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Potential pollution maps of heavy metals in soil play important role in screening
and making specific decisions on polluted area. The distributions of the heavy metals
in those maps are generated based on the existing survey data. However, without
comprehensive survey data, the uncertainty caused by the estimation of distributions of
the heavy metals in unsampling sites that will lead to the increasing the risk of
misjudgment on contamination area, and result in the errors in screening or decision
making of pollution area. Besides, spatial correlations between different heavy metals
should be considered. Estimating the distribution of those heavy metals indepenedtly
and without considering the spatial correlations is therefore inappropriate and may not
retain the spatial correlation between each variate. Thus, to find out scientific and
reliable tools for estimating pollution potential area and to provide the robust
decision-making tools for screening pollution potential area are important works in
heavy metals in soil. The geostatistical approaches, such as sequential Gaussian
simulation and Uniformly Weighted Exhaustive Diagonalisation with Gauss iterations
(U-WEDGE), are applied in this project to jointly simulate the possible scenarios or
realizations of distributions of heavy metals in soil over entire Taiwan based on the
130,772 survey data provided by the Taiwan Agricultural Research Institute, Council
of Agriculture, Executive Yuan. Additionally, the estimating spatial distributions of soil
heavy metals must be consistent with the spatial characteristic of original survey data.
The spatial uncertainty analysis will be made according to the simulation results and
scenarios. In accordance with the uncertainty analysis and the resultant simulation, a
structured tool, Information-Gap Decision Theory (IGDT), is applied to make
decisions on pollution potential area screening. The IGDT provides a general
framework for robust decision analysis under the uncertainty caused by the insufficient
information. That is this decision may still meet the needs of decision makers even in
occurrence of the worst scenario, such as the significant difference between simulated
and actual distributions of heavy metals in soil. In other words, this method will result
in the lower impacts of uncertainties on the screening of pollution potential area and
will provide the different screening scenarios. The Nemerow index and the simulation
scenarios are also integrated into screening the possible polluted area. Additionally, a
user-friendly GIS based tool to co-simulate the spatial distribution of heavy metals in
soil, and make robust decision under sever uncertainty will be delivered. Finally, the
orientation for those methods and the GIS based tool will be held.
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4 (Cu) 1-5 10-100

A (Hg) 2-100 8,000
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4&-(Pb) 1-2 500

&(Zn) 25-200 10,000 & § %

F L %k : Bowie& Thornton, 1985

CRE A NS SRS S & £ R LU S E R

EeHRR AT RS nR T ED AT AR E(E F A, 1997, R,
2001) .1 4o o

3.3.1%

CONEE 30 41 ARG GAEE S BIR AR R F gl
HEIFAOR TR R AL F RN DRI RAR § 5 10~70ppm Sk o
TIEE BEE A 3_ B~ RS Eopsk 0 B E L 0.6mg/kg/day 5ot o E
RWHEIT A G I LAY R SRR AR S R 0 T
VAL SRS E L LN X S S LRCE S & A EEE S RS S
FeRBAL;ERBIM 2 2m; T é%m&mmfﬁﬁ%ﬂméﬁ’ﬁi&
AERZHO FR L FWAFERANEG LT A LR TR

E f
A EREIEI P ERF AT %ﬂ’ﬁWFa{,“é%%TL*z%#zw

3.3.24%

BB R R I BRI BFLA TR RFO BB RS P HREE
BE B HO R HEF LB AR BRI AP eI AR Y
FLENT R EERILERAAEPL FIETFT LEEPEE T §H
R RAERA L R Tl SR B e A g

n.
Rl ARk M R LA ZHEEL Y e B S5 H



13,800 2+ » H ¥ § 4 L4 F 304 g
SR o XA FTRE &7

3.3.3&-

B2 B A KRR G RESFER ISR AT TS R BRI B gm 2 B
2P Bz E(1985)8 B dmAF P IREFAY 0 B ARE SR A AR B
L2 BEETEAEREAZ R 23y e S 1~113ppm Wi T 355 24.6ppm
Boogha2b i AMRE2Z AZ P HAMEG ARFESHE DI TP S
,,‘s‘i\;gﬂ_ GRS TR AR A RS AR Bk T A a}.;g
FAE o Fab o~ HLF S R AR R FE R NI Y F 0 BT R
4 @rr@-ﬂkm@;}» o F A IEEE S B e HF 95 9000 2 F o ",f?
FARRZ b A e d B R S H Y 0 E RS F G AR 0 9 3500 2°F
EHZEHBRTY e &TI VBTG

3.3.44%

B SN SRR BN I P SR A S & I =N 3 SRR
B B o d WEBEL FAPNGDT F B 0 2T DT S RS
AR B E AT PR D EHAME T HAME o T AR AT T s
;]»L’Jﬁ!\p\ CPERETHR R R R T BEZ RS 0 FlA o lAe R E ﬂﬂ’;*dl
£ ¥
N

N

gt iemd R bR o GB AL A3 FEAL e b e 93 7,400
SE NGRS F G fER 22300 2F 0 BB ARAST RHEL L
BBy B s 2HER

Jm}

3.3.54kF

B R RS I REARRIHTALIR KR THREF S R
BE G ERERkS VRN o F S A S T BER
WWEEE Vi gALTH R AL EREIER S ML RE B0 Bk
ggﬁya’%iﬁg%&ﬁzaﬁaﬁ@43mzﬁ,&¥m&@@ymmw
DE A EERAFGAEA BRI BE AT FF - E AR LR

5T B PR ZRAZF RCIEATRED %,— F o F A RIRNS

‘-\w

Sy
0
Ell
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3.3.65%

AFR2Z AR KR E IR AN LEFAER 2 ok UE FAPLFS 4
BPAGEICE R TARFEREY cFmr AFF FALRL D2 PR
v EMA R LD EBTERAR GRS EFE O PERLIT R REE A
@}aﬁﬂﬁ&%@% 1842 AR E S e G 597 3,800 20F > H P

- xR

* B

ETE

P
“
S

=k
L
B RRAZ B G A 95 1,500 oE gﬁéﬁﬁt\ﬁﬁﬁyL,g
v K lppme B R g B T AR B2 %ﬁ:i@;
MR AR BFUBEE O N3 120 2 F ehfgn 2 AR
- AR ARFEL SR Y ‘*Ui$@ﬁ?”“%Tﬁ%%6%P@‘ﬂ*w1pm
SMERETR 2 ARY > T ARG L 0.65ppm o F - Afee 2 E2 3R o

G
{

3.3.74%

SRS TAE SR LS I AL I EHAFTLZAE KRBT F g
AR R R AR B R FRE TR Rk REV RS
F R g A ERB L A RS R RE R 2247
\&ﬁ’!\iﬁ.ﬁ”-3852“§ Eye it 2200 ¢ go—g},umzqﬁ 950 2 *F
Frdx gD > B SHF LA L¢P EE

)2 [
£ M P
S

ET
e

3.3.84%

ARFARITE ST DA WUE R AR B Ak AMEFA =
Baerd 3 g AL Tl s PR SPER AR VR A RARIE A R
S A A T o F S BN g ST TR S OB R R AR R A o 42
FEPT AT R 2 A PeFng o A A REHFE RS - £ R4
22 g BRI R A0 F A 0F 1252 R R e 1A
FRBLIE AN FH S FREE T
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* e
34 2 EELEERFTFLAFHIN B i 7

PRG-I IRERE AP ERNRBEG AT B R 2 B EMA
FLEpHETE AP E 23020 d a2t ¥ 1 267 Danie G. Krlge oy
Herbert Sichel % 2 > d /2 K # ?b B & 7Matheron G. 1 & 1971 & 4% ) fb;L

T2 ITm AR (55, 1999) o IR B E A - R 2 B0 mﬁ&ﬂ\”‘ﬂn v L
%2 ~FEH Svi*P\i;Fé&*’% ~--%T#? FHzREELA TS LT RRK
MPEAAGT O NGEEIFET RENZAFENTFLF (Z405,2003) 0 d 343 2 F
z“$ﬁ44%4’ﬁﬁﬁ%@%ﬁ@?%ﬁ%%ﬁ;@ﬁﬂ»ﬁﬁ&?n¢¢~
B TR REF T CREER CZFET FHFEFE LB RERAM
Pf’ﬁau‘liﬁ‘4%/54‘£ﬂiﬁ7sm}%fﬂi}@%"’%&m& AR IeH VAR

r‘r!

\m&

Z_ o

l_x

ALK ¥ RUFNIZEERRRAR

WER AfRGEPTIREERAFAFFZ MY - BTN 2R
P g @ ana £ oo g8(2002)> 047 3 P - il gda s~ DAL PR R
BiE ~ fok e 502 (Fuzzy Estimate) & = #& 2 ;NN 4RI 2 3B & £ B 44~ F ahiy
4 o 32(2003) 14 2 = F]3+ 541 & ;% (factorial cokriging method) 4 7 2 3 € & Bk & >
Fd RANELRAF O RRAGH  PEAZLFF SRR AE - H
“QW@59%ﬁﬁ4%i¢%?ﬂ’%?%;f?&hﬁi? i A4
FRIFILANEZREFAT REPN ARREDIELERERZ 2B A F A0
Saby % 4 (2006)fls * — 5 5Ll & ik K B AL TR G T R 2
Rz LB P RFETFLRFLIHETLG AHE 59 /T2 22 o
Rodriguez Martin % 4 (2006) 5 45 J1 & FL7 &5 # R e inis 4 3P 2 4F ~ 5 fodpt =
BEEEAFR2Z KR % HILHE S 2 BT I A2 BEFRIL a4
5T+ B EMaas & A (2010)f1 * e s fl 42 3P 2 flanfy 2 0o B p 2
B2 L EHER TN DBRAAPMIEE Ry FRREERER L IE FiT L
31 & KRz 483 o Li B 4 (2014) 1+ seflé&2dac? WA HAAIEE & Ha
ER O REFRELH A E Y B AN AR B A E B o

B ARERF > SRR ESER U E IR AT ORE LT £
Lk d o Ra o Bl &R IRFEELFE BTN g AL T
(smooth effect) > B3 & A g 2 M ePE & Mg 7 AR 2 i3 e (Franco et al. |
2006; Lark& Webster, 2006) > * R it 2S5 L P 2R LA TGl F - miE 2 > &
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IEFAFESFEF R AL LR
WHE A F g i(Juang et al., 2004) o pizdct & k0 L7 AT ok
I PBEAP AT HEN AL ER Y B I4 2 2 ARG AZFE
Mooom oo iE Hh fiEER H(sequential simulation)isrBAk i F A4 T 2 HE T L R T
& 4 35 4 b *&(Deutsch & Journel, 1997) - Goovaerts(2001)# 1 vt 4= 5. 41 £ 7% >
REPGRETZIFAGHEF T RE I (DREZEF(F ) RS S (QF
VA B AR N R ERERT R RE X HiEE A A G Sl (3)
PrA A - AP ET S B E Ak S (GIS) B i ﬁrﬁ{@ W A e BV
ST o

Juang ¥ 4 (2004)i¢ * & dp iR tistiE R 22 ML SRS S BRI
T A PSS T AL T B 2 eI M ER NSRS
FORE G R o Janget & 4 (2006) 5 WEEAY d BT a A R ToRP G0 H
By # % E g iR o DI R R AT RS UTRE (T T kPR
Rz ZaZ BB Bl ke T oML F FHEE E 50pg/L o 500pg/L 1 4 5 )
X5 A 4 B o Lin(2008) i * Sl &% ~ 3B B HTHCEL ~ B H g IR ViR B
Z(SAS)E 4462 2 > LBV ANME FAH(AS)Z ZEF A F R I R T HL
SrAe g SRR 0 Rl A R RERER G AHEE 0 T ¢ KBk
F;. com B iR R ##Ué’;f;)i Bate R 7 FREGHERES QU

A (2013) 1 * il B ATHCRE D G MR A RSN E S RERT P 2R AR i
;};;‘/i/w\# P FHRHIRANEEF A REL G ANEY > HGEL MR BB
ER O ERGF AEAE AT HNPI A AR EE RSB OMER > A ER
3% B AREAATE i 0 ehd & o Hofer % 4 (2013)1t $6E 2 fkE S 4 2 S icE
HECDRRLAEZE  NHE R I ELAR 2 ‘Ei4;}gwk}§im%‘v*;c’ ,ij ENN 2
LEBERLTARNPIEL SR 2 0 S il T

3421 K EERBRAR T & B8

dNH I AP A A TR AAE SR E T e A BB 2
<af«rf3_;ja,—£lp\#frpﬁ’xﬁ“u%’*ﬁff’a@gmﬁ‘;}ﬁk\ﬁ‘%é?ﬁ PR FIHEE Y R AR
B2 ey BPAph > €8 FRF ok £ (Tajvidi et aI , 2013) o ;2T EEIE2F S
BN bz st e 2B AT ¢ Franco % < (2006)2 & 527 A 17 §

AN

PHABLAFI RS RTY IR TR RRFERE NP EEROIELERERT
= 1 & gfc(primary data) > 2 H & Ap B £ £ 1F 5 =0 & ¥ #ix(Secondary data) >
FrREIEMNF - - - HIPELEETER T RpRES R T E
T E£BF Lk %8B o Zhao & 4 (2008) = ifir? WA 1= & 2 3P Ak & »
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< pedE it
B @A R R RS o FE IR BT TRE T AERTR AT
Fyd iin i A4 %D eaip i 2 /2t o Rodriguez & 4 (2008) /i * F]+ s
41 £ ;% (Factorial Kriging Analysis, FKA)4& 5 & 517 I # Rip st I P 7R L £
BenZ BB eat > SR NFER IEE LT BT D 20100 22 225 o
2% 37 g B4 7 o Sollitto & 4 (2010),1 Bt R p2 4
BenZ B R > gt T3 51 &2 3 e o) &0 (co-kriging) % § % & 8 2L
2 KRB F R oLin & A (2010) 58 7 (8 45 i"q?'/l'“ PREEHFTLD RF 2
R R T4 F R dp ik 11 £ (multiple-variable indicator ngmg):i%L
PRREEZRFPEEEHASTLTAT B IRE -

- AT AR BAAM R TR F Y ISR P (jointly
conditional simulation) & £ Jy “,f %8 2 [ engp it (decorrelation) £ 4 &) i& {7 %%
EREF R HP LA g R E AR ML 2 PG § 205 i 7 Hiokt(Rondon,
2012)cd AP F P FTHEF BRI ELLEF T ER TR EFLHERE S
AFFE WA Y gt B SRR B L3 f% 5 \F"*mifpr’&g A AR ECR T
B o ‘Jﬁ"‘f%% AR 2 S AR RE DT AER L F B F I AP o
r?** PR AR HE L BTG OEE ) RS LR BFFEREY R APY D

2 (Mueller, 2012; Mueller & Jacqueline, 2012; Rondon, 2012; Tajvidi et al. ,
2013) - i = & % 372 (Principal Components Analysis, PCA) 5 & § 4t #* % -‘)i"‘f 5 %
¥ 2. B engp B M0 % (Wackernagel, 2003) » 3% = ;4 Karl Pearson >+ 1901 & %
P G = A7~ 3T gy B endoie o David (1988) 2 Goovaerts (1993) Jig # 4=
AR LBV /ﬂ“,f P BREZFapl it Ed P2 d Ae F xR aOmAs o il
e RE TS 2 Fafp HIER(TE R R AR K iE(lag)) i A S A E B
TH A7 IR FAPMIERAT &

~

-

Switzer ¥ Green(1984) : 7 PR FREEE S FE N p AP ETS )
L R L (Mlnlmum/maX|mum autocorrelation factors, MAF) » 2 & 24 FF &
H-Ap ik g @:ﬁ%ﬁé = M > en%] 3 (Desbarats & Dimitrakopoulos, 2000; Boucher &
Dimitrakopoulos, 2009) ; # k34 = & 247 > MAF % % g 7 8 TApHIER T o
Z P AARB I ARFFAE 5 AT I8 & 4 & 1 (approximate joint diagonalisation, AJD)
o TRF P AR A TS P G ECEL R T I S ¥ A L s A 2br >
4 it et o Desbarats {- Dimitrakopoulos(2000)*+# 3 7 & ot ff 47 ks
<ol R* 7 MAF - Ellen % (2008) /8 * MAF 55 & ficft fe 2 3¢ g ~ 45 ~ 2859 48
FEEBER cLopes £ A (2011) 5 T BitAL et P NG AT R
* MAF B G4 T 0 o2 P 4488 - 3 " ek R o
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IEFAFESFEF R AL LR

Am o0 MAF 2t g bomg oriq] - FIHE K %‘:ﬁi' Ren ¥R R 7 &

¥ 32 it 73] (coregionalization model) > ¥ & % 7 it 5 R AR H 0 Jf;
(Vargas-Guzman & Dimitrakopoulos, 2003; Mueller & Jacqueline, 2012); “f 3O
2% MAF B3 b F BT A 2 anTF S R B v ¥ - ehz B
ek fihe m B BT A EID 3 LG 0¥ & 1t 2 (Uniformly Weighted Exhaustive
Diagonalisation with Gauss iterations, U-WEDGE) % MAF F 44 iF 47 5 33 0155 &
e Fiz e UWEDGE 2 &8 ¥ g4 TgEdtaz BApM > T RS 2 5 f1p
HIERT iz Bip M T AL Ry 2 B BRg TS
U-WEDGE 7 F 2 MAF X3t 2 Rl IV 03] 2 B3R > 20 P i g { v &
/& (Mueller & Jacqueline, 2012) - Mueller ¥ Jacqueline (2012)=r & * 7 U-WEDGE
B EHER G R QI BHIP KNS AR s T B % Hor U-WEDGE fit8t
F]F R g AFah R 0 ¥ R E R B R = 2k #5#(full co-simulation) s
BER2EFA L BB R 2BREREREG S

343 AT HN 2 A R Ed

B3R Bt o - R AR T 2 0 FIH AIER A foan Sl R
FPRESEOGEIE P R G Ea7 s 7(Bard, 1974) 5 12
. R AR E S @ RE A LY ZER L N TP
Mk B BRen7 e Tt - Pardo-1glizquiza 2 Olea(2012) 5 4 13+ 32 56z 5% e
PRI Rp NI R NI FAAR LI RFRE AT LR 2K
Boo YT AR - Beh A2 (4 U & 23 FHER) k42 £ 1 (Lloyd&
Atkinson, 2001) - #Am » S BTy AR P R R FHRGE > AT E KA
s 22 £ R R F 4 3 Fx %% (Olea& Pardo-lglzquiza, 2011;
Pardo-1gizquiza& Olea, 2012) » }* 7 FE 47 oA 5 10T 2 /83§ ¢

(1) Feipgiegp(lag) TG X BB A B L G AR 72 A AT L R
ARl o M EARKRES SRR -

(2) £ % B A Sdcen? a2 o Kitanidis (1983) % ¥ ik 4 F ek ™ o I &=
PEOL 5 32 J0 ip b %}ﬁtﬁﬂ FE e

fé_ A2 LR R A7 A 4 oh7 fr T > K E (Bootstrap) 5 — ¥ 4
B OREER A A E 0 T **'ﬂégﬂ\x: 3 * ik (Shalizi, 2010) 5
TR NFE2AALNERE AT EETE > A FXUNF LA G OBEK  F b

Ko PR AT A 4 A ¥’ E % [ (percentile confidence interval) > it 43



< JraE
EAFET AT R Y o BRI Z T AT R AT AP R g BT
A FIREZ R LA LT EAERRERF BN R AL RAER 2 4p
3 Bz 4~ # (identically and independent distributed, i.i.d.) s L (Efron, 1982) - i‘j}uz‘;
FEfm 3 Td T h4eF iz Biphl i 2f 5 05 5 f2/4- 00 B 32> Solow(1985)
EREEFLRP IR T ABAR AP R ApM 22 o T EAR D B2 AR =2
FTHERPR, B)r 2 2T 3R I FTALITZAMET A7
(Deutsch, 2004; Olea& Pardo-Iglzquiza, 2011) - Olea £ Pardo-lglzquiza (2011) & *
7 Solow 7 1985 & 14 M A o IR RAR A GHEE 0 H - A i
P2 s E R R w0 FAT] Lower-Upper (LU)A i 3t b 3 AL 60
R A § ST S %8 2 d B k(nugget effect) “TH = pF 0 B &
i E P87 - e i 2 4p B oo Pardo-lguzquiza % 4 (2014)#F i R & iz &
— B ZEABPFECNTEOLRRAE T E 2L AR O FIREE TR R A
FEZFE A BN R A ERETE R RN TR AR AR PR 2 R
FAEFPEAIR FE TN F 0 AP ER D2 IRE SR ERIAET LBHACR 2

SR
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¥ R
AR F AP IHELERFABAHFEL AR R

B RRATAL AR 2014 E xS 2L ABR S AERLE 2
FHIERATE (5 28) (RiFF - 2014) ¢ g et 2 R
kA1 émrr#ﬂﬁws’ #eis A ﬁpiﬂ+ﬂ4}§»5'@‘$’&3

D BE2rw:524p1%=07-
Q% 2% :07<3 %hE=1-
R E&£% 1 1<F A H=2-
4) 5% % 1 2<i5 %4 =3
() g% + i3 Adpth=3-

VEAREE LD T 7062% (9 41 goE )2 BE RTE A
BAE1267% (9 73 F2F) P54 2% 1 848% (9 49 F20F) 5|5 ¥
N 128% (9 07 F2F) 534 % 13T% (9 08 go2i) 7lh g2
?\:"

35 1 EFLF

IHEFALFOR| TG NG EREFT A REFAPN G HHT R
BARSNTRPETZL o I BT Y o Sun F 4 (2010) 5 = P RER
IREERF G AT P I B2 Gk e dp iR (risk index, RI)1 2 B &
/3 % 4p tk(integrated pollution index, IP1)4 47 > .‘.; REIBF Y BB FFT
SRPPREZREEARSTSG HAEBE RV A HLEENE LRS-
Franco % 4 (2006) R iz 45 & 517 3 83 % i3k % & (Consejeria de Medio Ambiente
de laJunta de Andaluci) & & 77 2 B B2 b A L 2 BHER > B U #
Nt BEEBEFTARGRIMNE S }jﬂ N E R IR S % o Meybeck

L (2004)i¢ * &£ £ 5 J.L#H & (metal pollution index, MPI) 4 47 %2 B %& P 7 i &
NAE S 4 s R A TrBE S RBE £ HT AN, BEEFRApPR 1980 £ &
4ﬁ’ﬂawﬂi£%ﬁ%¢ﬁ~&:”§ 23 58®2 5 HaA LY DR
il T A L

THFEAIREERFAZRAT R ZRR I ERHE L UL S
¥R TR P Ap M I (LISA) (Huoetal, 2011; Lietal., 2014) 2 - 5 42 4 &
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IEFAFESFEF R AL LR
B Local Moran’s I Index > I it 3 & T 7 F % & 05 B 49 M &8 ¥ 1+ (Overmars et al.,
2003; Zhang & McGrath, 2004) - LISA(Local Indicate of Spatial Association)® # I
N RBER R R AT I FRAAMIIAIRWEE L - RE RS
37 B R F4ptR(Anselin, 1995) « 4 LISA 2 i 5 I B » 2 TR RERT » F
B ARM TSR R iT e B A5 3 BFRB (spatial cluster) .
RS HBITEE OB Y % 0 ¥ d HH(High-High) % 77 5 % 322 H
«’—’r spfvm.* < Bl LL (Low- Low)%\ oomy LISAZ 5 f BEpF > 2735
RERE-ZEPAPM » 2§ RDER W& WHT R P DT IDER 3%
e LT OALAR 5 L @ (Goovaerts, 2009) 5§ iE LB R B VAT R R 0 1Y
HL(High-Low) % 7 ; & % P—ﬁﬁim@“:f M3 R AT e 5 B > P2 LH(Low-High) £ -+ -
MIEEEBERL G Ed LISA o47is > T8 R+ REAHER S HH > B
Fip)iz %14g€¢%ﬁ41@,ﬁ$§¢ 7 H I o

Local Moran’s I Index £2 LISA g * »> 2 3 & £ & 3

% ‘Zhang & * (2008)i# * Local Moran’s I Index 3% & % §
VIR 1455 Aoengh gk o Huo E 4 (2012)*0 57 % P B2l gk 2 |ocal
Moran's | index I‘MH‘rﬁ“ FoB F et iﬁfi EHER BorbAe g v @ iien
PR E L EEMLS fé’% E T S o AT %L;kfi > McClintock (2012) 41
* Local Moran's | index 4 7 % ] 4c i SR A 55 A Y SR
WP HFRBADEFTLER NEEFLZEI LI FRARHFL2Z2FLF 3R
B o Li % X (2014) 5 4Rt Y RIS K A2 Y A~ S fr g s F o
3P &t Local Moran’s I Index 2 ILI[45 B4z B A # F B Ap g pin > 4 3
BER/DLERBALT AT BB A FFRIGRF P P E R D
3R %BJ'«U@Z*“ F8eoHuo & A (2011) R 41 * LISA4FZ A n B ¥+ R 2 13T &2
AR PR el R R ,a&ép—g'rﬁjj'%_ifﬁ?aé'h" Pt 444
fﬁ;‘éﬁﬁ@;mﬁ% AE A RaifE A Fr R TERILEALERETREL
BITER o

BAaw2zipMP Ty ¥
PR R FANER
L
(54
= 5

4L

Ny

ﬁ*‘!

36 XA

E
|4
et
(N
[Eire
fa
(\
Ny

|

BN a R R BT LB ATRE A SAER TR 5
Pz BB EERREER T o RangL7(» ¥ £ Yﬂ—}i?ﬁ‘éi%{%c 1 E 2R
gz Baetieng amati(Linetal, 2011) ; 22 L AR D AT HBER ST L ESRG
EARGTH KR b i 2 i ehg 2254 (Ben-Haim 2001; Regan et al., 2005;



o
Moilanen et al., 2006) o ¥z & f i i 4% i cr(robust)id- | ~ 471 & > 11 2k 3= 7
FE R A R A 2 B E(Lin et al, 2010) » ¥ T R RN FHRBE T S 2 ?ﬂ’
(O'Malley & Vesselinov, 2014) - Information-Gap Decision Theory (IGDT) 5 — % 4t
Mens 1 & 2 F A ETA 4 A A iR T 0 1 B fgdk k- Bk S
g7 k38 74K & +7(Moilanen et al., 2006; Harp & Vesselinov, 2013; Matrosov et
al., 2013; Korteling et al.,2013; Hayes et al., 2013; O'Malley & Vesselinov, 2014) » 2
AR PR EREAR O NIRKTE ﬁqg 8 (worst scenario) s 4 pF > #ria
m%%#ﬁmgﬁigﬁi&%ﬁ’%é%ﬁiw%w%awm%@+oui?
2 5060 Bt IGDT ¥ i it en% s 245 LA % 38 & E R B > F i
FREESLERTRGET FEFR -
IGDT AR iEy B* 3 RFREL~FLER > 02 2 LFET R EHRB A
RE eNAp B A7 22348313 - Matrosov % 4 (2013) & * IGDT > 19457 I _'rh%s“f" )
kK3Tip & ﬂijtx A 2 e ek TR K v s o Harp £ Vesselinov(2013)
WA K AT > I IGDT KB s 2 5 R R 2 2 mmEd e OMaIIey
22 Vesselinov(2014) e Ap e st AT > 1L i fil TRF AT RO E O P T RS
IGDT > 5 4 Z R * 1+ IGDT st AR FF3 g 2 FE T B H 7 A& >
TR AR - BRI L RRT E Rl & oHayes ¥ 4 (2013) 4 IGDT =7
<, B FE AR EPR TP T ERALE FEEF AR A
T E BT A BB 73 fE T -Regan & £ (2005)3 4 3 ¢ 1 * IGDT 4 49
EHWyp R AL RET I EAMEAFERGORATE  SEFRY
PAEA BRI TS E > A RET AN P ESLR > T aER
AT ET RY A B AR P B3 e » ¥ £ -Moilanen % < (2006)
GDT ﬁ’ S TRT ATHCN Zonation kK N B AR R RT B 0
TR b B R (R A S PR SPR) > i
i fo fT e AT B 35 AV ERNZIHE LR S

e B
>

-

[
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:XA%%
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B

AT 5L R AL R e ﬁm%%ﬁw
ERFBRLARI L g liEL L BAAERr B BT R LR ’ﬁ
%ﬁfﬁmo%ﬂ““‘#@**? SEERFRER RG]
(Cambardella et al., 1994) - 12 - 4 5. {1 £ ;% (Ordinary Kriging) ~ 45 #% 5. 11 £ 72
(Indicator Kriging)£s i& # & #7##%:% (Sequential Gaussian Simulation)i % ¥ i i
# (Li et al., 2013; Mamat et al., 2014; Zhong et al., 2014; Ahmed et al., 2014; Lin et
al., 2014) - eI EERATLFTF Z Y EIIEY R ﬂ\:T‘.%/g"ﬁ SRE &
Brd PRI EGFAAME TS AEEGEI IR FABREHE £
BzRirtzfac s FH 2343 RIELERT 2 72 FApM LA
(Tajvidietal., 2013) > zet F R ATy R P D2 BE LB E REZ T4
M R BRIFA - R gt b BRI E A /iR R B
27 g 38 4 47 2 0k g4 (Thompson, 1999, Stewart & Purucker, 2011) % %12 > 12 %
%%%%ﬁW“ﬁi’?ﬁﬁﬁ4ﬁ€$%mzﬁaﬁﬁﬁizﬁiﬁ¢mmm
2011); R T3 HME L BAL FEEFTLEEFTEF 532G 2 AT
P2 B8 & pEiE R fEika(robust)&- K ~ 471 & Mé = P #&(Lin et al.,
2010) > *ngag * Information-Gap Decision Theory (IGDT)#t x svE 4471 £ >
IR-H R T IRB S A 2 g 22(O'Malley & Vesselinov, 2014) -

AP E R RRUBKRE A TR LR S e R AR 6
FIREERDLATREL LB EFIREL B, T BRI, 57 4@
* U-WEDGE # % 2 £ £ & 2 ey M Ap B 120 £ 11 % #7184 Hogt i3 1000
BT NZARELEREIEA T T RERRBEF P IO LB RIRE 4
Bi B2 SnnAd ) S HEES o BFA YRR R T T0E w a iRl
HEFLESE ® b%F\T‘?%ﬁ#ﬁﬁ—zz FEEGALESE ® o & IGDT A 175 4
= ik S| L»hmﬁ_{l,;gﬁ%‘ny arsbﬁa;]—"*/,,\'ﬁ:7 7'5—"&'”’ "‘/i‘ﬁ\ﬂx_.z e 55

AFHEET @b IBELERTLER AT RS L EETIFL TR
Fie- HERNMUFE LT FRR2Z FREP LT L AR RAew 2 2 B 1977 -
AP FRL LI FEP 21 TR FRAT & 977 0 AEE BRI ELFRR S
rF 1 TEIE P oo

E'
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42 112 BH W

FIRIRLEES
R AR A

GIS /i % 2.5 4 BH
GEFRZAK1E

FE=5ELHER

1 iF R Bt
AfE A (%)

METAP B WY APOAP R (DERLRFMN 2 H 218 Qa4 E m——
N 3ok " e ‘ R OEAEE 3 & 2 @R
SR EE: cQFTRPIEELERTLERRE HBAH AR Bz 84K
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R eiEsR
43 BT %8

r}f‘;‘%{';ﬁ;\-W‘f"\‘;‘\if”~—x—lﬁ-w+bxﬁ'x5h‘t§? ELHER RPN oA R E

AF-BRLE L LBBFTERTF G- E & hg %WRﬂiiﬁm%v’
%%%mmﬁﬁi\g%ﬁymmmﬁ’uﬁ§§m ﬁ?hp; Fa Kk oo
IR AF 36000 2 > He TR L EEERA TR E R T

%’K‘J";iﬁ% Fooood R SRR AERATLFRIN 0 A BRI P
22T oG LERFE o AHRFARN > £ F R LT 4000 % o pEFHR A
BEELG Y S TAY RV Z RV GHEA 2ELFHE O EBRE
ABRAIRP S EAA A o PPFEE G AE SRR B~ R Btk (B
LER-BLER CEHEHRHBEREFCEFTRENR THFIBEWRZE E£F
?ﬁﬂﬂnﬁgiﬁﬁi@}ﬁﬁﬁv%?iﬁﬁjﬁ%ﬁ&i*?lSﬁﬁiZO
A BB 2780 0.025% 0 P ow e sof R © i 2 25% 0 4
PHRUFEG c FRE R NEFER I RES 3L HNR
S R T A et AL AREAEY o A F i A SRR ST
%T’%@i%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁkaﬁﬁiﬂ;ai%»&ﬂ»?Mpwgémi%
CEABPAT I EHRBIIE LB AP & HBEAE

44 3L ERHTH

Baporp AEBLEL 7 M 23 oo PEec a8 =8 (Pt d &
FE2AAADLE DEIF H £ S - EITORELEFEZIETH
(FFF - 2014) AP FH*FVDBLEFTLIRELLEETHE IR -HFHEAL W
ﬁ&#@%@4%ﬁ’w*mfi7832“i%%’ﬁ”%%éﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁ

P‘L‘ﬁ" PQ'EL(E] 5)"1 250 = ‘RF'&FFF(-E'“%F;Q‘4§
SHGFEE £HERKP S N 01IMHCI 552
6/t HEEBRIABERREH 6.

w;a s
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IRESFAFESGFEF B AR LR

24 BREHARZAIRELERRRARSE

TR & S af & & =

TiaE 0.17 0.40 6.83 1.60 5.96 15.8

LR 13 0.12 0.25 4.06 1.14 452 5.84

$- v A ik 0.10 0.20 2.30 0.70 2.80 3.60

PR NS S 0.30 0.50 6.90 1.80 6.90 9.60
Box & 159 363 6,411 1,905 13,286 | 188,590

L 0.58 1.88 42.0 6.78 49.1 824

*E AT AR 0.39 10.0 20.0 10.0 15.0 25.0

B EAB/ERNOIMHCI 3 2 ® » =% mgkg?!

RARABELIEBETRE 3BT R EI N
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i BiE AT
A5 338 - TE A P R

);/,7‘., I._L‘e.J_h - AL ), y/?
f":rf"z_‘pﬁ-_;_a‘vu\a_t'-’—lg}'i—%q”%;d\?\«\ﬁ ~ b

"F\'}
b's 1\%‘
N
%?“‘
\J

BT Jf #Erﬁgﬁﬂﬂ éﬂx%ﬂf‘uFﬂkﬂi%@ﬁifiixiﬁbwfd Bl > 2 Jff‘
PR A TR R A L B -

451% 3 i* $HILH

PARARAIPRELLyFRFEIFRE M ¥4 L 51 % 2 (random
fieldg 7ozt Z RN 2 &L BB RETF 2R A P22 202 Wi R
REz @ T L EE (S 8(regionalized variable) - 17 A F 2 6] BB K
FAENF2ZEEBER - RB M RBL T N Z(X)E T & RE X ATE ]2 T
TRIE o 5% it R TSR F R R R e g
B2 8 JR T RK
(1) = F# =_% 1% (Second-order Stationary) :

FoMTRRBOR TR PIEH R R
A FR i RBEZK)2 P FES - Kl 22 FETAREE G 5 W
E[Z(x)]=u (4.1)

'\2‘4
A&

EL78%E us¥#o

o4

B. #3 " R#BcZ(X)2. ¥ B Hi- ¥ P 2 FHEAMARE R g T
Var[Z(x)]=c? (4.2)
Var % 1 % 2 # -

C.2RY TR BEEZ R MRHEZX) - ZX+th)2 X B &> WHE 3 82 B
AR 5 B SH TR Y m B T
Cov[Z(x),Z(x+h)] = E{Z(x) ~m]Z(x+h) —m]} = C(h) (4.3)
Covi L %Bd  §hg~m > HEgiig
(2) ik (Intrinsic Hypothesis) 2. if i+ :

FIp ARG e id & BB ET 2 - ¥ LBER &
Z(X)H R T g A B EE S PIALA S E S RN AR A Y

A
M
7
%
A
P

\"

EY
£
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FHEALERGEFRZ AR LR

A. 1pEEh ehd B X & x+ho B F 38 1t AL |
B ¥ AREEFFE T T
E[Z(x+h) — Z(x)] = m(h)

m(h)%\'ﬁ‘f{— S A Lxxiﬁ&%ﬁi’ gﬁpﬁ/_@{
B. #B‘&Eh il “lg:.)( ¥ x+h> ﬁ \gvié‘ %g{ﬁi_@:
Fﬁgmg}q%’ v 7 K}i_g If'B' FI%
Var[Z(x+h) — 7Z(x)] = 2y(h)

B2 W E G A BREEREZ AP M

(4.4)
8L T o5 i o

R HG A BHERSE 2 FEAEAP

(4.5)

y(h) 5 £ % 2 =~ (semi-variogram) » & ﬁh‘%&%p: hz Sfice B9 ET-a Bl 24
PBREZ()E Z(xth)2 & S I 20A BT R~ -

y(h) = %Var[Z(x +h) =2 ()]

~E{Z(x+h)-Z(x)]- E[Z(x+h) - Z(x)]}*

(4.6)

= ZE{z(x+h) - Z(0)]-[E@(x + h)) - EC )]

B P RE R R o m(h)=0 > Rt
()= E{zxhy - 29

N (42)F @

Var[Z(x)]=Var[Z(x + h)]= &

9N (43)ic T @

C(h)=E[z(x+h)z(x) - m?]

i

30
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(4.8)

(4.9)



AR

7= Efz(x+ - 2(0F

:% E[Z(x+ h)z]— E[Z(x+ h)Z(X)]JF%E[Z(X)Z]

:%E[Z(X+ h)? —m2]+%E[Z(X)2 —mz]— E[Z(X+ h)Z(X)—mZ] (4.10)
= %Var[Z(x +h)]+ %Var[Z(x)] —C(h)
=o? -C(h)
=C(0)-C(h)
(3) i+ =_ix # (positive definite condition ) :

- EB R ZM)S RS A R EE S o Z(rh) 2 2 g B kS
C(h) LB AL y(h)=C(0)-C(h) » RIFZAFAIE S e L 5 WL e & 7 4

T @ -
Y=242(x) (4.11)

Y AU AR S ehE L 7 UM e L TALE - B E o BRI, A, =
EURIE R e

Var(Y) = ii}%ljc(xi’x]) = _Zn:i;ti/iﬂ(xi a Xj) 20 (4.12)

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

Pz var(Y) R FEAR 0 THES L SR LR R g2 1 LiER o

452X % B Fl(Semivariogram) % ¥ * -3

o LR A B A e B L SRITRIT AL REF FARTR R
Bl FEALR - H o pHIERAE 0 S B T Wﬂ%ﬂﬁ@’i%ﬂ%

y(h) = %Var [Z(x) - Z(x +h)] (4.13)

ATEE S P Z(X)E Z(x+h) e wl ot B xEx+thehd B £ BRR -
B 75 #Apfepdph e L 93 2 (FRIZ % T REHEBY 2 L@ R

31



IEFLFRGEF R AL T L EER
D7k sREGill): $ApEREIE /AL YRR A E RPN TN L T E >
GETLIRAERE

(2) # 54 F(influence range) : X F & ~ B LRt ¥ L E 2 4p ﬁﬁmg B ool
PR A PRI PP T B S IER ARNSFRE  BRIRZEFF L 2R
¥ el

(3) A v ie(Nugget effect) : 3235 F § Ap$HiE4h S O LB A ERT5 0
FLAFH B BRI R AN RN T RERF ()T - 25 00
-~ MR TLIAETE B NI i L el R fe BB ERREA S T
Fm“‘z?x__"\!; —g‘-i r—]

Range
Nugget{ e

§>9n

Distance

W7 XRAFTILW

AELRI ARG TREEEAHRNEF R B AP AR
PREEHE A2 5 ZHAPEALRE A S EWT] > AP E Y R AP R
EERE A RS REDT AP S -
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Fg ke

2 5 ¥ REFEEHA

- A
Al S N ’ T’“"(h;‘ F 2R %3 (sl
3
ERTR o E(ﬂj_l(ﬁj h<a
. y(h)=1"12la) 2\a a ®
(Spherical model)
0] ,h>a
p 5
. h
(Exponential y(h) = a){l— exp (— gﬂ 3a Q
model)
B A hY’
h)=w 1- - =
(Gaussian model) 7" a)[ exp( [aj ]] J3a Q

iy REE o RRAREEGI); h: pHEEM) a: BFFAM)

453- 5> &

flgdac2Ed R REBETFRE NS S e B RER
4% ik % (Best Linear Unbiased Estimator, BLUE) 4 14 (Armstrong, 1998) » # 5§ ¥
xRy o BEFEEP 4T

(1) & (Linear) - 47z E 5 "3 P 975 BRBlEZ RIS -

Z*(xo)zznll/”tOiZ(xi), i=12,..,n (4.14)
(2) * s (Unbiased) : 425 B2 HH EE N HRFP 2 PH E -

Elz"(x,)|= E[Z(%,)] (4.15)
() B it i-(Best) : o fp B Rl E L B2 $FRHcE ] o

min {\/ar [Z*(xo) —Z(Xq ]} (4.16)

Z*(XO) - l:_gl_ XO\;}'E'_I IE' ’ Z(X) 7‘—; é_l,%' _Bé XLE‘,/P IE’ ’ OI :’*E—"E IE‘ ﬁx Ix f”_ )‘L
B - FRERFEPELTE  FHEYL A, =1 B FEF v (416)7 -
¥ 1
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FEFRERGEHRLARL 2FR
Var[z" (x,) - Z (%) |= E[Z (%) - Z(x,))*]
=303 Aoy 106 %) + 706 X0) — 1 (%%,

= (4.17)
_ZZEOM%J?/(XU j)+222‘0|7(x|1x )
-+ VI O 2w p o3k #ic(Lagrange multiplier) o A8 B i it da fm B %
- E[(z*(xo)—z(xo))"']— 2/{2% —1} (4.18)

AR A B s o TEARE & kS AR

Z%i?’ij TH=Yi0 (4.19)
i1

n

D g =1

i=1

AR B ol E SR

=Var[z*(xo>—z<xo)]= W RICES (4.20

4.5.43% ¥ B FrieiE

EHA RS B SRS AR B - BN e 2 0 d 2 A
mﬁ/?q?‘/){‘ﬁt—’ ABLPIBE IR R B L FEBI A TR Fg? H ;L,ﬁl £ *
- sl &% #kE(Delbarietal, 2009 ; £ % 4 > 2011) 0 E 2 A7 7 "I P TG
BEYHRRA S o d WEHPRERBEXFTESFLEAT R TE AL GER

RRBcE > 1 BT T AT HZ() BT B E > N
¥ AT AT
Y(x,)=G[F @Zx,)} «=1...m (4.21)

FRNZY(x,) R R Z(x,) 2 ifg ARBERG o) gHikis2 B F 53324
At Sk Sl FIEEEBERBRADTHFAL T Sl o
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FE AR

%F?%ﬁﬁ’ﬂfﬁkaﬁ%ﬁ#%"ﬁ%%ﬁﬁfﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%

= {6 o i@ * ip 4k (back transformation)#-FddE L 3 E £ HER o EH Iy
g3 7 ,% L

(1) =% - “§£ % ¥ /= (Random Path) -
QEFEAFTHR ZE2EF GcEfsg  BZHZ Y

B) W P— B x> % - B JIEFH 2 R LT ppROEERIFLF
& #ir(conditional cumulative distribution functlon, CCDF) » H if i T3 & £ 5717
LSS

(4) i€ CCDF #7486 B~— H iz & Y(X) ©
(B) #it i B4 » T - BRI ahiE 2 R o

(6) /v — BB EAF b iR, R 0 B DTy BT R S o
(7) #Hg 2 & i Y(X) e w Z(X) @& o

LA E LEH AR AL M R H I DT LS A R
B EZOx,) a=1..,myl=1..,L

46 BEIAEAAME

4.6.1U-WEDGE
RS fg; B 2 ApMA= 7 ¢ (Linetal, 2010)8 MR 3 £ & §i5 % 5K
I Y S T Wfim%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ—%&%ﬁﬁ’

rw@ﬁﬁ4#gﬁﬁﬁ$%?ﬁg&ﬁﬁﬁ%#i@&i&ﬁﬁwwﬁ
(Tajvidi etal. 2013) » #3+ % ¢ & ™ U-WEDGE if ' /5 % % #ic2 B inta b 12> £ 2
ot 2 B E AR B DTS Fuwepce > £ 1@ % 1B h B ETHCEUE iR T T L 4
XS SR %ﬁﬁ#wﬂ&LWB 10 s 4 F % 8k - U-WEDGE %]+

v

FuwepGe ¥ % 77 5 °

Fu-wepee =V *Z (4.22)

PR hz2=[2,,2,,. 2] 0 Z f it ARk R K L 4 RN
Pohid i 64he vﬁ»n@mmmw%.uwamE~kaﬁ¥é@ﬁ*$
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2 AR GE R LR SRR

ATAEE Vo @ VMV Tty g fvaprd » 29 5=1,2, ..., P& 3 J B KxK
HHAEL >V 1 &d T 53 4750 %k 42 (Tichavsky& Yeredor, 2009; Mueller &
Jacqueline, 2012) :

J
Minimize : C,s(v,A)=Y VM VT —AD, AT[" (4.23)
j=1

e %7 # %8 2 § #74 %(Frobenius norm) » Djy & B VMVT 5~ ) 74t &
R {dlag(VMjVT)I ] =1,2,...,J} E AT AL R & (mixing)4EiEL
AP Ep R {Ml,Mz,...,MJ}’:‘;Q T 5 6 ﬁ_zaf_ 0] 27k ap e
(lag) 1% = #p B (cross-correlogram)+E*E » 41 % @ki% % (fixed point iteration)#y
i Bl i Vo fw N (422) 7 48 FU-WEDGE o i 1t i 42 5 b BB
(pseudo code)4-F #roT
PR M, M, M, |
Frdpfds VO =M™ 5 29 M ;i dp b fEee

B U MM, M o g 2 eV

—E

doi=1 B 4o
(1) £ My =VEM V)T =120 -

(2)‘} -3 RGBT (4.24)5 | it e Ao H Dj # 7+ Mjm}"i‘ % A
#icig o j=12,...,J

TN 2
21 -0, AT, (420

(3) £ VO = AN 5 & #F 374 3 (rescale) VO % VoM (A )1=| ’

(4) 3-8 B2 B (Y (4.25) 2 o) e it R e A2 %m Bop] LY
£AMEEV SV o FE o R ERAHIE T EL P BEE

crit = zjl{’w’m J. (W’)THZF loiag (v ,)]\i} (4.25)

=1
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FRE BT
4623 4 Rl B M LS dp ik

748 U-WEDGE i if ' 7 AR B IR0 » & S 4 B » 4 P AL @ &7
Twwﬂfﬂ+’uﬁmwi4§i£%ﬁiﬁ?ﬁ& PR AT e
% £ (absolute deviation from diagonality, ¢(h)) -~ % & it ch4p %t % £ (relative
deviation from diagonality, t(h)) ¥ 7 B %+ & i &12% & (spatial diagonalisation
efficiency, k(h) )* 3 fi4p 7 ¥ %15 Fuwepee & (775 o wAp$iEdth pra 452
ek end 7 RGP 4ol
$H & 1B 3 £ (c(h)) & 5 F15 Fuwepce s cross-correlogram 46 7 244
bR elicE 2 T3 e T AT

=2i( (nik, i)f (4.26)

j=k
#¢ Co(hk, j) 5 Fj¥r Fe2 33 o cross-correlogram o

4 4 1 gdp ik £ (v(h)) T& 5 F1F Fu.wepce #9 cross-correlogram 4& & % 254t
A mﬁ{'g g Eofe BrEE iR ol ERGHES{fer L E S T
."! ® ;I,\‘ ~ 7 .

>3 ki)
r(h)="7"~ (4.27)
kaq

# éF(h;k,k):é F 2. 35 <5 correlogram -
B4 & 1 e (k(h)) & 5 F1F Fuwepce chcross-correlogram 45 & 2L 44
3 551—* —m@t B2 T 4> & R % E Zehcross-correlogram 4B f b4t 4 A e
B2 T3 ez g > ¥ T VAR
KK/,
> Ec ik )f
w(h)=1-"T% (4.28)

ii(c (hik, §)f

# ¢ C,(hk, )5 Zj & Zk 2 3% ¢ cross-correlogram e

BERET o F FUWEDGEmmi—i“T#B%'F}* 51+ > Blg(h) 2 t(h)z &5 0
Poxh)zZEE 1, e P ERAERFRT RIEE A o ZAaFERY Y o F «(h)
=0.9 B > TR Fuwepee 7 F e 4 RRE Z B3 FAPHIERT 3 7 A0 B
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IEFLAFERFEF R AL R

t2(Xie et al., 1995) o &z ™ fe B I cdp M 143 “,f PR PR TR V(TR

%24 h) (4.29)
;:%§¥@J (4.30)
Ez%i%@) (4.31)

CATHRANL G P E LB BEL AR L TR
E gt B9 J AT G i g $EESE hy T 0 cross-correlogram 4E
13

R R

IEEEBAFAFFREFT DTN FEEFMFLER FRFERARS
BEEHZE i pPERERZ T IRL ERF ity o Bk
* AR TE AR A 5 hp 4 Redg AR (Nemerow, 1974) » d 22 H 4543 L7 ik g
BT EE S AR RN w;;;;_,_tu;}ﬂ*a:@qf BETIRE RS R
T ARMALH LI BIBELERBER I AR BEMF RIERE) F T
TRALED LHE > T ETLARE LD > NRESAERBCIED Y
FERZEF SEAMMELTAEAAFN Y e 4R o P F R E S
P Ao A

(i 5(E (2]

q} (4.33)

Pus P R e B B s i e Ci s I S AP PT RIER B0 T E R B2 kR -
Cim iRt ARE  TIRLERFHRE FIRHLERPERFF S
B REANRME) RBEBE R I 2 EEHTL onNEXETRALP E - Cn i
AR ZFAPER T Co i A AR R 25 L ATt AR o 4P
MATE S %R FrN 2R P RipRE TR ok 6977 o
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% 6 IEARZIPEFRHEFEZFERS

Fa | PERARRE A F 5 & 4 (L
| P, <0.7 B2 (FF)
I 0.7<P, <1.0 % 2 (W Fi%)

IEmFSAL lai&@’“‘;? B EER

ERAERA A B
1 1.0<P <20 S (R ) G A AT RS TR -

. s IRELINFL L AL 2ERT
IV | 20<P, <30 | sa(Y A% Y ara
33 'é_/ ’ M5 j'!i
Vv P, >30 3 (£ %) AL m: R
ﬁ!’/—ﬁ °

TR R RAF 2014

RN el T & e o )

FWV I S o N SR i 4 o I I T e i e & e LR e
FREPBHTOY IR I THE T - ERELEE X3 P
(Goovaerts, 2001; Zhao et al., 2005 ; Linetal., 2010) » A3+ F se g * 30 4 o1 2 3E
€ ERERG(434) 8 F B S % 2 h %7 (74 (4.35))

Prob[Z(x')>Z,]=n(x")/L (4.34)

I(x") =1, x'=Z4%h

I(x') =0, x'= Z\&EE (4.35)

Prob[I(x)=1]=v(x)/ L, {

Z(X) 6 AR EE X2 W B TR 2 E ERIER o Zr S IR -
e e A e L s
St L SRS ABRIRER B BB e J Y % P et 5 BB R
BEEFRAUET IEE £ RS RBARY S R I A SR8 T ]

ii\ﬁgal;ﬁg]j*ﬂﬁ%\ﬁ‘#ﬁiﬁré$%ﬁ4‘#%} h o BRET - IRh s
Poo RIFHI R F A TR AP FRIT 5L HS

\'_'

d3 A RR Y 2 BB IF Y FAF I RIS VAR e B
PR AR e LTI AIA L AHEF RSB T LA LT
= (Juang et al., 2004) - & & F & Ap am B EE(X'L X 2., X' m R T E T L w
(E”f%-?r E)’E] fﬁ.)i—i“u.—/g-r—%’\‘ﬂ\! WA MBEELSA fﬁ—%ﬁf@‘%%“#ﬁi



IESLFLGEF R AR R
LT 54 P &% # o % (Juang et al., 2004; Zhao et al., 2005 ; Lin et al., 2010) » + 3%
TEBEERLENL TFT LR AL BT U5(436)% ;4 (437) % T
Prob[Z(x,')> Z,,Z(X,)> Z, ..., Z(x,") > Z,, 1= (X", X, "0, X, ')/ L (4.36)
Prob[1(x,)=11(x,")=1,... ( Y= =v(X" %, e X0 ) L (4.37)
4342 n(x" X e Xy) B M B R AL ST SRR S T ARR LS PR
Ben e @ N (4.35) 2 V(X X e Xy B M OB B AL SRR Y iR S
T E PR TS

\_1

4.9 A-F £ 453 ¢ : Information-gap decision theory (IGDT)

~2+3 £ * Information-gap decision theory(lGDT)féi;é PER NP I SRR 0 Y- 13
ERTHRE- B2 BEREREFARKAAT T B LG PP R EDE T
5 A Eon AR A R a4 K (Ben-Haim 2001) ot Th Fr T T s b o
1773 2 A Gy 0 S R R A AT G R R A e R R 3 K
g gEM S EcE A e AR (Harp &Vesselinov, 2013) o 1 AR E LB 0 T

AV R EFP B AT RNE £ R AT HIvg
FEAREIMANTEEZY R TSR A A A RN F P
HH T REERALTLAABLGERBIER 47 T’La}”éﬁ;x A
PABRFR AR R NBEE XS LR RBE 0 S REE 5
PRGBS Pen TLRALIIS e FH 5 5 3w ahe '@‘ﬁt—— A X
AR R BRI EZEEET P Bl 8 5 REMBEEHEEZ TR -

ERHE

& Kt & Pen=FN/(TP+FN)
{5 H 2 7= Pep=FP/(FP+TN)
Mt | AEE | BEE HoepEM AT ;kg LIE &R
®) (TP) (FP) 2o BRI AT I EALIE

BrtE(P) | B2 HE(N)
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)J—%"!}:t"l??‘pi ¥ B ‘}67fé4i;¥’_‘éi£%4j§-(Cd) £2(Cr) ~ 4¢ (Cu) ~
4 (Ni) ~ 45(Pb)foé:(Zn)2 5 % F"T/(f‘rﬁil‘miﬁ‘» ¥ LA AE € 0 2006 ~ B RF
2014) AP FHET LA LEFFL IR ELER TR R -FEDARLE BT H

LTS F N E2 BB 0250 SRR E iR B2 G A 2 130,772 TR
SHCKRPIIELEERERZ Y 0OLMHCI 532 -

51 2 €& BA* 0P E

2 TERIBEEBAA AR 6 E £ B &4 kD
Tyagk B oA w5 017 4058, 0.39 +1.87, 6.74 + 41.97, 158+677 5.87 + 48.99,
15.61+823.18 - 6 6.2 3 & & bk ~ 45 ~ 4F ~ 44 ~ 4 '—}:%\,}%fgmcv,w A
3.5, 4.8, 6.23, 4.29, 8.34, 52.72 > # fw @ g 4 A w5 (0,159), (0,363.07),
(0,6411.7), (0,1905.1), (0, 13285.7), (0,188590.86) 1245 - = % ¥ B 5 6 f6. & & e
BABBER TR WHTOERSEY M P EFRLIHCVEF2EY < o
‘b H g R (Skewness)P B A 3 E o FPL VAR 6 AL EHER LT LB
B4htA% P RBOBELHE BB AERET FrA AN FekR A
EEY AERPC ST R o

27 6BELE PRI nFE

Metals mean sd median min max skew kurtosis C.V.

Cd 0.17 0.58 0.12 0.00 159.00 19224 4704521 3.50

Cr 0.39 1.87 0.25 0.00 363.07 110.86 16873.39 4.80

Cu 6.74 41.97 4.00 0.00 6411.70 84.07 9518.70  6.23

Ni 1.58 6.77 1.12 0.00 1905.10 193.01 50274.47 4.29

Pb 5.87 48.99 4.47 0.00 13285.70  201.25 48436.38 8.34

Zn 15.61  823.18 5.77 0.00 188590.86 175.05 32931.52 52.72

52 1 REEBERIS B R HREA%E

B 12@)% 7 682 L & H2 Fenz FApM 12 § & ZLEE4E-| >t 2000 = =
o gt FFeng Fap i ddpd % (correlogram 5 0.2-08 2. &F )» pt ek » & 8 A
6T AR AT 2 e M 38c(0.02-0.35) 5 A A Bt

45



IEFLFRGEF R AL T L EER
FHOVREOOAIBEEILEELAFT RS2 F G aF - T(Z )M Tt A
17 SGS fifg 2. w2 R i;ﬁé U-WEDGE 2 f 6/t IEE £H2ZFiphili &
46 B2 Bps 0¥+ > JFFIH sGs #He 1000 & 6 B = F]F hg
e bisf ey 1000 2 682 T & B2 Waeais 2k R (R 13) B 12
(b)k - 6 i U-WEDGE %]+ 2. #Fehz BAphit » ¥ P &5 11 6 i U-WEDGE 7]
FLFr gy aFEROZ ML Ft2 b U-WEDGE = 2 3 't 2 @ 4 M
Frifame v Ed 3 Big k28T AR5 LAy 45,«% % % (absolute
deviation from diagonality, c(h) ¢(h)) ~ % % i &4p ¥+ % £ (relative deviation from
diagonality, z(h)t(h))£s % ¥ ¥+ & - s (spatial diagonalisation efficiency, x(h)
k(h))(® 14) > 2 ¢ g(h)g(h) & r(h) t(h)A& ix A x(h) we(h)A& 5 £ 57 Z B 4p B 124 °7
e FARE > A3 E P g(h)g(h) 24 517 0 ¢ w(h)xCh) 42T 1 27 2 B4 B 1
4 Kf HPLE (LB o % 7 2%t U-WEDGE - 2 2 Kf TR gt £ 9
B 648t T & BITICER R R Lt 2 B eodp B 75 8(0.02-0.36) 5 -6 a4
TEBEN LT HERERDEF A Gl R T RO SET AT R
2EF REFAHEOG AL EL LB R DB LT DAL FI T A ARG
G oo 0 b o Bl 15 8- N AT Gféfs_a}ﬁm4 BEEH 2 FHFEY > A
% -4t e e 130,772 LR B 5 * leave-one-out cross validation 7 3%k gk E
PR R i'a%'flfé%%}; PR T RSO RG E 8L B ROREA
APFE- RS IONEL L T— 6/EE & FenT ok Rk % kT & 130,772
BLRIBEY > L3 E £BER T S G S0%EpIEEE Bl 0 SRR L S H T
kR R UIRA gk B S e A 0 H 2 B TR R o

%2 8 6RIZELEDATH LM hik

Cd Cr Cu Ni Pb Zn
Cd 1.00 0.06 0.04 0.08 0.07 0.30
Cr 0.06 1.00 0.25 0.35 0.02 0.12
Cu 0.04 0.25 1.00 0.12 0.14 0.02
Ni 0.08 0.35 0.12 1.00 0.02 0.02
Pb 0.07 0.02 0.14 0.02 1.00 0.02
Zn 0.30 0.12 0.02 0.02 0.02 1.00
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Cd Cr Cu Ni Pb Zn
Cd 1.00 0.09 0.07 0.11 0.08 0.28
Cr 0.09 1.00 0.25 0.36 0.03 0.11
Cu 0.07 0.25 1.00 0.14 0.15 0.03
Ni 0.11 0.36 0.14 1.00 0.04 0.02
Pb 0.08 0.03 0.15 0.04 1.00 0.02
Zn 0.28 0.11 0.03 0.02 0.02 1.00
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RAE LT FER TR 1000 22 54V a2 R ER S IRAE 5 (0-1)
by TR H P\ﬁﬁ;jﬁﬂﬁ%_ﬁﬂég 4 1000 27 & 2 ‘«3_11”3—’1 » F b j}zzi T
$ 579,236 i g5 475 (R 17) - 1958 17 (7 a2 ® 5 d4piks
0.7~ % 2% 107<334pth=1 L% 1< 4H%HE=2-3%% 12<53%
=3 3w AR REZ3 A uATESEE m;;/,,\;g? ST P AT
PERAREY A0 /'s'*”f Bl %> 73 ZAEAPBEENIRAZEF F
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410 6MF & BT FTRR & (cut-off) iz B 3 fE 4 (F 1)

Metals
Cd
m

Cr

Cu

Ni

Pb

N
S

0.68

0.7

0.72

0.74

0.76

0.78

0.8

w

0.82

oo

\‘
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0.88

0.9

0.92

0.94
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() Pb
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V... % 0.889

< 0.111

(f) Zn
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%23
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BREFas 2 E EREADRAREE o Ft 2t o & 1L BT R
Zl TRAAZE R B AT EF R E(cutofffint 2 &g E
K enEs £ % % (joint probability)i?  + 2 > A7 2 B AT > F cut-off

$TEE A % 0 2 & B orealization 2. B en R - K)o Ea AT R
ANBAEF <032 R FHITLFTREFIFERSFEI RS2
BRI F ccut-off @ F & 0.92 4 & R ES S IS F P 052
Fom 4R Rz A F g se > B & 0k 0 realization 2 F A FER S > B 5 R3
NEEAFEE G TR R LT R RG RE  ERITRA TG Sl

ARSI & TR LRI R 0 T F T AL AR A NI A
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B 20 B 4 2 5 3,146 B L] #pﬁ.mpwgmﬂppirm»mm ' B 20
(@) % 1000 . B%s_:}agg\na F R M RApiR T0 R 207 Wik R LA
FAptE=07-% 2% 1 07<F =1 - E%F 1153 %@#?,%%éZ\ AR
2<73 i—’]uﬁﬁ%é& ;%%’T?v PAFAptRE=3 0 A urib ik 0 B 21 - KT
1000 ‘e fifenigk? > BN ERFHRE FNF L FRELF AT R RENR
S RS E AT REFAL TR RAREY SR R FFR R B
PR LR E AR (20124 AT AP 0 RS 2B s il A
2 rRAEERRSLBERL Y 2 ?% A A F % - & B 20 (b)E -+ 1000
EERZAAE R P W R R R L o FURE FREAL RN OREL
AEF R LR B A A NS E BRI R A
FH2ZE %2R RHEEORR S MAT R %ﬂ%ﬁéﬁ% T B B
FR R4 F o d 250mx250m ﬁ_#ﬁ,};fiﬁﬁm X2 ] kB 2 IR F
§ X TIFRARE R T ORI p 2 s AP A %W{E%:a‘_ﬁﬂi* T o Aoy i
S A L A B f"lif;é_P\ﬁ,%Ye:ﬂfﬂﬂ(l\2\3):% BBz 4 a2 1% o7
et pl (& 14~% 12) B R HT AF R %o M RdpiRAR g R 0 HiE
A 2y by 2 gt kg o P R R 2t AR > H AR
FI* Pl * XL B> F oy Foh B A F RO ¥ N R AR S
NEROH R ER I M R gt GlAR O H AT - kA A

AR R RFRER AR P R ET 0 2 B AU e F ) .
211 WEElEi B2 6/ 2 BHRG B TRR & (Cut-off) 2 B 3 2

\Mriﬁ cd Cr Cu Ni Pb Zn
Cut-o

0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.02 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.04 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.06 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.08 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.12 0 0.04 0 0 0 0
0.14 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
0.16 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
0.18 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
0.2 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
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6L £ BHEF FTRA E(cut-off) 3 F 2 e (¥ 1)

\Meﬁ Cd Cr Cu Ni Pb Zn

Cut-o
0.22 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
0.24 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
0.26 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
0.28 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
0.3 0 0.32 0 0 0 0
0.32 0 1 0 0 0 0
0.34 0 1 0 0 0 0
0.36 0 1 0 0 0 0
0.38 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.4 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.42 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.44 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.46 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.48 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.5 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.52 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.54 0 1 0 0.16 0 0
0.56 0 1 0.01 0.16 0 0
0.58 0 1 0.01 0.41 0.02 0
0.6 0 1 0.02 0.41 0.04 0
0.62 0 1 0.05 0.41 0.04 0
0.64 0 1 0.11 0.41 0.06 0
0.66 0 1 0.11 0.41 0.14 0
0.68 0 1 0.12 0.64 0.37 0.02
0.7 0 1 0.12 0.64 0.37 0.03
0.72 0 1 0.12 0.64 0.37 0.08
0.74 0 1 0.29 0.64 0.52 0.17
0.76 0 1 0.38 0.64 0.52 0.17
0.78 0.03 1 0.38 0.64 0.52 0.22
0.8 0.06 1 0.38 0.64 0.66 0.3
0.82 0.11 1 0.45 0.64 0.8 0.6
0.84 0.21 1 0.45 0.73 0.8 0.69
0.86 0.25 1 0.68 0.85 0.8 0.69
0.88 0.3 1 0.77 0.85 0.8 0.88
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211 M| EiEe6/AE 2 BHRT b IRR & (cut-off) 2 B 3 £ 24 (5 2)

\Meﬁ Cd Cr Cu Ni Pb Zn
Cut-o
0.9 0.46 1 0.95 0.93 0.91 0.88
0.92 0.52 1 0.95 0.93 0.91 0.88
0.94 0.62 1 0.95 1 0.91 0.88

2012 PFP UZERFREEQ2-3)EREL 4 I BT Ak g b
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ik
T LU1| LU2 | LU3 | LU4 | LUS | LU6 | LU7 | LU8 | LU9
i
<1 056 | 0.04 | 0.09 | 004 | 018 | 0.02 | 0.01 0 0.07
>1 05| 003 | 012 | 0.04 | 021 | 0.03 | 0.01 0 0.07
<2 055| 0.04 | 0.09 | 004 | 018 | 0.02 | 0.01 0 0.07
>2 049 | 0.02 | 0.14 | 004 | 023 | 0.02 | 0.01 0 0.07
<3 055| 0.04 | 0.09 | 004 | 018 | 0.02 | 0.01 0 0.07
>3 051| 002 | 0.14 | 0.05 0.2 0.01 | 0.01 0 0.07

#aclUL: B¥% 23 S LU2: &k 23 ~ LUS:
A 1M LUB: 2@ 2B SLUT: R 23 SLUS: Mg 23 S LUO: Hisgw 2

THREF A S LUL I RPIEF e S LUS 22

2013 HOMUZ AR FREEQ2 3B EL 4 I ¥ P Ak a5

-
112

N LU1| LU2 | LU3 | LU4 | LUS | LU6 | LU7 | LU8 | LU9

ik
<1 071 001 | 0.07 | 003 | 0.14 | 0.01 0 0 0.04
>1 066| 001 | 007 | 003 | 0.17 | 0.01 0 0 0.04
<2 071 001 | 007 | 002 | 0.14 | 0.01 0 0 0.03
>2 059| 001 | 009 | 004 | 0.21 | 0.01 0 0 0.06
<3 0.7 | 001 | 0.07 | 002 | 0.24 | 0.01 0 0 0.04
>3 055| 001 | 0.08 | 0.04 | 0.24 | 0.01 0 0 0.06

B3oLUL: BE® 238 s LU2: Ak ® 238 - LU3:
AF AP LU 2@ 2B CLUT SRR 23 SLUS M 23 S LU9: Hiw w2

RERF A LUL LRI F e s LUS a2
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IREFAFRGENRL AR AR

4014 B2 UZERFREEO2-)FRE2 4 B H T ik G

3 ¥
112
N LUl | LU2 | LU3 | LU4 | LU5 | LU6 | LU7 | LU8 | LU9
i
<1 042 | 0.03 | 013 | 0.03 | 0.25 | 0.04 | 0.02 | 0.00 | 0.11
>1 0.13 | 0.03 | 0.18 | 0.02 | 0.30 | 0.08 | 0.17 | 0.00 | 0.12
<2 0.40 | 0.03 | 0.14 | 003 | 0.25 | 0.04 | 0.02 | 0.00 | 0.11
>2 0.11 | 005 | 0.10 | 0.02 | 0.26 | 0.07 | 0.27 | 0.00 | 0.14
<3 038 | 0.03 | 0.14 | 0.02 | 0.24 | 0.04 | 0.06 | 0.00 | 0.11
>3 0.16 | 0.05 | 0.08 | 0.04 | 0.35 | 0.07 | 0.04 | 0.00 | 0.23

BalUL: R 33 S LU2: Fkig® 230 ~LU3: i@ @ 23 ~LUA: -Rflg s 23 ~LUS: 22
Ardp S LUG: 2x@* 3y LUT  B@RT 24 ~LUB BT 43 ~ LU His g ® 4 30

58




0.39

0.341

0.292

0.244

0.195

0.146

0.098

0.049

13.12¢

11.25

9.375

7.5

5.625

375

1.875

(e) Pb (f) Zn
W 18 618 € &% 1000 BfiiEz TiokA

B 21

21.875
18.75
15.625
12.5
9.375
6.25

3.125
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0.9
0.788
0.675
0.562
0.45
0.338
0.225

0.112

0.675
0.562
0.45
F0.338
0.225

0.112
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0.9

0.788

0.675

0.562

0.45

0338

(F) Zn (9) overall
W 19 6443 <E £/% 1000 EH2 77 % ¥ ® 2 DRIEF(0-1)

0.788

0.675

0.562

0.45

— 0338

0.225

0.112



Bk 2t

4.375
3.75
3.125
25
1.875
1.25
0.625

0

(@) mean (b) standard deviation
W 20 1000 EHHR2 75 % 2 P % Rdpif2 (L3582 O)HFRF L

0.9 -
0.788 -
0675 0.675
0.562 _
0.45 045

S033R -
0.225 —
0.112 -
0 . 0

€) M RApE>3(V £75 %)
B 21 P Rdp i 1000 EHCEE2 55 S F 2 DR F
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IREFAFRGENRL AR AR

53 AR A& ¥

AFEETE | ELE PR A RRREL T T R E AR L2 F
FERE > RHEr2 8% 279 > 1000 et L 2B ER LT RET FE
BRE»FREF) ! TR - A1 EL LB ERARETFRAE > BIREARL S
AT APFERG R A 1000 R FEOES B LB B 0 A2iE
FRERSG] T Pt Gl F I |E ERF A AR A Bl 22
TAREERFLES T L GBS EHEI R & (cut-off) 2 B % A3t F ¥
MRAFF AN RS B2 B REFLES % s RAES 0L FF > &7 % 5
Hoe TEALEER  MEATHBORIEMBEGEMESF S 0052 0.1

R EE Bt = 5 LR TR G EIE ] ST R RS
P RBEFTRES DIEAEXR TS 09 o ”Lrﬁf%r'v’ﬂféfﬁ'r%ﬁ?fér%'r% 5% 03
20 MIEGEN ZIEAMEZEMES ﬁ 2 % & ¥ trade-off e¢nhif % (Piegat and
Tomaszewska, 2013; Regan et al., 2005) J '&Effg“ﬁ:ﬁ“ Bent 2o B A SR B 4
M ORERFRERBT R AR B2 o R XIS R ey B EF LD
T lcE €34 M ARDF R FESORSE EE €K 0 B 23~F
27T L &- HHF L EHFTAAS T2 GIELEZHE LI A RE E(ut-off) 2
B ta B %A iz 2% (FNR: 3%, 6%, 9%, 12%, 15% )*1 %t & cqf @27 2
w12 (Robustness)feiz FE -5 » B 23 56 BI® B g REESF S 3% o
PES P BB 22 F 3 (15.2%, 15.5%, 15.8%, 19.6%, 20.0%) 4 it 43 % M % i
#144(0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9) > @ cut-off ER|d & iFsMe BT A (2 ME T &~
B X2 E %8R EG - 28 LB B ¥R robustness & cut-off &) >
B R4 T % RIS S 0%PF robustness ¥ cut-off E4p T ¥R A, B AT -
B 2 ESE B F 5 H 2 (15.2%, 15.5%, 15.8%, 19.6%, 20.0%)
robustness £ cut-off & 4p 3 &"#%*‘Fq Bl 23~ 27 AN AT R R M F L
3%-15%FF > i & W & Tl § 0 B A a0 R E 2R 21405, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8,
0.9)> 5 7 AR F a by L i&- dv}rm BREEBHFTLY T2 GEEF EZHESF
cut-off & robustness z FFenff % o £ 15 Fm D 2 BZEMEF  GHMEFE
robustness #7 ¥ i 7 cut-off E g Bl > B hl k3 - § IS 5 6% GBS
0% - robustness = 0.5 ¥ » “7¥fJi e cut-off & e ] 7 0.24-028 » @ 3 2 » F

ﬁ % #-cut-off E37 % 0.24-0.28 > P 1000 i #i-#t 7 realization # - £ 5 % 500
% realization ;% &_Z A M- % 4 6%11 % %5 M5 4 0% 2 o g ¢k B % robustness
F b A "aﬁ' [ A'L-‘Z%' MR R B R 0 % A0E i ahcut-off B ahde
B § 3% bri ) A E P o cut-off B e FldE ) Az R 2 P R0 A& AT

'—“’ﬁ*‘f“;-l??‘
¢‘1@“

“‘q

R T
¥
TR

3«\
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B % 2t
% realization z. P2 % 2 B 2 < > ERE ZEMESF ~ ZHEEF 2 E cut-off
B H TR T 0 1000 B f-%E <o realization ¥ o & R4 o realization o pE S XS
s K_RIEM S E B S g 2 @ {7 robustness % 5 A iR F o FHA o
F R IEB A, PERELET TR S F q*wsb s Rk Bl 23~
B 27224 1565 F RIS E GBS S § 2 B o trade-off B 5 - Fb
W&t o g Je AT g TRl £ WA ABEE R LA T
agl* IGDT &R~ 473 2 > ,%gd 5 AHE S 2 cut-off B0 RATEFHRE S ')11‘41
Bl E e w0 FREALLTVER OEEEFE robustness - & B
Ko e BEY o FAHIEFLELSEAR LA GEH LB A 25 * 2 B en
trade-off (Stewart and Purucker, 2011) -

%2 15 NEERBEARARLET R ERY WL B REE(Robust)E %52 (FNR)
o3 B H(FPR)*F $H i 3875 % 855 2 1.8 i (cut-off)
bR NR 0w 3% 6% 9% 12% 15%
0% 0.24-0.28 0.24-0.38 0.24-0.48 0.26-0.58
3% 0.14-0.2 0.14-0.28 0.14-0.38 0.18-0.48 0.26-0.58
Robust 6% 0.1 0.1-02  0.1-028 0.1-0.38 0.18-0.48 0.26-0.52
05 9% 00801 0.0802 008024 01026 0.18-0.26
12% 0.06-0.1 0.06-0.16 0.06-0.16 0.1-0.16
15% 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1 0.1
0% 0.24-0.26 0.24-0.34 0.24-0.44 0.28-0.56
3% 0.14-0.2 0.14-0.26 0.14-0.34 0.2-0.44 0.28-0.56
Robust 6% 0.1 0.1-0.2  0.1-026 0.12-0.34 0.2-0.44 0.28-0.52
06 9% 00801 00802 0.08024 012-026 0.2-0.26
12% 0.06-0.1 0.06-0.16 0.06-0.16 0.12-0.16
15% 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1
0% 0.24-0.26 0.24-0.34 0.24-0.42 0.28-0.56
3% 0.14-0.18 0.14-0.26 0.16-0.34 0.22-0.42 0.28-0.56
Robust 6% 0.1 0.1-0.18 0.1-0.26 0.12-0.34 0.22-0.42 0.28-0.52
0.7 9% 0.08-0.1 0.08-0.18 0.08-0.24 0.12-0.24 0.22-0.24
12% 0.06-0.1 0.06-0.16 0.06-0.16 0.12-0.16
15% 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1
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215 NELZREARREFT I ERR B4 17 kRt (Robust)® % 151 (FNR)
o B (FPR)#T et 35 % &5 2 Tl & (cut-of)(3 1)
PR FNR 0% 3% 6% 9% 12% 15%
0% 0.24 0.24-0.32 0.24-0.42 0.3-0.54
3% 0.16 0.16-0.24 0.16-0.32 0.22-0.42 0.3-0.54
Robust 6% 0.1-0.16  0.1-0.24 0.12-0.32 0.22-042 0.3-0.5
08 9% 0.08  0.08-0.16 0.08-0.24 0.12-0.24 0.22-0.24
12% 0.06-0.08 0.06-0.14 0.06-0.16 0.12-0.14
15% 0.04-0.08 0.04-0.1  0.04-0.1
0% 0.26-0.3  0.26-0.4 0.34-0.5
3% 0.16 0.16-0.24 0.16-0.3  0.24-04 0.34-0.5
Robust 6% 0.1-0.16  0.1-0.24 0.14-0.3 0.24-0.4 0.34-0.48
0.9 9% 0.08  0.08-0.16 0.08-0.24 0.14-0.24 0.24
12% 0.06-0.08 0.06-0.14 0.06-0.14 0.14
15% 0.04-0.08 0.04-0.1  0.06-0.1
0% 0.26-0.3  0.26-0.38 0.36-0.48
3% 0.16-0.22 0.16-0.3 0.24-0.38 0.36-0.48
Robust 6% 0.1-0.14  0.1-0.22 0.14-0.3 0.24-0.38 0.36-0.48
095 9% 0.08  0.08-0.14 0.08-0.22 0.14-0.24 0.24
12% 0.06-0.08 0.06-0.14 0.06-0.14 0.14
15% 0.04-0.08 0.04-0.08 0.06-0.08
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= 0.3
L
Datetel 04
Failfrine.. 05 o6
."'.-'Gr’c'."*t'f'".";.oj 08 09
8— "wn..:'!".,.
< | T | |
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
False Negative Rate

W 22 NELSRERRETBERVHIA$F F cut-off ETIEMZFHGBHEKE
FTH M %

FNR3%
S
- — 15.2%
- — 15.5%
S 7 — 15.8%
2 o 19.6%
é’ o — 20%
2 <
2 <
o |
< I I I T T T
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Cut-off

W23 NELBERREFTRERVCIA T BREESF 3L RA BT B R
SR EE HREA YL 05 (F) 0.6 (&), 0.7 (}),08 (% 2 E),0.9 (%),
and 1.0 (%); FPR: % B {F; FNR: B F)
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FNR6%

S

_ — 8.2%

% 9%

S 7 — 9.3%
2 o —— 10.5%
E s 7 — 11%
2 <
2 <

ol

age

S

= T T T T T T

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

Cut-off

W 24 NELBERRET BRRV HIA T BKESF 6% Rl Eoritk £
RS (R HREA B L 05 (F) 0.6 (&), 0.7 (}),0.8 (% 2 E),0.9 (%),
and 1.0 (%); FPR: @B ¥ FNR: B EF)

FNR9%
o
- — 52%
v — 5.6%
< — 5.9%
2 — 6.3%
A T P 0
= 6.9%
2 o
2 S 7
< |
= T T T T T |
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Cut-off

W25 NEZBERRETRERVHAFRIELESF %2 BR E T B
S (R HREA B S 05 (F), 0.6 (i), 0.7 (#),0.8 (% 3 E),0.9 (%),
and 1.0 (%); FPR: % H 3 FNR: &%)
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“x gk 2 24
FEBEAw

FNR12%
S
- — 3.4%
o | — 3.6%
=1 4%
@ — 4.4%
O
E = T 4.9%
2 <
2 S
s |
= T T | I | I
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Cut-off

W26 NELBERRETRERV A FTRIEEF 1208 Rl Eor iR &
RS (R HREA B L 05 (F) 0.6 (&), 0.7 (}),0.8 (% 2 E),0.9 (%),
and 1.0 (%); FPR: @B ¥ FNR: B EF)

FNR15%
o
- —22%
v | —2.4%
S — 2.7%
P — 3.1%
% \O
g <3 — 3.4%
3
0
2 i
o
o
= I I I T | 1
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Cut-off

W 27 NELBERALET FRRV SIS BHEF 1508 R Eorit k2
i Sk HREEA Y E 05 () 06 (i), 0.7 (1), 0.8 (2 3 ¥), 0.9 (%),
and 1.0 (%); FPR: % B3 ; FNR: &4 5F)
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IEFAFESFEF R AL LR
A3t E % 199 1000 kR % 0 Bk R e IEETLEERETR
R A B KRBT IEE BB RIS K AT A P R iR ke
ﬁ*¥€$ B7F R T AP R R RIS L DR BR G5 S
PR OCAVRFELS Y2 EQRESAFERLETRE SERASA TFAAT
RRIER) - F e R(PEXDFL THFAALIELINF AR T T KT
A(PEKREFL TP 2BXFEERE) B 28 K 2L 2 H5 L ER
Ve 2o HIEMHE GE A S ETRR B (cut-off) 2 B TR A2 F R AR
ZBAREALERE T o FRAEL 0L A% S EANBHFR LIS
R H o TR RGBS ZE RS 50072 008 A ERA B 2o
AAEE RS ¢ EbE ] o SPOTHBORIEES AT GHEESFT R B HTR
FriEk s 09/ » "TiHEPGHEPE GRS L 0335 00 LIRS EN BIEME
BRBESFA K2 B3 & F trade-off i % (Piegat and Tomaszewska, 2013;
Regan et al., 2005) » " ¥ fi=ft B et = > ZIEM FR B 40 > @ SRR Br
THoAT g RAES AR RIF R ARG R EF RIS R ik gi@m’

S Jmfw Frie 7 S T B iR g R0 > B 20~ 33 { - A 4
HE LR AR T2 GBS BB PF TR & (cut-off)2 M % 8 R IL7
5 K1 % (FNR: 3%, 6%, 9%, 12%, 15% )= %t i cof-R (& 87 £ it |+ (Robustness)fr

EHEFOB 2087 E BT L 3% LGB L FE LY B (17%, 17.3%,
25.1%, 25.4%, 25.6%) 7 it 53 ¥k #s R i14(0.5, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9) » @ cut-off
BRd B ERIIETAI(IREE B AT E R BREG - 8
T BTV B E¥E robustness ¥ cut-off E) 2 A A o F RIS S O%E%’robustness
goout-off EAp T HENF,  BEAE LB 22 E K BRI F RBMES
7 2 pF(17%, 17.3%, 25.1%, 25.4%, 25.6%) - robustness £2 cut-off & 4p 7 4 /& «iF
255 B 29~8] 33 A A F BIAPBF L 3%-15%FF 0 BB LR E RS
Bt A R ¥R F 28 14(0.5,0.6,0.7,0.8,0.9) > 5 7 A KK Hoav s LiE- A
T fRE ARG A T2 BIEEF s S - cut-off B2 robustness 2. B cRg
hod 16 BT & RIS - &1 25 & robustness #7¥F & <5 cut-off & g >
Bolk o § RIEEFE 6% ZHMF 5 3% > robustness % 0.5 pF > #7¥ i en
cut-off & s> F & 0.12-0.16 > 3@ % 2 > ig,i—ﬁ\ﬁ #-cut-off &3 % 0.12-0.16 > A
1000 i #-#t < realization # » £ 3 %) 500 i# realization /& &z 5125 5 6%14 % %
i 5 3%eniE i o gt ¢k 5 B ¥ robustness e F b A o ';5,';' [ 2 ]1%_3, IVPANEY S el
F AR DEIT > % EE e cut-off et g B o KA Ak E Y
cut-off & i Fl4E ) efe i 2 P &g > A& £_7] % realization 2. Jfﬂr%am‘* Y
 MRE ZEMES S GHEMESI N E cut-off B SR T 0 1000 B HEE
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realization #» » % ¥R 4 earealization e FFi% & 24 7 & &R A%
i 5 % {8 robustness % 5 A @ o EMA T o ¥ ZEBFE /ﬁrP—JBf Rt
[ e A rs)jhnbﬂ‘f%inrg R REN 0 Bl 29~ 33 224 16 s s F pr A RIE
e e s %‘F’“‘mtrade -off BB B8 > Ae Zg R EL AWl e e F il B> k2
AR TE S o ;‘i—a‘;/ﬂ\#'-’r—"z a1 * IGDT iR A 477 2 o ;gd 5 44 F 2. cut-off
B RATEFHEBEFLEREE S T FREEALALIFTESDGEES
22 robustness o izl 2 A KA AT o FHI ALK AL L RE
WA 5 4R A8 —‘Fff 2_ ¥ envtrade-off (Stewart and Purucker, 2011) -

3 16 P FREEL FELS P R AR (Robus)E 3 IS (FNR) o i3 1 1

(FPR)#*T¥ B2 375 % & ie 2 TRt i (cut-off)
EPR FNR 0% 3% 6% 9% 12% 15%
0% --- --- --- 0.18-0.2 0.18-0.28 0.18-0.36
3% --- --- 0.12-0.16  0.12-0.2 0.12-0.28 0.16-0.36
Robust 6% --- 0.08-0.1 0.08-0.16 0.08-0.2 0.12-0.28 0.16-0.36
0.5 9% 0.06 0.06-0.1 0.06-0.16 0.06-0.18 0.12-0.18 0.16-0.18
12% 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1 0.06-0.1 --- ---
15% 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.08 0.04-0.08 0.06-0.08 --- -
0% --- --- --- 0.18-0.2 0.18-0.26 0.18-0.36
3% --- --- 0.12-0.16  0.12-0.2 0.12-0.26 0.18-0.36
Robust 6% --- 0.08-0.1 0.08-0.16 0.08-0.2 0.12-0.26 0.18-0.36
0.6 9% 0.06 0.06-0.1 0.06-0.16 0.08-0.18 0.12-0.18 0.18
12% 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1 0.08-0.1 --- ---
15% 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.08 0.04-0.08 0.08 --- ---
0% --- --- --- 0.18 0.18-0.26 0.18-0.34
3% --- --- 0.12-0.16 0.12-0.18 0.12-0.26 0.18-0.34
Robust 6% --- 0.08-0.1 0.08-0.16 0.08-0.18 0.12-0.26 0.18-0.34
0.7 9% 0.06 0.06-0.1 0.06-0.16 0.08-0.18 0.12-0.18 0.18
12% 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.1 0.04-0.1 0.08-0.1 --- ---
15% 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.06 --- --- ---
0% --- --- --- 0.18 0.18-0.24 0.18-0.32
3% --- --- 0.12-0.14 0.12-0.18 0.12-0.24 0.18-0.32
Robust 6% --- 0.08-0.1 0.08-0.14 0.08-0.18 0.12-0.24 0.18-0.32
0.8 9% 0.06 0.06-0.1 0.06-0.14 0.08-0.18 0.12-0.18 0.18
12% 0.06 0.06-0.1 0.06-0.1  0.08-0.1 --- ---
15% 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.06 --- --- ---
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IEFALEFAGET R

(kG L oF =3

%16 npFRGELHELS T3 B R IE(Robust)® IS (FNR)fr ik 1B {4
(FPR)*+# i3 373 5502 Tt . (cut-off)(3k 1)
FNR
0 0 0 0 0 0
FPR 0% 3% 6% 9% 12% 15%
0% --- --- --- --- 0.18-0.22 0.2-0.3
3% --- --- 0.12-0.14 0.12-0.18 0.16-0.22 0.2-0.3
Robust 0% --- 0.08 0.08-0.14 0.08-0.18 0.16-0.22 0.2-0.3
0.9 9% --- 0.06-0.08 0.06-0.14 0.08-0.16 0.16-0.18 ---
12% --- 0.06-0.08 0.06-0.1 0.08-0.1 --- ---
15% 0.04 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.06 --- --- ---
0% --- --- --- --- 0.18-0.2 0.2-0.28
3% --- --- 0.12 0.12-0.16 0.16-0.2 0.2-0.28
Robust _ 8% --- 0.08 0.08-0.12 0.1-0.16 0.16-0.2 0.2-0.28
095 % --- 0.06-0.08 0.06-0.12 0.1-0.16 0.16-0.18 ---
12% --- 0.06-0.08 0.06-0.1 0.1 --- ---
15% 0.04 0.04-0.06 0.04-0.06 --- --- ---
S
o
w
g 3 7
]
7
o
B o
g s .Jéﬂ‘-o*l
5 .
=
R 8 - 0.2
< -;_g-.';xﬁ.w‘- a 03
‘:‘ 4"{'- o
= R W;m "..,,,.607 08 09
O. - s rieinufimbialisclit .« »
[ [ [ [ I
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
False Negative Rate
W 28 MpFRHFZHFFLITFF cutoff ETHREFHAGZHEES TR
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“x gk 2} =4
BEEEH

FNR3%
SE
— 1 — 7%
- — 17.3%
S 7 — 25.1%
2 o — 25.4%
E = T —25()%
2 <
2 < 7
< _]
= T T T T T T
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Cut-off

W 29 P R R A 12 B 3% TR EoH AL R Sk
(it HEES Y5 05 (F), 0.6 (&), 07 (#),08 (% 3 §), 0.9 (%), and 1.0
(%); FPR: & HE%; FNR: ZKEPEF)

FNR6%
o
— — 10.1%
% — 10.4%
S 7 — 10.6%
@ — 13.4%
g S - — 13.6%
2
e < 7
o |
= T T I I T T
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
Cut-off

W 30 MpEFRAEELFESTRLES 6%2 RR BT AL RS k(iR
2 HEES NS 05(§) 06(&),07(#:),08((% 3 8),09 (%), and 1.0 (¥);
FPR: & B H5F, FNR: &K 2F)
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FNR9%
o
- — 6.7%
< _| — 7.2%
=1 — 7.5%
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