), % J& 33 & M St FE A9 )7
£ (Verburg et al, 2009), 4% b3 F + Huid HE
G3 A BT o T4 E AR ELAE T AR ECE 1
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B AW A SR IR J) PR 90 465 (Fujita et al, 1999), Ar-
thur(1988)5E T-4R Ja ML IT % 1 Il 1l & Jesifid . 3
2045k, Rig o BT ool H LSBT & 1 T
A5 Ak A% 8 41 SLEUTH (Clarke et al, 1998). GEO-
MOD (Pontius et al, 2001) I CLUE-s (Verburg et al,
2002), FaRBERLN AN [ 22 ] XA 5 (kK R A%,
2003; %% % #ff 2, 2004; Verburg, 2009; 7 B 7 4,
2010; B 55555, 2014), AT F 25 (2010)#48 Hh [
B T oA ARG %2 80, O A S A B
Z RN TCHRNGEN o AN, TCH [ SRR I ) 2s
[P AR 0] B 2 R PSR | D S B P SO
T la s

33 ZFFFIEEE

- Ml AR A R 28 B S AR S A — A RO
ZETAT R (AR SR 5 e KAL) I S5 RS A
HB TR G 3 BT A A T A - A Ak
PR R SR AN AR AL, A6 A 2 T R fRAIE
AMARTERE YR G 45 R T — 2, Y AT R R A E
BA(NRC, 2014), 58 % (14 25 A0 A5 B REASTHDL Tl ) A
[ S5 F T oas fn oA S5 5 . B T 45 4 e e
TR R Y b 221 i 2 2ok R 5 AH B A, OGS AR
AR/ N T Bl o7 > FNGE TR Y, DL R e Y
- AR A 22 B AR AR s T T HA B B B Ry AN
[ei] | A5/ 1) 8 SR A T B AREEA (] 4 3 ) ]
IRELE FNTT R B . FEEE AT , W5 BAn A2t
R AL g &, R E R R S
T A A 2 R PR OC R L WFFE R Tk
£ XA 11 & 4 5 A Y (reduced- form econometric
model) (NRC, 2014),

b A FH A Al 28 B A B AT AN [ ) 2 ) RO
L P B, T 23 R 2R B AR AR AR 25 (1] ik 1Y
LR,

(1) #1128 B 24 1% AU (Sector- based economic
model), #BI] 28 T R IE F DL 45 A8 B R Z) im AN
[77) DX R 1] )45 -7 52 g, - A Dy [
PR, AT IR TR E 2T T
— P A A ) 22 1 2R A T 37 AN RV T ) AH B A
FH o JRr BB i B (PE) B AR A4 5 A I 7
I"J ) ASMGHG #5: % (McCarl et al, 2001; Shakhra-
manyan et al, 2013), IMPACT #% %! (Rosegrant et al,
2002); % AR AL ER Y AgLU £ (Sands et
al, 2003; Sands et al, 2005), FASOM 4% % (Adams et
al, 2005)55 5 7% L& - Hb A T A0 A Bl A iy mT 3

Bk — i 24 7 A% U (CGE) 44, 4% FARM (Wong et al,
2003), GTAP £ % (Hertel et al, 2009) 1 IMAGE(AI-
camo et al, 1998)%5,

(2) 75 [B) 53 fifk 1 28 T #4574 (Spatially disaggre-
gate economic model), %5 [H] 43 fiff 1Y 28 55 153 AU B T
TIOR8 55 7 P 20 1) 4 A - b ) P e 5 R - il
PSS o AT T B 20 1m0 2 [l A% Jm an A= 28 &
BEREHEAL AR SR T AL S R . A ) A Y
28Tk 2R R B B R B B B AR A (Bockstael,
1996), Jii HAAIF 7 5 WK 4= 1o ) FH 118 5 13l o 25272
AR AT 2 PE AR A [R] s 25 18 A R FH S AR i
& (Lewis et al, 2009; Lewis, 2010) , Y77/ & PE PR
RUAT ARSEAULFE B hE AT Sk Ko ks IXORUBE = b R FH 43
Bie, i — 200 S AN [ 5 T s Rk kAT R PPl
i M TR B 3™ T 5 B2 0 (Walsh, 2007)

2T A AR ) PR A 4 - Ko B & 0% 22 R
B, Lt [ AR B R B 2 BN I, XS [E) 4 BE 1) Z)
AN B AE, Ah, AR R A TR 2 AR 4R 1
LT A
3.4 B EKRIRE

% FRFEAI (Agent Based Model, ABM )&% T
B2 R HC IR T R K 5 T F A S
AHEAE IS B TR, AR b A
WG B RSB EAEH . 2 FHRERISR K
T ICHE A SIAL(CA) Bz O 2, RIANAR T 7= A2 1
17 R P i 2R S8 7K - 1) 45 SR (North et al, 2007).
CA Fl ABM #f 2K 5 SCRAOWAR I , X3 7E T, ABM
FOVFARTE =X G ORI T I 25 W] {37 # (Benen-
son et al, 2004), - HbF| 2 FARBA b 1A E
A DVELEE BT RBE AR T I R R
iRy BB S BOR T # S 0 5 H
| FHAR A PR3k 35 (Parker et al, 2003),

ABM fe K (D0 358 T 6E W i 210 i = 4R 170
(An, 2012), BRIy ERRESE 2] ik ik, EK0]
MR RA T R ZE R J5 224728, AT L b A
FAT R SRR . 22 3K 1 i AR AL B A 5T
A5 TR T R TR RN AR A 8 % R TET (AR R B A,
2011)0 Iy A AR ALY 052 3y K
R ENEIR 3 T BT 7 5K (Brown et al, 2006; Liu et
al, 2006; XI)/NFE2E, 2006; X1 /NS5, 2010)FI3E T
H R A 43 X B4 (Shin et al, 2008)45 . Al + #b AR
A 22 = ARBERY DI) H 5R kA Rl A P i) A b R
1R, GnFh A 4544 A9 75 Ak (Schmit et al, 2006), 4%\l
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AR B AR 25 B 8 R0O8 BF 5 55 (Brady et al, 2009;
Chen et al, 2012; Chen et al, 2014; Tian et al, 2016),
3.5 IREHEIRE

LB BRI KV AR (G EIRTF 25
By 2x2i G R 2R Or kS AR By filan, Bl
i 2 M GE T J7 vk A i 3 Bl PR AT AR Sy ST
H S UL A A, 2855~ A B 0 72 W R s )
BLTI 255 B8 4= R ] 25 ) 4% )= (Bert, 2015; Ver-
burg, 2016; Xu et al, 2016; =4, 2016), % & %
(2006)#5 75 CA Fl ABM HESHESL , B T3k i + b
AR S ikl . 4568 EmFMA T
T P A SEL R, i BT 4 1A b B 1 b 3R 45 (Castel-
la et al, 2007), 25 H FZ:(2008)K R 5:5h 12 A\
TR 2% Ui H ShPLEAY, 455 3 B R A E
TN Iy E A Ty A A s T
THAH AL

AN) 2B S BF 9T T T R 1Y A [R) B8 7
¥ BB XS L ZE 55 T, RS At 22 51 DU AN 3 T
BN, MEATT A 205 LRI 5T, & # Al
ARGf b figp e - 3t B A IR s AR ARARAR A7 T, 5%
B 7 3 PR A R DR R A o 2 S AR A D
HNAEIE(NRC, 2014), ZI7ERLEE A B T
FHAN RSB | WA R] 2B B PR+ R 5%
AT B2 1 . [FIREAS R 7 545 G Re R ik 5
H J7 kB A R o SR, TR G J7 AR A R A O
R R 8 ot 5 3503 R T B Ay PRI, A P 2
o 2t RS AT

4 TR AR T AR

4.1 THTUIRBEIE ST
WF5E 35 AT BER AN [F] 25 SR AL AR, — LR 5T
SITEAIN AR A e 7 O —2E U Ty 0
£ B R 2 s AR S B . Magliocea 25 (2015)7E b 4%
iz G S ik @S Re )z A Tl #2  +
AR AT 2 1 T — R R R (8] 1),
PR 4> R 4 A4 B - ] 81 5] (The Problem Enti-
ty) M A7 (A Conceptual Model) . 7B AL (A
Computer Model) . & 7 )if H (A Model Application),
[ R TR B B B SR T 5 ) e 3 A0 et T
B2 P AR B AR G AR A ) R ) A
AT N A A R G R A [ 3R A
BRI 2548 55 4% 2H 43 Z (R DG 3R, Ak S AU A AR

1. R

1 A (AR TT A B AR AR RN 0 T
(Magliocca et al, 2015)
Fig.1 Development steps and related validation processes of

land change models (Magliocca et al, 2015)
ST ST AT L 52 4 R R 4 R O 36 ik 2
2 LA 5 TSR AU B 2R AR A B il i o e T X
FEAL TSRS , ARt T R AG A7 02 75 1A
AR 7 T DU o A A G A R S A 3 1o T
SERG], FIR 4D BT A B i AR T PR
TS P IR G5 ) , AN [R) B B 2 AU AL 1 OC
H -1 2 (Jakeman et al, 2006).,

4.2 T TLIEBIRE

BEAY PP A 5B 1) B AT I UEFIAS
WP BT A . Horh R SR o B2 H BT
FIRLA R R, BV UE— 5 T RE A SRR 7R R
o T O — 7 1 RESE HER R A A T E(NRC,
2014), THLRGIFAEMI RS, HEmKN K BA
AR YA 2 1 , PRHASE B 46 TEAS PT R AR ) BRAS A
— R LR IR IR S A B A R Mk
TERMAERITEIR G R, (A SR8 6
(] 2 FLA BT R 101 25 B TR) e (Cast, 1997), -3
SRR (4 95 TE = 5 F IR AR AL R AR ] 2 Y
T, B 1R B BEAR AR XA A 36 UE , 60 UE4S
A RE T — PR AL TR R

W FH B J5 ¥ (Parker et al, 2003)f2 45 : DX}
P AY iy 3 RN ARADL 2R e e T 7 o 5 X LU AR
BRI R G A a5 502 . Pijanowski 55
(2005) 4T HITF A S i sk RS G 28 1 o uE AR R
(1977 B ASOWAE bR o Van Viiet 5(2016)JE 2 /04T T
2 - AR AR STk 114 4> ZE B BT
125, Ho 68% Y ZE (R F 1 57 B R T 36 1E 23 %Y
ZR T AR R MERR PRI UE 30% I R BIR T 2
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AR VAR LU IR IE  37% 1 Z8 1R FH T A %
B UE (LR BIR T 2R T7 %), 1M 31%
(4 SR A8 I A G B B o (EASE R R R A
O HAE T, e FE R RRIEER LT 504 IE
RSB R AR . APPSR S SR, A —
AN R TR AL 2 08 RIROR geisit HokAR Z2 0
Y. —SEREERIRRE T DL BT, IR E Ik
TR RO A 88 3 o1 5 3 — LEARE TR D] ey [ s DS e o
TEE AL T AR 2 ) —Fe A% )

5 A A R T 7]

MR Jr i Bk R, ARk - b AR A A Y 5 22
74 s 29 19 e e R A R s w SN EA T S BT
B — RUBE BTN RE A e i IRUE PR 28 X6 4 b AR
TRy, 5 5 2 ROERIAY T VAR G 76 2 W)=
T, - 2 AR AR AR 5 H A b BR 2R G Sl SR A e
W AE I PR i Bk R G AN R B 5 B4, SEUEF 5T
SRS G, BRI HE 1 AR AR AR T Gy
BT BRI

(1) K it F e ) 78 - W AR AR

YA Jy T 1] ) b b AR AR AR ) 28 % e Ay
B SR A b AR A AR R Ko B - b B P
B, ME A e B G EAR AL R AR PR BUR X AR AT R
1 52 W K F — 28 19+ Hb 2R fk 45 2R (Nelson et al,
2009). il anAz 3 Z 48k 55 3 A+ (Payments for Eco-
system Services, PES) 5 I i 12 28 5 3 )8 1 A28
+ H R AT R A A AR AL #U3E (Chen et al, 2012;
Chen et al, 2014), IHAb, 3o 8 5 ] PERCRY Y & el
A7 Bl T3 R X N H 2R G AH BLAE RN AR 2% R Ast ) 2
fi#(An et al, 2012), ZaPF2A I Z FARBIRIAE Hy
i AR T [ RUAR IR R e Rk {EA A AE — B[R] R, 2%
T A AR5 (] 5 R B A AN, 22 EARBIRR
A A X ELAAR 5 49 X 25 36 5 i o B o il ik = 2
FERNAE . I, 45 G W T A e £
FE R AT B2 R R 4 M AR AR AR K R i ) 2
—(Parker, 2008; Sun, 2014),

(2) T Hb AR BRI i B R

sZ M AR AR PN SCIR R B 2 R
P PONCAY C AR 3 iR e E . B AN 0 i L D
TRSRE A 18 52 3] 8 B 15 T 37 1Y 52 Wl (Exb et al, 2009;
Seto et al, 2012), AEARGLRSF 1A= 7= FIH 2 ok
IS (6] S B, T8 12 4 0% T R IR 55 ) 245 K

R o XEEGLRE IR o3BTt 75 B [ B ) Ry 3 L DX sk
J5 2 AR R 4 4 e 36 47 53 At (Wiirtenberger et
al, 2006), KL, 75 EEAG AR I A AN ] R 4 M AR
FEBLRI A RESE L3 AN R R AYME B . ATRER SRR
JETERER RIS 50 R B GBI, 3148
A TSR 2 [o] (4 S BRI LA -

(3) - AR AR AR Y 55 A R R GBI A

i & e FRAR Y K ORI | A AR S5 5 AR
W A AR AR S HA A S8 T e A (1Y)
g A 2 Jad s - AR R . A X
SUARY 55 4 i 28 Al AR I 1 A 3 A P R B
AR RGNS AU A ELZAEH . 17 K AR
RUR A H 20 AR A BT 25 S Bl A A T
HhER R GoAR A 5 A b A A AR ) Bl 2 Ll A A 46
B4z /L, Schaldach 45 (2008) 251k T — R AIKL &
IRBE AN A A fb o R AR TR | A R AR S 8] M A
TAIFA TR A, LA SRS R 2o b v 2 A B 1 X
RN A o LR RE A AR A T 5 L R R S
TR DL it A N b 22 G AL ) 2 - b AR Al ASE TR ) 2
& 7 ] Z —(Robinson et al, 2017), Rounsevell 5§
(2014) TR G 22 AR T MR TS 5 3 25 2 BRAE B
FAI(DG VM), £ H S Ji 2 T
AR Yo i A i) = AR AR A A | T B XS & 4
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(4) BEHE I ) 5 ik

A ) e b AR AR R R 2 SRS A A U
+ A A R B SEIE (positive) 5T o INA A
6 AT A B b A R VE (normative ) WF 78t K A7 7E
mietb k. ZEAS AR TR ERA & T AR
Ak B4 = AR PG S DR AT BB 7= A i SR A A O
T AR, 25 AR T A AR AR TR Ay XA PR R
il 72 PR S, Xt 2 A M AR BRI ROk G R Y
FiJ7 1] (Brown et al, 2013), Zhang %(2016) LA 35
YRR EAR A T 2 R AR AR R T
2 B br - A AL 4 B AL, 51 L R VT
LHIVATHIGE . Castella %5(2007) 3 76 it g JL
I XA I 5 X b T A SR IR HL o H
B 3 F LUCC AR 5 vk AE 2 X 8 ) 1 AT BE )
G HESL B LUPAS AR MR AL i R i 4 2k, e
B 5 B T B4 PT RE BE TR BT 47 X J5 ; CLUE #5541
Ui i L D S TRV N T 0l e b L
I3HE s 2 532 BRI SAMBA T4 fi i, H
I EOR [F AR R S S R B AT
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WA 220 1] - b e G A S R e I i d A [ AR Y
J7 A A AR A AR AR () — ik B AL - [R] R
B SR TR AR N A5 4 D IR Y
Z ¥ (Magliocea et al, 2015), AE A EEHE R T 5
WA F B, IR R i A AR H
T, o ) BRUABE TR e R ATY AN B, oA o 22 A 7Y
P REERE S 2T G B LR - AR AR R e
Jr .

+ b AR AR Jy 1k & AN B A 2E A M )
PRIG A J , TE RENS R A M 2R 22 ) S s B
7k AR AR AN OC R BARBLE] . Z5 5 R i A
R E R —, R G R R A 2R S AT
M EZIRBEFITE(EIAZ, 2014), L Hb AR AL AR
R G AR R S R R R A B T B
RN R, BN, AR AR
R B 5T b SO EOR PSR, Sy - s B IR DL AR A A
SRR A BB A O RIS A2
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Review on land change modeling approaches
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(1. Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China; 2. University
of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China; 3. Key Laboratory of Land Surface Pattern and
Simulation, Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: Land change has long been the research hot-spot of geography, and is also the focus of multiple
disciplines including resource and environment economics, ecology, and urban planning. Land change models
and simulations are an effective approach for understanding the mechanism of human-environment interactions.
The modeling results are also valuable for the government to make resource management and environmental
policies. Researchers of different fields have applied various approaches based on their theories to develop land
change models. Attention has evolved from modeling land cover types to representation of human decision-
making behaviors. The methods have shifted from statistical to cellular automata that can better characterize
spatial patterns, and to economic methods and agent-based methods that can better represent the processes and
mechanisms of land change. Future land change models should focus coupling multiple methods cross scales.
Land change processes should be better represented. The complexity of the human-environment system can be
better explained by a combination of land change models and other earth system models. The application of
models to support policymaking also needs more attention.

Key words: land change science; land use/land cover change; land change model; agent-based model; cellular

automata



