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Abstract

We applied perspectives on landscape ecology to propose a spatially explicit
model, termed the DARCs (deployment of artificial reef communities) model,
to address problems associated with configuring artificial reefs. The
deployment of most artificial reefs involves configurations based on engineers'
judgments, and the spatial and financial constraints of the system. These
designs are often merely plausible and not necessarily optimal. The DARCs
model tries to integrate ecological and engineering aspects to replace subjective
deployment. The core of this model is based on the ecological concept that
species diversity and biomass will increase with increasing habitat complexity.
Here, we apply the fractal dimension (FD) to assess the habitat complexity.
Moreover, we present a solving algorithm for achieving the maximal fractal
dimension under a fixed budget. As regards ecolological applications, the
proposed model to a case study was performed by considering the dispersal
dynamics for a specific conservation policy, and creates an artificial habitat
with several-small strategy in marine environment as well. In finally, we
applied the lacunarity index as a complementary index, to characterize different
spatial patterns that have the same FD value. Indeed, this study not only
provide referenced guidelines for ecological engineers in deploying artificial
reef programs, but also allow ecologists to explore some of the consequences
of the geometrical configuration of environmental variability for species

richness in future studies.

Keywords: artificial reef communities, fractal geometry, lacunarity,

conservation, landscape ecology
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e Fo5 g AR 90 £ Gk 2 SRR 0 2000) 0 SR R IST
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A4 oFre FHEP R E
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RS T EE BN FEA - RE S PR o FIR B RE P RE
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LG TR R A 1 gL g

R 4o ?8 f Yoshimuda & Masuzawa (1982):%5 » 4 1 & 4k 3x e
BLR G S Z FEX ARFE 600 2 = > Turner (1970) % 4 sE B 4FARFEL /5
2(% 900 2 )b L iE e
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2z A 1 478 5 Fast & Pagan (1974):% 5 4 B3R 30K iR B 45 7 B 426 20
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FREFLPE P HEFEEL o B LAEI Y AN B R e A
MRS MFEFEATEARRE SRR A ERRATER
BooMELRRRLEESEMELFE Y

G)AaE LT LR WX B B X IRk kend £ B4
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i = > Bohnsack & Sutherland (1985)z% 5 » %+ 1 472 it k32 2 > B

¢ 7 8B A 1 4 ¥ (Artificial Reef Communities, 3 ﬁé’ ARCs) » @ &

HpR e 7 HE3E(Blocks) A 1 g TN EIEA L GEPNF Z SR A L A
#517
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£om gk sthd BB A 1 A EEF(ARCS) e 4z - A 5 o H
X & gt A 1 G IE(AR Blocks,  ff £ ARBS) > = - il ¥ Pld #k
L 2L A1 AR E e (Modules) i S o gt th o d T 2 P
BLIOARITREE 2 Y BEEALAL 5 B 4p ARG ¥ Y pE(Adjacent Distance) » 14 {5 5L
d &7 5 IFEE RS RF 2 FRR A dyy ~dpe 2 B o
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(3% gL2& > % 65) o Fujii (1982)4p ! » &4 F R & KFH U0 e - @
PoAg g 10 o % F eniedk o fwack ¥ 7 43 (Ogawa, 1982)
@ 1395 Yoshimuda (1982)% Ogawa (1982)2 7= 3 45 1! » h 72 % &
3~4 2~ % L i & o Downingetal. (1985)7rzn 5 332 3 B % 3~4m
47 5 ¥ 1345 Grove etal. (1991)2 F 3 4R 2 P 305 o Hux M 4 iE
TOEREMLF AL RS kR 10% o SR AHEEE R Y

AR E 2 BB M

(2) A eida iz o ff ¢ M A R R g B A Rk eI o
Rounsefell (1972) % a‘ﬁ Mo FRaf- TH2 4Bk RARIES G

25,000 ft>~50,000 ft* ; @ Yoshimuda (1982) Rl:n i & 4%+ » B 4 &
%ﬁ%’ﬂ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ%o%%ﬁ@ﬁ%—ﬁ%%%’

\F‘lﬂ

PRAATARBAE G UPRMERT 0 L HFRG A EES
g—hjﬁé%t s FIPLIB AR 2 S SN K et o XY M AplE o ul]?:,\.%f:%]}%

Z_ 4. 7 % (Grove and Sonu, 1985) -
(B) A shiaz BAF ¢ P F g Korrg hEA S BRI T ViR 0 R

yoie A B ehs o frm - 2B R ik g5 - Ogarwa et al. (1977)3% %
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e o) jE_400m® I B+ 9 4000m® ¥ sc 4 2 4 A § 5 Rounsefell
(1972)Rldp h > A1 AERE 2 MAFD 2 £ 5 5700m° 4 av mHFL & K
Sz T @7 Yoshimuda (1982) ## Rs3a? & < ] T kB H o ff 2
AT 0 AR EIAR S > ARG G G o 7 3 0 B RIEIE RPIEATT R
RPN - B fre R AEA TR RF) 0 NEFILART RS

HPERABCE RZALFH 7 B2 FhLY o

(4) = 38 (Block) & 2 = ¥ (Community) 78 3 & 2_ jE 3¢ : & Bohnsack &
Sutherland (1985)2_ &% » £ d # B 4787, — 30 > P| = 3 F 2 JERR

% 50~100 = = ; 10~20 3z #1a) = 2_ F &2 F (Communities) &F B FE 3
300~500 = & o

2.4 AR ERAER

13458 o Cadenasso etal. (2006)2- % j# > 4F fe B ¥ 00 & = 5 A7 SR
(Spatial Complexity) ~ p& & 47 #2 & (Temporal Complexity) 2 ‘e %% 47 & &
(Organizational Complexity) & = B & ¢ 4v 3> 2P 2 AR RENH 3
2o BR300 e g fe & R 3 sk 2+ a t4 (Functional) 5 & 47 3
Pl &30 2 A7 S8 B 2 313k - B2 7% Bohnsack (1990)% % &t 2 7 FF
Mk s TAMTRLEZFRAT PR ZEFENUNZHEE |
R RN T AT P HEME B2 AT e B 0 FIHEE - Bk

Bk PEg @ L g £ 1t e & (Bohnsack, 1990) » F]pt i 2 5 & - 2 4y

ek R G o AR R 0 A G "vector

g
dispersion™ (Carleton and Sammarco 1987), "chain and tape™ (Connell and
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Jones 1991), "consecutive substratum height difference” (McCormick 1994)
2 % "fractal dimension” (Morse et.al. 1985, Sugihara and May 1990) - Beck

(1998) & - il ik w g ik 0 B L5 27 & (Fractal Dimension) 2
BE 2t EF 2 ok b Myint & Lam(2005) { & - 4 £ 4245
o ZREEANZFRESAZEFR %‘“Fi? Al AR - iRk E
Rl AR ER EARA P EA T 2 BSHEE G fs 247 & (Kostylev et al.,
2005) - F]pt 0 AFT Y &ﬁrﬂaaﬁma% gz AFRR R g R T 5
A2 P RS-
EF O ORAPEINAEINEO- PIcE AL 0 H IR R
& ¥1(Chaotic Dynamical System)® it 3 {x& & e = o g2 (Fractal) £_-
ﬁ&?zﬁ’%ﬁé%%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁé%%ﬁﬂ%M%@
&7 R TAR RS e Ak (Mandelbrot, 1983) - Rk F b o AR
EF AR EE LR MAwH A RAEFRR Y TR E R
Ap o2 (Self-Similarity) > X Btz p AP E R st d LM/ 2 B0 R
4 Koch # %@ 17 ¥](Sugihara and May, 1990; Schroeder, 1991) - g X &
2o % g ¥ Bk 2 3% o Normant & Tricot (1993):n 5 @ &% AR
2o ATt o Bt 2 p AR IR AR R R aniE o B R b oA an
BAHTNOS AR A 2 p AP o A AR T ik 2 p Al AR
et > { B 2R A R 2 #i(Mandelbrot, 1975) 5 @ d 3t H B
FhREFZE CFFRAFEREZ M Flt P e BB T AR~ P
s FHE AP RGE 5 (P2 ¥ £ Loehle, 1990; Hung
et al., 2002; Lauren, 2002) -
oA AR A3 e o Kunin (1997):in i 8wk p AR F

BLIE b e ocdgdR > F1A R <03 &K (Natural Communities)sR 4 o % & 14
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Bl kel o A RO ERBERAT R LA RPREL LER RLR
(Patterns) (Krummel et al., 1987; Turner, 1989) » 4% 22 8 & & % -
QE%J%%’N%ﬁﬁﬁ&E—QE%@?ﬁiééﬁiéﬁWﬁi
FAEAREEE T T LR TRTE D it Pl it oIt T o
T ERBRE R LG ¥ 554 (Sugihara and May, 1990; Milne, 1991)- ¢ #
BE PR ERAS IR o g e %LE& A f*?i Sugihara & May (1990):% & » /245
B ihPr g 2 iy 75 2 ERERTFEILGLLA%HY 36 &
Arit)e Bl 2.2 F b0 R URARAAR BEHTE Y M2 AFFRR K B 2.2(0)
z_ Brownian PR R 7| AL 5 #(a)-2 -5 B 24 2R 0 295 Sugihara
& May (1990)2. A f3 4Fse B 2. % | 2 F B “TE P2 ¢ B FHE
Plm 1H 2. & R % 2% B (The complexity of shape is reflected in the speed
with which apparent length changes as measurement scale changes) - ]t %+
AR E 20 AErB 22(C)T ) BT R ME RS X HTE
Rz Em g Flpt By s 222 Rk & (For larger values of D,

N

\tﬂ&

length changes faster because the curve is more complex) -

(a)

(Mﬂ
W22 i3t R A oA 2 B aR 6 FD 4 7)E 4 13 2 4324 @) 2 R(FD
=1); (b) Koch # #(FD -|og4/|og3) (c)Brownian pF R & 7|4 s (FD = 1.5)

7L %k Sugihara and May (1990)
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A ERVEARE S G 0 R F LY BARE Y 23 2 L £33
(Box-Counting Method - # % BCM) (Alligood et al., 1996; Buckzkowski et
al., 1998) > i * 322+ 8 KB @ a g & fL 5 £3 2R (Box Counting
Dimension) » :Z & & & 72 #% } =) (Mathematical Fractals) & & & 2 iT
e pboeh d At g2k 2 A2 aE 2 3t g R Ap 2 s & (Self-Similarity
Dimension) } > F]p & % ¥ 5 * >tk 2 Bkl p 8 4p 02 (Strict Self-Similar)
{4 R pF 2 Bk (Morseetal, 1985) » 43 2 > g3 ARG & AR
B #gFien= 2 o 8 53-8 2 2 Jodh 1272 (Dividers method) ~ & ##
% £ vt 5] J2 (Area-Perimeter Methods) & % £ = jx (Variogram) & = ;2 4p vt

FORFEHT S ZRAZFANIT2ZEH e i 250 FF o
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BB A L AREEG L SRRl REFE

Bt B A eh i B (B 7)) R AR

A "ﬁ LK E T2 S (Site) ~ FE R LR ] 5 e Avo

?Zif'{iﬁ%)iu’a_ (ARCS),?;—_ ok > ¥iT - rHRZAETED
BRBEXZHETEAE " E-BFEe ZFAAREKENE S 2 A
A (Modules) o 5 7 » 5§ efRa- 5 5z W AR AT ER

BATABRAL AP S APMZ T HERERIGE» NG FEAR R

PedEdr o %2 0 EE A S IEH2 MR g 2 AL R
BRFF - - Al N2 2 2REEFHEREEAFTAEIN 1235 EL s bt 2

B EEA E R R A AR E 2 R e d B ¥ (e.g. FUjii, 1982)2 K 4 2

BRICRFSLIOTT > FR TR L2040 2 SBE AR T 0 BT HEE K A1 AR

T o

E?’Lﬁ‘u'l E I ﬁ%%‘f 2 WEFH 2T o R IR T EREPFELIFELIRIRG
ABRF xR - o AFIAY AEPOZ B R S A ,;B’»#(accuracy and precision in placement |sa

cost tradeoff in practlce)’ FpEHREEL G ﬁ_\gﬂxﬁi PadtE AR P REERLT

S o H- APz FRW F R BN ARE TV AEZEFER B S RG22 8 fi#ﬁ‘*

Lo R APy AL GE2ZE o

3”*#??ﬁﬁ+”’ﬂﬁ‘Lﬂh&ﬂ—%ﬁégﬁ—ﬁuiﬂkiﬁﬁﬁao
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BT IV E R AR ZIL 2 AL AFAIEE P a‘r",% v AR AT
iz~ (Sunk Cost) > fif 5 2 > By Ay R OT A F H P FE R A E
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Clb): ™ 77 4k0i B 2 ¥ 2 1 (f 5 )k
TC: #+F2 =4
C;: :’35@?];\ *
Ci A2 duie(d i) &4 22 2 77 ¢ R L (ARC)*
Coi AFRZPME 24> A2 2% % B IUEE(ARC):
B: TEY
Omin: AP ARFRFE 3F 2 B | BB B9 dpyn 22r » 2 7 2 3 2 £ 4
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Dw: #+E®HXA
AP ARG R 2R
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3.2 DARCs #i3t

d Lan et al. (2004)~Lan & Hsui (2006a, 2006b) J& #* ~ a8 #73 41 2.
¥ % % #-3] (Deploying Artificial Reef Communities Model > # #DARCs

)R AT S - w2 F A (Grid-Based Landscape
Model) » @ & —E‘L"F']‘ xR )EJY Foargs 4 \‘f B B4 LBz ekt f#._
R 14 7 B H04) Y(Explicit Spatial Model) » # 2 % 5 % 2_ 225 (Deterministic

Fractals) 3 = /* reJ@ /5 X IR B 2. 4 1 ¥ 2. 7 & I 42 (Deployment
Problem) - DARCsH#-%] 2. B % 5 #& 5B (ARCs) 2 & ¥ Mz Hi4es &
N2 B ATRAARE  AFREGUARVRARBEREFE - 7 232 4

RS 2 SRS A LR IO RILRIEREE & 3 SR

.‘..
w

are 3tz B Eed (ie., Spacing) 5 3% % & % i 4 (514cJordan et al., 2005) -
LA

¢a?&lﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%’#@%?ﬁﬁ7ﬁﬁ%%ﬂx_ﬁﬁ
Boxs > flordan et al. »+ 2005 &£ g A2 2 3¢ 0 @ AT 3 P2
AETIERE MY € ¥k A2 28 " TREREF A HY
& (Abundance) % ¥ &_& (Richness) » #F & &_f 33t » 72 2 4R EE
Bz PR RFEEF2ZAR o REFHRY 0 FRIFTRELA S AR
Fiee 26 2 22033 o Hp @z pfERF 5o 2 162

s

RN ARG S BETR AL PH AP T > K- i R

CRAHAET B SRR Y BB FRRS EEE LT M R(EER > 192) ¢
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TR f zBERCIS L GBEFETRE ENLE 2 JEF (Stephens and
Krebs, 1986)r4 2 { i & chE 1“4 & 2 b '& 7 M (Milinski, 1986) -
Fl o $30 A AN ATz 4%a = > 2 e KRi R L Ash ks fit
AT FIPH T VARG s 2 B R A E R R AR Fla
Wk KV 4 9 4§~ (Benthic Prey Items) % & 2_ ;& > (Ogden, 1976) - 343
B 2d > FrRREGR 2 8RR T IERIT 2 4 & H LT R (the substrate
surrounding a patch reef)¥ # & % B R B 2 RETH 6 2 F(dra ¥ a2
) @ 3 ApaREiT 2. 4 s Bl (Patch Reefs) B 7 i d >t € R 7 ALY & 2
B2 P GREY > BFORPHRSFLHD - Tt 4@ G 52 T
PR EREFAREL-EEFF 0 (A AT RS AETIEZ-ER
7 2 %] (Jordan et al., 2005) - ## 7 #74% ! 2. DARCs#-3| 7~ & I 4p 57 12
z_ %% (% 2Lanetal., 2006b) - 3 =5 2. » &k kN2 TR GRET F
2 A APANEF R BED e 0 8- ) RIEFFIER S B M2 2%
#c(Species-Specific Dependent Variable) ® £2 7 47 se & £ 5 2R3 2 B
f% o & % Bohnsack & Sutherland (1985) ¥ & 4. #& R gE2 3 I & B AL3x
* iz 4 o T3 (ARBS)Z. FiEiZE ik 5 50~100 o = o RFEPIEZRV HE
300~500 = % ;@ gt ¥ o F 2 4 R REE P - £t A < 13k 2 DARCs
RV ARS VAL
A (P.1) % — 52 #2585 DARCS #0342 P& > & 7 27 7
WAz PR S KBl MRS ZRAFRAEZ GE  AFRAN SIS
3% (Box-Counting Method » # # BCM ; 3% 3.6 &)#13- & 2 @225

BRGEE - T30 2 P& T HAEFHE2Z 8472 7 X303y 5 2
e BWP IFERPBAT AR L PRBEANENTETHER

HARCs)z e ' ERtd Wz F2 w75 £°T5 7 s (Jordan et al.,



2005; Lan and Hsui, 2006a) » F]y* 247 5 & * 7 B 342 $opr > #3- 3 5
ERBRR A E- e LA FREE e 2R I(PL)2 BB
— 1B AR3N RLRE T 4R 1 zwﬁﬁﬁ%gﬁg’fﬂ%%wﬁ;&

RREA ¥ or r2 P GREE ¥ BB ITET AT M) 2ol
B2 EER ks Bl B it mHE G BRI (PL)T 20T SR o

max FD(N,d,Xy)
N,d,Xg

S.t.
TC =C;d +N(C, +Cg)<

B
{3

dpin £d <d,.x Where N is an integer

DARCs model

WA o EEEAC A AC R AC, C BHE LA
_:l_l?:e r- ;J‘%?‘z—’»{ E-D|}‘ Dw ~ ;J-%;E_ET B~ & $7 *B #a:i;ﬁ&ﬁp.,ﬁ;_,%
Bl % Ay % 5822 28 A BELEEN RELTED 2 Bk
2_f# % 4] f& X4 (Configuration)B] = DARCs #-:Vz AKX S8k $9 + >
DARCs 3] 5 — L3148 & iR 2 F 3D H RER A B33 H3T &

3.3 #BFH Y2
350~ DARCs #-3] 5 H AR 20 ") 18 » 10T 84 o Rjgz ;55 2 1
& 18 i f2(Heuristic Solution) » 3% 7]k 4 & 2L 40T o

st w7 d=d

N

HIL: FAE R B E TP 2 ak e (Site Cells)2 i T

5 ¢ "Pélu o F'&wéﬁ‘-“ﬁ{{}i,{’rﬂ'ﬂ&-;’;f‘g “?Fk7i L oA 2 Py Ng{
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- R RIXE YREARA W S Loo@ 3t
TSR 2 e R B AL T mpiere & 24 (Site-Cell
Set)) ZHEXF 5 % - BF

(Candidate Set) -

£ ¢#.2% (ARC) i "iEECE RS
B2 KIFECRE B LY EWE T e L 5 - BARCHE =

H AR 3w 2 ARCv B 28 2 4p stz B R E R 2k mre ¢ oPeiE —
tgr;,;kﬁ,, AR o BT & (Marginal Fractal
Dimension > &H{LMFDe)?‘f » AT - BARCZ 2R GE =g o

HEF REET DR AREFE AMFD<O(» A5 T

g AR A 7 BARAE G f%?;’t);%)&‘;f%j_ AL SN

o

HAAERF L FE R RS PIEAHI2E A F ISR R

N o

htdnfe AT - BATEEE R RS ARERNAT R
-z HE&Null Set) g s TE, RIEEHZS TRV I
WA 2
KI5 end LF C AREd, > B DA dnERR FE vl i
3 2_ B & f#(Heuristic Optimal Solution) ; % p|#-d + ¥

id’j?ﬂﬁﬁlo

PMFD % & 8 ind &7t 2 BA AR -
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g A& p s - f’{ﬁ‘fié%u,&z&i R
% E R A £ 2200 2% ~ B 1600 2% 2B Ry P E 2 E 4

NT$ 1000 g —~ o #7 L 3F2_ fp #0832 FF EER 41 Y 300~500 = & (Bohnsack
and Sutherland, 1985) » @ & * & & ;2 “THig2 FFEERE 5 50 o ¢ 5 33

N

$0 S HR]F (DR 2 E - REARCH L L L 100 22 - (2)
B2 R R oo (b ox) & A SNT$ 100 § ~ > ()i iy = 1
NT$ 1/160000 F # ~ (& 2 &t NT$6.25 ~)+' -

"

& oo

\1

s

BERY DH 2R FE SRR R

R 2

G
{
i

%ﬂWH£iW&&iﬂ=dm’#%%Ut%02?’ﬁ¥iﬁﬁEﬁﬁiﬁ
A(THARL S FMRF . B FFRRLATHE 300 2 gRRIA - R
bopt TR d R A 2] & Tx5=35 1B fmak fnvz (Site Cells) o AR 15 2 & Bzt
BT Azt g AL ()LL) A i F X BhE Y b

o R - R H p e e 2 BER] e 1o Bt 4 A SR ehial mie H O
5 (75) Rz e o d G2 BRI TERL - BHEE

¥E AAELD) 538 Bt 22,k E(FD) 5 0.719 0 @ 4p 483
A5 amre 2w =% (A L AE04) (24)2 25)0 5T - B
v oin E A hinizaE - ¥ (Candidates) o B33 g3 VR BiRE
Bod 3 ¥ (24)8 F ot AR @ (MFD) Tl A% - w & (1Y
BEa=147)2 % B(UBE =24 7)i2 8=t EH =4 i i
B(24) 5 EHR2 K o RV HFFLBTFD T - BT 2R
FHEEE 0 B R A AAZETEE & MFD<O0(» )]%—k%f I AL LR

Tt r FA PR L A2 2 213 51008 0@ Fa iFdp- A F ,rgj PEoom H g LA
P20 5 F SRR 1 frap— % P 41602 T 0 g E

3{
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G2 Z TSR G T ROy £ 2R e B BN - w b
H2 AR A a3 (L) ~ (2,4) ~ (35) ~ (3,4) ~ (2,5)% (1,4) »
%% A58 FD = 1.450 2 4F f2 A - d=300 2 & 2 % - w & (a=1)im

% 31 d=300 2% 2 % - v &(a=1)F miv &K BB

$4A4#8% FDHE  MFD % 1t
a, B % iE f% FD - .
@p) &8 P& (ac)  (sD)  (aD/a)
(1,0) - . Allpositions - - - -
11 (1,5)5'" 1,4) 1.005 1.00188 0.285 0.284 No
- 24 1.044 1.00265 0.323 0.323
(2,5) 1.007 1.00188 0.288 0.288
1,2 e.H¥ 1,3) 1.112 1.00265 0.068 0.068 No
1,4) 1.178 1.00188 0.134 0.134
2,3) 1.091 1.00188 0.047 0.047
(2,5) 1.187 1.00188 0.143 0.143
(3,3) 1.101 1.00265 0.057 0.057
(3,4) 1.173 1.00188 0.129 0.129
(3,5) 1.253 1.00265 0.209 0.209
1,3) (3,5)"' (2,5) 1.307 1.00188 0.054 0.054 No
(3,4) 1.341 1.00188 0.088 0.088
(4,4 1.272 1.00265 0.020 0.020
(4,5) 1.251 1.00188 -0.002 -0.002
14 (3,4) (2,3) 1.319 1.00265 -0.022 -0.022 No
(2,5) 1.383 1.00265 0.042 0.042
(3,3) 1.325 1.00188 -0.015 -0.015
4,3) 1.223 1.00265 -0.117 -0.117
(4,9 1.325 1.00188 -0.015 -0.015
(4,5) 1.320 1.00265 -0.021 -0.021
(1,5) (2,5) (1,4 1.450 1.00265 0.067 0.067 No
(1,6) 1,4) 1,3) 1.410 1.00188 -0.040 <0 Yes
(2,3) 1413 1.00265 -0.037 <0

B3 BGEfE- Y IRRAEEL ARG RE NGB T - 252 Ea Ak

LA

5 -
(Candidate Set) o 3% L S fEFF R £ @25 - w
BoLg@ Tt WFEML G OHEEFE AL W5 (42)(51)(62) -
(7,1)~(72)~(6,1) ~(52) ~(41)2 (3,1)F &3 FD=1473 Z:%¥ & 2 E 3k
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FE o F 2w E(a=3)2Z A7 4o B R P B EET - w L rE R HRE
% wdr Bl(Mapping) » “rfl4r2 mhimie P - R 2 v L2 R
we B Ao 31 iR B E 28 5 B1R(6,3)~ (7,4) ~ (7,5) »
(6,5) ~ (6,4) ~ (7,3) ~ (7,2) ~ (6,1) % (7,1)% O 7% o ik pt #7de » % d=300 =
T2 RT L3R 8 B £ 2R (4r Bl 3.2) 0 A BAp R P H BB
P 320 s ebod 8w £ 2 kP P I FD % F 2 5 d=300
2 B it fz2> 7 ¥ (a, B)=(3,9) » FD=1.597 @ &, & & % NT$9.0173 F ¥ = -

300m 400m

daa | = ‘ @@ 7
&) Eld . 28 S0
\ D BB @ | condivate ot
858 8 &

W 31 ZEFR2 s I T - R wr L2 izE R we k&7 R
% 32 d=300 2> FRT2 A w L ER TR EE
, L e %0
() 2z T 5 % mhm% g s E_Tfr . FD ;E'”
(16) (15)-(24)~(35)~(34)~(25)~(1,4) 6 6.0215 1.450 MFD=0
(29)  (4,2)~(51)~(62)~(7,1)~(7,2)~(6,1)~ 9 9.0197 1.473 > budget

(52)~(41)~(31)

(39) (6,3)~(7,4)~(75)~(65)~(6,4)~(73)~ 3 9.0173 1.597 > budget
(7,2)~(6,1)~(7,1)

(46)  (1,1)~(22)~(31)~(32)~(21)~(1,2)

(59)  (33):(24)~(35)~(25)~(1,4)(1,3)~
(22)~(1,1)~(21)

(69) (23)~(14)~(25)(35)~(34)~(33)~ 9 9.0181 1.556 > budget
(22)~(1,1)~(1,2)

»

6.0125 1.362 MFD=0
9.0189 1.542 > budget

©

(76) (54)~(55)~(6,5)~(75)~(74)~(6,4) 6 6.0094 1.498 MFD <0

(89) (4,3)~(54)~(4,5)+(55)~(4,4)~(53)~ 9 9.0197 1.462 > budget
(42)~(51)~(41)

B A7 $ 5|2 %(Ta=3)i d=300 2o FRT 2 g idk et
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300m 400m

o =

4001m

Z

)

300m

1600m

- 2200m
(a=1) (a=2)

QT
/St

SIS
'
QD

O

(a=3) (a=4)

)
)

J =)
€]

T

vEel s

&
®

(a=5) (a=6)

®
BN S
hNePd

Y

(a=7) (a=8)

W32 d=300 2> fFmT E v ERFZEREFGER P adpFrawr 2K
+ %
£

B3kt d=300 2% 2 R RFHERD - E R oL

Lo K EO=B0 % o FPt T — BRTKINEATI d=350 o 2 B4 E
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THERD TR Bod BAHEFEE(e, Ona =500)45 00k o 3 2 HR
HPET R R d B 704 330 54 332 L RT UFRE
M EIEREES 350 o R 2R T o EHH R h e A E(4,3)
(4.4)~(54)~(64)~(63)~(62)~(52) ~ (61)% (51)% 9 HH ¥ &} &+
2 B R B (FD=1.6503) - s+ pF & 5 NT$9.0184 F § ~ - @ H i &7
4ef@) 3.3 °

% 337 PR MEERIEZFRTHRES2ZERXRTE

e fHBiTsabrummt W TC 1
v g gt
FaE(m) ki e i i wp  Gyrsm 0w
(63)~(74)~(75)~
300 76=35  (65)-(64)-(73)~ 9 90173 15067  >B

(7,2)~(6,1)~(7,1)
(43)~(44)~(54)~

350 6x4=24 (64)~(63)(62)~ 9 9.0184  1.6503 >B
(52)~(6,1)~(51)
(41)~(51)~(53)~

400 5x4=20 (42)~(31)~(32)~ 9 9.0221  1.6392 >B
(21)~(1,1)~(1,2)
(1,1)~(21)~(12)~

450 4x3=12 (22)~(31)~(32)~ 8 8.0232 16384 MFD=0
(41)~(42)
(41)~(31)~(21)~

500 4x3=12 (11)~(12)~(22)~ 9 9.0263  1.5402 >B

(1,3)~(23)~(33)
3Lt e Riicef iR foi fa

350m 450m
L
550
m
r
@ 330m

A Clol &

lp——— 1600m
Bl

2200m

B33 By | 2R BB ETEB TR A R PFFIES 350 2 2 2 iR
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35 (AR BERmEEFE
A HP 33 FRHFEIEZ BEMATFHEHFE 2 FI#
R E SRS VIRISRIE o F SE M A [ 24 LR LA PR

d 3 A AT 0 2 DARCSHCR|(PP.L) » & (- 2b4

A
TE

#c R3] 22 B 42 (Nonlinear Mix-Integer Programming Problem) ; = d ™ % -
Mz Brle L4 AT RS T L A ERA 2 BEE
EP PN B GRATERF R AT A E A o Tt L RfRSAER AL B
W T2 AT PR R T e A HEgS T 2 e b S
- B4Rz BEA o T ARG A EE S TRk 5y A
(Lattice-Deploying Model)s » ==+ 12 Bellman (1957) % it it I 2 L 4 4
> F 25Uk B Eeg 28 2 2 ¥ (Heuristic Solution) < @ #73  Bellman
Bt REG: - AL PR ARERS TP - AEg S 2
Bellman 325 » Jk ster™ — fR Bk i d IR A ayft f foid- Xm0 Flet
TofFEREZERGFEAL PRIFRZEEEL v B iF2 (T K0k

(optimal value of a state is the immediate reward for the optimal action, plus

the optimal value for the resulting next state) - Bellman (1957) { i& - # 4p
B TEBERDR GG EF AT 2B i3 ok o
PoFF AR R A T 0 T RS R o F
#iEBellmanz . it R s > A3 /I - I RHERRREETE 2
(Multi-Stages Predominance Algorithm » #§ fLMSPA) 12 & 17 24k 2. &

A R 3 o MSPAZ. £ & 1872 4o ™ @ A P arRl oo T 2EILPE AT F e
ARC 3 “Tw A FDE » € & N E BZ g T d fda R bem - [P

FRcH HAFDE2 i o Bl h 2 BB bR o i

8 2% Jordan et al. (2005) ~ Lan & Hsui (2006a)2 7= § *Fif o
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—H ko T+l BEzZREE2d TR KGR U

N
-t.g_\
N
=
bk

%
TS
o

Al X MR 5 7t W h i 2 fractals-to-go S dicE & PR A B i (7B

LR U S

FD (k)= X FD (X, XU}
fur}=1u,

1 E XeAr b Up o B ox =g o ok Xodg e B R T FERZ R U Y

VO0<r<N-1 (P.2)

()}

29X

LH THEZ o]0+ e LH & 2 &K (Decision of Deployment) -

XT+1| Xr’ur %‘ ﬁ T+ - PEb‘F;(QFT-FlF -F)s) ¥ E /Q o d %L;\(PZ)J'[" ’ l——ﬂé
{u’}:{u (X”l)}’ Flot i MSPA #Tit {7 2 W37 ARG 2 &

¥ DARCs #-3] 2 fosr i 2 PR 2 AE R R o WEE SRR B
Wi B 4R (TEARACT o

HEFLIF AdET2 8 B R RN L Eh o 2 BTy A
F— e e S v 2 g e R R(XY) s 2T O i
nlmie (Bee) R AR B2 B ERXEAFUE K 2L

BoayRifed THAIVELFYRZEE EF
+ PHEF - RO P XE Yy AEELSEE Ll tE RPN AT
290G (R AL e )2 B AALE T B A 0B

P - BE RREARC)GEZ THEEREL ) o

HA2 O ETE FEY P ET - atwie 5 % - B ARC B =

HA3 vtz ARCH R =8 2 g R (dpt T 2w 2 v B4 %
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34

%5 A

¥ 3.4

LB 34WM)V EHE 2 mhtimie P PE - 7 ’F\"‘%leﬁx_" B
R(MFD)> 2 i (87 — A5 7 § et 2 FD i 5 7 -  ARC
ZAERGE TR o 2N HF R B IR ARQEFE S
MFD<0 452 2k 35w & 2.

-3;;,

-l
=
o

4 = SET s B . s I
PRz G ECE RS PIEHA2 2440 E T2 ARC i B
> Ll % R 2 Jp stz BT s L1 2
Rt amRe AR FTENEE PR B SRS RRE TR L =

BeE e TE, O REFEARE FRATIHI2

(uf]

FELd B F ¢ AQiEd,, 0 B DA dRER R R Tl g
3% 2_ B & f#(Heuristic Optimal Solution) ; & p|#-d 4c t - ¥

EooFwHHMLL D ELd=d,

il
< »
I PSS
£ df X ‘r: d.j : -------- A
,“'._-:: d
&g ) "rx,_,_l. _\\ v
.‘\ o
Qg Qi i-a) |
Bt fm e BRI » @) BT P B F mie S IRFEE 2 ARC R B 8 o
M _,*'i’,% d ‘,‘zm’»’:?;]rg;,&ligﬁ' § e Pl AT T - FREREAY R 2 :“_Bé ; _i'g‘.—— #H &
o E BT 2 R RN & hk v (i.e., the lattices are site cells) » 2. ¢ 'wmre A
Arde R 2 R 0 AT PG iEEEE 0 IAdR G A AP F’*&P o gL ¢

BTN RV a@ MEENE T o 4 a(i'j) (2.9 wme)s t P 8L 5% R

Wi, j)2AdeFainl » @ & t+l pFEL iE B T 2 ablete | &R &L
5 25 0 ol = gl g ,---,a(i'j),---,a(nd'jw)]’5“ ¥ 2 ¢ % 483 20 (neighborhood

ma,ux@axﬂ
(1997)) » + AT

5 iﬂc’** A~ HRALR (2 AL Moore #832 RP] - 4 L Battey
i B
J&#Eiﬂi =B ET R 1%4%}25‘; IR - BB G (R EF)T T - -

hAvdeimg 2 VT AL 2 He BEE oA

I‘l'
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St o> - - BT G2 A 1K FE TR R R
K (FD)E+® §|* & 3+ (Box-Counting Method - #§ # BCM)/x & = 7 - H

23 &1 5 0 FD=logClb)/logb), & ¢ b5 342 * | » ¥ rudy it $HE

BORAZR 2 HER o T RRE by R AP E R (A
B2 ) e F LT 2 4 2?2 p iy h Y E o m %A E

WHEZ A ) o - kRO HE PGS E R A kA - & ,»Ia{;;
FoE) %552 H1- BEEEPixel) THY - BARCZ 4 |

Betba o dept S F REZFDRYE A E T AR GE TR 248 4

\\\

“rdk 2. BCM*» 3] % > #ici® o+ 2 B % min[D/patchsize,D, /patchsize ;
AlEdp e 225 - B ms(ie, ARC)Z £ = #(Box Number) -

B AT B 2 2% B 2 (bset) & B An k2 Clb) g st

p‘

BRBALT > T * E) T3 F (Least Square Method, #§ #£LSi2 )14 K18 3%

M2 T A LR AL R ER o 4R 2 e

-

%

_g'm%“:
Jat
&
{

= B(F 3.5)5 ik 0 T RE IR A2 5 R AF A (FFD®) S 1.779;
¢ ety e g (TARC) b ¢ SRR E R0 ¥ BCM2
FORTRANAE % 32 i [ 5130 "4 — o

° myi.(Patch) » 5 =& §p(Landscape) S8 A2 - o A R e ¥ FBRB AP RAPFL 3 ko> &
Do R USE RS BE A AN TS E S LA E Y BIIR S A S (BN > 1.02) o
10 fﬁ%@(Matrix) , 3‘Hm§!‘§gdd A\fﬁ,;% N @ §‘ 4 B < 2 :vt% _L‘fﬁ_(%gkilggl ggz) o
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Dw
| (o 1 |
\L ]
step 1 step =2
il
step 3 step 4
lo%kC(b)
O 5 Find out the regression ‘
slope with LS method
o O
log b
step 5
W 35 432 E M- A dih B0 IO A S SRR L - FRET
oo EAD=17 2 » E TR 133' -’*? LA S E]) 0@ gt
530 Batm(ie, ARC)ib#2 £ 385 1> ﬂ“PC(b):l o @ et
1 ::z:u?x%my;u,\:,wa:.ﬁm’rﬂwb_zmwa&a Clo)¥ ¢ BiFsrs 45 4p
et 3 2 7 @ (b,C(b)=(3,8) ~ # Z 3:(b,Clb)= ( 32 HF 4
(b C(b)=(5,17) - 2 ¥ #-igut ik $h BB a’“%ﬁﬁ”ﬂﬁl G S TS W

/% (least square method) 17 Bk 58 2 3 fF E M2 A 5 1779 (4o F 5 477 )
Wiy kB2 B AR ,E(u.e., FD—1.779)
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Fr R A1lBEIERFISREELSH

ﬁiﬁiﬁMﬁmﬁ 3t R f2 DARCs o3 01 - = B2 s E &)
£ )Ihn'r BT 2 FRGE T SABOTR AT RS R AR B
B ﬁz@?ﬁzﬁﬁa%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁfﬁaﬁﬁz%&o

41y I R2ZEHEE H(EY MSPARE )

AagEgt 35 &R N2 SRR REFE 2 EFAL BN
L BRGRER R T R ’Hﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂmﬁ£&

2 B A% 5 4 B £ 2B (MSPA)R] 2 FORTRAN 3% % #2358 1 12 413

Booord B2 3rE % - £ 4000 2 ¢~ 73000 2 ¢ 2 4B E S (HaL
B2 RS4RI A1 % £ 4152958 5 NT$ 2000 5 ~ » ¢ “hack

 6I(3.4 )40 T2 flio it T 3 2 4P AR R 41 % 300~500

> % (Bohnsack and Sutherland, 1985) » @ & # ;& & ;2 “THcHt 2 & §EH £ 7|
RL 10 2% o R R AT A 2 B SRl ()RR 2
~ E(ARC)E 30 L /= 5 100 2 ¢ 0 (¥ iz A A 4o (R
ﬁ@&iéNmﬂmﬁi’@§%$$u£2%NW&%iﬁo

120°E. 121°6

! 25N
1
- 2N
B Yong- An Harbor
A AR
vl
Qm 1450 2900
n e

B 41 e S RE B A2 A1 ARA BRT

EH‘“
]*m;"
=
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% 41WGS84 2 TM2 3Tz 33 %e BEEZAE

Coordinate A B C D

system E N E N E N E N
WGS84 120°745 2274848  120°859 22 4957 1201039 22 4826 1209 25 22 4717
TM2 159762.0 2524082.0 161883.3 2526203.2 164711.7  2523374.8 162590.4 2521253.5

EFil .E;\IE;%‘L FE R0 B2 1 J'R»ij?/i' B Fe 2.1 B o A4t
23k %P (0 d=300 2 T 2 MR T ) R B AL EEc B & 13x10=130 B i
Ht fm ¥ (;3'.—3;&]%] 4.2) -

/_{ Initial
300m 300m i
| position
1,10 @ @ 13,10
400m
B
= el
"
5 S8
H “—
Candidates position
1.2 around mitial position
L1} 21 13.1
< D= 4000 m —P>

W 42 £d=300 =% 2 f5RT 0 5 E R A AT L aklere gl o te b
s Ardeim B 2R Zxﬁl}‘-,\ﬁg%mhﬁ_ﬁlb7 o

PSS

iFE =8 7 & B

m

m Al 42 7 > REABZT L2 i d AL (xYy)=(1,1)A H
2 e 5 (1310) AT E e te R - o RIXE YR w2 Ak
a4 1o RFE T rnwme(ll)s: % - w&24 4068 2% (e,
a=1,p=1) 52+ 5 2 FD=0.475; @4 ~ &R0 > =% (1,2)~ (2,1)% (2,2)
WA T - RE(TS=2)7 6 R 2 thime o d SR (22T Rt 2
WEAA AR (MFD)E 7 % - R E(S=2)7 o~ 2 FD &> Flt i
FHLS - BARCZZERGFE Y o« ZIHFFERFHFEFI LS AE

FEE & MFD<O4pi® b 3% w £ 2 %3 @ Agw &(a=1)Z &3> EF I

=1
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FRZ2 wEig% o H FD=1403 - HEF K % - B iz ¥

W &2 44 ARC =8 > MRS RTIRE R E B L L E 2L R
Fa-wE(a=2)2o3% o RV o A d=300 o % 2 R K2
FE 130w & EE fR(TER T E AP F A A% 125w &2k
¢ > FD=1.604 - =% %= &~ NT$1904 § ~(# 4.2) -

£ 042 £d=3002 % 2 HRT o AR E AL pRA BEGERI;ELERS
B (7] 3 i 42

e, oo o w e . BEE TC %1k

(@,B) ZdHhz T &% o iwve i s Gawew 0 g

(111) (1,0)~C 2,2)~( 3,1)~( 4,2)~( 3,3)~( 2,3)~( 1,3)~ 11 11.0242 1403 <o
(1,2)~(2,1)~(32)~( 41)

(2200 ( 1,2)~( 2,1)~( 3,2)~( 4,1)~( 4,2)~( 3,3)~( 2,3)~ 10 10.0215 1383 MED<0
(13)~(22)~( 1D

(10,11) ( 1,10)~( 2,9)~( 3,10)~( 4,9)~( 3,8)~( 2,8)~ 11 11.0242 1403  MED<0
(1,8)~(1,9-(210)~( 3,9)( 410)

(1,10)  ( 2,1)~( 1,2)~( 2,3)~( 3,2)~( 4,1)~( 4,2)~( 43)~ 10 10.0215 1379 MrD<o0
(13,3)~(22)-(13)

(20,10) ( 210)~( 1,9)~( 2,8)~( 3,9)~( 410)~( 4,9)~ 10 10.0215 1379 MmeD<o0
(148)~(38)~(29-(18)

(121,12) (13,1)~(12,2)~(11,1)~(10,2)~(10,3)~(11,3)~(12,3)~ 12 12.0253 1455  MED<0

(13,3)~(13,2)~(12,1)~(11,2)~(10,1)

(13,5)~(12,5)~(11,5)~(10,5)~(10,4)~(10,3)~(10,2) »
(10,1)~(11,2)~(12,1)~(13,2)~(12,3)~(13,4)~(13,3) ~ Total cost

(2519) " (12,4) - (1L, 4)~ (10.3) ~ (12,2)~ (13,1) T B budger
(13,6)~(12,6)~(11,6)~(10,6)~(10,7)~(10,8)~(10,9) - Total cost
(126,19) (10,10)~(11,9)~(12,10)~(13,9)~(12,8)~(13,7)~(13,8)~ 19 19.0400 1604\ daet
(12,7)~(11,7)~ (11,8) ~ (12,9) » (13,10) g
(130.12) (13,10)~(12,9)~(11,10) ~ (10,9)~(10,8)~ (11,8) 1 12,0253 1455 MED<0

(12,8)~(13,8)~(13,9)~(12,10)~ (11,9) ~ (10,10)
FiL: Fogfad 2 a% 125 w & (g=125 2% 0 b5 126 v & (a=126) 2%+ # FD E#r 125
v EARR 0 FlS RS R E R BRI S HHAL(symmetry)

B x d=300 2% 2 i B R - EeE oz
o T T =10 ok > AW HF =310 SR IR T ERBREEAEGE

R B DB T 2 B B EE(T A =500 )5 i b 5 3R 0
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BEEF0 443 A d £ 437 v FApARA REFEER L 300 &

N j'_‘. 2 I A 2
2R o R i

ut v B (8,4) ~ (9,4) ~ (10,4) ~ (10,3) ~ (9,3) ~ (8,3) ~

(9,2) ~ (10,1) ~ (10,2) ~ (9,1) ~ (8,2) ~ (8,1) ~ (7,1) ~ (7,2) ~ (6,1) ~ (6,2) ~ (7,3) ~

(6,3)% (7,4)% 19 3

NT$ 1905.09 & =~ - i+ % Bl 4-@ 4.3 -

ZEFEV G RS2 AR E 1694 JpES A G

% 43 2 PR ETIEL TR T AL EM S A I ARIERFERTFL
ERTE

RIE ikl £25 5 T3 F 8 >4l i R A TC ik

(m) gep  CRETRFREREREE gn Gewen P oap
(13.5)~(12.5)~(11,5)~(10,5)~(10,4) ~
(10,3)~(10,2)~(10,1)~(11,2)~(12,1) ~

300 13x10  (13,2)~(12,3)~(13,4)~(13,3)~(12,4)~ 19 19.040 1.604 gﬁg"éosw
(11,4)~ (11,3)~ (12,2)~ (13,1) g
(86)~(87)~(88)~(89-(99)-
(9,8)~(10,9)~(11,9)~(12,9)~(12,8) ~ Total cost >

310 1229 (11,8)+(10,8)+(10,7)~(11,6)~(12,6)~ 29 190373 1620 iget
(12,7)~(11,7)~(10,6)~( 9,6)
(84) ~ (9,4) - (104) ~ (10,3) ~
(93) ~ (83) ~(92) - (10,1) ~ Tt oot

390 10x7  (10,2) ~ ( 9,1) ~ ( 82) ~ ( 81) ~ 19 19.0509 1.694 bgdae‘;°s>
(7,1) ~ (7,2) ~ (61) ~ (62) e
(7,3 ~ (63 (74
(LD~C2,)~(1,2)~(22)~(13)

500 8x6  ( 2,3)~( 3,3)~( 4,3)~( 3,2)~( 3,1)~ 12 12.0383 1532 MED<0
(4,1)~(4,2)

AL g g 2 d=390 & ® 2 FR
390m 490m

3000m

i |

G60m

390m

CUSNEN

SR

=~
—@.
IS8
]

(&9

¥l 4.3

4000 m

KB A AL AR ARG
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4.2 SR LA AT

AE R B ATEN AL AR EREHE O TRG
ARy g Sl & FAEME S AC, C FREH I AC, - APE
B AC ~ EELAF XL E P HIRY BT AL AT 3

Ff2R41* FORTRAN 32 4258 i #73% 11 2. MSPA ;% & % 2 4| DARCs

‘ﬁ
o

|20 FfF o gt oh s AATR A 3B EAR T AT v.iiif'&ﬁ*i‘a
10 o

s

(¥
RS

@ AT L 3F 20 4P AR FE T BE 1 (2 Bohnsack & Sutherland(1985)
EXK A 300~500 2 %o A AEERE AT AR 5
B ARz R EARY T g R B2 &

A
A
rI,

421 E-RAERE S 42 i

*gF R H A FEARC) S ACg ¥ B 2 B ik B
T S ARX L 025 ~5HE Ao HE RS 0 F AR
2 Hi S ARE P A BRER G A BPAERR)ZFIRT AT R
2 P (ARC?)Hic £ #oh > 2 pUpE S AT S0 R TR AR R (5 L
4.4) 5 5 2 0 g Himphah s A EIg R 2 v BI(TCR/B)AEF 0 RIATEE T
Rz m T o F L ER BT EREZ AEEKE  FlERATREFP

W

§?ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ&£%%ﬁ?‘§3§ bR REET B R

B RE(d) #T ¥ 22 B iR & KA B
(FD)z ##2(®) 45); d B 457 &> — &m = % L 2s 3 32 B edps
Cria M env JERHLE 2. 18b A SUFRRE » 72 FIRMZ HFMHS A7 ER

52V m BREREE O T AR ZAFRAET < A% Vgt RT

RS ACRFEIRT o ApHR

-

Y18 = 3 NT$ 1008 = -
2d“4—ﬁﬁg$ﬁk®&%ﬁﬁ9WMMQ’&£ FltH 2 RS ARG T L or Hp
AR B L B A o
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B FHEEAELY A ARE o M RTERL S AT
Jg gt (d B 455 2 FCrELT » A FDE T4 o2 AR ASEH T IR €

AEBE) HEamn b

\ S
|
1%';
F‘"
“.\
=1
tvmv’

2 (R TR 0 B
REBHEA S FEET D2 T RR

1.8 35 o0 00 0
1.75 30 °
17 25
1.65 20 o0 o,
2 s Nis .,

153 10 Ctee.,
13 5
1.45 S 0

0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5 0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4 45 5

C'p (NT $millions) CRr(NT $millions)
(i) (i)
B 44 Bk A (CR)e b 2 /527 A (FD) i & 3¢ (N)2 B (i) Cr Vs. FD: (ii)

CR Vs.N

300 350 400 4350 500
distance ()
———NT $ 1 million NT § 2 millions == = =NT $ 3 millions

———NT $ 4 millions ------- NT $ 5 millions

W 45 k2 H i ACRFRT > ipAAEFEA)Z PR HEEE LA
4 fe i (FD)2 B %
4.2.2 AEw I N2 W
*ERCER G P2 RS N L MAF R R 2 B AT 2
H a3 pred ACR L 01E+~6 =43 S H 8 13 2
B ufas A HF R PEY V2 FREZ G Y 2 EEK(R

4.6) -
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
'y (NT $ millions) C (NT $ millions)

(i) (ii)
B 4.6 e AC)EEFRaR (FD)E2 ¥ #aBE(N)2 B %> (i) CLVs. FD;
(ii) CL Vs.N

300 350 400 450 500
ditance (m)
———NT § 0.1 millions NT § 1 millions NT § 2 millions
== ==-NI$3milions =— = =NT34milions —-—--NT3$5millions
B 47 &7 2P A(COMRT » 4p A8 2 B EE(d) 2 40 2o e 4Rk SUAR

,‘SEE{(FD)\ 3

ﬁ?i’?Wgyi%ﬁ*§£$@$1%ﬁ$$’mgﬁiﬁ&
PR 2 T B R HCD ML A A M a B > P R R
2 FDEGFFR)E K o gL ok » BE L AR E > M RFRAK A 3
MHE2 FIET ERRA 2ZBEAFRE(FLR A7) - TF 1+ > d 30 mas

F2E A U TN RGP SRy gfifﬁﬁ = S
B2 3R GldrREERVHEY 2 AdicE R > J wit 2 CRatp 1o

—

TR AT B A EAR S 0 - LRI T R E A R N2 R
BB RDFFHROZAERCFRT R AFRERNTE oD
PR BEVHR . BV AR A E L FENERSBE IR R
B(C®RE 473 F CLlfm ik gk fritdEz #8) i
Fd 2 CLddp d sz 5= 5N 8 f B (Hoist) fh sz > 5% @ 1 4e
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¥ = dg L=t (By Batch)di2zc » /3 B3 # iz #62c = K o Fpt d B 4.6 2 [
A7 2 325 v B3I ERVERET R Y 423 8w 2 BN

FIH T R R AT o

4.2.3 ¥ 7& ﬁa]é' > 2 fcHE
A~625 A2 ffimed B 48T o 7 RS AT o fp AT E 2 [ E(d)
APl B iEs G R (FD)F & @/ A2 £ 8 0 i 2 882 4
Eoori ¥ 2 REEP F oM R85 (8 4.9) 5 T
~ A

B E Y T AR L Sl

distance {m)

NT $31.25 dollars NT 3§ 62.5 dollars NT 5§ 187.5 dollars

———NT §312.5 dollars NT 8 625 dollars

W 48 w72 @~ ACHRRT o AR BIE(d) R0 2 B el 4 SAR
32 (FD)2 B

18 7 35 e o o o LX) . .
17t 30
16 25
a “° [ 20
"5t "1
10
14 r 5
13 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 0

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

C1 (NT $dollars per meter) C1 (NT $dollars per meter)
(1) (ii)
Bl 49 @+ A(Cr)& b k47 Mk (FD) i 2 3 #c (N)2 M % (i) Cr Vs. FD; (ii)
Cr Vs N
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424 BREFICLE 2 KR

AERREEL S (R AEERICE EE R o
FRACE Ty e AT A 2 G TR AR E M 2 1Fr A
AR AT R A o 20 H T o @ W2 SEFEFRATE SR A 50 o ]
~150 2> @ % g pE T b 5 8kCr 4+ CL 5 NT$100 § =~ Cr Pl 5 &
2% 6.25 Ao H ARG HR o it 8o ST RERR 1S 3 TL(R] 4.10 2 B 4.11) -
B 22 FDE ¢ S F BAFBITT L2 B 4o d B o R Fraiane 50 =

I

’

F_&

380 2 pF o HFDM ez lFARRIr>802 ¢ 2 fin i % o EHigm

B

Ea E E 2 Rt T (T 2r<dy,) o FEEGRSCE DR e RS K

2 500
19
L8 g 50
17 P
g 16 é 400
L5 E 350
1.4
13 300 —
30 50 70 90 110 130 150 30 50 70 20 110 130 150
r {m) T (m)

(i) (i)

B 410 sEEFicE anE g a R (FD)E 2 4p 8B 3 EE(d)2 B % > (1) rVs.
FD; (i) rVs.d

1.8 |
P g i N

300 350 400 450 500

distance (m)

B 411 &7 mERHITE (DT T o Ap AR E 2 FEE(d) 2 40 2 B Rk B4R
s (FD)2 B 4

50meters — - =100 meters

150 meters |

Sr2 kA TS 0 FIErAR A Pl A T 4 RARA £T 0 Pl 2 ¥ (communities) 2 F, & o

f 3 oEm o DARCSHAY 2 £102r>d 2 o R R AR APAREEE A L RAP LG
B h B R AE S o
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I
N
o1
=M

BITHFE 2R

7000 F (i % 7 4o® 4.12) 0 Bk TEE

o
5
<
(\s
.
.|
-
i
e
=
e
=

FRZ el Ao LT E 2 EERE RS o Pt EF IR AR 0 P
iR 2 D AR MR TR B & AR (W] 4.13) 0« A AT B 2 A
*i’m&ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁzﬁéi’éﬁﬁﬁs%%& G R N g

B AT ZIRT o RS EE 2 g REPORT

]
o
S
poas)
g
W
F_L

BAEE M2 AFRAE T HG %@vﬁ?%ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁ%%xa4m
18 35 e s e e e e s s
30 .
175 25
a 17 20 .« ®
= 1.65 N 15 .
10
16 5
155 : : : : : : ‘ 0
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
budget (NT $ millions) budget (NT $ millions)
(i) (i)
W 412 35 pE Bz ar(FD)E 2 38T (N)2 B % (i) BVs. FD; (i) B
Vs.N
1.8

deploying distance (4 )

‘ ————— NT § 15 millions (d*=420m) == = NT $25 millions(d*=390m) MT § 335 millions (¢*=370m) |

B 413 &7 k3t d9EE (B)T o dp s 2 B E(d)2 Ap 2 B 4R X 54 325 (FD)
2 B
Bam:d 27 2R b ik i B A AR T
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FE Fog iR
e . e . TC
(FaFATAH W AP AR FF EE(M) RE P Frdemd AR FD (7§37 5)
15 420 14 (17) 1.600 14.0385
20 390 19 (84) 1.694 19.0509
34 370 33 (6,6) 1.766 33.079
70 370 33 (6,6) 1.766 33.079

B E AR PR RETIEE 2 d B brE

Bl 412 ko % F H A2 NT$3400 F ~ 2 3% ki d f22 FD &
Zoorin B2 EFFECE N #-7 L3 4e > ¥ o wladF o FD=1.766 2 N=33 -

IR

PIRGETHTFARLEEFA L AR EFFERIFEREF 2R

NT$3400 F ~ » B *7-p 5 NT$33.079 7 & ~ » w2 B ¥ G B A

:1-\

P}géjﬂ.%\ 45 -

245 AF B A AL ARIEFITERV R 2 BN ERFEE AR AR

Y WHEAE  mhin e o ] TC
- . R GE R AR
(F & 375%) B EE(m) "% i R R A

(6,6)~(65)(55)(56)(45)
(3,5):(25)(1,5)(26)(36)
(4,6)-(C47)(48)(58)(57)

34 370 10x8=80 ( 6,8)~( 6,7)~( 7,8)~( 7,7)~( 7,6)~ 33 33.079 1.766
( 7,5)~( 8,5)~( 9,5)~(10,5)~(10,6)~
( 9,6)~( 87)( 88)( 98)(10,8)"
(10,7)~C 9,7)~( 8,6)

4.3

d 7 it 2 WERIB ALY Ao o0 WEF S Ap AR FA Y pE(Spacing) 2 # F o B
$f32 A 1P A R ARERIRPLZIFAERE > g EETE
R AT R B R R MM M P AT AT R R
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F= Fa 4 B >2_4n i% % #c(Species-Specific Dependent Variable) » 2% 4-Jordan et
al. (2005)z. 77 % » gz BRIE LW SRk my P ER b2 4
¥ % & (Abundance) 2 7 &_A (Richness) » 3w 8 A %t + 3 2. 48 §E
Bz PR REFHEFZAR o FM o BE(EENIFELREL SR
B2 - FETFZ O RBEL FAEREATEEAFRBETIEE S o
AL EEERL S R T e BT g2 B L

BEAETE PR R L R -
o s WH EEEHEMS ACRRE L F AMY AROE 2 AR
R o R F OUIE R T ATa PR R 2 BB E AR o A R F TR

T2 A IHBEARAESR AFTER D LEFERE AR AREELR
BEH- PEAY kL2 AR R R o
o HTERSACH T o N H T E R AR R A
TOMERHEL RS E TR Z SRR PET T SR
FIPb BRI R RN FE RO o
FZos AL L IR e ACZ H B B S it
AT F AT LG RER TR e AR A R A 2 e O
B i PR DR R BT @ A o2 2 N kB 2k AR
2132 P o d rECl HHRT U AN RO ER I E
TR A H FEH L1 ()R P A1 FuEARY o kA
LA B2 4F o AR AR R 1 EARY 0 AR AR K DR B

%

N
i

SR T NSRBI B AL o Sk i AR T2 A

5&%5%@?%%5"F¢%%E #ﬁyﬁ*éﬁiﬁ&éﬁ’%éﬁ%Mmk&SMde
(1985)# # 91— ¥ ik ff2 i % R 0 A g ASERIE R 5 50~1002 ¢ > fH B 5 300~5002 ¢

T R w\;a/..#ﬁm—u gREP N BEFLAHIPLE

TR ER o 2 EE R AR 1 E R P L R AT R AR B g 4P

pa@o
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8

R 2 SN g
4“4t 4 (Carrying Capacity) ;

) #Mamﬁ&gg;ﬁ e K e
R S g BT

oy BB

iv 8R4 2 & 4 {-B (Saturation Point) -

49

1 % e
B 5 5L
.
+
B

- P H-iE
FHERB

RV iR 4 AL
PRI P



FId GREKIANLIET 2R

AR EE LY S 6 0 AFETFARNLE LS BR LS
RN 2 A R A ks R R A
ToRNGRSERLEILRT A [ AR ArL 5T L G F 2SS

(Several Small)i=7 Kwt 5 A#H - FH 5 6 R 2 ¥+ FEER ©

5.1 A 14K AR i

)

£

i\4

Rz FEER AL AL B k2 R 5 ¢ (4oLindberg and
Relini, 2000) > & ¢ 23F 5 g b2 pHh H P B Lhp e A et
B2 A1 & FE% TS & A 0RE % (Marine Reserve gt f#-Marine Protected
Area, MPA)z_* (Wilson et al., 2002) o p* “F $2395%7 7 (% L Game, 1980;
Buechner, 1987; Stamps et al., 1987) » & % & ff 2 ~ | ~ FHEF2 H @
A E BERER A TEAS A RE S 2T ERF-RE L 2
£ oA FEFZIF A NPIFRELIOLZE ERTFZ YA G K
*L(Acosta, 2002) » F] ¢+ Schonewald-Cox & Bayless (1986):% 5 » % H# %
B RRE  BJRE BT LB G 2 % H (mobile and
long-lived species)m = » %3 % F B 2. i ¢ (Boundary Condition) 2 H % @
A5,4 (Geometrical Shape)$f>+id- 2 B A Y83+ /) cnL {FE A g 2 50 o
st ok Acosta (2002) 2. F7 3 77§ 4 B 0 B R = S (GRip B 4 )2 B
WERT O ORERPNPFAEFLFALL RGNS RERG R 2B
(Emigration)if 42" - Buechner (1987) 2 Stamps et al. (1987) & :T‘*u LA -5

! Acosta (2002)4 & » **MPAY 32 448 5 K #4430 3% % 3 2 4~ fE(Long-lived species) @ 2t 5
Mz gfh o Flt o FMPAR # b2 % MPAR g 2 42 4 & X p & HMFIMPAST R 2 4
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DN A=D+1) i tEER g B 1A f2_4F 4 & (Losing Rate
of Species) » @ 4f % F %% 7 & 2. % ;% 1% 5 (Conditional Permeability) o
3 J f8 B i 4~ f7 i (Dispersal Dynamics) D% =& s e H ¢ 5 fa s i
A AT DF E& 5 4 T4 f8 (Species-Specific) 2 # 4t % % (Diffusion
Coefficient) > @ 3% B2 <] A £ & fa2 #Hda 4 3 2 &2 B % (Turchin,
1998) ; I % % 2 X "Ux % & 2 Okubo (1980) %2 Stamps et al. (1987)z
LR & RERZPLERHF2 0 E > TN LREF 2GR E
o HE® > AR 2LDEAT AR ZBEULSE FIPLEHT RHAE %
HHRAF282LUZEF p 2 M7 U3 B 4B 519771 o 1T AR

BeE A B A 2 EE R B RG  E - O e R

| —~~

4

3187 2 0 # etk 2i(Decision Aid System > i FLDAS) -

Do) — — D=5 = = = *D=3 — = =D=1
30
~
L0
[
: -
g ‘/11 -
S0 .
- - =
— T -
v I ——- - - —
0 = T
0 05 ou 1 o5 157
Conditional permeatility (o)

W 51 7FFB2 8L () EERTEREE(p)2 MGl ¥ Mm2 A 55
KB A2 P (0 M A %k D=10~ D=5 2 D=3 4 7 )2 £ 19315
FA AR p s pEop o B BB R p2 THREAA T R e D -
BBl o AR R0, 1) p AR (L 15)A py Bl H(L5,2) ¢

4

%%%1Alﬁ@i@aﬁﬁﬁﬁjﬁfﬁDMmNE%ﬁ?%&
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ%&ia%%ﬁﬁzwﬁﬂ’i?ﬂﬁzki%?

(Conservation) i 1% 2 § 223+ FFF 8 o K 5 T B 41 hks

& o> a2 MPAP AR R AT TRZ A o
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% 51 ARZ /A AL GRS

o s
2. 25 kmzizf

-
B

TR

» H

‘J‘l

H 275k

¥ RENTSL g~ -

=y

&

B
i

-

2 R R

v T ERRE

o ff =

L‘

R R R 2 e

N i

)
—

B+ & A% 5 50 kmPz fFiR T

R E 2

¥ & 50 km®z &
HERE R Z B A A D A

AW

j\,g:r;z 7T 4

o

ERCPE - R UR R ECE R T

& %

B K

Dy

Dw

B EEd

(ko) (k) 0 ™ FD (m) 232 Th HE pmt i Aa¥iks
14 116 4000 3000 1766 370 (6,6) ~ (6,5) ~ (55) ~ ~ ~ (9,7) ~ (8,6) 33
148 123 5000 2400 1784 370 (5.4)~ (53)~ (64) ~ ~ ~ (3.4) ~ (4,4) 45
16 133 6000 2000 1710 330 (6.2)~ 51~ 6,1) > ~ ~(3.2) - (43) 26
12 16.55 138 6400 1875 1740 320  (9.2)~(101)~ (1)~ ~ ~ (L1) -~ (1,2) 30
19 158 8000 1500 1.650 360 (18,2) (17.2) - (16,2)~ ~ ~(20,2)~ (19.2) 22
224 1.87 10000 1200 1.663 300 (7.2)~ (82~ (9.2~ ~ ~(51)~ (6,2 22
26 216 12000 1000 1666 370 (17.1)-(181)~ (19,1)~ ~ ~ (3L,1)~ (321) 16
20 08 5000 5000 1751 470 (46)~ (56)~ (45)~ ~ ~ (12)~ (2.2) 49
22.25 089 8000 3125 1695 300 (9.4) ~ (83)~ (7.4) ~ ~ ~ (34) ~ (2.3) M
25 1 10000 2500 1.688 320 (24,3)- (244) - (234) - ~ ~(30,3)~ (294) 38
® 29 116 12500 2000  1.631 310 (282)~(29,2) - (30,2) ~ ~ ~(29,1) - (28,1) 26
425 1.7 20000 1250 1700 350  (23.2)(22.2)~ (212~ - ~(22)~(1,2) 23
52 208 25000 1000 1744 300 (57,1)-(58,1)-(59,1) - - ~(82,1)~ (83,1) 27
285 057 8000 6250 1643 340 (214)-(224)- (234)- ~ ~(194)~(183) 41
30 06 10000 5000 1.658 300 (9,16) - (8,16)~ (8,15)~ ~ ~ (4,12)~ (4,13) 50
33 066 12500 4000 1614 300 (344)-(334)-(333) - ~(353)~(354) 35
38.25 077 16000 3125  1.592 350 (322)-(332)~(342)~ ~ ~(331)~(321) 28
? 45 09 20000 2500 1.643 300 (40,2) -~ (41,2)-(42,2)~ ~ ~(37,2)~ (37.1) 43
54 1.08 25000 2000  1.652 360 (233)-(223)~(21,3)~ ~ ~(23)-(13) 23
825 165 40000 1250 1766 350 (82,2) (83,2)-(84,2)- -~ ~(113,2)~(1142) 33
102 204 50000 1000 1.801 300  (41,1) (401)~(39,1)~ ~ ~(21)~(1,1) 41
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BEFFZSFREERLZERER L2 < R A 0 T RIRSFE
2.4 51 8@yt 52 BEVEELLR L. iz BEHIFL F AL R
Pﬁﬁf—»éﬁll'-ﬂ- iz P Z_ Fﬁg éff‘ 7\'—7{:5/%(’]‘}‘3 L ,‘%’?B‘-i ,@?\fifﬁﬁfﬂrﬁﬁu
BRSO MR EAFREFFTET A LRGSR EE RS o
4 52 AT B E AL AR BREEAEARZPEE R

ERIAFEFE

& f

% & £ FEed .
km? P ¥ Dy Duw ) 232 TG 5 B (24w R At
(km?) (km) P m  (m FD (m) 22 Te v E 2aww i BEEKD
p< 1 N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
(5.4)~(5.3)~(6,4)~(6,3)~(7,3)-
(8,3)~(9,3)~(10,3)~ (11,3) ~ (12, 3) ~
(13,3)~ (13, 2)~ (13, 1) ~ (12, 1) ~ (12, 2) ~
(11,1)~(11,2)~(10,1)~ (10,2)~ (9, 1)
9,2)~(8,1)~(8,2)~(7,2)~(7,2)~
1< 15 . . . (
p< 14.8 1.23 5000 2400 1.784 370 (6.1)~(6,2) ~ (5.1) ~ (5.2)  (4,1) - 45
12 (3D (21 (L,1)+(1,2) (22~
(3.2)~(4,3)~(42) (3,3 (23"
(L3)~(1,4)~(2.4)(3,4)~ (4.4
15<p<2 224 187 10000 1200 1663 300 (72)~ (82~ (9.2~ ~ ~(51)~(62) 22
p>2 26 2.16 12000 1000 1666 370 (17,1)-(18,1)-(19,1)~ ~ ~(31,1)~(32,1) 16
p<1 20 0.8 5000 5000 1751 470 (46)~ (56) - (45)~ ~ ~(12) (22 49
1< p<15 25 1 10000 2500 1.688 320 (24,3)~(24,4)-(23.4)-~ ~ ~(30,3)~(29,4) 38
% 15< p<2 425 17 20000 1250 1700 350 (23,2)~(222)-(21.2)~ ~ ~(22)~(1,2) 23
p>2 52 208 25000 1000 1.744 300 (57,1)~(58,1)-(59,1)~ - ~(82,1)-(83,1) 27
p<1 30 0.6 10000 5000 1.658 300 (9,16)- (8,16) - (8,15)~ ~ ~(4,12)~(4,13) 50
1< p<15 54 1.08 25000 2000 1.652 360 (23,3)-(223)~ (21,3)~ ~ ~(23)~(1,3) 23
50 15<p<2 825 165 40000 1250 1.766 350 (82,2) -(83,2)-(84,2)~~~(1132)~(114,2) 33
p=2 102 2.04 50000 1000 1.804 300 (41,1)- (40,1)~ (39,1)~ ~ ~(2,1)~(1,1) 41
#i: 1) ﬁ%“;“é)%—"zlﬁzﬁ;% 12Km? » 2 RS F A H A 1~15 2 B2 23R E w7 % K3
2). k42 ﬁm B AB1EPEL p TR f_&«' Dig2 % 3h 11 523k 2 %3t

B b4 0 E Y

2 A

] % 74 1% (Conch)~ 42 5 (Spiny Lobster)

2 4% 4. (Sea Bream) > d *riz-
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2 WA D ¥ F(GEZ A7 B fhe D E5lhok 5.3)

£53 =487 b ®Ei 2 D&

Fe B2 Firhk Sk 8
(Dispersal dynamics, D)
3 AR
5 T
10 #

N
B

—

#i A ¢ 2 D22Fop

gx’{

prrbd ot iE - RS A REF AL F AL R TAF AT

<
114 40 B 4 ++ % (Negotiations) & 2. & # » B2 5 sefip2 se il 5 A=4 (F
B.1)s Rl it 2 A AP o2 X UB B FT AU 5 Py PsE Py (T
Dawl i 3-5 2 10) > 5 48k 7 d DAS,ARE ¥ EF o pteh gz 4
2 EERH AL BTE 12km* e 4=9% ¥ RT 2 AR P RS L ATE
(D=5) » Al ¥ DASiARE* 71 h2 £ ' UR % F(Ps) € Z %A 1~15 2 FF

(4o 5.1 #77) > @ HooriE k6 B 2 A R p3Esded 5.2 %7 o H & % A

=

o T R 2 R EE G A5 w2 K B4 w5 5000 2 2400 2
WA 1235 ph bz kA d 2 A AP ASEE R RS 370 2 ¢
i % ot fn dn e A 4R(5,4) ~ (5,3) ~ (6,4)...(3,4) ~ (4,4)% 45
)

"
s
A
NS
&
=

3
=

By R v B 2EE A4 RFD=1784 13t T g

=.1-\\~

b

P4 5.2 467 « FF L F BT L6 484 )£ US  HI BRI g B
EXEERER DAL Z AN

fm iz % 74 ¥ (Schonewald-Cox and Bayless, 1986) ; I >t ¥t# 3 £ # #5442

;ﬁ'ﬁé—g’ 0 REREZ AR E S B EN e g’,; o FP AT IREE 2 G

)

-

R E G2 EFES G o HEE L]

—

SRV Y AREERL LT IR R ABLRT R

V2 G F o A 3 2 0 15 BDASAREZ HA B EF T ek 4 1 ATk
ARFRFTEFF ST TR
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Stem g | Y Sereerereery
CTE | Q10 0 P |94
bloleld|H|H| & & o H & &L | |

]ﬁ]SZ;}i—«LIE—’é‘TﬁMT,\&,ﬁ» b od A 1 eﬁ’/ﬁtisk«&/i—;ﬁﬁrfﬁ’%]‘auﬂriﬁ %2 TG % B
B 1)s pAREEE R A GFIES 370 2% 523 E R g4 5 12km?» B2 $ 465
WP AL 9%

5.2 T RHFHF LIRS T L REF RS K

W ETE o AR RAER DAS 2 AT - L2 B RERE R
Fo A R ETRA(Y TS A ) RHFA I T RETZ H PR

In(A, (e , Lk ¥ s
S_ﬁ K 3 ”2/ ?ESF\ ‘E’—U;P‘%}’*Eq}’ﬁll

oS

5
I

< % A

ETINS
!

W

el
—

Foaif 2 EEE GRS A WED AR ERT R Y E T 2 2RI

T £ R (BRI s )4 w5

_ AlnAz4(AInA) -16AlIn(D +1)f
Di. D, 4[In(D +1)] ()

Fl AR RS REE B AR L R R R R AR B
5377 o EB AT 0 A R ARKIIFEF AR AKE o - P

%‘E/ //

E9E
-E-‘ > aﬂ;%%(%ﬁ«}\‘ 7 :]‘B /Q’T-F] 9'7'_;3:3 Lrﬁ'ﬁ Ig"g xiﬁﬁé(bl‘pﬂ? ﬁ
TDVALTNR)BRFAKR CEREFNZ 2 L7777 2A(FE

L[)2 Rl A CRERCR TR LA 4 5) FI AR~ R A,
A 2DV @B ERT R ERGES XY @R FEFER2 D

2Dy iEorz gD 2 BRI b AR 2 Slcdy » R 4
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Decision maker: Government administration

Select conservative species |-

Input parameter: D
vvvvvvvvv (Species-specific
diffusion rates)

l

Political and
economical concerned

Input parameters:

A (Refuge area size)

A (Lossing rate of species
across absorbing

Output the boundary condition p , then

_ Alni++/(Aln 1)’ ~16 Alln(D +1)f

D Ain(D +1)]
LY —J(AIn2)? —16A[In(D +1)f
v 4In(D +1)]

Buechner(1987);
Stamps et. al.,(1987)

B: the budget of the project

cr : the transportation cost

c.: the throwing cost for each ARC
Cr : the purchasing cost for each ARC
r: the radius of an ARC

N o g~ wDh e

deploying distance of adjacent ARCs

Input the parameters of deploying project

Dy & Dy: the length (and width) of the project area

dmin (Or dmax): the minimum (or maximum) allowable

8. /\d:iteration distance between two adjacent ARCs

DARCs model
calculation

DARCs model
(Lan and Hsui, 2006)

1. N: the number of deployed ARCs

Output the space configuration,

2. d: the deploying distance of adjacent ARCs

and
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B8 5 B A% ® B 5 — FTE(spiny lobster) %3 ¥ F\’#ié F’%ééi‘ 12
382 fEAcfhdicD, ¥ 5 3.62 (Acosta, 2002) o B REF MBS AL i P B
AEd o R WAL ARFIRATHZER > F A F DT D]

-~

M EERA P *’%%ﬁfﬁi 2. - i & J ¥](Acosta, 2002) - @ F 2 i

¥ P EGEEE % (Stakeholders) % 7 14 737 %o 163Kk 4 37 22 7
PR FHERFFLFL 2% E w28 <] (A)7 400 2 >

2=
.
NS
=i
)
2
A
- l'\<
Rl
(w
-k
\_
o
4y
o
Yo
E <

58000 ~ o 2 HT

\\?{r

B Dot
B EE2 3K %0 R i35 Bohnsack & Sutherland (1985)z. 2= 3:%% % 5 300 ~
500 = % » WEES E A1 T 10 20 % o ptoh H - B2 X rk s 150

SR H - R MRS Ko Pt A(Trey+c )5 NT$1000 3 ~ » i

ﬁig?lrx e, B EE R 6.25 (4 3.4 & rit) o
BB EHS BN 0 TR E N A E T R T (e

BEEAE A F 5 25%) 2 RERERFER(TFLUEEF)p, B 2.1 AP T
FE e E R LR B A Y D=2754 2 D,1452 2 % o BT ko
D, ~ D, % % i 2 i 7 $-dcfy » DARCs #-3] £ fic & MSPA i & i2 RI 7 &
NPT T 2 R RO R o AL B R AT R R T

W 2 2 P AP ARG T pE2 223k 1 B 7404 5.4 2 B] 5.4 #751 o

254 7 FAPMEEFIET XL B EA T 4B A RTFEXRITZZERT

7

[hadk’ 1 R w . :

d e ZFHZ T EranmeaE N TC FD i3
300 ox4  (1,3);(2,4) (3,3); (4,4); (43);(3,2);(21) 7 700151 167033 TC >B
305 9x4 (8,4); (8,3);(8,2); (7,1); (6, 2); (6,3); (6,4) 7 70.0130 170046 TC>B
400 6x3 (5,1); (6, 1); (6, 2); (6,3); (5,3); (5,2) 6 60.0125 1.65891 MFD<0

440 6x3 (5,1);(6,1);(6,2);(6,.3);(5,3);(4,2);(4,3) 7 700176 171313 TC>B

500 5x2 (1,1);(2,1); (38, 1); (4,1); (5,1); (5, 2); (4,2) 7 70.0187 1.64676 TC >B
Rah: dest A 5 BHERT L 2 fof fa(d =440 2 2)
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B2 ZERTE A EFEFIEL 440 2 2 2w frERz T
% h e A A W 5 (5 1)(6,1)(6,2)(6,3)~(53) (4, 2)% (4,3)
%6 B TR A NT$ 700176 § ~ > ¥ £ 4 bt 23504
1.713 > @ % B R 4@ 5.5 #77F °

2754 m

wzerl

FD=1.670 FD=1.678

d=300 m d=350m

FD=1.659 FD=1.713
d=400 m
FD=1.647
FD=1.712
d=450 m d=500m

W54 7 b HEAPMEFTIED RLEBEHA AT AEE EFFERFRLERTER
B8~ 5 %)

1440 m | 554m

(12)

wzgpl ——>

(1,1) | (2,1)

!

 —

A
R 4

2754 m

m55%iﬁ?%%1k$%“ﬁ41ﬁﬁif?ﬁﬁa ABALHLG G LW
F2r:l).S AR AR R B E RS 440 2% 5 2).W T 2 H 54 7 MSPA S0F £ i3 f2iE 42
_ihlé‘ﬁ;‘

B2 7% Yoshimuda (1982)z% 5 7 & fF4% % » B h sx %481 > Fpb 478
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R B AFBARR ARG R ARG R - KB RE A LERLET A EA
o A UPHEMT AT B R RBHFTAEZ S R A FP B2
= 3\ fi\é‘if Grove & Sonu (1985)z. B f2 i 5 = 3a ik 3c » I 9 3udu4p R i

B OEEAE 1) A g R S 2 4R 4t °h Bohnsack & Sutherland (1985) &
0 10~20 34775 & 2. b s B EE AL 4t 300~500 2 ¢ o fE it 2 AR 2
FERETA b S FREAZAFRAET 0 3 S APRRER
FEZ R TV R AR AP G EAA(B 5.4)% 2B ARZAFFRE - Ko
T MEAERZ R AFRATEFBERE R ER T B ERS
(Cluster Type)z& 3+ 5 R o

5.3 SS % & T 2 %3t

R RETOFHAEL G- BEDG iwmﬁjk‘gﬁaﬁwk

2 BT K - B % 3 % (Single Large © AL SL) i it B E A B

& % (Several Small > i £ SS) L 5 JI*+ ik 4~ #a 5 k|2 > ¢+ T #73) SLOSS

% % (Single Large Or Several Small Debate) o @ # i #73) * i3 % 2 /| %

EFRfipt PR EEY ATARL S BT ART IR § e o Fpt Y

T ”LDJI} gt P WE 2 BEBLIHA R ®F 2 K3 0 LB Bwr p B
2 pd AR AP A D e 2 B K

531 2 ¥ 2 F @ E

# B.(Landscape) ® & si.(Patch) g ## e~ -] ~35k 10 2 e p 4 5 § 4%
PAet a2 R F B e BPEER > & 92) 15§ gt pry 2 g
(Island Biogeography)i2 ;4 (MacArthur and Wilson, 1967) > 4= f& % 2 "¢ ¥
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BHG A Aem e o 1}\% R B A RS &
£ & ¢ o MacArthur & Wilson (1967):2.% » 48 - Lt b2 25 &

—\

Pt 4 #8380~ (Immigration) o= & (Extinction) % = B4z o d 3tz §
b e fi i (Niche) & # 3 e 37 F "0 Bl R il fRli P AR 5
ﬁﬁ%*ﬂtﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁi, @ A2 G AR
Xy T $HE- fupn 2 o B FioR g ~m%%¢a#ﬁwga
P 4o A B EIRT E 2 b a4 (Wu and Vankat, 1995) o @ 3~ 3
BREFPER FerAY R ARNERETIRE > TR A2 B
ST AT R H R R R ECE I “WF%F%% ERMELE ke
SRR (NS R R e TS T - 2 G 0 e
m AR AR o AT AP EAR D Fletd S T E AralAc 2 B g SR
GH 4t o XA LG AT b BRI A P B R T S R R
-~ BFAREREFL I AP LTI B RERAAL G B TR
& 1L (Heterogenity) » " MR fofefF L > R0 R LA~ TR
fort hfbe @i 02 R iy LRGP 2 (B R % 92)
It A h et R B IRV 5 dEpe gedE e B 2 fR st 74 > (Isolation) @ Ak zn

5 K3 R % (Reserve)2 — & & 47F (Usher, 1991) ; % % - Ovaskainen

(&

]
She
4
@
-Sby

N

(2002) 8% S8 M IFERZPHREZE SV R Pr A2 76 230

YOAEEF 2 A A R T 0 BT L ERIT 2 2 2 5 i 3¥ (Coral Reefs)

PA A RS @%%*‘@*iﬂ%%%W$ﬁ&w§ﬁw%wﬁwm?ﬁiéﬁﬁﬁ@
(Dlstance Effect) - % & graE B(X 92).\ P o

YA # z@(Area Effect) ; o stz > + iﬁfgﬁ‘&‘p" AHRLIER LB T

5 LL 7r9ar) 7 BB 14(Spatial Heterogenity) » #p e 8 R4 FERE LI A G h2 303 2 47
FeARf o M ¥ Z AR AT B (Patchness)«}ri 4 & (Gradient)ehiz & F p > H 9 mEL 5
?}%%ﬂmfﬁé‘ﬁ‘i‘?\'ﬁﬂ{{(l el AT "'t’ﬁoﬁ_ B % @B "F.“rf’} 7 PE 4 g LB A F'&ﬁ‘)imiﬂmﬂ?“
s ﬁﬁ#‘fﬂw HEE B 2 g R AGLEVER - 192)

LR AR RIS 2L p L 8 4 f(Edge Species) o ¥ R4 BT &AL RLIRHIFE
PLLI R A G st ¢ oo K4 BRI FE2 5 ) 848 (Interior Species) o ¥ % L ERiE F (% 92)

2 3t

60



‘LET‘IJ&FE.T

B

A% 7

+ 221 Z
T E RV ©

’ 'li\.”f? T% |4’ \Za: ‘:3:7

A

ﬂr

Flp frd AR R (R

& BA-K] 5.6 (b)

v & 2, - |3} Pe ol 22 h 5 2>
Ao 20 % B B OB B (Multi-Island Pattern) » £.%] 7 7 & 573 % B 20 3488 o
Cluster 1 Artificial reef habitat
e —. Avrtificial reef habitat ‘\‘f (island 1)
_ ~
/ A, A \
1 1 £ 2
" . A 1 Single cluster / Communltles (sets) deplbyment Cluster 2
— — s . . N e \ .
'! r Y N oo (island) pattern I ( o ‘) j (island 2)
\_\\_, o (\ 4 \ \\\ 2 // i/‘/'—'—\'
\ L \Commumtles (seﬁs) deployment RS -~ /_/-/ ./' ./' “,
\ \\_,/ y \‘, y \‘I | ] S .
. i 1 N
\ L A & (= ,'\ :,
\ F ) ;i 11 .----- R ) <_-
N [ - oNZe
N L = i - Cluster3 RIS \ g, o7
'~._._.7  Community (set) N . "\ ‘-.\ ;
\ ~ ~o- ~No-

(@

W 56 %1 &k oL

%i(artlflmal reef communities (sets)) st = ; p

(b)

734 (artificial reef blocks)*74. = » %L Blx 2 (b &c) °

AR 2R R R RE -

island) i# % A @& -

(aggregated clumped patter)2_ ] f& 5 A

=<

5 23y oW P - T D SV
a’»ﬂ'rﬁﬁi'},’*&.&#ﬂa@cii

ES
=L

£ U2 0w B2 (Lan and Hsui, 2006) 2 CA 2 #83 Rp| » 2 723k T
g F 3¢ (single large cluster) s £ ¥ § (single
BB R R E S
cHBEWECHHE 2T CAzpd

cBA - BAL AREES B BB A1 ARE
bz D BB A1 AR
3§72 Q)R] & A

R

HRPGs o PIT U EEHFTET Rk (7SS X)) T2 ER 5 5 (& g 2 EiE

)R A do(b)fror e

5.3.2 m% f ¥ f

B ik

—~

SR T

7 B 2R g ﬁhg’;i{

MRS R P|eh sl o~

273 (DARCs model) #

BT k2

Simberl
B.$rSS

TR
(Minimum Vible Population, MVP) ~ ‘i |

EA

R RELRERANMT LSS A R SV LB o R By
off&AbeIe (1976) Rz 5 » = 384 F %2 SLOSSAT 3 #rhf b g ¥ T 5 RSLHve 2 3 &
RGETHRIRIZPE 2T R FREETTRE - 55"}»*["?](?92)9 i&- Hdp o
AREALT PR S R AL AT R o B G p RIER Y F Y RS e n A
B A2 8] o # (Minimum Vible Area, MVA) 2 ‘i 3%
,a,,by};{r}y a,ﬁjgﬁ[}]-% °
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% % % R IEMSPAK 2 2 CAE# ~ R31P1°(& - MooreLR] » %

o

Batty (1997)) » F]pt i 3F 3 # 5 2 /% 15 (Percolation) ¥ /- & .2 $ & R
#E o Ra ﬁ‘*ﬁ%{?@i FTEH- A B(TAEER SFLE56)F

fF % 2% 2+ ; 82 ADARCs #-7] % H
MSPAfZ2 it &1 48 ~24 L2 2 AE L8 7 4 B2 K5 o7F
BY o ARG R AR EY b pry A H - o Fpt A& Lan et al. (2007)
05 B 2% 14 3+ & (Evolution Computaion » #§ #EC)iw & 2 > 4 P~CAZ
d M ROA Y5tk 5 6 % 2 BB B (4o B 5.6 (b))

WA BY 2 A E TG £ % 52 58 (Jordan et al,
2005; Lan and Hsui, 2006a) » F]p#* it F A A 1722 % PiF BT B
e ¥y enge (the technique of latticing habitat) » 2 i€ (7228573 = 5 &
#c(Discrete) shz & #5-3] - 3§ 4 %_; 5L ARPFIEEE @ T
KPR 5 - B3 7 UBEGERLEL - M AFETIY me p B
1 (Cellular Automata » #§ #£CA)iPE 4 %5 + 1 5. "°(Artificial Patch)z

£ i #7(Contiguous Growth Process) - & 7 + CA7 i1 # k 37 FFF7 7 4R &
FREAFEE- B AHEIEL P AREALE A H T TR
foz 5= 2 % {33 % 2 s (Green and Sadedin, 2005) - # fidp ez B 4
fe (8 Acell » ‘m”?)?“ B I Z BT HRE AT R
v iEA e FIR R TR 4 B EOREARE S A 6 2 WCAD

~ e 4n, % 11 Ln, % L

i iF > =5 K Batty (1997)2 LfER|T %A L 0 T (Cells) ~ 47

S AN - BRTREIAPBEIIRY BE R A T ERAEEA G 0 D Y B2 2 F BN S
HiE wve (i.e., Habitat Patches)wﬁﬁ%n‘v 7 it HEEE R 2R e o

v

SO N BRALPATA e 2 R A A P BAEZ B 4 R T T IR - B B2
% > ¥ 4 0T B]5.7 8 AR F (R 92) WP o

0 4 kg7 @ 7 PARCs & ARBs -

: CAR - E“kﬁah%ﬁ%’q\' BEAR AL T NI Ee2 Ak AP B AIA 2 2 CAF 3 %
TR 5] 2 H(lattice) & A o
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2(States) ~ #5837 % *(Neighborhood) 2 j# i+ 2p] ' (Transition Rules) % = 5§ -
WBIST7TAE o Bl r w2 F e SRR ARC 28 > @
PR G wppAR R d Rl A R T - BREEAT G R R - %
Ko ZBT 2 R AR A mn mre (Site Cells) » 4 e L4740 B 2
R A P AiEEeE 23 ad pl i A AP AR E A 2 R

(Adjointed Distance) » ~ fﬁ%’g“) K3 CAPFFSTR 2 ¢ 40 3 B2 82 o] HRiT

T JEYLo g b B S 4T a(t ) (2¢ wmre)i tfg;‘ﬁ‘!:,/:’;"a‘ﬂ}’%i‘(l’J)
2R R B ARl PE R R R T 2 ke B AR B AR
X

t+1

¢[0£(| —ad,j-ad) """ Xi,j) 1 Hi+ad, j+ad) (2)
o P 2 g i CA 2 48T % 2% F a8 2R (Neighborhood Rule) 5

The Von Neumann neighborhood rule The Moore neighborhood rule The free neighborhood rule

ad =1 ad =2 ad =1 ad =2 ad =x

B 5.7 Refpimiz 2 EFRN] - B9 addghd ¢ o RS T R S - RPN
0073 et 0 F ad=1 Hﬂ PR R LR mE o

—dgdm T R B2 MRBRARP S CA FliTR A ol b

PR et B A - B TR ke 0 B SR e T 2 A (Binary)sh e 1A

T R ApargR * gl 3 en(Null) ~ = Ak ik 5 «(Occupied) -

BOCAE - a0 AT B R e R R R 0 TR - BCARE R L 4
TRPAMTH AL - WRF BT HT A o e R BT R - R AT R
M@ s - B aT - BREREGRGE B PR IEF BT R R RE PR e b

T_o
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= v w B RerHE = 2 Von Neumann 2R (2 AL e 2K

~ R eTHE S 2. Moore AR (2% AL 28
(I ad=x)z p
:11__ bﬁ)\\_gﬁjhzﬂ 2 %\,L

B (GE4cB) 5.8 1) o

DARBs model

AP (Free Rule) > 4p # Bl 4o 8] 5.7 o
FEH RS ERR A

# ikl
RARIT R
4t

ER Y

R

HANM E & -
T AR

Lan and Hsui (2006)

Decide the conservative species
(Obtain the suggested dmin (Or dmax) from empirical data)

ys

Input the parameters of deploying project
. B: the budget of the project
D) & Dy: the length (and width) of an ARC
. cr: the transportation cost
. cv: the throwing cost for each ARB
. Cr: the purchasing cost for each ARB
. r: the radius of an ARB
. Omin (Or dmax): the minimum (or maximum) allowable

~N o A W e

EC Algorithm

Lan et al. (2007)

Input the parameters in EC:

< Setting the size of an artificial reefs
habitat, with the number of lattices
and the number of deployed ARCs.

<> Setting the Evolutionary environment,
it includes the number of chromosome
(i.e., population size), the number of
generation, mutation step size,
mutation style, and selection model,

etc.

deploying distance of adjacent ARBs
8. Ad:iteration distance between two adjacent ARBs

g

DARBs model
alculation

g

Output the configuration of an artificial reefs
habitat, and propose the suggested decision
variables as follows.

NC: the number of clusters (islands)
d: the deploying distance of adjacent ARCs

Output the configuration of an ARC, and propose
the suggested decision variables as follows
N: the number of deployed ARBs
d: the deploying distance of adjacent ARBs

The first stage design

B 58 %

A
2o MRS AP PR L gk A5 2 BB 3N (clumped) BOBLES B 2o
Fom A% FFERFY* CAZ

i#g;q » 7 g
T P HE(4c SS Wk )z §
5.6(b)) o
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& i ﬁ’fﬁ—‘y L E R E R 2 A RE
; PR FE A (ARBs)2 3 B 0 i_ E
RBSixF}z}‘i R (%A wit2 B 56(C); M wiglEfiz kit CA #fxt

The second stage design

RS T AR

#3%(ARC)

Moore *#.p] 2 ¥

fi] d lﬁ-‘ﬂj’lllﬁlL)L—n/ﬁ—n/z FR;*?L%(ARCS)
Peperd Benf B G 5 henfiE A R P ER IS
FRBERF G (2w B 56()% B



NHEZRERAR AR E > FENHEPFLGE > L CA B
pod AR s EC wE 2 RE 5 E(AASELRN)GE B
(Multi-Clusters Pattern)z_ gz f% - ¥ — & & > 73 p 2 7838 (ARBS) i#
BoooBIgE T CA zo ML > R T 52 B & 7% (Clumped) 2. B &
B o BB B 4o 5.6 (€)% o L A8 ki > B 5.8 AR L L s

i % #-7)(DARBsmodel) 2 gt w5 iE o MR EF R AAERAEZ S
fRR BB R LR RER > B 3G ck B 5.6 (b)) -

\I‘V

5.3.3 & % 2 3t

PRE-BEEG O BRSF-EHAEAIRE G BERLER
(Conservation Reserve)z_ % :£3& & 40T o Gl DE LR -9
AFFER (B R E) 5 P RS0l o ) R B 1 ARER 2 SR T B
ZHEGERAEJVYECHFE 2 E R S EGERAZB R 12 T

Pan Akt Y A AR ARG E S N IR E ST (Clumped)2 ¥ § G

T,

0l B WARE AL i 3 B IFR (Extent) 5 25 2 2 4B
PURERFE R CAGL - 23 10x10 £3*+ 100
Rgtme s BRGfF 5 025 2 F2 5 2 AR (TR RIPR)
i (SRR 5.9) 0 BT 2 F BRRwiphd T F B ARC 2
BoorvhmAex 2 PRI v uim R 18 A2 ¥ - EC FE 22 47

PRI CHARN F T ER GRw4 L Lanetal, 2007) » @ TR 2

' g2 Yoshimuda (1982) sai H g B ¥ §F 4T/ B ehf BB H 4e 7 B 4e > FILF N A B
F39G GE AL AT S R S RA G L E T d 00 A R R AT T R

BRSNS E AT T e



j# i« B 4% p (Population Size)'® » & £ % 4 %% #(Number of
Chromosome):12
7 1+ ¥ #ic(Number of Generation):1200
% % 7] & (Mutation Style): Cauchy
A5 ;% (Selection Type): Ranking

4= 4 1% (Initialization) : i ' (Uniform Distribution)

FAE Y R g e A E e o SR o AR AR 12 B T B (S
12 A F)53E 1200 ReF BT SR A - IR R R %D
(Epoch) = % »tjf f* BB ek 2.5 12 T4 12 BR &> KB R B
(Mutation) » & # 12 i+ & (IpFen) > L858 24 B BRE(r 12+ 12) 7
N2 BEDF N omPFen e kG H ;‘jj“%{#’ei% 24 B %48
P B 12 o imfE 5N fjﬁv“' i* ranking ;' #% % (Selection) ; @ iz 12
BALPE I 2. 48 T £ — X (Evolution Generation)e1< X o @ it s

T4~ @generation » #7112 (& i 1200 & » 3 v R adF 12 B B AR -

d * EC £ 5 %48 ch4F 2 (Stochastic Characteristics) » F]pt & =& i 1t
A ERE R L g4 TIAR I iR o TR S - Sk gtEs o
Risp I H G % § Tk 2 & if f#(i.e.,, performed 10 epochs and

I

gets the best one as our simulation result) » H & % 5 |4c-B] 5.9 2. + B] - &

FI592 2Wd 44 ipane2 8§52 BRRA SETET @Y

7

—\\

SRS L SRR #’ * Uindividual" % i £ % H P HE BB PG EX TEREY A Pl
chromosome * 7

v "F”B‘_a—i’ AT “;‘g’_’bﬁln\ 3N E o

B _ a4 % &_tacrossover, mutation % selection » #X A5 3 & 4k * ECif & 2 » # 4 vk Crossoverfe /& o

1 sk d WECZ M > FIp 7 2 RESE X % gify oo e 3E (%% 2t B 47 & (Computational
Intelligent) sh3t i » 4= EC, Neural Network, Simulation Annealing, Ant Colony i;ﬂd I
epochen s & F18 T 5% % -

20 8 % BFE £ (GAR] z? & ‘=i 2 fiz (crossover) » 4 e LB G R T i AR o
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Ay R E(FD) S 1295 @ it EC #1i2ik2 5 & % % 14 (5r 4B 5.9
2+ @) # FD=155> 8- BRm= ] & @7

B
BOoECHE 2 iR G ERMRIBECHKEAITT2ZHEGE A2
l’]

NN
—\

WA RIS o imz it B S Hck %ot 4o 5.10

FE SRR R TR W AT AR A

B RSP B T

%goﬁ\%uﬁﬁﬁ

P2 iz B § (Single Island Pattern) i ¥ 7 7 L {Fik- T s 5 ®
% (Multi-Clusters Pattern)z_ £ % i (3§ f2) » B2 2% i* M- AR anAr o €30

5w R 28 B ¥ e F7H B (Dispersal Patterns)z &3+ % AL 2 5 $i2

g WL oo P

4 BT
¥ 2 A R EE(Spacing) % i ki | B2 RAM R (o F w R AR

BATETIE) e =~ iR Z_EEm 3 0 BRI E s 5 (SS)iF &
FRECAJIFECHFEZ Vo AP RE - FERAEZET R

2t ELan & Hsui (2006a, 2006b) 7 3% i# & i (% i MSPA)2 3 &2

srvitcrsnact tating Irapect Finel Patten |

 EEEEE e

BEREEEEN:

i

W59 BEZ 555547 Pa%ﬁﬁa

EZIL f o BT 2 4o d ‘*"‘iﬁaz\-r/azi—lﬁ-i
W2 EREFETECY

» 2B E @ ;L,LEL%;(\&’JEJ wE%(H FD & 7 1.29) >
I3+ F—%‘]EJF‘?J /fﬂ"L%‘J’—%/\"TL—%f_vﬁ‘—y % lwﬁg‘ﬁ’]‘ép H FD i#& % 1.55-

2L CAZ N AR > T AR R E L R BB -



envaorimért 1810 | Inspect Fioet Pasem |

Sefting the size of Arificial Reef

Sioe of Base P Cokmet | I soectosameieet [
[ [ —— |

Seting the Evolt N \ N e e o

Popusionsae 12 [TeEm Fy
WumGonension T30 |l55_rz
miepsze 10 |yesm
HusinSoe [EHEER 7] |15
= b= e
devsin_ i g

Sebection Model [1_Farkrss ¥] 15522

Rsets pacindindadd 13 15522
whchFioess [0 Mo 00 =] |1oes
Evebing. }%g E' Sese [ T Cbiw LineCoke [Bam =]

W 510 ;i 8 7822 28K TAMT - E ¥ Population size: 12 dpenE G 12 B
oz %% ¥ iF 48 > NumGeneration: 1200 & 3% 7 /% it e #)c 5 1200 + »
mutStepSize: 1.0 B E_ * M BB EF R B H B > v ke
Gaussian/Chauchy % # #c (T 4p %;‘j&,? R - BEFE BTB BT MT%

GRTE D AR T
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FAF ERRFEBRTEZHAHFZI

& #- F A i 8 (Landscape Ecology)z prEhis F4E 4 4 1 4
2 R oed NI s - B 5 AR T AL SRS
iR dp Rt e FE R 14 ARG L 4 3 S R R

6.1 #»

w

riEd 208 FEA BE AR AEGZE BT 325 £ 2% E(Wu
and Hobbs, 2002) > ® &3 5 F @ 5 T 0 2 2% % k7 3 [ & Y(Pattern)
$3F 5 4 fi B 42 (Processes) & § 1%+ 2§ %(Turner, 1989; Wiens et al.,
1993) > » Fpt i B BEAFPFE NI ECRRE LR
(Plotnick etal., 1993) - # # } > SR A L F 251 VRN P L2
- W fRER S REHIFERZIPE ) - {F AT REBHE
%ﬁ§ﬂ’F@ii%?iww%%°?%’ﬁuﬁﬁiﬂﬁiﬁﬁw
RERF -BBRAIAGEZFAIH LY BEHEF P22 5%¥ LRE

WEMESRGIS) 2 Hjigst 2 FAPTehL B G F o Flt s Ry i3
AT e dianr B2 — 5 ¥R S S 0 ey TS B EFEREE
Flk o ig sy Mt AR e E gt *ﬁﬁﬁﬁi@ipi
SR LG - F A THRE ISR ET L AR G L
# M (Lan et al., 2007) o G g 4ot 0 B IERBE AT irdeg R L3
ZoiER S R eFEIE S TR AL AR EA D h2

BEAE B BB 0 F Lk L AT EF b s B % K 4o 23635 (Lan et al.,

PRES v e R RESE A P U 2B AT R (SRR 102); A 2t A
PR 2 2B > Flpatternst ¥ s B 2 A8 o
B2 i B 6 FHEF AT Y SHER T SRR E B (SER - 1 02) -
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2004) » “rE A RARE 2 AR SR A AT H e B v -
FYoednd s oA A Poer R e BRI o f A

AR ARFIEERAT VR F o FAASERRL LE RAR

P2 JREHRNMNGBERREZA I EBFEAITZ e AR AT 72
B o

3 Fed> 5 2004 # Lanetal. (2004) #r#% 220 7 AR N HH WA 2
HE@BFEET™ 274 hf0* FRS L F2 BB RAIHERE A
2L RRFE2ZAERBEA IR oa il BRI REANAPE
FOY R BT o 2 R 2 May (1973) % 4F 2 B - % 2 B%
(Complexity-Diversity Hypothesis) o % &8 k3 » 23 SH2 47 R @ 4238

¥4 ¥ % 4 12 (Biodiversity) 2 4 f~ & (Biomass) £ & & 2 F 5
(Shulman, 1984; Gorham and Alevizon, 1989; Bohnsack, 1990; Charbonnel
et al., 2002; Sherman et al., 2002) » #Am T i¢ 4 B HE fE A L ke 38T
HMARRAFZFRAR I ZEL M R i PR ¥ AP AT Y
% % ¢ ® (Cadenasso et al., 2006) - % 2 } » & # Cadenasso et al. (2006)7%
B A BAFRER T A N B G 4 U3t 0 T L B (Spatial) g v (G
T FRFHE) > R (Temporal) & = 2 % % (Organizational) & = (5% 3% # it
4 > Functional) ; @ #.Lan et al. (2004) ~ Lan & Hsui (2006a,b):%= 3 > H
HEEMNFECIARIFRAZ Z2FME > I 34T 2 BH
(Patches-Discrete)#-3] % #5 it (Cadenasso et al., 2006) - Bohnsack (1990) %

BEIFFRAE GRAFTIRF AT Z R4 2 14

&
J& £ (is the physical arrangement of objects in space and is depicted by their

® ¥ ¢b > yagEBohnsack (1991):73ii2 » & #ag se R cpREhs e %Y 0 B O B hF el AT H TR

& (not defined quantitatively) - ##* 3 B|i&— # 3% % Bohnsackeidiz # fmA 5 73 B 6 > — &4f
FRRE MR B o PG R KRR Y E 2 P Y PR B -
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type and quantity at a defined spatial scale) » p* ¢} % i 447 1 ga) i 4o
" gFE > Myint & Lam(2005) { i2- # Efdp d o T R AFRAR S T
BREEe A g a Rt - dpiR R BB § AR EAR LR LT
TREHEEy R*247A (Kostylev et al., 2005).

FLFTERET O BRARVEART LY LR Vit R R
TERZZRERB M Xa F EH B AR ELAECZRE
Hdro fem 2 @ § i Bz B AR T | (Textures) 2 J& 7%
LRzripes o der AFRBETE DG - BREE 7~ T @
7 45y 0k 4E(Mandelbrot, 1983 ; Plotnick et al., 1993) ; “73} - & % A5 3n
NEA R ZRARATUEG AR R BApIEKE > iﬁ@f’— Il i o
B @ity ¥ 0§ 3 A5k d(Mandelbrot, 1983; griE K] 0 R 92) - & i&F
g A F R R a7 IR A 7 (Lacunarity Analysis) > i ehdg 1 s B F
WA - o A PEEGANE SRR > A IRt kT E
THBP TP g 3;1&;«;\.«@# (Mandelbrot, 1983) - 3% = 2. ’%‘gﬁ i
P2z ApHFECZIRRZEREL V- #H TEE

£

GRURLS JEAE SRS & R AR e

™

fFE_F]& 3 7 I 2 3 M4 & (Plotnick et al., 1993; Dong, 2000) - f§ % 2= > #
A

T2 PR AR - ATOA RFERPRAE > LR AR B RERE MY
AR~ T

Goorde 2 T A LKA g k3t (% 2 Lanetal., 2004;
ORI A LR K

Lan and Hsui, 2006a,b) - ;ﬁ MU EA R AR
A2 — 3 AT RRAH R 21 KB o

4¢€u,mb+?$W@~iﬂ¢%ﬁi’a&ﬁWﬁﬁMW§g&mam4m%ﬁir TR
RapA8mg ok B2 v ® g p AR g2 Boaffen » {7 % gk {4Ffe2 2548
PlAcR B Z R R A
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T H R4 E

drfe it > AR - VAR BEZRBERRERAT T PR EE 3
Féﬁf’%f# o Fp s A FH5I N ¥ - %fréﬁﬁﬁa‘g%— » R R R 0 U A iR
THFARBATHBRAI Z EBE BB -EF Y THAERS ZFE IR

E F 484 7 (Solid Objects)p 7z i (Gaps) 2t 3 F4. (Lacunae)z & iw £ 7|
(Mandelbrot, 1983; Lin andYang, 1986; Allain and Cloitre, 1991) ; § P £z 3~
oo aMandelbrot#f 4 AR 2418 » B 3R A AR R Y T B R A
FREIPDGA- P PTHEURERF O FREERT A T
E R e R IR e & (Fractal Sets) (v av F AR P R RR B

o 3R %%‘
BE7 b X AR T2 3 BN anERT o> {1 T HRE A

5 2 AR A 7BA > Mandelbrotzz = 7 i¢ & 4p e e

32 FlE R ARz FRE Flad @A RO A EHD 4o Y
% W o m Mandelbrot 3 T M EPEL S %J‘Plotnick et al. (1993) -t
AR @ % > F B4 i 4 (Landscape Ecology) 2. e A
= AR BRE & (Texture) ® 7 4 ficfe & i - f;é_)ii % (i.e., describe gaps
in habitat coverage ) » £ 5 23 Rk FREA T HA EHRMK > @ &7
FES AR FRFR DR TR EST A PESF - Plotnick et al. (1993)
(- Hh zHARELRE R Fé?f;%éii.'ri‘s(Patchiness) - fEdp 1%
TEMEE S 2 B (Multiple Scales) 7 B 4 T ikiplEE (R B ER
"(Contagion) % A %¢}: (Dispersion) « 2 * 2 M B B2 A7 M EAF &
’%@P\—iig&"‘&?:;?&’ SR S £ SR SRR

5 B F) R e R I i gb:}%:;; #Ekﬁ?wﬂb%ﬂﬁi‘“—liﬁfﬁp&go

S L EmAEELLG L ,#ﬂmiﬁmg BHOEF eSS TR A GERE M RERER 192) -

" {2 HO'Neill (1988) iz %"\%& 3 B’“—?Eﬁ‘ e BBAEA R AR B RR R BER
dF MR BH A  PIE R R ERCL C F 2 E RS VIS BAL LA - A B
BdigEp  BRERDEDRS -
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FERH 2 BB F 22 £ 2 (Plotnick etal., 1993) ¥ ¢k »* 3 B A ¥ 12
BB 2 BFRARER  FILBS T 0 21 RE B T (more
heterogeneous feature)z. ¥ gL\ fii4g 322 7 BF £ | (more complex spatial
arrangement) # 7 [4 & & # B (Myint and Lam, 2005)> @ £ 3 323 @ I
FRABEZHARERM - 3738 2R E > 4 Allain & Cloitre (1991)
# A -5 @ H PR 2 %8 (straightforward and computationally simple
algorithm) » f£2 % i & 4=i% & /% (Gliding Box Algorithm) » % écit # 4 &

*ab'u -li\'_”—"‘ °

BEFRIEEE S S TZERT O FREp BAFE S 24

N—"

L 5 0SNG R 65 % (S 1) L o e+ 0 (ST
7; fi/ﬁ’ﬁ"’ﬂfgé‘g‘ :; ri.rg—;\z_’,*r 2”}3 ‘ggiﬁa%ﬁ’—g_Si:’}’(ﬁi’ N(r) E'J éﬁf’fﬁ“i/ﬁ'
Piridk BEURR AL BHAGIFLRE)RL - £2F M B L
3 M, Bt o BIN()=(M, —r+1)M, —r+1) «

I gL A ra R R HARE(IREAr)ET)T

YR BB RS 2 = P £ (Second Moment) E(S?) » - Fids £ T

A(r)=-EE) 3

AP 2 AR ES)xT A7 L ZYV=E(S)=)5Q(S,r) » it Bk Y

S E BRI T e > A3 ES?)REE S £ AL 2

Z®—E(s?)=38%Q(S,r) - s+ thd B TR S 2 P dVar(S) 23
B,
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MR B2 Y - ¥ AT NA0T oo

A= 2rS) 4 (@)

[E(S)

6.3 =i ¥ iz
PEIMAEZEFRIAEER X 92) HP R L P AR

gt B 2 34 % Allain & Cloitre(1991) #1748 &1 2. T & 4=/% & 2 | (Gliding

Box Algorithm) > 288 2 4 * - B &=L ¥ 5% = 7)) 5 T ficdgie

{7 & siep s B ch i B~ (Systematic and Exhaustive Resampling) » £ 3+

o Asia o 0T R el ES R E 2 S e

B2 %43 - 5x5=5 Bt e A (4AB610) 2 B
.°(Patches) e 42 ik § P%2 v 6] » FF 1% 0~ 1 REH 2 55
i s - T2 A @i, (Binary Image) » )= 73] FH =7 R 2
7 B Py i (de Bl 6.1 (b)#7r) 5 EiE AR A e T 2 R (BT
2 d ™A ET S T ﬂ%%?g(Matrix) 4 ﬁ}u—ﬁ!\w d A eRn L R
Hem s T0ge F A% = ExXB A ) 3 IXT 2 deimdr et i 5 el
B2 21 A(RAWEL (0) ) AT LB L L M =2) 0 PIT

e

¢
(w
b

I

1
|

Joy

L jﬁ'é:’*@]]\ e 7 2 %P8 p (Patches Number) » ”T?fﬁ-,; /E’ﬁ"*ﬁ p

N

i
2. BB E (Box Mass) » ™ FHELS £ T o

BFur o e tBh- Ee o A - PR
P(Grain)z ~ [ (%2R 6.1 (d) AL E DBl R BATE ;7§

8 »x Tk - #2243l (ie, classifying to a particular habitat type)

9aﬁﬁﬂ;§$§@&ﬁiﬁisa$ﬁévuﬁWf«lﬁﬁiga;v%wW;w?&&o

VR AZFREAEIBRIEELLY EE A AL TR ST L ek R G A
(R F 0 292) » 7 T ]T 2 et dm”
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L
AR EA R I T 2 BB F R i R Ap MR -
Bt o] 2 tg B Y (Extent) » 7t T F 2 5x5 X ] o B EFLE
B2AEF s fe o BT SRR AT 2 2 K HOf B2
=@ el TS, T)/N(r) » 7 w2 B TR S L B
FHAT B S A TR s R

[ | 0Ojlo0ol0ol00

| :j 0[]0[]0
|| 0Ojlo0 (0|00

| ] D] o [T o
0100100

(a) (b

0Ojfogojo0]o0 oOgo|jogo|o0
o [l o l1 o ofulofi|o
0jfoJO0O|L0]0 00000
R o [ o D o I o
0o 0|l0]0 0|10 (0|00

W 6.1 ¥ - 3] F B (microlandscape)df T Stz F B A T A B oA L2 5 - H %
B RBRIR s - AR Y B2 A RN EABAR
(patches)#ribdp2 =% » 12 1 &7 » BRI 0 &7 o % i &
u&;H&%ﬁw7wm?ﬂs A s kbR g - B - F(pixel) o £
<mw%%&ﬁw’ FEHENBETREE AT SHEESERATE B
AET R ?%l§ﬁ~4M&°

HOERAZERRGARILET L LG 05 Rl A RB LT FREER - 292
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6.4 %fﬁ% &)

AERU-FEEHAEUFRIEFEE R IR LR ZHA -
FEET AL AN FREk 4 1 e 3§ (Deployment
4

ATRRIT I R D PR RS

@ (b)

s nls.r) Qs.r) sos.r) sals.r) s als.) ols.r) sols.r) sols.r)
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 a 0
1 14 0875 0875 0875 1 12 0.73 0.75 0.75
2 2 0.125 0.25 0.5 2 4 0.23 0.30 1
3 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 i} 0
4 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0

=

)=1.125 z'” 5(r)=3 50(5.r)=1.25
ZW =52r)+5%()=35%0(5.7)=1375 Z®=82r)+5r)=35%0(5.r)=1.75

B 62 EjAARAAREZZRFEANTHRCRE-B()* B(D)F &7 40k 25
ARk B(FD=1.3505); * Bl 25— & F 5x5=25 & e w2 B
ERFFEBAZFEZ > ZEFRFREL R L 2 (e, 1=2 ) A7 A
RN EN 2 BT E s R iR B B Fen(s, r)’ R BB,
’F*ﬁ:rﬁw\ﬁmﬁ# ﬁ& qu(s r); B PEN()=16 - £ 4 W38 S mE

eriJrf(%L— P2 = peds £ (first and second moments of patches mass s)
Z‘“ 2O Rl ZHAET AN D A()=Z@ /O E e Fpt e £ B2 2 W
B A W] G (a)A( )=1.0864, (b)A( )=112 °
ReL: PR R R R R 22 R
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B 6.2 2 %653 BEF 4pk a4 E(FD=13505) &2+ %
PG B A e BR RS HR 5 5 BETEE(S L

G A2 m it 2 ARC)» B b3 5 B2 P w8 od “t 2 wh

“6?5

ui_*

Bz @ )BT B PERN R  REFE S
Blérs jAnf 2 2 FAgse R (FDE) > 510t 7 4% 3 B AR IR R 5%
Mz 2 AR 0EEks L8« X TFFfes L5 2 2 RT 23
BEEHETOR62(0)2 2 HAERE62(@) 5% 3 EEFEIET

NS
Iy

-

PRI EZ R T A PGP £ .9 0.04); F] ixPlotnick et al. (1996)2_ = % -
B2 B E AP RN R R B >
- H 0 RTS REPEAIRATERLZF LT R 6.3)

18

—@— (a) pattern

16
O+ (b) pattern

144
1.2 A
1.0 1

0.8

In(lacunarity)

Curves concave downward

0.6
0.4 r=3
0.2

O
0.0 : : : ; : T —0——A
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 12 14 16 18

In(box size)

W 63 2P zFREAANEZZH A RE - 2B G FRiFgE 25k
AR E(FD=13505) L 7|7 P BB T HAE BEFEI=S | 2 B R (5 R
#“'Jpp % PB ® 6.2)
BRI R B

F % 139 Plotnick etal. (1993)2 # 3 4p 41 » Z H R B ¥ % 5% B

2 i B 4= < ] §2 F(Lacunarity values are affected by the size of the

iR athi- £ BANESHRERmE A ] 0 L5 HREVRERL G H -
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gliding box used to exhaustively sample an image classified into patch and
interpatch pixels) ; § iz~ [ B4 PPz > THAEEE R o @ LR
6.2 2 v REF P FUFR > NT=32 FhiEFE R AR
(Sensible) » Flpt i & * bR - Bl F RSN EE AL R > %
Bz 2 A A% 5@): AB)=12222 ~ (b) : A(3)=1.1088(% 2 @ 6.3) - F]
LA QR IFRI LT RELIHAE

- Bk e e b (Concave Upward) 2. 7 FA B & S04 o7 £ F STH841
w2 7 F 4 v (gaps are randomly distributed) #7235 = 2_ % ¥ % & (Spatial
Pattern) » ¥ H Z [4 & B8 X ; 4p & 0w v » T (Concave Downward)z. 7
MR RP &7 7 B2 %32 (Texture)# & 4 B & 7% (Clumped) 2. B 5L 97 8

ﬁhrﬁwq_l‘)%)iﬁ 7“%”’1‘%"&4{-;7‘17'1 ‘} T'Av\ ‘fi\'—"—r M"’Tii“°

6.5

wPlotnick etal. (1993)%t % M & & 2 23 7 » & Pig W2 R
FHELY S ZFRAE2Z A @ 3dk(lacunarity is a function of the geometry of
the patterns) o pt*t > ZH R B2 <~ {HZF Y F M2z Bwem ~ La =
P2z B BT 0 B 2 o HFE 2 * R (Scale) & ATt st W Ao
FRApEAp » 2R A BT B FRE S ¢ R (Multi-Scale) 7 77 3
A0 FIRiE £ 0tk B LN E B 45 P (Hierarchical Stucture) ~ A 4p i
Mg M2 BOE M S ag(gRiE B 0 R 92) - Plotnick et al. (1993, 1996)
% Dale (2000) L i&- H#Hdph > § 3 BB, 2 2 (Voids) s 7 F 4 ¢
(Gaps) & - £ 325 (Homogeneously) £ 23 (Evenly)s fciw p¥ > Bl 3 I A& (&

B sl o A sk T g R B dicl sk = (discrete hierarchical level) e % e s
B @ £k i AT R B B AR BRL S P EERALG H P apFy e
Booo# AT AR fed k sengy it feRt § e sk S BL(BRE R R92) o
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R R AEE O HEFAARY B ZFA ST B RS2
Fokdo o &z 2 G b &R 2 (Heterogeneously Distributed)
Pl € 7 #B 2 2 KA - Plotnick® P 287 i & F b o et 3k 4
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“tdk—- £ 3w 5 22 FORTRAN #2355 3% 2
subroutine fdim(iix,x,y,no,xlen,ylen,r,dim)
dimension xx(100),yy(100),s(100),n(100),mm(iix,iix)
dimension x(625),y(625),slog(iix),anlog(iix)
do 10 i=1,100
xx(i)=0.0
yy(i)=0.0
10 continue
s(1)=1.0
n(1)=1
do 11 i=2,iix
s(i)=1./float(i)
grix=xlen/float(i)

griy=ylen/float(i)

do 12 j=1,i+1
xX(j)=grix*(j-1)

12 continue

do 13 j=1,i+1
yy()=griy*(-1)

13 continue

do 21 ii=1,iix
do 21 jj=1,iix
mm(ii,jj)=0
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21 continue

do 20 k=1,n0

do 14 j=1,i
if((x(K)-r).ge.xx(j) .and. (x(K)-r).It. xx(j+1)) then
minx=j
endif

14 continue

do 40 j=1,i
if((x(k)+r).gt.xx(j) .and. (x(k)+r).le. xx(j+1)) then
maxx=j+1
endif

40 continue

do 15 j=1,i
if((y(k)-r).ge.yy(i) -and. (y(k)-r).It. yy(j+1)) then
miny=j
endif

15 continue

do 41 j=1,i
if((y(K)+r).gt.yy(j) .and. (y(k)+r).le. yy(j+1)) then
maxy=j+1
endif

41 continue

do 22 Ix=1,i
do 22 ly=1,i

if(Ix.ge.minx .and. Ix.It.maxx .and. ly.ge.miny .and. ly.lt. maxy) then
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mm(Ix,ly)=1
endif
22 continue
20 continue

ino=0

do 23 Ix=1,i
do 23 ly=1,i
if(mm(lx,ly).eq.1) then
ino=ino+1
endif

23 continue

if(ino .eq. O)then
ino=ino+1
endif
n(i)=ino

11 continue

do 24 i=1,iix
slog(i)=alog10(1./s(i))
anlog(i)=alog10(float(n(i)))

24 continue

call reg(slog,anlog,iix,dim)
return

end
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subroutine reg(x,y,iix,slope)
dimension x(iix),y(iix)
xsum=0.0

ysum=0.0

do 10 i=1,iix
xsum=xsum-+x(i)
ysum=ysum-+y(i)

10 continue

xbar=xsum/float(iix)
ybar=ysum/float(iix)
xysum=0.

xxsum=0.

do 11 i=1,iix
Xysum=xysum-+(x(i)-xbar)*(y(i)-ybar)
xxsum=xxsum-+(x(i)-xbar)**2

11 continue

slope=xysum/xxsum
return

end
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