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Fig. 1 Flowchart of Estimating Urban Impervious

Surface Percent
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Fig. 2 Estimating ISP Result of Pudong New Area
in Shanghai City by Using the Proposed Method
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Fig. 3 Comparison of ISP Result Estimated by Different

Machine Learning Algorithms

2.4 HEWEE

T A [ R A Y T ) TSP g % 21
1 73 SR BE VAl Hh T A R I A M A Kappa &
BOFATER . ARSCR G R 3 8 h ig 4 45
FHVEH 48 b5 ok PEAL TSP 7500 455 784 1) i it B 9Tk
SR ISP EAN TN ISP fHZ [ EFERE . X 4 4
PEA 48 Fr A 45 °F 22 i 25 . AH X g 22 Al Pearson £H
KEZB ry  IXSEHEFR O AL ISP W PG 33 T
JTZ R

BEALAER T 1 000 A FEA ] T 58 P74
LA TSP 7500 ASE 7Y 1) il B30 1 RE 3 26 I i R A
SEAMST TR A 2 189 M UIRFEA . LT H—
CART 5351 CART 425 > Bk 1 ISP it
BERIPEAGZE R K 1, F 8 AR Scd g iy 1 ik
FEAS b TSP F0I0 AF A0 2 25 0 2 M [l 03 00 8 05
iR 4 R

F1 ETEHMEIEER ISP Tl 5 4 8 Lk &
Tab.1 Performance Assessment of ISP Predicting Models

WHEFR  H— CART %2 CART %3
RMSE 13.72 10. 24
B 2/ (V6 14.47 11.16
AR R 25 0.56 0.31
T2 0.82 0.91

DR AEAS F) TSP 15000 (i A2 25 (14 (1] U5 3 A
LR W] — CART J7 3k 1 [n] 5 4R 2 i
BT HER y= o, HRHRAEER 2 5 0. 79 AN
12,16 Jf H 1000 (8 712 25 (15 48 4> Y1 [l A 90 3l ¢
KR4y ISP BOMAE IEAS T 52 7 76 23 7E 19 5 40 4%
RARZENRZHN W 4(a), X FEEH Ry —
CART F3 75 X M P B0l L R A 58 1 L LA S A 249 1l
FEAS KA 1927 > BE 7 A B AT B2 i 1 H: ISP A
FYEfE. CART £izs Rk TAEE IR
HR T Boosting FRFEHA 488 7 N 192



1102

WK

ERSRE 2007 4F 12 A

fLRE 7 ARk L R o TSP 130 0 {5 A 2 25 A 1Y)
lﬁluaé*%%iﬁﬁ$é CART B3k, A H L&A

ik 0. 86, 45 S 4 TN AE 7% 78 5 %0 & 2L iR 2230
zﬁmm@uwmmo

100 F . 100F
S 80t . S g0t
Z 6ot : Z 6ot
= a & Z5 =
B dorf .k i & 40
" WA s “ A o
A 207 2 Wlues’" ym0s6r+8.64
r079x+1216 N
0 20 30 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100

(@) ISP ZH%1H / % (b) ISP ZH#41H / %

P4 ISP 00 B R 2 2% (B £ 1 [0 03 000 B 4045 45
Fig. 4 Goodness-of-Fit of Linear Regression of
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