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A Y B2 08 I A DA ] 2 IR R A S 3 3R T
RRJEAHGEN - HATC R RN T2
(Disturbance) & {F1& YRR - BHIEE S B 1KY
Landsat ZF I B GR4CH: T 50 ZHERMEREL -
B 2008 4 3= B H A 5
Geological Survey, USGS) BHINERUHE » (€ H#ERF
FFF RIS G ER D IRl # e - REEANRIE
TEBEESE (Wangetal., 2022 ~ Zhu,2017) » %
TG IR R PP 51 o i 2 AL R B L A B
FHEEVARTTE (Muro et al., 2018) » FEHAEIE 47
BRI B ~ A FEHE (Vegetation index, VI) =
HADEECTANEE - sete e R A R
tE 7S (Banskota et al., 2014) o DUME AR F5HE
HSE P B Lo R R HE e St R AE o BN AR 2 0 LAY
FEFIJT% » JUHZ NDVI #5802 FH A ke fls
(Succession) = {EEFHEN (Jodo etal., 2018 ~ Song &
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Woodcock, 2003) = ZAMT » #F 4Rt TGN I
fath o A PR R P B R e s A A Y BR R e T A
£ BHEFLUTLIMNE (Near infrared, NIR) (T
R B AR G Y NDVI {RZS 5 [l s AR E R - 7%
AW SRS B A AEENE (Pickell e
al.,2016 ~ Massetti ef al., 2019) o KA SR THFFEE
AR EE RN ARNEREARARER L EYBI
Y 45 8 4L M 5%  (Short-wave infrared, SWIR) i E%
(Jacques et al., 2014) » HEFHEIVEHATEIEE E#E
ARG AR S Y et 4 R M - I ReA bR
JELEFSIE (Normalized burn ratio, NBR) SUARMIKIE
}5%; (Forest recovery index, FRI)Z (Hislop et al.,
2018 ~ Morresi et al., 2019 ~ White et al., 2017) °
TEHE AL A5 AR B ] R 51 ] DLZE AR i il — st A
WA R PR S CRERNET - HESwIE i e g
SRR - IV R R R IR REE T AR
ZINBE (Wulder et al., 2004) - HHERY R &5 B
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B RHE ARSI R DR AT T - E14h
FHUREMEME S Y, GEE LY E (Biomass) FIZEH
f& 5 81 (Leaf area index, LAI) Ay fin i [ %
(Foody et al., 2001 ~ Hudak et al., 2002) » ¥ =25 & 2
PREAVEERE(EETAHBIMEE L 0.11 2 041 ZF (Ma
etal.,2018) - ZE&H, 3 (Airborne LIDAR) & —FEF
BV - RESE SR A2 A RS AR
BEW =GR R RSB B 8IS
(Drake et al., 2002) - fHEFREEOCERAS - 22808
R CHYY 22 T B SRR AR - EEDARNEE B
EEMENEM - By 7ok E2EAHkgSRETR K
&t B B2 A I B 22 F O ) P T e e A i
FREBIE 7 A RE R TE NS A A 22 R - F sz
I A ENRE - T I ST AR A RE Y
FHEPRAEAR (Bolton et al., 2020~ Senf et al., 2019) -

EEZFMHEA ELE - HEREEE - B
TISRREFR SRR, » 55 3 T SEEFERR R
& W B AR RE RATTHEE - ApbRE LS
7K F Y D SEER R L& b £ 2EHY
ME X (Stand-replacing) 8 - Z& IS lTE &
@I R A FR IR HAE M A - 18/ D B S
HBEPRRE 2 BB Eh & BLE AIE dOIRREAY 2 52
EREE S WA A P AR BRI = B B - HF AR5
YoM AE BE 4 A A [F] 22 R ~ B RS e
R HIIRIESE(E (Banskota et al., 2014) » ik
A T B ACHE S [F WRAE P BR VB TR » $2 it
HRAMHAE SRR R - AEHZELAEE D A R iEE)
HYE RS /KIE Rt 751 - I RS P 512 8 M
SAAGAS 2 B 22 R S it 2 B e iet e e A A
I3 2009 B o0 L SK 1R AR AR AR 2R Rt
ELAERSHT IR AEAE - 9T H A R IR RIREREEE T A
BN A R HE G AR T - PRt AR EE
GERSHIWAE AR B FEMSHE Rt B F
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(8 1) » H/KHEfELY 378 km? » VRIS S/ A 87 &
3,287m > BT 157 & 867 i » BEHEHIBAHITY
ER} - S A2 FsvarEH; - SKENEEBEUINE
LLTESUR FORSIR =R F S0 » Mg LLE
Tk FORIN T By o SRAE: b8 nE 2V 2R R
& - AR ELY 2,918 mm - 90 % DA ERIFERT
BRPIES~10 B > FHPR% 22.9°C - FK@EAZ
FyE RS - ARFZERD - BA-FIFREE
ER RS KE RS KR SE A st i S
1.62% « f{IIBMESE 2 B HR BRI R 5 2 > 2009 4
Shve R K Rig - SKEFREAEEYINE 3,539.51
ha - AHEZSERITRLIHENI T 3,190.86 ha HYARERHT » i
IEREREEER 0.92% FFFE 9.35% » ZEEHZ SR K
(R ST B L B ELEE -

2.2 5EA
2.2 1 HEOCRRAE N A

bFEsE A e E 1% 2 2023 AFfE3L 198 18
StEEt B 544 By Landsat~ SPOT %.%1[Ei Sentinel-
2 F=REREEE (e ErE 1 -
Landsat 20 HH USGS By EarthExplorer SE 5 HYL
15 By Level-2 ARSI RS - &R -
NIR PAK: 2 {iE SWIR J7E% » Hirp Landsat-7 ETM+
Himes B H 2 G E R A R ERERIENR - R
Mg G IEEES ENVI (Y Gapfill e
1T 22 P52 JCIE Al - Sentinel-2 [y BN K 22 442
(European space agency, ESA) HJCEEE » SFTHE
SHEBBEEF L E (Copernicus open access hub)
fefit Level-1C HHM ARG TR H 57 i - SPOT
R REREsEE 2 > W9EfiH SPOT-4 - SPOT-
5~ SPOT-6 J¢ SPOT-7 [ fllesfatk > et -
Forfr SPOT-4 B SPOT-5 214 Rt ~ 416 LUKz NIR
B SWIR JRZER4HEY 1Tl SPOT-6 Jz SPOT-7 HIl Fym] &,
JEEL NIR R ES4HRY - fERFEIFPIRG oI B 5o
HYR SRR E BAH BRI E R O AT R AR
T RERE (RIS H — 8019455 (Banskota et al., 2014)e
MR {E Landsat g5 R 3R SO %8 0 SR
Sentinel-2 §2{5 & SPOT 4557 BBk FHE MG
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22251 fE S A

ZEHOCENE R Rt AE T - EEM
JERUM R R A T AT — MEREE B - BIEEE Y

SR BAL A o 4 ] DA AR v R T Y B R A A
(Digital surface model, DSM) Eil & {& = F2 &1 #U
(Digital elevation model, DEM) » 4% o i & 1H k5
KRBT = ERY g = EFAY (Canopy height
model, CHM) » 5]{F s S ALIE S RERY AR &R - B
FEEMCESERPTY 2021 FEHARSH AL B R E
KA AN SEa B T 2R O R - [
PRI B L1480 2010 ~ 2012 47 J7 2016 4Ff]
F AR I E R T 22 MRS 1 m (g S
AL > SREANZE A AL ve AR — (8N RS 5
tEtoe 1L -

22 AR EEERETET R

BT O A R R - BigEE
1% NDVI & NBR B LR HA A
WL > IEATHE -

(NIR-R)
(NIR+R)

NDVI =

(NIR-SWIR3)
(NIR+SWIR3)

NBR =

U NIR ST ALIME B » R [BELERZEE - NBR 2
PRI RAT 2,000 nm HYFRZATAME (SWIR,) B
AL BT &R - R R R
Landsat J Sentinel-2 £2{& 0] DIEEL » # NBR B

FEA I ERFHER K NDVI -

e JE v P AR AR R v P A B (A
Bl FEDIHEE R AL (Area-based approach, ABA)
TERIERETY » Al LI G RIS E T R e 4
HEE(45KE (White ef al., 2016) - FZZE1%E 30 x 30
m HYZEE BT - T 30 m TR e Bg
TCALE » {18 ABA HYJTAR CHM 5HE 2 fEE
AT TR AR - FEIL ST BR4EREE L - 55 1
(Ee @ 4EttE iR R P EE S (Mean top-of-the-
canopy, TCH) - U {5 T 2= [Hi# & P E #ioe fe & 1
HFIME - sTEAZAIT ¢

ThE
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A CHM; FyZZ BT N5S il CHM (B N FyZEfE
BTN CHM {§r#iE @ EARMITHEE R &
900 2 {E T @ 45 HEHE IR el g 2 &% (Canopy
cover ratio, CCR) » {7222 BT P 1 = FE R 2
m RAE 7 7 ZLEB] (Ahmed eral., 2015 ~ Smith
etal.,2009) » HAK A .

CCR =% 100 » CHM; 2 2m............ (4)

Hetn o RyZEfEBE T CHM {H > 2 m FYBITEL

2301580574

2315 AREE BT BEHE

FIF 2009 FEEAISCEE 10 A 30 HHAH#AY
e L2 B o3 #r (Object-based
image analysis, OBIA) J7iE#EITRAGHIIF 3 &%
LA NDVI SF5{E 0.05 %F?’Fﬁﬁ*@%@  E9T Ry
T S IREA - HE— P BB AN TRETT
EXCOLIEIEN S LE%Q%%%#FTE@Z%# PREFRR
ARSR T R B B AR F R R IR A - SR
BRI ROK L IRFFBA A AR IRt e 25 - 2t
HUBFSREIEARY 10 ha By o ikEld - HitAgsmsty
EEtEEE IR E AT Eﬁmf@ ZEfe B R
Ry T HIEE W R IR E RIS - BB e
SIRFBAGTTHY NDVI I frigih - %Iﬁtln:nﬁhln:nw
HAEEE KERREENILE - Mann-Kendall (MK)
WE T AN R Z FE R A 5 S E b - Ry
RIEERET T - FIRHER 82 & A BE
S5t (Hamed & Rao, 1998) - AR ELABIE fa e
J57d » Wi/ N3 %L Cox-Stuart 18 %E » MK j#3%
M e Zm E R E R A - 5 BRI R
B FifHRF T B R A/ NG (5 B 7 & E PR RF ]
FroERt - HO7Ea0T ¢

R Y () EBCAE BX =
X} * Mann-Kendall 345t = S & ¢

Landsat 3

{x1, x5, ...,



FER N TRS - BRE: USEFIEIESR UG RIS HISERSBa L EERNEREER 195
+1’ X; — Xj >0

S = Xr Yy sgn(x; — x;), sgn(x; —x;) = R =X =0 s 5)
—1, xl- - Xj < 0

Het n EREFIIERIVEE - x Ml 73 B R
Frlefey (j>i) BEHNE - EREVar(FEE

n(n-1)(2n+5)
18

Var(S) =

Enz 10 Rp i et 2 S AT PR F R AT -
SPIEEE O FREE B Sttt B Zat ey

S$>0

S-1
Jvar(s)
Zg=4 0 ,JifS=

5-1

Jvar(s)

l5<0

BHE/KE 0=0.05 BT T > Zs>Zyr=| £ 1.96 |
REGEBERAET LHVEE SR - EREN Zs IE
B Rt - RRZ GO EREREHETE
B AR Zo S{ERTERES SES A B E R
HERTERER -

2.3.2 0 @& R

RS ATEUSHY CHM BRI ] PR AR B 22 e i
B EERER IR IA BRI T A HE 8 B R 22
RIEE SRR - TERESR2E07E (BTn%
TClHlER) BT AR B B R A AR (R -
P e i e 58 B K ) 3t I 7 O TR B 1G- B) R AV &5
5 (Chen & Hay, 2011) : [fiJE2Hii a5 22 B AR
BRI R AR R (R - B AT DI S 4R
BREA - ST E e T B A E IR
B (Ahmed et al., 2015 ~ Matasci et al., 2018 ~ Viana-
Soto et al., 2022) - {EIEAYFEHISE & 7] - B84\
EFE A S5 REAHRARY AL & - NDVI -~ NBR - ZE5%
J& (Tasseled cap brightness, TCB) ~ %&£ (Tasseled
cap greenness, TCG) ~ JRJ¥ (Tasseled cap wetness,
TCW) ~ ZEFE (Tasseled cap angle, TCA) ~ #2415
FEEf (Tasseled cap distance, TCD) DLz & fjfEAE L
FEF5% (Temporal standardized disturbance index,
DI - NDVI JZi 52 FE R A FEEE - NBR &

F SWIR iz E4H A HUHE AR 51 - AEHEHA (Tasseled
cap trasform, TCT) J2 /AT ARMR&EHS ~ IRREEEER LT
B FHRVER AT R - 2 eatn B Ry S FERE
SERE ~ GRS ROREHRF B & - i TCG K TCB [
{E 7y SRR AR P E - SR BRI Ry
(TCAYRFE T 1 A= BLFEHE A HYAHRLEL B (Gomez et
al.,2011); [} TCD I 28 AE V181 N 52 Bl A A Y B
HE - W AR AR S RE AL (Duane et al.,
2010) - HEFEEUE HIEAE(E TCB~ TCG f TCW #E
{F4LEEFEE (Healey et al., 2005) » FIACHRAH T
1B ZIEERAE AR © de Beurs et al. (2019) HIFEH
LA R R H IR B2k 4H &t Dl K 52 B 2260
Vil B pefR e Pl R e By TR L -
PRI SBR[ A S A R P A A - 7R
SEHFCURAVZRE %L (Crist, 1985 ~ Huang et al.,
2002~ Zhai et al., 2022)~ B MERITE NS 2 65 NBR
B TCT JiiENTARD R - JHER SWIR, JE
EATSHENY TCT ZE RBUREH SR IERY =
G {8 ¥ Landsat R IS0 B TROH -

BE %A% Pk (Random forest, RF) & % R 5ife
(Decision tree, DT) kIR E HEE -
DT G{EEFISREEA PR A TR G - 1
FrEEEG PR k R EUSURETR A - DL
Gini 5805/ M B S IR L (R B M 1T P B R
G BRSNS R SRS AR ety (o] R TH
HEHETTF5 (Breiman, 2001) - {1 =1 CHM {55
(e FE S FE AR AN TR [EI AR PE BRI H IR -
PR EL N RSBk CHM BRI ] i R AR AT
Landsat s T TR & - fE AR i 18 R A%
MEE SN =B R AE T S - ISR &
BB 73 s 2/3 HNREE R 1/3 BRsg &k -
A 4% DLUBR 58 R A Y TR E (R B
determination, R?) ~ 5 75fR557% (Root-mean-square
Error, RMSE) K {mzi{E (Bias) ACGRFAEHEAIRGAE -
A LLBCREEI LTRSS SR » BARIAE KT {E R

(Coefficient of
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ZEE (version 4.1.0) IEEE NAY random Forest Eff

2.3 3G BB PR AR ARG ST

Ry LERE A e s Bl et fR & R Y PR AR IR AR 2 52
TEE G T E FFEE NDVI~ NBR » TCH k2 CCR
VUTEE #R S R P S &R - R G R E R
RS H - EF 2009 428 H 8 HEHSTE K T8
A H o SR AT R R R R TR S R R
(Time since disturbance, TSD) - {318 & 2R - T
BT N 2= [ R PR HIE RV » THE T & E IR PR

o SRS E R b (I R AR T RE

DRIEE 28 & DSBS AU A A PR A BT (Sent et alL,
2019) - WIFEERARYE 2B & TR -

y(t) =a-* ln(t) + b ....................................... (8)

Hrha ByalfRlRR > b BEEE(E - ¢/ TSD > B
LB H o yo B TEREH®E - BATAMGIIE AR
BE - BB RRa & E R EIIE R
izt WARFREE L BRI IRHTR © B
tEAEEE Bz M E M - (RVUTEE HR R
PRAGHBTHIRIAHETT K-means £EREIIHT  IFFTAE
BB R BAFIRIE ~ th AR R R = (8
e o EHEERELAHET A MR PR E
B RO AR AL SR RE » M DARERB R TP BT
BRI - LRSS F AR ] T E gt
gL (8 2) - IO AR E e R E 2 T
HIRCERAM AR BT et TUIRE R By T Az L
{EBAMSERIE - TTUEE N IIAR B WRIEEDE
FZHEFIZE RREAMA T R PEE T REPRIRRFH] -

A e yEANFEE > MF, o BEEW T 25 (E > ail
b Ry R UMY R S (E - iEiE
L R T IR AT YR A R ] LSt AR AR IR AR
Eb (Vegetation recovery ratio, VRR) » 7 Hftz% B fH] B
1B B HE A R BRI R R IRIEFEE - VRR
AR ¢

F_+NE

S$UoEl REN113FE 128

VRR(%) = % o (01| OO (10)

3. 4
3.1 FRIFHE B EHE
IR AR AIRRGE R - SLEERE T 35 {ERHIE
FRIB R TE ARl > SEIEITE By 756.45 ha  J{5ARER
FEE#24%1A150 90 m #i[E - NDVI 8t & B R it
Z B LBOI S BN R S BT E T R A
M ALE - PREME RSV LRSS B -
AR € 1% NDVI i Ehhe E 45 R8> 47 83.83%
HIARSRH A S A HRAE (8 3) - FrA ARt
HER 4 (ERRFEHIE B LB NG 60 % > 3 {EARLR
HAVE EELGIZE 70 % - Hak 28 {EpRtAvE S
BlEi 80 % BUR ik 2S5 KEM AR R AR
ETER A - AN ES R -

3.2 T R4S IR A A A

TERA TE & P N 8 5l B ik = B &0k} 4 HUS:
68,003 SEREA - DAL 45,421 AN By AL 5k
R BB - B 4 Rl B4S i any RS
G 1 1 INEREE THHIBCR EI R RF A ELA B
YFFEMISEAE » TCH DAK, CCR AYHEEHEAINY R? 152
F] 0.9 DI_E - TCH f5#f/) RMSE 8 5 1.75m > {H
Bias BURERGHAIA LS {5 (0.11 m) AYEY - B
Z8 CCR FEAUTE R? FHMS{E > TCH 5244 - {2 RMSE
Fy 8.88 % » HEUREEIZRINE Kyoriy - WiE LR
7= (Bias = 0.32 %) » fHAUERREEHARAR(EK - E—F
T BREs AT A (B 5) - REAEHY -
fi3 2 TCH = CCR HE(HEAY » T2 711 B 2 FEK
Fefh ~ EEEAET o BIER B SR RaR R
BRI » B A IRRER - HAE TEHIRCRG R o ]
DL R EBERIAR/ NS 1 IVIBTE - SRBHDUE AR sl
B AR AU R RN & -
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(S IEZlEA:

Index

AT wEe
= gt

s EEERENTSTER
T R

2 1EEERRAEHEN s AR A AR

& 1] L O

[ IB0gsExE v
KIREERE L o L
N ErEEmE o
Il gntsmE
Mann-Kendall Test 4

Z-Score
High : 15.73

o YT

Low : -13.65
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[
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40

R?=0.93 Pd
RMSE = 1.75 ¢
Bias=0.11 4

35

Predicted TCH (m)

a) TCH
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ARENST ET+NE F0OH KB 113F 128

100

R*=0.94
RMSE = 8.88

Bias =0.32
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@ 4 o e S R A BRne e A TN ARG
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15

Residual (m)
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[ 5 i aS R A R R aa e A RIS 2= ]

3.3 HAEWENIIEZR

PUTERE AR FHE IR AR TR K-means 52557
TS RMZEAIFR 1 - BE2RA 83.83% MBI ER
HEE NDVI FREWRAEERGE - (HEPEE— (5
PRSI 41.78%) BN ELGIRE - 49 27.98%
HIRRSREE & Ry R IRAR - (£ 14% HVARSRMIEA B
THEMIRIE (8 6) © TEWRIE SRR FAHATAR N RGN
PG R - NDVI AR REA IR EE
(R%) K » CCR ~ TCH {RFFZXZ * NBR HY4HA
PG RIS - BEEWIE SN - AR
HIE gt o R (& 1) » {EL i s

RAFIRAEEE4H - NDVI [y R? R 048 EFHH]
0.78> CCR Jz TCH fy R?, 5y B hnZE 0.72 ~
0.62 > fif NBR [y R, fE{¢ 0.12 _FF}51 0.45 « EHAK
EREENLE » T R ORISR T
FIE el AR AR B ERIE%
NEZIREL  BEEHEI R TR - MR
ZHIEHE S - (HAE R AR B S A E IR
Lo MR - RIGFEFEAFRINLE - (BB RETS
TERER » R HLAE RSN e S FAH S N - Ry
RE SE AT MR OB L -
& 7 BURFTAE S M BRI AR
FHETAME AR ERE - &SRB PRAR BT 721 2 B AR
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TEfRAE - 31 50 % WYMKIBHEEIORFRHE S 45T Rl
B RN T B RIRIEEARNIE B B R E A AT
HEEIRAE - ARSI A+ AR - & IKIE
BRI AFIEMEET S AR VRR 11
(F#2) K& 15 (2024 ) FrEEREUECAH
EWHEAEEEAE (e m&kE 1) > B
1E R A Y AR SE R A AR FEIEAY VRR E %
FREMKIEE] 40 % ~50 % > (HEERE L3 @4R1E > VRR
AT 15% LUT AR I a iy RAFIRAE 4

NDVI /] VRR FH 48 AT %] 100 % NBR 1 VRR
WEHRAIE 2 90 % 5 TR fEss (diat £ BUR T K
EEBIHIA A (TCH=7.97m » CCR=73.26%) »

CEEHMEEEIVERBCRE - AR E
AMSERIE (B VRR 100 %) HY1E FHFHE (1)

E1E RIFWAR FRALE A E HF N IRIE 2Rk
JyHY7KAE - NDVIAE 15 FA TP - T
NBR HIFR4Y 29 4 ; it fg &gy (R A #4212 - CCR
SLRATACE 41 48> TCH AIfEETFREE 95 FoRIR(E 2
BRI KA - EEIRAEE R NDVI AR
BUNARE AL 1% 44 PR 7KEE » (H NBR
SHEREEF T E AV R AT RE R 2 264 FE 2 A &t
SR T HIBERETE 90 AR WARE & AR AE R Rk
f# (TCH>5m » CCR >60 %) » AlEkDIFF @R ER
IR 7K o Eef RIS T R AT AR R BT
ETHERPEAVERE & (R 2)  SKREFH
ZARRIEHEEA (TCH<2m > CCR <20 %) » {RA]
RES AR PR - (E AT -

1 BEGEEVEAE R BIAEEFR S MR R 55

BEE pPWar2EE  RIEER R?, REHEMEET HEX HHEERE ()
R4 0.78 y=0.178 In(x) - 0.705 14.64
NDVI 0.823 g 0.68 y=0.145 In(x) - 0.580 43.61
i 0.48 y=0.093 In(x) - 0.394 o
RAF 0.45 y=0.092 In(x) - 0.226 28.8
NBR 0.626 h 0.28 y = 0.065 In(x) - 0.120 264.1
sy 0.12 y =0.027 In(x) + 0.036 o
RAF 0.62 y =2.413 In(x) - 12.807 95.02
TCH 12.42 th&s 0.49 y =0.943 In(x) - 4316 %
sy 0.32 y=0.256 In(x) - 0.854 o
RAF 0.72 y=19.671 In(x) - 96.084 40.99
CCR 93.03 thE 0.58 y =10.590 In(x) - 49.830 o
gy 0.34 y =3.050 In(x) - 13.931 o
AL 0" Sy 1E SR 1,000 47 > AFREELIKAR B RAEHAAKHE -
F 2 (AEWIEHPMEET A IR EIHY VRR E(L5E
S =i EE:F}‘E%EE%{F% (f'i)
PeiseR datR 3 7 10 15 20 25 30 50 100
NDVI  65.72% 84.04% 91.76% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
euippe  NBR O 66.76% 7921% 8446% 90.41%  94.64%  97.92% 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
TCH  32.87% 49.33% 56.26% 64.14% 69.72% 74.06% 77.60%  87.53% 100.00%
CCR  44.71% 62.63% 70.17% 78.74% 84.83% 89.55% 93.40% 100.00% 100.00%
NDVI  52.84% 67.77% 74.05% 81.20% 86.27% 90.20% 93.41% 100.00% 100.00%
s NBR O 53.51% 6230% 66.01% 7022% 73.20% 75.52% 7741% 82.72% 89.92%
TCH  18.39% 24.82% 27.53% 30.61% 32.80% 34.49% 3587% 39.75% 45.02%
CCR  26.11% 35.76% 39.82% 44.43% 47.71% 50.25% 5232% 58.14% 66.03%
NDVI  31.22% 40.79% 44.82% 49.40% 52.66% 55.18% 57.24% 63.01% 70.84%
seppppr  NBR O 35.94% 39.59% 41.13% 42.88% 44.12% 45.08% 4587% 48.07% 51.06%
TCH  7.55% 9.30% 10.03% 10.87% 11.46% 11.92% 12.30% 13.35% 14.78%
CCR  7.97% 10.75% 11.92% 13.25% 14.19% 14.92% 15.52% 17.20% 19.47%
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4. 5 Em
4.1 W ESTRREET HI{T 1%

MR R E VDG R ZE O
B SN - R = o e AR E R
BERERIGESE A RFHIERES - iERFATW
TR N BRI S B T AR AE B E 940 (T BB R ]
SEAFEANES - £SO RF @A T
RAFTRMEIEESR - BT BV iTRE - B
A MEREEE A - FHEEE RS
R A AL HREEY - [FIRR DA S IR A ACHE b e
JE4EREAIRTSE S BREEs (Ahmed et al., 2015 ~ Bolton
etal ,2018 ~ Bolton et al.,2020 ~ Matascietal.,2018 -
Viana-Soto et al., 2022 ) » iZ LB TR @ E T BT
iy R*ZEIH (0.62~0.88)° TCH 17 RMSE %7 jis 1.87
m ~2.88 m [ » [fii CCR ] RMSE %4F 0.07 % ~
18.73 % » HISRI LA R R 2= - AWTTERITEM
ARG R e RS TE AR AR BT
{EFTA SORRELARRFEIEAIEY 10 1 FORIECREEFE
FRACHTRIE | =i R SEREH IR A B RS - 22
[ BT HE AR e R HRE 2 A A 5T BT BT I 45 1Y
(RRRME > BURAR T 1388 Ret g R TR R A R 52
(Garcia et al., 2018) - [t A EHETE B 4EFERY =t ]
e ] R O A FE AT et R ¢S Ry o AR BRI - (o
AT B R S RS A EE: (Glenn et
al., 2008) - MEFAEEE I - RAFHIRERRT TR
IR A G A L A A FE ARG - BIER
TR Y WIREHTHEA - TR GOl EE LU IERE(S
ST EESRARE - TR ZERUR - Mo-PaE
FERE 5 m WYL E ERES ST - &Rk
= 30 m R A S HERKAS 10 m DLERY
TEBIY el e SRR - EEEREER
HEANZE 70 % S LAY AR RHE I A D o AH St -
BRI 2B R (E i H IR A R0 ££ CCR 90
% ToLRERMNER - Wit EREIDSET G
HYECE b - A e A R AR A R
FARH T AE MBI B PR B R B 3t > B
=SSP H AR S A 30 m DL RAYARh E R

RS MFREFRIEAENTHS AR RRIBERIGIBED B RNIERERER 201

AR RS > DU R B E R AV ©
JEFITERL AT R ITE SR L - AIRER Y
2 EssfEaS S nlR T A MR HURE - RER—
FNZIHARHISOEGE R - RS ff (7 2
HUsZ 8 - RBSAER - (EAD R ERE S
TELCEAREN 572 » ] AR R Z2 e A fifee
FEE S IV ERTEER - KiEt 7T TEREEE
Al > ZRTTAERAE S B T RE AR 52 e AU A B st
EEMN > TR Z EE -

4.2 HMEFR R ER

IF [ e B 73 A7 7 7R AB HiEAE AR AR AR B
HHENHES: - ISP Z= RS R T8 S
SRR ZEM AN - KR SEARI RS R
N AFEEY - AR — iR e it - (H
WEAIEZFMIY - HEY) - SR ERSE
WELE > HIUEERENERERERRTR KR
T 2022 ~ PREEETE > 2023) - FFSSREBRUE AR
FEREAG M B IR TR 2 SERT/K AR AR Fa] AT BE
%G 10 4 (Hislop et al., 2018~ Jin et al., 2012~ Pickell
et al., 2016 ~ Shen et al., 2020) > E {7 HHFEAIEE Rtk
MO ZE+444F (Cuevas-Gonzilez et al., 2009~
Morresi et al., 2019 ~ Yunus et al., 2020) » £ — 4
PA_E (Chompuchan & Lin, 2017 ~ Chu et al., 2016) °
HEEZ T - B S E BRSNS EE R -
Senf & Seidl (2022) 5 B AER 73 AR AR
TG ATAE 30 A DIBAREHHERIIKE » 1
H/ VM EE SHFERZE 100 4 ; Bartels ef al.
(2016) Hy 77 A8 R 80 5 1 BEMRAY T g 7 3
Fers e oy HIAET-#1% 50 FREL 100 5 P E F A H -
BBV AL > Suganuma & Durigan (2015) fEELPH
HEEIH ISR B AME SR 70 F o5 RATIFHE
A AYEEETFIEAMATEYINE - HEBsErErR
Okuda et al. (2019) 434 55 A5 5 £ FR RO
=SEWIE - EHEEAEERIEL TR 80 44
AR FUAARRET/KAE o BURTARMAEEE - Btk
METE 4SRRI 2 A EEE R - RN EIRIEZE
FEEBURARHIELR - (HE R LAV ITamBEEL
AT EEEE S 2/ 2R HER - B
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EFBNIAR R ENG F3FZ - (AT
RIFIRIEMER NDVI AYRERE(E 15 FFFIZKIER
i » NBR AERHPIEROVE B R B
AR o 78 2 S R e R (18 B e ] A B At Ak o
BRI (38 3) » DLPARIEE WA
HEREEERE o AR VRAE A BV A AT B R AR
BT A EZRIFINE - R R4S R
PR SRR 5 T LGB i B RAER M B
Hl e Ry 52 v B A B S S S A RE I
T o BRI NMENALE - AR A
e E 2 B JE By Y R A R Y A
(Competitive inhibition) » B¢ & B IR EIEH LS,
R RV 38 % (Environmental filtering) Ff

F_+N%E FrUE RE113FE128

B EED\E MRS OIS EL - SRR H A
PARR AR E > FFAE TR BT E S -
R ORI SR A U T G R

T A FE AR A A Y SR IR AE IF R 2 N AR MR A 1
HIPRAREFE « Finl 220 T HARG B » 4hlehham
572 28 et B B PN 2 A SR D AR et S
6 013050 R P ) R SO AR PR A AN T & 1 R AR
EIEHEISE (White ef al., 2018) - fH%H7 NDVI »
& SWIR S ESERE AT NBR fEWRIEHER A (H5T L
HEEE I HEE S RNKE BN EEARAEE
YIS TR AR 5= P HE AR S R
MIRETT BRI R R A G S

* 3 MBSO SR ARME BRI

BFER R EEEE AMIEBIFRE (yr)
NDVI 11.10 ~ 12.18
NDMI 10.08 ~ 11.53
Morresi et al. (2019) Bk NBR 10.73 ~11.85
NBR2 11.12~12.36
FRI2 15.69 ~ 15.58
Shen et al. (2020) AR NDVI 5
Yunus et al. (2020) JFEER NDVI 18
Chompuchan & Lin (2017) K NBR 23.38 ~27.29
SWIR Band 4.8
. o NBR 5.6
Pickell et al. (2016) K~ bk NDVI 37
TCG 1.7
NDVI 5
SAVI 5
TCG 5
: . TCA 5
Hislop et al. (2018) HK NBR N
NDMI 7
TCW 8
NBR2 9
Jin et al. (2012) K EVI 5~8
, . NDVI
Cuevas-Gonzalez et al. (2009) Bk NDSWIR >13
Chu et al. (2016) K FRI 30 ~ 47
Canopy cover ratio (CCR) 50
Bartels et al. (2016) TPk~ (AR Tree height 100
Basal area (BA) 200
Basal area (BA) 15
Suganuma & Durigan (2015) AL ~ Ak Tco?zrillo (I;chs(i)t\;/ e(r) ;?2:; (scpecc}i?s 2(1)
Species richness 70
Okuda et al. (2019) BN Canopy height 80
Senf & Seidl (2022) JRJE, ~ #4F ~ B7K Canopy cover ratio (CCR) 10 ~>100
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BN AEEREER - ARG ESIGEA KR
BRE LA - DAL AR BRI A R AR 2
SOBFHELRITRIE 55— 0 M AFE R il
HRIIEYHE LA E R - FEREEHIES o
i EHFREANIEE (Chu & Guo, 2013 ~ Fairbanks
& McGwire, 2004 ~ Hernandez-Clemente et al., 2009)

FERHBCE RIS - HRRHA S E DUERCAHL
15 LiDAR S & RFLIKEE 2 (Synthetic aperture radar,
SAR) &t} - AIEE IS S IR E— D R
WeaEREEHE. - BUISEERIEN LiDAR &ERHSLL
st SRR v B 1 - B & R R 1R
(Diameter at breast height, DBH) ~ EEEf& 58 (Leafl
areaindex, LAl) ~ S 5457l (Height percentile) Ei
@R [A2 S (Canopy return density) 2 (Liu et al.,
2018 ~ Véga et al., 2016) » B3& H SAR B {RARENTE
e Sinei- 1 Cive - L SRl DN RAY N1 0] =K
sERES# (L (Garclaetal., 2018 ~ Shaoetal.,2017) - DA
S RREA AR LAV EERE, - R AR
TEE ETENAVAER - AR R AR Y E R
b - BBt E R EHEHERAE RS - WAL

TR

REZTHREIIIRIE S om -

5. &5am

P YIS R G R it 1 s H s SRtk
&l > FIE O R R ST HIE AR S AR & R 2
B HERATENFE LR - 2SR E
TEAFR S T RIIE S A B B
EPAEERAR > B T AATE SRR
KIMCHATEATEEE - WA R B AR TES
L > NIt E SR VIR EER] - 2280t
EEREAENE BN R4S - W OT SRS AR 1E
BEMHIE R - HZIRH A BE R RS LRI
EHEAVEN - EGHEA GRS BAIRB T M AT
AITTHNITE > A A BRI B E AR
HMAFTRAG - 753 SOEE e e AL
FERS BB SR JTA T - R R AR
S I G RS (G TR IR AR » KA
FRSRAT PRAR AR 0 R B AR 53 B A0 HR Y

203

Pheile - RAFIRIE EAVIRR S S - HfhE
TR RT LSRR 197K © IR RRIRIE B 2
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EEMESREEREEE Pyt > EARTREF
SR TE AT ARERINT REP A H 2 IR - WHE S
B R B TS A R AT st s B RE (R B RS -

SE R
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175 » DOI : 10.6574/JPRS.202309_28(3).0002 -
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Evaluating Recovery Rate Differences between Vegetation Structure and
Spectral Indices in Large-Scale Landslides Using Time Series Remote
Sensing Data

Cheng-En Song 1 Su-Fen Wang 2 Yi-Chin Chen 3

Abstract

This study developed a canopy structure estimation model based on time-series vegetation spectral variables
to detect vegetation recovery in large-scale landslides and compare the recovery rates between vegetation indices
and canopy structure. The analysis showed that the machine learning model effectively simulates canopy structure,
achieving an R? of over 0.9 between simulated and observed values, enabling predictions of vegetation structural
changes across broad spatial and temporal scales. The recovery trajectories of vegetation spectral indices and
canopy structure revealed high variability in successional progress, with only approximately 14% of the landslide
surface expected to recover to a mature forest state. The recovery of vegetation indices highlights saturation effects,
tending to overestimate recovery rates and suggesting that well-restored vegetation could reach a mature forest
state within 15 years. In contrast, canopy structure could require several decades to centuries to fully develop.
Thus, vegetation indices are suitable for assessing early successional stages, while long-term restoration
monitoring must also consider structural changes. Integrating spectral and structural information will facilitate a
more comprehensive evaluation of restoration dynamics.

Keywords: Time-series, Vegetation index, Canopy structure, Machine learning, Landslide
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