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Abstract

Purpose of the Project

On the morning of May 16, 2021, it was reported that a forest fire was caused near the
Dujyuan Campground at the Batongguan historic trail in Yushan National Park due to the careless
use of fire by mountain climbers, which lasted for 12 days and was extinguished on May 27, 2021.
The damaged area is about 22.1 hectares, and the area of extended burn is about 79.7 hectares. The
damaged area was about 22.1 hectares, and the extended burn was about 79.7 hectares.

For 2021 —2022, the severity of the fires has been assessed, and 13 long-term monitoring plots
have been established to monitor the restoration of the burned area. This year, we continued to mon-
itor the restoration of the burned area and the forest vegetation. Furthermore, we suggest a medium-
and long-term monitoring model for the burned forests in the region.

Research methods

In this study, we first evaluate the risk factors of fire in the Dujyuan Campground using the
climatic conditions, moisture conditions, and topographic factors before the fire. Then, we divided
the fire-affected areas into the fire-core area, the ecotone, and the undisturbed area and examined
the trend of the overall vegetation changes before and after the fire by using the standardized
vegetation index (NDVI), the leaf area index (LAI), and the gross primary productivity (GPP) from
the satellite data. Finally, wild field surveys were combined with understory surveys and woody
plant health surveys in the monitoring plots and temporary plots. Eventually, the study results were
consolidated to formulate a monitoring strategy for the fire-affected areas.

Result and discussion

Reviewing the pre-fire climatic conditions, in May 2021, the Dujyuan Campground had sus-
tained a relatively dry period of 21 months since July 2019, in addition to moisture conditions
reaching extreme drought conditions in April 2021, suggesting that the area was at high risk of for-
est fire. At the same time, 86.19% of the vegetation in the extended burn area was under moisture
deprivation, of which about 4.02% was under extreme drought conditions. The results of the fire
risk assessment of the integrated terrain factor showed that the Dujyuan Campground was indeed in
a high fire-risk area, and the topography effect did aggravate the spread and the severity of the fire.
Although the fire was a man-made disaster, the climatic conditions and topographic factors contrib-
uted to the spread of the fire and the severity of the fire.

The result from the NDVI analyses showed that the vegetation in the region was generally in
decline after the fire. Moreover, the NDVI values continuously decreased to April 2023. In August-
October, the NDVI values improved slightly in the fire-core area, but it showed a declining trend in
the ecotone. Meanwhile, the LAI and GPP values showed that the LAI value, which represents the
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density of the tree canopy, decreased significantly after the fire, and the GPP also showed a de-
creased tendency. The survey results in the monitoring plot showed that there were still some cano-
py trees dying in the burned area, the canopy density of trees decreased, and the dieback rate in-
creased. The trees might be less resistant to adversity after the fire, so they might die due to the in-
fluence of the coming drought. At the same time, the research team found that the understory plants
in the burned area began to recover, the coverage of Yushania niitakayamensis increased, the spe-
cies richness and diversity in the sample area increased, and a high density of Pinus taiwanensis
saplings was also found. This indicates that the regeneration mechanism of Pinus taiwanensis is still
functioning under the influence of drought.
Suggestion

This research proposed a combination of three monitoring modes based on previous studies
and research results, namely, climate monitoring, satellite monitoring, and wild field monitoring.
Climate monitoring is used as the background value of the overall restoration situation to assess the
moisture status of the burned area. Satellite imagery is used to assess the overall development of
vegetation in the burned area, to obtain more real-time information, and to evaluate the impact of
climate change on the vegetation. Wild field monitoring provides detailed information on regenera-

tion conditions, monitoring the health of the retained wood in the canopy.

v



AN 0] 1 - (01 TSSO PP I
L oSSR \/
S L PSPPSR VI
BB B it e et et te e et e e be e et e e ahe e e be e he e e te e aheeanbeeareeereeareeenes Vil
R T 5 20 = OO 1
g é/ﬁ%?ﬂ}éﬁ ..................................................................................................................................... 3

() VEHEITHEE D B Z B 3
(2) B2 RN T oo e 6
(2)  F FERBE VDB S e 7
(2) ZLRFEOFEZ VHEE M e 9
(T)  2021F57 NUET 218 F B e 12
() MR E AR BT R M 3712 i 14
(<) BE1S A R AL T T3 0B i 15
=~ 1 iE3EE ﬁﬂ? ....................................................................................................................... 20

TR R CRERE R Ao VP R VRS (VER B BG) AL T HT

B2 AR FREEIRFERERER N2 p AR T e, 23
(Z) TfRNERCTE > VERSF 2 E AR R RISy AL T B A
ZFE T A LATE A 171 s 27
(z) EHFpHHAES %:}&:”.;S TR R ER L EARE RIBG 2 R ERE P 2
FHEFER . FEFREY T E 2 B e 30
Iy B e T 2 e e e e et e e re e e aaae e e aare e e arreeeanes 32

Gl T -3 kT 32
(2 ) B R B i 2 o ittt ne s 43

T v B B T T BIAE 2R oottt ettt ettt et 61
(7)) N G B I T 5 B T s 61
T T = TSP 64
R S 0000000000000 67

- s 2L E RS TR FEY H ¥ R BT A S8 77
HHEE S v P P B B R L B ittt es 82
HHAE 2 v P R B B R L B i ettt 86



F3
F3
F3
%
%
%
%
%
%
3
F3
3
3
3
3

# P&

LEfgg s Ve 2 3 @ AA T RHRFERFE T T o, 22
2L RFOFIEHFEVEFRE P VER G ESER) v, 26
3ALREFOFEHFELVERE N VR % E B P ) 26
4. Braun-Blanquet T & 5 B2 B EF R B B E & o 28
5. N ISR A BB BB T8 B oo 29
6 BEBE B TE B 2 F5 Do 30

7. SPI 2 SPEI 45 8 i# 2 7 5 'K A 1 ( Bera et al, 2021) weevervcveevenscnennesssneenessssnesnessnne 34
8.2021# 347 1Sk BN NDMI A B2 G 25 F 4 Bl ooeencnnrnensssssnsenssneessnn 39

9. L LR RO FERFEVERERN VER G EREB)E & F I3 E 41
10 2 LR RO FEPFBLERB MBS VER G X %52 6 58575 4 s 42
11.2020-2021# NDVI & s i@ #r 4 o ff+ GBI & 45
12.2022-2023% NDVI & 2 ficiE 7 ¢ & v SR B I e 46
13.2023% NDVI & 2 fic i@ 7 d & A IR BEII 2 s 49

14, BFY # VBT PR RN T3] 38R (FR/100 M) o 55
IS HBFHREBFHEFT T FERAMEERD AT 58

VI



W P &

Bl 1. p 1963 %2021 # Jv]_ai]’i\é\lf]%l?ﬁp\ L 4 (AT D) 10
B 2. FgF 5 2021 & V2 w e ) (48 P 2022 E FH A THRE ) s 21
® 3. ~J<-’.;%gjér§1.»fﬂ:;ﬁn L 13 21
B4.2021257 1p 257 10p KBDIp Lo sty % - % R A KA LA 129 R4 Bk
B TR 0 ettt 35
B15.2021&4 7 4 % SPIdpdc > Fd R A1RFRE > d R Afmafich » dpld ko ki 4
2 S 36
W 6.1980—2023 % H fg 4 + %3 SPEI 124pfic2 £ R 0] > % N2 BB 25 ¢ Mg
oI IFRANARE  KARBERE T LI BRAAPFEY R A N F LR - 37
Bl 7.2021#3-47% 1 1 F 72 F NDMI L 308 B > #ci@>t-023 042 BF % & 4 6 fead -k
BB 0 L3022 T EITARBE R 0 e 39
B8 XL H R PRy F A VEL GELR  HAHBEESGFFRE O 41
WO LR FHPBEFH B e VERGESE o HBEEFERE 100 42
B 10. 2 LR FOFIHFEY # VER B P T2 NDVI A 5 F > A:2020£8% 1107 » B: 2021
£87 2107 > C:2022#8% 2107 > C:20238 1% 247 o e 44

B 12 LRFROFHRFGE S VEFREPN VIER NDVI T 35E (53 p 2020287 12107 )& &
W18 NDVI T35 (5t p2021#8% 3107 )2 £ » f @& NDVIR" (¥ %)

R N Y4 G =2 I SO 45
B 12.2022£8-10% % L B 2 B2 NDVI T 355 B Bl © oo 46

Bl 13, 2 L RO TIPS+ VT 3 ) 20224 NDVI T 3518 (535 p 2022£8% 3 10° )8
20234# NDVI L #518 (343 1 2023£ 1% 347 23p)2 £ > f &~ 4 NDVIjR > (£ %

ORI R R 0N LTC R B S 47
Bl 14, 2 LB 2 Bl 2021817 12023£97 2 (A)% & £ 102 (B)F 50 & B e 48
B 15, 2 LR 7 Bl FEY & V4% 5 p NDVI £ 4 @2t ff] » (A)2023& 147 » (B)2023
e LU PSSR 48
Bl 16. 2 LR RS FIRFEE & VEW iﬁ“P\2023ﬁ1—4” 228—10" NDVI#+ 52 £ & > §
4 NDVIE S (HEHE19) > 2 &8 & NDVIH Ae(EHH L) ¢ oo, 49
B 17. 3 LB e Bl FE X J%fvi)‘(A)'}“i‘f% #(B) £ m faiﬁ&i@iﬁ BlP A ¢ smiE &
Rodedicdy > R SRR A TR M e d AR A VEF AR o 51
B IS, 2L B P B A H B R 42 44 T RS WP ko BAA L L
R 2= 2 OO RROSRRTROT 51

Bl 19 2 LR P FIRFELVERFF 2 L R &1 2% (ANBR)YW. B » A 52021 %47 &
2021#8% 2 b o B 52021 %47 222022#47 vt i o C 52021#47 222023 &4 7 Wb i o

VII



B 20. 2 LR RS FIH AV ET B 2T R E R 154 (A)F #E#kce? (B)Shannon % 1+
BlrrAiZzYVERe®R Baifa#d CL¥RE $- 85 A2022#27 » 5 - =
AP AE2022E58 5 H KB H A2022E97 5 B A H B2023FET0 o e, 54

B2l 2 LR RO FIRFEVERB 2 HF 2202387 AATIF R RDEFHF - E ] o

Bl22. e XA AP VERBF DFE RIS IO RE 0 ¥ - R A 8202227 0 %
ZXB A BR2022E5 > H =B A 2022#97 5 B A A2023&70 o b fudkiE
% Wilcoxon sign rank test 35 & #71F 2. P-VaAIUE. ..coccecveiiiieiieece e 57
BI23. BFEVERBHS T LH - EWPRIMZEG2 £ o 58
Bl24 A=A HFR A L& VERSBEHR R B HFES F CARAAREY £ 4
e R R D e K= - e SRS 59
BI25S. HFEVEFRE - AR 7 X [ SR A s SR &GV BHEE D 8 T
BATEF B ek » Facd A A CCHIRFERMA LR o 60
] 26. 2023 # - F§ L £ T 2 NDMI B > A. 2023 % 14" T 32{E > B.2023£8-10" L5 - .63

VIII



- PR gARE P

Gl K- B REAFU R AR M IR TR AR e < R T 0 TR
LA B FGR o RRBREEE(T 0 — L4 U R B HRE o R
Pptkdr o - TR AT > F EF L SDERUEY S kA LS FF Y

9% » A H B FEI g R aR Ll E T VAR T E R F B RRBRERTE

Iy

CINON

WL B B Ch g AT SMLFNL Y T Ee
SHCE R G o BlAel10# B E R E TIF2 P 2L~ 2oL — F 2 RFIE 155
SA=NERE R o

110E57 16p + = ZBUAFFL g Lt L AEER T LF T FE L
AT T EHFEE TS S SRV FFSI21 0 T 110EST 27 AR 0 g
Frle R ¥ HE2 p RETVERESF (PP RFL R §HBA EAHT
FIRE)FIRA T B 22,0877 2 E 0 o w G fF 9 T9.T2F o ik TR B
EIRN09£ 127 Bim 4RV XU T P FFEDRFE > EEd FE S HIRVLE
B RSB RLefE cRT e A AR ER Y R AP R RS
R 2o FEF T L T RS E) o

Vg 2 % B R A E¥E L E # - E P (Pinus taiwanensis) ~ % B4 1)
(Abies kawakamii) ~ 1| 48 (Juniperus communis) ~ % 415 (Tsuga chinensis var.
Sformosana) ~ % i [fl4p (Juniperus squamata)* * L% 75 (Yushania niitakayamensis)
Fap i B FTh s 2802 2885 0 B EH BN 2750

32002 % 2 B > BB LA EHAD o A VIR B A 4 EREE o Vi

g\
f
)

JRA AR VR e R o S VRS 2 R PR E LR F R

e

1O-111# 3= VEPFEER » REWMM B P SHRVEETRIZFL - DR
TREEREZ LT RHET O MBI A VER S s

S E R R LA RS S 8B S e L L



FR B ERL TR 0 BT Mg T R AT e g A

BN AP S o 1128 F ZHF TR EAE 2 B SR LT HA o



(=) YEETEEL L2 BE

VR TR A B R Y FRELRCE L ehF 3 F]3 & 4 f i #2(Archibold, 1995;

Bond et al., 2005; de Dios, 2020; Parks et al., 2018; Pfadenhauer & Klotzli, 2020) »

s

A o B RFIESHENES L REFEF TR &rﬁrﬁﬂ. J (savanna) ~ %

3
ik

Li % B EF E DR B PR A RS A

B~ §cA 48 ¥ (dry sclerophyll vegetation) % £ #p % V8. 5en4 i % (Foster et
al., 2018; Gill, 1975; Glitzenstein et al., 1995) o £33+ V- ER L2 s L L 540§ 7 &
T inh > o & § ol dR o L MESR A (fire regime; Krebs et al. (2010)) » & # = &

£ 1970 & Nz (8 AP - M VERF TR L AE - B Rkl
Fel s B S HE R 27 F &4 5 43 ic(de Dios, 2020; Gill, 1975) o i1 & % LR
BRI Rt 5 7 8% b ene S (Greenberg et al., 2021; Keeley, 2009) » 4 & (1)
A5 KL R g L (2) VERECEREARR Q)AL i 4)
GEFEF BT () VESEEHE o RS NN RIPSIF - P PR Y
RN SR A IR & = ek et SR A T B F;‘!:."\'—*F‘I"fr'iﬁ' LN IESTER o W F
NER AT o iR R VEV R R A 4 A = T U (ground fire) ~ ¥ & L
(surface fire)fr#t= X (crown fire)% = #& (Cochrane & Ryan, 2009) o # T Lif ¥
FRER g PEOE R ZAF R R gL B g S ke
SR EANREREEFOE T DR AT e FESANE O TG

LR R AR $0 A e kS AT ¢ B ) s Rl R

2R F s M s B E Tl 2 & s B b B(Pinus) ~ B

(Eucalyptus) 5 BF etk o L8 A cn W EF 5 VIR R BB ~ VERITE R B

Poo BT R o AR LT S X LA E R R 4



S ST R Tl o S g CERURE Sy ks 218

{% * (Cochrane & Ryan, 2009; Pfadenhauer & Klotzli, 2020) ©

ViER R Z RS Al e s c EESE B H kel R FF

2o ey EREVE RPN F BE A VER BB ES S E G REA
R s B st > Al AV ETR B ¢ 4 5 (He et al., 2019; Lamont et al., 2019) o
REFH o ER AR RET B B9 0 E P §d F 2 £ (leaf dry matter
content) ~ ¥ ¥ & & -~ ~ F % 7 ¥ (lignin content)% f= 7 & (phenolic) = i & 77 fi

Fic(Alam et al,, 2020) c EHAHNF > R ARLS S EFERAS B B

ug@4§£v@fiimeﬁ+’ﬁﬁ*%%$*ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%’kﬁ*
BB RN AT AL TR RSV A ER AN S e F ik
VIER g E AL @ B # [F] 45 & (Daskalakou & Thanos, 1996) ;

v

=
fo

f$ %

EFEIAL BET AR BT o 7 AREA LA B

SN

i
%o WL Vg T 4R (Clarke et al., 2013) © Rowe (1983)#-f 1 {5 4+ 4 & 7
Bl o~ ul s (it (Endurer) © 0t A& v Ai Sg df X Vg RS TR
g g PR g AT B TN E S A - L AR AL R LT
RER P ALY P AES - Q)N # (Resister) PR NI G e g A
2l blae™ B (Pinus) ~ {IH B (Acacia) e A B2 R 5§ 0 L%
ARSI R RSl A SR ¥ ok NaE SR LR LN B A A 2
& ¥¢ (Quercus variabilis Blume)% ~ (3) #F L —fﬁ (Avoider) : € ¥R F 5V dEen
BLo Gl4e 2R AR E R RS 0 & % b B (Macrotermes) 85 € 35 & B F)
PORERE T end A S AL AR RG FEAMER £ AR
e d kg AR R AT 0 Y T Mg H T LR TS ) 2

FoRA AR TR AL EAT R e ¥ 3 A (Cochlospermum) e #+ 5 &

1‘“‘

5

AT A" o W0k~ (4 Y (BEvader) @ 0t {vgeniif A5 Y ~ £



BIREVESHE  NAPBETELFEANEA EFT > bl BiEF

W BES (5) > % (Invader) : Al ASEY 0 F X EEE KB FV
Bl RS Pk Vg P By A R AP RES -

(ER SRS SN Y FR ST & e e P
AN EIFEGER VR RN E FRERFS L RAROVERS
AR S R o FRE N RS AR R LB E AL o R E
R2 BIRB ¥ DIEA P T HFIFE (BRF% 3 0 2015) R o i B VR €
B ADAFTAMY AE Y Eﬁ’?;‘ B e 2 A A f5 B(Ball et al., 2010;
McLauchlan et al., 2020; Raison, 1980) ~ iV i T fa+ % 5 Z 51 F e
#7(Ne’eman et al., 2009; Pfadenhauer & Klotzli, 2020) > # I 3 445 4 % -
(Coop et al,, 2010) > P F 3 dlp a3 + 84 & (Parker et al., 2006) = F]p >
Wend RS E S e tAFfea s Bt Ho L B RgEE ot 0 B
Ly € RS 2 k2 2B diE 7 R A e 8 B(Engstrom, 2010;
Gonzalez-Pérez et al., 2004; Stavi, 2019) 4+ b » 2 B4y ~ B3k | § R e %
> %

AR RS S B P ABBEAY  LEAL R Ea

A

Pl g TR o HHRVET EAER S P AeERE S - > RS

73 % 4 2 2 (Scholl & Taylor, 2010) » #+ #h X gz f T 4 A5 T R4 L 2 F
EEETF AR o s BN B Y e I 353 g% (van Wagtendonk &
Lutz, 2007; van Wagtendonk et al., 2012) - Miller and Thode (2007)+ 45 i » ¥

FAMARRBEF - RETR 0 F ST :,k&;rg],\ ¥ B (mosaic patches) » &
aéi%%?ﬁﬂﬁé@ﬁ@°ﬁ%’*@@ﬁ%7§i@%?ﬂ“%y%ﬁ
(bofth ~ BE S 2 ¥) s # R E (thermal cover » 4ofit K B R) > 112 ¥ {1
PG TR (AT AME B ART 0 Nz gl k) @A EN R

Tt ¥ il R %2 o= 1 (Roberts et al., 2015) -



“f Tp P IREAR R VR > Y i PEF R R L AL ¢ X T
FEoNVENZREEIRV T REEZIEFET AL ERML FE8H
7= Z &4 # 4 (Barcenas-Moreno et al., 2009; Koster et al., 2021) o + 3 eiae £t ¢
RRMAFHMPMEE» 2D 53008 A2 v wFH 3 E SR 3 D

fai 37T k(Dayetal, 2020)c B ROV ERFWF R 2WE TRLERS

o

A S 2R BRAE T L BUE ~ 2 AR e K M e 5 (Agbeshie et al., 2022)
MoaE B VMR R e M o e TR T B e okF B(Li et al,
2021; Su et al,, 2022) » igdt & A G H LA 2 PR E > AL B AR

T ERIoE L AH 4~ £ 2 2 AR (Gravuer et al, 2020) o R F 2 L%
g % o ficd P 3% (microbiome) I 0 F B20# 4 i MkAR I R & a0k e (Pérez-

Valera et al., 2020) °

() &2 AE

FARTREAT R EX DAL TR A LR AR R F R
W R BB nE 8 H R R S A5 Ak o 4 Bt 2R R L B
LT BERL S2EBREBOF R P a B FehRFAL LY
BEF - ENFwe IR A E o M %R 2§ iF % (Su, 1984,
1985)» & @-k >friB A %A A A#A % NE)~d 4% (NW)~ ? & % (CW)~ &

2% (SW) AF#AH (EN) > AT sk (ES)> L4 % SE) - figw (LAN)E ~

BrRifgwRe B ArTopes B ERAUF o 26 RAELE a3
i (Su, 1985)c L A BT FIR B R A 5 ARV A A R Hep
%ﬁ%?\: ff’_ﬁ'l”ﬁ GETRE S %" Ngenigit > A H TP L LR N2 LL%E g

el

BB AR R HOLH S R L BRI ST E > el

Gl E R b hic g 33158 0 o JBEE So BT o

=

B OIRER A ARTEAY A AT ATER ZAMPOME L HHR R



S b BB (PRI 2001) 0 A LR RS FAEP T o S8 2 Skl gL
G 19938 fo 5 LT EEEE SR 4 0 VR R 3005 2 BUTZ L kL
B2 BEE A - A VERE c A EXFEFENILEHF - ERfrdFElp
(Pinus armandii var. mastersiana (Hayata) Hayata) > » %] 5 e 5 R "% & {8

IEPBEEIHA RS AT (MIAH > 1995)

FRFORVHEFAPFILLRRI P VERERR ST EY R
AT LA ERR TR AR R M CFRASNVER T E L LR R
o33 gl g FRERRF IV AF LT TP T L0 (FATER >
2012) o bl4e SR L EH VEE R K fife & (Megathyrsus maximus (Jacq.)
B. K. Simon & S. W. L. Jacobs)eri» & » H 2 R Pig » AHF2HF 2B -3~ T
Gl R R d LR AT 0 2000) 0 B A BT 2
WK B S A TR - ¥ A HEE R R £ - A (1978)

E,J ,)\,

W

ARA PSRN AA T R Fnd s bl A e HEA L P
BAPT O FALAE I EP-ILE S A B L Aot

A ER-RAR R - ERE L A HRE o FANEF S ER
BRI B B F A NS VB AF A AT Atk FEERLS
CSEP AT VETE S - B R AR K3,000m bR g AP and g
AR5 A3 2,300-3200 m R4 B2 RS LG BB A AR

2,000-2,700 m ] ¢ 25 4+ B iR fork (5l £ 35 - FRAB > 1978) -
( )i{q llf 1%}"&‘ '%VTJ fgs

MEF BRABPE B F R STF U R DR AR S DIV SO
(2H F ~ Hrgdn, 2021) o vk FIF 13 F R @ 508 Lkt £ 4 5 B0 208 &
AAc g X LN AGEDF S FT A F140% 0 G fFE VET S U ]
(Boulanger et al., 2013; Wotton et al., 2010) - & /8"~ BB IV ER R 2 5

7



L F R BPES 4ol kR (Abram et al., 2021) o F iF $iB H3 A Fop
Fls B2 2V AR G 7 R ARA R F(Harrison, 2020; Sintayehu,
2018) > A fEF FHEFHRBRFEL - TARR DY R 4 0 TR DT EH
BH R T 2 B F (Nolan et al,, 2021) o k& § F 344 > VRS
S B BT R € { % 0 Moghli et al. (2022)i& - #dp 1) 0 N MBS F oA

0GR G RIS L RRR S -

BSOS RY T HL fochir > TR SR DF FHEF 2L T
¥ Fe & (Gittins et al., 2011) o d *t F i BB ER LI § i F|F 4oyl o 1@
Fr e FERFAREE L AR AR S £ 7 4 (multiple disturbances) >

Hiakad £ 2 X F R A 4 regg > B0 e ¥ E-i# % 13 (Batllori et al.,

2017)c 3 EFHFERF AT Tt HRFEDPEV VL E - FHEORBL A

FE AT IRV A4 I f(cascading effect) > & @ Spd H s F 3f

(Buma, 2015) -

AR R R F A S T E R A F B (The Western North Pacific
Subtropical High, WNPSH) & #* ~ T X #4174 B /& (The North Pacific Subtropical
High, NPSH) &7 4] & ' # % § % # % 0kl 4= ]+ (He et al., 2015) > Chou et al,
01y WAL " EFE kY XFHEPE - LB LTEF FREBR
BT AR Z » £ 7 B R A #(surface air temperature) R BT 0 3R
i 7 ¥ b (East Asian monsoon)* 4 % & = % kb (northeasterly monsoon)jg 53 » i
FATFE AR F 5 8% KRS (Hsu & Chen, 2002) - 8 ¥ chdk s 7EF

B xTEasLBREVAAM  PEEEF K2 L H0% k(Hsu &

[}

Chen, 2011) > p =

\T

LHREPEIE F AT R R LSS 0 24
= A2 B B 4§75 G <t 4o (Shiau & Hsiao, 2012) » F]pt 5 4 L 4

S L KR A o F A X T EH B B IRIFE ER2020-2021 ¥R F Ll



Bh BPEWMERT S ME R FU LTS kPRE S TR
2021 E L wHF A FAT NV EE o F]Pt > Ak d MR T EBEF FREIEFFHE
TR EERIPLESE PO AR > SR AY LRI Eu L
Foo FF BV ESE .

() 2 LR T FlE2 VET P

14 5047 % fr ks (2022) 503 > 1963 & 120214 0 3 L B 72 Fl i B p
%ii%ﬁk%iﬁ’#%iﬁﬁﬁ’#%ﬂﬁw%iﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ**
20020 FFF T AL 1963857 02 LFET 1963851 W EFRET LT
197157 %+ 2 LEEFH ~1993£17 502 LE L FH ~ 1998E47 4 i FF £ %
BEEAT A4 VET R SF S TR F LRRL AL ER R
FHAT o VUEE AT Y 5 37.04% 5 A F slAe 0 B S RERslAs L 14.81% 0 p AR

F1EH AL 741% -



11982

19847

2021
'1”"1998 1998

1963

971

199612003

L3
O

1987,
1963

- KBBAER - E0

i imm%{&iﬁ

W 1. A 1963220214 3 L E R Bl BN Lies 4 g(Am g g0

NHERF A N L FEE B350 B b 050 SR EEB A L RPR o VI
¥R BT A T o BB E e bhopo i (2022)7 4R oE oK 8 4 1R
(standardized precipitation evaporation index, SPED)¥+ L ‘&3 4 & (»:& 7247 > p
1983% £1998% > RB R LIEE " (P SR L BB o T B E P 05 R
X5 ARG 0 TP 4 R S A= VT o 199920027k B % § BUP R
Flt g Ve 4 0 2003-2004 2 F B IRE R ASTIS foE k0 Tl A
2003& % E3|2004E A EH B ir S chE S HF 4 3 5 VEE & 0 200520174 o
F2015# FIFRR Gt g A L HRIA] o MERE S SRS BEdcE (Y R E
2017)» HAep = 5 2P ok i > Flptm VIET 25 4 o A2018-2021# BT
PEFROVRG I RE o BT S VES F & B asu b b ir g on

v

B 0 P RF2021#5% * 5 p1982# %k SPEI #ic@ & <07 > » x5 Bera et al.
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(2021)%_# » SPEL 4p 4k [ %2 5 TR 2 H s e fi > £ 4 2 31 L 24 > 7]
B AETIER A PEY R VRS o

FEME - VET R L TG AHBIEP R 26 2L
WARM AT L St o P4 (1993) T 48t F 2 LR T OB Lz < F L
R BV PR AL Rk LR RS FIQ0%) ~ £ 8RR B

h

(595) ~ * B RPAF(535) 4 S H e a2 BRER? $2 0 2 % 55

R AVENLERT) 2RRNFOFIS IR A2 F L ET S 2R

BT s 2 F A KU 2 S o X} AT Y SR
3OEE 2 B o IR (1993)i€ R AR R S BN Y R VT

BEFE o AV ER A RAR e n L E R AL VERS
REE G ERLEF A A R g9 TR B R R
AR - F BT LRRFOFFE P FHRVER A B2 - o PRRE R T
A Y - VEFEFMEFES S S EAF - ER 2 LSS 2B
AECHY AR -ERE ILEALRE AR ERTFT YN RS A
VR - R endp B (PREP AR 0 1993) o A BBEAR L AL MR 2 EF EK S 2
B AT E AR 3 R ARV F 9% A5 441,800 - 2,500 m 4t E
5 L (HH &~ R TS 0 2006) ©

FLVE R R 2 - o AR EE DR S (BRI 4~ § T 0 2006)
MAEAMERLI  ZFOE RFREVEL S RAPME > H34E K 4 2 iF
HEBEFAR > AT VET B DR Box R A E N B
FTRAERVEFF BTGP R AL 2B L ER L ERNRT (ER
F01993) o F A AR A KRV A IR A > ST A3 SakA T2

o lw_’? ek ?Fﬁﬂb ‘E“f’f/?l’%’ e X Jiﬁ:ﬁ? i‘a%‘?%‘ﬂi = @‘I’H& W*#*ﬁé#ﬁ(%ﬁ‘?
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(£)2021&5% LT 218 ¥ plpan

o EFEN2021# kEL LRRSFA T E T10-111# 2 L R 7 B~
MM v EZ A BERE )RR TRV E O SEFERGA T EE N E
SR AH2021E 2 LR RO F L MR REE R VSR e T VR E A
B8 8 F R R (FUATE  Hrre 0 2022) o

AN R EY e el > TAR VBRI B A NN R R A
A2 X BE b H s FRA R R A RIS A A RBE BT o WP AR
1p #(Normalized Difference Vegetation Index, NDVI)#c e 4 7= &V g7 § B3 &
g4 Bz A VER=ZB A VP ESE NDVI i 2| VERERE
FHVERERRABEFEFTA LR ORERAST c B2 FERZ NDVI £ &
FEOCHERFINLSRFERAELREAFRE > AVEF AL B R
AREHE BT AES RFLBKES S AVEETEREDPCTE 0 A S
BT HE IR THEOERE L EREEL - 5 BRAEL R
S ER TR AR G| T5835% @ KB A chie L HFE B g 2 LTS
FRTFVHEV BIR S B 100% 0 KBRS B e BT A RET T o i A
FALRBEPH AV P o MT 5 AT REVERT > 427 F A AP L
SERSFSE BARRY PREEFT R G 0 e B A B R EL L
R R REBERAPELSEEURE PRSI BT AER G
XFRKEAL ] F AL BT 2 o 77 NDVI & % #ic® 520222 #icim { 2
20218 L A {0 FIpt R EMEE S X P F B RBEPE > v Ax 2Kk -

BrA R R D 4502022820 K> T AE ESY 290 REGFH - N = S eh
Bhe 2B > FRPCHFERS T DR AF S FF &N H AR
RO VLS > VB LR R BB PN R AEH 2 o KA o kigEA R
Bdpficz R > FR2ZHRHRG &R R gt b BB Y ERFEIL DL
B EPERRG A REGHAE > A HREPRFREGHE DL L o 2

12



FHLEE- BEAFALL G AT AR R B R R

BEAEFRHEINS S FANRY P RAS T RERERRE
BEAEB ES5% a B FIRTAOREIARTIIDII-15% 2 B 405 Al
RERTCFFE G EPH e PiBF - HBF REAH BT > PowTL o
AXFREFR B ARFEOFEL T LH A o (2022890 AT ERE S
PR ERAF ) T RERD A AAGH e BT R KBRS Ti0E
BRETHRI08k > B9 X S8l v 2 A8 Fho 4 FF R iRt
B e VERRB O R AT B LR R BB S
DRI ER AR RIFITE TN TR HT RV ERS 2 EML L
AR o
VRS chd AR AT 0 EC & pH 2 § s M35 ¥ A
PoaTBRITUETPCREIHREZFNLBHF A BF R4S

S HFERPBFTEAEF T VAT LA LR A EMREE 0 KR

=k
(\x,
2]

PSRRI PR 2R pH BHBR R SR PR
pH B2 % » B0 pdt > afa B d A A9 B VEREF NG EFHNE
ep A AL ARG ARERI IR g S pH B
2w R R LB R R TR F A o Tl BT S ns R
AHAS o PSR T A FLE R E R A 4 A

B de i b SRS R SR 1B P 13X 5 pF o A PE R 8237/ PF o BRI F(2
$) 4p e sl4 76155 R #ﬂfiﬁ@%ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁa’<§L45%¢$i%a L H
34068 BAE o B F X RSP 2AITRICHEF Y 0 & 5o S EE4D OFL 12/
1248 » BAglP3p5Hhafa - 2 kg P NALF R RSN DI EE S 0 &

1546 5 VRS B2 0 R edk T A EH S s T b il 0 R4
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%;é_o i/‘? }\fﬁ.ﬁ ?ﬁf%ﬁ/ }i‘, i% %{‘?F"Ffiﬁq léiﬁ”?f;é_r‘!s °€K4\4’;‘f§_‘;‘éfﬁ

TR IGEHRREGFARVE G L -

() VERERRELR GG
VIR {8 0 3 VERCE A (fire severity) £ 1 F en® - ¥ o VB E
B 50 A&V ET 2§02 B A G ARG RE s adlTs
B 2 42 (Morgan et al., 2014) > i3 BAR L 2 B E B v K 5 HHVE
ERPPAFEPPATL T HELE - - B HEHRVEERSVER THES
fo b HARNES LI R VER R YRR > a REKELRGTF e 0
T~ BRAEEA - F 0~ 235~ 2 IE  #F f9 E (Harvey et al., 2016;

Kerby et al., 2007; Kitzberger et al., 1997) » F]4* 4G VERE R PF - F 44

HFF - b dr o Pk Vfof A RLEBVERELE RO EFF > g
E 3T 3E P RER A (topography)d i F R BV ERE R O E & FlF

(Dillon et al., 2011; Parks et al., 2018) o @ » F GF¥>> YV ERE R A 3 AL F
E R0 -2 LI L A [ﬁ%:}% IF I BELVERE R (AL & %3 (Dillon et al.,
2011; Keyser & Westerling, 2017; Parks et al., 2018; Parks, Miller, et al., 2014) » iz

o pEiRammy A% 2 L 3 £ & (Fang et al., 2015) o H ARV &t L5800 &

=k

i

Parisien, et al., 2014) -

N EEFSY PR w3 LT V&R S (Parks et al, 2018; Parks,

B AT VEREAM  FRRR YL G RTRERE ZANEEFELER
B VG T RELRASERA T BAHEAFE  VERREE R
% (Ryan & Noste, 1985; 1k 4 % > 2005a) o A& #H3TEL U F|E & < 5 fFen b &
P2 aRh o AAFERLIFIASFTRERRE > Fltir & R F R
B PSR b S LR VERE B anE & 1 £ (Keeley, 2009; Szpakowski & Jensen,

2019)c FE PG TV ERE RN F RV L RS #F] #&(Normalized Difference

14



Vegetation Index, NDVI) ~ ¥ i i* Z £ 7 /%45 #k(Normalized Difference Moisture

Index, NDMI)fr3g i 1& 4 45 #%(Enhanced Vegetation Index, EVI) & & # 2 e fédp

B PEEFEL PR AR R EE R LT g REa A D7 AR
54 BE o Parks et al. (2018)4 & £ it s K 2| VBB E B BB EFS A

\

k4

& B (live fuel » & 3 NDVI, EVI, NDMI) ~ 3+ 3j(topography > & 7z # 34§ 5

e

BT F o Bldek 2526 :}ﬁ #c(dissection index » ¥+ A5 > Ea‘ﬂ B HRERERE)

F tE(climate > @ 7 F B IER D Rdpdic s ZHATE - THLEFRAR I HEK)
N X F (fire weather > & 7 ¥H'Edpdc ~ v E B 4 ERBE e < 5gn] ;R
% % (20052; 2005b)FT 5 ¢ r i E SR (NDVI~ B AR HEFER A G R A
AHEFTHE R 3 AL E S HREEZE A E 145 S H0)E - (0 ) K HE Y

P17 R ER LVERER o R R HEHRVEL I RE TR TR ER

\\\?{r

BRT kg BESPME RREE AL 2T
i VL REARR RAGPDZEZNELGE L SRR GE
BERG Lt P REF > T PEFEFR G E TR SIAIF RN RE

PERF R R 2.V ER & 3™ 1% (Pérez-Cabello et al., 2021) o #-iF 3 V& 4 3 2 a4k

>B\-

WAl 2 EAE AR RAR KB E B A B TRIEERE S
BEFFE VAP EIFARREL R G R ERTHEEFS & L&
? P b e E BT AP s B 324, %5 (Szpakowski & Jensen, 2019) o 4- Adagbasa et al.
(2020) e 2Le & ' B = K 7o Fl(Golden Gate National Park)ph z_ 3 4 3+ 2 4 L
EF R AE VAR R GFR G E O REARREAR IR HAE B

PERBEFEEFEY > A9 ARV E IR P L RAE R ST 0 B
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NN (S 0 B AL P - TAREGHT >V a FREHRIL S A5 5K
MR A R A F i dr A o VR s o i e 130 T AN R R D
AR kR PR AKRRIELL LERY R L 0 AR T (forest
restoration) 773 & FHAL(SER, 2004) o XS chgHRAR v H ERE A P S R
EROCELGANEAEAIMNEL > R L FRVERS B AL - VE
B ARR AU T AT TR B A R R B R E &I 6E 2 4]
B efh 7 vE (Meli et al., 2017; Noulékoun et al., 2021) - R 7 W2 * R¥ & 5 7
fA—AH 4 v &3 4 5 (Meli et al,, 2017; Souza-Alonso et al., 2022) » 4%

LR S e ) PR UNPIAE S S 0 R T

et
&

HRIT A K VR RO A B VY R A X RT AN LS
EEFLA AFRTAEZEL 2 A > 238 e fee A~ ~ 2 d g

PRAE S e E LT ERBIA L Bk BT A HRE EY LY 0 A

=
T
¥
35

s
\_.

E AR T N R SRR BLALY R enig g % (Philipson et al.,
2020; Thorn et al., 2020) > 41993 & 35 ¥ 4 Atk L M2 £ 2002# ez g~ L »
R IR AVERREY RERTE R MR R TR KA 0 R 58
apﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁm@ AVERREY o BEBRREBAT S AT N8 LB
B3 2cd 15 { 4k (Alayan et al, 2022; Meli et al., 2017; Souza-Alonso et
al., 2022) - Crouzeilles et al. (2017)% & 7 23R133B £+ AR v a7 >
AR ERAAFOERREE CRTFR NI SR EEET O RBRT D
MR ERR S ERERL T RF OSBRI B RS REE ERD
At BT gty EHERF ORI BT B S R
BIRE 4 RFEE D o SR SRS R R AR SHA S
Bk SR S5 % 5 0 3 ARSI R T { B ABRT -
FROMEBRT S G EIUPEE > FRFPRF AR TR RER D
FRT O FERIARTROBFIEIARE R TR FE 0 B0 PR SRR T AR
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< H4v 0 b kA8~ Eenh Y& (Prach et al., 2020) o F]pt A N MELS o Aok g E AT
A 12 & gL odr(fire refugia)?) = e %"ﬁ;{zgﬁ%"’ ¥t ARA RREIMER o
VR ) A 3 2 AR R FE) “,f TEART RO RZ 2 E
£ 4 L HEATHICDL & JREE(Souza-Alonso et al., 2022) o gt #F > A A TS
SRR 0§ FI S 6 e Aovc i (perch effect)m 25 = & 37 @32 f65F & > &
4o id i AT(Cavallero et al., 2013) 5 F pF#% i = A (B 7~ & 5 i8)Y il fE
kAU Aot BOFIE 0 i LA SRR ] w 01 iz 2 2 & (Souza-Alonso et al.,

2022) -

BT S RIS S R VS TR PR STENEE: £ S S S P ¥
hopt i § % FTE P #R4R T fhar 4 (Barcenas-Moreno et al., 2009; Santana et al.,

2014) o Flpt agRPBR B R TP FHT R VEF R PR T 2 BiERLEYE R
g BLIE P 2 - o

1993£ 17 52 L EFREE TR 2 JeE VETEE 7S TRIF T AH
Aok BT B 2 S REHE - FP RS SAHVESEES S L ARG

TR %, 1995; FIEFE, 1995; 1 ~ % & #iE47, 1994; 1 % 32, 1996; 5 % B
et al., 2005) o %3\ HEB (5 HhiP 40(1993) T 44 VB R B (T L BT 0 2R
GVET R L SBAR o TR NS FEREIEBEAAMBR TR TRk
Fokim o T2 ApMAIRIER VEFE A o AV EF A DAL R A S e
A= FPFRELHT 08 5 &S TRl il v - FEEG ST RS

FE R A R(PILIL, 1995) « @ B0 e R T L UERE IS $ enif R 0 LTS

-

Tl AR BUR 0 REFEL FP X DBk %, 1995) o d 2k WREAAREEM
BOAARBHE G kA 2 5 AL A FRE IR B S (RIARE, 1995)
WL A S128 0 FF X BQRO0SEFEHFILEGETT 0 B AT BB
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NEFA RS2 LH AT REFLEGE o8 FFF R
MILFATIIE o - FF e R EATERL LT AR T R
LR R R

BAREAFHVEL DL BRAFT FA R G e fT Ry 0 KA

WL o BTG SRR g Y FEAK R R

i

Pl R HBFLRE UG- ERET - KRR 4piR(Orsi et al., 2011) © Dey

and Schweitzer (2014)30. 2 & X L PR A 7T BAE X I 3HH T > 7 KB B -

ﬂ\

Mg S REZ o AUEE B B a s N H R R i ey
Wl F R R R BT A E R do el B B g
W~ HAB(patch) < ) Fethe R REE Ak g KRl B R &
WEH SR RFRE D AEEMA NG PSR SE S AN A A4 E

AL RGE A $41800-2500 m eEE e AR v ¥ (I & & | F.
2006) « G2 RFHAATH N ELRFIFLVENRRSBLH - E

XKL ATRE ) 7-8 (4 BIAL, 2005) 0 2R A o AL TR AN 5 TR (FHP

@ raaE o Ft T KV e AR R R (T KR R D
Bt s £ 8 o itk R 3 (vegetation recovery rate ; VRR)E 4| # i ip| L= 3

4R Rk G ehdp ez, - (Lin et al., 2005) > 328l £ 4847 < |+ 4f 1 ok i &
KRR GL A > Boe @ 7 0 T3 R B e AL (Lin et al,, 2004)
VRR it P-if 770z 2 REA4R R % o VRR 7 3% 4 i 8ot 4800% & 9 NDVI &
TRt o i3 2 ks qp ity VERRE A VRR IR fARRE o Bl VSERE R
5 AR B i 5 e 4 HR(2 Fuls et al, 2016) « Jodo et al. (2018)F]* NDVI
e A# - F = AN A AT AP #HR AR 4p Bii(novel Cumulative
Relative Recovery Index, CRRI) ~ 1%k 48 %" 45 #(Recovery Trend Index, RTI) 14 %
2 PAR P R 3p #c(Half Recovery Time index, HRT) » = F#dp kB W/ B3R~ £ 8 ~
Pzl Gk il BF TR R R AR MERVELSR T ER
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7 fpdow o B¢ HRT A V&S 440 AR #E R - 82 V&S ahg iz 4p M 5 RTI A
R S fadpT v cnP o e 5 VR ERR B M 5 A CRRI =X 3
L € 42 R B4 - Wang et al. (2022)#% NDVI & * ** 8 A ~ 2 £ @y
T BEB LS NDVI F 4 ACER AR ASE P RE o VR E R
ks T 3£ Bt o

",% 7 NDVI 2z ¢F » 3§ g i 7t %%4p #%-(Normalized Burn Ratio; NBR)# % £ ¥ A5
it 7+&L (Difference Normalized Burn Ratio; dNBR)~ 435 5% ic § 3% s V4 fk
€ R 1A % t8 4R i (Escuin et al., 2008; Roy et al., 2006) » # £ it 724,
(Normalized Burn Ratio; NBR)#ciE % 13 -12. F > ice X3 2 7+ R ZE 2 &
B AR R AR > VRN S F 2 B AR A 7 VR AR S e AU AR
BA%E o ANBR B3 LV 5 NBR £ /8 » 277 VBT 58 2 B h R B it
Prid i VER BERE RERR -

¥ & 4 4p #c (leaf area index, LA £ # chit 4~ 54 & 4 (gross primary
Productivity, GPP) » &_% * & ip 48 3 R AR K & e 38 a‘% 1% (Qin et al., 2022) -
Eofilplci g Hra fEPTRESa i A-H LR 554

A

Hod WESG fFdgdcT L F P TR

e
|
bt
o
o

—h
ia)
é_
h

LT A s m g
WiELEAA R F R o4 A 4 (Fang et al,, 2019) » A VS fE#Rp BT o LAL
FOUh kT OREAR YRR ik B bz Bk i (Qin et al, 2022) 0 B2 A
P EAApA G RRPEFEFREEY A4 5 B nlE > L2 AR
fod 1 0a TR PR #(Wu et al., 2022) o L UEHEAR AR BT 2L F 7] 0 v A
§ AR s T ek BT 4 A R GPP TR S 2Ra L
T flger e B VR e e i 4 K FI VIER EE R EARY 9 GPP
RUMPA I RAFE o oV LR o~ A aEdl s FEIEE U §iF

it & (Rossi et al., 2020; Qin et al., 2022) °
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3\1J%ﬁ§lﬁ%
(-) i

FEIRFIZLRFOFAEPN AAM T ERAFE YRR - 2R
2021458 15p 34 < L > HUET 5P 27P 4ad¥ i > X AEI2P o PR - 4K
Foliifged pAFE Lo FI LA VEREG L 23 L GRAR o kIR
Tk B BT R WL 0 AR S T9T 0 o AT A I B2,750-
3,200m 2 [ > 3 BB T HA 0 BETE fE o fr R R (RN B e
TH) - B850 8 ws o KARB KICHE &R 4% R 792% H(Chiou et al,,
2009):% % (formation) 2 & ¢ 5 T F 3R Lp - g - T IR0 S0 4 44 F 0 (114

A EP R BT LE S E R (URRBY S BR) > R BRC] G

Fohs Tl ¥ SRE T L FRERA T LR L-d 30l -
BEBL, BOARBE o FWA 3 VERB RS e G BRIP4

BFoER O RBEPMFRBIEEIE P ERBEL NP AR SR

p77 *itdk— o
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BRRE RS CEPE BEP P ERE LS BREEA LT
BRAPHEE LRI Fokw g4 ) ¢ g Ve w I @(DI-
01 ~ DJ-02 ~ DI-03 ~ DI-04% DJ-05) « ¢ 442/ # T i (DJ-11 ~ DJ-12 ~ DJ-13 -
DJ-14%2 DJ-15) ~ % £ * % # = B(DJ-21 ~ DJ-22% DJ-23) - & B3 T il X
AHeH AL 510mx 10m=100m’ > Ak ERY 5 L BRREEREY 11T
B BT BT A il M B R S B TRRR R % (DJ-3132 DI
37) > BAEKE? R ABAE NS R AR R R TS AR 5 BE
A A iR o

L BRY R VS 2 B ERATREREREEERTA

T T LI L ST S N
DJ-01 LT 121.0270 23.4757 3199 gy 4 37 205
DJ-02 LT 121.0268 23.4760 3224 gy 8 40 165
DJ-03 LT 121.0270 23.4764 3252 il 24 170
DJ-04 LT 121.0274 23.4761 3220 s 20 117
DJ-05 LT 121.0224 23.4761 3090 vy 40 200
DJ-11 A 121.0237  23.4757 3098 =3 30 316
DJ-12 L 121.0201 23.4768 3085 il 50 135
DJ-13 L 121.0200 23.4771 3084 o 15 35
DJ-14 L 121.0205 23.4765 3073 o 45 204
DJ-15 ELT 121.0236  23.4759 3113 BE: 30 173
DJ-21 AXFHETF 121.0184 23.4787 3033 = 15 15
DJ-22 AXF3ETF 121.0193 23.4779 3073 a4 35 9
DJ-23 X% 121.0188 23.4787 3050 vy 10 60
DJ-31 TR ® 121.0281 23.47435 3101 L & 35 210
DJ-32 TR ® 121.0269 23.47397 3064 L & 30 220
DJ-33 TR ® 121.0256 23.47467 3040 L & 40 215
DJ-34 TR R 121.0249 23.47461 3033 L & 31 142
DJ-35 TR R 121.0238 23.47517 3047 L3 28 207
DJ-36 TR R 121.0217 23.47525 3004 L & 18 151
DJ-37 R w 121.0219 23.47384 2888 L & 32 197
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(=) 7

R VRBE R e R R VBB (CRR BB A%

B2 pd i DREEZFAMERE R 2 p AT 2

“~

¥
j\kﬁ;ﬂ l,(i\,l.y*iﬁ'gjé'% E’.,T7£' 7 1—}‘35{« ?\ 7*_[_;;]2‘]’6’ ?\:féﬁ‘l‘}\""%& Kﬁﬁi& o H ¥

RS LR R PSR SR Y U TR

Keetch-Byram Drought Index (KBDI) i® % 3k 3 -k & K i ehi® i :‘j% % (Keetch &

Byram, 1968) - 3745 1% A 1968# % £ 12 % » — & #_% R K 73ri%% (United States

Forest Service):™ % 2 Blic ¥ 42 & i th > #%4p i ;% 4o (Taufik et al., 2015) :
KBDI, = KBDI,_, + DF; — RF,
» RF & -k & 7]+
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AR B 200k A L ) I800(HRATCR) o B H A p L ich E

PIFE & & ¥i(Satellite-based drought monitoring and warning system; Takeuchi et al.,

(2015) » f245 & % 4 km
yea oo g A BRRE 4p #(Normalized Difference Moisture Index, NDMI)
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R A g dpiE o WA B R B < 2 R gl & (Sentine) kA K

AEEFI3B > g7V Ak~ iThedtkfrmp otk LB fMETR S 10m e

HtH e

NIR — SWIR

NIR + SWIR

¢ NIRE iT4o#h £ F bFiE > SWIR S &l o 3k K S8
EEAXFHER 0 E NDVI #&

NDMI =

EPET T R 0 20228 AV R B
B TR X TI2021E hjp b ¥ 2w BB E o 8 R BT
Flzoeb > i 5 ¢k i@ *  SPI (the standardized precipitation index)£ SPEI (the

standardized precipitation-evapotranspiration index) 3p #54¥. F AL F B ko

TgEfkfk o SPI - A 2t EMA R RN AR DI L > LB Y N THLE D

BeE e B3R B S e ghh- TR LR (M4clB? 3B 6B %
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p) PR Ea g LRREAa 5L D 8 A (Gamma distribution) ¥ 5 B i3
AEREFEAG > AR AGHREFVLEAGY C FIAFTEFP 7 2 H
T e fig;yj&{spl B o SPIenficidd *t 8 1% e iz FAléa 2HEEL > 5]
BFHET AR F GES o PREEEET R A R R AY > T il
A TAE FE S L E R Rk A TR (McKee et al, 1995) © SPEI 4 #
st B @ Azg SPLAEL > L% A SPEL4pikie * en j »cii o £ (& £ &1

AiTE L E) iAo T Haled A~ T F S # S #3] (Vicente-Serrano et

F_*

al., 2010) = SPEI 4 #++ SPI 145 4 5 1 BhAicE » 7 @4 E R kA e

MCER) 4 AR LN P E - HF PR RE R B RS T R

% T4 (Vicente-Serrano et al., 2010) -
AR FH Y P iz FE4F ¢ < (European Centre for Medium-Range
Weather Forecasts, ECMWF) 1 ERA-5 land 34 # kit SPI ¥ SPEl #iciE - &2

ZEAEOET RGOk ISR Rende B0 LI LG p1962& iz £ i

|l

BAF TR 2B p 2R s BRAFHE AP LD FRES R

AR o Ay Y TR AR X UI2B Y L% R3E SPI-12#& SPEI-12 %

P

ke R B B b R AR - F R ES s AR R Y E
F|F 3T % B LR Yk o 458 A 7 (Youcef et al., 2020) > VERE R €
FIL R A AR e AR o el A T A LA R

Ko T RET T AR R B e 7 R A B0 A R kB R 28 4 3 0
FHRDD LS FHEEFLIGEE s B R RERVER R AP

FHALFRREBFERFEE,  cFWEP R R IEFE A& TR

L3 NDVI chife (02 % 24532 £ B i o
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NDVI & ;8 4o

NP NIRL T k57 68 » R5 ok F 518
SOBRMBVECEMEE R RN AP LRE AL T (Escuin et al,
2008; Lin et al., 2004; Roy et al.,, 2006)5= 3 & * £ B F i i & (Difference

Normalized Burn Ratio; ANBR)#& 4. v 15 4R & $25 o ANBR 3 5 2 38 4o @

_ NIR — SWIR
" NIR + SWIR

dANBR = NBRpefore — NBRyster

NBR

¢ NIRE T/ b k7 8 E > SWIR 3 Bt iz F % > NBRposore * % X 4 e
NBR & * NBRysper it 4 X 415 erNBR &

AR gE Qin et al.(2022)% R IE R LB HAR EAT T 2 2R 5k o i
* NASA # % e MODIS Leaf Area Index(MCDI15A3H.061)12 % Terra Gross
Primary Productivity (MOD17A2H.061) » &4 X &% 3 P B E & ff 4p 2 2
47 4 & 4 (gross primary productivity, GPP) » # if # #RiT - A X F 2 £ E 4R iT
LOHF PR w3 121.00952, 23.468805) » 1b i L HE T 5 81 PR e 1 o
MODIS LAI F#42 8 d Terra #Fk £ Aqua Fhk FHR AW > PFF R L4% > 37
f247 & 5 500m > LAI thiicdp 2 W21 4 4552 0 £ 5l 5 EHE 5 a2

oo it B AT SRIT S BATRP 2

\\\Xr

Tikypd BHFFA G 2 Ry
(Knyazikhin et al., 1999) - Terra Gross Primary Productivity # &9 MODIS
Terra fFk F A W » PR R R Z8% » 2 B 247 5 500m « 32 Tt A B4R
FHIMES R E T Fenip B~ ERFA L E LAL Fwi K ERT FRIFY

.M 2 (Running et al., 1999) -
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Class Fire risk Slope range (°)
1 Very low 0-3
2 Low 3-5
3 Moderate 5-10
4 High 10 - 15
5 Very high 15-35
6 Etremely high >35

232 LB MEHBVER BN VR G B P)

Aspect Range (°) Class State
N 337.5-22.5 1  Extremely low
NE 22.5-67.5 2 Very low
NW 292.5-337.5 3 Below mean
E 67.5-112.5 4 Moderate
SE 11251575 5  Higherthe
mean
W 247.5-292.5 6 High
SW 202.5-247.5 7 Very high
S 157.5-202.5 8 Extremely high
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FHALTETRY A LA

A el S VCERRR LT ERREERS 2 s Y RAERE
BT & LAk ERATA R RAE B - PRAEAFET k0 R
IR ELRRFENA - AT B VEREA AR H R E AR B4R
oo FEFFTRA AR VERETER AFE I BBFETRVD
ARAHFEFR? PuBshAd B R s SR UESR AR R IRE R o 4F AP
FHAAERMN L] FAMP o RER P HREE Y o X VELE T D
AAfERR O RIEFF SR EER  EERUHT R BT S K
SHNEFHEEHRZTR o F 7 AMEFFL PERE > Piesd ik
N EEERE 2 A AFF o BTG FRAUED Y RpHEERAR R
Ao FREA014s 0 AR N A RPEEE Y DA 0 KA

TR oA AABRTPEARESAE - TOERE A - RERA N A TR

Bt § o g o BRI A TR P LG B E T A

AR REMEFFARIANL UEL AR T RBAFAT S
A LR AREBRFERFoUIE B FH o DA ST MR EE AL
o> TR EF AR ER > %R Braun-Blanquet 2 B ® A (% Iy LWL
BB MELSEAYT o Pt s E BHRE Y NG A AEF T S kB R
G %Y i MR NERERR o T E RS ERETE 3 B 4
BT ¢ 2 et A s (AT HETZ FRT) B A~ B R KT

Tt A g 4 a8 Shannon § fRitdpdic > 7 B VR 2 AR
SHE SRR T R REFE DR RAER > DRI AR

Hcdy
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# 4. Braun-Blanquet ¥ & & B2 R ER & B ¥ £
Braun-Blanquet 5% & & & 3. REIARGE 4k B
(C; %) (ordinal
transform value)
P 0 0
R 1-3tk C<5 1
+ | mEam C<5 2
1 ﬁ&fa&f&@’éﬁﬁﬁxia% c<s 3
FRB
2m | thici® § c<5 4
2 |22 | BER S-125% 7 hikdk 5<C<125 5
2b | B E R 12.5-25% > * ik 125<C<25 6
3 BER 25-50% ° * ki 25<C<50 7
4 | BER 50-75% 0 % %tk 50<C<75 8
5 | BER A T% 0 4 %k C>75 9
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L P RFH o FRTERREYE v w o 2L R T OB A ARG o
TRENEFAFT LR RSB RS OREFE > X IFL K RS G E
) T N E

*FA Y 4§ % 7 % (meteorological drought))Z & % & 4Rk & 03 g
% (ecological drought):® G & fo it 4 M A % o § iz % £ (T )
BEREGEIN? T ERGGEFRE o f 2icE EY R F R kA are LR
R TR AR KA SRR A R B TR R H B REREA) o B F RicH
iptk= & - 22 Keetch-Byram Drought Index (KBDI) f& 4R X g7 (2021-05-15)
chi BRI 0 © ) SPIip k2 SPEL-124p 4 WAL R fE§ &+ 0% & &
E: sl AR i LA

KBDI enffcie (X 32000F » i & -k A 20 B> VUEE 4 5 1< o 52004007 >
LA BN GT R  BRE D VR 2 o 5400-600FF o & ] e R e B
B ASGE BRIl A R T R € R o 5600-800RF it £
FEREIGGE P A 0 H AR EOHRAL T S AL E o KBDI i3T5k 4o @] 4
A NS 0 A RHE RIS LS FE RS AL LR
T BB P 5 BcF 0 KBDI 4t 38200 0 A d & 3Rehifs T H @ AZ1H600 -
HFE & R M50 kA L LB B ieic kB FEE Y o d 30 KBDI &5 jg #4¢
EMEAaE o AR ANY BTGB ERZIERK  FILU AR MART
% > KBDI &8 /3 3 % 38 clicid R & g R ] o

SPI ¢2 SPEI 3 A4 7 P PR 2 RANE B § i E0FT - LR B

BoR A RGP R E 0 T E DI RS APk A TR o Flpt A
SPI ¢ SPEI 4p g AR B3 3 % 3 ek & i > 55 o] SE B 6477 » #ciE
ek Ak fided 7o K SPLenlic @ B 7 L (B 5) 0 >4 4420218470 pF 5 &

wt ¥ gck pfrin > A2 A RFEIESBICEF DEIR oA 2 LR RS FIRP
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# 7. SPI £ SPEI 4p #h-#c {5 &2 Fh 35 -k 4 ;% {5 ( Bera et al, 2021)

Value Water state
>2.0 Extremely Wet
15t02.0 Very Wet
10to 15 Moderately Wet
-1.0t0 1.0 Near Normal
-1.5t0-1.0 Moderately Dry
-20to-1.5 Very Dry
<-2.0 Extremely Dry
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SPL 4p the @it K R F 5 kA L AT ke df o Bim BB AR LY F B E
P IE R AR o @ SPEL f1RRliE - A B E B FCR A 0 FHE 0 DU A T gRiT 5 mgt
T F A L BEITR BN o HARE FEY B R 2 f 19801 2023 & (hE B ok A T el (]
6) AP FRBFAY R FE R A BEORSE RO F A REEEEE o U HITREY
B B ARR @ T 0 1991-1994% 11 2 20182022 Bt B E chE PER IS ) 0 2021 &

ST BFBE Y REP2010ET 0 A2 miF 213 F i frac 5 o gt bR e R 52021 &

40 g E PR IE S 15 % (SPEIF12<-2) » 37 B8 B3t RV ER b G eniER o
AR E R AR Rac R ) A A FEFHBRR Sk s KGRI o BB AT 4

o HRA Gk R R R G o T IR KA LR T o A g p L
BT ORK R RS KRR e BVEE A g T R S R SRR T 0 Ve
WER TR VES SR DI o Ra o B AL RFIRITE R L 0 IR AL
FAEET " F 5 & 5 ¥k ERVEDRHER RS FE R (Ryan & Williams, 2011) © &
KA F T AR F ARG RDE Bigh: 0 AFHVERSP 2 AL T XL F R EL
PN E & gy o FU 0 AR - % 0 NDMI B E AR 22021 LT R FR Y B T 5 it
Rk AR, o NDMI @ % fo4e 5 B $HT i b £ § ot £ oo > 2 20 kA g R iR § e
gz bk Ft s K Lon Y 07 ok 5 (Nejad & Zoratipour, 2019) - NDMI #c g & -0.4
DT R AR RITIRS o Bl 8020 042 0 1 E AT KA BB ALB0ARI & 4
1 47 -k &2 %o & (Berca & Horoias, 2022) ° 2021 #3 7 147 eh2 LR RS FIE R FEE » & 5
NDMI = 326 4off] 747 » 3 LR PPN 2 380 B8 i b 506 fpF k2 $5 - 5 B
FE 8 R N 0§ 86.19% i Ak et ok A T £ ek fi (NDMI<0.4) » 5 ¢ 95 4.02%:

AR RSB I PR o 13.81% Ak L ok A L Rk G o
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FEicEdp T LB B K & gk 2R 0 KBDI dp iR B R B ¢ A

B vk A e A )0 - RaEBERAR TR % 73 5 SPL I A R B chE P § i E Kk
PRSP HICE SRR AL S A SPEI RliE- HRF4 R 238 s PRI LD F

TR A YT gk L A NDMI R B At ek A L 4 > iRt £ F A KA BB o
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[ FLEXRAR
L (@) AaEE

E71 Wb E

I 3 |

=2 NDMI
.;1"": I <=-0.4
?

121.01°E 121.02°E 121.03°E
Bl 7.2021#3-47% 1 1 K 72 F) NDMI L 308 B > #ic@>0-023 042 FF & & 4 & fead -k
WH o ] -02% 7 BITRE R o

3 8.2021 & 34 7 1 4 BN NDMI A 2 & f# 22 5 f1* 6

NDMI State Area (m°) Percentage (%)
-0.2-0.2 Extreme dry 31960.06 4.03%
0.2-0.4 Dry 652441.71 82.16%
0.4-0.6 Adequate moisture 109668.65 13.81%
total 794070.42 100.00%
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FOFGEEF L B A VER GPERF]T BT LET RS SHARY
Howd Fdth o @A papdt o ol T g A F A ety 2 & RFI prale A
N FRAR > EE NV ET RIS iAo deid 2 AR D R Sl e )R
Bk o RBARHECE A X DIV B MRS > MR e (TR L g R
PRUESFTAR  a S LR Rt F 2 F O EARE . R E 8 R
A58 ek o AoiE V4G B 4E(Stavi, 2019) o AF7 § ik Jp Youcef et al. (2020)sF7 F > 1Y
IR R R R 200 Rl VA A AH L 2EHAE S - KA
SR BRGEE SR B 8B A 9 PR VR T LRRAFIIE B E A A0
BB h R o P VEFBPN A VER G E 5T F(£ ) HY UEEBR %G BB (E
BO)E 5 0 f ®RE60.69% 0 H xR AT B R G RB(E LS §OVET P 36.61% 0 @ p
Bl 8» ¥ R VMERBEEFEDVERT FRY PN EREFLGRS RSN AR
AR DES o B BT € AR VEREARR -

oo ¥ - IR CLER G ehE A F]F o d At Lok o d M IR AL & B Pl
BoarRdBd e A WXL FhkBER > ERBBRGICE > FRAAHEHVER G- R
% (Youcef et al., 2020) > #F7 3 FH &R v ¥ LR OB RE S 5 o H B2 %G 3
Bdvd 100 A% A4cB] 99T o - H AP HEYE VER DL LR (B 9 £ 10)

BT 5 72.69%F A AN TR a M3 L EL G RE 0 A 2T B3R G TR HORER Y

>‘1\

37.80% ° SFE A F]F N GTHEE BT RFEEE SV EY AB LG EE 0 RS

FIRBE chp T o 3 AP Fa R SeJpl VR B VBRI AR -
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121.0°E

B 8. % o B R B4 B4

9. 2 LR

121.02°E 121.03°E

PHEVEL'GEER BRAHEERGEREL O

e R W E SACY SER Y A

Class Fire risk Slope range (°) Area (m?) Percentage (%)
1 Very low 0-3 398.63 0.05
2 Low 3-5 1195.90 0.15
3 Moderate 5-10 3986.32 0.50
4 High 1015 15945.29 2.00
5 Very high 15-35 292197.45 36.61
6 Extremely high >35 484338.20 60.69
Total 798061.79 100.00
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23.47°N

121.02°E

121.01°E

12102°E

121.03°E

O FUERAR

g

L RERZILE

o E

. MIRERER(E)
K]

121.03°E

BlO. 2 LR GO FRFY H s VR G 25 B HEE 2R 10

45 2L &

%10 LR RO FEHFELVERS P - VIER G ERZ 5 ff 30304
Aspect Range (°) Class State Area (m?) Percentage (%)

N 337.5-22.5 1 Extremely low 22000 2.76
NE 22.5-67.5 2 Very low 4400 0.55
NW 292.5-337.5 3 Below mean 158400 19.88
E 67.5-112.5 4 Moderate 32800 4.12
SE 112.5-157.5 5 Higher the mean 36800 4.62
w 247.5-292.5 6 High 241200 30.27
SW 202.5-247.5 7 Very high 255200 32.03
S 157.5-202.5 8 Extremely high 46000 5.77
Total 796800 100.00
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AFE Y} FRERAT R B RpTE (2022) % F 2 iE o It FE B e B o NDVI #icig =6 v
W AR TR (S AR R o NDVI A1 % 54k & 5% sjr ki engh b 2 4 it
VO UL IR e 4 & 8 Bk i (Szpakowski & Jensen, 2019) - p B] 10A 2 % 11¥ &
a*%ﬁ%ﬁmﬁNmn&@%%mﬁ;ﬁ@aﬁm%m%’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁi%fiaﬁg

i {5 (] 10B) > A7 VRN NDVI#ciE 5 % M 1081 » H 8 Ll 85T 5
(XY F ) NDVI #cie { #°% K3 0.0-042. F » %ﬁ'—r“/‘ T EHAR R 20 B
Bw ACESD RITIOR o p RBIFEA(R IDELVER L NDVILER(R DT L > %7

NS FEE T BT R A2 S HE B ONDVIET S o

2022#8% 1 10* snfiniFsk(@ 10C) » % L EFR I > 3 LR RS F w3 N NDVI#k
B B HT06(R 12) Pt R A FF i F P EAREFMERF L LRI W0 - §auck 4y
o7 5% (B 6T > §c5 B p2019EF B 4 > 12021 # P Flimsgic 5 - B2 2R A 2022# %
% SPEl #icid ‘@ffEr > (S~ B r 305 R > THFFI2023897 o 525 F EHEHEAPE
HFEFudldsg mTagtFdio-BKPF > wE ] B4Rl o F4 R %
RFIEF i F A kAzd e ¥ 2 2R Bk A - KEFF O
§ehte o A gF 2 IR E A PEEF SRS EP B i HacE - AR
PO RFF kAR REEF O EREF > J R NP EEF AL A g F AL S
= oA ARESFHIEE DI F > GERE  FAFTEAERERT ¢ R Tk
LB TRAREFEOS SR 5 X E T fE dF S f oo sk (Bigler & Vitasse, 2021) e
Flt o £2022E87 2100 2 L E RS FIBEP 0 NDVI 8 & § #3006 8 1% K 10.2-
0.4z FF (B 12) ° 3% % 7 iv 2% FI2021# iz & £ B2l - 22022& § X &~ fp¥tic %
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# 11.2020-2021 & NDVI % e #7 & & fi v 0] g8 23 4

& A (%) 2021( X 15 )

2020( % &%) | 0.0-0.2 | 02-04 | 04-06 | 06-08 | 0.8-1.0 Total
0.2-0.4 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
0.4-0.6 0.14 0.73 2.06 0.94 0.00 3.87
0.6-0.8 1.16 4.92 9.86 38.53 1.05 55.51
0.8-1.0 0.20 1.94 4.15 28.70 5.61 40.61
Total 1.51 7.59 16.07 68.17 6.66 100.00
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3 12.2022-2023 & NDVI % soficié #r & & 4800 6] % 8 2 4

& At 5](%) 2023

2022 0.0-0.2 0.2-0.4 0.4-0.6 Total
0.0-0.2 18.03 1.64 0.00 21.67
0.2-0.4 3.63 73.03 0.18 76.52
0.4-0.6 0.00 1.84 1.63 1.82
Total 19.68 76.85 3.47 100.00
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2 13.2023 & NDVI % st #r b & #5010 0] %8 3t 4

B & NDVIR s (JEER £ ) o

& At 5](%) 8-10

1-4 7 0001 ] 0102 | 0203 | 03-04 | 04-05] 0506 | Total
0.0-0.1 0069 | 2116 | 0.000 | 0.00 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 2.185
0.1-0.2 0046 | 9832 | 1.322 | 0.080 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 11.281
0.2-0.3 0.000 | 8464 | 22125 | 1.104 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 31.693
0.3-0.4 0000 | 0.609 | 30.232 | 14.121 | 0.356 | 0.000 | 45.320
0.4-0.5 0.000 | 0.000 | 0483 | 6.428 | 2.093 | 0.000 | 9.004
0.5-0.6 0.000 | 0.000 | 0000 | 0034 | 0471 | 0011 | 0517
Total 0115 [21.021 | 54.163 | 21.769 | 2.921 | 0.011 |100.000
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Eo fidplcy 0 F P fikens B R R B AR hd L0 8 gt A
PUE SR Ap R i L UBRS e 4 BRI 0 B 7 1F 5 NDVIc i <hiff (2(Qin et al,, 2022) - ¥
B g kAR 170 Vg VERRAHBEOE G il REC kBRI
Pk e o dF A20—402 F o A VEES > VERB N SEREEHT A LARG > Ea
FAp BT E 220302 F > ¥ n2023F SEFHEN a HReOEFERFRT o E G M
pHEALSIGE PR Vo R A ARV ERFEHREL E(R 18) B5ET A
FenF PR C AN R VER S 4 R R(T 394505 kgC/m’) 0 A PR 2 T30
#2.% (512.8 kgC/m?) o 827K VUL % 48 ch GPP #c @i » 2023 4% % 5 crid & L& 11> fe
- FRE S BT AR ATV MG R H R4 A 4 H i (Auetal, 2022) o

#_dNBR ‘B ¥ L 5 2021 £4 % £212022E4 % 0l i@ (B 19A)F LA F e e E L
Wh Tl o BVEPC R FRELPFEIM G o Ra o bl - E (58 LS oh INBR(R
19B)RIBE 7 % W E VT o ot Wi Bl R RE RN FALR A - enR TR 0 12023
EADpE S BT VS R B E AR R K 2 E R 8 VR R R AR Ay e
dNBR e i 22 NDVI#cE %' - RO a2 TP VERE v s FLB¥ics
mEREHEEEEN -

HAFL? TR BT AR VEL G B BB gk E PR

M OERES BT X P EWNolan et al., 2021) - F VEF 22 iRRE £ €

Al Ay IR TRBEPVECRES OB TR S B8 DS R
R gE A P S (S AR B ehPs I (Kibler et al., 2019; Nolan et al., 2021) « 43457 4 § % &

HF i TRIERA A 0 A A2023E chh F AR R PIcE R 0 2L F R E kR
I LU A S FRESER R DF FE50% o NDVI #icid 22 LAL i~ A7 o LV
PEFEIEE P BPEREKET S RAEHEE - 2ehd A4 o ARBRTE A
Ay AT E & M4 (Cavallero et al., 2013; Souza-Alonso et al., 2022) » F]pt T - F &

WB iR B A RALEFER R T RIR .
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T B b1 2022/2 2022/5  2022/9  2023/7
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s 3 R e TN 4.0 4.0 91.6 49.6
R § STy - - 0.4 -
R AT - - 0.2 0.6
mi L A - - - 0.1
. AECER - 45.0 1174.4 413.7
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15. 4 F,% B da A A ’R ERE /rﬁi xR

AL IR A )

Survey time LY ERER HH g fF4) £

mean SD mean SD mean SD
1 2.33a* 0.69 3.49a 0.83 3.23a 1.24
2 2.39a 0.73 3.47a 0.87 3.00a 1.20
3 2.04a 1.16 3.60ab 0.83 3.20a 1.44
4 2.48a 0.74 3.81b 0.56 3.99b 0.11
*

TBFA AT A

Kruskal-Wallis rank sum test 4 % ¢
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