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T ALK = B SR R BUREZ W KL A G

K AT EHE MR

B 2 HERMTIAHM (Cellular automata, CA) EAERIRTEK I M OAH S L&, —FH @, WH
MR =0T T AR A L %M CA 0B MR, H—F &, LT AR LR CA BT R 69 3R &
B, ASHBI IR T AR =18 7 25 04 41 58 . R fa 4o T A1) B 29 RO CA AERIIR T LR &2 18] 1 25 F %K L akaR 3.
FEPRT IR AR, F AL RBR IR FIRT AR DAL, AR LAFRA TR E B AR = 8 67T
R ERM A, £ AREHEZFAM, AT T AT 4 RM CARTARRBIURT IR TR S5 %,
FAT VAL AR B B0 KRB, AT B LT — AN Rk CABER, vl b i SR i HL X = 18
BAVIHATT A MR, EHZ 75 E A BIFGE A, 2L RN CA 698 A I R BIR T AR 43R4 L —
23X,

Rk LA AR FE; MonoLoop, Logistic ®V3; IRTFHX]; £ REM: b

VEHE S

e W (1980-) 5 (PO, iEHRIAEFUABE I LATIUE, LT i I BT e g R,
WFFLTT 8] h BRI SCHE R SR T R G oW B

TARIE (1965-), HAGE RIS Beih22Be, #EHER, A0

B (1952-), IEHRARF B, #IR, AT, mikk

FENZAE (1964-), btk B B oI e, EaRgm T, HIBEK

1 3l§

ERRI S e b, SRR T T AR s LRI ¥ [R] JEAS (Planned urban form, sl 47 4¢(A]
11 )7 Desired urban form), AEATFNSE BRI TR A i 22, 8 WA S IS, iR Rle )
X UG AR BORAR T, AN K BRI 1) 205 18] T 45 75 LW L8 B S ok S FR LA B FLSE I, dx e
R XS IRAT (R38R P BURAT AN R, LA S AR 1R I R 2 TR AN 5] B B PR a7l 4 ] 1)
ARETEAS, HRI T RIS TP O 0o (9 B 2 ) . AR AR S e ) 7 5k, iR O — NI
TE, ALZAREH TR T L0 CA (Constrained Cellular Automata) FEFURRI ) 4% 7]
IR AN R RBORIN T, X RRAR AR CA A SN A, BT
R ESAE A 2R T CA BIHIBEVEL A, BRI 20 A CA BERAS [R] i3k 1 % J A
50, HONKURINSE B SR A, 23 B e BAR R R RIBCR A 7 B2, BRI AZR5 1R
FAEE 2 IR AR ERS, MHBERAAE. RIBTRZEERE, ORI T aet.

CA /& 20 {2 50 447 VA (von Neumann) b T ¥y —/Nelg 3 o I HLAS 1
ALY, Je— I A AR O B ) R CAHEITTHL. JOHOIRES . A RIRL Py
ANy o TOI AT LU ATAR 25 8] JOBE LR 5, I8t R h AR 1 FE b HA S A AR s o R4S
AR BRATEE G A s BN RDIRES RS s, RS Jo i U mT B BRES A ILAR RS e T
—INZI TR R A . CA VRN Z PR AT TR, HAFROE A, ), RS
HOET L, RS S 1R R DU B [ R A ) E 02 SR i, PRtk CA T S BRI e B A i 2,

AR ER HRE AR S (G5 : 50808112) FIE K- — A RMH S #H-RITH (4i's: 2006BAJ14B08)
e



A DU e AU IR T A — AN F O AR U R P R I I 5848 . A0 2R TR A5 S R ik (R
T-RIE]E4E, 2000). JTAFRIEET CA JEAT 718 22 3kl 2% (A1 5 T S 7L, — S8k 7l IF
JE& T IS, 3 SR TR (White A1 Engelen, 1997). 56 [ 1H 4 1195 F1 A Bl - [ /K
1] JEE M1 [X (Clark F1 Gaydos, 1998). [ Buffalo i (Xie, 1994). = )" JH(Wu, 1998; Wu, 2002;
Wu Al Webster, 1998). HH[E RV — M Y(YEH Al Li, 2001, 2002, 2006). 1Lkt (He %, 2008).
e CA N T3k 3 (A G B ARAEL, S8 T i K i etk (BB BRI, A KW
P8, FFEAANFHEABIL (Neighborhood) M ¥ fij f. CA (Pure CA) FERUFIJEAN [, %
FEILADFE M T G K I PR 22 o 3B 438 FFUR OCVEAE CA BT B g | N A (R SPE
CA iR sfefzs hlFiqtl i F2(Clark F1 Gaydos, 1998; Wu, 1998; Ward 4%, 2000; Li £ Yeh, 2000;
Alkheder 1 Shan, 2005; Guan %%, 2005), A& LZysdiPE CA BRI Z R 40 484k 22 M
FEAETE . A AR BE Tk DU SR L R 41

I TR A BURFREAT I T 5 () ] 5 eIk g K T B, S AR E CA IR AR
BRI AR H 2 B8 %5, —J71hl, v DRRR IR iR RIE R CA TR — Tl il 35 1k 2 TR 2% A AU ) T 2
(Ward F1 Murray, 1999; White 2%, 2004; Zhao A1l Murayama, 2007; FHK k%%, 2008), 75—
M, WMAERFHLRME CA KT B MTEAAT T 5 00T, GBI MR 7 6 e
(Engelen 4%, 1997; Ligtenberg %%, 2001; Barredo 45, 2003; Nijs &%, 2004 ; XI|/N>F4%, 2007,
Stevens 4%, 2007), BRI, AIARNE CA LEIX B AME AR T “HliBh 7. A SCHRIBFIE M
2 ANFET XA T, 3 H AR TR 504 T R 25 () T 24 1) S SR 2 7 CA B 18
IR N A 2. HAORFR s C 4 dile B3k i RIS B A, RIHZRE CA 7%,
SRR 7 R R BUR S0 DRI RS EERZOR 00 L8 A7 VK i ik T2 it CA I RIR)
)T AL, S L P 5 IR B 2 RN X — [ L, 3X 5 CA B B I @ 31— 4
A (LR CA B S3ARITAR B OCR, DLAASCIMII RN A S WK D,

IRBY BRI CA BE T B K I 4 2R, SO 1 3 vl 1) 2 Tl J A A 8 L b R F R A2 4L
RIX— R ] DL R DR A R, RIS et R A TR T2 A2 A I, KA fr AL
FARMEAE CA BRI AT B AREIL, DRI T CA 388 T AR S AR RO KU >R ol s R K 7 AT 3R A ¢
KZEPR . ISR, FURIIT 2 (R0 23 () T A A R BR P, ER AT DU I CA B8 TIEy2: e ik
IR, WA IE. Pl R ST NI R B 5 o A R A BRI DA
FORMIIUAE R 5 20% AR RN B e BRI 7 58, 1T CA A Jit . — il A2 AR FH 1] B (R ARAS B
P T DA S B AL A BB RN, DRI A B8 B R DR T2 PE CA AR I T B K 4 1)
B

FEARSCHISE 8B 5y, B TR SN T2 bE CA BRI 28 ) T A LA 347 v 4
SR AR T VAT L R CA BRI, 55 DY 2 7530 70 R 29 st CA R
Bl AL 5T 2020 4F (R0 2 (MBS, U6 I RIS IR S 500 45 HAH Y. ) R R BUR o S e 7 56
LB AT S LI R IR
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Fig.1 Constrained CA and urban planning

2 HE

ZYPE CA I (145 25 W JEL B 2 TR ) 8 8 A PR A 2 it R DU RS DA 12 1) 23 TR T2 T
FIFHZI R ME CA BREIRI R REA, HRF o B EA (R D, SKEL CA RE
e DR NS0, XN R FRIBURD, 1% CA BRI AL GE N A B B XA
) A, HLOCHR AT R G CA BRIt U SRS B e ), 61~ CA X P R fy AR 2 vk
B, JEA R A7) 77 R B A BRAR SR Je AF AR Y 240 32 BB R IR 2 (R TE 2
FAERE—DI BB (T1>T2) WJFUR T, 10K 15 SRR 2= () e A VR SR — D) se B
ML T2, WIAT DA HIX AN FERT CA A5 40 3 FH Hh R g sk 1) 2 ) T 248 A8 A SR EUCRH B i B
(AR B B R T P Tt R R 2 ABL, - T ) 8 A A A 4 22 4R (Calibration) ) 24,
AR AT AR Logistic [H1JH. A THIZ8 4%, #4550, Nested loops 45 CU 4 J7 vk SEHi2.

Z [8 38 A S e, SR MCE  (Multi-Criteria Evaluation) 1F & CA R Ax#E #1 )
MITE, AT XSRS FHBNPEE, F 24 Logistic [AHFITHEAL A B AN R 2 4040
4 (Nested loops) %577k, WIE Wu(2002)42 Hi (FPIR A F il =, JEF MCE ik ifiE u
PEI LA BB AR IAE T . A2 543 2 e 2 R & % (Joint Probability), i MCE JE
P T 39835 P J2 55 T Logistic [7])5 (Logistic Regression, LR) i %t [ st Hdsdk47 4
MT3REFHY, Z TR Z A AE T, 7E Logistic [B]UA DA A AR A FAEAS [\l PG PR AL AN
Wip bz, ARMELE DA, R R A S IR AR, FURTERNAZ fa R d i v
VASRAT AL 2% 36 LUIX PR T P, RS 24 ORI AR IAE SRS FE U i S 80 e R T8
M, ANBETE AR S WESRE— Dy s B T 2 ) (1 ST AL 1T Clark F1 Gaydos(1998) 4 i
T Nested loops 757, M FFHTHEAL A SN THEA R S84 G R B R, L5 UM%
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EIEATRT LG, TFEILICECRE, e Ak S AUV C B2 () S AR AL (1 5l AT 1440 . Clark
Al Gaydos(1998)% [& T iS4, HEimiA: it 7560 N2 404l, g5 252 AN/ TR e
SR . SRHE M5, ARSI, WEE E R R IR IS, 8 T VUSRI
WAE CA BRSO IE T RAS, WEREENSHAT 6 MR FE, BERAE LR R FE (112 AT I8 18]
WIS AT IR ) A 50000 4F, X A % 8RN SHANE 6 MILERREERA L, Kb RIE
i A H Fr B S AR, s s B R A A T A

AHWFFTR Wu(2002). Clark F1 Gaydos(1998) - 1) 778k T 4 & 4 — @ viidk, 454 —
FPLRG R Py st R B R 2% () AR 5 1 S H0R A Logistic [H1)5 (1) 77 20k
fif, fEIERE_EAF A — S HE PR 5 X (MonoLoop), R H fsefHE DT B 4D Ji DU 531 A8 ek A1
IR 225, RN B 240, n] DA A S B i 0K = [ A Jmy ) R R B3R ) i, i) i et
ZHRRFIES, 0] DU BOR B A% i 2 8 5, T80 AN 1 2 R S8 A 1) % B
A] LG AN [R]BCR A 25 T (P ) o [ ) 3 sk R0 A 7 s B B ISR S 00 L, mT BLBE R T
G H R 1 e BSOS 5 LA g S o B I ISR I 22 o B TR IR S 50 UM e A
(Sensibility analysis) A LAPPAT LA & R BUSR 16 f 25 06 28 (R FE AR I 58 0 o K VR IR AR TR 2
FARANBLRY, o] DLSEIUI T AR 2 () TR AR I ASEL, I mT DAL H IR B0 A A 2 1) B vl g 11
WA R TEAS o XMk —J7 1Ay s 5l oy LASRAS B4 B A T (0 Ik iy s KA, — o7
TR KBRAR T BRI BRI R o R gy AR 7 P A r 2y ot CA BRI, LR
FZAE RIS I 3t 2020 AERURIZZ MBS BOE S, LT 04, 3R HAHR )
KRR
3 EigiER

RIS, T T AR A A S, S R, BB B B R BURAT A,
NAH T EREEZEABRITR AT, BUFIRYE 2 AL 255 E 2 MR E B ix,
FERLHE 2RI - AT £5 G VRANY, X6 I v 4 tH (AL A 00t H R0 B R X s TS
Ho T A AEAE AR B A AR RAT R, XT3N 2 R A A S AR B
Wl RIS TR ARG T I . S5 G RIRE i, TRk i R 2 (R B 2
FIFR B AR (RPZY R ME CA Bi%Y, Constrained CA) ARLEEE SAA 2 APiE, 1 5eLE%
L2 1T E SBURF R 75 A 25 205 45 A ff s Bk — B B A5 I i T b P 5 B CRE S R BF DR 34 A
AMEAR B GIABIAD 2 EIEROWE TR FHAHRYE CA A S A S AT, B
WK, TR FAT U R S E B S ] 40 B CAllocation), 45 H 5 1 s s AR R 1) 1
b 2% [B) 43 A1

ZUiME CA BRI AR F R IR AR (3*3 HiTE 8 ANABIT T ), B U ] ) — IR G A
XN H SR SR A 5K 1 R, JCHRPIRE 2 WAL S B B 20 R S M2
Tl BEPE LR RSB A i s ) (B S B RE S LR L.

V, /= f{V, ', LOCATION,GOVERNMENT, NEIGHBOR|

t
ij!
d_tam,;,d _vcity, ;,d _city, ;,d _vtown, ;,d _town, ;,

= f{d _river,;,r _road, ;,d _bdtown,;, f _rgn,;,

planning, ;,con _ f; ;,landresource, ;,

neighbor', ,
V, A 2 ()i 1 T R 2 AR 1
V, Ukt LI 2R 1 TC R A
£ 2 0 PR A R )



2k CA MR FPIRZSFAH A A 23X 2 Frzr, 20, LandAmount Jy ot B8 K5 H
stepNum' Sy 35 t ORI I CIF AR CHETH sy o LRI S BOVE, w23 ) AR e AT
FH pg WARBT A, Dy max ARERAGEN b A2 RS IR, o P HUREL (1-10),
P' A I Z MR s D A RESAEIAAN [ 1418 B P9 5 A M 5 KA, LA T I P9 AN 537
R R, B ek TR A DR 5 A SEAN RTINS TR B BEFR) stepNum 224, 7 CA
W rp o R R ADE B R R MR i A A5 A0, f i /1 Allocation (2[R 73T
LR R A 7 BT T3 T A T 22 TR, S8 B A CA IO [A] (AL . MR A
JUT H BRI T, A E PR CH CA BRSBTS (2 Ik Allocation 1R, 28 S A
B R

1. LandAmount =" stepNum'

2.5 =w,

+w, *d _tam; +w, *d _veity, +w,*d _city; +w, *d _vtown; +w,*d _town;

+W; *d _river; +w, *r _road; +w,*d _bdtown; +w,* f _rgn;

+W,, * planning;; +w, *con _ f; +w,, *landresource;

+WN” *neighbor";

1
3. pgl = 1+e—su“

pl
4.p' =exp|la| ——-1
Py max

5. for k =1 to stepNum!'
if P’ = Pl thenV; ™ =1

Py =Py = Pl 2R 2
P, Update
next k

4 WMREERLE

ZYgPE CA SR N HER A st il (B 2), HA FAEAL P R ks, vELAvE 1L
Sl e AR, AbRAe S A S s, AR PR, BRI Z0 150 km, 5
TR A 16410 km?, 2006 FE35 Bk ¥ IR 1324 km?. [ Ik a( 1958 44T BUX Rl 447
FH HT T L AR, b T sy R P I R R S AR R B Fk, 1958 4FL 1973 4F.
1982 4F, 1992 41 2004 4 (A6 5 T KU RIZE 2555, 20060, FHort 2004 4F Kz s AR RE ) H
Bk 2020 4F, ffiE T 1800 J7 N FUR RERIBL, LAK “ Pkl — My — 2 il ” B3 2% () 45
o, R B O 3-8 S - B ) T Sl 4 F . A SC LA 2004 4ERR 3 Tl AL R 2= T 2 (R
W FH M 23 ) o0 A1) T 5, R LI APE CA BRAY R S B A 25 B 75 2 1A BUR
S A A Y R R 1L
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Tab.1 Dataset in constrained CA model

it g BT HME B BIERIR

N * * SR
d_tam S5RZ S >=0

ZE 8] 73 T

.
¥y . r LRSI

d_veity 58 T >=0 ( ’ A

%] -
. FElEE
25k d_city R >=0 o %, -
o % 5
bt . R
-
0 LR
d_vt 5 TR =0 W -
o R g e ST
n’.-‘.
N I LR
d_vt 5— e 2 >=0 PN A i
- e e 147




i g BRI LI FebE kiR
FERE
d_ri AL >=0
_river YR (2 ST
d_road L 2006 4F3 4 B 5 >=0 2006-11-01TM
roal E 2 =
- = G
FEREE
d_bdt ST EOA S >=0
~odiown TR A
f rgn FUHEBE X IR 5 ) >=0 Ry eI R = A
) R SRR (2004 bR RIZE
planning - 0.1
W, 2020 4E HAr) 23245, 2006
il
2y . bR RIZE
sk con_f AR X 0.1 2. 2007
1
etk
| SPRIEE | 1 2.3 4, Aﬁfﬁ;ﬁﬁ(
(1) -+ 4 2% 2 5. 6. 7. 8 = ’
1988
A1
W . LRI 1 2006-11-01 ]
2R neighbor . 0~1 i
Sl FF R ot TM 5245 ik

5 BURSEHEH

5T ESRI ArcObjects 211, KH VBA TE S IFR T4 ME CA B, HERURS BRI TR
/N3 500 m*500 m (A FHEH 3L 65628 MIo). HZIHTE CA AR S A TE A,
2 ) AR 5 PR 2 (] 23 AT T e 3 B DO BRI I R A RS A8 1 e i 2 i stepNum F
AN B AR B (R ZR e AT, B IR BRI 7 58 S IR IX — B B ) 3k it H K AR
AT, REAANBYBE stepNum 2 AH IR, JLHE 57 A 3 Fior.




stepNum = ﬂ
T -t)/t,

Cr: FRRIAS ALk 7 i BC B A%t 3

Cr BLARZE W) T 28 iy 4t e o M A

T: AR SIS )
t: IR %I

e AEAMEERR LA ELS Y ]

4k 2006 FEHLAR XA (REAL2006), C=5297. #XI=¥[A/4A (PLAN2020) HifH)
W W HC Ok 9376 4, HRERIZ AN 712 AN Je ok BRI B e s, 7R R
WA E AL R B P, DR C=9376+712=10088. £ Pk CA LA (K IH R R B R
(2020-2006)*12/1=168, M4k XG5 14 70 N £l i stepNum=4791/168=28.6, i i5 U4 29,

Sof 23 ) AR B A R R ER A, R Logistic il MonoLoop 4E ) J5:528.  Logistic
D] 1 8 R A e A e A e Al B A T P M v SR s e T M ) A CRAR R N 1, AR RS
A H0), AR K23 2 H I ER neighbor 2 4 12 A~7% ] 45 & . 5 PLAN2020 5 REAL2006
YEREEIZ S, L HAE N Logistic [RIAMIPRI AR . 283k (9] U= B AT 3R 75 S BRI 7 8 AL
A H W DL H BT R (DA R 2 ANk 3 B, (1A RS T LUGA F1) 96%.,
Kappa ¥ 5% 4 72.5%, d_bdtown Fil region A8 &AM A 5 R, AR BT A7 78 &1 Wl 25 /K

750,001, [RIHER AL .

F 2 Logistic EAERHSER
Tab.2 Classification result of LR

Predicted
Y
Obeerved 5 ) Percentage Correct
0 59079 1603 97.4
M 1 1046 3900 78.9
Overall Percentage 96
% 3 Logistic EJIREFE
Tab.3 Coefficients of LR
RE B S.E. Wald df
d_tam 0.000008 0 10.542 1
d_vcity -0.000017 0 55.241 1
d_city 0.000009 0 11.149 1
d_vtown -0.000094 0 383.699 1
d_town -0.000095 0 192.663 1
d_river -0.000094 0 33.037 1
d_road 0.000684 0 128.971 1
d_bdtown
region
planning 23.173968 3.482 44.286 1
con_f 1.205157 0.064 352.253 1
landresource 0.141429 0.019 53.82 1
Constant -21.366643 3.513 36.997 1




W Logistic [91V7 510 € B neighbor 2 4 12 N2l A E AES 2 G, (RiFiXes
WESEAL, (EFRIP I —MEARRE, AW neighbor IR R AL wN, X ELANH
WN FBIE (SIM2020) 5Mg(l (PLAN2020), ¥4 EAf5 fcf: VUl e (UURCRE (R TR bR
B%, AIik¥t Goodness-of-fit, [l GOF #4%, sixf MUK, JLHSH M N 1) #wN
YE} neighbor A2 (AL R4 JLRAE T HUETE I T 0~100 1) 69 4> wN U FEA, H
i 22.5h, dGOF/dwN Mkl 3 Fron, wN HUEYE AT 0~20 Z[Hi, GOF B AfaE,
{REFAE 98.4% 75475 WN>20, GOF AW FF%, Zeid wN=76 iX—F3 11, % wN=100 i GOF
K F e/ MA 92.7%;  FJ5 I wN*=8.2 JTI T- 2020 4FA %45 ) T AS AR, G o] s v i
Tk $] 98.493% /K, B BB HEUERIE 98.915% 2% 0.422%, M FRARS.

99. 00 550 _—
98. 00 l 92,49 WN-S 2
\\ 28,48
97.00 o : H
-~
g 9600 T T ﬂ &
§ 95.00 E a8 45 .1 , f\ fJ\
* wu [Aflaft /LA
94.00
s AV
93.00 |
a8, 42
92.00 : : : : 08 41 e g
0.0 20.0 40.0 60.0 80.0 100. 0 0,0 2.0 4.0 6.0 80 0.0
wN W

& 3 MonoLoop 372k dGOF/dwN Bk
Fig.3 dGOF/dwN curve of MonoLoop
B MSE AR A RS WE 4, F RSB 25 stepNum. w2 T wNf QAL 3R
P CA BB, 225d 168 A Iteration, FEALS 1EI2AT, ST IFARICIIAE] 10104 4.
2020 FEIRBULSS WK 4 B (SIM2020), M7 [E) 53 A bl v] UG TR 45 R 5 1 7
FHVCHCRE B . 55 1~168 K Iteration FREILNSE S0 N A SKAS [FIBT B AT B ) 2 (I TE A
5 45 IR AE O AR S S, 55 SIM2020 — [), W] DA J- 3k BRI B0 1) P e

LTRSS
L
e

B 4 BIER (£ RPOCHXEHMXIFLE (&)
Fig.4 Simulated urban form (Left) and comparative image with planned form in central area
(Right)
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[E 52008-2018 FRIEM= BIFSE
Fig.5 Simulated urban form from year 2008 to 2018

F R 0] T A PLAN2020 FIRLLL A [HJEAS SIM2020 SR HI 75 [l R4 1E 4% ) 45 14 56
UFEE 7 A TR, B B0AE, A b Ve e v, LA T (.

6 BHSMEERBFKEN

VUM A S H0mT LA Oy SBR[ FE A5 ) R e U, IV B A RE I BUR A 7T LR
B SCHLR T 5 WURBUAT BOBUR 55 Bl BURANE £, AT LG HAH B A . 3T
stepNum S5, 855 [ sL R BOaAT X LE, w] DA I3y M ROR B (0 AR Ak, BE ifa] LAY th 75
BN EBGR N O W T2 AR R AR, T AR A 5K 4 THSEEUGR 0 St ) BEAR LTS
D, BETTS B[R] A BORAE D SRR KR LEACR CRITBSR AT 1) AR 46D

i=1-13

K, BRI S 1 A a4
w, B LR R

W, SR ) S B B (T R

A 2 BRI 25 B r] DUE H, 2006-2020 48 45k 4F 189 K 1) i 45 4 v P R0 S
29*12/4=87 V-5~ H, W NS I 100 ~P O KR bR, AR T A 1
BRI 87 J7 N NAZK I RE T ST A RS T rfC bk i)™ e i o AR il
AR X T A B SR, 15 WGV AT H SR A (R4S, 1K AR PR A 2RI T 5
()31 52 R R A A X IR FEAN A 5 AT OB B AT FpCa ik, AR — BB 5 S 12 A
R T i VTG K (0 R RS A2 B35, R I BE K 23 ) R A R

T HEAT BRI D Xt EE, DL 2001-2006 4FIk— D5 SR B, R L CA BTRER
2SS B0 7k, ATLASRES 2001-2006 4EAIMAISE (R 4). MIELX— 7 S BL
TGRS, LRI (2006-2020) P [ 3k i K Jd B2 R 2001-2006 A1) 2.6 5, X ARAE TR
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BENERAL SR GEHIAJE, LTI PE A, Sem N DRI, DAORUESEBLRLRI
S VM MR [RTISF, AR EG P SR B, FRRISHI A 75 s A KR ) S0 ) B2, it Al 2 BRI
Ji&, S9OSR BT ) B ARG, RN R A ORGP ) B o RS0 Py o 251k
SRV RS ) FE S Tz Dy s B, It Ul R T 5 R e T A B R X B FE AN
* 4 RESHI LR

Tab.4 Parameters of constrained CA compared with historical ones

RE PS4 (2001-2006) MRS H (2006-2020) EbAi GR35
stepNum 11 29 2.64
WN* 125 8.2 0.66
d_tam -0.000016 0.000008 -0.50
d_vcity -0.000025 -0.000017 0.68
d_city -0.000019 0.000009 -0.47
d_vtown -0.000094
d_town -0.000095
d_river -0.000138 -0.000094 0.68
d_road -0.000256 0.000684 -2.67
d_bdtown
f_rgn 4.302458
planning -0.410472 23.173968 -56.46
con_f -0.521103 1.205157 -2.31
landresource 0.141429
Constant -0.174524 -21.366643

QT SRAS DA o) BRI SE TR A AR, i R AES: 2001-2006 1) e bizt, ) 2020 4k
AR KWK 6 Fron (MR B RS SIM2020 A 1A D, %1 5
GOF=93.526%, 5 fi i) 1R A FERL A 75 4.967%, [m] AL 5 B oK 1 s 58 K & WL
T I TR AN [ % () A S R A R AR, ] LSS LA AN [R] 2 ) BOSRAE F T (900 25 1) A S 1 55 PR A
Pk, AT DO BURF FAIF8L R FH 140 20 1) A R BOSRE EATASEARL, T 170 20 RS K (19 2 ) e

' a F o n' M:
> H cs R
[ | emsmy—=
| B

P -
B s

B 6 L 2001-2006 &% BIEX HIIELILER
Fig.6 Simulated urban form with parameters set of 2001-2006 (Left) and comparative image
with planned urban form (Right)
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7 HR5HEN

TS SRR 25 SR R RAIE T U H 3y B 22 TR FE 2 T 20k CA (1 m) A ik
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