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3.1 LANDUSE

LANDUSE BUDEM 40
< LANDUSE2006 TM 2006 11 1 2
< LANDUSE2005 TM 2006 5 6
< LANDUSE2004 TM 2004 4 1
< LANDUSE2001 TM 2001 5 19
< LANDUSE1996 TM 1996 5 29
< LANDUSE1991 TM 1991 5 16
< LANDUSE1986 TM 1986 10 25
< LANDUSE1981 MSS 1981 6 23 1981 4 21
< LANDUSE1976 MSS 1976 6 5 1976 9 20
<~ LANDUSE1964 DISP 1964 4 ~1965 11 3
4
LANDUSE 1 LANDUSE2005 1
1 LANDUSE °
GRIDCODE
1 Urban built-up
2 Rura built-up
3 Water
4 Agriculture
5 Forest
6 Others
2 2007 ™
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University, San Francisco, CA 94132
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1 LANDUSE2005 6

2 LANDUSE2005 !
Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 1 4832 7.4 7.4 7.4
2 2274 3.5 3.5 10.8
3 2681 4.1 4.1 14.9
4 19701 30.0 30.0 44.9
5 35914 54.7 54.7 99.7
6 226 3 3 100.0
Total 65628 100.0 100.0
3.2 CONSTRAIN
CONSTRAIN 2006
2006 -2020
16
2 CONSTRAIN 3
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6 LANDUSE

" Frequency 1 0.25Km? 1 GRIDCODE GRID
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3 CONSTRAIN
GRIDCODE %
1 55.5 0.3
2 7130.1 43.5
3 4819.2 29.4
4 3878.2 23.6
5 527.1 3.2
3.3 LANDRESOURCE

LANDRESOURCE 8
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GRIDCODE

3

LANDRESOURCE

3 LANDRESOURCE

5 LANDRESOURCE

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid

1 8647 13.2 13.2 13.2
2 6883 10.5 10.5 23.7
3 10047 15.3 15.3 39.0
4 11803 18.0 18.0 57.0
5 15446 23.5 23.5 80.5
6 11760 17.9 17.9 98.4
7 980 1.5 1.5 99.9
8 59 1 1 100.0
Total 65628 100.0 100.0




3.4 ACCESSIBILITY

ACCESSIBILITY

TOWN ctam cedge
ccity cvtown ctown ROAD
RIVER GREEN RESORT
ESRI ArcGIS  Spatia Analyst
Line Euclidean distance
ACCESSIBILITY m 6
D _ROAD 4
6 ACCESSIBILITY
N Minimum | Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
d_facility 65628 0 19039 | 3853.90 3155.50
d_green 65628 0 22147 | 2815.18 3305.90
d_resort 65628 0 26953 | 5405.68 3752.46
d_river 65628 0 14230 | 3212.68 2416.59
d_road 65628 0 23547 | 2615.95 3310.81
Valid N (listwise) 65628
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PLANNING1993
7 10
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5 PLANNING1993

7 PLANNING1993

11

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid 1 10836 16.5 16.5 16.5

3 2863 4.4 4.4 20.9
4 16303 24.8 24.8 45.7
5 35626 54.3 54.3 100.0
Total 65628 100.0 100.0
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ENV = CON ([CONSTRAIN] £ cIsCONS, 0,1)* CON ([ LANDRESOURCE] £ clsLR,0,1)
*CON([LANDUSE] =clsLU,0,1)
cIsCONS:
clsLR
clsLU:
ENV 1 0
P 0 ENV
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PLANNING = CON([PLANNING] =1,1,0) 5
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g:0~1 7
a: RI

a=10 Rl 095~1.05

8 MidConstrain

MidConstrain
BOUNDARY 17

9 MacroConstrain

MacroConstrain ge

16 CON(A,B,C) A B C

1 MidConstrain

18 GDP GDP
2049



MacroConstrain =[a+b* (x- ¢)?]* 4
a=1208
b=30 8
c=2005
d:
X
MacroConstrain
CA 8 d

4.2.2

1 BUDEM Transition Rules
Decision Tree Multi-criteria
Evauation MCE MCE 9
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4.2.3 Logistic
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