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T BE DL < 231 ha BEO/NIBME TH 2 T E TR, BAEDAFIE DMK
g ARAET 2 PMREOREFIZANT 20 f#AD—D & LT, FrEE DR 55022/ 4
X, TabbHMLAEID 6N TnE. L2 L6, HRETEHMERICHS 2 Mt
DI/ N4 — ¥ DBERIZONTUE, REFEGRORRR ENTOEVDONBIRTH S, AFET
&, 80 R T A VU A & HUDIZERD M & T & 7 BREN G O RIREHAER % AU U 7= Bz
MR LR Z D35 Z &ic kD, Mt g — v OFEKEE EALL, ROBE
SROVREIZ 5 Z & 2. Mo ORIMIZ A % DR D22 IR 25 [RGB & 7 5 43,
HEER S 2 7 4 (GIS) & FWZ=2BH% D Z b (Adjacency List) DAERIZ L D xIRd 5. /2, &
MM TE, FTEBLE D82 — » (B OIS L7z icn A 28 —2 =y b &
WOMEEERL, KITHEHIE 5504 7S —2= ) | ORI 2 Bl B2 IR ot b
MREICE XA, Mot sS4 — Y OBRET .

F—7—F 01 BEGHHE, ZERECE ST, BT VR 2 — TEEL L.

1. @FU&IC

TRITEE DL < A 1 ha FEE O/NIBE T H 2 KA ETIE, BAED KB OEEK I
JBTARLEREDT Z b ARIRT S, WhOBKT 2 MREDRERIZANT 2284 2 ELD HA DR A
ENTWD, ZO—BE LTBELA - Mo UL & LIEh, 52 6h7=8iiicisnT
B KR, BHE S o7 —MAAL TR INZ0E2EDD L —TEIET) 2EH0T 3
Mz k0, $IRALRB L=y FOBRBBEL ShTHW5E. 2O XY v FIBADOEE
AT 220ICR 2 MG MR A E &S - N A4 i3 2 2D OME R 7 OfhOFEE
AV 7 5%, AROMFIIRLZhEhERT 2D TIEAL, Mtbicks 27— 20y
b AERTE BRRM LB & D IR AR AN RICHRIC A2 2 LI2b 5. Thabb,
2SN IR R AR ED A4 v 7 TG X D AEET 2 N ONIIES AEEIZ & B L it Eh T
W5 ZHUSH LAEK A E TR & T b 2 Stk 2 1E1C & 5 bk e 2 < h T
Ke7=728%, FERD XS 5B, ©UABRBRHEIHT AN EEs TS, F0—
DDHH BB ORIFHURIROZE " Th B, ZO X5 ICHEREOEN L D3GR

LR ROTRRZE T 190-8562 HUTHBALI I TAHNT 10-3
2YAE KRR A RFIEIIZERE © T980-8577 EIMIBIG T E K AR EHE 6-3
SIEBRERFNE FEERIZER : T739-8626 IAERHIAE T 1-3-1
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EMEIIELZ 8O0, HE L T A % Z L3I D22 MR BERENE WA B8 12 K3 5 2
A TEZENWSIZETH .

BRIGIRGED—BR L UCERYE S Nz “BREMT ORI RO ZEIE” 13, BRI IS4 522
IR Ze R R E & U T 80 AU FIC A D ALK T H 2 uihed,  BEFEZZRIHIMEE L T£<
DOMRH R Z DRFOBERICED #A 2. 7 OF8E, BEEW S ORIBARERIZPE S KBS 24
ROIRBKICT T2 AL 2 TR T S Z &) 2L, WA, 6250F7 Y FAr—7
EE O TBRBEMBRIROMREEAEBL XS & L2l e blhE o7z 72, MRS ET 55k
FOEFENDOHH G R U K 5 ITERRRIRHED 2 VIIERBREOBE» SR EE N K512k -
7oA, LRCORE & [E U X 5 ISR N ORI 2 ol LfE & LT, [k 77k
W & 0 RFE 34T H M7= (Yoshimoto and Brodie, 1994b) .

P22 RO R IO 2 BOEGAR IS & B ' 70, FEARMIC 0-1 BEGHEIZ X b ERI L
ENDH, ZOMEICEMRA L2 -V AT 4 v I EHWEETAPMEEINTE 2 FlAE
MPOIFFEIZ X Sessions and Sessions (1988) , O’Hara et al. (1989), Nelson and Brodie (1990),
Clements et al. (1990), Nelson et al. (1991), Daurst and Nelson (1993), Jamnick and Walters
(1993), Lockwood and Moore (1993), Yoshimoto et al. (1994), Murray and Church (1995) ,
Haight and Travis (1997), Hoganson and Borges (1998) %= EA3H 5. RO TIE, AW
&M OIER & BHg 5 BB 3o TBER % MRy O IRl eI ER 2 B4~ 2 B 22 i 2
AL, La—VZAT 4 v 7IlkBiiEfiERkO270DETABMEINTNS. 20D,
R 22 R IR P R SRR 4 20 TR AN J53E 2 7z, Snyder and ReVelle (1996) (3 B2
RSN A, 2RI R SEBIRORERITN U, (RERBIREOH D AN, $Tabb,
Wbk COMRERDIBLEE 2 BRE L, & 2 M3 H RS 28, ROKEE TH 5 —EDMH, X
BEZIET 28 %% 7. £/, iodke LT, Ty VR OHROBRE LB L Th 3 i
RSB b OFBE A Z I NEBOBREE L (3R L ZBRBALNIRRO Z L) 12K 2EME M
PO Fd 20327 — v 7y THIR (B 2 M MR S =1k, WEORIE AT 729, Bk
TEIMGORREFAET S TICBEET IO Z &) Ik 2 HMmIEL & 4BRL, Bk
L& 2 DO ORI IT 5 OMIEE B 2105 7 — 2 & 1 & 7 (Yoshimoto,
2001; Boston and Bettinger, 2001).

Z D &5 ICBHEAE TR BSR4 S HEAE 2 5 N5 5, HARRNIZHER X L5 Moy 2 g
ST 2 M E 55 T g, 23ISR UAK TR $c 5 B, Achkny % & % 4 4
ZOFHERL, Bt Ns 1=y F2BRT 22 Th 5. ZihE THMLICHE S &5
2=y PO, ORI D22 MR 5 BEHERR 2 LR 2 BN & 5 72728, PG
2T 4 (GIS) B X M THRAH, KREICY = 2 7N EEERTETH D, BRI %
ML ibE > T3, Z07200R & %5848 L LRtk OfiE s 4 — v Ok
BARZTbhTnn., ZHNLBEERERE R Y PV —oHERICEIT 5, Wb SEEEY X b
(Adjacency List) IZ& D ¥ AT <7 4 » 2 IZHUIET X, BEEEITSH (Adjacency Matrix) & fvvh
i, v = 2 7R R o FECEREZZERIBIRIEIEO & 5 IS EHE A E wW ' T YO
BRI & 2 R OBR B EEIC 2 5.

AT GISO—DDY 7 27 Ths ArcView 9.2 (ESRI, 2006) 2> 5B & 1 5 Bz )
A2 P EHWT, 20RO E T & MR BiE22REERIEEO IR & UT, Moyt i
WS s — BRI A R 5. 2 ORE, #rzicMb b 32 — v () ORIkt
ILNAS—2 =y P EVIREERL, B R d0 A/ 822y b OFRRE A BB
PR R L IS & R A, Mot Ui S 2 — v ORGSR 21T S . £72, IBHEH &
U CRAREENIRT O Ffk & V5. Zeds, Bk U7z & 512, BURTIIARZ IR VT
a2 ITTbh T2 7220 1Cib 0, FHEFRMS A2 ZE L LIRS,
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WREL7ENIIZENTE, TORDMAZEETHS. Lo THBEEIZETRAZED
B, DY, FHEKERZ EORIUIEIZE L, Moy O2ERIEBLE D A% E R4 2 Hiil
EREERDHKS 2L LT 5.

2. HiE

ZZTIE, T 0-1 BEREHEIEIC X B Rk DM 2 B2 I R R o i R E AT L,
W2, ZOEREPWIRT 2 Z 212X, MMM 2 — v ERMEO ERIL 2R 5.
WARICER LR ET N E Z 20F, Mk X h 352 — > (i) OIEBICH L, #izio &k %
HHEL Lo 8—2=y PEERL, NMS—2=y FOFLD ZPRT 5 & S BBz
WalSH L, Mot S8 — Y 2 8RT5L0IHTHS. ZDLI 57 Tu—-F13,
ZONHTIIHDTORATH 5.

2.1 —RAABHEEEFIEEOERL

R p 22 R R RS EEA M S B AN 2 2K 5 -0 O BB &, SR & B3 284 &
HH (B HADIRIRE S —E D 5V TV EIST 2IRRERNY, RO ATH %2 EEE
T, GALBNIMAITHLE L T 1 OO WG S 5 EENKZ E), A TR
X9 % R ER 2 i3 2 2RI L D b e h b, DIMERERIK, R 245
— ) 2o B2 IS R E O E AL &R T

FT X=(1,....,2m) = (F1,..., %) & mxn D01 RELLITHNE U, o &5 i HRITxt
BT 5 X OF i [TERFISEDHRY ML, & 25 j FHOBEORIEIZHIET 5 X DOF
AN ERSTIZREDHIR S ML e g5, ZZ2TO N X TH0EEEZRTILE TH 5. B m i
WM, n 3 — M ARBEEETH 5. RIZENEEAR 2 10 1T, /MR (R & 5
ARART = B HAM) 28 6 ] (RIS & 1 3RER S M A EDOMED Z & Th 5. HADOFMGEIZK
WTIEHARIRE A MRIC 5 £ TH D, 20K 6 HICH T 2MimiT 30 12k 3) 95 L, Rkik
TE S DS 2 — 2 3Mh 30 FELLEDBEAMIIIZH L, R 1IRT LIS~k s
“OKRFEOMAGDET 20D 5D, EoTENEFAN 1 DOMHETHD, n=20 Dl
¥R Enb X OBRIITLOERDOBED Th % (BH: Johnson and Stuart, 1987).

[ m ) EmHOMESE | RS LB
710 _EELISE

Z ZTOHMIZFEBBAORKEEDORKILE T 5.

(2.1)

m n

(2.2) Z:m)?xtr(C/X):m}?xZZciijiyj.
i=1j=1
C 13 m xn OFREATHIT, ZOBER ¢;; 13 vy FEHEITRT 2 GHEHIRIN TORKERER 2787
Lk, wAMREAEICH 72 2 WE RIS U THIRER T E AWz, Z0OMEIZ 0 &4 5.
o) B YL ey OIS 5 p WIS B BIRIEE U, 22N ERIHZHED mxn
% Vi, &35, (EEEFIFIEEHBTOMBEEEZ —EH 2 VIEZIUIENE DIZRD 7
BOEDT, Titkkd.

(2.3) (1—a)tr(V) X) <tr(Vipy X) < (1 + a)tr(Vy X), p=2,...,T.
FEE o OEBEFETEEDOT, ZOMIINRE T 2 HMI URERIIZID 51 50,

—MEANZIE 5% RiIROMEAEH NS, T I 3EHHBTH 5. Ak, WELBORE L ik
DFREE DRI ¢y =37 o) TH 5.

p=1 "1,
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1. HESERA.

EEEEG
M | RE

B | EH | H#% |1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

1 i1 Cil X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2 Ti2 Ci2 X 0 0 0 0 0 X 0 0 0

3 4,3 Ci,3 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 0 0

4 ZTia | G4 | X 0 0 O O 0O 0 0 X 0

5 55 Ci,5 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 X

6 Ti6 Ci6 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

7 Tiz | ez |0 X 0 0 0 0 0 X 0 0

8 Tig Cig 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 0

9 39 Cio 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 X

75’@ 10 4,10 Ci,10 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
¥ 11 |zn|eu|0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 X 0
£ 12 |#2|e12| 0 0O X 0 0 0 0 0 0 X
13 i1z | ¢z | 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 0

14 |@w|eGuu| 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0 X

15 zis | ciias | O 0 0 0 X 0 0 0 0 0

16 | zi6| cas| 0 0 O 0 0 X 0 0 0 0

17 Ti17 Ci, 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 0 [¢] 0

18 Ti18 | Ci g 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 0 0

19 3,19 Ci,19 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 0

20 Ti20 | Ci20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 X

HE: XIIMERE L, 0 RERETH S.

WIZ, WREHRNZZ K T—2DMER—DOMBFITHIE I NS Z L 2/ T2EDTHD,
FIX27 bL g 12U TREDWD &5 5.

(2.4) 1z, <1, i=1,...,m.
ZZTD 1, 3RKGBTRT1THS nRILRNY ML TH 5.

FFC 2 DOFIKICIN A T, BEEZ=RHREEHRE LGS 2 DOMS 2RI TE v 2
EEBEITA2EDTHS. Thabb, LILTERINDHEIEIZHB W THEEM S CRIFHIZ S
TENBKEPFET L, TR DMETERBEI NG NZ &Ik 5. BHEOERY UL,
i3 % & OEILORBIRE TILO LS ITHGITA Z itk Dy, HicEMLTZ 5.

2.5 zij+taw; <1, j=1,....n, ke NBW.
»J ) .] [

NBM (35 i BRI B 2 M (neighbors) 278 L, $RITRT & 9125 ¢ Moy & Skt L
LB 1 BHERFCH 5. & 5 W3R L OB A BEEZ ) 2 F (Adjacency List) 2*5 m x m
DIEFEITH (Adjacency Matrix) A DI K DR TE L, TR TEXILTE % (Yoshimoto
and Brodie, 1994a) .

(26) Mijgmo, j:L...,TL.
=7zl

(2.7) mo=Aln,
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(2.8) M = A + diag(mo).
BEBATHI A OBOHE FRLOMED Th 5.

{1 if je NB™
Q4,5 =

2.9
29) 0 ifj¢ NBY.

WoT, koMEE, bdoXzEeHs L FiDLIi12k 5.

7 = maxtr C X) maXZZcz T4 g

=1 j=1

s.1.
(1—a)tr(ViX) <tr(Vipy X) < (1 + a)tr(V X), p=2,...,T.
1z <1, i=1,...,m
Mz;<my, j=1,...,n
=72 L

m():Alm,

M = A + diag(meo).
73.4}15, Ti,j = {07 1}.

2.2 Mo L/ N5 — AR O E & B EHIK

A TR T 2 AL TR, MO LR, S 4 — Y ERICESL, £ 3 &5 & FHaICBE
BEROHEROZM A7 & 5 ICflie 2 2 Mt s 2 — v &g r8—2 =y F & L TR
L, ThEDNE =Y OR»oiREE S DERING 57 7u—F 28T 5. ThET MKy
M b mEE, S & — v HERIBEICRE SN2 K5 Mg 2 B3 2MEIcknwTid, 22T
PERT % &5 BEMMEOBEMOIERIIBEE SN TE 569, Thdwi, T2 THDHS HEekiE
ANOFEB IR ENTOAV, AR TROLEDOMEELE LT, Hizziongi—2=y b &%
L, TEROBEEABHBEOFEIZISHT 2 Z & T, MitomlE S5 — v 2Rk TE 52
aéﬁ?.&ﬁ,::fd%ﬂ&1%%f@%m%%cﬂmbt

ZCH i Moy & HHEIC T Bl N4 /3 —2 =y b HU; L LT, ROKSITEHEIND
ﬂ‘ SRR EINIMOREE T2, 7, BEEAVEERT S, MBMEL K25 | Tk
o3 'if U, ZHICEEREET 2 2 0% MBS 1 OMER £ 21 i% 1 BEBEERE (neighbors of the
Ist degree adjacency: NBY) &4 5. KIZZDF 1 BEEREOMTIZE I, »OREUEMSLL
ST NS IBEET 20007 & BB 2 DR £ 721358 2 Fﬁ*ﬁﬁ (neighbors of the 2nd degree
adjacency: NB) &5 5. ZZT, NBY IZBEEIE 0 OBEEREE 721358 o BREEREE L, 4 4
BHEMRDTEHGOAZELEDE TS, Thabb, F j BiER (neighbors of the j-th degree
adjacency: NBY) 1355 (j — 1) BEEREE TOREL Uizs NB(k) SEENT, hOE (- 1) B
fﬁﬁ R M K .

RSN SMGRHCEHFE S bilE U &L, 8 BHEMSGZHOLE L 8=
2=y b HU; %&, FFERRZ7-9 & TIRRESOF 0 BRI A 550 1 BRI, 55 2 B
EMGEBR L SR OB T % &, e 58 bo S 2 — v 125605, Gfflls A
I8=2=y PO —VIBROMD TH S, 5, K %58 i FHEKT IS 2 F ML
Wiz TR NOBEE L L, NS —2 =y MIEEh M) \Oﬂ’*\ﬁfﬂi U dbs0Ezhl b
ToOmRe U IS 55 K512 K, ¥ TOBMERFOMT TR 2. 22T B 2{EEOMS)
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FEE L, S(B) Zff BIZGEN M OREMELRTEDOLE TS, Thbb, L 2% j H
SFOMIRE T3 &,

(2.10) S(B)=>"Lj,
JjEB
L5, K &
(2.11) Ki:min{k} RN, Th,SINBP)>U Y,

TERINIBEEICAK S, 22T, HU IZIIMTLE K; OBEROMSETEELZ L0
TEAWEY, NBY &BBEE (K, —1) $ TOMSEEL,

K;—1
(2.12) NB = | J NB"
k=0

E¥BE, NS—2=y N HU; 1E NBY L PRl TEHR I NS K, OBER, 5 IEN 58
Bf »HEKEINEEDELS.

(2.13) HU;=NB" | JB;,

=77 L

(2.14) Bf=arg min_ S(B) s.t. S(B)>U — S(NB™).
BcNBS)

FRED & I2ETOMIGy 2 & LTEITH LA S =2 =y F 2R THIE, A
IS—2=y NETEEIECEZERGH»5 (X 1). Thbb, HimNHA/5—2=y b HU;
DOMRBERPMONA /S —2 =y M OMKBERICE2GAEHENIREEL, 206 ORERERY
AHREICE D, 22T, ARTIEINA/S—2=y MR 2% A* OBREZLTOLS
IZEFL, BRERMRRIOICAIIC & b EE % PR 5 ik kA4 5.

{1 if HU, N HU; # ¢

(2.15) ai ;= .
’ 0 if HU;NHU; =¢.

Hyper Unit3

L A Asi=azy bORHEA A=,
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B EN BN A8 =2 =y bOERISHL, B7zlCRELR y=(n,...,ym) BEKL, T
DEFRETLDOLSIZT 3.

PR £
(2.16) yi:{l HU, 7R E N5

0 _EREDISY.

FOMRER, v IS LA ENA S =22y PORBIRICKDEES N 2KE» BN 26D
SV e E R LIS RIB T 2R R ML d W BB Z =max, d'y ZEAL, T
LD B2 2 W TEBE N 7S—2 =y P OHERRZT 21, MOTFICHAE S 2%
iz U, EfE X T ik oMt S8 — Y OFEREITH) ZENTE S,

(2.17) Z:myaxd/y:m;lx;diyi
s.1.

(2.18) M*y <myg.

ZZT

(2.19) my=A*1,,,

(2.20) M* = A" + diag(my).

¥k, yi={0,1}, F7=m FEEEKRGTLDENA 2= FORKTH 5.

3. SFMEML/BETE i LETERIE AN DICH

TEENEAE NN IS AEE T B bk &2 TV T, Bt b U 2=RIE0 S5 2 7~ 4. 15)1H] 4k
Wy 18,010, Z DFHMERNIZ 7,915ha TH 505, R E LG DIZZFDO—ET, 462 D
Mo H 5 kD, ikl 472ha THB. T Z TR B O THE X 35655 H & DFRI%
BEARKICTSZLE2HMNE L, SHNICIIBEERZEBERIC L 20 28— =y P EEOPR
DOHBERDP, ED XS KSR/ EN XNEDh 4R L. B d 1355 i FBHONA 2 S—2
= b, HU;, 25N EMFOERIRIZEDHE LN 2BIERET, SMOORIREISIEER
LT ORI S W TO B /R OERE AW 2. ZORBS MK 2 D@ Th
3. X2 TIEIERFIRI L ZONA 8 —2=y F LN RIKREEAR L. &k, K
hoFtto ) 71, FHRCXSEhcnsnw kiR Ts 3. @XMLIELITE % 3.

462

3.1 Z = dy= diyi
(3.1) maxd'y Qyz;y
s.1.

(3.2) My <mg.

73.4}15, Yi 2{071}.

£, MOBOBEREREFHNS 720, M GIS V7 D ArcView (ESRI, 2006) % FW T,
ArcObjects 27 7 A “Spatial Filter” @ “SpatialRel” 7 @/3%F 4 (esriSpatialRelTouches) {2 & 1) [
TV 2L 2ERT DT 0T T LML, N3 -2 =y MEDOBHETY] A* 2R, NA 3=
2=y P OEBIT SRR A E R L. &k, Arcnfo (235 TIE “PALINFO”
Ay FIZCHETE S, 22 TIHEEOFF K 0 bk 2 13 M BFOFFAFRFIL U =30ha
& U7z (i 1t 2008) .
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A i—zz o MEER
[ 3414000
[ 40015000
[ soot - 2000
[ 001 - 10,000
B 10001 - 12000
I 20114090

2. NA—2 =y MRIREREZER . FEERISH L, U=30ha DA /S—2=y |
DOMIEED 5196 M Bieflbfi. I3 R oM.

a b =1y PR

@ — — ) B

150 1 T 0588 EEREE . 4018
BEEE 237 40| B i
28X Y 2 B3
YN —

100

T
1 3 5 7 9 n 13 15 17 24 44 64 84 104 124 144 164 184 204
The number of adjacent units The number of overtaps of hyper units

3. BEEMEEOLER.  (a) RO OBHEMRE 36, (b) N4 3—2=y FOEHEL= Y
I BHRE 53 A

equenc;

EIER R A W4 5 720, X 3 IS OBER S EE AR L N4 /S—2=y PDEHL
= MEEGHER L. Zhoh 53005 K512, MO OBEEK OBz OV T, F
YT 5831, mAT17 OMGHBBEERARTH 2D L, NAfsS—a2=y METEHEET S
=y FOFIZOWTIE, T 11T, BATIE 198 [HOEFERRABIER X h, REE2RHNY
IR BRI K DM > TWB Z e 5. K 4 123 OB OB e
A78—2=y MEOEHLI= vy M BOEMGMERL 2. WO S OB Z 005 &
50T, AR EhaNng/3—2=y POEBERNELL BB LIRS, N /3—2=y FOE
BN L DI LRI RO IR L TWB 2 e gn b, £z, KHEUEMNTIC
HUNA8—2=y b ZEKT 5 £ TOBEEEOZEM MK 5 ISR L7z. ZORIP» S E50h
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| FEESE]

(b)

N IT=1Zo ks
CJ24-4
[141-60
] e1-80
[ 51 - 100
I 11 - 120
B 121 - 140
I 141 - 160
I 161 - 180
B 151 - 200

4. BEEZEEFEROLE.  (a) MO OBEEMSEZ G, (b) N 3—2=y P OEHEL
= MHE .

% &1, MDD WIEHEMRIHE L BEEE NG R BEIAIZH 5 Z &350 5.

WIZ, /o 3—2=y  OFEBIH 2 BEEEHERY 2 VW<, CPLEX (ILOG,
2003) 12 & D, MRS S 4 — 2V OFERET 572, ZOMEER 6 IR0, & 2 IER
ENTNA =2 =y FOBEERER L2, BTl 12 DA/ S—2 =y FHRIR X A,
NAIS—=2 =y POBEMEPEVGAIZEOWTHNBERERKET28D k572 X 2 DRBIK
REOZBNAG L BT 5 &, BIKIREAZ VO REE k2 LIRS W R gh 5.
7, K645 8005 X512, FFAMM 30ha TRRYLTLETRTOMGAMMLI N B Z L
REE X NS, By (152 #590) PR X WA KR E B 572, LA LARS, MPIREL7-
FZ 7 KRNIz A2 300, HENLZFIGE LT, ZheBHOErE LTI NILTT
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5. BEEEZEMIA. BEEERE: BUERS IS L, U=230ha DA /S—2=y F DFKIZH
Mo & TOBRERE. I R Ik,

HREEHERR )

6. MEWHG S E — V. BIRX N2 12 O 48— 2= 9 b EEMOBR S WG h - 72
152 #47) .

ENZZRF I D N2, FEAOMGEHCFEETENT 2 Z LIE+3ICEETH 5.

Tk, BIRENINA =22y FVNTHBRENEMOGNGEET 256085720, Zhid
SRIFAWZEEE I DWW 8= =y MERD 72D DL =)L TIEEE L T h - 2B
BRI D 572720 Th 5. HlzlE, &5 A MO 2 DO 285 B, CIZlEFhT
LE S &5 aGa, 2hoSotksy sz Ul & URGa, BREEIEO MK ER TIXNE D
Wy A AN B H 5. Tabb, BEha0 A DT, BEMa B, C IcBEET
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#& 2. BIRIMENAS—2=y  OFUERS & 2 DM

[ #Hey B HU HU BEHE
HUES | #F BER #h%k @l BEE HU¥E

10 11673.40  0.95 3 34.61 3 66
28 12033.20  0.96 6 32.09 2 97
72 8076.37  0.44 6 31.49 3 77
81 8933.19  0.38 7 30.69 3 128
213 8130.92  0.20 6 30.66 3 155
237 8684.49  0.43 5 30.01 4 150
289 8207.86  0.55 7 31.30 3 134
368 7082.51  5.12 6 30.99 2 27
377 8986.96  2.06 3 38.07 3 54
394 7309.87  0.25 5 30.32 3 105
406 6317.77  1.75 7 31.62 3 124
443 5267.86  9.56 9 34.35 1 54

E: HU i3/ NA N—z2 = v hOEE.

LMy D B HEHEM Y & LA S —2 =y P EART BUA, HEN B0 A ORHER 2 H
DB, C k0 12EL 5570, BICHBMOMS B, C28RIATLES. ZORIT
EHIINAIS—2 =y MERL—ILOWBEAREL K3,

4. T&

Moy bR, S 4 — > QBRI 5O & 7z 3 & 5 S8z LA S M BE O it
B S8 =V E RO BMETH 5. AR TIESMD &SI B L O kil & 7 5 R
BN IN—2 =y PEERL, 2=y FOBERLEBAMSNA ) S—2 =y U TES
TA3HA, Thondi—2=y  OFEHEREZE G 2HERRMEE UT, /EROBEE2EMEIKY
FHOTRELIEEZ B L 72, Fifbofis 24 8—2=y F OFEIZ DN T,
Ay R DR RIER I BEIL IS A B L, 22RO RS % s L T1T - 7-.

SEFFH L7203 28— 2=y F DIBERIL — V35 O BEHEBIRO ALY $h - 72728, FED
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Aggregation of small scale forest stands into one management unit has been one of
the main issues in improving the management scheme in Japan. This aggregation could
reduce the main production cost such as transportation costs by building an efficient road
network in the aggregated management unit, where each forest stand is often owned by
different forest owners. GIS has been widely and manually used for this purpose because
aggregation of forest stands requires geographical information such as adjacency of forest
stands. Since aggregation of adjacent forest stands is one of spatially constrained harvest
scheduling problems, we formulate this aggregation problem as an adjacency problem
within the optimization framework. In order to formulate our adjacency problem, we
introduce the concept of a “hyper unit” for a possible aggregated management unit,
for which adjacent constraints are assigned to avoid duplication of hyper units for final
selection. We demonstrate how hyper units are created and our adjacency problem is
solved using a case study in Sagawa forest, Japan.

Key words: Aggregation, forest landscape management, spatial allocation analysis, 0-1 integer
programming.



